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Hayes, ge, Owen, Spooner, 
Heard, Maffett, Peel, Stabinecker, 
Hemphill, Mahoney, Perry, Stephenson, 
Henderson, Iowa McAdoo, Phelan, Stewart, Tex. 
Herbert, McClammy, Phelps. Stewart, Vt. 
Hires, McComas, Pidcock, ey. 
Hopkins, Ill. McKenna, Plumb, Taylor, È. B., Ohio 
Hopkins, N. Y, McKinley, Pugsley, Taylor, J. D., Ohio 
Howard, cKinney, Randall, Thomas, a 
Hudd, MeMillin, Rayner, mas, 
Hunter, McShane, Reed, Thompson, Cal, 
Jackson, Merriman, Rice. Tillman, 
Johnston, N.C, Milliken, Robertson, Turner, Kans, 
Jones, Milis, Rockwell, Wade, 
KD navi mower ss Drai 

elley, ontgomery, ussell, Mass. est, 
Kennedy, Morrill, Scott, White, N. Y. 
Kerr, orse, Seney, Whiting, Mich, 
Ketcham, Nichols, Seymour, i 

n, Norwood, Shaw, Wilber, . 
Laidlaw, Nutting, Sherman, Wilki 
Landes, Oates, Shively, Wilson, W. Va. 
Latham, O'Donnell, Simmons, Wise 
Lawler, O’Ferrall, Sowden, Yardley, 
Outhwaite, Spinola, Yoder, 


So the motion was agreed to. 


The 


following were announced as paired on all political questions 


until further notice: 


. PEEL with Mr. KETCHAM. 

. BRYCE with Mr. ATKINSON. 

. LANDES with Mr. MORRILL, 

. SIMMONS with Mr. ARNOLD. 

. GAY with Mr. HIRES. 

. HAYES with Mr. FELTON. 

. BURNETT with Mr. BROWER. 

. Bynum with Mr. OWEN. 

. MILLs with Mr. Ezra B. TAYLOR. 

. WILSON, of West Virginia, with Mr. MCCOMAS. 
. MCKINNEY with Mr. boorHMAN. 

. CAMPBELL, of Ohio, with Mr. KENNEDY. 

. LAWLER with Mr. DE LANO. 

. WHITING, of Michigan, with Mr. HOUK. 

. HEMPHILL with Mr. MILLIKEN. 

. JONES with Mr. CROUSE. 

. MAHONEY with Mr. HIESTAND. 

. RAYNER with Mr. Brown, of Ohio, 

. RUSSELL, of Massachusetts, with Mr. COGSWELL. 
. Rick with Mr. WEBER. 

. SHIVELY with Mr. WICKHAM. 

. Prpcock with Mr. PHELPS. 

. DARLINGTON with Mr. Moore. 

. CANDLER with Mr. FINLEY. 

. McCLAMMY with Mr. WOODBURN. 

. MCMILLIN with Mr. BURROWS. 

. BUCKALEW with Mr. BAYNE. 

. TILLMAN with Mr. HOPKINS, of New York. 
. FELIX CAMPBELL with Mr. COOPER. 

. Hupp with Mr. ARNOLD. 

. JOHNSTON, of North Carolina, with Mr. SEYMOUR. 
. MCSHANE with Mr. YARDLEY. 

. BARRY with Mr. DALZELL. 

. WILKINS with Mr. PUGSLEY. 

. Yost with Mr. SNYDER. 

. Hoce with Mr. HOLMES. 

. CUTCHEON with Mr. TARSNEY. 

. TIMOTHY J. CAMPBELL with Mr. BOWDEN. 
. CARLTON with Mr. MOFFITT. 

. HowARD with Mr, HoPKINS, of New York. 
. CrIsP with Mr. ROWELL. 

. TURNER, of Georgia, with Mr. REED. 

. ForD with Mr. O'DONNELL. 

. MorsE with Mr. WHITING, of Massachusetts, 
. DAVIDSON, of Alabama, with Mr. PATTON. 
. MONTGOMERY with Mr. HUNTER. 

. BLANCHARD with Mr. THOMAS, of Illinois, 
. GLOVER with Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana, 

. GRANGER with Mr. ROCKWELL, 

. OATES with Mr. GUENTHER. 

. Scorr with Mr, CLARK. 

. BELMONT with Mr. DAVENPORT. 

. Bicas with Mr. Morrow. 

. FISHER with Mr. KEAN. 

. COMPTON with Mr. GOFF. 

. GREENMAN with Mr. SHERMAN. 

. COLLINS with Mr. ALLEN, of Massachusetts, 
. ROBERSON with Mr. DORSEY. 

. PERRY with Mr. SPOONER. 

. CLARDY with Mr. WADE. 

. STEWART, of Texas, with Mr. DUNHAM. 

. DARGAN with Mr. WEST. 

. BOUTELLE with Mr. WISE. 

. RANDALL with Mr. KELLEY. 
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Mr. HATCH with Mr. STEWART, of Vermont. 

Mr. McApoo with Mr. HARMER. 

Mr. Cox with Mr. BAKER, of New York. 

Mr. O’FERRALL with Mr. WASHINGTON, on the French spoliation 
claims. Mr. O’FERRALL, if present, would vote ‘‘ay’’ and Mr. WASH- 
INGTON would vote ‘‘no.”’ 

Mr. WILSON, of Minnesota, with Mr. DALZELL, on the French spoli- 
ation claims. If present, Mr. DALZELL would vote for the claims, Mr, 
WILSON against them. ` 

Mr. ABBOTT with Mr. HARMER, on the French spoliation claims. If 
present, Mr. HARMER would vote for the appropriation, Mr. ABBOTT 
against it. 

Mr. HARE with Mr. CoLLINS, on the section of the deficiency bill in 
relation to French spoliation claims. If present, Mr. CoLLINS would 
vote for the claims and Mr. HARE would vote ‘‘no.’’ 

Mr. LANDES with Mr. WHITE, of New York, on the French spolia- 
tion claims. If present, Mr. WHITE, of New York, would vote for the 
claims, Mr, LANDES would vote against them. 

Mr. Hupp with Mr. Frrcu, on the French spoliation claims. Mr. 
Hupp would vote against the bill and Mr. Frrox for the bill. 

Mr. Cox with Mr. SPOONER, on the French spoliation clauses of de- 
ficiency bill. Ifpresent, Mr. SPOONER would vote for the appropriation, 
Mr. Cox would vote against it. 

Mr. Gipson with Mr. MACDONALD, on the French spoliation claims. 
If present, Mr. Gipson would vote for the claims, Mr. MACDONALD 
would vote against them. 

Mr. ROGERS with Mr. Saaw, on the French spoliation claims. If 
present, Mr. Sanaw would vote for the claims, and Mr. Roarrs would 
vote against them, 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Iowa, with Mr. DINGLEY, on the French spolia- 
tion claims. If present, Mr. DINGLEY would vote for the claims, Mr. 
ANDERSON would vote against them. 

Mr. LEE with Mr. PEEL, onthe French spoliation claims, If present, 
Mr. Lee would vote for the claims and Mr. PEEL against them. 

Mr. RUSSELL, of Massachusetts, with Mr. BAcon, on the French 
spoliation claims. If present, Mr. RussELL would vote for the claims, 
Mr. BACON would vote against them. 

Mr. SowDEN with Mr. Tuomas H. B. BROWNE, until farther notice, 
and also on French spoliation claims. If present, Mr. BROWNE would 
vote for these claims and Mr. SowpEN would vote against them. 

Mr. O’FERRALL with Mr. MAson, on all questions except the French 
spoliation claims until further notice. 

Mr. CoTHRAN with Mr. Lona, for two weeks from August 9, 1888, 

eet ames with Mr. STEPHENSON, for two weeks from August 
20, $ 

Mr. HARE with Mr. PLUMB, for three weeks from August 10, 1888. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE with Mr. MCKINLEY, until Monday, August 27, 1888, 

Mr. SENEY with Mr. ADAMS, until Tuesday next. 

Mr. EZRA B. TAYLOR. I notice that I am paired, and I with- 
draw my vote. * 

Mr. BAKER, of New York. I voted. I notice that I am paired 
with Mr. Cox, and I desire to have my vote canceled. 

Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana. I notice that I am paired with Mr. 
GLOVER, of Missouri, and for that reason I withdraw my vote. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will state that the pairs of several gen- 
tlemen provide that members may still have the right to vote to make 
a quorum, and if gentlemen withdraw their votes no quorum has 
appeared. 

Mr. BLAND. The gentleman from Missouri [Mr. GLOVER} is here. 
The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Missouri voted. 

Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana. I will let my vote stand any way. 
The result of the vote was announced as above recorded. 


MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 


A message from the Senate, by Mr. McCook, its Secretary, announced 
that the Senate had agreed to the resolution requesting the President 
of the United States to return to the House the bill (H. R. 10060) pre- 
scribing the time for sales and for notice of sale of property in the Dis- 
trict of Columbia for overdue taxes. 

The message further announced that the Senate further insists upon 
its amendments to the bill (H. R. 10234) making appropriations for the 
support of the Army for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1889, and for 
other purposes, numbered 26, 27, 33, and 35, disagreement to which is in- 
sisted upon by the House, and agrees to the further conference asked by 
the House on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses thereon; and the 
Senate insists upon the residue of amendments to said bill, and asks a 
further conference on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses thereon, 
and had appointed Mr. ALLISON, Mr. PLUMB, and Mr. GORMAN as 
managers of the conference on the part of the Senate. 


GENERAL DEFICIENCY BILL. 


The House accordingly resolved itself into the Committee of the 
Whole on the state of the Union, Mr. SPRINGER in the chair. 

The CHAIRMAN. The House is now in Committee of the Whole 
on the state of the Union for the consideration of the bill (H. R. 10896) 
making appropriations to supply deficiencies in the appropriations for 
the fiscal year ending June 30, 1888, and for prior years, and for other 
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purposes. The pending question is on the appeal from the decision of 
the Chair taken by the gentleman from South Carolina [Mr, DIBBLE]. 
The Chair having ruled that section 4 of this bill, known as the French 
spoliation section, was out of order on this bill, the gentleman from 
South Carolina appealed from that decision, and the question is: Shall 
the decision of the Chair stand as the judgment of the committee? 
Upon this question tellers have been ordered, and the gentleman from 
South Carolina [Mr. DIBBLE] and the gentleman from Missouri [Mr. 
BuRNES] will resume their places as tellers. 

Mr. DIBBLE. I rise to a parliamentary inquiry. 

The CHAIRMAN. ‘The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. DIBBLE. On the simple demand for tellers is the question 
one on which members can vote who are paired with the right reserved 
to vote to make a quorum? 

Mr. BURNES. That is not a parliamentary inquiry. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question as to whether a member shall vote 
or not is one which rests with the individual member. 

Mr. DIBBLE. Well, my parliamentary point is that this is simply 
an order for tellers and not a question of no quorum, because I have 
not made that point. 

The CHAIRMAN. The point of no quorum has not been raised; 
but the vote will be taken anew, this being a new legislative day, and 
gentlemen who have already voted will please vote again. 

Mr. CANNON. On the point that no quorum has voted the House 
is now dividing. 

The CHAIRMAN. No one has made that point. 

i Mr. CANNON. Butitis practically understood that thatisthe point. 

Mr. DIBBLE. That is the very parliamentary question I was rais- 
ing. So far as I am concerned, it is not practically understood that on 
this vote the point of no quorum is taken. This is simply a question 
of tellers, because the last vote of the House, the vote by which the 
House resolved itself into Committee of the Whole, disclosed a quorum. 
I do not see how anybody who is paired can vote on this question. 

The CHAIRMAN. That is not a matter for the Chair to determine. 

Mr. DUNN. Mr. Chairman, I do not understand that this isa ques- 
tion of ordering tellers. Tellers have been ordered because the point 
of no quorum is made. 

TheCHAIRMAN. Tellers have been appointed and the vote will be 
taken anew, and all gentlemen present are expected to vote on one side 
or the other. Those who are in favor of sustaining the decision of the 
Chair will now between the tellers. 

The tellers took their places and proceeded with the count. 

Mr. WHEELER. Mr. Speaker, before the vote is announced I de- 
sire to state that I am paired with the gentleman from Massachusetts 
[Mr. BURNETT] on the question of the French spoliation claims, and I 
therefore refrain from voting on this question. -If I were free to vote, 
I should vote to sustain the Chair. 

Mr. WILSON, of Minnesota. I desire to state, Mr. Chairman, that 
I have voted to make a quorum. 

Mr. BURNES. That is exactly what we need. « 

The tellers reported—ayes 87, noes 45. 

Mr. DIBBLE and Mr. EZRA B. TAYLOR. No quorum. 

The CHAIRMAN. The point of no quorum is made, and the tellers 
will resume their places. 

Mr. EZRA B. TAYLOR. Mr. Chairman, I voted in the negative. 
I wish to withdraw my vote. 

Mr. NELSON and Mr. BLAND objected. ; 

The count was resumed, and the tellers reported—ayes 94, noes 47. 

Mr. BUCHANAN. Mr. Chairman, I demand the enforcement or 
clause 2 of Rule XXIII. We have been an hour trying to get a 
quorum, and I now insist upon the roll being called. 

The CHAIRMAN. The point is made that no quorum has voted. 
The Chair requests that all gentlemen present who have not voted will 
vote. 

The tellers again reported—ayes 94, noes 48. 

Mr. BUCHANAN. Thatis notaquoram, and I demand that clause 
2 of Rule XXIII be enforced. ~ 

The CHAIRMAN. No quorum having voted, under the rule the 
Clerk will call the roll for the purpose of ascertaining whether a quo- 
rum be present in the committee. 

The roll was called, and the following members failed to answer to 
their names: 


Arnold, Butt o! rlington, Greenman. 
Atkinson. Campbell, F., N. Y. Davenport, Guenther, 
Barry, Campbell, Ohio Davidson, Ala. Hare, 
Belden, Cam T.J., N.Y.De Lano, Harmer, 
Belmont, Candler, ey, Hatch, 
Biggs, Clardy, , Haugen, 
Blanchard, Clark, D k Hayes, 
Boutelle, Cockran, ut, 
Bowden, Collins, Felton, Hop 5 
Brower, Compton, Finley, Henderson, Iowa 
Brommer N Ye oopa; ron 
Browne, Cothran, Hires, 
Brown, Ohio Cox, Ford, Hitt, 
Bryce, 3 Prr Ga Hopkins, 

Y, 
Buckalew, Cuteheon, Hopkins, N. Y. 
Burnett, Dalzell, Glover, Howard, 
Burrows, 3 Hudd, 
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Hunter, McKinney, Pugsley, Stewart, Vt. 
ohnston, N.C. MeMillin, Randall, Stockdale, 
ones, McShane, Rayner, Stone, Ky. 
Kennedy, Milliken, Reed, Tarsney, 
Kerr, Mills, ý erie 
Ketcham, Moffitt, Robertson, Taylor, E. B., Ohio 
n, Montgomery, Rowell, 7 Taylor, J. D., Ohio 
Laidlaw, Morrill Russell, Mass. Thomas, Ky. 
Landes, Morse, Rusk, Thomas, Ill. 
Latham, Nichols, tt, Tillman, 
Lawler, Nutting, Seymour, Wade, 
Lee, Shaw, Weber, 
Mafii O'Donnell, Sherman, West, 
Mahoney, O’Fe Shively, White, N, Y. 
McAdoo, Outhwaite, Simmons, Whiting, Mich. 
McClammy, Owen, Sowden, Wickham, 
McComas, eel, Spinola, Wilber, * 
McC > erry, Spooner, wil 
McCullogh, Phelps, Stahinecker, Wilson, W. Va. 
McKenna, d 3 Stephenson, Woodb: 
McKinley, Plumb, Stewart, Tex. Yoder, 


The CHAIRMAN. Under the rule, the committee will now rise, 

The committee accordingly rose; and the Speaker having resumed 
the chair, Mr. SPRINGER reported that the Committee of the Whole 
on the state of the Union, having had under consideration House bill 
No. 10896 (the general deficiency bill), had found itself without a 
quorum, whereupon the Chairman had cansed the roll to be called, 
and now reported the names of the absentees to the House. 

The SPEAKER. The names of the absentees will be entered on 
the Journal. It appears from this roll-call that 168 members, being 
more than a quorum, are now present. The Committee of the Whole 
will, therefore, resume its sitting. . 

The House accordingly again resolved itself into Committee of the 
Whole on the state of the Union. 

The CHAIRMAN. A quorum having appeared, the tellers will 
resume their places. Gentlemen who have not heretofore voted will 
please pass between the tellers. 

Mr. TURNER, of Georgia. I call the attention of the Chair to the 
fact that the gentleman from Missouri [Mr. BURNES], who has been 
acting as one of the tellers, is at this moment absent from the Hall, 
and I suggest that the Chair designate another teller. 

TheCHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Georgia [Mr. TURNER] will 
act as a teller in place of the gentleman from Missouri [Mr. BuRNEs]. 
Those gentlemen who have not already voted will please pass between 
the tellers. 

Mr. ALLEN, of Michigan. Mr. Chairman, is this the same vote in 


.which we have already been engaged? 


The CHAIRMAN. Itis the same vote. Those who have not here- 
tofore voted during this day will please pass between the tellers. 

Mr. ALLEN, of Michigan. Ihave voted twice heretofore, but I have 
not voted to-day. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman is entitled, then, to vote. 

The tellers continued the count. 

The CHAIRMAN. If all gentlemen who desire to vote have done 
so the Chair will announce the result. [A pause.] On this question 
the ayes are 105, the noes 59. The ayes have it, and the decision of 
the Chair stands as the judgment of the committee. [Applause. ] 

Mr. BURNES. Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous consent to return 
to certain previous paragraphs of the bill with the view of offering 
some amendments which I think will meet the approbation of the 
committee. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Missouri asks unanimous 
consent to return to some paragraphs of this bill for the purpose of sub- 
mitting amendments suggested by the Committee on Appropriations. 

Mr. BUCHANAN. Let the amendments be first satel, so that 
we may know what they are. After our experience of the other day 
in allowing a return for some amendments while others were cut off, 
we want to know what is to be offered. 

The CHAIRMAN. The amendments will be first read, after which 
the Chair will ask whether there be objection to returning to the pre- 
vious parts of the bill for the purpose of amendment. 

Mr. CANNON. Iask my colleague on the committee [Mr. BuRNES] 
to recollect the agreement made the other day that the gentleman from 
Virginia [Mr. YosT] should have fifteen minutes. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair is reminded of the fact to which the 
gentleman from Illinois [Mr. CANNON] callsattention, that ata previous 
sitting of the Committee of the Whole unanimous consent was given 
that the gentleman from Virginia [Mr. Yosr] should be allowed to 
address the committee for fifteen minutes after the disposition of the 
question in regard to the point of order. That question having been 
now disposed of, the gentleman from Virginia is recognized for fifteen 
minutes. 

Mr. YOST resumed his remarks, begunon a previous day. The fol- 
lowing is the entire speech: ; à 

Mr. YOST. Mr. Chairman, themeasure to which I propose to allude 
may not be deemed pertinent to the bill now under consideration, but 
I regard it as of far more importance. It reaches to every section of 
this broad land and touches the hearthstone of millions of le. It 
penetrates to the center of our governmental system and directly affecis 
the well being pers reste! sf saab atime yada Repub- 
licitself. No subject before this since the perilous days when 
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the life of the nation hung in the balance has been so fraught with good 
for the masses, and none has received such ou treatment at the 
hands of those sworn to promote the public interest. State 

have demanded its consideration; party platforms—district, State, and 
national—have pledged their candidates to its support; tens of thon- 
sands of names have been signed to petitions, the prayer of which was 
for action upon it, and a noble army of women have besieged the very 
halls of Congress in its behalf. 

To these appeals a deaf ear has been turned; the pledges given have 
been wantonly violated, the promises have been broken, and the servants 
of the people have used the power with which they were invested to 
combat gee the welfare, and the weal of those they assumed to 


represent. 

This may be strong language, Mr. Chairman, and yet a review of the 
history of the Blair educational bill justifies every word of it. 

With the details of that measure I donot proposetonow deal. They 
are doubtless familiar to every man within the sound of my voice. 
They have been discussed from nearly every hustings of this land; 
months have been 

and for the past.six years the public prints have teemed with 
comments upon them. 

Suffice it to say that the bill provides for the expenditure ef $77,- 
000,000 for the education of the masses. To the South it gives over 
two-thirds of that amount. The share of the State I have the honor 
to in part represent would alone be $5,310,000. Why this unequal dis- 


tribution? Because the apportionment is made on the basis of illiter-_ 


acy. Wherethe test need for the money is there the largest amount 

shall go. Paradoxical as it may seem, the very breadth of its nation- 

ality renders it sectional. It applies the remedy locally, but the whele 
is to feel the beneficial effects. 

Under these conditions one would naturally suppose the Representa- 
tives from the Southern States would eagerly press for consideration of 
and action upon a measure which promised so much of to their 
constituencies, and that the party dominated and con ed by those 
Representatives would employ every means in its power and every in- 
fluence at its command to lift the Southern people toa higher plane of 
‘intellectual life, and gindden and brighten the thousands of homes now 
darkened by the cruel shadow of i ignorance. 

As true and faithful Representatives, it seems to me, that was their 
bounden duty. How they rmed that duty let the record show. 

The original bill providing for the establishment ofand temporarv:aid 
to public schools by the National Government was introduced ina Re- 
publican Senate on the 6th of December, 1881. Its patron wasa North- 
ern Republican, whose name has since been associated with the meas- 
ure and has become a household word throughout the Southern States. 
It was referred to the Committee on Education and Labor, a majority 
of whom were Republicans, and by that committee favorably reported. 
No further action was taken upon it in the Forty-seventh Congress. 

The day after the Forty-eighth Congress assembled, December 5, 
1883, Senator BLAIR again introduced the bill, and it was properly re- 
ferred, and a second time favorably ted. Aftera 
bate it the Senate on the 7th of April, 1884, hah ghee re 
11. Ofthe 33 who voted for it 20 were Republicans, namely, Messrs. 
Blair, Cameron of Wisconsin, Conger, Cullom, Dawes, Dolph, Edmunds, 
Frye, Harrison, Hoar, Logan, 

York, Morrill, Pike, Platt, Riddleberger, Sawy 
‘were Democrats, namely, Messrs. Brown, Call "Colquitt, Garland, George, 


Hampton, Jackson, Jonas, Jonesof Florida, Kenna, Pugh, Ransom, and. 


Williams. Of the tl who voted against it 9 were Democrats, namely, 
Messrs. Bayard, Butler, Coke, Groome, Harris, Maxey, Morgan, Pen- 
dleton, and Saulsbury; and only 2 were Republicans, namely, Messrs. 
Hawley and Miller of California. 

It went to a House that was Democratic by eighty-odd majority. 
Meantime a bill precisely similar had been introduced in the House by 
Mr. Willis, of Kentucky, a Democrat, but a sincere and earnest friend 
of popular education. It was referred to the Committee on Education, 
of which Mr. Willis was a member, and favorably reported. But no 
action was ever taken by the House. Twice Mr. Willis sought ‘to have 
a day set apart for the purpose of consideration, and twice did a South- 


ern Democrat enter an effective objection. ‘On the 3d of March, 1884, | 


unanimous consent was asked, and Mr. BLAND, of Missouri, was the 
objector. On the Ist of April following, consent was again asked and 
another Southern Democrat (Mr. John f Randolph Tucker, of Virginia) 
rose in his seat and said, “I object.” ‘That ended all prospect for the 
passage of the bill in the 


Forty-eighth Congress. 
‘The Presidential election followed. ‘The national Democratic plat-: 


form declared against the bill in the following terms: 
W to all -propositions-which upon would ert 
the annual aiaia eeg machine for paid ediad be distributed 


There was but one proposition before the country which contemplated | 
‘a distribution from the public to the States, and thai was.a: 
proposition which had for its object the spread of intelligence through- 
out the Union, and a lifting of the South from the slongh-of ignorance 
into which she had been pinged and from which she was striving so 
heroically to escape. 


spent in their consideration by the other branch of 


| of New York, Mitchell of 


| ‘the bill; and 25 per cent. opposed it. 


In broad contrast with this declaration was the utterance of the Re- 
publican platform. It declared in favor of— 


A wise and judicious system of general edueation adequate appropriation 
from the oria revenues wherever the same is needed. 


Wherever there is a child to educate let the money go. Wherever 
darkness prevails let the light shine. It mattered not that four-fifths 
of the money was to be contributed by the North, because of its greater 
wealth, and that the Republican party rep’ resented essentially that 
portion of the Union. Itmattered not that over two-thirds of the total 
sum was to be expended in the section which contributed but one-fifth. 
It mattered not that the Democratic party counted with absolute cer- 
tainty on the electoral vote of asolid South, and protested against the 
acceptance of this splendid donation. These considerations did noten- 
ter into the deliberations of the Republican party. Itsaw the nation’s 
pressing need; itsaw thenation’s peril. A solemn duty lay before it, and 
ert it marched to the performance thereof. [Applause. ] 
But by the vote of that solid South it was deprived of the power to 
siete good its pledges. 
A Democratic President was elected and a Democratic majority con- 
trolled the House, the Senate continuing Republican 
The Forty-ninth Congress met. During the first session the Senate 


| again passed the Blair bill (March 5, 1886), and this time by an in- 


«creased majority, the vote being 36 ayes to 11 nays. Of the36 aflirm- 
ative votes 20 were Republicans, namely, Messrs. Blair, Bowen, Con- 
ger, Cullom, Dolph, Evarts, Hoar, Logan, Mahone, Manderson, Miller 
Morrill, Palmer, Riddleberger, Saw- 
yer, Spooner, Teller, Van Wyck, Wilson of lowa; and 16 were. 
namely, Messrs. Berry, Blackburn, Call, Colquitt, Eustis, ane Gib- 
sen, Jackson, Jones of Arkansas, Kenna, Payne, Pugh, Ransom, Vance, 
Taaha, Walthall. Of the 11 negative votes, 6 were Democrats, 
namely, Messrs. Cockrell, Coke, Gray, Harris, Maxey, — of Mary- 
Jand; and 5 were Republicans, namely, Messrs, Frye, Hale, Jagalls, 
Jonesof Nevada, and Plumb. Ninepairswereannounced. OftheSen- 
ators paired and who would have voted for the bill seven were Re- 
publicans, namely, Messrs. Dawes, Edmunds, Harrison, McMillan, 
Mitchellof Pennsylvania, Pike,and Stanford; and 2Democrats, Messrs. 
Brown, and Hampton. Of the Senators paired.and who would have 
voted against:the bill 5 were Democrats, namely, Messrs. Morgan, Beck, 
Butler, Vest, and Saulsbury;and 4 were Republicans, namely, Messrs, 


Chace, Platt, Hawley, and Sewell. 


Counting the pairs the bill passed by a vote of 45to 20. Of the 
affirmative vete 27 were Republicans and 18 Democrats; of the nega- 
tive vote 11 were Democrats and 9 Republicans. 

It went to a House Democratic by 43 majority. It was referred to 
the Committee.on Education, a majority of whom were Democrats, and 
so bitterly hostile to the bill thatthey refused to. act upon it at all, en- 
deavoring thus to stifle it and deprive the people’s representatives of 


even the privilege of consideration. In this they weresuccessful. But 


its friends did not yield withoutastruggle. Onthe 29th of March Mr. 
‘Willis introduced a House bill, the words of which were identical with 
the Senate bill, and moved that it be referrred to the Committee on 
Labor, hoping, doubtless, that those who had been designated to spe- 
cially guard the interests of the working classes would eagerly avail of 
an opportunity to render signal service to every Jaboring man in the 
broad limits of the Union. Opposition to this reference at once sprung 
up, its enemies recognizing the motion as in the interest-of the meas- 
ure, and that its purpose was to present the issue squarely before tho 
representatives of the people and let them decide as to its merits. 

The vote upon the motien to refer was regarded as a test of friend- 
ship for the bill. The motion was carried—138 yeas to 112 nays. Of 
the affirmative vote 71 were Republicans and 67 were Democrats. Of 
the negative vote 88 were Democrats and only 24 Republicans. Of the 
entire Republican vote 75 per cent. favored the reference, and therefore 
Of the entire Democratic vote 

cent. favored the bill and 57 per cent. opposed it. 
t went to the Committee on Labor, but that committee was also 
composed of a majority of Democrats loyal to the party creed. 

They as had the Committee on Education, to report the bill 
back for action by the House, but in its stead presented a substitute 

which eliminated every feature of the bill worth preserving and effect- 
ually killed it. The substitute proposed to render problematical the 
fund from which the appropriation was to be made by, nie lands that it 
lic lands, and it 


43 


areon Biplomsitite desig 
| design was to -defeat all lagialation fmt looked to the uplifting ot the 
working classes, and in this it was suecessful, for it barred all hope of” 
ge gr na 


amittee’s substitute the Blair bill. 
Mr. YOST. Yes, sir; I should have mentioned that. 
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Mr. O’NEILL, of Missouri. The Blair bill as a Senate measure was 
never before our committee. The bill referred to the Committee on 
Labor was the bill introduced by the then representative from Ken- 
tucky, Mr. Willis. 

Mr. YOST. Which was precisely similar in terms to the Blair bill. 

Mr. O’NEILL, of Missouri. But the Senate bill itself was referred 
to the Committee on Education. 

Mr. BUCHANAN. I am referring to the substantial provisions of 
the measure, not to the particular document. 

Mr. O'NEILL, of Missouri. Iam referring to the bill itself. 

Mr. BUCHANAN. Iam speaking of the principle. 

Mr. YOST. The billof Mr. Willis was precisely similar to the Blair 
bill. Mr. Willis so stated at the time he introduced it. 

Mr. BUCHANAN, And we so understood it. 

Mr. YOST. A yearago, Mr. Chairman, I sat as a spectator in the Vir- 
ginia Democratic State convention held at Roanoke. One of the princi- 
pal speakers was a Democrat of national reputation—a man whom his 
own people had delighted to honor—who had been a member of the 
Forty-ninth Congress and from this Hall to the other end of the 
Capitol to take his seat as a United States Senator. Before that large 
assembly of representative Democrats of the Old Dominion, Senator 
DANIEL spoke with that power and eloquence for which he is noted, and 
which never fails to win enthusiastic applause. The scene and the 
warmth of welcome extended seemed to arouse him to an extraordinary 
effort. He dwelt with force and fervor upon the issues of the canvass, 
the prospects of the party, and the blessings that would foliow its con- 
tinued ascendency in the State. He then entered upon a review of the 
work of the Forty-ninth Congress, claiming that with all of its short- 
comings it had enacted much important legislation; such as the inter- 
state-commerce law, the oleomargarine bill, and other measures in which 
the public interests were involved. 

And last came his reference to the Blair educational bill. Why, said 
he, was it not ? Let us follow the advice of our great Jeader— 
‘tell the truth.’ The trath is that the bill was defeated by JOHN G. 
CARLISLE. As Speaker of the House he appointed the Committee on 
Education and so constituted it that no report should come from its 
and all action on the Blair bill would thus be stifled. So hostile, said 
the Senator, to the interests of my people did I regard this action of 
Joun G. CARLISLE upon this most important of all subjects to them, 
that at the close of the session, I, as a Representative of Virginia, could 
not and did not vote for the resolution of thanks to the Speaker, which 
it is customary to pass when the term of a Congress ends. 

A thousand others besides myself heard this statement, and the num- 
ber included reporters of various tab be eae In its report of that 
part of the speech the Richmond Dispatch, the organ of the Demo- 
cratic party in the State of Virginia, said: 

Some say, Well you did not the Blair bill. I,said the Senator, will follow 
Grover Cleveland's advice, who says, “Speak the truth.” The reason the bill 
was not passed was because JOHN G. CARLISLE defeated it. 

The New York Times, another good Democratic authority, in its re- 
port said: N 

He also laid to Speaker CARLISLE the defeat of the Blair educational bill, a 
course which led Mr. DANIEL to refuse, as he said, to join in a vote of thanks to 
the Speaker. 

Senator DANIEL is a manly, straightforward man, who generally says 
what he believes, and is ready to assume responsibility for what he says. 
He will not deny the statement here attributed to him. Ask him if 
he said it, and I doubt not his reply will be: ‘‘I not only said it but 
I meant every word of it.? He was earnest enough in its utterance to 
mean every word of it, and as the declaration fell from his lips the very 
building trembled with the thunder of applause. Shortly afterwards 
the following, among other resolutions, was unanimously adopted by 
the convention: 

> We earnestly advocate liberal appropriations by the Federal Government out 
of the national revenue in aid of the education of the children of the several 
States in proportion to illiteracy, in accordance with the provisions of the Blair 
bill, or some better measure. 

Here, then, was the admission of Democrats—ay, their declaration— 
that the Blair bill had been deliberately defeated by the Speaker of 
their choice. Upon him they sought to load the sins of the party, to 
make of him the scrapegoat to bear away the burden of their iniqui- 


ties. 

The Fiftieth Congress met. The Republican Senate for a third time 
passed the bill. The vote was taken on the 16th of February of the 
present year, and stood—ayes 39, nays 29. Of the 39 voting in the af- 
firmative 23 were Republicans, namely: Messrs, Allison, Blair, Bowen, 
Cameron, Chandler, Callom, Dawes, Dolph, Evarts, Hoar, Manderson, 
Mitchell, Morrill, Palmer, Platt, Quay, Riddleberger, Sawyer, Stan- 
ford, Stewart, Stockbridge, Teller, Wilson of Iowa; and 16 were Dem- 
ocrats, namely: Messrs. Berry, Brown, Call, Colquitt, Daniel, Eustis, 
George, Hampton, Hearst, Jones of Arkansas, Pasco, Payne, Pugh, 
Ransom, Vance, and Walthall. 

Of the negative vote 17 were Democrats, namely, Messrs. Bate, Beck, 
Blackburn, Blodgett, Butler, Coke, Faulkner, Gray, Harris, Kenna, 
Morgan, Reagan, Saulsbury, Turpie, Vest, Voorhees, and Wilson of 
Maryland; and 12 were Republicans, namely, Messrs. Aldrich, Dawes, 
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Farwell, Frye, Hale, Hawley, Hiscock, Ingalls, Jones of Nevada, Plumb, 
Sabin, and Spooner. 

Four pairs were announced. Of those who would have voted in the 
affirmative 3 were Republicans, namely, Messrs. Edmunds, Paddock, 
and Sherman; and 1 was a Democrat, Mr. Gibson. Of the four who 
would have voted against the bill 3 were Democrats, namely, Messrs, 
Cockrell, Gorman, and McPherson, and 1 was a Republican, Mr. Chace. 
Counting pairs the vote stood—ayes 43, of whom 26 were Republicans 
and 17 Democrats; nays—33, of whom 20 were Democrats and 13 Re- 
publicans. 

The bill for a third time went to a Democratic House—a House Dem- 
ocratic by 15 majority. Here it encountered its old, implacableenemy. 
With the knowledge of what his course had been; with the knowledge 
of an opposition so uncompromising that it refused to allow this great 
demand of the people to be even heard; with the knowledge of a hos- 
tility to the interests of Virginia and the interests of the South, so pro- 
nounced that a leading member of his own party refused to unite in 
the complimentary resolution which is generally adopted without a 
dissenting voice from either side of the House; with a full knowedge 
of all of this, Mr. CARLISLE, by the acclamative vote of the Democratic 
caucus, including the representatives of that party from Virginia, was re- 
nominated as Speaker, and when the time came, with the same unanim- 
ity, was invested again with the power which a leading Democrat, speak- 
ing to Democrats, openly charged had been used to defeat the'wish and 
the willofthe people. Tohim wascommitted the selection and appoint- 
ment of the committees—the power to almost absolutely control leg- 
islation—certainly to stifle and strangle any measure which it was de- 
sirable should never have an opportunity to test its strength before the 
House. [Applause.] 

The Committee on Education was appointed. It consisted of eight 
Democrats and five Republicans. In the early days of the session bills 
similar to or identical with the Blair bill were introduced in the House 
by Republicans. The gentleman from North Carolina [Mr. BROWER] 
was the patron of one; I presented another, and perhaps others still of 
a like character were introduced. They were referred to the Commit- 
tee on Education and promptly buried there. With a view to the 
resurrection of one of these measures (and they were all practically the 
same), an effort was made to force its consideration. On the 7th of 
February the gentleman from Michigan [Mr. CurcHEoN ], a Republican 
and earnest friend of the Blair bil, submitted the following proposed 
amendment to the rules: 

; a se That Rule XXVII, clause 1, be amended by adding thereto the fol 

Ww : 

oN Whenever application in writing, signed by a van of the members of 
the House, shall be presented to the Speaker requesting him to recognize any 
member therein named to move a suspension of the rules and pass a bill, to be 
named by him, upon the first Monday of the next ensuing month, it shall be 
the duty of the Speaker to recognize the member so named in such written re- 

uest, upon the said first Monday of the next ensuing month, and when more 
than one such written request is presented in any one month, the members 
therein named shall be recognized in the order in which they are presented to 
the Speaker,” 

The object of that resolution was to secure consideration of the Blair 
bill. Had it been adopted it was proposed to test the strength of the 
measure by the circulation of a petition designating some member for 
recognition who would move the passage of the bill, and thus bring it 
up upon its merits. Mark you, the resolution provided that this rec- 
ognition should not be accorded unless a majority of the members at- 
tached their names to the petition—that majority which is supposed 
to control the action of the House and to be the law-making power. 
Could anything be fairer? Could anything be more reflective of the 
popular sentiment as indicated in the election of the Representatives? 
Could anything be juster to the people in a Republic where the will of 
the majority is the sovereign law? And yet, sir, no action was taken 
on that resolution. It was referred to the Committee on Rules, a ma- 
jority of the members of which were Democrats, and there it slept the 
sleep of death. 

A similar fate awaited resolutions which were subsequently offered 
by members of the Republican side of the House, among whom were 
the gentleman from North Carolina [Mr. BROWER] and the gentleman 
from Virginia [Mr. T. H. B. BROWNE]. These resolutions were de- 
signed to relieve the Committee on Education from the further consid- 
eration of the bill, and set aside a day for its consideration by the House, 
They were, as expressed by another, ‘‘chloroformed’’ in the Commit- 
tee on Rules. If the Committee on Education was the sepulcher of all 
legislation relating to education, then the Committee on Rules might 
well have been designated as the ante-chamberto the tomb. Nothing 
in the nap of aid to the spread of intelligence ever escaped from either. 

Laughter. 
[ Meantime the Blair bill had been passed by the Senate, sent to the 
House, and referred to the Education Committee. By consent of the 
members introducing them, the House bills were laid aside, in order 
that the Senate bill might be considered. That bill was referred to a 
subcommittee composed of a majority of Democrats. That majority, 
after consideration, reported in favor of asubstitute for the bill similar 
to the substitute reported by the Labor Committee in the Forty-ninth 
Congress and known as the Crain substitute. The minority of thesub- 
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committee, composed of two Republicans, submitted a minority report 
favoring the passage of the bill as it came from the Senate. These two 
reports came before the whole committee. That committee, as I stated, 
was composed of eight Democrats and five Republicans. It required 
seven to make a quoruam—two in addition to all of the Republican 
members. 

For weeks and months efforts were made to secure consideration by 
the committee, but a quorum could not be obtained. Atlength, how- 
ever, the two reports from the subcommittee came up, and an unim- 
portant amendment was agreed upon. It was hoped then that action 
would be had, as only one otherstepremained to betaken. Asthe end 
drew near, however, the difficulty of securing a quorum increased. The 
regular day of meeting came and went with each succeeding week, but 


time after time the old story of no quorum was repeated. Finally the” 


necessary seven were secured—five Republicans and two Democrats— 
the bill was taken up and a Republican [Mr. O’DoNNELL] demanded 
the previous question on agreeing toareport. The crucial moment had 
arrived, but just as the motion for the previous question was about to 
be put a Democratic member of the committee, the gentleman from 
Kentucky [Mr. CARUTH] left the room, broke the quorum, and ended 
all further proceedings for the time being. 

Again, after long and tedious waiting and repeated meetings, the nec- 
essary number to constitute a quorum was secured, and for the second 
time the previous question was demanded by Mr. O’DoNNELL. When 
the chairman was about to submit the motion, a Democratic member, 
the gentleman from Alabama [Mr. Coss], was called out, the quorum 
broken before a vote could be reached, and the bill effectually strangled. 

Upon each of these occasions the Republican members of the com- 
mittee were present and ready and anxious to press foraction. To the 
last meeting one of the Republican members was summoned by tele- 
gram from a distant State, so important was his presence regarded. He 
promptly responded, only to have the quorum broken just as its work 
was about to be completed. 

[Here the hammer fell. 

Mr. NELSON. I ask that the gentleman from Virginia [Mr. YosT] 
be allowed ten minutes more to conclude his remarks. 

Mr. BLAND. LIhopeso. This being. as I suppose, the funeral of the 
‘* Blair bill,” I want to see it decently buried. 

Mr. YOST. I know the gentleman would like to see it buried, but 
it will not be buried. 

Mr. BLAND. The gentleman has been arraigning the Democratic 

rty. Iam glad that party has a record of some economy in defeat- 
ing the ‘‘ Blair bill.” : 

Mr. BURNES. I ask unanimous consent that the gentleman from 
Virginia have leave to print the residue of his remarks. 

Mr. YOST. I hope I shall beallowed at least two minutes more. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will state the request of the gentle- 
man from Minnesota [Mr. NELSON]. Unanimous consent is asked that 
the gentleman from Virginia be allowed ten minutes additional. Is 
there objection? The Chair hears none. 

Mr. YOST. I thank the committee for its indulgence. 

From that day to this no quorum has ever been gotten together, and 
of course no report has been made. Nor is there hope for any action 
during the life of this Congress, for the Democratic members of the 
committee know that as soon asa legal meeting of the committee is 
held just so soon will the Republican members demand a report on the 
Blair bill. That is what a majority do not intend to have, no matter 
what may be the demand of the people, no matter how great the need 
for action, no matter what injustice may be perpetrated by their course. 

In making this statement, Mr, Chairman, I divulge no secrets of the 
committee and violate no rule of the House. Iam notin the confi- 
dence of the committee and therefore could not betray that confidence. 
Nor do the statements here made rest upon information derived by me 
from any member of the committee. They are matters of common 
report, spread to the world through the public prints. I state them 
as facts which I believe to be true, and so charge, and I challenge the 
members of the committee here present, and whom I now see, to deny 
them if they can be denied. I pause for a reply. 

[After a pause. ] 

As I expected, there is and can be no denial, 

If in the statements I have made the slightest injustice has been 
done to either men or parties, I am more than willing to make the cor- 
rection when the error is pointed out. I want every friend of the bill, 
no matter with which party he affiliates, to have full credit for all he 
has done in its behalf. And I want every enemy of the bill to have 
courage enough to assume the responsibility for his opposition, and let 
the people know who it is that thus defies their wishes. 

But, sir, let me go a step further, for the record does not end here. 
In May last the Republican caucus of this House unanimously indorsed 
the Blair bill and demanded its consideration. A month later the Re- 
peblican national convention incorporated in its platform a ringing 
declaration in its behalf. This plank of the platform was suggested 
by one of the warmest friends of the bill—General WARNER, of Mis- 
souri. It is a literal quotation from the celebrated Des Moines 
of that grandest of Republicans, Ulysses S. Grant. r lause.] The 
principle involved is one tbat ought to be dear to fai every 
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lover of the Union, and clothed as it is in the language of the nation’s 
greatest defender, it comes to us as the expression of the party’s creed 
and purpose, emphasized and impressed by him who knew so well the 
true meaning of Republicanism. [Applause.] Here is the declaration 
of the Chicago platform: 

In a Republic like ours, where the citizen is the sovereign and the official the 
servant, where no power is exercised except by the will of the people, itis impor- 
tant that the sovereign—the people—should possess intelligence. The free school 
heed protone of that intelligence which is to preserve us asa free nation. There- 
fore the State or nation. or both combined, should support free institutions of 
learning sufficient to offer to every child growing up in the land opportunity of 
good common-school education. 

And where stands the Democratic party on this question of educa- 
tion? We look in vain to its platform for any expression upon this 
most vital of all subjects. Not one word did it utter in behalf of free 
education, not a whisper did it vouchsafe. Its only reference to the 
public school was an indorsement of the Democratic platform of 1884, 
in which, as I have shown, the principle of the Blair bill was con- 
demned. And when and where in his four years of office has Presi- 
dent Cleveland spoken in favor of the public school ? 

And yet this is the party that claims, without the count, the vote 
ofa solid South. Is there no need for education in that section ? 

Turn to the pages of the last census and mark the tale there told. 

The total population of the United States in 1880 was 50,155,783. 
The whole number of persons, white and colored, in the sixteen South- 
ern States was, in round numbers, 18,500,000. The whole number in 
the twenty-two Northern States was 31,600,000, Of the Southern 
population 6,000,000 are blacks; 3,000,000 of whom, or 50 per cent., 
ean not write. But the illiteracy is not confined to the blacks. There 
are in the United States 2,949,147 illiterate whites, of whom 1,676,939, 
or nearly 57 per cent., are in the Southern States. The South has 
about one-fourth of the white population of the States, and over one- 
half of all the white illiterates, and these added to the millions of 
blacks who can not read and write make up one-fourth of the entire 
aggregate population in the Southern States. Is there no need for 
public education there? 

Naturally our white population is as capable of instruction, as quick 
witted and bright as any people on the globe. But the poorer classes 
are ignorant simply because they never had a chance to learn. Before 
the Republican party took the reins of government there was no such 
thing as a free school in the South, and the man who was too poor to 
pay for the education of his child saw it grow up in abject ignorance. 
In Virginia, it is true, he might have sent his child to school under cer- 
tain conditions, but what were the conditions? If he were too poor to 
pay he must go before a notary and make oath that he was a pauper. 
Then the child was admitted to the school and a tuition fee was paid 
from the county fund. 

But few availed of this generous provision of the law, for the child, 
if it had one drop of manhood or womanhood blood in its veins, would 
rather have lived and died in ignorance than to have been subjected 
day after day to the humiliation of being pointed to as a pauper. But 
the law also provided that no freeholder could claim to be a pauper, 
and every owner of land wasafreeholder. The mountaineer who owned 
the little cabin, perched on an arid, rocky acre, saw his children cut off 
from every hope of improvement. He had no money with which tosend 
them to school, and being a freeholder could not avail of the other pro- 
vision of the law. And so generation succeeded generation and the 
shadow of ignorance, like a dark cloud, enyeloped them all. Do you 
banat then, that the proportion of white illiterates is so great in the 
South? 

Butyou say we have had the free-school system for twenty years. That. 
is true, and our people have made heroic efforts to render the system 
effective. But they have not the money. Virginia, especially, was 
swept by the simoom of war. Her fields were laid waste, her homes 
madedesolate, and the flower of her manhood was laid beneath the sod. 
She furnished the camping-ground for both armies. Ican best describe 
her condition, so far as it relates to schools, by reading two of a series 
of letters which I received some months ago from the superintendents 
of the counties in my district. The picture they present is a faithful 
photograph of the country schools of the South and shows the pressing 
need for aid, and aid at once. 

I read, first, a letter from William C. Corson, county superintendent 
of the public schools of Cumberland County, Virginia, dated January 
16, 1888, addressed to me. He says: 


DEAR Sır: Your communication of the 5th January to hand. With much 
pleasure I now proceed to answer the interrogatories therein contained in ref- 
erence to the public schools of my county. 

First. Total school population, according to the census of 1880, 4,121; white, 
1,053; colored, 3,068. 

Second. Total enrollment, session of 1886-'87, 1,889; white, 685; colored, 1,204. 

Third. Total average daily attendance, 1,051; white, 456; colored, 5%. 

Fourth. Length of school session, 5.02 months. 

Fifth. Cost per pupil enrolled, $4.68 per session. 

Sixth. Cost per pupil in average attendance, $8.41 per session. 

Seventh, Condition of school-houses: About one-half of our school-houses 
are comfortable and well furnished; the others, cheap log buildings, poorly 
lighted, and in every way unsuited forthe purpose. We greatly need more and 
better houses, but are unable to build with our present means. 

Eighth. Salaries of teachers: Teachers are paid from $20 to $30, according to 
the grade of superintendent’s certificates held by the teacher. It is difficult to 
secure competent, efficient teachers foc the meager pay we can offer, The short 
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five months’ session I regard the most objectionable feature of our public-school 
system. 

Ninth. Improvements demanded: More and better en Rene: 
furniture, longer sessions, an increase of teachers’ pay, and means tofi in- 
be cp clawed pupils yo text-books, The Blair bill woud Ahan us the mone bed rem- 

defects and enable us to make oe schools w they 
should heat tt pride and glory pies our land. I rej: to know that you are 
among the friends of the bill,and you may rest assured that your constituents 
in this county will, to a man, rhelp to hold upyour hands whilst battling to gain 
this great boon for’ your Stateand yourcountry. The publicschoolsare the onl, 
hope for the education of the children of the people, and an earnest zeal in be! 
of this great cause is, to my mind, thestron evidence of true . Vir- 
ginia is doing all she can to edticate her fidren, but it woul uire double 
the Some annually appropriated to meet the pressing needs her public 

00) 

A very smail per cent, of our white people are able to educate their children 
in atait schools, and such schools are entirely out of the question among the 
colored race. The education of the negroes is greatly retarded on account of 
the extreme poverty of this race; the parents are too poor to buy the necessary 
text-bodks for their children. Often ragat visiting the colored schools I find from 
three to halt a dozen porien Lather A to ope Ht presioan theirlessonsfrom onebook. The 
public funds are so limited boards do not feel warranted to ex- 

d more than a few STNE ate ear to furnish books to indigent pupils. 

e name of every member of the Fiftieth Congress who works and votes for 

the Blair educational bill Pe dag be honored in Virginia and his DIT will be 

cherished and revered to the latest Peppa eae Allow me to than ae = Bas 

of the people of Cumberland the interest which you mre 
cause on. public acosan, 
ery respectfully, 
WM. C. CORSON, 


I have a letter from G. E. Caskie, superintendent of public schools 
for Nelson County, Virginia. Mr. Caskie writes as follows: 
Lovyrxgston, VA., January 9, 1888, 
Sır; Yours of the 5th payr A received. In answering the interrogatories 
therein propounded I will use shown by my annual report for the 
school year ending July 31 ag this because I suppose it would be fairer 
than to take any one a brags of ofa oon session as the basis of my answers. 
First. The school popusio of ana is, according to the last census, 
1885: White, 3,594; 8,185 
ees Tis enolaat e la E a; White, 2,151; colored, 1,660; total, 


3, 

Third. Ser inie at S attendance during the same period was: Whites, 
1,157; Capri le ga 

Fou length ay ‘the school session is five months. There are three 
ponpa in an county which run six months; all the othersrun only five months, 
except such as are closed sooner because of ord to make the required aver- 

or some reason of that sort. The average compl fpe neten was just five months. 
fth. ‘The cost of the whole system (including expenses—my salary and- 
everything) last year was 59 cents per month per pupil enrolled, or $2.95 for the 
pranon per pupil enrolled. 
ixth. The cost for last session, including everything, was $1,21 per month per 
pup “1 pil in average daily attendance, or $6.06 for the session per pupil in average 
ly ce. 

Seventh. Thereare now inthis county gent schools, of —— about twenty- 
five houses belong to the school residue are cabins, log houses, etc, 
which the ecco let us have, Of the twenty-five which we peg about t eight 

are good houses; the others are mostly log, about two-thirds of which are hewed 
logs ‘and the others just builtof round poles, Ofthose furnished by the ns 
about the same proportion of hewed and round-log buildings exist. ith bray 
exception of the eight mentioned above, all of these houses are in bad re 
some much more so than others. Someare hardly fitto be occupied atall. 
year I was forced to condemn some, and if I did my duty I would condemn 
others now. Some of them have board held on with logs or rocks; some 
aag have sliding windows—i. e., plank windows without any glass—and when 
pen the window to let in the light you leave a hole. In many of these 
pales = the chinking is knocked out and the teacher has to daub it up with mud 
as best he can. 

I think I Pham safely say that all the furniture we have, including mare 

es, chairs, etc., for the ninety schools, is not worth over $90. The 


ces are made by splitting a log, in two and ion of holes in which legs are 
jehi benches, wide 


first grade, $30 per month; second grade, e: ird 
salary last peed anita $23.74. Owing to the lack of fun: „tho trustees often pre- 
- fera third to a first grade teacher, use they are chea; 

jures the schools very mwneh, 

Ninth. To cover the county and provide school facilities to all of the people 
we need about fifteen or sixteen more schools. The country is so broken and 
mountainous that it requires a larger number of schools than if it were more 
level. Our aim now is to so locate the schools that no will be over 
2 miles froma school. Yet in many cases they are 3 miles, and in some in- 

stances 3} or 4 miles. In bad weather these latter persons are practically de- 
barred of all school pri pare en lar ce makes the but 
little — to the PRs W 


at least two months longer each year, in small towns and 
Hino months. the children are e7 somnpatied.: to work, the should be run for 
© months. 


to searcity of funds we are unable to pay the school trustees any salary. 
Hones hey can not give the time and attention to the duties of their oMee 
which is necessary for the proper performan ae of those duties; and of course 
the county superintendents are paid. They should be able to give their 
whole time to the schools. 
Hopia ih; that your efforts in Levinas of the “ Blair bill” may be successful, 


in, yours respectfully, GE 


Hon. J. Yost, Washington, D. C. 

I have received from other counties of the district similar letters, all 
telling a tale that ought to touch the nation’s heart. 

And yet, strange irony of fate, this in the State that gave away an 
empire and stipulated in the grant that one-sixteenth part of it all 
should be dedicated to educational purposes. Millions and tens of 
millions are annually paid to public schools from Virginia’s splendid 
gift, and yet when her own children ask fora tithe of a tithe of her 
great largess, for the crumbs, as it were, that fall from the sumptuous 
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table her bounty has provided, the request falls upon ears that will 
not hear. [Applause] 

They who refuse and again refuse to stretch forth the strong arm of 
the National Government and lift this people into light are assuming a 
fearful responsibility the consequences of which they must face, You 
vote millions every year to an army and a navy to protect the nation’s 
interests and uphold the flag, yet not a centto those who when the real 
peril of the future comes must bare their breasts to the storm of shot and 
shellin thenation’s defense. [Applause.] Millions more are expended 
in the construction of ironclads and the erection of fortifications against 
an enemy that will never come, whilst all unheeded the very foundations 
of the Republic are eng sapped and at the door of millions of house- 
holds the deadliest foe to peace and happiness stalks in and takes pos- 
session. [Applause.] 

Tens of millions are devoted to rivers and harbors that commerce 
may be promoted, but not a dime to stay this seething tide of ignorance 


that darkens the Jand and year after year grows in intensity and vol- . 


ume. [Applause.] What excuse can you give for this wanton, shame- 
ful neglect of an interest overshadowing in its proportions and which 
reaches into every fastness of the mountain and all the valleys that lie 
between? Willyou tell them again thatthe Speaker is alone responsible 
and then return and re-elect that Speaker without a dissenting voice? 
[Applause.] Unlettered and credulous these people may be, but once 
deceived they do not forget the deceiver. They know now that educa- 
tion is the rule and not the exception; they know that he who wins in 
the battle of life must be panoplied for the fray; that their children 
must be armored with intelligence ere they can hope to contend with 
the children of the North and West. 

From the embrace of that environment which for generations has 
held them with chains of iron, they are slowly it may be, but none 
the less surely, emerging. And he who seeks to perpetuate their old 
condition will reckon without his host. A spark of hope has been 
kindled in their breasts by the promise of the Blair bill—by the promise 
that the children to come after them shall not inherit their pitiable 
a theo Pn E of a a day rae them ips rs, and 

y its first g TE ey recognize true friends, and recognize, too, 
those who blinded them with passion and prejudice and led them like 
sheep to the slaughter. 

The light that spreads intelligence serongan the South dissolves 
its solidarity. [Applause.] And therein lies the only explanation I 
can give of the hostility of ocratic politicians—not the people—to 

ublic education. They know that antalli begets independence 
thought and action; that independence elevates manhood and wom- 
anhood; that it suggests comparison of condition and inspires the am- 
bition to reach to higher things; that it scorns the bondage of passion 
and prejudice, and, looking to material betterment, demands the right 
to strike a blow in its own behalf. 

And knowing this the representatives of national Democracy plant 
themselves athwart the’ pathway of the public school. They refuse to 
accept the $58,000,000 offered to the children of the poor throughout 
the South, and say to them, Live and die in ignorance as your fathers 
did, for then, and only then, this latter-day Democracy can live. 
[G reat applause. ] 

Mr. WISE. Mr Chairman, I ask unanimous consent of the House 
that I may occupy this floor just as long as the gentleman has if I 
choose to do so, 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Virginia asks unanimous 
consent to occupy the same length of time occupied by his colleague. 

Mr. KELLEY. I hope it will be granted. 

There was no objection, and it was ordered accordingly. 

Mr. WISE. Mr. Chairman, when I entered the Hall this morning it 
certainly was with no intention of making a speech on the Blair bill 
before the end of the day. It did not occur to me that when a bill 
making appropriations for deficiencies is under consideration it was the 
proper time for the discussion of an educational bill, unless I should be 
actuated by the same purpose which animated my colleague to make 
up for his own deficiencies. [Laughter and applause on the Democratic 
side.] If I chose to go into his record I might appeal to it to know 
what he has done for V Virginia, either on the subject of education or 
a other direction. [Laughter and applause on the Democratic 
side. 

We all understand the purpose proposed to be accomplished by the 
speech just delivered. The gentleman’s opponent is in the field and 
it becomes necessary for him to deliver on this floor a political speech to 
be used in thecampaign. I thank God that the people of Virginia are 
not so ignorant as to accept a dodge like that for his deficiencies in his 
services to them as their Representative. [Laughter. ] 

I do not propose on this occasion to address myself to the merits of 
the Blair bill. Itis known to the members of the House that I amin 
a of it. It is also known to the members of the House that my 

e are in favor of it. When I came to this House in 1880 the Re- 
pub ican party was in a majority in every branch of the Government. 
eamas J. Keifer, of Ohio, occupied that chair, and this House was 

a dear ma by a clear majority. The Senate, too, was ublican by 

clear EAE ANOT Yes, the President of the "United Stat@ was a Re- 
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Mr. PAYSON. By a large majority. [Laughter.] 

Mr. WISE. I repeat they were in a majority in every branch of 
this Government. The Blair bill was then before the Senate. The 
Blair bill was then before the House. Did they pass it? No. Why 
not? Beeause they lied when they said they wanted it. [Laughter 
and applause on the Democratic side. ] 

They had an opportunity to pass it. They had, I repeat, an oppor- 
tunity to pass it, but did not; and their failure to do so is confirmation 
of the assertion that their claim of being in favor of itis false. The 
gentleman from Virginia just now arraigned the honorable gentleman 
from Texas [Mr. CRAIN] for reporting a bill to the House during the 
Forty-ninth Congress for the distribution of the public money in aid 
of education on the basis of population. Why, he has forgotten the 
record of his own leaders. It was John A. Logan, the Republican 
candidate for the Vice-Presidency in 1884, who offered that amend- 
ment in the Senate to the Blair bill, and on the floor of the Senate 
championed it, declaring that he was not in favor of taxing his people 
to psy for ignorance in the South on the basis of illiteracy. Let him 
take that home to Virginia with him. [Laughter andapplause.] His 
own candidate for the Vice-Presidency was first man who wanted 
the distribution of the money from the public Treasury in aid of edu- 
cation on the basis of population. And why is the gentleman from 
Virginia in favor of it at present? He has told you the reason: because 
he gets so much money. [Laughter.] It is a question of dollars and 
cents with him and nothing more; it is nota question of principle. [Re- 
newed laughter, ] 

During the first session of the Forty-ninth Congress Hon. John A. 
Logan, then a Senator from the State of Illinois, said: 

Why, sir, the proposition I mad in 1 that $50, : 
ated oe of the AESA of the Gaited ia ard dietiaed piade p dkg 
population in the States and Territories for the benefit of the illiterate children 
of tho whole country, (See CONGRESSIONAL RECORD, volume 76, page 1993.) 

If the gentleman will turn to the CONGRESSIONAL RECORD, first ses- 
sion Forty-seventh Congress, volume 52, page 1950, he will find that 
Mr. Logan, in explaining his bill, said: 

Let us therefore first examine the bill carefully in order that we may under- 
stand clearly its provisions. These are simple, and, so far as the wording is 
concerned, easily understood. The first section provides that from and after 
the of the act the entire income derived from the internal-revenue taxes 
0i manufacture and sale of distilled spirits shall be priated and ex- 
pended for the education of all the children living in the United States, The 
second section provides for the method of distributing this revenue, as follows: 
‘That the money so received shall be distributed to the several States and Terri- 
tories according to the population as shown by the census of 1880 and each suc- 
ceeding census, for the p of being applied by such States and Territories 
solely for the purposes of education as in bill provided for. 

In his reference to the substitute for the Blair bill reported by the 
Committee on Labor of this House during the Forty-ninth Congress, 
the gentleman from Virginia said: 

It proposed to render aeree en fi 
was to be made br aren ding that it should be derived from the proceeds of 


not on the basis of illiteracy. 


The only difference between the substitute which he has character- 
ized with much severity and the proposition offered by Mr. Logan is 
that the former proposed the appropriation of the proceeds of the pub- 
lic lands and the latter the revenues derived from the manufacture 
and sale of distilled spirits in aid of education. 

Mr. Logan’s proposition was to continue that odious system of tax- 
ation known as the internal revenue, and to make the distribution on 
the basis of population, by which the lion’s share would have been se- 
cured to his own State. 

In the Forty-eighth Congress the Blair bill was before the Senateagain, 
and then Mahone, of Virginia, was a . Thank God, he is not 
now. [Renewed laughter.] Mahone, of Virginia, was there. I have 
the vote here in my hand to show what was done; and when that vote 
was taken in the Forty-eighth Congress Mahone voted how? Ah, Mr. 

i Mahone is reported absent. [Renewed laughter.] He was 
not paired. We asked him in Virginia, ‘‘ Why is it that you were ab- 
sent on this important occasion, when the RECORD shows that you 
were there both the day before and the day after?” 
dodge the question. There is no other word to describeit. [Renewed 
laughter.] He tried to get out of it, and the other Republican Senator 
from Virginia, one H. H. RIDDLEBERGER, came before the public and 
testified that Mahone was absent because he was opposed to the bill. 
[Laughter and applause on the Democratie side.] - And that is your 
leader. [Langhter. } You want to educate the ignorant people of Vir- 
ginia and you are following aman—your “‘boss’’—who, when he had 
an opportunity to vote for the bill, on the testimony of one of Virginia’s 
Senators, dodged the issue. [Laughter and applause on the Demo- 
cratic side. ] 

Why, I heard two gentlemen just now on the other side of this House, 
on the Republican side, Mr. CANNON, of Illinois, and Mr. KELLEY, of 
Pennsylvania, applauding Mr. Yost. I have the record here on them. 
Let us see how it stands. In the Forty-ninth Congress that bill, 
that Senate bill, was referred to the Committee on Education. Mr. 
Willis, of Kentucky, not a Republican but a Southern Democrat, called 


for a conference of the friends of the Blair bill, and I was one of that 
number. Wediscussed the matter, and agreed that the proper method 


of procedure was to take the Blair bill as it passed the Senate and in- 
troduce it again, and on the day of its reintroduction to make a mo- 
tion torefer it to the Committee on Labor. That is the way that it got 
to the Labor Committee. Go tell the people of Virginia that her Rep- 
resentatives here—not you—([laughter] allied with a gentleman from 
Kentucky, Mr. Willis, had it referred to the Committee on Labor. My 
friend from North Carolina here, Mr. COWLES, was with us, and my 
friends, Mr. JOHNSTON and Mr. HENDERSON, of North Carolina, were 
also with us. 

I find upon page 2882, CONGRESSIONAL- RECORD, volume 77, Forty- 
ninth Congress, first session, that a vote was taken on the motion of 
the gentleman from Kentucky, Mr. Willis, to refer the Blair bill to 
the Committee on Labor. Whatdowe find there? Every Democratic 
member of this House from Virginia voted in favor of its reference to 
that committee. Let me read their names: Barbour, Cabell, Croxton, 
Trigg, and WISE. Fivein all. AN the Democrats. 

Iwant to do justice all around. Mr. Brady, a Republican of Vir- 
ginia, but not a follower of the ‘‘ Boss,” was with us. [Langhter.] 
The vote was taken on the question of reference, and my honorable 
friend from Illinois [Mr. CANNON] voted against it. My-honorable 
friend from Pennsylvania, WILLIAM D. KELLEY, voted against it. 

Mr. KELLEY. Against what? I have not been hearing what the 
gentleman said. 

Mr. WISE. You voted against referring the Blair bill to the Com- 
mittee on Labor. 

Mr. KELLEY. Oh, that I may have done. 

Mr. WISE. Oh, yes; you may have done it. [Laughter.] Now 
just hold on one moment. Ofcourse you didit. I have got you right 
here. [Laughter.] I want my honorable friend from Pennsylvania 


the | to understand that I never make astatement unless I know it to be true, 


and then I- will swear by and stick to it until death. [Renewed 
laughter. } 

Mr. CANNON. Why not pass the Blair bill now, if the gentleman 
and his friends will aid us—— 

Mr. WISE. You just wait; you are just consuming my time. 

Mr. Hiscock, a Senator from New York now, voted againstit. Isup- 
pose you gentlemen will say you did not oppose the reference of the 
Blair bill to the Committee on Labor with the purpose of defeating it. 
And yet there could have been no other motive. All the’opponents of 
national aid to education voted in the negative. But I have got Mr. 
Hiscock tight. Let us see. 

Mr. GALLINGER. Permit me to correct my friend—— 

Mr. WISE. No, sir; just keep your seat now. ([Laughter.] Tho 
Blair bill—— 

Mr. GALLINGER. But I was on the conference, and I want to 
state to the gentleman a fact that he has overlooked. 

Mr. WISE. You have been talking all this session. [Laughter. ] 
I have heard so much of you that I want to hear no more. [Renewed 
laughter. ] 

Mr. LAIRD. I suppose that is intended for a compliment. 

Mr.GALLINGER. Well, just let me ask the gentleman a question. 

Mr. WISE. I do not want your questions. [Laughter.] 

Mr. GALLINGER. Very well: I will take my own time, 

Mr. WISE. The Blair bill, Mr. Chairman—and I want this to go 
down to Yirginia—the Blair bill passed the Senate on the 15th day of 
February, 1888. What was the vote? I have the record of that vote 
here, and it may be interesting to gentlemen. Let us examine it. I 
will read the names ot the Democrats who voted for it: Mr. BERRY, 
Mr. BROWN, Mr. CALL, Mr. COLQUITT, Mr. DANIEL, Mr, Eustis, Mr. 
GEORGE, Mr. HAMPTON, Mr. HEARST, Mr. JONES of Arkansas, Mr. 
Pasco, Mr. PAYNE, Mr. PUGH, Mr. RANSOM, Mr. VaNcr, Mr. WAL- 
THALL. 

Mr. YOST. How many against it? Seventeen against it. 

Mr. WISE. Republicans voted against it. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. Give us their names. 

Mr. WISE. Iam goingtoread them. Iam going to read the names 
of those that were notin favor of it, now: ALDRICH, DAVIS, FARWELL— 
Mr. CANNON, yourSenator; FryE—Blaine’sSenator: HaALE—theother 
Senator of Mr. Blaine; HAWLEY, a prominent candidate for the Repub- 
lican nomination at the Chicago convention; Hiscock, the very man 
that helped to kill it here, gone to the Senate and has voted directly 
against it; INGALLS, who, we are all told, in case of a war with Great 
aoea = a to command the forces of the country [great laughter 
and applause ]—— 

Mn LAIRD. What becomes of Cleveland? Is INGALLS going as 
his substitute ? 

Mr. WISE. Jones, of Nevada; PLUMB, of Kansas; SABIN, ef Min- 
nesota, and SPOONER, of Wisconsin. 

Mr. DAVIS. How many voted for it? 

Mr. WISE. Sixteen Democrats, and 15 Republicans against it. 

Mr. DAVIS. How many Republicans voted for it? 

Mr. WISE. Now, Mr. Chairman, in all honor and fairness, do you 
not think it is audacity to have the gentleman from Virginia [ Mr. 
Yosr] come here, hard pressed in his canvass, and, in order that he 
may have ammunition, with this record staring him in the face, en- 
deavor-to make a party question of the Blair bill? Ido profess that I 
would not be guilty of a lie; and I believe the man who practices a 
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fraud is guilty of a lie. I would not be guilty of a lie for my seat 
here. I would not hold it, if I were capable of perpetrating a lie. I 
want to make no false impression. I do not want it to go forth to my 
people that all Democrats are in favor of the Blair bill. I know they 
are not; neither are the Republicans. This is not a party question. 

The man who attempts to make it a party question is either in a state 
of ignorance or worse. He i3 willing to sacrifice the cause for a polit- 
ical, party purpose. I was once prosecutor in my district, and of all 
crimes in the catalogue I hated that of false pretense worse than any 
other. To the bold, brave highwayman, who would come and demand 
your purse, you might give some portion of your admiration for his 
courage. But the small man and the sneak-thief who filches money 
by false pretenses excites your disgust. Mr, Chairman, I like the bold, 
brave, manly ——= 

A MEMBER. Highwayman. 

Mr, WISE. Statesman, who honestly follows his principles any- 
where and everywhere, and who would scorn to profit by a false im- 
pression. I thank the House kindly for its attention [Great ap- 
plause on the Democratic side. ] 

Mr. BURNES. I call for the reading of the amendments. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Virginia [Mr. Yost] has 
asked recognition, and the Chair will hear him. 

Mr. YOST. Mr. Chairman,I am perfectly willing—— [Cries of 
**Regularorder!’?] Oh,yes; call forthe regularorderif youwant. Iam 
perfectly willing to have this question put toa test here and now, and see 
whether or not it is a Republican measure, and whether the Repub- 
licans favorit. .This House can do anything by unanimous consent, and 
I ask unanimous consent that the Blair bill be taken up now, and no 
man on = Republican side is going to object. [Cries of ‘ Regular 
order !?? 

The Speaker rapped to orderand demanded that the members take 
their seats. 

During the confusion a colloquy continued between Mr. COWLES, of 
North Carolina, and Mr. Yost, which could not be heard by the Re- 

rter. 
as BURNES. Iask unanimous consent to return to different por- 
tions of the bill for the purpose of offering amendments. 

The CHAIRMAN, The gentleman from Missouri [Mr. BuRNEs] 
asks unanimous consent to return to different portions of the bill for 
the purpose of offering amendments. The Chair will cause the amend- 
ments to be read, and then submit the question as to whether unan- 
imous consent will be given. The Chair again requests members of 
the committee to resume their seats and to stop conversation. 

Mr. ALLEN, of Michigan. I rise to a parliamentary inquiry. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. ALLEN, of Michigan. I understand that the gentleman from 
Virginia [Mr. Wise] says Republicans were opposed to the Blair bill. 
I want to ask now—— [Cries of ‘‘Regular order!’’] I have a ques- 
tion to ask now, aud I am going to ask it. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will hear the parliamentary inquiry 
of the gentleman, but he will confine his statement to the question. 

Mr. ALLEN, of Michigan. The question is whether unanimous con- 
sent can now be given to vote upon the Blair bill? 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will state to the gentleman from 
Michigan that the House is in Committee of the Whole for the purpose 
of considering an appropriation bill and can not proceed to the consid- 
eration of another matter. 

Mr. ALLEN, of Michigan. Would it bein order to go out of Com- 
mittee of the Whole for that purpose? If it is, then 1 move that the 
Committee of the Whole rise so as to vote on this question. 

Mr. BURNES. I ask unanimous consent that the amendments be 
reported. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Missouri asks unanimous 
consent that the amendments may now be reported. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Strike out of the bill the following: 


“Lines 14 to 25, inclusive, on 2; lines 1 to 8, inclusive, on page 3, and 
lines 11 to 15, inclusive, on page a x i 


Mr. BURNES. I beg to offer this explanation to the committee. 
The parts that we propose to strike out of this bill have been taken 
care of in the sundry civil bill in conference, so that it is simply to 
strike them out of this bill in consequence of that fact. 

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection to this amendment at this 


time? 
I think I shall have to object, Mr. 


< 


Mr. ALLEN, of Michigan. 
Chairman, unless the gentleman from Missouri [Mr. BURNES] will 
consent that after this is disposed of the committee will rise, in order 
that unanimous consent may be given for the passage of the Blair bill. 
[Murmurs of dissent on the Democratic side. ] 

Mr. ALLEN, of Michigan. I withdraw the objection if the gentle- 
man will not agree to my proposition. [Laughter. ] 

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection to the amendment offered by 
the gentleman from Missouri [Mr. BuRNES]? 

There was no objection, and the amendment was agreed to. 

i ee BURNES. I now offer another amendment, which I send to the 


The amendment was read, as follows: 


Page 36, after line 11, insert: 

“To pay Charles L. Sauer, for services rendered as assistant enrolling clerk 
during the last session of the Forty-ninth Congress, $20.” 

There was no objection, and the amendment was agreed to. 

: ae BURNES. I also offer another amendment, which I send to the 
esk. 

The amendment was read, as follows: 

In lieu of the amendment inserted on page 32, after line 15, insert: 

“Support of prisoners: For support of United States prisoners, including nec- 
essary clothing and medical aid, and transportation to place of conviction, being 
for the service of the fiscal year 1887, $25,000.” 

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection? 

Mr. BURNES. I wish to say, Mr, Chairman, that the only object 
of this amendment is to remedy a defect in a provision which is now 
in the bill and has been passed upon by the committee. The gentle- 
man from South Carolina [Mr. CorHRAN] submitted an amendment 
which was incorporated in the bill, but we have thought that the lan- 
guage of the amendment which has just been read would probably be 
more effective. Itis intended to accomplish the same object as the 
existing provision. ‘There is no change in the amount and no change 
in the purpose, and therefore I hope there will be no objection to this 
amendment. 

Mr. HOOKER. Mr. Chairman, I shall not object to the amendment, 
but I want to be heard upon it for a few minutes, 

Mr. BURNES. Of course the gentleman can not be heard unless he 
is going to object to the amendment. 

Mr. HOOKER. Why not? l 

Mr. BURNES. [If the gentleman objects let him signify his objec- 
tion, and I will withdraw the amendment. 

Mr. HOOKER. Ido not object. I merely want to reply to a cer- 
tain point which was made by the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. SENEY] 
the other day. 

Mr. BURNES. I withdraw the amendment, and I now move that 
the committee rise and report this bill to the House. 

Mr. HOOKER. I move to strike out the last section of the bill. 

Mr. BURNES. The last section has been already passed. 

Mr. HOOKER. I move to strike out the last word. 

The CHAIRMAN. That motion is notin order. The gentleman 
can not be heard except by unanimous consent. 

Mr. HOOKER. My object is to correct a statement made by the 
gentleman from Ohio | Mr. SENEY ] inaspeech which he made the other 
day when I was absent. 

Mr. BURNES. You will have a chance todo that on the sundry 
civil bill. 

Mr. HOOKER. I want to do it on this bill. 

Mr. BURNES. L insist upon my motion that the committee rise. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Missouri [Mr. BuRNES] 
moves that the committee do now rise and report the bill to the House. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. Irise to a point of order. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. I desire to know whether it is notin order for 
the gentleman from Mississippi [Mr, HOOKER] to offer an amendment 
in addition to the present text of the bill? 

The CHAIRMAN, The gentleman from Mississippi has not offered 
any amendment. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. But is it not in order for him to do so? 

The CHAIRMAN. When the gentleman submits an amendment, 
the Chair will determine whether it is in order or not. 

Mr. FARQUHAR. Mr. Chairman, I desire to submit an amend- 


ment. 

TheCHAIRMAN. The gentleman from New York [Mr. FARQUHAR] 
asks unanimous consent to submit an amendment to the bill. The 
amendment will be read, after which the Chair will ask for objec- 
tions. 

Mr. HOOKER. DoI understand the Chair to state that that amend- 
ment will not be debatable? 

The CHAIRMAN. The amendment is not before the committee. 
The gentleman from New York [Mr. FARQUHAR] asks unanimous con- 
sent to offer it. 

Mr. BLAND. I rise to a question of order. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. BLAND. The gentleman from Missouri [Mr. Burnes] has 
moved that the committee rise and report the bill tothe House. Does 
not that motion cut off all these proceedings ? 

The CHAIRMAN, Pending that motion, the gentleman from New 
York [Mr. FARQUHAR] asks unanimous consent to offer an amend- 
ment. 

Mr. BLAND. Well, I demand the regular order. 

Mr. FARQUHAR. I simply desire to say that this amendment 
which I now propose is one which concerns the whole House. Itis for 
the relief of a man who has been its faithful servant for years. The 
gentleman from Missouri [Mr. BuRNEs], who has charge of this bill, 
knows the merits of the proposition—— 

Mr. BLAND. Mr. Chairman, I demand the regular order. 

Mr. FARQUHAR, Iask that the amendment may at least be read, 
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by the courtesy of the gentleman from Missouri [Mr. BLAND], so as to 
admit it to the RECORD. 

Mr. BLAND. I demand the regular order. 

Mr. DIBBLE. I rise to a question of order. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. DIBBLE. I claim that the point of order which was ruled upon 
by the Chair was ruled upon the first paragraph of the section. 

Mr. BURNES. No, sir; it was upon all. 

Mr. DIBBLE. Let me get through with my point of order, if you 
please. Iclaim that it could not have been ruled on any more than 
that portion of the section, because the rest of it never has been read 
to the House. The reading stopped with that paragraph. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, I wish the House to understand distinctly that 
I do not raise this question of order for the purpose of repeating on the 
remaining paragraphs of the bill the struggle we have already had, for 
I accept the decision of the House in the vote which wastaken as final 
in reference to the whole section. But as a point of order I submit 
that the regular order when demanded is the reading of the remainder 
of the bill for the purpose of allowing the same point of order to be 
repeated, and this will give my friend from Mississippi the opportunity 
to offer an amendment. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Missouri [Mr. BURNES] 
when the point of order was made stated distinctly to the committee 
that he made the point of order upon the whole section and upon every 
paragraph in the section. The Chair in ruling stated that the point or 
order was sustained as to every paragraph in the section, which ruled 
out gece of it; and in that way the whole section has been dis- 


of. 

Mr. DIBBLE. The point I make is that if the regular order were 
strictly carried out the rest of the section would have to be read in 
order that the ruling should apply to it. The reading was never 
waived. I insisted on the reading of the first section, and the rest was 
not read. The reading has never been waived. Therefore I think the 
gentleman from Mississippi is in order in offering an amendment now. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time for making the point of order was be- 
fore the consideration under the five-minute rule and after the general 
debate. The reading of the bill under the order of general debate was 
waived by unanimous consent, which was a waiving of that reading 
to which the gentleman from South Carolina refers. It was in order 
when the section was reached for the gentleman from Missouri to make 
a point of order with reference to the whole section, which was done, 
and the point of order sustained. The gentleman from Missouri now 
moves that the committee rise and report the bill to the House. 

Mr. DAVIS. I move to amend the motion of the gentleman from 
Missouri—— 

Mr. CHEADLE. I rise to a parliamentary inquiry. Can a motion 
to strike ont a section of a bill prevail before the section is read? 

The CHAIRMAN. No motion was made to strike out; the section 
was stricken out on a point of order. - 

Mr. DAVIS. I move to amend the motion of the gentleman from 
Missouri by adding ‘‘and that the chairman be instructed to report to 
the House that the committee have not considered the fourth section, 
it having been ruled out of order by the Chairman, whose decision was 
sustained by the committee.” I move this as an amendment in order 
that the fact may be reported to the House. 

Mr. NELSON. I submit that that motion is not in order. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair is of opinion that the amendment is 
not in order, The only question before the committee is on the mo- 
tion that the committee rise and report the bill to the House. 

Mr. DAVIS. As evidence that this motion is in order, I would refer 
the Chair to the Digest of Rules and Practice of the House, pages 312 
and 316: 

The Speaker can not rule in regard to what occurred in Committee of the 
wees une y pa reportan by the Chairman under instruction from said com- 

It has acount the well-settled practice of the House that the Speaker can not 
rule upon a question decided or pending in the Committee of the Whole House 
unless it be reported by the Chairman of the committee. (Page 316.) 

The motion which I submit embraces a fact of which I desire the 
House to have official knowledge, in order that the Speaker may rule 
upon the question which may then be presented. 

The CHAIRMAN, The Chair has already decided the question of 
order; and therefore it is now too late to ask that the question be 
referred to the House. The decision having been made by the Chair 
and sustained by the committee, there is nothing to report to the 
House, because the consideration of the question has been concluded. 

Mr. DAVIS. But it ison a motion to rise and report the bill to 
the House that I offer this amendment, so that when the committee 
rises this fact may be stated to the House. 

_. The CHAIRMAN. If, pending the consideration of this bill, and 

before the point of order had been disposed of by the committee, the 
gentleman had moved that the committee rise and report the question 
to the House for its opinion, the Chair might have held that proposi- 
tion in order. But now the Committee of the Whole has disposed of 
the question, and it is not before the committee. 

Mr. DAVIS. Isimply desire to have reported to the House the fact 
of the action of the Committee of the Whole, just as the House will 
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report upon the motion of the gentleman from Missouri that the bill 
has been considered by the committee and a certain conclusion arrived 
at. Iwish the entire facts to go before the House. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair can make no report except that the 
committee, having considered the bill, has directed him to report it 
back with amendments, which has been the customary report hereto- 
fore. [Cries of ‘‘ Regular order!’’] 

Mr. CANNON. I care nothing especially about this question; but 
the Committee of the Whole having had referred to it the deficiency 
bill for consideration and report to the House, and the bill having 
been considered, and a portion of it having gone out upon a point of 
order, it looks to me as if when the bill is about to be reported back to 
the House, it is competent for a majority of the committee to report 
to the House how the bill was disposed of. 

1. Was it amended, and if so, what were the amendments? 

2. Were certain portions stricken out on points of order, and if so. 
what portions? Then, of course, when the House has possession of all 
of the action of the committee it is competent to take such action as 
it may desire. Butif itis reported back to the House witha statement 
as to how the section was disposed of on the point of order the House 
would have no power, I take it, to consider that portion of the bill 
which goes out on the point of order in committee. 

The CHAIRMAN. The practice has been when parts of a bill are 
ruled out on a point of order not to report them back to the House. 

Mr. HOOKER. Mr. Chairman, I rise to a point of order, and it is 
in reference to the point made by the gentleman on the other side of 
the House. I would like to know when a bill has been reported to the 
House from the Committee of the Whole by the chairman in charge of 
it whether he is to make any report in regard to the amendments 
which have been adopted in the committee? Asa matter of course 
these amendments, as the action of the committee, are a portion of 
the report of the gentleman having the bill in charge. When he comes 
to make his report is he not constrained to say that by a point of order 
sustained by himself as chairman of the committee the fourth section 
of the bill, which embraced the French spoliation claims, has been 
stricken out? Will that not necessarily have to be reported as part 
of the action of the committee? 

I think, therefore, the point made by the gentleman on the other side 
of the House is the correct one, and that in making the report the House 
shoald be instructed by the committee as to what the committee has 
done. In such case when the committee reports to the House the House 
will understand it. The House may agree with amendments or dis- 
agree without amendments. If they add to it or take from it in the 
Committee of the Whole, when they add to it or take from itit isa 
matter to come up before the House for the action of the House, as the 
amendments offered by the gentleman from Missouri [Mr. BURNES] to 
this bill necessarily come up for action in the House, and they are to 
be voted onin the House. 5 

If that be so, then every action of the committee has to be reported, 
because the committee acts as an ordinary committee and reports for 
the consideration of the House, and when the House receives the re- 
port of the gentleman having it in charge, it can adopt or reject it, or 
adopt it in part and reject itin part. Therefore, I take it, the point of 
order made by the gentleman on the other side is correct. 

Mr. BLOUNT. The Chair has ruled on this question several times, 
and I should like to know if there is any way in which it can be finally 
disposed of. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. I desire to offer an amend- 
ment, 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will ask whether there is objection. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. It is to amend the motion of 
the gentleman from Missouri [Mr. BuRNES] that the committee now 
rise and report the bill favorably to the House, I move to add the 
words, ‘‘and report to the House the fourth section of the bill, which has 
been ruled out on a point of order, with the recommendation that it be 
recommitted to thé Committee on Appropriations with instructions to 
report it back in ten days.” 

Mr. Chairman, I apprehend the Committee of the Whole has pre- 
cisely the same powers as any other committee of the House; that itis 
not the House, but a committee of the House, simply different from 
other committees in being composed of all the members of the House. 

It was instructed by the House to consider a certain bill and a cer- 
tain section in it, which section itself set out certain claims which had 
been by order of the House referred to the Committee on Appropria- 
tions with direction to be reported back, and which were reported back 
by that committee in obedience to that order. Now, this committee 
which the House ordered, the Committee on Appropriations, to report 
these claims back, and having reported them back, as it was ordered to 
do, and they having been embraced in the fourth section of the pending 
deficiency bill, it seems to me when the Committee of the Whole strikes 
out that section on a point of order, that it is in order for the Commit- 
tee of the Whole House on the state of the Union in reporting its action 
to the House to report any recommendation pertaining to this bill 
which itmay pleaseto do. It can reportit with amendments. Itcan 
reportit back with a substitute. It can report it with a recommenda- 
tion that section 4 shall be recommitted to the Committee on Appro- 
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priations with instructions to report it back within ten da Other- 
wise the committee is superior to the House. It is to itself 
the duty of refusing to consider what the House ordered the Commit- 
tee on Appropriations to return to this House and what the House 
committed to this Committee of the Whole for consideration. 

Personally I have no feeling one way or the other as to whether these 
particular claims go in ornot. I have performed what I regarded asa 
public duty as to the claims, and as to the merits I have riothing more 
to add; but I think, in view of precedents already established and the 
precedent about to be established now, that it is a matter which merits 
a good deal more serious consideration than gentlemen appear to give 
it, and have therefore suggested a motion which returns the claims to 
the House for its action. 

Mr. BLAND. It seems to me that would be an attempt to reverse 
the action of the committee already taken, 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. In that the gentleman is 
wholly mistaken. It is precisely as if the gentleman’s Committee on 
Coinage, Weights, and Measures, with a bill referred to it by the House, 
should report the bill back with certain sections in it with the recom- 
mendation that it be passed and with certain other sections that it con- 
sidered not within its jurisdiction and asked to have those sections 
referred to the Committee on Banking and Currency. Who would say 
that it was improper for the House to reverse the action of his commit- 
tee? Itisin precise with the action of the Committee of 
the Whole in the present instance. The Chairman of the committee 
has decided here, and the committee has approved the decision, that 
this section is not a proper section for this bill. That is the present 
status. To meet that what are we to do? 

I have draughted this motion in aceordance with and obedience to that 
decision. Instead of reversing the action of the committee, I submit 
to it, and all that I do is simply to present to the committee a resolu- 
tion which refers the matter committed to it back to the House with 
a certain recommendation. We report back to the House what wesay 
we have not jurisdiction over. We report back what we say is not 
properly in this bill. We report to the House what we have done in 
connection with this matter, and then go a step further and recom- 
mend to the House to do what it did on last December; that is, to re- 
commit this particular section to the same committee, to wit, the Com- 
mittee on Appropriations, to which it then committed it, with instruc- 


tions to report the subject-matter back in a separate bill in order that. 


it may be considered by the House. For, Mr. i it seems to 
me, otherwise the precedent which will be established is one which the 
House ought to becareful about. Here are claims, whether honest or 
not, which the House in the Forty-eighth Congress ordered to be sent 
to the Court of Claims for an ascertainment of the facts. Thaf court 
has acted upon them, and they are returned to this Congress, By order 
of this Congress they are sent toa certain committee, Forseven months 
the Speaker of this House, as the organ of the House, has referred to 
that committee under the continuing order of the House these various 
claims as they came from the court. That committee in obedience to 
that order of December, and in obedience to these recurring orders of 
the Speaker as the organ of the House, reports the claims to the House 
for consideration. 
They are not only reported to the House, but they are reported by a 
ttee of which nine of its members make an argument against 
them without raising any pointof order. The House commits the bill 
with the section in question to the Committee ofthe Whole. Daysare 
spent in discussing the bill—— 
Mr. WEAVER. Will the gentleman yield to me for aquestion just 


there? 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. As soon as I complete the 
sentence, ` 

And after days of discussion suddenly it is discovered that after all 
that order wasnull and void; that the Speaker of the House, and I say 
it with the greatest respect, acted as the organ of the House with curi- 
ous ce of parliamentary law; that his action all these months 
had not been legal, and that it was simply an act of nugatory usurpa- 
tion to refer these claims to the committee; and now atthe end of nine 
months’ session these claims, having been sent back by the court and 
thus treated, are entirely cut out by an order of the Committee of the 
Whole, not because they were unmeritorious, but becanseafter the House 
itself had ordered a mode of hearing, considering, and determining 
them that mode turned out to be no hearing atall. Now, all that 
leaves a flavor and discloses a method regarding the treatment of 
claims which ought not to surround our action in regard to them, 
whether they be just or not. 

The motion I make simply takes the vexed question and returns it 
to the House and recommits it to the committee, and furnishes an op- 
portunity to say whether it will yet carry out the order of last De- 
cember and consider these claims. 

I now yield to the gentleman from Iowa for his question. 

Mr. WEAVER. I understand the motion of the tleman to be 
this: to have a report made to the House in to the section 
stricken out; that the claims therein embodied be recommitted to the 
Committee on Appropriations with instructions to report—— 

Mr. BRECKIN 


E, of Kentucky. In a separate bill. 


Mr. WEAVER. Yes. Now, I want to say this—— 
Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. I will yield to the gentle- 


man. 

Mr. WEAVER. That the section stricken out is not ia the bill or 
before the House, and that it can not be recommitted. ‘Nor can ase 
arate section of a particular bill be recommitted, for it is not a bill, 
nor the subject of recommitial. You can recommit the whole bill, but 
not a part of it. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. In response to the gentle- 
man—— 

TheCHAIRMAN. The Chair will state that upon the point of order 
which has been made the Chair is ready to rule. 

Mr. MCMILLIN. Permit me to say a word in addition to the point 
very properly made by the gentleman from Iowa before the ruling of 
the Chair: That the section not being in the bill, it is not subject to 
any action by the committee at this time. If it were a subject for ac- 
tion by the committee at this time, the committee could not take the 
course indicated by the gentleman from Kentucky, for the reason that 
it has been already determined that by reason of the rules of the 
House this committee has not jurisdiction of the subject-matter. It 
has ignored it because ithas not jurisdiction. Isitpossible, then, that 
we have jurisdiction for the purpose of recommitment ssh ABOS 
to the Committee on Appropriations as to what it shall do, and ean force 
it before the House, when we have not, as determined by the committee 
itself, jurisdiction to consider the subject-matter as it has been before 
usin this bill? The position of the gentleman is manifestly untenable. 

Mr. HOOKER. Ifthe proposition of the gentleman from Tennessee 
(Mr. MOoMILLIN] which has just been stated on the resolution of the 
gentleman from Kentucky [Mr. BRECKINRIDGE] is true, then it would 
be in the power of the Committee of the Whole absolutely to emascu- 
late every bill that was presented for its consideration, report it back 
to the House, and give the House no control of the committee in the 
revision of its action and in the revision of its amendments. The 
sition of the gentleman from Tennessee is not maintainable as a par- 
liamentary position for the reason that, if that were the case, then you 
can not get anything before the House that was in the bill and the 
Committee of the Whole had refused to act upon. The House referred 
it to the Committee of the Whole for its eration, section by sec- 
tion, to make amendments thereto, and to report it back to the House. 

But the House can not lose absolutely all control of the measure 
more than the House would lose absolute control of a question whi 
was referred to one of the standing committees of the House. If that 
were the case, then the standing committees of the House and the 
Committee of the Whole, acting upon a subject which had been referred 
to them, can take a section out and report the bill back to the House 
without any part of the bill relating to that matter init. And then 
it gives the House no power over the subject-matter which it had re- 
ferred to the committee. 

Mr. BLOUNT. Irise to a question of order. 

Mr. BRYCE, Iask that the resolution be again reported. 

The CHAIRMAN, The Clerk will report the resolution again. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Resolved, That the committee do now rise and report to the House that the 
committee held that the fourth section was not in order in this bill, and that it 
now reports that section to the House with the recommendation t the said 
fourth section be recommitted to the Committee on Appropriations with instruc- 
tions to report within ten days said section back to ouse in a separate bill, 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair is of opinion that the resolution is 
not in order now. 

Mr. BURNES. I move that the committee do now rise, 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Missouri moves that the 
committee do now rise, 

The motion was agreed to. 

The committee accordingly rose; and the Speaker having resumed 
the chair, Mr. SPRINGER, trom the Committee of the Whole House on 
the state of the Union, reported that the Committee of the Whole had 
had under consideration the bill (H. R. 10896) making appropriations to 
supply deficiencies for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1888, and for 
prior years, and for other purposes, and had instructed him to report 
the same to the House with sundry amendments. 

Mr. LONG. Irise to a parliamentary inquiry. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Massachusetts will state it. 

Mr. LONG. The y td which has been made by the Chairman of 
the Committee of the Whole did not state anything about the fourth 
section; and my parliament’ inquiry is whether or not the bill is 
now before us with the fo section in it. My own belief is, Mr. 
Speaker, that the fourth section is still in the bill, and there is noth- 
ing in the report of the Chairman of the Committeeof the Whole which 
conveys to you or the House the slightest information that the fourth 
section has been stricken out. Asamatterof fact in Committee of the 
Whole, upon a point of order, the fourth section was stricken out; but 
the House referred this bill with the fourth section in it to the Com- 
mittee of the Whole as it would refer it to any other committee. It 
was referred to the Committee of the Whole in order that the Com- 
mittee of the Whole might consider it, recommend amendments, and 
report it back to the House for the purpose of considering the amend- 
ments which had been adopted in the committee. It had no power 
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to strike out on a pointof order. Ifit on a point of order could strike 
out one section it could strike out other sections and the whole bill, 
and then you would have a bill brought back without anything per- 
taining tothesubjectinit. Now, my parliamentary inquiry is whether 
or not in fact the fourth section of the bill is now in it which had been 
stricken out in the Committee of the Whole? 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will state that the Chairman of the 
Committee of the Whole has the same right to decide a point of order 
in committee as the Speaker has to decide the same point in the House. 
When the bill is reported back to the House with a section stricken out 
on a point of order the Chair is bound to respect that action of the 
committee. 

Mr. LONG. There has been no report of that fact made to the 


House. 

Mr. HOOKER. I propose to recommit this bill with instructions to 
the committee. 

Mr. BURNES. Idemand the previous question on the engrossment 
and third reading of the bill and amendments. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will state to the gentleman from Mis- 
sissippi that after the previous question is ordered his motion will still 
be in order. : 

The previous question was ordered. 

The amendments were agreed to in gross, 

The SPEAKER. The question now is upon ordering the bill to be 
read a third time. 

Mr. HOOKER. I move to recommit the bill, with instructions to 
report it back to the House leaving out the fourth section, and to re- 
port back the subject-matter of the fourth section in a separate bill. 

Mr. CRISP. Mr. Speaker, I raise the question of order on that 
motion. 

Mr. BURNES. I make the point of order on that motion. 

Mr. HOOKER. I have made this motion, and I think I stand in an 
attitude where I can make it with more propriety probably than any 
other gentleman who agrees with me upon this subject; but I make it 
for the purpose of correcting a statement made by the gentleman from 
Ohio [Mr. SENEY ] in his speech which he delivered the other day during 
my absence at the other end of the Capitol for awhile, which I should 
have corrected then had I been present. I will send to the Clerk’s 
desk a paragraph to be read from that speech, and then I will submit 


my remarks, 
The Clerk read as follows: r 
The tleman from Mississippi . HooxER] in urging the House to pa; 
these claimants used no mild wordsin speaking oboe who voted to send fond 
riation to pay their 


to the Claims Court, but now refuse to vote for an approp: 
demands. Listening to the remarks of the honorable gentleman, particularly 
upon this point, there was reason to believe that he would explain he was 
now on the claimants’ side of this controversy, when in December last he voted 
against the resolution directing the Committee on Appro to report an 
eres to pay these demands. But no such explanation was made. In 

e speech of the gentleman, which aj in the CONGRESSIONAL RECORD of 
Tuesday last, he gives the names of all members who voted for and against and 
those not voting for the bill to send these claimants to the Claims Court, but for 
reasons best known to himself he omits all mention of the names of those who 
voted for or against the House resolution of December last. 

Mr. HOOKER. Mr. Speaker, I desire to say, in response to the sen- 
timent which was uttered by the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. SENEY] 
during my absence from the Hall, and which I have had no oppor- 
tunity since to reply to, in consequence of the House being engaged on 
points of order, that I voted in opposition to instructing the commit- 
tee with reference to these claims, and I did so for the reason that on 
the 19th of December, when the resolution of my honorable friend from 
South Carolina [Mr. DIBBLE] was submitted, we had no Committee on 
Appropriations constituted, and of course no one knew what was to be 
the personnel of that committee as it was to be subsequentiy organized. 
I voted against the instruction because I did not believe that that was 
the best method of considering these claims. I voted against it be- 
cause I believed, as I now believe, that every measure that is presented 
for consideration in this House ought to bs presented upon its merits. 

I voted against it because I would not wish to embarras=» deficiency 
bill by the consideration of a matter which did not perta . to it; and 
while I differ with the honorable Chairman of the committee who has 
decided this question, his decision has been adopted in Committee of 
the Whole, and will in all probability be adopted by the House. I 
voted against that resolution because I did not believe that it was proper 
for the House to refer any matter to a committee and instruct it how 
it should find on that matter, holding as I do that the judgment of the 
committee should be left free. ‘That was thereason why I voted in the 
negative on that proposition. I did it for the reasons which were sub- 
mitted by the honorable gentleman from Texas [ Mr. MILLS], who par- 
ticipated in the debate, as I did not. Mr. MTLLS said: 

Let me ask the tieman from South Carolina [Mr. DIBBLE] if he would not 
consent to so modify this motion as to have these claims referred to the Com- 


mittee on Claims with instructions to rt back as soon as 
ommendations as they think proper, 


H will have additional weight to them by a recommendation 
the part ofa Gouimaibses that has Tacemchay taveaionies their merits. ur 

That was the reason I voted in the ive. Now, the honorable 
gentleman from Ohio [Mr. SENEY] in calling in question my vote upon 
that oceasion and in explaining his own vote upon the bill of 1885, whieh 


possible such rec-' 
then when you get them up before the 


referred these matters to the Court of Claims, endeavors to avoid the 
effect and responsibilty of his own vote in that case. I did not know 
then how he had voted, but upon examination I found that certain 
gentlemen had voted in favor of referring these claims, and among them, 
my friend from Alabama, Colonel OATES, and I referred to him by 
name in his presence as one of.the gentlemen who had voted for that 
reference. Of course my remarks were equally applicable to every 
gentleman who so voted, and they were as applicable to the gentle- 
man from Ohio [Mr. SzxEy] as to any other member who voted in 
that way and no more so. 

So far as my own vote is concerned, it was given for the reason that 
was urged, and in addition to the other honorable Democrats who voted 
with me, if I wanted authority and precedent for my action, I would 
find it in the fact that I voted on that question with the honorable 
gentleman from Ohio [Mr. SENEY] himself. 

Mr. SENEY. What resolution does the gentleman refer to, the 
resolution of December last ? 

Mr. HOOKER. Yes, sir. 

Mr. SENEY. I beg to say that I voted ‘‘no’’ on that resolution. 


Mr. HOOKER. So didI. That is what you commented upon in 
our speech. I voted “no.” I voted with the gentleman from Ohio 
Mr. SENEY]. 


I voted according to my convictions of what was right, 
and when my friend and colleague [Mr. CATCHINGS] asked me if I 
was opposed to these spoliation claims, I said: 

No, Iam not to them; they are claims against the Government, and 
whether they be old claims or very old claims, as the gentleman from Ohio saw 
fit to describe them, if they are just claims they ought to be paid. 

I said that I was in favor of considering upon its merits every claim 
presented against the Government. I voted in that way in reference 
to the claims of the Choctaw Nation, which had been upon not 
only by the Court of Claims but by the Supreme Court of the United 
States, and yet the honorable gentleman from Missouri [Mr. BuRNEs] 
who has this bill in charge moved to strike out of the Indian appro- 
priation bill the provision to pay those claims upon the ground that it 
belonged not to the Committee on Indian Affairs but to the Committee 
on Appropriations. 

Mr. BURNES. Mr. Chairman, I rise to a point of order. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. BURNES. I ask whether, in the discussion of a point of order, 
the presiding officer is required to sit and hear criticisms upon other 
matters not by any possible chance involved in the question at issue? 

Mr. SENEY. I hope the gentleman from Missouri will not insist 
upon his point of order. 

Mr. BURNES. I do insist upon it absolutely and unconditionally. 

Mr. SENEY. Iask unanimous consent that the gentleman from 
Mississippi may be allowed to 

Mr. HOOKER. I merely referred to the Choctaw claim as a cognate 
subject upon which there had been a ruling; not for the purpose of re- 
flecting or making any criticism upon the action of any gentleman, but 
simply to show that that was the proposition that was made. Now, 
the honorable gentleman from Ohio, in the course of his speech, fur- 
ther said what I am about to read in the RECORD. 

Mr. BURNES. Irise to a point of order. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. BURNES. I submit that a motion to recommit, which this 
substantially is, is not debatable. 

Mr. HOOKER. I think it is; I differ with the gentleman. Iun- 
derstand the Chair so holds. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks the motion is debatable, because 
the previous question has not been ordered upon the passage of the bill. 

Mr. HOOKER. I will then proceed. y 

Mr. BLAND. My colleague [Mr. BURNES] demanded the previous 
question. 
ask HOOKER. The resolution for recommitment is now before the 

ouse. 

Mr. BLAND. A question of order has been raised on this proposi- 
Hons aa it is not before the House until the point of order has been 

ecided. 

The SPEAKER. But the gentleman from Mississippi appears to be 
arguing the questionof order. TheChair will cause the rule to be read. 

Mr. HOOKER (after a pause). Mr. Speaker, shall I proceed ? 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman may proceed. 

Mr. HOOKER. Mr. Speaker, the gentleman from Ohio says fur- 
ther, and I will not detain the House more than a moment: 

In my judgment the Congress of 1885 made a great mistake in asking the 
Court of Claims for-advice as to the validity of these claims. 

Now, it will be remembered that the honorable gentleman from 
Ohio had himself voted for the very bill referring these claims to the 
Court of Claims. : 

In another portion of his speech he says: ‘‘This is simply the judg- 
ment of five men.” Well, Mr. Speaker, it is the judgment of five 
men; but of five men sitting as judges, under their oaths of office, to 
decide according to the merits of each i case. 

I may say further, Mr. Speaker, in answer to what has been said in 
opposition to these claims and their validity, that at least two Con- 
gresses before our time, a Congress in the days of President Polk and 
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a Congress in the time of President Pierce, voted favorably upon these 
claims which are now characterized as fraudulent. Bills passed by 
both Houses of Congress for the payment of these claims were vetoed 
by each of the Presidents I have named. It will therefore be seen 
that there is no justice in characterizing these claims now as false and 
fraudulent, for they have been favorably acted upon by a majority of 
both Houses in two former Congresses. 

I submit, Mr. Speaker, that the resolution I have offered to recom- 
mit this bill is proper and right in order that these claims may have 
in due form the cognizance and consideration of this House. If any of 
these claims are false and fraudulent, let them be rejected; but I hold 
that no claim ought ever to become so old that the Congress of the 
United States shall not be willing to consider its justice and merit. 

Mr. SENEY. Mr. Speaker, I do not understand that the honorable 
gentleman from Mississippi [Mr. HOOKER] has controverted in any 
particular a single statement that was made by me when addressing 
the House a few days ago on this subject. If he is satisfied with the 
explanation that he has just made, I certainly am. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will read the motion of the gentleman 
from Mississippi. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Imoye to recommit the bill with instructions to report the bill back to the 
House, leaving out the fourth section, and to report back the subject-matter ef 
the fourth section in a separate bill. 

The SPEAKER, The Chair thinks that this motion is not in order. 
It is a proposition to recommit the bill, with instructions not only to 
report an amendment, but to report a separate bill. The Chair sus- 
tains the point of order. 

Mr. BURNES. I now demand the previous question on the passage 
of the bill. 

The previous question was ordered; and, under the operation thereof, 
the bill was passed. 

Mr. BURNES moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill was 
passed; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 
table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


VETO MESSAGE—CLEMENT A. LOUNSBERRY. 


The SPEAKER laid before the House the following message from 
the President of the United States; which was referred, with the ac- 
companying bill, to the Committee on Claims, and ordered to be 
printed: 

To the House of Representatives: 

I return without approval House bill No. 2524, entitled ‘‘An act for the relief 
of Clement A. Low my 

This bill appropriates the sum of $1,214.51 to reimburse him for clerk-hire and 
fuel and lights in excess of allowances made to him by the Post-Office Depart- 
ment while he was postmaster at Bismarck, in the Territory of Dakota. 

Seyen hundred and fifty dollars of this sum is appropriated on account of 
olerk-hire paid out from April 1, 1881, to June 30, 1 and $464.51 for lights and 
fuel from July 1, 1883, to September 30, 1885, 

As a general rule the allowances made by the Post-Office Department in these 
cases ought not to be interfered with. But sometimes a sudden rush of settle- 
ment in a locality or some other cause will so increase unexpectedly the need 
of clerks to distribute and handle the mails that the employment of more than 
have been provided for is absolutely necessary. 

I am inclined to think the item for clerk-bire in this bill should be so regarded. 
‘This was the only appropriation included in this bill presented in the Forty- 
eighth Congress in behalf of this postmaster upon which a favorable committee 
report was made and which was not unfavorably spoken of by the Depart- 


ment. 

But it does not follow that the other item for fuel and lights should be al- 
lowed. I think it should not, on the unds that the amount was fixed by the 
Department upon full examination, that there is no special reason shown why 
the porinaer should have exceeded the expendituresallowed, and that to give 
the least encouragement to asters that these allowances would be upon 
their ra apaes revised and increased by Congress would lead to demoraliza- 
tion in the service. 
it appears that the allowance made to this officer for fuel and lights was in- 

Bad October 1, 1883; and although the claim now made on this account em- 
braces the period from July 1, 1883, to September, 1885, nothing was asked for 
fuel or lights in the bill presented to Congress for this beneficiary's relief in 


1884, 
It should not have been tacked upon the bill now faery 
ROVER CLEVELAND. 
Executive Mansion, August 27, 1888. 
TAXES IN THE DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA. 


The SPEAKER also laid before the House the following message from 
the President of the United States; which was referred, with the ac- 
companying bill, to the Committee on the District of Columbia: 

To the House of Representatives: 

In compliance with a resolution of the House of Representatives of the 27th 

instant (the Senate concurring) I return herewith House bill No. 10060, entitled 


“An act prescribing the times for sales and for notice of sales of property in 
the District of Columbia for overdue taxes,” 


EXECUTIVE MANSION, August 27, 1888. 
DUTY ON COTTON BAGGING. 


Mr. HOOKER, by unanimous consent, introduced a bill (H. R. 11283) 
to authorize the President of the United States to suspend for a given 
period the duty on cotton bagging; which was read a first and second 
time. 

Mr. BUCHANAN. Iask for the reading of that bill. 

N eh Clerk proceeded to read the bill, but before the reading was con- 
Gt 


GROVER CLEVELAND. 


Mr. BUCHANAN said: I waive the demand forthe reading; letthe 
bill be printed in the RECORD. 

Mr. HOOKER. Iask that the bill be referred to the Committee on 
Ways and Means, with leave to report at any time. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. MCMILLIN). In the absence of 
objection this bill will be refe: to the Committee on Ways and Means, 
ordered to be printed, and also be published in the Recorp. The 
Chair hears no objection, and it is so ordered. 

Mr. HOOKER. Iask that the committee have leave to report at 
any time. 

Mr. BUCHANAN. I object. 


The bill is as follows: 

Whereas there has been a combination to put up the price of ng to wrap 
the cotton crop in the United States, ed which the price of g has been 
est eset on the farmers to nearly double the prices twoor three months since; 
an 


Whereas this will operate greatly to the damage of farmers engaged in the 
production of cotton: Therefore, : 

Be it eee, etc., That the President of the United States be, and he is herc- 
by, autho: to issue his proclamation suspending the collection of all cus- 
toms duties on imports of any species of cotton bagging and substitutes there- 
for suitable for wrapping cotton for a period of six months from and after the 
date of such proclamation, and during the operation of said F ap nga nas all 
acts and parts of acts imposing such duties are hereby suspended. 

Sec. 2. That all acts and parts of acts inconsistent with the provisions of this 
act are hereby repealed, 


Mr. HOLMAN. I move that the House adjourn. 
The motion was agreed to; andaccordingly (at 4 o’clock and 58 
minutes p. m.) the House adjourned. 


PRIVATE BILLS INTRODUCED AND REFERRED. 

Under the rule private bills of the following titles were introduced 
and referred as indicated below: 

By Mr. C. H. ALLEN: A bill (H. R. 11284) granting a pension to 
David B. Barnard—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

By Mr. BINGHAM (by request): A bill (H. R. 11285) for the relief 
of William H. Bierstadt—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. FUNSTON: A bill (H. R. 11286) to place the name of Michael 
Benjamin on the pension-rolls—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

By Mr. GEST: A bill (H. R. 11287) for the relief of Roger Cunning- 
ham—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. HOVEY: A bill (H. R. 11288) for the relief of Francis Burch— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. LIND: A bill (H. R. 11289) granting a pension to Adam 
Katzenberger—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. MORROW: A bill (H. R. 11290) for the relief of Augustus 
L. Rhodes—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. J. H. O’NEALL: A bill (H. R. 11291) for the relief of Lucy 
C. Irwin—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

By Mr. PERKINS: A bill (H. R. 11292) granting a pension to Archi- 
bald Ormiston—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

By Mr. ROCKWELL; A bill (H. R. 11293) for the relief of Norman 
Wiard—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. C. A. RUSSELL: A bill (H. R, 11294) granting a pension to 
Edwin F, Gaskill—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. SHIVELY: A bill (H. R. 11295) granting a pension to Mar- 
garet Durand—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. HENRY SMITH: A bill (H. R. 11296) for the relief of John 
McLaughlin—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Change in the reference of a bill improperly referred was made in the 
following case, namely: 

A bill (H. R. 7163) for the relief of Edward B. Beer—from the Com- 
mittee on Indian Depredation Claims to the Committee on Claims. . 


TETITIONS, ETC. 

The following petitions and papers were laid on the Clerk’s desk, 
under the rule, and referred as follows: 

By Mr. C. H. ALLEN: Petition and papers in the case of David B. 
Barnard, for an increase of pension—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions, 

By Mr. GEST: Petition for relief of Roger Caunningham—to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs. 

Also, papers in the case of Quincy McNeil, for relief—to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs. ‘ 

By Mr. LYNCH: Petition of Edward Kelly and others, citizens of 
Pennsylvania, against the reduction of duty on green and colored glass 
bottles—to the Committee on Ways and Means, 

By Mr. J. D. STEWART: Petition of Samuel Gordon, heir of Alex- 
ander Gordon, and of Eliza A. Davis, of Cobb County, Georgia, for ref- 
erence of their claims to the Court of Claims—to the Committee on War 
Claims. ` 

By Mr. WHITTHORNE: Petition of W. M. Anderson, late of Comi- 
pany K, Third West Virginia Cavalry, for removal of charge of de- 
sertion—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 


The following petition for the repeal or modification of the internal- 
revenue tax of $25 levied on druggists was received and referred to the 
Committee on Ways and Means: 

By Mr. LYNCH: Of J. W. Bragg and others, citizens of Pennsylvania. 
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The following petition for the proper protection of the Yellowstone 
National Park, as pro Senate bill 283, was received and referred 
to the Committee on the Public Lands: 
ent Mr.GEAR: Of James McCreery and 25 others, citizens of Greeley, 

o. 


The following petition, indorsing the per diem rated service-pension 
bill, based on the principle of paying all soldiers, sailors, and marines of 
the late war a monthly pension of 1 cent a day for each day they were 
in the service, was referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions: 

By Mr. LYNCH: Of citizens of Hazleton, Pa. 


SENATE. 
TUESDAY, August 28, 1888. 


Prayer by the Chaplain, Rey. J. G. BUTLER, D. D. 
The Journal of yesterday’s proceedings was read and approved. 


PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS, 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore presented the petition of John Pope 
Hodnett, of Washington, D. C., praying for the passage of a joint res- 
olution declaring all work suspended on public improvements in the 
District of Columbia, to enable the workingmen and their families to 
attend the pic-nic of the United Labor League of America, at Athletic 
Park, on Ninth street northwest, between S and T streets, in Washing- 
ton, D. C., on Monday, September 3, 1888; which was referred to the 
Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

Mr. SHERMAN presented the petition of Mrs. Sarah E. Boudin, of 
West Washington, D. C., praying to be relieved from the payment of 
special assessment taxes, with interest thereon; which was referred to 
the Committee on the District of Columbia. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES, 


Mr. DAVIS, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom were referred 
the following bills, reported them each without amendment, and sub- 
mitted reports thereon: 

A bill (H. R. 2139) granting a pension to George Rhody; and 

A bill (H. R. 10705) granting a pension to Mary L. Tanner. 

Mr. SAWYER, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom were re- 
ferred the following bills, submitted adverse reports thereon, which 
were agreed to; and the bills were postponed indefinitely: 

A bill (S. 825) granting a pension to Cornelius Wessels; and 

A bill (S. 3301) granting a pension to Richard J. Nichol. 

Mr. SAWYER, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom was re- 
ferred the bill (S. 3428) granting a pension to Mary C. Thompson, re- 
ported it with an amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom were referred the fol- 
lowing bills, reported them severally without amendment, and sub- 
mitted reports thereon: 

A bill (H. R. 10954) for the relief of Mary Ann Reid; 

A bill (H. R. 9719) for the relief of Thomas Shackelford; and 

A bill (H. R. 4102) granting a pension to Mary A. Carr. 

Mr. PASCO, from the Committee on Claims, to whom was referred 
the bill (S. 2082) for the relief of Mitchell Trotter, submitted an ad- 
verse report thereon; which was agreed to, and the bill was postponed 
indefinitely. 

BILL INTRODUCED. 

Mr. SAWYER introduced a bill (S. 3492) granting a pension to 
John Parkinson; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Pensions. : 


‘AMENDMENTS TO APPROPRIATION BILLS, 


Mr. FRYE submitted an amendment intended to be proposed by 
him to the general deficiency appropriation bill; which was referred 
to the Committee on Appropriations, and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. PLATT submitted an amendment intended to be proposed by 
him to the fortifications appropriation bill; which was referred to the 
Committee on Appropriations, and ordered to be printed. 

DISTRICT ELECTRIC WIRES. 

Mr. FAULKNER submitted the following resolution; which was 
considered by unanimous consent, and agreed to: 

That the cossmissioners of the District of Columbia be directed to 
forward to the Senate any reportin their possession made by the engineer com- 


missioner tothe commissioners of the District of Columbia on the subject of 
overhead and under-ground electric wires. 


LISTS OF CLAIMS AND JUDGMENTS. 
Mr. ALLISON submitted the following resolution; which was con- 
sidered by unanimous consent, and agreed to: 


Resolved, That the pone. of the Treasury be directed to transmit to the 
Senate a list of all claims allowed by the several accounting officers of the 
Treasury Department under ay ain pegs the balances of which have been ex- 
hausted or carried to the surplus fund under the provisions of section 5 of the 
actof June 20, 1874, since the allowance of those already transmitted to Congress 
during the present session; also a list of all claims allowed by the Auditor of 
the ury for the Post-Office Department since the allowance of those em- 
braced in House Executive Document No, 31, of the present session, on account 


of compensation of postmasters readjusted under the act of March 3, 1883; and 
also a list of judgments of the Court of Claims requiring an appropriation at 
the present session not already transmitted to Congress. The aforesaid lists to 
extend to and include August 31, 1888. 


LAND SUITS AND LAND PATENTS. 


Mr. STEWART submitted the following resolutions; which were 
read: 


Resolved, That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, directed to 
furnish the Senate without delay with a statement of what disposition has been 
made of the following items of appropriation in the acts of August 4, 1886, and 

3, 1887, making appropriations for sundry civil expenses of the Govern- 
ment for the fiscal years korpe J une 30, 1887, and June 30, 1888, respectively, 
and for other purposes, herein r quoted, giving the name of each person who 
has received any portion of said appropriations and the amount received by 
each and the character of service each performed, together with the residence 
of cach of said persons at the time he was selected or appointed to perform the 
service for which the money was paid, namely: 

Depredations on public timber: To meetthe expenses of protecting timber on 
the public lands, $75.000. 

Protecting public lands: For the protection of public lands from illegal and 
fraudulent entry or appropriation, $50,000. 

Expenses of hearings in land entries: For expenses of hearings held by reg- 
isters and receivers, under instructions from the General Land Office, to deter- 
mine whether alleged fraudulent entriesare of that character or have been made 
in compliance with law, $20,000. 

Settlementof claims for swamp-land and swamp-land indemnity: Forsalaries 
and expenses of agents employed in adjusting claims for swamp-lands, and for 
indemnity for swamp-lands, $20,000: Provided, That nts and others em- 
ployed under this and the appropriations for * Depredations on pablictimber"’ 
ae “ Protecting public lands,” while traveling on duty, shall be allowed per 
diem, in lieu vob nesirmenens ata ~~ not exceed ing past oR day,and for actual 
n expenses for transportation, ct August 4, 

EE f on public timber: To meet the expenses of protecting timber 
on the public lands, $75,000. 

Protecting public lands: For the protection of public lands from illegal and 
fraudulent entry or appropriation, $100,000. 

Expenses of hearings in laud entries: For expenses of hearings held by order 
of the General Land Office to determine whether alleged fraudulent entries are 
of that character or have been made in compliance with law, $20,000. 

Settlement of claims for swamp-land and swamp-land indemnity: For sala- 
ries and expenses of agents employed in adjusting claims for swamp-lands, and 
for indemnity for morons Garaan f Provided, That agents and others em- 
ployed under this and the appropriations for * Depredations on Public timber” 
and “Protecting public lands,” while traveling on duty, shall allowed per 
diem, in lieu of subsistence, at a rate not exceeding $3 per day,and for actual 
necessary expenses for trai riation. (Act March 3, 1887.) 

Ani be it further resolved, That the Secretary of the Interior furnish the Senate 
withont delay with the number ofapplications for patents for public lands, in- 
eluding both mineral and agricultural lands, now pending and undetermined in 
his Depar. ment, saung ine number of those pending before the Commissioner 
of the General Land Office and the number on appeal to the Secretary of the In- 
terior; and also a statement of the a eee issued ineach of the pub- 
lie-land States and Territories during the year ending June 30, 1888, and 
the amount of land covered by each of said patents. 


Mr. STEWART. Lask for the present consideration of the resolu- 
tions, 

Mr. SAULSBURY. The resolutions had better go over. 

Mr. VEST. Let them go over. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
the rule, and be printed. 


EFFECT OF IRRIGATION ON LOWER VALLEYS. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. If there be no further morning busi- 
ness, the Chair lays before the Senate a resolution coming over from 
yesterday, submitted by the Senator from Kansas [Mr. PLUMB] Au- 
gust 21, 1888, in relation to the diversion of the waters of the Platte and 
Arkansas Rivers and their tributaries in Colorado for irrigation or other 


purposes. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Asneither the Senator from Kansas [Mr. PLUMB] 
nor the Senator from Colorado [Mr. TELLER] is here I ask that the reso- 
lution go over, keeping its place again, if there be no objection. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. The usual order, then, will beadopted 
in regard to the resolution. It will be passed over, retaining its place. 


TOLLS ON GOODS EXPORTED TO CANADA. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair lays before the Senate a 
resolution coming over from a previous day submitted by the Senator 
from Massachusetts [Mr. HOAR], together with the amendment pro- 
posed by the Senator from Vermont [Mr. EDMUNDS]. The resolution 
will be read. 

The Chief Clerk read the resolution submitted by Mr. Hoar August 

24, 1888, as follows: 
_ Resolved, That the President of the United States be requested, if not in his 
judgment incompatible with the publie interest, to communicate to the Senate 
copies of all communications. if any, addressed by his direction to the Govern- 
ment of Great Britain,remonstrating with that Government inst the wrongs 
and unfair treatment to our citizens by the action of the Canadian Government 
in refunding to vessels and cargoes which ps through the Welland and other 
Canadian canals nearly the entire tolls if they are destined to Canadian ports, 
while those bound for American ports are not allowed any such advantage, and 
the breach of the en; ment contained in the treaty of 1571, whereby Great 
Britain promised to the United States equality in the matter of such canal trans- 
portation. Also copies of any demand made by his direction upon Great Brit- 
ain for the redress of such wrongs and the replies of Great Britain to such com- 
munication and demand. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The proposed amendment of the 
Senator from Vermont [Mr. EDMUNDS] will be read. 
ae CHIEF CLERK. At the end of the resolution it is proposed to 
‘And also that there be communicated to the Senate copies of all papers, cor- 
Trespondence, and information touching the matter of the refusa of the British 


‘The resolutions will lie over under 
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oa ramara pon that sadesa g sae North pmericnn dontinions.0 allow the = 
Dominion sea-po agro fish, or oi cargoes, for transportati. 

in bond to the United States since the Ist day of July, 1885. "And also that he 
sommunicate to the Senate what instances have occurred since the 3d of March, 
1837, of wrongs to American fishing vessels,or other American vessels, in the 
prey or —— of British North America, and what steps, if any, have been taken 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment proposed by the Senator from Vermont [Mr. EDMUNDS]. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is upon agreeing to 
the resolution as amended. ‘ 

Mr. GEORGE. Mr. President—— 

The PRESIDENT protempore. Does the Senator desire to speak to 
the resolution? 

Mr. GEORGE. Ido not know whether I do or not, until I make 
an inquiry. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair will hear the Senator. 

Mr. GEORGE. I should like to inquire of gentlemen on.the other 
side of the Chamber whether the message of the President will be 
formally considered to-day. If it is not going to be considered, I will 
submit some remarks on the pending resolution. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I hope the message will go with the other papers 
to-day to the Committee on Foreign Relations. The Senator can call 
up the message now and make his argument upon that. He has the 
floor on the message, and if it will suit him now, after the resolution 
is disposed of, I will move to proceed to the consideration of the mes- 
sage of the President. 

Mr. ALLISON. Before that is done—— 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. There is a privileged report upon 
the table that the Senator from Iowa [Mr. ALLIson] had given notice 
of his intention to call up. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. That will take only a short time. 

Mr. SHERMAN. As a matter of course I do not want to interfere 
with the conference report. 

Mr. GEORGE. I desire some time during the day to submit some 
remarks on the President’s message. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Certainly; as soon as the privileged report, the 
conference report, is out of the way, I shall move to proceed to the con- 
sideration of the President’s message, but in the mean time I should 
like to have this resolution calling for information from the President 
passed, so that it may be answered as soon as possible. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on agreeing to the 
resolution as amended. 

The resolution as amended was agreed to. 

FISHING RIGHTS OF THE UNITED STATES. 

Mr. ALLISON. Iask that the report of the committee of confer- 
ence on the sundry civil appropriation bill may be taken up. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Before that is doneI ask unanimous consent that 
Senate bill 3484, which was read the first time but not the second, the 
other day, the bill in regard to the difficulties in Canada, be read the 
second time and referred to the Committee on Foreign Relations. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. The Senator refers to the bill intro- 
duced by the Senator from Alabama [Mr. MORGAN]? 

Mr. SHERMAN, Yes, sir; 1 objected to its second reading then, 
antil ‘the ane submitted by the Senator from Massachusetts was 
disposed of. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Alabama might 
desire some other consideration. The Senator introducing the bill is 
not present, 

Mr. SHERMAN. Very well; let it go. 

Mr. HARRIS. Evidently the Senator from Alabama would have no 
objection to the reference. 

_The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill will be read the second 
time by its title. 

The CHIEF CLERK. A bill (S. 3484) to empower the President more 
effectually to carry out the of an act entitled ‘‘An act to au- 
thorize the President of the United States to protect and defend the 
rights of American fishing vessels, American fishermen, American trad- 
ing and other vessels in certain’ cases, and for other purposes,’’ ap- 
proved March 3, 1887, and to authorize the President to protect Ameri- 
can interests agai t unjust discrimination in the use of canals in the 
British dominions of North America. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. ‘The bill will be referred to the Com- 
mittee on Foreign Relations. 

Mr. TELLER. I supposed that was to wait and be referred with 
the President's That was the understanding. 

Mr. SHERMAN, that that message will also be referred 
to-day, I trust the Senator will let this bill go to the committee now. 

Mr, TELLER, I have no objection. 

Mr. VEST. Let me make a suggestion, please. Why not let all 
these matters, together with the President’s go to the Com- 
mittee on Foreign Relations, and let them abide the result of the mo- 
tion to refer the message? Why take up the matter by parcels and 
dispose of them? It is all the same subject. 

Mr, SHERMAN. ‘The reason is because the Senator from Mississippi 
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Mr. ert wants to make a speech, and the Senator from Illinois 
Mr. CULLOM | desires to make some suggestions. 

Mr. VEST. I desire also myself to be heard with a few ‘‘feeble re- 
marks’? upon that subject, but it seems to me that all these matters 
are germane to the same subject, and the Senator from Mississippi can 
just as well speak upon all of them as upon the message by itself. 

Mr. SHERMAN, I have no objection to either course; but obvi- 
ously the Senate can not expect the committee to act upon the bill 
when it hardly knows what is contained in it. - 

Mr. VEST. ‘These matters, whether a bill or a resolution, are all 
germane to the same subject, and that is the President’s message. I 
hope they will all lie upon the table until the debate is ended and 
abide the result of the motion to refer the President’s message to the 
Committee on Foreign Relations. 

Mr. SHERMAN. If the Senateis really anxious to have any action, 
tos commise can not proceed a step in the matter until something is 
refer’ 

The PRESIDENT protempore. The resolution offered by the Sena- 
tor from Massachusetts [Mr. Hoar] has been agreed to. The bill 
whose title has just been read was introduced by the Senator from Ala- 
bama [Mr. MORGAN], who desired to have it referred to the Committee 
on Foreign Relations. He is not present, and on the motion of the 
Senator from Ohio the Chair has made that order. However, if it is 
desired, that order can be reconsidered and the bill still held before 
the Senate. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I think the reference had better stand, because 
the Committee on Foreign Relations with that bill before them can con- 
sider the subject. They will consider the message of the President 
without a reference. It is not necessary to refer it. Itmay be left for 


debate. 

. Lhope the whole subject will be taken up to-day, 
and if possible disposed of, so that whatever ought to be referred to the 
Committee on Foreign Relations may be referred assoon as possible. I 
should like to occupy a few minutes’ time before it is done, however, 
and if the appropriation bill that the Senator from Iowa desires to bring 
up this morning does not occupy a great deal of time, I hope the Sen- 

ate will proceed to the other subject and continue it until we dispose of 
it, which I think perhaps can be done soon. 
"The PRESIDENT protempore. The debate can proceed upon the mo- 
tion to refer the message. 


SUNDRY CIVIL APPROPRIATION BILL. 


Mr. ALLISON. Inow ask for action on the report of the committee 
of conference on the sundry civil appropriation bill. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. ‘The report will be read. 

Mr. ALLISON. As the report is printed in the RECORD to-day, and 
has also been printed as a separate document, I presume that Senators 
will not require that it be read now. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Thereading may be waived by unan- 
imous consent. The Chair hears no objection. 

Mr. ALLISON. As the sundry civil appropriation bill is an impor- 
tant one, and as there have been at various times and in various places 
observations respecting this bill, I think it wise that I should at this 
moment state its condition and the several steps taken prior to this 


time respecting i it, 
This bill is one of the usual great appropriation bills passed at every 
session of Congress, and it is estimated for regularly in the Book of Es- 


timates. In the regular estimates presented to Congress at the begin- 
ning of this session the estimates for the items in this sundry civil ap- 
pro n bill were a total of $28,742, 695.26 in the Book of Estimates, 

there were submitted during the session afterwards supplemental 
eatinates amounting to $5,124,000, showing a total estimate for this 
bill made by the Secretary of the Treasury of $33,866,695. The House 
of Representatives in considering the bill passed it with a total of $23,- 
332,406.30. The Senate Committee cn Appropriations in considering 
the bill recommended to the Senate additional appropriations amount- 
ing to $4,012,465.18. 

Mr. PLATT. All of which was estimated for? 

Mr. ALLISON. Nearly every item of which was estimated for. So 
when the bill was reported to the Senate it was still, in round num- 
bers, five and a half million dollars less than was estimated for by the 
Secretary of the Treasury. The several items of increase proposed by 
the Senate Committee on Appropriations embraced three or four large 
items and of course a number of small items. One of the chief items 
of increase was in public buildings, so called. The Senate Committee 
on Appropriations recommended an increase of $840,000 to the amount 
proposed by the other House for public buildings. 

Mr. BECK. Will the Senator please state why we did that? 

Mr. McPHERSON. Ido notunderstand the Senator from Iowa. If 
I correctly heard him, he said there was estimated for by the Depart- 
sear Pa and the House passed the bill at a conten ie 

in round numbers—and that the Senate added $4,000,000 to 
t amount; and yet if I understood him aright he said the bill was 
still $5,000, 000 below the estimates. 

Mr, ALLISON. I will repeat my statement. I said that the orig- 
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inal estimates of the Departments, found in the Book of Estimates, Mr. BECK. They were started by an amendment in the House. 


amounted, in round numbers, to $28,000,000, and that there were sup- 
plemental estimates presented from time to time by the Secretary of 
the Treasury amounting to $5,000,000 more, which made a total esti- 
mate submitted by the Departments to cover this bill of $33,000,000. 
When the bill came to us from the House of Representatives it con- 
tained appropriations amounting to a little over $23,000,000, or $10,- 
000,090 less than the estimates, to which the Senate Committee on 
Appropriations added, in round numbers, $4,000,000. 

I was about to state the principal items of addition. The amount 
on public buildings was $840,000; and upon that subject I desire to 
say that this increase was brought about from the fact that when we 
took up the appropriations made for this purpose by the House of Rep- 
resentatives we found that in every instance they had only appropri- 
ated for public buildings which had been authorized by law and which 
did not carry with the authorization an appropriation, because it will 
be understood by Senators that for the last four or five years asrespects 
public buildings the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds have 
taken practical jurisdiction of that subject and have included in most 
of their public-building bills an appropriation covering the amount 

to erect the buildings. 3 

The House of Representatives appropriated for the buildings that 
were authorized by law, but they only appropriated one-half of the es- 
timated cost or limit in the laws authorizing the public buildings. The 
Senate Committee on Appropriations believed that that was not good 
‘economy; that a public building costing less than $200,000 ought to 
be appropriated for in a single appropriation in order that the con- 
tracts might be made covering the entire cost of the structure. That 
would seem to be true economy in private affairs, and the Senate Com- 
mittee on Appropriations believed it was true economy as respects 
these public buildings. 

Not only, however, did the House of Representatives appropriate 
only one-half as respects these buildings, but they divided the appro- 
priation for every public building authorized. For i ce, in the 
case of a little building at Portsmouth, Ohio, the cost of which, under 
the law authorizing it, was limited to $60,000, the House appropriated 
one-half of that sum, or $30,000. 

The effect of such a system of appropriation is to at once establish a 
superintendent, a clerk, a watchman, and various other public func- 
tionaries in or about the building, who are to last, and whose pay is 
to be taken out of the appropriation for the building until it is:com- 
pleted. Every man of sense knows that a building of that character 
ought to be built not only within a year but within six months from 
the time of its beginning. 

So in that instance, and in many others—I merely give that as an 
illustration; there are half a dozen such buildings or perhaps more in 
this bill where the amount authorized is $75,000 or less—we-appro- 
priated in all such cases the full amount. Here, for illustration, is a 

ffice building at Helena, Ark. The cost of the building is to be 

5,000. The House of Representatives appropriated $37,500. At 
Hoboken, N. J., the cost of the building is to be $60,000. The House 
appropriated $30,000, In two or three other instances the appropria- 
tion was $25,000 where the building authorized is to cost $50,000. 

Mr. McPHERSON. Will the Senator inform the Senate how much 
addition was made to the bill by the Senate for public buildings alone? 

Mr. ALLISON. I have already stated the amount to be $840,000. 

We not only made the provision for these small buildings by fall ap- 
propriations, but it occurred that between the time the bill was re- 

rted to the House and passed by the House and the time when it was 

y reported to the Senate by the Committee on Appropriations a 
number of new public buildings had been authorized which were not 
provided for by the House of Representatives in this bill. The Com- 
mittee on Appropriations finding that the acts had been approved by 
the President, inserted in the bill full appropriations covering the 
amount of the authorized acts in every case where the anthorization 
was less than $200,000. So we inserted in every case appropriations 
for the buildings that had been authorized by law prior to the time 
that the bill was reported; and during the progress of the bill two or 
three public buildings were authorized by tbe signature of the Presi- 
dent to bills for public buildings which bad passed both Houses, and 
they were added in the Senate. Thus when the bill passed from the 
Senate it included for public buildings only those public buildings 
which had been authorized by separate and distinct statutes. 

I ought to pause here to say that the conference committee inserted 
four public buildings. We admit that it may be by some regarded as 
a little shade out of order, although the amendments referred embraced 
the general subject of public buildings, and we considered that we had 
fairly jurisdiction of it. We have inserted appropriations for four pub- 
lic buildings in the conference report where the bills had been 
after the appropriation bill had passed from the consideration of the 
Senate and the House and was in conference. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. That is, those four bills had become laws by the 
a, Pairs o Re EAT os a 

. ALLISON. Those four bills became laws by the of 
the President. o ee 


Mr. ALLISON. Yes, the Senator is right. The House put on Ope- 
lousas. 

Mr. BECK. And we added the others. 

Mr. ALLISON. We added the others. The House amended one of 
our amendments by inserting Opelousas, La., which building is to cost 
$50,000, and they appropriated $25,000. To that we added in the con- 
ference Brownsville, Tex., Charlotte, N. C., Ottumwa, Iowa, and States- 
ville, N. C. 

Mr. HALE. Asan amendment to the House provision? 

Mr. ALLISON. As an amendment to the House provision. So I 
think it was strictly in order. i 

I call attention to the situation as respects public buildings to show 
that the Senate made no amendment in regard to public buildings that 
they were not required to do by the rules of theSenate and by the laws 
already When we came into conference on the question of 
public buildings, the House having previously inserted in the bill a 
provision which authorized the Supervising Architect to go beyond ap- 
propriations to make contracts and the Senate having struck out that 
provision, the House insisted that that provision should remain, to 
which we declined to agree. Thereupon we adopted, instead of the 
Senate rule, another rule in conference, which was that where a build- 
ing costs $100,000 or more, one-half only of the appropriation should 
be made. The Senate yielded to that extent to the House upon this 
subject; but wherever there was a public building authorized which did 
not carry an appropriation in the bill authorizing it and which is to 
cost less than $100,000, by this report the entire appropriation is made 
for those public buildings. The result of that is to reduce the amount 
originally reported to the Senate for public buildings some two or three 
hundred thousand dollars. 

Mr. TELLER. It reduces the $840,000? 

Mr. ALLISON. It reduces the $840,000 some two or three hun- 
dred thousand dollars, because we were obliged to give way, I will 
say to the Senator, $60,000 on his public building in Denver which we 
had added. The House appropriating origi 7 $140,000 for the pub- 
lic building at Denver, and the Supervising Architect having said to the 
Senate and to the Committee on Appropriations that he could economic- 
ally expend $200,000 in the progress of that building in the next year, 
we added $60,000 to it. But the House insisted that inasmuch as-we 
were now two months in the year itwas probable he could get on with 
$140,000, as they had provided in the bill. 

Mr. TELLER. If the Senator will allow me, I should like to say 
about that building that the Supervising Architect declared that 
$200,000 was essential to enable him to let proper contracts, for in- 
stance for the iron-work. The public building at Denver, which is to 
cost when completed about $535,000, has been in course of construction 
about six years. During all that time it has progressed—or it had at 
the last information I had, and I think it is no higher now—up to very 
nearly the first story above the street, that is, one story above the 
street. No joists have been put on nor contracted for, as I understand. 
During all that time there has been employed the usual retinue of em- 
ployés about it, adding greatly to the expense. 

When the officer who has it in charge says that $200,000 is necessary 
for an economical- management to make proper contracts, it does seem 
to me that unless there was some overwhelming necessity the conferees 
on the part of the Senate ought to have stood for the whole amount. 
I will venture to say that at the rate the building is going on it will 
not be constructed in five or six years, and it will cost more for super- 
intendence and all that than any building that ever was erected any- 
where in the United States, by any individual at least, and probably 
by even the Government. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. The army that attends it will be paid. 

Mr. TELLER. As suggested, the army that attends it will be paid, 
and that all the time comes out of the appropriation and reduces the 
size and the value of the building. 

Mr. ALLISON. Mr. President, I think I ought here, before I pass 
from the question of public buildings, to call attention to the fact that 
a great number of public buildings have been authorized at this ses- 
sion of Congress by bills which have passed both Houses of Congress 


carrying with them appropriations amounting to two or three million. 


dollars, and that the Committee on Appropriations have only gathered 
up, as it were, a sort of residuum of those bills—the bills that by acci- 
dent or mistake or design did not carry appropriations; and I ought 
to say one thing further, and that is that at this session and in this 
biil there are a great many public buildings provided for at small 
towns and places like Brownsville, Tex. I see my friend from Texasin 
my eye. 

Me COKE. Will the Senator allow me a word? 

Mr. ALLISON. Yes, sir. 


Mr. COKE. At Brownsville there is a Federal court, there is a cus- 
tom-honse, and there is also an internal-revenue collection office. The 
population is some five or six thousand. 

Mr. ALLISON. A population of how much? 

Mr. COKE. A es oe 6,000; and right opposite is 
the city of Mataméros, in Mexico, with 20,000 inhabitants. 
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Mr. ALLISON. Iobservea bill for a public building at Texarkana, 
Ark., appropriating $100,000, passed at this session, and it is provided 
for in this bill; one at Statesville, N. C.; one at Asheville, N. C.; and 
bills for public buildings at numerous other cities and towns that I 
might mention, varying in the number of inhabitants from 1,000 to 
16,000, as in the case of Brownsville. And yet these bills carrying 
these appropriations for public buildings in these small villages and 
towns, some of them without courts and many of them with small 
populations and. little or no business, have in some way been able to 
run the gauntlet of these two Houses and run the gauntlet of the Pres- 
idential approval. 

Mr. BERRY. Wiil the Senator allow me? 

Mr. ALLISON. Yes, sir. 

Mr. BERRY. I will state that Texarkana has 7,000 or 8,000 inhab- 
itants. It has a Federal court, however, and for that reason it is dif- 
ferent from some of the other towns of which the Senator has spoken. 

Mr. ALLISON. When was the court established, may I ask my 
friend? 

Mr. BERRY. It was established during the last Congress, the Forty- 
ninth Congress. I can not see, however, that it is very material when 
the court was established provided the court is there. 

Mr. ALLISON. I quite agree with the Senator from Arkansas now. 
‘Texarkana has a population of 2,000 more than Brownsville, where they 
have 6,000. 

Mr. COKE. If the Senator will permit me, I will state that at Tex- 
arkana the town is in two States, Texas and Arkansas, and both grow- 
ing towns. 

Mr. ALLISON. It has a very great advantage, being in two States. 

Mr. COKE. Brownsville, Tex., on which the Senator harps so much, 
is the oldest point in Texas where the Federal courtisheld. Itis near 
the mouth of the Rio Grande, where an important custom-house is sit- 
uated and where it is most essential to have a custom-house. 

Mr, ALLISON. I am not criticising these things except to point a 
moral, that these little villages in North Carolina, in Texas, in Missis- 
sippi, and in Arkansas can have their public-building bills not only 
railroaded through these two Houses—I have no doubt I voted for all 
of them—but they pass the scrutiny of the President of the United 
States; and yet when a bill comes here from the State in which I live 
and from a city having more than 30,000 inbabitants and nearly as 
much trade as there is in half the State of North Carolina, the Presi- 
dent sends us a message, sneering in its tone and I think undignified in 
its character, saying thata public building is not necessary at Sioux City. 

I merely call attention to these things for the purpose of showing 
that it depends, or seems to depend, upon the location of these public 
puildings whether they can become laws. There has? ~~ > United 
States court held at Sioux City for the last six years, and tue verms of 
that court have ran from ten days to five weeks in duration. It is in 
the heart of a vigorous, aggressive population, commercial in its char- 
acter, having a large business. It not only has the advantage of Tex- 
arkana and Brownsville in population, but it lies on the Missouri River, 
having the State of Nebraska immediately opposite, If itis important 
to have a public building in Texarkana because it lies near Texas, how 
much more important it must be to have a public building at Sioux 
City because it is near Nebraska? Not only that, but it is also near 
the great Territory of Dakota, with its 700,000 people that can not yet 
get into the Union. : 

Mr. COKE. If the Senator will permit me, I will state that the pub- 
fic building at Texarkana is in Texas and in Arkansas. The town is 
pn both sides of the line between the two States. 

Mr. VANCE. Will the Senator from Iowa allow me to ask him a 
question? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
appeals to the Senator from Jowa. 
Mr. ALLISON. Certainly. . 

Mr. VANCE, What is the amount of the appropriation asked for 
Bioux City? 

Mr. ALLISON. One hundred and fifty thousand dollars. That is 
not in this bill, I will say to the Senator. I merely alluded to it inci- 
dentally. 

Mr. VANCE. Ifthe Senator sees proper to make reflections upon 
the small villages in North Carolina so much, I wish simply to say to 
the Senator that the town of Asheville, which he alluded to, has a pop- 
ulation of 10,000; it has a Federal court and all the accessories for the 
conduct of Federal business. The town of Statesville, which is the 
smallest town in the State that has received an appropriation for a pub- 
lic building, has not more than 4,000 people; but I beg the Senator to 
remember that in an agricultural country like ours the amount of bus- 
iness and the number of people to be accommodated is not measured 
by the size of the town. The territory that the courtat Statesville ac- 
commodates is larger, I venture to say, and has more population than 
that dependent upon Sioux City in its business, and it only has an ap- 
propriation of $75,000. 

Mr. ALLISON. I have no doubt of the fact that in an agricultural 
State like North Carolina, where corn is converted in small quantities, 
there is likely to be more Federal business than there is in a State like 
Iowa, so that I am not complaining of the court at Asheville, 


The Senator from North Carolina 
Does the Senator from Iowa yield? 


Mr. WALTHALL, Will the Senator allow me to ask him a ques- 
tion? 

Mr. ALLISON. Yes, sir. 

Mr. WALTHALL. What was the little village in Mississippi to 
which the Senator had reference? 

Mr. ALLISON. I did not allude to a little village in Mississippi. 
I alluded to the general statement that among these public buildings 
are public buildings provided for where there are less than 2,000 peo- 
ple. Idid not say that such instances occurred in Mississippi. 

Mr. WALTHALL. The Senator mentioned Mississippi as one of the 
States where little villages haye been provided for. 

Mr. ALLISON. I think Vicksburg was provided for. I know, of 
course, that is a large city, but it is not as large as Sioux City and it 
doesnot have one-third of the business, yet Vicksburg gets a court- 
house without objection anywhere. What I complain of is not that 
Vicksburg has a court-house, but that these unjust and unnatural dis- 
criminations are made against localities. 

Mr. WALTHALL, Does the Senator class Vicksburg as a village? 

Mr. ALLISON. Ido not. Ihave been there. I know what it is. 

Mr. WILSON, of Iowa. With my colleague’s permission I desire to 
have the Secretary read astatement of facts relative to Sioux City, Iowa. 
It has been carefully prepared. I have informed myself definitely with 
reference to it. I have no doubt of its entire correctness, , 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Secretary will read the paper, 
if there be no objection. 

The Chief Clerk read as follows: 


IN MATTER OF PUBLIC BUILDINGS BILL AT SIOUX CITY, IOWA, 


Sioux City has a population, as shown by the census of September, 1887, of 
32,000; population shown by national census, 1880, 7,300. 

Total increase in seven years, 24,700. 

She has ten lines of railroads centering there, 

She has eight large banking institutions. 

She has twenty wholesale stores. 
oe egies largest oil mill in the world, except one, pressing 2,100 bushels of 

x-seed daily. 

She is the largest meat center west of Chicago. Killing capacity, 17,000 hogs, 
2,500 cattle, and 500 Derm 4 daily. 

She has 1,600 acres in her stock-yards, with a feeding capacity of 50,000 head 
of cattle continuously, ‘ 
Of her four daily papers, one is devoted exclusively to stock-yards and mar- 

kets; also one bank is sapportea and maintained by same interest. 
Houses built in 1887, 503, 
Buildings enl. , 116. 
oe amount of expenditures for public buildings of all kinds for 1887, $2,854,- 
Total expenditures, railroad bridge and all, over $4,000,000. 
United States court was established by Forty-seventh Congress. 
Officers now located there: District attorney, deputy marshal, paymaster, 
pension examiner, United States headquarters military and Indian supplies. 


Post-office business for year ending June 30, 1887: 
GOSS TOVOMUO Ls ccscicsnsoscctvsascsctensnasscoss dso ct 
Net revenue. 


Domestic money-order busi. 


Orders paid .... 113, 420.55 
Orders issued, e 059, 28 
TORR conie oppodcigzso cbanso spcnch ssopecastubeobedn ods edad dgecbackeasobua'shsnes dadtibbabeede se 173,479.83 


The net revenue from Sioux City post-office is greater than any city in Iowa, 
except Des Moines, 
The business in Federal courts has quadrupled in last two years. 


Mr. ALLISON. That tells its own tale. I am very much obliged 
to my colleague for putting those facts in the RECORD. 
Mr. MCPHERSON. Will the Senator yield to me for an observa- 


tion? 

Mr. ALLISON. Certainly. 

Mr. McPHERSON. I have noticed for the past ten years, durin 
my service in this body, that it has never been a difficult matter at all 
to get large appropriations of money for public buildings in Western 
States and even Territories. I doubt if there is a city of any impor- 
tance in the State of Iowa that has not been heretofore provided with a 
public building and been provided for otherwise, 

Mr. ALLISON. ‘That observation, I will say to my friend, is an en- 
tire mistake on his 

Mr. McPHERSON, I wish to draw a simple comparison, which is 
this: In New Jersey, one of the original thirteen States, with a popu- 
lation cf nearly a million and a half of people, the Government of the 
Tnited States until within the past two years has only owned one pub- 
lic building. We have two cities of 200,000 people and five or six 
cities with populations ranging from 50,000 to 160,000, and yet withall 
the persistent efforts we have made to secure appropriations for needed 
public buildings we have been unable to get them. But I notice when 
you go to Nevada or any of the Western States or Territories you find 
more money invested hy the National Government in public buildings 
than has ever been invested in the State of New Jersey. 

Mr. STEWART. How much has been appropriated in Nevada? 
Does the Senator know? 

Mr. McPHERSON. I notice that there are large appropriations 
asked for in this bill. I believe that a large appropriation was made 
for a public building at Portland, Oregon, some years ago. The cost 
of the publie building at Portland alone, if my memory serves me 
aright, is more than equal to the entire cost of all the public buildings 
in New Jersey. 
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Mr. ALLISON. I will resume the floor. 

Mr. STEWART. Allow me to state about Nevada. 

Mr. ALLISON. I will yield to my friend on my right for a mo- 
ment. 

Mr. STEWART. There has been appropriated in all for public 
buildings in Nevada, outside the mint, $136,000, and the Territory of 
Nevada built public buildings at a cost amounting to $60,000, which 
the General Government has been in the habit of refanding to Terri- 
tories, but which it has never refunded to Nevada. So we have got 
less than $100,000. ; 

Mr. MCPHERSON. How much is appropriated in this bill or by 
legislation in this Congress for Nevada? 

Mr. STEWART. There is no appropriation whatever for Nevada. 

Mr. ALLISON. There is no public building provided for in Nevada. 

Mr. McPHERSON. How much for Oregon? I think there is some 
$600,000 for buildings in Oregon. 

Mr. DOLPH. If the Senator will permit me—— 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from Iowa yield to 
the Senator from Oregon? 

Mr. ALLISON. No, sir; I prefer to go on. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Iowa declines to 
be further interrupted. 

Mr. ALLISON. I was merely observing, Mr. President, that in 
small places, like Tallahassee, Fla., and like Statesville, N. C., and 
sundry and divers other places that I never heard of until I saw them 
in these appropriations and in the various public-buildings bills, and 
therefore I can not remember them all. Of course I do not include 
Asheville, in Buncombe County. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Is that in the county of Buncombe ? 

Mr. ALLISON, That isin the county of Buncombe, and that is one 
of the rapidly growing cities, as I well know. But I am not finding 
fault with these appropriations. I am only now callingattention to the 
discriminations made respecting them, showing how easy it is for cer- 
tain States of this Union to get appropriations for publie buildings 
where the needs of the public service do not require them as ‘nuch as 
they are required in other States and cities where these buildings are 
actually needed, and I am in sympathy somewhat with the Senator 
from New Jersey when he says that New Jersey has not hitherto had 
its shareof these public buildings in order to carry on economically the 
public business in the great cities of that State. 

Now I pass from the question of public buildings and call attention 
to the next considerable item in the Senate increase of appropriations— 
the item for light-houses, ete, I think there issomething rather singu- 
lar aboutthe appropriations for the Light-House Establishment. I sce 
in the Book of Estimates light-houses estimated for to the extent of 
$1,300,000, and when the House bill came to us there was appropri- 
ated only $139,000 for light-houses where $1,300,000 had been esti- 
mated for, and if my memory serves me aright two of the light-houses 
provided for in the House bill were not estimated for atall. So, as 
the bill came to us, thereseemed to be a discarding of the Book of Esti- 
mates and practically no appropriations for light-houses. 

We put upon this bill additions to the amount of $631,000 for light- 
houses, less than half the estimates for that object, and I am glad to 
say that the conferees on the part of the House agreed to most of these 
amendments, requiring us in some cases to reduce the amounts appro- 
priated, although the Light-House Board had informed us that the 
amounts inserted in the bill (because the amounts proposed to be in- 
serted were offered at their request) were not more than sufficient to 
complete the light-honses. 

There are large miscellaneous appropriations involved in this bill 
where the Senate made additions, as for example the Library. Of the 
$4,000,000 added to the bill, one million was for the Library, making, 
as we supposed, with attention and care, proper provision for its ex- 
penditure. The Senator from Kentucky [ Mr. Beck] properly reminds 
meat this stage that whilst thatis one of the disagreeing votes, I think I 
way fairly say that it is probable our action may be agreed to in the 
end. 

Another large item in these miscellaneous items is an addition to the 
appropriation for the expenses of the collection of customs of $450,000. 
Another item of $50,000 is respecting the enforcement of the alien con- 
tract-labor act, and another item of $535,000 respecting the keeping of 
the Hudson River clear of débris, etc., under a law passed last year, and 
specially estimated for by the Secretary of the Treasury in a special 
communication which I have on my desk, in which he asked the Sen- 
ate to add $535,000 to this appropriation; and yet only a few days ago 
he became responsible, so the public newspapers say, for a statement 
showing the amount of the appropriations as made by the House of 
Representatives, and showing the increases put on by the Senate. 

Mr. President, with rare exceptions, there is not a single item of 
appropriation in this bill, whether passed originally by the House or 
put on by the Senate, that did not receive the urgent solicitation of the 
Cabinet minister who had charge of the particular business involved 
in the appropriation. 

Of course for the Public Library and for one or two other items of 
considerable amount here, where the Senate exercises its own discre- 
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tion, there is no such request from the head of a Department; but on 
this bill, where we have added appropriations, we have added them be- 
cause of laws passed since this bill came originally from the House or 
because of urgent solicitations from the head of a Department that it 
was necessary to have the appropriations in order to carry on the ordi- 
nary and necessary work of tho Government. 

We added in the Senate pretty largely for military posts, but we fell 
far shortof the estimates of the War Department as respects military 
posts, and we were obliged to give up a portion of what we inserted as 
respects military posts. So we added $200,000 for national soldiers’ 
homes at the request of the managers of the national homes coming 
before the Senate Committee on Appropriations and not only making 
that request in the interest of the dependent soldiers, but making an 
argument which absolutely convinced us that these additions were 
necessary in order to carry on these homes. General Franklin, Gov- 
ernor Martin, of Kansas, and Mr. Sewell, of New Jersey, lately a 
prominent and an honored member of this body, all made these urgent 
requests, and these appropriations were added because we were satis- 
fied that they were necessary. 

Mr. HAWLEY. Let me say that they are absolutely necessary in 
order to house the men who are taken in or soon will be, in order to 
simply cover them from the weather, if we receive them at all. 

Mr. ALLISON. They showed us thatin two or threeof these homes 
now men are lying in the halls, in the corridors, and everywhere where 
a bed can be improvised to give them shelter during the night. 

So much, Mr, President, for the details of this bill. I think perhaps 
I ought to state the matters which have not been agreed on, and per- 
haps make an observation or two respecting them, because the House 
conferees say they can not agree to these amendments without con- 
ferring with the House. I think it is equally important that the Sen- 
ate conferees should in a general way consult the views of the Senate 
on these disagreeing votes. p 

The first disagreeing vote is on the item respecting the family of Pro- 
fessor Baird. I need not allude to that in detail. 

Next is the amendment which we inserted here appropriating $100,- 
000 for the Mexican boundary survey. The House conferees tell us 
that they will not consent to this appropriation although we have 
bound ourselves to make it by solemn treaty with the Government of 
Mexico, and I am told—and [hope one of the Senators from Texas will 
correct me if I am mistaken—that from the point where the boundary 
diverges from the Rio Grande to the Pacific Ocean, it traverses a coun- 
try where the boundary is now practically unknown, because the old 
landmarks have passed away. 

Thus there is a new neutral ground varying from 5 to 10 miles in 
width where people do not know whether they are in the Republic of 
Meas_..stcsin the United States. The Secretary of State sent to us at 
this session an urgent and persistent letter, asking us to appropriate 
$100,000 for the completion of this Mexican boundary survey. Weap- 
propriated two years ago $100,000, and that whole sum lies in the 
Treasury because it is not sufficient to complete the survey, and it isa 
useless waste of money to begin the work until it can be completed. 
Yet this amendment of $100,000 thus put on in the Senate, estimated 
for in a letter written to us by the Secretary of State, the treaty facing 
us, the House of Representatives thus far declines to consent to it. 

The building for the Library of Congress I have alluded to already. 
I think there will not be so much trouble about that. 

The next is the amendment, disagreed to, relative to the removal of 
the Bureau of Education to the Pension building: That involves no 
money, and therefore it may be that in the end that will be consented 
to, although I think it is very doubtful whether the House of Repre- 
sentatives will agree to a change of the law in that respect. 

Mr. BLAIR. I understand that item to be still in conference. 

Mr. ALLISON. Yes, sir; disagreed to. 

Mr. BLAIR. I have a good deal of information bearing on that 
matter, which I asked to have printed the other day to save the time 
of the Senate, that might be available to the committee; and if they 
had it, either they must insist upon the perpetration of murder by 
making this change or the House will assent to the position of the 
Senate on this question. 

Mr. ALLISON. 1am willing, if there is no objection from others, 
that whatever the Senator says is proper to be printed in this connec- 
tion shall be printed. 

Mr. BLAIR. I propose to put it before the Senate during the debate 
unless it may be printed, because it comes to be a vital thing. Itisa 
proposition to put everybody connected with the Bureau of Education 
into the fourth story, in rooms which have no windows, except the sky- 
lights, the floors of which are of cement, and where the average tem- 
perature during the months specified here by actual measurement and 
observation is from 98 to 103 degrees. 

Mr. CULLOM. The fourth story of what building? 

Mr. BLAIR, Of the Pension building. It is absolutely uninhabit- 
able, and there is no other space but that where this great bureau—for 
it is a great bureau now—can be put in that building. 

Mr. BECK. I hope the Senator from New Hampshire will be allowed 
to print whatever he thinks will throw any light upon this subject, be- 
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cause we havea very serious controversy about it, and one which it does 
not look as thongh we could agree about. 
Pena oe. Let momy Sar one ae erie because this is a vital 
g. That bureau wi estroy: y this proposed change, and I 
call the attention of the Senate to the information, which, if there be 
no objection, I shall have printed in the Recorp. This proposed 
change is protested against by the Secretary of the Interior after a re- 
cent personal inquiry and examination, by the Commissioner of Pen- 
sions, by the Commissioner of Education, and by the superintendent of 
the Pension building, who has carefully examined with reference to it 
and gives specific information, upon which I base the assertion that it 
will be a deliberate, premeditated murder to put these employés of the 
Government where they will have to goif the change is made, and this 
is independent of the fact of the practical destruction of the library, 
of the museum, of the various means of educational illustration which 
have been collected at vast expense, so that now in this direction we 
have altogether the best educational collection or museum that is to 
be found on the face of the earth. 

Mr. BECK. I want, with the permission of the chairman, to say one 
word. The Senator from New Hampshire himself recognizes the fact 
that the law as it now stands requires the Bureau of Education to go 
to the Pension building. Thatis the law. Now, we make a prepo- 
sition to exempt this bureau from having to go there under existing 
law. If the House persists and refuses to agree to the amendment of 
the existing law, I do not see how we are to get out of it, except by 
having a separate bill providing for the repeal of the existing law. 

Mr. BLAIR. I understand that, and yet this same bill makes pro- 
vision for the repeal of the existing law so far as to exempt the Land 
Office from removal. reasons are equally strong why the removal 
of the Bureau of Education should nottake place. I can not but think 
that whoever makes opposition to this amendment does so with a fail- 
ure to appreciate the fact that the Bureau of Education is as important 
a bureau in the operations of this Government and in its usefulness to 
the American people as some other bureaus which apparently receive 
vastly more consideration and which yet do not aim at the vital, in- 
tellectual, and moral life of the nation as does this bureau. I do not 
think it is appreciated enough or ever has been. 

Mr. ALLISON. I consent that those documents may be printed. 

Mr. BLAIR. I will add them to what little I have now said. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator propose that the 
papas be printed as a document? 

Iir. BLAIR. Iunderstood they were to be printed in the RECORD, 
so that they would be available to the committee and to the Senate. I 
will enumerate the documents. 

Mr. ALLISON. I will not ask the Senator to enumerate them, I 
am content, if the Senator is, that they go into the RECORD. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. And not be printed separately as a 
document? 

Mr. ALLISON. - No; printed in the RECORD. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It will be so ordered, if there be no 
objection. 

The papers are as follows: 

LETTER OF SECRETARY OF INTERIOR, 


DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR, Washington, July 30, 1888, 


My Dear Sır: I observe that by the sundry civil bill, as it has been 
aoe Committee on Appropriations to the 

March 3, 1887, which 
reau of Railroads, and Bureau of Education to the Pension building 


to compe! the removal of the former into the Pension poao: It can not but 
practically strangle the Bureau of Edneation for a a e at least, 


as it shall remain there. There are now about forty-three clerks and pan le 
employed in the Bureau of Education, and they havea large collection of Ea 
mod educational appliances, and bric-a-brac of us character and all con- 
tenment. I have visited the Pension building and can not 
stored, except greet part in thefourth story. Practically, 
laced there una e for use. 
j in the legislative, executive, and judicial bill on account 
of the Bureau of Education is, altogether, $50,920. The rent of the building to 


be saved by this change is $4,000. In order to save this sum of $4,000 of rent I 
do not hesitate to say this action will waste $25,000 of the appropriation for 
the burea’ 


a. 

I have heard the idea expressed in casual conversation that the Bureau of 
Education was not an instrumentality of value, and I fear that this 
idea has had something to do with the willingness to cripple it by this removal. 

I do not concur at all in the sentiment; but if the sentiment is to have any 
influence, and especially under the plea of economy, it should take an effective 
direction to accomplish the latter end; and this would require that, in case of 


n 
this removal being insisted m,a great part of the force should be 

and the a Sion miada tor she conduct of the bureau diminished. 1 do 
not doubt it could be diminished one-half, upon the theory of the removal, 


The legi 


pied b 

ating $1,067 for that parposs; one-third of the annual rental. The time is short 
and the pressure upon Congress, and y upon you, my dear sir, I recog- 
nize to be vi great at this juncture. it not the part of wisdom to continue 
that bureau where it is for the remainder of this fiscal year, which will involve 
but $2,333 more (perhaps less than the cost of its removal), and review this sub- 
ject at the next session with more than can now be allowed to it? 


If it be possible for yourself, or some member of the committee, to give an 
hour or an hour and a half toa personal examination of the circumstances, I 
feel convinced you will recognize by a survey of the buildings and the property 
involved the imperative urgency and wisdom of the suggestion I venture to 


make, 

The provision for the post-office within the area of the Pension building will 
make that building as aparece na as almostany Government b ing 
in the city, perhaps quite as much. 

I have the honor to be, my dear Mr. Chairman, 

Very respectfully, your obedient servant, 
WM. F. VILAS, Secretary. 

Hon. WILLIAM B. ALLISON, 


x, 
Chairman Committee on Appropriations, United Slates Senate. 


DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR, BUREAU OF EDUCATION, 
Washington, D. C., July 30, 1888. 

DEAR SIR: I have recentiy made several visits to the Pension building with 
a view of learning what accommodations can be secured therein for the Bureau 
of Education, At your suggestion, I give you the result of my observations 
and inquiries. 

The building consists of three-columned arcades, one above the other, and 
above all a fourth gallery, the whole surrounding a vast court, 

The rooms of the three main floors of the building are commodious and 
spacious, but seem to be fully ocetipied by the large force of the Pension Office, 

e first deputy commissioner assu me that they absolutely could mot spare 
sufficient s to accommodate the Bureau of Education, The chief clerk ex- 
pened in detail that there are but two rooms on the three main floors which 

ave not yet been occupied ; that in some of their rooms thirty clerksare placed; 
that the average for all che habitable rooms is seventeen clerks, and that sev- 
eral of their large divisions are very much overcrowded and must soon have ad- 
ditional room. 

As for the upper gall itis out of the yas. being a narrow footway 
railed with iron, upon wh open a suite of rooms under the roof. These are 
of low pitch withoutany windows or mode of lighting, exceptskylights. Three- 
fourths of them are already filled with the filing cases and shelved documents 
of the Pension Office. They are entirely unfit for human occupancy, the tem- 
perature ranging in summer from 874° to 103}°. (See accompanying report of 
superintendent of building.) 

Such being the situation it seems to me manifestly impossible to remove this 
officeto the Pension building. You will remember that-our moderate estimates 
show that for our library, museum, and documents we shall need 8,000 square 
feet, and for our clerical force 3,600 square feet. For the proper accommodation 
of the Commissioner of Education, the chief clerk, and clerical force several sep- 
arate rooms are essential; in the Commissioner's opinion, not less than ten. 

Very respectfully, yours, 
J. V. HOLCOMBE, 
Acting Commissioner. 
Hon. H. W. BLAIR, 
' Senate Ci ` 


[Exhibit —.] 
STATEMENT OF THE SUPERINTENDENT OF THE BUREAU OF PENSIONS BUILDING, 


DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR, BUREAU OF PENSIONS, 
Washingion, D. C., Aprii 9, 1838, 

I have the honor to herewith submit a report of the number of rooms in tho 
Pension building, ther with a statement of the number of square feet floor 
space suitable for office purposes, the whole number of employés in the bnild- 
ing, and the average number of square feet floor space to each employé; also a 
eros of the reasons aay a floor — peza of the building 
o! t not, or, more properly speaking, can not, used for oflice purposes, 

The whole number of rooms in the building is 96, as follows : brs s 

uare feet, 


å rooms 16 by 30, 480 square feet each. 
12 rooms 26 by 30, 780 square feet each. 
4 rooms 16 by 36, 576 square feet each. 


6 rooms 26 by 28, 728 square feet each. 4, 
8 rooms 15 by 25, 375 square feet each.... . 3,000 
2 rooms 12 by 36, 432 square feet each... . B64 
60 rooms 26 by 36, 936 square feet EA EES G 
96 Total square Beet NoOr SACO... A N 77, 976 

These 96 rooms are now occupied as follows: 

Occupied by division files... 19 
Commissioner, one an 2 
First 1 
Second uty Commissioner. 1 
Chief clerk. E PE EPEN ETER 1 
t Seasons 1 
ENTE AN N ERARA ma 1 
CRATIGRL SoRAD scscesiri<ccrsacy psesentntyetenscanpecepnbet’ vevevesunebs snsand angane seneuninassees tépatencecsines J0 


The “division files” mentioned in the above statement refers to the “* pend- 
ing files” in the adjudicating divisions of the Bureau of Pensions, and which 
can not be spparated from the divisions to which they belong. 

Of the file cases in use in the adjudicating divisions, 21 are as many as can 
possibly be crowded into one room. The whole number of file cases in the bu- 
reau is 357, meee irre} floor space equal to 19 large rooms, or 17,216 square feet. 
The 7 rooms occupied by the officers of the bureau cover5,991 feet, which added 
tye to rooms, or 17,216 square OA T the trey ee ae 

rooms, or 23,207 square feet, leaving 70 rooms, or square fee r 
space, for the clerical force of the office. 

The whole number of desks in the Bureau of Pensions is 1,400, or an average 
of 20 to the room, with an average floor space of a fraction less than 40 square 
wre emits of eanplciphs in toa slitting ie: 3.as ahd fha umber in 

e num! employ: ani average n r 
each room is 18, The two extra desks are used for distributing purposes and 
nre necessary in the work of the divisions. 

In this computation I have taken no account of the fourth floor or the base- 
ment or cellar of the Pension building,as neither is fit for office pu: s. Tho 
basement is dark and damp, with rough grout or brick floors, no windows, and 
wholly unfit for any puasa other than aab or coal storage rooms, 

The rooms on the fourth floor can not, in my opinion, be utilized for offices, 
There are no windows in these rooms, the only ee aeir AEST a skylight 
in the roof, and the only ventilation is through a 2 by 2 sou! hole in the roof, 
The ceilings are low and fiat and the floors are made of cement, In the hot 
summer season rooms are not fit for human beings to work in on account 
of the intense heat and the stifling atmosphere. ; 
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The following record kept during the first half of July last will indicate the 
condition of the rooms on this fioor in the paps peig Gages 


Temperature of file-rooms of western division. 


3 
3 


97 1.30 
96 1.30 
97 1.30 
96 1.30 
95 1.30 
88 1.30 
89 12.30 
90 2.30 
86 12. 30 
96 2.30 
86 12.39 
87 2.00 
87 12.30 
89 2,00 
90 12.30 
92 2.00 
92 12.30 
93 2.00 
89 12.30 
90 2.00 
assesses 1.30 


A proposition to occupy these rooms for office purposes ought not, in m 
judgment, to be palire peA z p z 
As stated above the total square feet floor ce suitable for office purposesin 
the Pension building is 77,978. This room is all occupied, and some of the 
divisions are yet much crowded. The middle, eastern, western, 
medical, law and stationery and accounts divisions ought each to haye more 
room than they now have, 


The Commissioners of the four bureaus which it is proposed to move into 
the Pension building estimate tho space required by their respective bureaus 
as follows: 

General Land Office.... 
Bureau of Education 


bo 
Commissioner of Railroads (estimated).. 


E ORANE EEO NII E IE O AAIEN ERS S wevesetecstccecsers. 00,828 


Which is equal to almost two-thirds of the entire floor space of all the rooms, 
or in other words, almost the whole of the first and second floors of the build- 


I have the honor to be, your obedient servant, 
W. F. SCHUCKERS 
Superintendent of Building. 


DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR, BUREAU OF PENSIONS, 
Washington, D. C., April 11, 1838, 

Sir: The undersigned members of the commission appointed under the order 
of the honorable rnea fa the Interior, a copy of which is hereto attached, 
beg leave to submit as their conclusions in regard to the occupancy of the Pen- 
sion building, of the Bureaus of the Land Office, of Education, of Labor, and 
of Railroads, as follows: 

1. They report that the upper new floor of the said Bureau of Pensions build- 


ing is not and can not be safely used by the clerks of the Government 
on account of its very we heat. 
They that the basement of the building and court floor of said 


2. report 
building are, neither of them, fit nor safe for use by said clerks. The reason 
for the conclusion as to the basement is found in the report of the superintend- 
Sn BA the building made to the Commissioner of Pensions and herewith sub- 
mit 

The reasons for believing that the ope gone of the court of said Bureau of 
Pension building can not be used for clerical purposes arise from the facts clearly 
demonstrated to your commission. 

The clerks might almost as well be set in an opon street so far as of 

th are concerned; owing to the great height of the room there is much 
movement of air therein, and the variations in temperature are such-that it 
would be necessary to use heavy wraps a portion of the time in the perform- 
ance of clerical duties by such force. 

8. This reduces the available space for the use of clerks to the first, second, 
and third floors of said building, which are all of them now fully occupied, asis 
shown by the said inclosed report of the superintendent of the building afore- 
said, to which reference is hereby made. 

4. It will be wholly impracticable to putthe Bureaus aforesaid of the General 
Land Office, of Education, of Labor, and of Railroads in said building. The rea- 
sons therefor are found in the annexed individual statements of the chiefs of 
said bureaus, and in the dimension and present occupation of said first, second, 
and third floors, as set forth in the said superintendent’s report aforesaid. 

The final conclusion of the commission is that the attempt is wholly imprac- 
ticable, that it would be detrimental to the public service and to the health of 
the individual members of the clerical force engaged in said service. 

All of which is respectfully submitted. 

JOHN C. BLACK, 


Commissioner of Sones. 
N. H. E. DAWSON, 
Commissioner of Education. 
CARROLL D. WRIGHT, 
Commissioner of 


Hon. SECRETARY OF TINE INTERIOR, 


DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR, BUREAU OF EDUCATION, 
Washington, D. C., July 2, 1888. 
DEAR Sm: I beg leave to present to you, as chairman of the Senate Commit- 


tee on Education and Labor, a summary statement of the requirements of the 
resent law and pending bills for the pro removal of this office into the 
ion building, and the n of the office in case the removal is effected. 

The sundry civil bill of 1886 (first session Forty-ninth Congress, pase 238) re- 
quires that “ not later than December 1, 1888, the Secretary of the Interior shali 
cause to be removed to the Pension building the General Land Office, Bureau 
Ngee ph oe Drs i Pia meyer = pee and Dartas = Labor.” 
spen egislative, etc., appro: ion as passed by ouse pro- 
vided bé Sda sont of the building occupied by the Bureau of Education only 
till December Ist next. The sundry civil bill as lately passed by the House re- 
peals the act of 1836 so far, and only so far, as it relates to the General Land Office, 
The Senate Committee on Appropriations, apparently under the impression 
that the House had repealed the requirement of removal as to all the offices 
affected, has amended the legislative bod ahpalr se bill, so as to allow an en- 
be tone rent for the buildings occupied, and the bill so amended has passed 
e Senate. e 


What is necessary now is that the Senate insist upon its amendment which 
allows the rent fora year (Messrs. ALLISON, DAWES, and COCKRELL are the con- 
ference committee); and then amend the sundry civil bill, now before the A 
priations Committee by extending the repealing clause of the House so as to in- 
clude this office. $ 

In regard to the needs of the Bureau of Education, on March 31, 1838, the fol- 
lowing estimates were given to the Commissioner of Pensions, showing the 
sagt of space that would be required in case of its removal to the Pension 
Building: 


Commissioner and the clerical force.........1-0s000 
Museum........ ses 


ORE gasae aanne secon eienn ecoscaevee peesenssssanseeussisenenssaneseee sasansensene pvesse 11, 600 


The above estimates were based as nearly as possible u the present re- 
reap ce of the office, not allowing for any increase in wrote force, collec- 


ons, or facilities. 

A statement rding the character and extent of the collections owned by 
Wena iinioy of the BERAE te G ATONE OL eweoay Ge > ired by gift 

e library of the bureau is a gro wenty-one years, sequ 

by exchange, and by purchase from many different countries. It has been se- 
lected with care, with the design that it should be strictly pedagogical in char- 
acter. The result is that the Government has acquired, at a very moderate cost, 
the largest and best purely educational library in the world, embracing original 
works, journals, magazines, and official reports in all civilized a The 
number of bound volumes exceeds twenty thousand, and the pamphlets, sey- 
enty-five thousand, besides many duplicates to be used in exchanges, 

‘The bureau has made an excellent nw toward the formation of a com- 
plete pedagogical museum, which is intended to contain material illustrating 
every step, process, and apparatus useful in every grade of instruction. Itnow 
possesses a very extensive collection, perhaps unequaled anywhere else in the 
world, embracing globes, maps, tellurions; botanical, chemical, and zoological 
specimens; casts, photographs, , engravings, etchings, models; speci- 
mens of lacquer, bronze, marble, and other artistic material; a large amount of 
very delicate and valuable optical and ee apparatus; a quantity of kin- 
REP grira material, and a rare and beautiful collection of Japanese needle work 
and school literature and apparatus presented by the Japanese Government, 

To properly protect and use these two unequaled collections, the library and 
the museum, to make them available tothe working force of the bureau, whose 
tools they are, and accessible to the educational public who resort to them for 
study and research, the amount of space above estimated is barely sufficient. 

actual measurement the shelves and cases containing the books and files of 
the bureau extend to 538 feet, not including the basement in which the publica- 
tions are stacked. The thirty or more glass cases of the museum measure 240 
feet. If, therefore, the shelves and cases of the bureau were placed end to end, 
they would form a line that would reach more three average Squares, the 
greater part of it being 10 feet high. 

The eral argument against removal, being’s full and clear statement of the 
png s Pork gone Pale re e aap od P Mba of accommodations — 

les req’ n er an tion oi e to property, the 
interruption and delay of work, the inconvenience suffe: Pod g expense in- 
curred in a former removal, may be found in a letter of the Commissioner to 
the pan se! of the Interior of April 6, 1888, of which a copy can be furnished 
you if need 

Relyi g on your interest in the welfare of the bureau and its continued use- 
fulness, I am, sir, 


J. W. HOLCOMBE, 
Acting Commissioner, 


DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR, BUREAU OF EDUCATION, 
'ashington, D. O., April 6, 1888, 

Sm: In addition to the reasons suggested in the report made to you by the 
Commissioners of Pensions, the Land Office, Labor, Railroads, and Education, 
why those officesshould not be removed to the Pension building, I beg to sub- 
mit additional reasons why this office should not be so transferred. 

The duties performed by the employés of the Bureau of Education, though 
nominally clerical, are entirely different from those permeno by clerksin most 
offices. The work in other offices is ministerial and pertains chiefly to the re- 
ception, record, custody, and adjudication of papers requiring executive action. 
On the contrary the principal duty of this bureau is the collection, 
and publication of reports and such other documents as shall seem fitted to 
benefit public schools and improve the means of education; in other words, 
much of the work is original. 

In its investigations this bureau deals y with documents of a statistical 
and historical character, and needs for the full performance of its work the use 
of books and apparatus to which no lel can be found in the ordinary serv- 
ice of most Government bureaus, The methods, appliances, and surroundings 
of these two kinds of intellectual labor can not be identically thesame and 
duce equally satisfactory results. Most of the employés of the Bureau of Edu- 
cation are called * clerks” or “‘ copyists,"’ but the actual duties formed 
them are the collection of facts, comparison of authorities, compi nof - 
ing matter, caleulation and construction of statistical and the general in- 
vestigation of educational causes, conditions, and results, h past and pres- 
ent, near and remote, domestic and foreign. To perform these duties success- 
fully its employés need not only what other employés should have, good light, 
poos air, comfortable temperature, and properly constructed seats and desks, 

t several things not ordinarily required, such asan ample collection of books, 
close at hand and ready for reference at any moment; a museum ofarticles re- 
lating to the construction of educational buildings, the furniture of school-rooms, 
and the apparatus of instruction; space around each employé forthe proper use 
of books and articles from the library and museum; and a greaterfreedom from 
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the disturbance and noise which inevitably exist along with large numbers of 
fellow-employés, no matter how orderly their behavior, It is quite possible in 
ordinary offices to organize clerks into divisions each having two or three hun- 
dred men, with subdivisions of correspondingly ee size. It is utterly impos- 
sible todo this in such an office as the Bureau of Education without sacrificing 
both the unity and the accuracy of results. So much as tothe reasons affecting 
the personnel and the duty of the office. 

In consequence of the uirements of its work this bureau since 1870 has sc- 
cumulated a very Valuable library of twenty thousand poumes sixty thousand 
pamphlets, and many thousands of duplicates, and a museum of approximately 
twenty thousand articles. These books and articles have been collected from 
all civilized countries, The books are in many languages, and are on all sub- 

ects relating to education of every grade and form. The saoe assigned them 
the present building is inadequate to their perfect use, it is true, but is so ap- 
portioned that the most useful and necessary parts of these collections are at 
once accessible while effectually protected from the intrusion of unauthorized 
persons. 

Experience everywhere has developed certain preferable and conyenient 
methods and ways of storing, classifying, indexing, issuing, and using collec- 
tions like these for the purpose of study; and these, so far as they are appli- 
cable to the duty of the office, have been adop andarènow in force. If, how- 
ever, the bureau and its property be transfe: to a building constructed and 
occupied for entirely diferent purposes these valuable collections would be ex- 
posed to serious damage and loss, the present arrangements and appliances for 
their safe custody and effective use would be entirely abolished, and a new set 
of methods and appliances would have to be devised, tried,and modified to 
suit the new circumstances. Isolation of the office and its property as at pres- 
=e organized I deem essential to the usefulness of one and the safety of the 
other, 

The removal of these collections is no mere matter of transportation from one 
building to another, but will require the expenditure of time, care, and money. 
The loss of time in making such a removal will be great; the loss of conven- 
ience almost entire, and the skilled labor and money required for this purpose 
will be considerable. 

The foregoing observations are not presented as my theory of the matter, or 
from any personal objection to removing to the Pension building. They are 
the result of the past experience of the bureau in a somewhat similar position. 
Congress caused the Bureau of Education to be moved from the present build- 
ing toa joint occupancy with the Pension Office of the building on the corner 
of Twelfth street and Pennsylvania avenue eleven years ago. 

The Pension Office then, as now, was the first occupant of the building, and 

‘the quarters assigned to this bureau were so inadequate in extent, inconvenient 
of access, and unsuited for its work, that practically no efficient work was done 
by this bureau during the year that the joint tenancy lasted. The growth of 
the Pension Office forced the bureau out of this unwelcome and disastrous con- 
nection, and Congress removed it back to its present quarters, the two changes 
of location costing somewhat more than the present rent of this building for 
one year. The Twelfth street building, like the present Pension Building, con- 
sisted of la rooms on each floor, suitable, perhaps, for the large divisionsand 
sections of the Pension Office, butabsolutely destructive to the re . the quiet, 
and the seclusion found essential to the proper performance of duty in the Bu- 
reau of Education. The construction of the present Pension Building, the great 
number of employés already housed therein, and the very large number pro- 
posed to be added thereto by the transfer of the offices named at the beginning 
of this letter, will repeat and doubtless aggravate the history of that change, 

Another aspect of the relations of this bureau to its work would not occur to 
the ordinary thinker. This bureau was established chiefly for the purpose of 
informing the teachers and people of the United Statesas to the things most use- 
ful for the promotion of public and other education, The performance of this 
duty has made it proper to open the library and museum of the office to persons 
interested in education, but not connected with the bureau, and such persons 
under present circumstances, subject to proper regulations, have made frequent 
and valuable use thereof. 

If the bureau and its collections are to be moved to a building where the ne- 
cessities of another kind of service render access to the library and museum of 


this office difficult or uncertain, the use of them by persons not connected with 


the bureau would necessarily be prevented. 
I would invite your attention to the wise and liberal action of Congress a few 
Tenunan in behalfof the Surgeon-General’s Office, when a ially-constructed 

uilding for the medical library and medical museum attached thereto was au- 
tho: . By this measure the great working tools of that magnificent bureau 
were put into a condition for the most effective use both by that office and by 
those for whom that office chiefly labors. The reasons that justified the con- 
struction of that building are equally cogent for the permanent and suitable 
ees of the Bureau of Education ‘separate from other offices of dissimilar 

and purpose. 

The Wright Building, now occupied by the bureau, on the corner of Eighth 
and G streets northwest, is situated very near the office of the Secretary of the 
Interior, and close to lines of cars by which persons desiring to visit it for con- 
sultation and study may have easy access, and yet the location is one sufficient! 
quiet and retired to allow the work of the office to be done in comfort and wit 
considerable efficiency. Though too small for the present needs of the bureau, 
it can be made to serve for some time longer by Ju 


udicious use of the space at 
hand. It contains about 11,000 square feet and a basement and four other 


«stories, 


Briefly described, the basement is for the storage of fuel nnd the documents 
of the office; the first story is used by the statistical division; the second floor 
by the Commissioner, chief clerk, and the record division; and the third floor 
by the library and the clerks employed in connection therewith, while the upper 
floor is devoted to the museum, 

It will be seen that the constructive divisions of the building correspond tothe 
administrative divisions of the office, while the six rooms on each floor permit 
that subdivision and seclusion which the nature of the work requires. In case 
of the removal of the bureau to the Pension building there is no possibility of 
securing even an equal floor space, a reduction of which would be disastrous to 
the bureau in every conceivable way. 

Ifany change is madeat all the one dictated by a regard for the purpose and 
usefulness of the bureau would be to provide it witha building specially adapted 
for the care and proper storage and use of its valuable collections, and the efi- 
cient service of its employés, and until such a change is made it would seem 
wise, economical, and e: nt to let it remain in its present quarters. 

For these reasons and those stated in the joint report of the Commissioners 
above mentioned I would respectfully urge you to use your influence to have 
the order of Congress a bane! the removal of this bureau to the Pension build- 
ing revoked anda suitable provision made in the appropriation bills for the re- 
tention of it in its oe quarters. 

Very respectfully, your obedient servant, 


Hon, SECRETARY OF THE INTERIOR, 
4 Washington, D. C. 
MEMORIAL OF THE NATIONAL EDUCATION ASSOCIATION. 
The department of su ntendence of the National Educational Association, 
in session at San Fran , July 17-20, 1888, adopted the following resolutions: 


N. H. R. DAWSON, 
Commissioner., 


Whereas the Bureau of Education at Washington City has been the means of 
rendering efficient service in the cause of popular education in the United States 
and of coilecting the largest educational lib: in the world, as well as one of 
the most complete jagogical museums; an 

Whereas those collections are now preserved in rented rooms wholly inade- 
quate to meet the growing demands of the bureau: Therefore, be it 

Resolved, That in order still to further the work for which the bureau was 
organized, this body, representing all of the States and Territories, here assem- 
bled does most respectfully peti on the Congress of the United States to erect 
a ee banding to be used exclusively for the benefit of the Bureau of Edu- 
cation; an 

Resolved, That copies of these resolutions be forwarded to the President of 
the Senate and the Sptar of the House of Representatives, with a request 
nes the same may be laid before the bodies over which they respectively pre- 
side, 


OFFICIAL BULLETIN OF THE NATIONAL EDUCATIONAL ASSOCIATION, 
Annual meeting at San Francisco, Cal., July 17 to 20, 1888. 
Officers of the association. 


Aaron Gove, president, Denver, Colo. 

James H. Canfield, secretary, Lawrence, Kans, 

Edwin C. Hewitt, treasurer, Normal, Ll. 

Vice-presidents: W. E. Sheldon, Massachusetts; J. W. Holcombe, District of 
Columbia; Warren Eastern, Louisiana; Solomon Palmer, Alabama; Thos. J. 
Morgan, Rhode Island; Rose C. Swartz, Wisconsin; W. It. Garratt, Tennessee ; 
Thos, A. Futrall, Arkansas; Fred. M. Campbell, California; Irwin Shepard, 
Minnesota; J. T. Buchanan, Missouri; A. R. Sabin, Dlinois. 

Board of directors: J. Allen, 25 Clinton Place, New York City; James H, Baker, 
Denver, Colo.; W. H. Bartholomew, Louisville, Ky.; George H. Bartlett, Boston, 
Mass.; W. A. Bell, Indianapolis, Ind.; R. Bingham, Bingham Post-Office, N. C.; 
Leroy D. Brown, Reno, Ney.; S. B. Brown, Glenville, W. Va.; John L. Buchanan, 
Richmond, Va.; J. T. Buchanan, Kansas City, Mo.; Frederick M. Campbell, 
Oakland, Cal.; D. N. rae New Britain, Conn.; SH. Canfield, Lawrence, 
Kans. ; T. C. Chamberlain. adison, Wis.; Henry Chambers, New Orleans, La. ; 
J. O. Churchill, Cheyenne, Wyo.; Joseph Clark, Newark, N. J.; O. O. David- 
son, Alliance, Ohio; N. O. Dougherty, Peoria, Ill.: Warren Easton, Baton 
Rouge, La.; George T. Fairchild, Manhattan, Kans,; George L. Farnham, Peru, 
Nebr.; L. H. Ford, § anburgh, S. C.; Thomas A, Futrall, Marianna, Ark.; 
W. R. Garrett, Nashville, Tenn,; Aaron Gove, Denver, Colo.; J. M. Greenwood, 
Kansas City, Mo.; D. B. Hagar, Salem, Mass.; Mrs. E, Hailman, La Porte, Ind.; 
J. H. Hansom, Waterville, Me.; D. W. Harlan, Wilmington, Del.; E.C. Hewett, 
Normal, Iil.; B. A. Hinsdale, Cleveland, Ohio.; Ira G. Hoitt, Sacramento, Cal.; 
J. W. Holcombe, Washington, D. C.; Charles L. Howard, Helena, Mont.; Mary 
H. Hunt, Hyde Park, Mass.; A. V. Jewett, Abilene, .; Wharton S. Jones, 
Memphis, Tenn.; A. G. Lane, Chicago, IIL; S S. Laws, Columbia, Mo.; S. W. 
Landon, Burlington, Vt.; E. O. Lyte, Millersville, Pa.; T. M. Marshall, Chamita, 
N. Mex.; T, B. McDonald, Gold Hill, Ney.; George A. McFarland, Scotland, 
Dak.; T. J. Mitchell, Florence, Ala,; M, A. Montgomery, Oxford, Miss.; Thomas 
J. Morgan, Providence, R. I; W. A. Mowry, Boston, Mass.; Solomon Palmer, 
Montgomery, Ala.; Charles I. Parker, South Chicago, 11l.; S. S. Parr, Green- 
castle, Ind.; P. B. Pennybaker, ler, Tex.; J. L. Pickard, Iowa City, Iowa.; 
Zalmon Richards, Washington, D. O. ; A. J. Rickoff, 33 West Forty-seventh street, 
New York; C. C. Rounds, Plymouth, N. H.; A. R. Sabin, Chicago, Ill.; R. G, 
Saunderson, Burlington, lowa; W. E. Sheldon, Boston, Mass.; Irwin Lao aac 
Winona, Minn.; Josiah H. Shinn, Little Rock, Ark.; J. M. B. Sill, Ypsilanti, 
Mich.; N. Coe Stewart, Cleveland, Ohio; W. M. Stewart, Salt Lake, Utah; 
George H. Stout, 3331 Chestnut street, Philadelphia, Pa.; Charles H. Strauss, 
Tucson, Ariz.; Rose C. Swartz, Oshkosh, Wis.; H.S. Tarbell, Providence, R. L.; 
A.R. Tapion Emporia, Kans. ; 8.8. Taylor, St. Paul, Minn.; W.R. Thigpen, 
Savannah, Ga.; Samuel Thurber, Boston, Mass.; J. N. Wilkinson, Emporia, 
Kans.; Henry A. Wise, Baltimore, Md. 


A brief history. 


The National Educational Association was organized at Philadelphia in 1857, 
under the name of the National Teachers’ A: tion, by leading teachers from 
various sectionsof the country. James L. Enos was irman of the first meet- 
ing, William E. Sheldon its first secretary,and A.J, Rickoff its first treasurer, 

The name was changed in 1870 to National Educational Association. 

The association has held twenty-seven meetings, as follows: Two at Phila- 
delphia, 1857,1879; one at Cincinnati, 1855; Washington, 1859; Buffalo, 1860; 
Chicago, 1863; Ogdensburgh, 1864; Harrisburgh, 1865; Indianapolis, 1866; Nash- 
ville, 1368; Trenton, 1869; Cleveland, 1870; St. Louis, 1871; Boston, 1872; Elmira, 
1873; Detroit, 1874; Minneapolis, 1875; Baltimore, 1876; Louisville, 1877; Chau- 
tauqua, 1880; Atlanta, 1831; three at Saratoga, 1882, 1883, 1885; Madison, 1834; To- 
peka, 1886; Chicago, 1887, 

There were no meetings in 1861, 1862, 1867, 1878, 

It was incorporated in the District of Columbia February 24, 1885, 


Board of trustees. 


N, A. Calkins, chairman, 124 East Eightieth street, New York; Zalmon Rich- 
ards, secretary, 1301 Corcoran street, Washington, D. C.; John Eaton, Marietta, 
Ohio (term expires July, 1891); N. A. Calkins, New York (term ires July, 
1890); H. S. Tarbell. Providence, R. I. (term expires July, 1889); Zalmon Ri 
ards, Washington, D, O. (term expires July, 1888); Aaron Gove, Denver, Colo., 


ex oficio. Its objects. 


“To elevate the character and advance the interests of the profession of 
teaching, and to promote the cause of popular education in the United States,” 


Departments, 
The following departments are organized within this association : 
Department officers. 


I. The national council of education (composed of sixty members elected from 
the association).—J. L. Pickard, president, Iowa City, Iowa; C. C. Rounds, vice- 
president, Plymouth, N. H.; E. W. Coy, secretary, Cincinnati, Ohio. 

II, Kindergarten.—Eudora Hailmann, president, La Porte, Ind.; Eva B. Whit- 
more, vice-president, Chicago, 1ll.; Alpha A. Smith, secretary, Fayette, Iowa, 

Ill. Elementary.—Leroy D. Brown, president, Reno, Nev.: Agnes L. Rounds, 
vice-president, Cambridge, Mass.; J. L. Lamson, secretary, Nashville, Tenn, 

Na cae perigee has Thurber, president, Boston, Mass.; A. F. Nightingale, 
vice-president, e View, Ill; Paul H. Hanus, secretary, Denver, Colo. 

V. Higher.—B. A. Hinsdale, president, Cleveland, Ohio.; Alice E. Palmer, vice- 
president, Cambridge, Mass.; T, C. McBride, secretary, Iowa Se Iowa. 

VI. Normal.—S. S. Parr, president, Greencastle, Ind; R. ©. Norton, vice- 
president, Cape Girardeau, Mo: Rose ©. Swartz, secretary, Oshkosh, Wis. 

VIL. Superintendence.—N. 0. Dougherty. nergy Peoria, Il.; Henry A. 
Wise, first vice-president, Baltimore, Md. ; J. . Scofield, second vice-president, 
Seneca, Kans.; W. R. Thigpen, secretary, Savannah, Ga. 

VIII Industrial. nee T. Fairchild, president, Manhattan, Kans.; H, M. 
Liepsiger, vice-president, New York City; R. 8. Thompson, secretary. 
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IX. Art.—George H. Bartlett, president, Boston, Mass. ;«J: hine Locke, 
vice-president, St. Lonis, Mo.; Eben Rose. mascot f hester, N. Y. 

X. Music.—N. Coe Stewart, president, Cleveland, Ohio; Herbert L. Griggs, 
vice-president, Denver, Colo.; Edgar A. Silver, secretary, Boston, Mass. 


Mr. ALLISON. The next item, which in view of the debate yes- 
terday I will only state, is the proviso ing scrubby timber, ete. 
Senators will understand what that is. The amendment was a limita- 
tion put on by the Senate to the appropriation for the examination of 
timber lands. 

The next item is the amendment 119, ‘‘ Reservoirs for the storage ot 
water.” The House conferees were very persistent in their opposition 
to that amendment. 

Then thereare two other amendments about which the House seemed 
to be very persistent, to which I wish to call the attention of the Sen- 
ate. Those areamendments numbered 222 and 223. They are amend- 
ments in the hature of legislation respecting prosecutions under the 
internal revenue laws. They insist that there shall be certain limita- 
tions, namely: 

by this act shall be used to an 
asin United Pate annit e igi i A rp clerks for any enamel ior] 


or arrest made, or other fees in prosecutions under the internal-reyenue laws, 
unless the prosecution has been— 


Then the Senate struck out the words which I am about to read— 


commenced upon a sworn statement setting forth the facts constituting the of- 
fense and alleging them to be within the personal knowledge of the a „Or 
upon sworn complaint by a collector or gepas collector of internal revenue or 
revenue agent, setting forth the facts upon information and belief and— 


Then we retained the words— 
approved either before or after such arrest by— 


We then struck out these words— 
a circuit or district judge or— ` 


And retained the remainder of the clause, as follows— 


the attorney of the United States in the district where the offense is alleged to 
haye been committed or the prosecution is by indictment. 

Those who are administering the internal-revenue system say that 
this isa great detriment to the enforcement of the internal-revenue 
laws, and the Senate struck those provisions out of the bill. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Mr. President, if the Senator from Iowa will al- 
low me, I wish in this connection to say that I quite agree with the 
Internal-Revenue Department that they are extremely injurious to the 
administration of the law as it is. They are merely a section, a part 
of a fall judicial bill, a crimes bill, that the House passed upon the 
subject and that is now under consideration in the Committee on the 
Judiciary of this body; and I am bound to suspect, with great respect 
to the House of Representatives (as on this conference report I have a 
right to allude to their action), that finding it would not be easy to get 
a bill which destroys the whole efficiency, as we thought, of the inter- 
nal-revenue system, through the Senate on the report of its Judiciary 
Committee, it was thought extremely desirable to accomplish the end 
in some way by riding it on an appropriation bill in order to get it 
through in that way. 

Mr. ALLISON. Iam glad to have the Senator from Vermont ex- 
plain at least what would be the effect of these provisions if we should 
agree to them. E 

The next important series of amendments are those amendments 
which relate to the Library Committee, and I am sorry not to see the 
Senator from New York [Mr. Evarts] in his seat, who has charge of 
those important subjects. The House of Representatives disagree to 
the entire line and range of amendments which we proposed - 
ing the purchase of works of art, the completion of the Catalcgue o. 
the Congressional Library, the purchase of historical papers from B. F. 
Stevens, the purchase of the library of Professor Arnold Guyot, the pur- 
chase of the unfinished painting of the commissioners of the treaty of 
1783, by Benjamin West, etc. 

The next important question is the series of amendments relating to 
public printing. We increased $160,000 the appropriation for public 
printing, the House appropriation being, I think, some $300,000 less 
than the estimate; I have not the exact figures in my mind. We in- 
creased the appropriation $160,000, The House has disagreed to that 
thus far, and it seems to me that theappropriation made by the Senate 
will be found to be insufficient; in other words, the additions that we 
made will not carry the public printing which has been ordered by 
Congress through this fiscal year; and therefore it is inevitable that, 
whether they finally agree to our amendments or we recede from them, 
there will be a deficiency of from $100,000 to $500,000 in our public 
printing during the current year, or else the printing will not be done, 
one or the other, and most likely both will happen, because there is a 
large amount of printing ordered by Congress in the last two or three 
years still unexecuted. Of course the Senate conferees can yield to 
the claim of the House in this regard. 

Mr. GORMAN. I should like to ask the chairman of the Committee 
on Appropriations whether a large part of the increase mentioned as to 
the appropriations for the Public Printing Office was not occasioned by 
the extension of the leaves of absence to the employés from fifteen to 


thirty days, which comes necessarily out of the amount appropriated 
for the work? 

Mr. ALLISON. Yes, Mr. President, and I am obliged to the Sen- 
ator for calling my attention to that. Here they say the Senate in- 
creases these appropriation bills. The House allowed $90,000 in this 
bill for fifteen days’ leave of absence for the employés of the Public 
Printing Office. Then a law was passed extending the fifteen days to 
thirty days, requiring a doubling of that uppropriation, so that in 
obedience to the law the Committee on Appropriations added $90,000 
to the House provision, making a total of $150,000, so that this $90,000 
was added in the Senate in pursuance of a law which passed Congress, 
and it is necessary of course in order to execute that law. 

As I was about to say, we can recede from these amendments, but if 
we do we shall be confronted with a deficiency at the next session of 
Congress of from $150,000 to $500,000. 

So the House disagreed to our provision respecting the purchase of 
a site for the city post-office building —— 

Mr. REAGAN. Before the Senate gets away from the increase for 
the Government Printing Office, I desire to say that that $180,000 ap- 
propriated by Congress was but a bid by the two parties in Congress 
for the labor vote of the country. 

Mr. ALLISON. The Senator from Texas puts that in a very terse 
way. I merely stated the fact, and of course if the Senator interprets 
it as he does, that is all very well for him. I did not know that the 
Republican party was engaged in any particular method of bidding 
for votes. 1 thought that was reserved for the uther side of the Cham- 
ber. 


Mr. REAGAN. Both parties are doing these things to a shameful 
extent. 

Mr. ALLISON. I was not aware of that. Of course I quite agree 
with the Senator respecting his own party. [Laughter.] 

The next item is the establishment of a zoological park, $200,000. 
Of course the House conferees disagree to that. They seem to share 
rather the view of the Senator from Missouri [Mr. Vest], that if we 
were to have a zoologicat garden we ought to have it in the mountains, 
and inasmuch as we had 60 miles square of ground in the neighbor- 
hood of the Yellowstone Park set apart and devoted to the growth of 
wild animals we had better dedicate a portion of that to a zoological 
garden. The Senate conferees did not take that view. 

They also object to the purchase of Battery Island. 

In response to the Senator from Vermont, who asked me respecting 
the city post-office building—— 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I should like to know on what ground it is? 

Mr. ALLISON. We were unable to ascertain, I think, really any 
ground, except a general statement that there were two or three other 
places in this city where land could be purchased more cheaply than 
this would be in the neighborhood of the Post-Office Department and 
the Interior Department proposed to be purchased by our amendment. 
They seem to think that if we should go down below Pennsylvania 
avenue, where it is necessary, I am told, to drive piles 40 feet in 
order to get a foundation, we might erect a public building there 
which would be suitable for a city post-office. However, that has not 
been fully disposed of. 

Mr. BECK. We are going to have agreat deal more talk about that, 
and the Sénate had better tell us what to do. The Senate conferees 
are all agreed, I believe, and earnestly in favor of taking the square 
between Eighth and Ninth and E and F streets. Suggestions were 
made to go south of Pennsylvania avenue. Some other sites were sug- 
gested, such as JudiciarySquare. Still other suggestions were made 
in regard to the square between Fifth and Sixth and D and E streets, 
facing Judiciary Square. 

Mr. ALLISON. And part of the park also. 

Mr. BECK. Part of the park also. I desire to say that there was 
no definite suggestion made that we could agree upon any more than 
we could upon the one we ourselves proposed; and I desire to say to 
the Senate that I believe, after thorough investigation, as far as I am 
able to make out, the square we propose is by far the best for all pur- 


poses. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. No doubt of that at all. 

Mr. BECK. We could continue the Post-Office Department building 
from its present location, closing Eighth street between E and F and 
extending to Ninth, and have the city post-office located there. That 
is the most convenient point for such a building by reason of the rail- 
ways running along F street, Seventh street, and Ninth street; and by 
erecting a five-story building there, and perhaps ultimately adding a 
story or two to the present Post-Office Department building, we could 
not only accommodate the city post-office, the Post-Office Department 
proper, and the overflow of the Interior Department, but have two 
creditable buildings there side by side. 

Suggestions have been made, and the newspapers are full of such 
statements, that men were lobbying about for these particular sites. I 
desire to put upon record the statement that during all the time the 
subcommittee and the whole Committee on Appropriations were con- 
sidering this question and in conference no human being came near any 
of us, as I am advised, Certainly none came to me—— 
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Mr. ALLISON. Certainly I was not approached in that way. 

Mr, BECK. And the clerk of the Committee on Appropriations says 
no one ever came to the committee inquiring about it. I do not now 
know the name of a man who owns a foot of that ground, but in the 
public interest I think the Senate ought to tell its conferees that until 
something else can be agreed upon we ought to insist upon that square, 
and hold to it as long as we can. 

Mr. VEST. I wish to ask the chairman of the committee a question. 
I do not know whether I am disarranging the order of his explanation 
or not, buf I want to ask what became of that provision of the bill as 
it passed the House which provided for the temporary location of the 
city post-office in the Pension Bureau building? 

Mr. ALLISON. That wa’ agreed to. 

Mr. VEST. I must be permitted to say, then, that that gives away 
this whole question. 

Mr. ALLISON. That was given away by the Sénate, then, and not 
by the conferees, That is one of the things that have passed into his- 
tory. It was agreed to by the Senate a long time ago. 

Mr. BECK. And on the recommendation of the Postmaster-General 
and the Secretary of the Interior. 

Mr. VEST. I went before the Committee on Appropriations and re- 
monstrated against it and did all I could as a Senator to defeat that 
arrangement, which is the worst that I have ever known in this city. 
It defaces the Pension Bureau building; it insures the presence of a 
mob there from morning till night, and altogether there is not one soli- 
tary argument, with due r to the heads of those Departments, 
giveninits favor thus far. Of course if that is adopted, that is astrong 
argument in favor of not doing anything as to purchasing a site for a 
city post-office. For nearly ten years I have urged the purchase of the 
square already spoken of, and I want to say that it is an open secret 
that as long as the Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads in the 
other House is constituted as it now is you can not purchase that 
square. They never will agree to a bill for that p 

Mr. ALLISON. I want to say to the Senator, as I have looked over 
this question with some care, that I believe it would be wise to ex- 
pend $200,000 or $300,000 in an additional public building which is 
necessary not only for the city post-oflice. but for the Post-Office De- 
partment itself, which is a rapidly growing department, and also for 
the Interior Department; and these purposes require a location in that 
neighborhood, and I believe the square pro’ by our amendment is 
a good site. But I do not agree with him that the temporary location 
of the city post-office in the rotunda, or whatever that place is called, 
in the Pension Office building will interfere with the general consid- 


eration of the subject. 
Mr. VEST. Letus understand each other, Mr. President. I under- 
stand that that arrangement in to the Pension Bureau building 


was entire)y antagonistic to the purchase of the square opposite the 
Interior Department and to the General Post-Office Department; and 
we know very well—if the Senator does not know it, and he is a much 
older Senator than I am, I know it as a member of the Committee on 
Public Buildings and Grounds—if you ever make an arrangement of 
that kind it will become t, and you will never get the city 

ffice out of that building—never. That is one of the questions I 

not pro myself to waste any more time about. 

Mr. ALLISON. The Senator may be right about that, "but never- 
theless that is one of the questions on which we have not yet agreed. 

I believe I have gone over in a general way the differences between 
the two Houses upon this bill; but I do not wish to allow this oppor- 
tunity to pass without making some general observations upon all 
these bills. 

It is a singular thing, Mr. President, that we have reached the 28th 
day of August or nearly two months in the fiscal year for which we 
are appropriating money, and yet we have not reached a ‘conclusion 
upon this. one of the most important appropriation bills, and I want 
to say that I it as in no sense the fault of the Senate Committee 
on Appropriations or of the Senate. Under the uniform custom of the 
two Houses for years, indeed from the foundation of the Government, 
the House of Representatives has originated practically the general 
appropriation bills; and as soon as the Senate could get hold of them 
under this arrangement, we have considered these bills as rapidly as 
it was possible to consider them. In their consideration the Senate is 
constantly subjected to the criticism that we are largely increasing the 
appropriations. 

I have shown how we increased this sundry civil bill; that the in- 
creases were made because of laws that were passed after the bill passed 
the House, because of the importunities of heads of Departments stat- 
ing to us in print and in writing and verbally that the amounts given 
by the House were insufficient to carry on the operations of the Gov- 
ernment. I saw it stated the other day in a place which I suppose I 
am not permitted to mention, that the Senate had this year swollen the 
appropriations $19,000,000. In view of that I propose to review briefly 
not only this appropriation bill but all the bills, as respects these in- 
creases, and see what there is in that statement. ‘That statement was 
made by a distinguished Representative from the State of Texas in ar- 
guing some question pertinent to what I am saying. Now, I shall go 
over these bills in brief. 


We increased the pr dee tig appropriation bill $119,000 over its 
amount as it passed the House. The House itself increased the bill 
nearly $600,000 over the estimates of the Department. Why? The De- 
partment did not estimate for the agricultural colleges at all. There 
was an item of $585,000 in the estimates omitted from the bill. That 
$585,000 was added in the House. We added $100,000 for sorghum 
experiments and $18,000 for experiments in grasses in high altitudes. 
I submit that these were proper appropriations. 

The next addition was made on the Army appropriation bill, wherein 
in this body there was added to the bill some $6,000,000 beyond what 
was appropriated in the House. Why was that done? It was done on 
the motion of the Committee on Military Affairs of this body, I might 
say upon the joint motion of the Military Committee and the Commit- 
tee on Coast Defenses. 

They believed then that no fortification bill would pass at this ses- 
sion, because when this Army appropriation bill was considered in the 
House of Representatives no fortification bill had been reported to the 
House, although a month of this fiscal year had passed away. There- 
fore they said unless something is done in the nature of appropriations 
for coast defenses upon the Army bill—and it was a perfectly legiti- 
mate amendment to put upon the Army bill in this body; this body 
can not fairly consider or take into consideration the rules of the House 
of Representatives, which gives jurisdiction of a part of that subject to 
one committee and another part of it to another—the subject will go 
witout action. So we added some $6,000,000 to the Army bill for 
coast defenses, using a general term and designation only, without 
specifying the particular objects of the appropriation. We put thaton 
the Army bill and, as I said, put it on before the fortification bill had 
been proposed in the Honse. Since that time, however, the fortifica- 
tion bill has not only been reported in the House, but it has passed 
the House, carrying nearly $4,000,000 of appropriation. 

If that fortification bill shall pass here even as it passed the House, 
without the addition of a single dollar to it, the amendments which 
we put in the Senate on the Army bill will of course be given away, 
surrendered, and there will be no addition to the appropriations made 
in the Senate as compared with the House on that account. The House 
in the fortification: bill provides for only a million and a half dollars’ 
worth of steel forgings. The Senate amendments to the Army bill pro- 
vided for $5,000,000 worth, and as agreed to in conference for three and 
a half millions, making a difference of two millions as now disclosed 
in these two bills. Therefore this addition is an addition which should 
not be counted as against the Senate now that the fortification bill has 
passed the House and will be considered in the Senate. 

The increase in the District of Columbia bill is $855,000. Why? 
Because it was represented to the Committee on Appropriations that it 
was absolutely necessary, owing to the rapid growth of this city, that 
we should expend some three or four hundred thousand dollars for 
school-houses in this District, and the great amount of the increase in 
the District of Columbia bill was for school-houses and sewers and ad- 
ditional water supply, and every Senator knows how greatly all these 
are needed in this city. 

On the Indian appropriation bill there was a slight reduction made 
by the Senate. 

The legislative, executive, and judicial appropriation bill we increased 
$203,000. Why? . That entire increase was made in one Department 
and on account of the establishment of another. After the legislative 
bill passed the House of Representatives the two Houses passed a de- 
partment of labor bill, converted the Bureaun of Labor into a depart- 
ment of labor; and whilst the original appropriation bill as it came 
from the House contained an appropriation of forty-odd thousand dol- 
lars for the Bureau of Labor, the law provided foran enlargement, so 
that we were compelled in pursuance of that law to add over $60,000 
to that appropriation. 

The Secretary of the Interior and the Commissioner of Pensions came 
to us and said that it was necessary for the prompt conduct of the pen- 
sion business that there should be a slight increase of the clerical force 
of the Pension Bureau, and we added it. “The Commissioner of Pat- 
ents, which is aself-sustaining department, also had added a few clerks 
in the Patent Office, which were a I believe, given up. So 
these small additions were additions made because of new laws. 

Now I come to the pension appropriation bill. We increased in this 
body the pension appropriation bill $1,476,000. Why? Because the 
House of Representatives had inserted a provision respecting the wid- 
ows of soldiers, providing that they should draw pensions from the 
date of the death of the husband instead of from the date of the ap- 
plication; and the Secretary of the Interior sent to us an estimate 
showing that if that provision was , even as modified by the Sen- 
ate, it would require $1,476,000 to pay such pensions for the current 
fiscal year. So we added in the Senate $1,476,000 to the pension bill, 
the House of Representatives itself having added $4,000,000 to the es- 
timates, because, curiously enough, in making the estimates for this 
year the Department did not provide for the Mexican war pensions, 
and the House of Representatives added $4,000,000 to the estimates 
because of that, 

Now I come to the Post-Office appropriation bill. The House made 
fair appropriations in that bill. Isee the Senator from Texas [ Mr. 
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REAGAN] in my eye and I must call his attention to the fact that 
between the time the Post-Office bill passed the House and the time 
it passed the Senate a law was enacted providing that no letter-car- 
rier in any city where there was a free-delivery system should be re- 
quired to work more than eight hours a day; and under that pro- 
vision, which became a separate and independent statute, the Post- 
master-General and the Secretary of the Treasury asked us to add 
$1,021,000 to the appropriations, making that as a necessary estimate 
for the execution of that law. So that increase was an increase made 
necessary by.a statute passed by Congress and approved by the President 
of the United States. 

Now take the river and harbor bill. I do not care to speak of that, 
because the Senator from Maine [ Mr. FRYE] who has itin charge knows 
very well how that bill is treated; but I will dwell long enough to say 
of the river and harbor bill that the one passed this year is only the 
second such bill that has been passed in four years. The only other 
river and harbor bill which became a law during the administration of 
President Cleveland, two years ago, was a bill of $14,000,000. It is 
true that the Secretary of War only estimated for $10,000,000 for this 
purpose, but the Chief of Engineers estimated that $40,000,000 could 
be economically expended. ‘Therefore, when the two Houses came to 
consider the great question of the improvement of our rivers and our 
harbors they were confronted with the statement of the Chief of En- 
gineers that $40,000,000 could be economically expended and with the 
fact that for two years there had been no appropriation and that these 
appropriations were necessary to carry on existing works and supply 
new national works. So $22,000,000 were included in the river and 
harbor bill, or $12,000,000 more than is found in the Book of Estimates. 

I will state also that last year, when the Congress ended, on the 4th 
day of March, 1887, we adjourned with a deficiency bill hanging be- 
tween the two Houses, so that it was necessary when this session be- 
gan that there should be an urgent deficiency bill to cover, not the 
expenditures of the year 1888, but the necessary ditures of the 
fiscal year 1587, and that added $4,000,000 immediately to the ex- 
penditures; and there was also a deficiency for the collection of cus- 
toms amounting to $450,000. 

Mr. President, having made this review, showing that the additions 
made in the Senate were additions that were n of laws, 
because of the urgent persistency of heads of Departments, and because 
of recommendations that came to us in the form of supplemenial esti- 
mates, now we are told that we have largely increased the appropria- 
tions of this year beyond those of last year. I agree to that, Mr. Presi- 
dent. I agree that our appropriations this year are largely in excessot 
those of last year. Now, let me go a little further to see why this is. 

Last year a river and harbor bill passed both Houses which appro- 
priated some $12,000,000; and if that bill had become a law, instead ot 
having a river and harbor bill of $22,000,000 this year we should have 
had a river and harbor bill of perhaps only $11,000,000 or $12,000,000. 
In other words by the failure of the.President of the United States to 
approve the river and harbor bill of last year, the Democratic party, it 
you please, or those who make careful study of the expenditures of the 
year were able to say that the appropriations were reduced that much. 

Not only that, but notwithstanding the appropriations were made 
last year, as was supposed sufficient to carry on the operations of the 
Government for the fiscal year which recently expired, it is shown by 
deficiency bills which have both Houses in the nature of urgent 
deficiencies and by a gen deficiency bill which has passed the House 
of Representatives and will soon lie upon your table, that we fell short 
last year of appropriating money enough to carry on this Government 
by $14,000,000. In other words, although the appropriations of last 
year were supposed to be sufficient, this economical Administration 
has found it necessary to expend $14,000,000 during the last fiscal 
year in addition to the appropriations made for that year and also to 
expend $4,000,000 which should be carried over to 1887. 

If you add to that $14,000,000 the $4,000,000 yow have $18,000,000, 
and if you add the $10,000,000 or $12,000,000 in the river and harbor 
bill, which ought to have been expended last year and is fairly chargea- 
ble to last year’s expenditures, you have a total of $30,000,000 which 
has been drawn in and forced, as it were, into the appropriations of this 
current fiseal year. 

Therefore when you come to account for the large appropriations of 
this year as compared with last, you must take into consideration the 
fact that last year we did not appropriate as the law and as good 
economical administration of our Government required us to appropri- 
ate. ‘Take asingle illustration. One year ago last October the Su- 
preme Court of the United States decided against this Government 
what was called the Choctaw claim. Under the laws of our conntry, 
from the day of that decision that judgment drew 5 per cent. interest. 
Why should the Government with $100,000,000 in its Treasury allow 
the owners of that judgment, whoever they may be, to have it draw- 
ing 5 percent. interest for a year anda half? If that money was to 
be appropriated at all, it onght to have been appropriated during the 
session which ended in Marcha year ago. The Senate did appropriate 
for it, but it was struck ont elsewhere. 

At this session one of the first things that was necessary to be done 


and that was done try the House of Representatives, which refused to 
make this appropriation last year so as to save interest, was to make 
au appropriation in the Indian appropriation bill of over $3,000,000 for 
the of paying that judgment and paying interest on it for a 
year and a half at the rate of 5 per cent., when the Government of the 
United States could borrow money if it needed it at 2} per cent., and 
when we have in the Treasury over $100,000,000. 

Mr. President, I make these statements with respect to the appro- 
priations for the purpose of making acomparison. I have here a table 
carefully prepared by the clerk of the Committee on Appropriations 
showing the appropriations in detail of this year, and I shall ask at 
the conclusion of my remarks that this table may be inserted in the 
RECORD as part of them. 

Mr. BECK. Does that give last year as well as this? 

Mr. ALLISON. This table, as the Senator will see in a few mo- 
ments, not only gives last year, but it goes clear back to 1852, and I 
will explain the table somewhat. 

The appropriations of this year I have given in detail, estimating the 
fortification bill. I want to show the Senate that I am within bounds. 
I have estimated the fortification bill at only $3,725,000, just as it 
passed the House of Representatives, without adding to it. 

Mr. BECK. What have you done with the additions made to the 
Army bill? 

Mr. ALLISON. As to the additions made to the Army bill, I have 
assumed in this table that if the fortification bill shall pass all the 
amendments that were added upon the Army bill by the Senate relat- 
ing to coast defense and gun manufacture will be withdrawn, There- 
fore I place in this as respects: the Army the exact appropriation made 
by the House of Representatives, because, barring the additions that 
we made, which are fairly covered by the fortification bill, we did not 
increase the appropriations for the Army. 

Mr. BECK. There is one bill that it is very hard to make the coun- 
try understand and the Senate understand, and that is the Post-Office 
bill. Will the Senator please explain that? 

Mr. ALLISON, I will come to that. I thank the Senator for call- 
ing my attention to it. 

The Army bill in thisestimate is the Army bill as it passed the House 
of Representatives. I want to haveit borne in mind that itis the Army 
bill denuded of the amendments that we put on here, which properly 
and fairly belonged to the fortification bill, and which will be included 
in the fortification bill. YetI have only estimated for the fortification 
bill the exact amount appropriated by the House. 

Thus every regular appropriation is included except the bill which 
we have now under consideration, and I must admit that I have made 
an estimate as to what will be finally agreed to in this bill, and there- 
fore to that extent the table is inaccurate; that is to say it is inaceu- 
rate by the possibility of a difference between about $27,000,000 and 
$25,000,000, depending upon who surrenders this or that appropriation 
which is disagreed to in this conference report. Looking at the prob- 
abilities, [have estimated it at $26,300,000. Then I haveadded the de- 
ficiencies as the deficiency bill wasreported to the House of Represent- 
atives, which is practically as it passed the House yesterday, although 
I believe $100,000 or $200,000 have been added to it by the House. 

So in making up this table I have taken the actual appropriations 
and made estimates within a very narrow range as respects the forti- 
fication bill and the sundry civil bill. Now, taking all this into ac- 
countand also estimating within a very narrow range, the public-build- 
ing bills and the other bills yet to be passed—estimating them at only 
two million and a half, whilst there is fully that amount pending now 
in conference committee upon public-building bills alone—the total of 
this year’s appropriations, not including what are called the perma- 
nent appropriations, amounts to $306,392,296.93. For the same pur- 
poses last year the appropriations were $248,573,990.84, or nearly $58,- 
000,000 less than the appropriations for this year. I bave explained 
in a sense 2 good many of these items of increase. 

Mr. BECK. The deficiencies and the river and harbor bill account 
for $40,000,000 of the difference. 

Mr, ALLISON. The river and harbor bill and the deficiencies, as 
the Senator from Kentucky suggests, account fora litt!e more than 
$40,000,000 of this difference. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. Gray in thechair). The Senator 
from Iowa will pause while the Chair lays before the Senate the unfin- 
ished business, being the bill (S. 12) to provide for the formation and 
admission into the Union of the State of Washington, and for other 


pu 

Mr. STEWART. I ask that that order be temporarily laid aside 
until the Senator from Iowa finishes his remarks. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. If there be no objection the unfin- 
ished business will be laid aside temporarily. 

Mr. ALLISON. I suppose this is in order even against the regular 
order. A conference report is a privileged question, I take it. 

Now, Mr. President, if you will add to the $306,000,000 what aro 
known as the permanent appropriations, that is, those appropriations 
which are not drawn into annual appropriation bills, which amount 
to $116,000,000 per annum, we have a total of $421,000,000 of appro- 
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tions for this current year, and we have an estimated revenue of | Table comparing by bills the regular annual appropriations, including do- 


0,000,000. 

These two estimates include what the Senator from Kentucky [Mr. 
BECK] called my attention toa moment ago, namely, a full appropri- 
ation for the Post-Office Department, and include the postal revenues 
in the revenues estimated. In the $421,000,000o0f expenditures I have 
included the total expenditures of the Post-Office Department and in 
estimating the revenues for the current fiscal year I have included the 
total revenues of the Post-Oflice Department and all other revenues. 
One offsets the other. Thus, according to this statement, which is sub- 
stantially correct, the appropriations for this current year will be within 
$19,000,000 of the estimated revenues of the current year. 

I have gone into these detailed explanations of the expenditures for 
the purpose of expressing my own judgment, not birding anybody else, 

tin the main these appropriations are necessary for the purpose of 
carrying on the Government; that they are not wasteful appropria- 
tions, but that they are in the main proper. I speak by and large of 
the whole sum, ‘They are in the main appropriations that are neces- 
sary to carry on this great Government of ours; and therefore, when 
I show that our revenues are only in excess of our expenditures for 
this year $19,000,000, I do not stand here for the purpose of criticising 
the expenditures or the appropriations made; and this table, I will say 
to the Senator from Kentucky, takes a range of eight years, beginning 
with 1882 and ending with 1889, covering the current fiscal year, be- 
cause the appropriation bills are now so far advanced that we know 
practically what they will be. 

Now I want to call attention to the fact that comparing four years 
of the administration of President Arthur with four years of the ad- 
ministration of President Cleveland the excess of appropriations for 
the last four years as compared with the former four amounts to $95,- 
303,053.57. Inother words, we have appropriated for President Cleve- 
land’ s administration $95,000,000 in four years more than we appro- 
priated for four years of Republican administration immediately pre- 
ceding him. I am not here either to criticise the appropriations of 
four years ago or those of the recent four years, but only to say that 
when men criticise these appropriations as they have been criticised 
hitherto, and when a man has stood in this Chamber honored, re- 
spected, and revered by us for twelve long years, goes on the hustings 
this very year, and within a week says that these appropriations are 
monstrous appropriations, I think it is time that the men who make 
them should be able to show why they are made and the men who 
criticise them should be able to show wherein they are monstrous and 
extravagant and wasteful. 

Mr. BECK. Who was that? 

Mr. ALLISON. Onur ‘‘Old Roman,” who made this statement the 
other day at Cheltenham Beach, at Chicago, that the appropriations that 
were yearly being made by Congress were monstrous. We know with 
what vigor and energy he would make that statement to an andience 
of forty thousand people, whirling around in order that they might hear 
him. 

Mr. President, if we are making these monstrous appro ipa) we 
have made $95,000,000 more from 1885 to 1889 than we did from 1881 
to 1885. They are appropriations tocarry on this Government. They 
are appropriations that have passed the scrutiny not only of the Re- 
publicans in both Houses, but of the Democrats as well, and I mean to 
say here now, and I think I can say it without fear of ‘successful con- 
tradiction, that in the Committee on Appropriations of this body as re- 
spects these appropriations there have been no party divisions, the 
Democrats and Republicans alike making the best possible investiga- 
tion that they could of these long and detailed items of public expend- 
iture, and then coming to a resolution and conclusion without division 
or distinction of H 

So I have felt that here and now it was incumbent on me at this first 
opportunity after these criticisms to make some suggestions respecting 
the situation of the ppropona bills. 

I ask that this table to which I have alluded-be added to my re- 
marks. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair hears no objection to that 
suggestion. 

The table is as follows: 


Regular annual estimates. 


TOtAL 0... scvsvssrescersorensnstessccsanasesseneseenereceensnsssssessoesesescnseesoseeee 939, 122, 356. 94 


Increase of estimates for 1886 to 1889, ooye over esti- 


mates for 1882 to 1885, INCLUSIVE. .essereseeee 


113, 319, 791. 23 
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ficiency and miscellaneous appropriations for the four fiscal years 1882 te 
1885, inclusive, with those for the four fiscal years 1886 to 1889, inclusive. 


Title, 1889. 1888. 1887. 1886. 
É 730.00, $64,715. $585, 790, 00 
f- . . 718. 69, 23,753, 057, 21| 24, 014, 052, 50 
Diplomatie i „429, 942. 44| 1,364,065, 1, 242, 925. 00 
District of Columbia....... i 4, 254,590. 651 3,721,050. 8, 622, 683, 20 
eT WR es | PER isl 725, 000. 00 
129,13) 5, 226, 897. 5, 516, 262. 5, 762, 512.70 
Leases. ete.. 058. 07| 20, 646, 143. 67| 20, 654, 346. 37| 21, 376, 708. 70 
Military Academy 315,043.81] 419,936.93 297, 805, 810, 021. G4 
NOVY. <6. scsesssoee 19, 943, $89, 95| 25,767,348. 19| 12, 989, 907, 20] 15, 070, 837. 95 
Pension... 81, 75S, 700. 00| $3, 152, 500. 00| 76, 075, 200. 00} 60, 000, 000, GO 
Post-Offtice........ 60, 860, 233. 74| 55, 694, 650. 15| 54, 365, 863, 25) 53, 700, 990. 00 
River and harbor.. 1616. 90}... cerca sevens sereen 14, 473, 900, OO}... onesna nsen 
Sundry civil ..... ae SI 22, 386, 540, ann 26, 079, 257. 49 
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"286, 040, 61 243, 761, 999, 35 250, 425,203, 00 17, 417, 634, 98 


8, 606, 256, 32 
12,500, 000.00 ta, 811,991.49) 13,499,410. 16 


Grand total... 306, 392, 296, 93 248, 573, 990. Narre A C ON A SON ES , 914, 613, 25}219, 595, 283, 18 
1 
Title. ite | tm | me | tt 

$430, 190. $105, 640.001 {27,280.00} $335,500.00 
`| 24, 454, 450. 00) 24, 681, 250. 00| 27, 258, 000, 00| 26, 637, 800, 00 
Diplonssie wad cou "219; 390.00) 1,296, 755.00) 1.256, 655.00] 1, 192. 435. 00 
District of Columbia ...... 3, 592, 35.54) 8,807,247.96 8,408, 816.58) 3,378, 617.44 

Fortification... <1 "700! 000. 670; 000. 375, 000. 575, 000. 
Indian... 5, 859, 42. 91 5,358,655. 91| 5, 229,374.01) 4,587. 866. 80 
Legislative, ete.. 21,393. 141.85 20, 454, 246. 22 20, 038, 000, 65| 17, 678, 508, 99 
Military Academ 314,563.50. 318,657.50) 335, 557.04) "522, 435.37 
ENY. cirer 14, 950; 472.59 15, 894 434. 23! 14, S19, 976, 80| 14, 566. 037, 55 
Pension 20, 810; 070.00 86, 575, 00, 00 100", 000, 000, 00! 68, 289" 3C6. 68 
Post-Ofice 49, 040. 400.00, 44, 439, 520. 00| 44, 643, 990. 00; 40, 957, 432. 00 
River and ha; 13, 949, 200. 00 ...crecseseessessesss 18, 788, 875. 00| 11, 441, 200, 00 
Sundry civil.. 22, 209, 431. 30 "23, 679, 875. 44 5,580, 358. 06, 21, 954, 194. 12 

| 22,390, CLD ' 
Total... k I (060, 480. 69 227, 320, 982. 26 262, 210, 823, 14 211, 989, 433. 95 
Deficiencies. 7,057, 519.00 2,749, 911. 49 25, €39, WL. 10| 5. 092, 138. 92 
i 

= — 117, 989, 69 230, 030, 923. 75 287, 900, 774. 24 217, 081, 572. 87 
“=| 9,592, 698. 40 1, 912, 723.88) 9/413, 614.16] 1,072, 983. 64 


j196, 710, 583. 09 231, 993, 647. 63 297, 314, 388. sons, 154, 506,51 
[j 


Total appropriations for four years 1885 to 1889, inclusive......... -$1, 038, 476, 184, 20 
Total appropriations for four years 1882 to 1835, inclusive, ........ 943, 178, 130. 63 


Increase 1886 to 1889 over 1882 to 1835 .. 95, 308, 053. 57 


fT is the amount of Army bill for 1839, as aya the House of Represent- 
atives. 

t This is the amount of fortification bill for 1889, as passed the House of Rep- 
resentatives. 

ims amount is approximated. 

This is the amount of general deficiency bill as reported to the House of 

Representatives. 

| This amount ($2,500,000) covers various bills pending for miscellaneous pur- 
poses, and is approximated. 


Mr. HALE. Mr. President, one by one the illusions about the 
present Administration fade; one by one its pretensions are exploded. 
The speech of the Senator from Iowa, who has just taken his seat, 
which is a complete mine of information as to appropriations and ex- 
penditures, has exploded the assumption that the present Administra- 
tion is an economical one. An Administration that in four years re- 
quires appropriations of the people's money in excess of the previous 
four years under the opposing party, of ninety-five odd millions of 
dollars, has little claim to be considered economical in its expenditure 
of the rs money. And yet, sir, there is no one thing that for 
four years been so persistently urged before the American people, 
in Congress and out, in the newspapers and upon the stump, as the 
assertion that the present Administration is frugal, is economical, is 
simple in its way of expending the public revenue. 

The Senator from Iowa, more competent than any one in this body 
from his long experience, the grasp that he has upon the subject of ap- 
propriations, the scrutiny that he must needs give and does give to 
every appropriation that passes Congress, has shown clearly how the 
present Administration stands upon the subject of the appropriations 
that it requires as compared with four years of its predecessor. 

No fairer method could have been taken than that pursued by the 
Senator from Iowa, as illustrated in the table he has submitted. To 
compare this year with last, or to compare this year with any single 
year of President Arthur’s administration, would not be fair; it would 
not represent the whole situation. As the Senator from lowa has said, 
and as the Senator from Kentucky [Mr. BECK], an old veteran upon 
the subject of appropriation, has brought out, millions of appropria- 
tions have been crowded into this year that ought to have gone to the 
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account of and been charged against last year; and it would not be fair 
to hold the-Administration up to censure because the appropriations 
that it requires for this year are so large as to amount to $306,000,000. 

But the Senator from Iowa has not stopped there. He has gone back 
and grouped the appropriations that have been required by this Ad- 
ministration, for Senators will remember and the country will remem- 
ber that whatever may be the appropriations, taking them by and 
large, we are never able to keep up with the estimates that are sent in 
here from the Departments, No matter how much money may be ap- 
propriated, no matter what it may be in excess of the appropriation of 
a prior year, it is the general rule that the requests which are made 
for appropriations exceed the expenditures, and in these four years, 
reaching from 1885 to 1889, inclusive, as compared with the four years 
preceding, there is the enormous discrepancy of $95,000,000 and odd 
against the present Administration. Almost every department of the 
Government costs the people to-day and has for the last four years 
more than in the pteceding four years. 

It is interesting to follow these things through and to see how it is 
that gradually, while the cry of economy and frugality and old Dem- 
ocratic simplicity has been kept up, at the same time there has gone 
on constantly and unerringly an increase in the appropriations and 
expenditures of the General Government. Each Department almost 
makes good this rule. The agricultural appropriation has been in- 
creased; the diplomatic appropriation has been increased; the Indian 
appropriation has been increased; the legislative appropriation, the run- 
ning expenses of the Government have been increased; the navy bill 
has been increased; tlie sundry civil bill has been increased. Themis- 
cellaneous appropriations which go to cover claims and subjects outside 
of the regular appropriation bills have been increased 50 per cent. over 
the appropriations which were made and consumed of the people’s 
money by the administrationof the Republicanseight yearsago. And 
so it goes on until this aggregate has been reached. 

Now, Mr. President, it is a fortunate thing that the Senator from 
Towa has brought to the attention of the Senate and of the country 
these most important facts. It was high time that one of the pretenses 
under which this Administration sailed before the American people 
should be destroyed. It is no new thing. One after the other, as I 
have said, these illusions disappear, these pretenses are exploded. 

For a time the Administration sailed under the pretext that it was 
a civil service reform administration. Investigation and examination 
showed that whatever had been the evils under old administrations 
they were ten times increased under the present Administration. There 
was neyer an administration that made wholesale and sweeping re- 
movyals like this. There was never an administration that prostituted 
its office-holding force to the uses of party politics like this. There 
has never been illustrated or shown in the history of the Government 
any such instance of the power of an administration being used to 
break down malcontents and protestants in the Democratic party as 
has been shown by this civil service reform Administration. 

Testimony taken by a committee of the Senate, of which I have the 
honor to be chairman, shows that in the State of Pennsylvania disci- 
pline was resorted to by the national Administration, every power ot 
the Government was brought to bear to break down the resisting force 
against the Administration and its theories inside of its party in the 
person of Mr, RANDALL. Nothing that could be brought to bear in 
the way of patronage but was bestowed to pay men in terms for desert- 
ing the standard of Mr. RANDALL so that the Administration might 
control the party organization in that State. It was shown that in the 
assessing and in the collecting of money for political purposes, in tarn- 
ing post-offices and custom-houses into sluice-ways through which 
might run contributions for party purposes, nothing had ever been 
equal to it; and yet upon the heels of that the President issued a new 
order, which I hold in my hand, in which he declared that the civil- 
service rules must be enforced with greater strength and with greater 
rigor, as if that would be a remedy! 

Take another subject where the pretenses of the Administration have 
been exposed. It negotiated a treaty with a view not of settling the 
difficulties that had arisen upon the fisheries question. The discus- 
sion that lasted here for weeks and weeks showed that not one person 
engaged in this interest anywhere was willing to admit that the treaty 
met the difficulties of the case, and the general feeling of the Ameri- 
ean people when the discussion ended was that it had been demon- 
strated that the rights of the United States had been given away in the 
treaty. We do not know yet the damage that has been done by the 
Administration in negotiating that treaty, although it was rejected by 
the Senate. We do not know how, in future negotiations, in times to 
come, when this Administration is dead and buried and forgotten, the 
concession that was made by the Administration in that treaty will 
come back to pester us. And after this treaty had been rejected, then 
the President comes in with a message assuming new ground upon the 
basis that had been agreed on this side as a remedy. 


Here we have another trick of the Administration exposed. TheSen- 


ator from Iowa has shown that in the use of the people’s money in the 
appropriations that are made at the request of this Administration, 
claiming to be a frugal and economical administration, it expends in 


four years of the people’s money which is appropriated for it $95,000,- 
000 more than its predecessor in the same period of time. 

What will be the remedy for this? What will be the Administration 
remedy for this? When this exposure has been made, when this ex- 
plosion is heard by the country, what will be the remedy by the Ad- 
ministration for it? Will it spend any less money? Not one dollar. 
Will it economize in any one of the Departments? Notone. Will it 
reduce its force of paid mercenaries who have been increased all along 
the line? Notinasingle person. Will itin any way economize and 
save money, and ask for less appropriations? No, sir, in not a single 
instance; but the remedy will be niter this exposure, after this explo- 
sion, after this showing up of false pretenses, that we shall be treated 
to a message from the President of the United States in which he will 
declare that there must be more economy, and perhaps will take the 
ground that we ought to pay out less money for the interest on the na- 
tional debt, and to the soldiers and their widows and their orphan chil- 
dren. That is theonly remedy. It would bein part and in parcel and 
in character with the remedies resorted to whenever any pretenses of 
the Administration have been exposed. 

I wanted, as the subject was brought up and asillustrating the econ- 
omy of theadministration of the Democratic party while in power, to 
recur for a minute to the public buildings. I have got here, not com- 
plete, but so far as I could gather them, a little batch of Presidential 
vetoes upon public buildings. The first that strikes me isa bill passed 
by Congress providing for a building in Allentown, Pa., at an expense 
of $100,000—a town in a Northern State, a Republican State, contain- 
ing at the last census 18,063 population, largely increased at the pres- 
ent time. The next that I find is a veto message of a bill passed by 
Congress for a public building to cost $75,000 in the town of Youngs- 
town, Ohio, a town that contains at present a population of 25,000 or 
more, and contained at the last census 15,435. The bill providing for 
$75,000 for a building at that town was vetoed, 

The next veto that I find in this batch is of the bill providing for 
the erection of a public building at Sioux City, Iowa, where $150,000 
was proposed to be appropriated in a town where the present popula- 
tion . been estimated by the Senator from Iowa, who knows all about 
it, at 30,000, I believe. 

Mr. WILSON, of Iowa. It exceeds 32,000. 

Mr. HALE. The Senator from Iowa says it exceeds 32,000. The 
next is a bill providing for a public building in the town of Columbus, 
Ga., which contains a population of 10,123, and the bill provides for 
an expenditure of $100,000. The next is a bill for a public building 
in the city of Council Bluffs, Iowa, containing a population in 1880 of 
18,063. I will ask the Senator from Iowa what is the estimated pop- 
ulation at present. I know it is a growing town. 

Mr. WILSON, of Iowa. About 25,000. 

Mr. HALE. The last is a case in the State of Maine, a building in 
the town of Bar Harbor, which is to-day perhaps the greatest resort 
upon the whole Atlantic coast for citizens of the United States from 
almost every State in the Union, a place now containing several thou- 
sand population permanently and a population in the summer varyin 
from 15,000 to 30,000, a place with fifteen hotels and one hundred his 
twenty stores, running four railway trains a day, and where the con- 
venience of the American people for months in the year is as much 
affected as, or more than, in any other resort in the United States. 
Yet a little bill for $25,000 could not pass the President’s scrutiny, 
and he vetoed it after it had heen passed by the two Houses. 

Here is the significant fact, that. with one exception these appropri- 
ations of the public money for public buildings apply to places that 
are large and growing, with a business community about them that is 
rapidly increasing, towns and cities that have a great future before 
them, as shown by the growth in the last ten years, and in all butone 
case lying ina Northern or Republican State. 

As an offset to this, and as illustrating this pretense of economy, this 
claim of frugality, this claim of an honest endeavor to serve the public 
interests by scrutinizing appropriations and eliminating from them all 
useless appropriations as applied to this subject of public buildings, I 
have a little list that has just been hunted up in the document-room 
of bills for public buildings that were not vetoed by the President upon 
the ground of economy, upon the ground that the communities in 
which the buildings were situated were not extensive enough in popa- 
lation or in business to demand the erection of such buildings as the 
two branches of Congress had agreed to have. 

The first one that my eye rests upon is in Greenville, S. C., where 
the population, as shown by the last census—and I have given the pop- 
ulation in all the other cases as shown by the last census, so I am con- 
cealing nothing—was 912, Yet an appropriation of $100,000 for a pub- 
lic building at that place the scrutiny and received the signa- 
tureof the President of the United States, who is jealously watching and 
guarding the public revenues, when a bill was vetoed which proposed 
to appropriate $75,000 for a public building at Council Bluffs, Iowa, 
which contains forty times the population and, I venture to say, does 
three hundred times the business of the little town of Greenville, 8. 
C. Is there any Senator here who can tell why, upon any general con- 
siderations, that was done? 
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Mr. BUTLER. May I interrupt the Senator? 

Mr. HALE. Yes, sir. 

Mr. BUTLER. May I ask the Senator what he stated the popula- 
tion of Greenville, 8. C., to be? 

Mr. HALE. Ihave it down in figures as less than a thousand in 


1880, 

Mr. BUTLER. The Senator had better re-examine the census. 

Mr. HALE. What is the population? I willcompare it with Coun- 
cil Bluffs, Suppose these figures that have been given to me are not 
correct. 

Mr. BUTLER. Onethousand! Why, the population is over 10,000. 

Mr. HALE. Well, I will take that, if there has been a mistake. 
This list was handed to me here; it may have been a mistake in the 
State of South Carolina; but suppose the population is 10,000 (and I 
thank the Senator for correcting me), is there reason why Green- 
ville, S. C., should have a public building at a cost of $100,000 when 
Council Bluffs, with a population of 25,000, and Sioux City, with a pop- 
ulation of 30,000, or Allentown or any of these other towns with three 
times the population should not have a public building? The expla- 
nation is that the Senator from South Carolina wasable to railroad his 
bill through and obtain the President’ssignature, and the Senator from 
Iowa who sits before me and the Senator from Iowa whose seat is 
here and who has spoken this morning were not able to railroad their 
bill through. 

Mr. BUTLER. If the Senator will pardon me for interrupting him, 
I will state that I had been railroading at the bill for the last seven or 
+ eight years. It wasa pretty slow piece of business, it seems to me, to 
railroad it through the Senate. 

Mr. HALE. ‘The Senator did not spend as much time as that with 
President Cleveland. Iwill venture tosay that one interview was all 
that was n 2 

Mr. BUTLER. I spent very little time with the President. 

Mr. HALE. One interview did the business, I will venture to say. 

Mr. BUTLER. No, sir. 

Mr. HALE. Well, two, 

Mr. BUTLER. I donot know that my interview had any influence 
whatever upon him. I do not think it had. 

Mr.HALE. Thenextis the case of Helena, Ark. The figures which 
have been given to me show a population in this town in 1850 of 3,652, 
and that is ted a public building to cost $75,000, of the same size 
as the building ay for Council Bluffs, with 25,000 population, 
that was vetoed by the President. 

Mr, ALLISON. And Sioux City. 

Mr. HALE. There was an additional appropriation for Council 
Bluffs that was vetoed. I have the veto message here. 

Mr. ALLISON. ‘That was to buy a little land. 

Mr. HALE. It was to buy a little land for securing the building. 

Mr. BUTLER. May I interrupt the Senator once more, use I 
have no idea he wants to state anything but what is absolutely correct ? 

Mr. HALE. No, sir. 

Mr. BUTLER. Iwas not present when the gentleman first referred 
to Greenville, and therefore I am not informed as to whether he stated 
all the facts in connection with that case. 

Mr. HALE. I stated no facts except that the bill which appropri- 
ated $100,000 for a public building there was signed by the President. 

Mr. BUTLER. Did the Senator state that there was a Federal court 
held there? 

Mr. HALE. I did not go into that, So there is a Federal court in 
Sioux City. I did not g into comparisons in either case. Indeed, I 
have not gone into the details. But hereis Helena, Ark., with an a 
propriation of $75,000, with a population in 1880 of 3,652, and yet it 
was not found essential to the interests of economy and a frugal ad- 
ministration of the revenues of the Government that the public build- 
i proposed at Helena, Ark., should be stopped by a Presidential veto. 
atA ERRY. Will the Senator allow me to ask him a question ? 

Mr. HALE. Yes, sir. ` 

Mr. BERRY. Did the Senator state the population as shown by the 
census of 1880, or did he state it as it is now? 

Mr. HALE. I stated it as shown by the census of 1880, as I did in 
all the other cases. 

Mr, BERRY. And he then stated what the population is now in 
the other cases, did he not? 

Mr. HALE. I have not stated that. What is the population of 
Helena? 

Mr. BERRY. I suppose there are about 8,000 people there. There 
is a Federal court, however, in the town, - 

Mr. HALE. Iam not denying that in every one of these cases there 
is a Federal court. There is a Federal court in Sioux City. There is 
a great population about there. 

Mr. BERRY, Is there a Federal court at Youngstown, Ohio? 

Mr. HALE. That I do not know. 

Mr. BERRY. Is there a Federal court in one of the towns the Sen- 
ater has named, where the bills were vetoed, except at Sioux City? 

Mr. HALE. Oh, I thinkthereis. I only sent for this list while the 
Senator from Iowa was speaking. But therearetowns in the Southern 
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States for which public-building bills have passed—I can not give them 
now, but I know it to be the fact—where there is no Federal court 
holden, and where sep ag Fr oa i , and where the President 
never thinks of vetoing can not give the names of the 
towns now, but I will take one case that I do know of, because the Sen- 
ators are here and can speak for it, the caseof Sioux City. Yet the bill 
for Helena, Ark., went through without any trouble. The Senators 
from that State were able to get the President to append his signature 
to that most important bill for this most importantand growing town. 

Huntsville, Ala., which is a growing town, which had in 1880, 4,977 
souls making up its population, which now I presume is double that, 
was able to gain a public building at an expense of $100,000 to the 
Treasury, and the bill received the President's siguature, and no veto 
was submitted in that case. 

So, Mr. President, Imightgoon. I do notfind fault; I do not blame 
my friends upon the other side for seeing to it that it is so under their 
Administration, but the whole thing in the way of appropriations is 
runuing in the direction of appropriations for their section. The world 
will live longer and be wiser than now before it sees under a Demo- 
cratic administration the line of economy drawn against appropriations 
for the Southern States, whether they be of one kind or another, 

Mr. BERRY, Will the Senator allow me to interrupt him? 

Mr. HALE. Let me finish my sentence. Every member of the 
Committee on Appropriations in this body has seen one thing gradually 
dawningand growing upon us. Items upon the appropriation bills like 
the item for the payment to the State of Texas in one of the appropria- 
tion bilis passed by this Congress and signed by the President are more 
and more creeping on to appropriation bills. The representatives of 
that section in the other branch of Congress see to it vigilantly that 
their claims and their demands are answered. The North must pay 
the bills and it must expect to pay the bills. It is nothing startling 
to any one who has had a general observation of this feature of our 
Government as shown by its appropriations in the last four years. It 
is no startling thing that is shown here when we find that this Demo- 
cratic Administration has needed nearly a hundred million dollars 
more of the people’s money than its predecessor. It has not been 
brought so clearly to the public attention before as it has been by the 
Senator from Iowa [Mr. ALLISON], but the thing in this regard that 
has been is the thing that will be. There is no new thing under the 
sun in this regard, Mr. President; it will go on in this way, and it is 
natural that it should go on in this way. 

I have only attempted to draw certain lessons that occurred to me 
while listening to the speech of the Senator from Iowa. He has laid 
the foundation for these comments and for others that will be made 
here and elsewhere. He has shown the American people, and we 
ought to be glad that he has done so, just what this pretense of econ- 
omy amounts to. From the figures which are at his hand, and which 
can not be gainsaid, he has made up his statement. There it stands, 
and there it shows in living light what is worth every pretense of 
economy that can be urged by any adherent of this Administration or 
any misleading message or communication that may come to Congress 
from the head of this Administration, whichis spending $100,000,000 
more of money in its four years than its ecessor. ` 

Mr. BECK. Mr, President, I believe this is the first time in about 
twenty years’ service that I was ever obliged to say either to the Senate 
or House that I was not well enough to take part in debate or even to 
tell what I know about a pending measure, but that is the fact this 
morning. However, there are a few things that ought to be said, which 

rhaps I can state: others will doubtless attend to the politics that the 
Benator from Maine [Mr. HALE] has into this discussion. 

To begin with, we have had a Democratic House of Representatives 
all the time, except for two years, I believe, since 1875, which has taken 
very care that all administrations since that date should be rea- 

y economical in the expenditure of public money. That period 
covers the administrations of Mr. Hayes, Mr. Arthur, and Mr. Cleve- 
land. . The difference, we claim, is that what we have spent since the 
Democratic Administration came into power has been, in the main, well 
expended. Since the Democratic Administration came into power we 
have been able to show what was done with the money appropriated. 
When we get money to build up a Navy we can show that we are get- 
ting a Navy.. 

Prior to that time Republican administrations spent hundreds of 
millions appropriated for the building up of a navy and produced noth- 
ing. We bave had no star-route frauds and robberies under our Ad- 
ministration, where millions were sunk. Whatever we have spent has 
been spentin the public interest. Ourofficials have had no post-trader- 
ships and others things for sale, and have not even been accused of ve- 
nality that Iam aware of. The contrast is in the expenditure of the 
money appropriated. If we have spent $90,000,000 more in four years, 
the growth of the country, with its increasing population, develop- 
ment and business accounts fora good dealofit. This year, inaddition 
to a great river and harbor bill which covers over two years, and the 
deficiencies for two years and more to be provided for, we are spend- 
ing nearly $90,000,000 for pensions. All the private bills have to 
be added to the general pension bill. In 1885, the last year of Mr. 
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Arthur’s administration, the whole pension-roll was only a fraction 

over $20,000,000. This year, as I said, it will be close to $90,000,000, 

and if the President of the United States had not vetoed the depend- 

ent pension bill, about which there was such a howl, it would have 

been $150,000,000 or perhaps $200,000,000 now. That would have dis- 
of a good deal of the surplus, 

Mr. ALLISON. Will the Senator yield to me for a moment? 

Mr. BECK. Yes, sir. 

Mr. ALLISON. I am sure the Senator does not want to make an 
incorrect statement. 

Mr. BECK. No. 

Mr. ALLISON. The truth is, that for the four years which are in- 
cluded in that table and which were included in my statement of Pres- 
ident Cleveland’s Administration as compared with President Arthur’s, 
the pension appropriations were only $25,000,000 more in the last four 
years than they were in the previous four years. That accounts for 
$25,000,000 of the $95,000,000. 

Mr. BECK. I observe now, in running over this table, which I only 
got hold of a few moments ago, that the arrears of pensions ran up to 
$100,000,000 during one year of Arthur’s administration. 

Mr. ALLISON. But the next year it was $66,000,000, and the next 
year $20,000,000, because those three years were consolidated together 
by the appropriation acts; so that the three were considered together 
and expended as one appropriation. 

Mr. TELLER. I ask the Senator from Kentucky if he means to say 
th + there was any year under Mr. Arthur’s administration when only 
20,000,000 were paid out for pensions? 

Mr. BECK. Ido. 

Mr. TELLER. ‘That is a mistake. 

sick ALLISON. I have explained that to the Senator from Ken- 
tucky. 

Mr. BECK. I have here the table whieh shows it. 

Mr. TELLER. It does not show any such thing. 
are BECK. It does, I beg pardon. The Senator can see it for him- 

f. 

Mr. TELLER. I do not care what the table shows; that is not the 
fact. 

Mr. ALLISON. If the Senator from Kentucky will yield to me, 
I should like to make a statement. 

Mr. BECK. Certainly. 

Mr. ALLISON. Ispeak only from recollection, but the first year 
included in that table the appropriation was $68,000,000, the next year 
$100,000,000, the next year $66,000,000, and the next year $20,000,- 
000. 


Mr. BECK. That is right. 

Mr. ALLISON. Thatis in round numbers. So taking those four 
years and then taking the four years beginning in 1885, the pension 
appropriations for the last four years were only $25,000,000 more than 
the pension appropriations for the four preceding years, 

Mr. BECK. Very weil; that is $25,000,000 to be taken from the 
$95,000,000. We had not heard of that item before, even assuming 
these facts to be correct. 

Mr. ALLISON. I did not go into details upon that point. 

Mr. BECK. Of course it was the arrears-of-pension act that caused 
the extraordinary increase during one year, and then the regular pen- 
sion-roll fell off again. I wish to compare the appropriations for last 
year with those we are now making for the present year, and that is 
all I shall be able to do. The increase in the agricultural appropria- 
tion bill was explained very fairly by the Senator from Iowa [ Mr. At- 
LISON]. The Army appropriation bill has also been i 
Indian appropriation bill would have been no more than it was for last 
year but for theChoctawclaim. These $3,000,000 will not comeagainst 
us in any future bill. 

We all know and the country is advised as to the number of ships we 
are now building for the Navy. The development we are making in 
that direction reasonably accounts for the increased naval appropria- 
tions. The guns and steel for guns, etc., for the Army aceounts for 
the increase there. The Post-Office appropriation bill of last year, 
which was fifty-five and a half million dollars and this year is sixty 
and a half million dollars, would at blush indicate that we were 
appropriating more money out of the Treasury for the Post-Office this 
year we did last and more than we did in former years. That is 
not the case; the postal revenues payitnearly all. The total deficiency, 
I think, isa million and ahalf. That is all that comes out of the Treas- 
ury, is it not? ; 

Mr. ALLISON, It is a little more than that this year. x 

Mr. BECK. With all the extraordinary expenditures we had to pro- 
vide for added to the appropriations for the ordinary workings of the 
Department, the report of the Postmaster-General shows the total de- 
ficiency to be about a million and a half dollars. All the balance of 
the appropriations, which amount to the vast sum of $60,800,000, really 
means that the business of the country has grown so rapidly, especially 
in the Jastfew years, and with our increasing railroad facilities keeps on 
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wing year by year; yet the revenuesof the Post-Office Department pay 
itall butabontamillionandahalf. Ithink for the current year the es- 


timate of the Postmaster-General was that the Department would about 


pay its expenses if we did not change existing conditions. 

Mr. GEORGE. I should like to ask the Senator from Kentucky a 
question. As I understand him, the revenues of the Post-Office De- 
partment now pay all its expenses except a deficit of about a million 
and a half of dollars ? 

Mr. BECK. About that. 

Mr. GEORGE. Does the Senator know what was the deficit in Ar- 
thur’s administration ? 

Mr. BECK. Ihave not looked into that. It is difficult to state ac- 
curately, as the rates were changed at different times. Whether such 
changes were made in the first year of Mr. Cleveland’s administration 
or the last year of Mr, Arthur’sI do not now recollect. Some member 
of the Post-Office Committee can answer that. Various changes were 
made, as the change from 1 ounce to 2 ounces for first-class matter; that 
made a great deal of difference for awhile. However, the Post-Office 
appropriation bill, with over $60,000,000, being on the list, looks as 
thoughanimmensesum of money was being expended ont of the revenues 
of the Government, when it simply means a million and a half, and 
while it appears that there were $5,000,000 more expended this year 
than last for Post-Office purposes, there will not be in fact half as much 
paid out of the Treasury, I think Senators will find on examination, 
this year as there was the year before. 

That is what I called on the Senator from Iowa to explain, because 
people merely looking at the figures as shown by the bills might have 
supposed that there was an increase of expenditure for post-office pur- 
poses, when in fact it only shows an increase of business, which the 
people who use the post-oflice pay for themselves. The real test of in- 
creased expenditure is in the regular bills which provide for the an- 
nual salaries of the employés of the Government. 

The legislative appropriation bill this year appropriates only. about 
$20,000 more than last year. That is one of the bills which shows ex- 
travagance, if any exists, perhaps more than any other, because it em- 
braces all salaries for judges, legislators,and clerks; in short, it includes 
the salaries and pay of nearly everybody in the employ of the Govern- 
ment in its civil service. While we have added to our population 
many millions in the last few years, and our business is growing rap- 
idly year by year of course, necessarily requiring more and more of 
expenditure, the legislative, executive, and judicial appropriation bill, 
which pays for all salaries, is this i $20,668,000, according to the 
table, while it was $21,300,000 in 1885, during the last year of Mr. 
Arthur’s administration. 

With the salaries and other things provided for in the legislative 
appropriation bill it only shows this year about $20,000 increase over 
last year’s bill, which is a very small advance, and I think indicates 
economy, I re that is the bill which tests more than any- 
thing else what is being expended for all salaries of employés. And 
there is where extravagance or economy is shown. 

Mr. GEORGE. I should like to ask the Senator from Kentucky if 
he means to say that in the legislative appropriation bill, which pro- 
vides for the salaries of judicial and executive officers and salaries of 
every king, the increase has been but $20,000 overlast year’s appropri- 
ations 

Mr. BECK. Ido; and Isay that it is less now, after four years, not- 
withstanding the growth of the country in its business, by nearly a 
million dollars than it was in the last year of the administration of 
President- Arthur. Among the items that do not to annual ap- 
propriation bills are large amounts running up to, say, $25,000,000, to 
be spent for guns that we are experimenting with, and for steel that 


The | we are buying with which to try to build up an efficient Army and 


Navy. These extraordinary expenditures have been made because we 
have been endeavoring for the last three or four years to do something 
to put ourselves in a condition to defend ourselves, if nothing else. 
That makes up more than the difference which may appear between 
appropriations now and during Mr. Arthur’sadministration. The Army 
appropriation bill this year and the naval appropriation bill are 

than they were last year, I think. I have not had time to go over the 
table presented by the Senator from Iowa [Mr. ALLISON]. I know 
we have been spending a good deal of money for these things. 

But all charges of extravagance are answered when it is shown that 
the legislative appropriation bill shows no increase, but a diminution 
of three-quarters of a million from what it was four years ago and none 
or hardly any over last year; having accounted for $25,000,000 at least 
in the increase for pensions, having endeavored to explain the post-office 
matter, then comes the river and harbor bill, which of course we all 
understand is nearly twenty-two millions and a half this year, and there 
was nothing appropriated for rivers and harbors last year. There is 
nearly $18,000,000 of deficiency this year, when there would have been 
less than ten millions perhaps if the deficiencies of last year had been 
properly charged. That is abont the proportion, I think, and many of 
these deficiencies, I may observe, have been caused by our own leg- 
islation. We have reduced the hours of the letter-carriers. We have 
given additional leave of absence with pay to other employés, and in 
ney ways created deficiencies which the Departments could not con- 
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Mr. ALLISON. There were certainly $5,000,000 of deficiencies last 


ear. 

7 Mr. BECK. More than that I think. As to the increase of appro- 
priations for this year over last, take off the river and harbor bill and ac- 
count for extraordinary appropriations for the Army and Navy, the 
$3,000,000 for the Choctaw claims, and the increase is notlarge. Every- 
thing can be ascertained substantially now, with the exception of the 
sundry civil appropriation bill, which is yet in conference, and the 
exact amount of that depends upon what we agree on. We have in 
the sundry civil appropriation bill a million dollars for the new Library 
building, for example. That is not an expenditure of the Administra- 
tion. That building and the expenditures for it will go on for years. 
We are proposing to buy a block near the Post-Office building that may 
cost us & million dollars more, for permanent public uses. We are 
seeking to add to the Government Printing Office by buying half a 
block there. That may cost us a good deal of money. ‘These are 
things that the needs of the Government require. We have more 
public buildings going on now than we had four years ago, but all 
this talk about the public buildings, it seems to me, amounts to very 
little. 

I can name four cities—the city of New York, the city of Pittsburgh, 
the city of Cincinnati, and the city of St. Louis—which have four 
public buildings, and if the amount appropriated for them is aggre- 
gated those four public buildings will cost this Government three times 
more than all the appropriations which are being made this year for all 
the public buildings over the country. Nearly $10,000,000 was spent 
in New York alone for a post-oflice; at Pittsburgh, God knows how 
much; $5,000,000 or $6,000, 000 at Cincinnati; $4,000,000 or $5,000,000 
at St. Louis, perhaps. Thesmall public buildings that are going on all 
over the country are saving us rent where we have United States court 
or for internal-revenue offices and post-office or matters connected with 
ourcustoms. The purchase of a piece of property by the Government 
at $75,000, or $100,000, or $150,000, when money is worth to us only 

or 4 per cent., is certainly an economical investment, and is in no 
proper sense either extravagant or wasteful. 

The President may have vetoed some of these measures wrongfully. 
He may have had reasons for doing so in some cases about which I do 
not know, because I have not examihed his veto messages. The Com- 
mittee on Public Buildings and Grounds can explain all that, and if 
necessary no doubt will, but I have given the general condition. The 
increases this year over last year are accounted for almost entirely, 
perhaps entirely, by the river and harbor bill, by the deficiencies for 
two years being all thrown into this, as there was no deficiency bill 
passed for last year and no river and harbor bill, and by the appro- 
priations for the guns and armaments that we are endeavoring to 
obtain for the use of the Army and the Navy. There has been no 
increase in the legislative appropriation bill, no increase in the con- 
sular and diplomatic appropriation bill, and no increase in the Indian 
appropriation bill. There has been a falling off in the Military Acad- 
emy appropriation bill. There has been an increase of course in the 
pension appropriations, as we all understand. 

The sundry civilappropriation bill isnot yetoutof conference. It will 
perhaps come out appropriating $25,000,000 or $26,000,000. I do not 
know how it compares with those under Mr. Arthur’s administration, 
but it is somewhere along in the same general line. I see $22,000,- 
000 in 1882, $25,000,000 in 1883, twenty-three and a half million dol- 
lars in 1884, twenty-two and a quarter million dollars in 1885, and so 
on in the table furnished by the Senator from Iowa [Mr. ALLISON], 
substantially what we have it now. There has been a little swell per- 
haps, growing out of the necessities of the Government. We have 
more light-houses than we ever had. We are lighting up more rivers 
than weeverdid. Our Life-Saving Serviceisimproving and extending, 
We have added very much to the cost of our Geological Survey in the 
last few years, only I think we are going a little too fast upon that 
line; and there is too little accountability when you come to understand 
it; and so with many other things. 

Therefore the alarm about the using up of the revenues of the Gov- 
ernment may as well be dismissed. It is said there is a difference of 
only about $20,000,000 between the estimated revenues and what we 
are expending. You can take half the river and harbor bill off, and 
you can take off all or at least half the deficiency appropriations, 
Twelve million dollars and $8,000,000 make $20,000,000. That is, 
$40,000,000 that you can very well count as surplus, and as the Sen- 
ator from Iowa very well knows, we can take the $50,900,000 that we 
call a sinking fand and count it as a surplus beyond the needs of the 
Government, as we have no bonds we can buy with it except at a high 
premium. 

That constitutes a surplus of $90,000,000, to say nothing of all that 
we have lying idle inthe Treasury now. ‘There isnoneed ot any alarm 
about any reduction of taxation that is proposed, or that there is not 
being idle surplus money enough for all purposes. Of course our per- 
manent appropriations, which are stated in this exhibit at, say, $115,- 
000,000, are decreasing, and must decrease rapidly. We have bought 
a large number of bonds, some $60,000,000 perhaps, Every bond we 
buy diminishes the amount required for the permanent appropriations, 
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which embrace the interest on the public debt, the sinking fund, and 
all that class of things. t vi 

While my friend, the Senator from Maine, was speaking I turned to 
the monthly statement. We have to-day only $220,000,000 of 4} per 
cent. bonds that are payable in 1891 outstanding. We have $713,000,- 
000 of 4 per cent. bonds that do not mature until 1907. The total in- 
terest upon the whole bonded debt is $9,440,000 on the four-and-a-halis 
and $28,520,000 on the $713,000,000 of fours, making a total interest 
that from this time on we shall have to pay of $38,460,000, and it will 
diminish day by day. It was $52,000,000 two or three years ago, and 
nearly $150,000,000 twenty years ago. That is dropping off as fast as 
we buy bonds, and the reduction of interest increases the surplus as 
fast as we become the owners of the bonds. 

The estimates of appropriation, known as permanent, for the pay- 
ment of interest and other things, being based upon the total amount 
outstanding at the time estimated for, gives no credit for the amount 
we have bought in the mean time. Of course it adds that much to our 
surplus, So beyond all doubt we have the sinking fund, which every- 
body knows can only be applied to the purchase of bonds, with about 
$120,000, 000 lying idle in-the Treasury now, in addition to the $100,- 
000,000 that is supposed to be guarding greenbacks. That mouey 
alone will buy every bond we have that can be paid at par before 1907. 
The $50,000,000 so called a sinking fund is as much a surplus as any 
other money. I do not propose to discuss that question now. The 
Senator from Ohio thinks I am cranky about that. We will attend to 
that after awhile and see whether I am or not, when we come to dis- 
cuss it, as we shall, I hope, when the tariff bill is brought before the 
Senate, if it ever gets there. 

As I said, I am not physically able to go into any discussion beyond 
fairly stating what we have done. All I desire to add is, that I have 
been upon the Committee on Appropriations for nearly twelve years. 
I have served with the Senator from Iowa for a long time. The charges 
that have been made, to which he referred, from any quarter, I do not 
care whether made by the Secretary of the Treasury or anybody else, 
that the Senate has been extravagant in its appropriations, are all wrong. 

We have kept the appropriations down below the estimates. We 
have never had a political division in regard to any action taken in the 
committee. Instead of the Senate being blamed for any extravagance 
in making appropriations, I think every Department of the Govern- 
ment ought to thank the Senator from Iowa for the careful way in 
which he has considered all their claims and the absolute justice he 
has endeavored to do them in making the appropriations necessary to 
carry them on. Anything that implies censure on him or his com- 
mittee is all wrong, no matter from what source it comes, 

Mr. SAULSBURY. Mr. President, I have no desire to enter into a 
discussion about the expendiiures of the Government. I believe, how- 
ever, that it is well that occasionally the attention of the country 
should be called to the expenditures, because a watchful vigilance on 
the part of the people will have a tendency to restrain the extravagance 
of those who represent them in the two Houses of Con It is 
well, therefore, that the Senator from Iowa and the Senator from Ken- 
iucky, members of the Committee on Appropriations, have called the 
attention of the Senate and the country to the expenditures which are 
made to carry on the Government. 

I have no criticism to make of that committee. I have no doubt, 
as has been remarked by the Senator from Kentucky, that the com- 
mittee is vigilant and careful in its investigations into the n 
expenditures to carry on the Government; but I do object that there 
should be an attempt made by the Senator from Iowa, and especially 
by the Senator from Maine, to throw upon the present Administration 
the responsibility for the extravagances which have been indulged in 
in the expenditure of public money. Everybody knows that the Pres- 
ident of the United States has no control over the Treasury of the 
United States; that the appropriations are made by laws enacted by 
Congress, not by the executive department. If there has been any 
extravagance it is chargeable to the two Houses of Congress, and not 
to the President and the executive department of the Government. 

I have no doubt that there have been unnecessary appropriations 
under the authority of law, which the Committee on Appropriations 
could not fail to provide for, cause the laws of the land required them 
to be made; but it is unjust, it is unfair to the executive department 
of the Government to attempt to say that under the administration of 
President Cleveland the expenditures of the Government have been in- 
creased, with an evident intent, if possible, to make the impression 
upon the country that the administration of President Cleveland has 
been unnecessarily extravagant in the use of public money, when every 
Senator here knows that there is not a dollar which the President can 
handle without the appropriation having been made by Congress. ` 

I think, with all due deference to Senators upon the other side of the 
Chamber, that there has been a disposition on the part of Republican 
Senators to increase the expenditures. It was evident from the very 
inception of the present session of Congress that one of the purposes 
which dominated the majority of the Senate was to reduce the surplus 
in the Treasury by unnecessary appropriations of money. Everybody 
saw that it was one of the tactics of the present session on the part of 
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the Republican Senate to reduce that surplus, to which attention had 
been called by the President in his annual message, by extravagant 
expenditures of the public money. There is no disguising that fact. 
Need I cite the Blair bill, which proposed at one fell swoop to take 
$77,000,000 from the public Treasury, not all in the present year, but 
a part in the present year? The inspiration in part for that movement 
was to reduce the surplus, so as to prevent, if possible, a reduction of 
taxation upon the people which created that surplus. 

Mr. BLAIR. Will the Senator allow me to interrupt him for a mo- 
ment? 

Mr. SAULSBURY. I will yield for a question; but Iam not going 
to make any set speech, and I prefer to proceed in my own way. 

Mr. BLAIR. I-should like to remind the Senator, in regard to the 
educational bill of which he speaks, that it is older than the surplus; 
that the necessity for it is older than the surplus, and that it was nota 
strict party measure in its support, though I will admit in its influence 
and tendency, if it shall have an elevating and civilizing effect, it may 

rhaps make it liable to the charge of its being a Republican measure. 
But, sir, it is older than the surplus. It was introduced in the year 
1881; it has been pending ever since, and I assure the Senator from 
Delaware that it will remain pending, surplus or no surplus, until it 
is a law, or until the necessity which calls for its passage and the evil 
which it is designed to remedy have both been removed. ; 

Mr. SAULSBURY. My friend from New Hampshire will, I hope, 
not intrude upon my courtesy. 

Mr. BLAIR. I intruded upon the Senator’s courtesy only by telling 
the truth. I hope his courtesy will not run counter to matters of 
fact again. 

Mr. SAULSBURY. Iam not disposed to enter into a controversy in 
reference to the truth of thestatements of the Senator from New Hamp- 
shire, but I was simply expressing myself very briefly in regard to a 
subject which was brought to the attention of the Senate by the Sena- 
tor from Iowaand to which a political turn had been sought to be given, 
with the view, I suppose, of prejudicing the administration of Presi- 
dent Cleveland in the eyes of the country. I simply rose to protest 
against any such attempt on the age of Senators on the Republican 
side of the Chamber to charge the executive administration of this 
Government with any extravagance that they may have indulged in, for 
they know and everybody else knows that the President can not touch 
a single dollar in the public Treasury without the appropriation having 
been made by Congress. I then said that as soon as the attention of 
the country was called by the annual message of the President to the 
surplus that was threatening the business of the country, which had 
accumulated in the Treasury, the first purpose manifested on the part 
of the Republican side of the Chamber was by an extravagant use ofthe 
public money to deplete that surplus in the Treasury and to take away 
a strong argument against the reduction of the taxes upon the people 
of the country, 

We know of other measures. Not only was there the Blair bill to 
which I have referred, but against the protest of an executive officer 
of this Government, against the protest of the Postmaster-General de- 
claring that he did not need it, $800,000, I believe, was proposed as a 
subsidy to hitch on the appropriation bill for the Post-Office Depart- 
ment, and against his urgent protest you brought forward that meas- 
ure and thrust it down his throat so far as the action of the Senate was 
concerned. 

Can you charge an Administration with extravagance when it has 
resisted some of the extravagance which you have proposed by your 
legislation in the Senate? It is evidently unfair on the part of the 
Senator from Maine, and I can not exonerate the Senator from Iowa 
fully, to attempt to hold up the administration of President Cleveland 
as an extravagant administration, because by your efforts the expend- 
itures of the Government have been increased. 

As the country grows, as the business of the country enlarges, there 
must necessarily be an enlargement of public expenditures; and I do 
not say that Congress acts unwisely in meeting the growing demand 
upon the public Treasury; but I do say that after you have come here 
and enacted laws which require the appropriation of money it is unfair 
to undertake to hold the administration of President Cleveland up as 
an extravagant administration when he has not the power to touch a 
single dollar in the public Treasury except under the authority of law. 

Without making any criticism upon the Committee on Appropria- 
tions, or without intending to dissent from the necessity for these ap- 
propriations, because the laws require them, I did think it unfair, when 
there was being an exposé made of the expenditures of the Government, 
to fasten a charge directly or impliedly upon the Administration, charg- 
+~ing it with extravagance when it is known to every Senator that that 
- Administration is not responsible for the expenditure of a single dollar 
from the public Treasury except as it obeys the laws which Congress 
enacts. 

Mr. VEST. Iam informed—I was not in the Senate at the time— 
that the Senator from Maine [Mr. HALE] drew a comparison between 
appropriations for public buildings in the Northern and Southern States, 
and that he asked the question, Who pays for these public buildings ? 
why is this money so unequally distributed ? etc. AsI happen to bea 


member of the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds, and have 
paid some attention to the distribution of these public expenditures, I 
wish to call the attention of the country and of the Senate to Senate 
Report No. 89, Forty-ninth Congress, first session, which is a statement 
of all the expenditures for public buildings by the Government from 
March 4, 1789, to March 4, 1885, and which is the last official summary 
upon this subject. 

By the census of 1880 the State of Maine had 648,936 people. The 
expenditures for public buildings according to this report up to 1885 
were $2,231,114. 

Mr. REAGAN. In that State? 7 

Mr. VEST. In the State of Maine alone $2,231,114 was expended 
for public buildings up to 1885. In the State of Arkansas, with a popu- 
lation by the census of 1880 of 802,525, or one hundred and sixty-odd 
thousand more than in the State of Maine, there was expended for 
public buildings during the same period $309,317, or an excess in the 
State of Maine alone over Arkansas, with a superior population in Ar- 
kansas, of nearly $2,000,000. 

In the State of Alabama, which had by the same census 1,262,505 
people (nearly if not fully twice as many as the State of Maine), there 
was expended during the same time $619,807 against $2,231,114 in the 
State of Maine, although the State of Alabama had twice the popula- 
tion. In the State of Georgia, with a population of 1,542,180 (within 
a few hundred thousand of three times as many as the State of Maine), 
there was expended in the same period $500,849. 

If any Senator from the State of Maine, in the face of that exhibit, 
can talk about the unequal distribution of public money for public 
buildings, I commend his public audacity. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. Mr. President, I am not a member of the Com- 
mittee on Appropriations, and it does not devolve upon me to under- 
take to instruct the Senate or the country upon the questions that are 
pending here and under discussion now. I have not the slightest ob- 
jection, and I do not mean to offer any opposition or criticism to the 
methods the Senator from Maine [Mr. HALE] may see fit to employ 
in disporting himself before this Chamber after a fashion that com- 
ports with his own good taste. I am not discussing any item in the 
appropriation bill, but I mean to call the attention of the Senate to a 
matter clearly outside of the pending bill, which the Senator from 
Maine has seen fit to lug into the debate after a fashion that involves 
a question of common decency. 

‘The Senator from Maine saw fit to refer to a message which the Pres- 
ident of the United States sent here but recently upon the matter of 
the rejection of a treaty regulating open matters of dispute between 
this and a friendly power; and he undertook to make it germane to the 
discussion and to the issue which he was pretending to handle by tell- 
ing us that it had never been given to human power to calculate the 
losses that were imposed upon us by methods such as were suggested 
in that document. With that treaty, as with this appropriation bill, 
I have no special concern, for Iam not charged by committee service 
with handling either the one or the other, and I do not care to say 
aught about either the treaty or the message except this, which I do 
in all kindness, that it does occur to me that there is nobody torn up 
or disturbed about the action of the other side of the Chamber in re- 
jecting the treaty nor about the message which came here as a conse- 
quence of its rejection—at least nobody who sits around me. If any- 
body is disturbed or sweating blood over that transaction, it occurs to 
me that he must sit on the other side of the Chamber. 

The President said nothing in his message except that he had tried, 
after a friendly fashion, to accommodate existing differences with a 
friendly power, and that the Republican majority of the Senate had 
refused to allow him to do it; and he simply added what as an honest 
man he ought to have added, that he trusted the gentlemen who had 
reversed his action and remitted him to methods that were hostile 
would be fair enough, and manly enough, and honest enough to give 
him the legislation that was needed to enable him to do what I fear 
they will not do, but come in and play the rôle of bully or bravado, to 
execute the orders that the Senate of this country saw fit to impose, 
and to execute the laws which he had sworn to execute and which he 
has done after a fashion to the satisfaction of the American people. 

But that is not what I want to call the attention of the Senate to. 
The Senator from Maine in pretending to discuss an item in an appro- 
priation bill has seen fit to drag before this body what he says is testi- 
mony taken by a committee of this Chamber, raised on his own reso- 
lution, and of which he is chairman, and of which I chance to be a 
member. hs 

By accident, it may be, I happen to be a member of the Committee 
on Rules of this body, as is its worthy Presiding Officer. I have been 
a member of the Committee on Rules ever since I have been a Senator, 
but I have never found the rule, and I defy the man who lives to point me 
to a rule that warranted the Senator from Maine in dragging into this 
Chamber in a political harangue, for the accomplishment of a partisan 
purpose, testimony taken before a committee of this body which has 
never been validated by a report made upon it, and which he himself 
has never permitted to see the light of day. 

Mr. HALE. Oh, I beg the Senator’s pardon. 
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Mr. BLACKBURN. Iwill go further. 

Mr. HALE. Let me state that it is printed. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. I know it is printed. I will 
then the Senator will not want to interrupt me before 

Mr. HALE. It is all printed. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. I know it is. 

Mr. HALE. Every particle of it. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. I know it is, and delivered according to the 
Senator’s order, and not to me. 

Mr. HALE. Every Senator has had an opportunity to see it 

Mr. BLACKBURN. Very well, Mr. President, if the gentleman 
will contain his soul in peace—— 

Mr. HALE. The Senator is making a mare’s nest of nothing. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. No, but I shall make that Senator feel that he 
owes an apology to this Chamber for what he has done, not only for 
what he has done to-day in dragging that testimony here when under 
the rules and under the practice and under the precedents that govern 
in this and in every other,decent legislative body he stood precluded; 
but that is not the gravamen of the charge. I shall go further and 
make it worse, and make the Senator from Maine my witness. 

Mr. HALE. Well, go on. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. Ishall, and I am not indebted to your permis- 
sion for it either. 

I mean to say that the Senator from Maine offered a resolution in 
this Chamber, and under its provisions he raised a committee, a mud- 
slinging committee, so advertised to the world and branded on every 
lineament of its ill-visaged face. He started out to hold this Adminis- 
tration responsible for inconsistency in the matter of the execution ot 
the greatest and grandest political abortion, in my judgment, that ever 
afilicted or cursed mankind in the shape of a civil-service law. He 
lugged that committee to Baltimore, to Philadelphia, and to New York, 
and then allowed days to stretch into weeks, and then permitted weeks 
to lapse into months before he ever called it together again; and he has 
not called it now, and does not dare to do it. 

Di with his failure of find, skulking away from his self-im- 
posed duties, which were intended toanswer and to accomplish political 
purposes, never daring to make a report, never calling that committee 
together in order to consider the testimony which had been adduced, 
outside of rule, disregarding precedent, flaunting defiance into the very 
face of the ordinary promptings of propriety, he undertakes to lug in 
the testimony which you have never seen, nor any man in this Cham- 
ber, and brings it in, as I assert upon my responsibility both as a Sen- 
ator and as a man, for the sole and single purpose of perverting and 
distorting it. 

Nor is that the worst. More than that, he undertook (and he dare 
not in this presence deny it) to accomplish the partisan purpose with 
which he offered the resolution and raised the committee which he has 
since abandoned and deserted in the face of his discomfiture, by taking 
testimony within the very walls of this Capitol and in the wing of this 
Senate Chamber without notice given to a majority or a quorum of his 
committee, and he took the testimony without the administration ot 
an oath, and accepted the unsworn statements of a tramp, when the 
committee was never advised of his appearance, and incorporated that 
in the record, of which this Chamber is to-day profoundly ignorant. 

Tam fectly willing for this Administration to be held responsi- 
ble if it has been extravagant in the expenditure of public money. I 
am perfectly willing that the fullest measure of ibility that 
attaches to every man, from the nt of the White House down to 
the humblest member of the party he leads, shall be dealt out and 
applied; but I do protest that in the discussion of a clear and a naked 
appropriation bill it is not fair, it is not just, it does not, in my judg- 
ment, comport with the dignity of this Chamber to employ methods 
and use arguments after such a fashion, with such antecedents, and 
in face of such a record, as the Senator from Maine has seen fit to 
employ. 

I pe that it was but common fairness, if the Senator from Maine 
meant to use one atom of testimony that had ever been taken by a 
committee over which he presided, that he should have first made a 
report to the Chamber which gave him his power, and afforded toa 
muzzled minority at least the opportunity and chance to answer him 
and to vindicate the truth. 

Mr. HALE. Mr. President, in treating the Senate to a discussion 
of public affairs in which every Senator and the country is interested, 
I shall not take the Senator from Kentucky [Mr. BLACKBURN] as my 
model. There is no issue between him and me personally. There 
will be none between him and me personally. Neither do I choose in 
anything that I may say to the Senate to employ the words ‘‘ decent,” 
“ bravado,” “tramp,” and ‘‘skulking.’”’ I do not accuse the Senator 
from Kentucky, because these things are not in the controversy here 
in which the Senate is engaged. 

In speaking of one of the pretenses and shams which had been ex- 
posed on this floor by the Senator from Iowa [ Mr. ALLISON ], I referred, 
as was natural, and as other Senators many a time have referred, by 
anal to other pretenses and shams which had been exposed; the at- 
titude of the Administration upon the fisheries, for instance, and the 
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attitude of the Administration upon civil-service reform; and if my 
reference to the attitude of the Administration upon civil-service re- 
form had not been apposite, had not had force and had not drawn blood, 
the Senator from Kentucky would not have been so sensitive and he 
would not have sought to project offensive remarks and personal allu- 
sions into this discussion. 

The world knows that the Administration is discredited in its pre- 
tenses of civil-service reform. Every particle of testimony that has 
been taken by the committee of which I am chairman, and of which 
the Senator from Kentucky is a member, was taken in open daylight 
before the world; was commented upon by the newspapers. Every 
one of the things I referred to, only briefly, as an illustration of my 
proposition that one by one the pretenses of the Administration were 
being exploded, has been before the public of the United States and 
has been commented upon. 

_ Mr. CHACE. The newspaper reporters were present at the hear- 
ings. 

Mr. HALE. The newspaper reporters were invited to be present at 
every one of the meetings of the committee, whether the Senator from 
Kentucky has been there or has been otherwise engaged. The testi- 
mony was given to the public. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. Iask the Senator if I ever failed to meet the 
committee when I had notice of a meeting ? 

Mr. HALE. I will come to that very soon. Every particle of the 
testimony was taken openly and in public, and commented upon so 
that upon the testimony as produced the New York Post, at-present a 
clamorous and vociferous and able organ of the Administration, declared 
that in America no man was left to place credit upon the civil-service 
reform statements and assumptions of the President and his adminis- 
tration. 

All that is ancient history, Mr. President; all that has been demon- 
strated; and I am glad that the committee over which I have had the 
honor to preside has helped to demonstrate it, and has been as open 
and as above-board in everything it has done asit has been. 

The work of that committee has not been finished by any means, 
There have been hearings held from time to time as it was deemed ad- 
visable to hold them. Has the Senator from Kentucky ever asked the 
committee to have a hearing upon his side of the subject that would 
in any way illustrate his propositions? Has the Senator from Ken- 
tucky ever asked that there be a hearing of any member of the Admin- 
istration who wanted to meet and countervail the testimony that is 
overwhelmingly against the Administration? Why has he not brought 
before the committee the Secretary of the Treasury, who I was notified 
desired to be heard, and I told the Senator from Kentucky that if he 
had any explanation to make about the disclosures that were brought 
forth in the New York testimony he should have the opportunity at 
any time? y 

More than two months have gone by, and he has never knocked at 
the door of the committee to be heard. Neither has the collector in 
New York, nor the surveyor in New York, nor has any man in Balti- 
more, or Philadelphia, or wherever the committee has done its work 
ever dared to appear and request a hearing before the committee, be- 
cause the testimony was overwhelming— 

Mr. BLACKBURN. Does the Senator from Maine mean to tell this 
Chamber that none of the officials of New York, Baltimore, or Phila- 
delphia did appear and testify before the committee ? 

Mr. HALE. Precious few of them ever did appear, and the rest of 
them who were responsible never ventured to appear before the com- 
mittee, but they stand under the crushing weight of the testimony 
that the public has already taken notice of. 

Is here in the Senate as representing its favor in having been 
assi. as chairman of the committee, and Í wish to call attention to 
what the Senator has chosen in a most remarkable outburst here to in- 
timate, that there has been something like unfair play in the hearings 
of the committee. 

Mr. President, I have been longer a member of the Senate than the 
Senator from Kentucky. My brother Senators know something about 
my methods in committees of this body; and I might leave all of this 
to them and to their undistempered judgments upon this subject- 
matter. Is there any Senator here who believes that I have secretly 
and covertly taken testimony when the other side has not been notified? 

Mr. BLACKBURN. ‘Willthe Senator allow me to ask him a ques- 
tion? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from Maine yield 
to the Senator from Kentucky ? 

Mr. HALE. I will state the cold facts here, and then the Senator 
may reply if he chooses. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. I shall do so. 

Mr. HALE. Early in the investigation I was informed that there 
was testimony with reference to the conduct of officers in the State of 
Indiana,and especially in the Indianapolis post-office, which was desired 
to be given. Suddenly there appeared here one day a gentleman, who 
is not a tramp, who is well known in Indiana, who is known to the 
Senators from Indiana, and if they were here they would testify as to 
his high character and standing. He was going to leave the city and 
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desired to give testimony or present documents before the commit- 
tee. 


I had no time to send out a written notification by the clerk of the 
committee. Idid more than that. Iwent to the othersideand sought 
to find members of the committee. The Senator from Kentucky [ Mr. 
BLACKBURN ] was notin his place—which was no fault of his; the Sena- 
tor from Virginia [Mr. DANIEL] was not in his place; but the Senator 
from New Jersey [Mr. BLODGETT] was in his place, and I am glad to 
see that he is here now, and I shall ask him to make a statement of 
this matter before it is ended. I told him the situation and asked him 
to try to hunt up, between that time and the time the gentleman would 
appear before the committee, the other members of the minority of the 
committee. Iwas notable to find more than two or three of the mem- 
bers on thisside. At the appointed time the gentleman appeared. The 
Senator from New Jersey was there, representing his iy; Iwas there 
and another member of the committee, and we sat down and received 
the statements and the papers which were presented by the gentleman 
from Indiana. The other side was represented, as we were. I do not 
remember that there was any cross-examination or any examination of 
any account whatever. The gentleman presented his papers; he told 
his story, and went off, as he declared, about his business. 

Nay, more than that, Mr. President—and I might make this the sub- 
ject of a personal complaint against the Senator from Kentucky, and 
might compare his method with mine, but I do not do that—more than 
that, the Senator from Kentucky came to me soon afterward with some 
appearance of excitement and asked me how it had been done, and I 
said, ‘I refer you to the Senator from New Jersey [Mr. BLopGerr], 
who will tell you all about it.’? Hesaw the Senator from New Jersey, 
and I never from that day to this until his outburst here supposed that 
the Senator from Kentucky harbored a single thought that anything 
had been done in a covert way. He and I have sat together about the 
table taking testimony in this committee since then, and no allusion 
has been made to that thing in the past. 

If there is anything that should be closed and considered closed 
among honorable men, it is that. There was no fault of mine in the 
matter whatever. The whole thing was known to the Senator from 
New Jersey, who was the only representative of his party there, and the 
whole thing ended. Over and again, under like conditions, I would 
do the same thing; and if the Senator from Kentucky in an emergency 
like that, and in a committee like that, had done as I did, and it was 
explained to me as it was explained to him, I do not think I would 
consider that it ought to be made an instance of a charge of unfair deal- 
ing on the Senate floor. We do not do things in that way, the rest of 
us, in the Senate of the United States. Ihave never before known such 
a little thing, a matter of no account, to be made the basis of a charge 
such as the Senator from Kentucky has made here, and I trust, whether 
his days or mine be long or short in the Senate of the United States, 
that it will never occur again. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. It occurs to me, Mr. President, that it might 
have been well enough while the Senator from Maine [Mr. HALE] was 
on the floor and undertaking to tell what happened about that unprec- 
edented, unusual, singular, unpatented testimony that he took on that 
occasion, involving the conduct of officials of the Indian Office and of the 
Post-Office, for him, as he was not limited in time, to have gone on and 
told all of it. 

Mr. HALE. What does the Senator mean? 

Mr. BLACKBURN. He did not see fit to do it, but I will. 

Mr. HALE. The testimony is all printed. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. I will state now what the Senator did not— 
the balance of the truth. I went to the seatof the Senator from Maine 
on the very morning after this testimony, if testimony it be, was taken. 
I should insult the intelligence of a single Senator who sits upon this 
floor if I were to call it testimony or anythingelse but balderdash. I 
went to him and he told me that about the time the Senate was ad- 
journing on the day before he found that he wanted to take this man’s 
proof, and he wanted to take it the next morning at an hour that ante- 
dated the meeting of the Senate or any of its committees. No wonder 
he did not find the Senator from Virginia, nor is it to be wondered 
that he did not find me, but it is to be wondered that he found the 
Senator front New Jersey or anybody else upon such notice. 

That is not all. He took this proof the next morning without a 
quorum of that committee present. I undertake to say that the Sen- 
ator never administered an oath, and that none of the statutes that run 
against perjury apply to the case of the witness that he parade$ in the 
printed testimony. And more; when I went to his seat, having heard 
of this, and asked him what had induced him to disregard the rales of 
this body and the practice that had ever prevailed when he and I had 
served in the House, before either of us was a Senator, I told him that 
it was my purpose to rise to a question of personal privilege on this 
floor and call the attention of the Senate to what had been done and 
demand the passage of a resolution that should protect the minority 
from such treatment in the future, and he begged me not to do it, and 
told me that it would not happen again. 

He says pow that I went to the Senator from New Jersey, and saw 
him and satisfied myself. I beg the Senator from Maine to let me cor- 
rect his statement. I never went to the Senator from New Jersey, 


and I had noconference with him aboutit. Idid notneed toconfer with 
anybody. Iknew that a fundamental rule of this body had been vio- 
lated. I knew that every precedent had-been outraged. I knew that 
fair dealing, which should be observed toward the minority, either in 
the matter of giving them a hearing or of putting the party testifying 
APA the responsibilities of an oath, had been violated. ‘That was 

1 of it. 

But that, Mr. President, is not the gravamen of my charge. Ido 
not care anything about that. When the Senator from Maine begged 
me not to raise this question of privilege, and not to call the attention 
of the Senate to what he had done, I did not tell him that it was all 
settled, as he would have the Senate infer. On the contrary, I told 
him that I would hold it in abeyance as a right of my own for future 
use if I saw proper to make it. That was the parting that 
between us. 

But that is not the gravamen of my charge. I insist that this Sen- 
ate shall know that a committee of its own creation, over which the 
Senator from Maine presides, raised months aud months ago, has taken 
testimony in some of the largest cities in this country, and weeks have 
stretched into months since that committee had asession. As a mem- 
ber of it I have no reason this day to believe that it ever is to meet 
again, and in the light of the testimony which the Senator has without 
warrant undertaken to deal with, I am satisfied, unless he has gone 
stark mad, that it will never meet again. He has lugged that testi- 
mony into this Chamber when he would not dare to accompany it with 
a report, when not a member of the Chamber, unless it be one of the 
members of the committee, has ever had an opportunity to read it, or 
to see it, or to hear it. That is what I complain of. : 

And I complain farther, and here is where the substance of my 
grievance lies, that the Senator from Maine has not stated the testi- 
mony fairly; he has perverted it. If I am to be permitted in self-de- 
fense to follow a bad example which he has set, I will undertake to 
say that the official RECORD of this Chamber, as published to-morrow 
morning, will not show one single, solitary, material statement that he 
has made as embodied in that testimony which is true in fact or has a 
semblance of foundation. 

I do not blame the Senator for getting sick, If he is determined to 
wade clear through the record made by this committee, let him do so, 
The testimony taken in the metropolis of this country he never heard, 
for he never was inside the committee-room and never crossed its 
threshold from the day we got there until the day we left. 

Mr. HALE. It was all reported. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. He was not able to cross it, he never heard a 
word of it. The whole case in New York turned on the testimony of 
three men in reference to that sugar trust, and the chairman of the 
committee knows it. One of the witnesses was a deaf doctor, I believe 
a dentist. Whether the Lord had deprived him of his power of hear- 
ing in order to enable us to force him to tell the truth I do not know, 
but he could not listen t the aad ido the other two witnesses, upon 
whom the case turned—those two brothers. They had been dismissed 
theservice. In the light of that testimony, if the Senator from Maine 
should ever agree to present it to this Chamber, I will undertake as a 
Senator to ask the verdict and the judgment of every honest man on this 
floor to answer but one question, and that is whether he is satisfied that 
both of those sugar thieves, those brothers on whom the case turned, 
ought not to have been borne into the penitentiary instead of being put 
into high and responsible office by a Republican administration of this 
country. The case broke down, Mr. President. The witnesses crossed 
each other’s tracks. There stood these two brothers swearing to a 
transfer of real estate, which involved the whole question, and the 
fellow that they swore bought it from them, unable to hear what 
they were telling, swore point blank that they lied from beginning to 
end. [Laughter.] 

That is the case in New York. You may go to Baltimore or to Phila- 
delphia. I will not undertake to speak of the Indiana case, because 
I do not know what that irresponsible fellow did say down here who 
was never required even to take an oath to tell the truth; but the 
Senator from Maine has not stated the testimony nor a synopsis nor 
even a conclusion that any impartial judicial mind would ever reach 
that would read over the testimony. 

Now, Mr. President, I have done with this. Ihave simply called 
the attention of this Chamber to the fact that one of its committees, 
through its authorized chairman, has pursued the very questionable 
course and policy of lugging into debate on this floor testimony taken 
under the authority of this Chamber, that has never been submitted 
to its consideration. And I only ask in conclusion (and that is all I 
ever meant to ask) that the chairman of the committee will not under- 
take to mislead either the American Senate or the American people by 
what I have no hesitation in declaring is a perversion and a torturing 
of testimony, unpublished, taken by the committee; but, if he wants 
to rely on it for any purpose, bring it here to this Chamber; and I chal- 
lenge and defy him to do it. 

Mr. HALE. I only wish to say one word, Mr. President, which I 
wanted to say before I last sat down; that is, that every word of this 
testimony will be presented to the Senate. The work-of the commit- 
tee has been going on in a public way. From time to time I have 


8032 


presented resolutions in the open Senate, asking for information from 
the Departments touching violations of the civil-service law and the 
spirit of civil-service reform in the different Departments, From time 
to time the replies to those resolutions have come in. Some of them 
have been unaccountably delayed in the Departments. Some of them 
have been so much delayed that I have been myself obliged to resort 
toasecond call, drawing the attention of the heads of the Departments 
to the fact that an inquiry was already pending and unanswered. 

As these reports have come in they have been taken and collected 
and collated by the clerk of the committee, a gentleman of complete 
integrity and competency on this subject; and in due time, whether 
more testimony is taken or not, whether anybody comes in to be heard 
on the other side or not, a report will be prepared, the committee will 
be notified of it; it will be scrutinized, objected to, it may be, by the 
Senator from Kentucky and some or all of his associates on the other 
side, and objected to, likely, by members on this side. It will be pre- 

by the whole committee, it will be presented to this Senate, Mr. 

dent, and the Senator from Kentucky, who seems to be, from what 

he has said, in profound ignorance of this subject at one time, and at 

another time knowing more about it than anybody else, will have the 

full opportunity (which he has had) to examine and to read the testi- 

mony, and the Senate will have, and the whole country will have, an 
opportunity to read it. 

The work is not done by any means. The investigation has not 
failed. I have no great pride, Mr. President, in anything that I am 
connected with, nor have I any belief that I can do a great deal of good 
for the public service, Iam not so made up that I believe it is essen- 
tial that the things I have done should be brought before the Senate 
in any swelling or pompous manner. Iam simply trying to do my 
duty. ‘This report will be presented here in due time, and then the 
Senate and the public will do whatever is right about it. 

I wish to say one word about what the Senator has brought up in 
reference to the hearing which has been spoken of. It has not dwelt 
upon my mind as a matter of consequence. I am not sensitive about 
it. I have made the explanation here. I never begged him not to 
present his personal grievance, as he put it, to the Senate, or the ques- 
tion of privilege. When he came to me I asked him not to doit until 
he had seen the Senator from New Jersey [Mr. BLODGETT], who knew 
all about it. I do not know that he ever said a word to the Senator 
from New Jersey. He says that he did not. My recollection is that 
immediately afterward I saw him in conversation with the Senator 
from New Jersey, but I do not on that set my word against the Sena- 
tor’s. I may be mistaken. If he did not go to the Senator from New 
Jersey he certainly had the opportunity todo so. There I leave it. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. Iwill do the Senator from Maine the justice to 
say that the Senator from New Jersey told me that he was present at 
this meeting, but took no part in the action of the committee, and that 
no quorum was there and no witness was sworn. 

Mr. HALE. There was no formal taking of testimony. There was 
no testimony taken ofany greataccount. The gentleman from Indiana 
produced some papers and documents and they were putin. The whole 
thing wasinformal. If the Senator from New Jersey believes that there 
was anything unfair in that meeting I would like him to state it. He 
was there. $ see the Senator from New Jersey in his seat. 

Mr. BLODGETT. What was the request of the Senator from 
Maine? 

Mr. HALE. My request was that if the Senator from New Jersey 
believes there was anything unfair in that meeting he should state it 
to the Senate. 

Mr. BLODGETT. I can not add anything to what has been said by 
the Senator from Maine and the Senator from Kentucky. There is 
perhaps a misunderstanding between those Senators. There was no 
testimony taken at that first meeting. A gentleman from Indiana 
came there and left some papers as a basis of future investigation. 
That I understood. He was not sworn, itis true. That was about all 
that occurred. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. Will the Senator from New Jersey permit me 
to ask him a question? 

Mr. BLODGETT. Certainly. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. Does not the Senator know that that state- 
ment, unsworn as it was, and made without a quorum of the commit- 
tee present, is incorporated into the printed report of the testimony of 
the committee? 

Mr. BLODGETT. Ido not knowit. Ihave not read the report of 
the testimony. 

Mr. HALE. I do not suppose that there is one time in half a dozen 
that a quorum of a committee appears here when testimony is being 
taken. The work is frequently done by one member of a committee. 
Generally there is some conference between the members of the com- 
mittee. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Mr. President, there are one or two matters of 
public importance that I think ought to be brought to the attention of 
the Senate in connection with the appropriation bills, not ot a partisan 
character atall, but of apublic nature. I think it my duty to call the 
attention of the Senate to them. 

Any man observant of public affairs must have noted the significance 
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of the recent change in the course of trade in this country, which may 
have a great and serious effect on our appropriations. 

* Mr. COCKRELL, I will say to the Senator that we can not hear a 
word over here. : 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Ohio will pause a 
moment until order is restored. Senators will please resume their 
seats, and if they have occasion for conversation will retire to the ad- 
joining rooms. The Chair also requests spectators in the gallery to 
observe order, to keep their seats, and refrain from conversation. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I repeat, Mr. l’resident, that the indications of a 
change in the balance of trade in this country are such that it may very 
speedily have a very important bearing upon the appropriation bills. 
I wish to state one or two facts in regard to the condition of our ttade 
and in regard to the condition of the Treasury, which it seems to me 
ange to be heeded and acted upon by the Committee on Appropria- 

ons. 

Disguise it as we will, within the last two years there has been a 
growing current of trade against the United States. That is a fact of 
important bearingin indicating the probable condition of affairs in the 
future. I have before me the last statement of the Treasury Depart- 
ment—indeed, the last two statements of that Department—showing 
that for the year ending June 30, 1888, the exports of merchandise 
from this country were $695,954,639. There were for the same period, 
of gold and silver exports, $46,414,183, making the total exports of 
this country $742,368,822. There were of imports during the same 
year, merchandise, $723,879,813; there were of gold and silver imports 
during the same year, $59,337,986, making an aggregate of $783,217,- 
799; showing an excess of imports for this year of $40,848,977. 

This condition has been increasing monthly. The imports for the 
month of July, 1888, were $61,329,461; the exports for the same month 
were $45,267,938, showing a balance of trade against us of $16,061,523. 

Now, Mr. President, to show the significance of these figures, and 
of the fact I have stated, because it is a fact of striking importance, I 
wish to call your attention to the balances of trade in different years 
during different periods of time, to show the effect they had and how 
they were an indication of the condition of domestic affairs in this 
country. %4 

I find that for several years before 1870 the balance of trade was 
against us. From 1870 onward the tables I have here give the figures 
up to the close of the fiscal year ending June 30, 1887, but not that 
ending June 30, 1888. I will not read the figures in detail, but will 
insert the table in my remarks, and will make some comments on such 
of the figures as I shall quote. 

The balance of trade had been running against us for a period of 
years when the panic of 1873 at once suspended importations into this 
country, largely reduced our revenues, checked the domestic trade of 
the country, and brought upon us, as we all know, a severe financial 
panic and extended bankruptcy, a condition of affairs that need not be 
described in so intelligent a body as the Senate of the United States. 

Succeeding that, however, the balance of trade again ran in our favor, 
as will be seen in 1874, when it was some fifty-seven millions; in 1875 
the balance in our favor was fifty-one millions, and so on, as the table 
shows, until at the time of greatest prosperity it rose to the enormous 
sum of two hundred and sixty-nine millions in our favor in 1879. It 
continued in our favor, though with some fluctuation, during 1881-82, 
when there was more or less stringency in this country, at one time 
(1882) falling to thirty-two millions and rising again to one hundred 
and four millions in 1884. The figures for the other years will be seen 
by the table. During the last year, ending June 30, 1887, the balance 
of trade swung against us to the extent of $309,658, and this year, 
ending June 30, 1888, as I have already stated, the balance of trade 

inst us is over $40,000,000. 

Mr. TELLER. I would like to ask the Senator from Ohio whether 
he is giving merchandise alone or merchandise together with gold and 
silver. 

Mr. SHERMAN. The figures I have given include gold and silver 
with merchandise. I have given the aggregates from the reports. The 
merchandise alone will show the same results, except a less amount, 
because generally the fluctuation of gold and silver fallows that of 
merchandise. The tables that I have before me, and which I will hand 
to the Reporter, will show the amount of gold and silver and merchan- 
dise separately and the distinction between them. 

Mr. HALE. What was the balance for the whole of the last fiscal 
year up to July 1? 

Mr. SHERMAN. Forty millions, eight hundred and forty-eight 
thousand, nine hundred and seventy-seven dollars was the excess of 
imports for that year. 

Mr. BECK. Of which thirty-three millions were gold. 

Mr. SHERMAN. When? For last year or for what time? 

Mr. BECK. For last year—the year ending June 30, 1888. 

Mr. SHERMAN. ‘TheSenator is mistaken in the year. I will read 
it here. The figures I have show the difference between the exports of 
merchandise and of gold coin and bullion. The excess of imports of 
gold and silver over exports for fiscal year ending June 30, 1887, was 
$33,209,414, but not for the last fiscal year. 

Mr. BECK. That is right. 
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Mr. SHERMAN. But including imports and exports of gold and | ator from Kentucky. My attention had not been called to the very 
silver the balance of trade against us for the last fiscal year was forty- | large amount of gold and silver imported last year, as stated by 


odd million dollars, him. 
Mr. BECK. Including that? Mr. TELLER. I think the Senator should give the amount of ex- 
Mr. SHERMAN. Yes. ports of merchandise independently of the amount of gold and silver, 
Mr. BECK. Of which thirty-three millions were gold. and then give gold and silver separately. 


Mr. SHERMAN. Yes, in 1887. ButI say over and above the gold Mr. SHERMAN. If the Senator will turn to the tables he will find 


we imported the balance of trade against us, if you are correct, would | the figures. f r ‘ 
be seventy-odd millions; but of course gold and silver is part of the | Mr. TELLER. I have them; butas the Senator is putting these 


business of the country. figures in the RECORD he ought to give them, I think, in that way. 
Mr. HALE. You do not mean to say that the balance of merchan- |. Mr. SHERMAN. I have the figures of both consolidated, but the 
dise would be seventy-odd millions ? tables that I now present will show them separately up to and in- 


Mr. SHERMAN. It would be according to the figures of the Sen- | cluding the fiscal year ending June 30, 1887. 
Value of merchandise imported into and exported from the United States from 1880 to 1878, inclusive; also annual excess of imports or of exports— 


specie values. 
Exports. pA | | aed oa pra S i cons of 
otal expo! expo: imports 
Year ending June 30 exports. Imports. | ‘and imports. | over im- over ex- 


$376, 616,473 | $16,155,205 | $392, 71, $435,958, 408 | $828,730, 176 
428, 398, 908 | 14,421,270 | 442,820,178 | 520,223,684 | 963, 043, 862 
428,487,131 | 15,690,455 | 444, 177,586 | 626,595,077 | 1,070,772, 663 
“| 505,033,439 | 17,446,483 | 522,479,922 | 642,136,210 | 1,164, 616, 132 |.. 
‘| 569,433,421 | 16,849,619 | 586,283,040 | 567,406,342 | 1, 153, 689, 382 
499,284,100 | 14,158,611 | 513,442,711 | 533,005,436 | 1,046, 448, 147 |.. 
525,582,247 | 14,802,424 | 540,334,671 | 460,741,190 | 1,001, 125, 861 
589,670,224 | 12,804,996 | 602, 475,220 | 451,323,126 | 1, 053,798, 346 
680,709,268 | 14,156,498 | 694,865,766 | 437,051,532 | 1,131,917, 298 
698,340,790 | 12,098,651 | 710,439,441 | 445,777,775 | 1,156,217, 216 
823,946,353 | 11,692,305 | 835,638,658 | 667,954,746 | 1,503, 593, 404 
“| 883,925,947 | 18,451,399 | 902,377,346 | 642,664,628 | 1,545, 041, 974 
733,239,732 | 17,302,525 | 750,542, 257 | 724,639,574 | 1,475, 181, 831 
.| 804,223,632 | 19,615,770 | 823, 839, 402 | 723, 180,914 | 1,547, 020, 316 
724,964,852 | 15,548,757 | 740,513,609 | 667,697,693 | 1,408, 211, 302 
726, 682, H6 506,809 | 742,189,755 | 577,527,329 | 1, 319,717, 0%4 
665, 964, 529 301 | 679, 635, 436,136 | 1, 314, 960, 966 
‘| 708, 022, 923 288 692, 319,768 | 1, 408, 502, 977 


| s | Excessof | Excess of 
Year ending June 30— a bess Imports, egy ocd over imports over 
reign. | | m ports, exports, 
$5, 055,353 | $33,635,962 | $12,056,950 | $21,579,012 
2, 104,530 , 686, 208 6, 883, 561 59, 802,647 |. 
1,171,258 49, 548, 8, 717, 458 40, 831, 302 |.. 
72 B34, 677 44, 856, 715 8, 682, 447 36, 174, 268 |. 
645, 1,39 , 934 34, 042, 19, 503, 137 14, 53), 283 |. 
, 543, 5, 437, 432 66, 980, 977 1%, 696,793 | 53,284,184 |. 
A 1,745, 293 31,177,050 7, 992, 709 23, 184, 34L |. 
359, 4,231,273 | 26,590, 374 6, 140 |. 
32, 2,571, 885 9, 204, 455 
145, 085 442,529 4,587,614 5, 
775, 039 1, 863, 986 3, 639, 025 Í 80, 
826, 307 738, 825 2,565,132 | 100, 
403,625 1,184, 255 32,587, 880 34, 377, le 
920, 909 2 679,979 11, 600,888 17, 734, 149 
294, 204 5, 787, 753 41, 081, 957 22, 831, 317 
741,559 5,736, 333 8, 477, 892 26, 691, 696 |. 
766, 066 10, 186, 125. 42, 191 20, 743, 349 
705, 304 3, 995, 883 9,701, 187 42,910, GOL frina 


Value of merchandise and of gold and silver coin and bullion imported into and exported from the United States from 1870 to 1887, inclusive; also 
annual excess of imports or of exports—specie values. 


Exports. | 
Excess of Excess of 
Year ending June 30— nEn i es EE TF ens: Imports. per en ro jeg aden over imports over 
Domestic. Foreign. | ports, exports, 
|, 500, 275 | $30,427,159 | $450, 927, 434 | $162, 377, 587 13, 305, 021 | 
512, 802,267 | 23, 45 541, 262, 166 Bar on 08 1 oan aS 874 |.. aa 
51, 285, 371 22,769,749 | 524,055,120 | 640, 338,7 1, 164, 393, 886 
578,938,985 | 25,149,511 | 607,088, 496 | - 663,617,147 | 1,270, 705.643 | 
629, 133,107 | 23,780,338 | 652,913,445 | 595,861,248 | 1,248,774. 693 
583,141,229 | 22,433,624 | 605,574,853 | 553,906,153 | 1,159,451, 006 
575, 620, 938 21, 270,035 | 596,890,973 | 476,677,871 | 1,073,568, S44 
632, 804, 962 25, 832,495 | 658,637,457 | 492,097, 1, 150, 734, 997 
‘707, 71, 153 20,831,733 | 728,605,891 | 466,872,846 | 1,195, 478,737 
715, 895, 825 19, 541,057 | 735,436,852 | 466,073,775 | 1,201,510, 657 
833, 294, 246 19, 487,331 | 852,781,577 | 760,989,055 | 1,613,770, 633 
898, 152, 891 23, 631,302 | 921,784,193 | 753,240,125 | 1, 675,024,318 
776,720, 003 23,239,733 | 799,959,736 | 767,111,964 | 1,567,071,700 
825, 846,813 | 29,812,922 | 855,659,785 | 751,670,805 | 1,607, 530. 040 
775, 190, 487 32, 456,505 | 807,646,992 | 705,123,955 | 1,512,770, 47 O23, 
751, 059, 056 83, 362,224 | 784,421,280 | 620,769,652 | 1,405,190, 922 
.| 717,888, 646 34,099,594 | 751,988,240 | 674,029,792 | 1,426,018, 032 958, 448 P 
| 725,783, 263 26, 447,639 | 752,180,902 | 752,490,560 | 1,504,671, 462 
ee) Od" 


8034 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 


AUGUST 28, 


Mr. GEORGE. I would like to ask the Senator from Ohio a ques- 
tion for information. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from Ohio yield? 

Mr. SHERMAN. I hope the Senator will let me complete my state- 
ment, 

Mr. GEORGE. I merely want to ask a question for information. 
When the Senator from Ohio speaks of valuations of imports and of 
exports I desire to ask him at what place and by what standard the 
valuationsare made? Are the exports and imports valued at the same 
place? 

Mr. SHERMAN. ‘The exports are always valued at the place of ex- 
portation, and the imports are valued at the place whence imported. 

Mr. FRYE. Are they not undervalued ? 

Mr. GEORGE. Theimportsinto this country, say, if from England, 
are valued, as I am to understand it, according to the place in England 
from which imported ? 

Mr. SHERMAN. The last place of shipment. 

Mr. GEORGE, And the exports from this country are valued, if I 

understand the Senator, according to the values in, say, New York or 
New Orleans, or whatever port they may be shipped from ? 
, Mr. SHERMAN. Yes. I comprehend the question of the Senator 
from Mississippi, and I willsay that our imports are estimated by the 
valuation abroad at the last port of shipment; but our importations 
for years have been confessedly enormously undervalued. 

The report of the subcommittee of the Finance Committee, of which 
the Senator from Iowa [Mr. ALLISON] and the Senator from Kentucky 
[Mr. Beck] are members, established beyond doubt that to a large 
extent our imports were undervalued, and if imports were put at what 
they estimate to have been the value the amount of the balance of 
trade against us would during the last fiscal year be over $100,000, 000. 

Mr. CULLOM. Of merchandise? 

Mr. SHERMAN. Of merchandise. That is somewhat altered by 
including gold and silver bullion; but taking all things together and 
allowing for undervaluation of imports there is no doubt that the bal- 
ance of foreign trade is against us by over $100,000, 000. 

Mr. BLAIR. May I ask the Senator from Ohio a question? 

Mr. SHERMAN. Yes, but I do not wish to be led off now. 

Mr. BLAIR. I will not lead the Senator off. I would like to know 
if there is any complaint of the undervaluation of exports? : 

Mr. SHERMAN. Oh, no; there is no motive for that. One of the 
' tables I have submitted shows the exports and imports for the last ten 
or fifteen years; but our imports have been very largely undervalued, 
and on that basis the balance of trade against us is fully a hundred 
million dollars, 

I do not intend to go into the argument that is derived from this, 
because Senators would take different views of that. I simply wish to 
present the facts from the public record. If asked what was the cause 
of this I would say it was excessive importations; but then that would 
lead us off into a vast field of controversy, and I do not wish to gointo 
itnow. We will have ample time for that. But the fact is that Sen- 
ators must remember that they are now dealing with the public Treas- 
ury at a time when the balance of trade is against us, which always has 
been’an important factor in the history of American finances, 

In 1837, after the surplus inthe Treasury had been distributed among 
the States, or was being distributed, a sudden revulsion occurred by a 
change in the balance of trade, so that Congress had to suspend the 
operation of the law for thedistribution of the public money. In 1857 
I was here legislating to reduce the tariff—aiding to doit. We went 
away from here with a surplus in the Treasury. We came back the 
following session and had to provide for the issyance of Treasury notes 
to pay the salaries of members of Congress, The fact that there was 
a long-continued balance of trade against us prior to 1873 has always 
been looked upon as a potential reason for the revulsion of that year. 
And Senators must face the fact given to us by the Treasury state- 
ments, that we now contemplate and stand in view of a large balance 
of trade against us. What ought to be done in consequence of that I 
am not now here to answer. - 

There is one other fact that I wish to place on public record, and 
that is that the present Administration has changed somewhat, in one 
important feature, the financial policy of the Government hitherto. In 
the deposit of public money, ever since the law was passed making a 
subtreasury, as it was called, the money of the people of the United 
States has been stored in the custody of officers of the Government. 
That was so far modified by the national-banking act that the national 
banks might be and could be, at the will of the Secretary of the Treas- 
ury, made depositories of public money, and so they continued to be, 
and for a period of years they were convenient agencies for the deposit 
of internal taxes, and they were confined to internal taxes or receipts, 
because the law especially provided that customs duties should not be 
deposited with national banks, but shovld be deposited in the Treas- 


Internal-revenue taxes, however, and receipts from public lands and 
from the sale of bonds, which were internal transactions—that money 
might. be deposited in the national banks which were designated de- 
positories. That was the policy, and so it continued until now. After 
these depositories were established the deposits varied from $5,000,000 


to $15,000,000 for a period of years, but during the enormous funding 
operations of the Government in 1877 to 1879 the deposits of the na- 
tional banks were enormous, made as I say, in the process of changing 
the loan—a matter that I endeavored to explain to the Senator from 
Missouri [Mr. COCKRELL] the other day. 

I will now read to the Senate the balances at the different periods 
of time, because sometimes the course of the present Secretary of the 
Treasury is justified on the ground that in previous times the balances 
on deposit in national banks were much larger than they arenow. That 
is true, But up to1877 the balances rarely exceeded $10,000,000, and 
the deposits came by natural driblets into these banks from tax-payers 
througa the internal revenue. In 1877, 1878, 1879 these deposits ran up 
in the process of refunding $800,000,000 of bonds. When the law it- 
self required that the money should be withheld and should not be 
used for ninety days, then these deposits ran up. 

As I have said, prior to 1876 the deposits ranged from five to fifteen 
million dollars—never exceeded $15,000,000 I believe. On the 1st of 
February, 18793—that was a month after resumption, when the proc- 
ess of refunding was going on rapidly—the deposits reached $166,- 
351,141. On the Ist of July, 1879, right in the midst of this process, 
they reached $201,402,860. Thatwas about the close of the refunding 
operation. On the Ist of October, 1879, in the same year, to show how 
rapidly this money was withdrawn in the process of paying, the de- 
posits held by the national banks were $17,341,224, showing that at 
once when the process of refunding had been ended the normal condi- 
tion was restored. So also November 1, 1880, during the same ad- 
ministration, the deposits held by the national banking depositories 
were reduced to $12,217,571. 

Mr. PAYNE. Eighteen hundred and seventy-nine was the year of 
resumption, was it not? 

Mr. SHERMAN. This last date quoted was a year afterward. The 
ist of January, 1879, was the period of resumption, and the refunding 
was mostly in that same year. I will give the figures for each year, 
taking them at haphazard as to particular dates. On the 1st of Octo-* 
ber, 1881, in Mr. Arthur’s administration, the deposits held by the 
national banking depositories were $13,412,848. On the 1st of No- 
vember, 1882, the deposits held by national banking depositories were 
$12,709,660. Onthe 3lstof December, 1883 (I am taking these figures 
without regard to months), the deposits held in national banking de- 
positories were $13,313,080, On the29thof November, 1884, the depos- 
its held by the national banking depositories were $13,559,033. 

And now, Mr. President, let me come to a later year. On the 2ist 
of July, 1886, which was before the recent operations commenced, the 
deposits in national banking depositories were $15,694,214. On the 
30th of April, 1887, the deposits in the national banking depositories 
were somewhat increased, amounting then to $20,747,365—during the 
period of Mr. Manning’s administration of the Treasury Department, 
if I remember correctly the date. On the 31st of December, 1887, the 
amount had risen to $52,199,917. On the 31st day of July, 1888, it 
had risen to $59,681,672, and this was by money transferred into the 
national bank depositories. 

The object of that I have no doubt was plausible and reasonable, but 
I wish to show the effect of it, not with any desire at all to reflect on 
the conduct of Mr. Fairchild. The object was this: As there was a large 
accumulation of money in the Treasury it was thought best to deposit 
itin these banking depositories so that it might be in circulation among 
thepeople. Thatis the reason given in his report for it—that the money 
might not be entirely withdrawn from the people. But, Mr. President, 
the result of that has been in every instance to contract the currency 
of the country instead of to enlarge it. 

How has that come? I called the other day for a list of the various 
depositories where these large sums of money were deposited, and that 
list is upon our table. Ido notcare to go into the names of the banks, 
or to go into anything at all of a personal character.in to it, 
The money is deposited very largely in the State and city of New York, 
but the result is this, that many of the banks that received these de- 
posits surrendered their circulation, deposited greenbacks in the Treas- 
ury of the United States, in order that. they might get possession of 
their bonds held as security for their circulating notes; then took those 
same bonds, deposited them with the Treasurer of the United States as 
security for deposits, and received a much larger amount of deposits 
than they surrendered of circulation. For instance, many of these banks 
held $1,000,000 of deposits or thereabouts—almost exactly that sum. 

Mr. ALLISON. One million one hundred thousand dollars. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Yes, the amount of deposits with several of the 
banks is $1,100,000. I am obliged to the Senator from Iowa. The 
amount depositedin several of the banks is$1,100,000, varying a little 
probably from time to time asdraftsare drawn. ‘These deposits are se- 
cured by a million of dollars of United States bonds. The law leaves 
it discretionary with the Secretary of the Treasury what security shall 
be required, and I feel bound to say that he in no case has taken any 
other securities except national bondsaccording to the terms of the law. 

But, sir, suppose a bank seeking these deposits having circulating 
notes outstanding amounting to $900,000 should surrender that circu- 
lation, or, rather, deposit greenbacks in the Treasury of the United 
States for their redemption, and demand the million of United States 
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bonds held for their redemption and receive them, and then turn right. 


around to the same official and deposit*the same $1,000,000 of United 
States bonds with him, and should receive $1,100,000 as a Government 
deposit without interest, with the understanding that it should not be 
drawn upon. What is the effect of that operation? 

The deposit of greenbacks in the Treasury of the United States ties 
them up, and they can not be paid out except in redemption of out- 
standing notes of the particular bank that has made this deposit, so that 
the greenbacks are tied up in the Treasury and are a part of the nearly 
$100,000,000 of greenbacks now lying idle in the Treasury. 

Mr. PAYNE. May I inquire of my colleague whether these trans- 
actions are not perfectly according to law? Has not a bank a perfect 
right to reduce its circulation and redeem its bonds? ‘ 

Mr. SHERMAN, No doubt of it. No doubt it is clearly within 
the language of the Jaw, but it seems to me it is not a wise exercise of 
discretionary power to encourage this process by the tempting offer of 
Government deposits. i 

Mr. PAYNE. Has the Secretary of the Treasury discretionary power 
to refuse the redemption of bank notes? 

Mr. SHERMAN. Not at all; the Secretary can not refuse the de- 
posit of United States notes and the withdrawal of bonds, but he 
should not induce that withdrawal by the tempting offer of depositing 
with that same bank $1,100,000 of Government money, in effect re- 
lieving the bank from the burden of redeeming its notes and giving 
it without interest or cost two hundred thousand more than their cir- 
culating notes, a clear gain of the interest on $200,000. 

Mr. PAYNE. Is it intended by my colleague to make the charge 
that the Secretary of the Treasury colluded with the banks? 

Mr. SHERMAN. I make no charge against the Secretary of the 
Treasury except to say that he has pursued a line of policy which led 
to precisely what I have stated. 

Mr. PAYNE. If the Senator will permit me—— 

Mr. SHERMAN. Will the Senator let me go a little further? 

To have that fifty-nine or sixty million dollars in the banks, in case 
of any revulsion, any disturbance, any ic, would be the most dan- 
gerous form in which the money of the United States or the money of 
any one could be placed, because the very moment that that should be 
drawn upon—and it could only be drawn upon in an emergency—by 
the Treasurer of the United States, then the banks would be compelled 
to draw on their customers, and thus these $59,000,000 loaned out and in 
active use among the people, being called upon suddenly on an emer- 
gency, might create a very dangerous and serious condition of affairs. 

Mr. SAULSBURY. If the Senator will allow me a moment, I un- 
derstand fully the right of the holder of a greenback to present it and 
that the Treasurer is bound to take it. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Yes. 

Mr. SAULSBURY. And I understand that any one holding a Gov- 
ernment bond can present it, but I also understand that a bank which 
has on deposit say one million 4 per cent. bonds, can take $1,000,000 of 
greenbacks—— 

2 om SHERMAN, It could take one million one hundred thousand 
ollars. 

Mr. SAULSBURY. And withdraw that bond which the bank had 
given as security for the special deposit. Ido not know but what that 
is correct. But if they present their greenbacks and demand the bonds 
which they gave as security for the deposit made with them, has not 
the Secretary of the Treasury the right to return the money? 

Mr. SHERMAN. I think my friend from Delaware is either a little 
mixed up, or I am. 

Mr. SAULSBURY. I may be a little mixed up, but I say that the 
Secretary of the Treasury having made.a deposit upon national bonds 
as security, if the owner of the bonds has deposited them for security, 
and chooses to deposit greenbacks for them, it is competent for the 
eony of the-Treasury to withdraw the deposit which is made in 

e 3 

Mr. SHERMAN. The Secretary of the Treasury can withdraw the 
deposit and can break up every one of those banks, if he will—unless 
they are very strong. There is no want of powerin the Secretary of 
the Treasury. But the transaction is this: Suppose a bank has $900,- 
000 of its notes in circulation. The bonds deposited with the Comp- 
troller of the Carrency to secure this circulation must be $1,000,000, 
Suppose the bank thinks it is better to hold a Government deposit of 
$1,100,000 of public money without any expectation of paying it, rather 
than to have outstanding $900,000 of bank notes which it is bound to 
redeem at any momentand for which it is bound to maintain a deposit 
in the of 5 per cent. in greenbacks, and is bound to secure also 
by money held in its vaults. Every bank in the United States that 
could get these deposits was tempted by that policy to withdraw its 
circulation. The easy way to do this is by depositing in the Treasury 
greenbacks to the full amount of its notes outstanding. Then the Gov- 
ernment assumes the redemption of these outstanding bank notes. So 
far the law allows; but by this new policy the bank is permitted to 
withdraw its bonds from the Treasury and deposit them with the Treas- 
urer of the United States, and immediately after that secures a deposit 
of $1,100,000. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Yousay it received a deposit of $1,100,000. Will 
the Senator explain how? 


Mr. SHERMAN. The bank receives that deposit. 

Mr. ALLISON. From the Government? 

Mr. SHERMAN. From the Government—public money. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Itreceived a deposit of 10 per cent. over and above 
the face of the bonds? 

Mr. SHERMAN. Undoubtedly. This table shows exactly what 
amount of bonds is deposited and what amount of money is received. 

Mr. McPHERSON. Will the Senator from Ohio state what the 
market value of the securities was that the banks placed in the Treasury? 
Four per cent. bonds are selling to-day at 128, 

Mr. SHERMAN. Oh, undoubtedly; but the Senate and House of 
Representatives refused to enlarge the amount of circulating notes that 
could be issued on that security, which is 90 per cent. of the par value 
of the bonds deposited. The Secretary of the Treasury exercising his 
power takes $1,000,000 of securities for $1,100,000 of Government 
money deposited. 

Mr. McPHERSON. But not upon the 4 percents, but upon the 4} 
percents, which have confessedly not so high a market value. Hence 
a bank which surrenders its own circulation and takes up its bond de- 
posite, in reality leaves with the Treasury of the United States $128 in 

mds for every $110 it gets in circulation. Now let me ask the Sen- 
ator—— r 

Mr. SHERMAN. I think, if the Senator will pardon me, I shall 
have to decline to yield further, because I want to get through. 

: Mr. McPHERSON. Will the Senator allow me to ask him a ques- 
tion? 

Mr. SHERMAN. Ican not. IfI have tho right to close, I will do 
it and will then give the Senator the floor. 

I have stated the question, and I do not care to go into a colloquy 
with my friend from New Jersey. I only care to state a few facts and 
leave them with the Senate. 

Mr. BECK. Has not the Senator made a mistake with regard to 
the balance of trade being against us? That question is very impor- 


tant. 

Mr. SHERMAN. IfI have, I should like to be convinced of it. 

Mr. BECK. I was somewhat surprised when I heard the statement, 
and so I went to the room of the Committee on Finance to get an ac- 
count of the imports and exports of the United States for the twelve 
months ending June 30, 1888, and I have the official figures here at 
page 7 of this report, in which the total imports of the United States 
are given at $723,879,813. 

Mr. SHERMAN. From what page is the Senator reading? 

Mr. BECK. From page 7 of the ‘‘Summary statement of the im- 
ports and exports of the United States for the twelve months ending 
the 30th of June, 1888.” Page 7 gives the total imports as I have 
read them. i 

Mr. SHERMAN. That is merchandise. 

Mr. BECK. Merchandise. 

Mr. SHERMAN. My figures give the gold and silver as well as the 
merchandise. - 

Mr. BECK. Waita moment. Iwantto be right about this. Page 
13 of that summary statement gives the total exports of the United 
States at $683,862,236, the net excess of imports being $40,017,577. 
Page 18 gives the exports of re-exported foreign merchandise which 
are embraced in the imports and which amount to $12,092,403. The 
difference between $40,017,577 and $12,092,403 is $27,925,174. Then 
follow that up with the gold and silver exports and imports given at 
page 25. On that page it is shown that we exported $12,560,084 in 
gold and imported $43,934,317 in gold, making a difference of $31,- 
374,233 of imports above exports, and making a balance of trade in 
our favor of some millions instead of anything against us. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Now, Mr. President, if the Senator from Ken- 
tucky will turn over to the next page, page 26, he will see the con- 
solidated statement of merchandise and of gold and silver coin and bull- 
ion at the bottom of the page. : 

I stated that I gave the combined statement, and here it is—the fig- 
ures as I have them: The total of imports is $783,217,799; the total of 
exports, coin being included, $742,368,822. Does the Senator see it? 
The balance, as I have stated, is precisely $40,848,977. 

Mr. BECK. From which deducting the exports of foreign merchan- 
dise, over $12,000,000, leaves a difference of $27,925,000. Then the 
gold figures ($31,000,000) leave a balance of trade in our favor, not 
against us. 

Mr. SHERMAN. But here is the consolidated statement of mer- 
chandise, gold and silver coin and bullion, and I give the result. There 
can be no mistake about it. 

Mr. BECK. ‘There can be no mistake in the statement that the ex- 
ports are $683,000,000 and the imports $723,000,000, of which $12,- 
000,000 was are-export of foreign merchandise. That left $27,000,000 
against us on the merchandise and $31,500,000 in our favor with the 
gold added, making several million dollars balance of trade in our fa- 
vor, or every official figure I have is wrong. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Well, the Senatoris mistaken. This statement 


for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1888, may be entered in the RECORD. 

The figures are here. He hasincluded the imports of gold and silver 

o: the fiscal year ending June 30, 1887, in the imports of the year fol- 
owing. : 
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IMPORTS AND EXPORTS OF MERCHANDISE, COIN, AND BULLION. 
Statement showing the values of the imports and exports of the United States for each month from June, 1886, to June, 1888, inclusive. 


MERCHANDISE AND GOLD AND SILVER COIN AND BULLION. 


Exports. Imports. Excess of ex- |Excess of im- 
rts from 
Months. E uly 1to the 
en each 
Foreign. Total of duty. Hohih. 

z , 832, 366 | $1,888,507 220, 873 $19, 381, 268 $1,421,115 $1,421,115 
51,517,824 | 1,676,336 | 53,194,160 | 24, 154, 169 11, 918, 730 339, 
54, 378,378 | 2,491,362 | 56,869,740 | 24, 374, 642 4,923,514 

.| 69,752,589 | 1,877,552 | 71,690,141 | 28, 364 

..| 73,079,077 | 2, 183, 699 | 75, 262,776 | 29, 

«| 86,180,089 | 3,031,008 | 89,211,007 | 34, 

«| 72,263,877 | 1,814,979 | 74,078,856 | 21, 

56, 900,695 | 1,904, 23S. | 58, 804, 933 | 21, 

65,697,334 | 3,718,187 | 69,415,521 | 22, 476, 292 

48,689,807 | 3,019,708 | 51,709,515 | 25, 051, 235 13, 618, 102 

43,928,082 | 1,529,328 | 45,457,410 | 22, 917, 489 15, 495, 988 

49,013,145 | 1,312,735 | 50,325, 22, 633, 12, 394, 413 
,733, 263 | 26, 447, 639 |752, 180,902 294,391,923 |458, 098, 637 

50, 657, 749 | 51,899,759 | 22,217,370 


Benge 


RR 
we 
bs 
© 
2 
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57, 721, 804 | 29,1; 
58,210,252 | 34,350, 620 


0,579 


s 


76, 605, 91 78,734,413 | 34, 157,368 | 41, 145,617 | 75, 

76,951,817 | 1,539, 78,491, 766 | 24,613,075 | 39,042, 846 | 63, 
75, 259,520 | 1,989, 77,240. 319 | 21, 374, 480 | 84,028, 477 | 55,412,957 | 21,827,262 [one eee 2) B21, 568 | sceccceceeeee messe 

64,215,234 | 1,698,367 | 65,913,601 | 19,939,343 | 40, 165, 977 | 69, 

57,542,948 | 2.926, 574 | 60,469,522 | 24,037,939 | 45,002,087 | 69) 

51,747,372 | 3,440,933 | 55,188,305 | 25, 208,607 | 41,152, 993 | 66, 

“| 49,063; 470 | - 2,105, 148 | 51,168,616 | 21,844,284 | 40, 499, 316 | 62, 

-| 54, 208,633 | 2,879,961 | 57,087,994 | 22, 404, 493 | 39, 432, 842 | 61, 

June. | 43,643,413 | 1,599,028 | 50,242,441 | 25,108, 165 | 38, 944) 983 | 54, 
25,311, 082 |742. 368, 822 303, 406, 313 479,811, 486 |783, 217, 790 |...cc-evvceceececs| sas cor oon sonsne sil ae ses es eonese sensei) asesensticsansecove 


Here is a table a month later showing the imports and exports of 
merchandise, gold, and silver for the year ending July 31, 1888: 


Excess of imports of merchandise 
Excess of imports of gold 


58, 776, 760 


Excess of exports of silver....... ones cetnns sreco sesos cessencey nag sa pecoeeessanecvvensseda 14, 292, 110 
Showing an increasing excess Of imports 2.00.0... sccscecsserserssesseree 44, 484, 650 


Excess of imporis or exports of merchandise, gold, and silver, 


Excess of mer- 
chandise. 
Period, 


Exports. | Imports. 


Excess of gold. Excess of silver. 


Exports. | Imports, | Exports. | Imports. 


SOL, LAD)... seeveenee 


12 months... 
7 months... 


Mr. BECK. ‘The Senator from Ohio will bear in mind that in the 
month of July every year there is a great falling off in exports and an 
increase in imports, because that is in advance of any cotton sales, of 


any wheat, and of any provisions, and so of all the things that make 
up our exports, of which nearly 90 per cent. are agricultural products, 
none of which are ready to go forwardin July. There are the figures. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I have given the figures for the year ending 31st 
July, and also for the year ending 30th June. There is the consoli- 
dated statement, and there can be no mistake aboutit. I have the 
statement for last month from Mr. Switzler, showing the same condi- 
tion of affairs on the basis of the year ending 31st July—the balance 
of trade against us being $44,484,650, being four million more than it 
was on the 30th of June. I think that the more correct statement. 
What the Senator says is true, that in July in the ordinary course of 
trade merchandise is coming here more rapidly and our exports are 
largely agricultural. 

Mr. BECK. ‘The merchandise coming herein July for the fall trade 
is always very large. It is so every year. 

Mr. SHERMAN. But it must be remembered in giving the state- 
ment for the 31st of July I left out July of last year, so that this is as 
broad as it is long. The difference in July of this year would be the 
same as in July of last year. The figures I have quoted show a bal- 
ance of trade against us of over forty millions. That is all I desire to 


say. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Will the Senate agree to the report 
of the committee of conference? 

Mr. ALLISON. I wish tosay a word before the vote is taken, in 

tial response to the query of the Senator from Ohio on my left 
Ext. PAYNE] when he asked his coHeague [ Mr. SHERMAN] whether 
the transactions which the Senator from Ohio [Mr. SHERMAN ] was 
describing were not lawful transactions. The Senator from Ohio an- 
swered that they were, as they undoubtedly are; that is to say, they 
are not in violation of Jaw. ‘The transaction described by the Sena- 
tor from Ohio, wherein a bank surrenders its circulation by a deposit 
of greenbacks and the withdrawal of bonds and then immediately re- 
deposits those bonds with the Treasurer and secures a deposit from the 
Government, is lawful; but all that, or at leasta part of it, can be pre- 
vented if the Secretary of the Treasury does not want it done, There 
is no collusion between the bank and the Secretary, but the Secretary 
need not do that thing unless he wants to do it, and therefore to that 
extent in every case where it has been done it must have heen done by 
an arrangement between the Treasury Department and the bank. 

Mr. PAYNE. ‘The Senator will allow me to say that I did not hear 
any intimation from my colleague that there was any collusion in this 
matter between the bank whose circulation was taken up and retired 
and the Secretary of the Treasury. 

Mr. ALLISON. I did not say there was any collusion. 

Mr. PAYNE. I can not see the difference. I can not see where the 
danger comes, whether it is done by a bank that has taken up its cir- 
culation or a bank that has not taken it up. 

Mr. ALLISON. I want to explain further, if the Senator will al- 
low me, that no bank can become a national depository unless the Sec- 
retary of the Treasury so designates it. 

Mr. PAYNE. That is true, and it must deposit bonds as security. 
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Mr. ALLISON. If there are two or three national banks in the city 
of Washington, for example, or in the city of Cleveland, and those na- 
tional banks go to the Treasury and say, ‘‘ Here, we want to deposit 
$100,000 of bonds and receive public deposits,” the Secretary of the 
Treasury can say to every one of them ‘‘I donot designate you for that 
purpose,” or he can say to one of them ‘‘I designate you and T exclude 
the others.” 

Mr. PAYNE. That is true. 

Mr, ALLISON. Therefore I say that the arrangement suggested by 
the Senator from Ohio, wherein national banks have been able with a 
capital of $1,000,000 and a circulation of $900,000 to enhance their 
available loanable funds $200,000, could not-be' carried out except in 
the exercise of the discretion which is in the Secretary of the Treasury 
alone, and I understand the Senator from Ohio [Mr. PAYNE] to say 
that it is a wise discretion on behalf of the Secretary of the Treasury 
ta allow that thing to be done. I think it is an unwise discretion if 
it is done. 

Mr. PAYNE. Does he do it? 

Mr. ALLISON. It has been done. 

Mr. PAYNE. The Secretary of the Treasury has not been in collu- 
sion with any bank by which that interchange could be made. - I per- 
sonally know that banks in my own city have surrendered their circu- 
lation without any such understanding or arrangement with the bank 
that it would deposit bonds and receive Government deposits. 

Mr. ALLISON. Now, Mr. President, suppose you carry that to its 
logical conclusion. There is now only about $160,000,000 of national- 
bank circulation in existence ; that is tosay, all in excess of $160,000,000 
is represented by greenbacks deposited in the Treasury. Suppose the 
Secretary of the Treasury should take a bank in Cleveland that is not 
a publicdepository, and that bank should apply to the Secretary for the 
surrender of its bonds by the deposit of greenbacks. The Secretary, of 
course, has no option about that. A bank can do that whether he 
wants it done or not. That bank the moment it does that says to the 
Secretary of the Treasury that day, ‘‘I have done this in order that 
my bank may become a public depository, and I want now to rede- 
posit these bonds.’’ 

Mr. PAYNE. He may do it, but has he done it? 

Mr. ALLISON. Very well. I am showing now that he may do it. 
These bonds may be re-deposited, and this identical bank instead of hav- 
ing 90 per cent. on its bonds has 110 per cent. 

Mr. PAYNE. How does that affect the currency? 

Mr. ALLISON. Iam not discussing that question now. 
saying a word about the currency. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Itis a contraction of the currency because the 
greenbacks are locked up. 

Mr. ALLISON. I do not wish to travel into that. 

Now, then, in the case of this particular bank the national-bank circu- 
lation is out of the bank and is represented by greenbacks in the Treas- 
ury. The Secretary of the Treasury can do that with one bank. He 
has done it with more than one bank. If he can do that in that way 
with the amount of money that there is now in the Treasury, it can 
practically be done in six months with half the bank circulation in the 
United States. That may be wise financial discretion in the Secretary 
of the Treasury, but I must say that I do not think it is wise, and I 
am glad to say that as I understand the Secretary of the Treasury has 
ceased to doit. I think he has not done this or allowed it to be done 
for the last three or four months, and Ido not know but that he 
stopped it when his personal attention was first called to it. 

Mr. PAYNE. When a bank wishes to take up its circulation and 
deposits greenbacks sufficient to do it and takes up its bonds and de- 
posits or sells the bonds or makes any other disposition of them, it has 
no necessary connection and no practical connection with the specula- 
tion which follows. The transactions have no necessary connection 
with each other. 

I have known of transactions with three or four banks in my own 
city, and there is not one of them that did not take up bonds and sell 
them on account of the great premium paid on them. 

Mr. ALLISON. Suppose that a bank was to do that thing—— 

Mr. PAYNE. You suppose that to be dishonest and speculative? 

Mr. ALLISON. It has been done. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Not only has it been done, but I feel bound to say 
that the officers of the Treasury must know when these same bonds 
come back that it has been done. 

Mr. PAYNE. How do they know they are the same bonds? 

Mr. SHERMAN. They are all registered bonds, and the officers of 
the Treasury know them by their numbers. 

Mr. PAYNE. he numbers would show which bonds they were. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Consequently they know they are the same bonds 
that have been surrendered, and everybody can jump at the conclusion 
how it is done. 

Mr. PAYNE. The Secretary may go into speculation under the law 
if so disposed. In three or four cases where that occurred in my own 
city, to my personal knowledge such was not the case, and there was 
no intimation of any collusion with the Secretary. I do not believe 


there was. 
There is not a doubt about 


Tam not 


Mr. BECK. I only want to say a word. 


the fact that there is a very bad condition of things on account of 
money loaned to national banks and the people to whom they belong, 
but it is quite as bad to lock it up in the Treasury where nobody can 
get it, quite as bad to have to pay $129 for every $100 we owe to the 
bondholders, and there is but one remedy and we may 2s well apply 
ourselves to it. The President has stated, and it is confessed, that all 
these things are bad and he has called upon Congress to remedy them. 
There is but one way to remedy them and that is to reduce taxation, 
and we are struggling to do that wherever we can. The House of 
Representatives has sent us a bill that does it to the extent of $80,- 
000,000 or $90,000,000 and we can make it $100,000,000. Why not 
address ourselves now to that and relieve the condition of things which 
the cree and everybody else says is deplorable? That is the true 
remedy. 

The Senator from Ohio [Mr. SHERMAN] called attention to the bal- 
ance of trade. He said the balance of trade was against us during the 
fiscal years 1870, 1871, and up to 1872; but the balance of trade was 
in our favor after the disasters of 1873, and in 1874 and 1875 we had 
the balance in our favor, and we are falling off again now. What is 
the meaning‘of that? When a man is prosperous and finds that he is 
making money he builds up and improves his estate. So with a gov- 
ernment. We built 10,000 miles of railroad last year in this country. 
A man who gets money spends it and putsit into improvements so as 
to make more money; but when he gets into such a condition as we 
were in in 1873 and 1875, with tramps abroad in the land, when no- 
body could do any business, when everything was black, and the de- 
monetization of silver followed, of course the balance of trade was in 
our favor, and nobody dared to spend money. Everybody knew that 
if he invested in anything it would be worth 10 per cent. less the next 
year than it was the year he made the investment. Will anybody in- 
vest under those circumstances? Ofcoursenot. The poorer we are the 
less we buy, and the richer we are the surer we are to buy a good piece 
of property for investment; and that is all there is of that. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question recurs on agreeing to 
the report of the committee of conference. 

Mr. CALL. I wish to ask the Senator from Iowa before the vote is 
taken on this report of the committee of conference if he will not agree 
to have the amendnients of the Senate in relation to the Treasury 
building continued in the conference, I have had my attention called 
to this by a number of officials of the Department, with the assurance 
that the amendments which were put upon the bill by the Senate Com- 
mittee on Appropriations were absolutely necessary to the continuance 
of that building in a proper condition for the public service. They 
amount to a very small sum, but I see the committee of conference 
have disagreed to them and have agreed to the provision of the House 
bill as it came here. Now, I understand that these appropriations are 
absolutely necessary. I was in the Treasury Department a few days 
ago and my attention was called to it and to the fact that the repairs 
which are required can not be had unless you use the language put in 
the bill by the Senate Committee on Appropriations in amendment 
numbered 36, which reads: : : 


Including employment of plumbers, carpenters, and painters, and materials 
for their use, $8,265, 


While in the original bill it was only $1,000, the Senate amendment 
numbered 38 provided: 


i For repairing, filling, and painting the east front of the Treasury building, 
10,000, 


That, perhaps, is not so absolutely necessary, though I understand 
that it is required by the Department; but the other, the employment 
of plumbers and carpenters, I have been informed by the officers in 
charge of this work, is absolutely necessary for the comfort of the in- 
mates and the preservation of the building. I invite the attention of 
the Senator from Iowa to that. 

Mr. ALLISON. Mr. President, the matter of which the Senator 
from Florida speaks was very thoroughly considered by the conferees 
on the part of the Senate, and the House conferees simply stated that 
they would not agree to these amendments, and as they relate to the 
current operations of the Treasury and relate merely to expenditures 
for repairs the Senate conferees did not feel that they were called upon 
to insist to the extent of losing this bill, and therefore we surrendered. 

Mr. CALL. Iam informed that the Secretary of the Treasury has 
called the attention specially of the two Houses of Congress to this 
specific matter. 

Mr. ALLISON. The Secretary of the Treasury did so. He called 
the attention of the Committee on Appropriations of the Senate to it 
in a letter, and the chief clerk of the Treasury came before us and 
made his statement, and our judgment was in accord with the judg- 
ment of the Secretary and the chief clerk; but the House of Repre- 
sentatives declined to agree to the amendments, and we certainly could 
not force them without the consent of the House, and we surrendered 
them, as we did a great many amendments which we should have been 
glad to retain. i 

Mr. CALL. I wish for myself to say that where a matter is al 
lutely necessary to the lives and the comfort of the people engaged in 


the public business, I think it is the duty of the Senate to hold on to 
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their judgment in that respect, and if it be necessary that the matter 
should go before the country in any question which concerns absolutely 
the good health and the lives and the efficient performanceof the public 
duty; so small a matter as this, called by the officers in charge point- 
edly to the attention of Congress, I really think the committee of con- 
ferencs on the part of the Senate should insist on the amendments. 
For myself I should never vote to surrender a proposition of that char- 
acter. 

Mr. BECK. We had a very long consultation over that matter. 
Both the Secretary of the Treasury and the chief clerk came before 
us, and they made it appear to us that a portion of the work they de- 
sired to have done was almost indispensable, and we not only went 
so far as to retain those things, but we determined, if the other House 
would not give us all, to pick ont the mest needful, and we urged in 
two or three meetings to have them provided for. The Senate con- 
ferees tried to have the most necessary items provided for, but the 
House conferees assured us that they would not and could not agree to 
them, and great bills, involving the whole running machinery of the 
Government, can not be stopped for matters of that kind. A majority 
of the House of Representatives being Democratic, I being a Democrat, 
and there being a Democratic Administration, I thought if they would 
not consent to the decent running of their own Administration in mat- 
ters of comfort for themselves and their own employés, we were com- 
pelled to yield and let the responsibility be upon the men who refuse 
to give the money needed. All the Senate conferees can possibly do 
is to insist fairly upon the Senate amendments. 

When they have done that, the bill must be closed in some way. 
When we can not get all we want, we must get the most needful things. 
We meet again in December, and in the mean time the House can look 
over these matters and then provide for them. But at present they 
were not prepared to do it, and we could not block the wheels of the 
Government and stop the whole pill because of an appropriation of ten 
or fifteen thousand dollars for repairs of the Department, the 
greater part of which is for painting on the outside. Itisa veryshabby 
looking concern on the outside now, and we thought by the 4th of 
March next, no matter who shall be elected President, when the Ameri- 
can people come here to witness the inauguration, we should like to 
have the outside of that building look alittle more genteel than it does 
now. 

Mr. CALL. I did not refer to the matter of painting or the appear- 
ance of the outside of the Treasury building, but to what I am assured 
is necessary for the interior. I understand there are matters which are 
to be referred again to the committee of conference—— 

Mr. ALLISON. ‘There are several matters to be farther considered 
in conference. 

Mr. CALL. I had some reason to believe if the chairman of the 
committee would assent to this suggestion, in view of the emergency 
and of the pressing character of the representations that are being made 
now to the conferees of the House, that it would be agreed to. That 
was the reason I made the suggestion. 

Mr. ALLISON. I will say to the Senator from Florida that after 
the second conference on these amendments we stated to the gen- 
tlemen of the House, ‘Now, we will adjourn this conference and you 
may go to the Treasury Department and investigate this matter for 
yourselves, and we believe that when you return you will agree to the 
amendments.” They came back and at the next meeting of the con- 
ference they declined to yield to anything, and we surrendered. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Will the Senate agree to the report 
of the committee of conference? 

Mr. COCKRELL. Mr. President, the Senator from Maryland [Mr. 
GORMAN] is compelled to be absent and desires to submit some remarks 
on the report of the committee of conference, and I trust it will not be 
acted upon 


rai ae eae edie g irre crisis, 
just hovering over the brink of it, and that our surplus revenues are 
ray eei and therefore no tariff legislation can be brought into 


Mr. ALLISON. Why, Mr. President, will the Senator yield to me 


Certainly. 
When did I say in any remarks I made that we 
a financial crisis? 

. I am speaking of you both together as part of 

the great Republican party, distinguished leaders of the party. 

Mr. ALLISON. Bat the Senator from Missouri should be a little 
more compact in his statements. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Well, I will be a little more compact. 

Mr. ALLISON. Or alittle more diffuse. I did not enter into the 
subject of our financial reise at all, except simply to state the con- 
I will call the attention of the Senator 


was the President of the United States who sounded 


the alarm last December about the financial situation of the Govern- 
ment. 

Mr.COCKRELL. Iunderstandallaboutthat. In other words, these 
two distinguished leaders of the Republican party each bad his part 
to perform upon the stage in order to produce an effect throughout the 
country. This thing commenced along time ago, when Mr. Depew 
returned from the West, on a trip out there, and had an interview and 
had to correct it time andagain. It was for the purpose of producing 
a financial crisis, it was for the purpose of producing a stringency in 
the money market, and making the people believe that there was no 
necessity for the reduction of the revenue which had been recommended 
by the President of the United States. 

After they have had here since the 23d of July a tariff bill which 
proposes a reduction of the revenue, the Senator from Iowa, the chair- 
man of the Committee on Appropriations, gets up in an elaborate way 
and undertakes to show that in consequence of the immense appropri- 
ations that have been made there will be no surplus left. 

Mr. ALLISON. I made nostatement the surplus, except 
the fact, and I made no statement that could be tortured into a discus- 
sion of the tariff. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Why labor so assiduously to show the great ap- 
porsia that ae been made unless it was for the purpose of ex- 

e us? 

Mr. ALLISON. IfI may be permitted to say why I did it, I will 
say that I did it for two reasons: first, because it has been charged pub- 
licly elsewhere that the Senate is responsible for these great appropri- 
ations; and secondly, because in another branch of this Government— 
I will not say where—these appropriations were carefully adjusted and 
arranged and were handed around among leading Democrats every- 
where in this Chamber and in the House of Representatives, in order 
to have the effect thatcertain bills which were pending should not pass. 
In other words, what was known only to the ce acer who have actual 

of these appropriations was disclosed 

order to make the Democratic party call a 
came subjects of public discussion to such an extent that the candidate 
for the Vice-Presidency of the party of the Senator, in a publie debate. 
only the day before yesterday, with 40,000 people present, it is said, 

arraigned this Congress for its monstrous appropriations; and I think 
I am justified as chairman of the Committee on Appropriations of the 
Senate, in defense not only of that committee and of myself, but in 
defense also of the Senator from Missouri, who is a member of that 

committee and who is responsible for these appropriations, and all of 
them,as I am, to state exactly their eondition and situation, and also 
to show that they are reasonable and proper appropriations, as I be- 
lieve them to be, and also to show that they are in large part because 
of the fact that appropriations which ought to have been made a year 
ago were not made and for reasons which I did not give, but which the 
Senator from Missouri perfectly wellknows. Now, therefore, when he 
chooses to say that I am masquerading here and playing a part for an 
ulterior political purpose, he makes a gratuitous statement which is 
not justified by anything that I have said or done on this floor to-day. 


tention of the distingnished Senator from iste) 
part of a plan which has been enacted to-day, whether he has per- 
formed it intentionally or not is for him tosay. He has ed a 
part of the plan which the distinguished Senator from Ohio has brought 
before the country, undertaking to show that our imports were in ex- 
cess of our exports, Why parade this just at this time? 

Mr. TELLER. Isit not a fact? 

Mr. COCKRELL. Why bring this forth just on this particular occasion 
when the Finance Committee of the Senate, of which the Senator from 
Towa and the Senator from Ohio are both members, has a bill before 
it which proposes to reduce the revenue and to reduce it, I will say, in 
exact compliance with the recommendations and pledges of the Repub- 
lican made ever since 1868 by their Secretaries of the Treasury 
and by their platforms and by their Presidents in their messages, and 
by the distinguished leaders of the party? I say it looks to me as if 
it was a part of a plan, taken in connection with vettinn ot eae 

hed ex-Senator from Maine, ‘*the unerowned of the Re- 
publican party,” and the reckless, penou leader of that party, not 
always disereet, in which he undertook to tell the people of this coun- 
try, since his return from Europe, that we are in a crisis, we are hav- 
ing a stringency. That is the sound he sends forth. 

Only a short time ago it was Mr. Depew, a Presidential aspirant, 
who told the country that we were in the throes of hard times, and 
now after the ex-Senator from Maine has issued his proclamation to 
the country that the country was prosperous last year, but is not pros- 
perous this year, then the Senator from Iowa gets up and makes his 
statement in regard to the itures, and then the Senator from 
Ohio comes in with an elaborate statement to show that we are approach- 
ing a crisis of some kind, he will notsay exactly what itis, but here it is— 
‘here are the imports and here are the ™” and then he goes on 
to tell what was the effect in 1837 and what was the effect in 1873. 

Mr. President, why did not the distinguished Senator from Ohio tell 
the country what it was that caused an excess of exports over imports? 
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Did it ever occur to the distinguished Senator from Ohio that that never 
happened until the tidal wave that brought the Democratic party into 
the ascendency in the House of Representatives in 1874? Look at 
your record. If we are going to account for these things, let us have 
some little accounting on fair principles. 

Mr. President, we have a surplusin the Treasury. It is there by 
unnecessary, burdensome taxation, and the appropriations made at 
this session of Congress will not exhaust that surplus. The surplus 
will remain, and there will still exist a necessity, an imperative neces- 
sity, for the reduction of that surplus, and that reduction must be 
made by a change in the tariff or in the internal-revenue laws, and a 
measure of relief is now before the Finance Committee of the Senate 
and has been there for a long, long, long time. 

Mr. ALLISON. But why speak of it to-day? Why should the 
Senator speak of that to-day? 

Mr. COCKRELL. Because of the performance—— 

Mr. ALLISON. Oh! 

Mr. COCKRELL. Because of the performance on the stage by the 
Senator from Ohio and the Senator from Iowa to-day. That is all. 

Now, Mr. President, I move that the Senate proceed to the consid- 
eration of executive business. 

Mr. ALLISON. I hope we shall get through with the consideration 
of this report to-night. 

Mr. COCKRELL. The Senator from Maryland [Mr. GORMAN] is 
very anxious to make some remarks on the report and he is engaged in 
a committee of conference and can not proceed to-day. 

Mr. ALLISON. Very well, then; I shall not press it to-night. 

MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 

A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. CLARK, its 
Clerk, announced that the House further insisted upon its disagree- 
ment to the amendments of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 10234) making 
appropriations for the support of the Army for the fiscal year ending 
June 30, 1889, and for other purposes, numbered 1, 2, 3, 4, 5, 6, 7, 8, 
9, 10, 11, 12, 13, 14, 15, 16, 17, 18, 19, 20, 21, 22, 23, 24, 25, 28, 29, 
30, 31, 32, and 34, insisted npon by the Senate, agreed to the further 
conference asked by the Senate on the di g votes of the two 
Houses thereon; and had appointed Mr. TOWNSHEND, Mr. SAYERS, 
and Mr. RYAN managers at the conference on the part of the House, 

The memeS also announced that the House had passed the follow- 
ing bills: 

A bill (S. 1813) for the relief of Susan B: Hopkins, widow of Arvah 
Hopkins, late of Tallahassee, Fla., deceased; and 

A bill (S. 2197) empowering and directing the Commissioner of Navi- 
gation to register and enroll as American vessels certain sailing-vessels 
of foreign construction repaired in the port of Cleveland, Ohio, and 
named the Josephine and M. C. Tupper, respectively. 


EXECUTIVE SESSION. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Missouri [Mr. 
COCKRELL] moves that the Senate proceed to the consideration of exec- 
utive business, 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate proceeded to the consid- 
eration of executive business. After nine minutes spent in executive 
session the doors were reopened, and (at 5 o’clock and 17 minutes p. 
m.) the Senate adjourned until to-morrow, Wednesday, August 29, 
1888, at 12 o’clock m. 


NOMINATIONS. 


Executive nominations received by the Senate August 28, 1888. 
PROBATE JUDGES. 
Francis L. Daggett, of Washington County, Territory of Utah, to be 
udge of probate in said ‘county, vice E. G. Wooley, whose term of office 
expired, as provided by section 19, chapter 397, laws 1887, volume 
24, United States Statutes at Large. 
Charles Foote, of Juab County, Territory of Utah, to be judge of 
probate in said county, vice Alma Hague, whose term has ired, as 
provided by section 19, chapter 397, laws 1887, volume 24, United 
States Statutes at Large. 
Samuel Francis, of Morgan County, Territory of Utah, to be judge 
of probate in said county, his term of office having expired, as pro- 
vided by section 19, chapter 397, laws 1887, volume 24, United States 
Statutes at 
8. V. Frazier, of Rich County, Territory of Utah, to be judge of 
probate in said county, vice Geo. A. Pert, whose term of office has ex- 
pired, as provided by section 19, chapter 397, laws 1887, volume 24, 
United States Statutes at Large. 4 
William Goodwin, of Cache County, Territory of Utah, to be judge 
óf probate in said county, vice James Z. Stewart, whose term has ex- 
es as provided by section 19, chapter 397, laws 1887, volume 24, 
nited States Statutes at Large. 
Francis A. Hammond, of San Juan County, Territory of Utah, tobe 
judge of probate in said county, vice J. R. Barton, whose term of office 
expired, as provided by section 19, chapter 397, laws1887, volume 
24, United States Statutes at Large. 
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S. J. Harkness, of Emery County, Territory of Utah, to be judge of 

probate in said county, vice J. Robinson, whose term of office has ex- 

ired, as provided by section 19, chapter 397, laws 1887, volume 24, 
nited States Statutes at Large. 

Charles A. Herman, of Tooele County, Territory of Utah, to be judge 
of probate in said county, vice W. C. Rydalch, whose term of office has 
expired, as provided by section 19, chapter 397, laws 1887, volume 24, 
United States Statutes at 

Jacob Johnson, of San Pete County, Territory of Utah, to be judge 
of probate in said county, vice Parlan McFarlan, whose term of office 
has expired, as provided by section 19, chapter 397, laws 1887, volume 
24, United States Statutes at Large. 

L. B. Kinney, of Sevier County, Territory of Utah, to be judge of 
probate in said county, vice Andrew Hepler, whose term of office has 
expired, as provided by section 19, chapter 397, laws 1887, volume 24, 
United States Statutes at Large. 

William C. McGregor, of Iron County, Territory of Utah, to be judge 
of probate in said county, his term of office having expired, as pro- 
vided by section 19, chapter 397, laws 1887, volume 24, United States 
Statutes at Large. 

William G. Stark, of Pi Ute County, Territory of Utah, tobe judge of 
probate in said county, vice R. A. Allen, whose term of office has ex- 
pired, as provided by section 19, chapter 397, laws 1887, volume 24, 
United States Statutes at Large. 

Henry Shield, of Summit County, Territory of Utah, to be judge of 
probate in said county, vice Alma Eldridge, whose term of office has 
expired, as provided by section 19, chapter 397, laws 1887, volume 24, 
United States Statutes at Large. 

William T. Stewart, of Kane County, Territory of Utah, to be judge 
of probate in said county, vice John Rider, whose term has expired, as 
provided by section 19, chapter 397, laws 1887, volume 24, United 
States Statutes at Large. 

George C. Viele, of Millard County, Territory of Utah, to be judge 
of probate in said county, vice T. C. Callister, whose term of office has 
expired, as provided by section 19, chapter 397, laws 1887, volume 24, 
United States Statutes at Large. 

Thomas §. Watson, of Wasatch County, Territory of Utah, to be 
judge of probate in said county, his term of office having expired, as 
provided by section 19, chapter 397, laws 1887, volume 24, United 
States Statutes at Large. 


ASSOCIATE JUSTICE. 


Charles F. Templeton, of Dakota Territory, to be associate justice of 
the supreme court of the Territory of Dakota for the eighth judicial dis- 
trict of said Territory, as provided by the act of Congress approved 
August 9, 1888. 

JUSTICES OF THE PEACE. 


William W. Moffett, of the District of Columbia, to be a justice of 
the peace within and for said District, to be assigned to the city of 
Washington, vice William Helmick, deceased. 

Lewis I. O'Neal, of the District of Columbia, tobe a justice ofthe peace 
within and for said District, to be assigned to the city of Washington, 
his term of office having expired. 


INDIAN AGENTS. 


Joseph W. Preston, of Monticello, Ga., to be agent for the Indians © 
of the Mission Tule River (consolidated) agency, that being the title 
under which the agency formerly known as the Mission agency (con- 
solidated) in California is provided forin the appropriation for the cur- 
rent fiscal year (act approved June 29, 1888, Public No. 162). 

The said Joseph W. Preston was confirmed by the Senate January 
31, 1888, as agent for the agency last named. . 

Thomas McCunniff, of Alamosa, Colo., to be agent for the Indians 
of the Southern Ute and Jicarilla agency, that being the title under 
which tle agency formerly known as the Southern Ute agency in 
Colorado is provided for in the appropriation for the current fiscal 
year (act approved June 29, 1888, Public No. 162). 

The said Thomas McCunniff was confirmed by the Senate April 12, 
1888, as agent for the agency last named. 


CONFIRMATIONS. 
Executive nominations confirmed by the Senate August 28, 1888. 
APPOINTMENTS IN THE NAVY. 


Ensigns. 


George Breed, a resident of Kentucky; William H. G. Bullard, a 
resident of Pennsylvania; Webster Appleton Edgar, a resident of New 
York; Joseph W. Oman, a resident of Pennsylvania; Philip Andrews, 
aresident of New Jersey; William H. Foust, a resident of Ohio; Harold 
K. Hines, a resident of Kentucky; Willard L. Dodd, a resident of In- 
diana; Harry E. Rumsey, a resident of Wyoming Territory; Ryland 
D. Tisdale, a resident of Kentucky; Samuel M. Strite, a resident of 
Maryland; Friend W. Jenkins, a resident of Pennsylvania; and George 
F. Cooper, a resident of Georgia, all graduates of the Naval Academy, 
to be ensigns in the Navy. 
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APPOINTMENTS IN THE ARMY. 
Inspector- General, Inspector-General’s Department. 
Col. Roger Jones, Inspector-General, to be Inspector-General with the 
rank of brigadier-general. 
Captain. 
William W. Averell, late captain Third Cavalry, to be captain in the 
Army, August 17, 1888, with a view to retirement. 


POSTMASTERS, 


Cameron L. Thompson, to be postmaster at Huntington, in the county 
of Cabell and State of West Virginia. 

Edwin S. Hallock, to be postmaster at Evanston, in the county of 
Uinta and Territory of Wyoming. 

Daniel L. Miller, to be postmaster at Goshen, in the county of Elk- 
hart and State of Indiana. 

Frank W. Sprague, to be postmaster at Rushville, in the county of 
Sheridan and State of Nebraska. 

Leopold L. Daus, to be postmaster at Rock Springs, in the county of 
Sweetwater and Territory of Wyoming. 

Frank F. Stevens, to be postmaster at Richfield, in the county of Mor- 
ton and State of Kansas. 

William D. Kelly, to be postmaster at Ellis, in the county of Ellis 
and State of Kansas. 

Thomas Madigan, to be postmaster at Wallace, in the county of Wal- 
lace and State of Kansas. 

Ira Steinberger, to be postmaster at Erie, in the county of Neosho 
and State of Kansas. 

David C. Clark, to be postmaster at Phillipsburgh, in the county of 
Phillips and State of Kansas. 

Martin Cooper, to be postmaster at Forest City, in the county of 
Winnebago and State of Iowa. 

James W. Hughs, to be postmaster at Cawker City, in the county of 
Mitchell and State of Kansas. 

Porter Hamilton, to be postmaster at Mapleton, in the county of 
Monona and State of Iowa. 

Elias L. Brownell, to be postmaster at Spirit Lake, in 12e county of 
Dickinson and State of Iowa. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 


TUESDAY, August 28, 1888. 
The House met at 12 o’clock m. Prayer by Rev. J. H. CUTHBERT, 
D. 


D. D. 
The Journal of yesterday’s proceedings was read and approved. 
CORRECTIONS. 


Mr. BUCHANAN. Mr. Speaker, I rise to ask a correction of the 
Reconrp of this morning. 

On yesterday, when the gentleman from Mississippi [Mr. HOOKER] 
introduced his bill with reference to the duty on cotton-bagging, he 
asked unanimous consent that the Committee on Ways and Means, to 
which it was referred, might have the right to reportatany time. The 
RECORD quotes me as saying ‘‘ I object.” 

My exact words were, and I am not surprised that they were not 
caught in the confusion then prevailing, ‘‘Oh,.no; they have that 
privilege now.” 

The SPEAKER. The correction will be made, 

Mr. ROGERS. I rise to a parliamentary inquiry. 

The SPEAKER. ‘The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. ROGERS. I see that my friend, General HOOKER, is now in his 
seat. He w&s not present a moment ago when the gentleman from New 
Jersey [Mr. BUCHANAN] referred to what took place when my col- 
league introduced a bill on yesterday. I only invite attention to it 
now in order that the matter may go into the RD, as ft ought to 


O° afore my colleague from Mississippi entered the Hall the gentleman 
from New Jersey rose to a correction of the RECORD, stating the facts 
which occurred on yesterday, that my colleague when he introduced 
his bill asked consent that the committee should have leave to report 
at any time, to which request the gentleman from New Jersey is re- 
ported as having objected. This language he corrects in the RECORD, 
and applies other language, the exact words of which I can not now 
recall, but the substance of which is to the effect that the committee 
has the right asked by my colleague under the rules. 

Mr. BUCHANAN. My exact words were, ‘‘Oh, no; they have that 
privilege now.’? 

Mr. ROGERS. The parliamentary inquiry I wanted to suggest was 
this: If the language of the gentleman from New Jersey did not in fact 
amount to an objection, ought not the RECORD be made to conform to 
that understanding, so as to show that the request of my colleague was 


granted? 

The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks it does not amount to an objec- 
tion, on the ground stated by the gentleman from New Jersey. 

Mr. BUCHANAN, If there is any doubt about it, I will withdraw 
the objection. 
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Mr. HOOKER. I will state that I do not know, of course, what oc- 
curred before entering the Hall, but I understand that under the rules 
of the House, this being a privileged matter, the committee would have 
the right to report in the face of an objection. 

The SPEAKER. ‘The Chair will state that under the rules of the 
House the Committee on Ways and Means have the right to report rev- 
enue bills at any time. 

Mr, HOOKER. That was my understanding; but I desired to call 
the attention of the House to this matter especially, to impress it upon 
the mind of the committee and of the House so as to facilitate action 
upon this bill. 

The SPEAKER. They have the right to report at any time. 

Mr. ROGERS. Iwas not sure when I made the inquiry to what 
committee this was referred. I see now, however, that having gone to 
the Committee on Ways and Means that privilege isin the committee. 


LEAVES OF ABSENCE. 


The SPEAKER. The Chair will lay before the House certain per- 
sonal requests of members, which the Clerk will read. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


Mr. Grosvenor asks leave of absence for ten days, on accouut of engage- 
ments of a personal character. 

Mr, De Laxo asks leave of absence indefinitely, on account of sickness. 

Mr. Stewart, of Texas, asks indefinite leave of absence. 

Mr. TURNER, of Georgia, requests leave of absence for ten days, on account 
of urgent and important business, 

Mr. HEAPHILL requests leave of absence, on account of sickness, 

Mr. HouK asks indefinite leave of absence, on account of sickness. 
f tis McRae asks indefinite leave of absence, on account of sickness in his 
family, 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to these several requests? 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. Iobject. This question has 
been discussed a good deal on the floor of the House, and if we are go- 
ing to carry out the order of the House made on Friday last, I shall 
object to all leaves of absence except in cases of sickness. The ques- 
tion may be raised on a motion; but I think it is due to us, who also 
have important engagements, to know whether it is the intention of the 
House to insist upon the order as heretofore made or not, so that we 
may determine what to do. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair understands the gentleman from Ken- 
tucky to object to all leaves of absence except in cases of sickness, or 
where there is sickness in the family of the member? 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. Ido not object in any case 
of personal sickness of the member asking the leave, or where there is 
sickness in his family. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will direct the Clerk to read the re- 
quests for leaves of absence where this condition applies. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Leave of absence is asked in the following cases: 

Mr, Houk, indefinitely, on account of sickness; 

Mr. Dr Lano, indefinitely, on account of sickness; 

Mr. McRaxz, indefinitely, because of sickness in his family; and 

Mr. HEMPHILL, indefinitely, on account of sickness, 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to these several requests ? 

There was no objection. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will lay before the House the other re- 
quests to which objection has been made. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Mr. Grosvenor requests leave of absence for ten days, on account of engage- 
ments of a personal character, 


Mr. GROSVENOR. Mr. Speaker, I suppose a motion that this leave 
of absence be granted would be in order? 

The SPEAKER. It would be. 

Mr. BUCHANAN, I make that motion. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. I want to make a statement to the House so 
that this matter can be settled definitely with a frank understanding 
of the facts by the House. J 

Before this revocation order, or whatever it was, made by the House 
the other day, I had made engagements covering the next week, as a 
good many others have done; but I did not put into my request for 
leave that it was on account of sickness; for while I am personally not 
perhaps a robust person, I am not suffering with any illness, and I do 
not call it ‘‘ professional” business because it is not strictly of that 
character. Frankly, I have engaged to go to the State of Maine to make 
some speeches at places indicated to me, beginning on Saturday after- 
noon next and running up to the end of the campaign. [Laughter. ] 

Mr. WEAVER. Had not the gentleman better stay here and make 
his campaign es? 

Mr. GROSVENOR. The gentleman from Iowa will please take care 
of his own business, a cheap-John attempt at personal notoriety, and I 
will take care of mine. 

I want the House to vote squarely upon this question. I desire to 
go. I made the engagement at a time when any member would have 
made a similar appointment without any hesitation. No opposition 
had been made by anybody and a good many are away already on the 
same mission. Thedistinguished Democratic candidate for Vice-Presi- 
dent has had in his train a very distinguished coterie of members of 
the House, and I am very glad to see that side of the House out al- 
ready, 
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Mr. BLAND. In the mean time the great leader of your party is 
already in Maine; and quite a number of others. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. I did not rise to make a political speech; bnt 
if you will come up on Saturday you will havea first-class opportunity 
to hear a first-class political speech. [Laughter. ] 

Mr. BLAND. The gentleman proceeded to allude to the next Vice- 
President of the United States, and I thought there was a little poli- 
ticsin that. [Laughter.] 

Mr.GROSVENOR. I want to know whether we are to be compelled 
to be present here at the latter end of dog days and prevented from 
entering on engagements of a political character, but have to sit around 
here while—— 

Mr. BLAND. It is the same on both sides. 

Mr. WEAVER. I want to say this about whether memtcrs are to 
be compelled to sit here in the latter end of dog days or be out mak- 
ing political speeches: I think they are compelled to stay here. That 
is their first obligation, and that is what they are sent here for. It is 
not fair to the balance of us to stay here and swelter through dog days 
when we have not a sufficient number of members here to transact the 
public business, If anybody is to go, let us all go. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. I wantto say in explanation 
af my objection to the granting of leave of absence to the gentleman 
from Ohio that it presents the question in a concrete form where we 
can see whether we are going to carry out the resolution passed last Sat- 
urday, and follow in the line of the language of my distinguished friend 
from Illinois [Mr. PAyson] when he said that he intended to see thata 
quorum appeared. Here is a distinguished gentleman from Ohio, of 
high character and of national reputation, who gives us the reason why 
he wants this leave of absence. I intend to vote for it; but I want to 
state that some of us having engagements of the same character have 
thought it necessary to cancel them because of the action of the House 
in revoking the leaves heretofore granted. We thought it our duty in 
obedience to this action, and in submission to the spirit of that reso- 
lution, to cancel these private engagements or these semi-public en- 
gagements. Knowing that gentlemen were going to make these re- 
quests, I thougat we had better have this question sharply brought 
before the House, so that if one gentleman is to receive leave of ab- 
sence on that ground it would be understood that all members of the 
House might go ahead and make these engagements with the under- 
standing that it would be agreeable to the wishes of the House. That 
was the only object I had in making objection, and in making it in 
this concrete form. 

It is not a difficult matter for any gentleman to object to the whole 
House without naming anybody. Itis not a dificult matter for gen- 
tlemen to say they object, that everybody ought to be here; but it is 
somewhat an ungracious matter to make that general declaration per- 
sonal in a concrete case, and we can only accomplish this avowed pur- 
pose of compelling the attendance of a quorum by doing that. Now, 
if we are going to do it, here is the fair opportunity on public grounds, 
by holding that attendance here is of higher importance than public 
speaking in the campaign, and then we will know the mind of the 
House and all of us regulate ourselves accordingly; or the House can 
grant the leave and then we can act on the hypothesis that the House 
approves these engagements. 

Mr. ALLEN, of Michigan. I hope the request of the gentleman 
from Ohio [Mr. GROSVENOR] will be granted, for I will have to go 
next week myself. [Laughter. ] 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Iowa. Mr. Speaker, in the matter of granting 
these leaves of absence it seems to me that the necessities for each case 
ought to appear, as in the case of sickness forinstance. Inamere mat- 
ter of going out upon a tour of speech-making it is not indicated whether 
it is a matter of necessity or not. For instance, the State to which the 
gentleman has been assigned is largely Republican, and the home ot 
the most distinguished member of the party, and it would seem to me 
in this case it is apparent there is an absolute necessity for his presence 
in the State of Maine. [Laughter.] 

Now, that onght to be one of the elements, it seems to me, in the 
matter of granting leaves. 

Mr. NELSON. I desire to make an amendment that will do justice 
to members of both sides of the House and operate equally between 
them. I therefore move that every member of this House who files his 
own statement with the Clerk of the House stating that he wants to go 
out and make a few speeches may haveleavetodoso, That is fairand 
just; and it we are going to give one member leave we ought to give it 
to all, and they should file their requests with the Clerk of the House. 
Then we know where weare and what we are doing; and I move that 
as a substitute for the gentleman’s motion. 

Several MEMBERS on the Democratic side. That is all right. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. I do not care, in the of a distin- 
guished dead statesman of Illinois, whether that amendment is voted 
up or voted down; but it ought not to be put as a rider to this prop- 
osition for this reason—— 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas. Make a point of order against it. 

Mr, GROSVENOR. That would do on a public bill; but this isa 
private matter. I should not have made this engagement if the reso- 


lution of the House had been adopted before I entered into it, and 
therefore my position is a little different from those who make these 
engagements hereafter. I say that that is not a fair amendment to 
my proposition for the reason that I would not have entered into this 
arrangement to go to Maine had the resolution revoking leaves of ab- 
sence stood on the Journal at the time, but having made the arrange- 
ment at a time when nobody would have said that I was doing wrong, 
I do not now wish to forfeit it, and I make the constitutional objection 
to the order of the House that it impairs the force of a contract. 
[_Laughter. ] x 

Now, I do not know but I would consent to an amendment provid- 
ing that this leave of absence should take me into the district of the 
gentleman from Iowa [Mr, ANDERSON], because I take it that while he 
lives and moves and has a being there danger will always exist in that 
district. i 

As to the question whether there is necessity or danger in the State 
of Maine, that is not for me to decide nor for him. Maine is a good 
place to go to. A great many Democrats are going there, and it is 
said that $200,000 in money has gone ahead on the Democratic side. 
The greatest monopolist in New England, the president of the Maine 
Central Railroad, which runs into nearly every county in the State, is . 
a member of the Democratic national executive committee, and if there 
is an opportunity for Democrats anywhere this year, which I honestly 
doubt, I should think that would be a pretty good stamping-ground 
for thêm. 

Mr. WEAVER. Is it because so much money has gone ahead that 
the gentleman wants to go there? [Laughter.] 

Mr. GROSVENOR. if the gentleman from Iowa [Mr. WEAVER] 
had been assured of the statement which I have made about the money, 
he would have been there a long time ago. [Laughter. ] 

Mr. WEAVER. The trouble is that we are never assured of any 
statement which the gentleman makes. [Renewed laughter. } 

Mr. SPRINGER. Mr. Speaker, I hope this matter will be laid aside 
for the present. If the appropriation bills, and some other important 
measure which it is unnecessary to name at this time, can be disposed 
of during to-day, to-morrow, Thursday, and Friday, I shall then be 
in favor of granting leave of absence until Monday, September 10, to 
all members who desire to avail themselves of it, with the under- 
standing that no business shall be done in the House in the mean time, 
this body being perhaps more than a week ahead of the Senate. But 
before that is done we must dispose of some necessary legislation, and 
if we begin now to grant these leaves of absence we shall be unable to 
do that and shall not be in a position to grant general leave. There- 
fore, with the view of bringing this matter toa conclusion, I move the 
previous question on the resolution and the amendment. 

Mr. HOOKER. Let the resolution be again read. 

The SPEAKER. Itis notin writing. It is simply a motion made 
by the gestleman from New Jersey [Mr. BUCHANAN] that the gentle- 
nian from Ohio [Mr. GROSVENOR] be excused. 

Mr. MAISH. Iunderstood that the gentleman from Minnesota [ Mr. 
NELSON] offered an amendment. 

The SPEAKER. There is an amendment pending, against which 
no point of order was made, 

Mr. GROSVENOR, I make the point of order that the amendment 
is not germane to the pending motion. 

A MEMBER. Too late. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair had not stated the motion, and there- 
fore the point of order is made in time. The gentleman from Minne- 
sota [Mr. NELSON] moved as a substitute for the motion of the gentle- 
man from New Jersey that all members desiring leave of absence for 
the purpose of making political speeches be ted such leave upon 
filing their individual statements with the Clerk of the House, 

Mr. HOOKER. I raise the point of order on that. 

The SPEAKER. TheChair thinks the point of order is well taken. 
This is a personal request by a single member for leave of absence, 
upon the ground stated by him. The motion which the gentleman 
from Minnesota attempts to make as a shbstitute would be in order as 
an independent proposition at any time, because it is always in the 
power of the House to decide whether members shall attend its sittings 
or not; but the Chair thinks the motion is not in order as an amend- 
ment. The question is upon ordering the previous question upon the 
motion of the gentleman from New Jersey. 

The previous question was ordered. 

The SPEAKER. The question now is, Will the House grant the 
gentleman from Ohio [ Mr. GROSVENOR] leave of absence, as requested? 

Mr. SPRINGER. For how long a time? 

The SPEAKER. The request is for ten days. 

The question was taken; and the motionof Mr. BUCHANAN to grant 
the leave of absence was agreed to. 

Mr. STAHLNECKER, by unanimous consent, was granted leave of ab- 
sence indefinitely, on account of sickness. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Texas, [Mr. STEWART] re- 
quests leave of absence indefinitely. 

Mr. SAYERS. I move that the leave be granted. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. Mr. Speaker, I do not wish 
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to be considered as objecting to any leave of absence now. What I 
wanted to do was to raise the question, and having done that I with- 
draw my objection. 

Mr. WEAVER. The gentleman does not mean to have it understood 
that the vote in the case of the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. GROSVENOR] 
~ other members leave to go off without permission of the House ? 

ou do not mean to have it understood, of course, that the vote in the 
case of the gentleman from Ohio gives leave for other members to go 
away without authori 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. I poops it so far as I am 
concerned — 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will lay beore the House every request 
that may be presented. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. I accept it, so far as I am 
concerned, as the judgment of the House that the action taken on 
Saturday last was improvident and is practically revoked. 

Mr. WEAVER. I give notice that I do not so accept it. 

Mr. O'NEILL, of Missouri. I objected yesterday to granting leave of 
absence to the gentlemen from Indiana [Mr. Hovey and Mr. Matson], 
not from any desire to be discourteous, but because, after the action of 
the House on Saturday in revoking all leaves of absence, it looked to 
me like a farce to begin on Monday granting such leaves solely for po- 
litical reasons. We ought to allow time at least for these gentlemen 
who have been absent to get here; we ought to make them think we 
are in earnest even if we are not, 

Mr. PETERS. Mr. Speaker, since the beginning of this session on 
the first Monday of December, 1887, I have been absent from the House 
but twice, once to attend to the launching of the gunboat and another 
time on business in New York for my constituents. I am very anx- 
ious to get away. Iam worn out and absolutely need rest. I do not 
wish any one to understand by my silence here that I shall decline or 
neglect to move or support a proposition that all leaves of absence be 
revoked in case certain measures should be presented to the House at 
this session which I think should command the attention of a quorum. 
As I have said, I am as anxious to get away as any one; but so long as 
Iam compelled to stay here, I certainly feel that when a quorum ot 
the House is n to pass business in which my constituents are 
interested I do not want to have my mouth sealed by any action which 
may be taken on leaves of absence to-day. 

I r. STRUBLE. Why is not this a good time to begin refusing 
leaves of absence except in cases of sickness? 

Mr. SAYERS. I move the previous question on the motion to 
excuse my colleague, 

Mr. GROSVENOR addressed the Chair. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Texas [Mr. SAyERs] de- 
mands the previous question. 

Mr. MASON (to Mr. GROSVENOR). 
House, [Laughter.] 

The previous question was ordered; and under the operation thereof, 
the motion to excuse Mr. STEWART, of Texas, was agreed to. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the next request. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Mr. TURNER, of Georgia, requests leave of absence for ten days, on account 
of urgent and important business. 


Mr. CARLTON. I wish to state, Mr. Speaker, that my colleague, 
Mr, TuRNER, has been called home on account of urgent and impor- 
tant business of a private nature connected with his family. As this 
Honse well knows, he has been steadily in his seatfrom the beginning 
of the session; and I hope the request will be granted. I move that it 
be granted, and call the previous question upon the motion. 

The previous question was ordered. 

The question was taken. 

Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana. I rise to a parliamentary ing 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will announce the result of the the vote 
just taken—the ayes have it. 

Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana. My parliamentary inquiry has refer- 
ence to this question. 

The SP. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana. Does it require the action of a quorum 
to grant these leaves of absence? 

The SPEAKER. The Chairthinksit would, except when the House 
is operating under a call. 

Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana. I doubt whether we ought not to have 
at least a quorum present when these leaves are granted. 

The SP. Does the gentleman make the point? 

Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana. Yes, sir; because I am unwilling that 
the House shall, so far as I am personally concerned, grant leaves of 
absence founded upon the private or public business of an individual 
bfaa an his absence will destroy a quorum. I shall, therefore, raise that 

in granting leaves hereafter. 
Bs s Mr. rie RTS I make the point of order that the gentleman is too 


The SPEAKER.” The Chair thinks the gentleman was in time. 
The Chair had not announced the result of the vote when the gentle- 
man from Indiana rose. The Chair su when the gentleman 
stated he rose to make a parliamentary inquiry that it had reference 


You are absent by leave of the 
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to mos other proceeding, and therefore announced the result of tke 
vote, 

Mr. CRISP. Butthere has been no evidence of the lack of a quorum, 
or no record taken of the vote. 
me The SPEAKER. But the gentleman had the right to demand a 

ivision. 

Mr. CRISP. But be did not demand a division. 

Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana. I did not care to demand a division - 
unless there was something in the point; and I therefore desired to 
submit the parliamentary inquiry before making the point. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks the gentleman would have the 
right, because he rose before the Chair announced the result of the 
vote. 

Mr. CRISP. Yes; but he made no demand for a division. 

The SPEAKER. But the Chair announced the result of the vote 
before the gentleman could have done so, although he had risen, as his 
porpora | inquiry shows, for that purpose. The Chair supposed 

e rose for another purpose. The gentleman, however, was on the floor 
and addressing the Chair. 

Mr. CRISP. But he never intimated that he wanted a division until 
it was too late. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair did not state that the gentleman de- 
manded a division; but holds that he had the right to demand a divis- 
ion if he rose for that p 

Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana. I did not demand a division until I had 
ascertained the fact which my parliamentary inquiry elicited. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair has held that the gentleman has the 
right, if he desires it, to demand a division. Does the gentleman de- 
mand a division ? 

Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana. I do. 

Mr. BLOUNT. I desire to withdraw the request of my colleague. 

Mr. O'NEILL, of Pennsylvania. I hope the gentleman will not 
withdraw it. I hope the House will grant the request. I object to 
the withdrawal, I think the leave of absence in this case should be 
granted by unanimous consent. 

Mr. CARLTON. Mr. Speaker, I filed the leave of absence on behalf 
of my colleague for the reason I have already stated, that he had been 
suddenly called home to his family by reason of pressing private affairs 
which required his attendance. He requested me, however, if objec- 
tion was made to the request for leave of absence, to withdraw the re- 
quest; and I hope there will be no objection to the withdrawal. 

Mr. O’NEILL, of Pennsylvania. I shall not object to the withdrawal 
under the circumstances, but I think the request for leave of absence 
should be unanimously granted. The gentleman from Georgia would 
not ask leave of absence tinless it was a matter of grave importance, as 
he knows his public duties too well. He is a gentleman who never ab- 
sents himself from the House, and who would not do so without suf- 
ficient reason. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I object to the withdrawal. I think in this case 
leave of absence should be granted. 

Mr. WEAVER. I hope, under the circumstances, the House will 
grant this leave. 

Mr. DAVIDSON, of Florida. I would ask the gentleman from In- 
diana if he will not withdraw his objection. 

Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana, It is exceedingly difficult to refuse the 
appeals of gentlemen. 

Mr. BLOUNT. I wish tosay to the gentleman from Indiana that he 
need not feel any delicacy about the matter on account of my colleague. 
He is entirely willing that the request shall be withdrawn. 

Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana. Because I have been absent myself so 
much and so often during this session that I regret to make any objec- 
tion to such requests. But it strikes me that every day during this 
session we are confronted with the fact there is no quorum. Iam en- 
tirely willing that this Congress shall dissolve now and let every gen- 
tleman go home—— 

Mr. MCMILLIN. So is the Senate. 

Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana, But it strikes me as an outrage upon 
the House to compel certain of its members to remain here day after 
day, but utterly unable to transact the publie business by reason of the 
absence of a quorum. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will state that the motion is not debat- 
able except by unanimous consent—— 

Y. LI object to debate. 
The previous question having been ordered upon 


I regret exceedingly —— 

The gentleman from Missouri objects to debate. 
I only wanted to withdraw the motion. 

ee SPEAKER. Objection has been made to the withdrawal of the 


ae r. CARLTON. I do not wish to debate the question, but simply 
to ask unanimous consent to withdraw it. 

The SPEAKER. ‘That has been made and objection entered. 

Mr. CARLTON. Can I not renew the request? 

Mr. SPRINGER. Would it not be in order to ask unanimous con- 
sent that the leave be granted ? 


The SPEAKER. 
Mr. CARLTON, 
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The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks not. That has been done and 
objected to. Thereupon the Chair laid the request before the House 
and motion was made that it be granted, upon which the previous 
gra was ordered. The Chair submitted the question to a vote of 

e House, and the gentleman from Indiana demanded a division. 
That is the present situation. 

Mr. BLAND. I wish tomakea parliamentary inquiry. This being 
simply a personal request, pertaining to the gentleman from Georgia 
himself, what right has the House to object to its withdrawal? , 

The SPEAKER. Because the House has taken action upon it by 
ordering the previous question, It is not a request made by the gen- 
tleman from Georgia; it is a motion made by his colleague, and upon 
that motion the House has taken action by ordering the previous ques- 
tion. Of course under the rules of the House it can only be withdrawn 
by unanimous consent. 

The question is on the motion of the gentleman from Georgia, upon 
which the gentleman from Indiana has demanded a division. 

Mr. BLOUNT. I ask unanimous consent that the motion may be 
withdrawn. 

i The SPEAKER. That request was made but the House has refused 
f. 


Mr. BLOUNT. I understand that the motion was to withdraw the 
request of my colleague. 

The SPEAKER. Notatall. The personal request of the gentle- 
man from Georgia is not before the House. It is the motion made by 
his colleague. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I think it would be in order to—— 

TheSPEAKER. A personal request is only granted by unanimous 
consent. Then when that is refused it is in order to make a motion. 

Mr. BLOUNT. I would like to know who has objected. 

The SPEAKER. I think the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. HOL- 
MAN] objected. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Mr. Speaker—— 

Mr. STEELE. I demand the regular order. 

The question was then put, and the Speaker announced that the ayes 
were 100, noes 3. 

Mr. CHEADLE (in his seat). No quorum. 

The SPEAKER. Will the gentleman who makes the point of no 
quorum rise? 

Mr. CHEADLE. I make the point of no quorum. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will appoint the gentleman from Mi- 
nois [ Mr. SPRINGER] and the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. CHEADLE] 


as 

Mr. CRISP. I would now renew the request —— 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Georgia again asks unanimous 
consent to withdraw the motion made by his colleague. 

Mr. EZRA B. TAYLOR. I object. I think he ought to be excused, 
but I object to the withdrawal of the motion. 

Mr. CRISP. It is apparent that there is no quorum. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. I call for the yeas and nays. 

Mr. CRISP. There beingevidently no quorum here, it is unkindness 
to Mr. TuRNER to put him in the attitude of obstructing public busi- 


ness. me ae 

Mr. CHEADLE, I desire to withdraw the point of no quorum. 

TheSPEAKER. The gentleman from Indiana withdraws the point 
of no quorum. The ayes have it, the motion is agreed to, and the gen- 
tleman from Georgia | Mr. TURNER] is exeused. 

Mr. BAKER, of New York. I request that my colleague [Mr. DE 
LANo] be excused. He is detained by sickness. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I demand the regular order. 

The SPEAKER. The regular order is demanded. The gentleman 
from New York [Mr. De LANO] has had leave granted him. 

PUBLIC LANDS. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Ihope the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. SPRINGER] 
will withdraw the demand for the regular order so that I may ask 
unanimous consent to introduce a bill for reference. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I withdraw the demand for the regular order for 
that purpose. t 

The title of the bill was read, as follows: 

to d the la 
Fd th rene pms oe 

The bill was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee 

on the Public Lands, and ordered to be printed. 
THE JOSEPHINE AND M. C. UPPER. 

Mr. PAYSON. Iask for the present consideration of the bill which 
I send to the Clerk’s desk, being Senate bill 2197, empowering and di- 
recting the Commissioner of Navigation to register and enroll as Amer- 
ican vessels certain sailing vessels of foreign construction, repaired in 
the port of Cleveland, Ohio, and named the Josephine and M. C. Up- 
per, respectively. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the bill. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Commissioner of Navigation be, and he is hereby, 
d red as American 


vunsdis he BLIE SUAD KEUNA ae the M EL Upper cen Te respect- 
Soualgin ecuatrantion. trea copaired ix S poet of ONADA Obie T 


cordance with the application for registration thereof now on file in the office 
of said Commissioner. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present consideration of 
the bill? [After a pause.] The Chair hears none. 

Mr. PAYSON. This bill has passed the Senate unanimously and 
was reported unanimously by the Committee on the Merchant Marine 
and Fisheries. It does not take a dollar out of the Treasury, but adds 
tothe merchant marine of this country. 

Mr. KELLEY. Lobject until I can learn something further about 
it. To what extent have there been repairs. 

Mr. PAYSON. To something over seven-eighths of the total value. 

Mr. KELLEY. Then that is within the statute, and I withdraw the 
objection. 

The bill was ordered to a third reading; and if was accordingly read 
the third time, and passed. 

Mr. PAYSON moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill was 
passed; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 
table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I demand the regular order. 


SUSAN B. HOPKINS. 


Mr. DAVIDSON, of Florida. I ask unanimous consent that the 
Committees of the Whole be di from the consideration of the 
Senate bill 1813 and that the same be considered now. 

Mr. SPRINGER. In order that there may be one recognition on 
each side I withdraw the demand for the regular order so that this 
request may be made. 

The SPEAKER. This isa bill which was laid aside a few morn- 
ings ago. The bill, which is a Senate bill, was not in the hands of the 
Clerk and it was passed over. The Clerk will read the title of the 
bill. š 

The Clerk read as follows: 

A bill (S. 18:3) for the relief of Susan B. Hopkins, widow of Arvah Hopkins, 
late of Tallahassee, Fia., 

The bill was read, as follows: 


late of Tallahassee, Fla., deceased, out of any money in the 
wise appropriated, the sum of $392.50, in full for rent of houses used for offices 
and storing purposes situated in Tallahassee, Fla. 


The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present consideration of 
the bill? The Chair hears none. 

The bill was ordered to a third reading; and it was accordingly read 
the third time, and passed. 

Mr. DAVIDSON, of Florida, moved to reconsider the vote by which 
the bill was passed; and atso moved that the motion to reconsider be 
laid on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

e ORDER OF BUSINESS. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I demand the regular order. 

Mr. ALLEN, of Michigan. Mr. Speaker, I would ask the gentle- 
man from Illinois if he will withdraw his demand long enough for me 
to send a resolution to the Chair, and ask that it be acted upon now? 
Ié would not take a minute. : 

Mr. SPRINGER. No, I can not; I demand the regular order. 
TARIFF—ARE THE WOOL MANUFACTURERS IN FAVOR OF FREE 
WOOL—QUESTION OF PRIVILEGE. 

Mr. JACKSON Mr. Speaker, I rise to a question of privilege. In 
thecourse of the debate on the tariff bill I had occasion to make a state- 
ment in reply to Mr. BUCKALEW respecting the manufacturersof wool 
in Pennsylvania, and especially in the city of Philadelphia—— 

Mr. SPRINGER. I rise toa question of order. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. SPRINGER. The gentleman is making a generalstatement, and 
I ask that he state his question of privilege. 

Mr. JACKSON. The statement I made was that the manufacturers 
of wool in Philadelphia and in Pennsylvania had no desire to have wool 
put on the free-list, and that they were opposed to it. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Mr. Speaker, I make the point of order that the 
gentleman has not stated his question of privilege. 

The SPEAKER. ‘The gentleman from Ilinois [Mr. SPRINGER] 
makes a point of order and insists upon the enforcement of the rule 
which requires that the gentleman shall state what his question of 
privilege is. The Chair will state to the gentleman from Pennsylvania 
that there can be no question of privilege before the House unless some 
motion rr maa or some resolution is offered on which the House can 
act. other matters are merely matters of personal explanation 
which can be entertained only by consent of the Honse. : 

Mr. JACKSON. I think thatin one minute’s time I can state what 
will be conceded to be a question of privilege. 

Mr. BLAND. I call the gentleman’s attention to the fact that his 
colleague from Pennsylvania, to whom he alludes [Mr. Buck ALEW], 
is not present. 

Mr. JACKSON. The gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. BUCKA- 
LEW], so far as I know, is giving no special attention to this matter. 
While my reply was originally made to his speech, I am only now re- 
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ferring to that incidentally. The question I wish to call attention to 
grows out of statements appearing in public newspapers, for which, I 
presume, he is not responsible, and which I conceive affects myself. 
I want to correct the newspaper statements. 

Mr. SPRINGER. If the gentleman will say that he desires to make 
a pérsonal explanation, and will state how much time he requires, I 
shall have no objection. 

Mr. JACKSON. Will the Chair hear my statement? 

TheSPEAKER. If the enforcement of the rule isinsisted upon, the 
Chair has no discretion in the matter. A ‘‘question’’ in the parlia- 
mentary sense means a proposition presented to the House to be dis- 

of, and unless the gentleman from Pennsylvania presents some 
proposition there can be, of course, no question of privilege. But if 
the gentleman desires to make a personal explanation, the Chair will 
ask the consent of the House that he be permitted to do so. 

Mr. SPRINGER. If the gentleman will say that he desires to make 
a personal explanation, and will state what time he requires, there 
will probably be no objection. 

Mr. JACKSON. I expected to take even Jess time than I have al- 
ready occupied. All I desire is to send to the desk and have read a 
statement which has appeared in the New York Herald and Philadel- 
phia Record alleging that I misrepresented and slandered the wool man- 
ufacturers of Pennsylvania when I stated that they did not favor the 
Mills bill and were, in fact, opposed to free wool; and also to have read, 
asa reply to these newspaper articles, statements from a number of rep- 
utable gentlemen who are familiar with the facts of the case and who 
fairly represent those manufacturers, and who show that I stated their 
views truthfully and fairly. Ishould like to have at least a portion 
of these papers read, with permission to print the remainder. 

Mr.SPRINGER, If the gentleman will state that he desires to make 
a personal explanation—— 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman does so state in substance. 

Mr. SPRINGER. How much time does the gentleman require? 

Mr. JACKSON. Not exceeding ten minutes. 

Mr. SPRINGER. [I object to ten minutes. If the gentleman will 
make his statement in five minutes I shall not object. 

Mr. JACKSON. I shall be content with ten minutes’ time and per- 
mission to print the remainder of this statement. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the request of the gentleman 
from Pennsylvania? 

Several members objected. 

Mr. JACKSON. Then, Mr. Speaker, I will make my statement of 
the question of privilege. 

The SPEAKER. But the Chair has already decided, in accordance 
with the rules of the House and in accordance with repeated decisions 
heretofore, that no question of privilege is presented unlesssome motion 
or some resolution is offered. 

Mr. JACKSON. Would it bein order to make a motion to have these 

rs read ? = 

The SPEAKER. That would not present a question of privilege. 

Mr. JACKSON. I presume I could print these papers under the gen- 
eral order made in relation to printing remarks on the tariff bill which 
would fully answer my purpose, but I did not wish to do that with- 
out giving in some way to the House public notice in advance of what 
I was doing. I therefore ask unanimous consent that I be permitted 
to print the extracts-from the newspapers I have referred to and the 
replies thereto I have prepared in the RECORD. 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 

Mr. JACKSON. Mr. Speaker, as an explanation of these papers in 
addition to, what I have already said, I would call attention to these 
facts. 

In the course of the tariff debate, my colleague, the gentleman from 
Pennsylvania [Mr. BucKALEW], on the 15th of May last, in his speech, 
which will be found on page 4986 of the RECORD, gave as a reason for 
his favoring the bill underconsideration that it put wool on the free-list, 
to the great advartage of the wool manufacturers of the State. Atthe 
time I asked permission to call his attention to what I considered his 
mistaken representation of the interests of the wool manufacturers, but 
the gentleman declined to yield to me for even a question. 

When the wool schedule was afterward under consideration by sec- 
tions, on the 16th of July following, being the first opportunity I had, 
I made a reply to his statement, which will be found on page 6935 of 
the RECORD. 

I then said, in substance, that the gentleman from Pennsylvania 
Mr. BUCKALEW] made a mistake in alleging that ‘‘ free wool’’ was 
n the interest and for the advantage of wool manufacturers; that the 

wool manufacturers of Pennsylvania, largely situated in the city of 
Philadelphia, did not ask for free wool, but were uncompromisingly op- 
posed to it; and that I was surprised my colleague should make such 
a mistake. 

Mr. Speaker, at the time I made these remarks I felt confident that 
I knew the position of the manufacturers on this question, and that I 
truly and fairly represented them asa body in the statement I then 
made. 

I was therefore surprised to find that the New York Herald and the 
Philadelphia Record, in noticing these proceedings in Congress, alleged 


that in stating that the wool manufacturers of Philadelphia were op- 
posed to free wool I had misrepreseuted and slandered them. To cor- 
rect these newspaper charges I have prepared some testimony support- 
ing the truth of what I said and showing that the wool manufacturers 
of Philadelphia, and in fact the whole country, are almost, if not en- 
tirely, unanimously opposed to free wool and in favor of its protection. 
In justice to myself and in justice to these manufacturers I ask to have 
printed as a part of my remarks these papers. 
The papers are as follows: : 


[From the New York Herald of July 17, 1888.] 
FREE WOOL—DEMOCRATS REFUSE TO TAKE IT FROM THE LIST—ONLY A FEW 
“ KICKERS "’—MR, JACKSON'S STRANGE STATEMENT ABOUT PHILADELPHIA MAN- 
UPACTURERS—TARIFF DEBATES NEARLY OVER. 


HERALD BUREAU, 
CORNER FIFTEENTH AND G STREETS NORTHWEST, 
Washington, July 16, 1888. 

Free wool passed the House to-day by a handsome majority. To please the 
protectionists tellers were ordered, and the vote, on the motion of Mr. WILKINS 
to strike the free-wool clause out of the Mills bill, was defeated by 102 to 120. 

e free-wool clause is to go into effect on the Ist of October, if the bill be- 
comes a law. and the new wool duties in the Milis bill later, on the ist of next 
January. That gives the woolen manufacturers a handsome start. 

Before the vote was taken a queer and rather significant thing happened. 
Mr. Jacksox, of Pennsylvania, rose and “gave his testimony ” that the woolen 
manufacturers of Philadelphia are “ uncompromisingly hostile to free wool.” 

‘The queerness of this lies in the fact that Mr. Jackson does not representany 
district in or near Philadelphia, but a district in the center of the State, and 
that Philadelphia has in the House four Republican Representatives, all high 
protectionists—Messrs, BINGHAM, O'NEILL, KELLEY, and HArRMER—not one of 
whom spoke up to-day. 

The Herald, in its recent Philadelphia correspondence, has shown conclu- 
sively and repeatedly that a numberof the leading woolen manufacturers there 
are in favor of free wool, and that avery large and increasing number of the 
workmen in the woolen mills demand free wool. Yet Mr. JACKSON, represent- 
ing an interior district, assumes to speak for all these peopleand misrepresents 
their openly declared opinions. 

Messrs. BINGHAM, O'NEILL, and HARMER, who are the Representatives of Phil- 
adelphia districts containing woolen mills, were too prudent to follow Mr, 
JACKSON'S exam `c, 


[From the Philadelphia Record of July 18, 1883.] 
PHILADELPHIA AND FREE WOOL. 


In a report made to the Secretary of the Treasury in 1835 by the National As- 
sociation of Wool Manufacturers appeared the imegetay k 

“The American manufacturer, to compete with the fabrics of other nations 
in the endless variety demanded by our times, must have the power of select- 
ing a portion ofhis raw material from all the world’ssources of supply. * * + 
The effect of the compulsion to buy greasy wool and pay a heavy specific duty 
on its impurities is that the Ameriean manufacturers are thereby obliged to 
give undue preference to light condition over fineness and the o valuable 
qualities of wools offering in foreign markets. Our manufacturers, moreover, 
are obliged by this restriction to concentrate their competition in foreign mar- 
kets upon the always small proportion of the — unwashed wools, while 
our foreign competitors, having to pay duty neither upon wool nor on grease 
and dirt, can buy the heavy wools in the market to much better advantage. 

"To these considerations it should be added that the high specife duty on 
clothing wools—a duty irrespective of the cost—practically excludes the cheap 
and abundant clothing wools of South America, and by freeing them from our 
competition for their purchase makes them much cheaper than they would 
otherwise be to the manufacturers of France, Belgium, and Germany, who 
work them upinto cloths and stuffs by the cheapest labor in Europe.” 

This report was signed BF Tona Dolan and James Dobson, officers of the 
association. Is it possible that there are any woolen manufacturers in this city 
who fail to recognize the truth and the force of the above statement? Yet Mr. 
O. L. Jackson, who represents a Congress district in the extreme western por- 
tion of maree $Y anon arose in the House 9n Monday and declared that the 
woolen man urers of Philadelphia are ‘‘ uncompromisingly hostile” to the 
policy of free wool advocated in report. It is well known that Mr. JACK- 
son in his assertion slanders quite a number of leading Philadelphia manufact- 
urers, who have declared emphatically in favor of free wool. But it would be 
strange if any numberof them should oppose a change so manifestly favorable 
to their interests and to the general industrial interests of this city, 


Mr. JACKSON. I would call attention to the fact thatin the above 
quotation from the report of the National Association of Wool Manu- 
facturers, the concluding part of the report is omitted, which expressly 
states that the manufacturers favor extending protection to the wool- 
grower. It is as follows: 

It will be observed that in this communication, which, we need not say, is 
addressed not only to you, but through you to Congress and the public, we 
have not urged, as has been customary with this association in former times, 
any argument for encouragement in behalf of the important industry most 
closely allied with our own, that of wool production. Circumstances, which 
we need not mention, seem to have made it expedient that each branch of the 
national wool industry should act independently in representing its interests 
as connected with tariff legislation. . 

As the domestic wool-grower, in view of the high cost of labor and the high 
scale of living required by American civilization, can not profitably send his 
wools abroad, and as every pound of foreign cloth imported, displacing a pound 
of American cloth which might be e here, at the same time displaces eguni 
ruple weight of domestic wool, it might be claimed that the in sof our 
nearest allies are sufficiently served by securing defenses for the manufacturers 
which constitute theironly market. is was the narrow and argument 
for exclusive protection to manufacturers in former times. 

A broader and more just policy now regards proteo to any distinct inter- 
est but as a part of the universal system; and while we demand for our own fin- 
ished pee and more imperatively still, for the labor by which they are 
wrought, the whole power of defense granted by the Constitution against other 
nations—defense against their policy, their pernicious trade, their extorted and 
pauper labor, no less than against their arms—we would extend the same de- 
fense to ev home product, of the farm, the mine, and the forest, thus mak- 
ing our own identical with the national prosperity, 


A FREE-WOOL CONTROVERSY—MR. JUSTICE CITES FACTS TO SUSTAIN CONGRESS- 
MAN JACKSON—THE WOOLEN MANUFACTURERS OF PENNSYLVANIA, ALMOST 
WITHOUT EXCEPTION, HEARTILY OPPOSED TO THE INTRODUCTION OF FREH 
WOOL, 

The friends of free wool having gone to the extremity of denying the factson 
which Congressman Jackson based his speech during the debate on the Mills 
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bill, that gentleman has written the following letter, which was published in 
Saturday's Evening Telegraph: 
“House OF REPRESENTATIVES, Washington, D.C., July 24, 1888. 

Dear Sim: In the course of the recent tariff debate in the House I took ocea- 
sian to state that the woolen manufacturers of Pennsylvania did not favor free 
wool, Among the authorities which 1 had read at the time to sustain this state- 
ment was an extract from the Ameriean, in which you were ay aac Dy totake 
thatposition. I notice that the New York Herald and the Philadelphia Record 
criticise my statement, and say tbat I had no authority to represent the Phila- 
delphia manufacturers, k 

“ My remarks were made on the 16th of July,and reported in the CONGRES- 
SIONAL RECORD on the 17th, a copy of which I mailed you care of Board of Trade 
rooms. I would very much like, if you please, that you would write me, stating 
how far I wasj in saying what I did on the subject. 


“ Very truly yours, 
“OSCAR L, JACKSON, 

“Mr. THEODORE Justice, Philadelphia, Pa.” 

MR, JUSTICE SUPPLIES FACTS. 

In answer, Mr. Justice writes as follows: 

“ DEAR SIR: Your favor of the 24th received. There is the most ample proof, 
without the slightest doubt whatever, that the woolen manufacturers of the 
United States are almost without exception opposed to free wool. They have 
so declared Pn S their associations and individually. 

“*Mr. William Whitman, the president of the National Woolen Manufacturers’ 
Association,has declared through the press, on public platforms, and through the 
penedia of his association, over and over again in public and in private, and 

fore Congress, that the woolen manufacturers believe that free wool is not to 
the best interests of manufacturers nor skilled labor nor the people of the 
United States. He further states that he and the Manufacturers’ Association 
believe in affording to the wool-grower, on principle, the same protection for 
his industry which the manufacturers demand for their indu x A it- 
man has very truly declared that he can count on the fingers of both hands, 
= on the fingers of one hand, all the prominent woolen manufacturers of New 

and in favor of free wool. 

“The woolen manufacturers of the Middle States, and parti 
cality, have been equally outspoken against free wool. Those who occupy this 
section belong to the Manufacturers’ Club, of which Mr. Thomas Dolan is pres- 
ident. That gentleman has declared over and over again his belief that free 
wool will be a disadvantage to the manufacturing industry. Mr. Dolan ex- 
presses the almost unanimous opinion of the manufacturers of this locality, 
whose views coincide with those expressed by Mr. Whitman as the views of the 
manufacturers in the 

“I inclose a copy of the official organ of the Manufacturers’ Club of Philadel- 
phia, namely, the Manufacturer, of April 1, 1888. This periodical is full of ex- 
pressions of leading and prominent manufacturers, all of them the most repre- 
sox, grav of no aoe. on the agg of Ls wool, 9 A, H 

~a er to the opening speech r. n, on page 5; also to the very able 
address of Mr. Dolan’s partner, Mr. Joseph P., Truitt, on 9 of the same 
paper, entitled ‘The proposition to make wool free.’ in which Mr. Truitt says, 

Free raw material is the pioneer of free goods.’ He further says that ‘he be- 
lieves that promises of relief based on free wool are a fraud and unreliable. It 
would not give the citizen a suit of clothes one dollar cheaper, and it would re- 
duce his wages more than by any means he could hope to gain. It would re- 
sult in free manufactured goods, for the farmer would never rest if you made 
wool free until he made goods free.’ Mr, Truitt says he is ‘in favor of protec- 
tion from the lamb in the field to the clothes on our backs, and I desire now to 
render my emphatic disapproval of free wool.’ 

“I refer you also to the very able paper of Mr. Search, entitled ‘The prepara- 
tion of wool,’ Mr, Theo, 0, Search is one of the ablest young inaoulaturers 
and merchants in this locality; alsoarepresentative man. Mr. Search believes 
that if wool is made free, wool sorting and wool scouring will be done abroad. 
He thinks that wool combing will follow it, and that would cripple a large in- 
dustry employing a large number of skilled Jaborers. 

“I also refer you to the remarks of Mr. James Phillips, jr., of Massachusetts, 
one of the largest and most successful of New England manufacturers, whese 
success has been conspicuous at a time when worsted manufacturing has been 
poar languishing. In speaking of free wool he says, ‘Anything which 

mpairs the prosperity of the country is damaging to the interests of that coun- 
try, and you can not injure a part without its effects being felt by other parts.’ 
He griis the wool product is one of the most important in the country, and it 
furnishes its producers the means for purchasing our manufactured articles, and 
were wool-growing destroyed it would deprive a large portion of the commu- 
nity of purchasing power, and the loss of this home market would depress the 
value of woolen products far in excess of any advantage that would be gained 
by giving the manufacturer his wool at a lower price. 

*-He further says that the immediate eflect of free wool would be to depress 
its value; thatas soon as this effect had caused the extermination of wool-grow- 
ing in the United States the secondary effect would be a material advance in the 
price abroad growing out of the absence of competition of American wool-grow- 
ers among other wool-producers of the world, and the increase of the American 
demand for foreign wool. The woolen manufacturers of this locality who ditfer 
from the majority are only a few proprietors of small establishments, and are 
not representative. It is a well-known fact that the wool-growing States of 
California, Oregon, Nevada, Wisconsin, Indiana, and New York have at times 
been Democratic; they are at present Republican, largely in the agricultural 
districts, where wool-growing is an important industry, These wool-growers 
are proteononiae but if their industry is cy ART ueg will wish to buy their 
clothing and other articles which they uire in the cheapest markets in the 
world, and being no longer sharers in the benefits of protection, in consequence 
of the destruction of their flocks, it would be easy for them to fall back into the 
Democratic free- e ranks with the solid free-trade South. 

“ Manufacturers of the Eastern and Middle States could not retain protective 
duties sufficient to cover the difference in wages, and the destruction to manu- 
facturing would take place in these sections until the wages of skilled laborers 
fell to the starvation level of competing wages abroad. 

‘There are in the United States 2,287 woolen manufacturing establishments. 

“I challenge the New York Herald or the Philadelphia Record to produce 
the signatures of the proprietors of ten important Pennsylvania woolen manu- 
facturing establishments who favor free wool. The names of those parties over 
their own signatures are asked because the following petition for an increase 
of duties upon wool and woolens suficient to cover the difference in wages 
between Europe and America has been signed very generally by the proprie- 
tors of these establishments within a few months. 

“They demand not free wool, but enough higher duty 9 wool and wool- 


icularly of this lo- 


= to save their industries from destruction by the grinding competition of 
urope. 
“Yours, truly, “THEODORE JUSTICE.” 
“Hon. Oscar L. JACKSON, 


House of Representatives, Washington, D. È” 
THE PETITION, 
The following is the petition referred to in the above letter: 
“To the honorable the Senate and the House of Representatives of the United States: 
“ The undersigned citizensof the county of * * + andStateof * * + re. 
spectfully petition your honorable body for speedy action on thesubject of pro- 


tection tothe wool-growing and woolen-manufacturing industries of this coun- 


try. They represent that the chagges made by the act of Congress of March 3, 
1883, reducing protection to these industries have already resulted in great in- 
jury to the shee; wing interest, as well as to the manufacturing in 

and, that if continued, must result in the destruction, to'a very great extent, oi 
the wool-growing industry in all parts of our country, and also Jargely increase 
the price of mutton to the consumer. They represent that the number of sheep 
in the United States in 1883 was 49,237,291 (an increase of 15,453,691 since 1875), 
and which was reduced to 44,759,314 in 1887, showing a loss of 4,477,977 sh in 
four years, whilst with proper protection the number, at the same ratio of in- 
crease, in 1887 would probably have been about 64,000,000, A further effect of 
this injurious legislation was an enormous increase in importation of foreign 
wool, both in unmanufactured and manufactured state, especially the latter, to 
the great loss of our domestic laboring classes, whether employed on farms or 
in workshops, and yielding an increase in revenue to the Governmentof about 
$4,000,000 per annum at a time when it was not needed. _ 

“They therefore ask that the schedule of duties unanimously agreed upon by 
the representatives of the wool-growers and woolen manufacturers, at Washin 
ton, on January 14, 1888, may be enacted into a law at an early day, and, = 
ing the passage of such bill, in accordance with the further action of said con- 
vention, we urgently request Congress to immediately pass a joint resolution 
correcting the present erroneous classification of worsteds, by directing that 
they be classified as woolen cloths, 

“COLUMBUS DELANO, 


“President National Wool Growers’ Association, 
“WILLIAM WHITMAN, 
“ President National Association of Woolen Manufacturers, 
“E. A. GREENE, 
“ President Philadelphia Wool Merchants’ Association, 
“ Committee, 


” 
THE WOOL QUESTION—A PROMINENT NEW YORK WOOLEN MANUFACTURER RE- 
PLIES TO THE GERMANTOWN DEMOCRAT. 

Mr. E. H. Ammidown, of New York, who is a prominent woolen manufact- 
urer and merchant, and who is also president of the American Protective 
League, and who was vice-president of the late wool conference held in Wash- 
ington in January, has been reading the articles on the wool question in the 
Tel ph, and replies to the Germantown Democrat as follows: 

“The view of the Germantown Democrat is very narrow, The benefits of the 
wool tarift are not limited to the wool-grower. Every farmer, including the 
whole seven million men engaged in farming, is benefited by the diversion of 
labor and capital into wool-growing. There is an overproduction not of some 
farm products. Even greater diversity would be advantageous. On this ground 
I favor protection on hemp, flax, and jute. 

“The benefit accrues also to the whole population of the country in the pro- 

rtion which the value of the wool clip contributes to the wealth and spenda- 

le income of the people. For if sheep husbandry was destroyed the income 
from it would cease and the farmers deprived of their clip—their means of 
buying the products of other industries. It is well known among farmers that 
the cash received from the sale of their wool is relied on more than anything else 
to supply such of their needs as are not supplied from their farms. Thus the 
whole nation reaps the benefit from the tariff on wool the same as it does on 
every other important protected industry. It is part of a grand system for the 
elevation and advancement of the people, the benefits of which are not limited 
to any class or section. They extend toall. Strike down one part of the sys- 
tem and you weaken the whole, and if the destruction begins it will end in the 
overthrow of all our industries and in the organization of our labor and wages 


on the level of our foreign competition. 
“EDWARD H. AMMIDOWN.” 
FIGURES ON FREE WOOL, 
[From the Texas Live Stock Journal.] 

Free wool] means free goods; not a wool-grower from Maine to Texas would 
consent to pay an advanced price for goods if he was obli to compete with 
the cheaper labor and cheaper lands of Russia, Asia, Africa, South America, 
and Australia, The wool-grower is a protectionist believing in the application 
of the principle to all industries. 

Scoured wools can be aig in England at 28 to 32 cents per pound that com- 
pare with the Texas clip. With free trade these wools can be imported direct 
from the countries in which they are raised with no more expense than their 
present cost to English buyers. 

To meet such cost, Western Texas wool would have to be sold to the con- 
sumer at 8} cents per pound, choice eight-months wool at 10 cents, and twelve- 
months at 10} cents, The minimum cost to the grower for the freight and ex- 
penea would not be less than 2} cents per pound, and he would realize, for 

estern Texas, 6 cents; for choice eight-months, 7} cents; for choice twelve- 
months, § cents. 

The foreign values given can be substantiated by quotations from Bowes, of 
Liverpool; Windeler, Hammond, Schwartze, of London, and other Jeadin, 
brokers; any wool-grower can address either of them with sample of his Wook 
and confirm the values given. 

Free-trade papers claim that the duty on wool has nothing to do with its 
value, and quote prices prior to 1824 when wool was free, and later when the 
was very light, to prove their sssertion, but they do not pointto the changed 
condition, 

Then there was not a single pound of wool raised in Australia, and only a 
small amount in South America ; these are now the largest wool-growing coun- 
tries of the world, and the reduction of prices which is due to them is much 
greater in England than here. 

When wool was free or under a nominal duty quoted values were the same 
in England as in this country; to-day scoured Cape wool is worth only 32 cents 
in England, while similar Texas wool has sold this spring on a basis of 58S cents, 

We give below value to-day to Texas wool-growers on a free-wool basis, 

rices at which wools were sold this spring, and in 1881 about the time agitation 
or reduction of duties commenced which culminated in 1883, 


Free 

wool, | 1898. 1881. 
Western Teens... isis icccsorn:vosncasste typusaseceoss wane dens pws due wea vuance 19 
Choice eight-months.... 22 
Choice twelve-months. 26 


With the restoration of the tariff of 1867 every loom in the country would be 
started, and prices of wool wouid be fully equal to 1881. Our home market 
would be poole megs der free from foreign g and foreign wools, 

If wool-growers would organize as the sugar, the whisky, and the tobacco 
rings have done, there would be no more cry of free wool, but a restoration of 
the tariff of 1867, and with it prosperity to the languishing industry of our State. 

is no ery for free wool from the weavers of woolen goods or the manu- 
facturers of them, except in Rhode Island, and there it amounts to five out of 
thirty-nine woolen manufacturers who signed a petition for free wool, while 
every one except these five signed for the tariff of 1867. 
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EXPLANATION OF THE CAUSES FOR THE FLUCTUATIONS OF PRICES OF WOOL 
UNDER THE VARIOUS TARIFFS FROM 1825 To 1887. 


ever, no free wool since the A fone 1816. Duties were increased in 1830, before the 
Australian 


here were no wide fluctuations in the average price from 

848 to 1861, and those which did occur are identical with similar movements in 
the markets of the world. Itis a significant fact that the period between 1864 
and 1867 was one in which the average price was the highest, and was also the 
period when the tariff and the premium upon gold—which was equivalent to an 
additional tariff—was also highest. Wool raised in Australia, South America, 
and the Cape of Good Hope amounted in 1860to a total of over 65,000,000 pounds 
of scoured wool, but in 1 when our tariff act of 1867 became operative, the 
wool product of these same countries was 195,000,000 pounds, an increase of 300 
per centin eight years. The depressing effect upon prices of wool by this enor- 
mous increase to be apparent at thattime, resulting in a downward tend- 
anog to prices in London and consequently in the United States. The increase 
in the amount of wools raised in foreign countries continued until in 1887 it had 
reached the enormous total of 370,000,000 pounds of scoured wool, 

What was the effect upon prices of American wool when the tariff was re- 
duced in 1883 and competing foreign wools were declining? Under the tariff of 1867 
the average price of Ohio fine from 1876 to 1883 was over 42 cents. Inthe five years 
following the reduction made in 1883 the average price for the same wool was 
33} cents, a decline of 8} cents per pound; and with the same rate of increase in 
these foreign countries, where wool-growing has not yet reached its maximum, 
the probabilities are that during the coming years domestic wool may have to 
face the competition of a still lower range of prices in London, and therefore it 
is quite apparent that wool-growing in the United States would be doomed 
should there be any further reduction of duties, and that it is not only neces- 
sary to the preservation of the wool-growers’ interests that the present rates of 
duties be maintained, but that he should have still more protection; but no 
amount of protection on his wool will help him unless the manufacturer who 
buys his wool has similar protection, paying as he does over 100 per cent. higher 
wages than is paid in Europe. 


Table showing the average price for Ohio fine wool from 1825 to 1887, under the sev- 
eral tariff acts. 


Av rice 
for XÈ Ohio 

Periods. {wool under dif- 
ferent tariff 


Duty. 


20 per cent. ad valorem. 

25 per cent. ad valorem. 

30 per cent, ad valorem. 

4 cents per pound and 40 per cent. ad valorem. 
4 cents per pound and 45 per cent. ad valorem, 
4 cents per pound and 50 per cent. ad valorem. 
4 cents per pound and 40 per cent. ad valorem. 
4 cents per pound and 38 per cent. ad valorem, 
4 cents per pound and 36 per cent. ad valorem. 
4 cents per pound and 34 per cent. ad valorem. 
4 cents per pound and 32 per cent. ad valorem. 
4 cents per pound and 30 per cent, ad valorem. 
4 cents per pound and 28 per cent. ad valorem. 
4 cents per pound and 26 per cent, ad valorem. 
4 cents per pound and 24 per cent. ad valorem. 
4 cents per pound and 22 per cent. ad valorem. 
8 cents per pound and 30 per cent. ad valorem, 
30 per cent. ad valorem. 

24 per cent. ad valorem. 

9 cents per pound, 

12 ompa pound and 10 per cent. ad valorem. 
10 and 12 cents per pound and 10 and 11 per cent. ad 


PERPER ERRELE A a EEE ES 


valorem, 

55 | 10 and 12 cents per pound and 10and 11 per cent. ad 
valorem, less 10 per cent. 

42} | 10 and 12 cents per pound and 10 and Hi per cent. ad 


valorem. 
Si | 10 and 12 cents per pound. 


A PROTEST AGAINST PASSAGE OF THE MILLS BILL FROM THE MANUFACTURERS 
CLUB OF PHILADELPHIA, 


The following resolution was adopted at a meeting of the Manufacturers’ Club 
of Philadelphia on March 19, 1888: 

, That the Manufacturers’ Club of Philadelphia desire to make pro- 
test against the adoption into a lawof the measure prepared by a majority 
of the Ways and Means Committee of the House of Representatives and com- 
monly known as the Mills tariff bill. The Manufacturers’ Club further protest 
against the of the said bill even in an amended or modified form, be- 
lieving it to po based upon wrong principles, to be essentially opposed to all safe 
P ents in American fiscal legislation, and from its intrinsic viciousness cal- 
culated to inflict serious injury upon both the agricultural and manufacturing 
interests of the country.” 3 

Mr. Joseph P, Truitt said: “I am opposed to that provision of the Mills tariff 
bill which admits wool free of duty, for the reason that free wool would be of 
no lasting benefit tothe American manufacturer. It is stated as one of the prin- 
cipal reasons why this policy should be adopted that the manufacturer would 
obtain his wool so much cheaper, 

* if it is true that the abolition of wool duties would resultin the cheapening 
of that article to the extent of the duty now paid, there is abundant reason for 
opposing it, for every pound of wool and every yard of goods now inthe hands 
of dealers: merchants, and manufacturers would decline in value to æ corre- 

nding extent; and, as vor sheep in the land must share in the deprecia- 
tior , the immediate loss would be so great as to be almost incalculable. Every 
would be compelled to stop; thousands of operatives now 
happily empl would be thrown upon the streets, and millions of yards of 
genes wo be placed in the auction rooms for sale at prices that could er 
entail a fearful loss to the man ; and while in this weakened condi- 
tion the tide of foreign importation would come rushing in like some vast tidal 
wave. stifling and burying out of sight the industries of America, and years 


mill in the coun! 


might elapse before they again recovered from the evileffects of this ill-advised 
measure, 

“ Free raw material is the pioneer of free goods, for we can not expect that 
the wool-grower will consent to a policy of protection which embraces every- 
thing he buys, and excludes every article which he produces and wants to sell, 

“The success of woolen manu uring in this country is founded upon sheep 
husbandry at home, and the wool-grower is just as much entitled to 
upon the wool in which he invests his capital and which he exerts skill to 
produce as the manufacturer who asks for a tariff in order that he may put it 


newspaper rons (which, with character- 
omestic affairs of this nate) 


enemies in Europe the principal a are yy of approval of its course does not 
accurately represent American sentiment.” 


A STAB AT THE NATION'S INDUSTRIFS—A DEMONSTRATION OF THE HARM THE 
MILLS BILL WILL DO TO AMERICAN INDUSTRY, 


Mr. James Phillips, the well-known woolen manufacturer, of Fitchburg, 
Mass., is reported at length in the Boston Herald upon the Mills tariff bill. Wo 
reproduce here some portions of his striking arguments: 

= The wool and woolen industries of the United States are practically facing 

roposition from a majority of the House of we Bega yd for free 
an ad valorem duty on woolen goodsand clothing. ‘This in the face 
of the fact that a joint conference fairly representative of both industries has 
decided that both the wool-growing and woolen manufacturing industries are 
now anre Eh paS over importation, and there can be no doubt that the re- 
duction in both the wool and woolen schedules, made in 1883 by men not friendly 
to American industries, have resulted disastrously and increased importations 
on sixarticles in five years over $11,000,000. 

“The effect of these changes, u by tariffreformers, and reluctlantly yielded 
by those who perhaps should haye bad more faith in protection, has not been 
sufficiently encouraging either to American industries or American labor to 
warrant usin going still further on the road of so-called ‘tariff reform.’ In- 
deed, the reverse has happened. The very men who under pressure in 1883 con- 
sented to reductions have now in a clear voice cried ‘halt,’ and decided that the 
interests of both industries demand that we retrace our footsteps by reenacting 
the wool tariff of 1867 with certain modifications made necessary by the progress 
of woolen manufacturing during the lasttwenty years. Nor is it possible, in the 
light of the result which followed the chan of 1883 to view with anything 
short of alarm the radical changes iome, ty Mr. Roger Q. Mrirs and his 
colleagues of the Ways and Means Committee, aided by the great influence of 
the President of the United States, and an Administration powerfully im 

ted with the doctrine of free e. Formorethan sixty years wool ban boon 

utiable, and though some changes in the rates and classification have been 

e, with various results, during this period, the propos! ions of President 
Cleveland and Chairman Mirus for unqualified free e in wool has, for the 
first time in the history of the Republic, been squarely presented and advocated 
as an issue for the people to decide. The jmportance of this step, with all its 
attendant consequences, must not be underestimated, 

“We are asked to abandon a system which has stood by us fairly well for 
nearly sixty-five years; a system under which our flocks have increased, our 

of sheep improved, our fleeces become better in quality, increased in 
weight, and the food of the people cheapened ; a system under which the United 
States has Saveopon a manufacturing industry, the value of the annual product 
of which is not short of $300,000,000. These are all stubborn facts to face. 
They go a long way with practical business men and with intelligent working- 
men. They can not be reduted by theories and conjectures of what might have 
happened under some other system, and what will happen if one of these two 
inter-dependent industries is taken from the dutiable schedule and suddenly 
plunged into that * hayen of free-trade delight, the free-list.’ This, it would 
seem to me, is a fair statement of the vital issue which wool-growers and woolen 
manufacturers are called upon by the present Government to face, Free woo). 
That is the key-note of President Cleveland’s message, and that is the basis of 
the Ways and Means Committee's tariff bill. To impress the idea of free wool 
upen the people of the United States, the President was willing to banish all 
other questions from his m . Toemphasize the idea of free wool Mr, MILLS 
was willing to leave coal and kon ore for the moment on the dutiable list and 
reduce pig-iron slightly. The issue, thereforo, is unmistakably made on free 
wool, and t must be considered first. 

“It has been clearly demonstrated by those who have studied the subject his- 
torically and statistically in all its details, that without protection the wool- 
growing industry of the United States will be destroyed; that under normal 
conditions a sufficiently high protective tariff will make that industry remuner- 
ative and prosperous; and that when under a protective tariff the prices of wool 
have been so low as to wool growing unremunerative, ithas resulted not 
from the tariff but from abnormal conditions, and but for the tariff the decline 
of the liaui would have been much ter. Itis hardly possible to present 
the facts which point unmistakably to t conclusions in the present d 
sion, butin a general way it may be stated that precisely the same reason which 
makes itimpossible for the woolen manufacturer in the United States to com- 
pete with woolen manufacturers in foreign countries—namely, the difference in 
cost of labor—enters into the problem of wool wing. In other words, the 
cost of labor engaged in wool wing in South America, in Australia, in Russia 
and in other countries is much less than in the United States, Then the cost of 
pasturage in those countries is less than in our own, to say nothing of climatic 
differences which make it necessary for us to feed and care for our sheep during 
the cold winter months. All these facts have been brought out in an unmis- 
takable way by the wool-growers of the country. 

“They have made as good a case in favor of protection as can possibly be 
made by any otherindustry. There can be no doubt of this. If this is admit- 
ted, and even free-traders must admit it, then I claim that it is impossible for 
any man who considers himself a protectionist, let alone any manufacturer 
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who asks for tection for his to discount his own pag ae deny- 
ing the statistical evidence presented by the wool-growers of the United States, 
The history of the development of wool growing in the United States is the 


same as that of any other protected ar Its growth began when a tariff 
was enacted that enabled the American producer to ma tei with his foreign 
rival; that encouraged him to go ahead and improve the breed and quality of 
his sheep and increase the weight of its fleece. Like the other industries, 
the wool industry reduced when the protective barrier was lowered, and in- 
creased and developed rapidly when the tariff of 1867 secured for the American 
wool-grower the American market; until, in 1883, our flocks. stimulated by the 
ee et over 50,000,000 sheep, and the product of the wool in pounds was 

“ Then came the fatal reduction in 1883, together with the importation abuses 
in the form of ‘ring waste’ and ‘noils,’ and from that time to the present the 
number of sheep has declined, the wool product has decreased, and our native 

roduct has been supplanted by the foreign. These are simple facts which must 

faced, and the point I wish to emphasize is, that these facts can not be con- 
strued one way for wool-growers and another way for wool-manufacturers. As 
we now stand our annual consumption of foreign wool aggregates about 100,000,- 
O0Opounds, Of this, however, probably pe POE E piapa p poke poo wools,largely 
ofa kind not raised here. Our own product, which under adequate tection 
should be about 300,000,000 pounds, with about 20,000,000 pounds of imported 
wool of similar quality, supplies what we need at the present time for home 
manufactures of clothing and for other purposes. Practically, therefore, our 
home supply of wool is nearly fo yo to the home demand for grees 
and with adequate protection l undoubtedly continue to be so, and soon fully 
supply this demand. Tke value of the wool product is about $100,000,000 per 
annum, depending on the market prices. 

Wool is the sixth in orderof value among the agricultural products, being ex- 
ceeded only by corn, hay, wheat, cotton, and oats, ly one country in the 
world, Australia, excels us in the quantity of wool produced. We who live in 
manufacturing States, which only uce 1,250,000 sheep, are apt to underesti- 
mate the importance and the ramifications of this great industry throughout the 
agricultural regions of the country. One hundred millions annually. What 
does that mean to the farmers of the United States? Well, suppose that by the 
passage of this free-trade bill this industry is seriously injured or destroyed, 
what will be the consequence to the farmer? Anything which impairs the pros- 

rity of a country is damaging to the interests of that country,and you can not 
ari a part of a country without the effects being felt in other parts any more 
than you can develop and make prosperous a part of a country without that de- 
velopment and prosperity benefiting the country as a whole. The wool prod- 
uct, as I have shown, is one of the most important, and it furnishes to its pro- 
ducers the means for purchasing our manufactured articles. 


[From the American Manufacturer of April 1, 1888,] 


PROTECTION TO HOME INDUSTRIES—A GREAT NEW ENGLAND PROTEST AGAINST 
THE MILLS TARIFF BILL. 
Fenrvart, 1888. 


To the honorable the Senateand House of Representatives 
ofthe Fiflieth Congress assembled : 

The undersigned, manufacturers in New England, recognizing the principle 
of protection as national and Ber provingel, and consequently equally applica- 
ble to all the industries of the United States; repudiating y ction in 
this connection between so-called "raw m. ’ of do; Lamang and 
“ finished products,” whether the output of mines, farms, or wor! S - 
ing that the American policy should benefit alike all citizens, whether engaged 
in agriculture, man uring, or rt at that the industries of the country 
are interdependent and mutually sustaining, and the people of the different sec- 
tions co-customers and co-consumers: 

Do therefore respectfully submit that no article, “ raw ” or otherwise, of home 
oe should be added to the free-list or inequitably changed in the tariff 
rates, 

The undersigned also submit that for a due understanding of the premises, 
tow following official records of the Government should be kept in mind, to 
wit: 

Free imports: Increase in twenty years, 1868 to 1857, from $29,000,000 to $233,- 
000,000, or 700 per cent. 

Dutiable imports: For same period, increase from $329,000,000 to $450,000,000, 
or 37 per cent, 

Custom pee: For same period, increase from $161,000,000 to $214,000,000, or 

r cent, 


30 
Jso, that the expenditures of the Government, including sinking fund, for 

the last fiscal year, were about $10,000,000 in excess of the customs receipts, 

Believing that the existing tariff policy, both freeand dutiable, is working in 
harmony with the industrial and productive interests of all sections of the 
country, the undersigned deprecate any de ure from this policy, whether di- 
rected nst “raw” or "finished ” American products. 

(Signed by 320 New England manufacturers.) 


ORDER OF BUSINESS, 


Mr. SPRINGER. Regular order. 
The SPEAKER. The regular order is demanded. 
der is the call of committees for reports. 


D. W. PRICE. 

Mr. TAULBEE, from the Committee on Claims, reported back with 
an amendment the bill (H. R. 2382) for therelief of D. W. Price; which 
wasreferred to the Committee of the Whole House on the Private Cal- 
endar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to bè printed. 


W. H. VAUGHAN, 


Mr. STONE, of Kentucky, from the Committee on War Claims, re- 
ported back with an amendment the bill (H. R. 4767) for the relief ot 
W. H. Vaughan; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole 
House on the Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, 
ordered to be printed. 


The regular or- 


E., B. CARTER. 

Mr. STONE, of Kentucky, also, from the Committee on War Claims, 
reported back with an amendment the bill (H. R. 11248) for the re- 
lief of E. B. Carter; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole 
House on the Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, or- 
dered to be printed. 

JOHN GRAY. 
Mr. STONE, of Kentucky, also, from the Committee on War Claims, 


reported back with a favorable recommendation the bill (H. R. 11165) 
or the relief of John Gray ; which was referred to the Committee of 
the Whole House on the Private Calendar, and, with the accompany- 
ing report, ordered to be printed. 


WILLIAM H. YOUNG. 


Mr. CROUSE, from the Committee on War Claims, reported back 
with amendment the bill (H. R. 4602) for the relief of William H. 
Young; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House on 
the Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be. 
printed. 

ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


The call of committees having been concluded— - 

The SPEAKER. The regular order is now the hour for the consid- 
eration of bills heretofore reported from committees. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I ask unanimous consent to dispense with that 


hour. 

Mr. O’NEILL, of Missouri. I object. 

The SPEAKER. The hour begins at five minutes after 1 o’clock, 
and the call rests with the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. STRUBLE. As the chairman of the Committee on Pensions is 
absent, I ask that this committee be passed this morning without los- 
ing its place. 

The SPEAKER. If there be no objection, thet order will be made. 
The Chair hears no objection, and it is so ordered. 

Mr. STONE, of Missouri (when the Committee on War Claims was 
called), said: I ask unanimous consent that the Committee on War 
Claims be this morning without losing its place. 

TheSPEAKER, If there be no objection, that order will be made. 
The Chair hears no objection, and it is so ordered. 

Mr. LANHAM (when the Committee on Claims was called). Mr. 
Speaker, the gentleman from land [Mr. SHaw], who is now ab- 
sent, has in charge a bill concerning the State of Maryland which he 
has been authorized to call up during this hour. I ask unanimous 
consent.that the committee be passed over informally, not to lose its 

lace. 
p There being no objection, it was so ordered. ; 

Mr. MCCREARY (when the Committee on Private Land Claims was 
called). Iask unanimous consent that this committee be passed over 
informally to-day, not losing its place. 

Mr. HERBERT. I must object. I desire very much to have tle 
Committee on Naval Affairs reached. 

Mr. McCREARY. This does not prevent that committee being 
reached. 

A MEMBER. It will be reached so much the sooner. 

Mr. HERBERT. I withdraw the objection. 

TheSPEAKER. Ifthere beno further objection, the order requested 
by the gentleman from Kentucky [Mr. McCreary] will be made. 
The Chair hears no objection. 

Mr. LANHAM (when the Committee on the Revision of the Laws 
was called). I ask unanimous consent that this committee be 
overinformally, without losing its place. The chairman is absent on 
official business, and there is a measure which that committee has au- 
thorized to be called up. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Texas asks unanimous con- 
sent that the Committee on the Revision of the Laws be passed over 
informally, without losing its place in the call. 

There being no objection, it was ordered accordingly. 


PRINTING OF GOVERNMENT SECURITIES, 


Mr. WHEELER (when the Committee on Expenditures in the Treas- 
ury Department was called). I call up for consideration the bill (H. 
R. 9623) to provide for printing Government securities in the highest 
style of art. 

The SPEAKER. This billis in Committee of the Whole on thestate 
of the Union. 

Mr. WHEELER. Iask unanimous consent that the Committee of 
the Whole ke discharged from the further consideration of the bill, and 
that it be considered in the House as in Committee of the Whole. 

Mr. WILKINS. I object. 

Mr. WHEELER. I move, then, that the House resolve itself into 
Committee of the Whole on the state of the Union for the considera- 
tion of this bill, 

The SPEAKER (having put the question) said: The ayes seem to 
have it. y 

Mr. WILKINS. I call for a division. 

The question being again taken, there were—-ayes 65, noes 7. 

Mr. WILKINS. No quorum. 

Tellers were ordered; and Mr. WILKINS and Mr. WHEELER were ap- 
pointed. 

‘The House again divided; and the tellers reported—ayes 112, noes 2. 

The SPEAKER. Is the point of no quorum insisted upon? 

Mr. WILKINS. I insist upon it. 

The tellers continued the count. 


Mr. WHEELER (during the count). I ask unanimous consent that 
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the remainder of the hour to which the committee is entitled may te 
occupied to-morrow. 

Mr. WILKINS. I object. 

The tellers continued the count. 

Mr. DOCKERY (during the count). I renew the request that the 
remainder of the hour to which this committee is entitled be taken to- 
morrow. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair does not understand the request of the 
gentleman. 

Mr. DOCKERY. Itis that the remainder of the hour—whatever 
number of minutes may remain—be occupied by this committee to- 
morrow. 

The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman mean that the hour now run- 
ning shall cease entirely for to-day, or that the Chair shall proceed to 
call another committee? 

Mr, DOCKERY. My intention is that the hour be terminated for 


to-day. 

TheSPEAKER. The gentleman from Missouri asks unanimous con- 
sent that the hour for the consideration of bills called up by com- 
mittees be considered as terminated for to-day, and that the Committee 
on Expenditures in the Treasury Department have the same time to- 
morrow that they would have to-day. 

Mr. WILKINS. Then if this measure should not be concluded to- 
morrow, would the committee have another hour on the next day ? 

The SPEAKER. ‘They would, on the next day or whenever there 
may again be a consideration-hour. 

Mr. WILKINS. Then I object. 

Mr. WHEELER. Then I ask unanimous consent to withdraw this 
bill and call up another. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman has the right to withdraw his mo- 
tion. The gentleman, as the Chair understands, withdraws his motion 
that the House now resolve itself into Committee of the Whole on the 
state of the Union. 

Mr. WHEELER. If I now present another bill, will it have the 
same rights as if it had been called up originally? 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will state thatif another bill should be 
taken up and should not be disposed of before the expiration of this 
hour, the committee would have another hour if necessary to complete 
the consideration of that bill, but not to call up any other bill. 

Mr. WHEELER. Then I ask for the yeas and nays on the bill. 

Mr. FARQUHAR. That is the way to do it. 

Mr. WILKINS. It is too late. 

Mr. WHEELER. I can renew the motion to go into the Committee 
of the Whole to consider bills reported from the Committee vn Expend- 
itures in the Treasury Department. 

The SPEAKER. What bill? 


Mr. WHEELER. The bill the title of which has been read, a bill 


(H. R. 9623) to provide for printing Government securities in the 
highest style of art. 

On that motion I demand the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

The question was taken; and it was decided in the affirmative—yeas 
167, nays 3, not voting 154; as follows: 


e YEAS—167. 
Abbott, Cothran, Jackson, Richardson, 
Adams, Crain, Johnston, Ind. Rogera, 
Allen, Mich, Crouse, Kelley, Romeis, 
Anderson, Iowa Culberson, La Follette, Rowland, 
Anderson, Miss. Cummings, Lagan, Russell, Conn. 
Anderson, Kans. Dalzell, Laird, Ryan, 

5 Davidson, Fla, Lane, Sawyer, 
Baker, N. Y. Davis, Lanham, Sayers, 
Baker, Il. Dockery, Latham, Scull, 
Bankhead, Dorsey, ee, Beper; 
Barnes, Elliott, Lehibach, Smith, 
Bayne, Farquhar, Lind, Snyder, 

iss, Flood, Long, Springer, 
Bound, Foran, Lyman, Steele, 
Bowen, Forney, Lynch, Stewart, Ga, 
Breckinridge, Ark. French, Mahoney, Stockdale, 
Breckinridge, Ky. Fuller,’ Maish, Stone, Ky. 
Brower, Funston, Mansur, Struble, 
Browne,T. H.B.,Va.Gear, Martin, Taul 
Browne, In: Gest, n, Taylor, E. B., Ohio 
Brown, J. R., Va. Gibson, McCormick, Thomas, Wis 

mm, Glass, Thompson, Ohio 

Bryce, Goff, McCullogh, vA 
Buchanan, Grimes, erriman, Townshend, 
Bunnell, Grosvenor, Morrow, Turner, Kans. 
Burnes, Gront, Neal, Vandever, 
Butler, Hall, Nelson, Walker, 
OPEN OE, Harner, Newton, Warner, 
Byn Hau Nichols, Washington, 
Campbell, F. N.Y. eter D Norwood, Weaver, 
Campbell, T.J.,N. Y. Heard Nutting, Wheeler, 
Cannon, Henderson, Iowa O'Neall, Ind, Whiting, Mass, 
Caruth Henderson, N.C. O'Neill, Pa. Whitthorne, 
Caswell, Henderson, Ill. O'Neill, Mo. Wilkins, 
Catchings, Herbert, Osborne, ilkinson, 
Cheadle, Herman) Parker, illiams, 
Chipman, Hiestand, Patton, Wilson, Minn, 
Clements, h Penington, 

bb, H ù 'erkins, Yardley, 

s Holman, riiag Yoder, 
Compton, Hooker, Yost, 
n Hopkins, Va. Post, 
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NAYS—3. 
Allen, Miss. Blount, Morgan. 
NOT VOTING—154. 

Alien, Mass. Dunham, ‘Landes, Rockwell, 
Anderson, Il. Dunn, Lawler, Rowell, 
Arnold, Enloe, Lodge, Russell, Mass, 
Atkinson, Ermentrout, Macdonald, Rusk, 
Barry, Felton, Maffett, 
Belden, Finley, Matson, Seymour, 
Belmont, Fisher, McAdoo, Shaw, 
Biggs, itch, McClammy, Sherman, 
Bingham, Ford, McComas, Shively, 
Blanchard, Gaines, McKenna, Simmons, 
Bland, Gallinger, McKinley, Sowden, 
Boothman, Gay, McKinney, Spinola, 
Boutelle, Glover, McMillin, Spooner, 
Bowden, Granger, McRae, Stahlnecker, 
Brewer, Greenman, McShane, Stephenson, 
Brown, Ohio Guenther, Milliken, Stewart, Tex, 
Buckalew, Hare, Mills, Stewart, Vt. 
Burnett, Hatch, Moffitt, Stone, Mo. 
Burrows Hayes Montgomery, Symes, 

Campbell, Ohio Hemphill, oore, Tarsney, 

ler, lires, Morrill, Taylor, Y D., Ohio 

Carlton, Holmes, aoro; Thomas, K 
Clardy, Hopkins, Ill, Thomas, me 
Clark, Hopkins, N. Y. O'Donnell, Thompson, Cal 
Cockran, ouk, "Ferrall, iiiman, 
Collins, Hovey, Outhwaite, Turner, Ga. 
Cooper, Howard, Owen,” Vance, 
Cowles, Hudd, Payson, Wade, 
Cox, Hunter, Peel, Weber, 
Crisp, Hutton, Perry, West, 
Cutcheon, Johnston, N. ©. Phelps, White, Ind. 
Dargan, ones, Pideock, White, N. Y. 
Darlington, Kean, Plumb, Whiting, Mich, 
Davenport, Kennedy, Pugsley, Vickham, 

vidson, Kerr, Randall, Wilber, 
De Lano, Ketcham, Rayner, Wilson, W. Va. 
Dibble, Kilgore, Reed, ise. 
Dingley, Laffoon, Rice, 
Dougherty, Laidlaw, Robertson, 


During the roll-call, 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Illinois, said: I ask leave to vote. I was in 
the restaurant taking a lunch when the roll was called. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair has no right under the rules even to 
entertain this request if the gentleman was not within the Hall when 
his name was called. 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Illinois. I willsay, then, that I would have 
voted in the dfirmative if I had been here. 

The following were announced as paired on all political questions 
until further notice: 

Mr. PEEL with Mr. KeTcHAM. 

Mr. Bryce with Mr. ATKINSON. 

Mr. LANDES with Mr. MORRILL. 

Mr. Simmons with Mr. ARNOLD. 

Mr. Gay with Mr. HIRES. 

Mr. HAYEs with Mr. FELTON. 

Mr. Bynum with Mr. OWEN. 

Mr, MILLS with Mr. Ezra B. TAYLOR, 

Mr. WILSON, of West Virginia, with Mr. MCCOMAS, 

Mr. MCKINNEY with Mr. BooTHMAN. 

Mr. CAMPBELL, of Ohio, with Mr. KENNEDY. 

Mr. LAWLER with Mr. De LANo. 

Mr. WHITING, of Michigan, with Mr. HOUK. 

Mr. HEMPHILL with Mr. MILLIKEN. 

Mr. JoNEs with Mr. Crouse. 

Mr. RAYNER with Mr. Brown, of Ohio. 

Mr. RUSSELL, of Massachusetts, with Mr. COGSWELL. 

Mr. Rice with Mr. WEBER. 

Mr. SHIVELY with Mr. WICKHAM. 

Mr. Prpcock with Mr. PHELPS. 

Mr. DARLINGTON with Mr. Moore. 

Mr. CANDLER with Mr. FINLEY. 

Mr. McCLam™y with Mr. WOODBURN. 

Mr. MCMILLIN with Mr. Burrows. 

Mr. BucCKALEW with Mr. BAYNE. 

Mr. TILLMAN with Mr. Hopxrys, of New York. 

Mr. Hupp with Mr. ARNOLD. 

Mr. Jounson, of North Carolina, with Mr. SEYMOUR, 

Mr. MCSHANE with Mr. YARDLEY. 

Mr. Hoce with Mr. HOLMES. 

Mr. CuTcHEON with Mr. TARSNEY. 

Mr. TIMOTHY J. CAMPBELL with Mr. BOWDEN. 

Mr. CARLTON with Mr. MOFFITT. 

Mr. Howarp with Mr. HoPKTNS, of Illinois, 

Mr. Crisp with Mr. ROWELL. 

Mr. TURNER, of Georgia, with Mr. REED. 

Mr. Forp with Mr. O’ DONN ELIs 

Mr. Morse with Mr. WarrtinG, of Massachusetts. 

Mr. MoNTGOMERY with Mr. HUNTER. 

Mr. BLANCHARD with Mr. THomas, of Illinois. 

Mr. GRANGER with Mr. ROCKWELL. 

Mr. OATES with Mr. GUENTHER. 

Mr. Scorr with Mr. CLARK. 
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Mr. BELMONT with Mr. DAVENPORT. 

Mr. Bies with Mr. Morrow. 

Mr. FISHER with Mr. KEAN. 

Mr. Compton with Mr. Gorr. 

Mr. GREENMAN with Mr. SHERMAN. 

Mr. CoLLINS with Mr. ALLEN, of Massachusetts, 

Mr. ROBERTSON with Mr. DORSEY. 

Mr. PERRY with Mr. SPOONER. 

Mr. CLARDY with Mr. WADE. 

Mr. STEWART, of Texas, with Mr. DUNHAM. 

Mr. DARGAN with Mr. West. 

Mr. BoVTELLE with Mr. WISE. 

Mr. RANDALL with Mr. KELLEY. 

Mr. Harca with Mr. STEWART, of Vermont, 

Mr. HARE with Mr. PLUMB. 

Mr. DOUGHERTY with Mr. STEPHENSON, 

Mr. MATSON with Mr. Hovey. 

Mr. MCRAE with Mr, KERR. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE with Mr. McKINLEY. 

For this day: 

Mr. McApoo with Mr. COOPER. 

Mr. GLOVER with Mr. PUGSLEY. 

Mr. Berry with Mr. Josern D. TAYLOR, 

Mr. Cox with Mr. BREWER. 

Mr. PERRY. I notice that I am paired, and therefore will withdraw 
my vote. 

Mr. WHITE, of Indiana. IfI had been present I would have voted 
in the affirmative. 

Mr. WILKINS. For fear my vote may be misunderstood I will 
change my vote from the negative to the affirmative. I do this for 
fear my objection to this bill may be misconstrued. 

Several MemBers, Regular order. 

The SPEAKER. ‘The gentleman has the right to change his vote. 

Mr. WILKINS. I desire to have my vote recorded in the affirma- 


ve. 

Mr. EZRA B. TAYLOR. I notice again, Mr. Speaker, that I am 
peed with the gentleman from Texas [Mr. MILLS]; but if he were 

ere, as he would vote the same way as I do, I will leave m; vote stand 
in the affirmative. 

Mr. BYNUM. I withdraw my vote, Mr. Speaker, being paired with 
my colleague [Mr. OwEN]; but I wish the RECORD to show that if I 
had voted I should have voted ‘‘ay”’ on this proposition. 

The result of the vote was then announced as above recorded. 

The House accordingly resolved itself into Committee of the Whole 
House, Mr. McCreary in the chair. 

; PRINTING OF GOVERNMENT SECURITIES, 

The CHAIRMAN. The House is now in Committee of the Whole 
House on the state of the Unior for the consideration of the bill the 
title of which the Clerk will read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


A bill (H. R. 9623) to provide for printing Government securities in the highest 
style of art. : 


The CHAIRMAN. The bill will be read. 
Mr. WHEELER. I move to dispense with the reading of the bill. 
_. Mr. MCMILLIN. The bill should certainly be read; we want to 
know what we are voting upon. 

Mr. WASHINGTON. I would like to hear it read. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That from and after the passage of this act all Government 
securities, bonds, notes, checks, stamps, and drafts shall be printed in the high- 
est style of the art of plate-printing from hand-roller paee 

Sec. 2. That hereafter the Chief and Assistant Chief of the Bureau of Engray- 
ing and Printing shall be either practical engravers or plate-printers. 

The committee recommend the adoption of the following amend- 
ments: 

Strike out, in line 4, the word “ checks” and, in line 5, the words “ and drafts;” 
and insert, before the word “ stamps,” in line 4, the words “and internal-rev- 
enue;” so that it will read, ‘ bonds, notes, and internal-revenue stamps shall 
be printed,” ete. 

Mr. WHEELER. I yield five minutes to the gentleman from Ohio 
[Mr. Foran]. 

Mr. WILKINS. Is there not a report accompanying this bill? 

Mr. WHEELER. There is quite a lengthy report. 

Mr. WILKINS. I ask that the report be read. 

Mr. WHEELER. The gentleman can have the report read in his 
own time. 

The CHAIRMAN. The reading of the report is in the nature of de- 
bate; and when the gentleman from Ohio gets the floor he will have, 
of course, the privilege of having the report read in his own time. 

Mr. HEARD. I would like to ask the gentleman from Alabama, in 
charge of the bill, if he will either have the report read, or make some 
explanation with to the bill? 

Mr. WHEELER. I will state that the report is quite lengthy, and 
that it has been in the hands of the members of the House for several 
weeks. I can not haveit read now, for the reading of it would occupy 
a coms during the hour, and destroy the only chance of action on 

e 
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Mr. HEARD. I do not ask for the reading of the report; but I trust 
the gentleman will give us an explanation of the bill. 

Mr. WHEELER. The gentleman from Ohio, to whom I have yielded 
five minutes will, no doubt, explain it satisfactorily to the gentleman. 

Mr. FORAN. Mr. Chairman, in the five minutes allotted to me by 
the gentleman from Alabama I will not attempt to enter into a fall 
explanation of all that is contemplated by this bill, but will address 
myself only and ask the attention of the committee only to a few of 
the salient features embodied in it. 

I introduced the bill, which was referred by the House to the Com- 
mittee on Expenditures in the Treasury Department, was considered 
by that committee, and unanimously reported to the House. Before 
introducing this measure I was fully satisfied, by careful examination 
of all the facts bearing upon the question, that it was a measure that 
should commend itsel! to the judgment and wisdom of the House. The 
necessity for its passage will hecome apparent upon even casual investi- 

tion. 
aey is nota bill, as some gentlemen may perhaps think, that relates 
entirely to the question of labor employed in the Bureau of Engraving 
and Printing. It isa matter of greater importance and more far reach- 
ing in its effects perhaps than that. It concerns the people of the whole 
country. It is a matter in which the people of the United States are 
necessarily interested, and is of consequence to every man, woman, or 
child who holds any of the securities or moneys of the United States. 

Originally all the securities and paper money of the United States 
were printed by hand-presses, but the present Mugwump Chief of the 
Bureau of Engraving and Printing has introduced machines to do this 
work, I may state here that it is claimed, and personally I believe it 
to be true, that the machines introduced by Mr. Graves were dis- 
carded by the American Bank Note Company, of New York, as being 
entirely useless for its business in connection with the printing of bank 
notes, stamps, checks, ete. Not only is the character of the work far 
inferior to that done by hand-presses, but the Government is paying a 
royalty of $1 on each thousand impressions made by these presses, 
which goes into the pockets of the inventor of these worthless ma- 
chines; and I believe there is aiso a payment of from $500 to $1,000 
for the use of each of these printing-machines. 

But the great objection to the use of the presses is the manifest infe- 
riority of the work turned out by them. I believe there is not a gen- 
tleman upon the floor who is not cognizant of the fact that any of the 
silver certificates of the denomination of $1 and $2 which he carries 
in his pocket, after three or four weeks’ use, becomes so ragged and 
generally mutilated in appearance as to be unsuited for use as a circu- 
lating medium. Many of the old greenbacks or Treasury notes that 
were printed in this bureau by hand have been in existence and have 
been circulated from hand to hand for twenty-odd years, and yet they 
are to-day perfect specimens of work, comparatively new in appear- 
ance, as compared with these new notes, which have been in circulation 
for only three or four months, 

The committee who had this bill in charge had before them quite a 
number of these mutilated, ragged, and badly-printed notes, and it is 
not necessary to enter into any lengthy discussion upon tbat point; 
nor in fact is it necessary to state at length why this bill should 
It is enough to say that no steel engraving can be satisfactorily printed 
by machinery. There is not a steel engraving in the parlor of any gen- 
tleman here, either in frames, books, or works of art, which was printed 
by machinery, because it is perhaps as utterly impossible to make a 
perfect impression of a steel engraving by machinery as it would be to 
make an oil painting by machinery. There are some things that ma- 
chinery can not do, and one of these is to make as clean cat an impres- 
sion of a steel engraving as can be done by the hand of a skilled work- 
man. ‘This is a fact well known, and the inequality of the work of 
these new notes has been a matter of daily comment ever since these 
old machines were introduced into the bureau. 

Besides that, the number of counterfeits of silver certificatesis alarm- 
ingly on the increase; and it is no wonder, because on any of these new 
notes, turned out by a steam-press, where the fiber of the material is 
destroyed by the heavy pressure, where the machine itself is unable to 
wipe or properly prepare the plate before each impression, or to dis- 
tribute the ink as evenly as can be done by hand, the quality of the work 
is so inferior that the work of the counterfeiter is rendered far more easy; 
and I say it is no wonder, because the notes now in circulation, espe- 
cially the silver certificates that have been out buta very short time, 
have such a defaced and generally poor appearance that an expert pen- 
man with a steel pen and the proper quality of ink can make almost 
an equally good imitation in a very short time. I have seen in the 
room of the chief of the Treasury detectives, the Secret Service Bu- ` 
rean, any number of notes which have been counterfeited in this way. 
The only reason assigned for the use of these machines is economy. It 
is admitted by the chief that the work is inferior to hand-work, but 
the chief isin favor of cheap work. Thisis not a question of labor; it 
is not a question of economy for the Government, but economy for the 
people. The people demand a currency equal in artistic merit to that 
of other nations; aboveall, they want a currency so well executed and 
printed that amateurs at least can not counterfeit it. 

[Here the hammer fell.] 
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Mr. WHEELER. I yield four minutes to the gentleman from New 
York [Mr. FARQUHAR}. 

Mr. FARQUHAR. ‘The question presents iiselfin this bill whether, 
under the present arrangement of the Bureau of Printing and Engray- 
ing, we shall continue our present system of press-work. It is gen- 
erally conceded that our engravers are as skilled workmen as can be 
found in the country. Thatis justas tiniversally conceded as that the 
currency of the United States as printed by these steam-presses is about 
the poorest in the world. 

Now, sir, it is only ten years ago since these presses were put in the 
Government office. They were putin there and covered by a royalty ot 
$1 per one thousand impressions. That royalty up to this time has cost 
the Government probably between $50,000 and $60,000. There has 
been, according to the figures of the chief of that burean, some little 
saving in one way; that is, the steam-presses are more rapid, and turn 
out more work, and it is testimony that in the total of the expenses 
made they are one-sixth or one-eighth during the whole year. 

Now, sir, I take it that as the Government prints all its own notes, 
and as this House has fall jurisdiction over this matter, it is the duty 
of this body to institute such reforms in this office by returning to the 
old and only system of printing that can turn out perfect work, and 
thereby, while it increases the cost there, we will save the cost that is 
attached to dozens of men in the secret service who daily and weekly 
travel over this country hunting down counterfeiters. So while it may 
be a saving to have these steam-presses turning out more work, it is a 
positive loss to the Treasury Department. 

Now I want to say turther that it is not a question as to who will be 
hired in this Government office. It is not a question of victory for the 
plate-printers of America; it is not a victory over Mr. Graves; it is 
simply a question whether the common sense of Congress shall bring 
this office back to the same practical mechanical condition that we 
find in the private establishments in the United States. Itis whether 
this Congress shall, instead of having the work done there, take second 
place with private establishments, or shall maintain the standard of 
work and save the ignorant people who take these bad bills from loss. 

[Here the hammer fell. ] 

Mr. WHEELER. Iwill yield three minutes to the gentleman from 
Missouri [Mr. BURNES]. 

Mr. BURNES. At the request of the gentleman from Pennsylya- 
nia [Mr. BRUMM] I feel constrained to yield my time to him. 

Mr. BRUMM. Mr. Chairman, I was one of a special committee ap- 
pointed by the Committee on Banking and Currency to investigate this 
question of printing our securities, and during that investigation, which 
I made special and very thorough, I was not only satisfied myself that 
the printing done by the steam-presses was inferior printing, but all 
the testimony taken, not only of those who were brought in as wit- 
nesses and printers, but Mr, Morgan and a number of other witnesses 
all agreed that the highest style of the art can not be reached with 
steam- . There was some difference of opinion, however, as to 
whetherthe steam-presses wereso imperfect as to warrantthrowing them 
out at the present. 

There was no witness who did not agree in their explanation as to 
why the steam-press would not do as fine work as the hand-press; 
namely, they had no eyes, they had no brains, they could not think, 
and therefore in wiping the plate and especially in the vignettes that 
were made by hand engraving they could not be manipulated by the 
steam-wiper, because it worked universally over the whole plate. 
There was no witness that did not agree that fine vignette work and 
hand engraving could not be done so well on the steam-press; but they 
agreed that machine engraving could be printed on the steam-press as 
well as on the hand-press. ‘That is the reason why the backs of our 
securities are invariably printed on the machine-presses, while the face 
is always printed on the hand-press, and the point of this ment is 
made conclusive, because on the face of the bills, or on the majority of 
them, there is vignette work or work done by hand-engravers. 

[Here the hammer fell. ] 

Mr. WHEELER. I movethat the committee do now rise and report 
the bill with the recommendation that it do pass. 

Mr. WILKINS. I desire to be heard on this matter. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will state to the gentleman from Ala- 
bama that there are amendments pending. 

Mr. WHEELER. I move that thecommitteeamendments beadopted. 

Mr. WILKINS. . Mr. Chairman, if this bill is reported back to the 
House, will not time be accorded to gentlemen who desire to be heard 
on the subject? 

The CHAIRMAN. The hour for the consideration of this bill expires 
at five minutes after 2 o’clock. 

Mr. WILKINS. Do I understand the Chair to say that we shall 
have an hour to-morrow, even if the previous question should be or- 
dered to-day? r 

The CHAIRMAN. Ifthe previous question is ordered and the con- 
sideration hour expires, then to-morrow the previous question will still 
be in force. 

Mr. WILKINS. Then there will be thirty minutes for debate after 
the previous question is ordered ? 

e CHAIRMAN. There will be an hour to-morrow. 


Mr. HEARD. I rise to a parliamentary inquiry. 

The CHAIRMAN, The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. HEARD. Whether the previous question be ordered now or 
not, will we not have an hour to-morrow? 

The CHAIRMAN, There will be an hour to-morrow. 

Mr. HEARD. Very good. Then] desire to ask the gentleman from 
Alabama [Mr. WHEELER], who appears to be in charge of this bill, why 
it would not be better to have tke discussion before the committee. 
takes action on reporting the bill to the House? It may be that this 
committee may not desire to recommend the passage of the bill. I do 
not know that I shall antagonize it, butI desire some additional infor- 
mation about this bill. el 

Mr. WHEELER. I call for the question. 

Mr. HEARD. The gentleman will have to wait a little before he 
gets it. He has no right to take me off the floor, I havea right to 
ask this question and to ask it in my own way, provided I do not vio- 
late the rules of the House in the: manner of my doing so. Now, I 
want the gentleman, or somebody else who is authorized to speak for 
the committee recommending the bill, to explain the reasons for the 
second section thereof. If the gentleman will explain why we should 
pursue the course which he proposes: 

Mr. FARQUHAR. You have done well. You have killed the bill 
for to-day. 

Mr. HEARD. Mr. Chairman, I have no desire to kill this bill, and 
I do not propose that the gentleman from New York shall put thatcon- 
struction on my action. I rose to ask a question for information. 

Mr. WILKINS. Information which you have not got yet from any- 


y. 

Mr. HEARD. Information which we have not got yet. I simply 
desire to have these gentlemen explain the provisions of the bill, so 
that we may understand the necessity of its passage before we are asked 
to recommend it to the House. 

The CHAIRMAN. The first hour for the consideration of the bill 
has expired. The gentleman from Georgia [Mr. Crisp] will please 
take the chair. 

Mr, Crisp having taken the chair as Speaker pro tempore, Mr. Mc- 
Creary, from the Committee of the Whole, reported that they had 
had under consideration the bill (H. R. 9623) to provide for printing 
Government securities in the highest style of art, and had come to no 
resolution thereon. + 

ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


Mr. SPRINGER. I move that the House resolve itself into Com- 
mittee of the Whole on the state of the Union, my object being to 
proceed to the consideration of House bill 10614, to organize the Ter- 
ritory of Oklahoma, and for other purposes. 

The question was taken on the motion of Mr. SPRINGER; and thero 
were—ayes 54, noes 16. : 

Mr. BARNES. No quorum. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I demand the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered, 45 members voting in favor thereof. 

The question was taken; and there were—yeas 142; nays 16; not 
voting 166; as follows: 


YEAS—142. 
Abbott, Conger, ‘oon, Richardson, 
Adams, Cowles, La Follette, Rogers, 
Allen, Mich. Crouse, A Romeis, 
Allen, Miss. Culberson, Laird, Russell, Conn, 
Anderson, Iowa Cummings, Lane, Sayers, 
Anderson, Il. Dalzell, Lanham, Seull, 
Anderson, Kans. Davidson, Fla. Lehlbach, Seney, 
Atkinson, Dockery, Lind, Smith’ 
Bacon, Dorsey, Lodge, Snyder, 
Baker, Il. Enloe, Lyman, ger, 
Bankhead, Farquhar, Maish, ele, 
Bayne, lood, Mansur, Stewart, Ga, 
Bland, Foran, Martin, Stockdale, 
Bliss, Fuller, Mason, Stone, Ky.) 
Bound, F ý McCormick, le, 
Bowen, Gear, i 
Breckinri Ark. Gibson, McMillin, Taylor, E. B., Ohio 
Breckinridge, Ky. Glass, Merriman, omas, Wis, 
Brewer, Goff, Moffitt, Tracey, 
Brower, rosvenor, oore, er, Kans, 
Browne,T.H.B., Va. Hall, Neal, Vandever, 
Browne, Ind. Harmer, Nelson, Walker, 
Brown, J. R., Va. Heard, Nichols, Warner, 
Brumm, Henderson, Iowa Nutting, Washington, 
Bryce, Henderson, N.C. O'N Ind. Weaver, 
Buchanan, Henderson, O’ Neill, Pa. W er, 
Bunnell, Herbert, O'Neill, Mo. White, Ind 
Burnes, Hermann, me, Whiting, Mass, 
Burnett, Hiestand, b itthorne, 
Butterworth, Hogg, ilkinson, 
Bynum, Holman, son, Williams, 
Campbell, T.J., N.Y. Holmes, Penington, Wilson, Minn, 
Cannon, * Hopkins, Va. Perkins, Yardley, 
Caruth, Hutton, Peters, Yost. 
Caswell, Kelley, Phelan, 
Chipman, Kilgore, Post, 
NAYS—16. 

, Miss. Cobb, Haugen, Newton, 
Blount, Jackson, Norwood, 
Campbell, F., N. Y. Forney, y Rowland, 
Clements, Grimes, Mahoney, Sawyer. 
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Biggs. 
Bingham, 
Blanchard, 


Butler, 
Campbell, Ohio 
Candler, 
Cariton, 
Catchings, 


Cutcheon, 
Dargan, 


Davenport, 
Davidson, Ala. 


Dingley, 


NOT VOTING—I66. 


Dougherty, 
Dynham, 
Dunn, 
Ermentrout, 
Felton, 
Finley, 
Fisher, 
Fitch, 


Granger, 
Greenman, 
Grout, 
Guenther, 


Johnston, N. ©. 
Jones, 
Kean, 


McKenna, 
McKinley, 
MeKinney, 
McRae, 
McShane, 
Milliken, 
Mills, 
Montgomery, 
Morgan, 
Morrill, 
Morrow, 
Morse, 


Oates, 
O'Donnell, 
O'Ferrall, 
Outhwaite, 


Plumb, 
Pugsley, 


Thomas, Ili. 
Thompson, Ohio 


Wilson, W. Va. — 


Wise 
Woodburn, 
Yoder. 


Mr. RYAN (after the roll-call had been concluded). Mr. Speaker, 


I desire to vote. 


The SPEAKER. Was the gentleman in the Hall when his name 


was called? , 


Mr. RYAN. No, sir. I ask unanimous consent to have my vote 


recorded. 


‘The SPEAKER. The Chair under the rules can not entertain that 
request unless the gentleman was in the Hall when his name was 


called. 


Mr. RYAN. 


If permitted to vote, I should vote ‘‘ay.’’ 
The following additional pairs were announced: 


Mr. DuNN with Mr. Lona, for the rest of the day. 

Mr. Cox with Mr. BAKER, of New York, until further notice, except 
on the Oklahoma bill. ~- 

The SPEAKER. On this question the yeas are 142, the nays 16. 
No quorum has voted. 


Mr. SPRINGER. 


As only three or four members in addition to 


those who have voted are required to make a quorum, I ask unanimous 
consent that the names of those who have not responded be again 


called. 


Mr. HOOKER. I object. 
Mr. SPRINGER. I move, then, that tnere be a call of the House 
‘The motion was agreed to. 
The Clerk proceeded to call the roll, when the following-named 
members failed to answer: 


Abbott, 
Allen, Mass, 
Arnold, 


3 
Boutelle, 
Bowden, 
Brown, Ohio 
Buckalew, 


Burrows, 
Campbell, Ohio 


Cogswell, 
Cooper, 
Cox, 


n, 
Darlington, 
Davenport, 
Davidson, Fla. 
De Lano, 
Dingtey, 
Dunham, 
Dunn. , 


Ermentrout, 


Greenman, 
Grout, 
Guenther, 
Hare, 


Hitt, 
Hopkins, Mil. 
Hopkins, N.Y. 
Houk, 

Hovey, 
Howard, 
Hudd, 
Hunter, 
Johnston, Ind. 
Johnston, N. C. 
Jones, 
Kennedy, 
Kerr, 
Ketcham, 
Laidlaw, 


McKinley, 


Owe 


Robertson, 
Rowell, 


Russell, Mass. 
Rusk, 


Thomas, Ky. 
Thomas, ILL 


Yoder. 


The names of the foregoing absentees were called for the presentation 


of excuses, 


The following-named members were absent on leave: 

Mr. Biggs, Mr. Blanchard, Mr. Candler, Mr. Cox, Mr. Cogswell, Mr. 
Cutcheon, Mr. Cooper, Mr. De Lano, Mr. Finley, Mr. Granger, Mr. 
Gaines, Mr. Grosvenor, Mr. Hemphill, Mr. Houk, Mr. Johnston of 
North Carolina, Mr. Jones of Alabama, Mr. McShane, Mr. McRae, Mr. 
Owen, Mr. Pideock, Mr. Randall, Mr. Rayner, Mr. Rice, Mr. Simmons, 
Mr. Stephenson, Mr. Scott, Mr. Sherman, Mr. Stewart of Texas, Mr. 
StahInecker, Mr. Sowden, Mr. Thomas of Kentucky, Mr. Turner of 
Georgia, Mr. Wilber. ‘ 

For the remaining members who failed to answer to their names, no 
excuses were offered except in the following cases: 

Mr. CHEADLE. I ask unanimous consent that my colleague from 
Indiana, Mr. JOHNSTON, be excused on account of sickness. He went 
home sick about an hour ago. 

There being no objection, Mr. Jounsron, of Indiana, was ex- 


cused. 

Mr. WILKINSON. I have received a telegram from my colleague, 
Mr. ROBERTSON, stating that he expects to be here to-morrow morn- 
ing. He has been absent on leave. I ask that he be excused. I ask 
also that my colleagues, Mr. BLANCHARD and Mr. GAY, who are both 
sick, be excused. 

The SPEAKER. As to the two gentlemen last named the Chair un- 
derstands they have already been excused. The gentleman asks that 
his colleague, Mr. ROBERTSON, who, he states, will be present to-mor- 
row morning, be excused for to-day. Is there objection? The Chair 
hears none. 

Mr. PETERS. My coileagne, Mr. MORRILL, was here on Saturday, 
but at that time felt very unwell. I do not know that he is sick; but 
I ask that he be excused, because he is not here; and, as is generally 
known to members, he is here when well. 

There being no objection, Mr. MORRILL was excused. 

The call of absentees for the presentation of excuses being con- 
cluded— 

The SPEAKER. The officers of the House will now close the doors. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. I wish to inquire whether there is a quorum 
present. F: 

The SPEAKER. On this call 184 members have responded to their 
names. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I move to dispense with all further proceedings 
under the call. 

The motion was agreed to. 

TheSPEAKER. The officers of the House will reopen the doors. 


ARMY APPROPRIATION BILL. 


Mr. TOWNSHEND. In conformity with the request of the Senate, _ 


I ask that conferees be appointed on the part of the House upon all the 
Senate amendments to the Army appropriation bill. Some confusion 
has arisen in the Senate as to the purpose of the House in non-concur- 
ting in a portion of the amendments. In order that there may be no 
further confusion I ask that the request of the Senate be granted and 
that conferees be appointed upon all the Senate amendments to the 
Army appropriation bill. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Illinois asks that the House 
agree to the request of the Senate for a further conference on all the Sen- 
ate amendments to the Army appropriation bill. 

Mr. McMILLIN. How would that change the present status of the 
matter? 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will state what has been done by the 
House. The House disagreed to the report of the committee of confer- 
ence (which, of course, was an entirety), thereby leaving all the amend- 
ments open for further conference; but immediately afterward the 
House, upon motion of the gentleman from Texas [Mr. SAYERS], in- 
sisted upon its disagreement to certain amendments, four in number, 
and asked a further conference upon those amendments alone, leaving 
the other thirty-one amendments without action. 

Mr. ROGERS. And the conference ought to be on all disagreeing 
votes? 

The SPEAKER. On all disagreeing votes. . 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. In order to avoid confusion it would be best 
to disagree to all the amendments of the Senate. 

Mr. SPRINGER. ‘The usual courseis to have a conference upon all 

ii ing votes. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Illinois [Mr. TOWNSHEND] 
moves that the House insist upon its disagreement to all the Senate 
amendments, and agree to the further conference requested by the Sen- 
ate. If there be no objection, that order will be made. 

There was no objection, and it was ordered accordingly. 

The SPEAKER subsequently announced the appointment of Mr. 
TOWNSHEND, Mr. SAYERS, and Mr. RYAN as conferees on the part of 
the House. 


OKLAHOMA. 


The SPEAKER. The question recurs on the motion of the gentle- 
man from Illinois [Mr. SPRINGER] that the House resolve itself into 
Committee of the Whole on the state of the Union. On this question 
the yeas and nays were ordered and taken; but no quorum voted. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I hope unanimous consent will be given to go into 
committee by vacating the call, as aquorum has appeared. I ask, by 
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unanimous consent, that the House resolve itself into the Committee of 
the Whole Honse on the state of the Union. 

Mr. HOOKER. I object. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Clerk will proceed with the call 
of the roll, 
; CORRECTION. 


Mr. CANNON, I desire to correct the RECORD of this morning so 
as to show in the few remarks I made yesterday and a few made by the 
gentleman from Indiana [Mr. Bynum], that were pretty closely inter- 
woven—to show the remarks as they were given by the Reporters’ notes; 
and I will ask to have them read, or rather to have them inserted in 
the RECORD, by unanimous consent, so as to save the time of the House, 
in order that that debate may appear exactly as it took place as shown 
by the Reporters’ notes, and then I will point out what I specially com- 

lain of. If there is no objection, I will not take the time to have the 
eporters’ notes read, but insert them. 

Mr. BLOUNT. Is the gentleman from Indiana present? 

Several MEMBERS. He is. 

Mr. SPRINGER. How much time will my colleague take? 

Mr. CANNON. Tt will not take long. 

Mr. SPRINGER. How long? 

Mr. CANNON. I can not tell, but I will only take the time neces- 
sary to state the correction. 

5 He SPRINGER. Ido not wish the gentleman to go into a lengthy 
ebate. 

Mr. CANNON. I suppose we have the right to correct the RECORD. 

Mr. SPRINGER. That is not a matter of privilege. 

The SPEAKER. The practice of the House has been to treat these 
requests for correction of the RECORD as matters of privilege, although 
technically they are not under the rule. The RECORD purports to be 
and is required by law to show the correct report of the proceedings 
and debates; it is the official paper, and when a mistake occurs or an 
error is committed the Chair thinks it is proper the House should have 
the power at all times to correct it. à 

Mr. CANNON. Itis understood, Mr. Speaker, without taking up 
the time of the House to read the original notes, that they shall go into 
the RECORD. 

The colloquy between Mr. CANNON and Mr. BYNUM as reported by 
the Official Reporters is as follows: 


Mr. Cannoy, I will take the floor for a few moments, and I do it for the pur- 

ose of calling attention to the remarks of the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. 

yum], made in the House on the 20th instant and telegraphed through the 
country, and inse: in the Recorp of the 26th. He says in his remarks: 

“The gentleman from Illinois [Mr, Caxnox] rushes to the defense of his 
brother jamin,and it is highly proper that he should do so, There is an 
appropriateness in their companionship, It is a trite but true saying ‘that 
birds of a fe:ther flock together.’ The gentleman from Illinois is a worthy 
champion of the record of General Harrison, his own record being akin to that 
of his candidate for the Presidency, I am of the opinion, however, that it will 
KUR the gentleman busy this campaign to take care of his own record. 

* Ín the Forty-sixth ser ag Mr. Goode, a Democrat of Virginia, on April 21, 
1879, offered a joint resolution (H. Res. 9) to provide for the enforcement of the 
eight-hour law. On the 7th of May a member of the Committee on Education 
= Labor reported the resolution to the House with a favorable recommenda- 

on. 

“The gentleman from Illinois [Mr. CAxxox] opposed the passage of the reso- 

lution. In reply toa question whether the last proclamation of President Grant 

did not deciare that there should be no reduction in the wages of workmen em- 

pores by the Governmentof the United States on account of a reduction of the 
ours of labor he said: 

“*T do not now recollect, but it is not material; the fact is, the law as now 
executed is this: if they work ten hoursthey get ten hours’ pay, and if they only 
work eight hours they er. geteighthours’ pay. Inother words, they only get 

y for what they earn. That is, the law is now being executed, and, so ar as 
feu concerned, it will go on in that way, proclamation or no proclamation.’ 

“On motion of Mr, CANNON, the resolution was laid on the table—yeas 127, noes 
90. Among those voting with the gentleman from Illinois are the following dis- 
tinguished gs SES Bayne of Pennsylvania, Burrows of Michigan, H1s- 
cock of New York, MCKINLEY of Ohio, REED of Maine, and Levi P, Morton of 
New York. [Appaups on the Democratie side, ]” 

Then there isan arraignment of the Republican party, in which he says, among 
other things: 

“They refused to execute the eight-hour law and defeated the resolution fa- 
voring its enforcement,” 

Now, the gentleman finds this record, as he thinks—or as he does not think, 
for I believe I am justified in saying the latter—and es it here because of 
the statement it contains that Mr. Morton, the present candidate for the Vice- 
Presidency upon the Republican ticket, voted asthe gentleman has indicated. 
So far as my own record is concerned I am ready to take care of it, and I would 
not have called attention at this time to the remarks of the gentleman from In- 
diana [Mr, Byxum] were it not that his statement is exactly contrary to the fact 
so far as Mr. Morton is concerned. I have in my hand the Journal record of the 
vote to which the gentleman referred, first session Forty-sixth Congress, May 8, 
1879. If the gentleman consulted the Recorp he should have consulted the 
Journal also, and if he had done so he would have found that instead of 127 
there were only 126 yeas on that vote and 90 nays. Mr. Morton, along with 
sixty-nine others, not voting. 

Again, the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. Bynum] arraigns the Republican 
rty for laying this resolution upon the table. Mr, Speaker, at that time the 
mocratic party had almost two-thirds of this House, and it hada majority of 

eight in the Senate, and the resolution when it failed failed in a Democratic 
House and a Democratic Congress. But the gentleman takes great care in his 
statement not only to misrepresent Mr. Morton, but also not to speak of the 
vote upon the same resolution in the second session of the same Congress. In 
the second session of that Congress, the Forty-sixth Congress, the same resolu- 
tion was passed under a suspension of the rules, by a vote of—years 130, noes 
51, and amongst those voting in the affirmative is found the name of Mr. Levi 
P. Morton, (See Journal, second session Forty-sixth Congress, pages 1490 and 
1491, June 14, 1884,) 

In stating the result of the first vote the gentleman from Indiana mentioned 
(he uames of certain Republicaas, but he carefully omitted to mention the names 


of a large number of Democrats who voted the same way, amongst them Mr. 
Buount, Mr. Clark, Mr. CULBERSON, Mr. Forney, Mr. Hammond, Mr John T. 
Harris, Mr. Miles, Mr. Mits, Mr. Morrison, Mr. REAGAN, Mr. Sparks, and 
many others, 

Now,I repeat that I have not risen on this occasion for the pu of dis- 
cussing the merits of this i oeei I will take care of my t i whenever 
I think it is necessary, and I only ask the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. Byxum] 
to do as I do, at least in one particular. Lask that when he undertakes to take 
care of his record or to attack the record of other men, he will produce the 
record as it is and not state it exactly contrary to the fact, 

Reserving my time, I yield the floor for the present. 

Mr. Bynum. If the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. CayNox] will examine the 
CONGRESSIONAL RECORD, volume 37, Forty-sixth Congress, first session, page 
1161, he will find the following proceedings: 

“Mr. Cannon, of Illinois, moved to reconsider the vote just taken— 

That is, upon the motion to lay the resolution upon the table, 

“Mr. Cox called for the yeas and Tes 

Pi gt hae and nays were ordered, there being—ayes 38, noes 126, 

cE. I would like the Chair to state the question on which we are about 


“Mr. Cox, Those in favor of the joint resolution will vote ‘no.’ 

“The SPEAKER. And those who want to kill the proposition will vote ‘ay.’ 

“The question was taken; and there were—ayes 127, noes 9—” 

And among those recorded as voting in the affirmative is Levi P. Morton, of 
New York, and Mr, Cannon, of Illinois. 

‘That is the record upon which I made my statement. 

Mr. Cannon. Does not the gentleman know that the daily CONGRESSIONAL 
RECORD is not the highest evidence in a matter of that kind? (Jeering laugh- 
ter on the Democratic side. 

Mr. Bynum, The RECORD is made daily and laid before members every morn- 
ing, and they examine it with reference to their votes, and they never see them 
as they are recorded in the Journal, 

Mr. CaNNoy. Allow me to state that the Journals of the House speak the ac- 
tion of the House; and I ask the gentleman now if he did not quote Mr. Morton 
from the CONGRESSIONAL RECORD as voting in a certain way, knowing that the 
Journal showed the contrary? Will the gentleman answer that question? 
[Applause on the Republican side.] 

Mr. Byxum. I say to the gentleman that I went to the Recorp for this vote, 
and found it as I stated it, and examined no further; and I believe the RECORD 
is correct. Ihave not examined the Journal, but I will do so,and I have no 
bei that when I do so I shall find that the gentleman has not stated it cor- 
rectly. 

Mr. Cannon, Here is the Journal. I Svill show it to the gentleman, and I ask 
the gentleman again if he did not know that the Journal showed to the contrary 
of his statement? 

Mr, Bynum. Does the Journal show the yea-and-nay vote? [Cries on the Re- 
publican side of “Answer!” “Make him answer!”’} 

Mr. Cannon, It shows the yea-and-nay vote, Here it is, 

Mr. Bynum. Does the gentleman say that the vote on the motion to lay the 
resolution on the table is recorded in the Journal? 

Mr. Cannon. Will the gentleman answer my question? 

Mr, Bynum. I say to the gentleman that the yeas and nays were not taken on 
the motion to lay the resolution on the table. They were taken on the motion 
to reconsider the vote. The Recorp shows that there was no yea-and-nay vote 
on the motion to lay on the table. 

Mr. Cannon. Here is the Journal, and it shows not the 127 ayes as the gentle- 
man stated, but 126, and Mr, Morton’s name is not recorded as voting as the 
gentleman stated he voted. 

Mr, Bynum. Mr, Speaker, while I am up I desire to call the attention of the 
House to a statement made in the Reconn—— 

Mr, Cannon, Ob no, let us settle one thing at a time. 

Mr. Byycm, Oh, I have settled that to the satisfaction of the gentleman, I 
think; and when he comes here and attempts to palm off the Journal as aguinst 
the Recorp of the House—— [Jeers on the Republican side.] 

The SPEAKER, The House will be in order, 

Mr. Cannon. The gentleman has not answered, and I do not believe he will 
answer that he did not know what the Journal showed. 

Mr. Bynum. I have stated to the gentleman that I did not examine the Jour- 
nal, that I examined the RECORD only. 

A MEMBER on the Republican side. That is not the question. 

Mr. Byxum. Here is McPherson’s Handbook of Politics, publishing that same 
vote. This is an official record, so far as the Republican party is concerned; 
and upon this question Mr, Morton is reported in favor of laying the resolution 
on the table—the same as in the RECORD. 

Mr. Cannon. That is McPherson’s Handbook of what year? 

Mr. Bynum. Eighteen hundred and eighty. 

Mr. Cannon. What page? 

Mr, BYNUM. Page 17: 

Mr. Cannon, Ah, the gentleman is now speaking of a vote taken the next 
session, the second session, of that Congress, when this same proposition was 
brought up; when Mr. Morton voted to suspend the rules and pass the resolu- 
tion. He voted “ay.” I have that Journal here and McPherson's Handbook, 
and they agree. [Applause on the Republican side.) 

Mr. Bynum. Now, P desire to call the gentleman’s attention to the record. . 
The Journal which the gentleman reads from shows Mr. Morton as absent and 
not voting. 

Mr. Cannon. That is what I have said. 

Mr. Bynum. Ihave not examined as to whether it is the same vote or not. 

Mr. CANNON, Oh, yes; itis the same vote. 

Mr. Bynum. I have not, of course, had time to examine whether Mr. Morton 
was present on that day or not; but I will examine the records as to that fact. 
In the Recorp heis recorded as present and voting; he is not reported as being 
absent—showing conclusively to my mind that the RECORD is correct on this 
point. a the Journal he is recorded as being absent on that day and not vot- 
ing at all. 

As I have said, every member of the House sees a copy of the Record on the 
morning of its publication; and every member, to my knowledge, looks over 
the votes and corrects any vote if he is misrepresented or misrecorded. The 
Journal is never looked at by any member until after the session, because it is 
not published until then. While it may be an official record, I say to the gentle- 
man it is not as g a record of the action of this House as the CONGRESSIONAL 

RD is. Another thing to which I wish to call the gentleman’s attention is 
the fact that the names of members voting on any question are never read when 
the Journal] is read each morning. 

So far as this matter is concerned, I will give it further attention, as there 
seems to be some conflict between the Journal and the RECORD, to see how it 
originated and what was the cause of it—where the mistake lies. That is all I 
have to say on that point at present. 

I notice in the remarks of the gentleman from Nevada [Mr. Wooprurs] the 
statement that the contract-labor law was repealed by the Forty-seventh Con- 
gress, not by the Forty-eighth Congress. The gentleman did not make thas 
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statement on the floor of the House, or I should have corrected him at that 
time. I can only attribute this statement of the gentleman to the fact that he 
was overzealous in trying to obscure the facts in reference to the matter, But 
it is a fact that the contract-labor act was repealed in the Forty-eighth Con- 
gress—not in the Forty-seventh. 

. Now, the gentleman from Illinois can not excuse himself before his constitu- 
ents because he may have had some good company on the occasion referred lo. 
The gentleman must answer to his constituents for his own vote: and Mr. 
Morton must answer for his vote; and every other leadipg Republican must 
answer to h's constituents for his vote. It is not sufficient for the gentleman to 
come here and say that Democrats voted with him on that occasion. 

Mr. Cannox. Mr.S er, I desireagain to say that the gentleman’sstatement 
touching the vote of Mr. Morton is not true. It falsifies the record. 

The statement that it so appears in the CONGRESSIONAL RECORD is mere pet- 
tite ng. The Journal of the House shows the action of the House, and shows, 
eh have stated, that Mr. Morton was not present, was not voting, and did not 
vote. 

Again: I state at the next session, the second session of the Forty-sixth Con- 
gress, as shown by the Journal which I have in my hand, the motion was made 
- suspend the rules and pess this same eight-hour resolution, and it received 

130 votes—yeas 130, nays 51, not voting 111, and amongst the 130 votes voting 
ye in thatsame Congress is the name of Levi P. Morton, [Applause on the 

publican side.] There is the Journal. 

Now the gentleman says I cam not creep out by trying to associate with re- 

ble men like BLOUNT and Morrison on his side of the House to justify my 
action by theirs, I have not tried to do so. I am responsible for my votes 
without reference to anybody. I have defended this vote and successfull 
fore the working people and farmers of my county and my district, and I will 
do so in or Iwill go tothe wall. But I will never do it by rising in my place 
in this House or out of this House and misstating the record, and especially 
when it is brought to my knowledge, by then rising and pettifogging instead 
of rising in ay place and acknowledging my mistake and begging the country’s 
pason and Mr. Morton's pardon for misstatement of the record. [Applauseon 

e Republican side.] 

Mr. Bynum. Do I understand the gentleman to say that I have misstated the 
record of Congress? 

Mr. Cannon. Yes. 

Mr. Bynum earn up the Recorp). Here isthe Recorp, and the gentleman 
can not show it, I dare him to do it. 

I will ask the gentleman another question. Have you ever examined the 
votes of the Journals of Congress to see whether you are recorded correctly or 
not? [Derisive laughter on the Republican side. 

Mr. Cannon, I always examine the votes as recorded upon the Journal of the 
House when a vote is called in question, and when I am seeking to find out how 
any gentleman is recorded, use it is notorious the vote recorded in the Cox- 
GRESS{ONAL RECORD is often erroneous, and the Journal shows the true vote, 
No man who is careful of his own rights and the rights of other members will 
pee s statement as to a vote in a former Congress without examining the 

ournal. 

Mr. Bynum. So far as the Journal shows the vote one way and the RECORD 
another the member at the time seeks to make the correction, and it may have 
been changed in that way. 

Mr, Cannon. The CONGRESSIONAL RECORD of this morning has an error of the 
print which covers one hundred and fifty names. 

A MEMBER, Sunday morning's RECORD? 

Mr, Cannon. Yes; Sunday morning’s Recorp, which has been corrected by 
an order of the House. 

Mr. BYNUM. ad daa examined the Journal to find out as to your-vote? 

Mr, Cannon. The Journal isnot printed and laid on our tables, while the Rec- 
ORD is laid upon our desks every morning. 

Mr. Bynum. Certainly it is; and that is qpe what I hayo been contending; and 
that the Recorp is corrected as it is published, while no one ever has an op- 
portunity to sce the votes as recorded in the Journal until the session is ended, 


Mr. CANNON. Now, Mr. Speaker, in the colloquy yesterday Ispoke 
as follows: Š 


Mr. Cannon, Allow me to state that the Journals of the House speak the ac- 
tion of the House; and [Task the gentleman now if he did not quote Mr. Mor- 
ton from the CONGRESSIONAL RECORD as voting in a certain way, knowing that 
the Journal showed the contrary? Will the gentleman answer that question? 


Mr. ByNum’s answer to this question, according to the Reporter’s 
notes, is as follows: 


Mr. Byxvum. I say to the gentleman that I went to the Recorp for this vote 
and found it as I stated it and examined no further, and I believe the RECORD 
iscorrect. I have not examined the Journal, but I will do so, and I have no 
wae that when I do so I shall find that the gentleman has not stated it cor- 
rectly. 


It is a duplicate of the page which was taken out, and this is what 
was put in its place. 


Mr. Byxum. I say to the gentleman that I took this vote from the Coxgres- 
SIONAL RECORD, and found it there just as I gave it; I examined no further. I 
was not aware that there was any variance between the CONGRESSIONAL REC- 
ORD and the Journal until the gentleman mentioned it just now, or I would 
have stated when I first announced Mr. Morton’s vote. I believe, however, 
Mr. Speaker, the RECORD to be correct. Mr. Morton was present, as the roll- 
calls show, on the 6th of May; they do not show that he was given any leave 
of absence on the 6th, 7th, or 8th, or that he was paired on this yote. I believe 
the Recorp to be the best evidence of who voted and how they voted. The 
yeas and nays in the RECORD are published the next morning in the RECORD of 
the previous day's proceedings—the vote as published from the original roll- 
call—while the Journal is not published till the end of the session. The vote 
as published is taken from a copy of the original, The principle that a copy 
can not be used so long as the original is at hand is as old as the common law 
itself. Of course the Journals of the House are official records and as such are 
evidence of the facts contained, but as a matter of fact the votes recorded in 
them are but copies, while the RECORD contains the original. 


Now, what I complain of is that the gentleman makes himself say 
that which he did not say in stating he was not aware there was any 
variance between the RECORD and Journal, or he would have stated it. 

There are some minor matters making other changes, but that is 
the principal one. 

Immediately following the answer of the gentleman from Indiana, 
which I read, is the following: 

Mr.Cannon. Here is the Journal. I will show it to the gentleman, and I 


ask the gentleman again if he did not know that the Journal showed to the 
contrary of his statement? 
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The question not being answered was asked again by me, 


Mr. Canyon. The gentleman has not answered, and I do not believe he 
will answer that he did not know what the Journal showed. 


When I asked the question the last time he answered as follows: 


Mr. Bynum. I have stated to the gentleman that I did not examine the Jour- 
nal; that I examined the Recorp only. 


That isaccording to the Reporters’ notes; but he adds, and makes him- 
self say in addition, as follows: 

That I did not think and that I did not know that there was any variance be- 
tween the Journal and the RECORD, . 

Now, it is not a thing of very great importance, I take it, whether 
this correction be made ornot; but the method in which this has been 
printed, by reason of the revision of the gentleman, makes the gentle- 
man say, by his correction in his first answer to my interrogatory, that 
he did not know that there was a difference between the RECORD and 
the Journal; and that if he had known it he would have so stated it 
on the floor of the House. Notwithstanding that statement by him, I 
then appear to go on afterwards and ask that question three different 
times, which would have been a foolish thing upon my part if the gen- 
tleman had really made the answer that he makes after the debate is 
closed. I want the Recorp simply to show the facts. I want it to 
show exactly what did take place, and I therefore ask that it be cor- 
rected; or I will move that the RECORD be corrected so as to state liter- 
ally what was said according to the Reporters’ notes. 

Mr. BYNUM. Mr. Speaker, in response to what the gentleman has 
said, I wish to state that I revised the language used by myself, and 
made one or two changes in the wording, just as the gentleman has 
asserted. In answer to his question on yesterday, I saw, When I had 
an opportunity of reading the colloquy, that I did not perhaps grasp 
really what he was intending me to answer. I answered him that I 
had not examined the Journal. I fally meant what I said there, that 
I had at no time examined it, and did not know what had been as- 
serted by the gentleman, that thefe was any variance between the 
Journal and the official RECORD of the House. I probably was not en- 
tirely happy in my construction of the sentence when responding to 
him, because, as will be remembered, there was considerable disturb- 
ance on that side of the House and a good deal of confusion, and I really 
did not have the opportunity of fully understanding the language of 
the gentleman. I answered him as I understood his questions at the 
time, and I meant that I had not examined the Journal up to that 
time. I did not know that that was the point the gentleman was hing- 
ing his question on; and therefore I simply enlarged the remarks in 
the RECORD according to the truth of the matter. I did not see the 
Journal of the proceedings to which he referred until after he had sent 
it to me, and did not know that there was a variance, because if I had 
known it Ishould have given Mr. Morton the benefit of what was stated 
upon the floor of the House. 

The second correction to which the gentleman alludes is simply a cor- 
rection of the same nature so as to answer his inquiry. I do not see, 
therefore, since I have answered his inquiry, what the gentleman has 
to complain of. It is an answer of fact, and a mere statement of the 
fact, and I do not see why he should feel aggrieved. I have given the 
answer that he wanted given, and therefore I do not see that there is 
any serious harm done. 

I think if the gentleman himself, and others on this floor, would live 
up strictly to the rules of the House, that the RECORD should contain 
a verbatim report of what was said without variance or change of any 
kind, there would be then little difference of opinion between members 
on such questions as this. 

On another occasion, in a controversy with a gentleman on that side 
of the House upon a matter of fact, there was « « uestion propounded 
by myself which was not answered, but I afterwards found in the 
RECORD a long list of statistics which made my answer appear awk- 
ward and irrelevant; but yet I did not rise to call the attention of the 
House to it, ask a correction of it, or allude in any manner to the change. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, it issomewhat singular that the gentleman from 
Illinois has not discovered some errors in the record of his colleague 
[Mr. WOODBURN], since he seems to have been reading the proceed- 
ings with such diligence. 

Mr. CANNON. Does it pertain to this exact matter? 

Mr. BYNUM. Not to this exact matter. 

Mr. CANNON. Then TI really would like to resume the floor. How- 
ever, if the gentleman wishes to proceed—— 

Mr. BYNUM. Of course if the gentleman wishes to proceed, I have 
no objection, and will yield the floor. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I call the regular order. 

Mr. CANNON. Allow me one word. For the first time in fifteen 
years’ service in this House have I risen to a correction of the RECORD. 
I may not have talked with wisdom, but I have talked a great deal in 
that time; but never have I had occasion to rise to a correction. But 
in a case of this kind I think, while it is not a matter of great impor- 
tance in itselt, when there is a debate or a colloquy back and forth be- 
tween members, sentence by sentence and word for word, gentlemen 
on each side should have the right to expect that this would go into 
the RECORD exactly as it took place. The additions which the gentle- 
man has made place me, as I said before, in a position in which no 
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member of this House should be placed who asks a question of that 
kind; because the question when first propounded appears to be an- 
swered, and yet I go on repeating it three or four times; : ad y 
I think the House knows that there is no member on this floor who 
will accept the statement of any gentleman here quicker than I will 
and there let the matter drop. But since the gentleman did not an- 
swer my question, and as I regarded it as a matter of some importance, 
I persisted in asking it, believing that the gentleman was not disposed 
to answer it, and doubted in fact whether he could answer it. - Hence, 
I repeat, this addition to the Record makes me appear foolish by put- 
ing a full answer to the first question where it was not given. 

Mr. BYNUM, I simply insist, Mr. Speaker, that I had given a full 
and sufficient answer to the first’ question, and one that would have 
been understood by any one not laboring under excitement, when I 
said that I had not examined the Journal, or compared the Journal 
and RECORD. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. I heard the gentleman say that distinctly. 

Ar. MAISH. And I also, 

Mr. BYNUM. And I willstate further, that the reportas made by 
the Reporter was not in all respects an exact copy of the words used by 
myself, Some words are there inserted that I did not use and some 
left out, the report having been evidently corrected by the Reporter 
himself, The gentleman well knows this is often done. 

Mr. CANNON. I think in justice to the Reporters it is but proper 
to state that, in my opinion, this is, I was going to say, an absolutely 
verbatim report, as I recollect it. But I am not here to discuss 
whether the gentleman did or did not answer my question. I am here 
only to assert the rights of the members of the House that the record 
of a controversy of that character shall embody a true statement of the 
controversy; and I therefore ask that the correction I suggest shall be 
made, and the motion for that purpose adopted by the House. 

The SPEAKER, The RECORD will stand corrected. There seems 
to be no controversy between the gentlemen as to the facts; and it will 
be corrected in the permanent edition of the RECORD. Of course those 
that are printed can not be recalled. 

Mr. CANNON, Of course not. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I demand the order. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will proceed to call the roll. 

Mr. DUNN. Mr. Speaker, I understand that in my absence there 
was a call of the House. I desire to say that I was engaged in the ex- 
amination of witnesses in an investigation in my committee-room. 

The question was then taken, and decided in the affirmative—yeas 
142, nays 21, not voting 162; as follows: 


YEAS—1i2, 
Abbot Crouse, Latham Scull, 
Adams, Daizell, Lehlbach, d 
Allen, Mich. Davidson, Fla, Lind, 
Daaa tows Dessay” yma Aen 
owa A an. 
Anderson, Kans Enl Maisha, Ste = PH 
Atkinson, eee Mason, Stockdale 
Bacon, Flood, 4 Stone, Ky. 
Baker, DL MeCullogh, Parse Sag 
Ba: Full Moffitt, S: A 
ê, er, ymes, 
ind $ pnan s B., Ohio 
5 y orrow, 4 
Breckinridge, Ark. Gibson, Neal, H Thomas, Wis. 
Breckinridge, Ky. Glass, elson, Tracey, 

7 Goff, Nichols, Townshend, 
Brower, G N Seon Turner, Kans. 
Browne,T. H.B., Va.Harmer, O'Neall, Ind. Vandever, 
Browne, Ind. R O'Neill, Pa. Walker, 
oe J. R., Va. A pee pecan i O'Neill, Mo. Rhea 

en , N. e n 
ra Henderson, Il. Parker, ý togn 
Burnes, ——— Ean, Sragi l 
'ayson, v 
= om eo 
_ Butterworth, Holmes, Perkins, Whitthorne, 
Bynum, opkins, Va. Wilkinson, 
Cannon, Hutton, Phelan, Williams, 
Caruth, Kelley, Post, Wilson, Minn. 
Caswell, Woodburn, 
Catchings, Laffoon, Roge! Yoder, 
GOMAN; pen nS; Romeis, Ben 
n x, nn, e, Speaker. 
Cothran, Lane, ae 
Cowles, e Sayers, 
NAYS—21. 
Cob! Jackson, Rowlan 
Baker, N. Y. Saleen, Lagan, mocee” 
oe pe Aen 
ce, ‘orney, ni 
Gaapbell, F., N.Y. È Mahouey, 
Clements, Haugen, Norwood, 
NOT e EAM 
Allen, Mass. Bliss, pbell, Ohio Colins, 
Arnold, Boothman. Sampbell, TJN Xs Compton, 
Barnes, Boutelle, ler, Cooper, 
Barry, wi 5 Gastion: Cox 
Belden, wen, Cheadle, Crain, 
Belmont, Brown, Ohio Clardy, Crisp, 
Biggs, Buckalew, Clark, Cummings, 
Bingham, Bunnell, Coc š Outcheon, 
‘OWS, Cogswell, Dargan, 


Darlington, Hitt, M Shaw, 

venport, Hogg, McShane, 
Davidson, Ala, Hooker, Merriman, Shively, 

vis, Hop , m. Milliken, Simmons, 
De Lano, Hopkins, N. Y, Mills, Sowden, 
ae ae a tl Spinola, 

ngley, ovey, oore, $ 

iy y. Howard, Morrill, r yank E 
Dun s Morse, Stephenson, 
Ermentrout, Hunter, Newton, Stewart, Tex, 
Felton, Johnston, Ind. Stewart, Vt. 
Finley, Johnston, N. C. O'Donnell, Tarsney, 
Fisher, Jones, O’ Ferrall, Taylor, J. D., Ohio 
Fitch, Kean, Outhwaite, 
Ford, Kennedy, Owen, Thomas, li. 
Gaines, Kerr, Peel, Thompson, Ohio 
Gallinger, Ketcham, Perry, Fe api Cal. 
Gay, Laidlaw, Phelps, Tillman, 
Glover, Landes, Pidcock, Turner, Ga, 
Granger, Lawler, Plumb, Vance, 
Greenman, Long, ey, Wade, 
Grimes, XN jonald, Randall, W: Ja 
Grout, Maffett, Rayner, W 
Guenther, Mansur, Reed, White, N. Y. 
Hall, M Rice, Whi 
ares McAdoo, Robe Wi 
Hat MeClammy, Rockwell, Wilber, 
Hayden, McComas, Rowell, Wilson, W, Va. 
Hayes, MeCormick, Russell, Mass. 

phill, McKenna, Itusk, Yardley. 

Hiestand, McKinley, Scott, 

res, McKinney, Seymour, 

So the motion was agreed to. 


On motion of Mr. PAYSON, by unanimous consent, the reading of 
the names was dispensed with. 
The following additional pair was announced: 
z Mr. MACDONALD is paired with Mr. Davis on all questions for the 
ay. 
‘The result of the vote was then announced as above recorded. 


OKLAHOMA TERRITORY. 


The House accordingly resolved itself into Committee of the Whole, 
Mr. DOCKERY in the chair. 

The CHAIRMAN. The House is in Committee of the Whole, and 
the Clerk will report the unfinished business, 

The Clerk read as follows: 

House bill 10614, a bill to organize the gis med of Oklahoma, and for other 
purposes, with an ‘amendment to section 5 offered by Mr, Payson, of Ilinois, 

Mr. HOOKER. I want to know AUTES that is the first business 
on the Calendar? 

. The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will state to the gentleman that unan- 
imous consent was given to pas over other bilis on the Calendar and 
consider this bill. 

Mr. HOOKER. When was that given? 

The CHAIRMAN. ‘The Chair does not recollect the day; but if the 
gentleman so desires, the Chair will have examination of the record 
made, 

Mr. HOOKER. I would like to know whether this bill has prece- 
dence over other bills or not ? 

Mr. SPRINGER. The first bill on this subject was the regular order 
at the time the House went into the consideration of it as the unfin- 
ished business of that committee under the rule of the House; and by 
unanimous consent the bill H. R. 10614 was taken up in lieu and took 
its place. 

Mr. HOOKER. The point which I make is whether or not there 
were other matters on the Calendar of the Committee of the Whole 
which had precedence of this bill and how they were passed over. 

Mr. SPRINGER, There was unanimous consent—— 

Mr. HOOKER. Never you mind. Iam asking the Chairman. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair is not advised whether anything had 
precedence or not; but the Chair finds that there was unanimous con- 
sent to consider this bill, and that gives it priority over everything. 

Mr. HOOKER. I do not remember of any unanimous consent being 
given for its consideration. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair is quite positive that that was the 
order, and will cause the record to be examined. 

Mr. SPRINGER. It was not unanimous consent to pass over other 
bills. There were two bills on this subject. One of them had been 

partly considered, This bill was substituted and took its place on the 
Retentn and has boon Gsosidored general debate has cl , anda part 
of it has been considered under the five-minute rule. 

The CHAIRMAN. ‘The Clerk will report the pending amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows; 

It is pro) , in section 5, to strike out the words “at a price of $1.25 
acre,” in 1 12 and 13, and insert “ under the homestead laws, only exce ae 
that section 2301 of the Revised Statutes do not apply.” 

The CHAIRMAN, The question is on the amendment proposed by 
the gentleman from Illinois. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Mr. Chairman, I ask my colleague what time he 
wants to debate this question? I think we ought to agree on the time 
for the discussion of the amendment. 

Mr. PAYSON. I desire to say that i think this one of the most 
important questions in to this bill. Itis of vital importance, 
and if this bill should pass I would regard it as of greater importance 
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than perhaps any other feature. Whatever bill shall pass should be 
such a, bill as shall meet general approval. 

And as this is an important question, presenting the general propo- 
sition of the application of the homestead principle, and that alone, 
to this great area of land, I ask consent of the committee that I may 
proceed to submit such observations as I desire to make upon it without 
any special limit, promising that I will confine myself to my invariable 
practice of simply saying what I have to say with reference to the sub- 
ject-matter which the committee is considering. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Will the gentleman state how much time he re- 
quires ? 

Mr. PAYSON. I can notstate that exactly. 

Mr. SPRINGER. You can certainly approximate it. 

Mr. PAYSON. I will say to my colleague [Mr. SPRINGER] that I 
desire only a reasonable amount of time. 

Mr. SPRINGER. There is no disposition on the part of the com- 
mittee to limit debate unreasonably. 

Mr. PAYSON. Nor have I any disposition, as I never have had, to 
consume time unnecessarily. 

The CHAIRMAN. ‘Thegentleman from Illinois [Mr. Payson] asks 
unanimous consent to conclude his ~arks uponthisamendment. Is 
there objection? 

Mr. HOLMAN. Mr. Chairman, I desire to make a ion. In- 
asmuch as this is one of the most important features of the bill, pre- 
senting the question of whether these lands shall be sold at $1.25 an 
acre or shall be deyoted to homesteads for the people under the home- 
stead law,I suggest that the committee allow an hour’s debate upon 
the proposition, half an hour upon each side. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Iam willing to agree to that. 

Mr. HOOKER, I think we ought to have a longer time than that, 
because there are several gentlemen here who desire to be heard. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Say two hours, then. 

Mr. HOOKER. Let the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. Payson] pro- 
ceed with his remarks, and when he concludes we can then agree upon 
the time that shall be occupied by other gentlemen. I desire to be 
heard myself apon this question, and my friend from Georgia [Mr. 
BARNES] also desires to speak, and I would rather have him heard 
than myself. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I will agree that debate on this section and all 
amendments thereto shall close at 5 o'clock to-day, provided we can 
take a vote upon the bill immediately after the consideration hour to- 
morrow. 

Mr. HOOKER. I do not agree to anything of that kind. 

Mr. PAYSON. I think we can get along better by letting the mat- 
ter take the regular course, 

Mr. HOLMAN. That will give you [Mf. Payson] only five minutes. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I ask the Chair to submit my proposition that the 
debate upon this section and all amendments thereto be closed at 5 
o’clock to-day, which is the hour at which this committee must rise. 

The CHAIRMAN. Thereis one request for unanimous consent pend- 
ing. Does the gentleman from Illinois [Mr, Payson] withdraw his 


request? 

Mr. PAYSON. Mr. Chairman, I do not like to seem greedy, but I 
pate ae ghade tinny leroy to present such ideas as I have npon this 

ect, and I must insist upon my request. 

The CHAIRMAN, The gentleman from Illinois [Mr. Payson] in- 
sists that his request be put to the committee that he be allowed time 
to conclude his remarks. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Not to exceed one hour, Does the gentleman 
agree to that? 

Mr. PAYSON. That my own remarks shall not exceed one hour— 
I agree to that. 
age SEER And that an equal time be allowed for debate on 

e. 

The CHAIRMAN. Thegentleman from Illinois [Mr. PAYSON] asks 
unanimous consent that he be allowed to proceed and conclude his re- 
marks, occupying not to exceed one hour. Is there objection? 

Mr. SPRINGER. And that the same length of time be allowed for 
debate on this side, 

Mr. HOOKER. I think there ought to be more time than that, Mr. 
Chairman. 

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection to the request of the gentle- 
man from Illinois? 

Mr. HOOKER. I have no objection to the request of the gentle- 
man, but I do object to its being qualified in the way suggested by the 
other gentleman from Illinois [Mr. SPRINGER]. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Ido not object to the largest latitude of debate 
a this bill, but I think there ought to be some understanding as to 
when itistoend. This bill has been under consideration before, and 
no disposition has been manifested to rush it throngh, or to hasten it 
unreasonably, Ifwe have not been considering it for the last hour 
and a quarter it is not the fault of the friends of this bill. They have 
been trying to have it considered, and there has been no disposition to 
stifle any legitimate debate on this bill, and there will be none. 

Mr. HOOKER, Iam glad to hear the gentleman say so, for I want 
to speak an hour. [Laughter.] 


Mr. SPRINGER. If the gentleman will agree to take a vote on this 
an to-morrow at 4 o'clock, I will agree that he may occupy three 

urs, 

The CHAIRMAN, Is there objection to the request of the gentle- 
man from Illinois [Mr. Payson] that he be allowed to proceed and con- 
clude his remarks, occupying not to exceed one hour? 

Mr. HOLMAN. I do not wish to interfere with that request, for I 
am in favor of permitting the gentleman from Illinois to occupy an 
hour. At the same time it seems to me desirable to fix a limitation 
upon debate on this proposition. Inasmuch as no action can be reached 
this evening, I suggest that this bill, if gentlemen will consent, be taken 
up to-morrow morning after the reading of the Journal, and the debate 
continue unfil half past 1 o’clock. 

Mr. RYAN. Why not go on with the debate this evening? 

Mr. HOLMAN. I mean that the debate continue this evening and 
also to-morrow morning until half past 1. 

Mr. HOOKER. On this section? 

Mr. HOLMAN. Yes, sir. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I willagree to that. 

Mr. RYAN. That is very generous. 7 

Mr. BUCHANAN. That would cut out the hour for the consider- 
ation of bills from committees. Unless that is excepted I shall ob- 
ject. The committees have only been called about half way through. 
I desire that committees farther down on the list shall have some 
show. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Committee of the Whole can not take any 
action to interfere with the consideration hour. Will the gentleman 
from Indiana [Mr. HOLMAN ] please restate his proposition ? 

Mr. HOLMAN. The gentleman from New Jersey [Mr. BUCHANAN], 
as I understand, wishes the committees called to-morrow morning. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Committee of the Whole can not make any 

ent which will interfere with the consideration hour. 

Mr. SPRINGER. We can have it understood at what time debate 
in the Committee of the Whole shall close. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I suggest that debate in Committee of the Whole 
close at 3 o’clock to-morrow. 

Mr. HOOKER. I suggest to my friend from Indiana that it would 
not be well to fix a time now for the termination of debate, for we do 
not know what time may be occupied to-morrow in other matters, and 
hence can not foresee what would be the effect with reference to this 
question. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Mississippi [Mr. Hooker] 
objects, as the Chair understands. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I ask unanimous consent that the debate on this 
section and all amendments thereto be limited to two hours. 

Mr. HOOKER. Lobject. 

Mr. SPRINGER. How much time would the gentleman like? 

Mr. HOOKER. I want an hour for myself. 

Mr.SPRINGER. Then I will modify my proposition by proposing 
a limitation of three hours, and will agree to give the gentleman from 
Mississippi one whole hour. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Illinois modifies his request 
so as to limit debate on this section and all amendments thereto to 
three hours. Is there objection? 

Objection was made. 

Mr.SPRINGER. We are now operating under the five-minute rule, 
so that, unless by unanimous consent, no gentleman can occupy more 
than five minutes. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I ask unanimous consent that the gentleman from 
Hlinois [Mr. Payson] be allowed one hour now. 

Mr. PAYSON. Irise tosubmit asuggestion. I am notseeking this 
opportunity to address the committee for the mere purpose of talking. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I know that very well. 

Mr. PAYSON. I presume the gentleman knows me too well to sup- 
pose anything of that kind. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Certainly. 

Mr. PAYSON. Nordo I need tobe reminded that we are operating 
under the five-minute rule, which would seem to be a kind of threat 
that, unless some arrangement be made, I may get only five minutes. 
I am animated by one purpose only. I think I have some suggestions 
with reference to the pending proposition which it may be worth while 
for members to hear. If Idid not think so, I would not ask to occupy 
one minute. If unanimous consent be granted that I may speak, I will 
agree in advance to consume only so much time as may be necessary 
for me to say once for all what I have to submit on each proposition. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I concede everything the gentleman says. I am 
anxious to hear him speak an hour on this bill if he desires to do so, 
and will use every means in my power to accord him that opportunity. 
I desire, however, that other gentlemen may indicate how much time 
they wish, so that the whole time to be occupied may be included in 
one arrangement, 

Mr. HOOKER. Then let the proposition be made that a given 
amount of time be devoted to this question—not that the debate ter- 
minate at a certain hour. 

A MEMBER. The request was for three hours. 

Mr. HOOKER. Very well; three hours, 
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The CHAIRMAN. The proposition submitted was to limit debate 
on this section and all amendments thereto to three hours, That 
would not be interfered with by the consideration hour to-morrow; for 
there would be,three hours in any event. 

Mr. SPRINGER. That is the proposition. 

Mr, RYAN. And I understand thegentleman from Mississippi [Mr. 
HOOKER] agrees to it. 

The CHAIRMAN, Is there objection to the request of the gentle- 
man from Illinois [Mr. SPRINGER] ? 

Mr. HOOKER. ‘That applies only to this section? 

Objection was made. 

Mr. CHEADLE. I wish to suggest to the gentleman.from Illinois 
[Mr. SPRINGER] that if he will allow his colleague [Mr. Payson] to 
consume whatever time he desires, there will be no difficulty afterward 
in making some arrangement. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I have sought to make an arrangement by which 
all gentlemen could be accommodated. I suggest that there be allowed 
on this section and all amendments thereto three hours of debate, of 
phe the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. Payson] shall be entitled to 
one hour. à 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Illinois asks unanimous 
consent that all debate on this section and amendments thereto be 
closed in three hours, the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. Payson] to 
have the right to occupy one hour or such portion thereof as he may 
deem necessary. Is there objection to that request? 

Mr. HOLMAN. And that the balance of the time be equally di- 
vided. 

The CHAIRMAN. TheChair hears no objection, and it isso ordered. 
The gentleman from Illinois [Mr. PAyson] is entitled to the floor. 
[Cries of “Regular order!’’] 

Mr. PAYSON rose. 

The CHAIRMAN. TheChair will state that the control of the time 
has not been stated in the proposition. 

Mr. RYAN. The proposition conceded one hour to the gentleman 
from Illinois [Mr. PAYSON], and that the other two should be equally 
divided between the friends of this proposition and those who are op- 

osed to it. 
5 Mr. HOOKER. No, I did not understand that. I was to have an 
hour according to the statement of the gentleman from Ilinois. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I could not consent to that. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair did not understand that there was to 
be time allowed to any gentleman, except the hour, or so much thereot 
as he may desire, to the gentleman from Illinois. 

Mr. SPRINGER. There is no objection, I presume, to the gentle- 
man from Mississippi controlling the hour that is left in opposition to 
the bill after the gentleman from Illinois has concluded his remarks, 
e Mr. HOOKER. -I do not want to deprive other gentlemen of the 

right to be heard. 

Mr. SPRINGER. But the gentleman can yield the time. 
Mr. HOOKER. Ido not want to exclude my friend from Georgia 


and others. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will endeavor to divide the time 
fairly. 

Me PAYSON. Mr. Chairman, this amendment embraces the dis- 
position of 23,267,000 acres of the public lands by the Government at 
some time. The Foe green contained in the pending bill is substan- 
tially this: that these lands as at present situated are subject to some 
burden of Indian claims; and for the purpose of this amendment it is 
necessary to discuss the question of this Indian right, and somewhat 
in detail the amount of money which will be required for its extin- 
guishment. 

The bill is based upon the assumption that an amount of money not 
exceeding $1.25 per acre may be required to extinguish the Indian right 
of occupancy upon each acre of the lands embraced within the scope or 
the bill; and ifthe maximum amount of money should be required it 
will amount in round numbers to about $30,000,000 before the entire 
Indian title is extinguished so that the lands can be opened to settle- 
ment. 

The amendment that I have offered pro in terms that so fast as 
the Indian title shall be extinguished, and the lands shall become pub- 
lic lands and opened to settlement, the homestead principle of our laws 
shall apply to them and to every acre of them. That is to say, that 
every 160 acres of the land shall be treated as a free gift from the Gen- 
eral Government to any settler who shall go upon it for the purpose of 
making it a home for himself and family, and shall occupy it for that 
purpose for a period of five continuous years; and it presents, at the 
threshold, Mr. Chairman, a question which has been a prominent one 
in the mind of the public since 1861, when the homestead Jaw was 
enacted. i 


Mr. BRUMM. Let meask the gentleman if this includes the soldier’s 


occupancy right, as well? 

Mr. PAYSON. Thereis no interference, I will say in passing, and in 
answer to the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. BRUMM], with that 
right, and that the proposition I have made leaves the law just as it is 
as to the rights of the honorably-discharged Union soldiers. All gen- 


tlemen present, I assume, understand what they are. There is no 
change of law as to the recognition of the rights of any honorably-dis- 
charged Union soldier to make a homestead on the public lands, and 
no interference whatever with him in that regard. 

Mr.BRUMM. Doesit make these lands applicable to soldier’s home- 
stead entry ? 

Mr. PAYSON. It docs in express terms, 

As I was saying—— 

Mr. GROSVENOR. The soldier’s right of occupancy is perhaps not 
clearly understood by all of the members present. 

Mr. PAYSON. I think perhaps it is unnecessary to consume the 
time in discussing the details of the rights of the Union soldiers to 
make homesteads on the public lands; and I shall not go into that sub- 
ject further than simply to remark that the existing law remains un- 
changed. 

I come now, Mr. Chairman, to the general proposition, which pre- 
sents the question to the House whether or not this land, when it shall 
be freed from the claim of the Indian occupancy, whatever that claim 
may be, shall come within the homestead principle as it is understood, 
and as it has been understood since the homestead question was settled 
as a part of our legislation in 1861. i 

I do not appreciate that kind of generosity in any act which does not 
carry with it any burden; and the proposition in this bill, which is de- 
nominated a homestead principle, but at the same time couples with 
it a compulsion upon the settler to pay $200 for each quarter section 
of land, is, in my judgment, not a homestead provision as the people 
of this country understand it. The people upon the frontier, the peo- 
ple in the great Northwest, indeed the people throughout the country 
every where, who would seek to take advantage of the settlement rights 
in this bill as presented, understand what a homestead right is. They 
understand it to be a right to make a home upon lands which the Gov- 
ernment gives to the settler, if he will endure the hardships and priva- 
tions of frontier life for five continuous years, and make his home upon 
the lands. This bill, while breathing the word of promise to the ear, 
breaks it to the hope in every instance. 

It assumes to be a homestead law, but requires a purchase from the 
Government in every instance. 

The landless poor can not take, as now, a homestead; but the man 
of means—one able to purchase, one who has means—can secure a 
home on this land. By present existing law as to lands that cost but 
little we are generous, and cheerfully give them to the settler; but as 
soon as a case like this appears, when a little money is required from 
the Treasury to clear a title for a citizen’s occupancy, we still use the 
term ‘‘homestead,’’ but our generosity vanishes before our idea of 
economy, and as soon as the exercise of the sentiment becomes the 
slightest burden we cease to exercise it if we pass this bill. 

I believe in the continuance of the blessing of the homestead law— 
of continuing it in principle, in all its beneficence, in fact as well as in 
name—and I oppose this bill because it compels the settler to pay, as 
I have said, into the public Treasury $200 for the farm he takes under 
its provisions; and without going into a discussion, in order to save 
time, as to the merits or demerits of the homestead principle as it is 
in existing law, it is only necessary to say that if there is one question 
upon which there is a unanimity of public sentiment this entire Union 
over, it is one of approval as to the homestead ideain the settlement of 
the public lands, And, Mr. Chairman, since I have been in public life 
it has always been the controlling idea with me that the only method 
by which the public lands should be disposed of—that is, lands which 
are susceptible to agriculture—is asa free gift from a great and rich 
Government to the poor of its own people. I believe that the strength of 
our nation depends upon the general subdivision of our immense area 
of public lands susceptible of making homes amongst all of our Fee 
and the distribution of them for the largest possible number of those 
who occupy them. 

Now, why is this proposition requiring payment in this bill? Why, 
Mr. Chairman, is there a different rule adopted with reference to the 
disposition of this area of our public lands from that which has been in 
operation since 1861 throughout the Union? ‘The answer has been in- 
dicated by my colleague from Illinois [Mr. SPRINGER] in this, that 
these lands are costing the Governmentsomething. It is that thisland 
is going to require, out of the public Treasury of the United States, a 
payment of some money, greater or less in amount, for the acquisition 
of the title, as my colleague states it, before ib shall be subject to entry 
under the Jaw; and therefore it isa matter of justice between those who 
settle here and the rest of the people who pay money into the Treasury 
that the public shall not suffer loss, but that the amount so paid out 
shall be reimbursed to the Treasury by those who occupy the land. 
That is the answer made. Mr. Chairman, there has never been an 
acquisition of an acre of public land by the extinguishment of these 
Indian titles but has cost this Government something. I think Iam 
not far from correct in assuming that there are lew gentlemen here 
who can determine precisely how the account stands and what the 
tinancial relation under a debtor and creditor system would be between 
the public land on the one side and the Treasury on the other, 

But, sir, before going into the details. Since 1830 the policy has 
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been a continuous one, that ‘the General Government would extin- 
guish by purchase under treaty in one form or another the Indians’ 
right of occupancy to all lands west of the Mississippi River. 

That policy has continued from that time till now; and without 
going into details as to what the Indian title was, it is enough for me 

o say for the purpose of this argument that it has always been recog- 
nized by the Government of the United States that the Indians—the 
red men upon this continent—had the right of occupancy as against 
the title of the General Government, and which right of yaks a! 
should be extinguished by pyrchase from them before the title should 
be held to be free and clear to the General Government for the pur- 
pose of survey and disposition. 

How many gentlemen understand how much has been paid under 
this item alone for the extinguishment of the Indian right of occupancy 
of lands in the Northwest and in the extreme West-during these years? 
I hold in my hand, sir, a report of the Public Lands Commissioner for 
1883 where is a tabulated statement upon this question, and itis brought 
down to 1880, showing the amounts paid to the different Indian tribes 
for the purpose of extinguishing the Indians’ right of occupancy to their 
land in the Northwest. In the statement a very large body of public 
lands has been included, and in this period there has been paid $187,- 
328,903 down to 1880; that is as far as the figures go. But bringing 
them down to 1883, there were $208,776,000 paid to the different Indian 
tribes for that purpose. 

Mr. Chairman, was the question ever presented, when the homestead 
law was discussed in 1861 and in 1863, whether or not as a matter of 
justice the amount of money which was paid by the Treasury in extin- 
guishing Indian titles was or ever should be reimbursed to the Treas- 

? The question was never suggested; never, sir, never. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Will my colleague permit me to ask him a ques- 
tion? 

Mr. PAYSON. Certainly. 

Mr.SPRINGER. Willthegentleman give the statistics of how much 
the Government realized from the sale of these lands under the various 
laws which have been in force since the lands were acquired? 

Mr. PAYSON. The question of economy, Mr. Chairman, was never 
debated when the homestead question was presented in Congress, ex- 
cept in one instance, and I make allusion to it with the distinct un- 
derstanding that Iam not introducing politics into the consideration 
ofthe bill. When the first homestead law was vetoed by President 
Buchanan his veto was principally upon the ground that Congress had 
no right to donate these public lands to settlers, but that there must 
bea quid pro quo for every acreof the public lands disposed of. The next 
Congress which assembled, on both sides, sat down upon and crushed 
that idea; and from that day to this, with the exception of isolated 
Indian reservations and military reservations here and there, which 
were abandoned when the purposes for which they were created were 
no longer in existence, and these reservations thus abandoned had be- 
come specially valuable because of neighboring settlements, and their 
proximity to cities rendered them especially valuable, and therefore 
not proper to come under the homestead principle—with the excep- 
tion of legislation in these cases, the question of the cost of the ex- 
tinguishment of the Indian title and the Government acquisition of 
title, or the cost of title, where a title was acquired from foreign pow- 
ers, has never been mooted in Congress until the present session in 
the Sioux reservation, one reservation in Minnesota, and by this bill 
which we are now considering. 

Let me ask the chairman of this committee this question: When we 
made the t Louisiana purchase from France, for which we paid 
$27,267,000, in the disposition of the land embraced in that was there 
ever a question raised when these lands were to be disposed of under 
the homestead law as to whether or not the land the Government thus 
gained should be paid for by the homestead settler? And was it pro- 

the Government should be reimbursed this fand? Not at all! 

The Florida purchase was made in 1819 and cost $6,489,000. That 
land was subject to and is being disposed of to-day under the homestead 
law. Noquestion was ever made as to the amountof money which was 
expended in its purchase, Again, under the treaty with Mexico, when 
we acquired the immense territory west of the Mississippi and on the 
Pacific coast, for which we paid $15,000,000, as well as the burden of 
that whole war with Mexico, its cost in life, and expenses, no question 
was made in Congress in reference to the disposition of the land to be 
taken under the homestead law of the amount that was paid for the 
purchase in money besides the blood and the lives that were expended 
in its acquisition by the Government. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Has not the Government realized from the sales 
from lands to which my colleague has referred many millions of dollars 
in excess of what it paid for them? 

Mr. PAYSON. I agree that the experience in the disposition of the 
land under the pre-emption law has brought large profit to the Govern- 
ment, but I am discussing now the legislation which resulted in the 
homestead act, and I say that the question was regarded as higher and 
broader than the question of dollars and cents. It was the question of 
the duty of the Government to its poor but deserving people who de- 
sired to make homes. That is the argument to which I am now ad- 
dressing myself, and I hope I make myself understood. 


Mr. SPRINGER. But along with the homestead law there was the 
pre-emption law, which allowed commutation by six months’ residence 
and the payment of $1.25 an acre; and also the desert-lands act and 
also the railroad-lands act; so that by the laws which were running at 
the same time the homestead law was in existence persons were per- 
mitted to purchase lands, 

Mr. PAYSON. Lagree to that; but I hope my colleague will not 
rae pie me. Payment was permitted, but not compelled as under 
this bill. 

Mr. SPRINGER. But in the case of Oklahoma there is no other 
provision for taking the lands except by the payment of $1.25 an acre, 
which is to go to the Indians. 

Mr. PAYSON. I understand that and assert that as my ground of 
criticism, and insistif we are giving a homestead let us give it; I favor 
and urge that; but does not my colleague know that every acre which 
could be taken under the pre-emption law could be taken also under 
the homestead law? ‘There never has been a time in the history of 
public land legislation in this country—I speak with confidence as to 
this—when an acre of public land could be taken under the pre-emp- 
tion law (for which the taker was bound to pay the Government at a 
price not less than $1.25 an acre} thatcould not have been taken under 
the homestead law. That being so, it only emphasizes the point Iam 
at present discussing, which is that the homestead law involved the 
question, as I said a moment ago, of a recognized duty on the part of 
the Government as its established policy, approved by public senti- 
ment, towards its poor citizens to give them homes on the public lands 
without regard to the expense which was incurred in securing title to 
those lands. I can not state the proposition any more clearly than 
that. 

Mr. PETERS. Will the gentleman permit an interruption? 

- Mr. PAYSON. Yes, sir. 

Mr. PETERS. If the gentleman's position be correct, then certainly 
all fees under the homestead law should be abandoned. ` 

Mr. PAYSON. No; I do not think so; because itis no burden, when 
the settler makes his proof at the local land office, to pay the small 
amount of fees charged, which, aside from the cost of advertising, do 
not, I believe, exceed $8 for a quarter-section. I may not be strictly 
accurate about the figures, but my information is that outside of the 
cost of the advertisement in the newspaper the fees run from seven to 
ten dollars, That is simply a matter of paying the agents of the Goy- 
ernment for performing the work which furnishes the evidence of title, 
receiving the proofs, filing the affidavits, forwarding them to Washing- 
ton, securing the patent and delivering it. No settler ever regards 
those fees asa burden. But that is a very different proposition from 
requiring the settler to pay $200 for his little farm, and these fees be- 
sides. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, resuming the line upon which I was making 
suggestions when I was interrupted, for the purchase which we made 
from the Republic of Texas, which includes a portion of Southwestern 
Kansas, the eastern portion of Colorado, New Mexico, and a portion of 
the Public Land Strip, part of the very lands embraced in this bill, and 
which, by the bill, are to be free to homesteaders—for that purchase 
we paid the then Republic of Texas $16,000,000, in 1850. Why, I ask 
the chairman of the committee, if you are going to compel the settlers 
who go upon the lands embraced in the Indian Territory to pay the 
amount which the Government is compelled to expend in order to ex- 
tinguish the Indian title, why do you not compel the settiers wht go 
upon the three and a quarter million acres of land in the Public Land 
Strip to reimburse the Government for that proportion of the $16,000,- 
000 which was paid out of the public Treasury for that land when we 
secured it from the Republic of Texas? 

Later, in 1853, we made a purchase from the Republic of Mexico; 
what is known as the Gadsden purchase. For that we paid Mexico 
$10,000,000. And, Mr. Chairman, I desire here and now to correct a 
statement which was made by the chairman of the Committee on Ter- 
ritories [Mr. SPRINGER] when this matter was under discussion on a 
former occasion. My colleague at that time said that when the Gads- 
den purchase was made it was acquired in pursuance of a treaty with 
a foreign government, and at the close of a war, for the purpose of in- 
demnifying the General Government for its expenditure in that war, 
namely, the war with Mexico. 

Of course on this matter of history my colleague will correct him- 
self now. He will recognize the inaccuracy of hisstatement when I 
remind him of the fact which we all know, that it was the purchase of 
land that lay there in order that we might rectify the boundaries on 
the southern line of the Union and secure this area of land by paying 
that republic what it was worth. And we paid $10,000,000 for that 
territory. Mr. Chairman, there has never been any suggestion that 
when that land was subjected to settlement under the homestead law 
there should be imposed upon the settlers upon it the burden of reim- 
bursing the General Government for the amount which had been paid 
by it. i 

So as to the Territory of Alaska, which was our Jatest territorial ac- 
quisition, for which we paid more than $7,000,000. Whenever the 
public-land laws shall be extended over that Territory will any gen- 
tleman stand upon this floor and insist that whoever shall go up into 
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the extreme Northwest and settle there for the purpose of traffic, or 
agriculture, or mining, shall reimburse the Government for a portion 
of that $7,000,009? We have already extended the mining laws over 
a portion of that Territory. To-day one of the finest gold mines in 
that section, the Treadwell mine, upon one of the islands there, is be- 
ing operated. Nobody has ever undertaken to insist, or even ventured 
to that because this amount of money was paid for that Ter- 
ritory the adventurous people who go up there and utilize the land 
must reimburse the General Government—not at all. 

Now, why shonld such a rule be proposed in this case? Let it be 
understood, Mr. Chairman, that the title of the land embraced within 
the scope of this bill, outside the public-land strip, was in the General 
Government. For purposes. ofits own,it adopted the policy of colonizing 
the Indians uponit. Before this its condition was precisely the same as 
that of similar land in Iowa, Kansas, Nebraska, Minnesota, 
and other States in the Northwest. It belonged to the people of the 
United States, subject only to the general Indian right of oceupancy 
and as to the Indians alone who were then there. The first removals 
which were made there, as everybody knows, were made from the 
South, taking the Indians across the Massissip pi River from the south- 
ern portion of the Union to the land now occupied by the five semi- 
civilized tribes on distinct reservations and locations. Later on other 
Indians have been put there. And why? Because the General Gov- 
ernment, acting as it believed for the interests of the whole people, 
thought it a proper and politic thing to burden that land with other 
Indian occupancy. The title remains in the United States subject to 
this burden, whatever it may be. And it was presumably for the 
benefit of the entire people of the Union that additional colonization 
of the Indians was made there. 

Now, the Government, for purposes of its own, acting for the best in- 
terests of the people—in the interest of humanity generally—has 
thought best to make other arrangements with reference to this land. 
Here, then, is the proposition I make at the threshold of this whole 
question. These arrangements, whatever they were, these complica- 
tions whatever they now are, with the Indians within the limits of the 
Indian Territory, were brought about by Congressional action and for 
the benefit of the whole people of the Union upon lands the title to 
svhich is common property; and whatever is to be done in 
order to relieve that land from this additional burden, in order to re- 
store it to the people of the Union so that settlement rights may prop- 
Gy arach, ETO DODDS, er re en eee 

t to be paid for out of the common fand be- 
A a to Gus people that I represent as well as those represented by 
the gentleman from Mississippi [Mr. HOOKER] and other members on 
this floor. That is all there is of it. It may be that it will cost $20,- 
000,000; it may cost $25,000,000; it may cost much less. But what- 
ever the amount which may be in this direction, it is simply to 
relieve that land of the burden which has been put upon it by the action 
of Congress and for the assumed benefit of the entire people of this 
Union. 

When that shall have been done what then will be its position? It 
will be public land, free and clear from the claim of y. And 
how shall it betreated? Justas other public lands have been treated— 


the public lands in small allotments to actual settlers, with the object 
that the desert now there shall bloom and blossom as arose. That is 
the doctrine which gentlemen on this side, members of the Republican 
party, have heldsince 1861. 


country was crystallized into legislation in 1861 by the Republican party 


in Congress. 

S aA ‘Gan eai ses took hv polas af tien oait thee ten baie 
followed by all parties since then dewn tothis day. Now no political 
party in this country goes before the people in a canvass or campaign, 
eae Regis Saag rey aemencmaeea ade aE EEE PERE 

the principle, when any is announced, the idea,.of lands to the land- 
less and free homes to the actual settlers. Everybody agrees as to it. 
Why should this fand be treated differently from the treatment of that 
farther north? 

I have in my hand the treaty made with the Blackfeet Indians, in- 
volving 17,000,000 acres in the extreme northern portion of the Union. 
Every acre of that land is open to homestead settlement, free of any 
charge the fees at the local offices. It has been so with every | p: 
Indian treaty in this country until comparatively recent days, with ex- 
ceptional cases, such as I have referred to, where small reservations 
have been held by Indians till settled about by whites and thus made 
exceptionally valuable, 

A portion of the country of the Northwest, where my own home is, 
was, within the recollection of gentlemen now sitting within the sound 
of my voice, in the control of the great Pottawatomie tribe of Indians, 
covering over 30,000,000 acres of land. ‘Thirty millions of acres of 
the reo mts marek nese by this one tribe of Indians; but by 

treaties, by negotiations, and by the payments of money, many mill- 
ions of dollars (I have not the offend np hand to state how many), 
gradually and step by step and mile by mile the area of these Indians’ 


I mean te say that that which was before | 
only a sentiment in the minds and hearts of the Republicans of this | 


was reduced. ‘They were moved farther west from Wiscon- 
sin and Michigan, and afterwards their lands in Iowa, to the extent of 
5,000,000 acres in one body, were purchased and the money paid, and 
they were removed farther west, a small portion living on thereservation 
in Kansas and others in the Indian Territory, the remainder of them. 

But that great empire, an area the finest the sun evershone upon, held 
possession of by these Pottawatomie Indians to the extent of 30, 000,000 
of acres—the title to that land was extinguished precisely in the same 
way in which it is proposed in this bill to extinguish the title of the 
Indians to these lands in the Indian Territory, and since its enactment 
every acre of land which they relinguisied to the United States has 
been subject to entry under the homestead law and without cost. Nu- 
merous other treaties were made and the lands treated in like manner. 

With the exception, Mr. Chairman, of some two, possibly three bills, 
which passed this session, this same principle Iam elaiming here is the 
principle which has been applied to these Indian lands, the right of 
occupancy to which has been as I have said, the lands 
have been uniformly subject to free homestead entry. There is all 
there is of it. So I «sk, Mr. Chairman, why should we depart from 
the well-settled plan which has met the approval of the public senti- 
ment of this nation everywhere simply because it may involve an ex- 
penditure, and it does involve the expenditure, of a few million of dol- 
lars out of the Treasury already overburdened. 

The economical question, Mr. Chairman, goesa not weigh for one mo- 
ment with me. The time has not come in the rays Dargo 
legislation when, in my judgment, the just claims of the poor 
of this country to free homes on the public lands shall be met an: ee 
come by the assertion the General Government can not afford it. For 
that is what it means. 

Will it be said by this Congress, when this immense area of land— 
24,600,000 acres in round numbers—an area equal in size to the great 
State of Ohio, that that land which belongs asa common heritage to 
the whole people and burdened only by the poor occupancy of some 
red men, that when the Indian title to that area shall be 
this Government is in that impecunious position it will exclude every 
settler who goes there unless he shall reimburse us to the last dollar of 
cost of that land to the public Treasury—when it is remembered, as 
I have already stated, Mr. Chairman, that land belongs to us precisely 
the same as the public land of Illinois, Dakota, and the Territories of 
the great Northwest? 


Now, if I have made m; it is all I desire. It is not 


the necessity of its adoption; and if members of the House believe with 
me that the disposition of the public lands should be under the home- 
stead principle, then this amendment should be adopted unanimonsly. 
That is all I wish to say now, and I thank the committee for its con- 
siderate attention. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Does the gentleman desire to reserve the remainder 
of his time ? 

Mr. PAYSON. I do reserve the remainder of it. 

The CHAIRMAN. Under the order the gentleman can use the re- 
mainder of the time for himself, but can not yield it. 

Mr. PAYSON. How much time have I? 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman has occupied thirty-three min- 

utes of his time. 

(Mr. SPRINGER withholds his remarks for revision. See APPENDIX. ] 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Iowa. Before the motion is submitted I ask 
consent to submit an amendment which I shall offer to the bill at the 
proper time. I ask tohave it printed in the RECORD. 

Mr. HOLMAN. The amendment is not offered now, as I understand 
it, but simply presented for information ? 

The CHAIRMAN. As the Chair understands, it is presented now 
for information and to be printed in the RECORD. 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Iowa. That is what I desire. 

TheCHAIRMAN. Withoutobjection theamendment will be printed 
in the REcoRD. 

There was no objection. 

The amendment of Mr. ANDERSON, of sues is as follows: 


of 

act; and proof 

= oe sixty days, and soh honorable discharge therefrom, by such former sol- 
dier, sailor, or marine, shall 
of the purchase p. rice of 
with said ‘And all land officers of the nited States are directed to 
preference to e persons making entries under this provision. 


Mr. ANDERSON, of Iowa. I shall offer that amendment at-the 


proper time. 

The motion of Mr. SPRINGER that the committee rise was then 
agreed to. 

The committee accordingly rose;and Mr. MCMILLIN having taken 
the chair as Speaker pro tempore, Mr. DOCKERY reported that the Com- 
mittee of the Whole House on the state of the Union having had under 
consideration the Oklahoma bill, had come to no resolution thereon, 


give 
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And then (the hour of 5 o'clock p. m. having arrived) the Speaker 
pro tempore, under the preyious order, declared the House adjourned. 


PRIVATE BILLS INTRODUCED AND REFERRED. 


Under the rule private bills of the following titles were introduced 
and referred as indicated below: : 

By Mr. HOVEY: A bill (H. R. 11298) for the relief of Francis 
Burch—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. KEAN: A bill (H. R. 11299) for the relief of George 5S. New- 
ton—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. C. A. RUSSELL: A bill (H. R. 11300) granting a pension 
to George H. Burgess—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


PETITIONS, ETC. 


The following petitions and papers were laid on the Clerk’s desk, 
under the rule, and referred as follows: 

By Mr. BELDEN; Petition of citizens of Otiseo, N. Y., for the pas- 
sage of House bill No. 11253—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. BLAND: Affidavit in thé claim of George Barron—to the 
Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. BROWER: Petition of citizens of Caswell County, North 
Carolina, for amendments to the interstate-commerce law—to the Com- 
mittee on Commerce. 

By Mr. BRUMM: Petition of Hon. John Tahaney and others, in 
favor of the anti-convict labor bill—te the Committee on Labor. 

By Mr. BURNETT: Petition of StatiraS. Drake, dependent mother 
* of William B. Drake, for a pension—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 

By Mr. BYNUM: Petition of 36 citizens, members of the Woman’s 
Relief Corps, of Shelbyville, Ind., for the erection of a soldiers’ home 
at Indianapolis, Ind.—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, petition of Knights of Labor of Indianapolis, Ind., to protect 
free labor against convict labor—to the Committee on Labor. 

By Mr. CATCHINGS: Petition of Margaret Davidson and of Martha 
Crosby, widow of Peter Crosby, of Warren County, Mississippi, for ref- 
ph eh of their claims to the Court of Claims—to the Committee on War 


By Mr. DORSEY: Petition of citizens of Grand Island, Nebr., in fa- 
vor of bill to pension Mary E. Adams—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

The following petition foran increase of com of fourth-class 

tmasters was referred to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post- 


By Mr. BRUMM: Of J. D. Hepler and others, of Haas, Pa. 


SENATE. 


WEDNESDAY, August 29, 1888. 


Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. J. G. BUTLER, D. D. 
The Journal of yesterday’s proceedings was read and approved. 


EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATION. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate a communica- 
tion from the Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting estimates of de- 
ficiencies in various appropriations for the service of the District of 
Columbia for the fiscal year ended June 30, 1888, as submitted by the 
commissioners of the District of Columbia, amounting to $3,010.75; 
which, with the accompanying papers, was referred to the Committee 
on Appropriations, and ordered to be printed. 

DISTRICT ELECTRIC WIRES. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate a communica- 
tion from the commissioners of the District of Columbia, transmitting, 
in compliance with a resolution of the 28th instant, a report from the 
engineer commissioner of the District on the subject of overhead and 
under-ground electric wires; which, with the accompanying documents, 
was referred to the Committee on the District of Columbia, and ordered 
+o be printed. 

PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS, 

Mr. CAMERON presented the petition of Robert Bolling and other 
citizens of Philadelphia, Pa., praying for the repeal of that portion of the 
internal-revenue laws which classes druggists as wholesale liquor deal- 
ers, and for the reduction of the tax on spirits; which was referred to 
the Committee on Finance. 

He also presented a petition of citizens of Venango County, Pennsyl- 
vania, praying for certain amendments to the interstate-commerce law; 
which was referred to the Committee on Interstate Commerce. 

He also presented a petition of the National Encampment, Union Vet- 


eran Legion, held at Youngstown, Ohio; a petition of citizens of West- 
moreland County, Pennsylvania; a petition of George M. Spaulding 
and other citizens of Wellsborough, Pa.; a petition of citizens of Fay- 
ette and Greene Counties, Pennsylvania, and a petition of G. W. Rayan 
Post, Grand Army of the Republic, of Middlebury, Pa., all praying for 


ferred to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also presented petitions of the Junior Order of United American 
Mechanics, Chosen Friends’ Council, No. 86, of Philadelphia, Pa.; of 
Manchester Council, No. 124, of Allegheny, Pa.; of Orient Council, 


No. 72, of Johnstown, Pa.; of General McClellan Council, No. 150, of f 


Verona, Pa.; of Laurel Council, No. 126, of Pittsburgh, Pa.; of Shick- 
shinny Council, No. 203, of Shickshinny, Pa. ; of Summit Council, No, 
173, of Lemont Furnace, Pa.; of Dawson Council, No. 75, of Dawson, 
Pa.; of McKeesport Council, No. 109, of McKeesport, Pa.; of Mans- 
field Council, No. 66, of Mansfield Valley, Pa.; of Greble Council, No. 
13, of Philadelphia, Pa.; of Fidelity Council, No. 21, of Bristol, Pa. ; 
of O. W. Howell Council, No. 210, of Stauffer, Pa., and of Coopersdale 
Council, No. 97, of Coopersdale, Pa., praying for the passage of Senate 
bill 553, to regulate and restrict immigration; which were referred to 
the Committee on Foreign Relations. 

He also presented a memorial of West End Lodge, No. 44, Amalga- 
mated Association of Iron and Steel Workers, of Pittsburgh, Pa., re- 
monstrating against any reduction of the present tariff; which was 
referred to the Committee on Finance. 

Mr. TELLER presented the petition of John Wilson, of New Or- 
leans, La., praying for the enactment of a national election system; 
which was referred to the Committee on Privileges and Elections. 

He also presented a petition of citizens of Las Vegas, Territory of 
New Mexico, praying for the passage of a bill providing for the pay- 
ment of claims for Indian depredations to citizens living on the front- 
ier; which was referred to the Committee on Indian Afiairs. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 


Mr. WILSON, of Maryland, from the Committee on Claims, to whom 
was referred the joint resolution (S. R. 47) for the relief of the widow 
and children of John W. Judson, late agent of the United States at Os- 
wego, N. Y., for publie works on Lake Ontario, reported it with an 
amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the bill (S. 
1518) for the relief of Maria Black, submitted an adverse report thereon, 
which was agreed to; and the bill was postponed indefinitely. 

Mr. CAMERON, from the Committee on Naval Affairs, to whom was 
referred the bill (S. 2271) for the relief of Rodman M. Price, reported 
it without amendment, and submitted a report thereon. / 

Mr. PLUMB. Iam instructed by the Committee on Appropriations 
to report back with sundry amendments the bill (H. R. 10998) making 
appropriations for fortifications and other works of defense, for the 
armament thereof, for the procurement of beavy ordnance for trial and 
service, and for other purposes. I give notice that I shall ask the Sen- 
ate to consider the bill to-morrow immediately after the morning busi- 


ness. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Meanwhile the bill will be placed 
on the Calendar. 
BILLS INTRODUCED. 


Mr. REAGAN introduced a bill (S. 3493) to permit the importation 
of jute bagging free of duty; which was read twice by its title. 

Mr. REAGAN. I move that the bill be referred to the Committee 
on Finance, and I ask unanimous consent to make a moment’s state- 
ment in relation to it. 3 

We are advised that a trust has been formed which has so increased 
the price of jute bagging that cotton-planters are discussing the question 
as to whether they will withhold their cotton from market until its 
operation can pass by. Todo so would entail very great damage on the 
retail merchants and the wholesale merchants who are sustained by 
them throughout the country generally. This trust is striking atone 
of the great industries of the country which has no protection. because 
while cotton forms one of the chief exports of the country, it goes into 
the markets of the world in competition with cotton from everywhere 
else. Congress has the power to protect this great industry against this 
wrong by relieving the duty on jute bagging, and I trust the Commit- 
tee on Finance will take the matter into consideration and enable us to 
take some action on the subject. 

The bill was referred to the Committee on Finance. 

Mr. CAMERON introduced a bill (S. 3494) granting a pension to 
Charles H. Groves; which was read twice by its title, and, with the ac- 
companying papers, referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 3495) granting a pension toe Joseph K. 
Null; which was read twice by its title, and, with the accompanying 
papers, referred to the Committee on Pensions. . 

He also introduced a bill {S. 3496) to remove the charge of desertion 
from the record of John Thomas, late of Company K, Fourth United 
States Infantry; which was read twice by its title, and, with the ac- 
companying papers, referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. CHACE (by request) introduced a bill (S. 3497) making an ap- 
propriation for the Girls’ Reform School of the Distriet of Columbia; 
which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on the 
District of Columbia. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 3498) for the relief of L. W. Allen; 
which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on 
Mili A ffai 


8059 


the passage of the per diem rated service-pension bill; which were re-. 


8060 


He also introduced a bill (S. 3499) granting a pension to Anna M. 
Greenfield; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Pensions. p 

He also introduced a bill (S. 3500) granting a pension to William J. 
Pierson; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Pensions. 

Mr. REAGAN introduced a bill (S. 3501) relating to the classifica- 
tion of post-offices and amendatory of the act approved March 3, 1883, 
entitled ‘‘An act to adjust the salaries of postmasters;’’? which was read 
twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Post-Offices and 
Post-Roads. 


EFFECT OF IRRIGATION ON LOWER VALLEYS, 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. If there be no further morning busi- 
ness, the Chair lays before the Senate the resolution submitted by the 
Senator from Kansas [Mr. PLUMB] August 21, 1888, in relation to the 
waters of the Platte and Arkansas Rivers and their tributaries in Colo- 
rado. Does the Senator from Kansas desire action on the resolution 
this morning? 

Mr, PLUMB, I desire to have action upon it, but I wish to amend 
it at the proper point by inserting, after the words ‘‘and whether,” the 
words ‘‘in his opinion.” 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The resolution will be read. No 
formal amendment is n , the Senator having the right to modify 
the resolution under the rule. It will be read as modified. 

The Chief Clerk read as follows: 

Resolved, That the Secretary of the Interior be directed to inquire and report 
to the Senate at its next session the extent to which the diversion of the waters 
of the Platte and Arkansas Rivers and their tributaries in Colorado, for 
tion or other purposes, affects the flow of the water of those streams in the lower 
valleys, and especially during the vrowing season; and whether in his opin- 
ion the title conveyed by the Government to lands fronting on said streams covy- 
ers the privilege of diverting water therefrom beyond that necessary for use 
thereon for irrigation and mining pu and to report what action is needed 
to protect the rights of riparian owners along the course of said streams in the 
States of Kansas and Nebraska, 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore, The question is on agreeing to the 
resolution. 

Mr. TELLER. I do not desire to antagonize the resolution, which 
is a resolution simply calling for information, although I hardly ap- 
prove of the provision that calls upon an officer not charged with ren- 
dering a legal opinion for a legal opinion, which the resolution seems 
todo. 1t calls upon the Secretary of the Interior for an expression as 
to certain legal rights. However, I do not care to antagonize the res- 
olution for that reason. 

I merely desire to say that to apply the old rule that each man who 
has land on a stream or across which a stream ran or by the side of 
which it ran, has a right to insist that the water shall not be diverted 
and taken away from him, is an impossibility in what is called the 
arid regions. While that has been the rule in such regions as are 
blessed with an abundance of rain, it never has been the rule in any 
section of the country where agriculture is dependent wholly upon ir- 
rigation. 

It was decided in 1842 by the supreme court of the State of Illinois 
that if water by irrigation was absolutely necessary for the raising of 
vegetation, then it became a natural use, and the right to divert it 
and to use it all up was the same with the man who used it for agri- 
cultural purposes as it was with the farmer who might let his cattle 
drink the entire stream and thereby cut off the man below. è 

The rule has always been that the residents who are on the upper 
part of the stream might take all the water for the cattle if it was 
necessary. Ifthe farmer’s family was large enough to take it all, they 
could take it all and none was run below. ‘That is upon the theory 

-that it is a natural use essential to his existence. The supreme court 
of Illinois as early as 1842, as I said, held that that rule must apply 
also to irrigation in the arid regions, but that it would not apply in 
the State of Illinois, although agriculture might be increased and made 
profitable by irrigation, because it was not absolutely necessary. 

It has been the rule in all the Western country, where irrigation was 
necessary, in California, Colorado, and Nevada, to allow the people liv- 
ing on the upper end of the stream to divert it by taking the water out 
of the stream. The ownership of water there has been determined by 
prior appropriation. When Colorado became a State, it put a provision 
in its constitution that the waters of the State were public property, 
and could not-be monopolized, and could not be diverted except under 
regulations made by the Legislature of the State. 

I might say, what I suppose everybody knows, that there are mill- 
ions and millions of acres of land in the United States on which to 
apply the old doctrine of riparian rights would always dedicate the 
land to solitude and silence, and it would be absolutely worthless. 
Consequently a different rule must prevail; and if the people on the 
Upper Platte or on the Upper Arkansas divert the water for agricult- 
el pocgane there is no damage resulting to the people of Kansas 
for which they can receive any compensation from any source that I 
know of. 

Of course whatever may be the report of the Secretary of the Interior 
it will not determine anything in this matter except to give us infor- 
mation. It is a question, as I said some days ago, that the Government 
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will have some day to deal with. I do not know how the Government 
can prevent the State of Colorado from using the waters of the non- 
navigable streams of that State, and that is the character of the streams. 

Mr. EDMUNDS, The State of Kansas might sue the State of Colo- 
rado for dama 

Mr. TELLER. As suggested, if the State of Colorado should do any 
damage to the State of Kansas, I suppose asuit mightbe brought. But 
the acts complained of are not committed by the State; they are com- 
mitted by the people. I do not suppose the State of Kansas would 
ever have any claim for damages, though its citizens might. It is un- 
doubtedly a question that never can be settled otherwise than that the 
people who are on the lower rivers may be injured, unless we should 
by some great system of water-works enable the waters to continue in 
the streams until they reach the lower section of country. 

I will say that before a drop of water was taken out of the Arkansas 
River, before a drop was ever taken out of the Platte River, those rivers 
went dry; and they have every year since the country was settled gone 
dry at some point between the foot of the mountains and the points 
mentioned in the States of Kansasand Nebraska. They sink, and I do 
not suppose it would be possible, except by an immense expense, to ever 
keep up those rivers, although no water whatever was diverted for the 
purposes of irrigation. 

T only wanted to say this much, that the Senate niight understand 
that this is a very great question and one not to be lightly dealt with 
when the report comes in. 

Mr. PLUMB. If anything could be settled by a discussion at this 
time, I should be very glad to enter upon it, agreeing entirely with 
the Senator from Colorado, that it is an important question. But it 
was only for the purpose of getting some information which will be ac- 
cessible to the Secretary of the Interior, to enable the Senate to deter- 
mine what, if any, legislation is to be entered upon, that I offered the 
resolution; and no discussion of it, I think, is necessary, certainly not 
on my part, at this time. 

Mr. STEWART. I should like to offer an amendment to the reso- 
lution. I move to strike ont all after the word ‘‘season’’ in the fol- 
lowing words: 

And whether in his opinion the title conveyed by the Government to lands 
fronting on said streams covers the privilege of diverting water therefrom be- 
yond that necessary for use thereon for irrigation and mining purposes, and to 
report what action is needed to protect the rights of sparas owners along the 
waters of said streams in the States of Kansas and Nebraska. 

And to insert in lieu thereof: 

And what measures can be devised to increase the flow of water in those 
streams during such season, 

So as to make the resolution read: 

Resolved, That the Secretary of the Interior be directed to inquire and report 
to the Senate at its next session the extent to which the diversion of the waters 
of the Platte and Arkansas Rivers and their tributaries in Colorado for irri; 
tion and other purposes affects the flow of the waters of those streams in the 
lower valleys, and especially during the growing season, and what measures 


can be devised to increase the flow of water in those streams during such sea- 
son. : 


Mr. STEWART. Mr. President—— 

Mr. PLUMB. If the Senator will just pardon me for a moment, I 
do not think any debate will be necessary. I have no objection to the 
addition of what he has offered to the resolution as it now stands. 

Mr. STEWART. I wish to make one remark. 

Mr. PLUMB. We can then get the information from the Secretary 
of the Interior covering the entire matter according to his view of it. 

Mr. STEWART. Mr. President, I do not want to involve the Sec- 
retary of the Interior in this question of legal rights. It is too broad 
a question. At least one-half, and I think two-thirds, of all the agri- 
culture that has been pursued in the world has been in countries where 
irrigation was necessary, and where the rules that applied in England 
to riparian proprietors had no application and could have none. The 
common law is a system of principles applicable to the changing con- 
ditions of man under any circumstances, but the conditions are differ- 
ent, the facts are different, and the conclusions must be different. 

If the Secretary of the Interior had not had this subject called to his 
attention he would go wrong upon it. Two-ficths of the land of the 
United States requires irrigation, and different rules must be applied, 
and that point had better be left out of the inquiry. Let us get the 
information; let us get what are the exact facts, and then see what 
remedy can be devised. I have been over that country frequently. I 
believe that Kansas and Nebraska and a large portion of Dakota re- 
quire irrigation, and I think when that country is settled up the peo- 
ple will do as all other countries have done when they became civilized, 
they will store the water in the mountains as India does, and that the 
region east of the Rocky Mountains and near the Rocky Mountains 
will be the very best market in the United States. 

Mr. PLATT. Ifthe Senatorfrom Nevada will permit me, Ishould 
like to ask him a question. He has evidently given this matter much 
study. I want to know if it is not true that in those countries where, 
the government has controlled the water and leased it to those who used 
it and used the land which was irrigated, the farming has been profit- 
able to the farmer, and in those countries where private individuals 
have controlled and leased the water it has not been profitable to the 
farmer? 
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Mr. STEWART. Where monopolies have been allowed farming has 
not been profitable; but the Western States have taken action against 
the monopolies. California put a provision in its constitution that if 
individuals sold water the localities, the counties and cities, should 
regulate the vaMe by their boards of supervisors. Irrigation must be 
regulated by some governmental authority to prevent monopoly. 

The Supreme Court of the United States have recognized to some ex- 
tent the principles applicable to that part of the country. They de- 
cided in the case of Broder vs. The Water Company, in 110 United States 
Reports, that when water had been diverted for mining or agricultural 
purposes and the land was subsequently sold by the United States, the 
purchaser took it subject to the rights of prior appropriators. ‘That 
principle will have to be recognized. 

I did not intend to discuss this question now, for it is too large a 
question. It involves two-fifths ofthe lands of the United States, and 
a rule will have to be applied different from what is applied in the 
Atlantic States, following the principles of the common Jaw, making 
them elastic and making them to fit the case where water must be used 
for irrigation. 

Let us have from the Secretary of the Interior the information as to 
how these streams are affected, and also if any remedy can be applied. 
I believe a remedy can be applied. I believe if the water is stored in 
the mountains, which it undoubtedly will be some day, and brought 
down in the proper seasons, there may be a great deal more in the riv- 
ers then than if they staid in the ordinary condition, the water going 
down in flood time and being wasted. 

This is a great question and the resnli is a very important one. It 
is an important inquiry, but if weinvolve the Secretary of the Interior 
in the question of law he will answer it insome way that may mislead 
people, that may do harm, because he has not the means or the time 
to make such an investigation. 

I will say of the courts that the courts in the States and Territories 
most affected are conforming to the condition which nature requires. 
The State of Colorado has the best system of laws governing irrigation 
that now exists in any country in the world, so far as that State is con- 
cerned, except the part of it which relates to storing water. It has not 
the right to do that yet, because the places where water can be stored 
are on Government land. But let us get this information as to what 
effect the irrigation is having and what can be done, and let my amend- 
ment be added to the resolution, keeping the Secretary free from this 
troublesome legal question as to riparian rights which depend not upon 
any fixed rule but the condition of the country, which it seems to me it 
would be unwise to call upon him for. 

Mr. MANDERSON. Mr. President, I heartily approve of the reso- 
lution of the Senator from Kansas. I believe that this exploration by 
the Interior Department will be one that will be productive of great 
good to the West. I do not, however, favor the amendment proposed 
by the Senator from Nevada if it is to go to the extent of striking out 
the last part of the resolution of the Senator from Kansas, and if the 
words which he proposes are to be substituted. I have no particular 
objection to their being added to the resolution itself, although I be- 
lieve that that investigation is already fully provided for in the clause 
of the sundry civil appropriation bill which appropriates quite a sum 
of money for the purpose. I do not understand that that clause is yet 
lost in the conference on the disagreeing vote of the two Houses. 

Mr. TELLER. It may not become a law. 7 

Mr. MANDERSON. It may not become a law, but I think it per- 
haps will be adopted as a part of that bill. 

Mr. STEWART. Upon the suggestion of the Senator from Colorado 
and the Senator from Nebraska, I will modify my amendment so as to 
make it an addition to the resolution, and not to strike out purt of it 
and substitute these words. 

Mr. MANDERSON. If it is placed in that form I have no objection 


to it personally. 
Mr. STEWART. Let it be so modified. 
Mr, MANDERSON. I can not, however, let the statementof the Sen- 


ator from Colorado [Mr. TELLER] go without making furthersuggestion. 
Tadmit the fact that by reason of the peculiar condition of things in the 
far West, and under the peculiar conditions existing in what we choose 
to call the arid regions of the West, there has come a very important 
departure from the principles of the common law with reference to the 
rights of riparian owners, just as there has come in the mining section 
represented by the Senator from Colorado a change in the common law 
as to the ownership of land by reason of what is known as miners’ 
custom or miners’ law. 

I realize that there is a right in those owning land adjacent to the 
upper portions of the Arkansas and Platte Rivers to the use for the pur- 
poses of irrigation and the improvement of their lands of the waters of 
those rivers even to the entire exclusion of those who are so unfortu- 
nate as to live further down thestream; but I do not believe that that 
departure from the principles of the common law permits the character 
of irrigation which I understand is in vogue in the State of Colorado and 
in other parts of the country where ditch companies are formed, which 
construct large ditches, carrying the water to a great distance beyond 
the banks of the Stream and irrigating lands not naturally subject to 
irrigation from the streams themselves, If there are such enterprises 


as those, and I understand there are, then certainly no principle such 
as is contended for by the Senator from Colorado can obtain. 

Whatever the fact may be, I earnestly hope that this investigation 
maybe had by the Interior Department so that we may have a full 
understanding of all the conditions prior to legislation at the next ses- 
sion of Con: 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on the amendment 
proposed by the Senator from Nevada [Mr. STEWART]. 

Mr. PLUMB. I will accept the amendment as an addition, adding 
what the Senator from Nevada proposes as a separate inquiry. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The resolution will be read as now 
modified. 

The Chief Clerk read as follows: 


Resolved, That the Secretary of the Interior be directed to inquire and report 
to the Senate at its next session the extent to which the diversion of the waters 
of the Platte and Arkansas Rivers and their tributaries in Colorado for irriga- 
tion and other purposes affects the flow of the waters of those streams in the 
lower valleys, and especially during the growing season, and whether in his 
opinion the title conveyed by the Government to lands fronting on said streams 
covers the privilege of diverting water therefrom beyond that necessary for use 
thereon for irrigation and mining purposes, and to report what action is needed 
to protect the rights of riparian owners along the waters of said streams in the 
States of Kansas and Nebraska, and what measures can be devised to increase 
the flow of water in those streams during such season. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Kansas having 
accepted the proposed amendment, it is a part of the original resoiu- 
tion, and the question recurs on agreeing to the resolution as modified. 

The resolution was agreed to. 

MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 

A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. CLARK, its 
Clerk, announced the appointment of Mr. BUTTERWORTH in place of 
Mr. RYAN, resigned, as one of the managers on the part of the House 
at the conference on the bill (H. R. 10234) making appropriations for 
the support of the Army for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1889, and 
for other pu 

The message also announced that the House had passed the follow- 
ing bill and joint resolution; in which it requested the concurrence of 
the Senate: 

A bill (H. R. 9623) to provide for printing Government securities in 
the highest style of art; and 

Joint resolution (H. Res, 219) to continue the provisions of a joint 
resolution entitled a ‘‘Joint resolution to provide temporarily for the 
expenditures of the Government.’’ 

ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 

The message also announced that the Speaker of the House had 
signed the following enrolled bills; and they were thereupon signed by 
the President pro tempore: 

A bill (S. 899) for the relief of Mary M. Briggs; 

A bill (S. 1070) granting a pension to Mrs. Mary R. Armstrong; 

A bill (S. 1880) declaring that certain water-reserve lands in the 
State of Wisconsin are and have been subject to the provisions of the 
act of Congress entitled ‘‘An act granting to railroads the right of way 
through the public lands of the United States,” approved March 3, 
1875; 

A bill (S. 2721) granting a pension to Jackson Chapman; 

A bill (S. 2899) granting a pension to Harriet Welch; 

A bill (S. 3076) granting a pension to Mary M. Shattuck; 

A bill (S. 3166) granting a pension to William F. Pike; 

A bill (S. 3226) granting the Leavenworth Rapid Transit Railway 
Company the right to construct and operate its railroad through a 
portion of the military reservation at Fort Leavenworth, Kans. ; 

A bill (S. 3304) to prohibit the coming of Chinese laborers to the 
United States; s 

A bill (S. 3474) amendatory of an act authorizing the construction 
of a bridge over the Mississippi River at St. Louis, Mo., approved 
February 3, 1887; 

A bill (H. R. 165) for the relief of H. C. Markham; 

A bill (H. R. 1761) for the relief of the First National Bank of Port- 
land, Oregon, for money adyanced the Oregon Iron Works, the con- 
tractor in building the United States revenue-cutter Thomas Corwin, 
aud for other purposes; 

A bill i R. 3902) for the relief of Sophia B. Moore; - 

A bill (H. R. 6371) granting a pension to Jesse M. Stillwell; 

A bill (H. R. 7013) to place the name of Delia Newman on the pen- 
sion-roll; and 

A bill (H. R. 8087) for the relief of Thomas Strodder, 

LAND SUITS AND LAND PATENTS. Saree 

The PRESIDENT protempore. The Chair lays before the Senate the 
resolutions coming over from yesterday, submitted by the Senator from 
Nevada [Mr. STEWART], calling for information in relation to land 
suits and land patents. Shall the resolutions be read at length? 

Mr. BECK. Let them beread at length. I should like before they 
pass to call the attention of the Senator from Colorado [Mr. TELLER], 
who was once Secretary of the Interior, to the resolutions. It seems 


to me that it is going to be very much like the information we had the 
other day called for by the Senator from New Hampshire [Mr. CHAND- 
LER], where nearly atonofdocumentscamein. Idonot know whether 
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they were ordered to be printed or not. If you count the time em- | also the necessary delay of the current public business in order to grat- 


ployed to work them up and the cost of printing them, I think the 
documents that came in the other day would cost more than it would 
cost to run the Naval Academy at Annapolis fora year. These reso- 
lutions look to me as if it would require months to procure the infor- 
mation; but perhaps not. Ishould like to have the Senator from Colo- 
rado make a statement about it. $ 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The resolutions will be read. 

The Chief Clerk read the resolutions submitted yesterday by Mr. 
STEWART, as follows: 

Resolved, That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, directed to 
furnish the Senate without delay with a statement of what disposition has been 
made of the following items of appropriation in the acts of August 4, 1886, and 
March 3, 1887, making appropriations for sundry civil expenses of the Govern- 
ment for the fiscal years ending June 30, 1887, and June 30, 1888, respectively, 
and for other purposes, herei er quoted, giving the name of each person who 
has received any portion of said appropriations and the amount received by 
each and the character of service each performed, together with the residence 
of each of said persons at the time he was selected or appointed to perform the 
service for which the money was paid, ee R 

Depredations on publie timber: Tio meet expenses of prolecting timber 
on the public lands, $75,000. : 

Protecting public lands: For the protection of public lands from illegal and 
fraudulent entry or appropriation, $90,000, 

Expenses of hearings in land entries: For expenses of pedy held by reg- 
isters and receivers, under instructions from the General Land Office, to deter- 
mine whether alleged frandulent entries are of that character or have been made 
in compliance with law, $20,000. 

Settlement of claims for swamp-land andswam dindemnity: For salaries 
and expenses ofagents i go in bg) fem ims for swamp-lands, and for 
indemnity for swamp-lands, $20,000: Provided, That agents and others em- 
ployed under this and the appropriations for ‘‘ Depredations on public timber ™ 
and “ Protecting publie lands,” while traveling on duty, shall allowed per 
diem, in lieu of prego at ae not exceed ing vig! por day and for actual 
n expenses for transportation, et August 

De tions on publie timber: To meet the expenses of protecting timber 
on the public lands, $75,000. 

Protecting publie lands: For the a of public lands from illegal and 


fraudulent entry or appropriation, 
Expenses of hearings in land entries: For expenses of hearings held by order 


of the General Land Office to determine whether alleged fraudulent entries are 
of that character or have been made in compliance with law, $20,000. 

Settlement of claims for swamp-land and swamp-land indemnity: For sala- 
ries and expenses of agents employed in adjusting claims derbies dor sary and 
for indemnity for swamp-lands, $20,000: Provided, That agents and others em- 
ployed under this and the appropriations for “ Depredations on public timber” 
Li “ Protecting public lands,” while traveling on duty, shall allowed per 
diem, in lieu of subsistence, at a rate not exceeding $3 per day, and for actual 
necessary expenses for rtation. (Act March 3, 1887.) 

And be it resolved, That the Secretary of the Interior furnish the Senate 
without delay with the number of eee for patents for public lands, in- 
cluding both mineral and agricultural lands, now pending and undetermined in 
his De ent, stating the number of those pen: before the Commissioner 
of the eral Land Q: and the number on prea y to the Secretary of the In- 
terior; and also a statement of the number of patents issuedin each of the pub- 
lic-land States and Territories during the fiscal year ending June 30, 1888, and 
the amount of land covered by each of said patents, 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on agreeing to the 
resolutions. 

Mr.MORGAN. I think the resolutions ought to goto the Committee 
on Public Lands. The second resolution, I think, is entirely covered 
by reports which have come in from the General Land Office, showing 
on the 30th day of June the number of applications that were pend- 
ing there for patents and the whole scheme of the business of the Land 
Office. Perhaps that report does not show how many cases were then 
pending before the Secretary of the Interior or how many were then 
pending before the Commissioner of the General Land Office, but I am 
quite sure that a very close approximation could be had to the actual 
state of the business of that office in reference to the issue of patents 
by consulting the report of the Commissioner of the Gen Land 
Office made on the 30th day of June. x 

I can hardly conceive the use that is to be made of this information 
after we get it. I am amember of the Committee on Public Lands, 
and I do not know of any question that is pending there which would 
call for the information or for that which is contained in the preceding 
part of the series of resolutions. ‘The object of both the resolutions 
seems to be to inquire into the matter of how the money in two ap- 

ropriation acts has been expended, requiring a very critical and exact 
Risto ry of every expenditure, and including a good many matters that 
I Spink the Senate would hardly find much interest in reading or in 
knowing. 

I can not conceive what legislative purpose can be aimed at by the 
Senator from Nevada in asking for all of this detailed information. 
There may be something that he has a suspicion about as to misappro- 
priations. Idonot know; butif there is any instance that can be cited 
of a misappropriation or anything that looks like it, I suppose the Sen- 
ate would hardly refuse to make an inquiry into it on the suggestion 
of the Senator from Nevada. But to putina fishing resolution 
here for the purpose of getting information in a broad, general way as 
to the history of every expenditure under two appropriation acts, it 
seems to me is unwise and unnecessary. 

‘The resolutions, as it appears to me, would require the expenditure 
of a very large amount of money and the employment of a large num- 
berof clerks. The Senator requires in the resolutions that these state- 
ments shall be furnished ‘‘without delay.™ I suppose that it would 
cost the Government of the United States in the loss of the services ot 
the different clerks in the Department a large amount of money, and 


ify the Senator from Nevada in his researches into the history of the 
expenditures under these appropriation acts. 
Now let us see what is comprehended in the resolutions: 
the Secretary of the Interior be,and he is h@reby, directed to 


Resolved, That 
furnish the Senate without delay with a statement of what disposition has been 
made of ps Plo Ting items of appropriation in the acts of August 4, 1886, and 


Two fiscal years— 2 
making appropriations for sundry civil expenses of the Government for the fis- 
cal years ending June 30, 1887, and June 30, 1888, respectively, and for other pur 
poses, 

Then the first resolution proceeds to quote the features of the differ- 
ent acts of appropriation and the amounts of money that were appro- 
priated in order to show to what the resolutions are applicable and to 
indicate the special points upon which the Senator from Nevada desires 
information. Not only that, but he requires that the Secretary of the 
Interior shall proceed and give ‘* the name of each-person who has re- 
ceived any portion of said appropriations.’ I suppose that it would 
be almost a matter of impossibility to give the name of every person 
who has received any portion of those appropriations; but suppose there 
is a voucher showing the expenditure of every dollar into the hands 
of the different individuals who have been employed by the Govern- 
ment, or who in any wise have rendered any service, or to whom any 
expenditure has been made in the execution of these appropriation 
acts, what necessity can there be for having ‘‘ the name of each person 
who has received any portion of said appropriations ” brought before 
the Senate and the amount received by each, and the character of ser- 
vice each performed?’ That would require a very detailed history of 
the character of the service performed by each individual in respect of 
each of the appropriations for the two fiscal years, covering a large 
number of subjects, to which I shall presently refer. 

Together with— 

He wants also— 
the residence of each of said posong atthe time he was selected or appointed to 
perform the service for which the money was paid. 

I can not understand why the residence of a person who might be 
employed can enlighten the Senate of the United States upon any ques- 
tion of expenditure. It may orit may not, but it does seem to me that 
it is merely an effort to dig up everything that has been done in respect 
of this Department at an enormous expense to the Government of the 
United States and to the great delay of other current public business, 
and that the resolutions would inflict upon the Government a misfort- 
une without any good to result from them so far as I can see. 

Here are the subjects to which the resolutions relate. In the par- 
ticulars to which I have referred the Secretary of the Interior must re- 
port, without delay, upon these appropriations: 

Depredations on public timber: To meet the 
en sprda onec od ber et Een y protecting timber on 

That item would include quite a history, I should say. 

Protecting public lands; For the protection of public lands from illegal and 
fraudulent entry or appropriation, $90,000. 

This must be of course doubled, because the report covers two fiscal 
years and the appropriation which is recited here covers but one: 

Ex earin, : xpenses 
ase iae cies, ct fevered Fees the Genel prey, maple fend 
mine whether alleged fraudulent entries are of that character or have been 
made in compliance with law, $20,000. 
sion Sod enpenses ENA emploved in adianing apie tee runny toncn and 
for age et, ng saag SATANA. $20,000. z Pr 

Then there is a proviso: 


Provided, That agents and others employed under this and the ropriations 
for ‘‘Depredations on public timber" and “Protecting public tanda?” while 
traveling on duty, shall be allowed per diem, in lieu of subsistence, ata rate not 
exceeding $2.50 per day, and for actual necessary expenses for transportation. 


Those items would have to be examined under two appropriation 
laws. The next is— 


Depredations on pune timber: To meet the expenses of protecting timber on 
the public lands, $75,000. 


Every transaction for two years connected with depredations on the’ 


public lands or the timber on the public lands is required to be reported 
in the most minute particular. 

Protecting public lands: For the protection of public lands from illegal and 
fraudulent entry or appropriation, $100,000. 

Expenses of hearings in land entries: For expenses of hearings held by order 
of the General Land Office to determine whether alleged fraudulent entries are 
of that character or have been made in compliance with law, $20,000, 


That would necessitate the production, I suppose, of all the transac- 
tions of the different special agents, including their reports. 

Settlement of claims for swamp-land and swamp-land indemnity: For sala- 
ries and ex; of agents employed in adjusting claims for swamp-lands,and 
for indemnity for swamp-lands, $20,000. 

There is a proviso to that part of the inquiry: 

Provided, That agents and thers employed der this and the riatio: 
for “ Depredations on ublie timber” and «Protecting publio Janda” while 
traveling on duty, shall be allowed per diem, in lieu of subsistence, at a rate not 
te en ee (Act 
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Then comes the second resolution, upon which I commented at first, 

ing to the number of applications for patents, etc. 

Mr. President, I do not think the Senate will do the Senator from 
Nevada any injustice in referring these resolutions, which are of a very 
extraordinary character, to the Committee on Public Lands and let 
them investigate them and see what good is to result from having all 
of this elaborate and very expensive information brought to the atten- 
tion of the Senate. I know of no bill, no resolution of this body that 
seems to make this information in the slightest degree relevant, or that 
it could have any other than merely to gratify some desire of 
the Senator from Nevada to make an investigation into matters which 
erlang | open to him, He has a perfect right to go there and ex- 
amine the files of the office. I dare say the Senator has never made 
an application for anything of this kind. No demand has been made 

bably—we have heard of none at 1 m the Secretary of the 
terior or the Commissioner of the General Land Office Yor the pro- 
duction and examination by any Senator, or any Member of Congress, 
or any other authorized person into the details of this matter. Sup- 
pose I should come in here, having per some quarrel with the 
War ent, some desire to inspect of their dealings, and I 
should demand that the War De t should send to the Senate, 
to be printed here for the public information, a detailed statement of 
every expenditure made by the Department and of every human being 
concerned in the receipt of money or its expenditure in the War De- 
partment, or in the Navy, or in the Treasury, or the Post-Office De- 
partment. 

The requirement would be just as reasonable, so far as I can see at 
least, as the requirement of the Senator from Nevada. 

A long time ago we abandoned the idea of its being necessary to 
print and circulate before the world the itemized statements of ali the 
expenditures of the United States Government.. What a series of 
enormous volumes it would fill if we should undertake to do work of 
that kind in the reports that we require from the Departments. When- 
ever that rule is found not to be longer useful, when some necessity is 
found for departing from it, it ought to be upon a case stated, it onght 
to be in reference to some complaint made of a certain officer, or De- 
partment, or bureau of this Government in of the manner of 
expenditure. The Senate of the UnitedStates ought not to be required 
in a case as broad and as general as this is tô bring forward by its reso- 
lution all of the information that any Senator may choose to have sent 
in here and printed merely for his own information or his own gratifi- 
cation, The Senator from Nevada, I think, owes it to the Senate that 
he should state some reason, some particular fact or proposition that 
he has in his mind with reference to which he would ask the Senate to 
make this very large appropriation of money. 

Mr. ALLISON. I move now that this subject go over for to-day. 

Mr. STEWART. I should like to make an explanation after what 
has been said. I will not occupy more than five or ten minutes. 

Mr. ALLISON. Iyield tothe Senator from Nevada. Ido not think 
there is any particular explanation needed, but if the Senator thinks 
so he may go on. 

Mr. STEWART. I want to say a few words. 

Mr. ALLISON. Very well. 

Mr. STEWART. Mr. President, there is a matter before 
Congress in regard to which this information, if we had it, would be 
very important in its consideration. There is a like appropriation and 
a larger one in the present bill; and a system of spending several hun- 
dred thousand dollars each year for special agents for guarding the pub- 
lic lands and for various purposes has grown up. It is a new thing. 
It has got to be the principal expense, the largest item of expense in 
administering our public lands. 

Mr. MORGAN. Will the Senator from Nevada allow me? Ido 
not know whether the President of the Senate understood that I made 
a motion to refer. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair did not understand the 
Senator to submit the motion. 

Mr. MORGAN. I did. 

Mr. STEWART. It has grown up, and you have in the sundry civil 
biN between two and three hundred thousand dollars—I think it is 
over $300,000, taking all the items into consideration—for the purpose 
of investigating, employing special agents, and the like; and there are 
a large number of them employed. I believe most of it is unneces- 
sary, and I know that it might be rendered altogether unnecessary 
with the proper legislation. I think, as it has been in vogue some 
time, it would be well to see how this money has been expended, and 
what is the character of the service, and who are the persons that have 
been employed, so that we shall have some light on the subject. 

Then as to another portion of the resolutions, wherein inquiry is 
made as to the number of cases pending in the Department un 
of, that is important. For example, í received a letter a few days 
ago from a gentleman in Alaska, inquiring when he might expect a 
pae for a mineral application. He stated in his letter that it isa 

ong distance and he did not have an equal chance with those people 
who liyed near by; that it took sometimes six months or a year to get 
a communication from where he was. I addressed a note to the De- 
partment, and suggested that I did not desire to interfere with their 


rule that no case should be advanced, butaskedif they could not make 
the cases from Alaska ‘‘special’’ in some way, so as to equalize them 
with the others, and what time the who wrote the letter might 
anticipate his patent or the consideration of his case. I received a 
reply that his case would be reached some time late in the year 1890. 
That was the only explanation. The disposition of such cases ought 
not to require years. It is a long time in a mining camp to wait four 
or five years for mere routine business; and if the Department is thus 
clogged it is important to know what amount of business is there so 
that we can predicate legislation. 

I say the great appropriations now are for investigations and for spe- 
cial agents that are infesting that country, and there are many people 
who think they are unnecessary. The system of secret spies has not 
worked well in any country. Secret spies never did work well; the 
star-chamber business over a vast extent of country like that will do, 
where no one is allowed to see the reports orask any questions, Men’s 
eases are tried and disposed of without a hearing. Patents are denied 
on these reports, which are acted upon as official. It is a system that 
is working great hardship and it is costing a very large amount of 
money. 

We ought to know how that money is expended. It isa special case. 
I concur with the Senator from Alabama that we can not inquire inte 
all the details of the ordinary expenditures of the Government. ‘That 
would be absurd; but when a system of espionage has grown up in the 
country and a large force of spies is traversing the land and it is con- 
tended that it is necessary to continue this system, I think we should 
know something of it. [am opposed to the system, and I think we 
ought to have legislation to cutitoff. But as long as the system is 
held to be necessary let us know how the money is used. That is all 
Task. And inasmuch as the Department is so far behind that we can 
not have the ordinary business done, that men must wait for years for 
their pre-emption and mineral entries to be considered, we ought to 
know the number of cases there and what legislation is necessary to 
facilitate them. 

If more force isneeded in that Department of the routine business to 
facilitate the consideration of mineral entries and pre-emptionand home- 
stead claims, the United States is bound to give what force is n 
to do the business within a reasonable time. It is further behind now 
than it has ever been in the history of the country. There has never 
before been a time when the delays amounted to a practical denial of 
justice as they do now, and the accumulation in the Department, I un- 
derstand, is increasing. If there is not riation enough for that, 
I would make more. If the appropriations for this system of secret 
investigation are necessary, let them goon. All I ask is to know what 
is done with the money, and let us understand what the system is, so 
that we can judgeofit. I believe the systemis bad. I may be wrong, 
but let us see what has been done with the money employed, how many 
persons have been employed, and what services have been performed. 

_ There is no way to act until we have this information. If I get up 
here and charge this system with being evil, working evil, and being a 
terrible curse to the people of that region, I shall be told that I am mad 
at something and go into the newspapers and arraign the officials; but 
if we have the information so that we can see what is done with the 
money, and if we can have the information so that we can know why 
these delays are made, why we have to wait years and years to have 
our applications for patents considered, then Congress will know how 
to — and not till then. 
This Department is a mystery; it is a closed book to Congress. Con- 
gress appropriates whatever is asked without inquiring what is done 
with the money. Here isa case where a system has grown up which 
| everybody who will think about it a moment must see can not but be 
full of evils. Have we nota right to ask for detailed information in 
this case? The labor involved will not be great; but if it 
should be great, the information called for is of infinite value. 

I will now yield to the Senator from Iowa. 

Mr. ALLISON. If this matter can be disposed of without further 
debate I wili yield a moment. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question recurs on the motion 
of the Senator from Alabama to refer the resolution to the Committee 


on Public Lands. 

Mr. MORGAN. There are other Senators besides myself who desire 
to speak further about this resolution and look into it. 

Mr. ALLISON. Then I move to proceed to the consideration of the 
conference report on the sundry civil appropriation biil. 

The motion was agreed to. 

MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 

A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. CLARK, its 
Clerk, announced that the House had passed a bill (H. R. 10896) mak- 
ing appropriations to supply deficiencies in the ap iations for the 
fiscal year ending June 30, 1888, and for prior years, and for other 
purposes; in which it requested the concurrence of the Senate. 

MESSAGE ON FISHING INTERESTS. 


Mr. SHERMAN. Iask unanimous consent of the Senate that the 
order to print the recent message of the President be made, leaving the 
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question of reference to stand open for debate. I simply want the 
message printed so that it may be used by the committee. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It will be so ordered, if there be no 
objection. 

THE LOUISIANA ELECTION. 

Mr. PASCO. I desire to give notice that on Friday next I wish to 
call up the resolution offered by the Senator from New Hampshire [Mr. 
CHANDLER] with reference to investigating the recent election in 
Louisiana and submit some remarks thereon. 


D SUNDRY CIVIL APPROPRIATION BILL. 


The Senate resumed the consideration of the report of the committee 
of conference on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses on the amend- 
ments of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 10540) making appropriations for 
sundry civil expenses of the Government for the fiscal year ending June 
30, 1889, and for other purposes. 

Mr. BERRY. Mr. President, the Senator from Maryland, who sits 
farthest from me [Mr. GORMAN], expects to address the Senate this 
morning, according to the notice given by the Senator from Missouri 
[Mr. CocKRELL] yesterday. Before he begins his remarks, however, 
he has kindly consented that I may submit a few remarks in answer to 
the statements made yesterday by the Senator from Maine [ Mr. HALE]. 

The Senator from Maine said, in substance—I do not pretend to quote 
his exact language—that appropriations were being made for public 
buildings in Southern States largely in excess of those which were made 
in Northern States, and that it was impossible to secure the passage of 
bills for that purpose in the cities and towns located in the northern 
section of the Union, while they were easily procured for public build- 
ings in the southern section of the Union. He cited as an instance of 
that an appropriation at Helena, Ark., which, I presume, he intended 
should be taken as an example of an improper appropriation. I sought 
at the time to get an opportunity to reply, but did not obtain it. 

I will say that while it is true as the Senator stated that in 1880 the 
population of Helena was something less than 4,000, yet I am confident 
that that population has been more than doubled and that there are 
at least 8,000 residents in that town at this time. I will state further- 
more that the town is located upon the Mississippi River, and is sur- 
rounded by cotton lands that are equal to any cotton lands in the 
world; that it is in the midst of a wealthy and intelligent community, 
and it isa town that is rapidly growingand rapidly progressing. There 
has been a Federal court there for a number of years, having jurisdic- 
tion in a large number of counties, and considerable business is trans- 
acted at that court. It was almost absolutely necessary that a build- 
ing should be provided for the use of that court, and also for the post- 
office, and $75,000 were appropriated for that purpose by the present 
Congress, and the President signed the bill. 

Now, Mr. President, I do not think the fact that $75,000 were given 
for that growing town of 8,000 inhabitants would justify the statement 
made by the Senator that larger appropriations were going to the South- 
ern States than were going to the Northern States. The Senator from 
Missouri [Mr. Vest] stated yesterday, and I wish to repeat it to-day, 
that for public-building purposes the State of Maine has had appro- 
priations amounting to $2,231,114. The State of Arkansas has had al- 

ther $309,317. I am not sure whether Helena and Texarkana are 
included in that amount or not, probably not. The State of Maine 
had in 1880 a population of 648,936; Arkansas had at that time 802,- 
525. Arkansas to-day has more than a million of inhabitants. Ido 
not know what the increase of population has been in the State of 
Maine, yet there is the State of Maine in 1880 with 200,000 less popu- 
lation than the State of Arkansas, and yet the State of Maine had nearly 
$2,000,000 more appropriated for public buildings than Arkansas had. 
I submit, in view of that fact, if the Senator was justified in saying 
that these appropriations were going South and they could not be pro- 
cured for the Northern States. 

While I am upon the floor I wish to answer another proposition made 
by the Senator from Maine. The Senator from Maine complained 
that the Administration was extravagant, that large appropriations 
and extravagant appropriations had been made under Mr. Cleveland’s 
Administration, exceeding those that were made under the adminis- 
tration of Mr. Arthur, and yet I do not believe that a single appro- 
priation of any consequence has passed the Senate that the Senator 
from Maine did not support, except I believe he voted against the 
Blair bill. 

In addition to that, the Senator from Maine when he made that state- 
ment knew that twenty-five millions of that increase, as was admitted 
by the Senator from Iowa [Mr. ALLISON] yesterday, was accounted 
for by increased pension appropriations, and yet the Senator from Maine 
earnestly supported every increase of pension that has been presented 
for consideration here. Not only that, but he voted for a bill that 
would have increased the appropriations at least twenty-five millions 
annually, and, as was generally believed, fifty millionsannually; and 
when the President of the United States vetoed that bill he was de- 
nounced as being the enemy of thesoldiersof the Union. Yetthe Sena- 
torfrom Maine knowing this fact, parades this appropriation of $25,000,- 
000 here as an evidence of the extravagance on the part of this Admin- 
istration after he himself had earnestly supported it. 


Another cause of increase, I am informed, is largely due to the fact 
of the naval appropriation, appropriations for building naval vessels, 
and yet no Senator upon this floor was more earnest in his advocacy of 
large appropriations for building a navy than the Senator from Maine, 
and I think in every instance he advocated larger appropriations than 
were given by Con 
__ Another cause that will account for this supposed increase of expend- 
itures, as I understood the Senator from Iowa to say yesterday, is the 
increased cost of the postal service, and yet, Mr. President, again and 
again Senators upon that side of the Chamber denounced the Postmaster- 
General for his parsimony because he would not spend more money on 
the postal service. It has been done on more than one occasion, and 
they tried to force upon him $800,000 per annum more than he asked 
for to run for ten years more than he wanted, money that he did not 
need for ten years, and yet the Senator from Maine says that this Dem- 
ocratic Administration has been extravagant, when he voted to force 
that $800,000 upon him which he said he did not need for the postal 
service. Yet, Mr. President, if that $800,000 had been appropriated 
by Congress, and $25,000,000 more, annually, for pensions had been 
voted, this would have been arraigned by the Senator from Maine as 
an element of Democratic extrav: ce. 

Mr. President, I submit that that is not fair politics, I submit that 
that is an unjust impntation upon the Administration, when it is known 
that in nine cases in ten for almost every appropriation that passed 
that side of the Chamber has stood solidly in the affirmative, and that 
whatever objection there was came from this side of the Chamber. I 
assert here to-day, while I have not the figures all before me (that 
counting one year’s appropriation of the Blair bill), that bills which 
have passed the Senate during this present session, a Republican Senate 
appropriated not less that $50,000,000 which the House has refused to 
pass; that bills have heen passed here in which at least $50,000,000 
more have been appropriated by the action of the Republican Senate 
than has been by the Democratic House of Representatives during the 
present Congress. One item I remember, that amounts to about $20,- 
000,000, was to refund the direct taxes to the States. That bill passed 
this Chamber with very few negative notes upon the Republican side, as 
I remember it, and it has been earnestly pressed in the other House by 
Republicans, and the Democrats have refused to pass it. 

Mr. BLAIR. May I ask the Senator a question ? 

Mr. BERRY. Certainly. 

Mr. BLAIR. In estimating the appropriations recommended by the 
Senate and the amount specified in the educational bill, does the Sena- 
tor estimate for $79,000,000 in the educational bill, or the $9,000,000 
which is the appropriation for a year? 

Mr. BERRY. I estimated for one year, which I thought was $8,000,- 
000. The Senator says it was $9,000,000, which adds one million 
more. 
on a BLAIR. For eight years the amount would have been $79,- 

Mr. BERRY. The first year would have been $9,000,000. 

Mr. BLAIR. Between $9,000,000 and $10,000,000; nearly $10,000,- 


000. 

Mr. BERRY. Then I stated in round numbers that I find the di- 
rect tax would have involved an appropriation of $20,000,000, the pen- 
sion bill that has passed here would not have been Jess than $25, 000,000 
more; that, in addition to the $9,000,000 for this one year of the Blair 
bill, would make more than $50,000,000, to say nothing about the in- 
crease of the large appropriations that have been made for public build- 
ings and various other purposes, to which I presume the Senator from 
Maryland will allude when he comes to speak. But in round num- 
bers it is safe to say than $50,000,000 has been appropriated by this 
Senate that the House of Representatives have not yet concurred in, 
and we have no reason to believe they will. 

So far as I am concerned I simply state that it can not be shown 
outside of these items that there has been any extravagance in this 
Administration over and above the administration which has preceded 
it; and I think it is unjust and unfair to go to the country with such 
a statement as the Senator from Maine has made, that this Congress 
is making large appropriations for the Southern States, when the facts 
show that it is not true—to go to the country with the statement that 
this Administration has been extravagant beyond that of the past in 
appropriating money, which is not true, and when‘the Senator from 
Maine has been the most earnest advocate not only of the appropria- 
tion bills that passed, but for the appropriation of millions of dollars 
which the Democratic House of Representatives has refused to pass. 

Mr. DOLPH. Mr. President, in the course of the debate yesterday 
the Senator from New Jersey [Mr. MCPHERSON] said: 

I notice that there are large appropriations asked for in this bill. I believe 
that a large somonras was made for a public building at Portland, Oregon, 
some yearsago. The costof the public buildingat Portland alone, if my mem- 
ory serves me aright, is more than equal to the entire cost of all the public 
buildings in New Jersey. 

Also, in another part of the debate later on, after asking how much 
was appropriated for Nevada, he said: 

How much for Oregon? 

That is, how much was appropriated for Oregon ? 

I think there is some $600,000 for buildings for Oregon. 
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Mr. President, I do not know why Oregon should have been dragged 
into this discussion. I sought an opportunity yesterday to answer the 
Senator from New Jersey, but was unable to obtain it. ‘The fact is that 
there is not a dollar in this bill for the construction of a public build- 
ing in Oregon. As the bill passed the Senate it contained a Senate 
amendment, as follows: 


For custom-house at Portland, Oregon: For the purpose of reimbursing the 
city of Portland, Oregon, for money advanced out its general fund in payment for 
street improvements assessed to the United States on the custom-house block 
in that city, between March 1, 1869, and January 1, 1888, $1,271.82. 


Even this amendment it seems the Senate conferees have been com- 
pelled by the opposition in the other branch of Congress to drop, and 
they report in favor of receding from it. 

Under the laws of Oregon, in the city of Portland, the streets are im- 
proved and kept in repair by an assessment on the adjacent property. 
The United States owns a block of ground on which there is a public 
building and owns the fee of the streets to the center of the street on 
cach side of the block. There is no provision of law for improving this 
part of the streets, which belongs to the United States and adjoins the 
property, except by an assessment on the property. As this assessment 
can not be collected, the city of Portland has been compelled out of the 
general fund to make these street improvements from time to time and 
has presented a claim to the Department. The estimate has been re- 
peatedly made for the payment of it. The Senate Committee on Ap- 
propriations saw fit to put an amendment on the bill to provide for the 
payment of it, and still the House insists that this payment shall not 
be made, and this amendment is the only amendment relative to public 
buildings or the grounds for a public building in the city of Portland 
or in the State of Oregon contained in this bill. 

Mr. McPHERSON. May I ask the Senator from Oregon if he has 
not introduced a bill into this Congress for a post-office or some public 
building in the State of Oregon ? 

Mr. DOLPH. I will explain that to the Senatorin a moment. The 
Senator said that this bill contained $600,000 for public buildings in 
‘Oregon, when it does not contain a dollar. 

Mr. MCPHERSON. I simply wished to ask, lee to the expla- 
nation that was made yesterday by the Senator from Iowa [Mr. AL- 
LISON], who has charge of the bill, in respect to the public buildings 
that appropriations were asked for, if the Senator from Oregon has not 
a bill before this Congress appropriating quite a large sum of money 
for a public building in the State of Oregon. If he has not, then my 
recollection is at fault; and if it is of course I will admit the fact. 

Mr. DOLPH. ‘The Senator is trying to create an issue with me that 
I have not raised. I will digeuss thatina moment. The point to 
which I rose and the statement of the Senator that I desire to correct 
was that there was $600,000 in this appropriation bill for public build- 
ings in Oregon. I say there is nota dollar. 

‘The Senator also drew a comparison between appropriations for pub- 
lic buildings in the State of New Jersey and in other States. I find 
upon reference to a statement of appropriations and expenditures for 
public buildings, etc., to June 30, 1882—since that time there has 
been nothing appropriated for Oregon for public buildings; I do not 
know how it has been in the State of New Jersey—that the custom- 
house and post-office at. Jersey City is charged with an expenditure ot 
$111,870.58; that the custom-house and post-office at Newark is charged 
with $159,873; that the custom-house and post-office at Perth Amboy 
is charged with $3,374.66; that the revenue-office at Sandy Hook is 
charged with $719.31, and the custom-house and post-office at Trenton 
with $409,906.56. 

In the State of Oregon there has been appropriated for public build- 
ings since the State was admitted, for custom-house at Astoria, which 
is the first custom-house after entering the Columbia Riyer and a place 
of importance, $76,047.85; for custom-house at Portland, $396,379.71. 
That is all that has ever been appropriated for this purpose in the 
State of Oregon since Oregon was a State. There were some small 
appropriations for a penitentiary and state-house at avery early day 
when Oregon wasa Territory. The appropriation for the penitentiary 
at Portland was $60,000, and for the state-house at Salem $33,554.75. 
Those appropriations were made, the one for the state-house in 1848, 
and the one for the penitentiary in 1850. 

Now, Mr. President, in regard to the bill which has been introduced by 
me in the Senate for a custom-house at Portland, I wish to say that 
Portland to-day has some fifty-five or sixty thousand inhabitants. It 
is the point where the customs are principally collected, and the other 
husiness—Federal business—in the State is done. Itisa building which 
is an ornament to the city, and in a proper location for the post-office 
and United States courts. Its capacity to-day is sufficient only for the 
post-office and for thecourts. The internal-revenue offices and the cus- 
toms office, and all the other Federal offices in the State ought to have 
other quarters; in fact the internal-revenue collector’s office has been 
recently removed from the building. It now contains the surveyor- 
general’s office, the post-office, the customs office. It has capacity only 
for the offices for which it was designed—the post-office and United 
States courts. ` 

Every Federal official at Portland has recommended the construction 
of a new Federal building. The present postmaster, appointed under 
the present Administration, and his predecessor say that all the lower 
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story of that building is required for the post-office. The collectors of 
customs, the present one and his predecessor, say that the accommoda- 
tions in the present building are insuficient for the public business; 
besides, the location is not a proper oneiora custom-house. The Super- 
vising Architect has recommended during every Congress I have buen 
in the Senate the construction of a new building. The Senate during 
the Forty-eighth Congress passed a bill making an appropriativn for 
the construction of a custom-house in Portland. The Senate during 
the Forty-ninth Congress passed a bill and sent it to the House of Repre- 
sentatives making an appropriation for the construction of a custom- 
house at Portland. The Senate during the Fiftieth Congress passed a 
bill and sent it to the House of Representatives making an appropri- 
ation of $500,000 for a custom-house at the city of Portland; and con- 
sidering the present population and business of the city and its pros- 
pective growth, no building costing less than that can be erected to 
accommodate the business which will compare at all favorably with 
other public buildings belonging to the county as well as public build- 
ings erected by the United States in that city. 

What has been the fate of the bill in the House of Representatives? 
I believe during the Forty-eighth Congress it received no attention. 
Possibly in the Forty-ninth Congress it was favorably reported. In 
the Fiftieth Congress it was reported favorably and with a recommen- 
dation to reduce the amount to $350,000. It was cut down in the Com- 
mittee of the Whole to $200,000, and there it stands. 

It is true that I have introduced a bill for a public building in Port- 
land, and it is required and recommended by every officer of the 
Government having information on the subject, and the bill ought to 
be passed. Iam only sorry that as the bill was not passed the appro- 
priation for the construction of the building is not in this bill. 

But I did not rise to discuss the necessity for a new building, and I 
should not have referred to it or to what has been done looking to the - 
construction of such a building if the Senator had not referred to the 
matter. 

I wish to say further that I think this amendment providing for the 

yment of the cost of improving the adjacent street to the custom- 
hones at Portland is a matter upon which the committee of conference 
oughttoinsist. Someotherappropriations for Oregon have been dropped 
by the committee, but they are not so palpably just as the one to which 
I have referred. 

Mr. GORMAN, Mr. President—— 

Mr. McPHERSON. Task the Senator to yield to me for a moment. 

Mr. GORMAN. I yield to the Senator from New Jersey. 

Mr. McPHERSON. I simply wish to make an explanation which 
I think perhaps is due to the Senator from Oregon [Mr. DOLPH] as 
well as myself. I noticed that there were certain bills pending in the 
Senate which I thought had been introduced by the Senator from Ore- 
gon, providing for large appropriations of money for public buildings 
in Oregon. I now have the bills before me, one for the city of Port- 
land, for a public building, at $500,000, the other a public building at 
Salem, Oregon, in which an appropriation of $75,000 was asked. Both 
went to the Committee on Appropriations for the purpose of having 
them become a part of this bill, I did not examine the bill minutely, 
and therefore could not say whether they were in it or not, but I sup- 

they were, quite naturally. 

Mr. DOLPH. If the Senator will permit me—— 

Mr. McPHERSON. I havenot got through. I am speaking in the 
time of the Senator from Maryland, and I do not wish to take up more 
than a moment. 

The only object I had in view yesterday was to draw a comparison 
between the practice of Congress in times past under other adminis- 
trations of this Government in giving large appropriations of money to 
Western States. The mostof them were Republican States, and cer- 
tainly the South never had anything by way of public improvements 
from this Government, particularly in the shape of public buildings, 
Yesterday exception was taken by the Senator from Iowa [Mr. ALLI- 
son] because public buildings were asked for in some important grow- 
ing cities in the South. I simply wished to draw a comparison be- 
tween what had been done for Western States and Western Territories 
and what had been done for my own State. I stated on that occasion 
that the Government of the United States did not own up to the time 
when this Congress was organized more than one public building, 
meaning by that a post-office, custom-house, and court-house, in the 
State of New Jersey, which was located at Trenton. They did have, itis 
true, a part of a building at Newark, insufficient entirely for the post- 
office, and they were required to rent an adjoining property for the use of 
the post-office. During this Congress we have made appropriations at 
Newark, a place of 200,000 people, for additional facilities for a post- 
office, and appropriating $350,000 for the purchase of a site and the 
erection of a building which is to be used as a custom-house and post- 
office and office for the internal revenue in the largest collection dis- 
trict of internal revenue almost in the United States, or certainly one 
of the largest. Then at Paterson, a place of over 80,000 people—let 
me inquire right here of the Senator from Oregon the population of 
Portland ? : 

Mr. DOLPH. Itold the Senator that the population of Portland 
and its suburbs was probably about 55,000 or 60,000. 
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Mr. McPHERSON. Very well. Now, the city of Paterson, a place 
of 80,000 people, with a much greater increase of population during the 
last ten years, I think, than you will find in Oregon, asks for $80,000. 
The Senator from Oregon asks for $500,000. The city of Hoboken, 
with a population of 80,000 people, asks for $60,000 for a post-office and 
custom-house and an internal-revenue office agency as well. Jersey 
City, with its surroundings, with a population of nearly 200,000, has a 
public building that has cost perhaps the meager sum of $80,000 for 
the building and the site, I think this year we were able to get an 
appropriation of $25,000 to give increased facilities at that point for the 
post-office. 

That is the comparison I wished to make in regard to what had been 
done for the Eastern States. Now let me state further that during the 
whole panse of Republican administration here, certainly during my 
term of service inthe Senate, lasting now about eleven years, we have 
been t in asking for these facilities for post-offices at the dif- 
ferent points I have mentioned, and we have many other cities better 
entitled to them certainly than cities which are now getting them. 
We have the cities of Elizabeth, New Brunswick, Camden, Morristown, 
Somerville, and Plainfield, and many other large cities that are enti- 
tled to public buildings by reason of their population and importance; 
but we have not asked for them, notwithstanding all these appropria- 
tions are made at the rate asked for here by the Senator from Oregon 
of $500,000 for Portland, with a population of 55,000, 

Mr. ALLISON. I ask the Senator from New Jersey to yield to me 
a moment that I may explain to the Senator from Oregon and other 
Senators the difficulty we found in the way of providing for the paving 
of streets. 

For the last two or three years the House of Representatives has per- 
sistently refused to allow any of these paving items and we have been 
obliged in all these bills to surrender those paving items. This year, 
as I think very properly, the House committee suggested to us that it 
is the duty of the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds in the 
two Houses to provide some general legislation on the subject, and I 
think that the attention of the Committee on Public Buildings and 
Grounds of the Senate should be called to the necessity of some uni- 
form rule as our duty in regard to the paving of streets about 
the publie buil which we erect in the different cities of the Union. 
For myself, I believe that this Government, if it erects a public build- 
ing in the midst of a city (and it usually erects its public buildings in 
the most conspicuous portion of a city), should pay its proper propor- 
tion of the cost of the maintenance of the streets and the sidewalks in 
and about that building, and I think there should be a law regulating 
that matter so that if the Government of the United States desires to 
maintain the sidewalks and streets about its buildings, its own officers 
should surpervise the construction of the work. ‘That is the reason 
why the conferees on the part of theSenate surrendered all these items 
respecting paving, which of course include the item alluded to by the 
Senator from Oregon. 

If the Senator from Maryland [Mr. GORMAN] will excuse me a mo- 
ment further I want to say a word in response to what has just fallen 
from the lips of the Senator from New Jersey [Mr. MCPHERSON]. He 
seems to think that I criticised the erection of public buildings in the 
Southern States in my remarks yesterday. The Senator totally mis- 
apprehended my remarks. I made no criticism as respects any of the 
public buildings. I not only did not do that, but I stated that I had 
voted for all of them. My criticism was that there was not that dis- 
criminating judgment as respects public buildings which ought to 
prevail. I called attention simply to the fact thatin my own State 
there was a city of from 35,000 to 40,000 inhabitants, and when it 
asked for a publie building it met with a Presidential veto, whereas 
in other States of the, Union, like North Carolina, to which I alluded 
peime and Texas and Arkansas, in towns having a small popu- 

tion and but little business, public-building bills by some device 
were enabled to run through both branches and pass the approval of 
the President of the United States. 

I called attention to two or three instances, one of which was an in- 
stance in the State of North Carolina, where this very year we have 
provided for a public building at Statesville, a town situated 40 miles 
from Charlotte, where there is another publie building now, a town of 
three or four thousand inhabitants, and that bill could receive execu- 
tive approval, but when we come toa great city like Sioux City, in my 
own State, with a moderate appropriation for a public building, where 
there is great need of that public building, we are met with a Presi- 
dential veto. That was all I intended to sayin my criticism yesterday 
as respects these public buildings. 

Mr. GORMAN. Mr. President—— 

Mr. GEORGE. Will the Senator from Maryland allow me to ask 
the Senator from Iowa a question ? 

Mr. GORMAN. I will if it does not lead to further debate. 

Mr. GEORGE. I wish to ask the Senator from Iowa if Sioux City 
has a Federal court? 

Mr. ALLISON. It has. 

Mr. GEORGE. Is there any public building there now? 

Mr. ALLISON. There isnot. d now, as we are upon that, I want 
to say that the President took occasion to say that there was an under- 


standing in 1882 that the county court-house could be used. Of course 
when the United States court was required tosit in Sioux City, without 
any public building, the county supervisors or authorities allowed for 
the time being the United States court to be held in the county court- 
house; but the county court-house is full of litigation as respects our 
State courts and State business, and it is absolutely inconvenient for 
them to allow the United States court to sit there. That is all there 
was of that. 

Mr. GORMAN. Mr. President, in the general statement made by 
the chairman of the Committee on Appropriations, the Senator from 
Iowa [Mr. ALLISON], as to the condition of the bill now under consider- 
ation, and the trouble the conferees on the part of the Senate are having 
to obtain such concessions as would comply substantially with the votes 
of the Senate, I am in perfect accord with him; but there is one item in 
the sundry civil appropriation bill inserted by the Senate about which I 
desire to say a word before referring to the general statements of the 
chairman, and thatis in regard to the appropriation to condemn the bal- 
ance of the square upon which the Government Printing Office is now 
located. I had not an opportunity to make the statement when the 
bill was pending in the Senate. I trust that the conferees on the part 
of the Senate will insist on that amendment. 

The building known as the Government Printing Office was erected 
many years ago asa private enterprise, and it is now totally inade- 
quate to the great business of the Government Printing Office. It is 
so constructed as to make it absolutely dangerous to life, and the venti- 
lation is so bad that it is an outrage upon the poor people who are com- 

to labor there daily. It was found, after a personal examination 
y the Printing Committee, not only in the interest of humanity, for 
if it were a private establishment I believe the grand jury would con- 
demn it, but also in the interest of the business of the Government 
that there is not sufficient space to do all the work that is ordered by 
Con; The. whole machinery of your printing establishment de- 
pends to-day upon å single engine, which has been in constant use for 
the last ten or fifteen years. Asa matter of economy, outside of the 
other question to which I have merely alluded, it is an appropriation 
that ought to be made, and not a day should be permitted to pass 
before the improvement is begun. 

Mr. President, the chairman of the Committee on Appropriations 
has made several statements, with one of which I concur fully; that 
is, that in the Senate Committee on Appropriations in considering these 
appropriation bills politics or party divisions never enter intoany item 
recommended by the committee of the Senate. That I testify is abso- 
lutely true since I have had the honor of being associated with my 
friend from Iowa upon that committee. I have said upon former oc- 
casions that in all these matters he as the chairman of that committee, 
during the time that we have had a Democratic President and a Dem- 
ocratic House of Representatives, in the consideration of every ap- 
propriation bill, sunk the partisan, and so I may say of every other 
member of the committee—I allude to him as the representative of 
the majority. In committee the controlling idea has been the ad- 
yancement of the best interests of the Government, and he has recom- 
mended and agreed to appropriations that have been liberal and which 
have produced great results. 

Therefore, sir, it was that I was more astonished by his remarks yes- 
terday than I would have besen by a similar statement made by any 
other member of this Senate. He having participated in and largely 
controlled the appropriations as made up to this time, I confess that I 
was amazed when my friend from Iowa, seconded by the Senator from 
Maine [Mr. HALE], here upon the eve of a great election, should state 
the condition of these appropriations and the finances of the Govern- 
ment in such a way that the country must conclude thatit was purely 
for partisan purposes. I confess I was astonished when I heard the 
Senator from Iowa make the declarations in which he twitted the Dem- 
ocratic party within four years of having made appropriations $95,000,- 
000 greater than were made during the preceding inistration of 
President Garfield and President Arthur, and attempt to stir up sec- 
tional feeling, as he unquestionably intended to do by his pointed al- 
nei to the appropriations for public buildings in the Southern 

tates. 

So that I may not be mistaken, or rather that I may not do any in- 
justice to him after what he has said this morning, I will read a para- 
graph or two from his statement of yesterday, found on pages 8829 and 
8830 of the RECORD. After alluding to the appropriations fora build- 
ing in Buncombe County, North Carolina, he said: 

Mr. ALLISON, I am not criti 


dent sends us a ae sneering in i 
acter, sa: that a public rman. is . necessary at Sioux City. 
gs 


Im call attention to these for the purpose of showing that it de- 
pends, or seems to depend, upon the location of these public buildings whether 
they can become laws. * * * 

And again he says: 

But Iam not fault with these sina, pg sn Iam wing Genet oao 

attention to the made respecting them, showing how easy it 
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for certain States of this Union to get appropriations for publie buildings where 
the needs of the public service do not require them as much as they are req 

in other States and cities where these buildings are actually and Iam 
in sympathy somewhat with the Senator from New Jersey when he says that 
New Jersey has not hitherto had its share of these public buildings, 

He again alluded to the fact that these bills for the Southern or 
Democratic States were “‘railroaded through these two Houses,” that 
there was some peculiar influence brought to bear upon the Executive 
that they might be signed and become laws. I say to the Senator and 
to the Senate that the way in which he made that statement, the im- 
pression that it conveys to the country, and which I have no doubt 
upon reflection he regrets this morning, are not warranted by the facts. 

His party zeal, his desire to bolster up the waning fortunes of his 
party, is the only possible reason with which to account for his state- 
ments. But, Mr. President, the Senator will find that the attempt to 
renew sectional feeling on appropriation bills will fail, for the people 
know that with this Democratic Administration there is no section- 
alism. There is only the great Union of States, all equal, and there 
is honesty and integrity in every department of the General Govern- 
ment. 

Mr. President, I sympathize with the Senator from Iowa. He was 
laboring under some excitement, possibly because of the recent veto of 
an appropriation bill for a building at Sioux City, in the State of Iowa. 
I can understand how for the moment he would resent it and suppose 
that he was SIOMI PIN and if he had made that statement 
immediately upon the reception of the veto, in hot blood, I could have 
understood it, for there was another building bill for Annapolis, in my 
State, vetoed. The State of Maryland, that aided in creating the Gov- 
ernment, with its old capital enriched by all the associations running 
back to colonial times, and the memories of the great events that have 
occurred there, with the Naval Academy located within its historic pre- 
cincts, the only capital ofaState butonein the Union thathasnota public 
building in it, for it has been a rule that the capitals of allStates should 
have a public building, asked two years ago, and Congress granted it, 
an appropriation of $100,000 for a public building at Ream Had 
this bill become a law the appropriation would, inall probability, have 
been used in such a way as to secure a historical building, one which 
was used by General Washington, by Lafayette, by Ca: and other 
compatriots as a council house before and during the Re tion, and 
at thesame time would have secured.acheap and commodious building 
for the post-office. The President of the United States in his desire to 
limit these appropriations, mistaken in his judgment as I believed then, 
and as I suppose he may have beenin the Sioux City matter, butstill ex- 
ercising the discretion that is warranted by the Constitution, vetoed that 
bill; yet I have no right to say, as the Senator from Iowa and the Senator 
from Maine have intimated, that it was a discrimination against my 
State because of its location geographically or because of its political 
relations. The President has exercised that power wherever he has 
thought best, and I do not believe that we have any right to attribute 
to him any other motive than that which he states in the veto mes- 
sages. If we think he is wrong in his views in particular cases we can 
pass the bills over his veto if we have a two-thirds vote; but the in- 
timation that his action was instigated by partisan consideration or 
sectional influence can not be sustained by any act or expression of the 
President. . 

Mr. President, the Senator says that we have appropriated $95,000, - 
000 more of money in the last four years than were appropriated in the 
preceding four years. Isay to him, that is true; but the items mak- 
ing up the amount of such increase are well known to the Senator. 
The greater portion of it is necessary and unavoidable, no matter what 
party is in power, but there is a part attributable alone to the constant 
and unjustifiable attacks of the ublican party upon the South. I 
will do the Senator from Iowa [Mr. ALLISON] the justice of saying 
that so far as I know this is the first time in ing an appropria- 
tion bill that he has arrayed one section against another, bnt it is con- 
stantly done by his party associateshere, in the House, in the country, 
and through the press everywhere; they have upon certain measures 
denounced the Democratic party as being controlled by Sonthern in- 
terests. Every vote of a Southern Democrat againsta pension or against 
a claim made by a loyal -citizen is heralded all over the country as an 
evidence of a new rebellion. You have thus excited a feeling in a ma- 
jority of the States which makes fair, careful consideration of such 
measures difficult, if not impossible. The result—extravagance, a 
waste of the people’s money. And when the Executive interposes his 
veto you exhaust the adjectives. Economy and justice to claimants 
will come only when you cease this unpatriotic sectional war. 

But we have voted untold millions for pensions and other maiters 
growing out of the war. I haveno doubt if you had not raised such 
an issue, or prevented that feeling from growing up among your own 
people, we could haye met many of these questions simply upon the 
facts without reference to sectionalism, and saved millions of money 
to the tax-payers. But here, in both Houses of Congress, you have 
with great regularity, audacity, and ability agitated it, and have made 
it almost impossible to prevent a pension bill, no matter what its de- 
merits may be, from passing either House. 

Mr. President, no man will charge me with being illiberal to soldiers. 
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I represent in part a State whose people were foremost in every act that 
established this Union, a State that has been loyal toit every hour since 
its existence, whose soldiers in number in the Union Army exceeded 
those of Maine, and there has never been an occasion, and I hope there 
never will be while I have a seat upon this floor, when I shall vote 
against a pension bill that is just and right. 

The people of my State sustain me in such votes. During the re- 
bellion the number of Maryland men in the Union Army and in the 
Confederate army wereaboutequal. The Confederates returned home 
with everything gone except honorand manhood. Surrendering their 
convictions, renewing their allegiance to the Government, starting 
anew in life with no hope of nor desire for pensions or aid from the 
Government, they are hewing their path through time with a willand 
energy and success which commands the admiration ofall. § i 
side by side in their daily avocations with the Maryland Union sol- 
diers whom they see drawing their pensions quarterly, and yet the 
most earnest and outspoken advocacy of my course comes from these 
men, and so long as our Legislature is just and liberal they will sup- 
port us. And yet your party in the face of this opens anew the 
wounds of a period sad in its memories, but which should never be re- 
ferred to here. 

And yet I say to the Senator from Iowa and the Senator from Maine 
that we have gone on at such a rate that it will cost more for pensions 
to the Union soldiers than it cost to put down the rebellion. Mr. 
President, the time has come when there must be some just limitation 
in this matter. Your party has forced the issue; you have forced these 
immense appropriations, and taking advantage of your acts in the past 
four years, the Senators who have spoken upon this question now hold 
the Democratic party up to the country as a party of extravagance ! 

I say toboth of thoseSenatorsthat itisnotfair, Isaytothem thatthe 
time will come at the North, and that soon, whenever distress strikes 
the country in its great material interests—the time will come when 
we shall all be held responsible for these extravagant tures, and 
instead of arraigning the Democratic party because of these appropria- 
tions it does seem to me, if the Senator from Iowa will permit me to 
say so (for I have nodonbt for some time tocome he will be respon- 
sible in a large degree for these appropriations), that even now, in a 
Presidential election, on the floor of the Senate he ought tolive by the 
rule that was adopted in the Committee on Appropriutions, and discuss 
these matters without reference toparty. I think, therefore, it wasan 
unfair and an unfortunate allusion and statement for that distinguished 
Senator, and one for which he will not succeed in holding the Dem- 
ocratic party responsible. 

Now, Mr. President, let us look at the figures. Ninety-five million 
dollars is the excess of appropriation during the present Administra- 
tion as compared with the four preceding years. g the Garfield 
and Arthur administrations, from 1882 to 1885, the total amount—I 
will not read by years, but I will give the total amount for the four 
years—was $291, 667,306.68 for pensions, 

Mr. GEORGE. Whai four years was that? 

Mr. GORMAN. During the four years of the Garfield and Arthur 
administration. 

During the four years of President Cleveland’s administration, em- 
bracing 1886, 1887, 1888, and 1889, the Mexican war pensions and the 
deficiency in pensions, including the appropriations now made for 
1889, we have appropriated $304,486,400, or an increase of $12,819,- 
093.32, not quite so large as the Senator in his statement yesterday 
made it. But there is an increase of over $12,000,000, nearly $13,000,- 
or and a gross amount in four years of Democratic rule of $304,486, - 


The details are shown by this table: 
APPROPRIATIONS FOR PENSIONS 1882-"85, 1886-89, 
azar and Arthur's administration : 
1882.. 


Increase under Cleyeland’s administration „a... .sseessensossesser-reene see 12, 819, 093. 32 

Now, 1 say to the Senator from Iowa that but for the President’s 
vetoes and the Democratic opposition the amount would have been 
swelled at least $25,000,000 per annum for the next five or six years; 
and I do not believe the loyal men of the North, the soldiers who were 
engaged in the Army during the rebellion—for they are patriotic men— 
or their descendants, desire or wish that this Government shall be bank- 
rupted by going on with the ratio of increase which we haye made in 
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the last four years. But, Mr. President, the Senator from Iowa and I 
know that there is a class of men who are engaged in the collection of 
these claims. This city is full of them, men of intelligence and ac- 
tivity, men of wealth—for they have made millions upon millions in 
the collections of these claims—who subsidize the press, who own news- 
papers, who get up excitement between the two political parties so far 
as they can use the means thas made from the soldiers to promote this 
feeling. 

I say to the Senator from Iowa and the Senator from Maine that it 
is too grave a question, the amount involved is too great to treat this 
matter simply from the political standpoint. We ought to come to- 
gether and determine what is to be done to limit these appropriations 
and yet do justice to all who have not been included, rather than fight 
it out upon party lines. 

Mr. President, in this ninety-five millions of appropriations in excess 
of the Arthur administration there are some other items which can not 
be charged to the Democratic Administration. When this Administra- 
tion came into power it found the country withouta single gun of high 
power and without a vessel that could go to sea with safety. You were 
without a Navy; you were without a gun in any fortification of the 
country, except some obsolete affairs whose day had passed, and we all 
agreed, Republicans and Democrats alike, that this was a crying shame 
and must be remedied, and in the appropriations made you have ap- 
propriated for the Navy alone during Mr. Cleveland’s Administration 
the sum of $77,271,483.29 as against an appropriation of only $60,260,- 
921.17 in the previous four years, or an increase of $17,010,562,12 to 
build-the Navy. 

The appropriations for the Navy durirg the Garfield and Arthur ad- 
ministrations and the present Administration are as follows: 

APPROPRIATIONS FOR THE NAVY, 1882-"85, 1886~"89. 


Sarna and Arthur's administration: 


eee 


Increase during Cleveland's administration. .........-...0«sscseeseen „e 17,010,562. 12 


You not only have made this increase upon a matter that both par- 
ties have agreed to, but the principal amount of these appropriations 
was put in by this body. You increased them, and it was right to in- 
crease them; but it is wrong for the Senator from Iowa, after having 
been the principal agent, and his party in this Senate being responsible 
for the increase, now to hold the Democratic party accountable for the 
extravagance committed by this body of which heis the leader. Every 
dollar of the appropriations was exactly right, and in view of recent 
occurrences, and those likely to come, the appropriations were not made 
too soon. The amount might have been doubled with great profit and 
security to your country, for, Mr. President, the people of the United 
States in the matter of the armament of your forts and the construc- 
tior of your Navy and other public works, the necessity for which all 
recognize, are not parsimonious as to the amount of appropriations. It 
is with them only a question of how the money shall be expended and 
the honesty of the administrative officers who disburse it. Wecan point 
with great satisfaction not only as Democrats but as Americans to the 
wonderful result that has been attained since President Cleveland has 
administered the executive affairs of this Government. Iam not going 
now into the details as to what his administration has accomplished, 
but it will compare favorably with any administration from the founda- 
tion of the Government to the present, and there is no administration 
since the closé of the war that begins to compare with it in results. 

~Mr. President, the next piece of extravagance that is included in the 
remarks of my friends from Iowa and Maine is the postal service. I 
have listened on former occasions on this floor to gentlemen who have 
denounced the Post-Office Department, since the advent of the Demo- 
cratic Administration, for not giving postal facilities; and yet it ap- 
pears by the record that to-day that Department is carried on upon a 
more extensive scale than ever in the history of the Government. The 
extensions of the star routes and all the facilities for the quick dis- 
patch of mails and the extensions over the Territories have gone en 
with a rapidity that is astonishing. As to the details there may have 
been some causes of just complaint, as there always are, but during the 
administration of Garfield and Arthur there were $179,131,252 ex- 
pended, and during the past four years we have expended $224,621,- 
737.14, or an increase of $45,490,485.14 in the postal service alone, to 
ive the people of this country that which they must have and will 
ve under any administration, perfect mail facilities. To do this we 
have spent $45,490,485.14 more than was expended during the admin- 
istration of Garfield and Arthur. And you call it extravagance! _ 
‘The appropriations for the postal service during the administration 


of Garfield and Arthur and during the present Administration have 
been as follows: 


APPROPRIATIONS FOR POSTAL SERVICE, 1882-85, 1886-"89, 
Garaa and Arthur's administration: 


° 179, 131, 252! 00 
Increase in postal service during Cleveland's administration...... 45,499, 485. 14 


All of this money, or nearly the whole of it, comes badk, as the Sen- 
ator from Iowa knows, in postage; but just before this Administration 
came in—I think it was immediately before—the postage was reduced 
from 3 to 2 cents on every letter, so that the receipts from the Post- 
Office Department nominally fell off, but the people of the country 
gained forty or fifty millions by that reduction, and but for that reduc- 
tion the postal receipts would have been about a sixth greater than 
they are, and there would have been, instead of a deficit in this matter, 
a large surplus for the Treasury; but in that item is $45,000,000 more 
than were expended in the four years previous to the advent of the 
present Administration. 

Mr. President, there was another item which was for the benefit of 
the North—and I class Maryland for the time as a Northern State, as 
distinguished from States that were out of the Union during the war— 
that goes to swell up this $95,000,000, every dollar of which went to 
New England, Pennsylvania, New York, Maryland, and States upon the 
border north of us and east of us. That is $5,769,015.28 for the Ala- 
bama claims, all paid since this Administration came in, and charged 
to us as a partof the extravagance in the $95,000,000. Then there was 
the Choctaw Indian judgment of $2,858,798,62, with interest. This 
was a judgment of the courts. The claim came along before the Dem- 
ocratic party became responsible for this Government, but it is to be 
paid out now. It is not fair to charge that to this Administration as 


part of its extravagance. 

UNUSUAL ITEMS OF APPROPRIATION DURING CLEVELAND'S ADMINISTRATION. 
Alabama claims awards, 1887 ....i.. s.is sse senses see sense concen snsessse ver sen seassa SO, 769, O15, 28 
Choctaw Indian judgment, 1889, .......0. sree ssssceeessereesteeesererterecssreseeees 2y 858,798. 

WPAN sro Eos pov E A AEE A SA A 8, 627, 813. 90 


tions during Mr. Cleveland’s administration, for pensions and the other 
items which I have gone over, makes $83,947,954. 48 of the $95,000,000, 
which my friend from Iowa talks so much about. 


RECAPITULATION. i 

Increase in appwopriations during Cleveland’s administration, for 

PORBIONG so osec ceceiciens sss casese socsaqsdesoswecveceonteospeceas OA $12, 819, 093. 32 
Increase in ee macnn during Cleveland's administration, on 

account of the Navy, .......---rccssserersccsesssnrssssencssorescnsees seoess syennece + 17,010,562,12 
Increase in Sopro wore during Cleveland’s administration, on 

account of the postal S@rvice..............csessesesssrecseretenreneseeers aneeeners 45, 490, 485.14 
Unusual appropriations during Cleveland's administration—Ala- 

bama claims awards and Choctaw Indian judgment... s.s.s... 


83, 947, 954. 48 
Mr. President, I do not desire even to follow the Senator from Iowa 
in the matter of giving this matter the slightest partisan tinge. The 
appropriation bills have come to us from another branch, but the 
abundant increases that have been made upon them have been made 
in this body, and as I have said, they were made, in my judgment, 
the greater portion of them, in the interest of the country and for items 
for which you could not avoid making appropriations. Still we have 
largely increased the bills as they came from the other branch of Con- 
gress, and we are responsible for it in the Senate. What Icomplain of 
now is that the Senator from Iowa (and I joined him heartily in nearly 
every measure) should bring this matter up at this last moment, when 
we are about to pass the bills and make them laws, and do it for a par- 
tisan purpose, do it that it may be used in the campaign to defeat the - 
Democratic party, when he and his upon this floor are responsi- 


ble for the increases to the extent of millions. 
Now let us see what the increases are. 


INCREASE MADE BY THE SENATE ON APPROPRIATION BILLS AS PASSED BY THE 
HOUSE AT THIS SESSION. 


Agricultural bill (aw) $124, 150, 00, 
Army bill (as passed Senate)...... 6, 500.00 
Dipiomatic and consular bill (la $14, 600. 00 
District of Columbia bill (law).. 520, 609. 00 
Legislative, ete., bill (law)... 142, 702. 97 
Bene ang Erini bül tn ah bor A 
S as passe , 17. 
Deficieney iin 799, 613. 
Wola .. scccccccsesceset 5 scsnssocpesstasenst vecchsauryon vedas ameceee seeeue reece Hcbessoren 16, 163, 632. 20 


It is fair to say that the Army bill and the fortification bill are yet 
in an incomplete state, and to some extent these figures may be 


1888. 
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changed, but up to date we have increased the appropriations as they 
reached this body from the House of Representatives $16,163,632, 20. 

Mr. President, I repeat again that in nearly every instance I think 
the increase was right, and many of the items were added, as the Sen- 
ator from Iowa has stated, at the solicitation of the heads of Depart- 
ments; and I emphasize it that in making these appropriations the ma- 
jority of the Senate, though opposed to the Administration, have acted 
with a liberality which will be a proper thing for minorities to follow 
and for us to follow, if our positions should happen at any time to be 
reversed, Your action in the committee was the result of this policy, 
but it is, I think, an unfair advantage whic the two Senators who 
have spoken and who are members of the Appropriations Committee 
are attempting to take of the Democratic party. They ought to have 
sunk the partisan in the statesman. 

This is not all the Senate has done in the way of increasing appropri- 
ations during this Administration. Ninety-five millions more, says my 
friend from Iowa, were appropriated during the Democratic Adminis- 
tration than during the last Republican Administration. During all 
that time you haye had possession of the Senate, and the increases 
proposed by the Senate on appropriation bills as they have passed Con- 
gress from 1886 to 1889 have been $73,507,916.91. They are as follows: 


INCREASE PROPOSED BY THE SENATE ON APPROPRIATIONS AS THEY PASSED TIE 
HOUSE DURING THE FOUR YEARS 1886 to 1889, 


TED cocacatocseasaspeusbe tasnasvasqrs E EER N E T EE itt OU, COTS 50. 


-« 13,892,795. 


ef NaS SRS eps oP ap NS LS ate ri rr SUE OR crn ONE 
1889... tee 14,977, 103. 82 
UC | He TER pr yA eo iene E ee re ee me 78,507, 916, 91 


Nore.—The amount stated for 1856 does not include the river and harbor bill 
as it passed the House and failed in the Senate for want of time to consider it, 


If the appropriations had been made as proposed by the Senate their 
sum total for the past four years would have been $52,861,105.23 
greater than it is, 

APPROPRIATIONS INCREASED BY THE SENATE'S ACTION FOR THE FOUR YEARS 
1886 TO 1839, OVER THE AMOUNT PASSED BY THE HOUSE. 

$4, 426, 147. 69 

2, 934, 648. 86 

. 8, 934,419.58 

- 9, 351,595.55 


‘oTE.—The amount stated for 1889 does not include the pro; 


N posed increase on 
the Army bill and only the difference on the sundry civil bill as it would stand 
should the pending conference report be adopted. 

Mr. President, we come now to the general result of all the appro- 
priations during the administrations of Garfield and Arthur and of 
President Cleveland. The net ordinary expenses of the Government 
and the total expenditures during the Arthur administration were 

769,761,316. The average per capita of expenditure during that ad- 
ministration on all the people of the United States was $4.62, taking 
the tables of the late Professor Elliott as to the population of the United 
States. When you ran the Government during the last Republican 
administration you had it costing the people $4.62 per capita, and when 
your administration closed and President Cleveland was inaugurated 
March 4, 1885, as I have before stated, you had not a gun of high power 
in the United States, you had not a vessel that could float the ocean 
with safety, and you were absolutely at the mercy of any fifth-rate 
power of the world. We came into power, and by the action that has 
been heretofore taken, which I will not go over again, we have conducted 
this Government, and will up to the end of the next fiscal year, making 
the four years complete, at a cost of $778,340,119.60, or an average per 
capita of $4.32, basing the population of the country to-day, I think, 
2,000,000 below whatit is; but basing the population only at 61,688, 000, 
which is simply adding to Professor Elliott’s tables the same ratio of 
increase, we have conducted the Government and accomplished all 
these great things that I have alluded to by holding toa rigid account- 
ability every oflicer, high and low, introducing economies everywhere, 
cutting down salaries, as was shown by my friend from Kentucky [Mr. 
BECK] is being done on the legislative bill, a million dollars below 
General Arthur’s administration. 

Mr. ALLISON. Does my friend say that there has been any cutting 
down of salaries? Thereduction suggested by the Senator from Ken- 
tucky yesterday resulted simply from the dropping of one hundred and 
fifty pension clerks, who were carried during the last year of President 
Arthur's administration and who were not needed during the following 


year. 
Mr. GORMAN. We have reduced the amount of the expenditures. 
I know there has been an adjustment of clerks, a clerk dropped off 
here and there, but with the force now in the Pension Office we have 
been able to grant more pensions than were ever granted before in the 
history of the world. There is a third more work being accomplished 
in the Pension Office under the earnest and skillful management ‘of 
General Black than in any like preceding period, and the work of every 
auditor’s office in the Treasury Department is up to date under the 
—— Administration, which was never done heretofore, and yet we 
ave had a reduction of expenditures that amounts to a million dol- 
lars. With all of that, and all the things we have accomplished, and 
notwithstanding there is $95,000,000 of increase that my friend from 
Towa harps upon, we have conducted the Government at the rate of 


$4.32 per capita, or 30 cents less than the party of my friend from the 


State of Iowa has done. It seems to me that this isa result of which 
every party man may be proud and at which every American ought to 
rejoice. So much for the figures. x 


Payments 
Estimated | per capita 
population. of 
population. 


Net ordinary 


Period. expenditures. 


Arthur's administration : 
1883 . 


Total expenditures....... sess» a 
Average per capita expendi- 
ture per ANNUM........c....ceceeee supeos gescen secces sovecs esgnonatevsouby esese 
Cleveland’s administration : 
1887 .. 

888 


-| 267, 932, 


yt. eee eee eee 267, 924, 801.13 4. 
Total expenditures „..... s.-s- sss... 778, 340, 119, 60 12.96 
Average per capita expendi- 

ture per annum „s sss 4.32 


Nore.—The population as stated in the above is from estimates prepared by 
the late Professor E. B. Elliott, of the Treasury Department, except for the 
year = which is computed on the same ratio of increase as is shown for 1887 
over le 

Now, sir, we come to the matter of appropriations for public build- 
ings, and I again repeat that I regret exceedingly —— 

Mr. BLAIR. Will the Senator allow me to ask him a question? 

Mr. GORMAN. Certainly. 

Mr. BLAIR. Does the Senator understand that the American 
ple are to be governed at so much a head? Does he think that is any 
fair test of the relative expenditure under different administrations? 
We hire a school-teacher and pay him $50 a month whether he has 
twenty-five pupils or thirty or fifty. 

Mr. GORMAN. No, Mr. President; but the expenses of this Gov- 
ernment increase as the population increases. You can not make ap- 
propriations for rivers and harbors and the ordinary affairs of the Goy- 
ernment the same for 10,000,000 people that you can for 60,000,000. 
The ex increase in the ratio that the population increases, and 
it is the only fair way to state this case; to compare a Democratic ad- 
ministration that so ably manages the affairs of 62,000,000 of people in 
pointof economy with one when there was but 10,000,000 people would 
be a most unfair statement, and therefore I think the last table I have 
read is the exact statement to be made. 

Now, Mr. President, as to the appropriations for public buildings 
and the allusion that an excessive amount was appropriated for the 
Southern States or the Democratic States. I hold in my hand a re- 
port made at the first session of the Forty-ninth Congress, being Senate 
Report No. 89, made by the chairman of the Committee on Public Build- 
ings and Grounds, from which I have taken the figures and brought 
them together. I find that that report is a statement of the appropria- 
tions for public buildings made from March 4, 1789, to March 4, 1885, 
inclusive. During that whole period, taking the Southern States, 
eliminating Kentucky and Missouri, but taking all the remainder of 
the Southern States, twelve in number, the whole amount from 1789 
to 1885 for that entire section of the country was $16,329,328,46—I 
will publish this statement, giving the appropriations for each State— 
whereas the appropriations for Connecticut, Maine, New Hampshire, 
Massachusetts, Rhode Island, and Vermont, the New England States, 
six of them as against twelve Southern States, amounted to $13,053,- 
718.73, and for the five Middle States, including Delaware and Mary- 
land, $29,663,231, making, if you add Kentucky and Missouri to the 
Southern States, for all the fourteen Southern States $25,306,689.99, 
Take the six New England States, $13,053,718.73, and the five Middle 
States, $29,663,231; the ten Western States, $22,882,695.89; the three 
Pacific States, $2,964,184.81; and for the Territories, $621,493.90, mak- 
ing the aggregate amount from the foundation of the Government up 
to 1885 $94, 492,014.32. 

If you deduct the fourteen Sonthe:n States—and it is not fair to in- 
clude Missouri and Kentucky, for I understand that one building 
alone, during the time when the Democrats were not responsible for 
appropriations, in Missouri, in the city of St. Louis, cost $6,000,000—bufé 
including them and counting all of these Southern States out of the 
$94,492, 014.32, the Southern States have only received $25,306,689. 99, 
me the Northern and Western States $69,185,324.33. Here are the 

gures: 

APPROPRIATIONS FOR PUBLIC BUILDINGS FROM MARCH 4,1789, TO MARCH 4, 1835. 
New England States: 


Total New England States............sssesserssseee 
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Middle States: 

Delaware... $103, 500.00 
Maryland... 2, 888, 429. 06 
New York......... 16, 404, 120.51 
New Jersey.... 712,719.31 
~ Pennsylvania .........22+ 005 0 9, 554, 462.12 
. 29,663, 231.00 
248, 000.00 
8,154, 950. 59 
1, 240, 100. 4 
1, 072, 457. 97 
550, 000. 00 
1, 348, 392. 07 
851, 817. 38 
704, 336. 00 
8,010, 754. 37 
‘701, 887.27 
Total Western States........... sainak etp riasan n i Sn 22, 882, 695. 89 
Pacific States: ——————— 
2, 239, 555. 91 
vi 100, 000. 00 
Oregon ......-00000++ 624, 628. 90 
2, 964, 184. 81 
18, 000. 00 
30, 000. 00 
71,740.15 
48, 795.00 
150, 000. 00 
65, 000. 00 
Washington 127, 545.75 
Wyoming sse. 110, 413.00 
Total Terrltortes .cccconcsecsosecesoenses veces vcccssorconceseany seers senses 621, 493. 90 
Southern States: a kere 
Alabama.......0rsserceeeee: 667, 310.00 
310, 250. 00 
, 425. 00 
579, 656.00 

1, 

5, 

T, 


Jyp 


galseaace 3| gesuuseseg 
ge|peauea g|seeceueues 


santa eenensseeeeeenceereneesnenes 


Virginia... à 
West Virginia.....s..esssesseisecocsessosos: 


SBISZSSUS Bl SBSSRe8aa8 


Total Southern States.........rccccoce-cosccocserescseessseseersesseesee Z5, 
RECAPITULATION, 
Fourteen Southern States, including Kentucky and Missouri......... 25, 
Six Now England States..............ssssccssserereneseres see Seveckiscbbaseemebesten. = aay 
Five Middle States, including Delaware and Maryland... =. 29, 
‘Ten Western States. sag tatesabhnossuseetiaseseunsdcacceguaverremhocesssourooaiee 22, 
Three Pacific States. sogin 2, 
Eight Territories.........0s000 settee 
Less fourteen Southern States ...........-s00+ 25, 
69, 185, 324. 33 
idle States............ cpesmdea nacabareeos sehberen Weenteabusassinw secosssees wee 29,663, 231.00 
Toin: WW enterts States -cosrecresespeoqcesecensccscwssesseneccoee toomsa pecwessntoes: s. - 
a AEA ANA set catansbouenbessesauamdisesscnessepcaceminseserenesce. h TOD, 985. OD 


t Mr. President, since this Administration came in—for the statement 
I have read runs down only to 1885—I hold in my hand a table show- 
ing the amountof appropriations, which I will have published, by States, 
but I will not detain the Senate by reading it. Thesum of it is 
that the fourteen Southern States which I have named, including Ken- 
tucky and Missouri, have received during this Administration by ap- 
propriations $2,747,000, while the Western, the Middle, and the East- 
ern States have had $4,043,148. 


New publie buildings authorized since March 4, 1885, to be erected under 
tke control of the office of the Supervising Architect, Treasury Department, 
arranged alphabetically by States, August 29, 1888. 


Los Angeles... .cscesssssscesevnesee: 
San Francisco, site 


Total... rccccccercnsserereeeeneeneee| 500, 000 
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New publie buildings authorized since March 4, 1885, ete.—Continued. 


Connecticut........ 


Fgb. 4,1887 


S. | July 29,1886 
June 7, 1883 


Georgia .............. S. | Feb. 24,1887 | Augusta..........c..00+. 
June 6,1888 | Atlanta, extension 120, 000 
June 30, 1886 | Savannah.............. 200, 000 
470, 000 
’ ÅS 
Tlinois...........«.| W. | Mar. 3,1887 


Mar. 3,1887 


May 14, 1883 


MOWER IIIENA Aug. 8,1888 | OLUMWA 0. cece sasesosesssssssseses| 40, 000 
Kentueky..........) S. | Feb. 16,1887 | Owensborough ............ osessessyosesse! 
Louisiana........... ODLOG 2c. cowpeas qnoovemsceseses segannseense 
New Orleans, repairs, minb........ 
OpelOusas......cossccoceroscersssesssosees 24) 
Massachusetts... 


Maine ............00:. 


E. | May 17,1896 
Jan. 17,1887 


W. | June 19,1388 
Aug. 21,1888 


Minnesota.......... Ww. May 14, 1888 
Mississippi......... S. | June 6,1888 
Missouri............. 
New Jersey......... 
Patro se cascce cacsssacbspabeceessousns 
TORR AOE a eseo: 
New Mexico....... oe | Woe ey i iE RIN 
New York..........! D OENE 
Baie BibS OMT Y.......c0c0e recccoeseese 
North Carolina... 
SIRE. Aa S A T E 
Portsmouth (without Pr 
dent’s approval).........0«+« 
Total .....ersercccorseeesoreceeses tesao 
Pennsylvania... TANCARET 60.00 ccces seceaereones socssorsevescesl 
Reading, extends limit............0. 
eoeene 200, 000 
South Carolina... 100, 000 
100, 000 
200, 000 
TETAS 2... aber qeeest 50, 000 
150,000 
75, 000 
50, 000 
200, 000 
100, 000 
West Virginia... 
Wisconsin........... 


SUMMARY. 


7 

3 
RABE SANDE 
8|883288328338 


Texas 
West Virginia.................. 
Total Southern States... ..-...sceics sees sessa vevces socvescccccsererememmescece Sy d: 
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a few moments that I may ask the Senate to take a vote on the con- 
ference report which is under consideration. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from Mississippi 
yield the floor for that purpose? 

Mr. GEORGE. Yes, sir. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on concurring in the 
report of the committee of conference on the bill (H. R. 10540) making 
appropriations for sundry civil expenses of the Government for the fis- 
cal year ending June 30, 1889, and for other purposes. 

The report was concurred in. 

Mr. ALLISON. Inow move that the Senate still further insist upon 
the remaining amendments, and request a further conference thereon. 

The-PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Iowa moves that 
the Senate still further insist upon its amendments not disposed of by 
the conference report, and request a further conference with the House 
of Representatives. 

Mr. VANCE. I ask if it would be in order to object to one amend- 
ment. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It is in order to recede from any 


ooo | @Mendment made by the Senate. A motion to do so would take prec- 


edence. 

Mr. VANCE. I move that the Senate recede from its amendment 
numbered 222. ; 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment will be reported by 
the z 
The SECRETARY. Amendment numbered 222, page 76, line 7: Strike 
out all after the word ‘‘been’’ down to and including the word “and” 
in line 12, as follows: _ 

Commenced upon a sworn complaint setting forth the facts constituting the 
offense and alleging them to be within the personal knowl of the affiant, 
or upon sworn complaint by a collector or deputy collector of internal revenue 
or revenue agent, setting forth the facts upon ion and belief and. 


The PRESIDENT pro The House of Representatives hay- 


ere ing disagreed to this amendment, the Senator from North Carolina 


Total Western, Middle, and Eastern States..........coccesmersreseceenee 4,043, 148 


I submit to my friend from Iowa, as the figures show, and they can 
not be controverted, that from the very beginning of the Government 
to 1885 the per cent. taken upon population or territory shows a great 
excess of appropriations to the Northern States in all these appropria- 
tions. Since this Administration came into power the Northern and 
Western States, by appropriations of Congress and by the approval of 
the President of the United States, have received nearly $5,000,000 as 
against $2,500,000 in round numbers received by the fourteen Southern 
States; and when he takes into consideration that for four years that 
last-named portion of the country was devastated and business went 
down, and there was suffering and oppression such as no other people 
were ever subjected to upon the face of the earth, and when he remem- 
bers that within the past four years and since the election of a Demo- 
cratie President .this sectional feeling has been to a large extent wiped 
outand becomea thing of the past; that Northern men, capitalists from 
all sections of the country, have been flowing into the Southern States 
and developing the mines of Alabama, of Georgia, and of North Car- 
olina and Virginia, and have gone into the Everglades of Florida and 
made garden spots of places that were marshes but'a few years since; 
that this p: ity extends from here to the utmost confines of the 
Republie south of us, and an era of good feeling under a Democratic 
administration prevails, and it is only remarkable, controlling, as the 
Democratie party does, the executive branch and the other House, 
that they have been so moderate; and I think it ill becomes the Sena- 
tor from Iowa and m who represent in part great communities 
not seriously disturbed by the affairs of twenty years ago, whose peo- 
ple are prosperous and have always been so, who have been treated 
generously by this Government from the beginning—indeed, his State 
has received as generous treatment as any State in the Union, whether 
under Democratic or under Republican rule—to now take advantage of 
what he and his Republican colleagues and those of us on this side as 
Democrats have done to advance the interests of this country, and it is 
a degree of partisanship which I trust my friend from Iowa will regret 
and never repeat. 

Mr. President, there is a serious prospect presented by the figures of 
the Senator from Iowa. It is that the estimated revenues for the 
current year are $440,563,734.32. The current and annual appropria- 
tions will probably be $424,000,000, leaving an estimated surplus of 
$16,563,734.32. Four hundred and twenty-four millions to run the 
Government! 

There is but one way to reduce these enormous appropriations. There 
is but one safe road to greater economy, and that is to reduce taxation. 
Stop the unnecessary flow of the people’s money intothe Treasury. An 
overflowing induces extravagance. It invites schemes for 
public plunder. I trust before we adjourn the one certain remedy, a 
reduction of taxation, will be consummated. 

[Mr. GEORGE addressed the Senate. His speech complete will be 
found in the proceedings of the succeeding day. ] 

Having spoken for some time—— 

Mr. ALLISON. I ask the Senatorfrom Mississippi to yield to me for 


[Mr. VANCE] moves that the Senate recede from the sathe. 

Mr. ALLISON. I hope the Senator from North Carolina will not 
press that motion at this time. 

Mr. VANCE. I do not know what other time may be offered 
in which I might press it if I desired the amendment to be non-con- 
curred in. Itseems to me, Mr, President, that ‘‘now is the accepted 
time’’ [laughter], and if the Senator from Iowa [Mr. ALLISON] will 
not harden his heart, I think I can show a reason very briefly why the 
Senate should recede from that amendment. 

In the country from which I come there are a very large number of 
small distilleries, the whole output of which put together would not 

make as much spirits as that of one large distillery in the 
country of the chairman of the Appropriations Committee. Thereisa 
degree of annoyance perpetrated under the internal-revenue system by 
the methods of enforcing that law which, however much we might be 
inclined to stand if it were required of us as good citizens, we should 
yet like to have removed, if we may, by asking the Senate to recede 
from this amendment. In addition to the authority which is given to 
the regular collectors of internal revenue and their deputies and to the 
special agents of the Treasury Department, thelaw as at present con- 
stituted permits any officious or greedy outsider or informer to swear 
out warrants ‘‘on information and belief’? to prosecute his neighbor. 
It is very often done for the sake of the fees alone. Hundreds of the 
most frivolous cases of prosecution upon the most insufficient grounds 
are thus inflicted upon the people of my country and, I doubt not, of 
other countries in the same way. 

Now, the proposition is to deprive the greedy informers of the right 
to swear out warrants and to commence prosecutions at their discretion 
for the sake of the fees or for the sake of avenging any private com- 
plaint they may have against their neighbors. In all ages and in all 
countries, I believe, an informer has been held in disrepute and con- 
demnation as the meanest of all characters, and it does not become a 
free government to offer any inducement to this class of persons. ‘There 
is nothing more repugnant to the spirit of Anglo-Saxon liberty than 
the employment and encouragement of informers. There is nothing 
more undemocratic, there is certainly nothing more un-American, than 
the employment of the basest class of any community to aid in the 
execution of its laws. f 

It is a remnant of the methods of despotism left over in the ostensi- 
ble service of freedom, and it is an acknowledgment that the brutal 
and unscrupulous methods of tyranny may be justified in the service 
of free government. Such things, sir, are uncomplimentary alike to 
the Government and to the people by whom they are employed. It 
is bad enough in all conscience to give the known and recognized and 
bonded officers of the law the authority to institute these prosecutions 
on information and belief merely, but to allow every class of greedy 
sneaks in the land, who desire to persecute their neighbor or to make 
the miserable fees that attend the prosecutions in the Federal courts— 
to allow them to institute prosecutions upon théirinformation and be- 
lief is, it seems to me, a direct blow to everything that we hold repu- 
table and free in our Government. 

| Mr. COCKRELL. Will the Senator from North Carolina permit me 
to ask him a question? 
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Mr. VANCE. Certainly. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Are those laws in his State enforced by the Dem- 
ocrats of his own State in the manner that he is now indicating ? 

Mr. VANCE. No, sir; I am speaking of outsiders. I am speaking 
of persons who are permitted under the present law to volunteer infor- 
mation and make affidavits for the sake of the fees. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Do they flock into North Carolina in such num- 
bers as to cause any serious disturbance to the honest, law-abiding 
citizens of that State? Do they arrest any persons who are not guilty 
of crime? S 

Mr. VANCE. Hundreds of them. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Do they arrest persons not guilty of violations 
of the internal-revenue laws. 

Mr. VANCE. Hundreds of them, sir, hundreds of them. If the 
Senator will analyze the present law as it stands on the statute-book 
he will find that anybody has the power, on information and belief, to 
have anybody else arrested. 

Mr. COCKRELL. And they are taken before a United States com- 
missioner, 

Mr. VANCE. Yes, and then if the prosecution is dismissed as false 
or frivolous the witness’ fees, ete., are pocketed by these informers, 
whilst a great loss is inflicted on their victims. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Whoaretheseinformers? Are they not residents 
of North Carolina? 

Mr. VANCE. Certainly, they are our own people, sir. 

Mr. COCKRELL, Informing on each other? j 

Mr. VANCE. Informing on each other, as a matter of course. No- 
body else could do it—nobody but those that live there could pretend to 
any knowledge of the matter. I should like the Senator from Missouri 
or any other Senator to inform me why this extraordinary power or 
privilege should be given to any malignantly disposed person in any 
community to take out a warrant in the name of the United States, 
and have any person brought before a United States commissioner on 
a pretense of crime, whether it was well-founded or ill-founded, for 
the sake of the fee, and thatis just what is done to my personal knowl- 
edge frequently in the State where I live, and I have no doubt it is 
practiced in all the States where there are any small distilleries or any 
temptation to such a practice. 

I think the original text of the bill as it came from the House, con- 
fining this power to the resident and bonded officers of the Govern- 
ment who may, and whose duty it is to, take out warrants upon infor- 
mation and belief, is proper; but if any outside person sees proper to 
begin a prosecution against any one of his neighbors, he should be re- 
quired to swear his warrant out upon his own personal knowledge and 
not upon information and belief. That is the whole of the proposi- 
tion. It seems to me thatit is a reasonable one, and I hope the Senate 
will recede from its amendment. 

Mr. ALLISON. Just one word with respect to this amendment. 
The provision in the House bill enlarges very much the existing law as 
respects exemption from prosecution in regard to the little distillery 
cases so numerous in the State of North Carolina. The Committee on 
Appropriations struck ont a portion of that clause, but I think left 
enough of it to protect the Senator’s friends from any unjust prosecu- 
tions. I will just read the clause as amended to show how the law 
will stand if the Senate amendment is agreed to. 

And no part of any sts He agar by this act shall be used to pay any 
fees to United States commissioners, marshals, or clerks for any warrant issued 
or arrest made, or other fees in prosecutions under the internal-revenue laws, 
unless the prosecution has been approved, cither before or after such arrest, by 
the attorney of the United States in the district where the offense is alleged to 
have been committed, ete. 

Now surely, Mr. President, that ought to be protection enough to 
any honest man, beeause a man who is fit to be district attorney in 
North Carolina, or in any of the Southern States, certainly will not 
allow the fees unless he has just ground for prosecution, The Senate 
Committee on Appropriations, in looking over this matter with great 
care, believed that they had gone as far as it was wise to go on this 
matter. £o I hope the suggestion of the Senator from North Carolina 
will not be a to. 

I will say to that Senator, further, that there are two bills pending, 
which if either one of them should pass would greatly relieve his con- 
stituents. One dof them is a bill pending in the Committee on the Ju- 
diciary which gives practical relief, and the other is the Mills bill, of 
which we have heard so much, which absolutely relieves these people 
from every sort of restraint respecting little distillations in those small 
distilleries. So there are two measures pending which can be con- 
sidered hereafter if this should prove objectionable. 

Mr. VANCE. That is very true, Mr. President, those two bills are 
pending and they are very likely to ‘‘pend” [laughter], and while 
they are pending they are of no use to my constituents or anybody else. 

Mr. ALLISON. So it seems. 

Mr. VANCE. In reference to the statement that the bill as it is at 
present requires the district attorney to supervise the warrants of ar- 
rest, that is also true; and we have two very faithful and efficient offi- 
cers as district attorneys in the State of North Carolina, but I beg to 
call the Senator’s attention to the fact that there are two districts in 
North Carolina, the eastern and western districts, 


_ There are ninety-eight counties in the State. The western district, 
in which grain and fruit are raised, and in which most of the distilla- 
tion is done, is composed of sixty counties, it being hundreds of miles 
from one end of the district to the other, so that it is a physical impossi- 
bility for the district attorney to supervise the issuance of all the war- 
rants in his district. If he could do it, why that would be all the pro- 
tection our people would require against superfluous prosecutions, but 
it is a physical impossibility. When a warrant should be required to 
be issued in a county 90 miles or 100 miles distant from the home of 
the district attorney, the proposed prosecutor and the witnesses would 
have to make a journey of that distance to submit to the district attor- 
ney the facts in the case before he could give an intelligent opinion in 
regard toit. So that it makes it, owing to the vast extent of territory, 
a physical impossibility, as I have said. 

And now, Mr. President, it does seem to me a small matter that the 
zeal on behalf of informers of the Committee on Appropriations every 
time that any relief of this kind is proposed against the harshness of 
the law of which we complain in the South should go to such an ex- 
tent and be so diligent to defeat every mitigating measure. We only 
ask for a common right—that no citizen shall be taken up and exposed 
to costs, pains, and penalties, and to inconveniences of a criminal prose- 
cution, except upon sworn information and knowledge of the facts. 
‘That is all. 

Mr. ALLISON. It seems to me that the Senator from North Caro- 
lina has a remedy by securing good officers to administer the law in 
his State, and if they oppress good Christian people as he 
that they are now doing, I think a proper appeal to the President of 
the United States would perhaps cure that difficulty. It is very cer- 
tain that all this legislation has a tendency and effect to relax the col- 
lection of the tax on whisky, and the Committee on Appropriations 
have gone just as far on this provision as they could possibly go and 
secure the enforcement of the law. I hope the Senator’s motion will 
not be agreed to. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on the motion of 
the Senator from North Carolina [Mr. VANCE] that the Senate recede 
from its amendment numbered 222. 

A division being called for, there were—ayes 15, noes 13; not a 
quorum voting. 

Mr. ALLISON. Let us have the yeas and nays. 

oo and nays were ordered, and the Secretary proceeded to call 

e roll. 

Mr. CALL (when his name was called). I am paired with the Sen- 
ator from Colorado [Mr. BowEN]. If his colleague can tell me how he 
would vote I shall be obliged. 

Mr. TELLER. I doubt whether my colleague would care to be 
paired on this subject. I do not know how he would vote or anything 
aboutit. It is thought perhaps the Senator had better not vote. 

Mr. CALL. I vote ‘‘yea.’”’ 

Mr. PASCO (when Mr. FAULKNER’s name was called). I beg to 
give notice that the Senator from West Virginia [Mr. FAULKNER] is 
paired with the Senator from Purvayrritia Coes Quay]. 

Mr. HARRIS (when his name was called), I have a general pair 
with the Senator from Vermont [Mr. MORRILL],but being persuaded 
that if he were present he would vote *‘nay,” I record my vote that 


way. 

Mr. TELLER (when Mr. McPHERSON’s name was called). The 
Senator from New Jersey [Mr. MCPHERSON] is paid with the Senator 
from Nevada [Mr. JONES]. 

Mr. PASCO (when his name was called). 
Senator from Illinois [Mr. FARWELL]. 

Mr. VANCE (when Mr. RANsoM’s name was called). My colleague 
[Mr. Ransom] is paired with the Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. 
Dawes]. 

Mr. TELLER (when his name was called). I am paired with the 
Senator from Louisiana [Mr. GIBSON], but I transfer that pair to the 
Senator from Oregon [Mr. MITCHELL] and I vote ‘‘nay.” 

The roll-call was concluded. 

Mr. BLODGETT (after having voted in the affirmative). Since cast- 
ing my vote it occurs to me that I am paired with the Senator from New 
Hampshire [Mr. CHANDLER], and therefore I withdraw my vote. 

Mr. MANDERSON. Iam paired with the Senator from Kentucky 
(Mr. BLACKBURN]. If he were present, I should vote ‘‘nay.’’ 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The result—— 

Mr. MANDERSON, I call the attention of the Senator from Mis- 
sissippi [Mr. WALTHALL] to the fact that as no quorum has voted it 
may be well for us to transfer pairs. I will transfer the pair of the 
Senator from Kentucky [Mr. BLACKBURN] to the Senator from Wis- 
consin [Mr. SPOONER]. 

Mr. WALTHALL. Ihave already voted. Iam paired on political 
questions, but do not regard this as a political question. 

Mr. MANDERSON. I did not understand that the Senator had 
voted. Then I vote ‘‘nay.’’ ‘ 

Mr. BLODGETT. In order to make a quorum, if agreeable ‘to 
the Senator from New Hampshire [Mr. BLAIR], the colleague of 
the Senator with whom I am paired [Mr. CHANDLER], I will vote 

yea, 


I am paired with the 


1888. 


The result was announced—yeas 17, nays 22; as follows: 


mate YEAS—17. 
Coke, Payne, Walthall, 
Berry, George, Pugh, ‘Wilson of Md. 
Blodgett, Gray, Reagan, 
Brown, ampton, Saulsbury, 
Call, Jones of Arkansas, Vance, 
NAYS—22, 
Aldrich, Dolph, Ingalls, © Stew: 
Allison, e, Npe peA Stockbridge, 
Blair, Gorman, Palmer, ller, 
Chace, Hale, Platt, Wilson of Iowa. 
Cockrell, Harris, Sawyer, 
Cullom, Hawley, Sherman, 
ABSENT—37. 
Beck Edmund: Kenn Riddleberger, 
Blackburn,’ Custis, r McPherson, Sabin, 4 
Bowen, Evarts, Mitchell, Spooner, 
Butler, Farwell,# Morgan, Stanford, 
Cameron, Faulkner, Morrill, Turpie, 
Chandier, Gibson, Paddock, Vest, 
Colquitt, Hearst, Pasco, Voorhees, 
Daniel, iscock, Plumb, 
Davis, Hoar, Quay, 
Dawes, Jones of Nevada, Ransom, 


So the motion to recede was not agreed to. 
. The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question recurs on the motion of 

the Senator from Iowa [Mr. ALLISON ] which, as the Chair understands, 
includes the asking of a further conference. 

Mr. ALLISON. Yes, sir. 

The motion was agreed to. 

By unanimous consent, the President pro tempore was authorized to 
appoint the conferees on the part of the Senate, and Mr. ALLISON, Mr. 
HALE, and Mr. Beck were appointed. 


HOUSE BILLS REFERRED, 


The following bills and joint resolution, received from the House of 
Representatives, were severally read twice by their titles, and referred 
to the Committee on Appropriations: 

A bill (H. R. 10896) making appropriations to supply deficiencies in 
the appropriations for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1888, and for prior 
years, and for other purposes; 

A bill (H. R. 9623) to provide for printing Government securities in 
the highest style of art; and 

Joint resolution (H. Res. 219) to continue the provisions of a joint 
resolution entitled ‘‘Joint resolution to provide temporarily for the 
expenditures of the Government,” 


FISHING RIGHTS OF TILE UNITED STATES. 


The Senate resumed the consideration of the motion of Mr. SHER-- 
MAN to refer to the Committee on Foreign Relations the message of the 
President of the United States of August 23, 1888, relative to the fish- 
ing rights of the United States. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
GEORGE] is entitled to the floor. 

Mr. CULLOM. If the Senator from Mississippi will allow me, as I 
desire to leave the Chamber for the remainder of the evening, I wish 
to say that I should like to be recognized when this subject comes up 
again, after the Senator from Mississippi has concluded his remarks. 

Mr. GEORGE. Mr, President, if the conference report for the pres- 
entation of which I yielded the floor for the time has been disposed 
of, I shall proceed now by unanimous consent of the Senate. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator is entitled to the floor 
on the motion to refer the message. 

Mr. GEORGE. I shall not detain the Senate more than a few mo- 
ments now, and, if agreeable, I should prefer finishing what I have to 
say, which will not be very long, in the morning. I desire to call the 
attention of the Senate to one or two things before I take my seat this 
evening. 

Mr. GEORGE proceeded with his speech begun this morning. After 
speaking some time he said: 

Now, Mr. President, I have heen interrupted for some time, and with 
the consent of the Senate I will close my remarks for to-day here and 
give notice that to-morrow morning I will ask the indulgence of the 
Senate to finish them, and shall occupy but a short time. 

[Mr. GEoRGE’s speech will be found complete in the succeeding 
day’s proceedings. ] 

WAGON-ROAD TO PIKE’S PEAK. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, resumes the consideration of the unfinished business, being the 
bill (S. 12) to provide for the formation and admission into the Union 
of the State of Washington, and for other pu 

Mr. TELLER. I ask unanimous consent that that order may be in- 
formally laid aside and that I may have general consent to call up Sen- 
ate bill 3482, being Order of Business No. 2175. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Colorado asks 
unanimous consent that the unfinished business may be informally laid 
aside and that the Senate take up the consideration of the bill the title 
of which will be stated. 


The Senator from Mississippi [Mr. 
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The CHIEF CLERK. Order of Business 2175, being the bill (S. 3482) 
to enable parties to construct, maintain, and operate a wagon-road to 
the top of Pike’s Peak, in the State of Colorado. 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, 
proceeded to consider the bill. Itp. that any corporation or as- 
sociation duly authorized by the laws of Colorado may construct, main- 
tain, and operate a wagon-road into or across the Pike’s Peak military ~ 
reservation, Colorado, but the Government of the United States shall 
have the right to use the road free from toll or tax. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
be ed for a third reading, read the third time, and ` 
Mr. HAWLEY. I move to correct the title of the bill so as to read, 
“A bill to authorize the construction and operation of a wagon-road 
across the Pike’s Peak reservation, in the State of Colorado.” 

The amendment to the title was agreed to. 


BAPTIST FEMALE COLLEGE, LEXINGTON, MO. 


Mr. COCKRELL. I move that the Senate proceed to the considera- 
tion of Order of Business 2156, being the bill (H. R. 2601) for the relief 
of the Baptist Female College, of Lexington, Mo. 

The motion was agreed to, and the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill. It provides for the payment to 
the Baptist Female College, of Lexington, Mo., of $3,167.67, compen- 
sation for rent of the college building while used by the United States 
Army for four years from 1861. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

TACOMA PUBLIC PARK. 

Mr. DOLPH. I ask unanimous consent to call up Order of Busi- 
ness 2174, being the bill (S. 3475) granting the use of certain lands in 
Pierce County, Washington Territory, to the city of Tacoma, for the 
purposes of a public park. 

By unanimous consent the Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, 
proceeded to consider the bill. 

The bill was reported to the Senate, ordered to be engrossed for a 
third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

STEAMER SAGINAW. : 


Mr. GRAY. I moye to take from the Calendar Senate bill No. 3364, 
Calendar number 2023. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The title of the bill will be reported 
by the Clerk. 

The CHIEF CLERK. A bill (S. 3364) to provide for an American reg- 
ister for the steamer Saginaw, of New York. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill. It directs the Commissioner of 
Navigation to cause the foreign-built steamer Benison, owned at New 
York, by W. P. Clyde, an American citizen, and rebuilt by him in the 
United States, to be registered as a vessel of the United States under 
the name of Saginaw, and directs the Secretary of the Treasury to au- 
thorize and direct the inspection of the vessel and cause to be granted 
the proper and usual certificate issued to steam-vessels of the merchant 
marine, without reference to the fact that the steam-boiler, ete., were 
not constructed pursuant to the laws of the United States. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

JOHN D. ADAMS. 

Mr. JONES, of Arkansas. I ask unanimous consent to call up Or- 
der of Business No. 1944, being the bill (S. 320) for the relief of John 
D. Adams. 

By unanimous consent the Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, 
proceeded to consider the bill. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Claims with amend- 
ments, in line 3, after the word *‘thousand ” to strike out ‘“‘six” and 
insert ‘“‘seven;” and after the word ‘‘and”’ to strike out ‘‘twenty- 
seven’? and insert “‘five;’’ in line 4, after the word ‘‘and,”’ to strike 
out ‘‘eighty-five ” and insert ‘‘ thirty-six;’’ andin line 9, after ‘‘1861,’? 
to strike out— 


It bing the sum found due him under contract, as per statement of the 
Sixth Auditor of the Post-Office Department, dated February 18, A. D. 1880— 


So as to make the bill read: 


That the sum of $3,750.36 be, and the same is hereby, appropriated, out of any 
money in the Treasury not otherwise appropriated, to pay John D. Adams, a 
contractor for transporting the United States mails in the State of Arkansas 
prior and up to the Ist day of June, A. D. 1861. 


The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ments were concurred in. 

Mr. FRYE. I desire to ask a question in reference to this bill be- 
fore it is passed. Does the bill come from the Committee on Claims? 

Mr. JONES, of Arkansas. Yes. . 

Mr. FRYE. Is it unanimously reported? 

Mr. JONES, of Arkansas. Yes. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the 
third time, and passed. 

PENSIONS TO ARMY NURSES. 
Mr. BLAIR. I would like to ask the Senator from Missouri [Mr. 
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CocKRELL] if it would be inconvenient for him to proceed now to 
the conaideration of the bill for the relief of women enrolled as army 
nurses? 

Mr. COCKRELL. Iwill say to the Senator from New Hampshire 
that I made inquiriesof the Department in order to get some facts which 
I considered in the consideration of that bill, in regard to the 
_ number and the localities of those persons, and the War Department 
sent me a telegram the other day in reply to my letter, in which they 
say that the Surgeon-General’s Office is making out alist and will fur- 
nish it at the very earliest day possible. I have not received that yet, 
and I hope therefore the Senator will not press the bill. 

Mr. B I will say to the Senator and to the War Department, 
upon which I called some four months ago when this matter came up, 
that there seems to be a dexterity of delay which is quite formidable 
certainly to the army nurses. Lifeis short, time is passing away, and 
these nurses are growing old. I hope the Department will be able to 
comply with the Senator’s request very soon. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I hope so, too. 

Mr. BLAIR. Otherwise the Senator, I hope, will join with me in 
having the bill taken up without the communication from the War De- 


partment. 
REVENUE-CUTTER FOR NEW BERNE, 


Bg FRYE. I ask unanimous consent to call up Order of Business 

The PRESIDENT protempore. The Senator from Maine asks unani- 
mous consent that the Senate proceed to the consideration of Order of 
Business 1946, being the bill (H. R. 5670) for the construction of a 
ld onesies for New Berne, N. C., to replace the revenue-cutter 

tevens. 
No objection being made, the Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, 
ceded to consider the bill. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 

a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 
FIRE-ALARM AND TELEPHONE SERVICE. 


Mr. VANCE submitted the following resolution; which was consid- 
ered by unanimous consent, and agreed to: 

Resolved, That the commissioners of the District of Columbia be directed to 
transmit to the Senate for its information the recent annualreport of Henry R. 
Miles, superintendent of the fire-alarm and telephone service, forthe year 1583, 
and thatthe same be referred to the Committee on the District of Columbia and 
be printed. 

EXECUTIVE SESSION. 

Mr. COKE. I move that the Senate proceed to the consideration of 
executive business. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate proceeded to the consider- 
ation of executive business. After five minutes spent in executive ses- 
sion the doors were reopened, and (at 4 o’clock and 45 minutes p. m.) 
the Senate adjourned until to-morrow, Thursday, August 30, 1888, at 
12 o'clock m. . 


NOMINATIONS. 
Executive nominations received by the Senate August 29, 1888. 
UNITED STATES CONSULS. ; 
William Gaston Allen, of South Carolina, now consul at Piedras Ne- 
, to be consul of the United States at Kingston, Jamaica, vice J. 
ay Brigham, deceased. 

Vicente M. Baca, of New Mexico, to be consul of the United States 
at Piedras Negras, vice William Gaston Allen, nominated as consul at 
Kingston, Jamaica. 

J. G. Cisco, of Jackson, Tenn., to be consul of the United States at 
Nuevo Laredo, to fill a vacancy. 

PROMOTIONS IN THE ARMY, 
Fifth Regiment of Cavalry. 

First Lieut. George B. Davis, to be captain, August 21, 1888, rice 
Rockwell, deceased. 

Second Lieut. William E. Almy, to be first lieutenant, August 21, 
1888, vice Davis, promoted. 

4 Ninth Regiment of Infantry. 

Lieut, Col. Alfred L. Hough, of the Sixteenth Infantry, tobecolonel, 
August 21, 1888, vice Mason, retired from active service. 

Tenth Regiment of Infantry. : 

First Lieut. Clayton S. Burbank, to be captain, August 21, 1889, 
vice Hampson, promoted to the Twelfth Infantry. 

Second Lieut. Isaac W. Littel, to be first lieutenant, August 21, 
1888, vice Burbank, promoted. 

- Twelfth Regiment of Infantry. 

Capt. Jesse A. P. Hampson, of the Tenth Infantry, to be major, 

August 21, 1888, vice Penrose, promoted to the Sixteenth Infantry. 
Sixteenth Regiment of Infantry. 

Maj. William H. Penrose, of the Twelfth Infantry, to be lieuten- 

nas eget August 21, 1888, vice Hough, promoted to the Ninth Tn- 
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Tenth Regiment of Infaniry. 
Additional Second Lieut. Alexander W. Perry, of the First Infantry, 
to be second lieutenant, August 21, 1888, vice Littel, promoted. 


Fifth Regiment of Cavalry. 
Additional Second Lieut, Andrew G. C. Quay, of the Eighth Cay- 
alry, to be second lieutenant, August 21, 1888, vice Almy, promoted. 


Corps of Engineers. 

Additional Second Lieut. William V. Judson, to be second lienten- 

ant, July 23, 1888, vice Newcomer, promoted. 
Tenth Regiment of Infantry. 

Additional Second Lieut. William T. Littebrant, of the Nineteenth 
Infantry, to be second lieutenant, August 23, 1888, vice Shollenberger, 
promoted. 

Corps of Engineers. 

Capt. Daniel W. Lockwood, to be major, July 23, 1888, vice King, 
promoted. 

First Lieut. Thomas L. Casey, jr., to be captain, July 23, 1888, vice 
Lockwood, promoted. 

Second Lieut. Henry C. Newcomer, to be first lieutenant, July 23, 
1888, vice Casey, promoted. ` 


Tenth Regiment of Infantry. 
Second Lieut. John H. Shollenberger, to be first lieutenant, August 
23, 1888, vice Cranston, deceased. 


CONFIRMATIONS. 
Executive nominations confirmed by ihe Senate August 29, 1888. 
POSTMASTER. 


Robert A. A. Pilcher, to be postmaster at Olathe, in the county of 
Johnson and State of Kansas. 


UNITED STATES CONSULS, 


Charles de Blane, to be consul of the United States at Puerto Cabello. 

Ernest W. Smith, of Massachusetts, to be consul of the United States 
at Mozambique. 

J. Russell Parsons, of New York, to be consul of the United States 
at Aix-la-Chapelle. 

L. Austin Spalding, of New York, now consul at Aix-la-Chapelle, 
to be consul of the United States at Brunswick. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
WEDNESDAY, August 29, 1888. 


The House met at 12 o’clock m. Prayer by Rev. J. H. CUTHBERT, 
D. D. 
The Journal of yesterday’s proceedings was read and approved. 


LEAVE OF ABSENCE, 


By unanimous consent, leave of absence was granted as follows: 

To Mr. FrrcH, on account of illness in his family. 

To Mr. MCKINLEY, indefinitely, on account of serious illness of his 
wife. 

To Mr. DARGAN, for six days. 

Mr. HOOKER. I ask leave of absence from Monday next for my 
colleague, Mr. STOCKDALE, who is called home on important business. 

There was no objection. 

ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. ; 

Mr. KILGORE, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, reported that 
they had examined and found duly enrolled bills of the following 
titles; when the Speaker signed the same: 

A bill (H. R. 165) for the relief of H. C. Markham; 

A bill (H. R. 1761) for the relief of the First National Bank of Port- 
land, Oregon, for money advanced the Iron Works, the con- 
tractor in building the United States revenue-cutter Thomas Corwin; 

A bill (H. R. 3902) for the relief of Sophia B. Moore; 

A bill (H. R. 6371) granting a to Jesse M. Stillwell; 

A bill (H. R. 7013) to place the name of Delia Newman on the pen- 
sion-roll; 

A bill (H. R. 8087) for the relief of Thomas Strodder; 

A bill (S. 1880) declaring that certain water-reserve lands in the 
State of Wisconsin are and have been subject to the provisions of the 
act of Congress entitled ‘‘ An act granting to railroads the right of way 
through the public lands of the United States,” approved March 3, 
1875; 

A bill (S. 3474) amendatory of an act authorizing the construction of 
a bridge over the Mississippi River at St. Louis, Mo., approved Febru- 


ary 3, 1887; 
A bill (S. 3304) to prohibit the coming of Chinese laborers to the 


United States; 
A bill (S. 3226) granting the Leavenworth Rapid Transit Railway 
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Company the right to construct and operate its railroad through a por- The Clerk read as follows: 


tion of the military reservation at Fort Leavenworth, Kans. ; 
A bill (S. 899) for the relief of Mary M. Briggs; 

bill (8. 3166) granting a pension to William F. Pike; 

bill (S. ion granting a pension to Jackson Chapman; , 

bill i 1070) granting a pension to Mary R. Armstrong; 

bill (S. 3076) granting a pension to Mary M. Shattuck; 

bill (S. 2899) granting a pension to Harriet Welch; 

EXTENSION OF APPROPRIATIONS. 


Mr. FORNEY. Iask unanimous consent to offer a joint resolution 
to provide for the expenses of the Government. I will state that all 
the appropriation bills have passed except the sundry civil and Army 
appropriation bills, and it bemes necessary to extend the expenses 
under these bills until the 15th of September. A 

‘The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the resolution. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Joint resolution (H. Res. 219) to continne the provisions of a joint resolution 
entitled a “‘ Joint resolution to provide temporarily for the expenditures of the 
Government.” 

Resolved by the Senate and House of Representatives of the United sera Baer 
in Congress That the provisions of a joint resolution enti! a “Joint 
resolution to continue the provisions of a joint resolution aj June 30, 
1888, entitled a * Joint resolution to provide temporarily for the expenditures of 
the acai’ Tale a pe July 31, 1888, be, and the same are hereby, ex- 
tended and coni ee n full force and effect to and including the 15th day of 
September, 1838. 


The SPEAKER. Is there objection? 
Mr. CHEADLE. I object. 


A 
A 
A 
A 
A 


Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa, and Mr. RYAN. Thope the gentleman’ 


will not object. 

Mr. CANNON. Iwas going tosay to my colleague on the committee 
that I think the gentleman from Indiana will not object when he un- 
derstands the object of this resolution. Unless this resolution pass it 
leaves the Army and Navy without provision for their pay. 

Mr. FORNEY. It does not leave the Navy without pay, but it does 
leave the Army; without this is passed we can not pay the soldiers nor 
those in the Soldiers’ Home. 

Mr. CANNON. Oh, yes, the Navy bill is passed, but there area great 
many sundry expenses in the sundry civil bill, which is not passed, 
that it is absolutely necessary there should be provision made for. I 
think that it is a pity we should be called upon to pass this resolution 
because these appropriation bills ought long ago to have been passed. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. I desire to say, as far as the Army bill is con- 
cerned, that I have very, strong hopes that it will be finally passed to- 
day, so that in respect to the Army bill I do not see any particular 
reason for it, but there are necessary expenses under the sundry civil 
bill for which it ought to be 

Mr. FORNEY (to Mr. TOWNSHEND). Your Army bill could not 
get to the President in time to make provision for the necessary ex- 
penditures under that bill. 

The SPEAKER. The regular order is demanded. The Chair will 
state, however, that if this is a report from the Committee on Appro- 
priations it is in orderand will go to the Committee of the Whole on the 
state of the Union and can be considered there. It is not in order for 
eerie consideration if there be objection, and the gentleman from 

diana objects. It will therefore go tothe Committee of the Whole on 
the state of the Union. ‘The regular order is the call of committees 
for reports. 

The committees were called, but no reports were presented. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


Mr. FORNEY. I move that the House now resolve itself into 
Committee of the Whole on the state of the Union for the purpose of 
considering general appropriation bills. 

Mr. WHEELER. Mr. Speaker, if that motion is carried, will the 
Committee on Expenditures in the Treasury Department have an hour 
to-morrow? 

The SPEAKER. If this motion is agreed to, and the committee 
rise, and no motion is’ made and agreed to thereafter to go into Com- 
mittee of the Wholefor the further consideration of appropriation bills 
or general revenue bills, the hour for the consideration of bills will be 
occupied to-day after the committee rises. 

Mr. O’NEILL, of Missouri. I desire to ask a question for informa- 
tion. After this resolution is disposed of, will it not be in orderto have 
the morning hour for the consideration of bills? 

The SPEAKER. The Chair has just stated that even if the motion 
be agreed to to go into Committee of the Whole, after the committee 
rises, unless some other motion is made having precedence over it under 
the rule, the consideration hour will be in order. 

The motion of Mr. FORNEY was agreed to. 

The House accordingly resolved itself into Committee of the Whole, 
Mr. BLOUNT in the chair. 

The CHAIRMAN. The House is now in Committee of the Whole 
for the purpose of considering general appropriation bills. 

Mr. FORNEY. I call up House joint resolution 219. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will report the joint resolution. 


Joint resolution (H. Res. 219) to continue the provisions of a joint resolution en- 
titled a “Joint resolution to provide temporarily for the expenditures of the 
Government.” 

Resolved by the Senate and House of Representatives, ete., That the provisions of 
a joint resolution entitled a “Joint resolution to continue the provisions of a 
joint resolution approved June 30, 1888, entitled a ‘Joint resolution to provide 
temporarily for the expenditures of the Government,’ ” ap roved July 31, 1888, 
be, and the same are hereby, extended and continued in force and effect to 
and including the 15th day of September, 1888, 

Mr. FORNEY. I move that the cummittee now rise and report the 
joint resolution to the House with the recommendation that it do pass. 

The question was taken on the motion of Mr. FoRNEY, and the Chair- 
man declared that the ayes seemed to have it. 

Mr. CHEADLE. I ask for a division. 

The committee divided; and there were—ayes 111, noes 3. 

Mr. CHEADLE. No quorum. 

The CHAIRMAN. The point of no quorum being made, the Chair 
will designate to act as tellers the gentleman from Alabama [ Mr. For- 
NEY] and the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. CHEADLE]. 

Mr. CHEADLE. Mr. Chairman, I do not wish to waste the valua- 
ble time of this House, but I raised the point of no quorum for this 
reason: This is the first time in the history of our Government when 
any Congress has ever been in session as Jong as this one has been and 
has failed to make the necessary appropriations to conduct the several 
departments of the Government. 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman withdraw the point of no 
quorum ? 

Mr. CHEADLE. I wish to make a statement. 

Mr. FORNEY. I hope the gentleman will be allowed to make his 
statement. 

Mr. CHEADLE. One hundred and thirty-eight members of this 
House have petitioned for the consideration of legislation which di- 
rectly affects the men who saved thisGovernment. Their petition has 
not even been considered. Ten days of valuable time was lately taken 
up in the consideration of claims which are almost a century old, claims 
which have been favorably recommended by forty-four reports from 
committees of Congress, and after that time had been consumed in the 
consideration of those claims they were ruled out upon a point of or- 
der. Isay, Mr. Chairman, to you, to this House, and to the country, 
that there is no justification for the present condition of the appropri- 
ation bills, and I want to emphasize that fact. Thereis no reason why 
those bills should not have been passed months ago. The second 
month of the new fiscal year is almost ended, and yet the regular ap- 
propriation bills are not disposed of. It was for the purpose of calling 
attention to these facts that I raised the point of ‘‘no quorum,” and I 
now withdraw it. : 

The motion of Mr. FORNEY that the committee rise and report the 
joint resolution favorably to the House was agreed to. 

The committee accordingly rose; and the Speaker having resumed 
the chair, Mr. BLOUNT, from the Committee of the Whole House on 
the state of the Union, reported that they had had under considera- 
tion the joint resolution (H. Res. 219) to continue the provisions of a 
joint resolution entitled ‘‘Joint resolution to provide temporarily for 
the expenses of the Government,” and had instructed him to report the 
same back to the House with the recommendation that it do pass. 

The joint resolution was ordered to be engrossed and read a third 
time; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and 


Mr. FORNEY moved to reconsider the vote by which the joint res- 
olution was passed; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be 
laid on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


PRINTING OF GOVERNMENT SECURITIES, 


The SPEAKER. The hour for the consideration of bills called up 
by committees begins at thirty minutes after 12 o’clock. The call 
rests with the Committee on Expenditures in the Treasury Depart- 
ment. 

Mr. WHEELER. I move that the House resolve itself into Com- 
mittee of the Whole on the state of the Union to resume the consider- 
ation of the bill (H. R. 9623) to provide for printing Government se- 
eurities in the highest style of art. Pending this motion, I ask that 
debate in Committee of the Whole on this bill and amendments thereto 
be limited to thirty minutes. . 

Mr. ROGERS. I object to that. 

Mr. WHEELER. What time do you want? 

Mr. ROGERS. I want the bill considered in its regular order. 

Mr. WHEELER. Thereis only one hour more for its consideration. 

Mr. ROGERS. It does not make any difference whether there is 
one hour or forty. I want it considered in its regular order. 

The question being taken on the motion of Mr. WHEELER that the 
House resolve itself into Committee of the Whole, it was agreed to. 

The House accordingly resolved itself into Committee of the Whole 
on the state of the Union (Mr. McCrEAry in the chair), and resumed 
the consideration of the bill (H. R. 9623) to provide for printing Gov- 
ernment securities in the highest style of art. 
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Mr. WHEELER. I yield to the gentleman from Missouri [Mr. 
HEARD] ten minutes. 

Mr. HEARD. Ido not expect to consume ten minutes; but I do 
not pro to be limited absolutely by the friends of this bill, nor to 
be put in such a position that I may be cut off arbitrarily. 

Mr. BAYNE. This is an important matter and I think we ought to 
have order in the House. 

A MEMBER. You can not get it. 

The CHAIRMAN. The committee will come to order. 

Mr. HEARD. Mr. Chairman, in order that I may not appear in a 
false attitude before the committee, I desire to explain my position. I 
am not here to antagonize this bill unreasonably; but I would like to 
know, before I consent to be limited to any particular time, that the 
opponents of the bill, if the course of discussion should develop any 
opposition, are to have a fair proportion of the time which is to be de- 
voted to this discussion. 

Mr. BLOUNT. Iwish to ask whether the hour rule does not apply 
to the discussion of the bill? 

The CHAIRMAN. The billis being considered under the hour rule. 

Mr. BLOUNT. Then the gentleman has the floor for an hour. 

Mr. HEARD. I shall not consume an hour. 

The CHAIRMAN. ‘The gentleman from Alabama [Mr. WHEELER] 
has the floor, and has yielded ten minutes to the gentleman from Mis- 
souri [Mr. HEARD]. 

Mr. HEARD. I will ask whether the gentleman from Alabama is 
entitled to the floor. When the committee rose yesterday I had the 
floor. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair understood that the gentleman from 
Missouri at that time had not the floor in his own right, but was on 
the floor through the courtesy of the gentleman from Alabama. 

Mr. HEARD. No,sir; I was on the floor, as I understood, in my own 
right; but if it is insisted by the gentleman from Alabama that I was 
on the floor by his courtesy, I do not intend to abuse that courtesy. I 
want the House, however, to understand that if it is expected that the 
consideration of this bill shall be completed to-day there must be a 
fair apportionment of time between those who favor and those who 
oppose it, if anybody desires to oppose it. 

_Mr. WHEELER, Weare willing to give you all the time you de- 
sire. 

Mr. FARQUHAR. There will not be any trouble about that. 

Mr. HEARD. Mr. Chairman, until this bill was presented to the 
House yesterday, and when the gentleman from Alabama asked that 
the committee rise and report the bill to the House with a recommen- 
dation for its passage, I had not had opportunity to give the measure 
the attention which its importance demands. Since that time I have 
given it such examination as has been within my power, and I desire 
to submit very briefly my views and to state the reasons which prompt 
me to oppose some of the (features of the bill which are certainly o 
jectionable, 

Mr. Chairman, the committee from which this bill has been reported— 
a committee for which I have very great respect, both on account of its 
personnel and by reason of the amount of work which it appears to have 
done—seems to have examined extendedly, if not exhaustively, the ques- 
tion whether or not the Government can be sufficiently protected by 
the character of work now being done by mechanical means, or to put 
it plainly, by steam-presses as against hand-press work. In view ot 
the fact that these gentlemen of the committee appear to have conscien- 
tiously and intelligently examined this subject, I am disposed to defer 
to their judgment in this regard, and to yield whatever opinions I might 
have had in antagonism to the views which they have submitted, for 
the reason that I think they have had better opportunities for examin- 
ing the question than I have had, and that therefore their opinion is 
entitled to greater weight. 

I am ready to concede, sir, that in a matter of such importance to 
the American people as the printing of the currency of the country, 
whether it be the silver certificates or the national-bank notes, it is a 
matter of the most vital concern that the work should be properly 
done, so much so in fact as not to permit the question of cost, if con- 
fined within reasonable limits, to enter into the consideration of the 
subject at all. 

The Government of the United States reserves to itself the exclusive 
right and power to print all the certificates and notes which it issues 
‘to do service as a circulating medium for the people; and no private 
corporation or individual can issue paper obligations of its own, or his 
own, to serve for such purpose without being subject to the tax of 10 
per cent. provided in the law—which is therefore practically prohibit- 
ory; hence it is not only important to the people, but the imperative 
duty of the Government to see that the work done in the production 
of such certificates and notes be of the very best quality, in order that 
it may be enduring, as well as for the proper protection of the same 
against counterfeiting; and from the examination which I have been 
able to make of the evidence taken by the committee and presented 
in their report accompanying this bill, I agree with them in the con- 
clusion that the hand-press work is unquestionably superior to that 
done by the steam-presses, and that it is therefore the duty of the Gov- 
enans to discard the use of the steam-presses for this character of 
wor 


I donotintend, Mr. Chairman, to discuss here the point as to whether 
or not the printing of the internal-revenue stamps is sufficiently well 
done on the steam-presses, or whether hand-work shall be exclusively 
employed there. I am inclined to think from my own examination of 
the matter that it is sufficiently well donenow, but I do not wish to 
make any issue with the committee onthatpoint. Substantially, there- 
fore, I stand with the committee in its recommendations so far as the 
discarding of the steam-presses is concerned, in the management of 
that bureau, and adopting exclusively hand-work for such character 
of work as that specified, and the importance of which makes it im- 
proper to permit the question of cost to control, because it should be 
done in the highest style of art. 

I proceed, therefore, to discuss another feature of the bill which, to 
my mind, is particularly objectionable, and which in its effect, if that 
be not its direct object, will be, if enacted into law, oppressive in re- 
gard to an official of the Government, who, if I understand the public 
impression in regard to him, is both conscientious and competent. I 
invite attention, therefore, to the second section of the bill, and give 
notice that at the proper time I shall move tostrikeitout. It provides 
as follows: 

Sec, 2. That hereafter the Chief and Assistant Chief of the Bureau of Engray- 
ing and Printing shall bo either practical engravers or plate printers, 

Now the fact is, as has been developed by inquiry, and is admitted 
by the friends of the bill, that neither the present Chief of the Bureau 
of Engraving and Printing, nor his assistant, is a practical engraver or 
plate-printer. This bill, therefore, if enacted into a law will throw 
these gentlemen out of their present positions, which must then be 


filled by the appointment of some other men, and no matter how de 


ficient they may be in the higher order of administrative ability neces- 
sary for the discharge of the duties of the important positions they 
would be required to fill, the only standard of their fitness for the places. 
as applied by this bill, is a knowledge of one or the other of two branches 
of work, which are but the merestitems of detail in the general manage- 
ment of that important bureau. 

Mr. SENEY. Doesthe gentleman commend the chief of the bureau 
for his action in regard to retentions and appointments there ? 

Mr. HEARD. Ido not propose, Mr. Chairman, to be diverted from 
the line of remarks which I have sought to pursue, to the question of 
the merits or demerits of the chiefof the bureau as relating to appoint- 
ments. I am not here to defend the chief of that bureau, except upon 
the record of his work, but to prevent the enactment of a law which 
limits the Secretary of the Treasury, in the selection of a man to fill 
that important position, to members of any particular trade or calling, 
or tie his hands in regard to a matter in which he is primarily respon- 
sible to the people of the country for the result of his action, and for 
the character of service rendered by his appointee. 

Mr. SENEY. Would it not be a little more satisfactory if he was a 
good Democrat ? 

Mr. HEARD. It might be a little more satisfactory to the gentle- 
man from Ohio and to myself if a man possessing the necessary quali- 
fications to discharge the duties of that position should be appointed 
there who was a Democrat, if the present incumbent is not, I do not 
know whether the present incumbent is a Democrat or not, and for the 
purposes of this argument Ido not care. It is not a matter of conse- 
quence to me. He is selected by the Secretary of the Treasury, who is 
a Democrat, to discharge the duties of this office; and so fur as this House 
is advised by the report accompanying this bill, or so far as it has been 
enlightened by any information given to the House by the three gen- 
tlemen who have spoken in favorof the bill, and so far as we have been 
able to get any information from the reports of his official superiors or 
even from the partisan press of the country, he stands before the House 
and before the country asa competent and conscientious official. I know 
that the Democrats, of which I am one, in this House and in the coun- 
try have taken pride in the achievements of this official as a part of our 
administration, in the reduction of expenses and the accomplishment 
of his work, as we claim, at a reduction of about half a million of dol- 
Jars in the last three years. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. WHEELER. I now yield 

Mr. HEARD. I should like to have five minutes more. 

Mr. WHEELER. I yield to the gentleman three minutes, 

Mr. HEARD. No; five. 

Mr. WHEELER. Very well. 

Mr. SENEY. Will the gentleman tell us in that time, if he pleases, 
when speaking in justification of the head of the Bureau of Engraving 
and Printing, why it is that he keeps Republicans in office and will not 
let Democrats in? 

Mr. HEARD. I will leave the gentleman from Ohio to make that 
investigation and inquiry for himself and in his own time. I shall not 
waste the brief time I have in considering it. I repeat, I haye no de- 
fense to make of the political management of the chief of this depart- 
ment in his discrimination in favor of Republicans as against Demo- 
crats, if he has made any such discriminations. If I knew that he did 
that, other things being equal between the ties on their merits, I 
should vote to ‘‘ bounce” him. [Laughter. 

I would say also, in order that I may be perfectly understood, that I 
would vote to bounce him if I thought that he lacked fidelity to duty— 
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that higher qualification to conduct the office which he holds—in such 
degree that he would retain an ineflicient Democrat in his office, even if 
it was necessary to fill his place, if removed, with a competent Repub- 
lican. The work conducted in this bureau is of too high an order and of 
too much importance to the people of this country to have it made a 
mere political machine in favor of the incompetents of any party, or 
to have it run upon a partisan basis in defense of the rights and in dis- 
regard of the interests of the peopleof the entire country. Asa Demo- 
crat I prefer to see Democrats fill the offices of the country under a 
Democratic administration; but as to the selection of workmen to do 
the mechanical work in that bureau, Iam willing to trust to the ac- 
tion of this official under the supervision of his official superior, the 
Secretary of the Treasury, a Democrat who, I am satisfied, would not 
permit unjust discrimination against Democrats. 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. I want to ask you if you would then bounce 
him in this indirect way ? re 

Mr. HEARD. IfI found he discriminated unjustly against Demo- 
crats in his bureau, I would bounce him and try to find a competent 
Democrat to fill the place. 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. But you would not do it in this cowardly 
way? 

Mr. HEARD. No; it would not be necessary or to my taste. The 
power that appointed him, however, can remove him if cause for such 
removal appear, and I feel content to leave that duty to the Secre- 
tary of the Treasury, in perfect confidence that he will sufficiently con- 
sider the rights of his party friends, while he will also protect the pub- 
lic interests committed to his charge. But I do not care to say any- 
thing more on that subject, and I now ask the serious consideration of 
the House to a more important feature of the bill under discussion. 

There are 914 persons actually employed in the bureau at this time. 
This number comprises engravers of various kinds, such as portrait, 
scrip, letter, and vignette engravers, transferrers, hardeners, plate- 
printers and their assistants, perforators, numberers, binders, typo- 
graphic printers and pressmen, machinists, carpenters, plumbers, en- 
gineers, ink-makers, book-keepers, clerks, and a variety of miscel- 
laneous occupations. If the proposition of the advocates of this bill, 
that the chief of the bureau must be able to determine of his own 
knowledge the faults in the work of every one of the subordinates, and 
be able to point out the best remedy, is true, then a plate-printer oran 
engraver has but a very small part of the information necessary to ful- 
fill the requirement, : 

The chief of the bureau is charged with the management of the busi- 
ness of this immense concern. It is his duty to see that its force of 
employés is properly adjusted to the work required of the bureau; that 
the facilities for the execution of this work are adequate, and thatthe 
interests of the Government are fully protected in all the details of the 
business, involving an expenditure of nearly $1,000,000 a year. This 
requires an officer of great administrative ability, and it would be folly 
of the worst kind to limit the selection of an officer for the place to two 
callings in life. The Secretary of the Treasury has now the power to 
select from the whole field, including engravers and plate-printers, and 
it would be a restriction upon the power to select and appoint to limit 
it as proposed in this bill. 

Mr. FORAN. Is not that the requirement in the Government Print- 
ing Office? 

Mr. HEARD. Iam not prepared to deny that such provision exists 
in the law as applied to the Government Printing Office, or to admit 
that if it does so exist that it would necessarily follow that it would 
therefore be wise to apply the same rule to this bureau, in which, as 
I understand, there is a much greater diversity of employments among 
the employés.’ I am not disputing the wisdom of requiring that the 
Public Printer should have a practical knowledge of that particular 
kind of work which he is to superintend. I suppose he should. 

Mr. FORAN. That goes without saying. 

Mr. HEARD, But, Mr. Chairman, I object to the argument of the 
committee that this man should necessarily be a plate-printer or an 
engraver becausé he should possess personal knowledge of this work, 
for that presupposes, in order to make this argument effective, that he 
must personally inspect every piece of work issued from the bureau. 
That would be im ible. The Postmaster-General might as well be 
required to examine personally every postage stamp going through his 
Department. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman from Missouri has 
expired. 

Mr. WHEELER. 
souri [Mr. BURNES]. 

Mr. BURNES. Iwould not be betrayed into this debate but for the 
fact that it has been my duty as a member of the Committee on Ap- 
propriations to make rather a careful investigation of some of the sub- 
jects involved in this bill. I desire simply to call the attention of the 
committee to two propositions, First, the work done on the steam- 
presses is undoubtedly inferior work, and when doue it is more readily 
counterfeited than the work done on the hand-presses by the skilled 
men in that branch of the public service. In proof of the proposition 
I refer to the Government Counterfeit Detector—oflicial organ of the 
Treasury Department—where you find page after page devoted to ex- 
posures of new counterfeits of the silver certificates of every denomina- 


I yield five minutes to the gentleman from Mis- 
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tion and bank-notes of denominations of one dollar up to one thousand 
dollars. In this document, which I hold in my hand, are almost end- 
less proofs that counterfeiting bas become almost universal throughout 
the country, and that our people—especially those who handle but lit- 
tle money and are not familiar with the qualities of paper money—are 
suffering on every hand. 

The skilled banker and the skilled men who handle great sums of 
money are not suffering in consequence of this class of work so much, 
perhaps, as the people who deal in small sums of money, and take it 
often without thought or power of self-protection. The working peo- 
ple and the poor people of the country are being imposed upon by these 
counterfeits which are now overflowing the country. For that reason 
I think it is right to discard, as far as can be possibly done, the use of 
the steam-presses and to resort to the old time-honored hand-press, 
which gives American skill an opportunity to present to the country a 
sound circulating medium, and gives brains an opportunity to combat 
inanimate machinery for the safety and protection of sixty millions of 
free people. Besides, it will make the safety of our paper money issues 
no longer a contest between the machine and the criminal work of coun- 
terfeiters, but it will be a contest between intelligent skill and honest 
labor against the machine and criminal work of villains, in which the 
former will triumph, counterfeiting will become a lost art, and the in- 
creased skill of our workmen will be a pride of the Republic. 

One other proposition. I have nothing to say as to the second section of 
the pending bill, Iknownothingof the qualifications of the presentin- 
cumbent, and it is not my business toknow. I knowsomething of the 
good judgment of the President, and am quite content to trust him to 
make appointments and removals, and determine who is fit or unfit to 
be the Superintendent of the Bureau of Printing and Engraving. But 
I support this bill because the use of these steam-presses, under all the 
circumstances, is little less than an outrage. Ido not care whethersuch 
use is a saving or a loss to the Government. It is enough for me that 
the work done by them is unsafe and more easily counterfeited, but 
above all the terms and conditions on which they are used are utterly 
abhorrent to every sense of justice, as I see it. 

There is plenty of sworn testimony taken and printed as to which is 
the better of the disputed modes of doing the work, 

There is scarcely a question as to the superior work of the hand- 
presses. And it is not certain that the work thereon costs any more 
than when done by steam. But if it cost double as much as the latter, 
I would not hesitate a moment to drive these steam-presses (patented) 
out of the service of the Government, because of the extortion, the un- 
reasonable demand of the patentees of such steam-presses. Let us con- 
sider it. These steam-presses are patented; and the proprietor of the 
patent charges the Government $500 for the privilege of building each 
of these machines. Then the Government is required to take the pat- 
terns from the patentee, and for the use of these patterns, $400 addi- 
tional are paid; and the patterns must be returned immediately after 
the completion of each machine; so that this $100 additional, expended 
upon every machine, goes of course into the pockets of the patentee. 
Now there are $900 paid on each machine, or rather for the right to 
build it. The Government with $900 paid for the privilege builds the 
machine at a costof $1,250. Now, mark you, that machine for the 
building of which the Government pays $1,250 (and which does not 
then become the property of the Government), has cost the Govern- 
ment $900 for the privilege of building. The extortion fails to stop 
there. After the machine is completed at the expense of the Govern- 
ment, the Government pays to the patentees a royalty of $1 a thousand 
for all the impressionsthat the machine makes. Upon acareful calcula- 
tion we find that the patentee gets $1,700—it may be a little more or 
a little less—every year for a machine which costs $1,250 to build. 
Whether under this system we save a little money or not makes but 
little difference to me. Iwould not stand such arextortion if the rev- 
enues of the Government were made thereby ten times what they are, 

[Here the hammer fell. ] 

Mr. GEAR, I would like to ask the gentleman from Missouri a 
question: What is the capacity of these presses? 

Mr. BURNES. From 3,000 to 4,000 impressions a day. 

Mr. GEAR. What proportion of the bills or notes struck on these 
presses are damaged ? 

Mr. BURNES. The testimony differs as to that; but it is undoubt- 
edly a fact that the spoilage of paper—expensive paper, too—is a larger 
expense in the use of steam-presses than in the use of hand-presses. 

Mr. WHEELER. Mr. Chairman, I had not intended occupying any 
time in the discussion of this measure, but inquiries having been pro- 
pounded I will reply by stating that the Committee on Expenditures 
of the Treasury Department have given the bill most careful and pains- 
taking consideration. The committee was confronted with the fact 
that the greatest country on earth had by its laws assumed exclusive 
control of its entire circulating medium. Section 3412 of the Revised 
Statutes reads: 

Every national banking association, State bank, or State banking association 
shall pay a tax of 10 pee cent, on the amount of notes of any person, or of any 
ee bank, or State banking association, used for circulation and paid out by 

em, 

Section 3413 reads: 


Every national banking association, State bank, or banker, or association, 
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shall pay a tax of 10 por cent, on the amount of any town, city, or municipal 
corporation, paid out by them, 

Sections 3414, 3415, and 3416 provide regulations and penalties for 
the violation of this law, and section 3417 provides that the provisions 
for bank tax and returns shall not apply to national banks, but as the 
national-bank currency is issued by the Government it follows that 
the 10 per cent. proviso amounts practically to an absolute inhibition 
eu the issuance of currency from any source other than the United 

tates. . 

Having undertaken to supply 65,000,600 of people with such cur- 
rency as is necessary to their commercial interest, amounting as it now 
does to nearly $1,000,000, 000, it certainly devolves upon the law-mak- 
ing power to see to it that the currency thus (as it were) forced upon 
the people should be such as to give all possible protection to citizens 
against the spurious paper of the counterfeiters which may be imposed 
upon them. The Government employs men of experience and skill, 
whose special training, constant practice, and thorough familiarity with 
the subject renders it comparatively easy for them to detect counter- 
feit money immediately upon its tation. But the great body of 
the people are not familiar with the niceties and technicalities of en- 
graving and printing, and to protect them is one of the highest duties 
of sovereignty. 

Certainly it will not be questioned. by any one that the assumption 
by our Government of the exclusive and supreme control in issuing the 
money of the country involves and carries with it the reciprocal obli- 
gation on the part of the Government to at least to the fullest possible 
extent give protection to the people against the loss which must fall 
upon the citizen who accepts a counterfeit national-bank or United 


States note. 
HOW TO PROTECT THE PEOPLE. 


Experience has shown that the best way to protect the citizen is to 
execute the currency in such a high style of art as to make the differ- 
ence in the appearance of genuine and spurious notes apparent to the 
ordinary civilian. ‘The judgment of those who have had most expe- 
rience is that to accomplish this purpose the Government should em- 
ploy the highest style of art in engraving and printing its securities, 

nds, notes, ete, 

The New York Stock Exchange is composed of men who have had 
more experience than any others in dealing in and handling bonds and 
securities of all kinds, and this distinguished body found it necessary 
for their own protection to adopt stringent regulations, a few paragraphs 
of which I will read: 

It is required that a sample of each issue of stock or bonds shall be shown to 
the committee (to be left with the committee, if possible) so that it may be as- 
certained whether a precautions have been taken against forgery; and no 


form of stock cate or bond will be accepted unless it has been carefully en- 
graved by some responsible bank-note engraving company whose work is ad- 


steel plates which i 
of work as will afford the para security against counterfeiting by hand. 

For each document or instrument there must be at least two steel plates, 
namely, a tint plate, from which will be printed an anti-photographic color so 
re as to underlie important portions of the face printing, and a face plate 
containing the vignettes and g of the descriptive or promissory portion 
of the document to be printed in black or in black mixed with a color. 

These two printings must be so made upon the paper that the combined effect 
of the whole, if photographed, would be a confused mass of lines and forms to 
effectually secure against counterfeiting by scientific processes. All signatures 
upon securities must be written. Stamped signatures will not be accepted by 
the committee. 

It will thus be seen that these experienced gentlemen in guarding 
themselves against forgeries and counterfeiters deemed it essential that 
the printing should be done— 

From steel plates which have been engraved in the best manner, with such 
varieties of work as will afford the greatest security against coun ing by 
hand. 


The committee wêre informed that the meaning intended is that the 
printing should be done by hand; that is to say, substantially asis pro- 
vided in this bill. 

I also find that the New York Legislature at its recent regular ses- 
sion was so impressed with the importance of this subject that it adopted 
a resolution which I will read: 

Whereas, to prevent counterfeiting, error, and fraud, it is necessary that all 
issue of bonds, notes, stamps, and securities of the Government should be ex- 
ecuted in the highest mode of excellence: 

Resolved, That all Government securities, such as bonds, notes, stamps, checks, 
etc., should be executed in the highest attainable grade and perfection of the 
arts of engraving and printing, for the security of the Government and the peo- 
ple against error, fraud, and counterfeiting, and thatthe Senators and Repre- 
sentatives of this State in Congress be, and they hereby are, requested to use 
their utmost endeavors to secure legislation to that end. 

I also am informed that the Legislature of New Jersey adopted the 
same or a similar resolution. 

INFERIORITY OF STEAM-PLATE PRINTING ESTABLISHED, 


It has been asserted upon this floor that the bills printed by steam- 
presses are equal to the best plate-printing from hand-roller presses. 

‘The observations of the committee have led them to a very different, 
and I may say to quite a contrary conclusion, and in this conclusion 
they are abundantly sustained by the evidence. 

Mr. Graves, who is certainly an ardent advocate of steam-press print- 


ing, in his evidence before the Committee on Banking and Currency, 
says: 

The finest work, ruled 
and all work of thas cbarkater, ona Only be dono suscemially on b hand pres: 

I can not pretend to give all of Mr. Graves’s evidence or by any 
means any considerable portion of the voluminous evidence of the other 
Witnesses, most of which was given before the Committee on Banking 
and Currency, but will call attention to some expressions from wit- 
nesses which I recall and which tend to show the superiority of hand 
over steam printing. 

David Russell, who stated he had been engaged in printing bank 
notes for twenty-two years, testified: 


Q. Do you mean to say that hand-engraved work can be printed better by 
hand-press than it can be by machine-press? 

A. Undoubtedly. 

Q. What is your opinion as to the facility for counterfeiting notes? Cana 
note of the highest style of art be as easily counterfeited as a note of a lower 
style of art? 

A. Certainly not. 

Q. Can a note that has the highest style of art on the face and back be as 
easily counterfeited as a note that has the highest style of art on one side and 
not on the other? 

A. Certainly not. 


Arthur Small, a plate-printer who has been employed in the Burean 
of Engraving and Printing since 1864, gave the following evidence: 


Q. From your comparative observation as a printer and a hand- 
pre pointe, can you state your opinion as to which press does the better 
wor! 

A. I haven't any hesitation in saying that the hand-press does decidedly the 
best work. 


John E. Breitmayer, a plate-printerof twenty-four years’ experience, 
who has been engaged in the Bureau of Engraving and Printing since 
1868, testified as follows: 


_ Q. Have you not been selected as an examiner when tests of steam-press print- 
ing were made, to pass on the excellenceof work? Were you not ek cee asan 
expert by the head of the bureau? 

A. Yes, sir; twice. 

Q. You have had r Sarge aian of comparing the relative excellence of steam 
Son a printing? 

. Yes, sir, 

Q. Give the committee your best judgment on the matter as to which is the 
more excellent? 

A. I say by all means the hand-press; not because I am personally interested. 

Charles Neal testified: 

Q. How long have you been at work for the Government? 

A. About twenty-seven years. 

Q. Will you go on and state to the committee what are the advantages or dis- 
advantages of the steam-press over the hand-press? 

A. In the first place, you can not use as ink on a steam-press as you can 
on a hand-press. 

Q. Taking into account the increased wastage of paper, the inferior character 
of the ink which, as you testify, must necessarily be , the wear upon the 
plates,and the character of the work produced upon the steam-presses with 
reference to ils artistic merit, do you deem it judicious or a matter of economy 
to ak a use “8 steam-presses in printing Government securities or currency? 

o not. f 

Q. If the wastage is increased in any marked degree, state whether or not in 
yous judgment it is an indication that the whole character of the work has been 
lowered, i 

A. Thatis my opinion. I think the work turned out now is the worst work 
ever issued by the Government. = Z ¢ 

By Mr, GRAVES: 
Q. In what respect do you think it is the worst? 
A. In the general appearance of it. 
Q. To what classes of work do you refer? 
A. Lreferto the notes, 
‘The national-bank notes? 
No; I don’t have anything to do with them, 
United States notes? 
5 oo States mgd ee TOE eee innos 
n what respect are or; in engrav: or printin, 
In the printing and papar: : 7 
oos that apply to the printing or the back printing? 

Thomas H. Little testified: 

. From your experience in running a hand-press and u steam-press, stal 
which set Ba the best work, z z P ER 

A. The hand-press. 

Q. Why? 

A. Because there is brains used and the man has command of his material, 
and to a certain extent he can regulate the way in which he works his paper. 
If it is too wet he can work it a littledry. He can fill his plate in better and 
take off more ink with a hand-rag, and can polish his plate better; leave it full 
rebate hand and polish it, or wipe it close, as the demands of the engraving 
require. e 

Edward Shaffer appeared before the committee, and wasinterrogated 
as follows: 

Q. State from your experience and observation which does the better work, 
the hand or the steam press. 

A. From what I have seen and from what I know of the hand-press I will 
say that the hand-press does the very best steel-plate printing that can be done. 
Remember, I say that can be done. It does the very t. If Joop. done it 
can not be improved on by any process which they have. e steam-press 
does not do the very best work. 

Ward Morgan, one of the superintendents in the Bureau of Engray- 
ing and Printing, appeared before the committee and was interrogated 
as follows: 

Q. I believe you have already said that the highest work of art in printing 
can only be secured from hand-printing? f 

A. I said the finest work, such as fine ruled lines, vignettes, finely engraved 
rt pee all work of that character, can only be done successfully on a 
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MUST PROTECT AGAINST CO 
During the last two months the attention of the public has been 
called to notices in the public press of an unusual number of us 
counterfeits. The committee in its anxiety to learn of what bearing, 
if any, the method of engraving now used by the Bureau of Engraving 
and Printing had upon this matter, addressed several letters to John 
8. Bell, chief of the Secret Service division, Treasury Department. In 
his reply, Mr. Bell said: 


USITED STATES TREASURY DEPARTMENT, 
Secret SERVICE DIVISION, OFFICE or CHIEF, 
Washington, D. 2., July 25, 1888. - 
DEAR SIE: Your several communications relating to the subject now before 
your committee, í. e., the printing of the obligations and securities of the Gov- 
oo baggie in the highest style of art, reached me during my absence from the 


y. 

You request to have my views upon the subject, especially with reference to 
the method of printing most likely to afford security against the art of the coun- 
terfeiter. [Iam not an expert, and therefore can not speak as intelligently upon 
the subject as I would like to; but I believe that the methods of printing, num- 
bering, sealing, and issuing of the securities of the United States ought to be 
adopted which will approach the nearest to being absolutely secure against error 
yee fraud, even if such methods should be much more expensive than others 

ving less ties of protection. 

Ta my ju ent the printing can be best done, and in a higher state of art, 
when done by hand than that which is printed by the steam-press. 


pity! JOHN S, BELI., Chief. 


Hon, Joser WHEELER, 
Chairman. 


The committee therefore requested Mr. Bell, and the former chief 
of the bureau, Mr. James S. Brooks, to appear before them. 

Their evidence is printed in fall in the report of the committee. It 
clearly shows that in their opinion the hand-press produces work very 
superior to that done by the steam-press. 

In his voluminous evidence Mr. Brooks said: 


Q. Do I understand you to express an opinion that notes printed hand in 
the Bureau of Engraving and Printing are a better guaranty of safety to the 
public than those prin by steam-press? 

Mr. Brooks, Everything else balag equal, I think it is more of a guarant 
than the steam-press, but there are other things to be considered, and this 
wish to go down. I was going to say thi in my ju t, if you print 
both sides by hand from tes you now have, without de in my judgment, 
sidan D EN AIRA Gon nd Detter meus pnd ESDOORNS Diabet 
sides u you r paper and deeper Pp we 
would have similar trouble to that we have with the vi anthem i 


Mr. Bell also gave evidenco at great length, from which I read the 


following paragraph: 
The CHarrRMAN. You are of opinion that the present style of printing of all 
with steam plate presses can be r coun- 
eits are more difficult to detect ? 
Mr. BELL. I would like to say in answer to that,that the Government, with 
sixty millions of people and $140,000,000 of lus, a rich Government, ought 
not to use inferior means of work to make vernment obli. They 


ioe they ontaest depth of print! bill by steam. 
o nting on a 

I have seen, hen a person that can sit 10 feet away and discover the differ- 

ence between those printed by hand and those ted 

ago, I think there is quite a difference in the in 

of the gentlemen in rge of the Bureau of Engravi 

my statement and perhaps make one of their best kin: anda r 

kind by hand, and ask me to show the differente. In case, I want to have 

the privilege of going to the bureau, in the printing division, and getting once of 

them as they y come out, 


Mr. Bell explained at some length his recent investigations regarding 
counterfeiting in Detroit, New York City, and Pittsburgh to illustrate 
the inferior character of the bills recently produced. He said: 

We have a man in our service named Daniel McSweeney, who is stationed at 


Pittsburgh, Pa., who has had eight or nine years’ „and isa very care- 
fulman, Some four months Mr. McSwee: learned that there was some 
counterfeit money passed in his district. He atthe threw out 


ng the coun with preen arme] 
rwards he sent three of these bills in to me to determine 


money. me time afte: 
I immediately pronounced them genuine, 


whether tbey werè genuine or not. 
and him so. 


This shows that some of the recent issues are so inferior that a man 
in thesecret service who had eight or nine years’ experience pronounced 
them to be counterfeits. 

It is quite true that many of these witnesses qualified their state- 
ments, and many of them insisted that steam-press printing was good 
enough for all practical purposes; and some of the witnesses attributed 
the inferior issues to the inferior paper quite as much as to the ma- 
chine-presses. 
The great weight of the evidence submitted and of the opinions ex- 
pressed to the committee overwhelmingly establish the proposition 
that the work done on the steam-press is not so good as that done on 
the hand-press, and the only ground upon which it is sought to justify 
the continued use of the inferior process is merely that the best print- 
ing is only obtainable at an increased cost. 

QUESTION OF ECONOMY. 
There has been much controversy as to the economy of using steam- 


presses. 

The Chief of the Bureau of Engraving and Printing shows an aver- 
age saving of about 18 per cent., and it is alleged that this advantage 
has been partly gained by ignoring some elements of cost which should 
have been charged against the work turned out by the steam-presses. 


In estimating the relative cost it must be remembered that the Goy- 
ernment pays, first, $500 for the construction of each press; second, 
$400 for the cost of patterns for each size (and it is alleged that the 
contract stipulates for the return of the patterns after the press is con- 
structed); third, $1,250 which is paid by the Government for the con- 
struction of each press; fourth, a royalty of $1 is paid for every one 
thousand impressions. 

On this question of the relative cost of steam and hand work wecan 
get some information from the report of the Third Assistant Postmaster- 
General of 1885. It appears that advertisements were made for bids to 
print postage-stamps for the year 1886. In the blank form of proposals 
furnished to bidders they were invited to bid upon five different classes 
of work. 

The specifications in these five different classes were as I will read: 

Class No, 1: Price per thousand for stamps printed on hand-roller presses. 
Marked No. 1 in accompanying specifications. 

Class No. 2: Price per thousand for stamps printed on steam-power presses, 
with part hand-work. Marked No. 2 in accompanying specifications: 

Class No, 3: Price per thousand for stamps printed wholly by steam-power, 
Marked No. 3 in accompanying s fications. 

Class No. 4: Price per thousand for stamps printed steam-power presses 
which require a portion of the work, such as wiping g, to be done 
by hand, with the right reserved tothe Postmaster-General to require the work 
to paaa on hand-roller presses. Marked No, 4 in accompanying specifica- 

Class No. 5: Price per thousand for stamps printed by presses upon which 
all the work isdone by steam-power, with the right reserved to the Postmaster- 
General to require the work to be done on hand-roller presses, Marked No. 5 
in accompanying specifications. 

The report of the Third Assistant Postmaster-General then goes on 
to say: 

U ning th t the ti inted for th : 
found thet tres biddars had ootapeted for the scatrack, uamely? Tie Bearelary 
of the Treasury on behalf of the Bureau of Engraving and Printing of the Treas- 

Department, and the Franklin and American Bank Note Companies, both 
of New York. The bid of the Secretary of the Treasury, under class No, 1 (for 
printing on band-roller presses), amounted to $132,545.49; under class No, 2 (for 

ting partly by steam and partly by hand) to $114,136.39; and under class 4 
(for same, kind of printing as in No. 2, with the right reserved to the Post- 
master-General to require the work to be done on hand-roller presses) to $132,- 
545.49, being the same amount as the bid under class No. 1. 

It will I suppose be admitted that the bid by the Secretary of the 
Treasury was made under the advice of the Superintendent of the 
Bureau of Engraving and Printing, or at least that the Secretary relied 
upon the judgment and experience of that official, and this bid shows 
that the then Chief of the Bureaun of Engraving and Printing was thor- 
oughly of the opinion that the postage-stamps executed by the steam- 
presses would not be satisfactory to the Department, and therefore that 
the successful bidder would be required to do the work by hand-press. 
This result was so apparent to those who prepared the bid for the Treas- 
ury Department that the bid of the Secretary of the Treasury was $132,- 
545.49 forstamps printed on hand-roller presses, and the bid was precisely 
thesame, namely, $132,545.49, for thesame work done on steam-presses, 
with the right reserved by the Department to require that the work he 
done by hand-roller presses, provided it should appear that the stamps 
executed by steam-presses were not satisfactory. 

This, I think, may be taken as an admission that one having the 
option to choose between work done on a hand-press and that done on 
a steam-press, with power, backed by a contract, to enforce his choice, 
would be expected to reject work done on a steam-press and only ac- 
cept that done on a hand-press. 

ut even if it were clearly established that there would be a saving 
to the Government by the use of steam-presses, and even admitti 
that the saving would be equal or even exceed the amount insis 
upon by Mr. Graves, there remains the increased expense of maintain- 
ing the Secret Service division of the Treasury Department, which must 
be incurred so long as the obligations and securities of the Government 
can be readily and successfully imitated, an expenditure which can be 
reduced so soon as the Government shall be able to print its securities 
or obligations in so perfect a manner as to make it impossible to coun- 
terfeit them. And when this degree of excellence in printing our notes 
and securities shall be reached there will be the further saving of the 
expense attending the prosecution of captured counterfeiters. 


SECURITY THE PARAMOUNT QUESTION, 


I can not agree, however, that the question of economy merits any 
such consideration in this connection as is contended by the advocates 
of steam-press printing. Ill-judged economy is sometimes criminal 
extravagance. Itseems to me that in considering this bill Congress 
should keep in view that it is the paramonnt duty of the Government 
to afford the citizen the greatest attainable security against losses by 
counterfeit notes being imposed upon him, and it being quite evident, 
I might say almost undisputed, that this security can be obtained in a- 
greater degree by using the hand-roller presses exclusively, I therefore 
think this House will not hesitate to give this bill their candid support. 

PROMINENT BANKER’S OPINION, 


A prominent banker addressed a letter to Mr. Bell, an extract from 
which I will read: 


e è * Ireadinthe New York Times yesterday a criticism of your testimony 
before the committee of Congress investigating the engraving of the currency. 
I have been for twenty-five or thirty years in banking life, and much of that 
time in bills as a teller, and it struck me that your testimony 
and that of Mr. Brooks was pertinent and correct, and in accord with the 


eral opinion among banks as to the inferior value of the present issue of silver 
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certificates in the matter of engraving and paper. These notes are issued to 
circulate among the general public, who are not experts, and should be so de- 
signed astomwake an imitation of them obvious to even the uninitiated, and their 
true value as a medium is in proportion to the difficulty of Fucone pasing 
their counterfeits upon the public. These plates seem to be designed for heavy 
and strong effects, such as are customary in modern lithographs, rather than the 
delicate hand stecl work of former times. In the latter the least impression in 
acounterfeit destroyed the symmetry and harmony of the note and attracted at- 
tention at once. 

In this issue the eye is caught and retained by the bold and striking points, 
and imperfections escape observation, consequently a fair imitation has a good 
chance of passing with those not expert. 

The paper seems to be too soft and thick, and docs not wear well, and the 
engraving seems to break down be ne it much earlier than in former issues. 

Both the paper and engraving of this issue were condemned by many bank- 
ing experts ale they were first issued as not suited to the purpose, and I think 
your opinions and those of Mr, Brooks as expressed to the committee will be 
generally indorsed by banks and those who understand what is necessary to 
* protect the public, and whose years of experience have shown them the best 
means of doing so. I thought it might interest you to know this, otherwise I 
should not have intruded upon your valuable time. * * * 

I think this voluntary expression of a banker who has handled money 
for thirty years is well worth our consideration. 

I have in my hand a book containing an immense number of notices 
cutfrom papers during the present month giving accounts of the existence 
and uttering of large amounts of counterfeit money, and the arrest of 
a number of counterfeiters. I can notallude to them all but I will call 
your attention to an editorial in the last copy of the ‘‘American Banker 
and Financial Examiner’’ of August 25, 1888, which I will read: 

We reese saw a counterfeit $5 silver certificate and were surprised at the 
excellence of its execution. The points of difference between it and the legiti- 
mate certificate are so infinitesimal that they must surely eseape the observation 
of ordinary people. The counterfeiter has done his work so well that we are 
constrained to admit that his accomplishment is a work of art and that he him- 
self is a person of no mean ability. It will soon be a question (if he continues 
to improve) as to whether the engraver employed by the Government is indeed 
the more accomplished artist. 

And right here we pause to reflect whether in its pathetic striving after econ- 
omy, the Administration might not save more money by taking this distin- 
guished criminal into its employ. He might be induced to accept a position 
which would place his talents upon a basis of legitimacy, for a very small com- 

tency, seeing that such a position would relieve his artistic activities from 
PAS interference. Thus the exalted mediocrity which appears to have taken 
possession of the Engraving and Printing Department might be returned to the 
statesman who d it from its native obscurity, or it might be quietly 
dropped into the Potomac; and we are sure that either procedure would be 
acceptable to that good-natured fellow, the American people, But yet it is fear- 
fully possible that this obscure artist is making more money by his admirable 

roductions than an economical Government might care to pay for his services. 
ts it too much to request a patriotic and well-fed Congress to quit filibustering 
and appropriate funds for advertising for this able engraver and beg him to 
come to terms? ‘The currency is endan; because the Administration im- 
agines it saves ll per cent. on the cost of the work as now produced, If this is 
economy, pray let us have a period of extravagance by all means. 

In conclusion, I will state that this Administration is quite alive to 
the importance of the question which is now arresting our attention, 
and I feel justified in stating that the Administration and the officials 
of the Government: (excepting perhaps one or two subordinates) are 
anxious for a speedy remedy of the evil which is becoming apparent. 
‘The inferior execution of Government securities was not inaugurated 
by this Administration. It commenced before it came into power, 
and it is as solicitous as any of us for such legislation as is necessary 
to enable the officials to make the changes. We have only to do our 
duty and enact the bill into a law and you can rely upon it the evil 
of which we complain will receive prompt correction at the hands of 
the Administration. ’ ate 

As I understand, the main objection to this bill rests on the second sec- 
tion. Itherefore ask unanimous consent that this section be strack 


out. 

Mr. HEARD. That will be satisfactory to me. 

Mr. WHEELER. In order to avoid any further discussion on that 
part of the bill, I ask unanimous consent that the second section be 
struck out. ` 

Mr. CARUTH. I object. 

Mr. WHEELER. Then I moveto amend by striking out the second 
section. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. WILKINS. Mr, Chairman, yesterday I opposed this bill; but 
now that the second section has been struck out,all my objections to the 
bill have vanished, and I am quite willing it shall pass. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is now on the amendments re- 
ported by the committee. The first amendment will be read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

In line 4 strike out the word “check ” and insert “ and internal revenue.” 

The amendment was to. 

The next amendment reported by the committee was read, as fol- 
lows: 

In line 4 strike out the words “and drafts.” 


The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. WHEELER. Inow move that the committee rise and report the 
bill as amended to the House with the recommendation that it do pass. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The committee accordingly rose; and Mr. Crisp having taken the 
chair as Speaker pro tempore, Mr. MCCREARY reported that the Com- 
mittee of the Whole on the state of the Union had had under con- 
sideration the bill (H. R. 9623) to provide for printing Government se- 
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curities in the highest style of art, and had directed him to report the 
same back with the recommendation that it be passed as amended. 

Mr. WHEELER. Imoye the previous question upon the amend- 
ments and the bill. 

The previous question was ordered. 

The amendments reported from the Committee of the Whole on the 
state of the Union were agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed and read a third 
time; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and 


passed. 

Mr. WHEELER moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill was 
porod; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 
table, 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS, 


Mr. WHEELER. On account of this bill being under consideration 
when we adjourned, the Committee on Expenditures in the Treasury 
Department has had no opportunity to present other bills for con- 
sideration, and I now ask unanimous consent that Saturday next be 
set apart for the consideration of bills reported from that committee. 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. Will the gentleman indicate the character 
of the bills which he desires to present for consideration ? 

Mr. WHEELER. One is the bill to grant leave of absence to per 
diem employ¢s in the Treasury Department. 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. Thatis good. 

Mr. WHEELER. Another one isa bill providing for a new division 
of ‘‘balances’’ in the Treasury Department, a matter which has been 
recommended by the Treasurer. I believe those are all the bills that 
I shall call up. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection to the request of 
the gentleman from Alabama [Mr. WHEELER]? 

Mr. PAYSON. Unless the request can be modified so thata portion 
of the time can be devoted to the consideration of bills relating to gen- 
eral pension legislation, I must object. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Objection is made. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I ask unanimous consent that this consideration 
hour may now be considered as having expired, if no other committee 
desires to call up a bill. 

Mr. O'NEILL, of Missouri. I object. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Objection is made. The regular order 
is the continuation of the call of committees for the consideration of 
bills under the rule. The call rests with the Committee on Expendi- 
tures in the War Department. 


MEDICAL DIVISION, PENSION BUREAU. 


Mr. WASHINGTON (when the Committee on Expenditures in the 
Interior Department was called). I call up the bill (H. R. 1548) to 
increase the efficiency of the medical division of the Pension Bureau. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, elc., That the medical staff of the Pension Office shall consist of 
one medical referee, one assistant medical referee, three surgeons, aud twenty- 
four medical examiners. 

Src, 2. That the medical referee shall be a man of pre-eminent professional 
ability, and shall receive the sum of $4,000 annually. He shall be the chief of 
en division, and as such shall oversee and arrange the work of said 

Sec. 3. That the assistant medical referee shall also be of pre-eminent pro- 
fessional ability, and shall receive an annual salary of $3,600, 

Sec, 4. That the three surgeons shall be experts fh their profession, and shall 
receive each an annual salary of $3,000. 

Sec, 5. That the medical examiners shall be surgeons of education, skill, and 
experience, and shall receive each an annual salary of $2,500, 

SEC. 6. That all former acts or portions of acts conflicting with the provisions 
of this act are hereby repealed. 

SEC. 7. That this act shall take immediate effect, 

Mr. ROGERS, Mr. Speaker, I desire to ask whether that is not a 
bill which should be considered in the Committee of the Whole on the 
state of the Union? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The bill is on the House Calendar, but 
the Chair thinks it ought to go to the Committee of the Whole on the 
state of the Union, as it evidently involves an expenditure of public 
money. 

Mr. ROGERS. I make the point that the bill should be considered 
in Committee of the Whole on the state of the Union. I make the 
point in order that I may have an opportunity to examine the bill. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. If there be no objection, this bill will 
be referred to the Committee of the Whole on the state of the Union. 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 

Mr. WASHINGTON. I move that the House resolve itseif into 
Committee of the Whole on the state of the Union for the consideration 
of this bill. 

‘The motion was agreed to. 

The House accordingly resolved itself into Committee of the Whole 
on the state of the Union, Mr. SPRINGER in the chair. 

The CHAIRMAN. ‘The House is now in Committee of the Whole 
on the state of the Union for the purpose of considering the bill which 
the Clerk will report. 

‘The bill was again read. 

Mr. HOLMAN, Iask that the report be read. 
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The report (by Mr. WASHINGTON) was read, as follows: 


The Committee on Expenditures in the Interior Department, having had un- 
der consideration House bill No. 1548, beg leave to report the same for favora- 
ble action, with the following amendments, to wit: 

“Amend line 4, section 1, by inserting the word ‘qualified; ’ soastoread ‘three 
qualified surgeons.’ 

“Amend section 2, line 2, by striking out the words ‘four thousand’ and insert- 
ing * three thonsand six hundred.’ 

“Amend section 3, line 3, by striking out the words ‘and six hundred;’ £o as 
to read ‘salary of three thousand dollars.’ 

“Amend section 4, line 1, by inserting the word *qualified;' so as to read 
‘three qualified surgeons.’ 

“Amend section 4, lines 2 and z by striking out ‘three thousand’ and insert- 
ing the words ‘twenty-five hundred.’ 

“Amend section 5, line 3, by striking out the words ‘and five hundred ;’ so as 
make it to read as follows: ‘An annual salary of two thousand dollars,’ ” 

This bill proposes to increase the medical rdof the Pension Department 
by the addition of one qualified surgeon and six medical examiners in addition 
to those already employed, and to increase the salaries of all. 

These officers and their salaries consist at present of— 

1 medical referee, annual salary........ 

1 assistant medical referee, annual 

2 qualified surgeons, each at $2,000. 
18 medical examiners, each at $1,800 


22 officers, whose combined salaries Make.....s..se.ssereressssesreses soveesseeeenee w. 41, 650 
Under the bill as it is proposed to be amended these officers and their salaries 


will be as follows: 
1 medical referee, annual salary 
1 assistant medical referee, annual sal 
8 qualified surgeons (each $2,500)... 
24 medical examiners (each $2, 


29 officers, whose combined salaries make ............c0000+ 62,100; increase... 20, 450 
—increasing the number of medical officers seven and the combined salaries ot 
all Peconing the additional force) to the amount of $20,450 annum, 

This proposed increase in force is requested by the Commissioner of Pensions 
and by the medical referee. The latter states, “‘ It is our opinion that this in- 
ercase in the number of qualified surgeons and medical examiners as proposed 
in this bill should be provided, as the present force is inadequate for the dis- 
charge of the duties pertaining to these positions.” The rolls of the Depart- 
ment show that nineteen clerks are now detailed to assist in the work of this 
medical corps, so great is the press of work, and should this bill become a law 
only a part of these clerks could be sent back to the desks at which they prop- 
erly belong. As to the proposed increase in salaries the Department says: 

* We have no hesitation in suggesting that itis our judgment that the salaries 
attached to the positions of qualified surgeons and medical examiners are inad- 
equate, as has been demonstrated by the fact that several of the gentlemen oc- 
cupying such places have resigned, and assigned as their reason for severi 
their connection with the bureau that they were not sufficiently yenuusaraten 
for the character of services they were called upon to perform, and that pro- 
fessional experts in other departments are better remunerated than Medios axe 
aminers in the Pension Bureau.” 

Mr. WASHINGTON. Mr. Chairman, I trust the gentlemen have 
paid attention to the report which has just been read, because it in a 
great measure explains this bill. This bill was introduced by the gen- 
tleman from Michigan [Mr. Burrows], and was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Expenditures in the Interior Department, and I personally, 
in connection with other members of that committee, made a thorough 
examination into this subject, which convinced us that the medical 
board of referees as it now exists in the Pension Bureau is not adequate 
to the performance of the duties assigned to it within the proper time. 
The board is now very much behind with the work, and a small ad- 
dition to the force is desirable. We propose only an addition of one 
qualified surgeon and six medical examiners, and we give to each a 
small increase of salary in order that the best talent may be secured. 

There is at present one chief medical referee, whose salary is $3,000. 
To fill that position a man is required of the highest medical and sur- 
gical skill and intelligence, and any gentleman who is familiar with 
the earnings of first-class surgeons in any city knows that such a man 
can not be secured for $3,000 a year. While a greater increase was 
asked by the department, the committee decided to recommend an in- 
crease of only $600, so as to give this officer the sum of $3,600 a year 
for his services. 

Mr. PAYSON. Has the gentleman heard of any of these officials 
who say they will resign unless their salaries are raised? 

Mr. WASHINGTON. Ican not tell the gentleman from Illinois what 
they intend to do in the future, but I have been informed by the chiet 
of the Pension Department that many of these officers have resigned 
because they could earn more in private life than they could earn by 
retaining their official position. 

Mr. PAYSON. But does he know there are any of them who will 
resign unless their salaries are raised ? 

Mr. WASHINGTON. Iam notspeaking forthe future. The salary 
of a qualified surgeon is $2,000. The committee recommend an in- 
crease in the salary of qualified surgeons of $500, and to increase the 
force of qualified surgeons by one, so as to enable the board to keep up 
with the business of the department. 

' When you come to the eighteen examiners, we find at present there 
are detailed some twelve or fourteen clerks from the ordinary duties of 
the office to perform the duties that ought to be intrusted only to ex- 
pert medical men, The department says it can not get the services of 
qualified, skillful medical men for $1,800 a year, and we therefore in- 
creased the salary $200, making it $2,000. We also provide this force 
shall be increased by the addition of six, so that the clerks who have 
been detailed from the regular duties of the Department to perform the 
duties of these medical officers can be sent back to their desks. - 

I would advocate, Mr. Chairman, no measure in the line of extray- 
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agance, but in order that the Pension Department may keep up with 
its work, and in order that we may hear no more complaints against 
the long and wearisome delay in the medical department of the Pen- 
sion Office, which come from all over the land from those who are ap- 
plicants for pensions under the law, I join in asking for the passage of 
this bill. I reserve the balance of my time. 

Mr. O’NEILL, of Missouri. It ought to be sufficient to inform this 
House that this measure is asked for by the Commissioner of Pensions 
and by the medical board having in charge the examination of these 
eases. The chief referee and his assistants were sent for by the Com- 
mittee on Expenditures in the Interior Department and examined in 
reference to the necessity for this bill. 

As the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. Payson] has asked the ques- 
tion, I can inform him on the authority of the medical referee that 
there have been repeated resignations in that force, and that they have 
been unable to obtain the highest class of medical talent on account of 
the very small compensation allowed. Members will recollectit is dif- 
ferent in that profession from any other. When the physician leaves 
his home and comes here to fill a public position his medical practice 
is absolutely destroyed. It is not like an attorney, who can go any- 
where and by his skill build up a Recaro AVith them their practice 
is dependent on the knowledge and confidence of the pope gained by 
years of practice as well as upon their skill. These salaries are too 
small for the class of work they do. 

Any one who had occasion to converse with the medical men in 
charge of this work will know their work is not limited to the ordi- 
nary hours during the day, but they are compelled night after night 
to take their papers home with them for examination, in order to keep 
up with the work in the office. It is a matter of interest to every ap- 
plicant for a pension throughout the land, and to every applicant for 
an increase of pension, that they should have a constant board to ex- 
amine their claims. I do not think any member will for one moment 
believe the salary is too large for that class of service, and when the 
Commissioner informs us as well as the referee there is not a sufficient 
force to keep up with the work in that department, all we can do is to 
pass the bill and give them such a sufficient force. 

I am aware there is a prejudice against an increase of salaries. 

Mr. STRUBLE. Where does it exist? 

Mr. O'NEILL, of Missouri. It exists in the minds of some of our 
best members who deprecate the raising of salaries, butas this measure 
is in the line of greater intelligence, in the line of increased useful- 
ness in a position of this kind, I do not think gentlemen will allow an 
objection of that kind to prevail with them. 

Mr. GEAR. How long have these salaries remained as they are 
now? 

Mr. O’NEILL, of Missouri. I do not know how long. 

Mr. GEAR. Have they not remained for years as they are now? 

Mr. O’NEILL, of Missouri. I do not know to a certainty; I think 
they have, but in reference to this matter we are legislating for the 
future. I presume nota gentleman in this House will say that, for 
the chief referee of the Pension Department, a salary of $3,600 is too 
high. We pay that to clerks in this House. 

Mr. GEAR. I am not opposed to the passage of the bill, but I would 
like to have the gentleman from Missouri [Mr. O’NEILL] answer 
whether these salaries have not remained as they are for the last year. 

Mr. O’NEILL, of Missouri. We have been told that some of these 
officials have resigned because the salary was too low. I do not know 
myself how that matter may be. Iam legislating for the future and 
not for the past. I only know that the present salary is insufficient, 
and that this increase ought to be granted. 

Mr. GEAR. But I have asked if that salary has not been the rule 
heretofore, and the gentleman says he is unable to answer the ques- 


tion. 
Mr: O’NEILL, of Missouri.. Are you opposed to increasing the 


ary? 

Mr. GEAR. Not at all. 

Mr. O'NEILL, of Missouri. Then why are you taking up my time? 
[Laughter. ] 

Mr. GEAR. Iam only seekinginformation. Ithought I could get 
it from a member of the committee. Now, how does the gentleman 
know that these salaries ought to be increased ? 

Mr, O'NEILL, of Missouri. From the very best authority. From 
the authority of Dr. Campbell himself—— 

Mr. GEAR. A very good man. 

Mr. O’NEILL, of Missouri, And who says that the salaries are so 
small that he can not retain competent men, and that they must be 
increased. 

Mr. STRUBLE. Is it not a little strange that it has been only dis- 
covered since the Democrats have had control there that the salaries 
are too small ? 

Mr. O’NEILL, of Missouri. Why, my dear sir, if you have an 
faith in your futuresome of your birds may get in some day. [Langhter.] 

Mr. STRUBLE. Oh! we expect that, and very soon. 

Mr. O’NEILL, of Missouri. I do not think that the question of 
politics has ever entered into the workings of that bureau, certainly not 
under its present management. 
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Mr. STONE, of Kentucky. Will the gentleman yield to me fora 
question? 

Mr. O’NEILL, of Missouri. Oh, yes. 

Mr. STONE, of Kentucky. Is it at all probable, or has the gentle- 
man reason to assume, that these parties will resign of an in- 
sufficiency of salary ? 

Mr. O'NEILL, of Missouri. I understand they will. 

Mr. STONE, of Kentucky. Very well, thenallthat the Department 
needs to do is to draw a sight draft on the First district of Kentucky, 
and we will supply them. 

Mr. O’NEILL, of Missouri. Can they draw asight draft on the dis- 
trict for the same’amonut of brains and intelligence required? 

Mr. STONE, of Kentucky. Yes, and for all the experience and ca- 
pacity of every kind that is necessary; and their Democracy guaran- 
tied. [ Laughter. ] 

Mr. O’NEILL, of Missouri. I do not think there can be any ques- 
tion of the ability of the men now filling the positions. What the 
country wants, and what we ought to have, is an efficient service; and 
as the time is very short within which to pass this bill I hope there 
will be no further objection. 

I yield the fioor back to the gentleman from Tennessee. 

Mr. CHEADLE. In view of what has been said by my distin- 
guished colleague from Missouri in reference to the over-work done in 
this department, I send to the desk and ask to have read an article 
from the New York Tribune of this morning. 

Mr. O'NEILL, of Missouri. How does that get into my time? 
cae CHAIRMAN. The Chair understood the gentleman to yield 

oor. 

Mr. STRUBLE. And everybody being in favor of your bill. 

Mr. O’NEILL, of Missouri. I have no objection to the gentleman 
having leave to print anything he pleases; but I do not want the time 
of the House.to be taken up by reading irrelevant matter. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair understood the gentleman to yield 
the time hack to the gentleman from Tennessee [Mr. WASHINGTON]. 
The Chair supposed, however, when the gentleman from Indiana was 
recognized, that he had merely risen to ask a question. 

Mr. CHEADLE. I understood the gentleman had yielded the floor, 
and when he had concluded I rose and asked recognition. 

Mr. TAULBEE. Ifthe gentleman wants to oppose the bill, I will 
yield him some time myself. 

Mr. WASHINGTON. Unless some gentleman desires to be heard 
on the other side of this question, I shall ask for a vote. 

Mr. TAULBEE. I want to be heard on it myself. 

Mr. ROGERS. And several of us. 

Mr. CANNON. The gentleman from Indiana desires to be heard 
and was on the floor. 

Mr. CHEADLE. I désire to have read as a part of my remarks an 
article from the New York ‘Tribune, which I sent to the desk. : 

The Clerk proceeded to read as follows: 

CAN SUCH THINGS BE?—HERE IS A PLAIN. DUTY OF CONGRESS—PUBLIC FUNDS 


FOR CAMPAIGN USES—A PLAIN VIOLATION OF LAW—CLEVELAND'S VETOES TO 
BE DEFENDED—WHAT WILL IT COST? 


[By telegraph to the Tribune.] 
WASHINGTON, August 28. 
The retaliatory message— 

Mr. TAULBEE. Mr. Chairman, I rise to a question of order. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. TAULBEE. That the article being read, or the head lines 
which have been read, clearly indicate that it does not relate to the 
pending question. There are members who want to oppose this bill, 
and as the time is limited we do not want to have irrelevant matter 
injected into this discussion. 

Mr. CHEADLE. If the gentleman will just allow this article to be 
read he will see that it has a bearing upon the question. f 

Mr. CANNON. The gentleman from Indiana has the floor and can 
debate the question as he pleases. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman claimed the floor and sent this 
article to the desk as a part of his remarks. The Chair thinks that 
the rnle requires, especially in this consideration hour, that the remarks 
applied toa pending bill should relate to the subject-matter under con- 
sideration. 

Mr. CHEADLE. But I ask to have read an article which bears di- 
rectly upon the management of the Pension Department. 

The CHAIRMAN. The pending question is one with regard to rais- 
ing the salaries of certain officials. ` 

Mr. TAULBEE. If itrelates to the bill under consideration, Ido not 


object; but the time is very limited and should not be consumed in | 


reading irrelevant matter. 

Mr. CANNON. The gentleman can debate the bill in any manner 
he pleases. 

Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana. Having the floor, my colleague has the 
right to in his own way. 

Mr. TAULBEE. Linsist that the point of order must be well taken, 
and the gentleman, if he is going to oppose or favor the bill, must con- 


fine himself to the question before the House. 


Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. But the gentleman has the right to op- 
pose the bill in his own way. 

Mr.CANNON. The undoubted right. = 

The CHAIRMAN. Thequestion is asto whether the matter submit- 
ted by the gentleman from Indianaisin order. ‘The question raised by 
the gentleman from Kentucky is to the effect that in a debate of this 
kind the gentleman should confine himself to the bill under discus- 
sion, 

Mr. TAULBEE. Ihave no objection to the article being read if the 
matter relates to this bill. 

Mr. CANNON. I rise to a parliamentary inquiry. 

Mr. CHEADLE. The reason that I asked that this article should 
be read is in opposition to this bill. The pointof this bill is that there 
are not enough clerksin the Pension Office to transact the current busi- 
ness of that bureau, and that article shows that they are detailed for 
other purposes. I desire it read as part of my remarks. 

Mr. CANNON. Irise to a point of order. 

_The CHAIRMAN. The hour for the consideration of bills has ex- 


pired. 

Mr. CHEADLE. I reserve my time. . 

The committee accordingly rose; and Mr. Crisp having taken the 
chair as Speaker pro tempore, Mr. SPRINGER reported that the Commit- 
tee of the Whole House had had under consideration the bill (H. R. 
1540) to provide for increasing the efficiency of the medical division of 
the Pension Department and had come to no resolution thereon, 


OKLAHOMA TERRITORY. 


Mr. SPRINGER. I move that the House now resolve itself into 
Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union, my object 
being to ask further consideration of the Oklahoma bill. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The House accordingly. resolved itself into Committee of the Whole, 
Mr. DOCKERY in the chair. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will report the unfinished business. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

A bill (H. R. 10614) to organize the Territory of Oklahoma, and for other pur- 


poses. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I desire to reserve the remainder of the time that 
is under the control of the friends of the bill, which is about twenty- 
six minutes. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman has twenty-six minutes of his 
time remaining. 

(Mr. Hooker withholds his remarks for revision. See APPENDIX.] 

Mr. STONE, of Missouri. Mr. Chairman, what disposition has been 
made of the time remaining? 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair understands that the gentleman from 
Illinois [Mr. Payson] proposes to yield the remainder of his time to 
the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. HOLMAN]. 

Mr. PAYSON. LI yield to the gentleman from Indiana so much time 
as he may desire, reserving to the gentleman from Missouri such por- 
tion as they may arrange. 

The CHAIRMAN. ‘The gentleman from Illinois [Mr. Payson] has 
twenty-seven minutes remaining. How much time does he desire to 
yield to the gentleman from Indiana? 

Mr. PAYSON. Twenty minutes. X 

Mr. STONE, of Missouri. Before the gentleman from Indiana be- 
gins, I will say that I have no desire to occupy seven minutes, and if 
he needs that additional time I hope he will go on and occupy it. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Isend to the desk a substitute for the amendment 
of the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. PAyson] and ask that it may be 
read 


The CHAIRMAN, The Clerk will report an amendment in the na- 
ture of a substitute for the proposition of the gentleman from Illinois, 
which, as the Chair understands, is accepted. 

Mr. HOLMAN. The first clause of my proposition is the same as 
that of the gentleman from Illinois, 

The Clerk read as follows: S 

Strike out the words “at the price of $1.25 per acre,” in the twelfth and thir- 
teenth lines of section 5, and insert the following: 

a oat the homestead law only, except section 2301 of the Revised Stat- 
u 

Mr. HOLMAN. Thai is the proposition of the gentleman from Ili- 
nois. The remainder is what I propose to add. 

The Clerk continued the reading, as follows: 


Provided, however, That no person seized of any lands in any State or ced 
ithin three mon 


of the lands covered by the 
rior shall prescribe all n 
u: 


rther, 

ofticers ve served in the Army of the United 
tering public lands, shall apply to the lands embraced in this act. 

Mr. PAYSON. I would prefer, Mr. Chairman, that the proviso should 
be moved as an amendment to my amendment. 

Mr. HOLMAN. That is what I am proposing—that the proviso bo 
treated as an addition to the amendment of the gentleman from Illi- 
nois, 


- 
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Mr. SPRINGER. One question as to the meaning of this proposi- 
tion. Is it understood that if a person having sold a town lot and con- 
verted it into money should go to this Territory to locate upon these 
lands he would not be permitted to do so? 

Mr. HOLMAN. You have the two alternatives. You must either 
adopt a provision similar to this, or else you must permit this land, 
which is claimed to be very valuable, to be taken up by persons who 
are already wealthy, not the persons for whose benefit the homestead 
law was intended. : 

Mr. SPRINGER. Buta man who hada very small tractof land, not 
worth, perhaps, more than fifteen or twenty dollars, ought not to be de- 
prived of the right of locating a homestead. 

Mr. HOLMAN, I believe the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. Pay- 
SON] accepts that amendment. 

Mr. PAYSON. Yes, sir; I am content with that. 

[Mr. Horan withholds his remarks for revision. See APPEN- 
DIX. 
me SPRINGER. I desire now to yield ten minutes of my time to 
the gentleman from Kansas [Mr. PETERS]. 

Mr. PETERS. Mr. Chairman, I want to devote a few minutes to 
the discussion of the propositions of law presented by the gentleman 
from Mississippi [Mr. HOOKER]. I need not take the time of this com- 
mittee to call attention to the statutes creating the grants of the Mis- 
souri, Kansas and Texas, and the Atlantic and Pacific companies, be- 
cause the gentleman from Mississippi has admitted in the course of his 
remarks that in these grants there was a special reservation of the power 
on the part of the Government to alter, amend, or repeal the acts in 
question. I simply want to read from the opinion delivered by Justice 
Miller in the case of Greenwood vs. Freight Company, reported in 
105 United States Reports, on page 17. This was a decision hinging 
upon the very question presented here as to the effect of the reserved 
power of the Government to alter, amend, or repeal any of these grant- 
ing acts, This, however, was a decision upon a similar provision em- 
bodied in an act passed by the Legislature of Massachusetts, which he 
quotes as follows: 

0 ofi ion d after the lth f March, 1831, 

AE metsa palag ya e] pd compet a the wows ot the aulalshine 

In regard to which Justice Miller says: 


a Spero be dificult to supply language more comprehensive or expressive 
an t 

Such an act may be amended; that is, it may be changed by additions to ils 
terms or by qualifications of the same. It may be altered by the same power, 
and it may be repealed. What is it may be repealed? It is the act of incorpo- 
ration. It is this organiclaw on which the corporate existence of the company 
depends which may be repealed, so that it shall cease to be a law ; or the Le; 
islature may adopt the milder course of amending the law in matters whi 
need amendment, or altering it when it needs substantial change. All this may 
be done at the pleasure of the Legislature. That body need give no reason for 
its action in the matter. The validity of such action does not depend on the 
necessity for it or on the soundness of the reasons which prom| it. 


Now, when the Congress of the United States passed the act granting 
to these railroads this power and donated to them these valuable fran- 
chises on certain conditions, it reserved at the same time the right at 
any time thereafter to alter, amend, or repeal the provision granting 
the corporation, and in fact to repeal everything that gave any power 
or vitality to the corporations; and if that reservation is contained in 
the act, no rights could be acquired by any purchaser of the mortgage 
bonds, because they bought in the face of the decision of the Supreme 
Court, the highest judicial tribunal in the known world, and in the 
face of the law which embodied this right to repeal. 

They could not claim to be innocent purchasers or to have vested 
rights, and as innocent purchasers claiming a right under the act of 
the railroad incorporation to have an interest in the property mortgage, 
because at the very foundation, at the very threshold of their claim 
they would be met by this clause which virtually says they could not 
be innocent purchasers within the meaning of the law, and with this 
decision of the Supreme Court which expressly declares the meaning 
and intent of that clause to alter, amend, or re; 

Now, Mr. i , permit me to devote the few moments of the 
remaining time in answer to the suggestion of my friend from Illinois 
UM. RAYSON] and in relation to the amendment which he has sug- 

ested. 
: Mr. HOOKER. Will the gentleman allow me a question? 

Mr. PETERS. IfI have time when I bave concluded what I de- 
sire to say I will yield with pleasure, 

Mr. HOOKER. I would like to ask the gentleman if the grant of 
land had been made to the railroad, and the road had constructed the 
requisite number of miles to acquire the right, and pending the con- 
struction of the road had mortgaged, and the company who had bought 
it conveyed an interest in it, would that interest be destroyed by a 


a of the law? 

r. PETERS. In view of the decision of the Supreme Court, I 

should say certainly that mortgage would be void and the conveyance 

would have no effect, because it was done with a full knowledge that 

the Congress that created the company had the right to repeal the law. 
Mr. HOOKER. The opinion which the gentleman has quoted from 


Justice Miller was an opinion passing upon another feature, and re- 
ferred to enactments hereafter made. = ly 


Mr. PETERS. That is very true, but my friend from Mississippi 
will recollect that it is a well-known provision of law that in any 
question involving the language of a grant the construction is usually 
against the grantee and in favor of the grantor; that wherever there 
is a question as to the act the construction shall be against the privi- 
leges that are claimed to be conferred by the grant. 

But now I desire to call attention to the question which has been pre- 
sented in regard to the homestead provision. Ont West, in that great 
country, we have had there asentimental feeling in regard to the home- 
stead law. But I care not how much sentiment may hang around any 
bill or project, however grand it may be, or however high the character 
of the men who may plead for it, unless it passes the crucible of busi- 
ness experience and knowledge it fails as far as that section of the coun- 
try is concerned. The sentimental feature of the homestead question 
has been eliminated by the practical application of thelaw. Much has 
been said about that homestead Jaw. It bas certainly been grand in its 
provisions, and I concede it.- It has settled up to a great extent our 
Western country. 

Bat, Mr. Chairman, there has grown up in the minds of the people 
of the West who have had experience with its workings and influence 
an opinion that there are grave defects in that law and the very defects 
which we desire to eliminate by the provisions of the pending bill. 
How is it now if the amendment of the gentleman from Illinois goes 
into the bill? What will be the effect? So far as Oklahoma is con- 
cerned, what is the result? It simply opens up for the benefit of tife 
interloper, for the benefit of the speculator, for the benefit of the ad- 
-venturer, who does not desire to use that right for the purpose of mak- 
ing a home for himself, all these valuable lands. Gentlemen say this 
can not be done. I dispute that proposition. You can go into that 
Territory and file upon 160 acres of land and pay the sum of $2at 
the land office. You have then six months within which to establish 
a residence on it. The party goes immediately to a real estate agent 
and says “I have filed upon 160 acres of land, but I want you to sell 
it for me, for I don’t intend to goon it. Sell it for fifty or a hundred 
dollars, whatever you can get for it, and when you make the sale I will 
sign the release.’? And when a man goes there and files upon this 
quarter-section of land with any idea of making it a home, underthe 
provision of this bill we say, ‘‘ You must not only get your $2 but you 
must also get your $50, the first payment on your claim at $1.25 an 
acre, before you get it.’? Then when he makes his payment he can go 
upon it and by this act shows he intends to make it his home and a 
home for his family. He is not a speculator and not an adventurer 
going there for the purpose of holding a quarter of a section in order 
to make $50 or $100 on it by holding it for six months, 

Mr. PAYSON. Does the gentleman mean to be understood by the 
committee as saying that the same evasions are made of the homestead 
law with the commutation feature eliminated. 

Mr. PETERS. Thatis the point. That has-been the experience on ~ 
this matter in the West in the great homestead regions, and I state that 
there have been greater frauds committed under the homestead law 
than under any other land law. 

Mr. PAYSON. Only under the commutation feature of it. I hope 
the gentleman does not mean to say that with the commutation feature 
out there are frauds under the homestead law. 

Mr. PETERS. Not entirely so. 

Mr. PAYSON. Will the gentleman yield for one further question 
on that point? 

Mr. PETERS. I say that under the homestead law proper, outside 
of the commutation feature, there have been a great number of cases 
where frauds have been committed. From its first application up to 
the present time there have been frauds carried on time and time again 
under the homestead law. 

Mr. LIND. If the gentleman will yield to me I will answer the 
question of the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. Payson]. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I will yield two minutes to the gentleman from 
Minnesota. 

Mr. LIND. I willanswer the question of the gentleman from Illinois 
from actual experience how it is possible that speculations may be 
carried on under the homestead act, and how they are frequently car- 


ried on. 

Mr. PAYSON. The gentleman need not take any time to instruct 
me upon that. 

Mr. NELSON. My colleague has hada number of years’ experience 
and can fully explain that matter. 

Mr. LIND. I understood that the gentleman from Illinois hadasked 
a question and that he desired an answer. You are aware that under 
the homestead law as it existed until within the last three years a 
party was entitled, after he had taken out his first papers and filed 
them under the homestead act, to go.and settle on the land, In the 
mean time the land, from the date of filing his claim, was withdrawn 
from entry and actually excluded entry or occupancy by other persons, 
and qung this preliminary six months he had as good a title to pos- 
session of the land as though hehelda warranty deed, and as if he had 
the fee to it. He could apply to his agent or attorney to sell it for him, 
and it could be sold for $100 or $150. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired. 
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Mr. SPRINGER. I will yield the gentleman a minute more. 

Mr. LIND. ‘The law was amended so that the man instead of 
having only six months for this preliminary purpose was given a year. 
There was nothing justifying it. Now, under the act of Congress he 
could not only hold possession of the land without entering upon the 
land, but he had as good a title as a warranty deed; and I say that 
gives ample room for speculation. All Western men will agree that 
there has been speculation in land under those provisions. I think I 
have answered the gentleman’s question. 

Then, uponanother point: Some of these entries upon the publiclands 
are in excess of 160acres allowed by law, and that excess must be paid 
for in cash at the rate of $1.25 an acre or $2.50 an acre. Ifa man relin- 
quishes that land he forfeits his first payment. In these instances it 
has been my observation that where the excess is large the records of 
the land office will show that there are really no relinquishments. 

Mr. NELSON. Mr, Chairman, I desire to speak on the pending 
motion. 

Mr. SPRINGER. How much time do you want? 

Mr. NELSON. I do not suppose ten or more than fifteen minutes 
at the outside. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I yield to the gentleman. 

Mr. NELSON. Mr. Chairman, I take a different view of this ques- 
tion from that which has been presented by most of the gentlemen 
who have debated it, or at least those gentlemen whose remarks have 
come under my observation. All that has been said about the benefi- 
cent provisions of the homestead law when it was originally passed in 
1862 I entirely concurin. At that time we had a vast area of unset- 
tled territory, and we were in the midst of a great war. It was then 
of the utmost importance to increase and enlarge expeditiously our 
resources and our sphere of production, and under the circumstances, 
with such a large area of unsettled land and with the burdens of a 
great war upon our hands, it was one of the wisest possible measures to 
pass the homestead law for the promotion of the rapid settlement and 
development of our country. 

But, Mr. Chairman, we should always as legislators be guided, not 
by considerations of sentiment, not by considerations that existed 
twenty-six years ago, but by the existing condition of affairs. To- 
day the conditions are entirely different from what they were in 1862. 
At that time, as I have just said, our great need was to hasten our 
growth in population and production. Now, I think the universal 
sentiment is, if we go deep down into our hearts, that we are growing 
too rapidly for our own good, that our population is increasing too 
rapidly, that it is coming in faster than we can properly assimilate it 
and make it a part of ourselves. 

For myself I can truly say that while I came here from my distant 
and far-away home in Minnesota, imbued with the narrow and pro- 
vincial idea that the sooner we could settle up the unsettled portions 
of our country the better, yet now, sir, with the education I have re- 
ceived in this Chamber, and with an enlarged sphere of vision here ac- 
quired, and looking at our country as an entirety and as something 
more than the State of Minnesota, I have come to the conclusion that 
we are, and to some extent have been, too prodigal of our public lands, 
That we had better reserve some of them for our children and our 
grandchildren, and that there is no occasion now to continue the policy 
of giving them away broadcast to the first comer, as there was occasion 
for that policy in the midst of the war, twenty-six years ago. These, 
sir, are my views now, and, therefore, as a business proposition—for 
there is no occasion to bring in matters of sentiment here, nor no oc- 
casion to bring in politics—as a business proposition, I think it is fair 
and just to buy these surplus lands from the Indians at a reasonable 
price—$1.25 per acre, as proposed in the bill—and I think it is also 
fair and just under existing conditions that the people who are to get 
these lands from the Government—under the homestead laws only— 
should pay that small price for them. 

Remember that prior to 1862 the settlement of the public domain of 
this country was chiefly carried on under the old pre-emption law of 
1841, and under that law the nation made a very rapid and healthy 
growth and progress, although settlers were obliged to pay for their 
lands at the rate of $1.25 per acre. In 1862 the circumstances, as I 
have said, were peculiar and they justified the passage of the home- 
stead law. But what was good policy then—what was good for the 
nation twenty-six years ago—may not be good policy now, and I donot 
think itis. I agree to a large extent with the sentiment that has been 
manifested by the gentleman from Indiana, the chairman of the Com- 
mittee on Public Lands [Mr. HoLman]—a sentiment expressed, per- 
haps, not so much in words as in acts—that we had better be a little 
careful of what is left of our public domain. Our public domain, in 
spite of everything that may be said to the contrary, has been our great 
economic safety-valve, the place where the tired and teeming thousands 
from our large and crowded cities have gone and found homes and rest. 

Before I proceed further I will for a moment call your attention to 
the peculiar amendment offered by the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. 
HOLMAN]. I do not really think he means what the amendment pro- 
vides. Construing one portion of the amendment literally, it would 
result in this: Ifa poor laboring man in a manufacturing town has a 
little piece of ground—it need not be more than the tenth or the twen- 
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tieth part of an acre—with a little cabin upon it, and he should cee fit 
to sell it and move out West—into Oklahoma, if you please—he could 
get none of that land under the amendment proposed by the gentleman 
from Indiana, because it cuts off everybody who owns any real estate 
or who has sold any real estate within three months prior to the pas- 
sage of this act, Then there is another improvident provision in the 
amendment. It gives to soldiers and sailors all the rights they have 
heretofore had under our public-land laws, as I understand it. 

Now, one of the rights that the soldiers havehad is what is knownas 
“the additional homestead right;’’ that is to say, a soldier who has 
had a homestead of 80 or 120 acres or any amount less than 160 acres 
can get the right to locate and enter without settlement the number of 
acres his homestead was short of 160 acres, and this right has been used 
and in practicemade available asland-scrip. This scrip, I aminformed, 
is worth some $30 an acre, and is now mainly used in locating town 
sites. Under the provisions of this amendment this scrip could be used 
to locate lands in Oklahoma, and speculators and land-grabbers would 
no doubt be swift to avail themselves of the privilege without stint. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Does the gentleman understand the law to make 
those additional homestead rights assignable ? 

Mr. NELSON. Not technically nor directly, but indirectly and in 
practice, by means of powers of attorney. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Is that the law? . 

Mr. NELSON. That has been the practice and still is unless the 
law has been changed recently, of which I am not aware. 

Mr. HOLMAN. There never has been any law to authorize any 
such assignments. 

Mr. NELSON. I willtell you how it hasbeen. Iwill explain that. 
Here is the way they do it. Suppose my friend, the gentleman from 
Illinois [Mr. Payson], hasa ‘‘soldier’sadditional”’ for20acres. Hecan 
not directly and in form assign it to me; but he makes and delivers to 
me a power of attorney, and attaches the scrip to it, and authorizes me 
thereby to locate the scrip in his name. Then he gives another power 
of attorney authorizing me to sell that land after I have located it. 
That is the way the matter has been managed. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I believe the Secretary of the Interior has held those 
assignments void. 

Mr. PAYSON. Let me make a suggestion. The gentleman from 
Minnesota [Mr. NELSON] is quite right in his statement as to the prac- 
tice in regard to locating this scrip; but at a later stage in the con- 
sideration of this bill an amendment will be offered which will en- 
tirely obviate the difficulty suggested. 

Mr. STONE, of Missouri. I have understood, upon inquiry at the 
Land Office, that the practice referred to is not permitted any more. 

Mr. PAYSON. It ought to be prohibited by law, and I hope we 
shall do so by an amendment to be offered at a later stage of the bill. 

Mr. NELSON. I only know that some of the most valuable pine 
lands in the State of Minnesota were located by so-called ‘* soldier’s 
additionals;” and this scrip was procured mainly from soldiers in Mis- 
souri. 

Mr. BLAND. And Congress passed an act permitting that to be 
done—amending ‘the original law. 

Mr. PAYSON. Oh, no, there is no law authorizing such assignments; 
the matter rests on practice only. 

Mr. NELSON. Mr. Chairman, I desire to repeat what I have already 
said, that this matter should be treated as a business proposition. 
say that the facts, circumstances, and conditions which justified the 

of the homestead law in 1862, which proposed to distribute 
the public lands broadcast among the people of all the world, do not 
exist to-day; and there is reason why we should not be prodigal of 
our public lands. Speaking as an,American citizen, with the weal of 
the whole country at heart, I think it our duty to act in a cautious 
and conservative spirit in reference to this question. I would like to 
see some of our public lands left for our grandchildren, and I think 
most gentlemen here entertain a similar wish. If we make provision, 
and the bill does, that none but homestead settlers can obtain these 
lands, and that they can obtain them at the cheap and almost nominal 
price of $1.25 an acre, I think that it will be fair and just to all con- 
cerned, and it will be a considerable saving of money to the Treasury 
of the United States. Any man who wants land and who has the 
“ grit” and courage to go out into this Territory, open up a farm and 
establish a home, would certainly be ready and willing to pay the 
small pittance of $1.25 an acre in installments as the bill provides. 

I have been a member of the Committee on Indian Affairs during 
three Congresses, including the present; and so far as I know, in every 
instance, with the exception of the ratification of the treaties with the 
Indians in Northern Montana, we have made provision that whatever 
compensation was tô be given to the Indians for the relinquishment of 
their rights should be reimbursed to the Government by the settlers 
who might obtain the lands. We have made such a provision in two 
bills which have passed during this Congress, one with reference to 
the great Sioux reservation, opening up 12,000,000 acres in Dakota, 
where 50 cents per acre was to be paid, and the other relating to reser- 
vations embracing over 4,000,000 acres in Minnesota, where it was pro- 
vided that $1 per acre should be paid by the settler. Now, if away up 
in Northern Minnesota, near the Canadian line, homestead settlers have 
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been required to pay $1 an acre, why should not settlers upon this 
land in the center of the continent, the very cream of our public lands, 
be content to pay the pittance of $1.25 an acre, the amount the In- 
dians are to receive? ‘There is no pressing or public necessity for buy- 
ing lands from the Indians and giving away the lands for nothing. 

I think that under existing circumstances this proposition—tendered 
in the bill—is the fairest way of disposing of this question. I believe 
the people who want these lands will be perfectly satisfied to pay this 
small price and take them under the homestead law. I will add that 
in reference to the bill proposing to open to settlement some 4,000,000 
acres of Indian lands in Minnesota, I have not heard a word of objection 
from any persons in my district to the payment of $1 an acre for that 
land. in fact they are all perfectly well satisfied with that arrange- 
ment, considering it fair and just to the Indians and the Government. 

Mr. SPRINGER. And they have paid it. 

Mr. NELSON. The bill has not yet taken effect. 

TheCHAIRMAN. Thegentleman from Iowa [Mr. ANDERSON] will 
now be recognized for the seven minutes remaining of the time of the 
gentleman from Mississippi [Mr. HOOKER]. 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Iowa. Mr. Chairman, if the bill for the organi- 
zation of this Territory is to become a law I am opposed to the pro- 
vision that requires the payment of $1.25 an acre from settlers on these 
lands who served in the Union armies and navies during the late war; 
and I am also opposed to the amendment of the gentleman from Illinois 
[ Mr. Payson] as amended by the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. HOL- 
MAN]. I hope that amendment will not prevail, as it will interfere 
with an opportunity on the part of the Government to do an act that 
will be the crowning glory of its life for all the years to come. 

Something has been said here as to the question of ‘‘ sentimentality.” 
Somehow or other a mere demand in behalf of old-fashioned justice 
seems in the minds of some people to smack of ‘‘sentimentality.’’ 
Mr. Chairman, if this vast tract, one of the fairest portions of our 
goodly heritage, is to be organized into a Territory with a view to the 
ultimate establishment of a State it seems to me nothing better can be 
done than to consecrate these lands, wholly and solely if need be, as 
homes for the men who defended the flag and kept it flying unspotted 
in the sky. 

The adoption of the gentleman’s amendment going generally to all 
classes of men in the distribution of its benefits, would preclude the 
Government from a righteous act in recognition of the class of men 
provided for in the amendment that I have prepared, and that was sent 
to the Clerk’s desk on yesterday to be printed in the RECORD for infor- 
mation. 

No country ever had the opportunity to bestow at once so fair a heri- 
tage, so rich a crown, and such just and fitting reward to her conquer- 
ing heroes, who went forth in the hour of the nation’s peril to fight 
her battles and preserve intact her holdings in and on the earth, as is 
found in the opportunity that presents itself to this Government in the 
disposal of the territory that is the subject-matter of the pending 
measure. 

The strong, sturdy, honest, patriotic men who consecrate their lives 
to lawral toil to supply their daily bread, and who in times of peace 
create a nation’s wealth, and in times of peril defend on land and sea 
the nation’s life, are the firstund highest consideration of every just 
and well-ordered government. 

Mr. Chairman and gentlemen of the committee, the popular branch 
of the law-making power of a government whose great distinguishing 
features among the nations of earth are its policy of the equality of 
men before the law, and its watchful, tender, generous care of the 
lowly and the poor, the only class in any government that need such 
care, do not let pass, I conjure you, this splendid opportunity, at 
this auspicious moment in the nation's life, to do an act that will at 
once do more for the laboring man and to exalt us as a nation than all 
other acts contemplated by this Congress combined—an act that will 
rear a grand monument which will shine out upon the world forever 
an everlasting testimony to the nation’s righteousness, her chiefest 
glory through all the ages. 

Here, in the very heart of this great Republic, on the richest and 
fairest legal subdivision of the nations of the earth, let us provide 
homes for the brave, patriotic men who saved the nation’s life. Here, 
in the midst of this great nation, let us ordain and establish the na- 
tion’s defenders in the past, from whence, inspired by the nation’s 
gratitude, they, and their posterity after them, will sally forth when 
new dangers shall, unhappily, again threaten the nation’s life. Here 
let us provide homes for the nation’s heroes, the old guard, the loyal, 
lingering remnants of the grandest armies that ever met the shock of 
battle. With what reason can we withhold this boon to this most 
meritorious class of men that a nation’s gratitude, fairly expressed to- 

. day, would place upon the pension-roll, when we consider that it only 
grants them-such generous conditions as to homes on the earth as the 
amendment of the gentleman from Illinois seeks to confer on all men 
without regard to race, religion, or nationality. 

Mr. Chairman, some gentlemen may call this shit se fanciful 
and utopian, but all in candor must concede that here is presented one 
of those opportunities that rarely come to nations, as they rarely come 
to men, to approximate the ideal in the affairs of State. 


Mr. Chairman, I sincerely hope this proposition may so favorably 
impress itself upon this Congress that it will now carve out of this 
splendid territory a home for the nation’s heroic defenders that will 
stand forever the foremost monument to the nation’s virtue. 

Mr. SPRINGER. The time remaining of seven minutes belongs to 
the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. Payson]. 

Mr. PAYSON. I do not care to occupy it. [Cries of ‘‘Vote!’’] 

The CHAIRMAN. There are eighteen minutes remaining on the 
other side. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I will yield seven minutes of my time to the gen- 
tleman from Kansas [Mr. PERKINS]. 

Mr. PERKINS. Mr. Chairman, I desire yery briefly to present to 
this committee a few considerations in connection with this bill. I 
confess those of us who live in the States contiguous to this Territory 
are much interested in this proposed legislation. It is true as has 
been suggested here that more than five hundred thousand petitioners 
have sent their names to this Congress, asking for this legislation, and 
more than four million people are deeply interested in it, watching our 
efforts here on the floor of this House to consummate legislation that 
is fair to the Indians, fair to the settlers, fair to the country, fair to all, 
and which in the end will dedicate this unoccupied and vacant domain 
to homes for American citizens. And that is all that is asked by the 
friends of this bill. It is a condition, in the language of another, that 
confronts us, and not a theory. 

As was suggested by the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. HOLMAN] 
that great Territory was originally setapart for Indian occupation, but 
conditions have changed, and it is now found that all of it is not 
needed for Indian occupancy. It has been found that much of the 
Territory is not needed by the Indians residing within its boundaries. 
As early as 1874, if my memory serves me correctly, Congress declared 
by act that no further Indians should be located and settled in that 
Territory. But before that treaties had been made with the Creeks 
and Seminoles setting apart what is known as the ‘‘Oklahoma coun- 
try ” for settlement by freedmen and friendly Indians. Negotiations 
were also had with the Cherokees for the settlement of what is known 
as the ‘‘Cherokee Strip’’ under like conditions. These negotiations 
were had in 1866, and because those tribes did not need these lands 
it was then thought good policy to gather the nomadic Indian tribes 
from the plains and locate them with these tribes who were settled in 
the Indian Territory. Butin the end the public sentiment of the coun- 
try was aroused against that policy. Tribes located in that Territory 
broke over the boundaries that were prescribed for them and commit- 
ted depredations on lawful settlers living in adjacent States and Terri- 
tories. Homes were desolated, communities were pillaged, and the 
torch was applied to settlements occupying lands in adjacent States. 
Because of these depredations and outbreaks, and the murder of inno- 
cent women and children, Congress declared by law that no other In- 
dians should be settled there. 

This is the condition that confronts us now. The situation is a prac- 
tical and logical one. What shall we do with these lands? We have 
the petition, as I have already suggested, of more than five hundred 
thousand persons, asking us to open them to white settlement. If that 
is done, upon what terms and conditions shall it bedone? We all agree 
it should be done upon such conditions as will be fair to the Indians, 
fair to the settler, and which will be fair to the country. 

The gentleman from Iowa [Mr. HENDERSON] challenged the gentle- 
man from Indiana [Mr. HoLMAN] to point out a provision in this bill 
which is not fair to all and which would not protect the country against 
fraud and the fraudulent settlement of these lands. No answer was 
given to that challenge, and no answer can be given to it, for there is 
no such provision in the bill. All the provisions of the bill are fair. 
Every settler is to remain in the occupation of the land for three years 
before he can secure a title and to exemplify his good faith by his 
works. Then he has to make payment for the land at $1.25 per acre. 
It is to be paid for in installments; that is all, and the proceeds are 
to be used in paying the expenses of the survey and in the extinguish- 
ment of the Indian title. Is there anything wrong about that? 

But itis s that they should have these lands for nothing; 
that they should be dedicated to these settlers without price. To this, 

y, I would have no objection, and those of us who are oppos- 
ing the proposition are not posing here as opponents of the homestead 
law. We are not standing here to say a word in opposition to that 
beneficent legislation, whose effects have been so good and whose in- 
fluence has been so widespread throughout the West; but recognizing 
the conditions that exist to-day, we say it is not best to incorporate 
into this bill such a condition as that, for the reason, as suggested by 
the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. SPRINGER], that if the provision is 
incorporated in the bill, in the judgment of its friends and those who 
are familiar with the circumstances surrounding this proposed legisla- 
tion, it will secure its defeat. 

I am not inclined to impute unfair motives to my friend from Tilli- 
nois [Mr. Payson]. His efforts in behalf of the settlers and in behalf 
of legislation to protect the public domain from unlawful occupation 
are well known to the House and tothecountry. I am not inclined to 
impute unfair motivesto him. But it does seem a little strange that 
every man who is opposed to the bill in this House is championing and 
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standing by the amendment of the gentleman from Illinois, and if the 
gentleman is in good faith he should beware of his friends. 

Now, sir, æ word further. As wassuggested by my friend from Min- 
nesota [Mr. NELSON], we have by legislation at this session of Congress, 
by bills passed, opened to settlement almost, if not quite, 30,000,000 
acresof Indian lands. Ifthe treaties with the Indians are consummated 
thirty millions and more will be opened to settlement by this legisla- 
tion, and yet, with a single exception, there has not been a provision 
incorporated into any of those bills making to those lands the home- 
stead laws applicable. The gentleman from Ilinois did not rise in his 
place and offer an amendment of that character to any of these bills. 
- The gentleman from Indiana [Mr. HoLMAN] did not rise in his place 
and offer. an amendment of that character to either bill. They were 
bills which provided and authorized negotiations, as this does, with the 
Indians to extinguish their title to certain lands that they might be 
opened to settlement. And for the reasons controlling that legislation 
we oppose these amendments offered to this bill. 

As was suggested by the gentleman from Minnesota, the settlers are 
not asking for these amendments. The men who desire to go there 
and make for themselves homes are not asking it; and the petitioners 
who speak for the homeless are not asking forit. All recognize that 
the Indians. have some interest in these lands and that interest is to 
be paid for, and the settlers ask that they may be permitted to. go upon 
these lands as settlers have been permitted to go upon other Indian 
lands and to them upon terms fair and just to all; and in the 
name of these people I hope this proposed legislation will not be em- 
barrassed or defeated by these amendments. 

Mr. Chairman, the gentleman from Mississippi [Mr. HOOKER] is a 
very good talker, and we all know that heis earnestly opposed to this 
bill, and yet, Mr. Chairman, the only argument. that he could offer 
in opposition to it was to stand here on the floor for three-quarters of 
an hour and suggest that the railroad companies would acquire title, 
or might acquire title, to some of these landsif the bill passed, while, 
as he knew very well, in the last Congress all the unearned lands granted 
of the Atlantic and Pacific Railroad Company were forfeited; and there 
is a provision in the bill granting lands to the Neosho Valley Railroad 
Company which clearly settles that question. - It reads: 

Prone bag Pia said anana Net not in any pg TAg be disposed ve = 
è com , or 
nden tae peorinions of this act. ria aa 

And again, no Jands ever granted to that company are within the 

boundaries-of this proposed Territory, and notwithstanding that, the 
tleman attempts to say that there is peril from the railroad com- 
panies in the passage of this bill. 

[Here the hammer fell. ] 

Mr. SPRINGER, I yield now two minutes to the gentleman from 
Missouri [Mr. HEARD]. 

Mr. HEARD. Mr. Chairman, I propose to address myself exclu- 
sively to the amendment suggested by the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. 
HOLMAN]; and as a predicate for what I shall say on that subject, I 
desire. to quote the gentleman’s own eloquent language, that the strong- 
est bulwark of American liberty is to be found in the homes of our peo- 
ple and in the laws which grant and secure them homes. I eall theat- 
tention of my friend, however, tothe fact that the effect if not theobject— 
and I do not think it is the ohject—of his amendment would be to dis- 
criminate against the very class of people who most need homes and 
who would be most apt to try to secure them, because his amendment 
provides that no man whois possessed of lands anywhere else, however 
small the quantity or value, or who, within three months prior to his 
filing an application for a homestead, shall have sold any land, shall 
have the right, or be entitled to the benefit of the homestead law in the 
proposed Territory. 

Now, there are men throughout this whole country, men of small 
means, mechanics, artisans, laborers, many of our best people, that are 
freeholders to a small extent, but whose circumstances force them to 
seek homes in a new country, and who will want to sell for that pur- 

Many will want to sell homes which have become encumbered 
and go where they can make new ones which they may hope to own 
and preserve. I repeat that many small farmers, m ies, laborers, 
and artisans, wanting to better their condition, often leave the crowded 
cities and towns, dispose of their little homes, go into the new coun- 
try, and establish there for themselves and their families new homes, 
But these are discriminated against if the amendment is adopted. 

I am for the bill as it came from the committee first; and even if the 
amendment of the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. Payson] is adopted, 
E would still vote for it. ButI hold it would be an inexcusable dis- 
crimination against a poor but good class of our people who have small 
homes, many of them encumbered with debt, and who, if permitted, 
would sell them and thus enable themselves to make new homes under 
happier conditions, to adopt this amendment. ‘There is no discrimi- 
nation in the amendment of the gentleman against any class of men 
because they are large property holders. A man may be worth a mill- 
ion of dollars in property if not in real estate, and he may go under 
this amendment and enter a home upon these lands; but. if he owns a 
little tract of ground, as the gentleman from Kansas [Mr. PETERS] 


says, ‘‘even a lot in acemetery,”’ it would bar him from taking a home 
in this new country. - 

[Here the hammer fell. ] 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentlemen have seven minutes of their time 
remaining on either side. 

Mr. PAYSON. Mr. Chairman, I only desire to occupy a few min- 
utes for the p of presenting one feature of this bill which has not 
been alluded to by the other side, and as to which I desire a specific ex- 
planation from the chairman of the committee. This bill includes 
within its-scope the land known as the Neutral Strip, containg 3,768, - 


000 acres, and a portion of which was a part- of the old Texas purchase, : 


costing this Government. at that time the sum of 28 cents per acre, 
That land by the operation of this bill is the only land that does not 
require any negotiations, But upon it settlement may be made under 


the homestead law, as it is donated under the homestead law to the, 


settler. The question I ask the chairman of the committee is, why does 
his committee recommend the opening of the best lands to homestead 
settlers without cost and impose a ¢ of $1.25. an acre on the bal- 
ance of the land within the scope of the bill? Why do you apply the 
homestead principle to the Neutral Strip and refuse it with respect to 
the rest of the Territory? 

Mr. SPRINGER. I will answer that question. Thereason for this 
difference issimply this: the lands known as the Neutral Strip are pub- 
lic domain and not embarrassed in any way by Indian claims of title. 
It is part of the public domain and we have not to pay anything for it. 

Mr. PAYSON. But we have paid for it. 

Mr. SPRINGER. We did pay for it when we purchased it from the 
State of Texas. The gentleman from Illinois stated yesterday that we 
paid $16,000,000 for it; but Lam glad to see that in his printed re- 
marks in the RECORD he has corrected that according to the facts, 

Mr. PAYSON. Itis printed in the Recorp just as I stated it, 

Mr. SPRINGER. ‘The gentleman said that we paid sixteen millions 
for it. 3 

Mr. PAYSON. Ido not know what I stated. I have the paper 
here from which I read the statement. 

Mr. SPRINGER. The truth is that we paid sixteen millions when 
we bought all the rest of the claims of the State of Texas for all the 
lands east of the Rio Grande and south of the Arkansas that are in- 
cluded in that amount. 

Mr. PAYSON. I state that in my remarks on yesterday I read from 
the paper I now hold in my hand, giving a description of the territory 
for which the Government had paid $16,000,000. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Ob, yes. That was for 61,000,000 acres of Iand 
the Government gotin thatpurchase. It cost the Government 25 cents 
anacre. Thereason why thisland is not put under the homestead provis- 
ions that are now applied to all the public domain is that these lands are 
not encumbered with Indian claims, and it is not required that they 
should be paid for. We have a precedent for this in the legislation of 
Congress. When the Kansas and Nebraska act was passed there was 
a strip 3 miles wide on the southern boundary, from Arkansas.west to 
Colorado, which belonged to the Cherokee Nation and was put into the 
State of Kansas, and a law was passed authorizing the sale of that 3- 


mile strip to actual settlers at various prices under the law, some at $2, - 


others at $1.50, others at $1.25, andsomeat$1. That was sold subject 
to the occupancy of the settler, and the cost which had been paid for it. 
That strip is parallel to the whole length of the Indian Territory, known 
as the Cherokee Outlet, and the Government has already applied the 
principle to adjacent lands by selling to actual settlers. 

T have seen a statement of the Secretary of the Interior showing that 
on the Ist day of November, 1887, there were in the Treasury $9,094,000, 
as the proceeds of the sale of Indian lands, to the credit of several In- 
dian tribes whose lands were sold, and these proceeds have been re- 


ceived from actual settlers upon these lands. It is thus shown that ` 


this is precisely the policy of the Government, where we were getting 
titles to Indian lands, that the settlers pay forthe land. That was done 
with the Pawnee Indian land. It was done in the case of all the In- 
dian tribes in the entire States of Kansas, Nebraska, and Iowa; and it 
has been the policy of Congress from the time we have been acquiring 
these Indian titles up to this time to require the settler to pay the amount 
that the Government had to pay. That is just what is required in this 
Now, Mr. Chairman, if this provision is adopted and inserted in the 
bill, it will require an appropriation of $10,000,000 to carry it out. 
There are 8,000,000 acres and it will require an appropriation of $10,- 
000,000 to pay for them. I donot believe that Congress intends to re- 
verse the policy which the Government has pursued for these long years 
of requiring the settler to pay for the lands that we get from the Indians 
and require the Government to puy for them itself. These are very 
valuable lands. They are more valuable than we have ever had to 
offer to the actual settler. The settler has to go there and pay $1.25, 
according to the provisions of this bill, and reside there for three years. 
That has been incorporated in this measure, and if this last provision 
should be also incorporated in it, it would cost what I have stated. I 
have never heard the propriety of it stated until my colleague offered 
this amendment. 
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I do not believe that itis in the interest of the Government or of the 
settler or of the Indian to require the Government to purchase this 
land. If you start upon that principle you will put an obstruction in 
the way of acquiring the title to 100,000,000 acres of Indian lands that 
are now held by the Indians in excess of their wants, because the pur- 
chase of them will require the Government to pay $125,000,000 in 
order to obtain the title of the Indians. i 

Now, as to the point which the gentleman from Mississippi [Mr. 
HOOKER] made in regard to the railroads, I think that has been com- 
pletely answered. The Missouri, Kansas and Texas Railroad does not 
touch the lands in the Indian Territory, and the Atlantic and Pacific 
land grant was forfeited in the last Congress, so that whatever rights 
may have existed there have been disposed of, and this bill has nothing 
todo with them. Therefore, so far as the railroad lands are concerned, 
there is no advantage or disadvantage to be taken by anybody under 
this bill, and, in fact, the railroads cited by the honorable gentleman 
do not enter upon one foot of the soil that is covered by this bill, and 
why he ever referred to them is a mystery to me. I hope the friends 
of this bill will vote down this amendment. I believe it is the most 
dangerous proposition to the success of the bill that could be offered, 
and if itis adopted I believe this bill is defeated for this Congress. 
[Cries of “Vote!” ‘Vote!’?] 

The CHAIRMAN. If there be no objection, the Clerk will report 
the amendment of the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. PAYSON] and the 
amendment to the amendment offered by the gentleman from Indiana 
[Mr. HOLMAN]. 

Mr. HOLMAN, In the amendment which I offered the proviso was 
accepted by the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. Payson]. 

Mr. PAYSON. I understand that it will have to be voted upon by 
the committee, and I prefer that the vote should be taken upon the 
two propositions. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will report the amendment of the 
gentleman from Illinois. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Strike out the words ‘‘at the price of $1.25 per acre,” in lines 12 and 13, and 
insert “under the homestead lawsonly, exceptthat section 2301 of the Revised 
Statutes shall notapply.” 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will now read the amendment to the 
amendment proposed by the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. HOLMAN]. 

TheClerk read theamendmenttotheamendmentasoriginally offered. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I wish to modify that amendment by adding after 
the words ‘*sold land” the words ‘ exceeding fifty acres.” 

Mr. LYMAN. I ask to have the amendment read as modified. 

Mr. FARQUHAR. I wish to make a parliamentary inguiry. Is 
this an amendment to the amendment of the gentleman from Illinois 
[Mr. Payson], or would this proviso stand harmonious with the bill 
even if the amendment of the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. Payson] 
were lost. 

The CHAIRMAN. Thatis a question of fact which the Chair would 
not feel authorized to pass upon. 

Mr. FARQUHAR.. Does the proviso stand as a separate proposition 
or as an amendment? 

The CHAIRMAN, Its parliamentary standing is as an amendment 
to an amendment of the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. Payson]. 

Mr. PAYSON. As a proviso to it. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will report the amendment of the 
gentleman from Indiana [Mr. HoLMAN] as modified. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Provided, however, That no person seized of any lands in any State or Terri- 
tory, or who shall have sold land exceeding 50 acres in any State or Territory 
within three months before the time of the taking effect of this act, shall be au- 
thorized to enter any of the lands covered by the provisions of this act. The 
Secretary of the Interior shall ae all needful rules to give full effect to this 
provision: Provided, further, That all provisions of law touching the rights of 
soldiers and sailors who served in the Army of the United States during the late 
war entering public land shall apply to the lands embraced in this act: Pro- 
vided, ý none of the lands referred toin this act shall be subject to 
entry land-warrants or land-serip of any description. 

TheCHAIRMAN. ‘The question ison theamendment tothe amend- 
ment. 

The question was taken, and the Chairman declared that the noes 
seemed to have it. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I call for a division. 

The committee divided; and there were—ayes 27, noes 77. 

So the amendment to the amendment was rejected. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question now recurs on the amendment of 
the gentleman from Illinois [ Mr. Payson]. a 

The question was taken; and there were—ayes 42, noes 74. 

Mr. PAYSON. Mr, Chairman, there ought to be a quorum on this 
vote. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Asthereisno quorum present, I suggest to the gen- 
tleman from Ilinois [Mr. PAyson] that he allow this question to go 
i the House with the understanding that there shall be avote upon it 

ere, 

Mr. SPRINGER. If we can get an agreement that to-morrow at 3 
o'clock we shall take the vote upon the final passage of the bill I will 
yield to the gentleman to move to amend the bill by this amendment 
and allow him to havea yea-and-nay vote upon it. 


Mr. PAYSON. Of course the first part of the proposition of my 
colleague relates to what I can not control. I can only control myself 
as to the point that I make, and as to that I am content with his 

ition. 

Mr. HOOKER, I object. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Then I ean not make any agreement. I hope, 
after the expression. given by the Committee of the Whole, my col- 
league [Mr. Payson] will not insist on tellers. 

Mr. PAYSON. Why can there not be unanimous consent that a 
yea-and-nay vote may be taken on this question in the House? 

Mr. WEAVER. I can answer the gentleman’s question why we 
can not give unanimous consent. After the fullest debate those who _ 
have heard the debate are overwhelmingly against the gentleman, and 
for that reason we do not wish to oceupy time in taking the yeas and 
nays. 

Mr. PAYSON. That does not answer my question at all. 
ply is hardly worthy of the gentleman from Iowa. 

Mr. WEAVER. I think my answer is entirely proper, and worthy 
of anybody. [Cries of ‘‘ Regular order !”] 

Mr. PAYSON. I make the point that no quorum has voted. 

Tellers were ordered; and Mr. PAYsoN and Mr. SPRINGER were ap- 
pointed. 

Mr. SPRINGER (before the count by tellers had begun). On con- 
sultation with my colleague [Mr. Payson], I desire to ask unanimous 
consent that the vote on this proposition be postponed until to-morrow 
when the Committee of the Whole shall resume its sitting, when prob- 
ably more members will be present. 

Objection was made. 

The tellers proceeded with the count. 

Mr. PAYSON (before the count was concluded). I am willing to 
withdraw the point that no quorum has voted, if it be understood that 
before the engrossment and third reading of the bill I shall be recog- 
nized to offer this amendment in the House and have a yea-and-nay 
vote upon it. . 

Mr. HOOKER. I object. 

The tellers concluded the count and reported—ayes 49, noes 114. 

So the amendment was rejected. 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Iowa. I move toamend by inserting after the 
word ‘‘acre,’’ in line 14 of section 5, the proviso which I send to the 
desk. 

The-Clerk read as follows: is 

Provided, That all honorably discharged Union soldiers, sailors, and marines, 
who served in the war for the suppression of the rebellion, shall, in making en- 
tries for actual settlement under the provisions of this act, be and hereby are, 
exempted, in consideration of said service, from the payment of the purchase 
price provided for in this act; and proof of such actual service for a of 
at least sixty days, and of honorable d therefrom, by such former sol- 
dier, sailor, or marine, shall be accepted by United States in paymentin full 
of the purchase price of the lands so entered u , and of all fees in connection 
with said entry. And all land officers of the United States are directed to give 
preference to the persons making entries under this provision. 

Mr. ROGERS. I desire to inquire whether this amendment is lim- 
ited to soldiers and sailors who received honorable discharge. 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Iowa. Itis: 

The question being taken on agreeing to the amendment, there 
were—ayes 46, noes 47. 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Iowa, and Mr. HOOKER. No quorum. 

Tellers were ordered; and Mr. ANDERSON, of Iowa, and Mr. SPRINGER 
were appointed. 

Mr. BAYNE. Evidently we can not conclude the vote on this prop- 
osition before the arrival of the hour for adjournment. I move that 
the committee rise. 

Mr. SPRINGER. If the gentleman from Iowa [Mr. ANDERSON] 
will withdraw his point of no qaoram—— 

Mr. BAYNE. That is notn 3 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Iowa. I do not withdraw the point. 

The CHAIRMAN. Thegentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. BAYNE] 
moves that the committee now rise. 

Mr. PAYSON. It is understood here that the point of no quorum 
is withdrawn. 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Iowa. No, sir; it is not withdrawn. 

The motion of Mr. BAYNE that the committee rise was agreed to. 

The committee accordingly rose; and Mr. BLOUNT having taken the 
chair as S er pro tempore, Mr. DOCKERY reported that the Commit- 
tee of the Whole on the state of the Union had had under considera- 
tion the bill (H. R. 10614) to organize the Territory of Oklahoma, and 
for other purposes, and had come to no resolution thereon. 


MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 


Am from the Senate, by Mr. McCook, its Secretary, announced 
that the Senate had agreed to the amendment of the House to the bill 
(S. 2825) granting an increase of pension to Benjamin T. Baker. 

The message also announced that the Senate had agreed to the re- 
port of the committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the two 
Houses on the amendments of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 10540) mak- 
ing appropriations for sundry civil expenses of the Government for the 
fiscal year ending June 30, 1889, and for other purposes. 

The message also announced that the Senate further insisted on its 


That re- 
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amendments numbered 105, 106, 107, 110, 116, 118, 119, 121, 127, 128, 
221, 222, 223, 233, 234, 236, 238, 239, 240, 242, 243, 244, 248, 254, 255, 
256, and 257 to the bill (H. R. 10540) making appropriations for sundry 
civil expenses of the Government for the fiscal year ending June 30, 
1889, and for other purposes; asked a further conference with the 
House on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses, and had appointed 
as conferees on the part of the Senate Mr. ALLISON, Mr. HALE, and 
Mr. BECK. 
LEAVE TO PRINT. 


Mr. WHEELER, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to extend 
in the RECORD his remarks on the bill (H. R. 9623) to provide for print- 
ing Government securities in the highest style of art. 

Mr. HOLMAN, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to extend in 
the RECORD his remarks of to-day on the Oklahoma bill. 

Mr. BLAND, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to print in the 
RECORD remarks on the silver bill. 

CLAIMS FOR BOUNTIES. 

Mr. STONE, of Kentucky, asked unanimous consent that the bill 
(H. R. 3407) to extend the time for filing claims for additional bounty 
under the act of July 28, 1866, be recommitted to the Committee on 
War Claims. 

Mr, O'NEILL, of Missouri. Whatis the object? 

Mr. STONE, of Kentucky. There are two bills of the same char- 
acter now on the Calendar. 

Mr. O’NEILL, of Missouri. Why not let this bill remain on the 
Calendar? This is more complete than the other. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. .Is there objection to the request? 

Mr. O’NEILL, of Missouri. I object. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I move that the House adjourn. 

The motion was agreed to; and accordingly (at 4 o’clock and 59 
minutes p. m.) the House adjourned. 


PRIVATE BILLS INTRODUCED AND REFERRED. 

Under the rule private bills of the following titles were introduced 
and referred as indicated below: 

By Mr. FORAN: A bill (H. R. 11302) granting a pension to Diana 
D. Howard—to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. STONE, of'Kentucky: A bill (H. R. 11303) for the relief of 
John W. Peek—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 11304) for the relief of James A. Cook—to the 
Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. McCULLOGH: A bill (H. R. 11305) granting a pension to 
Ann Ruffher—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. MORROW: A bill (H. R. 11306) granting a pension to Mrs. 
Caroline B. Andrews—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. MOFFITT: A bill (H. R. 11307) for the relief of Benjamin 
F. Wickham—to the Committee on Claims. 


PETITIONS, ETC. 

The following petitions and papers were laid on the Clerk’s desk, 
under the rule, and referred as follows: 

By Mr. J. M. ALLEN: Petition of William H. Kelton, of James Conn, 
of heir of Donald Street, and of J. W. Blakney, heir of Frederick 
Blakney, of Mississippi, for reference of their claims to the Court of 
Claims—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. C. L. ANDERSON: Petition of Demarius A. Johnson, adminis- 
trator of William C. Johnson, of Scott County, Mississippi, for reference 
of his claim to the Court of Claims—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. BLANCHARD: Petition of the Farmers’ Union, of Rocky 
Mount, Bossier Parish, Louisiana, for relief from the bagging trust— 
` to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. GEST: Evidence in the pension claim of Richard Ashcraft— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. LEE (by request): Deposition and affidavit in the claim of 
Sallie Hardemond—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. LYNCH: Petition of Lackawanna Valley Council, No. 81, 
and of Wilkes Barre Council, No. 161, Junior Order of United American 
Mechanics, for the passage of Senate bill No. 553, to regulate immigra- 
tion—to the Committee on Commerce. 

By Mr. MCCULLOGH: Resolutions of Red Stone Council, No. 78, 
Junior Order United American Mechanics, of Brownsville, Pa., forthe 
passage of Senate bill No. 553, for regulating and restricting immigra- 
tion—to the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

By Mr. O’FERRALL: Petition of William B. Carper, of J. M. Can- 
ter, administrator ef Margaret McCauley; of Festus Swartz, adminis- 
trator of James Swartz; of Josiah Rinker, of John Purcell, of Joseph 
Calwalader, and of John Ritter, of Frederick County, Virginia, for ref- 
erence of their claims to the Court of Claims—to the Committee on 
War Claims. 

By Mr. WHEELER: Petition of heirs of Samuel Thompson of Madison 
County, Alabama, for reference of their claims to the Courtof Claims— 
to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. WHITTHORNE: Petition of Mary A. Brower, widow or 
William A. Brower, of Giles County, Tennessee, for reference of her claim 
to the Court of Claims—to the Committee on War Claims. 


SENATE. 


THURSDAY, August 30, 1888, 


Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. J. G. BUTLER, D. D. 
The Journal of yesterday’s proceedings was read and approved. 


PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS, 


Mr. PALMER presented the petition of Margaret Bolio, of Detroit, 
Mich., praying to be allowed a pension; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Pensions, 

Mr. EDMUNDS presented the petition of William H. Spencer and 
many other citizens of Rutland County, Vermont, praying for the pas- 
sage of an act of Congress granting an increase of pension to Joseph Os- 
born, late a private in the Eleventh Michigan Cavalry; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on Pensions. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 


Mr. COCKRELL. The Committee on Military Affairs, to which 
was referred the bill (S. 2244) to amend the act of Congress approved 
March 3, 1887, giving pay to volunteer Army officers for services be- 
fore they were mustered in, have instructed me to submit an adverse 
report thereon and recommend that the bill be indefinitely postponed. 
The law already gives all the relief that is contemplated by the bill, 
and all to which the parties are entitled. 

‘The report was agreed to; and the bill was postponed indefinitely. 

Mr. DOLPH, from the Committee on Commerce, to whom was re- 
ferred the bill (S. 2182) to amend sections 4488 and 4489 of the Re- 
vised Statutes, requiring life-saving appliances on steamers, reported 
it with an amendment, 

Mr. BLACKBURN, from the Committee on Naval Affairs, reported 
an amendment intended to be proposed to the general deficiency ap- 
propriation bill; which was referred to the Committee on Appropria- 
tions, and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. SAWYER, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom was re- 
ferred the bill (S. 3456) granting a pension to David O. Sanborn, re- 
ported it with an amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the bill 
(H. R. 10245) granting an increase of pension to Hannibal Kimball, 
reported it without amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the bill 
(H. R. 9341) granting a pension to Mrs. Dulcena Noel, reported it 
without amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 

Mr. MANDERSON, from the Committee on Military Affairs, towhom 
was referred the bill (H. R. 11045) for the relief of Sam Rice Post, No. 
6, Grand Army of the Republic, Department of Iowa, submitted an ad- 
verse report thereon, which was agreed to; and the bill was postponed 
indefinitely. 

Mr. DOLPH, from the Committee on Public Lands, to whom was 
referred the bill (S. 13) restoring to the United States certain of the 
lands granted to the Northern Pacific Railroad Company to aid in the 
construction of a railroad from Lake Superior to Puget Sound, and to 
restore the same to settlement, and for other purposes, reported ad- 
versely thereon; and the bill was postponed indefinitely. 

He also, from the same committee, reported a bill (S. 3504) restoring 
to the United States certain of the lands granted to the Northern Pa- 
cific Railroad Company to aid in the construction of a railroad from 
Lake Superior to Puget Sound, and to restore the same to settlement, 
and for other purposes; which was read twice by its title. 


LA ABRA SILVER MINING COMPANY. 


Mr. JONES, of Nevada, from the Committee to Audit and Control 
the Contingent Expenses of the Senate, to whom were referred the fol- 


lowing resolutions, reported them without amendment; and they were - 


considered by unanimous consent, and agreed to: 


Resolved, That the Committee on Foreign Relations have leave to require the 
attendance of witnesses before said committee or a subcommittee thereof to 
give evidence under oath respecting the claim of La Abra Silver Mining Com- 

y against the Government of Mexico; and said committee or subcommittee 
shall have power to administer oaths to such witnesses; and the expenses of 
their attendance and other necessary expenses in the execution of this order 
shall be paid out of the funds appropriated for the contingent expenses of the 
Poe on certiñcates issued by the chairman of said committee or said sub- 
committee. 

Resolved, 2, That counsel for or against said claimants shall be authorized to 
appear before said committee or subcommittee and examine and cross-examine 
any witnesses under the authority of this resolution. 


BILLS INTRODUCED. 

Mr. SAWYER introduced a bill Ga 3502) granting a pension to Juli- 
ana Roitsch; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Pensions. 

Mr. BROWN introduced a bill (S. 3503) for the relief of Bedney F. 
McDonald; which was read twice by its title, and, with the accom- 
panying papers, referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

AMENDMENTS TO BILLS. 

Mr. DANIEL submitted an amendment intended to be proposed 
by him to the general deficiency appropriation bill; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on Commerce, and ordered to be-printed. 

Mr. GORMAN submitted an amendment intended to be proposed by 
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him to the bill (H. R. 2952) for the allowance of certain claims for 
stores and supplies taken and used by the United States Army, as re- 
ported by the Court of Claims under the provisions of the act of March 
3, 1833, known as the Bowman act; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. VOORHEES submitted an amendment intended to be proposed 
by him to the general deficiency appropriation bill; which was referred 
to the Committee on Appropriations, and ordered to be printed. 


CLAIMS OF POSTMASTERS. 


Mr. COCKRELL. Some days ago I entered a motion to reconsider 
the vote*by which a resolution offered by the Senator from Kansas 
[Mr. PLUNB] was agreed to. I should like to have the motion called 
up and acted upon now. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The resolution will be read. 

The Secretary read the resolution submitted by Mr. PLUMB, August 
16, 1883, and adopted, as follows: 

Resolved, That the Postmaster-General be directed to report to the Senate at 
the next session, so far as such claims have already been computed upon ap- 
plications presented under the act of March 3, 1883, the amounts due mas- 
ters and their ropresentatives in the scveral States and Territories for services 
rendered the United States between July 1, 1864, and July 1, 1874, the gross 
amount of earnings for each biennial term of service to be stated on the basis of 
the act of 1854, and the amount of compensation paid for the same term of sery- 
ice to be deducted therefrom, showing the actual difference in each case between 
the salary paid and the compensation computed on the basis of the act of 1854 
for each biennal term of service; such report to be limited to cases in which the 
compensation pais is 10 per cent. or more less than the compensation already 
computed on the basis of the act of 1854, and to be made to the Senate from time 
to time as the statement covering the claims from each State shall be completed 

Mr. COCKRELL. The resolution may involve a great deal of labor 
and it may involve intricate questions of law which have already been 
adjusted. I think it but fair and just that the resolution should be 
reconsidered and referred to the Committee on Post-Offices and Post- 
Roads, so that they may examine and determine what course should 
be pursued in regard to it. I therefore move that the vote by which 
the resolution was passed be reconsidered, and that the resolution be 
recalled from the Postmaster-General and referred to the Committee 
on Post-Offices and Post-Roads. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore, The Senator from Missouri moves 
to reconsider the vote by which the resolution was adopted. 

Mr. PLUMB. Ihave no objection to the course suggested by the 
Senator from Missouri. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. If there be no objection, the vote by 
which the resolution was agreed to will be reconsidered, and the reso- 
lution, having been recalled from the Postmaster-General, will be re- 
ferred to the Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads. It is so or- 
dered. 

LAND SUITS AND LAND PATENTS. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair lays before the Senate a 
resolution coming over from yesterday submitted by the Senator from 
Nevada [Mr. STEWART] calling for information in relation to land 
suits and land patents. The question is on the motion of the Senator 
from Alabama [Mr. MORGAN] to refer the resolution to the Committee 
on Public Lands. 

Mr. STEWART. I have no objection to that course. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. If there be no objection the resolu- 
tion will be reierred to the Committee on Public Lands. 


CRAIG’S IMPROVEMENT IN TELEGRAPHY. 


Mr. BLAIR submitted the following resolution, which was read: 

Resolved, That the Committee on Interstate Commerce be instructed to exam- 
ine fully the system of mechanical telegraphing which Mr. D. H. Craig hasnow 
on exhibition in the Capitol by virtue of resolution of the Senate, and that in 
such investigation said committee secure the aid of competentand disinterested 
experts if they deem it necessary, and that any expenses required for pro ex- 
sinineses into the merits of said system be paid out of the contingent fund of 
t 5 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The resolution, under the rules, will 
be referred to the Committee to Audit and Control the Contingent Ex- 
penses of the Senate. 

Mr. BLAIR. I will say with reference to the resolution that I 
should be glad if the committee would act soon, as there can be very 
slight expense incurred any way. The apparatus the Senate is familiar 
with, so far as any description [can give of it is concerned, from a pre- 
vious debate on the subject. It is now here in the Capitol on exhibi- 
tion. Several Senators have examined it, and, as I am told, with con- 
siderable surprise at what appears to be its perfection and efiiciency. 
I observe that it has been examined, too, by gentlemen connected with 
the press. Recently there appeared in the New York Sun an editorial 
on the subject, calling special attention to itand saying it wasa matter 
which ought to be investigated. The editor of the Sun, as I know, 
has given a great deal of attention to this subject personally. 

I have here matter from the press which I could give at considerable 
length to the Senate from actual investigation, but without troubling 
the Senate to go into that, I think it is a subject which, as it will re- 
quire but very little time and probably scarcely any money, the Com- 
mittee on Interstate Commerce, which seems to have jurisdiction col- 
lectively, should examine with some care. 

Mr. HALE. © What does it cover? I did not hear the resolution. 

Mr. BLAIR. It isa system of machine telegraphy. Does the Sen- 
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ator recollect the discussion upon the resolution I offered a short time 
ago with reference to the introduction of the machine for the purpose 
of examination in the Capitol ? 

Mr. HALE. No, I donot. I only make the inquiry which I put 
to the Senator, whether it covers anything that is proposed to be in- 
troduced here in the Capitol. 

Mr. BLAIR. Oh, no; unless Congress sees fit to make some arrange- 
ment for its public use. 

Mr. HALE. That is all. 

Mr. BLAIR. It is claimed by the inventors or the improvers of the 
system—for it is no new system—that they are able to transmit words 
to the amount of two thousand words at no greater cost in the actual 
transmission than the postage on a single letter. Hitherto the main 
difficulty attending the use of this system (which is a machine system 
of telegraphy as compared with the hand system or the Morse system) 
has been in the preparation of the message. Improvements have been 
made so that the message itself is now prepared with great celerity and 
at very slight expense by machinery, somewhat after the fashion of the 
type-writer, and it is claimed, as I say, by Mr. Craig, who is here and 
is a reputable gentleman as I know (he was born in New Hampshire, 
and I bave known his family all my life), that the cost of the transmis- 
sion of two thousand words does not exceed the cost of the postage upon 
a single letter; and that the cost of telegraphy may be made for all 
business purposes almost as slight as that of ordinary correspondence, 
gaining the advantage of time. The New York Sun of Tuesday last 
says: 

We do not ourselves know what is the value of the system of mechanical 
telegraphing which Mr. D. H. Craig is now exhibiting in Washington; butof 
one thing we are certain, and this is that it ought to be inquired into by com- 
petent and disinterested experts. This much is due to Mr. Craig's long experi- 
ence and minute knowledge of the business of telegraphing. When such an 
investigation has taken place we shall know what the invention is worth. It 
pro: great things. 

Mr. HARRIS. I should like to ask the Senator from New Hamp- 
shire a question, if he will allow me? 

Mr. BLAIR. Certainly. 

Mr. HARRIS. Isit his proposition that a Senate committee shall 
investigate the question of utility of some new patented invention? 

Mr. BLAIR. Yes. 

Mr. HARRIS. That is the object of. the resolution? 

Mr. BLAIR. Twill state the object of the resolution, for more ought 
to be stated. Mr. Craig has been engaged a long time in the effort to 
make these improvements which have now been made, and are claimed 
to be of very great value, so that telegraphy would be practically as 
cheap as ordinary correspondence through the post-office. His patents 
are assigned to nobody. He is an elderly gentleman and has the idea, 
which may or may not be a wise one, that here is something of very 
great value to the people, and before it is owned by a private corpora- 
tion or by individuals he would be glad if Congress would examine 
the subject, with a view, if it considered it worth while, to make this, 
what he claims to be a great invention and improvement, available to 
the people in something of the way that postal telegraphy has been pro- 
posed hitherto. 

It seemed to me that before there were. embarrassments attending 
the ownership of these patents, as long as it is attended with no ex- 
pense, it would be well for Congress to investigate the subject. The 
great difficulty we have, as everybody knows, in making available to 
the people at large this great utility in the conveyance of intelligence 
is the fact that here is a gigantic monopoly owning every telegraphic 
invention, owning every telegraphic wire and line, and having by con- 
tracts practically a mortgage of the existing system for the conveyance 
of intelligence by telegraph for all time to come, unless Congress or 
the country sees fit to buy them out at an extravagant valuation. It 
this be what is claimed for it by responsible parties who have exam- 
ined it, there is an opportunity—— 

Mr. SHERMAN. Mr. President, is this in order? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It is not. 

Mr. BLAIR. ‘There is an opportunity to introduce a system which 
will supplant the other at comparatively a very slight expense, and the 
people can have it. I do not know whether there is anything in it or 
not, but I ask that the resolution be considered and early reported by 
the Committee on Contingent Expenses, 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The resolution has been referred to 
ie Committee to Audit and Control the Contingent Expenses of the 

enate. 


ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 


A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. CLARK, its 
Clerk, announced that the Speaker of the House had signed the follow- 
ing enrolled bills and joint resolution; and they were thereupon signed 
by the President pro tempore: 

A bill (H. R. 1661) for the’erection of an appraisers’ warehouse in 
the city of New York, and for other purposes; 

A bill (H. R. 5516) for the relief of John H. Weeks; and 

Joint resolution (H. Res. 201) to correct an error in the act mak- 
ing an appropriation for the Department of Agriculture for the fiscal 
year ending June 30, 1889, and for other purposcs. 
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FISHING RIGHTS. OF THE UNITED STATES, 

Mr. SHERMAN. If the morning business is through, I desire to 
submit a motion that the Senate proceed to the consideration of the 
ee message in relation to the fishing rights of the United 

tates. 

Mr. PLUMB. Mr. President—— 

Mr. SHERMAN. The Senator from Mississippi [Mr. GEORGE] has 
the floor on the message; but if he will yield to the Senator from Kan- 
eas, I have no objection. 

Mr. PLUMB. I designed this morning to move that the Senate 
proceed to the consideration of the fortification appropriation bill be- 
cause of the fact that the disposition of it is very important at this 
time on account of the lapse of appropriations for Army purposes, which 
occurs on the last day of this month unless some previous disposition 
is made of the question. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair understands that under 
the usage of the Senate the Senator from Kansas has a right to move 
the consideration of the appropriation bill. Itis practically a question 
of privilege. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I think the Senator from Kansas had better let 
the Senator from Mississippi first conclude his speech. 

Mr. PLUMB. I was only going to make an inquiry. Of course I 
do not want to cut off the Senator from. Mississippi, and I wish to sub- 
-mit myself to his convenience as much as possible, but this is a matter 
which ought to be disposed of to-day, at all events, whether now or a 
couple of hours later perhaps is not material, and I wished to inqnire 
how much time the Senator from Mississippi desires to occupy. 

Mr. GEORGE. I do not think I shall consume over an hour. 

Mr. PLUMB. Then I shall not move the consideration of the appro- 

riation bill until the conclusion of the remarks of the Senator from 
ississippi. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Ohio moves that 
the Senate proceed to the consideration of the President’s message of 
August 23, 

The motion was agreed to. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The President’s m is before 
the pee. and the Senator from Mississippi [Mr. GEORGE] is entitled 
to the floor. : 

Mr. GEORGE. Mr. President, thedebate on the pending proposition 
has taken so wide a range that I am inclined to participate in it. Re- 
ferring to the statement made yesterday evening by the Senator from 
Ohio [Mr. SHERMAN], in which he predicted very great financial 
troubles to this country coming from the all excess of imports over 
exports, I desire to say there is an ambiguity in that statement, so that 
we are apt to treat it as if it meant that the Governmentof the United 
States was, as a corporate body, as a business institution of itself, 
making exportations and importations. The fact is, Mr. President, 
that all these exports and all these imports are the result of the actions 
of private individuals engaged in their private business, 3 

‘Therefore, when we say importations are made by the United States 
we state an error. They are made by various persons engaged in com- 
merce in or with the United States, who, in pursuing their private 
business and endeavoring to build up their own fortunes, make im- 
portations according to their own judgment, each man for himself, as 
to whether it will benefit him or not; and on the other hand, the ex- 
portations from the United States are solely sent from the United States 
by private persons in commerce, who in exporting these goods 
deem that they will benefit themselves. by selling them in a foreign 
market, 

So that this comparison of importations to and exportations. from this 
country is a mere criticism on the part of the Senator from Ohio upon 
the business. methods of private individuals, some in the United States 
and others in foreign countries, over which we have no power and no 
control. Certainly it would astonish any American statesman if it was 
proposed that by direct action of the Government the private indiyid- 
ual enterprise and business of our citizens and of foreigners trading 
with us should be supervised, managed, and controlled. 

Now, Mr. President, what constitutes the financial welfare of this 
country is about this: It is the financial welfare of each individual 
citizen of this country. He manages his own business, If Mr. A, in 
New York, imports more into this country than he can pay for, it does 
not interfere with the prosperity or the financial condition of Mr. B, 
in Mississippi, who takes care not to buy any more than he can pay 
for. So that this scarecrow of excess of importation over exporta- 
tion amounts to nothing more than a criticism by Senators upon the 
private business transactions of individuals, over which Congress have 
no control: 

Mr, President, allusion has also been made in this debate to various 
other topics which are now engaging the public mind. We have had 
criticisms of the civil-service policy of the Administration, and then we 
have had that ever-fruitful, and it seemsever-recurring topic of debate, 
the fisheries and the rejected treaty. They have also been lugged into 
this discussion, and upon them, Mr. President, I desire now to submit 
some observations, 

It seems to me that complaint and criticism, not to- say unjust de- 
nunciation, have been made against the President for sending in his 


message in reference to.retaliation. Why, sir, when the was 
sent in the usual courtesy allowed executive communications of being 
read was not extended to this paper. Senators desiring to have an op- 
portunity to make criticism upon it adjourned the Senate, and after a 
night’s sleepless anxiety and a night’s examination they came in the 
next morning full of criticism and full of denunciation, not.only of the 
terms of the message, but, it. seems to me, of the very fact. that the 
President saw proper to send a. message at all. 

Early in February the President concluded a treaty of peace—notof 
peace exactly, but of settlement of difficulties intended to preserve 
peace and good neighborliood with. the British colonies in reference to 
these fisheries. After many ups and downs, after many turns and 
changes, after votes one way and then votes another way, after a great 
deal of deliberation, after a great deal of consultation, it was finally 
determined, as we all know, that contrary to the universal precedents 
upon that subject, contrary to the practice of this Government for a 
hundred years, it was finally determined that this treaty was to be 
made the subject of a partisan debate in open session. 

It was debated for weeks. In that debate charges were made against 
the Administration thatithad failed to discharge its duty to the country 
in the negotiation of the treaty. Wrongs, outrageous wrongs, alleged 
to have been perpetrated by the Canadian authorities upon our inno- 
cent and unoftending fishermen were debated and dwelt upon with the 
fervid eloquence of men who seemed to be in earnest, whoseemed to be 
anxious to have one more opportunity of punishing the insolence, the 
pride, and the injustice of Great Britain. Those of us who favored the 
ratification of the treaty did not deny these wrongs. We admitted 
that wrongs had been perpetrated; we admitted that they ought to be 
corrected; but we contended that that correction ought to be made by 
negotiation and not by retaliation which might lead to war. We were 
defeated by a solid vote, without a single exception on the other side 
of the Chamber. The treaty was rejected, and that, too, under cir- 
cumstances which meant that no treaty which might be negotiated by 
the present Administration upon these questions would be ratified. 

It was proclaimed, it was announced solemnly by that great commit- 
tee charged with advising us as to our foreign relations, that the time 
for negotiation had passed. That sentiment was reiterated in this body, 
and at last, when the debate was over, when upon a most essential point 
of the treaty, about the meaning of which there had been debate, a 
proposition was made by the Senator from Delaware [ Mr. GRAY] to re- 
move that doubt and to make certain the reading of the treaty so as to 
make it confer upon the American fishermen most valuable and im- 
poren rights, that amendment was voted down strictly by a party vote. 

that when the Presidentreceived notice of the rejection of the treaty 
he had a right to say, as he did say in his message, about which I am 
now speaking and which I will read for the purpose of putting it on 
the record here: 

The co-operation necessary for the ustment of the long standing national 
differences with which we have to deal, by methods of conference and agree- 
ment, having thus been declined, [am by no means disposed to abandon the 
interests and the rights of our people in the premises or to neglect their griev- 
ances, 

That was the position which the action of the Senate put the Presi- 
dent in. We in effect said, ‘‘We will notify you that we will not 
negotiate.” The President and every member on this side of the 
Chamber who supported his policy acknowledged and felt that great 
wrong had been perpetrated upon American citizens. That isthe way 
matters stood upon the rejection of the treaty. Every member of this 
Senate, the President and the Secretary of State all acknowledging, all 
avowing that great wrongs had been perpetrated and were likely to 
continue to be perpetrated as things now stand, the Senate refused 
absolutely to co-operate in providing a modus vivendi by treaty. Then 
what was the President to do? If the Senate had rejected tue treaty 
upon the ground that there was no necessity for a treaty, that no wrongs 
were complained of, that all was easy and quiet and nice, everything 
running smoothly between the American people and the people of Can- 
ada, then he might have concluded that he had been mistaken about 
all this, that it was best to sit down and do nothing. But that was 
not the notice we served on him. We served on him notice that we 
had wrongs, grievous wrongs which needed a remedy, but that we would 
not negotiate for this remedy. We notified him that we deemed any 
treaty which he could make would be insufficient for the purpose of 
redress. Wewould not even consider an amendment to st a treaty. 
We served notice on him that the time for negotiation had passed, and 
referring to the act of 1887 we notified him that the policy for the 
future was to be retaliation. 

That is the way the President had a right to interpret our rejection 
of the treaty. Now, sir, what was the President to do? Looking at 
the act of 1887 as to the means of retaliation, he found, as I will show, 
that the means were insufficient both to accomplish our purposes and 
insufficient as to the grounds upon which retaliation could be made. 

It is supposed sometimes, Mr. President, that the act of 1887 author- 
ized the President to make retaliation for any wrong done by any of 
the Canadian authorities to us. Thatis not true. It issupposed that 
his means of retaliation are unlimited. That is not true either. 

Before I go into that, however, I desire to call attention to one of 
the serious objections that have beer made to the rejected treaty, made 
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in the very debate occurring on the morning after the President sent 
in his m I did not hear in that debate, participated in by the 
ablest Senators on this floor, any criticism as to what was in the treaty 
itself, The complaint was as to things that were not in the treaty. It 
was said that this treaty ought to have been rejected because it did not 
contain enough, because it did not settle all the disputes and difficul- 
ties existing between this country and Great Britain. 

That is the burden of the complaint made by all the speakers, and 
by the Senator from Maine [Mr. HALE] especially. The Senator from 
Maine called especial attention to the fact that months ago he had 
called the attention of the Senate to an omission in the treaty in rela- 
tion to our complaints in reference to the Canadians charging us higher 
tolls than we were charging them, one of the topics embraced in the 
message, That was the great ground of his complaint. Did the Sen- 
ator from Maine know that in the very matter in which he made the 
complaint of omission it was beyond the power of being settled by ne- 
gotiation? Wealready had a treaty upon that subject which was. not 
violated by Great Britain, and which was as strong as the constitution 
of the British Empire could give us. I make the distinct statement 
that it was not within the power of the British Government to give us 
more security, more guaranties, better provisions in relation to the 
tolls than we already had. We will see what they were. 

In the twenty-seventh article of the treaty of 1871 we find this pro- 
vision: £ 

The Government of Her Britannic Majesty engages— 

To do what? That our vessels should have equal privileges on the 
canals of Canada? No; Great Britain had no power to make such a 
treaty. By the local autonomy and constitution of the Dominion Gov- 
ernment that was a power existing exclusively in the Dominion of 
Canada. Here was the engagement that was made by the negotiators 
and accepted by us: 4 

The Government of Her Britannic Majesty engages to urge— * 

‘Engages to urge ”’— . 
upon the Government of the Dominion of Canada to secure to the citizens of 
the United States the use of the Welland, St. Lawrence, and other canalsin the 
Dominion on terms of equality with tho inhabitants of the Dominion. 

That is what they engaged to do, and the British Government per- 
formed that engagement. I have heard no complaint against the British 
Government for its failure to urge as it agreed todo. Now let us see 
what we engaged to do on that subject: 

And the Government of the United States engages that the subjects of Her 
Britannic Majestyshallenjo thé use ofthe St. Clair Flats Canal on terms of equal- 
ity with the inhabitants of the United States. 

We, the United States, own that particular canal, and we accepted 
from the British Government an engagement to urge upon the Dominion 
of Canada that they should allow us equal privileges on their canals 
as a consideration for our promise to give them equal rights and priv- 
ileges on our canal. 

But there were other canals to which the Government of the United 
States stood in the same relation that the British Government did to the 
Welland and other canals, and therefore we made a further stipulation. 

And further engages— 

The United States further engages— 
to urge upon the State governments to seeure to the su 
Majesty the use of the several State canals connected wi 
lakes or rivers traversed by or contiguous to the bound 
posees of the high ċontracting parties on terms of eq 

tants of the United States, 

So here was a treaty in the twenty-seventh article of which the high 
contracting parties acknowledge that they have no power with reference 
to certain canals. The British Government only engages to urge upon 
the Dominion of Canada to grant us certain rights and we, having one 
canal, granted them free rights on that and engaged to urge upon the 
States of this Union to grant the British subjects equal privileges on 
the others. That is the way this thing stood on that point. There has 
not been a single complaint made that Great Britain did not comply 
faithfully with her treaty engagements to urge, and that was all it was 
bound to do. We knew that; that was the way we made the bargain. 
In the thirtieth article we took pains to secure redress in case the Do- 
minion of Canada did not accede to this urgent request of the British 
Government. Let us see what that was. There were various rights 
granted in the thirtieth article to which I shall allude before I get 
through, but at the conclusion of that article there is the following 
stipulation: $ 

The Government of the United States may suspend the right of carrying 
granted in favor of the subjects of Her Britannia Majesty under this article in 
case the Dominion of Canada should at any time deprive the citizens of the 
United States of the use of the canals in the said Dominion on terms of equality 
with the inhabitants of the Dominion, as provided in Article XXVII. 

We made that bargain with England with our eyes open, the treaty 
containing a stipulation not that we should have equality on Dominion 
canals, but that Great Britain should urge upon the Dominion of 
Canada to grant us. those privileges, and in case the urgency of Great 
Britain should prove unavailing we reserved to ourselves in the thirtieth 
article of the treaty the means of redress as I have read them. 

Mr. President, we have no diplomatic arrangements with Canada; 


jects of Her Britannic 
the navigation of the 
line between the 

ty with the inhab- 


we send no minister there; she sends none here. Great Britain is the 
treating party, What we get in the way of treaty right in relation to 
Canada we get from Great Britain, and we gota promise to urge, about 
which we make no complaint. 

But whilst we can not complain of Great Britain for a breach of 
Article XXVII, as we grant equal tolls and equal privileges to the Ca- 
nadian vessels if they refuse the right which Great Britain wished us to 
have, we have a right to retaliate on Canada. So that it would have 
been the utmost folly for farther negotiations to have been carried on 
between the Government of the United States and Great Britain with 
reference to these tolls. We already had a treaty on that subject as 
strong and as binding as Great Britain could make it, and the engage- 
ment had been performed by Great Britain. The trouble was that Can- 
ada had not performed it. So there was no necessity, as is urged by 
the Senator from Maine, to have put this matter of free tolls and equal- 
ity in the canals in the treaty which we have rejected. We could have 
got but a repetition of the promise which we already had. 

But there are various other questions complained of as not havin 
been embraced in the treaty. The Senator from Ohio [Mr. SHERMAN 
said a great deal about that and so did other Senators, as if it was in 
American politics a just ground for the rejection of a treaty that it did 
not contain a settlement of questions which are not embraced in it. 
There have been twenty-seven treaties made between the United States 
and Great Britain, and every single one of them except one left impor- 
tant questions and disputes between the two governments unsettled. 
Some of them expressly left them unsettled, others merely omitted 
them. I make the statement without qualification that up to the re- 
cent treaty, of the twenty-seven treaties made and ratified between 
Great Britain and the United States it never has been urged as a ground 
of objection to the ratification of any treaty that it did not embrace 
questions not in the treaty. I propose to review every treaty ever 
mude between the United States. and Great Britain and prove this as- 
sertion to be true. 

First, there was our treaty of independence, the first treaty we ever 
made with Great Britain. It was made in 1783 and left.all commercial 
matters unsettled between the United States and Great Britain—every 
oneof them—and by the law of nations there was no right except by a 
treaty for one of our vessels to enter a British port. Everything was 
left unsettled, although our commissioners were authorized to conclude 
a commercial treaty as well as a treaty of peace. Yet such men as 
Benjamin Franklin, John Adams, and John Jay, who were of the com- 
missioners, concluded the treaty of 1783 without a single word in it 
upon our commercial relations. 

The next treaty was made under Washington in 1794. In that 
treaty the commissioners did undertake to settle some of our commer- 
cial relations with Great Britain. Let us see how many they left out. 
The treaty expressly stipulated in Article XII, that the parties would 
make new negotiations about the following matters, leaving them all 
unsettled by that treaty: first, about neutral vessels, covering enemies’ 
property, whether they were to be protected or not in war; and next, 
about what was contraband. That was in Article XII. In Article 
XY there was a stipulation that they were to treat further about the 
more exact equalization of duties as respected their mutual navigation. 
In Article XXVIII they also agreed to negotiate further, generally, 
without mentioning the subjects-matter. 

That was a treaty made by Washington. It was not urged against 
the ratification of that treaty that there were these four distinct mat- 
ters about which there was dispute between Great Britain and the 
United States which were not settled. Butthe treaty was ratified, the 
idea being as it always has been in this country and in all other civil- 
ized countries when a treaty is made to get all the good possible out of 
it, settle all the questions of dispute that can be settled, and leave the 
rest for future negotiation. 

Tn 1796, in less than two years after the treaty of 1794, Washington 
still being President, a treaty was made leaving all these questions still 
unsettled—it merely explaining a provision of the treaty of 1794. 

In 1798 another treaty was made explaining the fifth article of the 
treaty of 1794, leaving all the questions which I have enumerated un- 
settled, unmentioned, liable to arise at any time to disturb the peace 
and harmony of the two countries, 

In 1802 Thomas Jefferson negotiated a treaty with England, and that 

was confined merely to explanations of the treaty of 1794, annulling one 
article of it and confirming another, leaving all the questions to which 
I have alluded still unsettled, the questions of commerce, contraband, 
equalization of duties, ete. 
e The next treaty was in 1814. We had war. The war wasended by 
this treaty. Our negotiators were Henry Clay, Jonathan Russell, Al- 
bert Gallatin, John Quincy Adams, and J. A. Bayard—fiveot the most 
distinguished American statesmen. 

They left out of that treaty everything about commerce. The com- 
mercial treaty of 1794 had been abrogated by the war. The visita- 
tion of our ships and the impressment of our seamen by the British, 
which were the very eauses for which we went to war, were wholly 
unnoticed by the treaty. The navigation of the Mississippi was dis- 
cussed between the commissioners and omitted from the treaty. ‘The 
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fisheries were discussed between the commissioners and omitted from 
the treaty. Then there was left unsettled one of the most momentous 
questions that ever entered into a negotiation as to the effect of the 
war on all former treaties, England contending that it abolished all 
former treaties and the United States contending that it didnot. That 
question was left unsettled. 

Now, we come to 1815, the very next year. In six months after the 
treaty of 1814 we had another treaty. It was a treaty of commerce. 
It left out by express stipulation all regulations about commerce be- 
tween the United States and the British possessions north of us and 
the West Indies. All those disturbing questions were thus shoved out 
of thetreaty. The commissioners said, **We can not agree about these 
things, and they shall be left cut.” 

That was in 1815. Madison was President then. John Quincy 
Adams, Henry Clay, and Albert Gallatin were the commissioners on 
the part of the United States. 

In 1817 we had another treaty with Great Britain, when the fishery 
question was up AX angry dispute, and the right of impressment was still 
in dispute and the commercial relations between the United States and 
the British provinces north of us and the West Indies were all unset- 
tled. That treaty related solely to the naval forces to be placed by 
each party on the Great Lakes—on Ontario, Erie, ete. 

That treaty was negotiated by Mr. Rush, one of the most eminent 
American diplomatists. Mr. Monroe was President, and John Quincy 
Adams was Secretary of State. 

In 1818 we made the fisheries treaty about which we have had so 
much trouble. Let us see how much itsettled. It treated of the fish- 
eries, the northern boundary of the United States, and claims of the 
United States for the payment of slaves, and left out everything else. 
It expressly left for future negotiations the settlement of the Oregon 
‘dispute. Gallatin and Rush were the negotiators there, and John 
Quincy Adams was Secretary of State. 

In four years from that time another treaty was made with Great 
Britain, and it related solely to the carrying out of the arbitration of 
the Emperor of Russia about the payment for slaves which had been 
captured by the British during the war of 1812. There was a dispute 
then between the United States and Great Britain as to the fisheries, 
for in 1819 the British Parliament had passed an act which asserted 
the British construction of the treaty of 1818 as to bays. John Quincy 
Adams was Secretary of State, and Monroe was President. 

M p TELLER. I should like to have the Senator state to what act 
he refers. 

Mr. GEORGE. I refer to the act of the British Parliamentin 1819. 

Mr. TELLER. Concerning what? 

Mr. GEORGE. Concerning the jurisdiction of England over the bays 
in the British dominions. 

Mr. TELLER. Claiming their construction of the treaty of 1818? 

Mr. GEORGE. Asserting their jurisdiction over those bays. 

Mr. TELLER. Who ever denied their jurisdiction? 

Mr. GEORGE. It has been denied all along, I thought. Ifyou give 
up the jurisdictional question over the bays you give up the whole 


thing. 

Mr TELLER. They had jurisdiction over the bays subject to our 
rights. That was all they asserted. 

Mr. GEORGE. The question was whether the rights were conceded 
in those bays. And if they were British baysit wasall along conceded 
that they were not admitted by us to be British bays. I shall not go 
into that question now, it has been ed over and over again. 

In 1826 there was another treaty. The fisheries question as to the 
construction of the treaty of 1818 was still unsettled. The treaty of 
1826 related solely to the award of the Emperor of Russia about slaves. 
There was no commercial treaty up to that time between us and Great 
Britain, so far as relates to the Dominion of Canada. 

In 1827 we had another treaty. That was about Oregon and noth- 
ing else, the treaty expressly stating that other questions were left for 
future adjustment. 

There were three treaties in the year 1827. I have called your at- 
tention tothe first treaty. Now I will call your attention to the second 
treaty. It continued in force for ten years longer the treaty of 1815, 
and that is all it did, leaving unsettled all the questions I have speci- 

fied, Albert Gallatin was the commissioner who negotiated that treaty; 
John Quincy Adams was President of the United States and Mr. Clay 
was Secretary of State. 

The third treaty in the year 1827 between Great Britain and the 
United States related solely to the northeastern boundary; everything 
else was left out. s 

General Jackson does not seem to have made any treaties with Eng- 
Jand; neither did Mr. Van Buren; but whoever has paid any attention 
to the debate on the treaty will remember that in 1836 the Government 
of Nova Scotia passed some very rigid statutes about these fisheries and 
enforced them with great rigor. There was a lieutenant of the Navy 
sent by us up there to see about this, and there was correspondence be- 
tween Mr. Forsyth and Mr. Stevenson, and an attempt was made to 
settle the difficulty. That occurred from 1836 up to 1842, when we were 
in this state of trouble and harassment in reference to the treaty rights. 
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We had a treaty with Great Britain in 1842, negotiated by Daniel 
Webster. That treaty related to the northeastern boundary, to the 
extradition of criminals, to the navigation of the St. John’s River, the 
Detroit River, the St. Lawrence River, and the slave trade, taking in 
a pretty broad field of diplomatic action. Yet with all that dispute, 
because it had grown up then and become flagraut between England 
and the United States in reference to the Canadian fisheries and our 
fishing rights and the meaning of the treaty of 1818, not one word was 
said on that subject in the treaty of 1842. No American statesman, no 


‘member of the United States Senate, got up and opposed the ratification 


of that treaty because it did not settle the burning questions then ex- 
isting between the two countries. It was ratified. That was under 
President Tyler, with Mr. Webster as-the Secretary of State and the 
negotiator. Mr. Webster negotiated the treaty himself with Lord Ash- 
burton, who was here at the time. 

In 1846 we had another treaty, and that settled the boundary of 
Oregon. All this trouble about the fisheries was then flagrant. The 
British had seized the Washington out many miles from the shore in 
the Bay of Fundy. They were pressing to the extremest extent their 
view that we had no commercial rights. Nobody objected to that 
treaty: They did not have any debate in open session. There was no 
Presidential election on hand. There was nothing to be made by 
badgering the British lion, There was nothing to be made by exciting 
the prejudices and the animosities of any portion of our people against 
England. Yet with all these burning questions then existing not one 
word was said about them, 

In 1846 Mr. Polk was President. The treaty of that year setiled 
the boundary of Oregon and left out the fisheries and all the commer- 
cial arrangements with Canada, about which the country had been in 
a fever of excitement for ten years, at least from the year 1636. 

That treaty was negotiated by Mr. Buchanan under Mr. Polk. For 
fear that my friends upon the other side will not rezard that as the 
best authority, I will state that Daniel Webster was a member of the 
Senate, and that he and every single Northern Whig in the Senate, 
and every single Southern Whig voted for the ratification of the treaty. 
They did not get up here and say ‘* We will not have this matter set- 
tled because we can not have everything settled.’’ They followed the 
rule of American diplomatists, to get all they ean fairly settled, to get 
a treaty right wherever they can and leave the rest for the future. 

Now we come,to 1850, when we had another treaty with Great Brit- 
ain. Things were pretty hot about the fishery matters in 1850. Ide- 
sire to call the attention of the Senator from Delaware [Mr. Gray] to 
my statement. I think about 1850 there was a great debate in the 
Senate of the United States on the subject. 

Mr. GRAY. That was in 1852. 

Mr. GEORGE. Still things were hot about the fisheries. Then we 
had the Clayton-Bulwer treaty, with the fisheries, commerce, naviga- 
tion, and relations with Canada all left out, no attempt having been 
made to settle anything but one single question. General Taylor was 
President and John M. Clayton, of Delaware, was Secretary of State 
and negotiated the treaty. 

Then in 1853 we had a treaty for the settlement of claims. Both 
Mr. Fillmore and Mr. Pierce are responsible for that treaty, because it 
was concladed under Mr. Fillmore February 8, 1853, and was ratified 
under Mr. Pierce March 17, 1853. J. R. Ingersoll was the negotiator; 
W. L. Marcy was the Secretary of State when the treaty was ratified. 
Yet no American Senator got up and said, asis proclaimed here: ‘‘ We 
shall not vote for that treaty becavse there are outstanding disputes 
between Great Britain and the United States which are not settled.” 

In 1854 we had another treaty. That was the reciprocity treaty 
with Canada, and it settled nothing else. 

In the same year we had another treaty—two treaties in the same 
year—merely extending the duration of a commission which had been 
provided for by a former treaty. 

Now we come down a good long step. The next treaty was July 2, 
1862, Mr. Lincoln being President and Mr. Seward Secretary of State. 
There wereseveral burning questions in 1862 between the United States 
and Great Britain. ‘There was the question of the recognition of the 
belligerent rights of the Southern States, and there were other ques- 
tions; and yet that wasa treaty confined solely to the suppression of the 
African slave-trade. 

Then in 1863 we had another treaty, Mr. Lincoln being President. 
All these burning questions about belligerent rightsand privateers and 
Alabamas and Floridas and all that sort of thing were ignored, and the 
treaty merely added another article to the slave-trade treaty of 1862. 

There was another treaty with Great Britain in 1863, with Mr. Lin- 
coln President. That treaty related to claims; and as the two coun- 
tries were settling the claims of the citizens of Great Britain against 
the United States there was the chance to have brought in the Alabama 
and privateering claims, but not a word was said aboutthem. That 
treaty settled the claims of the Hudson Bay and Puget Sound Agricult- 
ural Companies against the United States, and nothing else. The 
treaty was ratified by the Senate January: 18, 1864, almost at the end 
of the war, after the battle of Gettysburgh, after it was seen by every- 
body that the life of the Confederate States was to be but a short one 


1888. 
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Yet no American Senator, much less a majority of this body, got up 
and denounced that treaty because it did not settle all the claims and 
all the questions existing between the United States and Great Britain. 

There were no treaties under Andrew Johnson. 

We come now to1870. The war wasover. General Grant was Presi- 
dent of the United States. Mr. Fish was Secretary of State. Then the 
Alabama claims and all the privateering business were flush and fresh. 
What was donein 1870? As the Senator from Delaware [Mr. Gray] 
says, there were then a great many fishery troubles, and I shall show 
that also from President Grant’s message. 

In December, 1870, General Grant sent a message to the Congress of 
the United States, in which the wrongs of the fishermen were pressed 
with great vigor. Yet, on May 13, 1870, there was a treaty of natural- 
ization. That was all. There was not a word about fisheries, nota 
word about the Alabama claims, not a word about any of the disputes 
which then existed, and there were many, between the United States 
and Great Britain. 

June 3, 1870, General Grant made another treaty with Great Britain, 
and that related to the African slave trade alone. Nothing was said 
about all these burning questions. 

We are getting on right close to the great reciprocity treaty of 1871. 
May 5, 1871, General Grant proclaimed another treaty of 1871, about 
naturalization, Mr. Fish was the Secretary of State and the negotia- 
tor. Nothing was said about the Alabama claims, or about any other 
troubles that we had with that country. 

July 4, 1871, came the only treaty ever made between the United 
States and Great Britain which professed on its face to settle all the 
questions between the United States and that country. It has given 
rise to more questions than were settled by it. That was the treaty 
for the settlement of the Alabama claims, the fisheries, and reciprocity, 
and all that sort of thing for a period of years. 

Yet with all these twenty-seven treaties, every one of them, except 
one, partial, leaving out important questions unsettled, some of them 
expressly stating that the parties would negotiate further as to unset- 
tled questions, not a single American Senator or American statesman 
ever objected to one of them because it did not settle all. It was re- 
served for the year 1888, pending a Presidential election, for an Amer- 
ican Senate in open session, in violation of the precedents of the body, 
to make that objection to the ratification of a treaty for the first time 
in the history of the country. 

Mr. GRAY. Would the Senator from Mississippi object to an in- 
terruption ? 

Mr. GEORGE. No, sir; I will yield to the Senator. 

Mr. GRAY. I call the Senator’s attention to the fact, in the lineof 
the argument he is making, that between the years 1869 and the ratifica- 
tion of the treaty of Washington in 1871 there were more seizures and 
forfeitures of American fishing vessels than occurred between the abro- 
gation of that treaty in 1885 and the negotiation of the treaty which 
has just been rejected by the Senate. The Senator can confirm my 
statement, as he is on that subject now. I believe that in the treaty of 
1871 no provision at all was made looking towards the settlement of 
the damages claimed by the fishermen whose vessels had been seized 
and forfeited. 

Mr. GEORGE. The treaty of 1871 does not contain a single pro- 
vision on that subject, unless I have overlooked it. Unless I am cor- 
rected by some Senator on the other side or on this side who is more 
familiar with it than I am, I will repeat the statement made by the 
Senator from Delaware, that there is not a single provision in the treaty 
p 1871 for what we call indemnity for past wrongs. All look to the 

uture. 

Now, Mr. President, I think that disposes of that subject. Remem- 
ber what I stated in the former part of my remarks, that the ques- 
tion which the President names in his message as a subject of retalia- 
tion, that is, as to the tolls, is not a matter which can be settled by 
negotiation with Great Britain any better than has been done already. 
All that Great Britain can do in reference to it is to engage to urge 
upon Canada to grant this equality, as the United States on their part 
engage to urge upon the States of the Union to grant equality to 
Canadian vessels on their canals. 

So, you see, Mr. President, how hollow, how utterly without founda- 
tion is that objection to the treaty, and how vain it is to claim that the 
President erred when he brought that matter before the Senate in his 
message asking additional powers for retaliation. The case stood ex- 
actly this way when the President sent in his message: ‘‘ We can not 
settle this wrong by negotiation, We have already a treaty upon that 
subject. We have no cause of complaint against Great Britain, the 
party to that treaty, for any failure on her part. She has made the 
recommendation to Canada, and the fault is with a party we can not 
reach by negotiation. There are and can be no diplomatic arrange- 
ments or communications between Canada, a dependent of the British 
Empire, and the United States, any more than there can be between 
the State of Maryland and Great Britain.” 

The treaty failed. Notice was served on the President that we would 
not negotiate; that we would not co-operate with the executive depart- 
ment. Here were the wrongs, wrongs about the fisheries and wrongs 


about the canals. The President necessarily turned to retaliation, 
the only thing left us. 

As to treaties, you may carve out your questions and settle them 
year by year or treaty by treaty, but it is an unheard-of thing when 
you commence to retaliate that you leave a part of your wrongs which 
demand retaliation for a second act of retaliation. Retaliation is not 
done by piecemeal. Retaliation is quasi war—initiative, leading to 
war. Would it not be a most unheard-of thing for a nation to go to 
war with another with a list of grievances and select out four or five 
of those and go to war upon them? So, when you come to retaliate 
there is a difference between that and negotiation. Retaliation is the 
act of one party; negotiation is the act of two. You must have the 
consent of two to make a treaty, but when you come to retaliate it is 
the act of one. Retaliation is the act of the injured party or the party 
supposing itself to be injured, and of courseif there is to be retaliation 
it ought to cover all the wrongs complained of between the two coun- 
tries; and it ought also to be thorough, adequate, and efficient. 

That brings me to the next question, and that is whether the actof 
1887 is a suficient retaliatory act. Isay itis not. I say, first, thatit 
does not cover all the grounds we have for retaliation; that is, there are 
wrongs committed by the Canadians against us for which the Presi- 
dent can not put the act of 1887 in force. One of those wrongs is the 
very one mentioned by the President of the United States in his mes- 
sage, the inequality of tolls in the Canadian canals. Now, let us see 
what the act of 1887 is. It provides— 

That whenever the President of the United States shall be satisfied that 
American fishing vessels or American fishermen visiting, etc. 

Of course this question does not come under any clause of the act of 
1887, which relates to American fishing vessels or American fishermen, 
because it is a question of tolls on commercial vessels, on the Welland 
and other canals, hundreds of miles from any fishing station or grounds, 

Now we go to another clause of the act of 1887. Here is a clause 
that refers to all American fishing vessels. Let us see what it is: 

Or whenever the President of the United States shall be satisficd that any 
other vessels of the United States— 

That embraces all— 


their masters or crews, so arriving at or being in such British waters or ports 
= puces ba the British dominions of North America, are or then lately have 
en denied— 


What? Any treaty rights? No— 
any of the privileges therein— 

That is, in such port— 
accorded to the vessels, their masters or crews, of the most favored nation. 

We can not make out # case for retaliation in that unless we can 
show what does not exist, that other nations have superior rights to us 
in those canals, and that is not complained of. The complaint is that 
we have not the same rights there that the Canadians have. 

So under the act there is no place to put in operation the retaliation 
authorized by it upon a failure of the Canadian Government to carry 
out the recommendation of the British Government made in the treaty 
of 1871 to give our vessels equality with the Canadian vessels as to 
tolls in the Dominion canals. 

Therefore, if we want to retaliate about this unjust discrimination as 
between the Canadian vessels and our own in tolls, we must have an 
additional act of Congress. That is not one of the cases, if is nota 
casus talionis mentioned in the act of 1887, under which and by which 
the President can put that act into operation; nor when it is put into 
operation can he continde it until redress is had in reference to that 
matter. So the President’s message contained a recommendation 
which must be adopted by Congress or we must abandon the claim of 
our vessels to equal tolls in the Dominion canals. 

Mr. FRYE. Will the Senator allow me to ask him a question? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from Mississippi 
yield to the Senator from Maine? 

Mr. GEORGE. Yes, sir. 

Mr. FRYE. Does the Senator know of any reason why Canadian 
vessels can not be kept out of the SaultSte. Marie Canal, or why a toll 
can not be levied on all Canadian vessels that do pass through the Sault 
Ste. Marie Canal? 

Mr. GEORGE. Is that the St. Clair Flats Canal? 

Mr. FRYE. No, sir; it is the big canal which is probably used as 
much as any other by the Canadians in the United States. 

Mr. GEORGE. That canal is not mentioned in the treaty of 1871? 

Mr. FRYE. Itis not. 

Mr. GEORGE. Itisin the United States? 

Mr. FRYE. It is in the United States. 

Mr. GEORGE. It was built since 1871? 

Mr. FRYE. It is one of the most important canals there are in the 
world, I suppose. 

Mr. GEORGE. If there is no law of Congress which gives Canadian 
vessels privileges, they must depend for their right in that canal only 
on the treaty. There is no reason why there should not be a treaty, 
but there may be acts of Congress to which my attention has not been 
call 


ed. 
Mr. FRYE. There are no acts of Congress, 
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Mr. GEORGE. Ifthere isno act of Congress, I will turn to the treaty 
of 1871. 

Mr. FRYE. No; it is not mentioned in the treaty. That is why I 
asked the Senator the question. When he says the President can not 
retaliate in any way I ask the question whether there is anything in 
law or treaty to prevent our levying a toll or stopping entirely the 
Canadians from through the Sault Ste. Marie Canal? 

Mr. GEORGE. t is just one canal, but then thereare the others 
they could go through. A little partial retaliation amounts to noth- 
ing. If you have retaliation let us have it adequate and eflicient. 

Sir. FRYE. I should like to ask the Senator another question. 

by Eira pro tempore. Does the Senator trom Mississippi 

ield ? 
ag ss GEORGE. Yes, sir. 

Mr. FRYE. I ask the Senator if he knows that there has been a bill 
for retaliation on this very subject pending before the Committee on 
Merchant Marine and Fisheries in the House of Representatives for the 
last two or three months? 

Mr. GEORGE. I do not know it, but it shows that the subject re- 

uires legislation. Bechuse there is a bill pending in the House of 
resentatives and not passed and not acted upon, that is no reason 
why the President should not ask the Congress of the United States to 
pass an act on that subject. On the contrary, instead of being areason 
for his not doing it the negligence of the House gn that subject is a 
sufficient reason, and the greater negligence of the Senate too, because 
we have not even gone so far as to introduce the bill. That is a good 
reason why the President should call our attention to it and urge action. 

Mr. FRYE. I should like to ask the Senator another question. 
Whether he is aware that Sir John MacDonald—— 

Mr. GEORGE. Oh,I do not know anything about Sir John Mac- 
Donald. Please let me off on Sir John. 

Mr. FRYE. He is the head of the Canadian Government. I ask 
the Senator whether he knows that Sir John MacDonald declares that 
there is no discrimination against us in those canals? - 

Mr. GEORGE. I can not find anything about that canal in the 
treaty of 1871, but there is the other one mentioned; and then there 
are State canals and all that sort of thing over which we have no juris- 
diction. 

Now, Mr. President, I have proven the necessity for the passage of 
an act. I presume when the Senator from Maine and every other Sen- 
ator will look critically at the act of 1887 they will see that this toll 
business is not one of the cases under which and through which and on 
which the President of the United States can institute any act of retalia- 
tion under the act of 1887. We must settle the question now as to the 
events or contingencies under which the act of 1887 may be put in force. 
Now let us see what can bedone when it is putin force. I was calling 
the attention of the Senate to the means of redress or the acts of re- 
taliation which the President was authorized to take or use under the 
act of 1887. I had shown before that as to one, and that a very grave 
cause of complaint, that is, the inequality of the tolls levied by the 
Dominion of Canada—that act of 1887 provided no means of redress for 
that wrong, that is, it could not be put into operation—the retaliatory 
measure provided in the act of 1887 could not be put into operation on 
account of that wrong. I now desire to show what means of redress 
are provided for by the act of 1837 for the difficulties to which Į have 
before alluded which exclude the inequality of tolls. The act author- 
izes the doing of these things and no more: 

First. To deny entrance to any vessels of the British Dominion to 
our ports. 

Second. To deny entrance to fish or any product of said Dominion. 

Third. To deny entrance to any other goods coming from said Do- 
minion to the United States. 

‘The President may apply this denial to any part or to all of the above, 
but that is all he can do. He can not, as has been asserted on this 
floor, do any more than this. He can not deny the right of transit over 
American territory to goods coming from foreign countries going into 
Canada, Therefore this measure that the President asks for is not al- 
lowed by present law. 

I will read from President Grant’s message of 1870, to show that he 
regarded the identical measure recommended by the President asa 
most efficient means of retaliation op Canada. In that message, dated 
5th day of December, 1870, President Grant, after making complaint 
against the Canadian authorities for their treatment of our fishing ves- 
sels, uses this language as to the mode of redress: 

Anticipating— 

Said President Grant— 
that an attempt may possibly be made by the Canadian authorities in the com- 
ing season to repeat their unneighborly acts toward our fishermen, I recom- 
mend you to confer upon the Executive the power to suspend, by proclama- 
tion, the operation of the laws authorizin the transit of goods. 
merchandise in bond across the territory of the United States to Canada; and 
further, should such an extreme measure become necessary, to suspend the 
operation of any laws whereby the vessels of the Dominion of Canada are per- 
mitted to enter the waters of the United States, 

So that President Grant recommended the very thing that President 
Cleveland recommends in his message now before the Senate, and he 


recommends it, too, in addition to the measures which are provided for 
in the act of 1887. That act provides for the suspension of the 
operation of any laws whereby the vessels of the Dominion of Canada 
were permitted to enter the waters of the United States. So President 
Grant, in the exercise of his duty to recommend to Congress snch 
measures as he deemed the public welfare demanded, has recommended 
the exact thing which President Cleveland recommends in the message 
now under consideration. 
Thursday, August 30, 1888. 

Mr. GEORGE. Mr. President, in the argument which I have had 
the honor to submit to the Senate I have endeavored to prove, and I 
think I have proven, that there are wrongs committed by the Cana- 
dian authorities against the people of the United States which do not 
fall within the retaliatory clauses of the act of 1887. Ihave also en- 
deavored to show, and I think I have shown, that for these wrongs the 
means of retaliation provided for by that act are insufficient. I proved 
that by the consideration of the terms of the act of 1887, and I have 
also proven by the message of President Grant, dated December 5, 1870, 
in which he recommended the very retaliatory measure, almost in the 
same words, recommended by the President, that these two eminent 
Presidents on this subject occupy precisely the same ground. 

It is alleged, however, that there are other means of retaliation in 
the power of the President not embraced in the act of 1887. Ideny that. 
One of the Senators who took this position is the Senator from Vermont 
[Mr. EDMUNDS]. Iread from his speech delivered August 24, in which 
he says that Congress took the view— 

That if Great Britain, the treaty being in foree, violated it on her side and 


denied to us a right that we had under it, we were no longer under any obliga- 
tion to grant to her a right that she had under it. 


To which proposition I agree. But the Senator proceeded further: 


Andit did not need a statute todo that. There are gentlemen within the 
hearing of my voice now who have occupied positions as Cabinet ministers of 
Presidents of the United States, there are others who have not who have been 
students of public law, and my friend from Alabama [Mr. Morea] I can appeal 
to as one of the best of them,and they know that when one nation bovine & 
treaty with another chooses to break it or to refuse or refrain from carrying it 
into reciprocal and equal effect, the other nation is no longer bound; and it is at 
the option of her Executive, whose business it is to see that the laws are faith- 
fully executed, and that nothing else is exeeuted, shall stand up for the rights 

the nation that is thus wron , Just as the Senator from New York [Mr. 
Evarrs] did under a treaty with some power of whom we are now speaking, 
who told them that if they chose to putacertain interpretation upon that treaty 
then he would regard it, under the direction of the President of the United 
States, as an end of the treaty 

So I understund the proposition of the Senator from Vermont to be 
that if there be a violation of any treaty rights which we have under 
the treaty of 1571, it is competent for the President of his own motion, 
without any action of Congress, to declare the treaty at an end, and to 
deny to the other side rights secured to them under the treaty, This 

roposition I deny; it has no foundation in American constitutional 

aw. I say both by the speculation and the writings of our eminent 
statesmen and by the acts of Congress themselves this assumed or alleged 
power stated thus by the Senator from Vermont to be in the President 
of the United States is shown not to exist.. That power rests solely in 
the Congress of the United States. : 

The firstauthority I shall read in contravention of the position taken by 
the Senator from Vermont is from a very high authority, Mr. Madison, 
who says: 

Treaties, as I understand the Constitution, are made eme over the con- 
stitutions and laws of the particular Sta and, like a uent law of the 
United States, over pre-existing laws of the United States; provided, however, 
that the treaty be within the prerogative of making treaties, which, no doubt, 
has certain limits. 

That the contracting powers can annul the treaty can not, I presume, be 
questioned, the same authority precisely being exercised in annulling as in 
making a treaty. 

That a breach on one side (even of a single article, each being considered as 
a condition of every other article) dischar, the other is as little questionable, 
but with this reservation, that the other side is at uoy to take advantage or 
not of the breach as dissolving the treaty, Hence I infer that the treaty with 
Great Britain, which has not m annulled by mutual consent, must be re- 
garded as in fall force by all on whom its execution in the United States de- 
pends, until it shall be declared —— party, to whom a right has accrued by 
the breach of the other party to lare, that advantage is to be taken of the 
breach, and the treaty is annulled accordingly. In case it should be advisahe 


to take advantage of the adverse breach, a question may perhaps be started 


whether the power vested by the Constitution with respect to treaties in the 
President and Senate makes them— 
That is the President and the Senate— 


peten: treaty is a law, the whole legislature 
po o oari mene et Pir ngs bed in po Bg Ay President and Senate be 
competent in ordinary ve authority be requisite to annula 
treaty of peace, as being equivalent to a of war, to which that au- 
thority alone, by our Constitution, is 

Mr. MORGAN. From what do you read? : 

Mr. GEORGE. I am reading from a letter of Mr. Madison to Mr. 
Edmund Pendleton, dated January 2, 1791, contained in Wharton’s 
Digest of International Law, section 138. ‘ 

It will be seen that Mr. Madison, in discussing who is to determine 
the breach of a treaty and the release from its obligations of the United 
States on account of this breach, alludes to two parties only as com- 
petent to declare the breach and the release. One is the President and 
the Senate. As they made the treaty it has been argued that they 
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may annul it. That is one of the competent authorities which he says 
possibly might, as some allege, have the power. But that ates is dis- 
puted as between them and the Congress of the United States upon 
the firm ground that the treaty, being the supreme law of the land, can 
not be annulled except by making another law which annulsit. These 
are the only two authorities which under our Constitution, according 
to Mr. Madison, can by any caer pain’ lay claim to this power. No 
one then pretended that the President alone had the power. 

There is no express power vested by the Constitution of the United 
States in the President and Senate to simply annul a treaty. The 
power ted to them by the Constitution is to make a treaty. Of 
course in the exercise of their power of making treaties they may ab- 
rogate all former treaties or any part of former treaties between the 
United States and the particular government with which they make 
the new treaty, but that results not from their power to declare a treaty 
annulled for a breach of its conditions, because that is not given to 
them by the Constitution, but it results from their power to make a 
new treaty which can only be made by the consent of the other nation, 
and thus by mutual consent abrogating a contract already existing be- 
tween the parties, 

So, then, we are remitted to the other alternative presented by Mr. 
Madison, and thatis that Congress may annul it, and why? Upon the 
admitted ground ized by numerous decisions of the Supreme 
Court of the United States, a subsequent act of Congress in conflict with 
a prior treaty annuls the treaty to the extent of the conflict and itself 
becomes the supreme law of the land instead of the law made by fhe 
former treaty. 

Mr. President, I think then the learned Senator from Vermont griev- 
ously erred in asserting to the Senate that the autocratic power was 
vested in the President of the United States by the Constitution of the 
United States to annul, to change, to abrogate a supreme law of the 
Jand by his own individual action. No such power is granted to him 
by the Constitution. We have some precedents as to the abrogation of 
treaties by the United States on the alleged ground of their violation by 
the other party. I call the attention of the Senate to the only act on 
our statute-books, the only act existing in the history of this country 
so far as I have been able to learn—and I have searched with some dili- 
gence—by which the United States undertook of their own motion, 
without consulting the adverse party, to annul and abrogate an exist- 
ing treaty upon the ground that the other party had violatedit. If 
there be any other instance it has escaped my observation. This in- 
stance is the act of Congress of July 7, 1798, which I will read to the 
Senate as showing the earliest construction of the power of the Consti- 
tution with reference to the abrogation of treaties by the single act of 


the United States, made at an early day when the great statesmen who 
formed the Constitution itself were controlling the councils of this na- 
tion: 4 


Whereas the treaties concluded between the United States and France have 
been zopar violated on the part of the French aiiin her the just 
claims of the United States for reparation of the injuries so committed have been 
refused, and their attempts to negotiate an amicable adjustment of all com- 
plaints between the two nations have been repelled with iaaii and 

Whereas, under authority of the French Government, there is yet pursued 
against the United States a system of paaa violence, infracting the said 
treaties, and hostile to the rights of a free and independent nation: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the United States are of right freed and exonerated 
from the stipulations of the treaties, and of the consular convention, hereto- 
fore concluded between the United States and France; and that the same shall 
pe Mg tonal be as legally obligatory on the Government or citizens 
of the United 


This is the only instance, so far as my researches extend, where the 
United States ever undertook to decide for themselves that they were 
no longer bound by a treaty with a foreign country on account of the 
failure of that country to observe its provisions. That was done by an 
act of Congress approved by Mr. Adams in 1798, and from that time 
to this there has not been the assumption of power by any President 
of the United States to annul a treaty upon his mere belief that the 
pee xas had not complied with it. That disposes of that question, 

So any remedy we might have arising under such a construction of 
the Constitution does not exist, but.other remedies are pointed out by 
distinguished Senators as existing over and above and outside of the 
act of 1887. The Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. Hoar] claimed— 
and I will read his claim, so that the Senate may understand it: 


Ido not jest to add to what has been said by the honorable Sen- 
ator from Vermont [Mr. EDMUNDS] on that subject, nor to express any opinion 
of my own in regard to it at the present time. 

The President claims that the twenty-ninth article of the treaty of 1871 has 
been and that each nation therefore is at liberty without further ne- 
[Seren if it shall see fit, to proceed to regulate its own conduct in reference 

this subject-matter of complaint without regard to any binding obligation 
of one toward the other. Very well; if that be true, then the Administration 
has all this time—and I desire to call the attention of the Senate to this proposi- 
tion—had absolute s pome and control and discretion over the whole matier. 
The authority which the President asks, so far as it relates to the transporting 
of Canadian goods in bond over our railways or canals, or so far as stopping 
the employment of Canadian railroads and canals by our shippers of poi Ap is 
already complete. = 


Shed bases that on two sections of the Revised Statutes. He had this 


Src, 3005. All merchandise arriving at the ports of New York, Boston. Port- 


land in Maine, or any other port specially designated by the Secretary of the 


Treasury, and destined for p. in the adjacent British provinces, or arriving 
at the port of Point Isabel in Texas, or any other port specially designated by 
the Secretary of the Treasury, and destined for places in the Republic of Mex- 
ico, may be entered at the custom-house, and conveyed, in transit, through the 
territory of the United States, without the payment of duties, under such reg- 
ulationsas the Secretary of the Treasury may prescribe, ` 

Section 3006 read in connection with this I will notice hereafter. 

It will be noted in the first instance, a point that has been overlooked 
in this debate, that section 3005 of the Revised Statutes refers only to 
importations into Canada through the United States. It does not refer 
to exportations. There is no authority in section 3005 fora transship- 
ment through the United States of goods from Canada and destined 
for other countries than the United States. That authority is found 
elsewhere in our statutes passed prior to the enactment of that 
section. 

So, then, if section 3005 could be construed as giving any power what- 
ever tothe President in relation to this matter, it could not be con- 
strued as giving any power over exportations from Canada, and the 
stopping of exports is about as important as the prevention of imports. 
But, sir, section 3005 is a statute of the United States. It is absolute 
in its terms. It does not propose or profess to have any force or vital- 
ity contingent upon any reciprocal right granted or to be granted by 
Canada or upon any act to be performed by Canada. It is absolute, 
and there is no power in that section 3005, no provision, which author- 
izes the President to Suspend its operation upon any cause or for any 
purpose whatever. So, if the President of the United States were to 
undertake to suspend the operation of section 3005 he would assume 
the autocratic power denied to him by the Constitution and posseased 
only by the most despotic autocrat in Europe or in Asia—a power to 
suspend or abrogate a statute absolute in its terms withoutin any sense 
being made contingent or dependent on his will. 

But the Senator from Massachusetts, as I understand his argument, 
bases the rightof the President of the United States to suspend the op- 
eration of section 3005 upon the effect of these terms used in the statute, 
that this transportation may be ‘‘ without the payment of duties, under 
such regulations as the Secretary of the Treasury may prescribe.” 

That is the groundwork of the argument, based upon a provision in 
the statute, whichis very common, allowing the Secretary of the Treas- 
ury with reference to foreign commerce to make regulations for its or- 
derly conduct. Thatargumentis based on the assumption that the 
power given to regulate a certain transaction, which is made lawful 
and permitted by the statute, includes in it the power to prohibit ab- 
solutely the doing of the transaction at all. 

When a statute is passed making legal the performance of a particu- 
lar transaction under regulations to be prescribed by the Secretary of 
the Treasury, the power is claimed for the Secretary of the Treasury to 
prohibit the doing of the thing for the proper doing of which he was 
authorized to make regulations. As I am informed by the Senator 
from Kentucky [Mr. Beck], who sits at my right, and who is very 
familiar with all these things, three-fourths of the statutes of the 
United States regulating foreign commerce and internal revenue pro- 
vide for regulations to be prescribed by the Secretary of the Treasury. 
The Senator from Massachusetts seems to have discovered that this ar- 
gument would not of itself do, and so he also relies on section 3006 to 
make it good. That section is as follows: 


Sec. 3006. Imported merchandise in bond, or duty paid, and ucts or man- 
ufactures of the United States may, with the consent of the proper authorities 
of the British provinces or Republic of Mexico, be apron, eeka from one portin 
the United States to another port therein, over the territory of such provinces 
or Republic, by such routes and under such rules,regulations, and conditions as 

Secretary of the Treasury may prescribe; and the merchandise so trans- 
shall, upon arrival in the United States from such provinces or Republic, 
treated in to the liability to or exemption from duty or tax, as if the 
taken place entirely within the limits of the United States. 

That section relates simply to the coastwise trade of the United 
States, the shipment starting from a port in the United States and end- 
ing inanother port in the United States, and the only difference between 
that and the ordinary coastwise trade is the permission given in this 
statute that a part of the transportation may be over foreign territory. 
So under section 3006, intended to provide alone for the regulation of 
the coastwise trade of the United States, that is, transportation from one 
port in the United States to another port in the United States, the ex- 
traordinary result is reached that the President may prohibit the trans- 
portation over our territory of goods, not from one port to another in 
the United States, but from one foreign country to another through 
the United States! The Senator from Massachusetts proceeds: 

My proposition is that the transportation of merchandise coming from Amer- 
ican railroads or canals or other modes of carriage through Canada is, by sec- 
tion 3006 of the Revised Statutes, to be conducted under such rules, regulations, 
and conditions as the Secretary of the Treasury may p be; and the moment 
the Administration was informed that this discrimination — 

That is as I suppose about the tolls— 


was made by Canadaagainst our interests, the President had the right instantly 
to interpose and put an end to the entire traffic at once—just what he asks the 
special authority of Congress to do at the present time. 


Suppose he had power under this section, what traffic could he put an 
end to? rtation from Canada to a foreign country? Transpor- 
tation from aforeign country toCanada? No; buttransportationentirely 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 


8096 


AuGUsT 30, 


between two ports of the United States, as from Buffalo in New York or 
Oswego in New York to Chicago in Illinois. That is a very remarkable 
proposition; and the Senator from Massachusetts seems to have thought 
that it was necessary to support it by authority, and he produced two cir- 
culars of the Treasury Department for this authority. The Senator 
from Massachusetts claims that this very power asked for by the Presi- 
dent, which is a power to prevent goods coming from England, for in- 
stance, or France destined for Canada going through the United States 
to Canada, or goods coming from Canada destined for England or France 
and going through the United States—he claims that this power has 
been asserted by the President and Secretary Manning in two circulars, 
which he read to the Senate. Now let us see. He read first circular 
102, dated July 2, 1885: 
CIRCULAR. 
TERMINATION OF CERTAIN ARTICLES OF THE TREATY OF WASHINGTON. 
[1885, Department No. 102. Division of Special Agents.] 
TREASURY DEPARTMENT, OFFICE OF THE SECRETARY, 

Washington, D. C., July 2, 1885. 
To collectors of customs: 


Notice gig More given by the proclamation of the President, dated Janu- 
ary 31, 1885, of the abrogation— 

Of what? Article XXIX, which authorizes this transportation from 
Canada to France through the United States? No; but— 
of Articles XVIII to XX V— i 

Which are the fishery articles— 
and Article XXX of the treaty of Washington— 

Which was the article admitting the British to our coastwise trade. 
But I proceed with reading the circular: : 
collectors of customs are hereby notified that article $44 of the Customs ula- 
tions of 1884, which is iden with article 19 of the Regulations of March 30, 
1875, made pursuant to— 

To what? Pursuant to Article XXIX, which I will read in a few 
moments, which he says the Secretary understood was abrogated? No; 
but— 
pursuant to Article XXX— 

It has no more to do with the transportation of exports from Canada 
to Europe or from Europe to Canada across the United States than it 
has to do with the transportation of goods from Liverpool to Hong- 
Kong. The circular goes on—I have read the ground or reason for the 
issuing of the circular— 

Article XXX of said treaty, will cease to be in force from and after this date. 

Shipments of merchandise in transit from one port or place within the terri- 
tory of the United States— 

Following exactly the provision of Article XXX— 
to another, by a route a part of which is by land carriage through the Domin- 
ion of Canada, and a t by the Great Lakes and the rivers connecting the 
same, or by the river St, Lawrence, in either British or American vessels, from 

rts on the northern frontier of the United States to ports on the Canadian 
rontier for transshipment to railway cars, and from points on the Canadian 
frontier, at the termini of railway transportation, to ports on the northern fron- 
tier of the United States, will hereafter be treated in all respects as ordinary im- 
portations from foreign contiguous territory, 

DANIEL MANNING, Secretary. 

I desire to call the attention of the Senate and the attention of the 
country to the fact that in the recitals of the trade or navigation about 
which this regulation is made the Secretary follows almost verbatim 
Article XXX and has no reference to Article XXIX. But I willread 
from the Senator from Massachusetts his comment on that: 

Now, it will be seen that the Secretary of the Treasury, conceiving at the time 
that the twenty-ninth article of the treaty of 1871 was terminated— 

Yet there is no reference in the circular to Article XXIX, and what 
is more, there is no reference in the circular to any operation of com- 
merce authorized by Article XXIX. It refers solely to operations of 
commerce authorized by Article XXX. I will go back and read this 
comment all over again so as to do the Senator no injustice: 

Now, it will be seen that the Secretary of the Treasury, conceiving at the time 
that the twenty-ninth article of the treaty of 1871 was terminated, instantly exer- 
cised his authority under the statute of 1886, re-enacted by the Revised Statutes 
as section 3006, and declared that all merchandise coming from Canada as a part 
of the joint transportation routes should be subject to the ordinary customs 
duties, showing the opinion of the President and the Secretary who was the 
head of his Treasury Department that he possessed the ample power to accom- 
plish this thing. 

Well, now, there is not a single reference in this circular to any com- 
mercial transaction or transportation which could take place under Arti- 
cle XXIX. The circular is based expressly in terms, on its face, on the 
fact that Article XXX had been abrogated, and it refers alone to com- 
mercial and navigation operations which were authorized not by Arti- 
cle XXIX but by Article XXX. It makes no reference to any sort 
of operation which was legalized or authorized by Article XXIX, and 
what is more remarkable in this argument is the language which I shall 
now repeat from the Senator’s remarks: 

—instantly exercised his authority under the statute of 1866, re-enacted by the 
Revised Statutes as section 3006, 

The act of 1866, section 3006 of the Revised Statutes, as I have stated 
and as is plain on its face, has reference only to the coastwise trade of 
the United States where the goods start from one port in the United 
States and land at another port in the United States, on their way, 


however, going through Canada. It has no reference whatever to a 
shipment or a transportation starting from Canada, as is specified in 
Article X XTX, intended for Europe, or Africa, or Asia, or South Amer- 
ica, or anywhere else, which needs simply to go through the United 
States from its port of departure in Canada to its port of destination in 
one of these foreign countries. That is the argumentation, that is the 
clear authority on which this Senate, having committed itself to reject 
all further negotiation, having committed itself to right our wrongs by 
retaliation, is asked to deny the just power asked for by the President 
to make effective retaliation, following exactly the example set by Presi- 
dent Grant in 1870. 

‘There was an error in the circular I have just read; there was a mis- 
take made by the Secretary of the Treasury in reference to the coast- 
wise trade of the United States, provided for in Article XXX and also 
sanctioned by our statutes. The Secretary of the Treasury forgot that 
the only power to make this coastwise trade through Canada did not 
come from Article XXX. He forgot that there was a statute of the 
United States which authorized any American vessels—not any British 
vessels, as provided for in Article XXX, as well as American vessels, 
but only American vessels—to convey goods from one port to another in 
the United States through Canada. So in this circular, intended to 
forbid all operations under Article XXX, the Secretary went too 
far in prohibiting the transportation of goods from Oswego, for instance, 
to Chicago, where it went a part of the way through Canada over the 
Welland Canal and in American vessels as well as British vessels. Arti- 
cle XXX gave the right to carry on this trade to both British and 
American vessels. The statute which remained in force after Article 
XXX was abrogated by the notice given for that purpose gave the right 
only to American vessels. In a few days thereafter, discovering his mis- 
take, he issued the other circular, which the Senatof from Massachusetts 
commented on and claimed to have been an exercise by the President 
o the very power which he asks Congress to grant to him, Iwill read 
that: 

CIRCULAR, 
[Department No. 116. Division of special agents.] 
TREASURY DEPARTMENT, OFFICE OF THE SECRETARY 


Washington, D. C., July 24, 1885, 
To collectors and other officers of customs : 

Under the authority contained in section 3006 of the Revised Statutes, im- 
ported merchandise, in bond or duty paid, and products and manufactures of 
the United States, may, with the consent of the proper authorities of the British 
provinces, be transported from one port in— 

Canada to a foreign country, as is argued here and is the very ques- 
tion before the Senate? No, sir; but— 
from one port in the United States to another port therein over the territory o4 
such provinces, by such routes and under such rules, regulations, and condi. 
tions as the Secretary of the ‘Treasury may prescribe. 

Therefore, so much of Circular No, 102 of this Department, dated the 2d in- 
stant, as rescinded article 844 of the Customs Regulations of 1884 is revoked, 
and said article is hereby amended in such manner as to restrict the transporta- 
tion ere referred to to American vessels, Customs officers will be governed 
accordingly. 

The salaries of officers stationed in Canada to supervise transshipment from 
vessels to cars, and vice versa, must be reimbursed to the Government by the 


transportation companies interested. 
DANIEL MANNING, Secretary. 


This, sir, is the law under which the Senator from Massachusetts 
claims this power of the President, and these are the two constructions 
of this law which he claims have been made by the President and the 
Secretary of the Treasury, asserting the power which the President 
now asks for; and that is the unstable foundation upon which that 
claim is based. 

Now, Mr. President, I come to another important question, and one 
which several Senators on the other side said was the main question, 
and that is whether Article X XIX of the treaty of 1871 is now in force 
or not. The President claims that Article XXIX fell with Article 
XXX and the articles from XVIII to XXV, inclusive. Iwish the Sen- 
ate to understand that the sole point here is whether this Article XXIX 
is in force or not. 

Of course we can abrogate article XXIX if we see proper to do so by 
an act of Congress, but if itis in force and we abrogate it by virtue ofa 
Congressional act, then this results, and this wide difference exists be- 
tween abrogating it by an act of Co: and acting as if it were not 
in force, it being in fact not in force. In the extract which I read 
from Mr. Madison some time ago we find a very clear statement made 
of the law upon the subject, that where there is a breach of one part 
of a compact between two parties there isa breach of all, and if the 
party against whose rights the breach is made takes advantage of it 
he does not take this advantage by abrogating the particular article of 
the treaty which he complains has been violated, but he abrogates all 
the compact. If there is anything settled in international law it is 
that if you proceed for the annulment of a treaty upon the ground that 
some substantial provision in that treaty has been violated by the other 
party the annulment goes to the extent of annulling the whole treaty 
and not any particular article in it. 

You are not allowed to say upon a breach of a substantial treaty 
right, “ I acknowledge all this treaty to be in force except just this 
part, and as to that I annul it.’? The language I read from Mr. Mad- 
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ison was that each provision of the treaty was a condition of every 
other provision of the treaty, so that if there be a breach in one part 
there is a breach in all parts, and if there be an annulment in one part 
there is anannulmentinall parts. So this important thing, or this im- 
portant right, or this important consequence arises for the considera- 
tion of the Senate, whether we proceed to annul the treaty of 1871 for 
a violation of Article XXIX or whether we, being right on the true 
construction of the treaty, declare that Article X XIX has been abro- 
gated by the terms of the treaty itself. In the first hypothesis if we 
declare the treaty annulled we lose every unexecuted and unvested 
right in it. 

There are provisions in that treaty of a very important character to 
the American people about which no complaint has been made. There 
are navigation rights with respect to great rivers which still stand in 
the treaty unaffected if Article XXIX is abrogated, in pursuance of 
the treaty itself, and which will be lost if we take it upon ourselves to 
decide not that Article XXIX has already been abrogated in pursuance 
of the provisions of the treaty, but that it having been violated by Eng- 
land or by Canada we declare the whole treaty void. 

That is a sound principle of international law. Soib makes a very 
great difference whether we proceed by virtue of the power—I might 
call it a physical power—of the Congress of the United States to de- 
clare that the treaty of 1871 shall no longer be binding upon us be- 
cause Article XXIX has been violated, or whether we are able to 
make out justly, truly, and according to the provisions of the treaty of 
1871, that the article has fallen. The President takes this just dis- 
tinctioninhismessage. In recommending to us to repeal the laws which 
authorize the transit of Canadian goods across our territory he states 

-to us that we are not in doing so restrained by any provision of treaty, 
we are not violating any treaty, we are not setting aside any treaty, 
we are not declaring that any part of a treaty has been violated by 
England and therefore we abrogate the whole treaty, but we are acting 
in pursuance of the treaty itself. 

That brings us to the discussion of the question whether or not Article 
X XIX, not having been abrogated by an act of Congress, remains in force 
to-day as a part of the treaty of 1871 and as a part of the supreme law 
of the land. To that I propose to address myself, and in order that the 
Senate and the country may understand exactly the argumeut which I 
make upon that subject, I will call the attention of the Senate again to 
the provisions of that article. I read now Article XXIX of the treaty 
of 1871, to see what it providesfor. That article reads: 

It is agreed— 

Perpetually? No. Indefinitely? No. But— 

It is agreed that, for the term of years mentioned in Article XXXIII of this 
a goods, wares, or m arriving at the ports of New York, Boston, 
and Portland, and any other ports in the United States which have been ormay 
from time to time be specially designated by the President of the United States, 
and destined for Her tannic Majesty’s possessions in North America, may 
be entered at the proper custom-house and conveyed in transit, without the pay- 
ment of duties, through the territory of the United States, under such rules, reg- 
ulations, and conditions for the protection of the revenue as the Government of 
the United States may from time to time prescribe; and under like rules, regu- 
lations, and conditions,goods, wares, or merchandise may be conveyed in transit, 
without the payment of duties, from such ions through the territory of 
the United States for export from the said ports of the United States. 

The President wants as a just and effective act of retaliation to stop 
that; he wants to stop this transportation—that is the power he asks 
us to give—both to Canada from foreign countries through the United 
States and from Canada throngh the United States to foreign countries, 
and that is the provision. 

The first thing that strikes one who reads this article is that on 
its face it is limited in its operation to a term of years not mentioned 
in the article itself, but aterm of years mentioned in some other article— 
Article XXXIII. 

So we start out now with this plain proposition settled that this ar- 
ticle is not perpetual; it is not an agreement for an indefinite period of 
time. Itis a treaty limited, so far as Article XXIX is concerned, in 
express words to a term of years, Now, let us see what that term of 
years is, Article XX XIII provides, and I desire to call attention to 
that— 

The foregoing Articles XVIII to XXV, inclusive— 

They have not got Article XXIX in. It stops before it gets to 
XXIX. Itis XVIII to XXV. These are the fishery articles. 

Article XXX— 

Skipping Article X XIX, leaping over XXVIII, XXVII, XXVI, 
and XXIX. 


Tke foregoing Articles XVIII to XXV, inclusive, and Article XXX of this 
treaty, shall take effect— 


When? ‘They did not have effect upon the exchange of ratifications 
of the treaty. Something else was to be done before they could take 
effect. Up to the time that these things were done they were mere 
mutual propositions from one country to the other. Let us see what 
were the things to be done— 

Shall take effect as soon as the laws required to carry them into operation 
shall have been by the Imperial Parliament of Great Britain, by the 


passed 
Parliament of Canada, and by the Legislature of Prince Edward Island on 
the one hand, and by the Congress of the United States on the other. 


XTX——507 


You will note that not one of these articles from XVIII to X XV, in- 
clusive, and Article XXX could ever have the slightest effect as a con- 
tract, as a treaty obligation between the United States and Great Britain, 
until four distinct legislative bodies should give effect tothem. Three 
would notdo. Itrequired the English Parliament, it required the Cana- 
dian Parliament, itrequired the Legislature of Prince Edward Island, and 
it required the Congress of the United States, and any one of these four 
failing to give its assent to the going into effect of these articles, the 
articles would have remained forever without the slightest obligation 
or foree whatever. 

It seems that the exchange of ratifications of this treaty was in June, 
1871. Remember that. The legislation of all these parties took place 
prior to the 1st day of July, 1873, when these articles were declared by 
both governments to take effect, so that for more than two years after 
the treaty was signed and ratified every other article in the treaty ex- 
cept those mentioned in this particular article or otherwise limited 
were in full force and effect. Note that. There is nothing said there 
about Article XX1X—not a word—as to putting it into effect. 

Now I proceed to read the last clause of the article and to see how 
and what is to be done in the way of terminating these articles. Ar- 
ticle XXXIII contains a power not only to put these articles into op- 
eration, but also to destroy their life. Without Article XX XIII and 
the action required by Article X XXIII those articles could never liave 
had birth, never could have had any effect. Having had birth and 
having had effect, they never could have been terminated without the 
provisions of Article XX XIII. Now let us seé what the provision is 
about the termination, and I will read from the place where I stopped 
before: 

Such assent— 


That is, of these four legislative bodies— 


Such assent having been given, the said articles shall remain in force for the 
riod of ten years from the date at which they may come into operation; and 
‘urther until the expiration of two years after either of the high contracting 
parties shall have given notice to the other of its wish to terminate the same; 
each of the high contracting parties being at liberty to give such notice to the 
other at the end of the said period of ten years or at any time afterward. 

You hear nothing in this article of Article X XIX, either as to its 
birth or as to its death; and yet, singular as it may seem, without a 
single word justifying it, it is insisted that Article XXIX is of per- 
petual obligation unless in pursuance of Article X XXIII it is ter- 
minated. Where do you get your power to terminate it under Article 
XXXIII? You can not construe treaties upon any idea of just takin 
the language and making it mean anything that you see proper tom:ke 
it mean. ‘They are contracts, solemn contracts, between great nations, 
entered into with deliberation, intended to preserve peace between 
nations, to regulate rights between nations, to regulate intercour-e 
between nations, and treaties, like other contracts, like other writ- 
ings, like statutes, are to be construed according to the plain meaniuz 
of the language employed. Now, I should like to hear some astute 
lawyer make the argument by which we can terminate Article XX1X 
under the provisions of Article XXXIII, except as an incident to ie 
termination of the fishery articles and Article XXX. Article XXIX 
is not referred to expressly or by implication. 

As I have just remarked, you can not amend a treaty by merely at- 
tributing to it a meaning which it does not have, but which you wish 
it to have. You can not interpolate into a treaty a provision which 
the parties to it did not put in it when they made it. You can not do 
that expressly, nor have you the power by a dishonest, a hypercritica}, 
an ingenious argumentation to do by implication what you can not do 
exp y. This argument can not be answered; not because it is a 
strong argument, but because it is an argument founded on the plain, 
unambiguous words of the treaty itself. Furtherargument could make 
it no more plain than if I were to argue that 2 and 2 were 4, or that 10 
divided by 2 resulted in 5. There is not a hint, there is not a squint- 
ing at Article XXIX in this Article XXXIII. 

Then we must go back to Article XXIX, and see how we are going 
toget ridofit? Isitperpetual? Everybody saysitis not. Allagrea 
that there is a way to get rid of it, and all agree—that is, those who 
say it is not already dead—that it must be done in pursuance of Article 
XXXIII. Now let us see how we are going to get rid of it in pursu- 
ance of Article XX XIII, if it does not fall without being named— 
and that is my position—with Articles XVIII to XXY and Article 
XXX. I say that Article XX XIII does provide for an event which 
terminates Article XXIX, but it provides for this only in providing 
for the termination of the fishery articles and Article XXX. Article 
XXIX itself makes the act which destroys the life of these articles 
destroy its own. 

There is not a word in Article XXXIII about the death or termina- 
tion of Article XXIX; but Article XXIX itself provides for the term 
of its own existence. It provides when it shal] go into effect; it pro- 
vides when it shall cease to have effect, and what provision is that, 
Mr. President? 

I want to make this plain, because it is so plain to my mind—from 
the very moment that I firstexamined it—thatsuch is the result, as the 
Senator from Alabama [Mr. MORGAN] well knows, as the Senator 
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from land [Mr. Wusox] well knows, and as the Senator from 
Delaware [Mr. GRAY] well knows, it appears so plain to me that it 
can not be made the subject of reasonable dispute or argument. 

My proposition is that whilst Article XX XIII provides for the birth 
and for the death of Articles XVIII to XXV, and Article XXX, it 
contains no provision for the death of Article XXIX. How, then, are 
we to get rid of it, because Article X XTX itself says that it shall live 
as long and no longer than the term of years mentioned in Article 
XXXIII? Nowletussee. LIread: 

For the term of years mentioned in Article XXXTII of this treaty, goods, ete.— 

There is also æ provision in behalf of Canadians in the second clause 
of it— 

It is further agreed that, for the like period— 

That is for the same term of years mentioned in Article XX XIII 


certain other rights exist. 

Article XXIX for its own life; if measures the years of its 
own existence. *It says for the term prescribed in Article XX XIII 
Article XXIX shall have effect. 


Mr. President, all you have to do in order to find out the life of Ar- | th 


ticle XXTX is to find out if there be a term of years mentioned in Ar- 
ticle XXXHI, because Article X XTX itself says for that term this ar- 
ticle shall live and no longer. Here it is: 

Shall remain in foree for the period of ten years— 


That isthe term. From when?— 
from the date at which they may come in o ion; and, further, until the ex- 
piration of two serge emp Gaee oE eontracting parties shall have 
given notice to the other of its wish to terminate the same, 

When we find out what that is do we not find out thelifeof Article 
XXIX. On this hinges the controversy as to the proposition of the 
President’s message that we can enact new legislation without vio- 
lating our treaty rights. Article XXIX came into this world with 
a label around its neck stating, ‘‘ Your existence here, your opera- 
tion, shall be for a term of years mentioned in Article XX XII,” 

Mr. TELLER. I should like to inquire of the Senator what he 
thinks the term of years mentioned in Article XX XIII is? 

Mr. GEORGE. There are two constructions which might ped 
upon if. I have considered both. Iam very glad the Senator ed 
my attention to it, and I shall answerit now. A very strict and nar- 
row construction of it might say that it was ten years plus two. 

Mr. TELLER. Oh, no. 

Mr. GEORGE. Ten years from the time these articles went into 
operation plus the two years for which the notice was to run before they 
were-to die. But I donot think that is the construction., I 
think, according to an old law maxim, Jd certum est quod certum reddi 
potest, that when the notice was given after a certain number of years, 
the term of years was fixed; so that the term of years in Article 
XXXII I take to be not only the ten years in which notice could not 
be given and not only the two years in addition which the notice was 
to run, but all that period of time which elapsed from the commence- 
ment of the operation of these articles by the passage of the necessary 
acts by the four Legislatures, and the time which should elapse before 
these articles died under the operation of the notice. That is my idea 
about it, and you ean not make it anything else. 

Mr. TELLER. IfI do not interrupt the Senator—— 

The PRESIDENT pro ers Does the Senator from Mississippi 
yield to the Senator from Colorado? 

Mr. TELLER. If it is objectionable to the Senator, I do not wish 
to interrupt him. 

Mr. GEORGE. T panero A wooia Da 1005 A Oio Anner ia 
my argument so that I can present my idea y to the Senate. 

Mr. tate I will not interrupt the Senator if it is objection- 
able to him. 

Mr. GEORGE. Iwould prefer to haye the interruption afterwards, 
although I have no desire to shirk any diseussion about this matter, 
because I feel absolutely certain that I am right, and absolutely cer- 
tain that there is no amount of ability possessed by any man God ever 
aned that can disprove the plain proposition made by the treaty 

I ask the Senator from Colorado to state when he comes to reply to 
me, and I hope he will take notice of it, if there is any other term of 
years mentioned in Article XX XIII except the term of years which 
marked the life of Articles XVIII to XXV and Article XXX? If there 
be no other term of years, then, that must be the term of years which 
fixes the life of Article XXTX, or else in violation of Article XXIX 
you fix its life by a term of years not mentioned in Article XXXHI. 
It shall be alive, says Article XXIX, ‘‘for the term of years men- 
tioned in Article XXXHI.’" That is its own Sohne You may 
call it suicide or carrying within its bosom that deadly weapon which 
automatically destroys it, but it lives, it lives only, for the term of 
years mentioned in Article XX XIII. Thereis no human power which 
can give it one moment’s longer existence except a new treaty between 
the same contracting parties which shall 1 its existence. That 
is what they te then, and there is no earthly power under the 
‘Constitution of the United States to give to this treaty, this article, or 


any other article of any treaty an operation or effect which it does not 
possess within itself. 
Treaties are made by the President, by and with the advice and con- 


sent of the Senate, and when they are made they are what they are 
as written and as they mean at the time they are made, and it is not 
in the power of a committee of the Senate, it is not in the power of a 
President of the United States, it is not in the power of a Secretary of 
State, it is not in the power of all these combined to add one jot or 
tittle to the legal force and effect ofa treaty, or detract from it one jot 
or tittle of its inherent strength. 

If that is not right, let us see what the other view is. Sometimes 
one of the most effective means of destroying a fallacy is to apply the 
argument which the mathematicians call reductio ad absurdum. 
Article XXIX says it shall have life for the term of years mentioned 
in Article XXXIII, as I have so often stated. If it has life and exist- 
ence independent of Articles XVIII to XXY and Article XXX, then 
let us see what will follow? As I have shown already, Articles 
XVII to XXV and Article XXX required the assentof four distinct, 
independent legislative bodies before they could have life. None of 
ese bodies was bound by this treaty ever to give assent to these arti- 
cles or to pass the laws necessary to put them into operation. 

ioe the legislature of Prince Edward Island or the Con: of 
the United States had perpetually refused, either of them or either of 
the other two, hd ered HS ET ADE Ase ut these fishery articles 
and Article XX Xinto operation. If Article had an independent 
life and existence, if it was not bound by the very terms prescribed in 
itself as to the time when it should begin and when it should end, we 
would have had this extraordinary t, that Articles XVIII to XXV 
and Article XXX, never having received the assent of all the four. 
legislatures, would never have gone into operation, and Article XXIX  - 
would have been in operation all the tims. If that be so, then how 
can you square that with the language ‘‘ for the term of years men- 
tioned in Article XXXTIT,” for which it shall have existence? Under 
that view of it, instead of having existence and force and effect for the 
term of years mentioned in Article XX XTIT it would have had a per- 
petual existence in direct contravention of the term of years mentioned 
in Article XXXII. Certainly you can not put a construction upon a 
bea which thus turns and twists and reverses its plain meaning and 

guage. 

But if that is not correct, how are you going'to get rid of it? Cer- 
tainly it is to die some time; certainly it contemplated only a tem- 
porary existence “‘for a term of years.” How are you to get rid of 
it? Can you give notice? Suppose we do give notice that Article 
XXIX is terminated. Suppose we give it to-day and in two years from 
now, say the Ist day of September, 1890, that is to be terminated. 
Suppose we give it ae heen from the 17th day of June, 1873, when the 
treaty was ratified when all the other articles went into force, up 
to the Ist day of September, 1890, it would have a life then from 1873 
to 1885, and from 1885 oe ord yc so which Tor make 
four years or more Jonger than the tife articles Article 
XXX as fixed by the notice under Article XX SII. How can you 
make out that proposition consistent with the treaty? You can not 
inject into this treaty something that is nob in itf. You can not, ac- 
OE e ESE AT XXTX an operation lo or shorter 
than the term prescribed in Article XXXII and then if must fall. 
The only term of years mentioned in Article XX XIII is the term of 

ears during which Articles XVIII to XXV and Article XXX shall 
ive. es, and this is conclusive, there is no provision in Article 
XXXIII or elsewhere in the treaty for giving notice of the termination 
of Article XXIX. Ifyou undertake to give this notice you go outside 
of the treaty, you interpolate a provision not in it, and you measure the 
life of Article XXIX, not by a ‘‘term of years mentioned in Article 

» as it requires, but you measure it by an act not author- 

ized by that article nor by any other part of the treaty. 
There are two other arguments supplementary to this. One is the 
copy made by the President in his message from the memorandum 
made by the joint commissioners who negotiated the treaty. That is 
in these words: 

ighh be roads should Lnahde a veslpeossl DORSON fu tind vexpeos fer the 
we od for which the fishery articles should be in force. 

These joint high commissioners, when they started out to make this 
treaty, started out with a declaration in writing made by them that 
they were going todo one thing. They, as I have shown, have done 
that thing, and yet it is insisted that they have failed to do what they 
declared they would do and have given a life to the transit arrange- 
ment different from and longer than the life of the fisheries articles. 

There is another t which was referred to by the President. 
Iam here only repeating his views. The act of March 1, 1873, pro- 
vides: 

That from the date of the President's proclamation authorized by the first 
section of this act— 

That was the proclamation authorizing the President to put in force 
the fisheries articles and Article XXX upon the assent to those articles 
given by Congress and by the other three Legislatures to which I have 
called attention. 
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And then repeating exactly the provisions of Article XXIX, provid- 

ing for transit across the United States. 

A we have not only the plain meaning of the words of the treaty 
itself, but we have the declaration of the men who negotiated it, and 
we have the actof Congress assented to by both Houses and by the Pres- 
ident himself declaring the same thing. Can that be answered? If 
the plain words of the treaty do not constitute its meaning when those 
plain words are substantiated by the declarations of the men who made 
it, upon what can we rely? And the plain words of the treaty and 
this declaration of the men who made it are fortified by an act of Con- 
gress itself. If all these can not settle the meaning of the treaty, I 
confess I know of no means which can remove doubt from a proposi- 
tion which any ingenious mind may see proper to dispute. 

I believe, Mr. President, I have said all I desire to say on this sub- 
ect. 


Mr. CULLOM. Mr. President, I shall not follow the course of the 
Senator from Mississippi [Mr. GEORGE] in the discussion of the large 
number of treaties that have been made at different times between the 
United States and Great Britain, nor shall I discuss the recent treaty 
that was before the Senate of the United States, but I shall confine 
what I have to say, which will be very brief, to the situation as pre- 
sented by the President’s message. 

The United States of America as a nation is perhaps as well situated 
in its ean abe ee ae as any of Sri great nations. gh set 
ple of the United States possess greater advantages than any o 
people in the world. Itis easily within the Eevee of this Government 
to dominate the western hemisphere if it desires to do so; by true 
statesmanship it always will be, and my judgment is that the Canadian 


possessions, in the not far distant future, are destined to becomea part 
of the United States. 

In dealing with questions involving the relations of our Government 
with another, a aie great or the most serious consideration 


should be given, and only such steps taken as we may be sure we are 
ight i We have no right to play with national or interna- 
the fancy or inflame the passions of the people. 
Great questions aketen È great interests, even the peace of nations, 
opara Mik a purpose to ascertain and then do the right, 
having constantly in view the welfare of our own people, to whom we 
owe unqualified loyalty and whose servants we are, 

On the 20th February last the President sent to this Senate a mes- 
sage transmitting a treaty,commonly known as thefisheries treaty. It 
was before this body much of the time under consideration until the 
2ist of this month, when it was rejected. That treaty was ably dis- 
cussed. And now that it has gone, I believe I am justified in saying 
that the action of the Senate in rejectingithas met with the approval of 
a majority of the people of the country. The Senate ses i its 
duty in rejecting it. 

The President has since sent us a message, which now lies on the 
table, which I think may be fairly taken as evidence that even he has 
become satisfied that his treaty with Canada was a mistake. To re- 
trieve what he has lost by his mistake he launches out into a broader 
sea, and in my judgment he will find himself in deeper water than he 
has ever been in before, with greater danger threatening to overtake 

Ife says the rejection of the treaty ‘‘ seems to justify a survey of the 
condition to which the pending question is thus remitted.’ This dec- 
laration is proper. There can be no fault found withit. He then pro- 
ceeds to discuss the situation between our Government and Canada as 
it existed before the treaty was made and also since the rejection of the 
treaty, and says he is ‘‘ by no means disposed to abandon the interests 
and the rights of our people in the premises, or to neglect their griev- 
ances,” and he therefore turns “to the contemplation of a plan of re- 
taliation as a mode, which still remains, of treating the situation.” 

Mr. President, from the language quoted one would infer that the 
President had actually debated the question in his own mind whether 
after his pet treaty had been rejected by the Senate, a part of the treaty- 
making power, he would do anything more, and if so what, and that he 
finally patriotically and generously concluded that he would adopt the 
course marked out by the law. How grateful the American people 
should feel for the conclusion to which the President came as to the 
course he would pursue after he saw that his treaty was dead. The 
treaty related to the fishery troubles, nothing else. Our country has 
been having no serious trouble with Canada that can not probably be 
easily settled, about anything else, and yet the President seems to al- 
most turn his back upon the fishery question, and from the contempla- 
tion of the wrongs inflicted upon American fishermen, which called for 
the act of 1887, which is known as the retaliation act, and calls the at- 
tention of the country to other grievances, and asks for more power of 
retaliation than the statute of 1887 gives him, though he has never taken 
a step to enforce the law in his hands. He wants more power. Why 
has he not used the power in his hands? He undertook to make a 


treaty because he said American fishermen were wro . and by the 
continued repetition of wrongs opn therights of American citizens the 
nation was being disgraced. y does he stop now to ask for more 
power and fail to use what he has? Mr. President, I desire to be en- 
tirely ul to the President and the high office he holds; but, sir, 
I can not resist the feeling that his call upon Congress for more power 
is not prompted by high motives of patriotism so much as by a desire 
to break the fall caused by his mistake in bringing to the light of day 
a treaty that has been shown to be so impotent for the purpose of its 
creation. 

The President recommends that he be authorized tosuspend by pe 
lamation the operation of all laws permitting transportation in bond 
through the United States of shipments coming from orgoing to Canada. 
He assures us that we need have no hesitation in giving him this au- 
thority or in suspending the operation of those laws on the supposition 
that their continuation is secured by treaty obligations, and proceeds 
to argue that Article XXIX of the treaty, which, as he says, incor- 
porated the laws in question, is no longer in force. This discovery 
appears to be an entirely original one on the part of the President. If 
he is entirely mistaken in the matter, aud Article XXIX remains in 
full force and effect, as everybody supposed to be the case until this 
message came in, then of course it would beinconsistent with ourtreaty 
obligations to grant to the President the authority which he asks. 

If the article has been utterly di ed, as the Senator from Mis- 
sissippi has stated, it is within the power of the President alone to dis- 

the , either in whole or in part, perhaps. 

us see what the exact eof the treaty itself is on this sub- 
ject. Article XXIX begins as follows: ‘‘ It isagreed that, for the term 
of years mentioned in Article XX XIII of this treaty,” ete. 

e same language precisely was used in the fishery articles, and in 
Article XXVIII, which made the navigation of Lake Michigan free to 
subjects of Great Britain. Turning next to Article XX XIII, we find 
that it enumerates the fishery articles, and provides that— 


The said articles shall remain in force for the of ten years from the date 
at which they may come into operation; and until the expiration of 
two yanss afles oldies of tis blah esinema ean shali have given notice to 


the other of its wish to terminate the same. 

Neither Article XXVIII nor Article XXIX is mentioned in Article 
XXXIII, and yet their duration or continuance is stated to be ‘forthe 
term of years mentioned in Article XXXII.” The question is, there- 
fore, what is that term of years? 

The Senator from Mississippi says that if Article XXIX was notabro- 
gated and did not fall when the other articles were abrogated—the ar- 
ticles from XVIII to XXV and Article XX X—then, when does it end? 
I answer that the article remains in force indefinitely, gf oa please, 
until two years’ notice, as required by Article XXXL the treaty 
itself; or, if the treaty has been disregarded by the other power, then 
it is within the power of this Government to abrogate it at once with- 
out any formal notice. 

The question is, therefore, what is that term of years? There was no 

i reason why the duration of the articles in relation to the 
navigation of Lake Michigan and to shipments through both countries 
in bond should be limited to the duration of the fishery articles, which 
in their terms and in the arrangement of the treaty were treated as an 
independent subject. Being thus treated, there was no question as to 
the limit of their duration. That was plainly stated by ArticleXX XIII 
to be for ten years and until two years after the required notice of 
their termination was given. 

Article XXIX begins bysaying ‘‘Itis agreed that for the term of ycars 
mentioned in Article XXXIII.” Whatwasthetermof years? It was 
the ten years certain, and then two years after notice had been given. 
As to the articles from XVIII to XXIX and Article XXX (skipping 
those between), the ten years had expired, two years’ notice had been 
given, and those two years had expired, and then those articles mentioned 
had expired with the term; but as to Article XXIX the ten years have 
expi but there has been no notice given by this Government that it 
desired that this article should expire, and therefore the article is in 
force, and is so regarded not only by this Government but by the Gov- 
ernment of Great Britain as well; and I say that the only way you can 
get rid of it is by declaring that the other side has di ed it, and 
then the responsibility of disregarding it as well, or if that 
does not exist, giving the two years’ notice, and then the treaty will 
fall at the expiration of the term. 

The President expresses the opinion that ‘‘the term of years men- 
tioned in Article XXXIII” which was to be the duration of Article 
XXIX means the Beit during which the fishery articles remained 
in force. I donot think this view is justified by an examination of the 
language used in the several articles referred to. Article XXIX, like 
Article XXVIII, by its terms plainly remains in force ‘for the term 
of years menti in Article XXXII.” That term of years was 
plainly, first, the period of ten years from the date when the treaty 
went into operation, and, secondly, a farther indefinite period extend- 
ing until the expiration of two years after either party had given notice 
of its wish to terminate any article of the treaty. It can not be con- 
tended that ‘‘ the term of years mentioned in Article XX XIII” during 
which Article XXXIX was to remain in force meant only the period 
of ten years which is mentioned. On the contrary, it evidently meant 
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both that period of ten years and whatever further period of time might 
elapse until a notice of termination was given and took effect. 

This, then, must be the period during which Article XXIX re- 
mains in force, and, as no notice of a wish to terminate it has been 
given by either power, it must still be in force to-day and can not be 
abrogated except after two years’ notice or upon the ground that the 
other country has so utterly disregarded it as to justify the American 
nation in disregarding it also. 

That I am not alone in thus dissenting from the opinion expressed 
by the President will appear from the opinions expressed by others, to 
which I shall now call attention. 

While the present interstate-commerce act was under consideration 
the committee of conference which draughted it gave attention to the 
difiiculty encountered in applying its provisions to the Canadian rail- 
roads. The question of how far we were hampered in our proposed 
legislation by our treaty obligations with Canada was raised, and in 
our search for information inquiry was naturally made of the Depart- 
mentofState. This inquiry was made by the Senator from Texas [ Mr. 
REAGAN], and the reply of Mr. Bayard, which the Senator placed on 
the files of the Interstate Commerce Committee, was as follows: 


DEPARTMENT OF STATE, Washington, January 7, 1887. 


Sır: I had the honor to receive late yesterday afternoon your telegram ask- 
ing to be informed “when was the treaty of Washington between the United 
vege and Sne Dominion of Canada abrogated? When did its provisions cease 

operate 

The information you desire is found in the psig tin daen meni contain- 
ing the correspondence which took place between this partment and the 

tish minister in 1885, and the dent’s proclamation in regard to the ter- 
mination of the fisheries articles of the treaty of Washington. 

This document is reprinted in full in the recently printed Executive Docu- 
ment in relation to the rights of American fishermen in British North Ameri- 
can waters (Executive Document No. 19, House of Ln Oaar Forty-ninth 
Congress, second session, pages 199-210), a copy of which is also inciosed here- 
with. 

The treaty of Washington between the United States and Great Britain did 
not relate solely to the Canadian fisheries. Only the fishery articles thereof 
were abrogated, as enumerated in the President's proclamation of January 31, 
1885. The remaining articles, comprising those which relate to commercial in- 
tercourse between United States and the British North American posses- 
sions, are still in force. 

I have the honor to be, sir, your obedient servant, 


Hon. Joux H. REAGAN, 
U. 8. Senate, 


In this letter Mr. Bayard distinctly states that the articles of the 
treaty ‘‘which relate to commercial intercourse between the United 
States and the British North American ions are still in force.” 
Mr. Bayard is the President’s adviser in such matters, -Itis to him 
that the President would naturally turn for information in respect to 
the matters discussed in his message, but this letter, in which it is 
stated, without any qualification whatever, that Article XXIX remains 
in force, confirms my statement that the President’s discovery of the 
termination of Article XXIX must be original with himself or have come 
from outside of his own Administration. The opinions expressed by 
the President in respect to Article XXIX certainly could not have been 
communicated to him by his Secretary of State, unless the latter has 
recently changed his mind on a subject about which he did not enter- 
tain the least doubt whatever last year. 

In the report of the majority of the Committee on Foreign Relations 
upon’ the treaty recently rejected, submitted May 7 last, it is dis- 
tinctly stated, although in an incidental way, that Article XXIX of the 
treaty of 1871 is still in force. But there can be no mistaking the lan- 

used in respect to this article in the accompanying report of the mi- 
nority of thecommittee. Thatminority report bears thesignaturesof the 
Senator from Alabama [Mr. MorGan], the Senator from Delaware [Mr. 
SAULSBURY ], the Senator from Georgia [Mr. BROWN], and the Senator 
from Ohio [Mr. PAYNE]. These gentlemen represented the Adminis- 
tration in attempting to defend its one-sided and un-American fisheries 
treaty, and will be expected to uphold the views of the President as to 
the termination of Article XXIX of the treaty of 1871. Let us see 
what they say. 

Referring to the abrogation of the fisheries articles the minority re- 
port says: 

Article XXIX was not terminated, but it never had the least reference to the 
fisheries treaty of 1518, to enlarge its scope, change its meaning, or in any way 
to affect any right to which that treaty related. Yet, if that is not the true 
meaning of the twenty-ninth article of the treaty of 1871, this present treaty in 
no way affects that article, and it stands for all t it was ever worth in favor 
of our fishermen. 

Mr. President, there is not the slightest difficulty in our distinguished 
friends on the other side of the Chamber changing as often as the Presi- 
dent of the United States himself sees proper to change, and therefore 
it is that when the Senator from Alabama [Mr. MORGAN], whosigned 
the minority report, a part of which I shall quote in a moment, was 
asked the other day if he believed that Article X XIX was still in force, 
he said it is not, and of course the Senators on that side will all in- 
dorse the position the Administration has so recently taken. 

Mr. DOLPH. That is the minority report? 

Mr. CULLOM. That is the minority report of the committee mak- 
ing the report on the fisheries treaty and the language as incorporated 
in it by the Senators on the other side of the Chamber. 

Evidently the views now expressed by the President in respect to 
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Article XXIX were not communicated to him by the Democratic mem- 
bers of the Committee on Foreign Relations of this body, for in May 
ee those Senators believed and stated that Article X XIX was still in 
orce. 
Both Governments have understood and have acted upon the sup- 
position that this Article XXTX remains in force at the present time, 


and additional evidence of the correctness of this view could be pre- 


sented if necessary; but in order to avoid any charge of ‘‘ offensive par- 
tisanship ” in taking issue with the President on the subject, and in 
venturing to question his infallibility upon questions of international 
law, I am content to rest the case, so far as the question of this article 
being in force is concerned, by placing against the declarations of the 
President on the subject those of his own Secretary of State and of the 
Senators representing his party upon the Committee on Foreign Re- 
lations, leaving them to reconcile the opposing views they have ex- 
pressed as best they can. 

The laws which the President now asks authority to suspend the 
operation of were passed prior to the treaty of 1871 and are still in 
force. They are found in the Revised Statutes, and are as follows: 

Sec. 3095. All merchandise arriving at the ports of New York, Boston, Port- 
land in Maine, or any other post specially designated by the Secretary of the 
‘Treasury, and destined for ces in the adjacent British provinces, or arriving 
at the port of Point Isabel in Texas, or any other port s lly designated by 
the Secretary of the Treasury, and destined for places in the Republic of Mexico, 
may be entered at the custom-house, and conveyed, in transit, through the ter- 
ritory of the United States, without the payment of duties, under such regula- 
tions as the Secretary of the Treasury may prescribe. 

- Sec. 3006. Imported merchandise in bond, or duty paid, and products orman- 
ufactures of the United States may, with the consent of the proper authorities 
of the British provinces or Republic of Mexico, be transported from one port in 
the United States to another port therein, over the territory of such provinces 
or Republic, by such routes and under such rules, ulations, and conditions 
as the Secretary of the Treasury may prescribe; and the merchandise so trans- 
poe shall, upon arrival in the United States from such provinces or Republic, 
treated in regard to the liability to or exemption from duty or tax, as if the 
transportation had taken place entirely within the limits of the United States. 

As the existence of these statutes and the President’s sudden anxiety 
to suspend their operation seem to be the only public reason for his 
message, they are worthy of some consideration. 

In the first piace, it must be clear upon examination of these statutes 
that a very large part of the shipments in bond through our territory 
to and from Canada, which the President now wants power to stop, are 
not authorized or carried on under these statutes. Section 3005 au- 
thorizes importations arriving at New York, Boston, and Portland, 
Me., and destined for Canada, to be carried through our territory free 
of duty, under snch regulations as the Secretary of the Treasury may 
prescribe, but it does not authorize shipments to be made from Canada 
through our territory for exportation, nor does it authorize importations 
to be made at any ports Sar the three named, unless such other ports 
are specially designated by the Secretary ofthe Treasury. It is plain, 
therefore, that section 3005 does not authorize all the shipments in 
bond that are now made, and if the President believes, as he says in 
his message, that Article XXTX of the treaty and section 3 of theact 
of 1873 are no longer in force, it might be in order to inquire by what 
parti he now permits any shipments to be made in bond from 

Mr. President, when I conclude my remarks I think I shall intro- 
duce a resolution calling upon the Secretary of the Treasury to inform 
the Senate whether he is to-day permitting any shipments from Can- 
ada through the United States to our ports for export, or what other 
shipments he is allowing that are not authorized by section 3005 of the 
Revised Statutes. I know of no law except section 3005 under which 
he can authorize these importations to the United States and through 
our country to the provinces of Canada, and I know of no law, if the 
law of 1873 has been repealed, that authorizes him to permit ship- 
ments from Canada through the United States to our ports for expor- 
tation. 

In the second place it will be observed that section 3005 is simply 
permissive in its terms, and that its operation is placed entirely within 
the discretion of the Secretary of the Treasury. It provides that the 
privileges specified may be granted under such regulations as the Secre- 
tary may prescribe. 

We have been discussing the fisheries treaty here for a number of 
months. It has been before us since some time in the early spring. 
Recitations of outrages in connection with our fisheries have been given 
to us by the President of the United States. Yet in all this period of 
time since the act of 1887 was passed giving the President the power 
of retaliation as to outrages on account of the fisheries we have had no 
information from him that there has been any wrong done on the part 
of the people of Canada upon the people of the United States in con- 
nection with our commercial relations. 

As Isay, the act provides that the privileges specified may be granted 
under such regulations as the Secretary may prescribe. It is entirely 
within the discretion of the Secretary to grant or continue these privi- 
leges. Evenif it should be claimed that in this statute ‘‘ may ’’ means 
“shall,” the whole matter is still practically within the discretion of 
the Secretary, because the transportation must be carried on under 
such regulations as he prescribes; and under this power, which no one 
can question, the Secretary can, if he pleases, make regulations which 
would practically be prohibitory. In other words, if he pleases, the 
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Secretary can make it so inconvenient to comply with his regulations 
that no one would do so. s 

Therefore, taking the President’sview of the situation, we find that 
he sent this message to Congress because he wants authority to sus- 
pend the operation of section 3005, and we find that the operation of 
that section rests entirely in the discretion of the Secretary of the 
Treasury. If the President is right in his contention that Article 
XXIX of ihe treaty and section 3 of the act of 1873 are no longer in 
force—that is what he says in his message—the authority which he 
asks Congress to give him, and all the authority he needs, is the au- 
thority to make his own Secretary of the Treasury do his bidding. 

Tn any view of the situation that can be taken, whether we agree 
with the President or disagree with him, no action by Congress is 
necessary in order to suspend the operation of the statutes of 1866. 
The simple fact of the matter is that the President asks for authority 
which ought not to be exercised, and could not be honorably, if Article 
XXIX of the treaty remains in force, or which he does not need at all 
if itis not. That is the sum and substance of the whole matter. 

One word about the discrimination against American vessels using 
the Canadian canals to which the President calls attention. This dis- 
crimination against our citizens must be stopped, and there ought to 
be no difficulty whatever in stopping it if this Administration could 
be induced to move in the matter. The right to the use of those canals 
on equal terms with the Canadians themselves is expressly secured to 
us by treaty stipulations, and if these are violated, as the President 
says they have been, the natural, common-sense course would be to call 
the attention of the British Government to the matter in the ordinary 
way. In all probability this would result in the immediate discon- 
tinuance of the discrimination. If it did not, it would be time enough 
to ask for legislation on the subject, but we have no evidence that the 
course always pursued under such circumstances has been resorted to 
in this instance. : 

When we have applied this message to the situation as it exists and 
see how little excuse there is for it, the fact that it was inspired by po- 
litical necessity becomes more and more apparent. In fact, this mes- 
sage may be regarded as Mr. Cleveland’s long-delayed letter of accept- 
ance of the Demecraticnomination for the Presidency, because it betrays 
so clearly his anxiety for another term of office and his fear that he will 
not be elected. His complete change of front on the fisheries question 
shows that Mr. Cleveland and his party are in desperate straits polit- 
ically, that they see defeat staring them in the face, and that they are 
seeking to divert attention from the one issue upon which they deliber- 
ately staked all their chances of success at the approaching election. 

In my judgment this whole movement is merely a political move- 
ment, and I desire to call the attention of the Senate and the country 
to the proof of what I say upon that question. I find in the newspa- 
pers of the country a dispatch on the day of the delivery of this message 
to Congress, dated Columbus, Ohio, August 24, 1888, and it says: 

Have prominent Irishmen send congratulatory telegrams to President Cleve- 
land on his message on the fishery treaty, and get up demonstration, if ible. 


J. R. TO 
Chairman Ohio State Central 3 
I hear also that this man Townsend has been and perhaps is now a 
pant of the distinguished gentleman, Mr. Brice, who was here, I be- 
ieve, in the city in close conference with the President at the time the 
message was-issued, and who had undoubtedly informed his law part- 
ner, who was chairman of the State Democratic committee of Ohio, of 
what was going to happen, and notified him to do what Mr. Townsend 
proceeded to do, to get up demonstrations and have prominent Irish- 
men send telegrams to the President of the United States and congrat- 
ulate him upon the delivery of his message. 
I find here a few dispatches that were the result of that order. 
of them is dated New York, August 24, and reads: 
I nig apnea a = epeari of rpa entire business community. Your mes- 
a n: he 
sai sich ae “= 5 HERMAN OELRICHS. 


I do not know how much of an Irishman he is, but the name does 
not quite sound like one. I believe that he is one of the captains that 
is running the Democratic national committee in New York along 
with Mr. Brice. 

I find another from my own State, as follows: 


One 


. CHICAGO, August 34, 
Your message is received with universal approval by the people. I congratu- 


te you. 
ee? ERSKINE W. PHELPS. 

He is another member of the national Democratic committee, and he 
is undertaking to re-elect the present President of the United States. 
I do not think that Mr. Phelps is very much of an Irishman. They 
were the only class that wére appealed to by the chairman; but the 
national Democratic committee have been unable to get up demon- 
strations so far. 

So I could go and give a list of chairmen of Democratic clubs and of 
Democratic county committees, all of them sending congratulatory dis- 
patches to the President on account of that tremendous message which 
he sent here, that was to startle the country and attract, if you please, 
the attention of the people of this country from the great issue that 
they are determined to adhere to to the end in this campaign, whether 


the people of this country shall have any protection to American in- 
dustries and American labor, or whether we shall inaugurate a system 
of free trade in this country that shall break down the industries of the 
country and reduce the wages of our American citizens to a pauper 
basis. 


I see no evidence here in these dispatches, as in the evidences that 
come to us from the country anywhere, that the message has excited any 
admiration on the part of the Irish people, who were expected to rally 
to its support and get up demonstrations on account of the message. 
They knew too well that the purpose of that message, as I said, was to 
mend the hold of the Administration. It knew that it had lost them 
upon the great issue, and not only that, but because of its leaning to 
the British Government from the very beginning of this Administration 
up to the time when the message was sent here and until the Irish peo- 
ple of the country had determined that they would have no more of it. 

; The necessities of the political situation demanded that the Presi- 
dent should, in the words of the manager of his campaign, ‘‘ do some- 
thing to help himself.” What could he do and what did he do? In 
the search for some means of diversion he turned to the contemplation 
of our relations with Canada, knowing that the country strongly dis- 
approved the policy and course of his administration in respect to the 
treatment of our fishermen by the Canadian authorities. The rejec- 
tion of his un-American treaty having met the approval of the people, 


it behooved him to make amends for his serious blunder in negotiating 


and insisting upon the ratification of a treaty which involved a cow- 
ardly surrender of American rights when an entirely different course 
of actior had been decided upon by Congress and the path of his duty 
had been plainly marked out for him by law. 

In the hour of their tribulation and distress what did the President 
and his advisers do? What has the Democratic party always done 
when its own plans and policies have been repudiated by the people, 
as they usually have been? ‘Thequestion answers itself. They adopt 
the policy of the Republican party and claim it as their own. 

Since the President’s message upon the tariff question last Decem- 
ber, and since the passage of the Mills bill, or more especially since its 
introduction, the Democratic party have sought every opportunity that 
it had the power and of which it could avail itself to undertake to show 
that the President’s message did not mean free trade, and that the 
Mills bill did not mean free trade. If we shall wait a little Jonger 
they will be insisting that they are a better protection party than the 
Republican party itself. 

The President’s message shows that the emphatic protests which 
haye repeatedly been made upon this side of the Chamber against the 
long-continued neglect by this Administration of the grievances of our 
fishermen have not been made in vain. After at least two years of in- 
difference to their interests the President is at last ready to act, or 
rather, to state the situation more exactly, to talk about doing some- 
thing. If he was ready to act, or wanted to act, he would at once 
adopt the policy of retaliation marked out for him by the act of Murch 
3, 1887; but he is only seeking to do what the managers of his cam- 
paign have for some time insisted must be done if he desired to be re- 
elected, and that is ‘‘ to do something to help himself,” and so he only 
talks about retaliation against Canada instead of actually retaliating, 
as he could any day or any hour. 

But even this partial and eleventh-hour conversion of one sa set in 
his ways as Mr. Cleveland is exceedingly encouraging, and I think we 
upon this side may with good reason congratulate ourselves upon the 
apparent adoption by the present Executive, reluctant and tardy 
though it has been, of the accepted Republican policy of protection to 
the rights and interests of American citizens in all their dealings with 
foreign nations. : 

After ignoring the plain requirements of the retaliation act for a year 
and a half without making the slightest effort towards retaliation, the 
President now comes to the front as the champion of the policy of re- 
taliation. With the customary zeal of a new convert for a policy he 
has steadily opposed, Mr. Cleveland now professes a desire to enter 
upon a policy of retaliation that shall be at once ‘‘thorough and vig- 
orous.’? The reason he does not retaliate is because he is so strongl 
in favor of retaliation and so anxious to retaliate. - 

The retaliation act of 1887 marked out clearly and plainly thecourse 
of action to be pursued by the President when he found retaliation to 
be necessary, and when he became as anxions to retaliate as Mr. Cleve- 
land now professes to be. The investigation and consideration of the 
fisheries trouble by the last Congress resulted in the passage of that 
act, and the course of action there laid down was deliberately decided 
upon by Congress as the proper one to be pursued under the circum- 
stances. That act was signed by the present Executive, notwithstand- 
ing his immoderate indulgence in the exercise of the veto power, and 
must be presumed to have then met hisapproval. It was believed then 
and is believed now that the exercise of the great powers conferred 
upon the President by that act would speedily bring to an end the 
ou perpetrated upon our fishermen by the Canadian authorities, 
That act provided that whenever the President ‘shall be satisfied ’? 
that American fishing vessels or American fishermen have been denied 
or abridged in the enjoyment of any rights in Canadian waters or ports 
secured to them by treaty or law, ‘‘it shall be the duty of the President 
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of the United States, in his discretion,’’ to deny to Canadian vessels any 
entrance into our poris, ‘‘and also to deny entry into any port or place 
of the United States of fresh fish or salt fish or any other product ofsaid 
dominions, or other goods. coming from said dominions to the United 
States. 

While the words ‘‘in his discretion ’’ are used in the act, they apply 
rather to the particular modes of retaliation prescribed than to the 
question of enforcing the act, and it will be observed that the act con- 
tains the mandatory provision that ‘‘it shall be the duty of the Presi- 
dent” to deny to the Canadians the i seridpss. or specified whenever he 
shall be satisfied that such a state of facts exists as he says in his mes- 
sage has existed. It is now about a year and a half since the law went 
into force, the condition of affairs which made it the duty of the Pres- 
ident to act has existed during that time, his statement of the situa- 
tion shows that he is satisfied of the fact, and yet none of the steps 
which the law required him to take have been taken. 

After ignoring the existence and requirements of this law for a year 
and a half he now comes to Congress atthis late day and asks for more 

wer, because he is so anxious to enter upon a policy of retaliation. 

© reason is given for his failure to exercise the ps powers already 
conferred upon him, but the pretense is made that a further 

weris necessary. Itis the same sort of pretense that was resorted to 
38 this Administration in regard to the payment of the public debt in 
order to pile up a surplus as an argument for free trade. e President 
doubted the authority to buy bonds, although nobody else did, and de- 
layed action on the pretense that further legislation was necessary. In 
a matter of such importance Congress was willing to gratify his whim, 
and sent him the desired legislation, but it contained restrictions he did 
not like, and rather than them he abandoned his pretense of 
ment of pore and concluded the law gave all the power necessary, as 
everybody knew. 

This Administration has been from first to last one of sham and pre- 
tense. It has made a pretense of economy, but has been the most ex- 
travagant one we have ever had for very many years. It has made a 
pretense of favoring civil-service reform, while there never has been one 
that so utterly disregarded it, as the Senator from Maine [Mr. HALE], 
the chairman of the select committee on that subject, has shown by his 
statements here and by discussions which have taken place, Ihave in 
my hand a newspaper, which I shall not take up the timeof the Senate 
to read, but which gives an account of civil-service reform in the great 
city of Chicago, in my own State, in connection with the post-office there, 
where the law partner of the postmaster put a card upon his door and 
sent cards to the various em: telling them to come over and see 
him, and the account says that the ante-room of that distinguished 
lawyer, the partner of the postmaster at Chicago, was full of people 
knocking at the door to get in to make the contributions, so that they 
might not lose their places. 

‘ This Administration made a pretense of an anxiety to reduce the sur- 
plus, but allowed it to accumulate for nearly a year before a dollar was 
paid out in the payment of debt which then was due. In its anxiety 
to reduce the terrible surplus of which we hear so much the Adminis- 
~ tration has succeeded in securing the passage elsewhere of a tariff bill 
` that would increase the revenues instead of decrease them, and has con- 
trived to conduct the purchase of bonds in such a blundering way as to 
unnecessarily enhance their price and to needlessly pay out large sums 
to speculators as premiums. s 

One thing, however, this Administration has done, and it is entitled 
to whatever credit it can claim for such methods of financiering. It 
has transferred many millions of dollars from the Treasury to the cus- 
tody of favored national banks. These banks undoubtedly find it profit- 
able to hold and use these millions of dollars of the le’s money. 
The interest or profit they receive on its use is not paid to the United 
States, but it will be surprising if a liberal slice of this ‘‘swag’’ does 
not find its way into the coffers of the Democratic national committee. 
That committee, it seems, does not hesitate to make those employed 
in the civil service ‘stand and deliver.’ 

And the President’s pretense that he needs further power in order to 
undertake a policy of retaliation against Canada is on a par with those 
that have characterized his whole administration. He has not used 
the great powers already granted him, but pretends that he wants 


more. 

I should like to see the President exercise the power that has now 
been given him more than a year and a half to protect our American 
citizens in connection with the ‘fishery trade. If he uses that power 
discreetly and shows a a, copay to protect American citizens, unless 
we can correct other evils by law I am for giving him other powers in 
order to correct whatever other evils may exist. 

Mr. President, the questions involved in our commercial relations 
with Canada are important and can not be dealt with carelesssly with- 
ont danger of doing great injury to our people. Many millions of peo- 
ple in the West and Northwest, with their vast crops of grain and other 
po acts about ready for the markets of the world, must be remembered 

the consideration of our duty here. I am for doing anything and 
everything that we can do consistent with honor and the interest of our 
people if on investigation it shall be found that any legislation is nec- 
essary. 


But I am not willing to concede to the President because he sends 
a message here talking about grievances that, if they exist at all, have 
been going on for years, when we have not the scratch of a pen from 
that Administration showing us what the evils are that he has talked 
about in his message. I want the President or his Secretary of the 

to inform the Senate why he has been allowing goods in 
bond to go from Canada to Boston or to New York or to Portland for 
the purpose of exportation and to tell us under what law that has been 
goingon. I am notable to find any, and if it has been going on it 
has been going on without any authority of law whatever. 

I believe in the warning wordsof Washington in his farewell address 
to the American people, when he said: 

Agninst the insidious wiles of fi influence I conju 
fellow-citizens, the jealousy of a oe pica Sa T A OA 

and experience prove that foreign influence is one of the most baneful 
foes of republican government. 

I agree with that, and as I say I agree to-day to any legislation that 
may be necessary to protect the rights of the American people. Sodo I 
agree that if it can be shown that the twenty-ninth article of the treaty 
of 1871 has been utterly disregarded by the British Government, by 
the Canadians, I agree that we shall disregard it, also, without waiting 
the two years n in order to abrogate it by formal notice. 

But so far as that article is concerned, I can not believe that there is 
any question but that the twenty-ninth article is in force, so far as 
the terms of the treaty are concerned, or any law that has been passed 
under it is concerned, and that the term means not only the ten years 
as specified in the article itself, but also the two years after this Gov- 
ernment or the other shall see proper to give notice of its abrogation. 

Mr. President, with these remarks I shall not detain the Senate fur- 
ther, but I shall ask leave to insert a synopsis, with a reason or two in 
connection therewith, of section 3005, section 3006, the third section 
of the act of March 3, 1873, and also the joint resolution of 1883, which 
applies to the subject as well, and also Articles XXVI, XXVII, 
XXVIII, and XXIX of the treaty of 1871. 

- SECTION 3005. 

Section 3005 of the Revised Statutes anthorizes the transportation 
through the territory of the United States withoug the payment of 
duties, under such regulations as the Secretary of the Treasury may 
peana; of oe arriving at the ports of New York, Boston, 

Portland, ine, or any other specially designated by the 
Scobey of tho Tommy and dosti for eaten ts Comin 7 

This does not authorize the tion through the United States, 
without the payment of duties, of merchandise shipped from Canada 
to our ports for exportation, nor does it authorize the transportation 
through our territory to Canada of merchandise imported on the Pacific 
coast, unless such port on the Pacific coast is specially designated for 
such purposes by the Secretary of the Treasury. 

This section covers only one kind of transportation across our ter- 
ritory, and that is of articles coming from abroad toour ports on the 
Atlantic coast and going to Canada. 

SECTION 3006. 

Section 3006 is for the benefit of American rather than Canadian 
shippers. It provides for the transportion of imported merchandise in 
bond, and products or manufactures of the United States, from one port 
in the United States to another, through Canadian territory. 

THE ACT OF 1578. 

The act of March 1, 1873, was passed to-carry into effect the treaty 
of i871. The third section of this act provided that so long as the fish- 
eries articles of the treaty remained in force goods arriving at our ports 
from foreign countries might be conveyed through our territory into the 
British possessions without the payment of duties, under such regula- 
tions as the Secretary of the Treasury might ibe. 

So far this section is similar to section 3005, but in addition it con- 
tained a provision authorizing the shipment of goods, wares, and mer- 
chandise, under similar circumstances, from Canada through the ter- 
ritory of the United States for export. 

This section, by its terms, provided that the shipments which it au- 
thorized might be made from the day on which the treaty of 1871 took 
effect and so long as the fisheries articles of said treaty remained in 
force. This section would therefore appear to have expired by limit- 
ation, unless it has been saved or extended by the joint resolution of 


March 3, 1883. 
JOINT RESOLUTION OF 1883, 5 

The joint resolution of March 3, 1883,was passed to terminate the 
fisheries articles of the treaty of 1871. 

By the third section of this resolution the provisions of the act of 
1873, which was passed to convey the treaty into effect, were repealed 
so far as they related to the fisheries articles of the treaty. As sec- 
tion 3of the act of 1873 did not relate to the fisheries articles, that sec- 
tion was not repealed by the joint resolution of 1883, and, if it has not 
expired by limitation, is not affected by that resolution. 

THE TREATY. 

Article XXVI of the treaty of 1871 relates to the navigation of the 
St. Lawrence River. 

- Article XX VII relates to the use of the Welland Canal, the St. Law- 
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rence, and other canals by Americans, and the use of our canals by 
Canadians. 

Article XXVIII makes the navigation of Lake Michigan free to the 
British subjects. 

Article XXIX relates to the shipment through our territory of mer- 
chandise destined to or coming from Canada, and its terms are sub- 
stantially the same as those of section 3 of the act of 1873. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question—— 

Mr. CULLOM. I offer the resolution which I send to the desk. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. MANDERSON in the chair). The 
resolution will be read. 

The Secretary read as follows: 


an 

‘Whereas section 3005 of the Revised Statutes only authorizes the transit 
through the territory of the United States of m ise destined for Canada 
and arriving from abroad ab New York, Boston, and Portland in Maine (or at 
y designated by the Secretary of the Treas- 


United States, without the payment of duty, of goods, wares, and merchan- 
dise coming from Canada has been permitted since July 1, 1885, when Article 
XXIX of the treaty of Washington, and section 3 of the act of March 1, 1573, 


1 
are szid to have ceased to be in force; and, if so, to what extent and by what 
authority of law. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. The resolution will lie on the table 
and be printed. 

Mr. CULLOM. I desire the adoption of the resolution. Itis a mere 
resolution of inquiry. ` 

Mr. GORMAN. Let it go over. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Being objected to, 
go over and be printed. 

MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 

A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. CLARK, its 
Clerk, announced that the House had agreed to the report of the com- 
mittee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses on the 
amendments of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 8310) to provide for the 
disposal of the Fort Wallace military reservation, in Kansas. 

WITHDRAWAL OF PAPERS. » 
On motion of Mr. HARRIS it was 
Ordered, That leave be granted to withdraw from the files of the Senate the 
rs in the caso of Hugh L. Brinkley and Annie O. Snowden, there bav- 
ES teen no adverse report thereon. 
FORTIFICATIONS APPROPRIATION BILL. 

Mr. PLUMB. I move that the Senate proceed to the consideration 
of the bill (H. R. 10998) making appro ions for fortifications and 
other works of defense, for the armament thereof, for the procurement 
of heavy ordnance for trial and service, and for other purposes. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Appropriations with 
amendments. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Unless there is objection, the formal 
reading will be dispensed with and the bill will be read for amend- 
ment, 

Mr. PLUMB. I ask that the amendments of the Committee on Ap- 
propriations may be considered as they are reached in the reading of 
the bill. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. That course will be followed. 

The first amendment of the Committee on Appropriations was to in- 
sert, as section 1: 

That the pds eae hereinafter provided for shall be available until ex- 
pended, and shall be expended under the direct su ision of a board to con- 
sist of the commanding general of the Army, an officer of engineers, an officer 
of ordnance, and an officer of artillery, to be selected by the ar, 
to be called and known as the board of ordnance and fortification; and saia 
board shall be under the direction of the Secretary of War and subject to his 
paperein: and control in all respects, and shall have power to provide suit- 
able regulations for the inspection of guns and materials at all 


facture to the extent necessary to protect fully the interests of the United States 


and generally to provide such regulations concerning matters within said 
board's operations as shall be 


necessary to carry out to the best advantage all 
duties committed to its charge. 


Mr. HAWLEY. I wish the attention of the Senator from Kansasin 
charge of the bill for a moment. I desire to move an amendment for 
his consideration and the consideration of the Senate. In line 6 of the 
new section I propose to strike out the words “‘ an officer ” and to insert 
‘t two officers;’? so as to read: “‘ two officers of ordnance;’’ the 
board consist of an officer of engineers, two officers of ordnance, and an 
officer of artillery. 

I move the amendmentas the result of along conversation with Gen- 
eral Schofield, now the commanding general of the Army, who thinks, 
as this work is chiefly ordnance work, a single ordnance officer will be 
overburdened with his share ofthe work. Thisis the general opinion, 
in which I very earnestly and heartily coincide. The work of this 
board of ordnance and fortification, chiefly advisory, will to a large 


the resolution will 


of manu- | d 


extent fall upon the ordnance officer, especially the preparation of papers 
and the working over of the matter. Two officers will be 
valuable. The work will be better done in all probability. 

Another consideration arises. This is ordnance work largely, and 
if there be but one ordnance officer and an officer of engineers and an 
officer of artillery, it may frequently happen.that, in the ordnance field 
especially, the ordnance officer will be outvoted by two men from other 
corps of the Army. These three will be the active and working men 
of the board. The commanding general of the Army will only come 
in occasionally or to decide disputes among them. If the engineer 
and the artillery officer should overrule the ordnance officer, it would 
rest upon the commanding general of the Army to correct it, or to make 
a tie, if you choose. He is only a member of the board; he is not com- 
manding officer of the board, and could not overrule the two; so that 
the board would go on and frequently perhaps end in a tie, for the 
Secretary of War to decide. He is not a technical man; he knows 
nothing of the details of the manufacture of ordnance and matters of 
artillery, of course. If you have two ordnance officers and an artillery 
officer and an engineer officer on the board, and it shall be tied—and 
Iam guarding against the manifestation of jealousies in the staff corps— 
General Schofield is quite capable and would easily have the authority 
then to make the board harmonize. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment proposed by the Sen- 
ator from Connecticut [Mr. HAWLEY ] to the amendment of the Com- 
mittee on Appropriations will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. In line 6, after the word ‘‘ engineers,”’ it is pro- 
posed to strike ont the words ‘‘an officer’’ and insert ‘‘two officers; ” 
so as to read: ` 

Two officers of ordnance. 

Mr. TELLER. I should like to make a suggestion to the Senator 
from Connecticut. 

Mr. BECK. The board is to consist of whom, then? 

Mr. HAWLEY. Let the Secretary begin reading in line 5. 

The SECRETARY. So as to make the clause read: 


A board to consist of the commanding ponor of the Army, an officer of en- 
neers, we ses of ordnance, and an officer of artillery, to be selected by the 
x ‘ar. 


Mr. HALE. That makes the board composed of five. 


Mr. HAWLEY. It makes the working board four. 
Mr. BECK. It makes five with the commanding general of the 
Army? = 


Mr. HAWLEY. Yes. 

Mr. BECK. That can not hurt much. 

Mr. TELLER. I should like to ask the Senator from Connecticut 
if he does not think it would improve the bill to put a civilian on the 
board ? 

Mr. HAWLEY. IfI were going to draughta bill—and it ought to be 
done by an independent bill really—for the establishment of an ad- 
visory board, I should perhaps put in a civilian or two. Two eminent 
civilians were on that very eminent board of fortifications two years 
ago, the most efficient board that I have known for along time. But 
I do not think it necessary in this board. This is a mere professional 
advisory board of the Secretary of War, and I do not believe it is neces- 
sary to put a civilian on it. If it were a temporary board to make a 
great examination, a board like the fortifications board, I should want 
to call in two outsiders. 

Mr. PLUMB. There is some force in what the Senator from Con- 
necticut has said, and in view of what he reports is the deliberate judg- 
ment of General Schofield, although it has not been presented to the 
committee, I shall have no objection to the adoption of the amend- 
ment which he proposes. 

There is something always to be said, of course, in favor of a small 
board. In this case there is a good deal to be said in favor of having 
a board which will embrace members of all the bureaus of the War De- 
partment having to deal with the question of offensive and defensive 
military operations. It was, therefore, thought proper to bring in the 
tin ea and Artillery Corps as well as the Ordnance Corps, although, 
as the Senator from Connecticut very properly says, the Ordnance peo- 
ple work ont the detail and largely the plan, and must of necessity 
o so in the construction of guns, and will continue to do so, of course, 
under the operations of this section. 

I think I shall not interpose any objection to the adoption of the 
amendment. We shall come tothe consideration of this question after 
a time with more experience on account of the trial we shall make of 
this plan, and if it does not work well we can then change it. 

The suggestion of the Senator from Colorado [Mr. TELLER] about 
having a civilian on the board had consideration at the hands of the 
committee, and it originally was myown belief that that would be not 
only proper but very desirable. However, in thefirst place, it enlarges 
the board; it makes it to some extent unwieldy. There might bea 
considerable period of time before the board would get into that har- 
monious relation which would tend to efficiency of operations. There 
would be some jealousy, of course, existing as to who should be se- 
lected, and as to the weight to be given to the suggestions of the vari- 


ous component parts, divided as they would be into the two classes of 


military men and civilians. 
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I think, on the whole, in starting this matter as we propose to do by 
the bill, the most important thing which we do in it is really to make 
sure that we have the combined co-operation of all the branches of the 
Army, not only in determining upon the plans, but in working them 
out, and that I think is satisfactorily accomplished in the constitution 
of the board as proposed.» If it shall seem after we get into this thing 
more largely, as we shall do, and after we try the plans which are pro- 
posed, that they are not what they ought to be, that they are not being 
worked out properly by reason of incompetency or jealousy,or anything 
else, we can reconstruct the board in such a way as to make it answer 
to what may then seem to be the needs of the service. : 

Mr. TELLER. The trouble with thesuggestion of the Senator from 
Kansas is that we are to go on with a system here and after we have 
gone on some time hesuggests thatif we find it is a failure then we can 
bring into the board some other talent. Ido not wish myself to say 
anything that will be regarded as derogatory to the character of the 
officers of the Army with reference to these things, but I know it isa 
fact, which everybody will admit who has looked into these questions 
at all, that if we were selecting for great enterprises as a general rule 
we should avoid the engineers or any other department of the Army of 
the United States. The Engineer Corps in the United States Army has 
never distinguished itself above the civilian engineers of the country, 
as everybody knows. 

The questions to be presented to the board will be very largely ques- 
tions of engineering, and it seems to me (though I have not any idea 
that the Senate will depart from the report of the committee; I want 
to express my view of the subject, however), that it would have been 
wise to have given the President an opportunity to select some emi- 
nent civil engineer to be putin here. Especially is that true if the 
system is to remain as it is contemplated, which I understand is to 
have outside ies come in and offer to the Government guns. I 
think that it would have been no more than fair to the outside people 
who are expected to offer to make guns that there should have been 
some eminent civilian engineer selected by the President. Ido not 
suggest, of course, that the legislative department should designate 
who should go in, but there are a great number of engineers in this 
country from whom the President could select. As this is to be a mat- 
ter of long standing it would be practically, if a good selection were 
made, a life duty for some great engineer in this country, and Iam 
very confident that the results attained would be very much better 
than will be attained under the present plan. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. ‘The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment proposed by the Senator from Connecticut [Mr. HAWLEY] 
to the amendment of the Committee on Appropriations, 

The amendment to the amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. PLUMB. I move to further amend the amendment by adding 
at the end of the section, after the word ‘‘charged,’’ in line 17, the fol- 
lowing proviso: 

Provided, That subject to the fo: 


made by the several bureaus of the War 
same under existing law. 


That simply provides that the agencies which now exist in the De- 
partment for the transaction of the various classes of business, if I 
may so term it, shall be continued the same as now, only under the 
direction and supervision of the board. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment proposed by the Senator from Kansas [ Mr. PLUMB] to the 
amendment of the committee. 

The amendment to the amendment was agreed to, 

Mr. HALE. May I ask the Senator from Kansas whether in line 9 
the words ‘‘and control’’ should not be inserted after the word ‘‘di- 
rection?” 

Mr. PLUMB. Those words should be in; and the Senator will see 
that the word ‘‘control’’ occurs in line 11—‘‘supervision and con- 
trol.” That settles it. 

Mr. HALE. Thatiscorrect. I did not see that the words occurred 
in line 11, 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment of the Committee on Appropriations as amended. 

The amendment as amended was to. 

The next amendment was to change ‘‘ Sec. 1” to ‘Sec. 2.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The reading of the bill was continued to the end of line 7 of section 
2, as follows: 

Src. 2. That the sums of money herein provided for be, and the same are 
hereby, appropriated out of any moneys in the Treasury not otherwise appro- 
priated, namely : 

For the protection, perenras, and repair of fortifications and other works 
of defense, $100,000. For the construction of sea-walls, and for earth embank- 
ments, $117,000, - 

Mr. HAWLEY. I wish to makean inquiry just there of the Senator 
in charge of the bill as to the fortifications. ere is nothing here.that 
provides a dime for the improvement or renewal of fortifications as well 
as preservation and repair. These fortifications cost us some twenty 
or thirty million dollars, and $200,000 is a comparatively small sum. 
I wish to inquire whether the estimates of the War Department are 
not larger than the amount here named? 


oma provisions the expenditure shall be 
epartment having jurisdiction of the 
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Mr. PLUMB. No; the sum given is precisely the estimate of the 
War Department. 

Mr. HAWLEY. For their preservation ? 

Mr. PLUMB. Yes, sir; that paragraph, commencing in line 4 and 
ending in line 7, is not only the amount but in the precise language of 
the estimate of the War Department. ; 

Mr. HAWLEY. It has been the custom for many years to recom- 
mend large sums for continuing the building or building new ones, but 
they have given that up I presume. 

The reading of the bill was resumed. The next amendment ofthe 
Committee on Appropriations was, in section 2, line 15, before the 
words “hundred thousand,” to strike out ‘‘ two” and insert ‘‘ five;’’ 
s0 as to read: 

For torpedoes for harbor defense ; the purchase of submarine mines and nec- 
essary appliances to opornie ei for needful casemates, cable-galleries, and 
appliances to render it possible to operate submarine mines; for continuing 
torpedo experiments; for proiil instruction of engineer troóps in detail of 
the service, and for movable submarine torpedoes propelled and controlled at 
will by power transmitted from shore stations, $500,000. 

The amendment was to. 

Mr. PLUMB. I now moveto amend,in line 13, of section 2, by in- 
serting after the word ‘' for’? the words ‘‘the purchase of.’ That is 
the intent of the section, but Iam somewhat afraid that the purpose 
is not expressed with sufficient clearness. 

Pik TRENDING OFFICER. ‘The amendment will be stated from 
the desk. 

The SECRETARY. In section 2, line 13, after the word ‘‘for,’’ it is 
proposed to insert ‘“‘ the purchase of;’’ so as to read: 


And for the purchase of movablesubmarine torpedoes propelled and controlled 
at will by power transmitted from shore stations, etc. 


The amendment was to. 

The reading of the bill was resumed. The next amendment of the 
Committee on Appropriations was, in section [2] 3, line 6, after the 
words “‘service guns,” tostrike out ‘‘for machine guns;’’ so as to read: 

Sec. 3. For the manufacture or purchase and test of cannon and carriages, 
including two 10-inch carriages maneuvered by power, one of which shall be a 
disappearing carriage, and also including those for the field and siege services ; 
for the alteration of carriages on hand toadapt them to improved service guns; 
for projectiles, etc. 

Mr. HAWLEY. I can not permit that to go without a protest, 
though the Senator from Kansas [Mr. PLUMB] in private conversation 
has told me something about the amendment. 

The Government buys every year more or less of machine guns to 
supply to the State militia. The well-organized militia of many States, 
among them Massachusetts and Connecticut and New York and New 
Jersey and Pennsylvania, have Gatling guns attached to their regi- 
ments. In short, there is a little trade every year in that particular 
weapon. ‘The Government buysthe guns and the demand is made for 
them by. the States under the law giving $600,000 a year for supplies 
to the militia. Ishould hope the committee would permit those words 
to remain in the bill. 

Mr. PLUMB. Really, this provision is covered, though not by 
name, in a subsequent provision of the bill; but still, if the Senator 
from Connecticut feels any special interest in having it retained at the 
present time, I shall not make any contention about it. The discre- 
tionary power finally lodged with the board in another part of the bill 
covers this, but it is not specially mentioned. 

Mr. GORMAN. I hope the Senator from Kansas will state that it 
was the purpose of the committee to exclude all the different classes of 

ns by name, leaving the selection to the discretion of the board. 

Mr, HAWLEY. The committee is quite right in not naming any 
description of guns. I did not mean to criticise its action in that re- 


spect. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the amendment 
of the Committee on Appropriations to strike out the words ‘‘ for ma- 
chine guns.” : 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The reading of the bill was resumed. The next amendment of the 
Committee on Appropriations was, in section (2) 3, line 14, after the 
word ‘‘ employed,” tostrike out ‘‘ and to test and, if found satisfactory, 
to purchase two breech-loading field guns of three and two tenths inch 
bore, of aluminum bronze, four,” and insert ‘‘ five;’’ so as to read: 

For the manufacture or purchase and test of cannon and carriages, including 
two ten-inch carri maneuvered by power, one of which shall be a disappear- 
ing carriage, and also gang ae J those for the field and siege services; for the 
alteration of carriages on hand to adapt them to improved service guns; for 
projectiles, powders, fuzes, and implements, their trial and proof; for experi- 
ments in the means of protecting rit parenting Sa. for compensation of draughts- 
men while employed in the Arm Bureau on ordnance construction, 
and for the necessary expenses of ordnance officers while temporarily employed 
at the proving-ground and absent from their proper stations, at the rate of $2.50 
per diem while so employed, $500,000, and not more than $10,000 of said sum 
amal be expended for providing increased facilities for the manufacture of pro- 
jectiles. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

_ The next amendment was, in section [2] 3, line 19, after the word 
+t projectiles,” to insert: 

For examining, testing, and experimenting with pneumatic or other dyna- 
mite guns, gun-carriages, acrial torpedoes, dynamite shells and ammunition, 
and bai for coast defense, whether sunken, counterpoise, or otherwise, 
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brought to the notice of the Secretary of War, $100,000, or so much thereof as 
he may deem proper. 

Mr. HAWLEY. TheSenator from Kansas will pardon me if I make 
a yerbal criticism there. The provision is : 

te examining, testing, and rpa Selmer. gant go - other a 
m uns, |, aerial to! mite and ammunition, 
and batteries { Saipe kaa aiet eapon counterpoise, or otherwise, 

That means really -Car: “sunken, counterpoise, or other- 
wise.” I should myself strike out the words ‘‘ whether sunken, coun- 
terpoise, or otherwise,” because the word ‘‘sunken”’ has no reference 
to the character of carriage. I take it the committee is endeavoring 
to provide for the purchase of the disappearing carriages that with 
the gun behind the parapet. They are all disappearing, some of them 
counterpoise and some of them make the gun balance a certain part of 
the carriage and get the gun out of sight. 

I should strike out the words ‘“‘whether sunken, counterpoise, or 
otherwise” and insert, after the word ‘‘ gun-carriages,’’ the words ‘‘dis- 
appearing and other.” 

Mr. PLUMB. That language, I think, is embraced in the estimates 
now, though I am not quite certain about that, but it is found on page 
21 of the Army bill, and the phraseology of it, although not criticised 
as the Senator from Connecticut now criticises it, was very considerably 
gone over; and therefore the committee in providing for the same class 
of expenditures here transferred the language bodily. I think very 
likely the criticism may be right. 

Mr. HAWLEY. If the Senator will allow that to stand over, I will 
consult some technical authority about it; but there is no such thing 
asa battery ‘‘sunken, counterpoise, or otherwise ’’ in the way itis stated 
here. 

Mr. PLUMB. I think that refers to the word ‘‘carriages.’’ 

Mr. HAWLEY. It does; but the word ‘‘ carriages’? is two or three 
lines back. However, let that pass. I will see if that can be put in 
better shape. 

Mr. HALE. Do not those words refer to all the enumerations pre- 
ceding, and do not the subsequent words, ‘‘ brought to the notice of the 
Secretary,” refer to all thoge? So it strikes me. 

Mr. PLUMB. I do not think they do. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. ‘The Chair does not understand that 
the Senator from Connecticut offers any amendment, 

Mr. HAWLEY. Ido not move any amendment now. 

Mr. PLUMB. There is an amendment which I think ought to be 
made there. That section, as I said, is exactly as it appears in the 
Army bill, and was, of course, inserted before without any reference to 
the expenditures being made by a board. I think that perhaps as it 
is it may be out of harmony with the first section of the bill, and that 
the words ‘‘ brought to the notice of the Secretary of War or of the 
board ” should be inserted, and the limitation of expenditures should 
be qualified in the same way. I will move, therefore, to amend the 
amendment, in line 23, by striking out the words ‘‘the Secretary of 
War” and inserting ‘‘ said board.” 

Mr. HAWLEY. But if they are brought to the notice of the board 
the board reports them to the Secretary of War. 

Mr. PLUMB. I think, perhaps, it is well to put in the words “ said 
board,” leaving out ‘‘the Secretary of War.’’ [think that is correct. 

` The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment will be stated from 
the desk. 

The SECRETARY. In line 23 it is proposed to strike out the words 
“the Secretary of War” and insert ‘*‘ said board; ’’ so as to read: 

Brought to the notice ofsaid board. 

The amendment to the amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. PLUMB. Now, the word “‘he,’’ in line 24, should be changed 
to ‘‘ they.” 

Mr. HAWLEY. The board recommend and the Secretary buys what 
he pleases. He is not absolutely bound to buy. 

« Mr. PLUMB. Thatis true, but that is qualified in the first sec- 
tion. Nothing can be done but what he recommends, and what he 
practically himself does. 

Mr. HAWLEY. To change the word ‘‘he’’ to ‘‘ they ” will be to 
buy ‘‘so much thereof as they may deem proper.’ He has final juris- 
diction on the committee’s theory. 

Mr. PLUMB, I will suggest an amendment that I think will cover 
the Seniator’s criticism. I move to amend it to read: 

Or so much thereof as may be deemed proper. 

Mr. HAWLEY. That is right. 

Mr. PLUMB. That leaves the question of authority open. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. In line 24 it is proposed to strike out the word 
“he,” and in line 25 to strike out ‘‘deem’? and insert ‘‘ be deemed;”’ 
80 as to read: . 

Or so much thereof as may be deemed proper. 

The amendment to the amendment was agreed to. 

The amendment as amended was agreed to. 

The reading of the bill was resumed. The next amendment of the 
Committee on Appropriations was to strike out section 3, in the fol- 
lowing words: 

Sec. 3, To complete the guns now under fabrication by the Ordnance Depart- 


ment, and for testing the same, as follows: One 10-inch breech-loading steel 
gun, wire-wrapped, with longitudinal bars on Woodbridge plan, $20,000; for 
testing the same, $25,000; one 10-inch breech-loading steel-hooped gun, $7,500; for 
testing the same,$25,000; one 10-inch breech-loading rifle,cast-iron, wire-wrapped, 
$1,500; for testing the same, $12,000; one 8-inch breech-loading steel-hooped 
gun, $5,000; for testing the same, $12.000; for testing one 12-inch breech-loading 
rifle, cast-iron, steel-tubed, $20,000; for testing one 12-inch breecli-loading rifle, 


cast-iron, hoo; and tubed with steel on the French system, $20,000; for test- 
ing Sine, pea breech-loading mortar, cast-iron, hoo; with steel, $10,000; in 
5 . 


Mr. PLUMB. I will state in regard to that amendment that the 
work contemplated in that section is covered completely by the pre- 
ceding section, and that was the reason for striking this section out. 

The amendment was to. 

The reading of the bill was resumed. The next amendment of the 
Committee on Appropriations was, in section 4, line 5, after ‘‘ New 
York,” to strike out ‘‘in accordance with the recommendation of the 
Gun Foundry Board of February 16, 1884, seven,” and insert ‘‘ five;?? 
so as to read: ; 

For the erection, purchase, or manufacture of the necessary buildings and 
other structures, machinery, tools, and fixtures for an army gun-factory for fin- 
ishing and assembling heavy ordnance, to be erected at the Watervliet arsenal, 
West Troy, N. Y 1 $556,000: Provided. That not exceeding $20,000 of this sum may 
be used for the erection and completion of two sets of officers’ quarters. 

Mr. HAWLEY. The Committee on Appropriations reduces there 
the appropriation $200,000. It very properly strikes out the words 
‘tin accordance with the recommendation of the Gun Foundry Board 
of February 16, 1884,” etc., because four years have poea since that 
Gun Foundry Board made its report, and it is entirely probable that 
some of the machinery required for the new gun foundry will be of a 
different and better class than they recommended. That is all very 
well, but I submit that the committee has erred in striking down the 
amount there from $750,000 to $550,000. The careful estimates show 
that it will require $250,000 to erect the necessary shops and permanent 
fixtures for the construction of guns—large establishments. It must 
be remembered that the building is not a mere inclosure, because it 
requires very heavy foundations for the lathes and boring-machines, 
etc., so that a large part of the cost of the building will be below ground 
and not show when the building is completed. The careful estimates 
show that it will require $250,000 to`erect the necessary shops and per- 
manent fixtures forthe construction of guns, inclusive of gunsof12inches 
in caliber; for the purchase of the necessary machinery and tools, as 
lathes, boring-mills, planers, rifling-machines, cranes, etc., $550,000 
will be necessary in order to fabricate the following quantities of guns 
per annum, namely: ten 8-inch guns, six 10-inch guns, and four 12-inch 
guns—a somewhat smaller output than is specified in the Gun Foundry 
Board report. The total of this foots up $800,000, to which should be 
added, for two sets of officers’ quarters, $20,000, making an aggregate 
of $820,000. 

Under the sundry civil bill about $35,000 was appropriated for the 
gun-plant at Watervliet arsenal, and they have on hand some availa- 
ble heavy-gun plant at that arsenal, I think amounting in value to 
about $35,000, so that the total sum may be reduced by $70,000, to 
$750,000. A less sum than $250,000 will not complete the shops, and 
it is important for economic reasons to procure as many of the needed 
tools at one time as possible. If they are to contract for the requisite 
number of tools for this very heavy work, it is better that we should 
not leave $250,000 to be appropriated next year, but should embrace 
the tools in one large contract at one time. I should very much pre- 
fer to have the sum here remain $750,000. 

Mr. PLUMB. The estimate of the War Department for that pur- 
pose is $550,000, and that was based upon the report of the Gun 
Foundry Board which assembled in 1884. If the Senator will recall 
that report, on page 50 of it is found an estimate of the cost of the 
plant for gun factories in these words: 

Approximate cost of plant for gun factories: Guns up to 6-inch caliber, $50,- 
000; guns from 6-inch to 12-inch caliber, $150,000; guns from 12-inch to 16-inch 
caliber, $350,000; buildings and shrinking-pit, $350,000. 

The bill under consideration does not provide for the purchase of 
steel for a gun larger than a caliber of 12 inches, and it is evident that 
the War Department in making up this estimate simply eliminated so 
much of the machinery deemed necessary by the Gun Foundry Board 
as applied to the making of guns of 12 to 16 inch caliber. I have no 
doubt, however, that the estimate of the Gun Foundry Board was too 
low; that ultimately there will be obliged to be a plant at the Water- 
vliet arsenal for the purpose of making a complete gun factory for the 
manufacture of 12-inch guns, costing from seven hundred and fifty to 
eight hundred thousand dollars, although it is said that there is a very 
considerable amount of machinery there now which will be available 
for this purpose. 

But we were advised that the Navy Department had not been able 
to contract in this country yet for lathes suitable for making 12-inch 


` | guns at any such prices as they deemed proper, and the subject has gone 


over for the time being, and we thought there would be money enough 
very likely for present purposes and we would get that which was 
available. A large portion of the tools necessary for this factory are to 
be found in stock among manufacturers and which can be purchased, 
as picks or axes can be purchased, and therefore would not take any 
very greatlength of time, butcould be got together and put to use with 
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reference to the immediate operations of this factory, but meanwhile 
Congress will tly reassemble and what then may be found to 
answer for the expenditure of the amount of money provided in this 
bill can be embraced in another bill which will undoubtedly follow at 
the next session of Congress, - Still, I have no doubt, as the Senator, 
says, we shall have to d considerably more money. 

Mr. DOLPH. Will the Senator be kind enough to state whether the 
machinery for the manufacture of a 16-inch gun will answer also for a 
12-inch gun, and whether it would not be economy to provide the larger 
machinery—the machinery having the greater capacity? 

Mr. PLUMB. ‘That would be true as toa portion only. We in- 
quired about that carefully from the ordnance officers. Of course the 
same forging machinery would be used for both purposes (if we were 
going to make forgings), and some of the minor machinery, but the 
machinery for SIN. the guns and the lathes necessary would all 
have to be entirely different. In addition to that, itis contemplated 
by the Ordnance Department to build the wing of the building for the 
making of 16-inch guns entirely different from the part of the building 
which will be used for the smaller calibers. For the fabrication of a 
16-inch gun according to the idea of the Ordnance Department, the 
operations would be carried on practically distinct, although under the 
same roof. They would be in a part of the building made larger and 
wider and provided with heavier machinery for handling, and also 
having lathes for finishing. 

Mr. DOLPH. It would certainly be economy to purchase the ma- 
chinery necessary for the construction of 16-inch guns at once, which 
may be used independently for 16-inch guns as well as any other. 

Mr. PLUMB. Ido not understand that that is the case, or that 
such: machinery will be used independently. ‘The officers object. 

Mr. DOLPH. I thought the Senator said a portion of the machinery 
would be so used? 

Mr. PLUMB. A portion of it would be, that is true; but, inregard 
to that point, no lathes of this kind have ever been made yet in this 
country. Patterns would have to be made for them. No doubt the 
manufacture of lathes, etc., for the construction of 12-inch guns will 

est improvements to our mechanics. It isthe idea of our ordnance 
etkcate a aia sacha’ Seat mechanics get hold of this kind of ma- 
chinery and get to manufacturing machinery for the fabrication of 
guns and all other things relating to this general question of defense 
they will make improvements of a most valuable character. There 
will be a gain, therefore, perhaps, in beginning with guns of the smaller 
sizes. At all events it will be a very | period of time before the 
Government will expect tomake, bya very lavish iture of money, 
i for the manufacture of a 16-inch gun. t is not contem- 
pur is not provided for in this gun, the limit of the caliber 
g12 inches. . It is also to be remembered that guns above 12 inches 


For the of and annealed steel for = 
peak svar rem TET ber, in Bend and rhea 
n 


power guns 12 inch 
sions conforming to SE ee ean to each stage of the 
manufacture, and including all the parts of each caliber, $2,500,000. 

The amendment was to. 

The reading of the bill was resumed, as follows: 

Provided, That shall be expended except for steel and d 
livered, and E SEANA yp Hos aoe v hereunder for gun Pree gps MA peti 


average price und for each caliber than the lowest average price charged 
under aiak ai therto made by the Government for forgings of like caliber. 


Mr. HAWLEY. A question arises there, Mr. President. The only 
contract made in this country fpr heavy gun forgings of that character 
has been made with the Bethlehem Steel Works by the Navy Depart- 
ment—I will not say the only one, but substantially the only one (be- 
cause there have been some bits of work done elsewhere)—the only 
large contract. There was a contract made with another establish- 
ment to build an 8-inch gun, and there have been purchases made to a 
considerable amount and especially for the tubes—for the heaviest 

of the heaviest guns—from British manufacturers. It was in- 

I do not know whether the proviso just read means that 

we shall not pay more than we have paid Whi & Co. or whether 
AA SOANA AD TOA vac not pay more than we have paid the Bethlehem 

‘or’ 

Mr. PLUMB. That ought to be amended, I think, by inserting “‘of 

ican manufacturers.”’ 

Mr. HAWLEY. ‘That would make it clearer, because they have 
been able to buy of others at a lower price than anybody here can 
make it. 

Mr. PLUMB. What was in mind was the contract that the Gov- 
ernment had recently made for steel for the use of the Navy. That 
steel for the use of naval guns has cost about33 cents a pound. That 
is as a perfectly safe limitation, and it is believed by those 


regarded 
who have given the subject particular attention that in a short time 


we shall be able to get it much lower. But it was in contemplation 
to limit it to the price which has been paid to American manufacturers. 

Mr. HALE. Should not that word ‘‘charged,’’ in line 20, on page 
5, read ‘‘paid?’—“ the lowest average price paid under contracts hith- 
erto made,” ete. ? 

Mr. PLUMB. Itshould be “‘ paid.” I move thatit he so amended. 

al PRESIDING OFFICER. The proposed ent will be 
rea 

The SECRETARY. Online 20, after the word ‘‘price,’’ it is proposed 
to strike out the word ‘‘charged’’ and insert the word ‘‘paid;’ so as 
to make the clause read: / 

No contract shall be made hereunder for steel ata 
pea zonna ige quah etiler than tho lowest sven prico Paid undar eto 

‘The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. PLUMB. I move to amend, in line 21, by inserting after the 
word ‘‘Government’’ the words ‘‘ with American manufacturers.” 

Mr. HAWLEY. Or it would be sufficient to add the word ‘‘Amer- 
ican” before the word ‘‘forgings.’? Would not that answer? 

Mr. PLUMB. ‘That will do just as well—*‘for American forgings.’’ 
I modify my amendment by moving to insert the word ‘‘American’' 
between the words ‘‘for’’ and ‘‘forgings.’’ 

Mr. HAWLEY. That would do, but I doubt the wisdom of it. I 
would leave the Government free to contract, because I do not wish to 
pass a bill in such shape as to throw these forgings into the hands of 
onecompany that has already got the plant established. I highly re- 
spect and compliment and honor the Bethlehem Steel Works for the 
magnificent enterprise they have shown in investing money as they 
did far in advance of Government contracts, so that they will have in 
two or three months a plant for heavy forgings. But to limit it in this 
way has a tendency, at least, to throw the matter into their hands as 
being the only people who can bid, because the others have not the 
plant ready. They can say, ‘‘ We will furnish you steel at 35 cents, 
and deliver in four months.” A new man will be obliged to say, *‘I 
w furnish it at 35 or 36 cents if you wait a year for me to put the 

ant in. 

Mr. PLUMB, We should lose undoubtedly more than we should 
gain if it were to have the effect to prevent competition, but I hardly 
think it, will. The amount is large, though not so large as has been 
heretofore proposed; still it is large enough to induce the erection of 
plant for the p of supplying steel. The ision as worded was 
contained in the bill as it came from the other House, and on reflection 
the committee thought they would not change it. 

Mr. HAWLEY. ido not move any amendment. I only made the 


ee. 
a PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment suggested will be 
rea 
e 5, line 21, after the word “‘for,’’ it is 


The SECRETARY. On 
proposed to insert ‘‘ American;”’ so as to make the clause read: 

Under contracts made by the Government for American forgings of like caliber. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. HALE. To go back fora moment, in line 3 of page 4, should 
not the clause read, ‘‘ for assembling and finishing heavy ordnance,” 
instead of ‘‘ for finishing and assembling ?” = 

Mr. PLUMB. Ithinknot. Ithinkthe word “assem ” is used 
there with reference to bringing together the parts after they have been 
subjected to the lathe. 

Mr. HALE. This is for an army gun factory. It is only a question 
whether it should not be ‘‘assembling and finishing.” 

Mr. HAWLEY. No, the fine bori etc., is first done with the 
lathe, and then the men, with great delicacy, put the parts together. 

Mr. HALE. ‘‘Assembling,’’ then, is the last operation? 

Mr. HAWLEY. Yes. . 

The reading of the bill was resumed. The next amendment of the 
Committee on Appropriations was, in section 4, line 30, after the word 
‘*made,”’ to strike out ‘‘unless already so provided;’’ and after the 
ya “shall,” at the end of the same line, toinsert “‘have, or;’’ soasto ` 
read: 


The material for the 
ance with section 3709, 


tinuing not less than thirty days, in the someanees 
man turers: Provided, That 

made shall have, or agree to erect, in the United States a suitable plant, includ- 
ing the best modern appliances, capable of making all the steel ired, and 


of finishing it in accordance with contracts, and shall further agree to de- 
liver (Beck nicgit coenngee fachewrplnmaeg canara e UTET shy 
steel for the smaller of 


heavy to commence at the expiration 
hat for the largest cali specified 


of the mon gnc of the contracts; and that all the toola, machines, and mate- 
rial for sai 

The amendment was to. 

The next amendment of the Committee on Appropriations was, in 
section 5, line 1, after the words *‘ purchase of,’’ to strike out ‘‘the 
material for, and the manufacture of; so as to make the clause read: 


Sec. 5. For ie pee of 12-inch breech-loading rifled mortars of cast-iron, 
hooped with steel, of about 32,000 pounds weight, ete, 
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Mr. DOLPH. I object to the amendment; indeed, Iam opposed to 
this entire section. 

I will not take up the time of the Senate at this late stage of the ses- 
sion and upon the consideration of this bill to restate my objections to 
cast-iron guns and mortars and cast-iron mortars hooped with -steel. 
I think it would be about as sensible to make an appropriation for the 
purchase of spears or bows and arrows for the purposes of national de- 
fense, or an appropriation for wooden guns, as to provide for the pur- 
chase of cast-iron guns at this time, when everybody admits that there 
are better guns, more serviceable, and of higher power, and better 
adapted to the purposes of defense, 

There is time enough, after waiting as long as we have waited in the 
preparation for defending our coasts, to secure the best guns. In re- 
gard to guns constructed y of cast-iron and partly forged steel— 
guns with a cast-iron y and steel hoops—my opinion is that they 
are no stronger than one of the metals used in their manufacture; that 
is to say, that these steel-hooped cast-iron mortars are no stronger than 
the cast-iron used in them. Then I have another objection to this 
amendment. The Gun Foundry Board, the Board on grbgoer yer 
and Other Defenses, and the Senate select committee, at the head o 

. which was the Senator from Connecticut [Mr. HAWLEY], have all re- 
ported in favor of the purchase of material for guns from private par- 
tiesand the manufacture of them by the Government, and that is the 
policy which has been adopted under the authority of Congress for pro- 
curing guns for the ene os 

Provision is made in this bill for the purchase by contract, of private 
parties, of steel ingots for the manufacture of 10 and 12 inch built-up 
steel guns. The same boards and committee reported in favor of the 
manufacture of guns or the assembling of the parts by the Government 
at a manufactory for the Navy to be established at the Washi n 
navy-yard and at a man for the Army to be established at 
Watervliet, N. Y. As this bill came from the House it provided for 
the manufacture of 12-inch breech-loading cast-iron mortars with steel 
hoops by the Government, and it is fairly implied that the purchase of 
the material is to be made from private parties. 

The first clause of the section reads as follows: 

For the purchase of the materials for and the manufacture of. 


That is to say, purchase by the Government of the materials for, and 


vides for the pur- 
chase of the mortars themselves and clearly implies that they are not 
The Government is to pur- 
chase the material and manufacture the 10 and 12 inch built-up steel 
guns, but is to purchase these rifled mortars already manufactured. 
Taking the two provisions together this is entirely clear. I am op- 
posed to the amendment. 

But I am opposed to both the purchase and manufacture of these 
mortars. If this kind of guns or mortars are to be provided I see no 
reason why Congress should depart as to them from the plan provided 
for obtaining guns for the Navy, or for providing guns for the Army; 
that is, the purchase of the forged steel and the manufacture of the guns 
by the Government. But I do not propose to discuss this matter at 
length at this time, ha already on another occasion discussed it, 
nnd I do not suppose* will be able to prevent the adoption of the 
amendment proposed by the committee. I believe, however, this isa 
dangerous departure from the plan recommended by the Board on For- 
tifications and other Defenses and by the Secretary of War. 

Mr. PLUMB. The amendment will not really change the result. 
The Department does not expect to make any part of these guns. It 
expects to have all these mortars delivered before the end of the next 
twelve months, before the Watervliet arsenal can be got into operation. 
The gun itself can be made probably at the West Point Worksor at the 
Sonth Boston Works, or a portion at each place, and the steel will come 
very probably from the Midvale Works, in Pennsylvania, and the Gov- 
ema wil) then simply shrink this steel hoop upon the cast-iron 
barr i 

Mr. DOLPH. I wish to call the attention of the Senator — 

Mr. PLUMB. Onemoment. We simply make the matter more ap- 
parent, that that was to be done which the Department say is inevi- 
table; but if the Senator desires thatthe amendment shall not prevail 
I have not the slightest objection to letting the language remain as the 
bill came from the House. 

In regard to the subject of mortars, without going into the question 
as to the relative merits of the gun metal, about which so much has 
been said, and without disputing at all what the Senator from Oregon 
says about steel and iron, I call his attention to the fact that the Chief 
of Ordnance in his last report said: 

In vi 
dicen Vis nal Coat ipapakain vapeporn inen 
ofthe type—cast-iron banded with steel—already tested by the Department with 
most satisfactory results as regards endurance,I have recommended in m 
annual estimate the «Py cea a of $500,000 for the procurement of 12-inc 
rifled mortars ofa sim: type. + * © 

This sum should procure from fifty to sixty mortars. 

The committee reduced the estimate from $500,000 to $250,000. The 

Senator does not say whether he thinks the mortar is a weapon of suf- 


ficient use to warrant the purchase of it at all, but on that point I want 
to read what General Sheridan said about a year and a half ago: 
As rifle mortars have a range of from 8,000 to 10,000 yards, they may be con- 


sidered an essential of the defense rather than an auxiliary. bat- 
teries of mortars should be placed in the rear of the lines of gun-pits, the cali- * 
bers of these mortars being from 12 to 14 inches. As the individual accuracy of 
their fire is not great, they should be established in groups of about fifty, each 
group being fired as a unit. A sufficiently large number of groups should be 
Srovided so that a continuous fire may be showered upon an advancing fleet 
while it is in effective range. 


And I am advised on perfectly good authority that mortars are im- 
portant elements in the armament, for defensive operations, of foreign 
nations. 

A gun of the type mentioned in this section has been experimented 
with at the Government proving-ground at Sandy Hook, and has been 
fired a very large number of rounds—I think about seven or eight hun- 
dred. 


Mr. HAWLEY. Ob, no. 

Mr. PLUMB. Not so many? 

Mr. HAWLEY. No. If the Senator refers to the one described 
here, *‘ the 12-inch breech-loading mortar, cast-iron, steel-hooped, now 
at the Ordnance proving-ground at Sandy Hook, N. J.,’’ it has been 
fired 183 times. It is the purposo of the Ordnance Department to go 
on and fire it 400 times before they have done with it. 

Mr. PLUMB. My impression was that it had been fired a consid- 
erably larger number of rounds with a full charge, and then a consid- 
erable number also with a half charge; but at all events the officers 
who have tried it, those who are recognized as being as skillful as any 
in the department, speak of the mortar with approval. It has this ad- 
vantage, that it can be supplied very soon, and in all the calculations 
in to this question of coast defenses the possession of 1,000 or 
1,200 mortars has been in contemplation by the Ordnance Burean of = 
War Department. They are proposing under a previous section o 
bill to construct a steel mortar, which it is supposed will cost about 
$17,000. The cast-iron, steel-banded mortars will cost from $8,500 
to $9,000, and can be produced notonly so much cheaper, though that 
is the least element to be taken into account, but they can be produced 
so much quicker that it would be worth while to prepare at least a 
fair number. Probably under this provision we shall get about thirty. 
Ido not think that we shall be any worse off if we have them, at all 
events. ` 

Mr. DOLPH. The Senator from Kansas, in discussing the Army 
appropriation bill, or the amendment offered to that bill by the Sen- 
ator from Connecticut, said substantially that we should never hear a 
hostile shot fired on this continent. If that is the case, I do not think 
haste is so important that we need to provide for manufacture of infe- 
rior guns for the purpose of obtaining them within twelve months. 

In to the recommendation of the Chief of Ordnance, I was 
aware of his recommendation concerning these mongrel mortars, and I 
assert that his recommendation stands alone, without the support. of any 
of the boards or committees that have been appointed to consider the 
subject. And I have an impression that the plan for these mortars 
originated in the Ordnance Bureau, although I would not so state asa 
fact. There may be some personal pride in the matter. 

Referring now to the recommendation of the late Generali Sheridan, 
quoted by the Senator from Kansas, I would not say a word to detract 
from the just fame of General Sheridan; he was a dashing and an able 
cavalry officer. I do not know what special attention he had given to 
the question of coast defenses. I saw at one time in a ne per a 
statement which purported to have been made by him in regard to the 
defenses of our coast, which was substantially that if we had modern 
guns they were all we needed, that they could be put downin thesands 
anywhere and effectively used for harbor defense. If that statement 
emanated from him it showed that he was not informed upon the ques- 
tion of coast defenses. s 

The Senator from South Carolina [Mr. BUTLER] once reiterated that 
statement in this Chamber. 

I call the attention of the Senator from Kansas to another matter 
with reference to this proposed purchase of mortars. I do not care 
what the Chief of Ordnance or the Secretary of War might have pro- 
posed to do under the bill as it came from the House, it did not author- 
ize the p of manufactured mortars. Itauthorized the purchase 
of materia! and the manufacture of the mortars. Butis there anything 
in this section as proposed to be amended to prevent the purchase of a 
gun from a manufacturer of Great Britain or France? ‘There is in the 
section no provision that the gun itself shall be manufactnred in the 
United States nor that the material shall be produced in the United 
ai and I have not been able to find any such proposition in the 

iH. 

Mr. HAWLEY. Mr. President, I did think I would pass by these 
twoparagraphs, or this whole section, withoutany remarks, but I think 
I ought not to do so. 

It is proposed here to get about one hundred and thirty cast-iron mor- 
tars, about thirty of them to be hooped with steel, which adds to their 
strength and makes them more valuable. A great deal has been said 
here, eloquently and truly, about opening these things to competition— 
to the skillof the country, and invitingall men to manufacture. Now, 
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there is nothing in section 5 orin section 6, the first paragraph of which 
pertains to mortars, inviting any competition “or any bids, The De- 
partment is authorized to buy $250,000 worth of cast-iron hooped 
. mortars, and authorized conditionally, in section 6, to expend $650,- 
000 more, a total of $900,000, for an inferior weapon. I do not mean 
to say that a cast-iron rifled mortar, whether breech-loading or muzzle- 
loading, or whether hooped or unhooped, is not of some value. It is 
of some value. The modern mortar is not the mortar we see in the 
navy-yards around here. It is really ashort cannon. It stands up 
several feet in the air; it is a very heavy gun—a short, thick gun. I 
do not pretend to say that a cast-iron hooped mortar will not stand fire, 
but I say that no ordnance department in the world would think of 
building such weapons and going ahead to renew the defenses of a coun- 
try with such a weapon. But rather than not have anything, rather 
than depend on the old round mortar, which was a very uncertain 
weapon, as I know, for I have handled many a one, I would consent 
to take some cast-iron steel-hooped mortars; but I call the attention 
of the Senate to the fact that wedo not in this bill provide for the con- 
struction of one hundred breech-loading rifled mortars. In section 5 
the Department is authorized to expend $250,000 to buy them, going 
where it pleases, and there is nothing said about bids for them. The 
ordinary careful safeguards of the law are dispensed with. This 12- 
inch breech-loading mortar now at Sandy Hook is furnished by the 
South Boston Iron Works, and I suppose it is contemplated to invite 
the South Boston Iron Works to make the thirty more for $250,000. 
Then section 6 says: 

Whenever any party shall present for test a complete cast-iron breech-loading 
mortar of 12 inches caliber, of about 32,000 pounds weight— or 

The same weight as the cast-iron steel-hooped mortar of the previ- 
ous section— 


with a Oper supply of ammunition therefor, not exceeding two hundred 

rounds, such mortar be tested in the presence of the party presenting the 

same, and should it be shown to the on of the board by such tests to 

be equal in , range, power, endurance, material, and general efficiency 

so ne 12-inch iron steel-hooped breech-loading mortar now at Sandy 
‘ook— 


The one which has been fired one hundred and eighty-three times— 
the mortar and ammunition shall be paid for, including cost of transportation, 


and contract be made for a further supply of not less fifty and not more 
than one hundred, 


Who will furnish that mortar? The South Boston Iron Works is 


ready, and can do it before anybody else can or will. They will fur- | prospect 


nish one of those mortars, I doubt very much if they can present a 
mortar as good as the one hooped with steel and having the same ac- 
curacy, but they are the only parties that can do it who are ready. 
This looks like giving $900,600 to a particular concern for a gun that 
the civilized powers do not care toduplicate. Thatisthetruth. Ido 
not like to say it, but itisthetruth. As far as I can read this bill with 
a telescope I can read ‘‘South Boston” in it as far as I can read any- 
thing. Still I would rather have these mortars than nothing. 

Mr. GORMAN. The statement of the Senator from Connecticut 
[Mr. HAWLEY] is entirely erroneous, I have no doubt that he has 
not critically examined the bill, and that that is the reason why he 
has made the statement. 

The provision is simply this and nothing more: Manufacturers, and 
not only one but more than one firm, in the United States believe that 
they can make a cast-iron mortar of the same weight and endurance 
that shall have every quality of the standard mortar now at Sandy 
Hook, which the War Department thinks the best in existence, and 
which is bound with steel—that they can furnish such a mortar of 
cast-steel or of cast-iron at half the price, and this section provides 
that if there be any firm in the United States, one or twenty, that 
will at its or their own expense, without the cost to the Government 
of a dollar, produce such a gun, and in addition furnish to the Gov- 
ernment $10,000 worth of ammunition to try it, or two hundred rounds, 
and then, if it comes up to the standard of the test-gun now at Sandy 
Hook, the Government agrees to take not less than fifty nor more than 
one hundred, and weshall save on the transaction one-half the amount 
on the steel-hooped mortar. 

Mr. HAWLEY. May I say right there—— 

Mr. GORMAN. Justone moment. It is true, I believe, that there 
are, as it stands to-day, two establishments in this country that would 
attempt to compete for such a gun—the South Boston Iron Works and 
the West Point Foundry. 

Mr. HAWLEY. Why not, then, say ‘‘the Ordnance Department 
shall advertise for 100 cast-iron mortars of an average weight of about 
32,000 pounds, to be capable of passing such tests as the Ordnance De- 
partment may lay down,’ or make the test whatever you please; or 
provide that the board referred to shall lay down the requirements, and 
then ask for bids, just as you ask for bids in all other cases, as the law 
provides that you shall. Ask who will build, for the least price, 100 
cast-iron, breech-loading mortars of a certain standard of excellency. 

This does not say that. It says whenever any party ts one of 
these mortars, which he can do (he may have it ready now for all I 
know), contracts shall be made with that one party; but suppose four 
present themselves, does it mean that each one shall have a contract 
for one hundred ? 


Mr. GORMAN. No, it is limited to one hundred. There is not an 
oflicer of the Ordnance Department, and I may say generally not one of 
the Army experts, who believes that the conditions placed in this amend- 
ment can be complied with by anybody; but there are two mannufact- 
uring establishments who believe that they can succeed in complyiag 
with the conditions, and if there are a hundred others they have the 
same opportunity to present their guns and have them tested. 

Mr. HAWLEY. Does the Senator—— 

Mr. GORMAN. One word more. The Government will not be com- 
polod to purchase under that provision unless the guns come up tothe 
stan . 

Mr. HAWLEY. But suppose that each one of a half a dozen firms 
furnished a mortar that comes up to the standard, is each one to havea 
contract for one hundred? 

Mr.GORMAN. Unquestionably not. In the discretion of the board 
the firm presenting the best will havethe contract. I think the Sena- 
tor will find by careful reading that that is the interpretation. If the 
statements of such an officer as Captain Butler, who has argued all this 
question out, be correct—and he differs from all his comrades ex- 
cept one or two in high command—this is a proper thing for us to do. 
He says it is feasible, that it is possible. If it is, the Government runs 
no risk whatever, but saves half a million dollars. Under the provis- 
ion as itstands the authorities are required to advertise for bids under 
section 3709 of the Revised Statutes. I think the provision is such as 
to give everybody an opportunity without cost to the Government. 

Mr. HAWLEY. If the Senator will look a little further down in 
Captain Butler’s article he will find that he is an advocate of steel; and 
he would have nothing else but steel if he could have his own way. 
All the officers are of that way of thinking. Captain Butleris like some 
of the rest, he will take the best he can get, but I do not think that 
Captain Butler said that he approved of this. I do not think he will 
say that. Nevertheless it is better than nothing. 

Mr. PLUMB. There is onething that the Senator from Connecticut 
ought, I think, to bear in mind in discussing this matter. What he 
means by a steel gun is, of course, a built-up steel gun. I think he 
understands that considerable attention has been directed to the man- 
ufacture of cast-steel guns, that some people who have given the mat- 
ter considerable attention think it practical to make a gun of that kind 
which will haveall the merits and none of the demerits of the built-up 
guns. It is also true that by reason of recent discoveries there is every 
that cast-iron is to be so treated with aluminum as to make 
it a great deal better metal, stronger, more durable, and closer grained, 
possessing more of the qualities necessary for the ideal gun-metal than 
iron has heretofore had according to any authority, and there are an- 
ticipations that it will be even better; and yet I suppose that it would 
come under the designation of ‘‘ cast-iron’? according tothis bill. So, 
then, in entering upon this expenditure, if this should be adopted, the 
Government would be giving a stimulus to the production of a better 
grade of iron by reason of its treatment with aluminum which may lead 
to very important results. 

Mr. DOLPH. I meant to say to the Senator from Kansas, when 
I was on the floor before, that if he threw the responsibility upon me 
of taking the bill as it came from the House, or taking it as amended 
by the Senate committee, I should certainly take him at his word and 
take it as it came from the House. 

Mr. PLUMB. Very well. 

Mr. DOLPH. But I again call attention to the fact that there is 
nothing in this section or in the bill requiring that the mortars shall be 
manufactured in the United States or that they shall be furnished by 
citizens of the United States. The same criticism applies to section 6, 
which provides for the purchase of cast-iron mortars and of steel built- 
up breech-loading guns. In all the legislation heretofore, I think, had 
upon this subject as to guns for both the Army and for the Navy we 
have required all materials to be of domestic manafacture, and I would 
suggest that an amendment be made, either to this section or to the 
bill, so as to cover everything provided for by the bill, and require the 
guns and mortars to be made in this country. I think this point was 
overlooked by the committee. 

I wish to say with regard to mortars, also, that I do not think they 
are so important as the Senator from Kansas evidently thinks they are. 
They are of but secondary importance. ‘Their range islimited. They 
fire in the airand are designed to drop a shell on the deck of a vessel, 
and as a matter of course they can not be so effective as a gun having 
a horizontal fire or nearly so. An enemy’s vessel could get within 
range of such a battery before it was of any use. My own impression 
is thatit would be wiser, instead providing first for mortars, to provide 
first for guns of the greatest range. I should like to see an appropria- 
tion made for even a larger gun than 16-inch guns. I would like to 
see an appropriation made fora gun of 20 inches—larger than anything 
manufactured in the United States or in any foreign country to my 
knowledge.. 

I can not see why there should be such extraordinary economy in the 
matter of appropriations for coast defenses, while we have been so lib- 
eral in appropriations forthe Navy. Ihave stated before, and I repeat 
what I have said upon other occasions, that I do not believe it is prac- 
ticable to defend our coasts by a navy. We have already provided for 
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three armored ships at great cost. That, in my judgment, is three too 
many. It would be more judicious to have expended the money for 
fast cruisers carrying effective guns and in coast defenses, 

We never can defend the coasts of the United States with a navy; 
there are too many points to be defended. An effective defense by a 
navy would require at least as many guns at every port to be defended 
as could be brought against that port by the enemy, and as we could 
not know where the enemy would attack we must be prepared to de- 
fend each port on both coasts of the United States if we are to defend 
our coasts by a navy. 

Now, the comparative cost of defending our coasts by navy and by 
coast defenses, land fortifications, is decidedly in favor of the latter. I 
will send to the desk to be read a statement made by a tleman 
thoroughly informed on this subject as to the cost of one of the vessels 
of the Navy which has gone out of service—her original cost and the 
cost of maintaining her. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The statement will be read from the 
desk. , 

The Chief Clerk read as follows: 

As an instance of the cost of making and kecping of war vessels perpetually 
in service, we need give but a single instance, and for this wo will take the case 
of the Tennessee, a vessel about the size of one of our new cruisers, but which 
cost more, as she was made twenty years ago. 

The Secretary states the cost of ti ship, in 1867, to be $1,856,075.81; the cost of 
repairs put upon her from 1869 to 1875, at $1,443,513.21; and for repairs from 1875 
to 1837, $577,716.17; making together for first cost and repairs, $3,877,305.19, The 
interest on these sums at 5 per cent. is $3,00C,000, making, for the costand repairs, 
with interest thereon, a total of $6,877,305.19. She brought, when sold in 1887, 
$34,525, leaving as the net cost for construction, repairs, and interest, $5,842,780.19, 

The Secretary states that this vessel was in active service about ten years. The 
complement of officers and men for such a vessel is about four hundred. The 
yearly pay of these officers and men, together with their expenses, their clothes, 
rations, etc., and a fair allowance for the equipment of the vessel, for the stores, 
ete., will amount to fully $360,000 per rfasoat which for ten years would be $3,600,- 
000, which, added to the above cost of vessel, repairs, and interest, makes over 
$9,442,000 as the cost of em gs this vessel in active service about ten years, or 
$944,000 a year, a sum which exceeds one-half of the first cost of the vessel and 
asum which isalmost double the cost it will be to us to keep these twenty 20-inch 
guns in service, and a sum fully equal to the yearly cost of keeping the sixty 14, 
16, and 20 inch boar in service, without our ever Yon bog? for them at all. 

It will be noticed that no armament was yon ed in the above es cost 
of keeping the Tennessee in service, butin leaving this out we did not leave out 
much, as her armament was of little account, 


The reference to the 16 and 20 inch guns is to a provision in the 
House bill which was not reported. I was not aware it was there when 
I sent up the article to be read. ~~ 

I also send up a quotation relating to armored ships to be read. 

The Chief Clerk read as follows: 


In regard to this 7,500-ton armored cruiser to be built at a cost of $3,500,000, we 
must notonly consider this cost bat that of its armament, equipment, and what 
it will cost to keep it in service. 


Firat fór GOnstru tion.. Lacsiccecnvesovasscesisesngsesesqnecesdsivascapessess isanugncensgevseon $3, 500, 000 
Armament, equipment, interest on a portion of these sums during 
the four years Of building, SAY........ccccccesscsessenscssenssesessnacscsecssteseneees 1,500, 000 


Making cost of vessel with armament, equipment, and interest to 
time of going into commission, which may here be taken as first 
cost 5, 000, 000 
If her life is taken at twenty years the interest on this sum at 2} per cent, is for 
twenty years, $2,500,000 more, If weassume the repairs for these twenty years 
to cost 60 per cent. of first cost of vessel as armed and equipped we add §3, 000, 000 
more to her expense, and we may add for interest on this sum at 2} per cent, for, 
gg an average term of only eight years, $600, 000. 
ach a vessel to be kept in commission ten years with 600 officers and men, 
pede a for their pay, expenses, ship’s supplies, ete., fully $540,000 per year, or 


Now, add to the first cost of the vessel armed and put in commission 
these several sums, which we must pay, and we get a grand total of 
(GYRE ODM) AOR E T A snospacdebesene 

Interest twenty years .. 

Repairs, first cost . .......... 

Interest of repairs, eight year 

Pay of officers and men, ship's 


eesti ena eeaneneenee een eeaee see eeenes sesers nese sepes sesste sses retose ssesep ressos See nene® 


Or, $1,650,000 per year for each of the ten years she may be expected to be in 
service. A very large sum, but less than one-third the cost of the ship and 
armament when put in commission—instead of over 50 per cent. as we find has 
actually been paid in the case of the Tennessee. 


Mr. HALE. Who is this gentleman? 

Mr. DOLPH. I have no objection to stating who the gentleman is. 
It is Mr. Emery, who invented the Emery testing-machine, and who 
is a civil engineer of undoubted standing. 

Mr. HALE, He seems to have quite a remarkable system of math- 
ematics. 

Mr. DOLPH. Itseems to be all right, and I give it for what it is 
worth and for the purpose of emphasizing what I desire to say in re- 
gard to the apparent economy of Congress in the matter of coast de- 
fenses. I think we have begun at the wrong end of this matter. Iam 
in favor of building up a navy. Iam in favor of providing fast cruis- 
ers, armed with effective guns, to act as commerce-destroyers in case 
of war with foreign nations. 

As I said, I do not believe it is at all practicable to defend our coasts 
with a navy and that the three armed ships which Congress has now 
authorized are just three too many; at least until we have provided a 
system of coast defense it is neither wise nor economical to build such 
ships. When weundertake to providea system of coast defenses I think 
we ought to have a definite plan and understand what we are going to 


do before we commence, and should provide the best known appliances 
for defense, and in determining what they are we must be guided by 
the committees and by the boards which have investigated and re- 
ported upon these subjects. When that is done we can not make the 
appropriations too large. Large appropriations are economical, appro- 
priations that when the work is once commenced will enable it to be 
conducted to a final completion without interruption. 

It seems to me that what we are now doing, providing appropria- 
tions for dynamite guns, for cast-iron mortars, and for hybrid mortars 
with cast-iron bodies and hoops of steel, and all this, is simply divert- 
ing the appropriations from the general plan which has been recom- 
mended, and which is believed by the great body of the engineers and 
officers of the Army to be the best means of defense, is making poor 
progress towards coast defense. I repeat, we have begunat the wrong 
end. We are making large appropriations for purposes which will not 
be adequate to the defense of our coasts, and very meager appropria- 
tions for those things which we ought to provide. 

Mr. HALE. Mr. President, I am in favor of liberal appropriations 
for fortifications, and think that Congress has been somewhat remiss 
in this direction; but we want also and luckily are getting good ap- 
propriations fora navy. One of the things that we are doing and have 
been doing for the last half dozen years is to provide against just such 
cases as have been cited by the Senator from Oregon in reference to the 
old Tennessee. She has cost a mint of money, counting her original 
cost, the repairs laid out upon her, and the expenseof maintaining her; 
and we are building no more such ships. When she wentout nothing 
of the kind took her place. The modern ships that we are building, 
whether made of steel or composite material, whether armored or other- 
wise, are not ships that will consume the Treasury by large expensive 
repairs during the years of their life. That will be a great saving. 

I agree somewhat with the Senator from Oregon about the expense 
and the present utility of these great armored ships, but I believe it 
to be better to have a few of them. 

I do not think there is much force in the comparison between aship, 
in its cost in the future and fortifications as indicated by the figures 
which were given by the Senator from Oregon. Of course it costs more 
to maintain a ship of war after she is built than it does a gun after it 
is built. You might as well say that a man should not keep a horse 
and carriage and should put out his money upon monumental tomb- 
stones, because it costs more to maintain a horse and carriage than it 
does to maintain a monument after it is put up. Of course it does. 
It does not cost very much to maintain a gun after you have built it. 
It does not require many men to look after it or to manage it. It does 
not consume food, provisions, and clothing, and of course the main ex- 
pense is reached when you have bnilt it. 

Not so with a ship; build the best ship that you can, that it is pos- 
sible to devise by human ingenuity and modern improvement, and 
when she is set afloat in the waters she begins to be expensive from 
thatvery day. Thatis athingthat can notbe M@ped. You can make 
no comparison between her expense and the expense of a fortification 
or of a great gun. The guns themselves are immensely expensive. It 
would be a surprise to any Senator who has not looked into the sub- 
ject to find how much money is represented in a single great gun, some 
costing more than $100,000; but itis one of the situations. I think 
$ 16-inch gun—I am not certain about my figures—éosts more than 

100,000. 

Mr. TELLER. I should like to say to the Senator that a 16-inch 
gun will cost $175,000 in Europe. 

Mr. HALE. I may not have the amount large enough. Our peo- 
ple believe they can make guns, after they have established these plants, 
as cheaply as they can be made in Europe, and perhaps more cheaply. 

Mr. PLUMB. This statement is made on the authority of the Ord- 
nance Department that a 14-inch gun would cost $93,632, a 16-inch gun 
$144,000, and a 20-inch gun $289,000; but that statement is challenged 
by gentlemen who claim to be better informed. 

Mr. HALE. I had the figures that the Senator has just given in 
mind. A 16-inch gun costs more than $100,000. 

Mr. TELLER. If the Senator will allow me to interrupt him, I 
will suggest to him that the figures as to Krupp’s 16-inch gun show 
that it costs $174,440, and everybody knows it could not be built in 
this country for the same money. 

Mr. HALE. It could not at first. I did not propose to go into the 
immense guns that range away beyond that. Nobody will ever see 
the day when a 16-inch gun—and perhaps that is as large as we shall 
build—will cost less than $100,000; perhaps not less than $150,000; 
but we are confronted with a situation, as the President says, and not 
with a theory; and if we are to defend our coasts and our great cities 
we have got to have guns and ships and fortifications, and a kind of 
floating battery that I believe has never yet been developed, which 
will be better than any other kind of ship or any other kind of fortifi- 
cation. 

Mr. DOLPH. I should like to say in answer to the Senator from 
Maine that a gun mounted on shore is several times more effective than 
a gun afloat. It costs a great deal less in the first instance, Then, 
when it is mounted upon a fortification or in a pit you can cover it up 
and it will stand for a hundred years with very little expense, whereas 
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the life of your floating battery, your ship, upon an average is, say, 
twenty years. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the amendment 
proposed by the Committee on Appropriations to strike out certain 
words in section 5. The amendment will be again stated. 

The Cuter CLERK. Insection 5, line 1, after the words ‘‘ purchase 
of,” x proposed to strike out ‘‘the material for, and the manufact- 
ure o: 

Mr. PLUMB. I ask that that amendment be disagreed to. 

The amendment was rejected. 

The reading of the bill was resumed. The next amendment of the 
Committee on Appropriations was, in section 5, line 7, after the words 
“New Jersey,” to insert ‘‘said mortars to be subject to inspection in 
all stages;’’ and in line 8, after the word “ » to strike out 
“five hundred ” and insert ‘‘two hundred and fifty; so as to read: 


Forthe purchase of the material for, and the manufacture of, 12-inch breech- 
loading rifled mortars of cast-iron, hooped with steel, of about 32,000 pounds 
weight, similar to and equal in range, power, and accuracy of fire to the 12-inch 
breech-loading. mortar, cast-iron, steel-hooped, now at the Ordnance Purse 
gronna, Sandy Hook, N.J., said mortars to be subject to inspection in stages, 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in section 5, line 9, after the word ‘‘dol- 
lars,” to strike out ‘‘ to be expended under the direction of the Secre- 
tary of War in accordance with existing laws.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. DOLPH. Does the Senator from Kansas desire that the last 
amendment should prevail ? 

Mr. PLUMB. Wehave made Son direction about the expend- 
itures in the first section of the bi That covers that point. I will 
propose later on in the bill an amendmentcovering the point made by 
the Senator about the place where this material should be acquired. 

The reading of the bill was resumed. The next amendment of the 
Committee on Appropriations was to insert a new section as section 6, 
which the Secretary proceeded to read, as follows: 

Src. 6. Whenever any y shall present for test a completed cast-iron breech- 


caliber, of about 32,000 ds weight, with a proper 
7 junds, such mortar 


Mr. HAWLEY. The first part of the section provides for a test of 
two hundred rounds at the expense of the manufacturer. That will 
not be the number of rounds that the board will require, I am pretty 
sure, because it is iring of the first mortar, the one now on the 
ground, referred to in section 5, four hundred rounds. I would more 
an amendment, except that this board, if thisshould become a law, will 
undoubtedly require every mortar to be fired four hundred times, but 
perhaps only two hundred times at the expense of the manufacturer. 

Mr. PLUMB. Ido not think that is material. The point of put- 
ting that in was that we could not have on hand a large supply of am- 
munition which probably we should not need. In other words, there 
couldonly be furnished theamount deemed necessary for experimenting. 

Mr. HAWLEY. I haveexpressed my dissatisfaction with this char- 
acter of legislation; but I have said I would rather have a cast-iron 
mortar than none. That is all I wish to say about it. I do not be- 
lieve in any of it. A 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The reading of the section proposed 
to be inserted will be continued. 

The Chief Clerk continued the reading as follows: 


Whenever any party shall present for test a completed single-charge breech- 
loading steel gun of 10 or 12 inchescaliber, with the proper supply ofammunition 


for the test of the same, such gun shall, in the presence of the ea -gpoese | 
it, be subjected to such tests as the board shall have prescri ; and shoul 
such gun be shown to the satisfaction of the board by such tests to fulfill re- 


quirements previously prescribed in respect to accuracy, range, power endur- 
neral efficiency, the gun and ammunition shall be for at a fair 
valuation, including cost of tra: rtation, and contract shall be made ata 
price reasonable in the opinion of the the y presenting the best 
of such guns, for a further supply of similar guns, to subjected to the usual 
service test before acceptance, the experimental gun and all guns pu 
hereunder to be subject to inspection at each stage of manufacture, as follows, 
namely: For not less than fifty 10-inch steel guns; and for not less than fifty 
12-inch steel guns, 

‘Mr. HAWLEY. This is another extraordinary provision. When- 
ever the Government desires to have private manufacturers furnish it 
anything whatever it isa general rule that it shall advertise, specify- 
ing minutely the qualifications, the requisites of the article in question, 
and shall invite the manufacturers of such articles to compete. This 
does nothing ofthe kind. It is an entire departure. 

I shall make less trouble about thissection than I would if I thought 
there was any possibility of anything resulting fromit. Butjust look 
at the character of it: 

Whenever an rty shall present for test a completed sin; Mokar Draach 
loading steel ene Pr 10 or 12 Snaten ealiter, with the proper apply ammuni- 
tion for the test of the same, gun shall— 


ance, and 


be tried and if it be satisfactory the man shall have a contract for 
from fifty to one hundred guns of 10 or 12 inch caliber. In order to 
make one of these guns it is necessary for a manufacturer to expend 
not less than a million and a half of dollars. Is anybody in the world 
going to expend that sum of money in a costly, elaborate plant to make 
a steel gun for the Government, the acceptance of which is altogether 
uncertain? Is he going to make that with the uncertain hope that he 
may get a contract for a hundred of these 10 or 12inch guns? Is there 
anything in the history of scores of contractors for iron-clad ships, ships 
of all classes, and war supplies of various descriptions, that should en- 
courage any manufacturer to such simple and childlike experiments ? 

I do not think there is a manufacturer in the world who will put up 
his plant for that purpose, and there is only one concern in the country 
that can make a gun or will be able within a year to make a gun of 
that description. 

This is an entire departure from the universal policy of the Govern- 
ment, and one, in my opinion, unfair to the contractors and the great 
steel-men of the country and unfair to the Government. Why not 
say ‘‘ We want so many guns, who bids?” and let any manufacturer 
say, ‘‘I can not spend a million and a half of dollars in the making of 
these guns unless you give me such and such a price; I will not then 
get my money back, but I shall have my costly plant on band for fur- 
ther commercial uses and I will get something out of it, and possibly, 
I hope, I may make a steady business ont of it, but I willnot build one 
gun for you to try, with no promise that you will ever give me another 


job like it.” 

Why put such legislation upon the statute-book? Every practical 
man tells me it is good for nothi I think the committee itself will 
say what the Senator from land said with regard to the previous 


provision for one hundred cast-iron mortars, that the restrictions and 
qualifications are such that it is not believed by anybody, by any ord- 
nance officer or any man familiar with the subject, that it will be done; 
but he thinks there are two concerns in the country that will try those 
cast-iron mortars. That is a comparatively small experiment. It is 
nothing to cast a few tons of cast-iron; it is nothing, comparatively 
nothing, to put 16 tons or 20 or 25 tons of cast-iron into one casting 
and make a mortar; but it is a tremendous work to build up the mill- 
ion and a half dollars of plant necessary to make one experimental 
steel rifle of 12 inches. 

Mr. DOLPH. Ishould like to call the attention of the Senator from 
Kansas to something farther in to section 6. As has already 
been said bythe Senator from Connecticut, thereis no competition pro- 
vided for here. It provides: 

Whenever any shall present for test a completed cast-iron breech-load- 
ing mortar of 12 inches caliber, of about 32,000 pounds weight, with a proper 
supply of ammunition therefor, not exceeding two hundred rounds, such mor- 
tar shall betested in the presence of the party presenting the same, and should 
it be shown to the satisfaction of the board by such tests to be equal in accu- 
racy, range, power, endurance, material, and general efficiency to the 12-inch 
cast-iron steel-hooped breech-loading mortar now at Sandy Hook— 

Mortars of that character shall be purchased. 

Ihave already stated that in my judgment the cast-iron steel-hooped 
mortar is not the best gan. It is only as strong as one of the metals 
contained in it, probably the cast iron, but in this provision a cast- 
iron, steel-hooped mortar is made the standard of excellence. 

Whenever any party produces a of a given weight and caliber 
that is equal to the gun already on hand, one of those mongrel guns, 
then we are to purchase the gun and others like it. We do not say 
we will purchase the best gun that is offered or the best gun that any 
party offers, but that we will take a superior to the mongrel gun 
at Sandy Hook, and will purchase such guns whenever a party offers— 
the first party that offers—although this cast-iron mortar may be al- 
ready constructed. 

As soon as it is offered, if it is equal in material and endurance and 


| efficiency to the 12-inch cast-iron steel-hooped breech-loading mortar 


at Sandy Hook, then the Government is to purchase a quantity of such 
guns. There is no opportunity for competition. The standard fixed 
is a gun already constructed and in the possession of the Government 
at Sandy Hook. We propose to take guns of that efficiency and power, 
whether they are the best guns of the kind or not. 

Mr. PLUMB. Let me say with regard to what the Senator from 
Cregon has presented that we have given in this bill the money nec- 
essary to make what is called a type mortar of steel. Following the 
theory of the Ordnance Department, no steel mortar will be purchased 
nor would the Department purchase any steel mortar until the typeof 
gun it purchased had been made and tested. It will occupy twoor 
three years of time, in all human probability, to make this type gun; 
certainly two years. Thatis an experimental gun. In other words, 
they are to determine just the kind of gun we ought to have in order 
to realize the greatest degree of efficiency. It will therefore be two 
years before we can enter on the manufacture of steel mortars. In the 
mean time the Department has provided a type cast-iron mortar, steel- 
hooped, to wit, the one at Sandy Hook, and that has been tested to 
an extent which makes it desirable, according to the De ent, that 
it should have more that same degree of efficiency. Fol- 
lowing that theory, we simply say that if any one will bring and fur- 
nish to us a gun at a price $2,500 more than the gun at Sandy Hook 
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or others like it can be purchased for we will let them furnish them. 
It isa mere temporary expedient, I admit. The Department do not 

this as the best, but they havegot the merit of knowing exactly 
what they will do. , 

The Senator said a few moments ago that I had said in a previous 
debate on this subject that I did not think there would be a hostile 
gun fired on this continent again. That is my opinion; but I do not 
expect to overcome the adverse opinion of the Senate. Bo faras I have 

in the preparation of this bill, I have been instructed 
in the first place by the vote of the Senate, I have been instructed by 
the views of the Ordnance Department and of General Schofield, and I 
have been instructed by the feeling in the country, which has mani- 
fested itself in various ways in favor of doing something, and so far as 
Ican I have labored to bring this bill within the compass re’ ted by 
these various opinions of which I have spoken, and I believe, taking 
the common opinion in regard to the necessity of doing something, that 
there will be a greater feeling of safety than there is now about New 
York Harbor, at all events, and in other places, if mortars might be 

in them and were there to-day. 

So, I only stand for this as in the line of that which accords with 
what is deemed to be the best judgment of those who are most compe- 
tent to express an opinion about it, that relating to steel, and on that 
other line of doing something as early as possible of a kind which is 
not the very best ible that can be done, but is, according to that 
same opinion, better than ee f 

Mr. DOLPH. The Senator did not understand me exactly, I think. 
If we are going to take cast-iron mortars, why not get the best? Sup- 
pose it should turn ont that I am correct, that a cast-iron body with 
steel hoops is not as as all steel or all iron or all of one metal. 
Why not advertise and let parties come in and the board take the best 
gun that is offered, provided that it shall not be of less efficiency and 
power and shall not be of inferior material to the gun at Sandy Hook? 

Mr. PLUMB. For the reason that this is a temporary expedient. 
Fre ace pence Sees the theory of purchasing which shall be 
in with the type that has been used for this characterof guns, It 
is not known that it will be deemed advisable to open up this general 
subject to manufacturers of guns with the idea that we are to purchase 
of them indefinitely, as is expected in the latter part of this section 
providing for the purchase of guns. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The reading of the section proposed 
to be inserted will proceed. 

Mr. MORGAN. I donot care about participating in this debate, 
iara on the special merits of the tion that is before the 

nate, but I think it is haps my duty to say a word about the 
question of our the direction of getting cast-steel or cast- 
iron DT guns. They Hoven of course, very much son cepa than 
wrought guns. not cost on an average, I suppose, more 
than one-half the m A 

I wish to be able to demonstrate now, when we are starting in our 
coast fortifications and in the building and arming of a navy, that we 
can make as or better guns and mortars than are made anywhere 
else at half the cost. It is a matter that is very well worthy of our 
attention. Without pretending to know much about it, I have had 
some little observation on the subject of the strength of cast and 
wrought metals, and I go upon the theory that nature does her work 
better than art can do it in respect of giving strength to metals 
ae the crystallization or natural formation that is designed for 


em. 

I believe if you take a ton of iron and free it from all the impurities 
and get it into that condition of liquefaction where you can cast it with- 
out its haying occlusions of air, where the entire body of the cast will 
be free from all chee ssc by what are known as air-holes or blow- 
holes, and if you will allow it to arrange its crystallization in that sort 
of slow pone which nature itself has employed in the production of 
me suppose you get a stronger metal than any human hand can 
make by any machinery that can be devised, and one that is safer, 
more homogeneous, and less liable to cracks and interruptions and 
breaks than any other metal that can be made. 

So I have always believed that iron brought into the condition of 
steel, iron which possesses the requisite amount of carbon to make it 
steel—for that is the only difference we know of between iron and 
steel—when it is cast in a degree or state of fluidity which will permit 
the contact of the crystals of that metal to be brought in connection, 
and then when it is allowed to cool gradually so that the crystallization 
will arrange itself in a natural way, we shall get a stronger metal than 
any man can make with any kind of machinery or any perfection of 
art; and I think that is the prevailing opinion of men a are now en- 
gaged in the higher ranges and branches of metang. 

If that is all so, there is no reason why we should at this moment 
of time abandon our effort to get guns, the project of getting guns, either 
of cast-iron or cast-steel, but the greatest reason why we should con- 
tinue our ts in that direction, for the mechanical and metal- 
lurgical world is coming around to the proposition which I am stating 
now, and we have had some rather striking examples of it in recent 
castings that were made, I believe, in Pittsburgh, which are bein, 
turned down in the navy-yard here, at our gun factory. I foe vince | 


it is expected that a gun which is in the lathe there now will be turned 
out in respect of its tensile strength, its breaking strength, in fact all 
the strength that resists expansion, to be as good a piece of metal as 
was ever made. It will not be very long before we have the means of 
determining whether that is so or not. 

That one experiment—the fact that we are able to put in a lathe in 
that Government gun foundry a billet of cast steel of such proportions 
and such compactness as would justify the belief that it will turn out 
a first-class gun, perhaps a gun of unparalleled strength—that fact ought 
not only to encourage us, but it ought to admonish us that we should 
not now abandon these efforts either in respect of iron guns or steel 


guns. 

The Senator from Kansas [Mr. PLUMB] alluded to a recent process 
or discovery of the benefits of aluminum. He did not say that the 
knowledge of the benefits of aluminum in the casting of iron or steel 
was recent, for it is very old, and the effects are marked and they are 
very conspicuous. They strengthen the metal, they purify it, and they 
protect it against rusting. But the use of aluminum in making fine 
castings of steel or iron isan ancient thing; perhaps very much older than 
we know of now. But recent experiments and the advance of science 
have developed the fact that aluminum can be obtained very cheaply. 
You can obtain it ont of almost any ordinary clay in the United States 
and in sufficient quantities to have the effect you desire to havein making 
castings. Whatisthat? Thesimplesteffectinthe world. Itistoliquefy 
the castings; liquefy the metal to that degree that it pours like water, 
and in pouring into a cast the air rises to the surface and there are no 
occlusions or blow-holes in it, but you get your metal pure and resort 
to the necessary means of getting out of it the  poosphorns or sulphur 
or whatever refractory agent may be in it, and then put in the right 
amount of carbon to make it steel, and then liquefy it by the use of 
aluminum, and then cast it, and there can be no reason stated why 
that ought not to be the strongest form in which that metal can be 
produced. 

Mr. PLUMB. Let me interrupt the Senator there a moment toask 
him a question. I speak to him as a person possessing some authority 
on this subject by reason of his familiarity with it, and of the investi- 
gations he himself has made, and I will ask him if one of the effects of 
the introduction of aluminum into the molten cast-iron is not to drive 
out very largely if not wholly the impurities and refractory substances, 
such as phos sulphur, and other things which contribute to 
make the iron short, to use a mechanical term, and to make out of it 
a high grade of steel? “i 

Mr. MORGAN. I have no doubt thatisso, I have no doubt the 
ase of aluminum in the casting of metal, by putting it, for instance, in 
the bottom of a ladle, will have the effect of so liquefying the metal as 
that it will expel the impurities, and they rise to the surface in the form 
of slag and swim on the top of the ladle, and, as the Senator suggests, 
will approximate the production of steel in the sense that pure iron 
makes better steel than impure iron. It purifies the iron by this pro- 
cess of extraordinary liquefaction. 

Now, when the world is about to step right out and grasp this sub- 
ject, the merits of which have been so long known, and to grasp it as 
a practical matter because of the cheapness of the application of alumi- 
num from ordinary clays in castings, this is no time for us to abandon 
these experiments, It is the right time to make the experiments in 
that particular direction, I should say. 

Of course whoever undertakes to make a gun under the provisions 
of this amendment will be very careful, I should say, to get the very 
best metal he can ibly get, and in obtaining itto use all the meth- 
ods that lead in that direction to secure the result. It is to his in- 
terest to do it, because if his gun does not stand the trial, if his mor- 
tar explodes or does not wear well under fire, he loses the whole of his 
investment. More than that, I understand the ammunition is to be 
supplied, and the sum of $10,000 worth perhaps is to be supplied for 
the purpose of testing the durability and tensile strength and power 
to resist strain that these mortars are to be subjected to. 

If you have got a strong body for a mortar the difference between a 
rifled mortar and a smooth-bore mortar is merely the expense of groov- 
ing or the rifling. In addition to what would be the resistance of a 
smooth wall in the fire of a missile of any kind you have to have a gun, 
then, strong enough of course to make up for the resistance of the nec- 
essary amount of powder to be used in expelling the missile from a 
grooved gun than from one which is not grooved. But who ever heard 
of a mortar exploding? If there is an instance of that kind anywhere 
Thavenever known it. I do not believe that a mortar which is well 
constructed out of good material can be exploded. So far as durability 
and relisbility are concerned, I think we might just as well trust an 
iron mortar as a steel mortar, or one that is steel bound, because the 
expansive force is perhaps not more than 20-tons to the inch, and that 
almost any good quality of iron will stand in a gun that is 12 or 14 
feet long. ; 

Therefore there is no danger in making this effort; and if we can 
reduce the cost of these mortars from $12,000 to $6,000 or $6,500 of 
course we must do it; we can fortify the country at one-half the ex- 
pense so far as the use of mortars is concerned. I understand that 
these breech-loading rifled mortars are getting to be very precise guns, 
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and that they have a range perhaps of something like 10,000 or 12,000 
yards. 

Here is a gun not to be disregarded or discarded; and if we can make 
an experiment and test the matter, as it seems to have been thoroughly 
tested already at Sandy Hook by a gun of similar construction and sim- 
ilar material, only I believe it is steel-bound—if we can make this ex- 
periment and test the matter now on these very favorable conditions, 
it seems to me that we ought to doit. We ought to be able to saveto 
the Government of the United States, if we can do it, half of the cost 
of these mortars. We have an immense coast to defend and we shall 
wanta great many guns first and last, if we put it in a state of actual 
defense, or rather if we put the guns where they are available upon 
their carriages, and then we go with our spades and build the very best 
breast works that can be made by throwing up earth and sand. If that 
is to be our course of fortification we can save enormously to this coun- 
try by having cast-iron guns, if they are good enough mortars; and I 
suppose in the test of one of them in connection with the tests which 
have been made already of the one at Sandy Hook we should be able 
pretty well to determine whether it be necessary to go further. 

It seems to me that that is really the only open door of experiment, 
for we have tried compression. I do not mean that we have done it, 
but Krupp has, Armstrong has, and others. We have tried these im- 
mense compressors; we have tried hammers and everything of that 
sort so as to get up a homogeneous metal fora built-up gun of steel, 
and we find in the experiments that have been made at various places 
that they are not the safest guns in the world. There are iron in 
existence to-day which have done twenty times the work of the steel 
guns made by Mr. Eroro which have exploded. The iron gun is still 
good. A good many of the Dahlgren and the Rodman guns are in ex- 
istence now and just as strong as they can be. They are just as strong 
as they ever were after having been fired an immense number of times— 
I forget now how many, but perhaps a thousand times. So we must 
not merely for the following of a fashion discard an opportunity of 
making a final experiment upon this thing when it can be done as 
cheaply as is proposed to be done in this bill. 

At first I thought I was in favor of having this House bill passed 
inst as it came over, for the reason that when the House want to do 
anything in this direction I am in favor of meeting them on half-way 
ground and making as many steps towards the point as we can get, but 
I think that this is a valuable amendment to the bill. If we have 
only two or three establishments in the United States that can make 
them, it is our misfortune. I suppose that they can be made after all 
as cheaply in the United States as they can be made in Germany and 
in England, and if we can get them at a fair price it seems to me that 
is all that ought to be required. 

Mr. REAGAN. Mr. President, I am one of those who believe that 
this country ought to be placed in a better condition of defense, both 
as to the strength of the Navy and the improvement of our fortifica- 
tions, as well as the preparation for building a sufficient number of a 
better quality of guns than we have. Looking at the sixth section of 
the bill I desire to call attention to the question as to whether it will 
render any aid in securing additional means of defense. The first 
clause in the sixth section provides that— 

Whenever any party shall alge for a test a completed cast-iron breech- 
loading mortar of 12 inches caliber, of about $2,000 pounds weight, with a proper 
supply of ammunition therefor, not exceeding two hundred rounds, such mor- 
tar shall be tested in the presence of the party presenting the same, and should 
it be shown to the satisfaction of the board by such tests to be equalin accuracy, 
range, power, endurance, material, and general efficiency to the 12-inch cast- 
iron steel-hoo! breech-loading mortar now at Sandy Hook, the mortar and 
ammunition shall be paid for, including cost of transportation, and contract be 
made for a further supply of not less than fifty and notmore than one hundred, 
at such reasonable cost as the board herein provided forshall determine, not to 
exceed $5,500 each. The entire number to be delivered in one year from date 
of contract. Said mortar and all which may be contracted for under this pro- 
vision shall be subject to inspection at each stage of manufacture. 

If there were fifty such mortars furnished they would cost about 
$325,000 ; if one hundred were furnished they would cost about $650,- 
000; but can we expect to geta single mortar under that provision? Is 
it not a delusion and a snare to those who hope for real preparation for 
the defense of the country? Who can point to the person who will 
manufacture the plant to build the mortar and farnish the ammunition 
and have the gun tested without knowing whether he is going to geta 
contract or not? 

Then the next clause of the same section isa great deal worse. It 
provides that— i 


Whenever any party shall present for testa completed single-charge breech- 
loading steel gun of 10 or (2 inches caliber, with the proper supply of ammuni- 
tion for the test of the same, such gun shall. in the presence of the party pre- 
senting it, be subjected to such tests as the board shall have prescribed; and 
should such gun be shown to the satisfaction of the board by such tests to ful- 
fill the requirements previously prescribed in respect to accuracy, range porer 
endurance, and general efliciency, the gun and ammunition shall be pal for at 
a fair valuation, including cost of transportation, and contract shall be made, at 
a price reasonable in the opinion of the board, with the party presenting the 
best of such guns, for a further supply of similar guns, to be subjected to the 
usual service test before acceptance, the experimental gun and all guns pur- 
chased hereunder to be subject to inspection at each stage of manufacture, as 
follows, namely: For not less than fifty 10-inch steel guns; and fornotless than 
fifty 12-inch steel guns. 


_ If we take the maximum number of stcel guns to be provided under 


this clause, estimating the cost of a gun at $40,000 (and I understand 
that $40,000 to $45,000 is about what a gun will cost), there would be 
$2,000,000 appropriated under that clause. If there is to be the maxi- 
mum number of 12-inch guns, costing about $55,000 each, there would 
be $2,750,000 to be applied in that way for the actual cost of the guns, 
making $4,750,000. 

Is there 2 human being who believes that one gun will ever be ob- 
tained under that provision of the bill, and is not the clause an entire 
delusion? If we desire to have the country put in a condition for de- 
fense, if we expect to obtain the making of guns which will meet the 
necessities of the Government, are we to obtain it with such a pro- 
vision as this? 

It seems to me that if Senators mean anything they had better change 
the form of this proposed legislation so as to produce results. If they 
mean anything, if they mean to hold out the idea that they are appro- 
priating about $5,000,000 for preparation for the defense of the coun- 
try, and know it will not effect it, then in common fairness we ought 
to strike out these clauses. They have no business in the bill if they 
are there simply a delusion, if they must be ineffective; and I take it 
there is no Senator here who will assume that there can be a gun ob- 
tained under either of these provisions. 

Then, beginning in line 49, the sixth section provides— 

That under the provisions of this section of this actthe board shall not expend 
or enter into contract or contracts involving the Government in an aggregato 
© Governs 


expenditure exceeding $6,000,000 nor an a) Syste on the part of th: 
ment in any one fiscal year in excess of $2,000,000. 


It seems to me there is no use in putting such provisions in the bill, 
We can make a provision that will secure the construction of such guns. 
Surely we are capable of employing language that will carry out the 
purpose and secure the construction of the guns; andif we mean that, 
why not putin the bill language that will give us the guns we need, 
and not language that produces a mere delusion, and that we know in 
advance will never produce a gun? 

I trust if the language is not improved that this section will be 
omitted. The truth is it seems to me that the bill ought to be recom- 
mitted to the committee, and let them reframe the language so that it 
will be calculated to produce real results. 

Mr. PLUMB. Mr. President, in regard to the first paragraph of sec- 
tion 6, the committee had what we regarded as satisfactory assurances 
that a gun would be produced for test in accordance with it. The ord- 
nance officers, I think, do not believe the gun will respond to the test; 
they do not think it will be as good as the type gun to which reference 
is made and which is set up as the standard; bat that some responsible 
manufacturer will present for test within a brief period a mortar which 
he thinks will stand the required test, I have no doubt. If he should 
be mistaken, then we shall not get them, of course we shall not want 
them, but we shall have at least furnished the opportunity to the men 
who think they can make just as good a gun out ara cast-iron as the Goy- 
ernment already has from a combination of cast-iron and steel,and they 
willhave been satisfied at least that they are wrong, and we shall know 
also that they are wrong. If we get them, then weshall havea weapon 
which, while not the very best perhaps that can be had, at the same 
time, as I have before stated, will be better than nothing. 

In regard to the second paragraph of the sixth section I do not 
know, nor do I have any very strong assurance, that we shall get by 
reason of its adoption finished guns from the hands of private manu- 
facturers, but we shall at least have made the effort, and we shall have 
made it under a proposition which I think is entirely reasonable. If 
there is ony manufacturer in the United States who has the machinery, 
or who can be induced by a reasonable contract to provide the machinery, 
we give him the opportunity to do so, and we encourage him to do so. 
I think it is fair encouragement. It may prove not to be so, but like 
a good many other things there will be some demonstration which 
will make us wiser. 

Now, suppose we do not getanything. Itisnot fair to say, it would 
not be fair for the Senator from Texas tosay, even if that were disclose’ 
by the experience under this bill, that it had been a delusion and a 
snare. I do notthink he means to say that the committee has desigued 
to put something in the bill which it knew would be ineffective. I 
doubt very much if he with all his resources could frame a provision 
which would be more likely to accomplish the results, unless he low- 
ered the standard or largely increased the number of guns to be pur- 
chased under it in such a way as to offer extraordinary inducements to 
somebody to engage in the manufacture of these guns, 

It has been a standing complaint for many years that the Ordnance 
Bureau of this Government was non-receptive, that it was determined 
that no guns should be made for which it did not first furnish the type 
and prescribe what should be done at every stage of the manufacture 
in such a way that all the guns we have should be credited to them. 
It is claimed by persons of high and low degree that they do not get 
consideration for their inventions, for their enterprise, for their genius, 
for their determination, for their skill at the hands of the Ordnance 
Bureau. Idonotsay whether thatis true or not; it is not necessary for 
the purposes of this argument, but I only say that an opinion of that 
kind exists very largely in this country. 

Now, here is an answer to it. We say to these manufacturers, ‘‘If 
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you think you can make a better gun or as good a gun as the United 
States Government can make, here is your opportunity. Show your 
faith by your works.’’ 

Mr. HAWLEY. Will the Senator permit a question? 

Mr. PLUMB. Certainly. < 

Mr. HAWLEY. Has the Senator ever heard by word of mouth or 
by letter from a single steel manufacturer in the country that he has 
the slightest idea of doing any such thing as he is invited to do 
here? 

Mr. PLUMB. I have not myself individually, but I have been told 
by members of this body and by at least one member of the House of 
Representatives that it was altogether probable that the Government 
would get satisfactory propositions under sections similar to this. 

Mr. HAWLEY. No proposition has been made ? 

Mr. PLUMB. Yes; I have been told so. 

Mr. HAWLEY. I have seen a large number of the leading steel 
manufacturers, and have visited their establishments and talked the 
subject over with them. I pever heard one of them say anything like 
it. Itisa very strange thing to me that they are willing to spend a 
million dollars for a plant to produce a gun to be tested. 

Mr. PLUMB. If I were in the place of the Senator from Connecti- 
cut and possessing the authority he does, I would not discourage by 
my language on this floor the manufacturers from engaging in just this 
kind of work. He certainly admits thatit is desirable to do it. Why 
should he characterize them in advance as being fools if they under- 
take it? 

Mr. HAWLEY. I can not instruct men in their business. I am 
speaking of what they have told us. Nothing in the world that the 
Senator or myself or anybody else says here will have any influence 
upon their investment or non-investment of a million dollars. They 
know all about the business. Iam only telling what they have said. 
If any one of them has privately said, when none of the others stood 
by, ** If you will pass a section like this, I shall go to work, at an enor- 
mous expense of a million or a million and a half, and produce a gun 
under the chance that I may get a contract,’’ I will confess it isa man 
I do not know. 4 

Mr. PLUMB. I have been told on what I believe to be perfectly 
good authority that the largest steel manufacturing concern in the 
country is now putting up a new plant, expected to be the largest, 
the most complete and perfect in appointment that there is in the 
United States, and that it would engage in gun-making under a pro- 
vision similar to the one we are now discussing. That may be a mis- 
take; Ido not know. I do not know that I am aware of a single steel 
manufacturer in the United States whose establishment is in a condi- 
tion to verify anything I have heard. E 

Mr. HAWLEY. There is only one establishment in the United 
States to which that language will apply. It will soon be ready to 
make large guns. 

Mr. TELLER. What establishment is that? 

Mr. HAWLEY. The Bethlehem Works, which has nearly com- 
pleted a plant for the manufacture of heavy gun forgings. When I 
expressed my incredulity as to whether anybody had done so, I based it 
partly on the very latest information I had from that concern, from a 
man deeply interested in their enterprise. They have made no propo- 
sition. They may have, nevertheless, a concealed purpose to be ahead 
of anybody else in making this costly plant. 

Mr. PLUMB. The company to which I refer is not the company 
about which the Senator is speaking. 

Mr. HAWLEY. I do not know any of their business secrets, butit 
is an amazing piece of news that anybody will make that calculation 
upon having a contract with the Government of the United States 
hereafter. 

Mr. PLUMB. Iwas considerate myself of the Senator, because if 
I was engaged in manufacturing steel and had half way a notion under 
an opportunity of this kind, his expressions here would undoubtedly 
induce an abandonment of the enterprise. 

The Senator will bear in mind that sometimes after a man looks over 
a thing he changes his mind. TheSenator was led to believe, as I was 
led to believe, three or four years ago when we considered this ques- 
tion, not exactly together but at the same time and in connection with 
the preparation of a bill, that we could not get manufacturers to erect 
the necessary plant for the production of steel forgings for guns of a 
caliber of 10 or 12 inches or make a contract for $10,000,000 worth of 
steel. We now know thata quarter of that sum will produce a result. 
Manufacturers, conservative and interested as they are, grasping as 
_ they are, gain in knowledge by process of time. It sometimes hap- 
pens, I have no doubt, that if they can not get everything that is ly- 
ing around loose they will take an analogous proportion of it, and so 
it may prove that while the manufacturers would not do that at the 
date of the investigation which the Senator made carefully and thor- 
oughly and which he had in his mind, they may do something a great 
deal better now. 

But I do not speak of this as a certainty. I do not regard this my- 
self as anything but a tentative proposition. I want to open the door 
just as far as it may be opened safely to the private enterprise of this 
country to do what we are now prepared to do only through the medium 
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of the Ordnance Bureau, and see howit works. Atall events, as I said, 
we shall have disarmed the kind of criticism of which I have spoken. 
It will probably excite some manufacturer to say what he would do if he 
will not do this; and I am not prepared to believe that there will not 
be found a manufacturer who will be looking to contracts with the Gov- 
ernment as a direction in which he can employ his capital profitably, 
because the manufacturers know that when the Government enters 
upon an expenditure of this kind it is likely to continue, and a Gov- 
srame contract has some attractions after all to the ordinary human 
ing. 

So while I do not say, to meet the suggestion of the Senator from 
Texas, that we are going positively to get anything out of either one 
of these provisions, F believe, I feel perfectly sure in fact, that there 
will be presented for test a mortar; and I am not prepared to believe, 
if that mortar does answer to the test prescribed, that the law will be 
disobeyed and that the fifty absolutely required to be purchased will 
not be purchased. 

I am encouraged to believe that under the second provision some man- 
ufacturer will present for test a steel gun which he will believe when 
he presents it (and that belief, of course, would induce him to manu- 
facture it) that it will prove to be as good as, if not better than, the 
gun which the Government is manufacturing on its own account. 

Suppose, however, he does not do that. We have still here two mill- 
ion and a half dollars’ worth of steel provided for, which we are to ab- 
solutely get without any contingency whatever, and we have a gun 
factory provided for, which is to finish and assemble these guns. That 
much of the work we are sure of, anyhow. Two millions and a half 
dollars’ worth of steel forgings, according to the testimony of competent 
officers in the Ordnance Bureau, will be produced. These gun manu- 
factories would cost probably three-quarters of a million dollars, and 
the gun would be finished and assembled during two years or perhaps 
within three years of time. 

So I think my friend from Texas, with his very worthy zeal in favor 
of doing something in the nature of coast defense, will feel on reflection 
that even if these two provisions which we have been discussing should 
prove entirely ineffective it will not warrant us in rejecting this bill or 
delaying its passage for a moment. 

Mr. REAGAN, I did not state fully-—— 

Mr. HARRIS. I should like to inquire of the Senator from Kansas 
if he does not think that a part of to-morrow may be profitably expended 
in considering this bill? It is five and a half o’clock. 

Mr. PLUMB. I shall not contend for a further consideration of the 
bill this evening. 

Mr. HAWLEY. I hope to be allowed to say a single word. 

Mr. REAGAN. I desire to say a word. I do not wish to speak to- 
morrow. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. What is the motion of the Senator 
from Tennessee? 

Mr. HARRIS. I yield to the suggestion of the Senator from Texas, 
who desires to submit some remarks now. i . 

Mr. HAWLEY. May I say a word before he goes on? If the bill 
passes over, as undoubtedly it will, I hope it will be called up immedi- 
ately after the morning business to-morrow. 

Mr. PLUMB. Yes, at once. 

Mr. REAGAN, Mr. President, I stated pretty broadly that I did 
not think under either clause of section 6, to which I referred, we 
should get any guns or mortars. I did not state the reason for that, 
because that reason had been stated by the Senator from Connecticut 
(Mr. HAwLey]. I merely referred to the fact that it would involve 
an expenditure in plant that we could not expect private parties to 
engage in without some certainty of recompense for the expen liture in 
the plant. 

The Senator from Kansas [Mr. PLUMB] goes upon the idea with his 
bill that it is more important to encourage private enterpris2 than to 
obtain guns. That is my deduction from the line of his remarks. If 
it was the production of a commercial commodity, something which 
would haye a market and competition for its consumption, th it would 
be all right; I would have no objection to the policy presented by the 
Senator irom Kansas; but if we expect to get guns for the benefit of the 
Government we must bear in mind that the Government is the only 
possible customer, and it must incur the expense and responsibility of 
the necessary plant for the construction of the guns, whether they are 
made by the Government or by private individuals. 

I think from my mode of reasoning that there is no other possible 
way of securing the construction of guns and mortars. There is no in- 
ducement held out here in these two clauses of section 6 for the per- 
sons furnishing mortars and guns for test that they will be compensated 
in any way for the expense they may go to in the private enterprise of 
developing proper mortars and proper guns. 

It seems to me, under such circumstances, that it is not at all prob- 
able, as I said before, that one gun will be produced. The Senator 
from Kansas suggests that mortars may be produced under the first 
clause of the sixth section. I do not know what a plant would cost. 
I take it the Senator from Kansas is much better informed than I am; 
but it will cost a million or a million and a half dollars, I take it we 
all feel certain that there are no private parties going to invest a million 
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or a million and a half dollars and construct a gun at a very large ex- 
penditure, and furnish the ammunition and put it in position for test 
in order to take the chance of possibly getting a contract to construct 
a number of guns. 

These were the objections I had, and I repeat that my conviction 
is that every interest in this country requires that it should be in a 
better condition of defense, that it should have a better navy, that, it 
should strengthen its fortifications, that it should provide more and 
better guns, and more and better material of every kind for the defense 
of the country. 

The Senator from Kansas thinks that there is no danger that there 
will ever be a hostile shot fired here. I think it is assuming a very 
great responsibility for the lawmakers of this country, for those who 
have charge of the dearest interests of this country, to assume that 
with all the complications which surround us, with our position in the 
world, with our position as a nation, being mixed up with all the com- 
mercial and political relations of the world, that there will be no hos- 
tile shot fired. I trust that may be so. No one would dread more 
than I would dread toseea war inaugurated. Noone would go further 
than I would, on terms of honor and propriety, to avoid a war. But 
if we would avoid it, we ought to have that sort of statesmanship, that 
sort of prescience, that sort of knowledge which would qualify us to 
prepare for such contingencies and to sustain our negotiations by the 
proper means of sustentation. 

As I had oceasion to say once before here, I believe unorganized 
power, I care not how great it is, is totally inefficient in the 
of organized power. A great Government like ours, charged with the 
responsibility which it has of protecting the population and the inter- 
ests which it must protect, owes it to itself, owes it to its people, owes 
it to every interest, if it would place itself in the tion of a first-class 
power of the earth, to enforce the principles of right, which are neces- 
sary to the protection of its people and its honor. It is for that reason 
that it seems to me the committee ought to make more efficient pro- 
vision for securing the construction of guns. 


FORT WALLACE RESERVATION. 


Mr. PLUMB. Before moving an adjournment, I desire to present a 
conference report. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER, The conference report will be re- 
ceived and read. 

The Chief Clerk read as follows: 


The committee of conference on the r at votes of the two Houses 
on the amendments of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 8310) to provide for the dis- 
posal of the Fort Wallace military reservation in having met, after full 
and free conference have agreed to recommend and do recommend to their re- 
spective Houses as follows: 

That the Senate recede from its amendments numbered 2, 3, 4, and 5. 

That the House recede from its d papa to the amendment of the Senate 
numbered 1, and agree to the same amendment as follows: 

Tn lieu of the matter stricken out by said Senate amendment insert the fol- 


lowing: 
“SEC, 2. That the Union Pacific Railroad Compan: ones Soyer hereby granted the peet 
erence right, for the period of three months after ment herein p 
to , peer ape southeast quarter of the northeast soph of 
uth, rango 39 west, and fractional blocks 44, 49, 50, 51, 36. and 
erkege of the city of Wallace, the same being now occu- 
tied by spingi gero company for depot and other purposes, at $30 per acre.” 
And tlie Senate agree to the same. 
P. B. PLUMB. 
= M. g 
Managers on the part of the Senate. 
WM. S. HOLMAN, 
z = WASHINGTON, 
J. TURNER, 
Singers on the part a the House, 
Mr, PLUMB. I move the adoption of the report. 
The report was concurred in. 


AMENDMENTS TO BILLS, 


Mr. CALL, Mr. TURPIE, and Mr. PLUMB submitted amendments 
intended to be proposed by them, respectively, to the general deficiency 
priation bill; which were referred to the Committee on Appro- 
tions, and ordered to be printed. 
Mr. BECK submitted an amendment intended to be proposed by bim 
to the general deficiency appropriation bill; which was referred to the 
Committee on Appropriations, and ordered to be printed. 


ADMISSION OF WASHINGTON. 


Mr. PLUMB. Now I move the Senate adjourn. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Before submitting the motion, the 
Chair will lay before the Senate the unfinished business, the title of 
which will be reported. 

The CHIEF CLERK. ‘‘A bill (S. 12) to provide forthe formation and 
admission into the Union of the State of Washington, and for other 
purposes,” 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question now is on the motion 
of the Senator from Kansas that the Senate adjourn. 

The motion was agreed to; and (at 5 o'clock and 38 minutes p. m.) 
on Senate adjourned until to-morrow, Friday, August 31, 1888, at 12 

clock m. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
THURSDAY, August 30, 1888. 


aie House met at 12 o’elock m. Prayer by Rev. J. H. CUTHBERT, 
The Journal of yesterday’s proceedings was read and approved. 
JACOB BLOOMSTEIN VS. THE UNITED STATES, 

The SPEAKER laid before the Honse a letter from the assistant 
clerk of the Court of Claims, transmitting findings of fact by the court 
in the case of Jacob Bloomstein vs. The United States; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on War Claims. 

COMMITTEE SERVICE. 


The SPEAKER also laid before the House the following communica- 
tion: 
Wasnineton, August 29, 1883, 


>T Lene tender my ea as a member of the Committee on the 
Panifio Rail and also as a member of the Committee on Coinage, Weights, 
and —_ est that the resignation be accepted. 

ery y, 


CHARLES TRACEY. 


Hon. Jons G. ease a7 Reircenttatioas, 
Speaker House of 


The SPEAKER. If there be no okera, the request of the gen- 
tleman from New York will be acceded to, and he will be be'ezouasd. from 
further service on these committees. 

There was no objection. 

SENATE BILL REFERRED. 

The SPEAKER also laid before the House the bill (8. 3234) to abol- 
ish circuit-court powers of certain district courts of the United States, 
and for other purposes; which was referred to the Committee on the 
Judiciary. 

LEAVES OF ABSENCE. 

By unanimous consent, leave of absence was granted as follows: 

To Mr. WILKINS, indefinitely, on account of very important business. 

To Mr. LAIDLAW, for ten days, on account of important business, 

To Mr. BREWER, indefinitely, after Tuesday next, où account of im- 
portant business. 

To Mr. BYNUM, for fifteen days, from Saturday, September 1. 

Mr. GALLINGER. Mr. Speaker, I desire to ask leave of absence 
for myself for fifteen da; 

The SPEAKER. Without objection, the leave of absence will be 
granted. 

There was no objection. 

Mr. WISE. I also wish to ask leave of absence from Monday next 
for sixteen days. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection? 

There was no objection. 

PRINTING OF CERTAIN TESTIMONY. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from (Mr. Forp], the 
chairman of the select committee on the alleged violation of the law 
as to the importation of contract labor, ete., asks that an order be made 
to print the testimony so far as taken by that committee. The Chair 
will state that the request of the gentleman does not specify the num- 
ber of copies to be printed. 

Mr. FORD. The request is to print the usual number of copies; 
1,900, I believe. 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. To be distributed amongst the members ? 

The SPEAKER. They will be printed of course for the use of the 
House, 

Mr. RICHARDSON. Inorderthat there may beno misunderstand- 
ing, I would suggest tothe gentleman from Ohio that when an order 
is made to print in this manner the number printed do not go to mem- 
bers by the usual method of distribution. 

The SPEAKER. They do not of course go to members as other 
documents which are printed for the use of the members; but they go 
into the document-room, where they are accessible to the members. 

Mr. BRUMM. I think in a case of this i ochre there ought to 
be some understanding that the members shall each have the right to 
go there and secure a 6 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. That is a very pertinent suggestion. It 
not infrequently happens that members go to the document-room to 
secure copies of documents and find them exhausted. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. That is the reason I suggested to the gentle- 
man from Ohio that when the order is made to print the usual mum- 
ber of copies they are not distributed pro rata amongst the members. 
If it is designed that they shall go to the members it is necessary to 
introduce the resolution in another form; and I would suggest in this 
case that it had better go to the Committee on Printing, if that is the 


marpose. 
4 The SPEAKER. The Chair will state that if the resolution is 
referred to the Committee on Printing it ean report the cost of print- 
ing an extra number for distribution amongst the members. 
If there be no objection, the request of the gentleman from Michi- 
gan will be acceded to and the usual number printed in this case, 
There was no objection. 
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Mr. TOWNSHEND. If this should be referred to the Committee 
on Printing, would they have the right to report at any time ? 

The SPEAKER. They have that right under the rule. 

Mr. FORD. I wish to make a parliamentary inquiry, as to whether 
or not, in order to print more than the usual number allowed by the 
rule, it will not be necessary to introduce a concurrent resolution ? 

The SPEAKER. It is if the cost exceeds $500. But the Commit- 
tee on Printing can ascertain and re that fact. 

Mr. FORD. My only object was, that after the matter was set up 
and the plates were stereotyped we could then determine how many 
extra copies were needed. This order as made will cover 1,900 copies, 
and then a concurrent resolution can be introduced if extra copies are 
desired. 

Mr. SPRINGER. The custom is to print the usual number as sug- 
gested by the gentleman from Michigan first, and then introduce a reso- 
lution to print extra copies. 

The SPEAKER. This resolution, the Chair understands, is not ob- 
jected to; butit would be necessary to introduce aresolution and refer 
the matter to the Committee on Printing if that course is desired. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. If the gentleman from Michigan will giveme 
his attention for a moment, I will state that it is not customary to send 
arequest of this character to the Committee on Printing when the usual 
number of copies is simply desired. They are printed in the natural 
order under the rule, 

The SPEAKER. The resolution has not been sent to the Committee 
on Printin: It has been to by the House. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. That only calls for the usual number of copies. 

The SPEAKER. _ It does; and a resolution to print an extra num- 
ber would n ily go to the Committee on Printing. 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. Before this matter is disposed of, I wish to 
call attention to the fact that in the distribution of such documents 
it is our experience that after the usual number is printed and sent to 
the document-room it is impossible to get a copy. 

A MEMBER. There is no way to prevent that. 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. Oh, yes there is, if it is provided that at 
least one copy shall be reserved for each member. 

Mr. BRUMM. That ought to be done. 

Mr. BLOUNT. Is it not perfectly competent for the House to di- 
rect the superintendent of the document-room to apportion those that 
are ordered to be printed among the members? 

The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks that the rule of the House and 
the statute prescribe what distribution shall be made of the usual num- 
ber of copies. The House can not change that except by changing the 


law. 

Mr. BLOUNT. Iask unanimous consent that the superintendent of 
the document-room be directed to apportion among the members pro 
rata the document just ordered to be printed. 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. That is fair. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. According to the rule, some of these have to 
go to the Senate document-room as well as to the House t-room. 

Mr. FORD. What are you going to do with the 600 copies of the 
regular order? 

Mr. SPRINGER. Under the rules of the House, as members well 
know, they can have a copy sent to them by ordering it from the Pub- 
licPrinter. Therules formerly required that the Public Printer should 
send one copy of these documents to each of the members. We changed 
that, because we found that a great number of these documents accu- 
mulated in our rooms, and now there are only eleven copies of them 
left in the folding-room. If we want extra copies they can be obtained 
under a resolution which can be referred to the Committee on Printing. 

. Mr. BLOUNT. I wish to ask the gentleman from Tennessee [ Mr. 
RICHARDSON ] what are the difficulties about apportioning the number 
assigned to the House among the members of the House? 

Mr, SPRINGER. It changes existing law. 

Mr. BLOUNT. Butit does not change existinglaw. Why is it not 
perfectly competent to direct the officer in charge of these documents, 
or the superintendent of the folding-room, to dispose of the number as- 
signed to the Honse by distributing them among the members pro rata? 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. ‘That is just and proper. 

Mr. SPRINGER, -That only leaves eleven copies in the folding- 


room. 

Mr. BLOUNT. Iask unanimous consent that that be done in this 
case alone. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. That the number which is assigned to the 
House document-room shall be divided among the members? 

Mr. BLOUNT. Yes; pro rata. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. LIsee no objection to that; but I should take 
it, Mr. Speaker, that in view of the importance which seems to attach 
to this publication it will be followed by a concurrent resolution to 
print extra copies beyond the regular number. 

Mr. BLOUNT. I have no doubt of that. 

Mr. RICHARDSON, I am informed by the chairman of the com- 
mittee [Mr. Forp] that that will be done, and a resolution will be in- 
troduced for that purpose. It will be reported backimmediately. The 
plates will be made for the usual number, and when that resolution is 


passed the Public Printer will have the stereotype plates ready, and 
then they can be printed off immediately. 

Mr. BLOUNT. Still I think there would be no harm in the first 
publication going to the members. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I will state the objection to my friend. The 
number that goes to the dovument-room is intended to be for the per- 
manent supply for this House. Some years hence, say ten years from 
now, a debate may spring up upon this question, and members might 
want to obtain this publication from the document-room. 

Mr. FORD. But there are 100 copies which go to the Clerk for that 
purpose. The.600 copies that go to the document-room are for distribu- 
tion to members of this House. 

Mr. BLOUNT. Thatis all I ask. 

Mr. SPRINGER. One copy to each member? 

Mr. BLOUNT. Then I modify my request so that there may be one 
copy sent to each member of the House by the Public Printer. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. Crisp), Is there objection to the 
proposition of the gentleman from Georgia? [After a pause.] The 
Chair hears none. 

The motion was accordingly adopted. 

Mr. BLOUNT moved toreconsider the vote by which the resoiution 
was adopted; and also moved that the motion to reconsider lie on the 
table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


ENROLLED BILLS. 


Mr. KILGORE, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, reported that 
they had examined and found duly enrolled bills and a joint resolution 
of the following titles: 

A bill (H. R. 1661) for the erection of an appraisers’ warehouse in 
the city of New York, and for other purposes; 

A bill (H. R. 5516) for the relief of John H. Weeks; and 

Joint resolution (H. Res. 201) to correct an error in the act making 
an appropriation for the Department of Agriculture for the fiscal year 
ending June 30, 1889, and for other purposes. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


Mr. SPRINGER. Iask unanimous consent that the order calling 
committees may be dispensed with to-day, and that members having 
reports to submit may file them with the Clerk of the House. 

Mr. HOOKER. I object. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Regular order. 


CORRECTION OF THE RECORD. 


Mr. YOST. Mr. Speaker, I rise to correct the RECORD. On page 
8790 of the Recorp of Tuesday last there is a matter which I desire to 
correct. It would be proper to state that I would have made thiscor- 
rection earlier, but my colleges from Virginia [Mr. Wise] was not in 
his seat on Tuesday last, and I did not see him in his seat yesterday 
until after the House had gone into the Committee of the Whole. I 
desired that he should be present when I made the correction. 

After the second line he states ‘‘ there were only sixteen Democrats 
and fifteen Republicans against it.’’ I interjected there ‘‘ twelve Re- 
publicans against it and twenty-three for it; but the Reporter did 
not catch the remark owing to the great confusion in the House. I 
desire that it should go in there now. 

Mr. WISE. If you stated ‘‘twelve’’ as the number of the Repub- 
licans, and I said ‘“‘ fifteen,” you are correct. Idid not mean to makea 
misstatement. I gave the names, which show there were ‘‘ twelve.”’ 

Mr. YOST. Isaid there were twelve Republicans against it and 
twenty-three for it. 

Mr. WISE. That is correct. 

Mr. YOST. Onething further. I desire to send to the Clerk’s desk 
the RECORD of Tuesday, and have him read the paragraph I have 
mar 

The Clerk read as follows: 


ieve the man 
I would not be guilty of a lie formy 
seat here, I would not hold it, if I were capable of galie, I want 
to my peo; Ie Asan 
er are the 


arpose, I was once prosecutor in my district, and of all crimes in the cata- 
logue I hated that of Ise pretense worse than any oth 
highwayman, who would come and demand yor parat, gan might give some 
— of your admiration for his courage. But the small man and the sneak- 

ief who Dickie sacks tat IS ENA excites your disgust, Mr. Chairman, 
I like the bold, brave, manly—— 

A MEMBER. Highwayman. 

Mr. Wiss. Statesman, who honestly foliows his principles anywhere and 
everywhere, and who would scorn to profit by a false impression. I thank the 
House kindly for its attention. 


Mr. YOST. Idesire to ask my colleague whether the remarks which 
have just been read were intended to reflect upon me , Or 
whether they were used in a general sense. 


a 
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Mr. BLAND. I make the point that no question of privilege is pre- 
sented to the House. : ; 

Mr. WISE. Idid not intend to reflect personally upon my colleague. 

Mr. YOST. That is all I desired to ask. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Missouri [Mr. 
BLAND] makes the point that no question of privilege is presented to 
the House. 

Mr, PAYSON. The matter is all settled between the gentlemen. 


RELIEF FROM CHARGES OF DESERTION. 


Mr. STEELE. I ask unanimous consent that there, be a reprint of 
the bill (H. R. 6106) for the relief of certain volunteer soldiers of the 
late war. The edition already printed has been exhausted. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore.. There being no objection, the order 
will be made. 

MRS. GENERAL WARD B. BURNETT. 


Several members called for the regular order. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The regular order is the consideration 
of two bills which, by previous order of the House, were postponed 
until to-day immediately after the reading of the Journal. 

Mr. STRUBLE. In regard to the first of those bills—the bill (S. 
681) to increase the pension of Mrs. General Ward B. Burnett—it was 
especially agreed that its consideration should not interfere with the 
bill now pending for the organization of Oklahoma. I had sincerely 
hoped that this pension bill might be di of this morning, butin 
view of the fact that it conflicts with the bill already pending, I ask, 
as a further favor at the hands of the House, that Senate bill No. 681 
may be allowed to be called up for consideration during the session of 
Thursday next. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Iowa [Mr. STRU- 
BLE] asks unanimous consent that the consideration of the bill (S. 681) 
to increase the pension of Mrs. General Ward B. Burnett be postponed 
for one week. 

Mr. HOOKER. I object. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I move, then, that the further consideration of 
the bill be postponed until one week from to-day, 

The motion was agreed to. ` 

MARGARET STAFFORD WORTH. 

Mr. DOCKERY. Iask unanimous consent that a similar order of 
postponement be made with reference to the other bill fixed for con- 
sideration this morning—the bill (S. 867) granting a pension to Mar- 
garet Stafford Worth. 

Mr. CHEADLE. I hope that the same order may be made with 
reference to this bill as was made just now in the other case. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Missouri [Mr. 
DocKERY ] asks that the same order be made with reference to this 
bill as was adopted in to the one just acted upon by the House. 
Is there objection? ‘The Chair hears none, and it is so ordered. 

INTERNAL REVENUE DISTRICT OF FLORIDA. 

Mr. DAVIDSON, of Florida, by unanimous consent, introduced a 
bill (H. R. 11308) to subdivide the internal revenue collection district 
of Florida; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Ways and Means, and ordered to be printed. 

ORDER OF BUSINESS. r 

Mr. ROGERS. Irise toa parliamentary inquiry; has the morning 
hour for the presentation of reports been dispensed with? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. It has not been. Objection was made 
to that request. The regular order is now the call of committees for 
reports, 

HENRY A. RAMSAY, 

Mr. CULBERSON, from the Committee on the Judiciary, reported 
back favorably the bill (H. R. 11197) for the removal of the political dis- 
abilities of Henry A. Ramsay; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the Private Calendar, 
and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 

WRITS OF ERROR IN CAPITAL CASES, 

Mr. ROGERS, from the Committee on the Judiciary, reported back 
with an amendment in the nature of a substitute the bill (S. 3234) to 
abolish circuit court powers of certain district courts of the United 
States, and for other purposes; which was referred to the House Calen- 
dar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 

DEED TO SAMUEL I. GUSTIN. 

Mr. STEWART, of Georgia, from the Committee on the Judiciary, 
reported back favorably the bill (H. R. 10919) to make valid a deed to 
acertain tract of land in Bibb County, Georgia, made and delivered by 
Brig. Gen. Davis Tilson, acting assistant commissioner of the Freed- 
man’s Bureau, to Samuel I. Gustin, his heirs and assigns; which was 
referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the Private Calendar, 
and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 

BRIDGES ACROSS KENTUCKY RIVER. 

Mr. CRISP, from the Committee on Commerce, reported back favor- 
ably the bill (H. R. 11262) to authorize ‘the construction of bridges 
across the Kentucky River and its tributaries by the Richmond, Nich- 


olasville, Irvine and Beattyville Railroad Company; which was referred 
to the Committee of the Whole House on the Private Calendar, and, 
with the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 

MATILDA SPANGLER. 


Mr. YODER, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, reported back 
favorably the bill (H. R. 10106) to place the name of Matilda Spangler 
on the pension-roll; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole 
House on the Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, 
ordered to be printed, 

ORDER OF BUSINESS. 

The SPEAKER protempore. The hour for the consideration of bills 
commences at twenty-five minutes to 1 o’clock. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I move to dispense with that hour for to-day. 

There was no objection, and it was ordered accordingly, 

OKLAHOMA. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I move that the House resolve itself into the 
Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union for the pur- 
pose of resuming the consideration of the Oklahoma bill, 

The motion was to. 

The House accordingly resolved itself into the Committee ef the 
Whole on the state of the Union, Mr. DOCKERY in the chair. 

The CHAIRMAN. Thecommittee resumes the consideration of the 
bill (H. R. 10614) to organize the Territory of Oklahoma, and for other 


purposes, 

The Clerk will read the pending amendment, which was moved by 
the gentleman from Iowa [Mr. ANDERSON]. 

The Clerk read as follows: 
: Amend by inserting after the word “acre,” in line 14 of section 5, the follow- 
ai 


F provided, Thatall honorably discharged Union soldiers, sailors, and marines, 
who served in the war for the suppression of the rebellion, shall, in makingen- 
tries for actual settlement under the provisions of this act, be, and hereby are, 
exempted, in consideration of said service, from the payment of the purchase 
price provided for in this act; and Sapa of such actual service for a period of 
at least sixty days, and of honorable discharge therefrom, by such former sol- 
dier, sailor, or marine, shall be accepted by the United States in payment in full 
of the purchase price of the lands so entered upon, and all fees in connection 
with said entry. And all land officers of the United States are directed to give 
preference to the persons making entries under this provision.” 

The CHAIRMAN. Whenthe committee rose the point of noquornm 
was made by the gentleman from Iowa [Mr. ANDERSON]. The vote 
will be again taken on the amendment of the gentleman from Iowa. 

The committee divided; and there were—ayes 38, noes 51. 

The CHAIRMAN, The Chair will appoint as tellers the gentleman 
from Illinois [Mr. SPRINGER] and the gentleman from Iowa [Mr. AN- 
DERSON ]. 

The committee again divided; and the tellers reported—ayes 72, 
noes 92. 

So the amendment was di to. 

The CHAIRMAN, The Clerk will proceed with the reading of the 
bill. 

Mr. HOLMAN, I offer the following proviso to the section. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Provided further, That no parson shall be authorized to enter land under any 
provision of this act who at the time of applying to make such entry isthe owner 
of 160 acres of land or more in any State or Territory, or who shall have sold 160 
acres of land or more within ninety days before applying to make such entry. 
The Secretary shall prescribe rules to carry into effect provision. No land 
NOTADA or scrip of any kind shall be located on any land embraced in this 
ac 


` Mr. SPRINGER. I hope that amendment will not be adopted. 
Mr. PAYSON. I move to strike out ‘‘160 acres,’ wherever it oc- 
curs, and insert ‘80 acres.” 
Mr. PAYson’s amendment to the amendment was agreed to. 
Mr. STONE, of Missouri. I move to strike out that part of the 
amendment relating to any sale within three months. 
The CHAIRMAN, The Clerk will read the portion proposed to be 
stricken out. 
The Clerk read as follows: 
Or who shall have sold 80 acres of land or more within ninety days before ap- 
plying to make such entry. 
The amendment to the amendment was disagreed to. 
Mr. WEAVER. I wish to make a remark and offer an amendment, 
It ought to be a voluntary sale. 
Mr. HOLMAN. That is what it means. 
Mr. WARNER... It can not mean anything else. 
Mr. OUTHWAITE. Is it in order to move an amendment making 
it one year instead of ninety days? 
Mr. HOLMAN. There isno objection to that. 
Mr. OUTHWAITE. If it is to have any effect it should be made 
one year. 
The CHAIRMAN. Debate is not in order. 
Mr. WEAVER. Oh, no; that is going to an extreme, 
The CHAIRMAN. Debate is not in order. 
Mr. WEAVER. I ask only to speak one minute on the amend- 
ment. 
The CHAIRMAN. 
Mr. OUTHWAITE 


reply. 


Is there objection ? 
I will not object if I am allowed a minute to 
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Mr. PERKINS. 
The CHAIRMAN. It has been. 
gentleman from Ohio one minute? 

Mr, OUTHWAITE. I want one minute to reply. 

Mr. WEAVER. That is all right; there is no objection to that. 

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection? 

There was no objection, 

Mr. WEAVER. Mr. Chairman, while I am in favor of reserving 
every acre of that land to poor people, there are hundreds of thousands 
of poor men in the Northwest and all over the country who are mort- 
gaged beyond their ability to redeem their homes, and it does look to 
me a hardship to say such a man can not sell his mortgaged farm and 
save to himself two or three hundred dollars out of the wreck, and can 
not be permitted to go down there and locate a home for himself and 
family. It does not look right and itis not right. It excludes many 
worthy men whose misfortune it is to be mortgaged beyond their power 
of redemption. I make a plea for these men and do not want this in 
the bill because I think it is not fair. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. If the settlers to whom the gentleman refers 
who had their lands mortgaged were alone to go there I apprehend the 
objection would be good. But I assume that that is not the case. It 
is not likely. It is to prevent those already having excellent homes 
of 80 acres, who are well established in life, from breaking up and sell- 
ing out their lands and coming down into this Territory and taking up 
the choice Jands from those who have not 80 acres or 40 acres or 10) 
acres or any acres atall. The purpose of the bill is to provide lands for 
the landless. z 

Mr. O'NEILL, of Missouri. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. Yes. 

Mr. WEAVER. The man who is the most homeless on earth is the 
man who has a mortgage beyond his ability to redeem. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. And I think, in order to allow those who have 
not homes to secure them in preference to those who are already well 
established, the amendment ought to be adopted, and that we ought 
not to legislate for the benefit of those who have already 80 acres of 
land as against those who have none. 

The question being taken on the amendment of Mr. OUTHWAITE, 
the House divided; and there were—ayes 13, noes 63. 

Mr. HOOKER. No quorum. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. qT would rather withdraw the amendment, if I 
may be permitted to do so, than take up the time of the committee. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman has the right to withdraw it. 

The question now recurs on the amendment of the gentleman from 
Indiana [Mr. HOLMAN]. 

Mr. PERKINS. Let the amendment be again reported. 

The amendment was again read. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Ifthe gentleman from Indiana will strike out the 
words ‘‘or who shall have sold 80 acres of land or more within ninety 
days before filing the homestead entry’’ there will be no objection 
whatever to the amendment, I think. 

Mr. RYAN. That has already been voted down, anyhow. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I can not consent to do that. The whole scope of 
the bill as it stands applies to a few persons—— 

Mr. SPRINGER. 1 am very sorry the gentleman from Indiana did 
not discover these good amendments and apply them to the general 
land Jaws when he brought in a bill this session revising the whole 
system. 

Mr. HOLMAN. They are in that law substantially. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I think not; and I would like very much for the 
gentleman to show me where they are in the law. 

Mr. PERKINS. I would like to have the amendment reall again 
with a view of suggesting an amendment to the amendment. 

The amendment was again read. 

Mr. PERKINS. After the words ‘‘eighty acres,’ where they first 
appear in the amendment, I would suggest the addition of the words 
t‘ free of incumbrance.’’ I think, with the gentleman from Iowa, that 
there is serious objection to that feature—— 

The CHAIRMAN. Debate is not in order. 

The amendment to the amendment was rejected. 

The question recurring on the amendment of Mr. HOLMAN, the com- 
mittee divided; and there were—ayes 25, noes 59. 

Mr. HOLMAN. No quorum. 

Mr. SPRINGER. If the gentleman from Indiana will withdraw 
his amendment now, I will yield to him to move it in the House and 
have the yeas and nays on it. 

Mr. HOOKER. 1 object. 

Mr. HOLMAN. With the understanding that there may be a yea- 
and-nay vote on Tt in the House, I shall consent. 

Mr. PAYSON. Well, that ought to include the farther proposition 
that the amendment may be divided. 

Mr. RYAN. Yes 

Mr. PAYSON. Because the first part will meet the universal con- 
currence of the House, in my judgment, and I had prepared an amend- 
ment substantially the same in character. 

Mr. SPRINGER. This is subject to division. 

Mr. PAYSON. If the understanding is that the amendment as it 
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stands shall be voted down, so that it may be brought before the House 
ina ap foe form and be then voted on, there will be no objection. 

Mr. HOLMAN. If the gentleman will permit me, the proposition 
is divisible into three parts, and any member can demand a division of 
it. With the understanding that I shall have a yea-and-nay vote in 
the House upon the amendment I consent to the suggestion of the gen- 
tleman from Illinois. 

The CHAIRMAN. ‘The Chair will then announce the result of the 
vote. The amendment is rejected. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I hope it is understood that this matter may be 
offered in the House. 

Mr. SPRINGER, I agree to that. 

Mr. HAUGEN. I desire to offer a further amendment to section 5. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Amend by striking out in lines 15 and 16 the words “have resided in the ~ 
United States for two years, and ;” so that it will read: 

“All persons who are heads of families, or over twenty-one years of age, and 
who are citizens of the United States, or have declared their intention to be- 
comes citizens thereof,” etc, 


Mr. HAUGEN. Mr. Chairman, I offer this amendment believing it 
to be in the general line of past legislation upon the subject of public 
lands, The policy of Federal legislation has hitherto been to give the 
adopted citizen and him who has declared his intention to become a 
citizen the same rights to acquire and hold property as the citizen by 
birth. I believe this policy to have been wise and beneficent. Under 
it our greatest development has taken place. With our present rate ot 
immigration it should not be discontinued. Whatever may be said as 
to the foreign-born citizens of our large cities no complaint has ever 
been heard in regard to those settled in country homes. On the con- 
trary, they have always been recognized as industrious, thrifty, and 
valuable citizens. 

The immigrant’s ambition is, as a rule, to secure himself and family 
a home, and his content and happiness depend largely on the fulfill- 
ment of that wish, while discontent arises as the acquisition of homes 
is made difficult. If it were not that these additions to our population 
are enabled to secure themselves homes among us, and thus give hope 
of becoming profitable to themselves and the community, it were far 
better not to admit them at all. In that case not many years would 
elapse until you would hear the same objections raised to European 
immigration that is now made to the Chinese. 

Ifany danger to the maintenance of our institutions lies in store for 
us, I verily believe that land monopoly and consequent difficulty in 
securing independent homes for the hundreds of millions who will, be- 
fore another century has rolled by, inhabit our country, are most likely 
to prove the rock upon which our noble ship may be wrecked. Popu- 
lar government must have its roots deep in the hearts and affections of 
the masses, and all legislation should have in view the welfare of the 
masses, the perfect equality of every voter, and absolute submission to 
the will of the majority legally expressed. 

The surest way to secure the loyalty of our adopted citizens is to at- 
tach them tothe soil. Our foreign-born citizens in country homes have 
at all times proved themselves peaceful, law-abiding,and patriotic, and 
loyal to our institutions and laws. 

In this bill you say to the immigrant: You may immediately upon 
your arrival, provided you will only declare your intention to become 
a citizen of the United States, enter lands anywhere within the public 
domain, and thus lay the foundation for a happy, prosperous home for 
yourself and family, but if you wend your way to rich Oklahoma you 
nust remain a hewer of wood and drawer of water for a period of two 
years. 

If this is the right policy as to this Territory, why should it not be 
equally applied to all public lands? 

Take the immigration of the last two years as a basis and apply 
this policy generally to our public lands, and you add to onr. wage- 
working population a million people, nearly half of whom are males 
between the ages of fifteen and forty years, the very time of life when 
every inducement should be extended to them to secure independent 
homes. 

Our total immigration for the year ending June 30, 1887, was 490,- 
109, and of these 227,284 were males between fifteen and forty years, 
During the year ending June 30, 1888, the total number of immigrants 
exceeded that of the previous year by about 50,000. 

With the labor question fast pressing upon us isit not the wise thing 
to keep open this safety-valve, and not by the very force of this pro- 
posed legislation make the acquisition of homes more difficult? Ifyou 
carry this proposition to its legitimate results you will, as I havesaid, 
with our present rate of immigration, add to the already crowding, 
jostling ranks of wage-workers a million peop'e. The tendency of this 
must necessarily be to make the relations between the employé and 
employer still more strained, and to increase the present difficulties 
and jealousies between labor and capital. 

Do not understand me as favoring alien ownership of lands. I do 
not. I believe no immigrant not fit for citizenship should be per- 
mitted to enter our ports. Those who have entered under proper re- 
strictions, and who have declared their intention to become citizens, 
should stand the equal of every other citizen before the law as to prop- 
erty rights and the pursuit of happiness. Having adopted this coun- 
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try as their own they are as much concerned in its welfare and pros- 
perity and the country is as much concerned in them as if their fore- 
fathers had landed on Plymouth rock from the Mayflower. I regret 
that the committee has seen proper to extend to these future citizens 
of our common country this stepmotherly greeting. which is likely to 
sow in their breasts the seeds of disappointment and dissatisfaction from 
their very arrival amongst us. I believe the proposition to be contrary 
to the liberal spirit which has formerly prevailed on this subject, and 
to be a sharp entering wedge to the recognition of distinction between 
different classes of our citizens. I bespeak for my amendment favor- 
able consideration. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I have no objection to the amendment, 

The amendment was adopted. 

Section 6 of the bill was read, as follows: 

Sec. 6. That whenever the Cherokee tribe of Indians shall shoot lenge assent 
to the provisions of this section, in legal manner, to the commission provided 
for in this act, and the President has issued his proclamation fixing the time as 
herein provided, the unoceupied portion of the lands west of the ninety-sixth de- 
gree of west longitude, ceded to the United States by the said tribe of Indians by 
the treaty concluded July 19, 1866, shal] be o; tosetilement, except the sixteenth 
and a goer sections of said land, which shall be reserved for school purposes, 
and be disposed of to actual settlers only, in quantities not to exceed 160 
acres, in square form, to each settler, at the price of $1.25 per acre. All persons 
who are heads of families or over twenty-one È Aret- of age, and who are citizens 
of the United States, or have resided in the United States two years and have 
declared their intention to become citizens thereof, shall be entitled to become 
actual settlers on such lands. An accurate account shall be kept the Secre- 
t of the Interior of the money received as proceeds of the sale of said lands, 
ped Ply money shall be placed to the credit of the Cherokee Indian tribe in the 
‘Treasury of the United States, after deducting the cost of the sale by the United 
States and the amount heretofore ect athe yee and paid to the Cherokee tribe 
as part compensation for said unoccupied lands: Provided, That nothing in this 
act shal] be construed to authorize any person to enter upon or occupy any of 
the lands mentioned in this or the preceding section, for the purpose of settle- 
ment or otherwise, until after the said Indian tribes and the commissioners 
herein authorized have concl anagreement to thateffect as provided herein, 
and laid the same before the President of the United States, who is rele n 0- 


or Jay any 


Mr. HAUGEN. I desire to offer the same amendment to this sec- 
tion—to strike out, in lines 16 and 17, the words: 

Have resided in the United States two years, and. 

Mr. SPRINGER. That was agreed to before in the other section, 
and I hope there will be no objection to it now. 

The amendment was adopted. 

Mr. BARNES. I desire especially to call the attention of the com- 
mittee to the fact that the language of the sixth section clearly mis- 
represents the history of the case, It reads: 

. That whenever the Cherokee tribe of Indians shall signify their assent to the 
provisions of this section in legal manner to the commission provided for in this 
act and the President has issued his proclamation fixing the time as herein pro- 
vide’, the unoccupied portions of the land west of the ninety-sixth degreo of 
west longitude, ceded to the United States by the said tribe of Indians by the 
treaty concluded July 19, 1866, shall be open to settlement, ete, 

By reference to the treaty it will be seen that there never has been 
any actual cession of these lands. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I have no objection to an amendment, ‘agreed to 
be ceded to the United States.” 

Mr. BARNES. It was not agreed to be ceded to the United States. 
It was agreed to be ceded to the Indians settling thereon. I move to 
amend by striking out the words ‘‘ceded to the United States,” in 
lines 6 and 7, and make it read, ‘‘agreed to be ceded as provided by 
the treaty of July 19, 1866.” 

Mr. RYAN. Let it be read as amended, so we may see how it will 


read. 
The Clerk read as follows: 

In lines 6 and 7 strike out the words “ceded to the United States” and in- 
sert “as agreed to be ceded according to the provisions of the treaty concluded 
July 19, 1566,” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. HOOKER. Before going from that section I desire to offer the 
amendment which I send to the Clerk’s desk. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Strike out the words “in legal manner to the commission provided for in this 
act” and insert “until the consent of said Cherokee tribe of Indians shall be 
first obtained by a commission to be z inted by the President of the United 

and when said commission shal ve reported that said consent of said 
tribe of Indians has been obtained.” 
Mr. SPRINGER. The eleventh section provides for a commission, 


and this simply anticipates it. Let your amendment be offered to that 
section. 


Mr. HOOKER. No; I want it to go right in there. 

If it be true that under the provisions of this bill you-are going to 
get as a condition-precedent their consent, then it ought to be done 
and reported before any organization of the Territory is attempted to 
be established there, and that is the reason why I offer this amendment. 
It will be observed that the language used in the bill of the commit- 
tee is exceedingly vague and indefinite in its character. It says ‘‘that 
whenever the Cherokee tribe of Indiansshall ify their assent to the 
provisions of this section in legal manner,” without stating what that 


manner is to be, or in what way that assentisto be obtained. The pro- 
vision should be made to appoint a commission to visit these tribes in 
the first instance and obtain their consent to the institution of a Terri- 
torial government there before anything is attempted to be done. It 
should be a condition. ent before establishing the Territorial gov- 
ernment there, and especially before the Government appoints the offi- 
cers of the government and all the paraphernalia of a ‘Territorial goy- 
ernment and then obtain the concession of the Indians. 

If the parties who are in favor of this bill are in earnest about re- 
quiring the consent of the Indian tribes, and especially of this tribe, for 
they are the owners, as I have shown on a former occasion, and have 
panis to the land embraced in this proposed Territory, it ought to be 

as a condition-precedent. To create a government there, without 
any expression of opinion had before from the tribes and the fact that 
the consent should be obtained afterwards, would, in my judgment, be 
an expensive operation. I do not know how much it will take, Mr. 
to into effect thisOklahoma bill. I venture the asser- 
tion that it will not cost the Government less than ten or fifteen mill- 
ion dollars to establish this Territory. If you are in earnest about ob- 
taining the consent of the Indians, all this expense of the appointment 
of officers, and instituting all the paraphernalia of instituting a Terri- 
torial government can be avoided, because it will all be nugatory and 
worthless unless the consent of the Indians be obtained. Is it not, 
therefore, wisdom on the part of the United States if a Territorial gov- 
ernment is to be established there to send a commission first; and is it 
not best that this consent should be obtained as a condition- ent, 
before the Territorial governmentisestablished? The tribes have never 
asked for it, and none of them have asked for its establishment there. 
I submit, therefore, that there ought to be added to this section a pro- 
vision to indicate that the President of the United States ought to ap- 
point a commission, and that the consent of these people should be had 
before the establishment of this government. It has been said that 
this bill was not designed or intended to go into effect until the con- 
sent had been obtained of all the Indians in it. 

Several MEMBERS. Oh, no! 

Mr. HOOKER, If that is true, that it shall not operate except upon 
the consent of all these tribes, ought not that consent to be before 
the Territorial government is established, so that it may be ascertained 
what the restriction by, the consent of the Indians will amount to? I 
will ask, simply as a business proposition, would it not be wise and 
prudent to obtain the consent of these Indians in the first instance, be- 
cause unless it isobtained your government would amount to nothing, 
and you would have had all the expense of establishing a Territorial 
government over these Indians, and yet no Territorial government es- 
tablished at all? Therefore I hold that the consent of the Indians 
should be had before any action is taken at all; that is, a provision 
ought to be adopted in every section of this bill that the assent of the 
Indians ought to be obtained in the first place. 

Mr. BAKER, of New York. If the gentleman from Mississippi will 
allow me in this connection, I desire to suggest an amendment tocome 
in at the end of line 1 of section 6. It is one which is pertinent to this 
subject and proper to be considered in connection with the amendment 
of the gentleman from Mississippi. I propose to insert after the word 
“ Indians,” in line 1 of section 6, the words ‘‘ and any other tribe or 
tribes having an interest therein,” so that it will read, *‘ that whenever 
the Cherokee tribe of Indians and any other tribe or tribes having an 
interest therein shall signify their assent,” etc. Now, it is a fact, as 
my friend the chairman of the committee well understands, that the 
other civilized tribes have, or claim to have, some interest in these lands. 

Mr. WARNER. Can the gentleman tell us what Indians among the 
civilized tribes claim to have any interest in the Cherokee Outlet? 

Mr. BAKER, of New York. All the tribes. 

Mr. WARNER. But upon what is that claim founded? 

Mr. BAKER, of New York. It is asserted and claimed by the rep- 
resentatives of the Indians. If they have no such right or interest, 
then of course the commission will so determine. . 

Mr. WARNER. There is an assertion of that kind, but I ask the 
gentleman from New York, as a lawyer, is there any law or any treaty 
upon which such a claim can be properly founded? 

Mr. HOOKER. If there is none, then the gentleman’s amendment 
will not hurt. 

Mr. WARNER. But it will do no good and it is unnecessary. 

Mr. BAKER, of New York. Itis distinctly asserted before the Com- 
mittee on Indian Affairs and before this House that the other civilized 
tribes have an interest. 

Mr.SYMES. Iwill ask the gentleman this question: Did it appear 
in any way before the Committee on Territories that any Indians on 
this continent had any interest whatever in these lands except the 
Cherokee tribes? i 

Mr. BAKER, of New York. There was a memorial presented in be- 
half of all the civilized tribes protesting against this bill, and they all 
claimed an interest. 

Mr. SYMES. I beg the geutleman’s pardon. We had plenty of 
testimony before us showing the rizhts of the Cherokees, but nothing 
whatever showing that any other tribe or tribes of Indians bad or 
claimed to have any interest in these lands. 
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Mr. BAKER, of New York. My friend will undoubtedly concede 
that if there are any vested interests in any other tribe or tribes of In- 
dians, they ought in justice to be protected. 

Mr. SYMES. But there are no such rights, and I do not think it 
comports with the dignity of the American Congress, passing an im- 

rtant bill of this character, to be talking here about a claim which 

as never been presented even among all the wild claims that were 
urged before the Committee on Territories. 

Mr. WEAVER. And by talking about it and putting it in this bill 
to create such a claim. 

Mr. SYMES. Yes, to create such a claim in the visionary minds of 
sentimentalists. 

Mr. BAKER, of New York, Conceding that the gentleman is cor- 
rect, it is only fair that this commission should be vested with power 
to pass upon the claim of any other tribe or tribes. 

Mr. SYMES. That is to say, the gentleman wants to send outa 
roving commission to look up Indian tribes and Indian agents and In- 
dian attorneys, and see whether or not in the corruption of their imag- 
inative brains they will not present some kind of a claim which has no 
foundation in fact. Such a course would make a farce of the commis- 
sion and destroy the decent progress of this proceeding. 

Mr. WEAVER. And in case those Indiansshould makesuch a claim, 
you have to get their consent before this law can go into operation. 

Mr. BAKER, of New York. Oh, no. S ; 

Mr. WEAVER. That is the meaning of the amendment. 

Mr. RYAN. I want to say to my friend from New York that I do 
not think he is warranted in making the statement to this House that 
any tribe of Indians on the face of the earth claims any interest in the 
Cherokee Outlet except the Cherokees themselves. 

Mr. BAKER, of New York. PerhapsI am not. Still, it is a fact 
that the assertion is made. 

Mr. RYAN. Ido not think the gentleman has any paper, any me- 
morial, or any sort of petition, on the part of any other Indians on the 
face of the earth, asserting that they have any sort of a claim on this 
Cherokee Outlet. So that my friend’s amendment is simply and en- 
tirely without color or shadow of foundation. 

Mr. BAKER, of New York. I differ with my friend on that point. 

Mr. WEAVER. Will the gentleman from New York [Mr. BAKER] 
permit me to ask him a question ? 

Mr. BAKER, of New York. Certainly. 

Mr. WEAVER. Suppose thatSitting Bull should claim that under 
this treaty he had a right to petition the United States to be settled on 
this land as a ‘‘ friendly Indian,” and that therefore his consent was 
necessary ? 

Mr, BAKER, of New York. Well, if Sitting Bull should make such 
a claim, the wise commission which will be appointed by the wise Ex- 
ecutive of the United States would examine the claim, and if he could 
establish any rights, of course they ought to be determined and ex- 
tinguished. 

Mr. SYMES, And the gentleman from New York proposes to send 
out a commission—— 

Mr. BAKER, of New York. I do not propose it; the bill proposes it. 

Mr. SYMES. The gentleman proposes to send out a commission ap- 
pointed by this wise Executive, and have these wise members of this 
wise commission sitting there by the month, and have Indians come 
from all over this country to say whether or not they still claim all this 
continent, I have myself heard ministers of the gospel practically 
contend before the Territorial Committee that all the land west of the 
Missouri River belongs to-day honestly to the Indians, and thatis about 
the kind of farce that you would get up by your amendment. 

Mr. BAKER, of New York. I did not suppose that in offering this 
amendment it would excite so much opposition. 

Jes CHAIR EAS: The time of the gentleman from New York has 
expired. 

Mr. WARNER. Mr. Chairman, I suggest that the gentleman from 
New York [Mr. BAKER] be allowed five minutes more, as nearly all 
his time has been taken up by others. 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 

Mr. BAKER, of New York. I say, Mr. Chairman, I did not sup- 
pose that an innocent little amendment like this would excite such 
violent opposition. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I understand that this is not offered as an amend- 
ment to the amendment of the gentleman from Mississippi [Mr. 
HOOKER]. 

Mr. BAKER, of New York. No; but to be considered in connec- 
tion with it. I really thought that the chairman of the Committee on 
Territories and the committee would consent to this amendment. 
(Laughter. ] 

Mr. SPRINGER. Let the amendment be read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

After the word “Ind ” line 1, section s 
tiboa terior os sk Goes 1, 6, insert “and any other tribe or 

Mr. SPRINGER. That amendment does not have any relation 
whatever to the amendment of the gentleman from Mississippi [Mr. 
HOOKER]. 

Mr. HOOKER. No; and it would probably come in better as a sep- 


arate and independent amendment. I will give way to the gentleman 
from New York to offer it as a separate amendment, because it comes 
in at a lineof the bill preceding the point where my amendment come3 
in. U 
by gentlemen here that there are no other tribes of Indians than the 
Cherokees who have any interest in the creation of this Territory, 
which includes the Cherokee Outlet. Surely gentlemen can not have 
forgotten that every one of the treaties with the five semi-civilized 
tribes contains a provision that no Territorial or State government shall 
be established contiguous to any one of those five tribes without their 
consent. Every treaty contains that provision; yet gentlemen have 
gravely said here that there is no other tribe of Indians who have any 
interest in the matter. Why, sir, they every one of them have an in- 
terest in it, and they have an interest which they ought to assert and 
which ought to be recognized in this bill for a simple and obvious rea- 
son. When we take the history of this proceeding with to con- 
stituting this Territory of Oklahoma, we find that a bill was intro- 
duced in the Forty-ninth Congress which was a bolder measure than 
this, because it declared upon its face, what is no doubt behind this bill, 
namely, a purpose to include the five semi-civilized tribes themselves 
and the lands which they occupy. 

This bill does not propose that, but it does propose to include all the 
territory in the Indian Territory contiguous to the lands of those tribes, 
and therefore the amendment of the gentleman from New York [Mr. 
BAKER] is a very wise and proper one. And the other Indians are in- 
terested. They are interested to this extent, that if you establish, as 
you propose to do by this bill, a Territorial government bordering upon 
their lands, you at once create a Territory which will be peopled by 
white men, a Territory from which you propose to exclude people who 
desire to occupy that portion of the public domain under the homestead 
law, and you will have a Territory Tifringing upon the five semi-civil- 
ized tribes which will be peopled by white men, and the next thing 
will be that you will want to embrace the lands which are now owned 
and occupied, and defined by,metes and bounds, and governed by the 
respective governments of the five semi-civilized tribes. The bill of 
last season shows that the purpose is to eventually embrace them all 
within such Territorial organization as will enable the white people to 
occupy their lands. 

I say, therefore, that every one of the five semi-civilized tribes has 
an interest in the prevention of the violation of the treaties by which 
the Government of the United States has most solemnly agreed that at 
no future time—the language of the treaty is very broad—that at no 
future time will it organize and create Territories or States contiguous 
to these Indian lands. No, sir, this Indian Territory itself occupies 
but-a very small area of land, and this bill proposes to take a very 
large proportion of it near each one of these semi-civilized tribes and 
organize it into a Territory. The proposition, as was well said by the 
distinguished gentleman from Indiana [Mr. HOLMAN], is a most anom- 
alous piece of legislation, such as never before has been presented be- 
fore the Congress of the United States from the organization of the 
Government down to the present time. : 

There never has been a proposition to create a Territory like this. I 
say, therefore, that the amendment of the gentleman from New York 
is proper and right, because this measure does affect the interests of 
every one of these semi-civilized tribes, and virtually interferes with 
the provisions of the treaty entered into for their protection. 

[Here the hammer fell. | 

Mr. SYMES. Mr. Chairman, the gentleman from Mississippi [ Mr. 
HOOKER] has finally stated the proposition which I imagine my friend 
from New York was trying to eliminate by his visionary amendment, 
It is that the five civilized tribes are interested in the organization of 
Oklahoma Territory, because certain ancient treaties provide that you 
shall not organize Territories or States contiguous to the five civilized 
tribes without their consent. If that be the proper construction of those 
treaties, they were violated by the organization of the Territory and 
State of Kansas, by the organization of the Territory and State of Colo- 
rado, by the organization of the Territory of New Mexico, and I might 
say by the organization of the State of Texas, 

Mr. SPRINGER, And Arkansas. 

Mr.SYMES. Yes, and Arkansas, and, comparatively speaking, every 
other State west of the Missouri River. 

Now, we have finally, by the clearly-stated oratorical logic of the gen- 
tleman from Mississippi, found out the visionary claim which my friend 
from New York was trying to get at. I think the House understands 
it and will vote intelligently upon the question whether we shall send 
a commission west to negotiate with the Indians in reference to the or- 
ganization of a Territory or a State of this Union which may be contig- 
uous to or in the vicinity of the five civilized tribes. 

Mr. HOOKER. Out of lands belonging to the Indians themselves. 
Let the gentleman add that and his statement will be complete. 

Mr.SYMES. I beg the gentleman’s pardon; the question of cession 
is provided for in other parts of the bill. 

Mr. BAKER, of New York. Mr. Chairman, I do not propose by 
this amendment to recognize that there is any existing right, title, or 
claim in any other Indian tribe. But the commission, when appointed, 
must necessarily act somewhat in a judicial capacity; they must pass 


this amendment I desire to say a word. It has been said - 
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upon the title and claim of any tribe or tribes to any portion of these 
lands. If it appears that no such claim is well founded, the commis- 
sion will so report, and that report will naturally be conclusive upon 
the question. But the rights of the Indians under the treaty, as has 
been well stated by the gentleman from Mississippi, are to be considered. 
If they have any rights under these treaties, any court in the land would 

ize them; and certainly the highest legislative power of the Gov- 
ernment will not refuse to ize the just claim of any tribe or of 
any man. [Cries of ‘‘ Vote!” ** Vote !’?] 

Mr. BARNES. Mr. Chairman, I would like to say a few words on 
this question. 

The CHAIRMAN. Debate is exhausted; but if there be no objec- 
tion the Chair will recognize the gentleman. 

Mr. SYMES. I ask unanimous consent that the gentleman from 
Georgia [Mr. BARNEs], who is a member of the Committee on Terri- 
tories, may speak for five minutes. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair hears no objection. 

Mr. BARNES. Mr. Chairman, the construction which is put upon 
the treaties by the gentleman from Colorado [Mr. Symes] is entirely 
erroneous. The five tribes were located on what is now known as the 
Indian Territory, and the whole of that Territory was granted to them, 
in pursuance of a policy of the Government adopted in 1830, by which 
they were to be located on a certain area of territory in compact form, 
free from the intrusion of the white man. And one of the provisions 
of those treaties was that no State or Territorial government should 
ever be createdover them. That provision was in each treaty. But 
the homes were located as homes for all the Indians. It was notin- 
tended at that time that there should not be any State or Territory or- 
ganized outside and independent of that area, because such States or 
Territories were even then in existence. The intention, in pursuance 
of that policy, was that this area of territory on which these five tribes 
were to be located should be a separate Indian home over which no 
State or Territorial government should beestablished. And, Mr. Chair- 
man, if this was to be such a home, over which no State or Territorial 
government was to be created, each tribe located thereon, with its 
boundaries confined to a certain limit, had an interest in the integrity 
of the entire Territory. And they have that interest to-day, except 
so far as modified by the treaty of 1896. Itis for this clear reason that 

“each tribe has an interest to-day in the preservation of the integrity of 
this whole area of country. On this ground, and on this ground espe- 
cially, I insist that the amendment ought to be adopted. 
` Mr. SYMES. The gentleman says that the provisions of the treaties 
to which he has referred maintain his position, except so far as they 
were modified by the treaty of 1866. Now, did not the treaty of 1566 
modify the position that these tribes before occupied with reference to 
the control over the whole Indian Territory ? 

Mr. BARNES. Those treaties did not modify the previous position 
of those tribes one jot or one tittle beyond the point that other tribes 
of friendly Indians were to be located there. The original policy of 
preserving that Territory free from the intrusion of the white man was 
firmly adhered to and carried out in the treaty of 1866; and Mr. Cox, 
Secretary of the Interior under General Grant, in a report on this sub- 
ject in 1870, insisted that this policy should be firmly adhered to. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I hope the committee will a'low me one minute 
in reply. 

The CHAIRMAN. ‘The Chair hears no objection. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Mr. Chairman, this section relates simply to ced- 
ing the ownership or whatever claim the Indians may have to this land; 
it has no relation to Territorial governmentsor anything of that kind. 

Now, will the gentleman from Georgia [Mr. BARNES] give me his 
attention? When this treaty of July 19, 1866, was made between the 
Cherokee Nation and the United States, a treaty which stipulated that 
the Government might take these lands at a stipulated price and settle 
friendly Indians upon them, was the consent of the other tribes asked 
to that treaty? Was their consent necessary? Of course not; every- 
body understands that. 

So this bill follows the precedent of that treaty, in which the Cher- 
okees alone were parties, and no other Indians were asked to consent; 
they can dispose of any portion of land which belongs to them only, 
and not to any other tribe. That is all there is of this, 

Mr. BARNES. The gentleman is mistaken, because by the treaty 
of 1866 the policy of settling other friendly Indians there was pre- 
served. 

Mr. SPRINGER. The Cherokees were alone consulted in regard to 
disposing of their lands. 

Mr. BARNES. The policy under which all the tribes had an inter- 
est was preserved. 

Mr. WEAVER. Does the gentleman insist we should get the con- 
sent of every Indian tribe? 

Mr. BARNES. I insist we should have the consent of the five 


tribes. 

The CHAIRMAN. Debate is exhausted, and the question recurs on 
the amendment of the gentleman from New York [Mr. BAKER]. 

The amendment was again read. 

The committee divided; and there were—ayes 21, noes 44. 

Mr. BAKER, of New York. I make the point of no quorum. 


Mr. SPRINGER. I hope the gentleman will not make the point of 
no quorum. It is difficult to get a quorum of the House, and time is 
only wasted. 

Mr. BAKER, of New York. The amendment is an important one, 
and I must insist upon a quorum voting upon it. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I am perfectly willing to give the gentleman a 
yea-and-nay vote on his amendment in the House. 

Mr. HOOKER. If the gentleman withdraws the point of no quo- 
rum, I will renew it. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I have never askeda favor of the House, and dur- 
ing the fourteen years I have been a member I have never been absent 
from the deliberations of the House except on one occasion for two 
weeks, except when absent on committees under the order of the House. 
I.wish to be absent for a few days, but can not do so until this bill lias 
been disposed of or isout of the way. lt would accommodate me if a 
vote could be taken upon the amendments and the bill disposed of. It 
would bea greataccommodation to me if that could be done, and I know 
the public interest will be subserved by the disposal of this bill at an 
early date. S 

Mr. BAKER, of New York. I can not resist the appeal of the gen- 
tleman from Illinois, although the amendment I have submitted isan 
important one. 

Mr. SPRINGER. As I have said, I shall agree the gentleman shall 
have a yea-and-nay vote on his amendment in the House. 

Mr. BAKER, of New York. I withdraw the point of no quorum. 

Mr. HOOKER. I renew it. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


Mr. SPRINGER. The gentleman from Kentucky [Mr. McCreary] 
desires to make a report on the fisheries matter, and for that purpose 
I ask the committee informally rise and go into the House. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I wish to submit a conference report, and I do not 
agree to the committee informally rising merely for the purpose of re- 
ceiving a report from the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

The CHAIRMAN. Objection having been made, the question will 
be put on the motion of the gentleman that the committee rise. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The committee accordingly rose; and Mr. BLAND having taken the 
chair as Speaker pro tempore, Mr. DoCKERY reported that the Com- 
mittee of the Whole House on the state of the Union had according to 
order had under consideration the bill (H. R. 10614) to organize the 
Territory of Oklahoma, and for other purposes, and had come to no 
resolution thereon. 


FISHERIES. 


Mr. McCREARY. Mr. Speaker, I am directed by the Committee 
on Foreign Affairs to report back the bill (H. R. 11257) to empower 
the President to carry out the purposes of an act to protect and defend 
the rights of American fishermen, approved March 3, 1887, with a 
substitute therefor. I ask that the original bill be laid upon the table 
and the substitute be treated asa new bill, and read a first and sec- 
ond time, and ordered to be printed. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair hears no objection, and it is 
ordered accordingly. 

Mr. McCREARY. Mr. Speaker, I now give notice to the House that 
under the privilege granted to the Committee on Foreign Affairs, I will 
call up this bill for consideration on Saturday next, immediately after_ 
the reading of the Journal. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Will the consideration of the bill continue for 
longer than one day? ; à 

Mr. McCREARY. It is impossible for me to say, but I believe it 
will consume more than one day in its consideration. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I ®iope the members who are absent from the city 
will feel enough of interest in this important question to be present on 
that occasion and help to dispose of it as soon as possible. 

Mr. HEARD. Let me suggest to the gentleman from Kentucky that 
he cali it up on Monday next instead of on Saturday. Every member 
is aware of the fact that it is impossible on Saturdays always to get a 
quorum, and I hope he will agree to postpone calling the bill up till 
“Monday or Tuesday, and when so called up we can then dispose of it. 

Mr. McCREARY. I have been instructed by the Committee on 
Foreign Affairs to report the bill as it has been stated and to give notice 
that thesubstitute reported by the committee, and which is to be treated 
as a new bill will be taken up for consideration on Saturday next im- 
mediately after the reading of the Journal. I am not certain whether 
the bill will consume more than one day. 

Mr. DUNN. Irisetoaparliamentaryinquiry. I think it has been 
held heretofore that when the special privilege to report at any time 
has been given to a committee it loses that special privilege when re- 
port has been made and it goes upon the Calendar for consideration. 
The gentleman from Kentucky therefore had better report back his 
substitute and move to recommit, which motion can be called up by 
him at any time. 

Mr. McCREARY. I think the privilege goes with this bill until it 
is considered, and for that reason I do not agree with my friend from 
Arkansas. 
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Mr. DUNN. I merely raised the question so that there may be no 
doubt about it. 

Mr. McCREARY,. I think when the House agreed that the bill 
might be reported for consideration at any time, it is within the power 
of the House to agree that the bill may be called for consideration im- 
mediately after the reading of the Journal on the day I have named. 

Mr. SPRINGER. It simply amounts, in the present instance, to 

tponing the consideration. 

Mr. NELSON. I hope the gentleman from Kentucky will couple 
with his suggestion a request that the bill and the report be printed in 
the RECORD. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I want to suggest to the gentleman from Ken- 
tucky that it is a rule of uniform practice, and has been so held in the 
House without exception, as I understand it, that when a measure of 
this kind goes to the Calendar, whatever privilege it had is lost. It 
must be recommitted to the committee; and then, of course, it is 
within the power of the committee to report it at any time for con- 
sideration. 

Mr. McCREARY. Then I will add to my first request that the bill 
be printed and recommitted to the Committee on Foreign Affairs, with 
authority to report for consideration on Saturday next. 

The SPEAKER protempore. That will be the order. 

Mr. HEARD. They have that privilege already. 

ae SPEAKER pro tempore, + The bill will be printed and recom- 
mitt 

Mr. BLOUNT. I wish to ask the gentleman from Kentucky if he 
still gives notice that he will ask to call this bill up on Saturday ? 

5 Mr. MOCRERET: Yes, sir; immediately after the reading of the 
ourna 
I will further ask, Mr. Speaker, that the bill be printed in th 

RECORD, and that it be recommitted to the committee. 4 
Mr. NELSON. That is the substitute proposed by the committee 

and the report? 

Mr. McCREARY. The substitute is what I referred to; and that 
the same be recommitted to the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

Mr. BLOUNT. I would like to ask the gentleman from Kentucky 
if there is any objection to printing the report in the RECORD. 

Mr. CANNON. By all means let the report be printed. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair will submit the request to 
the House. Is there objection to printing the proposed substitute in 
the RECORD? 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 

Mr. CANNON. What was determined about the report ? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair will cause the report to be 
also printed in the RECORD, if there be no objection. 

Mr. CANNON. The report and the substitute are both to be printed. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Without objection, that order will be 
made. 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 

The substitute proposed by the Committee on Foreign Aftairs is as 
follows: 

A bill (H, R. 11409) to em 
entitled “An act to au 
defend the rights of American fishing-vessels, American fisherme: 
trading and other vessels in certain cases, and for other purposes, 
Be it Skadi etc., That whenever tbe President may deem it his duty to exer- 

cise any of the powers given to him by an act entitled “An act to authorize the 

President of the United States to protect and defend the rights of American 

fishing vessels, American fishermen, American trading and other vessels, in 

certain cases, and for other purposes,” approved March 3, 1887, it shall be law- 
ful for the President in his discretion, by proclamation to effect, to suspend 
in whole or in part the transportation across the territory of the United States, 

in bond and without the payment of duty, of goods, wares, and merchandise im- 

tons or exported from any foreign country, from or to the British domin- 
ns in North America. 

Sec. 2. That whenever the President shall be satisfied that there is any dis- 
crimination whatever in the use of the Welland Canal, the St, Lawrence River 
canals, the Chambly Canal, or either of them, whether by tolls, draw! re- 
fund oftolls, or otherwise, which is or may be detrimental to the interests of the 
United States, or any of its citizens, it shall be lawful for the President in his 
discretion to issue a proclamation to that effect, whereupon there shall be col- 
lected a toll of 20 cents a ton upon every foreign vessel and her cargo passing 
through either the Sault Ste. rie Canal or the St. Clair Flats Canal, and the 
Secretary of the jury may authorize and direct any of the customs officers 


Treas 
to collect the tolls levied under this act, or the President may, in his discretion 
when he is satisfied there is any such discrimination, prohibit the use of said 
canals to any such foreign vessel. The President, when satisfied that such dis- 
crimination has ceased, may issue his proclamation to that effect, in his discre- 
tion, whereupon the tolls authorized by this act shall no longer be coll > 
and such prohibition, if ordered, shall cease. 

Src. 3. That the Secretary of the Treasury is authorized to make any regula- 
tions needful to carry this act into effect. 

The report (by Mr. McCrEARY) is as follows: 

Mr. McCreary, from the Committee on Foreign Affairs, submitted the fol- 
lowing report: 

The Committee on Foreign Affairs, to whom was referred H. R.11257," A bill 
to empower the President to carry out the purposes of an act to protect and de- 
fend the rights of American fishermen,” approved March 3, 1887, report favora- 
bly a substitute therefor, and recommend that H. R. 11257 be laid on the table. 


MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 

A message from the Senate, by Mr. McCook, its Secretary, announced 
that the Senate had without amendment the following bills: 

A bill (H. R. 5670) to provide for the construction of a revenue-cutter 
for New Berne, N. C., to replace the revenue-cutter Stevens; and 


wer the President to outthe purposes of an act 
orize the President of the U nited States to protect and 
n, American 
” approved 


A bill (H. R. 2601) for the relief of the Baptist Female College at 
Lexington, Mo. 

Also, that the Senate had passed bills of the following titles; in 
which concurrence of the House was requested, namely: 

A bill (S. 320) for ihe relief of J. D. Adams; 

A bill (S. 3482) to authorize the construction and operation of a 
wagon-road across the Pike’s Peak reservation, in theState of Colorado; 

A bill (S. 3364) to provide for an American register for the steamer 
Saginaw, of New York; and 

A bill (S. 3475) granting the use of certain lands in Pierce County, 
Aenea dais Territory, to the city of Tacoma for the purpose of a public 
park, 

FORT WALLACE MILITARY RESERVATION. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I submit a conference report at the earnest request 
of a member of the conference committee who wishes to be absent, 
but with the understanding with the gentleman from Illinois that if - 
it occupies any time I will withdraw it. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The report will be read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


The committee of conference on the her, gevag- | votes of the two Houses on 
the amendments of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 8310) to provide for the disposi- 
tion of the Fort Wallace military reservation in Kansas, having met, after full 
and free conference have agreed to recommend end do recommend to their 
tive Houses as follows: 
hat the Senate recede from its amendments numbered 2, 8, 4, and 5. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the Senate 
numbered 1, and agree to thesame with an amendment as follows: In lieu of 
the matter stricken out by said Senate amendment insert: 

“Src. 2, That the Union Pacific Railroad Company is hereby granted the pref- 
erence right for the period of three months after the appraisement herein pro- 
vided for, to purchase the southeast quarter of the southeast quarter of section 
24, township 13 south, range 39 west, in fractional blocks 44, 49, 50, 51, 36, and 
48, according to the town plat of the city of Wallace, the same being now occu- 
pied by said railroad company for depot and other purposes, at $30 per acre.” 

And the Senate agree to the same. 

WILLIAM S. HOLMAN, 
J. E. WASHINGTON, 
E. J. TURNER, 
Managers on the part of the House, 
P. B. PLUMB, 
H, M. TELLER, 
JAMES H. BERRY, 
z Managers on the part of the Senate, 

The managers on the part of the House submit the following report: 

The rs on the part of the House of the conference on the disagreein 
votes of the two Houses on the bill (H. R. 8310) to provide for the disposal o 
the Fort Wallace military reservation in Kansas submit the following written 
statement in explanation of the effect of the action on the Senate amendments 
recommended by the conference committee : 

The bill as it passed the House extended to the Union Pacific Railroad Com- 
pany the preference right for a period of three months to purchase certain of 
the lands within the city of Wallace, Kans., now occupied by said railroad com- 
pany for depot and other purposes, at such price as might be fixed, without 
reference to the improvements thereon, by the Secretary of the Interior and at 
not less than $2.50 per acre. As agreed upon by the committee of conference, 
the said railroad company is granied the right to purchase the land mentioned 
at the price of $30 per acre, and no discretion is given to the Secretary of the In- 
terior to charge a greater or less price for the land. 

_ WM. S. HOLMAN, 
J. E. WASHINGTON, 
E. J. TURNER, ; 
Managers on the part of the House. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I think a statement can be made briefer than the 
report. Itis simply this: The Union Pacific Railroad, or the Kansas 
branch of it, passes over what is known as the Fort Wallace reserva- 
tion. The railroad company had established its machine-shops and 
depots on the reservation and was occupying about 40 acres of land. 
The bill in its general scope provides for the disposition of part of the 
reservation to be sold under the homestead law. The House provided 
that the land occupied by the Union Pacific Railroad might be sold at 
a price to be determined by the Secretary of the Interior, at not less 
than $2.50 an acre. The Senate struck out that provision, and that 
left this 40 acres in the position of not having the price determined. 
In a conference it has been agreed that as to that 40 acres, instead of 
the price being determined by the Secretary of the Interior, it shall be 
fixed at $30 an acre. I am not entirely satisfied with the conclusion 
arrived at, but I feel that after the conference we have had the report 
should be adopted. 

The report of the conference committee was adopted. 

Mr. HOLMAN moved to reconsider the vote by which the report of 
the conference committee was adopted; and also moved that the mo- 
tion to reconsider lie on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. ‘ 

OKLAHOMA TERRITORY. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I move that the House now resolve itself into the 
Committee of the Whole for the consideration of the Oklahoma bill. 

The motion was a to; and the House accordingly went into 
Committee of the Whole on the state of the Union, Mr. DOCKERY in 
the chair. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Mississippi [Mr. HooKER] 
and the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. SPRINGER] will take their places 
as tellers and resunie the count. 

The committee again divided; and the tellers reported—ayes 18, 


noes 60. 
Mr. SPRINGER. Iask the gentleman from Mississippi [Mr. HOOKER) 
to withdraw the point of no quorum. 
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Mr. HOOKER. Regular order, Mr. Chairman. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Then I ask that the roll be called. 

ee ee WA cee ana the following members failed to answer to 
their names: 


Allen, Mass. Dingley, Kerr, Reed, 
‘Arnold, Dougherty, Ketcham, Robertson, 
Bankhead, 3 Laidlaw, Rockwell, 

= Finley, Landes, Rowell, 
Belden, her, Lawler, Russell, Mass. 
Belmont, itch, Long, Rusk, 

Flood, Macdonald, Seymour, 
Blanchard, Foran, Maffett, Sh 

man, Ford, Maish, Simmons. 
Boutelle, Gaines, Martin, Sowden, 
Bowden, Gay, Matson, Spinola, 
Brown, Ohio Gibson, McAdoo, Spooner, 

Glover, McCormick, Stephenson, 
Buckalew, Granger, McKinley, Stewart, Tex. 
Burrows, Greenman, McKinney, Stewart, Vt. 
Butterworth, Grosvenor, ‘oMillin, Y, 
Campbell, Ohio Grout, McRae, Taylor, E. B., Ohio 
Campbell, T.J., N.Y.Hare, McShane, lor, J. D., Ohio 
Gandia, Hatch, Merriman, ‘Thomas, Ky. 
Catchings, Hayden, Milliken, ‘Thomas, Il. 
Clark.” Henphit, Monten Tillmen. 
emp ontgomery, 4 
b Hermann, Moore, ‘Turner, Ga, 
Hires, Morrill, Wade, 
Cooper, a Morse, ‘Weber, 
Cox, Hopkins, Til. Norwood West, 
Crain, Hopkins, N.Y. O'Donnell, White, N. Y. 
Culberson, Houk, "Neill, Whiting, Mich. 
Catcheon, Hovey, Owen, Whiting, 

n, oward, Peel, WwW 
Darlington, Hudd, Pidcock, Wilber, 
Rein Sesano Pan WES 

vi o! f ey, nson, 
Davidson, Fia, Jones, Randall, Wilson, W. Va. 
De Lano, Rayner, Wood! 


The committee rose; and Mr. Crisp having taking the chair as 
Speaker pro tempore, Mr. DOCKERY reported that the Committee of the 
Whole House on the state of the Union, having found itself without a 
quorum, had caused the roll to be called, and had instructed him to re- 
port to the House the names of the absentees. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. One hundred and eighty-three mem- 
bers have answered to their names—more than a quorum; and the 
committee will, under the rule, resume its session without any busi- 
ness being transacted in the House. 

The committee resumed its session, Mr. DocKERY in the chair. 

The CHAIRMAN. The tellers will resume their places. On the 
amendment offered by the gentleman from New York [ Mr. BAKER] 18 
gentlemen have voted in the affirmative and 60 in the negative. All 
members who have nof voted will pass between the tellers. 

After completing the count, the tellers reported—ayes 36, noes 127. 

The CHAIRMAN (Mr. BURNESİin the chair). The noes have it, and 
the motion is rej 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Strike out the words “in legal manner to the commission provided for in this 
act” and insert “by the consent of said Cherokee tribe of Indians, which shall 
be first obtained by a commission to be appointed by the President of the United 
States, and said commission shall have reported that said-consent of said Cher- 
okee tribe of Indians has been obtained.” 

Mr. HOOKER. I would add to my amendment— 
and any other tribes having interest there. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I desire to ask my friend to withhold his amend- 
ment until we reach the eleventh section of the bill, where the Presi- 
dent is authorized to appoint this commission. It is impossible to have 
everything in one section. I will read the section: 

Sec, 11. That the President of the United States is hereby authorized and di- 


necessary to accom 
the President for his 
of said commission 
Sry Lad vantage EAEL tata DOV te int a secretaxy, who shali 
ery, and postage. ey ve power poi a > Ww! re- 
ceive a compensation of $% per day, and such alip 

as he may actually incur. 


Mr. BAKER, of New York. -It should be adopted, especially as you 
recognize that the Creeks and Seminoles have an interest in this land. 

Mr. SPRINGER. If he wants to make an amendment in this re- 
spect, I would ask the gentleman to withhold his motion untilit can 
be brought in at the right place. I want to get this bill so that if it 
pass it will read in consecutive order and the subjects will be in their 

sections. 

Mr. HOOKER. I think this is the appropriate place for this amend- 
ment. We have other amendments which will be offered in the section 
to which the gentleman has just referred. 


Mr. SPRINGER. Lettheclause beread asit will appear if amended. | 


The Clerk read as follows: 


That whenever the Cherokee tribe of Indians shall signify their assent tothe 
provisions of this section by the consent of said Cherokee tribe of Indians or 


any other tribe or tribes having an interest therein, which shall be first 
by a commissi 


ion to be appointed by the President of the United States,and 


when said commission shall have reported that said consent of said Cherokee 
tribe of Indians or any other tribe or tribes Serine interest therein shall be ob- 


tained and the President has issued his p: on, etc, 


Mr. HOOKER. I offered this amendment prior to the amendment 
which was offered by my friend from New York [Mr. BAKER] to an- 
other part of the bill, and I gave way for its consideration as it came 
first in order in the bill. 

Now, it will be observed, Mr. Chairman, that section 6 of the bill 
provides, as it reads without amendment— 

That whenever the Cherokee tribe of Indians shall signify their assent to the 
provisions of this section in legal manner. 

There is nothing to say what the manner shall be. There is no pro- 
vision to say how that consent shall be expressed, and if it is indeed 
and in truth an honest expression of opinion on the part of these Indians 
whether they desire the construction of a Territorial government over 
the land which belongs to them under the most solemn treaties of the 
Government, then I say it ought to be obtained before there is any 
effort to create that Territory. 

In other words, as I understand the operation of the bill as proposed 
by the Committee on Territories, we are to go on and organize this 
Territory, and it virtually provides that this Territorial organization 
shall be operative over only the lands of those Indians who shall as- 
sent to it; so that at all times the non-assent of any Indian tribe may 
vary the boundary of the Territory and make it different from what it 
was. If gentlemen will look at the map which this Committee on 
Territories have prepared for the purpose of showing what proportion 
of the Indian Territory they propose to embrace in Oklahoma, they 
will observe that the dark part represents the portion of the Territory 
occupied by the five semi-civilized tribes, and the white part the lands 
now known as this Oklahoma Territory. It contains within its bor- 
ders about one-half of the Indian Territory which was conceded by the 
Government of the United States to the five semi-civilized tribes to be 
theirs forever. The patents and treaties of the Government make it 
theirs, 

Now, this bill proposes to take, I should judge, about one-half of 
this Indian Territory and constitute it into a Territory of the United 
States, with a regular Territorial government, and then, under subse- 
quent provisions of the bill, a commission is to be appointed for the 
purpose of getting the assent of the various Indians who by the con- 
sent of the semi-civilized tribes have been settled as friendly Indians 
in their territory, among whom will be found the Cheyennes, the Arap- 
ahoes, the Wichitas, the Kiowas, the Comanches, the Uncas, the Iowas, 
the Chippewas, and various other tribes. These Indians are all settled 
upon this territory which it is now proposed to constitute a Territory 
of the United States, embracing, as it does, what is known as the 
Cherokee Outlet, which constitutes a very large proportion of this pro- 
posed territory. I say, therefore, that it is proper that the consent of 
these Indians should be had in the first place, and if the men who want 
to make a United States Territory out of these Indian lands are honest 
and earnest in their assertion that it is to be done with the assent of 
the Indians, then I say the obtaining of that assent ought to be pre- 

imi to the organization of the new Territory. » 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman from Mississippi has 
expired. The question is on the adoption of the amendment. 

Mr. SPRING I rise to oppose the amendment. I understand 
the gentleman’s point in favor of this proposition is that he desires all 
of Indians in the Indian Territory to be consulted and their con- 
sent obtained before this Territorial government can be established. 
Is that correct? : 

Mr. HOOKER. Yes, sir. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Now, there are five civilized tribes in that Ter- 
ritory, and probably ten or fifteen other tribes living in various parts 
of it. The gentleman desires that we shall consult all of the Indians 
in the Territory. Of those other tribes one has only ninety-two mem- 
bers and another eighty-nine. They are living in remote parts of the 
Territory, and are not affected in any way by the claim of title to these 


It seems to me very unreasonable, and itis a thing that has never 
been done heretofore. When we acquired titles to the lands of the In- 
dians in Kansas each tribe consented for itself; and it was so in Missis- 
sippi and in Georgia. These very Cherokees themselves agreed to re- 
linguish their rights in Georgia and in Mississippi, and no other In- 
dian tribes were consulted about it. This past winter we passed a bill 
allowing the Sioux Indians in Minnesota to relinquish a portion of 
their lands, 11,000,000 acres, and nobody claimed that their rights 
would be imperiled unless the bill contained a provision requiring all 
the other Indians in Minnesota, or in the whole Northwest to be con- 
sulted. 


Mr. HOLMAN. But all the Indians on that reservation were con- 
sulted. 

Mr. SPRINGER. All that owned the reservation were consulted, 
and thereis thesame requirement here. Now, if you adopt this amend- 
ment it will simply enable other tribes of Indians that have no real 
interest in these lands to come to the Government and levy blackmail 
and demand that they shall be paid something before these Indians 
shall be allowed to relinquish the lands which they own and in which 
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the others have no right whatever. If the gentleman wants to protect 
the rights of the Indians why not let the Cherokees attend to their own 
business, and let the Seminoles attend to their business, and settle it 
inalegal way? And by ‘‘a legal way” I mean this: They have their 
Legislature and their Council, which the himself has ex- 
tolled in the highest terms, and why not allow them to determine the 
manner in which the assent of these Indians shall be given? It is 
Democratic to allow the Cherokee Nation to say for itself in what man- 
ner it shall dispose of its lands to the Government. It can sell to no 
other purchaser. ) 

Mr. BAKER, of New York. Mr. Chairman, the remark of the gen- 
tleman from Illinois [Mr. SPRINGER] that this would make it pos- 
sible for some other tribe or tribes to levy blackmail upon the Govern- 
ment seems to me hardly justified, for the reason that before those 
tribes can have a status before the commissfon they must establish the 
fact that they have an interest—not merely that they claim an inter- 
“ eet yr cone Ane recognized the fact that the Creeks and 

Again, Congress has y i e an 
Seminoles have an interest in this land, for by the act.of March 3, 1885, 
it was provided— 


be reported to Congress, 


Mr. WARNER. Is there anything in the law just read by the gen- 
tleman which requires one tribe to consent for another, or which con- 
templates that each tribe can not consent for itself? 

Mr. BAKER, of New York. The law expressly recognizes the fact 
that these Indians are interested —— 

Mr. WARNER. Willthe gentleman answer my question? Is there 
a word or a syllable in the law which the gentleman has read that re- 

. quires the consent of one tribe to be dependent upon that of another? 

Mr. BAKER, of New York. This is a quotation from the act of 
1885—— 

Mr. WARNER. Will the gentleman answer that question ? 

Mr. BAKER, of New York. I will answer it. I have read from 
the act of 1885, providing for the appointment of a commission by the 
President of the United States to treat with these Indians; and that 
act izes that these Indians have an interest— 

Mr. WARNER. A joint interest in each piece of land? 

Mr. BAKER, of New York. Whatever the interest may be—— 

Mr. WARNER. I ask the gentleman to treat this question as a law- 
yer. Let him read the law and answer whether there is a word in it 
which makes the consent of one tribe dependent upon the consent of 
another. 

Mr. BAKER, of New York. It recegnizes the fact that under the 
treaty referred to these Indians have an interest in this Territory, and 
that interest, as specified in the treaties, consists in the right to object 
to the Governm@nt of the United States throwing around those lands 
a State or Territorial form of government, 

Now, the amendment suggested by my friend from Mississippi pro- 
poses to recognize what has already been recognized by the Congress of 
the United States in its treatment of these Indians. 

Mr.WARNER. Mr. Chairman, I submit that the amendment offered 
by the gentleman from Mississippi goes to this extent: that although 
the Cherokees may consent, although the Creeks and Seminoles may 
consent, although the Chickasaws and Choctaws and every tribe or 
band of Indians interested in the proposed Territory of Oklahoma may 
consent, but if a band of 92 Indians should fail to give its consent, the 
proceedings under the commission, although all other tribes consented, 
would be nullified. That is the effect of the amendment, stri; of 
all verbiage. It assumes that each tribe has a joint interest with all 
the other tribes. I say that the treaties were made with each tribe 
separately. There is not a word or a line in any treaty making the 

i tion of land by one tribe subject to the consentof any other tribe 
or band, In the law read by the gentleman [Mr. BAKER], although 
several tribes are mentioned to be treated with, there is no intimation 
that the consent of the Cherokees should depend upon that of the 
Choctaws or that of any other tribe named. 

This bill simply provides that the Cherokees, who have an interest 
in this outlet (and what may be the interest of the Cherokees it is un- 
necessary at this time to discuss), shall have a right to dispose of that 
interest in the same way as they had a right to dispose of the 800,000 
acres that they sold to Mr. Joy. So with the Creeks and Seminoles; 
the bill assumes that they have a right to dispose of their lands with- 
out the interference or consent of the Cherokees. 

Mr. Chairman, we have heard some talk of ration influence in 
this matter. Iam not here to ery out ‘‘robber’’ against the cattle 
syndicates or any such organization; but itis a fact that a syndicate 
does occupy a domain equal in area to the State of Massachusetts, and 
it occupies it comparatively without money and without price, with- 
out the payment of a cent of taxation upon any property there. Ifthe 
amendment of the gentleman from Mississippi should be adopted, that 


syndicate will have an interest in encouraging these small bands of 
Indi by argumentor by something more persuasive than argument, 
to stand oub against any proposition which may be made by the com- 
mission or any terms which may be acceded to by the other tribes, how- 
ever just. Theamendment will simply have the effect of blocking the 
way to the opening of this territory. It is a measure the effect of 
which—I will not say it is so intended—will be directly in the interest 
of the men who say that this territory shall not be opened to actual 
settlers, whatever consent may be obtained from the Cherokees, the Choc- 
taws, the Chickasaws, or other tribes. This amendment isin the same 
line as other amendments presented in the early stage of this discus- 
sion. 

Mr. PERKINS. When the Government of the United States was 
negotiating with the Cherokees to open the Cherokee Strip to settlement 
to other Indians.and freedmen, was it found necessary to negotiate with 
other Indians located there to get their consent before that could be 
done? 

Mr. WARNER. No, sir. There has been something said about the 
Cherokees and Chickasaws in reference to the southern portion of what 
is now called the Territory of Oklahoma, which was in the first place 
leased by those tribes to the General Government? In 1866 they ceded 
that land for an additional compensation of $300,000. The money was 
paid to them for the land by the United States without any condition 
as to the settlement of friendly Indians, freedmen, or anybody else upon 
it. It was ceded without condition to the United States. The consent 
of the Cherokees, Creeks, Seminoles, or any other Indians was never 
asked,nor was there ever an intimation that their consent was necessary 
to the validity of the cession. And so it was in regard to Oklahoma. 
When the Creeks and Seminoles were treated with, what was their 
opinion as to Oklahoma Territory? It was not suggested other Indians 

uld be settled there or that the Government should negotiate with 
other Indians to get their consent to the cession, 

[Here the hammer fell. ] 

Mr. BARNES. I move to strike out the last word. I do not ie 
pose to make a speech; I propose merely to read the opinion of Carl 
Schurz, Secretary of the Interior, in response to what has just fallen 
from the gentleman from Missouri [Mr. WARNER]. Speaking about 
this very cession he says: 

The title juired by the Government by the treaties of 1866 was secured in 
pursuance and furtherance of the same rare of Indian settlement which is 
the foundation of the original scheme. That purpose was the removal of In- 
dian tribes from the limits of the poli State,and Territorial organizations, 
and their permanent location upon other lands sufficient for the needs of each 


tribe. These lands being ample in area for the purpose, it has become a settled 
poli $6 lncate othar tribes NUUO 


hese words must be held to create a trust equivalent to 
what would have been imposed had the language been “for the a rane of lo- 
cating Indians and freedmen thereon.” The lands ceded by the Choctaws and 
Chickasaws were by article 9 of the treaty of June 22, 1 leased to the United 
* * * forthe permanent settlement of the Wichita and such other 

tribes or bands of Indians as the Government may desire to locate thereon, 

I call attention to these words: 

For the permanent settlement of the Wichita and such other tribes or bands 
of Indians as the Government may desire to locate thereon. 

He continues: 


The treaty of 1866 substituted a direct purchase for the lease, but did not ex- 
tinguish or alter the trust. $ 


It could not do so, because the lease which was made in 1855 was 
made for permanent and not for temporary settlement. 
Mr. WARNER. Let me ask the gentleman a question as a lawyer. 
I lease from him a house, occupying it for a certain purpose—— 
Mr. BARNES. That is not it. 
Mr. WARNER. Let me ask the gentleman a question as a lawyer. 
I lease from him a house for ten years for a certain purpose; and before 
the expiration ofthe time for which the lease runs he makes me a war- 
ranty deed without any condition, can not I oceupy it for whatever 
purpose I may see fit? 
Mr. BARNES. That is not this case. 
Mr. WARNER, Itis just this case. 
Mr. BARNES. Itis not this case, because in the treaty of 1855— 
I came, Mr. Chairman, very nearly saying may it please your honor, 
under the suggestion of the gentleman, as if we were making a legal 
argument—but under the treaty of 1855, when the lease was made, it was 
understood that it was made for the purpose of securing'a permanent 
home, and not fora temporary purpose. In fact,itwas notalease, The 
treaty of 1866 merely converts the term ‘‘lease’’ into ‘“‘purchase.”? It 
could not change the character of the home provided for the tribe lo- 
cated thereon from a permanent home. So Carl Schurz, Secretary of 
the Interior, in passing on this question, says: 
The treaty of 1866 substituted a direct purchase for the lease, but did not ex- 
tinguish or alter the trust. 
Mr. WARNER. The gentleman says the Secretary of the Interior 
says it was a lease. 
Mr. BARNES. No, I do not say so. 
Mr. WARNER. How was it then; was it a purchase or a lease? 
Mr. BARNES. The Secretary of the Interior said that ‘‘the treaty 
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of 1866 substituted a direct purchase for the lease, but did not extin- 


gon or alter the trust.’ That is the opinion of the Secretary of the 
terior, Carl Shurz, and that has been the ruling and construction of 
the Government ever since the treaty of 1866 wasmade. The relation 
which existed between the Choctawsand Chickasaws of the one part and 
the United States Government of the other part under the treaty of 
1855 was the relation of lessor and lessee. The relation which existed 
between the same parties under the treaty of 1866 was vendor and ven- 
dee, but whether the Government held as lessee or vendee, it never- 
theless held these lands as a trustee—holding the same as a permanent 
home for the Wichitas and such other tribes or bands of Indians as the 
Government might desire to locate thereon. The lease became a deed, 
but the trust remained the same under the deed which it was under 
the lease. I repeat, then, in the language of the Secretary, that while 
the treaty substituted a direct purchase for the lease, it did not extin- 
guish or alter the trust. The ruling of the Department of the Inte- 
rior has always been in conformity with this opinion. 

Mr. HOOKER, Mr. Chairman, I rise to reply to what has been said 
by the gentleman on the other side as to the purpose of this amend- 


ment. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I should like first that consent should be given to 
limit debate upon this section. 

Mr. HOOKER. I shall object to that at present. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I hope the gentleman will not object. We have 
been on it fora long time. How much time does the gentleman want? 

Mr. HOOKER. I shall confine myself to the five-minute rule. 

Mr. SPRINGER. By that rule the debate is already exhausted. 

The CHAIRMAN. ‘The Chair will recognize the gentleman from 
Mississippi for five minutes. 

Mr. HOOKER. The wordsI propose to strike out in the original bill 
of the committee are the words ‘‘in legal manner to the commission 
provided for in this act,” which are found in the second and third lines 
of section 6, and insert instead of them the words: 

By the consent of said Cherokee tribe of Indians, or any other tribe or tribes 
having an interest therein, which shall be first obtained by a commission ap- 

inted by the President of the United States; and when said commission shall 

ve reported that said consent of said Cherokee tribe of Indians, or any other 
tribe or tribes having an interest, has been obtained, ete, d 

Those words I propose to insert in place of the vague, uncertain, in- 
definite, and if I may be permitted to so designate them, inaccurate 
terms employed in the bill. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Allow me a moment, 

Mr. HOOKER. Not now. 

But the gentleman on the other side, the gentleman from Missouri 
[Mr. WARNER] certainly leaves out of view in the discussion of the 
amendment I have offered the very gravamen of the amendment itself, 
as well as the object it has in contemplation, for even your own bill, 
gentlemen, proposes to obtain the consent of every Indian tribe. 

Mr. WARNER. Certainly. 

Mr. SPRINGER. That is all that is required. 

Mr. HOOKER. And he says that one tribe can not consent for an- 
other. 

Now, I say it is a violation of the treaty stipulations with these tribes 
to undertake to enact this legislation, because you make a Territory of 
lands contiguous to the five civilized tribes, and you do it without 
their consent at all, and yet according to your own admissions they 
have an interest. But taking the view of those gentlemen supporting 
the bill, and those who have reported it, that it is essential to get the 
consent of each tribe to be affected by this provision, you can notavoid 
the effect of your own bill in this respect, that each tribe must consent 
for itself, and that you must have the consent ofall of them, for every 
foot of land in the Indian Territory that you propose to place in this 
Territory of Oklahoma is subject to the provisions of the treaties in 
which they are interested, and since the Cherokees own this outlet, 
necessarily you must get their consent. Hence, before you go to the 
extent of creating the Territorial form of government there, over this 
Territory, with all of the machinery and appliances belonging toa Ter- 
ritory of the United States, you should appoint a commission first to 
obtain the consent of the Indians interested in this matter, and your 
own bill shows that you intend to do that if you are in earnestin your 
assertions. The difference is that I hold this assent should be obtained 
first. You claim that it may be obtained afterwards. 

My proposition is that the President of the United States shall be 
authorized, Ahrough the commission pro to be appointed, to ob- 
tain this consent in advance. Let the Indians assent to the proposition 
first to establish this Territory. Primarily and necessarily you must 
obtain their consent to it, 

Mr. SPRINGER. Let me interrupt the gentleman to ask a ques- 
tion. 

Mr. HOOKER. Certainly. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Do you say that we must get the consent of the 
five tribes before this can be done? 

Mr. HOOKER. Before you can organize a Territory ? 

Mr. SPRINGER. Yes; before we can establish a Territory west of 
them on lands they do not own ? 

Mr. HOOKER. Yes, sir; I do. I say that you are violating the 
spirit of the treaty when you undertake to establish a Territory there, 


without their consent, over any portion of this land which, under the 
policy of the Government, has been, since the very first of these treaties 
with the Indians, set apart to be known as the Indian Territory and to 
be exclusively used for that purpose. 

There is no foot of land in your proposed Territory of Oklahoma, ex- 
cept a little part of this Public Land Strip, a small parallelogram up 
here, shown on this map, containing 3,672,640 acres of land, but that 
belongs to the Indians under these treaties; and I insist that of the 
lands belonging to the Indian Territery which was to be theirs forever 
and which was granted to them expressly by the terms of the treaties, 
you have no right to take possession and undertake to form a separate 
organization over it in the shape of a Territorial government without 
the consent of the Indians themselves. I say that they have not re- 
linquished an interest in the Territory because they have settled act- 
ually only that portion of the Territory which is covered on this map 
by the dark lines; and the mere fact that they have not occupied the 
entire Territory is not a forfeiture under any conditions of the treaties 
of their interest in the balance of the Territory. All of that land re- 
mains to them, and they can not be divested of it without their own 
consent, All of it remains subject to the condition to have settled on 
it by the Government only friendly tribes, and even then by the con- 
sent of the five civilized tribes. If your bill means what you elaim it 
does, and what it appears on its face to mean, you have got to get their 
consent. s 

My amendment is, as I have already said, that this assent shall be 
first obtained in advance of any action on the part of Congress forming 
a Territorial government over this land; that the Indians shall be con- 
sulted; that their consent shall be obtained before their lands can be 
organized into a Territory of the United States. In contradistinction 
to that amendment we have the bill of this committee which proposes 
to take possession of these lands, which by the solemn policy of this 
Government in all of its treaties from 1793 to 1886 say was intended 
to be devoted exclusively to the settlement of Indians and to the ex- 
clusion of white men. That is the main object of my amendment, that 
the assent of the Indians shall be obtained before you undertake to or- 
ganize this Territory. 

[Here the hammer fell. 

The CHAIRMAN. Debate is exhausted. The Chair will assume 
the pro forma amendment to be withdrawn. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I renew it for the purpose of making a few sug- 
gestions in response to what the gentleman from Mississippi has said. 

I wish to ask the gentleman a question. Whether the gentleman 
says this as I understand him, that we can not organize a Territory ot 
this Government over these lands without the consent of the Indians? 

Mr. HOOKER. You mean with regard to this Oklahoma Territory? 

Mr. SPRINGER. Yes, sir. 

Mr. HOOKER. Why, you say so yourself. It is in your own bill. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I have reference now to the right of the Govern- 
ment to organize a Territory over the five civilized tribes. 

Mr. HOOKER. You ought to have the consent of these tribes be- 
fore doing it. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Has not my friend himself favdred the organiza- 
tion of a Territory there without the consent of the tribes? 

Mr. HOOKER. No, sir. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I say the gentleman has, and beg his pardon for 
so flatly contradicting him. 

Mr. HOOKER. I think the gentleman is in error. I am in favor, 
if you make it a Territory at all, of making itan Indian Territory, with 
representation here on this floor. But I dosay that you have no right, 
in view of our treaties with these Indians, to take possession of their 
lands without obtaining their consent. ; 

Mr. SPRINGER. We can organize an Indian Territory over the 
whole of it without their consent. 

Mr. HOOKER. Oh, no; not except in violation ot your pledges. 
ane SPRINGER. ‘The gentleman himself has favored a bill to that 

ect. 

Mr. HOOKER. I beg the gentleman’s pardon; I never did. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I think I can show the gentleman that my as- 
sertion is correct. 

Mr. HOOKER, I think the gentleman will find some difficulty in 
doing that. 

Mr. SPRINGER. [I hold in my hand a bill which was introduced 
in the Forty-fourth Congress, and which was reported unanimously 
from the Committee on Indian Affairs by the gentleman from Arkansas, 
Mr. Wilshire, then a member of Congress. 

Mr. HOOKER. What is the bill? 

Mr. SPRINGER. It provides for organizing the Indian Territory. 
and says: . 

The Indian country west of Missouri and Arkansas, bounded on the east by 
the lines of those States, on the south by that of Texas, and on the north by 


that of Kansas, and on the west by that of Texas, ete., shall be and is hereby 
erected into a province to bear the name of the *‘ Province of Oklahoma.” 


At that time the gentleman and his committee, for he was then a 
member of that committee, did not undertake to call it a Territory; 
but it provides a Territorial government for the whole of the Indian 
Territory without the consent of the tribes; and here is a report unani- 
mously submitted from that committee in favor of that organization. 
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Mr. HOOKER. Read it. j 

Mr, SPRINGER, The report goes on, after describing the Territory 
which it is proposed to create, to explain the reasons for the use of the 
word ‘‘ Province,” and gives an apology in the report for using that 
word instead of ‘‘ Territory,’’ by stating that the Indians had a prej- 
udice against the word ‘‘ Territory,” being under the impression that 
it would give some sort of control over them that they were unwilling 
to have exercised, and hence it was called a ‘‘ Province.’’ In this con- 
nection the report goes on to say: 

This just pride, this high and honorable sentiment, is respected by the bill 
which we submit, and its provisions in no degree diminish or affect the nation- 
ality of the civilized tribes; and respecting even their prejudice against the 
word “ Territory,” which seems to them to contain a menace, and against in- 
corporation whereunto they deem themselves guarantied by treaties, we pro- 
pose to call the Poua organism contemplated by the bill, as the Romans 
called Gaul and Britain, ‘‘ Provinces,” 

{Laughter and applause. ] 

And the gentleman from Mississippi, a member then of the Commit- 
tee on Indian Affairs, assented to that report. Not only that; but in 
the latter session of that Congress the gentleman assented to another 
report on a bill which proposed to organize a Territorial government for 
that Territory under the name of the Territory of Oklahoma. 

Mr. PAYSON. Is not that barred by the statute of limitations? 
[Laughter. } 

Mr. SPRINGER. This is a bill to organize the ‘Territory’ of 
Oklahoma. Itdoes not stop ata ‘‘ province,’”’ butit ‘‘ goes the whole 
hog,” and proposes to organize a ‘‘Territory,’’ with a governor, three 
judges, and all the usual officials, to be appointed by the President of 
the United States. That Territorial government was tobe put in oper- 
ation without asking the consent of any tribe in the whole Territory; 
and I have here the bill reported from the Committee on Territories 
at the last session of that Congress, to which the gentleman gave his 
assent. Does he deny that? 

Mr. HOOKER. I will reply to the gentleman. 

Mr. WARNER. I think something has been said during this dis- 
cussion to the effect that the breaking up of the tribal relation is a 
violation of treaty obligations. Now, every one of these reports says 
that the only salvation of the Indians is the breaking up of the tribal 
relation, and the allotment of lands to them in severalty. 

Mr. SPRINGER. One of the provisions of this bill gives each tribe 
the right to dispose of its own lands without consulting anybody else. 
There was a report submitted on this subject in that Congress which 
was written by a very distinguished gentleman, Professor Seelye, who 
was a member of the Forty-fourth Congress, and also a member of 
the Committee on Indian Affairs, I havein my possession a copy of the 
report written by that distinguished gentleman and eminent philan- 
thropist, and submitted to this House in favor of the organization of 
the Territory of Oklahoma, and it contained no proposition to ask the 
assent of ahybody. To that report, which I will have printed with 
my remarks, the gentleman from Mississippi [Mr. HOOKER] gave his 
consent. Am I correct in that statement? 

Mr. HOOKER. We will see about that when we get there. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Yes, we will see about it, 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. 
SPRINGER] has expired. 

Mr. HOOKER. Mr. Chairman, I desire to say that the gentleman 
from Illinois [Mr. SPRINGER], when he looked at this report, if he 
had read the whole of it, would have found that the bill to which it 
relates proposed to organize a Territorial government for those Indians 
because they were civilized and capable of conducting and on 
a civilized government. Why, sir, there is not a treaty made with the 
Indians that does not provide that they shall have the right to a Ter- 
ritorial government for themselves whenever they want it, and it was 
not in opposition to the views of these Indians, but with their consent 
“ree because they desired it, that any proposition of that sort was made 

ere. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I beg the gentleman’spardon. They sent a peti- 
tion to the next Congress remonstrating in the most earnest and sol- 
emn terms against the proposition. 

Mr. HOOKER. On the contrary, sir, if will be found by the very 
terms of the report itself that it proposed to create these lands into a 
Territory for those Indians because they were in a civilized condition. 
I beg to call attention to some portions of the report which the gen- 
tleman from Illinois did not read, 

Mr. SPRINGER. I did not read it at all, but I will print it. 

Mr. HOOKER. No; you referred to it and endeavored to create the 
impression that there was an attempt to set up a government over these 
Indians against their objection and remonstrance. 

I read from the report: 

The Cherokees, Creeks. Seminoles, Choctaws, and Chickasaws are neither 
nomads, barbarians, nor pagans. They are civilized and Christian peoples, liy- 
ing under settled government and laws wisely adapted to their simple needs, 
They are peaceful, law-abiding, orderly,and moral, freer of vice or crime than 
almost any other people in the world. They have been more than forty years 
neighbors of the ple of Arkansas and Missouri, and in all that time the laws 
of good neighborhood have not been broken on either side, nor has the power 
oe nited States ever had to be called upon to keep the peace upon that 

The men of these five tribes are agriculturists, having comfortable homes 


and farms, and largely engaged in raising cattle. The Cherokees, Choctaws, 
and Chickasaws have written constitutions of government, laws printed in their 
own and the English language, Legislatures, each composed of an upper and 
lower house, and county, circuit, and supreme courts of justice. The Creeks 
and the Seminoles have departed Icss from their ancient form of government; 
but they are well and wisely governed by lawmakers and elective chiefs. 

The most striking tharacteristics of these people are truthfulness, strict fidel- 
ity to their promises, and singular honesty. They never betray a trust or break 
a promise. They have never, in even the slightest matter, violated a treaty; 
it needs no oath to make it sure that their testimony shall be true; and they 
have not yet learned how to cheat their creditors by dulent devices. 

By the report of the Board of Indian Commissioners for 1872 and the tablesof 
comparative statistics therein given it was shown that in population, number 
of acres cultivated, products, wealth, valuation, and school statistics the Indian 
Territory was equal to any one of the organized Territories of the United States, 
and far ahead of most of them. It has smaller area than any other and a 
larger population than any ee Utah and New Mexico. Ithas moreacres 
ofland under cultivation than Washington, over one-third more than Utah, 
and twice as many as Colorado or Montana. 


The bill to which that report relates was a proposition to create a 
‘Territory within the Indian Territory for the Indians. The proposi- 
tion which is now submitted for a Territory to be called Oklahoma is 
upon its face a proposition to make it a white man’s Territory to the 
exclusion of the Indian. It was said by the gentleman from Iowa 
(Mr. WEAVER], in advocating this measure, that they wanted this 
Territory to be created not because they desired to preserve the Indians, 
not because they desired to preserve the Indian Territory in its integ- 
rity in their possession, but because they desired that white men should 
enter it and take possession of it—a very different proposition from that 
which was formerly submitted and to which the gentleman from Illi- 
nois has called attention. 

I insert here a copy of the bill referred to by the gentleman from 
Illinois, being H. R. 2823 of the first session Forty-fourth Congress, 


Mr. Wilshire, from the Committee on Indian Affuirs, reported the following 
bill asa substitute for the bill H. R. 1923: 

A bill to provide a government for the Indian Territory. 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Indian country west of Missouri and Arkansas, 
bounded on the east by the lines of these States, on the south by that of Texas, 
on the north by that of Kansas, and on the west by that of Texas, and its west- 
ern line from the initial monument prolonged north shall be, and is hereby, 
erected into a province, to bear the name of the Province of Oklahoma. 

Sec. 2. That from and after the passage of this act the title to their land, in 
the province aforesaid, of the Cherokees, Creeks, Choctaws, Seminoles, Chick- 
asaws, Sage. Peorias, Kaskaskins, Weas, Quapaws, Senecas, Shawnees, Sen- 
ecas and Shawnees, Ottawas, and Wyandots, shall be a fee-simple absolute, 
without possibility of reverter or escheat to the United States, and with power 
of sae free disposition and alienation and of partition and holding in sev- 
eralty in fee. 

Sec. 3. That all other rights of property of the tribes or individual Indians in 
the said province, and the laws, customs, and usages of ¢ tribe, and all its 
powers of domestic legislation, and the powersand jurisdiction of its courts and 
tribunals of justice, shall remain unaffected by this act, and the legislative and 
judicial power of each shall extend to ail persons being and residing in each, 
and to all corporations having franchises and property therein. 

Sec. 4. That the Cherokee, Choctaw, Creek, Seminole, and Chickasaw Na- 
tions shall be henceforward, in law, a body politic and corporate, and by such 
name shall have the right to act and contract, and may sue and be sued in the 
courts of the United States, and in the Court of Claims, and elsewhere assertand 
maintain any cause of action, right, claim, or demand for moneys due them by 
the United States, legal or equitable, by virtue of treaty, contract, or otherwise, 
and to be heard therein by counsel of their own choice; and for any cause of 
action, ex contractu or ex delicto, for use and occupation or waste, may sue in the 
circuit court of the United States for the State or district in which such corpora- 
tion has its domicil. 

Sec. 5. That the citizens of each of said nations shall have the like right to 
sue in the Court of Claims upon any just demand against the United States un- 
der treaty or act of Congress. 

Sec, 6. That there shall be a governor of the province of Oklahoma, appointed 
by the President, with the advice and consent of the Senate, and a provincial 
secretary in like manner appointed, each for the term of four years, revocable 
by the President at pleasure; and there shall be paid to the governor a salary 
of $3,000, and to the provincial secretary a salary of $2,000, cach payable quar- 
terly at the Treasury of the United States. 

Sec. 7. That there shall be a legislative council for the said province, to be 
styled the provincial council, whereof the Cherokee, Creek, and Choctaw Na- 
tions shall each have two councilors; the Seminole, Chickasaw, and Osage Na- 
tions one each; and the small tribes named in the second section of this act col- 
lectively one; each to be elected by the qualified voters of his nation, tribe, or 
tribes, and to hold his office for the term of four years from the lst day of Octo- 
ber nextafter his election: Provided, That all male citizens of any of said tribes 
or nations, over the age of twenty-one years, who ay have resided in such na- 
tion six months prior to any election held therein under this act, except idiots, 
lunatics, and persons convicted of a felony, shall be qualified voters at any elec- 
tion held under the provisions of this act, 

Sec. 8, That the members of the provincial council shall conyene at the seat 
of government of the province on the first Monday of October, 1876, and on the 
same day of every second year thereafter; and the governor shall appoint one 
of them to be the president of the council, who shal sppoint a secretary and a 
sergeant-at-arms; and the council shall be invested with the functions of a pro- 
vincial legislature, with power tolegislate in regard to all matters of intertribal 
and general interest nor interfering with the local legislation of each nation 
and tribe, nor contravening any law of the United States, and to enact laws pro- 
viding for the administration of the property of persons not citizens of cither of 
the nations named above dying in said province, or elsewhere, whensuch prop- 
erty is found in the province, and regulating whatever may concern the affa 
of the province at Š 

Sec. 9. That the provincial council shall be the exclusive judge of the elec- 
tions and qualifications of its own members. None ofitsenactments shall haye 
force of law without the approval of the governor. It shall not sit more than 
twenty days at any one time, and the governor may, by proclamation, convene 
it say time in special session. Its members shall be paid $5 per day forevery 
day while in session, and for every 35 miles trayel going and returning 
from and to their homes, The secretary shall be paid $5 for each day, and the 
se: nt-at-arms $3 for each day, while the provincial council is in session, out 
of the Treasury of the United States, u the certificate of the president of the 
council, approved by the governor, and through the marshal of the province. 

Sec. 10, t the seat o; vernment of the province shall be at Eufaula, in 
the Creek country, where the governor and secretary shall reside and the pro- 
vincial council shall hold its sessions, 
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Sec. 11. That the movies) a spanel may create 
Pn Sipe ne ga , but shall 
no provincial debt. t shall p | pass euch. 


peace and pe ardea anim and tribes, secure the hension 
and delivery of criminals and fugitives ‘trom justice, and ery nt debtors 
from rÀ State or elsewhere, rid the province of vagabonds and worthless and 


rate persons, and protect the general rights and interests of the people; 
but shall have no power ye levy taxes or impose excise or other duties or im- 
posts under any guise or pretense whatever. 

Sec, 12. That the governor shall have the whole executive power, and shall 
see pag are executed, everywhere in the province, the laws of the United 
States in force therein and the Jaws of the provincial council, and in each nation 
or tribe nik local and domestic laws, customs, a yay ep to which poet he shall 
have power, whenever it may be necessary, to aid upon the military 
foree of the United States, to act under the direction of the marshal or other 
officer appointed by the s aoezo, and in other ror t the governor and pro- 
vincial secretary shall have the powers and rm the duties, so far as may 
be consistent with the purposes o! governors and secretaries of 
state of any State of the Union. 

Sec. 13. That there shall be created for the said provinen s a provincial circuit 
court, to Ra sompaa ofa quet ees and two associate judges, citizens of the 


United a inted by the t, with the advice and consent of 
the Sareri ed for six years, and removable only by impeachmeni 
each of w om fag aas reside at the seat of government of the province, an 


receive a yok a $3,500 per annum, payable quarterly, out of the ry of 

the United States; a provincial attorney and da marshal of f the province, to be 

in like poe ng appointed, and removable at the pleasure of the er copog 

each of whom shall reside at the seat of government of the mir bbernad the sal 

ary of the attorney eo be $1,500 per annum, and the and compensation 
of the marshal shall be the same as that allowed the 

st New Mexico, 


Sec. 14. That the said provincial circuit court shall have the powers and juris- 
diction of both a district and circuit court of the United States, within and for 
the whole of said province, so far as the laws of the United States may be in 
wee therein, in civil. and © criminal matters, and in matters of seizure and ad- 
miralty pein, and to enforce the laws enacted by the provincial council. 
Sec. 15. That each of the nations above named d may as a body politic and cor- 
poe sue any persons, not its own citizens, in district court sitting as a 
upon any cause of action, legal or equitable, u contract or for 
tort ype have such sacezeeel, decree, and relief as of right it should have. 
the said court shall also have jurisdiction of civil suits at i or in ys yer 
by one of said nations inst another, or between citizens or a citizen of one 
of said — and a ei 


attach, although 
different from that of all or 
of one nation and one defen 
jurisdiction of say suit A an individual or individuals, or by a corporation, 
either of said nations, 
Sec, 16. That the said court shall also have jurisdiction of suits at law or in 
pe bac instituted by e ther of the cere nations or ipitie A or any of its citizen or 


osana nage any corporation not domiciled in but having 
or interests therein. Sea hetero of the said nations 

= ines a citizen or citizens of the United States or a corporation; but 

no corporation or citizen of the United States shall have ri, ‘he of action in said 

— against any citizen or citizens of said nations or on con- 

cre eg taps oiar Berar ye hese wie sen ob na fe this act: 

Provided, That the said court shall not have ju he passag whieh prt 
equity between individuals, or between a aye tee and an individual 


$500. 

Sno. 17. That the rules of practice and modes of procedure in the said 

urt, and the forms of writs and modes of summoning and compel Ine ai 

tendance of witnesses and jurors, shall be the same as in the circuit court of the 

United States for Missouri; and the fees of bailiff, witnesnea, and jurors shall be 

the same as in eran ree ‘with the same allowances for traveling expenses as 

are allowed by law therein. 

18. That the whole province of Oklahoma shall constitute one judicial 
divided into three judicial districts: the Cherokee consist- 
of all the province lying north of the country owned by the Choctaws and 

d Creeks in 1850; second, the Creek district, consisting of the 

Creeks and Seminoles in 1850; and, third, the og 

ws 


ooh owned by 
istriot. o Choctaws and 


istrict, consisting of the country owned by thi 


not more yria An ge two at Tahlequah, in the on 
first Mondays of A and October; twoat Okmulkee, in the Creek district, onthe 
first Mondaysof May and November; and two at Atoka, in Choctaw ict, 
on the first Mondays of June and ; and each of said courts shall pro- 
ceed in civil and crim: in Irespects as the clrouit and district courts 
of the United States, and ap and writs of error from the final judgments 
decrees of said provin district and circuit court nape Hdl ns Aol rose- 


taken and prnmioaad from the United and pcb ge courts of the 
State 


of uri. 
SEC. 20. That the judges shall appoint a clerk of the court for each district, 
E hoe aghast sont r eens 


wances, and expenses 
be paid upon the certifi- 


‘ies and bailiffs shall be citizens of one 

inhabiting the said province; and 
all of such Indians who can understand the English language when spoken 
shall be competent jurors, grand and petit,of the said court, in all cases what- 


ever. 
inst individuals shall be in- 


Sec. 22, That civil suits at law or in equity 
uted in the court of the district in which the defendant or one of the defend- 


FEES and enter upon 

pr editan of their duties, the clerk of the district court of the United States 
for the western district of Arkansas, on peng notified thereof, shall transmit to 
the provincial aee all PSEREN T and other papers in, Fay cases in 
that court pendin; nst any an tegen SAT N e commission 
of offenses in the Indian country, and exemplifications of the record in each 


such case, which shall have the same force and effect in all respects as the origi- 
inne te ROLEN soar carg shall ARAN anh: Aadbeanionte, VASA EDE crest 
an e h it ents, papers, and exem- 
plifications to eb posi of the courts in the respective divisions in which the 
defendants resided when the offenses were committed; or if they did not reside 
in either, or if it is not known in which they resided, then to the clerk of the 
court for the first division; and on eS macs be rete clerk of either di» 
vision, the district court of the province division shall be pos- 
sessed of, and have complete and full pataa an Alpy of, the case, as if the paraa 
had been indicted therein. 

Sec. 24. That persons so indicted, who may be in custody, shall be so held 
until duly demanded by writ of habeas corpus, for the purpose of trial or oth- 
erwise, by said district gous of the province; and persons so indicted who may 
have been bailed and be at large on bail shall appear at the first term of the 
court for the district to which their cases may thus have been transfe: 
their bail be forfeited; and all witnesses summoned or ized to appear in 
such case shall in like manner appear before the court to which the pen a 
of the case in which they are to testify may be transferred, held for the division 
in which such cases are to be tried. 

Sec. 25. That the records of the courts of general and appellate jurisdiction of 
the Cherokees, Choctaws, Creeks, Seminoles, and Chickasaws s have the 
same faith and’ credit, and their judgments and decrees the same force and ef- 
fect everywhere, as the records, judgments, and decrees of courts of the Terri- 
tories of the United States; and exemplifications of the records and proceed- 
ings of such courts, when authenticated like those of the courts of the States, 
under the laws of the United States, shall have the same force and effect as those 
of such courts of the United States. 


Sec, 26. That the courts of the said nations shall have power and jurisdiction 
to enforce the civil and criminal laws of their respective nations, except as to 
offenses punishable under the laws of the United States alone, within the terri- 
torial limits of each, against all persons found therein, and all corporations there 
domiciled, having property, contracting or offending, with like power to en- 
force their judgments ‘and decrees as the courts of general jurisdiction of the 
Territories of the United States, 

Snore 27. the governor shall apportas such entana ublic in each nation 

be desired, and fix the fees tc to be charged b; ance, and the provincial 
coun l may define their powers, and thrir acts done in ursuance of such laws 
alt be valid and have the same effect as those of n: es pannen in Louisiana. 
parraad 28. That the notaries public so appointed, and the jud the several 
courts of said nations, shall have the power to solemnize Ee Srecot eee 
mony, 

Sec, 29, That until the provincial council shall enact laws to prevent the in- 
troduction for sale into said province Sache pekarn oer and intoxicating liquors, any 
person who shall, from any place beyond the limits of said province, introauce, 
carry, or send into any part of said rovine, ap: Ea pgs and intoxicating 
liquors, intended to be sold and retailed therein, s! on conviction thereof in 
said district court, be punished under the laws now in force in regard to such 
offense; bnt it shall not be unlawful for any one to import into said province 


such liquors for his own use or for medicinal pı Serpooee: and no other provisions 
of the laws in regard to the introduction of into the Indian country 
shall hereafter be in force in the Cherokee, meas, Oreck, Deeninals, Choctaw, or Chick- 


asaw country. 

Sec. 30, That the United States will, at the request of either of said natio: 
cause to be surveyed the lands owned by it, and each nation may establish lan 
Siae Ranged rea wpe the same at prices as its Legislature may fix, and 
may establish offices of registry and record of patents, conveyances, wills, 
and other instruments. 

Sec. 31. That inasmuch as the Choctaws and Chickasaws are joint owners of 

ied by both, the consent of both nations must be 


eq ; service of subpoena or other process on the princi 
Soe of the defendant nation being sufficient. z p i 


Szo. 32. That the offices of su tendent of Indian affairs for the South- 
western superintendency, and oa oaget for the Cherokees, Crecks, Seminoles, 
Choctaws, Chickasaws, other smail tribes in the seeond section of 


this act mentioned, are hereby a abolished, and the papers of all such offices shall 
be in the custody the provincial secretary ; and the ce Ds for the 
other tribes in said pan td shall hereafter be under the supervision and con- 
rorot of A t i of the province, and report to him, 

atthe vorno of such province shall cause to be selected and desig- 


‘onto Seasenesand onsfor the various bands of the Comanches 
or Neums, and of the ones in that part of said province that lies west of the 
ninety-eighth parallel of west longitude and pons of the Arkansas River, and 


shall, if ion, i induce | the said bands to settle thereon and to 


and 


the necessary 
in the Treasa Treasury not pict nts Kremen dae beg 
Phases 34, rhage ere shall be <coe anae Ine — eaa siperi tne gore of 
governor of & house necessary ngs for 
ernor, and deg for iber ae the masar s the seat of government oi 
province, and court-houses and offices for the clerks and marshals at 
guan, Okmulkee, and Atoka, of modest dimensions at moderate cost, 
sora ding bo plans and estimates to Da prepares see DEAT Ware under 
his direction ; the account therefor be audited by the governor and paid 
at the riches he eenen. and the necessary safes, furniture, books, 
apm eyes other articles for the several courts and offi: flices shall 
Sey Oe eet E God and the accounts be audited at the 
pat apama aeS TT estimates ad Sa salaries a rovincial expenditures shall 
be in due time furnished by the Secretary of jury, With those for ex- 


= of Territories. 

Sec. 35. That one Delegate, to be entitled toa seat in the House of Representa- 
tives of the United ragni, to represent the people of said aaroo with the 
same privileges, rights, and compensation as Delegates from the Territories, 
may hereafter be elected od the qualified alestors in the said province. Such 
Delegate shall be a citizen of some one of the nations or tribes first Monday ot 
mion and the elections for the same shall be holden on the first Mon 


ber, thereafter, at 
is aian for votin; ribes, in accordance with ihe aloes 
tion Jaws of jonn She ORON sacks elections shal be mede‘te She ato, 
vineial secretary, who shall cast up and arrange the same in the presence of 


pa 
ac- 


the governor of t tho provinco; and the governor shall issue, under the seal of 

said nee, a certificate of election to the person receiving the highest num- 

peed acetone ae ini Delegate, which shall be countersigned by the secretary of 
ce. 


Sxc, 36. That when the lands of the Cherokees, Creeks, Seminoles, Choctaws, 


1888. 
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Chickasaws, and Osages shall have been patented in severalty among the peo- 
ple of said nations or tribes, with title in fee in a individual a to the 
same, after making reservation of one thirty-six! 

tdeaaticen, the irs dria of said province may ee tn cone oa. sation by ther 
delegates, in pursuance of rak rake to be prescribed 

cil, and adopta State constitution, to be presented to the ett te of the United 
States, for admission as a State; such constitution shall have no force or effect 
ex ary SOTO whatever until the same shall acted upon and approved by 

ngress. 

It will be observed, Mr. Chairman, that the question up for consid- 
eration in the Forty-fourth Congress on the 24th Paran 1876 (see 
CONGRESSIONAL RECORD, Forty-fourth Congress, first session, page 
1948), was not whether the bill should pass or even be considered, but 
was up on a contest of jurisdiction between the Committee on Territo- 
ries and the Committee on Indian Affairs as to which should have 
jurisdiction of the subject-matter. 

When the question as to which one of these committees should have 
cognizance of this bill, the Committee on Territories or the Committee 
on Indian Affairs, was ding before the House, I submitted the fol- 
lowing remarks, which will be found in exact accord with the senti- 
ments expressed by me not four days ago, in this debate, as follows: 

Mr. Hooker, I desire to say simply a word upon the proposition 
this House by the motion of the ars pfd from Ohio (Mr. Somrarna k 
me that this subject-matter nossa and properly pertains to ittee 
on Indian Affairs, for the reason that prime among the Goap sepes ofthat 
committee is the making provision for taking care of the interests of the In- 
dians. If this was simply a proposition to patience, an O! ‘Territorial 
government with a homogeneous American population resident in the Terri- 
tory, it would be very proper and right and a the Committee on Ter- 
ritories should have exclusive jurisdiction of the = But inasmuch as the 
question of governing the Indians by constructing torial form of govern- 
ment for them is a question sui generis.and not like: that referred to by gen- 
tleman from Ohio in too aT of ho’ Ameri- 
can population with a view to final PEPA Areh as a State, I think there can be 
bie as to the jurisdiction of the Committee on Indian Affairs over this 


to 
Itseemsto 
the Commit 


egislatures. It Aene e presents a 
ane not one such as is ordinarily ee to the podiePiplf ane of the House 
pay acta Propantuen Mccann tee: a a athe ja yee 7 t upon the baer tass 
a certain Terri possesses the requisite amount o! n. 

uestion is, whether the government for the Indians should be 
like that to which ths is a very diere ordinary 


with 
of their own rights as to fit them to be ized under a Territo form of 
government looking finally to their adm into the Union. But it must be 
remembered that there are five apeg of civilized tribes in (arol netrant Á Taine 
there are others who can not bly be so All these interests be! 
involved, the question as to their representation in a Territorial 
a subject w. properly pertains to the Committee on Indian A 
In answer to the remark of my friend from Ohio [Mr. Southard] that the 
rules of the House give authority over this subject to the Committee on Terri- 


tories, and that no rule gives it to the Committee on Indian I may very 
properly say that the other day, when the ar nen on Ap jons, 
sided over with so much abil ty by my friend from (Mr. Kax- 
DALL], which seems to draw to itself almost every subject and ic of 1 

can be presented for the consideration of the House—w that —— 


mittee 
transfer t 


riation bill a 


rted the other day in the general ap 
partment to the 


e Indian Bureau from the Interior 


in and managem 
the faith of the Government as 
tribes. The Committee on Appropriations, I say, undertook to handle that 
aunean to the exclusion, in my judgment, of the committee to which it prop- 
erly pertains. 
And now, when a bill has been reported, wben proof hasbeen taken and pre- 
sented to the House, and leave asked that it be Tinted and recommitted for 
further consideration, I do not think the House will consent to pore this matter 
from the committee to which properly pertain the and control of 
uestion and transfer it to the Committee on Territories, whose functions 
ply to present bills for the organization of Territories when the 
tion is EE 29 Tey Paso when it is sui generis, as is the case with the ians. 
When the Ind Committee shall have upon this with 
fora of gov has taken and all the lights before it, it may nerne yn oat rede certain 
‘orm oi 


ve th ndian 
For the simple and obvious reason t if in the Indian Territory you organize 
a Tei x ——— in the ooma form and eao ~~ control of oo 
ment will in a few years be possessed, necessarily in a large degree, 
Stee ¥ whoare not Indians. This, in my view, would be the effect of the organ- 
ization of a Territorial government in the ordinary form for the Indian Terri- 


ng thesé reasons I agree with my colleague on the committee in the motion 
he has made to refer this question to the Committee on Indian Affairs, by whom 
it has long been considered. 3 

The honorable gentleman from Illinois has alluded in terms of great 
commendation to the position of Professor Seelye, of New York, who 
was on the Committee on Indian Affairs at the time when the bill to 
which the gentleman has referred was reported from the Committee on 


Indian Affairs in the Forty-fourth Congress. Now, what was Mr. Seel- 
ye’s position in reference to this bill? His views will be found on 


page 1948 of the CONGRESSIONAL RECORD, Forty-fourth Congress, first 
session, as follows: 


Mr. SEELYE. Mr, Speaker, the question how this it shail be org be organized 
must of course depend upon the question whether it shall 
and the San whether i it shall be o 


Fan roper] 
donot been 
what q 


missioner was entirely abolished. I demand the previous question. 

And the House refused to refer the bill to the Committee on Terri- 
tories, and did refer it back to the Committee on Indian Affairs. It 
will thus be seen, Mr. Chairman, that when the. reference of the bill 
in the Forty-fourth Congress was up for consideration what were then 
my views on the rights and interests of the Indians, and what was the” 
best method of protecting them. And it will also be seen that the 
opinion of Professor Seelye was whether there should be any Territory 
organized at all, and then if atall upon the wish of the Indians them- 
selves and upon actual treaty stipulation with these Indians. 

How different, Mr. Chairman, was the proposition made in the Forty- 
fourth Congress, and that now pending. 

This is a proposition to take one half of the Indian Territory and 
make of it a Territory to be occupied by white men who shall be re- 
quired to pay $1.25 an acre forthe land. That is what it is, and it is 
said to be done on the plea that it is for 500,000 landless, homeless 
people in the United States that you desire to make this Territorial 
government. In treaties we made we secured the right that they 
should be admitted as a Territory of their own, nota white man’s Ter- 
ritory, but an Indian Territory, in which the Indian should be allowed 
representatives both in this House and in the other, and so far as the 
plea is made that there are no lands for occupancy, I will say it was 
well said by the pokom from New York in his speech when al- 
luding to the number of acres of public land we still had. He says: 

=, Adding the suive ndisposed-of lan nagp ee grad otra ides i 
ich adding he surveyed undiapon pereant Aia ERA Indian Territory, 

So that only an Oklahoma boomer may be ap ve of the ex- 
haustion of the reservation of the United States in its public lands. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, surely the honorable gentleman from Illinois 
[ Mr. SPRINGER] did not desire to mislead the committee by saying 
that this bill now under consideration was in the slightest degree like 
the bill of 1876 in the Forty-fourth Congress. The one proposes to pre- 
serve all the rights, laws, and citizenship of the five semi-civilized 
tribes, and clothes them alone with the power to vote in said territo- 
ries, and expressly preserves their tribal organization and tribal laws. 
This bill proposes to take their land vi et armis, and sell it at a price 
fixed, not by the owners, the Indians, but fixed by the legal marauders 
who, "under this law, have determined to have this c land and 
none other, though there are 700,000,000 acres of public land yet open 
for occupancy. 

The plea that this must be done in the name of the landless and 
homeless laborers of the country is too shallow and thin to impose on 
the credulity of the simplest and most uninformed mind. 

Sir, this wrong may be perpetrated and one-half of this Territory, so 
solemnly conveyed to these Indians for their homes forever, converted 
into a Territory for white men, which means the exclusion and final ex- 
tinction of the Indians. Butit will be a wrong committed by thestrong 
against the weak, which will leave a foul blot on the nation’s honorand 


name. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I simply wanted to remind the gentleman that 
in the Forty-fourth Congress he was in favor of o ing a govern- 
ment in the Indian Territory. I withdraw the formal amendment. 

The question was put, and the Chairman reported that the noes 
seemed to have it. 

Mr. HOOKER. [I call for a division. 

The House divided; and there were—ayes 11, noes 65. 

Mr. HOOKER. No quorum. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Iam afraid we will not be able to get a quorum, 
and I hope the gentleman will not make this point. Only eleven have 
voted ‘‘ay,’’ and this demand for a quorum can not be for the purpose 
of ascertaining the views of the House, If the gentleman will with- 
draw the point of no quorum, I will agree that he may have an ay- 
and-no vote in the House on his amendment. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will appoint thegentleman from Mis- 
sissippi [Mr. HOOKER ] and the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. SPRINGER] 
as tellers. 

The committee again divided; and the tellers reported there were— 
ayes 19, noes 99. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I ask that the roll be called. 

The CHAIRMAN. Under the rule, the committee having found 
itself without a quorum, the Clerk will call the roll. 

The roll was called, when the following members failed to answer to 
their names: 


Allen, Mass, Biggs, Brewer, Campbell, Ohio 
Allen, Mich. Bingham, Brower, nh "Ja N.Y. 
Allen, Miss. Blanchard, Brown, Ohio er, 

Arnold, Bliss, B F Carlton, 

Barry, Booth Buckalew, Catchings, 

Belden, Boutelle, Burnett, Clardy, 

Belmont, Bowden, Burrows, Clark, 


Collins, Hayden, McKinney, Simmons, 
Cooper, Hayes, McMillin, Sowden, 

Cox, Hemphill, McRae, Spinola, 
Crain, Henderson, I. McShane, Spooner, 
Culberson, ermann, Merriman, 8 necker, 
Cummings, Hiestand, Milliken, Stephenson, 
Cutcheon, ires, Mills, Stewart, Tex. 
Dalzell, Hopkins, Il. Montgomery, Stewart, Vt. 
Dargan, opkins, Morrill, Tarsney. 
Darlington, Houk, forse, Taylor, È. B., Ohio 
Davenport, Hovey, Norwood. Taylor, J. D., Ohio 
Davidson, Ala. Howard, O'Donnell, Thomas, Ky, 
Davidson, Fla, Hudd, O'Neill, Pa. Thomas, Ill. 
De Lano, Hunter, Owen, Thomas, Wis. 
Dingley, Jackson, ‘eel, Thompson, Cal, 
Dorsey, Johnston, N.C. Perkins, Tillman, 
Dougherty, Jones, Peters, Turner, Ga. 
Dunham, Kennedy, Phelps, ‘ance, 
Finley, Kerr, - dcock, ve 
Fisher, Ketcham, Plumb, Washington, 
Fitch Lagan, Pugsley, Weber, 

Flood, Laidlaw, Randal West, 

Ford, Landes, Rayner, White, N. Y. 
Gaines, Lawler, Reed, Whiting, Mich, 
Gay, “Long, Robertson, Whiting, 
Glover, LE dg ge Rock well, Wickham, 
Granger, donald, Rowell, Wilber, 
Greenman, Maffett, Russell, Mass, Wilkins, 
Grosvenor, Maish, usk, Wilson, W. Va. 
Grout. Matson, Seymour, Woodburn. 
Guenther, MeAdoo, aw, 

Hare, McComas, Sherman, 

Hatch McKinley, Shively, 


The CHAIRMAN. The committee will now rise. 

The committee accordingly rose; and Mr. Crisp having resumed the 
chair as Speaker pro tempore, Mr. DocKERY, from the Committee of 
the Whole, reported that the committee had found itself without a 
quorum, had caused the roll to be called, and had directed him to re- 
port the names of the absentees. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore, One hundred and sixty-six members 
have answered to their names—more than a quorum, and the commit- 
tee will resume its session. 

The committee accordingly resumed its session, Mr. DoCKERY in 
the chair. 

The CHAIRMAN. TheChair will announce the vote at the time the 
roll was ordered to be called. On the amendment of the gentleman 
from Mississippi [Mr. Hooker] there were—ayes 19, noes 99. The 
tellers will resume their places, and gentlemen who have not voted will 
please pass between the tellers, 

The House again divided; and the tellers reported—ayes 20, noes 


109. 

Mr. PAYSON. I would like to suggest to the gentleman from Illi- 
nois [Mr. SPRINGER] that while a technical quorum is here, there is 
not a voting quorum, and as it is near the time for adjournment, I 
think it would be wise to rise and adjourn. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I would like to accommodate the gentleman. 
While a quorum will not probably vote upon this proposition we would 
be required to stay here until 5 o’clock. But it seems to me that as 
only twenty gentlemen voted for the amendment, the gentleman ought 
to be satisfied and let the vote which has been taken determine his 
amendment. z 

Mr, HOOKER. order. 

The CHAIRMAN. The tellers will take their places. 

Mr. ROGERS. I move that the committee do now rise. 

Mr. PAYSON. Regular order. [Cries of ‘‘Vote!’] 

Mr. SPRINGER. I do not see any necessity of staying here. If 
gentlemen will proceed with the consideration of the bill, I am ready 
to go on; but if not, I will move that the committee do now rise. 

Mr. ROGERS. I will withdraw my motion. 

The committee according rose; and Mr. Crisp having taken the chair 
as Speaker pro tempore, Mr. DocKERY reported that the committee had 
had under consideration the bill H. R. 10614, and had come to no res- 
olution thereon. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I offer the resolution which I send to the Clerk’s 


desk. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Resolved, That the t-at-Arms be instructed to telegraph all members 
who are absent from the city, unless absent on account of sickness of themselves 
or their families, that their presence here is required immediately in order that 
the public business may be transacted. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection ? 

Mr. SPRINGER. This resolution is for the purpose of procuring the 
presence of members of the House, and the Speaker the other day de- 
cided such a resolution presented a privileged question when the ques- 
tion was up at that time. 

Mr. PAYSON. I desire to make a parliamentary inquiry. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Does the gentleman make a point of 
order? 

Mr. PAYSON. The question is whether a resolution of this kind 
could be adopted without first revoking the leaves of absence which 
have been granted. To telegraph for members who are absent on leave 
from the House seems to be entirely out of order unless the leaves al- 
ready granted them should first be revoked. And I make the inquiry 
whether that should first be done? 
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Mr. SPRINGER. Certain leaves of absence were revoked, and since 
that time other gentlemen have been excused. ‘The House has the 
right to compel the attendance of its members at any time. 

Mr. PAYSON. Without revoking the additional leaves? 

Mr. SPRINGER. This is not a resolution to arrest the members, 
but simply a statement that their presence is required. 

Mr. PAYSON. Ithink they ought tobe here; but asa preliminary, 
perhaps the additional leaves ought to be revoked before we go through 
the empty performance of telegraphing to members. 

Mr. SPRINGER. There is no penalty attached to this. I want to 
call the attention of the House to the fact that a certain important 
matter has been set for consideration on Saturday, and it is necessary 
that the members of the House should be here. 

This is simply an earnest request to members who are absent, and 
whose business will permit their attendance, thatthey should put in an 
appearance at as early a time as possible. I think no gentleman ought 
to object to it, because we have spent half of this day waiting for mem- 
bers to come in to make a quorum. 

Mr. JOHNSTON, of Indiana. I rise to a parliamentary inquiry. 
Did not the last roll-call show the presence of a quorum? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. It did. 

Mr. JOHNSTON, of Indiana. Then, as a quorum is here, I see no 
necessity for the resolution of the gentleman from Illinois, unless he 
can couple with it some proposition which will compel members to vote 
when they are in the Hall. 

Mr. SPRINGER. This resolution is notoffered with a view of com- 
pelling the attendance of members. It does not propose the issue of 
writs for their arrest; that may become necessary after awhile. This 
is simply a statement from the House to absent members that, in the 
condition of our business, their presence here is required. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Will the gentleman from Illinois be 
kind enough to refer the Chair to the rule under which he claims that 
this resolution is privileged? s 

Mr. SPRINGER. I will do so. ‘ 

Mr. WHEELER. In the meantime I wish to amend the resolution 
by substituting the word ‘‘requested’’ for ‘‘ required,” 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. No amendment can now be enter- 
tained. The question of order must first be determined, whether the 
resolution is privileged and is before the House for consideration. 

Mr. CANNON. This is a proposition, I believe, to send telegrams 
peared members urging them to come here. That is the motion, I 

ieve ? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. That is the substance of it. 

Mr, CANNON, Now, I wish to ask the Chair and the House what 
efficacy there will be in sending telegrams to absent members? It has 
been proclaimed that there is need for immediate legislation to enable 
us to retaliate against Canada; and the “‘leader of the House,” the 
gentleman from Texas [Mr. MILLS], stated the other day in Chicago, 
according to the report in the public prints, that ‘‘the British lion was 
to be taken by the snout forthwith.” Now, if such an announcement 
as that will not bring him here, do you suppose that a poor little tele- 
gram will do so? I think the sending of telegrams as proposed would 
be only a useless e 

Mr. BAKER, of New York. Let the expense of the telegrams be 
charged to the absent members. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection to the present con- 
sideration of the resolution submitted by the gentleman from Illi- 
nois? 

Mr. CUMMINGS. I object. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I submit that this is a question of privilege. 

Mr. CUMMINGS. I object, because telegrams were sent members 
one week ago and when members had answered those telegrams by 
their presence the very day of their arrival leaves of absence were 
granted to others. It seems to me to bea futile proceeding to summon 
members here by telegraph and then at the same time keep on granting 
leaves of absence. : 

Mr. WEAVER. Irise toa parliamentary inquiry. Is this resolu- 
tion subject to objection? Is not the resolution in order? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair was inclined to think the 
resolution could not be entertained except by unanimous consent. The 
gentleinan from Illinois, however, said that he would refer the Chair to 
the rule under which the resolution is in order. Gentlemen will bear 
in mind the marked distinction between the present case and the con- 
dition of business when Jess than a quorum is endeavoring to secure 
the attendance of a quorum. 

Mr.WEAVER. The Chair can request members to come in from the 
cloak-room and yote; and certainly the House can request members to 
come from any part of the country. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair has no doubt that the House 
can do so; but the question is whether this resolution is in order at this 
time. The rules provide that resolutions shall be referred to commit- 
tees; and unless there is something that takes this resolution ont of 
that ordinary rule, it is clearly not in order now—not privileged. 

Mr. SPRINGER. The Speaker held the other day that a resolution 
to send telegrams summoning absent members was in order, and also 
that a resolution revoking leaves of absence was in order, 


. 


1888. 


Mr. CHEADLE. There was no quorum present at that time. We 
were operating under a call of the House, and the purpose was to se- 
cure a quorum, 

Mr. NELSON. I ask the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. SPRINGER] 
to yield for a minute or two, in order to allow the passage of a bill. 
(Langhter. ] 

Mr. SPRINGER. I desire to have this question disposed of. 

Mr. NELSON. This is a bill for the relief of a poor farmer in Min- 
nesota, whose house was burned and who in that way lost four fifty- 
dollar United States bonds. I ask unanimous consent—— 

Mr. SPRINGER. I would like to know whether, in the opinion of 
the Chair, this resolution is privileged. ] 

wee pro tempore. The Chair is inclined to think it is not 

riv ; 

Mr. SPRINGER. Then I move a call of the House. 

The motion was rejected; there being—ayes 32, noes 63. 

Mr. BAKER, of New York. I move the House do now adjourn. 

Mr. McCREARY,. I ask unanimous consent that the bill (H. R. 
11309) set apart for consideration on Saturday be fixed instead for 
Monday, immediately after the reading of the Journal. There is some 
doubt of the bill being printed in time. 

Mr. DUNN. That is suspension day. ' 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gemtleman has the right, under 
the order of the House, to call it up at any time. : 

Mr. SPRINGER. But the gentleman has given notice that he will 
call it up at a particular time. 

Mr. McCREARY. I give notice I will call the bill up on Monday 
next. 

Mr. SPRINGER. If the bill had been recommitted, it could have 
been reported back at any time. 4 

Mr. McCREARY. In order that there shall be no mistake aboutit, 
I ask, by unanimous consent, to call the bill up on Monday next. 

Mr. DUNN. I object to that, as it is suspension day. 
Mr. McCREARY. Does the Chair rule that unanimous consent is 


necessary ? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The present occupant of the chair 
thinks the gentleman has the right to call it up on Monday next. Of 
course the question of consideration can then be raised. 

Mr. BLAND. Ifthe bill had been recommitted and the motion to 
reconsider entered, it could have been called up at any time; but it 
was postponed until Saturday, and it must be called up on that day 
unless it is postponed until Monday. 

Mr. McCREARY. I ask that the bill be considered on Monday in- 
stead of Saturday, and from day to day until disposed of. 

Mr, DUNN. I objeet to Monday. 

Mr. WARNER. We are not in danger from the Canadians in put- 
ting it off for one day longer. 

Mr. O’NEILL, of Missouri. I object to Monday, as that is suspen- 
sion day, and I hope to get in some labor bills. Š 

Mr. BINGHAM. Ihave had placed in my hand for presentation 
to the House, by the secretary of the Pennsylvania Auxiliary of the 
American Peace Society, a memorial praying for such legislation as 
will lead to the establishment of a system of arbitration, especially 
between this country and Great Britain, for the settlement of all dis- 
putes without a resort to war. 

I ask that the memorial, with the names, may be printed in the 
RECORD and referred to the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

There was no objection, and it was ordered accordingly. 

The memorial is as follows: 


To the Senate and House of Representatives of the United States: 


The undersigned citizens of Pennsylvania have been appointed—five of them 
by the governor of the State and five by the Pennsylvania Branch of the Amer- 
ican Peace Society—for the purpose of endeavoring to further the adoption by 
the United States Government of the pro: tion emanating from over one-third 
of the members of the British Housé of Commons for the permanent abandon- 
ment of war as a means of settling differences between the two countries. 

We need not recount the aguna which have already been addressed to 
yon from different quarters in favor of this measure, nor the evidences derived 

rom scores of successful experiments and covering half a century, that war can 
be prevented by arbitration whenever a nation is just in its intentions. 

In more than half of these cases the United States has been one of the 
and has set a noble example to the rest of the world, which is more an 
appreciated and followed as the years pass by. It is eminently fittin: 
industrial, commercial, and professedly Christian country should be 
in this movement so min; 


ies 
more 
that this 
pioneer 
the nineteenth century and so consonant with 
the teachings of the Prince of Peace; and, in our opinion, it is more appropri- 
ate that she should take the initiative in the present forward step in favor of a 
permanent treaty of arbitration than that any other nation should. 

It has been urged by way of objection that there is no necessity for this be- 
tween the United States and the United Kingdom. ~ But two disastrous wars 
occurred between those nations since the middle of the last century, and there 
have been at least two narrow escapes from war between them wi the last 
aueri ofa century, Itis also significant that these were both averted by ar- 

ration. 

The fact, however, that there is less likelihood of war between them than be- 
tween other nations affords the very reason why the present attempt can be 
made with reasonable hope of success. 

It would be most ungracious and would present the appearance of unfriend- 
liness on the part of this country if a proposition,so commendable on general 
grounds, advocated by so considerable a portion of the British Parliament; a 
number of whem crossed the ocean as a deputation for the express purpose of 

resenting it, should be treated with the discourtesy, either of silence or rejec- 


ion, by a nation between wh d their 
epee pe nee whom ani eir own exist the strongest ties of kin- 
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We can not conceive that any sane man would prefer war, with all its train 
of ng, woes, and death, and its unspeakable demo: alizations, to a pacific so- 
lution of any difficulty that may arise, which would allow the happiness of a 
great ple to remain uninterrupted, the course of commerce to flow onin its 
mea tiot channels, and wealth and population to increase, unchecked by 
wanton waste and destruction. 

For these reasons, fortified by the experience of the 
hopes of the future prosperity of this country, we cordially support the pro 
sition of the British deputation and entreat Congress to pass a joint resolution 
instructing our Government to negotiate with the Government of Great Britain 
a treaty providing for the settling by arbitration of all differences whatever be- 
tween the two countries which fail to reach a sati ory solution through the 
ordinary channels of diplomacy, to the end that all disastrous effusion of blood 
by wars between these kindred nations shall hereafter forever be avoided. 

Joshua L. Baily, Robt. E. Pattison, Jno. Wanamaker, Chas. H. 
Janes, David Scull, committee sopas by the 
Pennsylvania, Philip C. Garrett, George Dana Boardma: 
ard Wood, T. P. Stevenson, W. F. Sadler (president), committee 
appointed by the Pennsylvania Auxiliary of the American Peace 
Society. Iam in sympathy with the movement above referred 
to: James A. Beaver. We cordially unite in the foregoing peti- 
tion: Jas. Pollock, J. F. Hartranft, Henry M. Hoyt, ex-govern- 
ors of Pennsylvania; Edwin H. Fitler, mayor of Philadelphia; 
Daniel M. Fox, W.S. Stokley, Samuel G. King, ex-mayors of Phil- 
saciahia; gonn Cadwalader, collector of the port; George S. 

raham 


and enforced by our 


H. POEEDI 


Brown, president Seventh National Bank; Lindley Smyth, pres- 


i 


utman, 
Africa, president Union T. Company; Jay Cooke; 
lano, of Brown Brothers & Co.; B. K. Jamison, banker; E. C. 
Knight; Francis B. Reeves, of Reeves, Parvin & Co.; William 
W. Justice, ot Justice, Bateman & Co.; B. B. Comegys, 4205 Wal- 
nut street, president Philadelphia Bank; Geo. H. Stuart, presi- 
dent Merchants’ National Bank; Arthur M. Burton, attorney at 
law; Elliston J. Morris; Thomas L, Gillespie, of Gillespie. Zel- 
ler & Co.; Geo. S. Harris, of Geo. S, Harris & Sons; Wm. Henry 
Larned, of Larned, Haas& Handy; Edward H, Coates, of Edward 
H. Coates & Co.; James Whital!, of Whitall, Tatum & Co.: Will- 
iam Waterall, of William Waterall & Co.; J. C. Strawbridge, of 
Strawbridge & Clothier; Geo. D. McCreary, vice-president Mar- 
ket Street National Bank; Joel J. Baily, of Joel J. Baily & Co. 

PHILADELPHIA, June 30, 1888. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


Mr. HOOKER. I ask unanimous consent to extend my remarks on 
the Oklahoma bill. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair will ask for general leave 
to members to print remarks on the Oklahoma bill. 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 

Mr. NELSON. Iask to consider a bill te which there will be no 


objection. 
Mr. KILGORE. I move the House do now adjourn. ta 
Mr. SPRINGER. I give notice that I will not call up the Oklahoma 


bill to-morrow. ‘ 
The motion to adjourn was agreed to; and accordingly (at 4 o’clock 
and 54 minutes p. m.) the House adjourned. 


PRIVATE BILLS INTRODUCED AND REFERRED, 


Under the rule-private bills of the following titles were introduced 
and referred as indicated below: ; 

By Mr. BUTLER: A bill (H. R. 11310) for the relief Captain Plesant 
Williams—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. MOFFITT: A bill (H. R. 11311) granting a pension to 
James Metcalf—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. C. A. RUSSELL: A bill (H. R. 11312) granting an increase 
of pension to Gifford M. Bridge—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions, 

By Mr. TOWNSHEND: A bill (H. R. 11313) for the relief of James 
K. Rainey—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 11314) for the relief of Elison Colman—to the 
Committee on Inyalid Pensions. k 

A bill (H. R. 11315) for the relief of Susan Slatton—to the Commit- 
tee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. TURNER: A bill (H. R. 11316) granting a pension to Char- 
lotte Ayres—to the Committee on Invalid Pensiozs. 


PETITIONS, ETC. 


The following petitions and papers were laid on the Clerk’s desk, 
under the rule, and referred as follows: 

By Mr. C. R. BRECKINRIDGE: Petition of citizens of Woodruff 
County, Arkansas, for amendments to the interstate-commerce law— 
to the Committee on Commerce. 

By Mr. COMPTON: Petition of Bernhard Buscher, and of estate of 
Henry Stello, for reference of their claims to the Court of Claims—to 
‘the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. R. H. M. DAVIDSON: Resolution of provisional munici- 
pality of Pensacola, Fla., in reference to the yellow fever in Florida— 
to the Committee on Appropriations. 

By Mr. McKINLEY: Petition of F. B. Hinson and others, for a land 
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— in Northern New Mexico—to the Committee on the Public 
nds, 

By Mr. O’FERRALL: Petition of Lewis F. Moreland, heir of Sam- 
uel Moreland, of Clarke County, Virginia, for reference of his claim to 
the Court of Claims—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. OUTHWAITE: Petition of E. F. Redfern and others, in favor 
of granting pension to Norah Lohr—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. g 

By Mr. PHELAN: Petition of Peter L. Feeger, of Tipton County, 
Tennessee, for reference of his war claim to the Court of Claims—to 
the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. SNYDER: Remonstrance of William A. Quarrier and others, 
citizens of West Virginia, against the passage of Senate bill No. 3234— 
to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. WHEELER: Petition of William Gullatt, of Jackson County, 
Alabama, for reference of his claim to the Court of Claims—to the Com- 
mittee on War Claims. 


The following penon; indorsing the per diem rated service-pension 

bill, based on thŷ principle of paying all soldiers, sailors, and marines 

of the late war a monthly pension of 1 cent a day for each day they 

bea in the service, was referred to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
ons: 


By Mr, C. S. BAKER: Of H. G. Thayer and 44 others, citizens of 
Monroe County, New York. 


SENATE. 
FRIDAY, August 31, 1888. 


Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. J. G. BUTLER, D. D. 
The Journal of yesterday’s proceedings was read and approved. 


PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 


Mr. MITCHELL. I presenta petition of the Tacoma Bar Associa- 
tion, of the city of Tacoma, Wash., praying for the creation of two addi- 
tional judicial districts in that Territory, and providing judges therefor; 
also a similar petition signed by members of the bar generally of Pierce 
County, Washington Territory. _ I move the reference of the petitions 
to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. REAGAN presented the petition of W. E. Bonner and 25 other 
citizens of Freestone County, Texas, praying that increased compen- 
sation be allowed fourth-class postmasters; which was referred to the 
Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES, 


Mr. TURPIE, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom were re- 
ferred the following bills, cy pb them severally without amend- 
ment, and submitted reports thereon: 

A bill (H. R. 10122) granting a pension to Margaret Quinton; 

A bill fE R. aia) for the relief of Frances P. Vernon; 

A bill ed R. 2716) granting a pension to J. W. Leight; 

A bill (H. R. 10738) to increase the pension of George C. Quick; 

A bill (H. R. 10241) increasing the pension of Richard Porter; 

A bill (H. R. 10907) granting a pension to Henry Mitchell Young- 
blood; and 

A bill (H.R. 6309) for the relief of Mary A. Covey. 

Mr. DAVIS, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred 
the bill (H. R. 9557) for the relief of Mrs. Margaret Longshaw, depend- 
ent mother of William Longshaw, late assistant surgeon United States 
Navy, submitted an adverse report thereon, which was agreed to; and 
the bill was postponed indefinitely. h 

He also, from the samecommittee, to whom was referred the bill (H. 
R. 5193) granting anincreasė of pension to Benjamin Franklin, reported 
it without amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 

Mr. SAWYER, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom was re- 
ferred the bill (H. R. 9358) to increase the pension of Rosalie O’Sul- 
livan, reported it without amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 

Mr. BATE, from the Committee on Military Affairs, to whom were 
referred the following bills, reported them each with an amendment, 
and submitted reports m: 

A bill (S. 2766) for the relief of Maj. James Belger; and 

A bill (S. 2055) for the relief of Mrs. Catherine E. Whitall. 

Mr. BATE, from the Committee on Claims, to whom was referred 
the bill (S, 979) for the relief of Benjamin D. Lakin, submitted an ad- 
verse report thereon, which was agreed to; and the bill was postponed 
indefinitely. 

Mr, HARRIS, from the Committee on Epidemic Diseases, to whom 
was referred the bill (S. 3467) to prevent the introduction of contagious 
diseases from one State to another, and for the punishment of certain 
offenses, reported it with an amendment. 

Mr. FRYE, from the Committee on Commerce, to whom was referred 
an amendment intended to be proposed by Mr. DANIEL to the general 
deficiency appropriation bill, reported favorably thereon; and the 


amendment was referred’to the Committee on Appropriations, and or- 
dered to be printed. 

Mr. MANDERSON, from the Committee on Military Affairs, to whom 
was referred the bill (S. 1892) for the relief of soldiers who have been 
honorably mustered out of the service of the United States Govern- 
ment on surgeons’ certificates, reported it with amendments, and sub- 
mitted a report thereon. 

EXTENSION OF APPROPRIATIONS. 

Mr. ALLISON. Iam directed by the Committee on Appropriations, 
to whom was referred the joint resolution (H. Res. 219) to continue the 
provisions of a joint resolution entitled a ‘‘ Joint resolution to provide 
temporarily for the expenditures of the Government,” to report it with- 
oe amendment, and I ask unanimous consent that it may be consid- 
ered now. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
length. 

Mr. HOAR. For information. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. For information, subject to objec- 
tion. r 

The Chief Clerk read the joint resolution, as follows: 


Resolved, ete., That the provisions of a joint resolution entitled a “Joint reso- 
lution to continue the provisions of s joint resolution approved June 30, 1838, 
entitled a ‘Joint resolution to vide temporarily for the expenditures of the 
Government,’” approved July 31, 1888, be and the same are hereby extended and 
ee in full force and effect to and including the 15th day of September, 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
sideration of the joint resolution? 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, 
proceeded to consider the joint resolution. 

The joint resolution was reported to the Senate without amendment, 
ordered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

BILL INTRODUCED. 

Mr. FARWELL introduced a bill (S. 3505) to amend an act entitled 
“ An act to amend the statutes in relation to immediate transportation 
of dutiable goods, and for other purposes;’’ which was read twice by 
its title, and, with the accompanying papers, referred to the Committee 
on Finance. 


The joint resolution will be read at 


Is there objection to the present con- 


AMENDMENT TO DEFICIENCY BILL. 7 

Mr. CAMERON submitted an amendment intended to be proposed 

by him to the general deficiency appropriation bill; which was referred 
to the Committee on Appropriations, and ordered to be printed. 


LANDS IN COLUMBIA COUNTY, FLORIDA. 


Mr. CALL. I ask unanimous consent that the bill (S. 239) confirm- 
ing titles to certain lands in Columbia County, State of Florida, which 
was reported adversely by the Committee on Public Lands on the 27th 
instant and indefinitely postponed, may be placed on the Calendar. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The order by which the bill was 
postponed indefinitely will be reconsidered, if there be no objection, 
and the bill placed on the Calendar, with the adverse report of the 
committee. The Chair hears no objection, and it is so ordered. 

TRANSIT OF GOODS IN BOND. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. If there be no further morning busi- 
ness, the Chair lays before the Senate a resolution coming over from 
yesterday, which will be read. 

The Chief Clerk read the resolution submitted by Mr. CULLOM Au- 
gust 30, 1888, as follows: 


Whereas the President of the United States in his car vag he August 23,1588, 
concerning our relations with Canada advises Congress t Article XXIX of 
the treaty of Washin; which provided for the transit of , Wares, and 
merchandise in bond over the territory of the United States to or from Canada 
is no longer in force; and ` 

Whereas in the same message the President also advises Congress that sec- 
tion 3 of the act of March 1,1873, passed to carry into effect the provisions of 
said Article XXIX is no longer in force; and 

Whereas section 3005, of the Revised Statutes only authorizes the transit 
through the territory of the United States of merchandise destined for Canada 
and arriving from abroad at New Yo: n, and Portland in Maine (or at 
= be el ports as may be specially d ted by the Secretary of the 

: erefore, 

a Ai That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and he is hereby, directed to 
inform the Senate whether the transit in bond over or across the territory of 
the United States, without the payment of one flre igi hen been merchan- 
dise coming from Canada has been permitted since July 1,1885, when Article 


XXIX of thet of Washington, and section 3 of the act of March 1,1873, are 
said to have to be in force; and, if so, to what extent and by what au- 
thority of law. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on agreeing to the 
resolution, 

Mr. GEORGE. Mr. President, I think theresolution is unnecessary. 
There are statutory provisions which have been in force since 1862 and 
1864 under which exportations from Canada to the United States have 
been exported to foreign countries, In other words, at the timeof the 
ratification of the treaty of 1871 all the operations of commerce which 
are permitted by Article XXIX of that treaty were permitted and in force 
and in vogue and constantly practiced under the then existing statutes 
of the United States. 

On June 7, 1864, an act was passed which isnow incorporated in the 
Revised Statutes as section 3102, by which when arriving at a 
port in the United States were destined to a port not on the sea or 
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destined to any port different from the port into which the importation 
was first made, they could be carried under bond or in sealed cars to 
the portofdestination. Undersection 3102 goods arriving from Canada 
at any of the ports in the United States on the Lakes or on the line 
between Canada and the United States, by being in sealed cars or under 
bond could be transported without payment of duties, without exam- 
ination by the custom-house officers and without breaking package, to 
New York, or Boston, or Portland in Maine, or any other port in the 
United States. 

When the importation from Canada arrived, for instance, in New 
York, by another statute passed on the 14th day of July, 1862, and 
which is now incorporated in section 2971 of the Revised Statutes, the 
goods thus arriving and thus being transported to New York could be 
immediately re-exported to any other country without the payment of 
duties, without the breaking of bulk, without any detention whatever 
other than such detention as was necessary to transact the business at 
the eustom-house by which a clearance for the goods could be had. 

So section 3005 of the Revised Statutes only applied to importations 
from foreign countries destined for Canada, and only regulated the 
transit that way, because at that very time the twostatutes to which I 
have referred were in force, which allowed this duplex operation of first 
transferring the goods from the port of entry on the Canadian frontier 
to another port on the Atlantic, and the on of section 3102 which 
allowed goods imported into the United States to be at any 
time within three years, and they could immediately be exported. It 
was under that duplex operation that exports from Canada from the 

ear 1864 were constantly transported across the territory of the United 
Btates for foreign countries, and it wasnot the reverse operation. The 
transfer of goodsarriving from foreign countries and destined for Canada 
was not provided for until 1866, two years after the former act went 
into operation. 

When that act was passed the matter stood in this way: Under the 
operations of the laws of the United States, section 2971 and its cog- 
nate sections and section 3102, all goods which the Canadians wished 
to export from their country to Europe or elsewhere could come through 
the United States without the payment of duty, withont examination, 
without breaking package, or without any other trouble than getting 
an entrance at the custom-house in the port from which they were ex- 
ported. The goods went out under section 3102 as imports which the 
importer did not wish to consume here, but wished to re-export. 

When Congress came to act in 1866 as to the reverse operation they 
recognized what was well known, and. what was the practice of the 
Treasury Department at the time, and they provided alone for the re- 
verse operation, or the transfer of imported goods from Europe or other 
countries through the United States to Canada. 

So there is the authority, plain, practiced on for nearly a quarter of 
a century, for the operation about which the resolution of the Senator 
from Illinois makes inquiry. 

While I am up I wish to refer toa matter which I omitted yesterday, 
which is cognate to this subject and pertinent toit. I omitted to state 
yesterday that whilst under these two combined operations, under sec- 
tion 2871 of the Revised Statutes and section 3102 of the Revised Stat- 
utes, to get goods from Canada through the United States to a foreign 
country, as there has to be a distinct importation into the United States 
with but a short rest here, coming in as an importation, there does ex- 
ist—and I hope the President, if the Senate will not give him the power 
that he asks for, will exercise that power—there does exist in the Pres- 
ident a power under the act of 1887 which authorizes him to prevent 
the coming of any goods into the United States from Canada. He may 
under that power prevent that operation. Under thatstatute the trans- 
fer of goods from Canada to foreign countries by this duplex operation, 
first as an import, and then as an export of an import, may be prevented 
by the President, though he can not under section 3005 prevent the other 
operation; that is, the transfer under the authority of that statute of for- 
eign goods coming into the United States by transit and destined for 

ada. 


: Mr SULON ri Ske oy. this goig that I intro- 
uced the resolution in perfect ith for the purpose of gettin, 
information and with no captious spirit whatever. In view of the 
ions of the Senator from Mississippi as to sections of the law to 

which I did not have my attention called, I will ask that the resolu- 
tion lie over until to-morrow morning, and if I find that it is covered 
by the statutes, as the Senator states, I shall then allow the resolu- 
tion to go to the appropriate committee or to be disposed ofin some 
other way. 

Mr. GEORGE. Ithink that is proper. I have no doubt the Sen- 
ator will find the case to be exactly as I stated it. 

Mr. VEST. Iwas notin the Senate yesterday. I understood the 
Saige atte Illinois to state day before yesterday that he intended to 
eave the city. 

Mr.CULLOM. No; I did not expect to leave, and Ido not remem- 
ber that I said so. 

Mr. VEST. I had intended to address the Senate upon the question 
of the President’s message lately sent to this body, but my health has 
been such for two days that I do not feel able to enter at length into 


mand it. But Isee in the RECORD of yesterday’s proceedings, in the 
remarks of the Senator from Illinois, the following statement: 


If the postmaster at the city of Chicago, an appointee of this Admin- 
istration, has prostituted his office, violated his oath, trampled upon 
the rules of the civil service by collusion with his law partner—if he 
has through his law partner emulated the example which the Repub- 
lican party set to the country for so many years, and if he has indi- 
rectly sought to evade a plain statute, then that official should be put 
out of office and should receive the condemnation ofevery honest man, 
for he has violated his duty, he has violated the law, and I undertake 
to say that it would receive the condemnation of the President of the 
United States and those now in authority. 

But when the Senator from Illinois, in his capacity as a Senator, 
speaks of civil service reform in his own State, and goes out of the way 
in a legitimate discussion upoh a t international question to assail 
his political opponents, I wish to bring to the attention of the Senate 
and the country the record which I send to the desk and ask the Sec- 
retary to read. 

‘The Secretary read as follows: 

SPRINGFIELD, ILL., July 17, 1883, 


Dear Sir: Permit me to introduce to you Hon. E. E. Co wait, whom 
you have just appointed. He has been compelled to remain at home a few days 
to get his business in shape. Mr. Cowperthwaitis amember of our State Leg- 
islature and a man of very considerable political influence in the State. I shail 
be very teful to you for any special favor you may be able to extend to him, 
as it will be of political use to have him in the State, if it can be so arranged, 
after he gets familiar with the work. 

Iam.very grateful to you for the interest you have taken in securing the po- 
sition. Hope I shall be able to return favors some of these days. 


Truly yours, 
S.M. CULLOM. 
General W. W. DUDLEY, 
Commissioner of Pensions. 
SPRINGFIELD, ILL., September 15, 1834. 
Dean Frrexp: Our campaign isbeginning to get warm. Weneed our forces, 
Can yon give E. E. Cowperthwait, one of your special examiners, now in Mis- 
souri,a leave of absence for a month to come home and help in the campaign? 
He is a good speaker and a man ofinflnence. He is a poor man,and I hope he 
can nec leave with pay. 
ours, 


General W. W. DUDLEY, 
Commissioner of Pensions, 


S. M. CULLOM. 


SPECIAL EXAMINER'S DIvisION, January 8,1886. 
Mr. E. E. Cowperthwait was granted leave of twenty-three days, with pay, 
from October 6, and nine days, without pay, from October 29, 1884, 
Mr. C. was appointed July 18, 1884, from Iinois. 
. A. S. COLEMAN, Chigf. 

Mr. VEST. Isimply wish to add that I understand the elementary 
and first principles of the civil-service reform movement to be that the 
public officers of the country and the time of the public officers shall 
not be prostituted to political purposes by any official of the Govern- 
ment. If this gentleman could be taken from his duties in the Pen- 
sion Office and his pay continued whilst he did campaign work in the 
State of Illinois, then it seems to me a striking commentary upon the 
attack made yesterday upon the Democratic in to the 
civil service in that State, and made now by the distinguished Senator 
whose name is appended to those dispatehes or letters. 

Mr. CULLOM. I should like to inquire of the honorable Senator 
from what book he had the Secretary read? 

Mr. VEST. He read from the campaign book of the Democratic 
party, which purports to take those letters from the records of the | 
Pension Office. The Secretary may read the heading of the document, 
if necessary. 

Mr. CULLOM. I know what the document is. It used to sell at 
a dollar a copy, I believe. 

Mr. VEST. Ido not know what it sold at. 

Mr. CULLOM. So far as the letters are concerned which the bon- 
orable Senator has had read, purporting to be signed by myself, I have 
simply to say that I did write letters—I am not aware whether these 
are correct copies or not—to the Commissioner of Pensions, asking that 
the gentleman named be allowed a leave of absence to go home, and 
probably I said something about the campaign, and I probably said 
something about the gentleman having a leave of absence with pay, 
understanding as I did and do now, that employés of the Government 
are entitled, either by law or tion, Iam not sure which, to a 
given leave of absence, which is thirty days, I believe. 

Mr. PLUMB. Thirty days, with pay. 

_ Mr. CULLOM. I do not know whether that is the law ora regula- 


the discussion, unless the exigencies of the business of the Senate de- | tion. 
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Mr. HAWLEY. It is the law. 

Mr, CULLOM. Iam not fully aware, but I have always understood 
that to be the actual condition of affairs connected with the Govern- 
ment. ‘That is all I have to say about those letters. 

So far as my charge against the Administration of the violation of 
the civil-service law is concerned, as the Senator from Missouri has 
seen proper to call up what I said in regard to the Chicago post-office, 
I ask the Secretary to read a report of what took place in connection 
with the lawyer, a partner of the postmaster, who asked the employés 
of that post-office to come over to see him, so that we may know all 
about the whole situation. 

Mr. COCKRELL. From what is the Secretary to read? ° 

Mr. CULLOM. Itis from the Chicago Tribune. The Secretary will 
please read what I have indicated. 

The Secretary read as follows: 


(Chicago Tribune, Wednesday, August 22, 185S.] 

“COME OVER AND SEE ME”—A PRESSING INVITATION EXTENDED TO POST- 
OFFICE EMPLO HEY RECEIVE A POSTAL CARD FROM MR. E. P. ESHER, OF 
THE FIRM OF JUDD, RITCHIE & ESHER, AND WHEN THEY CALL ARE ASKED 
TO DONATE FROM $10 TO $25 TO THE DEMOCRATIC CAMPAIGN FUND—WHAT 
MR, JUDD SAYS ABOUT IT. 

During the last few days nearly everybody connected with the post-office re- 
ceived a postal-card to this effect: 
“ Dear Sir: Please call and see me at your early convenience on a matter of 


importance. 
“E. B. ESHER, 
“Room 38, Ashland Block,” 


Now, what was this matter of importance? A young man started out to pen- 
etrate the mystery. He went to Room 38 Ashland Block. Upon the door was 


neatly printed: 
“Judd, Ritchie & Esher, law office.” 

“ Judd, Ritchie & Esher,” mused the young man. ‘ Why, thatis Postmaster 
Judd’s law firm. That’sfunny.’’ Then he went in and asked for Mr. Esher. 

“ That is my name,” said the gentleman ad „at the same time laying 
down his ged oy on Motioning the young man toa vacant chair he inquired 
the nature of ‘iness. 

ag was told you wanted to see me,” said the newcomer; *my name is Hol- 


“ Who told you?” asked Mr, Esher, eying the innocent looking stranger some- 
what suspiciously. 

“Ed Robinson.” 

“ Who's Ed Robinson?” 

“ He works over at the post-office.” 

“Do you work there too?” 

“ oe re partment?” 

nw e! ent? 

“The Western mail room.” 

Mr. Esher took outa roll of manuscript and appeared for a moment to be 
searching for the name of his visitor. ding the search tedious and fruitless 
he looked up from his desk and eyed the stranger in a manner that witnesses 
subject to the legal gentleman’s cross-examination have had great reason to 


“T don’t find your name here,” he said abruptly. “ Who is your superior?” 

“Mr, Wilbanks,” replied the young man, growing somewhat nervous under 
the inquisition. 

“ Where's your card ?” demanded the attorney sharply. 

“Card!” repeated the young man blankly, “I don’t—that is- er—I have not 
got any printed cards—I mean to say '’—— 

The attorney kindly came to the assistance of his evidently embarrassed vis- 
itor, and, dropping his stern ‘ nisi prius” demeanor, he assumed a look in 
which or and kindness seemed to bubble forth from his every feature. 

“Never mind. If you did not receive a card—a postal card, Imean—you will 
doso. Now that you are here, however, I may as well tell you what I wanted 
you gt ao much will you subscribe toward the Democratic national cam- 

nd?” 
ree stammered sonst Here not being able to do much, but supposed he 
would have to come in with the rest. 


FIXING THE PERCENTAGE. 


“Tet me see; what is your salary?” Mr, Esher inquired, perceiving the 
young man’s hesitation. 

* Only $75 a month, but ”—— 

“Ah—I see—a good contribution,” broke in Esher Brett. “Let me see— 
$75—shall we say $257 Yes, I think $25 will about be satisfactory for a young 
man in your position.” 

At the same time he produced a book wherein a Yong string of names of con- 
tributors were „against each of which was set forth the amount or 
ised, The majority had inscribed $10, but many had named $15 as their limit. 
perceiving that Holland was in: ting the list somewhat curiously, Mr. Esher 

ed to explain that none of the signatures on that list were in as good a 
position as $75 a month, 

“T must tell you, Mr. Holland—I think you said that was your name—that 
the least you should give is $25.” 

“ But I have a wife and family,” began the young man, apologetically, “and, 
besides, as I am just going to housekeeping, $25 is a sum out of one month's 
money. By the way, when has this money to be paid?” 

“It should be paid by the Ist of September, but in your case I think we may 
call it the 16th; and suppose we say instead of $25, how will that suit?” 

The visitor meekly acknowledged the condescension of his udo chief's 
partner, and, appearing to become bold by the iousness of the attorney, 
ventured to suggest $15 as the limit to which his housekeeping fund should be 
taxed for the benefit of the present Administration. 

“All right, we will call it $15, but do not tell any of the boys that you only gave 
go little. . Sign your name in this book and justsay ‘Payable by September 16.’”’ 

Thus requested, the young man nervously seized proffered pencil and 
signed “J.P. Holland. Payable on or before September 16, $15.” 

*Iremember yourname now,” said Mr. Esher,ashetookthepen. ‘Irecollect 
sending you a notice to come and see me. You'll get it allright.” Then he 
bade the young man good-day. 

ME, ESHER SADLY PERPLEXED—A SECOND CALL FROM THE YOUNG MAN WOR- 
RIES HIM. 
Something like an hour later the samo young man called again at the law of- 
‘ostmaste 


fice where r Judd is the principal partner. He asked for Mr. Esher. 
busy,” said a tall, funereal looking clerk in reply to the report- 
ér’s inquiries. 


A glim; through the half-opened door of Mr. Esher’s private office disclosed 
{hat gentleman seated at his desk expounding the law in its dual relationship 


to civil+ervice reform and Democratic suceess to a couple of letter-earriers, 
His arguments seemed to be as brief and just as directly to the point as they had 
been when he was inculcating to *‘ Ed. Robinson’s ” friend the necessity of plank- 
ing down the cold dollars for the good of the cause. His hearers in this case 
however, seemed to have a great deal more to say. Their voicescould be heard 
considerably above a mild whisper, and it sounded to the outsider much as 
though there was a kick being made. 

Suddenly there was a silence, a scraping of chairs as of some one drawing up 
to a desk to sign his name, and an instant later the two letter-carriers appeared 
in the doorway of the office. Their flushed faces and far from enthusiastic 
looks plainly told that the interview had not been a pleasant one, and that they 
were glad it was over, 

* Mr, Esher is disengaged now,” said the funereal youth. 


MR. ESHER IS SURPRISED. 
Entering the office the young man handed to Mr. Esher his card: 
“J. P. Holland, Chicago Tribune,” 


The lawyer motioned to his visitor to take a chair, at the same time bending 
over his desk to read the inscription on the card. 

As he did so his hand mechanically sought the open subscription book which 
lay on the desk, and before he had taken his Sed from the offending pasteboard 
the tell-tale book had been doubled up in the hand furthest from where the re- 


porter sat. 

** What can I do for you, sir?” said the lawyer at Le a looking up. 

“The Tribune would like to know something about the Democratic campaign 
fund,” the reporter began, when suddenly the look of horrified perplexity which 
began to creep over the lawyer's face caused him to stop. 

erplexity, sog indignation, dismay, and horror succeeded each other 
with lightning rapidity in the expression of the attorney’s mobile features, 

“The Tribune ?—er—I don’t understand,” he stamm , Whenever the re- 
porter repeated the query for information. 

“Im ble!” muttered the attorney sotto voce; “it can not be—but 
yet——” and the remainder of his thoughts expended themselves in the region of 

is astonished brain. 

“ Well, sir,” suddenly drawing himself upand facing the reporter with an ex- 
pression in which could be read a determination to be as candid and outspoken 
as a deaf mute oyster, *“ what can I do for you?” , 

“ The Tribune would like toknowsomething about the Democratic campaign 
fund,” repeated the reporter for the third time- 

Again the look of agonized perplexity crept into the lawyer's face, and, spite 
of his evident intention to show a bold front, he replied: 

“ Haven’t I seen you somewhere before?” 

“Yes, sir—about an hour ago.” 

“Chi Tribune!” the pareet lawyer repeated to himself; taking up the 
a hing Sone been lying before him. ‘ Where did I see you?” 

re 

“But how can that be—didn’t you bring me a card?” 

“ No, sir; I didn't have one to bring.” 

“Strange!” he replied, as if trying to recall the incidents of the interview with 
the reporter. 

“*Ed Robinson’ sent me, you remember,” suggested the latter, noting the 
perplexity of his interlocutor. 

“Oh, I see; you work at the post-office. Ah! that’s different,” as though a 
load of care had suddenly been taken off his mind. 

“No, sir; I work at the Tribune office,” responded the reporter. 


MR. ESHER LOCKS THE DOOR. 


The incipient smile vanished, and the astonished lawyer rose to his feet and 
walked towards the office door. 

Turning the key in the lock, he resumed his seat, and ran his fingers through 
his hair, as if trying mentally to grasp the situation before he proceeded fur- 


er. 

Soon the ludicrous side presented itself,and he faced around, smiling, to his 
visitor, to whom he extended his hand. 

“Very clever,very clever, indeed. Now, whatare you going to do about it?” 

“Just as you say. All I want is information,” the reporter replied, grasping 
the outstretched hand. ‘“ First of all, how about that $15 su! ption?” 

“That was hardly fair. You see I have already remitted that money, or, at 
least, made mysclf liable for it.” 

“How so?” 

“I have checked it off as paid—see,” showing the book in which the reporte 
er’s si ture was already succeeded by a number of other signatures for simi- 
lar or less amounts, ‘By checking it off as paid I made myself liable to the 
national committee for that amount, and unless some one pays it I shall be just 
so much out of pocket.” 

“Isn't this a pretty steep sum fora poor fellow only earning $75 a month, with 
a wife and family to support and just going to house-keeping?"’ 

“Not very—at least as compared with the assessments paid under a Repub- 
lican administration.” 

“ What was the rate of Republican assessments?” inquired the reporter. 

“ Much higher, J assure you. I should say, however, that this is not an as- 
sessment,” the lawyer explained. 

SUBSCRIBERS TO THE FUND—THE AUTHORITY MR, ESHER HAS TO ACT AS COL- 
LECTOR, 

“To whom were the postal-cards sent ?” 

“To everybody likely to contribute—Government employés and others.” 

“ Would you mind showing me one of the postal-cards ?” 

“What would it do you?” 

y ol earn ere is anything of the an ver’ abou! 

“M ject is to] if there is thi f the ‘stand and deliver’ about 
the message which the letter-carriers seem so reluctant to answer.” 

** Nothing of the kind—there's no reluctance on their part—they come will- 
ingly. I can give you the names of several who have called here, but whom I 
have sent away without obtaining their signature because I didn’t think they 
could afford anything.” 

Mr. Esher fumbled among the pile of postal-cards as he spoke and presently 
drew forth one from the heap. olding it flat in his outstretched palm so that 
the alone could be seen by the reporter, he continued : 

“This young fellow is a lad of sixteen. He came up here and would have 
signed his name for $10 willingly, but I told him to ask his father before doing 


80. 

“ What was the boy’s salary ?”” 

an ont remember,” replacing the card and throwing a blotting-pad over 
the pile. 

“Ve have several instances of the kind—young men of seventeen or eighteen 
who want to subscribe, but whom I send away to get their parents’ consent." 

“Did any of them come back yet?” 

“ Not yet—at least not to my recollection,” 

“ About how much does man su be?” asked the reporter, the mem- 
ory of that $15 still rankling in his mind. “Do they all prove as generous as re- 


por I would rather be excused from answering that question, You see, it would 
have a bad effect on future subscriptions,” 
“ But can’t you give me an idea—was I generous or niggardly ? ” 


1888. 


“Tf the truth must be told,” the lawyer answered pleasantly, “you were 
rather above the average.” 

“What would you call the average, then?” 

“About 1 per cent. for the lower-priced men, and rather more for those earn- 
ing larger salaries.” 


HE IS NOT EMPLOYED BY THE GOVERNMENT. 


“ Are you in any way employed by the Government, Mr. Esher?” 

“Most emphatically no. My authority in the matter emanates directly from 
the Democratic national committee.” : 

To prove the truth of his assertion Mr, Esher produced the book in which the 
reporter had written his name. A hasty glance at its pages as they were being 
turned over enabled the reporter to estimate the number of subscribers who 
had pledged themselves, The book is about thirty-six leaves thick and each 
page contains about twenty lines. As nearly as could be judged the book is 
about a third filled with names, which would give somewhere in the neighbor- 
h of five hundred signatures. 

On the inside of the front cover is the following: 

Xy ward B. Esherisduly authorized to collect subscriptions for the Dem- 


ceratic national campaign fund. 
‘“ERSKINE M. PHELPS, 


“ Member of the Democratic National Committee.” 


“There you see my authority,” exclaimed the attorney. 
“But how came the national committee to select you as collector?” queried 
the reporter. 
“I don't know—indeed I may admit that I was surprised when I learned of 
the appointment,” 
MR. JUDD'S POSITION. 


“Did Mr. Judd tell you?” k 

“No, sir,” indignantly. ‘In this connection Mr, Judd hasno more to do with 
me than you have, in fact hardly as much. Ask him and you will find the facts 
to be just as I have stated.” 

“But if Mr. Judd did not actually inform you of the appointment does it not 
look as though the fact of your position as his law partner may have had some- 
thing to do with it?” 

** Not in the least,” 

“Don't the men feel that in answering your politely emphatic postal-card 
er cent take their life or their job in their hands by refusing?” 

“Not in the least. They come willingly, and I tell each one of them imme- 
diately he enters this oflice, before I mention subscription, that what I am 
about to say does not affect his position in any way, and that his refusal to sub- 
scribe, should he feelso inclined, will in no event be considered against him in 
relation to his work,” 

The earnestness of this declaration, delivered with a force of eloquence such 
as no “twelve men and true” could have withstood, would have carried 
conviction even to the skeptical reporter’s mind had he not suddenly remem- 
bered a little incident earlier in the afternoon, wherein a “ young man with a 
wife and family, about togo to housekeeping,” had been held up, and this polite 
introduction of the subject omitted. 

Ignoring the discrepancy as likely to lead off the subject of Mr. Judd’s con- 
nection with the fund, he asked: 

“Does Mr, Judd know of this collection being made in his ofice? ” 

“This is not his office; it is my office,” answered the wary lawyer. 

“ Well, does he know of the collection being taken up in your office, thon?” 

“T sup so, but, I repeat, he has nothing whatever to do with it. I act 
directly for the national committee. Idon’t know who suggested my name to 
them. I only returned from Europe this summer, and on my return I was 
informed that I had been selected.” : 

“I suppose, then, Mr. Judd would not countenance the collection did he know 
that the fact of his name being associated with yours in business acted as asort 
of compulsion on the men?” 

“Of course he would not.” 


A POINT HE HAD STUDIED—MR, ESHER COULDN'T BE CAUGHT BY CIVII-SERVICE 
LAWS. 


Changing the subject, as further questions on this point only promised to bring 
out further denials of the postmaster's complicity, tacit or expressed, in the 
matter, the reporter inquired: 

* How about the civil-service act? Is this not a direct violation of it?” 

The question seemed to please the lawyer hugely, He had evidently been ex- 
rece it all through the unwilling cross-examination to which he had found 

imself in a measure compelled to act the paa of candid witness. Smiling 
benignantly on the legally untutored scribe, he answered: 

“I had studied that law thoroughly before I undertook any part in this mat- 
ter, and I would suggest that you do the same,” 

The abashed reporter acknowledged his ignorance on the subject from a 
strictly legal standpoint, and suggested that it would be well to enlighten the 
public how the act could be so narrowly skimmed and yet successfully evaded. 

“If you will consult the act you will find that it prohibits the collection of 
funds for party pees from Government employés on two conditions. First, 
the funds must be collected inside a Government repens and, secondly, the 
party making the collection must be a Government official, 

* Now you can clearly sce,” he continued, “that this is nota Government office, 
I pay rent for this place, and the Government has no more todo with it than you 
haye; so far I am not breaking the law. Secondly, I am not a Government of- 
ficial. I was employed at the post-office until last spring, but since then Ihave 
found my legal practice all I could manage, so I gave up my Government posi- 
tion, If you can find any clause in the act which will bring me under its penal 
provisions I would like to hear about it, 

“ Mr. Phelps also is as free of Government fetters as I am, and I fail to see how 
the act reaches him.” 

“ But Mr. Judd—he can hardly be said to be outside the prohibited circle,” the 
reporter suggested, 

“I have already told you a dozen times that Mr. Judd has nothing whatever 
to do with this fund,” answered the lawyer in tones of vexation, 


THINGS HE WOULD LIKE LEFT OUT. 


Quickly changing the tone and theme of the conversation, Mr. Esher reverted 
to the scheme whereby he had given the whole business away to the reporter. 
“Afterall,” he continued, “I don’t think it was hardly thesquare thing for you 
to do—coming to me as you did, telling me the yarn about ‘Ed Robinson’ 
Now,as a favor to me I would ask you not athe At harm ea thatinterview. 
I would have been ready to give the Tribune al] the information I have given 
you, and there's no use giving me away.” 

As the ay gee failed to respond with pening, alacrity to Mr. Esher's re- 
quest to kill a good story, the gentleman redoubled his taffy. 

“Will you promise me one thing, like a good fellow?” the lawyer entreated. 

“If it be in my power, adc pe a 

‘Well, as a personal favor, Iask you not to write anything of the scheme you 
put up on me to get this information.” 

The reporter’s memory instantly reverted to the fact that the “copy ” of the 
first interview had been prepared before the second visit. 

“I won't write a single line on the subject.” 4 

“Thank you very much,” replied the gratified lawyer, unlocking the door 
and bowing the reporter out, 
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THEY WERE WAITING TO SEE HIM, 


The ante-room was by this time filled with letter-carriers and others waiting 
ently, and the looks of pitiful inquiry which met the reporter on emergin, 
m the sanctum were not the strongest possible confirmation of the alleg 
willingness which Mr. Esher had expatiated so largely upon. 

Two weary-looking carriers rose at once to face the music of the inner room 
but before they couldenter Mr. Esher appeared in the doorway and beckoned 
his funereal lieutenant toa confab on the aspect of affairs, 

At the elevator the reporter met two more letter-carriers hurrying like snails 
to their chief's office. 3 

Entering the elevator on its upward journey, he engaged in conversation with 
the boy in charge. f 

“ Lots of letter-carriers in this building,” he observed. 

t Pears so—guess dar mus’ be sum’fin’ like a lawsuit agin de Guv’nment— 
dey’s comin’ heah a week or mo’ now—guess dar's som’fin’ upsettin’ "em—dey 
all looks black’n’er thunder an’ s off wuss’n’r dey come,” 

“ How many of them do you think there have been?” 

“T dunno. Mus’ ha’ been hundreds—comin’ an’ goin’ all de time— pears like 
s'f dar’s gwine ter be astrike or sum’fin er de sort—nebber seed sicha lot of mad 
lookin’ pos’men—shuah.” 

Thanking the darkey for the information, the reporter left the building, 


A TALK WITH MR. JUDD—OF COURSE HE KNOWS NOTHING OF TH ASSESSMENT 
OF POST-OFFICE PEOPLE, 


Seated in the pleasant back parlor of his well-appointed residence last even- 
ing, Postmaster Judd discu. the civil-seryice law with a Tribune reporter. 

* What is your opinion,” he was asked, “ of the rule respecting the levying 
or soliciting of subscriptions for campaign purposes by Government employés 
of their subordinates?” 

“T think the rule is all right.” 

“Supposing you should discover that one of your heads of departments was 
levying such subscriptions for the benefit of the present Democratic campaign ?”" 

‘* His head would come off instanter.” 

“You intend, then, that the rule shall be observed to the letter in the Chicago 
post-office?” 

**Most assuredly,” r 

“Do you think this rule is understood by your heads of departments?” 

“I have taken pains that it should be, and I have no doubt it is.” 

“ And that they understand the nature of the penalty provided for those who 
violate it?” 

“J do not think there is any question about it.” 

“Well, then, how do you account for the fact that nearly every subordinate 
in your employ is n receipt of a postal-card requesting him to callat a certain 
place, and that when he calis there he is urged to subscribe out of his next 
inonth’s salary from $10 to $25?" 

“I donot know anything about such pepe plees nor such demands on my 
employés. If I should find that they existed and emanated from any one con- 
nected with the Chicago post-office, I should see that the rule was enforced 
without delay.” 

“These cards were signed ‘E. B. Esher,’ and the recipient was requested to 
call at room 88, Ashland Block,” 

“Well?” 

“ Room 38 is the law office of E. B. Esher, and when an employé of the post- 
office appeared in answer to the card he had received, Mr Esher at once asked 
him how much he was willing to subscribe toward the Democratic campaign 
fund, If the employé’s salary was $75 a month or over, he was urged to put 
down his name ina book for $25. If he demurred at that he was let off with 
$10 or $15.” 

“Well?” 

“Mr. Esher has two partners—the firm name is Judd, Ritchie & Esher. You 
are one of the firm, are you not?” 

“No, hardly,” said Mr, Judd, as he arranged his chin more comfortably in 
his high starched collar. “I can hardly be said to be a partner, though my 
name still stands with the others. I gave up my law practice when I was ap- 

pointed postmaster, whey wees my name to remain in that of the firm, and 
t was so arranged, Mr. Esher occasionally consults me on certain questions 
of practice, and that is all the connection I have with the firm.” 

“ Why should Mr. Esher send such cards to employés of the post-office?" 

“IT suppose that if he wishes to solicit money for campaign purposes he may 
choose nis own means of so doing. I know of no law that prohibits Mr. Esher. 
or any one else not in the employ of the Government solte ting such subserip- 
tions from post-office employés as well as from other citizens.” 

“But war should he inquire of them in what department they are employed, 
what salaries they receive, and urge them to put their names down for such 
comparatively large sums?” 

“Astothat [know nothing. I wasaware that Mr, Esher was interested some- 
how in the work of some campaign committee, but I had learned nothing about 
the details. He is a thoroughly honorable man, however, and would not iden- 
tify himself with questionable methods.” 

“You are of the opinion, then, that no one in the post-office could levy con- 
tributions on the employés through Mr. Esher?” 

* Perfectly sure. Nobody could make a tool of Esher,” 

Mr. Judd said he had subscribed to the campaign fund voluntarily, and he 
had no doubt many of the post-oflice employés had done or would do so. That 
was their own affair. He believed that most of them were aware that they 
could not be forced to do so on pain of losing their situations. If he found any 
pepe of the kind being made the offender should be brought to justice with- 
out delay. 


THE LAW ON POLITICAL ASSE35MENTS—WHAT THE UNITED STATES STATUTE HAS 
TO SAY ON THE SUBJECT, 


In reference to assessments of Government employés for political purposes, 
chapter 27 of the United States Statutes, entitied “Au act to regulate and improve 
the civil service of the United States,” says: 

“Src, 11. That no Senator, no Representative, or Territorial Delegate of the 
Congress, or Senator, Representative, or Delegate elect, or any officer or em- 
ployé of either of said Houses, and no executive, judicial, military, or naval 
officer of the United States, and no clerk or employé of any department, branch, 
or bureau of the executive, judicial, military, or naval service of the United 
States, shall, directly or indirectiy, solicit or receive, or be in any manner con- 
cerned in soliciting or receiving, any assessment, subscription, or contribution 
for any political purpose whatever, from any officer, clerk, or employé of the 
United States, or any department, branch, or bureau thereof, or from any per- 
son receiving any salary or compensation from money derived from the Treas- 
ury of the United States, 

“Sego. 12. That no person shall in any rgom or building occupied in the dis- 
charge of official duties by any officer or employé of the United States mentioned 
in this act, or in any navy-yard, fort, or arsenal, solicit in any manner whatever 
or receive any contribution of money or any other thing of value for any polit- 
ical purpose whatever. ; 

“Sec, 13. No officer or employé of the United States mentioned in thisact shall 
discharge, or promote, or degrade, or in any manner change the official rank 
or compensation of any other officer or employé, or promise or threaten so to 
do, for giving or withholding or neglecting to make any contribution of money 
or other valuable thing for any political purpose. 
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“Sec. 14. That no officer, clerk, or other person in the service of the United 
States shall, directly or indirectly, give or hand over to any other officer, clerk, 
or person in the service of the United States, or to any Senator, or member of 
the House of Representatives, or Territorial Delegate, any money or other valu- 
sea enre a account of or to be applied to the promotion of any political ob- 

“Sec, 1 sion of 
Gus oak areia prier bli rona en a Mearan oE e 
on conviction thereof, be punished by afine not apran NEE or by imprison- 
ment for a term not exceeding three years, or by such fine and imprisonment 
both, in the discretion of the court.” 

Mr. CULLOM. I have had that read for the purpose of showing 
that this man is acting under the orders of the Democratic national 
committee, collecting money for national campaign purposes, and evi- 
dently he was selected for the purpose of calling upon the Post-Office 
employés, as he had a list of them, as is shown there, for examination 
so that he might notify each man, as he seems to have done. That is 
all I have to say about that. 

I desire to say further that as far as the Republican party is con- 
cerned it has never believed in muzzling anybody’s mouth in giving 
expression to his political views, whether he might be in the employ 
of the Government or not; and that if a man in the employ of the 
Government desires to talk or to make hes in a campaign the 
Republican party does not deny him that privilege. 

Mr. PLUMB. Mr. President—— 

Mr. ALLISON. Will the Senator yield to mea moment? I merely 
wish to call the attention of the Senator from Missouri [Mr. VEST] to 
the fact that this gentleman who was granted leave of absence was 
granted twenty-three days’ leave with pay and nine days’ leave without 
pay, showing, of course, that he was taking simply his ordinary thirty 
days’ leave, which the law authorizes every clerk inevery Department 
of this Government to take in each year. 

Mr. HALE, Mr. President, I understood the Senator from Missouri 
[Mr. Vest] to say that the essential feature of civil-service reform was 
that public office, in the language of his chief, is a public trust, and 
that the time of the officer should be given to that public trust and 
not to political or partisan work. Apropos to this, I call his atten- 
tion, not to any old matters which I have hunted upin old reports, but 
to a modern instance. The New York Tribune of August 18, less than 
two weeks ago, is responsible for a statement which I ask the Secre- 
tary to read. 

The Chief Clerk read as follows: 

MR. TRAINER DRAWS FEDERAL PAY, ALSO. 


[Special.] 
WASHINGTON, August 17. 

It may interest George William Curtis and other Mugwumpsto know thatthe 
foreman in charge of the document-room at the national Democratic committee 
rooms, at No. 10 West Twenty-ninth street, New York, is John B, Trainer, sec- 
retary. of the Congressional Library Commission, acting under appoiuimnens of 
Mr. Cleveland’s Secretary of the Interior,and drawing a salary from the Gov- 
ernment of $1,800a year. Mr. Trainer is one of the active ward politicians of 

bany,and an intimate friend of Colonel Lamont’s, which explains his ap- 
pointment as secretary of the Library Commission, 


Mr. HALE. I have had this read only to call the attention of the 
Senator from Missouri to what is alleged here as a gross violation of the 
President’s orders, and in order that he may at once, or as soon as itis 
convenient, make a pilgrimage to the Interior Department, where the 
Secretary, I have no doubt, will at once lay his strong hand upon Mr. 
Trainer and either bring him home or remove him, or promote him, as 
a friend near me If that should fail, then I think it would 
be the duty of the Senator from Missouri to lay this -case before the 
President, who has issued very stringent and urgent orders prohibit- 
ing just such practices as this, and then I am sure that this evil will 
be remedied. 

Mr. VEST. Why does not the Senator from Maine, after his pecu- 
liar Jabors in behalf of civil-service reform, undertake the examination 
of this special case? According to the debate between him and the 
Senator from Kentucky [Mr, BLACKBURN], had here a few days since, 
he has overwhelmed himself with responsibility in this regard, and it 
is but a single item in the vast delinquencies of this Administration to 
examine the case of Mr. Trainer. 

I have not brought here the declarations of partisan newspapers. I 
would as soon quote from the writings of Tom Paine to a Christian 
congregation as to quote from the New York Tribune any statement 
which it might make against the Democratic party. It is simply im- 
possible for a sheet so partisan as that to do justice to the opposite 
party however great may be its delinquencies or its faults. 

Mr. CULLOM. I simply desire to state that it was the Chicago 
Tribune from which I had an article read. 

Mr. VEST. I do not‘understand the Chicago Tribune to be a Dem- 
ooann paper. Ifitis my political knowledge is very defective in that 


Mr. CULLOM. Certainly it is not. 

Mr. ALLISON. The Chicago Tribune is a 

Mr. VEST. The New York Tribune and 
both Republican papers. 

Mr. ALLISON. Undoubtedly they are. 

Mr. VEST. And Republican Senators quote them here in sustaining 
charges against the Democratic party! I would not, partisan as I am, 
from my place in this Chamber quote from a partisan Democratic pa- 


Republican paper. 
e Chicago Tribune are 
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per as to charges made upon these questions and statements of its re- 
porters against the Republican party. I quoted from the records of © 
the Pension Office, but I only did that—for my personal relations with 
the Senator from Illinois, as he knows, are of the kindest character— 
because he assailed my party, because he went out of his way in the 
discussion of an international question to assail the Democratic party 
and to declare that it was a party of sham, of fraud, and of pretense, 
and had trampled upon civil-service reform. 

The Senator says, at the suggestion of some of his colleagues, that 
this man Cowperthwait, or whatever his name is, this member of the 
Republican State Legislature of Illinois, simply availed himself of the 
allowance of thirty days’ leave of absence under the law. It is the 
strangest application for a leave of absence under the statute I have 
ever known, and there are certain expressions in it that rather militate 
against that construction, and I will read them. The first letter is 
dated July 17, 1883, and seems to have followed immediately on the 
appointment of this man, because the letter says: 


Permit me to introduce to you Hon. E. E. Cowperthwait, whom you have 
ust appointed. He has been compelled to remain at home a few days to get 
is business in shape. Mr. Cowperthwait is a member of our State Legislature 
and a man of very considerable political influence in the State. Ishall be very 
grateful to you— . 
And here is the milk of. this political cocoanut— 


I shall be very grateful to you for any special favor you may be able to'extend 
to him, as it will be of political use to have him in the State, if it can be so ar- 
ranged, after he gets familiar with the work. + 

That is to say, his official position is to be used in the State of Illi- 
nois for political purposes, for he is to be sent to Ilinois, and he was 
taken from the State of Missouri and sent to the State of Illinois after- 
wards in violation of that rule of the Department which puts the ex- 
aminers appointed from one State upon duty in another. ‘This gentle- 
man was appointed from Illinois and sent to the neighboring State of 
Missouri, but at the special request of the Senator from Illinois, on 
September 15, 1884, he is taken back from Missouri and sent to Ili- 
nois for a month’s leave of absence for work in the campaign. 

I am the last man who lives in public or private life who objects to 
any American citizen declaring his sentiments freely upon all public 
questions, and giving his, influence legitimately to the advancement 
and upholding of any political system or any political principles. I 
have had occasion to express myself very decidedly upon that question 
during the present Administration as to appointees in my own State; 
but here is the case of a man asked to be sent to Illinois in order that 
his official position might be used for political service and political ef- 
fect; and if that is nota violation of the civil-service rules, then, though 
I am notan expert on those rules, I do not understand the first prin- 
ciple on which they rest. 

Mr. PLUMB. Mr. President, I should like to inquire what matter 
is pending before the Senate? 3 

Mr. CULLOM. I should like to say a word. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The resolution of the Senator from 
Illinois has been laid over by consent until to-morrow. 

Mr. CULLOM. I asked that the resolution should be laid over—— 

Mr. VEST. I thought the resolution was pending new. 

Mr. CULLOM. The Senator from Missouri interrupted the prog- 
ress of business by referring to myself, speaking of me, and I think I 
have a right to respond. 

Mr. VEST. Certainly you have. 

Mr. CULLOM. So far as I am concerned, I have nothing whatever 
to take back with reference to any letters that I have written. If they 
are genuine, I stand by them. The Senator knows that every man in 
the employ of the Government is entitled to thirty days’ leave, as 
other Senators have said here, with pay. I did not know af the time 
whether this gentleman was entitled to leave with pay or not; but I 
asked that he be given pay if it was allowable to be done, and it turned 
out that he was allowed twenty-three days with pay and the balance 
without; and that is all there is of it. 

The Senator has seen proper, because I said something about this 
Administration yesterday, which I stand by, to drag my letters in here 
in the hope that he might deter me from asserting what I believe to be 
my right to assert on this floor or anywhere else. 

Mr. VEST. Iask the Senator’s attention to the expression in his 
first letter, which has nothing to do with any leave of absence: 
tend to him, as it will be of politieal une te have him in the State if it can bo 0 
arranged, after he gets familiar with the work. 

Mr. CULLOM. Yes, sir; I asked that whatever special favors Mr. 
Dudley could extend to him, consistent with Jaw and the regulations, 
should be afforded; and I asserted what was true, that if the gentleman 
came into the State of Illinois he could be of use to the party in the 
State on the stump, and I have nothing further tosay on that subject. 

The Senator complains that I and perhaps others have brought Re- 
publican eh oe A in here to show the inconsistency of this Admin- 
istration, the hollowness of this Administration on the question of 
civil-service reform. I will have another article read which probal)ly 
may sit a little better upon hisstomach. Itisa Mugwump paper from 
the city of Chicago, a very brief article on the subject. Perhaps the 
Senator will like that article read. 


1888. 
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Mr. VEST. 
utterances? 
Mr. CULLOM. Of course I do. 
Mr. VEST. If there is anything of the Mugwump about me, I 
would like to know it and get rid of it. 
The Chief Clerk read as follows: 
[Chicago Daily News, August 24, 1888,] 


Does the Senator hold me responsible for Mugwump 


the crchitect of all these failures, that the committee 
meee and dangerous task of making the public servants in Chicago stand 
and deliver. 


pointing out the fatuity which put such a task as this into the care of the 
diplomatic Judd. He was just as certain to do those things which neither he 
nor the commiltee wanted done—just as certain, by his left-handed, crass inept- 
itudc,to erect the illegal levy upon the post-oflice employés into a public scan- 
dal—as though an asinine exposure of the committee's contempt for the civil- 
Service law, its shameless defiance of the letter and the spirit Democratic 
platform, and iis impudent breach of President Cleveland's promises were the 


e—especially an ass that 
masquerades as a knave and then falls at the first hurdle and tangles his hind 
legs in his halter.. Perhaps the powers that in their wisdom give us postmas- 
ters may learn from this little example some of the general plans and specifica- 
tions of the postmaster they have given us. 

Mr. CULLOM. That is from a paper which is supporting this Ad- 
ministration and the re-election of Mr. Cleveland. 

One word further and I will dismiss this subject so far as I am con- 
cerned. I did say yesterday that I could not resist the feeling, in view 
of all the cirenmstances attending the case, that this Administration 
was undertaking to divert the attention of the American people from 
the great issue that is before the people, to wit, whether this country 
will maintain the protective-tariff system or adopt a free-trade sys- 
tem; that they were attempting to divert the attention of the Ameri- 
can people from that issue to another issue entirely foreign to it, and 
that after the treaty had been rejected by the Senate after long delay 
and discussion, instead of going to the law, as the President ought to 
have done, the law of 1887 that gave him the power of retaliation to 
protect American fishermen, he looked around and forgot almost that 
there was anything wrong in the treatment of American fishermen by 
Canada and hunted up a new exense and threw that upon the coun- 
try, and saidif he retaliated at all he wanted to retaliate for every pos- 
sible evil that existed between this country and Canada. 

I showed a dispatch that was sent out by Mr. Townsend, the chair- 
man of the State Democratic Committee of Ohio, dated the very same 
day that the message came to the Senate, which showed, as I think, 
an effort on the part of the Administration to get up a sort of boom for 
the Administration upon a different subject from that of the tariff and 
free trade. Hence it was that Mr. Townsend sent the telegram; which 
I will read again. 


Have proia Irishmen send congratulatory t 
land on his 


the treat d get rebate dent poet i 
message on fishery y and get up — TOWNSEND. ole. 
Chairman Ohio State Central Committee. 

That dispatch went out from the Democratie State Central Commit- 
tee of Ohio on the same day that the message came in here, and then 
other dispatches by members of the national committee to the Presi- 
dent I read here, and I have others that I might read, and from all 
this I came to the conclusion, as I think every man must, that it was 
simply an effort on the part of the Administration to divert attention 
from the question of protection or free trade to something else, so that 
they might not lose the great body of the laboring vote of this country. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 

Mr. PLUMB. I move that the Senate proceed to the consideration 
of House bill 10998. R 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, resumed the consideration of the bill (H. R. 10998) making 
appropriations for fortifications and other works of defense, for the ar- 
mament thereof, for the procurement of heavy ordnance for trial and 
service, and for other purposes. 

Mr. PASCO. I gave notice that I would call up the resolution of 
the Senator from New Hampshire [Mr. AEREA on the Louisiana 
elections this morning in order to make some remarks upon it, but after 
conference with the Senator from Kansas [Mr. PLUMB] I have con- 
cluded to wait until after this measure is disposed of. I shall ask that 


the resolution be taken up later in the day or to-morrow morning or 
at some convenient time hereafter. 

Mr. MITCHELL. A few mornings since I introduced a resolution 
which was laid on the table. I gave notice at the time that I desired 
to submit a few remarks, occupying about fifteen or twenty minutes of 
time—not more than that. I now appeal to the Senatorfrom Kansas in 
charge of the fortifications bill to permit the bill to be laid aside tem- 
po in order to enable me to do this, while he is getting his 

unch. 

Mr. PLUMB. Thesuggestion of the Senator about my desire to take 
lunch while he is speaking is éntirely gratuitous, because I should cer- 
tainly stay here and listen to every word he has to say, even losing my 
lunch for that purpose, which, I believe, is the custom of this body; 
but as the Senator can make his speech anyhow on the fortifications bill 
if he wants to do so, I am therefore really at his mercy, and of course 
I shall yield to his request. 

Mr. MITCHELL. Iam much obliged to the Senator. I ask that 
the pending order be temporarily laid aside, and that the Senate pro- 
ceed to the consideration of the resolution offered by me a few days 
since in reference to the disturbances at Corea. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The resolution will be read. 

Mr. MITCHELL. The resolution has been read, and I ask unani- 
mous consent to modify it so as to conform to the custom. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator has the right to modify 
his resolution without unanimous consent. The resolution as modi- 
fied will be read. 

DISTURBANGES IN COREA. 


The Senate proceeded to consider the resolution submitted by Mr. 
MITCHELL on the 22d instant, as modified by him to read as follows: 


Resolved, That the President be, and he is hereby, requested, ifnotincompatible 
with the public interests, to transmit to the Senate copies of all official corre- 
spondence between the Department of State and the minister resident and con- 
sul-general of the United States at Seoul, Corea, and between such Department 
and the Corean envoy extraord!nary and minister plenipotentiary resident in 
Washington, occurring since January l last, including that relating tothe recent 
disturbances and alleged massacre of Coreans in the streets of Seoul, Corea, on 
or about June 20, 1888, and touching the causes inciting thereto, if any— , 


Mr. MITCHELL. Mr. President, before moving a reference of this 


resolution to the Committee on Foreign Relations, I desire to detain ` 


the Senate very briefly in submitting a few observations to which I 
desire to attract the attention of the Senate, and especially that of the 
Committee on Foreign Relations. 

In my judgment, if ever the Governnient of the United States was 
under obligation, either morally or by virtue of treaty stipulation with 
any foreign power, to exert its good offices in favor of any struggling 
people or government being unjustly, arbitrarily, and oppressively 
dealt with, then it is now called upon by each of these considerations to 
extend such good offices in a considerate and proper manner to the 
Government and people of Corea. ` 

Twelve years ago (in 1876) the Japanese Government, having itself 
some years previously entered into commercial treaties with the United 
States and also with several European nations, entered into a treaty 
with Corea, in virtue of which the independence of Corea was dis- 
tinctly recognized. By its terms several Corean ports, three in num- 
ber, I believe, were opened to the Japanese, and embassadors were 
provided for and exchanged between the two countries. This treaty 
also provided that the coasts of Corea, dangérous to navigation, and 
prior to that time unknown to the fleets of commerce, should be ex- 
amined and surveyed by the Japanese. An international exposition 
between the two countries was also arranged, and was carried out in 
October, 1877, and on a scale and in a manner that would have done 
no discredit to governments whose date of original membership in the 
great family of treaty-making nations was many years prior to that of 
either Corea or Japan. 

Subsequently, in 1878, the late Senator Sargent, of California, at- 
tracted the attention of the Senate and of the country to the history of 
Corea, the character of its people, the productive susceptibilities of its 
soil, its great mineral resources, and to the importance to the United 
States of establishing commercial relations in that direction; and at his 
instance a resolution was then adopted by the Senate authorizing the 
President of the United States to appoint a commissioner to the King 
of Corea to arrange a treaty of amity and commerce between the United 
Statesand that government. Thismovement, though notimmediately, 
in due time bore fruit, and four years later, in May, 1882, under the ad- 
ministration of President Arthur, a treaty of commerce and navigation 
between the United States and the Kingdom of Corea, or Chosen, was 
concluded. Thistreaty wasratified by the United States Senate January 
9, 1882, and then it was that the traditional policy of isolation from the 
world’s commerce, which the Empire of Japan had abandoned years be- 
fore, was renounced by Corea. Other treaties with certain European 
powers followed, our treaty with Corea being the first that kingdom en- 
tered into with any Christian power. The Government of the United 


States, therefore, is now and has been since January, 1883, in solemn 
treaty stipulations of amity and peace, of commerceand navigation, with 
the Kingdom of Corea. And it may be as well in this connection toin- 
quire briefly as to some of the more material stipulations contained in 
that treaty. 
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And first, it will be observed, it is stipulated in the beginning that— 

There shall be perpetual peace and friendship between the President of the 
United States and the King of Chosen, and the citizens and subjects of their re- 
spective Governments, 

But not only so; it is provided in the very next section, in Article I, 
as follows: 

If other powers deal unjustly or oppressively with either government, the 
other will exert their good offices, on being informed of the case, to bring about 
an amicable arrangement, thus showing their friendly feelings. 

In no part or portion of this treaty from its beginning to its end is 
the dependency of Corea upon the Chinese Empire referred to, much less 
recognized, either directly or indirectly. And in allitsstipnuiations the 
Kingdom of Corea is by our Government dealt with as an absolutely 
independent power in all its foreign relations. Not only so; it was 
stipulated that the high contracting powers might each appoint diplo- 
matic representatives to reside at the court of the other; and further- 
more, that each might appoint consular representatives at the ports of 
the other which are open to foreign commerce at their own conven- 
ience. 

In the treaty, then, taken as a whole, and in all correspondence con- 
nected with and accompanying it, while the fact was not attempted to 
be concealed by either government that Corea was in a sense a state 
tributary to China, and with which relation the United States had no 
concern, the idea that a state of vassalage existed or that Corea was a 
dependent or vassal state of China found no countenance or recognition 
whatever; but on the contrary it was understood, and all the negotia- 
tions proceeded upon the assumption that Corea had always in the past, 
notwithstanding her tributary relation to China as a state, exercised 
through her King full sovereignty in all matters of internal adminis- 
tration and foreign relations. And it was on this basis that our treaty 
relations with Corea were entered into, and consequently, notwithstand- 
ing the absence of express treaty stipulations to that effect, it is quite 
evident that by virtue of such treaty, as a whole, the claim of Corean 
yassalage to China was completely overthrown so far as our Government 
is concerned. And not only so; but the Chinese Government in giving 
this treaty recognition, as it unquestionably did, after vain attempts 
while the terms of the treaty were sub judice between Corea and the 
United States, to secure, either by express or implied terms, recognition 
of the claim of a state of vassalage or dependency on China, expressly 
waived and abandoned, both in law and morals, any such claim. 

Professor Wharton, in discussing the effect of our treaty relations with 
Corea, in paragraph 64, volume 1, of Wharton’s Digest of International 
Law, makes this statement: p 

The existence of international relations between the two countries (the United 
Slates and Corea) as equal contracting parties is to be viewed simply as an ac- 
cepted fact, and the independence of Corea of China is to be regarded by the 
United States as now established. 

The late Secretary of State, Mr. Frelinghuysen, in his communica- 
tion submitting the Corean treaty to the President to be forwarded to 
the Senate for ratification, refers to the contingency of such an asser- 
tion er enforcement of Chinese sovereignty over Corea by the Imperial 
Empire as would destroy the independence of that kingdom as some- 
thing the very contemplation of which was not allowable. 

Moreover, the diplomatic course of China with the United States and 
with other nations with which that Government is in treaty relation 
has been such as to repel the assumption of the existence of a state of 
Corean vassalage or dependence on China. China has never claimed 
that the Corean Kingdom was embraced in treaties between other gov- 
ernments and the Chinese Empire; nor has the Imperial Government 
of China ever admitted in her negotiations and diplomatic relations 
with other governments or otherwise that the empire was responsible 
for or represented the Kingdom of Corea. 

The Chinese Government recognized the treaty, moreover, of Febru- 
ary, 1876, entered into between Corea and Japan, and yet the first arti- 
cle of that treaty contains the following significant stipulation: 

Chosen (Corea) being an independent state, enjoys the same sovereign rights 
as does Japan, and that their intercourse shall thenceforward be carried on in 
terms of equality and courtesy. 

The existence of the relation of suzerain and vassal between China 
and Corea finds therefore no warrant or support in any of the treaty 
stipulations between eitherof these governments and any foreign power, 
nor yet by anything in connection with the history of the two govern- 
ments, or that of their relations the one to the other for a century past. 
The one has not contributed to the other, either in men or money or 
arms, in aid of the prosecution of wars, either of invasion or defense. 
Not one of the well-known badges of dependence or vassalage is to be 
traced in the present relations or status, or in the recent past history 
of the relations of the two governments; none of the disabilities or dis- 
qualifying conditions of the lack of power to enter into treaty negotia- 
tions, to send out embassadors, to establish consulships, to levy war, 
or conclude peace, without doing so through a suzerain, which must 
necessarily obtain in the case of a dependent or vassal state, is found 
to exist in the case of Corea. On thecontrary, Corea stands to-day in 
history and in virtue of international law as much an independent gov- 
ernment as do any of the great Christian powers of the world. She 
stands to day in solemn treaty stipulation with several of the leading 
Christian powers. Her embassadors reside in the capitals of the most 
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important and influential nations in Christendom, including that of the 
United States. All these t governments, including our own, which 
(I mean the latter) regards with disfavor that principle of national 
serfdom which recognizes the right of one government or country or 
people to enslave another government or country or people, and which 
looks with favor upon the doctrine of home rule and self-government 
and control, and of independence in the fullest sense of that significant 
term, have stipulated with Corea that if any power deals unjustly or 
oppressively with the Coreans, then their good offices will be exerted 
in their behalf to the end that perpetual peace and friendship may be 
maintained. 

It is believed, and the correspondence called for by the pending reso- 
lution will doubtless show the fact, that for some time past the Impe- 
rial Government of China has, through its chief oflicers and represent- 
atives, and especially and particularly its representative at the city of 
Seoul, been contemplating the subjugation and entire absorption of 
Corea; that the conduct of that power and of its chief representative 
at Seoul has during the past two years, and especially more recently, 
been of such a systematically arbitrary, if not indeed wholly reprehen- 
sible character towards Corea and the Corean representatives, not ex- 
cepting the King himself, as to be grossly unjust, unneighborly, and 
oppressive; and that the ultimate intention is upon the part of China 
to dethrone the King, abolish the existing government, and assume 
complete and absolute dictatorship over the Corean peninsula, 

With a view, therefore, of securing reliable information in referencé 
to this whole subject, and in no sense in any unfriendly spirit towards 
our minister resident and consul-general at Seoul, who is repre- 
sented as a most able and intelligent gentleman, and as demeaning him- 
self in a manner highly creditable to himself and all concerned, in view 
of the delicate subject with which he is called upon to deal, or without 
in any manner wishing by this to criticise the honorable Secretary of 
State, because I know of no reason whatever for any such criticism in 
connection with this matter, is the purpose of the introduction of the 
pending resolution. 

In this connection I desire to state that the Hon. Owen N. Denny, 
a citizen of the United States and of the State of Oregon, formerly 
United States consul at Tien-Tsin, China, subsequently promoted to 
the position of United States consul-general at Shanghai, China, which 
position he held several years, when he resigned voluntarily, a gentle- 
man of learning and experience, both as a lawyer and diplomat, 
thoroughly versed in international law and in political and commercial 
affairs in the East, and in all matters pertaining to the existing rela- 
tions between China and Corea, and withal an American in every fiber 
of his nature, has for nearly three years past been in the service of the 
Corean King in the capacity of ‘‘ adviser to the King and director of 
foreign affairs.” I hold in my hand avery able and highly interesting 
brief prepared by Judge Denny on the relations existing between the 
two Governments of Corea and China, in which not only a careful his- 
tory of these relations is given, but also the great public question as to 
the precise character of the relations sustained by Corea to the Chinese 
Empire is discussed with learning and ability. This relation is, as I 
believe, very correctly stated by Judge Denny to be that of a mere 
tributary state, ın which none of the rights of sovereigniy or independ- 
ence are eliminated or destroyed, and not that of a dependent or vassal 
government without any of the prerogatives of sovereignty attaching. 
I desire to incorporate this paper into and make it a part of my re- 


marks, 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. DoLPH in the chair), Is there 
objection? The Chair hears none, and it is so ordered. 

The paper is as follows: 


CHINA AND COREA, 


[By O. N. Denny, adviser to the King and director of foreign affairs,] 


A vacancy having occurred in the position of foreign adviser to the King of 
Corea and inspector of customs, and His Majesty having requested his excel- 
lency Li Chung Tang to procure the services of another, I was in July, 1885, 
invited to the post. lentered upon the duty of adviser, the customs branch of 
the position having been placed under the customs of China before my arrival 
in the East, with the assurance that in my efforts to preserve peace and good or- 
der and in all that pertained to the prosperity of Corea I should have the cor- 
dial pappor of the viceroy, an assurance which, I regret to say, has not been 
verified. On the contrary, from the very first, Ihave met with almost every con- 
ceivable kind of opposition from Chinese sources, The failure of the viceroy to 
keep his promise in this regard I am at a loss to understand, unless it is due to 
the Pekin Government’s disapproval of his Corean policy. In view of this and 
the fact that China’s course seems so unwarrantableand ao ust, as well as against 
the best interest of Corea and China, I determined to avail myself of the present 
occasion to publicly point out—all efforts of a private character having failed— 
the dangerous ground China is trying to occupy, and to present Corea’s side of 
the controversy, with a view to correcting, if possible, some of the accepted fal- 
acies on the situation in the Peninsular Kingdom and its relations with the Celes- 
tial Empire, which have been so often misrepresented in the native and some of 
the foreign newspapers in China for the past two or three years, throug! design 
or under a misapprehension of the law as well as the facts. In doing this the 
Hoo the crit may appear, the more it is to be regretted that they are 
merited. . 

First I shall notice China's claim to vassal or dependent relations with Corea; 
second, the former’s treatment of her so-called vassal; third, the charge that 
the ate is weak and unfit to govern the country; and before I have finished I 
shall endeavor to show that the former isabout as fictitiousas the latter is with- 
oui foundation. As Corea, in the exercise of a right which none but sovereign 
and independent states „concluded a treaty of friendship, navigation, and 
commerce with Japan, independently of China, and lateron with Western coun- 
tries, in accordance with international usage, the rights acquired and the obi 
gations assumed must be determined by the laws which have always governed 
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the enforcement of such compacts. In the light of these defined and well-set- 
tled rules it will be in order to inquire into some of the rights, powers, and re- 
sponsibilities of a sovereign state and how vassal relations are established, as 
well as into the duties and obligations a dependent state owes to its suzerain, 
in order to more clearly determine the political status of Corea. In general 
terms a sovereign or independent state isdefined by almostall authors on inter- 
national jurisprudence to be any nation or people, whatever the character or form 
of its constitution may be, which governs itself independently of other nations, 
while Wheaton, who ought to be the best authority in this case, as China has 
adopted him as her standard author, says, ‘Sovereignty is the supreme power 
by which any State is governed; this supreme power may be exercised either 
conmea ners or STORA. Internal sovereignty is that which is inherent in the 
people of any state or is vested in its ruler by its municipal constitution or fun- 
damental laws. External sovereignty consists in the independence of one po- 
litical society in respect to all other political societies, and it is by the exercise 
of this branch of sovereignty that the international relations of one political 
society are maintained in peace and in war with all other political societies.” 
A nation which has always managed its internal as well as external concerns 
in its own way, free from the interference or dictation of any foreign power, is 
uridically independentand must be ranked in the category of sovereign states, 
he unerring test, however, of a sovereign and independent state is its right 
to negotiate, to conclude treaties of friendship, navigation,and commerce, to 
exchange public mibisters, and to declare war and peace with other sovereign 
and independent powers. These are rights and conditions compatible and con- 
sistent with sovereignty which, when possessed by a state, place it in the great 
family of independent nations, while states which do not poner such powers 
must be ranked as semi-independent or dependent, according to the expressed 
terms of the agreement. An advocate of vassalage in the North China aad 
News, some months ago,-in support of his position, used substantially the fol- 
lowing language: ‘At the end of the seventeenth and beginning of the eight- 
centh centuries the sanction of the Chinese Emperor had to be obtained before 
the successor chosen by the King of Corea could receive the title of heir-appar- 
a ba then could not assume the title of King until it was conferred on him 
y n, 

The correspondent states the case much stronger than the facts warrant. If 
he had put it in the form of a request, a graceful act by a tributary state, rather 
than on the basis ofan imperative obligation to the Peking Government, he would 
have been more in accord with the facts, but whether he over or under stated 
them makes no material difference, as tions of vassalage were never estab- 
lished by the commands of a superior in exceptional cases or through the dif- 
ferential acts of an inferior. Liu Kiu, Anam and Burmah, in the history of Chi- 
na’s precarious claims to vassalage over those States, did the same th ng. and 
to-day the first named forms a part of the sovereignty of the Empire of Japan, 
the second belongs to the Republic of France, while the third recently passed 
to the sovereign control of Great Britain. Wheaton on the Law of Nations 
states the case infinitely stronger against the correspondent than the latter does 
in favor uf China’s contention when he says: ‘The porereunig of a particular 
state is not impaired by its occasional obedience to the commands of other states, 
or even the habitual influence exercised by them over its councils, It is only 
when this obedience or this influence assumes the form of express compact that 
the sovereignty of the state inferior in power is legally affected by its connec- 
tion with the other.” 

John Austin, a modern writer of considerable celebrity on international law, 
in one of his able lectures delivered in London in 1873, states the case with equal 
clearness when he says: “A feeble state holdsits independence precariously or 
vat the will of the powerful states to whose a; jonsit is obnoxious, and since 
it is obnoxious to its aggressions it and the bulk of its subjects render obedience 
to commands which they occasionally express or intimate; but since the obedi- 
ence and commands are comparatively few and rare they are not sufficient to 
constitute the relation of Aap pts E and subjection between the powerful 
states and the feeble states with its subjects. In spite of those commands and 
in spite of that obedience the feeble state and its subjects are an independent 
political society whereof the powerful states are not the sovereign portion. Al- 
though the powerful states are permanently superior and although the feeble 
state is permanently inferior there is neither the habit of command nor a habit 
of obedience on the part of the latter; and although the latter is unable to de- 
fend and maintain its independence, the latter is independent of the former in 
fact or practice.” 

‘The only yassal or dependent relations recognized by the law of nations are 
those resulting from conquest, international agreement, or convention of some 
kind, and as such relations do not exist between the two countries by virtue of 
either of these requirements, and in all reasonable probability will never be es- 
tablished by agreement or convention, it remains to be scen whether they will 
exist in future by conquest. Corea, however, is a tributary state of China; re- 
lations which have been sustained in the past with the utmost good faith, and 
which Corea desires in all sincerity to continue so long as China’s treatment is 
generous, friendly,and just. But the tributary relations one state may hold to 
nnother do not and can not in any degree affect its sovereign and independent 
rights. For this reason the tribute annually paid by Corea to China does not 
impair her sovereignty or independence any more than the tribute now paid 
by the British Government to China on account of Burmah impairs the sover- 
eign and independent rights of the British Empire; or the tribute formerly paid 
by the principal maritime powers of Europe to the Barbary States affected the 
sovercign rights and independence of those European powers, 

Wheaton says concerning the Barbary States that“ while they are anomalous 
in character, yet their occasional obedience to the commands of the Sultan, ac- 
companied with irregular payments of tribute, does not prevent them from be- 
ing considered by the Christian powers of Europeand America as independent 
states with whom the international relations of war and ce are maintained 
on the same footing with other Mohammedan soverei es.” There are good 
and valid reasons why Corea desires to prefer the traditional relations of close 
friendship which have so happily existed between the two countries so long. 
Their geographical positions under friendly intercourse make them a source of 
strength to each other, while the fact that Corea has drawn largely upon China’s 
population, language, religion, laws, education, arts, manners, and custom, 
which haye contributed so mnch to the sum total of Corean civilization, all 
combine to strengthen the chain of attachment and cause her to look to China 
as in the past for friendly advice rather than in any other direction; andin my 
judgment nothing willinterrupt this friendship but a continuation of the illegal 
and high-handed treatment Corea is now receiving at the hands of the Chinese 
and their studied and persistent attempt to destroy Corean sovereignty by ab- 
sorbing the country. 

It was due to the faith which the King had in China's professions of friend- 
ship for Corea that induced His Majesty, when the advisability of making treat- 
ies with western countries was pressed upon him,to take coune! of the dis- 
tinguished viceroy at Tien-Tsin, and I know of my own knowledge that it was 
due toa similar faith in the king that induced the Chung Chang to adv.se the 
establishment of such relatious, as the surest means of improving the condition 
of the country and people,as well as preserving the sovereign rights of his 
kingdom; and later on, when the first of the western treaties came to be nego- 
tiated—which Was with America—the viceroy was invited as the friend of the 
king, having the broadest experience in such important matters, to assistin the 
negotiations, Two draughts were submitted to thatconvention furconsideration, 
one by the viceroy and the other by the special envoy who conducted the ne- 
goliations for the United States, The very first clause in viceroy’s draught 
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was a demand for the negotiation of vassal or dependent relations between 
China and Corea, which the agent of the United States Government declined to 
consider or even discuss her than to say that as his mission was to make a 
treaty of commerce and friendship with an independent state, such a treaty he 
would make or noneatall. Notwithstanding this, the viceroy urged the a 
proval of this dependent clause to n point beyond which he could notgo with- 
out breaking off peroane when he yielded and the treaty was then con- 
cluded upon the basis of other independent states, and was signed at Chemulpo 
May 22, 1882. Even if vassalage had been acknowledged in the American 
treaty by the negotiators, it would not have received the approval either of the 
United States Government or the King of Corea. 

‘The next treaty that Corea made was in October following with China and at 
the latter’s request, and while this treaty has been denominated “rules for the 
land and water commerce between the trading populations of China and Corea,” 
and while there is the usual mystification and vagueness pervading it that char- 
acterizes all of China's intercourse with the peninsular kingdom, yet it comes 
nearer being treaty of friendship, navigation, and commerce thananything 
else, as [ shall endeavor to point out further on. Treaties with other countries 
followed in quick succession in the general tenor of the American one, which 
were, however, discussed and concluded, not at Tien-Tsin, butin Seoul, without 
reference to the viceroy or the Chinese Government. Had vassalage existed 
between the two countries in accord with international Tooraine at the 
time the American treaty was made, docs any one, at all vérsed in public af- 
fairs, suppose that the viceroy would have tried so hard to procure their ac- 
knowledgment by a friendly power in a public treaty? No; the attempt was 
based solely on the utter weakness of the contention, which no one appreciated 
more fully than the viceroy himseif. 

After the ratification of the American treaty the question of dependency, for 
the moment at least, seems to have been abandoned; at all events 
ments were at once made for the enforcement of the stipulations of the treaty. 
Ports were opened, a customs service established by the King, with inspector, 
commissioners, and a full staff of subordinate officers for the work. Diplomatic 
representatives were appointed as treaties were ratified, who from time to time 
presented their credentials and took their respective places at His Majesty’s 
court in Seoul, and among them was the representative of China, with the 
title of His Imperial Majesty’s commissioner printed on his card, and appointed 
in pursuance of the treaty already referred to. This official continucd in an 
unassuming way to represent his government upon. terms of a Sage with his 
colleagues for more thantwo years, when he was succeeded by the present Com- 
missioner Yuan for supposed meritorious services rendered his government in 
the disturbance of 1881, who for a short time followed in the footsteps of his 
poon oaot; butthe honor sọ suddenly thrust upon him seems to hayce inflated 

im to such an extent that serious consequences might have resulted to him 
bad not his indiscreet enthusiasm found vent in the resurrection of the depend- 
ency scheme, which for the crédit of his government ought never in to have 
come to the surface, for if the conclusion of the Japanese and American treaties 
upon the basis of Corean independence, every article of the latter having been 
apgroved by the viceroy, followed by similar treaties with the leading powers 
of Europe, and China having shared in the practical operations for two and a 
half years did not honorably settle it, the question ought finally to have disap- 
peared when the Li-Ito convention adjourned, by the terms of which China 
disposed of whatever right she had left without the consent of Japan to send 
troops to Corea, the only means as a last resort every independent nation pos- 
sesses of enforcing its sovereign rights when assailed or called in question. 

Some time in 1855, after I had been invited to Corea, but before my arrival, a 
pouas of absorption, gradual or otherwise, seems to have been decided upon 

y the Pekin Government. The position of advisor and inspector of customs 
was seggregated, and the customs service passed to the control and direction of 
the Chinese service under the plausible assurance that it would be better and 
more economically administered, and that there was no political significance to 
be attached to the change, and, while the service has been honestly and well 
administered under the change, yet no one act since the conclusion of the trea- 
ties has contributed so much to mislead the public mind in regard to the true 
relations existing between China and Corea politically than this ill-advised one 
on the part of the Corean Government. Neither in the mean while was Com- 
missioner Yuan idle, for it was about this time that he adopted as a title for his 
legation that miserable misnomer and subterfuge, *‘ Residency,” and in the most 
insolent oy claimed to advise and even direct the King in long-winded me- 
morials, and upon public and official occasions to assume the rôle of host in- 
stead of guest on the flimsy pretext that he is “at home” in Corea, But itis 
asserted that vassalage is distinctly acknowledged in the treaty sometimes 
called the overland trade regulations above alluded to. Now, I assert with 
much confidence that if that convention establishes anything, so far as this ques- 
tion is concerned, it is exactly the contrary to this, 

While there are only eight rather lengthy articles in that treaty, yet as al- 
ready observed they cover about all that is necessary in an ordinary treaty of 
friendship, commerce, and na tion. Under the first article China has dis- 

ched her commissioner with diplomatic powers to Seoul, and consuls to all 

e open ports to guard the interests of Chinese merchauts. Thesecond article 
pau to China ex-territorial privileges for her subjects similar to those enjoyed 

y the citizens and subjects of the most favored nations. Article III permits 
the merchant ships of both countries to visit the open ports of the other, fixes 
the duties to be paid, provides for relief in case of ship-wrecks, regulates the 
conduct of fishing vessels, etc. Article IV permits merchants of either coun- 
try to visit the open ports of the other for the purposes of trade, where they 
may purchase lands and houses, provides tonnage dues as well as re-export 
tariff, inhibits trade at the capital of both countries, compels m ts wish- 
ing to purchase native produce in the interior to first obtain mits of their 
consuls, while persons desiring to travel in either country for pleasure must be 
provided with passports. 

Article VII provides for the rg ec once a month to Corea of a vessel bo- 
longing to the China Merchants’ Company, and permits Chinese men-of-war to 
repair to the open ports of Corea for the purpose of protecting Chinese consuls 
and other residents, 

In the text of this treaty there is not only no reference to vassalage or depend- 
ency, but the demands and concessions made exclude the existence of such re- 
lations at the time it was concluded, If China believed in the validity of vassal 
relations, can it be supposed that provisions would have been made for exterri- 
torial privileges and passportsfor Chinese subjects in Corea? Certainly not, for 
to have doneso would have presented the spectacle ofa sovereign state demand- 
ing exterritorial rights and privile for her own subjects within her own sov- 
ereignty, which is the sa acme of absurdity, The only reference to v: 
is in a preamble published at the head of the treaty, which may or may not have 
been in its present form at the time the treaty was signed. This extrao 
preamble begins as follows: “ Corea has long been one of our vassal states, and in 
all that concerns rights and observances there are already fixed prescriptions 
which require no change.” Can this be the language of a high joint convention 
created, not to sign away the rights of asovereign nation, butto protect them in 
its intercourse with a neighboring stale” 

It seems rather the ex parte assertion of a fallacy, than any proof of the exist- 
ence ofa fact. But the Sosa pace of this preamble, if anything, is still 
moreremarkable. Itreads: “ Itis understood thatthepresentrules * * * are 
to be viewed in the light of a favor ganten by China toa dependentstate and are 
not in the category of favored-nation treatment applied to other states.” Is it 
a fayor to Corea for that state to grant exterritorial privileges to the subjects of 
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China while the latter lays claim to vassalage over the former? Is it a favor 


to Corea to permit Chinese men-of-war to repair to her o to protect 
Chinese consu!s and other residents? And, ly, is ita favor to overrun the 
capital with Chinese merchants while there is not a Corean merchant 


conferred 5 Sig treaty such right, privilege, or favor shall free 
benefit of United States, its pub! ic officers, merchants, and citizens.” But 
gaid the most eminent statesman of the Celestial Empire recently: "Corea isa 
vassal of China's, because upon the conclusion of treaties with western countries 
the King gave to the plenipotentiaries who conducted the negotiations auto- 
Maps letters to be conveyed to the heads of their respective governments in 
which such relations were admitted.” 

Here again I must take issue with the assertion, even though it is made by so 
eminent a as Li Chung Tang. It is true thatjust prior to signing the 
American an paca cig letter was handed down by the King to be de- 
livered with it to the President of the United States, but that letter admitted 
nothing more than the King now asserts, namely, that Corea is a tributary state 
of China, but which, as I have endeavored to point ont, does not affect, much 
less destroy, the sovereign rights of a state, while it asserts in lan that can 
not be misunderstood the sovereign and independent character which the Co- 
rean Government has always maintained. S uent autograph letters gi 
by liis esty were, in effect, the same as the first one, so far at least as the re- 
lations of Corea to China are concerned. The following is a correct translation 
of the letter of the King to the President of the United States: 

“Jlis Majesty, the King of Chosen, herewith makesacommunication. Chosen 
has been from ancient times a state tributary to China, yet hitherto full sover- 
AT has been exercised by the Kings of Chosen in all matters of internal ad- 

istration and foreign relations. Chosen and the United States in establishing 
now by mutual consent a treaty are dealing with each other m a basis of 


equality. The King of Chosen inctly ple his own sovereign powers for 
the complete enforcement in faith of all the stipulations of the treaty in 
accordance with internatio law. As rds the various duties which de- 


volve upon Chosen a8 a tributary state to with these the United States 
has no coneern whatever, Having appointed envoys to negotiate a treaty, it 
Pad to be my duty in addition thereto to make this preliminary declara- 


May 15, 1882, 
To the President of the Uniled States: 


Whatever interpretation the advocates of Mamere 1 may choose to put upon 
the plain, candid, and unmistakable language co: ined in the above Totter, or 


iscon ed. In h 64, first volumeof Wharton’s Digestof 
Law of the United States. the following is used by the Government: 
e ternational relations between the two countries (the United 


ual contracting es is to be viewed simply as an ac- 
ted fact,” and “the ind: dence of Corea of China is to be regarded by the 
Neither does the American Government 
stand alone in this regard, for at least pega Tenge powers claiming relations 
y as well as commercially to 

China, insist on maintaining the same eer. for Corea 
Japanand 


suzerain and 
When these relations are held by states in the legal international acceptation 
of the term, that which disturbs the heart of the sovereign affects the pulse of 
the vassal, and yet so far as is known neither the warswhich have been waged 
against China by foreignstates, nor her rebellions, nor internal dissensions have 
apparently disturbed or concerned Corea any more than if one nation had been 
located near the north pole and the otherin tropics. And yetit was the duty 
of Corea as a of a to have furnished an army from her hundreds of 
thousands of soldiers which she has had or could have raised at any stage of her 
civiization as well as munitions of war, to aid Chinain the hour of her greatest 
need; but not a soldier, gun, or dollar seem to have over from Corea for 
that purpose. In addition to this important fact, if such relations ever existed, 
they ought certainly to have left their imprint on the civilization of Corea, either 
upon the national emblems, coins, laws, or in some other way as public notice 
to other nations of China’s responsibility when grievances were to be redressed 
or wrongs atoned, as well as an acknowledgment on Corea’s part of the ac- 
«ance of such relations. 

`o those who are versed in international affairs Corea can not be considered 
n dependent state, for the reason that the law and the facts have placed her in 
the column of sovereign and independent states, where she will remain, unless, 

through the force of superior numbers, she is taken out of it. Corea has 
hs of negotiation; a vassal state has not. Corea has concluded treaties of 
dship, commerce, and navigation with other sovereign and independent 
states without reference to China, which a vassal can not do; and in virtue of 
those treaties has dispatched publio ministers to the courts of her respective 
treaty powers, while vassal states can not even appoint consuls-general, but 
only consuls and commercial agents, Corea has the right to declare war or 
which a vassal can not do except through its suzerain. Chins under her 
Rants is represented at the Corean court by a diplomatic oflicer, and by con- 
süls at all the o ports, and when the interests of the Corean Government de- 
mand it they will be similarly represented in China, or friendly intercourse 
will aay Soon to exist between the two ments. The following lan- 
guage eor luntshli, a modern international Krist of great clearness, is forcibly 


tory shows us the truth of this 
existed both 


of vassal states in pe and Asia. To-day they bave nearly ail 
disappeared they have been transformed into sovereign states or have 
been absorbed more pow states. International law ought to keep an 
aceount of their ent. It ought to respect it. Ab ought nos to onmeci- 
ute to retard it by ng to perpetuate the unsustainable formalities of an an- 


tiquated jurity.” International law will keep an account of their development 
too, and in its vigilance for the rights of the weak will keep anaccountof Corea 
also in her struggle for the maintenance of independent statehood. After hay- 
ing been by the nations of the international world literally d from 
that seclusion which had for so many centuries enveloped the little kingdom 
in mystery to join the family of civilized nations under the express guaran 
of assistance in the event of oppression or unjust treatment, those powers will 
surely not permit the stultification of this assurance by allowing their younger 
mem to be strangled at the very threshold of its international life. 

China’s friend and ally Corea desires to be, but her voluntary slave never. 

The Austro-Hungarian minister of state, M. Kalnoky, lately said, ** A vassal 
state in the nineteenth century is an anachronism.” However this may be, the 
times will indeed be sadly out of joint when China succeeds by her peculiar 
methods in establishing vassalaye with Corea; not only so, but when she does 
a new chapter will have to be added to international jurisprudence, the princi- 
ples of which such well-known expounders as Grotius, Vattel, and ton 
never comprehended. 

Even for China at this late date, after yielding the point in the treaties, and 
until recently acquiesciug in the execution of their provisions, declining re- 
sponsibility for Corca’s conduct at times when responsibility stood for something 
and having concluded a treaty with Corea herself, now to claim the existence 
of dependent relations fs not only toabuse langu: and offend intelligence, 
but it is also an attempt to defy international pacino 

But perhaps the most careless and inexcusable assertion in relation to this 
question is the one that the Corean Government admits its vassalage without 
any qualifications whatever, for nothing is further from the truth; and when 
the King. under well-considered advice, appointed a minister to Ja „and af- 
terward the plenipotentiaries to Europe and America, in order if possible to 
break up eyecare meddlesomeness of the Chinese with Corean affairs, and 
which met with such stubborn opposition from the Peking Government, as well 
as adverse criticism in certain Lee eR pe eae the East, His Majesty empha- 
sized by that public act his denial of fallacious statement. Apparently share 
is no limit to the tricks and devices resorted to by the advocates of yassalage. 
A correspondent of the Mainichi Shimbun, writing to that paper on the 17th of 
November last, seems to have fallen a victim to one of these, for he says; “It 
appears that a convention on the appointment by Corea of ministers in foreign 
countries has been concluded between her and China, and that it consists of 
the following three articles : 

“ First. The Corean minister of state shall, before sending a minister abroad, 
ask advice of the Chinese minister in Corea. 

“Second. Should the Corean minister abroad have occasion to communicate 
with the representative of any other foreign power in the same country on a 
matter of business heshali consult with the Chinese minister in that country. 

“Third. The Corean minister of state shall, no matter what the official of 
a minister appointed by them to a foreign country may be, notallow him totake 
precedence over the Chinese representative in the same country.” 

The only document which could be tortured into anything like the above 
articles is the following telegraphic instructions from the viceroy to Commis- 
sioner Yuan about the 5th of November last: 

“ First, After arriving at his pens Corean representative has to call at the 
Chinese legation to ask the ass ce of the minister and to go with the Corean 
representative to the foreign office to introduce him, after which he may call 
where he likes. 

“Second. If there happen to be festivities at the court, or an official gathering, 
or any dinner, or the health of some one is drunk, or in meeting together, the 
Corean representative has always to take a lower place than the Chinese repre- 


uestion (sending ministers) has not 
(the Coreans) have to be advised in a friendly spirit. China and Corea have to 


‘ore, appointed 
soreened by the 
o 


of uette which poren the presentation ofthe ministers from other 
countries. Accordingly theoriginal ions to the ministers, which do not 
contain any of the above conditions, were permitted to stand, a matter of 


e viceroy at 
who, with his usual tac- 


pose, 

Neither will the minister to Europe be presented at court by the Chinese min- 
isters. Even if such an anomalous proceeding were attempted it would be 
hardly carried out for there is no country of respectability, jealous of its na- 
Hons Bonok: Ne will care to set the a = beninnppnccip cay example of re- 
cei g a plen tiary, envoy, or ni r of any 80: rom a vassal state. 
Even the A EES memorial (letter) which the King addressed to the Emperor 
of China, in answer to questions from Pekin; g his reasons for as well 


YF 
as his right to send min! oe isregarded by Chinaand 


When the 


rudence as applied by other n intercourse with other, while 
Jhina’s appellations of vassal envoys and plenipotentiaries is a misnomer be- 
causs entirely inconsistent the laws of civ nations. 


ts. 
deserves attention, and that is this, letters or documents written or ti 


to suit the occasion, are frequently published in the press of China pi rting 
to be from the King of Corea, inferentially if not positively admitting Corea’s 
In answer to such statements I am informed, upon the v: best 


Meese, de that the King has never admitted, in document or otherwise, the ex- 
istence of such relations, and further, if anything has been admitted by any 
official of the government at any time which even implies vassalage, it is with- 
out aul fre vo! King knows only too well the object of the insid- 


id. The 
ious cond China towards his country; aside from this, he can not be in- 
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duced or intimidated into admitting a national fallacy. Even if d dent re- 
lations could be created by adm‘ ns, and the King, under the A 
violent, and criminal treatment of China for two and a half years past, were to 
admit vassalage in the most abject way, it would not be bin upon his gov- 
ernment, for admissions under duress are not only no evidence of a fact, but 
they are not even admissions. 

Other independent states with but few commercial interests to protect and no 
questions of sovereignty to settle, to foreign countries public ministe: 
and nothing is said against it; but w. < 
the exp stipulations in all the other independent powers, 
does the same thing a perfect shower of invective greets publie ear from 
some quarters, while from others more mild the act is characterized as mis- 
chievousand ill-advised: that it was forcing to the front a question which ought 
to have been keptin the background, whilethe King and hisadvisers turned their 
attention to the development of the resources of the country, It is quite true 
that the question was forced to the front, not by the King and his advisers, but 
by the tyranny and op: ression of China, largely through the conduct of Com- 
missioner Yuan which, for petty schemes, econ ey A injustice, and brutality, 
has seldom, if ever, been equaled in the annals of international intercourse. 
With a view to placing the heel of China on the neck of Corea he has not only 
opposed almost every effort which has been made in the direction of internal 
development, buthe has, through the mercenary brigade which he always keeps 
about him, brought failure and ridicute upon almost every effort the better class 
of Coreans have made to transact business for the government or themselves, 
in order to make it appear that the Coreans are but a nation of he} chil- 
dren,who can never learn business, and who, for that reason, needa eseguar- 
dian over them. 

He has threatened the King re edly, through certain Corean officials, with 
the Chinese army and navy and with the vengeance of the viceroy in order to 
compel compliance with his wishes and demands, while, to weaken the royal 
authority in the eyes of officials and subjects alike, he has abused and trampled 
upon the long-established and sacred customs of the court by ridingin his chair 
into the palace,almost up to the very entrance leading to the presence of the King, 
accompanied by his coolies,servants,and horsemen, who at times have condu 
themselves in & disorderly manner; while in theexcitementof July and August 
of 1836, which he-was the principal cause of, and which, judging from his action, 
was intended asan excuse for violent measures, arising out of his attempt to force 
the Government to admit that the King was the author of a letter His Majesty 
never wrote,saidto contain a request for the protection ofa friendly poweragainst 
the aggressions of China, the language and conduct of China's representative 
would have done credit to the chief ofbraggadocios. Insomeof his conducthe 
has been more or less applauded and encouraged by one or two foreign officials, 
while in all of his epee yar org work he has been much assisted by a few petty 
Chinese officials, as well as it certain of China's gunboats sent tothe open ports 
in Corea for the purpose of “pro! ng Chinese consuls and merehants,”’ as 
stipulated in their treaty, and, as alleged and published in the preamble to such 
treaty, “asa favor granted by China to a dependent state,” which have been 
detected in some of their attempts to smuggie red ginseng out of the country. 
These gunboats also, on thetr arrival from China, are in the habit of bringing 
more or less cargo, which their officers demand shall be landed without exam- 
ination, while the customs authorities urge the right of i ion, as in ordi- 
nary cases, to see whether or not it contains dutiable goo! Invariably the 
Chinese consul takes up the side of the gunboat people, and in their behalf ap- 
peals to Commissioner Yuan in Seoul, who in turn threatens and abuses the 
prenait par soraan office yorar per iaa given to pasias goods Aaea 
examination. e case of sm: ng ng by one ofthese gunboats, so 
far as is known, occurred in October, when A Gomme dollars’ worth of 
the drug were seized, the est chest of which was covered by the seal and 
signature of Commissioner Yuan, The chief commissioner of customs has 
done all in his power to break up these lawless and fraudulent practices. He 
has appealed to the president of the foreign office, to the viceroy at Tien-Tsin, 
and to the inspector-general of customs in China to aid him in enforcing the 
laws and regulations of the Corean customs service, but thus far withoutavail. 

The president of the foreign office haw á says he is powerless as against the 
Chinese in these matters. Even with the fraudulent treatment it has received, 
the customs revenues for the year Pv closed amounted to the sum of $250,000, a 
sum which, under legitimate and fair treatment, would have been considerably 
increased, thereby avoiding the apparent necessity for some persons to waste 
so much false sympathy over the expenditure of a few thousand dollars in send- 
ing ministers to Europe and America. But the culminating act of China’s rep- 
resentative for cold-blooded villainy lies in his plot, exposed in July last, to 
dethrone and ay off the King to make temporary room for a pliant tool. 
The execution of this diabolical business involved riot, arson, bloodshed, and 
nb assassinations, besides imperiling the lives of all the foreigners in 

ul, as well as those of many native people. Every detail of this wicked con- 


iracy isin possession of the King, and which would, no doubt, have been car-- 


ed out but for the in 


attack Tepus when 
Commissioner Yuan was to appar on the ground, as he did in „and in com- 
mand of the troops already referred to, per 
n of the 


Neither did China's representative — = 
the expenses of drilling and moving the 


i R an amicable 
between China and Russia, as well as Japan, in regard to the political affairs o 
ee eee te 
would n 


of Tien-Tsin and the Tadtai who has just been spcornies at Cheefoo, but that 


both had declined. On the occasion of my second visit, in October of last year, 
to diseuss Corea’s right to send public ministers abroad and to open ports in 
the interest of trade, as well as to ex Yuan's latest villainy, if it became nec- 
essary, in one interview; finding t the viceroy turned a deaf ear to every- 
thing reflecting in any way upon Yuan, I was about to dispose of him once for 
all, as I supposed, by presenting the indisputable evidences of his recent con- 
spiracy when, to my amazement, the viceroy cooly informed me that he knew 

1 about the dethronement scheme. 

That while Yuan was in it, yet it was all the fault of Min yong Ik; who laid 
the plot and induced Yuan to go into it, and that for his stupidity in letting him- 
self be drawn into such a thing he had been severely reprimanded. The repri- 
mand was due probably not 80 much to Yuan's stupidity for being drawn into 
it, as the viceroy said, as to detection and failure of his own wicked con- 
spiracy. And still, in the face of this criminal record, Yuan continues the rep- 
resentative of China to Corea, in violation of the closing paragraph of the first 
article of the treaty between the two countries, which says: ‘Should any such 
officer disclose way wardness, masterfulness, or improper conduct of public busi- 
ness, the superintendent of trade for the northern port and the King of Corea 
respectively will notify each other of the fact and at oncerecall him.” In view 
of all this the inquiry naturally suggests itself, why is the commissioner stub- 
bornly keptin Seoul? Isit because China, desiring to take ‘ion of Corea, 
and having no excuse in the eyes of civilized nationsfor doing so, expects him, 
through his violent conduct, to furnish one? It is to be hoped not. 

Nor is this all. What must be the moral status of a government which insists 
on being represented at the court of a neighboring state by a smuggler, con- 
spirator, and diplomatic outlaw? I submit, the language is not too strong, in 
view of the facts and the follow: record applicable to them, copied from a 


well-known author on international law: “Several instances are to be found 
in history of am! dors being seized and sent outof the country. The Bisho; 
of Ross, ambassador of Mary Queen of Scots, was imprisoned then banish 


from England for conspiring against the sovereign, while the Duke of Norfolk 
and other conspirators were tried andexecuted, In 1534 De Mendoza, the Span- 
ish ambassador in England, was ordered to quit the realm for qopi to in- 
troduce troops to dethrone Queen Elizabeth. In 1654 De Bass, the neh min- 
ister, was ordered to depart the country in twenty-four hours, on a charge of 
conspiring against the life of Cromwell. In 1717 Gyllenborg, the Swedish am- 
bassador, contrived a plot to dethrone George I. He was arrested, his cab- 
inet broken open and ed, and his papers seized. Sweden arrested the 
British minister at Stockholm by way of reprisal. The arrest of Gyllenbo: 
was necessary as a measure of self-defense, but on no principle of internation: 
law can the arrestof the British minister by Sweden be made justifiable. 

For similar reasons, Callamare, Spanish ambassador in France, was, in 1718, 
a his papers seized, and himself conducted to the frontier by military 
escort. So recently as 1843, Sir H. Bulwer, the British am) or Spain, 
had his passports returned, and was uested to leave Spanish territory by 
the government. Certain disturbances taken place in certain parts of 
Spain, and the government persuaded themselves that Sir H. Bulwer had lent 
his assistance to the disaffection." And had the Corean Government 
the national stren; to enforce their rights, another case of far more recent 
date would have ded to the above list in the person of Commissioner 
Yuan, The Chinese authorities seemed to be considerably exercised over the 
surrender of Kim Ok Kiun by the in pepsin Government, in order that he 
might be justly punished for his conspiracy, and who would doubtless have 
been willingly given up by that government were not international precedents 

the surrender of political offenders; and yet the conspiracies of the 

ese representative are of a far graver character than those of Kim Ok 

Kiun, for the former’s were directed against the King, the head and front of all 

government in the kingdom, while the latter's were directed more against cer- 
tain high officials than otherwise. 

If the Chinese authorities were sincere in their efforts to have Kim Ok Kiun 
properly moma for his crimes then, they eas will not condone the greater 

ing now. The oppressive con- 

duct of China is not confined alone to her small officials in Corea, nor to those 

de eecsotiaally visit the country in gunboats, for it extends to Tien-tsin and 
eking. 

After my return from the north where I went to inspect the natural resources 
of that part of Corea, I recommended among other things that as Ping Yang is 
the centerof a large section of country, rich in agricultural and mineral wealth, 
legitimate trade would be encouraged and increased, the customs revenues 
largely augmented, the smuggling carried on in and out of the Tatong River 
checkod, while the pooner work of opening the valuable coal and other 
mines located near there, already determined upon by the government, would 
be facilitated by estabiishing an a Epoa at or near that city. The proposition 
was also warmly supported by the chief commissipner of customs, and subse- 
quently that efficient officer was instructed by the King to take the preliminary 
steps. 

A steamer was dispatched with a customs officer on board to survey the river 
and to locate the port at the nearest practical pon to Ping Yang. While this 
work wasgoingon the chief commissioner was informed by Yuan that the Vice- 
roy Li would not permita port to be opened at that place. The chief commis- 
sioner, humiliated by this unjust and unwarrantable interference, was compelled 
to direct the vessel with the customs oficer toreturn. At first the King declined 
to believe that such an order could emanate from the viceroy, but direct com- 
munication with the Chung Tang through myself confirmed the statement of 
China's representative. In the discussion of this subject the viceroy based his 
objection upon the erroneous and illogical grounds that, as Ping xak is near 
the port of New Chwang in China, an open port there would seriously interfere 
with Chinese trade. In the first place, New Chwang is several hundred miles 
from Ping Vangand; secondly, there is not annually a thousand dollars’ worth 
of trade carried on between the two points, 

But if there were even $1,000,000 worth, or ten for that matter, are the rev- 
enues of the Corean Governmententitied to no consideration by China? or 
was it the object of the Peking Government in getting control of the customs 
service of Corea to so direct and manipulate it as to make the natural resources 
and wealth of the country subserve the interests of China instead of Corea? 
The right of every state to increase its wealth, population, and power by open- 
ing ports for the stimulation and encouragement of trade, the extension of its 
navigation, the improvement of its revenues, arts. agriculture, and commerce is 
incontrovertible and is recognized by every civilized nation under the sun. and 
the sooner China is compelled to recognize the fact also the better it will befor 
the family of nations whose comity and friendship she essays to share, as well 
as for her own interests. Neither do the commands of the viceroy stop at open- 
ing ports, for his excellency asserts, without a stammer or @ blush, that Corea 
can not negotiate loans with which to aid in the development of the natural re- 
sources of the country or transact in her own way, as for centuries past, 
ry: business of the Government without first asking and obtaining the consent 
of China, ; 

In view of such a long train ofcriel, unjust, and tyrannical conductas is here 
presented China’s professions of friendship for Corea under the claim of vassal- 
age become simply monstrousin their sincerity, Nor do the mischievous con- 
sequences of such meddlesomeness stop here. For if the viceroy in his com- 
mands to Corean Government can pencon defeat the commercial part of 

made with other countries, excellency can by similarcommands 
nullify every stipulation of those agreements. whether they apply to the ap- 
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pointment of public ministers, opening ports for the convenience of trade, the 
collection of duties, or to the rights of citizens and subjects of the treaty powers, 
whether of person or property. How long the treaty rights of other countries 
zud the lives of their nationals are to be jeopardized and trified with, or how far 
China will be permitted to go in the direction she now seems to be headed be- 
fore a halt is called, depends entirely upon the faith and value other powers be- 
sides the United States attach to their stipulations with Corea. I say other 
wers besides the United States because that Government, with no political 
nterests in the peninsula to protect, has through their distinghished Secretary 
of State, having in mind the faith pledged in the first article of the American 
treaty, informed China that as the former has concluded a treaty of friendship 
and commerce with Corea on the basis of a sovereign and independent state 
they expect the rights and privileges so acquired to be respected. 

Were the national autonomy of China endangered or the rights and immuni- 
ties of her subjects threatened with destruction by the continued independence 
of Corea, and China were for that reason to proceed openly toannex the country 
instead of assuming relations with it which do not exist and endeavoring by 
false pretenses to sustain the assumption, the case would be different. Forthe 
right of self-preservation is just as inherent in a nation as it is in individuals, 
while the most solemn and responsible obligation it owes to its people is the 
guaranty of all their rights under a stable and well-administered government. 

The King having appointed and dispatched public ministers to all countries 
in treaty relations with Corea—a course so fatal to the claims of vassalage—the 
time has surely come for China to quit masquerading with the Corean ques- 
tion and frankly announce in unmistakable terms her policy toward the Penin- 
sula, For ûntil the question is settled one way or the other it will not only 
continue, as now, to be a very serious and disturbing element in the politics of 
the East, but it will wate fag not prevent, internal development and the refor- 
mation of the long-established abuses in Corea. 

But with the question settled in favor of the continued independence of the 
country and entire responsibility for the duties and obligations already assumed 
through the government's international ments, and with labor made hon- 
orable by royal decree, and idleness condemned as it is in Western countries, 
where the fact is recognized that the only key to real greatness, permanent 
prosperity, and national strength lies in the recognition of the truth that to 
engage in all branches of labor and business enterprises is not only respectable 
but it is more, it is laudable and worthy of the highest commendation and en- 
couragement. Then with theidle Yang Ban classes (so-called gentlemen) which 
are now feeding upon and exhausting the labor of the country, use itis 
considered dishonorable for them to do any work, compelled to earn the bread 
they eat, and the agricultural classes ulated and encouraged by the protec- 
tion of their raed rio products from the squeezing and other illegal exactions 
now made upon it—sure to follow sooner or later under settled political condi- 
tions—Corea would then enter upon that era of prosperity which the natural 
wealth of the country so justly merits. 

A few words in reply to the stale charge that the King is weak and vac- 
illating in character and I leave the subject of Corea’s sovereignty and griev- 
ances to those who are able to protect and right them; and upon this point 
two years’ experience as His Majesty’s foreign adviser and vice-president of the 
home office (privy council) should enable me to s advisedly, for during 
that time some of the most trying phases of the Corean problem have pre- 
sented themselves for solution, and through them all the King has shown a 
firmness, cheerfulness, and patience worthy of a ruler of a great nation. Often 
his language and bearing have indicated | Rago but never weakness nor 
anger. It is true that since Corea’s contact with Western people, dazzled b 
the glitter and novelty of the change and encouraged by the smooth wo: 
of some adventurers and some unscrupulous persons, the Government have 
becn led into undertaking impracticable ventures, whose failures have 
a reputation for extravagance and fickleness which will prepare take years of 
prudence and economy to remove; but every Asiatic nation had to pass 
through such an experience, and Corea must have hers also. 

After dispatching the ministers to ara and America against the imperial 
protests of China, the King ought not to longer accused of either fear or a 
want of firmness of character. His Majesty received the protest with that quiet 
dignity which had characterized his ci Fo otherimportant matters,and after 
hearing and carefully weighing China’s objections—relying on his right as ex- 
aanle g in and wuarantied by the treaties, as well as by the law of nations—the 
ministers were ordered to leave for their respective posts, against the ultima- 
tum of the Peking Government, the positive conditions prescribed by the vice- 
roy, as well asin the face of the blustering conduct and diplomatic antics of 
Commissioner Yuan, supplemented by the persistent efforts of a few cowardly 
Corean officials, whose well-beaten track between the palace and the Chinese 
legation indicate the character of their patriotism as well as their devotion to 
the King. No; from my own knowledge I should rather say that His Majesty 
is far too strong a charactet to suit those whose purposes it serves not to have 
itso. 

It must be borne in mind also that His Majesty hasno kingdom so pain through 
an arrogant exhibition of strength of character, but he has one to lose through 
an exhibition of weakness or fear. The King’s character for universal kind- 
ness may have been mistaken for weakness. Even some of his subjects say 
His Majesty is too kind for the good of the public service, His habits are those 
of perfect sobriety and industrv, and, being progressive in his nature, he is con- 
stantly seeking information which will aid him in directing his subjects into 
those paths that lead to the higher plains of civilization which have done so 
much to humanize and Christianize the western world, Unfortunately in this 
great work the King, with a few exceptions, stands alone. Those who are in 
sympathy with western progress are as a rule without influence or following, 
while those who possess otk adhere to the traditions of the past with a loyalty 
worthy of better things. Undor these circumstances the King of Corea surely 
deserves the sympathy and support of all good people. Ga DERNY 

. . A . 


SEOUL, COREA, February 3, 1888. 


Since writing the foregoing another disturbance has taken place in Seoul (June 
20), but on a different tack from those which have preceded. This time it was 
substantially the old and absurd story of the Tien-Tsin butchery of innocent 
people over again that produced the riots, namely, that children were stolen 
and sold to foreigners, who used their eyes for medicine and then eat their 
bodies. These wicked rumors so excited the ple that all that was necessary 
was for some street loafer, perhaps employed for the occasion, to cry out “there 
goes one of the child stealers,"’ when the victim was at once set upon, stoned, 
and beaten to death, although his only offense may have been leading his own 
child by the hand through the streets. 

The King took prompt and effective measures for the suppression of these 
rumors as well as the rioters, measures in which His Majesty received the ener- 
Pyne aid = the foreign representatives, backed by the cordial support of their 
naval authorities. 

The appearance in the capital of squads of marines, landed from the Amer- 
jean, Russian, and French men-of-war then in eae harbor, produced a 
most salutary effect in the direction of law and order. The circumstances lead- 
ing up to the riots so pointed themselves that the diplomatic representatives in 
their conferences did not deem it n to have the Chinese representative 
present, so he was wisely left out. Another significant circumstance is that, 
while charges were freely made against the Japanese of buying and selling chil- 
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dren to Westerners for the purposes above named, yet no such accusations were 


laid at the door of the Chinese, notwithstanding the well-known fact that at 
least one Chinese m t has fora long time n en in the traffic of 
buying and shipping out of the country forsale Corean children. These rumors 
worked so well that no doubt similar ones will again be putin circulation when 
the conditions seem favorable for more mischief, There does not seem to be 
any doubt in the minds of intelligent foreigners in Seoul, who have closely 
observed events for the past two years. as to whose dastardly hand is at the 
bottom of this business or upon whom the responsibility would fall in case of 
violence, if the people in the country come to Seoul, as they have threatened 
to do, for the purpose of killing foreigners and tearing down their houses, 
Neither need the projector of the foul murders recently committed in thé streets 
of thecapital think fora moment that intelligent Coreans are deceived, for they, 
too, understand perfectly who is the moving spirit and the objects ooo on 


Mr. MITCHELL. I now move a reference of the pending resolu- 
tion to the Committee on Foreign Relations. 
The motion was agreed to. 


PRINTING OF A DOCUMENT. 


Mr. FRYE. I move that Senate Executive Document No. 176, Fif- 
tieth Congress, first session, being the message from the President of 
the United States, transmitting a treaty between the United States and 
Great Britain concerning the interpretation of the convention of Octo- 
ber 20, 1818, signed at Washington, February 15, 1888, be reprinted. 
The print is entirely out. 

The motion was agreed to. 

ADJOURNMENT TO MONDAY. 


Mr. GRAY. I move that when the Senate adjourn to-day it be to 
meet on Monday next. 
The motion was agreed to. 


FORTIFICATIONS APPROPRIATION BILL. 


The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, resumed the consideration 
of the bill (H. R. 10998) making appropriations for fortifications and 
other works of defense, for the armament thereof, for the procurement 
of heavy ordnance for trial and service, and for other purposes, the 
pending question being on the amendment proposed by the Committee 
on Appropriations as section 6. 

Mr. PLUMB. I now call for the completion of the reading of sec- 
tion 6, which I think was stopped at the end of the paragraph com- 
mencing in line 57. 

The Secretary proceeded to read the amendment reported from the 
Committee on Appropriations as section 6, commencing with line 37, 
page 8, and continued to line 48, as follows: 

The board is authorized to make all needful and proper investigations, exper- 
iments, and tests, to ascertain with a view to their utilization by the Govern- 
ment, the most effective guns, projectiles, fuses, torpedoes, armor-plates, and 
other implements and engines of war; and are hereby authorized to purchase 
or cause to be manufactured such guns, armor-plates, and other war 
materials and artic‘es as may, in their ju ent, be necessary in the proper dis- 
charge of the duty herein devolved upon them: Provided. That the amount ex- 
pended and liabilities incurred in such investigations, experiments, and tests 
shall not exceed $500,000, 

Mr. HAWLEY. Does the Senator from Kansas propose an amend- 
ment? 

Mr. PLUMB. I want to propose an amendment to the paragraph 


just read. I move to insert in line 40, after the word ‘‘fuses,’’ t 


word ‘‘explosives,’’ so as to authorize the board to experiment with 
explosives. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. In line 40, section 6, of the amendment reported 
by the Committee on Appropriations, after the word ‘* fuses,” it is pro- 
posed to insert ‘‘explosives;’’ so as to read: 

The board is authorized to make all needful and proper investigations, ex- 
periments, and tests, to ascertain with a view to their utilization by the Gov- 
ernment, the most effective guns, pons. fuses, explosives, torpedoes, armor- 
plates, and other implements and engines of war. e 

The amendment to the amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. PLUMB. I now move to strike out in line 41 the word ‘‘are,’’ 
and insert in lieu thereof ‘‘the Secretary of War is;’’ so as to read: 

And the Secretary of War is hereby authorized to purchase or cause to be 
manufactured, etc. 

The amendment to the amendment was to. 

Mr. PLUMB. I move to insert after the word “judgment,” inline 
44, the words ‘‘of said board;’’ and in connection with the same 
amendment I move to strike out ‘‘their,’’ and insert “the,” in the 
same line. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment to the amendment 
will be reported. 

The SECRETARY. In line 44, before the word “judgment,” it is 
proposed to strike out ‘their’? and insert ‘‘the;’’ and after the word 
‘*judgment’’ in the same line toinsert ‘of said board;’’ so as to read: 

In the j ent of said board, be necessary in the proper discharge of the 
duty herein ‘olved upon them. 

The amendment to the amendment was to. 

Mr. PLUMB. I did not observe whether the Secretary read the last 

ph in the proposed section 6, commencing with line 49 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. That has not yet been read. The 
Secretary will read the remainder of the amendment proposed by the 
Committee on Appropriations as section 6. E - 
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The Secretary resumed the reading of the amendment from line 49 
to line 54, as follows: 

That under the provisions of this section of this act the board shall not ex- 
pend or enter into contract or contracts involving the Government in an 
gate expenditure exceeding $6,000,000, nor an expenditure on the part of the 
Government in any one fiscal year in excess of $2,000,000. 


Mr. PLUMB. I suggest that the words ‘‘ of this act,” in the first 
line, should be stricken out. They are unnecessary. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. In line 49, after the word ‘‘section,’’ it is pro- 
posed to strike out the words “‘ of this act;’’ so as to read: 

That under the provisions of this section the board shall not expend, ete. 

The amendment to the amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. PLUMB. I move to insert at the close of the paragraph: 

And all guns and materials purchased under authority of this act shall be of 
American production and furnished by citizens of the United States, 

The amendment to the amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. HAWLEY. I wish to suggest to the Senator from Kansas an- 
other amendment in this paragraph from line 49 to line 54. Has that 
been read ? 

Mr. PLUMB. It has been read and amended, and I was going to 
propose another amendment there so as to make it read: 

That under the provisions of this section there shall not be expended. 

Mr. HAWLEY. That is exactly what I intended to propose. It 
Says: 

The board shall not expend or enter into contract or contracts involving the 
Government, ete. 

I propose to say that ‘‘the contracts authorized by the provisions of 
this section shall not involve the Government in an aggregate expendi- 
ture exceeding $6,000,000.’’ Is that the idea of the Senator? 

Mr. PLUMB. ‘That is the idea; only I intended to do it by a differ- 
ent form of language, to make the clause read: 


That under the provisions of this section there shall not be expended, or con- 
tract or contracts entered into inyolying the Governmentin an aggregate ex- 
penditure exceeding $6,000,000. 


That covers the idea of the Senator from Connecticut. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. Itis proposed to amend the clause so that it shall 
read as follows: 


That under the provisions of this section there shall not be expended, or con- 
tract or contracts entered into involving the Government in an segregata ex- 
penditure exceeding $6,000,000, nor an expenditure on the part of the Govern- 
ment in any one fiscal year in excess of $2,000,000. 


Mr. REAGAN. To what section is that amendment? 

Mr. PLUMB. In the clause from line 49 to 54 of section 6 on page 
8. That does not change the sense of the section. 

Mr. REAGAN. That is in addition. 

Mr. PLUMB. In addition to all the provisions contained prior to 
section 6. 

Mr. BECK. Read it again. I could not understand it. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment will again be stated 
from the desk. 

The SECRETARY. It is proposed to amend the clause beginning in 
line 49 so as to read as follows: 


That under the provisions of this section there shall not be expended, or con- 
tract or contracts entered into involving the Government in ana te ex- 
penditure exceeding $6,000,000, nor an expenditure on the part of the Govern- 
ment in any one fiscal year in excess of $2,000,000; and all guns and materials 

urchased under the authority of this act shall be of American production and 

urnished by citizens of the United States, 


The amendment to the amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. TELLER. I wish to amend section 6, in line 39, by inserting, 
afterthe word ‘‘effective,’’ the words ‘‘small-arms and cartridges.” I 
understand there is no objection on the part of the committee to the 
amendment. 

Mr. PLUMB. I think on the whole that will change the effect of 
the remaining portion of the provision. If the Senator would insert, 
after the word ‘‘ guns,” in line 39, the words ‘including small-arms,” 
I think it would be better. 

Mr. TELLER. ‘‘And cartridges.” 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senatorfrom Colorado modify 
his amendment? 

Mr. PLUMB. Theword ‘‘cartridges’’ is covered by the word ‘* pro- 

_jectiles,’’ in line 40. 

Mr. HAWLEY. Hardly. 

Mr. PLUMB. Then I suggest that the word “cartridges” come in 
at a different place. Say ‘‘including small-arms,” and then put the 
word ‘‘cartridges’’ in another place. 

Mr. HAWLEY. Ifyou say simply “small-arms, cartridges, and pro- 
jectiles,’’ that will answer every purpose. 

Mr. TELLER. I will modify it in that way, by inserting the words 
after the word ‘‘ guns’? instead of after the word ‘‘effective.’? - 

sere ieee oe OFFICER. The amendment will be reported as 
modified. 

The SECRETARY. At the end of line 39 of section G, after the word 
‘‘ guns,” itis proposed to insert ‘‘ including small-arms and cartridges.” 

Mr. PLUMB. Leave out the word “‘including,’’ and say ‘‘ small- 
arms, cartridges,’’ etc. 


The SECRETARY. After the word ‘‘guns,’’ in line 39, insert ‘‘small- 
arms, cartridges;’’ so as to read: 

The most effective guns, small-arms, cartridges, projectiles, fuses, explosives, 
torpedoes, ete. 

The amendment to the amendment was agreed to. 

The Secretary read the remainder of the section proposed to be in- 
serted as section 6, beginning in line 55, as follows: 

F ecessary 
silowales ta Cash AART sherect helt eeaplayed co duty away tro his pee 
manent station of $2.50 a day, $5,000, or so much thereof as may be necessary. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question now is on agreeing to 
the amendment to insert, as a new section, section 6 as it has been 
amended. 

Mr. TELLER. I desire to offer a further amendment to the bill. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator desire to offer a 
further amendment to section 6 ? 

Mr. TELLER. I desire to offer a substitute for this section, and I 
presume it should be done now. 

I do not mean to detain the Senate at this time with any lengthy re- 
marks on this bill, because it is not a subject that I feel that I have 
any right to detain the Senate at great length upon; but I wish to 
criticise very briefly some provisions of section 6. : 

Iam entirely in sympathy with the purpose and object of the section, 
and that is to enable those who are skilled in the making of guns to 
become contractors with the Government for the furnishing of guns. 
I believe that it is unquestionabiy the fact that if we resort to outside 
people for these arms we shall get more effective and cheaper gun 
than the Government can furnish. I think, without any reflection on 
the War Department, or the Ordnance Burean, or anybody, the effort 
to get guns has demonstrated the fact that we are not likely, within 
any reasonable time in which it is supposed we should have these guns, 
to get anything very valuable from that source. Idonot know whether 
the complaint made against the Ordnance Bureau is correct or not, but 
I know the public have at least formed the opinion that nothing will 
pass that bureau unless it originates in the bureau, and that the pub- 
lic at large will offer nothing to the Government in the way of guns 
unless there is some board or some authority outside of the Ordnance 
Bureau with which they can deal. 

I do not feel myself that the constitution of this board is what it 
ought to be. I think there should have been some members of the 
board taken from civil life, as I said yesterday. Iam satisfied that a 
little of the common sense and the skill and the learning that could be 
selected from eminent engineers in this country, who have given no 
attention whatever up to this hour to guns, would be of vast benefit to 
the Government in connection with this matter. It is a question, as 
I said yesterday, largely of engineering, and it is quite possible, indeed 
quite probable, that men who have not had anything to do with guns, 
who will now make that subject a study for a few months or a year or 
two, will know more about it than some men who have got in a rut 
and insist upon keeping in that particular rut and going in that partic- 
ular direction or else not going at all. 

If this is a practical measure, if it is proposed to get guns, this pro- 
vision is so indefinite, so uncertain, that I do not believe any person 
will attempt to build a gun unless it is those guns that are provided for 
in section 6, the cast-iron guns. I have no doubt they can be furn- 
ished. Whether they are desirable or not I do not design now to con- 
sider or discuss. I presume those will be furnished, because there are 
concerns in the country that are capable of doing it. 

But as to the breech-loading guns of steel, 10 and 12 inch guns, it 
does not seem to me possible that any concern can go to work and make 
one of those guns and submit it to the test that the Army may exact 
and ought to exact without knowing what he is to have for it when he 
getsit, without knowing the amount that will be paid forit, without 
knowing what sort of a gun the Department will assent to be the best 
kind, without any data whatever as to what is to be the weight of the 
gan, what is to be the weight of the projectile, what is the force that 
is to be put upon the projectile, what is to be the velocity with which 
the projectile is to go from the gun, whatis to be the range, whatis to 
be the endurance, and what the general character of the gun provided 
for in this sixth section. Is it left to the board? If it is, does any- 
body know that it will be satisfactory to Congress? Ought we not to 
provide in this system for securing properguns? Ought we not to say 
something about the character of guns and what should be their ef- 
fective force? 

Mr. PLUMB. If the Senator will allow me at that point, I will say 
that I think if he will read the clause beginning in line 19 of section 6 
he will find that we have provided for just that thing, because we say 
in effect that the board shall provide a test; thatis, that they shall es- 
tablish the qualities and qualifications of the gun which, according to 
their judgment, inferentially but necessarily, represents the highest 
offensive and defensive results, and when they have prescribed those 
tests, then manufacturers who désire to make guns to meet those tests 
will haye an opportunity to bring them forward and subject.them to 
the tests and inspection necessary, and ifthey come up to the tests they 
shall be entitled to a contract for the manufacture of a certain number. 

After the examination I have given to this subject during the last 


8142 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 


AUGUST 31, 


two or three years and in connection with bills of this kind which have 
been proposed and which have not become laws, I have made up my 
mind that the law ought not to prescribe in detail the tests to be ap- 
plied in order to secure the acquisition of good guns. 

The situation changes from day to dayand from time to time. Sup- 
pose we say that a projectile should have a muzzle velocity of a certain 
number of feet to the second, or something of that kind, and the very 
next day or before the gun could be made somebody else makes agun 
with a greater velocity of projectile, or we might put that velocity too 
great. We have prescribed a board, which is supposed to represent, as 
I think it does, everything that is effective in our present military es- 
tablishment, and we say to them ‘‘ you shall make tests covering cñ- 
ciency, range, power, accuracy, and everything of that kind, and when 
you have prescribed those tests if anybody will prodace such a gun you 

on and contract with him.” 

Mr. TELLER. Thatistrue. There is a very limited provision of 
that kind in this bill, and that is in the first part of section 6. The 
first provision is that there is to be a comparative test between the 
iron guns which are to be furnished and the Sandy Hook iron mortar. 
Then it provides further, when yon come to the 10and 12 inch breech- 
loading steel guns, thiat— 


Such gun shall, in the presence of the party presenting it, be subjected to 


such tests as the board shall have prescribed; and should such gun be shown 
to the satisfaction of the board by such tests to fulfill the requirements pre- 
viously prescribed in respect to accuracy, range, power, endurance, and gen- 
era) efiiciency, the gua and ammunition shall be for at a fair valuation, 
including cost of transportation, and contract shall be made, at a price reason- 
able in the opinion of the board, with the party presenting the best of such guns, 
for » furthersupply of similar guus, to be subjected to the usual service test be- 
fore acceptance, the experimental gun and all guns purchased hereunder to be 
subject to inspection nt each stage of manufacture, as follows, namely: For not 
Jess than fifty 10-inch steel guns; and for not less than fifty 12-inch steel guns, 


That is all well enough if only one person presents himself to this 
board with a gan; but suppose a dozen men present themselves with 
gurs; suppose a dozen men try to make guns. I will admit that I do 
not think there will-be any danger of a great number of people apply- 
ing. for it does not seem to me upon an examination of the provisions 
of ihe bill and the circumstances which surround the dealing with the 
Go.<rnment in these matters that anybody will present himself. But 
what we ought to do is to so provide by Jaw as that there shall be a gen- 
eral offering of guns that the Government may have the advantage of 
all the best talent in the country in the making of guns. 

In the first place, the board will prescribe the test, but, as I under- 
' stand, they will not prescribe the price to bo paid. Thatis a subject- 
matter they are not required to provide in advance. Who is going to 
make a gun and bring it to the Government to test it in the hope that 
he will get a contract when he does not know whether he will get a 
contract at all, and if he should obtain a contract he does not know 
what price will be fixed on the gun, and when fixed it may be such a 
sum that he would not be willing to make it at that price? 

An experimental gun, a gun that has to be tested, can not be made 
and tested, I-suppose, for any sum less than from $100,000 to $125,000. 
Nobody could afford to make but one gun for $125,000. As wasstated 
here, I think by the Senator from Connecticut [Mr. HAWLEY] and 
others, it will require a very large expenditure of money to make a 
gun. In the first instance, there isa large plant to be provided,-costing 
from a million to a million and a half ortwo million dollars to begin 
with. What concern will put up the plant and go toall that to 
produce one gun as a test in the hope that it may then get from the Gov- 
ernment a contract for one hundred mere? If one company should 
consent to do it another may, and then the two companies would both 
be coming here and but one of them could get the contract. 

Then whoevergets the contract must depend entirely upon this board. 
As I said before, there is no provision in the bill as to what shall be the 
size of the projectiles, the weight of the gun, the length of the gun, or 
anything of that general character. All that is absolutely essential. 
I know the Senator from Kansas says that the board will have the 
whole matter under consideration and that they will be required to 
pay a fair compensation for the gun. Who will determine what is 2 
fair compensation? Ofcourse the board will determine what will be 
a fair compensation. 

The first one hundred guns that are made by any foundry ought to 
cost more than the second hundred guns. Ishouldsay roughly, with- 
. outa careful examination, that the one hundred and tifty guns which 
follow the first hundred guns ought-not to cast any more than the 
Government will be obliged to pay for the first one hundred guns, or 
somewhere in that neighborhood. When they have their plant and 
have made one hundred guns then they will be prepared to make an- 
other hundred or a hundred and fifty very much cheaper than they 
made the first hundred. 

Yesterday the Senator from Maine [Mr. HALE] made some allusion 
to the cost of these guns. The cost of the gunsissimply enormous; it 
is frightful to contemplate when you think about it. Some of these 
guus cost half a million dollars—not the guns provided for in this bill, 
I think, but some of the guns proposed by the different nations of the 
earth, and some that are in process of construction, the 20-inch guns, 
for instance. 

I find in a communication from Charles 8. Smith, captain, Ordnance 


` 
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ent, United States Army, to the subcommittee on the fortifi- 
cation bill in the Houst of Representatives, a statement of all the 
prices that are paid for these guns in Europe. 1t was desired to pur- 
chase some tools, which it was said by the ordnance officer would cost 
in Europe abont $200,000, and he declared that for all purposes in this 
country the same number of tools would require twice that amount, 
or $400,000, 

There are no people in the world who have excelled usin the making 
of tools. We make tools ofall kinds; A man can make tools with a 
certainty ofa market if he makes them for the Government under con- 
tract. It is nota question of trial; it is not a question of test; itis not 
a question of discretion in the board. He makes them according to 
their description, according to their demand, and he has a certain sale 
for his tools. 

Why should it be said that twice as much would be required to pay 
for the tools here as it would take to buy themin Europe? Yet when 
it comes to guns this Army officer says the guns can be obtained here 
for practically the same amount of money that they can be obtained 
for in Germany. If these estimates are true it would be much cheaper 
to buy the guns in the United States than to buy them in Germany, 
because the cost of transportation would be great. 

I find that this officer says that for a 14-inch gun the price in this 
country ought to be $93,632; that fora 16-inch gun it ought to be $144,- 
000, and for a 20-inch gun $239,000. I find on the other page, speak- 
ing of a 16-inch gun in Krupp’s manufactory, he says: 

The reported cost of ten Krupp 120-ton guns (16-inch) is given as 894,000 francs, 
or $174,400 per gun. à 

Yet the same officer puts the cost of our 16-inch guns delivered at 
$144,000, and it is to be presumed that the cost of the 12-inch guns and 
the 10-inch guns will be proportionately lower than the 10-inch and 
12-inch guns made in Europe. I have here a memorandum showin 
that the 12-inch Krupp gun cost fifty-three thousand six hundred and 
some odd dollars. This Army officer says that a reasonable price for 
one of those guns here would be $55,000. There is not anybody who 
does not know that that is impossible; that if those guns are properly 
constructed in this country they must cost more money than they cost 
in Germany by very much more than he suggests. 

Mr. GORMAN. Ishould like to ask the Senator to repeat the figures 
he gave as to a 12-inch gun. 

Mr. TELLER. Fifty-three thousand six hundred and some dollars 
is given as the cost of a 12-inch Krupp I have a memorandum 
here showing that the Krupp 12-inch rifle, which is a gun of higher 
power than is contemplated in the bill, cost about $53,000. Ifindin the 
report of the Army board of 1886 that the cost is putat almost $54,000. 
It is considered that $55,000 apiece, therefur:, is a liberal price for the 
proposed 12-inch guns. 

I was looking this morning’over the difference in prices,as published 
in the labor report, between the German iron works and our own, and 
I find that we pay more than twice as much for labor in all onr steel 
and iron manufactories as is paid in Germany. Ihave no doubt that 
Mr. Krupp employs the very best of workmen, and he probably pays 
something higher than is paid for drdinary work. Perhaps the differ- 
ence would not be as great as that, but everybody must know that if 
a gun cost practically $54,000 in Germany, it can not be built in this 
country for $55,000. 

It is not a matter of particular concern now how much these guns 
will and I do not mention this for the reason that there is any- 
thing in the bill about the cost of them, but to show that when any 
outside parties come to deal with the War Department they will be 
met with a statement that these guns can be made for this sum of 
money, and there will not be anybody who is capable of gathering to- 
gether enough steel to build a gun in this. country, who has the brains 
or capital to do it, who will not know that it can not be done; and so 
practically the War Department or the Ordnance Bureau, which. is in 
control now practically of this board, will prevent anybody from con- 
tracting with the Government for these guns, because they will insist 
beforehand that the prices shall be such that nobody will dare to bid; 
and if they did not, if they said nothing more than that, here is the 
statement that has gone out to the world, and that will be considered 
a fair price for a 12-inch gun. 

Mr. PLUMB. Will the Senator permit me to interrupt him for a 
moment? 

Mr. TELLER. Certainly. 

Mr. PLUMB. My understanding is that a 12-inch gun weighs 50 
tons, that is 50 long tons, 2,240 pounds to the ton. 

Mr. GORMAN. Fifty-one tons. 

Mr. PLUMB. Well, in round numbers. That would make about 
112,000 pounds, and at 33 cents a pound would amount to over $33, 000, 
We were advised by the Ordnance Bureau that there should be added 
for finishing and assembling (saying nothing now, of course, about the 
use of the plant) about 20 per cent., which would make a 12-inch gan 
cost somewhere between $45,000 and $50,000. 

Mr. GORMAN. If the Senator from Kansas will permit me, I hap- 
pen to have a memorandum of the cost of steel gunsin my hand, which 
I will read. 

Mr. PLUMB. Well. 
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Mr. GORMAN. The memorandum was furnished by the ordnance 
officers. I do not believe it to be accurate by any means; but their 
estimate is that an 8-inch gun will cost finished at the Government 
factory $16,000. The probable cost of the same gun finished at a pri- 
vate shop they put at $18,512. A 10-inch gun finished at the Gov- 
ernment factory costs $33,000, and it would cost $36,826 at a private 
factory. A 12-inch gun costs $54,000 at the Government factory, and 
it would cost $60,222 at a private factory. As a matter of course, in 
making that estimate of the cost at the Government factory, there is 
nothing added for the interest on the cost of the plant or for the wear 
and tear of the machinery. The table as furnished is as follows: 


Cost of steel guns. 
Probable 
Weight} Weight Probable 

Catino, | oti | ation | Piated| Cont por |epat per pan | GILReLF SE 

ton. à private 

| gun factory. shops. 
$15, 000 $18, 512 

33, 000 36, 
54,000 60, 222 


Mr. PLUMB. I wish to say further in regard to the price that the 
Navy Department have been buying steel from the Bethlehem Iron 
Works, I understand, for about 33 cents a pound for the 6 and 8 inch 
guns they have been manufacturing, and perhaps for the larger caliber. 
The Secretary of the Navy told me some twelve months ago, unless I 
am very much mistaken, that he anticipated within a brief time we 
should be able to buy our steel as cheaply as the French Government 
was buying the same article for, and that was about 22} cents or 23 
cents a pound. 

Mr. TELLER. How much would that be for a gun? 

Mr. PLUMB. Idonot know; I have not made the calculation. Of 
course the Senator must know that as our manufacturers become fa- 
miliar with this kind of manufacture and get the machinery necessary 
for the purpose the price will naturally go down. There will be very 
soon competition growing up, because we are not only going to manu- 
facture our guns, but I have very good reason to believe that there are 
men in this country expecting to engage in the manufacture of guns 
for foreign governments, for the South American governments espe- 
cially, and I will venture to say that the moment we offer inducement 
enough to get our manufacturers enlisted in this kind of manufacture 
they will seize upon it and fill the field as completely and as economic- 
ally as they have ever filled the field for the manufacture of steel rails. 

If the Senator believes we are not likely to be liberal here to these 
people, that is another thing, but he will see that we have excluded 
the idea in the amendment of comparison with anybody, and that we 
simply authorize the board to buy at a fair valuation. Of course I do 
not know what they may consider to be a fair valuation, but we thought 
for the purposes of this experiment we would let them consider every 
element that entered into the actual cost of a gun that was produced, 
whether it was just as much cost as might be expected to follow the 
subsequent production of a thousand, but to get somebody to start in 
upon this manufacture, if he would, upon the prospect of simply a rea- 
sonable profit, to be determined by the board. 

Mr. TELLER. Iagree with the Senator from Kansas that when 
gun-making becomes a business in this country we shall probably be 
able to make guns reasonably cheap; but we do not make any guns 
yet. Our manufacturers have never had any market for guns; they 
have never had any inducements to make guns. I want somebody to 
have an inducément to build a gun. I want our people to have their 
attention called to it; and when they begin to look about to see whether 
they will put their money together and create a plant, I want them to 
have something before them by which they may know what kind of a 

they have got to build, what its test is to be, and all about it; and 
that ought to be the very highest type of any gun in the world. We 
ought not to accept to-day any 12-inch gun that does not perform as 
good service as any other gun in the world. 

If we can not make as good a gun in this country as Krupp can make, 
then we ought to go over there and buy from Germanyagun. But 
we can make as good a gun; there is not any question about it. It is 
only a question whether there is sufficient inducement offered to the 
manufacturers of this country to build guns. 

I have no expectation that the War Department will ever build any 
sufficient quantity of guns or that they could do so. The statement 
that these guns can be made for any such money as has been stated is 
a mere ion, for they have never made any of them for that 
amount. I do not suppose they have ever made a gun that did not 
cost twice as much as the sum they talk about here. They will not 
make any guns that will not cost 100 per cent. more than guns made 
in private establishments, and they will not make them as good, if the 
private ies are given an opportunity, so that they will be paid for 
their skill, for their intelligence, and for the discoveries that will 
make in gun-making. 


Thatis what we want to do, and that is why there should be a pro- 
vision of details in this bill. Ido not say that this bill should provide 
for that absolutely, although an amendment I propose to offer does 
provide for it. I do not say that we should provide the price, or I do 
not say, as suggested by the Senator, that there should be an absolute 
test, for instance, ag to the velocity of the projectile from the mouth of 
the gun, which determines the whole question of the value of a gun. 

I would say that you must not have a velocity less than a certain 
amount, say 2,000 feet per second. If we can get that kind of a gun 
that will stand the test of a sufficient number of shots, weshould agree 
to pay for it so much money, but if in addition to that we can get the 
manufacturers to bring us a gun that will give a velocity for the same 
projectile of 2,500 feet persecond, we shall have a gun that is infinitely 
more valuable than the other gun, and for such a gun we ought to pay 
exactly, as I heard the Senator from Kansas advocating on this floor— 
that for every knot the speed of a ship is increased we ought to pay, 
because the ship becomes more valuable althongh the speed may be 
increased but a small percentage. If our manufacturersadd a quarter 
to the forcg of the gun they will have added more than a quarter to its 
value, they will have doubled it, the Senator says, and sometimes the 
difference in value would be incalculable. One might be an effective 
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What we want to do is to get the best possible gun, and that can be 
done by some wise system of inyiting capitalists who have money to 
put in guns to come in here and compete with each other. What is 
more, every manufacturer should be induced to compete with himself; 
that is, when he has made a good gun he should be ever striving to 
make a better gun. When you have done that you will have all of 
the ingenuity and all of the talent and all of the capital in this country, 
backed by the enterprise to furnish the Government with 

But I alluded to the price of these guns more particularly to show 
that there is every reason to believe the War Department, as long as 
they are allowed to make these guns, if they do not get bids from the 
public, will not invite the public, and their tests will not be of such a 
character as to invite the public. They may makea very different gun. 
They may say to the public, ‘‘ We want a velocity with an 800-ponnd 
projectile of 2,500 feet to the second,” and that may be beyond the 
capacity of anybody in this country, forit has never yet been attained 
in any portion of the world. They may say that to the manufacturers 
of thecountry. Then they may turn around and build a gun that does 
not have a velocity of more than 1,500 or 1,800 or 2,000 feet per second, 
and there will be nobody to complain of that. 

For that reason this ought to have been done in detail. The com- 
mittee ought to have sat down and taken time. They had the ability 
to do it ifthey had taken the time, but they returned us this bill in 
very great haste, and, I think, without giving it that attention which 
they ought to have given toit. Every day guns are being improved 
on in this country. We have a rifle called the Springfield rifle. I bē 
lieve the Government has suspended making any more of those. 

Mr. GORMAN. They are still made. 

Mr. TELLER. I understand that the Government has suspended 
the making of them. 

Mr. PLUMB. Every Army supply bill for the last ten years to my 
personal knowledge has contained an appropriation of $400,000, I 
think, perhaps on occasions $500,000, for the purpose of continuing 
the manufacture of Springfield rifles. 

Mr. TELLER. I understood that this order was a recent thing, 


just a few weeks ago. 


Mr. PLUMB. In addition to that, the capacity of the establish- 
ment at Springfield, where these rifles are made, has been greatly en- 
larged lately, practically in order to supply the militia under the in- 
creased appropriation of $600,000 a year, which is now one of the per- 
manent annual appropriations of the Government to supply the militia 
of the various States with weapons of war and camp and garrison equi- 


Mr. TELLER. If weare to make an arm, a small arm or a great 
arm, we ought to make the best. Inferior guns are of no account any 
more than inferior powder would be, We want the best. Ifyou are 
going to war, you want the most effective weapon. If you are going 
to fight on land or on sea, you want the benefit of all the discoveries 
and all the enterprise of the world, and we certainly know to-day that 
a better gun can be made than the Springfield rifle. The Senator 
knows that. 

Mr. GORMAN. They have a better gun in the Navy, I understand, 
with a smaller caliber. The whole tendency of the world is to make 
guns of very much smaller caliber than formerly. They have such a 
gun in the Navy, but not in the Army. They adhere to the Spring- 
field rifle in the Army. 

Mr. TELLER. I understand that recently a trial was made down 
here at the navy-yard in the presence of Senators, at which it was dem- 
onstrated that a small rifle capable of being carried had three times 
the penetration of a Springfield gun. I haveastatement here which I 
believe could be supported by the Senator from Connecticut [Mr. Haw- 
LEY], who, I understand, was present when it wasmade. Iunderstand 
that the Springfield rifle tried at the time penetrated 13 inches of pine, 
and the Hurst rifle 40 inches and had sufficient force to bend and upse 
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the projectile against the iron beyond, and that it would undoubtedly 
have gone through several more inches if there had been plank there 
instead of iron. The Springfield projectile weighed 405 grains; the 
Hurst projectile weighed 258 grains. ‘The Springfield rifle has a danger 
space of less than 400 yards; the Hurst rifle has a danger space of over 
800 yards. The Springfield rifle has an extreme range of about a mile 
and a half; the Hurst rifle has an extreme range of 3 miles with a much 
lighter projectile. Mr. President, can anybody make a comparison be- 
tween those guns that could be favorable to the Springfield rifle? Why, 
you could not afford to take the Springfield rifle as a gift, and what is 
true of a rifle is true of a cannon. 

Mr. PLUMB. But let me say that is not the only test to be applied 
toanarm. It must have ease and simplicity of operation; it must be 
durable; it must be good all around as well as good in the mere matter 
of its power of propulsion. I do not know that this particular weapon 
has not all the qualities which a weapon ought to have; but it seems 
to me that it has not yet been thoroughly investigated. Meanwhile 
there has been very particular testimony from competent people show- 
ing that the Springfield rifle, taking it altogether, in view of all these 
qualities, isone of the very best weapons in the world, provided always 
that the present weight of projectile must be keptup. Meanwhile the 
European governments have been experimenting with a smaller pro- 
jectile, and I think now it is very generally agreed upon by military 
authorities that there ought to be a gun for the arming of our Army 
which has a projectile having a less weight than the Springfield rifle 
carries. I have no doubt that we shall enter upon the manufacture of 
something of that kind after atime. Meanwhile we are doing what 
may or may not be the very best thing, and yet at the same time the 
military authorities recommend it. 

Mr. TELLER. I only mentioned it as an illustration. I did not 
mean to say that the Hurst rifle ought to supersede the Springfield 
rifle; but these are important matters. It is no heavier than the 
Springfield rifle, I understand, but its recoil is much less than is al- 
lowed in the British army. Of course that is to be considered. Its 
recoil might be so great as to render it impossible for a man to hold it; 
it might fly out of his arm. 

Mr. PLUMB. There is one other thing to be taken into account. 
The Hurst rifle, from what I have heard of it, is undoubtedly a very 
good weapon, at least in this one particular, but it has been generally 
believed for some time that we were to have a better explosive than 
powder. I understand that the British Government has adopted or is 
about to adopt—at all events it has passed through certain stages nec- 
essary to the adoption—an explosive which is a great deal better than 
anything heretofore known for small-arms; that it is impervious to 
water; that water does not affect it injuriously; that one-half the 
weight of this explosive will perform more than the service of double 
the weight of powder, and soon. Of course all these things may qualify 
the arm to be used. 

Mr. TELLER. It is all true, of course, as the Senator from Kansas 
says, that discoveries are being made all the time, and that is why I 
suggested that if we made the proper inducement for manufacturers we 
should have their efforts in making discoveries, because we would pay 
them. Ifa man knows that he can get $50,000 from the Government 
for a rifle of a certain character, and that he can get $10,000 more from 
the Government for his skill, he is going to try to make the superior 

That is why I wanta system that shall tell the people what kind 
of a gun they can make, and which shall provide that when they have 
made what is admitted to be the best gun, we shall buy that gun; and 
if a man comes then with a better gun that it shall supersede his own 
gun if it is better than the former. 

I have here an amendment which is somewhat lengthy, which I de- 
sire to offer so that if it shall not meet the approval of the Senate it 
may at least go with the bill into conference, so that the Senate con- 
ferees may have the benefit of what I think are some very valuable pro- 
visions. The amendment has been prepared by some gentlemen with 

t care and attention, and while there are some things in it that I 
o not know onght to go into the bill, some things I admit Iam not 
familiar enough with the subject to really know whether they ought 
to go into it, on the whole it seemsto me to be a complete and perfect 
provision, and I believe if the Senate would adopt it instead of thesixth 
section the bill would then be in a very much better condition in hand- 
ling this subject, and I believe there would then be some hope that we 
might get a bill through Congress. 

Let me call the attention of the Senate to some of the provisions of 
the amendment, not in detail, but just fora moment, It provides that 
the standard weight for projectiles for testing these guns shall not be 
less than 500 and 800 pounds respectively; that the standard weight of 
the rifle shall be so much, and then it provides a great many other 
things. Every gun ought to be tested according toits projectile. That 
is to say, if one gun carries a projectile of 800 pounds and another car- 
ries one of 1,200 pounds, there might be a very great difference, the 
gun that fired the 800-pound projectile might be the most valuable after 
all. All these details ought to be worked up. Of course, the board 
may do it, it is possible they will do it, and that they will provide for 
that, although the bill itself should not have compelled them to pro- 
vide for it. If the Senate does not think it is wise to say what shall 


be the length of the gun, what shall be the weight of the gun, what 
shall be the projectile, what shall be its speed, what shall be the 
strength of the gun, at least we ought to provide in this bill that the 
board shall adopt some rules of this kind which shall be permanent 
and fixed, and not liable to be changed at any time after people enter 
into the manufacture of these guns, I submit the amendment. 

_The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Is the amendment offered as an ad- 
dition to the section? 

Mr. TELLER. It is a substitute for all after the first paragraph of 
section 6. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment will be read. 

The CHIEF CLERK. It is proposed to amend section 6 by striking 
out all after the word *‘manufacture,’’ in line 18, and inserting: 

Sec. 7. That the standard weight for pevoctiies for testing 10-inch and 12-inch 
rifle guns shall not be less than 500 and 800 pounds, respectively. 

Sec. 8. That the standard heros. of rifle guns to be tested for endurance, and 
of service guns to be contracted for as hereinafter provided, shall not be more 
than 23 and 48 tons each, respectively, for 10-inch and 12-inch rifles; and the 
Pg Bae these said guns, exclusive of the breech apparatus, shall not exceed 

rs. 

Sec. 9. That the said board shall authorize a contract, after due advertisement, 
for two 12-inch rifle guns with such ty or parties as shall to them seem best. 
These guns shall be built up according to the plans now prepared by the War 
and Navy Departments for 8, 10, and 12 inch rifles, the principal parts being of 
forged tempered steel. The drawings and specifications for one of these guns 
shall be furnished by the War Department and for the othér by the Navy De- 
partment within two months from the passage of thisact, or as soon thereafter 
us may be, and the construction of these guns shall be superintended by officers 
of the War and Navy Departments, respectively, who shall report progress from 
time to time, and upon the completion thereof, to the said board. The weights 
and lengths of these guns shall not exceed that provided for 12-inch rifles in 
section 8 of this act, and the cost of these two guns, finished and delivered at 
the place of manufacture, shall not exceed $200,000, 

That the said board shall also procure, by purchase or contract, carriages for 
use in testing these guns,either or both, unless the respective Departments 
which furnish specifications therefor shall have carriages suitable for such tests, 
These two guns shall each be tested under the directions of said board for accu- 
racy, range, and endurance in competition with and for comparison with those 
to be furnished by private parties as hereinafter provided in section 10. The 
pris and projectiles for testing each of these guns shall be furnished by the 

partments which furnish the specifications respectively therefor, and shall be 
paid for by order of the board The projectiles for these guns shall have the 
weight of 800 pounds each, and shall be fired with a charge of powder sufficient 
to give a muzzle velocity thereto of 2,000 feet per second. 

These weights and velocities may either vary by the amount of 1 per cent. of 
that spenar; but the average shall not be less than 800 pounds and 2,000 feet, 
respectively. 

These po may either or both be pepaes to an extent not exceeding 10 per 
cent. of their respective costs, provided such repairs are necessary to secure the 
endurance of two hund: rounds or more from each, In estimating the cost 
of repairs the transportation of the guns shall not be included, 

That the board may carry out the provisions of this section at a total cost not 
exceeding $360,000. 

Sec. 10. That whosoever shall, within the limitation provided in sections 15, 
i6, and 17 of this act, produce one or more 10-inch or 12-inch single-charge 
breech-loading rifle guns of weights and lengths conforming to section 8, which 
guns are to be made wholly or principally of steel, and each supplied with a 
carriage, projectiles, powder, implements, ordnance supplies, and including all 
incidental expenses of a test of two hundred rounds for each test gun so pro- 
vided, shall, for each test gun so made and so provided which withstands the 
test of two hundred rounds of projectiles fired with a muzzle velocity of not less 
than 2,000 feet per second on an average, and an average weight ot projectiles 
of not less than that prescribed for the standard weight of projectiles for such 
guns in section 10 of this act, without more repairs than can be put upon such 
guns ordinarily for 10 per cent. of their cost, exclusive of transportation, be paid 
for the same by the direction of the said board, at a price for such guns, and 
supplies and tests, not including the carriage, not exceeding double the price 
hereinafter fixed in this section as the price for service guns of that caliber, 
which money shall be due and paid as soon as any such gun has withstood the 
prescribed test of two hundred rounds and it is found it is to be paid for as de- 
termined by section 15, which shall be in full payment for such gun and test, 
including the powder, projectiles, repairs of gun. ge and gun, and all 
other expenses of the test not hereinafter specified, except the cost of the car- 
riage therefor, which if found suitable for use therewith shall be paid for at the 
price hereinafter fixed for for service guns of such caliber by order of 
the board or its authorized agent. 

Payment for any such carriage to be made as soon as the test has shown it 
suitable for use with such gun or guns as it wasmade for, and without reference 
to whether the gun for which it was made endures its test or not. 

That no such carriage shall be paid for at ef price unless it is found suitable 
for use with the gun for which it was provided. 

That no such test gun, or supplies therefor, provided or furnished for test 
under the provisions of this section, shall be paid for at any price, unless itshall 
endure the specified test of firing two hundred rounds with an average weight 
and velocity of projectiles eq to that specified and without more than the 
specified amount of repairs. 

That all test guns so provided or furnished shall be delivered at the place of 
manufacture, 

That the Government, under direction of the board, shall furnish, free of 
charge, the use of a proving ground or grounds suitable for testing any or all 
of these guns for range, accuracy, and penetration, and furnish, free of charge, 
the necessary targets for accuracy and penetration, the butts to be used in firing 
for durability, and bear all expenses of handling and transporting the guns. 

That for these purpores, and for firing any such guns they have been 
fired the first two hundred rounds, the Board is authorized to expend the sum 
of $100,000, to be available on and after July 1, 1890, until nde 


That the plans of the guns of either kind, the breech-loading mechanism, the 


system of rifling, the projectiles adapted thereto, and the kind of powder or 
power and cases therefor, and all cartridges used in these tests, may be of the 

nds heretofore approved by the War and Navy Departments, or may be after 
original designs or plans and proportions satisfactory to the praisotor and pro- 
ducer; and any gun furnished by any party, and all the supplies therefor, shall 
be furnished without any cost to the Government until such gun bas endured 
the above prescribed test of firing two hundred rounds of projectiles with the 
weights and velocities prescribed. 

This firing of any such gun shallall be under the joint direction of the parties 
furnishing the gun and the said board, but the party or parties furnishing any 
such gun may at any and all times increase the weights of projectiles or charge 
ot powder above the standard prescribed tothe extent he or they think best. 

hat should any gun or more than one gun of any of the calibers specified is 
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this section he furnished which withstands the firing of the said two hundred 
rounds with the weights and velocities of projectiles specified, then the firing 
shall continue to determine the endurance of, and which of such guns has the 
best endurance, such continuance of the firing to be at the expense of the Goy- 
ernment, and if either of the said competing guus has, in firing its first two hun- 
dred rounds, done less work than the gun or guns it is competing with, by rea- 
son of its projectiles having been lighter, or the velocities th ess than that 
of the projectiles of the said competing gun or guns, then such gun or guns 
shall first be fired to the extent necessary to make up double the amount of 
such deficiency of work performed, before it shall be considered in further com- 
petition with the test gun or guns of that caliber which have done the superior 
amount of work, and in mak gup this deficiency the gun or guns to be fired 
therefor shall be fired with such charges of powder and shot, to roportioned 
by the producer of the gun, as shall give an amount of work to the projectiles 
for each discharge equal to the average work of the bestor largest amount of 
work done in twenty fires by the competing gun which it is being equalized 
with, and fhis amount of work cheat pagan ae for endurance shall 
be required of each competing gun of that caliber, unless the parties furnishing 
the competing guns of that caliber and the board shall all agree to have the 
amount thereof reduced. Should the owner or producer of any such deficient 
un object to being obliged to make up this deficiency of work done by his or 
their gun during the first two hundred rounds of firing it, then such gun shall 
be considered as out of the competitive test, and the firing may go on with the 
other gun or guns as long as the producer of such gun or guns may d < 

That at gd time after any of the test guns which may be provided under the 
pronaos of this act has been fired two hundred rounds, and the above speci- 

ed amount of firing necessary to make up the excess of work formed in the 
first two hundred rounds of firing by some competing gun of like caliber, such 
test gun shall appear clearly to be inferior in endurance to some of its competi- 
tors, the rd may decline to fire it further, but this shall not prevent the pro- 
ducer of such gun from a further test thereof in the presence of the board at the 
expense of the producer, and such gun shall still be considered in competition 
with the other gun or guns of like caliber being fired for endurance by the board ; 
and if it shall excel them in endurance such expense for additional firing shall 
be borne by the Government and paid by. the order of said 5 

That after any such test gun of 10-inch or 12-inch caliber has been fired the 
first two hundred rounds, and such additional amount as is above specified in 
this section to give it a credit for endurance equal to any of its competitors, for 
work done in its first two hundred rounds of firing, then all continuation of 
the firing for endurance for each successive fifty rounds shall be with charges 
which shall increase the average work stored in each projectile of such fifty 
fires, br an amount of not less than 5 per cent, of the average work stored in 
each of the projectiles of the Jast fifty rounds previously fired from any such 
gun of that caliber, and this amount of work required of each gnm for these 

res shall not be reduced except by consent of the board and the unanimous 
consent of all of the producers of the guns of that caliber then competing; but 
nar one of the competitors may, if he or they desire, increase the charge of 
either powder or projectiles for their guns. That repairs may be made at the 
sepan of the producer of any of these test guns, to cost not more, if made 
9 armla than Ee cent. of the cost prescribed to be paid for like guns for 
seryice during the first two hundred rounds of firing this test gun, and such 

additional firing as may be necessary to equalize for endurance the work of 
this gun, and bring it up to that of its best competing gun of that caliber, as 
provided in this section; additional repairs may thereafter be put upon any of 
these test guns to the extent that these repairs, with all previous repairs made 
after it has been submitted for test, shall not exceed in cost or kind such as 
could be made ordinarily for 20 per cent. of the price fixed in this act for service 
guns of their kind and caliber, transportation not being included. 

That the time occupied by all repairs made during the first two hundred 
rounds fired from any test gun shall not exceed four months, except by consent 
of said board, and all further repairs of said gun which may be made after the 
firing of the first two hundred rounds shall not exceed four months in all, with- 
out the consent of the board, such times for repairs to include the time used in 
transporting the guns therefor. 

‘That of the projectiles furnished for the first two hundred rounds to be fired 
from any of these guns, at least twenty, and forty if the l require, 
shall be suitable for range and Sparen and five of these projectiles for each 
gun shall, if the board require, be suita le for penetration, and the balance of 
the two hundred rounds need be suitable for endurance only. 

That when the test for endurance of guns, which may be made for test under 
the provisions of this section, have n completed for the guns of either 
of the specified calibers, £ contract sball be made by order of the said board 
with that perry, or parties who shall have made the best 10-inch or 12-inch guns, 
respective pahin gun or guns hasbeen fired at least two hundred rounds with 
the prescribed charges, and has shown, by all the tests thereof for endurance 
and accuracy, made as herein provided, that it is superior to all other compet- 
ing guns of its class. The contract for these guns to be for fifty of the 10-inch 
and fifty of the 12-inch, and any and all of these service guns ll be equal in 
all respects to the trial gun tested, on which test the contract isor may beb sed, 
And the said board shall also authorize a contract for a like number of gun-car- 
riages suitable for use for such guns so contracted for, and for a few projectiles 
for each of said guns. ‘The ca es be furnished by the party or parties 
who furnish the guns for which they are made, provided such party or parties 
will furnish car suitable for use of their guns; and that Lena f furnishing 
any such service guo shall furnish the projectiles therefor, provided suitable 
contract can be made with them therefor. 

That the prices of said service gunsshall be as follows: For 10-inch rifle guns, 
not to exceed $48,000 each, and for 12-inch rifle guns, not to exceed $75,000 each ; 
and the prices of the carr for each of these res ve guns shall be one- 
third of the price of the gun for which it is or shall furnished ; the prices of 
all these guns and Saniga shall be modified according to the terms provided 

. in sections 12, 13, and 14 of this act. 

That the said may authorize the expenditure for the proof tests of the 
service guns and carriages of each class of these 10 or 12 inch rifle guns, for the 
projectiles for these gens, and for the eps tad me) of the guns, and 
soapy pros of either) of the gunsauthorized in this section, asum not exceed- 

ng 10 per cent. of the amount to be paid for all the guns and carriages of either 
of such classes res: ively. 

The projectiles for any of these guns may be delivered with them, but shall 
not be delivered sooner is the gun for which they are made, 4 

That all carriages furnished for the service 10-inc 
oreo and ish bed in this secti 


works and masonry so as to 


XIX——510 


raise the gun at least 12 feet from the position of loading to that required when 
fired, if the said board shall so require; but the weights for accumulators for 
use on land need not be made of metal, nor if so made of either metal or 
masonry need such weights be furnished by the contractor at his expense, nor 
shall he or they be required to furnish with these gun- any turret work 
or masonry foundations of ang kind whatsoever, or metal work for foundations 
except the foundation track and bed plate on which the gu rests and 
is traversed. When more than one gun is used in close proximity, the engin 

pumps, accumulators, compressors, and such other machinery to be furnished 
with such gun-carriages need not be complete for each gun, but may be made 


to operate sets of two or more guns to the extent in number the may. 
think desirable instead of being complete for each separate po 
For these fifty service 10-inch rifles, and the fifty service 12-inch rifles, their 


carriages, projectiles, proof-tests, and transportation, the sum of $9,020,000, or 
so much thereof as may be necessary; to be available on and after July 1, 1894, 
at the rate of $1,500,000 per year, and to remain available until expended, 

Seo. 11. That it is herein provided that all guns contracted for as provided in 
section 10 to be delivered for service, shall be tested at the place or places where 
built, by the party furnishing the same, or at such other suitable place or places 
as he or they may provide, with not less than five nor more than ten rounds 
from each gun, with that charge equal to the maximum charge endured for two 
hundred rounds in the trial gun on which the contract for the gun of such cal- 
iber was made, the Government to furnish an officer to witness such test at the 
time the party spans, mee gun shall desire. The gun shall endure such tests 
without more injury than the ordinary wear and tear of such guns should be, 
or that the ordinary wear and tear of the trial gun of that kind was in firing a 
like number of rounds of equal energy. The Government shall not acceptguns 
which are seriously injured by this test, or which are injured more than the or- 
dinary wear and tear of such guns, unless the injured parts are replaced or made 
good, when the gun may be again tested, and must endure the test before it 
shall be accepted without more injury than ordinary wear and tear that such 
number of fires shall produce. The powder, cartridges, and projectiles for these 
tests shall be paid for by the Government at a reasonable price therefor. 

Sec, 12. That should any of the test guns of the kind to be contracted for as 
above provided in section 10 have endured a greater amount of work in firing 
any two hundred rounds therefrom than that p bed, namely, two hun- 
dred rounds of projectiles g an average Ser oy equal to that provided for such 
guns in section 7, with a Muzzle velocity of 2,000 feet per second, the price of 
the service guns of that kind to be constructed for as per section 10 shall be 
increased above the price therein provided, to the extent of the average work 
done on the projectiles by any such said test gun, on which the contract for 
service guns may be „ex ed in firing any two hundred rounds 
prescribed, namely, two hundred rounds, of a velocity of 2,000 fcet per second, 
and the weight of projectile equal to that fixed as a standard for such guns in 
section 7, and the price of the carriages for such service guns shall be increased 
in the same proportion, which increase of price of such guns and carriages shall 
be paid ay the order of the board, or its authorized anon’ 

hat all service guns, gun-carriages, projectiles, and cartridges therefor may 
be delivered to the Government at the place or places of manufacture. 

Sc, 13. That no service gun to be provided as specified in section 10 of either 
of the specified calibers shall be accepted unless it appears to be as good in all 

as was the trial gun furnished by the party with whom the contract 
for such service gun was made. And the party making contracts for any ofthese 
eee shall contract and guarantee that all material used therein shall 
be squ in quality and workmanship to that provided in the trial gunor guns 
on which the contract for such service gun was based, and that he or they will 
institute a thorough system of tests by which they may know that all parts of 
the guns, as far as may be, are of good material and workmanship in all re- 
spects; the delivery of all these service guns to begin two years from the dates 
of the respective contracts therefor, and continue at such average rate as would 
complete the delivery in not less than eight years from the date of the respective 
contracts therefor, 

That all service guns and carriages therefor furnished under the provisions 
of this act shall be paid for at time of delivery, and when delivered later than 
the dates so fixed shall have the price of the same at which it would otherwise 
be paid for reduced by a reasonable amount for the time during which such de- 
lay of delivery takes place. But they may be delivered sooner, 

Sec. 14. That it is hereby provided that at any time during the execution of 
any contract by any party or parties for 10-inch or 12-inch rifle guns to be made 
by them under the provisions of this act, such party or parties may furnish a 
gun of any such caliber as they may have such contract for, which gun may be 
made after the plans and specifications provided in the original contract for 
guns of that caliber, or after new plans and specifications to be provided by 
them, and such gun may be tested by them at their own expense in the presence 
of an officer who shall be detailed by said board on ordnance; and if such gun 
shows an endurance of being able to fire two hundred rounds with an average 
amount of work stored in its projectile when leaving the gun equal to 5 per 
cent. moret the average of the best two hundred fires selected from the fir- 
ing of the spon under which such contract was based, then, in that case, the 
Government ll pay for such guh and carriage therefor, and the powderand 
projectiles used in such test, the price of the gun and carriage to be the regular 
price for such service guns of that caliber, and the carriage therefor, as deter- 
mined by sections 10, 12, and 13 of this act, and the contractor shall be at libert: 
to fill an, rt of the balance of his or their order for guns of that caliber wit 
guns of new pattern instead of guns made after the original test-gun speci- 
fications on which he or they obtained the contract for such guns, and the pay 
for such substitute guns and carriages therefor shall be modified to the extent 
the increase of work performed by such last test-gun in the best two hundred 
rounds fired therefrom exceeds that prescribed, as provided in section 12 of this 


But not more than two such changes shall be made in the case of the coytract 
for the 10-inch or the 12-inch rifles, respectively, and all such subsequent tests 
in which the new test gun or guns fail to excel the test gun on which the con- 
tracts were made by not giving, for the best two hundred rounds fired there- 
from, more than 5 per cent. more work stored in the projectiles when leavin: 
the gun than was given by the best two hundred rounds of the best test gun oi 
that caliber, on which the contract for such guns was based, shall be at the ex- 

of the contractor. 

Sec. 15, That it is hereby provided that in the case of the trial guns to be pro- 
vided for test under the provisions of sections 10, 15, and 16 of this act, that only 
the best two 10-inch test guns shall be paid for, even though they reach the de- 
gree of excellence required. 

That it is hereby provided that should more than five 12-inch guns be offered 
for test under the provisions of sections 10 and 16 of this act which withstand 
the prescribed test of two hundred fires under the conditions fixed in section 10, 
or which excel in endurance the said Army or the said Navy gun to be provided 
as per section 9 of this act, then in that case only the best five of said 12-inch 
guns provided under the terms of said section shall be paid for, with their car- 
riages, powder, projectiles, and supplies as therein provided, even though they 
shall have reached the degree of endurance specified; and in selecting the five 
to be paid for those shall be selected which have the greatest degree of endur- 
sasa = Seance ay when tested according to rules and provisions made in section 

o! - 

To carry out the provisions of this section, $1,099,000, or so much thereof as 
may be necessary, to be available on and after July 1,1892, and until expended, 
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That the time of paying for any of the test guns to be furnished under the pro- 
visions of section 10 is hereby modified to the extent to find out that 
Der are to be paid for consistently with all the provisions of act. 

at at any time qara Sis test of any of trial guns or carriages the 
producer thereof may withdraw the same, and in case of withdrawal no pay- 
ment shall be made for. 

That all trial Lgava, ety on powder, or iles furnished for test 
under the provisions of this act, and not to be paid for, may be withdrawn by 
the party furnishing the same. 

SEC. 16, That it is hereby provided that all 10 and 12 inch rifle guns for com- 
titive trial and tests to be made and tested as provided in this act shall be 
ished ready for test on or before January 1,1892: Provided, That if no 12-inch 

rifle gun e principally or wholly of steel has been completed and offered for 
test at that time which shall withstand the prescribed test of two hundred rounds 
then the time for accepting such guns for competitive test as provided 
shall be extended to January 1, 1893. 

Sec, 17. The board shall make all reasonable efforts to make all the tests pro- 
vided for as quickly as possible after any such gun is ready for test; and all the 
test experiments of guns shall be open to the inspection and observation of all 
parties furnishing guns of like calibers for test as provided in this act, 

That the Secretary of War and the Secretary of the Navy shall each assist this 
detailing any and all officersand men for its use which it may need at 
any and all tim oot by furnishing it, without „any and all ties for 
testing any and of the guns and to rovided under this bill 
to the extent that they are able so to do, and in general to aid the board in any 
way they can in carrying out the provisions of this act. 

Sec. 18. That all castings and forgings entering into the construction of the 


armaments provided for this act shall be of American man The 
board herein provam. for shall annually report its operations to the Secretary 
of War, for submission to Congress, at the nning of each which re- 


session, 
port shall state in detail the amount expended under each section of this act 
and the progress made in carrying out its penrisions, with such additional in- 
formation as the board may deem advisable. 

Sec. 19. To enable the board or Secretary of War to pay any premium that 
may become due to parties who may furnish service guns under the provisions 
of this act the sum of $1,000,000, to be available on and after the fiseal year end- 
ing June, 1894, and to remain available until used for this purpose if necessary. 

EC, 20. That section 2 of an act making approprfitions for fortifications and 
other works of defense, and for the armament thereof, for the fiscal year end- 
ing ae 30, 1885, and for other purposes, approved July 5, 1884, is hereby re- 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question recurs upon agreeing 
to the amendment of the Senator from Colorado [Mr. TELLER] to the 
amendment of the Committee on Appropriations known as section 6. 

Mr. PLUMB. I desire to say a word in regard to this provision. It 
is a very elaborate provision, going far more into detail than I think 
any legislative provision ought to go. We shall have, when this bill 
shall pass, a board, comprising the skill and judgment of the Army, 
which will submit to us, if it becomes necessary to legislate on these 
propositions, something which we can act upon, I think, more intelli- 

ntly than we can to-day. It is desirable now to make a start which 

fear the adoption of this provision will prevent. I think, therefore, 
that irrespective of any discussion of its merits it ought not to be 


adopted. 

Mr. GORMAN. I want to add to what the Senator from Kansas has 
said, as to the general provisions of the amendment offered by the Sen- 
ator from Colorado, that I think many of them are very wise, and will 
probably become absolutely necessary to be adopted by Congress if pri- 
vate enterprises decline at any time hereafter to enter largely into the 
manufacture of guns. But after careful consideration on the commit- 
tee with my friend from Kansas, I concur with him in saying that at 

resent I do not believe it is possible to go to the extent provided for 
E the amendment of the Senator from Colorado. I think the board 
and machinery provided for in the bill as reported from the Committee 
on Appropriations is the best that can be had at this time. 

The PKESIVENT pro tempore. The question is on to the 
amendment of the Senator from Colorado to the amendment of the 
committee. 

The amendment to the amendment was rejected. À 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question recurs on agreeing to 
the amendment proposed by the Committee on Appropriations as 
amended. 

Mr. PLUMB. I wish to move an amendment to line 21, page 7. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. In which section? : 

Mr. PLUMB. In section 6, after the word ‘‘caliber,” to insert ‘‘and 
of weight and dimensious to be prescribèd by the board.” 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Secretary will report the pro- 
posed amendment. 

The SECRETARY. On page 7, line 21, after the word ‘‘caliber,” it 
is proposed to insert the words “and of weight and dimensions to be 

bed by the board.” 

The amendment to the amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. HAWLEY. I understood the Senator to say in private conver- 
sation that he expects the board will inspect this specimen gun during 
the process of its manufacture. I do not see how that is provided for. 

Mr. PLUMB. I think that is amply provided for on the top of page 
8. The Senator will observe that this experimental gun, if it stands 
the test which has been prescribed for its manufacture by the board, 
shall be purchased, and he will find that on page 8 of the bill it is pro- 
vided that the ‘‘experimental gun’’ (by name) “and all guns pur- 
chased hereunder’’ shall be ‘‘subject to inspection at each stage of 
manufacture.’’ 

Mr. HAWLEY. 
that connection. 

Mr. PLUMB. The Senator will find them at the top of page 8. 

Mr. HAWLEY. I may have a different print of the bill. 


I did not see the words ‘‘experimental gun” in 


Mr. PLUMB. I think perhaps the Senator may have the print that 
was made originally for the committee. 

Mr. HAWLEY. You refer to the provision reading: 

And contract shall be made at a price reasonable in the opinion of the board, 
with the presenting the best of such guns, for a further supply of similar 
Sgt een ent ait gtoe paaa trata tea jes ease 
each stage of manufacture. at eR 

I see what the Senator means. - I had not before seen the expression. 
I have had another copy of the bill. 

Mr. PLUMB. The Senator has had a copy that was made for the use 
of the committee. 

Mr. HAWLEY. The experimental gun is mentioned. 

Mr. PLUMB. It says, ‘“‘ The experimental gun and all guns pur- 
chased hereunder to be subject to inspection at each stage of manufact- 
ure. 

Mr. HAWLEY. That is quite right, because they could not tell 
anything about it unless they i it. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Are there further amendments ? 

Mr. HAWLEY. Ihave an amendment to offer as an independent 
section. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question first is on the amend- 
ment 7s ges by the Committee on Appropriations as section 6 as 


The amendment as amended was agreed to. 

Mr. HAWLEY. I now offer an amendment to constitute section 7 
of the bill. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Secretary will report the pro- 
posed amendment. | 

The SECRETARY. It is proposed to add to the bill: 

Sec. 7. Nothing contained in this act shall be construed to alter or repeal ex- 
isting provisions of law prescribing the duties and powers of any department of 
the Army. 

Mr. HAWLEY. That, Mr. President, is by way of abundant cau- 
tion, because there are so many provisions here that might seem to 
differ from what is already laid down in the statutes as to the duties 
of the different Army departments. I do not wish them to be inter- 
fered with, because a body of laws of that kind that have been in ex- 
istence for nearly a century, many of them for fifty or sixty years, 
should not be changed without serious consideration. I do not wish 
the officers to be anxious lest they are interfered with, nor do I wish 
to interfere with them. 

Mr. GORMAN. Mr. President, the amendment of the Senator from 
Connecticut [Mr. HAWLEY] would destroy the harmony of this bill 
and reverse all that the Committee on Appropriations, after due con- 
sideration, have undertaken todo. That amendment provides that all 
the money appropriated under this act shall be expended as provided 
in section 1164 ôf the Revised Statutes, which says: 

It shall be the duty of the Chief of Ordnance to furnish estimates, and, under 
the direction of the Secretary of War, to make contracts and purchases, for pro- 


curing the necessary supplies of ordnance and ordnance stores for the use of the 
armies of the United States, etc. 


The framework of this bill and the real merit of it—and but for that 
provision I do not beliéve it would pass; it certainly would not receive 
my approval—is that it provides fora board to consist of the general 
commanding the Army, an ordnance officer, an artillery officer, and an 
engineer officer to be selected by theSecretary of War, which board shall 
expend every dollar of the money appropriated by this act, make the 
test, and out all the provisions of the act. 

Now, Mr. ident, I feel that I am stating the exact fact when I 
say that that was the unanimous opinion of the committee; that the 
only way by which we might get out of the rut which we have been in 
was by making this provision. The Senator from Connecticut [Mr. 
HAWLEY ] now goes back and practically reverses all that we have done, 
simply saying that six or eight millions of dollars is hereby appropri- 
ated, to be expended under the direction of the Ordnance Department. 

I find here this morning circulated, not generally but quietly—I have 
been fortunate enough to get hold of a copy of it—a statement pre- 

red by one of the officers of the Ordnance ent who was be- 
fore the Committees on Appropriations of both Houses, who was then 
subjected to a thorough examination, or rather had full and free con- 
ference with the committees, who knew and could not but know all the 
provisions that were intended to be put into this act. When before 
the committee that officer placed his judgment against that of the 
General of the Army, who did not hesitate to say that the provision 
precisely as we have it in the first section, providing for that board and 
bringing every branch of the service under its direction, is the one 
mode and probably the only mode by which we will have efficiency, 
economy, and honest results, 

I will say to my friend from Connecticut, taking notice as we are 
bound to do from the public prints of oceurrences elsewhere, and being 
as anxious as he is to go on with this work of putting our fortifications 
in proper condition, it would be infinitely better that no appropriation 
whatever should be made at this session, and I do not believe that it 
is possible to get so many millions of dollars, or one-half the amount, 
or one-tenth the amount placed at the disposal of officers who have not 
accomplished anything in the past twenty years. We have attempted 
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in the committee to raise the question of armamentout of that rut and 
put it in such shape that we may have the experience of four or five 
Officers, the best officers in the service. As the bill was reported from 
the Committee on Appropriations with an engineer officer, an ordnance 
officer, an artillery officer, and the commanding general, we were to 
have the judgment of these men before a single dollar could be éx- 
pended under this act. 

What objection has the Senator to it? Why does he prefer that the 
Ordnance Department should make these contracts? The Senator from 
Kentucky [Mr. Beck] asks me what the communication I have is. 
The subcommittee had before it the general commanding the Army, 
and Captain Smith, and another ordnance officer, both on duty at the 
Ordnance Department, and conferred with them fully and freely as to 
the details of this bill. Each had ample opportunity to make any sug- 
gestions he thought proper. 

They were consulted about the phraseology of parts of the bill. 
Whatever objections they had were well considered. The provision 
giving control of the expenditures of every kind to be made under this 
act to the board named did not, of course, meet with favor from the 
Ordnance Office, but it was satisfactory to the general commanding the 
Army. Thecommittee reported the bill. There was, so far as I know, 
no official communication whatever from the War Department, but I 
have found here to-day a private document criticising the bill severely. 
They assert ‘‘that the provision to supplant the services of this (the 
Ordnance) Department by a hastily devised board is harsh in the ex- 
treme, and in the absence of sufficient reason therefor can not be justi- 
fied as a measure necessary for the public good.”’ 

The author of this communication, I have good reason to believe, is 
Captain Smith, now in charge of the Ordnance Department. He at- 
tempts to instruct Congress and to criticise a committee of this body 
as having reported a measure which is not for the public good! He 
insists that his board, and his board alone, should have the expenditure 
of the money appropriated. These officers have the right to express 
their opinions freely and frankly when called upon by a committee or 
by resolution, but they have no right to use the Government's money 
to print documents for private circulation against the passage of any 
sae that Congress may deem proper or that a committee may formu- 

te. 

It is an outrageous attempt to influence legislation, and I will say 
that I hope the attention of the Secretary of War orof the President 
will be called to the matter. In my opinion an officer who is engaged 
in such work ought to be sent away from Washington and placed in 
some remote part of the Union. I have never known since I have been 
connected with legislative bodies such an outrageous attempt on the part 
of subordinate officers. As I have once before stated, these officers are in 
the corridors and in the galleries during the discussion of these Army bills 
and they send memorandums into the Senate and use the influence of 
their position, not to serve the Government, but to the end that $4,000,- 
000 may be placed in their hands to be expended, Ordinarily and in 
private life it would be regarded as showing too much interest in the 
large appropriations to be made. The motive must be ascertained. 
They are not content with sufficient appropriations for the Government 
shop, but this captain declares that section 6*is in conflict with exist- 
ing laws. What he desires is to prevent private persons from compet- 
ing. Why should capable, honest officers fear an open field and hon- 
est competition ? 

I l ask to have this document, which I brand as an outrage, 
coming as it does from an officer of this Government, printed in the 
RECORD, and by the side of it, with the permission of the Senate, I will 
have printed a report of Colonel Laidley, an officer lately deceased, who 
was probably the brightest officer in the service, a man who had the 
courage to differ from those who are now in charge of the Ordnance 
Department. He takes an entirely different view of the value of cast- 
iron guns and cast-iron mortars. He takes the view that is embraced in 
this bill, and as I have never been able to get but one copy of it, Ishall 
ask permission of the Senate to print his statement, so that Senators 
and members of Congress may have an opportunity to look at it. 

Tapers are as follows: 

No. 1. 
COMMENTS ON THE ACT “MAKING APPROPRIATIONS FOR FORTIFICATIONS AND 


OTHER WORKS OF DEFENSE AND THEIR ARMAMENT, FOR THE PROCUREMENT 
AND TRIAL OF HEAVY ORDNANCE IN SERVICE, AND FOR OTHER PU: m 


The oro of section 1, as they relate to the powers and duties of a pro- 
d Board of Ordnance and Fortifications, is in direct conflict with section 
164 of the Revised Statutes, which makes it the "duty of the Chief of Ordnance 
to furnish estimates, and, under the direction of the of War, to make 
contracts and pur , for procuring the necessary supplies of ordnance and 
ordnance stores, for the use of the Army of the United es; to direct the in- 
spection and proving of the same, and to direct the construction of all cannon 
and carriages, ammunition wagons, traveling fo |, artificers’ wago: 
every implement and anime for ordnance, and the preparation of 
of ammunition and ordnance stores constructed or prepared for said service.” 
This section has been on the statute-book since February 3, 1815, and is the 
organic law prescribing the duties of the Ordnance Department under the Sec- 
retary of War. This law bas thus been in force about seventy-three years, and 
under a test of two wars has demonstrated by satisfactory working the wisdom 
of the enactment. No grounds now exist for its practical abolishment, as 
proposed in the bill, nder existing law the only dutie 
properly to this board would be of an advisory nature in respect to the duties 
of the Secretary of War. But it is always competent for the Secretary of War, 
who is intrusted with the expenditures of the moneys appropriated, toconvene 
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such a board, if in his judgment it appears expedient. Such was the course 

arsued by the Secretary of the Navy with regard to the appropriations for re- 

uilding the Navy, but ne provision to that effect was em! in the naval 
appropriation bills. The appointment of an advisory board is more properly 
a ministerial measure, and should, it is believed, be left to the discretion of the 
executive department,  pardowany where, as in the present case, there is a 
regularly Fra! pag 2 and permanent technical department available for the du- 
ties required, which may render such a superfluous, and thus a needless 
expense. 

Section 4: The careful estimatesshow that it will require $250,000 to erect the 
necessary shops and permanent fixtures for the construction of guns, inclusive 
of guns of 12 inches in caliber; for the purchase of the necessary machinery and 
tools, as lathes, boring eyed meron rifling machines, cranes, ete. ; $550,000 will 
be necessary in order to fabricate the following quantities of guns per annum, 
namely, ten Sinch guns, six 10-inch guns, and four 12-inch guns—a somewhat 
smaller output than specified in the Gun Foundry Board report. The above 
foots up to a total of $800,000, to which should be added, for two sets of officers’ 
quarters, $20,000, making ran aggregate of $320,000. Under the sundry civil bill 
about $35,000 was approp: for gun plant at Watervliet arsenal, and there is 
on hand available heavy-gun plant at the arsenal, amounting in value to about 
$35,000, so that the above sum may be reduced by $70,000, or to $750,000. A less 
sum than $250,000 will not complete the shops, and it is important, for economic 
reasons, to procure as many of the needed tools at one time as possible, 
equally important in point of time to procure all the needed tools at once, The 
amount appropriated in section 4 for this purpose, namely, $550,000, is too small. 

The estimate of $750,000 required for a gun factory to fabricate guns up to 12- 
inch caliber is] r than the estimate of the Gun Foundry for that pur- 
pose. But the estimates of the Gun Foundry Board are much foo small, both as 
respects the number and cost of the necessary too!s. This is fully demonstrated 
by the Navy experience in the establishment of the gun factory at the navy- 
yard, and it is confirmed by the estimates made by the Army Ordnance 
vase based on the current market prices for tools so far as they can be ob- 
tained. 

Section 6 conflicts with section 1164 of the Revised Statutes in that itempowers 
the board to make contracts and purchases and to direct the proof of ordnance 
and ordnance stores and the construction of cannon, ete., for issue to the serv- 
ice. The effect of this will be to supersede, to a la extent, the present Ord- 
nance Department and to substitute therefor a newly-constituted oars which 
has not been especially trained for the technical duties performed by the Ord- 
nance Department. 

‘The Ordnance and Fortifications Board proposed in the bill, should it prepare 
its own designs for guns and ordnance material, would require more than a 
year's study and investigation for this preliminary work. It would then have 
no guaranty whatever that its plans were sound and free from defects until guns 
had been made in accordance with them and tested. It would bein no tion 
to call for bids until this preliminary work bad been done, Should it invite 
plans from outside sources it would still be necessary to first make and test the 
guns. The only alternative would be to fall back on the plans, the experience 
and ability of the ordnance officers, and simply take their work out of their 
hands, or uire that they carry it on under another than their legally-consti- 
tuted head, the Ordnance Bureaus Thisarrangement can notlead to sat ry 
results, and is most unjust to the officers of the Ordnance Department. This 
Department has during the past few years designed and worked up experi- 
mentally field, siege, and seacoast material that is unsurpassed. 

The steel field-gun has been thoroughly tested and is not equaled for light- 
ness and power bya similar gun in any European service. The 8-inch built-up 
steel gun has been subjected to a severe test of over two hundred rounds, and 
has given ballistic results that surpass the Krupp 8}-inch gun of a specced 
greater length of bore. The great development of cannon powders, gun steel, 
and gun construction as an en ring art is, toa very large extent, due to the 
investigations and labors of Ordnance Department, and to the encou: 
ment and information which it has given to manufacturers. The proposition 
to supplant the services of this department by a hastily-devised is inju- 
dicious and harsh in the extreme, and in the absence of sufficient reason 
for can not be justified as a measure necessary for the public 3 = 

A further serious objection must be raised to the creation of this board on the 
ground of economy in the expenditures of the Government. The board prac- 
tically constitutes a new bureau nyt remesoreel f to the present Engineer and 
Ordnance Departments. Althongh not provided for in the present bill, the cer- 
tain outcome of this legislation will make it necessary in subsequent years to 

rovide a clerical force and all the paraphernalia of a new bureau in the War 

rtment to enable this board to properly record and systematize the duties 

acts which it has to perform. The Engineer and Ordnance De ents 
are now fully o ized to carry out such work, and their files contain the rec- 
ords of all previous work of the kind. The transfer or transcription of these 
records, with which the new board must become Dorun rg ome re to 
properly perform its duties, the creation of new clerkships, and the duplication 
to a considerable extent of similar work which will remain in the bureaus as 
at present organized, can only result in additional and wasteful expenditures, 

With regard to the provision for cast-iron mortars, it is known that those 
mortars are overstrained every time they are fired. Their endurance, then, be- 
comes a question of how many such overstrains they will stand, and in view 
of the fact that one mortar might differ materially from another in this res 
it is thought that either two mortars should be or one should be test 
by at least four hundred rounds. With regard to the provision in this section 
for 10 and 12 inch steel guns the Ordnance Department has no objection to 


make. 
The amounts appropriated by the bill are as follows: 


Section 2— 
For protection, ete., of fortifications..... $100, 000 
Sea walls and embankments... 117,000 
Torpedoes, etc. 
Te aan, SEART PAER 500, 000 
uns, |, proje: es, è! k 
Testing and experimenting with high explosives.. 100, 000 per 
Section 4— Í 
Gun factory. 550,000 
Gun steel.. 2, 500, 000 
—— 3,060, 000 
Section 5— 
Cast-fron steel-hooped mortars .........cccsceeeesessseseansenteanneenenes EULIS 250, 000 
Section 6— 
Expenses of board.. 5.cccc icc iscess ss sscsevesdtsecssoovoosevences senseesaccvensssbsesvached . 5,000 
4,622, 000 
The amounts of obligation by the Government authorized but not appropri- 
ated for are: 
Baon baoise essoaieo yeccvacsesszeseuegs «see $6, 000, 000 
Total appropriated and allowed.... s... 10, 622, 000 


As no limit is placed to the number of pieces which may be presented for test 
section 6,and as all such which may come up to a prescribed standard, 
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and their ammunition, must be paid for, the part of the $6,000,000, allowed under 
that section which shall be devoted to the procurement of guns and mortars for 
the service is undefined. 

If sections 1 and 6 were thrown out, the remainder would constitute a logical 
and practical bill, free from uncertain and objectionable features, and closely 
resembling the bill as it passed the House. 

The passage of the bill in the exact form in which it passed the House would 
afford a speedy and satisfactory solution of the question. 


WATERTOWN ARSENAL, July 14, 1881. 
To the President of the Board of Heavy Ordnance, New York City: 

Sm: I have the honor respectfully to submit for your consideration, together 
with my reasons therefor, the proposition to recommend as *‘ worthy of actual 
test” the following-named guns: 

First. An Sinch cast-iron, rifled gun, represented in Figure 1, and cast as de- 
scribed on page 15. y 

Second, An Sinch cast-iron, rifled gun, Figure 2, lined with a thin bronze 


tube. 

Third. An 8-inch cast-iron, rifled gun, breech-loading, Figure 3, and further 
described on page 16. 

It will be observed that these guns are all cast-iron guns, depending solely 
upon this material for their strength, except only the breech-loader, which is re- 
inforced at the breech by a supplementary steel band. 

lt may be regarded by some of the members of the board an already settled 
question, as claimed by some, that cast-iron guns uire to be strengthened be- 
fore they can safely be subjected to the strains which they have to withstand as 
rifled guns, and I shall therefore endeavor to show that this assertion, if true, 
has never been proved to be true, buton the contrary there are strong reasons 
for believing that it is entirely without foundation in fact. 

The Ordnance Board of 1868, in giving its opinion on this subject, said, “The 
success of the experiments with the 12-inch cast-iron rifle at Fort Monroe evi- 
dently demonstrates that further trials with cast-iron, recommended by the 
Chief of Ordnance. in his annual report for 1867, should be made.” 

The board, which met in New York in 1572 to designate what heavy guns should 
be tested, exp the opinion that experiments should be continued by the 
Ordnance Department, “ with a view to obtaining such uniformity of pressures 
as shall render admissible the use of cast-iron in heavy ordnance construction,” 
The board evidently did not regard it at that time as an established fact that 
cast-iron would not answer for heavy rifled guns, and it must be borne in mind 
that no experiments have been made bearing on this question since that time, 
The board was of opi that, as soon as our powdcr and projectiles had been 
so improved as to give uniform results,cast-iron would be available as a ma- 
terial for heavy guns* General Rodman had expressed to a committee of Con- 
gress the same opinion, and in 1873 the Chief of Ordnance, General Dyer, in his 
annual report, recommended, “in the spirit of judicious economy,” an appro- 

riation of $75,000 for the manufacture and t: of cast-iron 12-inch rifled guns. 

ie gave in full the reasons for this recommendation, namely, that the improve- 
ments made in both projectilesand powder had been such that the former would 
offer a uniform resistance to the pressure of the powder, which in its turn gave 
“increased initial velocity with marked diminution of pressure.” 

As Chief of Ordnance, he must of necessity_have known whether the results 
of experiments had already proved that cast-iron was not strong enough to re- 
sist the strains,and on this account would not answer for heavy rifled guns; 
that he did not know of any such experiments is clear from the fact that he said 
that ‘‘ this recommendation is made in the spirit of judicious economy.” 

We have then the concurrent opinions of the Ordnance Board of 1868, approved 
by the Chief of Ordnance, the on Heavy Ordnance in 1872, General Rod- 
man, and the Chief of nance again in his report of 1873, that the question of 
the fitness of cast-iron for heavy rifles was not at that time determined, but was 
an open one, requiring further experiments; and as no tests have been since 
made it follows that the question is still an open one, not definitely settled, but 
remaining to be solved by further trials. 

I shall now proceed to show that the weight of evidence, from the endurance 
of cast-iron guns which have been tested, is in favor of this material as a suit- 
able one for rifled guns of at least 8 inches bore, and to bring together a por- 
tion of this evidence, that you may impartially weigh it, and judge whether 
it be sufficient to warrant further trials being made with rifled guns constructed 
solely of this metal. 

But whatare the enormousstrains that heavy rifled guns haveto resist? When 
rifled guns of largecaliber first began to be used, the quick powder and imper- 
fect projectiles at that time used developed such enormous strains that it came 
to be generally believed that rifled guns were necessarily gare to far greater 
strains than smooth-bore guns of the same size, and this opinion continued to 
obtain for many years thereafter. Even within a few years back, when the 10- 
inch converted gun blew out a large portion of the lining tube, tearing off with 
it the muzzle of the gun, it was accounted for by some by what was called the 
drag of the projectile passing through the bore. This opinion has, of course, 
ceased to be entertained. 

Professor Bartlett and others have investigated thoroughly the strains brought 
on rifled guns, and itis now a well-established fact that these strains are only 
slightly greater than those borne by the smooth-bore gun, The 8-inch rifle pro- 
jectile leaves the bore with only 48 feet Jess velocity, as calculated by Bartlett's 
formula, than would be communicated to the same projectileif ithad norotary 
motion. Powder and projectiles have been so improved that the action of ea: 
is as ular and uniform in the rifled gun as in the smooth-bore; and, as re- 
marked ky Professsor Bartlett, the failure of rifled guns mustbe sought in some 
other cause than the superaddition of the pulling and twisting strains to that 
which acts to split the piece; and so far as the principles of rifling are con- 
cerned, these guns may be made as safe as the commonsmooth-bores. The re- 
port of the Chief of Ordnance, 1878, page 425, gives the pressures on the bore ob- 
tained in the trials of three S-inch converted guns, the endurance of which is 

ed as so highly satisfactory that the Chief of Ordnance, speaking of it, 
sa. “Our success has been so consistent, so thorough, so complete, that we 
consider it an admirable system of gun construction.” One gun endured a mean 
recorded strain of 26,462 pounds per square inch, from 710 rounds; another stood 
the same strain from 776 rounds; and a third was subjected to a mean recorded 
pressure of 27,189 pounds per square inch, from 590 rounds, 

The gun first mentioned was not required to bear a single strain as as 
29,000 pounds per square inch; the next endured three strains greater t 40,- 
000 pounds, the greatest being 43,000 pona fifteen of 35,000 pounds or more, 
and three hundred and twenty-twa of 30,000 pounds or more. The other, fired 
only five hundred and ninety times, bore strains of 30,000 pounds or more, fifty- 
six times; 35,000 pounds or more, thirty-four times; 40.000or more, nine times; 
50,000 pounds or more, four times; and one strain of 56,000 pounds per square 
inch. Thelen of the cartridge was 22 inches, and the area of the borein rear 
of the projectile 595 square inches, making the aggregate strain endured by this 


last gun 16,177,455 pounds, repeated five hundred and ninety times. 
Aye 1 = $-inch rifled gun, made of cast-iron, endure these strains this number 
o: 


es 
This question is best answered by showing what cast iron guns of this size 
have done. Only two cast-iron Sinch rifled guns have been tested by firing 
with expanding projectiles. The record of the first I have been able to obtain 
enly this far, that it was fired at Fort Monroe in 1864; it burst at the one thou- 
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pana and forty-seventh fire, and of the last eighty rounds the pressures were as 
oliows: 

1 round, the pressure was less than 20, 090 pounds per square inch. 

5 rounds, the pressures were less than 27,000 pounds per square inch, 

52 rounds, the pressures were 30, 000 pounds or more persquareinch, 

$2 rounds, the pressures were 40,000 pounds or more persquare inv-h, 

23 rounds, the pressures were 50,000 pounds or more per square inch, 

13 rounds, the pressures were 70, 000 pounds or more per square inch. 

5 rounds, the pressures were 90, 000 pounds or more per ee inch, 
1 round, the pressure was 150,000 pounds pe miners inch. 

The other gun was fired in 1866 eight hun and forty-five rounds, sus- 

taining tbe following pressures: 
2s rounds, the pressures were less than 20,000 pounds per square inch, 
59 rounds, the pressures were less than 7,000 pounds per square inch, 

766 rounds, the pressares were 30, 000 pounds or more per square inch, 

449 rounds, the pressures were 40, 000 pounds or more per square inch. 

222 rounds, the pressures were 50, 000 pounds or more per square inch, 

111 rounds, the pressures were 70, 000 pounds or more per square inch, 

13 rounds, the pressures were 125, 000 pounds ormore persquare inch. 
12 rounds, the pressures were 150, 000 pounds or more persquare inch, 

This gun has since been fired nineteen times, making in all eight hundred and 
sixty-four rounds, and is still sound. 

The charge of powder was in most cases 15 pounds, occupying 12 inches of 
the bore, or an area of 300square inches. 

Here we have two cast-iron guns which have been fired a greater number of 
times and with greater strains per square inch of the bore pressed than either 
of the converted guns, 

What the equivalent of a pressure of 150,000 pounds per square inch may be 
in terms of pressures of 27,000 pounds no one will pretend to be able to say. 
The only experiments which have been made on this subject show thata slight 
reduction in the strain adds very greatly to the number of times that it may be 
repeated. Thusa specimen of cast-iron subjected to a strain of 30,000 pounds 
per square inch endured this strain one hundred and twenty-five times, andits 
duplicate endured a strain of 27,000 pounds two hundred and fifty times. From 
this it would be fair to infer that twelve strains of 150,000 pounds per square 
inch would be equivalent to many hundreds of only 27,000 pounds, 

Aithough these two are the only rifled cast-iron guns which have been tested 
by firing expanding pege several smooth-bore guns of the same exterior 
size have been fired from time to time, and a consideration of their endurance 
will be instructive, and can hardly fail to give us a greater respect for cast-iron 
as a material to be used in the construction of heavy ordnance. 

The first to which I shall invite your attention is lu-inch gun No, 2, W. P, F., 
1846, a chambered gun of imperfect model. It was fired 

100 rounds, with 18 pounds of powder, and 1 solid shot. 

1 round, with 18 pounds of powder, and 2 solid shot, 

1 round, with 18 pounds of powder, and 3 solid shot, 

1 round, with 18 pounds of powder, and 4 solid shot, 

1 round, with 18 pounds of powder, and 5 solid shot, 

1 round, with 18 pounds of powder, and 6 solid shot, 

1 round, with 18 pounds of powder, and 7 solid shot. 

1 round, with 18 pounds of powder, and 8 solid shot 

1 round, with 18 pounds of powder, and 9% solid shot. 

1 round, with 36 pounds of powder, and 9 solid shot. 

It must be remembered that this powder was what is known as mortar-pow- 
der, and gave a strain with a single shot of over 70,000 pounds per square inch, 
What the sirains were with the other charges can only be conjectured, but itis 
perfectly clear that they must have been very much more violent than any that 
modern rifled guns are ever made to bear; and thatthis gun should have en- 
dured the last charge of 36 pounds of quick powder and 1,130 pounds of shot 
without bursting, after having previously endured a number of enormous 
strains, shows that this cast-iron gun at least was not deficient in strength. 

The next which I shall bring to your notice are 10-inch man guns, Nos. 
362 and 363, F. P, F., one cast solid and the other hollow. These guns I fired in 
1858 2,450 times each. They were afterwards fired by Captain Dyer, at Fort 
Monroe 1,632 rounds more, making in all 4,082 times , besides the proof- 
rounds, with the following niang: 

2,396 rounds, with 14 pounds of mortar-powder, 1 shot and sabot, 

12 rounds, with 15 pounds of mortar-powder, | shot and sabot, 
14 rounds, with 16 pounds of mortar-powder, 1 shot and sabot, 
15 rounds, with 17 polinds of mortar-powder, 1 shot and sabot. 

1,645 rounds, with 18 pounds of mortar-powder, 1 shot and sabot, 

1 round, with 20 pounds of mortar-powder and wad. 
1 round, with 24 pounds of mortar-powder, 1 shell, sabot, and wad. 

The guns are still unbroken. The pressures with 18 pounds of powder, when 
the guns were new, were 71,950 pounds per square inch, and at the close of the 
firing 39,793 pounds per square inch. 

If we multiply the area of the bore in the rear of the shot by the maximum 
strain per square inch, we find that these two guns for 1,600 rounds resisted a 
greater aggregate of strains cach round than any of the converted guns, and in 
several instances nearly twice as much. 

Here, then, we have two more cast-iron guns which have shown themselves 
not only capable of enduring greater strains than the converted guns are sub- 
ject = but also of resisting the molecular disturbance caused by firing 4,082 
rounds, 

The next 10-inch gun which was fired repeatedly with high charges was No. 
1442, S. B. F., 1863. It was fired— 

1,000 rounds with 15 pounds cannon powder and 1 solid shot or shell.* 

-100 rounds with 20 pounds cannon powder and solid shot, 

100 rounds with 25 pounds cannon powder and solid shot. 
100 rounds with 30 pounds cannon powder and solid shot. 
100 rounds with 30 pounds quick powder and solid shot. 
i The pressures were with 25 pounds of cannon powder 39,225 pounds per square 
nch. 

‘The pressures were with 30 pounds of cannon powder 54,000 pounds per square 
inch. ; < 

‘The pressures were with 30 pounds of quick powder 64,900 pounds per square 
inch. 

The last 10-inch gun which was tested is No. 542, S. McM. & Co. This gun was 
opposi to be defective from having too great an initial strain in cooling. It 
was — 

18 rounds, with 18 pounds powder and shot of 127 pounds, 
17 rounds, with 20 pounds powder and shot of 127 pounds. 
2 rounds, with 22 pounds powder and shot of 127 pounds, 
456 rounds, with 25 pounds powder and shot of 127 pounds. 
125 rounds, with 26 pounds powder and shot of 127 pounds. 
4 rounds, with 27 pounds powder and shot of 127 pounds. 
lround, with 28 pounds powder and shot of 127 pounds. 
8 rounds, with 30 pounds powder and shot of 127 pounds. 
11 rounds, with 32 pounds powder and shot of 127 pounds, 
3 rounds, with 35 pounds Oriental powder No. 5 and shot of 127 pounds. 


645 total. 
ret 
*One-fifth were solid shot, the rest shells, 
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‘The pressures were as follows: 
o 


18 rounds, 20,000 to 30,000 pounds per square inch, 
17 rounds, 22,000 to 60,000 pounds per square inch. 
2 rounds, 23,000 to 26,000 pounds per square inch, 
000 to 65,000 pounds per square inch. 

125 rounds, 21,000 to 72,000 pounds per square inch, 

4 rounds, 33,000 to 51,000 pounds per square inch, 

1 round, 54,000 pounds per square inch. 

8 rounds, 26,000 to 100,000 pounds per square inch. 
11 rounds, 19,000 to 58,000 pounds per square inch, 

3 rounds, 10,000 to 18,000 pounds per square inch. 

In estimating the work done by the gun at each discharge, it has been as- 
sumed that the part of the bore subjected to the maximum strain is thatin rear 
of the shot at the moment of discharge, but the experiments of Noble and Abel 
show that with pebble powder the shot has moved abont 6 inches from its seat 
at the time the strain has reached its maximum. No experiments have been 
made in this country, that Iam aware of, to determine this point for our pow- 
ders. In the smaller grained powders with which the guns just considered were 
fired, the shot, though lighter, did not probably move as far as in the converted 
guns, and on this account the amount of work done would have to be correc 
somewhat, but to what extent we haye not the necessary information to deter- 
mine. 

These experiments show what are the capabilities of cast-iron as a material 
for guns—what it has done and what it can be made todo, With such facts be- 
fore the mind. it seems strange that any one can be found who doubts the re- 
liability of cast-iron for rifled guns of at least Sinches bore. It was the careful 
study of this demonstration of the ability of cast-iron to resist enormous strains 
often repeated (results not generally known be officers), and an intelligent 
appreciation of their bearing and weight that led General Rodman to express 
the opinion “that after we shall have procured a projectile that is as certain 
in its operation in the rifled gun as the round shot is in the smooth-bore, we 
can, by firing to extremity one or two 12-inch rifles, fix a limit within which the 
gun may be considered as absolutely safe.” Ifor one am of the opinion that 
the conclusion is abundantly warranted by the facts. 

But we, at this present time, are not required to decide the question of the 
fitness of cast-iron for rifled guns solely on the evidence which has been just 
adduced, Within the last year or two other experiments have been made hav- 
ing an intimate bearing on this subject. throwing much light on it and render- 
ing it far easier of a definite solution, To these T shali now briefly allude, 

In 1878 I induced the board for ftsting iron, steel, and other metals to grant 
me an appropriation of $1,000 to make experiments on the resistance to inter- 
nal strains of thick cast-iron cylinders, some of which were to be lined with 
wrought-iron or bronze tubes. These experiments were not completed until 
September last, and proved conclusively that the cylinder was weaker in pro- 
portion as it was cut away to make room for the lining tube, . 

Cast-iron cyiinders 11 inches in diameter and 22 inches long were bored out 
to a diameter of 3.3 inches, filled with beeswax to a depth of 10 inches, and a 

ressure applied to aclosely fitting piston until the cylinder was burst. Simi- 

r cylinders were bored out to receive a lining of wrought-iron formed of the 
same metal and in the same manner as the wrought-iron tubes used in the con- 
version of 10-inch guns, the interior diameter of the lining being the same as the 
first-mentioned cylinders. The circumstances of the trials were the same as 
nearly as possible in both cases, and the strength of the cast-iron cylinders was 
found to be about 18 per cent. greater than those lined with wrought-iron. Ex- 
pouas were also made to test the effect of continuing the bore through the 

eech and afterwards closing it with a screw-plug. These last nes were 
found to have about 5 per cent, less strength than that with a solid breech. 

These experiments show that since a new and better gun can be made for a 
less sum than that paid for the conversion of the old gur, it was an error to con- 
vert any of the latter; but such conversion haying been determined upon, it 
was an error to enlarge the bore at all with the view to increasing the thickness 
of the wrought-iron lining; and it further diminished the strength to continue 
the bore through the breech in order toinsert the lining from the rear. It was 
also an error to make the tube in two parts, thereby still farther decreasing its 
traverse resistance. R 

General Rodman has proved beyond a doubt that the sudden strain exerted 
by inflamed gunpowder does not partake of the nature of a blow, but is a press- 
ure quickly applicd and as quickly relieved; it diff rs from the pressure ex- 
erted by the testing machine only in the rate of application and release of the 
strain, The effect of this rapid application has been carefully considered by 
both Mallet and Rodman, and the conclusion reached is, “that the excessive 
strain upon the gun above that due to statical pressure, caused by the most 
rapid mte of application or development of that pressure, is a very small per- 
centage of the total strain.” General Rodman based his whole system of gun 
construction upon the results obtained by the testing machine, and, so far as I 
am aware, the correctness of his conclusions has never been questioned. So 
too, Colonel (now General) Rosset, of the Italian army, has based his present 
system of guns, in which the combination of wrought and cast iron has been re- 
jected, on the results obtained by the testing machine. z 

It has been urged with great confidence by some that the results obtained by 
these experiments are in direct conflict with certain gunpowder tests made by 
Sir Joseph Whitworth, which are regarded as conclusive in proving that cast- 
iron guns are not as strong as similar guns lined with wrought-iron tubes. 

‘The account of these experiments as given by Sir Joseph himself shows that 
they were undertaken to prove the superiority of his compressed steel over 
wrought-iron, cast-iron lined with wrought-iron, and in fact all other materials 
for guns. He took a cylinder made of cast-iron * which I (he) knew to be of 
fo quality,” 26 inches long, 7.83 inches in diameter, and a bore of 2.56 inches. 

he ends were closed with steel plungers, after having introduced 3 ounces of 
powder, and secured by steel caps screwed on. The cylinder burstinto twenty 
pieces. He adds: “Ihave also had a cylinder made of cast-iron, with a coiled 
wrought-iron tube inside to represent the proportionsado} in the conversion 
of old 8-inch smooth-bore guns into rifled 64-pounders. ¢ inner diameter or 
bore was 2.56 inches; the thickness of the wrought-iron tube, 0.690 inch; and 
the outside diameter, 7.83 inches, The area of cast-iron was not sufficient to 
support the end strain, and the caps were held together by additional screws 
fitted into an external casing. Four charges were fired,the weight of powder 
being 5, 6, 8, and 10 ounces respectively. The enlargementof the cylinder after 
the discharge of 8 ounces was 0.0317 inches on the inside, and 0.0017 inches on 
the outside. The fourth discharge of only 10 ounces broke the cylinder into 
fragments, namely, of cast-iron one hundred and seventy-four and of wrought- 
iron seven pieces." 

It is to be borne in mind that these experiments were not made for the pur- 

of comparing cast-iron guns with similar ones lined with wrought-iron; 
the cast-iron in the two cases was not identical; it was not gun-iron, and there- 
fore the comparative strength of the two cylinders proves nothing as to the 
strength of guns lined and not lined with wrought-iron. That the iron was not 
gun-iron isevidentfrom several considerations. In the first placcitis not spoken 
of as anything more than “good iron.” How good it was, what was its tensile 
strength, its density, clasticity, or extensibility, is not stated, and was not prob- 
ably known. An iron which will stand 12,000 pounds per square inch is in Eng- 
land considered a good iron, but we do not think of making guns of such metal; 
for this purpose only the best cold-blast charcoal iron, melted in an air furnace, 
and having a tensile strength of 30,000 pounds per square inch as the minimum, 
with a good extensibility and elasticity, is ever thought of as a proper gun-iron. 


The Tena that 3 ounces of powder burst a cylinder of 2.56 inches bore and 
2.5 inches thickness shows Sonova: that the iron was not gun-iron, and the 
additional fact that 10 ounces of powder burst a similar cylinder 1.945 inches 
thick, with a wrought-iron lining 0.69-inch thick, intoone hundred and seventy- 
four fragments is incontestable proof that this was not such an iron as guns are 
made of. 

It is further to be observed that the two cylinders were not tested under the 
same circumstances. The lined cylinder was entirely relieved from ali lougi- 
tudinal strains, for * the caps were held together by additional screws fitted into 
an external casing.” That this arrangement enabled the lined cylinder to offer 
— resistance there can be no doubt, but to what extent it is difficult to es- 
timate. 

That any logical conclusions conflicting with the results obtained from my 
experiments on cylinders can be drawn from SirJoseph’s powder tests, just de- 
scribed, is so evidently impossible that further remark is unnecessary. 

If, however, in place of my deductions, based on these trials, you should pre- 
fer to have the results of direct experiments, I am glad to be able to lay such 
results before you, for I have recently had the satisfaction of witnessing some 
carefully conducted experiments made by Capt. John G. Butler, Ordnance De- 
partment, wherein he proposed to repeat Whitworth’s powder test of iron cyl- 
inders, using our gun-iron of known good quality. Two cylinders were cast 
from the same ladleful of metal. turned to the same exterior dimensions, and 
bored out the same as Whitworth’s, and one of them lined with a wrought-iron 
tube of the best quality. These were fired with 3. 4, 6, 8, and 10 ounces of pow- 
der taken from the same barrel. After resisting the 8-ounce charge, the simple 
cast-iron cylinder showed no increase in the exterior diameter; the lined one 
was enlarged 0.008 inch. The bore of the former had enlarged 0.015 inch, the 
latter 0.052 inch; and it is plain that the lined cylinder was nearer the point of 
rupture than the other. The charges of 10 ounces, which increased the strain 
more than 25 per cent., ruptured both cylinders, the cast-iron of each breaking 
into twenty-six pieces, and the tube into seven pieces additional. 

This powder test, then, confirms the resulls of the experiments made with the 
testing-machine, and extinguishes forever the unsupported claim of the superior 
strength of the lined cylinder. 

I have still one more fact which I wish to lay before you before closing my 
argument in favor of the superior strength of cast-iron guns over those lined 
with wrought-iron tubes, It is the result of an experiment made with gunpow- 
der, and it seems to me to bé conclusive on this subject. 

Finding that there was no prospect of the Ordnance Department authorizing 
any experiments to show whether gunpowder would confirm or disprove the 
verdict of the testing-machine in Raay tó the strength of cast-iron guns, and 
regarding the question as one of great importance to the country, I proceeded 
to procure on my own account two cast-iron guns representing accurately in 
exterior model the 10-inch Rodman guns to a scale of four-tenths the full size, 
and to line one of them with a coiled wrought-iron tube made in the same way 
and of the same metal as the tubes used in the conversion of guns; the other 
was of simple cast-iron. The guns were cast solid from the same ladleful of 
metal, and were finished without trunnions, and of the same size in every par- 
ticular as nearly as possible. The model selected was that of the converted 
$inch rifle. The maximum diameter was 12.8 inches, and that of the bore 3.2 
inches. The weights were 955 and 931} pounds, respectively. The guns were 
fired under the same circumstances, with charges of 2.5 pounds of powder, and 
first with a shot weighing 22 poppe mecond with one of 30} pounds, and after- 
wards with two shot of the Jas@named weight. The cast-iron gun proved su- 
perior to the lined gun in about the same Ae agus as had been found by 
the experiments with statical pressures, and we have the verdict of superior 
strength of the cast-iron gun over that of cast-iron lined with a wrought-iron tube, 
pronounced in the first place by the testing-machine, now confirmed by actual 
trial with gunpowder in a gun of 3.2-inch bore, I have only briefly referred 
to these trials for the reason that my reports of September 11, 1850, and June 
25, 1881, to the Chief of Ordnance will doubtless be laid before you under the 
direction to “furnish the board with all the information on the subject in his 
possession.” k 

Iam of the opinion that it is not advisable to convert the 10-inch smooth-bore 
guns into rifles. The object of the trials which I here propose is to show that 
it will be far more economical to make new guns, which shall be in every re- 
spect superior to the converted guns,and can be produced at the same or less 
cost. I propose to make an Sinch rifle longer and heavier than the converted 
gun, to cast it breech uppermost, the hollow core passing through the breech, 
with the view of avoiding the initial strains that are known to exist in guns cast 
with a solid breech; to fire it to extremity with a proper powder, to be deter- 
mined by trial, which shall give an initial velocity of 1,290 feet or more, or con- 
tinue the firing until its superiority shall be conclusively established. 

It is well known that cast-iron guns begin to break from the interior, cracks 
form and the gases entering therein act on a larger area,and finally burst the 
gun. The extent to which this shortens the life of the gun is not known, and it 
is proposed to determine it by the gun No. 2, which has a thin tube of bronze 
lining the bore; the tube may be turned and grooved on its exterior and then 
or ja in the bore, or the cheaper plan of lining only the chamber may be 
used. 

It is proposed to fire this gun under exactly the same circumstances, with the 
same charges, ete., as the first, and thus determine the question whether the 
increased cost is compensated by the greater endurance of the gun. 

The Heavy Ordnance Board of 1872recommended that a breech-loading gun 
with the slotted-screw breech similar to that used by the French, Swedes, an 
Italians, should be tested. No such trial has ever yet been made by the Ord- 
nance Department, and the success which has attended this plan in other coun- 
tries and our own Navy, its greater simplicity and less cost, compared with the 
pian adopted, render it highly desirable that a fair trial of its merits should be 
made. 

No.3 represents such a gun. It will be cast breech uppermost, cocled from 
the interior, and have a thin band of steel around the breech, 

‘The guns here proposed have received the approval of one of the great - 
founders of the country, who has adopted the first and second, the latter without 
toe supplementary steel band, and recommends them as good models for cast- 

ron guns, 

The vast extent of our seacoast which calls for protection is so great as to re- 
quire large rifled-guns by the thousand; and the question of what material they 
shall be constructed becomes one of the greatest importance. We have cast- 
iron of the best quality,and we understand the manner of treating it in order 
to make uniformly superior guns of the largest caliber. If these guns will an- 
swer as well as those of more in tnt construction, it is highly important that 
we should know it at once. If they shall poyo to be superior to those which 
we are now making, as I believe they will do, and as I think the facts which I 
have here adduced will warrant us in believing, we can not have the proof of 
it too soon, 

General Rodman pocos to improve the quality of our cast-iron guns by 
improving the metal of which they are made, and the best mode of doing this 


he carefully elaborated; but the present adopted plan of increasing the efi- 
ciency of our heavy ordnance discards this plan, and in its place adopts a cer- 
tain combination of wrought and cast iron, thereby adding greatly to the cost 
of production, and, according to the results of the experiments just men- 
tioned, diminishing in a marked degree the strength and endurance of the gun. 
Whether it be advisable to continue the fabrication of large guns on this latter 
plan without first comparing their endurance with that of cast-iron guns pure 
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and simple, as herein proposed, is a question left to you to decide, with the aid 
of all the light that can be thrown upon it by the latest experimehts, supple- 
mented by such as you may deem it wise to make. 

> T. T. S. LAIDLEY, Colonel of Ordnance. 

Now, sir, I appeal to the Senator from Connecticut, who I know is 
earnest in wanting this work to go on, that after two or three years’ 
patient and earnest consideration of this question by the committees 
as to the proper course to pursue, and after having finally reached a 
conclusion that we believe makes it possible not only for the Govern- 
ment to begin the construction of these guns, but where, also, the door 
for the first time in twenty-five years is thrown open to the private 
manufacturers—I appeal to the Senator not to obstruct this legisla- 
tion, not to destroy it, by pressing an amendment which can have but 
that one effect. 

Mr. HAWLEY. Iam a good deal surprised by the remarks of the 
Senator from Maryland [Mr. GORMAN]. The bill as it stands now does 
not profess to take away the powers of any one of the departments of 
the Army, nor in my judgment does it really doso. I should be glad 
to have the honor of the Senator’s attention, because I am talking to 
him directly. I should like to know the h of this bill which 
changes existing law—a thing that would be out of order anyhow if 
putin the bill. I do not know how the bill does change existing law. 
The appointment of boards advisory and supervisory isa common custom 
both in the Armyand in the Navy. Iam glad in many respects to see 
the scheme started of having one, even a permanent advisory board in 
the Ordnance Department, a board to which all inventors and schemers, 
if you will, may come with their devices, some good, some bad, some 
wise, and some foolish, where all may come with their ideas and sub- 
mit them. Iam glad, too, that this board are to have this money to 
expend, so that where they have a thing submitted to them they may 
try it, and if it be a good thing they can recommend it to the Secretary 
of War for further expenditure, and he can recommend to Congress the 
particularimprovement, whateverit may be. But whenever they adopt 
an improvement or whenever they advise the construction of a gun and 
the expenditure of money, then that goes on under the ordinary stat- 
utes, even with the bill as itis drawn up. The bill says the money— 

Shall be expended under the direct supervision ofa board to consist of the com- 
manding general of the Army, an officer of engineers, two officers of ordnance 
and an officer of artillery, to be selected by the Secretary of War, to be called 
and known as the board of ordnance and fortification. 

Now, how is the money expended? Ovjinarily in most of these mat- 
ters they ask for bids from private citizens, and contracts are made as 
aresult. Is it to be supposed that this board of five officers is to ap- 
pear in a contract as the contracting party, that they are to sign all the 
contracts requiring ordnance forthe Army? Notatall. Seetion 1164 
of the Revised Statutes directs that. The Secretary of War or the 
Chief of Engineers signs the contract, and the money will be expended 
in the ordinary way upon the proper certificates, vouchers, ete. 

The amendment I have offered is simply, from excess perhaps of 
caution, to provide that nothing should be taken from the engincers or 
artillery officers in their ordinary duties by this statute; nor do I think 
it very essential that my amendment should be adopted, becanse I do 
not think it is done anyhow. This board has no powers that the Sec- 
retary of War could not put on a board at any time. 

A word now with regard to the reflections of the Senator from Mary- 
land on the ordnance officers. His censure, Mr. President, is unde- 
served. So far as the presence of the officers is concerned about the 
corridors and galleries of the Senate, I say very frankly that as to the 
whole discussion upon the Army bill and upon this bill I have re- 
quested the attendance of an officer about this building to whom I 
might refer in a minute some technical question that might arise, for 
the benefit of the Senate as well as for my own information. 

I do not know that these young men have been here (sometimes one, 
sometimes two) on a single oceasion except at my own personal request, 
either by my telling them or telephoning to them that the bill was up 
and that I wished them to come up to the Capitol, because questions 
might arise about caliber or cost or material or a hundred things bear- 
ing upon the subject that I might wish to be informed about. 

Mr. GORMAN, With that statement of the Senator, and of course 
I must accept it, the officers have a right to be exonerated. May I 
ask the Senator whether he requested Captain Smith or any other ord- 
nance officer to be here to circulate, without signature, the statement 
of which 1 hold a copy in my hand? 

Mr. HAWLEY. Ido not know what the statement is to which the 
Senator from Maryland refers, but the captain at my request and in 
my room made’ a memorandum of points that he had orally made to 
me, and I asked him questions about various provisions of the bill, 
which he answered with such rapidity and lucidity thatI said to him, 
“ You must write those down; I can not remember them; they are 
points that are valuable.” He gavemeafterward a type-written state- 
ment, which I have here, in which I see nothing di ful what- 
ever. One page of it I quoted nearly literally in my remarks of yes- 
terday, and there are other remarks here in the form of comments on 
the appropriations made by the bilt and stating that if section so-and- 
so were thrown out so-and-so would result, and defending the provis- 
ions of section 1 as related to the p board of ordnance and forti- 
fications and all that. Now, whether this is or is not the one that he 
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has printed Ido not know. He told me this morning he had given a 
paper to, I think, the Senator from Iowa [Mr. ALLISON] and to the 
Senator from Kansas [Mr. PLUME]. Ido not know whether he in- 
cluded the Senator from Maryland [ Mr. GorMAN] or not, but he named 
one or two other Senators to whom he had given the paper. I told 
him to give one to the Senator from Nebraska Ptr. MANDERSON], who 
is a member of the Military Committee. There is no mystery about 
this, Mr. President, nor is there any intentional disrespect in any part 
of it; none whatever. I take the responsibility of the whole transac- 
tion, unless in the entirely improbable case (I venture to say that can 
not be so) that in printing the statement which he showed to me he 
added something improper; and that can not be. In this that I have 
here there is nothing whatever out of the way. 

Mr. GORMAN. When the fact is that these officers in the differ- 
ent branches of the public service had the opportunity and were re- 
quested to make every suggestion that it was possible for them to 
make with regard to this matter to the Committee on Appropriations 
when the committee took this matter up, and when the legislation 
was pending between these two Houses—when, I say, these officers 
had the opportunity to make every suggestion that they desired to 
make, when they knew that the general commanding the Army had 
agreed that the provisions of this bill were the best that it was possi- 
ble to make in the interest of the Government, I ask the Senator 
whether he thinks itis right that afterward a subordinate officer of the * 
Army should come here and circulate, partially, an argument against 
the very bill that he knew had been so considered, and when theonly 
effect of his argument would be to place all the money that was ap- 
propriated in the hands of his bureau, and to exclude the possibility 
of private enterprise competing with them. Isit not an outrage? ~ 

Mr. HAWLEY. The Senator puts a construction on this matter 
which it does not admit of at all, if that statement be the one I have 
here, written with atype-writer. Iam very glad to have thestatement 
in the RECORD, because it will itself be a sufficient answer to the Sen- 
ator’s criticism. If the same as mine, it was written at my personal 
request, and given to Senatorsat my personal request, as criticism upon 
the whole of the pending bill. I take the entire responsibility on my 
shoulders, 

Mr. BECK. In view of what has happened I give notice that at the 
proper time I shall move to make the number of ordnance officers of 
this board not two, but one, and let it stand as the commiitee brought 
itin. There is some object why two ordnance officers want to get so 
many things into the bill. 

Mr. HAWLEY. I made that motion myself. 

Mr. BECK. I know the Senator did. 

Mr. HAWLEY. i can tell the Senator what the object is. There 
is no mystery init. I wish the Senator were not so quick to see mys- 
tery in things. 

Mr. BECK. Iam a member of the committee, and I do not think 
that private papers should be handed to some members that Senators 
generally can not see. 

Mr. HAWLEY. Captain Smith had no charge of the general distri- 
bution of these papers. The persons to whom he gave the papers were 
persons whose names I suggested. Now, as to the point of having two 
ordnance officers on the board, that is not a suggestion of my own, but 
of the commanding general of the Army. Originally one ordnance 
officer, one artillery officer, one engineer officer, and the commanding 
general of the Army were to compose the board and consider the whole 
business of ordnance and supplies. 

It is evident that the ordnance officer would be the working member 
of the board, and it is evident that occasions would arise when the en- 
gineer and artillery officers would overrule the ordnance officer, who 
is really practically, as well as presumptively, entitled to more con- 
sideration than the others because ordnanceis his life-profession. Gen- 
eral Schofield said to me that there should be two ordnance officers 
instead of one, and then an artillery and an engineer officer. He sup- 
posed that they would agree almost always, but it was quite possible 
that some time they might not agree, and he preferred that the ordnance 
officermightnotbeoverruled. So it was arranged thatin case of atie the 
commanding general of the Army could decide. He thought the work 
would be better done in every way by that arrangement, and that is 
the reason I moved that amendment. 

Mr. DOLPH. Early in the session there was a bill introduced into 
the House of Representatives providing for a contract with the South 
Boston Iron Works for cast-iron mortars and guns. I received and I 
suppose every member of Congress received a printed brief, made up by 
a prominent attorney of this city, in favor of that bill, undertaking to 
show Senators and Representatives why they should make a contract 
with this private company for the purpose of furnishing these guns to 
the Government. Now, we have severe criticisms upon an oficer of 
the Ordnance Corps because, at the request of the chairman of the 
Committee on Military Affairs, he has made a statement which he has 
submitted and presented to certain Senators. 

Mr. BECK. What I complain of is that they did not distribute them. 
If an officer of the Army gives information to the Senate of the United 
States the Senate has a right to have it as a Senate, and each member 
has a right to it. : 


1888. 
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Mr. DOLPH. I do not understand so. I think any Senator of this 
body has a right to go and see any officer of the Army, whether of the 
Engineer Corps or the Ordnance Corps or any other, and get any infor- 
mation he desires on any subject of legislatjon. 

Mr. BECK. Nobody denies that. 

Mr. DOLPH. I will get to the proposition in a moment if the Sen- 
ator will permit me. 

Mr. BECK. What I deny is that any officer of the Army has aright 
to come here and distribute for the use of a few Senators or Members of 
Congress any communication that he intends to affect a matter before 
the Senate or House of Representatives. 

Mr. DOLPH. Lassert that any officer of the Army, having naturally 
an interest in any question before Congress, or any officer of the Navy 
similarly placed, has a right to see any Member of Congress or Senator 
and furnish him in writing or in print a statement as to the effect of 
the measure, or a statement concerning his views, if he does it at his 
own expense, and I say he is not insubordinate in doing so. 

Mr. HAWLEY. I wish to make an explanation before we go any 
further. I have seen an officer of the Ordnance Corps within the last 
three minutes, since this matter has been up, and he has explained to 
me that this paper is official, and that the Secretary of War to-day 
sent it officially to the committees of both Houses. : 

Mr. ALLISON. That is what I rose to say when I sought the floor 
at the moment the Senator from Connecticut was recognized. 

Mr. BECK. Does the Senator say that it was sent ? 

Mr. HAWLEY. It has been sent officially by the Secretary of War. 
The Senator from Iowa can explain about it. 

Mr. ALLISON. As chairman of the Committee on Appropriations 
I received to-day —— 

Mr. BECK. How long ago was this received? 

Mr. ALLISON. I shoultl say three hours ago I received, as chairman 
of the Committee on Appropriations, a communication from the Secre- 
tary of War, inclosing a communication from the acting Chief of Ord- 
nance, and calling my attention to it. I called the attention of the 
Senator from Kansas to it and he said he had himself received a copy 
of it. Supposing this debate would slide along in a pleasant, agreeable 
way, I did not haveit presented and read to the Senate. As it has 
been mentioned, however, I will now have the Acting Secretary’s letter 
read at the Secretary’s desk. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The communication will be read. 

The Chief Clerk read as follows: 

War DEPARTMENT, Washington City, August 31, 1888. 


Str: I have the honor totransmit herewith, for the consideration of your com- 
mittee, a letter of this date from the acting Chief of Ordnance, with comments 
on the fortification bill now pending in the Senate. 


Very respectfully, 


R. MACFEELY, 


Acting Secretary of War. 
Hon. Wiu.u1AM B. ALLISON, 
Chairman Committee on Appropriations, United States Senate. 
ORDNANCE Orrice, War DEPARTMENT, 
Washington, D. C., August 31, 1888, 
Sr: I have the honor to inclose herewith some comments on the fortifiea- 
tions bill now pending in the Senate, and request that, with your approval, the 
pre may be sent to the chairman of the Senate Committee on Appropria- 
8. 
he the provisions of this bill, so far as they relate to the duties of the Board of 
Ordnance and Fortifications, are in direct conflict with those of section 1164, Re- 
vised Statutes, prescribing the duties of the Chief of Ordnance—a statute that 
has been in force for seventy-three years—I deem it important that the atten- 
ron oche Senate should be specially called to this matter, and to the comments 
with, 
a Very respectfully, your obedient servant, 
CHAS. L. SMITH, 
Captain Ordnance Department, United States Army, 
. Acting Chief of Ordnance. 
The Hon, SECRETARY or WAR, 

Mr. GORMAN. I will ask if that is the entire communication ? 

Mr. ALLISON. Thatincloses the comments. I did not have those 
read, because I understood they were the subject of debate. 

Mr. GORMAN. Ihave presented a copy to the Senate, and I wanted 
to know if this letter included that. 

Mr. DOLPH. I think some Senators are entirely too sensitive about 
the part taken by the officers of the Ordnance Corps in regard to this 
question of fortifications. It is true that the jurisdiction of this bill 
is with the Committee on Appropriations; but I suppose they have to 
get their information in regard to it like other members of the Senate, 

Mr. GORMAN. Will the Senator permit me to ask the Senator from 
Iowa another question—whether the ‘‘comments’’ included in this 
oflicial communication were signed, or is this the only communication 
thatis signed? The copy I have is without signature. 

Mr. ALLISON, This paper is without signature. It is headed, 
‘t Comments on the act ‘making appropriations for fortifications and 
other works of defense, for the armament thereof, for tae procurement 
of heavy ordnance for trial and service, and for other purposes.’ ”’ 

Mr. HALE. It is precisely the same paper that the Senator from 
Maryland (Mr. GORMAN] sent to the desk and had printed. 

Mr. GORMAN. Do I understand that these ‘‘comments” printed 
and in circulation in the Senate Chamber this morning are the product 
of Captain Smith, now acting Chief of Ordnance? 


Mr. ALLISON. He.so states, as I understand, in his letter to the 
Secretary of War. _ I find that this document is marked with the words 
and figures ‘‘ War Department, 4,080 A: 1888’’—the words ‘‘ War De- 
partment’ and the figures ‘1888’? being in black ink, while the 
**4.080 A:’? are in red ink. 

Mr. HAWLEY. A single suggestion more. The Senator from Mary- 
land referred to the ordnance officers as desiring to keep the entire ex- 
penditure for these constructions and so forth in their own hands. 
This very paper that has been submitted contains this clause: 

With regard to the provision in this section for 10 and 12 inch steel guns the 
Ordnance Department have no objection to make. 

That is the provision inviting bids for manufacture according to the 
specimen gun, and involving several million dollars of expenditure, 
That is the most important provision regarding the construction of 
guns, and as to that this paper states that the Ordnance Department has 
no objection to make. 

Mr. DOLPH. LIrepeat what I said, that there is an oversensitiveness 
as to what the officers of ordnance think about this question of fortifi- 
cations. As 1 have said before, the Appropriations Committee have 


charge of this bill. The Senate appointed a Committee on Coast De- _ 


fenses and did me the honor to make me chairman of it. I sup 
there was some duty connected with that, and so have felt interested 
in the subject. The Committee on Military Affairs reported an amend- 
ment to the Army appropriation bill, and that was placed as a Senate 
amendment to the bill as it came from the House. I suppose every 
Senator desires sufficient information to vote intelligently on this mat- 
ter, and whenever a bill is introduced, evidently in the interest of pri- 
vate parties, the South Boston Company or any other, not only are 
Senators importuned on all occasions as to every scheme, but printed 
briefs are prepared and sent to every Senator; and it would be a strange 
thing if an‘oflicer of the Ordnance Corps, believing that he could im- 
part some information on the subject, sheuld not be at liberty to sub- 
mit his views, publicly if you please, or in private by oral or written 
communications. 

Mr. PLUMB. Let me interrupt the Senator a moment to remark 
that what he has said about private parties is entirely gratuitous. The 
provision as it came from the House for $500,000 for the purchase of 
cast-iron mortars was contained in the estimates of the War Depart- 
ment submitted by this very Ordnance Department to the Secretary of 
War, and by him to the tary of the Treasury. The officers did 
appear before the Committee on Appropriations (1 think I may state 
this without any impropriety) and stated that the expenditure would be 
made through the medium of the South Boston Iron Works., So far, 
therefore, as that concern is embraced in the criticism of the Senator 
from Oregon it is a criticism of the Ordnance Bureau which he is now 
defending. 

Mr. DOLPH. The Senator is entirely mistaken in regard to what I 
said. It was stated yesterday by the Senator from Connecticut, and I 
think appears in the statements of others also, that in all probability 
the South Boston Iron Works would have the benefit of most of this 
bill; that is, in regard to mortars of cast-iron bodies and hoops of steel, 
and as regards cast-iron mortars; but I did not refer to this provision 
in my remarks to-day, and my remarks will show that I referred to-a 
provision in another branch of Congress, which provided for a large ap- 
propriation for cast-iron guns. 

Mr. PLUMB. I understood the Senator to say that the Committee 
on Appropriations were instrumental in doing something which was 
going to involvea private speculation and that it had been said that 
the Committee on Appropriations had not been careful about it. The 
moment that is attempted to be shown there will be something said 
that will not be comfortable to some persons. 

Mr. DOLPH. If the Senator means to refer toanything that would 
be uncomfortable to me, he can say it now. 

Mr. PLUMB. Ido not mean that at all; I do not refer to the Sen- 
ator, but to the people who have set in motion thisproceeding. That 
isall. This paper refers not to what took place in another body, but 
to the present bill, and is a‘sharp, clear, selfish criticism of it, and I 
think an impertinent one in some respects, with all due respect to 
everybody else. I think it decidedly impertinent, but so far as I am 
concerned I can take those things; but when it comes to members of 
this body proceeding to castigate somebody because private specula- 
tion is involved, or something of that kind, I think they ought to be 
particular, i 

Mr. DOLPH. The Senator is entirely mistaken with regard to my 
remarks, as the RECORD to-morrow morning will show. 

Mr. PLUMS. Ishould prefer to know what the RECORD shows to- 
day about this matter. 

Mr. DOLPH. Then what the RECORD shows to-day. The RECORD 
will show to-morrow, so far as I am concerned, that I did say that when 
a bill is introduced which is in the interest of a private corporation or 
party or for something which the Government does not want and the 
Government officers do not recommend, then every member of Con- 
gress is notified on every occasion and a printed argument in favor of 
the measure is sent to every member of the Senate. That is what I 


I did not intimate that any provision of this bill was in the interest 
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of any private corporation, but I do think that, as I said yesterday, the 
proposition to purchase cast-iron mortars and hooped mortars is all 
wrong, and that the moneys ought not to be appropriated. 

In regard to the provisions of this bill, I am not criticising anybody 
in connection with them. I am simply asserting that in my judgment 
an officer of the Ordnance Corps has as good a right to be heard and to 
give an opinion to the Senate as the attorneys of private parties. 

Mr. PLUMB. Asto there being any disposition to prevent these peo- 
ple from being heard, not only was there none, but they were sent for. 

o far as I know, there has never been an investigation in the Commit- 
tee on Appropriationson thissubject without the ordnance officers being 
sent for; and not only were they listened to with entire respect and 
questioned about everything bearing on the subject in hand so far as 
the facts were concerned, but were also invited to present their opin- 
ions as to the propositions that were involved. 

For my part I do not think much of this printed article that has 
been referred to. I think the effect of it is heightened by its being 
sent through the Secretary of War, although it was not only sent 
through the Secretary of War but it was circulated privately, because 
the Senator from Iowa handed me a copy which was not sent through 
the Committee on Appropriations, and evidently was designed for pri- 
vate circulation among the members of the Senate with the view of af- 
fecting this bill. It was not necessary to get the Public Printer to set 
it up and print and distribute copies of it for the purpose of having it 
known that the Ordnance Bureau was working against this bill. That 
goes without saying. Consequently the expenditure of the money— 
fifty or sixty or more dollars—whatever the expense was, although en- 
tirely illegal in my judgment and worthy of reprobation, was unnec- 
essary. This paper does not limit itself to a general description of the 
proposed amendments, but indulges in what I think impertinent criti- 
cism of the Senate and of the committee which proposed the measure; 
and I do not think it consistent with the relations that exist between 
the legislative and executive departments of the Government. 

I do not care to say anything further about it; but going back to the 
amendment of the Senator from Connecticut [Mr. HAWLEY], I want 


.to say that, with all due respect to the Senator from Maryland [Mr. 


GORMAN], it has been my idea all the while that the Ordnance Bu- 
rean and the Engineer Bureau and the Artillery Bureau or branches ot 
the service should, under the direction of this board, expend the money 
to be expended within the jurisdiction’ of these various bureaus. I do 
not think it would be desirable that they should go outside of these 
bureaus for the purpose of getting some new force to make this ex- 
penditare—a new set of clerks, a new set of Army officers, and so on. 
Therefore I do not think the amendment of the Senator from Con- 
necticut is necessary, and at the same time I am not unwilling that it 
should be put upon the bill, inasmuch as he seems to wish it to be 
done. 

I say that because in the first place I believe we have a great deal of 
talent in all these branches of the service. I believe we have very ac- 
complished engineer officers, but I sincerely believe that they are not 
only not thoroughly competent for all this work, but I believe that 
Congress will not give it all to them to do, and that those who are in- 
terested a great deal more than I am in their representative capacity in 
what is called coast defense and in provisions for fortifications ought to 
be very willing and anxious that a board should be created which would 
have the confidence of Congress, as the present Ordnance Bureau has 
not, whether wrongfully or otherwise. 

Now, to show how frail this Ordnance Bureau is, and to how small 
things it can descend for the purpose of influencing legislation, let me 
read this paragraph from this anonymous circular—tfor that is what it is: 

A further serious objection must be raised to the creation of this board on the 
ground of economy in the expenditures of the Government. 

There is a lecture for you ‘‘as is a lecture” on the subject of econ- 
omy—and from the Ordnance Bureau! 

The board parand constitutes a new bureau supplementary to the present 
Engineer and Ordnance Departments. 

Something that they will find entirely apart from the legal effect of 
the measure. It will not be ‘‘supplemental’’ to anything; it will be 
superior to everything, or else it will not be what it is intended to be. 

Although not provided for in the present bill— 

Of course from the incompetency of Congress— 
the certain outcome of this legislation will make it necessary in subsequent 
years to provide a clerical force and all the paraphernalia of a new bureau in 
the War Department to enable this board to properly record and systematize 
the duties and acts which it has to perform, The Engineer and Ordnance 
Departments are now fully organized to carry out such work— 

Disinterested testimony, of course !— 
and their files contain the records of all previous work of the kind. The trans- 
fer or transcription of these records, with which the new board must become 
thoroughly acquainted to properly perform its duties, the creation of new clerk- 
ships, and the duplication to a considerable extent of similar work which will 
remain in the bureausas at present organized, can only result in additional and 
wasteful expenditures, 

Another Daniel come to judgment! We are actually being lectured 
on account of our extravagance by these very bureaus of the Govern- 
ment that have been hounding us for years because we did not give 
them money enough to indulge in extravagance of the most extraordi- 
nary kind. I object to being lectured in that way. 
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I should not have called attention to it if it had not been called up 
otherwise. I have proceeded in all these matters with the utmost 
good-will toward the individuals composing that bureau, and with the 
belief that it was not only wise but a part of the purpose of this bill 
that they should carry out those things which properly pertain to their 
duties, as a result of the duties which are to be performed by the board 
that is created. That is all I have to say on the subject. 

Mr. HALE. Mr. President, I received one of these circulars, which 
is headed— 

Comments on the act ‘‘making appropriations for fortifications and other 
works of defense, for the armanent thereof, for the procurement of heavy ord- 
nance for trial and service, and for other purposes.” 

I read it over, not carefully, rather hastily. It did not seem to me 
that there was anything in it that indicated any disrespect on the part 
of the Ordnance Department in getting it up, if it was got up by them. 
I did not agree, and do not agree, with some of its criticisms, and I 
passed oe pepa over to the Senator from Maryland [Mr. Gorman], 
who has taken a deep interest in this bill, thinking that perhaps it 
might be worth his while to look at it and see if there was anything 
in it of importance, while the bill was being discussed by the Senate. 
In looking at it again I do not cee that the Senate or the Committee 
on Appropriations, whose provisions upon the bill I think in many re- 
gards will accomplish good, need be sensitive aboutit. As the Sen- 
ator from Oregon [Mr. Dorn] has said, we get every day from out- 
side parties and from parties in the Departments as well, suggestions 
and comments upon pending bills, and I did not look upon this as any- 
thing more than that. I donot believe that the members of the Ord- 
nance Department intended in this matter to do anything that should 
be disrespectful to the Senate or to the committee. 

Mr. GORMAN. I should like toask the Senator from Maine whether 
in his long experience in the Senate, when the head of a Department 
or one of the subordinate officers of this Government has been before 
the Committee on Appropriations and had ample opportunity to dis- 
cuss a measure, he has ever known before such a criticism upon the ac- 
tion of a committee, after they had reported a bill, as in this case ? 

Mr. HALE. Well, yes, I bave known instances where I have had 
the management of bills myself, where the conclusion arrived at by 
the committee finally in reporting the bill was not in accord with the 
desires of the Department, where the Department has sent up objec- 
tions and criticisms on the course pursued, and I have not felt that 
there was anything disrespectful in their doing that. I would not 
agree with their criticisms and would not perhaps modify the bill, but 
until the bill passed I take it that they may send in suggestions, 

Mr. PLUMB. I will ask the Senator from Maine whether he ever 
before heard of one of the Departments complaining of the extrava- 
gance of Congress in enacting legislation? 

- Mr. HALE. I agree entirely with the Senator from Kansas in that 
regard. Congress is never able to keep up with the claims, require- 
ments, and demands ofthe Departments; no matter how much money 
we appropriate, we are always behind what they want us to expend. 
I donot suppose the Ordnance Department is any more economical than 
the others. 

Mr. BECK. TIonly desireto say as to the part I tookin the matter, 
that I read over the article referred to by the Senator from Maryland 
[Mr. GORMAN]. I looked over my desk and over the desks around mo 
here and I doubt whether a single copy of that paper has reached this 
side of the Chamber. . 

Mr. PLATT. I have not had any, on the opposite side. 

Mr. BECK. I do not think any copy reached here, except that 
handed to the Senator from Maryland by the Senator from Maine. If 
there is one here I have not seen it. These men have had an opportu- 
nity of being heard before the Committee on Appropriations, and then 
they send an anonymous communication here—for that is what it is; 
it is notsigned by anybody. To be sureit comes also through the War 
Department now, though that fact was not known to one of us until 
the Senator from Iowa mentioned ita momentago. But that was not 
a respectable way even for the Acting Secretary of War to treat a com- 
mittee of this Congress. I do not know any of these ordnance officers, 
but I agree, after reading that thing and the lecture they saw {it to 
give us, that the Senator from Kansasdid not characterize it too strongly, 
and I desire now to say that I will, unless I change my mind, when this 
bill gets into the Senate move to strike out two ordnance officers and 
let one remain. That gives them all the power that I think they are 
entitled to, or that this communication shows that they deserve. 

Mr. HALE. Iam not the advocate or defender of the Ordnance De- 
partment. I do not even know the officer who it is said preparcd this 
document. ' 

Mr. BECK. I do not know him; I never saw him. 

Mr. HALE. It did not occur to me that there was anything secret 
about it, and I do not now think there was. I gave the paper very 
readily to the Senator from Maryland, and he had a perfect right to 
use it precisely as he has used it. It seems to me that in sending it 
to the chairman of the Committee on Appropriations, whatever may 
be said of any other mode, the Ordnance Department did the only 
thing it could do if it sought to bring to Congress or to the Senate any 
further views while the measure was pending; that is, tosend the com- 
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munication to the chairman of the committee, or to the Senator in 
charge of the bill, in order that the suggestions might go for what they 
were worth. 

Mr. ALLISON. This communication, I wish to say, came to me 
during the morning at my desk here. I called the attention of the 
Senator in charge of the bill to the fact, and he said that he had one of 
those papers. So I allowed the communication to lie on my table— 
that communication of the Secretary of War. Of course if I had sup- 
posed that it was a matter of importance as to the mode of communi- 
cating or as to the importance of having these letters read, I should 
have had them put in the RECORD early in this debate. 

Mr. PLUMB. I would like to ask the Senator if he does not think 
that it is time for minor executive officers to advise Congress when 
they are asked for their opinion? Donot the Constitution and the laws 
point out the way in which Congress shall ascertain the opinion of the 
executive department, and is it not a little bit strange, I will say im- 
pertinent, for any executive officer, and especially for officers of minor 
degres, to be lecturing Congress about extravagance, and complaining 
about the terms of a bill, especially of a bill as to which they were 
before consulted? 

Mr. ALLISON. In response to the first suggestion of the Senator 
from Kansas, I will say that I quite agree with him; but it is the cus- 
tom, grown up in ourcommunication with the Executive Departments, 
which has existed for along time. Either the heads of Departments 
trust the chief clerk to come here or even the head of a bureau sends 
down. For example, this morning the Paymaster-General sent down 
the chief clerk of the Pay Department to make an inquiry of me re- 
specting the condition of the Army appropriation bill and urging that 
something should be done about it, Ido not think these young men 
are very greatly to blameaboutit. They are enthusiastic in their views 
and they may not have a proper regard for what should be done as re- 
spects the methods of presenting these things, I must say honestly 
that I did not read the paper which has been referred to; I did not 
look it over. I was entirely satisfied with the report made by the 
Committee on Appropriations. I thought we had made a bill that 
was a fairly good bill, and I supposed the Senate would agree with it. 

I know, of course, that every Department of this Government de- 
ssires to hold all the power and control that it can, and Iknew perfectly 
well that this arrangement for a board would not be agreeable to the 
Ordnance Bureau, ButI had the same understanding respecting it 
that the Senator from Kansas had, that this board was to be a super- 
vising board, a directing board, and that as their directions were made 
they would be executed in the various bureaus of the War Department 
under the supervision of the Secretary of War. 

Mr. HAWLEY. And under existing statutes. 

Mr. ALLISON. We had no expectation that we were repealing 
statutes, and therefore I am perfectly willing that the amendment sug- 
gested by the Senator from Connecticut shall prevail if it is deemed 
necessary to make it certain that these appropriations shall be ex- 
pended in detail by these different bureaus. That is all there is of 
that. 

Mr. MORGAN. Theact giving power to the Chief of Ordnance, and 
which, I believe, is the law under which he now proceeds, was enacted 
in 1815, in February, at a time when we were in a good deal of mili- 
tary trouble and distress, and Congress seemed then to have the idea 
of conferring upon this officer, the Chief of Ordnance, very broad and 
arbitrary powers: : 

It shall be the duty of the Chief of Ordnance to furnish estimates and, under 

the direction of the Secretary of War, to make contracts and purchases for 
procuring the necessary supplies of ordnance and ordnance stores for the use 
of the armies of the United States; to direct the inspection and proving of the 
same, and to direct the construction of all cannon and carriages, ammunition 
wagons, traveling forges, artificer’s wagons, and of every implement and appa- 
ratus for ordnance, and the preparation of ail kinds of ammunition and ord- 
nance stores constructed or prepared for said service. 
- I do not suppose an officer of the United States Government in a 
subordinate character ever had broader powers than these in controlling 
expenditures; but, after all, the Secretary of War is always supposed to 
bea civilian, and he is not expected to have any particular military skill, 
especially in the scientific departments, such as ordnance, and he is 
under the advice and largely under the influence, not to say the control, 
of the Chief of Ordnance. It must beso. There is no check standing 
between the Chief of Ordnance and the Secretary of War. The Secre- 
tary of War has not, ordinarily at least, the sort of scientific skill that 
would enable him to produce any impression upon the views of the ord- 
nance officer or to give him any material check in the following up of his 
wishes in regard to the characterof ordnance that should be made or pur- 
chased, or any of those very broad powers that he is to exercise, 

In later times, when the genius of the American mechanic has been 
greatly stimulated bythe patent system and also by the improvements 
made in ordnance and arms of every description, there has grown up a 
controversy between almost ever inventor and every mechanic in the 
United States who has any interest in matters of this kind and the 
Ordnance Department. 

I have had no connection with any of the committees of this body 
that enables me to trace thoroughly that controversy in its different 
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stages, but I know since I have been in the Senate, having been at 
one time upon the select committee on ordnance and war ships, that 
different persons who are engaged in the production of material and 
arms and such like have been in communication with me more or 
less, and I do not remember a single instance, whether on the part of 
a producer of material or an inventor of arms, or a manufacturer of 
guns or arms, where complaint has not been made of the arbitrary 
powers that were given to the Chief of Ordnance and the arbitrary man- 
ner in which his powers have been exercised. It has gone to that ex- 
tent that complaint, whether just or not, has brought forward in a very 
palpable way the question whether the Ordnance Bureau is not a close 
corporation and conducted in the interests only of officials of the Army. 
That is the question. It does not make any difference to me whether 
that question is properly stated or not by these gentlemen. What I 
know is that there is a strong prevailing opinion among the people of 
the United States, of the classes to which I bave just referred, that 
justice is not done by the Ordnance Department, as I said before; that 
it is an arbitrary, dictatorial, unyielding assemblage of men who were 
disposed to favor their own class and men in military office to the ex- 
clusion and detriment of other men. 

Now this bill as amended inte: between the Ordnance Office 

and the Secretary of War an advisory board, and I think, Mr. Presi- 
dent, that that is a very essential part of our ordnance system. There 
should be an advisory board standing between the Secretary of War 
and the Ordnance Bureau. Thatadvisory board seems to be well con- 
stituted. The very able man who is now at the head of the Army is 
put at the head of the board, and others are to be detailed, some trom 
the Ordnance and some from the Engineer Corps and some from the 
artillery branch of the Army, and I think there ought to be one civil- 
ian init. In order w make this exactly right and fair and make it 
satisfactory to our own people, there ought to be a civilian in this board. 
Then whatever complaints are made, the complainers would have a rep- 
resentative upon the board, and Congress would not only be saved a 
great deal of trouble and harassment, but I think the public service 
would be materially benefited. ? ' 
- The amendment, as I understand it, offered by the Senator from Con- 
necticut would be merely to throw the whole power that has been in 
existence since 1815into the hands of the Chief of Ordnance. Iam not 
willing to see it go there. IfI believed in him as being the greatest 
ordnance officer in the world and as being a man of immaculate honor—- 
and I have no right to suspect him at all—I would not be willing for 
him to remain in the possession of these extraordinary powers at this 
stage of our progress and experience, because it is questioned by a large 
and very respectable class of American mechanics and producers of steel 
and iron and other matters connected with ordnance in this country. 

I therefore think we should makea great mistake in conducting this 
system as it is; we should not meet public expectation; we should not 
be considered as giving a fair trial to American genius and enterprise 
if we should refuse to support the recommendation of the committee 
inthis matter. 1 therefore hope, Mr, President, that that recommenda- 
tion will be adopted. 

Mr. HAWLEY. I suppose, indeed I know, that there has been more 
or less of the prejudice mentioned by the Senator from Alabama [ Mr. 
MORGAN] concerning the Ordnance Bureau, but I say to him, what I 
think he will acknowledge on reflection, that the larger part of that 
prejudice is due to this: the Ordnance Department could only listen 
when an inventor came and could only say to him, ‘‘ We can do noth- 
ing for you; we have not one dollar of money to spend upon this ex- 
periment.” He came witha scheme whittled out in wood of anew 
gun. 

A gun that has become famous in the world since first came to me 
as a wooden model, which was devised by an ingenious mechanic—I 
refer to the Spencer rifle—a bright Connecticut mechanic who had no 
money. Suppose he had brought that wooden model of the Spencer 
rifle to the Ordnance Department? .The ordnance officer might have 
said ‘‘I see a bright future for this man, but I have not a dollar pro- 
vided for this purpose and I can not make a gan for you;’’ and the 
man goes away and feels very naturally that he has been snubbed 
his Government. So he has been snubbed by his Government, whic 
ought to have a place where such bright men could bring these ideas, 
and there ought to be a little money there with which they could make 
experiments. It is the Government that is itself at fault in this mat- 
ter very largely. There ought always to have been a board there of 
three bright men, an engineer, an ordnance officer, etc., especially to 
investigate and inquire concerning all new things. We are to blame; 
we have brought all the odium upon these men because they have rep- 
resented their Governmentinsaying ‘‘ we can not do anything for you.”’ 

I hope the amendment I have proposed, saying that this shall not 
interfere with existing law, will be agreed to. The chairman of the 
committee thinks it wise, and I understood the gentleman from Kan- 
sas to say that he did not wish to interfere with the existing law. He 
has modified the bill already in many particulars in which it might have 
been lable to the charge of changing existing laws. Unless wesuppose 
ourselves to be legislating and entirely wiping out old statutes and 
creating new, as a matter of caution this amendment ought to go in. 
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If we are changing existing laws creating this great department of the 
' Government, it had better be done in a separate statute and more de- 

liberately. 

I hope the amendment will be adopted. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on the amendment 
of the Senator from Connecticut [Mr. HAWLEY]. 

Mr. GORMAN. Iask for a division. 

The question being put, there were on a division—ayes 8, noes 13. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The vote disclosing the absence of 
® quorum, the Secretary will call the roll of the Senate. 
The Secretary called the roll. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Thirty-five Senators have answered 
to their names. 

Mr. RIDDLEBERGER. Is it in order to announce here that only 
fourteen of them were Democrats ? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair thinks not. 

Mr. RIDDLEBERGER. Then I never said it. [Laughter.] 

Mr. CALL entered the Chamber and answered to his name. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Thirty-six Senators have answered 
to their names, 

Mr. TELLER entered the Chamber and responded to his name. 

Mr. BROWN entered the Chamber and responded to his name. 

Mr, DOLPH. As there appears to be buta small prospect of getting 
a quorum, I move that the Senate adjourn. 

Mr. ALLISON. I hope the Senator will not press that motion. I 
think in a few moments we sball beable to get a quorum. Itis rather 
important that this bill should pass to-day, as we have already agreed 
to adjourn over to-morrow. . 

Mr. DOLPH. I withdraw the motion. 

Mr. ALLISON. We shall have a quorum in a few minutes. 

Mr. CULLOM. I desire to state that the Senator from Vermont 
[Mr. EpmuNDs] is detained at his home to-day on account of indispo- 
sition. 

Mr. ALLISON. I think I ought to say respecting my colleague 
[Mr. Wrrson, of Iowa] that he was not feeling very well, and suppos- 
ing there would be no important matter this afternoon, he left the 
Chamber half an hour ago and returned to his lodgings. 

Mr. FAULKNER entered the Chamber and answered to his name, 
completing the number necessary to constitute a quorum. 

The following Senators answered to their names: 

Allison, oe pea f 


Ingalls, 
Eate, Dolph, Jones of Arkansas, Ri 
Beck, Faulkner, = itchell, penyon 
Berry, eorge, organ, rman, 
Blair, Gorman, Palmer, wart, 
Brown, Hale, Pasco, Stockbridge, 
Call, ator Platt, Teller, 
Cockrell, Hawley, Plumb, Turpie, 
Coke, H , ali 5 
Colquitt, Hoar, Ransom, 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Thirty-nine Senators having an- 
swered to their names, further proceedings under the roll-call will be 
dispensed with if there be no objection, and the Chair will again sub- 
mit the question on the amendment of the Senator from Connecticut 
[Mr. HAwLEY]. 

The amendment was rejected. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ments made as in Committee of the Whole were concurred in. 

The amendments were ordered to be engrossed, and the bill to be 
read a third time. 

The bill was read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. PLUMB. I move that the Senate insist on its amendments, and 
ask for a conference with the House of Representatives thereon. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Kansas moves 
that the Senate insist on its amendments, and ask fora conference. 

‘The motion was agreed to. ; 

By unanimous consent the President pro tempore was authorized to 
appoint the conferees on the part of the Senate, and Mr. Dawes, Mr. 
PLUMB, and Mr. GORMAN were appointed. 

ALLOTMENT TO UMATILLA INDIANS. 

Mr. MITCHELL introduced a bill (S. 3506) to amend an act en- 
titled ‘‘ An act providing for allotment of lands in severalty to the In- 
dians residing upon the Umatilla reservation, in the State of Oregon, 
and granting patents therefor, and for other purposes; which was 
read twice by its title. 

Mr. MITCHELL. I introduce this bill at the request of the As- 
sistant Secretary of the Interior, and I hold in my hand a communica- 
tion stating the reasons why the bill should become a law, and I ask 
that it be incorporated in the RECORD. It is very short. I ask that 
the bill be referred to the Committee on Indian Affairs, and also the 
communication, 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
will be made. 

The letter is as follows: 

DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR, Washingion, August 24, 1888. 


Sm: Referring to our conversation of this date regarding the Umatilla Indian 
reservation, and complying with your verbal request for a statement of the 
proceedings so far h: y the Department under the law of March 3, 1885 (23 


If there be no objection, that order 


Stat., 341), which provides for the allotment of lands in severalty to the Indians 
upon that reservation and the granting of patents therefor and for other pur-, 
poses, and, in order to do this, providing for a commission to ascertain the 
number of Indians on the reservation entitled to lands in severalty, the amount 
of land (is gece to make the allotments, and the selection of so much of the 
lands in said reservation as will supply agricultural lands for allotments in 
severally, together with sufficient pasture and timber lands for their use, and 640 
acres for an industrial school farm, such tract so selected not to exceed ** 120,000 
aggregate for all purposes,” I have the honor to state that under 
and in Pate or this law a commission was o ized in the latter part of 
1886, which proceeded to the reservation, secured the consent of the Indians to 
the provisions of the law, took the required census of the Indians, and selected 

a tract for a diminished reservation, containing in the aggregate 119,364 acres, 

of which, according to the census of the Indians on the reservation, 74,800 acres 
were required for allotment to the Indians for agricultural purposes. 

The whole of the existing reservation was ordered to be surveyed for the pur- 

of the law, the agricultural lands selected for allotment to the ladan 
ing subdivided as required therefor. This survey developed the fact that the 
diminished reservation as thus selected contained ut10,000 acres less of lands 
suitable for agricultural purposes than was required to make allotments to the 
Indians as provided in the law. It therefore became necessary to appoint a 
second commission to readjust the boundaries of the diminished reservation so 
as to bring within their limits a sufficient quantity of agricultural land to meet 
the requirements of the law. 

This second commission has made its report, which is now pending before the 
Department, and the diminished reservation selected by them,and as defined 
and described in their report and outlined upon the map which accompanies i 
shows a tract of land selected for the reservation so irregular in its shape an 
outline as would make it difficult for the Indians on the reservation or the white 
persons occupying lands adjoining it on the outside to know certainly and ex- 
actly the location of the boundaries of the reservation. This outline 
of the boundaries of the reservation, running in a course, following the 
lines dividing townships, sections, and quarter-sections, including parts of sec- 
tions and excluding other parts thereof, is reported by the commission to have 
been necessary in order to secure within its limits a sufficient quantity of ag- 
ricultural lands for the pur of allotment to the Indians, with a reasonable 
quantity of pasture and tim land for their purposes; and in doing this it was 
not found possible to locate ogg) ces and timber land as conveniently as might 
have been done had not the law restricted the diminished reservation to the 
limits of 120,000 acres. 

The commission no doubt selected lands of the several kinds required by the 
Jaw and for the purposes thereof in the most regular and eonvenient shape found 
to be possible by them under the restrictions and limitations prescribed. They, 
however, statein their report that they were not able to include as much timber 
land as they thought necessary within the reservation. And they further state 
that “while the Indians are some better satisfied with the present reservation than 
they were with the reservation fixed by the former commission, there is con- 
siderable dissatisfaction. They desired that all of the mountain lands in town- 
ship 2 north, 35 east, and 2 north, 36 east, as far as what is known as ‘ Meacham 
Creek,’ as well as the timber land in aby oars A north, 35 east, and 1 north, 34 
east, remain in the reservation, claiming that this had been promised them when 
the treaty was made. Butasno agricultural land lies in these regiona, it would 
have been impossible to have arranged the lines to embrace these lands and the 
diminished reservation contain at the same time a sufficiency of agricultural 
lands for the purposes of the allotment. In order to have included Jands 
the diminished reservation would have had to contain at least 50,000 acres more 
than the 120,000 acres to which the act of Congress limits it.” 

In view of the very irregular, undesirable, and unsatisfactory shape of the 
tract of land which has been reported to the Department by the commission ap- 
pointed under the law for the Tapas as the diminished reservation, and the 
reported dissatisfaction of the Indiansin the matter, asabove stated, I have hesi- 
tated to adopt the report and approvethe tract selected as the diminished reser- 
vation for the Indians. Notwithstanding they have consented to the provisions 
of the law and to take their lands in severalty, I think their wishes to have thie 
land designated by them on the east embraced in the reservation should be 
respected; and for this pael I would suggest that the act of March 3, 1835. 
be so amended as to authorize the Department to select, prescribe, and define 
a reservation containing a sufficient quantity of land for the needs of the In- 
dians and in such regular shape in outline as that its boundaries may be cer- 
tainly known. This can be done very speedily and I think accurately and sat- 
isfactorily upon the results of investigations already made and reported upon 
by the commissions eet under the act of March 3, 1835. 

I paoms herewith a ught of a proposed act to meet the suggestions above 
made. 

Ve ctfully, 
ENAGA H. L. MULDROW, 
Acting Secretary. 
Hon, Jons H. MITCHELL, 
Uniled States Senate. 


AMENDMENTS TO BILLS. 


Mr. SHERMAN submitted an amendment intended to be proposed 
by him to the general deficiency appropriation bill; which was referred 
to the Committee on Appropriations, and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. STOCKBRIDGE submitted an amendment intended to be pro- 
posed by him to the general deficiency appropriation bill; which was 
ordered to be printed, and, with the accompanying papers, referred to 
the Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads, 


DISTRICT TELEGRAPH AND TELEPHONE SERVICE. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate the following 
communication from the commissioners of the District of Columbia; 
which was read: 

Orrice oy Commissioners or DISTRIOT or COLUMBIA, 
Washington, August 50,1833. 

Sır: In compliance with the resolution of the Senate dated the 29th instant, 
the commissioners herewith transmit the annual report of Henry R. Miles, su- 
perintendent of the telegraph and¢elephone service for the year ended June 
30, 1888. 

Very respectfall 
s oani W.B. WEBB, 
4 President Board of Commissioners. 

Hon. Jonny J. INGA: 


President pro seers of the Uniled States Senate. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The communication will lie on the 
table and be printed. 
Mr. RIDDLEBERGER. Should not the report of the commission- 
ers go properly to the Committee on the District of Columbia? 
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The PRESIDENT protempore. The Senator can movea reference to 
that committee. 

Mr. RIDDLEBERGER. I never understood before that the com- 
missioners of the District of Columbia had a right to communicate di- 
rectly with the Senate. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore, 
for that purpose. 

Mr. RIDDLEBERGER. I did not know it; I beg pardon, but I 
think that the communication ought to go to the Committee on the Dis- 
trict of Columbia, 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It will be so referred, if the Senator 
moves it. Does the Senator from Virginia move its reference to the 
Committee on the District of Columbia? 

Mr. RIDDLEBERGER. Ido. x 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It will be so ordered, if there be no 
objection, and printed. 

ENROLLED BILL SIGNED. 


A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. NEILL 8. 
Brown, one of its clerks, announced that the Speaker of the House 
had signed the enrolled joint resolution (H. Res. 219) to continue the 
provisions of a joint resolution entitled a ‘‘ Joint resolution to provide 
temporarily for the expenditures of the Government;’’ and it was there- 
upon signed by the President pro tempore. 

ADMISSION OF WASHINGTON. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, resumes the consideration of the unfinished business, being the 
bill (S. 12) to provide for the formation and admission into the Union 
of the State of Washington, and for other purposes. 

Mr. PLATT. I hope we shall go on with that bill. 

Mr. PLUMB. I wish to move that the Senate proceed to the con- 
sideration of a joint resolution on the Calendar, reported from the Com- 
mittee on Public Lands. It is Order of Business 2006. 

Mr. STEWART. The regular order has been displaced so frequently 
that we feel constrained to insist upon it, unless we can have a unani- 
mons agreement that it be taken up on Monday immediately after 
the morning business and disposed of. If wecan have unanimous con- 
sent to take it up after the morning business on Monday, then there 
will be a full Senate and we can dispose of it. It has hung so long that 
it ought to be dis of. 

Mr. PLUMB. The measure I have spoken of is a House joint reso- 
lution, which will not take any time nor occasion debate. 

Mr. STEWART. Let us have the agreement I have asked for by 
unanimous consent. 

Mr. PLUMB. It is important for some reasons that there should be 
action upon the joint resolution immediately. 

Mr. STEWART. I ask unanimous consent that immediately after 
the morning business on Monday the regular order be taken up and 
disposed of. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. TheSenator from Nevada asks unan- 
imous consent that on Monday at the close of the formal morning busi- 
ness the Senate proceed to the consideration of the unfinished business, 
being the bill (S. 12) to provide for the formation and admission into 
the Union of the State of Washington, and for other 4 

Mr. JONES, of Arkansas. I should like to ask the Senator from Ne- 
vada if he will not be willing to modify his motion to take the bill up 
at the conclusion of the morning hour so as to allow the Calendar to be 
considered. It is now about two weeks since we have considered the 
Calendar, and it is important that something should be done with it. 
x Mr. STEWART. Very well; I will say at the close of the morning 


our. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It will be the order at that time. 
Mr. STEWART. Bat I want to have unanimous consent that it 
shall not be Jaid aside until disposed of, because I do not want to be 
resisting requests to lay it aside. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator desires consent that the 
bill shall be proceeded with until it is concluded. 

Mr. STEWART. Yes, without interruption. 

Mr. PASCO. I gave notice this morning that I should ask to call 
up the resolution of the Senator from New Hampshire [Mr. CHAND- 
LER] in reference to the Louisiana election. I gave way to the forti- 
fications bill, which has consumed the day; but I should like to have 
an understanding that I may have an opportunity to submit the re- 
marks I gave notice of either on Monday or Tuesday morning. If it 
is the desire of the Senate to take up the Calendar or go on with the 
regular order on Monday, I will give way until Tuesday. I should 
like, however, to have it understood that Iam to have the floor on 

uesday morning. I hope whatever the Senator from Nevada may 
desire that he will take into consideration my wishes in this matter. 

Mr. STEWART. The Senator will see the propriety of disposing of 
the bill for the admission of Washington. We have had it pending as 
island business for a long time, and it is in the way of other 

usiness. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair understands the request 
to be now for unanimous consent that at the conclusion of the morn- 


They were called upon by resolution 


ing hour, to wit, at 2 o'clock, on Monday the Senate proceed to the 
consideration of Senate bill No, 12—— 

Mr. RIDDLEBERGER. I object. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator will permit the Chair 
to state—— . 

Mr. RIDDLEBERGER. I object. The Senate in its concluding 
hours does not belong to any twoor three Senators. Thereare a num- 
ber of Senators here who have responsibilities resting upon them, and 
I object. f 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator will permit the Chair 
to state the request. The Senator from Nevada [Mr. STEWART] asks 
unanimous consent that at the conclusion of the morning hour on 
Monday the Senate proceed to the consideration of Senate bill No. 12 
and continue the same until itshall beconcluded. Is there objection? 

Mr. RIDDLEBERGER. Iobject to anything having precedence, 

Mr. STEWART. Iwill then give notice that after the morning 
hour on Monday I shall insist upon the regular order and it shall not 
be laid aside without a yea-and-nay vote. I shall insist upon it until 
it is concluded. I hope no Senator will consider me discourteous if I 
refuse to yield for anything, for I shall not. 


KANSAS AGRICULTURAL-COLLEGE LANDS, P 


Mr. PLUMB. I trust the joint resolution to which I referred may 
now be considered. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Senate bill No. 12, the unfinished 
business, being now before the Senate, the Senator from Kansas [Mr. 
PLUMB] asks unanimous consent that the Senate may proceed to the 
consideration of a joint resolution the title of which will be stated. 

The CHIEF CLERK. A joint resolution (H. Res. 14) to authorize 
the Secretary of the Interior to certify lands to the State of Kansas for 
the benefit of agriculture and the mechanic arts. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Is there objection? 

Mr. RIDDLEBERGER. I do not want to object to the passage of 
any bill here that will be of benefit to any people in any State, but if 
it is a mere matter of RECORD speeches, I do most certainly object. 

Mr. PLUMB. It is a matter which it is important should be acted 


upon. 

Mr. REDDLEBERGER. Very well; then I shall not object. 

There being no objection, the joint resolution (H. Res. 14) to au- 
thorize the Secretary of the Interior to certify lands to the State of Kan- 
sas for the benefit of agriculture and the mechanic arts was considered 
as in Committee of the Whole. 

The joint resolution was reported to the Senate without amendment, 
ordered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

The preamble was agreed to. 


OWNERS OF PRIVATE DIES. 


Mr. HOAR. I ask the Senate to proceed to the consideration of Or- 
der of Business 1590, Senate bill 953. 

By unanimous consent, the bill (S. 953) to authorize the Secretary of 
the Treasury and the proper accounting officers to restate, settle, and 
pay to the owners of private dies the balance of commissions due them 
was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It directs the Secretary 
of the Treasury and the proper accounting officers to restate the accounts 
and settle and pay the balance of commissions due to the owners of pri- 
vate dies, or to their legal representatives, as provided in section 3425 
of the Revised Statutes, on the full amount of stamps purchased, face 
value, withont distinction as tothe time when such purchases were made. 
Three hundred and fifty-five thousand dollars, or so much thereof as 
may be necessary, is appropriated for payment. 

Mr. ALLISON. LI hope the Senator from Massachusetts will explain 
that bill somewhat. 

Mr. HOAR. There isa report, but I can explain it in a moment. 
The private dies which were used by the Treasury, as appears in the 
report presented by the Senator from Wisconsin [Mr. SPOONER] were 
used under a certain provision of law, fixing the amount of commission 
which should be paid. The Secretary of the Treasury settled the claim 
upon his theory of theamountof commission. The owners of the dies 
claimed that they were entitled to a somewhat larger sum, and by an 
agreement with the Treasury Department, one of the cases was taken 
to the Supreme Court of the United States as a test case, and the Su- 
preme Court decided—the case was carried up twice on some new point 
which was raised—that these people were entitled to their claim; and 
a communication was sent in by Secretary Folger asking that the claim 
be paid. Since then a communication has been sent in by the present 
Secretary of the Treasury. The Secretaries of the Treasury under-two 
administrations have affirmed the validity of theclaim. ‘The bill au- 
thorizes the Secretary of the Treasury to audit and settle it. 

Mr. ALLISON. I noticed from the reading of the bill that it pro- 
vides for a settlement without reference to the time when these claims 
were filed. I may have made a mistake in that regard. I hope that 
the bill will be read again. 

Mr. HOAR. They were all due and filed when the service was ren- 
dered, and it was agreed by all the claimants and by the Department 
her one test case should be taken to the Supreme Court of the United 

tates. 
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Mr. ALLISON. I should like to hear the bill read. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill will be again read. 

The Chief Clerk read the bill. 

Mr. PLATT. Ishould like to hear the report read. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. The report will be read. 

The Chief Clerk read the following report, submitted by Mr. SPOONER 
June 13, 1888: 


The Committee on Claims, to whom was referred the bill (S, 953) authorizing 
the Secretary of the Treasury and the proper accounting officers to restate, 
settle, and pay to the owners of private dies the balance of commissions due 

y submit the following report: 

A similar bill has been reported from the Committee on Claims of the House 
of Representatives at this session. The report, which is adopted by this com- 
mittee, is as follows: 

Prior to the year 1883 the Treasury Department withheld, from certain per- 
sons who furnished their own private dies for printing revenue stamps,a part 
of the commissions allowed by law. The Supreme Court of the United States 
had twice decided that the commissions so withheld were tarp igg Atel ser aceeg 
first on appeal from a judgment rendered by the Court of Claims dismissing a 
petition on demurrer, andagain on appeal from a judgment on the merits, in 
the same case. 

After the first decision was made the Secretary of the Treasury recommended 
to Congress the enactment of a statute providing for the payment of the com- 
missions withheld, and transmitted to the House of Representativesa draught 
of such-a measure. But at the request of the Assistant Attorney-General, who 
had concluded to the same case upon atraverse of the petition, he subse- 

uently suspended his recommendation to await the result of the second trial. 

he second trial having resulted in a second judgment by the Supreme Court 
declaring the commissions to have been ill ly withheld, the Secretary of the 
Treasury and the Commissioner of Internal Revenue have both officially indi- 
Coe ey approval of legislation to authorize the payment of commissions so 
w e 

“This case, then, is exceptional in character. Itis notthecaseofan ordinary 
Adaim apais the United States. The Supreme Court having pronounced the 
withholding of the commissions illegal, the Treasury Department, which with- 
held the commissions, finds itself without the means to refund them. There is 


no appropriation available for the purpose; and besides, the commissions hav- f. 


ing been withheld by [the] predecessors of the present incumbents of the Treas- 
ury offices, the account can not now be reopened, under the rules of the Depart- 
ment, without authority of law. The Treasury Department therefore approves 
pre enactment of alaw to provide the means for the payment of the commis- 
sions. 

“The question presented is not whether Co! shall empower the Treas- 
ury pag aria to investigate and settle an ordinary claim against the United 
States, but whether Con: will a the recommendation by the Treasury 
Department of such legislation as shall enable that a prone to pay specific 
commissions which have been unlawfully withheld, which commissions that De- 

rtment finds itself unable k, pat for want of the necessary appropriation, and 
by reason of the Department which interdicts the opeying of old accounts 
by new officers.” 

The following is a statement in detail of the facts of the case. The internal- 
revenue acts allowed a commission of 10 per cent. in certain cases in favor of 
persons who furnished their own dies and purchased “at one time” stamps to 
the amount of “ over $500" (Revised Statutes, section 3425). But the internal- 
revenue officers, adopting an erroneous interpretation of these statutes, allowed 
and paid such commissions in stamps, which was equivalent to 9 per cent. only 
in such cases. One per cent. of the commission allowed was thus withheld, in 
violation of the provisions of the statutes. The pretext for this illegal action 
was that the commission of 10 per cent. which the statutes allowed on the pur- 
chase of stamps was payable, not in money by abatement from the face value 
of the stamps pu: but in stamps at their face value. 

The fi ena of the Supreme Court disapproving of this construction of 
the statuves was made near the close of the term which commenced in October, 
1881, in the case of Swift pe gag Aes The United States (105 United States, 691). 
Soon after this judgment of the Supreme Court was rendered the Secretary of 
the Treasury sent to the chairman of the Committee on Appropriations of the 
House of Representatives the following communication: 


“TREASURY DEPARTMENT, June 8, 1882, 


“Sir: I have the honor to inclose herewith the draught of a bill prepared by 
the Commissioner ot Internal Revenue, authorizing the refunding of money to 
parties who have overpaid for their private die stamps, by reason of the former 
mode of computing and allowing their commission on purchase of said stamp, 
under section 3425 of the Re Statutes, which mode, though in force about 
twenty years, has recently been decided by the Supreme Court of the United 
States to be erroneous, as you will see by the inclosed copy of the opinion of 
the court in the case of the Swift & Courtney & Beecher Company, appellants, 
vs, The United States, The Commissioner has chan; the mode of computin 
and allowing such commissions in conformity with this decision, and it woul 
seem to be just that the amounts which have n overpaid should be refunded 
RS pro) by the Commissioner. If the inclosed bill meets the beg shires of 
the committee, I would respectfully s that it be incorporated in some ap- 
propriation bill, or other appropriate bill, now pending, to insure its passage at 
the ars ok session. 

“Very respectfull 
x “CHAS, J. FOLGER, Secretary. 
“Hon. FRANK 


Hiscock, 
“Chairman Committee on Appropriations, House of Representatives.” 


The following is the draught which was inclosed in the foregoing communi- 
cation of the Secretary of the Treasury: 

“The Commissioner of Internal Revenue is hereby authorized, upon proof 
satisfactory to him, to refund, out of any moneys in the Treasury not other- 
wise appropriated, and pay back to those proprietors of articles named in Sched- 
ule C of the internal-revenue acts approved July 1, 1862; Schedule C of the in- 
ternal-revenue act approved June 30, 1864, and Schedule A, following section 
3437 of the Revised Statutes of the United States, or in either of them, or in any 
amendment thereof, who furnished their own die or designs for internal-reve- 
nue pemye o be used especially for their own proprietary articles, all moneys 
received from such proprietors for such stamps imprinted from such dies or de- 
signs, which under a misconstruction of the statutes relating to discounts and 
commissions were in excess of the amount required therefor by law. But no 
claim for the refunding of such moneys shall be allowed by said Commissioner 
unless the same shall have been presented to him within one year next after 
the passage of this act.” 

The Assistant Attorney-General decided to traverse the petition in the Court 
of Claims, and to try the cause upon its merits. At his request the Secretary of 
the Treasury suspended the recommendation which he made in the foregoing 
communication until the ascertainment of the result of thissecond trial. After 
the second trial the case went again to the Supreme Court upon appeal, and in 
1884 that court oe disapproved the construction of the statutes which had 
been adopted by the revenue officers, and again held that 1 per cent. of the com- 


missions allowed by law had been illegally withheld. This case is Swift Com- 


pany vs. United States (111 U. S., 22). 

Since the rendition of the last j ent of the Supreme Court the Secretary 
of the Treasury has transmitted to the chairman of the Committee on Claims 
of the House of Representatives the following communication: 

“TREASURY DEPARTMENT, March 23, 1886. 

“Sm: In reply to your letter of the 19th instant in regard to the bill (H. R. 241) 
to authorize payment of balance of commissions due to owners of private dies, 
I have the honor to say that the records of this Department disclose nothin 
which is not fully set forth in the documents inclosed by you (herewith return: 
and in the two ions of the Supreme Courtof the United States (105 U.S. R., 
691, and 111 U.S. R., 102). Accepting these decisions, I concur in the LL phew mort 
of the Commissioner of Inte Revenue (whose letter to me of the instant 
is inclosed) that I see no objection to the passage of the bill. 


Respectfully, yours, yi 
*C, S. FAIRCHILD, Acting Secretary, 
“Hon. bt or M. SPRINGER, 


irman Committee on Claims, House of Representatives.” 


In the foregoing communication of the Secretary of the Treasury was inclosed 

the following letter from the Commissioner of Internal Revenue : 
“TREASURY DEPARTMENT, OFFICE or INTERNAL REVENUE, 
“ Washington, March 22, 1886, 

“Sm: Referring to letter of Hon. WILLIAM M. SPRINGER, chairman of the Com- 
mittee on Claims, House of Representatives, inclosing bill and other papers rel- 
ative to claim of private die owners for the refund to them of certain commis- 
sions withheld by this office, which were referred, under date of the 20th in- 
stant, by Assistant Secretary Fairchild, with the request that I return the papers 
with report as to whether I would recommend the of the bill, I have to 
state that the records of this office show that piue jay commissions were with- 
held from owners of private dies for stam urchased by them in excess of the 
amount which the Supreme Court of the Un ted States in the case of the Swift 
& Courtney & Beecher Company decided should be allowed, and I know of no 
reason why the parties having such claims should not be reimbursed the 
amount thus withheld. I therefore see no objection to the passage of the bill, 
The papos in the case are herewith returned. 

‘I have the honor to be, very respectfully, 
“H. C. ROGERS, 
“ Acting Commissioner, 
“Hon. DANIEL MANNING, 
. “Secretary of the Treasury.” 

On the 2ist day of February, 1888, the Acting Commissioner of Internal Rev- 

enue transmitted to the committee the following communication: 


“TREASURY DEPARTMENT, OFFICE OF INTERNAL REVENUE, 
“ Washington, February 21, 1888, 

“Sir: I have the honor to acknowledge the receipt of your letter of the 16th 
instant, in w hich you ask that the Committee on Claims be furnished with an 
estimate of the amount that would be uired to pay claims under the pro- 
visions of billinclosed (H. R. 1268), ‘to authorize tue Secretary of the Treasury 
and the proper accounting officers to restate, settle, and pay to the owners of 
private dies the balance of commissions due them.’ 

“ You also ask for a statement of any facts in possession of this office touching 
the cause of the withholding of the commissions in the bill mentioned from the 
different claimants for the same, and state that any su: ion I may be pleased 
to oe ea te ela the propriety of the proposed legislation will be duly ap- 
preci $ 

“In reply I state that the section 3425, Revised Statutes, provided for certain 
commissions to be paid to owners of private dies on purchase of stamps from 
their dies, as follows: 

“On amounts purchased at one time of not less than $50 nor more than $500, 5 
per cent.; and on amounts over $500, 10 per cent, on the whole amount pur- 
chased, 

“This office held that the commissions above referred to were payable in 
stamps, and they were so paid until the Sapreme Court of the United States, in 
the case of the Swift and Courtney and Beecher Company, decided that the 
same should be allowed in money, and not in stamps. 

“The face value of stamps issued to owners of private dies up to May, 1882, was 
$56,650,000. 

On which there was collected 
The amount which should ha 
the Supreme Court is... 


+» $51, 500,060 
of 
s. 50, 985, 000 


aabexes peeked 515, 000 
e Court of Claims in 
claimants for reimbursement of amounts paid in excess, 
and that some of the judgments have been paid; the amount outstanding, 
therefore, and for which an appropriation wili be necessary in case of the passage 
of = bill, would be $515,000, less the amount paid on account of such judg- 
men 

“This office has no record of the amount paid. The Supreme Court of the 
United States, in the case of the Swift and Courtney and Beecher Company, be- 
pet Ba ree to, decided that the amount withheld by this office should be al- 

owed. 

“Tt would seem to be a and just that the amount withheld from others 
on account of such commission should also be allowed. 

“TI see no objection to the passage of the bill, 

“ Respectfully, 


"E. HENDERSON, 
“Acting Commissioner. 
“Hon. FRANK T, SHAW, 
“ Member of the Committee on Claims, 
“ House of Representatives, Washington, D. 0.” 
The amount required to pay these claims is $350,142.59, as‘follows: 


Excess collected by the Government, as shown by the Acting Com- 
missioner’s letter of February 21, 1888. sereeeeeeee $515, 000, 00 
Less amount paid on judgments of the Court of Claims....... bisser 2.108; Se AL 


Amon GE Ait wsscecsecntereonnnsetsiasousremnbetsessensancncegheapesesecceeess 000149, 56 


The reason why these claims have not all been paid at the Treasury, since the 
final decision of the Supreme Court, is that, under the practice of the Treasury 
Department, the Comptroller can not, under the ——— ofthe Department, allow 
an account which has been settled bya former ptroller, even after a decision 
by the Supreme Cort that such settlement was legal. 

On the 27th of October, 1885, the irst Comptroller of the Treasury, in an official 
letter to the Commissioner of Internal Revenue, relatihg to a stamp account 
which had been presented for settlement, said: 

“It appears from the records in this office that three of my predecessors have 

upon similar accounts, and one of them, Mr. Tayler, has passed upon 
the account of Swift and Courtney. 

$f cra a the Supreme Court of the United States has decided that his states 
ment was incorrect, as well as the statements of other Comptrollers on similar 


1888. 
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accounts, yet I am bound by their decisions. Should, however, a new case, in- 
volving the same principle, be presented, I should follow the opinion of the 
Supreme Court. 

“T have heretofore held in a number of cases that the decision of a question 
or the statement of an account by any one of my predecessors, when he had 
jurisdiction on the subject-matter, could not be reopened or restated, unless 
some mistake had been made by him in matters of fact from errors in 
calculation, or in cases of rejected claims material testimony is afterwards dis- 
covered and produced, No mistake in matters of fact arising from errors in 
calculation having been made by my predecessors in these accounts, or material 
testimony having been discovered or produced since their decisions, I can not 
reopen the same because of an error of judgment in regard to the law of the 
case, or their construction of the statutes.” x 

The reason why the claimants have not all sued the United States in the 
Court of Claims is, that under the arrangement between the claimants and the 
Commissioner of Internal Revenue then in office, the case of the Swift and 
Courtney and Beecher Company was made a test case, and the others were to 
abide the result, But*that case was pending six years, and when it was finall 
decided the new Commissioner declined to carry out the arrangements of hi 
predecessor, and the statute of limitations then these cases in the Court 
of Claims. Section 3425, Revised Statutes, provides that— 

“The proprietor of articles named in Schedule A, who furnished his own die 
or design for stamps to be used especially for his own proprietary articles, shall 
be allowed the following commissions: On amounts purchased at one time of 
not less than $50 nor more than $500, 5 per cent., and on amounts over $500, 10 per 
cent. on the whole amount purchased.” , 

The Supreme Court of the United States decided unanimously thatthe money 
asked for by this bill was wrongfully taken from the owners of private dies, 
Three Secretaries of the Treasury, three Commissioners of Internal Revenue, 
and the oe First Comptroller of the Treasury have all signified their ap- 
proval of some measure that will enable the accounting officers of the Treasury 
to return this money to its legitimate owners. H. R. bill No. 1268 was drawn 
up at the Treasury, and meets the approval of the accounting officers, and your 
committee, having examined into the matter very carefully, after taking into 
consideration the amount invol ved, haye unanimously ‘decided to report back 
the bill and recommend its passage. 


Mr. ALLISON. As I remember the matter, this money can not be 
paid to these people without some direct action of Congress because of 
what is understood to be the statute of limitations. I think that this 
is a case where if any statute of limitations exists, whether by rule of 
the Department or by law, it ought to be enforced rigidly. 

Mr. HOAR. Will the Senator allow me to make a statement before 
he proceeds? 

Mr. ALLISON. I only want to say a few words. 

Mr. HOAR. Imerely wish to call the Senator’s attention to the fact 
found in a portion of the report that there was an agreement between 
the Treasury Department and these claimants that one case should be 
made a test case and the others abide by it. Thereupon one case was 
madea testcase. Indeed, two cases went to the Supreme Court. Then, 
when it came back with the decision of the Supreme Court, the Depart- 
ment found itself unable to pay without authority of law, and sent a 
communication to Congress recommending the payment. That recom- 
mendation was not acted upon in Mr, Folger’s time. It is now re- 
newed by Mr. Fairchild. Does the Senator think that in such a case 
a statute of limitations should be insisted upon, and that the Govern- 
ment should refuse to meet the agreement? 

Mr. ALLISON. I fail to find in this report any statement of an ab- 
solute agreement. 

Mr. HOAR. You will find it near the end of the report, 

Mr. ALLISON. This depends ona statute passed at the time of the 
passage of the internal-revenue laws in 1863. It provided that where 
a person manufacturing any of the articles mentioned in section 3425 
of the Revised Statutes should furnish his own dies upon which the 
stamps should be printed, he might purchase any amount of stamps 
between $50 and $500, and heshould have a rebate of 5 percent.; and 
if he purchased in excess of $500 he should have a rebate of 10 per 
cent, 

That was an improvident statute. It was a statute which enabled 
what for years was known as the match monopoly to exist; and it did 
exist for many years, because no small match manufacturer could afford 
to go in and purchase $500 worth of stam Thus the match business 
was thrown into the hands of a few people who secured a monopoly of 
the manufacture of matches; and although there was a 2-cent stamp 
upon each match-box the manufacturers purchased the stamps in $10,- 
000 and $20,000 lots and received a rebate of 10 per cent. The Com- 
missioner of Internal Revenue gave that rebate in the form of stamps 
instead of money. 

That process went on for a great number of years, I had occasion 
to examine this matter for myself three or four years ago, and I only 
state it now from recollection. The process went on for many years 
with the absolute assent of the manufacturers, they receiving the 
stamps in that form. But at some time away on, after the law had 
been in force for ten or twenty years, somebody suddenly discoyered 
that there was an opportunity to make 1 per cent., and then the case 
of which the Senator from Massachusetts speaks was taken to the Su- 
preme Court of the United Statesand decided against the Government. 

I see by the report that stamps were issued to the exent of $50,000,- 
000 for these proprietary articles, and they had a rebate of 10 per 
cent., which was equivalent to $5,000,000 to the manufacturers. Iam 
willing myself to pay to them whatever the law says we shall pay, 
but I do not believe that they stand here in a position to ask the Gov- 
ernment for equity. There is no equity in their favor, and therefore 
unless the law gives them the money, I do not believe the Government 
of the United States is bound to give it to them. 

Mr. BROWN. ‘The stamps were 1 per cent. below par? 


Mr. MORGAN. Will the Senator allow me to make an inquiry ? 
I wish to know of the Senator how it was that these parties, having 
accepted a commodity in satisfaction of a debt—this rebate, of course, 
was a debt—— 

Mr. HOAR. They never accepted it without a protest. 

Mr. MORGAN. I ask how it was that the stamps were not at par. 

Mr. ALLISON. Ido not now remember precisely howit was. This 
1 per cent. was a very delicate operation. 

Mr. MORGAN. For instance, if they accepted $10,000 worth of 
stamps in payment of the commission, as it is called, why were not 
those stamps worth $10,000 ? 

Mr. ALLISON. ‘They were worth it in the currency of the country 
all the time. 

Mr. MORGAN. The question, then, is whether we are to pay for 
the depreciation of currency. Is that it? 

Mr. ALLISON. No, sir; no such question as that isinvolved here. 
I have not the decision before me, and I have not now in mind the 
facts; but after this process had gone on for a long time somebody dis- 
covered that this Commissioner of Internal Revenue had not properly 
construed the law, and then a test question was raised. The law was 
repealed some years ago. I believe it was only repealed when we re- 
pealed the match tax. Senators will remember when that was done. 

Mr. HARRIS. In 1883. 

Mr. ALLISON. Thatwas done in 1883. . It was under that law that 
these match manufacturers were enabled to do what we all know they 
did do. The stamps were put on. Of course the consumers paid the 
amount of thetax. It wasadded, of course, to the price of the matches 
in those cases and in other cases. 

If under the decision of the Supreme Court we are bound in law to 
pay this sum, of course I shall want to pay it; but if it is necessary to 
pass a statute in order to put them upon some ground whereby they 
can make this collection, I am opposed to it. 

Mr. PLATT. May I ask a question? I think the Senator from 
Iowa will be able to answer it. I should like to know whether this 
was the situation: that any person who purchased stamps to a certain 
amount got 1 per cent. discount. 

Mr. ALLISON. At one time they got 5 per cent. on amounts pur- 
chased of not less than $50 nor more than $500, and on amounts over 
$500, 10 per cent. on the whole amount purchased. 

Mr. PLATT. That was where they furnished the dies. 

Mr. ALLISON. ‘Then there was another provision, which allowed 
the Commissioner from time to time to ‘‘deliver to any manufacturer 
of friction or other matches, cigar lights, or wax-tapers a suitable quan- 
tity of adhesive or other stamps, such as may be prescribed for use in 
such cases, without prepayment therefor, on a credit not exceeding 
sixty days, requiring in advance such security as he may judge nec- 
essary to secure payment therefor tothe Treasurer of the United States 
within the time prescribed for such payment.’’ 

Mr. PLATT. Why isit that the Supreme Court held that when these 
parties were paid in stamps it was not a full payment? 

Mr. ALLISON. I have not the decision before me and I do not 
recollect the exact ground upon which it went. 

Mr. DOLPH. I suppose it went on the ground that it was consid- 
ered as a purchase of 10 per cent., and therefore they were entitled to 
the payment of 1 per cent. on that purchase. 

Mr. ALLISON. I think very likely that was it. Whatever our ob- 
ligation is under that decision I am for paying, but I am not for paying 
one dollar beyond our legal and proper obligation. These people have 
no equity, and they come to us in no condition toask the Government 
of the United States to grant them equity. 

Mr. HOAR. IfI can have the attention of the Senate for two min- 
utes or thereabouts, I shall not abuse its patience any longer. 

This is not the case of something which the Government promised 
to do for somebody else in the way of a payment of something; it isa 
case of over-taxation in substance, that is, the law saying that every 
man who takes $500 worth of stamps for a certain purpose shall have 
a rebate of 10 per cent., the stamps indicating the payment of a tax. 
Of course the tax is really only $45 and not $50, and the,Government 
has got out of him more than it is entitled to receive. 

That question has gone to the Supreme Court of the United States, 
and the Supreme Court of the United States, not once, but twice (the 
Attorney-General thinking of a further point and therefore carrying it 
up the second time), has decided that the Government owes this money 
to these people. Now, that is settled, and the fact which makes my 
honorable friend from Iowa, who would do an injustice to no man 
knowingly, prepared to say he is ready to pay it, exists. 

How does it happen that, if these people have a debt against the 
Government, it requires a statute to pay it, is the next question, 
When the cases went up they made their claim that they had been over- 
taxed, and that the Government had taken out of them $500 when it 
should have taken only $450 plus 99 per cent. of the remaining $50; 
that is, it paid back to them in stamps worth so much less, Thereupon 
the Secre of the Interior agreed with them ‘“if instead of bringing 
five hun suits you will only bring two to test the question, I will 
pay you the money according to the decision of the Supreme Court,”? 

Mr. ALLISON. Will the Senator allow me to interrupt him? 
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Mr. HOAR. Let me finish my statement. If that be true, is it 
per that we should keep the faith of the Government so pledged 
sgt Secretary of the Treasury? Is not that a reasonable and a 
roper arrangement to make? It saves the Government costs by the 
Peal and thousands of dollars. It saves this enormous apparent 
litigation on the statute. 

Mr. Folger says he made that bargain with these men, and just as 
soon as he found the case was decided he wanted to pay them, but in 
looking into hisauthority he found he had not authority under the ap- 
propriations to make the payment from the Treasury withoutan act of 
Congress. He thereupon wrote a letter to Congress, drew a bill in the 
Treasury Department, and asked for authority to keep his bargain. 
Then when Mr. Folger died, the act not having been passed at that 
time, Mr. Fairchild sent in another letter to us and said, ‘* I have looked 
into this matter. My predecessor made this arrangement, and I can 
not pay the money for two reasons. In the first place, I have not an 
appropriation, and if I had I could not go back and pay something which 
my predecessor said he could not pay without an act of Congress. Now 
I ask you for an act of Congress.” Mr. Fairchild’s language is: 

Accepting these decisions, I concur in the expression of the Commissioner of 
Internal Reyenue— 

Who also mentions the same thing— 

that I see no objection to the passage of the bill. 


Mr. ALLISON. If the Senator will allow me one moment, this 
matter comes to my mind gradually, because I had occasion to exam- 
ine it some years ago, The large manufacturers of cosmetics and pro- 
prietary articles under the law were authorized to pay money in ad- 
vance and receive stam It was their custom for many years to 
transmit to the Commissioner of Internal Revenue a thousand dollars, 
for instance, and he would transmit to them a thousand dollars in 
stamps, covering not only the commission of 10 per cent. in stamps, 
but covering the whole amount. That process went on, the accounts 
were settled and adjusted from time to time, and afterwards the prac- 
tice of giving bond was also used in the office of the Commissioner of 
Internal Revenue. 

Mr. HOAR. The Senator has taken more than a minute. I thought 
he rose for a question. 

Mr. ALLISON. Very well; I will wait until the Senator gets through. 

Mr. HOAR. Go on. 

Mr. ALLISON. No; I do not wish to interrupt the Senator. 

Mr. HOAR. I took the Senator off from his argument; but I thought 
he rose for a question. 

Mr. ALLISON. Very well. 

Mr. HOAR. What I have to say is this: I do not understand that 
the question whether I keep my promise depends on the character or 
merit of the man to whom it is made. 

Mr. ALLISON. Just read the promise. 

Mr. HOAR. I understand that it depends on my character solely 
whether I shall keep the promise or not; and I do not understand that 
the question whether the Government shall keep its promise, or its 
officers who are charged with the transaction of its business shall be 
sustained in reasonable cases in keeping theirs, has anything to do with 
it. These men were overtaxed, whether they were manufacturers or 
whether they were wealthy men or poor men: and the Supreme Court 
of the United States said so. Here is the finding in the report sub- 
mitted by theSenator from Wisconsin [Mr. SPOONER]: 

The reason why the claimants have not all sued the United States in the Court 
of Claims is, that under the arrangement between the claimants and the Com- 
missioner of Internal Revenue then in office, the case of the Swift and Court- 
ney and Beecher Company was made a test case, and the others were to abide 
the result. But thatcase was pending six years, and when it was finally decided 
the new Commissioner declined to carry out the arrangements of his prede- 
—_ : fji and the statute of limitations then barred these cases in the Court of 

aim 

Mr. ALLISON. Where do you read from? > 

Mr. HOAR. I read from the last page of the report. Of course 
the new Commissioner could not carry it out for the reason which was 
stated previously in the report. 

‘That is the whole situation, and I can not conceive a case which could 
present itself to a man of honor, if he were dealing with the case ot 
his own agents, if he were a business man, which could possibly be 
more plain and cogent and stringent in its obligations in every sense, 
a just claim, a claim of overtaxation decided by our supreme tribunal 
on hearing and rehearing, consideration and reconsideration, to be the 
due of these men. Whether they are great manufacturers or little, 
whether that was a reasonable law or not, the United States owes that 
money to those men just as much as it owes any dollar bill or any Gov- 
ernment bond. 

That is the first proposition; and the second proposition is that the 
reason why they did not sue in the Court of Claims is because the rep- 
resentatives of the United States desired them not to do sô, and agreed 
that if they would not sue these cases should be the test cases. That 
has been done, and that is proved by the authority of two successive 
Secretaries of the Treasury, one who framed the bill and the other of 
whom sends in a recommendation to pass it. 

Mr. HAMPTON. Is it a House bill? 

Mr. HOAR. No; it isa Senate bill. There was a similar bill re- 


ported in the House unanimously from the House Committee on Claims, 
and the pending bill was reported unanimously by the Committee on 
Claims of the Senate. 

Mr. ALLISON. I only express my own view as respects these 
claims, Ifthis paymentis to be put upon the ground that these claim- 
ants were misled by the proposition of the Secretary of the Treas- 

ry— 

E HOAR. Ifthe Senator will pardon me, it is not that they were 
misled. 

. Mr. ALLISON. Very well. One part of the Senator’s argument is 
that we are bound in honor to pay these claims, because their owners 
had an understanding with the Secretary of the Treasury that there 
shonld be one test case. z 

Mr. HOAR. There were two test cases. fi 

Mr. ALLISON. Well, two test cases, and if those cases went against 
the Government, then the Secretary of the Treasury would pay all these 
claims. Whatever obligation there is on our part because of that 
promise, I am willing to fulfill; but if such promise was made it does 
not appear from any letter or statement of a Secretary of the Treasury. 
I venture to say that a full examination of the facts will disclose that 
the payment of this immense amoynt of $50,000,000 had gone on for 
fifteen years or twenty years, before any claimant ever suspected that 
he had a claim for 1 per cent. < 

Mr. HOAR. Where does that appear? 

Mr. ALLISON. That does not appear anywhere in the report, but 
it appears in the situation. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Read the letter of Secretary Fairchild. 
see it there. 

Mr. ALLISON. It appears in the situation, which is that here was 
a statute passed in 1863 and it was’ not until 1832 that this question 
was raised—twenty years afterward. 

Mr. HOAR. Twenty years after the passage of the statute, not 
twenty years after the claim had arisen. 

Mr. ALLISON. This bill proposes to go back twenty years and re- 
state an account that must have been stated in the office of the Com- 
missioner of Internal Revenue and assented to by these people. That 
is the point I make. 

Now, I say that there can be no equitable obligation upon the Gov- 
ernment of the United States to open cases twenty years after the dis- 
covery of an erroneous statement of accounts had been made. Those 
men accepted the settlements and statements as made, and they ought 
to be bound by them; and especially ought they to be bound by them 
when they have no equitable claim upon the Government. They do 
not stand here in the position of having equity. They stand here in 
the position of men who took advantage of a statute greatly in their 
favor. 

Here was a die costing $2, or $5, or $50, if you please, upon which 
the stamps were printed, and because they owned that die and paid 
their money in advance they were able tosecure 10 per cent. discount, 
I say that in my belief and judgment they have no equity. If I can 
be shown a statement whereby the Secretary of the Treasury promised 
that if the Supreme Court decided the question against the Government 
he would open these cases from the beginning and restate every account, 
then I shall feel bound, with the Senator from Massachusetts, in honor 
to pay this money. But I do not think any such record can be shown. 

Mr. HOAR. I have great respect for the opinion of the Senator from 
Iowa, and if his opposition to the bill now remains resting solely upon 
the point that the statement in regard to this agreement with the Gov- 
ernment made in the report is not verified by any documentary matter, 
I am willing to let the bill go over until that is verified, because it can 
be verified. 

Mr. ALLISON. My point is that if the Secretary of the Treasury 
made this agreement, and it shall be shown that my construction of 
the statute is not a correct one, all those who buy stamps hereafter will 
be entitled to the new construction; but surely no Secretary of the 
Treasury would be willing to go back and readjust an account involv- 
ing $50,000,000 without a most careful examination. 

Mr. HOAR. Let me call my friend’s attention to another point. 
He speaks as if these were twenty-year old matters. The bill only 
authorizes payment to those who bought stamps under acertain section 
of the l’evised Statutes which was passed in 1874, so that it can not go 
back of that. 

Mr. COCKRELL. That was only a continuation of the old law. 

Mr. HOAR. But whether it was or not, the bill limits the payment 
to that period of time, and this comes up to May, 1882. If the objec- 
tion from the Senator from Iowa would be removed by an amendment 
providing that no claims of this kind which were not presented to the 
Treasury Department within a certain time, six years from May, 1882, 
when the case was carried up, I have no objection to that; or if the 
Senator’s point is, as 1 understood him first to make the point, that he 
doubted whether there was any documentary evidence ofthis agreement, 
that can be produced. He now says he is satisfied the agreement took 

lace. 

z Mr. ALLISON. No, Iamnotsatisfied. I said if the agreement took 
place I knew nothing about it. I presume there may have been an 
agreement about a test case—a Secretary of the Treasury might make 
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such an agreement; but as to the other point, would a Secretary of the 
‘Treasury make an agreement that would authorize anybody to readjust 
accounts of twenty years’ standing? 

Mr. HOAR. If the question is one of doubt in the Senator’s mind 
as to the agreement of the Treasury Department, and whether it ex- 
isted, let the bill go over until the documentary evidence can be pro- 
duced. To that I have no objection. 

Mr. ALLISON. I hope the Senator will allow the bill to go over, 
and I shall look into it further. It may be that I am mistaken about 
the question of an agreement. 

Mr. HOAR. I wish to say that I have no personal knowledge of this 
matter. I received a letter from gentlemen in Boston (I do not know 
what their occupation is), asking me to speak to the Senator from Wis- 
consin who made the report and call the bill up. ‘The gentlemen are 
strangers tome. On looking at the report it seemed to me so abso- 
lutely plain a case, and knowing that the Senator from Wisconsin is 
out of town, I called it up in his absence. 

Mr. ALLISON. I will say to the Senator, if he will allow me, that 
my attention was called to this case by one of these claimants some 
three or four years ago. He broughthis case before me and I examined 
all his papers. He wanted the amount inserted in one of the appro- 
priation bills. 

Mr. HOAR. That is what the ent recommended. 

Mr. ALLISON. It is probable that the Treasury Department rec- 
ommended that course. The person to whom I refer had a claim under 
the statute of, I think, $60,000, it may have been twice that amount; 
it was a large sum of money. It required, as it seemed to me upon 
that examination, legislation to enable him to secure the money, and I 
did not believe that the Government of the United States was under 
any legal or equitable obligations to provide that legislation. 

Mr. BERRY. I move that the Senate adjourn. 

Mr. HOAR. Let the bill go over. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill will resumeits place on the 
Calendar. The Senator from Arkansas moves that the Senate adjourn. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I hope the Senator from Arkansas will permit an 
executive session. I believe there are some nominations, Are there 
not? 

Mr. BERRY. No, I do not think there are. 

Mr. COCKRELL. All right. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on agreeing to the 
motion of the Senator from Arkansas that the Senate adjourn. 

The motion was a to; and (at 5 o’clock and 6 minutes p. m.) 
the artes adjourned until Monday, September 3, 1888, at 12 o’clock 
meridian. - 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
FRIDAY, August 31, 1888. 
oe House met at 12 o’clock m. Prayer by Rev. J. H. CUTHBERT, 


. D. 
The Journal of yesterday’s proceedings was read and approved. 
AMERICAN REGISTER FOR STEAMER SAGINAW. 

The SPEAKER laid before the House the bill (S. 3364) to provide 
for an American register for the steamer Saginaw of New York. 

Mr. DUNN. Mr. Speaker, the Committee on the Merchant Marine 
and Fisheries have unanimously reported a bill which is an exact copy 
of the Senate bill. I have carefully examined them; and I ask unani- 
mous consent now to place the Senate bill upon its passage. 

The SPEAKER. The bill will he read now, subject to the right of 
objection. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be il enacted, ete., That the Commissioner of Navigation is hereby authorized 
and directed to cause the foreign-built steamer Benison,owned at the port of 
New York, State of New York, by W. P. Clyde,an American citizen, and rebuilt 
by him in the United States, to be registered as a vessel of the United States un- 
der the name of the Saginaw. 

Sec. 2. That the Secre! of the Treasury be,and hereby is, authorized and 
directed to authorize and the tion of said steam-vessel, steam-boiler, 
steam-pipes, and the appurtenances of said boiler, and cause to be granted the 
proper and usual certificate issued to steam-vessels of the merchant marine, 
without reference to the fact that said steam-boiler, ape ed | and appur- 
tenances were not constructed pursuant to the laws of the ted States, and 
were not constructed of iron stamped pursuant to said laws; and the teststo be 
applied on the inspection of said boiler, steam-pipes, and appurtenances will be 
the same in all respects as to — and safety as are required in the inspec- 
tion of boilers constructed in the United States for marine save that 
the fact that said boiler, steam-pipes, and appurtenances not constructed 
pursuant to the requirements of the laws of the United States, and are of un- 
stamped iron, shall not be an obstacle to the granting of the usual certificate if 
mua a ni steam-pipes, and appurtenances are found to be ofsufficient strength 
and safety. . 


There being no objection, the bill was considered, ordered to a third 
reading, and being read the third time was passed. 

Mr. DUNN moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill was passed; 
and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

The SPEAKER. If there be no objection the bill (H. R. 10904) 
on the same subject will be laid on the table. 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 


SENATE BILIS REFERRED. 


The SPEAKER also laid before the House Senate bills of the follow- 
ing titles; which were read twice and referred as follows, namely: 

The bill (S. 3475) granting the use of certain lands in Pierce County, 
Washington Territory, to the city of Tacoma for the purposes of a pub- 
lic park—to the Committee on the Public Lands; and 

The bill (S. 3482) to authorize the construction and operation of a 
wagon road across the Pike’s Peak reservation in the State of Colorado— 
to the Committee on Military affairs. 

LEAVE OF ABSENCE. 


By unanimous consent, leave of absence was granted as follows: 

To Mr. GROUT, indefinitely, on account of important business. 

To Mr. Dayrpson, of Florida, for fifteen days after to-day, on ac- 
count of important business, ? 

To Mr. JOHNSTON, of North Carolina, indefinitely, on account of se- 
rious illness. . 

To Mr. ERMENTROUT, for two weeks, on account of important busi- 
ness. 

WITHDRAWAL OF PAPERS. 


By unanimous consent, leave was granted to Mr. WHITE, of Indiana, 
to withdraw from the files of the House papers in the case of W. W. 
Wilkinson, on House bill No. 8224; which was referred to the Commit- 
tee on Claims. : 

ENROLLED BILL. 


. Mr. KILGORE, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, reported that 
the committee had examined and found duly enrolled a joint resolu- 
tion of the following title; when the Speaker signed the same: 

Joint resolution (H. Res. 219) to continue the provisions of a joint 
resolution entitled a ‘‘ Joint resolution to provide temporarily for the 
expenditures of the Government,” 

ORDER OF BUSINESS. ~ 

Mr. FORNEY. I now call up the conference report on the sundry 
civil appropriation bill. This matter was presented to the House sev- 
eral days ago, and the report was printed by order of the House. 

Mr. CANNON. Iask the gentleman from Alabama to yield to me 
for a moment to allow me to offer a resolution of inquiry touching the 
printing of a certain public document. 

Mr. FORNEY. Will it require any considerable time? 

Mr. CANNON. Oh, no; it will take but a few moments. 

Mr. FORNEY. Very well. I yield to the gentleman. 


STATISTICAL REPORT ON WOOL AND WOOLEN MANUFACTURES. 


Mr. CANNON. Mr. Speaker, I desire to submit at this time the reso- 
lution I hold in my hand, and which I will read: 

Whereas the following concurrent resolution was delivered to the Public Printer 
on the 30th day of July, 1888: 

“That there be printed 17,000 copies of the recént special report of the Chief of 
the Bureau of Statistics of the ‘Treasury Department upon woo! and the manu- 
factures of wool, as follows: 10,000 copies for the use of the members of the House 
of Representatives; 5,000 for the use of the members of the Senate; and 2,000 for 
the use of the Bureau of Statistics, Treasury Department :”’ 

Resolved, That the Committee on Printing be instructed to make inquiry and 
inform the House when the documents ordered to be printed by said resolution 
will be delivered at the folding-room, and the cause of the delay on the part of 
the Public Printer in printing the same, 

I want to state in this connection that this was delivered to the Pub- 
lic Printer on the 30th day of July, and the report in question was cor- 
rected on the ist of August. It is a document for which we have all 
of us many inquiries, as it is a matter of much interest to a great many 
persons. It was printed and the pages stereotyped months ago; and, 
as I have said, the corrections have been made in the plates, and there 
is no reason, as I am informed, why it should not have come back to 
the House within two days after the adoption of that resolution. 

I do not offer this resolution, Mr. Speaker, for the purpose of finding 
fault with the Public Printer, except merely to get the document in 
question. 

Mr. WEAVER. What is the document? 

Mr. CANNON. It is the statistical report relating to wool and the 
manufactures of wool. 

TheSPEAKER. TheChair will state that the chairman of the Com- 
mittee on Printing does not seem to be present. This appears to be a 
resolution directing that committee to make the inquiry. 

Mr. CANNON. Yes, sir. 

The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman desire to offer the resolution 
for present consideration? 

Mr. GANNON. Yes, I shall be glad to have the resolution passed. 

TheSPEAKER. The question is on agreeing to the resolution. 

Mr. TAULBEE. Let it be reported. 

The SPEAKER. The resolution has been read by the gentleman 
from Illinois himself, but the Clerk will again report the resolution. 

The resolution was again read. : 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection? 

Mr. CLEMENTS. I think this had better go to the Committee on 
Printing. Therefore I object to its present consideration. 

Mr. CANNON. I hope the gentleman will not interpose an objec- 
tion. This is simply to secure the document without delay. 

Mr. CLEMENTS. The resolution recites certain facts of which the 
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House is not fully informed. It is a matter which should be investi- 
` gated by the committee, and I think it proper that they should act 
upon it first. } 

Mtr, CANNON. It is a matter that I have myself investigated. It 
passed on the 30th of July, and the corrections were made at the Treas- 
ury Department on the Ist of August. The plates were stereotyped 
before the resolution passed and but few corrections made, and I am in- 
formed there is no good reason why we should not have had it within 
a day or two after the resolution was passed. I had an inquiry made 
this morning and could get no information at the Bureau of Statistics 
when it would be delivered. It is a very important document, and we 
are all having inquiries for it constantly. My only object, I repeat, is 
to get the document. 

Mr. CLEMENTS. Iam not prepared to controvert the statement of 
the gentleman from Illinois, but it is a matter thatshould be inquired 
into. 

The SPEAKER. Objection being made, the resolution will be re- 
ferred to the Committee on Printing. 


MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 


A message from the Senate, by Mr. McCook, its Secretary, announced 
that the Senate had passed the joint resolution H. Res. 219, being a 
joint resolution to continue the provisions of a joint resolution entitled 
a “‘Joint resolution to provide temporarily for the expenditures of the 
Government,” 

SUNDRY CIVIL APPROPRIATION BILL. 


Mr. FORNEY. I call up the conference report on the sundry civil 
appropriation bill. I ask unanimous consent to dispense with the read- 
ing ot the report. It hasbeen printed for three or four days, and I sup- 
pose all members who desired to do so have obtained a copy of it. 

Mr. COBB. I object. 

The Clerk proceeded to read the report. 

During the reading, 

Mr. COBB said: 1 desire to withdraw my objection. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Let it be with the understanding that the state- 
ment will be read. 

The statement, which has already been printed in the RECORD, was 
again read. 

Mr. FORNEY. I move the adoption of the report as to the amend- 
ments which have been agreed to in conference, and then we will in- 
sist upon a disagreement to the other amendments; and any gentleman 
who desires to speak on all matters to which we have disagreed will 
bave ample time to do so. 

Mr. COBB. I desire to attack a part of the report to which the con- 
ference committee have agreed. 

Mr, NELSON. I desire to ask what is the motion? ` 

The SPEAKER. The question is upon the motion to agree to the 
report. The Chair will state the situation. In this report the con- 
ferees on the part of the House and the conferees on the part of the Sen- 
ate have agreed to certain matters, whileas to other matters they have 
disagreed. If the report is adopted the result will be that all those 
matters as to which the conferees have reached an agreement will 
be settled and no longer open for further consideration, while those 
mutters as to which the conferees have disagreed will be open for fur- 
ther conference and such further action as the Senate and House may 
take. Therefore any gentleman who desires to oppose any part of this 
report in which there has been agreement must oppose the adoption of 
the report, because it is one entire proposition. 

Mr. NELSON. I want to continue my question a little further. Is 
not this motion to adopt the report amendable? 

The SPEAKER. Itis not. After the report has been agreed to or 
disagreed to further proceedings may be had, as the Chair has juststated. 
The report can not be amended. 

Mr. COBB. Mr. Speaker, the part of the report to which I object 
is that action as to the amendmentof the Senate numbered 134. Isend 
to the Clerk’s desk certain papers to be read, after which I will state 
the ground of my objection to the report as it stands. 

‘The Clerk read as follows: 

DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR, Washington, August 28, 1888, 

Srr: I have the honor to acknowledge the receipt of your communication of 
27th instant, referring letter of Messrs, Lamar and Zachry, in opposition to an 
item in the sundry civil appropriation bill appropriating $40, the Wea, 
Peoria, etc., Indians, forthe reason that there would not then be left sufficient 
fands of said tribes to satisfy Sny eregrerens on certain claims pending against 
them, and asking to be advised if the statements made in said communication 
BEKON ane what, if any, necessity exists for said appropriation at this ses- 


In response thereto I transmit copy of a communication of 28th instant from 
the Commissioner of Indian Affairs, to whom the matter was referred. 


Very respectfully, 
H. L. MULDROW, 
s. Acting Secretary. 
Hon. JL E. Cons, 
House of Representatives, 
DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR, OFFICE OF INDIAN AFFAIRS, 
Washington, D. C., August 28, 1888. 
Sr: I am in receipt ey your reference, for report, on the 27th instant, of acom- 
munication from Hon. J. E. Cons, inclosing a letter from Messrs. Lamar and 
enl fy opposition to an item in the su: civil appropriation bill Boe 484 
ating $40.00€ for payment to the Wea, Peoria, Kaskaskia, and Piank w In- 


dians,and assigning as reasons therefor that H.R. 8074,which passed both Houses 
of Congress at the prees session, and which is now in conference, authorizes 
those Indians of said tribes, who became citizens under the treaty of 1867, to 
bring suit in the Court of Claims for an amount claimed to be due them, esti- 
mated at about $73,000, on account of a fraudulent or erroneous distribution 
heretofore made; and that there will not be leftin the hands of the Govern- 
ene eneg funds of said tribes to satisfy a judgment for the full amount 
claim: 

Mr, Cose asks to be advised if the statements made in said communication 
are correct, and what, if any, necessity exists for said appropriation at this ses- 
sion of Congress, 

In reply I have to report that the statements made by the attorneys are in the 
main correct, but that this office did not originate the amendment to the sun- 
a7 civil bill for the relief of said Indians, 

tis known to this office that the delegates representing the bands named 
based their petition for the 
they were greatly impove 
ete,, by ASE, 
The tribes named have a general fund ripen, he $77,300, and aschool fund 
amounting to $20,700, aggregating $98,000, being investments in non-paying 
State stocks, namely: Florida, Louisiana, North Carolina, and South Caroline 

The letter of Mr. Conn, with inclosure, is herewith returned. 


Yi 
pian apache A. B. UPSHAW, Acting Commissioner. 

Hon. SECRETARY OF THE INTERIOR. 

Mr. COBB. It appears from that communication that this amend- 
ment added by the Senate did not originate with the Indian Office, and 
it does not receive the assent of that office. ‘The circumstances of this 
matter are simply these: In 1867 there was a treaty between these In- 
dians and the Government of the United States. By the provisions of 
that treaty those of the Indians who desired to do so were permitted 
to become citizens of the United States and to sever their tribal rela- 
tions. It was also provided that all those who became citizens should 
receive their pro rata share of certain funds which belonged to the tribe 
asatribe. It was further provided that there should be taken a list 
of the Indians who became citizens and a list of those who were to be 
removed under the treaty to the Indian Territory, These lists were 
taken, and those who became citizens under the provisions of the 
treaty, about fifty-five in number, now complain that there was fraud 
practiced in taking these lists. 

They say, and they are prepared, as they allege, to prove it, that 
there were only about fifty-seven of the Indians who removed to the 
Territory, whereas the list taken showed one hundred and sixty-four. 
Now they say that this was a fraud, and that as soon as they discovered 
it, which was some years after the transaction, they first applied to the 
Indian Department and were told that no relief could be given them 
there. Then they came to Congress and applied for relief; and at this 
very session a bill has passed the House and is now in conference pro- 
viding that these Indians may go before the Court of Claims and make 
pood, if they can, the assertion that they make of fraud in taking the 

ists, 

If they succeed in establishing their claim in full, they will be en- 
titled out of the fand now in the Treasury to some $73,000 in addition 
to the amount they have already received. The Senate amendment 
provides that $40,000 of the money now standing to the credit of these 
Indians be immediately paid to those who have removed, under the 
treaty of 1867, to the Territory; and such payment would leave but a 
small amount of money out of which the citizen Indians can be paid if 
their claim is just. 

They say that they are entitled to $73,000. If this sum of $40,000 
should be taken from the fund, it will leave nothing comparatively to 
pay the amount which they claim to be due. 

Mr. Speaker, there is no necessity, as it seems to me, for adopting 
this amendment. The Indian Department appears to think there is 
no necessity forit. That department has not recommended this pay- 
ment. The agent of these removed Indians went before the Senate 
and in some way got this amendment put on the House bill, and the 
conferees have agreed to it; but it puts the citizen Indians in the atti- 
tude of prosecuting a claim without the prospect of realizing anything 
if they are successful in obtaining judgment. 

The whole matter resolves itself into this question: Whether this 
Congress will allow these citizen Indians to prosecute a suit to estab- 
lish a fraud and at the same time by adopting this report deprive them 
of any result to be attained by the suit? If these men are right there 
has been a fraud committed, a palpable fraud, which ought to be rebuked 
by this Congress. If they are not right, the Indians who are now aske 
ing the payment of $40,000 will only be delayed a little while in get- 
ting their money. So that, looking over this whole matter, it does 
seem to me we ought to pause here and not pay this money to these 
Indians until this contention is settled in the courts. We have sent 
the citizen Indians there, but we send them there in vain if this con- 
ference report is to be adopted, because, although they may establish 
their claim, there will be no money left out of which it can be satisfied. 
For these reasons, Mr. Speaker, I hope the House will refuse to adopt 
this conference report. 

Mr. RYAN. Mr. Speaker, I do not think the attorneys them- 
selves who represent these citizen Indians could have presented a 
stronger case than the gentleman from Alabama [Mr. Cons] has pre- 
sented for them. My information as to the origin of this claim agrees 
precisely with the statement of the gentleman from Alabama; that is 
to say, that under the treaty of 1867—I think that is the date of the 
treaty—the Peoria Indians were permitted, as many of them as chose, 


yment of their invested funds on the ground thet 
ed by reason of failure of crops and loss of cattle, 
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to become citizens, and the others to retain their tribal relations and 
be removed into the Indian Territory. A list or census of these citi- 
zen and tribal Indians respectively was taken. It is now claimed 
that the census of the tribal Indians was fraudulent; that it contained 
more names than there were actual members of the tribe. 

This, Mr. Speaker, is something that happened a quarter of a cen- 
tury ago. A claim of this kind was preferred by the citizen Indians, 
if E am correctly informed, about three years after the treaty was 
made—— 

r Mr COBB. And, as they allege, as soon as they discovered the 
aud. 

Mr. RYAN. Iam not complaining that there has been any derelic- 
tion on their part. They preferred a claim; Iam unable to say whether 
it was in the same amount as now presented or not; but my informa- 
tion is that it was far less. According to my information that claim, 
when the evidence was all fresh before the Department, was examined 
thoroughly, and rejected by the Indian Office. 

Mr. COBB. For the reason that the Indian Office said they had not 
authority to rectify the mistake or correct the fraud. 

Mr. RYAN. Even though the Indian Office found there was fraud, 
and I am not advised it did find anything of the kind, but, on the con- 
trary, rejected the claim upon its merits. 

Again fifteen years ago these citizen Indians preferred the same claim 
to another administration. The claim was again carefully examined 
in the Indian Office and again rejected. So it stood until the present 
time, when the employment of these attorneys seemed to make this a 
propitious occasion to renew this old claim. They came here to Con- 
gress. Congresssent them to the Court of Claims. Now itis protested 
here by these attorneys that though these tribal Indians have nearly 
$100,000 to their credit in the Treasury —— 

Mr. COBB. They have not so much. 

Mr. RYAN. They have $98,000. ’ 5 

Mr. COBB. No, sir. Twenty thousand dollars of the fund in the 
Treasury can not be touched; it is an educational fund. 

Mr. RYAN, It is an educational fund; but it is the fund of those 
Indians resulting from that treaty and is responsive for any fraud 
guea may have been perpetrated, if it was perpetrated by these In- 

ians. : 

Mr. HERBERT. What did the Court of Claims do on this question? 

Mr. RYAN. The Court of Claims, as I understand, has not yet in- 
vestigated the case at all. 

Mr. COBB. But I call the gentleman’s attention to the fact that 
the twenty thousand dollar fund is not liable for the payment of this 
claim. 

Mr. RYAN. Why not? 

Mr. COBB. Because it has been set aside by the act of Congress it- 
evo for educational purposes alone; it is a trust fund for that special 
object. 

Mr. RYAN. But does it not grow out of the same treaty fund? 

Mr. COBB. It grows out of the same treaty; but in paying this 
$40,000 you do not propose to use any part of that $20,000? 

Mr. RYAN. That is true as to this appropriation. If my informa- 
tion is correct, this claim is baseless. It is a claim that has never re- 
ceived favorable consideration by any of the authorities that have ex- 
amined it, and yet it is maintained here that these Indians shall not 
now have even $40,000 of their own funds to keep them from starving, 
to rebuild their houses and their barns that have been swept away by 
cyclones, to enable them to purchase cattle to replace those which 
have died from Texas fever, and to enable them to purchase food, as 
they are compelled to do, owing to the failure of the crops for the last 
three years. I am informed also by an eminent Senator, who has given 
this subject careful consideration, that there could not possibly be, 
giving the benefit of every possible doubt to these citizen Indians, an 
amount over $12,000. In addition to that I am informed that these 
tribal Indians in the Indian Territory who are provided for here have 
an excess of about 10,000 acres of land over and above their allotments, 
which is to be sold, and the proceeds of which would be responsive to 
any judgment that might be obtained in the Court of Claims in this 
matter. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, I have stated all the information I have upon 
this subject. I do not believe there can be any possible prejudice to 
these citizen Indians by making this provision for these tribal Indians 
who arein the condition I have described. I understand, also, that this 
matter was examined in the Indian Office and this appropriation ap- 
proved. I understand further that it was examined by the Indian Com- 
mittee of the Senate and approved, and also that it wasexamined in anin- 
formal way by the Indian Committee of the Houseand approved. This 
letter of the Department which has been introduced by the gentleman 
from Alabama (ar. Coss] indicates fromits date some degree of energy 
on the part of these attorneys in securing it, but in that letter there is 
no disapproval of this appropriation. I know nothing more about the 
matter than what I have stated. I believe the statement I have made 
to be correct. Ihave no more feeling about it than I have about any 
other amendment in the bill. We agreed to it because we understood 
the facts to be as I have stated. The delegates here representing theSe 
Miami and Peoria Indians handed me, before we went into conference, a 
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tttem ent and asked me to submit it to the conference committee for 
their information. I did not have occasion to do that, in fact I do not 
know that I thought of it at the time; but if it was a proper matter to 
be brought to the attention of the conference committee it is proper 
now to bring it to the attention of the House, and I will therefore ask 
to have it read from the Clerk’s desk as presenting the views of the 
tribal Indians through their delegates, whose names are appended to the 


paper. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

WasuinGton, D. C., August 17, 1888. 

Sm: You will please pardon us for intruding upon your time, but in view of 
the fact that the interests of the people we represent are at stake we are com- 
pelled to make a statement to you, and through you to reach, if ible, the 
conference committee on the sundry civil bill. We understand through Mr. 
PEEL, of Arkansas, that representations have been made by an attorney here 
that the Peorias are largely indebted to the citizen band of that tribe, and that 
the Peorias should have none of their money paid out to them until the matter 


is settled by the Court of Claims. The separation between the two bands of 
Peorias took place twenty-five years ago, and the claim now made or revived 
was started about three years r the 


ivision took place, It was pp sing 
and found groundless by the Indian Office, Another aay oe took it up, 

and about fifteen years ago it was again investigated by the Indian Office, and 
again was it decided absurd and having no foundation, eare now confronted 
with this baseless claim again, and money that is ours alone, and which we 
need to assist us at a critical time, may be Pome withheld from us simply at 
the request of an attorney who has no other warrant for making it than the 
statements of former persons who had this absurd claim in charge and which 
was disposed of as stated. But to gointo the merits of this matter would make 
this letter too long and tedious. We wish simply to say that the bill for tho al- 
lotment of our land now before the Senate (House bill) provides for the adjudi- 
cation of this claim, We have had, however, propositions from these said citi- 
zens to compromise. We have refused, being determined that this matter shall 
be finally settled by the courts for all time to come. 


We have in the hands of the Government, in all .........+. . $97,000 
We ask under present amendments to sundry civil bill . 


BalaNos ON KANA sics. ar pppd sconeoses sossevseisys sdvbascsveagvese . 
Under our allotment bill we leave 10,000 acres, worth ......sesssissssssssssresss a 


Assets remaining to tribe ....se.ssssssissssossssesososoossecsssssòsseessocsssesesssssesso 106, 000 


You understand no claim is made as against our land. The claim is that 
fraudulent names were used to increase the Indian list at the time of separa- 
tion, thus reducing the shares of the citizen Indians, We therefore think you 
will see we have ample means to meet any allowance that may be made for 
citizens (if any) after paying out the $41,000, for you can see that if any fraud 
was perpetrated by the addition of names to Indian list, that the sum covered 
by such additional names would inure not only to the citizen Indians but tothe 
Indian band as well, in proportion to the numbers of each, and that on the 
basis of the tribal property at the date of separation twenty-five years ago, sub- 
sequent payment to Indians would have nothing to do with it. But we know 
there is no fomndation in truth or justice tothe claim made, Were it not forthe 
fact that for the last three gons our crops have been destroyed, our cattle 
killed off by Texas fever, and our losses this year by cyclone of houses, barns, 
and fences, and the probable failure of bedi oe again this season we would not 
ask this money. But we need it to pay debts, to live on, and to rebuild and re- 
pair with. To withhold this money on the claim made, when we have the an- 
ple means still in hand, is to cause us useless nee 2 and gerne We are 
sure no member of either the fa jefeatearerry or conference committees wish 
to do this or to be unfair to us. e respectfully ask that you submit this to the 
committee, One other thing we wish to say, that in all money matters the Mi- 
ami and Peoria Indians are separate and distinct. Their land is in common 
but not their money. 

Very respectfully, 


JOHN WADSWORTH, 
Delegate Peorias. 


THOMAS F. RICHARDVILLE, 
Delegate Miami Indians, 
Hon, Tomas RYAN, 
House of Representatives, 

Mr. COBB. Mr. Speaker, after hearing that communication read, 
it is very easy to conjecture from what source my friend from Kansas 
[Mr. Ryan] obtained his facts. He alleged that this matter had 
been examined carefully by the Indian Department and rejected upon 
its merits, and there in that communication is his proof. 

Mr. RYAN. I did not state that as a positive fact. Istated that 
such was my information. 

Mr. COBB. Information derived from this communication from 
these Indians who are interested. 

Mr, RYAN. I got the information from that and from other sources 
also, I did not, however, go to the Indian Office to make inquiry 
about it. 

Mr. COBB. I waut to say before I go any further that members of 
this House ought not to be prejudiced in this mattor because there are 
attorneys representing these claimants. Iam not the representative 
of any attorney, nor am I the representative of the citizen Indians. I 
have no more feeling and no more interest in this matter than the gen- 
tleman from Kansas, or any other member of the House. 

Mr. RYAN. I trust the gentleman did not understand me as inti- 
mating that he had. 

Mr. COBB. No, you did not do that; but you rather emphasized 
the fact that the citizen Indians had employed attorneys. 

Mr. RYAN. Yes; but I do not want my friend to infer from any 
remark of mine that I intended to state or intimate that he was repre- 
senting attorneys here. On the contrary, I know the gentleman to be 
far above that. i 

Mr. COBB. Idid not understand the gentleman as intimating that 
I had any special interest or anything of that kind; but the mere fact 
that there are attorneys employed in this matter ought not, I say, to 
prejudice the case in the least in the minds of the members of this 
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House, because it was entirely proper that it should be brought to the 
attention of the committees of this House or to the House itself by men 
capable of presenting it properly. Now, I look alone to the case as 
presented; but I am not willing to take facts from these interested par- 
ties. I go to the Indian Office direct, and before I was willing to act 
at all in bringing the matter before the House, I sought certain infor- 
mation from the Indian Office, which Ihave here. The answer of that 
office clearly discloses the fact that the only fund oat of which the 
money claimed to be justly due by these citizen Indians can be recov- 
ered is about $77,000. The $20,000 can not be reached. The $20,000 
is a sacred trust-fund set apart by Congress for educational purposes, 
and is not to be reached by the claims of these citizen Indians, or by 
any other claims. There is no doubt about that. 

So far as the land matter is concerned I have no information on it, 
and the Indian Department tells us nothingaboutit. The Indian De- 
partment tells us $77,000 only are liable to be appropriated for the satis- 
faction of the claims of these citizen Indians. The claims amount to 
$73,000. So that if this $40,000 is appropriated you only have $4,000 
out of which to pay a judgment of $73,000. This is the condition of 
the matter; this is the money side of the case. 

Let us see for a moment whether it is just and right we should listen 
to the claim of these citizen Indians or not. The policy of the Govern- 
ment, Mr. Speaker, is and has been to encourage these Indians to sever 
their tribal relations and to become citizens of the United States. It 
was in pursuance of this policy that this treaty of 1867 was entered into 
with them. Every inducement was held out to them to break their 
tribal relations, and to enable them to obtain citizenship. Ought the 
Government of the United States to practice a fraud orsanction a fraud 
against the men who have adopted the very policy which it has urged 
upon them? And that is the question here. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, it will not do to say such and such is the fact 
unless we have proof. There is not a scintilla of proof -before us to 
sustain the position assumed by my friend from Kansas [Mr. RYAN]. 
Not a particle of proof; but on the contrary, the evidence presented, so 
far as we have any, directly controverts the position he assumes. Look 
to the action of the Government itself. 

We passed a bill not longsince to allow these citizen Indians to go into 
the courts. Then was the time for the assertion to be made that there 
was no use of sending them to the courts. Then was the time to say 
“your claim has been investigated; your claim has been rejected by 
the Department time and again; the facts on record show you have no 

ands on which to base an appeal to the courts of the country.” 

o made that point then? It was not made on the floor of the 
House, but we passed the act by which they were permitted to gointo 
the courts to prosecute their case, and to determine whether or not the 
fraud charged has been or has not been committed. There is the atti- 
tude in which we are placed. Wesaid to them, by the act passed, 
there is sufficient evidence before us to make it reasonably probable 
that a fraud has been committed. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, after turning them over to the courts, is itproper 
and right that we should turn round and destroy the very fund outof 
which payment is to be made to them, if they are correct in the asser- 
tion of their claim. You havesentthem tothecourt. You told them 
they may be heard there; and now you propose to turn over to others 
the fund out of which they are to be paid if they recover judgment. I 
do not say these citizen Indians are right in theirclaim. They say sọ, 
and we have sufficient evidence to cause us to suspectit to be so, other- 
wise we would not have allowed them to enter the courts. : 

Where is the necessity to pay this money over to the Indians claim- 
ingit? They say they are in asufferingcondition. We have no proof 
ofit. I might enter a clear denial and demand proof. The burden is 
on them inthatrespect. They produce nothing but the document just 
read, which is worth nothing. 

Mr. RYAN. I think it is hardly fair to say a document of that sort 
is not worth anything. It comes from the duly authorized represent- 
atives of these Indians. It makes outa prima facie case. The gentle- 
man has no right to say the representation made by their representa- 
tives as to their condition is not true. 5 

Mr. COBB. If we are acting in a judicial capacity —— 

Mr. RYAN. We have the statement from the Secretary of the In- 
terior that their representatives have made the same representations to 
the Department as to the condition of these Indians. Thereisnothing 
to overthrow that statement. r 

Mr. COBB. No; but, Mr. Speaker, I am not accustomed in my ex- 
perience in the courts to accept as proof the bare assertion of a party 
directly interested in the accomplishment of a result. If it is true as 
a matter of fact, then it seems to me that better and less suspicious ev- 
idence could have been produced. In fact, this is no evidence at all. 
It is simply a part of the pleading. Now bring the proof. You have 
not got it. I enter denial for the citizen Indians; and their represent- 
ations are certainly worth as much as those of the other side. Butit 
is only a question of a few months’ delay, and that is all. 

If the bill which we have and which is now in conference, 
becomes the law of the land, it will take but a short time to adjudicate 


the question of fraud. We will be prepared to act upon the matter in |.the Secretary of War: Provided. 
international 


a very few months. There is not that condition of affairs prevailing 
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which would prompt us in the face of a solemn assertion of fraud to 
make haste to do this thing demanded of us, rather than delay for a 
few short weeks, or months at best. I say the House will act incon- 
sistently if it takes this report in view of legislation that has preceded 
it. I believe it is in the interest of fair and even-handed justice that 
the payment of this money should be held up for a short time until an 
adjudication of the pending controversy can be made. 

Mr. FORNEY. I now ask the adoption of the conference report. 

Mr. COBB. I wish to make a parliamentary inquiry first. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. COBB. In reference to one of the matters in conference, I wish 
to ask if the committee have disagreed upon the Senate amendment 
appropriating money for education in Alaska? 

Mr. FORNEY. Yes. 

Mr, DOE: That being disagreed to goes back to the conference, I 
suppose s 

Mr. FORNEY. Yes, sir; and you may speak upon it as long as you 
like after the adoption of this report. = ie gs 

Mr. SAYERS. I wish tọ call the attention of the gentleman in 
charge of the bill to the one hundred and nineteenth amendment pro- 
posed by the Senate. I believe that has not been agreed to yet, and I 
wish simply to call his attention and the attention of the House to the 
fact that it involves a proposition which may require an expenditure 
of from fifty to one hundred millions of dollars before the final con- 
summation of the work proposed in the bill. 

Mr. FORNEY. Let us get the report adopted first, and then wecan 
revert to that matter. 

Mr. SAYEKS. Does this not come in here properly ? 

Mr. FORNEY. No, not until after the adoption of the report, 

Mr. HITT. Is that the irrigation feature? 

Mr. SAYERS. Yes, sir. 

The question being taken on the adoption of the report of the con- 
ference committee, the House divided; and there were—ayes 85, noes 4. 

So the report was adopted. 

Mr. FORNEY. Inow move that the House insist upon its disagree- 
ment to the Senate amendments, as numbered in this report, and agree 
to a further conference. 

Mr. PAYSON. Mr. Speaker, what amendment was referred to in 
the gentleman’s proposition? - 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. All of them. 

Mr. FORNEY. ‘There are twenty-seven amendments disagreed to, 
commencing with No. 105, all of which are enumerated on page 13 of 
the report. > 
Mr. SYMES. I wish to make a parliamentary inquiry—whether or 
not it is proper to ask for a division or a separate vote upon each prop- 
osition where a motion is to be made to recede with an amendment? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman is entitled to a separate 
vote on any one of them. 

Mr. FORNEY. The gentleman can move to agree to amendment 
119, I presume that being the one to which he refers. 

Mr. NELSON. Mr. Speaker, I move that the House recede from its 
disagreement to the amendment of the Senate No. 256, relating to the 
proposed zoological garden, and agree to the same. At the proper 
time I wish to be heard on that amendment, 

I yield now to the gentleman from Colorado, simply having made 
this motion that it may be pending. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair will to the gentle- 
man from Alabama that perhaps it will be better to take up the amend- 
peas in their order, as several suggestions have been made in regard 
to them. É 

Mr. FORNEY. Very well, then; I move that the House insist upon 
its disagreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 105. 

Amendment No. 105 was read, as follows: 


05) To enable the Secretary of the Treasury to pay Mrs. Mary H.C, Baird. 
whee of the late Spencer F. Baird, $50,000, in full com iniii for the services 
ministration of the oflice 


rent of rooms for the use of 


and expenses of the said Spencer F. Baird during his 
of Commissioner of Fish and Fisheries, includin 
= Commission from February 25, 1871, to the time of his death, in August, 


Mr. RYAN. I suggest to my coll e that he pass that over for the 
present, as the gentleman from Ohio [ Mr. BUTTERWORTH] desires to 
make some observations upon it. 

Mr.FORNEY. Very well; I ask unanimous consent that it be passed 
over informally. 

There was no objection. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Clerk will report the next amend- 
ment. 

Amendments numbered 106 and 107 were read, as follows: 


(106) UNDER THE DEPARTMEST OF STATE. 


(107) International boundary survey, United States and Mexico: To enable 
the President to execute and ree ye the engagements of the convention of 
July 29, 1882, between the United States of America and the United States of 
Mexico, faighe for an international boundary sùrvey to relocate the exist- 
ing frontier line between the two countries west of the Rio Grande, ee i 
or so much thereof as ma: and relocation o! 


the monuments, to be 
ei eeii Be deposited in the Department 
the money by appropriated, or so 


of State as an record ; 
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-much thereof as may be needed, and also the money appropriated for the same 
ia go by the sundry civil act approved March 3, 1885, shall be disbursed and 
paid by the Secretary of State, on the requisitions of the Secretary of War, from 
time to time as it may be required. 

Mr. LANHAM. Mr. Speaker, I would like to ask the gentleman in 
charge of this bill a question in regard to this amendment under the 
appropriation to complete the international boundary survey between 
the United States and Mexico. Can the gentleman inform the com- 
mittee what portion of the boundary line between the United States 
and Mexico is contemplated in this provision ? 

Mr. FORNEY. My colleague, the gentleman from Missouri [Mr. 
Burnes], is familiar with that question and can give the gentleman 
the information. 

Mr. BURNES. In reply to the gentleman from Texas, I have tosay 
that this is a survey, or intended survey, of the boundary line between 
Mexico and the United States from the Rio Grande-River west to the 
Pacific Ocean, and itis not, as many have supposed, a proposition to 
survey the line between Mexico and this country from Paso del Norte 
south or east to the Gulf of Mexico. 

In 1882 there was a convention between the Government of Mexico 
and the Government of the United States, and by the terms of that con- 
vention a survey of the boundary between the United States and Mexico 
was to be madeat the joint expense of the two governments, each pay- 
ing one-half. Under that treaty a Mexican party and an American 
party, each from the army of their respective countries, by appointment 
were to meet at Paso del Norteand pursueand mark the line from that 
point to the Pacific Ocean. 

The Mexican party failed to put in an appearance until probably four 
or five days after the time appointed for the departure of the ition. 
They then appeared at Paso del Norte, and were informed that the 
American party had gone on, and requested them to follow and join 
further along. For some reason they failed to join the American party; 
but the American party went through, marked and designated the 
boundary line, which was reported to the Forty-eighth Congress as en- 
tirely satisfactory to the Government of this country and to the Gov- 
ernmentof Mexico. But the Governmentof Mexico has never paid any 
part of the expense of this survey. A full and complete report of this 
survey or reconnaissance and its record were transmitted to the Forty- 
eighth Congress by the then Secretary of State, Mr. Frelinghuysen, and 
an appropriation something like $400,000 or about that sum was asked 
or estimated therefor. 

It was urged by Congress that Mexico ought to supply one-half of 
the amount and this Government half. But the Department wanted 
the whole of the money. The House committee declined to appro- 
priate the whole of the money, and advised the of State at 
that time to collect one half of the money from Mexico and then we 
would pay the other half. Nothing seemsto have been done until the 
Forty-ninth Congress, when $100,000 were appropriated to pay our 
portion, or a part of our portion, of the expenditure. That money has 
never been used and never been paid out, It has remained up to date 
an idle appropriation. 

With these facts before us, to appropriate $100,000 additional would 
seemabsurd; and in my judgment it isabsurd to take any furtherstep 
until by a convention—now to be made, because the limitation of that 
convention, as to the performance of the work, has expired—the two 
nations have agreed to pay, and do pay, the money required for the 
contemplated work in the first treaty. For these reasons, because tho 
line has been already agreed upon and marked, and because the Gov- 
ernment of the United States has done its part of the original conven- 
tion of 1882, and because the Government of Mexico has done nothing, 
it would be unbusiness-like, if not folly, for us to appropriate $100,000 
more. These are the reasons why we have resisted, and now resist, the 
Senate amendment. ‘ 

Mr. LANHAM. Has it any reference to the line between Texas and 
Mexico on the Rio Grande? 

Mr. BURNES. None whatever; on the contrary, it is from the Rio 
Grande westward to the Pacific. 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. Is not this appropriation recommended 
by the Department? 

Mr. BURNES. It has not been secommended by the Department to 
this House, so far as I know. I presume it has heen recommended by 
the Department, in some way, to the Senate. 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. Has not $100,000 been heretofore ap- 
Lobe tema and not used because it was insufficient for the purpose 
sought 

Mr. BURNES. I do not know the reason why it was not used. 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. I think it has been stated that they 
did not enter upon the expenditure of $100,000 because it was insuf- 
ficient for the end sought. 

Mr. BURNES. Whatever the reason may be I would state that we 
can not do this now until there is anew treaty made, unless we desire 
to release Mexico from a share of the cost. By the terms of the con- 
vention of 1882 the completion of this work was limited, I think, to two 
years, possibly three, but the limitation has expired; and if we go on 
and do this work now without a new convention, what assurance have 
we that the work will be satisfactory to or accepted by Mexico and 


that Mexico will contribute under the provisions of the old treaty 
which has expired? 

Mr. HENDERSON, ofIowa. Therehas been no work entered upon 
at all. 

Mr. BURNES. The work that was entered upon was paid for ont 
of the Army appropriations because it was the work of a detachment 
ofthe Army. They marked the line. They pursued it from Paso del 
Norte to the Pacific Ocean, clear through. 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. The Department has recommended 
this additional appropriation that the Senate have put on this bill. I 
merely called this to the attention of my colleague for information 
more than for any other reason. 

Mr. BURNES. I will say to my friend and colleague that he may 
be right about it and I may be wrong; but there is no question in my 
mind with regard to the necessity of a convention between the two 
governments before we can perform this work, unless we wish to pay 
for it all, In other words, if we do it now, Mexico will not be bound 
for its half of the cost unless they choose to pay it. 

Mr. HENDERSON,of Iowa. Ido not desire to antagonize the recom- 
mendations of the conference committee at all, but I understand that 
there is a region of country there of from 5 to 10 miles in width where 
people do not know whether they are under our Government or under 
another flag, and it is very important to have that question determined 
at an early day so that our people can know with certainty whether 
they are buying land from the States or locating on the domain of another 
power. The importance of that consideration has impressed itself upon 
my mind, and while, as I have said, I do not desire to antagonize the 
recommendations of the conference committee, I believe this isa matter 
that ought to be pressed toa settlement without delay, so that the 
ab pana lines of the United States shall be accurately and certainly 

efined. 

Mr. LANHAM. I fully concur with what the gentleman from Iowa 
[Mr. HENDERSON] hassaid. Inareport by the Committee on Foreign 
Affairs at the present session of Congress I find this statement: 

A survey of the boundary was made under the treaty, and the actual bound 
ary was then what was the middle of the river. Since that time it has shifted 
its channels so often and so far, in some cases gradually, in others abruptly by 
cut-offs, that no man knows accurately where the boun: is to-day. The 
channel will sometimes move slowly, by accretion on one side and erosion on 
the other. Sometimes the stream will suddenly cut a new channel, abandon- 
ing the old ones altogether, and in a single day, by cut-off, a tract or a “‘banco” of 
100 acres will be found on the other side of the river, 

Mr. BURNES. My friend from Texas [Mr. LANHAM] is reading 
from a report which relates to the necessity of a survey from Paso del 
Norte to the Gulf. 

Mr. LANHAM, That may be true; but what I desired was to as- 
certain whether or not the boundary between Texas and Mexico was 
contemplated by the Senate amendment. 

Mr. BURNES. This says in éxpress terms, ‘‘west of the Rio 
Grande,” 

Mr. ADAMS, Will the gentleman allow a question? 

Mr. BURNES. Certainly. 

Mr. ADAMS. I understand that a convention was made, and that 
under that convention it was intended that two parties should join 
to lay out this line, but that our party did lay out the line, the other 
party being a few days late. But I understood the gentleman to say, 
after making that statement, that the line thus laid out was accepted, 
or acceptable to the Mexican Government. Is that correct? 

Mr. BURNES. Yes,sir. The Mexican Government expressly as- 
sented to the survey or reconnaissance which was made by our party 
alone. They were satisfied to let our people goon by themselves, sayr 
ing that the result would be satisfactory to their Government, and my 
information is that we were advised by the De ent of State four 
or five years ago that Mexico was entirely satisfied with the work that 
had been done, notwithstanding the fact that her party did not pursue 
the line through. 

Mr. ADAMS. It would follow, then, that the expenditure of this 
money would be mainly for the erection of monuments to mark the 
boundary. Is not that so? 

Mr. BURNES. In answer to my friend from Illinois [Mr. ADAMS], 
and also in reply tomy friend from Iowa [Mr. HENDERSON ], whoasked 
substantially the same question, I desire to say that monuments have 
been there for twenty or thirty years, probably not as fine monuments 
as “‘sixty millions of people” would desire, but monuments which 
serve all practical purposes, though perhaps they are not so numerous 
as they ought to be. All along the line there are monuments, butin 
the report of our party, which I have read, I found that they recom- 
mended certain additional monuments to be-placed here, there, and 
elsewhere. 

Mr. ADAMS, I did not mean that the money was to be used for 
the purpose of erecting more stately monuments, but rather for the 
purpose of completely defining and marking out the line established 
by the reconnaissance or survey to which the gentleman has referred, 
in order that, as the gentleman from Iowa [Mr. HENDERSON] has sug- 
gested, settlers should have no difficulty in determining on which side 
of the international line they were locating. 
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Mr. BURNES. There are monuments there, but it does not follow 
that a man can recognize the line at any particular point where he may 
happen to strike it. No man can find even the line of his own quarter- 
section of land at every particular point. But within a given distance 
there are monuments now existing which were deemed sufiicient to 
mark the boundary after the war with Mexico, and by following from 
one of those monuments to the other the line can always be defined. 

When the location of one monument has been ascertained, or rather 
when two have been fixed so as to give the direction, any one can de- 
termine the boundary between the two countries on two or three hours’ 
investigation. The boundary might not always be before a person 
rushing backward and forward across the imaginary boundary line, 
but he could pursue and find the boundary in a couple of hours any- 
where, 

Mr. ADAMS. Ofcourse. But if it is true, as the gentleman has 
said, that the reconnaissance is made, what remains to be done about 
that boundaryline? And why did the gentleman say, as I understood 
him to-day, that something ought to be postponed until a further con- 
vention? What use for a further convention? 

Mr. BURNES. Well, we have agreed with Mexico under the con- 
vention of 1882; and it seems to have been settled in the public mind 
and the Congressional mind that there ought to be some monuments 
marking this line, and that a considerable sum of money—estimated, 
I believe, as high as $400,000—should be expended in placing these 
additional monuments along the line which has been pursued and 
marked. Now, if we undertake to carry out this plan, which has 
been agreed upon between the two governments, one-half of the 
expense of which is to be paid by each—if we undertake to do this 
without a new convention, the old one having expired, where is the 
obligation which will justify us in demanding of Mexico a repayment 
of one-half of the expenditure? 

Mr. ADAMS. Thatis exactly what I wanted to have clearly brought 
out. If we make this appropriation and go on under it, we shall get 
all the benefit for which the work is done except that we shall have 
paid more than our share; and the object with which the gentleman 
would have action postponed until a further convention is not that we 
may get a better boundary line or better or more numerous monuments 
on that boundary line, but that we shall be enabled to make Mexico 
pay a share of the expense. 

Mr. BURNES. That is all there is init. Allow me to say there 
never has been any dispute between Mexico and this country with re- 
gard to that boundaryline. There is now no dispute between the two 
nations concerning it. The only question is whether by putting up 
more monuments we shall make it more distinct, more readily discern- 
ible for the benefit of our people and the Mexican people and for the 
sake of the good neighborship which should exist between the two 
countries. To that policy we stand committed, But I say we should 
not go on carrying out that policy until Mexico has given her consent 
by some contract or assent. 

Mr. ADAMS. And what the gentleman seeks to gain by postponing 
the advantages of a good boundary line, well marked out, is that we 
shall get a certain sum of money from Mexico to assist in paying the 
expense. 

Mr. BURNES. So faras that is concerned, let me say this to my 
friend from Illinois: We are not going to perish from the face of the 


earth because we do not put up afew more monuments on this bound-: 


ary line within a month or two, or because we do not put them up 
while the information in regard to the subject is certainly very incom- 
plete and imperfect. As the matter stands at present, true business 
policy dictates that we should have a convention and settle this ques- 
tion with regard to the work, and then doit. Iam perfectly willing 
to have it done. 

But we can readily get those facts; the Secretary of State can furnish 
them, I have nodoubt. And before doing so he will have time to per- 
fect a contract by treaty or otherwise for the payment of the work. 
Hence, I say that the policy pursued by the House conferees in the 
conference on this question ought to be approved by the House. 

Mr. CANNON. Mr. Speaker, the Secretary of State has for years 
been insisting upon this appropriation, and that without further treaty. 
He has insisted that if this money were at command, these monuments 
would be established and the boundary line at certain points relocated. 
I do not myself know the facts; but if there is any dependence to be 

laced upon the Secretary of State—and, by the way, our Secretary of 

tate agrees in this matter with the former Secretary—if any depend- 
ence is to be placed upon the executive officer having special charge of 
this question, this survey can not be completed, the line relocated, and 
‘monuments establishéd until the additional sum of $100,000 is appro- 
priated. An appropriation of $100,000 was made in 1885; but it is 
not sufficient. 

Having said this much, I am, of course, perfectly willing that the 
House should do what it pleases about this matter. My opinion is 
that the amendmentis a proper one. The estimate has been coming 
in for years. Still I am perfectly willing that the next Secretary ot 
State should have charge of the expenditure of this money. 

Mr. ADAMS. Willmy colleague say whatreasons were given by the 
Secretary of State in favor of prompt action in this direction? 


Mr. CANNON. Iunderstand in a general way that the Secretary of 
State claims there was a treaty made, I believe, in 1882, and that the 
treaty has not been carried out by the establishment of this line; that 
he desires to carry it out, to plant these monumentsand relocate the line, 
so that the boundary may be well ascertained. I must confess that I 
am relying upon the estimate and recommendation of the Secretary of 
State. I knownothing about the matter exceptas my knowledge comes 
in this way. I might say further that, as to many of these appropria- 
tions and estimates, Congress is forced to rely upon the recommenda- 
tions of the executive officers, 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The question is, Will the House insist 
upon its disagreement to this amendment and agree to the further con- 
ference ? 

The question was decided in the affirmative. 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Clerk will read the next amend- 
ment. 

The Clerk read the one hundred and tenth amendment, as follows: 

Strike out: 


“That the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds of the Senate and 
House of Representatives, acting conjointly, shall, within thirty days after 


the e of this act, invite from eminent architects, not exceeding five in 
number, desi and general specifications for a building for the Library of 
Congress, to erect 


on the site purchased for that purpose in the og of 
Washington, the cost of building not to exceed $3,000,000; and the sum of $10,- 
000 is hereby appropriated to be expended under the direction of the above- 
named committees, to pay for the said designs and general specifica’ 
said committees shall jointly report to Congress its action in the premises on 
or before the 20th day of December, 1888. That the work now in progress on 
the building for the Library of Congress shall be suspended, and the commission 
author iby act of Congress approved April 15, 1886, be, and the same is 
hereby, dissolved. That the property purchased for a site for the Library of 
Congress, including the buildings thereon, together with all plans, records, and 
other property ofthe United Statesconnected withthe building for said Library 
of Congress be, and the same is hereby, transferred to the care and custody of 
the Interior Department, the expenses of such care and apiyé be pai 
out of any money already appropriated for the construction of the building for 
the Library of Congress.” 

And insert: 

“ For continuing the construction of the building for the Library of Congress, 
including the compensation of all parties employed in connection therewith, as 
follows: Architect, assistant architects, engineer and superintendent of con- 
struction, and skilled draughtsmen, civil engineers, and such other services as 
the Chief of Engineers of the Army may deem necessary for the prosecution of 
the work, and shall specially order, together with such mechanics and labor- 
ers as may be carey | to carry into effect the appropriation herein made for 
construction of said Library building and to be paid from such appropriation 
for the construction of the western front of the building and reading-room, an 
the book repositories connected therewith, as shown sketch termed * Plan 
No. 1,’ on file in the office of the Librarian of Congress, $1,000,000. This appro- 
priation and all appropriations hereafter made, and all sums available from 
appropriations heretofore made for this pnrpone; shall be expended under the 
direction and supervision of the Chief of Engineers of the Army, who shall 
have the control and management of all of said work and the employment of 
all persons connected therewith. And all contracts for the constructión of said 
building, or any part thereof, shall be made by the Chief of Engineers of the 
Army, and the commission provided for by act entitled ‘An act authorizing the 
construction of a building for the accommodation of the Congressional Lib- 
rary,’ approved April 15, 1886, is hereby abolished, and the duties of said com- 
mission under said act are hereby devolved upon the Chief of Engineers of the 
Army, and hereafter, until otherwise ordered by Congress, no work shall be 
done in the construction of said Library except such as is contemplated in the 
sketch or ‘ Plan No. 1,' herein referred to, and all contracts for work or mate- 
rials outside of the space covered by said pan are hereby rescinded. And all 
loss or damage occasioned thereby or arising under said contracts may be ad- 
eet and paid by the Secretary of the Interior out of the sums heretofore or 

ereby appropriated, All sketches, plans, and computations heretofore made 
or hereafter made res ing said Library building, or auy part of the same, 
shall be the property of the United States,” 


Mr. FORNEY. I move that the House further insist on its amend- 
ment and to the conference asked for on the part of the Senate. 

Mr. ADAMS. I understand the gentleman from Alabama [Mr. 
FORNEY ] in charge of the bill moves that the House further insist on 
its amendment. 

Mr. FORNEY. Yes, sir. 

Mr. ADAMS, I wish to ask one question. If the amendment of 
the House be agreed to, the work will be suspended and the commis- 
sion provided by the act of Congress will be dissolved, and the prop- 
erty will be turned over to the Interior Department for custody. Sup- 
pose that amendment becomes the law, would the committee which is 
required to report on the plans submitted by eminent architects on or 
betore the 20th of December next, if the rules of the present Congress 
remain as they have been construed at this session—would any appro- 
priation for the new building for the Library of Congress be in order to 
any general appropriation bill? The purpose has been authorized in 
consequence of an act the result of diligent work on the part of the 
Committee on the Library for the last ten or fifteen years. Finally we 
succeeded in passing a Jaw providing for the construction of a new 
Library building. As the appropriation is authorized by law at this 
time, an appropriation would be in order to an appropriation bill; but 
if the provision put into the bill by the House should become a law 
we would be exactly where we were ten or fifteen years ago. If the 
committee should present an appropriation for the new Library build- 
ing it would not have the privilege of the bi sole, eta Committee, 
and therefore it would not be in order on a general appropriation bill. 
The work would have to be gone all over again. While I do not ob- 
ject as to the proper way of erecting the building, yet I should regret 
to see the House take suchactionin reference to the new Library build- 
ing, so much desired, as to put us back exactly where we were before 


tions. The 
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the Library building law was passed, for every one admits something 
shonld be done. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I think the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. ADAMS] 
labors under a mistake. The amendment of the House does not pro- 
vide that the law providing for the building of the new Library build- 
ing shall be repealed, but merely provides for doing away with the 
commission provided in that law. The law in all other respects will 
remain in force, and the property will be turned over to the Depart- 
ment of the Interior for custody for the time being. If the building 
is ultimately constructed the indications are that Congress will place 
it under that accomplished gentleman, General Casey. 

Mr. ADAMS. The Committee on the Library are to report on the 
new plans presented before the 20th of December next. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Yes, and that is the only extent to which the Li- 
brary building law is repealed, so far as now proposed. Now, I hope 
the committee will non-concur in the Senate amendment. No act has 

~ ever passed Congress involving so large an expenditure with less con- 
sideration than the one providing for the building for the Congressional 
Library. Although the subject has been before Congress for many 
years, yet when the bill was passed it was done under the suspension 
of the rules, and the House acted on information which is found to be 
utterly at variance with the facts. The distinguished and honorable 
gentleman from Mississippi [Mr. Singleton] who was chairman of the 
House Committee on the Library would not have willingly deceived 
the House as to the real character of the enterprise; he was undoubtedly 
deceived by someone, A distinguished gentleman connected with the 
Chicago library, its librarian, and other gentlemen connected with the 
great libraries of the country, I think—although I am not authorized 
to speak for them—will cordially agree in the House proposition that 
other plans shall be considered for this proposed Library building. I 
believe it is agreed generally the policy recommended by the House 
committee is the true policy. 

There is no hurry. The contracts now being fulfilled are limited en- 
tirely to what is known as ‘‘Plan No. 1,” and neither the House nor 
the Senate seem disposed to interfere with carrying out that portion of 
the work which has been contracted for. I may state that there are 
two contracts to be carricd out as to this Plan No. 1, one for the concrete 
foundation and the other for the terra-cotta pipes. The first contract 
for excavation has been already completed. 

Mr. MAISH. I wish to propound an inquiry to the gentleman from 
Indiana with reference to this matter. Do I understand that the propo- 
sition of the House committee is to abandon entirely the plan upon 
which considerable progress has already been made? 

Mr. HOLMAN. No; not exactly that. I will state to the gentle- 
man that up to the time when Mr. Secretary Vilas became Secretary of 
the Interior the building was being constructed upon the plan known as 
“Plan No, 2;’’ that is to say, it embraced the entire building. 

The House understood, and the commission seem to have commenced 
on the same idea, that it would cost about $3,000,000. The excavation 
of the entire site had been made. A contract for concrete foundation 
was entered upon, and also a contract for terra-cotta piping at the same 
time; but when Secretary Vilas came to look into the matter he deter- 
mined to confine operations to what is known as ‘'Plan No. 1,” which 
is the west front of the building proper and the reading-room, other- 
wise known asthe ‘‘rotunda.’’ He restricted the operations of the com- 
mission to this limited building and the balance of the enterprise was 
abandoned., 

That action seemed to be within the scope of the law, and so at pres- 
ent the contracts are being fulfilled to the extent of that plan known 
as No. 1, involving, as I have said, the concrete foundation and the 
terra-cotta pipes. The balance of the work is in what may be called 
a state of suspension. There will be some money to be expended yet, 
because the proposition of neither the House nor the Senate repeals the 
appropriations heretofore made for that purpose or suspends existing 
contracts referred to; but the effect will be to delay matters excepting 
in so far as I have already explained until the meeting of Congress again, 
at which time, if the provision of the House is accepted, new plans 
will be submitted and Congress can determine then with certainty 
whether it will pursue this Plan No. 1 or adopt an entirely new plan. 
Iam not, as gentlemen know, in favor of constructing the building. 
I stand by the present Congressional Library in the Capitol, but I am 
assuming that, in some form, Congress will go on with this work. If 
Congress acts upon the views of those in charge of the great libraries of 
the country generally I think it will adopt a plan materially different 
from that in progress, but it may be without any material change in 
the character of the structure to be erected except as to costly embel- 
lishments. 

Mr. HOOKER. Permit me to ask the gentleman from Indiana if 
there is any proposition in the bill to interfere with the appropriation 
of $2,700,000 heretofore made by a former Congress for this work? 

Mr. HOLMAN. There has not been that much appropriated, $500, - 
000, towards the erection of the building; the total amount to be ap- 
priated for the purpose according to the plan as understood would be 
about that sum, but only $585,000 has been appropriated for the site, 
and I believe $500,000 towards the erection of the building; but there 
is nothing to interfere in either Senate or House proposition at least 


with that appropriation to the extent of carrying out the existing con- 
tracts for the concrete foundation and terra-cotta pipes on pian No. 1. 
These contracts are not affected at all either by the provisions of the 
House or Senate, 

Mr. PAYSON. Mr. Speaker, Iagree with the gentleman from In- 
diana, that this matter ought to be considered very fully and carefally 
by the House of Representatives before final action is taken. I do not 
know how others may feel who were members of the Forty-ninth Con- 
gress when this bill passed providing for the erection of a building for 
additional accommodations for the public library; but speaking for my- ~ 
self I opposed the passage of the bill from its introduction until it was 
presented for adoption under a suspension of the rules, and passed, 
Then I simply refrained from acting on it on the day of its passage 
because of personalstatements from the gentleman from Mississippi, Mr. 
Singleton, then chairman of the committee, and others, which seemed 
to be based on definite information as to the cost. I have felt since 
then, with the slight information that has come to me, and from what 
I have been able to ascertain, that the House of Representatives was 
the victim at that time of false pretenses on the part of those having 
charge of the matter and furnishing the committee with information 
they gave.us. 

1 remember as well as I remember anything that one of the principal 
factors used in the argument in support of the bill before the House was 
the economy of the plan adopted by the House as compared with others 
that had been suggested. For the accommodation of the Congressional 
Library various schemes or plans were presented io Congress which 
usually involved some change of the Capitol building, and estimates 
were made under a commission appointed in 1880 to determine the cost 
of changing the Capitol for the necessary accommodation of the public li- 
brary. As I remember, not having the figures at hand, the report was 
something in excess of $4,200,000 for each of the various plans of change 
of the Capitol. It was conceded that something was necessary to be 
done, and finally it was agreed that a separate building should be con- 
structed. But I remember distinctly that it was stated time and time 
again on this floor, and was embodied in reports made to the House by 
the select committee on the subject, that the cost of the building upon 
careful and full estimates made by the commission who had the matter 
in charge was about $2,300,000. 

Mr. RYAN. Two million three hundred thousand dollars with an 
ultimate addition of some $700,000. 

Mr. PAYSON. Yes, $2,323,000, with a possible excess above that of 
some six or seven hundred thousand dollars, to be finally used for iron 
shelving, ete., as it might be needed. 

Mr. HOLMAN. In some ofthem. The report made last Congress 
and made to the Forty-eighth Congress, the whole amount, involving 
the $200,000 for years to come, would be little over $3,223,000. 

Mr. PAYSON. I do not recollect about the report, if I understand 
the gentleman. 

Mr. RYAN (to Mr. Payson). 
and it is correct. 

Mr. PAYSON. The whole cost of the building, according to the 
Singleton report, was to be $2,300,000, It required an appropriation 
of only $500,000 outside of that required for the site the first session. 
The next session Congress was to appropriate $1,000,000, and the third 
session thereafter $800,000, which, exclusive of the site, would com- 
plete the building for occupancy, finishing the rotunda and central 
building and connecting rooms, leaving only some shelving to be added 
as needed. Now, then, Mr. Speaker, we find from the reports which 
are now made, and upon the debates had upon this amendment at the 
other end of the Capitol, that the lowest estimate that is made, and 
the lowest opinion that is volunteered by anybody, is that it will fost 
$10,000,000. Some high in authority think it will go up to as much 
as $18,000,000. 

Mr. KELLEY. Will the gentleman permit me? 

Mr. PAYSON. Certainly. 

Mr. KELLEY. To be expended within the next one hundred years 
in the completion of the plan? 

Mr. PAYSON. I am coming to that a little later. Iam talking 
about the amount submitted at the other end of the Capitol by the 
gentlemen in charge of this bill,who fix the lowest estimate at $10,- 
000,000 for the completion of the plan; and the assertion is not gain- 
said and 1 have seen no statement made that it will not run up as high 
as $16,000,000 or $18,000,000 for the completion of this building. The 
observations made by the gentleman from Indiana indicate that two 
plans are now being considered—Plan No. 1 and Plan No.2. ButasI 
understand from what I glean in the newspapers and from what I have 
heard stated about it, Plan No. 1 is simply a portion of the plan pro- 
vided for in this plan submitted by Mr. Smithmeyer. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Will my friend permit me? 

Mr. PAYSON. Certainly. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Plan No. 1 involves the west front; the reading- 
room and the rotunda, and will cover about one-third of the ground. 
Plan 2—— 

Mr. PAYSON. That is a portion of the general plan of Smith- 
meyer. 

Mr. HOLMAN. This Plan No. 1 will cover about one-third of the 


That is exactly as you have stated; 
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ground and about one-half of the expense, inasmuch as the rotunda is 
a very large and costly construction. 

Mr. PAYSON. Thatis only one step in completion of the Smith- 
meyer plan. Now, it seemsto me a proposition ought to be submitted 
to this House, and it ought to be settled whether or not the House of 
Representatives desires at this time to approve this proposition as it is 
presented. That is tosay, the construction of this building confessedly 
will involve over the expense of the site upon which it is located an 
expenditure of not lessthan ten or twelve million dollars, and may reach 
sixteen or eighteen million dollars, and running through a period of 
years longer perhaps than an ordinary generation, as suggested by the 
gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. KELLEY]. 

Whether or not the House ought not to have information from gentle- 
men who know about this question, as I say I am giving information 
that I have got, a piece here and there from inguiry and from the pub- 
lic press. The conferees of this House in the next meeting of a con- 
ference shall reflect not their own views but those of this body, as a 
committee should express it, in order that there shall be a full explana- 
tion of this matter. What have we got for the amount of money ex- 
pended here now, or attempted to be expended? We have got a hole 
in the ground with an immense expenditure in money that has gone 
into it. We have a magnificent fence there, built better than the aver- 
age house in the country in the State in which I live. One building 
on the northeast corner of the block has been reserved for the office of 
the architect and those associated with him. That building has been 
fitted up for the comfort and convenience of the architect and his corps 
of employés at an expenditure of about $2,000. I happen to know 
that building. In itat the time of its condemnation there lived an old 
and valued friend of mine who for a number of years represented a 
prominent district in the State of New York on this floor, a man of 
affluence and means, and it was regarded as a first-class residence. 
In it has also lived for a number of years a distinguished Senator, and 
it was regarded as sufficiently comfortable for him. But just as soon 
as it is purchased for this purpose it requires $2,000 to fit it up so as 
to make it sufficiently comfortable for Mr. Smithmeyer and his corps 
of employés. 

Mr. KELLEY. Will the gentleman permit me to inquire whether 
the changes were not those which would adapt this building, though 
it was comfortable as a dwelling-house, and make it a proper place for 
the scientific work necessary to be done in forming the plans of a great 
national building. 

Mr. PAYSON, The character of the improvements I do not know. 

Mr. KELLEY. Well, I do. 

Mr. PAYSON. Then the gentleman might be able tostate what the 
necessity for them was. 

Mr. KELLEY. You say they were for the convenience of 
this man. I suggest that they were made for the exigencies of the duty 
required of that officer. 

Mr. PAYSON. Then, if the gentleman knows, I would be glad to 
have him state what they were. 

Mr. KELLEY. I would like to state to the gentleman that if he 
will go over to that building he will see in large rooms, made by break- 
ing the partitions between small ones, tables on which have been drawn 
and prepared scientific plans for the construction of the building, at 
which he may look and see the shape of every stone that is to go into 
it, the size, the number which brings it into precise relation to the 
stone below, above, and on either hand. He will see the preliminary 
work executed as thoroughly and as scientifically as it can be done or 
could have been done by any body of architects and engineers and their 
assistants on the face of the globe. 

Mr. PAYSON. I submit to the gentleman that is not shedding 
very much light upon the precise point. 

Mr. KELLEY. It is shedding light upon the necessity for the 
changes and showing that they were not made for the indulgence of a 
Sybarite, but for the convenience of an architect. 

Mr. PAYSON. I was saying, Mr. Speaker, that it seemed to me that 
there was a good deal of public money being expended in this matter in 
an extravagant and unauthorized manner. By looking at the same re- 
port I see that among other things thought necessary in the erection ot 
this public building was the purchase of a pair of horses and a coupé, 
at an expense, with some livery charges added, of $1,408. There are 
other things of like character, and it looks to me as though this entire 
scheme which the House of Representatives has been committed to by 
its action in the last Cougress is designed to fit up a ‘‘soft place” for 
an architect for the rest of his natural life. 

I do not believe that any architect who ought to be employed to erect 
a stable, let alone a great public building, should be retained in any 
employ who presents to his employer a detailed plan for a building 
which he asserts will cost at the utmost $2,300,000, and then, within 
a year, states that it will cost over $10,000,000. ‘That is to me utterly 
and absolutely inexcusable. Other gentlemen may not regard it as I 
do; but we all know that the public Treasury is full to overflowing, 
and that the Government is regarded asa great goose which can be 
plucked by almost anybody who can get a Government contract from 
competent authority. When the bill for the erection of this building 
was presented to the House two years ago, I had a suspicion, which 


now amounts to absolute belief, that Congress was committing itself to 
a scheme the extent of which would never be known until it was thor- 
oughly completed; and if in its infancy this kind of development is 
being made, what may we expect hereafter? It is conceded now that 
the building is to cost at least from ten to twelve millions over and 
above the site, and if any such estimate had been before the House 
when the bill was under consideration how many gentlemen who 
were members of the Forty-ninth Congress will now say that a dozen 
votes could have been had forsuch a bill, let alone a vote of two-thirds, 
to pass it under a suspension of the rules. 

This building will now confessedly cost more than the State, War, 
and Navy building; and who, sir, supposed we were voting for such a 
building when we passed this bill in the Forty-ninth Congress? No 
one, sir, I doubt if the bill would ever have been reported even, then, 

I remember very well the distinguished gentleman from Mississippi, 
Mr, Otho Singleton—and a more honest man I never had the pleasure 
of serving with—asserting on numerous occasions in conversation with 
gentlemen on both sides of the House, that these estimates were care- 
fully and guardedly made, and it was stated in the report which was 
submitted to the House in connection with the bill, that the estimates 
were of that character, and that the estimated cost, $2,300,000, would 
not be exceeded; yet we are now confronted with an official statement 
that $10,000,000 will be the minimum, and that the cost may run up 
to $12,000,000 or $15,000,000. Now, before the committee shall again 
go into conference I think it is due to the members of that committee 
and to this House that the gentleman from Alabama [Mr. FORNEY), 
having charge of this bill, as well as the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. 
HOLMAN], who is upon a committee which has investigated this sub- 
ject, and who doubtless has under his hands now details of all this in- 
formation, shall communicate that information to the House. 

I think the House should be informed in regard to all these details, 
so that it may determine whether it would not be wise policy even now 
to abandon everything that has been done up to the present time, and 
to start in with a clean sheet and with advice from somebody else be- 
sides Mr. Smithmeyer, the architect of the building now under pro- 
cess of construction. We can cease operations now with asmall loss, if 
thought desirable, and I certainly favor doing so. I trust the gentle- 
man from Indiana [Mr. HoLMAN] will give the House the benefit of 
whatever information he has on this subject and an explanation of the 
difference between thesituation now and the situation as it was under- 
stood to exist a year and a half ago, in order that we may determine 
whether we shall go on with the construction of this building upon what 
is known as Plan No. 1, and, if we do so, whether it is ble to do 
anything else than complete the building, Plan No. 1 being an integral 
portion of the entire plan presented to us by this architect when the 

was passed. 

I am in favor of a building for this library—one which shall be suita- 
ble for future needs of the country and appropriate in its architecture; 
but, sir, I desire to know its approximate cost before I vote to build 
it, and feel that the agent of the Government is reliable in judgment 
and statement. 

This, thus far in this building, we have not in my judgment had, 
for it is, in my opinion, impossible to reconcile the immense cost of this 
building, as now asserted, with honest judgment and estimate by the 
architect who made the estimate for the committee two years 

If these things be so, I think their connection with the building 
should cease. 

Mr, HOLMAN. The committee appointed to make investigation in 
regard to the new Library has taken a considerable amount of testi- 
mony, and would have been able to submit its report to the House at 
this time but for the absence of the Supervising Architect of the Treas- 
ury, whose testimony was deemed desirable. His testimony I hope 
will be procured in a few days, and then I presume the committee 
will be prepared to submit its report. The facts, however, which ina 
general way are within the knowledge of members of the House and 
Senate, are the facts which have been substantially developed. It is 
true, as the gentleman from Illinois has said, the House entered upon this 
enterprise supposing the building was to cost about $3,000,000. In- 
deed, the different sums making up that amount are distinctly stated 
in the report made to the Forty-ninth aformer report to the 
same effect having been made to the Forty-eighth Congress, both re- 
ports tothe same effect. The first appropriation for the building was 
to be $500,060; the second, $1,000,000; the third, $800,000; and these 
sums were to complete the building ready for occupation; and $700,000 
would be required, at the rate of about $14,000 a year, during a long 
period of years, to complete the alcoves for books, the shelving, etc., 
making the entire expenditure about $3,000,000, 

A MEMBER. For the west wing? 

Mr. HOLMAN. For the entire structure. A suggestion was made 
on the floor of the House when the subject was under debate—— 

A MEMBER. Was the estimate just mentioned by the gentleman 
given by the architect? 

Mr. HOLMAN, I will come to that later. A suggestion was made 
that that estimate was based upon what is now known as the reduced 
plan, ‘‘Plan No. 1; ” but thatclearly wasa mistake. At least yourcom- 
mission did notsointerpret the law, but instantly entered upon the con- 
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tracts for the excavation for the entire building, contemplating a struc- 
ture much larger than the great edifice known as the State, War, and 
Navy Department building, which cost over $10,000,000. So that the 
impression upon the minds of some gentlemen that the House was not 
deceived in this matter is clearly a mistake; the House was assured in 
the most unequivocal terms by one of the most honorable gentlemen 
then or ever on this floor, chairman of the Library Committee, thatthe 
entire cost of this structure—not according to Plan No, 1, which con- 
templated a partial building, but the entire structure upon the basis 
of which contracts were entered into at once—would be $500,000in the 
first instance, $1,000,000 next year, $800,000 the next year, with finally 
$700,000, when the entire great structure was completed. 

Now, the contracts, so far as I am able to speak on that subject from 
the testimony taken, seem to have been reasonable enough, and so far 
they have been reasonably well fulfilled. The delay, which has been 
a subject of some complaint, but which has produced no injury to the 
Government, growing out of the controversies about cement, would re- 
quire for full explanation too longa statement to justify making it, and 
one which would not be interesting or beneficial. Those contracts, how- 
ever, are being fulfilled, and are being falfilled upon the basis of this re- 
duced structure. 

Before going further let me correct one mistake of my friend in regard 
to the pair of horsesand coupé. That statement is very nearly correct, 
but there was in fact only one horseand a coupé. When, however, the 

resent Secretary of the Interior, a very practical business gentleman, 
me the head of that commission, the coupé and horse were promptly 
disposed of and the little money realized for their sale—of course the 
Governmental ways buys dear and sells cheap—went into the Treasury. 
That put an end to coupé business. 

Mr. PAYSON. And then they had to make another purchase of the 
same kind. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Oh, no. 

Mr. PAYSON. It appears from the report that fourteen hundred 
and some odd dollars were afterward spent in that way. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Oh, no. 

Mr. PAYSON. I beg the gentleman’s pardon; thatis the fact; but 
it is a trifling matter. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I want to do justice to these men; for resisting as 
I did for many years and to the last the entire scheme, believing atthe 
time that the House was acting under a misapprehension, I do not feel 
any too kindly toward this project, and must therefore be careful for 
fear of doing injustice to these parties. But the horse and coupé were 
sold as soon as Mr. Secretary Vilas became a member of the commis- 
sion—sold at a loss, ofcourse; and that was the end of it. 

But I think the only real question now is whether we shall stop right 
where we are or not. The Senate proposition is that in reducing the 
plan we sball permit the Secretary of the Interior to ascertain the dam- 
ages incurred by the contractors under the reduced two contracts—that 
is, for the foundation and for the terra-cotta pipe, which seems to be a 
separate matter—and that $1,000,000 shall be appropriated to go on 
with the work under Plan No. 1. 

If you stop right now you will avoid the expenditure of the compara- 
tively small sum of money remaining of the $500,000 appropriated. 
The whole sum of money appropriated up to this time is $1,085,000, 
$585,000 for the site and $500,000 for thestructure. I suppose that the 
present contract carried out on Plan No. 1 will just about cover the 
amount of .money already appropriated, and will not justify going 
farther. The amountsaved, therefore. would not be considerable, while 
the damages of entire suspension might be considérable to the contractor. 
It seems to me perhaps just as well, unless Congress is willing to aban- 
don the enterprise, to let the plan go on as it is now until the present 
contract for the foundation upon the reduced plan is completed and the 


money already appropriated ded. 
Mr. PAYSON. What does the gentleman mean by the “reduced 
plan? 


Mr. HOLMAN. The original plan covered the entire structure; 
that was Plan No. 2; the plan which was laid before the House and on 
which the House voted. 

Mr. TAULBEE. And on which the estimates were given. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Yes, on which the estimates were given. The re- 
duced plan was suggested by the present Secretary of the Interior. He 
saw that the scheme was more gigantic and expensive than perhaps 
was contemplated by Congress and promptly reduced the plan to what 
is known as Plan No. 1. Even that will cost at least $4,000,000, I 
think much more. 

Mr. PAYSON. Is there any *‘ perhaps” about that? The gentle- 
man speaks very guardedly. 

Mr. HOLMAN. The present Secretary of the Interior as soon as he 
looked into the matter, and acting apparently within the scope of the 
law, suggested the reduction of the plan so as to construct only the 
west-front portion of the building and the rotunda or reading-room, 
which, as I remarked, will cover about one-third of the ground. This 
reduction of the plan would save about one-half of the whole expendi- 
ture of construction. 

Mr. PAYSON. In order to see whether I am accurate, I wish to 


ask the gentleman whether ‘‘ Plan No. 2,” to which the gentleman has 
referred, is not a substantial portion of the original general plan. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Plan No. 2 was the original plan, the entire struct- 
ure, Plan No. t isthe reduced plan, and is a part of the original Plan 
No. 2. 

Mr, PAYSON. Then why does not that leave the Government com- 
mitted to the building of this entire structure under the ‘‘ gigantic 
scheme’’ of which the gentleman has spoken? i 

Mr: HOLMAN. Thatis true. The reduced plan is a part of the 
original scheme. Just one word upon that subject, for it has been 
somewhat considered, 

Mr. PAYSON. Where? 

Mr. HOLMAN, By the committee-of the House te which reference 
hasbeen made. Atleast they have examined the subject as carefully as 
they could. The statement made by the Secretary of the Iuterior be- 
fore that committee is very full and very much in detail and very prac- 
tical, and I hope that before this matter comes up again it will be laid 
before the House. It seems to me that the views he has expressed are 
entitled to great consideration now that Congress has already invested 
a million dollars in this enterprise. 

In this great excavation which has been made there is, of course, an 
immense space which will not be covered by that building. Tocon- 
struct a building upon Plan No, 1, including the rotunda or reading 
room, ample for the present and for twenty-five years to come—— 

Mr. RYAN. Probably fifty. 

Mr. HOLMAN, Perhaps fifty years to come will cost $4,000,000 or 
more. If this partial construction of the building be made, the hanks 
of this excavation being graded down as suggested by the Secretary 
and also by the Superintendent, a gentleman of intelligence, who was 
appointed after Secretary Vilas became Secretary of the Interior—if 
the banks be sloped down with a grassy surface and the ground planted 
with shrubbery as that in frontof the Treasury building, thestructure 
might look well cnough—will not be an unseemly affair. Such a plan 
will, however, keepeverlastingly before Congress the suggestion ofa vast 
expenditure to complete the building. That is one of the troubles in 
w matter of this kind. Of course such a suggestion is always aggres- 
sive. But for the present nothing ought to be done, atleast in the way 
of new appropriations. 

Mr, RYAN. Would that be the case if the law were repealed ? 

Mr. HOLMAN. It would not. If the law is repealed you can 
commence any plan desirable and limit the cost, 

Mr. RYAN. Permit me to say that I do not think the idea entered 
into the mind of any conferee to agree to the Senate amendment with- 
out a repeal of the original law. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I did not know that the Committee on Appro- 
priations or the committee of conference had reached that conclu- 
sion. 

Mr. RYAN. I wish to say, and I think I can safely say, that no 
conclusion will be reached favorable to the Senate amendments with- 
out an additional amendment of that kind. 

Mr. PAYSON. If the gentleman will yield for a question — 

Mr. HOLMAN. That would not be an amtndment to the Senate 
amendment, but an amendment to the House proposition. 

Mr. RYAN, The Senate amendment of course leaves the whole sub- 
ject open, and upon that we have the parliamentary right to provide 
for the repeal of the original law. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Undoubtedly. 

Mr. FARQUHAR. And pay damages. 

Mr. RYAN. Hence I say—— 

Mr. HOLMAN. The Senate amendment provides for damages. 

Mr. RYAN. Ido not think it has entered into the minds of any of 
the conferees on the partof the House to consent to the Senate amend- 
ment, except with such additional amendment as I have indicated re- 
pealing the law. 

Mr. PAYSON. The gentleman will allow me for one moment. 
Here is the position we occupy in reference to this building. Wehave 
contracted to erect a portion of that building. 

Mr. FARQUHAR. One-third of it. 

Mr. PAYSON. And the entire structure when completed was not 
only going to astonish everybody who came here from abroad, but stir 
the patriotism ofevery citizen whocame to look at it. We propose to 
take a fractional portion of the general plan of the building and then 
repeal the law providing for the balance. What will be the-result ? 
The result will be that you will have an architectural abortion. Every- 
body knows that as well as they can know anything. If we are to do 
away with the original plan we had better rub itall outand commence 
over again. If we are the victims, as we claim we are, instead of pro- 
viding for a fractional part of the plan for the Library of Congress, let 
us repeal the law. Instead of putting up a part of the building and 
providing for the balance, as the gentleman from Indiana has suggested, 
by planting some shrubbery to hide it from the people, and with a wall 
on the other side so that-also may be concealed from view, let us repeal 
the whole law and commence over again. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Let me say to the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. 
Payson] that I would gladly see the whole scheme abandoned, but 
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the reduced building which is proposed would not be an architectural 
abortion in the opinion of architects and those who understand such 
matters and are necessarily more familiar with them than most of us 
are. That partial building with a sloping down of the banks, itis said, 
would be a very respectable structure. I know nothing about archi- 
tecture. That is the idea of men who understand this matter as arch- 
itects, much better than most of us do here. 

I wish to add a word, and will then yield the floor to the gentleman 
from Wisconsin, who is a member of the committee to inquire into the 
Library building. , 

The one question is whether you will save by this proposition to ex- 
pend the balance appropriated on the foundation for the reduced plan. 
The amount under the control of the commission is notlarge. Itis the 
balance of the $500,000 already appropriated. Under the House prop- 
osition suspending the work and inviting new plans you will bave 
Plan No. 1, which is now in progress, and Plan No. 2, the original 
plan which was before us when the House voted for the bill, and then 
we will have beside very valuable matter, that is, full information on 
the whole subject. As to the balance of the $500,000-—— 

Mr.PAYSON. That was used in putting in the foundations. 

> Mr. MAISH. I wish to ask the gentleman a question before he takes 
his seat, 

Mr. HOLMAN. Certainly. $ 

Mr. MAISH. The question has already been asked, but the gentle- 
man has not answered it. It is in reference to Mr. Smithmeyer, the 
honorable and worthy architect, a gentleman of high reputation. I 
want to ask if it is true, as a matter of fact, as was alleged by the gen- 
tleman from Illinois, that Mr. Smithmeyer, the architect, submitted 
an estimate that the entire structure would cost only $2,500,000? I 
think that was the amount stated. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I ought to answer that question, and yet do not 
wish to do so without the testimony before me, and yet the testimony 
upon that point is neither satisfactory nor complete. Mr. Smithmeyer 
states emphatically, states under oath, that he made no definite esti- 
mate, There is a paper which he submitted, perhaps to the Senate 
committee} which had the matter in charge for a long time, for it was, 
as gentlemen know, a Senate measure, in which there was at least a 
partial estimate; but I am not able to state, either on the authority 
of General Singleton or any other person, Mr. Smithmeyer knew the 
terms of General Singleton’s report or was cognizant of the preparation 
of the report, or that he made specific estimates of the cost of the build- 
ing. The matter is singularly obscure. 

Mr. KELLEY. I have always understood exactly to the contrary. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I have of course no personal knowledge on the sub- 
ject, but I understand that this gentleman is a competent architect. 

Mr. PAYSON. Will the gentleman from Indiana permit me to read 
an extract from the report of General Singleton’s committee? 

Mr. HOLMAN. Certainly. 

Mr. PAYSON. Coupling it with the statement that this is a report 
on å bill providing additional accommodations for the Library; and it 
will be remembered that Mr. Smithmeyer was on the committee and 
was in constant communication with the members of the House engaged 
in that service. 

Mr. STEELE. Wasa member of what committee? 

Mr. PAYSON. A commission which was appointed to look into 
the question of the enlargement of the Capitol for this purpose; and 
he was in daily communication with the members of the House who 
were charged with the work during several Congresses while they were 
engaged in that duty. 

This report goes on to state: 

The proposed building, as stated, will contain 3,000,000 volumes, with suitable 
economy of storage. ltis not designed to fit up the whole interior at once with 
iron shelving, but to introduce it gradually, finishing off the central portions 
rotunda, and connecting rooms, and the entire exterior structure. The chief 
element of cost is in the iron alcoves of the interior; and in a building so ex- 
tensive these may be finished in successive years as wanted for the increase of 
books. The most carefully guarded estimates of cost contemplate an expenditure 
of only $500,000 the first year, about $1,000,000 the second, and $800,000 the third, 
which will complete the building for corey in all its parta sufficient for 
shelving 1,000,000 books and leaving space for the gradual introduction of ad- 
ditional iron alcoves in the coming fifty years, the ultimate gross cost of which 
will not exceed $700,000, or an arden h of less than $14,000 a year. When itis 
considered that the copyright fees paid into the Treasury amount to over $20,000 
ayear, while the pecuniary value of copyright publications received annually 
is very much greater than this, the expenditure will appear moderate in com- 
panaon with the great resulting benefits and the national importance of the 
work. 


That makes the total cost of the building, with the exception of 
the additional shelving required, about $2,323,000. 

Mr. STEELE, But Mr. Smithmeyer did not make any such report 
as that. 

Mr. FARQUHAR. And it was not a report on Plan No, 2 either. 

Mr. HOLMAN. ‘There is no question that some one estimated the 
cost of the whole structure at $3,000,000. I now yield to the gentle- 
man from Wisconsin [Mr. CASWELL]. 

Mr. CASWELL. Mr. Speaker, in order that we may have a few 
moments’ serious thought upon the subject which is now before the 
House, I will state what information I have been able to gain in con- 
nection with the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. HoLMAN] in this in- 
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vestigation. I have no object whatever in the statements I shall make’ 
except to inform the House of the exact condition of the question. 

We all remember that this question of building a public Library has 
agitated Congress for many years, and time after time we have rejected 
propositions that were submitted, because they involved an expenditure 
of too much money. Even $4,000,000 proposed as the cost was rejected 
years ago, and within my own recollection, because it was deemed exces- 
sive. 

Two years ago we passed this law authorizing the construction of a 
building according to a plan submitted, that would cost $2,300,000, 
within the next three years, and ultimately $700,000 more money would 
be needed for additional work within the building, making a total cost 
of three millions. It was because of that low estimate that the House 
passed the bill at all. Unquestionably when we did enact that law it 
was with the understanding that this entire structure would cost but 
$3,000,000 when completed. It was to be 463 feet and 8 inches long 
by 332} feet wide. The construction was begun by the excavation for 
the entiresite. It seemed the commission understood that we were to 
erect the whole building at a cost of $2,300,000 within the three years 
and ultimately $700,000 additional in order to make it complete for 
the purpose intended. As I have said, they commenced the excava- 
tion for the whole site of the building, and ponm a foundation for 
the entirestructure. Theinvestigation discloses that this building, if 
completed, will cost at least $10,000,000, and we have felt it to be our 
duty to so advise the House. 

The number of square feet in the building entire will be 111,000, 
while the State, War, and Navy Department building, which has grown 
up within our own recollections, embraces only 93,000 feet. Cane 
never contemplated the erection of a building far in excess of the War 
and Navy Department building, and we all understand that. We were 
greatly deceived, perhaps by our own carelessness and negligence by 
not investigating the plans further; but certain it is that it was never 
understood that the extent and cost of the building, according to the 
plans which were laid before the House by this architect, would even . 
approximate these figures. 

I want to say here, Mr. Speaker, that there is not a man on the floor 
of this House that will approve of the manner in which the building 
has been carried on for the first year. I concede with the gentleman 
from Pennsylvania [Mr. KELLEY ] that there are many fine tables and 
fine plans that can be found in the office of the architect; but when I 
tell him that if he looks at the report and sees that the entire expendi- 
ture for this service involved an outlay of some $97,000, he will under- 
stand why these ‘‘ fine things’? may be found there. I do not believe 
that any gentleman would indorse the extravagant manner in which 
the business has proceeded, and, I repeat, we felt it to be our duty to 
inform the House of the way in which the work was being continued. 

I will say further that since the present Secretary of the Interior has" 
had control of the building, bad it under his own charge, an entirely 
different principle has been inaugurated. I have great confidence in 
his ability to conduct the building of this Library in a safer and more 
economic way than ever before. 

Expenditures that we can not approve, that were simply outrageous, 
for supernumeraries that were added in large numbers about the erec- 
tion of that building; and I want to say to you gentlemen that if this 
architect is responsible for these supernumeraries and these extrava- 
gant expenditures he is not the proper man to conduct the erection of 
such a building. 

Mr. FARQUHAR, I would suggest to the gentleman from Wiscon- 
sin that it is the commission that ought to be held responsible. 

Mr. KELLEY. He did not employ them. 

Mr. FARQUHAR. He had not authority to appoint any one, and 
he did not. 

Mr. CASWELL. And yet he had almost the entire control of the 
erection of the building. Asa matter of fact these commissioners were 
otherwise employed, and could not give their personal attention to this 
matter. If there is any man hereon this floor who wants to champion 
the management of this architect and the conduct of that building, I 
have many things I could say to him which I do not now propose to 
do, but which would not sound very well. 

Mr. PAYSON. Why should you not state them now? 

Mr. CASWELL. I have not time. 

Mr. PAYSON. There is plenty of time. 

Mr. CASWELL, Can you tell me why it was necessary to buy a 
coupé at a cost of $611? And if it was necessary, why was it neces- 
sary when the present Secretary of the Interior discovered it that he 
should order it sold at an expense of $225? Can any man tell me why 
he persisted in the purchase of a cement which caused a delay all along 
through the winter months at a cost of nearly $3 a barrel from foreign 
manufacturers, when it could be bought of our own manufacturers for 
about a dollar, and which was said by experts before this committee 
to be just as good. Can any man tell me why it wasn for him 
to keep seven watchmen to guard that fence and hole which he had 
excavatedintheground? [Laughter.] Can you tellme why he needed 
five messengers on duty constantly ? . 

Mr. PERKINS. To watch the guards. 
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Mr. CASWELL. To watch the guards, as has been suggested. No 
gentleman, as I stated on this floor, would approve this amendment. 

Mr. BUCHANAN. Will the gentleman permit me to ask hima 

uestion? 

Mr. CASWELL. Certainly. 

Mr. BUCHANAN. If these appointments were made, were they not 
made because of persistent urging by members of Congress? 

Mr. CASWELL. Ido not know how they were appointed. 

Mr. BUCHANAN. That might be. 

Mr. FARQUHAR. I wish toask the gentleman from Wisconsin [Mr, 
CASWELL] one question, and that is: Could he have employed one man 
even as a watchman or otherwise without the consent of this commis- 
sion? 

Mr. CASWELL. I have nodoubt they did consent to it, but I have 
no further doubt they approved whatever he recommended. 

Mr. FARQUHAR. Then let the blame go where it belongs. 

Mr. CASWELL. They supposed they had a man on whom they 
could depend. 

Mr. FARQUHAR. That is supposition. 

Mr. CASWELL. I am not here with a view to bring any censure 
upon him. I care nothing about him. He has very excellent quali- 
ties and may have some skill; but I was simply speaking as to his ad- 
ministration; and you may pass your judgment as you please. I have 
said there were a number of supernumeraries; and I will mention one. 
They had an accountant at a salary of $2,500 a year. I venture tosay 
that he has not an hour’s work for him that it will be necessary for 
him to do in a whole year. Now, it seems for the reasons I have as- 
signed that there should be a better understanding of this matter. In 
the mean time let me say to this House that you had better pause be- 
fore you appropriate any more money for the erection of that building 
and ascertain what is being done. 

Our proposition is to go on with one wing of the building. You all 
know what that is. It isa building 463 feet 8 inches long and 112 feet 
wide. That will be the size of the structure when completed, and the 
probable cost will be $4,000,000, including the rotunda. 

Now, it may be best to go on and put up that wing. If we are to 
look one hundred years ahead it is possible that we may construct the 
balance of the building; but, sir, I for one could not advise the idea of 
that further construction or that it would be wise to put up just sim- 

ly that west wing of the building and let it stand there at a cost of 
Be 000, 000. Perhaps it may be necessary to change the plans, and yet 
considering the work that we have entered upon it may be best to do 
it. But for one I am not prepared to do it at this session of Congress. 
I think we ought to look further into the subject before we appropriate 
more money. I will not say but at the next session of Congress it may 
be the best thing we can do; butif we do it we propose that this House 
shall do it understandingly and not grope along in the dark, as they 
have heretofore. That is all I have to say, Mr. § er, 

Mr. KELLEY. I desire, Mr. Speaker, without having any present 
official connection with this subject, to say afew wordsuponit. It was 
my privilege to be a member of the Library Committee many, many 
yearsago. I remember two of the works completed while I was on that 
committee. One was the enlargement of the accommodations for the Li- 
brary by giving it two wings, each of equal dimensions, with the space 
then appropriated toit. Another was the construction of the conserva- 
tories for the advancement of botany and general science, connected with 
the Agricultural Department. I have always had a love for and inter- 
est in public libraries, and have for many years studied library archi- 
tecture. I owe my first impulses toward education to the fact that when 
a young apprentice-boy I was invited to membership in the Youth’s 
Library Company of Philadelphia, and found enjoyment and instruc- 
tion in its rooms, with its books and its intelligent and aspiring mem- 
bers, who were boys of my own age, its debates, its reading of essays— 

merile enough many of them doubtless were—but we were but young 
ys. I owe, I say, to that association and its influences whatever 
power I may have since enjoyed of serving my fellow-man, and that a 
library building, a library room, or the contents of a public library 
have always had a charm for me. 

My attention was attracted to Mr. Smithmeyer years ago by the con- 
sideration of his plans for a Congressional Library, and I remember 
the delight with which I first saw and subsequently studied his plans 
for the magnificent gothic exterior in which he first proposed to incase 
the interior of the Library building. It stood there in front of the 
Clerk’s desk through a whole session, and rivaled, according to my 
judgment, in beauty the finest gothic buildings I had seen on the 
other side of the Atlantic. I freely confess that I am an admirer ot 
the genius of John L. Smithmeyer, and in a greater degree of the zeal 
with which he pursues, even now when he has passed possibly the 
prime of life, all the latest ideas of the highest authorities on architect- 
ure as the architectural publications in English, French, and German 
give them to the world. I speak whereof I know of this man, for his 
office has been a haunt for my leisure hours, and for eight years when 
I have been in Washington we have messed together. If 1 know any 
living man I know this abused and reviled architect, who, without pay 
from Congress, for fourteen years competed with the world in prepar- 
ing a plan for a national Library building which should be worthy of 


the grandeur of his adopted country and would therefore immortalize 
his name. 

Mr. CASWELL. I think the gentleman is mistaken on one point. 
I think there is an item of $1,500 paid to Mr, Smithmeyer for plans 
which were submitted but not adopted. 

Mr. KELLEY. There was a competition at one time in which 
prizes of $1,500, $1,000, and $500, respectively, were offered for plans, - 
and although the plan that Mr. Smithmeyer submitted may not then 
have been adopted it was approved beyond any other elicited by the 
general system of competition; and it seems that it is to his great dis- 
credit in the estimation of the gentleman from Wisconsin [Mr. CAs- 
WELL] that his plan was so much better than the others that he got the 
$1,500prize! Now, speaking commercially, I repeat that for fourteen 
years this patient man of genius has, under invitations extended by 
consecutive Con; competed with the architects of the world, 
those who submitted plans in the later competitions numbering as high 
as forty-one, and has not received any pay for that work. 

And now he is made the victim of the fact that Congress established 
an impracticable executive for the construction of a library building, 
an executive for the expenditure of millions of dollars and the making 
of many contracts, consisting of three persons—a commission liable to 
constantly recurring changes in its personality, and by its terms to em- 
brace as one of its members, by virtue of his office, an architect, as if 
it were intended to fix a probable source of jealousy and discord in the 
executive department at its very inception. To the Library Commis- 
sion, consisting of the Secretary of the Interior, the Librarian of Con- 
gress, and the so-called Architect of the Capitol, was given all the ex- 
ecutive power involved in the construction of the building. 

Mr. Smithmeyer was named in the law only as the author of the 
plan which the commission were to follow; but, governed by common 
equity as well as by common serse, the commission, when it came to 
select an architect, naturally chose the man who had made the plans 
which had stood for fourteen years such competition, and which Con- 
gress had finally adopted and ordered to be carried into execution. 
This is Mr. Smithmeyer’s position; he is an employé with no more 
right to contract for the services of a person than you, Ms. Chairman, 
or I, who are entirely unconnected with the commission, have. Itis 
not fair, therefore, for Congress to saddle the responsibility upon a gen- 
tleman who is devoted to his profession, and who, with no political 
experience, is unfit to contend with such combinations among contract- 
ors and politicians as the expenditure by the United States Govern- 
ment of two or three millions of dollars would inevitably effect. 

I think, sir, that the Senate in its amendment has struck the point. 
I favor the Senate’s amendment because I have always thought the 
Library Commission an utterly impractical executive, one that must 
ruin any architectit might employ. The Senate amendment proposes 
to remove this jarring, discordant, ever-changing commission, and to 
confide the work to the Chief Engineer of the Army. What evidence 
have we of the fitness of this engineer of the Army for the position? 
I will point you, sir, to two witnesses, either of which should be con- 
clusive as to this man’s genius and training in construction asan engi- 
neer. He extricated from doubt and confusion the construction and 
completion of the State, War, and Navy Department building, which, 
nearly as large as the national Library building will be when, a cen- 
tury or a century and a half hence, it may be completed and be ready 
to receive the growing history embodied in all the forms of literature 
and science that may be recorded by the graphic art. 

That was a master-work of execution. The breath of scandal never 
touched the honored engineer of our Army who superintended its con- 
struction; and it will never reach him if the two Houses of Congress 
shall wisely adopt the plan proposed by the Senate to get rid of an im- 
practicable commission and put the work of constructing the Library 
building, under limitations adapted to the present necessities of the 
country, in the hands of a man who put new foundations under the 
completed Washington Monument. With stone-work 555 feetin heicht 
the Army engineer to whom the Senate proposes to confide the Library 
building made that structure safe for all time to come by fe-enforcing 
its foundations, a work of engineering not equaled in the history of man. 
This is the officer to whom the Senate proposes to confide the erection 
of this Library building. : 

It is said that to put up the west front and the rotunda will present 
an unseemly structure—an architecturalabortion. That rotunda is by 
the plan larger, much larger, than the reading-room or rotunda of the 
British Museum, the most wonderful institution of its kind in the 
world. It is to be 4 feet greater in diameter than the space under the 
Dome of this Capitol 

When, more than thirty-six years ago, I first visited the British 
Museum, it presented, as our Library building will do, one front, with 
the reading-room or dome in the rear. I have visited it often in the 
interim and have marked from time to time the growth of the majestic 
building which now embodies so much of the history of the past in its 
jewel cases, its coin cases, and its ruins brought from all classic lands 
and all the earlier homes of civilization. Rapidly as these have accu- 
mulated, it has grown to be able to accommodate them all. So our 
Library ought to have depositories for these small articl ms cub 


in various eras of the past, and ancient coins that our naval officers and 
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travelers will gather from every land and bring to us, as English patri- 
otism has:impelled Englishmen to bring these contributions to the 
British Museum. 

Let us proceed to complete the work we have so well begun. I do 
not believe that the Congress which passed the law for the erection of 
this library was either besotted or negligent. I believe that it acted 
well and wisely. I believe that the action of the architect and the 
whole records of his office and of the commission will prove this. 

But it has been asked, why so many officers? I reply, why so 
many commissioners to be bored for appointments and contracts by 
politicians and mal friends? Again it is asked, why has that 
vast excavation made and the stone work for the foundation been 
contracted for? And again I reply, why so many commissioners to 
be solicited by so many members of Congress and other politicians for 
contracts and appointments? Do not make a scapegoat of this schol- 
arly man who has had no power to make contracts or bestow appoint- 
ments. He has honored our country by proposing to give it what the 

ı architects of the wor'd, save, I think, one librarian who claims to 
know something of library architecture—a gentleman whose name is 
Poole, and who, I believe, resides in Chicago—say is the most perfect 
building for this purpose that has ever been planned by architectural 
genius, even when guided by the skill of a trained engineer; for en- 
gineering was Mr. Smithmeyer’s profession before he devoted himself 
to his-passion for architecture. 

This gentleman having thus honored us, we should not disgrace and 
degrade him, however much howling and ravenous contractors may 
strive to poison the Congressional mind against him. It is within my 
knowledge that he is pursued as by a band of hungry thieves, some of 
whom I know by fame; and knowing their fame I would in their pres- 
ence put my hands in my poose i toere were coin in them. I know 
some of these men, and I know some of the members of the House 
into whose ears they have poured their insidious poison against this 
almost defenseless man who has thwarted their nefarious plans. 

I say, therefore, send our conferees back fora free conference. There 
is evident doubt whether we would gain or lose by interrupting work 
on the building at this time. The Senate’s proposition is to go on with 
one front and to thus afford accommodation which will bring into use 
our present library. This work is all to be done under an Army en 
gincer whose skill and courage, and, above all, whose integrity and 
practical judgment are a guaranty against the wasteful expenditure of 
a dollar on any work of which he may have 

Mr. CASWELL. I ask the gentleman from Georgia [Mr. CLEM- 
ENTS] who holds the floor to yield to me for three minutes, in order 
that I may reply to some suggestions which have just fallen from the 
gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. KELLEY]. 

Mr. CLEMENTS. I will yield to the gentleman for the time he bas 


indicated. 

Mr. CASWELL. Mr. Speaker, the di hed gentleman from 
Pennsylvania [Mr. KELLEY] says that this House has made a victim 
of this man Smithmeyer. I want to ask him wherein have we made 
him the victim? Has he not been well paid? If he has not been paid, 
let him present his bill, and let us compensate him. 

Mr. KELLEY. Onemoment. There issomething in character much 
more valuable than money. 

_ Mr CASWELL. The gentleman anticipates what I have to say; he 
does not wait until he hears what I have to say in reply to his sugges- 
tions. 

Now, will the gentleman say that we have cast reflection on his archi- 
tect or his plan for this building for the Library of Congress? Not in 
the least, for every one agrees it isa magnificent plan ona grand scale. 
No one has taken issue on that point. 

I do not wish to detract from his ability as an architect in any re- 
spect whatever, but the simple question arises whether he has not made 
a victim of Congress on a grander scale than it is possible for us to make 
a victim of him. He stands by and wants that commission under the 
law to proceed to the construction of a building he had planned that 
would cost this Government at least $10,000,000, well knowing that 
we voted and passed the bill under the expectation and with the un- 
derstanding that it would cost only $3,000,000. Gradually step by 
step he has allowed a course to be adopted, so perhaps we can not now 
retreat without loss. 

I ask you, then, who has been made the victim? I concede it isa 
grand plan on a grand scale, and by the machinations and schemes of 
this architect the building has been prosecuted so that if carried out it 
will cost this Government $10,000,000, when Congress had utterly re- 
fused to go one dollar beyond $3,000,000, 

Mr. WHITE, of Indiana. Did the architect make an estimate it 
would only cost $3,000,000? 

Mr. CASWELL, The gentleman from Indiana asks me whether he 
made an estimate on his plan. To whom do we look for estimates 
when we propose to erect public buildings except the architect? 

Mr. WHITE, of Indiana. What was his estimate? 

Mr. CASWELL. He claims that he made no estimate whatever. 

Mr. WHITE, of Indiana. Then he is not to-be held to blame. 

Mr. CASWELL. But he knew the report was submitted to Con- 
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gress that when Congress passed the law the building would not cost 
more than $3,000,000. 

Mr. WHITE, of Indiana. It was the duty of Congress to make 
that inquiry in the beginning. i 

Mr. CASWELL. They relied on him not to allow the cost to exceed 
the $3,000,600, which was the limit beyond which Congress refused to 
go. In the testimony a witness on the stand, in answer to that very 
question, understood Mr. Smithmeyer to say to one of the commis- 
sioners it would cost only $3,000,000, but he was not positive as to that. 
He knew Congress did not propose to put up a building costing a 
greater sum than that, and yet permitted it to goon, knowing the cost 
would be some $10,000,000. If there has been any victim at all, it 
certainly is not Mr. Smithmeyer. 

Mr. STONE, of Kentucky.. Who made the estimate if the archi- 
tect did not? 

Mr. CASWELL. There was the report of the Committee on the 
Library, submitted by Mr.-Singleton, of Mississippi, that there was 
to be expended on the building in the next few years $2,300,000, and 
then $700,000, which was to finish the building. He had that informa- 
tion as to what was the intention of Congress when they passed the 
law. The chairman of the committee was not expected to make the 
estimate. He was not competent for that work. The commission was 
notcompetent for that work. They relied upou the architect himself, 
but, as I have said, he stood by and allowed a building to be put up 
to cost $10,000,000 instead of $3,000,000, which was the limit of Con- 
gress when the law was passed. 

[Here the hammer fell. ] 

Mr. CLEMENTS. I will now yield for five minutes to the gentle- 
man from Mississippi [Mr. Hooker]. 

Mr. HOOKER, I desire to say only a single word, not with refer- 
ence to what has been said by the gentleman who has just concluded 
his remarks, or to take issue with him or the gentleman from Penn- 
sylvania [Mr. KELLEY] upon the points suggested, for I know nothing 
of the conduct of this matter. 

Mr. CASWELL. Will the gentleman from Mississippi yield to me 
for one moment? 

Mr. HOOKER. I will yield to the gentleman. 

Mr. CASWELL. I only want to add a word further to what I have 
said. The question comes down to this: The proposition by the Sen- 
ate is to go on with the building 463 feet in length by 112 in width, 
more than four times the length of its width. Now, is it good policy 
for us to construct a building which when completed ata cost of about 
$4,000,000 will be in that shape, nearly in the shape of this paper 
which I hold in my hand? Lask if that would be good architecture, 
or good policy for Congress fo adopt? I think not. 

Mr. HOOKER. Mr. Speaker, in response to the gentleman from In- 
diana [Mr. HOLMAN ] and others, whosay that what was done by this 
House at a former Congress in the way of making the appropriation in 
question seems to have been done inconsiderately and without proper 
information. I wish to show in opposition to that statement and on 
the contrary, as appears from the report and the debate on that ques- 
tion, that the subject-matter—and I say this more for the purpose of 
vindicating my friend, General Singleton, who is not now but was for- 
merly a member of this House and chairman of the Committee on the 
Library, not that anything has been said in derogation of him, for I 
well understand that gentlemen do not mean any reflection upon him, 
but simply to show that the matter was placed by him before the 
House, and that the House acted calmly and deliberately and after a 
fall presentation of the whole facts of the case byhim. A controversy 
has now grown up with regard to the expenditures for this work. 

Everybody concedes, and it has been undisputed for years, that some- 
thing must be done to increase the accommodations of the Congressional 
Library. It was the idea of some gentlemen to make additions to the 
building at present used, extending it east and west or in both direc- 
tions as was found available, in order to provide an additional space 
for the increased number of the volumes of our Library which are ac- 
cumulating so rapidly and for which there is no room for their storage 
or even their safe-keeping in the present building. I repeat, that was 
the idea with some, and a controversy grew up as to whether that old 
Library building could be extended to accomodate the vast accumula- 
tion of books, so largely now in excess of the capacity of the building 
as to leave scarce room to walk in it, or whether we should construct 
a new and separate building. When that matter was under considera- 
tion in the House, Mr. Singleton made a report on March 23, 1886, the 
House resolved itself into Committee of the Whole House cn the stato 
of the Union, the entire bill and report of Mr. Singleton were read 
and published in the Recorp which is now before me, and that bill 
was fully considered. At a subsequent time, after the members had 
had ample opportunity to read the bill and the report and study it, 
Mr. Singleton, in a very elaborate speech upon the question, which my 
friend from Indiana, Judge HOLMAN, complimented most highly at 
the time and commended in the most favorable terms when giving the 
reasons which animated the committee to report in favor of a separate 
building, used this language, giving his reasons seriatim: 

Sixthly. If economy is to be our watchword, a separate building must be 
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erected, aA extension of the Capitol heretofore proposed, affording adequate 
accommodations for the Library, even for twenty years, would involve an ex- 
Deanar Seon ted chien is pata nite eae ch 
$4 00,000, while the estimate for the building proposed by the committee, made 
by J. L, Smithmeyer, who drew the plan, will cost $2,323,600, making a difer- 
ence in favor of the Government, according to Walter’s estimate, of $2,176,400 
Aa s ine of nearly one-half, and according to Clark’s estimate a difference of 

Further along in the same speech Mr. Singleton used this language: 

The appropriations asked for— 

Showing what the bill contemplated, and that the amount proposed 
in the bill was for the erection of a building and was entirely outside 
and independent of the $600,000 appropriated for the purchase of the 
site— 

The appropriations asked for will be $500,000 to begin the work, $1,000,000 at 

next session to continue it, and $823,600 at the succeeding session to com- 
lete it. This, of course, docs not embrace the purchase of the site. It is con- 
dently believed that these sums will finish the building so far as needed st 
present and for many years to come; and no further outlay need be made 1, 
the Government, utilizing, as before stated, the fees from the copyright system 
to put in shelving, etc., to meet the growing wants of the Library. 

It will be observed, Mr. Speaker, that Mr. Singleton’s plan did not 
propose the entire completion of the building, but only a fragment of 
it, and $700,000 was to be appropriated for additional shelving and for 
the construction of the alcoves to contain the volumes to be accom- 
modated. This House understood, distinctly understood at the time, 
that in constructing a great edifice like this it was not natural to sup- 

that there was a Senate committee which would be able, or even 
the architect himself who would be able, to estimate the exact cost of 
the entire building. But this was not a proposition to erect the entire 
structure for this appropriation, but was a provision, according to Plan 
No. 1, to finish such portion of the edifice as was needed at that ex- 
pense, and of course contemplating subsequent increase as the vol- 
umes accumulated. In other words, that the building could be added 
to from time to time as the gentleman from Pennsylvania said was 
done in the construction of that magnificent edifice the British Museum. 
The Honse therefore could not have been misled or could not have acted 
unadvisedly and in the dark, but evidently had full information on the 
subject. 

[Here the hammer fell.] 

Mr. PAYSON. Will the gentleman from Georgia yield to me a sin- 
gle moment to correct the gentleman from Mississippi? 

Mr. CLEMENTS. Certainly. 

Mr. PAYSON. If the gentleman from Mississippi will read other 
portions of the report of General Singleton he will find the figures he 
gave contemplated the erection of the entire structure and its comple- 
tion, with the exception of the alcoves or iron shelving. That $700,- 
000 was simply to put in furnitureas it should be needed. The struct- 
ure itself was to cost $2,300,000. 

Mr. HOOKER. ‘The exterior of the structure. 

Mr. CASWELL. It would cost $8,000,000 to erect the exterior 
structure. 

Mr. CLEMENTS. I have nothing to say in the way of criticism or 
antagonism to the very splendid eulogy delivered by the gentleman 
from Pennsylvania [Mr. KELLEY] upon his friend, Mr. Smithmeyer; 
nor have I anything to say in contradiction of what he has said of the 
importance of a National Library and great libraries in general for the 
education of the people. I suppose there is no member on this floor 
that does not see the importance of our Library and the necessity for 
making early provision for its proper preservation and use; nor do I 
believe there is anybody in this House at this time who antagonizes the 
proposition to erect a Library building separate from the Capitol. 

Iam not here to criticise Mr. Smithmeyer, for the reason that I do 
not know the source of information upon which the Committee on the 
Library of the last Congress acted in making their report to this House, 
upon which the House acted. 

Mr. RYAN. Mr. Singleton, in the remarks that have just been 
read, stated that they were made by Mr. Smithmeyer himself. 

Mr. CLEMENTS. I thank the gentleman for the suggestion. The 
reading of that part of Mr, Singleton’s escaped my attention. 
But we are confronted with a state of things with which it is our duty 
to deal; and it is due to ourselves as well as to the country that we 
should in a business-like way dispose of this question to the best in- 
terest of the Library and of the country. 

Now, the proposition under discussion is, first, the clause in the bill 
as proposed by the House, which substantially is to suspend the work 
on the Library building until the next session of this Congress, and in 
the mean time ask for plans from eminent architects throughout the 
country, for which an appropriation is suggested of $10,000. This 
will give Congress time to consider these different plans and the mer- 
its of this whole matter asit now stands. Itis only three months until 
the assembling of Congress again at the next session. Then we would 
have additional information and plans from which Congress could intelli- 
gently judge and make final decision. 

The proposition of the Senate is substantially to appropriate a mill- 
ion dollars in pursuance of the plan already on our hands. It is true 
that it is said this is with a view of completing only one part of that 
plan; but there is nothing that dispenses with the balance of that plan. 


This is simply a quiet way of acquiescing in a plan that was imposed 
upon the last Congress, and by which it was said at that time would 


f | involye a cost of only $3,000,000 to finish ultimately, Now we are told 


that it will take at least $10,000,000. Is Congress ready to say that 
they will ratify this expenditure? Ido not say who is responsible for 
it, for I am not informed as to the facts or as to the data on which the 
last Congress acted. : 

Mr. WHITE, of Indiana, What evidence have you now that it will 
cost $10,000,000 ? 

Mr. CLEMENTS. ‘That seems to be an accepted statement; andit 
is in accordance with the opinion of the Secretary of the Interior, as 
stated on this floor. 

Mr. WHITE, of Indiana. But there is no assurance that the build- 
ing as now under contract could not be built for $5,000,000. 

Mr. RYAN. The part propesed by the Senate, which is perhaps 
about one-half of the whole, itis estimated will cost not less than $4,000,- 


000, 

Mr. WHITE, of Indiana. I have known buildings that were esti- 
mated to cost $400,000 that were built for $60,000. 

Mr. CLEMENTS. Itis very seldom that we hear ofa building being 
completed for less than the estimate, especially public buildings as 
distinguished from private buildings. 

It is the accepted opinion on both sides of the House that this build- 
ing is to cost in the neighborhood of $10,000,000; which is also the be- 
lief expressed by the present Secretary of the Interior, as stated on 
the floor, under whose supervision this work is going on at this time; 
and it is to be taken for granted ‘that that intelligent and responsible 
officer has given some practical business-like attention to this question. 
Now, is Congress ready to acquiesce in and approve what was done by 
the last Congress under a misrepresentation of the factsand make haste 
to say that we will not take three months to make further investiga- 
tion for intelligent action, but will go under whip and spur and adopt 
legislation that will involve the Governmentin the expenditure of $10,- 
000,000 instead of $3,000,000 ? 

Now, if any gentleman can say that $10,000,000 is necessary and 
proper for the preservation and use of the Library, then I am ready to 
vote for it; but I think we ought to exercise some practical judgment 
in the interest of economy, and that we ought not to lose sight, not- 
withstanding the beautiful sentences of the gentleman from Pennsyl- 
vania (Mr. KELLEY] upon the buildings in the Old World and the 
magnificence of these plans devised for this structure, but occasionally 
to recur to the fact that we live in America, and that we once boasted 
of a little Jeftersonian simplicity. 

A MEMBER. That is long ago. è 

Mr. CLEMENTS. Yes, but it would be well for us to recur toit 
occasionally, at least. 

There is no necessity for us to copy after the extravagance of oppress- 
ive countries in the Old World in trying to cope with them in extrava- 
gant magnificence of structure and grandeur at the expense of the plain, 
tax-paying, honest citizens of the American Republic. Now, what- 
ever is necessary ought to be voted promptly. Further than that we 
ought not to go. There is hardly any room for controversy over the 
fact that the last Congress was made to believe that $3,000,000 would 
not only complete the outward structure, but would pat in all the 
shelving necessary for the next fifty years. 

Mr. KELLEY. One moment. I meant to say, in tho course of my 

previous remarks, but I believe I omitted it, that the last Congress was 
not stupid or flighty, and therefore it could not have believed that a 
building covering so many more square feet than the State, War, and 
Navy Department building covers, and which should be fitted up for 
library purposes, could be built for less than one-third of what the State, 
War, and Navy Department building cost. That building cost over ten 
millions, under the wisest supervision. The Government building in 
New York cost over nine millions, The Government building in my 
own State cost about four para and my city is building a munici- 
pal building the estimated cost of which upon the contract is over 
eleven millions. I do not want to see the Government of the United 
States, in erecting enduring buildings forits capital city, shrink behind 
the villages that are scattered over different parts of the country. 
_ Mr. CLEMENTS. Neither do I want to see this Congress vote one 
dollar of money less than is necessary for a reasonable and adequate 
building for the accommodation of the Library and for its proper pres- 
ervation and use. But we owe it to the people to see that their money 
is expended economically, fairly, and honestly. We oweitto ourselves 
that whatever plan we adopt we shall adopt it understandingly, openly, 
and without deception, knowing and making known so far as we can 
at the beginning what the building is to cost. 

This Congress owes it to itself to call a halt and to ascertain definitely 
what is necessary, and then to march up promptly and vote what is 
necessary. Ent to be asked to vote now in ratification of what must 
be conceded to have been a misrepresentation is not dealing properly 
with thisquestion. The gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. KELLEY ] 
says that the last Congress was not stupefied or indifferent, and there- 
fore could not have been ignorant of the fact that this building must 
cost a great deal more than the aniount named in the report, and he 
cites by way of illustration other publie buildings in New York and 
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elsewhere which have cost more money, and also the State, War, and 
Navy Department building, which he says cost about ten millions or 
more. 

I suppose, sir, that there were not many members of the House in 
the last Congress who took it upon themselves to investigate the de- 
tails of the matter so as to ascertain exactly and definitely the number 
of square feet which the building would cover; but they were con- 
fronted here from day to day at this desk, while the Library bill was 
seeking consideration, with a design or plan of the building, showing 
what it was intended to be. 

The plan was accompanied by the report of the Library Committee, 
which was headed by the gentleman from Mississippi [Mr. Single- 
ton], than whom a more honest man never sat upon this floor, and in 
whose statements everybody had the utmost confidence, and from that 
report which accompanied the design members learn the estimated 
cost of the building. AsI havesaid, I do notsuppose there were many 
members who undertook to ascertain how much ground the building 
would cover, either absolutely or in comparison with other public build- 
ings; but there was submittted to the House by that responsible com- 
mittee an estimate of cost which was doubtless based upon the state- 
ment of some architect, and which, from the statements made here to- 
day, came most probably from Mr. Smithmeyer himself. 

Mr. KELLEY. There was also a large lot of ground which the bill 
proposed to purchase or to condemn for the erection of the building. 
That ground was before the eyes of members of Congress, and certainly 
no man who had ever built even a stable could have supposed that a 
building which was to cover those two squares and the intermediate 
street could be built for $2,000,000. a 

Mr. CLEMENTS. Itis not to be assumed that every building is to 
cover the entire area of the site on which itis to be put. According to 
the gentleman’s own ideas of magnificence, there ought to hesome room 
left for shade trees and lawns. It did not follow at all that this build- 
ing was to cover the entire ground, nor is itat all likely that members 
went over the ground and measured its area and took ‘that as a meas- 
ure of what the building was to be. They had before them the report 
of a responsible committee who had investigated this whole matter, 
who had conferred with several architects, among them Mr. Smith- 
meyer, whose plan they selected, and the House accepted the ŝtate- 
ment which that committee made in their report as to the probable 
cost of the building, which statement, as it appears in two forms in the 
report, I now ask the Clerk to read. 

‘The Clerk read as follows: 

Any enlargement of the Capitol which would accommodate the Library even 
as it stands, with room to arrange it, would cost much more than a separate 
building, because it must necessarily be constructed in the same costly style, 
with carved Corinthian architecture. Mr, Walter, the former Architect of the 
Capitol, estimated the cost of an extension of the west front at $4,500,000. The 
a Architect, Mr. Clark, estimates it to cost $1,200,000, while the plan of a 

uilding adopted by the committee is to cost only $2,323,600. 

. * A * + * s 

The proposed building, as stated, will contain 3,000,000 volumes with suitable 
economy of storage. It is not designed to fit up the whole interior at once with 
iron shelving, but to introduce it gradually, finishing off the central portions, 
rotunda, and connecting rooms, and the entire exterior structure, The chief 
element of cost is in the iron alcoves of the interior, and in a buildingso exten- 
oie may be finished in successive years, as wanted for the increase of 

The most carefully guarded estimates of cost contemplate an expenditure of 
only $500,000 the first year, about $1,000,000 the second, and $800,000 the third, 
which will complete the building for rg se in all its parts sufficient for 
shelving 1,000,000 books and leaving 5: ‘or the gradual introduction of ad- 
ditiona! iron alcoves in the coming fifty years, the ultimate gross cost of which 
will not exceed $700,000, or an average of less than $14,000 a year. When it is 
considered that the copyright fees paid into the Treasury amount to over $20,000 
a year, while the pecu; value of copyright publications received annually 
is very much greater than this, the expenditure will appear moderate in com- 
sora with the great resulting benefits and the national importance of the 
work. 

Mr. CLEMENTS. The truth is the Forty-ninth Congress voted 
upon the design of Mr, Smithmeyer for that building as presented in 
the House and as described in the report made at the time, and upon 
the estimates there set forth, the ultimate cost of which was to be 
$3,000,000, including all the interior work that would answer for the 
next fifty years. The House voted on that question under a suspen- 
sion of the rules when debate was not allowed for more than thirty 
minutes, fifteen minutes on each side. Acting in that way the House 
accepted the estimates which had been presented to their committee 
and the statements of that committee as reliable. I submit that it is 
impossible from the record for gentlemen to contend here to-day that 
the House voted upon any other proposition, or that it ever voted upon 
the idea of an expenditure of $10,000,000. 

In the report just read there is an argument against the extension of 
the Capitol building to accommodate the Library, a work which it was 
estimated at the time by the Architect of the Capitol would cost $4,200, - 
000. The report of the committee, read to the House at that time, 
and upon which it acted, makes an argument against an extension of 
the Capitol for that purpose on the ground of expense, because a sep- 
arate building would cost less, the cost of the extension of the Capitol 
being estimated, as I havesaid, at $4,200,000. The plan of a separate 
building was deemed preferable, because for the present an expendi- 
ture of $2,300,000 would be sufficient, and ultimately only $3,000,000 
would be required. Is there any room for doubt as to the impression 


made upon the House at the time that bill was passed? Can there be 
any mistake as to what the understanding of Congress then was? 

Mr, KELLEY. Will the gentleman allow me a single suggestion? 
The extract just read speaks of housing three million volumes. The 
library which it was then proposed to erect—the whole building—was 
with the vie's of affording space for nine to eleven million volumes. 

Mr. CLEMENTS. The proposition was to erect a building which, 
when ultimately finished, would cost $3,000,000, and that an expendi- 
ture of $2,300,000 would provide ample room for three million books. 
The present Library contains far less than a million volumes—perhaps 
very little over half a million. 

Mr. CASWELL. Mr. Smithmeyer goes to work and draws the work- 
ing plans for the entire building from its foundation, including the ex- 
cavation. 

Mr. CLEMENTS. Certainly. I thank the gentleman for that sug- 
gestion. The commission followed up the idea of the act of Congress 
and what I claim was the expressed intention of that report. Mr. 
Smithmeyer drew the plan and superintended the work in pursuance 
that plan under this commission, and excavated for the whole build- 


g- 

Mr. HERBERT. And the very extract which has just been read re- 
fers directly to the completion of the exterior, and goes on to speak of 
the cost of the iron shelving inside. The estimate is for the comple- 
tion of the whole exterior and enough of the iron shelving inside to ac- 
commodate 3,000,000 books, which it was estimated would be suficient 
library accommodations for the next fifty years. That is what is as- 
serted directly in the extract just read. 

Mr. RYAN. I believe also that the contract for the concrete founda- 
tion was for the entire building. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Oh, of course it was. 

Mr. CLEMENTS. Ithank the gentleman for these suggestions. All 
of these facts conspire to show that there was but one intent and that 
was to complete the building, whatever it was. . Here was the plan, 
here was the description of it in the report, based upon statements and 
estimates, as now disclosed, of Mr. Smithmeyer. 

Mr. PAYSON. Permit me an additional suggestion. ‘The excava- 
tions have been entirely made, the foundations have been contracted for 
and very largely put in, and the working drawings and everything of 
that sort up to the present time have been made with one idea in view, 
the erection of the entire buildingasawhole. This was the ideadown 
to the time the agitation began in this House at this session. And 
those plans were made under the direction of Mr. Smithmeyer himself. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Allow me to correct the gentleman. The plan was 
changed as soon as the present Secretary of the Interior came to con- 
sider the work. 

Mr. PAYSON. Butall the work done by Mr. Smithmeyer has been 
in contemplation of the entire structure. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Certainly. 

Mr. PAYSON. ‘Thereis no question about that and never has been 
within my knowledge until this session of oy Sieg 

Mr. KELLEY. The work may have been done under Mr. Smith- 
meyer’s supervision, but he had no more power to contract for any work 
or insist upon its being done than had the gentleman from Illinois. 

Mr. PAYSON. Of coursenot; but I ask the gentleman from Penn- 
sylvania to remember that the point of contention is whether the House 
did what it did understandingly. 

Mr. KELLEY. No, sir; I understood the gentleman to be contend. 
ing that Mr. Smithmeyer was responsible for this extension of the work 
according to the whole plan. 

Mr. PAYSON. My friend does not seem yet toapprehend the point 
of contention. R 

Mr. KELLEY. Yes, Ido. You insist that while Mr. Smithmeyer 
proposed to put up a building which should be complete in itself and 
yetshould constitute a part of a great building susceptible of enlarge- 
ment so as to cover the whole ground purchased by the Government, 
he said the building would house 3,000,000 volumes and would cost 
only about $3,600,000. Mr. Smithmeyer never said that the building 
would cost $3,600,000, or any other precise sum. 

Mr. PAYSON. But the chairman of the Library Committee, at 
that time Mr. Singleton, said that he said so. In a speech a copy of 
which I now hold in my hand Mr. Singleton stated that this estimate 
was made by Mr. Smithmeyer, the architect; and upon that statement 
the House voted. The same statement was made repeatedly in the 
Senate. And Mr. Smithmeyer was in the galleries and about these cor- 
ridors; he visited members at their houses, as I happen to know, and 
he never disputed from that time until now what Mr. Singleton said 
he had stated. Mr. Singleton would go to anybody else for informa- 
tion; and the picture of the building, as designed by Mr. Smithmeyer, 
stood in this Hall for weeks in front of the Reporters’ desk. The state- 
ments made at that time by General Singleton were never contradicted 
by anybody. F 

Mr. KELLEY. Mr. Smithmeyerisanaccomplished and experienced 
architect, and has built many prominent buildings in Washington and 
other parts ofthe country. Experience has taught him that it is impos- 
sible in a case of this kind to make a precise estimate; thata professional 
man should never stake his reputation on anything else than an ap- 
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proximate estimate; that by reason of changes in the cost of materials 
and rates of wages, and by reason also of the possibility of modifica- 
tions in plans, no competent architect would undertake to make for a 
great building of this kind anything more than an approximate esti- 
mate. 

Mr. PAYSON. Before the gentleman leaves that point—— 

Mr. KELLEY. Now, I say for the last time Mr. Smithmeyer was 
called upon to submit a whole plan for a great Library building for the 
future—called upon to submit a reduction of that plan so as to relieve 
the embarrassments of the Library for the present and to accommodate 
the accumulations by purchase and from the law of copyright for many 
years to come, He gave an estimate for the three-million-volume 
library. He never dreamed he was giving an estimate for an eleven- 
million-volume library. 2 

Mr. PAYSON. Does the gentleman from Pennsylvania think that 
$2,323,000 is an approximate estimate for the construction of a build- 
ing which is conceded after one year’s delay the minimum cost of 
which will be $10,000,000? 

Mr. KELLEY. He has never conceded that the part of the building 
which we propose to erect will require $10,000,000 or even $5,000,000. 

Mr. PAYSON. But he has never denied that the whole building 
would cost $10,000,000. 

Mr. CLEMENTS. I will now resume the floor. Mr. Speaker, the 
question I was discussing when the gentleman interrupted me—and I 
am always glad to yield to him—was, what information the House acted 
on in the Forty-ninth Congress, and what it was supposed would be 
the cost of that building which it authorized to be constructed. The 
gentleman says it could not have been the entire finishing of this build- 
ing. I will read a few words more from the report, which is perhaps a 
repetition of what has been already stated: 

The proposed building, as stated, will contain 3,000,000 volumes, with suitable 
peohoay of storage. It is not designed to fitup the whole interior at once with 
iron shelving, but to introduce it gradually, finishing off the central portions, 
rotunda, and connecting rooms.and the entire exterior structure. The chief 
element of cost is in the iron alcoves of the interior,and in a building so ex- 
tensive these may be finished in successive years, as wanted for the increase 
of books, The most carefully guarded estimates of cost contemplate an ex- 

nditure of only $500,000 for the first year, about $1,000,000 for the second, and 

,000 the third, which will complete the building for occu: cy in all parts, 
sufficient for shelving one million books, and leaving spas or the gradual in- 
troduction of additional iron alcoves in the coming y years, the ultimate 
gross cost of which will not exceed $700,000, or an average of less than $14,000 
a year. 

There is the information upon which this House acted and upon 
which Congress acted in the Forty-ninth Congress when it authorized 
the construction of this building, and, as will be seen by what I have 
read, it was the understanding that the cost of the building should not 
exceed $3,000,000. 

Let me say the action of the commission and the conduct of the work 
under Mr. Smithmeyer up to this time, and the excavation for the en- 
tire building, all go to show there was but one intention on the part of 
Congress and those who have construed and executed the law, and 
that was it was to be an entire building. 

Does the gentleman contend it is fair to the last Con to say after 
the report which was submitted by the Committee on the Library, that 
this building was not to cost only $3,000,000, and that this architect 
was justified in proceeding to put up a building which would cost 
$10,000,000? If the information upon which we acted was reliable, 
then certainly there is no justification for exceeding the limit under 
the law. If it is admitted the information was unreliable, then, of 
course, we are all at sea. 

If it turns out that the information upon which we acted was unre- 
liable and that the work is going beyond what Congress and the coun- 
try under#tood it would cost, then it should be stopped at once, and 
investigation should be had and another plan followed so that we may 
be able to say to the country what approximately the building will cost. 

I do not say that itis necessary for us to follow the extravagant no- 
tions of the architect or act in accordance with the views of the gentle- 
man from Pennsylyania [Mr. KELLEY], and putup a building to cope 
in splendor with all the world for the purpose of taking care of the 
books belonging to the Library of the American Republic. 

Mr. WHITE, of Indiana. What was to be the material of the ex- 
terior of this building? 

Mr, CLEMENTS. I have not before me any specification of what 
the material was to be. 

Mr. WHITE, of Indiana. Was it not to be of marble? 

Mr. CLEMENTS. Marble, I think. 3 

What are the facts? There had been an expenditure of $585,000 for 
the site, and then there was an appropriation of $500,000 to carry on 
the work. At the meeting of this Congress $200,000 of that amount 
had been expended, leaving a balance of money on hand for that pur- 
pose of $300,000. 

Now, in conclusion, I will state again what the issue is, and I wish 
to repeat that the proposition on the part of the Committee on Appro- 
priations as adopted by the House a few weeks ago, after a much fuller 
discussion of the question than took place when the bill was passed in 
the Forty-ninth Congress, was to suspend the work, to investigate, and 
invite plans from eminent architects throughout the country, for which 
$10,000 was appropriated, and leave the matter open until the begin- 


ning of the next session of Congress, only about three months off; and 
then, with full information of the facts before us, we can adopt that 
plan which will not only be an honor to Congress, but which will meet 
the views of the American people as to what is right and necessary in 
this connection. There is not much delay about it. 

There is no proposition to abandon the idea of a commodious library. 
It is simply asking that we stop now, in view of facts that have been 
elicited, in view of the fact that we have been most egregiously de- 
ceived—at least the last Congress was—and inform ourselves of the true 
state of the matter, and then start out anew in the right direction. 

Mr. FELTON. That is right. 

Mr. CANNON. I wish the gentleman would yield to me for a few 
minutes. 

Mr. FORNEY. Mr. Speaker, Ishall have to move the previous ques- 
tion unless we can come to some understanding to limit this debate. 

Mr. JACKSON. Has the gentleman the time to yield? 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Georgia had an hour, which 


he yielded to his colleague. 
Mr. CLEMENTS. I yield to the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. CAN- 
xox]. 


Mr. CANNON. I do not know, Mr. Speaker, what the merits or 
demerits of Mr. Smithmeyer may be or may have been. I know one 
thing, that I am willing to vote a liberal appropriation for the erection 
of a public library building; and after listening to the gentleman from 
Indiana [Mr. HOLMAN] and the gentleman from Wisconsin [Mr. CAs- 
WELL], and having given attention to the matter and heard various 
suggestions in regard to it, I am willing, in view of the recommenda- 
tions of the Secretary of the Interior, that this building, in his opin- 
ion, as I understand it, should be finished according to Plan No. 1, at 
an expense not exceeding $4,000,000. I am willing to go on and finish 
it. It is no objection to me that it can be added to fifty years from 
now when we may need such addition and we can spend more money 
upon it, orone hundred years from now, as the demand for increased 
space arises, 

I must confess that I heartily approve the clause of the Senate amend- 
ment which places the construction of the building under the charge 
of the Chief of Engineers, General Casey. He has proven himself and 
his capacity in the State, War, and Navy Department building, and 
where an eminent architect failed, Mr. Mullett—at least the plan was 
severely criticised, and the construction of the south wing also. The 
north and west wings were successfully and economically constructed 
under the direction of General Casey at a cost of a very large sum less 
than it was supposed would be required according to the cost of the 
south wing. 

I am willing in this case to let the conferees go back to the Senate 
with such expressions of opinion as they have heard here, and with 
such knowledge as they may have obtained from the views of members 
on the floor &dded to the knowledge they had. I would be glad if they 
would bring in a report of an agreement to repeal the act which does 
more than authorize the construction of the building according to the 
Plan No. 1 for a Library of Congress, and according to the views of gen- 
tlemen who are familiar with the subject such a plan would be ample 
for forty or fifty years at least. Ithink now that we have just as much 
time to dispose of it as we will have at the short session next winter, 
Of course I have no defense to make for individual misunderstandings, 
including my own. I guess I ought to have known more about it, but 
I did not. We appear, however, to have struck upon a plan where it 
does seem reasonable to expect that we can geta building inside of 
$4,000,000 which will answer the necessary purposes for fifty years, 
and may then be added to if needed. 

Mr. FORNEY. I move the previous question on the motion to in- 
sist on the disagreement to the Senate amendment. 

Mr. PAYSON. Irise to a parliamentary inquiry. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. PAYSON. Will it be in order to move an amendment to the 
motion to insist? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. It will be if the previous question is 
not ordered. 

Mr. PAYSON. I desire to offer this amendment before the pre- 
vious question is ordered. ‘ 

Mr. FORNEY, I have no objection to the gentleman offering it 
with the understanding that the previous question is then to be moved. 

Mr. PAYSON. Ido not want to debate it. I ask the adoption of 
this amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

That the conferees on the part of the House,on Senate amendment No. 110, 
be instructed to adhere to the House provision in the bill, relating to the build- 
ing for a Library of Congress. 

Mr. FORNEY. Well, that is my motion. 

Mr. PAYSON. Not exactly. $ 

Mr. COBB. Irise to a question of order. I wish to know if the 
demand for the previous question embraces all of these amendments, 
or if it is only on the pending proposition ? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Only on the pending question. 

Mr. RYAN. Mr. Speaker, I desire to ask a parliamentary question. 


If I understand the proposition of the gentleman from Ilinois it is 
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that the House instructs the conference committee to adhere to the 
provision of the House bill? 

Mr. PAYSON. That is it precisely. 

Mr. RYAN. The effect, of course, if that prevails, will be to leave 
the conference committee tied up on this question. 

Mr. PAYSON. ‘That is it, sir; and I think it ought to be done. It 
does not leave any leeway to accept a proposition from the Senate in 
the line of the Senate proposition. . 

Mr. RYAN. The effect of the motion of the gentleman from Ala- 
bama [Mr. Forney], standing alone, would be to let the House con- 
ferees go back for a free conference, after further instructions, on the 
Senate amendment. 

Mr. PAYSON. I amend the Senate amendment with my proposi- 


tion. 
Mr. RYAN. But your proposition prevents them giving the Senate 


amendment any er consideration whatever. 
Mr. PAYSON. Precisely; and the House stands by the House prop- 
osition. 


Mr. FORNEY. I demand the previous question on the amendment 
of the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. Payson]. 

Mr. HOOKER. I rise to a point of order. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. HOOKER. This amendment, as I understand the proposition 
of the gentleman from Alabama [Mr. FORNEY], does allow the con- 
ferees of the House to go back and confer with the conferees on the 
part of the Senate in this matter, 

‘The previous question was ordered on the amendment. 

Mr. FARQUHAR. I think the motion of the gentleman from Illi- 
nois [Mr. Payson] contains more than that, pan p Tari of it is the 
repealing feature of the old House proposition, and wing aside all 
matters of detail in conference. Ido not wish to discuss the matter. 

Mr. FORNEY. You can vote it down. 

Mr. FARQUHAR. Certainly; it eam be voted down, 

Mr. CANNON. Let it be reported again. 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas, Can not the proposition of the gentle- 
man from Alabama be reported again? ; 

The proposition of Mr. FORNEY and the amendment offered by Mr. 
Payson were again reported. 

Mr. CANNON. This is the last parliamentary step which can be 
taken. 

Mr. KELLEY. And it is premature at this stage. 

Mr. CANNON. I never knew of that motion being made at this 


stage. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair thinks it is in order. 
Mr. KELLEY. It may be in order, but it is premature. eae 
sai 


I did not say that it was not in order. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. ‘The Chair can not control that. 

The question was put on the amendment of Mr. Payson, and there 
were—ayes 12, noes 46.- 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. On this question the ayes are 12, the 
noes are 46. The noes have it, and the amendment is rejected. The 
question now is on the motion of the gentleman from Alabama [Mr. 
Forney], that the House insists upon its disagreement to the Senate 
amendment and agrees to the conference asked for. 


The motion was to. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Clerk will read the next amend- 


ment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

On page 38, line 8, after the word “ office,” insert “and the Bureau of Edu- 
cation.’ 


Mr. COBB. Is this the section about the removal? 

Mr. FORNEY. Itis. 

Mr. BURNES. I make the motion that the House recede from its 
disagreement to the Senate amendment just reported. 

Mr. CANNON. What is the amendment? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Clerk will report the amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

To exempt the Bureau of Education from removal to the Pension building 
as pro. by existing legislation. 

Mr. CANNON. I hope that it will not be receded from. 

Mr. BURNES. I make the motion in order to bring the question 
properly before the House; and I also desire to say that I am in favor 
of it. The Secretary of the Interior advises us that at this particular 
time it would result in great inconvenience, and as his judgment has 
always been sound in these matters, I am in favor of receding. 

Mr. CANNON. I only want to say a word about it. Legislation 
was had in the last Congress which provided that there should be placed 
in the Pension Office the Commissioner of Railroads and his office; the 
Commissioner of Education with his office, and the General Land Of- 
fice with all the records and the clerks. The gentleman from—— 

Mr. BURNES. And the pension agent. 

Mr. CANNON. And the pension agent besides. The gentleman 
who has led this House in connection with this legislation so far as it 
was concerned, now upon his sick-bed [Mr. RANDALL], I know gave 


to this whole question pertaining to that building a very thorough and 
exhaustive consideration along with the subcommittee—— 

Mr. BURNES. I would remind my colleague that the distin- 
guished gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. RANDALL] did not inves- 
tigate this matter as thoroughly as the Secretary of the Interior, the 
gentleman from Massachusetts [Mr. Lone], the gentleman from Kan- 
sas [Mr, Ryan], and myself. We'went through the Pension build- 
ing and Bureau of Education, and the Secretary of the Interior was 
with us. We made a careful examination, and while we thought at 
the time, and while I still think, there is room enough for all these 
offices, yet the Commissioner of Pensions is very much opposed to it. 
He says itis taking room that he needs. The Secretary of the Interior 
is opposed to it, and asks us to recede, believing it will cause a great 
deal of confusion ; and he asks that for the present year, at least, we 
should not place the Bureau of Education in that building. In view 
of this request I think we ought not to move that bureau. 

Mr. CANNON. Now, my friend cut me off in the middle of a sen- 
tence, and I will have to go back and pick it up. The gentleman from 
Pennsylvania [Mr. RANDALL] and his subcommittee gave this matter 
avery thorough and exhaustive examination last year. The proposition 
went to the Senate, and the Senate almost refused to consider it. They 
said it was a matter of administration. After considerable effort, as 
I am informed, the Senate subcommittee, Mr. ALLISON and Mr. HALE 
and, I believe, Mr. CocKRELL, went in person in connection with Gen- 
eral Meigs, as I understand it, to the Pension building and gave a 
thorough examination of the room in that building, When they came to 
a second conference they said, *‘ You are right; there is plenty of room 
in that magnificent building,” not only for the Commissioner of Educa- 
tion with his small office, not only for the Commissioner of Railroads 
and his small office, but for the Land Office and all the clerks and all 
the records. And they wrote it in the shape of an absolute manda- 
tory law that on or before the Ist day of next December all those offices 
should be removed into that building. 

Now the Land Office has dropped out; it is carding a The law is 
modified in that respect. The pension agent has been dropped out; he 
is not to go. The law is modified in that respect. And now it is pro- 
posed to further modify the law so as to let the Commissioner of Educa- 
tion, with his small clerical force, continue to pay $6,000 a year rent in 
his present location. They say that he has important books and mate- 
rials for which he requires storage room. 

There is plenty of space for storage in the upper rooms, which are 
not spr for anything else, and, so far as his clerical force is con- 
cerned, the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. RANDALL] was clearly 
of the opinion, and I am of the opinion myself from what little exam- 
ination I have been able to give to the matter, that there is not only 
room for that clerical force, but for a very much larger one. I think 
the House ought to understand this matter. The law, even after it 
has been modified as I have stated, provides that the Commissioner of 
Education shall go there, and I think he ought to go. 

With all due respect to the Commissioner of Pensions and to the Sec- 
retary of the Interior and all these executive officers—and I am not 
going to abuse or blame any of them—with all due respect to them I 
say that I have never yet found an executive officer in Washington 
who was willing to yield up room when he once got control of it. In 
the Forty-seventh Congress, when I had charge of the legislative bill, 
the Committee on Appropriations made a contest in which we had sey- 
eral conferences with the Senate. The proposition was that we would 
take out of some nine different buildin: traps—in different parts 
of this city, and condemned buildings at that, the official records of the 
war and place them in the south and east wings of the State, War, and 
Navy Department negra, BS 

They told us there they not room, We went throu#h that mag- 
nificent south wing of the building, containing, as nearly gs I recollect, 
100,000 square feet of office space, arid there were fifty-one people em- 
ployed there—they appeared to be lostinspace, We put on the amend- 
ment providing that these valuable records should no longer be exposed 
to fire, but should be deposited in that building. The Senate said it 
was a matterof administration, and the Secretary of the Navy objected, 
and the Secretary of State ohjected, but we put in the south and east 
wings of that building over five hundred clerks and these records, and 
then they did not take half the space that the fifty-one people had oc- 
eupied in the south wing. [Laughter.] I repeat, I never knew an 
executive officer ora bureau officer—and [suppose if I were one I would 
act in just the same way—I never have seen one of them, Cabinet 
oflicer, bureau officer, or executive officer of any kind, who was willing 
to yield space, They all want room. [Laughter.] 

Now, the judgment ot Congress has been deliberately expressed, crys- 
tallized into legislation, that all these offices should go to this building, 
and after the law has been changed and modified as I have indicated, 
allowing several of them to remain where they are, it occurs to me that 
we had better adhere to the law upon this point and let the Commis- 
ponen or Railroads and the Commissioner of Education go into this 
building. 

Mr. FORNEY. Mr. Speaker, I desire to explain to the House the 
situation, In 1887 we passed a law which required that— 

As soon as practicable after the completion as provided for in the sundry civil 
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act approved August 4, aes and not later than December 1, 1888, the Secretary 
of the Interior shall cause to be removed to the Pension building the General 

Office, the Bureau of Education, the office of the Com: of Rail- 
roma: and the Bureau of Labor, and vacate the buildings rented for and now 
occupied by said offices and bureaus or portions thereof. 

The Committee on Appropriations moved here to strike out from this 
requirement the General Land Office, and the Senate has added the 
Bureau of Education. The Secretary of the Interior asks us to agree 
to the Senate amendment, for the reason that we have ordered that 
the city post-office shall be placed in the Pension building, and he de- 
sires that we shall wait six months and see what effect that will have. 
He requests, therefore, that the Senate amendment be 

In reply to the remark of the gentleman from Illinois [ Mr. CANNON] 
that the clerical force of the Commissioner of Education is small, I 
have to say that, while it is small, only about thirty-seven persons, 
there is a large library, consisting of twenty-seven thousand volumes, 
which will have to be removed, and for which it is said there is not 
suficient room. ‘Two of the conferees have therefore asked that the 
House recede, 

Mr. COBB. Mr. Speaker, it has been ascertained there is not in this 
building to which you propose to remove the Bureau of Education suf- 
ficient room te accommodate the bureau proper. Such acco: 
tions ascan be there provided are exceedingly inconvenient and unsuit- 
able. There is no place to put this bureau except in the very top of 
the building, where the thermometerin summer ranges, as I am credi- 
bly informed, up to 124°. 

I have before me a letter from the Secretary of the Interior which I 
desire to have read for the information of the House. In this letter it 
is stated that to save a rental of $4,000, not $6,000, as stated by the 
gentleman, there will be a loss of $25,000 of the appropriation for this 
bureau. I have also a letter from the acting Commissioner, giving an 
itemized statement of the amount of room required, and ing that 
the accommodations now pro will be entirely inadequate. I ask 
the Clerk to read the letter which I send to the desk. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR, Washington, July 30, 1888. 


887, which tin Say 


poles and Bureau of Education to the Pension buildin, , provided 
eaig batachag et pany gyre to the Land Office. Ido most si tink it will 
be a serious injury to the Educational Bureaun and also to the Pension Bureau to 


compel the removal of the former into the Pension building. It can not but 
tically strangle the Bureau of Education, for a considerable 
Tecan Ype pern but that it must seriously interfere with its 
shall yy there. pr gern 
ployed in the Bureau of rpg S and they have a large collection books, 
models, Sar marta mae on ai and bric-à-brac of various characterand all con- 
tributory to enlightenment. I have visited the Pension building and ean not 

see how this can be stored, exceptin great partinthefourthstory. Practically, 
it becomes when placed there unayailable for use. 

The appropriation in the 1 mee executive, and judicial bill on account of 
the Bureau of Education is, altogether, $50,920, The rent of the building to be 
saved by this change is $4,000, In order to save this sum of $4,000 of rent I do 
ne tani tate to say that this action will waste $25,000 of the appropriation for 

e bureau. 

I have beard the idea expressed in casual conversation that the Bureau of 
Education was not an instrumentality of especial value, and I fear that this idea 
has had something to do with the willingness to cripple it by this removal. 

I do not concur at all in the sentiment; but if the sentiment is to have any 
influence, and especially under the Plea of economy, it should take an effective 

ee eee 3 this wonld require pag nob wooed) 
this removal being insisted u presk par orana Emos force should be discharged 
and the appropriation made Ee dhe AAA af tha DAAN, diminished. Idonot 
doubt that it could be diminished one-half, upon the theory of the removal, and 
as effective work be accomplished as if the same number of officers and. em- 
poroen shall be retained now É phaea ne because they can not work to adyan- 


There are now about forty: 


quarters as can be assigned in the Pension Bureau, 
The | Saale bill has made provision for the rent of the building now ocen- 
pied by the Bureauof Ranoni o weer until the Ist of December ippropri- 


next, a 
ne-third of a rental, The Urge is short 
and especi: upon you, my dear recog- 
Is it pan ie Oa of wisdom to continue 
which will involve 


ating $1,667 for that ar, Sorel a 
and the preasure upon 

nize to be very greatat this june uncture. 
that daag sony it is for 
but $2,333 more 


feel convinced you will recognize by a survey of the page ee and the property 
aroe the imperative urgency an I venture to 
make 


The provision for the post-office within the area of the Pension building will 
make that building as thoroughly oceupied as almostany Government b ran rp 
in the city, perbaps quite as much., 

I have the honor to be, my dear Mr. Chairman, 
respectfully, your obedient servant, 


Very 
WAL F. VILAS, X 
Hon. Wirzzam B. ALLISON, sitio 
Chairman Committee on Appropriations, United States Senate. 


The question being taken on the motion of Mr. Burnzs, that the 
House recede from its disagreement to amendment numbered 116, it 
was decided in the affirmative—ayes 49, noes 14. 

Amendment numbered 118 was read, as follows: 


Insert the following: 
this act shall be used in the in- 


Mr. FORNEY. I move that the House insist on its igeproomnantbo 
this amendment. 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. : 


ri piy ‘dw: 
ven the stumps of the 
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Mr. RYAN. The House, if I recollect aright, disagreed to this 
amendment at the instance of my friend from Indiana [Mr. HOLMAN], 
who stated at the time that he desired to give ihe conferees some in- 
formation on the subject. If he has any information, I would like him 
now io state it to the House, so that we may understand the reasons 
which actuated him in asking the House to disagree totheamendment. , 

Mr. HOLMAN. Mr. Chairman, it is well known we have districts 
where the public lands are covered with timber which is valuable, and 
yet not valuable as sawed and hewed timber, and which is manufact- 
ured not only into cordwood and charcoal, but is being very rapidly 
appropriated. The law is liberal as to the timber on the public lands, 
I find a statement published in The Globe, a leading newspaper of 
New York City, which seems to be copied from the New York Her- 
ald, stating what I understand to be substantially the facts in 
to the manner in which the public lands are being denuded of timber 
of a commercial value, and of great consequence to the farmers and 
those engaged in carrying on mining operations. I ask the paragraph 
of that statement which I have marked be read by the Clerk. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

IN THE INTEREST OF RICH CORPORATIONS, 


‘t The proposed legislation,” says Mr. Stockslager, ‘is purely in the interest 
of large and veers mining corporations, foreign as well as native, andalso in 
the interest of railroad ed tecerrrapetiode who have in many portions of the country 
monopolized the cordwood-cutting and charcoal industries. Iam warrantedin 
stating that it originated in the desire to prevent the prosecution of anticipated 
suits which have since been ordered, upon the recommendation of this office, 
against the Richmond ogra, Od pany and the Eureka Consolidated Minin, 
Company, oming mines in Nevada, for the Jidegscatag 8 of $9,517.45. The total 

derived from timber cut by and for these companies 


value of wood and 
upon the public lands aggregates 1,905,964 cords of wood, from a portion of 


which were derived 28,704,662 bushels of charcoal.” 
TIMBER LANDS DENUDED, 


“These two companies alone have literally laid bare the hills, mountain 
within a us of 35 miles from Eureka, not sparing 

from devon ow = and gpg ete not sim- 
cedar, and pine trees. - 


depredations are ren- 
dered the more aggravating by the fact Pry Neg the Richmond Minin bg ce Agea is 
exclusively a foreign and British corporation, organized in Lon 
having for its manager an alien, whois a British nobleman connected with the 
Duke of Northumberland. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Whilst this purports to be an interview with the 
Commissioner of the General Land Office, I do not know that it is an 
exact report of what took place on that occasion, but I have no doubt 
if substantially states the facts and the view he entertains and ex- 
pressed. I will ask the gentleman from Kansas whether a letter of 
the Commissioner of the General Land Office, Mr. Stockslager, was 
not before the conferees ? 

Mr. RYAN. The conferees had some information of it. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Otherwise I would have gone before the conferees 


myself, 

If this statement be true, and I think it is, as that is the informa- 
tion I have derived from the Land Office, if what has been read are the 
exact words of the interview on the part of the Commissioner of the 
General Land Office—and I do not know whether they are or not, ex- 
cept they substantially agree with the information which I have—if 
that be true, then this House can not upon that information agree to 
prohibit or suspend those prosecutions, 

Mr. WOODBURN, Imove thatthe House recede from its disagree- 
ment to the Senate amendment. 

Mr. Speaker, the sundry civil bill appropriates $350,000 to protect 
the public lands, to adjust swamp-land entries, and to guard against 
depredations of the timber on the public domain. This amendment 
simply provides that none of that money shall be expended in the in- 
vestigation or in the prosecution of any person in the mining regions 
of the United States for cutting dwarf or scrub timber that can not be 
hewed or squared into timber of commercial value. A Senator from 
the State of Nevada offered this amendment to the House bill. 

No matter whether the article just read at the request of the gen- 
tleman from Indiana [Mr. HOLMAN] be trae or not, I say this amend- 
ment would never have been necessary except to prevent the repetition 
of an order by the Commissioner of the General Land Office by virtue 
of which six miners were arrested in the arid regions of Nevada, and 
brought 300 miles to the capital at Carson, indicted and tried for mis- 
demeanor in cutting the chara>ter of timber described in the amend- 
ment, They were acquitted after trial in a court of the United States. 
To prevent the recurrence of such an order, because other prosecutions 
are threatened, this amendment was offered. 

Every man in that mining region, as well as every corporation, is 
threatened with civil suits in order to recover the value of the scrub 
timber cut in the last thirty years, as the statute of limitations does 
not run against the Government. 

If the Richmond Mining Company be liable for cutting this timber, 
if the Eureka Company is held to be liable, so also is every individual 
in the entire arid region of Idaho and Colorado. The miners of that 
region, as well as the corporations, have for the last twenty years en- 
ioyed the right and privilege of cutting that kind of tantar. without 
any molestation from the Interior Department. They have been in 
the undisturbed and notorious possession of that right during all that 
period. Without that right not a single furnace, quartz-mill, or mine 


have 
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in all this region can be worked at all. It is indispensable to the very 
existence of the miner, and the framers of this legislation, those who 
reported the act of 1878, which still stands on the statute-books, and 
for the violation of which these miners were arrested, when it came 
into this House from the Senate of the United States, accompanied it 
with a report which places upon it a construction entirely different 
from that of the Commissioner of the General Land Office. The Com- 
mittee on the Public Lands of this House must have placed the same 
construction upon it. The members of the two Houses of Congress 
who voted for it must have understood it the way the Senate Commit- 
tee on the Public Lands did. And what do they say? I read from the 
_ report: 

The committee, naning carefully considered the subject of timber and timber 
Jands, and after mature deliberation with a view of devising the best methods of 
preserving, cultivating, and disposing of the same, have come to the conclusion 
that a distinction should be made between such trees as grow upon the mount- 


ains in the mineral districts, and the forests of pine, oak, and other timber that 
grow in the more level portions of the country. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Nevada will sus- 


pend. 
The hour of 5 o’clock having arrived, the House, in obedience to its 
previous order, takes a recess until 8 o’clock p. m. 


EVENING SESSION. 

The recess having expired, the House, at 8 o’clock p. m., was called to 
order by the Speaker pro tempore [Mr. BLOUNT]. 

Mr. O’NEILL, of Missouri. Mr. Speaker, I desire to ask the in- 
dulgence of the members present to permit me to call up this evening 
the bill (S. 2356) to provide a pension for Mrs, Adeline Couzins. I 
have had no recognitions whatever audng ai of our meetings here to 
call up a bill. This is the first time that I have madea request in that 
direction. This lady was actually wounded on the field of battle while 
attending to our wounded soldiers. I simply ask ition now to” 
take up this bill before going into the Committee of the Whole, and 
put it upon its e. 

Mr. RYAN. There are other very meritorious bills, and I think we 
had better proceed in the order. 

Mr. O’NEILL, of Missouri. I hope the gentleman will not insist 
upon his objection to this bill. 

Mr. RYAN. I amnot objecting to the bill. Iam only insisting that 
we can get along a great deal better by proceeding in the regular way. 

RECOMMITMENT OF A BILL. 


Mr. THOMAS, of Wisconsin. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous con- 
sent that the bill (S. 2490) granting a pension to Nicholas T. Lawrence, 
be taken from the Committee of the Whole House and recommitted to 
the Committee on Pensions. I make this motion at the request of 
some of the members of the committee. 

The motion was agreed to, and the bill was recommitted to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions. 

ORDER OF BUSINESS. 

Mr. PAYSON. Mr. Speaker—— 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair understands there is objec- 
tion to the request of the gentleman from Missouri. 

Mr. PAYSON. I have not risen to object to the request of the gen- 
tleman from Missouri, but I desire to give notice that after his request 
is disposed of I will make a motion that the recognitions this evening 
be accorded to the members present, as was done on last Friday; that 
is, that the roll be called in alphabetical order, to begin from where 
the call ended on the last evening. 


Mr. CHIPMAN. ‘That was the motion the committee intended to 
make. 
Mr. PAYSON. After the disposal of the motion of the gentleman 


from Missouri, I desire to submit that request. 

Mr. KILGORE. I demand the regular order. 

Mr. PAYSON. I make the motion I have indicated. 

Mr. CHIPMAN. I move that the House do now resolve itself into 
Committee of the Whole on the state of the Union for the consideration 
of bills under the special order. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The House accordingly resolved itself into Committee of the Whole, 
Mr. Dockery in the chair. 

The CHAIRMAN. The House is now in Committee of the Whole 
House for the consideration of bills under the special order. 

Mr. CHIPMAN. Mr. Chairman, I move that the committee resume 
the call of the roll where we left off on last Friday night, and that each 
member as his name is reached be permitted to call up one bill. 

Mr. O’NEILL, of Missouri. Where did the call end before? 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair is advised that the call ended with 
the name of the gentleman from Kansas [Mr. PETERS]. 

Mr. O’NEILL, of Missouri. Then I object. 

Mr. RYAN. Then let us have a vote on the motion. 

The CHAIRMAN. Objection being made, the Clerk will report the 
first bill on the Calendar. 

Mr. THOMPSON, of Ohio. Ihope the gentleman from Missouri will 
withdraw his objection. 


Mr. O’NEILL, of Missouri. I shall not insist upon it. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will regard the objection as with- 
drawn; andif there be no further objection that order will be pursued 
this evening. 

There was no objection. 


MARGARET GRAY. 


Mr. POST. I call up for present consideration the bill (H. R. 11057) 
granting a pension to Margaret Gray. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, ete., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to place on the pension-roll, subject to the provisions and 
limitations of the pension laws, the name of Margaret Gray, mother of Wilson 
S. Gray, deceased, of Company G, Eleventh Illinois Cavalry. 


The report by (Mr. LANE) was read, as follows: 


Margaret Gray is the mother of Wilson S. Gray, who enlisted in Company G, 
Eleventh Regiment Illinois Cavalry, and was killed November 17, 1864, near 
McDonough, Ga. Her claim for pension has been ed by the Pension Bu- 
reau on the ground that the soldier was not killed in the line of duty. 

The report of the Adjutant-General shows that the soldier was killed at the 
time and place alleged by a pistol shot fired by a comrade, J. W. Todd, who was 
tried by a general court-martial for murder, and convi of the crime. 

It appears from the testimony produced before the court-martial that Gray 
on the day of the shooting received permission from the commanding officer, 
while on the m: , to go from the road to forage. He was pre csi, R by J. 
ae Foca ma: two arians others of Se ea ona had been, drinking: 
and when rest of the foragers wan return e regiment he refuse 
unless he would be furnished another drink. 

After he was given a drink he again refused to go to the camp, and wheeled 
his horse in the opposite direction. Gray and one Thomas Conner, anxious to 
have him return to camp safe, followed wp and tried to persuade him to go 
with them. While Gray was close up to Todd the latter pulled his revolver 
and shot at Gray, killing him almost instantly. It further appears from the 
evidence that up to that time Gray and Todd were intimate friends, and always, 
if possible, in each other’s company. 

The captain of this company testifies that he detailed Gray to go out as a for- 
aging squad under a non-commissioned officer. While at a plantation J. W. 
Todd, one of the y, got some kind of liquor and became crazy drunk, and 
would not leave the place with the others of the . He was left, but fear- 
ing that he might be picked up by the enemy, Gray returned, and while at- 
ating Aei rsuade him to return, he, Todd,‘pulled his revolver and shot Gray 

rough the y. 

The captain further states that Gray was a splendid soldier, always ready for 
duty, and never intoxicated, 

The claimant was dependent upon the son at time of hisenlistment. Shehas 
no income from any source Sroa that derived from her own labor and the 
labor of the soldier’s father, which is inadequate to a comfortable support be- 
cause of his physical disabilities which have existed for many years past, 

There is nothing in the evidence in the case, including the testimony taken 
before the court-martial in the trial of Todd, poin towards any personal 
difficulty between the parties up to the time of the of the fatal shot, or 
any misconduct or provocation on the part of the murdered man, On the other 
hand, it is clearly wn that he was in the act of attempting to keep out of 
difficulty one who up to that time had been a friend. 

The committee are of the opinion that this old and dependent claimant should 
have the relief asked for, and therefore report favorably on the accompanying 
bill and ask that it do pass, 


The bill was laid aside to be reported to the House with the recom- 
mendation that it do pass, 


CHARLES HAHNEMAN. 


Mr. ROCKWELL. I call up the bill (H. R. 11021) to increase the 
pension of Charles Hahneman. 
The bill is as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Saenger? ai the Interior be, and he hereby is, au- 
thorized to increase the pension of les Hahneman, late a private in Com. 
pany C, Forty-first New York Volunteers,and pay him at the rate of $50 per 
month, in lieu of the pension now paid to him, 


The report (by Mr. FRENCH) was read, as follows: 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions, fo whom was referred the bill (H. R, 
Mawi to increase the pension of Charles Hahneman, have had the same under 
consideration, and leave to submit the following report: 

Charles Hahneman is now on the pension-roll at $24 ee month for right in- 
guinal hernia under special act approved February 4, . In addition to this 
unusual disability he is a great sufferer from asthma, which, however, is 
not satisfactorily showu as ble to his military service, although its ex- 
istence ever since disch is clearly established. The hernia was incurred in 
the service by being struck with a musket in the hands of a Confederate soldier. 

The increase to $24 by l act from $16 per month viously allowed by 
the Pension Bureau was peas tho rating of the Albany, N. Y., medical 
board on October 20, 1886, The d ility has much inereased. since that date, 
but inasmuch as the ial act fixed a rate for the pension the Pension Bureau 
is estopped from nting a pension for this increased disability. 

Pensioner has filed with ee committee the affidavits of three reputable 
physicians who have given him careful examination, and who, in substance, 
make the following statement regarding the trae d one 

“ He has right inguinal hernia, descending into and distendin, 
toa great size. The circumference at the largest part is 173 inches, and at its 
smaller part, close to the body, is 16} inches. The inguinal ring is 3 inches in 
its } t diameter and 1 inch in its shortest eter, hernia can not be 
entirely reduced, and constantly fills the scrotum, rendering him entirely help- 
less, The hernia totally disables him, and he has to be constantly waited upon. 
The care of him is unusually laborious and vee Sap. E For the ps two years 
he has been unable to wear any truss; he can not slecp at night on account of 
the asthma; the cough increases the size of the hernia; heart disease also adds 
to his deplorable condition.” 

A number of neighbors also testify to the pensioner’s helplessness and the ne- 
cessity of constant aid and attendance of another person. 

From all the evidence before your committee they are of opinion that the 

ion now paid Hahneman is entirely inadequate to the degree of disability 
om his Army injury, and therefore return the bill with the recommendation 
that it do amended, however, by striking out the word “‘fifty,’’ in line 6, 
and inserting therein instead the words “forty-five.” 


The amendment recommended by the committee was to. 
The CHAIRMAN. Without objection, this bill will be laid aside to 


the scrotum 
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be reported to the House with the recommendation that it do pass. 

The Chair hears no objection. 

ag aniier Mr. Chairman, I will have to make a row about 
is bill. 

The CHAIRMAN. What is it? 

Mr. KILGORE, My understanding of the history of this case is that 
this man was put upon the roll by a special act of Congress, He was 
originally puton the roll by a special act,and it is proposed now by a fur- 
ther special act to increase the pension from $25 to $45 per month. I 
think in such cases there is something due to the office, after an im- 
partial and thorough investigation has once been made which has re- 
sulted in the rejection of the claim. There ought to be some respect 
paid to the department and to its judgment. 

Mr. ROCKWELL. Mr. Chairman, a special act was passed upon my 
presenting a bill to the House for that purpose in 1887. At that time 
the committee thought that $24 a month was the proper amount to 
rate this man’s disability. The committee now think it should be $45 
a month, as the applicant is utterly helpless. 

‘This man was injured while in the service, as the report which has been 
read shows, by a blow from a musket in the hands of a Confederate 
soldier. The case as originally presented to the Pension Office lacked 
certain elements of evidence; so that that office, while it accorded him 
a pension of $12 a month, thought he ought not to have the $24 to 
which under the law he was entitled for that degree of disability; but 
while the bill was pending in the House he received the pension of $12 
a month at the Pension Office. 

The reason some evidence was lacking originally in the case was be- 
cause the applicant was a member of a German regiment raised in New 
York. It was nearly cut to pieces, and it was almost impossible to pro- 
cure the evidence of any of his comrades. 

Mr. KILGORE. Was there an application made at the office? 

Mr. i ear Yes, sir; and they granted him a pension of $12 
a month, 

Mr. KILGORE. You say there was an application for an increase 
at the office? 

Mr. ROCKWELL. No, sir; you can not make an application for 
an increase of the pension at the office where a pension has ban granted 
by a special act of Congress. It takes it out of the category of claims 
which are considered by the office. When once a bill of this class has 
been passed by the House it takes it out of the jurisdiction of the 
Pension Department and the man has got to come to Congress for ad- 
ditional relief. Thatisthe reason that the application is not now made 
at the Pension Office. > 

Mr. KILGORE. Put it at $25a month and I will not make any ob- 
jection. . 

Mr. ROCKWELL. I put it originally at $50 a month upon sugges- 
tion from the committee. 

Mr. KILGORE. I know. 

Mr. ROCKWELL. And the committee have reduced it to the amount 
fixed in the bill. Although this man is on his death-bed, I would not 
consent to $25 a month. I know the case personally; I know the ap- 
plicant. I will not stand as a Representative upon this floor and accept 
in a case of this kind what I do not regard to be justor right. I think 
- if the gentleman from Texas will consider the matter he will himself 
understand the position hereand agree with me. The man is now get- 
ting $24 a month, and this only increases the amount to $45. He is 
perfectly helpless, and will be on the roll but for a short time. 

The CHAIRMAN. Without objection the bill will be laid aside to 
be reported to the House with the recommendation that it do pass. 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 

The name of Mr. RoMEIS was called. 

Mr. ROMEIS. The bill I intended to call up I am informed is in 
the House. 

The CHAIRMAN. The bill the gentleman has sent to the desk is 
one on the special rol], and is not subject to consideration in the com- 
mittee. 

CARL M. SCHWANTES. 

Mr. RYAN. I call up for present consideration the bill (S. 2716) 
granting a pension to Carl M. Schwantes. 

The Clerk read the bill, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to place on the pension-roll, subject to the provisionsand 
limitations of the pension laws, the name of Carl M. Schwantes, late private 
Company K, Fifty-third Regiment Illinois Volunteer Infantry. 

The report (by Mr. MORRILL) was read, as follows: 
The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (S. 2716) 
“granting a pension to Carl M. Schwantes, submit the following report: 

The report of the Committae on Pensions in the Senate sets forth clearly the 
sake fe his case, and is hereby adopted, and the passage of the bill recom- 
mended, 


[Senate Report No. 1271, Fiftieth Congress, first session.] 

The claimant under this bill enlisted August 27, 1861, and served until July 
25, 1865, when he was honorably d from the service of the United 
States, and mustered out under General Order No. 26, at Louisville, Ky. 

On ors Soe 1881, he made application tor penean, alleging as a basis for his 
claim “that while on ‘ebruary 3, 1865, from cold and exposure his system 
parerea Steeda ae ey) ee andaga his ee 

nasu uen av 20, 1882, 
of“ Prakasa as P eta Mas of kidneys.” x a at poroms 
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The claim was March 14, 1°83, by the Commissioner of Pensions, on 
the ground of * ant’s failure, after a reasonable time and due notification, 
to furnish the necessary evidence to establish it,” 


The records of the War Department furnish nothing to support the allega- 
tions of the claimant, The claimant in his original declaration explains thaton 
the 3d day of February, 1865, while in the service and line of duty,in obedience + 
to the orders of his superior officers, he waded through some twenty-four 
streams of water during the march; that the weather was cold, and that he was 
chilled through; that on the night of February 3, 1865, he was detailed for duty 
with Rioo. on picket line, and that he staid on picket duty all night; 
that his clothing and person were wet and cold, and through the exposure thus 
ca and other exposure suffered on the same campaign * * he con- 
tracted the disabilities alleged in his declaration, and that he is now entirely 
disabled and unable to attend to his business, thatof a farmer. He further 
states he is unable to furnish medical testimony of treatment in service, for the 
reason “that no physician treated him for said disease of the kidneys, as he 
ee not always near a physician, and used such household remedies as he could 
o n.” 

Capt. D. H. McFadden, commanding the company, says: “Probably resulted 
in the injuries he sustained.” Captain McFadden fully corroborates the claim- 
ant ds to the march through the swamps and subsequent duty on the picket 
line. This is also set forth in the affidavit of J. M. Jones, private of Company 
G, same regiment, but only knows of the disability “by the statement of the 
claimant,” Same statement substantially is made by Comrade E. R. Hay, of 
Company G, who says that claimant “claims to have taken cold, so he was dis- 
abled thereby.” 

William H. Throckmorton and George W. Keever swear May 7, 1881, to an 
acquaintance of twenty-five and twenty-two years, respectively; that he was 
pee asound man prior to enlistment; and that at date of discharge they 

new he was broken in health and unable to earn a living by manual labor: 
that his disability has continued from date of discharge to present time, and 
that they believe his sickness and general Hes, | was caused by exposure 
while in the service of the United States, and in the line of his duty. 

A.W. Jones, missin Go 1882, swears to an acquaintance of eight years last 
past; that he was sick and unable to work for a considerable portion of the 
time, * * * physically unable to do a full man’s work. The credibility of 
affiants is fully established by the certificates of postmasters. 

The examining surgeon at Burlington, Kans., March 1, 1882, gives him a rat- 
ing of one-fourth total for colds and other disabilities, and that the disability is 
probably permanent. 

The board of surgeons at Emporia, Kans., rate him at the same, one-fourth 
total, on ‘‘claimant’s statement, which we believe to be true,” for kidney dis- 


ease, 

The incurrence of the disabilities alleged in the service and line of duty is 
not very clearly established, except by the sworn statements of the claimant 
himself; and, taking into consideration his excellent character for truth and 
veracity furnished by leading citizens of Burlington, Kans., his present abode 
and his present financial and physical condition, your committee feel justified 
in recommending the passage of the bill. 


There being no objection, the bill was laid aside to be reported to 
the House with the recommendation that it do pass. 


SYLVESTER STEARNS. 


Mr. SENEY. I call up for present consideration the bill (H. R. 
7516) to increase the pension of Sylvester Stearns. 
The Clerk read the bill, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc.. That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, di- 
rected and authorized to increase the pension of Sylvester Stearns, of Fostoria, 
Ohio, late a member of Company K, Forty-ninth Regiment Ohio Volunteer In- 
fantry, to $50 per month, 


The report (by Mr. YODER) was read, as follows: 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H, R. 7516) 
granting an increase of pension to Sylvester Stearns, submit the following report: 

Sylvester Stearns, private of Company K, Forty-ninth Regiment Ohio Volun- 
teer Infantry, enlisted September 5, 1861; discharged November 30, 1864; filed 
his application for pension in the Pension Office January 17, 1865; granted a pens 
sion of $15 a month to date from June 6, 1866; $18a month from June 4, 1872; $20 
a month from March 3, 1883, for a gunshot wound of the left shoulder, received 
at the battle of Chickamauga Creek, September 20, 1863. Hospital report shows 
gunshot wound, left humerus. His captain states on oath that claimant wag 
wounded in the left shoulder joint at the battle of Chickamauga, Ex-surgeon 
J. H. Haer, December 10, 1£64, reports him totally disabled by reason of gun- 
shot wound in left shoulder, fracturing head and neck of the humerus, entire 
use of the left arm lose. 

The last board of examining surgeons, composed of Thomas I, Lewis, George 
L. Creg, and James F. E. Fanning, at Tiffin, Ohio, July 29, 1885, testify to his total 
second grade disability on account of gunshot wound, left shoulder joints,and 
results, and that the disability has increased. He pain of neuralgic charac- 
ter in both shonlders, which is so severe that he can not sleep at night. He is 
weaker and has more pain in the left shoulder than when present rating was 
granted. They further said that upon examining the applicant they found in 
relation of height to the weight, emaciation and atrophy of the muscles of the 
left shoulder, and that he does not follow or gratify any vicious habits. 

After a careful examination by your committee of this case we are satisfied 
that his disabilities are of the peers nature and constantly increasing, and 
according to evidence on file that hisentire system has been affected as to cause 
partial paralysis, and that he is clearly entitled to an increase of pension, and 
recommend that the bill do pass, with an amendment, by striking out, in lines 
6 and 7, “$50,” and inserting “$36"’ in lieu thereof, 


The amendment was agreed to. 
There being no objection, the bill as amended was laid aside to be re- 
ported to the House with the recommendation that it do pass. 
ELIZABETH G, SCOTT. 
“Mr. STEELE. I call up for present consideration the bill (S. 944) 
increasing the pension of Mrs, Elizabeth G. Scott. 
The Clerk read the bill, as follows: 
Beit enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, an- 
thorized and directed to place on the pension-roll, subject to the limitations and 
rovisions of the pension Jaws, the name of Elizabeth Goodale Scott, widow of 
obert N. Scott, deceased, late lieutenant-colonel Third United States Artillery, 
at the rate of $50 per month, in lieu of the amount now received by law. 


The report (by Mr. Biiss) was read, us follows: 


The Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (S, 944) increasing 
the pension of Mrs. Elizabeth G. Scott, would report as follows: 

The committee recommend that the bill pass, and adopt the report of the 
Senate Committee on Pensions, as follows: 

The late Robert N. Scott, lieutenant-colonel Third Artillery, entered the 
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service as second lieutenant, February 21,1857, During the war of the rebellion 
he was transferred to the Adjutant-General’s department, rendering service 
therein and in the field, wh was rewarded by two brevets and honorable 
mention in general orders. After the war he served as aid-de-camp on the 
staff of Genera] Halleck until 1872; professor of military science and tactics at 
Faribault, Minn., until 1873; commander of his battery until 1877; and from 
that date until his death, in iss7, he was engaged in the compilation and publi- 
cation of the official records of the Union and Confederate armies. Added to 
these duties he was, during 1877 and afterwards, variously employed in the 
compilation of Army lations, as secretary to a Congressional commission 
on ge reorganization of the Army, and as a member of the Army Regulations 


The work of compiling and pace the records of the Union and Confed- 
erate armies, on which Colonel Scott was en; during the last ten years of 
his life, was probably the most involved and cult ever imposed upon a mili- 
tary compiler. To cul] and arrange out of the confused and sometimes chaotic 
mass of Union and Confederate reports a full, just, and intelligible history of 
events, and omitting therefrom the vast body of superfluous or irrelevant ma- 
terial, uired industry, patience, and methodic intelligence of the highest 
order. ese qualities Colonel Scott manifestly for his rs re- 
ceived the highest commendation of his superiors and military critics at home 
and abroad. He prosecuted the work with a zeal which surpassed enthusiasm, 
and amounted to an utter absorption of time and faculty, for during all these 
rs it is certified that he never took a holiday, nor spared time for a midday 
unch ; and that when office was closed he carried papers home with him and 
remained engaged on them, as a habit, until after midnight. This continuous 
labor, without recreation, wore out his strength until, when he was attacked by 
a slight cold, he had no vitality to resist it, and died. Surgeon O'Reilly, of the 
Army, who was for years his physician, states: A x 

“I look on his death as being as much caused by his entire devotion to the 
Government service as though he had been killed in battle.” 

Services of a quasi extraofficial character like these by Colonel Scott, and of 
equal difficulty and importance, performed through a series of years and with 
so total a disregard of the limitations of ence and duty, are not compen- 
sated for by mere pay and allowances, Nor, while the country neither exacts 
nor desires of its agents unreasonable service, can it afford to allow patriotic 
sacrifice to go unrecognized. It is plain that this officer, in his enthusiastic de- 
votion to duty, the performance of which he felt could neither be shared nor 
delayed, went down to his grave before his time, depriving the country of sus 
perior talents especially trained and prematurely removing from his family 
their protection and ey iri The committee, ee ae preciation of Colo- 
ne! Scott's labors, and eving that excessive devotion to duty is not likely to 
grow into a habit so common as to become a burdensome oni iesnra think it 
reasonable that the pension to his widow should, as asked, be increased to the 
moderate sum of $50 per month; and they recommend the passage of the bill to 


Mr. CHEADLE. Mr. Chairman, thisbill is oneof thesame character 
to which I have heretofore objected unless acted upon by a quorum. 

Mr. STEELE. Iam perfectly content that the bill shall stand upon 
its own merits, and let the House act upon it. 

Mr. CHEADLE. Iam perfectly willing that this bill shall take the 
same course which has been pursued in similar bills; that it go over to 
be voted upon in a full House. 

Mr. STEELE. That will be satisfactory to me. 

Mr. CHEADLE. Let the bill and report be printed in the RECORD 
and go over to a full House. 

Mr. STEELE. There will be no opposition to this bill. Iam en- 
tirely satisfied that the bill shall stand upon its own merits. This 
officer was literally worn out in the service. He leaves a widow with 
five daughters surviving him, and they are entirely dependent. 

I ask that the bill be reported to the House with the recommendation 
that the previous question be ordered upon it, with the right of fifteen 
minutes’ debate on each side, and that its consideration be postponed 
until to-morrow morning, immediately after the reading of the Journal. 

Mr. WASHINGTON. Irise to a parliamentary inquiry. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. WASHINGTON. Can this committee make an order which 
will bind the House? 

The CHAIRMAN. No; the committee only makes a recommenda- 
tion, which must be ratified by the House. 

Is there objection to the request of the gentleman from Indiana? 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 


NELSON J. CROOK. 


Mr. STONE, of Missouri. I ask consideration of the bill (H. R. 
3801) granting a pension to Nelson J. Crook. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Bett eto., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to the name of Nelson J. Crook, Jate a madas Ain ot 
Company D, of the Third Missouri Cavalry Volunteers, on the pension-roll, 
subject to the provisions and limitations of the pension laws. 


The report (by Mr. WALKER) is as follows: 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 3501) 
granting a igen to Nelson J. Crook, make the following report: 

The bill is to grant a pension to Nelson J. Crook, private in Company D, 
Third Missouri Cavalry. The claim for pension is based on an all injury 
to the eyes received in line of duty during the military service of the claimant. 

The evidence clearly shows that the claimant's eyes arein bad condition. He 
swears that the vision of his right eye is so defective that he conid not with that 
eye distinguish a man from a horse at a distance of 25 feet, nor with the left eye 
at a distance of 100 feet. 

There is an abundance of testimony, apparently of the most creditable kind, 
showing that claimant's eye sight is practically gone; 

The examining surgeon stated in 1581 that he found both eyes in a state of 
chronic inflammation and ulcerated, and estimated his disability at not less 
than one-half. The only question is whether this disability is the result of an 
injury received in the line of duty while in the military service of the United 
States, as the claimant alleges the fact to be. 

The claimant himselfswears that his eyes were sound and his sight good prior 
to his enlistment. Thatstatementis corroborated by the affidavits of his brother 
and nom arena yc ws well, also, as by several of his comrades, who swear 
that he good, sound eyes when he enlisted and until he was hurt. 

The only contradictory testimony on this point is a letter, notsworn to, writ- 


ten by the postmaster at Monticello, Mo., 1n response to an office letter written 
by the Commissioner of Pensions asking information astoclaimant. The post- 
master did not know the claimant, but he wrote that be had learned from others 
that claimant and his father and brothersand sisters had all been afflicted with 
sore eyes before the war; that it was asort of sore-eyed family. 
We are of opinion, however, that this hearsay and unverified statement of the 
postmaster ought not even to be considered, much less prevail againstthesworn 
tements of eight or ten reputable witnesses. 
We think, then, there can be no i pustorst 4 over these two propositions; 
1. That claimant had good, sound eyes at the date of his enlistment. 
2. That at the date of hisdischarge his eyes were in a diseased condition, and 
cane so remained ever since, growing constantly worse, until he is now nearly 
nd, 
The ee question is the important one. Is this diseased condition of 
his eyes the res 


heard him complaining of great pain, 
be how it had happened. 

Unless the statements of the claimant and six of his comrades are to be dis- 
credited, there would seem to exist no reason for doubting that claimant was 
injured as he alleges. His comrades also testify that he continued to suffer 
from said injury during the remainder of his service and to the day of his dis- 


We think the testimony sufficiently shows— 

1. That claimant had sound eyes when he enlisted. 

2. That he was injured in his right eye while in the line of duty and in the 

wy That the injury linuing at the date of his diseharge, and that both 
the was con ng at the of his an 

eyes had become affected. 

As to the continuance of the disability since his discharge the evidence is not 
as satisfactory as might be desired. He never had bis eyes treated by any phy- 
sician, except one traveling oculist, whose whereabouts are unknown. The 
testimony is that he treated himself the best he could. There is testimony of 
neighbors and acquaintances of the continuance of the disability after claim- 
ant’s disc in 1864. R.T. Crook, brother of claimant, testified that to his 
knowledge claimant had been suffering from his injury ever since December, 
1864. The claim was filed in 1872. 

David R, Jonesand John N. Brighttestify that they had employed and worked 
with claimant at different times for six years prior thereto, and “ throughout 
that period he had labored with great difficulty on acconnt of his eyes.” 

There is other testimony of the same import. The following is the judgment, 
so to speak, of the reviewer rejecting the claim : 

“No record, commissioned officer, or medical treatment in or out of service, 
Nor sufficient proof of contracting in service and line of duty.” 

It is true the claim is not proven by the testimony of a commissioned officer’ 
nor is there any medical testimony. It is proven, however, that claimant was 
treated in the field by the regimental surgeon, who died, or was killed, in 14066, 

Upon a careful review of ail the evidence your committee is of opinion that 
the claimant is entitled to pension, and the bill is accordingly reported with a 
favorable recommendation. 


The bill was laid aside to be reported to the House with the recom- 
mendation that it do pass. 


ELIZABETH G. SCOTT. 


Mr. STEELE. I understand that the Committee on Foreign Aflairs 
has the right of way immediately after the reading of the Journal to- 
morrow, and I ask that the recommendation to the House that the bill 
granting a pension to Elizabeth G. Scott be taken up in the House for 
consideration immediately after the Journal to-morrow morning bə 
modified so that it may be taken up after that matter is disposed of. 

The CHAIRMAN, Is there objection? 

Mr. SPRINGER. If it is merely a difference between ‘‘ before 
taking and after taking” I will not object, but if I had been present 
“before taking ’’ I would have objected. 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 


SICKNESS OF CHAIRMAN, 


The CHAIRMAN (Mr. Dockery). The Chair will request the gen- 
tleman from Illinois [Mr. SPRINGER] to take the chair, as the present 
occupant is unwell and desires to leave the House. 

Mr. SPRINGER took the chair. 


MATHEW O. REGAN. 


Mr. THOMAS, of Wisconsin. I ask consideration of the bill (S. 3118) 
for the relief of Mathew O. Regan. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, elc., That the Secretary of the Interior is hereby authorized and 
directed to pay to Mathew O. Regan, late of Company E, Third United States 
Artillery, now on pension-roll for loss of his right arm at elbow-joint, the 
amount allowed for loss of arm at or above elbow where artificial limb can not 
be worn, according to provisions of act increasing pensions approved Augustd, 
1886, instead of the rate he has been receiving. 


The report (by Mr. SAWYER) is as follows: 


The Committce on Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (8.3118) for the 
relief of Mathew O. Regan, have examined the same and gases 4 
Mathew O. Regan was a private in Company E, Third United States Artil- 
yl ies He lost his right arm in 1863, for which he was pensioned at the rate pro- 
by law. He was afterwards pensioned by special act at the rate of $30 per 
month, on the ground that the amputation is so near to the elbow-joint that it 
is not possible to use the stump or to attach to itany artificial applianes. a that 
the disability is equal to an amputationabove the elbow-joint. nder existing 
general law he is entitled to the pension he is now receiving, $30 a month. 
The law approved August 4, 1596, provides that all persons now on the pen- 
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sion-rolls, and all persons hereafter granted a pension, who shall have lost 
either an arm at or above the elbow, or a leg ab or above the knee, or been to- 
tally disabled in the same, shall receive a pa of $36 a month, The com- 
mittee is of the opinion that the disability bend to an ordinary amputation 
above the elbow, and there can be no doubt of the fact that the arm is totally 


disabled. 
The bill is therefore reported favorably, with a recommendation that it do 
pass. 


The bill was laid aside to be reported to the House with the recom- 
mendation that it do pass. 


SMITH BODKINS, 


Mr. JOSEPH D. TAYLOR. [ask consideration of the bill (H. R. 
6022) granting a pension to Smith Bodkins. 
The bill was read, as follows: f 


Beit enacted, ete,, That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to place on the pension-roll, sunos to the provisions and 
limitations of the pension laws, the name of Smith kins, late a private in 
Company E, Twenty-fifth Ohio Volunteer Infantry, whois now blind, at the rate 
of $50 per month. ; 


The report (by Mr. THOMPSON, of Ohio) was read, as follows: 


Smith Bodkins enlisted in Company O, Twenty-fifth Ohio Voiunteers, United 
States Army, on June 10, 1861, and was discha June 14, 1865. Whileat Camp 
Chase he claims that he contracted measles, which produced sore eyes, having 
been exposed to cold and wet weather during his illness. The soreness of his 
eyes continued after he had recovered from the other effects of the disease, and 
he is now totally blind. He was excused from duty on account of this disa- 
bility, end by some error was marked as a deserter, which charge was afterward 

-romov 

The claim was rejected by the Pension Bureau on the ground that blindness 
was not due to military service; that claimant had measles shortly before 
entering the service, and that he only suffered a relapse. But the evidence on 
file proves that he was a stout, hearty man when he entered the ce; that 
he suffered with sore eyes after his discharge, and that he has been totally blind 
formany years. He isalso badly pibenn p caused by a fall on account of being 
unable to see. He hasa family to support; is totally blind, and is in great dis- 
tress on account of poverty. Your committee be ieve he is entitled to the aid 
he asks for, and recommend that the biil be amended by striking out the word 
“fifty,” in the last line of the bill, and insert in lieu thereof the word “forty,” 
and, when so amended, that the bill do pass. 


The amendment proposed by the committee was agreed to, and the 
bill as amended was laid aside to be reported to the House with the 
recommendation that it do pass. 


SARAH F. HAWKINS, 


Mr. THOMPSON, of Ohio. I call up for consideration the bill (H. 
R. 508) granting a pension to Sarah F. Hawkins. 
‘The bill was read, as follows: 


Le it enacted, elo., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to place upon the pension-roll of the United States the 
name of Sarah F. Hawkins, widow of Martin J. Hawkins, late of apr ged A, 
Thirtyhird Regiment Ohio Volunteer Infantry, and who was one the so- 
called ** Mitebell raiders” sent out in 1862 by General O. M. Mitchell, for certain 
hazardous military purposes, at the rate of $24 per month, in lieu of the pension 
now paid to her, 

Szo. 2. This act shall take effect as of the date of July 1, 1884. 


The report (by Mr. THOMPSON, of Ohio) was read, as follows: 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 
508) granting an increase of pension to Sarah F. Hawkins, having considered 
the same, report as follows» 

Martin J. Hawkins, the husband of the beneficiary of this bill, was a sergeant 
of Company A, Thirty-third Ohio Volunteer ereo A He enl: August 27, 
1861 ; re-enlisted January 1,15664; was mustered out July 12, 1865, and died Feb- 
ruary 7, 1886. About April 7, 1862, General P. W. Mi senta secret expedi- 

rgia along the Atlanta and Chattanooga Railroad, well known in 
istory as the “Mitchell raiders.” The party was made up of yolunteers from 
different regiments. Martin J, Hawkins was one of the volunteers. 

Prisoner of war records show that he was taken prisoner April 12, 1862; was 
confined at Atlanta, Ga., June 19, 1862, where he petitioned that his life might 
be spared. On November 15, 1862, he escaped. On May 19, 1869, he applied for 
a pension, and on December 23, 1869, was granted a pension at $8 per month 
froin July 13, 1865, the date of his discharge, for ‘scurvy and debility and other 
results of prison life.” Afterwards, on July 7, 1884, his pension was increased 
by special act to $24 per month. 

His death was caused by the disease for which he was and on the 
29th of January, 1887, a pension was granted to his widow, the beneficiary of 
this bill. By i lation each one of the survivors of the y known 
as the “* Mitchell Raiders ” has been placed on the pension-roll at $24 per month, 
and Rachael Siavins, widow of Samuel Slavins, deceased, who was one of the 
pn y, has also been placed on the pension-roll at the same rate, and we believe 

t itis only fair that this widow should be pensioned at that rate. 

We therefore recommend the pean pe the bill, with an amendment striking 

out the second section of the bill. 


‘The amendment was agreed to; and the bill as amended was laid 
aside to be reported to the House with the recommendation that it do 
pass, 

WILLIAM THIELDS. 

Mr. TURNER, of Kansas. I ask consideration of the bill (S. 3035) 
to grant a pension to William Thields. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., Thatthe Secretary of the Interior is authorized, and hereby 
directed, to place on the pension-roll, su to the provisions and limitations 
of the pension laws, the name of William Thields, late a private of Company 
H, Eighth Regiment Michigan Volunteer Infantry. 

The report (by Mr. MORRILL) is as follows: 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (S. 3035) to 
grant a pension to William Thields. submit the following report: 

The report of the Committee on Pensions in the Senate contains a full and 
complete statement of the case, and your committee adopt that report and rec- 
ommend the passage of the bill. 


SENATE REPORT, 
` This bill proposes to place on the pension-rolls the name of William Thields, 


late of Com H, Eighth Regiment Michigan Volunteer Infantry. The so’- 
dier So Aon 16, 1861, and was discharged July 9, 1862, on a surgeon’scer- 
tificate of disability, “because of a tendency to consumption, resulting from an 
imperfect recovery from typhoid fever.™ On July 27, 1879, he made application 
for a pension, alleging “that at Hilton Head, S.C., November 20, 1861, he con- 
tracted typhoid fever, from the results of which disease of lungs, eyes, and legs 
ensued, and said diseases still exist,” 

The Commissioner of Pensions rejected the claim November 24, 1885, on the 

und, after a special examination— 

“That the disease of lungs and eves did not originate in the United States 
service, but existed priorto first enlistment. and that the evidence does not show 
that disease of legs originated while in the service, or has continued to exist 
since discharge, or has disabled the claimant in a pensionable degree since the 
date of filing his claim therefor.”’ 

The Adjutant-General’s report shows that the claimant was present with his 
company during September and October, 1461, and that he was absent on a three 
months’ furlough from December 5, 1861,and same report until discharged, July 
9, 1862, npon surgeon's certificate, as before stated. x 

The Adjutant-General also reports a second enlistment by this claimant ss 
follows, namely : 

“ William Thields, a private of Company A, First Regiment Michigan Light 
Artillery, was enrolled on the 30th day of August, 1864, at Grand Rapids, Mich., 
A one year, and was mustered out with company July 28, 1865, at Jackson, 

ich,” 

The complainant furnishes in support of his claim the affidavits of Charles H, 
Miell, J. Van Houten, Adilene Van Houten, Sophia Thields, and Emma A. 
Thields, all witnesses of established credibility, who testify positively to the 
soundness of claimant prior to enlistment, i 

Joshua V. Noah swears that his health was good; knew of no disease. This 
witness is strongly biased p ace the claimant, 

Henrietta W swears his health was good. 

Orange P. Noah "has no knowledge but that he was sound,” 

Dr, C. M. Slawson * knew claimant since 1854; * * * wasin good health; 
has no recollection of treating him.” 

David R, Goodman first knew claimant st enlistment in Company H, Eighth 
Michigan; thought him in average health then; heard of no complaint. 

Charles Cross, acquainted with claimant fifteen or twenty years before enlist- 
ment; was sound; was present and saw claimant examined by Dr. Shanks, and 
heard him pronounced sound. 

Dr. Herbert B. Shanks, late surgeon of Eighth Michi; , examined all the 
men of that regiment who'enlisted in August, 1861, and did not acoeptany men 
pac ns with permanent disease of eyes or lungs. Believes from conversations 
with claimant that he examined him and passed him as all right. 

Margaret H. Spencer, Lewis Mann, Mary Butler, Calvin L. Mann, John H. 
Van Ness all swear to prior soundness, 

Hezekiah Fish, a close neighbor, swears claimant was able-bodied and above 
the average in has strength, an expert rifieman. Maranda Fish, Lucy 
Gilmore, Samuel Gilmore, and Ira W. Barlow, in all twenty-two witnesses, swear 
to priorsoundness. Mary McCabe swears that claimant had sore and watery eyes 
prior to enlistment and coughed some. 

L. D. Kughn and John P. Kughn swear to weak and watery eyes before en- 
listment, but no recollection of cough. Claimant swears “that he did not know 
the Kughns prior to first enlistment, and says they could not have known his 
condition before service.” This is corroborated by T. J. Van Houten. 

R. W. Vantress knew claimant since 1855; saw him often; was very stout, 
tongh man; recollects no cough, but thinks his eyes had a watery appearance; 
health remarkably good. 

Noble H. Gilmore knew claimant since 1857; worked with him; heard no 
complaints, except as to his eye; eye was watery; no knowledge of cough. 

Elizabeth Flake swears claimant always had. sore eyes and cough; eyes 
looked red and pimply around edges; can not be m en about claimant's 
condition prior to August, 1861. 4 

(The special examiner reports Mrs. Flake as strongly biased against claimant, 
and unreliable.) 

Jharles E. Wood swears that at the time the examiner was investi 
ing this case he heard Mrs. Flake boast that she had stopped claimant's pension, 
and was glad of it; she could not get one herself and did not propose to pay 
taxes to pay them to others. 

Joshua H. Noath: 

* No recollection of claimant's having a bad cough; can not say whether or 
not had sore eyes, but his ‘impression is’ he had sore eyes ore enlist- 
ment.” 

William Nooh : 

“ Has no recollection of cough or lung disease; on reflection it does seem as 
if he had weak eyes prior to enlistment, but can not say,” 

James L. Mann: 

“ Claimant had hacking cough, and had weak, bas roat # tiger bas g them 
ooe nee the time. Remembers distinctly these disabilities existed before en- 

istment.’ 

Rev. Vantress, comrade: 

“Thinks claimant had fever on board the Vanderbilt. Saw him last at Hilton 
Head; sat up with him. Had diarrhea at Annapolis soon after enlistment, sore 
eyes and cough, too; fever afterwards on the Vanderbilt; Dr. Wooster said so. 
Do not think his eyes any worse in the service than before.” 

David R. Goodman, comrade: 5 

“Claimant remained in health until about a month after arrival at Hilton 
Head, * * * No knowledge of sore eyes and cough while in service,” 

Charles Coon was in claimant's company, and believes his disease was con- 
tracted in service and line of duty. 

T.J. Vanhauten swears “that he saw claimant in January, 1862, when here- 
turned home on furlough; he was emaciated, had sore eyes and weak lungs.” 
This affiant is fully corroborated by the affidavits of Adeline Vanhauten, Hen- 
rietta Ward. Sophia Thield, Emma Thield, L. D. Kuhn, John P. Kuhn, and 
Margaret Spence. 

Claimant and wife swear that he was not examined for enlistment at second 
service, and that he enlisted to save draft. ` 

The claimant explains that he wasinformed that his discharge from former 
service would not exempt him from military duty, and rather than be drafted 
he volunteered, but was notexamined. His wife swears that she sent claimant 
medicine for eyes and cough in second service ,and that she received ninety-six 
letters from him, in which he would speak of his condition. 

The condition of claimant since discharge in 1962 is fully shown in the tes- 
timony on file in the case, and shows that he has been disabled for the perform- 
ance of manual labor for one-half,of the time.” 

Dr. W. D. Jenkins, examining surgeon at Kirwin, Kans., under date of Feb- 
ruary 20, 1851, rates claimant at ‘total, and thinks he should be allowed $8 per 
montn for disability resulting from typhoid fever,’: ; 

C. J. Holmes, examining surgeon, Gaylord, Kans., rates him at one-half total, 
$4, for disease of eyes. 

The case was specially examined by examiners in the field. Henry A. Peed, 
special examiner, is of the opinion **that the claim, so far as relates to disease 
of eyes, should be rejected, and that for disease of the lungs is without merit,” 
but recommends further examination. 

M.G. Wright, special examiner, “thinks the claim for disease of eyes should 
be rejected.” 
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C. H. St. John, special examiner, “believes claim one of merit, and recom- 
mends submission for lung „ resulting from typhoid fever.” 

C. W. Akey, special examiner: 

“The claimant seems to be a very worthy man, and tells a straight story and 
a bey’ ikawe one, * * * and every person with whom I talked about his 
case fully sustains the evidence. * * * I believethe case to be a worthy one, 
and recommend further examination.” 

©. E. Foot, special examiner: “The case seems to be meritorious as to dis- 
ease of lungs,” and recommends further examination. 

Your committee are of the opinion that lung disease as a result of typhoid 
fever is clearly established, and recommend the passage of the bill. 


The bill was laid aside to be reported to the House with the recom- 
mendation thatit do pass, and the House bill ofsimilar title was ordered 
to be reported to the House with the recommendation that it lie on the 
table. 

ELLEN KELLY. 


Mr. LANE. Iaskunanimous consent to take up the bill (H. R. 4820) 
granting a pension to Ellen Kelly. This is a bill of Mr. SPRINGER, 
who being in the chair had not the opportunity to call it up when his 
name was reached. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, ctc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and is hereby, au- 
thorized and required to place on the pension-roll the name of Ellen Kelly, 
widow of John Kelly, late a private in Company F of the Nineteenth Illinois 
Volunteer Infantry, and grant her a pension according to the provisions of the 
pension laws of the United States. 


The report (by Mr. LANE) is as follows: 

The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H.R. 
4820) for the relief of Ellen Kelly, beg leave to report: ' 

The committee have conside the same and find, from the evidence in this 
case, that Jobn Kelly, the husband of the complainant, enlisted August 10, 1862, 
in omens F, Nineteenth Regiment Illinois Volunteers,and was honorably 
discharged June 18, 1865, because of injuries received in the service, and he died 
of his injuries September 26, 1866. It appears from the evidence that the soldier 
was wounded in battle on two different occasions, and for which wounds he 
was receiving a pension at the time of his death. The claim of the widow for 
a pension was age by the Pension Department on the ground that the 
death of the soldier was not due to his military service. 

This is a case of disagreement among doctors. 

Alexander Moore testified that he knew the soldier; that he was in the same 
rifle-pit when the soldier was wounded ; that the soldier came home by reason 
of his wounds and was greatiy disabled by said wounds; that the direct cause 
of the soldier's death was the wounds so received in battle. 

Charles Murray, also a comrade of the soldier, testified to the same facts, and 
that the cause of death of the soldier was the wounds received in the service. 
Rose Murray testifies to the same facts, and this testimony is sustained by many 
other facts in the record. Dr. B.F. Stanly, of Springfield, Ill.,a physician of 
thirty-six years’ standing, on his oath states that he knew the soldier, and 
gives it as his “medical opinion” that the death of the soldier was caused by 
wounds received in the service. 

The testimony of Charles Ryan, the spe memoria lococan of the soldier, tends 
to support the testimony of Dr. Stanly, aforesai à 

It is further in evidence that on one occasion, when the soldier was returning 
to his home from his company on a eninge, dr he was injured ina collision of his 
train on the ae and Indianapolis Railroad, and in the opinion of R. W. 
O'Ferral, M. D., this injury was the cause of his death. Dr. Stanly has filed a 
subsequent affidavit in which he materially modifies his former statement in 
regard to the death of the soldier. Yet the fact remains that the soldier died 
from injuries, and he received injuries in the service in battle for which he was 
receiving a pension at the time of his death, and the testimony fully shows that 
from the time he received these wounds he was in continued failing health, 
which would eventually result in death. 

The injuries that it is claimed he received in the collision withthe train were 
received about two years prior to his death, Now, the committee in consider- 
ing the cause of death of the soldier would be required to. take into consider- 
ation all the aes received by the soldier that might cause hisdeath. While 
it is true that he was returning home on a furlough, which it is shown was 
granted for the purpose of permitting the soldier to go home in order to vote, 
there is also some testimony tending to show that the furlough was grantedon 
account of sickness, and that the soldier understood that the furlough was so 
issued; but whether that is so or not, it is certain this furlough could prop- 
erly have been issued on the ground of sickness of the soldier, for testimony 
shows that the soldier was severely injured prior to the issuance of this furlough, 
and was then suffering from the same, and the commttee think that the family 
of the soldier should not suffer because the furlough was issued on one ground 
and not on another; and if the furlough had been granted on the ground of 
sickness, upon which it could have been granted, then there would be no ques- 
tion but that all the injuries received by the soldier would be received in the 
line of duty, and such injuries having caused his death, the widow would be 
entitled to a pension. 

The committee therefore think that the injuries from which the soldier died 
were received in line of duty, and are the result of military service of the sol- 
dier, and therefore report the bill back with a recommendation that the bill do 
pass. 

Mr. ALLEN, of Michigan (during the reading of the report). We 
know from whom this bill emanates, and I move that the further read- 
ing of the report be dispensed with. 

Mr. KILGORE. I think we had better have the report read. 

The reading of the report was concluded. 

The bill was laid aside to be reported to the House with the recom- 
mendation that it do pass, 


RICHARD JOBES. 


Mr. VANCE. I call up for consideration the bill (H. R. 8748) to in- 
crease the pension of Richard Jobes. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to increase the pension of Richard Jobes, late of Company 
D, Sixteenth Regiment of Connecticut Volunteers, and to pay him a pension at 
the rate of $36 per month from and after the passage of this act. 


The report (by Mr. FRENCH) was read, as follows: 

The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 
8748) to increase the pension of Richard Jobes, have had the same under consid- 
eration, and beg leave to submit the following report: 

The beneficiary named in the bill, while serving as corporal of Company D, 


Sixteenth Regiment Connecticut Volunteers, lost his left fore-arm in the battle 
of Antietam. At the first amputation a nerve was tied in with the ligatures so 
as to cause excruciating pain, and in a year afterward a second operation was 
determined upon, and the nerve was cut out for some distance above the point 
of amputation. This operation, however, failed togiveany relief, and, asshown 
by the medical evidence on file, the pensioner has since then suffered very great 
pain on account of said wound, and is for a greater part of the time unable to 
take any exercise or do anything that tends to create heat without great suffer- 


ing. 

Becnputeing this a; vation of the loss of the arm, Congress passed a bill, 
which was approved July 5, 1884, increasing Jobes’s pension to $30 per month, 
the amount then provided by law for the amputation of an arm at or above the 
elbow. Since that date the pension for the last-named disabilities has been in- 
creased to §36, the amount asked for in the accom ying bill. As the pen- 
sioner can not be further increased under the provisions of the general pension 
laws, and as with increasing age his condition becomes more serious, your com- 
mittee, fully recognizing the propriety of the former action of Congress in in- 
creasing his pension beyond the rate fixed for uncomplicated amputations, re- 
port favorably on the bill, and recommend its passage. 


The bill was laid aside to be reported to the House with the recom- 
mendation that it do pass. 

ELIAS H. HALL, 

Mr. SHIVELY. My name was passed over as I could not find in the 
House the bill I desired to call up. I would now ask unanimous con- 
s to call up the bill (H. R. 10224) granting a pension to Elias H. 
Hall. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he rien shan 
e, + 


thorized and directed to place on the pension-roll the name of Elias 
late a private in ery, F, Seventy-third Regiment Indiana Volunteers, sub- 
ject to the provisions and limitations of the pension laws. 


The report (by Mr. Matson) is as follows: 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 
10224) granting a pension to Elias H. Hall, have considered the same and now 


report; 

The claimant enlisted as a private in Company F, Seventy-third Regiment 
Indiana Volunteers, August 11, 1862, and was honorably discharged February 
1, 1863. He filed application for pension April 3, 1877, alleging that between 
Nashville and Gallatin, Tenn., in December, 1862, while marching ry. an engine 
some cinders gotinto his eyes, causing inflammation, which caused loss of sight 
of left eye and partial loss of sight of righteye. Subsequently he filed declara- 
tion alleging diarrhea and sunstroke. 

The claim was rejected for piles, diarrhea, and sunstroke on the ground of 
no record. The claim as to the eye trouble was rejected on claimant's state- 
ment to special examiner that all his trouble in the service was a little cold, and 
the eye trouble for which the claim was undergoing special examination, says 
the Pension Bureau, “creates a strong presumption against the present claim.” 
The evidence shows conclusively that the claimant's eyés were sound prior to 
and at the time of enlistment. - 

Matt Boyd, who was lieutenant of claimant’s company, and was nt at 
the time the accident occurred, testifies that “claimant got some cinders in his 
eye, causing loss of sight of left eye and partial loss of sight of right eye.” 

Regimental Su n Brenton testifies to treatment at that time for inflamma- 
Ton a eyes, and, if recollection correct, was sent to convalescent camp at Gal- 
atin, Tenn, 

Samuel Barrett, a member of claimant's company, who was with him atthe 
time, says that— 

“Some time in the month of December, 1862, near a place called Gallatin, 
Tenn., cinders from a locomotive blew in his eyes when in the line of duty, 
ope I know by being with him at thetime, and took a handkerchief and wiped 

is eyes. 

Lewis Lemert, a member of said company, testifies from personal observa- 
tion while in the service that “he (claimant) sustained an injury to his eyes.” 

There is much other testimony as to the incurrence of the disability of claim- 
ant’s eyes, and as to the continuance of said disability up to the present time. 

After a caieful examination of the voluminous evidence in the case, we are of 
the opinion that the preponderance of the testimony is favorable to the claim- 
hg and we therefore submit a favorable report, and recommend the passage of 

e 


The bill was laid aside to be reported to the House with the recom- 
mendation that it do pass. 


MRS. SHERIDAN. 


Mr. LYNCH. In the absence of Mr. MORRILL, who reported the 
bill, I ask unanimous consent—— 

Several MEMBERS. Oh, no; regular order. 

Mr. LYNCH. Let me finish. Totake up bill (H. R. 11113) grant- 
ing a pension to Mrs. Sheridan, widow of the late General Sheridan. 

Mr. WASHINGTON. I object. 

The CHAIRMAN. The regular order is demanded. 


PHILLIP KOPPLIN. 


Mr. WASHINGTON. I call up for consideration the bill (H. R. 
2556) for the relief of Phillip Kopplin. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, ete., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, at- 
thorized and directed to place on the pension-roll, subject to the provisions and 
limitations of the pension laws, the name of Phillip Kopplin, late a private in 
Company A, First Regiment Missouri Cavalry Volunteers. 


The report (by Mr. WALKER) was read, as follows: 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 
2566) for the relief of Phillip Kopplin, have had the same under consideration 
and submit the following report : 

Claimant enlisted August 1, 1861,as a private in Company A, First Missouri 
Cavalry, and was discharged September 17, 185-4. In application filed Decem- 
ber 22, 1885, he alleges that while in line of duty, at black Water Creek, Mis- 
souri, about December, 1861, he incurred hernia of right side by being thrown 
forward upon the pommel of his saddle while his horse was jumping said 
reer -The claim was rejected on the ground of no record and insufficiency of 
testimony. 

Prior to onlistmentthe claimant's soundness and freedom from hernia is fully 

roven. 
ie we fe who wasa private and corporal in claimant's company, says: 

2 claimant became disabled by being thrown on the pommel of his sad 
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die, as he was informed; that he remained in company quarters two or three 
months. For about three weeks after he became disabled he waited upon said 
soldier, taking his meals to him and cooked forhim. He did not know what 
his trouble was, but learned that it was hernia of right side, and he has every 
reason to believe that the soldier's statement was correct, as he always regarded 
him as a truthful and reliable man,” 

Jacob M. Gruen testifies— 

“That he served in the same company and regiment, and knows that claim- 
ant, in an attack by guerrillas, was thrown forward against the pommel of his 
saddle by an unexpected jump of his horse, receiving injuries which disabled 
him tosuch a degree that he had to be conveyed in the company team for the 
rest of the march of his command from Black Water Creek, Missouri, to Fort 
Leavenworth, Kans., where he was confined in his company’s quarters for 
months, totally unfit for any kind of duty.” 7 

osep! and Henry J. Sterlin, members of said company and regiment, 
testify substantially to the facts stated above. 

The anedical examining board found right inguinal hernia extending into 
scrotum as large as a goose egg, and gave him a total rating for hernia of right 


side. 

Charles Schlufferth testifies— 

“That he sold claimant a single truss March 17, 1874, and several years previ- 
ous had sold him a single truss, but he can not fix the date, as it was sold for 
cash, and no account was made of the time.” 

The committee believe that the evidence is sufficientto establish the fact that 
the disability was incurred in the Army and in line of duty, and that it contin- 
ues to the present time. We therefore submit a favorable report, and récom- 
mend the passage of the bill. ; 


The bill was laid aside to be reported to the House with the recom- 
mendation that it do pass. 

ELIZA N. AIKEN, 

Mr. WEAVER. I desire to call up for consideration the bill (H. R. 
10856) granting a pension to Eliza N. Aiken. I want to say that I 
call up this bill, which is Mr. MAson’s bill properly, although she 
served in that part of the Army that I had the honor to servein. This 
lady is very old, about seventy-one years of age; and I call up the 
bill for Mr. MAsoN, as his name was passed. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, ete., That a pension is hereby granted to Eliza N. Aiken, at the 
rate of $100 per month, to commence from the passage of this act, and the Sec- 
retary of the Interior is instructed to place her name upon the pension-roll in 
accordance with the provisions of this act. 


The report (by Mr. LANE) was read, as follows: 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 
10856) granting a pension to Eliza N, Aiken, submit the following zopar: 

Mrs. Eliza N. Aiken, aged seventy-one years, a resident of Chicago, I1, served 
throughout the late war as a Government nurse. 

She entered the service in connection with the Sixth Regiment Illinois Cav- 
sny Volunteers in the fall of 1861, and served with it until January, 1862. 
nme January to July, 1862, she was on duty at St. Mark’s hospital, Padu- 


, Ky. 

From July to November, 1862, she was at the hospital of her regiment, Sixth 
Illinois Cavalry, stationed at Memphis, Tenn. 

In November and December, 1862, she was on duty at the Ovington general 
hospital, Memphis, Tenn. 

From January, 1863, to January, 1865, she was on duty as matron at the Adams 
general hospital, Memphis, Tenn. 

From January to June, 1865, she was on duty at the Washington general hos- 
pital, Memphis, Tenn. 

Throughout her service she was most untiring in her efforts to relieve the 
sufferings of sick and wounded men, and took care of them asif they were her 
own children. She soon became known as “ Aunt Lizzie” among the soldiers, 
and thousands of the men who were nursed back to life by her never knew her 
correct name. 

Mrs, Aiken was not only a skillful nurse, but was hg Boe helpful to the men 
under her care by her cheerful and hopeful manner and by inspiring them with 
new courage and ambition. She sacrificed her own comfort, from the n- 
ning of her service to the end, to secure that of the disabled soldiers, and her 
efforts in their behalf were never relaxed until all had been done that possibly 
could be done, or until she was obliged to cease work from physical exhaustion. 

Thousands of men who were able to return to their homes or to resume their 
places in the field owed their lives to her devotion. 

In June, 1865, she returned to Peoria, Ill., and immediately upon being relieved 
from duty and from the responsibilities she had borne, was taken sick and for 
oe confined to her room, completely worn out by hard service in the 
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Though her health was never fully restored she has devoted herself inces- 
santly to works of charity up to the present time, and goes about relieving the 
unfortunate and distressed, notwithstanding her advanced age, daily. 

In view of the facts of this case the committee recommend that said bill be 
amended by striking out all after the second line of said bill and inserting the 
following in lieu thereof: 

“That the Secretary ofthe Interior be,and he is hereby, authorized and di- 
rected to place upon the pension-roll, subject to the provisions and limitations 
of the pension laws, the name of Eliza N. Aiken, late nurse of Sixth Regiment 
of Illinois Cavalry Volunteers, and pay her a pension of $25 per month.” 

And that said bill as amended do pass. 


The amendment was agreed to; and the bill as amended was laid 
aside to be reported to the House with the recommendation that it do 
pass. ; 

MRS. R. S. HORTON. 


Mr. WHEELER. I call up the bill (H. R. 8) to restore Mrs. R. S. 
Horton upon the pension-roll. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and is hereby, em- 
posees and directed to replace or restore Mrs. R, S. Horton, widow ah f Capt. 

iliam H. Seaton, late of Company D, Twenty-sixth Ohio Volunteers, upon 
the pension-roll. 

The report (by Mr. HUNTER) was read, as follows: 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 8 
to restore Mrs. R. S. Horton to the pension-rolls, have carefully examined an 
considered the same and the papers connected therewith, and find that the pro- 

benefi ofthe bill, the said Mrs. R.S. Horton, was lawfully married to 

sabe, wien de pesto who, An Gly sarolied as sapiain of Company D, 
enty-six o Volunteer , on the of June, 1861, 

honorably discharged from the bervig. on the 6th Jay of December, i hows 


ing resigned,on surgeon's certificate of disability occasioned by chronic diarrhea, 
contracted in the service and in the line of duty, from which disease he ulti- 
mately died on September 28, 1864, at Jackson, Mich. That in the mean time, 
to wit, on the 10th day of December, 1863, said Capt. W. H. Seaton filed withthe 
Pension Office his application for an invalid pension, 

After his death his widow, Rachel Seaton, filed an application for pension in 
her own right, completed the same in due conformity with the requirements of 
the Pension Office, and was pensioned from the lith day of December, 1563, 
at $20 per month, under certificate 63644. That on the I4th day of August, 1856, 
said Rachel Seaton remarried with one James H. Horton, and by reason of said 
remarriage her pension ceased on said day. That there was, as the fruit of the 
former union, a minor child, Sarah L. Seaton, who was pensioned at $22 per 
month from the date of her mother's remarriage, to wit, August 16, 1865, to the 
18th day of August, 1877, the day on which Sarah L, Seaton became sixteen years 
o! . When all pensions on account of the services and death of said Capt. 
William H. Seaton terminated under the law. 

The committee find further that the second marriage of said Rachel Seaton— 
known thereafteras Mrs, R.S, Horton—was notso happy or fortunate asshe had 
expected it would be; that her husband, James M. Horton, finally deserted and 
abandoned her, having for seven or eight years prior to said abandonment failed 
to provide for her support and maintenance, and during all of which time was 
left dependent upon her own exertions asa millinerand the assistance of friends, 
for the maintenance and support of herself and her minor son, whom she had 
borne to said James M. Horton; thatafter said abandonment had continued for 
more than four years, said Mrs. R.S. Horton applied for and obtained a divorce 
from said James M. Horton, under the laws of the State of Alabama, as will fully 
appear from the copy of the decree of the court, which the committee incorpor- 
ate with and make a part of this report. 


Decree of divorce. The State of Alabama, Morgan county. In chancery. Sixth 
district, northwestern chancery division. March term, 1887, Rachel S, Hor- 
ton, pro ami Lelia S. Wilder, vs. James M. Horton. No. 220. 


This cause coming on to be heard at this term, was submitted upon the bill of 
complaint, decree pro confesso, and testimony as noted by the register; and 
upon consideration thereof the court is of the opinion that the complainant is 
entitled to the relief prayed for in her said bill. 

It is therefore ordered, adjud, „and decreed by the court that the bonds of 
matrimony heretofore existin, tween the complainant and defendant be, and 
the same are hereby, dissolved, and the said Rachel S. Horton forever divorced 
from the said James M. Horton for and on account of voluntary abandonment, 
and that she have the custody, maintenance, and education of the child the re- 
sult of the marriage and described in the bill. No alimony is prayed for in the 
bill or allowed, it not appearing that the defendant has any property; on the 
contrary itappearing from the proof the complainant has been for years support- 
ing herself and children. 

lt is farther ordered that the said Rachel S. Horton be, and she is hereby, per- 
mitted to again contract marriage. 

It is further ordered that Lelia 8. Wilder, the next friend, pay the costs herein 
to be taxed, for which execution may issue, 

THOMAS COBBS, Chancellor. 


March 10, 1887¢ 

The State of Alabama, Morgan County. In chancery, at Somerville, Ala. 

I, William E. Skeggs, register in chancery for the sixth district of the north- 
western chancery of the State of Alabama (composed of said county of Morgan) 
do hereby certify that the above and foregoing papers, from 1 to 17 inclusive, 
contain a true and complete copy of the record ina certain cause pending in 
court of chancery for the district and division aforesaid,wherein Rachel S. Hor- 
ton by next friend, L. S. Wilder, complainant, and James M. Horton, defend- 
ant. Decided at the March term, 1887, of said court as the same remains of rec- 
ord in my office. In testimony whereofI have hereuntoset my hand and affixed 
the seal of office this the 11th day of March, 1887. 

WM. E. SKEGGS, Register. 

The committee find further that the said Mrs. R. S. Hortonis now in extremely 
straitened circumstances, forced to support herself, the daughter of first hus- 
band, the hereinbefore mentioned Sarah L. Seaton. nowa widow, and her minor 
son, the fruit of her second marriage ; and that, believing that the before-recited 
decree of divorce from said James M. Horton restored her to all the rights and 
privileges she enjoyed as the widow of Capt. William H. Seaton, she applied to 
the Pension Office to be restored to the pension-rolls,as will more fully appear 
from her application to the honorable Commissioner of Pensions, which the 
committee desire to incorporate in and make part of this report: 

“Decatur, ALA., March TO, 1887, 

“Sim: The undersigned, formerly borne on the United States pension-rolls un 
der No. 63614 and name of Rachel ton,as the widow of William H. Seaton, 
late oapiain of Company D, Twenty-sixth Ohio Volunteers, at tho rate of $20 
per month. 

“That she was dropped from said pension-rolls on or about the l4th day of Au- 
gust. 1866, for the reason of subsequent marriage of the undersigned, 

“That said subsequent marriage has been declared null and void, anda decree 
of divorce, a vinculo matrimonii, has been granted the subscriber, and a certified 
pop of which said decree is herewith forwarded, and to which reference is 
made, 

“That the undersigned now applies to be returned to the pension-roll of the 
United States and for all the benefits of the acts of Congress in her case made 


and provided, 
“RACHEL SEATON HORTON. 


“To the Hon, COMMISSIONER OF PENSIONS, m 
“ Washington, D. C. : 
“THE STATE OF ALABAMA, Morgan County: 

** Before me, William E. Sk register in chancery in and for said county, 
personally appeared RachelS. Horton, who, being duly sworn according tolaw, 
doth depose and say thatthe facts hereinbefore related are true, and that she 
makes this application for the purpose of restoration to the pension-rolls of the 
Unien Sows and I certify that she is the identical person she represents her- 
self to be. - 

“Given under my hand and seal of office this March 10, 1887. 

“WM. E. SKEGGS, Register.” 

The committee find, finally, that the said application of said Mrs, R. S. Horton 
to be restored to the pension-rolls has been rejected by the Pension Office upon 
the ground that the cohabitation of the second marriage precludes the office 
from entertaining the proposition. : 

After careful and impartial consideration ofall the facts connected with the 
case, the committee are clearly of the opinion that, in point of fact, the divorce 
of said Mrs. R. S. Horton from her second husband, James M. Horton, has the 
effect of restoring her to the position she wasin before the said second marriage 
was contracted; and that, while the strict construction and rigid administra- 
tion of the laws which very properly obtain in the Pension Office may justify 
the action of said office in refusing to restore the said Mrs. R. S. Horton to the 
peon tonn, she is, in equity, entitled to such restoration as the effect of her 


wful divorce, and the committee therefore report the bill back without amend- 
ment, with the recommendation that it do pass. 
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The bill was laid aside to be reported to the House with the recom- 
mendation that it do pass. 
HENRY A. RAMSAY. 


Mr. WILKINSON. I call up the bill (H. R. 11197) for the removal 
of the political disabilities of Henry A. Ramsay. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Representatives of the United States of 
America in Congress assembled (two-thirds of each House concurring therein), That 
all political disabilities imposed upon and incurred by Henry A. Ramsay, of 
Maryland, by virtue of the fourteenth amendment of the Constitution of the 
United States, be, and they are hereby, removed. 


The Clerk proceeded to read the following report: 


The Committee on the Judiciary, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 11197) 
for the removal of the political disabilities of Henry A. Ramsay, imposed by the 
usenet amendment to the Constitution of the United States, report as fol- 


WS: 

The committee recommend the passage of this bill. 

Henry A. Ramsay was an officer in the Navy of the United States and after- 
service as an officer in the acts Shea! the Confederate States. He 

to remove the political disabilities imposed upon him by the 


asks Co 
fourteenth amendment, 

Mr. ALLEN, of Michigan (before the reading of the report was con- 
cluded). Iask that the further reading of that report be dispensed 
with. Nobody objects to the removal of these disabilities. 

By unanimous consent, the further reading of the report was dis- 

with. 

The bill was laid aside to be reported to the House with the recom- 
mendation that it do pass. 

MATILDA SPANGLER. 


Mr. WILLIAMS. I ask for the consideration of the bill (H. R. 
10106) to place the name of Matilda Spangler on the pension-roll. 
The bill was read, as follows: : 


of the Interior be, and he is hereb; ced 
ons 


The report (by Mr. YODER) was read, as follows: 


John E.S; ler, late private of Captain Lamphier's battery Mi 
unteers, enlisted January 17, 1862, and died in the hospital at Louisville, Ky., 
while in the service, May 6, 1862, of typhoid fever. John Spangler was married 
to Matilda Anderson September 4, 1860, which is proved by copy of the record 
of marriages in Hancock County, Ohio, She applied fo nsion in the Pension 
Department, which was granted October 23, 1872; was pped from the pen- 
sion-ro]l July 21, 1877, by reason of age. 

Ey ber own affidavit and those of other creditable witnesses, which are mađe 
and appear in this report, your committee are satisfied that the marriage was 
con through misrepresentation and fraud. On October 22, 1872, she mar- 
ried Michael Zellers, who told her immediately after said marriage that he mar- 
ried her to cut herout of her pension; thather brother had done some business 
for him, had charged him too much, said he robbed him, that he was bound to 
get even with him, and that immediately after said ma: said Zellers was 
guilty of extreme cruelty and gross neglect of duty towards her; that she was 
afraid of her life to live with him, and said marriage contract only lasted three 
months, when she p a divorce, and that Michael Zellers soon after mar- 
ried another woman, and that she has never been remarried since and is unmar- 


ried still. 

Michael Zellers had put all his property out of reach of law, which deprived 
her of alimony and left her destitute, She is now old and entirely destitute, 
helpless, and without any means of support. 

The precedents are numerous where pensions have been allowed by special 
act of Congress where the former husband had died in the service, and your 
committee after a full investi on and carefully considering the evidence here- 
with submitted and all the mstances connected with this case, haye come 
to the conclusion that justice demands that she shall be restored to her former 
pension, and fore recommend the passage of the bill. 

Srate or On10, Hancock County. ss: 

Before me, the undersigned, a notary ee in and for said county, person- 
ally came Matilda Spangier, who, being first duly sworn, says: That she resides 
in Findlay, Hancock County, Ohio; that her age is forty-four years, May 15, 
1888; that she is the widow of John E. Spangler, who was a private in Captain 
Lampbhier’s (Michigan) battery during the war of 1861 and 1562, and while in 
the Union service he died at Louisville, Ky., on May 6, A. D. 1862; that on ac- 
count of the services of the said John E, Spangler she, as the widow of John E. 
Spangler, was pensioned about September, 1864, at the rate of $3 per month; 
that while living with said John E. Spangler there was born to them one child, 
Effa Spangler, who is now married, and with whom affiant now lives, but she 
being ie poor circumstances, said affiant is obliged, although in poor and very 
delicate health, to earn her living by her own work. ‘This affiant received said 
pension of $8 per month from 1864 to October 22, 1872, at which time she was 
married to one Michael Zeller, and her pension at that date, to wit, October 22, 
1872, went to ver Gogo as until said daughter was sixteen years old, which was 
July 22, 1877, after which no pension was reveived, 

Affiant says that after said marriage with Michael Zeller, be, said Zeller, told 
her immediately after said marriage that he married her to cut her out of her 
pension in. order to apre affiant's brother, W. H, Anderson, who is a lawyer. 
Affiant says that said Zeller told said affiant immediately after said marriage 
that affant’s brother had done some business for him, and had charged him too 
much; said he nad robbed him, and he was bound to get even with him; and 
aiant says immediately after said marriage that Zeller was guilty of extreme 
cruelty toward her,and gross neglect of duty,and his conduct toward her was 
such that it was dangerous to live with him; t she only lived with him three 
months; he said he had accomplished his purpose, cut her out of her pension, 
goteven with her brother,and that her brother might now support her,and 
other terrible treatment. 

Affiant only lived with him three months and then brought suit for divorce, 


Vol- 


to which tion for divorce said Zeller put in noanswer or no Srpearenes, snd 
on the day of May, 1873, in Findlay, Hancock County, Ohio, she was di- 
voreed from him, and had her name c’ back to Matilda Spangler by de- 


cree of the court. This occurred about seven months after marriage. 

This Zeller shortly married another woman near Bluffton, Allen 
County, Ohio, and shortly alter died. Affiant has never been married since, 
and is now, assaid before, an unmarried woman. Affiant further says that im- 
mediately after said marriage to said Zeller he put what little property he had 
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in his father’s name, so as to cub her out of alimony. Afflant had not been ac- 
Sierra with him but a few weeks before hersaid marriage, and he represented 
that be was well off and would care for her and her child. Afflantsaysshe has 
nothing in the world to support her except her own exertions. Afliant says she 
is in delicate health, poor and needy, and that said ge was fraudulently 
made on the part of said Zeller to wrong her, and has done so,. Affiant says her 
parents are both dead and left her no property. 

Aftiant-says: (1) In short, that she is an unmarried woman; (2) she was left a 
widow by the death of John E. Spangler, a loyal soldier of the Union Army, 
while in the United States service. He died in the service at Louisville, Ky., 
May 6, 1862; (3) that she received a Lar from 1864 to October 22, 1872 (show- 
ing she was entitled to same); (4) that she was-by fraud deprived of her pen- 
sion, etc.; (5) afflant says she thinks it the duty of the proper authorities to 


right a wrong. 
MATILDA SPANGLER. 
igre and subscribed before me and in my presence this 25th day of May, 


[seaL.] ORM A. BALLARD, 
Notary Public, 


STATE or OHIO, Hancock County, ss: 

Before me, the undersigned, a notary public in and for said county, 
ally came Mary Ullery, who, ey Eames duly sworn, says she is tha ‘sister of 
Matilda Spangler, widow of John E. Spangler, who was a private in Captain 
Lamphier's (Michigan) battery, and who died while in the Army, at Louisville, 
Ky., on May ô, 1862. Affiant says she is a widow and resides in Findlay, Han- 
cock County, Ohio, and ig aged fifty-six years; that her circumstances are such 
that she is not able to take care of her sister, Matilda Spangler; that Matilda 
Spangler drew a pension of $8 per month from time of her husband’s death un- 
til from May 6, 1862, to October 22, 1872, at which time she was married to 
Michael Zeller; that she lived or tried to live with him about three months, 
and on account of his treatment toward her was obliged to se and in 
about seven months after her marriage obtained a divorce from him, 

Affiant says that immediately after said marriage of her sister to said Zeller, 
affiant asked Zeller why he treated her sister so cruelly, and said Zeller re- 
marked he never to live with her when he married her. He had got 
even with Bill (meaning my brother, W. H. Anderson) and he might take care 
ofher. He said my brother had swindled him once, and he married her to cut 
her out of her pension, so my brother might take care of her, He said a 
many other things about her and my brother which I can not now recollect. 
Affiant says her sister was never married afterward, and now is an unmarried 
Woman; that she is poor in health and circumstances, and while she lives 
with ber bance yard has to work for her py oa Affiant says she thinks that 
aed sister ought certainly to be restored to her pension out of which she was 


efrauded, 
MARY ULLERY. 
oe to and subscribed before me and in my presence this 25th day of May, 


[s#ax.] ORM A, BALLARD, 
Notary Public. 


Srate or ONIO, Hancock County, ss: 

Before me, the undersigned, a son public in and for said aa A bao ero 
ally came William H, Anderson, who, being first duly sworn, says: he is 
the brother of Matilda Spangler, who is the widow of John È. Spangler; that 
said Jobn E. Spangler, with whom affiant was well acquainted, was a private 
in Captain Lamphier's (Michigan) battery during the rebellion. Affiant resides 
in the city of Findlay, Hancock County, Ohio, is fifty-one years old, and a law- 
yer by profession, That shortly prior to"the marriage of my sister, ida 
Spangler, to Michael Zeller, in 1872, said Zeller came to my office and counseled 
me in reference to his former wife's estate, the said Zeller being a widower at 
time of his m to my sister, Matilda Spangler. I for counsel 
and he paid it, but said he would get even with me for same before he died. He 
was an eccentric fellow and I had to watch him, He at one time followed me 
and drew a hatchet on me; of course I retreated. The to my sister 
was unknown to me until it was afterward consummated. After his marriage 
he told me he had got even with me, that he had succeeded in cutting my sister 
out of her pension. He was guilty of extreme cruelty and failed to provide for 
her, and damned me to get her a divorce (which I did). 

She was receiving $8 per month as sion, asthe widow of John E. Spangler, 
who served his country from some time in 1861 to 1862, and died in the service. 
for which she was receiving pension. And that this eccentric man, by his fraud 
practiced on her, only lived with her three months, and stopped her pension. 

Affiant says it isa wrong that,in his opinion as an attorney,ought by Con- 
gress to be righ by bill to restore her to pension-roll. 

Affiant says his said sister is an unmarried woman, has never married since 
divorced from said Zeller, That she is r, needy, and anxious that Con, 
will take favorable action in her case. course I could detail farther, but deem 


it unnecessary. 
~ W. H. ANDERSON. 
ae and subscribed before me and in my presence this 25th day of May, 
{sz ORM A. BALLARD, 
Notary Public, 
P.S.—For her character and standing in community, I refer to Hon. E.S, 
sa Hon. George E. Seney, and Hon, S.S. Yoder, of House of Representa- 
ves, 
W. H. ANDERSON, 
The bill was laid aside to be reported to the House with the recom- 
mendation that it do pass. 
MARY CALVERT TRUXTUN,. 
Mr. WISE. I call up the bill (S. 2275) granting a pension to Mary 
Calvert Truxtun. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, ete., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to place on the pension-roll, subject to the provisions and 
limitations of the pension laws, the name of Mary Calvert Truxtun, widow of 
the late Commodore William T. Truxtun, of the United States Navy, and pay 
her a pension at the rate of $50 per month; said pension to be in lieu of her 
present pension, 


Mr. CHEADLE. In order to save time, I ask that this bill go over to 
be considered along with the bill which has already been postponed this 
evening. 

Mr. Wise. What is the gentleman’s objection to this bill? 

Mr. CHEADLE. I object to all these cases where it is proposed to 
pension persons at a greater rate than that authorized by law. 

Mr. WISE. Have you read the report? 


A 
[sear] 


1888. 


Mr. CHEADLE. It does not make any difference about the report. 

Mr. WISE. You intend to object to the bill anyhow? 

Mr. CHEADLE. I object to all of them. 

Mr. WISE. Then I ask unanimous consent that this bill take the 
same course that was agreed to in regard to the bill of the gentleman 
from Indiana [Mr. STEELE]—that it go over until to-morrow with the 


understanding that it be considered in the House. = 
Several MEMBERS. All right. 
The CHAIRMAN. ‘The gentleman from Virginia asks unanimous 


consent that this bill be reported to the House with the recommenda- 
tion that it be made a special order in the House to-morrow immedi- 
ately after the bill increasing the pension of Mrs, Elizabeth G. Scott, 
and under the same conditions. Is there objection? The Chair hears 


none. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. I rise to a parliamentary in- 

any I would like to understand the effect of the order just now 
e. 

The CHAIRMAN. The bill was laid aside with a recommendation 
that it be reported to the House with the understanding that it be made 
a special order for to-morrow, immediately after the bill of the gentle- 
man from Indiana [Mr. STEELE]; that the previous question be con- 
sidered as ordered and that there be fifteen minutes’ debate on each 
side. : 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. On what day is the bill to 
come up? 

‘The CHAIRMAN. ‘To-morrow. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. I donot like to object where 
there seems to be unanimous consent—— 

The CHAIRMAN. When this bill is reported to the House the gen- 
fleman will have an opportunity to object. The recommendation of 
the Committee of the Whole can not control the action of the House. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. What I wish to suggest is 
that as Friday night is given to pension bills and the day session of 
Friday to private claims, itseems to me the time of the House on other 
days should not be taken up with private business. To-morrow we 
may wish to consider the sundry civil appropriation bill. 

A MEMBER. We did not consider the Private Calendar to-day. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Committee of the Whole simply reports its 
recommendation to the House; and when this bill comes up in the 
House it can then be determined what order shall be made. 


REMOVAL OF POLITICAL DISABILITIES, 


Mr. WISE. As the bill called up by me has not been acted upon, I 
take the liberty of asking the consideration of the bill (H. R. 10621) 
to remove the political disability of John H. Parker, of Virginia. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Virginia asks to call up a 
bill for the removal of political disabilities. What is the number of 
the report? 

Mr. WISE. We do not need any report in this case. I will send 
up the bill in a moment. 

Mr. WHEELER. While the gentleman is finding his bill, I ask 
consent to call up another bill for the removal of political disabilities. 

Mr. CANNON. I havestaid here now two or three nights waiting an 
opportunity to call up a bill—— 

Mr. WHEELER. It was stated on the other side that there is no 
objection to passing these political disability bills. 

igen I will not object if I can have the right also to call 
up a bill. 

The CHAIRMAN. ‘The gentleman from Alabama asks to call up 
for consideration a bill for the removal of political disabilities, the title 
of which will be read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

A bill (S. 3178) to remove the political disabilities of William L. Bradford. 

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection to the present consideration 
of this bill? The Chair hears none. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be tt enacted, ctc., Thatthe political disabilities of William L. Bradford, late an 
officer in the Navy of the United States, ari under the fourteenth amend- 
moea the Constitution of the United States, be,and the same are hereby, re- 
moved 

Tho report (by Mr. CULBERSON) is as follows: 

The Committee on the Judiciary, having considered the Senate bill No. 3178, 
Mite political dienbilities of William L. Bradford, recommend thatthe 

The bill was laid aside to be reported to the House with the recom- 
mendation that it do 

Mr. CANNON. Now, Mr. Chairman, I have a little bill—— 

Several MEMBERS, Regular order. > 

Mr. BINGHAM. Some of us have been waiting here a long time to 
have our bills considered. 

Mr. CANNON. Why did you not object in the case of the gentle- 


man from Alabama? 
Mr. WHEELER. I got my bill in during a hiatus. 
BETSEY A. MOWER. 


Mr. YODER called up the bill (S. 2838) granting an increase of 
pension to Betsey A. Mower. 
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The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to increase the pension of Betsey A. Mower, widow 
of the late Joseph A. Mower, a major-general of United States Volunteers in 
the late war for the Union, to the rate of $75 per month. 


The report (by Mr. FRENCH) was read, as follows: 


‘The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (S. 2838) 
granting an increase.of pension to Betsey A. Mower, have had the same under 
consideration and beg leave to submit the following report: 

The report of the Senate Committee on Pensions is as follows: 

“ The applicant is the widow of Maj. Gen. James A. Mower, who died in 1870 
of disease contracted in the service. The widow was pensioned at per 
month, and this was increased to $50 by a special act-of Congress. She hastwo 
children dependent upon her, one of which has been an inmate of an insane 
asylum for muny years. 

“The widow's husband left her no estate whatever,and she therefore asks 
Conoas to increase ber pension to $100 per month, 

R = view of all the facts the committee recommend an increase to $75 per 
month. 

The meritorious services of General Mower, who served his country for nearly 
a quarter of a century in all grades from that of a private in the war with Mex- 
ico, as well as the dependent condition of his widow,afford ample justification 
for concurrence in the recommendation contained in the above-quoted ye 

The committee therefore return the bill with the recommendation that it do 


pass. 

Mr. YODER. As there will be objection to this bill, I ask that it 
take the same course with the two bills which are to be considered the 
first thing in order on Tuesday morning next, after the reading of the . 
Journal, fifteen minutes to be allowed for debate on each side. 

Several Mempers. ‘The other bills went over until to-morrow. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. Ido not object to Saturday, 
but I do object to the bill being set for Tuesday of next week. 

Mr. YODER. Let the bill be reported to the House with the rec- 
ommendation that it be postponed until to-morrow immediately after 
the special order is disposed of, fifteen minutes to be devoted to debate 
on either side, when the previous question is to be considered asor- 
dered. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. Ido not object to Saturday, 
but I will object, as I have already stated, to any day being set apart 
next pak noe after the’sundry civil appropriation bill has been dis- 
posed o 

There was no objection, and it was ordered accordingly; and the bill 
was laid aside to be reported to the House with the recommendation 
that it be called up Saturday immediately after the special order is dis- 
posed of, fifteen minutes of debate being allowed on either side, when 
the previous question is to be considered as ordered. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS, 


Mr. NICHOLS. I was not present when my name was called, and 
I ask, by unanimous consent, to call up a bill. 
Mr. CANNON. I demand the regular order, 


JOHN GERMAN. 


Mr. ADAMS called up the bill (H. R. 3504) for the relief of John 
German. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary.of the Interior be, and that he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension-roll, subject to the provisions 
the pension laws, the name of John German, fatherof Philip German, deceased, 
formerly of Company G, Twenty-fourth Dlinois Infantry. 


The report (by Mr. LANE) was read, as follows: i 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referrod the application of 
John German, father of Philip German, deceased, late of Company G, Twenty- 
fourth Illinois Volunteers, for father’s pension (No. 261515), submit the following 


report: ~ 
This case was rejected May ane sry the ground that at the date of the 
soldier's death the claimant was not ndent upon him for his support. 

This soldier enlisted Jnne 30, 1861, and died in Andersonville prison May 24, 
. The first wife of claimant and mother of soldier died in 
In 1455 the claiman: 


ed. 

Claimant had three boys in the war of 1851, all of whom died. Philip did 
more toward the support of his father than any of the other children. He was 
a finisher ina furniture store in Chicago before the war, earning about $7 
week, one-half of which he gave to his father for his support and that of tite 
family. While in the war Philip sent money from time to time for his support, 
at one time a $20 gold piece by express to Ainsworth Station, Ind.; at another 
time he sent $50 to his father from Centerville, Mo., by Lieut. George Wolf, of 
Company C, Thirteenth illinois Cavairy, and also sent money to his father at 
different times from Murfreesborough, Tenn. 

John German, son of the claimant and brother of Philip, formerly of Com- 
pany O, Thirteenth Illinois Cavalry, died of lungdisease in pager in the serv- 

ice. Carl, another son of the claimant and brother of Philip, who was in the 
service, is dead. Claimant’s second wife is dead. 

Dr. A. J. Sparks, of Kensington, Cook County, Illinois, testified in 1883 that 
the claimant was old and feeble and unable to support himself; that he had at- 
tended him as his physician at different times; that he had a small house and 
a lot of from 100 to 200 feet in the village of Dalton, but did not think, from the 
ap nee of things, that be had any means for his support. 

1 Sprink, of Riverdale, Cook County, IHinois, testified in 1884 that claim- 
ant’s income, while he lived in Lake County, Indiana, was not over $75 per an- 
num. Henry Weatherman testified to the same effect. Other witnesses testified 
that after claimant moved to Dalton, Cook County, Minois, he earned a scanty 
living b: ee in bis garden and by hewing swill to the neighbors from 
the in one-horse wagon; that part of the time he was too feeble to 
work; that neighbors were in the habit of plowing his garden for him every 
spring without charge. 
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This.old man furnished three bo; 
dead; the claimant's second wife is dead. He has cked out a miserable exist- 
ence since his helpmate and children have been taken from him; is now sev- 
enty-seven years old, in feeble health, 

The only question presented by this record is the dependence of the father 
on the son, the soldier, for support. It is not material nowto know whether or 
not at the time of the enlistment the father was depending on the soldier for 
support or not, but it is certain from the evidence now on file thatif the soldier 
was now living the father would be depending on him for support, and this 
being within the rule adopted by this committee, gve therefore recommend 
that the biil do pass, ‘ 


There being no objection, the bill was laid aside to be reported to 
the House with the recommendation that it do pass. 


LUCY WAGOR. 


Mr. ALLEN, of Michigan, called up the bill (H. R. 10256) to place 
the name of Lucy Wagor, of Hillsdale, Mich., on the pension-roll. 


The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and is hereby, author- 
ized to place the name of Lucy Wagor, of Hillsdale, Mich., mother of Martin 
Wagor, deceased, late of Company I, First Michigan Sharpshooters, on the pen- 
sion-roll, subject to the provisions and limitations of the pension laws. 


‘fhe report (by Mr. CHIPMAN) was read, as follows: 

The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 
10256) to place the name of Lucy Wagor, of Hillsdale, Mich., on the pension- 
rou ve had the same under consideration, and beg leave to submit the fol- 

owing report: 

Lucy Wagor is the mother of Martin Wagor, who enlisted in Company F, 
First iment Michigan Sharpshooters, November 15, 1862, promoted to seo- 
ond lieutenant of same company June 3, 1863, and was killed in battle before 
Petersburgh, Va., June 25, 1864. ‘ 

Her claim for pension has been rejected because the soldier left surviving him 
a widow, who was entitled to and did receive a pension until her remarriage, 
about two years su! uent to the soldier's death, 

‘The soldier left no minor child surviving him,and therefore all pensions on 
account of his death ceased with the widow’s 

The evidence shows that upon the death of his father the soldier had the care 
of the claimant and her other children, and continued this ee after his mar- 
riage, about a year before his ent, After his marriage the claimant con- 
tinued to live with him, and ever thereafter until his death received her support 
from him. She has no income, and is therefore dependent upon others for sup- 
port. Her age is now seventy-five. 

Congress has on many occasions nted reliefto the old and dependent par- 
ents of soldiers who are excluded from the provisions of the pension laws by 
reason of the son's marriage, and believing from the evidence before us that 
this is a highly meritorious case, entitled to favorable consideration, your com- 
mittee return the bill with the recommendation that it do pass, amended, how- 
ever, by. striking outall after the word “late,” in line 5, and inserting therein in- 
stead the words ‘second lieutenant Com ny F, First Regiment Michigan 
Sharpshooters, subject to the provisions aud limitations of the pension laws.” 


The amendment of the committee was agreed to; and the bill as 
amended was laid aside to be reported to the House with the recom- 
mendation that it do pass. : 

: MARY HOOPER. 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Iowa, called up the bill (H. R. 10504) grant- 
ing a pension to Mary Hooper. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and is hereby, author- 
ized and directed to place on the pension-roll, subject to the provisions and limit- 
ations of the pension laws, the name of Mary Hooper, widow of the late Isaac 
Ifooper, lieutenant Company I, Eighty-fourth Pennsylvania Volunteers, 


The report (by Mr. YODER) was read, as follows: 


for service in the late war, all of whom are 


ruary 
lication for invalid fragt April 3, 1871, but died before it was 


ork betes d that 
solely on the groun 
short tim 


that have been made on the case, and it is, to say the least, a grave doubt, as it 
is of those who have examined 


pension, and recommend the passage of the bill. 


There being no objection, the bill was laid aside to be reported to the 
House with the recommendation that it do pass. ` 


SHADRACK W. BROWN. 


Mr. BACON called up the bill (H. R. 8993) for the relief of Shadrack 
W. Brown. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, ete., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to place on the pension-roll, subject to the provisions and 
limitations of the pension laws, the name of Shadrack W, Brown, late of Com- 
pany D, One hundred and seventy-sixth Regiment New York Volunteers, 

The amendment of the committee was read, as follows: 

Tanen after the word “ volunteers,” in line 7, the words "at the rate of $40 per 
month,” 

The report (by Mr. CHIPMAN) was read, as follows: 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 
8993) for the relief of Shadrack W. Brown, having carefully examined into the 
same, do respectfully report: 

That the said Brown was duly enlisted and mustered into the service of the 
United States as a private in Company D, One hundred and seyenty-sixth New 
York Volunteers, in October, 1862, and was honorably discharged November, 
1863, at the expiration of his term of service; that he was captured at Brashear 
City, La., in May, 13:3, when his company wasin action, and was paroled and re- 
stored to duty in August, 1863, and continued to serve until he was discharged. 

The claimant testifies that at Bonnet Carre, La., on October 15, 1863, while at 
target practice under orders from his officer, he was injured by a piece ofa cap 
which struck him in the left eye. 

This statement is corroborated by the affidavits of several of his comrades 
who were present when the accident occurred. The statements of members of 
his family and reliable neighbors show that he had no imperfection of vision at 
the time ofhis enlistment, and that immediately upon hisreturn and uniformly 
thereafter and for many years before he applied for his pension, he stated that 
he had escaped injury in the war except from a piece ofa cap striking him in the 
eye, which impaired his sight. This injury resulted in the loss of the sight 
of his left eye shortly after his return, and later on in the loss of the sight of his 
right eye. He is now and has been for years entirely blind, and is poor and 
Sapen nt upon relations and friends for his support. 

Tis case was rejected at the Pension Office because there was no record of 
the accident in the War Department, and because the commanding officers of 
hiscompany do not remember the accident. The report of the Adjutant-Gen- 
ph shows that his company and regimental record are not on file for October, 
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The medical examiners and medical referees report himas totally blind. The 
disease which occasioned this blindness is stated by them to be traumatic cata- 
ract, not senile or congenital cataract. This establishes that the cataract was 
the result of a direct injury of such a kind as he testifles to. The claimant has 
aware been estimated by his neighbors as a hard-working, truthful man who 
faithfully endeavored to support himself and his family by his own labor. 

Your committee are satisfied that he is entitled to a pension, as asked, and 
report the bill back with the recommendation that it do , amended, how- 
ever, by inserting after the word “ yolunteers,”’ in line 7, the words “atthe rate 
of $40 per month.” ` 

Mr. BACON Iaskthat that amendment be disagreed to, as I am 
satisfied it is a clerical error both in the bill and in the report. The 
bill provides that the man shall be placed on the pension-roll subject 
to the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, and I do not see 
why e should be required to take any less. 

Mr, CHIPMAN. ‘This report was made by me, and I am somewhat 
surprised at the conclusion of it. I think the amendment ought not 
to be adopted, but that the man should be remitted to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws. 

The CHAIRMAN, The report states this man is totally blind, and 
under the Jaw he wou'd be entitled to a larger pension. 

Mr. BACON. I do not know whethertoa larger or smaller pension, 
but it is evidently a clerical error. It is not in the same handwriting 
with the bill, and has evidently gotten in there by mistake. The gen- 
tleman from Michigan [Mr. CHIPMAN] is of the opinion that it is a 
clerical error. 

The amendment was disagreed to. 

There being no objection, the bill was laid aside to be reported to 
the House with the recommendation that it do pass. 


IRENE RUCKER SHERIDAN, 


Mr. BINGHAM called up the bill (H. R. 11113) granting a pension 
to Irene Rucker Sheridan. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, author- 
ized and directed to place on the pension-roll, subject to the provisions and limita- 
tions of the pension laws, the name of Irene Rucker Sheridan, widow of the 
late Philip H. Sheridan, General of the United States Army, and to pay hera 
pension, from the passage of this act, at the rate of $3,500 per annum, 


The amendment of the committee was read, as follows: 

Strike out ‘‘ $5,000" and insert ‘‘ $3,500." 

Mr. CHEADLE. I wish to ask the gentleman in charge of the In- 
valid Pensions Committee whether or not the claim of Mrs, Sheridan 
has been sent to the Pension Office and rejected ? 

Mr. CHIPMAN. Of course not. 

Mr. CHEADLE. I shall object to the consideration of this bill to- 
night; and I object to it especially for this reason, that two weeks ago 
I called up a bill in this House which had been considered by the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. It was reported adversely because of 
the fact that the claimant had not gone to the Pension Department, 
when the pensioner showed by his aflidavit that the injury occurred 
when he was alone and that it was physically impossible to obtain the 
legal status that was required in the Department. ‘The House refused 
to grant that old veteran—more than seventy-two years of age—-a pen- 
sion. Now, I want to know whether in this Congress there shall be 
one rule established for the poor and another and different one for the 


rich; whether the humble pensioners in this country are to have one 
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rule by which their pensions are to be granted and the rich and those 
high in official life are to have another and different one? 

Mr. BINGHAM. Ihave no disposition to enter into any kind of 
controversy with the gentleman from Indiana as to this claim. But 
under a general statute of course the only way that Congress can con- 
sider the claim of an officer who has died from wounds, or injuries, or 
disease contracted in the line of duty in the service of the United 
States, is first its rejection under the pro forma rules of the Pension 
Office, and after the party has fally complied with the pension laws. 
That is where the claim has been rejected. 

I am not familiar with the particulars of this case to that extent as 
to be able to determine that in all respects the general principles laid 
down by the law have been positively carried out; and that the heirs 
or the widow of General Sheridan have fully complied with the statute, 
which, however, is fully and thoroughly familiar to all of those who are 
identified with the regular service, and after the rejection of the claim 
by the Department to come to Congress as the dernier ressort. But Ibe- 
lieve that to be the case here. 

I have no remark or reflection to make upon the case the gentleman 
from Indiana cites. I have only tostate that this bill has gone through 
the Pension Committee; that all the requirements of the statute have 
been complied with, and that it is before the House to-night on an 
amendment to grant to the widow of the distinguished soldier the pen- 
sion named. I trust the gentleman will make no objection to the pas- 
sage of the bill. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair understands that under the rule 
adopted this evening it is the privilege of each member, when his 
name is called, to ask for the consideration of a bill. The only ques- 
tion is upon the motion to adopt the amendment recommended by the 
committee. 

Mr. CHEADLE. I feel compelled to object to the bill, unless a 
quorum acts upon it. I want to say that if there is in this tribunal of 
the people, this court of dernier ressort, as the gentleman from Penn- 
sylvania terms it, to be established one rule to govern us and by which 
we are to grant pensions to the widows of the musket-carriers and an- 
other and different rule to the widows of the officers of the regular 
Army and the officers of the volunteer Army, then I want to know it 
and to know it right here and now. 

There never was a greater outrage perpetrated in the history of legis- 
lation by the American Congress than when this House of Representa- 
tives refused to grant a pension to Joseph W. McConnell, who must 
have been at least forty-five years of age in 1861 when he enlisted in 
the Fifteenth Indiana Regiment at the very outbreak of the rebellion, 
and incurred a disability when he was alone, and he set forth the facts 
in an affidavit, his character being certified to by the leading citizens 
in the county in which he lives, and I stated here under the solemnity 
of the oath, administered to me in that area, that I had been acquainted 
with him since 1862; that he was a man of the very highest integrity 
and personal character, and the House denied the right that he claimed 
and that he had a right to claim, to cure the defect in his testimony, 
and send him to the Pension Office-to be pensioned according to his 
disability at the rate fixed by the general law. I repeat, therefore, 
that if there is in this country one system of procedure to be applied 
to officers of high grade and another and different one to be applied to 
those who carried the musket, I want to know it. 

Mr. Chairman, in this country we claim that equality before the law 
is the birthright and inheritance of all our citizens. If this rule ot 
class legislation is to apply and if we shall have another and a differ- 
ent rule for men in whatever rank or grade in the service, then let us 
clearly and definitely settle that question now. 

Mr. O'NEILL, of Missouri. Why can not you call up the bill to 
which you refer and pass it now? 

Mr. CHEADLE. Because the House rejected it upon the request 
of a gentleman who is now a candidate for the office of governor of 
the State of Indiana, - 

Mr. WILLIAMS. Let me ask the gentleman if he thinks he reme- 
dies that wrong by objecting in this case? 

Mr. CHEADLE. I say this, sir, that if there is one rule by which 
we are to judge of the pensionable qualifications of one citizen and an- 
other rule for another citizen, I ask this House to establish that rule 
now. Let us, and let the country, know what it is. I want to say 
that it was not the major-generals, nor the brigadier-generals, nor the 
colonels, nor the captains that saved this country in the time of its 
trouble. It was the musket-carriers, the men of the muskets and 
knapsacks, who did the work. 

Mr. CHIPMAN. Irise to a question of order. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. CHIPMAN. What is before the committee? The gentleman 
has objected to the consideration of the bill. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair understands the only question before 
the committee is the motion that the bill be laid aside to be reported 
favorably to the House, the first question being on the amendment. 

Mr. CHIPMAN. Is that the pending motion? 

The CHAIRMAN. Itis. 

Mr. CHIPMAN. Does the five-minute rule apply in this case ? 

The CHAIRMAN. It does not. 


Mr. CHIPMAN. It seems to me that we are occupying the entire 
time of the session with this discussion and doing nothing. I hope 
setae will be allowed to go over if we can not have it acted upon to- 
night. 

Mr. BINGHAM. I want to say to the gentleman from Indiana that 
I take no issue with him upon the question that he raises; all I ask is 
that this bill shall have a fair hearing before the House on its own 
merits. 

Mr. CHEADLE. I object to the consider&tion of the bill in the ab- 
sence of a quorum. I have no objection toits going over to a full House 
with a reasonable time granted for debate and for the consideration of 
the bill, at which time I wish to be heard upon the question of special 
pension legislation. 

Mr. BINGHAM. Will the gentleman allow the bill to go through 
this evening? 

Mr. CHEADLE. 

Mr. BINGHAM. 


Not without a constitutional quorum. 
Then the gentleman is to call no quorum? 

Mr. CHEADLE. I shall do so if necessary. 

Mr. BINGHAM. That being the case, I am perfectly willing to ac- 
cede to the gentleman’s request that the previous question be con- 
sidered ordered and the bill go over to be considered in the House 
immediately after the reading of the Journal to-morrow morning, with 
fifteen minutes allowed on each side for debate. 

Hens COX. Iwould not ask for debate; nobody will object to the 

Mr. KILGORE. I want to enter an objection here. I will not 
agree to fixing any time out of its regular order for the consideration 
of the bill. 

Mr. BINGHAM. Does the gentleman object? 

Mr. KILGORE. I will resist the passage of the bill, and intend to 
do it. Ifyou want to call it up to-night let it take its course. I will 
not agree that it shall be fixed by this committee to-night for consid- 
eration to-morrow or on any other future day. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentieman from Texas objects. 

Mr. BINGHAM. Is the purpose of the gentleman to block all leg- 
islation in connection with the matter? As I understand it, this is not 
a question for present consideration, but that the matter shall go over 
to a full House. The gentleman from Indiana calls a quorum, and the 
purpose is to reach the consideration when a quorum is present. For 
that reason I have asked that the bill go over until to-morrow morn- 
ing, because we never have aquorum at these evening sessions. What 
is the purpose of the gentleman from Texas? 

Mr. KILGORE, My purpose is to beat the bill, and there is no mis- 
understanding that language. 

The CHAIRMAN. The bill is before the committee for considera- 
tion. Objection has been made to the unanimous request asked by the 
gentleman from Pennsylvania. 

Mr. CANNON. I understand the gentleman from Indiana and the 
gentleman from Pennsylvania can agree that it shall go over to a full 
House, but that the gentleman from Texas gives notice that he desires 
to beat the bill and will make a point of no quorum. If it is to be 
considered here to-night a quorum will be demanded. If the gentle- 
man from Texas desires to take that position evidently we all under- 
stand there is no quorum present. 

Mr. WISE. ff the gentleman will allow an interruption, I under- 
stand the gentleman from Indiana to demand a quorum. 

Mr. CANNON. He is willing that it shall go over to a full House. 

Mr. BURNES. So is the gentleman from Texas. 

Mr. CANNON. If the gentleman from Texas is willing to agree to 
that—— 

Mr. BINGHAM. In view of that, will the gentleman from Texas 
indicate any time, any reasonable time, when he is willing to have it 
considered ? 

Mr. KILGORE. Take your own course with it. 

Mr. BINGHAM. I would request that to-morrow morning, or any 
other morning that the gentleman would name, be fixed for its consid- 
eration. I want the matter to go toa fall House. Iam sure the gen- 
tleman will not object to a full discussion of the question before a quorum 
of this body. 

Mr. KILGORE. The legislation is not so very important, I take it, 
that it can not pursue the regularcourse. If the gentleman in charge 
of the bill prefers to submit it to the House to-night, I give notice that 
I will employ all the methods that are placed at my command by the 
rules to defeat it to-night, and I will not agree that this body shall refer 
it to the House to be considered to-morrow or any other day. i 

Mr. CHIPMAN. Tf inove that the bill be passed for the present, and 
that it retain its place on the Calendar. 

Mr. KILGORE. Mr. Chairman, I would like to know if that will 
leave it just as it was before it was called up to night? 

The CHAIRMAN, It will leave it in statu quo, 


Mr. KILGORE. Then I have no objection. 
Mr. BINGHAM. I am perfectly willing that it shall remain as itis. 
The CHAIRMAN. ‘The gentleman from Michigan [Mr. CHIPMAN] 


asks that this bill be laid aside without being acted on and retain its 
place onthe Calendar. Is there objection? The Chair hears none, and 
it is so ordered. 
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CHARLES JUNOT. 


Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. I ask consideration of the 
bill (H. R. 10687) granting a pension to Charles Junot. 
The bill was read, as follows: è 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he hereby is, au- 
thorized and directed to place on the pension-roll, subject to the provisions and 
limitations of the pension laws, the name of Charles Junot, of Louisville, Ky., 
who served in the Florida war under the name of Tom Jones. 


The report (by Mr. Briss) was read, as follows: 


The Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 10637) grant- 
ing a pension to Charles Junot, have considered the same and reportas follows’: 

Phe claimant, under the name of Thomas Jones, was a private in Capt. Alex- 
ander Jernigan’s company of Florida Mounted Militia from March 2, 1840, to 
November 14, 1840; and the regiment did duty in the Florida Indian war. A 
land-warrant was allowed this claimant for the services rendered, his identity 
being established in that claim, 
S as A pow e pedon years ofage and in needy circumstances, being also phys- 

cally 4 

His case would fall within the provisions ofthe general-service 
for the survivors of the Indian wars from 1832 to 1842, favorably 
this committee at the present session of Congress. 
munittee recommend the allowance to the claimant of a service pen- 


pension bill 
reported by 


Your coi 
sion, and therefore report the bill back recommending its passage, amended, 
Damoto Hrane h in lines 4 and 5, the words *‘ subjectto visions 
and limitations of the pension laws" and inserting at the end of bill the 


words “and pay him a pension at the rate of $ per month.” 


Mr. KILGORE. DoI understand the report to state that this sol- 
dier served in the Indian war of 1840? 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. Yes, sir. 

Mr. KILGORE. My recollection is that there was no war going on 
in 1840. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. The gentleman should know, 


he is old enough. 
z He is not familiar with the history of the coun- 


Mr. WHEELER. 
Tir. CARUTH. Ido not know the motive of the gentleman from 
Texas in objecting to this bill. This old man, who is now upon the 
verge of the grave, very aged and decrepit, served the country in the 
Florida war; the report ef the committee shows that fact. And after 
we have given pensions to those who carried the flag of their country 
in the recent war of the rebellion and in the war with Mexico, why 
a poor old soldier who served the country anterior to that time should 
be denied this charity in his old age is a thing which I can not under- 
stand. I know this man well. I have known him foryears. I know 
his condition. I know that as an act of charity he deserves this pen- 
sion; and he deserves it for his services to the country. 

Now, this report shows that this case has been regularly through the 
Pension Office. The soldier served in that war. His claim and his 
papers are all right, and why the gentleman from Texas should object 


to it is’a thing that I can not understand. I ask the reason why there | 


should be any objection to this bill for this poor old man. 

Mr. KILGORE. I take it, Mr. Chairman, that this discussion is 
out of order. 

The CHAIRMAN. Itis not. The bill is before the committee for 
consideration. 

Mr. KILGORE. I say if the soldiers who served in that war and 
all the wars previous to the late war deserve a pension, there ought to 
be a general Jaw applying to all of them. A few men ought not to be 
singled out and special favors granted to them in fuch away. Be- 
sides, I am in earnest in saying there was no Indian war in 1840; it 
was in 1836. 

Mr. CARUTH. I am willing to give the gentleman his way about 
that, and strike ont ‘‘forty’’ and insert ‘‘thirty-six.’’ [Laughter.] 

Mr. KILGORE. I will insist upon my objection. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. As I understand the facts I 
do not want to take up the time of the House. I know nothing spe- 
cially about this case. I took advantage of my name being called to 
do an act of courtesy to a colleague who is vigilant in the interest of 
his constituents. I think if my friend from Texas will think a mo- 
ment he will see that this is a just claim. 

Mr. KILGORE. Let it go over for the present, and I will look into 
the case. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. The facts are that the Com- 
mittee on Pensions have reported a general bill which covers this case. 
There was a war going on in Florida ever since the gentleman was 
born, and that was long before 1840, until the Indians who were not 
got rid of by being killed were transferred to the West. Now, this 
soldier served in that war and will come within the terms of the gen- 
eral law if that bill is passed. The position of the gentleman is sim- 
ply this: that an act of justice toa class of persons not being performed 
ought to prevent an act of justice to a single person in that class. I 
hardly think that my friend will take the position that because we do 
not do justice to one hundred and fifty persons we ought not to do 
justice to the one hundred and fifty-first person. 

Mr. ADAMS. I notice from an examination of the bill that this 
party was a private in “ Capt. Alexander Jernigan’s company of Flor- 
ida mounted militia.” It does not state that he was in the service of 
the United States. He might have been, as I am not familiar with 
the history of that Indian war, and neither do I know whether Con- 


gress has ever ted a pension to a person who was not in the service 
of the United States. © 
Oh, yes. 


Several MEMBERS. 
Mr. GUENTHER. I rise toa parliamentary question. 
The CHAIRMAN. ‘The gentleman will state it. 

Has objection to the Consideration of this bill 


Mr. GUENTHER. 
been withdrawn ? 

The CHAIRMAN. The bill is before the committee for considera- 
tion, and the gentleman can only make his objection effective when 
the motion is made that this bill be laid aside to be reported to the 
House with a favorable recommendation. ‘The question is as to the 


adoption of the amendments. 
The amendments were to. 
The CHAIRMAN. The guestion is now on laying the bill aside to 


be reported to the House with the recommendation that it do pass. 
The question was put; and the Chairman stated thatthe ayes seemed 
to have it. 
Mr. KILGORE. I call for a division. 
The committee divided; and there were—ayes 26, noes 1. 
Mr. KILGORE. No quorum. 
Mr. CARUTH. I desire to say from this action here to-night that 


$ so far os the gentleman from Texas is concerned his objection does not 


proceed from that pure motive which ought to inspire a member of this 
House; and because he has the advantage of me in the fact that there 
is no quorum here to-night I will withdraw the bill with the consent 
of the House and let the responsibility of the loss to this poor soldier 
of the United States rest where it belongs. 

Mr. KILGORE. When I desire to be ially lectured for my con- 
duct as a member of Congress [cries of ‘ r order!??] I will call 
on somebody to lecture other than the gentleman from Kentucky. It 
I want him to lecture me I will invite him todo so. I-am responsible 
for my action; and if any gentleman wants to object to it and make it 
a personal matter he can do so. 

The motion to withdraw the bill for the present was agreed to. 

JACOB PITNER. 

Mr. BROWN, of Ohio. I call up the bill (S. 2371) granting a pen- 
sion to Jacob Pitner. z 

The bill was read, as follows: 


lata putyete te Company KODS DAMANE and INAFAA EA EOIS 
Volunteers, subject to the limitations and restrictions of the pension la 


The report (by Mr. THOMPSON, of Ohio) was read, as follows: 


The committee adopt and make Ege hereof the report of the Senate Com- 
mittee on Pensions, and recommend the passage of the bill. 

The Senase report is as follows: 

[Senate Report No. $60, Fiftieth Congress, first session.] 

The Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (8. 2371) granting 
a pension to Jacob Pitner, have examined the same, and rt: 

‘he claimant was a private in Company K, One hnn: and ninety-second 
Regiment Ohio Volunteer Infantry. lt appears from the evi ce an eye- 
witness that about the 15th of May, 1865, he was kicked by a mule in the head 
and breast; was knocked down and trampled u ; remained insensible for 
several hours. He was treated in the quarters of the regiment, but not in hos- 
p for such injuries, partially recovered from them, but was discharged in 

tember, 1865, as unabie to perform duty. 

He suffered much pain, and the wound in the crown of the head, occasioning 
a deep scar, was the cause of much nervous derangement. He was not ableto 
oan repr peg ten pred erm ne ape EE 
this con uni s n he was e 
and shortly afterwards became blind. 

Both lay and medical testimony trace the disease of the limbs to the original 
injury as the probable cause. As to the loss of sight the physician certifies that 
it must be by some “ intercranial lesion,” as there is no evidence of any 
rnal disease of the eyes. 

Although there may not be technically or medically a traceable connection 

aivenuas of the claimant and his present disabilities, the rea- 

son of objection, yet we conclude from the whole history of the case that these 

disabilities are the results of the injury received by him in the service and in 

the line of duty. He is now nearly sixty years old, very poor,can not walk 

without assistance, and totally blind. The disability is permanent, and he is 
very nearly as helpless as when he was first injured in in the Army. 

We recommend the passage of the bill. 


The bill was laid aside to be reported to the House with the recom- 
mendation that it do pass. 


CYRUS MILLINS, 

Mr. BUNNELL. I ask forthe consideration of the bill (H. R. 10258) 
to place the name of Cyrus Millins, of Ogden Centre, Mich., on the pen- 
sion-roll. 

The bill was read, as follows: ’ 

Be it enacted, eic., That the Secretary of the Interior is hereby authorized and 
directed to place the name of Millins, of Ogden Centre, Mich., late a pri- 
vate of Company B, Fourth Michigan Infantry Volunteers, on the pension-roll, 
subject to the provisions and limitations of the pension laws. 


The report (by Mr. CHIPMAN) was read, as follows: 
Claimant alleges that in July, 1862, he contracted hemorrhoids. His claim 
has been rejected on the ground that the certificate of disability, upon which 
discharged, sets forth the existence of the disability 

The record shows that claimant enlisted May 16, 
Regiment Michigan Volunteers, and was 
stated April 11, 1863. 

The captain of the company certifies under 
is a brave man and has been a good soldier. but 
tary duty. 


rior to en ent. 
l, in y B, Fourth 
for ility as above 
ven date that Cyrus Millins 
become unfitted for mili- 
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Lieut. Orrey S. Barrett, in April, 1866, testifies that soldier was attacked with 
bleeding piles at Harrison’s Landing, and soon after sent to ital; was more 
or less disabled therefrom after his return from hospital until di 

The same officer, in subsequent afidavit, states that he was very intimate 
with Millins before enlistment, and knows that he was sound at that time; did 
not complain of any disease during the first year of his service, and was. an 
able-bodied and active man from time of joining the command to the close of 
the Peninsula campaign. 

Dr. A. M. Wilber testifies to prior soundness, his enlistment with claimant, 
and the latter's disability from dysentery while in the service. 

There are a number of affidavits, in addition to those above referred to, of 
neighbors and comrades, showing conclusively that claimant was free from 
hemorrhoids at enlistment; that he contracted diarrhea about the time of the 
battle of Malvern Hill, which resulted in the disability for which the pension is 
claimed. The affiants are persons of unquestioned ty, and many are of 
high social standing. 

Surgeon French, who made the adverse record in the case, makes oath that 
he was not uainted with the soldier prior to his enlistment; in fact, did not 
know him until a short time prior to his dis harge. a 

The committee regret that the claim can not receive favorable consideration « 
7 the proper bureau because of the record adverse tothe same, The evidence 

edin rebutter is unusually strong, and fully convinces your committee that 
an injustice has been done claimant by the surgeon who, according to his own 
e apatie nel nothing of the case until within a few weeks prior to the date of 

certificate. 

The bill is therefore reported favorably tothe House, with the recommenda- 
tion that it do pass. 


The bill was laid aside to be reported to the House with the recom- 
mendation that it do pass. 


MRS. SARAH J. MARTIN. 


Mr. BURNES. I call up the bill (S. 2871) granting a pension to 
Mrs. Sarah J. Martin. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Beit enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to place on the pension-roll, subject to the provisionsand 
Hmitations of the- pension Jaws,the name of Mrs. Sarah J. Martin, widow of 
Samuel Martin, deceased, late of Company H, of the Sixty-fourth Regiment Ili- 
nois Volunteers, who was pensioned under certificate numbered 43906. 


The report (by Mr. LANE) was read, as follows: 


The committee leave to report that they have considered this case, and 
adopt the report e in this case by the Senate committee as the report of this 
committee, and recommend that this bill do pass. 


[Senate Report No. 1541, Fiftieth Congress, first session.] 

The Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (S. 2871) granting 
a pension to Mrs. Sarah J, Martin, have examined the same, and report: 

Claimant is the widow of Samuel Martin, who enlisted as a private in Com- 
pany H, Sixty-fourth Illinois Volunteer Infantry, February 3, 1864, and was dis- 
charged on certificate of disability February 28, 1865. 

The records of the War Departmentshow that he was wounded in battle near 
Atlanta, Ga., July 22, 1864, ca) amputation of left thigh, and that he was 
also wounded in right thigh and hip and contracted typhoid fever in the 


service. 

The claim was rejected March 29, 1888, on the that the cause of sol- 
dier’s death—paralysis—was not a result of his military service. 

In her arplication, filed January 12, 1886, claimant states that her laie hus- 
band, Samuel Martin, died August 1, 1885, of injuries received while in the 
service of the United States, and that he left no children sur ‘ving 

In affidavit filed January 24, 1887, O. McR. Moke, of Paris Yll., testifies that 
he was present when the late soldier was wounded in both 1> sand thighs. 

In affidavit filed January 28, 1887, R. R. Roberts, a comrade, testifies that the 
soldier was wounded in battle at Atlanta, Ga., July 22, 1864, and that affiant was 
afterwards wounded about the middle of Au. , 1864, and sent to the general 
hospital at Rome, Ga., where he was placed in the same w rd with the aboye- 
mentioned soldier; that the stump of said soldier’s leg had been cut off once or 
twice, and that gangrene had set in; the soldier was also wounded in the 
right leg and side; that he saw him every year from the time of his di: 
from the service to the date of his death, and knows that he suffered from the 
disabilities above mentioned; that he visited the soldier during his last illness, 
and is of the opinion that his death was caused from his wounds and their ef- 
fect upon his nervous system. 

In affidavit filed January 25, 1887, Aaron Martin, of Libertyville, Ind., testifies 
that when he first saw the soldier after his discharge from the service one of his 
legs had been amputated, and that he was suffering from other wounds received 
at the same time; that he suffered from’ paralysis for a long time before his 
apas Rese-ng in the opinion of affiant, from the effects of wounds received in 

the service. 

In affidavit filed February 7,1887, Sarah Ann Martin, of Kidley, Nl., testifies 
that she is the mother of the late soldier; that he lost his left leg in the service. 


camp iie and in an affidavit filed December 11, 1886, he testifies substantially 
as above. 

A transcript from the records of Edgar County, Ill., shows that. the cause of 
oe Rg sp death was general paralysis, and this certificate is signed by Dr- 

. S. Bell. 

In her petition praying that a pomon be granted her claimantstates that her 
claim was unjustly rejected on the ground that herlate husband's death was not 
due to his mili service, for he was severely wounded in the left leg, causin 
amputation of said limb, and was also wounded in therightlegand through 

y; thata few years before his death his right knee seemed to haye become 
disjointed, and that he was unable even to dress himself; that she is dependent 
upon her own labor for support, and is paralyzed in her right side. 

This m was recommended for admission by the legal examiner and re- 
viewer of the Bureau of Pensions, but was rej by the medical referee. 

From all facts in the case it appears there can be no doubt that the soldier's 
death was caused by disabilities incurred in the service, and that his widow is 
entitled to a pension. 

Your committee therefore recommend the passage of the bill. 

The bill was laid aside to be reported to the House with the recom- 
mendation that it do pass. 4 A 

Mr. CHIPMAN. I move that the committee rise and report its 
action on the various bills to the House. 

The motion was agreed to. ? 

The committee accordingly rose; and Mr, CLEMENTS having taken 
the chair as Speaker pro tempore, Mr. SPRINGER reported that the Com- 
mittee of the Whole House, having had under consideration the Private 
Calendar, had directed him to report sundry bills with various recom- 
mendations. 

Mr. CARUTH. Mr. Speaker, I desire to make a parliamentary in- 
quiry. Just now, in Committee of the Whole, having called up a bill 
for consideration, I withdrew the call. Of course the bill retains-its 
place on the Calendar, does it not? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. It does. 


HOUSE BILLS PASSED. 


House bills of the following titles, reported from the Committee of 
the Whole House without amendment were severally ordered to be 
engrossed and read a third time; and being engrossed, they were ac- 
cordingly read the third time, and passed: 

A bill (H. R. 11057) granting a pension to Margaret Gray; 

A bill i R, 3801) granting a pension to Nelson J. Crook; 

A bill (H. R. 4820) ting a pension to Ellen Kelly; 

A bill (H. R. 8748) to increase the pension of Richard Jobes; 

A bill (H. R. 10224) granting a pension to Elias H. Hall; 

A bill (H. R. 2566) for the relief of Phillip Kopplin; 

A bill (H. R. 8) to restore Mrs. R. S. Horton upon the pension-rolls; 

A bill (H. R. 10106) to place the name of Matilda Spangler on the 
pension-roll; 

A bill (H. R. 3504) for the relief of John German; 

A bill 3 R. 10504) granting a pension to Mary Hooper; 

A bill (H. R. 8993) for the relief of Shadrack W. Brown; and 

A bill (H. R. 10258) to place the name of Cyrus Millins, of Ogden 
Centre, Mich., on the pension-roll. 

House bills of the following titles, reported from the Committee of 
the Whole House with amendments, were taken up, the amendments 
respectively agreed to, the bills as amended ordered to be engrossed 
and read a third time; and being engrossed, they were accordingly 
read the third time, and passed: 

A bill (H. R. 11021) granting a pension to Charles Hahneman; 

A bill (H. R. 7516) to increase the pension of Sylvester Stearns; 

A bill (H. R. 6022) granting a pension to Smith Bodkins; 

A bill (H. R. 508) granting a pension to Sarah F. Hawkins; 

A bill (H. R. 10856) for pension to Eliza N. Aiken; 

A bill (H. R. 10256) to place the name of Lucy Wagor, of Hillsdale, 
Mich., on the pension-roll. 


SENATE BILLS PASSED. 
Senate bills of the following titles, reported from the Committee of 


and was also wounded in his right leg and side; that these wounds caused | the Whole House withoutamendment, were severally ordered to a third 


numbness of the limbs, making his arms and other leg almost useless; thatone 
of the cords of his right log was cut by a wound in the knee; that owing 
to the crippled condition of the soldier it was difficult for him to use his 
crutches; that these wounds caused Lperelrem which terminated fatally. 

In affidavit filed January 18, 1887, Eli Martin. of Vermillion County, In 
testifies to the helpless condition of the soldier after his return home’ from the 
Army, and states that the paralysis from which he died resulted from wounds 
received in the service, 

In affidavit filed December 11, 1886, Dr. James N. Downs, of Paris, Ill. 
that he was uainted with the soldier for about five years preceding his death, 
and that the said soldier had several attacks of paralysis during thattime; that 
ne ere eeren him, but was frequently consulted by the soldier with regard 

o sability. 

In afidavit filed December 11, 1886, Dr. S. K. Gray, of Paris, TIl, testifies that 

from 1867 to 1877 the soldier was very nervous from wounds received in the 


service. 

In affidavit filed December 11,1836, Dr.W. A. Buchanan, of Paris, Ill., testifies 
that he visited the soldier several times in July, 1885, and at that time he was 
paralyzed and suffering from a low grade of typhoid fever. 

In affidavit filed January 18, 1887, George W. Wellman, of Paris, TIl., testifies 
that the soldier was a physical wreck long before his death, and that he died 
from the effects of wounds received in the service. 

In affidavit filed June 29, 1886, Dr. H. S. Bell, of Paris, Til., testifies that he 
attended the late soldier during his last illness, which terminated fatally August 
1, 1885; that the immediate cause of his death was general debility superinduced 
by injuries received in the service, and that the remote cause of his death was 


paralysis. 
dated July 17, 1886, Dr. Bell atates that it is supposed that the dis- 
and result 


In a letier 
ease of cord ed from wounds and exposure incident to 


reading, read the third time, and passed: 

A bill (S. 3118) for the relief of Mathew O. Regan; 

A bill 2716) granting a pension to Carl M. Schwantes; 

A bill (S. 3035) to grant a pension to William Thields; 

A bill te 2371) granting a pension to Jacob Pitner; and 

A bill (8. 2871) granting a pension to Mrs. Sarah J. Martin, 

REMOVAL OF POLITICAL DISABILITIES. 

The bill (H. R. 11197) for the removal of the political disabilities of 
Henry A. Ramsay, reported from the Committee of the Whole House 
without amendment, was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time; 
and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and passed, 
two-thirds voting in favor thereof. 

The bill (S. 3178) to remove the political disabilities of William L. 
Bradford, reported from the Committee of the Whole Honse without 
amendment, was ordered to a third reading, read the third time, and 
passed, two-thirds voting in favor thereof. 2 


BILLS POSTPONED. 


The Clerk read the titles of the following bills: 


A bill (S. 944) increasing the pension of Mrs. Elizabeth G. Scott; 
A bill (S. 2175) granting a pension to Mary Calvert Truxtun; and 
A bill (S. 2838) granting an increase of pension to Betsey A. Mower. 
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The SPEAKER pro tempore. These bills have been reported from 
the Committee of the Whole House with the recommendation that 
they be made a special order for to-morrow. 

Mr. STEELE. ‘These three bills are all in the same category. I 
ask that they be made a special order for to-morrow, not to antago- 
nize appropriation bills or the bill of the Committee on Foreign Af- 
fairs —— 

Mr. SPRINGER. Or the Oklahoma bill. P 

Mr. STEELE. Or the Oklahoma bill; that they be taken up as soon 
as possible without interfering with any of the business that I have in- 
dicated, and that the previous question be considered as ordered upon 
them. 

Mr. KILGORE. Let it be understood that there shall be an oppor- 
tunity to discuss and amend these bills; otherwise I must object to 
this order. Once before when bills were carried over in this way the 
right of amendment was denied because it had not been specified in 
the order. 

Mr. CHEADLE, The understanding in Committee of the Whole 
was that there should be fifteen minutes’ debate on each side upon each 
of these bills. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The proposition is that these bills be 
laid over till to-morrow after the reading of the Journal; that their 
consideration shall not antagonize appropriation bills, the Oklahoma 
bill, or the bill of the Committee on Foreign Affairs; that the previous 
question be considered as ordered on each bill, with fifteen minutes’ 
debate on each side, and with the opportunity for amendment. If 
there be no objection, this order will be made. 

Mr. STEELE. I think it proper it should be added that the bills 
be considered to-morrow, or as soon thereafter as possible. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. It will be acontinuing order. If there 
be no objection, the order as stated will be agreed to. 

There was no objection, and it was ordered accordingly. 


POLITICAL DISABILITIES OF JOHN H. PARKER. 


Mr. WISE. Iask unanimous consent for the consideration of the 
bill (H. R. 10621} for the removal of the political disabilities of John 
H. Parker, of Virginia. 

There being no objection, the Committee of the Whole House was 
discharged from the further consideration of the bill, and the House 
proceeded to consider the same. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


Be il enacted by the Senate and House of Representatives of the Uniled States of 
assembled 


America in Congress (two-thirds of each House concurring therein), That 


the legal and political disabilities imposed by the fourteenth amendment of 
the Constitution of the United States by reason of ay higl ee in the late re- 
bellion, be, and they are hereby, removed from John H. ker, of Chesterfield 
County, in the State of Virginia, 

Mr. PAYSON. I will inquire whether the gentleman from Vir- 
ginia [Mr. Wise] has personal knowledge with reference to this case? 

Mr. WISE. Yes, sir; I have. 

Mr. PAYSON. Does this gentleman desire the removal of his polit- 
ical disabilities? 

Mr. WISE. Yes, sir; I ask the passage of this bill at his request. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time; and 
being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and passed, 
two-thirds voting in favor thereof. 

Mr. CHIPMAN moved to reconsider the votes by which the various 
bills reported from the Committee of the Whole House were passed; 
and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

The hour of half past 10 o’clock p. m, having arrived, the House, 
according to order, adjourned. 


PRIVATE BILLS INTRODUCED AND REFERRED. 


Under the rule private bills of the following titles were introduced 
and referred as indicated below: 

By Mr.. C. 8. BAKER: A bill (H. R. 11317) granting a pension to 
Fredericka Liesegang—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. BUTLER: A bill (H. R. 11318) for the relief of Stokely D. 
Brooks, of Tennessee—to the Committee on Military A ffairs. 

by Mr. T. J. CAMPBELL: A bill (H. R. 11319) to remove the charge 
of desertion from the military record of Michael Carroll—to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. TAULBEE: A bill (H. R. 11320) to remove the c of 
desertion from the military record of Harris Hanshoe—to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. 8. V. WHITE (by request):.A bill (H. R. 11321) to place 
the name of Jobn H. Tunney on the pension-rolls—to the Committee 
on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. WILLIAMS: A bill (H. R. 11322)-to place the name of 
Patrick MeNichols on the pension-roll—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 11323) to place the name of Charles T. Strock- 
lien on the pension-roll—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 11324) to place the name of Franklin Furay on 
the pension-roll—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 


Also, a bill (H. R. 11325) to place the name of Martin O’Connor on 
the pension-roll—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 11326) to place the name of John O’Brien on the 
pension-roll—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


PETITIONS, ETC. 

The following petitions and papers were laid on the Clerk’s desk, 
under the rule, and referred as follows: 

By Mr. BUCHANAN: Petition of the citizens of the Second Con- 
gressional district of New Jersey, praying for a postal telegraph—to 
the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. DOUGHERTY: Petitionof John M. McIntosh, administrator 
of F. H. Gregory, of Marion County, Florida, for reference of his claim 
to the Court of Claims—to the Committee on War Claims. 

3y Mr. GEST: Proof in the pension claim of Francis Klein—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. GOFF: Petition of G. L. Cranmer and others, members of 
the bar of the district court of the United States at Wheeling, W. Va., 
relative to legislation proposed affecting said county—to the Commit- 
tee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. POST: Memorial of Orange Grange, No. 843, Patrons of Hus- 
bandry, of Peoria County, Illinois, against the passage of Senate bill 
2083—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

By Mr. ROBERTSON: Petition of Maggie H. Rowan, heir of Horace 
Hills, of East Feliciana Parish, Louisiana, for reference of her claim to 
the Court of Claims—to the Committee on War Claims, 

By Mr. SCULL: Petition of the Germania Quartette Club, of Johns- 
town, Pa., in relation to foreign immigration—to the Committee on 
Foreign Affairs. 

By Mr. TARSNEY: Petition of Mrs. Cordelia Barnes, for privilege 
of purchasing certain lands—to the Committee on the Public Lands. 

Also, petition of citizens of Montcalm, Mich., for amendments to the 
interstate-commerce law—to the Committee on Commerce. 

By Mr. TAULBEE: Petition to accompany bill for the relief of Har- 
ris Hanshal—to the Committee on Military Affairs, 

By Mr. WHITTHORNE: Petition of Mrs. Mary A. Mitchell, of 
Giles County, Tennessee, for reference of her claim to the Court of 
Claims—to the Committee on War Claims. 

The following petition, indorsing the per diem rated service-pension 
bill, based on the principle of paying all soldiers, sailors, and marines 
of the late wara monthly pensionof 1 cent aday for each day they were 
in the service, was referred to the Committeeon Invalid Pensions: - 

By Mr. TARSNEY: Of citizens of Michigan. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES, 
SATURDAY, September 1, 1888. 


The House met at 12 o'clock m., and was called to order by Mr. 
Thomas S. Pettit, one of the reading clerks. i 
ELECTION OF SPEAKER PRO TEMPORE. 
The following was read: 
SPEAKER'S Room, HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES, 
Washingion, D. C., September 1, 1883. 


are Tam compelled to be absent from the city from this time until Tuesday 
next. 
Please present this note to the House in order that it may choose a Speaker 


tem; 
ailena JOHN G. CARLISLE, Speaker. 
Hon. Jons B. CLARK, 
Olerk House of Representatives. 
Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. 
I send to the desk. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


Resolved, That James H. BLOUNT, a Representative from the State of Georgia, 
be, and he is hereby, chosen Speaker pro tempore, to preside during the tempos 
rary absence of the Speaker. 


The resolution was adopted. 

Mr. BLOUNT, on taking the chair, was greeted with applause. 

Prayer was offered by Rey. 8. Moylan Bird, of Galveston, Tex. 

The Journal of yesterday’s proceedings was read and approved. 

NOTIFICATION TO THE SENATE, 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky, submitted the following res- 
olution; which was read, considered, and agreed to: 

Revolved, That the Clerk be directed to inform the Senate that the House has 
chosen James H. BLOUNT, a Representative from the State of Georgia, Speaker 
pro tempore during the al ce of the Speaker, 

Mr. WHEELER. Mr. Speaker, I desire to ask unanimous consent 
that next Saturday be set apart for the consideration of bills from the 
Committee on Expenditures in the Treasury Department. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair desires first to lay before 
the House certain privileged matters. 

MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 


A message from the Senate, by Mr. McCook, its Secretary, announced 


I offer the resolution which 
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that the Senate had passed without amendment the joint resolution 
(H. Res. 14) to authorize the Secretary of the Interior to certify lands 
to the State of Kansas for the benefit of agriculture and the mechanic 
arts. 


Also, that the Senate agreed to the report of the committee of con- 
ference on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses on the amendments 
of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 8310) to provide for the disposal of the 
Fort Wallace military reservation in Kansas, 

The message further announced that the Senate had passed with 
amendments the bill (H. R. 10998) making appropriations for fortifi- 
cations and other works of defense, for the armament thereof, for the 
procurement of heavy ordnance for trial and service, and for other pur- 
poses; and asked a conference with the House on the disagreeing votes 
thereon, and had appointed Mr. DAWES, Mr. PLUMB, and Mr. GORMAN 
eonferees on the part of the Senate. 

POSTAL CRIMES, ETC. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore laid before the House the bill (S. 3447) 
amendatory of an act relating to postal crimes, and amendatory of the 
statutes therein mentioned, approved June 18, 1888. 

Mr. DOCKERY. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent for the 
present consideration. of that bill, and will state that a bill in substan- 
tially the same terms has heretofore the House and the Senate, 
but on account of an error in the bill it was returned by the Executive 
in response to a concurrent resolution of the two Houses. The pend- 
ing bill passed the Senate by a unanimous vote, and I ask its immedi- 
ate consideration. 

Mr. McCREARY,. To-day was set apart-—— 

Mr. DOCKERY. I will state to the gentleman from Kentucky that 
this measure will excite no debate. 

Mr. McCREARY. I do not wish to be understood as waiving any 
tight the Committee on Foreign Affairs may have. 

The SPEAKER protempore. The bill will be read subject to objec- 
tion. 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. Thisis quitealong bill, and I think simply 
guards the Post-Office against the use of the mails for vile purposes. 
There can be no objection to the bill. 

Mr. DOCKERY. It was prepared by the Postmaster-General, and 
a similar bill has heretofore passed the House. 

Mr. ROGERS. What change does this make in the bill which passed 
the House? 

Mr. DOCKERY. In the bill as it passed the House there was a sus- 
picion that an implied power was given to postmasters to open letters. 
` Of course there was no such intention, and this bill eliminates that ob- 
jectionable feature of the measure. 

Mr. ROGERS. That is right as far as it goes. 

Mr. CANNON. What is the bill? 

Mr. DOCKERY. I will ask that the bill be read 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair thinks it will save time to 
have the bill read. 

The bill was read at length. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. 
sideration of the bill? 

Mr. FARQUHAR. I presume that this is the bill that was discussed 
in the Senate about a week ago? 

Mr. DOCKERY. It is. 

Mr. FARQUHAR. I want to say that to my mind this bill would 
shut out of the mails every book on anatomy that is published in this 
country. Now, I am very anxious to see an act passed of some kind 
which will prevent the sending of improper matter through the mails, 
but when it comes to the class of inspection that has been placed over 
the United States mail matter by certain inspectors in this country, I 
am éntirely unwilling that cranks shall run the Post-Office Depart- 
ment. Any fair bill to exclude improper or obscene matter from the 
mail will meet my hearty approval; but a bill with such a wide discre- 
tion as this would give to certain classes of persons who may have 
charge of mail matter does not meet my approval, and I do not think 
can meet the approval of any member of Congress who will give the 
matter careful attention. 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. Will the gentleman from New York spec- 
ify what particular clause of the bill is susceptible of the objection he 
urges? 

Mr. FARQUHAR. I refer to the general tenor of the bill. 

Mr. DOCKERY. I would like the gentleman to name the clause 
that gives any such authority. 

Mr. FARQUHAR. The whole merits of the bill were discussed in 
the Senate, and I take it from the tenor of that discussion. I have not 
myself very thoroughly investigated the, matter. 

Mr. DOCKERY. I desire to say to the gentleman that I do not 
think there is any such power expressed in the bill, nor do I believe it 
can be so construed by implication. 

Mr. FARQUHAR. Then why is an exception made in regard to the 
first-class mail matter? 

Mr. DOCKERY. For the reason that in the former bill which passed 
the House and the Senate, in the opinion of the Postmaster-General, 
implied authority was given postmasters to inspect mail matter of the 


Is there objection to the present con- 


first class, and of course it was not the intention of Congress to grant 
any such authority. 

Mr. FARQUHAR. Do I understand that this bill meets the ap- 
proval of the Postmaster-General? 

Mr. DOCKERY. It was prepared by the Postmaster-General at the 
request of a Senator of my own State. 

Mr. FARQUHAR. And receives his approbation? 

Mr. DOCKERY. It does. 

Mr. FARQUHAR. And also received the approval of the members 
of the House committee, as I understand, unanimously ? 

Mr. DOCKERY. No; the unanimous approval of the Senate com- 
mittee. The House committee have not yet considered the bill asa 
committee, but some of its members have given it an informal investi- 

tion. 

P BLAND. How is it proposed tbat the postmasters are to ascer- 
tain the character of the mail matter? 

Mr. DOCKERY. The bill wisely prohibits postmasters from open- 
ing letters to ascertain their contents, but if, for instance, an obscene 
letter is addressed to the gentleman from Missouri, he will have the au- 
thority under this bill which will enable him to punish thesender. The 

tmaster, however, has no authority to open the letter. 

Mr. BLAND. How can he open any other matter? 

Mr. DOCKERY. He can not. 

Mr. BLAND. Why do you then make an exception of first-class 
mail matter? 

Mr. DOCKERY. It was done out of abundant caution. 

Mr. BLAND. Why not let that abundant caution apply to all mail 
matter? 

Mr. DOCKERY. Iam willing to accept the suggestion of my col- 
league from Missouri if he desires to offer an amendment to that effect. 

Mr. FARQUHAR. Would it not be well to allow this matter to go 
to the Committee on the Post-Office and let it be disposed of in the reg- 
ular way? 

Mr. BLAND. I think myself that there should be no doubt as tothe 
prohibition imposed upon the postmasters to have access to any similar 
matter. 

Mr. DOCKERY. Then, in view of the suggestions of the gentleman 
from New York [Mr. FARQUHAR], I ask unanimous consent that the 
bill be referred to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads, with 
the right to report at any time. 

Mr. FARQUHAR. That is the proper course for it to take, because 
itis right that the committee should act upon a bill of this impor- 
tance. 

There being no objection, the bill was read a first and second time, 
and referred to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads, with 
leave to report at any time. 

LEAVE OF ABSENCE. 

By unanimous consent, leave of absence was granted as follows: 

To Mr. Hopkins, of Virginia, for ten days, on account of sickness, 

To Mr. BARNES, until September 10. 

To Mr. ALLEN, of Michigan, for twelve days from September 6, on 
account of important business. 

To Mr. Parton, for four days, on account of important business, 

To Mr. Forp, for fifteen days, on account of important business. 

ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 


Mr. KILGORE, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, reported that 
the committee had examined and found duly enrolled bills of the fol- 
lowing titles: 

A bill (S. 1813) for the relief of Susan B. Hopkins, widow of Arvah 
Hopkins, late of Tallahassee, Fla., deceased; 

A bill (S. 2197) empowering and directing the Commissioner of Navi- 
gation to register and enroll as American vessels certain sailing vessels 
of foreign construction, repaired in the port of Cleveland, Ohio, and 
named the Josephine and M. C. Upper, respectively; 

A bill (S. 2825) granting an increase of pension to Benjamin T. Baker; 

A bill (H. R. 2601) for the relief of the Baptist Female College of Lex- 
ington, Mo.; and 

A bill (H. R. 5670) for the construction of a revenue-cutter for New 
Berne, N. C., to replace the revenue-cutter Stevens. 

RETALIATION BILL. 

Mr. McCREARY. I want to call up House bill 11309, the title of 
which I will ask the Clerk to read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


A bill (H. R. 11309) enpowering the President to out the purposes of an 
act entitled “An act to authorize the President of the United States to protect 
and defend the rights of American fishing vessels, American fishermen, Ameri- 
zs adinga and other vessels in certain cases, and for other purposes,” approved 


3, 1887. 
Mr. McCREARY. I report the bill from the Committee on Foreign 
Affairs, as I was authorized to do last Thursday. A number of mem- 


bers on both sides of the House went away from here under the im- 
pression that this bill would be considered next Tuesday, and after 
consultation I ask that the consideration of this bill be postponed until 
immediately after the reading of the Journal on Tuesday next, and 
that it then be taken upand made a continuing order until disposed of, 
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Mr. BUTTERWORTH. Have the message and accompanying pa- 
pers been printed and distributed? 

Mr. McCREARY. I will say to the gentleman from Ohio that he 
has suggested an additional reason why the consideration of this bill 
should be postponed until Tuesday. I have tried this morning to get 
a copy of the President’s message, the treaties, and the acts of Congress 
in relation to the treaties, and have been unable to get them. I think 
that document containing the message and the treaties, ete., should be 
ad possession of the House at the time of the consideration of this 


. Mr. BUTTERWORTH. The point that I call attention to is that 
sufficient time should be given for an examination of these documents 
and that is the reason I call attention toit. I think a further post- 
ponement than the gentleman suggests would be in order. 

Mr. McCREARY. The document referred to will bein to-day, lam 
informed, 

Mr. DUNN. _ I desire to make a parliamentary inquiry. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. DUNN. I would firstask the gentleman from Kentucky aques- 
tion. Do I understand that he reports the bill to-day? d 

Mr. McCREARY. Iso stated. 

Mr. DUNN. I hope the gentleman will not report the bill until he 
is ready for it to be considered. When a privileged bill is reported it 
must either be considered or go on the Calendar. 

Mr. HOLMAN He has asked unanimous consent. 

Mr. DUNN. I take this position, and I ask, Mr. Speaker, if it is not 
true that when a privileged bill isreported for consideration at any time, 
as this is to-day, that it has to be considered at that time and can not 
be called up for consideration at any other time. 

Mr: BLAND. That privilege was lost the other day. 

Mr. DUNN. Oh, no; it has not lost that privilege. 

Mr. BLAND. Oh, yes it has, 

Mr. McCREARY. I am required under the order of the House to 
report this bill to-day. 

Mr. DUNN. Then I ask, when the order was made last Thursday 
did the gentleman Jose part of his privilege and will he lose any part 
of his privilege if the bill is not reported and not considered to-day ? 
What effect would that have on his privilege? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Journal shows that to-day was 
fixed for the consideration of this bill. 

Mr. DUNN. What effect had that on the privilege attached to the 
bill ? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair thinks that was limited to 
to-day. The consideration of the bill was fixed for to-day. 

Mr. DUNN. The Chair thinks that under that order—— 

Mr. McCREARY. We have lost no privilege. Iam compelled to 
report the bill to-day. 

Mr. DUNN. I should be sorry if the gentleman has lost any priv- 
ilege attached to the bill. 

Mr. McCREARY. We have not lost any privilege. We were ouly- 
required to report the bill to-day, and because the document I have 
referred to has not been sent up to the House and also because a num- 
ber of gentlemen went away believing that this bill would be called 
up on Monday and Tuesday. I now ask that its consideration be post- 
poned until immediately after the reading of the Journal of Tuesday, 
and that it be a continued order thereafter. 

Mr. BAYNE. Let meask the gentleman from Kentucky a question. 

Mr. McCREARY. Certainly. ii 

Mr. BAYNE. Hasa report been prepared with the bill? 

Mr. McCREARY. The report was published that was prepared. 

Mr. COX. How long is it? 7 

Mr. McCREARY. Very short. 

Mr. BAYNE. I trust, Mr. Speaker, that no obstacle will be inter- 

by anybody in the way of the prompt consideration of this bill. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Of course there is no opposition to it on the part of 


anybody. 

Mr. DUNN. What I am anxious about is the privilege attached to 
the bill. I hope it will not be placed in a category where it can be 
defeated by any filibustering process or any points of order, and there 
is no necessity for placing it in any such position. 

Mr. O’NEILL, of Missouri. Iask the gentleman from Kentucky 
[Mr. McCreary] to modify his request so as to have this measure 
brought up immediately after the hour for the consideration of bills 
called up by committees. Otherwise I should be compelled to object, 
because the consideration hour’of that day is the only hour that our 
committee have any hope of getting this session for the consideration 
of our bills. Therefore I ask the gentleman to modify his request, so 
as to leave us that one hour, and let this bill come up afterwards. 

Mr. McCREARY. I have no objection to that. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I desire to ask the gentleman from Kentucky 
whether he will be able to conclude the consideration of this bill on 
Tuesday. 

Mr. McCREARY. ‘I hope so, but I am not able to say. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I earnestly unite with the gentleman in that 

`y 


hope. 
Mr. FARQUHAR. We all do. 


Mr. WHITE, of New York. So say we all. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Kentucky [ Mr. 
MoCrREARY] asks unanimous consent that the consideration of this bill 
be postponed until Tuesday next after the consideration hour shall have 
expired, and that it be then taken up and considered from day to day 
until disposed of. Is there objection? 

Mr. PERKINS. As I understand the proposition, the bill is not to 
be taken up each day until after the consideration hour has expired. 

The SPEAKER protempore. Yes. Is there objection to the request 
of the gentleman from Kentucky ? 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 

OHIO CENTENNIAL EXPOSITION. 


Mr. OUTHWAITE. I rise toa privileged motion. Heretofore, about 
the 15th day of August, the House having under consideration Senate 
bill 3182 making an appropriation to enable certain departments of the 
Government to make an exhibit at the Ohio centennial exposition, 
certain amendments were adopted. I entered motions to reconsider 
those amendments and called them up, but, finding no quorum pres- 
ent and not desiring to interfere with the business of the House, I with- 
drew them with the understanding that the privilege of the motions 
still remained. I now wish to call up those motions to reconsider, in 
the hope that the House will dispose of them and give us an opportu- 
nity to have”the National Government make a small exhibit at the 
Ohio centennial, commencing next week. The first motion is to recon- 
sider the amendment offered by the gentleman from Virginia [Mr. 
Wise]. The previous question having been ordered, the motions, I 
understand, are not debatable. 

The SPEAKER pro lempore. That is correct. 

NAVAL MILITIA, 

Mr. WHITTHORNE. I ask the gentleman from Ohio to yield to 
me fora moment to ask unanimous consent of the House to have 
Thursday, the 13th day of September, designated for the consideration 
of the bill reported by the Committee on Naval Affairs for the enroll- 
ment of a naval militia and the organization of naval reserve forces. 

Mr. O'NEILL, of Missouri. I ask the gentleman from Tennessee 
to ica some other day, for the reason that if the Committee on 
Rules—— 

Mr. OUTHWAITE, — If there is to be contention over this matter, 
I think I had better not yield. 

Mr. O'NEILL, of Missouri, withdrew his objection. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Tennessee [Mr. 
WHITTHORNE] asks unanimous consent that Thursday, the 13th day ot 
September, be designated for the consideration of House bill 10622, the 
bill indicated by him. Is there objection? 

Mr. HOLMAN. I hope that if that order is made it will be subject 
to reports of a privileged nature from the Committee on Public Lands, 
as I desire to report a bill from that committee on that day. 

Mr. WHITTHORNE. I will agree to that. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection to the request of the 
gentleman from Tennessee [ Mr. WHITTHORNE]? 

Mr. WEAVER. I have just come into the Hall, and I would like 
to know what this bill is. 

The Clerk again reported the title of the bill. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection? 

Mr. KILGORE. I demand the regular order, 

OHIO CENTENNIAL EXPOSITION. 


Mr. OUTHWAITE. Then, Mr. Speaker, I call up the motion to re- 
consider the vote adopting the amendment offered by the gentleman 
from Virginia [Mr. Wis] to the bill (S. 3182) making an appropria- 
tion to enable the civil departments of the Government and the Bureau 
of Agriculture, the Government Printing Office, the Smithsonian Insti- 
tution, including the National Museum, and the Commission of Fish 
and Fisheries, to participate in the Ohio centennial exposition to be 
held at Columbus, Ohio, from September 4 to October 19, 1888, 

The Clerk read the amendment of Mr. WISE, as follows: 


pste equally in the national exposition to be held in the cities of Au Ga., 
and Richmond, Va., during the months of October November of present 
year. 


Mr. CLEMENTS. I rise to a parliamentary inquiry. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. CLEMENTS. Would it be in order to raise the question of 
consideration between that and an appropriation bill? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair thinks it would. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. It is too late, the House having entered upon 
the consideration of this question. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair thinks it is now too late. 

Mr. CLEMENTS. The amendment has only been read. 

Mr. OATES. I move to lay the motion of the gentleman from Ohio 
(Mr. OUTHWAITE] to reconsider on the table. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. I hope that motion will be voted down. 

Mr. OATES. Iknow you do. 

The question being taken on the motion of Mr. OATES to lay on the 
table the motion to reconsider, it was disagreed to—ayes 30, noes 69. 
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The question recurring on the motion to reconsider the vote by which 
the amendment of Mr. WISE was adopted, the motion to reconsider was 


agreed to. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. I rise toa parliamentary inquiry. I under- 
stood from the Speaker the other day that it would be proper to vote 
upon all the motions to reconsider before again taking the question upon 
the amendments. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. That is true. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. Inextcail up the motion to reconsider the vote 
by which the amendment of the gentleman from Iowa [Mr. HENDER- 
SON] was adopted. 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. I move to lay the motion to recon- 
sider on the table. This is the amendment in favorof the Atlanta In- 
dustrial Exposition of the colored people of the United States. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. I hope the motion of the gentleman from Iowa 
[Mr. HENDERSON] will be voted down by as decisive a vote as was the 
motion of the gentleman from Alabama [ Mr. OATES]. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Clerk will report the amendment 
of the gentleman from Iowa. 

The Clerk proceeded to read the following amendment: 


Amend by adding the following: 

** Whereas it is desirableto encourage the colored ple in their efforts to pro- 
‘Mote the industrial progress of the race by the holding of a national industrial 
exposition in the years 1888 and 1889, in the city of Atlanta, Ga., tobe held under 
the joint auspices of the United States, the ored World's Fair Association of 
America, an institution for the public welfare tng robe} under the 
laws of Georgia, and of the city in which it may be located, and in which the 
works of art, field products, liv man machinery, and other 
articles raised, fabricated, produced, or owned by colored e throughout 
the United States of America will be the chief exhibit, and which is designed to 
cultivate a thorough knowledge of the arts and trades among the colored 
ple, create among them a stimulus to industry, and show results of their 
progress in education, art, manufactures, the science of forestry, and horticult- 
ure, and furnish to the Government information as to the educational and in- 
dustrial progress of its colored citizens; and, 

“Whereas such an exhibition should be national in its character, and should 
have the sanction of the Congress of the United States: Therefore, 

“t Be it enacted, elc., That the President ofthe United States may, upon the rec- 
ommendation of the board of directors of the Colored World's Fair Association 
of America, appoint eleven commissioners, who shall constitute a board of man- 

ment of a national industrial exposition of the arts, mechanics, and products 
of tho colored race throughout the United States of America, to be held in the 
years see under the auspices of the Colored World's Fair Association of 
America. 

“Sxo,.2. That the President of the United States may, upon the recommenda- 
tion of the board of management of said national industrial exposition, appoint 
one commissioner and one alternate commissioner for each State and Territory, 
whose functions shall be detined by the said board of management. 

“Sec. 3, Thatall of said commissioners shall be appointed within three months 
after the of this act. 

“Sro, 4. That said board of management shall hold its meeting in the of 
Atlanta, State of Georgia, and thata majority of said board of management 1 
have full power to make all needful rules and regulations for its government. 

“Sec, 5. That said board of management shall report to the President of the 
United States a suitable date for opening and closing the exposition, a schedule 
of appropriate ceremonies for opening or dedicating the same, and such other 
matters as in their judgment may be deemed important. 

‘Sec. 6. That no compensation for services l be to the commissioners 
or other officers provided by this act from the Treasury of the United States. 

“ Sec. 7. That whenever the President shall be informed by the said board of 
management that provision has been made for suitable build: or the erec- 
tion of the same, for the purposes of said exposition, the President 
the Department of State, make proclamation of the same, setting forth the time 
at which the exhibition will open and the place at which it will be held. 

“Sec. 8. That the sum of $250,000 be, and thesame is app 

of any money in the public Treasury not otherwise approp 
the said national industrial exposition, to be used and employed by the board 


tary 
industrial exposition authorized by order of said board, one-third of the amount 
immediately after the passage of this act, upon being satisfied that $20,000 has 
been contributed and paid into the said board meager re! Pane of the ion 
by the contributors to and shareholders of the industrial exposition. 
and the remainder in two monthly payments thereafter upon being satisfied 
thateach ofthe Lead ay heer has been faithfull applied as required by this act ; 
— tor this pu e shall bero inert access to es ar - ee 
of said board: further, no greater amount expen: or 
liability or indebtedness of any kind incurred upon buildings, grounds, and 
preparatious than the sum that may be paid in by the subscribers to 
the capital stock and by donati and theamount of the loan provided herein : 
And provided further, t in the distribution of the amounts that may remain 
in the treasury of the board of management after the pay ment of the current ex- 
penses of administration the amount of the appropriation hereinbefore made 
y Shali bo paid in full into the Treasury of the Un States before 

or percentage of profits or assets shall þe paid to the holders of said stock or 
contributors: Provided further, That thé Government of the United States shall 
not, under any circumstances, be liable forany debtor obl: n created or in- 
curred by the national industrial exposition or its board of management, or for 
any sum whatever in addition to the amountappropriated by this act; and that 
adequate space for such exhibits as the Government of the United States may 
see proper to make at said exposition shall be farnished free ofall by said 
board: Provided further, ‘That no sum shall be d to the said of man- 
agement of said exposition until after the president and secretary and a major- 
ity of the members of said shall have executed a bond, with good and 
solvent security, to be approved by the Secretary of the Treasury, in the sum 
of $100,000, to sufficiently secure the safe-keeping and the faithful disburse- 
ment of the sum hereby appropriated, and for the faithful observance of this 
act with regard to the limitation of expenditures and liabilities as fixed herein, 
and for the ent to the Government of the United States of the sur- 
plus of p s of said exposition remaining after payment of the current 
expenses of administration, said repaymentin no case toexceed the loan. The 
receipt of the loan herein made, or any part thereof, by said board of ma: 
ment shall be a full acceptance of all trusts, conditions, and obligations of th 


act by the said board of management and by the corporatiop sented AE ia te 


laws of the State of Georgia and designated as ‘The Colored World's Fair As- 
saciation of America,’ 

“Src. 9, Thatin case articles shall be imported for the sole purpose of exhibi- 
tion at said fair, said articles being the work or production of the colored race, 
they shall reece without the prt an of gaa of oona charges under 
such regulations as the Secretary of the Treasury s rescribe: Provided, That 
all such articlesas shall be sold in the United States paie nar baH for consump- 
tion therein at any time after such importations shall be subject to the duties, if 
any are imposed on like articles, by the revenue laws in force at the date of im- 
portation: And l pagea pakeane hat in case any articles imported under the 
provisions of this act shali be withdrawn for consumption, or Il be sold with- 
out payment of duty as required by law, all penalties prescribed by the revenue 
laws shall be fa, ram and enfo; against such articles anu against the persons 
who may be guilty of such withdrawal or sale.” 

Mr. OUTHWAITE (before the reading of the amendment was con- 
cluded) said: Mr. Speaker, I ask that the further reading of this amend- 
ment be di with. Enough has been read to show the nature 
or the amendment; and I suppose it is generally understood, as it was 

i in the House when this question was last under considera- 
tion. 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. Ido not object to dispensing with the 
further reading. It is understood that this is the amendment in favor 
of the national exposition of the colored people of the United States at 
Atlanta. 

There being ne objection, the further reading of the amendment was 

i wi 


The SPEAKER protempore. The question is on the motion of the 
gentleman from Iowa [Mr. HENDERSON] to lay on the table the mo- 
tion of the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. OUTHWAITE] to reconsider the 
vote by which this amendment was adopted. -—- 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. In order that there may be no mis- 
understanding, I wish to say that this amendment was put on the Co- 
lumbus proposition. The gentleman from Ohio now moves to recon- 
sider so as to get rid of the amendment; and I move to lay his motion 
on the table. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. Ihave moved to reconsider so that this meas- 
ure with reference to the Atlanta exposition may be considered here- 
after as a separate proposition. 

The question being taken on the motion of Mr. HENDERSON, of 
Iowa, there were—ayes 38, noes 45. 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa, I call for the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered, 33 voting in favor thereof. 

Mr. OATES. Before the vote is taken will the Chair state the ques- 
tion, as I think some members do not understand it. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The question is on the motion of the 
gentleman from Iowa to lay on the table the motion of the gentleman 
from Ohio to reconsider the vote by which the amendment of the gen- 
tleman from Iowa was adopted. 

The question was taken; and there were—yeas 87, nays 64, not vot- 
ing 173; as follows: 


YEAS—87. 
Abbott, Butler, Holmes, 
Adams. Cannon, Hutton, Russell, Conn. 
Allen, Mich. Caswell, D, 
Anderson, I omi aoia; Joron Ind, ae 
, DI emen gore, y, 
Ani , bb, Lane, Smith, 
Baker, Ill. Conger, Lehlbach, Steele, 
Dockery, da Stewart, Ga. 

Ba; Dorsey, oney, Stone, Ky. 
Bingham, Elliott, Martin, Symes, 
Bland, Farquhar, Moffitt, 
Bliss, Fuller, Taylor, E. B., Ohio 
Bound, Funston, N ‘Thomas, 
Bowen, ear, Ne i ‘ance, 

reckinridge, Ark. Gest, Nutting, Vandever, 
Brewer, 30, Weaver, 


Haugen, rne, 
Browne,T.H.B.,Va. Henderson, Iowa Perkins, 


er, 
Brown, J. R.,Va. Henderson, I, Plumb, White, Ind. 
Bunnell, Hermann, ‘ost, oodburn 
Burnes, d, Rice, Yardley. 
ett, Hitt, Rogers, 
NAYS—61. 
Belmon Forney, Nelson, Stone, Mo, 
lass, O'Fe; 8 ble, 
Brown, Ohio Hall, O’Neall, Ind. 
Butterworth, O'Neill, Mo. Taylor, J. D., Ohio 
ey le Ke Henderson, N.O. Outhwaite, pson, Ô! 
ith, 3 ker, Thompson, Cal. 
Catchings, Holman, Penington, y. 
Cothran, Hooker, elan, Tow: 
Cowles, Lan Robertson, Walker, 
Cox, Și Rowland, Washington, 
Cronse, Lee, Sayers, White, N. Y. 
Cu Seney, Whiting, Mich, 
Dibble, Maish, Snyder, Whitthorne, 
Dunn, McClammy, Sowden, Williams, 
Felton, McCreary, Springer, ‘Wilson, 
Foran, McKenna, Stockdale, Yoder. 
NOT VOTING—173. 
Allen, Mass. Belden, Bryce, Cheadle, 
Allen, Miss. Bi, Buchanan, Clardy, 
Anderson, Miss, Blan a Buckalew, Clark, 
Arnold, Blount, Burrows, Cockran, 
Atkinson, Boothman, Bynum, well, 
Eeer foal Sava oy So 
er, N. X. wden, m P N.Y. pto; 
Barnes, Sandia. J 


Browne, Ind. ler, pe ip 
Barry, Brena Cariton, Crain, 


risp, Hayden, Matson, Rockwell, 
Cummings, Hayes, McAdoo, Rowell, 
Cutcheon, eard, MeCom Russell, Mass, 
Dalzell, nase at pe Buk, 
en, ires, ogh, wyer, 
Darlington, Hogg, McKinley, ` 
Davenport, Hopkins, Il. McKinney, Seymour, 
Davidson, Ala. Hopkins, Va. eMillin, Shaw, 
Davidson, Fla. Hopkins, N.Y, cRae, Sherman, 
vis, ouk, McShane, Simmons, 
De Lano, Hovey, Merriman, Spinola, 
Dingley, Howard, Milliken, Spooner, 
Doi A Hudd, Mills, Stahlnecker, 
Dun t Hunter, Montgomery, Stephenson, 
Enloe, Johnston, N, 0. oore, Stewart, Tex. 
Ermentrout, Jones, Morrill, Stewart, Vt. 
Finley, Kean, Morrow, Thomas, Ky. 
Fisher, Kelley, orse, Thomas, Iil. 
Fitch, ennedy, Nichols, Tillman. 
Fi Kerr, Norwood, Turner, Kans. 
Ford, Ketcham, O'Donnell, Turner, Ga. 
French, Laffoon, O'Neill, Pa. ade, 
Gaines, La Follette, Owen, Warner, 
Gallinger, x Patton, est, 
Gay, Laidlaw, Payson, Whiting, Mass, 
Gibson, Laird, eel, Wickham, 
Glover, Landes, Perry, Wilber, 
Greet: Lawler, aera Bt ee 
reenman, Lodge, elps, nson, 
Grimes, Long. Pidcock, Wilson, W. Va. 
Grosvenor, L; ch, Pugsley, ise, 
Senani Macdonald, N Yost, 
Guenther, Maffett, Rayner, 
Harmer, Mansur, § 
Hatch, Mason, Richardson, 
No quorum voting. 


By unanimous consent, the reading of the names was dispensed with. 

Mr. HATCH. Iam paired with the gentleman from Vermont, Mr, 
STEWART, and voted simply to make a quorum. I understand that 
no quorum appears on the vote, and therefore withdraw my vote. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. Iask unanimous consent that the names of the 
absentees be again called, in order that there may be a quorum, as I 
understand several members have returned to the Hall since the call 
began. 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. The second call of the roll has been 
completed. 

The SPEAKER protempore. The Chair will submit the request of 
the gentleman from Ohio. 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. I do not make any objection myself. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. My object is simply to secure the presence of 
n quorum, so as not to interfere with other business for this day. 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. I will only ask if it has not been here- 
tofore decided that, even by unanimous consent, the vote of a member 
can not be recorded after the second call of the rell unless he was actually 
present when his name was called? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore, The Chair does not remember any de- 
cision upon the point, 

Mr. DOCKERY. The Speaker of the House decided a few days ago 
that by unanimous consent the roll of absentees could again be called. 

Mr. RYAN. I think that question was not raised; I want to 
say— 

Mr. BLAND. I understand that no gentleman can vote after the 
second roll-call, even by unanimous consent, unless he was in the Hall 
and failed to respond when his name was called. 

Mr. RYAN. That is correct. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. I withdraw the request. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I renew it. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection to the request of the 
gentleman from Illinois that the names of the absentees be again 
called? [Cries of ‘‘ Regular order!” ] 

Mr. WISE. I wish to state that when I voted I had forgotten that 
I was paired with the gentleman from Maine, Mr. BOUTELLE. Ithere- 
fore withdraw my vote. ‘ 

Mr. ENLOE. I desire to record my vote on this question. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Was the gentleman in the Hall when 
his name was called? : f 

Mr. ENLOE. I was ont for the moment, but entered immediately 
after my name was passed on the roll. j 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair can not entertain the re- 
quest under the r fod = 

Mr. O’FERRALL. I am paired with the gentleman from Illinois, 
Mr. Mason. I voted ‘‘no.”? If he were present, I think he would 
vote ‘‘ay.’? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Clerk will report the pairs. 

The following members were announced as being paired until farther 
notice: 

Mr. WILKINS with Mr. Lone. 

Mr. Harca with Mr. STEWART, of Vermont. 
Mr. Rusk with Mr. O'DONNELL. 

Mr. RAYNER with Mr. GROSVENOR. 

Mr. STAHLNECKER with Mr. WICKHAM. 

Mr. Hopkins, of Virginia, with Mr. LAIDLAW. 
Mr. Bryce with Mr. FARQUHAR. 

Mr. RICHARDSON with Mr. CHEADLE, 
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Mr. DAVIDSON, of Alabama, with Mr. PATTON. 
Mr. SNYDER with Mr. YosT. 

Mr. BARNES with Mr. BAKER, of New York, 
Mr, ERMENTROUT with Mr. GROUT, 

Mr. Forp with Mr. GUENTHER. 

Mr. GLOVER with Mr. PUGSLEY. 

Mr. McApoo with Mr. COOPER. 

Mr. DAvipson, of Florida, with Mr. O'NEILL, of Pennsylvania. 
Mr. OUTHWAITE with Mr. McKINLEY. 

Mr. MCRAE with Mr. Kerr. 

. DOUGHERTY with Mr. STEPHENSON. 

. BOUTELLE with Mr. WISE. 

. DARGAN with Mr. West. 

. STEWART, of Texas, with Mr. DUNHAM. 

. CLARDY with Mr. WADE. 

PERRY with Mr. SPOONER. 

. COLLINS with Mr, ALLEN, of Massachusetts, 
. GREENMAN with Mr. SHERMAN, 

. O’FERRALL with Mr. MASON. 

. COMPTON with Mr. GOFF. ` 

Mr. FISHER with Mr. KEAN. 

. Breas with Mr. MORROW. 

. BELMONT with Mr. DAVENPORT. 

. Scott with Mr. CLARK. 

. CANDLER with Mr. FINLEY. 

. GRANGER with Mr. Rock WELL. 

. BLANCHARD with Mr. THOMAS, of Illinois, 

. MONTGOMERY with Mr. HUNTER. 

. Morse with Mr. WHITING, of Massachusetts, 
. TURNER, of Georgia, with Mr, REED. 

. CRIsP with Mr. ROWELL. 

. HOWARD with Mr. HoPKINS, of Illinois. 

. CARLTON with Mr. MOFFITT. 

. TIMOTHY J. CAMPBELL with Mr. BOWDEN. 
. CUTCHEON with Mr, TARSNEY. 

. MCSHANE with Mr. YARDLEY. 

. JOHNSTON, of North Carolina, with Mr. SEYMOUR. 
. Hupp with Mr. ARNOLD. 

. TILLMAN with Mr. HOPKINS, of New York. 
. BUCKALEW with Mr. BAYNE. 

. MCMILLIN with Mr. BURROWS. 

. DARLINGTON with Mr. MOORE. 

. Prpcock with Mr. PHELPS. 

. RUSSELL, of Massachusetts, with Mr. COGSWELL, 
. JONES with Mr. Crouse. 

HEMPHILL with Mr. MILLIKEN. 

. WHITING, of Michigan, with Mr. HOUK. 

. LAWLER with Mr. DE LANO. 

. CAMPBELL, of Ohio, with Mr. KENNEDY. 

. MCKINNEY with Mr. BoorHMAN. 

. WILSON, of West Virginia, with Mr. McComas. 
MILLS with Mr. Ezra B. TAYLOR. 

. Bynum with Mr. OWEN. 

HAYES with Mr. FELTON. 

Mr. Gay with Mr. HIRES. 

. LANDES with Mr. MORRILL. 

. PEEL with Mr. KETCHAM. 

. RANDALL with Mr. KELLEY. 

. MATSON with Mr. Hovey, until the 14th instant, 
. BLOUNT with Mr. PETERS, 

. Bacon with Mr, HARMER. on this vote. 

Mr. KELLEY. Mr. Speaker, a pair has been announced betweon 
myself and my colleague from Pennsylvania [Mr. RANDALL]. I was 
paired for the four weeks that I was away, but reported and requested 
the pair to be released. If it will be any obligation, however, to my 
sick colleague, I will let it stand. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair thinks it is a matter for the 
gentleman from Pennsylvania. 

Mr. KELLEY. I will allow the pair to be announced. 

Mr. GUENTHER. I hear that I am paired with Mr. FORD, of 
Michigan; I therefore wish to withdraw my vote. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. On this question the yeas are $7, the 
nays are 64. No quorum has voted. - 

Mr. FORNEY. I move a call of the House. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The Clerk proceeded to call the roll, and the following-named mem- 
bers failed to answer: 


Allen, Mass, Bowden, Clark, Darlington, 
Allen, Miss, Browne, Ind, Cockran, Davenport, 
‘Arnold, Brumm, Cogswell, Davidson, Ala. 
Atkinson, Bryce, Collins, Davidson, Fla, 
Barnes, Buckalew, Compton, avis, 

Barry, Burrows, Cooper, De Lano, 
Belden, Butterworth, Crain, Dingley, ` 
Belmont, # Bynum, Crisp, Dunham, 
Biggs, Campbell, Ohio Cummings, Ermentrout, 
Blanchard, Papar renh T.J., N.Y.Cutcheon, Finley, 
Boothman, Candler, Daizell, Fisher, 
Boutelle, Clardy, , Dargan, Fitch, 
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Flood, . Jones, ills, Simmons, 
ae san Montgomery, Spinola, 

n enn orse, pooner, 

me Kerr, = Nichols, Stahlnecker, 

y, en Norwood, Stephenson, 
Gibson, dilaw, tes, wart, 
gaes ms ON ill, Pa. ` paeka y 

ranger, es, eill, omas, Ky. 
Grimes, Lawler, Owen, Thomas, ui 
Grosvenor, Lodge, Patton, 
Grout, Long, Peel, Turner, 
Harmer, L; nch, Perry, Turner, Ga. 
E e a “=~ eres 

ayes, e! ps. e, 

4 s Mansur, Pidcock, West, 
Hemphill, Mason, Pugsley, Whiting, Mass, 

ogg, Matson, dail, W: H 
Hopkins, Ill, McAdoo, Rayner, Wilber, 
Hopkins, Va. McComas, 2 Wil 
Hopkins, N. Y. McCormick, Richardson, Wilkinson, 
Houk, McKinley, Rowell, ‘Wilson, W, Va. 
Hovey, McKinney, Russell, Mass. Yardley, 
Howard, McMillin, Rusk, E 
Hudd, McRae, Scott, 
Hunter, McShane, Seymour, 
Johnston, N. 0. Milliken, Sherman, 


The names of the foregoing absentees were called for the presenta- 
tion of excuses. 

The following-named members were absent on leave: 

Biggs, Blanchard, Bynum, Barnes, Candler, Cogswell, Cutcheon, 
Cooper, De Lano, Dargan, Davidson of Florida, Ermentrout, Finley, 
Fitch, Ford, Granger, Gaines, Grosvenor, Gallinger, Grout, Hemphill, 
Houk, Hunter, Hovey, Hopkins of Virginia, Hopi na of New York, 
Johnston of North Carolina, Laidlaw, McShane, McRae, Matson, Me- 
Kinley, Owen, Pidcock, Patton, Randall, Rayner, Stephenson, Sim- 
mons, Scott, Sherman, Stewart of Texas, Stahlnecker, Thomas of Ken- 
tucky, Turner of Georgia, Wilber, Wilkins. 

For the remaining absentees no excuses were offered except in the 
following cases:, 

Mr. CATCHINGS. Iask that Mr. BLANCHARD be excused on ac- 
count of sickness, 

‘There was no objection. 

Mr. WHITTHORNE. I desire to ask that my colleague [Mr. RICH- 
ARDSON] be excused indefinitely, by reason of ill health. 

‘There was no objection. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. One hundred and seventy-three mem- 
bers have answered to their names. y 

Mr. FORNEY. I move to dispense with further proceedings under 
the call. ` 

The motion was agreed to. o 

ORDER OF BUSINESS, . 

Mr, FORNEY. [I rise to call up the conference report on the sundry 
civil bill. 

TheSPEAKER pro tempore. That_is in order,and the Clerk will re- 
port the next amendment. 

REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 

Mr. FORNEY. Iask unanimous consent that members having re- 
ports to make for reference to appropriate Calendars have leave to pre- 
sent them to the Clerk, and that the morning hour be dispensed with. 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 

FILING OF REPORTS. . 

The following reports were filed by being handed in at the Clerk’s 
desk: 


NANCY E. DAY. 

Mr. MANSUR, from the Committee on Claims, reported back favor- 
ably the bill (S. 1245) for the relief of Nancy E. Day, administratrix 
of the estate of James L. Day, deceased; which was referred to the 
Committee of the Whole House on the Private Calendar, and, with the 
accompanying report, ordered to be printed. = 

WILLIAM J. MARTIN. 

Mr. MANSUR also, from the Committee on Claims, reported back 
favorably the bill (S. 728) for the relief of William J. Martin, of Ore- 
gon; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the 
Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be 
printed. 

CHARLES MURPHY. 

Mr. MANSUR also, from the Committee on Claims, reported back 
favorably the bill (S. 661) for the relief of Charles Murphy; which was 
referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the Private Calen- 
dar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 

à JOHN FINN. 

Mr. MANSUR also, from the Committee on Claims,'reported back 
favorably the bill (S. 4891) for the relief of John Finn; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee of the Whole House on the Private Calendar, 
and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 

GEORGE A. WASHBURN. 


Mr. FRENCH, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, reported 
back favorably the bill (S. 3236) granting an increase of pension to 
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George A. Washburn, late major Sixteenth Connecticut Volunteers; 
which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the Pri- 
vate Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be 
printed. 

MARY JANE JELLY. 

Mr. FRENCH al$from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, reported 
back favorably the bill (H. R. 10825) granting a pension to Mary Jane 
Jelly; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the 
Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be 
printed. 

ALBERT C. ANDREWS. 

Mr. FRENCH also, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, reported 
back with amendment the bill (H. R. 11187) for the relief of Albert 
C. Andrews; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House 
on the Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered 
to be printed. 

- MARY E. MQUEEN. 

Mr. MORRILL, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, reported 
back favorably the bill (H. R. 11243) granting a pension to Mary E, 
McQueen; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House 
on the Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered 
to be printed. 

ELIZABETH HECKLER, 

Mr. SAWYER, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, reported 
back favorably the bill (H. R. 11222) granting a pension to Elizabeth 
Heckler; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House on 
the Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to 
be printed. 

HELEN E. CONVERSE. 

Mr. GALLINGER, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, re- 
ported as a substitute for House bill No. 10462 a bill (H. R. 11327) 
granting a pension to Helen E. Dewey; which was read a first and sec- 
ond time, referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the Private 
Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 

House bill No. 10462 was laid on the table. 

GEORGE A. GLOVER. 

Mr. GALLINGER also, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, re- 
ported back favorably the bill {H. R. 11223) to increase the pension of 
George A. Glover; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole 
House on the Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, 
ordered to be printed. 

WILLIAM E. SPRINGSTEIN, 


Mr. CHIPMAN, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, reported 
back with amendment the bill (H. R. 10199) for the relief of William 
E. Springstein; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole 
House on the Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, 
ordered to be printed. 

WILLIAM H. MARSTON. 

Mr. CHIPMAN also, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, re- 
ported back favorably the bill (S. 3112) granting an increase of pen- 
sion to William H. Marston; which was referred to the Committee of 
the Whole House on the Private Calendar, and, with the accompany- 
ing report, ordered to be printed. 

ELIZABETH B. SMITH. 

Mr. LYNCH, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, reported back 
favorably the bill (S. 2910) to increase the pension now paid to Eliza- 
beth B. Smith, widow of Byt. Maj. Gen. Thomas Kilby Smith, United 
States Volunteers; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole 
Honse on the Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, 
ordered to be printed. 

BUFORD ISLAND LIGHT-HOUSE. 

Mr. LYNCH also, from the Committee on Claims, reported back 
favorably the bill (H, R. 7116) for the relief of workmen employed in 
the construction of Buford Island light-house, Lake Michigan; which 
was referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the Private Cal- 
endar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 

CANNON FOR SOLDIERS’ HOME, 

Mr. MAISH, from the Committee on Military Affairs, reported back ` 
with amendment the bill (H. R. 6105) donating a 6-pound brass can- 
non to the Illinois Soldiers and Sailors’ Home; which was referred to 
the Committee of the Whole House on the Private Calendar, and, with 
the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 

LOUISA M’LAIN, 

Mr. LANE, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, reported back 
favorably the bill (H. R. 724) for the relief of Louisa McLain; which 
was referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the Private Cal- 
endar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 


FORTIFICATIONS APPROPRIATION BILL. 


Mr. SAYERS. With the consent of the gentleman from Alabama 
[Mr. Forney], I would ask that the fortification bill, which has just 


8194 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


SEPTEMBER 1, 


been returned to the House from the Senate, with amendments, be or- 
dered to be printed and referred to the Committee on Appropriations. 


Mr. FORNEY. I have no objection to that. 
There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 


SUNDRY CIVIL APPROPRIATION BILL, 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Clerk wif report the pending 
amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

That od aa of the money appropriated by this act shail be used in the inves- 
tigation of any case or the prosecution of any person in the mining region of 
the United States for cutting, for mining or domestic PRES, dwarfed or 

serubby timber unfit to be sawed or hewed into lumber of commercial value. 

Mr. WOODBURN. I move that the House recede from its disagree- 
ment to the Senate amendment. 

Mr. Speaker, as the House adjourned yesterday evening I was about 
to read an extract from the report of the Senate Committee on Public 
Lands upon which is based the existing law, in order to determine 
what construction they placed on its provision, The law of the 3d of 
March, 1878, under which prosecutions are now being made, by order 
of the Commissioner of the Land Office, in the State of Nevada applies 
only to the States of Colorado and Nevada and the Territories with the 
exception of Washington and Dakota. It provides that every bona 
fide resident or citizen may enter upon the public lands and fell tim- 
ber for building, mining, and domestic pi I claim that under 
this act a miner in Nevada and Colorado and in the Territories can cut 
any kind of timber for the purposes mentioned in this act. Butif 
there be any question about that the circuit courts in the United States 
and the supreme courts of many of the States have decided that the 
kind of timber specified in the Senate amendment does not come within 
the definition of the word ‘‘ timber’? as used in the acts of Congress 
relating to its preservation. 

Mr. O'NEILL, of Missouri. They are only fit for fuel. 

Mr. WOODBURN. Thatisall. The kind of timber mentioned in 
the amendment consists of scrubby pine, stunted cedar, and mahogany, 

. sometimes called manzanita. I am familiar with every foot of the 

arid regions. I have lived there twenty years, and I know whereof I 

eak. This timber does not grow in the valleys nor in the level 
places, but is always upon the mountain crags, on the barren hillsides, 
peeping out sometimes between clefts of rock, without the slightest in- 
dications of soil for its nourishment. 

That kind of timber we say is not embraced within the act which I 
have just alluded to. I call the attention of the House to the case of 
the United States vs. Schuler, reported in 6 McLean, volume 6, Circuit 
Court Reports of United States. That was an indictment containing 
twocounts. The first count charges the defendant with being employed 
to remove and the second with aiding and assisting in removing timber 
from the lands of the United States. 

In that case the court said: 

The question then arose as to the interpretation of the word “timber.” The 
court said it isa generic term. It properly signifies only such trees as are used 
in building. In this connection it is employed to signify the felled trees pre- 
pared for use and transportation, and embraces various uses to which timber 
can be appropriated, either in ship or house building, whether pine logs, squared 
timber, or any other form in which cut trees are prepared, either for the saw- 
mill or transportation, 

I read now from the second volume of Abbott’s dictionary, in which 
several cases are cited as to what constitutes timber: 

A contract for the purchase of "timber ” does not pass a title to trees which 
are only useful for firewood. 

That was decided in the case of Nash vs. ——51 Maine, 417. Several 
other cases are referred to in McLean’s reports, decisions of the circuit 
courts of the United States upon this point. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, this is the only sort of timber that is found in 
the arid region of Eastern Nevada. My friend from Missouri [Mr. 
BLAND] knowsthesituation there. Heknows thatthe town of Eureka 
with a population of six orseven thousand, imports its lumber from the 
town of Truckee in the State of California. The lumber is trans- 
ported over 200 miles by rail toa point on the Central Pacific Railroad 
called Palisade, and from that, 80 miles, on a narrow-gauge road, to 
Eureka. Every man, woman and child in that town is dependent upon 
this timber for bnilding, and not upon the kind designated in the Senate 
amendment, The act of Congress uses the word ‘‘ building’’—timber 

=‘‘for building.” Thereis not a stick of timber in that country that can 
be used for that purpose, and therefore, under the. uniform decisions, 
itdoes not come within the operation ofa statute relating to the protec- 
tion and preservation of timber on the public lands of the United 

States. 

Mr. BLAND. Will the gentleman yield fora motion thatthe Honse 
agree to the Senate amendment with anamendment providing thatthe 
money shall not be used in the prosecution, ete., except of persons or cor- 
porations who may have cut off this timber and sold it in other places 
than the localities where it has grown? The object is to confine the 
use of the timber to the mines in the neighborhood and to the popula- 
tion in the immediate vicinity. 

Mr. WOODBURN. ‘The gentleman must know that all that scrub 
timber within a circuit of 35 or 40 miles from the town of Eureka has 
been cnt and used in the mines of the immediate vicinity. It is not 


fit for anything else. It can not be hewn or sawed or squared. Ithas 
no commercial value. It is used for smelting the ores and for domes- 
tic p and for no other purposes. 

I am willing that the Congress shall pass a law making ith misde- 
meanor to export from the vicinity any wood of the sort mentioned in 
the amendment. 

Mr. BLAND. The pointI make isthis. IfI understand correctly, 
the Government has reserved that timber for the benefit of local min- 
ing operations and for fire-wood. Now, I think it ought to be the law, 
if it is not, that any corporation or person who shall take timber from 
one locality and ship it to some other locality shall be subject to a 
penalty, because if they are permitted to do that the great benefit of 
the timber for mining purposes and for domestic purposes will be lost. 
In other words, individuals or corporations can now step in and take 
advantage of the Government’s right and dennde those localities of their 
timber and ship it off to other places, thus depriving the local miners 
and the local communities of the very benefit which the Government 
intended to secure to them. Therefore I supposed that the gentleman 
would be willing to agree to an amendment to the Senate amendment, 
providing that no prosecution shall be had except where the timber 
has been cut and transported to other localities for mining purposes. 

Mr. WOODBURN. Before I consent that the gentleman dhali offer 
an amendment of that sort I want him to point- me to some law now 
existing, or some authority authorizing the Commissioner of the Land 
Office to bring the sort of prosecutions he has instituted on the in- 
formation of spies in the State of Nevada. I want the gentleman to 
point me to an instance in the State of Nevada where that kind of 
wood ever has been used in any other locality than that in which it 


grew. 

Mr. BLAND. If not, of course the amendment could do no harm, 
and it might do great good. 

Mr. FELTON. Theamendmentas the gentleman proposes it would 
be rather vague. There are some places where timber is very neces- 
sary and where there is none to be found within 80 or 100 miles, 
This wood is worthless for any other purpose than fuel. 

Mr. BLAND.” My object is to prevent this scrub timber being cut 
and sent off to other localities. I believe it ought to remain in the 
localities where it grows for the benefit of the miners and other people 
there, and when you permit speculators to go there and denude that 
country of its timber you simply permit them to take advantage of 
the Government's liberality and to deprive the people of the locality 
of the advantage which the Government intended to secure to them. 
Ido not know that any such case has occurred; but it seems to me that 
if the Senaté amendment were amended in the way I have suggested 
there would be no objection to it. If it is a fact, as is claimed, that 
certain localities have been denuded of their timber for the ben: fit of 
distant communities, I think that ought to be stopped. 

Mr. FELTON. What do you mean by’a “‘ locality?” 

Mr. BLAND. A mining district. I suppose they are defined by 
the law. I understand that those districts are generally defined by l6- 
cal legislation, or by the customs of the miners. But whether that be 
so or not, I do not think this wood ought to becut and sentaway from 
one place to another to the exclusion of the home community. 

Mr. FELTON. Neither do I; but you want to draw the line some- 
where—you must define it. 

Mr. WOODBURN. I say to the gentleman from Missouri [Mr. 
BLAND] that I do not see the necessity of any such amendment. No 
case has arisen or will arise to which it can apply. 

Mr. BLAND. AsI understand, the Commissioner of the General 
Land Office claims that such cases have arisen, and that great hardship 
to the local communities has resulted in that way. Ido not know any- 
thing about the facts. 

Mr. WOODBURN. The Commissioner of Public Lands has acted 
upon ex parteand false information. He has stated thatthe Richmond 
Mining Company, a foreign corporation, and the Eureka Consolidated, 
a California corporation, are the two paon corporations that have 
been guilty of frequent violations of the law of 1878. Now, my friend 
from Missouri must know that the discovery of silver in those mines 
gave birth tothe two lively towns of Ruby Hill and Eureka, in the lat- 
ter of which my predecessor, Mr. Cassidy, now resides. Every manand 
woman in the town of Eureka is dependent upon those two corpora- 
tions for subsistence. Even though the Richmond Mining Company 
be an English corporation, its laborers, miners, engineers, blacksmiths, 
are all intelligent white Americans. If the policy of the Commissioner 
of the General Land Office were carried out, the town of Eureka would 
in sixty days cease to exist, and every house in it would be turned over 
to the Indians. 

Now, I say to my friend from Missouri that the Committee on Pub- 
lie Lands of the Senate, in their report favoring the of the ex- 
isting law, came to precisely the same conclusion that the miners of 
the silver region have come to and acted on for the last thirty years in 
regard to this sort of timber. I read from the report of that commit- 
tee: 


The committee have carefully considered the subject of timber and timber 
lands, and, after mature deliberation, with the view of devising the best methods 
of preserving. en disposing of the same, have come to the conclu- 

a 


eulti „and 
sion that netion should be made between such trees as grow upon tho 
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mountains in the mineral districts and the forests of pine, oak, »nd other timber 
that grow in the more level portions of the country. 

While the lumber of the latter is a regular and important article of commerce 
and is constantly being cut and transported in large quantities to ready markets, 
the character of the former renders the timber unfit for commercial purposes, 
Even were this otherwise, it is usually found in such inaccessible places as to pre- 
clude its transportation to market. Consequently it is used by the p T, 
the miner, and other members of mining communities for domestic and other 
practical purposes incidental to the development of mineral districts. Thecom- 
mittee do not believe that it would be wise policy on the part of the Govern- 
ment to seek to profit directly by the sale of this kind of timber nor to tax the 
pioneer by compelling him to purchase it. eer’ asa source of revenue by 
sale to the settler, it never can be of any value to the Governmeut. Should the 
experiment be tried of requiring payment for it, it would be found that the 
cost of keeping agents for its sale and officers to prevent or punish infractions 
of the law at remote and widely separated settlements would largely consume 
all sums received for his timber by the Government, Thus, while it is practi- 
cally of but little value to the Government, it is essential to the settler and indis- 
— to his occupation and development of the mineral lands. It has been 

he custom of Congress to encourage the exploration and development of the 
mineral regions of the United States; and in this connection it should be borne 
in mind that it is mainly to the indomitable energy, hardihood, and daring of 
woa eyeing that we are indebted for the discovery and development of the rich 
gold and silver districts of the country. What would be the condition of this 
country to-day had it not been for our product of gold and silver during the last 
doane of a century? The $100,000,000 annually added by the United States to 
world’s stoċk of bullion will amply pay for the use of the scattering timber 
found in those localities. Instead of imposing this timber as a tax upon this 
important branch of eet fe the committee are of opinion that, under the re- 
«tions provided in this bill and on the unds of equity and public policy, 
the Government should allow its free use by the actual setticr for the purposes 
alluded to herein. 


Now, Mr. Speaker, if that be the true construction of the act of 1878, 
then there ought to be no objection to the Senate amendment. The 
Eureka Consolidated and the Richmond Mining Company seem to be 
the subjects on which the Commissioner of the Land Office is visiting 
his vengeance. Those two mining companies have taken out in years 
gone by many millions of dollars’ worth of ore, but for the last six 
years neither of them has paid a dividend. The ore bodies gave out 
at a depth of 1,200 feet from the surface, and the companies are still 
employing a large number of men sinking still lower and trying to find 
new bodies of ore,employing the men of the towns of Eurekaand Ruby 
Hill, and still keeping these communities in a flourishing condition. 
All that they have been guilty of is that they have probably made 
purchases occasionally from an Italian or a Chinaman or somebody else 
who has gone out on the barren hillsides, gathered the stunted timber, 
and carried it into Eureka. That is all the crime of which they have 
been guilty, and every man there does the same thing. 

‘These corporations are no more liable, civilly or criminally, than the 
miner, regardless of the quantity of scrub timber they consumed in 
giving employment to labor and developing the country’s mineral 
wealth, 

Never but once in the history of this Government has any Commis- 
sioner of the Land Office or any Secretary of the Interior pursued the 
same policy as is now enforced by the present Commissioner. The 
very reason the present act was framed and passed by both Houses of 
Congress was that Mr. Schurz, when Secretary of the Interior, issued 
an order seizing upon timber of this very character in Helena, Mont., 
and ordered it to be sold for $1 a cord in the dead of winter to the freez- 
ing settlers, That action was condemned by both Houses of Congress; 
and to avoid a recurrence of it they this act of March 3, 1878. 

Mr. Speaker, the people of the State of Nevada, regardless of polit- 
icg] parties, are to-day fierce in their condemnation of the policy of 
the Interior Department. Fog the purpose of proving this, I send a 
telegram to the Clerk’s desk to be read, 

The Clerk read as follows: 

EUREKA, NEV., August 31, 1883, - 
Hon. WILLIAM M. STEWART, 
United States Senator, Washington, D. O.: 


To stop cutting scrubby timber on the publie mineral lands for our mining 
companies would ruin this community, The companies would not suffer ma- 
torie as they can shut down und await the result of the litigation without 
material loss,-but hundreds of poor men, many of them with families, are de- 
pendent upon the companies for their daily bread. They would be thrown out 
of employment without the possibility of obtaining it in any other business 
here, and universal distress and destitution would follow amongst them, and 

neral financial distress amongst our business men. Can there not be an open 

nvyestigation by responsible parties before any action is taken ? 
M, D. FOLEY. 
BAKER & WINES. 
CASSIDY & SKILLMAN, 
0.0. WALLACE, 
A. L. FITZGERALD. 
R.SADLER & CO. 
THOS. WREN. 
A. E. CHENEY. 
D. H. HALL. 
WM, O. MILLS, 
REMINGTON, JOHNSON & CO. 


Mr. WOODBURN. [I call the attention of this House to the names 
appended to these telegrams. Mr. Cassidy was my predecessor in Con- 
gress for two terms. He is now the nominee of the Democratic party 
for the same position. He has been living in that locality for the last 
fifteen or sixteen years. Mr. Wren was also a former member of Con- 
gress. A. L. Fitzgerald is the superior judge of that district, being 
elected by a large majority on the Democratic ticket in a Republican 
State, Mr. Mills is one of the officials of the Eureka and Palisade 


Railroad. Mr. Foleyisa banker. Baker & Wines are the most prom- 
inent law firm in the town of Eureka, in Eureka County. Mr. Sadler 
is one of the leading Democrats of the State and one of the most promi- 
nent merchants of Eureka. 

Mr. Speaker, the miners feel justly indignant at the action of the In- 
terior Department “or the reason that they have believed all these 
years that when, in 1866, the Government of the United States laid 
open the surveyed and unsurveyed mineral lands of this country to ex- 
ploration and occupation, every man who was a citizen of the United 
States, or who haa declared his intention to become such, might 
take up a mine and develop it. They supposed that that was a grant, 
avd that it was something more than a mere inducement for them to 
enter into the arid wastes and explore and discover and develop and 
occupy mines. They believed it to be a grant in fact, and that it car- 
ried with it the inseparable incident of the right to cut and use this 
timber in the vicinity of the mine, without which the grant was a mere 
sham and utterly valueless. The miners have concluded—and th 
are intelligent men—that when Con in 1872 said to them that 
when they discovered a lode they could go there and each locate 1,500 
feet in length and 300 feet on each side for working purposes, and that 
after he had expended $500 for labor and improvements upon it, he 
was entitled to a patent for the claim, that that was a grant containing 
some substance. 

Is it possible that this Congress will say to these miners ‘‘ we justify 
the Government in taking your $500, notwithstanding the fact that 
you have exposed your life and limb in developing and locating the 
mines of that country;’’ but notwithstanding that they can not cut 
the timber in the vicinity of the mine, without which the patented 
Jand is not worth onecent? Theminers do not expect that treatment 
from Congress; and my advices here to-day are to the effect, and from 
men of all political parties, thatif this House refuses to grant their re- 
quest, which is founded in justice, precedent, and law, that on the 6th 
day of November they will stamp the seal of their condemnation on the 
Secretary of the Interior and the Commissioner of the General Land 
Office, who issued orders for the prosecution of the miners of Nevada 
for doing what they have done, in the language of the law, from almost 
time immemorial, or from the time that silver was discovered west of 
the Rocky Mountains. 

Now, I say to my friends on the other side that the Mills bill, if it 
becomes a law, will seriously cripple the silver mining industries of the 
far West. Why? They reduced the tariff on lead $15 a ton, and ata 
time when, under the rulings of the Treasury Department, foreign 
Jead, containing a modicum of silver, could come into the United States 
free, and it is well known to every experienced miner, and I appeal to 
my friend from Idaho [Mr. Dugros] to confirm what I say, that it 
would be a difficult matter to workany of the base ore minesin Idaho, 
Arizona, Eastern Nevada, or in Utah with any hope of profit in which 
the by-product of silver is lead. But this does more than that. Itnot 
only cripples, but it shuts down every mine in Eastern Nevada, every 
mine in Idaho that produces 50 or 60 per cent. of lead, and so also in 
Utah. Iundertake to say, if the action of the Commissioner should 
be indorsed by both Houses of Congress, that within the next fiscal year 
the country west of the Rocky Mountains will not produce enough 
silver for use in the arts and sciences. 

Isuppose that when the Committee on Ways and Means inserted 
that reduction in the bill they did it unwittingly, for the reason that 
I know the majority of the Democrats on that committee have shown 
themselves in this House by their votes to be in favor of silver; and I 
was amazed, knowing that when the gentleman from Idaho made it 
clear that such reduction amounted to almost absolute ruin, that every 
oneof them voted solidly for the bill as originally draughted in obedience 
to the orders of the St. Louisconvention. Now I will yield the balance 
of my time, or whatever time he may require, to the gentleman from 
Idaho [Mr. Duzors]. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman has eighteen minutes of 
his time remaining. i 

Mr. DUBOIS. I am much obliged to the gentleman from Nevada; 
but I can not occupy much time to-day, because I am unable to ph: 
ically, having come from a sick-bed to this House, knowing that thi 
discussion on the appropriation for surveying our arid lands, with a 
view to ultimately reclaiming them, was to take place. Both these 
subjects are of great moraent to my people. s 

Mr. Speaker, it is absolutely beyond my comprehension to under- 
stand why this body will continually refuse to assist the chief industry 
of our western coast. Your legislation and attempted legislation in 
regard to Territorial affairs is absolutely surprising. You seldom legis- 
late in accordance with our wishes when there is a conflict of opinion. 
Whenever we get anything at all we have to contend for it, and fight 
for it, and plead and beg forit. Your legislation is generally adverse 
to us. 

Mr. BLAND. Will the gentleman yield to me for a moment. 

Mr. DUBOIS. Certainly. 

Mr. BLAND. I wish to ask to have an amendment to the pendin g 
amendment read, and would be glad to hear the gentleman upon it. 
propose, with the consent of the gentleman, to offer an amendment to 
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concur in the Senate amendment with an amendment which I ask to 
have read. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


Provided, Nothing herein shall be construed to prohibit such prosecutions in 
cases where said timber has been cut or used by any corporation or persons for 
merchandise or sale ip any other place or places other than the community 
where such timber is or was located. 


Mr. WOODBURN. By the permission of the gentleman from Idaho 
I have risen to say one word. I am op to that amendment for 
the reason that it recognizes the right of the present Commissioner of 
the Land Office to institute these suits and bring civil action and crim- 
inal tions against the miners of Nevada; and I say there is no 
warrant or authority to be found in any act of Congress or in any reg- 
ulation of the Interior Department that is in consonance with the 
eae and letter of this act; and the object of that Senate amendment 
(it was offered by Senator STEWART, of Nevada) was simply to pre- 
vent a repetition of the orders heretofore issued by the present Com- 
missioner, so that the miner should not be in the future harassed by 

ution and civil suit, and therefore I am opposed to it. 

Mr. DUBOIS. The amendment No. 118, now under consideration, 
was introduced by the distinguished Senator from Nevada, who is the 
father of all our mining laws. He understood the needs and wants of 
the mining country so well that when he was in the Senate, twenty 
years ago, he framed, you may say, all the mining laws which are now 
on the statute-books, which so fully and well protect the miners and 
the Government that there has scarcely been any amendment or change 
made in them by subsequent legislation in the various States or Ter- 
ritories. This amendment provides that persons living in the mining 
regions shall not be prosecuted for cutting and using for mining and 
domestic purposes timber which is not fit for any other use, which can 
not be used for lumber or for commercial purposes. This amendment 
can do no harm to any one either in the present or in the future. 
There are some gentlemen on this floor who have become so used to 
defending the poor farmer and agriculturist that they seem to forget 
every other class of people. 

Now, I can say thisto them, thatin my country but for the miners there 
would be no farmers. Takethe Wood River country, socalled, in Idaho, 
for an illustration, which was founded in 1880, where now there are 
several towns of two or three thousand people. In 1880 there was 
scarcely a person located there. There were no farmers. We had mag- 
nificent prairie land, the Camas prairie and other fruitful valleys near 
by, with searcely a settler upon them. I traveled over Camas prairie 
in 1882, and there were hardly a dozen people upon it. Now, since 
the large number of mines which have been discovered there yieldan 
enormous and ever-increasing supply of precious metal that prairie is 
covered with farms and ranches. The farmers are absolutely depend- 
ent upon a home market for their products. They live so far from 
the markets of the world that they can not ship, and they must sell 
what they raise at home. The mines bring persons to engage in mer- 
cantile business and all other businesses, and the people are supplied 
by the farmers who would not be there if it were not for the mines. 
There has never been a protest from any farmer in those countries 
against the miners using this class of timber. I am safe in asserting 
that the Commissioner of the General Land Office has nota protest 
from any rancher or farmer in my Territory, and they would be very 
quick to resent any infringement on their rights and any violation of 
the law detrimental to theirinterests. Their prosperity and that of the 
miners goes hand in hand, and they do not sanction depriving miners of 
timber which would never be used atall unless by and through miners, 

They do not complain that they are being deprived of timber they 
want for their own use. The complaints come from those who do not 
understand the situation. The agents who go out there representing 
the Government have been very zealous in late years, and much trouble 
has come from their over zeal. 

My attention was attracted to a case in my own Territory, in which 
a special agent who is now in the service arrested the officers of the 
Ketcham Smelting Company, the majority of whom are residents of 
Philadelphia, found indictments against them criminally, and prose- 
cuted them for some $18,000 or $20,000 for using timber unlawfully. 
The case was so flagrant that I went before Secretary Lamar with it, 
fortified with a strong letter from the governor of my Territory, whois 
a Democrat and who has lived there for twenty years, and who takes 
as much interest in the Territory as any man in it. I went to Secre- 
tary Lamar with the facts, and showed him that this timber was a 
species of pine called lodge pole or black pine, which seldom grew to 
be more than 8 inches in diameter. 

After understanding the facts he dismissed the suit and issued an 
order that hereafter that species of timber should be excepted from 
their rulings. Now, we could go through the same formula with other 
cases in the courts. They can not geta judgment against us on the 
facts, and it simply harasses and worries those engaged in mining and 
does no good to any one. The gentleman from Nevada went into the 
law very carefully, I do wish to protest against the rejection of this 
amendment in behalf of the Territory which I represent. I know 
nothing about these companies in Nevada which are spoken of and can 
say nothing of them specially, but I am speaking of facts which are 
general and palpable in all of our Territories. 


Mr. WOODBURN. Iyield the balance of my time to the gentleman 
from Colorado [Mr. Symes]. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair will recognize the gentle- 
man for eight minutes, after which the Chair will recognize the gen- 
tleman from Missouri [Mr. Burnes]. y 

Mr. SYMES. Mr. Speaker, I think the Senate amendment ought 
to be adopted, because I think the cutting of the timber arises out of 
this state of case. In the appropriation bill of 1878 the right was given 
to cut timber of certain kinds on unsurveyed lands for domestic pur- 
poses, etc. Again, by an act passed June 30, 1878, it was made law- 
ful to cut timber on mineral lands for mining and domestic purposes, 
There is no violation of the law under the act of 1878 in cutting such 
timber unless it is exported ont of the State or Territory. 

Now I imagine, Mr. Speaker, that these prosecutions have grown 
out of the fact that in the vicinity of these large mining camps in 
Nevada there is no timber, properly speaking, but the soil is com- 
posed of arid sand hills and deserts, and has, covering it, certain kinds 
of scrub wood which grows a few feet from the ground and then curls 
around, but which may be chopped and used by the miners for fuel to 
keep them warm in winter and from which the mining camps can 
make a certain amount of charcoal for the purpose of running their 
fuinaces. Now they have a perfect right to cut this wood where it is 
found to be upon mineral lands, but I have no doubt (I do not know 
as a matter of fact) that these prosecutions have arisen from the cutting 
of timber on other than mineral lands, 

I can notsee how the prosecutions in Nevada which have lately arisen 
on the reports of timber agents could have been instituted unless the 
fact is that certain portions of those lands have been surveyed, and 
therefore have not been returned as mineral lands, When this timber 
was cut, or rather this wood, for you can not call it timber; it is not 
timber under any ruling that has ever been made by the Department 
or by a court—when this wood was cut, the lands upon which it was 
cut were probably supposed by these miners and these mining com- 
panies and their employés to be mineral lands. It was generally un- 
derstood that the whole of that part of the State of Nevada was min- 
eral land, and the men cutting this timber would not be very likely to 
know just when they crossed the line which the surveyor-general or 
a deputy surveyor had drawn between mineral and non-mineral lands, 
Probably they did not stop toinquire, Nobody ever objected. No Gov- 
ernment agent ever notified them that they had not the right to cut 
this so-called timber which was curling up over the ground, something 
in the nature of underbrush or scrub-wood, and they did cut it on non- 
mineral lands as well as on mineral lands, and therefore they are now 
prosecuted for that timber which they cut and made into charcoal to 
be used by the miners of these mining camps for smelting their ores, 

I think, Mr. Speaker, that is about the sam and substance of the 
whole matter, and hence I think that the Senate amendment ought to 
be adopted. The Senate amendment does not prevent prosecutions 
where the timber has been cut for commercial purposes or is commer- 
cial timber. It is a notorious fact, which I am informed is indisput- 
able, that at the town of Eureka, in Nevada, and at other large mining 
towns there, they have to import from California or adjoining States 
and Territories all the timber which they use—everything that can be 
dignified by the name of ‘‘timber’’ and classified as coming from tim- 
ber lands, 

Mr. WOODBURN. There is no doubt about that. 

Mr. SYMES. As the gentleman from Nevada says, there is no 
doubt about that. Now, the House ought to understand these facts, 
because this amendment goes to the relief of people who have been 
prosecuted for cutting timber undersuch circumstances in the State of 
Nevada, and I submit that it ought to be adopted. 

Mr. WOODBURN. Ifthe gentleman will permit me a suggestion 
at this point, all the timber that is used on the Comstock lode in the 
extraction of the ore from the mine, and all that is used by the eleven 
or twelve thousand people in Carson City, comes from the State of Cali- 
fornia. 

Mr. SYMES. That is what I have stated, that the timber used in 
the towns and all the principal mining camps is brought from California. 
That is a fact that I have been familiar with for years. 

One word in conclusion. ‘Chis timber, or rather this wood, for it is 
not timber, having during a course of years been cut away in the way 
I have stated and used for domestic purposes, no agent of the Govern- 
ment having gone to that country and notified those persons that they 
were not entitled to cuta particular strip of this scrub timber, although 
by surveys thereafter made it may have turned out not to be or may 
have been known at the time not to be upon mineral lands, it can not 
benefit that community to have these parties prosecuted now; and it 
can not benefit the Government to expend money in prosecuting them 
for cutting this scrub wood from the surface of those arid hills, which 
can never be made of service in any other way. 

Therefore I ask that the Senate amendment be adopted. I do not 
think the amendment offered by my friend from Missouri [Mr. BLAND 
would enable these prosecutions to be carried on. I have exp 
and now express my opinion as a lawyer that if such an amendment 
were adopted not one prosecution of this kind could be carried on for 
cutting any of this timber in the State of Nevada or elsewhere. I 
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think the Senate amendment ought to be adopted without being mod- 
ified by the amendment of the gentleman from Missouri, for the reason 
that the amendment may‘afford opportunity for lawyers to quibble, 
for agents to get up prosecutions, and for United States officers to make 
fees, while those prosecutions, in my judgment, would end in the Goy- 
ernment paying the costs. 

Mr. FELTON. Does not the law now make it the duty of the reg- 
isters and receivers of the land offices to report any violations of law ? 

Mr. SYMES. Yes, I suppose that is true. 

Mr. FELTON. That being true, there is no necessity of an espion- 
age by private detectives, : 

{Here the hammer fell. ] 

Mr. BURNES. Lyield a few minutes to my colleague [Mr. BLAND]. 

Mr. BLAND. Mr. Speaker, the gentleman from Nevada [Mr. 
WOODBURN] alluded to me as having some personal knowledge with 
reference to this question. I was a resident of Nevada for several 
years, and I know the importance to the miners of that section as well 
as to others who settle there of the privilege of using this scrub tim- 
ber for fuel and for mining pur Indeed, sir, when I was in Ne- 
yada in the winter of 1859, I felt this need very sensibly, for we had 
then a very severe winter; the snow was 5, 6, or 8 feet deep, and but 
for the fact that we were permitted to use this timber, four or five 
thousand people probably would have suffered very greatly. It is im- 
possible to settle those mining countries unless some privileges of this 
character are given. 

A great deal of this timber, in Nevada especially, is what they call 
sage brush. The mahogany is simply a scrub manzanita-brush; the 
pine is simply ascrub pine. None of it would be put to any use in our 
Western States and Territories generally, except to be put in a brush- 
heap and burned up to get it outof the way. Now, the law which per- 
mitted the use of this timber in the mining regions contemplated, I 
suppose, that the miners and settlers going into that country should, 
when they located in any particular neighborhoed, have the right to 
use this timber for fuel and for mining, wherever it was suitable for 
mining purposes, though very little of it is suitable for that. But the 
law is a little vague and uncertain. Hence we have difficulty in these 
prosecutions. Section 1 provides that citizens and bona fide residents 
may cut timber off of mineral lands in certain States and Territories, 
subject to such rules and regulations as the Secretary of the Interior 
may provide for the protection of the timber, ete. 

Now, I understand the difficulty is that parties in Nevada, and es- 
pecially these persons and corporations against whom these prosecu- 
tions are proposed to be brought, or have already been brought, have 
not conformed themselves to the true spirit of this statute. In my 
view the law ought to have been clearer. It ought to have confined 
the miner and the local community to the use of the timber within that 
community. Itshould not have permitted persons to go all over the 
State or Territory and denude of their timber districts where there were 
not yet settlements, The law is vague and uncertain; and it seems to 
me that a fair construction of it would allow any citizen of Nevada or 
any of the Territories to go anywhere within the State or Territory, cut 
down this timber and ship it to any other point, thus depriving the 
local community of the timber. 

Now, the amendment I have offered has in vi@w a remedy in this re- 
spect. The proposition may be considered an amendment to the exist- 
ing law. It proposes to confine the right of the local community or 
the miner to the timber in the*particular neighborhood, and prohibits 
persons or corporations from cutting timber in unsettled regions and 
transporting it to other portions of the State or Territory. A region 
may be unsettled, may be in a wild condition, yet it may have good 
lands and good mines, as will be discovered in the future. But when 
the discovery is made, lo and behold, the timber which it would be de- 
sirable to use in that neighborhood has all been removed, and removed 
to distant portions of the State or Territory. I say thatis the difficulty 
under the vague condition of the law. My friend from Nevada [Mr. 
WOODBURN] and my friend from Colorado [Mr. SyMEs] are not anx- 
ious to have my amendment adopted. Why? ‘They would rather risk 
these prosecutions under the law as it exists than have the law made 
definite so as to confine this privilege as to cutting timber to the local 
community; for under the law as it exists, it is questionable whether a 
citizen of one of these States or Territories may not have the right to 
upon land in any portion of that State or Territory, whether inhab- 
ited or not, and for speculative purposes denude that land of its timbar. 
It seems to me the law, on a fair construction of it, does permit this. 
But whether it does or not, my amendment does not interfere with 
any proper construction of it. It simply provides that the prosecu- 
tions may go on except in cases where miners, individuals, or corpora- 
tions have used the timber for their local or domestic purposes, and 
not for purposes of removing it for speculation; where ‘ay have not 
gone out of their own vicinity and neighborhood to distant portions 
of the State and cut timber for speculative purposes and transported it 
for sale in other parts of either of these States and Territories. If 
they have done so, then the prosecutions can go on under the amend- 
ment. It protects the miners from the prosecutions which they now 
apprehend by making explicit that about which there can be any 
question. ‘So that I claim the amendment I have offered is in the line 
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of the recommendations of the Commissioner of the General Land 
Office, if I understand it. 

I understand that he proposes to protect the local community or the 
miner by preventing the destruction of timber for the benefit of other 
localities; and hence it is not in conflict with his recommendations or 
his idea that the suits are to be instituted, but places an amendment, 
so to speak, upon the law, and a direction in this respect that the 
prosecutions may still go on in all cases except where the miners have 
used the timber in good faith for their own immediate purposes under 
the existing statute. $ 

I know these people, and I-am aware of the fact that they are ex- 
cited upon the question, and probably they are misinformed as to the 
true state of the case, as well as the true intention of the Commis- 
sioner of the General Land Office. The miners are, no doubt, led to 
believe that they are all to be prosecuted for trespasses dating back 
years and years, for timber cut in years past, and for every stick of 
timber cut for domestic uses and mining purposes, which is not true; 
and if the amendment is adopted the amendment as it comes from the 
Senate will do no harm to prevent prosecutions of future infractions of 
the law, and will confine prosecutions to the law as it ought to be con- 
strued, and to what was no doubt originally intended. This amend- 
ment, therefore, is directly in the interest of the local communities 
and of the miners, and more in the line of the suggestion of the Com- 
missioner of the General Land Office than the present law, for it en- 
ables him to carry out the policy he has entered upon in that regard. 
It disabuses the minds of these people of the idea that Congress in- 
tends to go and prosecute them regardless of the miners or locators in 
these different Territories and States and bring them hundreds of miles 
from their homes to be tried for exercising a right that the law seems 
to give them, or which it appears it was intended they should exercise, 

Mr. FELTON. And which they are now doing. 

Mr. BLAND. Ihave no doubt from what I have read concerning 
this matter that speculators have gone on the lands in a way that was 
not contemplated by the law. But whether they have or have not 
done so the amendment I have offered will prevent it in future and 
will be an explanatory provision of the law which they can not mis- 
understand, because it will be specific and is not subject to misinter- 
pretation, that the particular timber shall be used in a locality where 
the timber is grown; and that a citizen in that particular neighborhood 
or locality shall not have the right to go into some other State or Ter- 
ritory at a distant point, denude the country, and prevent coming 
settlers from getting the benefit of it. 

[Here the hammer fell. ] 

Mr. BURNES. Mr. Speaker, Ican not accept the remarks made by 
gentlemen either upon the right or the left as applicable to the issue 
now pending before the House. The question is something very differ- 
ent from that which gentlemen have assumed it to be. They have dis- 
cussed the merits and the demerits, the efficacy and the inefficiency of 
the law of June 3, 1878, asif we were proposing to legislate with respect 
thereto on this general appropriation bill. Theamendment of the Sen- 
ate is placed upon the House bill, and is now urged upon us by the Sen- 
ate conferees with full knowledge that its principal, if not only, object 
is to effect the dismissal of various suits of law instituted and to be 
instituted by the law officers of the Government against six or seven 
of the great mining corporations of Nevada for timber cut on public 
lands of the United States and converted to their own use, amounting 
to the handsome sum of $10,000,000. This being the issue, let us con- 
sider it in its nakedness and view it in all its deformity. 

The House bill as sent to the Senate contained the following pro- 
vision: 

For expenses of depositing public moneys received from the disposal of pub- 
lic lands, $10,000. 

This was the innocent and harmless little provision upon which the 
Senate drafted its rider, without kinship or parliamentary connection, 
and obnoxious to the rules of the Senate, as well as of this House, pro- 
hibiting legislation on appropriation bills. 

Upon that provision, relating only to the transportation of certain 
public moneys of the United States, the Senate amendment now under 
consideration is before you, and was before us in conference, as follows: 

No part of the money appropriated by this act— 

Not this provision, mark you, butno part of the money appropriated 
by this entire bill— l 
shall be used in the investigation of any case— 

Observe, Mr. Speaker, the audacious proposition, that investigation 
must cease, and in every case, 


or in the prosecution of any person in the mining regions of the United States, 
for cutting for mining or domestic purposes dwarf or scrub timber unfit to bo 
sawed or hewed into timber of commercial value. 


Much as this amendment is out of place on the particular provision 
of the bill just read, and foreign as it is to the subject-matter it pre- 
tends to amend, its object and intention are plain. Examinations and 
investigations by sworn officers of the law as to the wholesale depreda- 
tions upon the timber lands of the United States in Nevada by rich 
and powerful mining companies are putting the latter to some trouble 
and expense, and causing some anxiety lest the facts when ascertained 
may develop a system of unparalleled wholesale robbery and lead to 
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retributive justice upon the wrong-doers. Therefore the first propo- 
sition of the amendment is to stop these investigations. Somebody 
may get hurtif the Interior Department is allowed to go on with them, 
and hence to save wounds upon men and things in Nevada investiga- 
tions, say the Senate, must cease at once! 

The second proposition of the Senate amendment is, that certain 
suits pending and in contemplation and certain criminal prosecutions 
shall cease and be no further prosecuted by the Government. True, 
the Governmentisaiready in possession of evidence from official sources 
that $10,000,000 of Government property has been seized and carried 
away by certain named law-breaking managers and owners of mining 

rations, but as it might embarrass their business and throw their 
agents and employés out of employment, the Senate seem to realize 
with persistent determination that no suits or prosecutions shall be 
continued. 

‘To understand the nature of these suits and proceedings the Jaw upon 
which they are based may be profitably considered. 

The following is the much-violated statute of June 3, 1878: 

Beit enacted by the Senate and House of Representatives of the United Slates in 
Congress assembled, That all citizens of the United States, bona fide residents of 
the State of Colorado or Nevada, or either of the Territories of New Mexico, 
Arizona, Utah, Wyoming, Dakota, Idaho, or Montana, and all other mineral 
districts of the United States, shall be, and are hereby, authorized and permit- 
ted to fell and remove for building, agricultural, mining, or other domestic 
purposes, any timber or other trees growing or being upon the public lands, 
said lands being mineral and not subject to entry under existing laws of the 
United States, except for mineral entry, in either of said States, Territories, or 
districts of which said citizens or ns may beat the time bona fide residents, 
anaes to suc}i rules and regulations as the Secretary of the Interior may pre- 

for the protection of the timber and of the unde wth growing upon 
such lands, and for other purposes: Provided, The provisions of this act 1 
not extend to railroad corporations, 

Sec. 2. That it shall be the duty of the register and receiver of any local land 
office in whose district any mineral land may be situated to ascertain from time 
to time whether any timber is being cut or used upon any such lands, except 

r 


for the pu. authorized by this act, within their respective land districts; 
and, if so, they shail immediately notify the Jommissioner of the General Lan 
Office of ; and all nses incurred in making such exami- 


necessary expe 
nations shall Le paid and allowed such register and receiver in making up their 
next quarterly accounts. 

Serc. 3. Any person or persons who shall violate the provisions of this act, or 
any rules or regulations in pursuance thereofmade by the Secretary of the In- 
terior, be guilty of a misdemeanor; and, upon conviction, shall be fined 
in any sum not exceeding $500, and to which may be added an imprisonment for 
any term not exceeding six months. 


In pursuance of this statute the Secretaries of the Interior—com- 
mencing with Secretary Schurz and continuing with slight amendments 
and additions to the present day—haye established and prescribed rules 
and regulations for the protection of the timber and the undergrowth 
growing upon such lands, and some of these are as follows: 


1. citizens and bona fide residents of the States and Territories mentioned 
therein are authorized to fell and remove, or employ others to fell and remove, 
or to purchase from others who fell and remove any timber growing or being 
upon the public mineral lands in said States or Territories: , a, that 
the same is not for export from the State or Territory where cut; b, that no tim- 
ber less than 8 inches in diameter is cut or remo ; c thatit is not wantonly 
wasted or destroyed. 


In addition to the liberal license thus given by law and regulation, 
the instructions of the Department to Government timber agents, show- 
ing the utmost tenderness towards those who honestly and fairly use 
the growing timber, are appended as follows: 


INSTEUCTIONS TO SPECIAL TIMBER AGENTS. 


s s * s s 
[Object of protecting timber upon Government land,] 
3, The object of the Government in endeavoring to prevent the waste and 
destruction of publictimber is primarily to preserve it for the wants of future 
app having, of course, due regard for the requirements of the present. 
© result of the destruction of forests in tting a more rapid melting of 
the snows in than would occur in the same region if well sheltered, and 
in L spn 5 br rey d of the soil to retain moisture after rains—in both cases 
increasing the liability to sudden and devastating floods, not only in the de- 
nuded sections, but sometimes hun of miles distant—also the well-estab- 
lished climatic influence of such destruction in diminishing the annual rainfall 
to the serious d nt of regions already subject to frequent droughts, are 
other reasons which render the preservation of the public timbers matter of 
vital importance not only to the agricultural but to many other extensive inter- 


* * ° * * * 


kd 
44, Special timber ts should remember that it is not the purpose of the 
law, nor of the taguiadions of this Department, to prohibit the use of so much of 
the public timber as may be actually needed by bona fide settlers for agricult- 
ural and domestic purposes, but to prevent its being made an article of specula- 
tion for the pecun gain of a few individuals to the detriment of the many, 
or from being wantonly wasted or destroyed. When an agent understands this 
and convinces the pope in the district to which he is assigned that such is the 
casc, he will find no diffculty in securing their active support and co-operation. 
* * > * * * > 


50. Itis not the object of the Government to persecute x wood-choppers, 
or cutters who are empl or induced to fell or remove the timber for others 
who are to reap the profits therefrom; but to punish the principals therein, or 
te parties to be directly benefited in the case, they being the more guilty par- 


ies, 

51. Care should be taken to ascertain whether the alleged trespasser has any 
right or authority to take such timber as specified under heads of “ Homestead 
pot ok Sgr sre entry,” “Right of railroad companies, etc.,’? and “Mineral 

Lai ¢ 6 to iL) 
* s 


. + s. . s 
53. Having ali the facts in your possession you should (see section 3, circular 
of May 27, 1595) at once fill out a ferm of report (in ee and transmit the 
same to this lorry particular to state the facts in full under each head, 
— in with instructions given under the head of “ Manner of mak- 


reports of timber trespass,” 
ou should cali upon the in instance where practicable, and 


trespasser in every 
request him to state his side of the case, under oath, 


In bold and defiant disregard of the law and regulations cited, it is 
understood that certain mining corporations have systematically cut 
or had cut and used for their own gainall the timber, regardless of age, 
size, or quality, growing upon lands adjacent to their mines; and not 
satisfied with that have carried their work of sacrifice and destruction 
over vast areas of the public Jands which are tributary to other mines, 
and naturally belonging to the millions of the future who are to open 
and work those other mines yet hidden from mortal eyes. The Depart- 
ment seems to have forborne hasty prosecutions, but the Secretary and 
the Commissioner of the General Land Office have been vigilant in 
thorough investigation. The ofliciel reports of the reliable agents of 
the Government soon advised them of the extended frauds that had 
been committed, and the United States attorney of the State of Nevada 
joined in bearing testimony to them. His letter of April 28, 1887, to 
the Secretary and the Commissioner is so creditable to himself and so 
courageous and patriotic in view of his surroundings that I send it to 
the Clerk to be read. 

The Clerk read as follows: S 
Reno, NEV., April 28, 1887. 


Dear Sms: As the subject of this communication falls within scope of your 
circular of date May 7, 1886, to registers and receivers of United States land 
offices and special agents of General Land Office, issued by honorable Commis- 
sioner and approved by honorable Sec: „and is of importance to the De- 
partment as well as to the General Land Office, I trust wil) prove a sufficient 
excuse for making thiscommunication a joint one. As you are doubtless aware, 
Ihave been appointed recently, and on 4th instant qualified asattorney for United 
States of district of Nevada. Complaints have n made to United States 
Marshal Thomas E. Kelly, of this district, and to myself, as district attorney, 
within a few days past, that for years and still continuing, hundeets 
of men, mostly Italians, may be thousands of them, have been systematically 
engaged in cutting off into cordwood or burning into charcoal thousands of 
acres of timber on land belonging to the Government without even the pretense 
of pre-empting it or yeas it from either State or United States. 

In the region about Ew . in this State, alone there has probably been sev- 
eral hundred square miles of land covered with a growth of nut-pine timber 
from 8 to 10 inches in diameter to 30, and from 8 or 10 feet to 30 feet in height, 
and with cedar considerably less in diameter and hei ht, have been swept bare, 
and probably one or tvo million cords of wood have thus been taken off of pub- 
lic land, and mostly consisting of mineral land, without any color or pretense of 
right to the same, all, too, for purposes of commerce, not by miners for their 
mines, or for improvements on the land. In a district of mineral land 30 to 40 
miles away from Eureka, and outside of the mining district that embraced Eu- 
reka, on or near the Eureka and Palisade road, at or near what is called Pine 
Station, Alpha Antelope mining district, Cedar Station, etc., there are boss Ital- 
ians, or leaders among their countrymen, who have grown quite rich on these 
peeulations or rather wholesale robberies of the timber on the public lands, 

That railroad is constantly engaged in carrying andin buying and selling this 
wood at Eureka and other points, all directly contrary to the act of June 3, 1878, 
referred to by z in your circular above referred to,and contrary also to sec- 
tion 4 of act of same date, providing for sale of timber land in Nevada, etc, 
(pages 89 and 90, 20 Statutes at Large). 

C. Boltiere has now five hundred cords cut, Gabriel Zonola, at Alpha, over one 
thousand cords, and eight or ten other 1 men have considerable amounts, 
The Eureka and Palisade Narrow Gauge is engaged in hauling it in 
their cars every day. This wood last spoken of—four-fifths of it—is not over 5 
inches in diameter, and scarce one tree outof fifty is over 8 inches in diameter. 
The fac is, all that land was culled and cut over once, taking all trees of any 
size, and now they are cutting it overa second time and sweeping every young 
tree and bush over 2 or 3 inches in diameter, 

These men have all been notified by men owning mines right among this tim- 
ber to desist from cutting it; told if they would leave what was standin 
and haul off only that already cut they would not be complained of. ‘The rail- 
road company afo: has been notified to desist hauling the wood thus cut, 
but the parties thus complaining have been with contempt. 

This information I have from a mining man, the president and superintend- 
ent of several mines in the immediate vicinity of this timber land. is motive, 
of course, is to preserve the timber for the lawful purposes provided for by the 
acts above referred to, namely, for purchase and for mining and domestic pur- 
poses, etc., as permitted by the act. He is verified in his statements by the ob- 
servation ofthe marshal, Thomas E. Kelly, who has been very recently, namely, 
within ten days or so last past, through this country. In fact, the same state 
of facts, of my own knowledge, wiil be found to exist in the vicinity of Austin, 
White Pine, mont, Pioche, and every other mining camp in this State, 
and throughout all the mountainous timbered ons of California where ex- 
amples have not been made, 

I have no doubt that many thousand cords of wood could now be found and 
seized in various paris of this State cut off of mineral land reserved sale 
and public land notsold. I have no doubt this state of affairs will continue 
unless examples are made, I have no doubt large recoveries could be made 
from persons taken red-handed in theact, I have no doubt the former register 
and receiver of the Eureka land office must have known or shut his eyes and 
earsto keep from knowing about this wholesale robbery of the timber of the 
United States out in the eastern of the State. There is but little timber of 
any kind near Carson, east of ifornia State line, except what was fairly pur- 
chased, or at least pre-empted or F apchor anager by men who appeared to have 
fairly pre-empted or purchased such timber bona fide. 

These complaints have only come to my ears since I have been officiating as 
United States district attorney; yet I feel they are true or far less than the truth 
and that any honest, capable investigation will demonstrate the entire truth of 
all that has n said. Tho General Land Office has been promising in one or 
ome know of to send out a special agent to investigate land irregularities 

this ©, 

To develop the amount of these timber spoliations, to recoup what can be done 
would require a smart, quick, active agent with largely developed detective fac- 
ulties to go around these several mining districts and ascertain saris Onar 
what amount of timber or wood has been stolen, who stole it, w witnesses 
ean prove it, and then, like a thunderbolt, make or have made his arrests and 
seizures of w and timber remaining, and inaugurate suits to recover values 
from all solvent persons and corporations. 

* * * - > * A 


I would do all in an individual's power to prosecute, convict, and punish those 
bold robbers of the public domain, but without the direction and assistance of 
the pro Department—its influence, direction, and means at our back—we can 
do but little and might be blamed for that, both by the Government on account 
of the expense in: , and the citizens and communities affected. 

So, gentlemen, we most respectfully refer these matters to you, If you think 
these people ought to be uted for laying waste the small amount of not 
very high or very thick timber in this State, and that acts of Congress should 
be entorced, then send aspecial agent, or appoint one here (to the manner born) 


1888. 
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ee args ef these charges, to marshal the evidence, array the witnesses. I 
can put him on track in some cases, refer to persons and their residences 
that will take warm interest in giving him all the information and assistance 
in their power. 

If you do not think that course advisable, pleaso inform me of your views 
and wishes in the premises. 

I have the honor to be your obedient servant, 
THOS. HAYDON, 
United Slates District Attorney for Nevada, 
Hon, L. Q. C. Lamar, 
Secretary Interior, and 
Hon, WILLIAM A. J. SPARKS, 
Commissioner General Land Office. 

Mr. BURNES. Several months elapsed without any action being 
taken in response to this letter, and no special agent was sent to Nevada 
because of the limited or insufiicient appropriations for the service. 
Mr. Haydon, the attorney of the United States before mentioned, had 
satisfied himself beyond doubt that great robberies had been per 
trated, and receiving no orders to proceed to recoveries due the United 
States, addressed rather an impatient letter to Solicitor McCue, which 
{X ask the Clerk to read from the desk, 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Reno, NEV., July 27, 1887. 

Sim: Some two months or more since I wrote a long letter conjointly to the 
Hons. Secretary of the Interior and the Commissioner of the General Land Office, 
informing them of a wholesale despoliation of timber on the public lands of one 
mineral district in this State, much of which was of timber less than 8 inches in 
diameter, for firewood for sale and as a matter of commerce, to inhabitants of 
Eureka out of said mining district where cut, to the amount of several thou- 
sand cords. Told them the same practice was common toall the minihg towns 
and camps in this State, requested them to appoint a special agent of the Land 
Office to look into and investigate the matter, prepare the evidence, and bring 
the guilty parties to justice. 

Iwas induced to write a joint letter because the Commissioner had issued a 
circular to the register and receiver of the land offices in the State calling upon 
them to investigate such cases, etc. 

Without entering into particulars it is notorious in this State that a wholesale 
robbery of the public lands here of their timber is indulged in, in every mining 
section of the State wherever cutting, hauling, and transporting such wood will 
pay a profit to the individual, without regard to the rights of the Government 
and the protests of individuals interested in the mining districts where such 
timber is found: Ihave had complaints from three different, widely separate 
mining districts of such trespasses. ¥ 

Railroads make a business of carrying such wood and selling it, even against 
the notification and protests of miners in such districts. 

The honorable Commissioner of the General Land Office and Secretary of the 
Interior have not even had the courtesy to notice my communication. 

Tread an injunction to communicate such matters to you, in search of the du- 
ties oo my office, and therefore this. ~ 

ery respectfull 
5 ne THOMAS HAYDON. 
United States District Attorney for Nevada, 
Hon. A. MoCur, 


Solicitor of the Treasury of the United Slates, Washington, D. C. 
Tho reply of Commissioner Stockslager is as follows: 
DEPARTMENT OF THN INTERIOR, GENERAL LAND OFFICE, 
Washington, D. C., August 17, 1887. 
Sır: I have received, by reference from the Solicitor of the Treasury, go 
letter of the 27th ultimo, relative to timber trespass Die pre the public lands in 
not been accorded 


Nevada, and commenting upon the fact that there any 
reply to a previous letter upon the same subject addressed by you to the Secre- 
tary of the Interior and to the Commissioner of this office PRL AEEA 


The delay in replying to the letter, which was referred to this office by the 
regen gy Abaas from the impracticability of appointing a special timber agent 
at that e for duty in Nevada, owing to the insufficiency of the appropriation 
for the protection of the public timber. At an early day, however, arrange- 
ee we couen be made whereby an agent may be assigned to the service 

n your e 
our communications upon the subject have been fully appreciated and con- 
sidered, and the interest thereby manifested forthe protection of the public tim- 
ber is truly gratifying, betokening as it does a spirit of co-operation with the 
efforts of this Department towards accomplishing that end. 


Very respectfully, 
S. M. STOCKSLAGER, 
Acting Commissioner, 
Hon, THomas HAYDON, 
United States Attorney, Reno, Nev. 

Mr. BURNES. I have had this correspondence read for the purpose 
of showing that the Commissioner of the Land Office took no step hastily 
or prematurely, but when he was thoroughly convinced that the law and 
regulations had been grossly violated, that thousands of acres of the pub- 
licland had been ruthlessly denuded of all its timber by a few corpora- 
tions (mining and railroad), he caused legal proceedings to be com- 
menced. These proceedings are the cause of this Senate amendment, 
It has been urged that the prosecutions instituted will carry dismay to 
the poor people of Nevada. What criminal prosecutions, if any, were 
begunin that State against wood-choppers were brought by officials of 
the Department of Justice, and not becanse of the labors of any special 
agent of the General Land Office, because no such special agent was 
then in the State. 

There is neither suit nor prosecution begun or to be begun against 
any poor or laboring man who has taken only what timber he wanted 
for his uses, or who, as employé, has cut timber for the corporations 
sued, The Government is after the principals in the transactions, not 
their eon or employés; after wholesale plunderers, not their victims 
or tools. y 

Wherever bona fide citizens have taken timber for their domestic 
uses, for buildings, fences, firewood, or any other object in their daily 
lives and labors, no inquiry even has been entered upon; but the cor- 
porations which have been sued for $10,000,000 worth are the strong 
and influential creatures whom the Government will legally chastise 


toa fairsettlement and a final judgment, unless Congress shall interfere 
with the course of justice. Recognizing their guilt, and virtually ac- 
knowledging it, they appeal to Congress for a change of the law they 
have ti , and for a practical dismissal of ‘suits which they are 
conscious must be sustained. 

The law, they suddenly find, is very wrong. They tell us it needs 
amending, and needs it instantly. 

They can not wait the ordinary methods nor allow the proper com- 
mittee, that on Public Lands, to investigate and report the subject. 
Oh, no; the most expeditious route, that by way of a Senatorial rider 
upon 2 general appropriation bill, has been selected. Time is impor- 
tant to them; they cannot wait. Delays, always dangerous, are doubly 
so when evil-doers would hide away from the officers of the law and 
the processes of the courts, or stop both of them. The law was wise, 
liberal, and good when they were taking the public property without 
conscience or remorse, but when they were detected and exposed it be- 
came very intolerable and bad. The familiar distich may not be inap- 
propriate: 

No rogue e’er felt the halter draw 
With good opinion of the law. 


Mr. Speaker, with a couple of incidents somewhat connected with 
this discussion I shall reach a conclusion. 

Mr. STONE, of Missouri. I will ask my colleague whether it is 
not a fact that the defendants in some of these cases have offered to 
compromise ? 

Mr. BURNES. In reply to my friend and colleague [Mr. STONE], 
I answer his interrogatory emphatically in the affirmative. One of 
the pending prosecutions is for the recovery of $126,880.94. The de- 
fendants made overtures for a compromise, and finally submitted an of- 
fer to pay $3,000 for a release and acquittance. Three thousand dol- 
lars for $126,880.94 of Government property! The offer was of course 
rejected by the faithful representative of our Government, but not 
until such offer had received the following eminent indorsement, which 
I send to the desk to be read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

WASHINGTON, D. C., April 27,1883, 


I, WILLIAM M. STEWART, Senator of the United States from the State of Ne- 
vada, do hereby certify that I am personally acquainted with G. W. Baker and 
J. W. Dorsey, the attorneys representing the ies herein named, and also 
with George W, Peltier and W.C. Price,comprising the firm of G.W., Peltier & Co., 
and also with the mining corporations mentioned in this proposition of settle- 
ment and the mining claims and mining operations carried on by each of them 

ively in the Tuscarora mining district, county of Elko and State of Ne- 


a. 

That I have visited Tuscarora and am familiar with the character of the wood 
and fuel consumed by said mining com ies, and am satisfied that the repre- 
sentations herein contained are candid and truthful, and fully and fairly pre- 
sent the volume and value of the wood and timber consumed each of said 
compan respectively; and, further, that the and scrubby pine and 
cedar which is gathered in the region within a radius of more than miles 
about Tuscarora never has been regarded as timber within the prohibition of 
the statutes, These scattered and scrubby bushes would never be used for any 
purpose if any other timber existed in that region, and besides there would be 
no necessity for using it if mines had not been discovered. 

There would be very little of this scrubby stuff gathered from the of the 
mountains where it grows if only ordinary fire-wood wasrequired ; but it is nec- 
essary to have some hard wood to roast ores. The principal fuel, however, at 
Tuscarora, and which isconsumed by the oe conipanies in carrying forward 
their operations, is sage-brush, which is gathe: from the surrounding country, 
Under these circumstances I think that the offer of a compromise made is ex- 
tremely liberal and should be accepted by the Government without hesitation, 
ohne in this case, where it would be extremely doubtful whether the 

overnment would be able to make proof of the cutting of any wood use 
it isa misnomer to call this scrubby stuff timber) or to establish any violation 
of the timber laws upon the part of any of the parties to this offer if they had 
put themselves upon the defensive and denied the commission of such trespass. 
Their frank admission and offer of settlement should insure for them fair treat- 
ment and prompt response on the part of the United States. 

WM. M. STEWART. 


Mr. BURNES. It will be observed that ‘‘ the offer of a compromise 
made is extremely liberal and should be accepted by the Government 
without hesitation,’ in the opinion of the distinguished indorser whose 
official certificate has just been read. With all due consideration Iam 
compelled to differ from this opinion, and believe that this House will 
concur in such difference, and sustain the firm and courageous efforts of 
the Commissioner of Lands torecover the just rights of the United States. 

The other incident to which I am painfully constrained to call the 
attention of Congress and the country, arises from arecent attempt made 
elsewhere to compel the honorable Commissioner of the General Land Of- 
fice, whilst engaged against ableand wary foes in the prosecution of these 
important suits, to ‘‘show his hand ’’—borrowing an expressive phrase 
from one of the ‘‘lost arts’?—to the adversaries of the Government, 
and make public, in advance of a trial, his whole case. That this at- 
tempt was only partially successful enables us to indulge a hope that 
there is yet power in this Government to pursue violaters of the law 
and bring them to justice, even when Congress is stoutly appealed to 
for intervention and release. - 

Mr. Speaker, concluding my remarks on this amendment, I beg to 
submit that it is an alien growth upon a constitutional appropriation 
bill; that it proposes to stop prosecutions and suits against confessed 
violators of our public law; that its purpose is to release to certain 
mining corporations $10,000,000 which they justly owe for public prop- 
erty of the United States, seized and converted to their own uses; that 
there is no purpose or intention of prosecuting, now or hereafter, any 
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honest, bona fide citizen who obeys the law and takes only such tim- 
ber as he needs in his own affairs; that six mining companies should 
not be allowed to discount the rights of posterity and consume their 
rightful heritage; that these six mines—all of Nevada, as they may be 
now—are not entitled to all the timber of the State growing upon un- 
developed or undiscovered mines, in which hun of thousands of 
our people may be employed in the near future; that the arms of our 
faithful officials shall be upheld in their contests with freebooters for 
the just rights of the public; that honesty and not dishonesty shall be 
exempted from prosecution, and that, in the language of President 
Grant with regard to the whisky frauds of 1875, no guilty man shall 
escape. 

[Cries of “Vote!” * Vote!’ 

Mr. BLAND. I withdraw the amendment which I sent up. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The question is upon the motion of 
the gentleman from Nevada [Mr. WoopBurN] that the House recede 
from its disagreement to the Senate amendment. 

The motion was to; there being ayes 17, noes. 54. 

Mr. FORNEY. I move that the House further insist on its disa- 
greement to the Senate amendment. 

The motion was to. 

3 The next amendment (amendment numbered 119) was read, as fol- 

Ws: £ 


Insert the following : = 
“For the purpose of investigating the extent to which the arid region of the 
United States can be redeemed by irrigation, and the segregation of the irriga- 


ble lands in such arid region, and for the selection of sites for reservoirs and 
other hydraulic works necessary for the storage and utilization of water for 
irrigation and the prevention of floods and overflows, and to make the neces- 
sary maps, including the pay of employés in field and in office, the cost of all 
instruments, ap us, and materials, and all other necessary expenses con- 
nected therewith, the work to be performed by the Geological Survey, under 
the direction of the Secretary of the Interior, the sum of $250,000. And all the 
lands which may be designated for reservoirs and canals for irrigation shall be 
reserved as the property of the United States, and shall not be subjected to en- 
try or settlement until hereafter provided for by law.” 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. Mr. Speaker, I move that the 
House recede from its disagreement to the Senate amendment, and 
agree to the same with the amendment which I send to the desk. 

The Clerk read as follews: 


After the word " separa in line 1, on page 66, strike out the following : 

“And all the lands which may be designated for reservoirs and canals for ir- 
rigation shall be reserved as the property of the United States, and shall not be 
subjected to cny or settlement until hereafter provided for by law.” 

And insert in lieu thereof: 

“And the Director of the Geological Survey under the supervision of the Secre- 
tary of the Interior shall makea report to Congress on the first Monday in Decem- 
ber of each year, showing in detail how the said money has been tc Sosa the 
amount used for actual survey and engineer work in the field in locating sites for 
reservoirs, and an itemized account of the expenditures under this appropriation; 
and all the lands which may hereafter be designated or selected by such United 
States surveys for sites for reservoirs, ditches, or canals for irrigation purposes 
and all the lands made susceptible of irrigation by such reservoirs, ditches, or 
canals, are from this time henceforth hereby reserved from sale as the property 
of the United States and shall not be subjectafterthe panaga of thisact to entry, 
settlement, or occupation until further provided by law.” 


Mr. FORNEY. I would like to come to some agreement as to the 
length of time to be occupied in the discussion on this proposition. 

Mr. HERBERT. I hope the gentleman will not undertake to fix a 
limit now. This is too important a question. 

[Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky, withholds his remarks for re- 
vision. See APPENDIX. 

Mr. MORGAN. Mr. Speaker, I have songht five minates for the 
purpose of making a short reply to one point presented by the gentle- 
man from Kentucky [Mr. BRECKINRIDGE], to wit, the effect that the 
retention of the waters that come into the Mississippi River from the 
Rocky Mountains would have in reducing the floods of thatriver. We 
have had and now have the question presented by this amendment 
under consideration in the Committee on Agriculture, in a bill which 
I now hold in my hand referred to that committee. Major Powell, Di- 
rector of the Geological Survey, appeared before that committee and 
made a statement on the subject covered by the amendment. When 
he had concluded his general statement he was specially and particu- 
larly interrogated as to the effect that the staying of these waters in 
the Rocky Mountains would have on the floods of the Mississippi. He 
could not say that it would have any perceptible effect, nor indeed can 
it. If any Representative whose constituents are affected by the floods 
of this river is disposed to vote for this amendment under theinfluence 
of the hope that they are to be benefited thereby I beg him to pause 
for he will find himself grievously mistaken. I beg such, if any there 
be, but to cast their eyes on the map there spread out before us, pursue 
the Missouri, the Yellowstone, and other rivers to the sources in the 
Rocky Mountains, in which their waters are to be held in reservoirs, 
and behold what an infinitesimally smal] acreage is to be subtracted 
from the enormous watershed drained by the Ohio River and its tribu- 
taries, the Mississippi and its tributaries, and all of the rivers flowing 
into the Mississippi from the West, where the rains fall east of the arti- 
ficial lakes made in the coves of the Rocky Mountains. 

Indeed, an argument made to those of us who represent constituents 
who suffer from these floods that we are to be benefited by such expend- 
itures has rather a tendency to disclose the weakness of the entire 
scheme. It is certain that we are not to be benefited by this small 


subtraction. A 
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But the question presented, on its intrinsic merits, is entitled to 
very grave consideration, and demands a very full and thorough in- 
vestigation. It should not come up for consideration in an appropria- 
tion bill among a multitude of distracting dollar and cent items; nor 
should it have been submitted to the Committee on Agriculture for 
investigation, as has been done in the House. The question is one 
affecting the public domain, and should have separate consideration 
by the Committee on the Public Lands. 

From the partial investigation that has been given to it by the Com- 
mittee on Agriculture, of which I am a member, I am fully satisfied 
of this. Itshould be fully and thoroughly known before these ex- 
penditures are entered upon where these surveys and examinations are 
to be made and the duties of those in charge in some manner defined 
in the interest of the Government. Who can tell where these surveys 
and examinations are to be made? Are they to be made in the vicinity 
of the three great railroads, with their millions of acres of public lands 
derived as subsidies from the General Government, and who may be 
the principal beneficiary? 

Where is the direction in the amendment prescribing any rule in 
this regard or in any manner indicating where the work shall be- 
gin or where it shallend? Are these surveys to be made where the 
lands have been surveyed by the Government and are open to sale or 
entry or are they to be made where the chain and compass have not 
yet been? Full information on all these subjects should be had be- 
fore such important and costly legislation is entered upon. In order 
that the House may understand something of the obscurity in which 
we find ourselves moping along I will read a communication from the 
acting Commissioner of Public Lands: 

DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR, GENERAL LAND OFFICE, 
Washington, D. C., February 20, 1888. 

Sim: Iam in receipt of Senate resolution of February 13, 1888, requesting the 
honorable Secretary of the Interior to inform the Senate if,in his opinion, it is 
desirable to authorize the organization in his Department known as the Geo- 
logical Survey to segregate lands of the public domain capable of irrigation in 
the sections of the United States where irrigation is required, from other lands, 
and to lay out suitable places to be reserved for reservoirs and rights of way 
for ditches and canals, for the purposes of irrigation. Said resolution was, on 
February 14, 1888, referred to this office for report in duplicate and return of 
papers, by Hon. D. L. Hawkins, Assistant Secretary. 

At present I am not fully informed as to the extent and exact location of all 
lands the survey and segregation of which are contemplated by the resolution, 
nor have I definite means of asce ing the expense attendant on such work, 
nor do I suppose that accurate information could be obtained as to these mat- 
ters in time for the action of Congress at the present session, Whilst it may 
be desirable that legislation of the character contemplated by the resolution 
should be had in the future, at the present Iam u: 
cessity for it. $ 

ery respectfully, 


le to see any urgent ne- 


S. M. STOCKSLAGER, 
Acting Commissioner, 
Hon. WILLIAM F. VILAS, 
Secretary of the Interior. 

Now here is the statement of the Commissioner that he can not furnish 
us, for the want of information himself, with the extent or location of 
lands the survey and segregation of which are contemplated. 

ae SPEAKER pro tempore, The time of the gentleman has ex- 
pired. £ 
Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. I have no doubt in the world 
the Commissioner has no data. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I hope the gentleman from Kentucky will yield to 
the gentleman from Mississippi for a few minutes. I ask unanimous 
consent that the gentleman from Mississippi be allowed to continue his 
remarks until he shall have concluded them, ‘ 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. I will give to the gentleman 
from Mississippi two minutes more. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Indiana asks that 
the gentleman from Mississippi be allowed to continue his remarks. 
Is there objection ? 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. I object. I have given him 
two minutes more. 

Mr. MORGAN. I only desire a word further. 

What great practical benefit is to be derived or emergency is press- 
ing, that we can not wait until we can get all the information that is 
necessary to enable us to actadvisedly about this matter? [ama mem- 
ber of the subcommittee of the Committee on Agriculture in charge 
of the House bill covering this matter, and I stand prepared to report 
it back to this House with the recommendation that it be referred to 
the Committee on Public Lands, who have beenselected by this House 
with regard to their special fitness to investigate matters of this kind. 

Here the hammer fell. ] 
Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky, withholds his remarks for re- 
vision. See APPENDIX.] 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Kentucky [Mr. 
BRECKINRIDGE] has thirty-five minutes remaining. How much time 
does he yield to the gentleman from Colorado [Mr. Symes]? 

Mr. SYMES. zI take the floor in my own right. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. I yield twenty minutes to 
the gentleman from New York [Mr. Cox], ten minutes to the gentle- 
man from Iowa [Mr. WEAVER], and reserve five. 

Mr. SYMES withholds his remarks for revision. See APPENDIX.] 

Mr.COX. Mr. Speaker, I do not know that I can add anything of 
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a practical nature to this discussion. I may add something historical 
and otherwise, so that we may contemplate this matter in a better light, 
with a view to the future, 

I favor the proposition of the honorable gentleman from Colorado 
[Mr. Symes]. It is judicious; it guards against corporate greed. Be- 
sides, I am in accord with the statesmgnlike utterances of the distin- 
guished member from Kentucky [Mr. BRECKINRIDGE]. There is no 
necessity of comparing this experiment with some enormous scheme or 
plunder. It looksonly toward information. Itdoes not propose large 
sums. It does not fostera grand scheme. It would investigate. It 
would furnish discreet and intelligent data. It does not necessarily 
lead to the expenditure of millions, either for reservoirs or conduits. 
It looks toward the redemption of vast arid areas. It looks wisely to 
our aggrandizement as a people. 

Why am I drawn into this debate?) Because as a member from the 
great metropolis we welcom eall measures of general wealth and welfare. 
I should, however, have remained silent, but for the quotation from 
my volume of ‘* Winter Sunbeams.”’ 

There is a delicate compliment implied in the use of the paragraphs 
which have been read from it, relating some observations in Spain on 
the subject of irrigation. I thank the gentleman from Colorado [Mr. 
Symes |for renewing my interest in so interesting a theme. I can not 
exactly recall the authority for the data which have been quoted. I 
think they were taken from official records connected with the irriga- 
tion of the Spanish Peninsula. They certainly are entitled to emphasis 
in one regard. They come from a disinterested source, for they were 
written before there was any idea of applying the system of other coun- 
tries to our own with reference to the cultivation of our own soil by 
irrigation. 

It is a matter of felicitation, sir, that we have so Jarge an area of ter- 
ritory. In onesenseitisa burden. Our arid region is about 1,300,000 
square miles. Of this, one-fifth is too rugged or too elevated for culti- 
vation under any condition likely to arise within the next century. 
Another portion it is impossible to irrigate by reason of its flatness. 
We can not by any process of science or gravity wash the salts from its 
soil. A million of square miles, however, remain, These only require 
water to utilize them for agriculture. 

In the report of Major Powell there are estimates as to the valuation 
of this land at the present Government price. There is also an esti- 


mate of its value when irrigated. This last estimate, in round num-. 


bers, approaches nearly two billions of money. Itis more than our 
public debt. 

The report to which I refer, and to which reference has been made, 
gives the range for the annual rain precipitation, and the amount of 
water needed for the crops during the growing season. It is both at- 
tractive as a matter of study, and may well inspire the hope of the ul- 
timate reclamation of the greater part of our arid Western land. 

Something has been done in this respect already by private and other 
enterprise. How these waters may be brought within control, how 
they may be stored, what percentage of the lands may be redeemed, 
and how much wealth may in the end be added to that of the nation 
by this project, is set forth in figures, not of rhetoric, but of arithme- 
tic, together with the plans by which this immense rescue of our lands 
may be made. 

The experience of other nations shows that such reclamation is not 
only possible but feasible. Irrigation is no new science or art. It is 
as old as the Bible. Itis as old as Egypt. The canalization, of which 
remains are still found west of the Mississippi, attest that our pre- 
historic race may have been engaged in cultivating the soil through 
irrigation. But whether the waters of the Mississippi were canalized 
merely for the purposes of cultivation or to prevent the overflow of the 
Mississippi itself in its lower valley I do not pretend to determine. I 
have given it no study. But I remember one verse of the Bible where 
it is said—I think in the Psalms—that ‘‘the Lord divided the water 
courses to prevent the overflow thereof.” 

And doubtless in early days, as in modern times, in those Oriental 
countries the streams from the uplands were so divided as well to fruc- 
tify the soil and make the waste places beautiful and useful by produc- 
tion as to prevent the terrible distresses of inundation. 

Three things are necessary to production from the soil—the earth, 
the sun, and the water. Without water the others are but idle factors. 
Given water and there is no limit to what the French call ‘‘ the en- 
ergy of vegetation.” 

I may be pardoned for referring to observations in Scandinavia, where 
the vegetable energy is so great and so notable that the barley and the 
pease grow 2 or 3 inches per day during the brief season, and where 
ten weeks is the average to get the grain crops in and out of the soil 
in the summer. It is because of the forests of Norway and the rain- 
fall of that Arctic country that the immense trees, birch, juniper, elm, 
and pine, grow so abundantly to enrich its commerce and give employ- 
ment to its people. 

Nowhere have I seen such fields of flowers as in the Scandinavian 
ee The very rocks amaze you with their efflorescence and 

uty. 

But all these may lie flowerless and fruitless unless the energy of 
man seizes upon them for development. Paul may plant, but you 


have to call in Apollos to water, and then God will give the increase, 
Then that increase will give vales of Tempe as beautiful as those of 
ancient Greece and fields as opulent as those of Egypt. 

The Oriental people believed in water. It was a part of their creed. 
It was a part of their religion. It was with them the great principle 
of life. They believed in water as they believed in purity of life, of 
which water was the symbol. They believed in it as they believed in 
“Allah.” Go to the city where I lived for awhile—Constantinople. 
The first thing that strikes the beholder are the fountains erected by 
the old Sultans. They pervade the city. These prescripts from the 
Koran are gilded upon their marble fronts: ‘* Water is the element of 
Being;’’ ‘‘ Water from the wells of Paradise;’’ ‘‘ Water is Purity;’’ 
“ Water gives bread,” ete. ‘‘ Water, water every where,” was the Ko- 


ranic idea. ‘‘ Water, water everywhere,” and, by the canon of Ma- 
homet, ‘‘not a drop to drink.” [Laughter.] That was Mahometan 
prohibition ! 


Why, Mr. Speaker, we have twelve hundsed thousand square miles 
of land in this country utterly arid. They are useless for any purpose 
unless wereclaim them. Seventy-four millions of acres in New Mexico 
alone and 70,000,000 in Arizona to be reclaimed by some system in the 
future. Shall we begin by obtaining further information? Why not 
collect under this amendment all the necessary points on which to base 
future action? I do not know or care so much how much money this 
will take. Let us begin the work. Begin it by giving us the infor- 
mation. That will not be expensive. I would not enter upon the de- 
bate as to the expediency of an expenditure for a large and a magnificent 
scheme for the purpose of making thes¢ reservoirs and other adjuncts 
to irrigation. That is notin question. We can not do as other coun- 
tries have done. 

We may not do as old Spain did under its government. We could 
not under our system. But to rescue these waste lands from the greed 
of corporations, and to rescue them in time and before it is too late, I 
would make timely investigation, with a view to provident and prac- 
tical action. 

There is one thing, sir, that struck me more than anything else dur- 
ing all my various vagaries of travel, This was the remarkable simi- 
larity between old Spain and New Spain, as we used to call California 
and Mexico. There is the same arid plain, the same serrated mountain, 
the same remarkable development connected with the same volcanic 
strata, the same general contour and appearance. We have within our 
boundaries an identical picture of old Spain. Thesame ideas and sys- 
tem came from old Spain to Spanish America. It is the same system 
that was brought by the Moors from' Bagdad and Damascus—from the 
Orient—to Spain. It was thence transferred to our continent. 

The system of irrigation which made certain portions of Spain so 
fruitful was brought to that country by the Moors. The cities of 
Damascus and Bagdad, like other cities of the East, old and new, fab- 
ricated with their silver threads their large belts of greenery by the aid 
of irrigation from the mountains, 

I once visited the city of Avignon, and was the guest of John Stuart 
Mill. I had been through Spain and Northern Africa. He asked me, 
“What strikes you as the most conspicuousamong the marvels of those 
lands?” I said, ‘‘ The system of irrigation.” We walked down his 
beautiful arbor and crossed the road, and he pointed dut the remnants 
of that irrigation which the Moors in their movements toward the west 
of Europe, and as far up into France as Avignon, had left of their sys- 
tem. He had no praise too eulogistic for the men whose system of 
civilization had been praised by our own Draper and glorified by a code 
of literature upon the subject of irrigation which is both ample, instruc- 
tive, and unrivaled in the history of progressive humanity. 

Now, what do I draw from these simple lessons of travel and his- 
tory? I draw the conclusion that this wonderful development by ir- 
rigation is not what the gentleman from Alabama [Mr. HERBERT], 
who sits near me, has said in reference to this enterprise. It is in one 
sense a new thing. Itisanewthing to us here. The burden rests on 
us who favor the irrigation to establish some reason for the amend- 
ment. In that sense we agree. But irrigation is not a new thing in 
the world’s history. Egypt four thousand years ago had irrigation. 
Egypt is, and has been for ages, 3,060 miles of a broad ribbon of cul- 
tivated verdure, through the system of irrigation. 

Mr. HERBERT. If the gentleman from New York will permit me 
to interrupt him, I think he is a little mistaken in what I said. I did 
not say it was a new thing. I said it was a new scheme that we are 
called upon to enter. Irrigation is as old as the world. 

Mr. COX. I think I have the point logically right. The gentle- 
man is correct in fixing the onus on our side. We must establish af- 
firmatively the necessity for this investigation, so as to ascertain its 
practicability. It is newtothat extent. But the system of irrigation 
has been tested for thousands of years in other places throughout the 
older portions of the world. It has been found a blessing to mankind. 

When, sir, I read the report of Major Powell, which shows how much 
arable land we have extant, and how much we may reclaim by timely 
and careful legislation, I am prepared to recur to the language involved 
in the resolution and to agree that we should make some tentative 
measure looking toward irrigation. Members from New York and New 
England, fromthe South and from all parts of the country, should have 
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an opportunity to reclaim this grand area. It canbereclaimed. The 
evidence shines through history that it is not merely possible but 
probable. It will give to our country something that will take away 
the menace from our extraordinary immigration. 

But I can not dwell upon these matters. I only intended to refer 
to the historical matters with reference to our own interests. I may 
not, Mr. Speaker, have in view the very large sums that it adds to our 
valuation, but if Major Powell, who writes this report, is at all con- 
versant with his business it will add, as he says, to the valuation of 
our country to-day by irrigation an amount as large as the national 
debt, or over two billions of money. 

Mr. SYMES. The gentleman will pardon me there. My statement 
was in connection with the public domain of the United States aloné, 
that the Government by establishing these sites for reservoirs and pre- 
venting them from being taken under the pre-emption laws, and the 
vested rights accruing will add to the value of its own public domain 
land which can be disposed of hereafter for a thousand million dollars if 
it desires to do so; andit can dispose of it hereafter when it is reserved 
by the amendment that I have offered at the rate of from $2 to $5 an 
acre, as it disposes of the lands of military reservations and the like. 
When you dwell upon the accretion of value to the United States and 
its citizens by the reclamation of these lands outside of the immediate 
value to the Government, you reach realms that figures can not cal- 
culate. 

Mr. COX. Gentlemen may smile at such acalculation. I will read 
from Major Powell’s report to confirm it. Then you can judge of the 
advantage that will be gained. I will say to the gentleman from Texas, 
behind me, who seems incredulous, that I got much of my inspiration 
on the subject from Governor Throckmorton. But let me read what 
Major Powell says: 

As estimated above, the area of the arid region is about 1,300,000 square miles, 
Of this, about one-fifth is too ru or too elevated to admit of cultivation 
under any condition of me ge incon likely to arise for a century to come. A 
smaller fraction consists of playas, or drainless desert plains, so flat that it is 
impossible to wash the salts from their soils. There remain about 1,000,000 
Square miles of land which need only water to be rendered productive, 

At the minimum price of public land, $1.25 per acre, a price greater than its 
value for pasturage, this land has a valuation of $800,000,000; at $30 per acre, a 
moderate estimate of its value when irrigated, it would be worth $19,200,000,000. 
For the irrigation of this area we have the annual precipitation upon 1,300,000 
square miles of mountain, valley, and plain. This ranges from 5 inches or less 
on the dryest plains to 30 inches on the mountains, and even 75 or 100 inches on 
the highest peaks, and the average for the whole region is not far from 15 inches. 
Ifall could be applied to the land suited by configuration for cultivation, it 
would afford about 20 inches of water annually for the whole ares, or nearly, 
double the amount which need be applied to crops during the growing season. 
The water which falls in the arid region would therefore fally meet the agri- 
cultural needs if only it could be stored until the proper season and then con- 
veyed to the proper land. Unfortunately, many causes conspire to render im- 
possible the full realization of so desirable a result. 

Of the precipitation, which has the form ofsnow, a large fraction is returned 
to the air by eva without going through the process of melting. Ofthat 
which falls as rain, a large part is received by the soil and evaporated from it 
without gathering in streams, and the ay portion of such unconcentrated 
rainfall serviceable for agriculture is that which falis on the farming land dur- 
ing the wing season. Ofthe water from rain and melted snow which gath- 
ers in A. iia. and forms streams, only a portion bas such relation to arable 
Jand that it can be utilized; the remainder flows too low, or at such distance 
from the land as to be beyond the economic limits of conveyance. Moreover, 
a comparatively small portion ofthe stream water is furnished during the farm- 
ing season, that w must be stored in reservoirs in order to utilize it 
necessarily suffers material loss by evaporation. 


cent. On the other hand, an estimate 

to the anticipation that when all the larger streams have been brought under 
control, and the storage of water has been carried as far as it may be econom- 
ically, there will be redeemed about 15 per cent. of the region, or 150,000 square 
miles, the whole Se ae area which exceeds one-half of the land now 
cultivated in the United States. At $90 per acre, this will add $2,880,000,000 to 
the wealth of thé nation. 

I know these statements may seem to be exaggerated. We may not 
find this wonderful increase by reason of water. But, sir, water is a 
wonderful agent in the production of earthly fruits, as well as in their 
transportatiun. : 

Whatever may be done with this amendment, however chimerical it 
may seem to some, or practical to others, is it not worthatrial? Should 
it not receive some initiation from the practical good sense of the Ameri- 
can Congress? May it not be a remedy in one sense for many of the 
ills which seem so large and menacing to us now, when these millions 
of acres in New Mexico and Arizona and other places west of the one 
hundredth meridian of longitude shall have been redeemed from their 
natural impoverishment, and when our desert shall be made glad and 
our waste places be made to blossom as the rose. 

For the Lord shall comfort Zion; He will comfort all her waste places, and 
He will make her wilderness like Eden, and her desert like the garden of the 
cee joy and gladness shall be found therein, thanksgiving, and the voice of 
melody. 

When St. Ferdinand captured Seville from the Moors he bore the con- 

est to heaven. The Virgin desired that her champion should ask a 

n. The King asked for a fine climate and sweet sun; it was con- 
ceded. For brave men and fair women; it was conceded. For oil, 
wine, and the fruits of the teeming earth; it was granted. Then he 


asked for water, to add its blessing to the teeming grain fields and 
olive orchards; this, too, was conceded. ‘‘Then,’’ said the King, 
‘t will it please the beauteous Queen of heaven to grant unto Spain a 
good government along with its symbolic pure water?” ‘‘Nay! nay! 
nay l” said the Queen, ‘‘for then the angels would desert heaven for 


Spain !?? S 

Mr. McCULLOGH. Does the gentleman mean to say that the 
women of Spain and the water of Spain are both fair? - 

Mr. COX. The gentleman will please be seated until I let him up. 
[Laughter.] ~ 

Ido not mean to say, Mr. Speaker, that our advancing people are 
angelic; nor that they would desert the Mississippi, or the Ohio, or the 
Hudson valleys, or the fair plains west or east of the Mississippi ; or 
that they would leave the unctuous soil of the prairies for this inhos- 
pitable region, even though its aridity should be remedied by irriga- 
tion. Ido not mean that our own progressive people, seeking ever the 
Westward ho! and the Star of Empire, will flock to the lands thus 
rescued by our providence; but I do mean to say that as economists 
in a large sense, looking to our splendid future and contemplating the 
immense possibilities of our beloved country, we might at least try the 
experiment and ascertain what the sun and the sky and the soil and, 
as the pua desideratum, the water, will do for America. [Ap- 
plause. 

Mr. SYMES. Iwill yield ten minutes to the gentleman from Iowa 
[Mr. WEAVER]. 

Mr. FORNEY. I move that the House do now adjourn. 

Mr. WEAVER. Mr. Speaker, time has been yielded to me, but I 
will reserve my remarks until this subject comes up again. 


MESSAGE FROM THE PRESIDENT. 


-A message, in writing, from the President of the United States was 
communicated to the House.by Mr. PRUDEN, one of his secretaries, 
who also announced that the President had approved bills of the fol- 
lowing titles: 

An act (H. R. 8562) to accept and ratify an agreement made with 
theShoshone and Bannock Indians for thesurrender and relinguishment 
to the United States of a portion of the Fort Hall reservation, in the 
Territory of Idaho, for the purpose of a town site, and for the grant ofa 
right of way through the said reservation to the Utah and Southern 
Railway Company, and for other purposes; 

An act i R. 219) granting a pension to James Smallidge; 

An act (H. R. 9830) for the reliéf of Lachlan McIntosh; 

An act (H. R. 9263) granting an increase of pension to Abraham J. 
Brickles; and 

Joint resolution (H. Kes. 219) to continue the provisions of a joint 
resolution entitled a ‘‘Joint resolution to provide temporarily for the 
expenditures of the Government,” 

‘The message also announced that the bill (H. R. 5539) for the relief of 
John J. Coughlin had been presented to the President on August 17, 
and, not having been returned by him to the House of Congress in, 
which it originated within the ten days prescribed by the Constitution, 
had become a law without his signature. 


BRIDGE ACROSS THE KENTUCKY RIVER. 


Mr. McCREARY. I ask the gentleman from Alabama [Mr. For- 
NEY] to withhold his motion to adjourn fora moment. I desire to call 
up a bill which has been favorably reported from the Committee on 
Commerce to authorize the construction of bridges across the Kentucky 
River. The railroad is finished nearly to the river and the company 
are very anxious to build the bridge without delay. The bill is in the 
usual form. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


A bill (M. R. 11262) to authorize the construction of bridges across the Ken- 
tucky River and its tributaries by the Richmond, Nicholasville, Irvine and 
Beattyville Railroad Company. 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Richmond, Nicholasville, Irvine and Beattyville 
Railroad Company, a corporation organized under act of the General Assem- 
bly of the Commonwealth of Kentucky, be, and it is hereby, authorized to con- 
struct and maintain a bridge or brid and approaches thereto, over the Ken- 
tucky River, in the State of Kentu and also a bridge or over the 
tributaries or forks of said river, at such point or points as said company may 
deem suitable for the of its said road over said river, or its tributaries 
or forks. Said bridge or bridges shall be constructed to provide for the pas- 
sage of railway trains, and, at the option of the company beyne it or they 
may be built, may be used for she pontis of wagons and vehicles of all kinds, 
for the transit of animals, and for foot-passengers. 

Src, 2, That any bridge built under this act, and subject to its limitations, 
shall be a lawful structure, and shall be recognized and known as a post-route, 
and it shall ros 6 the rights and privileges of other post-roads in the United 
States, and eq rivileges in the use of said bridge shail be granted to all 
oe com pre es; and the Kiei See er have the right of way across 
82 and its approaches for postal-telegraph purposes. 

SEC. 2 That any b: authorized to be constructed under this act shall be 
built and located under and subject to such lations for the security of nav- 
igation of said river as the Secretary of War shall prescribe; and to secure that! 
object, the said company or corporation shall submit to the Secretary of War, 
for his examination and approval,a design and drawing of the i, and a 
map of the location thereof; and until the said plan and location of the bridge 
are approved by the Pontoaeyor, War, the bridge shall not be built; and should 
any change be made in the p. of sald bridge during the progress of construc- 
tion, such change shall be subject to the a; pprovat of the Secretary of War. 

Sec. 4. That all railroad companies d ng the use of said bridge or bridges 


shall have, and be entitled to, equal rightsand privil relative to the e 
of railway trains over the same, and over ihn aporonchee thereto, upon the pay- 
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reserved, À 
Mr. McCREARY. Mr. Speaker, as I have stated, this bridge bill is 
in the usual form. It was reported from the Committee on Commerce 
by the gentleman from Georgia [Mr. Crisp] who was the acting chair- 
man. It makes no appropriation of money, but simply authorizes the 
company to build bridges across the Kentucky River. The bridges are 
in my State and in my district and the bill is all right. [Laughter.] 
The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time; and being 
engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and passed, . 

Mr. McCREARY moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill 
was passed; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on 
the table. A 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


ISAAC N. ENLOE. 


Mr. BAKER, of Illinois. I ask unanimous consent that the Com- 
mittee of the Whole House on the Private Calendar be discharged from 
the further consideration of the bill (H. R. 8636) for the reliet of Isaac 
N. Enloe, and that the bill be put upon its passage. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of War is authorized and directed to au- 
dit and pay, from any money in the ry not otherwise appropriated, Isaac 
N. Enloe, late a captain in Company O, Twenty-sixth Regiment Illinois Infantry 
Volunteers, the amount due for his services and allowances as captain, from 
the Ist day of October, 1864, to the lith day of me ery 1865, at the rate allowed by 
law to officers of that grade in said service, less first sergeant’s pay, from the Ist 
day of October, 1864, to the 11th day of April, 1865, 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. 
sideration of this bill? i 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. Ithink we ought to hear the 
report read. I do not object to the consideration of the bill, but if I 
caught the reading of it correctly, it is a bill to pay an officer who had 
a certain rank for performing the duties of another rank. 

Mr. BAKER, of Ilinois. It is for the payment of an officer for six 
months and ten days who during that period performed the duties of 
captain, and whose commission should have been such as to operate 
from the time he commenced to perform the duties. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. Was he commissicned as 
captain ? 

Mr. BAKER, of Illinois. He was ultimately. However, let the 
report be read if the gentleman desires. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. Iam satisfied with the gen- 
tleman’s statement. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time; and be- 
ing engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. BAKER, of Illinois, moved to reconsider the vote by which the 
bill was passed; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid 
on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

ORDER OF BUSINESS. 

Mr. BLAND. Regular order. 

Mr. WASHINGTON. Iaskunanimous consent to present and have 
printed in the RecorDan amendment which I give notice that I intend 
to offer at the proper time to the bill for the organization of the Terri- 
tory of Oklahoma. 

There was no objection. 

The amendment is as follows: 

That the Territorial government established by this act shall not extend to or 
exercise any jurisdiction over any part of said tory of Oklahoma except 
as to what is known as the Public Land Strip until the President shall issue his 
proclamation as provided in section 6 of this act. 

Mr. FELTON. I desire to offer an amendment to the amendment 
of the gentleman from Kentucky [Mr. BRECKINRIDGE] to the pend- 


ing bill. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The regular order is demanded. 

Mr. SYMES. That is the regular order. I yield to the gentleman 
from California [Mr. FELTON] for that purpose. The amendment 
which he desires to offer is an amendment to the pending bill. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. But the gentleman from Alabama [Mr. 
Forney] has moved that the House adjourn. 

Mr, SYMES, -I appeal to the gentleman from Alabama to yield a 
moment to let the gentleman from California offer this amendment. 

Mr. FORNEY. {I yield to the gentleman. 

The amendment was read, as follows: 


In line 9, page1, afler the word “ . insert ‘and for the selection of water- 
sheds that shall be preserved.” 

Line 5, after the word “purposes,” insert “and such selected water-sheds," 

Mr. DORSEY. I desire to correct the RECORD. 

Mr. BLAND. I move that the House do now adjourn. 

The motion of Mr. BLAND was agreed to—ayes 36, noes 17; and 
the House accordingly (at 4 o’clock and 55 minutes p. m.) adjourned. 


Is there objection to the present con-- 


PRIVATE BILLS INTRODUCED AND REFERRED. 


Under the rule private bills of the following titles were introduced 
and referred as indicated below: 

By Mr. GEAR: A bill (H. R. 11328) to correct the military record 
of Maltby Griflin—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. HIRES: A bill (H. R. 11329) granting a pension to Sarah 
Stillings—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. MAISH: A bill (H. R. 11330) for the relief of Valeria B. 
Elliott—to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. SENEY: A bill (H. R. 11331) granting a pension to Salem 
Friend—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. J. B. WHITE: A bill (H. R. 11332) granting a pension to 
Eliza S. Glass—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 11333) granting a pension to Mrs. Louisa Hum- 
phrey—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. WILLIAMS: A bill (H. R. 11334) to place the name of Pau- 
line Bichweiler on the pension-roll—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 11335) to place the name of Jacob H. Fair on the 
pension-roll—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 


PETITIONS, ETC. 
. The following petitions and papers were laid on the Clerk’s desk, 
under the rule, and referred as follows: 

By Mr. GEAR: Papers in the case of Malachy Griffin—to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. MAISH : Petition of James McKnight, of estate of George 
W. Rose, of Peter Conover, of estate of Henry Culp, of Peter Roffens- 
berger, of Alexander Cobean, of Henry B. Cramer, of John Horner, of 
estateof David W. Horner, of John Trostle, of Melehoir Wolf, of Charles. 


| Young, of estate of Leonard Lircker, of Francis Bream, of estate of 


Peter Frey, of estate of Jobn Slyder, of David Blubaugh, of Samuel 
S. Moritz, of John Munshaw, of John Martin, of George Arnold, of 
Jacob Benner, of estate of Dr. David Study, of Eliza Fetterhoff, of Jacob 
Baker, of Peter Orendorff, of Michael Fiscel, of Nathaniel Lightner, of 
Lewis A. Bushman, of Jacob C. Eckenrode, of Michael Frey, of John 
F. Haner, of Adams County, Pennsylvania; of estate of Nicholas Eck- 
enrode, of estate of William Conover, of John F. Currens, and of Lydia 
Loyster, for reference of their claims to the Court of Claims—to the 
Committee on War Claims. 


SENATE. 
MONDAY, September 3, 1888. 


Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. J. G. BUTLER, D. D. 
The Journal of the proceedings of Friday last was read and ap- 


“proved, 


EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senato a communica- 
tion from the Postmaster-General, returning, in compliance with a res- 
olution of Angust 30, 1888, a resolution of the Senate of August 20 
1888, callirig for a report of the amount due postmasters under the act 
of March 3, 1883; which, on motion of Mr. COCKRELL was, with the 
accompanying resolution, referred to the Committee on Post-Offices 
and Post-Roads. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore also laid before the Senate a commu- 
nication from the Secretary of the Interior, transmitting, in compli- 
ance with a resolution of August 9, 1888, a report of the Commissioner 
of the General Land Office, together with other papers, covering the 
decision in the case known as the Guilford Miller case, and affecting 
the title to lands claimed by the Northern Pacific Railroad Company, 
alleged as being within the indemnity lands of the grant to the com- 
pany; which, with the accompanying papers, was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Public Lands, and ordered to be printed. 

PETITION, 

Mr. HOAR presented the petition of Martha Webb, Mary E. Waters, 
C. M. P. Richardson, and 12 others, citizens of Salem, Mass., praying 
that a pension be granted to Miss Anna Ella Carroll for services ren- 
dered the Union Army during the late war; which was referred to the 
Committee on Pensions. 

REPORTS OF COMMITTEES, 


Mr. HAMPTON, from the Committee on Military Affairs, to whom 
were referred the following bills, submitted adverse reports thereon, 
which were agreed to; and the bills were postponed indefinitely: 

A bill (S. 2804) for the relief of Wilbur F. Melbourne; 

A bill (S. 2256) to amend the military record of J. M. Peyton; 

A bill (H. R. 2273) for the relief of William L. Travis; 

A bill (S. 2545) granting to Stephen H. Lossee an honorable discharge 
from military service, dating as from June 28, 1864; and 

A bill (8. 2492) to correct the military record of Fountain C. Pollock. 

Mr. DAVIS, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred 
the bill (S. 704) granting a pension to Thomas Redmond, late private 
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Company K, Fourth United States Infantry, reported it without amend- 
ment, and submitted a report thereon. 
DISTRICT ELECTRIC WIRES. 

Mr. FARWELL, from the Committee on the District of Columbia, 
to whom was referred the joint resolution (S. R. 105) to restrain the 
erection or maintenance of overhead electric motive power and electric 
light wires in ‘the cities of Washington and Georgetown, reported it 
with amendments. 

Mr. FARWELL. Iam instructed by the Committee on the District 
of Columbia, to whom was referred the resolution submitted by the 
Senator from Vermont [Mr. EDMUNDS], to report it with a recom- 
mendation that it do not 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The resolution will be read. 

The Chief Clerk read the resolution of Mr. EDMUNDS, as follows: 


Resolved, That the commissioners of the District of Columbia be, and they 
are hereby, directed to revoke any permit granted for the erection of overhead 
electric wires, 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. This resolution is reported in obedi- 
ence to the instructions of the Senate given when the communication 
of the commissioners of the District of Columbia was referred to the 
Committee on the District of Columbia. It is reported back with the 
eae that it do not pass, and it will be placed on the Cal- 
en 


Mr. HOAR. That is the resolution in regard to the electric wires? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. There were two resolutions, one res- 
olution referring the communication with instructions to report ares- 
olution ie boron the commissioners to revoke their permits, That 
is repo: adversely. The joint resolution introduced by the Senator 
from Vermont [Mr. EDMUNDS] is reported favorably with amendments, 

Mr. HOAR. There was a petition referred to that committee with 
an order of instruction. Is there any report on that also? 

Mr. FARWELL. There is a report. 

Mr. SHERMAN. It seems to me that there ought to be action taken 
upon the resolution, because the company in pursuance of law, as I am 
advised by peons interested, are now ready and going on, and in my 
judgment they ought to go on, because as a matter of course the law 
is in force, their rights are fixed by law, and they should proceed to 
execute the duty enjoined upon them by the law. But if thereisany 
doubt about it, if any one wishes further to contest their right to go 
on, the resolution ought to be acted on promptly. Otherwise they will 
be clearly justified to-day and from this time on to proceed in the ex- 
ecution of the work, 

I make the statement now, because no complaints should be made if 
they should go on in obedience to the law, with the highest respect for 
the opinion hastily expressed by the Senate the other day, unless the 
Senate desires to call the resolution up and re-enforce it by overruling 
its committee, 

I do not like to move to indefinitely postpone the resolution in the 
absence of the Senator from Vermont [Mr. EDMUNDS]. Iwill submit 
the motion to indefinitely postpone the resolution, but I shall not ask 
that it be acted upon now. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
committee, 

Mr. SHERMAN. Well, I make the motion in the Senate that the 
report of the committee be approved. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The proper motion would be to pro- 
ceed to the consideration of the report of the committee. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I do not like to do that in the absence of the Sen- 
ator from Vermont. I will let it stand over in deference to the absence 
of the Senator from Vermont, except that I wish to submit the motion. 

Mr. VEST. Iwas about to observe that I participated in the debate 
when the resolution of the Senator from Vermont was adopted, I 
stated then that I did not know any of the gentlemen engaged in the 
enterprise of putting up these overhead electric wires. Afterwards a 
gentleman here with whom I have a very slight acquaintance called at 
my house and stated to me that I was entirely wrong with regard to 
the statement that there was anything dangerous in the wires, and that 
the amount of electric power to be used could be demonstrated to be 
entirely harmless either to men or to animals. I told him that had 
not been the experience of the country in regard to these electric wires, 
and that his statement astonished me very much. Without everthay- 
ing had any personal interest in the matter, I have been informed that 
the amount of power necessary to be used as a motive power would 
always destroy or very seriously injure animal life when brought in 
contact with it. He said he was prepared to bring the evidence before 
the Senate, but that the Senate refused to hear him or his associates in 
this enterprise, and had cut the whole thing off at the knees unjustly 
and in utter disregard of theirrights. I assured him there was no such 
intention on my part or on that of any other Senator within my knowl- 
edge, and suggested to him that he could bring the whole matter be- 
fore the Senate and reopen it by getting some Senator who is upon the 
other side of the question from myself and who believes that these over- 
head wires ought to be put up simply to offer a resolution rescinding 
the resolution already adopted by the Senate, and that that would re- 
open the whole question and it could be heard. 

Afterwards I réteived papers, which I have not brought to the Sen- 


That is the recommendation of the 
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ate to-day, from an electric company, located in Philadelphia, if I am 

not mistaken, in which they state emphatically that wires can be put 

under-ground as economically as they can be placed overhead, and that 

without any sort of danger to anybody. J, of course, know nothing , 
about these facts, but I suggest to the Senator from Ohio and to the 

Senate that with this diversity of opinion, with this antagonism of 

proof, and in the absence of the Senator from Vermont, the mover of 

the resolution, the matter ought not to be taken up to-day. 

Mr. SHERMAN, I said so, and I do not desire to take up the reso- 
lution; I simply wish to enter the motion to indefinitely postpone it, 
if that is in order. 

Mr. HOAR. I think it ought to be stated what perhaps the Senator 
from Missouri, who has been, I think, absent for a portion of the past 
two weeks, may not be awareof. A petition was presented to the Sen- 
ate setting forth very fully the facts in regard to this matter. That 
has been heard on evidence before the Committee on the District of 
Columbia, and I understand their report is unanimous in regard to the 
matter of the danger. That petition, as was stated to the Senate the 
other day, issigned by personsof high standingand character in Massa- 
chusetts and states that their workmen and the manufacturers of this 
material handle it with entire ease, and that it never did more than 
raise a slight blister or something of that kind; that they are entirely 
careless about it. 

Mr. HARRIS. I will state to the Senator from Massachusetts and 
to the Senate that the committee has had the petition to which he re- 
fers under consideration, and on Friday the committee heard the testi- 
mony of some electrical experts. There was quite a mass of testimony 
laid before the committee in the form of affidavits and certificates of 
electrical experts. That testimony, if not now printed, will be printed 
in a day or two and will be laid before the Senate. The testimony 
taken before the committee shows conclusively to my satisfaction that 
there is no danger to human life or toanimal life in the amount of elec- 
trica] power necessary to propel the cars on any street railroad. But 
the testimony will be laid before the Senate in the course of a few 
days. ; 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The report goes over under the rule. 

BILLS INTRODUCED. 


Mr. HOAR introduced a bill (S. 3507) granting a pension to Thomas 
Degnan; which was read twice by its title, and, with the accompany- 
ing papers, referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. PALMER introduced a bill (S. 3508) granting a pension to Albert 
M. Edwards; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Pensions. 

AMENDMENT TO A BILL. 

Mr, PLUMB submitted an antendment intended to be proposed by 
him to the bill (H. R. 6364) to provide for the sale of land allotted 
and patented to certain members of the Black Bob band of Shawnee 
Indians, and for other purposes; which was referred to the Committee 
on Indian Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 

A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. T. O. TOWLES, 
its Chief Clerk, announced that the House had passed the following 
bills; in which it requested the concurrence of the Senate: 

A bill We R. 8) to restore Mrs. R. S. Horton upon the pension-rolls; 

A bill (H. R. 508) ting a pension to Sarah F. Hawkins; 

A bill (H. R. 2566) for the relief of Phillip Kopplin; 

A bill (H. R. 3504) for the relief of John German; 

A bill (H. R. 3801) granting a pension to Nelson J. Crook; 

A bill (H. R. 4820) granting a pension to Ellen Kelly; 

A bill (H. R. oie} granting a pension to Smith Bodkins; 

A bill (H. R. 7516) to increase the pension of Sylvester Stearns; 

A bill (H. R. 8748) to increase the pension of Richard Jobes; 

A bill (H. R. 8993) for the relief of Shadrack W. Brown; 

A bill (H. R. 10106) to place the name of Matilda Spangler on the 
pension-roll; 

A bill (H. R. 10224) granting a pension to Elias H. Hall; 

A bill (H. R. 10256) to place the name of Lucy Wagor, of Hillsdale, 
Mich., on the pension-roll; 

A bill (H. R. 10258) to place the name of Cyrus Millins, of Ogden 
Centre, Mich., on the pension-roll; 

A bill (H. R. 10504) granting a pension to Mary Hooper; 

A bill (H. R. 10856) for pension for Eliza N. Aiken; 

A bill (H. R. 10621) for the removal of the political disabilities of 
John H. Parker, of Virginia; 

A bill (H. R. 11021) to increase the pension of Charles Hahneman; 

A bill (H. R. 11057) granting a pension to Margaret Gray; and 

A bill (H. R. 1197) for the removal of the political disabilities of 
Henry A. Ramsay. 

The message also announced that the House had passed the follow- 
ing bills: 

s bill (S. 2371) granting a pension to Jacob Pitner; 

A bill (S. 2716) granting a pension to Carl M. Schwantes; 

A bill (S. 2871) granting a pension to Mrs. Sarah J. Martin; 

A bill (S. 3035) to t a pension to William Thields; 

A bill (S. 3118) for the relief of Mathew O. Regan; 
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A bill (S. 3178) to remove the political disabilities of William L. | stituency, and Iam not prepared to say whether he was restored or 


Bradford; and 

A bill (S. 3364) to provide for an American register for the steamer 
Saginaw of New York. 

The message fartherannounced that the House had chosen Mr. JAMES 
H. BLOUNT, a Representative from the State of Georgia, Speaker pro 
tempore during the absence of the Speaker. 


ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 


The message also announced that the Speaker of the House had signed 
` the following enrolled bills; and they were thereupon signed by the 
President pro tempore: 

A bill (8. 1813) for the relief of Susan B. Hopkins, widow of Arvah 
Hopkins, late of Tallahassee, Fla., deceased; > 

A bill (S. 2197) empowering and directing the Commissioner of Navi- 
gation to register and enroll as American vessels certain sailing vessels 
of foreign construction, repaired in the port of Cleveland, Ohio, and 
named the Josephine and M. C. Upper, respectively; 
S bill (S. 2825) granting an increase of pension to Benjamin T. 

ker; 

A bill (H. R. 2601) for the relief of the Baptist Female College of 
Lexington, Mo. ; and 

A bill (H. R. 5870) for the construction of a revenue-cutter for New 
Berne, N. C., to replace the revenue-cutter Stevens. 


CALVIN J. COWLES AND GEORGE B. HANNA. 


Mr. PASCO, I ask unanimous consent that the vote by which the 
bill (S. 2970) for the relief of Calvin J. Cowles and George B. Hanna 
was postponed last week be reconsidered, and that the bill be placed 
on the Calendar. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill having been indefinitely 
postponed, that order wiil be reconsidered, by unanimous consent, if 
there be no objection, and the bill, with the adverse report, will be 
placed on the Calendar. 


CAMPAIGN WORK BY A SENATE EMPLOYÉ. 


Mr. VEST submitted the following resolution; which was read: 


Resolved, That the Committee to Examine the Several Branches of the Civil 
Service be instructed to inquire whether employés of the Senate, whilst re 
ceiving pay, and when the Senate has been in ion, have n en. in 
preparing partisan campaign literature for the purpose of advancing the inter- 
ests of the Republican party in the pending canvass, and whether publication 
of the matter so prepared has been published by an employé of the Senate with 
his official character printed thereon, and what legislation is necessary vpe 
vent and punish such conduct, and that said committee report by bill or er- 


Mr. VEST. Mr. President, before the resolution is disposed of, I 
wish to make a few remarks in regard to it. . 

I happen to appreciate rather fully a criticism such asis contained 
in offering this resolution, and I have offered it very deliberately, 
Some two years ago, or possibly more, an employé of the Government 
in the State of Missouri, a United States district attorney, was removed 
by the President of the United States because he had during a canvass 
gone out into the State and made speeches in behalf of the Democratic 
party. The attention of the President was called to the matter, and 
he immediately and very promptly, and I thought rather summarily, 
removed this gentleman and suspended his functions as a district at- 
torney. 

I came to the city of Washington and remonstrated against that re- 
moyal, but was informed by the President that he proposed to mete 
equal justice to both parties; that he had removed an attorney in the 
State of Pennsylvania, a Republican, for doing the same thing; and he 
‘proposed tô make no distinction between members of his own party 
and members of the opposing organization. 

The President further stated that it had been represented to him, 
and he exhibited newspaper articles and private letters to that effect, 
that Mr. Benton, whilst the United States circuit court and district 
court were in session in Kansas City, where I live, had left his official 
duties and gone out for the purpose of making political speeches in be- 
half of the Democratic ticket. It was within my personal knowledge 
that that statement was not true, and I immediately produced (antici- 
pating that this charge had been made) a letter from the United States 
district judge, who was not a Democrat, stating that Mr. Benton had 
attended promptly to all the duties of his office, and had cleared his 
docket at that term of the court, giving his personal attention to cases 
for trial and to motions pending. 

The result was that Mr. Benton was reinstated; and I was maligned, 
not to use the term blackguarded, in the Republican press from one 
end of this country to another, and especially in my own State, for 
having interfered and caused the reinstatement of this gentleman; and 
it was stated then that the time of Mr. Benton belonged exclusively 
to the Government of the United States. 

Mr. PLUMB. ‘Will the Senator right there, in order to preserve the 
consecutiveness of his narrative, state whether the President reinstated 
the district attorney in Pennsylvania who belonged to the other party 
and who had been removed at the same time with Mr. Benton? 

Mr. VEST. Idonotknow. Inever examined particularly into the 
facts of that case. I was attending to the interests of my own con- 


not. I do not know anything about it. 

Mr. PLUMB. Then I want to enlighten the Senator by saying that 
the President did not reinstate him; and therefore the high sense of 
propriety with which he started out, according to the statement of the 
Senator, seems to have been abandoned very early in the campaign. 

Mr. VEST.- My recollection is (although I do not undertake to say 
that it is entirely accurate) that the gentleman in the State of Penn- 
sylvania went into a regular canvass, maligning the Administration 
and Mr. Cleveland, and I say here now, openly and publicly and em- 
phatically, that it was indecent in an officer of this Government, hold- 
ing a position under it and under a Democratic administration, to go 
out upon the stump and malign the party at whose hands he then held 
official position. ; 

Mr. JONES, of Arkansas. I should like to call attention to a fact 
which the Senator from Kansas seems to overlook in the statement 
made by the Senator from Missouri, that Mr. Benton was restored be- 
cause the charges made against kim were shown by him to be abso- 
lutely false, and the charges against the gentleman in Pennsylvania, I 
understand, were never shown to be false, 

Mr. VEST. I have before me, received this morning, this book 
[exhibiting], which will be seen not to be a very small one, upon 
which in large letters is printed ‘‘ Protection Echoes from the Capi- 
tol,” with a very picturesque and graphic rea tra of the Capitol 
itself and thesurrounding grounds, umbrageous fotiage, fountains, and 
spectators in large numbers, *‘ Edited by Thomas H. McKee, Assist- 
ant Librarian of the United States Senate.” 

This gentleman, and I have the very slightest personal acquaintance 
with him, is receiving an annual salary of $1,440, as the rolls of the 
Senate show. He has the unquestioned right to publish his lucubra- 
tions, personal, political, philosophical, or otherwise, at his own ex- 
pense, and to distribute them or publish them for sale anywhere within 
this country. That is the unguestioned right of every American citi- 
zen. But Mr. Thomas H. McKee has no right whilst he is drawing 
$1,440 as an employé of the Senate to issue this book, unfair, unjust, 
malignantly partisan in its character, garbled extracts from speeches 
of members of both Houses of Congress, taken without their context, 
used manifestly for a partisan and unfair purpose, and to place upon 
the cover of that book, as a letter of credit to the people of the United 
States, his official character as an officer of the Senate. 

It may be said that he is still attending to his duties; that he is still 
giving his time to a reasonable extent to the discharge of his duty as 
an officer of the Senate; but thatisnot the question. Iwas confronted 
the other day by the Senator from Maine [Mr. HALE] not now in his 
seat with the statement that Mr. Trainer, who is the secretary of the 
Library Commission, is now doing campaign work in the city of New 
York. I know nothing of the fact, but I take it that it may be said 
that Mr. Trainer is also doing his duty as secretary of the Library 
Commission and has omitted none of the functions of that office. 

What I object to specifically, and I put it to every fair-minded man, 
is that no employé of the Senate, whether Democtat or Republican, 
has the right to issue in his official character a book such as I hold in 
my hand. 

I have not, of course, been able in the few hours that the work has 
been in my possession to go through these profuse and abundant 
The Mills tariff bill came to the Senate on the 2ist of July last, and 
in the short time since that bill has been here this gentleman has found 
time to make up this enormous book, for it is a large one, filled with 
partisan extracts, and not only with partisan extracts, but with at- 
tacks upon members of Congress who differ with him in political sen- 
timent. 

Take the case for instance, in the very first part ofit, under the head- 
ing of ‘‘Agriculture,’’ on the second page: 

No.3. Agriculture is the oldest— : 

Said Mr. HATCH, my colleague in the other House, and chairman 
the Committee on Agriculture, and in this gentleman’s category an un- 
fortunate Democrat. This purports to be an extract from the speech 
of Hon. WILLIAM H. HATCH, made May 14, 1888; 


AGRICULTURE, 
No. 3. Agriculture is the oldest— 
Now interpolates this employé of the Senate— 
[How about hunting and fishing, savage life ?—Editor.]— 
Mr. HATCH proceeds— 


and the most honorable occupation of man. It is the foundation of our earliest 
civilization, and its development marks the periods of the passagein the history 
of the world “from savagery to barism and from barbarism to civilization.” 
It is to-day the foundation ofall commercial and material progress in this coun- 
try. It marks in every age of the world the steps of civilization as clearly and 
distinctly asthe posts mark the miles on the . The history of the world 
teaches us that in all ages, in every country, agriculture has borne more than its 
fair of tern of the burdens of government. 

ether taxation has been exacted from it in kind, or under whatever system 
taxes have been levied, agriculture has always borne more than its just propor- 
tion, and too often, as in our own country, has been the prey of y de» 
vised systems of taxation for the benefit and enrichment of some favored class, 
This, Mr. Chairman, is particularly true in the nineteenth century and under 
our republican form of government in the year 1983, 
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Now adds Mr. McKee: 

[Will the Mills bill change it ?—Editor.] 

Again, upon page 23 of the same book, he quotes from the same gen- 
tleman, who seems to be a favorite of Mr. McKee, as follows: 

Between 1550 and 1860 the farmers of the country more than doubled their 
wealth, ete, 


= $ e $- $ 
If this is not true, why is it that during the same decades, and fostered and 
protected by this system, the manufacturing districts have so enormously in- 
creased in wealth? There is but one answer. Protection benefits the manu- 
facturer alone, while it oppresses and levies tribute upon all other classes. 


Now, adds Mr. McKee in this book purporting to be one of extracts: 
[Why not multiply manufacturing districts ?— Editor.} 

And so on, until I could weary the Senate with excerpts like those I 
have read. 

Mr. HOAR. May I ask the Senator if he will at some time state to 
the Senate what is the distinction in principle or propriety, in his judg- 
ment, between such an argument, extracts made by a person in the 
employ of the Senate, and the similar campaign efforts made by Sena- 
tors themselves 

Mr. VEST. A Senator of the United States expresses his opinions, 
and he is sent here by his constituents to honestly do so. Mr. McKee 
is not hired by the Senate of the United States to prepare campaign 

literature. I should insult the intelligence of every man here or 
elsewhere if I went further in this distinction. Is it possible that the 
Senator from Massachusetts can justify a thing of this sort? It would 
turn every employé of the Senate into a partisan for one of the respect- 
ive parties now struggling for supremacy in this Government. It has 
never been done in the history of the Government. ‘This is the first 
instance I have ever known in which a work of this sort, malignant 
and partisan in every line of it, with garbled extracts, unfair, unjust to 
the Democratic party, has been sent forth with an official indorsement 
upon it, for it is nothing else—a letter of credit with the official char- 
acter of the person who collated it or who prepared it. 

I have no doubt that I am doing a very great personal favor to Mr. 
McKee in advertising his book, and it will give it probably a larger cir- 
culation throughout the country. He is welcome to the benefit of such 
an advertisement as he now receives; but I do most emphatically pro- 
test against this practice. I call attention to it because the Demo- 
cratic party has been taunted and reviled upon this floor for having 
trampled upon the principles of civil-service reform, and in the classic 
language of the Senator from Illinois [Mr. CuLLom] being a sham, a 
fraud, and a pretense. ; 

_ That brings me, Mr. President, to a few remarks I desire to submit, 
as it is a cognate subject, in regard to what was stated in the Senate on 
last Friday. It was said then by the Senator from Illinois [Mr. CuL- 
Lom] and by the Senator from Iowa [Mr. ALLISON], when I called at- 
tention to the fact that a pension examiner had been sent from the 
State of Missouri to Illinois to perform campaign service in the year 
1884, that he was entitled to thirty days’ leave of absence with pay, 
and the Senator from Illinois claimed thatin his judgment he hadonly 
obtained thestatutory right of this gentleman when he got twenty-three 
days’ service. According to the record he was granted twenty-three 
days’ leave of absence with pay from October 6 and nine days without pay 
from October 29, 1884. This record shows that the gentleman was ap- 

inted in July, 1884. In October, less than three months afterwards, 

e received those twenty-three days’ leave of absence, and in a few days 
afterwards nine days’ leave. At that very time a regulation of the In- 
terior Department was in force, made by the Senator from Colorado 

[Mr. TELLER} when Secretary of the Interior, and that regulation is 
in the following language: 

Regulation 14. Employés who have been in theservice of the Department less 
than one year— 

And this gentleman had only beenin the Department three months— 
may be granted leave at the rate of two and one-half days for each month of 
service, and no more. 

That was the order of January 1, 1884; and he was entitled under 
that regulation to seven and a half days’ leave of absence and no more 
at the time he received twenty-three days’ leave of absence with pay 
in October, 1884. 

I have received since that debate from the postmaster at Chicago a 
letter which, in justice to him, I ask the Secretary to read. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The letter will be read, if there be 
no objection. 

The Chief Clerk read as follows: 

CHICAGO Post-Orrice, OFFICE or THs POSTMASTER, 
Chicago, Ill., September 1, 1888. 

Dear SENATOR: I see the tel: e dis; es from Washington, pub- 
lished in this morning’s cian prt ec oe of this State, ESR re- 
marks made in the Senate, for political effect, and in seeking to create the im- 

that Democrats are now as bad as the Republicans were when in power 

n forcing contributions from Government officials for ore purposes,charged 
in substance that I, as postmaster of Chicago, by collusion with my law part- 
ner, have been engaged in making collections of post-office employés here for 
Democratic campaign purposes, 

Permit me to assure To Sen that this charge is wholly untrue. Senator 
CuLLom has evidently misled by the statement of some vicious and reck- 
less newspaper scribbler. Ihave had no connection whatever with the solici- 
tation of subscriptions or with paring oonieiaons from post-office or other 
Government employés, either for polii or other purposes. 


On the contrary I have been very careful, when spoken to post-office em- 
ployés in regard to the matter of campaign contributions, to inform them that 
they were under no obligations to make any such contributions: that if they 
contributed at all it must be voluntarily done on their part,and that whether 
they did so or not would make no difference whatsoever in respect to their 
treatment by or their relations to the postmaster, adding that they were free to 
act in regard to such matter just the same as if they were not ofice-holders, 
More than this, when inquired of,as I have repeatedly been, as to whether or 
not post-office officials here would contribute for campaign purposes, I have 
uniformly replied that that was a matter of their own free cheice; thatI could 
and would have nothing whatever to do with making collections or inducing 
any. subscriptions from such employés, and that [ could not permit post-office 
on 
office building. 

The only circumstance that affords any basis whatover for these allegations 
concerning myself,in connection with political subscriptions or collections, is 
this, that some time ago Mr. E. M. Phelps, of this city, the present Illinois mem- 
ber of the national Democratic committee, called on me and inquired what 
course I pursued in 1884, when I was the Illinois member of that committee, in 
the way of a pace Ny Seip OEEO toward the national committee campaign 
fund. I explained that several individuals assisted me in making solicitations, 
naming some of them, to whom I gave written authority for the purpose. He 
asked whom he could get to assist him. I replied that I did not knowany bet- 
ter than he. Just then Mr. E. B. Esher, with whom I have a limited arrange- 
ment asto law business (but who in reality has not been practicing for about 
three years, until within the last few weeks), came into the room in which Mr. 
Pheips and myself were in conversation, He retired within a few moments, 
when his name was barely mentioned in connection with the inquiries made 
by Mr. Phelps. Afterward it transpired tliat Mr. Phelps induced him to solicit 
subscriptions for the national Democratic committee, and still later it seems 
that he issued a few invitations to post-office employés to call at his office, and 
Ihave Jearned that he procured a few subscriptions from such employés, but 
only afew. This was done hen & without my genres <9 oreconsent. I have 
not been at the law office occupied by Mr. Esher for nearly three years (during 
allof which time I have attended strictly to post-office business), and I have 
no control whatever over Mr. Esher’s movements, nor am I in any way respon- 
sible for his conduct. He is a free man, and acted on his own responsibility 
and that of Mr. Phelps. 

However, after some criticism was made ina Republican newspaper in regard 
to solicitations being made by Mr. Esher, he voluntarily proposed to drop the 
whole matter, and being requested so to do by Mr. William Ritchie (with whom 
he also had some business arrangement) and by myself, he complied, and has 
cr he informs me, refused to make solicitations, or even to receive sub- 
scriptions. 

It may be added in this connection that Mr. Esher informs me that he ad- 
vised each and every post-office employé whom he approached in asking sub- 
scriptions that the postmaster knew and would know nothing of the matter, 
and that it would make no difference whatever as to their standing as officials 
whether they contributed or not. j 

I have explained thus in detail in order that you may understand the entire 
situation, so as to be able,to refute the charges if it be needful soto do. 

Iam, with much respect, sincerely, yours, ete., 
S. CORNING JUDD, Postmaster 

P, 8,—I write to you in this matter because, according to the telegraphic dis- 
patches, you made some very appropriate remarks in the Senate on yesterday 
concerning Senator CULLOM’s statement, a J 

. C J. 


Hon, GEORGE G. VEST, 
United States Senator, Washington, D, C. 


Mr. VEST. Itis proper for me to state that I have no acquaintance 
with Mr. Judd, and I have had no communication with him except 
that letter. Afterreadingin the RECORD the statement of the reporter 
of the Chicago Tribune as to the manner in which he obtained what 
purports to be his information, after his admission that he deliberately 
lied to this man Esher, that he misrepresented his own character, thab 
he afterwards went in his proper character and then lied to him again 
by stating and making theimpression that he would not publish what 
had occurred in the morning, but says that he had already put it in 
type, and therefore he could very safely say that he would not publish 
it in the future, I was willing that the public should pass upon the 
credibility of that witness. 

I have simply to say in conclusion that if the postmaster at Chicago 
has violated the civil-service law, let the committee raised at the in- 
stance of the distinguished Senator from Maine [Mr. HALE], of which 
he is chairman, investigate that post-office, and if that man has been 
guilty of prostituting his official position for the purpose of blackmail- 
ing his employés, no Senator in this body will more cheerfully indorse 
his remoyal and his public disgrace. ‘ 

Mr. CULLOM. Mr. President, so far as the reference of the Sena- 
tor from Missouri to me again is concerned I have nothing more to say 
about it. He seems to have a kind of nightmare on that subject, and 
I am willing to let him rest there. 

As to the charges against Mr. McKee, I wish to say that I have 
known him for some time, and I recognize him as a gentleman of char- 
acter, a gentleman who strictly attends to his duties as charged upon 
him by the Senate; and if there is any Senator here who can point to 
a single instance where that gentleman has failed to discharge his duty 
in waiting upon the Senate and furnishing documents and what not, 
then I should like to have him do so. 

I undertake tosay that itis none of thé business of the Senate whether 
that gentleman saw proper to put in his odd hours, either during the 
day or at night; in preparing a book, even thongh that book may be in 
favor of protecting American labor and American industry. So far as 
I am concerned, I think he has done a good piece of work, and I think 
it will give some trouble to our Democratic friends to answer the ex- 
tracts that are taken from speeches made by honorable Senators and by 
Representatives in the other branch. That is all I have to say about 
Mr. McKee. 

Now, the Senator from Missouri comes back to the Chicago post- 
office, and he is tremendously exercised because, forsooth, the reporter 
of the Chicago Tribune happened to get a card and took advantage of 


cials to be approached for any such purpose while on duty or at the post-, 
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it, and went in there and found out what was going on in the office of 
the gentleman who happens to hold the post-office in Chicago, and un- 
covered the scheme that was carried on for the purpose of forcing out 
of the employés of the post-office there money to be handed over to the 
national committee to secure the re-election of the present President 
of the United States. 

The Senator is also tremendously exercised because of that long in- 
terview which was read from the Chicago Tribune, and pops, alee 
he would as lief think of haying Tom Paine preach to a isti 
congregation as to have a Republican interview introduced here in the 
Senate of the United States. 

I wish to give the Senator some Democratic literature. I suppose 
he will not charge that the Chicago Times is. a Republican or even a 
Mugwump paper. Ihave understood it to be time ont of mind not only 
a Democratic paper, but one of the very bitterest kind, like the post- 
master at Chicago. I have had the privilege of knowing that distin- 
guished gentleman a good many years. I know him personally. I 
knew him when he lived down in the country as a country Jawyer, and 
I knew him when he was one of the most venomous Copperheads that 
there was in the State of Illinois. Now, sir, I want an article from 
the Times read, and also one from the Chicago Globe, which is also a 
Democratic paper and indorsed as such by another Democratic paper 
in another State. 

The Chief Clerk read as follows: 


[Chicago Times, Friday, August 24, 1888.) 
ME. JUDD’S BLUNDER, 

The Times has been just and merciful to Mr. Postmaster Judd. When he has 
been wantonly assailed it has defended him. When his removal has been 
by interested parties it has pointed out the undesirability of such a course. But 
the Times has no words of apology or defense for the "s 
method of aiding the campaign fund of his party by violation of the spirit of 
the civil-service Jaw. In this matter the devil has been beaten around the 
stump. ‘The postmaster has tolerated the application of moral duress to em- 

loyés of the office in order to compel their contribution to campaign funds, 

nder these circumstances contributions are not voluntary. It is no excuse to 
plead that the practice was established under another administration. 

Mr, Judd’s zeal for his party outruns his sense of justice and fairness when 
he points out that the sand-bagging is so nicely calculated as not to offend 
fs Aa the letter of the law. The excuse is unworthy an official of Mr. Judd’s 
high character. 

TAKE IN HIS SIGN, 


In the daily law report the fact is recorded that a suit was commenced by 
Judd, Ritchie & Esher. Mr. Esher is the young man who, having occu a 
place in the Chicago post-office abolished as a sinecure, has been inin- 
terviewing employés of the post-office regarding their contribution tothe Dem- 
ocratic campaign fund. Mr. Esher is provided with a list of all employés and 
the salaries paid them, and is conducting the * important” business of fleecing 
them for party purposes. Mr. Judd explains this outrage with the remark that 
he has merely 2 nominal relation with Esher, who, having no relation to the 
public service, is not amenable under the law prohibiting assessments a 
civil servants for political purposes, If Mr. Judd has no connection with Mr. 
Esher let him take in his law en ie 

If the employés of the post-office wish to devote some portion of their slender 
salaries to campaign purposes a will have no difficulty in ascertaining the 
fact for themselves. and in finding the headquarters where such favors are re- 
eeived, The Esher persuasion office had better be shut up instanter. 

{Indorsement of the Globe as a Democratic paper. ] 
JUST £0, 

‘The Michigan Democrat says that he has “ no hesitation in commending the 
Chicago Globe fully and unsparingly, because,” he says: 

* This is the only genuine unalloyed Democratic paper in Chicago, and isthe 
paper Democrats like to get hold of. It is scholarly and fair, and is delivered 

n Sturgis for 12 cents per week.” 

It is delivered in all other places at the same price, which is less than one- 
halfits value. Because its Democracy is the very best quality that is found on 

ny market. There is nothing “snide” init. And this is the reason why it is 
“the paper that Democrats like to get hold of.” 


[The Chicago Globe, August 23, 1583.] 
A STUPID BLUNDER. 


. The civil-service-reform act of 1883 was not meant to be a sham. It was di- 
rected against the vicious practice of using the public service and servants as 
instrumentalities of partisan Aad Šhis was the central idea in which it 
opna Upon this basis it was advocated and enacted. It positively for- 
bade any assessments upon the stipends of puse servants, and made it a pun- 
ishable misdemeanor for any person being in the publie service to solicit or re- 
ceive even a perfectly voluntary contribution from another public servant. If 
it did not in terms forbid any public servant to make a vol contribution 
to party funds, it was because some squeamish legislators be! or pre- 
tended to believe, that such a prohibition would encroach upon the limits of 
personal liberty, But a voluntary contribution is one that is initiated by the 
volition of the contributor, and not by the suggestion of a party t that 
it is “a matter of importance” that a voluntary contribution be made. Any 
contribution made upon such a su; n the spirit and reason of the law for- 
bid; otherwise there is no restraint upon an easy evasion of it, which would 
stamp the act as a legislative cheat and fraud, i 

It is unfortunate, therefore, thatso indiscreet a K rogari as Mr. Edward B. Esher 
should have been authorized by any representative of the national Democratic 
committee to receive subscriptions to "campaign fund.” It is unfortunate 
because Mr, Esher stands (nominally, at all events) in a professional relation to 
Postmaster Judd, and because he was, until three or four months back, one of 
Mr. Judd's subordinates in the post-office of this city; and, more than all else, 
because he has shown a lack of judgment in sending m to employés in 
the public service requesting them to “call and see™ him “on a matter of im- 
portance,” the matter being a solicitation of a contribution from each of them 
to the party “campaign fund.” 

Conceding to him all the strength of his defensive plea that he is “ 
nobody,” that every person in the civil service who may receive his pecu- 
liar invitation to call and see him is at“ perfect liberty to give or not, as he 
may feel disposed,” and that he is making “this collection” (the words are 
given as his own) in a way different to that which was pursued by the Blaine 
party collectors four years ago, it still remains true that the proceeding is re- 
pugnant to the spirit and reason of the law, because it includes an attempt to 
make such collections from persons in the civil service, under a form of words 


which, though not a menace, is a suggestion to the mind of such persons of a 
risk that Seats be incurred by acting as they would have acted if thes had not 


received Mr. Esher’s invitation to call and see him “on a matter of impor- 


» 

The whole matter is reducible to asingle point. The proceeding of Mr. Esher 
is a solicitation by a party agent of *‘ voluntary contributions” to a party fand 
from attachés of the Divile service. Such a proceeding is offensive to the spirit 
and reason of the reform act. It is an offense, therefore, i the moral 
standard of the Democratic party. It isreprehensible, therefore, and should be 
discontinued by peremptory order at once, Its continuance certainly will do 
more harm than all the money that post-office clerks and letter-carriers may 
contribute can repair. the name of morality, liberty, and justice, the only 
solid bases of Democracy, let this blunder be stopped. 

Mr. CULLOM. Before the Senator talks any more about the Chi- 
cago post-office he had better consult with his Democratic friends in 
that city. That is all the advice I have to give him on that subject. 

Apropos to the articles which have been read in reference to the 
conduct of the public business in Chicago, I think a paragraph from 
the letter of acceptance of the Presidential nomination four years ago, 
written by the present President, ought to be put in the Recorp also 
as good doctrine, and also an extract from a speech by Judge Thurman, 
the Democratic candidate for Vice-President. I ask that they be read. 

The Chief Clerk read as follows: . 

[Mr. Cleveland’s letter of acceptance in 1834.] 

When we consider the patro of this great office, the allurements of power, 
the temptation to retain public place once gained, and, more than all, the avail- 
ability a party finds in an incumbent whom a horde of office-holders, with a 
zeal born of benefits received and fostered by the hope of favors yet to come, 
stand ready toaid with money and trained political service, we recognize in the 
eligibility of the President for re-election a most serious danger to that calm, 
Soopers; and intelligent action which must characterize government by thé 
people, 

[Thurman in 1872.] 

My friends, you will never have any genuine reform in the civil service until 
you adopt the one-term principle in reference to the Presidency, So long as 
the incumbent can hope for a second term he will use the immense patronage 
of the Government to procure his renomination and secure his re-election. 

Mr. PLUMB. I only want to makea remark or two about this mat- 
ter. The district attorney in Missouri, Mr. Benton, is fortunate in 
having a very powerfal advocate in the person of my friend the Sena- 
tor from that State. The Pennsylvania district attorney, Mr. Stone, 
did not have any such advocate, and the very natural result ensued 
that the President set out, like an old farmer going to mill with a peck 
of meal in one end of the bag and a stone in the other, and announced 
with a great flourish—whether he did it with or without a wink the 
Senator did not say—that he intended to make this a square thing be- 
tween the two parties, and having removed a Republican he was going 
to remove a Democrat. He ended it up by yielding to the blandish- 
ments of my friend from Missouri, by restoring Mr. Benton to office, 
but he did not perform that service for Mr. Stone. It is suggested by 
the Senator from Arkansas that Mr. Benton had made out a good case 
by showing that the charges against him were false. No one who 
knows the political faith of my friend from Missouri and the great 
eloquence with which he expresses Democratic sentiments can doubt 
that he made a case where Mr, Stone could not possibly make one. 

But, Mr. President, nobody cares anything about these matters in 
themselves. The Senator from Missouri did not object to Mr. McKee 
doing what he has done. He would not object to one of the employés 
of the Senate of the Democratic persuasion, of whom there are a num- 
ber, doing the same thing, as a matter of principle. The wrong with 
him is the fact that the Republicans are able to show the difference 
between Democratic professions and Democratic practice, and that is 
all there is of it. 

I do not care about the present Democratic candidate for President 
having given $10,000 to the Democratic campaign fund, coupled with 
the assurance of the person who is nearest to him that he has always 
done that thing ever since he has been a Democratic office-holder. I 
do not object to that. I do not object to it even if it is coupled with 
the insinuation from authoritative sources that that example should 
be followed by all the officials all over the country. But I do object 
to the sniveling and canting hypocrisy which accompanies this whole 
performance, That is what I object to, and that is the only Repub- 
lican objection to it. It is because this Administration pretends tobe 
holier than any other administration has been; it is because it says it 
is not doing these very things whichitisdoing. ‘Thatis what we chal- 
lenge and that is the whole thing. 

The Senator from Missouri said the other day that he thanked the 
Lord he was not a Mugwump. He knows what that means. He 
knows the term is used to designate a class of people who believe in a 
non-partisan service, or claim so to believe; and therefore he means 
that he is not a civil-service reformer, and he means that he believes 
that ‘‘to the victors belong the spoils; and so when he comes in 
here and arraigns Mr. McKce for this book and gives it this advertise- 
ment, which but for him it would not have, he simply objects that the 
Republicans are doing that which he knows the Democrats are doing, 
and the point of his objection is that he knows the Democratic Admin- 
istration can be convicted of entire insincerity. That is the milk in 
the cocoa-nut. Nobody is deceived by all this outcry. The country 
knows it and thoroughly understands that this Administration while 
professing one thing has done another, and if it is condemned it will 


not be because it has turned out Republicansand put in Democrats, as 
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the Republican party expected it would do; but it is because, while it 
has pretended that it did not do it, it has been cleaning the service of 
* every Republican on whom it could put its hands. 

Mr. VEST. Mr. President, the Senator from Kansas certainly does 
me injustice when he says that I would not condemn a similar action 
on the of a Democratic employé on this side as that of which Mr. 
McKee has been guilty. I do not object to Mr. McKee putting in his 
odd hours in furnishing literature to the party of which he is no doubt 
an honest member; I do not object to his sitting up at nights and giv- 
ing his time to the political service of that organization; but I do ob- 
ject to his sending out to the people of the United States that partisan 
and unfair and false document with his official character stamped upon 
it, and if any Democratic employé of the Senate should do it I would 
vote to put him out of office, and I would demand it as a Democratic 
Senator. 

- I am a Democrat; I am proud of it; I could not be anything elseand 
never expect to be anything else; but Iam nota Mugwump, and I donot 
believe that ‘‘to the victors belong the spoils” inthe acceptation given 
to that phrase generally inthe partisan pressof the country. I believe 
that, other things being equal, a Democrat should be put in office un- 
der a Democratic administration and a Republican under a Republican 
administration; and I would as soon put the soldiers of another army 
on my picket-line as to expect Republicans to guard well the interests 
of the Democratic party when in office. 

The Senator says that this Administration has professed one thing 
and done another. Mr. President, I wash no dirty linenin public. I 
am loyal to my party and its convictions, and I ask no quarter and 
give none. Iask no favors. Ifthe Republicans can beat us in this 
contest fairly, no man will accept the result in a more manly spirit 
than myself; but I, for one, shall leave nothing undone that a gentle- 
man can do to defeat them, and when the administration into 
other hands, if it does, I shall not be found whining and asking favors 
and soliciting alms from a Republican administration. I will do, as 
I have always done, accept the fate of war honestly and fairly, and 
with such equanimity as my temperament will admit. But I deny 
that this Administration has acted upon the principle that ‘‘to the 
victors belong the spoils.” 

Sir, to-day the ba recat in this city outside the classified service 
are filled with Republicans. To-day in the Treasury Department out- 
side of the classified service, $248, 000is paid to Republicans and $206,- 
000 to Democrats. All over this country to-day Republicans are in 
office outside of the classified civil service and inside of that service. 
There are not in the Departments here, out of two thousand employés 
in some of them, two dozen Democrats. When I go to-day into a bu- 
reau of some of these Departments to see the head ofit, who is a Dem- 
ocrat, Iam compelled to whisper to him for fear the Republican clerks 
shall hear what I say in regard to my party and in regard to its inter- 
ests; yet that Senator tells us that this Administration has acted upon 
the principle that ‘‘to the victors belong the spoils !’’ 

Mr. PL . Allow me to ask the Senator a question which will 
enable him to draw a still finer distinction than he has drawn. What 
business has he to be talking about the Democratic and Demo- 
cratic interests to the head of a bureau in office hours? It seems that 
that discounts Mr. McKee very considerably. 

Mr. VEST. When I go to the head of a bureau in regard to an ap- 
pointment in that bureau, I do not choose to take into my confidence 
the clerical force of that entire bureau when I know perfectly well that 
they belong to the opposite party. The civil-service law, which I am 
sorry to say I voted for after voting for amendments which would have 
put it upon a just and equitable basis, putting in one-half Democrats 
and one-half Republicans, retained in office the entire corps of old 
moss-backed radical officials who have been assessed year after year to 
furnish the campaign fund of the Republican party; and they are in 
Office to-day, holding office to-day, and if Cleveland is defeated a shout 
of exultation will go up from the office-holders in this city such as has 
never been heard before except from the throats of a great army in the 
hour of a victory. They are receiving their salaries under a Demo- 
cratic administration and praying day and night for its defeat; and yet 
we are told that the doctrine that ‘‘to the victors belong the spoils” 
has obtained under this Administration againstits pretensions. Why, 
Mr. President, when I think of the condition of the public service of 
this country to-day, so far as patronage is concerned under a Democratic 
administration, I am inclined always to refer to that historic expres- 
sion of Lord Clive when arraigned before the House of Lords in Eng- 
land on the charge that he had, when governor-general of India, taken 
from the native princes largesses to a considerable amount after he had 
overthrown with the English troops their territories, when he broke 
forth spontaneously with the honest exclamation ‘‘ By God, gentlemen, 
I wonder at my own moderation !” 

„Mr. PLUMB. ‘The Senator certainly does not apply that remark to 


If, 

Mr. VEST. Iapply it to the fact that we have permitted Repub- 
licans to remain in office all over this country from one end of itto the 
other, and the return we get is taunts and abuse such as we have had 
to-day from the Senator from Kansas. We are told, ‘‘ Oh, yes, all 


this is a fraud and asham anda pretense,’’ when the bureaus are filled 
with Republicans; when inthe Treasury Department alone forty thou- 
sand odd doilars more are drawnin the way of salaries by Republicans 
outside of the classified service than by Democrats four years after 
the Administration has gone into power. When Mr. Cleveland has 
subjected himself to the criticism of his own party and to the assaults 
of the opposite y, and has attempted honestly and fairly to carry 
out what he believes to be the spirit and essence of the law and regu- 
lations of the civil service, he is repaid by such attacks as we have , 
heard in this Chamber to-day. 

Since the Senator from Illinois has been reading newspaper extracts, 
which he says come from Democratic papers, I must confess that the 
condition of newspapers in the city of Chicago is such that I have never 
been able to tell a Republican newspaper therefrom a Democratic paper. 
I am in that sort of nebulous condition that if I were called upon to 
pick out a Democratic paper in Chicago I could not do it, even if I were 
upon oath. But the Senator read from the Chicago Times. I go to the 
official authority on newspapers, which is the American Newspaper 
Directory for 1887, and I find that the Times is put down there: *‘The 
Times; every morning and weekly, Wednesday; Independent.’’ 

Mr. PLUMB. But it is supporting Mr. Cleveland. 

Mr. VEST. Yes, Mr. President, and so is George William Curtis sup- 
porting him, but I take it he would consider it a personal insult to be 
called a Democrat. The logic of my friend from Kansas is defective 
when applied to results. The New York Times is supporting Mr. 
Cleveland. For me to go into the arcana of these newspaper offices 
and find out the personal and political motives which control their 
action would be to expect me to perform a feat far above the average 
of any mortal man. All I know is that the statement made by the 
Senator from Kansas that this Administration has acted upon the prin- 
ciple that ‘‘to the victors belong the spoils” is contradicted in every 
State and in every Congressional district of this broad land; and that 
is all I propose to say upon that. 

Mr. PLUMB. Onlyaword. The Senator from Missouri very care- 
fully avoided any expression as to what had been going on outside of 
the city of Washington, but it has been the constant claim of the Demo- 
cratic party to show how merciful they have been, though I never heard 
any one before praise that party for restraining themselves like Lord 
Clive, that they did not turn upside down the Departments in Wash- 
ington. During the twenty-odd years of Republican administration 
those Departments had come to be filled by pone who were to a very 
large extent no more Republicans, or I might say no more Democrats 
than if nosuch parties existed. In addition to that, plenty of Senators 
on the other side of the Chamber and plenty of members of that party 
serving in the House of Representatives found ways to get men of their 
own political faith intoplace under Republican administrations. I will 
venture to say that the number of persons in the Departments who are 
actively Republicans to-day and will vote the Republican ticket this 
year is less than the number of those people who would have voted the 
Democratic ticket under Mr. Arthur. 

But, notwithstanding, the President of the United States knew per- 
fectly well that he could not unchain the Democratic tiger for the first 
four years with entire safety; he had to some extent observed the pub- 
lic sentiment and was too sensible not to know that he could not break 
up the entire service during those four years and expect to be re-elected. 
In order to carry that on he had to keep in a very large proportion of 
Republicans. I say that without any special reflection upon the char- 
acter of Democratic employés, although if one or two Senators were 
present who are now absent I could mention some examples of persons 
whom they recommended to office who were obliged to be excluded 
from the public service because they could not write or speak the En- 
glish language correctly or anything near it. Therefore acertain reten- 
tion was necessary in the process of weeding out, but the process of 
weeding out has gone on until the Senator can now go to the head of 
every bureau without bringing himself into offensive contact with Re- 
publicans. But I would like to know what it is that has to be told 
privately to the head of a bureau in one of the Departments at Wash- 
ington. I would like to know the ground of complaint that the Sena- 
tor makes that he could not speak privately on party matters to the 
head of a bureau. I did not know before that these bureaus were here 
for the purpose of transacting private business. I supposed that they 
were here for the purpose of transacting public business, All that they 
have a right to transact goes upon the files, which are public property 
and open, under proper circumstances, to public inspection; and if the 
Senator goes there to speak privately about these things, he is doing 
that which, in my judgment, he has no business to do, and something 
which I think I can say that under former administrations was not 
done and was not necessary to be done. 

So the complaint after all is that the Senator is afraid to expose these 
private matters to the ears of public employés. But that is not the 
question. The question after all and what is now his objection is that 
men in the public service are performing duties, are transacting mat- 
ters that are pertinent to the opposite party. I thought at first when 
I saw the document the Senator exhibited this morning that Mr. Mc- 
Kee had been guilty of impropriety in identifying himself with it as 
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assistant librarian of the Senate, but that was disposed of ina measure | The Chief Clerk read as follows: 


when I considered that the Librarian of Congress publishes an al- 
manac. 

Mr. VEST. Nota partisan one. 

Mr. PLUMB. That does not make any difference. He publishes 
an almanac on the title-page of which he identifies himself as the Li- 
brarian of Congress for the purpose of giving circulation and currency 
and authenticity to the publication. That evidently was the purpose 
of Mr. McKee. He wanted to show that the publication was compiled 
under such auspices as could be relied upon as showing it to be cor- 
rect. 


But suppose the Speaker of the House of Representatives should, as 
he might properly do, publish a work on the tariff, a manual we will 
say, would he be likely to put his name on the title-page as JOHN GRIF- 
FIN CARLISLE, or would he add to it ‘‘Speaker of the House of Re 
resentatives?’’ Iam advised that he has just published an article in 
a magazine on that very subject, over his own name. The currency it 
gets grows out of his official position. 

Mr. VEST. I think the Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. DAWES] 
made that suggestion to the Senator from Kansas. Does the Senator 
from Kansas mean tosay that Mr. CARLISLE ever published in a mag- 
azine an article and signed himself ‘‘ Joun G. CARLISLE, Speaker of 
the House of Representatives ?”’ 

Mr. DAWES. There is no name, I think. 

Mr. VEST. That is a very different thing. 

Mr. PLUMB. But the currency it gets grows out of the fact that 
he is Speaker of the House of Representatives. It did not add anything 
in his case because he was a well-known man, but he might properly 
have put thaton the title-page of the book, and Mr. ROGER Q. MILLS 
might‘ advertise himself while he is doing partisan service running 

` around the country and being introduced to his audiences no doubt as 
being chairman of the Committee on Ways and Means of the House of 
Representatives, and his speeches get currency as sach. 

But, Mr. President, this Administration soon tiredof its virtue. It 
is thoroughly understood, and it is susceptible of proof, that clerks have 
been detailed in the Pension Office to write vindications for publica- 
tion of the President’s vetoes. The head of that bureau himself, ac- 
cording to a charge which has been made and I believe truly, certainly 
not denied, has spent more than one-half of the last year away from his 
duties perambulating around the country. ‘The Commissioner of the 
General Land Office has had prepared and put in circulation a docu- 
ment bearing his official signature, containing, as I think, the grossest 
possible falsehood. Of that I do not complain, however. Over his 
official signature there has been printed at Government expense a cir- 
cular as a Democratic campaign document, a statement in regard to the 
lands recovered to the public domain by this Administration. It is 
signed **S, M. Stockslager, Commissioner of the General Land Office,’? 
If it were not that I may have occasion to doit some days later, Ishould 
read now that circular for the purpose of showing that at the Govern- 
ment expense a document of that kind is being circulated. 

It is just as well to have a fair understanding about these matters. 
Within a certain limitation these things have always been done, but it 
is not for a Democratic administration, that treats the public service 
not like a public trust but like a private snap, to complain at this late 
hour with no greater foundation than that which the Senator from Mis- 
souri has been able to find. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
sideration of the resolution ? 

Mr. PLUMB, Let it go over, Mr. President. x 

The PRESIDENT protempore. The resolution will lie over until to- 
morrow and be printed. 


EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATION, 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate a letter of the 
Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting schedules of claims allowed by 
the Auditor of the Treasury for the Post-Office Department since the 
allowance of those embraced in House Executive Document No. 31, of 
the present session, on account of compensation of postmasters read- 
justed under the act of March 3, 1883. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The communication will lie on the 
table. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Letit be referred to the Committee on Appro- 
priations and printed. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. That reference will be made. Does 
the Senator desire that the document be .printed? The exhibits are 
voluminous. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Itisjustalistofnames. Itisa document which 
is generally printed. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The order to print will be made, if 
there be no objection. 


~ PERSONAL EXPLANATION—CANADIAN HAY CLAIMS. 


Mr. HOAR. Iask the attention of the Senate for a moment. Ire- 
ceived some six or eight weeks ago a letter which I send to the desk 
and desire the Secretary to read. 


Is there objection to the present con- 
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Sr. JOHN’S, Province or QUEBEC, CANADA, August 2, 1888, 


How. Sm: The inclosed document, whieh I take the liberty of mailing you, 
speaks for itself. In these times of agitation on matters concerning the United 
States and England and English colonies, would it not be a propitious one to 
bring these hay cla forward? A settlement has been attempted several 
times, but to no avail. Hon. Mr. Fairchild knows all the points of the case 
and he can furnish you all required information. It is a just reclamation, an 
if you can get it paid I can assure you that the support I could get from Cana- 
dians in the United States in favor of your pan in the coming election would 
be felt. You can also name your conditions. The amount involved is about 
$1,000,000, and claimants whom I control are willing to make a good allowance 
for the trouble and work necessary. 

Yours, truly, 


Hon, Senator Hoar, Washington, D, C. 


Mr. HOAR, Mr. President, I suppose every person in the Senate 
receives occasionally letters of that sort from men who are ignorant as 
they are base, and probably treats them with silentcontempt. Ishould 
have done the same. I dislike very much to do anything that seems 
like an exhibition of virtue on such a subject; but it has occurred to 
me that the character of the claim made it probable that the man who 
wrote this letter might be imposing upon the confidence of a considera- 
ble number of poor persons; and therefore, on consultation with two or 
three experienced members of the Senate, the Senator from Vermont 
(Mr. EDMUNDS] among the rest, I thought it was bestto make inquiry 
into the character of the writer; and I have learned that he is a person 
widely known in Canada, where he lived, formerly a candidate for the 
Canadian Parliament, very nearly elected, a man of considerable in- 
telligence and good address. It has seemed to me, therefore, proper 
that the communication should be put on the files of the Senate, so that 
if these claims are ever pressed they should be attended with the his- 
tory of this corrupt effort on the part of the man who has them in 
charge. 

I move that the letter be put upon the files of the Senate. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Massachusetts 
asks—— 

Mr. RIDDLEBERGER. I should like to hear thatletter read again. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It will be read again if the Senator 
desires. 

The Chief Clerk read the letter. 

Mr. RIDDLEBERGER. Before that—— 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator will pardon the Chair 
one moment. Under the rules of the Senate the Chair thinks this 
communication, being signed by a subject of a foreign power and not 
transmitted by the President of the United States, can not be placed 
on the files of the Senate. 

Mr. RIDDLEBERGER. I merely wish to state, before that paper is 
placed upon the files of the Senate, that I read this morning in a num- 
ber of newspapers that this trans-Atlantic policy, as it was called, was 
one that England did not propose to indorse, and among other sugges- 
tions was one that behind Canada were English gunboats. I wantto 
reply to that from the United States Senate that we have men behind 
our guns and no slaves and no subjects. 

Mr. HOAR. This is not presented as a petition to the Senate; itis 
a private letter to me; and it seems to me that by unanimous consent 
the Senate may order it to be put on file. Ithink the original docu- 
ment ought to be where it can be referred to and not kept in my cus- 
tody when the claims are presented in two or three years. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. ` The rule on the subject will be read. 

The Chief Clerk read the following clause from the fourth paragraph 
of Rule VII: 

But no petition or memorial or other paper signed by citizens or subjects of a 
foreign power shall be received, unless the same be transmitted to the Senate by 
the President. 

Mr. HOAR. I ask unanimous consent that that be waived. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Massachusetts 
asks unanimous consent that the rule may be suspended and that this 
paper may be placed on the files of the Senate. The Chair hears no 
objection. 


CHAS. ARPIN. 


PRINTING OF FISHERIES TREATY DEBATE, 


Mr. BUTLER submitted the following resolution, which was referred 
to the Committee on Printing: 


Resolved, That 10,000 copies of the debates and proceedings on the fisheries 
treaty, together with the message of the President transmitting the same to 
Congress, and the reports of the majority and minority of the Committee on 
Foreign Relations be printed for the use of Congress. 


JOHN WILLIAMS. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. If there be no further morning busi- 
ness, the first bill on the Calendar under Rule VIII will be stated. 

The bill (S. 1508) for the relief of John Williams was announced as 
first in order. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Claims with an amend- 
ment. 

Mr. DOLPH. Let that bill go over. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill will be passed over to the 
Calendar, under Rule IX. 
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A. ©. BRADFORD. 


The bill (H. R. 649) for the relief of A. C. Bradford was considered 
as in Committee of the Whole. 

It provides for the payment to A. C. Bradford, late a judge of the 
thirteenth judicial district in the State of California, of $487.55, which 
sum was assessed as the income tax and was collected from and paid 
by him to the Government of the United States upon his salary as dis- 
trict judge for the years 1868 and 1869, such tax having been declared 
ea and unconstitutional by the Supreme Court of the United 

tes, 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


HOG ISLAND LIGHT-HOUSE, VIRGINIA. 


The bill (H. R. 5700) to facilitate the transportation of life-saving 
and light-house supplies at Hog Island, Virginia, was considered as in 
Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was from the Committee on Commerce with an 
amendment to add at the end of the bill the following: 

And for the purposes of this act the sum of $5,000, orso much thereof as may 
be necessary, h hereby appropriated out of any money in the Treasury not 
otherwise appropriated. 

So as to make the bill read: 


That there be erected at the landing near the Hog Island se EERS in Vir- 
ginia, a wharf, and that a road from the same to the said light-house and life- 
saving station be built, to facilitate the transportation of supplies: Provided, 
‘That the same shall not cost more than $5,000; and for the ng laenge of this act 
the sum of $5,000, or so much thereof as may be necessary, is hereby appropri- 
ated out of any money in the Treasury not otherwise appropriated. 


_The amendment was agreed to. 
The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amendment 
was concurred in. 
The amendment was ordered to be engrossed and the bill to be read 
a third time. 
The bill was read the third time, and passed. 
F. 0. SAINT CLAIR. 


The bill (H. R. 109) to refund to Dr. F. O. Saint Clair $97.80, duties 
on a monument to the memory of Francis J. Townshend, late of the 
United States Navy, was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported to the Senate, ordered to a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 

NICHOLAS J. BIGLEY. 


The bill (S. 3074) for the relief of Nicholas J. Bigley was considered 
as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Claims with amend- 
ments, in line 6, before the word ‘‘thousand,”’ to strike out ‘‘ forty- 
two’? and insert ‘‘twenty-one;’’ in the same line, after “thousand,’’ 
tostrike out ‘‘six’’ and insert ‘* two;’’ in line 7, after the word ‘‘ cents,’’ 
to strike out ‘‘ being for four sunk and destroyed worth $1,600 
each,’ and insert ‘* being for;’’ in line 11, after the word ‘‘cents,’’ to 
insert ‘‘lost or destroyed;’’ and in the same line to strike out ‘‘and the 
value of the tow-boat Hercules, $15,000;’’ so as to make the bill read: 

‘That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and he is hereby, authorized and di- 
rected to pay Nicholas J. Bigley, out of any money in the Treasury not other- 
wise appropriated, the sum of $21,211.50, being for 70,638 bushels of coal of the 
value ‘Of $21. 211.50, lost or destroyed, as found by the Court of Claims. 

The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amendments 
were concurred in. 

- The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the 
third time, and passed. 
JOSEPH R. WHITE. 

The bill (H. R. 988) for the relief of Joseph R. White was consid- 
ered as in Committee of the Whole. It provides for the payment to 
Joseph R. White of $299.23 to settle his claim for pay and allowances 
while serving in the United States Army as a private in Company K, 
One hundredth Pennsylvania Volunteers. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


PAY OF ARMY—BONDS OF DISBURSING OFFICERS. 


- ‘The bill (H. R. 8873) in relation to bonds of disbursing or other ofi- 

cers and to monthly payments of the Army was considered as in Com- 
mittee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Military Affairs with 
an amendment, in section 1, to strike out: 

That the Secretary of War may accept a personal bond, or the bond of an in- 
corporated guaranty company, or both, for the faithful d of the duties 
of any disbursing officer or other officer of the Army,and such bond shall bein 


lieu of former bonds of such officer in respect to liabilities accruing subsequent 
to date of approval of said bond. 


And insert in lien thereof: 

That, for the faithful discharge of the duties of any disbursing officer or other 
officer of the Army, the Secretary of War may accept, as a surety or sureties on 
the bond of such officer, an incorporated guaranty company, or may 80 accept 
individuals or both, and such-bond shall be in lieu of former bonds of such om- 
Fel ja respect to liabilities accruing subsequent to the date of approval of said 

nd. 


So as to make the bill read: 


That, for the faithful discharge of the duties of any disbursing officer or other 
officer of the Army, the Secretary of War may accept, as a surety or sureties on 
the bond of such officer, an incorporated guaranty company, or may so acce 
individuals or both, and such bond shall be in lieu of former bonds of such ofli- 
os oy respect to liabilities accruing subsequent to the date of approval of said 

n 
Sec. 2. That the Army shall hereafter be paid monthly, whenever the Scere- 
tary of War shall in his discretion so direct. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amendment 
was concurred in. 

The amendment was ordered to be engrossed and the bill to be read 
a third time. 

The bill was read the third time, and passed. 

JAMES AND WILLIAM CROOKS. 

The bill (S. 948) for the relief of James and William Crooks, of 

was announced as next in order. 

Mr. COCKRELL. That had better be passed over. It involves a 
question of very considerable importance. 

The PRESIDENT pro-tempore. The bill will be passed over to the 
Calendar under Rule IX. 

LIGHT-SHIP AT SANDY HOOK. 

The bill (H. R. 8855) for the establishment of a light-ship with a 
steam fog-signal at Sandy Hook, New York Harbor, was considered as 
in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Commerce with ‘an 
amendment in line 4, after the word ‘‘fog-signal,’’ to strike out ‘‘ the 
entire cost of which shall not exceed the sum of $60,000,” and insert 
“and the sum of $60,000, or so much thereof as may be necessary, is 
hereby appropriated therefor, out of any moneys in the Treasury not 
otherwise appropriated; so as to make the bill read: 

That there be established off Sandy Hook, entrance to New York Harbor, a 
new light-ship withasteam fog-signal. and the sum of $60,000, or so much thereot 
as may be necessary, is hereby appropriated therefor, out of any moneys in the 
TA not otherwise appropriated: Provided, That the construction of said 
ligh shall be let after advertisement to the lowest responsible bidder, and 
shall be built in American ship-yards. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amendment 
was concurred in. 

The amendment was ordered to be engrossed and the bill to be read 
a third time. : A 

The bill was read the third time, and passed. 

LIGHTS AT SAN DIEGO BAY, CALIFORNIA, 
The bill (H. R. 1228) for establishing light or lights and a fog-signal 


at or near Ballast Point, entrance to San Diego Bay, California, was con-, 


sidered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Commerce with an 
amendment, in line 4, after the word ‘‘ California,” to strike out: 

At a cost not to exceed $25,000. 

And insert: - 

And the sum of $25,000, or so much thereof as may be necessary, is hereby ap- 
propriated therefor out of any moneys in the Treasury not otherwise appro- 
priated. 


So as to make the bill read: 

That light or Ngais and a fog-signal be established on or near Ballast Point, 
entrance to San Diego Bay, California, and the sum of $25, or 80 much 
thereof as may be necessary, is hereby appropriated therefor out of any moneys 
in the Treasury not otherwise appropriated. : 

The amendment was agreed to. . 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ment was concurred in. 

The amendment was ordered to be engrossed and the bill to be 
a third time. . . 

The bill was read the third time, and passed. 

SACRAMENTO AND SAN JOAQUIN RIVERS. 

The bill (H. R. 1239) to extend the jurisdiction of the Light-House 
Board to the Sacramento and San Joaquin Rivers, California, was con- 
sidered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Commerce with an 
amendment, in line 14, after the word ‘‘permanent,’’ to strike out: 
ae entire cost of which, including the leasing of sites, shall not exceed $15,- 


And to insert: 

And the sum of $15,000, or so much thereof as may be necessary, is hereby ap- 
Propet therefor out of any moneys in the Treasury not otherwise appropri- 
ated. 


So as to make the bill read: 


That the jurisdiction of the Light-House Board is hereby extended to the Sac- 
ramento and San Joaquin Rivers, in the State of California, for the establish- 
ment of such beacon-lights, beacons, and buoys as may be necessary for the use 
of vessels na’ ose streams, and the esta! ent of such lights on 
those rivers as ma found necessary Ker ap board is hereby authorized: 
Provided, tno on shall be established on any site until cession of ju- 
risdiction over the same has been made to the United States; and the said board 
is also authorized to lease the necessary ground for all such beacons as are used 
to point out chan; e channels, and which in consequence can not be made 

anent; and the sum of $15,000, or so much thereof as may be necessary, is 
ereby appropriated therefor out of any moneys in the Treasury not otherwise 
appropriated, 
The amendment was agreed to. 
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The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amendment 
was con in. 

The amendment was ordered to be engrossed and the bill to be read 
a third time. 

The bill was read the third time, and passed. 

LIGHT-HOUSE AT TANGIER ISLAND. 

The bill (H. R. 8750) for the establishmentof a light-house at or near 
Tangier Island, Chesapeake Bay, was considered as in Committee of 
the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Commerce with an 
amendment, which was, in line 4, after the word ‘ Bay,” to strike 
out the words ‘tata cost not to exceed $25,000” and insert in lieu 
thereof the words ‘‘and the sum of $25,000, or so much thereof as may 
be necessary, is hereby appropriated therefor, out of any moneys in the 
Treasury not otherwise appropriated;’’ so as to make the bill read: 

That a light-house be established at or near Tangier Island, Chesapeake Bay, 
and the sum of $25,000, or so much thereof as may be necessary, is hereby ap- 
aa therefor, out of any moneys in the Treasury not oiherwise appro- 

‘The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amendment 
was concurred in. 

The amendment was ordered to be engrossed and the bill to be read 
a third time. 

The bill was read the third time, and passed. 

LIGHT AT OTTER CREEK. 

The bill (H. R. 5716) for establishing a light at the mouth of Otter 
Creek, Lake Champlain, was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Commerce with an 
amendment, which was, in line 4, after the word ‘‘ Vermont,’’ to strike 
out the words “at a cost not to exceed $1,000” and to insert in lieu 
thereof the words ‘‘and the sum of $1,000, or so much thereof as may 
be necessary, is hereby appropriated therefor, out of any moneys in the 
Treasury not dbtherwise appropriated;’’ so as to make the bill read: 


That a light be established at or near the mouth of Otter Creek, Lake Cham- 
plain, in the State of Vermont, and the sum of $1,000, or so much thereof as 
may be necessary, is hereby appropriated therefor, out of any moneys in the 
Treasury not otherwise appropriated. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported tothe Senate as amended, and the amendment 
was concurred in. 

The amendment was ordered to be engrossed and tke bill to be read 
a third time. 

The bill was read the third time, and passed. 

LIGHT-HOUSE NEAR BARNEGAT, N. J. 

The bill (H. R. 1641) for the erection of a light-house at or near a 

int about midway between Barnegat and Navesink lights, in the 
Etato of New Jersey, was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Commerce with an 
amendment, which was, in line 5, after ‘New Jersey,” to strike out 
the words “at a cost not toexceed $20,000” and insert in lien thereof 
the words ‘‘and the sum of $20,000, or so much thereof as may be nec- 
essary, is hereby appropriated therefor, out of any moneys in the Treas- 
ury not otherwise appropriated; so as to make the bill read: 


That a light-house be established on the Atlantic coast, at or near a point 
about midway between Barnegat and Navesink lights, is New Jersey, and the 
sum of $20,000, or so much thereof as may be necessary, is hereby Spectres 
therefor out of any moneys in the Teona? not otherwise approp: 


The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr, RIDDLEBERGER. Before these bills are adopted I should 
like to ask what committee they are reported from? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Committee on Commerce. 

Mr. RIDDLEBERGER. It strikes me we ought to have some state- 
ment from some member of that committee as to why we are thro 
away this amount of money. We have donenothingin the last twenty 
Sein ant but Tas bills distributing money without any reason whatever 

in 

Me PA MER. To relieve the mind of the Senator from Virginia 
I will state that all of these appropriations have been recommended 
by the Light-House Board and the Treasury Department, and they have 
been carefully considered by the Committee on Commerce and re- 
ported on favorably. The amendments to these House bills have been 
made so as to include the appropriations in the bills. 

Mr. RIDDLEBERGER. I should like the Senator to state if any 
of these bills emanated from the House of Representatives. 

Mr. PALMER. Allof them. I think if the Senator will take the 
Calendar he will see that they are all House bills. 

Mr. RIDDLEBERGER. The only change that appears to be made 
by the Senate committee is that the words ‘‘so much of the money as 
is necessary shall be appropriated” are inserted. 

ü Mr. PALMER. The limitation is changed to a positive appropria- 
on. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amendment 
was concurred in. 

The amendment was ordered to beengrossed and the bill to be read 
a third time. 

The bill was read the third time, and passed. 


LIGHT-HOUSE ON ROE ISLAND, CALIFORNIA. 


The bill (H. R. 1249) for establishing a light-house and fog-signal on 
Roe Island, Suisun Bay, California, was considered as in Committee 
of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Commerce with an 
amendment, in line 4, after the word ‘‘ California,’’ to strike out ‘‘at 
a cost not to exceed $10, 000,” and in lien thereof to insert: 


-And the sum of $10,000, or so much thereof as may be necessary, is hereby ap- 
propuieiog: therefor out of any moneys in the Treasury not otherwise appropri- 


So as to make the bill read: 
‘That a light-house and fog-signal be established on Roe Island, Suisun Bay, 
ifornia, and the sum of $10,000, or so much thereof as may be. necessary, is 

hereby appropriated therefor out of any moneys in the Treasury not otherwise 
approp: 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ment was concurred in. 

The amendment was ordered to be engrossed and the bill to be read 
a third time. 

The bill was read the third time, and passed. 

LIGHT-HOUSE AT GREAT WICOMICO RIVER. 


The bill (H. R. 1912) for the establishment of a light-house at the 
mouth of Great Wicomico River, Virginia, was considered as in Com- 
mittee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Commerce with an 
amendment, in line 4, to strike out ‘‘at a cost not exceeding $25,000 ”’ 
and in lieu thereof to insert ‘‘and the sum of $25,000, or so much 
thereof as may be necessary, is hereby appropriated therefor out of any 
moneys in the Treasury not otherwise appropriated;’’ so as to make 
the bill read: 

That a light-house be established at or near the mouth of Great Wicomico 
— Virginia, and the sum of $25,000, or so much thereof as may be necessary, 

is hereby appropriated therefor out of any moneys in the Treasury not other- 
wise appropriated. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ment was concurred in. 

The amendment was ordered to be engrossed and the bill to be read 
a third time. 

The bill was read the third time, and passed. 


CONFERENCE ON LIGHT-HOUSE BILLS. 

Mr. PALMER. I move that the Senate ask for a conference on the 
disagreeing votes on the amendments of the Senate to House bills 8855, 
1228, 1239, 8750, 5716, 1641, 1249, and 1912—the bills that have just 
been passed. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. If there be no objection, in each of 
those cases—— 

Mr. RIDDLEBERGER, I should like to hear the titles of those 
ar read. I donot know them by their numbers. Let the titles be 


The Chief Clerk read as follows: 


A bill (H. R.8855) Tor the establishmentof a light-ship witha steam fog-signalnt 
Sand Se New York Harbor. 

A bill (H. R. 1228) for establishing light or lights and a fog-signal at or near 
Ballast Point, entrance to San Di Bay, California. 

A bill (H. R. 1239) to extend the urisdiction oft the Light-House Board to the 
Sacramento and San Joaquin Rivers, 

A bill EE Eo) = Sod establishment of of a light-house at or near Tangier 


d, Chesapeake 
A bi (H R. 5716) vee ‘stablishing a light at the mouth of Otter Creek, Lake 


A bill (H. cone Pe for the siey ofa Be Ache at or near a point about 
bay between Barnegat and Navesink lights, in the State of New Jersey. 
ee R. Hiri for r establishing s light-house and fog-signal on Roe Island, 


Satsun Ke 

A bill (H. AET mi T the establishment of a light-house at the mouth of Great 
Wicomico River, Virginia. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. These bills of the House of Repre- 
sentatives having been passed with amendments, an order will be en- 
tered in each case for a committee of conference with the House of 
Representatives on the bills and amendments. 

By unanimous consent, the President pro tempore was authorized to 
appoint the conferees on the part of the Senate; and Mr. PALMER, Mr. 
DoLPH, and Mr. VEST were appointed. 

Mr. MITCHELL. Have all those bills passed from the control ot 
the Senate? . 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. They have not. 

Mr. MITCHELL. Te they have not, I should like to offer an amend- 
ment to one of the bills providing for light-houses. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. ‘The Senator has not indicated the 
bill which he desires to amend. 
` Mr. MITCHELL. Any one of them providing for a light-house; I 
do not care which. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
House bill 1912. 

Mr. MITCHELL. I move to amend that bill, then. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The vote by which the bill was 
passed will be reconsidered, if there be no objection, and also the vote 


The last Order of Business is 1983, 
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ordering the bill to a third reading. The Senator offers an amend- 
ment. 

Mr. MITCHELL. I offer the body of Senate bill 3280 as an amend- 
ment, to provide for the construction of a light-house at Heceta Head, 
Siuslaw River, Oregon. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment will be read. 
ae CHIEF CLERK. It is proposed as an amendment to add the fol- 
wing: 


That the sum of $80,000 be, and the same is hereby, appropriated, out of any 
moneys in the Treasury not otherwise appropriated, for the purchase of a site 
and the eonstruction of a first-order coast light-house at Heceta Head, Siuslaw 
River, Oregon. 

The amendment was agreed to. . 
sf Mr. MITCHELL. I also offer as a further amendment to that 

M 

Mr. COCKRELL. I want some explanation about that amendment 
before it is to. I shall have to object to the consideration of 
the bill if everything every Senator wants is to be tacked on to it. 

Mr. MITCHELL. The amendment is a precise copy of a bill that 
has been favorably reported from the Committee on Commerce and is 
on the Calendar. 

Mr. COCKRELL, Where is it on the Calendar? 

Mr. MITCHELL. It is Order of Business 2040. It was recom- 
mended as an indispensable light by the Light-House Board and was 
reported by the Committee on Commerce. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore, Final action has not yet been taken 
on the amendment proposed by the Senator from Oregon, which is an 
amendment to the amendment, the Chair understands. 

Mr. PALMER. Isee noobjectiontothat. Itis customary to amend 
House bills by appending Senate bills, and this is one of those cases, I 
think. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment as amended and as 
proposed to Order of Business 1983, House bill 1912, is agreed to in 
the Senate. 

Mr. MITCHELL. I farther move to amend the same bill by attach- 
ing to it as an amendment the body of Senate bill 3237, Order of Busi- 


ness 2038. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment will be read. 
The Cuter CLERK. It is proposed to add as an amendment the fol- 


lowing: 

That the sum of $60,000 be, and the same is hereby, appropriated, out of any 
money in the Treasury not otherwise appropriated, for the establishment of a 
light-ship, to be provided with fog-signal apparatus, outside of the bar of the 
Columbia River on the Pacific coast. 

Mr. MITCHELL. Iwill state that this is also strongly recommended 
by the Light-House Board, and a bill of similar purport has been re- 
ported unanimously from the Committee on Commerce and is now on 
the Calendar. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Where is that on the Calendar? 

Mr. MITCHELL, Order of Business 2038. 

Mr. PALMER. I will suggest that the report on that bill be read. 

Mr. BECK. Let the recommendations of the Light-House Board be 
read. What is the date of it? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. There is no report. 

Mr. MITCHELL. The Light-House Board recommends it. 

Mr. BECK. When? 

Mr. MITCHELL, At this session of Congress. 

Mr. BECK. There have been a great many recommendations this 
session purporting to be from the Light-House Board, but I think gen- 
erally by their secretary. It seems to be a very easy thing to obtain 
from him a recommendation ofanything. I doubt whether the Light- 
House Board knows much about it. The date of the letter will indi- 
cate. Ifitisin the regular estimates of the Light-House Board I should 
have a great deal more faith in it than if it came in subsequently. 

Mr. PALMER. I will state in regard to that, that the recommenda- 
tion is under the signature of the Secretary of the Treasury and we have 
the right to infer that it passed under the inspection of the proper offi- 
cers, whether done by secretaries, clerks, or whoever. I suppose the 
mere manual labor was done by the clerks. ` 

Mr. BECK. The moment we get the date of the recommendation 
that will show for itself. Then I shall desire to make a remark. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The hour of2 o’clock having arrived 
the unfinished business is in order; but first the Chair will present 
House bills for reference. ‘ 


HOUSE BILLS REFERRED. 


The following bills, received from the House of Representatives, were 
severally read twice by their titles, and referred to the Committee on 
Pensions: 

A bill (H. R. 8) to restore Mrs. R.S. Horton upon the pension-rolls; 

A bill (H. R. 508) granting a pension to Sarah F. Hawkins; 

A bill (H. R. 2566) for the relief of Phillip Kopplin; 

A bill (H. R. 3504) for the relief of John German; 

A bill (H. R. 3801) granting a pension to Nelson J. Crook; 

A bill (H. R. 4820) granting a pension to Ellen Kelly; 

4 bill (H. R. 6022) granting a pension to Smith Bodkins; 


ĖS a SS 


to increase the pension of Sylvester Stearns; 

A bill (H. R. 8748) to increase the pension of Richard Jobes; 

A bill (H. R. 8993) for the relief of Shadrack W. Brown; 

A bill fog R. 10106) to place the name of Matilda Spangler on the 

on-roll; 

A bill (H. R. 10224) granting a pension to Elias H. Hall; 

A bill (H. R. 10256) to place the name of Lucy Wagor, of Hills- 
dale, Mich., on the pension-roll; 

A bill (H, R. 10258) to place the name of Cyrus Millins, of Ogden 
Centre, Mich., on the pension-roll; A 

A bill (H. R. 10504) granting a pension to Mary Hooper; 

A bill (H. R. 10856) for pension for Eliza N. Aiken; 

“ bill (H. R. 11021) to increase the pension of Charles Hahneman; 
an 

A bill (H. R. 11057) granting a pension to Margaret Gray. 

The following bills were read twice by their titles, and referred to 
the Committee on the Judiciary: 

A bill (H. R. 10621) for the removal of the political disabilities of 
John H. Parker, of Virginia; and 

A bill (H. R. 11197) for the removal of the political disabilities of 
Henry A. Ramsay. 


A bill R. sas) 


AID TO COMMON SCHOOLS. 
On motion of Mr. BLAIR, it was 
Ordered, That the bill (S. 371) to aid in the establishment and temporary sup- 
port of common schools be reprinted. 
ADMISSION OF WASHINGTON. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair lays before the Senate 
the unfinished business, being the bill (S. 12) to provide for the forma- 
tion and admission into the Union of the State of Washington, and for 
other purposes. 

Mr. MITCHELL, I ask the Senator from Nevada to give way. 

Mr. STEWART. I can not give way. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The pending question is on the 
amendment proposed by the Senator from Illinois [Mr. CULLOM] to 
the substitute reported by the Committee on Territories, which has 
been read. 

Mr..PLATT. Mr. President, the Senator from Illinois. [Mr. CUL- 
LOM] does not appear to be in his seat and I have sent for him, I 
wish, however, to say—and I might as well say it while he is absent— 
that I can not vote for the amendment of the Committee on Territories, _ 
and I shall vote for the amendment of the Senator from Illinois; and 
in deciding so to vote I do not settle in my own mind the question 
whether the Pan-Handle of Idaho, as it is called, should finally be an- 
nexed to what constitutes the Territory of Washington or-not, Ata 
previous session of Congress I reported in favor of a bill for the admis- 
sion of Washington Territory, which included in the proposed State 
this northern portion of Idaho Territory. I did so then, being a mem- 
ber of the Committee on Territories having charge of that measure, 
believing from the evidence before the committee that it was the desire 
of the people of Northern Idaho to beattached to Washington Territory 
when that Territory should become a State, and that there was such a 
natural barrier between the northern and southern portions of Idaho 
as made it practically impossible for those two sections of that Terri- 
tory ever to have very definite relations with each other. When this 
matter was first agitated that seemed to be the almost universal senti- 
ment of the peoplein Northern Idaho. A few residents of Cœur d’ Alene 
County were disposed to go to Montana; but I think it is fair to say 
that when the question was first agitated the inhabitants ¿f Northern 
Idaho felt that there was never to be any such connection between 
Northern and Southern Idaho as would give them the opportunity of 
participating in the State government if Idaho should be admitted 
finally as one State; and so they wanted to be annexed to Washington 
Territory, except some who, as I have said, preferred perhaps to go te 
Montana Territory. 

The bill for the admission of Washington Territory which was 
by the Senate at the last session of Congress provided for the incor- 
poration in the new State of what is called the Pan-Handle of Idaho, 
Northern Idaho; but as it was manifest that bill was not going to pass 
the other branch of Congress and become a law, a bill was passed origi- 
nating in the other House, and being first passed there, annexing this 
northern portion of Idaho to Washington Territory. The Senate con- 
curred in the passage of that bill, but it reached the President so late 
that he did not sign it and it did not become a law. Whether he pur- 
posely neglected to sign it or whether he did not have time to con- 
sider it I am‘not informed. Since then there has been a very vigorous 
objection to the proposed division of Idaho Territory and the incor- 
poration of the northern portion of it with the Terri pea’ bcs Washington 
from the people of Idaho. I think that the objection been a grow- 
ing one from the time when the project was first broached, but I am 
not satisfied that it ought not to be done; and that depends largely in 
my mind upon the question whether it is practicable to establish rea- 
eae communication between the southern and northern portions 
of Idaho. 

It is still claimed by the people in Northern Idaho that that is sim- 
ply impossible, that the range of Salmon River Mountains is so im- 
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poos that no railroad is to be constructed through there, and that 
such roads are projected the expense of their construction will be so 
great that they will never be completed. On the other hand it is said 
that railroads have been projected, with easy grades comparatively, all 
within the Territory of Idaho, and that itis probable that at uo distant 
day they will be built. 

As I say, this question of whether Northern Idaho ought to be in- 
corporated with Washington Territory depends, in my mind, largely 
upon whether it is going to be possible and practicable within the near 
future to establish communication between the two sections of the 
Territory within the Territory. Ifit is so that the people of Northern 
Idaho have got to go away out into Washington Territory and around 
through Oregon to get to the capital of their Territory, then I think 
their contention is jist that their relations, commercial, social, and 
natural, with Washington Territory are so great that they ought to go 
to Washington Territory; but on the other hand if they can be accom- 
modated with railroads there would seem to be a harshness about what 
is called the dismemberment of Idaho. 

And so I have said that I am going to vote against the committee’s 
amendment, but in favor of the amendment of the Senator from Illi- 
nois, without having determined in my own mind the question of what 
should eventually be done in this matter. I do not think it necessary 
to decide that now, and I think that to pass the bill as the committee 
propose would be very likely to complicate the question and to delay 
perhaps for an indefinite period the admission of Washington Territory. 

I think that Washington Territory ought to be admitted as a State 
at once; it ought to have been admitted two years ago at the last Con- 
gress. It seems to me, not to use a harsh phrase, little less than an 
outrage that a Territory so far advanced as Washington Territory, with 
such needs, should not be admitted to the Union; and the principal 
reason, or one of the principal reasons, which determines me fn voting 
against the committee’s amendment is that, with the feeling against 
this dismemberment of Idaho Territory represented by the governor 
and by the Delegate from Idaho Territory, I fear to incorporate it in 
this bill will complicate and delay and make impossible the admission 
of Washington Territory at this session of Congress. 

If Washington Territory shall be admitted as a State with its present 
boundaries this question can just as well and perhaps better be scttled 
after that is done than to attempt to settle it now, for the people of North- 
ern Idaho certainly will be no less inclined to go to Washington when it 
has become a State than they are now when it is only a Territory and has 
only the hope of becoming a State. Indeed I think they will be more 
anxious to have this matter done after Washington Territory shall have 
been admitted as a State, because then they would have the certainty 
that if such an act could be passed they would at once be admitted to 
the privileges of statehood. 

Another reason why I think it is well to have it delayed is that this 
question, of which I have spoken, as to whether communication is to be 
established between the two great sections of Idaho Territory will per- 
haps approach nearer to a solation than at the present time; and so 
much of this case depends, in my mind, upon the solution of that prob- 
lem that I think it is quite well to wait before determining this matter 
until we have further light upon that subject. 

As has already been stated to the Senate, one county in Northern 
Idaho is practically unanimous for being attached to Washington, and 
I think that upon a vote being taken as proposed by the committee’s 
amendment it is probable that a majority of the people of Northern 
Idaho would vote to be attached to Washington Territory and to be in- 
corporated within the boundaries of the new State. There would be 
considerable opposition, a large opposition to it. Itisa question which 
excites quite a division of feelingin Northern Idaho, and believing that 
this matter will settle itself in the near future if we admit Washington 
without Sores me Pan-Handle of Idaho within the boundaries of 
the new State, I shall vote against the committee’s amendment and for 
the amendment of the Senator from Illinois. 

I will say this, however, if I have not already said it, that I am not 
yet convinced that this is the right and proper thing to do, but the 
question is so open to doubt and can be so easily settled in the near 
future that I think it better not to attach Northern Idaho to Washing- 
ton now. 

Mr. CULLOM. Mr. President, I did not expect to occupy any of 
the time of the Senate upon this subject further than I have already, 
and I would not rise now to say a word but for the fact that the Sena- 
tor from Nebraska [Mr. MANDERSON], who intended to take part in 
this discussion and present some facts and arguments against the seg- 
regation of these counties and the annexation of them to Washington 
Territory, has been called away and left in my hands some papers which 
he desired that I should present. The paper which he specially de- 
sired that I should lay before the Senate is an argument prepared by 
the Delegate from Idaho Territory against annexation and in fayor of 
keeping the four counties proposed to be taken off from Idaho in that 
Territory as they are now. Before doing that, however, Mr. President, 
I desire to call the attention of the Senate to a meeting of the Demo- 
cratic Territorial convention which has been recently held (on the 22d 
of August), in which I find the following resolution offered: 


At the meeting of the Democratic Territorial convention the following reso- 
lution was introduced by P, M. Davis, of Nez Perces County: Amethi 


Resolved, That this convention, recognizing the justice of the demand of the 
people of North Idaho for annexation to Washington Territory, hereby indorses 
the Stewart amendment to the bill now before the Senate for the admission of 
Washington Territory with North Idaho attached, and submitting the annexa- 
tion matter to the voters of North Idaho, 

That was a resolution offered by Mr, Davis, who represented Nez 
Perces County, and I will say here that that county is the county in 
which is found the original capital of Idaho Territory, it having been 
taken away from that county, which has been in favor of annexation 
to Washington Territory ever since. The resolution was submitted to 
the convention. 

T. D. Cahalan moved to lay the resolution on the table. 

Motion carried that the resolution be voted upon oy counties. 

The result was, 44 to lay on the table to 6 against. The counties voting against 
were, Latah 3 and Nez Perces 3. 

Latah is a county, as I understand, that was originally carved out of 
the county of Nez Perces. 

Mr. PLATT. That was done at this session of Congress. 

Mr. CULLOM. AstheSenator from Connecticut says that was done 
at the present session. This shows that so far as the Democratic party 
of Idaho is concerned the delegates from every county in the Territory 
voted against the annexation of those four counties to Washington Ter- 
ritory, except those of Nez Perces and the county which has just been 
carved off Nez Perces, they casting three voteseach. All the rest of the 
delegates attending that convention—and I suppose it was the usual 
number—expressed themselves against the annexation of any portion 
of Idaho Territory to the Territory of Washington. 

The Senator from Ohio [Mr. PAYNE] asks how many of the dis- 
tricts proposed to be transferred voted in favor of the transfer. Ihave 
just stated that Nez Percé County is one of the counties proposed to 
be annexed, and that Latah County, which was a part of Nez Percé 
County, also voted in favor of annexation—those two counties and 
none others—all the others voting in favor of keeping the Territory 
intact as it is now. 

I do not care to occupy the attention of the Senate in discussing this 
matter over again, further than to say that I agree in a measure with 
the Senator from Connecticut [Mr. PLATT] that if it should be ascer- 
tained hereafter that there isno such thing as getting direct commu- 
nication between the northern and central and southern counties of 
Idaho, I should be in all probability in favor of the annexation of the 
northern counties to Washington; but it so happens that just now we 
have had evidences which I presented before showing that it is possible 
that direct railroad communication between the north and central and 
southern portion of that Territory can be made; and it is not only pos- 
sible but it is probable. Surveys have already been made, and it has 
been reported to be an entirely feasible enterprise to build such a road. 
So I have no doubt myself that it will be but a very few years, possi- 
bly not more than one or two years, before railroad communication 
will be had between these counties pro to be annexed to Wash- 
ington Territory and belonging to Idaho and all the other portions of 
the Tepritory of Idaho; and whenever that is done there is no reason, 
so far as the convenience of the settlers is concerned in their commer- 
cial and political relations, why they should not remain as they are, a 
portion of Idaho Territory. 

I have been anxious that the honorable Senator who has reported 
this measure proposing to make this annexation should allow the orig- 
inal bill to pass the Senate, admitting Washington Territory pure and 
simple and permitting this other question to come up in the future if 
it is desired that it should do so after we have further information on 
the subject, so that we may be able to determine whether or not as a 
matter of actual fact they ought to belong to Washington Territory on 
account of mountain ranges and the difficulties of communication be- 
tween the north and south portions of Idaho. I do not believe that 
any such difficulty will exist except for a very brief time; and so far 
as communication is concerned, they can now go around, as it has been 
intimated by the Senator from Connecticut, and get to the capital of 
Idaho just about as easily as they can go west and get to the capital 
of Washington Territory. I submit in perfect good faith, after an ex- 
pression of the people of that Territory both on the part of the Demo- 
cratic party and the Republican party, which include all the people 
substantially I take it, against the annexation of this part of the Ter- 
ritory almost unanimously, whether it is fair to those people, whether 
there is that sort of necessity for action on the part of the Senate that 
would justify us in proceeding to carve off a portion of Idaho Territory 
and annex it to another without submitting the question to the people 
of the Territory, but simply with a provision in the bill that allows 
four counties that propose to be annexed to vote on the subject with 
no reference to the will or wish of the other portions of the Territory. 

I do not desire to take up further time except to ask the consent of 
the Senate that the paper which I hold in my hand, and which is a pa- 
per prepared by the Delegate from Idaho Territory, and which was sent 
to me by the Senator from Nebraska [Mr. MANDERSON] before leav- 
ing the city, with the request that I should submit it, be read at the 
desk, : 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. Berry in thechair). The paper 
will be read. 

Mr. GEORGE. Before that is read I desire to ask the Senator from 
Tllinois a question which I wish to have settled as having some influ- 
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ence upon my vote. At one time when this matter of annexation of 
what is called the Pan-Handle of Idaho Territory to Washington Ter- 
ritory was being considered I was a member of the Committee on Ter- 
ritories, and some question of this sort was raised, that owing to the pe- 
culiar physical conformation of Idgho Territory it was likely that it 
would be a very long time before it would have a sufficient population 
to become a State, and that the cutting off of this Pan-Handle would 
tend to delay that time indefinitely. I would like to hear the Senator 
upon that question. What effect would the cutting off of this Par- 
Handle from Idaho and annexing it to Washington have upon the pros- 
pect of Idaho Territory ever becoming a State, a member of the Union 
as one of the States itself? 

Mr. CULLOM. I can answer that question, I think, very readily. 
The Territory now as 2 whole has a population of about 100,000. The 
counties proposed to be annexed to Washington Territory have a popu- 
lation of about 20,000; so that it would take off 20,000 of the popula- 
tion as the Territory is at present organized, and of course would put 
the Territory back by that much in its chances for very early admission 
into the Union. I discussed that question somewhat when I occupied 
the attention of the Senate before. I took the ground then, as I do 
now, that when it is shown very clearly that a Territory has a capacity 
to make a State of wealth and business and population, all the ele- 
ments that would make a respectable State of strength, and after it 
has struggled along through many years since 1861, I believe, without 
railroads, without any of the elements of civilization that belong to 
our older sections of the country, butits population pioneering through 
that region and developing it and undergoing the privations and hard- 
ships that they have done, as they are just reaching the point where 
they can begin to feel that they are early going to be entitled to ad- 
mission into the Union, or at least the right to ask for admission, at 
that point of time to cut off one-fifth of their population and four of 
their counties territorially would be a hardship and wrong that the Con- 
gress of the United States ought not to insist upon unless the whole 
people by vote should say that they desire or were willing that that 
should be dons. 

Mr. GEORGE. The whole people of what? 

Mr. CULLOM. The whole people of the Territory of Idaho, not 
simply of the four counties, but the whole people of the Territory 
should have the power to say whether that should be done or not. Of 
course Congress the power constitutionally and legally to cut the 
Territory all to pieces, and scatter it about and annex it to different 
Territories, or all to one, or to a State; but there ought to be an ele- 
ment of fairness in our legislation. In considering this question, espe- 
cially in view of the fact, as I said awhile ago, that recent surveys by 
parties connected with the Northern Pacific or the Union Pacific Rail- 
road—I have forgotten which—have shown that a route can be fonnd, 
and is found, that will enable a railroad to be built from the north 
side of that range of mountains down the Snake River into the central 
portion of the Territory so as to thereby connect the two portions and 
give them opportunities of communication one with another, we ought 
not, just at this point of time, with all these facts before us, to segre- 
gate the Territory and annex part of it to any other without the con- 
sent by a vote of the people of the Territory. That, I believe, is an 
answer to the Senator. 

Mr. GEORGE. No; there is one point on which I did not make my- 
self fully understood. I have heard that the soil or the climate of 
Idaho Territory was not favorable to a thickly inhabited State. That 
is a point to which I desire to call the attention of the Senator—whether 
that be so or not. If that be so, the cutting off of this Pan-Handle 
would tend very much to keep that Territory back from arriving at 
the point in its population where it would be entitled to admission 
into the Union. 

Mr. CULLOM. So far as the question of resources or capacity for 
development is concerned, I think the Senator from California [Mr. 
HEARST] stated here when the discussion was up before that he had 
been over that Territory and it was a magnificent country and was 
capable of great development and possessed great resources; but I think 
the paper I have sent to the desk, prepared by the Delegate from that 
Territory, will perhaps give all the facts that the Senator from Missis- 
sippi desires in reference to the subject. I ask that it be read. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The paper will be read. 


The Secretary read as follows: ; 
WasninGtos, D.C., March 17, 1888. 


Dear Sre: Appreciating the interest you have taken in Idaho Territory, I 
wish to submit, through you, some of the reasons why the people of Idaho are 
utterly opposed to the bill of Senator DoLPH, as amended by Senator STEWART, 
which is now before you—Senate bill No. 12—providing for the segregation of 
Northern Idaho and giving it to Washington, and the pro; transfer of the 
residue of our Territory to the State of Nevada; and I desire to enter a solemn 
and earnest protest against such pro! egislation for the nmi 3 reasons: 

First. That Washington Territory is large enough and is suitable for a State 
withont the proposed addition from Idaho. as it has 69,180 square miles, with 
facilities for commerce, agriculture, coal-mining, and lumbering interests un- 
excelled by any other given area on the continent. It has 2,715 more square 
miles than all the New England States combined, 

Second. Idaho has 81,800 square miles, but has a much greater arca of desert 
and mountain surface than Washington Territory, and the latter is far superior 
in commercial and agricultural wealth ; hence there seems to be a palpable ag- 
Lp ear om of Washington by the proposed diminution of Idaho. 


The proposed segregation practically takes off the four northern 


counties, Kootenai, Shoshone, Nez Perces, and Idaho, comprising an aggregate 
area of nearly 25,000 miles, If we resort to comparison, we find that thissection 
is a little larger than the State of West Virginia. Tius it will be seen that the 
territorial area in question, called the diminutive Pan-Handle, is not so insignifi- 
cant afterall, It may be remarked of this extensive region sought to be “ an- 
nexed " to the proposed State of Washington that itscliwmate is peculiar, differ- 
ing from the general climate ofthe remainder of Idaho in the fact that seasonable 
rains so moisten the soil that it requires no irrigation; cereals and all vegetable 
products are raised in abundance without the artificial aid of water, 

The balance of the Territory, or Southern Idaho, so called, will consist of 
nearly 60,000 square miles, all of which require irrigation to produce well, so 
that it will be seen the only real and actual division of Idaho is climatic and not 
geographical. 

itis therefore quite essential to the preservation of the Territory that this 
section should remain within and continue a portion of Idaho. 

Fourth. Let. us now consider the matter of the alleged barriers between North- 
ern and Southern Idaho. They never did exist as insuperable geographical ob- 
stacles to the easy intercourse of the two sections, and now they are practically 
removed by roads and contiguous settlements, á 

This bugbear, of which so much use was made in the early stages of this 
secession movement, disappears before the advancement of our pioneers, and 
no honest and intelligent observer acquainted with the facts would risk his 
reputation in urging it as a cause for separation. 

Two railroad surveys have been e through these mountains, neither of 
which finds any serious obstacles to railroad construction. 

The alternation of mountains and valleys between Northern and Southern 
Idaho is not uncommon tothe mountainous regions of the whole Territory ; and 
while the intervening valleys do not partake of the nature of plains, being lon; 
and narrow, there is one valley alone, the valley of the northern Payette ‘xan 
Great Lakes, in the southern portion of Idaho unty, as large as the State of 
Delaware, and is fast being settled by industrious people. 

Fifth. The whole of Idaho has great facilities for irrigation, its eastern bound- 
ary being marked by the summits of the Rocky Mountains, and the different 
ranges that form its spurs, where fall snows inexhaustible and perpetual. The 
never failing supply of water from this source makes numerous and abundant 
streams that flow through every portion of the Territory. 

Idaho has, together with Montana, the Virginias, North Carolina, and Ten- 
nessee, the only purely mountain boundary known to the Territories or to the 
States of the Union. Washington and Oregon are divided by the Cascade 
Mountains into Eastern and Western Washington and Oregon. A large = 
tion of California lies east of the Sierra Ne ran Vermont, Pennsylva- 
nia, New York, Nevada, and Colorado, Arizona, and New Mexico, not to men- 
tion other States and Territories, contain vast ranges of mountain structures 
within themselves and are not bounded by them. In fact, aboutthe only natu- 
ral boundaries hitherto ted by Congress have been the great rivers, Ohio, 
Mississippi, Missouri, and Columbia, and the Great Lakes and the foreign ju- 
uae of the British Crown on the north, and the Republic of M: on 

e south, 5 

Itis obvious on the face of these facts that the trifling elevations between 
Northern and Southern Idaho constitute no solid ground for the pro seg- 
regation. The reasons and their cause for this separation do not exist in the 
topography ofthe country. We must, therefore, conclude that the advocates of 
this measure, though perhaps sincere, are mistaken in their policy, 

Sixth. We have entered the great race of embryo States; and while we donot 
claim to have suffered more than the others in early privations, common to 
each,we do claim to be the peers of all who have hitherto laid the foundations 
of the great States adorning our history, from the admission of Vermont in 1791 
to that of Colorado in 1876. 

Seventh. I would now plainly suggest our quality and claim of statehood. 
We have lived under our own system of laws; our jurisprudence is respected 
by surrounding States; our institutions of learning and our social and moral 
foundations are laid in industry, integrity, and honor; our rights of property 
have become fixed and vested under our laws; our population has increased 
from the unit of a thousand at our organization to one hundred thousand at the 
present time; and our people are looking forward, with the highest hope and 
with unexampled unanimity, to a not distant admission intothe Union. While 
seeking this exalted condition in the family of States, nothing can be more ab- 
horrent to our ple, and even to the country at large, than those vast meas- 
ures—of imperial legislation, it may be be recs Big aap by the several billsnow 
before Congress by which our fair Territory is to parceled out and surren- 
dered to a neighboring State and Territory, who are anxiously waiting to ap- 
propriate our varied resources, and even the body of our people, to themselves, 

Upon what grounds or policy, worthy of the name of statesmanship, is it nec- 
essary to blot from the map of our nationa! domain a region of our country 
known and distinguished at home and abroad as one of the richest and most 
prosperous of the Territories, and now fitted by area, population, and resources, 
to become a State of the American Union? 

The only reason I can see for this innovation upon all precedent is to gratify 
the territorial avarice of surrounding States; forit is an admitted fact that no 
such precedent can be found in our history, nor in that of any modern State or 
comes except perhaps the unholy obliteration of Poland from the map of 

urope. 

The people of the United States, from the beginning until now, bave hailed 
with rapture and proud satisfaction the acquisition of new States under and b; 
virtue of the Constitution, and, if we mistake not, they will swell their opposi- 
tion to defeat this scheme of the public plunder of our soil and the transfer of 
our people to foreign jurisdictions, unacquainted with their wants and unac- 
Race lodged by their laws. 

The purchase of Louisiana, Florida, and Alaska, the annexation of Texas, and 
the acquisition of California, were all deeds of the highest exercise of the pow- 
ers of nationality and were sanctioned by the supreme law; but to diminish the 
chances of any one of the expected number of new States west of the Missis- 
sippi,and especially of the Pacific States, by the process of disintegration or ab- 
sorption, I believe would be the exercise of unwise discretion and a measure 
fraught with dangerous consequences. 

Precedent has established the Jaw of purchase, conquest, and annexation of 
foreign territory. 

This has been the salutary law of opr expansion, and has led us on securely. 
with amazing results, to our presen! —, but to reverse this rule an 
build up mighty States from the organized Territories of the Union would form 
a precedent which in some great emergency might lead to the destruction of 
inferior States in the same manner as it is now proposed to destroy a Territory 
with ample means and just claims to become a State. 

Eighth. We will now proceed to note some facts which serve to resolve the 
pending question into one of great national importance. And first, it should be 
here observed, that, while two-thirds of the Republic, with only twelve States, 
lie west ar e Mississippi, twenty-six States are embraced in the one-third that 
lies east of it. 

‘Texas and California are exceptionally large, but no constitulional means ex- 
ist of compelling a Ciminution. 

It follows, that but seven or eight new States can be added, thus giving but 
nineteen or twenty at the farthest to thetrans-Mississippi number. Why, then, 
diminish that possible number by wo yraty Sue Idaho altogether? Noargument 
in support rises from our history and no imperative state reason can be given 
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for the measure; but public policy and public law alike seem to be against it, 

as we shall more fully see. 
Ninth. It is quite remarkable that during a constitutional period of one hun- 
g one, no precedent can be found for the course now pro- 


Twenty-five States have been admitted, and the antecedent Territorial rights 
of each bave been definitely fixed and settled by the usages of a century. 

The principle and practice haye beeome fundamental law, and should be re- 
spected asa final settlement of the grave question now before Congress, Thus, 
it seems to be reserved for the Territory of Washington and the State of Ne- 
vada to make this unexpected and unprecedented attack upon the rights and 
boundaries of a Territorial organization of twenty-five p standing for no 
other reason, so far as we can discover, than to aggrandize each by the spolia- 
tion and dismemberment of the tand growing Territory of Idaho. 

Tenth, I have already spoken in general terms of the peculiar advantages 
and resources of Washington Territory, and have shown that the proposed 
“annexation” will give it the vast dominion from the northern gates of the 
continent at Puget Sound to the transit of the Bitter Root Mountains, now held 
by Northern Idaho, Let.us now turn toa like consideration of the great State 
of Nevada. And first, it contains already 110,700 square miles. Add to this 
enormous surface the proposed absorption from Idaho of 60,000 square miles, it 

make a grand total of 170,700 square miles, Why,then, we would ask, this 
demand for enl: ment? This would give her 7 degrees of lon de and al- 
ost 10 degrees of latitude in the very heart of the Coast States, bordering on 
California, already two-thirds larger than it should be. Besides, it is notorious 
that this enlargement would be a substantial addition to the Golden State, 
which has in fact so long controlled the magnificent Silver State of Nevada. 

The proposition would be totally inadmissible and even startling were Idaho 
merely the abode of savage tribes of Indians, and not, as it is, the home of civ- 
ilized and advan American communities, What, then, shall be said of the 
enforced transfer of 100,000 people who hold the keys to a mighty Common- 
wealth? The country will pause for a reply and surroynding States will trem- 
ble for their integrity. Nevada has rare possibilities of greatness within her- 
self. The geographical position of the State of Nevada, Hy Stee great table- 
lands of the northern temperate zone, makes her a favored for the grasses 
indigenous to Chili and Peru, and enables her to support vast herds and flocks 
by the introduction of a little of the enterprise and thrift which make Idaho so 
desirable an acquisition. Nevada'sailment.is not of climate or soil, butis rather 
to be found in that fatal absentecism resulting in carrying and scattering mighty 
accumulations of wealth abroad. This system, if pursued, will hold Nevada to 
the causes which have tended to her decay, and has prevented heradvyancement 
and prosperity in those elements of wealth and power which have character- 
ized her sister States. 

If Nevada be in such a condition as to require aid from without to maintain 
statehood, would it not be a wiser policy for the General Government to make 
appropriations to develop its resources andeenable it to build and construct a 
system of irrigating canals to utilize its millions upon millions of acres of desert 
lands, and thus prepare the same for settlement and cultivation ? 

Idaho has done this without assistance from the revenues of the nation, by 
the wealth, the energy, industry, and enterprise of its own people. 

Eleventh, I wish not to be pederseod sy the display of square miles in the 
above outlines, that the population is not after all the essential element of pros- 
perous States. One reference to the census of 1880 will tell more on this subject 
than a volume of argument. That census shows in round numbers that thein- 
crease in the previous decade was near 12,000,000; two-thirds of this immense 

te, or about 8,000,000. are credited to the States and Territories lying west 
of Louisiana, Arkansas, Missouri, and Iowa, and 4,000,000 to the east of this line. 
The coming and centennial census of 1890 will swell this enormous increase to 
at least 15,000,000, or perhaps 18,000,000. The conclusion to be drawn from these 
premises will show 10,000,000 of this increase for the West to 5,000,000 for the 
east in the above lines of division. 

As Idaho is just coming into distinction before the migrating e of the 
world, and as it lies in the track of the $ continental lines of railway, and 
has lands in plenty and exhaustless mines, forests, and rivers. with a climate 
unexcelled, and a people ever ready to do a great work, I predict our popula- 
tion at the next census will be fully 150,000 souls. 

In conclusion, I would appeal to your honorable body to reject the several prop- 
ositions now before you, having for their object the dismemberment of Idaho. 


Very respectfully, 
FRED T. DUBOIS, 
Delegate for Idaho Territory. 
Senator CHARLES F. MANDERSON, 


Mr. CULLOM. I shall not detain the Senate longer in discussing 
the subject. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question ison the amendment 
of the Senator from Illinois to the amendment of the Committee on 
Territories. 

Mr. CULLOM. I desire to state that the amendment first to be 
voted upon is the amendment offered by myself admitting Washington 
Territory pure and simple with its original boundaries, without the 
addition of the four counties of Idaho. 

Mr. PADDOCK. I hope the amendment will be read. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment will be read. 

Mr. GEORGE. I want to amend the amendment. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. This is an amendment to an amend- 
ment pending. 

Mr. CULLOM. I hope the Senator from Mississippi will be allowed 
to offer his amendment notwithstanding it is technically not in order. 
By unanimous consent I think he may be allowed to do so. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. This is a proposition to strike out 
and insert, and it can be perfected. The Senator from Mississippi can 
offer an amendment to that effect. 

Mr. GEORGE. I move, in line 3 of section 2, to strike out the 
word ‘‘one”’ and insert ‘‘three;’’ if the same line, to strike ont the 
word “league” and put in the plural—‘‘leagues ’? The same motion 
will be made in order to make the bill harmonious in line 14 of the 
same section, and also in Hne 16. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The proposed amendments of the 
Senator from Mississippi will be read. 

Mr. GEORGE. The point in that amendment is this: The section 
as it now stands makes the boundary of Washington Territory extend 
1 marine league from the shore. My amendment, if adopted, would 
make it extend 3 marine leagues from the shore. The object of the 


amendment is to include within the territorial jurisdiction of Wash- 
ington when it becomes a State thé waters within 3 marine leagues 
from the shore. I move that amendment because I regard itas very 
important—— 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Mississippi will 
yield to allow a message to be received from the House of Representa- 
tives. 


MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 


Am from the House of Representatives, by Mr. T. O. TOWLES, 
its Chief Clerk, announced that the House had passed the following 
bills; in. which it requested the concurrence of the Senate: 

A bill (H.R. 8636) for the relief of Isaac N. Enloe; 

A bill (H. R. 11262) to authorize the construction of bridges across 
the Kentucky River and its tributaries by the Richmond, Nicholas- 
ville, Irvine and Beattyville Railroad Company; and 

A bill (H. R. 11336) a supplement to an ac; entitled ‘An act to-ex- 
ecute certain treaty stipulations relating to Chinese,” approved the 
6th of May, 1882. 

CHINESE IMMIGRATION. 


Mr. STEWART. Task the Senator from Mississippi [Mr. GEORGE] 
to yield for a few moments. I should like to ask unanimous consent 
to have the Chinese bill, which passed the other House this morning 
and which is short, put upon its passage. 

Mr. GEORGE. I yield, certainly, to the Senators who are pressing 
that bill. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Nevada asks that 
the pending order be temporarily laid aside to consider a bill from the 
House of Representatives which will be laid before the Senate, if there 
be no objection. 

The bill (H. R. 11336) a supplement to an act entitled ‘‘An act to 
execute certain treaty stipulations relating to Chinese,” approved the 
6th of May, 1882, was read the first time by its title. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there objection to the present con- 
sideration of the bill? 

Mr. PLATT. Let it be read for information. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The bill will be read the second time 
at length. t 

The bill was read the second time at length, as follows: 

Be il enacted, etc., That from and after the passage of this act it shall be un- 
lawful for any Chinese laborer who shall at any time heretofore have been, or 
who may now or hereafter be, a resident within the United States, and who 
shall have departed or shall depart therefrom, and shall not have returned be- 
fore the passage of this act, to return to or remain in the United States. 

Sec. 2. That no certificates of identity provided forin the fourthand fifth sec- 
tions of the act to which this is a supplement shall hereafter be issued; and 
every certificate heretofore issued in pursuance thereof is hereby declared void 
and of no effect, and the Chinese laborer claiming admission by virtue thereof 
shall not be permitted to enter the United States, 

Sec. 3. That all the duties prescribed, liabilities, penalties, and forfeitures im- 
posed, and the powers conferred by the second, tenth, eleventh, and twelfth 
sections of the act to which this is a supplement, are hereby extended and made 
applicable to the provisions of this act. 

Sego. 4, That all such part or parts of the act to which this is a supplement.as 
are inconsistent herewith are hereby repeated. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there objection to the present con- 
sideration of the bill? 


Mr. GEORGE. The bill has not been referred to the Committee on © 


Foreign Relations? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. It has not. 

Mr. STEWART. It has not; but I will say to the Senator from 
Mississippi that it was unanimonsly passed by the House of Repre- 
sentatives this morning, and it is rather urgent. The House under- 
stands what they are doing, and I hope the Senator will not make any 
objection to the passage of the bill. 


My. GEORGE. As I caught the reading of the bill, there is one- 


question in it that I should like to have settled. -I have been voting 
all along against Chinese laborers coming to this country, from the very 
first up to now; but there seems to be an injustice or a possible injus- 
tice in the bill arising out of the provision which prohibits the com- 
ing into this. country of any Chinese who have departed and have not 
returned at the time of the passage of the act. A Chinaman may be 
on his way back, he may be almost in sight of our shores, coming un- 
der a law and a treaty which allow him to land. It seems to me to 
be worthy of consideration whether the denial of returning Chinese to 
come should not be put at a date which would abont give them time 
to get across the Pacific Ocean. I should like to have that matter-con- 
sidered by the Committee on Foreign Relations before I vote upon the 
bill. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Mississippi 
make a motion that the bill be referred? 

Mr. GEORGE. I make that motion. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The bill will be referred to the Com- 
mittee on Foreign Relations if there is objection made to its present 
consideration. s 

Mr. DOLPH. That is done on the objection of the Senator from 
Mississippi? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. This is a House bill which has been 
read twice, and the Senator from Mississippi desires to have it referred. 
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Mr. DOLPH. The Senator from Nevada [Mr. STEWART] asked 
unanimous consent that the bill be taken up for present consideration. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Mississippi [Mr. 
GEORGE] asks that it be referred. 

Mr. DOLPH. The Senator from Mississippi objects to the present 
consideration of the bill. : 

Mr. STEWART. I wish to state to the Senator from Mississippi 
that the apparent hardship is not a real one, because a treaty was ne- 
gotiated a long time ago stopping the return to this country of those 
who go back to China. They have six months in which to return to 
America. We have retained that treaty for a long time and they have 
been rushing in very rapidly in the mean time, I think they have had 
a pretty good show on the return business. Enough of them have been 
smuggled in. I think the Senator from Mississippi had better with- 
draw his objection and let the bill pass. 

Mr. GEORGE. As my votes and my speeches in this body have 
shown, I have been all along in favor of a very strict rule to exclude 
Chinese laborers, but I think the Committee on Foreign Relations, which 
could act on this matter at any time within twenty-four hours and re- 
port it to the Senate, ought to consider whether the case which I put 
would not be a breach of faith which I think the Government ought 
to keep with the Chinese laborers. 

Mr. MITCHELL. This bill passed the House of Representatives this 
morning, I understand, unanimously, and it came to the Senate, where- 
upon the Senator from Nevada [Mr. STEWART] moved to lay aside the 
pending bill that the Senate might proceed to the present consideration 
of this House bill. He asked unanimous consent for that purpose. Do 
I understand that the Senator from Mississippi objects ? ar 

Mr. GEORGE. I moveto refer the bill to the Comnfittee on Foreig 
Relations for their consideration. 

Mr. MITCHELL. The Senator from Mississippi then objects to the 
present consideration of the bill? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The bill would naturally go to the 
Committee on Foreign Relations. Unless unanimous consent is given to 
consider it now, the bill will be referred to the Committee on Foreign 
Relations. 

Mr. VEST. I do not understand that the Senator from Mississippi 
objects to its present consideration, We can determine afterwards 
what we shall do with it. 

Mr. GEORGE. Iwish tomake a statementaboutit. I have stated 
my objection 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair will put the question. 

Mr. GEORGE, I want to state—— 

The PRESIDING OFFICER, Let the Chair first put the question. 
The bill having been read twice, the Senator from Nevada asks unani- 
mous consent that it be now considered. Is there objection? The 
Chair hears none, and the bill is before the Senate as in Committee of 
the Whole, and open to amendment. 

Mr. GEORGE. Now, I desire tosay that I think it would be proper 
to have that point considered by the Committee on Foreign Relations, 
If no other Sehator agrees with me, of course I shall not make the 
motion to refer. 

Mr. VEST. That is unquestionably the meaning of the bill. Iam 
ready to vote for it myself. I believein no sort of temporizing or half- 
way measures on this question. The Government of the United States 
ought to take a firm position and stand by it. Let these people come 
here, or else exclude them. If the present system of certificates and 
the return of Chinamen which follows it is to obtain, let us know 
it. For one, I am ready to vote for the bill. 

Mr. TELLER. I understand that this bill is only here because it is 
understood that the Chinese Government have declined to accept some 
modification that was put upon the recent Chinese treaty, or have ob- 
jected, perhaps, to the entire scope of the treaty. I do not know that 
our Government have received any notice that the Chinese Govern- 
ment have rejected the treaty. The newspaper reports, by way of Lon- 
don, I believe, assert that the Chinese Government have declined to 
accept it, 

I simply want to say that I am delighted that the Chinese Govern- 
ment have declined to accept the treaty. Iam in favor of legislating 
upon this subject without reference to treaties. I do not think that 
the Chinese treaty recently negotiated was a valuable treaty. It gave 
us the privilege of doing for twenty years that which every independent 
nation on the face of the earth asserts the right to do, to say who shall 
come here and who shall not. 

I repeat that I am glad the treaty has been rejected. I know what 
the public sentiment of the United States will demand of any and every 
administration, and that is that this class of people who come here, 
not to make homes, who come here not to better their condition per- 
manently in any sense, butsimply as laborers from day to day, who are 
brought in close competition with American laborers, shall be abso- 
lutely excluded from this country. 

There are now about one hundred thousand Chinese who have come 
into this country, and I myself will welcome any legislation that shall 
deport every single one of them from the United States and send them 
back to China, where they belong. I do not regard that-as inconsist- 
ent with a fair treatment of China, nor do I consider it to be any out- 


rage upon the rights of people to travel and to go abroad, nor do I con- 
sider it any outrage upon the right which is generally conceded that 
every man may select his own residence and his own home, for these 
people do not come here for that purpose. There never was a China- 
man landed in the United States who did not expect to return to China 
dead or alive, and in my judgment the sooner they return the better 
it will be forthe American people. 

Mr. GEORGE. Iam very glad that the Chinese who come to this 
country do not come with the intention of remaining. I think that 
would make the immigration of the Chinese much worse than itis now. 
My objection to the immigration of Chinese into this country is not 
that they do not stay here, not that they do not become citizens of the 
United States, but it is based on an entirely different ground. They 
are an inferior race, unfit for citizenship in the United States and unfit 
to be competitors with American laborers. 

What I suggested was simply whether we had not better have the 
point to which I referred considered by the proper committee of this 
body. One of these men holding a paper from the Government of the 
United States which entitled him to return, having started on his 
journey, having got within sight of our shores, having expended his 
money and his time in making the trip, the question is whether under 
those circumstances he ought to be turned back. That was the point 
which I desired to have considered by the Committee on Foreign Re- 
lations. , 

So far as I am concerned, I have been all along opposed to the Chinese 
coming here for the reasons which I have stated. I do not think they 
ought to be allowed to come here, and I think if we had any proper 
way of getting rid of those who are already here we ought to do it. 

But as my point does not seem to meet the approbation of any Sen- 
ator here, and as all seem to think there is nothing in the supposed 
breach of faith in refusing to a man who had already come within sight 
of our shores under a paper which gave him the right to land, I will 
withdraw that objection to the bill. 

Mr. DOLPH. Mr. President, I do not care to discuss this question 
at this time; but there are two or three things which have been an- 
nounced publicly during the discussion of this question that I think 
perhaps ought to be corrected. 

One is the statement which has been made that the amendments 
placed upon the treaty by the Senate were the cause of delay in its rati- 
fication or the cause of the rejection of the treaty by the Chinese Gov- 
ernment, I took pains to inform myself at the time these amendments 
were adopted and I learned that the treaty had not yet reached the 
Chinese Emperor; that it was then in the process of red tape in the 
treaty bureau; and that the transmission and the consideration of any 
amendment would not delay the consideration of the treaty atall. Nor 
have I any information that the amendments were objectionable to the 
Chinese Government. They simply carried out what the State De- 
partment declared in its communication to the Senate to be the real 
meaning of the treaty—— 

Mr. TELLER. The Senator is speaking of the Senate amendments? 

Mr. DOLPH. I am speaking of the Senate amendments. Those 
amendments were approved by the Chinese minister here. If those 
amendments led to the rejection of the treaty by the Chinese Govern- 
ment, if it has been rejected, I am quite willing to take my share of 
the responsibility of having adopted those amendments, because they 
placed beyond controversy what was claimed by the State Department 
to be the real meaning of the treaty and did not leave those questions 
open for further controversy between the two governments. 

Nor have I any information that the treaty has been rejected. Isup- 
pose I have seen what other members of the Senate have seen in the 
dispatches from London. On Saturday the State Department had no 
information whatever on the subject, and believed that if the treaty 
had been rejected by China they would have received a cablegram from 
the American minister in China. 

Now, another point, and then Ishall be through. When the Senate 
Committee on Foreign Relations stirred up the question of a treaty last 
winter and took action upon the matter and reported their resolution, 
theré had not been, as I have very good authority for saying, a scratch 
of a pen between the two governments in regard to this Chinese treaty 
since the 1st of the preceding May. 

Mr. BUTLER. If not inconvenient, I should be glad to have the 
bill read again. I happened to be out at the time it was read. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER, The bill will be read again. 

The Secretary again read the bill. 

Mr. TELLER. Mr. President, I did not say, as the Senator from 
Mississippi seems to have understood me, that my objection to Chinese 
coming to this country is because they do not come to remain. I said 
they could be deported, or you could stop them from coming, with- 
out violating the principle contended for that people have a right 
to emigrate and to go to any country to make homes wherever they see 
fit, because these people do not do that. As to their exclusion from 
this country, very grave reasons could be given why they ought to be 
excluded. 

I do not propose to discuss the Chinese question this afternoon, and 
I did not rise for that purpose. Years ago, and long before some people 
who are now very zealous in excluding Chinese had opened their mouths, 
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I expressed myself very freely on the subject. I have never occupied 
two sides in this case for the last twenty-five years. I have never be- 
lieved that it was the proper thing to introduce into the body of our 
people a foreign people who must forever remain foreign, a people who 
will not assimilate, who. will never become homogeneous, who come 
here without thetr families, who contribute nothing atall to the strength 
or the glory of the nation, who take no part in the religious interests 
of the country, in its schools, in its asylums, who practically pay no 
taxes whatever, and whose highest ambition in the world is to return 
to the country from which they came with whatever they can secure 
here. My position can not be mistaken upon this point. 

I rose simply to emphasize what I had on a former occasion expressed 
as to the treaty that was recently negotiated, a treaty which I repeat 
I am glad is not likely to become the supreme law of the land. It is 
a treaty that in my judgment never ought to have been negotiated, a 
treaty that fixed a period of twenty years and then left us at the end 
of twenty years with a controversy as to whether wehad a right to ex- 
clude Chinese. I welcome the bill because it is an assertion of the 
right of this Government to exclude any and every class of people who 
are supposed to be detrimental to the interests of the commonwealth. 

That is all I desire to say, Mr. President. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Mr. President, I rise not for the purpose of en- 
gaging in this debate or to resist the passage of the bill, but simply to 
state the action of the Committee on Foreign Relations in respect to 
Chinese exclusion. 

At the beginning of this session of Congress several bills were referred 
to that committee. They were fully considered. The delegation from 
the Pacific coast, largely interested in the question, were united with- 
out respect to party, and very earnest in opposition to the admission of 
Chinese. They made representations to the committee that Chinese 
immigration was offensive to them and dangerous to their civilization, 
and repeated the arguments which have moved both Houses of Congress 
heretofore in the of restriction bills. 

They further said to us that certificates under the previous laws to de- 
parting Chinese who were here between the time of the execution of the 
treaty and the first law were fraudulently used as the means of admit- 
ting Chinese who had never been in America at all; and that all the 
provisions of the Jaw which were intended to ameliorate and modify 
the harsh requirements of the exclusion were evaded and avoided by 
fraud, perjury, and other crimes. 

Therefore the Committee on Foreign Relations agreed unanimously 
upon hearing these statements that it was best to make the exclusion 
absolute. No one doubted the power of the Government of the United 
States to do that without negotiating a treaty. 

Mr. BUTLER, May [ask the Senator a question? 

Mr. SHERMAN. I hope the Senator will allow me to finish, and 
then I will hear his question. 

Mr. BUTLER. I merely wanted to ask a question for information. 

Mr. SHERMAN. IfI do not answer it before I get through, I will 
then answer it. 

In respect to the treaty, no one doubted the power of Congress to 
make a law for the public safety even in violation of a treaty. That 
power has been recognized by theSupreme Court. Itisthe undoubted 
right of every nation to judge of what is necessary forits safety. But 
it was the general desire of the Committee on Foreign Relations that 
this should not be done if the Chinese Empire would agree to do it by 
treaty. It was understood and stated to us that there was no question 
but that the Chinese Government would agree to such essential modi- 
fications of the former treaty as would enable the exclusion to be practi- 
eally positive and prohibitory. 

Thereupon the committee with equal unanimity designated three 
members of the committee to go to the Secretary of State and see 
whether a negotiation could be brought about by which this object 
could be accomplished without a direct act of Congress not in harmony 
with the existing treaty. A subcommittee did go to Mr. Bayard and 
had a conversation with him. I never supposed and never believed 
that Mr. Bayard gave out any remarks that were made in that confer- 
ence, because it would have been improper for him to do so, and he is 
not a man who would doa thing of that kind. The effort was not 
made with any intention to embarrass the Administration or to em- 
barrass Mr. Bayard in the slightest degree. It was made in the most 
friendly spirit. Among the members of that subeommittee was the 
Senator from Alabama [Mr. MORGAN], who has been the defender of 
the Administration and who is more distinctly the representative of 
the Democratic party on the committee than any oneelse; he has taken 
the most active part. He was present and heard all that was said and 
participated in it. 

All that was said or all that was proposed by the subcommittee was 
that if this thing could be brought about by the action of the execu- 
tive authorities or the treaty-making power, it would be better as an 
example for the future than for us to assert the power to pass a law 
without respect to the treaty. 

The newspapers at once by some means or other gave a false color to 
the interview, and they stated that it was a movement of the Repub- 
lican party to embarrass the Administration, to put them in a hole, as 


one of them expressed it, to create public sentiment against the Ad- 
ministration, when nothing of that kind was thought of or intended. 

On the other hand, Mr. Bayard did say that there had been some 
communication with the Chinese Government in respect to a treaty, 
and he told us the exact state of the negotiation, I have no doubt pre- 
cisely as it existed; and we urged him to hurry forward that negotia- 
tion as fast as possible so as to avoid the necessity of passing a law ex- 
cept in harmony with the treaty. I suppose that in pursuance of that 
arrangement, without any party feeling, this negotiation was pressed 
forward, and in the end a treaty was sent to the Senate, although stories 
were published in the papers that were entirely groundless in regard 
to the object of that interview. 

When the Committee on Foreign Relations received the new treaty 
and examined it again without much difference of sentiment, although 
perhaps it was thought on the part of the Democratic members of the 
committee that it was not necessary to change the terms of the treaty, 
an amendment had been agreed upon which we understood had also 
been ratified by the Chinese Government; but it was agreed upon in 
order to make the treaty clear and explicit, so that there would be no 
longer any evasion through the courts of the terms of the Jaw. So we 
added two clauses to the treaty which did certainly make it more ex- 
plicit, and which I am now satisfied were absolutely essential to carry 
out the purposes of the Government of the United States. They were 
adopted in the Senate and sent back, and it was said at once through 
the general sources of information we have through the newspapers 
thatthoseamendments were submitted to the Chinese minister and not 
objected to, and it was supposed that, as a matter of course, they would 
in due time be ratified. 

From the inside history of this matter (and I gather it again from 
the newspapers, for I have had no official intercourse with the Secre- 
tary of State about it) I have no doubt that our treaty relations were 
complicated by the treaty relations existing between Great Britain and 
the Chinese Government in respect to Australia. Probably it was 
found by the Chinese Government that they had gone so far in this re- 
gard that they would have to extend the same provision to the British 
Government in regard to Chinese in Australia, and it may be that they 
became embarrassed by the situation. Therefore, I suppose they de- 
clined to ratify the treaty. 

The only thing I have to inquire about is this: I suppose as a mat- 
ter of course the House of Representatives have information which we 
have not, that the Chinese Government has refused to ratify the treaty, 
because I take it that the House of Representatives would never pass 
a bill of this kind unless they had information of that character; 
that they never would by unanimous consent pass a bill which prac- 
tically abrogates all treaties upon the subject of Chinese immigration 
unless they had been advised that the Chinese Government had de- 
clined to accept the amendments of the Senate and to accept the new 
treaty as it now stands. 

But for that supposition I would object to this bill or to any further 
action upon the matter until we should know the fact; but I assume 
that, as a2 matter of course. If it turns out that there is a mistake 
made, I want it distinctly understood that the blame rests not here 
with the Senate but with the House of Representatives. If it should 
appear that the executive authority have not yet heard of the action of 
the Chinese Government and have not communicated that fact to the 
House of Representatives, then I would say that the passage of this 
bill under the circumstances would be wrong, that we ought to wait. 
But I assume that as a fact, because to assume otherwise would be to 
imply a wrong by the House of Representatives that I do not believe 
would be done. 

The question simply for us is, there being no treaty, the Chines 
Government having declined to agree to the terms of the treaty pro- 
posed, whether we shall now take the next step—that is, in pursuance 
ofour power as a nation, declare that the immigration of Chinese laborers 
is not good policy, is not best for the interests of our country ? 

Upon that question I am in full accord with the general sentiment of 
the Senate and of the House and of the people of the United States, 
Whatever may have been said in the past, there is no doubt a concur- 
rent sentimentin this country that we should prohibit races so distinct, 
so alien, so different in habits, civilization, religion, and character from 
ours, from coming to our country, especially when they can not mingle 
in the body of our population. 

Therefore I do not make any objection to the passage of this bill. 
I hope it will pass, but with the distinct understanding that it is based 
upon the idea that the Chinese treaty has been rejected by the Chinese 
Government, and if it should prove otherwise it is not our fault. 

Mr. BUTLER. May I ask the Senator from Ohio a question? 

Mr. SHERMAN. Certainly. I beg pardon for not yielding to the 
Senator before, but I did not wish to be interrupted in my statement. 

Mr. BUTLER. I simply rose for the purpose of asking the Senator 
from Ohio, as amemberof the Committeeon Foreign Relations, whether 
if this measure should become a law it would not be in direct conflict 
with an existing treaty between this Government and the Chinese 
Government? = 


Mr. SHERMAN. Ithink itisinconsistent with the treaty, but as the 
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Chinese Government have declined to make a change in the treaty we 
have an unquestioned right to pass this proposed law. 
Mr. BUTLER. But the point I want to make is whether there is a 
treaty now existing between the United States and the Chinese Em- 
ire with which this bill would come in conflict if it should become a 


aw? 

Mr.SHERMAN. Undoubtedly, because the existing treaty provides 
for the certificates; they have been issued under existing treaty, and 
by virtue of those certificates the Chinese have a right to come back here 
for a certain time and under certain circumstances. Itisonly because 
the provisions of the law and the treaty have been violated by fraud 
and perjury that such a measure.as this would be justified. If that 
had been made clear and manifest to us,we should have reported a bill 
some months ago, in substance making this same provision, but for the 
hope that the Chinese Government might acquiesce init and thus make 
it in a more orderly and proper way. 

Mr. BUTLER. A good deal has been said in the past by way of jus- 
tification of votes cast by Senators on this floor, that the law proposed 
was a violation of an existing treaty, and therefore a violation of the 
Constitution of the United States. I understand the Senator from Ohio 
to state that this proposed law would be a violation of existing treaties, 
and therefore a violation of the Constitution of the United States. 

Mr. SHERMAN. No; I deny the ergo. 

Mr, BUTLER. Then I take back the ergo and confine it to the orig- 
inal premise. s 

Mr. SHERMAN. Itis the abrogation of a treaty by law. We have 
undoubtedly a right to do that. We can not violate the Constitution 
of the United States. 

Mr. BUTLER. Istand corrected as to that. It is not a violation 
of the Constitution, and my ergo therefore wasa mistake; butthe justi- 
fication made for the vote was that the law proposed was a violation 
of an existing treaty. 

Mr. SHERMAN. A change of an existing law. 

Mr. TELLER. May I correct theSenator? The word “violation ” 
is not the proper term where there is a legislative displacement of a 
treaty. ‘‘Abrogation’’ is the proper term. 

Mr. BUTLER. That is a matter of argument. 

Mr. TELLER. There is a great difference between violation and 
abrogation. 

Mr. BUTLER. Iam now discussing the fact that the votes of cer- 
tain Senators upon this floor have been attempted to be justified be- 
cause, as is stated, the law proposed was aviolation of an existing treaty. 
Now, I understand the Senator from Ohio to state that this proposed 
law will be a violation of an existing treaty between the Chinese Gov- 
ernment and the United States. 

Mr. SHERMAN, I did not use the word “‘ violation.” 

Mr. BUTLER. What is the word, then? 

Mr. SHERMAN. “Abrogation,” ‘‘repeal.’? We do not violate a 
law because we repeal it; and a treaty is a law. 

Mr. BUTLER. This is an abrogation, then, of the treaty between 
China and the United States ? ; 

Mr. SHERMAN. It is a substantial change; it is a repeal of it, 
you may say, so far as it relates to Chinese immigration. 

Mr. BUTLER. Very well. Is this the form in which it was pro- 
vided that the treaty should be abrogated ? 

Mr. SHERMAN. It was not, but we can changeit. There is no 
doubt about the power of Congress to repeal a treaty if we choose to 
exercise that power. ~ 

Mr. BUTLER. I understand that perfectly well. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Every nation has that right. 

Mr. BUTLER. I understand that perfectly well; but it seems to me 
that this whole Chinese business has been a matter of political advan- 
tage, and we have not been governed by that deliberation which it would 
seem to me the gravity of the question requires, In other words, there 
is a very important Presidential election pending. One Houseof Con- 
gress passes an act driving these poor devils into the PacificOcean, and 
the other House comes up and says, ‘‘ Yes, we will drive them further 
into the Pacific Ocean, notwithstanding the treaties between the two 
guvernments.’’ I want to see our friends upon the other side on the rec- 
ord on that subject. I have been opposed, and Iam now, to the intro- 
duction of Chinese into this country. I have always beén op d to 
it, and I will go as far as the Senator from Colorado or any other Sen- 
ator in excluding them from this country; but Ido like to see a little 
bit of consistency in gentlemen charged with the consideration of such 
grave matters as are presented to us in this whole question of Chinese 
immigration. I shall vote for the bill. I am very sorry, however, to 
be informed by the Senator from Ohio thatit is a violation of a treaty. 

Mr. TEL It is no violation of a treaty. 

Mr. BUTLER. Well, that it is an abrogation of a treaty. I am 
very sorry to do that. I do not believe that the Senate would for one 
instant consider a proposition of this kind if it related to a strong, vig- 
orous, active power in friendly relations with us. 

Mr. MITCHELL, May I ask the Senator a question ? 

* Mr. BUTLER. Certainly. 

Mr. MITCHELL. Is the Senator from South Carolina willing to 

vote for a bill on the subject of Chinese restriction or Chinese exclu- 


sion that would in his judgment contravene the provisions or any one 
of the provisions of an existing treaty ? y 

Mr, BUTLER. Well, I will say yes, under the leadership of my 
distinguished friend from Oregon, who has certainly not hesitated a 
moment to abrogate treaties and violate them so far as they relate to 
Chinese. I will follow in his lead with great pleasure. 

Mr. MITCHELL, I am glad the Senator from South Carolina is 
getting on my platform. Iwant to ask him another question. In the 
opinion of the Senator from South Carolina does the pending bill con- 
travene any provision of our existing treaty with China? 

Mr. BUTLER. I have no opinion on the subject.. I am not in- 
formed. Therefore I appealed to the distinguished Senator from Ohio 
[Mr. SHERMAN], and he tells me that it does. 

Mr. MITCHELL, I amnot asking what the Senator from Ohio said. 
We all know what he has said and what he has very correctly said. I 
want to know what the opinion of the Senator from South Carolina is 
in reference to the pending bill. 

Mr. BUTLER. I can not give an opinion, because I have not inves- 
tigated the question. 

Mr. MITCHELL. I understand, then, the Senator from South Caro- 
lina is shutting his eyes, blinding himself, and coming forward here 
(because he has already said he intends to vote for the bill) and voting 
for a bill in reference to which he has no opinion, when he does not 
know what it means. 

Mr. BUTLER. The Senator from Oregon ought not to complain of 
Sher I tell him very frankly that I place myself under his lead- 
ership. ; 

Mr. MITCHELL. Iam making no complaint. 

Mr. BUTLER. He ought to be content with that. 

Mr. MITCHELL. Isimply wanted to know where the Senator from 
South Carolina stands in reference to this question. 

Mr. BUTLER. I stand right behind the Senator from Oregon. 

Mr. MITCHELL. ‘That isa good place to stand. 

Mr. BUTLER. And it gives me great pleasure to follow him. If 
he Jeads me astray he must be held responsible and not myself. 

Mr. MITCHELL, Mr. President, I am glad if itis true, as reported, 
that the treaty to which the Senate consented a short time ago has not 
received the approval of the Chinese Government, and for the reasons 
stated a moment ago by the Senator from Colorado [Mr. TELLER]. I 
regard it as a treaty that never should have received the assent of the 
people of this country or of its treaty-making power, and I do not be- 
lieve it ever would have received the assent of the Senate even in its 
amended form, which made itinfinitely better than it was when it came 
here, if any reasonable time had been taken for consideration, so that 
the sentiment of the people of this country could have been obtained 
in reference to it. It wasactedon very hastily. Personally I opposed 
its ratification, and have never yet had cause to regret my action in 
that regard. 

The pending bill, which I intend to vote for, because itis a bill which 
has, through the force of publicsentiment, come up very gradually, in 
a measure approaching closely to the platform I laid down for myself 
on this subject several years ago, and which I have never ceased to ad- 
vocate, has no reference whatever to that class of Chinese laborers who 
have never been in this country. It relates solely and exclusively to 
those Chinese laborers who have been in this country heretofore and 
have departed from it, or who are here now and may depart from it 
hereafter. That is all there is to this bill. 

Of course the bill, as all must concede, is in direct contravention of 
the provisions of the second article of our existing treaty with China. 
I refer to the Angel-Swift treaty of November 17, 1880, That article 
provides as follows: 


Chinese subjects, whether proceeding to the United States as peas EE 
dents, merchants, or from curiosity, together with their body and ho: ld 
servants, and Chinese laborers who are now in the United States shall be al- 
lowed to go and come of their own free will and accord, and shall be accorded 
all therights, privileges, immunities, and exemptions which are accorded to the 
citizens and subjects of the most favored nation, 


That is the existing treaty. This bill provides, it will be observed, 
that Chinese laborers who were in the United States at the date of the 
making of this treaty, the 17th day of November, 1880, shall not be 
permitted to go and come of their own free will and accord; that any 
of that class of laborers who were here on the 17th of November, 1880, 
and who have heretofore left this country, or who may hereafter leave 
thiscountry, shall not be permitted to return. 

That is this bill, and so far as it goes is a most excellent bill, in my 
judgment. It is true it abrogates a most important provision of the 
treaty. The only objection I have to the bill is that it does not go 
further and abrogate that other provision of the treaty and of the ex- 
isting law which limits the power of the Congress and inhibits it from 
the passage of an act to absolutely exclude the immigration of Chinese 
laborers to this country for all fature time. Six years of the time for 
which immigration has been suspended under existing law have elapsed, 
I believe. Four years of the time remain. At the expiration of four 
years, therefore, so far as anything in this bill is concerned, or in the 
existing treaty or laws of Congress, all the Chinese laborers in Christ- 
endom or outside of Christendom may come to this country without 
let or hinderance, 
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This bill does not touch that question, which is the great vital ques- 
tion after all in reference to the immigration of Chinese. It does af- 
fect, and itonly affects, those laborers who are now within the limits 
of the United States or who have been heretofore at some former time 
within the limits of the United States. Existingstatute law as well as 
the subsisting treaty declares that all that class of laborers—that is, 
those who were here November 17, 1880—shall be permitted to return 
by the presentation of certain certificates authorized by the restric- 

-tion act. This bill declares that those certificates from and after the 
passage of this proposed act shall be void, and that no more-such shall 
be issued, and it declares furthermore, as I have said, that no Chinese 
laborer who has ever been in the United States and has gone away, or 
who is here now and may go away hereafter shall ever be permitted to 
return. Therefore, so far as it goes itisa most excellent bill, although 
to reach that position in the business of excluding Chinese from this 
country it was necessary, as we must all admit, to contravene, repeal, 
or abrogate, to use another term, a clause in the second article of the 
existing treaty. There is and can be no question about that. 

While, therefore, I shall vote for this bill cheerfully, I should vote 
for it much more cheerfully and with much greater alacrity if it went 
one step further, and provided that no Chinese person, of whatever cit- 
izenship or from whatever port or country he may come, whether he 
had ever been in the United States or whether he was never here, shall, 
from and after the date of the passage of this bill, be permitted to enter 
into or remain in the United States of America. If I had my way I 
would do just what I pro to do months and months ago by the 
introduction of the bill which I now hold in my hand. I would ab- 
rogate not all our treaties with China, but I would abrogate and re/ 
peal (after having made, as we have made from time to time ineffect- 
ual efforts to secure better terms by treaty) all those provisions in 
any and all our treaties with China which restrict Congress and tie up 
its hands and prevent us from passing a law which would forever ex- 
clude all Chinese from this country, excepting diplomatic and consular 
and other government officials. Inasmuch as Congress has at last, re- 
luctantly, arrived at the conclusion that in order to grapple successfully 
with this monstrous evil it has become necessary to abrogate, in part 
at least, our treaty stipulations with China, on the ground that they 
had become pernicious to the public peace and general welfare, it oc- 
curs to me it might have been as well, indeed infinitely better, had 
we in this measure wiped out of existence every impediment that 
stands in the way of an absolute iron-clad exclusion act, such as I had 
the honor of introducing first at the first session of the Forty-ninth 
Con and again at the present session. 

Mr. BUTLER. May I ask the Senator a question just there? 

Mr. MITCHELL. Certainly. 

Mr. BUTLER. May I ask the.Senator by whom that treaty was 
made which tied up the hands of Congress ? 

Mr. MITCHELL. One was made in 1880 under President Hayes's 
administration, but the treaty which was made a short time since 
under the present Administration proposed to tie up the hands of Con- 
gress to an infinitely greater extent than does the existing treaty. 

Mr. BUTLER, May I then ask the question whether the Senate as- 
sented to that treaty? 

Mr. MITCHELL. To what treaty? 

Mr. BUTLER. To the last treaty, which the Senator said proposed 
to tie up the hands of Congress. i 

Mr. MITCHELL. Itdid. I never assented to it, however, person- 
ally. I was opposed to it then; I am opposed to it now; and I sin- 
cerely hope it will never become an existing treaty between the two 
countries. But let me tell the Senator from South Carolina that if 
that treaty had not been amended by the Committee on Foreign Rela- 
tions of this body and by the Republican majority of the Senate it 
would have opened wide many doors to Chinese immigration to this 
country that are not found available to-day under the existing treaty 
and under existing law, 

Mr. BUTLER. I understood the Senator to say that the door was 
very wide open before the formation of the recent treaty, and yet that 
the hands of Congress were tied by former treaties, beginning back 
with the Burlingame treaty, over which so much-ado was made in this 
country; and that by every treaty from that time down to the present 
the hands of Congress have been tied. Yet I understand theSenatornow 
to say that he proposes, as the chairman of the Committee on Foreign 
Relations proposes, that this body, a part of the treaty-making power 
of our Government, after having attached its signature in solemn form 
to a treaty, is prepared to pass « law which he says will abrogate or 
repeal or contravene the existing treaty. I used the word ‘‘ violate.” 
That is better English. It expresses more fully and completely ex- 
actly what is taking place here. The Senator tones itdown. He 
says ‘‘abrogate,’’ *' contravene,” “repeal.” I say, according to the 
statement of the Senator himself and according to the statement of the 
Senator from Ohio, that this proposed law is an open, flagrant viola- 
tion of an existing treaty between this Government and another gov- 
ernment with which it is on terms of peace and good-will. 

Mr. MITCHELL. Now, Mr. President—— 

Mr. BUTLER. Ifthe Senator will pardon me one moment: 

tir MITCHELL. I yielded for a question only. Now, Mr. Presi- 
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dent, I ask the honorable Senator from South Carolina a question. 
Does he think or hold that a repeal of an existing law on the statute- 
book by Congress is a violation of that law? 

Mr. BUTLER. The Senator uses the terms ‘“‘contravene,’’ ‘‘abro- 


gate,” and ‘‘repeal.” Heuses.a number of those synonymous terms. 
Mr. MITC . What does the Senator from Sonth Carolina say 
it is? 


Mr. BUTLER. Iam very sorry to admit that I have not informa- 
tion enough on the subject to expressan opinion. It is humiliatingto 
admit it, but itis trye. We had better discuss some subject that we 
know something about. 

Mr. MITCHELL, The Senator admits, however, that he is willing 
to pass a law to contravene a treaty, and that he intends to vote for 
this bill. 

Mr. BUTLER. I think it is a game of politics, this whole business, 
and not a very seemly one, either, I must say. But for the fact that 
we are on the eve of a Presidential election and each party wants to 
get the vote of the Pacific Slope, this Senate would not be engaged in 
this debate, 

Mr. TELLER. How about the House of Representatives ? 

Mr. BUTLER. The Senator from Colorado asks, ‘‘How about the 
House of Representatives???’ Why, Mr. President, the House is not a 
part of the treaty-making power of this Government, except so far as 
it may appropriate money to carry a treaty into effect. 
= m TELLER. Itis part of the law-making power, and has sent this 

1l here. 

Mr. BUTLER. It hassentit here, and the Republican Senate wants 
to go the House one better, that is all. We do not need to disguise it. 
We may want to cover up our purpose and say that it isa repeal and 
an abrogation, etc., of an existing treaty, but we do not need to dodge 


it. 

Mr. TELLER. Does the Senator admit that the bill was introduced 
in the other House for the purpose of politics? 

Mr. BUTLER. Well, I think it very likely. [Laughter.] 

Mr. TELLER. The Senator thinks it was. 

Mr. BUTLER. I think it very likely; and the Republican Senate, 
apart of the treaty-making power of this Government, is simple enough 
to come in and say; “‘ Yes, we will see that play,” and, if I may bor- 
row an expression that is not very elegant, ‘we will go you one bet- 
ter.’? That is all there is of it. 5 
Mr. MITCHELL. The Senate of the United States is not sitting 
to-day in the capacity of a treaty-making body. 

Mr. BUTLER, Itis not to-day, but it has done so in the past. 

Mr. MITCHELL. I decline to yield further. 

Mr. BUTLER. Very well. I beg the Senator’s pardon. 

Mr. MITCHELL. The Senate is not sitting to-day, I repeat, as a 
prt of the treaty-making power. Itissittingas part and parcel of the 

egislative branch of the Government. A Democratic House of Repre- 
sentatives has passed a bill and sent it to the Senate, and the Senate is 
now considering that bill. ‘The Senator says that the bill, if it isa re- 
peal of the treaty or of any provision of the treaty, is a violation of the 
treaty. He can designate it as he pleases, but we all understand that 
Congress has as much power, so far as the question of power is con- 
cerned, to repeal a treaty as it has to repeal a law. That has been de- 
cided over and over again by the Supreme Court of the United States. 
So it is a waste of words to be talking about that. 

I simply desire to call the attention of the Senate and of the coun- 
try, if you please, to the fact that this bill, while it does go so far as 
to contravene an important provision in the existing treaty between 
this country and China, while it is a repeal of a portion of an existing 
treaty with China, it only goes to the extent of regulating the coming 
to this country of those Chinese laborers who are now here or who have 
been here some time in the past. That is all there is of it; and it oc- 
curs to me that when the Democratie House thought it necessary to 
present a bill that will repeal or abrogate a provision of an existing 
treaty, they ought to have gone a little further and made the bill more 
effective and covered the whole ground, 

Mr. BUTLER. Then, Mr. President, I—— 

Mr. MITCHELL. As far as I am concerned, however—— 

Mr, BUTLER, I would suggest—— - 

Mr. MITCHELL. Iam thankful for this much of a bill, and not 
beri | to delay the matter, I shall offer no amendment. 

Mr. BUTLER. I was going to suggest-—— 

Mr. MITCHELL. One moment. I hope we shall proceed with the 
consideration of this bill and pass it this evening, and send it to the 
President of the United States to be signed, and we shall then have 
made some advance perhaps on the question of Chinese exclusion. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill is open to amendment as in 
Committee of the Whole. 

Mr. GRAY. Mr. President, it would be very hard indeed to frame a 
bill which looked to the more thorough exclusion of the Chinese from 
the Pacific Slope or from any part of our country, that was framed with 
any regard to the English language and was capable of meaning what 
it said, that I would not support and vote for, even though it should 
in its terms and effect abrogate (or repeal, that is the proper word) a 
treaty existing between this country and Ching 
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I have had my own convictions, Mr. President, on this great subject, 
for it is a great subject, and I do not think that it is one that concerns 
mere partisan politics. I have had my convictions for a good while 
very thoroughly fixed as to what was the true policy of this country 
and the right of this country in protecting itself and its people in this 

I in common I believe—though whether or not that is so would 
not have affected my position and my belief—but in common I believe 
with a great majority of the party with which I have acted in this 
country, the Democratic party, I was willing to support any measure 
that looked to the protection of my country from this admixture of an 
alien and semi-barbaric race that came into, not competition in the 
proper sense of the term with the people of our country, but came here 
alongside of them, without sympathy, without anything of tradition 
or habits, religion or customs that were common between them, to in- 
terfere and disturb, supersede and destroy the labor and the interests 
of those who have made this country what it is, and to whom and on 
whom the fature of this country belongs and depends. I mean the 
great white race. 

I believe that a question such as this transcends in importance any 
question of mere party politics. It underlies it and sweeps over it, 
and for that reason it chalenge the attention and careful consideration 
of any one charged with a public duty in this country. 

Therefore, Mr. President, when this treaty was sent to us by the 
Exeeutive, months and months ago, I hailed it with delight, not as a 
partisan treaty, not as a measure of a partisan administration, but one 
that was intended to conserve the truest interests of this country and 
of all its people. And, sir, I here assert that if that tredty had been 

romptly ratified in the spirit in which it was framed and sent to this 
Bod the very results of which the Senator from Oregon [Mr. MITCH- 
ELL] has spoken as being desired by him and as being sought to be 
accomplished by this bill would have been long ago accomplished by 
the simple ratifeation of this treaty itself. I assert that the amend- 
ments placed upon this treaty, and which now we have reason to fear 
(so far as we may accept some reports currentin the daily papers within 
the last day or two) jeopard the ratification of this treaty by the Chi- 
nese Government, did not add at all to the protection that this treaty 
gave to the inhabitants of this country on the Pacific Slope or anywhere 
else, They were merely cumulative. They were placed there (and Isay 
this with all respect for whoever placed them there) by way of greater 
caution, but they add nothing —— 

Mr. MITCHELL. Will the Senator allow me? 

Mr. GRAY. One moment, They added nothing, I say, to the pro- 
hibitive force of the treaty, and did not strengthen it one iota in the 
effect which it was intended to have and which it undoubtedly would 
have if it had been ratified. 

Mr. MITCHELL rose. 

Mr. GRAY. One moment. 

Mr. MITCHELL. Will the Senator allow me, right there ? 

Mr. GRAY. Just one moment—— 

Mr. MITCHELL, I would like to ask the Senator a question right 
at that point. 

Mr. GRAY. Not just now, please. Article I of the treaty—I be- 
lieve this treaty has been published. 

Mr. TELLER, Oh, yes. 

Mr. GRAY. Article I of the treaty provides— 

Aeey fi date oh thie atrora Sas rabifinasicts of tala convection, this Coen: 
ing, except under conditions hereinafter specified, of Chinese laborers to the 
United States shall be absolutely prohibited. 

That was the wording of Article I as it came to the Senate. The 
English language could not go further in emphatic words of positive 
exclusion than this article does. 

The amendment put upon it by the Senate, which delays its ratifi- 
cation, if it has not destroyed the hope of ratification, is this: 

And this prohibition shall extend to the return of Chinese laborers, who are 


not now in the United States, whether holding return certificates under exist- 


ing laws or not, 

Now, surely those words added nothing to the prohibitive force of 
the treaty as it came to the Senate. 

Mr. MITCHELL. Will the Senator allow me now ? 

Mr. GRAY. Not now, if the Senator please, because it interrupts 
the line of my argument. I will give way to the Senator in a moment. 

Now, Article II (without reading it) provides that this exclusion shall 
not apply to the return to the United States of any Chinese laborer 
who has a lawful wife or child or parent in the United. States or prop- 
erty therein of the value of $1,000 or debts of like amount due him and 
pending settlement. 

Nevertheless— 

The article goes on— 
every such Chinese laborer shall, before leaving the United States— 


Before he leaves the United States, observe— 


Reposit, as a condition of his return, with the collector of customs of the dis- 
trict from which he departs, a full description in writing of his family, or prop- 
erty, or debts as aforesaid, and shall be furnished by said collector with such 
certificate of Leman, os to return under this treaty as the laws of the United States 
may now or h r prescribe and not inconsistent with the provisions of this 


treaty; and should the written description aforesaid be proved to be false, the 
right of return thereunder, or of continued residence after return, shall in each 
case be forfeited. 

So that the exception from this absolute and universal exclusion is in 
regard only to those Chinese who have their families here or property 
here of the value of $1,000 and who have left, first having obtained a 
certificate such as is described in Article II. Therefore it was idle to 
argue, and is to-day idle to argue, that under this treaty a Chinaman 
who had gone, before this ratification, to China, could return, for it 
was impossible for him to have had this certificate which it was re- 
quired he should have in accordance with the laws to be thereafter 
passed to entitle him to such return. 

Therefore, Mr. President, I think I am justified in saying that in 
my zeal and eager desire to see a prohibition that would amount to 
something go into force, I hailed with satisfaction this treaty, which 
provided for and secured this prohibition. Idid not have the less sat- 
isfaction that that prohibition so secured was not violative of any pre- 
existing treaty, for it was secured by a treaty to which both powers, of 
course, were parties, and therefore this fact would remove all seruples 
from those who were against voting for a law which, accomplishing the 
same results, can only accomplish them by violating or repealing the 
provisions of an existing treaty. Therefore I deprecated the action of 
the Senate in putting an amendment to this treaty which has delayed 
months and months its going into effect, and may perhaps, as I have 
said, jeopard its ratification at all. 

Mr. MITCHELL. The Senator from Delaware has declared in the 
most positive manner that the amendments made to the treaty that we 
are speaking about added nothing whatever to its prohibitory power; 
that they were merely cumulative and tautological, and that they did 
not change the meaning. 

Now, Mr. President, if that is all so, I want to know from the Sen. 
ator from Delaware how that amendment when merely cumulative, 
making no change in the meaning, can be assigned by any kind of 
reason, by the Chinese Government or by anybody else, as a reason for 
a refusal to accept the treaty when they were willing to accept it be- 
fore the amendment was made ? 

Mr. GRAY. Mr. President, what effect the sending back of that 
treaty with that amendment on it may have had upon the Chinese Gov- 
ernment I do not know, but it made delay, it gave them time to recon- 
sider this question, perhaps, as to whether they had not conceded too 
much to the Government of these United States; andif I may take a 
suggestion floating in the newspapers that would perhaps answer, not 
authoritatively it is true, but answer the question of the Senator from 
Oregon [Mr. MITCHELL] sufficiently for my purpose, it is this: That 
since the framing of this treaty and its being signed by the President 
of the United States and the Emperor of China a ship-load of Chinese 
have been sent back from Australia to China, and the attention of the 
Chinese Government has been called by the Government of Great Brit- 
ain to the fact that they, in their colonies of Australia and others in 
the Pacific Ocean, are unprotected against Chinese immigration, and 
they have demanded I suppose some such protection as is given to the 
United States by this treaty, And the Chinese Government if I may 
conjecture—which is all I can do—may very properly say, ‘‘If we are 
to have all countries coming down upon us and demanding the same 
thing, we are not willing to place ourselves in a condition of degra- 
dation before the whole world, to exclude our inhabitants and pro- 
hibit them from putting foot on any land except their own, and there- 
fore the United States not having seen fit to promptly ratify this treaty 
that we have made securing absolute prohibition so far as they are con- 
cerned, we will take the opportunity they give us and withdraw our 
assent.’? Thatis a mere conjecture, but not without plausibility and 
not without probability, and is the substance of what I see floating in 
the newspaper press of Friday and Saturday last. 

Therefore it was a dangerous thing in the view of those who had this 
matter at heart, as I have it at heart, to have made any delay at all in 
ratifying this treaty that for the first time by the treaty-making power 
secured absolute exclusion of the Chinese. : 

Mr. MITCHELL. Then, according to the Senator from Delaware, it 
was not the amendment of the Senate that has prevented the acceptance 
of this treaty by China, but the trouble in Australia. 

Mr. STEWART. If the amendments were what caused the rejection 
of the treaty, I think the amendments were proper. Part of that Chi- 
nese treaty I was delighted with, because it was a step in the right di- 
rection. It contained provisions, however, which were very liable to be 
taken advantage of and were looked upon by those who understood the 
Chinese character as unfortunate. Thesecond article begins as follows: 


The preceding article shall not apply to the return to the United States of any 
Chinese laborer who has a lawful wife, child, or parent in the United States, or 
property therein of the value of $1,000, or debts of like amount due him and 
pending settlement. 

It would be very difficult to shut out the Chinese with that privilege; 
it would be very difficult to meet their arts and devices; so difficult that 
it was thought in the first place by those familiar with their character 
that it was worse than the former treaty. But great care was taken in 
the preparation of the bill that was passed the other day; that, it was 
thought, would probably remedy the evil of that provision. Then the 
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amendment to the second article is this, after providing that they might 
return: 


And no such Chinese laborer shall be permitted to enter the United States by 
land or sea without producing to the proper officer of the customs the return 
certificate herein required. 


That was deemed by those familiar with their character on the Pa- 
cific coast a very essential provision. They said that the courts would 
construe the Chinese treaty as they did all the laws, and Chinamen 
coming and desiring to enter would be allowed to come in by parol 
evidence, and one of the difficulties that have been experienced on the 
Pacific Slope and which have brought to the courts a great deal of 
trouble is that parol evidence was all that was necessary to show previ- 
ous residence. The difficulty of excluding Chinese laborers upon that 
state of things, depending upon parol evidence, was what suggested 
that amendment. Without it a Chinaman coming would be able to 
prove the loss of a certificate, and could make a great deal of trouble 
for the courts and for everybody. 

The first article provided: ” 

ARTICLE I. 
be Bt f "a 
Ging wise ta dave of ton exonnniee cc the ERANA of tne oreveetion the 
coming, except under the conditions hereinafter specified, of Chinese laborers to 
the United States shall be absolutely prohibited, 

The best lawyers on the Pacific coast said that will be construed in 
connection with our law; there are a great many of these Chinamen 
out that have not the right under existing law to return, and that is 
liable to be construed as referring naturally to those that should here- 
after come in—another liability of construction which might embar- 
rass the courts; and they were anxious that there should be a provision 
against it, These amendments were not made in a spirit of caprice. 

I was inclined in the first place to take the treaty as it was and to 
rely on legislation. But after hearing their arguments I thought it 
best to make these amendments. 

Mr. President, I am so much delighted with the action of the House 
of Representatives to-day that I can not have it in my heart to find 
fault with anybody. This shuts the door absolutely for five years, and 
I do not think it will ever be opened. There has been an allusion to the 
fact that this was a political move. I take it that political considera- 
tions may have had some effect on both sides, and Iam glad they have. 
The sentiment of the people on this great question ought to have an 
influence upon Congress. ‘Che sentiment among all the people who have 
had experience is that Chinese immigration is one of the greatest evils 
that ean be inflicted upon our people; and this legislation is in response 
to a public sentiment which is equal in both parties, an honest public 
sentiment, accomplishing a great good. We have been paltering with 
the question. Now we are shutting the door for five years, and it is a 
matter that Congress should be congratulated upon. Congress should 
be congratulated also upon the fact that it has acted in response to pub- 
lic sentiment, and Iam glad that that sentiment is such that it has 
been heard in Congress and that all parties regard it. The only way 
to keep Chinese out is to stop them, to shut the door. 

The Chinese Government have held back this treaty for the last six 
months, and they have allowed every Chinaman to come here who 
wanted to come to evade our laws, and they are being evaded daily. 
The Chinese have had notice enough. They have known for the last 
six months that there was a treaty pending which prohibited their 
coming here and that there was legislation contemplated, and if they 
started they started in order to evade the well-known intention of this 
country and to evade also the agreement with China, namely, that they 
should be excluded. 

I congratulate the country, Mr. President, upon the fact that weare 
now to pass a law that shall shut this door absolutely for five years. 
I am confident there will be no difficulty in keeping them out after we 
once get the proper legislation. 

I hope this bill will pass, If it is for political purposes it is for good 
political purposes. It is in response to the universal and just senti- 
ment which would preserve this country for the white race, for the 
American people. 

Mr. DOLPH. Mr. President, I have heard it stated to-day in the 
Senate, and have seen that it was stated elsewhere, that the amend- 
ments to this treaty had delayed its ratification by the Chinese Gov- 
ernment. I wish to say that there is no proof of that. There is no in- 
formation from any source which justifies thatstatement. The Chinese 
minister could not agree absolutely to the treaty; it had to be trans- 
mitted to China for ratification. It is true the text was transmitted— 
I suppose it was, I understood it was transmitted—to China before 
being ratified by the Senate; but the Senate amendments were cabled 
at once to China, and if there was any opposition in the United States 
to the amendments it did not come from any representative of the 
Chinese Government. The Chinese minister favored the amendments, 
agreed to them, and recommended their adoption to the Chinese Goy- 
ernment. 

Besides, at the time the treaty was ratified by the Senate it had not 
reached the Chinese Emperor, it was still in what was called the Bu- 
reau of Treaties; it was still undergoing the red-tape process. So be- 
fore the treaty was considered there they had before them the ratifica- 
tion of the United States and the amendments as they were cabled, and 


everybody knowsit would take but ashort time to get the information 
before them. The Chinese minister had information at the time of 
these amendments and was satisfied with them. 

One thing more. Ido not care to discuss the question, but I will 
simply say that the Senator from South Carolina [Mr. BuTLER] under- 
took to draw a distinction between the act of 1882 and this act and 
objected to certain provisions which were said to be a violation of the 
treaty. I do not see any comparison whatever between them. In No- 
vember, 1880, we had secured a treaty with the Chinese modifying the 
Burlingame treaty on the subject of admitting Chinese into this coun- 
try. We were professing then to legislate within the treaty; we were 
not proposing to abrogate the provisions of a treaty. 

But howisit now? The treaty has been in force eight years. The 
laws that we have passed have been ineffectual. The Chinese have 
evaded all the laws. We amended the act of 1882 in 1884, but it was 
not sufficient. The Senate passed a bill in 1886, which the House of 
Representatives would not take up and act upon, intended to provide 
for further protection against Chinese immigration under the treaty. 
The Senate Committee on Foreign Relations undertook to amend the 
treaty last winter, and when they communicated with the State De- 
partment it was found that not a line had passed between the State 
Department and the Chinese Government since the 1st of May preced- 


ing. 

The Senate passed a resolution requesting a negotiation, requesting 
that a treaty be negotiated. The committee reported a bill before any 
treaty was negotiated, which was left on the Calendar waiting for the 
treaty to be negotiated. A treaty was negotiated which was unsatis- 
factory to the majority of the Senate and to a majority of the members 
of the Committee on Foreign Relations. It was claimed by the Ad- 
ministration and has been claimed by the Senator from Delaware [Mr. 
GRAY] that the amendment had made no change, and that it was no 
more efficient than the treaty would be without it. I concur with my 
coll e that it was not an efficient treaty. The Senate took occasion 
to amend it, and a bill was reported from the Committee on Foreign 
Relations and sent to the House. ‘The bill was reported in the House 
first, but it was because it was printed for the use of the committee; 
it was the Senate bill. Whatdidthe House do? They made it to re- 
peal the act of 1884 and the act of 1882, as well as to make the repeal 
take effect after the ratification of the treaty., The House sent usa 
bill containing these very obnoxious provisions that have been referred 
to here, repealing the provisions which provided that no court should 
have power to naturalize Chinese citizens. The House sent us that bill, 
and I moved to concur in the Senate, not understanding what the House 
had done, and not observing that the act of 1882 was included as well 
as the act of 1884 in the repealing clause. I should have explained it to 
the Senate if I had observed it. There never was any sense or reason in 
that provision of the bill. The treaty itself provided that Chinese 
should not be naturalized, and the Revised Statutes exclude them from 
naturalization, The provision was placed in the bill of 1882 for po- 
litical purposes and nothing else. As I have stated, I should have 
explained it to the Senate if I had observed it. ; 

The Chinese Government seems now to have refused to ratify this 
treaty and the Senate and House both are willing to legislate within 
the purview of the existing treaty. The Senator from Ohio assumes, 
and I assume, that the State Department has more information to-day 
than it had on Saturday, and that the House of Representatives has had 
more communication with the State Department than we have had. 
Now, what do wesay? Why, that if the Chinese Government do not 
agree to our amendments of the treaty, then we agree to abrogate the 
former treaty; that is all. But there is no parallel whatever with the 
act of 1882. We are trying to carry out the treaty and to see whether 
theamendment will answer our purpose. Thereisno comparisan what- 
ever between the act of 1882and this act. 

Mr. VEST. I have no idea whatever that the House of Representa- 
tives has any special information on .this subject. I have not the 
slightest impression that any such information has been optained by 
the House or any member of it. : 

But I wish to say that this scene to-day is the most striking illustra- 
tion in the political history of the United States of the growth of pub- 
lic opinion in this country. Those of us who went through the fight 
of 1883, which settled the Chinese question forever on this continent, 
know that there were two positions taken with regard to that act; in 
fact both the first and second acts—the one which, after being passed, 
was vetoed by President Arthur and the act that came from the House 
and was approved by President Arthur after passing theSenate. There 
were two positions taken by the opponents of those two measures, and 
we fought it out upon those two positions to a finish, and we did finish, 
and the crystallized result is seen inthe public opinion of the people of 
the United States to-day. 

What were those two positions? The first was that the act violated 
the treaty with China known as the Burlingame treaty. That treaty 
provided for a reasonable restriction as to Chinese laborers. The bill 
that was introduced and was under the control of the Senator from Cal- 
ifornia, Mr. Miller, now deceased, provided a restriction upon Chinese 
immigration for twenty years. The position was taken that that was 
an unreasonable restriction and violated the treaty; and the present 
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occupant of the chair [Mr. INGALLS] moved to strike out that provision 
and insert ten years. That was the first objection. 

The second objection was on broad—I was about to say wsthetic, but 
I will not use that word—the broad philosophical objection made by 
the Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. HOAR] conspicuously, who led 
the opposition to the bill, that it violated the Declaration of Independ- 
ence, the old position taken by Charles Sumner when he moved to 
strike out the word “‘ white” in that parliamentary contest to which 
the Senator from Nevada [Mr. STEWART] alluded the other day. It 
was contended that this was a home of refuge for the people of all na- 
tionalities, and that if we passed this bill it would violate that great 
right of finding here a universal home, as it applied to the people of 
the whole earth, and we had arguments taken from scripture and ar- 
guments taken from international law to sustain that proposition. 

The votes in the Senateand in the House of Representatives disposed 
of those two questions, and the Chinese controversy ended in 1883, 
ended as absolutely and completely as the institution of slavery went 
out of existence as a result of the late war. That was the end of it. 

It is contended now that in 1884, when we passed an amendatory 
act, and in 1886, when we passed an act-that went to the House bnt did 
not become a law, and on which the yeas and nays were not called, 
therefore the Senators who opposed the act of 1883 assented to the sub- 
sequent legislation of 1884 and 1886. 

Mr. TELLER. Eighteen hundred and eighty-two, the Senator 
means. 

Mr. VEST. No; the act of 1884 I am speaking of. 

Mr. TELLER. The act of 1882 the Senator refers to when he speaks 
of the act of 1883. 

Mr. VEST. Well, I call that the act of 1883—the act passed three 
Se after the first act was vetoed. The second act came from the 

ouse. 

Now, as a conspicuous instance of the truth that Senators who op- 
posed the legislation of 1882 (adopting that date now for the time being), 
did not give their consent to subsequent legislation, but simply acqui- 
esced in it atthe time. If I am not mistaken the Senator from Massa- 
chusetts [Mr. Hoar], who led the fight in 1882, went back to his con- 
stituents and told them that he did not agree with the subsequent leg- 
islation, but that the opinions of the people of the United States seemed 
to be crystallized against him, and that therefore he acquiesced simply 
because he could not help the result. That is the condition of this 
question to-day. 

The question, Mr. President, is settled, it is completed, it is ended, 
and the only thing for us to do now is to carry out the absolutely fixed 
opinion of the people of the United States against the introduction of 
Chinese into this country. 

It is useless now, sir, in the face of this result to talk of the effect of 
treaties, whether of. treaties that have been made or treaties that are 
pending. ‘The statutes of the United States will remain to the end of 
time against these people coming in, whether right or wrong, whether 
they violate the Declaration of Independence or violate treaties. There 
is no sort of question but that the public opinion of this country has 
settled forever this whole controversy. 

I simply propose not to have any more bills on this question passed 
through the Senate without having the yeas and nays recorded upon 
them. I propose to have the yeas and nays, because of the argument 
that has been made here that inasmuch as the yeas and nays were not 
called on the act of 1884 or the act of 1886, therefore everybody ac- 
quiesced in them. I will vote in favor of this bill, occupying the same 
position that I have ever occupied since I have been a member of the 
Senate. 

I want to say, and that is the principal reason for my rising, that in 
calling for the yeas and nays I shall not do it as an opponent of the 
bill, but in order that every Senator may put himself on record now 
in favor of or against the measure. 

Mr. GEORGE. Mr. President, when I made the inquiry whether 
this bill would violate a treaty I had no idea that the question would 
bring up such a discussion as has taken place; but as that has been 
gone into a good deal I propose now to show somewhat the attitude of 
parties in reference to this question from the very beginning. 

In the first place I want to call the attention of the Senate and the 
country to the fact that until the treaty of 1868 was made, commonly 
called the Burlingame treaty, there were no Chinese laborers in this 
country, and they had no right to come to this country. 

Mr. JONES, of Nevada. Do I understand the Senator to say that 
until 1868 there were no Chinese laborers in this country? 

Mr. GEORGE. None of any consequence. That was the first law 
or treaty that ever gave them the right to come. 

Mr. JONES, of Nevada. Why, sir, there were many thousands of 
them in this country at that time and had been for fifteen years prior 
to 


that. 

Mr. GEORGE. Very well; but they were here without any treaty 
right and without any law of the United States. 

Mr. TELLER. Mr. President—— ~ 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from Mississippi 
yield to the Senator from Colorado? 

Mr. GEORGE, Yes, 


Mr. TELLER. Does the Senator say that there should be a law to 

enable a Chinaman to come to this country any more than anybody else? 

- Mr. GEORGE, I say there was no treaty right bearing on this peo- 
ple which bound us—— 

Mr. TELLER. Was there any law? 

Mr. GEORGE. There was no treaty right which prevented us from 
using our discretion in the matter. 

Mr. TELLER. Was there any law to prevent their coming? 

Mr. GEORGE. None in the world, so far as I know, but there was 
no treaty which gave them a right or invited them to come, or tied the 
hands of Congress or of the Executive or of any other department of 
our Government in reference to them. In other words, a good deal 
has been said in this debate about closing the door against Chinese im- 
migration. I propose to show now who opened the door and who 
fastened it open after they got it open. 

The United States of America— 

I read now from the fifth article of the treaty of 1868, negotiated by 

William H. Seward and Anson Burlingame. 


The United States of America and the Emperor of China cordially re ize 
the inherent and inalienable right of man to change his home and all ce, 
and also the mutual advantage of free migration and immigration of— 


What? 
of their citizens— 

That is, the citizens of the United States and of China— 

nd subj 
pacer kimini rs apg one onni: for the purposes of curiosity, of 

That was the door that was opened for the admission of the Chinese 
into this country by a treaty right, under a treaty negotiated by Mr. 
Seward and by Mr. Burlingame, and ratified by a Senate of which 
three-fouths of the members belonged to the Republican party. And 
in that treaty, sir, it is stated to be, as I have read, an inherent right 
on the part of the Chinese to come to this country, not only for the 
purposes of trade and curiosity, but for permanent residence. That is 
the door, sir, that was opened up, which Senators on the other side of 
the Chamber seem now so anxious to close. 

A great many Chinese came in through that door thus opened by the 
Republican party. They were found to be an unsuitable addition to 
our population; they were found to be competing with our laboring 
people upon the Pacific coast, and in 1880 another treaty was nego- 
tiated, also by Republicans, for the purpose of giving us what we had 
surrendered by the treaty of 1868—a right to put some limit upon the 
importation or immigration of Chinese into this country. That treaty 
was negotiated, and then we had some legislation for the purpose of 
carrying out that treaty, a history of which I have in my hand, collated 
and prepared by a distinguished Democrat of the other House, Hon. 
WILLIAM D. BYNUM, of Indiana. 

That was the first effort to restrict Chinese immigration into this 
country. The Republican party had said the Chinese had an inherent 
and inalienable right to come—a right that inhered in them as men, 
a right which they could not alienate, a right which it would be an 
outrage on the part of any people in the world to deprive them of. 
That is what it meant by an inherent and inalienable right. 

Mr. BLAIR. May I ask the Senator a question? 

Mr. GEORGE. Yes. 

Mr. BLAIR. Does the Senator from Mississippi think that that in- 
alienable right is a right which anthorizes or empowers its possessor to 
interfere with the inalienable rights of others? Does he hold because 
the right is inalienable to migrate thatitalso implies by the possession 
of that right on the part of the immigrant that he may go where he 
interferes with a possessory right of the same character—a right to 
life, liberty, and property on the part of others? 

Mr. GEORGE, Is the Senator through with his question? 

Mr. BLAIR. Iam through with that question. 

Mr. GEORGE. Well, I want to answer that question now before 
the Senator puts another. 

Mr. BLAIR. Very well, I should like to hear the Senator’s answer. 

Mr. GEORGE. Mr. President, I take no such position as that. I 
take this position, or rather I have stated the position of the Repub- 
licans. They took the position in the treaty I have read that the right 
to emigrate, the right of a man to change his home and to change his 
allegiance was an inherent and inalienable right. 

Mr. BLAIR rose. 

Mr. GEORGE. Ishould like the Senator to leb me goon. Ido 
not want to be interrupted now. 

Mr. BLAIR. Isimply wish to say—— 

Mr. GEORGE. Lobject to beinginterrupted now. Iclaim the floor, 
and I want to go on with my remarks. 

Mr. BLAIR. I do not object to the Senator having the floor; he 
ought not to feel so restive about it. 

Mr. GEORGE. I ought not to feel what? 

Mr. BLAIR. I say the Senator ought not to feel so restive about it, 
because he can have the floor so far as I am concerned. 

Mr. GEORGE. Iam not restive about it. 

Mr. BLAIR. It is a custom that has obtained in the Senate fur a 
long time to yield the floor for a question. 

Mr. GEORGE. Iam notat all in the light of the Senator; if Iam 
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I beg his pardon. There is no man in the United States to whom I 
wish to be more polite. 

Mr. BLAIR. I understand that, and I stand in the same relation to 
the Senator from Mississippi. 

Mr. GEORGE. Well, now let me proceed. 

Mr. BLAIR. Certainly. 

Mr. GEORGE. I know that I am giving the Senator from New 
Hampshire a little history now, and it is not very ancient, either. 

Mr. BLAIR. I hope the Senator will proceed now. 

Mr. GEORGE. Very well; I shall proceed. 

The United States and the Emperor of China cordially ize the inherent 
and the inalienable right of a man to change his home and and also 
roi adyantages of free migration and immigration of their citizens and 

The citizens of the United States and the subjects of the United 
States, if we can apply that term to them, and the subjects of the Em- 
peror of China, respectively— 
from one country to the other for the purposes of curiosity or trade or of per- 
manent residence. 

That is the doctrine which was announced as the doctrine of the Re- 
publican party in the treaty of 1868. 

Mr. MITCHELL. Mr. President—— 

Mr. GEORGE. I object to being interrupted now. 

Mr. MITCHELL. The Senator will desire—— 

Mr. GEORGE. I must object to being interrupted. 

Mr. MITCHELL. The Senator will allow me to correct him. 

Mr. GEORGE. Iam reading from the treaty, and when I read from 
a treaty I suppose my reading needs no correction. Iam not suppress- 

any of it. 

Mr. MITCHELL. The Senator is—— 

Mr. GEORGE. I must again object to being interrapted. 

Mr. MITCHELL. The Senator has misstated the facts. 

Mr. GEORGE. Ihave not misstated the facts. That, Mr. Presi- 
dent, is the doctrine of the Republican party. That was the door which 
the Senator from Oregon and some other Senators on that side of the 
Chamber meant when they said the door ought to be closed. It wasa 
door made by the Republican party, it was a door that the Republican 
party solemnly contracted with China that we should not close without 
a breach of faith, 

Mr. MITCHELL. The Senator will certainly —— 

Mr. GEORGE. I object to being interrupted. 

Mr. MITCHELL. The Senator will certainly yield for a correction. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. DoLPH in the chair), The Sen- 
ator from Mississippi has the floor, and should be allowed to proceed 
unless he gives way to another Senator. 

Mr. GEORGE. I stated the matter correctly, and if the Senator 
from Oregon is not satisfied with my statement of it he may correct it 
after I get through. 

Mr. MITCHELL. I shall certainly do so, Mr. President. 

Mr. GEORGE. That is the door which the Senators are so anxious 
to close, they having opened it and haying bound the Government in 
a solemn treaty not to close it. 

That was the first treaty on the subject. These Mongolians, these 
people whom I have heard Senators on the other side of the Chamber 
say were not homogeneous with our people, but were alien in race and 
inreligion, flocked over here, and came by thethousands. They crowded 
the honest American laborer; they made it hard, by their competition, 
for him to live, and there was complaint. There was complaint in 1879, 
before the other treaty was made, and an effort was made to correct it. 
Now, let us see how that effort was made. Who made it—who were 
the men—what party undertook to close the door which had just been 
made by the treaty of 1868 for the admission of these Chinese? 

I read from proceedings in the House of Representatives January 28, 
1879, on a bill to restrict Chinese immigration. The ‘‘yeas”’ on that 
bill were 101 Democrats, 51 Republicans; ‘‘ nays”? 16 Democrats, 56 
Republicans. So the number of Democrats who voted for the bill were 
double that of Republicans, and the vote against the bill consisted of 
three times as many Republicans as Democrats. That wasin the House 
of Representatives. Then the bill came to the Senate. When it came 
to the Senate let us see how it stood. There were for the bill 22 Dem- 
ocrats and 9 Republicans. Against the bill there were 8 Democrats and 
20 Republicans. That is the way the number stood then in reference 
to closing the door. That bill waspassed. Then the Republican Pres- 
ident, Mr. Hayes, vetoed the bill. On overturning his veto there were 
in the affirmative 83 Democrats and 22 Republicans, about four Dem- 
ocrats to one Republican, while for sustaining the veto of the President 
there were 15 Democrats and 81 Republicans, nearly six times as many 
Republicans asthere were Democrats. Sothebill did not pass, There 
was not a two-thirds vote for it, and therefore this doorthat the Re- 
publican Senators are now so anxious to close, by their own votes and 
by the veto of their own President was kept open. 

The next time it came up was on March 9, 1882, on the bill to restrict 
Chineseimmigration. Anothereffort was made to close the door which 
the Republicans had made wide and high, and had locked by the 
pledged faith of the Government, locked it open (not locked it shut), 
and fastened it, The next time the effort was made to close this door, 
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which had been opened by the Republican party and labeled right over 
its lintel with the words, ‘‘ We acknowledge the inherent and inaliena- 
ble right of the Chinese to come to this country not only for curiosity 
and trade but for permanent residence ” (and I will get to that ‘‘ per- 
manent residence’? directly, to show what they wanted to use it for 
then), the vote in the Senate for the bill was 30 Democrats and 8 Re- 
publicans, nearly four to one—30 Democrats in opposition to this idea 
ingrafted in the treaty of 1868, that there was an inherent and inalien- 
able right in the Chinese to come to this country, not only for labor and 
trade and for curiosity, but for permanent residence. ‘There were just 
eight Republicans who were assisting them to do that. Letus see who 
were the party of eight Republicans who were assisting to close this 
door. I will name them: Mr. Cameron, of Wisconsin; Mr. HALE, of 
Maine; Mr. Hill, of Colorado; Mr. Jones, of Nevada; Mr. Miller, of 
California; Mr. Miller, of New York; Mr. SAWYER, of Wisconsin, and 
Mr. TELLER, of Colorado, Ido not see in those eight the name of Mr. 
Harrison, of Indiana, though he was then a member of the Senate, 

Mr. TELLER. Will the Senator from Mississippi please state what 
he is reading from ? 

Mr. GEORGE. Iam reading from a table made out and published 
in the speech of Mr. BYNUM, a member of the House of Representa- 
tives from Indiana. 

Mr. TELLER. What does it purport to be? A vote on what? 

Mr. GEORGE. The one I have last read? 

Mr. TELLER. Yes. 

Mr. GEORGE. The vote in the Senate on March 9, 1882, on Senate 
bill No. 71, to restrict Chinese immigration for twenty years. : 

Mr. TELLER. Am I put down there as voting against that bill? 

Mr. GEORGE. No, sir; the Senator from Colorado is one of the 
humble 8 Republicans [laughter] who helped the 30 Democrats to 
close the door. Senator Harrison was not one of them. Let us see 
whether he has voted on the other side or not. He seems not to have 
voted either way. If he had been filled with that spirit which now 
animates the Senators on the other side of the Chamber, that whether 
violating treaties, abrogating treaties, or otherwise, this door must be 
closed, he would have been present and voting, but he did not vote. 
His vote is not recorded. 

Oh, I am mistaken; he is recorded. I beg pardon. In the hurry I 
overlooked his name. Among the nays is Harrison, of Indirna, but 
there is a star by his name and at the bottom of the page there is a 
foot-note which says ‘‘paired.’? So I suppose he did not vote, but he 
was paired, and paired, I believe, with Mr. Maxey, the former col- 
leagne of the Senator from Texas [Mr. CoKE]. So, according to the 
usages of the Senate, as we all understand, he was here, though ab- 
sent, and though rot present was voting. 

That bill was passed. It encountered a little difficulty, too, at the 
other end of the Avenue, and that difficulty was the veto of a Repub- 
lican President. If the Republicans had voted in the same proportion 
for that bill as the Democrats did, they would have passed it over the 
President's veto. Here is the vote in the House of Representatives, 
March 23, 1882, on the Senate Chinese restriction bill: Democrats, 98; 
Greenbackers, 8; Republicans, 61; nays, 4 Democrats and 62 Republic- 
ans, fifteen times as many Republicans as Democrats. I believe that 
was the first vote in the House of Representatives. Now I come to the 
veto of the President. The vote in the Senate, April 5, 1882, to pass 
the Senate bill over the President’s veto was 31 Democrats voting to 
overturn the veto and 6 Republicans. Those 6 Republicans were Cam- 
eron of Wisconsin, Hill of Colorado, JoNES of Nevada, Miller of Cali- 
fornia, Miller of New York, and TELLER of Colorado; and not one Demo- 
crat voted to sustain the veto of the President. Let us see who the 
nays were, those who were voting not to pass the bill over the Presi- 
dent’s veto. Of these, there were Republican 28 and 1 Independent. 
That was in the Senate. 

On April 17, 1882, the vote was taken in the House of Representa- 
tives, and 103 Democrats came up and voted to close this door which 
the Republican party had opened on the Pacific coast for the admission 
of the Chinese, and 91 Republicans. There were 3 Democrats who voted 
to keep the door open—just 3—and there were 34 Republicans. 

Now, to show you, Mr. President, that this Republican doctrine an- 
nounced in the treaty of 1868 about the inherent and inalienable right 
of Chinese to come to this country for curiosity, for trade, and for per- 
manent residence, was shared in by a large majority, as late as 1882, of 
the Republican members of this body, I will read some votes on certain 
propositions connected with that bill. 

The following sections were in the House bill when sent to a Repub- 
lican Senate by a Democratic House of Representatives: 


Sec. 14. That hereafter no State court or court of the United States shall ad- 
mit oe to citizenship; and all laws in conflict with this act are hereby re- 


Before that time there had been, as I learn, naturalization of certain 
Chinese somewhere in this country. 

Mr. TELLER. I should like to ask the Senator if he will state 
where and when ? 

Mr. GEORGE. I learned on the discussion of that matter that there 
had been, and that this was necessary in order to remove all doubt on 
that subject. 


8224 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 


SEPTEMBER 3, 


Mr. TELLER. I ask the Senator further if he does not know that 
the very treaty whicli had been made in 1880 provided against it? 

Mr. GEORGE. I do not know any such thing, and I will correct 
the Senator on that subject. The treaty did not provide any such 


thing. 
ABs TELLER. A statute before that had been passed. It did not 
clude—- 

Mr. GEORGE. Talk about the treaty—one thing at atime. Iwill 
settle the treaty matter now. 

But nothing herein contained shall be held— 

What? ‘To authorize Chinese subjects to be naturalized under the 
laws of the United States? No. 
shall be held to confer naturalization— 

A right which under the Constitution of the United States can not 
be conferred by a treaty. If you look at the Constitution, you will 
see that Congress has power to pass uniform naturalization laws; bat 
treating with a foreign power, a despot who had no limitations upon 
his power, no constitutional restrictions, it was necessary to put in the 
treaty that nothing herein should be held to confer nat tion— 
not confer the right of naturalization, but to make per se, by force of 
the treaty itself, a Chinese subject a citizen of the United States. 

There was another provision in the bill which the House of Repre- 
sentatives sent-to the Senate. That was section 15, which reads: 

That the words *‘ Chinese laborers,” wherever used in this act, shall be con- 
po ge mean both skilled and unskilled laborers and Chinese employed in 

I believe I did not read the vote on the first proposition, the vote on 
the amendment to strike out section14. Iwill read that. When you 
voted to strike it out that was a vote in favor of Chinese naturaliza- 
tion. Section 14 prohibited Chinese naturalization, and how did gen- 
tlemen on the other side of the Chamber vote who are now so anxious 
to close the door against the admission of Chinese in this country that 
they can not even allow a bill upon that subject to be referred to the 
Committee on Foreign Relations? How did the vote stand on that? 
In favor of striking down the provision which prohibited the United 
States courts from naturalizing Chinese, there were 28 Republicans for 
striking it out in the Senate, and among them was Mr. Harrison, 1 
Democrat, and1 Independent. The nays were 31 Democrats and 5 Re- 
publicans, the same five I have been reading about all the time, except 
it seems that my friend from Colorado [Mr. TELLER] was not present 
or did not vote. The Republicans who voted ‘‘ nay’? were—Mr. Cam- 
eron, of Wisconsin, Mr. Chilcott, of Colorado, Mr. Hill, of Colorado, 
Mr. JONES, of Nevada, and Mr. Miller, of California. They were the 
only Republicans in the Senate who would put on record their votes 
against this inherent and inalienable right, as they had declared in 
1868, of a Chinaman becoming an American citizen—just five of the 
Republicans. 

Now I come to the other proposition, section 15. Here was a very 
restrictive clause, a very restrictive provision of thestatute. Itdefined 
what Chinese laborers were, and in order to prevent any dispute in the 
courts as to what a Chinese laborer was, section 15 was introduced, and 
now let us see the definition: 

That the words “Chinese laborers,” wherever used in this act, shall be con- 
inact eda mean both skilled and unskilled laborers and Chinese employed in 

If that section had stood in the bill as it passed the Democratic House 
of Representatives, no skilled laborer as well as no unskilled laborer 
and no Chinaman engaged in mining could come. Now let us see how 
the vote stood on that. The motion was to strike out section 15 and 
the vote to strike it out was therefore a vote against the proposition 
contained in that section. In favor of striking out were: Democrats 
1 and Republicans 31—thirty-one times as many Republicans here who 
wanted this section to go out of the bill as there were Democrats. 
Here was a chance for your haste, for your eagerness to close the door 
which you had opened, and yet 31 of you said ‘* We will not close it’’ on 
that amendment. Let us see who the 31 were. Iwill read them all— 
a very respectable crowd; no names there except of great respectability. 
The list is as follows: GR 


DEMOCRATS—1, 


Brown, Ga.* 

REPUBLICANS—31, 
Aldrich, R.I. Frye, Me. Lapham, N. Y. Rollins, N.H. 
Allison, Iowa. Hale, Me. n, IN.* Saunders, Nebr. 
Anthony, R.I. Harrison, Ind. MeDili, Iowa Sawyer, Wis. 
Blair, N. H. Hawley, Conn. MeMillan, Minn. Sewell, N. J.* 
Cameron, Pa. Hill, Colo. Miller, N. Y. Sherman, Ohio * 
Chilcott, Colo. Hoar, Mass. Morrill, Vt. Van Wyck, Nebr. 
Conger, Mich. Ingalis, Kans. Platt, Conn. Windom, Minn. 
Dawes, Mass, Kellogg, La. Plumb, Kans, 

INDEPENDENT—]. 

Davis, Iil. 


* Paired. : 

Among the yeas was Mr. Harrison, of Indiana. Now I will come to 
the nays, those who wanted to keep in the fifteenth section, and let us 
see how the vote stood on that. There were 29 Democrats in favor of 
keeping that section in, only lacking 2 of being as many Democrats in 
favor of keeping it in as there were Republicans in favor of striking it 
out. Thirty-one Republicans voted to strike it out, and 29 Democrats 


voted to keep it in and 1 Democrat to strike it ont. The nays were as 


follows: 
~ NAYS. 
DEMOCRATS—29, 
Bayard, Del. Farley, Cal. Jonas, La. Vance, N. C.* 
Beck, K George, Miss. MePherson,N.J, Vest, Mo. 
Butler, S.C. Gorman, Md, Maxey, Tex. Voorhees, Ind, 
Call, Fla, Grover, Oregon Morgan, Ala. Walker, Ark. 
Cockrell, Mo.* Hampton, S.C. Pendleton,Ohio Williams, Ky. 
Coke, x Harris, Tenn.* Pugh, Ala. 
Davis, W. Va. Jackson, Tenn. Ransom, N.C.* 
Fair, Nev. Johnston, Va. Slater, Oregon 
REPUBLICANS—3, 
Cameron, Vis, Jones, Nev. Miller, Cal. 
*Paired. 


Let-us see how many Republicans at that important point in this 
controversy marched up and said, as Senators on that side of the floor 
say, ‘‘ We aregoing to close thedoor.”” Howmany of them were there ? 
Just three, Cameron, of Wisconsin, JONES, of Nevada, and Miller, of 
California. And yet we hearall the time here about Democrats in the 
House not doing their duty in reference to this matter, and about a 
Democratic Administration not making a proper treaty and all thatsort 
of thing, as if the Republicans (after having made this door by which 
this flood of Mongolians was poured on the innocent, hard-working, 
and industrious laborers of thiscountry) arenow alonein favor of clos- 
ing it, that the Democrats, the Democratic House of Representatives, 
and the Democratic Administration, are notto be trusted with perform- 
ing this work! 

That wasa vote in Committeeof the Whole. There was another vote 
when the bill got into the Senate on striking out the section, and that 
turned out a little better. When it got into the Senate the Senator 
from Alabama [Mr. MorGAn] said he would reserve a separate vote on 
section 15. When the Senate came to vote, againststriking it out were 
found 1 Democrat and 31 Republicans, Harrison, of Indiana, voting then 
as he did in Committee of the Whole, and there were 34 Democrats 
paired and voting the other way. 

That bill happened to meet with a little accident, a very common 
accident, too, it seems for Chinese restriction bills in American legis- 
lation. It encountered an executive veto, and another bill had to be 
introduced limiting the restriction to ten years. On that there were 
22 Democrats voting for the bill in the affirmative and 9 Republicans, 
and the nays were 1 Democrat and 24 Republicans, nearly three times 
as many Republicans voting against the bill as there were voting for 
it. And yet now, with that record which I have read, the Repub- 
licans clatm to be par excellence the friends of the American laborer, 
par excellence the men who in sunshine and in storm, against all oppo- 
sition, propose to close the door which they themselves had made in 
1868 and had written upon it: ‘‘To shut this door is to violate the in- 
herent and inalienable right of a Chinaman to become an American 
citizen.” 

All things change, Mr. President. A change came over the spirit of 
the dream of our friends on the other side, and the reason for that 
change was announced upon the other side of the Chamber to-day; 
though not stated as a reason, it has been’stated by one Senator or 
more upon that side; it is that all the country now wants these men 
excluded; unanimously the American people have determined to ex- 
clude the Chinese, and therefore, when the American people have be- 
come unanimous, against the yotes, against the speeches, against the 
protests, against the teachingsof the Republican side, they all fall in and 
say, ‘* Why, this is our job; you Democrats who have brought about 
this change, who, when it was unpopular, when it was met by vetoes of 
Republican Presidents, in sunshine and storm, stood up for the rights 
of American laborers not to be crushed down by the Mongolian, we at 
last have become lukewarm—oh, no; worse than that, not only luke- 
warm in our day of prosperity and power and success, but we have be- 
come inefficient; a Democratic House can not pass a bill that is strin- 
gent enough;’’ and presto! change! the very men who opposed restriction 
from the beginning of this thing, from 1879 down to the passage of the 
last bill, until it had been developed that the American people were 
about unanimous on this question, these men who opposed it up to 
that time now step to the front, seize the colors, advance on the enemy, 
and say, “ This is our flag and our fight, and you are laggards if not 
deserters”? That is the way to work it. 

That is the history of this thing up to now, for the last time. These 
very moderate bills incurred two Republican Presidential vetoes, andone 
was passed by Democrats, and when a Democratic President, Mr. Cleve- 
land, wasin the executive office it was approved. That is the way that 
stands; and now we find our Republican friends, having through all this 
long series of years fought under this banner, not only for Chinese immi- 
gration to take the bread out of the mouth of the American laborer, but 
also having fought for what they called in grandiloquent language in 
the treaty of 1868 the inherent and inalienable right of a Chinaman 
to come here and to be a citizen and to vote. Now, after all this we 
can not go fast enough for them aboutit. We, who have borne the 
heat and burden of the day, when we march to get toward the setting 
sun, covered with dust and wearied with this strife to exclude the 
Chinese, are met by these eleventh-hour men who, not content, as the 
eleyenth-hour men in the scripture were content, to receive the same 
pay with those who had worked all day long, come in and say, ‘‘ We 
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take all the pay and those who worked all day long shall not have 
any.’’ That is the attitude of the Senators upon the other side, some 
ofthem, most of them. The Senator from Colorado [Mr. TELLER], in 
my eye, and the Senator from Nevada [Mr. JoNES], in my eye, are not 
ofthat sort. They fought under our banner. They set in early in the 
morog, and from the risingof the sun until the victory was won they 
fought by the side of these Democrats, deserted, and not only deserted, 
but knifed and opposed by the large majority of theirassociates. That 
is the way that thing worked. 

Now, what is this? A Democratic House sends in a bill to-day ex- 
cluding Chinese laborers. I su that perhaps it would violate a 
treaty. The ablest Senator not only on that side but on any side of 
this Chamber, and not only that but the ablest statesman now living 
in America, gets ap and makes a remarkable proposition, he having all 
along voted with the majority of his party, hastened up now by this 
unanimous opinion coming up from the Pacific coast. He gets up here 
and makes the remarkable statement that the bill is in violation of a 
treaty, and if the House of Representatives had not passed the bill and 
therefore given him a right to assume that they had notice that the re- 
cent treaty was rejected, he would not vote for it! 

That is a remarkable proposition, Mr. President, When, where, 
what provision not only of the Constitution, but what provision of na- 
ture allows the House of Representatives, 325 of them, to have infor- 
mation which can not reach the Senate? I have heard all along from 
my boyhood up, if you give a secret to two men it is no longer a se- 
cret. Yet the Senator from Ohio bases his action in voting for this bill 
upon the impossible hypothesis that 325 men in the House of Repre- 
sentatives had a secret, a secret about public matters, too, and under 
no obligation to keep it secret, and upon that passed a bill, and that 
secret had never reached theSenate. Therefore the Senator from Ohio, 
in acting in accordance with the House, was to assume that they knew 
something which did not exist! 

If I understood the present occupant of the chair [Mr. DOLPH] cor- 
rectly—I do not know that I did—I understood him to say, when he 
spoke, that there was no evidence that the treaty had been rejected. 
Iam. not sure that I understood him correctly, but that is the way I 
understood him, that nobody has any such information, 

That was the mere skill of the practiced debater in framing an excuse 
for doing what he wanted to do. Nobody here believes that the House 
has any such information. Nobody believes that three hundred and 
twenty-five men in the House have a little piece of diplomatic history 
that has traveled 15,000 miles, from China to the House of Represent- 
atives, and when it got there it lost its wings, it lost its legs, and it 
could not travel any farther on to this end of the Capitol. That is the 
way the Senator from Ohio justifies his vote. 

Now, I come to another point. Senators were pressed by the Sena- 
tor from South Carolina [Mr. BUTLER] by the question if the bill was 
not a violation of the existing treaty. If I understood the Senator 
from Ohio aright he admitted at first that it was, until the matter was 
further pressed. The Senator from South Carolina was a little indis- 
creet I thought. I thought I heard him let out the object of his in- 
quiry. He asked if it was a violation ofa treaty with China, and every 
one of the Republican Senators would march right up to it and violate 
it, then what becomes of the excuse they have been making ever since 
the nomination at Chicago for their candidate’s vote. When we pointed 
out the votes of the Republican candidate for the Presidency as I have 
read them to the Senate, the excuse has been, ‘‘ why, he was an Ameri- 
can Senator; he was intrusted by the Constitution and laws of his coun- 
try with the honor of his country; and the honor of his country had 
been pledged in a treaty, and he could not violate it.” Thatis the ex- 
cuse which has been made; and so when that was let out Senators in- 
vented a new word for the same thing. It was nota violation of a 
treaty; oh, no, because if we acknowledge that we violate a treaty, we 
acknowledge that there was no excuse for General Harrison’s vote. So 
they invented a new word. 

Mr. President, men who play a game of this sort are very astute in 
philology. They have names, and they call the same thing by a 
variety of names, hoping that the American people are so blind, are so 
foolish that they can not look beyond the label which they put upon 
a thing at the thing itself. So we have now not ‘‘violation,”’ but 
“abrogation.” There is a little difference, but the difference is all in 
favor of the fellow who only violates it. A man mightsay, ‘‘I will vio- 
late the treaty a little; I am pressed. Here is a great public necessity 
crowding me, pressing me to a violation; I will apologize for that; I 
will make reparation for it.’’ But the man who comes to abrogate 
destroys the whole thing. ? 

Mr. TELLER rose. 

Mr. GEORGE. I do not want to be interrupted. 

Mr. TELLER. I should not think you would. 

Mr. GEORGE. Whilst the one is taking a little homeopathic dose 
of violation the other swallows a whole drug store of abrogation. So 
they will go out before the American people, before the laborers of this 
country whose bread, whose respectability has been imperiled by the 
introduction of Chinese, hoping that these same laborers, toiling for 
support for themselves and their tamilies, wearied when they go to 
their slumbers at night, will not have the opportunity to think of the 
difference between violation and abrogation. 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 


8225 


This great Republican party dealt with this great question in the way 
I have detailed, resisting, holding up not only the plighted faith and 
honor of the American people as a barrier to all action in this matter, 
but pleading the higher law, even pleading the rights of the Chinese 
given to them by the beneficent Father of usall, making them inherent 
and inalienable. The Republican party having acted in that way and 
haying made these pleas for this resistance now, after all that, come and 
charge those of us who have been in from the beginning with being lag- 
gards not to be trusted, and seek to screen themselves in a chauge of 
attitude by hocus-pocus and philological enigma. Itis murder. Oh, 
it is everything; it is a stabbing of the Constitution; it is the destruc- 
tion of the honor, the interest, and dignity of the American people to 
violate a treaty, but it is all right if you will just take a knife and in- 
stead of cutting off a little portion of the finger cut the treaty’s throat; 
that is all right. 

Mr. President, I have detained the Senate longer than I expected 
upon this matter, and I have said about all I desire to say on it now. 

the debate shall be continued, I may say something more hereafter. 

Mr. MITCHELL. Mr. President, I do not intend to take up the 
time of the Senate at any length, because I desire to have a vote on 
the bill this evening. 

Mr. VEST. Will the Senator from Oregon permit me just a second ? 
I want to state to him that the Senator from Alabama [Mr. MORGAN] 
was obliged to leave the Chamber while the Senator from Mississippi 
was speaking. He said to me that he desired to address the Senate 
upon this bill, and he asked me to prefer the request that the bill should 
lie over until to-morrow and be printed. 

Mr. MITCHELL. Then let me say a few words now in reply to the 
Senator from Mississippi. 

Mr. VEST. It is now half past 5, and if it would suit the conven- 
ience of the Senator from Oregon he can take the floor, and we can 
have the bill printed and the debate can go on in the morning. I am 
as anxious to vote for the bill as he is, but it is hardly possible to get 
a vote this evening. We have not a quorum, and the yeas and nays 
will becalled on the passage of the bill. If it will suit the convenience 
of Senators on the other side, we can let the bill be printed and go over 
until to-morrow. 

Mr. MITCHELL. I prefer to say what I intend to say right now. 
The Senator from Mississippi declined to yield on a statement made by 
myself that in my judgment he had misrepresented the facts. I desire 
to correct that Senator in his statement of facts, and it was a statement, 
by the way, upon which he based the hour’s speech that he has just 
concluded. He started out with the premise that when the Burlin- 
game treaty was entered into there were no Chinamen in this country. 
On surprise being expressed by the Senator from Colorado at that state- 
ment, he modified it, as I remember, by saying that there were at least 
but very few here then, and then he proceeded to state that it was by 
virtue of the provisions of the Burlingame treaty that the door was 
opened for Chinese immigration to this country, and he attempted to 
charge the responsibility of that legislation upon the Republican party. 

Now, Mr. President, I hold in my hand the statisties showing the 
exact number of Chinese who had come into this country prior to the 
existence of the Burlingame treaty at the one port of San Francisco 
alone. I have not only the total number, which was 141,800, but I 
have here the number in the year 1850, eighteen years before the Bur- 
lingame treaty was made, and I have also here the number who came 
each and every year between 1850 and the time when the Burlingame 
treaty went into effect. 

There were in this country 10,000 Chinese prior to the year 1852 who 
had come in at the port of San Francisco alone, to say nothing of the 
thousand, perhaps, who had come in at other ports. In the year 1852 
there came in at that port alone 20,026; in 1853, 4,270 came; in 1854, 
16,084 came; in 1855, 3,329; in 1856, 4,807; in 1857, 5,924; 1858, 
5,427; 1859, 3,175; 1860, 7,341; 1861, 8,430; 1862, 8,175; 1863, 6,432; 
1864, 2,682; 1865, 3,095; 1866, 2,242; 1867, 4,290; 1863, before the 
treaty. 11,081; 1869, before the treaty went into effect, 14,990; mak- 
ing a total of 141,800 Chinese who had entered the limits of the United 
States at the one port of San Francisco alone before the Burlingame 
treaty was made. So the basis for all the talk here to-day made by 
the Senator from Mississippi to the effect that the Republican 
opened the door to the immigration of Chinese to this country falls to 
the ground. 

The very reverse of the charge made by the Senator from Mississippi 
in reference to the party and the men who invited Chinese en fan 
to this country is true. I can tell the Senator who it was in San Fran- 
cisco and in the State of California who first gave countenance in most 
emphatic, direct, and influential terms to the immigration of Chinese 
to this country, In 1849 Peter H. Burnett was governor of the State 
of California, He resigned and one John McDougal, a Southern Demo- 
crat, succeeded, he being lientenant-governor, to the position of governor 
in that State; and in 1851 or 1852 that same Democratic governor and 
representative from the South, a native of the South and a representa- 
tive of Southern feeling and of Southern interests in the State of Cali- 
fornia, delivered a message to the Legislature of that State in which 
he referred to the Chinese as the ‘‘ most desirable of our adopted citi- 
zens.” He was the first man in the United States of America who ever 
referred to Chinese immigrants as being the most desirable of our 
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adopted citizens, or as being desirable at all as citizens. He was a 
Democrat, the head of the Democratic party in California, represent- 
ing Southern interests and Southern sentiment, and was the governor 
of the State of California. 

That great Democrat (and he was a great man in his way, great in 
intellect, I believe afterwards a member of this body), according to the 
sentiments expressed in his message, preferred the Chinese to the thou- 
sands of worthy Irish and German, and Scandinavians and Norwegians 
and English, and to all other of our adopted citizens, by stating in a 
State paper that they, the Chinese, were the ‘‘most desirable of our 
adopted citizens.” That sentiment, that expression, that movement, 
if you please, upon the part of the Democratic governor of the State of 
California in 1851, or perhaps it was i852, had its fruit in the Legisla- 
ture succeeding, which wasa Democratic Legislature by the way. 

Archibald Peachy, I believe, another Southern man, another Demo- 
crat, a leading member of the Assembly of the State of California at 
that time, a leader of his party, introduced a bill into the Democratic 
Assembly providing for, the affirmation or legalizing in the United 
States of contracts for labor made in foreign countries. The object of 
that bill was to make valid in the State of California and in the United 
States of America contracts made with the Chinese for cooly labor 
ranging from two to three and five years, by which coolies were to be 
brought to this country to work in competition with the laborers of 
California for wages at from $8 to $12 a month, and that ata time when 
the ordinary common laborer in the city of San Francisco and in the 
State of California could receive $3 a day for his labor, or $90 a month. 
That bill the Democratic Assembly of the State of California. 

Mr. WART. Every Democrat voted for it. 

Mr. MITCHELL. Every Democrat in that House, as suggested by 
the Senator from Nevada, voted for it. 

. Mr STEWART. And every Whig voted against it. 
' Mr. MITCHELL. And every Whig voted againstit. The bill went 
to the Senate and there, thank God, it was defeated by who? By one 
Republican Whig and one Democrat—old Philip Roach, I believe. 

, Mr. STEWART. No; Roach was for it. 

Mr. MITCHELL. Iam mistakén,then,about that. I supposed Mr. 
Roach had given his infiuence against it, but I am eorrected:in that. 
Then the man who led the opposition to the bill was David C. Broderick. 

Mr. STEWART. He was the man who defeated it. 

Mr.MITCHELL. Anda leading Whig whose name I do not remem- 
ber now, representing the city of San Francisco in the State Legislature. 

Mr. STEWART. Dingly was the Whig. 

Mr. MITCHELL. When the Senator from Mississippi therefore gets 
up here in his defiant way and charges the Republican party of this 
country and the Republicans of this country with opening the door to 
Chinese immigration to this country and inviting Chinese immigra- 
tion to this country, he simply proclaims to the world his own igno- 
rance of what he is talking about, or else he is not as careful as he 
shonid be in refraining from knowingly misrepresenting the facts. 
The door to Chinese immigration was opened by the Democratic party 
of California in the manner I have stated; and that is all I desire to 
say in reference to the matter, as I am anxious for a vote on the final 
passage of the ding bill. 

Mr. TELL Mr. President—— 

Mr. CULLOM. Will the Senator from Colorado allow me to make 
a motion to adjourn ? 

Mr. TELLER. I will, retaining the floor. 

Mr. CULLOM. I move that the Senate adjourn. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Before the Chair submits the motion 
he will suggest that the Senator from Missouri [Mr. Vest] has re- 
quested that the bill be printed. 

Mr, VEST. Yes, let that order be made. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. If there be no objection, it will beso 
ordered. 

MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 

A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. T. O. TOWLES, 
its Chief Clerk, announced that the House had passed the bill (S. 186) to 
amend section 1225 of the Revised Statutes concerning details of officers 
of the Army and Navy to educational institutions, and so forth, with 
amendments in which it requested the concurrence of the Senate. 

ENROLLED BILL SIGNED. 

. The message also announced that the Speaker of the House had signed 
the enrolled joint resolution (H. Res. 14) to authorize the Secretary of 
the Interior to certify lands to the State of Kansas for the benefit of 
agriculture and the mechanic arts. 

ADMISSION OF WASHINGTON. 

Mr. PLATT. I ask that the unfinished business be laid before the 

Senate. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair will lay before the Senate 
the unfinished business, which is the bill (S. 12) to provide for the 
formation and admission into the Union of the State of Washington, 
and for other purposes. 

Mr. M. I move that the Senate adjourn. 

The motion lalay ge to; and (at 5 o’clock and 40 minutes p. m.) 
the Senate adjo: until to-morrow, Tuesday, September 4, 1888, at 
12 o’clock meridian. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES, 
MONDAY, September 3, 1888. 
The House met at 12 o’clock-m. Prayer by Rev. J. H. CUTHBERT, 


‘The Journal of the proceedings of Saturday last was read and ap- 
proved, 
CHINESE IMMIGRATION. 


Mr. SCOTT. I ask unanimous consent to introduce a bill for im- 
mediate consideration. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. Let the bill be read. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. Scorr] 
asks unanimous consent to introduce a bill for present consideration. 
Tt will be read, after which the Chair will ask for objection. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

A supplement to an act entitled “An act to execute certain treaty stipulations 
relating to Chinese,” approved the 6th day of May, 1882. 


Be it enacted, elc., That from and after the passage of this act it shall be unlaw- 
ful for any Chinese laborer who shall at any time heretofore have been or may 
now or he: er be a resident within the United States, and who shall havede- 
parted or shall depart therefrom, and shall not have returned before the passage 
of this act, to return to or remain in the United States. 

Sec. 2. That no certificates of identity provided for in the fourth or fifth sec- 

tions of the act to which this is a supplement shall hereafter be issued; and 
every certificate heretofore issued in pursuance thereof is hereby declared void 
and of no effect; and the Chinese laborer claiming admission by virtue thereof 
shali not be permitted to enter the United States. 
Sec. 3. That all the duties prescribed, liabilities, penalties, and forfeitures im- 
posed, and the powers conferred, by the second, tenth, eleventh, and twelfth 
sections of the act to whichthis isa supplement are hereby extended and made 
applicable to the provisions of this act. 

Sec. 4. That all such part or parts of the act to which this is a supplement as 
are inconsistent herewith are hereby repealed. 


The SPEAKER. Is there objection? The Chair hears none. 

The bill (H. R. 11336) was read a first and second time. 

Mr. EZRA B. TAYLOR. I should like—— 

Mr. SCOTT. I have not surrendered the floor. 

Mr. JACKSON. Ido not wish to object. I merely wish to inquire 
what is the purpose of this legislation. We have recently passed a 
general act on this subject. 

Mr. SCOTT. Ifthe House will permit me, Mr. Speaker, I willendeavor 
to explain the object of this bill and what is ex to be accom- 
plished by it. It will be necessary to refer in this connection to the 
treaty of 1880 between the United States and China and the treaty 
which has lately been negotiated but not yet ratified. This bill does 
not conflict in any way with any treaty stipulations now existing be- 
tween the United States and China. It merely proposes under certain 
conditions to prohibit Chinese laborers from coming into the United 
States. If the treaty recently negotiated has been rejected by the 
Chinese Government, then this bill is essential, and is the only possible 
way by which Chinese laborers can be kept out of the United States. 
„Mr. JACKSON. I have no objection to the consideration of the 


Mr. SCOTT. TI have not yielded the floor. 

Mr. PAYSON. I desire to ask the gentleman from Pennsylvania 
[Mr. Scorr] whether this bill has been submitted to the members on 
this side from the State of California? 

Mr. SCOTT. No,sir; ithasnot been. Itisnowsubmitted to them. 
Mr. PAYSON. ‘Then it is offered for present consideration. I now 
see the gentleman from California [Mr. Morrow] in his place. 

Mr. MORROW. I should like to have amoment to examine the pro- 
visions of this bill. 

The SPEAKER. Tho gentleman from Pennsylvania states that he 
has not yet yielded the floor. 

Mr. SCOTT. I desire to call attention to what this bill proposes to 
do. Under sections 4 and 5 of the statute of 1882, enacted in con- 
formity with the treaty of 1880, it was provided that a Chinaman then 
a resident of the United States might, under certain conditions, leave 
the United States,go fo China and return, but was to do so underacer- 
tificate issued by the authority of our Government certifying his iden- 
tity and that he was a resident of the United States. Under this au- 
thority, which our treaty stipulations under the treaty of 1830 did not 
require us to give, a Chinaman could take bis certificate and return to 
China; and as the truth is a merchantable commodity from a Chinese 
point of view, those certificates were in many instances sold to China- 
men who had never been in this country, who took them and came to 
the United States in violation of the law. When a Chinaman reached 
the port of San Francisco the duty of the collector of the port under 
the law was to determine his identity; and when the collector by pos- 
itive evidence knew that the Chinaman offering the certificate was not 
the person to whom it had been originally issued, the collector at once 
required such Chinaman to leave the country. But it was just here 
that the United States courts came in and upon habeas corpus pro- 
ceedings declared in many instances that the Chinaman offering the 
certificate was the original owner. By this process Chinese laborers by 
the thousands have been permitted to come to the United States fraud- 
ulently under certificates which had never been issued to them. 

If, sir, the report in regard to the rejection of the treaty by China is 
a correct one, or whether China ratifies the treaty hereafter or not, there 
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is nothing inconsistent in this law or in what is proposed to be done | ily acquiesce in accepting it. But for the information of the House I 


under it in violation of the treaties. 
a Mr. MCKENNA. Wiii tne gentieman permit me to ask him a ques- 
on?” ; 

Mr. SCOTT. Certainly. 

Mr. McKENNA. I wish to get information from the gentleman in 
explanation of his bill. Does the bill you have submitted prohibit the 
coming of Chinamen to this country who have never been here? 

Mr. SCOTT. No,sir. Thetreaty stipulations in regard to that—— 

Mr. McKENNA. I would like the gentleman to give me his opin- 
ion of the matter. 

Mr. SCOTT. Itis the existing law we are trying to repeal in con- 
nection with that subject. 

Mr. MCKENNA. SButI would like to hear an explanation from the 
gentleman of the exact effect of the bill in thatregard. My attention 
was diverted at the time the bill was read. 

Mr. SCOTT. ‘The bill had better be read again, and the gentleman 
can draw his own conclusions. 

Mr. MCKENNA. Can not you answer as to that yourself? 

Mr. SCOTT. No; but I will ask that the bill be again read, and the 
gentleman can draw his own conclusions from the bill. 

Mr. MORROW. If the gentleman from Pennsylvania will permit 
me, I understand from the gentleman’s explanation that the bill is di- 
rected particularly to the revocation of the certificates of identification 
heretofore granted to the Chinese. 

Mr. SCOTT. Yes, sir. 

Mr. MORROW. Let me say that in California we are unanimously 
in favor of any measure which will accomplish that result. We also 
desire to go further and prevent all further Chinese immigration. 

Mr. WEAVER. So also in Iowa. 

Mr. MORROW. And if the gentleman will allow this matter to go 
over until later in the afternoon, so that this bill can be closely exam- 
ined to see that it accomplishes all that is necessary and desirable on 
the Pacific coast, or whether it needs amendment, there will be no op- 
position whatever to it. I can assure the gentleman from Pennsylva- 
nia that the delegation from the Pacific coast will co-operate with him 
in framing any additional provisions that may be necessary to relieve 
the coast of the evils involved in Chinese immigration. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. The bill isshort; letit be read again and the 
gentleman can see what it provides. 

Mr. McCLAMMY. And he can put his own construction on it. 

Mr. MORROW. You provide as I understand it for the repeal of 
the provisions of the act of 1882, which requires certificates of identifi- 
cation. That is not sufficient. 

Mr. SCOTT. Yes, sir. 

Mr. MORROW. One of the difficulties and chief causes of com- 
plaint in California is not now in regard to these certificates of identi- 
tication. The treaty of November 17, 1830, provided that any China- 
man in the United States at that time should have the right to come 
and go of his own free will and accord. Now, if there had been a bill 


upon the statute-books at that date, providing for the identification of | th 


such persons as were then within the limits of the United States and 
those who should ‘thereafter depart, the evils we now complain of 
would not have occurred; but it was not until the Gth day of May, 
1882, that a Jaw was placed on the statute-books providing for the 
identification of those who should thereafter depart. 

But between the date of the treaty of November 17, 1880, and the 
enactment of the law of May 6, 1882, some twelve thqnsand Chinamen 
departed without certificates of identification. Under the decision of 
the Supreme Court of the United States any person who so departed 
was entitled to the privilege of returning on furnishing mere parole 
testimony that he was here when the treaty went into effect. Now, 
under that decision they are coming into San Francisco and other parts 
of the country upon producing mere parole testimony that they were 
here at the date of the treaty of 1880. The gentleman will see that if 
the bill does not guard against the evils we are encountering in this 

it ought to be amended so as to provide to meet that difficulty. 
It should provide against the admission of those people who are com- 
ing here on the claim that they were here at the time of the treaty of 
1880. What we want, therefore, is to provide, to-day if you please, 
by a bill in proper form, effectively against the coming of all Chinamen 
who left the United States prior to the 6th day of May, 1882, and de- 
clare positively that they shall not be entitled to return. That would 
remove the objection I am now making and remedy the difficulties un- 
der which we are now laboring. 

Mr. SCOTT. Mr. Speaker, if the statement made by the gentleman 
from California is correct as to the phraseology of this bill the reading 
of it will show the House whether it meets the pointor not. If it does 
not meet the point it canreadily be amended, but Ithink it does. The 
amendment which he proposes or ts would be right and proper 
if it is not already embodied in the bill; but I do not see, sir, why the 
amendment could not be with great propriety put upon the bill now 
as wellas by theintroduction of aseparate bill thisafternoop. And there- 


fore, if the gentleman has such an amendment to offer in the Jine in 
which he speaks, I am very sure that this side of the House will read- 


ask that the bill be again reported, reserving the right to the floor. 

The SPEAKER. The bill will be again read. 

The bill was read at length. 

Mr. McMILLIN. That covers the whole ground. 

Mr. HATCH. Very fully. 

Mr. SCOTT. I think the gentleman will observe that the first sec- 
tion clearly provides for the difficulties about which he has been speak- 
ing, and as the bill is complete in that respect, I move the previous ques- 
tion upon its engrossment and third reading. 

Mr. MORROW. The reason that I made the suggestion I did about 
an amendment was because my attention was distracted when the first 
section of the bill was being read, and I did not really know until I 
heard the second and third sections read what the bill was about. I 
find now that it covers the point I made and I favor the bill. 

Mr. BLAND. There has been great complaint about Chinese coming 
across the border from the British possessionst I would like to ask 
whether any provision is made as to that? 

Mr. SCOTT. This covers the whole field. 

Mr. MORROW. This does not protect us against immigration from 
the British possessions. 

Mr. McSHANE. Oh, yes. 

Mr. SCOTT. It does very fully. 

Mr. DUNN. The bill seems to be very carefully drawn to cover the 
whole ground, 

The previous question was ordered, under the operation of which the 
bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time; and being en- 
grossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and 

Mr. SCOTT moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill was passed; 
and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the table. , 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

Mr. LAIRD. Regular order. 

The SPEAKER. The regular order is demanded. 


EDWIN J. GODFREY. 


The SPEAKER laid before the House the following message from the 
President of the United States; which was read, and, with the accom- 
panying bill, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered 
to be printed: 

To the House of Representatives: 

Ireturn without approval House bill No. 9063, entitled “An act granting a 
pension to Edwin J. Godfrey,” 

The beneficiary named in this bill enlisted on the 27th day of May, 1861, ina New 
Hampshire regiment, and less than three months thereafter was d on 
a surgeon's certificate of his disability occasioned by “‘ disease of heart existing 
prior to enlistment.” 

In 1881, twenty years after Racberen Se beneficiary applied to the Pension 
Bureau for a pension, and sieges that disease of the heart was the result of 
fatigue and overheating at Bull Run, Va., July 21, 1861. 

If the heart disease of which the a i leale g soldier complained in 1861, and 
which the claimant of a pension in 1881 alleged still continued, could have been 
caused by fatigue and overheating in the only battle of his brief service, it 
seems to me that its manifestations and symptoms a month afterwards could 
not Saves mistaken for such as belonged to a much longer continuance ot 
e 3 
I am fully satisfied that the surgeon was not mistaken who made the cer- 
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is z GROVER CLEVELAND. 


ExerctrIyn MANSION, September 1, 1888. 
JOHN S. BRYANT. 


The SPEAKER also laid before the House the following message 
from the President of the United States; which was read, and, with the 
accompanying bill, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and 
ordered to be printed: s 
To the House of Representatives: 

I return without approval House bill No. 5155, entitled “An act granting apen- 
sion to John S. Bryant.” 

The man for whom this pension is proposed never, so far as I can learn, did a 
single day’s actual military’service at the front, nor ever left,in such service, 
the State in which he was enlisted. 

en December 7. 1863, in a Maine regiment; on the 16th day of the 
same month he is marked as a deserter, having failed to report after leave of 
absence; December 31, 1563, he is reported sick in hospital at Augusta, Me.; 
per 26, 1864, he is marked as having deserted from Camp Keyes, at Au- 
gu e. 

He was discharged January 14, 1865, for disability occasioned, as the 3 
certificate declares, “‘ by a fall from a wagon while at home on a furlough, De- 
cember 22, 1863." The certificate continues as follows : 

* Never has done a day’s duty—is utterly worthless and unfit for the Veteran 
Reserve Corps.” 
the second charge of desertion was removed, and the first 
charge does not seem to be serious. 

But he was injured while home on a furlough, bis regiment still being in —_ 
within the State of his residence; and although there are cases in which it 
seems not improper that pensions should be granted for injuries sustained dur- 
ing furlough and before actual return to duty, this does not appear to me to be 


one of them. 
GROVER CLEVELAND. 
EXECUTIVE MANSION, September 1, 1838. 
LEAVE OF ABSENCE. 

By unanimous consent, leave of absence was granted as follows: 

To Mr, STEELE, from Wednesday next, indefinitely, on account of 
important business. 

To Mr, LEHLBACH, indefinitely, on account of death in his family. 
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D. W. BOUTWELL. 


lands to the State of remo Sage benefit ofagriculture and the mechanic arts, 


Mr. RYAN. Iask that the bill (H. R. 2253) for the relief of D. W. | ° 159° serip in lieu thereo 


Boutwell be recommitted to the Committee on War Claims. 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 

ORDER OF BUSINESS. 

The SPEAKER. The regular order is called for. This being Mon- 
day, the regular order is the call of Statesand Territories for the intro- 
duction of bills and resolutions for reference. 

COTTON BAGGING, ETC. 

Mr. WHEELER introduced a bill (H. R. 11337) placing cotton bag- 
ging and other materials suitable for baling cotton on the free-list; 
which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on 
Ways and Means, and ordered to be printed. 

BRIDGE ACROSS COOSA RIVER. 

Mr. FORNEY introguced a bill (H. R. 11338) authorizing the con- 
struction of a bridge across the Coosa River at Gadsden, in the State of 
Alabama. 

Mr. BLAND. Let the bill be read. 

The Clerk proceeded to read the bill. 

Mr. O'NEILL, of Missouri (interrupting the reading). 
the further reading of the bill be dispensed with. 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 

The bill was read a first and second time, referred to the Commit- 
tee on Commerce, and ordered to be printed. 

TRUSTS. 

Mr. NEWTON introduced a bill (H, R. 11339) for the punishment 
of persons connected with trusts; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on the Judiciary, and ordered to be 
printed. 


I ask that 


COMMERCE, 


Mr. LAIRD submitted a resolution fixing a day for the consideration 
ot House bill 3404, being a bill to amend an act entitled *‘An act to 
regulate commerce,” approved February 4, 1887; which was referred 
to the Committee on Rules. 

NEW LIBRARY BUILDING. 

Mr. KELLEY submitted the following resolution: 


Resolved, That the special committee engaged in investigating the construc- 
tion of the new Library building be directed toinquire and report whether any 
member of the House, acting by or for himself or in concert or combination with 
others, has sought by persuasion, intimidation, or other corrupt or improper 
means to influence or control the action of Mr. J. L. Smithmeyer, architect of said 
building, in the selection, acceptance, or a) re of inferior and improper ma- 
terial to be used in the construction of said building. 


The SPEAKER. The resolution will be referred to the Committee 
on the Library. 

Mr. KELLEY. The special committee investigating-—— 

The SPEAKER. This resolution can only be offered now for refer- 
ence. The Chair will state to the gentleman from Pennsylvania that 
in the opinion of the Chair this is a privileged resolution and can be 
offered at any other time for immediate consideration; but if offered 
now it will go to the Committee on the Library. 

Mr. KELLEY. Then I withdraw it for the present. 

UNITED STATES CIRCUIT COURTS AT SOUTH BEND, IND. 

Mr. SHIVELY introduced a bill (H. R. 11340) providing for the 
holding of United States circuit courts at South Bend, Ind.; which was 
read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on the Judiciary, 
and ordered to be printed, 

CHIEF AND ASSISTANT CHIEF BUREAU OF ENGRAVING AND PRINTING. 

Mr. FORAN introduced a bill (H, R. 11341) to define the qualifica- 
tions of the chief and assistant chief of the Bureau of Engraving and 
Printing; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on Reform in the Civil Service, and qrdered to be printed. 

LIGHT-HOUSE AT POINT ISABEL, TEXAS. 

Mr. CRAIN introduced a bill (H. R. 11342) providing for the re- 
establishment of the light-houseat Point Isabel, Texas; which was read 
a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Commerce, and 
ordered to be printed. 

TRUSTS. 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Iowa, by unanimous consent, introduced a bill 
(H. R. 11343) defining trusts to be an unlawful conspiracy, and to pro- 
vide for the punishment of persons connected with them and carrying 
them on, and for other purposes; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on the Judiciary, and ordered to be 


printed. 
Mr. CRISP. I ask to suspend the rules—— 
The SPEAKER. There are two motions to suspend the rules now 


pending. 
Mr. SPRINGER. I call for the regular order. 


ENROLLED BILL SIGNED. 

Mr. KILGORE, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, reported that 
they had examined and found duly enrolled a joint resolution of the 
following title; when the Speaker signed the same: 

Joint resolution (H. Res. 14) to authorize the Secretary ofthe Interior to certify 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


. 
_ Mr. O'NEILL, of Missouri. Mr. Speaker, I rise to a parliamentary 
inguiry. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. O'NEILL, of Missouri. One of the pending motions to suspend 
the rules, as I understand it, is the motion of the gentleman from Mis- 
souri [Mr. WARNER] in regard tothe Oklahoma bill. Isthe other the 
unfinished business from the Committee on Military Affairs? 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will state the situation of the business 
of the House in that respect. Some time ago, the Chair thinks on the 
third Monday in July, the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. TOWNSHEND], 
from the Committee on Military Affairs, moved to suspend the rules 
and pass a bill in relation to the celebration at Gettysburgh, and upon 
the question of ordering a second no quorum voted. Nothing further 
was done on that day. On next suspension day that matter would 
have been pending, but the gentleman from Illinois did not call it up. 
The Chair supposed it was abandoned and recognized the gentleman 
from Missouri [Mr. WARNER], who made a motion to suspend the 
rules to fix a day for the Oklahoma bill, and upon further demand for 
a second no quorum appeared, and that went over. On the next sus- 
pension day the Chair recognized the gentleman from Missouri to com- 
plete consideration of the pending motion. Thereupon the gentleman 
from Illinois rose and stated that he desired to withdraw his former 
motion and substitute another bill- for it; and that being committee 
day it was recognized by the Chair, who stated to the gentleman from 
Missouri that it had preference, and thereupon the gentleman from 
Missouri [Mr. WARNER] temporarily withdrew his motion and a sec- 
ond was ordered on that motion tosuspend the rules and pass the bill, 
but no quorum voted. That is the situation of the business now. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Was a second ordered ? 

The SPEAKER. A second was ordered on the motion made by the 
gentleman from Illinois. 

Mr. PAYSON. ‘The pending motion, then, with reference to the bill 
presented by the gentleman from Missouri (Mr. WARNER] is to fix a 
day for the consideration of the bill? 

The SPEAKER. But that motion is not now before the House, be- 
cause the gentleman yielded. 

Mr. PAYSON. But that is the scope of the motion. 


DETAILS OF ARMY AND NAVY OFFICERS TO EDUCATIONAL INSTI- 
TUTIONS. 


The SPEAKER. Yes, whenitisreached. The question now is upon 
the motion made by the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. TOWNSHEND] 
to suspend the rules and the bill the title of which will be read. 

A MEMBER. The gentleman from Illinois [Mr. TOWNSHEND] is not 
in the House at this moment. 5 

Mr. HOOKER. I call up the motion. 

The SPEAKER. The motion is pending and a second has been or- 
dered upon it. 

Mr. MCMILLIN. Iask unanimous consent to have the bill read 


again. . 

The SPEAKER. ‘Tf there be no objection the bill will be again read. 
The Chair understands that as the motion was made it applies toa 
Senate bill with House amendments incorporated in it. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. The bill which was under consideration the 
other day and ypon which the vote was being taken is a Senate bill 
with amendments which had been previously adopted in the House. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair so understands, and he will cause the 
bill to be read with the amendments incorporated in it. 

The bill was again read. 

The SPEAKER. ‘The question is on the motion of the gentleman 
from Illinois [Mr. TOWNSHEND] to suspend the rules and pass this 
bill. 

Mr. BLAND. Is debate in order on that motion? 

The SPEAKER. Debate is exhausted, and the demand for the yeas 
and nays has been refused. 

Mr. KILGORE. Was not a second demanded on the motion ? 

The SPEAKER. It was, and granted. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. A second was granted, and the bill was de- 
bated, and now we come to a direct vote upon suspending the rules and 

ing it. 

Mr. *ILGORE. That requires a two-thirds vote, I understand. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. It requires a two-thirds vote, and I hope it 
will receive it. 

Mr. CROUSE. I rise to a parliamentary inquiry. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. CROUSE. I was not present when this bill was discussed the 
other day, and I wish to inquire whether there will not be an oppor- 
tunity now to move to amend it? 

The SPEAKER. There will not. 

Several Members. Regular order. 

The question was taken on the motion of Mr. TOWNSHEND; aud 
there were—ayes 82, noes 18. 

Mr. BLAND. No quorum. 
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Mr. TOWNSHEND. I ask for the yeas and nays. : 

The SPEAKER. The yeas and nays were refused by the House 
when this matter was last under consideration. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. Isitin order to move to reconsider the vote by 
which the yeas and nays were refused ? 

The SPEAKER. Itis not. Under the rules that motion must be 
made either on the same day or the succeeding day. The point of no 
quorum being made, the Chair will appoint to act as tellers the gen- 
tleman from Missouri [Mr. BLAND] and the gentleman from Illinois 
[Mr. TOWNSHEND]. 

The House divided; and the tellers reported—ayes 110, noes 5. 
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Mr. BLAND. 


Mr. O’NEILL, of Missouri. 


No quorum. 


call of the House? 
The SPEAKER. Itis. 
Mr. TOWNSHEND. Donot dothat. We shall have a quorum pres- 


ently. 


Mr. O'NEILL, 


of Missouri. 


Mr. Speaker, is it in order to move a 


What is the use of having this matter 


obstruct us all day, as it did before? Itis not of sufficient importance 
to justify that. Mr. Speaker, I move a call of the House. 
‘The question was taken on ordering a call of the House; and there 
were—ayes 48, noes 28. 
So the call was ordered. 
The Clerk proceeded to call the roll, when the following members 
answered to their names: 


+ 


Abbott, Crouse, Kilgore, 
Adams, Culberson, Laffoon, Rowell, 
Allen, Mich, Davis, La Follette, Rowland 
Anderson, Iowa Dibble, L n, Russell, Conn, 
Anderson, Miss, Dockery, Laird, Ryan, 
Anderson, Ill. Dorsey, Landes, Sawyer, 
Anderson, Kans. Dougherty, Lane, Sayers, 
Bacon, Dunn, Lanham, Scott, 
Baker, N. Y Elliott, Latham, Scull, 
Baker, Il). Enloe, Lind, Seymour, 
Bankhead, Felton, Lyman, Shaw, 
Bayne, Foran, acdonald, Shively, 
Belmont, Forney, Mahoney, Smith, 
Bland, French, Maish, Snyder, 
Blount, Fuller, Mansur, Sowden, 
Bound, Funston, Martin, Springer, 
Bowen, Gear, McClammy, Steele, 
Breckinridge, Ark, Gest, McKenna, Stephenson, 
Brewer, Glass, MeMillin, Stewart, Ga. 
Brower, Greenman, McShane, Stone, Ky. 
Brown, Ohio Grimes, Moflitt, Stone, Mo. 
Brown, J. R., Va. Guenther, Morgan, ymes, 
Bryce, Hall, Morrill, Taulbee 
Buchanan, % Morrow, Taylor, È. B., Ohio 
Bunnell, Harmer, Neal, Taylor, J. D.. Ohio 
Burnes, Hatch, Newton, Thomas, Wis. 
Burrows, Haugen, Nutting, ‘Thompson, Ohio 
Butler, Hemphill, Oates, Thompson, Cal. 
Campbell, F., N. Y. Henderson, Iowa O'Neall, Ind. Y, 
Campbell, T.J., N.Y.Henderson, N.C. O'Neill, Pa. Townshend, 
Cannon, Henderson, I. O'Neill, Mo, Turner, 
Carlton, Herbert, Osborne, Vandever, 
Carnth. ermann, Outhwaite, alker, 
Caswell, Seend; Semon Washi 

tchings, res, ‘ayson, ashington, 
Chipman, Hitt, eel, Weaver, 
Clements, A Penington, Weber, 
Cobb, Hol S Perkins, Wheeler, 
Compton, Holmes, Peters, White, Ind 
Conger, Hooker, Phelan, Whiting, Mich, 
Cothran, Jackson, Plumb, Whitthorne, 
Cowles, Johnston, Ind. Post, Wilkinson, 
Cox, ean, Rice, Williams, 
Crain, Kelley, Robertson, Wilson, W. Va, 
Crisp, Ketcham, Rockwell, Wise. 

The Clerk proceeded to call the rollof absentees for the presentation 
of excuses. 

The following-named members were absent on leave: 
Biggs. Ermentrout, Hopkins, Va, Rayner, 
Blanchard, Finley, Hopkins, N. Y. Simmons, 
Bynum, Fitch, Johnston, N. C. 
Barnes, Ford, Laidlaw, Stewart, Tex. 
Candler, Granger, Lehl Stahlnecker, 
Clark, Gaines, McRae, Thomas, Ky. 
Cogswell, Grosvenor, Matson. Turner, Ga, 
Cutcheon, Gall McKinley. Wilber, 
Sooper Grout, Owen wW 
De O, Houk, d A 
Da é Hunter, Patton, 
Davidson, Fla. Hovey, Randall, 


For the remaining absentees no excuses were offered except in the 
following case: 

Mr. SAYERS. Mr. Speaker, I have a communication from my col- 
league [Mr. MoorRE] stating that he is quite unwell to-day. ask 
that he be excused. 

There being no objection, Mr. MOORE was excused. 

The SPEAKER. On this call 178 members, being more than a quo- 
rum, have wove et 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. I move that further proceedings under the 
call be dispensed with. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The SPEAKER. The tellers will please resume their places. 

Mr. SOWDEN, I move that the House do now adjourn. 
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The SPEAKER (haying put the question on the motion to adjourn). 
The noes seem to have it. : 

Mr. BLAND. Division. 

The question being again taken, there were—ayes 29, noes 61. 

So the motion to adjourn was not agreed to. 

The SPEAKER. ‘The tellers will resume their places. Other busi- 
ness haying intervened, the vote will have to be taken over again. 
The question is on suspending the rules and passing the bill which 
has been read at the desk. 

The House again divided; and the tellers reported—ayes 89, noes 6. 

The SPEAKER announced the result of the vote. 

Mr. BLAND. No quorum. 

Mr. FORNEY. Icall up for further consideration the conference 
report of the sundry civil appropriation bill. 

Mr. O’NEILL, of Missouri. How can that come up now? 

The SPEAKER. It isa matter of the highest privilege. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. Ifthe gentleman from Alabama [Mr. FORNEY] 
will wait a few moments I think a quorum will appear. 

Mr. FORNEY. This is one of the regular appropriation bills, and 
I want to have it considered now. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Alabama [Mr. FORNEY] in- 
sists on his proposition. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. I rise to a parliamentarf inquiry. Can the 
question of consideration be raised against this conference report? 

The SPEAKER. Itcan. The Chair thinks the House has always 
the power to determine whether it will or will not consider any matter. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. Then I raise the question of consideration. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Illinois [Mr. TOWNSHEND] 
raises the question of consideration against the report of the committee 
of conference on the sundry civil appropriation bill. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I rise toa point of order. As the question was 
being taken by tellers on the motion of the gentleman from Illinois 
(Mr. TOWNSHEND], and as the point was made that no quorum had 
voted, is it in order to proceed to other business while the tellers are 
still on the floor and the point of no quorum has not been withdrawn? 

The SPEAKER. But the Chair announced the result. That vote 
wascompleted. Although no quorum voted, the House took no further 
proceedings. The gentleman from Alabama [Mr. FORNEY] then rose 
and called up the conference report. The Chair will state that the last 
entry on the official record of the House shows the presence of a quorum. 
A quorum simply did not vote on the last proposition. 

Mr. SPRINGER. What is the question? 

The SPEAKER. The Chair was about tostateit. The question is: 
Will the House proceed to the consideration of the report of the com- 
mittee of conference on the sundry civil appropriation bill? 

Mr. SPRINGER. Irise to a parliamentary inquiry. This being a 
day upon which it is in order to move to suspend the rules at any time 
after the call of States and Territories, does. not a motion to suspend 
the rules suspend that rule which allows a conference report the privi- 
iege of being called up at any time? And is not the motion to sus- 
pend the rules before the House until disposed of? 

TheSPEAKER. But the rules have not been suspended. 

Mr. SPRINGER. But this is a motion to suspend the rules. 

The SPEAKER. It is in order at this time to makéa motion to 
suspend the rules, just as it isin order at any time to move to adjourn; 
yet, pending a motion to adjourn, any gentleman could under the rules 
call up a conference report. 

Mr. SPRINGER. But the gentleman from Alabama can not stop 
the House from taking such’action as it pleases. He can not stop the 
House from adjourning or enforcing its own orders. 

The SPEAKER. If the House does not adjourn it stops itself from 
adjourning. [Laughter.] It is always within the power of the House 
to determine whether or not it will proceed to consider a matter. The 
question is, Will the House now proceed to consider this conference 
report? 

Mr. CANNON. It is evident that nothing will be done by way of a 
suspension of the rules to-day, and I hope the House will go on with 
the consideration of the conference report and let us dispose of it. 

Mr, SPRINGER. I understand the gentleman from Missouri [Mr. 
WARNER] will be recognized as soon as this is disposed of to move to 
suspend the rules and call up the Oklahoma matter. [Cries of“ Reg- 
ular order!?’] ; 

Mr. BLOUNT. Mr. Speaker, is this debate in order? 

The SPEAKER. The first question is, Will the House proceed to 
consider the conference rt? 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. It is well understood that we do not want to 
go into the consideration of this conference report, because we want to 
take up the Oklahoma matter and other matters which can be called up 
to-day under the rules. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I hope all in favor of Oklahoma and of the relief 
of persons using cotton bagging will vote in the negative on the motion 
of the gentleman from Alabama. [Cries of ‘‘ Regular order! ”] 

The question being taken on the motion of Mr. FORNEY, the House 
divided; and there were—ayes 81, noes 34. 

Mr. SPRINGER. [I call for the yeas and nays. 

Mr. O’NEILL, of Missouri. I reserve the point of no quorum. 
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Tke yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. I rise to a parliamentary in- 

niry. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. If we go into the considera- 
tion of the conference report does it not make it impossible to take up 
the proposition to give relief to the consumersof cotton bagging to-day ? 

The SPEAKER. If the House proceeds to the consideration of this 
report and consumes the entire day, of course no other business will 
be transacted. 

Mr. CANNON. Regular order, 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will call the roll. 

The Clerk proceeded to call the roll. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. Mr. Speaker—— 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk is calling the roll. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. I wish to submit another ques- 
tion. 

Mr. CANNON. Regular order. 

Mr. O'NEILL, of Missouri, If this conference reportis taken up it 
will prevent me from calling up the convict-labor bill. 

Mr. SPRINGER. And it will stop the consideration of the Okla- 
homa bill and the cotton-bagging bill. 

Ps BRECKINBIDGE, of Arkansas. I wish to know the effect of 

e vote—— 

The SPEAKER. The Chair has already stated that if the House 
proceeds to consider the conference report and it consumes the entire 
remainder of this day, of course no other business can be transacted. 

Mr. SPRINGER. It will consume the entire day. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. I wish to submit a parliamentary inquiry. I 
desire to know if I have not the power to withdraw from consideration 
the bill detailing Army officers to colleges? 

- The SPEAKER. By unanimous consent the gentleman can with- 
draw the bill. 

Mr. CANNON. Regular order. 

Mr. JOSEPH D. TAYLOR. I object to the withdrawal of the bill. 


The SPEAKER. It does not affect this question in the least in any | 


event. 

The question is on the motion of the gentleman from Alabama [Mr. 
FORNEY] that the House proceed to consider the report of the confer- 
ence committee on the sundry civil appropriation bill, on which the 
yeas and nays have been ordered; and the Clerk will call the roll. 

The question was taken; and there were—yeas 82, nays 84, not vot- 
ing 158; as follows: 


YEAS—S82. 
Abbott, Cobb, Holman, Scott, 
Adams, Cothran, Hooker, Seymour, 
Allen, Mich. Crain, Jackson, Shaw, 
Anderson, Miss. Crisp, Kelley, Snyder, 
Bacon, Culberson, Ketcham, Sowden, 
Bank Elliott, oon, Steele, 
Biand, Felton, La Folletto, Sterrart, Ga. 
Blount, Foran, Stone, Ky. 
Bowen, ’ Forney, Lane, Taylor, . B., Ohio 
Brown, Ohio Gear, Lyman, Taylor, J. D., Ohio 
Brown, J. E., Va. Glass, Martin. Tracey, 
ce, Greenman, McMillin, Walker, 
Burnes, é Hall, r Washington, 
Burrows, Newton, Weber, 
Butler, Haugen Wheeler, 
Campbell, F., WY. Hemphill, O'Neall, Ind, White, Ina: 
Campbell, T. a R N.Y. Hermann, Payson, Wilkinso! 
non, Hiestand, Penington, Wilson, wW. Va. 
Carlton, Hires, Rice, ise. 
Caswell, Hitt, Rowell, 
Clements, Hogg, Sawyer, 
NAYS—Sti. 
Anderson, Iowa Dunn, Maish, Rowland, 
Anderson, Ill. Enloe, Mansur, Russell, Conn, 
Anderson, Kans. Fuller, McClammy, Ryan, 
Baker, I. Funston, McShane, Sayers, 
Bayne, Gibson, Moffitt, Scull, 
Bingham, Harmer, Morrow, Shively, 
Bliss, Henderson, Iowa Nichols, Smith, 
Bound, Henderson, N.C. Nutting, Springer, 
Breckinridge, Ark. Herbert, O'Neill, Pa. Stone, Mo. 
Brewer, Holmes, O'Neill, Mo. Symes, 
Buchanan, Hutton, Osborne, Taulbee, 
Bunnell, Johnston, Ind, Outhwaite, Thomas, Wis. 
th, Kean, Parker, Thompson, Cal. 
Compton, Kilgore, Peel, Townshend, 
Conger, Iaird, Perkins, Turner, Kans, 
Cowles, Landes, Peters, Vandever, 
Lan Phelan, Warner, 
Crouse, Latham, Plumb, Weaver, 
Dockery, Lind, Post, wW hitthorne, 
Dorsey, Macdonald, Robertson, Williams, 
herty, Mahoney, Rogers, Yoder. 
NOT VOTING—158. 
Allen, Mass, Blanchard, Burnett, Cockran. 
Allen, Miss. Boothman, Butterworth, Cogswell 
Aela, Boutelle, Bynum, Collins, 
Atkinson, Bowden Campel; Ohio 5 
Baker, N. Y. Breckintidge, Ky. Candler, Cummings, 
Barnes, Bro Catchings, Cutcheon, 
Barry, mrowneT: H.B.,Va.Cheadie, Daizell, 
Belden, Browne, Ind. Chipman, 


Belmont, Brumm, Clardy, Dar! gton, 
Biggs, - Buckalew, Cask 


Davidson, Ala, Henderson, Il. MeKinney, Simmons, 
Davidson, Fla, Hopkins, lil. McRae, Spinola, 
Davis, Hopkins, Va. Merriman, Spooner, 
De Lano, Hopkins, N.Y. Milliken, Stahlnecker, 
Dibble, Houk, Mills, Stephenso: 
Dingley, Hovey, Montgomery, Stewart, Tex, 
Dunham Howard, Moore, Stew: Vt. 
Ermentrout, Hudd, - Morgan. Stockdale, 
Farquhar, Hunter, Morrill, Struble, 
Finley, Johnston, N.C. orse, ey, 
Fisher, Jones, N ” Thomas, Ky, 
Fitch Kennedy, Norwood, mas, I 
Flood, Kerr, O'Donnell, Thompson, Ohio 
Ford, Laidlaw, O'Ferrall, b 
French, Lawler, Owen, Turner, Ga. 
Gaines, Lee, `“ Patton, Vance, 
Gallinger, Lehibach Perry, Wade, 

oo Lodge, Phelps, est, 

t, ng, Pidcock, White, N. Y. 
Glover, Lynch, Pugsley, Whiting, Mich, 
Gof, Maffett, Randall, Whiting, 
Granger, Mason, Rayner, Wick 
Grimes, Matson, Wilber, 
Grosvenor, McAdoo, Richardson, Wilki 
Grout, McComas, Rockwell, Wilson, Minn. 
Gnenther, McCormick, Romeis, Woodburn, 

‘atch, M Russell, Mass. Yardley, 
Hayden, McCullogh, Rusk, fost. > 
Hayes, McKenna, Seney, 

Heard, McKinley, Sherman, 


So the House refused to consider the conference report. 

Mr. BAKER, of New York. Iam paired with Mr. BARNES, and de- 
sire to withdraw my vote. 

Mr. HATCH. Iam paired with the gentleman from Vermont [Mr. 
STEWART], and voted to make a quorum. I withdraw my vote. 

Mr. JACKSON. Iask unanimous consent that the reading of the 
names be dispensed with. 

Mr. SPRINGER. ‘There have beenso many changes I think the roll 
had better be recapitulated. 

Mr. MORGAN. Ihavevoted to make aquorum. Ifaquorum has 
voted I desire to withdraw my vote. 

The following pairs were announced: 

Until further notice: 

Mr. RANDALL with Mr. DINGLEY. 

Mr. STOCKDALE with Mr. CLARK. 

Mr. MERRIMAN with Mr. FARQUHAR. 

Mr. Smmions with Mr. THOMAS H. B. BROWNE. 

Mr. FISHER with Mr. LEHLBACH. 

Mr. JOHNSTON, of North Carolina, with Mr. YARDLEY. 

Mr. DAVIDSON, of Florida, with Mr. GALLINGER. 

Mr. WILKINS with Mr. Lone. 

Mr. HATCH with Mr. STEWART, of Vermont. 

Mr. GREENMAN with Mr. SHERMAN. 

Mr. Rusk with Mr. O'DONNELL. 

Mr. RAYNER with Mr. GROSVENOR. 

Mr. STAHLNECKER with Mr. WICKHAM. 

Mr. Hopkins, of Virginia, with Mr. LAIDLAW. 

Mr. RICHARDSON with Mr. CHEADLE. 

Mr. DAVIDSON, of Alabama, with Mr. PATTON. 

Mr. SNYDER with Mr. Yosr. 

Mr. BARNES with Mr. BAKER, of New York. 

Mr. ERMENTROUT with Mr. GROUT. 

Mr. Forp with Mr. GUENTHER. 

Mr. GLOVER with Mr. PUGSLEY. 

Mr. McApoo with Mr. COOPER. 

Mr. MATSON with Mr. Hovey, from August 28 to September 15, 
inclusive. 

Mr. OUTHWATTE with Mr. MCKINLEY. 

Mr. McRAE with Mr. Kerr. 

Mr. BOUTELLE with Mr. WISE. 

Mr. DARGAN with Mr. West. 

Mr. STEWART, of Texas, with Mr. DUNHAM. 

Mr. CLARDY with Mr. WADE. 

Mr. Perry with Mr. SPOONER. 

Mr. CoLLINS with Mr. ALLEN, of Massachusetts, 

Mr. O’FERRALL with Mr. Mason. 

Mr. COMPTON with Mr. GOFF. 

Mr. Breas with Mr. Morrow. 

Mr. BELMONT with Mr. DAVENPORT. 

Mr. CANDLER with Mr. FINLEY. 

Mr. GRANGER with Mr. ROCKWELL. 

Mr. BLANCHARD with Mr. THOMAS, of Illinois. 

Mr. MONTGOMERY with Mr. HUNTER, 

Mr. Morse with Mr. Wurrrna, of Massachusetts, 

Mr. TURNER, of Georgia, with Mr. REED. 

Mr. HOWARD with Mr. HOPKINS, of Illinois. 

Mr. TIMOTHY J. CAMPBELL with Mr. BOWDEN. 

Mr. CUTCHEON with Mr. TARSNEY. 

Mr. Hupp with Mr. ARNOLD. 

Mr. TILLMAN with Mr. HOPKINS, of New York. 

Mr. BUCKALEW with Mr. BAYNE, on all political questions. 

Mr. DARLINGTON with Mr. Moore. 

Mr. Pipcock with Mr. PHELPs. 
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Mr. RUSSELL, of Massachusetts, with Mr. CoGSWELL. Mr. BLOUNT. But oftentimes unfinished business does not come 
Mr. MORGAN with Mr. MILLIKEN. up because no motion is made to take it up. 


. WHITING, of Michigan, with Mr. HOUK. 
. LAWLER with Mr. DE LANO. 

. CAMPBELL, of Ohio, with Mr. KENNEDY. 
. McKinney with Mr. BoorHMAN. 

. WILSON, of Iowa, with Mr. McComas. 

. MILLS with Mr. Ezra B. TAYLOR. 

. BYNUM with Mr. OWEN. 

. HAYES with Mr. FELTON. 

. GAY with Mr. MORRILL. 

Mr, Jones with Mr. Crouse. 

Mr. BLOUNT with Mr. PETERS, upon the Oklahoma bill, until fur- 
ther notice. If present, Mr. PETERS would vote for the bill and Mr. 
BLountT would vote against it. 

Mr. SENEY with Mr. Romets, until Tuesday. 

Mr. O’FERRALL with Mr. WASHINGTON. 

Mr. ROMEIS. I notice that I am paired with Mr. SENEY. Ithere- 
fore withdraw my vote. 

The result of the vote was then announced as above stated. 

The SPEAKER, The tellers will resume their places. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. It is evident there isa determination to defeat 
this bill by reason of no quorum, and I therefore ask the consent of the 
House that the bill be laid aside for the present, in order that other 
measures may be taken up. 

Mr. HOOPER. I object. 

The tellers resumed their places. 

Mr. BLAND. The right way is to defeat this bill. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Mr. Speaker, I ask if there has to be a new vote? 

The SPEAKER. Other business has intervened, and the vote will 
have to be taken anew. 

The House again divided; and the tellers reported—ayes 71, noes 7. 

Mr. BLAND. No quoram. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. As it seems impossible to get a quorum, I ask 
unanimous consent to take up the conference report on the sundry civil 
bill at this time. 

Mr. MORGAN. I object. 

Mr. STONE, of Kentucky. I think it is very evident that we are 
not going to do anything to-day; and, therefore, I move that the House 
do now adjourn. 

The question was put, and the Chair announced that the ayes seemed 
to have it. f 

Mr. WEAVER. I call for a division. 

+ Mr. STONE, of Kentucky. I withdraw the motion to adjourn for 
the present. 

The SPEAKER. The regular order is demanded, and the tellers 
will resume their places. 

After the count had proceeded for some time, 

Mr. OUTHWAITE said: In order to give opportunity for the con- 
i a of other business, I ask unanimous consent to withdraw this 


Mr. CHEADLE. I object. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I hope the gentleman will withdraw his objec- 
tion. 

Mr. CHEADLE. I will not withdraw the objection. 

After further count the tellers announced—ayes 148, noes 16, 

So (two-thirds voting in the affirmative) the bill was passed. 


OKLAHOMA. 


The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. MCMILLIN in the chair), There 
is an unfinished order, which is the motion of the gentleman from Mis- 
souri [Mr. WARNER], which the Clerk will report. That will have to 
be disposed of and nothing ean be taken up except matters that will 
take precedence of it, because there can not be two motions to suspend 
the rules pending at the same time. 

Mr. DUNN. Can the gentleman from Missouri waive that tempo- 
rarily in favor of another matter? : 

Tie SPEAKER pro tempore. Only by unanimous consent. 

Mr. KEAN. I call for the regular order. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The regular order is demanded by the 
gentleman from New Jersey on the left [Mr. Kean]. That is eqtiv- 
alent to an objection to laying it aside temporarily, and the Clerk will 
report the unfinished business. 

Mr. WARNER. I desire to make a parliamentary inquiry. Could 
I by unanimous consent withdraw that temporarily? 

Mr. CANNON. The gentleman can not get unanimons consent. 

Mr. WARNER. I am asking the Chair as to my right. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. It can be laid aside temporarily with 
the right to be again taken up after other business only by unanimous 
consent, and the demand for the regular order operates as an objection. 

Mr. BLOUNT. Mr. Speaker, does that come up of itself, without 
any motion? 

TheSPEAKER protempore. The Chairthinksitdoes. The Chair was 
informed by the Speaker, who was occupying the chair when this mat- 
ter was up before, that it was unfinished business, and that it would 
come up as such, 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. But the regular order is demanded, 
and the regular order on this day is that motion, which comes over as 
unfinished business. 

Mr. PAYSON. When the Chair says ‘‘that motion” he refers to 
the motion made on a prior day by the gentleman from Missouri [Mr. 
WARNER] to set a day for the consideration of the Oklahoma bill. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. That is the motion to which the Chair 
refers, 

Mr. WARNER. Mr. Speaker, the motion that I made upon the last 
suspension day not having been seconded, I desire now to modify it by 
offering the bill which I send to the desk and moving to suspend the 
rules and put it upon its passage. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. It will be read. 

Mr. HOOKER. I reserve the right to object. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Clerk will report first the unfin- 
ished business, after which the Chair will recognize the gentleman from 
Missouri to make such motion as may be in order. 

Mr. WARNER. I was about to state, in order tosave the time which 
would be consumed in reading the entire bill, that the measure which 
I have sent to the desk is the bill (H. R. 10614) for the organization or 
the Territory of Oklahoma, with such amendments as have been 
to in Committee of the Whole and some other amendments which I can 
explain in a moment. , 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Missouri [Mr.. 
WARNER] is entitled to the floor in charge of his motion to suspend 
the rules made on a former day, and is reeognized to control it. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I rise to a parliamentary inguiry. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. SPRINGER. The Speaker of the House, when this matter was 
up before, two weeks ago, held that the proposition, not having been 
seconded, the mover had the right to modify it so as to meet the re- 
quirements of the situation. It was moved four weeks ago to-day as 
an individual suspension, fixing a day two or three days thereafter for 
the consideration of this bill. When the next suspension day was 
reached the day named in the firstresolution had passed, and the Speaker 
held that the gentleman from Missouri could modify his motion, which 
he did at that time, so as to fix a different day; which was a different 
motion entirely. Before this matter came up I consulted with the 
Speaker as to the right of the gentleman from Missouri to modify his 
motion, and the Speaker stated that the gentleman had a right to do 
so, no second having been ordered. 

Mr. HOOKER. Mr. § 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair will state in reply to the 
gentleman from Illinois [Mr. SPRINGER] that the original proposition 
of the gentleman from Missouri [Mr. WARNER] was not, as the Chair ~ 
is informed, a proposition to pass a bill to organize the Territory of 
Oklahoma, but was a proposition to fix a day for the consideration of 
a bill for that purpose. Now, if the Chair understands the gentleman 
from Missouri correctly, he makes a proposition not to fix a day, but 
to organize the Territory, which is an entirely different proposition. 

Mr. SPRINGER. The Chair holds, then, that he could not recog- 
nize the gentleman to move anything that would be in order as an in- 
dependent proposition ? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. If the gentleman from Missouri were 
to withdraw his proposition, the Chair thinks he would have the right 
to do that, but at the same time if another gentleman had sought and 
obtained the floor fora different purpose and obtained it after the with- 
drawal of the gentleman from Missouri and the Chair recognized the 
right of the gentleman to proceed with the order which took prece- 
dence, he might lose his right. 

Mr. SPRINGER. The order passed two wecks aco would be utterly 
inoperative and worthless, because it fixed a day which has already 


Mr. PHELAN. I rise to a parliamentary inquiry in that connec- 
tion. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. PHELAN. Is it necessary therefore for the gentleman from 
Missouri to have unanimous consent for the purpose of moving the 
original resolution ? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair thinks it would not require 
unanimons consent forthe purpose indicated by the gentleman from 
Tennessee. 

Mr. CANNON. I rise to a parliamentary inquiry. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. ‘The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. CANNON. My colleague from Illinois [Mr. SPRINGER] on the 
Democratic side has just had a resolution voted upon. Now, as recog- 
nitions go, a recognition is due on this side, and why not let the gen- 
tleman from Missouri [ Mr. WARNER] modify his proposition and offer 
it as an original proposition? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair will decide the question of 
recognitions as they rise after there is a right to recognize; not be- 
fore. A 

Mr. WARNER. Iwish simply to make this statement. Four weeks 
ago to-day I was recognized to proposea resolution fixing a day for the 
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consideration of the bill for the organization of the Territory of Okla- 
homa, and for other purposes, That came over as unfinished business 
to the last suspension day. 

The days named in the resolution I first offered had passed, and upon 
asking the Speaker of the House whether the resolution was within my 
control for modification, the ruling of the Chair, according to my very 
clear remembrance, was that the resolution not having been seconded, 
it was within my power to modify it in such way as I saw proper, so 
long as the modification related to the same general subject-matterand 
was germane tothe original resolution. [At this point the Speaker re- 
sumed the chair.] Now I seek to so modify the resolution that in- 
stead of fixing a day in the future upon which a vote shall be taken on 
the bill organizing the Territory of Oklahoma, this day shall be fixed 
and the bill shall be put on its This modification relates to 
the same subject-matter as the resolution, but instead of fixing a day 
in the future when the vote shall be taken the substitute I now offer 
proposes to fix to-day as the time for action on the bill. I submit that 
this seems to be within the ruling of the Chair. 

Mr. PAYSON. Mr. Speaker, it seems to me that the proposition as 
now stated by the gentleman from Missouri [Mr. WARNER] is an en- 
tirely different one in principle from that which was involved in the 
resolution of two weeksago. The proposition then, as I now recollect, 
was to set a future day for the consideration of the bill providing for 
opening the Territory of Oklahoma. If such a time were fixed, the 
bill under the rules would be subject to the ordinary methods of con- 
sideration; it would open to amendment and full discussion and all 
that sort of thing. I need not go over details which the Speaker and 
members of the House understand as wellas Ido. But the pending 
proposal of the gentleman is not to set a day for the full consideration 
of an important bill, but to pass now under a suspension of the rules, 
with fifteen minutes’ debate on each side, a certain bill which he pre- 
sents with certain amendments which he and his colleagues on the 
committee have appendedtoit. Now, speaking for myself, I have some 
half dozen amendments which I propose to offer to that bill when it 
shall be considered in regular order. I know of other gentlemen here 
who are in a like situation. It strikes me that the gentleman from 
Missouri presents now a proposition very different in principle from 
that which was embraced in the scope of the resolution which comes 
up as unfinished business under the demand for the regular order. 

Mr. HOOKER. Mr. Speaker, the proposition which the gentleman 
from Missouri made on the 6th of August was a different proposition 
from that which he now submits. It is printed in the RECORD of Au- 
gust 7, and I send it to the desk to be read in order to show, first, that 
it is entirely different, and second, that as a matter of unfinished busi- 
ness it can not come over at all for the simple reason that the time then 
proposed to be fixed for the consideration of the bill and of certain pend- 
ing amendments which were to be offered was embodied in the resolu- 
tion and has now passed. I ask the Clerk to read the resolution, to be 
found in the proceedings of August 6. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Resolved, That Thursday next, immediately after the reading of the Journal, 
the House proceed to the consideration of the bill (H. R. 10614) to organize the 
BR pe 3 of Oklahoma, and for other purposes; that the Committee of the 
Whole House be discharged from the further consideration of the bill; that the 
amendments adopted in Committee of the Whole be agreed to; and that other 
amendments not exceeding three in number and one amendment in the nature 
ofa substitute may be offered to the bill, after which the vote shall be taken on 
such amendments, and then on the engrossment and third reading of the bill 
and the passage thereof, without debate or other intervening motion or 
business, 

Mr. HOOKER. Upon the reading of that resolution the following 
proceedings, as exhibited in the RECORD, occurred: 

The SPEAKER. Is a second demanded? 

Mr. BARNES, Mr. Hooker, and others demanded a second, 

Mr. SPRINGER. I ask unanimous consent that $ second may be considered as 


ordered. 
Mr. Baryes, I object. 


MESSAGE FROM THE PRESIDENT. 


A message from the President of the United States, in writing, was delivered 
to the House by Mr. PRUDEN, one of his secretaries. 


PROPOSED TERRITORY OF OKLAHOMA, 


The SPEAKER. A second is demanded, and the Chair will appoint as tellers 
bas entleman from Missouri, Mr. WARNER, and the gentleman from Georgia, 

r. BARNES. 

Mr. Payson. I would like to have the resolution again reported. 

The resolution was again read. 

Mr. Payson. I rise to a parliamentary inquiry. ` 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. Paysox. How would this resolution, if adopted, affect a pending amend- 
ment which was introduced and undisposed of at the time the bill was last un- 
der consideration ? 

Mr. Sprincer. Not atall. It will have no effect upon it. 

Mr. Payson. When this bill was being last considered an amendment of mine 
jon ong read and was pending. I had the floor at the time the House ad- 

journed, ~ 

Mr. Hooker. I rise to a parliamentary inquiry. 

i The SPEAKER, The gentleman from Illinois is on the floor for a parliamentary 
nquiry. 

Mr. Piven: I wish to know how this would affect that amendment; whether 
it would be excluded, 

Mr. SPRINGER. It was not disposed of at that time. It waspendingand would 
be covered by the resolution. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks, on examining the resolution, that if itshould 
be adopted it would necessitate the offering of the amendment of the gentle- 
man from Illinois again— 


Alluding again to the amendment of the gentleman from Illinois 
[Mr. Payson j: x 
Mr. Netson. I rise to a parliamentary inquiry. 
Mr. Paysow. It is evident that the Speaker does not agree, then, with the 


gentleman from Illinois. 
The SPEAKER. The resolution provides that amendments already agreed to 
l be adopted by the House, with the right of 


in Committee of the Whole s 
offering certain other amendments fied in the resolution. 


Mr. Payson. Then I hope the resolution will be voted down. 

Mr. SPRINGER. And one of the amendments referred to there is the identical 
amendment offered by the gentleman from Illinois himself, if the gentleman 
will take my word, It does not preclude other amendments, but makes pro- 
vision for a certain number which may be offered. e 

Mr. Payson. Of course I am perfectly willing to take the gentleman's word, 
but I wanted a ruling from the Chair as to the effect of the adoption of the res- 
olution on the pending amendments. 

The SPEAKER, If the resolution in its present form is adopted, it would pre- 
clude other amendments except those specified in the resolution itself, 

oot SPRINGER. But it would not preclude action on the gentleman’s amend- 
men 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will again state, the resolution provides that amend- 
ments heretofore adopted in Committee of the Whole House on the state of the 
Union shall be to by the House, so that this resolution disposes of those 
amendments; but it provides further that threeadditionalamendments may be 
offered, as well as a substitute for the bill. 

Mr. WEAVER, Mr. Speaker, is this in order? 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Mississippi [Mr. HOOKER] 
is discussing a question of order. 

Mr. HOOKER. Iam discussing a question of order. 

Mr. SPRINGER. The gentleman will get through before next week, 
I hope. 

Mr. HOOKER. I propose to go along in my own way. I do not 
want any advice from the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. SPRINGER]. 

Mr. SPRINGER. The RECORD is very good reading. 

Mr. HOOKER. I use it for my purposes. The gentleman can use 
it for his, if he chooses, when he has the floor. 


7 oy Ne son, It provides that three, but only three, amendments may be of- 
ered. 

The SPEAKER. That is the effect of the resolution; and also a substitute. 

The tellers will take their places. 

Mr. HOOKER. I rose, Mr. Speaker, a moment ago to a parliamentary inquiry. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it, 

Mr. Hooker, I wanted to address the Chair this inquiry: I understand that 
under the rules of the House governing the business for this day it is set apart for 
a suspension of the rules and the passage of measures, bills, resolutions, or 
otherwise, which are pending before the Committee of the Whole House on the 
state of the Union or other committees, and the motion is to discharge such 
committee from the consideration of the matter and put it upon its passage, the 
action thereon requiring a two-thirds vote. In the present instance the resolu- 
tion refers to a measure which is pending before the Committee of the Whole 
House on the state of the Union, and has been under consideration for several 
days in committee, to which various amendments have been offered; and my 
inquiry is whether it is within the power of a single member of this House on 
this day, which is fixed for the suspension of the rules, to defeat the considera- 
a Laninas measure and others that may be pending by proposing a vote upon 

e 


Mr. HOOKER. Mr. Speaker, I submit that the modification which 
the gentleman now proposes to offer, and which he can not offer, as I 
understand, except by unanimous consent, is an entirely different prop- 
osition. It is nota proposition to fix a day for the consideration of 
this bill and the three amendments which it is admitted were pending 
and the substitute of the gentleman from Georgia [Mr. BARNES], 
which was pending. The gentleman from Missouri now proposes to 
modify his proposition so as to pass the bill itself. The day named 
in the original resolution having passed, this proposition, even as an 
unfinished matter, has no longer any status in the House. It wasa 
proposition to fix a particular day of a certain week now passed; and 
I insist that according to parliamentary practice and the rules of the 
House it can not be called up now for consideration; and a fortiori it 
can not be modified by the substitation of another separate and inde- 
pendent proposition, which proposes, outside of these amendments, to 
pass the bill itself as it is sent to the desk by the gentleman from Mis- 
souri. 

I say, therefore, that as unfinished business it can not come up now, 
because that business was interrupted by the reading of a message from 
the President of the United States, on motion of my friend from Georgia 
(Mr. Crisp]; and the question was propounded to the Speaker at that 
time whether or not that would interrupt this business, to which the 
Speaker promptly responded that it would, that it displaced it for the 
time being; and nothing further was done in regard to it. 

* Now, sir, various amendments have been adopted to the bill, which 
amendments have been adopted upon the agreement that there should 
be a vote upon them in the House; and ifthe gentleman may pass this 
bill now under a suspension of the rules without regard to the agree- 
ment made by the House in reference to. the amendments, it defeats 
every vote on the amendments, But I insist, for the reasons I have 
already offered, that this is not a measure which can be amended, or 
that it is such a measure as may claim consideration as unfinished busi- 
ness, or which can be called up now, for the reason that the time fixed 
has by. 

The SPEAKER. Thequestionas to the right of a member to change 
or modify a motion or proposition submitted by him before the House 
has acted upon it in any way, has frequently arisen, and frequently 
been decided. The present occupant of the chair has always held that 
when a member has submitted a motion or proposition to the House, 
whether in the form of an original motion or as an amendment to a 
pending motion, it is his right to modify or change it at any time be- 
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fore it is voted upon, or betore the previous question has been ordered, 
or before the adoption of any other action on the part of the House, 
which places the matter beyond the control of the member and within 
the control of the House. : 

In the present instance it is not, as the gentleman from Mississippi 
argues, a question of amendment. It is a question merely as to the 
form of which the gentleman from Missouri will submit the proposi- 
tion, the House not having acted upon it inany manner whatever. It 
isquite trueas stated, both by the gentleman from Illinois [ Mr. Payson] 
and the gentleman from Mississippi, that the proposition is a different 
one from that submitted by the gentleman some time ago. But it re- 
lates to the same subject-matter. The proposition was to fix a day for 
the consideration of this bill; and this proposition is—that time having 

by—to vote upon the bill now.  Itisstill, however, in the power 
of the House to determine whetherit will or will not second that proposi- 
tion, so that the matter is entirely and absolutely within the control of 
the House, and not within the control of the Chair. 

If the gentleman from Missouri sees proper to modify his proposition, 
or take the risk of having the House second and pass it, of course the 
Chair has no control over the matter. 5 

Suppose, for instance, the time fixed in the original resolution for the 
consideration of the bill had now lapsed, and the gentleman should so 
modify his motion as to fix to-morrow for its consideration. The Chair 
thinks it would ke admissible, and the Chair can not see any difference 
in principle between’ that and a motion to suspend the rules and pass 
the bill now. 

Mr. HOOKER. Except, if the Chair will permit me, that this 
would exclude consideration of the amendments. 

The SPEAKER. Ofcourse; but that is for the House. The House 
may not desire to consider them, and if the House does not desire to 
pass the bill it will not second the motion the gentleman makes, or 
will not pass the bill if it is seconded. It is always within the power 
of the House to control its own action. 

Mr. PAYSON. Permit me, Mr. Speaker, to ask this question: 
Whether the present occupant of the chair was aware of the proposition 
made by the gentleman from Missouri while the gentleman from Ten- 
nessee [Mr. MCMILLIN] was actingas Speaker? 

The SPEAKER. ‘The Chair did not hear it. 

Mr. PAYSON. Would it make any difference in the position taken 
by the Chairif it appeared that the gentleman from Missouri, in charge 
of the bill, now offers, instead of a bill to organize the Territory of 
Oklahoma, as was originally proposed, a bill to organize a portion of 
the territory embraced in the former bill, to wit: the neutral strip, and 
without regard to the balance of the Indian Territory, except as lands 
shall be acquired piecemeal hereafter? 

The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks that would make no difference 
if the Chair is correct in the basis of this decision; the whole matter 
being a modification of the motion of the gentleman from Missouri, 
which is submitted to the House itself for its action. But as to the 
merits of the proposition, or whether or not it is practically the same 
as the other proposition, the Chair thinks does not affect the question 
of order, because the House has as yet passed upon nothing. The 
whole subject is before it for its action. 

Mr. WARNER. I move to suspend the rnlese—— 

The SPEAKER. The Chair understands that to be the pending 
motion. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. I wish, Mr. Speaker, to submit 
a parliamentary inquiry. 

Mr. CANNON. Regular order. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. This is in the regular order. 
I wish to ask, if the motion of the gentleman from Missouri has not been 
seconded by the House is it not still in his power to withdraw it? 

The SPEAKER. Itis; the Chair has so decided. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. That was decided to the con- 
trary in the absence of the present occupant of the chair. The gentle- 
man sought to withdraw the motion and objection was made. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair understands the gentleman who was 
temporarily occupying the chair decided that the gentleman could 
withdraw the motion, but that he could not withdraw this motion 
and submit a new one unless he was recognized by the Chair for that 
purpose, í 

Mr. MCMILLIN. That is true. I was just going to state, Mr. 
Speaker, in order that my friend from Arkansas may not misrepresent 
my position unintentionally, for I know he would not do so inten- 
tionally, that the then occupant of the chair thought the gentleman 
from Missouri might withdraw his proposition, but to do so to offer 
another he could not get an agreement from the then occupant of the 
chair that he would be recognized for that purpose after yielding the 
floor to another; that the question of recognition would be then with 
the Chair, as it is at all times in all other cases, and that the Chair 
could not consent to couple with the request of the gentleman to with- 
draw the proposition an agreement to recognize him to submit another 
motion. 

The SPEAKER. The tellers will take their places. 

Mr. PAYSON. Has the proposition as modified been read ? 

Mr. HOOKER. It has not been read. 


Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. I desire to make a parliament- 
ary inquiry. ; 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. Am I correct in interpretin 
the Chair as holding that the gentleman from Missouri [Mr. WARNER 
can withdraw his proposition at this time, and that when the proposi- 
tion that would come up immediately after this concession is passed 
he would be again recognized ? 

The SPEAKER. The Chair has made no such decision. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. What would be his right to 
have consideration of the matter immediately after the consideration 

The SPEAKER. That is a purely abstract question. He has not 
offered to withdraw it. d 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas, If the Chair will pardon me, 
it is a question based upon what I understand just occurred when the- 
present occupant of the chair was absent. The gentleman did offer to 
withdraw it. 

Mr. WARNER. I did offer to withdraw as the gentleman states, 
but as I understood the then occupant of the chair ruled that it took 
unanimous consent to withdraw, and if that be the case I do not offer 
to withdraw. 

Mr. McMILLIN. I think the gentleman will find that his proposi- 
tion to the Chair carried with it a condition-precedent to yielding that 
he should withdraw it temporarily foramotion by another gentleman, 
and that he should then be recognized after that matter should be dis- 
posed of. As the then occupant of the chair I stated, as I would on 
all occasions, that I would recognize when the time came, but I would 
give no information as to what I would do in advance. I think the 
gentleman will find that was the ruling. 

The SPEAKER. R order is demanded. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. I wish to inquirę further. I 
do not fully understand the position of the gentleman from Tennessee, 
and I think it is a perfectly proper inquiry for the gentleman from 
Missouri to know just how far he parts with his parliamentary rights 
before he consents to take a given step in connection with the resolu- 
tion. And I inquire whether or not the gentleman from Missouri 
would have the right to be recognized after consideration of the prop- 
osition that he pro temporarily to withdraw in favor of. 

TheSPEAKER. TheChair does not understand the gentleman from 
Missouri to withdraw. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. But the gentleman has pro- 
posed to withdraw, and that is the question that has been under con- 
sideration, and that is what the gentleman will propose again if he can 
now understand that he does not permanently surrender his rights. 

The SPEAKER. By consent of the gentleman from Missouri the 
motion now before the House might be withdrawn temporarily until 
some other motion was made and disposed of, just as on the last day 
for the suspension of the rules the gentleman did yield to the gentle- 
man from Illinois [Mr. TOWNSHEND]. 

Mr. WARNER rose. 

Mr. CANNON. That takes unanimous consent, and I call for the 
regular order. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Illinois objects. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. I makea motion, then, that 
the proposition offered by the gentleman from Missouri be temporarily 
withdrawn. ; 

The SPEAKER. Thatmotioncan not bemade. The Clerk willr 
the resolution. z 

Mr. RYAN. Let us have the regular order. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

A bill (H. R, 10614) to organize the Territory of Oklahoma, and for other pur- 


poses. 
Be it enacted, etc., That all that part of the United States included within the 
following limits, except such portions thereof as are hereinafter expressly ex- 
empted from the operations of this act, to wit: Bounded on the west by the 
State of Texas and the Territory of New Mexico; on the north by the State of 
Colorado and the State of Kansas; on the east by the reservation occupied by 
the Cherokee tribe of Indians east of the ninety-sixth meridian of west longitude, 
and by the Creek, Seminole, and Chickasaw reservations; and on’ the south 
by the Creek, Seminole, and Chickasaw reservations, and by the State of Texas, 
comprising what is known as the Public Land Strip, and all that part of the 
Indian Territory not actually occupied by the five civilized tribes, is created 
into a temporary government by the name of the Territory of Oklahoma: Pro- 
vided, That nothing in this act shall be construed to impair the rights of person 
or property, or to impair any poses to or right of occupancy of lands now per- 
taining tothe Indians in said Territory under the laws and treaties of the United 
States, Executive order, or otherwise, or to include any territory occupied by 
any Indian tribe for which titie has been conveyed by patent or oikacerins from 
the United States, or to which such tribe may be entitled by law, Executive 
order, right of occupancy, or treaty, without the consent of said tribe, or any 
territory which by treaty or agreement with any Indian tribe is not, without 
the consent of said tribe, to be included within the territorial limits or juris- 
diction of any State or Territory; but all such territory shall be excepted out 
of the boundaries and constitute no part of the Territory of Oklahoma until said 
tribe shall ify its assent to the President of the United States to be included 
in the said Territory of Oklahoma, except for judicial purposes as provided 
herein, or to affect the authority of the Government of the United States to 
make any regulation or enact any law respecting such Indians, their lan 
property, or other rights, which it would have been competent to make or en 


is act had never passed. 
Src, 2. That there shall be a governor, secretary, Legislafive Assembly, su- 
for said Territory, whoshall be appointed 


preme court, attorney, and mars 
and selected under the provisions of Title XXIIT, 1. of the Revised Stat- 


of the question to which he would yield by withdrawing? 
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utes of the United States, relating to the government of all the Territories. 
ape provisions of said title shall have the same force and effect in the Territory 
of Oklahoma as in the other Territories òf the United States: Provided, Thatall 
such officers appointed and selected for said Territory after the said Territory 
has been organized for a period of five years shall beappointed and selected from 
the‘bona fide residents thereir : Provided,That the Legislative Assembly and Del- 
apne to the House of Representatives shall not be elected until the ident 
il order: Provided further, That no person shall be entitled to vote at the first 
election orto be elected to any office who bas not been a bona fide resident of 
said Territory for sixty days previous to said election: And provided further, That 
“the council in said Territory shall consist of thirteen members, and the house of 
representatives shall consist of twenty-six members, which may be increased to 


Sxc. 3. That the Constitution and all laws of the United States which are not 
locally inapplicable shall have the same force and effect in said Territory of Okla- 
homa as elsewhere inthe United States: Provided, That nothing inthis actshall 
be construed to interfere with the local governments of any of the Indian tribes 
which may now be provided for by the lawsand treaties of the United States, or 
which may existin conformity thereto: And provided further, That thesupreme 
court of the Territory shal) have jurisdiction and shall embrace all causes of 
action, crimes, and offenses arising within the limits of the Territory o: ized 
by this act; and all Jaws heretofore passed granting jurisdiction to Uni States 
courts within the limits of said Territory are hereby repealed; but cases row 
pending shall be prosecuted to their final disposition therein the same as if this 
act had not been passed. 

Sxc. 4. That the section of country lying between the States of Kansas, Colo- 
rado, and Texas, known as the Public Land Strip, is hereby declared to be a part 
of the public domain of the United States, and shall be open to settlement under 
the operation of the homestead laws only, but the provisions of section 2301 of 
the Revised Statutes shall not apply to any entry of any of the lands in said Ter- 
ritory except as otherwise provided in thisact: Provided, Thatthesixteenthand 
thirty-sixth sections of land in each township shall be reserved for school pur- 


Sec. 5. That whenever the Creek and Seminole tribes of Indians shall signify 
their assent to the provisions of this section, in legal manner, tothe commission 
provided for in this act, and the President has issued his proclamation fixing 
the time as provided herein, the unoccupied lands ceded to the United States 
by said tribes under the treaties of June 14, 1866, and March 21, 1866, shall be o 
to settlement, except the sixteenth and thirty-sixth sections in each township, 
which shall be reserved for school purposes, and shall be disposed of to actual set- 
tlers only, in quantities not to exceed 160acres in square form to each settler, at the 
price of $1.25 peracre, All persons who are heads of families or over twenty-one 
years of ag@, and who are citizens of the United States, or have declared theirin- 
tention to become citizens thereof, shall be entitled to become actual settlers on 
such lands, An accurate account shall be kept by the Secretary of the Interior 
of the money received as proceeds of the sale of such lands, The commission 
herei: er created by this act is hereby authorized to confer with the Creeks 
and Seminoles to ascertain whether said Indians are entitled to any further 
compensation than that heretofore paid forsaid unoccupied lands. If said com- 
mission shall find that further compensation should be paid said Indians, they 
may, by negotiation with said Indians, fix the amount of such additional com- 
pensation, not to exceed the sum of $1.25 per acre, Jess the cost of sale and the 
amounts heretofore paid said tribes in the purchase of said lands; and any ad- 
ditional sum agreed upon by said commission to be paid said tribes for said 
lands as provided herein, shall be placed to the credit of said tribes in the Treas- 
ury of the United States. 

Sac. 6. That whenever the Cherokee tribe of Indians shall signify their assent 
to the provisions of this section, in legal manner, tothe commission provided for 
in this act, and the President has issued his proclamation fixing the time as 


herein provided, the un: portion of the lands west of the ninety-sixth 
degree of west 1 tude as to be, ceded according to the provisions of 
the treaty concluded July 19, „shall be open to settlement, except the six- 


for school 


proceeds of the sale of said lands, and said noy shall be orca to the credit 
of the Cherokee Indian in the Treasury of the United States, after deduct- 
ing the cost of the sale by the United States and the amount heretofore appro- 
ted and paid to the Cherokee tribe as part compensation for said unoccu- 
pied lands: That nothing in this act shall be construed to authorize 
any person to enter upon or occupy any of the Jands mentioned in this or the 
section, for the purpose of settlement or otherwise, untilafter the said 

ian tribes and the commissioners herein authorized have concluded an 
agreement to that effect as provided herein, and laid thesame before the Presi- 
dent of the United States, who is thereupon authorized and required to issue his 
proclamation declaring such ed lands open to settlement, and fixing 
the time from and after which such lands may betaken. Any person whomay 
enter upon any of said lands contrary to the provisions of this act, and prior 


to the e fixed by the President's proclamation, shall not be permitted to make 
entry u; any lands or a ire claim theretoinsaid Territory. No land-war- 
seri Aia aa peta of an: a shall be located on any land embraced in this act. 


SEO. 7. That the President may, at such times as he may deem it necessary, 
direct land offices to be opened in the Territory of Oklahoma, not to exceed 
four in number, and may nominate and, by and with the advice and consent of 
the Senate, appoint the usual officers to conduct the business of said land offices ; 
and the oner of the General Land Office shall, when Mamaia the 
President, cause the rtions of said lands to be ey surveyed and 
subdivided, where the same not already been done. It is hereby made the 
duty of the Commissioner of the General Land Office to carefully examine each 
claim taken under the provisions of this act before issuinga patent to the claim- 
ant; and ifit shall appear that said claim was not taken in faith, he shall 

use a tand declare all prior proceedings before in such case to be 
null void; and all persons settling on lands under the provisions of this 
act shall be required to select the same in square form, as near as may be, and 
to maintain a continuous personal residence of three on the land, and to 
improve and cultivate the same for that period in the manner 2E aE by the 
homestead laws before obtaining title thereto; but payments for lands, where 
payment is required to be made by this act, shall be made in four equal install- 
aoe eee such rules and regulations as may be bed by the Secretary 
of the Interior, as follows: The first Fas dey shall made within six months 
from the time of ent ear from date 
è expiration of two H ar from date of entry, and the 
on of three years from the date of 


: Provided, 
around every section of land in said Territory, the section lines being the center 
of snid highways; but no deduction shall be made in the amount to be paid for 
quarter-section of land by reservation. 
So. 8. Thatthe pared applications, entries, contests, and adjudications 


under this act be form and manner prescribed under the homestead 
laws of the United States, principles and provisions of the home- 
stead laws, except as modified ns of this act, shall be applicable 


is not a citizen of the United States at the time he makes final proof and = 
ment. Final proof and payment, exceptin cases of contest, shall be made within 
three months after the expiration of three years from the date of entry, and in 
default thereof, or in default of the paymentof any installment of the purchase- 
money when due, the entry shall be liable to cancellation, and the money paid 
thereon shall be forfeited to the United States, Lands entered under the pro- 
vision of this act shall be liable to taxation after the first installment of the pur- 
chase-money shall haye been paid; but the same shall not be subject to any 
judgment or lien obtained upon indebtedness contracted or obligation incurred 
prior to the issue of patents therefor, norshall such lands be sold, or contracted 
to be sold, leased, or contracted to be leased, conveyed, mortgaged, or in any 
manner encumbered or to final proof or payment and the record thereof 
made in the office of the register and receiver of the district where the land is 
located; and any sale, lease, conveyance, or mortgage made, executed, or con- 
tracted for prior to such final proof, payment, and record shall be absolutely 
null and void; and all assignments, transfers, and mortgages of unpatented 
land entries shall be at the risk of the assignees, transferrees, and m 
who shall have no recourse against the United States for any failure of claim- 
ant’s title before issue of patent: Provided, That the provisions of section 2305 
of the Revised Statutes of the United States, entitled “ Homesteads,” shall ap- 
ply to the provisions of this act. e 
Sec, 9. That whenever any portion of the lands opened to settlement by the 
provisions of this act shall occupied for town-site purposes, and the Secre- 
tary of the Interior is satisfied that they are occupied i good faith and are nec- 
essary for such purposes, the said Secretary is hereby authorized and directed 
to cause patents to be issued therefor, under such rules and regulations as he 
may prescribe, to any legally organized company occupying and entitled to the 
same, upon the payment in cash of $20 per acre forthe lands so occupied. The 
money so received for each town-sile, tT; such amount as may be uired 
e pe pasa to the Indian tribes, as provid 
e 


issued for town-sites in the Territory of Oklahoma shall contain reservations 
for parks and other public putoms; embracing in the A te not less than 
10 nor more than 20 acres; but no deduction shall be allowed on this account 
in the amount to be paid for said town-sites as provided in this section; and 
patents for such reservations shall be issued to the towns respectively when or- 
ganized as municipalities. 

Sec. 10. That all landsin the Territory of Oklahoma not embraced in the pro- 
visions of sections 4, 5, and 6 of this act, which are not required by law, treaty 
stipulations, executive orders, or Tighe of occupancy for the use of any Indian 
tribe, or which nay be char ean as an Indian reseryation, shall be open to 
settlement under the provisions of this act: Provided, That whenever ian 
lands are purchased by the United States with the consent of the Indians, and 
opened to settlement in said Territory, the President of the United States may 
fix the price to be paid therefor by actual settlers, which price shall in no case 
exceed $1.25 per acre, and the proceeds shall be held for the benefit of the In- 
dians concerned, as provided in sections 5 and 6 of this act. 

Src. 11. That the President of the United States is hereby authorized and di- 
rected to appoint a commission,to be oppert of five panon notmore than 
three of whom be members of one political whose duty it shall be 
to open negotiations with the Creeks, Seminoles, and Cherokees, for the pur- 
pose of securing the consent of said Indians, so far as it may be necessary, tothe 
provisions of section 5 and section 6 of this act. The commission is authorized 
to enter into such agreements with said Indian tribes as it may deemn 
to accomplish the purposes of this act, and shall submit the same to the Presi- 
dent for his approval or rejection. ‘The compensation of the members of said 
commission shall be at the rate of $10 per day; and they shall also be allowed, 
in addition thereto, their actual necessary traveling expenses, stationery, and 
postage. They shall have power to appoint a secretary, who shall receive a 
compensation of $6 per day, and such allowances for traveling expenses as he 
may actually incur. The President of the United States ishereby authorized to 
enter into agreements at any time with any of the tribes of Indians in the Ter- 
ritory of Oklahoma for dissolving their tribal relations, for holding lands in sev- 
eralty,and for their ultimate citizenship, and to this end all the provisions of 
“The act to provide for the allotment of land in severalty to Indians on the va- 
rious reservations and to extend the protection of the laws of the United States 
and Territories over the Indians,and for other purposes,” approved February 
8, ee, acre extend to and be put in force in said Territory at the earliest time 
practicable. 

Sec. 12. That it shall be unlawful for any person, for himself orany company, 
association, or corporation, to directly or indirectly procure any person to settle 
upon any lands opened to settlement by this act with a view to their afterward 
acquiring title to said lands from said occupants; and the parties to such fraud- 
ulent settlement shall severally be guilty of a misdemeanor, and shall be pun- 
ished, upon indictment, by imprisonment not exceeding twelve months, or by 
fine not exceeding $1,000, or by both such fine and imprisonment, in the discre- 
tion of the court. 

SEC. 13. That all leases of lands belonging to the United States or held in 
common by any of the Indian tribes within the Territory of Oklahoma, as or- 
ganized by this act, including the Cherokee Strip west of the ninety-sixth degree 
of west longitude, whether controlled by persons, corporations, or others, ex- 
cept such leases as are held for the purpose of cultivating the soil strictly for 
farming purposes are hereby declared void and contrary to public policy; and 
it is hereby made the duty of the President, within a reasonable time r the 
passage of this act, to cause the lessees of said lands, and any other persons ille- 
gally occupying the same, to be removed from said lands. 

Sec. 14. That the act of Congress approved Jur 25,1866, granting lands to the 
State of Kansas to aid in the construction of the Kansas and Neosho Valley 
Railroad and its extension to Red River, and an act granting lands to sid inthe 
construction of a railroad and Seleateps line from the States of Missouri and 
Arkansas to the Pacific coast, approved July 27, 1866, and uent acts and 

oint resolutions, so far as said act or acts or joint resolutions apply to any lands 
neluded in the provisions of this act, and an act of Congress granting lands to 
the State of Kansas to aid in the constraction of the southern branch of the 
Union Pacific Railway, and a telegraph from Fort Riley, Kans.,to Fort Smith, 
Ark., approved July 26,1866, or any other acts of Con: so far as they relate 
to lands granted in said Indian Territory and the Public Land Strip, except for 
the right of way and necessary stations as now provided for by law, are hereby 
re) ed; and all or any rights to said lands are hereby forfeited to the United 
States, and no railroad company now organized, or hereafter to be organized, 
shall ever acquire any lands to aid in the construction of its road, or in conse- 
ce of any railroad already constructed, either from the United States or 
P Sei any Indian tribe, or from any Territorial government within the limits of 
the Territory organized by this act. 

Sec. 15. That neither the Legislative Assembly of said Territory, nor any 
county, township, town, or city therein, shall have power to create or contract 
any indebtedness for any work of public improvement, or in aid of any railroad 
constructed or to be constructed, nor to subscribe for or purchase any shares of 
stock in any railroad company or corporation. 


Sec, 16. That the provisions of this act shall not be applicable to lands lying 


1888. 


within the limits of what is known as Greer Coun’ 
subject to the jurisdiction of the Territory of O) oma, until the question of 
title thereto between the United States the State of Texas shall have been 
finally determined in favor of the United States. 

Sec.17. That so much of the lands embraced in the Indian Territory as have 
not yet been surveyed shall be surveyed, and the incomplete bec of the 

o 
of 


, nor shall said count} be 


lands in the tract commonly known as the “ Public Land Strip,” or Man’s 
Land,” shall be completed, as soon as practicable after the passage of this act, 
according to the terms of existing laws for the survey of the public lands of the 
United States, and to enable the tary of the Interior to carry out the pro- 
visions of this section, at the rates now allowed by law for the survey of such 
lands, the sum of $50,000 be, and the same is hereby, appropriated out of any 
money in the Treasury not otherwise appropriated; the to be executed 
under the direction of the Commissioner of the General Land Office. 

Sec. 18, That the laws of the State of Colorado which are not locally inappli- 
cable or inconsistent with this act are hereby enacted for and put in force in 
the Territory of Oklahoma, and the governor of said Territory is authorized to 
appoint all officers for said Territory where appointment or election is provided 
for pungos a lawsuntil the Legislative Assembly of said Territory shall other- 
wise provide. 

Sec. 19, That the Territorial government hereby established shall not extend 
to or exercise any jurisdiction over aay part of said Territory of Oklahoma ex- 
cept as to what is known as the Public Land Strip, until the President shall 
issue his proclamation, as provided in section 6 of this act, 


Mr. PAYSON. I demand a second. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. A second has been demanded and tell- 
ers have been ordered. 

Mr. PAYSON. I beg the Chair’s pardon, if has not progressed so 


far. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair thinks otherwise. Tellers 
have been ordered. The gentleman from Missouri [Mr. WARNER] and 
the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. PAyson] will act as tellers. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I ask unanimous consent that the vote on order- 
ing a second be waived, and thatthe motion be considered as seconded 
in order that this may be di of, so as tolet another matter come 
up that is of great importance, the bill to abolish the trust in cotton 


bagging. 

Mr. PAYSON. I object. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Isupposed the gentleman from Illinois [Mr, PAY- 
80N] was a friend of the bill. I see now that heis willing to defeatit. 

Mr. PAYSON. I hope my colleague will not embrace this opportu- 
nity to be over-smart. The gentleman from Illinois (myself) has a 
right to demand a quorum. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Iwill embrace this opportunity to say that the 
gentleman is doing all he can to defeat the bill, 

Mr. PAYSON. To defeat the bill in its present form, yes. I hope 
there will be no misunderstanding about it. 

. Mr. SPRINGER. Or in any form. 

| Mr. PAYSON. I shall oppose any bill for opening up this ter- 
ritory that does not include the homestead principle as for the 
settler as for the soldier. Let that be distinctly understood. 

Mr. SPRINGER. This bill preserves the homestead principle in 
every form, except that it does not allow commutations in any case, 
and that it requires the settler to pay $1.25 an acre for his land, the 
amount the Government must pay in order to acquire the Indian title. 
If the gentleman insists upon the provisions of his amendment, which 
was rejected by a vote of 114 nays to 49 yeas, he knows the House has 
already decided against his amendment, and therefore he is against 
this bill in any shape in which it can possibly be passed. That is, 
he is against it, unless he can put an amendment upon it which he 
knows will kill it. 

Mr. WEAVER. I call for the regular order. . I am glad the gen- 
tleman from Illinois [Mr. Payson] has disclosed his hand. 

The House divided; and, before the completion of the count, the 
tellers reported—ayes 93, noes 70. 

Mr. PAYSON. No quorum. 

The vote by tellers was continued. 

Mr. PAYSON. Iam content to have the result announced now.. 

The tellers reported—ayes 101, noes 8. 

Mr. CLEMENTS. No quorum. 

The SPEAKER. No quorum has voted. Gentlemen who desire to 
vote will please come forward and do so. 

Mr. STONE, of Kentucky. I move thatthe House do now adjourn. 

Mr. PHELAN. I ask the gentleman to yield to me for a moment. 

Mr. STONE, of Kentucky. I will yield to the gentleman for a 
minute. 

Mr. PHELAN. I havea little bill which I desire to call up, and 
to which I do not believe there will be any objection—— 

Mr. WARNER. Mr. Speaker, I do not propose to yield for the in- 
troduction of any bills. I hope the House will not adjourn until we 
have had a vote upon the Oklahoma bill. 

Several MEMBERS. Regular order. 

The question was taken on the motion to adjourn; and there were— 
ayes 55, noes 49. 

Mr. WARNER. I demand the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

The question was taken; and there were—yeas 49, nays 101, not 
voting 174; as follows: 


YEAS—49. 
Abbott, Blount, Caswell, Crain, 
Adams, Breckinridge, Ark. Catchings, Crisp, i 
Allen, Mich. Butler, Clements, Culberson, 
, Bacon, Carlton, Cobb, Dibble, 
Bankhead, th, Cothran, Dougherty, 


Elliott, Hemphill, Latham, Stewart, Ga. 
Felton, Herbert, Martin, Stone, Ky. 
Forney, Hires, Newton, Thomas, Wis, 
Gi Holmes, Norw Thompson, Cal. 
Grimes, Hooker, O'Neall, Ind, Wilkinson. 
Hall, Ketcham, Robertson, 
Hare, Kilgore, Sawyer, 
Haugen, Laftoon, Snyder, 

NAYS—101. 
Anderson, Iowa. Funston, Morrow, Smith, 
Anderson, Miss. Gear, Morse, Sowden, 
Anderson, NI. Gest, Neal, Springer, 
Anderson,Kans. Glass, Nutting, è, 
Baker, Ill. Harmer, tes, 
Bland, Hatch, O'Neiil, Pa. Stone, Mo. 
Brewer, Henderson, Iowa O'Neill, Mo. Struble, 
Buchanan, Henderson, N.O. Osborne, Symes, 
Bunnell, Holman, Outhwaite, ‘Tracey, 
Burnes, Jackson, Owen, Townshend, 
Burrows, Johnston, Ind. Payson, ‘Turner, Kans, 
Campbell, F., N. Y. Kelley, Peci, Vandever, 
Cannon, La Follette, Peénington, Walker, 
Cheadle, Landes, Perkins, Warner, 
Chipman, Lane, Peters, Washington, 
Compton, Lanbam, Phelan, Weaver, 

A Lyman, Post, Weber, 
Cowles, Macdonald, Rice, Wheeler, 
Crouse, Mahoney, Rogers, Whitthorne, 
Dockery, Maish, Rowell, Wii X 
Dorsey, Mansur, Rowland, Wilson, W. Va, 
Dunn, McClammy, Russell, Mass. Wise, 

Enloe, MeMillin, Ryan, Yoder. 
Foran, McShane, Sayers, 
French, Moffitt, Scull, 
Fuller, Morrill, Shively, 
NOT VOTING—I74. 
Allen, Mass. Dargan, Jones, Rayner, 
Allen, Miss. Darlington, Kean, Reed, 
Arnold, Davenport, Kennedy, Richardson, 
Atkinson, Davidson, Ala. Kerr, Rockwell, 
Baker, N. Y, Davidson, Fla, n, Romeis, 
rnes, Davis, Laidlaw, Russell, Conn, 
Barry, De Lano, $ Rusk, 
Bayne, Dingley, Lawler, Scott, 
Belden, Dunham, s Seney, 
Belmont, Ermentrout, Lehibach, Seymour, 
Biggs, Farquhar, Lind, Shaw, 
Bingbam, Finley, $ Lodge, S P 
Blanchard, Fisher, Long, Simmons, 
Bliss, Fitch, Lynch, Spinola, 
Boothman, Flood, affett, Spooner, 
Bound, Ford, Mason, , Stahinecker, 
Boutelle, Gaines, Matson, Stewart, Tex. 
Bowden, Gallinger, McAdoo, Stewart, Vt. 
Bowen, yy cComas, Stockdale, 
Breckinridge,Ky. Glover, McCormick, ‘Tarsney, 
Brower, Goff, Ž Taulbee, 
Browne, T.H.B., Va.Granger, McCullogh, ‘Taylor, E. B., Ohio 
Browne, Ind, Greenman, McKenna, Taylor, J. D., Ohio 
Brown, Ohio Grosvenor, McKinley, Thomas, Ky. 
Brown, J.R., Va. Grout, McKinney, Tho: 
m, Guenther, e Thompson, Ohio 

ce, Hayden, Merriman, Tillman, 
Buckalew, Hayes, Milliken, Turner, Ga 
Burnett, eard, Mills, Vance, 
Butterworth, Henderson, I Montgomery, Wade, 
Bynum, Hermann, oore, $ 
Campbell, Ohio Hiestand, Morgan, White, Ind 
Gopo Hitt, Nelson, White, N. Y. 
Candler, Hogg, Nichols, Whiting, Mich, 
Clardy, Hopkins, Il, O'Donnell, Whiting, Mass. 
Clark, Hopkins, Va. O'Ferrall, ic! 3 
Cockran Hopkins, N. Y. Parker, Wilber, 
Cogswell, Houk, Patton, W pena 
Collins, Hovey, Perry, Wilson, Minn, 
Cooper, Howard, Phelps, Woodburn, 
Cox, Hudd, Pidcock, Yardley, 
Cummings, Hunter, Plumb, Yost. 
Cutcheon, Hutton, Pugsley, 
Dalzell, Johnston, N.C. Randall, 


So the House refused to adjourn. 

Mr. BAYNE. I ask unanimous consent that the reading of the 
names of members voting be dispensed with. 

Mr, HOOKER. F-object. 

The following additional pairs were announced: 

Mr. Scorr with Mr. McComas, until further notice. 

Mı. Bynum with Mr. STEELE, until farther notice. 

Mr. HUTTON with Mr, ATKINSON, for the rest of the day, 

Mr. TAULBEE with Mr. BELDEN, for the rest of the day. 

The result of the vote was then announced as above recorded. 

The SPEAKER. The tellers will resume their places. ' 

Mr. SPRINGER. Mr. Speaker, I presume it does not make any dif- 
ference that no quorum has voted on the motion to adjourn. 

The SPEAKER. Itdoesnot. Less than a quorum may adjourn or 
refuse to adjourn. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Then ifa quorum appears on the vote now to be 
taken, that will cure the difficulty. I will inquire also whether this 
is a new vote? 

The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks that under the practice the vote 
will have to be taken again, as business hasintervened. The question 
is on seconding the motion to suspend the rules. 

The House again divided; and after the count had continued some 


time, 
The SPEAKER said: On this question the tellers report—ayes 57, 
noes 4, 
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Mr. SPRINGER. I move that the House adjourn, as within a few 
minutes we must adjourn at any rate. 

The motion was agreed to; and accordingly (at 40’clock and 55 min- 
utes p. m ) the House adjourned. 


PRIVATE BILLS INTRODUCED AND REFERRED. 


Under the rule private bills of the following titles were introduced 
and referred as indicated below: 

By Mr. G. A. ANDERSON: A bill (H. R. 11344) granting a pension 
to Anna Cloningan—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. COMPTON: A bill (H. R. 11345) for the relief of the heirs 
and legal representatives of Richard W. Meade, deceased—to the Com- 
mittee on Claims. 

By Mr. FORAN: A bill (H. R. 11346) for the relief of Lucy O. 
Thompson—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr, GEST: A bill (H. R. 11347) granting a pension to Eugene 
Durst—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. HARMER: A bill (H. R. 11348) to increase the pension of 
John H. R. Storey—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. MAISH: A bill (H.-R. 11349) for the relief of Adam Carl— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 11350) for the relief of John W. Zinn—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. McCREARY: A bill (H. R. 11351) for the relief of E. J. 
Shackelford—to the Committee on War Claims, 

By Mr. NICHOLS: A bill (H. R. 11352) granting a pension to Will- 
iam Rommel—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

By Mr. SAWYER: A bill (H. R. 11353) for the relief of John H. 
Ferdun—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 11354) granting a pension to Charles H. Green— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. STONE, of Kentucky: A bill (H. R. 11355) for the relief of 
the legal representatives of T. J. Cobb, deceased—to the Committee on 
War Claims. 

By Mr. WHEELER: A bill (H. R. 11356) to remove the political 
disabilities of James C. Long—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 


PETITIONS, ETC. 


The following petitions and papers were laid on the Clerk’s desk, 
under the rule, and referred as follows: 

By Mr. C. L. ANDERSON: Petition of Franklin Sessions, of New- 
ton County, Mississippi, praying for reference of his claim to the Court 
of Claims—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, of Sarah McClenachan, widow of William McClenachan, alias 
James Robinson, late Company C, Third Regiment United States Artil- 
lery, war of 1836—to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. BUCHANAN: Petition of citizens of Mount Holly, N. J., in 
favor of bill prohibiting shipment of convict-made goods from State to 
State—to the Committee on Labor. 

By Mr. FORAN: Petition of citizens of Cleveland, Ohio, for amend- 
ments to the interstate-commerce law—to the Committee on Com- 
merce. 

Also, of the Amalgamated Association of Iron and Steel Workers, in 
favor of protection—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. HARMER: Petition of John H. R. Storey, for increase of pen- 
sion—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


The following petition for the proper protection of the Yellowstone 
National Park, as pro in Senate bill 283, was received and re- 
ferred to the Committee on the Public Lands: 

By Mr. FORAN: Of Dr. E. Sterling, of Cleveland, Ohio. 


SENATE. 
TUESDAY, September 4, 1888. 


Prayer by the Chaplain, Rey. J. G. BuTLER, D. D. 
The Journal of yesterday’s proceedings was read and approved, 
HOUSE BILLS REFERRED. 

The bill (H. R. 8636) for the relief of Isaac N. Enloe was read twice 
by its title, and referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

The bill (H. R. 11262) to authorize the construction of bridges across 
the Kentucky River and its tributaries by the Richmond, Nicholas- 
ville, Irvine and Beattyville Railroad Company was read twice by its 
title, and referred to the Committee on Commerce. 


ENROLLED BILL SIGNED. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore announced his signature of the en- 
rolled joint resolution (H. Res. 14) to authorize the Secretary of the 
Interior to certify lands to the State of Kansas for the benefit of agri- 
culture and the mechanic arts, which had previously been signed by 
the Speaker of the House of Representatives. 


GALVESTON HARBOR IMPROVEMENT. 
Mr. COKE. On the 31st of August the Deep Water Convention 


which assembled at Denver, in the State of Colorado, adjourned after 
having passed the resolution which I send to the desk and ask the Sec- 
retary to read. 

The Chief Clerk read as follows: 

The followin 
STAS RE g sper ross aoe resolution, by Governor Evans, of Colorado, 

“ Whereas it is of vital importance to all the vast region between the Missis- 
sippi and the Pacific that a harbor deep enough to protect the fleet that will be 
required to handle the commerce of the whole region of country nearer to it than 
any Atlantic seaport be constructed on the northwest coast of the Gulf of Mexico 
as soon as practicable; and 

“ Whereas such harbor is of such great national importance that it is worthy 
ofan ample appropriation from Congress for its construction; and 

" Whereas we have already requested the present members of Congress to 
TAYOR sock an appropriation, but would make that request more emphatic: 

“Be it resolved, That the Legislatures and peopleof all the States and Territo« 
ries included in the region described be pera i requested hereafter to elect no 
Senators, Representatives, or Delegates to Congress except such as are known 
to be heartily in favor of such an appropriation and will earnestly and faith- 
fully work for it until such a harbor is completed.” 

Governor Evans insisted that the deep-harbor issue must be madea sectional 
one, and be fought from the primaries up, s 

Mr. COKE. The States and Territories represented in this conven- 
tion were Iowa, Missouri, Wyoming, Arizona, Texas, and Kansas. I 
have received from the deep-water committee of the city of Galveston 
a memorial addressed to the President, the Senate, and the House of 
Representatives of the United States in favor of a deep-water harbor of 
the first class at Galveston, Tex., which it is desired shall be consid- 
ered in connection with the resolutions of the convention just read. I 
ask unanimous consent that the memorial, which is a very valuable 
one as a statement of facts, be printed in the RECORD. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Is there objection ? 

Mr. DAWES. I should like, before the Senator from Texas takes 
his seat, to call his attention to the peculiar phraseology of the reso- 
lution. While it may be a very proper thing, as I doubt not it is, to 
petition Congress for such an appropriation, to distinctly announce 
that no man shall have the vote of anybody unless he shall do so and 
so when he gets into Congress is an unusual phraseology to say the 
least. I call the attention of the Senator to it. 

Mr. COKE. That is the resolution verbatim of the Denver conven- 
tion. I will suggest to the Senator from Massachusetts that the peo- 
ple have ways of their own and do things to suit themselves. 

Mr. DAWES. But the propriety of sending such a publicannounce- 
ment to Congress and have it put upon the records here is a matter to 
which I call the attention of the Senator. It is very proper for the 
people to express their opinions and intentions about voting for men 
who entertain particular opinions, That is all well enough; but to, 
announce in Congress upon what terms members of Congress can ob- 
tain the votes of the petitioners is an unusual phraseology. 

Mr. COKE. The resolution, I will state to the Senator, was not 
sent to Congress by this convention. It was taken from a paper giv- 
ing the proceedings of the convention. I presume if the convention 
had been addressing Congress it possibly might not have used that lan- 
guage, although I regard the language as being simply expressive of 
the very earnest desire of the convention on the subject. It simply 
emphasizes their wishes. 

Mr. DAWES. Ido not mean to say that there was any improper 
motive behind such phraseology, but it is precisely the phraseology 
that one would choose who did have improper motives; and therefore, 
if the convention did not send it to Congress and it is simply moved 
by the Senator from Texas, Ido not regret that I have called his atten- 
tion to the phraseology. : 

Mr. COKE. Nor do I-regret, Mr. President, having presented the 
resolution. I think it is a very proper resolution. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. Is there objection to the request of 
the Senator from Texas that the memorial be printed in the RECORD ? 

Mr. HOAR. Ishould like to make one observation in regard to 
this matter. The memorial which has just been presented by the 
Senator from Texas affords one among ten thousand evidences of tha 
close connection which binds the business interests of this country. 

Some two or three years ago I was visited by the representative of a 
very important business firm in the city of Boston, having engaged in 
large trade with the State of Texas, who called my attention to this 
very improvement, and bespoke my interest in it, and spoke of it as 
being of great jnterest toan important commercial house in the city of 
Boston, which I, with my colleague, represent here. 

It is a strong one among the many evidences of the great importance 
to all parts of this country, not merely to special localities or sections, 
of improvements in the great harbors and great rivers over which com- 
merce among the States in this country and commerce with foreign 
nations in part is conducted. I may here refer to what Mr. Webster 
stated in a speech of his made to his constituents at home after he hed 
voted for a large expenditure to remove either a rock or a shoal in the 
harbor of Mobile. He received a letter from an enthusiastic constit- 
uent reproaching him very severely for that vote in spending so large 
asum of public money for a harbor so distant from his own home. Mr. 
Webster replied to him that however that might be, a very valuable 
vessel, with its cargo, belonging to a very near neighbor of the writer of 
the letter had been wrecked on that very shoal or rock in Mobile Bay 
a few weeks before. 3 
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I desire to assure the Senators from Texas that it will give the rep- 
resentatives of the commerce of Massachusetts the very greatest pleas- 
ure to support this desire of their own constituents when the time 
shall come. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Is there objection to the printing of 
the memorial in the Reconp? The Chair hears none. 

The memorial was referred to the Committee on Commerce, and or- 
dered to be printed in the RECORD, as follows: 


Memorial to the President, the Senate, and the House of Representatives of the 
United States for a deep-water harbor of the first class at Galveston, Tex. 


On behalf of six millions of people, sparsely occupying an area of 800,000 square 
miles, embracing the States of Texas, nsas, and Colorado, the Indian Terri- 
tory andthe Territories of New Mexico and Arizona, with parts of other States 
and Territories contiguous, equal in extent and fertility to other portions of the 
Union having a population of 35,000,000, annually producing for shipment as 
surplus products five hundred millions of values, we respectfully urge that, 
within your several spheres of constitutional power and obligation, you len 
your earnest aid to the vigorous prosecution of the improvement of the entrance 
of Galveston Harbor as a port of the first class, and that the driblet system of 
uncertain and inadequate Apuropriadons for this work be abandoned, and pro- 
vision be made by the appropriation of the balance of its estimated cost for carry- 
ing the work to speedy completion without interruption, | 

Phere is no engineering difficulty or doubt as to practicability; the exercise 
of no doubtful political power is invoked: no complaint is e of the official 
channel through which the work is being prosecuted; no change of plans or 
increase of estimates is asked; but only that for the wasteful procrastination of 
uncertain and inadequate appropriations there be substitu by sound states- 
manship and practical wisdom business methods, and a subject so intimately 
affecting the welfare of so large a part of your fellow-citizens be dealt with in 
the fair and liberal spirit ita importance demands, and an appropriation be 
made in solido of the balance of the estimated cost to complete this work, and 
thus give to the producing interests of this portion of the Union access to the 
markets of the world by the shortest lines to deep-water transportation. 

The Government, through the Bureau of Engineers, is now engaged in this 
work on plans for 30 feet of water across the bar, at a total estimated cost of 
$7,000,000, of which sum it has already expended $300,000, and $500,000 is appro- 

riated by the present bill. The present plans and estimates were adopted in 

886, at which time Maj. O. H. Ernst was first assigned in cha of the work. 
Prior to that time, in some tentative engineering experiments, the Government 
had wasted on the work at Galveston, distributed over a period of thirteen 
years, $1,481,782.84. There was also expended by the Government engineer 
ately in charge, $100,000, subscribed by the city of Galveston. The city of Gal- 
veston ilself expended, efficiently, under the supervision of its own officers, in 
the years 1873, 1874, and 1875, $170,000 in improving the inner navigation of the 
harbor. Nor have the citizens of Galyeston meanwhile been unappreciative or 
the inadequate manner in which the deep-water problem was being dealt with 
at this port, or otherwise inactive in the matter. In 1883, in response to their 
invitation, a proposition was obtained froni the late James B. Eads for 30 feet 
of water across Galveston bar at a cost of seven and three-quarter millions of 
dollars—" no water, no pay.”’ In his letter of December 6, 1883, containing this 
proposition, Captain Eads says: 

“A less channel than 30 feet should not be contemplated by your city, inas- 
much as cheap freights require vessels of deep draught, and there is no reason 
why such works should not be constructed at Gulveston as would place her 
harbor within the reach of the largest carriers now contemplated, * * * At 
least 20 feet could be relied on within two years after the work is begun, and 
about 2 or 3 feet each year thereafter until the 30 feet is obtained, The deepen- 
ing would continue Kony under tidal action for several years thereafter, and 
I should expect it to reach at least 35 or possibly 40 feet before a permanent 
regimen would be established through the channel. + è I have estimated 
the necessary works at Galveston to secure a permanent channel 30 feet deep 
at seven and three-quarter millions of dollars, for which sum I will construct 
the same, and will agree the payment therefor shall depend solely upon the in- 
creased at obtained.” 

A committee appointed by the city council of the city of Galveston attended 
the sessions of the Forty-eighth Congress.and urged the adoptlon of the Eada 

roposition., A favorable report was secured from the Committee on Commerce 

n the Senate, and the paeas of the bill in that body reasonably assured. Be- 
fore the Committee on Riverand Harbors of the Housethe'subject was earnestly 
debated by General Newton, then Chief of the Burean of Engineers, by Captain 
Eads, and by the members of the Galveston committee. The riverand harbor 
bill had already been reported with the usual perfunctory provision of $250,000 
for Galveston. On the motion of the member from Galveston district, by in- 
structions, this appropriation was stricken out and the port of Galvestom omit- 
ted from the bill. On the reference of the Eads bill to the House committee, 
the opposition to it proved effective, and, in the last days of the session, a com- 
promise was had, the committee reporting as an amendment to the general bill 
an appropriation of $1,000,000 for Galveston for the ensuing fiscal year, with pro- 
vision for superintendence by Captain Eads. The river and barbor bill failed 
of passage, and Captain Eads’s engagements did not permit of his subsequently 
renewing his proposition. The di: m of the territory natural to the port ot 
Galveston, with accompanying statistics, prepared by the Galveston News dur- 
ing the pendency of the Eads bill, is referred to in this connection. 

The revision of the plans and estimates by the board of 1886 places, it is be- 
lieved, the views of the Bureau of Engineers and Captain Eads in substantial 
accord, both as to engineering plans and as to cost of the work. 

Within the last six years the river and harbor bill has thrice failed to become 
a law, having been vetoed once by a Republican President, once by a Demo- 
cratic President, and again failed of passage. 

The Society of American Civil ERRE lately caused a careful examination 
to be made by the National Press Intelligence Company of New York of two 
thousand newspapers with a view of obtaining a reflex of public opinion on the 
cho bill, with the following result: Twenty-two ow in favor of, and one 
nundred and twenty-nine papers against the bill. The relief required at Gal- 
veston should not depend on so uncertain a measure. 

Pending the discussion ot the Eads bill, by direction of the Secretary of the 
Treasury, an elaborate report was furnished by Mr. Nimmo, then Chief of the 
Bareau of Statistics (Senate Miscellaneous Document, Forty-eighth Congress, 
No. 111), on the importance of deep water at Galveston. That officer says: 

“The harbor at Galveston, having a depth at its entrance at the present 
time of only 14 feet, is the best harbor on our entire Gulf coast from the mouth 
of the Mississippi to the Rio Grande. It is also believed to be the one most 
susceptible of such improvements as would constitute a harbor of the first 
class. Its superiority to the other ports of Texas is clearly indicated by the 
Coast Survey charts and by the fact that the principal railroads of this State ex- 
tend to Galveston or connect with railroads terminating at that point. * * è 
The value of railroad properties in theSiate of Texas is about $160,000.000. This 
large expenditure of private capital in supplying means of internal transporta- 
tion in Texas expresses faith in the resources of this State, and emphasizes the 
importance of securing for it a first-class seaport. Suchexpenditure standsalso 
asthe strongest indorsement of any practical plan for the accomplishment of 


that object. Theproposed improvement of the entrance to the port of Galv: 


es, 
ton would constitute a connecting link between this great of internal 
transportation and the ocean, nature’s great free highway of commerce. If the 
proposed depth of 30 feet at the entrance to the port of Galveston can be se- 
curcel, that port would become the nearest and most accessible first-class sea- 
port for the States of Texas, Kansas, and Colorado, the Indian Territory, and 
the Territories of New Mexico and Arizona, and paris of the States and Terri- 
tories adjoining those just mentioned. * * * ! 
“Itmay be remarked alse in this connection that the central portions of the 
State of Kansas are about equidistant from Chicagoand Galveston. * * * If 
the harbor of Galveston shall be so improved as to admit the entrance of vessels 
of the largest ‘size, the various railroads connecting this city with Arkansas, 
Western Missouri, Western Iowa, Kansas, Nebraska, Colorado, and New Mex- 


‘| ico will become active competitors with the railroads extending east, not only 


with respect to trade with Europe, but also with respect to the trade between 
the area referred to and the chief Atlantic seaports. * * * This competition 
would assert itself not only in the transportation of the products of the interior 
by way of Galveston, but also, and perliaps to a greater extent and more bene- 
ficially, in the regulating influence which it would exert over the ratescharged 
by all the east and west railroads extending from Chicago to the Atlantic sea- 
board. The magnitude of the advantages which would be thus afforded to the 
commercial and industrial interests of the country it is impossible aoga 
to compute or even approximately estimate, but the great importance of su: 
advantages is clearly apparent. * * * Inview * * * of the vast area of 
country the commercial and industrial interests of which would be directly sub- 
served by the proposed improvement in the harbor of Galveston, and by the 
fact that such improvement would also, through competition, directly benefit a 
very large proportion of the whole country, it appears proper to characterize 
that orate as a work of great national importance.” 

The report calls attention toa letter accompanying it from Capt. R. W. Meade, 
of the United States Navy, from which the following extract is given: 

“When once over the bar the harbor of Galveston is commodious and well 
sheltered, The approach to the coast is easy and safe, and from an experience 
of eighteen mon in command of a blockader in 1864 and 1855, I can say that 
it is, as to weather and approaches, one of the safests of coasts.” 

On the 2Ist day of December, 1887, a State immi, ion convention was held 
at Dallas, Tex., and was largely attended from all sections of the State. That 
convention adopted the following resolutions: 

“Whereas the great State of Texas, with its varied and extraordinary re- 
suurces, developed, and in process of development and still undeveloped, with 
an ocean border of over 500 miles, is without a seaport of sufficient magnitude 
to properly accommodate the maritime commerce necessary to the work of suf- 
ficiently developing the grand stretch of States and Territories whose natural 
water way to the markets of the world isthe Gulf of Mexico; and 

* Whereas through this condition the agricultural and pastoral interests of the 
State have been retarded in a very large degree, and the matter of economic 
ocean transportation burdened at the expense of the producers of a section of 
ey, greater in extent than all the rest of the United States, put together; 
an 

“ Whereas the cotton-growers of Texas have borne their share of the burdens 
which lack of a proper seaport has inflicted upon the people of the State, yet, 
greatest of all inflictions, through this condition has fallen upon the cotton inter- 
ae of ert (ome and in an eminent degree likewise upon the growers of 

exas; an 

“Whereas the efforts of the General Government, through the recommenda- 
tions of the board of United States engincers, for many years past to give a deep- 
water seaport to Texas, have been defeated by the system of desultory action 
and scattering methods, resulting in waste of means and the accom- 
plishment of any substantial good: Therefore be it 

** Resolved, That it is the sense of this convention—called together for the pur- 

of devising ways and means to best make known the resources of the 

tate of Texas and to induce thereto honest labor and honest energy, and as a 
correlative branch of this convention—that the Texas delegation in Congress be 
urgently requested to unite their efforts in that body for securing deep water on 
the Texas coast at one point, that point to be by the best lights before them and 
according to their best judgment, but to unite in a common practical way to ob- 
sein he desirable end, heretofore defeated by desultory action and scattering 
methods, 

* Resolced, That it is the sense of this convention that the end herein sought 
will be best attained by concentrating upon one point, demonstrating the prac- 
ticability of the methods employed, giving to the State a deep-water sea) 
and paving the way for other seaports on the Texas coast as necessity an: 
velopment warrant.” 

A committee, composed’ of Messrs. S. B, Maxey, D. C. Giddings, D. A. Nunn, 
J. P. Smith, Bryan T. Barry, W. D. Cleveland, John Hancock, B. H. Davis, W. 
L. Moody, and J. W.Throckmorton was appointed and charged with the pre- 
sentation of the resolutions to the Texas Senators and members of the House. 
That duty the committee performed, visiting Washington for the purpose. 

In Appendix T of the annual report of the Chief of Engineers for 1837, will 
be found the report of Maj. O. H. Ernst on the improvement and progress ab 
Galveston. Attention is called to the following extracts therefrom : 

“The sum asked” (for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1889) “is $3,000,000. No 
very extended explanation of this recommendation seems to be required. A 

resent annual trade of $73,000,000" (not including the coasting trade except by 

allory and Morgan steam-ship lines) “and a prospective trade of vastly greater 
proportions is hampered by an obstruction which it is in the power of Galves- 
ton to remove. The necessity of the improvement is notorious, The evil re- 
sults of attempting its removal with inadequate means are almost equally no- 
torious, It is submitted that the interests at stake require that the work should 
now be undertakep seriously,” (See third page of cover for statistics accom- 
panying report.) 

On the lith and 12th of July, 1888, a deep-water convention was held at Fort 
Worth, Tex. attended by some seven hundred delegates from every portion of 
the State, and also by delegates from various commercial bodies from the State 
of Colorado, Resolutions were adopted urging vigorous measures by Congress 
for obtaining a port of the first class on the Texas coast. Prior to the meeting 
of the Fort Worth convention, the secretary of the Fort Worth Board of Trade 


de- 


add the honorable Secretary of War, requesting that an officer of the En- 
gineer Co: should be detailed to attend the convention for the purpose of im- 
parting information. That request was referred to Major Ernst, in charge of 


retin on the Texas coast, except at Sabine Pass, That officer responded as 
follows: 3 
UNITED STATES ENGINEER OFFICE, 


f Galveston, Tex., July 7, 1888. 

Sır: I have to-day received your letter of the 18th ultimo, addressed to the 
Honorable Secretary of War, requesting him to permit an engineer officer of the 
War Department to attend the convention to be held at Fort Worth on the 10th 
instant, who is to bring with him charts and details bearing upon the subject 
of a deep-water port upon the Texas coast, and explain the same to the delegates. 
This letter has been referred to me, with the permission of the Secretary of War 
to attend the convention in my private capacity and not as a representative of 
the Government, 

I regret to say that official business, made pressing by the recent close of the 
fiscal year, will prevent me from being present in person at the convention; aleo 
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that charts suitable for laining the situation of the various harbors to an 
assemblage of several hundred delegates would have to be ially prepared, 
and for that there is now neither time nor money available. The best that I can 
do under the circumstances is to present a few facts, which may be of service 
in aiding to convention to reach an opinion upon some of the questions to be 
petro ged it, Ishall confine myself mainly to the po an aa features of 
su 

The coast-line of Texas from Sabine Pass to the Rio Grande measures about 
$75 statute miles. In this distance there are four points which are now receiving 
the attention of the Government with a view to bor improvement, namely: 
Sabine Pass, at the eagtern extremity of the line, Brazos Santiago, atthe western 
extremity, Galveston, 65 miles from the eastern extremity, and Aransas Pass, 
138 miles from the western extremity. Pass Cavallo and the mouth of the 
Brazos River have also been the subject of expenditure, but the present Con- 
gress has discontinued the work at those places. 

The channel depth over the bar at date of last reports was at— 


phere at Sabine, Galveston, and Aransas, but not at Brazos Santiago. 


‘or safe anchorage these vessels 


of water 24 feet deep is at— 


Aransas,,..... = 
Dividing these numbers 


th 
cost per acre to reach the anchorage is, for— 
PADING ee > „e $23,790.00 
vesto: 1,687.11 
s...» 24,516.17 


The depth of 20 feet over the bar, which is suficient to answer the 
mediate pressing needs of Texas, is not sufficient to admit many large commer- 
cial vessels and ships of war. To accommodate these an extension of the im- 
provements at Galveston is contemplated, designed to give adepth of 30 feet at 
a cost of four millions additional to the amount mentioned above. No 30-foot 
channel over the bar has been projected at either of the other places. The area 
of water 30 feet deep is, at— 


most im- 


Acres, 


Aransas RA 

It is thus seen that the natural advantages which created Galveston and made 
her the principal port of the State stillexist to maintain her pre-eminence. She 
has no-rival. But while she is now the only port of any prominence, and must 
always be the principal one, it does not follow that secondary ports can not be 
made and are not needed. Aransas , in cular, is 172 miles from Gal- 
veston,and its railway furnishes the shortest line to the coast fora part 
of Western Texas. The pe catego of that entrance is desirable for the pur- 
pose of creating a harbor of refuge in addition to providing a highway of com- 
merce. The same is true, though perhaps ina less degree, of Sabine Pass. I be- 
lieve that the best interests of Texas require the development of both Galveston 
and Aransas, and possibly of Sabine Pass. The latter Jocality not being in my 
district, is not so well known to me as the others. 

‘Trusting that your meeting may be a harmonious one, and that it will result 
in benefit to the State of Texas, 

I remain, sir, very respectfully, your obedient servant, 
O. H. ERNST, Major of Engineers. 
Mr. Taos. J. HURLEY, 


Secretary Board of Trade, Fort Worth, Tex. 
The depth of water on Galveston bar by the last official report was 12} feet, 
-A uo bende just completed but not yet made publie, will, it is believed, show 
or k 

bg Btn Galveston bar there are 1,304 acres of 24 feet depth; 463 acres of 30 feet 
depth, and a considerable acreage of 40and 50feetdepth. It may be confidently 
stated that there is no fair question of the success of this work according to 
present plans and estimates. It is believed that it will be completed within a 
od of between two and three years, if the money is furnished to allow of 


patriotism w 
gion of country. 

Mr. BLAIR. I wish to ask, though slightly out of order, in rela- 
tion to the memorial from Texas just ordered to be printed, if it isthe 
one that is upon the tables of Senators this morning? 

Mr. COKE. Yes, sir. y 

Mr. BLAIR. I will inquire if the order to print embraces the pict- 

. ure and advertisement of the Galveston News?" 

Mr. COKE. That was taken out. 

Mr. BLAIR. I shouldthink thatwould be perhaps as useful in the 
way of an advertisement as any part of the memorial. Certainly Gal- 
veston is the center of the universe from its appearance on the map here 
presented. I have rarely seen anything in any of the mountain books 
of my own country that really would besuch an advantage to a locality 
as this superb production of the Galveston News. 

Perhaps the Senator from Massachusetts who took part in the con- 


vicinity, are of very great importance, 


versation on this subject has had his attention called to the illustra- 
tion in the memorial. As far as Iam concerned, I should be glad to 
give my assent to the reproduction of the illustration as well as the 
memorial. I think it would suit hisconstituents; and probably some- 
thing of the kind should be filed as an offset from the enterprising city 
of Boston, and New Hampshire world come in for a very favorable 
illustration, if there could he the precedent established. It is much 
better than the printed matter, and what is to be found on the back of 
the document, the editorials and the statistics of Galveston and that 
I do not notice anything in re- 
gard to the condition of illiteracy in that State, but it bears with great 
force and comprehensiveness and ability upon everything else, upon 
everything relating to the material development of that great Com- 
monwealth. 

I shall not make any request myself, but indicate the pleasure it 
would give me to have the illustration reproduced in the RECORD, as 
well as the memorial itself. 

Mr. COKE. The copy of the memorial handed the Secretary to be 
incorporated in the RECORD did pot contain the map which accom- 
panied the memorial referred to by the Senator from New Hampshire. 
It would take too much space in the RECORD; but if it is necessary for 
the information or for the pleasure of the Senator from New Hampshire, 
Iam perfectly willing that on his suggestion the map shall be published 
with the memorial. 

Mr. BLAIR. I made the suggestion, but I have made so many other 
useful suggestions to the Senators from Texas which they have not ac- 
cepted that I am discouraged. 

Mr. CULLOM. I suggest that there is probably a rule which would 
prevent the map going in without a motion to print being referred to 
the appropriate committee. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Practically there is no question be- 
fore the Senate, because the paper sent forward to the desk by the Sen- 
ator from Texas does not contain the map or the advertisement. 

Mr. COKE. It does not contain them. 

Mr. BLAIR. I observe that the memorial is not signed by any- 


body. 

Mr. PADDOCK. Ifthe Senator from New Hampshire is through 
with his playfulness I should like to make a report. 

Mr. BLAIR. Ido not hear the Senator. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 


Mr. PADDOCK, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom was re- 
ferred the bill (S. 3429) granting a pension to Maria N. Abbey, re- 
ported it with an amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 

Mr. DAVIS, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred 
the bill (H. R. 4038) granting a pension to Victor, Gertrude, Margaret, 
and Helen, minor children of Lieut. George R. McGuire, reported it 
without amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the bill (H. 
R. 4039) granting a pension to Mary A. Pfeiffer, reported it with an 
amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 

Mr. DAVIS. In this connection, I move that the House of Repre- 
sentatives be requested to return to the Senate the bill (S. 3086) grant- 
ing a pension to Victor, Gertrude, Margaret, and Helen, minor children 
of Lieut. George R. McGuire, and the bill (S. 3087) granting a pension 
to Mary A. Pfeiffer. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. FAULKNER, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom were 
referred the following bills, reported them severally without amend- 
ment, and submitted reports thereon: 

A bill (H. R. 11030) granting a pension to Susan E. Latture; 

A bill (H. R. 10007) for the relief of Henry Rose; 

A bill (H. R. 10629) granting a pension to Washington Ryan; 

A bill (H. R. riod granting a pension to Tempy M. Johnston; 

A bill (H. R. 1085) granting a pension to Thomas Rains; and 

A bill (H. R. 9182) granting a pension to Ransom Riley. 

Mr. BLAIR, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom were re- 
ferred the following bills reported them severally without amend- 
ment, and submitted reports thereon: 

A bill (H. R. 9975) granting.a pension to Joseph Welsh; 

A bill (H. R. 10672) granting a pension to Mighill H. Patten; 

A bill RE R. 11029) for the relief of Mary Vanbuskirk; 

a bill (H. R. 2474) granting a pension to Joseph Lincoln Young; 


an 

A bill (H. R. 9935) to increase the pension of Isaac Hurd. 

Mr. SAWYER, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom were re- 
ferred the following bills, reported them severally without amendment 
and submitted reports thereon: 

A bill (S. 3457) granting a pension to Abigail Farley; 

A bill (H. R. 8200) granting a pension to Lydia Ann Wilber; 

s A bill (H. R. 2073) granting an increase of pension to Daniel Will- 
org; 

A bill ie R. 7457) granting a pension to Eleanor D. Heath; 

A bill (H. R. 2689) granting a pension to Johanna Geyer, widow of 
Gustav W. Geyer; 

A bill (H. R. ER granting a pension to William Fairbanks; and 

A bill (H. R. 10944) granting a pension to Victoria May. 
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BILLS INTRODUCED, 


Mr. McPHERSON introduced a bill (S. 3509) granting a pension to 
Horatio M. Ellison; which was read twice by its title, and referred to 
the Committee on Pensions. ; 

Mr. CULLOM introduced a bill (S. 3510) to declare unlawfal com- 
binations in restraint of trade, préduction, and manufacture, and to 
punish persons and corporations concerned therein; which was read 
twice by its title. 

Mr. CULLOM. TI believe that one or two bills on this subject have 
been referred to the Committee on Finance and perhaps. another was 
sent to the Committee on the Judiciary. I am somewhat at a loss to 
know where the bill belongs, but I am inclined to think it ought to go 
to the Committee on Finance, as it is a matter touching the revenue 
laws somewhat. 

The PRESIDENT proiempore. The dill will be referred to the Com- 
mittee on Finance, if there is no objection. 

Mr. CAMERON introduced a bill (S. 3511) to increase the pension 
of John H. R. Storey; which was read twice by its title, and, with the 
accompanying paper, referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. FAULKNER introduced a bill (S. 3512) granting a pension to 
Daniel Kendall; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Pensions. 


DETROIT RIVER AND ST. CLAIR FLATS, 


Mr. CULLOM submitted the following resolution; which was con- 
sidered by unanimous consent, and agreed to: 


Resolved, That the Secretary of War be directed to report to the Senate whether 
in the navigation of the Detroit River or the St. Clair Flats, at the mouth of the 
St. Clair River, the channels in ordinary use for commercial purposes are in 
waters under the jurisdiction of the United States or of the Dominion of Can- 
ada, and what difference exists, ifany, in the depth of water available for pur- 
poses of navigation between the parts of said river or of said flats which are 
within the respective jurisdictions named, 


DISTRICT ELECTRIC WIRE HEARING. 


Mr. HARRIS submitted the following resolution; which was referred 
to the Committee to Audit and Control the Contingent Expenses of the 
Senate: 

Resolved, That the Committee on the District of Columbia be, and it is hereby, 
authorized and empowered to employ a stenographer to report hearings before 
said committee on the subject of overhead electric wires in the cities of Wash- 


ington and Georgetown, the expenses therefor to be paid out of the contingent 
fund of the Senate. 


CAMPAIGN WORK BY A SENATE EMPLOYÉ. ` 


Mr. FARWELL. Would it be in order for me to call up now for 
consideration the resolution which I reported yesterday? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It would not. 

Mr. FARWELL. Iwill ask unanimous consent—— 

The PRESIDENT protempore. The Chair lays before the Senate as 
morning business a resolution coming over from yesterday submitted 
by the Senator from Missouri [Mr. VEST]. 

The resolution submitted yesterday by Mr. VEST was read, as fol- 
lows: 

Resolved, That the Committee to Examine the Several Branches of the Civil 
Service be instructed to inquire whether employés of the Senate, whilst re- 
ceiving pay, and when the Senate has been in session, have been en in 
pre g err campaign literature for the purpose of advancing the inter- 
ests of the Republican party in the pending canvass, and whether publication 
of the matter so prepared has been published by an employé of the Senate with 
his official character printed thereon, and what legislation is necessary to pre- 
haros and punish such conduct, and that said committee report by bill or other- 

©. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on agreeing to the 
resolution. 

Mr. PLUMB. Myr. President, one good turn it is said deserves 
another. The advertisement which the Senator from Missouri gave 
yesterday to a Republican*publication I think ought to be fairly re- 
turned by an advertisement in fayor of a Democratie publication. I 
hold in my hand a book entitled ‘‘Hand Books of the Tariff, No. 1. 
Tariff from the White House. Extracts from the Messages. Henry 
Talbott, clerk to Committee on Ways and Means’’—meaning the 
clerk to the Ways and Means Committee of the House of Represent- 
atives, and of course Democratic. The Senator will observe that this 
isonly No. 1. I am told that No. 2, from the same hand and with 
the same title page, changed only to meet the change of the matter, 
is in press and will be out in a few days. 

I do not care to have any part of these pages read, because I do not 
deem it necessary to do anything more than merely call attention to 
it. Itisacomplete parallel to the case mentioned in the resolution 
of the Senator from Missouri. 

Mr. BLAIR. It is only a little one. 

Mr. PLUMB. As the Senator from New Hampshire says, it is 
“only alittle one’ anyway. It is not as large as the one the Senator 
from Missouri called attention to; but I will ask the Senator from Mis- 
souri if he does not think on the whole he had better discipline his 
own side of the House before he arraigns any one on the Republican 
side? 

Because of what the Senator from Missouri said on yesterday from 
the text of Mr. MeKee’s book about the severe and simple civil service 
of this Administration, as illustrated by the acts of the President in 


the case of two United States district attorneys, one Democratic and 
one Republican, I wish to call the attention of the Senate more par- 
ticularly to the case of Mr. Benton. The Senator said in the opening 
of his remarks that he called Oh the President immediately atter he 
had suspended Mr. Benton, and the President announced to him in 
very emphatic terms that he intended to treat everybody alike and to 
apply the same rule to Democrats that he did to Republicans. 

I have in my hand the remarks which Mr. Benton made while oc- 
cupying the office of district attorney, and which led ‘to his removal, 
the reading of which begets in me somewhat conflicting emotions. I 
will read those remarks as reported in a St. Louis paper at the time. 
The speech was delivered October 11, 1885. 

Mr. VEST. In what paper? 

Mr. PLUMB. I am not sure whether it was the St. Louis Post- 
Dispatch or the St. Louis Globe-Democrat, but I have an extract from 
the Post-Dispatch before me, a Democratic paper, stating that the state- 
ment as published was true, and then I have the affidavits, beside, of 
some more people, including two or three members of the church and 
so on, who heard the speech delivered. 

Mr. BLAIR. Were they Democrats? R 

Mr. PLUMB. Ido not know whether they were Democrats or not. 
I do not know really that it is necessary for a minister to be a Demo- 
cratin order to be able totell the truth. Among other things Colonel 
Benton said: 

It is the truth that the Democracy is the poor and ignorant party of the coun- 
try--the great barefooted, unwashed, and dirty-socked party. * * + Idon’t 
agree with President Cleveland in everything. I don’t believe in his civil- 
service humbuggery. I do believe in genuine civil-service reform, but I don’t 
want men under me to work every conceivable dodge to defeat me and my 
party at the next election. Buthe believes it, and he is a man withiron nerves. 
* $ * I don’t agree with Mr. Cleveland on the silver question. 
raised east of the Alleghany Mountains, and he gets his ideas from that region. 
He never has been west of Buffalo,and has not any more idea of the 
Westand its vast material resources than the mere schoolboy who learnsit from 
studying geography. He gets his ideas on finances from the gold-bugs of Wall 
street, who once demonetized silver and had it—the dollar—astricken from the 
coinage act clandestinely and without the consent ofthe people. He learns his 
financial theories from Wail! street, the leeches that suck the blood of the honest 
yeomanry of the West like vampires. That is where Mr. Cleveland gets his 
ideas of finance. 

When ke wrote his gratuitous letter on the subject of silver coi „ even be- 
fore he was inaugurated as President, he illustrated where he got his ideas, and 
he struck a blow at the West in the interest of the bondholders and money 
sharks, and I feel like sinking down in my boots; but when REAGAN, of Texas, 
and others stood up in their dignified manhood and wrote to him that he was 
the Executive and not the law-making power, and I saw these Democrats bat- 
tling for their rights and the rights of the people against his assumptions, I re- 
joiced again that I was a ocrat, 

Here it is marked in parentheses that there was “‘ tremendous ap- 
plause.”’ 

I do, in a great measure, indorse his administration. For the most part Iin- 
dorse vetoes of pension biils,but not every one. He vetoed ninety-seven 

nsion bills, eighty-one of which had been rejected by Commissioner W. W. 

udley, whose name is odoriferous all over the country. Iam not here tode- 
fend every onc of his vetoes, but in the main I do. 

I have here an article from the St. Louis Post-Dispatch of December 
9 following, in which the statement is made upon the authority of that 
newspaper that the speech as reported, from which I hayeread, was sub- 
stantially correct, and there is given as authority Mr. W. T. Sullivan, 
who makes his statement under oath, which is supported by the testi- 
mony of Judge Frank Ewing, of the Daviess County probate court, a 
prominent Democrat, who, when approached on the subject of Mr. 
Benton’s speech, reluctantly admitted that Sullivan’s report was sub- 
stantially correct, saying further: 

Tam afraid Benton made use of the languageattributed to him. Iamastrong 
Cleveland man myself, and ve no use for any son of a gun who will draw 
a salary from the Government with one hand and rip it open with the other as 
Benton did, 

I have here the following statement: 

GALLATIN, Mo., December 14, 1886. 


We have read the report of aspeech made by United States district attorney 
for the western district of Missouri, Col. M. E. Benton, at Gallatin, Mo., October 
11, 1886, and hereto attached, and having heard the speech delivered by Colonel 
Benton, we state that the report of the same is substantially correct. 


That is the report which I have read, which was signed by William 
M. Bostaph, attorney at law and ex-county clerk; John A. Keck, at- 
torney at law; Boyd Dudley, lawyer, as to civil service and Cleveland’s 
knowledge of the West; Hadly Brown, ex-county treasurer; A. H. 
Blakley, farmer and ex-justice of the peace for twelve years. 

A similar statement is made by Elder J. K. Reid, pastor of the 
Christian Church, and Oscar Saylor, attorney at law, and others, as 
follows: 3 


The proof of the correctness of report of Benton's speech at Gallatin, the fol- 
lowing-named Democrats would testify to its substantial correctness: 

Elder J. K. Reid, pastor of the Christian Church. 

Oscar Saylor, attorney at law. 

Ed. E. Yates, chairman Democratic county central committee. 

Frank Ewing, probate judge. 

William D. Hamilton, prosecuting attorney. 


Jesse McClure, attorney at law. 
William L. Brosius, M. D. * 

D. Harfield Davis, druggist, Jate editor Gallatin Democrat, 
Joshua F. Hicklin, attorney at law. 

James F. Nealand, member of city council. 

T. B. Yates, president Farmers’ Exchan 


ge 


8240 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 


SEPTEMBER 4, 


Iask that the article from the Post-Dispatch, to which I have re- Last June, shortly after the renomination of the President of the 


ferred, may be inserted in the RECORD at this point. 
The article is as follows: e 


[From the St. Louis Post-Dispatch, December 9, 1886.] 


Senator GEORGE G. Vest and other friends of Col. M. E. Benton, United States 
attorney for the western district of Missouri, are very much exercised over the 
attorney’s unfortunate penchant for doing and saying the wrong thing on im- 
portant ions. Within the past week Senator Vest has been called upon 
to put forth his utmost influence to save Benton from a second and final sus- 
pension from office. Charged first with neglecting his official duties to bolster 
up the Democratic party by making campaign es, Benton was rein- 
stated on his own and Senator VEsT’s representations that he had attended 
strictly to the business of his office,and had always been a true and faithful 
servant of the Administration. 

week President Cleveland was surprised by the published report of a 
apeece said to have been made by Benton, at Gallatin, Mo., in which the policy of 

e Administration was severely criticised, and the President himself personally 
attacked for his attitude on the silver question and civil-service reform, The 
President is reported to have been very angry when he heard of Benton's abuse 
of the Government under which he served, and it was generally believed at 
Washington that the district attorney would be severely dealt with. Senator 
VEST a; rushed to Benton's rescue, and advices from the capital this morn- 
ing indicate that the President has again been convinced that the charges 

inst Benton are untrue and that Benton is an ardent admirerand supporter 

of the Administration. A Post-Dispatch reporter, who visited Gallatin since 

the publication of Benton's speech, ascertained that the best of reasons exist 

for believing that the speech was delivered as reported by Mr. W. T. Sullivan 

and that it abounded in unpleasant reflections upon President Cleveland and 

his | get Mr. Sullivan has made affidavit to his report which charges Benton 

having referred to the President's `“ civil-service humbuggery” and gives 

it for having discovered that “Cleveland gets his financial ideas 
from the gold bugs of Wall street.” ' 

Mr. Sullivan’s affidavit is supported by the testimony of Judge Frank Ewing, 
of the Daviess County probate court, a prominent Democrat of Gallatin, who 
when a aeeai upon the subject of Benton’s speech reluctantly admitted 
that Sullivan’sreport was substantially correct, ‘‘I am afraid Benton made use 
of the language attributed to him,” said Judge Ewing. “I am a strong Cleve- 
land man myself and I wry no use for any son of agun who will draw asal- 
ary from the Government with one hand and ripit open with the other as Ben- 
tondid. Hesaid in effect that the President draws his inspiration on the silver 
question from the gold-bugs of Wall street, and referred to Cleveland's ciyil-serv- 
ice policy as ‘humbuggery.’ Benton's remarks were very ill-timed and inju- 
dicious, The Democrats of Daviess County brought him here to make a good, 
old-time, whoop-’em-up Democratic speech, hoping by advertising him as a 
nephew of old Tom Benton to draw out a numberof old Democratic voters. He 
did not make the kind of speech we expected and threw a fire-brand in our 
midst by attacking President Cleveland.” 

“Then Mr. Sullivan’s report is correct?” 

‘Yes, I believe it is,” 

Judge J. F. Hicklin, Democrat, ex-prosecuting attorney of Daviess County, 
said: “I heard Mr. Benton’s speech, and I believe that Sullivan's report of it is 
in the main correct, Benton certainly criticised the President severely on his 
civil-service record. He claimed as a Democrat the right to express his own 
opinions, and he did not hesitate to give utterance to them in a forcible man- 
ner. I thought at the time that his language was somewhat inappropriate, 
coming from one of President Cleveland’s appointees.” 

Mr. T. B. Yates, president of the Farmers’ Exchange Bank of Gallatin, and a 
prominent Democrat, had heard Benton’sspeech. ‘So faras I remember, Ben- 
ton criticised the President's civil-service reform policy, and was not very choice 
in his language, either. I believe he referred to it as civil-service ‘humbug- 
gery.’ While I hold practically the same views on this subject as Mr. Benton, 
still it struck me at the time that Mr. Benton might have found something else 
for discussion in a Democratic h. Ido not think that heshould have gone 
out of his way to find fault with the President. Idid not hear Benton's re- 
marks on the silver question.” 

Mr. D. Harfield Davis, formerly editor of the Gallatin Democrat, said: ‘‘The 
impression produced on me by Benton’s speech was very unfavorable to the 

er. I thought that Benton should not have criticised President Cleve- 
Jand’s policy, for the reason thatin principle Mr. Benton is as much a part of 
the administration as is Mr. Cleveland. He did not hesitate to take issue with 
the President on civil service and the silver question, and expressed himself 
very forcibly. He did not think that the President had pursued the proper 
course, and, while I don’t remember his exact language, I think that Mr. Sulli- 
yan has reported it correctly.” 


Mr. PLUMB. I do not really think it makes very much difference 
to any Republican what the Democratic party or any member of it 
may think, or even what any office-holder may think, about the Presi- 
dent of the United States. I introduce this, however, for the purpose 
of showing the contrast between the action of the President taken in 
the case of Mr. Benton, who abused his Administration, and the case 
of Mr. Stone, who made a political speech, in which he did not abuse 
the Administration. 

At the time this wa; new matter, current news, Hon. John M. Greer, 
of Pennsylvania, made this certificate ; 

BUTLER, PA., November 30, 1885. 
I was present and heard the speech of Col. William A. Stone, at Butler, and 
he did not mention the President or his Administration. 
JOHN M. GREER. 

Yet the President of the United States in his letter in which he re- 
fused to reinstate Stone after he had reinstated Benton, alleged as the 
reason why he did not reinstate Stone, that he (Stone) had abused his 
Administration. I do not know what he would call abuse if he could 
not find something of that same kind in the remarks which Mr. Benton 
undoubtedly made, and which I have quoted. 

But, Mr. President, the Democratic party is evidently growing upon 
the President of the United States since he got into the saddle. He 
has seen here probably the greatest struggle for office, has participated 
provedly in the greatest scramble for official place that has ever been 

own on this continent. More aspirants for office have interviewed 
him, more have solicited him, more solicitations have been made in 
behalf of applicants by Senators and members of the House than prob- 
ably ever vexed the eye, the ear, the nostrils of any other President 
since this Government began. 


United States, he had occasion to express himself upon certain things 
in a brief way which will probably find amplification some of these 
days, if not forgotten, in a letter of acceptance, in a speech which he 
made to the committee which notified him that he had been nominated 
as President by the St. Louis convéntion. I will read a few sentences 
from his remarks then for the purpose of emphasizing what I have just 
said about the results of his intercourse with the members of his party. 
He goes on to say: 

This occasion reminds me most vividly of the time when, a few years ago, I 
received a message from my party similar to that which you now deliver, and 
with all that has passed since that day I ean truly say that the feelings of awe 
with which I heard the summons then is intensified many fold when it is re- 
peated now. 

When I got that far along I thought I understood the President thor- 
oughly; that in view of this pulling and hauling and this contention of 
the ‘‘dirty-socked Democracy,” as described by Mr. Benton, in his 
presence, of this focusing and concentration of all the solicitations for 
office contained in that party after its hunger of twenty-four years, he 
naturally must have been inspired with some feeling of awe at least, if 
not of absolute fear. He continues: 


Four years I knew that our chief executive office, if not carefully guarded, 
might drift Tittle’ by little away from the people, to whom it belonged 


That was before he had taken office— 
and become a perversion of all it ought to be. But I did not know how much 
its moorings had already n loosened. I knew four years how well de- 
vised were the feelings of Democracy for the successful operation of a Govern- 
ment by the ple and for the Legs but I did not know how absolutely 
necessary their application then was for the restoration to the people of their 
safety and prosperity. 

There had not been quite as many vetoes during the preceding ad- 
ministration as was necessary, as he seemed to say, in order to assert 
the executive dignity and its relative importance. 


I knew then that abuse and extravagance had crept into the management of 
public affairs— 


He probably had not then footed up the estimates and expenditures 
of his Administration during the three years since he came into power, 
and did not then know they were about $100, 000,000 in excess of those 
under his predecessor — 
but I did not know their numerous forms or the tenacity of their p I 
knew then something of the bitterness of isan obstruction, but Paid not 
know how bitter, how reckless, and how s eless it could be. I knew, too, 
that the American people were patriotic and just, but I did not know how grandly 
they loved their country nor how noble and generous they were. - 

The individual who could rise from the contemplation of the feast 
which the President of the United States has before him for the 
last four years and say that until he had entered upon that feast, until 
he had come for the first time to the city of Washington and been brought 
in contact with all this self-seeking, with this backbiting, with this 
defamation and everything of that kind which was voided upon can- 
didates and applicants, etc., in the contention about spoils, that it took 
an atmosphere of that kind to enable him to know how patriotic the 
American people were, it seems to me. must have lived in an hermet- 
ically-sealed vessel somewhere from 1861 to 1865. It is true the city 
of Buffalo was tolerably near the border, but I think there must have 
been the sound of fife and drum in the streets there during those peril- 
ous times. I think there must have been something to indicate that 
the great principles and the Government itself were at stake. I think 
he must have seen, unless heclosed his eyes, some one, father, mother; 
or brother, who sent forth of the bravest and best of their household to 
be given as a sacrifice on the altar of their country. 

. I should hope that no one under the flag was obtuse enough to say 
that that was not patriotic, and that, after having gone through that, 
side-tracked as he was, out of sympathy, perhaps, with everything that 
was going on, he never had found in the whole course of his life any- 
thing which emphasized the patriotism of the American people until 
he had come in contact with the so-called ‘‘dirty-socked’’ applicants 
for office in the Democratic party. 

This is a family quarrel, Mr. President, so far as it relates to Mr. 
Benton and the President. My only excuse for intruding itat all is the 
fact that the spectacle of the President of the United States holding an 
even balance between a Republican district attorney and a Democratic 
district attorney was paraded before the Senate yesterday as the reason 
why the Senate should visit condemnation upon one of its clerks who 
had ventured in his off-hours to do exactly what he probably knew 
was done, what was at all events going on, by a fellow-clerk in the 
House of Representatives who happened to belong to the other party. 

There is more literature upon this subject which I do not care to bring 
to the attentionof the Senate, but there is enough to indicate that Mr. 
Benton was doing exactly what Mr. Stone was accused of doing, but 
what Mr. Stone did not do; and that notwithstanding that under the 
influence.of my friend from Missouri, who has a right to plume him- 
self on his influence with this Administration, and is thoroughly en- 
titled to it in every respect, he was enabled to have Mr. Benton rein- 
stated, while Mr. Stone was not reinstated, and therefore the com- 

ison which he invited between the stern Roman virtue of Mr. 
Cleveland treating Republicans and Democrats alike and this act of 
partisanship manifested by a clerk of the Senate, it seems to me, fails 


of its purpose. 
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Mr. VEST. Mr. President, I have simply to say in reply to that 
portion of the Senator’s remarks in to an employé of the House 
of Representatives who has published a work, as I understand the Sen- 
ator (for I have never seen it), over his signature as an employé of the 
Héuse, that if that has been done the same rule should apply to him 
as to Mr. McKee. No employé of either the Senate or House has the 
right to publish a partisan work over his official signature. I stated 
it so distinctly yesterday that nothing but partisan misconstruction 
- could attempt to put any other meaning upon my language. Mr. Mc- 
Kee has the most perfect right to publish what he pleases over his per- 
sonal signature as a citizen of this Republic, but I state now most em- 

hhatically, and I do not think that after the clouds o ey combat 
Fave been removed there can be any doubt about it, that no employé 
of the Senate, Democratic or Kepublican, should use his official position 
to send partisan publications to the people of the United States. If it 
be done by one side it may be done by the other, and the dignity and 
fairness which have always characterized the Senate of the United 
States will most certainly be destroyed by any such proceedings. 

Tn regard to Mr. Benton, that is old straw which has been thrashed 
time and again. I could detainthe Senate for hours reading affidavits 
to the effect that Mr. Benton made no such utterances as those which 
have been read by the Senator from Kansas, and it is most astonishing 
that in all the debates we have in this Chamber which partake of any- 
thing like a partisan character, Senators upon that side persistin bring- 
ing in the declarations of their own people tinged with partisan maleyo- 
lence towards their political opponents. 

The St. Louis Globe-Democrat is the most extreme partisan paper 
west of the Mississippi River, and notoriously so. TheSt. Louis Post- 
Dispatch is not a Democratic paper, but isan independent paper which 
opposes the Administration when it sees proper to do so and opposes 
the Democratic party when it sees proper. 

Mr. PLUMB. ‘Allow me to ask the Senator in regard to the Post- 
Dispatch, if it is not published by Mr. Pulitzer, of the New York 
World? 

Mr. VEST. Yes, sir; it belongs to him. 

Mr. PLUMB. The New York World is a Democratic paper. Iwill 
ask the Senator if the Post-Dispatch ever supported the Republican 
ticket? Does it not practically support in Missouri at all times the 
Democratic ticket, although making short excursions in other direc- 
tions at times? 

Mr. VEST. The Post-Dispatch is an independent paper. It does 
not consider itself bound by party nominations, and when the Senator 
asks me if Mr. Pulitzer does not own and conduct that paper, I simply 
point to an instance in the capital of the country, where the Post is 
published, and although a majority of the stock is owned by an avowed 
Democrat, it is published to-day in the interest af the Republican party, 
and notoriously so. 

Mr. BLAIR. The Washington Post? 

Mr. VEST. Yes, sir. 

Mr. BLAIR. I say if it is published intentionally in the interest of 
the Republican party, it certainly lacks ability to accomplish its own 
end. [Laughter.] 

Mr. VEST. Ido not question the right of the Washington Post to 
declare its sentiments upon one side or the other, but I state most em- 
phatically that if it be 2 Democratic paper it is the most complete 
failure politically that has ever been known in journalism in this 
country. Heaven defend the Democratic party if that is a Democratic 
paper. [Laughter.] z 

Mr. BLAIR. I did not wish to raise any issue of facts with the Sen- 
ator, but Edo not desire to be understood as assenting to any of his 
conclusions regarding the Washington Post. 

Mr. VEST. Iask nobody toassenttoconclusions. Istate notorious 
facts, and I state that the Democratic party is not responsible for the 
utterances of the St. Louis Post-Dispatch any more than it is for those 
ofthe Globe-Democrat, and every Missouri Democrat knows what I say 
to be true. 

When these charges were made against Mr. Benton he promptly and 
personally over his own signature declared them to be false. Affidavits 
were oblained, and affidavits couid be obtained to any allegation in a 
partisan canvass. Many of those affidavits came from utterly unreli- 
able sources. Senators drag in here the name of one W. T. Sullivan, 
who edits a paper in Gallatin, Mo., that in partisan malevolence is a 
disgrace to journalism and to civilization; a man who when the Presi- 
dent of the United States was accused of having committed a disloyal 
act in removing the Confederate flags, or in proposing to givethem back 
to the States, used language in regard to the President that I will not 
pollute this presence in quoting; a man who has falsified in every way 
possible, personally and publicly, the truth in order to defame Demo- 
crats and the Democratic organization; a man who manufactured a libel 
in tegard to me personally, without one particle of foundation, simply 
aud solely because I happened to be a Democrat and he a member of the 
opposite party; a man who would not be believed on oath as to any 
party matter in the State of Missouri, even by members of his own 
party. 


Mr. PLUMB. Letmehear what the Senator says there. He would 
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not be believed on oath? Does the Senator doubt the independent 
editor of the St. Louis Post? 

Mr. VEST. That publication in the St. Louis Post-Dispatch was 
made simply asa matter of sensational news, without any personal 
knowledge on the part of that editor. Mr. Sullivan, of this Gallatin 
paper, pretended to give his statement—— 

Mr. PLUMB. But that paper alludes to Judge Ewing, in that 
county, and another Democrat of the county who made a statement to 
the effect that Mr. Sullivan had stated the matter about correctly. 

Mr. VEST. I have a bundle of papers which would take up the 
time of the Senate for two hours, showing that Judge Ewing was mis- 
taken, and that Mr. Yates, who made that statement which was read 
here, afterwards came out in a public card and said he was mistaken. 
It was in the confusion of a large mass meeting, and we know with 
what facility men misconstrue the utterances of a stump-speaker in a 
canvass of great asperity and bitterness. All these facts were laid be- 
fore the President pro and con, and I made the issue that Benton had 
been misrepresented, that he had made no such statements, and I filed 
affidavits in addition to’ Benton’s own personal statement, and the 
President passed upon the matter as a question of fact and came to the 
conclusion that Benton had not made these assaults upon his admin- 
istration which were charged against him. 

The Senator from Kansas has taken a wide range in this discussion 
and comes back to the utterances of the President complimentary to- 
ward the people of the United States based upon his more intimate 
knowledge of them as their chief executive officer. „Isit to his dis- 
credit that after nearly four years of administration over all the people 
of the United States he gives this public testimony as to their patriot- 
ism and as to their zeal for the welfare of this whole country ? 

Is that a crime? Would the Senator put a lock upon the President's 
mouth and if he chances to say anything complimentary to the people 
of the United States, who have paid him the highest honor that can 
be given to any mortal man, should that be seized and distorted to his 
disadvantage? If the Senator wants to go into this whole canvass as 
to the civil-service reform and the manner in which it has been con- 
ducted, I would be glad to know what Senator it was on that side of 
this Chamber who told Mr. Foster, the chairman of the club asso- 
ciation of the Republican party, that he wanted to fry the fat out of 
the Pennsylvania manufacturers in order to elect a Republican Pres- 
ident. If we are to go into crimination and recrimination and cross- 
examination, let us know who that was, or let us know that Mr. Fos- 
ter has stated a falsehood publicly over his own signature. The two 
Senators from Vermont deny emphatically that they made any such 
statement. Who was it? And when that question is answered, I 
propose to go further into the details of this campaign. 

Mr. REAGAN. Mr. President, the Senator from Kansas, in the 
course of his remarks, took occasion to refer contemptuously to the 
‘*dirty-socked Democracy.” 

Mr. PLUMB. Oh, no, Mr. President, I only quoted what a mem- 
ber of that party Shid about it. I did not say anything about it my- 
self. 

Mr. REAGAN. The gentleman first read that remark from a paper _ 
and then repeated it on his own responsibility. 

Mr. PLUMB. I only repeated it as coming from Mr. Benton. If 
Mr. Benton is a United States district attorney, he ought to be good 
Democratic authority. If he is, let the Senator make his complaint of 
him and not of me. 

Mr. REAGAN. I only wish to say that, supposing the Senator from 
Kansas to be a kind-hearted and good-feeling man, I was inclined to 
make a suggestion that he ought to be more kindly dis to those 
who have been so useful and so serviceable to his party for the last 
twenty-odd years. We have had a peculiar sort of legislation during 
the time the Republican party controlled the legislation of Congress; 
a sort of legislation which had for its object—at least it certainly had 
for its effect—to tax the laboring masses of the people for the benefit of 
corporations, bondholders, and other holders of money. ‘* The dirty- 
socked Democracy” have had a great deal of these taxes to pay; a very 

deal. 

Mr. PLUMB. I might say that ‘‘the dirty-socked Demcocracy’’ were 
the means of creating all of those taxes themselves. 

Mr. REAGAN. The gentleman will not escape the responsibility 
of what he says by raising a question about the war. I shall not go 
into that with him and I am not going to raise any question about the 
amount of debt that was imposed upon the country. I have no fault 
to find with the action of the Goyernment in its financial policy dur- 
ing the time that debt was created. I doubt not that the best policy 
which could be pursued under the circumstances was pursued, but the 
time came when the abundance of paper money and the redundancy 
of the circulation rendered it of less value than coin; indeed, at one 
time I believe it took about $2.60 of paper to buy $1 in coin. What I 
complain of is what occurred after that. The Democracy was not re- 
sponsible for the fact that in 1869 the Republican party in Congress, 
with the approval of a Republican President, passed a law which took 
away from the people the right to pay off the public debt in the kind 
of currency in which it was created, for up to that time the bonds of 
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the Government were payable in lawful money, in gold and silver coin 
and in legal-tender notes. Specie payment had been suspended and it 
was not resumed until nine years after that time, in 1878, and not- 
withstanding that in 1869 a law was passed by the Republican party 
in the interest of the bondholders and moneyed classes, under the title 
of ‘‘An act to strengthen the public credit,” declaring that the bonded 
debt should be paid in coin, gold and silver, alone, That reduction 
of the kinds of money out. of which this debt could be paid, that re- 
duction of the volume of the currency out of which this debt could be 
paid, was not a result of the war. It was the deliberate purpose toin- 
crease the value of the bonds and to increase the burdens of the peo- 
ple in order to make the bonds more valuable. 

Mr. HOAR. May I ask the Senator a question ? 

Mr. REAGAN. Certainly. 

Mr. HOAR. I desire to ask the Senator if he has the slightest doubt 
that President Cleveland and every Democratic Secretary of the Treas- 
ba B approved the policy he now criticises? 

. REAGAN. It is possible the Senator may be right. I have 
never agreed with the policy of the Administration on the subject of 
mor esti I have never concealed the fact that I did not agree 
with it. 

Mr. BLAIR. May I ask the Senator a question ? 

Mr. REAGAN. Certainly. 

Mr. BLAIR. Does he include the men referred to by the Senator 
from Massachusetts as among this ‘‘dirty-socked Democracy ” that he 
is defending? , 

Mr. REAGAN, I shall have to let the Senator answer his question 
for himself. I do not know what class of Democracy he would assign 
this to. But I desire to say in addition to what I was saying upon that 
subject that while I do not approve the policy of the Administration 
upon the subject of coinage and currency, I do approve most heartily 
of the other policy of the Administration. 

Mr. HOAR rose. 

Mr. REAGAN. Ishall be much obliged to gentlemen if they will 
allow me to proceed a little while. 

Ido believe that Mr. Cleveland has given the country a faithful, 
honest administration that hasshown great ability with that grandeur 
of moral courage which has enabled him under cireumstances of great 
trial to defend the Constitution and under cireumstances of greater 
trial to protect the Treasury of the United States against planderers, 
and I feel as anxious for his suecess in this election as any Senator or 
any other man in this country, because I believe it is for the best in- 
terests of the country that he should succeed. If he happens to agree 
with the Republican party upon the financial question, and there is no 
other question upon which he agrees with them. I would not surren- 
der the opportunity of benefiting the country because I may differ with 
the Administration upon a single question and turn it over to the very 
party which has enacted the legislation which it is my purpose to call 
attention to now. 3 

At the time this was done the public debt of the United States was 
$2,588,000,000. It is difficult to realize what a billion of dollars 

. means. A single billion is more seconds than there have been since the 
birth of our Saviour. This enormous debt has been hanging over the 
people, and when the Government found it necessary to improve its 
currency by a reduction of the volume of its notes; by funding them, 
in order to induce the funding of them, and I make no question that 
it was the best to be done under the circumstances, it authorized the 
sale of bonds for currency at par, and a very large part of the bonds 
were taken that did not cost the holders more than 50 or 60 cents on the 
dollar. In 1869, when the currency had somewhat appreciated over 
what it was when they purchased the bonds, they ought to have con- 
sented to let the bonds be paid off in the same sort of currency; but it 
was the interest of the bondholders, the interest of the money-holders, 
that they should be paid in coin, though they were bought with paper 
worth 50 cents on the dollar, and the Republican party gave them that 
opportunity at the expense of ‘‘ the dirty-socked Democracy ” of this 
country. 

Agia: sir, in 1873 the bondholders found that ‘‘coin’’ was not good 
enough for them, not good enough for the payment of the bonds which 
cost them 50 cents on the dollar, and then a Republican Congress, with 
the approval of a Republican President, suspended the coinage of silver 
and declared it should not be receivable in payment for any debt ex- 
ceeding $5 in amount in one payment; so that half the metal money 
of the world was taken away from ‘‘the dirty-socked Democracy,” who 
had to aid in the payment of this enormous debt because of the action 
of the Republican party, and that, too, in the face of the fact that this 

„Country was the largest silver producing country in the world, produc- 
ing at that time, as it does now, about 40 per cent. of all the silver that 
is mined from the earth, holding a boon in this respect which any 
other nation on the earth would have paid countless millions to pos- 
sess; that is, any nation consulting the interests and prosperity of its 
people; and we who were blessed with this boon of furnishing the coun- 
try with a metallic money, which had been the money of this country 
from the foundation of the Government and a partof the money of the 
world as far back as we know its history or traditions, set aside silver 
as money in order to increase the value of the bonds held by the bond- 


holders, the pets of the Republican party, and to benefit the bankers 
and other money holders. 

Not content with this, in 1875, when there were only four hundred 
millions of legal-tender notes still outstanding, the Republican party, 
with the approval of a Republican President, passed a law requiring 
that after the Ist of January following the passage of the act they should 
be canceled, destroyed, and retired from circulation; and that, too, at 
a time of a financial crisis so appalling as to produce bankruptcy all 
over this country and caused debtors to be unable to pay their debts, 
citizens to be unable to pay their taxes; and the newspapers of every 
county from Maine to California were filled with advertisements of prop- 
erty, real and pemonal, for sale for taxes. Why? Becauseofthe dearth 
of currency; because of the contraction which had been produced in 
the interest of the bondholders for the purpose, as Republicans alleged, 
of getting down to hard pan, which they seemed to regard asa panacea 
for all our evils at that time. ‘They passed this law in 1875. So that 
portion of our money was to be taken away from “the dirty-socked 
Democracy,” who did not hold the offices, who did not pass the laws, 
and who did not control the public policy, but who had to help foot the 
bills and pay the taxes. An attempt was made to deprive ‘‘the dirty- 
socked Democracy’? of that means of aiding to pay the public debt and 
their private debts and taxes. 

When the Democracy got control of the House of Representatives in 
the Forty-fourth Congress they went to work to repeal the law, after 
some fifty or more millions had been retired under it, which authorized 
the taking up of this currency, and they struggled for that until they 
secured its repeal in 1878 and preserved to the people as currency three 
hundred and forty-six millions and some odd dollars to aid in the in- 
dustries of the country and to reward the labor of the country, and pre- 
served it as money for the use of the people, instead of making it a 
bonded debt to increase the burdens of the people still more. 

Mr. PLUMB. Will the Senator allow me to ask him a question? 

Mr. REAGAN. Certainly. 7 . 

Mr. PLUMB. I would ask, in the first place, whether he does not 
recall that Mr. Manning, the late Secretary of the Treasury under this 
Administration, in his report for 1886 recommended the retirement of 
all the greenback notes? 

Mr. REAGAN. The gentleman need not quote that authority upon 
me. He need not quote it upon the Democratic The Demo- 
cratic party is not responsible, it never was responsible for it, as test 
votes in the two Houses of Congress for twelve or fourteen years have 
shown conclusively, and I hope the gentleman will not put Republican 
Serres to me to know whether the Democratic party is responsible 
or it, 

Mr. PLUMB, Inasmuch as the Senator says that the Democratic 
party is not responsible for Mr. Manning, let me ask who is responsible? 

Mr. REAGAN. ‘The gentleman can have his opinion about that. I 
simply desire to add a few words to what I have said, if the gentleman 
will allow me. He can state what he pleases when I yield the floor. 
I will be soon through. 

I was showing that as soon as the Democrats got control of the House 
of Representatives they commenced the struggle to repeal that law and 
preserve the currency. Isay the Democrats did it, becausein the House 
of Representatives the great body of the Democrats voted for it, while 
a good many Republicans, mostly Western Republicans, did so too, 
but the majority was Democratic, and in the Senate-the same sort of 
public opinion, although it was a Republican Senate, aiding the Demo- 
cratic policy, struck down this blow at the industrial interests of the 
country. 

Mr. PLUMB, The Senator will permit me to ask him who was the 
member of the House of Representatives who introduced the bill of 
which he has spoken? 

Mr. REAGAN. I can not call the particular name, but there were 
a great many bills introduced. 

Mr. PLUMB. The bill that was actually passed, I will say for the 
Senator’s information, and he can easily verify it, was introduced by 
Mr. FORD, of Illinois, a Republican Representative from that State. 

Mr. REAGAN. ‘There were some Western Republicans very earn- 
estly in favor of this measure, but I say it was the Democratic party 
which repealed the Republican legislation on that subject; and when I 
speak of the Democratic and Republican parties, I mean the controlling 
elements of those two parties. Atthesame time the Democratic party 
undertook the work of trying to remonetize silver and make it again 
a part of the money of this country, and in 1878 the same class of Re- 
publicans, Western Republicans, representing agricultural and indus- 
trial interests in this country outside of corporations, aided them to se- 
cure the coinage of silver dollars in an amount of not less than $2,000,- 
000 nor more than $4,000,000 a month, making them a lawful tender 
in all payments and providing for silver certificates and making them 
a legal tender for taxes and dues of all kinds to the Government, thus 
restoring to the American people the use of the $346,000,000 of legal- 
tender notes, and restoring to the people the use of their traditional coin 
money. 

This was some of the work of ‘‘ the dirty-socked Democracy ” in try- 
ing to help themselves into a position of some sort of capacity to help 
pay the enormous taxes which had been imposed on them by the Re 
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publican Party for the purpose of aiding and enriching and making 
millionaires of bondholders and other money lords. 

Mr. PLUMB. The Senator from Texas seems to have got away from 
the line of discussion which preceded his remarks into what was a very 
interesting field, however, and all the more interesting because, if I 
understand him, the policy of this Administration, which he does net 
deny, is one which makes the difference between poverty and affluence; 
and yet, if I understand him, not so much by what he said as by what 
he expects to do and what he is now doing, he is supporting the very 
Administration which makes this difterence, and that is a difference by 
which this Administration is put on the side of affluence and against 
that of poverty. 

Mr. REAGAN. I want to tell the Senator that I would rather have 
one branch of the Government wrong than to let the Republican party 
govern, which is wrong all over. 

Mr. PLUMB. ‘The Senator found but one thing that was wrong, or, 
at all events, which he thought it was proper to characterize, and that 
was the question of dealing with the currency; and -now he confesses 
that this Democratic Administration is pursuing a policy in the in- 

terest of the bondholders which is against the people, which makes for 
` afiluence against poverty, which is in favor of classes against the 
masses, and yet on that very strong declaration he finds it in his way 
to very zealously support such an Administration. I think by the 
time he has had some further experience of this Administration he 
will probably become as complacent as some others have become, I 
will call his attention to the fact that not only is this Administration 
so minded, but that the Senate at the present session, on one of the 
days of last March, passed an act providing for the issuance of silver 
certificates to take the place of retiring national-bank notes in order 
that there might be no further contraction of the currency, and the 
Democratic House of Representatives has not only side-tracked it, but 
made it absolutely certain that it will not be passed at least during 
this session, So it seems to me that the Senator must not quarrel only 
with one branch of the Government controlled by his party, but with 
both of them. 

Mr. STEWART. Mr. President, I sympathize very deeply with my 
friend from Texas [Mr. REAGAN], concurring with him in much that 
he has said. ‘There have been serious mistakes in our financial legis- 
lation, and particularly in the legislation relating to silver. I appre- 
ciate the embarrassment under which he labors and the necessity for 
some excusefor supporting the present Administration and the re-elec- 
tion of Mr. Cleveland. Since Mr. Cleveland was elected President the 
price of silver has been depreciated, majnly by his efforts, over 17 per 
cent. Two-thirds or nearly three-fourths of the two Houses declared that 
under the laws as they existed every dollar of public debt was payable 
in either gold or silver, alter full discussion in the Senate and the 
House in 1878, and in the same year the Bland act was passed provid- 
ing for the coinage of a limited amount of silver. Notwithstanding 
all this, after the election of Mr. Cleveland, but before he was inaugu- 
rated, he sent a message or wrote a letter to the Democratic members 
of the Forty-eighth Congress strongly urging, if I remember correctly, 
the repeal of the Bland act and all laws providing for the coinage of 
silver, and g as a reason that if they were not repealed we 
might be driven to the humiliating position of paying in silver bonds 
which ought to be paid in gold, and he predicted all sorts of ruinif 
that was not done. 

Further along in the summer, in July, 1885, he authorized a gentle- 
man by the name of George Walker, consul-general at Paris, toattend 
the monetary convention that convened in Paris at that time, and who 
informed them that the public sentiment in the United States had 
changed; that there was a growing sentiment in favor of the repeal ot 
the Bland act, and that his administration would do all it could to ac- 
complish that purpose. When Congress assembled he informed us of 
what he had done in that regard. Not only that, but on the assem- 
bling of Congress in 1885 he repeated his urgent request. 

Pose REAGAN. I want to ask the Senator if the President said 
t. 

Mr. STEWART. Yes. 

Mr. REAGAN. I had not heard that before. 

Mr. STEWART. Iam not quoting his exact language; I am giv- 
ing the substance of it. The President in his message to Congress in- 
dorsed what George Walker had stated to the monetary conference and 
said that he had sent him there for that purpose. Then when Con- 
gress assembled in 1885, the President sent an urgent message demand- 
ing nearly, urging at all events, the immediate repeal of the Bland act 
and the discontinuance of the coinage of silver, and predicting rnin to 
the country if it was not done. 

A Following that, in 1836 he sent a similar message with asimilar pre- 
iction. 

That is not all. The persons whom he selected to go to Europe to 
consult European financiers as to the silver question were monometal- 
lists—Manton Marble in 1885 and Edward Atkinson in 1887. 

The fact has already been adduced that we amended the bond-pur- 
chasing. bill in the Senate by a vote of 28 to 13 by adding an amend- 
ment requiring the Secretary of the Treasury to purchase and coin suf- 
ficient silver to take the place of the national-bank notes retired and 


so to prevent further contraction. 


Tt is understood to-day, and it has 
never been denied, that through the influence of the Treasury Depart- 
ment that bill was smothered in the Committee on Ways and Means in 
the other House, and the House bas not had an opportunity to vote for 


it, because it is very well known that in that House probably three to 
one are really in favor of the free coinage of silver, When the Demo- 
cratic national convention met it put nothing in its platform in regard 
to silver, although a large part of thé party were in favor of doing so, 
bowing to the President’s will in that regard, 

The election of President Cleveland with his disposition to use the 
veto power makes it almost impossible that there should be any relict 
in the next four rs from this oppression if he shall be re-elected. 
He is in favor of the single gold standard and the payment of bonds 
ingold, All his Secretaries of the Treasury have advocated that policy, 
and the re-election of Cleveland holds out to the country that policy 
and only that policy, and going so far as to take the legal-tender power 
from all greenbacks, to withdraw the legal-tender power of greenbacks, 
and to proceed to get to the single gold standard. The Senator well 
knows what effect that has produced upon this country. He knows 
very well that the prices of wheat and cotton have followed the price 
of silver down. Every fall in silver has produced a like fall in wheat 
and cotton. He knows very well that the purchasing power of silver 
in every country which has retained silver for its legal standard is the 
same that it ever has been, that a rupee in India will buy as much 
wheat to-day as it ever would, and he knows very well that that gives 
the English operator the chance to come to America and buy cheap | 
silver, buy it at over 30 per cent. discount and invest it in wheat in 
India at par, and by means of which last year India exported to the 
European markets about 40,000,000 bushels of wheat. She had no ex- 
ports of wheat at the time silver was demonetized. 

He knows very well that it is cheap silver that enables India and 
Russia and other wheat-producing countries that retain the silver 
standard to undersell American wheat in a market where it bas to be 
paid for with gold. He knows very well, if he has studied this ques- 
tion, that cotton and wheat are both lower than they ever were in the 
history of the world; they have reached a lower point in value. He 
knows very well how the property of the people of this country is 
mortgaged, how impossible it is for them to relieve themselves from 
the pressure of these mortgages on account of the low price of wheat 
and cotton and the high price of money. He knows very well that 
Mr. Cleveland has the same view that the bankers have of good money. 
‘t Good money ’? with them meansscarce money; ‘‘ good money’? with 
the bankers means hard times. That is their definition of it, and still 
you hear them quoted as authority. 

Why do you not quote the various trusts? Why doyou not quote 
the whisky trust and the cotton trust and the sugar trust and tho 
Standard Oil trust and other trusts? Why do you not quote the dec- 
larations of those concerned in them in favor of trusts to prove that 
those trusts are proper? And why do we have constantly quotations 
from the money trust? Why do we have in the Treasury Department 
only those who are taught to believe that there can be no good money 
but scarce and dear money; that when money is sufficiently plenty so 
that the people can prosper, that is bad money. Why does this Ad- 
ministration continue to intrench in that Department people that only 
view one side of the question, only view the interest of the bondholders? 
Why is it that the Senator is supporting such an Administration as 
that? 

Mr. REAGAN. Will the Senator allow me to ask him a question ? 

Mr. STEWART. I would rather not be interrupted for a minute. 
I have some other things to say. 

Mr. REAGAN. I would like to ask the Senator a question at that 

int. 

Mr. STEWART. I know the Senator from Texas at heart is in favor 
of the people; I know he is opposed to the oppression that the Presi- 
dent of the United States is bringing upon his country; I know hesym- 
pathizes with the farmers who are being sold out; I know that he wants 
silver remonetized; but he has fallen into another trap which will be 
as severe on them as this. If he will read the history of the past, if 
he will use sound common sense, he will know that the more goods 
bought abroad the more money will be sent out to buy the goods and 
to pay balances. If he will examine the history of the tariff of 1833 
when it got in full operation, with a sliding scale as it had, when the 
full force of it was reached, it bore this country into that crisis of 1837 
which robbed every enterprise of success, made bankruptcy everywhere 
and distress universal, when all the money was taken from the country. 
It became dearer than by any other act of contraction, it became dearer 
even than by the demonetization of silver. Property was valueless be- 
cause there was no money with which to buy it. The circulating me- 
dium was sent abroad. Itwas sent abroad to pay for the glut, as Lord 
Brougham called it. He said the English could well afford after the 
war of 1812 to lose money by flooding and destroying the American 
market and forcing us to take theircommodities. Isay that glut took 
the money from this country in 1837. . 

Will the Senator look a little further? It is true the act of 1846 did 
not produce as bad effects as that of 1833, and there are very few who 
understand the reason why. It would have produced ruin but for two 
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circumstances. The Mexican war made business. The ple can 
stand almost anything in war. And then the gold from California 
came in time to save the country from bankruptcy, to furnish a con- 
stant flow of gold to he exported. It induced railroad building and 
enterprise, and the country endured that tariff for eleven years. But 
it will be remembered at the end of eleven years the fatal tariff act of 
1857 was passed, and notwithstanding the flow of gold continued that 
was the last straw which broke the camel’s back. The glut came, the 
morey went, and again came universal bankruptcy. And nowat this 
crisis, when the money is contracted, and when this Administration is 
advocating its further contraction, when prices are lower than they have 
been ina hundred years, when the Western farms are covered with 
mortgages, when the loss of our circulating medium would be fatal, 
the Senator, I understand, is in favor—I hope he is not, but I fear he 
is in favor—of free trade, in favor of taking off our tariff, in favor of al- 
lowing England and all the world to throw their surplus in here again. 
Withdraw our currency and then you will have dear money. 

These I understand to be the cardinal principles of this Administra- 
tion—the single gold standard, the withdrawal of our scanty circulating 
medium to buy goods abroad, whereby the people of this country will 
be deprived of money with which to do business; and the Senator con- 
templates with complacency the picture that is before him here of in- 
evitable bankruptcy from the policy of this President, and still his 
Democracy holds him to it. I know the Senator is a patriotic man; I 
know that he believes in the people. I havespoken in hispraise tomy 
poe for the efforts he made in behalf of silver and other great reforms, 

ut I amsorry to see him now following the lead of this man who isin 
sympathy with the single gold standard and free trade, the twin sisters 
of destruction to our people. The single gold standard contracts the 
currency; free trade withdraws what is left and leaves the country in 
ruin. Iamsorry, Isay, thatmy friend from Texascan contemplate with 
composure the spectacle that is before him with the election of Mr. 
Cleveland, if that calamity can possibly happen. 

Mr. REAGAN. Mr. President, I am obliged to the Senator from 
Nevada for his kindness and sympathy and sorrow for my unfortunate 
position. I simply ask him to reverse that picture and look through 
the other end of the glass. The Republican party, which brought 
about the condition of things which contracted the currency, which de- 
monetized silver, and which is responsible for it, has no condemnation 
from him, and he is supporting that party when he knows that the 
great body of the Democratic party agrees in sentiment with him, and 
the Democrats in both Houses of Ganes hold the same views which 
he does, and yet he fails to act with them and acts and votes with the 
party that has produced the very condition of things which he laments 
and condemns. 

Mr. STEWART. Will the Senator allow me a word? 

Mr. REAGAN. Certainly. 

Mr. STEWART. We know two things which reconcile me to my 
position. We know thatCleveland will veto any bill giving relief look- 
ing to the remonetization orrecoinage of silver, and we know that Har- 
rison will not. i 

Mr. REAGAN. Ido not see how the Senator knows that. If he 
does, he knows that Mr. Harrison has changed his position since he was 
in Congress. I see no indication of it, and Senator Harrison, the Re- 
publican candidate for President, would not dare to avow what the Sen- 
ator avows for him. If he did, he would lose the support of the very 
men who are urging his election, because he is a practical representa- 
tive of those who favor class interests at the expense of the public. 

But I have nospeechto make. I simply want the Senator to reverse 
that glass and look at himself supporting and vindicating a party that 
brought these things about and refusing to act with the great body of 
the Democratic party in correcting them. I shall express no sorrow 
for it. He does not want that. If he does not mind he will express 
the sorrow for himself after a little while. 

Mr. STEWART. I like my condition. The Republican party has 
declared in favor of the use of both gold and silver as money—not as 
a depreciated coinage, but as money. The Republican party is the 
party in favor of the tariff and opposed to the withdrawal of what 
money we have to buy goods elsewhere, which is the precipice over 
which if we ever step ruin is inevitable, because it has always followed. 
Like causes will continue to produce like effects. Free trade will con- 
tract the currency, destroy business, and produce bankruptcy. We 
have as much contraction as we can stand. I will go with Democrats 
or Republicans for any measure of reform, but I will not fight under 
the banner of any man who I know is in favor of either free trade or 
the contraction of the currency to further rob the people, and I will not 
act in conjunction with any clique in New York of importers, agents 
for foreign manufacturers, to enable them to get our markets for Euro- 
peans, nor will I act in harmony with their coadjutors, their partners, 
the money kings, who like free-traders because they are connected in 
business with free-traders, and also because free trade will make money 
scarcer in this country and enhance the value of their bonds and their 
money. I say that I will not fight under that banner, and I am aston- 
ished that any Democrat should fight under a chieftain who believes in 
eoutracting the currency by narrowing it down to a gold standard and 


then robbing the people of what is left by sending the money abroad 
to buy commodities elsewhere. 

Mr. BLAIR. Mr. President, it is rather a difficult thing, at least I 
should imagine it would be, fur one to take part in funeral exercises 
with the corpse absent, which is my situation just now, for I in- 
tended to address myself to the Senator from Texas [Mr. REAGAN] 
fora moment, but he has disappeared, and I will say what little I 
have to say without any very special reference to him. 

Mr. STEWART. Will the Senator allow me to call up the Chinese 
bill, and let him go on upon that? [Laughter.] 

Mr. BLAIR. Not now,though I may be able to say a word or two 
that will be appropriate to that. 

The Senator from. Texas ought to be sympathized with by every- 
body on both sides of the Chamber becauseofthe remarks which haye 
been made by him which have grown out of the confusion of mind that 
evidently exists cither on his part or on that of the rest of us, 

Mr. COCKRELL. The ‘‘ corpse’? is here. 

Mr. BLAIR. `I see. That proves the doctrine of the resurrection. 
It does not show that what I said is not true, but simply demonstrates 
the doctrine of the résurrection. Iam glad to see him. 

The Senator from Texas is nothing unless he is accurate, accurate in 
statistics; and so knowing that his figures would be true if anything 
he said was true, I listened to what he said in endeavoring to magnify 
the sorrows of the country, to give us an idea of the enormous pecu- 
niary burdens of taxation that we were suffering under, and especially 
that mud-socked Democracy, who, it seems, are paying all the sum, 
although unable tosupply themselves with decent socks. Inendeavor- 
ing to give us a correct mathematical idea of the oppression they were 
suffering under he sought to fasten in the mind gome notion of its enor- 
mous significance by the word ‘‘ billion,’’ and he said to us “a billion, 
why, what is a billion?” Then he said it was a larger number than 
all the seconds of time since the commencement of the Christian era. 
I knew that te be true if anything he said was true, and so I went to 
work while he was delivering himself of the other matter which would 
be of lees importance I knew than these statistics—we can tie to sta- 
tistics; you know tnat figures will not lie, although those who make 
them can, but the Senator is not one of those who do lie about figures; 
he is accurate on figures if on anything—so I made the calculation, and 
I find, unless my figures lie—I have been over them twice—that since 
the commencement of the*Christian era there have been just 59,539,- 
958,000 seconds of time, I take it that is about sixty times as many 
as the Senator says, and I think he has given us about one-sixtieth part 
of the truth in his general utterances making up the balance of his 
speech, certainly not more, because the figures, in which he was likely 
to be most accurate, are sixty times out of the way. 

Mr. President, the Senator should be sympathized with in another 
regard, and that is that he failed to draw a distinction between the two 
great divisions which exist inthe Democracy. He spoke of that mud- 
socked Democracy that paysall the taxation of the country, it seems, for 
the Senator did not in his remarks intimate at all that any Republican, 
North or South, contributed a dollar towards the taxation that has 
fallen upon the country, but itis all taken out of the mud-socked Democ- 
racy; but when I intimated to him that there might be some other 
wing of the Democracy he would not answer my question, you recollect. 
He omits wholly the t silk-stocking Democracy to which his Presi- 
dent and almostevery leader of his party belongs that has anything what- 
ever to do with shaping its policy or dictating the condition or issues 
of this campaign. The Senator is, like myself, likely to be right, even 
to the extent of being sometimes called ‘‘ a crank.’’ 

I have before this time welcomed him to my spacious bosom as an 
advocate of the great doctrine of prohibition, and I have a sort of feel- 
ing of sympathy for him in the minority in his difficulties in his own 
party in other directions in the lone and humble and humiliating po- 
sition which he occupies among this mud-socked Democracy. I sym- 
pathize with him. When occasionally he does not see how to appear 
in the campaign until a little too late, I donot blame him for assailing 
Cleveland and Bayard and Barnum and Brice and all those men con- 
stituting the silk-stocking Democracy, which dictated the policy of 
which he complains, and who are the only arbiters of the fate of the 
Democratic party, and unfortunately at the present time of the coun- 
try itself. I havea feeling of sympathy for him. I have found no 
difficulty in acquiescing in the most of what he said, because what he 
said, if if were true, was more true than of anybody else of the silk- 
stocking Democracy, which is seeking again to be elevated to power 
and to perpetrate and continue these outrages for at least four years 
more, 

Mr. President, this is a warof newspapers to some extent. The Sen- 
ator from Missouri [Mr. Vrs] a few days since mace some allusion to 
the New York Tribune, and I have an editorial from the New York 
Tribune which I wish to put in the RECORD, because it is so true. I 
know the Senator will call it good authority. His partisan feeling oc- 
casionally may incline him to criticise what is said in a Republican 
newspaper and say it is a lie, as he did say very plainly and bluntly in 
reference to all the contents of the New York Tribune as a partisan 
paper. The New York Tribune, the Senator ought to know, is the 
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only reliable newspaper in the city of New York of political character, 
except the Sun, to be sure, which is somewhat similar in its character 
and position, I think, tothe New York Post, so far as its political atti- 
tudeis concerned. I must make a reservation in favor of the Sun, ex- 
cept so far as it attacks me, but so far as the World is concerned I have 
nothing to say. I believe the editor, proprietor, and inspirer, the great 
immaculate spirit of the World, had the benefit of a residence in the 
State of Missouri and in the city of St. Louis for a considerable time, 
and no doubt has imbibed that sense of integrity and high honor and 
fidelity to party principles which characterize everything and every- 
body coming from that locality; but as for the New York Tribune, it 
is a truthful. newspaper, and the Senator and others should not im- 
same its veracity simply because occasionally it is severe upon the 
mocratic party. 

The Senator knows, we all know that the more profound aud the 
more conscientious and the more just a judge, the more certain he is to 
pronounce sentence of death occasionally. No guilty man escapes if 
the judge be what he should be. And occasionally the New York 
Tribune has good cause to pronounce sentence of death on the Demo- 
cratic party. The sin is not in the Tribune but in the party that com- 
mits the crime. I doubt not, I believe that a higher power than the 
New York Tribune has again pronounced sentence of political death 
against that party, and I trust we shall see its execution in November. 
But in regard to this duality which exists in the Democratic party, I 
find an editorial in the Tribune, to which I have been alluding, which 
I think explains it all. It is rather personal to Mr. Cleveland, and I 
will strike out the word ‘‘Cleveland’’ and insert the word ‘‘Democ- 
racy,” because it will be such a source of relief to my friend from Texas 
to explain the whole thing in the future. These debates can go on, the 
Senator from Texas can defend his mud-socked Democracy and the silk- 
stocking Democracy, and we can have this confusion of persons, butall 
fall back orf this editorial of the Tribune, which is in this morning's 
publication, which I now send to the desk and ask the Secretary to 
read, because he will read it so much better than I could. 

The Chief Clerk read as follows: 


THE SECRET OUT, 


The explanation of the extraordinary delay in Mr. Cleyeland’s letter of ac- 
ceptance is easy. Like the rest of mankind the President is afflicted, as we long 
ago made known, with a dual personality; butin his case the ordinary condi- 
tions are reversed. The Jekyli, who favorsreformand is animated by patriotic 
and statesmanlike purposes, is feeble and small of build. The Hyde is large 
and powerful and fat, When Mr. Cleveland was first nominated —— 


Mr. BLAIR. Thatshould be ‘‘Democracy.’’ Insert ‘‘ Democracy ” 
instead of “' Cleveland.” [Laughter.] However, go onand read itas 
it is in the paper, , 

The Chief Clerk continued the reading, as follows: 


When Mr. Cleveland was first nominated he was touched by this mark of con- 
fidence on the partof his fellow-men. Jekyllcameuppermost. Hesaw, know- 
ing as he did the irrepressible wickedness of Hyde, that unless he were checked 
at the outset he would use every cunning and wicked device to bring about his 
re-election. So Jekyll wrote the passage in the letter ofacceptance which served 
notice on Hyde that he must not dare to think of a second term. But the ink 
was hardly dry before that wily and unscrupulous character began his evil ma- 
chinations, and Hyde, being by far the stronger personality of the two, invari- 
ably gains the victoryintheend. Thesending of that ten-thousand-dollar check 
to the Democratic national committee was a critical point in this tremendous 
struggle, of which no hintso far has escaped to the outside public. Jekyll knows 
that he can not consistently or with any propriety accept the nomination, and 
is making a brave fight for a clean record. But what are consistency and pro- 
priety to Hyde? When, therefore, he succeeded in sending the ten-thousand- 
dollar check it was with a chuckle of ghoulish glee, for he knew then that he 
had committed Jekyll, and while the final acceptance might be long delayed, it 
must come sooner or later. It is even said that the check was signed by Ed- 
ward Hyde, and not by Dr. Jeky:latall. But the national committee accepted 
it without question, because they know that Mr. Cleveland has bank accounts 
in both names, and draws on Hyde's much more frequently than on Jekyll’s. 

This disclosure must arouse a great popular sympathy with Mr. Cleveland. 
We can easily imagine now what fearful struggles have been going on in the 
White House, at the dead of night, when Jekyll was straining every nerve to 
conquer his familiar demon. If Jekyll could have had his way we might have 
had a model administration, within its intellectual limitations, but Hyde’s un- 
conquerable depravity has kept his wre victim continually in hot water. 
It was Jekyll who promised to be a civil-service reformer, but Hyde made the 
appointments, and so it was that about two hundred persons directly connected 
with the criminal classes got into Federal office in three years. It was Jekyll 
who wrote such beautiful letters to George William Curtis, but to what end? 
cit Aize had no sooner been inaugurated than he struck up a violent friendship 
with GORMAN and sat up late nights with him planning political rascality. it 
is Hyde who writes all the pension ve and sneers at the soldiers and their 
widows, It was Hyde who wanted to return the rebel flags, but the outcry 
frightened even him. It was Hyde who, after a long and frightful combat, suc- 
ceeded in getting possession of the President's pen last December and wrote 
the free-trade message, because it is the one craving of his nature to smash 
things. It was Hyde who determined that there must be a bid made for the 

. Irish vote, and so wrote the retaliation message in spite of Jekyll’s wailing re- 
monstrances that his entire policy on this question was being revised and made 
ridiculous. It was Hyde, too, who dictated the new anti-Chinese bill. 

For ninety-one long days now this contest has lasted, and it can not continue 
much longer, The sending of the $10,000 check was a sign that Jekyll is fast 
losing his strength and must soon succumb. It will not be many days now 
before we shall have a letter in which nothing will be said concerning “the al- 
lurements of power” and “the temptation toretain public places once gained,” 
but in which the nomination for a second term will be eagerly, even greedily, 
accepted. The letter will be signed by Jekyll, but we shall all recognize be- 
tween the lines the cunningand unscrupulous hand of Edward Hyde. 


Mr. BLAIR.. I only want to say that I should like to have that 


paper preserved. 
Mr. REAGAN. Mr. President, in answer to the important facts I 
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have presented the genial Senator from New Hampshire treats us toa 
chapter of wit. Perhaps that is the best escape from the consideration 
of those great facts. He made his point of attack that I had made a 
mistake about the number of seconds since the birth of our Saviour. 
That shows the danger of guessing at billions; and he said that I was 
as nearly accurate in that as in any other proposition which I have 
made. Now, I submit to the Senator that I was not mistaken in say- 
ing that on the 18th of March, 1869, when the public debt amounted 
to $2,588,000,000, the Republican party took away from the people the 
right to pay that debt in the sort of money in which it had been cre- 
ated. Ido not think I was mistaken in that. Nor was I mistakenin 
saying that on the 25th of February, 1873, the Republican party passed 
an act demonetizing silver and taking away from the people the right 
to pay the public debt in silver. I do not think I was mistaken in 
that. Nor was I mistaken in saying that on January 14, 1875, the 
Republican party provided for the taking up and cancellation and re- 
tirement from circulation of nearly $400,000,000 of legal-tender notes 
then in circulation. I do not think I was mistaken in that. Those 
were the material facts which I presented and which have caused the 
Senator such a labored effort at wit, 

Mr. BLAIR. May I ask the Senator a question? 

Mr. REAGAN. Just reserve the question fora moment. I want to 
complete this without interruption. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The morning hour has expired. 
The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, resumes the consideration 
of the bill (S. 12) to provide for the formation and admission into the 
Union of the State of Washington, and for other pu $ 

Mr. STEWART. I ask unanimous consent that that bill be tempo- 
rarily laid aside to proceed to the consideration of the House bill ex- 
clading Chinese. 

Mr. REAGAN. I should be glad if the Senator would allow me to 
conclude. 

_ Mr. STEWART. The Senator can make his remarks when that bill 


is up. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. The Senator from Nevada asks unan- 
imous consent that the pending order, being the unfinished business, 
may be laid aside for the purpose of resuming the consideration of 
House bill No. 11536. 

Mr. HARRIS. I ask the Senator from Nevada to withhold his re- 
quest, or rather to let the resolution upon which the Senator from 
Texas is now addressing the Senate remain before the Senate until the 
conclusion of his remarks. ‘I apprehend there will be no objection to 
then proceeding to the consideration of the bill at the end of that time. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Texas asks unani- 
mous consent to be permitted to conclude his observations on the reso- 
lutien, as that was under consideration during the morning hour. The 
Chair hears no objection. 

Mr. REAGAN. Mr. President, the hardest blow that the Senator 
from New Hampshire, with all his goodness, inflicted upon me was in 
his attempt to draft me into the ranks of cranks, of which he is so 
distinguished a leader. The Senator has undertaken the mission of 
educating all the American people. He has undertaken the mission 
of making themalltemperate. He has undertaken the mission of pro- 
viding that all women shall vote. I do not remember all the other 
missions he has undertaken or may undertake, but if there is another 
absurdity that can be presented the Senator will father that and urge 
it. He has a very large missionary field, enough for a very consider- 
able corps of statesmen and others. I am not a volunteer in his ranks, 
and I trust he will not draft me into hisranks. Ido not propose to.go 
that way. 

The Senator has this much to say, that I did vote for prohibition in 
my State. The question was submitted as a non-partisan question, 
and I chose to exercise my judgment upon that question as I do upon 
others, and I am not in the habit of asking how others think about a 
question when facts enough come before me to determine what I ought 
to do. 

Mr. BLAIR. Will the Senator allow me to suggest that those are 
the most positive and absolute characteristics of a crank—a man who 
exercises his own judgment? [Laughter. ] 

Mr. REAGAN. The Senator ought to know what a crank is, as he 
now enjoys the privilege of being a crank and a leader of cranks; butI 
protest against being drafted into his ranks. ' ‘ 

Mr. BLAIR. Why will not the Senator then serve as a volunteer, 
if he will not allow me to draft him? 

Mr. REAGAN. Ishall not spend time in offering reasons why I 
shall not do that, beyond referring to the absurdity of most of the meas- 
ures he advocates. When he wants me to set out to educate all the 
American people—— 

Mr. BLAIR. The Senator ought to be accurate. I showed him 
about figures awhile ago. I never thought of trying to educate all the 
American people as old as he is. No proposition was ever offered by 
me exci to educate those between the ages of ten and twenty-one 

ears. Ialways knew water ran down hill; I can not remember the 

time I did not know that water ran down hill, yet, being a crank, 
ple have claimed that I have introduced a bill to have water run u 

ill towards Canada. [Laughter.] I know water will run down > 
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Mr. REAGAN. It is better, I think, for me and perhaps for the 
country that the Senator has not undertaken to educate me, and that 
on account of my age I am beyond the reach of his attempts at educa- 
tion. 

Neither could the Senator help his sneer, which came also from others 
of his party, about the dirty, mud-socked Democracy, and he assumed 
that I alleged that they paid all the taxes, I made no such assump- 
. tion; but I do not hold the Senator responsible for not being accurate; 
he could not help it. I said they were charged with the burden of 
having to aid in paying these taxes. 

Mr. BLAIR. The Senator will permit me to make a suggestion, 
and that is, that he get an extension of time simply to conclude his 
own remarks, and if he will occasionally allow me to interject a ques- 
tion it would be a great deal better in the RECORD, and he will get 
through. However, I will not trouble the Senator. 

Mr. REAGAN. I was saying that he could not help a sneer at the 
mud-socked Democracy. 

Mr. BLAIR. Before the Senator proceeds further, will he allow me 
to say— 

Mr. REAGAN. I must deprive the Senator of that opportunity for 
one minute, 

Mr. BLAIR. Very well; I will wait. 

Mr, REAGAN. I was saying that the party the Senator belongs to 
and sustains oppresses the poor for the benfit of the rich, and he knuws 
it as well as I do. They dare not do otherwise. Their chance for pro- 
motion to power rests upon the idea of the support.of the corporations 
and the money power. They know it, and shape their policy to that 
end, and the Senator knows it; and in promoting the interests of cor- 
porations and monopolies they oppress the mass of the people. 

It was these questions that I was calling the attention of the honor- 
able Senator to and would have been glad to hear him on, as glad even 
as I was to hear the splendid wit he has exhibited in order to avoid the 
real issue. 

Mr. STEWART. Mr. President — 

Mr. BLAIR. If the Senator will allow me a moment—— 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from New Hampshire 
asks unanimous consent to proceed on the resolution. Is there objec- 
tion? The Chair hears none. 

Mr, BLAIR. The Senator from Texas is quite mistaken about my 
feeling towards that mud-socked Democracy. There is no mud-socked 
Democracy in my belief; we are all American citizens, and the mud- 
socked Democracy is as much a part of the great citizenship of this 
country, and their interests are as dear to me as they are to the Sena- 
tor from Texas. They are as much, I say, a part of the citizenship of 
this great country as are ‘‘ the mud-sills’’ of the North who saved it. 
Iam one of those who belong to ‘‘the mud-sills,’’? and they include 
the mud-socked Democracy, and they include the rank and file and 
the leadership of the Republican party, and they have done so from 
the origin of the application of the principles which have vitalized the 
Republican party and saved the nation. 

Now, sir, the Senator from Texas—he a leader in the rebellion which 
would have brought us into a dishonored grave as a nation—under- 
takes to force upon the American people, and to enforce it here in the 
Senate of the United States, the doctrine that the Republican party is 
the enemy of the common citizenship of this country, and that it is un- 
der the leadership and control of the aristocratic and moneyed power. 
Why, Mr. President, the Republican party is the savior of the country, 
and in it and in its platform and in its personnel are embodied all the 
great principles for which the fathers foughtand in the victory of which 
alone is to be found the ultimate political and other salvation of this 
country. f 

Now, Mr. President, look at it fora moment. If the Democracy of 
which the Senator was. a leader, the Democracy which is led by the 
same sentiment and the same individualship to-day, if that Democracy 
had had its way, what sort of labor would have been brought into this 
country? What would have prevailed here? Of what use your Chi- 
nese discussion of yesterday had the Democracy that advocated theim- 
migration of the Chinese in the first instance had their way? What 
would have been the result? Chinese cheap labor and slavery all over 
the great West, west of the Mississippi River, and now extending itself 
over and dominating that country. Either that or the Democracy, 
which was active a little earlier, would have filled every inch of space 
west of the Mississippi River with slave negro labor, which would have 
been cheaper and worse than Chinese labor itself. 

“Is not that so? Did not the Democracy go to war in order that they 
might establish that style of labor, slave labor, all over this continent, 
or at least in every portion of this continent where under State control 
free principles had not already prevailed, and that beyond the power 
of the national action of the Democracy? Did they not go to war and 
undertake the destruction of the Government itself, in order that they 
might plant negro slavery ull over every other part of the great do- 
main of the nation? The Senator knows it. That is the record of his 

y within the recollection of every individual who listens to me to- 
day. And those men who were for Chinese labor, who were for negro 
slavery earlier—and Chinese labor is only another form of slavery— 
these men in the Senate Chamber hour after hour harp about the op- 


pression of the Republican party, which was always their antipodes— 
the oppression which the Republican party would exercise towards the 
common citizenship of this country! If there isa free principle in 
the United States or in the world, the Republican party is alone in ac- 
cordance with it and is its necessary advocate to-day. The Senator 
knowsit. Ido not undertake to impeach his sincerity. His strong 
prejudices, his early training, his identification with the great organi- 
zation that assumed but for a time a contingent nationality, enables 
him to utter sentiments on this floor in the utmost sincerity which are 
not in accord with the truths of history or the convictions of enlight- 
ened mankind. 

The Senator isall wrong about this. The mud-sillsof the North and 
the mud-socked Democracy of the South are identical, and when that 
school bill, which the Senator has sneered at so much has done its 
work and educated, not the old men who are beyond hope and in whose 
political death alone lies hope for a great future—I say when that school 
bill has doneits work among the children of the mud-socked Democ- 
racy of the South, as it has already done its work by previous enact- 
ments of the same kind at least all over the North, then the Senator 
will find that the Republican party, which he undertakes to impeach, 
will dominate not alone in the North but dominate in his own section; 
and there will be hope for the great State of Texas then. 

Mr. REAGAN. May lI trespass upon the patience of the Senate afew 
minutes longer? 

The PRESIDENT protempore. The Senator from Texas asks unan- 
imous consent to proceed on the resolution. 

Mr. STEWART. I hope the Senator will allow the Chinese bill to 
come up, and then he can speak. : 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Is there objection. to the Senator 
from Texas proceeding? The Chair hears none. 

Mr. REAGAN. Mr. President, the last resort of a Republican poli- 
tician when he is cornered is to appeal to the sectional troubles which 
existed a quarter of a century ago, and to appeal to the passions and 
prejudices which grew out of those unfortunate troubles. The Senator 
from New Hampshire alleges that they grew out of a p on the 
part of those who favored the Confederacy to establish a system of 
negro slave-labor over all the territory west of the Mississippi River. 
If the Senator had read the history of those times he would know 
that he is very much mistaken in making such a statement as that. 

There was a controversy about whether the State of Kansas should 
have free or slave labor. There was never a controversy about any 
territory north of the State of Kansas being free territory or being oc- 
cupied by slaves. . 

But the Senator can nothelp a sneer at the institution of slavery and 
at the action of men who sustained the Confederacy. He thinks it was 
all for the purpose of maintaining slavery. If the Senator were familiar 
with the history of the country he would perhaps feel more kindly 
towards that section, and he would remember that slavery was intro- 
duced into the American colonies by Great Britain, and France, and 
Spain, and by the Dutch merchants. 

He would remember that it existed in every one of the thirteen colo- 
nies at the date of the Declaration of Independence; he would remem- 
ber that it was perpetuated by the Constitution and the laws of the 
United States and by the decisions of the highest courts; he would 
remember that Presidents and Senators and Representatives and gov- 
ernors of States and Congresses and Legislatures sustained the institu- 
tion of slavery because it had been transmitted to our people as a her- 
itage for which, whether for good or evil, they were not responsible. 

The Senator must have a very bad opinion of President Washington, 
who was a slaveholder; of Mr. Jefferson, of Mr. Madison, of President 
Jackson, of President Polk, of President Taylor, all of whom were slave- 
holders and all of whom were elected by the people of the United States. 
He must have a very bad opinion of the great and illustrious patriots 
who framed the Constitution of the United States, because they not 
only perpetuated slavery but they provided in that great instrument 
to perpetuate tl» African slave-trade for twenty years after the adop- 
tion of the Consutation. 

Now, sir, it seems to me if the Senator would allow himself to read 
history, to understand facts, he would find that the people were placed 
in a condition with reference to that question which was not at that 
time in antagonism with the advanced sentiments of the most enlight- 
ened nations of the world on this subject. The institution of slavery 
was the subject of sectional agitation, which caused great anxiety to 
the people of the Southern States. 

The slaves represented, in the hands of their owners, three thousand 
millions of property, as was then estimated; and while the Southern 
people were not more responsible than the Senator and his friends, all 
of them, for the existence and continuance of slavery, none of the latter 
proposed to take any of the burdens upon themselves. If it was a na- 
tional wrong, it had been entailed upon us by the Federal Constitu- 
tion; if it was a grievance, if it was a thing that ought to have been 
disposed of because it was a national evil, the way to dispose of such 
a question was not by a bloody conflict, but by an arrangement for the 
purchase of the slaves and the freeing of them. No proposition of that 
kind was made, The consequences were all entailed upon the people 
who happened to have them after those of the Northern and Eastern 
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States had sold theirs to the South because white labor was cheaper, 
and got the money to build up their factories. 

The Southern people did not desire to propagate slavery—that was 
not their point; but the idea was to prevent sectional agitation, to pre- 
vent strife, to save themselves from the calamity of a war of races. In 
that condition, under an agitation that had lasted for thirty years, a 
President and Vice-President were selected representing the anti-slavery 
sentiment of the country as a culmination of the crusade against the 
institution of slavery within the States, Up to that time we had rec- 
ognized that the States had their domestic institutions and that the 
Federal Government had no business to interfere with them; that each 
State under the Constitution had the right to take charge of and con- 
trol its own institutions. But the Southern people were placed in a 
helpless minority under the pressure of the crusade against the insti- 
tution entailed upon them by the mother country and other nations, 
and by the convention which formed the Constitution; they were unable 
to relieve themselves, and they believed that this crusade would expose 
them to a war of races and the desolation of the country, 

The Senator never stops to think of that. I know that generally he 
is a kind-hearted man and sympathizes with the wrongs of the weak 
and the oppressed, but he seems not to have thought of the condition 
in whichthat people were placed and of the fact that they felt that rather 
than risk servile insurrection and a war of races, they had better, like 
troue men, imperil their own lives in order to keep the control of their 
domestic institutions free from the intermeddling of others who were 
not responsible for them. I trust the Senator will look more kindly 
upon our people and will remember that there was no purpose of ag- 
gression. Self-preservation was all that there was in that movement, 
the preservation of the rights of the States, of the of indi- 
viduals, and of the liberty of the citizen, not the propagation of slavery: 

The Senator ought to know that the people of that section of this 
country would not madly, foolishly, and weakly go into a contest in 
which the chances by numbers, by wealth, by material resources, were 
all against them; that nothing but the direst necessity of self-preserva- 
tion could have induced them to accept a conflict in which the chances 
of success were, within their own knowledge, against them, but were 
impelled by a condition of things in which they felt that it was more 
honorable to die fighting for their rights than to live ve slaves to 
those who proposed to intermeddle with and control their rights. 

I have never made any expression before in Congress on this subject, 
I have desired to avoid reference to it. It cando no good. It may 
stir up evil passions, and any remarks which I have now made are not, 
so far as I am concerned, intended to appeal to passion or prejudice, 
but to appeal to that Senator’s better nature to inquire into the facts 
which brought about that struggle, and see if he is not mistaken in 
calling it, as he has so often done here, a wicked rebellion, a causeless 
rebellion, Surely no one familiar with the history of the country and 
not blinded by passion and prejudice could assume that it was either 
causeless or wicked. There was no purpose to interfere with the liber- 
ties of others, but simply a purpose on the part of our people to try to 
take care of themselves in the condition in which they found them- 
‘selves without their fault and without the power to relieve themselves, 

I always regret when this question is made a subject of discussion 
here. I know how well calculated it is to revive passions that it were 
well for the whole country should cease to exist, and my own course 
has beon from the close o! that contest to do all in my power, in speech 
and in action, to allay the asperities of the conflict and to secure a re- 
turn of fraternal good will and link the destinies of the people of the 
South with those of the people of the North for the future, in the 
hope of maintaining civil liberty and in the hope of promoting their 
welfare and prosperity, accepting the dire calamities which fell upon 
them, such as have seldom been visited upon a people in any part of the 
world. Whether it was welcome to them or not, it was inevitable, and 
their hope and their desire has been to do nothing which could stimu- 
late passion or prejudice against them, but to do everything that rea- 
sonably and honorably they might do to secure the kindly feeling and 
fraternal good will of the people of other States with whom they are 
politically associated. 

Mr. BLAIR. Mr. President, lam aware that this debate is prolong- 
ing itself, but after the extraordinary loquacity which characterized the 
debate upon the fisheries treaty I think I may be justified in asking 
a moment to reply to the Senator from Texas. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from New Hampshire 
asks unanimous consent that he may proceed. Isthereobjection? The 
Chair hears none. 

Mr. BLAIR. In fact, Mr. President, I have thought that the debate 
upon the school bill, about which so many Senators have said so much, 
which was characterized on account of its length so freely, might well 
be adopted as a model of brevity for the imitation of the Senate in all 

me. 

Whenever the leaders of the Democracy are pressed in earnest, they 
immediately fall back upọn the pitiable condition, as they describe it, 
in which the Southern people were left by the war, and the suffering 
and wrongs and injuries which they endured in its progress, and they 
seldom fail, as the Senator from Texas did not fail, to the ex- 


istence of the institution of slavery to the Northern people and to claim 


that they only acted in the great controversy which preceded the war 
in the most judicious way for the proper management of the institu- 
tion. The responsibility was upon the money-getters. of the North, 
old England insisted on forcing it upon them, and perhaps some other 
mercenary and piratical nations across the water! - 

If the Senator had read my speeches on the school bill, he would 
have known that I sympathize more than I ought to, perhaps, some- 
what more than my associates on the Republican side of the Chamber 
have always justified in their view of the subject. Ihave a belief that 
the Southern people to a great extent were victims of the institution of 
slavery; but I never believed and I never said, and I do not think the 
Senator himself will undertake to say, that they were not willing and 
anxious and affirmatively victims. 

The Senator must remember that the national Constitution, early in 
its original provisions, made the way open, in fact effective, by pro- 
visions to take effect in the future for the abolition of the slave trade. 
The Senator knows that the South was not for theadoption.of that pro- 
vision, and he knows, too, that that provision was placed in the Con- 
stitution and made operative twenty years in the future, because there 
was a pecuniary interest in the North that, relying on the market of 
the South, would have been likely to oppose the ratification of the Con- 
stitution had the provision been made operative to take effect imme- 
diately, and it was postponed twenty years for that reason alone, be- 
cause of that comparatively small pecuniary interest at the North in- 
vested in the slave trade which it was thought, in the extreme nicety 
of the balance in several of the States between Constitution and no 
Constitution, might be able to turn the balance in one or two States, 
and result in the rejection of the Constitution itself. 

But the body of the support for the institution of slavery and forthe 
slave trade was then at the South. This provision was adopted be- 
cause taking effect in the future it did not seriously injure the pecu- 
niary interests of those engaged in the slave trade at that time, and 
there was the general hope among the patriots of the South as well as 
of the North that the influence of republican institutions would re- 
sult in the gradual elimination, without violence, of this accursed in- 
stitution from the entire land. There was that hope, but the cotton- 
gin was invented and the greed of gain took possession of the Southern 
mind. 

The Northern Yankee is not the only human being in whom the in- 
stinct for money-making is strong. The love of gain took possession 
of the Southern mind, and stimulated by it the Southern mind fastened 
upon this wicked institution, determined to make it permanent; and so 
it became permanent, and as this nation could not continue to be half 
slave and half free, and they understood this great truth that we must 
ultimately be either a slave country or a free country, they made war 
aggressively upon the Territories and the institutions of the North 
everywhere and in favor of the extension of slavery. 

I am not as old as the Senator, and I doubt whether my memory is 
any better, but yet I think I can remember when the owners of slaves 
at the South were demanding the constitutional right that they should 
take their slaves into every State in the North, to say nothing of the 
Territories, and they demanded as a constitutional right that they 
could carry the institution of slavery and locate it permanently in every 
Territory belonging to the national domain, as well north of the line 
of compromise as south of it. 

The Senator should go a little further back in his reading of history. 
He should not confine his recollection of history to the so recent past. 
He should remember the compromise of 1820 as well as that of 1850 
and the war, and if he will go back that far he will remember and ac- 
knowledge that the controversy settled in 1820 was the great contro- 
versy whether slavery should go north of the line of 36° 30’, indefi- 
nitely north, indefinitely west, and was not confined to the locality of 
Kansas, where it became an earnest and a burning question in 1854. 

But the Senator seems to think it will not do to spend time in arguing 
historical questions. The Senator seems to think that I am one of 
those cold-blooded haters of the South. Why, Mr. President, I be- 
lieve that many of the friends, the truest friends of the South, live 
north of the old line of division between the free and the slave States; 
and for one, if I know myself, while my sympathies are not with the 

r from Texas or such as he, my sympathies are with the great 
mass of the Southern.people, white as well as black, and more with the 
white than with the black. The difficulty with the Senator is, that 
expurgating from this debate everything down to ihe period of recon- 
struction, he ignores the fact that the whole policy of the Republican 

rty so far as it has related to the South has been to reach, to benefit, 
and to elevate the masses of the people, and their great effort has been 
directed not to the colored man alone but to the white man as well, the 
mud-sill of the South, the mud-socked Democracy of the South, against 
whom the Senator fights, in alliance with the silk-stocking Democracy 
of the North and the whole leadership south of Mason and Dixon’s 
line. 

When we come to the school bill the enlightened men of the South 
are for the school bill, and they are with the Republican party in re- 
gard to the school bill, because they know that is the true interest of 
the South. These enlightened meti, these strong men of the South, 
many of them on this floor, know it is no use to fight against the stars 
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of God. They know that revolutions never go backward, and that the 
last war decided that every man in America, every individual man, 
the mud-stocking Democrat, the poor white of the South, as well as 
the mud-sill of the North, and the negro as well, every one of them, 
shall have that dignity, that position, that equality, that freedom 
which is proclaimed to be his right by the Declaration of Independ- 
ence, written by the finger of God, who inspired Jefferson, the man 
who trembled for his country on account of slavery when he remem- 
bered that God was just. 

That great and holy declaration shall finally become a realized thing 
to every American citizen South as well as North. That is the policy 
of the Republican party, and the fault I find with the Senator is that 
he ranks himself with those who have turned their backs upon the 
coming time, who are making progress back to old chaos, to dark night, 
* to the Darwinian origin of the race, and if they have their own way 
and can progress successfully according to their own policy, they will 
reach that condition when Senators on this floor, it may be, will see 
the time that in their demonstrations they will remind us of the ac- 
curacy of Artemus Ward’s description of his monkey, which I do not 
need to quote. 

These men fight progress, and that is the fault I find with them. 
When the North undertakes to enact a measure which reaches the 
common people, which gives to every individual that power and inde- 
pendence which knowledge only can give, so that the man knows 
enough to defend his right at the ballot- box, knows enough to-defend 
his principles on the hustings, knows enough to make his way to the 
Senate of the United States and to confront the distinguished Repre- 
sentatives and Senators in argument and debate—I say that when the 
Republican party has advocated that policy, the Senator from Texas 
. Opposes it and makes harangues against the citizenship and the insti- 
tutions and the motives of the Republican party of the North. 

I call you to witness, Mr. President, that there has been no sectional 
debate started in this Chamber during this Congress by any Republican 
whatever. If there has been a sectional debate started or suggested 
from the Republican side of this Chamber I have not observed it; but 
if Iam wrong in saying that no such debate has been originated by a 
suggestion from this side, let somebody correct me who remembers it. 

No; invariably the Senator from Texas or some other Senator gets 
up and in cold blood delivers himself of an impetuous and, as I have 
sometimes thought, an insalting harangue against the laboring people 
and the masses of the people of the North, and complains of our in- 
stitutions, of our aggressiveness upon their rights. They insult us 
oftener than they think, it seems to me, not perhaps intentionally, but 
it has so seemed to me as I have sat here. 

Mr. REAGAN. Mr. President—— 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. CULLOM in the chair). Does the 
Senator from New Hampshire yield to the Senator from Texas? 

Mr. BLAIR. I am not impeaching motives. 

Mr. REAGAN. Iask the Senator if he means to impute tome what 
he is now saying, and if he does, what single instance can he give to 
justify his remark? 

Mr. BLAIR. As to insulting the people of the North, I did not say 
anything of that kind. 

Mr. REAGAN. As to making war upon the laboring people of the 
North? 

Mr. BLAIR. I appeal to the Senator’s speeches here to-day. I 
appeal to his recerd every time almost that he has spoken during this 
session. I appeal te the record he made the other day, in the speech 
in which he quoted with such zeal and such apparent pleasure the 
few remarks by Mr. Blaine. That is the speech to which I have spe- 
cial reference. 

Mr. REAGAN. If the Senator will produce my record to that effect 
I shall accept his statement; but I trust he will not put any gloss upon 


it. : 

Mr. BLAIR. I was not trying to gloss it. I will not put any more 
gloss upon it. I restrained myself a little, but I did not think I was 
glossing the record. But, Mr. President, the rules of the Senate have 
put a gloss upon it. Ileaveit there. So far as attacking the institu- 
tions of the people of the North is concerned, I do not undertake to say 
that the Senator isconsciousof it. Itmay besomething of the old-time 
training which survives and affects men, and which they can not eradi- 
cate from their mental processes, 

Mr. REAGAN. The Senator will allow me to state that I have 
never said one word (and he can not produce it and no man can pro- 
duce it) against the people of the North. I have arraigned the Repub- 
lican party, but they are not the people of the North; they are only a 
part of the people of the North. 


Mr. BLAIR. The Republican party are the vast majority of the 


people of the North. They are the people who built up the institu- 
tions of the North, who dictated the policy of the North, who estab- 
lished the protective tariff, who established the principles of liberty, 
first at home and then carried them when forced to do it by arms to 
the South, and along with arms and force the common schools of the 
North and the carpet-bag governments, which do not fail to be as- 
sailed with virulence—not with falsehood, but misrepresentation and 


virulence almost every time that affairs between the North and South 
are alluded to here on this floor. 

The common schools of the South were first written into the consti- 
tations under which they now live and prosper by the carpet-bag goy- 
ernments which were established through Northern agency. 

Senators would do well to stop and think whether there be any feel- 
ings, any susceptibilities north of Mason and Dixon’s line, whether we 
are equals in this Chamber, or whether we are to be treated to the 
crack of doom with comments which continually assail, and if they 
do not insult do worse than that, the motives of the people of the 
North, by which I mean the Republican party of the North; and the 
remaining portion of the people of the North are identified with the in- 
stitutions and with the policies of the Republican party of the North, so 
that whatever of prosperity and happiness there is among that people 
is to be attributed to that political policy and those institutions. 

If the Democratic party has prospered at the North, if there are great 
industries and great wealth, if there are millionaires, if there is a gen- 
eral prevalence of comfort and prosperity among the Northern people, 
it is because of Republican policies; and if we can maintain them, not 
only will that status continue at the North, but it will come ultimately 
to prevail all over the South, 

I have one other suggestion to make. If the Senator does not wish 
us to make allusion to the war and to the cost it brought on the coun- 
try, why is it that he is continually alluding to and parading before 
us the consequences of the war, the debts which resulted from the ne- 
cessity of the great struggle in which we were engaged in order to main- 
tain the unity of the Government? The Senator will hardly claim 
that the indebtedness of the country is not a result of the war. 

Mr. REAGAN. Ifthe Senator will allow me, I will say that I have 
stated distinctly that the formation of the debt grew out of policies 
perhaps the best that the Government could adopt. Inever made any 
accusation, complaint, or arraignment about the creation of the debt, 
My words were as to the method of paying the debt by discrimina- 
tions against labor and in favor of capital. 

Mr. BLAIR. The Senator would have done better to have thought 
in regard to the methods and causes which led to the contraction ot 
the debt, and to have thought of that in'season. He seems to labor, 
like other friends of his in debate, under the delusion that they are to 
limit the topics to be suggested on this floor by whatsoever is pleasant 
to them to discuss, and so they take up this comparatively infinitesi- 
mal consideration of the pecuniary obligation which resulted from the 
war. ‘The important things involved in the war were human rights, 
the perpetuity of this Union, the lasting of the American nation. Those 
were the essential things. The war cost some money, and the Sena- 
tor is continually harping upon the topic of the debt and the methods 
of paying the debt; and yet when we go a little further back into the 
history of parties and charge upon the Democratic party the contrac- 
tion of the debt and things a thousand times worse, he does not want 
to hear anything about it. 

Now, Mr. President, let me close by saying to the Senator that I ap- 
preciate his high character, and I should compliment him as he did 
myself, and with vastly greater truth, if the lexicon furnished me with 
terms in which to do it; but I complain of the Senator that when we 
come to him and to hisfriends in the South with measures which would 
produce homogeneous conditions throughout this entire country, which 
would give to the poor man the opportunity to be poor in peace and 
the opportunity to rise in his position if he has that in him which may 
stimulate him to do it, the opportunity to seek the same general eleva- 
tion all over this country, the knowledge which gives the power, so 
that he can defend his ballot and defend his right—when we come with 
that policy and with institutions which must inevitably have that re- 
sult at the South as at the North, he turns his back upon it and opposes 
it with all of rhetoric and of ability that he possesses. 

Mr. STEWART. I call for the regular order. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair understands that the reg- 
ular order, being the Washington Territory bill, has been temporarily 
laid aside for the consideration of the Chinese bill. The Chair will 
recognize the Senator from Colorado [Mr. TELLER], who took the floor 
yesterday evening upon that bill. 


MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 


A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. T. O. TOWLEs, 
its Chief Clerk, announced that the House had agreed to the report of 
the second committee of conference on the di ing votes of the two 
Houses on the amendments of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 10234) 
making appropriations for the support of the Army for the fiscal year 
ending June 30, 1889, and for other purposes, still further insisted 
upon its disagreement to the thirty-second, thirty-third, and thirty- 
fifth amendments of the Senate to the said bill, asked a further confer- 
ence with the Senate on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses thereon, 
and had appointed Mr. TOWNSHEND, Mr. MAISH, and Mr. SAYERS 
managers at the same on its part. 

The message further announced that the House had passed the bill 
(S. 832) to provide an additional mode of taking depositions of wit- 
nesses in causes pending in the courts of the United States, with an 
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amendment, asked a conference with the Senate on the said bill and 
amendment, and had appointed Mr. Oates, Mr. CULBERSON, and Mr. 
CASWELL, managers at the conference on its part. 

The message also announced that the House had passed the bill (S. 
3234) to abolish circuit-court powers of certain district courts of the 
United States, and for other purposes, with an amendment, in which 
it requested the concurrence of the Senate. 

The message further announced that the House had passed a bill (H. 
R. 9447) to restore certain money to the fund for erecting a public 
building at the city of Detroit; in which it requested the concurrence 
of the Senate. 

ENROLLED BILL SIGNED. 

The message also announced that theSpeaker of the House had signed 
the enrolled bill (H. R. 8310) to provide for the disposal of the Fort 
Wallace military reservation in Kansas; and it was thereupon signed 
by the President pro tempore. 

DISTRICT ELECTRIC WIRES. 

Mr. FARWELL. Iask the Senator from Colorado to yield to me 
for 2 moment. 

Mr. TELLER. 
a discussion. 

Mr. FARWELL. I ask the Senate to consider the resolution re- 
ported by me yesterday from the Committee on the District of Colum- 
bia, which is Order of Business 2206. 

Mr. TELLER. I reserve the right to call for the regular order if it 
should occasion debate. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. CuLLOM in the chair). The Sen- 
ator from Illinois [Mr. FARWELL] asks the Senate to consider the res- 
olution instructing ihe commissioners of the District of Columbia to 
revoke any permit granted for the erection of overhead electric wires; 
which was reported adversely yesterday from the Committee on the 
District of Columbia. Is there objection to the present consideration 
of the resolution? 

Mr. TELLER. I object, because the Senator from Vermont [Mr. 
EDMUNDS], who has taken special interest in the matter, is not here, 
and I am sure that the resolution will give rise to debate. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Colorado objects. 

Mr. HOAR. I wish the Senator from Colorado would allow me to 
observe that these people have a contract under which they will lose, 
as I am told, very considerably, unless they are permitted to accept it 
by the 15th of September, which is their obligation. I do not insist 
on taking up the resolution at this moment, but I wish to point out 
to the Senator that it will not be fair to insist on delaying it until the 
return of the Senator from Vermont [Mr. EDMUNDS] next ‘Monday, 
whieh will reach almost to the 15th of September, when the matter 
has been thoroughly heard and unanimously reported by the Commit- 
tee on the District of Columbia. I do not ask to take it up now, but 
I do not think it should be delayed until the Senator from Vermont 
comes back. 

Mr. TELLER. Ishall not insist on its being delayed until that 
time, but I am very confident that there are other Senators who pro- 
pose to be heard on the subject. As far as I am concerned I am op- 
posed to the resolution, and I am willing to take it up at any time when 
it will not displace the Chinese bill. 

Mr. FARWELL. I wish to say that the committee had the matter 
under investigation, received testimony upon it, and directed me unani- 
mously to report against the resolution. There was not a dissenting 
voice in the committee. 

Mr. TELLER. I shall not object to it when it comes up some other 
time. 

Mr. FARWELL. I give notice that I shall call up the resolution 
to-morrow. 

‘Mr. TELLER. I shall not object at any time after we get through 
with the Chinese bill. 

RECONSIDERATION OF LIGHT-HOUSE BILLS, 

Mr. PALMER. Willthe Senator from Colorado yield so that I may 
make a motion to reconsider the votes by which several bills were 

ssed ? 

Mr. TELLER. I will yield for any purpose of that kind. 

Mr. PALMER. Yesterday there were several light-house bills 

by the Senate which I find are included in the sundry civil ap- 
propriation bill as agreed to in conference. On that account I ask that 
the votes by which the bills were passed may be reconsidered and the 
bills indefinitely postponed. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Will the Senator give the numbers 
of the bills? 

Mr. PALMER. I will give them seriatim. The first is the bill (H. 
R. 1228) for establishing light or lights and a fog-signal at or near 
Ballast Point, éntrance to San Diego Bay. California. I move to re- 
consider the votes by which the bill was ordered to a third reading and 
passed. 

The motion to reconsider was agreed to. 

Mr. PALMER. Inow move that the bill be indefinitely postponed. 

‘The motion was to. 


I will yield if it is not anything that will bring up 


Mr. PALMER. I move to reconsider the votes by which the bill 


(H. R. 8750) for the establishment of a light-house at or near Tangier 
Island, Chesapeake Bay, was ordered to a third reading and passed. 


The motion to reconsider was a; to. 
The bill will be indefinitely post- 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. 
poned if there be no objection. 

Mr. PALMER. I move to reconsider the votes by which the bill 
(H. R. 1912) for the establishment of a light-house ab the mouth of 
ee Wicomico River, Virginia, was ordered to a third reading and 

Ss 
Tho motion to reconsider was agreed to. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The bill will be indefinitely post- 
poned unless objection is heard. : 


CHINESE IMMIGRATION, 


The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, resumed the considera- 
tion of the bill (H. R. 11336) a supplement to an act entitled ‘‘An act 
to execute certain treaty stipulations relating to Chinese,” approved 
the 6th day of May, 1882. 

Mr. TELLER. Mr. President, I expressed my satisfaction yester- 
day that this bill had come to us for the purpose of modifying or abro- 
gating to some extent the treaty made in 1880 with the Governmentof 
China, 

Before I proceed I wish to call the attention of the Senator from Mis- 
sissippi [Mr. GEORGE] to the distinction between a violation of a treaty 
and its abrogation. ‘The violation of a treaty carries with it the idea 
of misconduct; that is to say, if the Government of the United States 
has made a treaty with China, and the Government of the United 
States declines to carry it out without having abrogated it, that isa 
violation of the treaty. Every nation in the world when it makes a 
treaty with another nation reserves to itself without words the right, 
whenever it shall be considered necessary in the interest of the people of 
that country, to abrogate the treaty. 4 

The distinction between the abrogation and the violation of a treaty 
is not one merely of words, as the Senator from South Carolina [ Mr. 
BUTLER] seemed yesterday to claim. When a treaty is abrogated by 
legislative action it ceases to be a treaty; it is gone, and then conduct 
would be perfectly proper for the Government which would be im- 
proper before. 

A treaty in this country can only be displaced or repealed or modi- 
fied or abrogated by the legislative department of the Government. 
So, if the President of the United States should say ‘‘ I decline to al- 
low these people having certificates to land at the port of San Fran- 
cisco’? without any action of the legislative branch of the Government, 
without any modification of the treaty through the Executive and the 
Senate, that would be a violation of the treaty; but when he shall say 
that, as he will say it after we have passed this proposed act, it will 
be no violation of the treaty, because the treaty will have gone, and 
gone in the way that we had aright to have it go, by legislative action. 

Therefore I insistthat the term ‘‘ violating a treaty ” isnot the proper 
term to be applied here. I have had occasion to discuss that question 
once or twice, and I think nearly ten years ago I discussed it in the 
Senate. While I would not violate a treaty, while I would not coun- 
tenance the violation of a treaty, I would abrogate any and every treaty 
when in my judgment as a member of the legislative department of 
the Government it is in the interest of the great masses of the people 
of the United States so to do. 

You may abrogate a treaty in such a way as to get into difficulty, 
and so sometimes it is not policy to abrogate a treaty. The nation 
with which you are dealing may take offense. It may be that the 
character of the treaty is such that good faith requires that you should. 
give notice to the other nation that you propose to abrogate it. But 
the right to abrogate it has never been denied by any law-writer that I 
am aware of. I never heard it but once seriously denied in the Senate, 
and then by a member of the Committee on Foreign Relations, who, I 
believe, finally corrected himself on that subject, and he sits on the 
other side of the Chamber. R 

The question of the influx of Chinese labor into the United States is 
not a new question. I agree with the Senator from Missouri [Mr. 
Vest], who said yesterday that it was practically to-day a settled 
question. It is scarcely a burning question at this day, for we have 
declared our intention to prevent the general influx of Chinese. We 
have asserted our right to do so. We have modified the treaties in 
order that we might do it. I think whatever might have been the 
opinion ten years or twenty years ago, to-day it is the general opinion 
of the people of the United States that Chinese immigration should be 
prohibited. 

So Iam not going into a general discussion as to whether Chinese 
immigration ought to be prohibited. At all events the people have 
come to that conclusion. In 1878 the House of Representatives sent te 
this body a bill to prohibit, limit, and restrict Chinese immigration, 
prohibiting it in part, curtailing it, and providing certain restrictions, 
That bill was antagonized in this body with rare exceptions only. I 
admit that a few Senators in this body said that it was a denial of a 
right which they insisted belongedtoall men. They were right in the 
general declaration, but wrong in its application. A few said that. I 
was a member of the body at the time and I can not be mistaken, be- 


* treaty of 1858, n 
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cause it was a matter of interest to me then as it is now and has been 
for many years. The great objection was then that the bill was notin 
accordance with the provisions of the treaty of 1868, the Burlingame 
treaty, which I will say, aside from the declaration which is contained 
in the fifth section of it, was not different from the treaty of 1844 or the 
tiated by Democratic administrations and ratified 
by a Democratic te. 

What was the distinction between the treaty of 1868 and the treaties 
of 1844 and 1858? Simply that we asserted that which has ever been 
the doctrine of republican nations—I do not speak of it as politics; I 
speak of it in the sense that we are a republican nation—the right of 
every man who saw fitso to doto flee from oppression and to go to any 
other country that was willing to openits doorsto him. That was the 
position which we declared in 1868 in the Burlingame treaty. Does 
any man sitting on that side of the Chamber deny it? I wait to hear 
any Senator, the Senator from Mississippi included, rise and say that 
he denies the correctness of that doctrine laid down in the Burlingame 
treaty. It was the doctrine upon which Mr. Webster wrote his 
letter which settled that question all over the world. Itis the doc- 
trine we have crystallized into treaties and statutes, that every man 
who sees fit to flee from the land of his birth has a right so to do, and 
can transfer his allegiance, with the consent only and always of the 


` country to which he flees, what should be his condition when he got 


there being determined always by the law of the land where he went 
and not by the law of the land from which heeame. It was that which 
enabled us to say to the European countries when our citizens went back 
to Europe, to Germany, to France, and to Great Britain, ‘‘ These men 
have by a natural right severed their connection with you and trans- 
ferred theirallegiance to us.” There are nine anda half million of men 
in the United States who have come here within twenty years assert- 
“ing that right, and we have asserted it, and we have been ready to go 
to war at all times in defense of it. Yet sneeringly the Senator from 
Mississippi tells us that this was opening the door to Chinese immi- 
gration. 

Mr. President, that was all there was of the treaty of 1868. I re- 
peat, will any man on that side of the Chamber stand up and say he 
is opposed to that doctrine? If he is, then when an Irishman goes 
back to Great Britain, Great Britain can put him in prison for leaving 
the country if it sees fit, and the German who flees from Germany that 
he may escape the three years’ service in the German army may when 
he goes back be put into the army; and so with the Frenchman. It 
has been the prized jewel in the American crown; it has been the thing 
we have boasted of and glorified ourselves for, as we have for no other 
single principle; and yet the Senator says that simply an assertion in 
a treaty compelling China to admit that which she had denied for years 
was opening the door to Chinese immigration ! 

The Senator said another thing that I wish to notice. I think when 
the Senator looks over his remarks, when he thinks of the application 
that can be made of them, he will take the liberty, which every Sen- 
ator ought to have, to correct himself on that subject. The Senator 
said that Chinese immigration arose out of the treaty of 1868. He is 
not familiar with the subject. He should have come to some of us 
who have had some acquaintance with the subject for facts. I say 
without egotism we should be able to give him instruction in these 
questions. 

The Senator from Oregon [Mr. MITCHELL] showed him that when 
that treaty was made there were more Chinese in the United States 
than there are in the country to-day. Years before that treaty was 
made we had seen them in camps on the Pacific coast by the thousands. 
Isaw myself 4,000 in one camp years before that treaty was made. 
They came here under treaties made by Democratic administrations, 
ratified by a Democratic Senate; and the Senator would now have the 
country understand that the Republican party have invited the Chinese 
to this country! The Senator is only excusableon the ground that this 
has not been a question of importance to his people and hissection, and 
therefore he has not studied it and has not read the history of this 
Asiatic immigration. i 

In 1844 we made the first treaty with China. It was regarded as a 
great achievement, We were the first nation to break down the wall 
that had hedged around that great people for four thousand years. We 
were the first people, young as we were, to compel them to open their 
ports to our commerce. Other nations followed. 

In 1858 we repeated the treaty of 1844 in substance, with some 
changes. In those treaties was there any provision that Chinamen 
should not come to the United States? There was not any assertion 
at that time of the doctrine that a man has a right to change his alle- 
giance and his home, but the Democratic administrations who nego- 
tiated those treaties were ready then, as all administrations have been 
ready, to go to war in favor of that doctrine, and if China would have 
then consented to its insertion in a treaty they would have been able 
to have inserted it. China would not agree to it then. It was only 
later when light reached them that they were willing to make that 
change. 

Mr President, I blame nobody that there was no provision made in 
1844 or in 1858 that the Chinese should not come to this country, be- 
cause up to that time outside of California no attention whatever had 


been attracted to Chinese immigration. Nobody had suppesed that 
danger lurked in it. On the contrary, it was early supposed by nearly 
all classes of men that there was a benefit to be derived from this im- 
migration, So the Senator from Mississippi can throw no sticks at this 
side of the Chamber, nor can he throw any sticks at the Republican 
party on this question. If, when questions of this character came here, 
some of the gentlemen on this side of the Chamber were more careful 
of the plighted faith of the Government than others, it was because they 
did not see the great danger there was in Chinese immigration. 

Mr. President, I yield to no man living in a desire that when the 
Government of the United States makes a contract with a foreign na- 
tion of any kind it shall adhere to that contract until it is properly 
and with the consent of the other party, if possible, changed; but I 
knew the great need and the great necessity of legislation upon this 
subject, and I was willing in 1878, as I have been willing for many 
years, to do what I think we have a legal and a proper right to do— 
abrogate by legislative action a treaty that was bearing hard upon the 


great | people and a treaty that was liable in the course of time to work great 


injury not only to the people of California and the Pacific coast but to 
all the country. I did not put it here on the floor nor have I put it 
anywhere solely upon the ground that it was the introduction of cheap 
labor. I put it upon a higher ground, that it brought American labor 
in contact with degraded labor and thus degraded American Jabor. 

The act passed in 1879 (perhaps it may have been in 1878; I have not 
looked it up; but the act was passed during Mr. Hayes’s administra- 
tion) was vetoed for the reason I have stated, and for that reason only. 
Thereupon the Republican administration made haste to see that the 
treaty was so modified that we could without any trouble, without ap- 
parently violating our good faith, exclude these people from our midst. 
When it came here I was still a member of this body. I voted every 
time, although the Senator from Mississippi said once it appeared I had 
not voted. I voted or was paired every time in favor of the exclusion 
of Chinese. Upon that question I have never occupied two sides, either 
before I came into public life or since. I have not taken this position 
simply because the Chinese were overwhelming my State ormy section, 
for I believe there have never been over five hundred or six hundred 
Chinamen in Colorado at any time, but I had seen the evil influence on 
other sections of the country and knew whereof I spoke. 

The Senator from Missouri [Mr. Vest] the other day arraigned the 
Republican candidate for the Presidency upon the ground that he had 
been in favor of Chinese immigration. He was unable to find a single 
jot or a single tittle in the discussion anywhere which indicated that 
Mr. Harrison was opposed to the restriction of Chinese immigration. 
Mr. Harrison was opposed to saying that fer twenty years Chinese 
should be excluded. Why? Because he believed it was not consist- 
ent with the treaty of 1830, and very many men on this floor believed 
the same thing. Iso believed; and when the present occupant of the 
chair [Mr. INGALLS] moved an amendment that the term should be 
put at ten years—I had made some remarks upon the subject at an- 
other time to the effect that I was opposed to Chinese immigration, and 
that I did not think twenty years was too long to exclude them—I rose 
and said: ‘‘I want to exclude them forever, but Senators on this floor 
say that they do not think that it is consistent with the treaty, and as 
I am anxious for the passage of this bill I will vote for ten years.’ So 
I voted for the ten years, as did many others, and among those was the 
present candidate of the Republican party for the Presidency, 

The Senator from Missouri said in his remarks the other day that 
every man who voted for that modification (which was not accepted 
and did not become a partof the law) voted that after ten years he was 
in favor of unrestricted Chinese immigration. No more monstrous as- 
sertion could be nrade, for no man on the floor had been more anxions 
than I was for the exclusion of the Chinese, as I had expressed in my 
speeches and by my votes. The Senator’s own colleague voted for that 
amendment, as did the Senator from Tennessee [Mr. HARRIS], un- ` 
doubtedly moved by the same reason that moved me. Anxious to se- 
cure the passage of the bill, anxious to have some legislation which 
would accomplish this purpose, we were willing to make the bill ac- 
ceptable to those who were then opposed to it, and if we had made it 
so acceptable we should have avoided the subsequent veto. 

But when the Senate voted down that proposition, I voted for the 
bill with its provision of twenty years, and when the President sent it 
back I voted to pass it over his veto, although I had already then been 
nominated aud confirmed by the Senate as a member of his Cabinet. 

Six weeks later the Senator from Missouri voted for that very pro- 
vision himself in the new bill that came in, which ultimately received 
the indorsement of the- President, and which was identical in terms 
save and except that it limited the period to ten years instead of twenty 
years. If men who voted for the first bill thereby declared they were 
in favor of unrestricted Chinese immigration after twenty years, then 
so did the Senator from Missouri and so did all who voted in that way 
declare. 

Mr. GEORGE. Will the Senator from Colorado allow me to inter- 
rupt him for a minute? . 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from Colorado 

ield? 
ie Mr. TELLER. Yes, sir. 


. 


1888. 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 


8251 


Mr. GEORGE. The Senator from Colorado has alluded to some 
criticism or supposed criticism of mine upon his voting. I wish tọ call 
the attention of the Senator to a remark in my speech in which I 
separated him from the opposing Senators and acknowledged fully 
and freely that he was on the side of the Chinese question in all these 
matters that I was. I desired to call his attention to that fact. 

Mr. TELLER. I did not understand the Senator to criticise me, 
but I understood the Senator to read from a paper, and not to read 
from the record, in which it appeared that I did not vote. 

Mr. GEORGE. On one occasion. 

Mr. TELLER. There was one vote on which I was paired which 
the speech he read from, which had been delivered in the other House, 
did not show. 

Mr. GEORGE. Iam sorry if my reading from that record did any 
injustice to the Senator. It was very carefully prepared. 

Mr. TELLER. I wish to say that upon this subject I do not yield 
in zeal to anybody on earth, and I have had these ideas longer than 
the Senator from Mississippi. I had them years ago. It is no new 
faith with me; and on this question the Republican Presidential can- 
didate voted just exactly as I voted. I believe that he is as sound on 
the question of American labor, whether it be of protecting it against 
the pauper labor of Europe or the pauper labor of China, as any man 
in the world. 

The bill finally came here and was passed and was signed by Presi- 
dent Arthur. I wish to say that all the efforts which have been made 
that have eventuated in any measure worth ing to the people on 
this question have come from Republicans have had the sanction 
of a Kepublican Senate and a Republican President. 

So it will not do for the Senator from Mississippi to assume that the 
Democrats have been in favor of the restriction of Chinese immigration 
or its prohibition while they have been the other way. In 1876 at 
Cincinnati at our national convention we put in a provision on the 
motion of the Senator from Nevada [Mr. JonEs] that Congress should 
investigate this subject with reference to legislation upon it. That 
was just what the Pacifte coast people asked and all they asked. In 
1880 we put in our platform this provision, which I will read: 

Since the authority to regulate immigration and intercourse between the 
United States and foreign nations rests with Congress, or with the United States 
and its treaty-makin wer, the Republican party, regarding the unrestricted 
immigration of the ch nese as an evil of ffreat magnitude, invokes the exercise 
of those powers to restrain and limit that immigration by the enactmentof such 
just, humane, and reasonable provisions as will produce that result, 

Who wants anything more than that? It was satisfactory to the peo- 
ple on the Western coast, as it was satisfactory to the people everywhere 
who have studied this question and who have had a special and direct 
interest in it. 

But in 1880, just before the campaign closed, there appeared in a New 
York paper the letter known as the Morey letter. I will read the let- 
ter. It was as follows: 


[Personal and confidential.] 
HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES, Washington, D. C., January 23, 1880.- 


Dear Sie: Yours in relation to the Chinese problem came duly to hand. 

I take it that the question of employés is only a question of private and cor- 
porate economy, and individuals and companies haye the right to buy labor 
where they can get it cheapest. 

We have a aan dN the Chinese Government which should be religiously 
kept until its provisions are abrogated by the action of the General Government, 
and I am not prepared to say that it should be pexceates until our great manu- 
facturing and corporate interests are*conserved in the matter of labor. 


Very truly, y 5 
Sapir, Tobe J. A. GARFIELD. 
H. L, MOREY, 
Employers’ Union, Lynn, Mass. 

When that was published the then candidate for the Presidency, Mr. 
Garfield, made haste to deny that he had ever written such a letter. 
All the Democratic press throughout the country asserted that he had 
written the letter. High and responsible Democratic authority was in- 
voked as to the signature of the letter. ` 

Mr. PLATT. It was lithographed. 

Mr. TELLER. The lithographed letter was sentout. It wasa forg- 
ery of the basest kind, subsequently proved in court to have been a 
forgery, and what was more, it was a clu forgery. Itwasa forgery 
that ought not to have deceived anybody, and it would not have de- 
ceived anybody if there had not been a desire to misrepresent the atti- 
tude of the Republican candidate for the Presidency. . 

The Morey letter did not succeed, and this attack upon the present 
Republican candidate will not succeed now. Why? Because the peo- 
ple know itis not true. If that letter had been known by the people 
of the United States to have been the actual letter of James A. Gar- 
field, I venture to say, as I have said before on this floor, that he would 
not have carried a State in this Union—not one—and he ought not to 
have carried a State in the Union if he had written a letterof that kind, 
or if he had declared sentiments of that character—a declaration that 
the great manufacturing and corporate authorities had a right, at the 
expense of the laboring people of the country, to get their labor wher- 
ever they could. 

But in this Congress, on the other side of this Capitol, in another 
body, the same sentiment has been uttered and declared which was 
contained in the Morey letter. A member of Congress declared re- 
cently, and the utterances have baen published broadcast, that it was 


our right to buy goods wherever we could buy cheapest, and when 
asked if that applied to labor he declared that it did. That was the 
utterance of a Democratic member, and no Democrat to this hour, 
either there or here, has risen to rebuke him for the logical statement 
that he made if his first proposition was true. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. Will the Senator from Colorado allow me to 
ask him a question? 

Mr. TELLER. Certainly. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. -Will the Senator tell us whether, during the 
twenty-odd years that his party held power in this country, it ever 
put upon the statute-books, or ever proposed a law that would prevent 
a manufacturer or a miner from buying the pauper Jabor of Europe 
and bringing it into this country, tax-free, if he wanted to do so? 

Mr. TELLER. I will tell the Senator all about that before I get 
through, and I will also say before I get through something about the 
claim made by the other side of this Chamber that they are the patrons 
of labor. Ishall have time, I think, to.allude to some things in their 
history within the memory of men, and if they want to discuss that 
question for twenty years past I shall be quite prepared to discuss it 
with the Senator or anybody else on that side. If there ever was a 
fraud on the American people it is when that side of the Chamber talk 
about their fealty to labor and their interest for the laboring men. I 
challenge them now here to show in the long years that they had the 
Government, and they may take their time to look it up, one single 
statute of commanding importancein the interest of labor. They can 
not show one. And I will show them that whenever any great ques- 
tion in theinterest of human rightscame up they werealways against it. 
We will compare records, Mr. President, the Democratic party and the 
Republican party, either before the war or since. 

it was forgery that they used in 1880; it is slander that they hope to 
use in 1888 to get themselves into power. It will not be amiss now, 
sir, to look into the history of the Democratic party on this question - 
of Chinese labor. 

California was the first section to be cursed with Chinese labor, The 
Senator who sits by my side [Mr. MITCHELL] last night told us some- 
thing aboutit. He told-ns of a Democratic governor who afterward 
came and sat in this Chamber—— 

Mr. MITCHELL. If the Senator will pardon me, I desire to say 
that I was mistaken in regard to that matter. The man, John Me- 
Dougall, who was governor of California, was not the Mr. McDougall 
who was afterwards Senator. He was governor of California, however, 
and was a Democrat. 

Mr. TELLER. Well, I did not know abont that. I supposed that 
the person of that name who subsequently came here was the same 
man; but it does not makeany difference whether he sat in this Caam- 
ber or not, he declared, as the Senator from Oregon read yesterday, that 
Chinese laborers were desirable and valuable and most favored, or 
should be most favored, of all our immigrants. 

At the risk of repeating what the Senator from Oregon said so well 
yesterday, I will go over this ground alittle. I will first call attention, 
for fear I may forget it, to the great number of Chinamen that had 
come in on the Pacific coast as early as 1850, 1851, 1852, and subse- 
quent thereto. I want to read a little of the record of the Democratic 
party in California, for that is the only place in which any record was 
made on this question at that time. 

In March, 1852, Mr. Peachy, a Democratic member of the Califor- 
nia Legislature, which was a Democratic Legislature, introduced a bill 
to legalize contracts for labor made in China, which provided that 
such contracts should be good for five years, and might be made as- 
signable. Any laborer brought in under contract who should attempt 
to leave his master could be arrested and compelled to work out his 
contract of service. This was known as the Peachy bill, and passed 
the lower house. It was supported by Mr. Peachy, its author, and 
by Mr. Roach and Mr. Hager, all distinguished Democrats. Shortly 
aiter this a bill was introduced into the California Legislature for tax- 
ing Chinamen. This the Democratic majority refused to pass. Mr. 
Hager, who was afterward a member of this body, and is now collector 
of customs at the port of San Francisco, offered the following resolu- 
tion: 

Whereas California is nearer China than any other State and a valuable come 
merce has been opened up: 

Resoleed, That a commission be appointed to go to China. 

And when an attempt was made to substitute South America for 
China the Democrats voted it down. 

In 1852 a Whig member of the Legislature offered a bill known as the 
miners’ tax, imposing a head-tax on all aliens working mining claims, 
It was incontinently laid on the table by the Democratic majority of 
the Legislature. Atthat time there were 25,000 Chinamen in the State. 
In 1856 there were 30,000 Chinamen in California. Labor demanded 
their exclusion. The Democratic Legislature appointed a Democratic 
committee of inquiry, which made a report on the subject from which 
I shall read a sentence. Now, mark this, you Senators who insist that 
you have been par excellence the defenders of labor as against Chinese: 

We say the tendency is not towards corruption. They have done usno harm. 


In 1859 Mr. Weller, a Democratic governor of California, declared: 


We have cause to rejoice that this great nation (China) has been subjected to 
the law of nations. a 
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The cause of that rejoicing was that there had been a treaty con- 
cluded with China the veaa DANTE, called the treaty of 1858, which 
did not provide, as the Senator from Mississippi [Mr. GEORGE] thinks 
the treaty of 1868 ought to have provided, for the exclusion of Chi- 
nese, but allowed them to come. 

Now, Mr. President, I want to contrast the Democratie position 
with the Republican position on that subject. California had been 
ultra-Democratic. It was controlled by the most Bourbon-like of all 
Democrats. Itwascontrolled by the class of men then in power in the 
country, who were managing and controlling the Democratic party, 
the ultra pro-slavery men of the country. ‘lhey had filled up Cali- 
fornia with able men from that section of the country, and while they 
could not control it sufficiently to establish human slavery as they 
tried to do, they controlled it sufficiently to get Democratic legislators 
and governors. 

But in 1862, in the midst of the civil war, when the patriotic love of 
the Western people was stirred, there were enough of them found voting 
with the Republican party to elect one of their number governor of the 
State—a gentleman now an honored member of this body, the Senator 
from California [Mr. StANFoRD]. I wish to contrast his utterances 
with the utterances of those Democrats who preceded him, and to show 
the attitude of the Democratic party that preceded his administration 
in that State, the only State then that had been called upon to take up 
this question where public sentiment had been crystallized at all so that 
it could be said there was a sentiment. 

Before reading what Governor Stanford said with regard to the im- 
migration of Chinese, I want to read what he said on another subject; 
and I read it because the words are words that seem to me as valuable 
as gold. This, mind you, Mr. President, was in 1862, when there was 
great trouble in this country and when it was uncertain whether Cal- 
ifornia would be cut off from the rest of the country by secession. - He 
said: 

California has nobly and wiscly pronounced in favor of the cause of the 
people. Let her prove her devotion to the cause of the Union and to civil 
liberty by doing all in her power to maintain both, Let her part of the national 
tax be cheerfully assumed, and provision be made for its payment out of the 
State treasury. Every one of us should feel that we are but guardians, holding 
our lives and our fortunes in trust for the protection of the Government, around 
which cluster the anxious hopes and fears of millions who have grown with its 
growth and strengthened with its strength. 

Our Government is emphatically one of the people, possessing all the power 
of the people for their protection and defense, but powerless for their oppres- 
sion. Itis not only the best, but the strongest form of government the world 
has ever known, Let it remain unchanged. 

Those are patriotic words, Mr. President, full of meaning, full of 
truth. Ina government of the people there should be no oppression of 
the people. It is not strange that he who entertained that sentiment, 
when he saw these hordes from Asia competing with American labor 
and doing what I repeat again is a hundred times worse, degrading Amer- 
ican Jabor by their association, pulling it down from the high position 
that it had occupied here as nowhere else in the world—it is not 
strange that he should have turned his attention to getting rid of these 
people. Now hear what he said: 


While the settlement of our State is of the first importance— 


This is the governor’s inaugural message. This is when he firsfad- 
dressed the people of the State that had honored him with election. 
Mind you, Mr. President, this is from the first Republican governor ot 
California, elected in 1862—Governor Leland Stanford. He said: 


While the settlement of our State is of the first gras wees the character of 
those who shall me settlers is worthy of scarcely less consideration. To 
my mind it is clear that the settlement among us of an inferior race is to be dis- 
couraged by every legitimate means. Asia, with her numberless millions, 
sends to our shores the dregs of her population, Large numbers of this class 
nre already here, and unless we do something early to check their immigration 
the question which of the two tides of immigration meeting upon the shores of 
the Pacific shall be turned back will be forced upon our consideration when 
far more difficult than now of disposal. There can be no doubt but that the 
presence of numbers among us of a degraded and distinct people must exercise 
a deleterious influence upon the superior race and toa certain extent repel 
desirable immigration. It will afford me great pleasure to concur with the 
Legislature in any constitutional action having for its object the repression of 
the immigration of the Asiatic races. 

That, Mr. President, was the first official utterance from any public 
man anywhere against Chinese immigation. While there had been 
protests in California and protests in other sections, the protestants had 
not been in power; but as soon as the Republicans came into control 
in California that was what the Republican governor said. Of course 
it was a question beyond their control; of course it was a question for 
national authority and the exercise of national power; but it showed 
plainly that the Republican party then, as now, has been opposed to 
this kind of immigration. 

I desire now, Mr. President, to call attention to some other move- 
ments that have been made in the interest of the repression of this 
class of immigrants. 

Mr. PAYNE. Will the Senator allow me to ask him a question? 

Mr. TELLER. Certainly; I am always glad to answer questions. 

Mr. PAYNE. Was not Governor Stanford at that time connected 
with the Union or Central Pacific Railroad officially and as a large 
stockholder? 

Mr. TELLER. What was the question? 

Mr. PAYNE. Iasked whether Governor Stanford was not at the 


time referred to connected with the Union or Central Pacific Railroad 
officially and as a large stockholder. 

Mr. TELLER. Not at that time. The company had not been or- 
ganized at that time; it had not been formed at that time. 

Mr. MITCHELL, The charter was granted in 1862. 

Mr. TELLER. As the Senator from Oregon says, the charter of that 
company was not granted until 1862, and was revivified by act of Con- 
gress in 1864, and up to that time there had been no organization of a 
continental road. 

Mr. PAYNE, Let meinquire of the Senator,whether the Mongolians 
who were on the Pacific coast subsequently were not brought there by 
that company ? 

Mr. TELLER. No; not by that road nor by any other road. They 
came there of theirown accord. A Republican administration had pre- 
vented them before that—prevented the introduction of cooly labor 
into the United States. 

For fear I may forget it, I will answer the Senator from Ohio when 
he asks whether subsequently these railroads did not import contract 
labor. Before the war, as early as the year 1852, there was an inquiry 
by the House of Representatives into the cooly trade. It did not come 
to anything. The class of men who were in power, who were control- 
ling the administration, were in favor of the cooly trade. It was akin 
to their system of labor, and you could not have hoped or have ex- 
pected that in those days anybody who held that the black man ought 
to be a slave could not hold with equal propriety that the brown man 
might be a slave also. But on the 19th of February, 1862, when there 
was a Republican administration in both branches of Congress and a 
Republican Executive, there was passed this law which has gone int 
the Revised Statutes, and is now in force: > 

Sec. 2158. No citizen of the United States, or foreignercominug into or residing 
within the same, shall, for himself or for any other person, either as master, 
factor, owner, or otherwise, punareo load, or otherwise prepare, any vessel, 
registered, enrolled, or licensed, in the United States, for the purpose of procur- 
ing from any port or place the subjects of China, Japan, or if Jas other oriental 
country, known as “coolies,” to be transported to any foreign port, or place, to 
be disposed of, or sold, or transferred, tor any time,as servants or apprentices, 
or to be held to service or labor. 

That law, as I have said, was passed on the 19th of February, 1862. 
There is not a man sitting in this Chamber who came from south of 
Mason and Dixon’s line who would haye voted for that bill; none of 
them would have done so then, They hold different ideas, I trust, now 
from what they held then. 

I will not read the whole statute. It provides penalties, and care- 
fully guards the provision that they shall not be brought, Under that 
law there was no importation of cooly labor into any section of our 
country as there had been in some of the Southern States before the 


war. 

A Senator suggests to me that that was advanced ground. It was. 
It was breaking in upon what had been the opinion of a great many 
men in this country—the opinion, namely, that there was a right of 
capitalists to buy labor where they could buy it cheapest. The maxim 
that they had a right to buy labor where they could buy it cheapest 
was the corollary and proper logical deduction to that which main- 
tained that you had the right always, irrespective of the interests of 
the people, to buy goods wherever you could buy them cheapest. If 
the one is sound doctrine the other is sound doctrine. At that time 
everywhere in this country where the doctrine of free trade was ram- 
pant so was the other doctrine, involving the right to buy labor as to 
buy goods. 

When this legislation was passed it was supposed it would preclude 
or hinder the coming of great bodies of these people, who it was be- 
lieved were contracted for by their own countrymen in many instances, 
and undoubtedly were. It did not have that result. 

I want to go a little further in showing up the record on this ques- 
tion. In 1#69, when labor in California was distressed, there was pend- 
ing before the Democratic Legislature of the State a bill granting a 
large body of tide lands to a railroad corporation. To this an amend- 
ment was offered prohibiting the employment of Chinese by the bene- 
ficiary. Of the 42 votes recorded against this amendment 32 were cast 
by Democrats. 

On the 4th of December, 1861, Thomas D. Elliott, of Massachusetts, 
a Republican Representative in Congress, offered a bill prohibiting the 
importation of coolies into the United States. It passed both Houses 
and was approved by Abraham Lincoln, and thatis the bill I have read, 

In 1877 Mr. STEWART, of Nevada, secured the passage of a resolu- 
tion calling for further information as to this traffic. Mr. Sargent, of 
California, in the same year also offered a bill in the House of Repre- 
sentatives on the subject. .In 1873 Mr. Page, of California, offered a 
bill prohibiting the importation of Chinese coolies and prostitutes, 
which passed in the House in 1875. In 1874 General Grant called at- 
tention to the same question, in these words: 

I call the attention of Congress to a generally conceded fact, that the greater 
ad genta of Chinese immigrants * * * do not come roluntaril x 


t * 
ut come under contracts with head-men, who own them almost pretes RPA In 


a worse form does this apply to Chinese women. * * * If this evil practice 


can be legislated against, it will be my pleasure as well as duty to enforce any 
regulations to secure so desirable an end. 


In 1874 and 1875 Mr. Sargent and Mr. Page were both active in s¢ 
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curing legislation on this subject and were both Republicans. Up to 
that time I bave to find yet that any Democrat had taken any steps in 
this direction at all. Now we are up to 1870, and the Democratic rec- 
ord in California, the only State to which Chinamen had come, showed 
that the Democrats were opposed to its restriction. 

Now I come to my own State, the State of Colorado. 

In the twenty-seven years that Colorado has been an organized Ter- 
ritory or State she has had only once a Democratic Legislature. In 
1870 the Democrats had not only the Territorial council by a very re- 
spectable majority but also the house of representatives of the Terri- 
tory by an equally respectable majority. Both bodies weresmall. In 
the houseof representatives there were twenty-six members, and of those 
sixteen were Democrats. In the council there were thirteen members, 
and of those nine were Democrats. So there was a Democratic working 
majority in both bodies. There was a Democratic speaker of the house 
and a Democratic president of the council, and there was a Republican 
governor. For fear I may forget it I wish to say now that that Re- 
publican governor has been training fora good many years in the ranks 
of the Democratic party, and is to-day a Democratic official under this 
Administration. 

» Let ussee now what the Democratic Legislature in Colorado did on 
this question as late as February, 1870. Ihave here the legislative 
proceedings of the Territory of Colorado and I find this: 

HOUSE JOINT RESOLUTION, 

For the encouragement of Chinese immigration into Colorado Territory. 

Resolved by the house of representatives of the Legislative Assembly of the Terri- 
ney of Colorado, the council concurring, That immigration of Chinese labor to 
Colorado is eminently calculated to ten the development and early pros- 
perity of the Territory by supplying the demands for cheap labor, 

Resolved, That such immigration should be encouraged by such legislation as 
will guaranty to said immigration security in their persons and property. 

Approved February 11, A. D. 1870. 

I have been to the trouble to find out, by looking up the journal, 
who introduced that, and I find that it was a prominent Democrat of 
the house of representatives who introduced it, a Mr. Bevan, repre- 
senting one of our mining districts at that time ‘and another time in 
the Legislature. 

Now, whata degree of effrontery is required for the Senator from 
Mississippi to stand up here, in view of the record I have read, in the 
only section of the country where a record could be made on this ques- 
tion at all, and tell us that we have been the party of Chinese labor, 
that we have been in favor of it, when we are the only people that have 
ever made an effort to secure the exclusion of Chinese. Why, we have 
had a Democratic House of Representatives here since 1875, and what 
have they done towards securing the exclusion of the Chinese? Fortwo 
years of that time the Democrats had both the Houseand Senate. What 
did they do then? Thatis the time they passed the bill. Wasita party 
measure? When that was before the Senate the present Secretary of 
State declared that the bill ought to conform to and be in unison with 
the treaty, that it ought to be shaped upon the treaty. Ido not re- 
member whether he voted for it or not, but he certainly made that dec- 
laration, and declared that he would vote for the Ingalls amendment, 
although I believe he did not. 

I now call the attention of the Senate to another thing in connection 
with this question. In 1864 we passed what was called the contract- 
labor law. The other day when the Senator from Missouri [Mr. Vest] 
was speaking, or soon after he had spoken, on the Chinese question, 
the Senator from Kentucky [Mr. BECK] called attention to: the fact 
that this contract-labor law passed in 1864 was not repealed until 1883. 
There was a law passed in 1864 tbat enabled citizens of the United 
States to make contracts with foreigners and bring them here to labor. 

Before we consider whether that was a wise law or not, we must con- 
sider the condition of the country at thattime. Whatwasit? There 
was an immense number of men, either in the Army or associated with 
the Army or engaged in supplying the wants of the Army, that is to 
say, people who were withdrawn from the productive industries of the 
country, and their Jabor applied to a destructive purpose, not to the 
creation of wealth. 

How many men were there? I find the committee here saying a 
million of men. Why, Mr. President, that only refers to the men that 
we had in the Army of the North. That does not refer to the great 
number of people who were called from other pursuits to do things that 
necessarily grew out of the war. With a million of men in the Army 
and petitions coming here from farmers, from manufacturers, and from 
numbers of other people asking for legislation that would enable them 
to go abroad and bring labor—not Chinese labor, because that was pro- 
hibited by the act of 1862—but to bring reputable Irishmen, Norwe- 
gians, Germans, and that classof men into the United States faster than 
they were coming, we passed the act of 1864 at that particular time 
to meet a demand made necessary by the war. How many peopleever 
came under it I do not know, It was not repealed until1883. It was 
not repealed because I venture to say up to that time there had never 
been any abuses under it. At least no complaint had been made by 
anybody that I am aware of. ; 

In 1883 that question came before the House and the House 
the repealing bill. Let me go back a moment to say that in 1864 a 


committee was appointed consisting of three Republicans and two 


Democrats to take into consideration with reference to this, not only 
the petitions but the President’s message, President Lincoln having 
recommended that some steps should be taken to increase the immigra- 
tion because of the scarcity of Jabor. Twoof the three were Republic- 
ans and two Democrats, one of the Democrats being from Missouri 
and one from Indiana, and the Democrats made a report with the 
three Republicans in favor of the bill, and it can not be shown that a 
single Democrat voted against it. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Who was the Democrat from Missouri ? 

Mr. TELLER. Mr. Rollins, a reputable Democrat and a man of a 
good deal of ability, as I recollect. That was a peculiar condition of 
affairs. We wanted labor. We had taken away the bone and sinew 
of the country and put them into the Army. We had to supply them 
with goods, we had to supply them with food, we had to supply the 
people all over the country with necessaries, and for that purpose we 
wanted the labor and we welcomed the laborers, and we took special 
pains to get them and to bring them here. 

Mr. STEWART. It was a war measure. 

Mr. TELLER. As suggested by the Senator from Nevada, it was a 
war measure. It was a proper measure for the time. 

In 1885 a repealing bill came into the Senate, and one would sup- 

after hearing the Senator from Kentucky, who I am sorry to see 
is not in his seat, that he rose immediately when it came here and 
moved to do as was done yesterday with this bill—put it through with- 
out the formality of a reference to a committee. I supposed before I 
looked up the record that there was a scramble and rush on the part 
of the Democrats to get to this bill in order that they might pass it. 
Why, Mr. President, I assert here that when it passed the Senate the 
only opposition found to it came from the Democratic side of this 
Chamber. Of thenine votes against it only one was a Republican, and 
he had declared before he came to that vote why he should so vote, be- 
cause, as he declared, the bill was not sufficiently explicit. But the 
Democrats did not put it on that ground. The Senator from Alabama 
who sits nearest to me [Mr. MORGAN] moved hostile amendments to 
it, and the Senator from Texas who sits farthest from me [ Mr. COKE 
moved an amendment to exclude from the operation of the bill al 
agricultural laborers, as the old contract-labor bill was then about to 
be repealed; while on this side of the Chamber every man voted for its re- 
peal save one, including our candidate for the Presidency. He notonly 
voted for it, but expressed his desire that it should pass in a little col- 
loquy that he had with the Senator from Texas. 

When they came to the question whether they would make a practi- 
cal bill of this, and when an amendment was offered providing that it 
should be the duty of the United States attorney to prosecute infrac- 
tions of the law as contained in this new bill about to be passed, which 
not only repealed the other but made it a penal offense to import labor 
under contract, when it was desired to make it effective by saying that 
the United States attorneys should be charged with its execution, I 
believe the only votes against that proposition came from the Demo- 
cratic side of the Chamber. 

There was a long discussion on the bill. TheSenator from Alabama 
spoke several times on it. Both the Senators from Texas spoke on it. 
The present Republican candidate for governor of the great State of 
New York was one of those sitting on this side of the Chamber, and 
he brought to the support of that bill his great intellect, not simply 
by his vote, but by his earnest effort on this floor for its passage as it 
had come from the House, without being deprived of its valuable feat- 
ures, as was attempted by the Senator from Alabama, the Senator from 
South Carolina, and the two Senators from Texas, . 

The Senator from South Carolina moved a substitute for the bill— 
substitute which, with the concluding section (section 4), would have 
absolutely nullified the bill, would have rendered it innocuous so far 
as concerned the accomplishment of the purpose for which it was in- 
tended, and would have opened the door for the importation of con- 
tract labor of nearly all kinds into this country. Such was also the 
practical effect of the amendment of the Senator from Texas. Such 
was thepractical effect of the amendment of the Senator from Alabama, 
who desired to allow skilled labor to be introduced under the contract 
system. This amendment also was moved: 

And it shall be the duty of the district attorney of the proper district to prose- 
cute every such suit at the expense of the United States. 

On that there were 43 yeas and 15 nays. Let me read who voted 
“nay” on that amendment. It wa§ not an unreasonable thing when 
the Senate was going to pass an act of this kind that somebody should 
be authorized to carry it out. Who voted “nay?” Mr. Bayard, the 
present Secretary of State; Mr. Beck, who criticised the original bill; 
Mr. Brown, Mr. Fair, Mr. Garland, Mr. Groome, Mr. HAMPTON, Mr. 
HARRIS, Mr. Maxey, Mr. MORGAN, Mr. Pendleton, Mr. SAULSBURY, 
Mr. VANCE, and Mr. Williams of Kentucky. The Senator from Texas 
[Mr. Cokr], whom I do not see in his seat, stated that he was paired 
with the Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. Hoar], and that if Mr. 
HOAR were present, Mr. COKE would vote ‘‘nay.’? Mr. RANSoM, when 
his name was called, said he was paired with the Senator from Illinois 
(Mr. Logan], and if that Senator were present, Mr. RANsom would 
vote ‘‘nay.’’? So there were practically 17 votes from the Democrats 
against the enforcement of this Jaw, and not oue Republican. 
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T never like to mention a Senator who is not present, but I want to 
call the attention of the Senate to the fact that the Senator from Ken- 
tacky—I feel that I have a right, however, to do so, and I regret that 
he is not here that I may call attention to his record in his presence— 
the Senator from Kentucky voted, it will be noticed, on-that amend- 
ment. It was then proposed to send the bill back to the Committee 
on the Judiciary with instructions to report, not later than the 20th, 
a bill that should more effectually reach the end desired. That was 
the motion of the Senator from Connecticut [Mr. HAWLEY], the only 
Republican who voted against the bill. He stated that in his judg- 
ment the bill did not come up to what it ought to be. I want to say 
that by an examination of the record I find no Democrat basing his 
vote on that ground, that which everybody understood was a hostile 
movement; forits enemies would naturally vote to send it to a com- 
mittee. 

On that, the following Senators voted to send the bill back: Mr. 
Bayard, Mr. BUTLER, Mr. Garland, Mr. Grsson, Mr. Groomé, Mr. 
HAWLEY, Mr. HAMPTON, Mr. HARRIS, Mr. Maxey, Mr. MORGAN, 
Mr. Pendleton, Mr. SAULSBURY, Mr. Vance, and Mr. Williams. 
Those are all Democracts but one; nobody voted with them from this 
side of the Chamber except the mover of the resolution. ‘There was 
no debate intervening between the vote of the Senator from Kentucky 
to which I first called attention and the last vote on the bill. On the 

of the bill the vote stood in the negative as follows: Mr. BLAIR, 

. Groome, Mr. Hampton, Mr. HAWLEY, Mr. Maxey, Mr. MOR- 
GAN, Mr. SAULSBURY, Mr. VANCE, and Mr. Williams. They all 
voted against the bill. The Senator from Kentucky and the Senator 
from Delaware; Mr. Bayard, who had voted five minutes previously 
against the provision for the enforcement of the act, were absent and 
did not vote. The Senator from North Carolina [Mr. RANSOM] who 
had voted before against the proposition turned around and voted for 
the bill. Neither the Senator from Kentucky nor the Senator from 
Delaware, Mr. Bayard, was paired, so far as the record shows, nor did 
they make any excuse for not voting. In other words, after voting 
for all the amendments that were hostile to the bill, after voting as 
they had done repeatedly for things that would destroy the bill, then, 
when it came to the final vote, they were so politic that they both 


dodged. 

And now, Mr. President, do you not think that it is pretty cheeky 
for the Senator from Kentucky to read us a lecture from that side of 
the Chamber on the labor-contract bill? Who the bill? Re- 
publicans passed it. Who signed it? A Republican Executive signed 
it. The Republicans went out of power and the Democrats came into 
power, and they have not lifted a finger to enforce that law from that 
day to this. 

Mr. BLAIR. Will the Senator permit me to make a remark in that 
connection? 

Mr. TELLER. Certainly. 

Mr. BLAIR. I desire to say that I have had sent to me at this ses- 
sion affidavits from citizens in my own State showing that they laid 
before the United States district attorney of their district affidavits of 
the clearest and strongest character, affidavit after affidavit, showing 
the importation of laborers from Canada to perform work in my State, 
and asking and urging prosecution, and the district attorney refused 
month after month to act, and never has acted. 

Mr. PAYNE. If the Senators will pardon me, I might mention a 
case arising under that act—the case of the pastor of Trinity Church, 
in New York. In that case there was a prosecution and a conviction 
and fine, as I understood. 

Mr. TELLER. The Senator from Ohio calls my attention to the 
fact that the Democratic administration have enforced thislaw. I 
was under the impression that they had not; but when the Senator 
calls my attention to it I remember that there was a religious congre- 
gation in New York, Trinity Church congregation, a great church in 
New York City, a Democratie church, mainly. Itis the high ‘‘ mucky- 
mucky,” as they say out West, of the Democratic party that assemble 
at Trinity Church for prayers, and nothing would do them but to have 
an English minister, in accordance with the general tendency of this 
Democratic Administration. They desired to have “‘ something En- 
glish, you know’? [laughter], and they sent abroad and gotan English 
minister. They contracted with him before he came to this country 
as to how much should be his salary. And now let me say that the 
Democratic party did not move tht prosecution. Probablyitis to their 
credit that they did not, because the law was not intended to cover 
anything of that kind. You could hardly deny to the rich and high- 
headed people that attend Trinity Church the privilege of going to 
England or anywhere else to get a preacher if they wanted todo so. 
But some man in New York who thought he had a grievance against 
the church instituted a suit and gave them a good deal of trouble, and 
finally, I think, got this minister fined. 

I am obliged to the Senator from Ohio for this the only instance in 
which it has been attempted to enforce this law against a poor preacher, 
and then they were unwilling prosecutors. Italians and Hungarians 
have been brought in, and according to the testimony produced by a 
commit#ec of the House of Representatives the prosecuting attorney’s 


attention has been repeatedly called to it, and I think the attention of 
the Attorney-General has been called to it. The public has at least 
heard of it, if the officers have not; and yet there has never been a 
single prosecution, and the only one that the Democratic Senators can 
mention when they come to defend this Administration is the case ot 
the Trinity Church preacher. 

Mr. GRAY. Will the Senator permit me to interrupt him ? 

Mr. TELLER. Iwill. If the Senator from Delaware can mention 
another case I shall be glad to hear it. 

Mr. GRAY. There might have been a great many other cases, and 
I have no doubt that whenever acase has been brought to the attention 
of the executive officers it has been attended to; but there is one case 
as to which I can refresh the recollection of the Senator, a case which 
is rather conspicuous. I refer to the case occurring in the past spring, 
where the owners of fishing vessels in Gloucester were bringing down 
from Canada by the ship-load Canadian fishermen to enter ‘‘ the nursery 
of American seamen.” That thing was called to the attention of the 
district attorney, and prosecutions were at once commenced, and aship- 
load at least were turned back. Whether they got back by rail or 
otherwise I do not know. 

Mr. DAWES. Does the Senator say that anybody was prosecuted 
for that? 

Mr. GRAY. Yes, sir. 

Mr. DAWES. Ido not so understand it, Mr. President. I know 
there was an announcement, a proclamation, but I never knew that it 
went further than a proclamation. 

Mr. GRAY. People are not indicted, tried, and convicted the same 
day, as the Senator knows. 

Mr. BLAIR. If the Senator from Colorado will allow me to say a 
word, Ishall be a trifle more specific about the case in my own State. 
There was a railroad chartered there and a leading Democrat of the 
State—the leading Democrat of the State—by his nearest business 
associate, undertook to build the railroad; and I have seen sworn copies 
of a dozen affidavits, I may say, in which the written contract is set 
forth by which those parties are shown to have brought Canadian 
laborers to the State of New Hampshire to do railroad work in com- 
petition with others who would have been glad to do it, the common 
laborers of that State, and the sworn affidavits being produced and laid 
before the district attorney and the prosecutions of the cases urged from 
time to time, the parties complaining were never able to accomplish 
the initiation of any prosecutions whatever. That is a clear instance 


-of the failure to prosecute a violation of the law. I will put those 


papers in the RECORD if I can put my hands on them. 

Mr. PAYNE. "I understand the law was passed in 1883. Were 
there not some transactions involving the violation of the law under 
the administration of Mr. Arthur which were not prosecuted ? 

Mr. BLAIR. ‘The law was passed in 1885. 

Mr. TELLER. Yes; in 1885. 

Mr. PAYNE. Ishonld like to inquire of the Senator from Colorado 
how many prosecutions were commenced during the administration of 
President Arthur? 

Mr. TELLER. This act was passed in the last days of Mr. Arthur’s 
administration. x 

Mr. PAYNE. I understood the Senator to say 1883. 

Mr. TELLER. I might have said 1883, but if I did I meant 1885. 
I was not aware that there was any fisherman on the New England 
coast prosecuted; but I am not surprised, because if there were any 
prosecutions anywhere it would be of that class of people. I have yet 
toreen that there have been any convictions of those persons or any 
others. 

When the Senator interrupted me I was about to say that the testi- 
mony in New York before a committee of the House of Representa- 
tives that is over there taking testimony shows that these matters have 
been repeatedly brought to the notice of the district attorney of the 
United States, and, as the witnesses have stated, he paid no attention 
whatever to them. 

Now, Mr. President, what is the condition of this bill and what are 
the circumstances under which it comes to us? Yesterday, as the Sen- 
ate was proceeding with its business in the usual way, there cume in 
a bill which I learn now has never seen a committee of any body, 
of either this House or of any other. It never ran‘the gantlet that 
every bill runs of criticism; it has never been printed. I do not know 
that I am at liberty to say who introduced it in the House of Repre- 
sentatives. Ido not know how far I can go upon a question of that 
kind. I can state what I have seen in the public press, and I sup 
I have a right to read what is in the RECORD, and if I have, perhaps 
T have, the right to say that this appas to have been introduced by a 
gentleman who is not a member of the committee that generally takes 


cognizance of these things, not only not a member of the committee, 
but I may say without offense to him, a gentleman that in no sense 
and under no circumstances has a right to speak for American labor. 
Without going to a committee the bill goes through the House and 
comes here. Tlie Senator from South Carolina [Mr. BUTLER] said 
with great frankness that it was a political movement. I do not find 
in the Recorp that this bill was drawn in the Solicitor’s office, but I 
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hear ib outside. I hear that it was sent down from the executive de- 
partment of the Government in hot haste to the House of Representa- 
tives to be passed. I donot know that that is so; I only say that that 
is the rumor, that is the report. I submit to the Senate, however, 
that it does not take very much to make one believe that in the quick 
passage of this bill through the House of Representatives there was 
something more than a desire to protect American labor against the 
incursions of Asiatic labor. 

If I were to look over the whole House and select a man who would 
most fitly represent the American people who toil, I should hardly have 
thought of selecting the man who came hot haste with that bill and who 
succeeded in passing it through the House as very few men would have 
been able to do, and he succeeded only because he is a high priest in the 
Democratic church. It is a bill which could only have been considered 
by the unanimous consent of the House, the Speaker’s recognition be- 
ing first had. This occurred immediately on the reading and approval 
of the Journal. He succeeded only because herepresents the President 
of the United States more than any other man in the Democratic party, 
as he did at St. Louis and as he does everywhere, and who is reported 
to have contributed ten times as much money to the campaign fund as 
his Democratic President has given. Ido not know whether that is 
true or not, but I know that so far as he is concerned if he chooses to 
give $100,000 to the Democratic campaign fund he hasa right to do it. 
I hear that he is able to do it; that he has made his millions of money 
out of the laboring men of this country. It will not be amiss for me 
to read what he himself has said of himself in the Congressional Di- 
rectory. 

I may ask the Senator from Texas [Mr. REAGAN], who is the special 
antagonist here of trusts, what he thinks of letting the Democratic 
House of Representatives be controlled and run by this great Demo- 
crat, who is conspicuous not for his great intellect, but for his great 
railroad interests, of which he boasts in the Congressional Directory. 
Perhaps the Senator from Texas has not seen the statement, so I am 
going to have it read from the Directory. I will ask the Chief Clerk 
to read it, because, as Brother BLAIR says, he is a better reader than I 


am. 
The Chief Clerk read as follows: 
[From the Congressional Directory.] 
TWENTY-SEVENTH DISTRICT, PENNSYLVANIA—COUNTIES: ERIE, VENANGO, AND 
WARREN. 


Writ1am L.Scort, of Erie, was born in the city of Washington, D. C., July 2, 
1823, his parents being residents of Virginia; he received a common-school ed- 
ucation; served as in the House of Representatives from 1840 to 1846; set- 
tled in Erie, Pa., in and was employed as a clerk in the shipping business; 
engaged, in 1850, in the coal and shipping business, owning and running several 
vessels on the lakes; subsequently became largely interested in the manufact- 
ure of iron and the mining of coal, as well as in the construction and operation 
of railroads, either as president or director of various lines, agerepating over 
22,000 miles of completed road, the greatest number of miles prob- 
ably which any one individual was ever an officer or director of; wasa district 
delegate to the national Democratic convention held in the city of New York 
in 1868, and a delegate at large from the State of Pennsylvania to the Demo- 
cratic national convention held in Cincinnati, Ohio, in 1880, and also represented 
the State of Pennsylvania on the Democratic natio: committee from 1576 to 
1884; was elected mayor of the city of Erie in 1866, and again in 1871; was 
elected to the Forty-ninth and re-elected to the Fiftieth Congress as a Demo- 
crat, receiving 14,787 votes against 13,574 votes for Mackey, Republican, and 2,140 


votes for Andrews, Prohibitionist. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair will take this occasion to 
remark that while it is undoubtedly allowable to refer to the acts of 
the other House of Congress generally, it is, the Chair thinks, a viola- 
tion of privilege to refer to the. individual character or to the acts or 
conduct of members of that body. It interferes with the absolute in- 
dependence which ought to exist between the two Houses of Congress; 
and the Chair thinks that perhaps this debate has already gone further 
than it should have gone. The general parliamentary law on this sub- 
ject is so well defined that the Chair thinks it is unnecessary to allude 
to it further. 

Mr. TELLER. Ishall not address myself further to any member 
of Congress. I think, however, that when I choose to speak of a person 
who has acted in another capacity I have the unquestioned right so 
todo. I will speak, then, of a member of this great Democratic com- 
mittee which has been organized for the purpose of carrying on this 
campaign. I trust that what I have said, if it should look as if I re- 
ferred to a membet of Congress, will be understood and taken as refer- 
ring to a member of the Democratic committee and not toa member of 

ngress. : 

Mr. BLAIR. And also, if the Senator will permit me, if that is so, 
what is found in the Congressional Directory should be taken out of 
the RECORD. 

Mr. TELLER. I have no fault to find with the Directory. 

Mr. BLAIR. It is an official document of the Senate. 

Mr. TELLER. I get my information from all sources possible. 

I was referring to the hot haste with which this bill came here, the 
fact that it was not before a committee, the fact that it came herein a 
manner not usual fora bill of this character to come. I said, and I re- 
peat, that rumor says thet this was brought out for the purpose of ef- 
fecting a revolution on the Pacific coast. I do not know whether that 
is true or not, and I do not care. 


If I can find something good coming out of this Administration, Ido 
not care what the motive may be. I do not care whether the legisla- 
tion goes on the statute-book because the chairman of the Democratic 
committee or a member of it is anxious to make political capital or 
otherwise. I am for the legislation; I welcome it, and I welcome it 
just as much as though it were consistent with the past conduct of this 
Administration. Why, sir, when in March we received a treaty from 
the hands of the Administration which was to be ratified by the Senate, 
and was ratified by the Senate, I wasnotin favorofit. It was pro} 
to do then by consent what now we propose under this bill to do with- 
out any consent whatever, and in effect to abrogate a treaty; but, as I 
said yesterday, I have been in favor of that all the time, and I do not 
stultify myself when I vote for this measure now, as I have voted for 
bills of similar import on former occasions. 

It was rather a singular charge on the part of the Senator from South 
Carolina [Mr.- BUTLER] that we were actuated by political motives 
over here in not opposing the bill. The Senator from Mississippi [ Mr. 
GEORGE], seeing such an unusual proceeding as a bill coming in here 
in hot haste—a bill that might impair a treaty, might displace it, as 
I said yesterday—that Senator, with a good deal of hesitation, seemed 
disposed to object, but I noticed that the Senator from Missouri [Mr. 
VEST] rose and said, ‘‘ Why, the Senator from Mississippi does not 
object,” and the Senator from Mississippi immediately sat down and 
said he did not object. He caught the twinkle of the eye of the Sen- 
ator from Missouri and saw that there was politics in the bill, 4nd he 
sat down, and then in order that he might recover from the blunder 
that he came so near making he got up and charged on us that we have 
been in favor of Chinese immigration. 

Mr. President, I do not know whether it is dignified or not for the 
executive department of the Government to play with great questions 
like this. I do not know thatit will enhance our character or increase 
our dignity among the people of the earth to have it appear that on the 
eve of an election the Administration of this Government are anxious 
for the passage of a bill that they had been opposed to sixty days be- 
fore—opposed to when they sent the treaty here; otherwise they did not 
needany treaty; atreaty, asIsaid yesterday, that onghtnotto have come 
here, a treaty that opened the door in my judgment for continued frauds 
by means of the certificates for which it provided. Every man knew 
that those certificates would be used for the purpose of keeping up the 
Chinese population in California. 

Everybody familiar with these people knew that there is not a man 
on this floor who, if twenty of these Chinamen were before him, and 
walked out into the hall and came back, could tell whether they were 
the same twenty or a different twenty. They have none of the facial 
characteristics that our people have to distinguish them. They all 
look alike, and they are all alike, and the clause put in there that he 
who had a wife, he who had debts, he who had property might con- 
tinue to come amounted to nothing but an increased immigration. 
Even death would not save them, for if a Chinaman got a certificate 
and went back and died another man took his place. They area class 
of people on whom an oath has no obligation whatever. * 

The treaty, I say, was not fit to be made, but it was made upon the 
theory that we could not legislate without a treaty. Here we have 
the bill now, ready to be passed, and when it passes it will receive the 
sanction of the Executive, because it is hoped by the Democrats that 
they will get some advantage in California from this bill. I repeat, I 
am for the proposed legislation, and if it can only be wrung ontof this 
Democratic Administration because they are in extremis I submit I 
mean to vote for it, and I shall be glad to see it a law. 

I had expected something. Idid not think they could try the Morey 
letter. That was played out eight years ago. That served its pur- 
pose to some extent. It lost us many votes undoubtedly. They had 
to have something new, and this is it. Mr. President, it will not win. 

Neither will the cry which comes up from the Democratic side of the 
Chamber that they are the special defenders of American labor because 
they propose to exclude the Chinese win. You would close the door 
against the Chinaman himself, but you would open the door to all his 
productions, to all the fruits of his labor, and all that he shall create, 
to all that grows in his land either with or without his assistance.. 
You would feed him and clothe him on Chinese soil, but you would 
admit his productions. How much better is that than toallow him to 
come here? If he comes to California he buys some things of the Cali- 
fornia merchants; he contributes in some slight degree—slight, I ad- 
mit—to the prosperity of the California people; butif he lives at home 
in his own land he contributes nothing. 

You are in favor of free goods, but you areopposed tofreemen. You 
want to keep the men out and to let their productsin. If youcandis- 
tinguish, the laboring people of this country can not, when you say that 
you will let in the rice that is raised by the Chinese—ah, you do not 
want to let in cheap rice; I had better take something else—when you 
say that you will let in the labor of the Chinese mechanic. 

Mr. STEWART. Boots, shoes, and clothing. 

Mr. TELLER. Boots, shoes, and clothing. The Chinese can make 
all sorts of wares that the American people use. When you say you 
will let those thingsin withouta duty you give away your whole case, 
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The American laborer will not be fooled by that any more than he 
is by the declaration made by the Senator from Mississippi over and 
over again that he and his associates represent Aneta aber: that 
the American laborer’s interest and happiness and welfare are dearer 
to them than to us. Is there anything in the history of the Demo- 
cratic party, either North or South, which justifies that claim? I re- 
peat what I started out with early in this speech, they can not point 
to a single great thing that they have ever done for labor. 

We hear the Democrats sometimes claiming that the act of 1841 which 
gave to us the pre-emption law was a Democratic law. Itwasa Whig 
law. Ihave heard ignorant Democrats on the stump declare that the 
homestead law was the result of Democratic administration, when by 
the vote of a Democratic Vice-President in the Senate one homestead 
law proposed was defeated; by a veto of a Democratic President another 
homestead law was defeated, and it was only when the Republicans 
had both branches of Congress and the Executive that they were able 
to secure for the people a law which has given homes to a million men; 
which has given against Democratic votes, against Democratic influence, 
against Democratic opposition, a million of homes to American labor- 
ers. One-fifth of the farms in the United States come from a home- 
stead law passed by a Republican Congress and signed bya Republican 
President. 

How long is it since in this Chamber a distinguished member of this 
body from South Carolina declared that the mechanics of the North, 
styling them ‘greasy mechanics,” were the mud-sills of society and 
unfit to associate with the body-servants of a gentleman in South Caro- 
lina? How long is it since Calhoun in this Chamber declared that the 
proper relation between capital and labor was the relation that existed 
in South Carolina where capital owned labor? How long isit since, in 
a Democratic convention, a distinguished citizen of Georgia advocated, 
with the approbation of the convention, the opening of the slave trade, 
that they might have cheap labor in the South? Only twenty-eight 
years have passed since that was heard with the approbation, I repeat, 
of the Democratic members of that convention from the South and of 
a great number also from the North. 

Mr. PAYNE. May I interrupt the Senator from Colorado? I hap- 
pen to have had personal connection with that convention and I heard 
everything that transpired. I was upon the committee on resolutions. 
I wish to deny that the proposition to which he refers was received 
with applause. It was more of a burlesque than anything else, and I 
never heard any person treat it in any other way except General But- 
ler, who, when he retired from the convention at Baltimore, declared 
that he was shocked at the proposition of Mr. Gaulden. General But- 
ler is the only person I ever knew who took it for granted that it was 
aseridus proposition. It was not a sincere proposition, nor did any 
one receive it as such except General Butler, who claimed that it 
shocked his conscience, 

Mr. TELLER. The report shows not only what I have said, that 
the proposition was received with favor, but it shows that Isaiah Ryn- 
ders, a Democratic worker of the great city of New York, a Democratic 
United StateS marshal then, if I remember correctly, said in his place 
in that body, ‘‘You will find plenty of sympathy for that proposition 
up in our section of the country.” 

Mr. President, it was not the raving of a Georgian. Does not the 
Senator from Ohio remember that in 1858 there was a commercial con- 
vention at Montgomery which passed two resolutions in favor of open- 
ing up the slave trade? Does he not remember that at Memphis, in 
1859, another commercial convention indorsed the action of the Mont- 
gomery convention of 1858? Does he not remember that the most 
prominent magazine that was ever published in the South, publicly 
and openly, clear down to 1860, advocated the opening up of the slave 
trade for the avowed purpose of filling the broad West with slaves? 
Does he not remember that Henry A. Wise, in a public speech in 
Virginia, which was world-wide at the time, in expressing his dissatis- 
faction with the admission of California, declared that if they could have 
put slaves into the mines of California they would have added 100 per 
cent. in value to every negro in Virginia? Doesnot the Senator know, 
and does not everybody know, that allover the South everywhere the 
public preas and in public conventions the sentiment was not only in 
javor of buying men, but stealing them—that they were not satisfied 
to buy them, but they proposed to go to Africa and steal them? The 
Senator knows it, and so do I. I was living and old enough to know, 
and I was enough a student of history to read then and not to have 
forgotten now. I know the part the Senator from Ohio played in that 
convention in 1860 as well as any man can know who was not there. 

Mr. PAYNE. As the Senator refers to me—— 

Mr. TELLER. Before the Senator proceeds let me say that I donot 
mean to charge that the Senator from Ohio had any sympathy with 
those sentiments. He did not belong to that wing of the Democratic 

rty. 

Me PAYNE. The Senator asked me if I did not knowit. I know 
nothing about the matter referred to occurring at Montgomery. Iwas 
not there, but I was at Charleston; and in further explanation of the 
matter in that convention I wish to state the reason given by the man 
who made the declaration in favor of opening theslave trade. He said 
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that in his section they purchased their slaves from Maryland and Vir- 
ginia, which gave the people there a very profitable business, and he 
was in favor of opening the slave trade direct, because they would get 
them a great deal cheaper. 

Mr. TELLER. J have not read that speec lately. When that 
speech was made I wasa young man. I was watching public events. 
Although then engaged in my profession I had come from the laboring 
man’s ranks, I had blistered my hands with honest toil to get my 
education, and the words that went out from that convention were 
blistered in my memory so that I shall never forget them. I said, 
“here is the great Democratic party, in which I had been reared and 
trained, in favor of degrading the American laborer by the side of the 
African,” and when General Butler rose in that convention and said, 
tI propose to leave this convention, for I shall never sit in a conven- 
tion where the advocacy of the slave trade, piracy by Jaw, shall be re- 
ceived with approval,” he went up 100 per cent. in my estimation, and 
I have never forgotten him for that act. 

Mr. President, it was not the raving of a lunatic. When the Wan- 
derer landed on the coast of Georgia the Government was not strong 
enough to punish the relative of a man since distinguished in this body. 
The Government had not the power to punish him according to law, 
and he went scot-free. Senators on this floor from the South, if they 
did not advocate it, declared that the Government had no right to pre- 
vent it. The press everywhere in the South was in favor of the slave 
trade, because, they said, they wanted slaves to go into the new Terri- 
tories. Mr. Gaulden, who made the speech of which I spoke, in the 
convention said, ‘* We can not make another slave State unless we have 
free importations of Africans.” I do not think the Senator from Ohio 
wanted it, and Mr. Gaulden said the people of Virginia did not want 
it. Why did they not want it? He said it was because the people or 
Virginia wanted to sell to the new States or the Gulf States the slaves 
they had raised. 

Does not the Senator from Ohio know, and do not all Senators know, 
that when the war broke out the traffic in human flesh and human blood 
was $30,000,000 a year, and that that traffic found advocates in every 
Democratic convention that was ever held; that it found advocates in 
Democratic organs both North and South? Yet they propose to tell 
me that they are the friends of labor! When did you get this new 
light? When did you become all at once the champions of labor? 
When did you want to elevate and lift up the laboring man? You 
proposed to put all who labored by the side of the ignorant negro and 
to make the social position of the white laborer just what the social 
position of the negro was. 

Have you forgotten the letter that Cassius M. Clay sent to our con- 
vention in 1856 at Philadelphia, where he pictured the condition of the 
white man of the South who did not own slaves? His condition was 
absolutely worse than that of the slave himself—ignorant, degraded, 
afraid and ashamed to work. There can be no such thing as decent 
respect shown to labor when it is brought in contact with a class of 
labor that it was proposed to bring it in contact with and to keep it 
there. Slaves and freemen do not work side by side. 

To-day the gentlemen on the other side are engaged in attempting 
to enslave labor in the North as much as they were in 1859 and 1860. 
The claim that you propose to open the markets of the world to our 
laborers, to our manufacturers, for the purpose of increasing American 
labor, is but a pretense; itis not true. How can it be done? How is 
the wages of the man who toils for his coatr a pair of shoes or a yard 
of cloth to be increased by bringing him in contact, without protec- 
tion, with all the labor of the world? You deny the right of the Gov- 
ernment to protect labor. You declare that itis against the Constitu- 
tion; and there is where we part. We say it is not only the right but 
it is the duty of the Government to protect labor. You say you can 
not do it by law. You do not propose a system of economy that will 
doit. Itcan not be done except by law. 

Mr. President, I do not like to refer to these old things, and yet it is 
perfectly proper when the Senator from Mississippi, who until within 
a few years believed in buying labor (and who | think to diy will not 
stand in his place and say that he thinks it is wicked for one man t» 
own another), taunts me with not having in my heart the interests of 
the great masses of the people with whom I must have the closest af- 
finity. Is there anybody so damnably ignorant anywhere as to believe 
that labor would have been happier in this country if the rebellion had 
succeeded? Does anybody believe thatif there had been no war and the 
old conditions still existed labor apy where would have been better fed, 
better clothed, better housed, and would have occupied a higher plane 
than it does now? Does not everybody know that the great advance- 
ment made by the laboring people of the country has been because of 
the fact that we made it impossible that they should be put by the sice 
of the degraded serf? 

Mr. President, I might mention many other things to support my 
position that it was cheap labor the Democratic party wanted and it 
was cheap labor for which they went to war. It is cheap labor that 
they want to-day. Mr. President, Ido not want cheap labor. I know 
that cheap labor may be had from Chinamen; I know it may be had 
from slaves, but I do not want it, and I do not intend by my vote to 
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have it. I believe that the American laborers all over this country are 
sufficiently intelligent to see that free trade means cheap labor, thatit 
is akin to the old system which we abolished, and I do not believe that 
they will kindly listen to lectures given to me from the other side of 
the Chamber by the Senator from Mississippi or the Senator from Ala- 
bama, or any other Senator who will stand in his place now, or who 
would a few years ago, and assert the right of one man to own and con- 
trol another. 
HOUSE BILL REFERRED, 


The bill (H. R. 9447) to restore certain money to the fund for erect- 
ing a public building at the city of Detroit was read twice by its title, 
and referred to the Committee on Appropriations. 

EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate a letter from 
the Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting, in compliance with a res- 
olution of the 28th ultimo, a judgment of the Court of Claims in favor 
of the New York Central and Hudson River Railroad Company; which, 
with the accompanying papers, was referred to the Committee on 
Appropriations, and ordered to be printed. 

He also laid before the Senate a letter from the Secretary of the Treas- 
ury, transmitting in compliance with a resolution of the 28th ultimo, 
schedules of certain claims allowed by the several accounting officers 
of the Treasury Department; which, with the accompanying papers, 
was pales to the Committee on Appropriations, and ord: to be 
printed, 

He also laid before the Senate a letter from the Secretary of the Treas- 
ury, transmitting a supplemental estimate of appropriations required 
by the various Departments of the Government to complete the service 
of the fiscal year ending June 30, 1888, and for prior years; which, with 
the accompanying papers, was referred to the Committee on Appropri- 
ations, and ordered to be printed. 


DEPOSITIONS OF WITNESSES, 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate the amendment 
of the House of Representatives to the bill (S. 832) to provide an addi- 
tional mode of taking depositions of witnesses in causes pending in the 
courts of the United States, and the request of the House for a confer- 
ence on the bill and amendment. 

Mr. COKE. Imove that the Senate agree to the request of the House 
of Representatives for a conference on the bill and amendment. 

The motion was agreed to. 

By unanimous consent, the President pro tempore was authorized to 
appoint the conferees on the part of the Senate; and Mr. COKE, Mr. 
EVARTS, and Mr, GEORGE were appointed. 


MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 


A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. T. O. TOWLEs, 
its Chief Clerk, announced that the House had passed the following 
bills; in which it requested the concurrence of the Senate: 

A bill (H. R. 8344) to prevent cruelty to domestic animals; 

A bill (H. R. 9268) to punish dealers and pretended dealers in counter- 
feit ORAY and other fraudulent devices for using the United States 
mails; 

A bill (H. R. 10182) to amend an act entitled ‘‘An act to make per- 
sous charged with crimes and offenses competent witnesses in the United 
States and Territorial courts,” approved March 16, 1878; 

A bill (H. R. 10919) to make valid a deed to a certain tract of land 
in Bibb County, Georgia, made and delivered by Brig. Gen. Davis Til- 
son, acting assistant commissioner of the Freedman’s Bureau, to Samuel 
I, Gustin, his heirs and assigns; and 

A bill (H. R. 11258) for the relief of certain persons who paid addi- 
tional taxes assessed against them under the act of March 3, 1875. 


ANNIE GIBSON YATES. 
Mr. SAWYER submitted the following report: 

The committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses on 
the amendment of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 7708) to increase the pension of 
Annie Gibson Yates, having met, after full and free conference have agreed to 
recommend and do recommend to their respective Houses as follows: 

That the House recede from its disagreement” to the amendment of the Sen- 
nte and agree to the same with an amendment as follows, namely : In lieu of 
the word “forty ” insert “thirty-five;" and the Senate cate’ same. 

PHILETUS SAWYER, 

©. K. DAVIS, 

CHAS. J. FAULKNER, 
Managers on the part of the Senate. 

J. H. BANKHEAD, 

JNO. E. HUTTON, 
Managers on the part of the House. 

The report was concurred in. . 


THE LOUISIANA ELECTION. i 
Mr. PASCO, I gave notice that to-day I would call up the resolu- 
tion of the Senator from New Hampshire [ Mr. CHANDLER], for the pur- 
pose of submitting some remarks upon it. I had intended to do so 
twice before, but I gave way to business which appeared to be more 
pressing. I now ask unanimous consent that immediately after the 


conclusion of the morning hour to-morrow that resolution may be taken 
up for the purpose I have indicated. 
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Mr. STEWART. I suggest to the Senator to take the floor imme- 
diately after the routine morning business. 

Mr: PASCO. Iwillask that the resolution be taken up immediately 
after the routine morning business. - 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Florida asks unan- 
imous consent that at the close of the formal morning business to-mor- 
row he may be permitted to take the floor upon the resolution offered 
by the Senator from New Hampshire [Mr. CHANDLER]. Is there ob- 
jection? [‘‘None.’’] The Chair hears none. 

OTTER CREEK LIGHT. 

Mr. PALMER, I move that the House of Representatives be re- 
quested to return to the Senate the bill (H. R. 5716) for establishing a 
light at the mouth of Otter Creek, Lake Champlain. My object is, 
when the bill reaches the custody of the Senate, to move to reconsider 
the votes by which it was ordered to a third reading, and passed, with 
a view to its indefinite postponement. 

The motion was agreed to. 


ADMISSION OF WASHINGTON. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, resumes the consideration of the unfinished business, being the 
bill (S. 12) to provide for the formation and admission into the Union 
of the State of Washington, and for other purposes. 

EXECUTIVE SESSION. 

Mr. CAMERON. I move that the Senate adjourn. 

Mr. HARRIS. I hope that the Senator from Pennsylvania will 
withdraw the motion so as to let us have an executive session of a few 
moments. 

Mr. CAMERON. Allright; I withdraw the motion to adjourn. 

Mr. HARRIS. I move that the Senate proceed to the consideration 
of executive business. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Tennessee moves 
that the Senate proceed to the consideration of executive business. ‘ 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate proceeded to the consid- 
eration of executive business. After five minutes spent in executive ses- 
sion the doors were re-opened, and (at 5 o’clock and 10 minutes p. m.) 
the Senate adjourned until to-morrow, Wednesday, September 5, 1888, 
at 12 o’clock meridian. 


NOMINATIONS. 
Executive nominations received by the Senate September 4, 1888. 
CHIEF-JUSTICE, WASHINGTON TERRITORY. 


Charles E. Boyle, of Pennsylvania, to be chief-justice of the supreme 
court of Washington Territory, vice R. A. Jones, deceased. 


COLLECTOR OF CUSTOMS. 


William E. Bond, of North Carolina, to be collector of customs for 
the district of Albemarle, in the State of North Carolina, to succeed 
Charles E. Robinson, whose term of service has expired by limitation. 

PROMOTIONS IN THE ARMY. 
Subsistence Department. 

Lieut. Col. Amos Beckwith, assistant commissary-general, to be as- 
sistant commissary-general with the rank of colonel, August 28, 1888, 
vice Simpson, retired from active service. 

Maj. Michael R. Morgan, commissary of subsistence, to be assistant 
commissary-general with rank of lieutenant-colonel, August 28, 1888, 
vice Beckwith, promoted. 

Capt. Samuel T. Cushing, commissary of subsistence, to be commis- 
sary of subsistence with the rank of major, August 28, 1888, vice Mor- 
gan, promoted. t 
Inspector-General’s Department. 


Lieut. Col. Robert P. Hughes, inspector-general, to be inspector- 
general with the rank of colonel, August 31, 1888, vice Jones, appointed 
inspector-general, with the rank of brigadier-general. 

Maj. George H. Burton, inspector-general, to be inspector-general 
with the rank of lieutenant-colonel, August 31, 1888, rice Hughes, 
promoted. 

PROBATE JUDGE. 

The nomination of George C. Viele, of Millard County, Territory of 
Utah, to be judge of probate in said county, heretofore transmitted to 
the Senate, is hereby withdrawn. 


CONFIRMATIONS. = 
Executive nominations confirmed by the Senate September 4, 1888, 


UNITED STATES CONSUL. 
William Gaston Allen, of South Carolina, now consul at Piedras Ne- 
gras, to be consul of the United States at Kingston, Jamaica. 
INDIAN AGENTS. 
Thomas MeCunniff, of Alamosa, Colo., to be agent for the Indians of 
the Southern Ute and Jicarilla agency. 


Joseph W. Preston, of Monticello, Ga., to be agent for the Indians of 
the Mission Tule River (consolidated) agency. 
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HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
TUESDAY, September 4, 1888. E 


The House met at 12 o'clock m. Prayer by Rev. J. H. CUTHBERT, 
D. D. 
The Journal of the proceedings of yesterday was read and approved. 
LEAVE OF ABSENCE. 


By unanimous consent, leave of absence was granted as follows: 

To Mr. TOWNSHEND, for ten days from to-morrow. 

To Mr. BROWER, for two weeks, on account of important business. 

To Mr. WHITING, of Michigan, indefinitely, on account of sickness. 

To Mr. SPOONER, an indefinite extension of his previous leave of 
absence, on account of sickness. p ? 

Mr. COX. I ask leave of absence for four days. 

There being no objection, leave was granted. 


SAMUEL FERGUSON BEACH, EXECUTOR, AND OTHERS. 


The SPEAKER laid before the House a letter from the assistant clerk 
of the Court of Claims, transmitting findings of fact in the case of Sam- 
uel Ferguson Beach, executor, and others against the United States; 

. which was referred to the Committee on War Claims. 


ALLEGED CORRUPTION IN REFERENCE TO LIBRARY BUILDING. 


Mr. KELLEY. I desire to submit for immediate consideration the 
resolution which I send to the desk. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

special i n igating s 
ioe ok tos ane LADES 7 TAIATA be OTOA to DOANE AOA TADON t0 ite Hones 
whether any member of the House, acting by and for himself or in concert and 
combination with others, has sought by persuasion, intimidation, or other cor- 
rupt or improper means, to influence or control the action of Mr. J. L. Smith- 
meyer, the architect of said building, in the selection, tance, or approval 
of inferior or improper materials to be used in the construction of said building. 

Mr. KELLEY. Ido not desire to make any remarks upon this reso- 
lution. I take it for granted the House will not object toan investi- 
gation of an allegation or intimation of this kind made by a member 
of the House. . 

Mr. BLOUNT, I wish to know whether the gentleman has any in- 
formation of any improper action of any member of the House, on 
which this resolution is based. 

Mr. KELLEY. I make the proposition to the House on informa- 
tion, the first facts of which came to me in the early part of this session 
and have been corroborated by increasing testimony and additional 
facts. I shall name the member when I get before the committee, if 
the House will permit me to go there, 

Mr. BLOUNT. Upon that statement I make no objection to the 

- resolution. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks this is a privileged resolution, 
as it relates to the conduct of a member of the House. 

Mr. OATES. It seems to me the gentleman from Pennsylvania 
might very properly broaden the language of his resolution a little. 
The resolution proposes an investigation as to improper influences in 
regard to the acceptance or approval of inferior materials. It seems 
to me there should also be inquiry whether there was any improper 
influence in order to procure the paying of a larger price than that for 
which materials could be bought in the market, 

Mr, KELLEY. I will accept such an amendment as the gentleman 
indicates, if he will embody it in suitable language. 

Mr. OATES. I ask the Clerk to insert that amendment. 

Mr. KELLEY. I want the investigation to be as thorough as we 
can make it. 

Mr. TAULBEE. I would like to suggest to the gentleman from 
Pennsylvania [Mr. KELLEY] and the gentleman from Alabama [Mr. 
OATES] that if the words “‘inferior or improper’’ before ‘‘materials”’ 
be struck out, the language of the resolution, without further modifica- 
tion, might cover the point suggested by the gentleman from Alabama. 

Mr. KELLEY. Whatever tends to broaden the scope of the inquiry 
I will accept. 

Mr. OATES. As I understand from the reading of the resolution—— 

Mr. COX. Letit be again read. There is no objection to any in- 

9, quiry that will strike anybody who has been engaged in wrong-doing. 

The resolution was again reported. 

Mr. OATES, After the word ‘‘material’’ I would suggest the ad- 
dition of the words ‘‘at a higher rate than the market price.” 

Mr. KELLEY. I do not object to the modification. 

Mr. BLOUNT. Hasthe gentleman from Pennsylvania any objection 
to making this a special committee? 

The SPEAKER, Without objection, the amendment suggested by 
the gentleman from Alabama will be incorporated in the resolution. 

Mr. KELLEY. I desire to reply to the suggestion of the gentleman 
from Georgia, as to whether I would object to aspecial committee. As 
the committee in charge of this matter has taken much testimony 
touching the Library building, I think it had better proceed with that 
investigation. And I am about to ask, Mr. Speaker, that I may be 
permitted to insert in the RECORD a sworn statement of Mr. Smith- 
meyer, made up chiefly of extracts from the record of the commission, 
which I submit as supplementary to my remarks during the debate on 
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the provision for the Library building in thesundry civiLappropriation 
bill. This is sworn testimony, which is legitimate in connection with 
my statement in that debate, and I ask that, as part of it, it be printed 
in the CONGRESSIONAL RECORD. 

Mr. DOCKERY. Let it be read. 

Mr. TAULBEE. Yes, let us hear what it is. 

Mr. KELLEY. I have noobjection, but thought that the time of the 
House might be saved by printing it instead. I will state that it isa 
communication under oath handed to the chairman of the special com- 
mittee onyesterday with a tender of cross-examination by thisarchitect. 

The SPEAKER. ‘The Clerk will read the document. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Sim: My attention hasbeen called to the fact that Mr. Edward Clark, a mem- 
ber of the commission for the construction of the Congressional Library build- 
ing, in his sworn testimony made the statement that I have had full authority 
and supervision of the work in connection with the Congressional Lib 
building. thus intimating that I am responsible for all the expenses incur; 

In this allegation Mr. Clark does me a grave wrong. 

In my testimony before your committee, dated 5 KIA 1, 1888, I stated as fol- 
lows: *‘ Prior to May 3, 1857, a number of old buildings on the site were being 
removed and extensive excavations made under the direct orders, as I be- 
lieved, of the commission. With this work I had no connection whatever. 
Prior to that date no expense, except for technical assistance and actual office 
expenses, was known to or incurred by me; since that date all expenses at- 
tached to the work proper have required the sanction of the commission and 
my formalapproval.” The expenditures on the old buildings above referred 
to were, in my opinion, excessive, and, together with the unnecessary excava- 
tion on the southwest corner of B and First streets above mentioned, involved 
the worse n useless expenditure of many thousand dollars. 

My dissent from the execution of this work was communicated he com- 
mission in three letters, dated February 20, 1887, March 24, 1887, and April 19, 
1887, vely. Mr, Commissioner Clark stated before your ttee that 
“every piece of brick could have been used, not only put in the wall, but 
there was concrete required to cover the cellar floors, etc.” He had evidently 
not tested the quality of these bricks and bats as it was my duty to do, nor 
did he know what weight the foundations and walls would have to sustain. 
In this case a r g strength of 5,000 pounds to the square foot is required, 
while some of the bricks taken out of these old buildings crumbled under a 
pressure of less than one-quarter of that weight. The great variations in the 
sizes of these bricks (the difference ranging from one-eighth to one-quarter 
inch in thickness, and one-half inch in width or length) was another serious 
objection to their use. Those of some of the buildings had been laid in cement 
and others in lime-mortar, and fully one-half of them were broken into bats. 
Some of them were a century old and others but a year, and some were so soft 
that the rains and frosts of one winter would have dissolved them like snow in 
the hotsun. In short, they were worthless for the pu to which Mr. Clark 
says they should have been applied, and their use would have jeopardized the 
stability of the structure. ` 

It is this character of false economy which advocates the use of inferior ma- 
terials in massive buildings on account of their cheapness; that invites calami- 
ties to stately and costly structures, and brings the architectural profession into 
discredit before the world, 

The fact that this worthless lot of bats has cost the Government as much as 
the best quality of merchantable bricks fresh from the kiln would have cost 
was not my fault. Mr, Commissioner Clark with Mr, Trainer, the clerk (or 
secretary) of the commission, assumed the management of this matter, and are 
therefore responsible for it. The number of bi and bats on the premises 
(according to Mr. Clark’s statement before your committee) was from two to 
three millions. Assuming that twoand a half millionsof bricks and bats would 
therefore b2 a fair estimate, from this statement they should, at$4 per thousand, 
the price stated by Mr. Clark under oath, have yielded $10,000, instead of $2,185, 
the amount actually received as per rt of the commission, A deficiency of 
$7,815 is therefore proven by the mony of Mr. Olark. Again it will be 
noticed that if there were two and a half millions of bricks and bats on the 
premises, and only $2,185 were received for them, they produced but 87 cents per 
thousand, instead of $4. 

To illustrate the looseness and inaccuracy of Mr. Clark's sworn testimony, it 
is proper that I should state these facts: The city measurer investigated the fact 
and reported that there were one million eight hundred and seventy-five thou- 
sand bricks and bats on the premises and there was received for brick and bats 
which had been selected from the whole lot the above-stated sum of $2,185, show- 
ing an average price of $1.16} per The balance, which consisted of 
decom posed salmon bricks and fractured bats, could not be sold at any price 
and had to be hauled away as rubbish at Government expense. ° 
moe proves that a laborer can take down, clean, and stack up 


Current 
500 bricks a day. Thus at $1.50 per day (Government pay) the cleaning, etc., of 
1,000 bricks cost $3. The cost of taking down and cleaning 1,875,000 bricks at $3 


r 1,000 amounts, therefore, to $5,627, for which bricks the Government received 

185, having thus wasted $3,412 on that brick malone. Asan eyi- 
dence of the quality of these bricks, Mr. Clark informed the committee that he 
had nsed 60,000 of them, presumably in his garden wall around the west frontof 
the Capitol. For this work, which is to bear no superincumbent weight, they 
may possibly have been good enough. 

To recur to my protest against these operations of Messrs. Clark and Trainer, 
permit me to state that in my letter to the commission of February 20, 1887, I 
said: "I deem it my duty to call your attention to the fact that the excavations 
now being made upon the siteof the Congressional building have evi- 
dently been ordered under a grave oag oreo aaa should be de 
immediately. In places where thestrtcts intersect at low grade, and especially 
where the work is now going on, it will be necessary to fill up again so as to 
make the terraces required SEive the building its proper appearance and avoid 
a portion of it from being sunk into the ground. e inclosed plans and com- 
putations will show the different levels and their relative positions, and also 
the one i tion of the surroundings, so as to produce the best, results. 
They will also illustrate the necessity of filling up again where the grading is 
now going on, and demonstrate the necessity of having this work stopped im- 
m y. 

The work on the excavation referred toin this letter was likewise under the di- 
rection of Mr. Commissioner Clark assisted by Mr. Secretary Trainer. They em- 
ployed or di d laborers, foremen, horses and carts, and fixed their wages; 
they paid M per day to foremen and $1.50 per day to laborers for eight hours 
work, while the foremen and laborers of the contractors were paid but $2 or 
$2.50 per day, and $1 and $1.25 per day of ten hours, though the two bodies of 
men worked side by side. They ordered their movements, attended to the 
pay-rolls, and made all settlements for materials and labor, and determined 
what work should be done without examining plans or surveys, or even con- 
sulting the architect. In fact, they did not even notify him of their purpose or 

gs. It is impossible to state from the disjointed memoranda produced 
asthe record of their expenditures what further losses the Government sus- 
tained by their ill-judged operations. I would certainly haye been derelict in 
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my duty had I permitted this planless procedure to continue without another 


effort to arrest it. Itherefore wrote again to the commission on March 24, 1887, 
and used the following language: 

“T deem it my duty to again call your attention to the fact that ——— 
and unnecessary excavations continue to be made upon the site of the new 
Congressional Library building. Iam at loss to know for what purpose these 
excavations are intended. Certainly not for the pro; structure. Much of 
the earth excavated will have to be replaced, thus causing a double expense. 
I call your attention to this matter with much hesitancy, in fact with a certain 
sense of in on. My position, however, entails a positive responsibility, both 
to the public and to yourselves, and I feel impelled under these circumstances 
to write this letter.” ~ 

No notice of this communication or its predecessor being taken by the com- 
mission, l again, on apen 19, 1887, addressed them in the following language: 

“T request that my duties under my apponi may be clearly defined as 
to wliere my responsibility for any part of the work begins and en Also, to 
whom I am responsible and shall make report. Ordinarily this request would 
be unnecessary, as the duties of architects in connection with buildings erected 
under their plans are clearly defined and well-established. Itis well, therefore. 
that my duties should be definitely known, to the end that I may not be hel 
responsible in cases where you rely upon the ju ent of others. You will of 
course understand that Sy Pe responsibility is nen smrod in 
this matter, to an extent equal to, if not rthan, your own, Consequently, 
I feel that at the beginning there should be established a thorough and complete 
ace pera in 

During all this time the work on the excavations proceeded uninterrupted! 
until (by the end of April, 1887), the cost of it had reached the sum of $3,888, as 
shown by the official report of the commission. 

As this letter, like its predecessors, failed to elicit a response I, on May 3, 1887, 
appealed to the commission for a personal hearing, and was invited to Spas 
before them. The statement I made to the commission embodied the s 
above stated, and was sustained by the production of the pay-rolls in the In- 
terior Department and by the record of the commission. The result was the 
stoppage of this worse than useless work, and the transferring of certain powers 
and authority into my hands, leaving the control and appointment of all per- 
sons, including watchmen, excepting only draughtsmen and engineers, in the 
hands of Messrs. Clark and Trainer, 

After having heard my statement and examined the pay-rolls and other 
vouchers, the chairman of the commission, Mr. Da , Fave me earn- 
est personal assurance that I should not be held responsibie for these improvident 
expenditures of public money, and that the responsibility should be placed 
where it so evidently mires i 

Immediately after this meeting, the Government pro] on the premises 
was placed in my control and inventoried by me, an m my requisition 
General Meigs transferred to the use of the Library buil certain Govern- 
ment propery no longer required in the construction of the Pension buildin, 
of which he had charge, I ordered a new inventory to be made, from which 
learned that other and large additions had been made to this species of property, 
without my knowledge, and upon investigation ascertained that it ad been 
gy tee from the o rin charge of the State, War, and Navy Department by 

. Secretary Trainer, on his written request and his allegation that the trans- 
fers would promote ‘economy of public expenditures,” 

How far from the truth this allegation of Mr. Trainer was is shown by the 
fact that the presence of the property thus acquired on the premises as Govern- 
ment property was resis in from me by its delivery to the contractor for the 
concrete work for his private use and profit. On diseovering that this valuable 
property belonged to the Government I addressed the following letter to the 


commission: 
“WASHINGTON, D, C., October 23, 1887. 
“ Hon. Commissioners for the Construction of the Congressional Library Building: 

“ GENTLEMEN: I have recently caused an inventory to be made of the United 
States property upon the site of the Library building, and find among other 
articles the following: 

t One concrete-mixer, complete, one counter-shaft, four boxes forshafts, 14 feet 
5 inches rubber-belt gearing, one clutch, one belt-shifter, and one cluteh-shifter, 
one hoisting engine with two drums and shafts complete, together with a full 
set of oil-cups attached, sixteen open wrenches (assorted), throttle-valve, belt, 
and gird sera complete; one upright boiler and fixtures, consisting of two 
1j-inch gl valves, one safety-valve, one steam-gauge, three gauge-cocks, one 
See gauge-glass and cocks, one grate, one hoe, one hook, and one 
smo ck. 

“Ihave no information of the purchase or acquisition of these articles for the 
Library building. I would respectfully request to be informed if I am to be held 

msible for their safe-keeping. Ifso, I would point out that it would be 
well to furnish me with a list of articles so acquired, so I may exercise 
proper Gitega 4 as to their care. 

“Twoulkd er say that the articles in question constitute a ‘plant’ for pre- 
paring and laying concrete, and Iam informed by the secretary (clerk) of the 
commission that they are now in the possession of the contractor for this work. 
In the bid made by Mr. Barnes, the contractor,and upon which he wasawarded 
the contract, this plant was to have been furnished by himself. Had it been 
understood that the Government was to furnish the same the bids of the vari- 
ous competitors for the work would certainly have been lower. I mention this 
to you for the reason the work is being done in the blaze of publicity, and 
the use of this Government ‘plant’ may possibly provoke unpleasant criti- 
cism, Again, is Mr. Barnes to compensate the Government for the wear and 
tear of this plant? 

* Yours, very respectfully, 
“J, L. SMITHMEYER, 
“ Architect Congressional Library Building.” 

Hon. W. S. HOLMAN 


Chairman of the Commitee we steerer of the 
Cofigressional Library Building. 

In view of all these facts it becomes apparent that Commissioner Clark’s testi- 
monyas given to your committee is unworthy of credence and is flagrantly cok 
ored by his desire to shield himself and Mr. Trainer from the just consequences 
of their reckless conduct. 

Permit me to say in conclusion that I have assiduously endeavored to avoid 
dissensions, but have been unable to submit to official wrong-doing without 
protest. I regret that such A ener ge should have been necessary and have pro- 
voked toward me the hostility of parties interested adversely to the Govern- 
ment; but I am compensated for their assaults upon my character by the satis- 
faction of having performed my duty faithfully and with the approval of the 
maoniy of the Commission for the Construction of the Congressional Library 

uilding. 


Iam, with great respect, truly, yours, 


J, L. SMITHMEYER. 
UNITED STATES or America, District of Columbia, ss: 
J. L. Smithmeyer, being duly sworn, upon oath doth depose and say that he 
proparad the foregoing statement and knows the contents thereof. 
‘That the facts therein stated are true to the best of his knowledge and belief. 
J, L. SMITHMEYER. 


Sworn and subscribed before me September 3, 1888, 
[sEAL.] ALVYN W. COLEMAN, 
Notary Public. 


The SPEAKER. The Chair willcall the attention of the gentleman 
from Pennsylvania to the fact that the communication mentions cer- 
tain plans or diagrams. Does the gentleman desire to have them 

rinted? 
z Mr. KELLEY. This isan extract from the communication made 
to the commission. The diagrams accompanied the original commu- 
nication; but this is only an extract. 

The SPEAKER. Because the Chair was going to suggest that it 
would require n special order to permit the printing of the diagramsin 
the RECORD. 

Mr. BLOUNT. Mr. Speaker, I desire to moye an amendment to the 
resolution of the gentleman from Pennsylvania, making this a special 
committee. There is a committee at this time, as appears from the 
resolution, engaged in investigating the construction of the Library 
building, and directed to inquire into and make report upon that sub- 
ject. It is a matter of very great importance, involving many millions 
of dollars. The action of the House on several occasions in this matter, 
in connection with the sundry civil bill, shows that the House regards 
the situation as to that building as exceedingly grave and well worthy 
of the investigation that is going on. I think, sir, so far as appears to 
this House, that the conduct of the legislation creating that plan, and 
involying the persons named in connection with it, discloses one of the 
most shameful performances I have ever known in my experience in 
connection with public affairs in this country. Now, at this stage, one 
of the gentlemen who is under inquiry seems to have suggested—or at 
least his friend has thought proper to bring into this House a resolu- 
tion investigating the action of members of Congress. 

Mr. KELLEY. TI beg leave to interrupt the gentleman there. 

Mr. BLOUNT. Certainly. 

Mr. KELLEY. Thisresolution is my own, and the result of my own 
cool, calm, and long-entertained purpose to have this country know 
some of the facts that. came to my knowledge in the early days of this 
session. Mr. Smithmeyer nor any other man other than myself is re- 
sponsible for the conception of the charge or the manner in which it 
has been made. I alone claim all the honor, and will assume all the 
discredit that may arise from it. 

Mr. BLOUNT. I take it that the statement of the gentleman from 
Pennsylvania is absolutely trne—— 

Mr. KELLEY. ftis. 

Mr. BLOUNT. And as such I accept it as absolutely true. But I 
am not willing that at the very time this investigation is taking place 
of Mr. Smithmeyer and others connected with the building, that that 
committee shall now pause in their work and proceed to the investiga- 
tion of the character and disreputable and dishonorable conduct of any 
member or members on this floor, That investigatign should proceed 
steadily, and without any diversion to any other inquiry. If for any 
other purpose, sir, we should see fit to turn our attention to other in- 
vestigations, or to an investigation in a new form, respecting the action 
of this House, or of any member of the House—no matter who else may 
be investigated, this pending investigation and inquiry should proceed 
without interruption or delay. 

Again, sir, I think it is due to this House, I think it is due to any 
member who may be involved in the charges under this resolution, 
thatthe most prompt and thorough action should be taken in reference 
to the matter. 

Lam willing, and doubtless every other gentleman is willing, to act 
with the gentleman from Pennsylvania to ascertain whether or not 
there has been any improper action of any member of this House as in- 
dicated in this resolution; and if there is that the country should know 
it, and that this House shall take such action as shall purge its-own 
honor, These resolutions are not connected at all. Investigating the 
contracts in connection with the building does not relate necessarily - 
to any member of this House. The improper conduct of any member 
of this House in relation to it may stand by itself, It is a single alle- 
gation, and I will read it, sir: 

Resolved, That the special committee engaged in investigating the construc- 
tion of the new Library building be directed to inquireand report whether an: 
member of the House acting by or for himself or in concert or combination wit 


others has sought by persuasion, intimidation, or other currupt or improper 
means to influence or control the action of Mr. J. L. Smithmeyer. 


It goes, sir, to the dignity of this House. The Speaker has ruled it 
in order, as a matter of the highest privilege, and this House ought to 
treat it as that privilege suggests, affecting the integrity of the House; 
and therefore, sir, I hope that the House will see that a select special 
committee may be appointed that the country may see that this whole 
House is just as eager as the gentleman from Pennsylvania to have it 
investigated, to have action, and tolet the country knowall aboutit. I 
move, sir, that instead of it being referred to the existing special com- 
mittee that the Chair be directed to appoint a committee of five mem- 
bers to investigate this allegation, and I move to strike out and insert 
so as to make it read as I haye suggested. 

„The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Georgia moves to amend the 
resolution by striking out so much of it as directs the existing com- 
mittee to make the investigation, and substitute in lien thereof that a 
special committee of five members be appointed. 

Mr. HOLMAN. The hasty reading of this resolution and pa 
satisfies me that whoever investigates this subject will be compelled 
to go over much the same ground as that already gone over by the 
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select committee appointed some months ago; and therefore I ask my 
friend, if he thinks it better to appoint another committee, that the 
testimony already taken before the Select Committee on the Library 
should be referred to the committee that he suggests. 

Mr. BLOUNT. So much of itas relates to the object of this inquiry 
I think ought to be referred. It isa single question going to the in- 
tegrity of the members on this floor. There is nothing that deserves 
the attention of this House more highly than that. $ 

Mr. KELLEY. Iwish my friend would pardon me for interrupting 
him there. 

Mr. BLOUNT. Certainly. 

Mr. KELLEY. He broadens my language to an extent that I have 
not contemplated when he makes it apply to members on this floor. 

Mr. BLOUNT. The gentleman is at no disadvantage, for I have 
read his resolution. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I must say to the gentleman from Georgia that I 
think that he will find that the testimony taken by the select commit- 
tee, which is quite voluminous, ought to be before the committee 
which investigates the subject, as proposed by the pending resolution, 
to avoid delay of going over the same ground again. The proposed 
committee, I think, should have this testimony already taken referred 
to that committee. 

Mr. BLOUNT. I would ask my friend what there is in the resolu- 
tion, except that a certain member of this House is involved in the 
matter and the gentleman from Pennsylvania will be prepared at the 

rt time to name the man. 
. KELLEY. Yes. 

Mr. BLOUNT. Why should we not act upon it at once? 

Mr. HOLMAN. I wish to say to my friend from Georgia that this 
Library controversy is a subject that I have had in some measure 
under investigation, and I ought to know a little about it, and my 
friend from Wisconsin [ Mr. CASWELL] ought to know something about 
vn he and I have been the only members that have been present 
when the body of the testimony was taken, so that all that will be 
necessary for him to accomplish his purpose, if he desires to have it 
sent to another committee, will be to have it added to this resolution 
that the testimony already taken before the present committee shall 
be transferred to that. 

Mr. ROGERS. Will the gentleman from Georgia permit me? 

Mr. BLOUNT. The gentleman from Indiana [Mr. HoLMAN] has 
been yery pleasant in his statement about me knowing all about the 
question and very modestly assumed that he knew a little aboutit. I 
have a very great respect for the gentleman from Indiana; but seem- 
ingly harsh speech even in him will not deter me from doing what 
seems to me a matter of duty. 

Mr. HOLMAN. No word has been dropped from my lips that would 
justify the criticism that has been made by the gentleman from Georgia. 
` I would not say a word that would beoffensivetohim. If I have said 
any offensive word I take it all back. 

Mr. BLOUNT. The gentleman from Indiana has charge of this in- 
vestigation in the Library building and knows a little about it and all 
the circumstances, and he seems anxious to get at this investigation. 
Therefore I withdraw my proposition. 

Mr. HOLMAN. No, I disclaim that at once. 

Mr. ROGERS. I renew it. 

Mr. HOLMAN. On the contrary, I would be very glad to have the 
whole business turned over to some other committee. 

Mr. BLOUNT. I withdraw my request to have a select committee 
appointed. 

Mr. COX. I renew it. 

Mr. BLOUNT. I have no doubt, sir—and I say it in all kindness— 
that the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. HoLMAN] is more thoroughly 
informed in relation to this very matter than other members of the 
House. 

Mr. HOLMAN. No; I never heard an intimation of this before. 
What I have heard here is all I know of it. 

Mr. BLOUNT. But my friend has said, and I have no doubt prop- 
erly said, that with the knowledge he has of the investigation that is tak- 
ing place, the facts in possession of his committee will have to be turned 
over to the new committee, and I take his Meaning to be that this in- 
vestigation is already actually pending before his committee. There- 
fore, having had that intimation from the gentleman from Indiana—— 

Mr. HOLMAN. No, my friend misapprehends me. I never heard 
of this particular matter before. But I can see at once that to make 
the testimony upon this point applicable, it will be necessary for the 
committee which investigates the subject to go over ground which has 
been gone over already in the main in the other investigation. 

Mr. BLOUNT. Well, if I misapprehended my friend from Indiana, 
for whom we all have such great respect, in supposing him to mean 
that this very matter has incidentally come up before his own commit- 
tee—— 


Mr. HOLMAN. Will my friend allow me to interrupt him again ? 
I meant simply to say that I can see from the reading of this paper and 
of the resolution that to reach the point involved here it would be neces- 
sary for the committee to go over the ground that has been gone over 
already by our committee. 


Mr. BLOUNT. If that is all, then, Mr. Speaker, I submit my 
amendment to the House, and I now yield to the gentleman from Ar- 
kansas [Mr. ROGERS]. 

Mr. KELLEY. I believe I have the floor. 

Mr. ROGERS. The gentleman from Georgia has yielded to me. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Georgia [ Mr. BLOUNT] se- 
cured the floor and off an amendment, and is, of course, entitled 
to the floor on that amendment, and he now yields to the gentleman 
from Arkansas, 

Mr. ROGERS. Mr. Speaker, to illustrate the propriety, and the 
wisdom as well, of the resolution offered by my friend from Georgia 
[Mr. BLOUNT], let me put the case in this way: Suppose it shall turn 
out that the member of this House who is sought to be investigated is 
a member of the special committee now conducting the Library inyes- 
tigation; we should then have the anomaly of the House of Represent- 
atives referring the subject-matter involving the conduct of a member 
of Congress to a committee of which that gentleman is a member, and 
we should have a member of this House acting upon a special com- 
mittee to investigate himself! I insist, sir, that the proposition is an 
anomalous one, such as probably never has been presented before in 
the House. At all events, the member could not act with any degree 
of propriety or decency upon a committee which was investigating his 
own conduct. 

Mr. CRAIN. Might not the same difficulty arise in the case of the 
appointment of a special committee, so long as the member to be in- 
vestigated is not named? : 

Mr. ROGERS. In response to that, itis to be presumed that the 
gentleman from Pennsylvania who offers this resolution of investiga- 
tion will advise the Speaker before the special committee is appointed 
of the name of the member proposed to be investigated, and it is to be 
presumed that the Speaker, in the organization of the special commit- 
tee, will avoid the impropriety of placing upon it the member who is 
sought to be investigated. Now, I do not know that this point can 
have any application here, but if it should turn out in the way I have 
supposed, what position would the House be in, as well as the mem- 
ber involved? 

Mr. CRAIN. The member would have to withdraw from the com- 
mittee. That is all. 

Mr. ROGERS. Again, Mr. Speaker, if it is important that the in- 
formation already obtained by the committee which has been investi- 
gating the subject-matter of the Library should be in the possession of 
the committee making this special investigation, the Speaker, in the 
organization of thenew committee, would doubtless leave off the member 
or members involved, so that the special committee would have the 
benefit of all the information that is now in possession of the old com- 
mittee, and at the same time the difficulty I have pointed out would 
be avoided. Therefore, sir, as a matter of propriety and of correct ac- 
tion upon the part of the House, I claim that this special committee 
ought to be organized by the Speaker for the purpose of making this 
special investigation; and the Speaker in the exercise of his discretion 
and wisdom will doubtless appoint a committee which will make a 
proper and thorough investigation. I now yield the floor back to the 
gentleman from Georgia, if he desires it. 

Mr. KELLEY. Mr. Speaker—— è 

Mr. BLOUNT. The gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. KELLEY] 
seems to have lost his right to the floor by inadvertence, and I am not 
disposed to take any advantage of him. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Pennsylvania yiclded to the 
gentleman from Georgia [Mr. BLOUNT], and thereupon the gentleman 
from Georgia offered an amendment to the resolution, and was of course 
entitled to the floor to speak to his amendment. The Chair recognizes 
the gentleman from Pennsylvania as being still in control of the reso- 
lution and will recognize him when the gentleman from Georgia yields 
the floor. 

Mr. BLOUNT. The gentleman from New York [Mr. Cox] desires 
a few minutes, and I now yield to him such time as he wislfes. 

Mr. COX. Only a moment. It is very unfortunate that our Li- 
brary building, or its construction, has been postponed by this unto- 
ward business. I would favor the amendment proposed by the gen- 
tleman from Georgia [Mr. BLOUNT], because I am told that this inquiry 
involves some member of the Honse who is upon the committee of 
which the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. HOLMAN] is chairman. 

Mr. KELLEY. I have not said so. 

Mr. COX. It does not involve the gentleman from Indiana [ Mr. 
HOLMAN]; we all know that. [Laughter.] The name of the member 
it does involve is going around in the House ina gossipy way, and I 
am here to say for the man involved that he is entitled to a fair, clear, 
and complete opportunity to meet anything that may be brought 
against him. 

Ithinka special committee will do that. In the making up ofaspecial 
committee the Speaker will of course have in view the selection of those 
who are familiar with the subject, and will be likely to put upon the 
committee gentlemen who have already investigated matters which are 
cognate with it. I think, however, the suggestion of the gentleman 
from Indiana is worthy of consideration; I mean his suggestion that all 
the testimony already taken be trausierred to the special committee 
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which I think this House will probably organize. I therefore move as 
an amendment—— 

Mr. BLOUNT. The gentleman will allow me to ask whether he does 
not think it possible that the turning over of that testimony to this com- 
mittee might disclose matters not connected with this second investi- 
gation and which onght not to be published at this time? 

Mr. COX. So far as concerns the testimony to be turned over to the 
special committee, if it be appointed ——— 

Mr. KELLEY. If I may be allowed, I think I can make a sugges- 
tion which will be satisfactory to both the gentlemen. Let the special 
committee be appointed, and let it be made the duty of the chairman 
of the existing committee to send the name and address of every wit- 
ness that has been examined before that committee to the chairman of 
the new committee. This would give a clue to the sources of the evi- 
dence and to the people who are familiar with the business of this con- 
struction, while it would leave the new committee free to examine its 
own witnesses. The examinations of the committee already organized 
haye gone on practically in private. An investigation touching the 
highest privilege of the House, because involving the character and in- 
tegrity of a member thereof in his representative capacity, should be 
open. The party accused should be permitted to appear by counsel, 
and if need be the party making the arraignment should be allowed to 
conduet the investigation or name a competent person to do so. 

Mr. WHITTHORNE, Willthe gentleman from Pennsylvania yield 
to me a moment? 

“ Mr. KELLEY. The gentleman from New York [Mr. Cox] has the 
oor. 

Mr. COX. I yield to the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. HOLMAN] 
if I have the right to do so. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Mr. Speaker, the first intimation I had that any 
gentleman connected with the committee was involved in any degree 
in the resolution offered by the gentleman from Pennsylvania—— 

Mr. KELLEY. I beg the gentleman to believe that I have made 
no such suggestion. 

Mr. HOLMAN. It is made at any rate by the gentleman from New 
York; and it is the first intimation I have had on that subject, beyond 
what has been whispered around the House during the last twenty 
minutes. Under these circumstances, I can see myself the propriety 
of appointing another committee; and I think that course ought to be 
pursued. 

I wish to suggest, however, that the testimony already taken, in order 
to be valuable, must be connected with this inquiry. I think there 
will be no embarrassment whatever in making this resolution a little 
broader, so as to embrace the provisions of the original resolutions under 
which the existing committee was appointed, making both subjects a 
matter of inquiry, and adopting also an amendment transferring to this 
new committee the testimony heretofore taken, as the inquiry will 
cover, to a large extent, the same ground. 

Mr. O’NEILL, of Missouri. Is not your committee now investigat- 
ing this man Smithmeyer in connection with charges of improper con- 
duct on his part? 

Mr. HOLMAN. It is investigating the general subject. 

Mr. O’NEILL, of Missouri. The impression in this House among 
many members is that this man Smithmeyer has been charged with 
improper conduct in regard to certain contracts—cement contracts and 
other contracts—and that your committee is now investigating him in 
connection with that matter. Are you not? 

Mr. HOLMAN. The subject embraces that, undoubtedly. 

Mr. O'NEILL, of Missouri. Then the investigation now proposed 
would not involve a stoppage of the investigation now going on by your 
committee. 

Mr. HOLMAN. No; but let me suggest—— 

Mr. O'NEILL, of Missouri. Thegentleman will pardon me. What 
I wanted to get at is that this man Smithmeyer shall not escape the 
investigation by raising a charge of this kind that one of the members 
has been following him up. 

Mr. HOLMAN. It is manifest, as my friend from Missouri must 
concede, that if a member of the committee is involved in any charge 
of improper conduct, he ought not to act on the committee. 

Mr. O’NEILL, of Missouri. Certainly not. 

Mr. HOLMAN. No matter who might be on the committee, a mem- 
ber under any charge of improper conduct of course should not be on the 
committee. So that you would have to reorganize the committee in 
any event. Therefore I think this whole matter should be transferred 
to another committee as pro, 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from New York [Mr. Cox] has 
the floor. 

Mr. COX. The gentleman from Tennessee [Mr. WHITTHORNE] de- 
sires to ask a question. 

Mr. WHITTHORNE. I think it due to the House and the country, 
as well as to every individual member, thatthe gentleman from Penn- 
sylvania should name the member referred te in his resolution. I ask 
him to name that member. 

Mr. KELLEY. When the House shall have taken action, when the 
committee shall have been appointed, and I shall have received notice 
when and where to meet it, I will make known the name of the person 
to whom I allude in that resolution—not until then. 


Mr. WHITTHORNE. In the mean time injustice may be done toa 
great many members. 

Mr. COX. Ido not see any objection to having the testimony al- 
ready taken which has reference to this very business transferred to 
this new committee in order that it may have access to it and obtain 
from it such data as may be pertinent. 

Mr. KELLEY. One moment. The testimony taken does not relate 
to the question of the exercise or attempted exercise of improper in- 
fluence by a member because the chairman of the committee, who has 
been present at all these meetings, says he had not heard such an in- 
timation until he heardit from me on the floor. Therefore it is not the 
same question. They are investigating the methods of construction, 
good, bad, or indifferent, honest or dishonest; I allege that a member 
of this House has by improper conduct sought to control the material 
which should be put into that building, by influence, by favor or hos- 


tility. 

Mr. OATES. 
say—— 

Mr. COX. I will withdraw the amendment I intended to offer, but 
I think it is due to this House and due to members that the name of 
the man who isimplicated should be revealed. [Applause on the Dem- 
ocratic side. ] 

Mr. McCLAMMY. If anybody has done anything let us know who 
it is. 

Mr. KELLEY. In matters of this kind my j judgment and conscience 
control me, and when the proper time comes to reveal the name I will 
do it. [Applause on the Republican side. ] i 

I demand the previous question on the resolution. 

Mr. BLOUNT. I have the floor. So faras the statement of the 
gentleman from Pennsylvania is concerned that he will at the proper 
time reveal the name of the gentleman to whom he alludes; I think 
we can all afford to be content. I take it asa pledge which the gen- 
tleman will observe; and now in order that we may proceed to some 
other business I will yield the floor so the gentleman may ask for the 
previous question. 

Mr. KELLEY. I demand the previous question. 

Mr. OATES. I wish to ask the gentleman from Pennsylvania this 
question. I understood him to state awhile ago that it was intended 
the member against whom this charge is made should be heard by 
counsel. Now, how can he appear by counsel when the gentleman 
from Pennsylvania will not give his name? 

Mr. KELLEY. I say if the Chair will name the committee, if it is 
to be a special one, that as soon as the vote istaken and Ishall besum- 
moned I will give the name. If the business is to remain with the 
existing committee—— 

Mr. ROGERS. I hope the House will be informed just exactly what 
it is we are called upon to vote. 

TheSPEAKER. The Chair will have the resolution again read. 

The resolution was again read. 

Mr. ROGERS. Irise to a point of order. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. ROGERS. When the gentleman from Georgia withdrew his 
amendment fora special committee both the gentleman trom New York 
and myself renewed it. . 

The SPEAKER. Both could not. The gentleman from New York 
renewed it, but subsequently withdrew it. 

Mr. BLOUNT. I renewed it. 

Mr. COX. The gentleman from Georgia renewed his own motion. 

The SPEAKER. Which was to strike out so much of the resolution 
as directs the existing committee to make the investigation and substi- 
tute in lieu thereof a special committee to consist of five members. 
The Chair did not understand the gentleman to renew it, but hestates 
he did. ~ 

Mr. ROGERS. Hear mea moment. [Cries of "Regular order !”] 

“The SPEAKER. The regular order is demanded. 

Mr. ROGERS. I wish to offer an amendment which I think the 
House will accept if it will hear it. 

Mr. KELLEY. Idemand the previous question. 

The SPEAKER. The question is first on the amendment of the 

tleman from Georgia. 

Mr. ROGERS. Wewillamend ittosuit ourselves. 
me as it is. 

The House divided; and there were—ayes 91, noes none. 

So the previous question was ordered. 

The question recurred on Mr. BLOUNT’sS amendment. 

The amendment was agreed to; and the resolution as amended was 
adopted. 

Mr. KELLEY. Mr.‘Speaker, I trust my name will not be included 
in the number of the special committee to be anpointed by the Speaker. 
I will have to appear before the committee, and therefore it is improper 
that I should be a member of it. 


PUBLIC BUILDING, DETROIT. 


Mr. CHIPMAN. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to discharge 
the Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union from the 
further consideration of the bill (H. It. 9447) to restore certain money 
to the fund for erecting a public building at the city of Detroit, and put 


I understand the gentleman from Pennsylvania to 


It does not suit 
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it upon its passage, I will say this does not take a penny out of the 


‘Treasury. 
The SPEAKER. The bill will be read, subject to the right of ob- 
jection. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Whereas two lots of land in the city of Detroit, Mich., contiguous to the pres- 
ent site of the pooma building in said city, were pure! by the Govern- 
peyton an add bes to said site for the purpose of erecting a new public build- 

thereon; an 
ereas the purchase-money paid for said lots was taken out of and deducted 
ao the amount appropriated for the erection of said building in said city; 


Whereas the project of erecting said building on said lots has been abandoned, 
and other lots of land purchased for that pur, : Therefore, 

Be it enacted, ete., That the Secretary of the Treasury is hereby directed to sell 
said two lots of land for a sum at least equal to the purchase price paid by the 
Government therefor, and to restore to appropriation for said public build- 
ing the amount realized from said sale. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present consideration of 
this bill? 

Mr. BLAND. I think we had better have the report read. 

The report (by Mr. NeWwron) was read, as follows: 

Th eraa Pater gp recy t ired two lots of land in th tth isti 

post oflcs in Detroit, for the ent ec ot pet nes inareon a Soi pantie baildiba. 
Afterwards a new site ina different partof the city was purchased and paid for, 
and the project of using the two lotsand the old site abandoned. ‘These two lots 
were fa for out of the appropriation to erect the new building at Detroit and 
cost $110,000, which the bill seeks to restore after sale of the abandoned lots or 
so much thereof as the lots may sell for. We have no doubt that that is just, 
and recommend the passage of the bill, 

Mr. BLAND. I wish to ask the gentleman what, independent of 
the two lots proposed to be sold, is the amount of the appropriation 
made for the erection of this building? 

` Mr. CHIPMAN. We had an appropriation in all of something over 
$1,200,000, in one way or another. Does the gentleman mean what is 
the limit of the cost? 

Mr. BLAND. The total amount. 

Mr, CHIPMAN. There was an appropriation of $500,000 originally, 
out of which they bought the two lots provided to be sold here, and 
afterwards abandoned the idea of using them. 

Mr. BLAND. Itis proposed to sell these lots and put the money in 
another public building ? ; 

Mr. CHIPMAN. No; you are mistaken. 
voted to the same building. 

Mr. BLAND. Well, on the same lot. 

Mr. CHIPMAN. Yes, sir. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. Let me ask the gentleman if this does not 
amount to an appropriation of $500,000 additional. 

Mr. CHIPMAN. No, sir. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. What is the value of these lots? 

Mr. CHIPMAN. They paid $110,000 for the lots, and that amount 
was taken from theappropriation. Now we want tosell these lots and 

mt the money back into the appropriation to be applied to the build- 


The money is to be de- 


ir r. COBB. When the act making the additional appropriation was 
d, was not this purchase considered? 

Mr. CHIPMAN. No, sir; it was taken out of the whole appropria- 
tion. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I would like to ask the gentleman how long it has 
been since these lots were purch: 

Mr. CHIPMAN. About three years. 

Mr. HOLMAN. In that event, the purchase having been so long 
ago, it seems to me that this property should besold under an appraise- 
ment, with the provision that it shall not be sold for less than the ap- 
praised value. 

Mr. CHIPMAN. I hope the gentleman will not insist upon that. 
It is not necessary. . 

Mr. BLAND. I wish to ask a further question, whether or not this 
will increase the cost of the public building. 

Mr. CHIPMAN. No; not one cent. 

There being no objection, the bill was considered and ordered to be 
engrossed and read a third time; and being engrossed, it was accord- 
ingly read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. CHIPMAN moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill was 
passed; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 
table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS, 


Mr. McCREARY, I demand the regular order. 

Mr. BRUMM. Irise to a question of privilege. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. BRUMM. I call the attention of the House to the fact that 
some three months ago or more certain charges were made and state- 
ments by my colleague, Hon. WILLIAM L. SCOTT, as to the truth ofa 
statement I had made, and a number of other statements. My col- 
league agreed to be here to-day, and I should like to know if he is in 
the Hall? I do not see him in his seat. If he is not present I shall 
of course defer what I am about to say, but give notice that I shall call 
it up the very first time I meet him in the House, 


Mr. McCREARY. I move to dispense with the morning hour for 
the call of committees for reports. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. McCREARY. I ask unanimous consent that members having 
reports to make may file them with the Clerk. 

There was no objection. 


FILING OF REPORTS. 
5 stony following reports were filed by being handed in at the Clerk’s 
esk: 
LANDS FOR QUARANTINE PURPOSES. 


Mr. PAYSON, from the Committee on the Public Lands, reported back 
favorably the bill (H. R. 10931) to donate and transfer to the State of 
Louisiana for quarantine purposes certain lands on the Mississippi River 
belonging to the United States, subject to reversion to the United States 
in the event of their non-usage for quarantine purposes, and requiring 
the proper department of the United States Government to execute the 
necessary transfer to the State of Louisiana on the condition aforesaid; 
which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the state 
of the Union, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 

EMMA F. READ. 


Mr. YODER, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, reported back 
favorably the bill (H. R. 5408) granting a pension to Emma F. Read; 
which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the Pri- 
vate Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be 
printed. i 
JANE E. KNOBLE. 


Mr. YODER also, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, reported 
back favorably the bill (H. R. 10708) granting a pension to Jane E. 
Knoble; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House on 
the Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to 
be printed. 

P. F. WARTERFIELD, 

Mr. STONE, of Kentucky, from the Committee on War Claims, re- 
ported back favorably the bill (H. R. 11114) for the relief of P. F. 
Warterfield; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House 
on the Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered 
to be printed. 

MATILDA COOK. 

Mr. STONE, of Kentucky, also, from the Committee on War Claims, 
reported back favorably the bill (H. R. 11190) for the relief of Matilda 
Cook; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House on 
the Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to 
be printed. 

MONEY EXPENDED BY STATES IN AID OF THE GOVERNMENT. 


Mr. STONE, of Kentucky, also, from the Committee on War Claims, 
reported back favorably the bill (S.3420) authorizing the Secretary of 
War toascertain what amountof money has been expended by the States 
of California, Oregon, and Nevada for military purposes in aid of the Gov- 
ernment ofthe United States during the war of the rebellion; which was 
referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the stateof the Union, 
and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 

BRIDGES ACROSS MISSISSIPPI RIVER: 


Mr. CRISP, from the Committee on Commerce, reported back favor- 
ably the bill (H. R. 11139) to authorize the building of a bridge or 
bridges across the Mississippi River at La Crosse, Wis.; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee of the Whole House on the Private Calendar, 
and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 

BRUNSWICK COLLECTION DISTRICT, GEORGIA. 


Mr. CRISP also, from the Committee on Commerce, reported back 
favorably the bill (H. R. 11101) to include Sapelo Island in the Bruns- 
wick collection district, in the State of Georgia; which was referréd to 
the een Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be 

rinted. 
F Mr. STEELE, from the Committee on Military Affairs, reported back 
with amendment the joint resolution (S. R. 56) granting permission to 
officers and enlisted men members of the Military Order of the Loyal 
Legion of the United States and of the Grand Army of the Republic 
to wear the badges adopted by those orders; which was referred to the 
House Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be 
printed. 

PURCHASE OF GENERAL SHIELDS’S SWORDS. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND, from the Committee on Military Affairs, reported 
back favorably the joint resolution (H. Res. 202) to construe and deter- 
mine the amount to be paid by the Secretary of War in the following 
act of Congress passed at this session, namely: ‘‘An act to purchase of 
the widow and children of the late General James Shields certain 
swords;’’ which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House on 
the Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be 
printed. 2 


HENRIETTA WALDRON. 


Mr. THOMPSON, of Ohio, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 
reported back favorably the bill (H. R. 7344) granting a pension to 
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Henrietta Waldron; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole 
House on the Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, 
ordered to be printed. 

~ MABINDA WAKEFIELD REED. 

Mr. THOMPSON, of Ohio, also, from the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions, reported back favorably the bill (H. R. 10791) granting a pen- 
sion to Marinda Wakefield Reed; which was referred to the Committee 
of the Whole House on the Private Calendar, and, with the accompa- 
nying report, ordered to be printed. 

ADVERSE REPORTS. 

Mr. THOMPSON, of Ohio, also, from the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions, reported back adversely bills of the following titles, which 
were severally laid on the table: 

A bill (H. R. 3987) granting a pension to Amelia T. Segwert; and 

A bill (H. R. 4010) granting a pension to Surg. Henry Gill. 

SARAH A. WOODBRIDGE. 

Mr. THOMPSON, of Ohio, also, from the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions, reported back favorably the bill (S. 3276) granting restoration 
of pension to Sarah A. Woodbridge; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee of the Whole House on the Private Calendar, and, with the ac- 
com panying report, ordered to be printed. 

ENROLLED BILL SIGNED. 

Mr. KILGORE, from the Committee on Enrolled reported that 
they had examined and found duly enrolled a bill of the following 
title; when the Speaker signed the same, namely: 

A bill (H. R. 8310) to provide for the disposal of the Fort Wallace 
military reservation, in 

ORDER OF BUSINESS. ¢ 

The SPEAKER. The hour for the consideration of bills begins at 
twelve minutes after 1 o’clock, and the call rests with the Committee 
on Expenditures in the Interior Department, which has an unfinished 
matter before the House. 

Mr. NEILL, of Missouri. The gentleman from Tennessee [Mr. 
VASEA S in charge of the pending bill is not in his seat at the 
moment, and I ask that the committee be passed over, retaining its 
right to the hour to which it is entitled. 


, Mr. MoMILLIN. What is the pending bill? 
TheSPEAKER. The Clerk will report it. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


Fn ye (H. R. 1548) to increase the efficiency of the medical division of the Pen- 
jon Bureau, 

Mr. McMILLIN. I have no objection to the request, 

There being no further objection, the request of Mr. O'NEILL, of 
Missouri, was to. 

The SPEAKER proceeded to call the committees. - 

Mr. HATCH. Mr. Speaker, I do not think the members gènerally 
understand the object of this call. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair stated distinctly that this hour is set 
apart for the consideration of bills reported from committees, and that 
the call rested with the Committee on Expenditures in the Interior De- 

artment, which thereupon was by unanimous consent passed without 
ingitsright. The Chair is now calling the committees for presenta- 
tion of bills for consideration. 

Mr. HERBERT. I would like to ask if the Committee on Naval 
Affairs has been called? R 

The SPEAKER. Not this morning. The Committee on Expendi- 
tures in the Navy Department has just been called. 


ABOLITION OF CIRCUIT-COURT POWERS. 


Mr. CULBERSON (when the Committee on the Judiciary was 
reached). I call up Senate bill 3234, a bill to abolish circuit-court 
powers of certain courts in the United States, and for other purposes. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, elc., That there shall be, and is hereby, established a circuit court 
of the United States in and for the western district o Arkansas, for the northern 


J 
said circuit courts, 
respectively, shall be held at the times and places now provided by law for the 
holding of the district courts in said districts, respectively, and also at Helena, 
=o district of Arkansas, at the same time the court is now 
eld. 


Sec. 2. That said circuit courts, respectively, shall have and exercise, within 
their respective districts, the same original and appellate jurisdiction as are or 
may be conferred by law upon the other cirouit courts of the United States. 
And all suits, causes, and p: ings now pending in the said several respect- 
ive district courts (and in the district court of the ct of West Virginia), in 
and concerning which the said district courts exercise cireuit-court powers, s 
be transferred to and belong to the jurisdiction of said circuit courts, respect- 
ively, and shall be proceeded with accordingly. 

Sxc. 3, That there shall be appointed for each of said circuit courts in this act 
mentioned, by the cirenit-court judge of the circuit, a clerk, who shall take the 
oath and give bond required by law for clerks of cireui 
por re i all the duties and be entitled to all the fi uments p 
scribed by general law, And the United States marshals of said respective dis- 


said circuit courts, respectively, shall ha wer to make such 
orders and directionsas shall ‘4 er robe said disteiet 


matters, 
g to the said circuit courts. 


be proper for the transf 


courts 
of all causes, files, and papers as by force of this 


Sec. 5. That.the provisions of the act entitled “An act to amend sections 533, 
556, 571, and 572 of the Revised Statutes of the United States relating to courts in 
Arkansas and other States,” approved January 31, 1877, conferring upon the 
district court for the eastern district of Arkansas, held at Helena, circuit-court 
powers, and section 571 of the Revised Statutes of the United States be, and the 
same are hereby, repealed: and all causes, suits, proceedings, records, files, and 
papers in matters now pending in such district court at Helena (and in the dis- 
triet court of the district of West Virginia), in or under the exercise of circuit 
powers or jurisdiction, shall be removed and transferred to the circuit court for 
the eastern district of Arkansas (and for the district of West Virginia, respect- 
ively,) in the same manner and with the same effect as is hereinbefore in this 
act provided in respect of said other districts. 

Sec, 6. That whenever nd or petit jurors are summoned for service in said 
courts in said respective districts in this act named they shall be the grand and 
petit jurors for both said circnit.and district courts so held at the same time and 
place. 


The amendment proposed by the committee was read, as follows: 

That hereafter in all cases tried before any circuit court of the United States, 
or before any district court having circuit powers, the judgment of such court 
may, upon the application of the defendant, be re-examined and reversed or 
affirmed by the Supreme Court of the United States upon a writ of error, 
granted under such rules and regulations. as said court may prescribe. 

Mr. CULBERSON. I yield the floor to the gentleman from Arkan- 
sas [Mr. ROGERS]. 

r. ROGERS. Inredraughting this substitute by inadvertence I left 
out the word ‘‘ capital” before the word “‘cases’’ in the first line, and 
in order that the bills may be presented properly to the House, I ask 
that that be inserted. 

The amendment to the amendment of the committee was agreed to. 

Mr. ROGERS. ‘The purpose of the Judiciary Committee was to sub- 
stitute this single section for the Senate bill, and if the section as it 
would now read is not explicit enough as an explanation, then I will 

lain anything further that may be necessary; but unless some one 

for it, I hope the House will now take a vote. 

Mr. BLAND. I think we ought to have the bill explained. 
Mr. ROGERS, Very well. This is the same question which was 
up some time ago, when the House provided for an appeal from cir- 
cuit courts and from district courts exercising certain powers in capi- 
tal cases, so that when parties are tried for capital offenses and are 
sentenced to be condemned to death they may asa matter of right have 
a writ of error to the Supreme Court of the United States for the pur- 
pose of reviewing the law. That is all there isin the bill. Ido not 
know of but one thing that heed be mentioned in addition to that, and 
that is this: As to the probable increase of cases that might reach the 
Supreme Court, I think they would probably be forty in the course of 
the year, possibly half of that number; and as between the increase of 
that business and the humanity that is embraced in this bill it does 
seem to me that the humanity ought to prevail. I have always held 
that no man ought to be condemned to death in any country without 
having a writ to some supreme court to review the law other than that 
which has passed upon his case at nisi prius. The writs of error will 
be provided under this bill in the same way as now provided for in all 
other cases. 

The amendment of the committee as amended was agreed to; the 
bill as amended was ordered to a third reading, and it was accordingly 
read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. ROGERS moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill was 
passed; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 
table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


ADDITIONAL MODE OF TAKING DEPOSITIONS. 


Mr. CULBERSON. I now call up the bill (S. 832) to provide an 
additional mode of taking depositions of witnesses in causes pending in 
the courts of the United States. 

Mr. BRUMM. [rise to a privileged question. If the Chair will re- 
member, before the motion of re gentleman from Arkansas was made, 
which was in order, I rose and I simply wanted the Chair to indicate and 
ask the gentleman whether he intended to make such a motion. I 
was willing to let the gentleman do that; and then the Chair recog- 
nized the gentleman from Texas. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore.. The Chair would ask the gentleman 
from Pennsylvania whether he desires to interrupt the proceedings 
during this hour for the consideration of bills. 

Mr. BRUMM. I do not, if I may be recognized after this hour is 


passed. 
Mr. CULBERSON. I call up Senate bill 832. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, cic., Thatin addition to the mode of taking the depositions of 
witnesses under dedimus potestatem or otherwise now provided by law, in 
causes penam at law in the district and circuit courts of the United States, it 
shall be lawful for such courts to make rules and regulations allowing the tak- 
ing of depositions ortestimony under dedimus potestatem or otherwise as near 
as may be, according to the mode prescribed by the laws of the State in which 
the courts are held. 


The amendment offered by the committee was read, as follows: 


That in addition to the mode of taking depositions of witnesses in causes 

dagat law or in equity in the district and circuit courts of the United States 

hall be lawful to take depositions or testimony of witnesses in the mode pre- 
seribed by the laws of the State in which the courts are held. 


Mr. CULBERSON. I will now yield to the gentleman from Ala- 
bama [Mr. OATES]. 
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Mr. OATES. I will ask that the report be read. 
and it states the fact as well as I could. 
The report (by Mr. OATES) was read, as follows: 


The Committee on the Judiciary, to whom was referred the bill (S. 832) to 
vide an additional mode of taking depositions of witnesses in causes pend- 
ie in the courts of the United States, having had the same under consideration, 
report: 
he main purpose of the bill is to invest the district and circuit courts of the 

United States with the discretion of making rules for the taking of depositions 
of witnesses in causes at law pending in their respective courts independent of 
the method prescribed by the United States statutes, and the latter part of the 
bill, which prescribes that these rules, as near as may be, shall conform to the 
laws of the States in which such courts are held, is merely directory and not 
obligatory; in other words, if enacted into law its only effect wonld be to invest 
the courts with power andauthority, in their discretion, to make whatever rules 
they deem proper for the taking of depositions of witnesses in cases atlaw. It 
follows, that under its provisions two district courts in the same State might 
have different rules, or a district anda circuit court held atthe same place might 
have different rules touching the same subject-matter, which might produce 
great confusion, uncertainty, and inconvenience. 

Your committee therefore recommend that said bill be amended by striking 
out all after the enacting clause, and inserting the following: 

“Phat in addition to the mode of taking depositions of witnesses in causes 


It is very short, 


pending at law or in equity in the district and circuit courts of the United States, 
it shall be lawful to take the depositions or testimony of witnesses in the mode 
prescri by the laws of the State in which the courts are held.” 


And thus amended your committee recommend the passage of the bill, 

Mr. OATES. The report explains the necessity for the passage of 
this bill and for the amendments submitted. It points out the objec- 
tion to the bill as passed by the Senate, and I ask that the bill be put 
on its third reading and passage. 

The amendment of the committee was adopted. 

Mr. MACDONALD. I wanted to ask the gentleman in charge of 
the bill if the object of this substitute is to secure uniformity in taking 
testimony. 

Mr. OATES. 
mode. 

The bill asamended was ordered to a third reading; andit was accord- 
ingly read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. OATES moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill was 
passed; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 
table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. à 

Mr. OATES. I think it would be proper to ask a conference with 
the Senate on this matter, because the House passed a bill similar to 
this before and there is a manifest disagreement. I will therefore 
inquire if it is in order to ask a conference with the Senate. This is an 
amendment of their bill by striking out all after the enacting clause. 
It will come to tbat in the end, and that is the reason why I ask the 
committee on conference now. 

TheSPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Alabama asks that 
the House insist upon its amendment to the Senate bill and request 
a conference with the Senate. If there be no objection, the conferees, 
will be appointed during the day. 

There was no objection; and it was so ordered. 

REFUND OF ADDITIONAL TOBACCO TAX. 


Mr. CULBERSON. I call up the bill (H. R. 11258) for the relief 
of certain persons who paid additional taxes assessed against them 
under the act of March 3, 1875. This bill has been upon the Calen- 
dar, and I ask unanimous consent that the Committee of the Whole be 
discharged from the further consideration of the bill, and that it be 
considered in the House as in Committee of the Whole. I will state 
it is a very short bill. 

There was no objection. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, ete., That the Secretary ofthe Treasury is hereby authorized and 
directed, out of any moneys in the Treasury not otherwise appropriated, within 
two years after the approval of this act, to pay to any persons who may present 
their claims to the Commissioner of Internal Revenue such sums of money, re- 
spectively, as they shall show to said Commissioner to haye been severally 
paid by them, or the persons whom they legally represent, as an additional tax 
on tobaceo, cigars, or cigarettes, which they sold or removed for sale or con- 
sumption, on the 3d day of March, 1875. 


Mr. CULBERSON. I yield the floor to the gentleman from North 
Carolina [Mr. HENDERSON ]. 
Mr. HENDERSON, of North Carolina. I ask for the reading of the 


report. 
The report (by Mr. HENDERSON, of North Carolina) is as follows: 


The Committee on the Judiciary, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 11039) 
for the relief of certain persons who paid additional taxes assessed against them 
under the act of March 3, 1875, submit the following report: 

An act of Congress of March 3, 1875, increased the internal-revenue tax on to- 
bacco from 20 cents to 24 cents per pound, The law contained the express pro- 
viso that it “shall not apply to tobacco on which the tax under existing laws 
shall have been paid when this act takes effect,” A great many persons pur- 

stamps to pay all the taxes which had accrued on their tobacco, cigars, 

and cigarettes, but did not affix the stamps to the same until March 8, 1875. 

The Commissioner of Internal Revenue ruled that there were no fractions of a 

day and that the stamps must have been affixed at or before midnight of March 

2. The Commissioner of Internal Revenue estimates the amount of tax to be re- 

funded, in case this bill becomes a law, at not exceeding $100,000, and he sug- 

certain chavges in the bill which have been concurred in by the commit- 

eê. In accordance therewith the committee recommend the adoption of the 

Seameopenying substitute and that the original bill (H. R. 11039) do lie upon the 
e. 


[Mr. HENDERSON, of North Carolina, withholds his remarks for re- 
vision. See APPENDIX. ] 


It is to secure uniformity and provide an additional 


The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time; and being 
engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and A 

Mr. HENDERSON, of North Carolina, moved to reconsider the vote 
by which the bill was passed; and also moved that the motion to recon- 
sider be laid upon the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


SAMUEL I. GUSTIN. 


Mr. CULBERSON, I call up bill H. R. 10919, to make valid a deed 
to a certain tract of land in Bibb County, Georgia, made and delivered 
by Brig. Gen. Davis Tilson, acting assistant commissioner of the Freed- 
men’s Bureau, to Samuel I. Gustin, his heirs and assigns, and I ask 
unanimous consent that the Committee of the Whole House on the 
state of the Union be discharged from the further consideration of the 
bill, and that it be considered in the House as in Committee of the 
Whole. 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be itenacted, etc., Thatthe title conveyed by deed from Davis Tilson, brigadier- 

neral of volunteers and acting assistant commissioner of the Freedmen’s 

ureau, on the 27th day of April;-1866, to Samuel I. Gustin, of the county of 
Bibb, State of Georgia, to 4 acres 1 rod and 10 perches of land situated in said 
county and State, being a part of the 20-acre lot number § in the Macon re- 
serve, west of the Ocmulgee River, and further known as a part of that portion 
of said lot which H. I. Peters and Jacob Russell deeded to Samuel P, Moore in 
his capacity of surgeon-general of the Confederate States, is hereby confirmed 
to,and whatever right or interest which the United States may be supposed to 
have in said described tract of land is hereby granted and released to the said 
Samuel I. Gustin, his heirs or assigns. 

Sec.2. That all laws and parts of laws militating against this act be, and the 
same are hereby, repealed, 


Mr.CULBERSON. [I yield now tothe gentleman from Georgia [Mr. 
STEWART]. 

Mr. STEWART, of Georgia. Mr. Speaker, I desire to explain very 
briefly the object of this bill. During the existence of the Confederate 
government, it purchased a tract of land in Bibb County for the pur- 
poses of an arsenal. After the close of the war the property was taken 
charge of by the Freedmen’s Bureau, and later General Tilson, who 
was acting assistant commissioner of the Freedmen’s Bureau, made a 
deed of the property to Mr. Gustin, The question has arisen as to the 
authority of General Tilson to make that deed. The Government has 
the money which was paid for the property, and the present owners 
simply desire to have the deed made by General Tilson validated by 
this act. 

The bill was ordered to be en and read a third time; and 
being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. STEWART, of Georgia, moved to reconsider the vote by which 
the bill was passed ; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be 
laid on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


CIRCUIT AND DISTRICT COURT AT JOHNSON CITY, TENN. 


Mr. CULBERSON. I now call up a bill (H. R. 11087) to establish 
a circuit and district court at Johnson City, Tenn. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. That bill, the Chair is informed, is 
upon the Calendar of the Committee of the Whole House on the state 
of the Union. 

Mr. CULBERSON,. It ought to be upon the House Calendar, and I 
now ask unanimous consent that the Committee of the Whole House 
on the state of the Union be discharged from the further consideration 
of the bill, and that it be considered in the House as in committee. 

There was no objection, and it was so orjered. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That a term of the circuit court and of the district court for 
the eastern district of Tennessee shall be held at Johnson City, in said Siate, in 
each year, on the first Mondays of May and November after the passage of this 
act. That the said courts shall be known as the mountain division of the east- 
ern district of Tennessee, and shall consist of the following counties, to wit: 
Johnson, Carter, Unicoi, Sullivan, Wsenipgton; Greene, Hawkins, and Han- 
cock; but no additional clerk or marshal shall be appointed in said district. 
That said courts shall be held by the circuit and district judges now assigned to 
hold the courts of the eastern district of Tennessee, 

Src.2. That the clerks of the circuit and district courts of the eastern district 
of Tennessee, and the marshal and district attorney for said district, shall per- 
form the duties pertaining to their offices, respectively, for said courts; and the 

d clerks and marshals shal! cach appomns a deputy to reside and keep their 
offices in the said Johnson City, and who shall, in the absence of their princi- 
pals, do and perform all the duties appertaining to their offices, respectively. 

Sec. 3. That all suits not of a local nature in the circuit and district courts 
against a single defendant, inhabitant of said State, must be brought in the di- 
vision of the district where he resides; but if there are two or more defendants 
residing in different divisions of the district such suits may be brouglitin either 
division. Al issues of fact in said suit shall be tried at a term of the court held 
in the division where the suit is so brought, . 

Sec, 4. That all prosecutions for crimes or offenses heretofore committed in 
any of the counties composing said mountain division shall be tried at Knox- 
ville, as now provided; but or offenses hereafter committed in any 
of the counties com @ said mountain division shall be cognizable within 
said mountain division. ‘That all grand and petit jurors summoned to attend 
for service in said division shall be residents of the same. 

Sec. 5. That all cases of removal of suits from the courts of the State of Ten- 
nessee to the courts of the United States in the eastern district of Tennessee 
such removal shall be to the United States court in the division in which the 
county is situated from which the removal is made, and the time within which 
the removal shall be perfected, in so far as it refers to or is regulated by the 
terms of the United States courts, shall be deemed to refer to the terms of the 


United States courts in such division. That esch of said courts shall be held in 
a building to be provided for rh by the State or municipal authorities, 
and without expense to the Unit 


States, 
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Sec. 6. That this act shall be in force from and after the Ist day of May, A. D. 
1889; and all acts and parts of acts inconsistent with the provisions of this act 
be, and the same are hereby, repealed. 

Mr. BUTLER moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill was 
passed; and also moved that the motion to reconsider bevlaid on the 
table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


WITNESSES IN UNITED STATES COURTS. 


Mr. CULBERSON. I call up the bill (H. R. 10182) to amend an 
act entitled ‘‘An act to make persons with crimes and offenses 
competent witnesses in the United States and Territorial courts.”’ 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be il enacted,.ete., That an act entitled “An act to make persons charged with 
crimes and offenses competent witnesses in the United States and Territorial 
courts,” approved March 16, 1878, be, and the same is hereby, amended as fol- 
lows, to wit: By adding thereto the following words: “And no person shall be 

ualified as a witness in any criminal prosecution by reason of his interest 
in the event of the same asa party or otherwise, or by reason of his conviction 
of any crime, but such interest or conviction may be shown for the purpose of 


affecting his credibility.” 
I yield to the gentleman from Arkansas [Mr. 


Mr. CULBERSON. 
ROGERS]. 

Mr. ROGERS. Mr. Speaker, the bill, I think, explains itself, and I 
move that it be put upon its passage. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time; and be- 
ing engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and J 

Mr. ROGERS moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill was 
passed; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 
table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


DEALERS IN COUNTERFEIT MONEY. 


Mr. CULBERSON. I now call up the bill (H. R. 9268) to punish 
dealers and pretended dealers in counterfeit money and other fraudu- 
lent devices for using the United States mails, and I yield to Mr. 
SENEY. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, elc., That any person who shall knowingly deposit, or cause to 
be deposited, in any post-office, letter-box, or other receptable for the United 
States mail, any letter, circular, or other communication addressed to any other 
person, offering or proposing to sell, give, deliver, or transfer, to any porton, 
any imitation of etree: bill, note, bond, or other security of the United States. 
or bank notes, shall be deemed guilty of a felony, and upon conviction thereof 
shall be punishable by a fine of not more than $1,000 and by imprisonment at 
hard labor for not more than three years. 


Mr. SENEY. I move that the bill be put upon its 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time; and be- 
ing engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. SENEY moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill was 
passed; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 
table. É 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


CRUELTY TO ANIMALS, 


Mr. CULBERSON. I call up the bill (H. R. 8344) to prevent cruelty 
to domestic animals, 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be itenacted, etc, Thatany person within the District of Columbia or Territories 
of the United States who overrides, overdrives, overloads, drives when over- 
loaded, tortures, torments, deprives of necessary sustenance, cruelly beats, muti- 
lates, or cruelly kills, or causes or procures to be overridden, overdriven, over- 
loaded, driven when overloaded, tortured, tormented, deprived of necessary 
sustenance, cruelly beaten, mutilated, or cruelly killed, any domestic animal, 
and whoever, having the charge or custody of any such animal, either as owner 
or otherwise, inflicts unnecessary cruelty upon the same, or fails to provide the 
same with proper food, drink, or protection from the weather, or cruelly drives 
the same when unfit for labor,shall be deemed guilty of a misdemeanor, and 
must, on conviction, be fined not exceeding $100, and, gine failure to pay the 
same and cost, shall be imprisoned or sentenced to hard r for uotexceeding 
one hundred days. a 

Sec, 2, That it shall be the duty of any officer of the law, and shall be lawful 
for any other person, to arrest and take before any commissioner, judge, or 
justice of the peace any person violating the provisions of this act, and upon the 
conviction of the person so arrested, the ofticer or person making the arrest shal! 
be entitled to $3, to be taxed and collected as a part of the cost; and any execu- 
tive officer of the District of Columbia or Territories of the United States, who 
fails or neglects to arrest any person who violates any of the provisions of this 
act in his presence, shall be deemed guilty of a misdemeanor, and upon convic- 
tion thereof, shall be fined not exceeding $100,and, on failure to pay it, shall be 
liable to removal from his office. 


The committee recommended amendments as follows: 

Between the words “ who” and “overrides,” in line 4, ofsection 1, insert the 
following: “ Individually or as member or employé of any corporation.” 

Also amend section 2 by inserting between the words “act” and “and,” in 
line 4, the following: “ Whereupon such proceedings shall be had as in other 
cases of misdemeanor.” a 

And thus amended your committee recommend the passage of the bill. 

The amendments were ed to. 

n Mr. eee I yield to the gentleman from Alabama [Mr. 
ATES |. 

Mr. OATES. Mr. Speaker, those who have listened to the reading 
of the bill certainly understand it, and I do not believe that any one 
can make any objection to it. I ask that the bill be put upon its pas- 
BAZE. 

Mr. BLAND. I desire to offer an amendment to that bill. Ithink 
the greatest cruelty to animals that is practiced in this city is perpe- 


trated by the street car companiesin attaching but one horse to actreet 
car, and there is no way of preventing cruelty to animals while that is 
permitted to continue. I would, therefore, make it unlawful and pun- 
ishable, and I desire to offer an amendment to cover that point. 

Mr. OATES. If the bill does not cover just such cases as that, then 
the Judiciary Committee can not prepare one that does. If the gen- 
tleman will examine the bill he will see that overloading and over- 
driving are expressly mentioned. > 

Mr. BLAND. But 1 wantthe bill to mention this expressly as being 
a case of overloading and overdriving. In this city I have seen one 
horse attached to a street car, driven along and whipped until the poor 
animal fell dead. It is a disgrace to Congress that such things should 
take place. I think this is the time and the place to make it unlawful 
to drive a street car on any of these roads with less than two horses, 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair will state to the gentleman 
from Missouri that the bill is open to amendment. The Clerk will 
read the report of the committee which submits, as the Chair is in- 
formed, several amendments. 

The report (by Mr. OATES) was read, as follows: 

The Committee on the Judiciary, to whom was referred House bill 8344, hay- 
ing a the same under consideration, report the same back with amendments, 
as ows: 

Bore the words “who” and ‘‘overrides,” in line 4 of section 1, insert the 
following: “Individually or as member or employé of any corporation.” 

Also amend section 2 by inserting between the words “act™ and “an 1, in 
line 4, the following: “* Whereupon such proceedings shall be had as in other 
cases of misdemeanor,” 

And thus amended your committee recommend the passage of the bill. 

It shows upon its face that its purpose is to prevent by adequate punishments 
cruelty to domestic animals, and defines with accuracy and certainty what 
shall be considered cruelty and the mode and weasure of punishment. To in- 
flict cruelty upon domestic animals is an act so mean and despicable that it 
needs no further comment or argument to sustain this bill. Some humani- 
tarians think that the criminal laws should be so extended as to prevent cruelty 
to all animals, those which are fere nature as well as domestic, which might 
be very tough on huntsmen. 

Your committee think that this bill goes far enough, 

Mr. OATES. I ask a vote on the amendments of the committee, 

The amendments stated in the report were agreed to, 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Missouri will 
now send up his amendment. 

Mr. BLAND. I move to amend by adding to the bill the clause 
which I ask the Clerk to read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


And it shall be conclusive evidence of overloading to drive less than two 
horses to one car in the District of Columbia; and the using of less than two 
horses is hereby declared unlawful. 

Mr. BLAND. Now, Mr. Speaker, under this amendment there can 
be no mistake about the law and the evidence of its violation. 

Mr. OATES. I quite agree with the gentleman from Missouri that 
the case he intends to cover, if it be that of overloading, is one of 
cruelty; but it is amply provided for in the bill, which is general in 
its provisions, while the amendment is in the nature of mere local leg- 
islation, a species of legislation which is frequently the subject of con- 
demnation by the courts, especially when framed in severe and harsh 
terms, which it is not best to adopt except where absolutely necessary. 
I would like the gentleman from Missouri to withdraw his amendment, 
because the case which he really intends to cover is, in my opinéon and 
in the opinion of the Committee on the Judiciary, covered fully by 
the bill. The measure of evidence provided in the amendment is im- 
proper legislation. I will state, for the information of the gentleman 
and the House, that this question was raised in the committee when 
the bill first came up for consideration on the first report of the sub- 
committee, and it was re-referred to the subcommittee for investiga- 
tion, and the amendments which have been adopted were the result. 

Mr. BLAND. Mr. Speaker—— 

Mr. BREWER addressed the Chair. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair will recognize the gentle- 
man from Michigan in a moment. = 

Mr. BLAND. Mr. Speaker, this bill, it is true, is general in its 
character. So far as this District is concerned, and so far as concerns 
the question of asing one horse or two horses for thedrawing of a street 
car in this District, it is so general that it will be of no effect unless 
this amendment be adopted. Theamendment makes it perfectly clear 
that the use of less than two horses toa car shall be unlawful; it makes 
this fact indisputable evidence of overloading. It is a shame and an 
outrage that Congress for the last twenty years has permitted this 
cruelty to animals as well as cruelty to the public on the part of 
these street-car companies. 

Mr. OATES. I move the previous question on the pending amend- 
ment and on ordering the bill to be engrossed and read a third time. 

Mr. BREWER addressed the Chair. . 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Alabama [Mr. 
OATES] had not yielded the floor, and now calls the previous question. 

Mr. CASWELL. The only way to pass this bill is to do it instantly, 
as in a few minutes the hour will expire. 

The previous question was ordered, and under the operation thereof 
the amendment of Mr. BLAND was adopted, there being—ayes 21, 
noes 19. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed and read a third 
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time; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and 


Mr. OATES moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill was 
passed; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 
table. 7 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


JURISDICTION OF DISTRICT AND CIRCUIT COURTS, 


Mr. CULBERSON. Icall up the bill (H. R. 1873) to limit the juris- 
diction of the district and circuit courts of the United States, 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the district and circuit courts of the United States shall 
not take original cognizance of any suit of a civil nature, either at common law 
ör in equity, between a corporation created or organized by or under the laws 
of any Stale and a citizen of any State in which such ration at the time the 
canse of action accrued may have been carrying on any Coenen: authorized by 
the law creating it, except in cases arisingyunder the patent or copyright laws, 
and in like cases in which said courts are authorized by this act to take original 
cognizance of suits between citizens of the same State; nor shall any such suit 
between such a corporation and a citizen or citizens of a State in which it may 
be doing business be removed to any circuit court of the United States, except 
in like cases in which such removal is authorized by the foregoing provision 
in suits between citizens of the same State. 


The amendments reported by the Committee on the Judiciary were 
read, as follows: 

In line 11 strike out the words “ by this act.” 

In lines 16 and 17 strike out tho words “ foregoing provision” and insert ‘ ex- 
isting law.” ` 

Mr, ADAMS. Iwish the gentleman from Texas [Mr. CULBERSON] 
would ask unanimous consent that the hour, which is now within a 
few minutes of its expiration, be considered as having expired, so that 
we may discuss this bill to-morrow. It is a very important subject 
and will occupy considerable time. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. There is but one minute of the hour 
remaining. 

Mr. CULBERSON. This is a very important bill, and I am per- 
fectly willing to accede to the gentleman’s suggestion. 

Mr. ROGERS. I hope the report may be printed in the RECORD, so 
that gentlemen may examine it. 

Mr. ADAMS. That is right; and let the views of the minority of 
the committee be also printed. 

Mr. ROGERS. Let the majority and the minority report be printed 
in the RECORD. 

"Lhe SPEAKER pro tempore. Unanimous consent is asked that the 
report of the committee and the views of the minority on this bill be 
printed in the RECORD. Is there objection? The Chair hears none, 
and it is so ordered. 3 

Mr. CULBERSON, from the Committee on the Judiciary, submitted the follow- 


ing report: 

fho Committee on the Judiciary, having had House bill No. 1873 under con- 
sideration, recommend its with the following am ents: 

1. Strike out the words “by this act,’’ in the eleventh line. 

2. Strike out the words "foregoing provision,” in the sixteenth and seven- 
teenth lines, and insert in their stead the words “‘ existing law.” 

The omo of this bill is not to interfere with the privilege of Ca iarere to 
bring suits in the United States courts in eases arising under the Constitution 
or laws of the United States or treaties made by their authority, but to with- 
draw jurisdiction from the district and circuit courts of the United States of any 
suit of a civil nature at law or in equity between a corporation created under 
the Jaws of any State and a citizen of any State in which such corporation at 
the time the cause of action accrued may have been carrying on any business 
authorized by the law creating it. 

The committee believe that a corporation that pursues its business in a State 
or States other than that in which it was organized ought to be regarded asa 
citizen of such State or States for judicial purposes. 


VIEWS OF THE MINORITY. 


The effect of this bill if enacted into law would be that a corporation organ- 
ized under the laws of Massachusetts, which at the time when the cause of ac- 
tion accrued was carrying on in the State of Missouri any business authorized 
by its charter, could not sue a citizen of Missouri in the Federal courts. 

It need not appear, in order to give the act effect and compel the dismissal ot 
a suit for want of jurisdiction, that the corporation was carrying on any busi- 
ness in Missoyri at the time when the suit was commenced; it may have been 
a stranger in Missouri for years; nor need it appear that it ever carried on 
business in the district where the suit is brought; its business and agency may 
have been in a different part of the State. Yet it could not maintain a suit in 
the Federal courts. 

Nor isthere any definition in the act of the phrase “carrying on any business.” 
The phrase is so general that the act would practically amount to an exclusion 
of corporations from the Federal courts in suits where the ground of jurisdic- 
tion is that the suit is a controversy between citizens of different States. Even 
if the phrase “ earrying on any business” were to be strictly construed to be the 
keeping an office nd loan agents in the State where the defendant resid 
there appears to be no sound reason why the Federal courts should be clo 
against a non-resident corporation haying a resident agency, while they are 
open to non-resident corporations not having such an mey, and to non-resi- 
dert partnerships and individuals whether they have a resident agency or 
not. 

‘The purpose of the constitutional provision that the judicial power shall ex- 
tend to controversies between citizens of different States was to protect the non- 
„resident litigant against local prejudice, How far this protection is needed we 
need not discuss, i 

Tf it is not needed at all, we might as well take away from Federal jurisdic- 
tion all controversies between citizens of different States. 

Jf it is needed by any non-resident Higani it is surely needed as much by a 
non-resident corporation as by a non-resident partnership firm or a non-resident 
individual. The dangerous tions of corporate power which have in 
many instances occurred in this country ought not to make us forget that in a 
large majority of eases the formation of manufacturing and r business cor- 

rations has been a benefit to the country. If it were not so they would not 
authorized by State laws. In a large majority of cases they are formed by 
citizens of the State under the lawsof which their 


they are and 


K 


cipal office is in that State, although they are obliged to some extent to carry 
on business in other States. They can not be formed except under the laws of 
some State, and they can not do business in any other State ex by permis- 
sion of its ure and under such conditions as it may see fit to impose. If 
they are allowed to carry on business in a State in which they do not reside, 
they should gave the same right to resort to the Federal courts which other 
non-residents have. 

The only valid and reasonable objection which any litigant can have to be- 
ing impleaded in a Federal rather in a State court is the greater expense 
attending litigation in the former and the greater distance which 
witnesses have totravel in order to attend court. These evils exist to the same 
extent in cases in which the plaintiff is a non-resident individual as in those in 
which the plaintiff is a non-resident corporation. „The evil should be remedied 
by more stringent regulations of fees and by providing for terms of court tobe 
held in different parts of the district rather than by the sweeping provisions of 
the pending bill, which deny the protection of the Federal courts to that partic- 
ular class of litigants which more than all others stands in need of it, \ 

There is a larger question involved in the pending bill into which it is unnec- 
essary to go, further than to expressa doubt. Itisthe question of constitutional 
power, A Massachusetts corporation, having a local agency in Missouri, would . 
= lig citizen of Massachusetts, notwithstanding the enactment of the pend- 

g bill. 

A controversy between it and a citizen of Missouri would still be, in the lan- 
guage of the Constitution, a controversy between citizens of different States. 

Has Congress the constitutional. power to close the Federal courts sitting in 
one State against particular class of citizens of other States? > 


G. E. ADAMS. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The hour for the consideration of bills 


called up by committees has now expired. 
DEPOSITIONS IN UNITED STATES COURTS. 


The SPEAKER (having resumed the chair) announced the appoint- 
ment of Mr, OATES, Mr. CULBERSON, and Mr. CASWELL as conferees . 
on the part of the House on the bill (s. 832) to provide an additional 
nfode of taking depositions of witnesses in causes pending in the courts 
of the United States. 


ARMY APPROPRIATION BILL. 


Mr. TOWNSHEND. I rise to present a conference report on the 
Army“appropriation bill. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman willsend it up. Thatis a matter 
of the highest privilege. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


The committee of conference on the disagrecing votes of the two Honses on 
the amendments of the Senate to the bill (HE. R. 10234) making appropriations 
for the support of the Army for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1589, and for 
other purposes, having met, after full and free conference have agreed to rec- 
ommend and do recommend to their respective Houses as follows: 

eyes the Senate recede from its amendments numbered 6, 12, 18, 19, 22, 24, 


and 27, 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendments of the Sen- 
ate numbered 1, 2, 3, 4, 5, 7, 8, 9, 10, 13, 14, 15, 16, 17, 20, 21, 23, 26, 28, 29, 30, 31, and 
A, and agree to the same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the Sen- 
ate numbered 11, and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: Insert 
after the word “charge,” in line 19, page 5 of the bill, the words "or over any 
of the bond-aided Pacific railroads; ™ strike ont in line 21, same page, the words 
“last named railroad” and insert in Heu thereof the word " railroads;’’ and in 
lieu of the matter proposed to be inserted by said amendment insert the follow- 


ing: 

Find provided further, That the transportation furnished by the Quartermas- 

ter's Department to officers traveling without troops shall be limited to trans- 

rtation in kind, not including the sleeping or parlor car accommodations over 

ee roads, over bond-aided Pacific railroads, and all conveyances belonging to 
the said department.” ‘ 

And the Senate agree to the same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the Senate 
numbered 25, and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: In lieu of 
the sum proposed insert ‘' $42,000; and the Senate agree to the same. 

On amendments numbered 82, 33, and 35 the committee of conference has been 


unable to agreo. 
R. W. TOWNSHEND, 
JOSEPH D. SAYERS, 
Managers on the part of the House, 
W. B. ALLISON, 
P. B. PLUMB, 
é Managers on the part of the Senate. 
Mr. TOWNSHEND. In order to save the time of the House I will 
say it will be unnecessary to read the statement accompanying the re- 
port, as it has already been printed in the RECORD. I ask thatit be 
printed in the RECORD to accompany the report. 
There was no objection, and it was ordered accordingly. 
The statement is as follows: 
STATEMENT OF HOUSE CONFEREES ON H. R. 10234. 

The managers on the part of the House of the conference on the grenon 
votesof the two Houses on the amendments of the Senate to the bill (I, R. 10234) 
making appropriations for the support of the Army for the year ending 
June 39, 1889, and for other pu: submit the following written statement 
in explanation of the effect of the action recommended on the Senate amend- 
ments as com with the bill as it passed the House: 

On amendments numbered 1, 2, 3, and 4: Limits the pay and traveling ex- 
penses of contract surgeons, hospital matrons, and veterinary surgeons to not 
exceeding 50, 160, and 14 in number, respectively, and reduces the appropria- 
tion therefor from $100,000, as provided by the House, to $85,000. 

On amendment numbered 5: Limits the number of paymasters’ messengers 
to not exceeding thirty. 

On amendment numbered 6: Restores the House provision for payment of a 
clerk attendant on the collection and classification of military information from 
abroad, $1,500, and authorizes the officers detailed to obtain the same to receive 
mileage and transportation and commutation of quarters while on this duty. 

On amendments numbered 7, 8, and 9: Limits the mil to officers when 
traveling on duty without troops to cases where author by law only, and 
to the shortest usually-traveled rou and makes the appropriation $150,000 
instead of $100,000, as provided by the House. 

On amendments numbered 10 and 11: Provides for limiting the transportac 
tion to be by the Quartermaster’s Department to officers traveling 
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without troops to transportation in kind over free railroads and bond-aided 
Pacific railroads and by conveyance belonging to said department. 

On amendment num! 12; Makes a verbal change only. 

On amendments numbered 13, 14, and 15: Strikes out the provision providing 
for commutation in lieu of rations to enlisted men competing in rifle contests 
at places of contest, and limits the amount for payment of civilian employés of 
= Subsistence Department to $110,000 instead of $120,000, as provided by the 

ouse. 

On amendments numbered 16 and 17: Strikes out the House provision for a 
riding and training master for the instruction of officers and cadets and the ap- 
propriation of $1,500 therefor, 


On amendments numbered 18 and 19: Restores the provision of the House 


rah ad the hire and transportation of the necessary agents and employés of 
e Army. 

On amendment numbered 20: Reduces the amount for Army transportation 
from $2,800,000 to $2, 700,000. 

On amendment numbered 21: Strikes out the following proviso in House bill: 
“That no expenditure authorized by this act from the appropriations made 
herein forthe Quartermaster’s Department of the Arm including the trans 
tation of troops and their supplies, and the expenses incident thereto, shall be 
made except by the Quart r-General, under the direction of the Secre- 

of War, unless an emergency exists that demands immediateaction; and in 
such case the expenditure necessary to meet the emergency may be made upon 
the order in writing of the general commanding the Army, or upon the order 
in writing of a division or department commander In whose jurisdiction the 
emergency arises; but every such order from a division or department com- 
mander shall certify that an emergency exists requiring immediate expendi- 
ture, stating the emergency necessary to be met.” 

On amendments numbered 22; 23, 24, and 25: Provides under the medical 
and hospital department for general sanitation instead of limiting to post sani- 
tation, includes medical supplies for the Army and Navy Hospitalat Hot Springs, 
reduces the appropriation for Medical Department from $205,000 to $200,000, and 
limits the amount which may be expended for civilian employés to $42,000. 

On amendment numbered 26: Provides an appropriation of $2,500 for repairs 
to sea-wall and wharf at Willets Point, New York. 

On amendment numbered 27: Strikes out the proposed appropriation of $1,000 
for repairs to the works on old Fort Barrancas, Florida. ; 

On amendment numbered 28: Provides for horse equipments for artillery as 
well as for cavalry, 

On amendment numbered 29: Provides for the manufacture, repair, and issue 
of arms at national armories, instead of at the National Armory. 

On amendment numbered 30: Provides that the cost tothe Ordnance Depart- 
ment of all ordnance and ordnance stores issued to the States, Territories, and 
District of Columbia, under the act of February 12, 1857, shali be credited to the 
appropriation for “manufacture of arms at national armories,”’ which appro- 
priation for 1889 and thereafter shall be available until exhausted, 

On amendment numbered 31: Provides that the pneumatic omaa guns 
and carriages to be purchased shall be all complete and niounted in place ready 
for military use. 

An amendment numbered 34; Provides for an appropriation of $5,000 for the 
Signal Service of the Army, in lieu of $3,000 as proposed by the House. 

The amendments numbered 32,33, and 35,on which the conferees are unable 
to agree, make provisions as follows; 

Amendment numbered 82: Strikes out from the House provision for examin- 
ing, testing, and experimenting with pneumatic or other dynamite guns, gun- 
carriages, and plants for the same, etc., the words “and plants for the same,” 
and inserts the words “ aerial torpedoes,” 

Amendment numbered 33; Provides for the manufacture or purchase and test 
of cannon and carriages, including two 10-inen carri maneuvered by power, 
ane of whicn shall be a greys options carriage, and also including those for the 
field and siege services; for the alteration of carriages on hand to adapt them 
to improved service guns; for projectiles, and increased facilities for their man- 
ufacture, powder, fuses, and implements, their trial and proof; for experiments 
in the means of protecting torpedo lines; for compensation of draughtsmen 
while employed in the Army Ordnance Bureau on ordnance construction, and 
for the necessary expenses of ordnance officers while temporarily employed 
at the proving ground and absent from their og stations, at the rate of 
$2.50 per diem while so employed, $600,000: Provided, That all purchases of ma- 
terials under this provision, excepting samples, shall be of American manufact- 
ure: ided, That of the above sum $10,000 may be used for increasing facili- 
ties for the manufacture Np piensa 

Amendment numbered 35 provides: 

" Sro, 2. That the Secretary of War be authorized to enter into negotiations for 
the purchase of the 225 acres of land on the Hudson River, directly south of the 
military reservation at West Point, belonging to the estate of Edward V. Kins- 
ley, or so much thereof as he may deem necessary for the purposes of the Mili- 
tary Academy, and to receive offers for the sale of their interest in such land 
from such of the heirs of said Kinsley as are Sourpekent and willing to sell such 
interests; and the Secretary of War is authori to submit all offers so made 
and the question of the value of said 225 acres toa board to consist of three Army 
officers and three competent civilians, whoshal) make due investigation and re- 
port concerning said value: and the Secretary of War shall submit said offers 
and the report of said board, with his opinion, to Congress at its next session. 
‘The expenses of said board and compensation at the rate of $10 a day for not 
more than ten days for each of the civilian members shall be paid from the ap- 
propriation for contingencies of the War Department. 

“Src. 3. For the erection, pohe, or manufacture of the necessary buildings 
and other structures, machinery, tools, and fixtures for an Army gun factory 
for finishing and assembling heavy ordnance, to be erected at the Watervliet 
arsenal, West Troy, N. Y., in accordance with the recommendation of the Gun 
Foundry Board ôf February 16, 1834, $750,000, 

‘Sec. 4. For the pure! of rough-finished, oil-tempered, and annealed steel 
for high-power coast-defense guns of 8, 10, and 12 inch caliber, in quality and 
dimensions conforming tos cations, subject to i ion at each stage of 
the manufacture, and including all the parts of each caliber, $5,000,000: Provided, 
That no money shall be expended except for steel accepted and delivered. 

“Sec. 5. The material for the guns provided for in section 4 shall be purchased 
in accordance with section 3709, Revised Statutes, for which purpose the Secre- 
tary of War is authorized to make contracts with responsible steel manufactur- 
ers, after proper advertisement, continuing not less than thirty days in the 
newspapers most likely to reach the said manufacturers: Provided, That each 
bidder with whom such contracts shall be madeshall to erect in the United 
States asuitable plant, including the best modern appliances, capable of makin, 
all the steel required, and of finishing it in accordance with the contracts, an 
shall further agree to deliver yearly a specified quantity of each caliber, the time 
of the ava of the steel for the smaller calibers of leary uns to commence 
at the expiration of nct more than eighteen months, and that for the largest 
calibers specified in the advertisement, at the expiration of not more than three 
years from the date of the acceptance of the contracts; and that all the material 
for said guns shall be manufactured in the United States. 

“Sec. 6. For the purchase of submarine mines, for needful casemates, cable 
galleries, and appliances to crane submarine mines; for continuing toi o 
experiments and for practical ruction of engineer troops in the details of tor- 

service, $5,000,000, 
‘ 


“Sec. 7. For the purchase of submarine controllable torpedoes or torpedoes 
and torpedo-boats controllable from shore and adapted to coast defense, $100,000, 
‘Sec. 8, The appropriations provided for in sections 3, 4,6, and 7, shall be 
available until expended.” 
R. W. TOWNSHEND. 
. JOSEPH D. SAYERS. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. I willsay the conferees agree upon all matters 
with the exception of three amendments, numbered 32, 33, and 35, 
relating to gn factory and ordnance, and without further statements 
I move that the report be adopted. 

The report was adopted. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. I now move that the House further insist on 
the amendments numbered 32, 33, and.35, and agree to the conference 
asked by the Senate on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses, 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. I will be absent from the city some days, and 
ask that some other member shall be substituted on the conference on 
the part of the House. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will substitute for the gentleman from 
Tilinois on the House conferees the gentleman from Pennsylvania [ Mr. 
Mass]. 

PERSONAL EXPLANATION. 

Mr. McCREARY. House bill 11309 has been set down as the spe- 
cial order for to-day, and I ask that the bill be read. 
Mr. BRUMM. I rise toa question of privilege. 

Mr. McCREARY. I hope the gentleman from Pennsylvania will 
postpone it until to-morrow morning. We have already had one ques- 
tion of privilege to-day, and if the gentleman will postpone his ques- 
tion of privilege I will take up the bill I have indicated and proceed 
to its consideration. 

Mr. BRUMM. Provided my colleague [Mr. Scorr] is here and is 
willing, I do not object. 

Mr. SCOTT. I would gladly do as the gentleman from Kentucky 
[Mr. McCreary] desires me to doin this matter, but if the gentle- 
man from Pennsylvania [Mr. Brum] confines himself strictly to the 
issue he proposes to raise, the question between bim and myself can 
be disposed of in fifteen minutes. 

During my absence from jhe Honse, in consequence of sickness, I 
have received from the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. BRUMM] 
three notices, stamped with a 10-cent postage-stamp on each of them. 
[Laughter.] I must be present in the House to answer what he pro- 
poses to bring up here this morning. Now, unfortunately, I can not 
wait forever to meet the charges of the gentleman from Pennsylvania, 
and if he confines himself strictly to the point he should confine him- 
self to for ten minutes it will be time enough to do all we have got to 


do. 

Mr. BRUMM. Ishall follow my own judgment and not that of the 
gentleman, 

Mr. McCREARY. Iask the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. 
Scorr] whether he expects to be here in the morning? 

Mr. SCOTT. I do. 

Mr. McCREARY. Then let it go over until then, 

MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 

A message from the Senate, by Mr. McCook, its Secretary, announced 
that the Senate requested the return of the bill (S. 3086) granting a 
pension to Victor, Gertrude, Margaret, and Helen, minor children of 
Lient. George L. McGuire; and the bill (S. 3087) granting a pension 
to Mary A. Pfeiffer. 

Also, that the Senate had passed without amendment the bill (H. R. 
988) for the relief of Joseph R. White, the bill (H. R. 649) for the re- 
lief of A. C. Bradford, and the bill (H. R. 109) to refund to Dr. F. O, 
St. Clair $97.80 duty on monument to the memory of Francis J. 
Townshend; late of the United States Army. 

Also,that the Senate had passed with amendment, in which the con- 
currence of the House of Representatives was requested, the bill (H. 
R. 8873) in relation to bonds of disbursing and other officers and to 
monthly payment of the Army. 

Also, that the Senate had passed a bill (S. 3074) for the relief of. 
Nicholas J. Bigley; in which the concurrence of the House of Repre- 
sentatives was requested. 

And further, that the Senate had passed with amendments House 
bills of the following titles: 

A bill (H. R. 8855) for the establishment of a light-ship with asteam 
fog-signal at Sandy Hook, New York Harbor. 

A bill (H. R. 1239) to extend the jurisdiction of the Light-House 
Board to the Sacramento and San Joaquin Rivers, California. 

A bill (H. R. 5716) for establishing a light at the. mouth of Otter 
Creek, Lake Champlain. 

A bill (H. R. 1641) for the erection of a light-house at or near a - 
point about midway between Barnegat and Navesink lights, in the 
State of New Jersey. 

A bill (H. R. 1249) for establishing a light-house and fog-signal on 
Roe Island, Suisun Bay, California. 

A bill (H. R. 5700) to facilitate the transportation of life-saving and 
light-house supplies at Hog Island, Virginia; and asks a conference 
with the House on the several bills so amended, and had appointed 
Mr. PALMER, Mr. Dolen, and Mr. Vest as conferees thereon. 
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FISHERIES TREATY. 
Mr. McCREARY. LIcall up the bill which is the special order for 
this time, and I ask that it be read: 
The Clerk read as follows: A 


A bill to empower the President to a the purposes of an act entitled “An 
act to authorize the President of the United States to protect and defend the 
rights of American fishing vessels, American fishermen, American trading and 
other vessels in certain cases, and for other purposes,” approved March 3, 1887. 


Be it enacted, etc., That whenever the President may deem it his duty to exer- 
cise any of the powers given to him by an act entitled “An act to authorize the 
President of the United States to protect and defend the rights of American fish- 
ing vessels, American fishermen, American trading and other vessels in certain 
cases, and for other pu 3,” approved March 3, 1887, itshall be lawful for the 
President, in his diseretion, by proclamation to that effect, to suspend, in whole 
or in part, the transportation across the territory of the United States,in bond 
and without the payment of duty, of goods, wares, and merchandise imported 
p ezpon from any foreign country from or to the British dominionsin North 

merica. 

SEC. 2, That whenever the President shall be satisfied that there is any dis- 
crimination whatever in the use of the Welland Canal, the St. Lawrence River 
Canals, the Chambly Canal, or either of them, whether by tolls, drawbacks, 
refund of tolls, or otherwise, which is, or may be, detrimental to the interests 
of the United States, or any of its citizens, it shall be lawful for the President 
in his discretion, to issue a proclamation to that effect, whereupon there shali 
be collected a toll of 20 cents a ton upon every foreign vessel and her cargo 
passing through either the Sault Ste. rie Canal or the St. Clair Flats Canal; 
and the Secretary of the ury ef authorize and direct any of the customs 
a colleet the tolls levied under this act, or the President may, in his 
discretion. when he is satisfied there is any such discrimination, prohibit the 
use of said canals to soy sock foreign vessel. The President, when satisfied 
that such discrimination ceased, may issue his proclamation to that effect, 
in his discretion, whereupon the tolls authorized by this act shall no longer be 
collected, and said pronoman if ordered, shall cease. 

Sec. 3, That the Secretary of the Treasury is authorized to make any regula- 
tions needful to carry this act into effect. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I find the bill under consideration will be con- 
sidered to-day and to-morrow. After that I understand the appropria- 
tion bill will be pressed on Friday and Saturday and taking up all the 
week. And I wish to state to the friends of the Oklahoma bill it will 
be impossible to reach it before Tuesday next, when I will call it up. 

Mr. HOOKER. I give the gentleman notice we will not take it up 
during his absence. [Laughter. ] 

Mr. BELMONT. Mr. Speaker, the measure which has just been 
called up for our consideration is one in which I, in common with all 
members upon this floor, take a very deep interest. I do so particu- 
larly because during the last Congress I introduced and reported to 
the House a bill of similar purport, which was adopted by the House 
with but a single dissenting voice. 

When the message of the President of the United States was received 
I was absent; and the Committee on Foreign Affairs very properly, in 
the discharge of its duty, at once proceeded upon the consideration ot 
the message and the preparation of a report to the House. Upon my 
return I thought it but right and proper that the ial committee 
having this matter in charge should report it to the House; and I re- 

nested my colleague on the committee, the gentleman from Kentucky 

Mr. McCreary], so to do, knowing that the bill would thus be in 
excellent hands. I shall take occasion during the course of the debate 
to give my most hearty co-operation in securing a speedy passage of the 
bill by the House. 3 

I deem this statement due to the House and to myself in coznection 
with the matter. [Applanse.] 

Mr. McCREARY. Mr. Speaker, the message of the President, sent to 
the Congress of the United States on the 23d day of August, 1888, places 
the Administration in a firm and courageous attitude on the fisheries 
controversy with Great Britain. Itis dignified, resolute, and courteous, 
and presents a course ofaction for our Government that is worthy of the 
approval and support of the American people. 

While it may have caused some persons to sulk like Achilles, and 
others, like Thersites, to indulge in vituperation and abuse, the general 
sentiment of the public is that the President should be upheld in his 
efforts to preserve the honor and dignity of oarcountry, and protect and 
maintain the rights and interests of the people. 

This message and the tariff message of President Cleveland should 
' be recorded together in the history of our country. One seeks to re- 
duce taxes and lighten the burdens of the people. The other seeks to 
maintain the rights and the dignity of American citizens, and both will 
be remembered forever. 

Prompted by a patriotic purpose and a desire to settle all disputed 
questions, he opened negotiations and concluded a treaty with Great 
Britain, as was his constitutional privilege and duty, and submitted it 
to the United States Senate on the 20th day of February, 1888, for 
ratification. 

This was the proper course. The course which intelligent and en- 
lightened opinion everywhere sustains. 

If the President had resorted to retaliatory measures against Cana- 
dian citizens, under the act of March 3, 1887, without having attempted 
negotiations with Great Britain, he would have been criticised, per- 
haps censured, for having failed to make proper efforts for a settlement 
with Great Britain through the treaty-making power. 

‘The treaty, so carefully prepared by able and accomplished gentlemen 
under the direction and authority of the President, which provided for 
a settlement of all disputed questions that have been under discussion 


by the two governments, and which added greatly to the privileges of 
our fishermen in British American ports, was rejected by the unani- 
mous vote of the Republican Senators, without any effort to recast or 
amend it. 

While the motive that prompted this action may not be properly un- 
derstood, it was equivalent to giving notice to the President and to the 
country that no treaty which could be negotiated in regard to Canadien 
troubles would be deemed sufficient by them, and that the time for 
treaty negotiations had passed and retaliation must commence. 

There is nothing left the President now but retaliation. But this is 
no new issue. The policy he now proposes is substantially the policy 
decided on by him a year and a half ago, and which was practically in- 
dorsed by Congress when the act of March 3, 1837, was passed. 

AVithout giving the details of all the negotiations between the United 
States and Great Britain in the past, it is proper to a satisfactory un- 
derstanding of the questions involved that a brief reference should be 
made to treaties ratified by the two governments. There have been 
twenty-five treaties made between the United States and Great Britain, 
as follows: 

1783—Treaty of independence. 

1794— Commercial treaty. 

1796—Treaty explaining a provision of treaty of 1784. 

1798—Treaty explaining fifth article of treaty of 1784. 

1802—Thomas Jefferson madea treaty with England explaining treaty 
of 1794, and annulled one article of it, 

1814—Treaty of peace, negotiated on the part of the United States 
by Henry Clay, Jonathan Russell, Albert Gallatin, John Quincy Adams, 
and J. A. Bayait. 

1815—Treaty of commerce. 

1817—Treaty in-relation to the naval forces to be placed on the Great 
Lakes, Ontario, Erie, etc. 

1818—Fisheries treaty, negotiated by Mr. Gallatin and Mr. Rush. 

: 1826—Treaty in regard to the award of the Emperor of Russia about 
slaves. , 
1827—Treaty about Oregon. 

1827—Second treaty, continuing in force for ten years longer the 
commercial treaty of 1815. 

1827—Third treaty, relating to the northeastern boundary. 

1842—Treaty relating to the northern boundary and to the St. Law- 
rence, St. John, and Detroit Rivers. 

1846—Treaty settling the boundary of Oregon, negotiated by James 
Buchanan. : 

1850—Clayton-Bulwer treaty. 

1853—Treaty for settlement of claims. 

1854—Reciprocity treaty with Canada. 

1854—Second treaty, extending the duration of a commission pre- 
viously provided for. 

1862—Treaty relating to the suppression of African slave-trade. 

1863—Treaty adding another article to the slave-trade treaty of 1862. 

1863—Second treaty, to settle claims of Hudson Bay and Puget 
Sound Agricultural Company against the United States. 
~ 1870—Treaty relating to the African slave-trade. 

1871, May 5—Treaty in regard to naturalization. 

1871, July 4—Treaty for the settlement of the Alabama claims, the 
fisheries, reciprocity, and the boundary line between the United States 
and British Provinces. 

1888—Treaty transmitted to the United States Senate February 20, 
1888, and rejected by the Senate. : 

I only propose to discuss the treaties of 1783, 1818, 1854, and 1871, 
for these are the only treaties made between the United States and 
Great Britain which bear upon the questions under consideration. 

Before the revolution of 1776 the inhabitants of all the British colo- 
nies in North America the common right of fishing on all the 
coasts of British North America. At the end of the revolution the 
treaty of peace, made in 1783, defined the area of American fisheries 
and fixed the boundaries between the British provinces and the United 
States. 

Its third article declared: e 

It is that the people of the United States shall continue to oidor un- 
molested the right to take fish of every kind on the Grand Bank and on all the 
other banks of Newfoundland; als In the Gulf of St. Lawrence, and at all 
other places in the sea where the inhabitants of both countries used at any time 
heretofore to fish, and also that the inhabitants of the United States shall have 
ubeng to take fish of every kind on such part of the coast of Newfoundland as 
British fishermen shall use (but not to or or cure the same on that island), and 
also on the coasts, bays, and creeks of other of His Britannic Majesty’s do- 
minions in America. 

The rights and liberties thus set forth, continued down to the war 
of 1812 and to the treaty of peace negotiated at Ghent, which closed 
the war on the 24th day of December, 1814, between the United States 
and Great Britain. 

This treaty of peace provided: 

First. For a restoration to each party of all countries, territories, 
etc., taken by either party during the war, without delay, saving some 
questions of islands in the Bay of Passamaquoddy. 

Second. It provided for disposition of prizes and prisoners of war, 

Third. It provided for questions of boundary and dominion regard- 
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ing certain islands, and for the settlement of the northeastern bound- 
ary and also for the northwestern boundary, etc., but it made no ref- 
erence whatever to fisheries questions. 

Soon after the treaty of Ghent the British Government announced 
its purpose to exclude American fishermen from the liberty of fishing 
within one marine league of her shores in Nerth America, and of dry- 
ing and curing fish on the unsettled parts of those territories, and as- 
serted that the fishing rights, ized and secured to the citizens of 
the United States by the treaty of 1783, had become abrogated in con- 
sequence of the war of 1812, This assertion led to the treaty of the 
20th of November, 1818, the fisheries article of which provided (Ar- 
ticle I): 

Whereas difforences have arisen respecting the liberty claimed by the United 
States for the inhabitants thereof to take, dry, and cure fish on certain coasts, 
bays, harbors, and crecks of His Britannic Majesty’s dominions in America, it 
is ed between the high contracting parties that the inhabitants of the said 
United States shall have forever, in common with the subjects of His Britaunie 
Majesty, the liberty to take fish of every kind on that part of the southern coast 
of Newfoundland which extends from Cape Ray to the Rameau Islands; onthe 
western and northwestern coast of Newfoundland from the said Cape Ray to the 
Quirpon Islands, on the shores of Magdalen Islands, and also on the coasts, bays, 
harbors, and creeks from Mount Joly, on the southern coast of Labrador, to and 
through the Straits of Belle Isle, and thence northwardly indefinitely along the 
coast, without prejudice, however, to any of the exclusive rights of the Hudson 
Bay Company; and that the American fishermen shallalso have liberty forever 
to dry and cure fish in any of the unsettled bays, harbors, and creeks of the 
southern tof the coast of Newfoundland, above described, and of the coast 
of Labrador; but so soon as the same, or any portion thereof, shall be settled, 
it shall not be lawful for the said fishermen to dry or cure fish at such portion 
so scttled without previous agreement for such purpose with the inhabitants, 
proprietors, or possessors of the und. And the United States hereby re- 
nounce forever any liberty heretofore enjoyed or claimed by the inhabitants 
thereof to take, dry, or cure fish on or within 3 marine miles of any of the 
coasts, bays, creeks, or harbors of His Britannie Majesty’s dominions in America 
not included within the above-mentioned limits: Provided, howerer, That ihe 
American fishermen shall be admitted to enter such bays or harbors for the 
purpose of shelter and of repairing damages therein, of purchasing wood, and 
of obtaining water, and for no other purpose whatever. But they shall be under 
such restrictions as may be necessary to prevent their taking, drying, or curing 
fish therein, or in any other manner whatever abusing the privileges hereby 
reserved to them. 


From 1818 forward, for a number of years, peace and neighborly 
feeling seemed to reign supreme, and no serious difficulties occurred 
as regards the rights of American fishermen in Canadian and Ameri- 
can waters. 

In 1854 a treaty was concluded by which exclusive reciprocity ot 
trade was agreed on, and the right guaranticd to the Americans to 
fish within the limits prohibited by the treaty of 1818, under various 
restrictions and limitations, and a similar right granted to British fish- 
crmen in certain waters of the United States. 

This treaty contained other provisions respecting navigation of the 
St. Lawrence River and American and Canadian canals, and was ter- 
minable on notice after the expiration of ten years, It was not popu- 


lar, and Congress terminated it in the session of 1864-’65 by a large. 


majority in both the Senate and House of Representatives. 

In 1868 serious trouble commenced because the Canadian Govern- 
ment enacted harsh and stringentlaws on thesubject of American fish- 
ermen calculated to cripple and destroy their operations. 

Then came the treaty of 1871, concluded and sigued at Washington 
and devoted primarily to the Alabama claims, but which also pro- 
vided that for a period of ten years fishermen of the United States 
should have, in addition to their rights under the treaty of 1818, the 
right of British North American inshore fishing, under certain limita- 
tions, and the United States agreed to the free admission of British 
North American fishery products into our country, and it was also pro- 
vided that the British fishermen might fish in certain American waters 
and that the balance of alleged advantage to the United States in these 
respects should be settled by a commission. 

The award of this commission, known as the Halifax Commission, 
will probably never be forgotten in our country. By the vote of the 
British commissioner and of the Belgian umpire, and against the vote 
of the American commissioner, the sum required to be paid by the 
United States to Great Britain was fixed at $5,500,000. The gross in- 
justice of this award strengthened the desire for a termination of these 
fishery arrangements by negotiations with the British Government to 
that end. Both Houses of Congress by joint resolutions, approved 
March 3, 1883, directed that notices be given of the termination of 
Articles XVIII, XIX, XX, XXI, XXII, XXIII, XXIV, XXV, and 
XXX. of the treaty of Washington, which articles covered the whole 
fishery subject as well as certain matters of navigation; and Article 
XXXII wasalsoterminated. By the proclamation of President Arthur, 
the termination took effect July 1, 1885. After the termination of the 
fisheries articles of the treaty of Washington, unfriendly coercion and 
harassment of American fishermen by Canadians were again resorted 
to with great exaggeration. 

I shall not attempt to furnish lists of all the cases of warnings, seiz- 
ures, fines, confiscations, searches, and captures that have been visited 
upon American fishermen. They have been very numerous and aggra- 
vated, and have cost our fishermen heavy expense and serions loss, and, 
„as has been refrted by a committee of Senators, these lists comprise 
in all nearly four hundred vessels that have been involved in seizures 
and other interferences growing out of disputed constructions of the 
treaty of 1818. . 
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Only- two weeks ago the American schooner Herman Sabson was 
seized and taken to St. John’s, Newfoundland, and fined $100 for buy- 
ing a few barrels of herring without license. The week before the 
steamer Novelty was refused permission to buy coal unless the captain 
paid $400 for a license. 

Senator EDMUNDS said in his speech in the United States Senate: 


It will beseen from the correspondence and peen submitted by the President 
in his message on the subject, of the 8th of December last, and from the testi- 
mony taken by the committee, that some of these instances of seizure or deten- 
tion or of driving vessels away by threats, ete., were in clear violation of the 
treaty of 1818. 

The people in Canada seem to be expecting retaliatory measures on 
our part. Hon. Mr. Laurier, leader of the Canadian Liberal party, in 
his speech at Toronto a few days since, declared that the United States 
had sufficient cause for retaliation in the action of Canada in the past. 
He said: 

If the Canadian Government had followed a more friendly course there would 
not have been any unfriendly feeling to-day. Time and again in the year 1885 
American fishermen were arrested for trivial offenses, * * * If the Canadian 
Government had administered our laws as they conceived them under the 
treaty, in a friendly manner, this could not have taken po é 
high time we should reverse the policy we have been following toward the 
United States for the past twenty-five years, 


The first step toward retaliation was taken in 1885. In his annual 
message of December, 1885, the President called the attention of Con- 
gress to the difficulties and disputes and harassments that have oc- 
curred, and Congress passed an act, which was approved by the Presi- 
dent on the 3d of March, 1887, entitled ‘‘An act to authorize the 
President of the United States to protect and defend the rights of 
American fishing vessels, Amcrican fishermen, American trading and 
other vessels, in certain cases, and for other purposes.” The act is as 
follows: 


Be it enacted, elc., That whenever the President of the United States shall be 
satisfied that American fishing vessels or American fishermen, visiting or being 
in the waters or at any ports or places of the British dominions of North Amer- 
ica, are or then lately have been denied or abridged in the enjoyment of an 
rights secured tothem by treaty or law, or are or then lately have unjustly vex 
or harrassed in the enjoyment of such rights, or subjected to unreasonable re- 
strictions, regulations, or requirements in respect of such rights; or otherwise 
unjustly vexed or harrassed in said waters, ports, or places; or whenever the 
President of the United States shall be satisfied that any such g vessels or 
fishermen, having a permit under the laws of the United States to touch and 
trade at any port or ports, pee or places, in the British dominions of North 
America, are or then lately have been denied the privilege of entering such port 
or ports, place or places, in the same manner and under the same lations as 
may exist therein applicable to trading vessels of the most favo nation, or 
shall be unjustly vexed or harrassed in respect thereof, or otherwise be unjustly 
vexed or harrassed therein, or shall be prevented from purchasing such supplies 
as way there be lawfully sold to trading vessels of the most favored nation; or 
whenever the President of the United States shall be satisfied that any other 
vessels of the United States, their masters or crews, so arriving at or being in 
such British waters or ports or places of the British dominions of North Amer- 
ica, are or then lately have been denied any of the privileges therein accorded 
to the vessels, their masters or crews, of the most favored nation, or unjustly 
vexed or harrassed in respect of the same, or unjustly vexed or harrassed therein 
by the authorities thereof, then, and in either or all of such cases, it shall be 
lawful, and it shall be the duty of the President of the United States, in his dis- 
cretion, by proclamation to that effect, to deny vessels, their masters and crews, 
of the Britist dominions of North America, any entrance into the waters, ports, 
or places of, or within the United States (with such exceptions in regard to yes- 
sels in distress, stress of weather, or needing supplies, as to the President shall 
seem proper), whether such vessels shall have come directly from said domin- 
ions on such destined voyage or by way of some port or place in such destined 
voyage elsewhere; and also, to deny entry into any port or place of the United 
States of fresh fish or salt fish, or any other product of said dominions, or other 
goods coming from said dominions to the United States. The President may, 
in his discretion, apply such proclamation to any part or to all of the foregoing- 
named subjects, and may revoke, qualify, limit, and renew such proclamation 
from time to time as he may deem necessary to the full and just execution of 
the purposes of this act. Every violation of any such proclamation, or any part 
thereof, is hereby declared illegal, and all vessels and goods socoming, or 
within the waters, ports, or places of the United States cont: to such proc- 
lamation shall be forfeited to the United States; and such forfeiture shall be 
enforced and proceeded upon in the same manner and with the same effect as 
in the ease of vessels or goods whose importation or coming to or being in the 
waters or ports of the United States contrary to law may now be enforced and 
proceeded upon. Every persen who shall violate any of the provisions of this 
act, or such proclamation of the President made in pursuance hereof, shall be 
deemed guilty of a misdemeanor, and, on conviction thereof, shall be punished 
by a fine not exceeding $1,000, or by imprisonment for a term not exceeding 
two years, or by both said punishments, in the discretion of the court, 


The President also in his message sent to Congress August 23, 1888, 
describes the situation fairly and foreibly, as follows: 


Our citizens engaged in fishing enterprises in waters adjacent to Canada have 
been subjected to numerous vexatious interferences and annoyances, their ves- 
sels have been scized upon pretexts which appeared to be entirely inadmissible, 
and they have otherwise been treated by the Canadian authorities and officials 
in a manner inexcusably harsh and oppressive. 

While keenly sensitive to all that was exasperating in the condition, and by 
no meansindisposed to support the just complaints of our injured citizens, I still 
deemed it my duty, for the preservation of important American interests which 
were directly involved, and in view ofall the details of the situation, to attempt 
by negotiation to remedy existing wrongs and to finally terminate, by a fair and 
just treaty, these ever-recurring causes of difficulty. 

I fully believe that the treaty just rejected by the Senate was well suited to 
the exigency, and that its provisions were adeqnate for our security in the future 
from vexatious incidents and for the promotion of friendly neighborhood and 
intimacy, without sacrificing in the least our national pride or dignity. 


It seems clear and conclusive that the time has arrived for action on 
the part of the United States Government. The rights of American 


fishing vessels, American fishermen, American trading and other vessels 
must be protected and a stop must be put to a discrimination in the 
use of certain 


Canadian canals, which is manifestly unjust and in viola- 
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tion of international agreement and comity. Thepending bill provides 
the legislation now needed. Ido not propose to s at length on the 
merits of the fisheries question or to go into de that have puzzled 
and ed many of ourablestand best statesmen for nearacentury. 
Nit is suilicent for me to say that the two chief questions are: As to 
whether the expression ‘‘3 marine miles of any of the coasts, bays, 
creeks, or harbors of His Britannic Majesty’s dominions” should be 
taken to mean a limit of 3 miles from the coast line, or a limit of 3 
miles from a line drawn from headland to headland; and whether the 
viso that ‘‘ the American fishermen shall be admitted to enter such 
or harbors for the purpose of shelter, and of repairing damages 
therein, of purchasing wood, and obtaining water, and for no other pur- 
pose whatever,” is intended to exclude American vessels from coming 
inshore to traffic, transship fish, purchase stores, hire seamen, ete. 

Canadians, acting under the authority of a Dominion Jaw and a proc- 
Jamation issued March 5, 1886, by the minister of marine, which with- 
drew all commercial privileges thereafter from our fishing vessels ex- 
cept shelter, repairs, purchasing of wood, and obtaining water, have 
since that time seized every American fishing vessel which has entered 
Canadians waters, harbors, or ports for any purpose except these four, 
and have enforced their laws with so much rigor and, as Secretary 
Manning said, so spre “brutality ” as to practically deprive us of even 
these four conceded privileges. Instead of discussing the details of the 
fisheries dispute further, it is pertinent to this discussion for me to ask 
which nation first violated treaty stipulations. It is well known that 
Canada first violated the treaty stipulation entered into by the United 
States and Great Britain. ‘ 

In the year 1886 notice was received by the representatives of our 
Government that our fishermen would no longer be allowed to ship 
their fish in bond, free of duty, from Canadian territories to this coun- 
try. Since that time such shipment lms always been denied. 

On the 10th day of July, 1886, the Novelty, a duly registered steam- 
vessel of the United States, was denied the right to take any steam- 
coal or purchase ice or transship any fish in bond to the United States, 
at Pictou, Nova Scotia. 

Since 1866 free transit in bond has been allowed across our territory 
to goods arriving at our ports destined to Canada or exported from Can- 
ada to other foreign countries, and a profound sensation was produced 
when Great Britain excluded our fishermen from the privilege of ship- 
ping fish in bond, free of duty, from Canadian ports to this country, 
notwithstanding the privileges enjoyed by Canadian transport lines 
within our borders. 

The great advantage derived by Canada is shown by the fact that 
$270,000,000 worth of Canadian merchandise has been carried in bond, 
free of duty, across our territory during the past six years, nearly all of 
which were goods dutiable under our tariff laws, and the larger part 
of this traffic consisted of exchanges of goods between Great Britain 
and her American provinces. 

The bill now under consideration enlarges the power of the President, 
and authorizes him, in his discretion, by proclamation to that effect, 
to suspend, in whole or in part, the transportation across the territory 
of the United States, in bond and without the payment of duty, all 
goods, wares, and merchandise, imported or exported from any foreign 
country, from or to the British dominions in North America. Thisis 
strong, appropriate, and comprehensive language, and the words are 
almost the same as those Seed by the President in his message. 

It is asserted, however, by some that the President already has suf- 
ficient power conferred upon him by the act of March 3, 1887. 

The answer to that is, that the act of 1887 does not go far enough, 
and does not confer suficient authority on the President to meet the 
demands of the existing situation. * 

Under that act the President has the power, by proclamation, to deny 
vessels, their masters and their crews, of the British dominions of North 
America entrance into waters, ports, or places of or within the United 
States, and also to deny entry into any port or place of the United 
States of fresh fish or salt fish or any other product of said dominio: 
or other goods coming from said dominions to the United States; bu 
it does not authorize him, as the pending bill does, by proclamation to 
suspend in whole or in part the transportation in bond and without 
payment of duty of goods, wares, and merchandise imported or ex- 

rted from any foreign country to or from the British dominions-in 

orth America across the territory of the United States, neither does 
it authorize him when there is discrimination in the use of the Welland 
Canal, the St. Lawrence River canals, the Chambly Canal, or either of 
them, which is detrimental to the interests of the United States or any 
of its citizens, to direct the collection of tolls upon every foreign ves- 
sel and her cargo passing through either of said canals, or in his discere- 
tion to prohibit the use of said canals by any such foreign vessel. 

It is asserted also that the President or his Secretary of the Treasury 
already has the power of retaliation under the act of 1866 (section 3005 
of the Revised Statutes), which is as follows: 


All merchandise arriving at the ports of New York, Boston, Portland, in 
Maine, or any other port specially mary ores by the Secretary of the Treasury, 
and destined for placesin the adjacent British provinces, or arriving at the port 
of Point Isabel, in Texas, or any other port specially designated by the Secre- 
tary of the Treasury, and destined for places in the Republic of Mexico, may be 


entered at the custom-honse and conveyed in transit th h the terri 
the United States without the payment ot duties, widen satay) se aa ocean 
Secretary of the ury may prescri 

This section only refers to importations into Canada through the 
United States and does not refer to exportations. It contains no au- 
thority for a transshipment of goods through the United States to and 
from Canada and destined for other countries than the United States. 
It is as absolute in its terms as a statute can he, and is not conditioned 
upon any reciprocal right to be granted or act to be performed by Can- 
ada, and it is perfectly clear that there is no power granted in this sec- 
tion which authorizes the President to suspend its operations under any 
circumstances whatever. 

Section 3006 of the Revised Statutes has also been referred to as con- 
ate all the power necessary on the President. That section is as 

‘ollows: 

Sec. 3006. Imported merchandise in bond, or duty paid, and products or man- 
ufactures of the United States may, with the consent of the proper authorities 
of the British provinces or Republic of Mexico, be transported from one port in 
the United States to another port therein, over the territory of such provinces 
or Republic, by such routes and under such rules, regulations, and conditions 
as the ry of the Treasury may prescribe; and the merchandise so trans- 
ried shall, upon arrival in the United States from such provinces or Republic, 
treated in regard to the liability to or exemption from duty or tax, as if the 
transportation had taken place entirely within the limits of the United States, 

This section relates alone to the coastwise trade of the United States, 
and to imported merchandise and products, or manufactures transported 
from one port in the United States to another port in the United States 
over foreign territory. 

Back of both of these sections also is the act of 1864, section 3102 of 
the Revised Statutes, which allows the transshipment of goods through 
our territory in bond and free of duty upon the proper certificate of an 
officer of the United States duly authorized to act. 

It is also contended that the power sought to be conferred upon the 
President is in opposition to Article XXIX of the treaty of 1871, which 
is as follows: 

It is agreed that, for tho term of years mentioned in Article XXXIII of this 
treaty, pocan wares, or merchandise arriving at the ports of New York, Bos- 
ton, and Portland, and any other ports of the United States which have been 
or may, from time to time, be specially designated by the President of the 
Uni States and destined for Her Britannic Majesty’s fons in North 
America, may be entered at the proper custom-house and entve ed in transit, 
without the payment of duties, through the territory of the Uni States, under 
such rules, regulations, and conditions for the protection of the rovenue as the 
Government of the United States may from time to time prescribe; and under 
like rules, regulations, and conditions, goods, wares, or merchandise be 
conveyed in transit, without the payment of dutics, from such possessions 
Coane peep gical of the United States for export from the said ports of the 

n 


It is further agreed that, for the like period, goods, wares, or merchandise ar- 
rivingatany of the portsof Her Britannic Majesty’s possessions in North America 
hd destined for the United States may be entered at the proper custom-house 
and conveyed in transit, without the payment of duties, through the said pos- 
sessions, under such rules and regulations and conditions for the protection of 
the revenue as the Governments of the said possessions may from time to time 
prescribe; and under like rules, regulations, and conditions goods, wares, or 
merchandise may be conveyed in transit, without payment of duties, from the 
United States through the said possessions to other places in the United States 
or for export from ports in the said possessions, 

This presents the leading question, to wit: Is Article XXIX of the 
treaty of 1871 now in force? If Article XXIX is not in force, it is of 
great importance to determine whether it ceased to be in force because 
the treaty of 1871 was violated or whether, according to the provisions 
of the treaty, it fell with Article XXX and Articles XVIII to XXYV, 
inclusive, 

Such high authority as Mr. Madison said, in his letter to Mr. Edmund 
Pendleton, January 2, 1791 (Wharton’s Digest, International Law, 
section 138): 

Treaties, as I understand the Constitution, are made supreme over the con- 
stitutions and laws of the particular States, and, like a subsequent law of the 
United States, oroc Hy esnea laws of the United States; provided, however, 
that the treaty be within the prerogative of making treaties, which, no doubt, 
has certain limits, 

‘That the contracting parties can annul the treaty can not, I presume, be ques- 
tioned, the same authority precisely being exercised in annulling as in making 


a treaty. 
‘That a breach on one side (even of a single article, cach being considered as 


a condition of every other article) discharges the other is as little questionable, 
but with this reservation, that the other side is at liberty to take advantage or 
not of the breach as dissolving the treaty. * * * 


Mr. Madison shows that a breach on one side of even a single arti- 
cle of a treaty discharges the other side, but with the reservation that — 
the other side is at liberty to take advantage or not of the breach as 
dissolving the treaty. 

There are important provisions in tho treaty of 1871 in regard to 
navigation rights, boundary lines, ete,, about which no complaint is 
made, and which our Government may wish to remain unabrogated. 

The President in his message makes a just and proper distinction, 
and declares that Article XXIX of the treaty of 1871 terminated July 
1, 1885, when the fisheries articles terminated, but he also says: 


Without basing our complaint upon a violation of treaty obligations, it is 
nevertheless trae that such refusal of transit and the other injurious acts which 
have been recited constitute a provoking insistence upon rights neither miti- 
gated by the amenities of national intercourse, nor modified by the recognition 
of our liberality and generous considerations? 


I think it is clear that Article XXIX provides whe it shall go into 
effect and when it shall cease to have effect. It fixes the term pf ifs 
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own existence, to wit, ‘‘the term of years mentioned in Article 
XXXIII.” y 

Article XXXIII does not mention Article XXIX, but contains a 
provision that Articles XVIII to XXV, inclusive, and Article XXX 
shall take effect as soon as the laws required to carry them into opera- 
tion shall be passed by the legislative bodies of the different countries 
concerned therein, and that— 

They shall remain in force for the period of ten years from the date in which 
they may come into operation, and further until the expiration of two years 
after either of the high contracting parties shall have given notice to the other 
of its wish to terminate the same. 

The term of years mentioned in Article XXXIII having expired, in- 
cluding the two years required for notice of termination, I believe 
Article XXIX is not now in force, and that it died when the fisheries 
articles of the treaty of 1871 died. The Joint High Commissioners who 
negotiated the treaty so understood, and section third of the act of 
Congress approved March 1, 1873, substantially so declares. 

The language of the President in his message on that subject is con- 
clusive. He says: 

I am of the opinion that the “term of years mentioned in Article XXXII,” 
referred to in Article XXIX as the limit of its duration, means the period dur- 
ing which Articles XVIII to XXY, inclusive, and Article XXX, commonly called 
mo oo A articles,” should continue in force under the language of said Ar- 
ticle XXXIIT, 

That the joint high commissioners who negotiated the treaty so understood 
and intended the p. is certain, for in a statement containing an account of 
their ing SEE prepared under their supervision and approved by them, we 
find the following entry on the subject: 

“The transit question was discussed, and it was agreed that any settlement 
that might be made should include a reciprocal arrangement in that respect for 
the period for which the fishery articles should be in force.” 

In addition to this very satisfactory evidence supporting this construction of 
the language of Article IX, it will be found that the law by Congress 
to carry the treaty into effect furnishes conclusive proof of the correctness of 


such construction, 

This law was March 1, 1873, and is entitled “An act to carry into effect 
the penuos of the treaty between the United Statesand Great Britain, signed 
in the city of Washington the 8th day of May, 1871, relating to the fisheries,” 
After providing in its first and second sections for putting in operation Articles 
XVIII to XXV, inclusive, and Article XXX of the treaty, the third section is de- 
voted to Article XXTX, as follows: : 

“Sec, 3. That from the date of the President’s proclamation authorized by the 
first section of this act, and so jong as the articles eighteenth to twenty-fifth, in- 
clusive,and article thirtieth of said treaty, shall remain in force, according to 
the termsand conditions of article eigen of said treaty, all goods, w: 
or merchandise gy ag at the ports of New York, Boston, and Vortland, an 
any other ports in the United States which have been, or may from time to time 
be, specially designated by the President of the United States, and destined for 
Her Britannic Majesty’s possessions in North America, may be entered at the 
proper custom-house and conveyed in transit, without the payment of duti 
through the territory of the United States, under such rules, Fog ay ‘ntl 
conditions for the tection of the revenue as the Secretary of the Treasu’ 
may from time to time pı be; and under like rules, regulations, and condi- 
tions, goods, wares, or merchandise marea conveyed in transit, withoutthe pay- 
ment of duties, from such possessio: rough the territory of the United States, 
for export from the said ports of the United States,” 


It is so well settled that the legislative power of our country is su- 
perior to the treaty-making power that it is hardly n to refer 
to the many decisions rendered by the Supreme Court of the United 
States on this subject, and I shall only refer to the language used by 
the courtin one case. The courtsay (Head-money cases, United States 
Reports 112, page 599): 

In short, we are of the opinion that so far as a treaty made ay the United 
fut she LIGA of this OTit y ts ta DAJO to, sucky note ws Contprese Dias Pan tor 
its enforcement, modification, or veneal: ea, Sai 

Mr. Speaker, once before in the history of our country a Presi- 
dent of the United States called the attention of Congress to the man- 
ner in which Canada harassed American fishermen. Though he is 
dead now his action at that time is still admired, and will ever add ad- 
ditional luster to his great reputation as a patriot and soldier. I refer 
to President Grant. In his annual m in December, 1870, he al- 
luded to the course pursued by the Canadian authorities toward the 
fishermen of the United States. In many respects the same state of 
affairs existed in 1870 that exist to-day, and President Grant said to 
Congress: 

Anticipating that an attempt may possibly be made by the Canadian authori- 
ties in the coming season to rpa their unneighborly acts towards our er- 
men, I recommend you to confer upon the Executive the power to nd by 
proclamation the operation of the laws of authorizing the transit of goods, 
wares,and merchandise in bond across the territory of the United States to 
Canada; and further, if such extreme measure become necessary, to suspend the 
operation of any laws whereby the vessels of the Dominion of Canada are per- 
mitted to enter the waters of the United States, 

The effect of this message was remarkable. Almost instantly agents 
were sent from London to Canada to warn the authorities that their un- 
neighborly and improper acts toward American fishermen must cease, 
and before the fishing season came again the Joint High Commission 
which negotiated the treaty of Washington in 1871 was authorized. 

Thus it appears that President Grant also believed that the proper 
way to settle these disputes and differences was through the treaty- 
making power. 

If the treaty signed and concluded under the direction and authority 
of President Cleveland had been ratified by the Senate of the United 
States, as was the treaty signed and concluded during the administra- 
tion of President Grant, there would have been an end to our fisheries 
trouble; but now that the Senate has declared that it will not allow 


President Cleveland to adjust by treaty the old disagreements and 
disputes which have been renewed on account of the expiration of the 
fishery provisions of the treaty of 1871, I do not see how any patriot 
who respects the dignity and honor of his country or the just rights of 
the people dare refuse to indorse the recommendations of the President 
that the existing powers of retaliation against Canada be ee 
The President also calls the attention of Congress to another subject 
involving wrongs and unfair treatment to our citizens. He says: 


The navigation of the Great Lakes and the immense business and carrying 
trade growing out of the same bave been treated with freedom and liberality 
by the United States Government and made free toall mankind, while Canadian 
railroads and navigation companies share in our country’s transportation upon 
terms as favorable as are accorded to our own citizens, , 


And he recommends that such legislative action be takenas will give 
Canadian vessels navigating our canals and their cargoes precisely the 
advantage granted to our vessels and their cargoes upon Canadian 

, and that the same be measured by exactly the same rule of 
discrimination. 

It is well known that the canals and other public works, built and 

maintained by our Government along the line of the Lakes, are made 
freeto all. In contrast to this condition, every lock and canal which 
is a public work of the Dominion of Canada is subject to tolls and 
charges. 
By Article XXVItof the treaty of Washington, provision was made 
to secure to the citizens of the United States the use of the Welland, 
St. Lawrence River, and other canals in the Dominion on terms of 
equality with the inhabitants of the Dominion, and also to secure to 
the subjects of Great Britain the use of the St. Clair Flats Canal on 
terms of equality with the inhabitants of the United States. 

Notwithstanding this solemn enactment and this intended equality, 
the Secretary of the Treasury has furnished Congress with evidence 
showing that an order has been issued by the authorities of the Do- 
minion of Canada, and is now in force, by which vessels from ports of 
the United States, laden with wheat or other merchandise for export 
or otherwise, are required to pay less toll when they pursue their voy- 
age by way of the St. Lawrence River and Montreal than when they 
pursue their voy¢ge by way of Lake Ontario or American ports, the 
Canadian regulations clearly operatingas a discrimination against Amer- 
ican ports, American railroads and canals, and American vessels. 

To meet this unjust discrimination, the bill under consideration pro- 
vides that whenever the President shall be satisfied that there is any 
discrimination whatever in the use of the Welland Canal, the St. Law- 
rence River canals, the Chambly Canal, or either of them, which may 
be detrimental to the interests of the United States, or any of its citi- 
zens, he is authorized in his discretion to issue a proclamation direct- 
ing that a toll of 20 cents a ton upon every foreign vessel and hercargo 
passing through either the Sault Ste. Marie Canal or the St. Clair Flats 
Canal be collected, and providing further that the President may, in 
his discretion, when he is satisfied there is any such discrimination, 
prohibit the use of said canals to any such foreign vessel. 

Mr. Speaker, in conclusion, I wish to say with emphasis that we 
should not fail to be mindful of the obligation which our Government 
owes to more than one hundred thousand men, who manage six thou- 
sand vessels engaged in our sea and lake fisheries. Many of these men 
pursue their hazardous business amid dangers such as are not en- 
countered by any other class of citizens, and they maintain an industry 
the annual products of which are yalued at $45,000,000. 

The time has come when we ought to be in earnest, gnd our legisla- 
tion should be such as to prove to Canada, to Great Britain, and to the 
world that we are in earnest. 

The power granted to the President in the pending bill is no stronger 
than it ought to be. It is time ian wrongs should be resented 
by the United States and repressed by Great Britain. The bill should 
be passed promptly. A 

Almost every case in which American vessels have been seized by 
the Canadian authorities was in violation of the spirit of the treaty of 
1818. Almost every seizure was in violation of that comity, hospital- 
ity, and good feeling that the civilization of this age requires between 
neighboring nations. 

Adjoining nations are compelled to provide for their mutual inter- 
ests by legislation. If the Dominion of Canada, supported by the 
Government of Great Britain, legislates in hostility to the interests of 
our citizens, it is not only our duty but now it is our only alternative 
to ee in hostility to their interests and retaliate for their bad 
conduct. 

The bill under consideration is not a war measure, but it isa peace 
measure, It is a public, plain announcement to our people and to 
the people of Great Britain that the Government of the United States 
proposes to maintain its dignity and protect the rights of its citizens. 

The President will exercise the power confided to him intelligently, 
conservatively, and courageously. ‘There can be no doubt about his 
proper appreciation of the dignity and honor of the great Republic 
over which he presides, and any power placed in his hands will be 
used for the protection of American dignity and of American rights. 

It is by no means certain that he will be required to issue the proc- 
lamations authorized by the bill. I hope and believe that when the 
bill under consideration is enacted into a law; the usual wisdom and 
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good judgment of the Canadian authorities and of the authori_ 
ties will again be manifested and all difficulties arranged withont re 
sort to anything that will break up the cordial relations which have 
existed for so many years between the United States and Great Britain. 
Let the result be as it will, I believe the President will be supported 
‘by the people of the United States, regardless of party, in his efforts 
to exercise such authority as may be granted to him by Con 
There will be no division on sectional lines, but men of the South and 
men of the North will stand shoulder to shoulder, in solid phalanx, 
a a American rights and American honor. [Lond continued ap- 
ause. 
p ai SPEAKER pro tempore. The time of the gentleman has ex- 


ired. 
s Mr. McCREARY. I was about to suggest thatif I had any further 
time I would reserve it. x 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman has exceeded his time 
by three minutes; and if there be no objection, the Chair will recog- 
nize the gentleman from Illinois for the same length of time in addi- 
tion to his hour. , 

Mr. HITT. Mr. Speaker, this new retaliation bill and the message 
with which it was sent here deserve comment, or Iwould not detain the 
House from voting by any remarks of mine. The circumstances at- 
tending it and the peculiar character of the message that the bill ac- 
companied were a surprise to the House. The message was received 
with partisan applause on the Democratic side of the House, the first 
word uttered about it being from the irrepressible and enthusiastic 
gentleman from Missouri [Mr. O'NEILL], who cried out it was a ‘‘ good 
campaign document.” [Laughter,] The description sticks to it in 
the public mind. 

Presidents’ messages sent to Congress are usually state papers, and 
Iam not willing to accept that declaration even of his political friend, 
and the imputation that all this is a mere electioneering device. The 
President in this message takes a new position that to every one of us 
was gratifying in that it admits we were right—all of us who have 

retaliation before—and in that it admits his great mistake in 
abandoning the rights of our fishermen in his late unlamented treaty. 

We have been humbled of late. OurChief Magistrate sentin a treaty 
which he called a ‘‘just, honorable, and satisfactory settlement,” and 
in it the rights of American fishermen contended for and firmly claimed 
for many years were given up and tobe purchased as privileges. Now 
hesends a m , and with it comes wbili to empower him to retali- 
ate for the violation of rights not taken care of in that which he said 
was just settlement, but in that just settlement were excluded. He 
has found out that he was wrong and we were right. 

Who can forget the resounding terms with which this Administra- 
tion two years ago vindicated in words the rights, the incontestable 
rights, of American fishermen which we have claimed for some fifty 
years? And these rights, commercial rights, extended by us to British 
subjects in all our ports, and claimed by us in theirs, were utterly aban- 
doned in that treaty which the gentleman from Kentucky has just been 
eulogizing, as did the President, who called itjust, honorable, and satis- 
factory. 

These commercial rights, so stoutly, and I believe so truthfully and 
logically, contended for in 1886 by the Secretary of State, by Minister 
Phelps, the voice of our people speaking officially, are not ized, 
set out, and protected in the Chamberlain treaty at all. They are rele- 
gated to the fifteenth article, near the end, and among them the right 
to transshipfish. Itis there agreed that these rights may be purchased 
by us hereafter as privileges by giving up to Canadians the whole 
amount of what they pay nowas duties upon their fish sent into the 
United States. When the President has discovered, as it is evident he 
has, how greatly and how grievously he was mistaken as to the rights 
of American fishermen, because here he asks us for authority to retali- 
ate for the violation of one of those very rights so mistakenly aban- 
doned last February, I do not feel like interposing opposition. 

We might say in response to his request for power to retaliate that he 
has already abundant powers, and we would like them tried. 

The Congress has conferred upon him Gace and again in great and 
liberal measure authority to vindicate our wronged fishermen on the 
northeast coast. He can exclude Canadian ships, fish, products, or 
any goods coming from Canada. He asks an enlargement on one side 
of one of the powers contained in that act of 1887; he wishes power to 
stop goods going through to Canada. Congress there conferred upon 
him powers—with a wide discretion as to how he might apply them, 
revoke in part or in whole or renew—to retaliate for the offenses com- 
mitted by the Canadian fishermen upon our fishermen, graduating all, 
in kind, in degree, rising higher and higher. He may retaliate by first 
excluding their vessels, not merely fishing ships, but all vessels from 
Canada—their steam-ship lines, their trading vessels, their fishing ves- 
sels—all. Second, he may deny entrance to Canadian fish. Third, he 
may exclude or deny entrance to any other product of the Dominion of 
Canada. 


Then come the sweeping words “ or other goods coming from the 
Dominion of Canada.” We thought when we discussed and passed 
the act of 1887 that we could not touch the bonded transit system, nor 
interrupt it in anyway in our proposed retaliation; but that the treaty 


of 1871, in its twenty-ninth article, protected the right of both Ameri- 
cans and Canadians to send goods in bond across the other’s territory 
without paying duty. That was all that stood in the way of his ex- 
cluding all goods coming from Canada; he could not stop those bonded 
in transit. But the President now says, in his new fishery message, 
that twenty-ninth article is abrogated, and the gentleman who has 
just taken his seat says it is “dead.” There is nothing, then, to pre- 
vent him from stopping goods coming from Canada, even though by 
the bonded system, if they only come from Canada to the United Btates 
to go through our country, and the extension of power asked is to sub- 
stantially authorize the arrest of the whole bonded-transit system both 
ways. This would of course authorize the President to stop the entry 
of goods coming by way of our ports and going to Canada as provided 
for by the act of 1866, which the gentleman has read in extenso. 

For vindicating the rights of our fishermen many members perhaps 
think this is not a necessary power at all; and many think he has 
abundant power already, and that this is like his request for power to 
buy bonds when he had abundant power. But there is a difference be- 
tween that case and this. That was a mere pretense of want of power 
for a purpose, and we could readily refuse such a request when the 
pretense was brought out, the politics in it This is a ques- 
tion not of business policy, but of the rights of American citizens. The 
President asks for an additional power for their protection by retalia- 
tion. We have indicated to him long ago that he ought to retaliate. 
He has done nothing. If we refuse this request may it not be held to 
mean that we exonerate him for his failures and intimate that he need 
do nothing—at least, excuse inaction? With him lies the vast respon- 
sibility of his acts. Heis President. Iam unwiiling to refuse a power 
asked to protect such rights. I know there are reasons for distrust, 
for refusing additional authority, and still further extension of his 
powers of retaliation. But I do not accept as a basis of my own ac- 
tion the theory of the gentleman who called this a ‘‘campaign docu- 
ment.” Thatis sounding a depth we have never yet reached in Amer- 
ican politics. We must still consider it as a President’s message. 

The gentleman from Kentucky, with a felicity characteristic of his 
expressions, rich in what they imply or suggest, in eulogizing it classed 
this fishery message with the message of last December, sometimes 
known as the ‘‘free-trade message.” It was an apt combination; the 
fishery troubles and free-trade—how can they be used to aid it?—and 
the treatment of the fishery question and the tendency towards free- 
trade that distinguish the Administration have gone hand in hand 
since the day of the inauguration. [Applause on the Republican side. ] 

How did the Administration begin this curious business—this long 
play of one interest to forward a pet theory? In 1883 this House and 
the Senate, by a joint resolution, had provided for the termination in 
July, 1895, ’of the fishery articles of the treaty of 1871, which the gentle- 
man has cited, and that termination was to take place in a few months, 
when the present Administration came into office. 

Everybody interested, the fishermenand all others, had been notified 
for two years. All were prepared for it, and all the fishermen of the 
United States were impatiently waiting for the last day of the arrange- 
ment which bad proven to be so greatly to their disadvantage. They 
did. not ask and did not want any interference in their behalf to pro- 
long it. It was only eight days after the beginning of this reform Ad- 
ministration when a discussion was commenced with the British min- 
ister for the renswal of the arrangement, the news of which filled the 
Canadians with joy and the American fishermen with dismay. It was 
to provide that our fishermen should still enjoy the inshore fisheries of 
Canada, which they did not want; and although the Administration or 
the Executive could not suspend the tariff laws and give the Canadians 
free trade in fish at once, he could take the first step towards that end; 
and accordingly a promise was made to the British minister that the 
President would recommend to Congress the appointment of a commis- 
sion to take up the subject of the fisheries, and the commission, he was 
assured, would go on and consider the enlargement of trade—in other 
words, free trade in fish. 

The President kept his word. He sent in a message that recom- 
mended a commission. I remember it-well. He urged upon this 
House to proceed in that line and authorize a commission. Now, the 
House, though Democratic and friendly to the President as far as it 
could go, would do nothing ofthe kind. The members knew too well 
the sentiment of the people on this subject. It was sent to the Senate 
also, and the Senate sent him back word that it disapproved of any 
such course. Thatwas a disappointment—a check. His policy—that 
same policy that is indicated te his last free-trade message, and which 
the gentleman from Kentucky [Mr. MCCREARY ] classed together with 
this fishery message—was pursued still. The Canadians, greatly en- 
couraged by what had been done by our Government, now began a 
campaign of outrages upon our fishermen by every form of vexation 
intended to secure this free trade in fish, which they believed they 
would ultimately obtain indirectly ifnot directly. 

Is there any one here who can forget the indignation of every Amer- 
ican citizen during 1886 at the recital of wrongs brought daily from 
the Northeast, of ships boarded, arrested, and tied up in the Canadian 
ports, the inhumanities to which our fishermen were subjected, the in- 
sults to the American flag? The story is a burning one of wrongs unes 
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redressed and insults unavenged to this hour. The House, responsive 
to indignant public feeling, took the matter up and passed the retalia- 
tion bill of 1887. Negotiations, however, had been going on all the 
time, and strangely enough after Congress had thus spoken went on 
still. It seemed to be determined in advance that the right way was 
not to stop the wrongdoer, but to commence discussion with him and 
continue it and persist in it. 

The retaliation bill was passed, conferring upon the Executive the 
authority which I have already briefly stated. It stands upon the 
statute-book still, and eighteen months have passed by. None of the 
powers conferred in that bill have been exercised, and no intimation 
was ever given that any was meditated until a few days ago we received 
a request for still more power. 

This system of ontrages which I have spoken of was checked in part, 
I think, by the influence of the passage of that retaliation bill, which 
this House passed by a vote of 236 against 1, a pretty strong indication 
by the representatives of the people of the sentiment of the nation and 
of the method the American people desired the Executive to take to 
enforce the rights and redress the wrongs of our fellow-citizens. Ne- 
gotiations went on still, not visible to the great world, and cropped out 
at last in the Bayard-Chamberlain negotiation—which all of you re- 
meimber—last winter. 

We knew nothing in this Hall, nothing was known anywhere to the 
outside world, of the proceedings in that negotiation, and we waited 
all with anxiety, and some with hope, for the treaty that was to be the 
result. Itcame at last in February, and the country cried out at the 
lame conclusion. The gentleman from Kentucky has compared that 
treaty with the treaty of 1871, and the treatment it received in the 
Senate with the treatment which the treaty of 1871 received in General 
Grant’s time. 

The different treatment which the two received is a very good indi- 
cation of their respective merits. One was an abandonment of the 
rights of American citizens, and was rejected by the Senate; the other, 
covering a great tody of subjects, dealt with them in aspirit which the 
nation and, I believe, mankind has approved; and ina part of that 
treaty relating to the Alabama claims there was a great advance in the 
methods of adjusting international disputes. It was a notable event 
in the history of the progress of international law. That treaty was 
received with general satisfaction, and was confirmed by the Senate. 

I must say that the part which dealt with this fatal subject of the 
fisheries proved hardly better than some other arrangements had been 
before and have been since, and we were glad to terminate it as soon 
as we could in 1885. It was an unfortunate thing, and there is no 
need of reviving the history and the bitterness connected with the story 
of the Halifax Commission and that unjust award by an unfair um- 
pire, based on pretended evidence long since exposed and denounced. 

The treaty that was brought in last February, called generally the 
Bayard-Chamberlain treaty, was the one which, before we saw it, we 
had anxiously hoped would fulfill expectations excited by the spirited 
dispatches of Mr. Bayard, and would give protection and security there- 
after to the oft-asserted rights of American citizens. Anticipating it, 
many of us looked back over the protesting dispatches written during 
the time Canadian fishermen were committing daily outrages upon our 
fishermen, recalled what Minister Phelps, as well as Secretary Bayard, 
had said with such forcible logic of our rights to commercial privileges 
in British ports similar to those we granted to British vessels and fish- 
ermen in our ports; of the rights determined by the reciprocal legisla- 
tion of 1830. 

What was the result? When that treaty came we discovered that 
it abandoned a vast region of fishing waters in which American fisher- 

' men had been before as free to fish as on the high seas, and it allotted 
those waters by delimitation to be held exclusively for the Canadians. 
There were some provisions to grant to Americans what would not be 
denied by any nation on earth—refuge in disaster, relief from some 
of the most exasperating vexations of litigation, facilities for sickness 
and death. But the treaty relegated to the fifteenth article those great 
and cardinal questions of American rights which this Administration 
had defended with vigor—I wish I could add, had persisted in defend- 
ing to the last. 

The assertion of those rights has been the task of American states- 
men for many years, and it is hard to say which of our public men has 
stated most vigorously and forcibly the doctrine of the rights of Amer- 
‘ican fishermen in the ports of the Canadian coast. That treaty passed 
' those rights to a contingent, separate article, which provided that we 

might hereafter, by paying for them in the remission of the duty on 
' fish, obtain those commercial privileges—purchase of supplies and trans- 

shipment of catch. It gave up the whole question. Fortunately the 

Senate received that treaty in a spirit of careful scrutiny. They found 
l it vastly different from the treaty of 1871, and they properly rejected 
it. It was subjected to long examination and debate, and in that cruci- 

ble it was found utterly wanting. The opinion of the country had re- 
. jected it long before the vote of the Senate. 

As the gentleman from Kentucky said, it is dead, and it were well 
if that were the end of it; but it has left behind a heavy load. The ad- 
missions in that treaty live to plague us. They are the admissions of 


the organ of the American people, the Executive of the nation. They 
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are the most solemn and formal declaration of the whole scope and 
boundary of our rights, as we by our President recognize them in a doc- 
ument that he calls ‘‘just, honorable, and satisfactory.” While it is 
not a treaty in force and has no obligation now, it may be cited, as it 
certainly will be, in any negotiations that we may enter upon hereafter. 

It was said in the discussion of that treaty elsewhere, and in the 
press, that the enforcement of its terms would lead to the same old vexa- 
tion, troubles, and confusion in the future, when harshly enforced, 
especially the third and fourth articles, changing the dead line, as it 
certainly would be if the hope of free fish through that means was again 
held out to Canada; that the line of delimitation was one hard to en- 
force and the line 3 miles from low-water mark difficult to observe in 
murky wild weather, and so our fishermen would be liable to seizure 
if fishing or preparing to fish; that there were in the treaty provisions 
which the hostile spirit of Canadian local authorities could make the 
ground of multiplying controversies, so that if ratified it would not 
have been a cure even for those minor difficulties, while it gave away 
the great points in the controversy. 

There was a part of that treaty which was not written; a postscript 
which was not printed with it. A treaty isa bargain. There was more 
bargained in this case than was written down and signed. The proto- 
cols were sent to the Senate upon its request, and are public documents 
which we have seen, containing the record of the formal meeting and 
adjournment each day—a barren record of forms and dates. The argu- 
ments, the concessions, the negotiations, the daily struggle of mind with 
mind in adjusting these questions of rights, of values, of places, in all 
their sinuosities, are not shown there, nor the agreements nor the prom- 
ises. But as in Great Britain the Parliamentary government, by its 
system of open explanations, often discloses to Europe many secrets 
which otherwise would not be known from anything on the continent, 
so the repetition of that same system of government on the north brings 
us some information from the Canadian Parliament, to which Sir Charles 
Tupper made his report when he returned from Washington; and we 
find it printed in Hansard, the official publication of the Government 
of Canada. In that report this accomplished and trained statesman, 
who has dealt with this grave question so many times, whese skill, 
whose experience, whose knowledge, we have had occasion to know in’ 
negotiations for many years, stated, and with reserve (for he said he 
must be cautious in his statements, as all that he was saying there 
might be quoted against their interests pending in Washington)—stated, 
as touching the question of free trade, that there were some promises, 
which I will not try to repeat without reading his exact words from 
the official record. I read: 

Mr. Bayard told us, the American plenipotentiaries told us, that there was but 
one way of obtaining what we wished. ‘You want greater freedom of com- 
mercial intercourse; you want relaxation in our tariff arrangements,” etc. 

“You will find "— 

Continues Mr. Bayard—I give his closing language— 

“You will find thatthe policy of this Government, the policy of the President, 
and of the House of Representatives, the policy of the great Democratic y of 
the United States, will at once take an onward march in the direction you 
propose”— 

[Laughter and applause on the Republican side. ] 


“and accomplish steadily that which you would desire. 
can ever be attained.” 


Sir Charles then adds: 

Those were not empty words; those were the soter utterancesof distinguished 
statesmen, who pointed to the avowed policy of the Government of the United 
States as the best evidence of the sincerity of what they said, 

Then he calls attention to the position on this floor of the gentleman 
from Texas [Mr. MILLS]. Iam sorry that gentleman is not present, 
as I refer to him personally, But, says Sir Charles Tupper, as chair- 
man of the great Committee on Ways and Means, Mr. MILLS occupies 
a position in the American Congress corresponding to finance minister 
in a parliamentary government—is selected hy the Speaker—desig- 
uated in obedience to the sentiment of the Democratic party. 

Sir Charles Tupper then adds: 

What have we seen? The ink is barely dry upon this treaty before he, as 
the representative of the Government and chairman of the Committee on Ways 
and Means, brings forward a measure—to do what? Why, to make free articles 
that Canada sends into the United States, and upon which last year $1,800,000 
of duty was paid. 

Let me add that he not only introduced the Mills bill, but pressed it 
through the House. He kept Mr. Bayard’s word to the letter. That 
part was ratified. The Democratic party stood by its bargain with the 
eh plenipotentiary. [Laughter and applause on the Republican 
side. 

The eminent gentleman from Texas to whom I refer, and who, I re- 
gret, is absent, is ‘‘starring in the provinces,” carrying on the great 
campaign work of which my mistaken friend from Missouri [Mr. 
O’ NEIL] calls this President’s message a part. And I observed the re- 
port of a remark by the gentleman from Texas, referring to this very 
message, that ‘‘ while the Republicans may have taken the British lion 
by the tail, we take him by the snout.” That was just after he had 
carried out this bargain with the British envoy and crammed the Brit- 
ish lion’s mouth with $1,809,000 a year—asheer gift! ‘We take him 
by the snout!” [Laughter and applause on the Republican side. ] 

The gentleinan who has just taken his seat [ Mr. McCreary] argued 
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at much length the question of the abrogation at present of the twenty- 
ninth article of the treaty of 1871, providing for reciprocal transit in 
bond across the United States and across Canada. I do not think it 
necessary to assent or answer. The President in his message tells 
us that in 1886 notice was given to our representatives that this right 
of transshipment in bond would be denied to us. That denial to us 
would relieve us of obligation to Canada. I have tried to get a copy 
of that notice. I have asked our amiable acting chairman of the Com- 
mittee on Foreign Affairs [Mr. McCreary], as the organ of the com- 
mittee, if he would procure it from the State Department, where-—— 

Mr. BELMONT. The gentleman will permit me. ‘The notice re- 
ferred to was in the case which undoubtedly is familiar to my colleague 
on the committee, the case of the Novelty, which has been—— 

Mr. HITT. Iam familiar with the case of the Novelty; but the 
remark of the President in his message is that ‘‘in 1886 notice was 
received by the representatives of our Government,’’ and he uses the 
word in a way which would lead us to accept it as meaning formal and 
solemn notice from one government to another, given in 1886 to our 
representatives. Why, sir, the story of the Novelty is a statement 
made by the Secretary of State, in a dispatch to Minister West, that 
the consul at Halifax told him that the collector of customs told him 
that they would not allow transshipment in bond. That is the ‘‘no- 
tice.” 


Mr. BELMONT. Thegentleman recognizes that is sufficient notice. 

Mr. HITT. I have not complained of that. 

Mr. BELMONT. The American consul at Halifax received notice 
certain privileges had been withdrawn. 

Mr. HITT. Iam aware of what the gentleman is stating. 

Mr. BELMONT, Privileges which had been up to that time granted 
under Canadian laws, 

Mr, HITT. That does not appear in the dispatches. 

Mr. BELMONT. The gentleman will acknowledge that would be 
sufficient notice? 

Mr. HITT. I have read the dispatch to which the gentleman refers, 
wherein it appears that Mr. West is informed that Mr. Bayard is in- 
formed that Mr. Phelan is informed by a collector of customs at that 
office that they would not allow any further shipments in bond. 

Mr. BELMONT. Task the gentleman if he does or does not con- 
sider the notice sufficient? 

Mr. HITT. Iam not questioning the truth of this or the validity 
of the notice, 

Mr. BELMONT. That is allI wish to know, and I am perfectly 
satisfied with the answer of my colleague. 

Mr. HITT. No, sir; I have not questioned that. I have been try- 
ing to find out if there was anything more. I have been waiting to 
know whether there was or not any formal document. I know the 
President would not have made such.a statement unless it was true. 
His statement in his message that there was a notice is sufficient. 

‘That notice that the reciprocal obligation on the side of the British 
to permit shipment in bond would no longer be observed released us 

* at once from observing it. I think that is the end of that question, 
without trying to prove that Article XXIX died in some secret way 
unknown to either nation three years ago, because it said ‘‘for the 
term mentioned in Article XXXL” and Article XXXIII said that 
Articles XVIII to XXV and XXX should stand ten yearsand further 
till one of the parties gave two years’ notice, and hotice was given and 
cea XVIII to XXV and XXX, and XXIX must have died with 
them. 

I have seen no need of going into the humiliation of an argument 
concerning the force of Article XXIX, based on references and cross- 
references, and forced meanings of words, as if I were trying to get a 
thief out of trouble on a flaw in an indictment, picking out a refer- 
ence from one article of the treaty and then picking out something else 
from another article of the treaty, and so on, trying to infer from them 
when pieced together that it could be considered as then terminated, 
when no one knew it. 

It may be a plausible and ingenious legal argument as the President 
has made it in his message. I willnot examine it; I will not bedrawn 
into it. Sir, in dealings between two great nations, the leading peoples 
of the world, can we after three years have passed and we as well as 
the other side have acted daily and are now acting on the twenty-ninth 
article, can we in good faith undo it in a moment without a word and 
say it has been void for years? The notice received in 1886 that they 
would not observe it on the other side released us at once from the 
obligation to observe it, though that did not terminate the article. 

As the President considered that a full notice in 1886, why did he 
not act then and inform the British Government that their refusal of 
transshipment would be met by refusal on our part? I regret that he 
has waited so long without acting either on the retaliation measure 
we placed in his hands, or on the notice from the other side that gave 
him the opportunity for acting. 

There is something—to recur again to that twenty-ninth article— 
mysterious about its alleged demise. I was a member of the commit- 


tee that reported the joint resolution in 1883 to terminate the fishery 
articles. I believe I am almost the sole survivor on the committee be- 
sides my frienc, General KeTCHAM. 


At the time that resolution to abrogate the fishery articles was before 
the committee the bonded transit system, under the twenty-ninth arti- 
cle, was considered, and it was intended to avoid touching that system. 
Members from the Northwest were concerned about it. 

When that resolution passed upon this floor Mr. Washburne, of Minne- 
sota, asked whether there was anything which touched shipment in 
bond. Mr. Rice, of Massachusetts, a veteran and eminent member of 
the committee, told the House that its terms were framed expressly 
to avoid that. 

In the Senate Mr. Windom, from Minnesota, had raised the ques- 
tion and the words had been amended with that very purpose. If the 
joint resolution struck at Article XXIX the House did not know it. 
The Senate did not know it. President Arthur did not knowit. He 
did not mention it in his proclamation; nor was it in the earlier com- 
munication or notice by Mr. Lowell to the British Government. Lord 
Granville did not know it, did not so understand it, but just the con- 
trary. When he received notice of the passage of the resolution he 
called Mr. Lowell’s attention to the possible termination of the thirty- 
second article of the treaty, which was concerning Newfoundland, and 
not having been carried out by Newfoundland in legislation seemed 
to be by its terms of no effect; and Lord Granville asked, to be per- 
fectly clear, if that was also to be held to be terminated. Mr. Lowell 
said, ‘“‘ You are right; but I will consult Mr. Frelinghuysen.” A cor- 
respondence ensued; Mr. Frelinghuysen confirmed and approved what 
Mr. Lowell had said; not a word in the correspondence by Mr. Fre- 
linghuysen or the others to intimate that Article X XIX was included 
or touched at all. 

In an interesting interview, communicated by the gentleman from 
New York [Mr. BELMONT],or what purported to be an interview, pub- 
lished in the New York World of last Friday, I see a statement to the 
effect that he last year waited upon Mr. Cleveland at the time the Bel- 
mont bill was under consideration in the House, and discussed it with 
the President, who approved it, and the gentleman can correct meif the 
extract does not faithfully represent what he said; that some gentlemen 
from the Northwest (I assume that they were some Democratic mem- 
bers), feeling anxious and uneasy as to the results of the Belmont bill 
upon the people of that section by its possible effect on traffic, spoke to 
him in reference to the matter, and he took them to the White House 
and discussed the bill with the President,who approved the Beimont 
bill. Now,the Belmont bill contains an express recognition of Article 
XXIX. [Langhter.] So the President thought it was in force. It 
provides that, ‘* upon proof that the privileges secured by Article XXIX 
of the treaty concluded between the United States and Great Britain 
on May 8, 1871, are denied as to goods, etc., the President may also by 
proclamation forbid the exercise of the like privileges as to goods,” 

rene 

Mr, BELMONT. Will the gentleman permit me a moment to in- 
terrupt him just there, as he has referred to me? 

Mr. HITT. If the gentleman wishes me to yield for a question I 
will do so, but I would rather, as he is to follow me, that he will ex- 

lain in his own time. 

Mr. BELMONT. I think I can give a satisfactory explanation. 

Mr. HITT. I trust it will be satisfactory. 

Any one who has the RECORD in his ion can refer to the bill 
of which [ have spoken. President Cleveland thought last year that 
the twenty-ninth article was valid, and that we should observe it and 
make the other side observe it. We thought so when we framed the 
retaliation act. 

The debate then turned on that very point; and if any one will take 
the pains to do so, although I do not know that any one has sufficient 
curiosity to read old Congressional debates of eighteen months ago, he 
will find that great care was taken to avoid any infringement of that 
article. Articles of agreement, when there is a question as to their 
meaning, are usually construed as between contending parties by the 
long continued conduct of the parties to the contract, and these two 
nations have plainly by their acts construed this article as a pledge of 
their mutual faith, binding upon each, and no one thought of question- 
ing it until last Thursday week, when it was revealed for the first time 
from the White House. Then a revelation came that this article had 
died—died in the night over three years ago, the whole world un- 
conscious of the fact. I notice in the morning papers that the Cana- 
dian ministers in recent speeches have referred to the twenty-ninth 
articleof this treaty asin force. It isevidentthat they had not learned 
all that is known in Washington. 

Why, there is another article with the same phraseology as the twenty- 
ninth, “‘ for the term mentioned in Article XXXII,” which the Presi- 
dent’s argument or discovery would abrogate; I mean Article XXVIII 
of the same treaty. It begins in thesame words, provides for the same 
term mentioned in Article XXXII, which provides a method for the 
termination of articles, ten years and further till two years’ notice is 
given, and yet I have not heard gentlemen claim that the rule which 
they would apply-to Article XXIX should determine the existence of 
Article XXVIII as well. 

Now, the twenty-eighth article is that which makes Lake Michigan 
free to ian vessels, and this afternoon at the ports of Milwaukee 
and Chicago, all along their docks are Canadian ships whose right to be 
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there depends on that article, which died three years ago and they do 
not knowit. [Langhter.] They do not know that there is no such 
article and they have no right to be there, and are liable to be turned 
out of the whole lake by telegraph at any hour. 

No, Mr. Speaker, there is no need of resorting to any such quibble 
to justify our action in voting for a bill granting plenary authority in 
this matter. The British authorities have disregarded their obligations 
to permit the transit in bond, and therefore the obligation is not bind- 
ing onus. if we choose to assert our release, we can do so at any time. 
A decent regard for the usages of mankind ordinarily demands a commu- 
nication when such disputes occur. The aggrieved nation usually in- 
forms the other that they have disregarded the agreement and refused 
their partof the reciprocal duties and obligations, and so can not ex- 
pect a one-sided performance of the agreement. We can therefore 
cease on our part, That is all that is necessary. 

The authority the President asks, according to his own theory and 
message, he possesses—that is, touching goods coming from Canada, for 
we provided in that very act a power which I mentioned some time 
ago, whereby, under certain conditions, he might exclude not only 
vessels from our ports and everywhere from entrance into the country, 
but any other product of Canada and any goods coming from Canada; 
English or Chinese, or any other goods in Canada or coming from Can- 
ada could be excluded by him from that side. The bonded transit 
system having been disregarded by the British is no longer binding 
upon us, and hence hecan exclude them now, coming from either way. 
This authority now asked, to exclude goods coming from either way, 
would enable him to stop transit of goods for Canada arriving at New 
York and other ports, provided for jin the act of 1866. In so far this 
bill would confer an enlargement of the authority granted in the re- 
taliation act of 1887. That is about all there is of it; for that act sub- 
stantially covers goods coming from Canada. 

Mr. Speaker, the President lays stress upon retaliation for fisher- 
men’s wrongs by striking at trafficin bond. He says in his message 
that retaliation should be by ‘‘visiting upon the offending party the 
same measure or kind of treatment of which we complain and as far as 

ible within the same lines,’’ and, he says, ‘‘ with the least possible 
mage to ourselves.’? Asa practical fact, the interruption of the traffic 
in bond would probably affect our people more seriously and more in- 
juriously than anything that has transpired in the fishing difficulty 
since the beginning; and as to punishing an enemy, while it might 
tronble many persons in Canada, it would play directly into the hands 
and promote the purposes of the body of men who now rule Canada. 

Canada is ruled by a body of abie men under a system which hasena- 
bled the Tory party with concentrated English influence to keep Sir 
John Macdonald in power now these many years. Every means within 
the reach of that governing Tory influence has long been exerted to de- 
velop every element which would tend to keep that people separate 
from the United States; to bind them together, to force them in spite 
of nature to deal only along that northern line, to unite and come to- 
gether as nearly like a nation as possible. It was a tremendous 
problem. 

Canada upon the map appears a great block of country, halfa conti- 
nent; in fact it is a Jong feeble string of thinly united groups of popu- 
lation. The maritime provinces are separated by a vast region ofaimost 
desert country from the large body of people that occupy the central re- 
gion of Quebec and Ontario; then there is a long rocky stretch of the 
upper Lake Superior country separating that from the Manitoba region, 
and then again you must traverse a vast vacant space to reach the coast 
province around Vancouver, All along, pressing close upon them on 
the south, is the great Republic, sixty millions strong. 

To prevent the subtle attraction and almost irresistible tendency to- 
gether of neighboring populations, which drew each of these groups of 
Canadian people by interest to the great people on the south, has long 
been the effort of Cunadian statesmen. They have bound these several 
populations together by a costly and unprofitable system of government 
railroads or roads subsidized by government. The one that connects 
the maritime provinces with Quebec was constracted by a tremendous 
outlay from the treasury. It cost more than forty millions. It is 
worth nothing, less than nothing. It is a ccnstant drain and burden 
upon the treasury. 

I saw a gentleman who had been over it recently and’he said the 
grass would yet grow between the tracks of that great costly thorough- 
fare, so slight is the business nowdone. Stop transit in bond now com- 
ing across the United States, turn it all over that intereolonial road to 
the sea, and it will become a great trunk line, its trains loaded with 
the commerce of central Canada. Now, I have no sympathy with the 
separative policy of Sir John Macdonald and his Government, nor with 
that Tory party which governs the Canadian people. I would gladly 
see improved relations between the two countries, but I do not want 
all the concession on one side; for instance, by giving up $1,800,000 
annually of duties upon their goods, with no reciprocal concession what- 
ever; nor do I see the wisdom of promoting the general policy of the 
Tory government. 

The people of Canada are notourenemies. Why, one million of our 
constituents were born in Canada, I believe it is estimated that one- 
fourth of the native-born Canadians are to-day in the United States. 
They are good citizens, among the most industrious, intelligent, loyal 
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and patriotic. Do you believe their relatives across the way think 
only of this country in hatred? ‘The fishermen of Canada, owing to 
the jealousy of conflicting interests, have inflicted wrongs on our fish- 
ermen. 

Let me recall the words of the President that retaliation should be 
“t visited upon the offending party.” Stop the transit-in-bond system, 
turn Canadian traflic to their coast, and you will make the cities of 
Halifax and St. John prosperous centers of new life and wealth—towns 
the names of which recall to every American the indignation he felt 
through 1886 at the news from that quarter of humiliation and outrage 
to our citizens. 

The President thinks we should punish the offending party “in the 
same line with the injured.” Would not the offending party be re- 
warded? He can hurt our own Northwest, if he shall be so injudicious 
as to select this among all the methods of retaliation we placed in his 
hands in that wide discretion we gave him to choose any part, to apply 
to any part, to enforce, revoke, or renew. 

He would, in arresting this large intercourse, with a certainty that 
it will be met by like measures on the other side, take away the com- 
petition of the Canadian lines, and make the control of the trunk-line 
pool complete over this business. They could dictate terms as they 
pleased to the Northwest. I will not readily believe that the Presi- 
dent of the United States will ever subject a large number of our peo- 
ple unnecessarily to such retaliation—retaliation upon ourselves. 

Wrongs are going on now in the way of interrupting fishermen and 
fishing vessels, retaliation for which has been provided in the law. 
Why is it not applied? No, he thinks the way to redressffishermen’s 
wrongs is to admit foreign fish free, and bankrupt them, while benefit- 
ing those who wronged them. 

The gentleman from Kentucky read some facts for which I thank 
him, I took note of them, and will recall them to attention. The 
Herman Sampson within two weeks was seized and fined by the Ca- 
nadian authorities in defiance of those very rights which Mr. Bayard 
and Mr. Phelps so often’stated with just and forcible logic. That ves- 
sel had been to St. John’s to buy some herring. 

The Novelty, of which the gentleman also spoke, was refused coal a 
week before. Twenty-five vessels this season are said to have been com- 
pelled to pay from $150 to $200 for the privilege of buying supplies; 
the very privilege which we claimed for our fishermen in this discussion 
which has run through a lifetime. That right is one that we extend 
every day to any Canadian vessel, fishing or trading, and we have con- 
tended always that our vessels, with proper permits to trade, were en- 
titled to the same rights in Canadian ports. 

The President is clothed with power to retaliate. Why does he not 
enforce the retaliation now? Why is he waiting? The message indi- 
cates a sudden outburst of zeal on behalf of the fishermen. His in- 
dignation is all at the wrong done to our fishermen in denying them 
transshipment of fish in bond. How great and urgentisit? The con- 
sul-general at Halifax, who was named by the gentleman from New 
York a few moments ago, is Mr. Michael Phelan, an appointee of the 
present Administration, and, I am told, a man of singular intelligence. 
Let me read a few words from what that consul-general stated so re- 
cently as the 24th of August: 

Mackerel is the only fish there is that our fishermen want to transship home 
in bond, and as there are no mackerel being caught this year, that is not a live 
question just now, 

[Langhter. ] 

That is the last word I have been able to obtain from any source 
likely to be well informed on this subject, Is the President thinking 
of fishermen ; or is he fishing for votes? [Laughter. ] 

The gentleman from Kentucky referred to the reception given in Eng- 
land to General Grant’s message when he threatened retaliation. We 
have had some opportunity to see the reception given in England to 
the President’s message sent here the other day. The chief organ of 
opinion in the British Empire is the London Times, and it greets with 
admiring congratulation the President’s message, apparently hostile, 
remembering that he is the author of the two messages which the gen- 
tleman from Kentucky aptly compared, the free-trade message as well 
as the fisheries message, The London Times, bearing in mind the whole 
situation, says: 

President Cleveland has dished the Republicans by a masterly move, and may 
fairly be congratulated upon his adroitness. 

(Laughter and applanse. ] 

The writer knew that the Administration which came out with this 
stage-thunder now was the same one that had brought in and driven 
through the Mills bill, giving the Canadians $1,800,000 a year of re- 
mission of duties without any compensation whatever. 

Sir, I have fuvored remission ef duties where it could be done with 
reciprocal advantage. Numerous instances have arisen in the last dozen 
years, while I have had my attention directed to our relations with 
different foreign nations, where I thought such exchanges of reciprocal 
facilities could have been made with great profit to our country. I 
have never yet, however, seen the instance where there was a country 
which I loved so much better than my own that I would take from our 
revenues $1,800,000 every year and give it to them for nothing. 
[Laughter and applause on the Republican side.] I amstillan Amer- 
ican. 4 
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I have spoken long, perhaps, too long for your patience, of our rela- 
tions with Canada, and I must add that the remission of the duties 
levied upon Canadian products would, I believe, be wise policy if we 
in return could secure the Canadian market.. But we have always 
been most unfortunate in dealing with those statesmen, and have al- 
ways been outwitted. Ithas been almost all concession on our part— 
little or nothing secured in return. It was so in that one-sided and 
unfortunate treaty of 1854, called the reciprocity treaty. It was so 
in the unfortunate arrangement, called a treaty, recently negotiated by 
Sir Charles Tupper and Mr. Chamberlain, where we yielded all along 
the line and made a provision at the end to give up to them the duties 
on fish in return for what we had always claimed were our incontest- 
able rights. It was so again when we yielded to them in the Mills 
bill, passed here in the House, without any compensation whatever. 

I would enlarge widely, very widely, our relations with Canada if I 
could do it so that the arrangement would be profitable to our own cit- 
izens. Iam an advocate of friendly relations with foreign countries. 
It is the policy of wisdom. It is inspired by the highest and broadest 
sentiments that should animate every public man and every nation. 
Whenever it can be done with an enlightened self-interest in view, 
which in nations as in individuals must be the guide, it is our duty to 
cultivate in every way friendly relations and increased intercourse with 
foreign countries; and I believe this Canadian question and all ques- 
tions cognate to it will yet be solved on broader lines and on higher 
principles. 

I have introduced a measure, now on the Calendar, looking to com- 
mercial union with Canada, excluding all idea of political union. I 
hope it may yet receive thoughtful and favorable consideration. I 
fear, however, that it will not be done immediately, but it will be 
when calm shall return to heated spirits, when Presidents’ messages 
shall no more be campaign documents, when legislation will not be 
dehased for use as electioneering devices. 

Nor do I entertain confident hope of wise action on legislation already 
had. T cannot help sharing some of the distrust that so many have 
emphatically expressed of the present Administration and the sincerity 
of its awakening to duty and adopting the ideas that we have pressed 
so long upon it. We cannot tell whether aught will result, but it will 
not be long till, I trust, in other and I believe better hands an admin- 
istration willtake up the whole subject and bring it to a just, honora- 
ble, and satisfactory conclusion—a solution which will be permanent, 
which will bring our interests together in mutual harmony for mutual 
profit, conserving the peace and the independence and the glory of both 
peoples. Pango 


APPENDIX, 
JOINT RESOLUTION OF MARCH 3, 1883, TO TERMINATE FISHERY ARTICLES. 


Joint resolution providing for the termination of Articles numbered XVIII to 
XXV inclusive,and Article numbered XXX of the treaty between the United 
States of America and Her Britannic Majesty, concluded at Washington May 
8, 1871. d 
Be it resolved by the Senate and House of Répresentatives of the United States of 

America in Congress assembled, That in the judgment of Congress the Peovires 

of Articlesnumbered XVII to XXV, inclusive, and of Article XXX of the treaty 

between the United States and Her Britannic Majesty, for an amicable settle- 
ment of all causes of difference between the two countries, concluded at Wash- 
ington on the Sth day of May, A. D. 1871, ought to be terminated at the earliest 

sible time and be no longer in force; and to this end the President be, and 

fe hereby is, directed to give notice to the Government of Her Britannic ooo 

esty that the provisions of each and every of the articles aforesaid will termi- 

nate and be of uo force on the expiration of two years next after the time of 

giving such notice, e 5 
Sec. 2. That the President be, and he hereby is, directed to give and com- 

municate to the Government of Her Britannic Majesty such notice of such termi- 

nation on the Ist day of January, A. D. 1883, or as soon thereafter as may be. 
Sec. 3. That on and after the expiration of the two years’ time uired by 
said treaty, each and every of said articles shall be deemed and held to have 
expired and be of no force and effect, and that every department of the Gov- 
ernment of the United States shall execute the laws of the United States (in the 
premises) in the same manner and to the same effect as if said articles had 
never been in force; and the act of Congress approved March 1, A. D. 1873, en- 
titled “An actto carry into effect the provisions of the treaty between the United 

States and Great Britain, signed in the city of Washington the 8th day of May, 

1871, relating to the fisheries,” so far as it relates to the articles of said treaty so 

to be terminated, shall be and stand repealed and be of no force on and after 

the time of the expiration of said two years. 
Approved March 3, 1883. : 


RETALIATION BILL PROPOSED AND PENDING. 


A bill to empower the President to carry out the purposes of an act entitled “An 
act to authorize the President of the United States to protect and defend the 
rights of American fishing vessels, American fishermen, American trading and 
other vessels in certain cases, and for other purposes,” approved March 3, 1887, 
Beit enacted, etc., That whenever the President may deem it his duty to exer- 

cise any of the powers given to him by an act entitled “An act to authorize the 

President of the United States to protect and defend the rights of American fish- 

ing v American fishermen, American trading and other vessels in certain 

cases, and for other purposes,” approved March 3, 1887, it shall be lawful for the 

President, in his discretion, by proclamation to that effect, to suspend, in whole 

or in part, the transportation across the territory of the United tates, in bond 

and without the payment of duty, of goods, wares, and merchandise imported 

5 ven Sd from any foreign country from or to the British dominions in North 
merica, 

RETALIATION ACT OF MARCH 3, 1887. 

Be it enacted, etc., That whenever the President of the United States shall be 
satisfied that American fishing vessels or American fishermen, visiting or being 
in the waters or at any ports or places of the British dominions of North America, 
are or then lately have been denied or abridged in the enjoyment of any rights 
secured to them by treaty or law, or are or then lately have n unjustly vexed 


or harassed in the enjoyment of such rights, or subjected to unreasonable re- 
strictions, regulations, or uirements in respect of such rights, or otherwise 
unjustly vexed or n said waters, ports, or places; or whenever the 
President of the United States shall be satisfied that any such fishing vessels or 
fishermen, having a permit under the laws of the United States to touch and 
trade at any port or pee lace or places in the British dominions of North 
America, are or then lately have been denied the privilege of entering such port 
or ports, place or places, in the same manner and under the same regulations as 
may exist therein applicable to trading vessels of the most favo nation, or 
shall be unjustly vexed or in respect thereof, or otherwise be unjustly 
vexed or hi therein, orshall be prevented from purchasing such supplies 
as may there be lawfully sold to trading vessels of the most favored nation; or 
whenever the President of the United States shall be satisfied that any other 
vessels of the United States, their masters or crews, so arriving at or being in 
such British waters or ports or places of the British dominions of North Amer- 
ica, are or then lately have been denied any of the privile therein accorded 
to the vessels, their masters or crews, of the most favo: nation, or unjustly 
vexed or harassed in respect of the same, or unjustly vexed or harassed therein 
by the authorities thereof, then, and in either or all of such cases, it shall be 
lawful, and it shall be the duty of the President of the United States, in his dis- 
cretion, by proclamation to that effect, to deny vessels, their masters and crews, 
of the British dominions of North America, any entrance into the waters, ports, 
or places of or within the United States (with such exceptions in regard to ves- 
sels in distress, stress of weather, or needing supplies, as tothe President shall 
seem proper), whether such vessels shall have come directly from said domin- 
ions on such destined voyage or by way of some port or place in such destined 
voyageelsewhere; and lane to deny entry into any port a ara of the United 
States of fresh fish or salt fish, or any other product of said dominions or other 
pose coming from said dominions tothe United States. The President may, 

n his discretion, apply such proclamation to any part or to all of the foregoing- 
named subjects, and may revoke, qualify, limit, and renew such proclamation 
from time to time as he may deem necessary to the full and just execution of 
the purposes of thisact. Every violation of any such proclamation, orany part 
thereof, is hereby declared illegal, and all vessels and goods so coming, or being 
within the waters, ports, or places of the United States contrary to such proc- 
lamation shall be forfeited to the United States; and such forfeiture shall be 
enforced and proceeded upon in the game manner and with the same effect as 
in the case of vessels or goods whose importation or coming to or being in the 
waters or ports of the United States contrary to law may now be enforced and 
proceeded upon. Every person who shall violate any of the provisions of this 
act, or such proclamation of the President made in pursuance hereof, shall be 
deemed guilty of a misdemeanor, and, on conviction thereof, shall be punished 
by a fine not exceeding $1,000, or by imprisonment fora term not exceeding two 
years, or by both said punishments, in the discretion of the court, 


ARTICLE XXIX OF THE TREATY OF 1871, 


It is agreed that, for the term of years mentioned in Article XX XIII of this 
treaty, poos wares, or merchandise arriving at the ports of New York, Bos- 
ton, and Portland, and any other ports of the United States which have been 
or may, from time to time, be cially designated by the President of the 
United States and destined for Her Britannic Majesty's possessions in North 
America, may be entered at the proper custom-house and conveyed in transit, 
without the payment of duties, through the territory of the United States, under 
such rules, regulations, and conditions for the protection of the revenue as the 
Government of the United States may from time to time prescribe; and under 
like rules, regulations, and conditions, goods, wares, or merchandise may be 
conveyed in transit, without the payment of duties, from such possessions 
aa. ig the territory of the United States for export from the said ports of the 
United States, 

It is further agreed that, for the like period, goods, wares, or merchandise arriv- 
ing at any of the ports of Her Britannic Majesty's possessions in North America 
and destined for the United States may be entered at the proper. custom-house 
and conveyed in transit, without the payment of duties, oo the said pos- 
sessions, under such rules and regulations and conditions for the protection of 
the revenue as the s mia ewer ton of the said possessions may from time to time 
prescribe; and under like rules, regulations, and conditions goods, wares, or 
merchandise may be conveyed in transit, without payment of duties, from the 
United States through the said possessions to other places. in the United States 
or for export from ports in the said possessions, 


Article XX XIII does not mention Article XXIX, but contains a provision that 
Articles XVIII to XXV, inclusive, and Article XXX shall take effect as soon as 
the laws required to carry them into operation shall be d by the legislative 
bodies of the different countries concerned therein, and that— 

“They shall remain in force for the period of ten years from the date in which 
they may come into operation,and further until the expiration of two years 
after either of the high contracting parties shall haye given notice to the other 
of its wish to terminate the same.” 


Mr. Hirt introduced the following joint resolution: 
Joint resolution to promote commercial union with Canada, 


Resolved by the Senate and House of Representatives of the United States of Amer- 
tcain Congress assembled, That whenever it shall be duly certified to the Presi- 
dent of the United States that the Government of the Dominion of Canada has 
declared a desire to establish commercial union with the United States, having 
a uniform revenue system, like internal taxes to be collected, and like import 
duties to be imposed on articles brought into either country from other nations, 
with no duties upon trade between the United States and Canada, he shall ap- 
point three commissioners to meet those who may be likewise designated to 
represent the Government of Canada, to prepare a plan for the assimilation of 
the import duties and internal revenue taxes of the two countries, and an equi- 
table division of receipts, ina commercial union ; and said commissioners shall 
report to the President, who shall lay the report before Congress. 


Mr. CHIPMAN. Mr. Speaker, the honor ofour country must always 
beasserted with the decorum which becomes her dignity. Sheis strong, 
so strong that she may he forbearing without being suspected of cow- 
ardice; patient, without incurring the reproach of ignorance. I firmly 
believe that she is the most beneficent presence in the ages. I would 
have all her children believe this. I would have them so proud of her 
that they will not wrong any other nation—so loving that they will 
submit to no wrong to her. 

It is in this spirit that we ought to treat the Canadian people. It is 
our interest, and their interest, that their relations with us shall be 
friendly. Our contiguity is, of itself, a good reason for this. Along 
the northern frontier the commerce of the two countries runs in the 
same channels, The great lakes and rivers are not barriers, but bonds 
of union. From the headwaters of Lake Superior to the mouth of 
the St. Lawrence nature has created highways for millions of peeple, 
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routes of trayel and traffic for vast areas of country lying on both sides 
of the national boundary line. 

From the far West, through Illinois, Michigan, Ontario, and New York 
is the easiest country for railroad construction to the seaboard north of 
the Ohio River—a country already traversed by railways and destined 
to be crowded with many more as the West grows to the supremacy of 
her power. And so, through Minnesota, Wisconsin, the Upper Pen- 
insula of Michigan, across the Falls of St. Mary’s, through Ontario and 
New York or Maine to the ocean, other lines stretch from west to east, 
invited by the necessities of all civilization. 

Surely the areas traversed by these water ways and connected by 
these railways are so identical in all natural features, topography, soil, 
climate, productions, that they were meant by nature for one country, 
and are only under different flags by the rude divorcement of man, 

Sir, I can not exaggerate the greatness in all natural resources of these 
areas, They constitute one vast region, a land of wonders, of gold and 
silver and all the useful metals, of grain and lumberand fisheries, of lakes 
and rivers, of water-power already chanting the welcome of coming in- 
dustry, of vast spaces of fertile soil tempting the husbandman and glow- 
ing with the promise of happy homes. Here the frosts of winter lend 
vigor to men and ripen them to high achievement. 

Here, sir, are every material and element for the comfort of men and 
the power ofan empire. ‘‘ Those whom God hath joined together let 
no man putasunder.’’ I would beloath, very loath, todo aught to bring 
discord into this paradise. I would, ifI could, remember only the bonds 
of union, forged and welded by the hand of nature. I would, ifI could, 
realize the hope of one flag over this vastarea. That hope, now feeble, 
may yet ‘blaze upon the world in a sunburst of accomplishment; but 
not to-day, not until the time when America, as she onght, has become 
the mistress of the seas and her great rival, now dominating Canada, 
shall fall behind her in the march of commerce. Rival, sir, I say; for 
England is our rival, despite all the trash about Milton and Shake- 
speare and one blood and one language, as if the relations of nations 
could flow in the liquid eloquence of sonnets and the peace of the world 
be maintained by the rules of syntax. 

I say, sir, we may not to-day hope for that common nationality 
which will be so full of blessing to Canada and to the United States. 
We must be content now with peace and good-will, if we can have 
peace and good-will, and strive for a commercial union which will do 
homage to the law which nature has imposed on the continent. Let 
me emphasize it, sir. The desire of the American people is peace and 
good-will with the Canadian people, and it will not be our fault if 
there is an unfriendly act, nay, even an unfriendly thought on this 
side of the line. 

But, sir, it has happened that we have been obliged to be very pa- 
tient with our neighbors, Perhaps they have mistaken this for fear. 
Perhaps they think we are so stupid that we do not know, when we 
are unjustly treated. Perhaps the intense ‘‘jingoism’’ of the party in 
power in the Dominion believes in its own cuteness to drive hard bar- 
gains. I know not how that is; but I do know we have been unjustly 
treated. I will not go back to the treaty of 1818, nor recapitulate the 
evasions and misconstructions by which they stripped it of all benefi- 
cial power for us. 

I will even pass over that period of peril for our country and our 
institutions when Canada, inflamed with the wicked hope of England 
that the Union of these States might perish, insulted the North and 
cajoled the South. Thank God, the perilis past, and all the children 
of the Union are here under the old roof-tree united, determined to 
uphold the dignity of the nation. [Applause. ] 

I pass all this by. Though no statutes of limitation can run against 
memory, national honor is epitomized in treaties, because the nation’s 
word has been plighted, and in 1871 we made a treaty embracing all 
points at issue with England concerning Canada. It is the violation 
of that treaty which has evoked this high debate. 

That it has been violated isnot a question of controversy here to-day; 
violated by the Canadians, not by us; violated in its fisheries and in its 
canal articles; violated brutally as to the first, most meanly as to the 
last, I know of no just complaint the Canadians have against us; but, 
sir, the ink was hardly dry upon the treaty before complaints of out- 
rage began to pour in to the Department of State. ‘The history of the 
treaty up to the time of the passage of the joint resolution of March 3, 
1883, is but a repetition of unfriendly acts on their part and of temper- 
ate expostulation on ours. 

They refused the ordinary amenities of commerce to our seamen; 
they set afloat armed vessels to hunt our fishermen on the high seas; 
they captured American citizens and American ships; they hauled 
down the American flag. At last they exhausted our patience, and in 
1883 Congress passed judgment on the whole matter, decided that they 
had wronged us, by the joint resolution directing notice of termination 
under the thirty-third article of the treaty, and again, in 1887, by the 
retaliation act. I regard that resolution and act as the voice of the 
American people. 

To-day, by reason of the joint resolution and the notice given under 
it, every provision of the treaty relating to the fisheries and depend- 
ent on Article XX XIII is dead. Why they are dead, what was the 
‘‘ manner of their taking off,” is of great concern to us, because, repre- 
senting the dignity of the nation, we must be right, and becanse they 
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involve the question what articles are dependent on Article XX XIII 
and whether our transit relations with Canada are still governed by 
Article XXIX of the treaty or by the statutes of 1866. 

Now, sir, my position is that every right granted to continue during 
the term mentioned in Article XXXIII was abrogated when the ar- 
ticles from XVIII to XXY inclusive and Article XXX were termi- 
nated by the two years’ notice. 

Article XXXIII is as follows, namely: 


ARTICLE XXXUIL 

The foregoing Articles XVIII to XXV, inclusive, and Article XXX of this 
treaty shall take effect as soon as the Jaws required to carry them into opera- 
tion shall have been passed by the Imperial Parliament of Great Britain, by 
the Parliament of Canada, and by the Legislature of Prince Edward's Island 
on the one band, and by the Congress of the United States on the other. Such 
assent having been given, the said articles shall remain in force for the period 
of ten pees fram the date at which they may come into operation; and further 
until the expiration of two years after either of the high contracting parties 
shall have given notice to the other of its wish to terminate the same; each of 
the high contracting parties being at liberty to give such notice to the other at 
the end of the said period often years or at any time afterward, 

The duration of the articles mentioned in Article XXXIII is the test 
of the duration of the others, and among them of Article XXIX, the 
transit article. . 

Which are the articles dependent on Article XXXIII? :They are all 
articles which are to endure, according to their language, ‘*‘ for the term 
of years mentioned in Article XXXIII.” 

An examination of the treaty will disclose that these are Articles 
XVIII and XIX, relative to fishing on the shores of the respective coun- 
tries; Article X XI, which relates to the admission of fish into the re- 
spective countries free of duty; Article XXVIII, relative to the navi- 
gation of Lake Michigan; Article XXIX, which is the transit article; 
and Article XXX, granting certain rights to Canadian and American 
vessels on the St. Lawrence and the Great Lakes. 

Sir, before the treaty of 1871 went into force both Canada and the 
United States had provisions on their statute-books embodying practi- 
cally the details of Article XXIX. Asystemof transportation in bond 
was in existence, founded on local enactments. There was no necessity 
for either country to legislate on the subject, as in the case of Articles 
XVII to XXY, inclusive, and Article XXX. Thesystem would prob- 
ably continue, as a matter of international comity, regardless of the 
fate of the treaty, and during the time necessary to pass the laws re- 
quired to carry the fisheries articles into operation. Hence the term 
of years prescribed in Article X XIX is made to commence when these 
articles become operative. 

If they had never become operative, Article XXIX would have’ beon 
as if it had never been conceived. Can there be any doubt of it? The 
language is notobscure. The term, ten years, the only term mentioned 
in the treaty, has a definite beginning, namely, the time when certain 
legislation is perfected, and a definite ending; that is, ten years after 
thattime. If there had been no beginning to the operation of the other 
articles, there would have been no term to embrace Article XXIX. 

Why, sir, we are dealing with a legal matter, in which legal terms 
are used and legal processes of construction must be resorted to. The 
ten years begin to run with the operation of the articles named in Ar- 
ticle XXXI I—the ten years, the *‘term’’ prescribed in Article XXIX. 
The last article and the article concerning Lake Michigan did not go 
into effect regardless of the time when Articles XVIII to XXY, inclu- 
sive, and Article XXX, went into effect. 

The true construction is the simple one, which would be applied toa 
grant of property or franchises. It is asif a term of years for two pieces 
of property were expressed to be during the continuance of the term of 
certain other property. 

Now, sir, the language of the article is very singular if it does not 
mean that the beginning and end of all the privileges granted for a 
term of years were to be coincident with the duration of the articles 
specified in Article XX XIII. That article treats the laws required to 
put them into force as an ‘‘assent,’’ and prescribes ‘‘such assent hav- 
ing been given, the said articles” (that is, Articles XVIII to XXV, in- 
clusive, and Article XXX) ‘‘shall remain in force for the period of ten 
years from the date at which they may come into operation.” 

Is it not plain that the ten years, the ‘‘term ” of Article X XTX, be- 
gan with the operation of these articles? 

But, sir, the article proceeds to prescribe that they shall be in force 
not only ten years, but “‘ further until the expiration of two years after 
either of the high contracting parties shall have given notice to the 
other of its wish to terminate the same;’’ that is, of its wish to termi- 
nate Articles XVIII to XXV, inclusive, and Article XXX. ` 

Not a word here about the transit article or the Lake Michigan arti- 
cle. The term of their existence is the ‘‘term mentioned in Article 
XXXIII,” and the beginning and ending of that term is fixed by the 
fate of the other articles. 

But, sir, there is no doubt about this matter; both Canada and the 
United States have given it a practical construction. The act of Con- 
gress approved March 1, 1873, passed under the thirty-third article of 
the treaty, proceeds in all its parts on that construction. In its first 
section it enacts that Article XXI shall go into force when the assent 
required by Article XX XIII is granted by Canada. In section 2 it ad- 
mits Newfoundland to the benefits of the treaty on the same condition. 
In section 3 it prescribes that transit in bond may be made across our 
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territory on the same conditions. In section 4 the same condition is 
made the foundation of thé operation of Article XXX. 

This is a legislative construction of the meaning of the treaty, and 
the Supreme Court has decided that such a construction is authority, 
In the ** Head-money cases’’ (112 United States Reports) the decisions 
are epitomized and the power of Congress to determine what a treaty 
means is held to be beyond question. Canad a, too, has acquiesced in 
this construction. Her refusal since 1880 to permit our fish, brought 
to her ports, to be carried across her country can only be justified on 
the ground that Article XXIX was terminated by the notice given 
under the joint resolution of 1883. 

In my opinion she had a right to do this, for with the termination of 
Article X the subject of transit reverted to the state it was in be- 
fore the trèaty, and was only regulated by the local laws of the respect- 
ive countries. That, sir, is the state itisin to-day. We need not then 
seek for any justification of fhe bill before us. Wehad by the terms of 
the treaty a clear right, of our mere pleasure, to terminate certain of 
its articles. We exercised that right. Still, sir, we did not repeal our 
transit laws in whole orin part. They were before the treaty. ‘They 
exist afterit. They were conceivedin a spirit of neighborly friendship; 
but they areourprivateconcern. If refuses to reciprocate them, 
we may repeal or suspend them without just offense to her. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, in the course of his remarks the gentleman from 


Illinois [Mr. Hrrr], for whom I have great respect, arraigned the Pres- |- 


ident for not exercising a power which the gentleman contends he 

under the law of 1887. I would call his attention to the 
fact that this is a bill giving power to suspend the transit of goods in 
bond across our country, not only from but to Canada, In that regard 
it enlarges the provisions of the act of 1887 clear beyond any apprehen- 
sion which the gentleman has of its effect. More than that, his con- 
struction of the act of 1887, as a'matter of law, is radically wrong. The 
law does not mean what he thinks it does. There is no such power 
given to the President under the law of 1887 as the gentleman thinks. 

The gentleman is not only wrong in his opinion of the President’s 
action, but of the law, according to my construction; but the transit 
laws of 1866 are in no manner involved in or touched by this bill. 
The law applies merely to Canadian goods—goods belonging to Can- 
adians, no matter how the Canadians got them—to the products of 
the Canadian soil or the products of their manufacture or what they 
may buy. If a proclamation was issued under the law of 1887 it 
would in no way prevent any American at any American port from 
carrying his goods into any place of Canada, shipping them through 
Canada, through Michigan, or anywhere through the West to their 
destination whatever it might be. The language, it seems to me, ad- 

mits of no other construction. A man could purchase his s in 
England, Spain, France, or any country beyond seas, bring them to a 
Canadian port and ship them through Canada to the United States. 
It is Canadian goods only which the act of 1887 is directed against. 

Mr. HITT. Will the gentleman permit ine a moment? 

Mr. CHIPMAN. Certainly I will. I have refrained from saying 
some things I would have said, because I did not know I had the honor 
of the gentleman’s attention. I have not made so good a speech as I 
should have made if I had supposed the gentleman was listening to me. 
I am pleased to hear from the gentleman, because I have several other 
remarks which I would be glad to have him hear. 

Mr. HITT. Does the gentleman think that the words ‘‘or any other 
product of said dominions, or other goods coming from said dominions 
to the United States,” have any meaning? 

Mr. CHIPMAN. That is exactly what I am talking about; thatis 
the very point I am trying to elucidate. 

Mr. I ask you, do you think those phrases are meant merely 
to repeat each other, or is one of them an addition to the meaning ex- 
pressed by the other? - 

Mr. CHIPMAN. Ifthe gentleman had heard my remarks — 

Mr. HITT. I listened to the gentleman. 

Mr. CHIPMAN. Theclauses are an addition onetotheother. The 
goods may be the product of Canada, or they may become the property 
of someone in Canada. ‘The referenceis to goods coming from Canada, 
not goods coming from England, not goods coming from France, not 
goods coming from beyond the sea, not goods brought into a Canadian 
port for the purpose of transit under our transit laws of 1866 across the 
territory of Canada. The goods referred to are goods coming from 
Canada and goods produced in Canada or belonging to Canadian peo- 
ple. Why, sir, under the construction of my friend from Illinois, if 
American goods were shipped at Niagara Falls, in New York, to take 
either of the great routes to our frontier, they would have to be treated 
under the statute of 1887 as goods “‘ coming’? from Canada. 

My friend has a very airy way of treating legal questions as ‘‘ quib- 
bles.’’ He speaks of the acuteness with which we seek to make de- 
fense of thieves. Itstruck meitwas rather cavalier to dispose ofa great 
question in that way. That may be the way in which these things are 


done in the sublimated realms of diplomacy. There may be a purer 
ether than we ordinary people, ‘‘of the earth earthy,” conceive of. But 
in our work-a-day way, we believe that words mean something, that 
laws have power, and that their interpretation should everywhere be 
approached with intelligence on the one hand, and with the greatest 
respect on the other. 
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[The hour of adjournment being reached, the House, by unanimous 
consent, requested the gentleman to go on. ] 

Mr. CHIPMAN. I do not know about goingon. Iam afraid I am 
talking too long. [Cries of “Go on!’"] I will not keep you long. 

My friend, the honorable gentleman from Illinois [Mr. Hrrr]—and 
I will only détain the House about five minutes longer—he pretends to 
speak here in behalf of the great Northwest. I come from the great 
Northwest, The hands may be the hands of Esau, but the voice is the 
voice of Jacob. Itis not the voice of the Northwest. [Applause.] 
The Northwest does not desire, nay, the Northwest is protesting against 
a proclamation enforcing the clause of the retailiation act which the 
gentleman says the Presidentought to enforce. It is aclause whereby 
our trade will be broken up, and if the President had issued a procla- 
mation under it, from one end of the Northwest to the other his name 
would have been a by-word and reproach, because he would have done 
a wicked thing. He did what you and your peoplein Ilinois wished 
done, and what is necessary to our Northwestern trade and commerce 
and prosperity. He has done no rash or foolish thing. 

Mr. BAYNE. Will the gentleman yield to me for a question ? 

Mr. CHIPMAN. No, I think I will not; I have watched you all 
through this session. You never ask a question that has anything to 
do with the subject under discussion, I have watched you closely. 
(Laughter. ] 

Mr. BAYNE. You will find that out later. 

Mr. CHIPMAN. I have no doubt you can make people langh, I 
have no doubt you may be abusive, but I am in a hurry and I desire 
to talk sense. [Laughter. 

Besides, thisis not your fight. Iam replying to the gentleman from 
Illinois [Mr. Hirr], and one at a time is enough, but two to one is one 
toomany. [Renewed laughter. ] 

The gentleman [Mr. Hirr] finds fault with something that Mr. 
Bayard has said. I wish had time to follow that up to its conclusion, 
but I will simply say here that with the exception of one State, and 
that the State of Pennsylvania, from which the gentleman comes who 
is so anxious to ask me a question, with the exception of that one 
State, out of all the nine States which debouch upon the lakes, there 
is not one that does not desire free trade and commercial union with 
Canada. Indeed, one of the most eloquent and able gentlemen on 
your side, the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. BUTTERWORTH], has been 
the high priest and apostlé of that doctrine, has gone from one end of 
the great West to the other and throughout Canada preaching it. 

It is the settled, earnest desire of the Northwest to have free trade 
with Canada, and if they have anything to do with shaping their own 
destiny, if they have any potency in determining that question, the 
pore of that section will have absolute free trade with Canada, [Ap- 
plause. 

I wish I had more time [cries of “‘Goon!’’], but I will not detain you 
longer. *[Cries of ‘‘Goon!’] No, I wish to finish to-night. 

I have stated only two points. I had about a dozen more, so many 
mistakes did the gentleman make, but I think I will let them go; you 
have been patient enough already. 

I do not care to go into the subject of the canals. Above Lake Erie, 
through the Lime Kiln crossing, through the St. Clair Flats Canal, 
through Hay Lake and the canal around the Falls of St. Mary, our 
money, our skill and enterprise have created paths of commerce. We 
have not shut them up against the Canadian marine, but though our 
canals are now too crowded for our own convenience we have loyally 
shared their benefits with our neighbors. Their discrimination against 
our marine under the mean subterfuge of charging the same rate to their 
own as to ours and giving theirown arebate needs no comment, It is 
one of the acts which belittle a people. 

Sir, I have heard doubts expressed as to our action here. The press 
speaks of those who would give England some notice before the Presi- 
dent issues a proclamation under this bill if it becomes a law. I be- 
lieve this is esteemed to be some sortof a diplomatic etiquette. Thank 
God, we have no diplomatic corps in the European sense; and that in 
the estimation of our people the nearer a man approaches a diplomat 
in form the nearer he is akin to a fool, and the more he approaches one 
in substance the nearer he is toaknave. [Great laughter and ap- 
plause.] But, sir, our own statutes are not the subject of foreign in- 
terference. Weare not by the laws of nations compelled to inform 
any other power what may or may not be transported across our terri- 
tory. 

For one, sir, Iam not inclined to be more polite to England than 
self-respect and strict law require. Her foot has been on every weak 
neck. She has pursued her commercial interests with the brutality of 
force or the meannesses of diplomacy, as the exigency might demand. 
In India, from the time of Clyde and Hastings; at the Cape, among 
the Zulus; in Ireland, among a people who are now bone of our bone 
and flesh of our flesh, she has been selfish and pitiless. Even the other 
day she kidnapped a poor African chief and imprisoned him on one of 
her West India Islands. She is the monster money-changer in the 
temple of God’s earth. Sir, what the honor of our country demands 
I will concede to her; not an atom more. Here we stand to-day rep- 
resentatives of a nation which is in the right. This bill isin the path- 
way of our duty. I shall vote for it with a stout heart and clear con- 
science. [Applause on the Democratic side. ] 
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During the delivery of the above speech, on motion of Mr. Mo- 
CREARY, by unanimous consent, the session was extended beyond 5 
o’clock and until Mr. CHIPMAN had concluded his remerks. 


WILLIAM R. ROGERS. 

Mr. THOMPSON, of Ohio, by unanimous consent, reported, as a 
substitute for House bill No. 511, a bill (H. R. 11362) for the relief of 
William R. Rogers; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union, and, 
with the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 

The bill H. R. 511 was ordered to be laid on the table. 

And then, on motion of Mr. McCrrary (at 5 o'clock and 12 min- 
utes p. m.), the House adjourned. 


PRIVATE BILLS INTRODUCED AND REFERRED. 


Under the rule private bills of the following titles were introduced 
and referred as indicated below: 

By Mr. ABBOTT: A bill (H. R. 11357) for the relief of Caroline 
Bartley—to the Select Committee on Indian Depredation Claims. 

By Mr. GEST: A bill (H. R. 11358) to correct the military record 
of Lieut. Aaron G. Henry—to the Committee on Military Affairs, 

By Mr. MILLIKEN: A bill (H. R.11359) for the relief of the estate 
of Nathaniel K. Sawyer, deceased—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. A. C. THOMPSON: A bill (H. R. 11360) granting a pension 
to R. W. Hubbard—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. YODER: A bill (H. R. 11361) to placethe name of Sarah C. 
De Frees on the pension-roll—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


PETITIONS, ETC. 

The following petitions and papers were laid on the Clerk’s desk, 
under the rule, and referred as follows: 

By Mr. MCKENNA: Resolutions of Knights of Labor, Assembly No. 
6039, Oakland, Cal., for postal-telegraph systems—to the Committee on 
the Post-Office and Post-Roads. ; 

By Mr. SHAW: Papers in the case of John E. O’Donnell—to the 
Committee on Claims, 


SENATE. 
WEDNESDAY, September 5, 1888. 


Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. J. G. BUTLER, D. D. 
The Journal of yesterday’s proceedings was read and approved. 


HOUSE BILLS REFERRED. 


The following bills received yesterday from the House of Represent- 
atives were severally read twice by their titles, and referred to the 
Committee on the Judiciary: 

A bill (H. R. 8344) to prevent cruelty to domestic animals; 

A bill (H. R. 9268) to punish dealers and pretended dealers in counter- 
ete rac and other fraudulent devices for using the United States 
ma 


sons with crimes and offenses competent witnesses in the United 
States and Territorial courts,’’ approved March 16, 1878; 

A bill (H. R. 10919) to make valid a deed toa certain tract of land 
in Bibb County, Georgia, made and delivered by Brig. Gen. Davis Til- 
son, acting assistant commissioner of thé Freedmen’s Bureau, to Samuel 
I. Gustin, his heirs and assigns; and 

A bill (H. R. 11258) for the relief of certain persons who paid addi- 
tional taxes assessed against them under the act of March 3, 1875. 


CIRCUIT-COURT POWERS. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate the amend- 
ment of the House of Representatives to the bill (S. 3234) to abolish 
circuit-court powers of certain district courts of the United States, and 
for other pu i i 

Mr. HOAR. I have looked at the amendment of the House. It is 
in substance an entirely new bill providing simply for a rehearing of 
questions of law in capital cases. I do not suppose it is necessary to 
have the amendment read. I think it had better be referred to the 
Committee on the Judiciary before the Senate is asked to take action 
upon it. 

"The bill with the House amendment was referred to the Committee 
on the Judiciary. 

FORT MISSOULA MILITARY RESERVATION. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate a communica- 
tion from the Secretary of War, transmitting a letter from the com- 
manding officer of Fort Missoula, Montana, and the indorsements 
thereon, relative to the statusof the title to the lands embraced within 
the present limits of the military reservation at that point, and recom- 
mending certain legislation in regard thereto; which, with the accom- 
panying papers, was referred to the Committee on Military Affairs, and 
ordered to be printed. 

PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 


Mr. SPOONER presented the petition of James Shaahan, late of Com- 


A bill (H R: 10182) to amend an act entitled ‘‘An act to make per- 


pany F, Eighth Pennsylvania Cavalry, praying to beallowed an increase 
of pension; which was referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. TELLER presented a petition of citizensof Gilpin County, Colo- 
rado, praying for the passage of certain amendments to the interstate- 
commerce law; which was referred to the Committee on Interstate Com- 
me 

Mr. MITCHELL presented a petition of citizensof Columbia County, 
Oregon, praying for the passage of certain amendments to the interstate- 
commerce law; which was referred to the Committee on Interstate Com- 
merce, 

REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 


Mr. DAVIS, from the Committee on Pensions, submitted a mite 
accompanied by a bill (S. 3513) granting pensions to Powell’s Battal- 
ion of Missouri Mounted Volunteers; which was read twice by its title. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the bill 
(H. R. 11021) to increase the pension of Charles Hahneman, reported 
it without amendment, and submitted a reporé thereon. 

Mr. SPOONER, from the Committeé on Claims, to whom was re- 
ferred the bill (H. R. 6514) for the allowance of certain claims reported 
by the accounting officers of the United States Treasury Department, 
reported it with an amendment. 

Mr. SAWYER, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom was re- 
ferred the bill (8. 3387) granting a pension to Charles 8. Hamilton, 
reported it with an amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 

He also, from the Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads, to whom 
was referred an afmendment intended to be proposed by Mr. STOCK- 
BRIDGE to the general deficiency appropriation bill, reported it favor- 
ably, and submitted a report thereon; and the amendment, together 
with the report, was referred to the Committee on Appropriations, and 
ordered to be printed. 

Mr. TURPIE, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom were re- 
ferred the following bills, reported them severally without amendment, 
and submitted reports thereon: 

A bill (H. R. 3152) for the relief of Arlington M. Harrington; 

A bill (H. R. 10210) to increase the pension of Philip Thomas; 

A bill i -R. 9148) to grant a pension to Jane Robinson; 

A bill (H. R. 6201) granting a pension to John Robeson; and 

A bill (H. R. 7657) granting a pension to Mary Woodworth, widow 
of Ebenezer F. Woodworth. 

Mr. VEST, from the Committee on Commerce, to whom was referred 
the bill (H. R. 11262) to authorize the construction of brid across 
the Kentucky Riverand its tributaries by the Richmond, Nicholasville, 
Irvine and Beattyville Railroad Company, reported it with amend- 
ments. 

Mr. MITCHELL, from the Committee on Claims, to whom was re- 
ferred the petition of J. W. Parrish & Co., of St. Louis, Mo., praying 
for certain relief, submitted a report thereon, accompanied by a bill 
(S. 3520) for the relief of Joseph W. Parrish, George C. Hadley, and 
William L. Huse, lately composing the firm of J. W, Parrish & Co., of 
St. Louis, Mo.; which was read twice by its title. 


BILLS INTRODUCED. 


Mr. CULLOM introduced a bill (S. 3514) to remove the charge of 
desertion from the record of William Martin; which was read twice by 
its title, and, with the accompanying papers, referred to the Commit- 
tee on Military Affairs. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 3515) granting a pension to Lottie R. 
Hunter; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Pensions, 

Mr. GORMAN introduced a bill (S. 3516) to further suspend the 
operation of section 5574 of the Revised Statutes of the United States, 
Title LXXII, in relation to guano islands; which was read twice by 
its title, and, with the accompanying papers, referred to the Commit- 
tee on Foreign Relations. 

Mr. PALMER (by request) introduced a bill (S. 3517) granting a pen- 
sion to Jane Sullivan; which was read twice by its title, and, with the 
accompanying papers, referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also (by request) introduced a bill (S. 3518) granting a pension 
to Elizabeth De La Hooke; which was read twice by its title, and re- 
ferred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. BLAIR introduced a bill (S. 3519) granting a pension to Sarah 
D. Lewis; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Pensions. 

Mr. FARWELL introduced a joint resolution (S. R. 107) limiting 
the provisions of the act entitled ‘‘An act making appropriations to 
provide for the expenses of the government of the District of Colum- 
bia,” etc., on the subject of overhead electric wires, approved July 18, 
1888; which was read twice by its title, and, with the accompanying 
popes referred to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

Mr. SPOONER introduced a bill (S. 3521) granting an increase of 
pension to James Shaahan; which was read twice by its title, and re- 
ferred to the Committee on Pensions. 


AMENDMENTS TO GENERAL DEFICIENCY BILL. 

Mr. PLUMB submitted two amendments intended to be proposed by 
him to the general deficiency appropriation bill; which were referred 
to the Committee on Appropriations, and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. PLATT submitted an amendment intended to be proposed by 
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him to the general deficiency appropriation bill; which was referred to 
the Committee on Appropriations, and ordered to be printed. 


PROPOSED LAND OFFICE INVESTIGATION, 


Mr. STEWART. I offer a resolution, which I ask may be read for 
information and referred to the Committee to Audit and Control the 
Contingent Expenses of the Senate. 

The resolution was read, as follows: 

Resolved, That a committee of five members of the Senate be appointed by the 
Presiding Officer for the purpose of investigating— 

1. Whether there has been any improper use of the moneys appropriated by 
Con, for the purpose of protecting timber on the public lands, investigating 
fraudulent claims to the public lands, or for any other purpose connected with 
the administration of the General Land Office. 

2. Whether any fraudulent practices, whereby the public lands are illegally 
acquired, exist, and whether the same are knowingly tolerated by the Commis- 
sioner of the General Land Office. 

3. Whether any discriminations have been made by the Commissioner of the 
General Land Office, or any of his subordinates, between citizens of the United 
States in investigating claims to the oy ae lands or in canceling or setting 
aside applications to buy or enter public lands. 

4. Whether there have been any discriminations between persons who have 
entered upon or fenced the public lands, in the recommendations, prosecutions, 
or the removal of fences, or any other matter connected therewith, and if all 
such ons have been treated alike,or whether some have been allowed to 
euy occupy the public lands while others have been required to remove 

erefrom. 

5. Whether there have been any secret compromises between the Commis- 
sioner of the General Land Office, orany of his subordinates, and influential per- 
sons or corporations, whereby the Government of the United States has beeu 
defrauded and illegal claims to lands patented. 3 

6. Whether re Avge repr have been recommended by the Commissioner 
of the General Land Office at the instance of persons, or their attorneys or 
agents, having or claiming an interest inthe lands to be recovered adverse to 
the United States. 

7. Whether the name of the United States has been improperly used on the 
recommendation of the Commissioner of the General Land Office to prosecute 
citizens of the United States for any improper purpose. 

8. Whether the mode of conducting the secret service in the General Land 
Office is fair and impartial, affording to citizens whose rights are affected there- 
by a fair and reasonable opportunity to be heard before decisions are rendered 
against them, and whether settlers on the public Jands are prevented from ob- 
taining pre-emptions and homesteads by secret manipulations of agents or em- 
ployés of the General Land Office. 

9. Whether the expenses and annoyances to setilers by the o 
secret service in the General Land Office are retarding the gro 
ity of the States and Territories where the lands are situated. 

And that said committee or any subcommittee thereof shall have power to 
employ a clerk and stenographer, subpcena witnesses, send for persons and pa- 

ers, administer oaths, and sit during the sessions of the Senate and vacation of 

Jongress at such places as it may deem advisable. The expenses of said com- 
mittee shall be paid out of the contingent fund of the Senate. 

Said committee sha]! have power to report by bill or otherwise. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The resolution will be referred, 
under the rules, to the Committee to Audit and Control the Contingent 
Expenses of the Senate. 

Mr. VEST. Why should the resolution go to the Committee on Con- 
tingent Expenses? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Because it imposes a charge upon 
the contingent fund of the Senate, and the rule provides that in all 
such cases a resolution shall be referred to that committee. 

Mr. VEST, Ought it not to go first to the Committee on Public 
Lands in order to ascertain and report as to the propriety of these in- 
vestigations, and then as a subsequent proceeding, as to the clause 
which audits the expenses, it should go to the Committee to Audit and 
Control the Contingent Expenses of the Senate? 

Isimply want to observe that if the resolution is passed it would en- 
tail the expense of employing a large additional clerical force, and an 
examination that would extend through months if not years. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I would advise the Senator from Missouri that 
he may make a motion to refer it to the Committee on Public Lands, 
but the rule requires that it shall go to the other committee some time 
before it is acted upon. 

Mr. VEST. I may be mistaken in regard to the practice of the 
Senate, but my impression is that the first and preliminary question is 
as to the propriety of the investigation, and then if money is to be ex- 
pended out of the contingent fund of the Senate in sending for witnesses 
and paying for the services of the employés attending the committee, 
etc., the resolution must go to the Committee to Audit and Control the 
Contingent Expenses of the Senate. That was my experience with the 
committee that was raised on my motion by a resolution in regard to 
the meat product of the United States. I was advised by the highest 
parliamentary authority here that it would be necessary, as to that 
clause of it which expended money for the necessary expenses of the 
committee to be taken out of the contingent fund, that it should go 
finally before that committee. But here we commit ourselves, as I 
understand it, to the necessity for this examination, or these exami- 
nations, for there seems to be more than a dozen of them, by sending 
simply the question of the payment of the money to the Committee on 
Contingent Expenses. 

Mr. STEWART. Ido not so regard itat all. All other resolutions 
proposing investigations have gone first to the Committee on Contingent 

xpenses, and the question as to the propriety of passing the resolu- 
tion comes up when the resolution is reported back from that commit- 
tee. 

I do not wish to occupy the time this morning, because the Senator 
from Florida [Mr. Pasco] desires to speak. When the resolution 


rations of the 
and prosper- 


comes back from the Committee on Contingent Expenses, if they report 
favorably, I shall be able to discuss the propriety of the investigation 
and to show the necessity for it. Icould do it now, but I would rather 
not. 

I will say to the Senator from Missouri that I shall not regard the 
reportof the Committee on Contingent Expenses as precluding any other 
motion which may be made to send the resolution to the Committee on 
Public Lands when it comes back. 

Mr. VEST. Aside from this specific case I am a little interested my- 
self to know what is the practice of the Senate and what would be tho 
result of the report of the Committee to Audit and Control the Contin- 
gent Expenses of the Senate. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair will have the fourth par- 
agraph of Rule X XV read. 

TheChief Clerk read as follows: 

Rute XXV. 
. . * * Ld ka . 

A Committee fo Audit and Control the Contingent Expenses of the Senate, to 
consist of three Senators, to which shall be referred all resolutions directing 
the payment of money out of the contingent fund of the Senate, or creating a 
charge upon the same. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The rule is peremptory. 

Mr. VEST. I have no doubt that at some time the resolution would 
have to go to that committee, but my inquiry extends to another point. 
I should like to know whether every resolution proposing an investiga- 
tion must first goto that committee and if the report of that commit 
is conclusive as to the propriety of the investigation. - 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Itis not. 

Mr. STEWART. Itis not. } 

Mr. HARRIS. I suggest to the Senator from Missouri that after the 
Committee to Audit and Control the Contingent Expenses of the Sen- 
ate reports, then a motion to refer the resolution to the Committee on 
Public Lands would be perfectly in order, and he could test the ques- 
tion then as to whether it should go to that committee. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. That motion would undoubtedly 
be in order under the rules. The resolution will be referred to the 
Committee to Audit and Control the Contingent Expenses of the Sen- 
ate, if there be no objection. 


TREATY WITH CHINA. 


Mr. SHERMAN. I submit the following resolution and ask that it 
be considered, if there be no objection: . 

Resolved, That the President is requested, if not incompatible with the public 
interests, to inform the Senate whether the recent treaty with China and the 
amendments adopted by the Senate have been ratified by the Emperor of China, 

The resolution was considered by unanimous consent, and agreed to. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I perhaps ought to say a word in respect to the 
provisions of the resolution. After what was said on the floor yester- 
day and the day before, it is manifestly due to the dignity of the Senate 
and the good order and conduct of our affairs that we should have offi- 
cial information from the President of the United States in regard to 
the subject-matter of the Chinese treaty before proceeding further. 
The statement made yesterday does not even seem to come to us from 
official channels. The resolution has been adopted, and I hope it will 
be answered to-day. It can be answered to-day as well as in a fort- 
night’s time. 

TOLLS ON GOODS EXPORTED TO CANADA. 


Mr. HOAR. I desire to make an inquiry of the Chair. Has any 
answer come to the resolution of the Senate passed a week or more ago 
asking the President for correspondenve in regard to the observance by 
Canada of the provisions of the treaty of 1871 relating to tolls? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore, No answer to that resolution has 
been received. 

Mr. HOAR. It seems to me that from the necessity of the case it 
is a matter which could be answered by the executive department in 
a single day. If no such correspondence was had, why not state it? 
If there be such correspondence, copies of it can be sent. I desire to 
call the attention of the Senate in this way, and of the President him- 
self, to the reasons for a prompt answer to that request. 


ARMY APPROPRIATION BILL. 
Mr. ALLISON submitted the following report: 


The committee of conference on the d ing votes of the two Houses on 
the amendments of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 10234) making appropriations 
for the support of the Army for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1589, and for 
other purposes, having met, after full and free conference have agreed to rec- 
ommend and do recommend to their res: ive Houses as follows : 

There Senate recede from its amendments numbered 6, 12, 18, 19, 22, 24, 
an $ 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendments of the Sen- 
ate numbered 1, 2, 3, 4, 5, 7, 8, 9, 10, 13, 14, 15, 16, 17, 20, 21, 23, 26, 23, 29, £0, 31, and 
34, and agree to the same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the Sen- 
ate numbered 11, and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: Insert 
after the word “charge,” in line 19. page 5 of the bill, the words “or overany 
of the bond-aided Pacific railroads;" strike out in line 21, same page, the words 
“last-named railroad,” and insert in lieu thereof the word * railroads: " and in 
ey ortie matter proposed to be inserted by said Senate amendment insert the 
following: 

“And provided further, That the transportation furnished by the Quartermas- 
ter’s Department to officers traveling without troops shail be limited to trans- 
portation in kind, not including sleeping or parlor car accommodations oyeg 
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free roads, over bond-aided Pacific railroads, and by conveyance belonging to 
the said department.” 

And the Senate agree to the same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the Senate 
numbered 25, and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: In lieu of 
the sum proposed insert *' $42,000; ” and the Senate agree to the same. 

On amendments numbered 32, 33, and 35 the committee of conference has been 


unable to agree, 
W. B. ALLISON, 
P. B. PLUMB, 
Blanagers on the part of the Senate. 
R. W. TOWNSHEND, 
JOSEPH D, SAYERS, 
Managers on the part of the House, 

Mr. ALLISON. I move that the Senate concur in the report. 

Mr. PLATT. We get very little idea of the progress which has been 
made by the committee of conference from the reading of the confer- 
ence report, it simply referring to the amendments by numbers. I 
wish the Senator from Iowa would tell us in a short statement to what 
the conferees have agreed and to what they have not agreed. 

Mr. ALLISON. The amendments agreed upon are the amendments 
in detail. Theamendments not agreed on are theamendments relating 
to the question of public defense in respect to fortifications, etc. 

Mr. PLATT. What is the amendment to which a further amend- 
ment has been agreed to, relating to the Canadian Pacific road? I did 
not catch it. 

Mr. ALLISON. There is nothing in the bill relating to the Cana- 
dian Pacific road. The Senate inserted a provision prohibiting the 
Quartermaster’s Department from furnishing transportation to officers 
who are traveling without troops, otherwise than by conveyance be- 
longing to the department. On a further examination of the amend- 
ment it was found that we ought also to exclude the land-grant roads 
and the Pacific railroads, so that transportation could be furnished by 
the Quartermaster’s department on those lines, and the necessary 
changes were made to accomplish that object. 

Mr. PLATT. I mistook the reading. I thought it was read as an 
item relating to the Canadian Pacific road. 

Mr. ALLISON. It has relation only to land-grant roads and the 
Pacifie railroads. . 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on concurring in the 
report of the committee of conference. 

The report was concurred in. 

Mr. ALLISON. I move that the Senate agree to the request of the 
House of Representatives for a further conference on the amendments 
not agreed upon. 

The motion was agreed to. 

By unanimous consent, the President pro tempore was authorized to 
appoint the conferees of the further conference on the part of the Sen- 
ate, and Mr. ALLISON, Mr. PLUMB, and Mr. GORMAN were appointed, 

MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 

A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. T, O, Tow Les, 
its Chief Clerk, announced that the House had disagreed to the amend- 
ments of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 10998) making appropriations 
for fortifications and other works of defense, for the armament thereof, 
for the procurement of heavy ordnance for trial and service, and for 
other purposes, agreed to the conference asked by the Senate on the 
disagreeing votes of the two Houses thereon, and had appointed Mr. 
Sayers, Mr. FORNEY, and Mr. BUTTERWORTH as managers at the con- 
ference on the part of the House. 

The message also announced that the House had passed a bill (H. 
R. 11087) to establish a circuit and district court at Johnson City, Tenn., 
in which it requested the concurrence of the Senate. 

ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 

The message further announced that the Speaker of the House had 
signed the following enrolled bills; and they were thereupon signed by 
the President pro tempore: 

A bill (S. 2371) granting a pension to Jacob Pitner; 

A bill (S. 2716) granting a pension to Carl M. Schwantes; 

A bill (S. 2871) granting a pension to Mrs. Sarah J. Martin; 

A bill (S. 3035) to grant a pension to William Thields; 

A bill (S. 3118) for the relief of Mathew O. Regan; 

A bill (S. 3178) to remove the political disabilities of William L. 
Bradford; and 

A bill (S. 3364) to provide for an American register for the steamer 
Saginaw, of New York. 

ORDER OF BUSINESS, 

Mr. FARWELL. In pursuance of the notice I gave yesterday, I 
move to take up Order of Business 2206. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair does not feel at liberty 
to entertain that motion now, unanimous consent having been given 
thatat the close of the formal morning business the Senator from Florida 
[Mr. Pasco] should be entitled to address the Senate on the resolu- 
tion of the Senator from New Hamphire [Mr. CHANDLER]. l- 

Mr. FARWELL. It will take but a moment to dispose of the reso- 
lution reported from the Committee on the District of Columbia. I 
ask unanimous consent to call it up. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore, Consent must be given by the Sen- 
ator from Florida. 


Mr. PASCO. If the formal morning business is closed, I will take 
the floor and yield to the Senator from Ilinois. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. If there be no farther morning busi- 
ness, that order is closed, and the Chair lays before the Senate the reso- 
lution offered by the Senator from New Hampshire [Mr. CHANDLER], 
on which the Senator from Florida is entitled to the floor. 

Mr. HARRIS. The Senator from Florida said he would yield tothe 
Senator from Illinois. I ask both the Senators if they will do me the 
kindness to yield to me in order that I may dispose of a motion to re- 
consider, with the declaration that if it takes three minutes I shall not 
ask for further indulgence. 

Mr. PASCO. Iam willing to yield. 

CHURCH OF ST. PETER AND ST. PAUL. 

Mr. HARRIS. The bill (H. R. 1073) for the relief of the Roman ' 
Catholic Church of St. Peter and St. Paul at Chattanooga, Tenn., was 
passed by the Senate, when the Senator from Oregon [Mr. MITCHELL] 
moved to reconsider the vote by which it was passed, use he pro- 
poses to amend the bill in one of its verbal expressions. I shail have 
no objection to the amendment except that it involves the necessity of 
the bill going back to the other House, and that I do not propose to de- 
bate. Iask that the motion of the Senator from Oregon to reconsider 
be now taken up and disposed of. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Oregon [Mr. 
MITCHELL] moves to reconsider the vote by which the bill (H. R. 1073) 
for the relief of the Roman Catholic Church of St. Peter and St. Paul 
at Chattanooga, Tenn., was passed. Is the Senate ready for the ques- 
tion on the motion to reconsider? 

The motion to reconsider was agreed to. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The vote by which the bill was or- 
dered to a third reading will also be reconsidered, if there be no ob- 
jection; and the bill is before the Senate and open to amendment. 

Mr. MITCHELL. I move to amend the bill, in line 14, on page 2, 
by striking out the three words ‘‘ between the States.” 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment will be stated. 

The CHIEF CLERK. In line 14, after the word ‘‘war,” it is pro- 
posed to strike out the words “between the States;’’ so as to read: 


i iets mee and all other building materials taken and used during the war of 
sete. 


The amendment was agreed to. ; 

The amendment was ordered to be engrossed and the bill to be read 
a third time. 

The bill was read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. MITCHELL. I move that the Senate request a conference with 
the House of Representatives on the bill and amendment. 

The motion was to. 

By unanimous consent, the President pro tempore was authorized 
to appoint the conferees on the part of the Senate; and Mr. MITCHELL, 
Mr. SPOONER, and Mr. HARRIS were appointed. 


DISTRICT ELECTRIC WIRES. 


Mr. FARWELL. I now call up Order of Business 2206. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from Florida yield 
to the Senator from Illinois ? 

Mr. PASCO. I yield with the understanding that the matter will 
not lead to discussion. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The resolution will be read. 

The Chief Clerk read the resolution reported adversely by Mr. FAR- 
WELL, from the Committee on the District of Columbia, September 3, 
1888, as follows: 


Resolved, That the commissioners of the District of Columbia be, and they are 
Barao directed to revoke any permit granted for the erection of Sason And 
electric wires. 


Mr. FARWELL. I move that the resolution be indefinitely post- 

med. 

Phe PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on agreeing to the 
motion of the Senator from Illinois to postpone the resolution indefi- 
nitely. 

Mr. CALL. I think that is the resolution which was discussed at 
some length some time ago upon the motion of the Senator from Ver- 
mont [Mr. EDMUNDS], and by a vote of the Senate the matter was re- 
ferred to the Committee on the District of Columbia, with a decided 
expression of opinion on the part of Senators in favor of revoking any 
authority that had been given. 

Mr. FARWELL. If my friend from Florida will permit the short 
report to be read which is made on this subject, I think he will inter- 

no further objection. I call for the reading of the report. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The report will be read. 

The Chief Clerk read the report submitted by Mr. FARWELL Sep- 
tember 3, 1888, as follows: 


The Committee on the District of Columbia, to whom was referred the order 
of the Senate referring letter of the commissioners of the District of Columbia, 
with instructions to report a resolution requesting the com missioners to reyoke 
any permit granted for the erection of overhead electric wires, report: 

The Eckington and Soldiers’ Home Railway Company was duly incorporated 
by act of Congress approved June 19, 1888, The company was duly organized 
under its charter, and in good ‘faith entered into contracts for the entire con- 
struction and equipment of the road, contracts amounting to some $53,000. The 
set of incorporation authorized the use of electricity as a motive power. A per- 
mit was obtained from the ioners, contracts Mp for the 
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pi Satemesh, and work was in progress at the time this resolution was in- 
trodnoed. 

After a full investigation of the subject the committee recommend that the 
resolution herewith reported by order of the Senate do not pass, 

The testimony before the committee shows that an electrical current of 400 or 
500 volts potential isnot dangerousto human life, The testimony is overwhelm- 
ing and conclusive on this point. The current to be used on the Eckington road 
will have a potential of about 400 volts, 

Tho testimony shows that under-ground conductors cost about ten times as 
much as overhead conductors, and that it is doubtful whether any form of con- 
duit would operate suceessfully and satisfactorily on this unpaved street. 
About 1 mile of the road is within the city limits. It is doubtful whether the 
authorized capital stock would suffice to construct this mile of double track 
with an under-ground conduit and equip the balance of the road. 

The route is through a section of the city but little improved, many squares 
being entirely destitute of buildings of any kind. All the streets, roads apa 
avenues on which the tracks are to be laid are now without pavements. Neat 
ornamental iron poles are to be used with a cluster of electric lights on every 


* other pole. 
As Ihas been shown that there is no danger in overhead lines, that the poles 
and wires are but little if any obstruction on the street, that overhead lines have 


been generally adopted, and are generally , while conduits are as yet 
somewhat of an experiment, that the great cost of the conduit system, as well 
as the unpaved condition of the streets makes it impracticable in the present case, 
your committee fail to see any reason why the Senate should interfere with the 
construction of this the officers of which have been proceeding in good 
faith, in strict compliance with the law, and with the desire of improving the 
ere and of transporting the public in the northeast section of the 
Your committee deem it of great interest to the District that the electrical 
em of propelling street-cars should have a fair trial, as itis well known that 

the street-car system of Washington is not up to the standard of other cities of 


big sono has reserved the right to amend and alter the charter of the Ecking- 
ton and Soldiers’ Home Railway Company, and should the overhead electrical 
rape after a fair trial prove unsatisfactory, it is then timè for such action on 
the part of Congress as is contemplated by the resolution. 

The testimony taken by the committee is herewith appended. 

Mr. FARWELL. Ido not care to have the testimony read. The 
report of the committee isa unanimous one. I ask for a vote on my 
motion that the resolution be indefinitely postponed. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Illinois moves 
that the resolution reported by the committee be, in accordance with its 
recommendation, indefinitely postponed. 

Mr. CALL, Ido not think this matter ought to be pressed in the 
absence of the Senator from Vermont [Mr. EDMUNDS]. Isuggest that 
the resolution be allowed to stand until his return. For myself I 
should make no objection to the passage of the resolution. 

Mr. HARRIS. If the Senator from Florida will allow me, I will 
state that I am informed the Senator from Vermont will be absent for 
about a week. Under the provision in the District appropriation bill 
if this work is not done before the 15th of September it can not be done 
at all, and the delay asked by the Senator from Florida is simply the 
dereat of the particular parties interested in that enterprise. 

Mr. CALL. Ishall not make any further opposition toit. Iam 
sensible of the fact that the city of Washington is one of the most cor- 
poration-ridden communities in the world, and many acts of incorpora- 
tion are heedlessly passed, in my opinion. ‘The fact that certain parties 
may lose their contracts ought not to be considered in a matter of this 
kind where the public interest is concerned. But as the act of incor- 
poration in this case contains a provision reserving the power on the 
part of Congress to alter and amend it, I shall make no further opposi- 
tion to the indefinite postponement of the resolution. 

Mr. VEST. Mr. President—— 

Mr. PASCO. If this matter is to lead to discussion I shall ask that 
it be postponed until after I conclude my remarks. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. The Senator from Florida has aright 
to call for the regular order. 

Mr. VEST. Ihave no extended remarks to make. I simply wish 
to prefer a request that this matter shall go over until to-morrow. I 
have some papers bearing upon it, which I left at my residence this 
morning, and I want to refer to them, and I want to examine the re- 
port of the committee and the evidence, which I have not had time to 
do. I ask to have the resolution go over until to-morrow morning. 

Mr. FARWELL. Will my friend call it up then? I may not be 
here. 

Mr. VEST. Ihave not the slightest objettion; but I suppose the 
Senator from Tennessee [Mr. HARRIS] will take that task upon him- 
self. Ifhe is absent and the Senator from Illinois also, I will pledge 
the Senator from Illinois to call it up. 

Mr. HOAR. Let it be agreed that it be the first business to-mor- 
row. 

Mr. FARWELL. [I have no objection to that course. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Illinois asks 
unanimous consent that the consideration of this resolution be re- 
sumed to-morrow morning at the conclusion of the routine business. 
Is there objection ? 

Mr. TELLER. I suppose that will be with the understanding that 
it shall nob interfere with the bill we have under consideration. 

Mr. HARRIS, The bill will not come up until 2 o’clock under the 
rules anyway. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Is there objection to the request ? 
The Chair hears none, and it is so ordered. 

Mr. PASCO. Mr. President—— 

Mr. JONES, of Arkansas. There is another resolution, as I under- 


stand, reported by the Senator from Illinois [Mr, FARWELL] pending 
before the Senate relating to the wires for electric lights. I deire to 
ask the unanimous consent of the, Senate that that resolution be re- 
committed to the Committee on the District of Columbia. My purpose 
in asking that is this, certain companies report that they have invested a 
large amountof money in theirenterprises; that they have expended be- 
tween four and five hundred thousand dollars in an honest effort to 
organize the system of electric lighting; that they have spent $30,000 
in an effort to discover some means of conducting electricity under- 
ground, and they desire before there is any action taken on the report 
by the Senate to have the committee give them a hearing, and hear 
what they have to say. 

Tt occurs to me it is nothing but common fairness that. these people 
who have a large amount of money invested in this enterprise shall 
have a hearing by the committee before there is any positive action on 
the part of the Senate, and for that reason I ask unanimous consent that 
the resolution be recommitted to the Committee on the District of Co- 
lumbia. I presume there will be no objection to it. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Arkansas asks 
unanimous consent that the joint resolution (S. R. 105) to restrain the 
erection or maintenance of overhead electric motive power and electric- 
light wires in the cities of Washington and Georgetown may be recom- 
mitted to the Committee on the District of Columbia. Is there objec- 
tion? The Chair hears none, and it is so ordered. 


THE LOUISIANA ELECTION. 


The Senate resume the consideration of the resolation submitted 
by Mr. CHANDLER July 19, 1888, in reference to the election held in 
Louisiana April 17, 1888. 

Mr. BLAIR. Before the Senator from Florida proceeds, he will per- 
mit me to say that my colleague [Mr. CHANDLER], the author of this 
resolution, and to whom I have some reason to suppose the Senator 
may have occasion to adtert in the course of his remarks, is necessa- 
rily absent from the city, and will not be here until the first of next 
week. ‘The Senator from Florida has kindly postponed his speech sev- 
eral times, and I do not feel that I have a right to ask him to do so any 
longer. I simply desire that it may appear of record that my col- 
league is absent. 

Mr. PASCO. Iwas about to preface my remarks with the state- 
ment that I had not desired to proceed in the absence of the junior 
Senator from New Hampshire [Mr. CHANDLER], but learning that his 
absence will continue some time longer, and learning also from his col- 
league [Mr. BLAIR] that he does not desire that it should be post- 
poned longer in consequence of the absence of the junior Senator as far 
as speeches being made upon the resolution are concerned, and also in 
view of the fact that he will have abundant opportunity to reply to 
anything I may say after his return, I have decided not to postpone 
further the remarks which I propose to submit. 

Mr. BLAIR. I do notlike to be understood as saying that I did not 
desire a further postponement, but I think it would be taxing the cour- 
tesy of the Senator from Florida to ask it. 

Mr. PASCO. I will put it upon that ground, then. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 'The Senator from Florida is entitled 
to the floor. 

Mr. PASCO. Mr. President, the undigested miscellaneous matter 
collected by the junior Senator from New Hampshire, or under his su- 
pervision, does more credit to his industry than to his judgment. He 
seems to be desirous of emulating the zeal and energy of his colleague, 
but there is this difference between them: The senior Senator has often 
exerted himself to benefit the people of the South, to extend the ad- 
vantages of education, to unite them in efforts for the improvement of 
the condition of the ignorant and the advancement of the colored race 
to ahigher and better intellectual and moral condition; the junior Sen- 
ator strives to kindle anew the smoldering embers of the past, to revive 
the bitterness and ill-will that is fast fading into forgetfulness, and to 
create fresh antagonisms between the people of different races in the 
South, who are for the most part living together in friendly and peace- 
ful relations. 

No lover of his country can sincerely desire to see the Southern States 
remanded to the condition which followed the second reconstruction. 
It is the darkest chapter in the history of the country. States were 
robbed by political adventurers and burdens placed upon the industry 
of the people which will be felt for generations. Ill-will and bitter- 
ness and prejudice were stirred up for selfish and partisan p es be- 
tween the white and black people. Men who had no residence or in- 
terest in these unfortunate States aspired to and reached the highest 
positions of honor and trust and impudently pretended to represent the 
people, ‘The black man was induced by flattery and deception to band 
against his old friends, and the social and business relations of society 
were disturbed and overthrown. Elections were carried without re- 
gard to the votes that were cast. Crime went unpunished; and the 
condition of the Southern States became so deplorable that it at last 
roused the slumbering indifference of the people of the North. 

To give some idea of the condition of things in the State which I have 
the honor in part to represent during the period referred to, I submit 
a recent letter written by Harrison Reed, the first governor under the 
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reconstruction acts of Congress, to the editor of a new Republican paper 
published at Tallahassee by a colored man, 

Mr. Reed has always been a Republican of the straightest sect, and 
was in a position to know the truth as to the unfavorable statements 
he makes with reference to his party friends who elevated him to office. 
This letter appeared in the Times-Union, the leading daily paper in 
our State, published at Jacksonville, in its issue of June 19, 1888. 


SOUTH JACKSONVILLE, June 8, 1888. 
Editor Stale Capital: 

Sır: Iam under obligation for the courtesy of a copy of your initial number, 
the receipt of which brings back the past in vivid review, and recalls achapter 
of political experience which, for the honor of mankind, I would be glad never 
to Eere opened, but which confirms the doctrine of human depravity toa degree 
sickening to the philanthropist, and causing him to bow to the Almighty whose 
power compels even the “ wrath of man to p him,” : 

When I first visited your beautiful city the State, desolated by the war, lay 

rostrate in the hands of the soldiery, and all classes were looking with anxious 
Dss for the restoration of constitutional government. The old slavehold- 
ing aristocracy which had forced the war to maintain itssupremacy ; the masses 
who had gallantly sustained the decree of their political lords and fought fora 
cause which, if successful, was to degrade theirown manhoodand establish sla- 
very and aristocracy in place of freedom and democracy; the negro who had 
never before possessed his own manhood; the camp-followers, army bummers, 
and military adventurers, hunting for place and plunder; the loyal, patriotic 
citizen who honored the nation and labored for law, order, peace, and good gov- 
ernment, all these heterogeneous andantagonisticelements were to be harmon- 


ized under a civil government guarantying freedom and equal rights. No 
i democracy, no class dis- 


master, no slave, no legalized aristocracy or subservient 
tinctions, but all subject to a common law. 5 

In the wake of the Federal Army came the Freedmen’s Bureau, a grand phil- 
anthropie conception of the paternal Government, well designed to protect the 
emancipated slave and educate him in his new responsibilities, but in the hands 
of unprincipled military adventurers perv: to perso political, and mer- 
cenary purposes, and thus made a curse rather than a blessing, and finally 
through fraud and corruption demoralizing the freedmen and debauching them 
to the vilest ends of personal gratification and dizement. 

So the “ carpet-bagger’’ became a synonym isgrace for the Northern im- 
migrant as significant and odious as that of “abolitionist” had been in the days 
of slavery. Freenegroes from the North, educated in deception and adepts in 
the less reputable characteristics of low demagogues, came in to assist the white 
" carpet-baggers” and take charge of the churches, schools, and moral and po- 
litical interests of the colored race, These black saints traded upon the igno- 
rance, superstition, and credulity of the freedmen,and bartered their souls for 


n. 

And yet under all the adverse circumstances there has been a steady advance 
in the civilization and education of your race, and oem 3 gives a better index 
of this progress than the establishment of newspapers by colored men now 
qualified for the editorial and mechanical management. 

it is a wonderful contrast, the well-fed, well-dressed, intelligent communities 
of freedmen, with the former squalid assemblages ging upon the instructions 
and awaiting the beck of political demagogaes and low adventurers who “stole 
the livery of heaven to serve the deyil in.” 

I congratulate you on your Capital, and assure you that I have lost nothing of 


my interest in the advancement and prosperity of your race and the cree 4 


development of that riclf and most beautiful section of the State, in behalf 
whose interest I sacrificed years of earnest effort and endured the injustice of 
treacherous allies and unscrupulous political foes. I wish you and your Capi- 
tal great success in advocating the principles of freedom and equal rights, and 
in promoting the moral and material progress of the freedmen and their pros- 
perity. In the bonds of true Democracy and Republican equality, I remain, 
Very truly and respectfully, 
HARRISON REED. 


One by one these States threw off the yoke, the governments estab- 
lished by these adventurers in the name of the Republican party fell 
to pieces, and the Democratic party came into power from Virginia to 
Texas. The political change was followed by prosperity and peace, 
and no man can shut his eyes to the fact that the advance and progress 
that have been made in the southern part of our country during the 
eleven and a half years since the last of the Southern States came un- 
der Democratic rule is without a parallel in that section. 

A few figures with reference to Florida will illustrate this. 

The assessment of property for taxation in Florida was, in 1876, 
$29,688,337; in 1887, $84,860,564. The number of miles of railroad 
in operation was, in 1876, about 500; in 1887, 2,111. The number of 
schools was, in 1876, 676; in 1887, 2,103. The money expended for 
their support was, in 1876, $158,846.36; in 1887, $449,299.15, 

But the upheaval of society caused by the war and its results, and 
the social and political revolution which was brought about by the 
second reconstruction and the carpet-bag governments which were es- 
tablished in the various reconstructed States under it, left behind them 
disturbed and irritating conditions, and those upon whom the burdens 
of government were placed found themselves confronted with social 
and political questions which required the greatest wisdom and pru- 
dence to solve, It ought to be asource of congratulation to right- 
thinking men of all parties that so few mistakes were made, that there 
has been so much material progress, that kindlier relations were so 
soon established between the white and black people, and that the 
capitalists and business men of the North having confidence in the 
new governments were willing to invest their money with us and aid 
a ma development of what they were pleased to term “the New 

uth. 

If we had been endowed with the wisdom of serpents and the harm- 
lessness of doves and the patience of saints perfect peace and tranquil- 
lity might have followed. But our people were men with like passions 
and impulses that influence and control human beings elsewhere. 
There were, as I have already said, disturbing and irritating conditions 
still in existence, and here and there they have borne fruit. It would 
have been in accordance with the history of mankind in other times 
and in other countries under similar conditions if there had been a large 


increase of crime and an epidemic of hate and violence. It is credit- 
able to both races who live in the South that this has not been the case 
in this instance, and that the percentage of crime among us will com- 
pare favorably with that of other sections of our common country that 
have not had like difficulties to contend with, when all the facts and 
circumstances are taken into consideration. 

But there is a large class of people at the North who are displeased 
because our States have ceased to give Republican majorities, They 
do not realize how odious the Republican party became in the South 
because of the misgovernment of our States by those who wore its liv- 
ery, and they give credence to every slander and misrepresentation that 
is uttered with reference to our condition. And when some wrong act- 
ually occurs and some crime is committed it is heralded abroad, not as 
affecting simply the community or locality where it happens, but as an 
index of a state of things existing universally all over the Southern 
country. 

In the days when the carpet-bag element ruled the Southern States 
election frauds were common. I can k from my own personal 
knowledge as to oneState. Itis doubtful if any fair election took place 
in Florida from 1868 to 1876. I could fill a volume with well authen- 
ticated details if I had time. Force and fraud, repeating and ballot- 
box stuffing, suppression of returns and miscounting of votes were the 
order of the day. Ipropose to give one memorable instance of this fur- 
theron. My information and investigations have convinced me that 
these crimes were not confined to Florida. 

After such an experience it is quite probable that offenses of a simi- 
lar nature have been committed here and there since those days by 
Democrats. But there is no basis for the wholesale charges that are 
made against the entire South because wrongs have sometimes been 
committed. 1f newspaper reports were accepted as true with regard to 
elections at the North as they are with regard to those at the South, we 
might readily believe that our entire system of government had failed. 
But I have no desire tomake any attacks upon other States on sectional 
lines. I simply stand upon a fair defense of my own State and section. 

We listened recently for two days to the Senator from New Hamp- 
shire [Mr. CHANDLER], who has placed upon the record extracts from 
newspapers containing accounts of murder, riot, arson, and election 
frauds alleged to have occurred in different parts of the South during a 
series of years—some of them in my own State. He has read letters 
from parties whose names are not given, and so far as the Senate is con- 
cerned anonymous, editorials from partisan sheets, and other matter of 
a similar nature with the,avowed purpose of instituting an investiga- 
tion into the late election in Louisiana and questioning the right of 
the newly-elected Senators to their seats. 

If the investigation were really desired, it would seem to be becom- 
ing to reserve the details till they were actually ascertained by legal 
evidence. There is no need of haste, for one of these Senators will not 
have to apply for his seat till 1889, the other till 1891. It is unfair 
and unjust to prejudge the hearing by ex parte and anonymous state- 
ments. Itcan have no other object than to supply campaign mate- 
rial for the Republican party in the present campaign withont regard 
to its truth or falsity. It recalls the letter which was sent in 1874 by 
Thomas J, Brady to the editor of the Union, Rensselaer, Ind.: 

Rooms ov THE STATE CENTRAL COMMITTEE, 
Indianapolis, September 3, 1874, 
DEAR Sm: I desire to call your attention to the horrible scenes of violence 
and bloodshed transpiring through the South, and eye that you give them 


aa great prominence as possible in your paper from this time till after the elec- 
ion. 
THOMAS. J. BRADY, 
Chairman, 


Eprror or Unroy, 

, Indiana, 

The Senator has seen fit to trace all the crimes in his catalogue to 
political causes without a shadow of evidence or a word of proof, and 
in this way an indictment is drawn against the Democratic party in 
the entire South and against every Southern State undera Democratic 
administration, charging them with wholesale crimes against the elect- 
ive franchise. 

An equally effective indictment might be prepared against the North- 
ern States by any industrious man with a pair of scissors and a pot of 
paste and the files of the Police Gazette and such like repositories of 
sensational literature. Murder and arson and robbery and crimes 
against the elective franchise are not sectional. As long as human 
nature continues unchanged, weakness and passion and lust will be the 
fruitful sources of crime. 

Add a partisan bias and connect a party purpose to each case in the 
catalogue and an unscrupulous campaign worker might make a strong 
prima facie case against the peaceful and law-abiding people of Northern 
communities as has been done against the Southern people. 

No such condition of things exists throughout the Southern country 
as one would naturally believe after reading the partisan scrap-book 
industriously prepared by the junior Senator from New Hampshire and 
worked into his recent speech. 

The proposed investigation can not be completed before the election, 
and in the mean time what he has said goes before the country for the 
use of stump orators, partisan nefyspaper editors, and campaign mana- 
gers, with an apparent authenticity, because it appears in the proceed- 
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ings of the Senate and goes out through the mails under the franks of 
Senators. 

It is a good enough story till after the election and then all interest 
in the investigation on the part of the Senator who is urging it on will 
probably cease. 

Statements of this kind are made so often and so recklessly by Re- 
panan partisans that it is actually believed by many people at the 

orth, who have not the disposition or the energy to investigate for 
themselves, that honest elections are unknown throughout the South, 
that it is dangerous toadvocate the principles of the Republican party 
there, and unsafe to vote the Republican ticket on election days, and 
that the votes of Republicans when cast are not fairly counted, but are 
systematically and willfully miscounted or suppressed. 

A distinguished citizen of Florida, who came to our State in 1871 and 
formerly held a prominent position in the Republican party and filled 
successfully the office of postmaster at Jacksonville, one of the most 
responsible positions in the State, while his party had control of the 
national administration, is now editing a weekly paper at Eustis, one 
of our flourishing towns, settled very largely by people from the North. 
A few months ago he received a letter from a former Northern friend 
who had accepted as true the oft-repeated stories of force and fraud in 
Southern elections and blamed him for upholding such practices. Mr. 
Hamilton Jay, the gentleman I refer to, in replying to the letter sets 
forth his opportunities for gaining correct information as to the condi- 
tion of affairs in Florida and gives a fair statement of the record of our 
people on this question, and I submit his reply as published in his 
paper, hoping that, as it comes from a former Republican, it will re- 
ceive attention among the old party associates of Mr. Jay, who will 
perhaps give it greater credit than if it came from one who was identi- 
tied with the South prior to and during the late war. At this point I 
ask the Secretary to read what I send to the desk. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. The Secretary will read, if there be 
uo objection. 

The Secretary read as follows: 

DEMOCRATIC FRAUD. 


A valued correspondent at the West, in renewing his subscription to the Lake 
Region has this to say: ‘I like your paper with the exception of upholding 
Democratic fraud in the South.” 

1 propose to drop the editorial “ we ™ and answer this letter personally. Iam 
a Northern man by birth and education, and came to Floridain 1871. Fornearly 
ten years I was prominently identified with the Republican party in Florida 
both ina journalistic and official capacity. In the national election of 1876 I had 
charge of the United States soldiers at the polls in Jefferson County, and during 
the work of the returning board at Tallahassee I was editor of the Daily Union, 
a stalwart Republican newspaper, then published at Jacksonville. In April, 
1877, I was appointed postmaster of Jacksonville. 

In 1880 I became profoundly convinced that the Republican party as then con- 
stituted (and it is now com of the same elements) was not the party to 
which the interests of the State could be property. committed. It was ignorant, 
rapacious, and unpatriotic, based entirely on the spoils doctrine, and utterly 
lacking in the nobler principles of political honor. For holding those opinions 
and refusing to sacrifice my self-respect at the demand of party leaders I was 
removed from office by the professional politician who masqueraded as Presi- 
dent after the death of Garfield at the instance of another professional politician 
who was then misrepresenting Florida in the United States Congress, I was 
removed against the protest of ninety business houses of Jacksonville. 

1 state these facts not from any spirit of vain-gloriousness, but simply to show 
that Iam fully competent tospeak upon the bay ae alluded to by my correspond- 
ent. Of neg ae I only speak for Florida, and I state most solemnly and truth- 
fully that I have never seen a n intimidated by a Southern white manin 
his exercise of the election franchise. On the contrary, I have on more than 
one occasion seen Southern white Democrats go with negroes who hesitated to 
approach the polls, and stand by their side while they voted the ticket they de- 
sired to vote, the Republican ticket. 

In Florida every man votes as he chooses, without let or hinderance. Most 
of them vote Democratic, because they find under a Democratic government 
honesty, intelligence, and a wise and patriotic administration of affairs, 

The patience and forbearance of the Southern white TOORE the trying 
times from 1868 to 1876 can not be too highly commended. [have known two 
cases of “Southern fraud ” to be tried in the United States courts in Florida. 
In one, “ Yellow Bluff,” Republicans were tried and acquitted ; the other, *‘ Bre- 
vard County,” where the Democratia candidate for Congress was acquitted, 
and the Republican county clerk was convicted. In both cases the courts 
were entirely in the hands of Republican officials. 

The Eustis Lake ion will never uphold “Southern fraud” or any other 
fraud while I have editorial management of it, nor will it ever fail to render 
equal and exact justice to every man, white or black, Democrat or Republican ; 
nor will it hesitate for one moment to expose fraud and injustice wherever 
found, and no matter where it may hit. 

I am no office-seeker, have no ax to grind, and only write this article because 
I feel it my bounden duty never to let an unjust attack upon my adopted State 


o forth unchallen: K 
LA Sip HAMILTON JAY. 


Mr. PASCO. I add, too, a recent editorial from the Lake Region, 
Mr. Jay’s newspaper, in which he gives a fair description of the polit- 
ical condition of the State since it came under Democratic control; 
and it states sound reasons why conservative people oppose a return 
of the Republican party to power in this as well as the other misgov- 
erned States of the South. And I allege, without fear of successful 
contradiction, that the bad record of the past, and not the suppression 
or fraudulent alteration of votes, is the insurmountable barrier which 
stands in the way of the so-called Republican party of the South and 
prevents its return to power. 

Here is the editorial: 


Florida is a Democratic State, most eenpbaticeny. so. It will remain Demo- 
cratic so long as party lines are drawn as close as now. All talk of carrying it 
for the Republican ticket in the coming State contest is sheer nonsense. It can 
not done. The Northern element recently citizenized in this State adds 
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largely to the Democratic majority on State and local issues, Republicans from 
every State in the Union settling in Florida find themselves confronted with a 
problem that can have but one solution, «The Republican party of the North is 
only in name the Republican party of the South. Its elements vary as widely 
as thé poles. The national issue that divides them isthe same. TheState issue 
is penri and radically different. The thousands of Republicans who have set- 
tcd in Florida during the past fifteen years find that if they would be true to 
the vital principles of their own party they must on State and local issues cast 
their fortunes with the dominant pa_ty. To do otherwise isto stultify their own 
professions and make a mockery of their own creed. 

Viewing with clear eyes and unclouded reason the progress of the State under 
Democratic rule, they find that it has been the most rapid of any State in the 
Union, and that this rule has been wise, beneficent, and just. The administra- 
tion of George F. Drew, who was elected governor of Florida in 1876, by an out- 
burst of patriotism that ignored party lines, was the first step in the long suc- 
cession of prosperity, added to by the administrations of Bloxham and Perry, 
‘which has made Florida one of the model States of the Republic, Under Demo- 
cratic rule Florida has more than doubled in population, has only a nominal 
State debt, low taxes, a splendid school system and almost perfect security to 
life and property. Its record for good is unsurpassed, its promise of the future 
is unapproachable. 

So far as Florida is concerned in our local election, the only principle at stake 
is that of government, This is patent to every thinking, patriotic citizen, 
and has given to the Democratic party in all local contests a splendid, loyal con- 
tingent from those who in national politics are Republican to the core, but who 
realize in local politics the interests of good government are best subserved by 
the dominance of Democracy. 

Never before as now was good government so necessary to the continued 
progress and prosperity of the State. Toretrograde would be fatal. Patriotism 
sees this and is prepared to meet the issue, Our own course is plain. In the 
coming contest the Lake Region will play no neutral part. Its course will be 
outspoken, fair, and patriotic. It will be the earnest champion of the princi- 
ples of good government, and support such measures as are to enhance the 
best interests of the State. With malice toward none and charity for all, pan- 
dering to no prejudice and ignoring no virtue, we shall candidly and fearlessly 
advocate that wise patriotism and conservative p that has made Florida 
a marvel among the States. We can only judge the future by the past, and 
thus judging we must in common with a very large majority of our fellow-citi- 
zens believe that the continued ascendency of the Democratic party in Florida 
is essential to the best and truest interests of the State. 


Perhaps it may not be out of place before I leave this branch of the 
subject to call the attention of Senators to charges made against the 
South in 1874 in many respects similar to the present. A clamor was 
raised against Louisiana, and acts of violence and intimidation to de- 
prive citizens of the freedom of the ballot because of their political 
opinions were alleged against her Democratic people. It was charged 
that a like condition of affairs existed in other Southern States. It was 
in the days when the bayonet was regarded as a legitimate addition to 
ordinary constitutional methods of government, and a Republican mi- 
nority was being maintained in power in Louisiana by the persuasive 
influences of the United States Army. To use the mild language of 
Paoa times, the Kellogg government -was ‘‘recognized’’ by the Presi- 

ent. ° 

The matter was laid before the Forty-third Congress, when it con- 
vened at its second session, in the President’s message. It was consid- 
ered of suflicient importance by the House for the appointment of a 
special committee of seven members, to whom this part of the message 
relating to the condition of the Southern States was referred. The com- 
mittee made a partial report January 15, 1875, which, I understand, 
was unanimous, and I call attention to the following extracts from i¢ 
(Forty-third Congress, second session, Report No. 101, pages 2, 5-8): 


Without now referring to other instances, we are constrained to declare that 
the action of the returning . on the whole, was arbitrary, unjust, and, in 
our opinion, illegal; and that this arbitrary, unjust, and illegal action alone 
pave the return by the board of a majority of Conservative members of the 

ower house. 

Upon the general subject of the state of affairsin the South, and as to whether 
the alleged wrongs to colored citizens for political offenses are real, or were 
asserted without due foundation, yourcommittee took such proof as the oppor 
tunity offered, 

* * * > * * a * 

Asa whole, they are constrained to say that the intention charged is not borne 
out by the facts beforeus. Nogeneralintimidation of Republican voters was es 
tabli ; no colored man was produced who had been threatened or assaultec 
by any Conservative because of political opinion, or discharged from employ- 
ment or refused employment. Of all those who testified to intimidation there 
was hardly any one who of his own knowledge could specify a reliable instance 
of such acts, and of the white men who were produced to testify generally on 
such subjects, very nearly all, if not every single one, was the holder of an office, 
Throughout the rural districts of the State the number of white Republicans are 
very few; it hardly extends beyond those holding office and those connected 
with them. No witness, we believe, succeeded in naming, in any parish, five 
Republicans who supported the Kellogg government who were not themselves 
office-holders or related to office-holders or those having official employment. 

s * * . > * ` 

On the other hand, it was in evidence that blacks who sought to act with the 
Conservative party were on their part sometimes e: toenmity and abuse 
In the interior one colored man was shot for making a Conservative speech, 
and in New Orleans it appeared from the testimony that colored men who 
sought to co-operate with the Conservatives were subject to so much abuse from 
the police and otherwise that an association of lawyers volunteered to protect 
them, but with little effect. 

The general condition of affairs in the State of Louisiana seems to be as fol- 
lows: The conviction has been general emang Bs whites since 1872 that the 
Kellogg government was an usurpation. This conviction among them has 
been strengthened by the acts of the Kellogg Legislature aa a existing 
courts and judges and substituting others presided over by judges Repointes by 
Kell , having extraordinary and exclusive jurisdiction over political ques- 
tions; by changes in the laws centralizing in the governor every form of polit- 
ical control, including the supervision of the elections; by continuing the re- 
turning board, with absolute power over the returns of elections; by the ex- 
Hatton hnes provisions e for the trial of titles and claims to office; by the 
conversion of the police force, maintained at the expense of the city of New 
Orleans, into an armed brigade of State militia subject to the command of the 
poremeti by the creation in La wed paons of monopolies in markets, gas-mak- 

, water-works, and ferries, cl g vaults and removing filth. and doing 
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work as wharfingers; by the abolition of courts with elective judges and the 
substitution of other courts with judges appointed by Kel „in evasion of the 
constitution-of the State; by enactments punishing criminally all persons who 
attem to fill o; ions unless returned by the returning ; by 
unlimited appropriations for the payment of. militia expenses and for the pay- 
ment of legislative warrants, vouchers, and checks, issued during the years 
and 1872; by laws declaring that no persons in arrears for taxes after default 
published shall bring any suit in any court of the State or be allowed to bea 
witness in his own be —measures which, when coupled with the extraordi- 
n: burdens of taxation, have served to vest, in the language of Governor 
Kellogg's counsel, “a degree of power in the governor of a State scarcely ex- 
ercised by any sovereign in the world.” 
With this conviction is a general want of confidence in the integrity of the 
existing State and local officials—a want of confidence equally in their poecess 
nel—which is accompanied by the paralyzation of business 
and destruction of values. The most hopeful witness produced by the Kellogg 
rty, while he declared that business was in a sounder condition than ever be- 
re, because there was less credit, has since declared that "there was no pros- 
perity.”” The securities of the State have fallen in two years from 70 or 80 to 25; 
of the city of New Orleans, from 80 or 90 to 30 or 40, while the fall in bank shares, 
railway shares, city, and other corporate companies have in a degree corre- 
districts of the State the n reared in 


In Natchitoches the taxation reached about § per cent. of the 
on the pro 
fice-holders 


2 kd kj . * s s 


But the reduction of wages, the non-fulfillm ent of personal or political pledges, 
the misfeasance of some local officials, disputes among the leading colored per- 
sons in other localities, the loss or embezzlement in some cases of the school 
funds, and the failure of the Freedman’s Bank, all combined to divide the views 
of colored voters during the late campaign. An effort was accordingly made 
by the conservatives to acquire a part of the negro vote; with that view it was 
sought in marry quarters to propitiate them. Frequent arrests by the United 

‘States marshals for intimidation or threats of non-employment, and the ppro- 
hension that was felt that the returning board would count out their men if ex- 
cuse for such a course were offered, all combined, especially after the 14th of 
September, to put the conservatives on their good behavior, and the result was 
that in November, 1874, the people of the State of Louisiana did fairly have a 

ree, le, and full registration and election, in which a clear conservative 
majority was elected to the lower house of the Legislature, of which majority 
the conservatives were deprived by the unjust, illegal, and arbitrary action of 
the returning board. 

This is from the special report made by Mr. HOAR from the select 
committee on that portion of the President’s message in regard to the 
condition of the South in the Forty-third Congress, signed by Charles 
Foster, WILLIAM WALTER PHELPs, and Clarkson N. Potter, who con- 
stituted a subcommittee, but adopted as the report of the entire com- 
mittee, of which the present Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. Hoar] 
was chairman. 

It appears from this report, made by a committee a majority of whom 
were Republicans, that the election investigated, which was for mem- 
bers of the Legislature, had been carried by the Democrats in 1874, and 
that the charges as to intimidation, violence, and fraud were not sus- 
tained against them, but that some of these wrongs had been practiced 
by theiraccusers. It further appeared that the Democrats lost the fruits 
of their election by the counting-out process successfully practiced by 
the famous returning board of that unfortunate State. The report 
further shows that the Democratic majority, relying upon the popular 
majorities that they had received, met and organized the lower house 
of the Legislature and were then driven out from their seats by ade- 
tachment of United States soldiers. 

The committee submitted its final report February 23, 1875, and the 
resolutions, in which the entire committee united, are as follows (Forty- 
third Congress, second session, Report No. 261, page 5): 

Whereas both branches of the Legislature of Louisiana have requested the 
preca committee of this House to investigate the circumstances attending the 
election and returns thereof in that State for the year 1874; and 

Whereassaid committee have unanimously reported thatthe returning board 
of that State, in canvassing and compiling said returns and promulgating the 
result, wrongfully applied an erroneous rule of law, by reason whereof persons 
were awarded seats in the house of representatives of Louisiana to which they 
were not entitled and persons entitled to seats were deprived of them: 

Resolved, That it is recommended to the house of representatives of Louisiana 
to take immediate steps to remedy said injustice and to place the persons right- 
fully entitled in their seats. 

Resolved, That William Pitt Kellogg be recognized as the governor of the 
begins S ie until the end of the term of office fixed by the constitution 

e. 


The preamble and the first resolution fully sustain the charge against 
the returning board of counting out Democrats who were duly elected 
to the State Legislature. The second resolution recommends that Kel- 
logg, who had been counted in as governor after the election of 1872, 
be allowed to fill out his term undisturbed. It will be seen from the 
majority report that this was the result of a compromise; that the ma- 
jority of the committee, composed of Messrs. Charles Foster of Ohio, 

ILLIAM WALTER PHELPs of New Jersey; Clarkson N. Potter of 
New York, and Samuel Marshall of Illinois, did not believe that he had 
ever been elected, but two of them, Messrs. Foster and PHELPS, deemed 
it best to avoid the mischief and confusion of a change, and therefore 


united with the other Republican members in the second resolution. I 
quote freely from this majority report, and it ought to have weight from 
the high standing of the Representatives who united in it and the fact 
that they were equally divided politically, so that it may be regarded 
as non-partisan, 


Third. Eighteen hundred and seventy-four was a year of political change, in 
which the vote throughout all the States was seriously affected a the Re- 
publican party; a change resulting largely from the financial distress of the 
people, and which should therefore naturally have been even greater in Loui- 
siana than elsewhere. 

Fourth, It became the interest of the Conservatives, at least at the late elec- 
tion, not to intimidate but to acquire by every fair means the colored vote.* 

Parties who were alleged to have threatened blacks even with refusal of em- 
peeves were subject to prompt arrest. It was known that pretexts would 

sought to deprive the Conservatives of the result if they prevailed in the 
election. It was therefore their interest to avoid giving an such pretexts. Ac- 
cordingly, they determined everywhere to co-operate with and conciliate the, 
blacks, They voted down the propositions or suggestions which were made 
in the early part of the campaign for the refusal to employ those colored voters 
who would not co-operate with them,and generally sought, by combining with 
colored voters, to carry the election. 3 

Local combinations it the Kellogg candidates were made in many 3 om 
ishes by men of all parties and colors. in several parishes a union ticket of col- 
ored conservative votes was voted for and elected. An intelligent colored wit- 
ness testified that he ‘desired better government,” and to that end “ was willing 
to swallow the white men if the white men would swallow the colored.” These 
causes and feelings naturally united to swell the conservative yote in such lo- 
calities exactly as indicated by the returns. 

Fifth. The entire want of any direct evidence to show any general intimida- 
tion of the colored voters. 

Of course, in so large a State, it would be impossible there should be no in- 
stances of refusal to employ nor of intimidation. Such occur in every State. 
But the evidence certainly indicates no poneral intimidation of colored voters, 
and that such intimidation as did exist in the State was rather in the interest 
of the Republicans than of the conservatives. The United States marshals, 
whose chief was chairman of the Republican State committee, armed in some 
cases by blank warrants, and aided by Federal troops, made constant arrests 
before election, but not afterward. The oversight of the elections and of the 
returns was in the hands of Governor E ologia officials. Their count and re- 
turn did show 29 majority of members of the lower house elected by the con- 
servatives without any protest whatever, except in three parishes, although it 
was their province and duty to protest in any case where violence, or intimi- 
dation, or fraud existed. 

Indeed, the direct evidence as to the election of 1874, as well as the circum- 
stances, clearly indicate a peaceable and fair election. In fact, after the visitof 
the first committee and the revisit of the committee, the Kellogg party, 
with ali their machinery for collecting evidence, were unable to produce inthe 
entire State more than half a dozen persons to testify to anything impeaching 
the freedom and fairness of the late elections who were not office-holders or 
connected with office-holders, 

Against such facts it seems to us idle to assume that the disturbances so viv- 
idly pictured by the minority could have kept up throughout this State sucha ~ 
feeling of intimidation as would justify the assumption that but for that feeling 
the State would have gone Republican, All experience shows that the result 
of theclection of 1874 in Louisiana, as returned to the returning board, was 
natural, and to be only accounted for by the reasons we have given. 

We hold, therefore, that-in November, 1874, the people of the State of Louisi- 
ana did fairly have a free, peaceable, and full registration and election, in which 
a clear Conservative majority was elected to the lower house of the Legislature, 
of which majority the Conservatives were deprived by the unjust, illegal, and 
arbitrary action of the returning board, 

To the resolution reported to the House from the committee, as to the action 
of the returning boara, we are all agreed. 

We understand the committee to be unanimous in finding the fact that the 
action of the returning has defeated the will of the people as expressed 
by them at the polls on the 3d of November, 1874. The people then elected to 
the lower house of their Legislature a majority of Conservative members; a 
portion of the Conservative members thus el were refused their certifi- 
cates, This is an act of great injustice to the individuals, of gravtst danger to 
the State and tree government, and ought to be immediately corrected by any 
power competent to correct it. 

The resolution recommending the recognition of Governor Kellogg is based 
upon general information and not upon evidence. On this point no testimony 
was en, either by the committee or any part of it. Kellogg may or not have 
been elected in 1872, but there is no evidence to show the fact, or, if there be, it 
has been neither sought nor found by this committee. Messrs. Foster and 
Phelps think that the papalar belief, taking both conservative and radical cir- 
cles, inclines on the whole to justify Kellogg and Penn’s claims; and that,as -~ 
Kellogg isand has been the acting governor of Louisiana for the pasttwo years, 
to deny his right and install anotherin his place, after this lapse of time, might 
involve much mischief to the legal and political interests of the State. 

To avoid the mischief and confusion of change, a majority of the citizens of 
Louisiana seem willing to accept as a compromise Kellogg's recognition and 
the restoration to the Conservatives of the control of the lower house. 

For these reasons Messrs. Foster and PHELPS do not wish to oppose the rec- 
ommendation that the administration of Governor Kellogg be 3 
neither, in view of the fact that they know nothing of the merits of the case as 
judged by competent evidence, do they wish to unde: as urging it. 
They only wish to record their ment with those of their associates who 
believe that such a compromise might, by making a termination of the uncer- 
tainty in Louisiana, be on the whole less intolerable than the present distress, 

But to any resolution recognizing Kellogg Messrs. Potter and Marshall are 
utterly ee, They find nothing to justify the belief that Kellogg was 
elected. That he seized the government by the aid of Federal troops, through 
a void and fraudulent order which prevented the counting and return of the 
votes, should be a standing presumption against him. 

When the people, out: by the abuses of his government, had successfully 
regained the office he usurped, he was again reseated by Federal power, 
By the forms of legislation with which he had intrenched himself, he once more 
sought to nullify the choice of the people at the late election, and to that end 
peen ae Federal a to break up the meeting = a nata sra 

or ngress to recognize usurpation so gross and $0 Opp ve is, they 
think, to establish a precedent by which, under pretexts that can readily be 
found, any State government may be overthrown, the will of the people nulli- 
ete be Soy violence made permanent, and republican forms perverted to , 
estroy liberty. 

In their judgment all that is needed in Louisiana is to withdraw the Federal 
troops and Jeave the people of that State to oe themselves. 

HARLES FOSTER. 
WILLIAM WALTER PHELPS, 
CLARKSON N. POTTER. 
SAMUEL MARSHALL. 


All admitted that Louisiana had been shamefully misgoverned by 
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the Republicans; that there had been wrong and corruption in State 
and local administration, especially under Warmoth’s rule, and that 
the Republicans had continued their power by wrongful means. 

The minority report, signed by Representatives GEORGE F. HOAR, 
W. A. Wheeler, and W. P. FRYE, differed mainly from the majority in 
blaming the Democratic people for the means which, according to the 
findings of the minority, they had used to put down bad government 
and usurpation. 

With such a result from a committee appointed by Speaker Blaine, 
composed of five Republicans and only two Democrats, to investigate 
ee pacer by a Republican President, can the Senator from 
New Hampshire reasonably expect a different result by sustaining the 
charges now made before an investigation committee? Is it not prima 
facie probable that his charges have no better foundation than those 
which were so unjustly made in 1874? 

Louisiana has patiently endured fresh wrongs since that day by the 
usurpation of 1876. And it would have been indeed strange if her 
people had not arisen in 18+8 without regard to race, without regard 
to former political associations, without regard to color, without ref- 
erence to an approaching national election, and overwhelmed with 
their ballots the Republican candidate for governor, Mr. Warmoth, 
who had impudently offered his name for the support of a wronged 
and outraged people, when his former administration had been declared 
dishonest and corrupt by such high Republican authority as acted 
upon that committee. 

I take pleasure in reciting here a statement from a well-known Re- 
paniten newspaper published in Western Massachusetts, the Spring- 

eld Republican, which takes the position that Warmoth virtually gave 
up the battle on the eve of the election, and su, ts a motive for it 
which is in harmony with the tactics of Southern Republicans in for- 
mer contests, 

It is as follows: 


(Springfield, Mass., Republican, August 23,] 


Senator CHANDLER delivered yesterday his speech upon the motion to inquire 
into the Louisiana election of April last. As to the merits of the particular 
motion, little need be said, He may have evidence of fraud in the ng elec- 
tions, although he did not produce it. The argument by comparing the returns 
of previous elections will not do, because based upon the supposition thatevery 
negro isa Republican. Ex-Governor Warmoth, who was the Republicrn candi- 
date for governor of Louisiana, presented Senator CHANDLER'S argumentto him 
three weeks before the elections. Upto thattime he had led agood party fight.* 
Suddenly he published a letter claiming that some kind of a deal had been made 
by which Governor Nicholls was to be counted in, He said that it was use- 
less for him to contend against such odds. This was a direct invitation to 
his followers to refrain from voting. Hundreds of negroes voted for Nicholls, 
and they repeated the service at New Orleans a few weeks later, thus securing 
some of the offices at the hands of the Democrats. Warmoth’s surrender upon 
the eve of battle astonished the Democrats, but there was method in his mad- 
ness. Thereturns enrich Mr. CHANDLER's speech and give hima chance to make 
out a case upon paper. He succeeded in precipitating a series of personalities 
yesterday, andso far he was successful. The situation in the South has improved 
go wonderfully that it is sad to sce this friend and advocate of the bloody shirt 
attempt to turn back the pages of history for partisan purposes. 


It is not often that such an opportunity is afforded to call the atten- 
tion of the country to the fact that there are Northern Republicans 
who not only understand the situation at the South but are willing to 
do justice to oursection and to recognize the fact that our elections are 
influenced and controlled there by like causes that control and influ- 
ence elections in other sections of the country. 

When such utterances as this from the Springfield Republican are 
more frequent and the people of the North rebuke the politicians who 
are always trying to array one section against another for purely par- 


` tisan purposes, we shall have made a great advance in dealing with 


this race question in politics. 

As I stated in the progress of my remarks, the Republican party of 
the South has left behind it a bad record in this matter of honest elec- 
tions, and during the time that they held control of the governments 
of the Southern States and maintained their ascendency by any means 
that would win, right or wrong, they were generally sustained by their 
Northern allies. When damaging proof was brought forward of a nat- 
ure to shock the moral sentiment of the country, legal difficulties to its 
consideration were interposed and no serious check was ever given to 
the successful consummation of Republican election fraud or wrong in 
any of the Southern States. Nothing has occurred of late years to 
show any real change of heart in the Republican party on this subject, 
and we have no reason to believe that if power was restored to them 
and the same opportunities were again offered, they would make a 
better and more honest record than they did prior to 1877. 

In selecting the instance that I promised to give of an election car- 
ried in the South by unlawful and irregular means and practices, I 
have chosen the Florida election of 1876, upon which I have for some 
‘time wished to address the Senate, 

In a speech made by the Senator from Ohio on April 18, when the 
bill for the admission of Dakota was before the Senate, he took occa- 
sion to refer to the Presidential election of 1876 and denounced those 
who believe and allege that Mr. Hayes was not elected to the Presi- 
dency in the following language (RECORD, page 3241): 

And hereafter when any man shall assert of President Hayes that he was 


elected by fraud or wrong, or that he was not duly elected, I will hold him in 
contempt as uttering that which is not true. 


And 

That he was fairly elected, honorably elected, I believe no man can question, 

This language filled me with surprise, for I thought that the popu- 
lar mind had long since become convinced that Mr. Tilden and not Mr. 
Hayes was really entitled to the majority of the electoral votes in that 
famous contest. 

The subject of the debate then had was the vote of Louisiana. I 
have no other information as to that State than that which is open and 
accessible to the general reader, and shall leave the discussion of it to 
those who are familiar with all the details and can speak of them with 
greater accuracy tnan I can. But I have no hesitancy in saying that 
my own investigations, made with a sincere desire to discover the 
truth, have led me to a very positive conclusion as to the result in 
Louisiana, and that is that the State was fairly carried by the Demo- 
por party and that Tilden was justly entitled to its electoral vote in 

I believe I am sustained in this view by the published statements of 
the Senator from New Hampshire whose resolution is now under dis- 
cussion, and as he played a large part in the management of the Re- 
publican side of the electoral contests in the disputed Southern States 
in that memorable year, his statements against his party friends ought 
to have great weight. 

In 1877 and 1878, while the incidents of the struggle were fresh in 
his mind, he published some letters in the newspapers upon the election 
of 1876 and its results which were afterwards collected into a pam- 
phlet. In this pamphlet, on pages 9 and 10, he admits that Tilden re- 
ceived 7,000 more votes than Hayes in Lonisiana; he admits that more 
than 7,000 of these votes were thrown out, noton account of any wrong- 
doing which had been proved and established, but simply on account 
of alleged murder, riot, and intimidation. He expresses doubts as to 
its being justifiable and says that it required courage and assurances 
that the national exigency demanded its performance and the moral 
support of the North. He farther says that the returning board per- 
formed this extraordinary work after receiving such assurances, I 
quote his language, that I may not do him injustice: 

In Louisiana, however, there had been thrown into the ballot-boxes over 
7,000 more votes for the Tilden than for the Hayes electors, and to make Ha 
President it became necessary for the returning board, acting under pecan 
local Jaws, to throw out more than 7,000 Tilden votes on account of alleged 
murder, riot, and intimidation, preventing a fair and free election in certain 
parishes. To perform this extraordinary, even if justifiable, work in the face 
of an armed and infuriated Democracy required men of undaunted courage, 
and such courage the returning board possessed. It required also that the 
board should have assurances that the national exigency demanded its per- 
formance, that the moral sentiment of the North would approve it, and that 
they themselves should be protected from evil consequences to be apprehended 
from the violence of a mob government, which it was known woul be estab- 
eases f one Nicholls, a pretender to the office of governor inst Stephen B. 
Packard, who was sure to be found to be elected governor if the Hayes electors 
should be found to have been chosen. 

All these assurances were freely and forcibly given by Mr. Senator Saraman 
and his associates. 

His subsequent language in referring to the way in which Mr. 
Hayes reached the Presidential office is, very frequently, not that he 
was elected to it by the people, but that he was ‘‘counted in;” and 
on page 24 he insinuates, if he does not directly cha: that this 
counting in was the result of a bargain by which Mr. Hayes was to 
become President upon abandoning the Packard State government. 

In a letter written to him by William Lloyd Garrison, which is pub- 
lished in this same pamphlet, it is distinctly admitted that the election 
of Mr. Hayes was carried in South Carolina, Louisiana, and Florida 
by ‘‘bayonet rule,” and the publisher of the pamphlet especially com- 
mends ‘‘the clear vision and calm judgment’’ of Mr. Garrison. 

If, however, the result had depended upon the vote of Louisiana 
only, I should have remained silent. But the vote of Louisiana, 
added to the States which actually gave Republican majorities, was 
not enough to elect Mr. Hayes. Four more were required, and, not- 
withstanding the risk of incurring the contempt of the Senator from 
Ohio, I allege and charge that these were wrongfully taken from the 
State which I have the honor in part to represent in order to make the 
requisite number of votes to give Mr. Hayes an apparent majority of 1. 
At the former discussion the debate was extended to so late an hour 
that I was unwilling to detain the Senate with a full history of the cir- 
cumstances that led to that result, but did not wish my silence to be 
regarded asan admission that Mr. Hayes was entitled to the vote of 
Florida. So I contented myself with a promise to go at length into 
the matter at a future day, which promise I now propose to redeem. 

Since that tinie another distinguished Senator upon the other side, 
the Senator from Kansas, has reiterated the claim that Mr. Hayes was 
fairly elected to the Presidency in 1876, and in a speech made here on 
May 1 he uses the following remarkable language (RECORD, page 3994): 

I feel bound to say that his title isthe most absolutely impregnable of any in 
the whole line of American Presidents, because it is the only one ever passed 
upon by a constitutional tribunal lawfully organized for that purpose. 

As well might one claim to be superior to his neighbors in honesty 
because he had been tried for crime and acquitted, while their integ- 
rity had never been questioned. But if the accused had been ac- 
quitted because of a want of jurisdiction in the tribunal to hear the 
case and listen to the witnesses, his claim to superior honesty would 
certainly be denied. | ` 
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On the morning of Wednesday, November 8, 1876, as the returns of 
the election which had taken place the day previous became known to 
the people, it became apparent that Mr. Tilden was elected. . 

Subsequent history establishes it asa fact that the aggregation of the 
figures, which were publicly announced at the voting-places and pre- 
cincts all over the United States on the evening of the election, dem- 
onstrated a majority for him both in the popular and the electoral vote. 

Leading newspapers that received and published the returns in the 
large cities of the country announced Mr, Tilden’s election on the morn- 
ing after the contest. Mr. Hayes admitted his defeat, and an inter- 
view with him, held the day after the election, was published in the 
leading newspapers of the country. He said: 

I think we are defeated in SPRAOI the recent good news. Iamofthe opinion 
that the Democrats haye carried the country and élected Tilden, 

* = * = + $ Ld 

Ido not care for myself, for the party, yes, and the country, too, can stand 
it, but I do care for the poor colo: men ofthe South, 

But the Republicans were not willing to accept the verdict of the 
people and relinquish their power. Without waiting for any attack 
upon the result, they promptly sent out agents and “ visiting states- 
men” to certain States whose votes they needed to make up the 185 
which were necessary fora choice. One of the States thus marked out 
was Florida. I had the honor to serve as chairman of the Democratic 
State executive committee during the campaign and was familiar with 
the events that occurred and of the circumstances that subsequently 
attended the count. There was no more reason why a doubt should 
have been cast upon the resultin Florida thanin Rhode Island or New 
Jersey. It was always capable of ascertainment by those who desired 
the truth in an orderly way, without the aid of visiting statesmen or 
returning boards, without the presence of bayonets or artillery. 

On the morning after the election Mr. Martin, who was the chair- 
man of the Republican State committee of Florida, sent a telegram, 
which was published in the New York Herald, saying: 

No more peaceable or quiet election was ever held in any State. 

The doubts did not come from Florida; the excuse for pursuing un- 
usual measures did not originate there. They came and originated 
from beyond the State. Florida at the time had a Republican gov- 
ernor, and eyery executive and judicial officer throughout the State 
and in every county was a Republican appointee. The election law 
was framed by a Republican Legislature, and was cunningly devised 
to give every possible advantage to the party in power. The whole 
machinery of the election was in the hands of the Republican office- 
holders and their appointees. 

The governor had the appointment of the county commissioners in 
every county. The county commissioners designated the voting places 
in their respective counties, controlled the registration books and lists, 
and appointed the inspectors of election in every precinct. The clerk, 
county judge, sheriff, and justices of the peace, appointed in each county 
by the Republican governor, were the officers, three of whom coni- 

the county canyassers, whose duty it was tocompile the returns 
from the precincts and send the results of the county canvass to the 
governor and secretary of state. Finally,the State canvassers were 
cabinet officers, the secretary of state, the comptroller, and the attorney- 
general, all appointees of a Republican governor, all of whom had 
voted for Grant for President four years before, though the last named 
voted for Tilden in 1876. ; 

The law required the returns to be transmitted through the mails, 
and it is well known that the railway mail service and the post-oflices 
were all controlled by a national administration Republican fiom 
center to circumference. In addition to this Tallahassee was a Repub- 
lican city, in a strong Republican county; in a section which was in the 
habit of giving large Republican majorities. The county it was in and 
the two nearest it on the line of railroad gave in the aggregate in the 
election of 1876, 6,995 Republican votes and 2,575 Democratic votes. 
And besides, the system of railroad which extended from the Chatta- 
hoochee to the St. Johns and from Fernandina to Cedar Keys had been 
seized by the State and was under the management of one of the Re- 
publican cabinet officers. 

Tt can readily be seen which party had the advantage, and that the 
opportunities for wrong-doing of any kind were all with the Repub- 
licans. ‘ 

We knew full well that they had these opportunities, and former 
experience had taught us that they knew how to avail themselves of 
them. Vigilance was all that was left to the Democrats. 

Knowing the importance of ascertaining the actual result as it was 
announced at each precinct when the polls closed, the Democratic State 
committee arranged to be represented at every voting place in the 
State on the evening of the election, and their representatives were 
furnished with blanks similar in all respects to those in the hands of 
the election officers, and upon these blanks the actual result was en- 
tered. Wherever the officers were willing to do so they signed these 
duplicate returns, and when they refused the fact was noted and the 
returns were sent forward to the State committee without the signa- 
tures of the officers. This was an effectual check upon subsequent 
alteration, and in but one case was it attempted, and in the few cases 
where precincts were omitted from county returns there was no diffi- 
culty in establishing such omission, nor in telling the true result. 


This result, as to the electoral vote, taking for comparison the high; 


est vote for elector on each ticket, was as follows: i5 
Tilden electors E S E T O E MO 
Hayes electors. < 24, 137 


Tilden majority...........00000 eke ee EDA OU ROR Ra Se 

The difference between the votes for electors was small, 
the Republican ticket and 3 on the Democratic. 

The Democratic majorities on the State ticket were about 500 greater. 

There were but two changes in these results between the precinct 
and county canvass. 

In Clay County one precinct was not included in the total number of 
votes. It was omitted because there was no signature ‘to the jurat of 
the oath of the inspectors. The vote of this precinct was, however, 
given upon the return, and was as follows: 


Tilden electors. 
Hayes electors.... pape Shae 6 


It was subsequently proved before the State canvassing board that 
the inspectors were in fact sworn, and the election at this precinct was 
never impeached; nor was any attempt made to impeach it. 

In Alachua County a bold and successful fraud was perpetrated ata 
precinct known as Archer No. 2, by which 219 votes were added to the 
Republican figures after the public announcement of the result at the 
polls on the evening of the election. 

The vote as announced was— 


Republican... 
Democratic.. 


being 6 on 


The vote as canvassed was— 


ANOS OME ASTIE ERTE EOE EATE p TRTO eR 
Tilden electors... 


Total....... ee . 535 
Three reputable ns swear to the above public and official an- 
nouncement. 


Samuel T. Fleming, a well-known citizen, of good character, of the 
same county, also swears that he was present all day long, from the 
opening to the closing of the polls, and took down the names of all the 
voters who voted frem the outside, and that there were 305 who so voted, 
and besides there were about 15 inside of the room who voted, but whose 
names he did not take down. 

Two of the three inspectors have sworn that the smaller of the above 
votes was the true result. 

It appears that after the public announcement of the vote the returns 
were signed in blank, leaving the number of votes to be inserted later, 
and one of the Republican inspectors, Richard H. Black, and the Re- 
publican clerk of the election, Thomas H.: Vance, took charge of the 
return, poll-book, ballot-box, ete., and went to Gainesville, the county 
site. Soon after midnight they arrived at the house of L. G. Dennis, 
one of the leading spirits among the Florida Republicans, popularly 
known as ‘‘the little giant,” then a candidate upon the legislative 
ticket. 

There seems to have been some disappointment as to the number of 
the Republican votes from the precinct, and upon the complaint of 
Dennis, Black and Vance agreed toadd something over 200 votes to the 
Republican-side. So in his presence they took the county registration 
list and deliberately copied from it the requisite number of names to 
the poll-book andadded the corresponding number of votes to those 
given to the Republican candidates, and thus filled in the blank re- 
turns. ' : 

All the details of this crime were not disclosed at the State canvass, 
but it was clearly proved, and was a matter of public notoriety at Tal- 
lahassee; and ata later date, when the Potter committee was organ- 
ized, Dennis was summoned to attend as a witness, and on oath told 
how the whole affair was managed. 

His testimony appears in the report of the Potter committee (volume 
1, pages 494 and 495). His own account of this transaction is givenin 
a published statement, to which he refers in his testimony, which reads 
as follows: 

L. G. DENNIS UNDER A STATEMENT., 


The following is a statement made by L. G. Dennis about the fraud in Alachua 

County. It will be supplemented by a more detailed statement: 
* WASHINGTON, D, C., March 22, 1878. 

SI have resided in Alachua County, Florida, since January, 1866, and was 
elected to the State Assembly in 1876,at the same time of the late Presiden- 
tial election. I was atthat time a member of the State central committee of the 
Republican party of Florida, and also chairman of the Republican committee 
of Alachua County. I was also president of the board of county commissioners 
of Alachua County from 1873 to 1877, and was familiar with the manner of reg- 
istration and manner of voting, the location of the polls, and all other election 
machinery. As president of said board, and with the consent of said board, I 
located all the polling-places, appointed all the inspectors who conducted the 
election, received and counted the ballots, and made and certified to the returns. 
I appointed as inspectors of Archer precinct, box No. 2, Green R. Moore, Floyd 
Duke,and Ric! H. Black. Thomas D. Vance went at my requesttoA rcher pre- 
cinct on the day previous to the election, and was Spree’ by the inspectors 
clerk of the election at box No. 2, and served as such. I was at Gainesville on 
the day of the election, and on that night and the day following my residence 
was the headquarters of the Republican party, and during the night preceding 


the election all information was brought to me there. 

“Some time after midnight of that night Inspector Black came to my house 
and reported to me that the result of the election at box No. 2 for Presidential 
electors was as follows: For the Hayes electors 180, for the Tilden electors 136, 
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wA little later Mr. Vance, the clerk at said box No. 2, came and made the same 
report. Subsequently both Black and Vance came to me and said they had the 
returns from Archer precinct, box No. 2, signed in blank by the ins: rs, and 
that they would make out the returns so as to meet the expectations of their 
own party. They retired to a private room, where they remained two or three 
hours, andthen informed me t they had added about 200 names to the poll- 
list as having voted and had increased the Republican vote to that extent, and 
I afterwards learned that they had added 219 names to the poll-list. 

*I entered the room while they were employed there, and saw them copying 
names from the county registration list upon which those who had actually 
voted at Archer precinct, box No. 2, were checked off, and the new names were 
selected from the names of Republican voters who had not already voted at 
that precinct. After completing the returns in this manner they filed them with 
the ballot-box with the county clerk. 

“The county commissioners met a few days after election, the board con- 
sisting of I. E. Webster, clerk of the court; W.H. Belton, justice of the peace; 
and Louis A. Barnes, the sheriff, all of whom were Republicans. During the 
canvass Inspector Moore appeared before the board and submitted an affidavit 
to the effect that the returns from Archer precinct No, 2 were false, and that the 
true returns should be for the Hayes electors 180 votes, and the Tilden electors 
136 votes, but the board decided they could not hear evidence as to the truth or 
falsity of the returns, and upon the face of the returns the vote of the county 
was as follows: For the Hayes electors, 1,984; for the Tilden electors, 1,267; the 
result included the 219 votes for the Hayes electors which were added to the vote 
cast at Archer precinct, box No. 2, by Black and Vance. These returns were 
sent to the governor and secretary of state, After these returns were filed with 
the secretary of state an effort was made to invalidate them so far as Archer 

recinct, box No. 2, was concerned. Affidavits signed by Floyd Dukes and 

reene R. Moore, and an official statement from Mr, Webster, clerk, were filed 
with the State canvassing board, for the purpose of showing that the returns 
from Archer precinct, box No. 2, were false and fraudulent. It also appeared 
that Mr. Belton, the justice of the peace, had not signed the return filed with 
the secre of state and governor, Oneof the duplicate returns was sent back 
to Alachua County, and Belton’s signature was obtained. Moore also was in- 
duced to make a counter-affidavit denying the truth of his former affidavit. A 
paar a oral was also obtained from Floyd Dukes, denying his former afti- 

vit. 

“The grand jury of Alachua County investigated the Archer precinct matter, 
but failed to find any fraud, and passed a resolution to thateffect. Whereupon 
Mr. Webster was induced to withdraw his statement and make another to the 
effect that he was satisfied that the return was all right. Then affidavits and 
statements were laid before the State canvassing board, and the returns were 
aeaye This result gave the Hayes electors 219 moreVotes than were cast 

for them. 

“T have never heretofore made any written statement or given any evidence 
regarding this election in Alachua County. 

"L, G. DENNIS.” 


The above was sworn to in Florida before a justice of the peacé, and is certi- 
fied by the secretary of state. 

But this fraud was carried into the county return and it entered into 
the general result, and Mr. Hayes received the full benefit of it in all 
the final statements, whether Democratic or Republican. 

And to give some idea of the condition of society there at that time 
and the facilities in the hands of our political opponents, I may as 
well state here that after taking these names, as Black and Vance did, 
according to the sworn testimony of Dennis, at random from the reg- 
istration list, the Republican managers went out into the highways 
and byways and brought in men who readily swore that they cast these 
surplus votes. 

Deducting the vote of the Clay County precinct wrongfully omitted 
and adding the fruits of the Archer fraud to the Republican side gives 
the actual electoral vote as it reached the State capitol: 


| Tilden. | Hayes. 
Total vote as befOre.............cecesseerseresserees radias ENR A yes Scaes | 24,469 | 24,137 
Deduct Clay County precinth ......sssssisscssesssesrsnescessesesesosesesossss | 29 6 
| 24,440 | 24,131 
RAR Arat A iparna r een EATE va | Jee | 219 
24,350 

Democratie majority........ E AAEN E A Sapien 


According to the law of the State as then clearly understood, and as 
afterwards declared by the supreme court, this was the actual elect- 
oral result, and it should have been promptly announced without en- 
dangering the peace and safety of the country. 

This was the situation in Florida the day after the election. The 
returns showed .a majority for the Tilden electors, notwithstanding 
they came from Republican officials, through Republican sources; not- 
withstanding the opportunities for fraud and their willingness to per- 
petrate it. The Tilden electors would probably have received the offi- 
cial proofs of their election but for events which were transpiring ont- 
side of the State. The Republican leaders found that they required 
more votes; & political necessity was urging them on, and the circum- 
stances which I am about to relate, taken in connection with their 
subsequent acts, indicate a determination to secure a majority of the 
electoral votes and the inauguration of Mr. Hayes, whether he was 
elected by the people or not. 

Three witnesses have sworn before committees of Congress appointed 
to investigate the election of 1876 and matters perteining thereto that 
on the day after the election, the very day when, as I have already 
stated, the chairman of the Republican State committee had tele- 
graphed that no more peaceable or quiet election was ever held in any 
State, telegrams were received from trusted leaders of the Republican 
party in the North stating that the salvation of the country depended 
upon the vote of Florida being cast for Hayes, and that money and 
troops would be forthcoming if necessary to secure this result. This 


was in advance of any call for aid, and in advance of any complaint of 
disturbance, and while Florida was peaceful and quiet as Vermont. 

One of the witnesses, who was the regular telegraph operator at Tal- 
lahassee, says that one telegram from Tallahassee, in reply to the «1g- 
gestion coming from Washington or New York that the returns must 
be attacked, inquired upon what grounds they should attack them, and 
the reply said, fraud, intimidation, and some other word which he did 
not remember. The money was sent, as Mr. McLin, the chief of the 
returning board, and others testified; the troops were ordered to the 
State capital, and the war upon the honest majorities was commenced. 

Among the visiting statesmen who visited Florida to aid the Repub- 
licans in their efforts was the present junior Senator from New Hamp- 
shire; and{it has since been alleged by Mr. McLin, the secretary of state 
and chairman of the board of State canvassers at the time, when he was 
under oath before the Potter committee as a witness, in June, 1878, 
that he was approached by Mr. Chandler during the canvass, who as- 
sured him that if the State went and was canvassed for Mr. Hayes the 
majority of the returning board would be well taken care of. 

This has never been denied by this gentleman, although the oppor- 
tunity was given to him by the committee and he was sworn asa wit- 
ness and his attention was called to MeLin’s testimony on this very 
point, but he never met the charge with a square denial. And in the 
pamphlet to which I have already referred he says that the choice of 
Hayes electors in Florida ‘‘ was declared without extraordinary assur- 
ances from the Northern visitors.” 

McLin was taken care of and was appointed associate justice of the 
supreme court of New Mexico, and nearly all of the other guilty agents, 
whether of high or low degree, who aided in the work of changing the 
vote of Florida received some Federal appointment, whether in recog- 
nition of the special services rendered or because of their superior fit- 
ness for the positions they were placed in we can judge for ourselves. 
And most of those who did not get official place and position were per- 
manently soured against the Hayes administration, because they failed 
to get the *‘ recognition ” that it seems they were led to ct. 

The next step in the conspiracy to count the vote of Florida for Hayes 
and Wheeler was to make the face of the returns show a majority in 
theirfavor. The Democratic county of Baker was selected, about whose 
vote there had been no doubt nor dispute. The county was in the 
northern part of the State, was traversed by a line of railroad, and the 
vote had been regularly and publicy canvassed by the county clerk and 
the only justice of the peace in the county directly after the election. 
The county judge should have joined with them, but he declined, and 
in his absence, the sheriff, who also declined, so the two remaining 
officers acted without them. But this was in accordance with prece- 
dent, and there was no controversy about the result. The precincts of 
the county, four in number, aggregated as follows: 


| 
| Tilden Hayes 
electors. electors, 


Precincts. 


Olustee .... 
Sanderson 
Johnsyville 
Darbyville 


The legal canvass was made by the clerk and Justice Dorman Novem- 
ber 10, and on the 13th they made a second canvass with precisely the 
same results, and sent with the second return a statement that they had 
been obliged to discharge their duty as county canyvassers without the 
aid of the county judge or the sheriff because of the refusal of each of 
those officials to act with them. The clerk left the court-house about 
6 p.m. It wasdark when heleftthere. He had been obliged to light 
a candle to finish his writing before leaving. He lived a few miles from 
town, and wentonhome. After he left the deputy clerk (Howell), who 
claimed an office afterwards as the originator of this scheme, furnished 
Driggers with the key to the clerk’s office, and thus a fresh lot of can- 
yassers gained admission and entered upon the scene. 

Driggers, the county judge, had persuaded the sheriff to help him 
under the false pretense that it was necessary because of the clerk’s 
absence, when in fact the clerk had been in town and at his post of duty 
all day. Up to the 11th of November, a few days after the election, 
Dorman, who had already assisted at the legal canvass, was the only 
justice of the peace in the county. On that day the governor, at Drig- 
gers’s request, made to enable him to get up this false canvass, gave 
Driggers a commission appointing William Green as a justice of the 
peace, and Driggers looked him up and secured his aid. The three 
conspirators, under the cover of darkness, sought the court-house. They 
knew that the canvassing board had met, discharged their duty, and 
adjourned. Driggers had, in conversation with the clerk, announced 
himself as satistied with the canvass already made. There were no 
spectators. 

They took the precinct returns as the canvassers had left them. 
Driggers presided, and without any evidence before them, without seek- 
ing for any, they undertook to throw out the unchallenged returns from 
the two Democratic precincts of Johnsville and Darbyville, which gave 
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149 votes to the Tilden electors and 13 to the Hayes electors, and to 
include only the other two precincts in their pretended canyass. 

They remained at the clerk’s office but a short time and completed 
their work at the house of a neighbor. 

The two precincts thus thrown out just reversed the result, and in- 
stead of 90 majority for Tilden it is 46 for Hayes, as the figures show: 


, | Tilden, | Hayes. 
Former figures. 24, 440 24, 350 
Deduct the two Baker County precincts... 149 13 
24,291 24,337 


Hayes... 
Tilden... 


Majority for Hayes ye. ..:..scecsesisicsvacs sve ssssevossheosevcssessedseocosaseresesnencnencces 46 


All of these returns went forward to the capitol, and when the State 
canvassers presented the returns the secretary of state held back the 
true and honest return and brought forward the partial and fraudulent 
substitute as the only return received from the county. It was only 
after a determined effort that the chairman of the Democratic State 
committee succeeded in drawing from the secretary of state the return 
first received, which proved beyond all successful controversy that the 
papers upon their face showed that Tilden was entitled to the electoral 
vote of the State. 

So thoroughly was this fraud exposed that the State canvassing board 
refused to give vitality to it and canvassed the county by including the 
returns from all the four precincts, and thus it was admitted that, so 
far as the returns are concerned, they show a Tilden majority, and 
they were as follows when arranged by counties: 


Democratic electors. Republican electors. % 
= g ; 3 
a £ E g E ; 
a 

Counties. x 5 BIg a | $ S e A A 

i A Rm | A E d S 3 5/2 

i 3 EJER )8 ] & ë 1 | Rs 

SARA RS AFE |e lala 

Els IRIRI eto] & |i lols 
EERS 1,267 | 1,267 |1, 267 [1,267 {1,984 i1, 984 
238 238 | 238| 238| 143| 143 
111 lL} 111 | 111| 568| 58 
703 703 | 703| 703| 202| 202 
215 215 | 215| 215 63 62 
903 903 | 903| 903| 718| 718 
286 287 | 287 | 287 | 122| 121 
.«{1,436 | 1,437 [1,437 {1,437 [2,367 |2, 366 
5 5 5 5 9 9 
1,426 | 1,426 [1,426 |1,426 |1, 602 |1, 602 
«| 167 167 | 167 | 167 91 91 
835 835 | 835| 835 |1,300 |1, 300 
617 617 | 617 | 617 | 330| 330 
osese] 579 579 | 578 | 579| 144| 144 
Hillsborough....... 790 790 | 790 | 789| 186| 186 
Holmes .... 300 300 | 300 | 300 16 16 
Jackson. 397 | 1,397 {1,397 [1,397 |1, 299 |1, 299 
Jefferson 737 737 | 737 | 787 [2,660 |2; 660 
La Fayette... 309 309 | 309| 309 62 62 
Leon.. 11,003 | 1,003 {1,003 {1,003 {3,035 {3,035 
Levy.. 487 488 | 487 | 487| 207) 207 
Libert; 147 147 | 147 | 147 83| 83 
- Madison. 078 | 1,078 (1,078 |1,078 |1, 524 {1,524 
Manatee 262 262 | 262 | 262 26 26 
Marion. 958 958 | 958 | 958 [1,552 |1, 552 
Monroe 047 | 1,047 {1,047 [1,047 | 980| 980 
Nassau 667 667 | 666 | 667 | 802| 802 
Q: 908 908 | 908 | 907| 208| 207 
Putnam 505 605 | 605 | 605| 586} 586 
Polk.. 456 456 | 456| 456 6 6 
Santa 768 768 | 763 | 768| 409| 409 
Sumter 506 506 | 506 | 505 | 173| 178 
St. John’s. 501 501 | 501 | 501| 338| 338 
Suwannee 626 626 | 626 | 626| 458| 458 
Taylor.. 242 242 | 242 | 242 73 73 
Volusia. 460 459 | 459| 460) 186| 186 
Wakulla, 361 361 | 361 | 361 | 182| 182 
Walton.. 626 628 | 628 | 628 46 46 
Washington 407 407 | 407 | 407 | 119| lig 

Total... 24, 440 


I might safely stop here, for, as I will show later on, the Supreme 
Court finally decided that it was the duty of the State canvassers to 
count the returns, and that they had no right to change them or to re- 
ject them when regular on their face. But I prefer to call attention to 
the fact that the Republicans had everything to lose and nothing to 
gain by an investigation of the election, and I shall confine myself to 
the larger matters which were brought to the attention of the State 
canvassing board. 

In Leon County, at a precinct known as Richardson’s School-House, 
about 10 miles from the State capital, 73 ‘‘ little jokers,” as they were 
termed, were surreptitiously introduced into the box, probably before 
the election commenced. This “‘little joker” was a very small ballot 
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with the names of the electoral, State, and county candidates of the 
Republican party printed upon it. 

The circumstances attending this frand were as follows: Bowes was 
the leading spirit. He was the County Superintendent of public in- 
struction and the local editor of the Republican organ at Tallahassee, 
He sent word to Amos Rouse, who had been appointed as the Demo- 
cratic inspector, who lived a few miles from the voting-place, that he 
would call at his house on the morning of the election, take an early 
breakfast with him, and go on together with him to the precinct at 
Richardson’s School-House. Instead of going so he took Lawrence R. 
Booth, Isaac Dent, and Wiley Jones, three colored men and Repub- 
licans with him the night before and they slept at the school-house, 
They were all non-residents of the district. Rouse delayed a little be- 
fore going to the precinct on the morning of the election, waiting for 
Bowes, and at length rode on to the school-house and reached there be- 
fore 8 o’clock, the time fixed by law for beginning the election. He 
found that Bowes had substituted Isaac Dent in his place and that the 
election was proceeding without a Democratic officer. He staid by 
the box all day, and swears that none of the “‘ little jokers” were openly 
voted and that none appeared till the box was opened at night. The 
poll-book consisted of a lot of detached sheets; neither the names nor 
the pages were numbered. It was proved that two or three of the 
sheets contained names of men who voted at other precincts; many 
of them swore before the House committee that they had never been 
to Richardgon’s School-House in their lives. 

These small ballots were printed at the office of the official news- 
paper of the State, the Republican organ, and for the very purpose of 
fraud, though there was no proof that they were used elsewhere. 

Hayes received the full benefit of these 73 ‘‘little jokers,” and as the 
face of the returns, even counting the false return from Baker County, 
only gave him a majority of 46, Bowes could claim that he made a 
President with these instrumentalities. He was indicted for his crime 
and fled to Washington, where he was provided for in the Treasury 
Department. 

In Jefferson County there was a population of about 3,000 males over 
the age of twenty-one. This was ascertained by a State census taken 
the year before, and by a census of those old enough to vote taken by 
the party organization of the Democratic party during the campaign. 
They differed about 150, a fair increase of the population during the 
interval. Notwithstanding this the registration list contained about 
4,350 names and 3,401 votes were cast and counted on the election day. 
A comparison of the registration list with the census showed that only 
2,829 legal voters had actually registered. The excess was shown to 
be on the Republican side. If every person of the requisite age had 
been entitled to vote and had voted the excess was 572 (3,401 — 2,829) 
votes, which, however, is only the minimum of the fraudulent vote. 
Many had been convicted of crime or were from other causes dis- 
qualified from voting; some who had registered did not vote. 

The excess was composed of convicted and unpardoned criminals, 
young men in their non-age, repeaters, persons who had not gained a 
residence of sufficient length to entitle them to a vote; and in one pre- 
cinct the county judge, who was alsoa precinct canvasser and a Re~ 
publican in good standing in his y, at a precinct 10 or 12 miles 
from his home, boasted that he had substituted and counted a package 
of 100 Republican votes which had not been cast by the voters for a sim- 
ilar package of 100 Democratic votes which had been cast by the voters. 

These are the larger frauds which the Democratic managers estab- 
lished, and the difficulties in their way will be understood when I 
again state that all the machinery of the election and all the original 
records of it were in the hands of the Republican appointees. It will 
thus be seen that the Democratic majority of 90 was in spite of the fol- 
lowing fraudulent votes and omissions: 


ay precios Democratic majority omitted 
Archer precinct.......5......0cccesssacccessousencones ees 
Richardson’s School-House.........-::02-+++ 

Jefferson, fraudulent Republican excess 


~ 887 
The State canvassing board decided, contrary to law, that they had 
the power to go behind the returns, and instead of doing so in the in- 
terest of right they passed by these manifest frauds in Alachua, Leon, 
and Jefferson. All that they did was to count the omitted precinct 
in Clay and deduct about 60 from the Republican majority in Jeffer- 
son. This was a mere straining out of the gnats. 
They did, however, go back of some of the Democratic returns, and 
the following are the principal reductions, which I will review in order: 


Counties. Iden. (Hayes, 

Hamilton : 
Jasper No. 2..... 323 185 
White Springs.. 83 58 

Jackson : 

Friendship Ohureds..,....::...cccscorosscssevessoencce ns ences e ETA 145 44 
Campbellton, | 291 7 
Manatee... 262 26 
Monroe. 401 59 
449 
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In Hamilton County two Democratic precincts were attempted to be | was found to be true, and the utmost indifference was manifested about 


thrown out by a majority of the State canvassing board, against the 
protest of the third member, At Jasper No. 2 the hoard continued its 
work until 4 the next morning, and the result was publicly announced. 
The night was cold; there was no fire in the court-house, where the 
election was held. The officers had- been on duty for about twenty 
hours and were exhausted. They adjourned without objection till 9 
a. m., when they reconvened, filled up, and signed the papers accord- 
ing to the result as announced the night before. The figures were un- 
challenged, and the irregularities complained of had no effect what- 
ever upon the vote as cast afd counted. The return was regular upon 
its face, and the attempt to exclude it was in violation of law, and the 
courts which passed upon this vote decided that it must be counted. 

At White Springs the election was regular, fair, and unchallenged. 
But the blank form sent to the precinct was defective; there was no 
place in it for the electoral vote and it was overlooked, and the electoral 
vote, which had been publicly announced and was known to the com- 
munity, was omitted in the return, though appearing om the tally-sheets 
and on the ballots which were strung and forwarded to the court-house 
with the return. When the county canvass began, six days later, the 
omission was discovered; the inspectors were summoned to the court- 
house and requested to correct their return. They could have been 
forced to do it under the laws of Florida. They reviewed their work, 
used the tally-sheets and other papers, and filled out a new set of re- 
turns which simply spoke the truth. Everybody knew it to be the 
true return. No objections were made to the course pursted, and the 
officers simply di their duty. The county canvassers accepted 
the return and included it in their county canvass. 

It would have beenstrange indeed if the courts had sustained the effort 
to deprive the people of Hamilton County of their votes on such slender 
pretexts, especially when these mistakes and i ities occurred 
through election officers appointed by the Republican State and county 
governments, who were not likely to act against those who appointed 
them, and no charge of corruption was ever made against either set or 
i rs in connection with these matters. The only effort that was 
made to charge fraud upon the Democrats was in Jackson County, and 
it was upon this ground that the two precincts of Friendship Church 
and Campbellton were excluded from the count in the first canvass 
made by the State canvassing board. 

This charge was based mainly upon the idea that all the colored peo- 
ple voted the Republican ticket. A miscount or substitution of 56 
votes was alleged at Campbellton. There were two Republican in- 
spectors and one Democratic, as was testified before the Senate com- 
mittee by one James Gaston, a United States deputy marshal on duty 
there, and hi a Republican. A similar miscount of 23 was al- 
leged at Friendship Church. And irregularities were charged at both 
precincts which, if true, would be sufficient to throw a cloud upon the 
result but for the fact that the Republicans had a majority of the elec- 
tion officers and would hardly defraud their own party friends. 

There was much conflicting evidence. But the Democrats produced 
testimony to show that large numbers of colored men had voted the 
Democratic ticket secretly, because of the espionage kept over them 
and the persecution visited upon them by those of their color who were 
Republican partisans. 

After the election soldiers were ordered to the county, and some afi- 
davit takers accompanied the detachment from Tallahassee. No mat- 
ter what may have been the intention of the officer who sent these 
troops or the disposition of the one who had immediate command of 
them, the Republican managers well knew how to take advantage of 
their presence. The ignorant colored men under this pressure were 
collected by scores and made affidavits in wholesale quantities. 

No fair-minded man, who knows the political and social condition of 
the Southern States during the terrible period of the second recon- 
struction, can read over all the affidavits and testimony’ taken upon 
the Jackson County election about the time of the electoral contest, 
and give a verdict against the official result. And if they could, the 
whole loss to the Republican party which is claimed is less than their 
frandulent addition to the Republican result at Archer precinct, No. 
2, in Alachua County, which was proved beyond a doubt or a perad- 
venture, and was afterwards admitted by the chief of the guilty actors. 

The next county that invites ourattention is Manatee. In 1876 this 
was far beyond all railroad communication. Some of the towns and 
settlements in its western borders could be reached by steam-boat, but 
the only means of travel to the larger part of the county was by stage 
or private conveyance to Gainesville, the most accessible point on the 
railroad, which was 175 miles or more from Pine Level, the county site. 
It was in an attractive part of the State, whither the tide of immigra- 
tion was then drifting, and the vote was always on the increase, 

The history of the transaction shows that it was a part of the pro- 
gramme of the managers of the Republican campaign in Florida tode- 
prive the people of Manatee of all their elective rights in 1876, and rob 
the county of her vote. 

Daring the month of October it was rumored that the Republican 
clerk had resigned, and notice of the rumor was sent to the Democratic 
State committee over the Cubaiwire, which extended through the west- 
ern part of the county. Upon inquiry at the State capitol the rumor 


filling the vacancy, though at first the secretary of state talked fairly 
about the matter. The Democratic State committee offered to pay all 
the expense of carrying on the necessary correspondence by telegraph 
and to make a bond for the new oflicer, whoever he might be, at Talla- 
hassee. This offer was not accepted, and the State officials pursued 
the usual course. 

The office was offered to one J. D. Green, a Republican, and he was 
notified by mail of his appointment, but his acceptance and bond were 
delayed, and he did not qualify till after the election. The accept- 
ance of the resignation only a month before the election by the gov- 
ernor, who was 2 candidate for re-election, and the delay in filling the 
office could have been for no other purpose than to prevent the regis- 
tration of the new voters, in the hope that the election might be 
abandoned, or clouded if held at all. 

But there were citizens of Manatee County who knew their rights 
and had the courage and intelligence to maintain them. Tie county 
judge, Hon. E. M. Graham, was an able and experienced lawyer, 
and under his direction all the formalities of the law were carried out 
as closely and fully as they could without the aid of a clerk. The 
county commissioners met and made arrangements for the election, 
The people assembled at the voting places as at the preceding election. 
Inspectors were appointed for each precinct. ‘The boxes, papers, and 
forms that were necessary for holding the election, except the lists of 
voters which only the clerk could furnish, were sent out in due time. 
The inspectors were directed to allow none of the new voters, who had 
been unable to register, to yote, and to receive only the votes of such 
as had registered and voted at former elections. 

` As & new registration is not necessary at every election under the 


Florida law these were qualified voters. Andin order that there might’ 


be no doubt as to the qualifications of those who actually voted, each 
voter was required to swear that he wasso qualified before his vote was 
received. In this way a part of the vote of the county was saved. The 
election was orderly and quiet. 

At some of the precincts members of both political parties partici- 
pated in it; at some the Republicans remained away. The returns 
were formal and regular, and were duly canvassed and sent up to the 
State capitol, where all these facts were shown before the State can- 
vassing board. X 

The vote as compared with that at the nearest preceding elections 
was as follows, and Mr. Graham testified that since 1874 there had 
been many changes of influential men from the Republican to the 
Democratic party: 


Demo- | Repub- 


Election, iere lon | Total. 
1872—Presidential 198 79 277 
1874—Congressional.. sk 249 77 326 
Is76—Presidential 262 26 288 


—— 


The only excuse for throwing out the county was that some of the 
formal requirements of the law were not complied with before the elec- 
tion. Why they were not has been shown. It was because there was 
no clerk, and some of the clerk’s duties could not be discharged by 
any one else; but if the Republicans suff any damage thereby it 
is manifest that it was because they willfully refrained from voting in 
the hope that by doing so they might discredit the election. 

The other county that was attacked was Monroe, in the extreme 
southern part of the State, including the island of Key West, and the 
third precinct, one of the wards of the city of Key West, was excluded 
on the following ground, which appears upon the return: 

This precinct rejected on the ground that the inspectors adjourned before 
completing the canvass and resumed at a different place next day, 

It was proved that the vote was canvassed regularly on the night of 
the election and the result publicly announced, and that the returns 
corresponded with that result so far as the electoral, State, and Con- 
gressional vote was concerned. The adjournment was made at mid- 
night by general consent and without objection by any one, all being 
tired out with their continuous and protracted session, and two of the 
inspectors complaining that they were sick. 

This gives the history of the rejected precincts and counties. The 
reductions left the Hayes electors in the majority, and I feel safe in say- 
ing that, evenif the State canvassers had had the power to exercise the 
jurisdiction they attempted, it was not exercised so as to support the 
right. The facts have beenspread upon the public record, and the future 
historian can refer to them when the time arrives for an impartial and 
correct history of this period. 

The State canvass was closed early on the morning of December 6, 
the day fixed by law for casting the electoral vote; the result was clearly 
indicated a few hours sooner by the marching of a detachment of armed 
soldiers into the capitol yard, and they placed their sentinels around 
the building and the night was illumined by their camp fires. It was 
the cowardice of conscious guilt that prompted this movement, for Talla- 
hassee was as peaceful and quiet as an Arcadian village, notwithstand- 
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ing the near termination of this important act of the great drama that 
was being enacted in the presence of the American people. 

But the Democratic leaders did not slack in their diligence. Pro- 
ceedings were at once commenced to contest the result. An informa- 
tion in the nature of a quo warranto was filed in the circuit court of 
Leon County by the Democratic electors, one of whom was my col- 
league, who sued in their own behalf as well as in the behalf of the 
people of the State of Florida, and prayed due process of law against 
the Republicans who claimed to be electors to answer by what au- 
thority they attempted to perform the functions of electors, and fur- 
ther prayed judgment of ouster against them. 

The information was served on the Republican electors, the court 
ordered a writ of summons to issue from the clerk’s office, and the clerk 
issued it. It was served upon the defendants while collected at the 
capitol to cast the electéral vote of the State and before they had dis- 
charged the duties of their offices. In this proceeding all the questions 
of law and fact were raised and tried. The question of the jurisdiction 
of the court was put in issue and decided in favor of the jurisdiction. 
Issue was joined upon the merits of the case, and on the 25th day of 
January, 1877, a final judgment was rendered in favor of the Tilden 
electors and against the Hayes electors. The judgment was in the fol- 
lowing words: 


The State of Florida, ex rel. Wilkinson Call, Robert Bullock, Robert B. Hilton, 
and James E. Yonge, vs. Charles H. Pearce, ©. Humphries, W. H. Holden, 
and T. W. Long. 

Information in the nature of quo warranto. 

And now, on this 25th day of January, 1877, came weed rg tesa by their attor- 
fog ke and the court having fully considered what should be its findings and 
judgment herein, finds that respondents did not, as shown upon the face of the 
returns of the election held on the 7th day of November, A.D. 1876, transmitted 
to the Secretary of State from the several counties, and did not, in fact (as 
shown by the proof produced herein), receive the highest number of votes cast 
at said election for electors of President and Vice-President of the United 
States for the State of Florida, But that the relators did, as shown by said re- 
turns upon their face, and did in fact, as shown by the proof produced herein, 
receive the highest number of votes cast at said election for such electors. It is 
. therefore considered and adjudged that said respondents, Frederick C. Humph- 

ries, Charles H. Pearce, William H. Holden, and Thomas W. Long, were not, 

nor was any one of them, elected, chosen, or appointed, or entitled to be de- 
clared elected, chosen, orappointed, as such electors or elector, or to receive cer- 
tificates or certificate of election or appointment as such electors or elector. 

And that the said rere were not, upon the 6th day of December, or at 

any other time, entitled to assume or exercise any of the powers and functions 

of such electors or elector. But that they were, upon the said day and date, 
mere usurpers; and that all and singular their acts and doings as such were 
and are illegal, null, and void. 
And it is further considered and adjudged that the said relators, Robert Bul- 
~ lock, Robert B. Hilton, Wilkinson Call, and James E. Yonge, all and singular, 
were at said election duly elected, chosen and appointed electors of President 
and Vice-President of the United States, and were, on the said 6th day of De- 
cember, 1876, entitled to be declared elected, chosen, and appointed as such elec- 
tors, and to have‘and receive certificates thereof; and upon the said day and 
date, and at all times since, to exercise and perform all and singular the powers 
and duties of such electors, and to haye and enjoy the pay and emoluments 
thereof. It is further adju that said respondents do pay to the relators their 
costs by them in this be expended. 


A motion was made for a new trial and was overruled, and notice 
of an appeal to the supreme court of the State was given. 

An offer was made to secure an early hearing before the supreme 
court by General E. A. Perry, now governor of the State, and my col- 
league, who represented the relators, but the attorney for the respond- 
ents declined an immediate hearing. In fact they never completed 
nor prosecuted any appeal, and the relators finally, under a rule of 
court, disposed of the proceeding by docketing the appeal and taking 
an order for its dismissal. ‘The record of the action of the supreme 
court in this matter is as follows: 


No. 11. Fred. C. Humphries, Charles H. Pearce, W. H. Holden,and Thomas W. 
Long, appellants, vs, The State of Florida errel. W. Call, Robert Bullock, R, B. 
Hilton, and James E. Yonge, appellees. 


Now come the said appellees (and having produced and filed a certificate from 
the clerk of the circuit court for Leon County, in which court said cause was 
tried, that an appeal had been obtained and bond given by said appellants) and 
move the court to docket and dismiss the appeal herein taken, because the ap- 

ts have, for two terms of this court, failed to file in this court the copy of 
the proceedings in the court below. 
E. A. PERRY, 


Attorney for Appellees. 
JANUARY 15, 1878. 


I, David O. Wilson, clerk of the supreme court of the State of Florida, do 
hereby certify that the above is a true copy of motion No. 11, of the Jannary 
oie A. D. 1878, as it appears on page 201 of motion docket No. l, now in my 
Office. 

In testimony whereof I have hereunto set my hand and affixed the saal of said 
supreme court, at Tallahassee, this 14th day of May, A. D.1888, 

DAVID C. WILSON, 

[SEAL.] Clerk Supreme Court State of Florida. 


At a regular term of the supreme court of the State of Florida, held in the su- 
preme court room in the city of Tallahassee, on Friday, the 18th day of Jan- 
uary, A. D. 1878. 

Court E iE E to adjournment, 

Present: Hon. E.M. Randall, chief-justice; J. D. Westcott, R. B. Van Valken- 
burgh, associate justices. 


Frederick C. Humphries, Charles H. Pearce, W. H. Holden, and Thomas W. 
Long, appellants, vs. The State of Florida ex rel. Wilkinson Call, Robert Bul- 
lock, R. Hilton, and James E. Yonge, appellees. Quo warranto, Appeal 
from Leon circuit court, 

Motion (No. 11) heretofore entered to docket and dismiss the p in this 


ay 
cause was this day submitted to the court; wherew it was co! 
court that said niotion is. granted. tae ach dpe 


I, David C. Wilson, clerk of the supreme court of the State of Florida, do 
hereby certify that the above is a true and correct copy of the order dismissing 
the appeal in the aboye stated cause, as it appears upon the minutes of said su- 
preme court, on page 653, volume 1, Minutes Supreme Court of Florida, and 
dated January 18, A. D. 1878, 

In testimony whereof I have hereunto set my hand and affixed the seal of 
rae GTS sauri; at the court-room in the city of Tallahassee, this 5th day of 

ay, A.D. 

[SEAL] DAVID C. WILSON, 

Clerk Supreme Court of Florida, 


This could not be done until after the inauguration of Mr. Hayes, 
and was fruitless so far as the possession of the office of the Presidency 
was concerned, but it demonstrated the fact that by the judgment of 
the highest court in the State four of the electors who voted for him 
were usurpers, and without those votes he had, in good conscience, no 
valid title to the high office he occupied. S 

While the appeal prevented an execution of the judgment of ouster 


in the quo warranto proceedings, the efficacy of the judgment was not _ 


impaired by such appeal. 

Meanwhile the attorney-general, constituting a minority of the can- 
vassing board, certified to the election of the Democratic electors, but 
the governor refused them the usual lists and gave them to the Repub- 
lican electors. The Democratic electors met at the State capitol, voted 
for Tilden for President and Hendricks for Vice-President, complied 
so far as was in their power with all the requirements of the law, and 
sent on the certificates of their action to the proper persons, one of 
them to the President of the United States Senate. These certificates 
were perfect except that they were not accompanied by the lists of the 
names of the electors made and certified by the governor, and this is 
not a constitutional but a statutory requirement, and such certificate 
was not regarded as essential by the Electoral Commission in the Ore- 
gon case. But if the evidence of their title was not present it existed, 
and ried votes cast by them and certified actually represented the true 
result. 

The questions of law and fact came before the supreme court of the 
Siate in another branch of the case, and while the electors were not 
parties and were not technically bound thereby, the canvassing board 
were, and it was through their action that the Republican electors ob- 
tained their possessory title to the offices whose duties they attempted 
to discharge. 

The State canvassing board went on after completing the electoral 
result as already stated and by the same methods worked out a ma- 
jority for the Republican candidate for governor, though somewhat 
smaller, owing to the difference between the State and the electoral 
vote. 

Thereupon the Democrats applied for and obtained from the supreme 
court of the State an alternate writ of mandamus requiring the can- 
vassing board to reconvene and canvass the returns as they appeared 
on their face or show cause to the contrary. 

In this suit (which is reported in 16 Florida) the supreme court passed 
upon the whole case, the powers of the board of State canvassers, their 
duties under the law, and the actual result of the election so far as the 
State officers were concerned. They sustained the face of the returns, 
they decided that the vote of Manatee County was improperly excluded, 
and that the reduction in the vote of Hamilton, Jackson, and Monroe 
was without authority of law. I have that judgment here. 

It is as follows: 


State of Florida on the relation of George F. Drew, plaintiff, vs. Samuel B. McLin, 
secretary of state, William Archer Cocke, attorney-general, and Clayton A. 
Cowgill, comptroller of the State of Florida, respondents. 


This day came the parties, by their attorneys,and thereupon the matters of 
law arising upon the relator’s demurrer to the answers, original and amended, 
of the respondents, being ed, it seems to the court that the said answers 
and the matter therein contained are not a sufficient answer in law to the al- 
ternative writ issued herein, and that said return is insufficient, Therefore it 
is considered tliat a porom at ech be awarded, directed to the said Samuel B, 
MeLin, secretary of state, Wil Archer Cocke, attorney-general, and Clay- 
ton A. Cowgill, comptroller, board of canvassers of election of the State of Flor- 
ida, commanding them that they forthwith meet and convene and. reassemble 
as s board of State canvassers in the office of the secretary of state, to canvass 
and count all election returns on file in the said office of the secretary of state 
of the said election for the office of governor, held on the 7th day of November, 
A. D. 1876, and that as such board of State canvassers they “canvass and count 
the returns for said office from each and every of the counties of this State 
wherein an election was held for said office, and especially that they do canvass 
and count the said election returns from the said counties of Jackson, Hamil- 
ton, Manatee, and Monroe, and that they determine from a canvass and count 
and examination and tabulation of all the yotes cast for said office of governor 
at said election in all the counties of the State, as shown by the electionreturns 
of said election received at the office of secretary of state, who has been elected 
by the highest number of votes to the said office of governor, as shown by the 
said returns, and that they do,as such board, make and sign a certificate, as re- 
quired by law, containing in wordsand figures, written at full length, the whole 
number of votes given at said election as shown by said returns for the said 
office of governor of the State of Florida, and the number of votes given for each 
person voted for for said offce,and in said certificate declare the result of the 
said election for governor of the said State. 

And that they do perfectly execute this writ on or before the 27th day of De- 
cember, A. D. 1576, and how they shall have executed it make return to our su- 
preme court on that day by 4 o'clock p.m.in writing, to be filed in the clerk’s 


office of said court. 


The canvassing board then proceeded to canyass the vote for governor 
as directed by the court and reported their canvass to the court. The 
animus of the majority of the board, and perhaps I may with propriety 
say, their moral obliquity is manifest from their next step. They at- 
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tempted to force upon the court a canvass of the electoral vote which 
had not been called forand could not have been in that action. In this 
canvass they followed the views of the court so faras the counties were 
concerned in which they had violated the law at the former canvass, 
but they were determined to make it appear that the Hayes electo. 
had received an apparent majority. e 

They accomplished this by laying aside the full and honest vote of 
Baker County, which they had before canvassed and which was contained 
in the regular return made by the clerk and a justice of the peace and 
which was by theirown official action pronounced genuine, and substi- 
tuted for it the false and partial Driggers return, which they them- 
selves had formerly rejected and condemned. They went further and 

-rejected the entire vote of Clay County, which had never been attacked, 
simply because the county canvassers had failed to include one of the 
precinct returns in the result; in other words, because the people of 
that county had been deprived of 29 Democratic and 6 Republican 
votes, therefore they attempted to wrong her still further and deprive 
her of her remaining votes—287 Democratic and 122 Republican. 

This return was stricken from the record by the order of the court, 
and the board was required to confine itself to its proper return of per- 
fect obedience. 

This was done, and the peaceful inanguration of Governor Drew, who 
had been elected by the Democratic yoters, soon followed. 

In justice to the judges who made this righteous decision I wish to 
call attention to the fact that two of them, Chief-Justice Randall and 
Associate Justice Van Valkenburgh, were Republicans, and continued 
so afterwards. The latter has recently died, and our people, without 
regard to party, lament his death and honor his memory. The third, 
although inclined to the Democratic party, had not been pronounced 
in his political views from the time of the closing of the war. They 
were all appointed by a Republican governor and held their offices by 
a life tenure. 

The Legislature met early in January; it had alarge and undisputed 
Democratic majority in both branches. It early addressed itself to the 
task of obtaining a true canyass of the electoral vote, so that the wrong 
which had been attempted against the State might be frustrated beforeits 
maturity and completion. A bill was framed and passed intoa law on 
January 17, 1877, entitled ‘‘ An act to be entitled an act to procure a 
legal canvass of the electoral vote of the State of Florida as cast at the 
election held on the 7th day of November, A. D. 1876.” 

It ordered the State canvassing board to meet forthwith and canvass 
the electoral vote according to the construction of the law as declared 
by the supreme court in the mandamus case just referred to. 

The law is in the following words: 

Chap. 3049.—An act to provide for a canvass according to the laws of the Slate 
~ of Florida,as interpreted by the supreme court, of the votes for electors of 

President and Vice-President, cast at the election held November 7, 1876. 

SECTION 1. The secretary of state, attorney-general, and the comptroller of 
public accounts, or any two of them, together with any member of the cabinet 
who may be designated by them, shall meet forthwith at the office of the secre- 
tary of state, pursuant to notice to be given by the secretary of state,and form 
a board of State canvassers and proceed to canvass the returns of the election 
of electors of President and Vice-President held on the 7th day of Novem- 
ber, 1876, and determine and declare who were elected and appointed electors 
at said election as shown by such returns on file in the office of the secretary of 
state, 

Bats 2. The said board of State canvassers shall canvass the said returns ac- 
cording to the fourth section of the statute approved February 27, 1872, entitled 
“An act to amend an act to provide for the registration of electors and the hold- 
ing of elections, approved A t 6, 1868,” and according to the construction 
declared and the.rules defining the powers and duties of the board of State 
canvassers under said law, prescribed in and by the supreme court of this State, 
in the case of the State of Florida on the relation of Bloxham vs. Jonathan C. 
Gibbs, secretary of state, et al., decided in January, 1871, and in the case of the 
{Sate of Florida on the relation of George F. Drew vs. Samuel B. McLin, secre- 
tary of state; William Archer Cocke, attorney-general, and Clayton A. Cow- 
gill, popeo of public accounts of the State of Florida, decided December 

bee. $. The said board shall make and sign a certificate containing in words 
written at full length the whole number of votes given at said election for each 
office of elector, the number of votes given for each person for such office, and 
therein declare the result, which certificate shall be recorded in the office of the 
secretary of state in a book to be ny for that purpose,and the secretary of 
state shall cause a certified copy of such certificate to be published once in one 


or more newspapers estate’ at the seat of government, and shall transmit two 
certified copies of such certificate, one to the presiding officer of the senate and 


one to the presiding officer of the assembly of the State of Florida. 
Src. 4. This act shall take effect from and after its passage. 
Approved January 17, 1877. 
The board met under this authority, and canvassed the returns from 
the different counties of the State with the following result: 


Tilden electors. Hayes electors. F 5 

86 

Names, Votes. Nates. Votes. FE 
James E. Yonge... William H. Holden............ 24,350 90 
Wilkinson Call. Frederick C. Humphries ...| 24,349 88 
Robert Bullock Charles H. Pearce.. su| 24, 345 92 
Robert B. Hilton Thomas W. Long... 93 


Which is the same as the result I have already given. It gives the 
Republican electors the benefit of the Alachua County fraud committed 


at Archer precinct No. 2, the omitted precinct in Clay County, the 
wholesale additions to the Republican vote in Jefferson County, and 
the 73 little jokers which were smuggled into the box at Richard- 
son’s School-House in Leon County. There was no way of elimi- 
nating these errors and frauds, but they were not quite large enough 
to reverse the honest Democratic majority. After the announcement 
of this result another act was passed to cure and correct the wrong and 
error that had been done before it had operated to reverse the will of 
the people as declared at the polls. The act was as follows: 

Anactto declare and establish the appointment by the State of Florida of electors 

of President and Vice-President. 

Whereas at the general election held in this State on the 7th of November, 1876, 
according to the returns from the several counties on file in the office of the sec- 
retary of state, and according to a canvass, and a statement and certification 
thereof, made by the secretary of state, treasurer, and comptroller of public ac- 
counts, underan act of this Legislature, entitled ‘* An act to procure a legal can- 
vass of the electoral vote of the State of Florida as cast at the election held on 
the 7th day of November, A. D. 1876,” Robert Bullock received 24,437 votes for 
the office of elector of President and Vice-President of the United States; Rob- 
ert B. Hilton received 24,437 votes for the said office; Wilkinson Call received 
24,437 votes for the said office; James E. Yonge received 24,440 votes for the said 
office; Charles H. Pearce received 21,345 votes for the said office; Frederick C. 
Humphries received 24,349 votes for the said office; William H. Holden received 
24,350 votes for the said office; Thomas W. Long received 24,344 votes for the 
said office; and 

Whereas, as shown by the said returns, the said Robert Bullock, Robert R. 
Hilton, Wilkinson Call,and James E, Yonge were duly chosen and appointed 
electors of President and Vice-President of the United States by the State of 
Florida, insuch manner as the Legislature of the said State bad directed; and 

Whereas the board of State canyassers constituted under the act approved 


Feb 27, 1872, did interpret the laws of this State defining the powers and 
duties of the said rd in such manner as to give them power to exclude 
certain lar returns, and did in fact under such interpretation exclude cer- 


tain of such regular returns, which said interpretation has been adjudged by 
the supreme court to be erroneous and illegal; and 

Whereas the late governor, Marcellus L. Stearns, by reason of said illegal ac- 
tion and erroneous and illegal canvass of the said board of State canvassers, 
did erroneously cause to be made and certified lists of the names of the clectors 
of this State, containing the names of the said Charles H. Pearce, Frederick C. 
Humphries, William H. Holden, and Thomas W. Long, and did deliver such 
lists to said persons, when in fact the said persons had not received the highest 
number of votes, and, on a canvass conducted according to the rules prescribed 
and adjudged as legal by the supreme court, were not appointed as electors or 
entitled to receive such lists from the governor, but Robert Bullock, Robert B. 
Hilton, Wilkinson Call, and James E. Yonge were duly appointed electors, and 
were entitled to have their names compose the lists made and certified by the 
governor, and to have such lists de‘ivered to them: Now, therefore, 

The people of the State of Florida, represented in senate and assembly, do enact as 
follows: Section 1. That Robert Bullock, Robert B, Hilton, Wilkinson Call, and 
James E, Yonge were, on the 7th day of November, 1876, duly chosen and ap- 
pointed by and on behalf of the State of Florida, in such manner as the 
Jature thereof has directed, electors of President and Vice-President of the 
United States, and were from the said 7th day of November, 1876, and are au- 
thorized and entitled to exercise all the powers and duties of the office of elec- 
tors as aforesaid, and had full power and authority on the 6th day of December. 
1876, to vote as such electors for President and Vice-President of the United 
States, and to certify and transmit their votes as provided by law, and their acts 
as such electors are hereby ratified, confirmed, and declared to be valid to all, 
intents and porpaca, and the said Robert Bullock, Robert B. Hilton, Wilkin- 
son Call, and James E. Yonge are hereby appointed such electors as on and 
from and after the said 7th day of November, 1876. 

Sec. 2. The governor of this State is hereby authorized and directed to make 
and certify in due form, under the great seal of this State, three lists of the 
names of the said electors, to wit: Robert Bullock, Robert B. Hilton, Wilkinson 
Call, and James E. Yonge, and to transmit the same, with an authenticated 
copy of this act, to the President of the Senate of the United States; and said 
lists and certificates shall be as valid and effectual to authenticate in behalf of 
this State the appointment of such electors by this State as if they had been 
made and delivered on or before the 6th day of December, 1876, and had been 
transmitted immediately thereafter; and the listsand certificates containing the 
names of Charles H. Pearce, Frederick ©, Humphries, William H. Holden, and 
Thomas W. Longare hereby declared to be illegal and void. 

Src. 3.. The governor of this State is further authorized and required to cause 
three other lists of the names of said electors, to wit: Robert Bullock, Robert B. 
Hilton, Wilkinson Call, and James E. Yonge, to be made and certified and forth- 
with delivered to the said electors; and the said electors shall thereupon meet 
at the capitol in Tallahassee and make and sign three additional certificates of 
all the votes given by them on said 6th day o! ber, each of which certifi- 
cates shall contain two distinct lists, one of the votes for Presidentand the other 
of the votes for Vice-President, and annex to each of the certificates one of the 
lists of the electors, which shall have been furnished to them by the governor, 
pursuant to this section, and the certificates so made shall be sealed um certi- 
fied, and one of them transmitted by messenger and the other by mail to the 
President of the Senate, and the third delivered to the judge of the district, as 
required by law. 

Src. 4, An authenticated copy of this act shall be transmitted by thesecretary 
of state to the President of the Senate of the United States, and another copy to 
the Speaker of the House of Representatives of the United States, 

Sec. 5. This act shall teke effect from and after its passage. 

Approved January 26, 1877. 


It declared the Tilden electors duly chosen and appointed. 

It authorized the governor to certify lists of the names of these elect- 
ors to the President of the Senate of the United States, and declared 
such lists as valid and effective as if they had been made before these 
electors had voted for President and Vice-President. 

It declared the lists formerly given to the Hayes electors illegal and 
void. 

It authorized the true electors to meet and make additional certifi- 
cates of the result and attach to them lists of the electors as required by 
law. Itdirected copies of the act to be transmitted to the Secretary of 
State, the President of the Senate, and the Speaker of the House of Rep- 
resentatives at Washington. All this was done, and the action of the 
State as thus corrected by lawful and legitimate means was in the pos- 
session of the President of the Senate when the two Houses of Congress 
met to declare the result of the Presidential election on the Ist dey of 
February, 1877, 
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Florida, through all the departments of her State government, had 
declared her action. The ple had given the Tilden electors a ma- 
jority at the polls, as declared publicly on the night of the election. 
‘The precinct canvassers in the several precincts of the different counties 
had certified a majority for the Tilden electors to the county authori- 
ties as the result of the canvass at the several precincts. The county 
canvassers in the several counties had certified a majority for the Tilden 
electors to the State authorities as a result of the canvass in the counties. 
The supreme court had laid down the true meaning, force, and effect of 
the law which must govern the board of State canvassers. The Legis- 
lature had directed the board of State canvassers to discharge their duty 
as to the electoral vote under the law as defined by the highest judicial 
authority in the State. The State canvassing board had declared the 
Tilden electors duly chosen and appointed accordingtolaw. The elect- 
ors had met at the time and place required by law and discharged their 
duties according to the Constitution and laws, and their certificate, 
clothed with all the forms of law, was before Congress. 

The Hayes certificate, which was also before Congress, was not based 
on the popular vote nor a true canvass of the result. The Hayes elect- 
ors voted under a cloud, while their titles to the offices they assumed 
to hold were in litigation, which litigation had already been decided 
against them and a judgment of ouster was in full force, conclusively 
settling their title till reversed, and it never has been reversed. The 
only apparent advantage in their favor was the list of electors furnished 
by the governor which contained their names. But this was not only 
false, but it had been so declared by the courts, the Legislature, and 
the executive of the State, and following the law of the Oregon case 
before the Electoral Commission it should have been disregarded. 

The act of Congress io provide for and regulate the counting of the 
electoral vote was approved January 29, 1877, after all these proceed- 
ings had been completed and after the true and valid certificate of the 
vote of Florida had reached the President of the Senate. 

According to the terms of this act the two Houses of Congress met 
in the Hall of the House of Representatives on the Ist day of February. 

The following powers were given to the Electoral Commission by this 
act, as appears in the second section (Electoral Count, page 5): 

When all such objections so made to any certificate, vote, or paper from a State 
shall have been received and read, all such certificates, votes, and papers so ob- 
jected to, and all papers accompanying the same, together with such objections, 
ghall be forthwith submitted to said commission, which shall proceed to con- 
sider the same, with the same powers, if any, now possessed for that purpose 
by the two Houses acting separately or together, and, by a majority of votes, 
decide whether any and what votes from such State are the votes provided for 
by the Constitution of the United States, and how many and what persons were 
duly appointed electors in such State, and may therein take into view such pe- 
titions, depositions, and other papers, if any, as shall by the Constitution and 
now existing law, be competentand pertinent in such consideration; which de- 
cision shall be made in writing, stating briefly the ground thereof, and signed 
by the members of said commission agreeing therein: whereupon the two 
Houses meet, and such decision sball be read ard centered in the 
Journal of each House, and the counting of the votes shall proceed in conform- 
ity therewlth, unless, upon objection made thereto in writing by at least five 
Senators and five members of the House of Representatives, the two Houses 


shall separately concur in ordering otherwise, in which case such concurrent 
order shall govern. No votes or papers from any other State shall be acted u 


a n 
until the at piesa previously ol go to the votes or papers from any State shall 
have been finally disposed of. 

Under these powers the Electoral Commission reached the following 
conclusion as to the vote of Florida, and so declared in their solemn 
judgment (Electoral Count, page 196): 

The commission also has decided, and hereby decides and reports, that the 
four persons first before named were duly appointed electors in and by said 
State of Florida. 

The ground of this decision, stated briefly, as required by said act, is as fol- 


That it is not competent under the Constitution and the law, as it existed at 
the date of the passage of said act, to go into evidence aliunde on the papers 
opened by the President of the Senate in the presence of the two Houses to 
prove that other persons than those regularly certified to by the governor of 
the State of Florida, in and according to the determination and declaration of 
their appointment by the board of State canvassers of said State prior to the 
time required for the performance of their duties, had been appointed electors, 
or by counter-proof to show that they had not, and that all proceedings of the 
courts or acts of the Legislature, or of the executive of Florida, subsequent to 
the casting of the votes of the electors on the prescribed day are inadmissible 
for any such purpose. 

With reference to this opinion I wish to say that the commission 
did not have to go into evidence aliunde the papers opened by the Pres- 
ident of the Senate to obtain the proof of the action of the State in 
correcting the wrong and fraud of the first State canvassing board and 
the false certificate given by Governor Stearns. Such evidence was a 
part of the record. 

They did not find that the people of Florida had chosen the Hayes 
electors; they only found that the first State canvassers had so declared 
and that Governor Stearns had so certified, facts which the whole 
country knew before the Electoral Commission was organized. They 
further found that it was not competent for them ‘‘to consider the 
proceedings of the courts or acts of the Legislature or of the executive 
of the State subsequent to the casting of the votes of the Legislature 
on the prescribed day.” And all such evidence, though it was part and 
parcel of the record, and with the papers opened fn the presence of the 
two Houses, was rejected as inadmissible. 

The reasoning upon which the commission acted was clearly and 
forcibly stated by one of its members as follows: 


When the agencies which the State has selected have acted, the State has 
acted; no power can reyerse its action for mistake in law or fact. for fraud or 


for any cause whatever, unless it be a power higher than the State,on whom 
the Coeuation has expressly conferred such authority.—Elecloral Commission, 
page 99. 


This reasoning denies the power of the State itself through any of its 


departments to correct or reverse any wrong, no matter how clear or 


palpable, unless the correction can be made before the vote is cast. 

A more reasonable conclusion would seem to be that the State had 
control over the entire question of correction of error or prevention of 
wrong as long as the matter was inchoate and until the actual consum- 
niation of the wrong or error. If the right exists it is merely a ques- 
tion of policy as to when it should be exercised, and its existence is 
expressly recognized iń a statute passed by the Forty-ninth as Bes 

The act constituting the Electoral Commission gave to it the 
powers possessed by the two Houses over the consideration and deter- 
mination of the electoral result. By the later act referred to the power 
of correction is not granted, but it is clearly recognized, for, as is well 
said in the opinion upon the Florida case just referred to, ‘‘ there is for 
this purpose nosuch power (i. e., the power to reverse its action) higher 
than the State.” 

I have always believed that the Electoral Commission should have 
looked into the papers opened in the presence of the two Houses for 
the purpose of ascertaining therefrom which of the two certificates spoke 
the true voice of the people of Florida. It would have been consistent 
with their reasoning as to the right of the States over the determination 
of this question. 

The State had in an orderly way, through her courts, her Legislature, 
and her executive department, proceeded to investigate and determine 
who her Presidential electors were. Her courts had pronounced a 
judgment of ouster against the Hayes electors in a cause regularly tried 
in which these electors appeared and pleaded, and had declared the 
Tilden electors to beelected. They had passed theirsolemn judgment 
upon the correct interpretation of the statutes under which the can- 
yassing board derived its power, and had decided that the board had 
violated the law in following the course which had led to the result by 
which the Hayes electors had received certificates of election. 

Her Legislature had obtained a reeanvass of the votes in accordance 
with the law as declared by the courts, which recanvass was regularly 
made in a lawful way, as prescribed by statute. The Legislature had 
passed a curative act, when the result of this recanvass demonstrated 
the falsity of the one previously made, before the court had interpreted 
the law. 

The executivg officers had, obedient to the law as enacted by the 
Legislature and in accordance with the true meaning of the statutes 
relating to elections as interpreted by the courts, ascertained the will 
of the people. This ascertainment had been duly certified by the 
chief executive, and the result of the election had been by him trans- 
mitted to Congress and the executive department. 

If ever a wrong of this kind could have been righted there was no 
reason why this one should not have been. Effort was exhausted. The 
means were supplied. The remedy was in time before the spurious 
vote had poisoned the whole mass and changed the color of the final 
result, and thus wronged and defrauded the whole American people. 

The State had done all in her power and was present with the judg- 
ments of her courts, which were entitled to respect; with her legisla- 
tive acts, which were duly enacted, and with the formal and solemn 
declarations of her executive; and the Commission, in spite of the high 
powers given to it, said no authority can reverse the original action of 
the State for mistake in law or fact, for fraud or for any cause what- 
ever. A deaf ear was turned to the State, and upon a plea of a want 
of jurisdiction her remonstrances were unheeded, and Mr. Hayes re- 
ceived the four electoral votes of Florida, notwithstanding her execu- 
tive, legislative, and judicial determinations to the contrary. 

A result thus reached, while it settled the controversy over the pos- 
session of the Presidential office, did not settle the question as to whom 
the people elected. That is a question that history must settle, and 
the facts and circumstances I have recited will not down at the bid- 
ding of any one. The contempt of no man, however high and power- 
ful he may be, will prevent the future historian from making his in- 
vestigations and reaching his conclusions, The case will be reviewed, 
every witness will be heard, every motive will be weighed, every doc- 
ument which may throw light upon these transactions will be searched 
and studied, and I have no doubt as to the final verdict. In fact, the 
absolute forgetfulness of Mr. Hayes by the American people since the 
expiration of the Presidential term that he filled is their verdict upon 
the facts of the electoral struggle of 1876. 

In closing this subject I propose to group upon the record the opin- 
ions of some prominent Republicans as to the vote of Florida in 1876, 
and I shall select men who were in a position to know the truth, and 
some of them were actors in the scenes I have described, others were 
witnesses, but all have at some time expressed their views, and this 
testimony is against their interests and wishes, which of course adds to 
the strength and value of their statements. 

General Francis C. Barlow, a distinguished Union soldier, formerly 


attorney-general of New York, a gentleman of the highest character 
and at that time a Republican, and touse his own words “ pretty vehe- 
ment’’ in his party opinions, went to Florida at the request of Presi- 
dent Grant as one of the visiting statesmen. 
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The following extract from a letter of President Grant to General 
Sherman dated November 10, 1876, about the time he requested Gen- 
eral Barlow and other gentlemen to visit Florida and other Southern 
States, will indicate the spirit in which the President expected them 
to act: 


Should there be any grounds of suspicion of fraudulent counting on either 
side it should be reported and denounced at once. No man worthy the office 
of President should be willing to hold it if ‘counted in” or placed there by any 
fraud, Either party can afford to be bre stern in the result, but the country 
= not afford to have the result tainted by the suspicion of illegal or false re- 

urns, 
He was present before the board of State canvassers during the entire 
contest.. He mingled freely with men of both parties and had the op- 
ity of hearing all the witnesses and the views of the Republican 
eaders. Towards the close of the proceedings he was inyited by Mr. 
Cowgill, one of the State canvassers, to give him his views and they 
had a talk on the whole subject of the election. 
General Barlow says in testifying as to this conversation before the 
Potter committee: 

I told him in conclusion that I did not see how on the whole the resuit of the 
electoral vote in the State could be fairly given to the Hayes electors; that with 
the application of the same rules, either strict or lax, tothe Democratic and Re- 
publican side of the question, and the application of the principles which the 
courts have laid down in reference to whether a whole po 1 should be rejected 
for irregularities, I did not see how, fairly, the State could be given to the Hayes 
Sedas I said that if I was in his place I should feelit my duty to vote for the 

en electors. 


That General Barlow made a formal report to President Grant in 
harmony with these views, and that he openly proclaimed them on his 
return from Florida, are facts well known to all familiar with this 
history. Dr. Clayton A. Cowgill, who sought the interview with Gen- 
eral Barlow, at which the foregoing statement was made, was at the 
time State treasurer of Florida and a member of the board of State 
eanvassers. He was a Republican, and afterwards voted to give the 
certificates of election to the Hayes electors. But at this interview 
held late at night, within twenty-four hours of the decision, and after 
he had heard all the evidence and the argument of counsel, General 
Barlow testifies as follows with reference to his declarations. 


Mr, Cowgill seemingly assented to what I said. Heseemed very r to get 
what light and information he could and Sppaneny agreed to what I said. I 
remember that finally he distinctly said: “I agree with you; I can not consci- 
entiously vote the other bat AR can not conscientiously vote to give the State 
to the yes electors,” This conversation lasted some time, and finally we 
heard somebody coming. I said to Dr. Cowgill, ‘‘ Do not go, because this must 
be one of our party friends, and I want to say before whoever it is what I have 
just said to you.” s 


It was Governor Stearns who entered, and Barlow told him what 
had been said; but, some fresh influence operating on Cowgill’s mind, 
he voted contrary to these conscientious views on the day following. 
Samuel B. McLin was another member of the board of State canvassers 
and its president. He was an extreme Republican and held the office 
of secretary of state. In June, 1878, he appeared before the Potter 
committee and filed a sworn statement he had prepared the previous 
March with reference to the electoral count of 1876, and while before 
that committee and under examination he reaffirmed the substantial 
parts of this statement. The following extracts are taken from this 

per, and itappears in full in the second volume of the testimony taken 
before the Potter committee (Forty-fifth Congress, third session, Mis- 
cellaneous Document 31, part 2, pages 98 and 99): 


[Paper purporting to be McLin’s confession put in evidence, as follows:] 
As a member of the Jate State board of canvassers of the State of Florida, I 
feel impelled by a sense of duty to myself and justice to others to make the fol- 
lowing statement: £ 
At the time the canvass was made I was not at any time conscious of acting 
otherwise than right and proper. I entered upon the canvass with the conyic- 
tion that it was my privilege and duty in a political sense to give the benefit of 
every doubt in favor of the Republican party. I felt that where a question 
could be decided either way without doing violence to a public sense of justice, 
it was fairly allowable in politics that I should always lean to my own party, 
and give my decision in its favor, even at the hazard of straining a point. At 
no time did I feel that I occupied the ponn of a judge charged with the dut: 
ofa strict and nice weighing and ancing of all the evidence 3 
Looking back now to that time I feel that there wasacombination of influences 
isy — have operated most powerfully in blinding my judgment and sway- 
my action. 
Thad been for many years and was at the time of the canvass a very active 
pa 


had upheld the Republican party de: 
Mr. Hayes would sustain them throug 
crush them. 

I was shown numerous telegrams addressed to Governor Siearns and others 
from the trusted leaders of the Republican party in the North, insisting that 
the salvation of the country depended upon the vote of Florida being cast for 
Hayes, These telegrams came from those to whom I had been accustomed to 
defer; the chairman of the national committee and the man who was the near- 
est personal friend of Mr. Hayes had conducted the canvass. These telegrams 

> gave assurance of the forthcoming of money and troops if necessary in se- 
curing the victory for Mr, Hayes. Following these tel: trusted northern 
Republicans, party leaders and porjon friendsof Mr. Hayes, arrived in Florida 
as rapidly as the railroads could bring them, I was surrounded by these men, 
who were ardent Republicans, and en greet by friends of Governor Hayes. 
One gentleman particularly, Governor Noyes, of Ohio, was understood to rep- 
resent him and s with the authority of a warm personal friend, commis- 
sioned with power to act in his behalf. 

These men referred to the general destruction of the country should Mr. Tilden 
be elected; the intense anxiety of the Republican party of the North and their 


full sympathy with us. I can not say how far my action may have been in- 
fluenced by the intense excitement that prevailed around me, or how far my 
partisan zeal may have led me into error—neither can I say how far my course 
was influenced by the promises made by Governor Noyes that if Mr. Hayes be- 
came President I should be rewarded. Certainly these influences must have 
had a strong control over my judgment and action. 

Reviewing my action at this distance of time, with all calmness, with my ar- 
dor cooled and my partisan zeal chilled by the President, who has basely be- 
trayed and mercil y destroyed the Republican party of the South, and crushed 
the yery men who did so much for his clection, lam persuaded that the Florida 
canvass was not conducted with that cool, calm judgment and honest, unbiased 
decision that should have characterized a proceeding involving such vast and 
important interests. Instead of this I now see that the whole proceeding went 
through upon the highest wave of political excitement; that partisan feeling, 
stimulated to the utmost by the most ote agencies, usurped the place of 
reason and sound judgment, and political expediency ruled the hour. 

A large number of precincts were either contested yd the Democratic or Re- 
publican party ; voluminous testimony was filed, and the lawyers of both sides 
argued, each for their side of the issue, that it was the duty of the board tothrow 
out and notincinde in the count, or retain and count precincts, on the ground of 
illegality in the conductof the election or fraud that was charged to exist, The 
attorney-general of the State and a member of the board had decided that the 
board had quasi-judicial powers, and had the right to exclude precincts from the 
count if the returns were shown to be so “irregular, false, or frandulent as to 
prevent the board from ascertaining from them the true vote.” With this view 
of its duties the board entered upon the work of the canvass with the conviction 
that they were invested with large discretionary powers, which were of a mixed 
character, political and judicial. the political largely predominating. Š 

Partisan zeal and strong political bias had a powerful influence in the exer- 
cise of these powers, and the Republicans having a majority of the board, the 
canvass was largely in their favor, as the result proved. Ifthe board had acted 
in accordance with the decision of the supreme court of the State, defining the 
powers and duties of the board in reference to throwing out precincts, since 
rendered, there is no question of the fact that Mr. Tilden would have been en- 
titled to the vote of Florida. Excluding the return from Baker County, which 
was counted, and which I have since learned from the parties who made it, was 
a falsely manufactured return, and including the true return, which corre- 
sponded with the precinct returns of that county, would certainly have given 
the State to Mr. Tilden. Archer Precinct No. 2, Alachua County, was included 
in the count. The fraud committed in this precinct was not shown to the board 
by the Democratic lawyers, although a contest was made and much attention 
given to this precinct. But I have recently learned from the Republican leader 
of that county, that after the returns had been brought to Gainesville, the county 
seat, 219 yotes were added to the returns by the inspector and clerk of said pre- 
cinct. 

In Leon County 74 small Republican ballots were stuffed into the ballot-box 
at precinet No. 9, yet it was not made to appear to even the satisfaction of the 
Democratic members of the board that those were false ballots. Subsequent 
confession shows that they were stuffed intothe box. Ihad seen Joseph Bowes, 
one of the inspectors, have tickets similar to them a few days before the elec- 
tion, and cautioned him against their use, unless they were generally adopted, 
and afterward learned that he had given them up: ’ 

In Jefferson County, in a certain precinct at which Mr. J. Bell was inspector, 
100 votes were surreptitiously added to the ballots andcounted. No charge was 
made as to this fact before the board. The confession of J. Bell since made to 
me discloses the fact. 

Had the 219 votes fraudulently added to the Archer return, and the 74 votes 
stuffed in the box in Leon County, and the 100 votes surreptitiously added in 
Jefferson County, gating 393 votes, been rejected and the Democratic re- 
jected precincts which were excluded for irregularity and oat eae contrary 
to the decision of the supreme court, been retained and counted, Mr. Tilden 
would have carried the State, The conclusion, therefore, is irresistible that 
Mr. Tilden was entitled to the electoral vote of Florida, and not Mr. Hayes. 

In making this statement my motives will doubtless be questioned by many, 
but the facts wilt stand alone as the truth, without any man’s motives to sus- 
tain them. I am free to admit that, viewing things as I now do, and remem- 
bering that Mr. Hayes was continually inspiring his mal friends and 
trusted agents by every means in his power to secure for him the electoral vote 
of Florida and Louisiana, and believing it to have been a conscious wrong on 
his part, done with knowledge that he had not been elected, as his subsequent 
repudiation of Governor Packard, whose title was bound up in his own, and his 
willfal and cowardly desertion of the very men who contributed so largely to 
his election have shown, my contempt for the pitiable littleness of the man is be- 
yond my power of expression, 

Mr. Hayes has denied the validity of his own title in denying Governor Pack- 
ard’s; he has ignored his Florida friends, showing that he believed them un- 
worthy and tainted with a fraud; yet he holds on to the Presidency, which in 
his own opinion was secured by this very fraud. He has cowardly abandoned 
and betrayed his Southern Republican friends through fear of being ousted; 
that he believes he never was elected by the people. 

Whatever may be the opinion of men in regard to my motives, I give them 
facts and leave my motives to s higher tribunal. 

SAML. B. McLIN. 


The views of the Republican chief-justice of the supreme court of 
Florida, E. M. Randall, and the associate justice, R. B. Van Valken- 
burgh, have already been referred to. The whole question was before 
them, and their solemn judgment was in favor of the Tilden electors, 

L. G. Dennis was an active Republican partisan, familiar with all the. 
circumstances. His-sworn statement as to the Archer fraud, already 
submitted, and his testimony taken since the completion of the work 
of 1876, are conclusive as to the actual result. The record shows that he 
was indorsed by some of the leading Republicans of the country when 
he came to Washington to get an office in 1877 after Mr. Hayes was in- 
augurated. He plainly says that he warned one of the visiting Repub- 
lican statesmen, who had a controlling influence in the management of 
the Republican interests before the board of State canvassers, and who 
wanted Dennis to go upon the stand as a witness, not to introduce him 
unless he wanted to lose hiscase. And he accepted the suggestion and 
Dennis was not called upon to testify. 

The last Republican whom I shall now call is William J. Purman. 
In 1876 he was a Representative in Congress from the first Congres- 
sional district of Florida and a candidate for re-election. If the work 
of McLin and Cowgill in counting in the Hayes electors in the State 
was, as the Senator from Ohio claims, right and just, then Parman was 
re-elected. He participated in the entire campaign and was actively 


at work aiding his party friends in ascertaining the result of the elec- 
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. tion. He was as well informed with regard to the inside history of the 
election and countas any member of his party. He was a man of cour- 
age and was always aggressive in maintaining his rights. Buthe could 
not stand up before the facts of this case and contend for the seat in the 
other House to which the board of State canvassers had declared him 
elected. He voluntarily gave it up. He made no contest, and his op- 
ponent was afterwards sworn in without objection from him. 

On the 14th day of February, A. D. 1877, he made a speech in the 
House of Representatives upon this subject of the then recent Florida 
election, from which the following extracts are taken, and nothing ever 
occurred in his subsequent career to cause any suspicion or charge that 
his distinct declarations that Tilden was entitled to the vote of Florida 
were prompted by self-interest. He spoke as a Republican having 
faith in his political principles, but believing that there was something 
higher and nobler than a blind adherence to his party, whether right 
or wrong. 

In the beginning of his speech he said: 

Mr. Purmayx. Mr. Speaker, there are times in the life of man when silence 
under painful circumstances is a synonym for caution, and duty undiseharged 
may pass as only individual dereliction; but there come exigencies in the life 
of representatives, whether upon this floor or in other bodies, when silence is 


a crime and duty unfulfilled may be treason to conscience, constituency, and 
country. 


Then, after giving some account of the period of the second recon- 
struction in Florida, he continues: 


Tho Republican party in our State, with allits dissensions healed and with the 
whole machinery of the State government in its hands, went into the last cam- 
paige determined to win if our own resourcesand efforts, coupled with the most 

eroic devotion on the part of our voters, could achieve such an end. 

Free speech and free locomotion were enjoyed to the fullest extent by the 
speakers and managers of both sides, and at no time during the campaign or 
from any portion of the State came up any cry of intimidation, with one or two 
minor exceptions, It was without exception the Frere sopra election ever 
held in the State, and not one case of violence or disi ce on election day 
has come to my knowl . < 

It seemed the peculiar privilege of the Republicans to win under all these ad- 
vantageous circumstances, but it ís a fact, sir, which I can not stand upon this 
floor and deny, and which every man, woman, and child in my State knows, 
that Florida was lost by the Republican party in the late election, and that the 
Democratic governor and the Tilden electors were truly elected. [Applause on 
the floor and in the galleries.] 

I miake this declaration now under the most solemn sense of public duty and 
from an irresistible feeling of obligation to the people of my State, who have a 
right to expect that, however partisan their Representative may be in his polit- 
ical faith, he should at least on questions of public fact be an honest man. But, 
sir, I would not be understood in making this declaration as pido, Liven > toany 
$a amount of honesty or conscience, but I only assert my knowledge of 

c facts. 

I Jove the principles of the Republican party, and for their sake have been 
singed by the fires of martyrdom, and I believe in the ultimate triumph of its re- 
generating mission, but I can notreturn to y See and look my constituency 
in the face if, standing upon this floor and in the presence of the American peo- 

le, anxious and entitled to know the whole truth concerning this dangerous 

2 Presidential issue, I should shrink from the responsibility of doing justice tomy 
State, and defending her honest political victory against the willful perversion 
ofa bold, dishonest, and unscrupulous State canvassing board. [Applause.] 

Should my Democratic colleague in this House introduce a resolution here 
declaring that the St. John’s River had its rise in the southern portion of our 
State, flowed northward for hundreds of miles and emptied its waters into the 
Atlantic Ocean, I would be compelled to support the affirmation of the resolu- 
tion for the reason that I would know the statement to be true, being person- 
ally acquainted with the geography ofthat country, Therefore for like reason am 
I compelled to give assent to any declarations which have been or may be made 
upon this floor that the Tilden electors were truly elected in Florida, and that 
only by "“ ways that are dark,” and tricks that in this case haye not proved to 
be vain, were these clectors, and a majority of the ple of the United States, 
defrauded out of their fair and lawful victory. But facts plainly expressed carry 
with them their own just weight, while jugzlery performed with a number of 
facts only increases the task of explanation, without changing their character 
or relative weight. 

Then, after enumerating the frauds that occurred in the election, he 
says further: 

By this just and lawful proceeding the vote in the State would have stood 709 
majority in favor of the Tilden electors. Viewed in any manner, whether in 
the light of law or fact, we ean not escape the truth that the Democratic party 
really elected their Presidential electors in the State of Florida, This is no 
longer any question of doubt among the people in our State, who hold our re- 
— supreme court in high esteem for learning and integrity. and whose 

ecision they accept with confidence and acquiescence, although contrary to 
the hopes and interests of the Republican party in our State. 

The Democratic governor-elect, Mr. Drew, was peacefully inaugurated at 
Tallahassee on the 2d day of January last,and I thank God and the good peo- 
ple of our State that Florida does not present the alarming spectacle of two 
ae Sovernments upon her soil, both A es ing to represent the sovereign will 
of the people. 


HOUSE BILL REFERRED. 


The bill (H. R. 11087) to establish a circuit and district court at 
Johnson City, Tenn., was read twice by its title and referred to the 
Con mittee on the Judiciary. 


MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 

A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. CLARK, its 
Clerk, returned to the Senate, in compliance with its request, the fol- 
Jowing bills: : 

A bill (S. 3086) granting a pension to Victor, Gertrude, Margaret, 
and Helen, minor children of Lieut, George R. McGuire; and 

A bill (S. 3087) granting a pension to Mary A. Pfeiffer. 

The message also announced that the House had passed the follow- 
ing hills; in which it requested the concurrence of the Senate: 

A bill (H. R, 1873) to limit the jurisdictioz of the district and cir- 
cuit courts of the United States; and 


A bill (H. R. 7933) providing for the exchange of worn, defaced, 
clipped, punched, or otherwise mutilated silver coins of the United 
States, of smaller denomination than one dollar, for new or unworn sub- 
sidiary silver coin at designated places and under certain circumstances. 


CHINESE IMMIGRATION. 


Mr. STEWART. Task unanimous consent that the regular order 
be laid aside temporarily that the Senate may proceed to the consider- 
ation of the Chinese restriction bill. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senate as in Committee of the 
Whole resumes the consideration of the unfinished business, being the 
bill (S. 12) to provide for the formation and admission into the Union 
of the State of Washington, and for other purposes, which the Senator 
from Nevada asks may be informally laid aside for the purpose of en- 
abling him to move the consideration of the Chinese restriction bill. Is 
there objection? The Chair hears none. 

The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, resumed the considera- 
tion of bill H. R. 11336, a supplement to an act entitled ‘‘An act to 
execute certain treaty stipulations relating to Chinese,” approved the 
6th day of May, 1882. z 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. If there be no amendment to the 
bill as in Committee of the Whole, it will be reported to the Senate. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment and ordered 
to a third reading, and was read the third time. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Having been read threo times, shall 
the bill pass? 

Mr. VEST. I ask for the yeas and nays on the passage of the bill. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Upon this question the Senator from 
Missouri asks that the yeas and nays may be entered on the Journal. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. GEORGE. Mr. President, I desire to submit some more obser- 
vations upon the bill before it is voted upon. I find myself, however, 
this morning not physically qualified to do that, and I ask that the 
vote on the bill may be postponed until to-morrow morning, when I 
shall endeavor— 

Mr. TELLER. Oh, no. 

Mr. STEWART. No, no. 

Mr. GEORGE. I make that request. If it is not granted I shall 
go on in the best way I can, though I do not feel as if I could do jus- 
tice either to myself or to the subject. I have a headache and a sore 
throat. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. ‘The Senator from Mississippi asks 
unanimous consent that the vote upon the passage of the bill be post- 
poned until to-morrow. 

Mr. STEWART. I object. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Nevada objects. 

Mr. GEORGE. Very well; that is all right. 

Mr. McPHERSON. Are we to understand that objection is made, 
and that the bill can not go over until to-morrow morning at the request 
of the Senator from Mississippi? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore, The Chair submitted the request to 
the Senate, and the Senator trom Nevada objected. 

Mr. McPHERSON. I wish to say that this is the first time in the 
history of the Senate within my recollection when a Senator preferred 
a request in such a manner as has been done by theSenator from Mis- 
sissippi, stating that he was ill and unable to proceed, and yet would 
like to be heard, that he was denied the privilege of having a sufficient 
amount of time to enable him to properly present to the Senate his views 
upon a question. 

Here is a bill which has not received consideration in either House 
of Congress by a committee. No committee of either House has con- 
sidered the bill at all. It has been before the Senate, I think, for two 
days, and we are pressing it to a vote in this kind of a way, notwith- 
standing there is a treaty pending with the Chinese Government, and 
so far as the Senate knows the Chinese Government have not rejected 
the treaty. 

It is now proposed to abrogate the treaty while it is before the Chi- 
nese Government for consideration, upon a bill which has never been ` 
before a committee of either House of Congress, which has only been 
before the Senate and under discussion for two days, and there is so 
much haste seemingly needed about it that the Senator from Missis- 
sippi, although ill, is compelled to speak upon the question to-day. 

Mr. STEWART. I understand that the Senator from Mississippi is 
for the bill, and as to any remarks he wants to make on the Chinese 
question there is no limitation on him; he can just as well make them 
on any other bill or on any other measure. He can bring the question 
up and make his speech at any time; it will not cut him off. If he 
were opposed to the bill and wanted to assign reasons why it should 
not pass, I would not make the objection. 

Mr. BUTLER. May I ask the Senator from Nevada, why this great 
haste? 

Mr. GEORGE. I would be glad to haye the opportunity—— 

Mr. BUTLER. I-do not want to interrupt the Senator from Mis- 
sissippi; but I wish merely to inquire of the Senator from Nevada, why 
this great haste? 

Mr. GEORGE. All right. 
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Mr. BUTLER. I was simply going to inquire of the Senator from 
Nevada why the usual courtesy of the Senate should be violated in this 
particular instance and this bill should be railroaded through the Sen- 
ate. - I should be very glad if the Senator would give some reason for it. 
When I left the Senate Chamber on Monday the Senator had up for con- 
sideration the bill for the admission of Washington Territory, and he 
made a very earnest appeal to me to help him in its passage. When I 
came back I found that the Chinese bill had come in and that he had 
abandoned his pet scheme for the admission of Washington Territery 
and that this bill must be railroaded through the Senate. 

I should be very glad, I say, if some explanation could be given why 
what I understand to be the usual courtesy of the Senate should be 
violated, and this bill hurried through in this form. 

Mr. STEWART. Iam the last man to violate the courtesy of the 
Senate, but several Senators who take an interest in the Washington 
Territory bill, among them the Senator from Indiana [Mr. VOORHEES], 
went away this afternoon supposing that the time to-day would be oc- 
cupied by the Chinese restriction bill. They desire very much to be 

resent when the Washington Territory bill is under consideration, and 
told them that undoubtedly the restriction bill would be taken up 
to-day. 

Ast said before, the Senator from Mississippi is in favor of the bill, 
and if he wants to make a speech on the Chinese question he can do 
that at any time. Of course if he were opposed to the bill it would be 
against the courtesy of the body to refuse to grant his request, but he 
is in favor of the bill. 

Mr. BUTLER. That is not the question at all. The Senator from 
Mississippi has announced that he is sick and can not proceed without 
great personal and physical inconvenience. That is the point I make, 
and the Senator from Nevada insists that the Senator from Mississippi 
shall go on and deliver his speech when he is sick. 

Mr. STEWART. I do not insist upon his going on with his speech. 
He can make his speech to-morrow morning. 

Mr. BUTLER. Thatisnotthe point. The Senator from Mississippi 
wishes to speak to this bill. 

Mr. SPOONER. I hope the Senator from Mississippi will not goon 
at this time if, as he states, and as I have no doubt is the fact, he is ill 
and can not proceed without great discomfort and pain to himself. I 
understand him simply to ask that the bill be postponed until to-morrow 
in order that he might then without pain and suffering make some re- 
marks upon it. 


Mr. GEORGE. Iam very much obliged to the Senator from Wis- 
consin, but—— 

Mr. STEWART. Under the circumstances Ishall not press my ob- 
jection. 


Mr. GEORGE. I shall not press the request any further. 

Mr. STEWART. I withdraw my objection. 

Mr. CULLOM. - The objection is withdrawn. 

Mr. STEWART. I withdraw my objection if that is the view Sen- 
ators take of it. 

Mr. TELLER. Then let us have an agreement to take up the bill 
to-morrow morning. 

Mr. STEWART. Iask unanimous consent that the bill be taken 
up to-morrow after the formal morning business, and that it be con- 
tinued until it is disposed of without any intervening business. 

Mr. GEORGE. I understand, then, that the request which I made 
has been acceded to by unanimous consent. Is that true? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It was not acceded to. 

Mr. GEORGE. Then am I to proceed now? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Nevada withdraws 
hie objection, and asks that the consideration of the bill be resumed to- 
morrow morning at the close of the formal routine business, to be pro- 
ceeded with thence until concluded. 

Mr. GEORGE. That would incidentally grant my request? 

Mr. SPOONER. Certainly. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Mississippi would 
be entitled to the floor, if he takes it now for that purpose, when the 
consideration of the bill should be resumed to-morrow morning. 

Mr. BROWN. Let it go over. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
the Senator from Nevada? 

Mr. HOAR. Is there not something set down, by unanimous con- 
sent, for immediately after the routine business to-morrow morning? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Illinois [Mr. FAR- 
WELL] obtained unanimous consent that the question concerning the 
electric-motor street railway in this city should be considered at the 
close of the morning business to-morrow. 

Mr. STEWART. Then I will put the hour at 1 o'clock to-morrow. 

Mr, GEORGE, I will tell you what I will do. Ishall goon the 
best way I can now. 

Mr. FARWELL. Mr. President—— 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Mississippi has 
the floor. $ 

Mr. GEORGE. Ishall have to apologize to the Senate for the very 
desultory and disjointed way in which I skall discuss the question to- 
day for the reasons which I stated when I asked for a postponementof 


Is there objection to the request of 


the consideration of this matter until to-morrow. It seems to be the 
wish of the Senate that I should proceed, and I will do so in the best 
way I can and to the extent that I may be able to pursue the discus- 
sion. 

Mr. GEORGE. Mf. President, in the outset I believe I shall allude 
to a declaration made by the Senatcr from Colorado [Mr. TELLER], in- 
tended to discredit anything that I or any other Senator up_n this side 
of the Chamber who comes from the Sonth may say because we have been 
slaveholders. That objection to our participation in the discussion of 
questions before this body has been made on several oczasions, as if we 
who are here as American citizens and American Senators, represent- 
ing with equal rights equal and sovereign States of the Union, are en- 
titled to less liberty of thought and less liberty of speech than is ac- 
corded to other Senators cn this floor. . 

I was a slaveholder. I was a slavecholder ina very small way, how- 
ever. Iwasa slaveholder by inheritance. My father before me was 
aslaveholder. It was not understood in the section from which I 
came at that time that the holding of slaves was immoral or sinful. 
The Senator from Colorado yesterday twitted me with the banter that 
I would not get up now and say that I thought that slaveholding was 
asin. 

Mr. President, whatever may be my views upon the sinfulness or 
righteousness of slaveholding is a matter that I suppose no mortal man, 
no human creature within the broad limits of the country has the slight- 
est interest in; and certainly I have thought—and that is the main idea 
that I desire to present in reference to that—that whatever may be my 
opinions now or whatever may have been my opinions heretofore upon 
the question of the sinfulness or the contrary of slavery, was not a dis- 
qualification to the proper performance of my duties as a Senator. In 
the one hundred years of our natione! life, including that dark, that 
perilous period of seven years in which we were contesting for the priv- 
ilege of having a national life, it had not been regarded by the great 
body of the American people, or, so far as I know, by any considerable 
portion of them, that being a slaveholder in the present, much less 
having been a slaveholder a quarter of a century before, was any im- 
peachment of the patriotism of the person thus situated or was any dis- 
qualification for the performance of the highest and most important 
duties which a citizen of the United States can owe to his country. 

When George Washington was called to take command of the Con- 
tinental Army and proceeded to Boston, then beleagured by the Brit- 
ish forces; when from all the great men who adorned our history at 
that time the Continental Congress selected him as the hope and the 
foundation for any success we might have in our contest with the Brit- 
ish Empire, it was not considered a disqualification to him that he 
owned slaves; it was no impeachment of his ability, of his patriotism, 
of his fidelity to the cause of the United States. So after relying on 
him during the seven dark years in which the weak and feeble colonies, 
in every one of which I believe at that time slavery was lawful—I say 
under him, a slaveholder, leading the weak and feeble, comparatively 
so, armies of these colonies against the strongest power on earth, the 
country reached freedom and independence. And during that whole 
time there was not one man in all this broad land who doubted that 
he would perform his duty as ably, as faithfully, as if he were a non- 
slaveholder. 

And so, sir, after our struggles, through the Confederation, when it 
became obvious to the thinking men of this country that there must 
be a closer and a better union between the States than existed under 
the Articles of Confederation; when the great spirits, the great minds 
of this country were called in consultation to form a new bond of union, 
to form that Constitution under which we now live—and which, allow 
me to say parenthetically, if we observe it and obey it with fidelity to 
its provisions will continue for many ages to come, as it has in the 
past, to make us a great and pr us people—when the great and 
the patriotic spirits of this land were called together to form this Union, 
and form the Constitution under which we live, that same man who, 
as a slaveholder, had led our armies through the Revolution was called 
to preside over the deliberations of the convention. In that same body 
the men who most gave shape and form to that grand instrument, that 
palladium of our liberties, were slaveholders representing slavehold- 
ing constituencies. 

When the new Government had been formed, when in weakness we 
were inaugurating the experiment of free institutions in this country, 
surrounded by powerful nations looking on us and on the experiment 
with jealousy and with hope that it might fail; when it required the 
highest genius and the highest patriotism to guard and guide the des- 
tinies of the young Republic through the perils which surrounded it, 
that same man was called to the helm. He was a slave-holder still, 
and it was not regarded as an objection to him that he was known to 
be such. Slave-holders were in his Cabinet, and from that time until 
our unhappy civil war most of the great men—many were not in that 
position—but most of the great men who guided the destinies of this 
country, who made it honored at home and ed abroad by thcir 
patriotism and their genius, were slave-holders. Jefferson wasa slave- 
holder, Madison and Monroe were slave-holders; Henry Clay and An- 
drew Jackson were slave-holders. I will not go through the list; you 
all know it. They were allowed free speech and free discussion in the 
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councils of the nation, and it was not objected to them that their coun- 
cils and their voices were not to be heard because they were slave- 
holders. 

So I do not think that having been aslave-holder by inheritance, hav- 
ing twenty-five years ago lost my slaves, haying, as I believe and as I 
aver, discharged all the duties of the relation of master to slave with 
humanity and with due respect to the unfortunate beings under my 
control, having acquiesced fully, freely, without mental reservation or 
evasion, in the destruction of that institution, having avowed my sin- 
cere conviction that I had no regrets for the destruction of the institu- 
tion, that I would not under any circumstances for one moment harbor 
the thought or suspicion of its restoration, and that I am glad it has de- 
parted forever; having pledged my faith by a solemn oath to support 
the Constitution of my country, in which is embedded an article which 
declares that slavery is forever prohibited; havingin no act of my public 
life and in no act of my private life violated or sought to violate that 

rovision of the Constitution, and having since my service in this Cham- 
bee as every member on either side of it can testify who has observed 
me, given expression to no sentiment and cast no vote which looked in 
a direction contrary to the article or provision in the Constitution to 
which I have alluded, I claim as an American Senator, acting under 
my oath to discharge my duty here faithfully to the people of this 
whole country, an oath which I intend to redeem in its letter and in 
its spirit upon every question on which I may be called to act—I claim 
after all this free speech as an American Senator; I claim the right of 
free discussion as an American Senator, and I claim that no impeach- 
ment either of the authority or weight of anything that I may say can 
be Jaid upon the fact that I was once a slave-holder. 

Upon these sectional questions, and upon all questions on which I 
have been called to act as an American Senator, 1 have endeavored to 
act, and I believe I have acted precisely as I would have acted if I had 
worn the Union uniform during the war. 

The war is over. It was asad calamity tome and mine. If I have 
had one wish above all other aspirations since the unfortunate conflict 
ended it is that American politics and American statesmanship should 
be so conducted that the wounds on either side made by that fratri- 
cidal conflict might be healed; that there should be, as our fathers in- 
tended there should be, no division, no heart-burnings, no sectional 
lines in the United States. Ihave striven—and if I have failed in that 
it is because I was unable and too weak in the head to carry out the 
dictates of the heart—I have striven since the cause of the great quar- 
rel which once divided us has been removed, that there should be no 
North, no South, no East, no West in polities, but that there should 
be such communion, such consultation and agreement by Senators and 
Representatives from all parts of this country as would seek no other 
end, no other purpose than to make all this country every where great, 
prosperous, and happy. 

So, sir, I say it can not be fairly used as an impeachment of any ar- 
gument I may make here that I once believed in slavery. Did you 
wage the war—speaking now to my Northern friends—did you wage 
the war for a real Union, or did you wage it for the purpose of subju- 
gating a portion of the American people? Was all that bioodshed, 
was all that destruction and devastation which followed in the track 
of either army, only to make good that the Southern man, the South- 
ern white man, should be the subject and the inferior of the Northern 
white man? If such was your purpose I did not so understand it. If 
such be your purpose now, commence your war again; for as long as I 
live as an American citizen, as long as any decent white man in the 
South shall live as an American citizen, I will and he will claim and 
will have for our heritage equality with all the other people of this 
country. 

In the beginning, when your fathers and our fathers—no, I will not 
use that expression—when our fathers, meaning all, North and South, 
put their fortunes and the fortunes of the thirteen colonies to the 
perils and hazards of war, when they came after the war was over to 
erect on this continent the free institutions under which we live, ittwas 
understood that all were equal. ‘The Union could not have been formed 
without such a sentiment; the Union can not be preserved without 
such a sentiment. It is not a preservation of the Union for one part of 
the country to hold in subjugation another part. That of itself is the 
destruction of any real union. 

So, Mr. President, when I took my seat here, now about eight years 
ago, I entered into all the questions which concerned the American 
people and any part of the American people with the same determ- 
ination to do what my heart and my head told me was right with 
reference to them, whether the particular section from which I come 
had an interest in that particular question or not. The very first 
speech I ever delivered in this Chamber (except one of personal de- 
fense into which I was precipitated very soon after I took my seat 
here) was to advocate a bill then pending before the American Sen- 
ate to exclude the Chinese from this country., I did not vote for that 
bill, I did not speak for that bill, because the presence of Chinese in 
this country was a special injury to the State in which [ live or an in- 
jury to the section from which I come. No Chinese were there, but 
feeling deeply from sad experience the dangers of a commingling upou 
the same soil of diverse races, and believing as I did then and as I do 


now, as expressed by a distinguished and great Senator on this floor, the 
Senator from Vermont [Mr. EDMUNDS], that the history of the world 
had shown from Aristotle to Webster, two thousand years, that ho- 
mogeneity in races was a necessary condition of government, I voted 
as I did. 

My own land was cursed with the want of that homogeneity, and 
feeling this deeply, when my brothers of the Pacific coast came here 
complaining that they were being ruined by the presence of the Chinese 
I went with alacrity to their help. In surveying the field I thought 
that whether African citizenship should prove a success or not—and 
about that I say nothing—at least it was such a perilous experiment 
that I would not inflict a similar trial upon any other portion of the 
American people. It wassaid—and I felt it—that these barbarians, un- 
used to the comforts, unsupplied evenin theirown country with the nec- 
essaries of life, frugal, thrifty, capable of great endurance, came here and 
competed with the American laborer; I felt that their presence here 
was a hardship and an injustice to the men and women who by their 
labor create all our wealth and receive for their share so little of it. 

I never believed in that sentimental doctrine which dedicated the 
American continent to the people of all parts of this world without 
reference to their fitness to be our political associates. I never believed 
in the inherent and inalienable right of any foreigner to come to Amer- 
ica and become a part of our body-politic. I believed that this grand 
continent, won first by the heroism of the fathers of 1776, added to 
afterwards by the genius of Jefferson in the treaty under which he 
purchased Louisiana, and then enlarged by the genius of Winfield 
Scott and Zachary Taylor and their brave comrades to its present 
boundaries, was American ground. I believed it belonged to Ameri- 
cans and for such partners only from other countries as they might see 
proper to admit, and I did not believe that to that partnership—speak- 
ing now of foreigners, not the native-born—should be admitted any 
hut those of the Caucasian race. If that be treason, then I am guilty. 

So from the very moment this Chinese question arose in the Ameri- 
can councils for legislative action the impulsesof my heart and my 
head have been to carry out that idea and to keep this grand country 
of ours for ourselves and for our posterity and for foreigners only of 
the white race, 

Mr. President, there are some observations that I desire now to 
make in answer to the speech made by the Senator from Colorado. 
Icharge, and will make that charge good, that the lawful introduction 
of the Chinese into this country was the result of the action of the Re- 
publican party. I pointed to the treaty of 1868 as opening the door, 
which Republican Senators have said they were so anxious to shut, by 
which Chinese immigration should come. In that I was, sir, mistaken. 

It was the first time the door was opened when we contracted that 
we would not shut it, pledged our national faith and honor that we 
would not shut it, but it had been opened before, not, as the Senator 
from Colorado says, by the treaty of 1844 and the treaty of 1858. In 
those treaties, which I have before me—I will not read them, but I have 
read them under the necessities of this debate, and I make this state- 
ment, that neither in the treaty of 1844 nor in the treaty of 1858 is 
there a single provision which gives a right to China or to Chinamen. 
Both were unilateral treaties, both contained stipulations only in favor 
ot Americans, not one in favor of Chinese. They were commercial 
treaties. The treaty of 1844 broke down the Chinese wall which ex- 
cluded us from trade with China. Under that treaty we went to 
China, with what rights? They were commercial rights in five ports, 
and five ports only. In getting these rights for our merchants, for our 
vessels, for our traders, we did not concede to China or to any China- 
man one single right of any character whatever. If I am mistakenin 
that, I ask the Senators who see my mistake to point it out. I chal- 
lenge a contravention and dispute of that proposition. There is not 
a single stipulation in either treaty except to give to Americans rightsin 
China; not asingle provision to give Chinamen rightsin America. And 
so when the Senator from Colorado said that there was but little differ- 
ence between the two except in the provision in the fifth article of the 
treaty of 1868, he seriously erred. 

When was the firstdoor opened? Before I go to that, I suppose that 
I ought to say something about what we all recognize to be correct con- 
stitutional law upon that subjèct. It has been pointed out by the Sen- 
ator from Oregon and repeated by the Senator from Colorado that Chi- 
nese came here in large numbers before the treaty of 1868. I confess I 
did not know as much about that as I do now since I have heard those 
Senators. I had heard no complaint of Chinamen being here before 
that time. I had seen no Chinamen here, and I had supposed that if 
there were any in this country prior to that time they were few indeed. 
But it seems there were a great many. They came here, as I under- 
stand, under the invitation of California; and it is good constitutional 
law that as to who shall come within the borders of a State, until the 
treaty-making poweror law-making power of the United States is put 
in force, or until as a commercial regulation the United States shall act, 
each State acts for itself. 

I am not prepared norif I were would I go into a discussion of the 
question whether the people of California or the people of Colorado 
acted wisely in admitting the Chinese. That is for them to decide; it 
is a question for them to act upon. I have nothing to do with any- 
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thing except with national questions and with the action of the Gov- 
ernment of the United States upon that subject. 

When was the national door first opened to the admission of the 
Chinese, and who did it? It was donein 1862 byastatute: TheSena- 
tor from Colorado read one section of that statute, and found it con- 
venient to omit the reading of another important section of it. The 
Senator read section 2158, being a section of the act passed in 1862, and 
he relied upon that to show thatthe Republican party had been against 
Chinese immigration very early. If he had read another part of that 
same statute he would have found that there was an express provision 
for ihe entrance of the Chinese here. i 

In the first place, the Senator entirely misconceives the legal effect 
and meaning of section 2158. He claims that that was a provision to 
prevent coolie immigration into the United States, whenit has no such 
effect. I will read it, and I call the careful attention of the Senator to 
the reading of it: 

__ No citizen of the United States, or foreigner coming into or residing within 
the same, shall, for himself or for any other person, either as master, factor, 
owner, or otherwise, build, equip, load, or otherwise prepara any vessel, reg- 

, enrolled, or licensed in the United States, for the purpose of procuring 
from any port or place the subjects of China, Japan, or of any other oriental 
country, known as “coolies,” to be transported— 

Where? To the United States? No, sir— 
to be transported toany foreign port or place, to be disposed of, or sold, or trans- 
ferred, for any time, as servants or apprentices, or to be held to service or labor. 

It was simply a statute to prohibit our seamen from engaging in what 
is called the slaye-trade with coolies. It had no reference to the im- 

tion of Chinese or Japanese into this country, and that is proved 

y another section of the statute, which I will read, and which the 
Senator from Colorado did not read, a section of the same statute, passed 
in 1862: 

Sec, 2162. Nothing herein contained shall be deemed to apply to any volun- 
tary emigration of the subjects fied in section 2158, or to any vessel carry- 
ing such person as passenger on the same. 

So in the very statute to which the Senator alluded as prohibiting 
the importation of Chinese into this country there is an express pro- 
visicn for their coming into this country. I wasa little mistakenin my 
speech a few days ago in supposing and stating that the treaty of 1868 
opened the door. It had been opened six years before that time by 
the act to which I have called attention. That act was in force and 
under it Chinese immigration was taking place year by year when the 
United States came to make the treaty of 1868, which was the cause 
of all our sorrows. Ifthe matter had stood upon the statute it would 
have been in our power to repeal it at any time without any impeach- 
ment of our honor, without any charge that we had broken faith with 
another treaty-making power. It would have been then not only in 
our competency to have repealed the law but to have enacted one 
wholly prohibiting the Chinese from coming here. 

But 1868 seems to have been a year of fruitful error in reference to 
these matters. We had the treaty, to which I desire to call the atten- 
tion of the Senate again, because on that the Senator from Colorado 
and myself differ very much. The Senator said that Article V was 
nothing more than an abstract declaration of a doctrjne which is called 
the American doctrine, but he was mistaken about that as he was about 
other matters. 

I read from that article of the treaty of 1868: 

* ARTICLE V. 

The United States of America and the Emperor of China cordiaily recognize 
the inherent and inalienable right of man to change his home and alleziance— 

If it had stopped there the Senator would have been right, but it 
did not stop there— 
and also— 

They cordially recognize— 
the mutual advantage of the free migration and emi, 


subjects respectively from the one conntry to the o 
osity, of trade, or as permanent residents. 


It ceased to be abstract when this doctrine was expressly applied by 
the treaty to the coming of Chinese here and to the going of Americans 
to China. But thatis not allot the treaty, Mr. President. You might 
say that was an ingenious argument. Aningenious man might get up 
a litle argument to show that that did not mean anything. Butif you 
will go to Article VI you will see something even more significant. 
Here was the statute of 1862 in force, and here is Article VI. After 

roviding for the citizens of the United States visiting and residing in 
Ehina, which was in the other treaties, they came omand for the first 
time said in this treaty: 

And, reciprocally, Chinese subjects visiting or residing in the United States 
shall enjoy the same privileges, immunities, and exemptions in respectto travel 
or residence as may there be enjoyed by the citizens or subjects of the most 
favored nation. 

Here is an express contract by which the Chinese are to have the 
same privileges of visiting this country, of doing business in this coun- 
try, and of residing in this country as an Englishman, or an Irishman, 
or a Frenchman, or any other foreigner. That makes it a little more 
than the mere abstract enunciation, as the Senator said in substance, 
of an American doctrine. It applied that doctrine by making it a 
treaty right that every Chinaman should come here, and reside here, 


tion of their citizens and 
er for the purposes of curi- 


and do business here upon the same terms and with tne same priv- 
ileges as the citizens of the most favored nation. 

That is not all that happened in 1868 and along there. These are 
not accidental provisions. There had been a hallucination, there was 
then a hallucination in the public mind on these questions which 
showed themselves in statutes, and I shall read one of them. In the 
same year there was another statute . Inthe same montli and 
within three days of this treaty there was this kind of a statute passed 
by the Congress of the United States: 

Whereas, the right of expatriation is a natural and inherent right of all people 
ee to the enjoyment of the rightsof life, Mberty, and the pursuit of 
happiness, etc. x 

The right of expatriation seemed to have been a favorite idea just at 
that time, and yet the Senator says all that means only this, that the 
right of expatriation is to be exercised with the consent of somebody 
else, Is not that a very remarkable inherent and inalienable right 
which a man can not exercise without the consent of somebody else, 
for just as soon as the consent is refused then the right instead of being 
inherent is lost, and instead of being inalienable it is taken away ? 

Now, let us stop a minute and think about this grand declaration 
here as to inherent and inalienable rights which can only be exercised 
by the consent of the country to which the man comes. Suppose the 
country does not agree to his coming, then what becomes of your in- 
herent and inalienable right? Yet that seems to have been a halluci- 
nation which was very common in 1868. It becomes a mere inherent 
and inalienable right to leave one’s own country—to throw off his 
native allegiance—leaying the party thus acting without a country 
until some other country shall see proper to receive him. 

I wish to call attention to another act to show how the Government 
was bent at that time on Chinese immigration. On the 31st day of 
May, 1870, I find that the following provision was enacted by Congress, 
and it is incorporated in the Revised Statutes as section 2164: 

SEC. 2164. No tax or charge shall be imposed or enforced by any State upon 
any person immigrating thereto from a foreign country which is not equally 


imposed and enforced upon every person immigrating to such State from any 
other foreign country, i 


That isa section taken from the civil rigħts act of 1870, a statute 
which everybody will recognize was passed to prevent any discrimina- 
tion between citizens here on account of race or color, and whilst the 
Republican party were doing that in order to put the white man and 
the negro in the same bed and at the same table in social life in the 
South, and which the Supreme Court decided to be unconstitutional, 
they were so full of the idea of Chinese immigration and Japanese im- 
migration and all that sort of thing that they incorporated in that very 
statute the provision which I have just read, so t no matter how 
objectionable Chinese immigration might be and however desirable 
Irish immigration and English immigration and German immigration 
and Scandinavian immigration might be, they just said to the States, 
“Yon shall not tax the Chinese any more than you tax the others.” 

As I understood the Senator from Colorado, the burden of his speech 
was to show that the Republican party had been all along fighting, 
striving to keep the Chinese out of this‘country. Yet here there were 
acts by which you not only invited them here in 1862, but you eon- 
tracted in 1868 that they should come. And what was done two years 
afterwards? California possibly (I do not know about that, it may be 
the Senator from Oregon or the Senator from Nevada or some of them 
ean tell me) had commenced discriminating against and taxing the 
Chinese, or they were talking about doing it; and right then the Re- 
publican Congress said, ‘‘ You shall not do that; you shall not tax a 
Chinaman any more than you shall tax an Irishman.” That brings us 
down to 1870. How did we stand then? 

Mr. MITCHELL. To whatsection of the Revised Statutes does the 
Senator refer? 

Mr. GEORGE. About the tax? 

Mr. MITCHELL. Yes, sir. 

Mr. GEORGE. I refer to section 2164 of the Revised Statutes, which 
is asection of the civil-rights act of 1870, and I have read that this morn- 
ing. It is a sectionof the act by which it was intended to make white 
men and colored men just the same, as if they were all the same color, 
only a little moreso. In the civil-rights act you undertook to make 
the Southern white man and the Southern white woman the associate 
and companion of the colored man and the colored woman. Having 
got your hand in at that, you concluded you would make the Irishman 
and the Chinaman and the Chinese woman equals in all respects what- 
ever. And yet you pretend that you love the Irish and to welcome 
them to our shores, and at the same time you would exclude the 

Those were your grand efforts, as detailed by the Senator from Col- 
orado, to keep the Chinamen out of this country. First was your act 
of 1862, in which you prohibited the cooly trade between China and 
England and China and Brazil and forgot to prohibit it between China 
and the United States; and then, in another section, so anxious were 
you for the Chinamen to come, you put in’a little provision that noth- 
ingsaid there should be construed into interfering with any Chinaman 
or Japanese coming into this country. 

That did very well forone statute, Mr. President. Justfor one stroke 
of the pen it did pretty well. But I suppose they were afraid that 
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may be that the Democrats would get into power some time, though it 
did not look very much like it then; and in six years they concluded 
they would make a bargain with China; that they would make a trade; 
that they would pledge the national faith, the national honor, that for 
all time to come this natural and inalienable right of a Chinaman and 
of all mankind should be exercised by the Chinaman in coming to the 
United States and residing here permanently., 

You were not satisfied with getting the Chinaman here by contract, 
but you contracted how he should be treated after he got here, and how 
was it? Just as good as an Irishman or an Englishman or a French- 
man or a German or anybody else, and for fear he would not be given 
the very best thing there was in the house, you did not specify these 
men, because somebody might be left out who was in a better fix, and 
so you contracted that they should be given the same rights, privileges, 
and benefits as the citizens of the most favored nation, so that there 
should not be anybody in all the broad world who could stand better 
or higher than the Chinaman. 

Yet my distinguished friend from Colorado talked about my effront- 
ery, I believe, in one part of his speech. I will not speak of his ef- 
fontery. I will not say that. iam unequal to the occasion; I do not 
know what word to use. If E were to say ‘‘ audacity ’’ that would be 
about as mean as ‘‘ effrontery,’’ and I do not want to be as bad as the 
Senator from Colorado; but I will leave it out as being an occasion 
above my power to use the proper language, and I will just say this, 
that the Senator from Colorado says the Republican party were all the 
time trying to keep these Chinese fellows out. That is the way they 
kept them ont! 

We will goon a little further. My distinguished friend seems to 
have got this matter all wrong. I got a part of it wrong as to the time 
the door was opened and the number of Chinese who came here before 
1868. I did not know anything about the statute of 1862. My atten- 
tion had never been called to that matter. The Senator from Oregon 
[Mr. MITCHELL] very kindly put me in possession of a lot of informa- 
tion that I did not have hefore, for which I am very much obliged. I 
am very much obliged to the Senator from Oregon for that informa- 
tior. 

Mr. MITCHELL. I am always glad to be able to enlighten the 
Senator. 

Mr. GEORGE. These Chinese have come over here since away back 
about 1851 or 1852, as I learned from the Senator. They had been 
coming here in droves since 1850, and then they were invited by the 
act of 1862 to come in more, and now all these fellows are here, I sup- 
pose perhaps about two hundred thousand of them, everybody know- 
ing what kind of a set of fellows they were. They found that out, be- 
cause the Senator from Colorado, in order to prove up his Republican 
side, read a message or an inaugural address from Governor Stanford 
in 1862, which was six years before the treaty of 1868, in which Goy- 
ernor Stanford said it will not do at all to allow the Chinese to come, 
and he asked the State of California to take some measures to keep them 
out. They had been there; they were nuisances there; they were so 
bad that Governor Stanford had to call the attention of the Legisla- 
ture to them in his inaugural address; and yet in the very same year 
that Governor Stanford was making that inaugural address to the te 
islature of California here was the Republican in the Congress of 
the United States passing an act that theyshouldcomein. Worse than 
- that, Mr. President, six years after that time, when according to the 
Senator from Oregon they were coming in in shoals all the time, our 
Republican friends were so much in love with the idea that all men, 
whether they were black, yellow, or white, were the same thing ex- 
actly, and that a Chinaman was as good as an Irishman, with all these 
evils depicted to them, with Governor Stanford standing on the shores 
of the Pacific coast, in a State which had to bear the brunt of this im- 
migration, warning them, in the language quoted by the Senator from 
Colorado, that these fellows would not do, warning them that they 
were destructive to our civilization, and all that sort of thing, they 
made the treaty. They did not do thatignorantly. They did it with 
their eyes wide open. So six years after all that th 
the treaty of 1868 in which they bound us hand and foot so that we 
could not do anything. That is the way my friend from Colorado says 
the Republicans have shown their great anxiety to keep the Chinese 
out of this country. 

I must hasten on, Mr. President. Iam dwelling longer on this point 
probably than I ought. 

Mr. MITCHELL. May I ask the Senator just one question? Ido 
not want to detain him. 

Mr. GEORGE. Yes, sir; if I know it, I will answer it. 

Mr. MITCHELL. Isit not a fact that the act of 1862, to which the 
Senator has referred, is a restrictive act, a prohibition to a great extent, 
and the first restriction on the right of Chinese to come to this country 
that was ever passed by the American Congress? 

Mr. GEORGE. Will the Senator point out the restriction in it? 
Look at the supposed restriction right close. The Senator is a lawyer 
and a very good one, and he will find that it only restricts American 
vessel-owners from taking Chinese from China to some other country, 
not the United States, 

Mr. MITCHELL. Oh, no; I beg pardon. 


came and made | b 


Mr. GEORGE. Read it and see. 

Mr. MITCHELL. It simply restricts them from exercising a right 
they could exercise before the passage of that act. 

Mr. GEORGE. It was regarded as a species of slave trade, and it 
was confined to that. I read it here to the Senate. It is confined ex- 
clusively to preventing that. 

Mr. MITCHELL. ‘To what section does the Senator refer? 

Mr. GEORGE. ‘To the first one, the one the Senator from Colorado _ 
read yesterday. 

Mr. MITCHELL. The first section? 

Mr. GEORGE. Yes. Read that carefully, and you will find that I 
am right about it. > 

Mr. MITCHELL. Section 2158 reads as follows: 


Sec. 2158. No citizen of the United States, or foreigner coming into or residing 
within the same, shall for himself or any other person, either as master, factor, 
owner, or otherwise, build, equip, load, or otherwise prepare any vessel 
tered, enrolled, or licensed in the United States, for the purpose of proour 
from any port or place the subjects of China, Japan, or of any other oriental 
country, known as “coolies,” to be transported to any foreign port—— 

Mr. GEORGE. To some other port. 

Mr. MITCHELL— 
or place, to be disposed of, or sold, or transferred, for any time, as servants or 
apprentices, or to be held to service or labor. 

“Any foreign port,” I submit in all candor to the Senator from Mis-- 
sissippi, includes any port in the United States, which was a foreign 
port so far as the coolies were concerned. 

Mr. GEORGE. I thought that all ports of the United States were 
domestic ports and not foreign ports. 

Mr. MITCHELL. A United States port is ‘‘ foreign ™ to the place 
from which the coolies started. 

Mr. GEORGE. It does not say foreign to China; it just says ‘‘ for- 
eign.” When an American statute speaks of a foreigner or anything 
foreign it means something foreign to this country. 

Mr. MITCHELL. The Senator from Mississippi is too gooi a law- 
yer and has been too long on the bench to Seiny advocate any such 
construction of the section as that. 

Mr. GEORGE. I am not going to argue that two and two make 
four; but I hope I will be pardoned for repeating that when the word 
‘foreign’? is in a statute of the United States without words qualify- 
ing its meaning, it means something foreign to this country and not 
foreign to any other country. 

Mr. MITCHELL. What was the object of the law? Look to the 
reason of the thing. 

Mr. GEORGE. One of the first things I learned in studying law 
was that you are to look at the Words of the statute where they are 
plain and unequivocal. 

Mr. MITCHELL. Certainly. 

Mr. GEORGE. China is a foreign country. 

Mr. MITCHELL. The object of the law, the Senator must admit, 
was to prevent the bringing of coolies into the United States. 

Mr. GEORGE. I do not know whether that was the object or not. 

Mr. MITCHELL. Certainly it was. That was the object of the 
law unquestionably. 

Mr. GEORGE. The law is so plain that Ido not care to argue it 
any more. 

As the principal quarrel between the Senator from Colorado and my- 
self is about the action of the Republican party, I believe I will ad- 
dress my remarks now somewhat further to the action of the Republi- 
can party in this matter. The Senator takes great comfort from a reso- 
lution introduced in the Republican convention of 1876 by the Senator 
from Nevada [Mr. JONES], and he says that means terrible things in 
the way of excluding Chinese from this country. What was the re3o0- 
Intion as quoted by the Senator? a 

Since th i i i 

ee o authority to regulate immigration and intercourse between the 


and foreign nations rests with Congress, or with the United States 
and its treaty-making power, the Republican party,regarding the unrestricted— 


Not the immigration of the Chinese, not any immigration of Chinese, 
ut— 


the unrestricted immigration of the Chinese as an evil of great magnitude, in- 
vokes the exercise of those powers— 


To do what? To prohibit theimmigration of Chinese? Nota word 
of it. This bill prohibits, The complaint was of ‘unrestricted im- 
migration.” If they could just get restricted immigration, that was 
all they wanted. He did not say how much restriction he wanted, but 
he wanted it restricted. ‘‘ Unrestricted immigration” was too much 
for him. And then what did they ask Congress to do? 

To restrain and limit that immigration by the enactmentofsuch just, humane, 
and reasonable provisions as will produce that result, 

That was a mere tub thrown to the whale. It amounted to nothing. 
But in 1880 the convention of the Republican party made another ex 
cathedrd declaration upon that question, to which I desire to call the at- 
tention of the Senate if I can find it in my notes. I know thisisa very 
dreary subject, and I know I am not performing my part very well, for 
the causes I have stated when I asked for postponement; but as nobody 
will know when he comes to read what I say in the RECORD how badly 
I delivered it, I suppose I may as well go on. 

In 1882 there was somebody else just like the Senator from Colorado 
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who was insisting that the Republican platform of 1880 authorized and 
commanded the passage of laws by Congress to restrict this immigra- 
tion. I want to read the language of a very distinguished Senator 
who, I suppose, has about as much right to speak for the Republican 
party as any man on this floor. He said: 


Mr. Hoar. Mr. President, I do not think that acidan we be gained by en- 
tering upon an extended discussion of a measure which has very recently re- 
ceived so thorough and careful an examination at the hands of the Senate. 
I suppose the bill, either with or without the amendment which has been 
adopted, is destined to pass. I wish before it passes to put on record my cer- 
tain conviction— 


And by the way, in order to save time, I want to call the attention 
of the Senate to a good many other propositions in what I am reading 
besides the main point-- 
my certain conviction that the opinion which has come from a large body of 
the most intelligent people of the country, from the organs of the great denom- 
inations of Christians, from the representatives of the communities which have 
owed their prosperity, their power, their happiness to the respect in which the 
labor on which they are based has been held—I ge I think this opinion is 
sure, sooner or later, is sure very speedily, to prevail in reversing the policy on 
which we now seem about to enter. ‘ 


That is, in passing the Chinese exclusion bill of 1882. 


I believe that the Pacific coast itself will come back very soon to the doctrine 
of the eloquent resolution framed ue my honorable friend from California a 
few years ago as a representative of the Republican convention of his State, of 
which he was a leading member. It is impossible, it is incredible that a blow 
at the dignity of human nature, a blow at the dignity of labor, a blow at men, 
not because of their individual qualities or characters, but because of the color 
of their skin, should not fail to be a subject of deep regret and repentance to 
the American people in the nineteenth century, 

I do not, however, rise to reargue this question or to reaffirm my own indi- 
vidual opinion. The conviction with which I have started has been deepened 
and re-enfo’ by the expressions of sentiment which have come from the 
sober, religious sense of this country. It has been strengthened also by the 
exhibition of the true character of the leaders of the sentiment which has de- 
manded and secured the pomis of this bill, which we haye seen in the press 
of the section of country from which it comes. 

I wish, however, to refer in a single word to one charge which has been fre- 
quently made, and that is that those members of the Republican party— 


And to this I desire to call the attention of the Senator from Colorado. 
I might have omitted the reading of all the other, but it was good to 
have it read and put in the RECORD, and I wanted it in— 


I wish, however, to refer in a single word to one c which has been fre- 
quently made, and that is that those members of the Republican party who 
have resisted the passage of this measure have violated the pledges with which 
they asked the support of the American people at the recent Presidential elec- 
tion. I wasin a condition, I think, to know something of the opinion and pur- 

of the men who com the great Republican national convention of 

880. Iwas also in acondition to know something of the opinion of the great 

statesman and soldier and martyr and lover of liberty who was the standard- 

bearer of my political associates in that memorable campaign. It is adishonor 

to both to charge that they asked the en of the American people by pledg- 
ing themselves to the principles upon which this legislation is based. 

General Garfield, I believe, would have gone to the stake, he would have put 
his right hand into the flames like Cranmer, before he would have accepted the 
Presidency or have subscribed his name to a declaration involving such a blow 
od the dignity of labor and the dignity of American humanity as is involved in 
this bill, 

This is what the Republican national convention declared. I stand, and am 
ready to stand in the future, by every word and letter and syllable of the dec- 
laration. 


Now, I will read that declaration: 


Since the authority to regulate immigration and intercourse between the United 
States and foreign nations rests with the Congress of the United States and the 
treaty-making power,the Republican party, regarding the unrestricted immigra- 
tion of the Chinese as a matter of grave concernment, under the exercise of both 
these powers, would limit and restrict that immigration by the enactment ofsuch 
just, humane, and reasonable laws and treaties as will produce that result. 

The same idea exactly as the resolution offered in 1876 by the Sena- 
tor from Nevada [Mr. Jones]. Here is the comment of the Senator 
from whom I am reading: 

That me regulation of immigration and intercourse. Then General Gar- 
field in his letter of acceptance stated the doctrine to which he understands he 
is committed by ac 
He said: 

“The material interests ofthis country,the traditions ofits settlement, andthe 
sentiment of our people have led the Government to offer the widest hospitality 
to emigrants who seek our shores for new and happier homes, willing to 

the burdens as well the benefits aon society, and intending that their pos- 


the nomination of that party upon that platform, 


terity shall become an undistingui le part of our population.” 

‘Then says the Senator: 

Is that like an enactment that no Chinese shall ever be naturalized in the 
American Republic? 


“The recent movement of the Chinese to our Pacific coast partakes but little 
of the qualities of such an immigration either in its purposes or its result, It 
is too much like an oponen to be welcomed without restrictions, too much 
like an invasion to be looked upon without solicitude. Wecan not consent to 
allow any form of servile labor to be introduced among us under the guise of 
immigration. Rec izing the gravity of this subject, the present administra- 
tion, papported by Congress, has sent to China a commission of distinguished 
citizens for the p of securing such a modification of the existing treaty as 
will prevent the e likely to arise from the present situation. It is confidently 
believed that these diplomatic negotiations will be successful without the loss 
of vse eo ci eg hg Lo i impr er pawos which pronis a m ot in- 
crease of recipro e and the ent of our markets, ould these 
efforts fail, it will be the duty of Congress to mitigate the evils already felt and 
prevent their increase by such restrictions as, without violence or injustice, will 
place upon asure foundation the peace of our communities and the freedom 
and dignity of labor.” = > 

That ends the quotation from Mr. Garfield. I am reading from a 

made by the Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. Hoar]. That 
Senator continues: 

Mr. President, I reaffirm for myself, and for the people whom I immediately 


represent, every syllable of that cloquent declaration, Iam willing to join my 
friends from the Pacific coast in regulating immigration so as to extirpate, root 
and branch, every form of cooly Jabor. Iam willing to plant at the outer 

ways of this Asiatic nation vigilant and competent consular agents, without 
whose ce cate no man shall come to our shores whose labor is not his own 
property; who does not come with his family, if he has a family; who does not 
come under the fair promise that he is likely to take upon himself in good faith 
the responsibilities, the duties,and the opportunities of American citizenship. 

Not an evil has been suggested in the petition and complaints that have come 
from the Pacific coast against which I will not join with its representatives in 
striking a hard and fatal blow. But I will not strike at an honest, industrious, 
temperate Christian laborer because I am afraid that his labor is more skillful 
than mine or than the labor of the men of my race. I will not deny to the 
Chinaman any more than I will to the negro or the Irishman or the Caucasian 
the right to bring his labor, bring his own property to our shores, and the right 
to fix such a price upon it as according to his own judgment and his own in- 
terest may scem to him best. 

I denounce this legislation not only as a violation of the ancient policy of the 
American Republic, not only as a violation of the rights of human nature itself, 
but especially as a departure from the doctrine to which the great party to 
which I belong is committed in its latest declaration of principles, and to which 
our po martyred chief, whom we were so proud to acknowledge as our 
standard-bearer, affixed his declaration in almost the latest public act of his 
distinguished life. 


So the Senator from Colorado will see that the platform of 1876, 
which I have just remarked is substantially the same as the platform 
of 1880, almost in the same words, as interpreted by one of the most 
distinguished members of his party, is not in accord with the views 
which he expressed yesterday; or, in other words, that there is noth- 
ing in that platform which justifies the present bill and nothing even 
which justified the bill which we passed in 1882. I will let that an- 
swer the argument of the Senator upon that point. 

I showed some days ago in ashort speech I made then that the balk 
of the Republican party in the Senate voted in favor of striking out 
from the House bill in 1882 the clause which prohibited Chinese natu- 
ralization. I stated that fact. I think I was interrupted then by a 
suggestion or by a question that that was unnecessary, that the law 
already prohibited it, and that there wasnosuch practice. It had been 
a good while since these matters came before me and I only had a dim 
recollection of them, and so statedat the time; butit was stated in that 
debate that Chinese were actually being naturalized by State courts in 
the United States: Upon that subject I desire to read something from 
that debate. On the motion to strike out section 14, which is in the 
following words: 

‘That hereafter no State court or court of the United States shall admit Chi- 
nese to citizenship; and all laws in conflict with this actare hereby repealed— 

Mr. Farley, of California, said: 3 

Mr. FARLEY. I hope that amendment will not be adopted. For many reasons 
Ido not wish to take up the time of the Senate just now in the discussion or 
this amendment. At the time that it was put into the first bill I know that 
some distinguished Senators took the ground that there was no necessity for 
this provision, because the statute already provided for it. But, notwithstand- 
ing that statute, the courts have been naturalizing Chinamen; and I shall insist 
on the rejection of the amendment at this time. 

Nobody controverted that statement made by Senator Farley. That 
matter came up again in the debate in acolloquy between Mr. Farley and 
the Senator from Connecticut [Mr. HAWLEY]. Senator Farley said: 

Will the Senator— 

Speaking to Senator HAWLEY— 

Will the Senator allow me to ask him one question? 

Mr. HAwLEY. Certainly. 

Mr. FARLEY. Were they naturalized in the State of Connecticut, or where 
were they naturalized? 

Mr. HAwLEY. They were naturalized in Connecticut, I believe. One of them 
I know was a graduate at Yale College, had taken prizes in English composi- 
tion there, and was regarded as a man of superior ability and education, 

So I was right in stating that it was a then present emergent evil 
that required legislation, that the practice was going on. 

Mr. MITCHELL. Will the Senator state that under the law as it 
existed at that time Chinese could be rightfully or legally naturalized 
in this country? 

Mr. GEORGE. I have not examined that question very fully, but 
my present impressions are that they had no right to be naturalized. 
That is my impression. 

Mr. MITCHELL, At the time when the amendment was voted 
down? 

Mr. GEORGE. Yes, I will state that—at the time the amendment 
was voted on. 

Mr. MITCHELL. I think the Senator is right in that. 

Mr. GEORGE. I have not examined that matter very thoroughly, 
though, but there seems to have been a doubt about it. The Senator 
from Texas [Mr. REAGAN] tells me, in addition to what I have stated 
here, that they naturalized about seven Chinamen in Indianapolis, 
Ind., a very enlightened State with a very intelligent State court, and 
then there was the statement made made by the Senator from Connect- 
icut [Mr. HAWLEY] that they were naturalizing them in Connecticut, 
and I think that one of the most beneficent acts, and one of the most 
judicious grounds of legislation is to remove a doubt upon a statute 
and to prevent misconstructions of the statute by the courts of the 
country, and so it appears—— 

Mr. DOLPH. Will the Senator from Mississippi allow me to ask 
question ? ‘ 

Mr. GEORGE. Yes, 
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Mr, DOLPH. Is the Senator able to state by what court, at what 
place, or by what judge Chinese were naturalized in Indiana? 

Mr. GEORGE. Ihave just read from Senator HAWLEY. 

Mr. DOLPH. I ask as to Indiana. 

Mr. GEORGE. The Senator from Texas gave me that information. 
I have seen something in the newspapers about Chinese being natural- 
ized in Indianapolis. 

Mr. DOLPH. Thatstatement has been made in the Senate before, 
but we are not able to ascertain where to look for the authority for it. 

Mr. REAGAN. Ifthe Senator from Mississippi will allow me, I 
will state that I saw an address printed in a St. Louis paper a few days 
ago, made by the district attorney or assistant district attorney of the 
United States, lately a State senator of Indiana, in which he gives the 
record proving that seven Chinamen were naturalized in Indianapolis 
and voted there against Democratic protest. 

Mr. DOLPH. Is the Senator able to state from recollection or other- 
wise what that record was, before what court or what judge, or in what 
town? 

Mr. REAGAN. It was the record of a State court. 

Mr. GEORGE. Well, they were naturalized. I want to bring now 
before the Senate the opinions of distinguished Republicans to the effect 
that they ought to be naturalized, that they were proper subjects of 
naturalization. I have not got my marked copy of the RECORD here 
and I may have to read a little more—— 

Mr. TELLER. I should like to ask the Senator a question. 

Mr. GEORGE. Let me find this now. 

Mr. TELLER. Ishould like to ask hima question with reference to 
naturalization. Does the Senator regard a Chinamanin the proper sense 
of the term a white man? 

Mr. GEORGE, I do not. 

Mr. TELLER. Does not the Senator know that there has been in 
the statute since 1804 a provision that persons to be naturalized must 
be white men? : 

Mr. GEORGE. I do not know that it is exactly that way. 

Mr. REAGAN. If the Senator appeals to me I think I can produce 
the decision of the State court of Indiana which has been referred to. 

Mr. GEORGE. The Senator from Colorado will agree with me 
when I state my position. 

Mr. TELLER. Let me call attention to the statute. 

Mr. GEORGE. I know what the statute is. In 1804 there was a 
statute passed, and I believe before that, in 1791, the first statute was 
passed for the naturalization of white men. In 1870 it was extended 
to persons of African descent. 

Mr. TELLER. To Africans only; so that it includes only white 
men and Africans, not Asiatics. 

Mr. DOLPH. Will the Senator from Mississippi allow me to ask 
him another question? 

Mr. GEORGE. I shall never get through if I am constantly inter- 
rupted. 

, Mr. DOLPH. - I desire to know if he is aware that the present 
House amended the bill which was recently passed so as to repeal the 
provision of the act of 1882 which provided that no court should nat- 
uralize a Chinaman; and does he know whether that was done under 
the impression—— 

Mr. GEORGE. You must not ask me as to my knowledge. Ido 
not know much. If the Senator only wants to find out the extent of 
my information I will admit that I am very ignorant. 

Here is what the Senator from Connecticut [Mr. HAWLEY] said 
about it after the colloquy in which he stated that they were natural- 
izing Chinese in his State: 


Therefore I conceive that the argument against cooly immigration has no 
force here for the reason that it is already sufficiently forbidden by statute 
twenty years old, and for the further reason that there is none, and there is no 
tendency of it toward this country, because cooly emigration is punished by 
beheading in China, 

The Chinese immigration, while it affords a serious question to the people of 
the California coast, and I sympathize with certain. of their feelings, has not, in 
my judgment, ed anything like the threatening proportions which have 
been represented. I am sorry it is not distributed more throughout the coun- 
try, for I appreciate oe of my position in discussing a matter that 
does not immediately affect my own State at all and Iam willing to contribute 
tothe charitable and sympathetic feeling for those who sincerely feel 
selves afflicted. 


I wish we could have some sympathetic feeling of that sort some- 
times from Northern Senators about troubles that are equally as dis- 
tréssing to some other sections of the country. 

Iam willing to oe the immigration. I think the Chinese Government 
is willing. Iam willing to limit it; to restrict it. Iadmit, nay more, I assert, 
the right of a government to defend itself against a hostile or dangerous immi- 
gration. It isa question of factas to whether this is such. It is a further ques- 
tion for rightful consideration whether we are wisely legislating against it even 
if there be an evil. If we could suppose a bill that should admit only such Chi- 
namen as came with their families, and admit such only as came with a pur- 
pose to permanent settlement with us, admitting none to be citizens and voters 
unless they should be able to speak and read the English language, you cer- 
tainly could defend such a bill with much more consistency than you can de- 
fend this bill as it stands with the clause forbidding naturalization, because 
that makes no distinction upon the ground of merit, or education, orintelligence, 
or patriotism, It simply excludes a man by reason of his race or color, and we 
have said as emphatically as we could to the world that no man should be ex- 
cluded for that reason. 

An exclusion based purely upon race or color is unphilosophical, unjust; and 
undemocratic, : 


That is enough to read of that. I callattention now to what I have 
read from the Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. Hoar] upon thatsub- 
ject. There are one or two other authorities of weight that I desire to 
call the attention of the Senate to. 

This wasin 1882. Wehad a bill passed here in 1886, and that passed 
without much debate, but there were some Senators who opposed it 
even then. 

I have not gone through all the speeches of Senators. I have quoted 
only from those of great eminence and of great weight in the Repub- 
lican party. There are others I might say of almost equal standing 
and weight that I have overlooked, because I do not desire in my pres- 
ent condition to occupy the attention of the Senate a great deal longer. 

‘This is four yearsafterwards. I want to read from the Senator from 
Massachusetts [Mr. HOAR] again: 

Mr. Hoar. Iynderstand the Senator from Ohio who reported this bill does 
not propose to kddress the Senate further. I think I ought not to let the occa- 
ston pea pase without at least expressing my own protest with regard to this entire 

g- 
e This OTOA act, and the statute of which it isan amendment, and the treaty 
which those two statutes profess to carry. into effect, will in my judgment be re- 
garded, if civilization be preserved on this continent, in future ages as among 
the great blots on the history of the human race. Here is legislation aimed 
men, not on account of any individual crime orinferiority or fault, but simply 
because they are laborers and because they belong to a certain race; and 
in defiance of the two great foundation principles of this Republic: that labor 
is honorable, and that there ought to be no distinction between human beings 
in their privileges on account of race. 

The motive for this legislation is not, as will be confessed in i hyhres by every 
intelligent man who seeks it, any fault, wrongdoing, or inferiorit® of the classes 
sought to be affected, but because American skill, American industry, and 
American intelligence fears that it shall be beaten in the race for wealth, andfor 
employment, and for power. 

There is mere of the same sort which it is not necessary to read. At 
another part of the same speech the Senator from Massachusetts used 
this language: 

If there were not a rivalry between the two political parties of this country for 
the political vote of the Pacific coast this legislation would be received, in my 
opinion, with universal execration from all intelligent and humane men. Ido 
not propose to be led bv any real or fancied political necessity into a departure 
from those principles of human freedom and human rights in which I have been 
educated, which have been the ornament and glory of my own State and my 
own country, and in Sepang from which every nation sooner or later is suro 
to encounter its just and ordained punishment. 

I do not propose, for one, to repeat for myself or to see others repeat without 
& protest the miserable history of the years which preceded the war, preceded the 
year 1850, when the two great parties of the country undertook to vie with each 
other in bidding for the votes of the supporters of slavery. I deem this Chinese 
legislation in principle a repetition of that disgrace. Ido not mean to have on 
my own record or to leave to my children any share in the blame. 

Mr. President, I have been reading from these Senators, not with 
the view of bringing upon them any reproach whatever for the expres- 
sion of these opinions, but to show that leading men, able men, justly 
esteemed as leaders in the Republican party, made the declarations 
which I have read; and now I want to read from another. ‘This one 
is very short. I read from a speech made by the Senator from Kansas, 
now occupying the chair [Mr. INGALLS], in 1886: 

The Senator from Ohio states that he does not desire to renew the discussion 
of four years ago, and accuses the Senator from Massachusetts of knight-errantry, 
intimating that he is a Don Quixote fighting wind-mills, and perhaps that I am 
his Sancho Panza [laughter], because we venture to ask that a great measure 
of this kind— 

Now comes the language to which I desire to call attention spe- 
cially— 
because we venture to ask that a great measure of this kind, which I affirm isa 
disgrace to American civilization, shall not be passed through here without dis- 
cussion, 

That was the bill of 1886, the last bill that was passed on the sub- 
ject. Now, I read from two Senators, of course we all respect them 
both as high, eminent, and leading statesmen, one of whom has re- 
ceived the indorsement of the majority of his party as President of the 
Senate, and the other, I belieye, received the rest of the Republican 
votes in caucus for that position. E 

With all this record the Senator from Colorado gravely insists that 
this Chinese restriction matter has encountered mainly opposition from 
the Democrats all the way through, and thatthe matter of Chinese ad- 
mission is altogether a Democratic measure and opposed by the Repub- 
lican party. Well, I can say nothing more than I have said as to that. 
There is the record, and there is the record which you made. Thereis 
the record which your party made; it stands for itself, and it can not 
be answered before the American people by the charge that the Sen- 
ator who brings it before them has been a slave-holder. 

There is another little piece of history in Congress which I will read 
to the Senate, which shows how the party stood, and, by the way, if I 
could lay my hands on it I should like to read some from the other 
Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. DAWES]. Everybody knows that 
that Senator has long been a leader in the councils of his party, and 
his expressions in 1882 were as strong and in the same line with those 
of his colleague. If I can find his remarks I will read them. IfI do 


not I hope I shall be allowed to put them in the RECORD, because I 
want the people of this country to know what my distinguished friend 
from Massachusetts thinks about it or did think about it. Ido not 
know whether he thinks that way nowornot. I do not know whether 
he has been converted by what is called in debate here ‘‘ the unani- 
mous demand of the American people for this kind of legislation.’’ 
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This other little piece of history to which I propose to allude will go 
to confirm the statement of the Senator from Colorado that the Repub- 
lican party has been breaking its neck here for several years to try to 
stop Chinese immigration! On May 1, 1882, a very important act oc- 
curred in the House of Representatives. In view of the fact that the 
Senator from Colorado draws a distinction between the abrogation of 
treaties and the violation of treaties, let us see how the Republican 
party stood in 1882 upon a direct and square-out proposition to abro- 
gate the Chinese treaty. I read from the proceedings of the House of 

presentatives: 

Mr, TOWNSHEND, of Illinois. I move that the rules be suspended and that the 


joint resolution which I send to the desk be p: 
The Clerk read as follows: 

“Joint resolution for the abrogation of all stipulations in Song treaties with 
China which permit the immigration of Chinese into the United States except 
for travel, education, and foreign commerce. 

“Whereas the great majority of Chinese who immigrate to this country are 
detrimental to the welfare of American laborers; and 

“ Whereas they manifest no willingness or capacity or intention to assimilate 
with our own people and have no appreciation of our institutions; and 

* Whereas the execution of the fifth and sixth articles of the treaty generally 
known as the Burlingame treaty endangers the peace and good understanding 
existing between the United States and China, and interferes with the power of 

Congress to regulate foreign commerce: Therefore, 
ise by the Senate and House of se genset in Congress assembled, That 

the President of the United States be, and heis hereby, authorized and nested 
to immediately open correspondence with the Government of China for the pur- 
pose of soca he he change or egies ret of all stipulations in existing treaties 
which permit the immigration of Chinese into the United States, except for 
travel, education, and foreign commerce,” 


Any one who listened to the Senator from Colorado yesterday, when 
he spoke about the grand difference between abrogation and violation, 
when he summoned his great powers to show to the American people 
that whilst the Republicans and General Harrison would not doa thing, 
would not move a hair’s breadth in the way of ‘‘ violation,’’ might be 
led to suppose that they would do everything, travel the circuit of the 


earth if they could only have ‘‘ abrogation ’’ as the end of their journey. 
Here was a distinct proposition to change or abrogate. Now let ussee 
what became of that resolutlon. 

Mr. Kassow. 


Wiat pomer to abrogate have we under the treaty? 
Mr. HOOKER, I re to offer an amendment to this resolution. 

Mr, TOWNSHEND, of Illinois. Ido not yield for the purpose of allowing the 
amendment. 

The SPEAKER. The question is on the motion of the gentleman from Illinois 
(Mr. TOWNSHEND]. 

Mr. TowNsHEND, of Illinois. I desire that the House may consider the motion 
as seconded. 

The SPEAKER. No second has been demanded. 

Mr. Rosrxson, of Massachusetts. Let the question be taken on seconding the 


motion, 
Tellers were ordered; and Mr. Roprnsoy, of Massachusetts, and Mr. Town- 


SHEND, of Illinois, were appointed. 
The House divided; and the tellers reported—ayes 62, noes 100. 


Here comes the great part of this thing. It is funny: 


So the House refused to second the motion to suspend the rules, 
Mr. TOWNSHEND, of Illinois. I ask for the yeas and nays upon this proposi- 


tion. 
Tho SPEAKER. That is not in order. 


The first thing we do over here after a division has been had, if any 
one is dissatisfied with the count, is to call for the yeas and nays, and 
yet the Speaker, who happened to be not JOHN G. CARLISLE or 
SAMUEL J. RANDALL, but John W. Keifer, a distinguished member 
of the Republican party, decided the motion not to bein order. Now, 
let us see what else happened. 


Mr. TOWNSHEND, of Illinois. Although therules provide that the roll need not 
be called on seconding a motion of this kind, I make the point that this is a 
motion to suspend the rules, including that rule as well as all others, 

The SPEAKER, But the motion is not entertained by the House. 

Mr. Rosryson, of Massachusetts. The rules are not yet suspended. 

Mr, Reep. You can not suspend the rules until you suspend them, [Laugh- 


bar SPEAKER. The vote just taken was to determine whether this proposition 
should be entertained by the House; and the House has refused to entertain it, 

So he could not get the yeas and nayson the motion. Now, see what 
Mr. TOWNSHEND said was his motive for getting the yeas and nays, 
which was not controverted by anybody: 

Mr. TowxsHEnD, of Illinois. My purpose was to show that but one Repub- 
lican in this House has voted to sustain the motion. 

The important historical fact that only one Republican in the House 
of Representatives voted to sustain the motion to suspend the rules by 
which this Republican panacea for all the ills of human life, the abro- 
gation of this treaty, could come before the House of Representatives, 
was not allowed by the Republican Speaker to be put on the records. 
or Journals of the House, and posterity and the world will not know 
that fact that only one Republican voted to suspend those rules, ex- 
cept by thestatement of Mr. TOWNSHEND, which was not contradicted 
by anybody. : 

Mr. DAWES. What is the date of that proceeding? 

Mr. GEORGE. May i, 1882. I read from the CONGRESSIONAL 
RECORD, volume 13, part 4, page 3476. 

Mr. DAWES. Is the Senator aware that the rules of the House do 
not permit the calling of the yeas and nays on the second of a motion 
to order the previous question? 

Mr. GEORGE. -~ No, sir; I do not impeach the Speaker’s decision. 
Iam only stating that I read that for the purpose of showing Mr. 


TOWNSHEND’s statement. He wanted to get it on the record. He 
could not doit. His statement that only one Republican vote was for 
it was not contradicted. 

When that time shall come, which the Senator from Massachusetts 
is certain will come, when all the legislation we have had or are having 
or are trying to have for the restriction of the Chinese will be regarded 
with execration, I believe was the word, at least with disfavor—I do 
not remember the word, but with disfavor—then I take it when that 
time comes this execration and this disfavor will be mainly laid upon 
the shoulders ef the Democrats, If the Republicans in their action on 
this matter have been looking forward to that happy time when the 
prejudices of the American people against admitting these Mongolians 
into their country to compete with American laborers for their bread 
shall have passed away—lI say if they are waiting for that time, then 
they may indeed rejoice if it shall come. They have shown the best 
record for that happy time that a party has ever shown uponany ques- 
tion. In 1862 they invited the Chinese in; in 1868 they contracted 
with China that they should never be kept out; in 1870, inthe civil- 
rights law, they protected these Mongolians from discriminating taxa- 
tion as against Irishmen, Germans, and Englishmen, and after we 
commenced, in answer to the demand of the American people, to pass 
legislation in Congress upon this subject, as I showed a few days ago, 
and up to 1886 at least, that side of the Chamber presented almost— 
not entirely, dissentients run up sometimes, I believe, as high as eight 
or nine—almost a solid vote against all measures on that subject. 

Mr. MITCHELL. Will the Senator allow me to ask him a ques- 
tion? 

Mr. GEORGE. Yes, sir. 

Mr. MITCHELL. Is the Senator from Mississippi aware of the 
fact-—— 

Mr. GEORGE. Do not ask me anything about my knowledge. I 
am a very ignorant man. . 

Mr. MITCHELL. Is heaware of the fact that the present President 
of the United States and the present candidate of the Democratic party 
for the next Presidency — 

Mr. GEORGE. Whowill beclected, too. Putthatin. [Laughter.] 

Mr. MITCHELL. Is the Senator aware that the President on the 
6th day of April, 1886, sent a message over his signature to the Senate 
and House of Representatives of the United States——, 

Mr. GEORGE. Oh, well, put that in an appendix to my speech. 

Mr. MITCHELL. Will the Senator allow me one moment? 

Mr. GEORGE. Goon. 

Mr. MITCHELL. Thatin that m the President recommended 
that Congress amend the Chinese restriction act of 1882 as amended by 
the act of 1884 in such a way as to enlarge the right of Chinese to come to 
this country, which recommendation, had it been adopted by the Con- 
gress of the United States, would have admitted into this country a 
very large class of Chinese who are not permitted to come into this 
country by the acts of 1882 and 1884. 

Mr. GEORGE. Are you through with your question now? 

Mr. MITCHELL, That is my question. 

Mr. GEORGE. Iam not aware of any such thing. 

Mr. MITCHELL. Well, he did. 

Mr. GEORGE. Iam answering now. You are through with your 
question. Now you can just stop. Iam not aware of any such thing, 
If any such extraordinary thing happened as that I should think the 
President had been taking a little Republican liquor, or had been asso- 
ciating with and had been inspired by some of my Republican friends 
on the other side, and I do not believe he did either. In other words, 
I do not believe, in the first place, that the President did that thing; 
and in the next place—— : 

Mr. MITCHELL. Well he did, and I hold the message in my hand. 

Mr. GEORGE. Wait until I get through. Ido not want to be in- 
terrupted now. 

Mr. MITCHELL. I should think not. 

Mr. GEORGE. Of course not. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Mississippi is en- 
titled to the floor, and declines to be further interrupted. 

Mr. GEORGE. Iam entitled to, the floor. 

Mr. MITCHELL. Certainly. 

Mr. GEORGE. TheSenator from Oregon has from now until Christ- 
mas to use his papers. 

Mr. MITCHELL. I did not wish to interrupt the Senator; I only 
wanted to ask him a question. È 

Mr. GEORGE. I have a little more to say, and I do not want to 
waste my time in interruptions of that sort. I had a pretty good idea 
in my head when.the Senator came in with his foolishness. I believe 
I was recapitulating the great efforts made by the Republican party to 
get the Chinese into this country, but I am so much astounded now by 
the revelations made by the Senator from Oregon that I have rather 
lost the track. 

Mr. MITCHELL, I think from the sound the Senator—— 

Mr. GEORGE. Never mind. Keep your seat, if you please. 

I believe when the Senator from Oregon interrupted me I was talk- 
ing about the claim of the Republican party, set up by the Senator from 
Colorado, as being the early. original, eternal. and undying enemies of 
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the Chinese getting in here, and then the original, early, and undying 
friends of any policy to put them out when they had got here. 

thought I would recapitulate some important facts upon which I have 
touched in the scattering and desultory remarks I have made, and 
which the Senator from Nevada and others on the opposite side forced 
me to make under great disadvantages, when unwell. Now I will go 


In 1862 the Republican party opend the door, inviting these fellows 

_ in. They-never had been invited before. If they were here before, 
they were here without any national authority, without any national 
invitation, That was in 1862. 

In 1868 they made a treaty throwing wide open the door of Chinese 
immigration, and bolting and fastening the door open, so that without 
a violation of the treaty it never could be closed again. 

In 1870 they were not content with that. There was a little power, 
they thought, which might be left in the State governments, by discour- 
aging Chinese immigration, discriminating between an Irishman and a 
Chinaman, between a German and a Chinaman, and they were so in 
love with these Mongolians and so much notin love with our Irish 
and German friends that they thought it might be that some of the 
States would undertake to tax one of these Oriental jewels of the Re- 
publican party, the Chinaman, a little more than they taxed another 
immigrant. So they puta provision in the civil rights law, not ina 
revenue law, but in a civil rights law, intended to put the white peo- 
ple of the South on an equality with the negro—I do not know whether 
they meant to lift us up to the negroes or to put us down, but at any 
rate it was to put us on an equality with our colored friends socially 
and every other way, not politically, but socially—they put in this 
axing provision, ‘‘you shall not tax a Chinaman unless you tax a2 
Irishman or a Frenchman or somebody else to the same amount,” 

Well, the American people got mad at all this wickednessand folly. 
In 1879 the people, through their Representatives and some of their 
Senators here, commenced agitating about getting rid of this incubus. 
A bill was passed mainly by Democratic votes; it was opposed mainly 
by Republicans, and when the poor laboring people in this country had 
begun to think that they were in sight of the promised land, when 
like the poor pilgrim who was in the slough of despond overwhelmed 
by its waters, they had gota sight of the Delectable Mountains just 
beyond, when these poor, hard-working people began to think they 
were about to reach the Delectable Mountains, and at last these Mon- 
golians would be restrained a little, would be crippled a little, would 
not be allowed to come in here to take their work from them, the bill 
passed the House, it passed the Senate, it went up to the other end of 
the avenue, and it was vetoed by a Republican President. That wa3 
discouraging; but the people persisted, they threatened, they were mad. 

Then in 1882, three years later, after three years more of outrage, 
three years more of hard competition, three years more of unrewarded 
and unrequited toil on account of the competition of these men, we 
passed another bill, mainly by Democratic votes in both Houses, as I 
showed the other day, and then again the poor laboring people of this 
country began to think that they would see daylight. ‘That bill was 
sent up the avenue and it was vetoed, not by a Democrat, but by a Re- 
publican. 

Then to conform our ideas to the demand of the President we passed 
a bill, and he at last signed it, and then, oh, then, we know the laborers 
felt happy then. 

In 1886 they had so stirred up public sentiment, they had so organ- 
ized themselves, they had so pronounced from the house-tops and 
everywhere else that they intended to have relief from this curse of 
Chinese competition, that then, indeed, they saw one after another of 
the stalwart opponents of restriction fall. Two or three were lefteas 
I have indicated—it may be more, not many though—to stand by what 
they regarded as their convictions. But the strangest thing of all this 
eventful story is that the muse of history, misled by Republican 
Senators, has got things mixed, and now when everybody is for Chinese 
restriction—when this has been brought about by the means I have 
described—it is made to appear that those who fought the good fight for 
the restriction and won the victory were all the time on the other side, 
and that the only real friends of restriction were those who all along 
fought against it. z 

Now, Mr. President, apologizing to the Senate for the desultory way 
in which I have discussed this question, and basing my excuse upon 
the statement of fact which I made when I commenced, I will surren- 
der the floor. 

MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 

A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. CLARK, its Clerk, 
anuounced that the House had disagreed to the amendments of the Sen- 
ate to the following bills: 

A bill (H. R. 5700) to facilitate the transportation of life-saving and 
light-house supplies at Hog Island, Virginia; 

A bill (H. R. 8255) for the establishment of a light-ship with a steam 
fog-signal at Sandy Hook, New York Harbor; 

A bill (H. R. 1239) to extend the jurisdiction of the Light-House 
Board to the Sacramento and San Joaquin Rivers, California; 

A bill (H. R. 5716) for establishing a light at the mouth of Otter 
Creek, Lake Champlain; 


A bill (H. R. 1641) for the erection of a light-house at or near a point 
about midway between Barnegat and Navesink lights, in the State of 
New Jersey; and 

A bill (H. R. 1249) for establishing a light-honse and fog-signal on 
Roe Island, Suisun Bay, California. 

The message also announced that the House had agreed to the re- 
spective conferences on the Senate amendments to the foregoing bills 
asked by the Senate, and had appointed Mr. Crisp, Mr. ANDERSON, 
and Mr. Tomas H. B. BROWNE of Virginia managers at the conferences 
on the part of the House. 


CHINESE IMMIGRATION. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill H. R. 11336, a supplement 
toanact entitled ‘‘An act to execute certain treaty stipulations relating 
to Chinese,” approved the 6th day of May, 1882, having been read three 
times, the question is, Shall the bill pass? The yeas and nays having 
been ordered, Senators in the affirmative will answer ‘‘ yea.” 

The Secretary proceeded to call the roll. 

Mr. PASCO (when Mr. FAULKNER'S name was called). I was re- 
quested to announce that the Senator from West Virginia [Mr. FAULK- 
NER] is paired with the Senator from Pennsylvania [Mr. Quay]. If 
the Senator from West Virginia were present, he would vote ‘‘ yea.” 

Mr. WALTHALL (when Mr. Gray’s name was called). The Sen- 
ator from Delaware [Mr. Gray] is paired with the Senator from Illi- ~ 
nois [Mr. CuLLom]. 

Mr. CULLOM. I was not aware that the Senator from Delaware 
[Mr. GRAY] was away. We have a general pair, and if he is not here 
I shall withdraw my vote. 

Mr. WALTHALL. I merely called attention to the pair. If the 
Senator from Delaware [Mr. GRAY] were here, he would vote ‘‘ yea,’? 

Mr. CULLOM. Then I shall let my vote stand. 

Mr. HISCOCK (when his name was called). Iam paired with the 
Senator from Arkansas [Mr. Jongs]. I suppose if he were present he 
would vote ‘‘yea.’’ Therefore I vote ‘‘ yea.” 

Mr. BERRY (when the name of Mr. JONES, of Arkansas, was called). 
My colleague pi JONES] is paired with the Senator from New York 
[Mr. Hiscock ], as the Senator from New York has stated. If my col- 
league were present, he would vote “‘ yea.” £ 

Mr. MCPHERSON (when his name was called). I do not know but 
that I am paired with the Senator from Michigan [Mr. STOCKBEWGE]. 
We were paired yesterday afternoon, and,I do not know whether he 
intended the pair to stand over to-day or not. 

Mr. STEWART. The Senator from Michigan [Mr. STOCKBRIDGE] 
would vote ‘‘ yea,’’ if he were present. 

Mr. McPHERSON. Then I shall vote ‘‘yea.”’ 

Mr. SAWYER. The Senator from Michigan [Mr. STOCKBRIDGE] 
told me to-day that he would vote ‘‘ yea.” 

Mr. MCPHERSON. _ I vote ‘‘ yea.”’ 

Mr. PUGH (when Mr. MorGAn’s name was called). My colleague 
[Mr. MORGAN] is necessarily absent from the Senate, and is paired , 
with the Senator from New York [Mr. EVARTS]. 

Mr. PADDOCK (when his name was called). Iam paired generally 
with the Senator from Louisiana [ Mr. Eustis]. Presuming that if he 
were here he would vote “‘ yea,” I shall vote *‘ yea.” 

Mr. PASCO (when his name was called). Iam paired with the Sena- 
tor from Illinois [Mr. FARWELL]. I ask hiscolleague [Mr. CuLLom 
if he knows how the junior Senator from Illinois [Mr. FARWELL 
would vote? 

Mr. CULLOM. . I think he would vote ‘‘yea”’ on this question. 

Mr. PASCO, Then I shall record my vote ‘‘ yea,” with that under- 


standing. 

Mr. PLUMB (when Mr, QuAy’s name was called). Some ore an- 
nounced a moment ago on the other side of the Chamber a pair with 
the Senator from Pennsylvania [Mr. Quay]. I wish to say from my 
own personal knowledge on the subject that the Senator from Penn- 
sylvania [Mr. Quay] would vote ‘‘yea’’ on this bill, and therefore 
whoever is paired with him will be at perfect liberty to vote the same 
way. 

Mr. PASCO. The Senator from Pennsylvania [Mr. Quay] is paired 
with the Senator from West Virginia [Mr. FAULKNER], who is neces- 
sarily absent. I announced that the Senator from West Virginia would 
vote ‘‘yea,’’ if he were present. 

Mr. DAVIS (when Mr. SABrN’s name was called). My colleague 
[Mr. SABIN] is paired with the Senator from West Virginia [Mr. 
KENNA]. If my colleague were here, he would vote “yea.” 

Mr. TELLER (when his name was called). I am paired with the 
Senator from Louisiana [Mr. GIBSON], but I am assured that he would 
vote ‘‘ yea,’’ if he were present, and therefore I shall vote ‘‘ yea.’? 

Mr. RANSOM (when Mr. VANCE’s name was called). My colleague 
[Mr. VANCE] is paired with the Senator from Michigan [Mr. PALMER], 
but I advised the Senator from Michigan, knowing that my colleague 
would vote ‘‘yea,’’ that. he could vote “yea,” and ke so voted. If 
my colleague were here, he would vote ‘‘ yea.” 

The roll-call was concluded. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. Iam paired with the Senator from Nebraska 
[Mr. MANDERSON]. If he were present, i should vote ‘‘yea.’’? I wish 
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to state that my colleague [Mr. Beck] is paired with the Senator from 
Maine [ Mr. HALE], neither of them being present. My colleague would 
vote ‘‘yea,’’ if he were present and not paired. 

Mr. PADDOCK. I desire toinform the Senator from Kentucky that 
my colleague [Mr. MANDERSON] would vote ‘‘ yea,” if he were here. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. Then I shall ask leave to have my vote recorded 
in the affirmative. 

Mr. ALLISON (after having voted in the affirmative). My colleague 
[Mr. Wixson, of Iowa] is necessarily absent to-day, and is paired with 
the Senator from Maryland [Mr. Wizson]. Ihavea general pair with 
the senior Senator from Delaware [Mr. SAULSBURY]. I leave it with 
his colleagues to say what I shall do respecting the pair. 

Mr. COCKRELL. The senior Senator from Delaware [Mr. SAULS- 
BURY] would vote ‘‘yea,’’ if he were present. 

Mr. ALLISON. I will allow my vote to stand unless some Senator 
thinks I ought to observe my pair. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Letitstand. Iam paired with the Senator from 
Connecticut [Mr. HAWLEY]. LIleave it to his colleague to say whether 
the pair shall be observed. 

Mr. PLATT. Ido not know how my colleague would vote. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I have voted ‘‘yea.’’ I will withdraw-my vote 
if the Senator saysso. I withdraw my vote. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Missouri with- 
draws his vote, 

Mr. HISCOCK. Did I understand some Senator to announce that 
he was paired with my colleague [Mr. EVARTS]? 

Mr. CULLOM. The Senator from New York [Mr. EVARTS] is 
usually paired with the Senator from Alabama [Mr. MORGAN]. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The announcement of the pair was 


made, 

Mr. PUGH. My colleague [Mr. MoRGaN] is paired with the Sen- 
ator from New York [Mr. EVARTS]. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Both Senators are absent. 

Mr. HISCOCK. I have no doubt that my colleague [Mr. EvARTs] 
would vote ‘‘ yea,” if he were here, 

Mr. TELLER. I desire to announce the pair of my colleague [Mr. 
BowEN] with the Senator from Florida ats. CALL]. If my col- 
league were present he would vote ‘‘ yea.” 

Mr. PUGH, The Senator from West Virginia [Mr. bre re- 
quested me to announce his pair with the Senator from Minnesota [ Mr. 
SABIN]. The Senator from West Virginia would vote ‘‘ yea,’’ if he 
were present. 

Mr. BATE. My colleague [Mr. HARRIS] is necessarily absent, and 
is paired with the Senator from Vermont [Mr. MORRILL]. If my col- 
league were present he would vote ‘‘ yea.” 

Mr. BLODGETT. Iam paired with the Senator from New Hamp- 
shire [Mr. CHANDLER]. I understand that he would vote ‘‘yea,’’ if 
he were present. 

Mr. BLAIR. 
if present. 

Mr. BLODGETT. Then I vote ‘‘yea.”’ 

Mr. BLAIR. ~I will simply say that my colleague [Mr. CHANDLER] 
is necessarily absent, and, as has been stated, if present he would vote 
t ea,”? 

The result was announced—yeas 32, nays 0; as follows: 


My colleague [Mr. CHANDLER] would vote ‘‘ yea,” 


YEAS—32, 

Allison, Colquitt, McPherson, Reagan, 
Bate, Cullom, Mitchell, Sawyer, 
Berry, Davis, Paddock, Spooner, 
Blackburn, Dolph, Palmer, Stewart, 

lair, George, Pasco, Teller, 
Blodgett Hampton, Plumb, Turpie, 
Chace Hiscock, Pugh, Ves 
Coke Jones of Nevada, Ransom, Walthall, 

NAYS—0. 
ABSENT—4. 

Aldrich, Edmunds, Hawley, Quay, 
Beck, Eustis, Hearst, Riddleberger, 
Bowen, Evarts, Hoar, Sabin. 
Brown, Farwell, Ingalls, Saulsbury, 
Butler, Faulkner, Jones of Arkansas, Shernian, 
Call, Frye, Kenna, Stanford, 
Cameron, Gibson, Manderson, Stockbridge, 
Chandler, Gorman, Morgan, Vance, 
Cockrell, Gray, Morrill, Voorhees, 
Daniel, Hale, Payne, Wilson of Iowa, 
Dawes, Harris, Platt, Wilson of Md. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. A quorum not having voted, the Sec- 
retary will call the roll of the Senate. 

Mr. PLUMB and Mr. COCKRELL addressed the Chair. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Kansas, 

Mr. PLUMB. Is it in order to move an adjournment ? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It is in order. 

Mr. PLUMB. It seems to me, though Ido not care to make the mo- 
tion—— 

Mr. COCKRELL. I rose for that purpose myself. 

Mr. PLUMB. It seems to me that perhaps we should not lose any 


time by letting this matter go over until to-morrow morning when 
there will no doubt be a quorum present, Still, I do not make a mo- 
tion to adjourn. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Secretary will call the roll of 
the Senate. 

Mr. BROWN. I move that the Senate adjourn. 

The motion was agreed to; and (at 5 o’clock and 42 minutes p. m.) 
the Senate adjourned until to-morrow, Thursday, September 6, 1888, 
at 12 o’clock m. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES.: 
WEDNESDAY, September 5, 1888. 
a Tig House met at 12 0’clock m. Prayer by Rev. J. H. CUTHBERT, 


The Journal of yesterday’s proceedings was read and approved. 
MISSOULA RESERVATION, MONTANA. 

The SPEAKER laid before the House a letter from the Secretary of 
War, with accompanying papers, recommending legislation to secure 
for military purposes certain lands within the limits of the Missoula 
reservation, Montana; which was referred to the Committee on Mili- 
tary Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

CLAIMS DISMISSED UNDER BOWMAN ACT. 

The SPEAKER also laid before the House a letter from the assistant 
clerk of the Court of Claims, transmitting a list of war claims under the 
Bowman act dismissed for failure of proof of loyalty; which was rə- 
ferred to the Committee on War Claims. s 

ESTABLISHMENT OF LIGHT-SHIPS AND LIGHT-HOUSES. 

The SPEAKER also laid before the House the amendments of the Sen- 
ate to the bill (H. R. 5716) for establishing a light at the mouth of 
Otter Creek, Lake Champlain. 

Mr. CRISP. Mr. Speaker, this is one of several bills that are on the 
Speaker’s table which have been amended by the Senate by inserting 
in the House bills the appropriation of the money for the erection of 
the light-house or the establishment of the light-ship, as the case may 
be. Under the rules of the House the Committee on Commerce has no 
authority to make appropriations for such purpose. The Senate ask a 
conference with the House on the amendments to these several bills; 
und I ask unanimous consent that the House non-concur in the amend- 
ments of the Senate and agree to the conference asked. 

Mr. ADAMS. Let me ask the gentleman what difference there is 
between the request in this case and a somewhat similar request a few 
days ago, to which objection was then made? The gentleman isaware 
of the fact that I have been strenuous in my desire that in some way 
on all such questions there should be an expression of sentiment on the 
part of the House, although whenever a good reason has been given I 
have withdrawn any objection to such requests. 

Mr. CRISP. The gentleman perhaps did not hear my statement. 
Under the rules of the House the Committee on Commerce does not in- 
corporate in any of their bills a provision appropriating the money for 
the work. 

Mr. ADAMS. Iam aware of that. 

Mr. CRISP. The cases to which I now refer are House bills pro- 
viding for the establishment of light-ships or the erection of light- 
houses in some half dozen different localities, which are on the Speak- 
er’s table. 

Mr. ADAMS. The rule is the same in regard to them. The gen- 
tleman asked, if I understand it, unanimous consent, a few days ago, 
that the House should take action upon these bills without reference 
to the committee at all. 

Mr. CRISP. No, sir; they are different bills. 

Mr. ADAMS. The bills are of. the same character. 

Mr. CRISP. They are of the same general character. In each case 
the Senate amendment appropriates the money. My request is that 
the House non-concur in these amendments and agree to the confer- 
ence, in order that we may make an effort at least to enforce the rules 
of the House in this respect. 

` The SPEAKER. If there be no objection, that order will be made. 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 

The same order was made with reference to the following bills, 
namely: 

A bill (H. R. 1239) to extend the jurisdiction of the Light-House 
Board to the Sacramento and San Joaquin Rivers, California; 

A bill (H. R. 1641) for the erection of a light-house at or near a point 
about midway between Barnegat and Navesink lights, in the State of 
New Jersey; 

A bill (H. R. 1249) for establishing a light-house and fog-signal on 
Roe Island, Suisun Bay, California; 

A bill (H. R. 5700) to facilitate the transportation of life-saving and 
light-house supplies at Hog Island, Virginia; and 

A bill (H. R. 8855) for the establishment of a light-ship with a steam 
fog-signal at Sandy Hook, New York Harbor. 

BONDS OF DISBURSING OFFICERS, ETC. 

The SPEAKER also laid before the House the Senate’amendments 
to the bill (H. R. 8873) in relation to the bonds of disbursing or other 
officers and the monthly payments of the Army; which were referred 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 
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NICHOLAS J. BIGLEY. 


The SPEAKER also laid before the House the bill (S. 3074) for the 
relief of Nicholas J. Bigley; which was read twice, and referred to the 
Committee on Claims. 

RETURN OF BILLS TO THE SENATE. 

The SPEAKER also laid before the House the request of the Senate 
for the return of the bill (S. 3086) granting a pension to Victor, Ger- 
trude, Margaret, and Helen, minor children of Lieut. George L. Mce- 
Guire; and the bill (S. 3087) granting a pension to Mary A. Pfeiffer. 

TheSPEAKER. If there be no objection, this request will be agreed 
to, and the Clerk will be directed to return the bills to the Senate. 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 

LEAVE OF ABSENCE. 

By unanimous consent, leave of absence was granted as follows: 

To Mr. PHELAN, for ten days, on account of important business. 

To Mr. WHITTHORNE, for ten days. 

To Mr. WARNER, for three days from September 5. 

Mr. JOHNSTON, of Indiana, asks leave of absence for three weeks, on 
account of important business. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair has also received a letter from the gen- 
tleman from Virginia [Mr. GAINES] asking that his leave of absence be 
extended until the 20th instant, on account of serious sickness in his 
family. Without objection this leave will be granted. 

There was no objection. 


ENEOLLED BILLS SIGNED. 


Mr. KILGORE, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, reported that 
they had examined and found duly enrolled bills of the following titles; 
when the Speaker signed the same, namely: 

_ A bill (S. 2871) granting a pension to Mrs. Sarah J. Martin; 

A bill (S. er to grant a pension to William Thields; 

A bill (S. 3118) for the relief of Mathew O. Regan; R 

A bill (S. 3178) to remove the political disabilities of William 
Bradford; 

A bill (S. 3364) to provide for an American register for the steamer 
Saginaw, of New York; 

A bill (S. 2371) granting a pension to Jacob Fitner; and 

A bill (S. 2716) granting a pension to Carl M. Schwantes. 

FORTIFICATIONS APPROPRIATION BILL. 


Mr. SAYERS. Mr. Speaker, I am directed to submit a privileged 
report from the Committee on Appropriations. 
The Clerk read as follows: 

The Committee on Appropriations, to whom was referred the bill (H, R. 
10998) making appropriations for fortifications and other works of defense, for 
the armament thereof, and for the procurement of heavy ordnance for trialand 
service, and for other purposes, together with the Senate amendments thereto, 
having considered the same, beg leave to report as follows : 

They recommend non-concurrence in all of the amendments of the Senate. 


Mr. SAYERS. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent that this re- 
port be considered in the House as in Committee of the Whole at the 
present time; that the House non-concur in the Senate amendments, 
and agree to the conference asked by the Senate thereon. 

There being no objection, the request was agreed to. 

The SPEAKER announced the appointment of Mr. SAYERS, Mr. 
FORNEY, and Mr. BUTTERWORTH as managers on the part of the House 
at said conference. 


ALLEGED IRREGULARITY IN LIBRARY BUILDING CONTRACTS, 


Mr. STAHLNECKER. Mr. Speaker, I rise to a privileged question, 
having discovered this morning upon my arrival at the House of Rep- 
resentatives the following article in the New York World, which I 
send to the Clerk’s desk to have read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

A CONGRESSMAN TO BE ACCUSED. 
[Special to the World.] 
WasutxGton, Seplember 4. 


Mr. KELLEY, of Pennsylvania, to-day offered a resolution in the House direct- 
ing the s committee investigating the construction of the new Library 
building to inquire whether any member of the House has used improper means 
to influence J. L. Smithmeyer, the architect, in the selection, acceptance, or ap- 
posa of inferior or improper material to be used in the construction of the 

uilding. Mr, K to name the member his resolution would prob- 
ably hit, but when the time came for testimony the name and evidence would 
be forthcoming. During the discussion it was intimated that the gentleman 
accused might be a member of the special Library committee. The resolution 
was therefore amended by providing for a new committee, and then adopted. 

The Post says: “It is understood that the resolution is directed against Rep- 
resentative STAHLNECKER, of New York, who is now at Atlantic City, but who 
will return to-morrow.” 


Mr. STAHLNECKER. If this resolution (and I commence in the 
subjunctive mood) aims at me, I most emphatically pronounce the state- 
ment therein contained as false in every particular. I am not in that 
frame of mind to answer the base insinuations contained in this article 
at present, as I would not trust myself to do so under the aggravating 
circumstances surrounding me, and with my present information as to 
the meaning of the gentleman from Pennsylvania. I have a reputa- 
tion that I feel is well guarded at home, and I believe that here I have 
the confidence of my peers. I have certainly no knowledge why this 
article should have been printed or this resolution offered. This move 
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may have been made to divert attention from an investigation now in 

of the new Library building on the question of the architect's 
plans and the cost of the building, and of which investigating commit- 
tee I am a member. It may have been on that account. If so Icer- 
tainly must say that it is a very unwarrantable and inexcusable move- 
ment on the part of its propagators. I have never in the least degree 
failed to practice and adhere to the principles of honor that were taught 
me in my childhood. I demand from this House a speedy and most 
searching investigation of the charges made and insinuated in the reso- 
lution offered by the member from Pennsylvania [Mr. KELLEY], and I 
will be perfectly willing to abide by its result, feeling confident that 
such investigation, regardless of party, sectional, or personal feeling, 
will disclose the fact that the alleged charge is absolutely without foun- 
dation. [Applause on the Democratic side. ] 


LABORATORY BUILDING, WASHINGTON, D, C. 


Mr. HATCH. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to discharge 
the Committee of the Whole House on thestate of the Union from the 
further consideration of the bill (H. R. 9083) to erect a suitabie labo- 
ratory building in Washington, D. C., and to have it considered in the 
House at this time. 

I ask that the bill and the report be read, so that the House may un- 
derstand the importance of this bill at this time. 

The Clerk read the bill, as follows: 

A bill to erecta suitable laboratory building in Washington, D.C. 


Beit enacted, ete., That the sum of $150,000, or so much thereof as may be nec- 
essary, is hereby appropriated, out of any moneysin the Treasury not otherwise 
appropriated, forthe purpose of enabling the Commissioner of Agriculture to 
erect, on public reservation numbered 2, in the city of Washington, a suitable 
laboratory building, to be constructed of brick and to be fire-proof, for the scien- 
tific pu of the Department of Agriculture, the same to be expended on 
plans to be made by the Supervising Architect of the Treasury and approved by 
the Commissioner of Agriculture. 


Mr. ROGERS. Before Iyield for its consideration I want to inquire 
of the gentleman from Missouri [Mr. HATCH] why this bill should 
take the construction of this building from under the control of the 
Supervising Architect of the Treasury and put it under the control of 
the Commissioner of Agriculture? 

Mr. HATCH. I think the gentleman is mistaken, for there is no 
such provision. 

Mr. ROGERS. The Architect is to make the plans and specifica- 
tions, which are to be approved by the Commissioner, but the build- 
ing is to be constructed under the control of the Commissioner of Agri- 
culture. It occurs to me as extraordinary to take the construction ot 
a public building from under the charge of the Supervising Architect 
of the Treasury and to put it under the control of the Commissioner or 
Agriculture. 

The bill was again read. 

Mr. HATCH. That is exactly the same provision that is made in 
regard to all public buildings of the different Departments within this 
District. Now, the importance of this building is this—— 

Mr. HOLMAN. It is not understood to be before the House. 

The SPEAKER. It isnot. The Chair understood the gentleman 
from Missouri desires to make a statement. 

Mr. HATCH. As stated in the report, the chemical and other scien- 
tific divisions of the Departmént of Agriculture are located in the base- 
ment of the building, and all their experiments are conducted in the 
basement of a building occupied by the employés of the Department. 
There are a very large number of them, and it is not only dangerous 
but it has been condemned from time to time by the Commissioner and 
other officers of the Department as exceedingly unhealthful to the em- 
ployés in the building. This is a matter that has been under consid- 
eration for a long time, and there has been no question as to the neces- 
sity and importance of it. I hope there will be no objection to the 
consideration of the bill. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection? 

Mr. ROGERS. Before I withdraw my right to object I wish to say 
that this simply involves a matter of correct business principles. [ 
have not noticed the construction of any of the buildings for the various 
Departments of the Government heretofore, but unquestionably this bill 
provides that the plans, ete., shall be made by the Supervising Architect 
of the Treasury, and that they shall be approved by the Commissioner 
of Agriculture. To that I have nosortofobjection; but the expenditure 
of public money for the construction of this building, involving the let- 
ting of contracts and the control and management of it, is taken from 
under the control of the Treasury Department, where it properly be- 
longs, and it is put under the control of the Commissioner of Agriculture. 

Mr. HATCH. Let me suggest to my friend that I will make an 
amendment adding the Secretary of the Treasury to the Commissioner 
of Agriculture. 

Mr, ROGERS. -I do not see why it should be taken from the con- 
trol of the Secretary of the Treasury. 

Mr. HATCH. I do not think the Secretary of the Treasury would 
like to have this duty added to him. 

Mr. ROGERS. Whether he would or not, it should be made his 


uty. 
Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. Has unanimous consent been 
given for the consideration of this bill? | 


d 
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The SPEAKER. It has not. 

Mr. KILGORE. I demand the regular order. . í 

Mr. DIBBLE. I wouldask the gentleman from Texas to withdraw 
the objection. It is a very important bill for the Department, and 
there is nothing objectionable about it. 

Mr. HATCH. Ihave made my statement, and gentlemen object- 
ing to the consideration of such a bill as this can take the responsibil- 
ity for it. Iam not going to make an appeal to any one to withdraw 
his objection. ` 

SUPPRESSION OF INFECTION IN INTERSTATE COMMERCE, 

Mr. FORNEY, from the Committee on-Appropriations, reported 
Senate joint resolution 102, appropriating $200,000 to suppress infection 
in the interstate commerce of the United States; which was referred to 
me Calendar of the Committee of the Whole House on the state of the 

nion. 

ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


The SPEAKER. The regular order is the call of committees for re- 


ports. 

Mr. McCREARY. I move to dispense with the call of committees 
for reports, and that unanimous consent be given that members hav- 
ing reports to submit shall file them with the Clerk for reference. 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 


FILING OF REPORTS. 
The following reports were filed by being handed in at the Clerk’s 
desk: 


BRIDGE ACROSS COOSA RIVER, ALABAMA. 


Mr. CRISP, from the Committee on Commerce, reported back favor- 
ably the bill (H. R. 11338) to authorize the construction ofa bridge across 
the Coosa River at Gadsden, in the State of Alabama; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee of the Whole House on the Private Calendar, 
and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 

HERMAN LIEBMANN. 

Mr, TAULBEE, from the Committee on Claims, reported back favor- 
ably the bill (H. R. 7098) for the relief of Herman Liebmann; which 
was referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the Private Cal- 
endar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 

FINAL ADJOURNMENT. 


Mr. OATES offered the following concurrent resolution; which was 
read, and referred to the Committee on Ways and Means: 


Resolved by the Senate and House of Representatives, That the President of the 
Senate and en sors of the House of Representatives be authorized to close 
the present on by adjourning their respective Houses on ‘Thursday, the 
20th day of September, 1883, at 12 o'clock m, 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


The SPEAKER. The hour for the consideration of bills begins at 

thirty-one minutes past 12 o’clock. The call rests with the Commit- 

` tee on the Judiciary. That committee has a bill pending before the 
House, the title of which the Clerk will read: 

The Clerk read as follows: 

A bill (H. R. 1878) to limit the jurisdiction of the district and circuit courts of 
the United States, 

Mr. CULBERSON. Mr. Speaker, at the conclusion of the consider- 
ation hour yesterday there were two amendments pending reported by 
the Committee on the Judiciary. I desire now to submit another 
amendment, which I ask to have read and considered as pending. 

The amendment was read, as follows: 


Add at the end of the bill the following: 


“Provided, Thatnothing in this act shall beso construed as to affect Suits pend- 


ing in the courts of the United States atthetime this act shall take effect.” 

Mr. CULBERSON. I now askthat the Clerk be directed to read the 
bill again. 

The bill was again read; with the pending amendments. 

Mr. CULBERSON. Mr. Speaker, the effect of this measure, should 
it become a law, may be stated in very few words. 

I propose now to make such a statement, reserving the privilege, in 
reply, to answer any objection to the bill that may be offered, if deemed 
nn è 


The law of citizenship of corporations has not escaped mutation from 
conflicting decisions of the courts. f 
It is conceded now, however, that it is definitely settled by the law 
as interpreted by the Supreme'Court that a corporation organized un- 
der the laws of a State is a citizen of such State for all judicial pur- 


It follows that such a corporation, in a proper case, may sue in the 
courts of the United States located in any other State, or if sued in a 
State court may remove the cause to a circuit court of the United 
States, provided the amount involved in the controversy is within the 
jurisdiction of the court. 

Congress having vested in the circuit courts of the United States 
jurisdiction over controversies between citizens of different States when 
the amount in controversy is within the limits prescribed by law, cor- 
porations avail themselves of the right to sue in the courts of the United 
States as citizens. 

This bill does not propose to interfere with the citizenship of cor- 


í 


porations or in any manner to change the law fixing their status as 
citizens; but the object of the bill, and such is its sole purpose, is to 
withdraw from the courts of the United States jurisdiction over con- 
troversies arising betwéen a corporation and a citizen of a State other 
than that in which the corporation was organized, in which such cor- 
poration may be carrying on business authorized by its charter at the 
time the cause of action accrued. 

The legal operation of the proposition contained in the bill may be 
illustrated, as follows: 

A corporation organized under the laws of Massachusetts may open 
an office and conduct its business in the State of Iowa, under a license 
granted by that State or under the comity existing between the States. 
If a controversy arises between such a corporation and a citizen of Iowa, 
and the amount involved is within the jurisdiction of a circuit court 
of the United States, such corperation may under existing law sue the 
citizen of Iowa in such court. The corporation organized in Massa- 
chusetts being a citizen of that State, although domiciled and conduct- 
ing its business in Iowa, may properly under the law as now settled 
bring such a suit. 

If this bill should become law such a suit could not be maintained in 
the courts of the United States. The corporation would be remitted 
to the courts of the State. 

The proposition to change existing law in this regard is not inspired 
by any feeling of hostility to corporations, but rests on the doctrine of 
equal and exact justice to the corporation and citizen. 

Ifa corporation avails itself of the license of a State other than that 
in which it is organized to conduct its business within such State, it 
should not be entitled to greater privileges than the citizens with 
whom it dwells and deals, 

There is no reason why such corporations should be clothed as now 
with the right to drag the citizen from his home to distant and expen- 
sive tribunals. 

Our obseryation shows that this power or authority under the law 
is often employed to vex, harass, and oppress the citizen litigant for 
the purpose of extorting compliance with unconscionable demands 
upon the part of corporations, or compelling the citizen to surrender 
just claims rather than litigate under such circumstances. 

There is another object in the passage of this bill which I think 
should commend it to the favorable consideration of Congress. 

We are all advised of the immense amount of business pending in the 
Supreme Court of the United States. This doesnot arise from a want 
of industry upon the part of the judges of that court. 

The flow of-business into that tribunal under existing Jaw is so 
great that it is simply impossible for the court to dispose of it with 
any greater dispatch, : 

It is well understood, Mr. Speaker, that it requires about ¢fire 
years ordinarily after a cause is filed to reach a trial of a case on the 
docket. This delay, unavoidable, it is true, results oftentimes in an 
absolute denial of justice. , 

What remedy ought to be applied to change this condition is a ques- 
tion of great importance to the country. The bill now under consid- 
eration will contribute largely to the reduction of business in that 
court. o 

It bas been estimated that one-third of the business now upon the 
docket of the Supreme Court arises out. of controversies between cor- 
porations and citizens of States in which corporations are conducting 
their business under license or comity. 

By the passage of this bill, therefore, two objects, worthy of our at- 
tention, and of great interest to the country, will be attained, namely: 
Corporations doing business in States, other than those in which they 
were organized, will be placed on the same plane with the citizens with 
whom they deal, and the Supreme Court will be largely relieved of the 
burden of an overcrowded docket. 

The limited time allotted to the committee does not permit me to 
extend my remarks further. Other gentlemen desire to submit rc- 
marks upon the bill, and I desire, as far as possible, to accommodate 
them by yielding such time as I am permitted to do before the hour 
expires. 

But in anticipation of an objection to this measure upon the ground 
of unconstitutionality, I beg to submit very briefly that the inferior 
courts of the United States do not derive their jurisdiction directly 
from the Constitution but from the laws of Congress. 

Con, creates inferior courts and vests in them such jurisdiction 
within the judicial power of the United States as it may deem proper. 

On this proposition I submit the following authority: 

In the case of Cary vs. Curtis (3 Howard, page 245), the Supreme 
Court held: 

Secondly, in the doctrine so often ruled in this apg herr the judicial power 
of the United States, although it has its origin in the Constitution, is (except in 
enumerated instances, applicable exclusively to this court) dependent for its dis- 
tribution and organization, and for the modes of its exercise, éntirely upon the 
action of Congress, who possess the sole power of creating the tribunals (inferior 
to the Fp) ache Court) for the exercise of the judicial power, and of investin 
them with jurisdiction either limited, concurrent, or exclusive, and of withhold- 
ing jurisdiction from them in the exact degrees and character which to Congress 
may seem per forthe public good, To deny this position would be to elevate 
the judicial over the legislative branch of the Government and to give to the 


former powers limited by its own discretion merely. It follows, then, that the 
courts created by statute must look to the statute as the warrant for their au- 
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thority; certainly they can not go beyond the statute and assert an authority 
with which they may not be invested by it, or which may be clearly denied to 
them. This argument is in no wise impaired by admitting that the judicial 
wer shall extend to all cases arising under the Constitution and laws of the 
nited States. Perfectly consistent with such an admission is the truth that the 
organization of the judical power, the definition and distribution of the subjects 
of jurisdiction in the Federal tribunals, and the modes of their action and au- 
thority have been, and of right must be, the work of the ture. The ex- 
istence of the judicial act itself, with its several er ay reese furnishes proof 
unanswerable on this point. The courts of the United States are all limited in 
their nature and constitution, and have not the powers inherent in courts exist- 
ing by prescription or by the common law. 

_ In the case of Sheldon vs. Sill (8 Howard, page 441) the court de- 
cided as follows: 

‘The only question which it will be necessary to notice in this case is whether the 
circuit court had jurisdiction. Sill, the complainant below, a citizen of New York, 
filed his bill in the cireuit court of the United States for Mi against Shel- 
don, claiming to recover the amount ofa bond and erage gr Pes had been as- 

ed to him by Hastings, the president of the Bank oi chigan. Sheldon in 
answer, among other things, pleaded that the bond and mortgage in contro- 
versy, having been o: given by acitizen of Michigan toanother citizen of 
the same State, and the complainant beingassignee of them, the circuit court had 
no jurisdiction. The eleventh section of the judiciary act, which defines the juris- 
diction of the circuit courts, them from taking ** ce of any suit 
to cover the contents of any promissory note orother chose in action in favor of 
an assignee, unless asuit might have been prosecuted in such court to recover the 
contents, if no assignment had been made, except in cases of foreign bills of ex- 
change.’ The third article of the Constitution declares that “the judicial power 
ofthe United States shall be vested in one Supreme Courtand such inferior courts 
as the Congress may from time to time ordainand establish.” Thesecond section 
of the same article enumerates the cases and controversies of which the judicial 
powershall have cognizance, and, among others, it specifies “controversies be- 
tween citizens of different States.” It has been all that this restriction of 
the judiciary act with regard to assignees of choses in action is in conflict with 
this provision of the Constitution, and therefore void. It must be admitted 
that if the Constitution had ordained and established the inferior courts and 
distributed to them their respective powers they could not be restricted or 
divested by Congress; but as it has made no such distribution, one of two 
consequences must result—either that each inferior court created by Congress 
must exercise all the oo powers not given to the Supreme Court, or 
that Congress, having wer to establish the courts, must dofine their 
respective jurisdictions. e first of these inferences has never been as- 
serted and could not be defended with any show of reason; and if not, 
the latter would seem to follow as a necessary consequence; and it would 
seem to follow also that, having a right to prescribe, Congress may with- 
hold from any court of its creation jurisdiction of any of the enumerated con- 
troversies. Courts created by statute can have no jurisdiction but such as the 
statute confers. No oneofthemcanasserta justelaim to jurisdiction exclusively 
conferred on another or withheld from all. The Constitution has defined the 
limits of the judicial power of the United States, but has not prescribed how 
much of it shall be exercised by the circuit court; consequently the statute 
which does p: the limits of their jurisdiction can not be in conflict with 
the Constitution unless it confers powers not enumerated therein. Such has 
been the doctrine held by this court since its first establishment. To enumer- 
ate all the cases in which it has been cither directly advanced or tacitly assumed 
would be tedious and unn: . In the case of Turner vs. Bank of North 
as it was a contro- 


restriction of the eleventh section of the judiciary act. 
“The political truth is that the disposal of the judicial power (except in a few 
cified instances) belongs to Congress; and Congress is not bound to enlarge 
the jurisdiction of the Federal courts to every subject in every form which the 
Constitution might warrant.” Thisdecision was made in 1799. Since thattime 
the same doctrine has been frequently asserted by this court,as may be seen in 
Mcintyre vs. Wood, 7 Oranch, 506; Kendall vs. United States, 12 Peters, 616; 
Cary vs. Curtis, 3 Howard, 245. 

Tn the case of Turner vs. The Bank of North America (4 Dallas, page 
10), Judge Chase remarked during the trial: 

The notion has ently been entertained that the Federal courts derived 
their judicial power tely from the Constitution; but the political truth 
is that the disposal of the judi power (except in a few instances) 
belongs to Congress. If Congress has given the power to court we possess 
it, not otherwise; and if Congress has not given the power to us or any other 
court, it still remains at the legislative Besides, Sopas not bound, 
and it would perhapsbe inexpedient to enl the jurisdiction of the Federal 
courts to every subject, in every form which the Constitution might warrant. 

Mr. ADAMS. Mr. Speaker, I do oppose this bill; and as a member 
of the Judiciary Committee I prepared a minority report on it, which 
has been spread upon the record. In ten minutes I can not state all 
that I might otherwise have tosay about the bill. I can not argue the 
ep of constitutionality or the question of policy. All that I 
shall attempt to do is to state the question as clearly as I can and let the 
House pass upon it. 

First, I wish to state what my understanding is of fhe character and 
effect of the bill. Thechairman of the Judiciary Committee mentions 
an abuse. He supposes a Massachusetts corporation doing business in 
Iowa; and he gave us to understand that the supposed corporation 
maintained its principal office in Iowa, and therofore he said it was not 
fair that this corporation thus doing business in Iowa should have the 
right to sue an Iowa defendant in a United States court. But the bill 
is very much broader than would be indicated by that illustration. I 
will give an illustration of my own which I think is fair. 

The bill provides that the corporation shall not sue in the United 
States courts if it has done any business in the State where the defend- 
ant resides at the time the cause of action accrued. Now, take the 
State of Massachusetts and the State of Illinois. The State of Illinois 
has two judicial districts, the northern and the southern. It has a great 
city at the north end, Chicago, and a city at the south end, Cairo. Now, 
suppose this Massachusetts corporation was three years ago doing busi- 
ness for three weeks in the city of Cairo, in the southern district. Sup- 
pose that at the same time, and without any connection with that busi- 
ness, a cause of action arose between the Massachusetts corporation and 


a citizen of Massachusetts. Suppose that the citizen of Massachusetts 
should afterward remove to Chicago and reside there for a term of years, 
less than the statute of limitations upon that causeof action. The cor- 
poration going to Illinois could not, if this bill becomes a law, sue that 
person who had become a citizen of the State of Illinois; and the reason 
it could not sue him would be that years before the suit was brought 
the corporation was doing some business—no matter what—for some 
time, no matter how short—in the most distant corner of the State of 
ois. 

The reasons alleged by the chairman of the commiitee do not apply 
to the bill as it actually is. I shall only have time, as I have said, to 
state two or three objections to the bill. One is that I doubt its con- 
stitutionality. The chairman of the committee says that he does not 
propose by this hill to interfere with the citizenship of corporations; 
yet the report itself bases its support of the bill on the following con- 
sideration and no other: 

The committee believe that s corporation that pursues its business in a State 
or States other than that in which it was organized ought to be regarded as a 
citizen of such State or States for judicial purposes. 

The Judiciary Committee of this House think that under those cir- 
cumstances the corporation ‘‘ought to be regarded for judicial pur- 
pors ” as a citizen of the foreign State; but the Supreme Court has 

ecided in repeated cases that such corporation is in fact a citizen of 
the State under whose laws it is organized; and further, the Supreme 
Court has decided in two cases which I have under my hand that if it 
does business in another State than that under whose laws it is organ- 
ized, it does not even acquire a residence in that State. The cases to 
which I refer are Insurance Company vs. Francis, 11 Wallace, 210, and 
Railroad Company vs. Koontz, 104 U. S. Reports, 10. Ishallnot have 
time to do more than refer to those cases. 

The leading case on the subject of citizenship of a corporation in the 
State under whose laws it is organized seems to me to be now the case 
of Lonisyille Railroad Company vs. Letson, 2 Howard, 554; and the 
reason why I call this the leading case is that although the leading 
case was for many years a case in 5 Cranch, yet the decision of that 
case haying been questioned, the cases were all reviewed in this case, 
the decision of which has been confirmed in two subsequent cases— 
Marshall vs. Baltimore and Ohio Railroad, 16 Howard, 314, and Draw- 
bridge Company vs. Shepherd, 20 Howard, 233. 

These cases settle the question that the corporation is a citizen of the 
State under whose laws it is organized; and even if we should believe 
that it ought to be regarded as a citizen of the other State in which it 
does business—if that could make it a citizen of the State, the result 
would simply be that it would be a citizen of two States; for no one 
can claim that a Massachusetts corporation, by reason of its doing busi- 
ness in the State of Illinois, ceases to be a Massachusetts corporation. 
The constitutional question which I desire only to submit to the House 
is, can Congress pass a law pursuant to the Constitution by which the 
United States courts having jurisdiction of controversies between citi- 
zens of different States, give the benefit of that jurisdiction to a cer- 
tain class of citizens of a State and deny it to another class? Under 
the laws and Constitution of the United States all citizens of Massa- 
chusetts, for instance, have a right to sue citizens of other States in 
proper cases in the Federal courts. Can Congresssay that one particular 
class of Massachusetts citizens shall have that right and other classes 
of Massachusetts citizens shall not have that right? If Congress can 
make that difference between two classes of Massachusetts citizens, 
then it can make a similar distinction between any other two classes 
of Massachusetts citizens; and I do not see what is to prevent Congress 
from providing that a native-born citizen of Massachusetts may have 
the right to sue in the Federal courts, while naturalized citizens of that 
State shall not have that privilege. 

I can see no distinction in logic if you once admit the power of Con- 
gress to give Federal jurisdiction under that clause of the Constitution 
to citizens of different States generally, and then take a particular class 
of citizens and exempt them from the benefits of that law. That isall 
I desire to say on that particular point. 

But now on a question of policy, A suit between a corporation and 
an individual is just the same in its proceedings and the principles ap- 
plicable to it as if the claimant was not a corporation. The evidence 
is the same, the ing is the same, therefore this bill can not have 
any motive except to discourage the existence of this particular sort of 
non-resident citizen. I maintain that is the province of State Legis- 
latures to say whether State corporations shall exist or not, and, to 
speak with all respect to the Judiciary Committee, it is an unwarrant- 
able interference by Congress to say a bill shall be passed which will 
put to disadvantage that particular sort of business association known 
as corporations by way of discouraging the formation of them under 
State laws. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman’s time has expired. 

Mr. ADAMS: That is not all I wanted to say, but I will not ask 
for further time. 

Mr. CULBERSON. I now yield to the gentleman from Wisccnsin 
[ Mr. CASWELL]. 

Mr. CASWELL. Mr. Speaker, under the laws of Congress, and the 
decisions of the Supreme Court, a corporation created by a State may 
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bring an action in the Federal courts against the citizen of any other 
State. The corporation is deemed a citizen of the State granting its 
charter. Ifan action is brought in the State courts against such cor- 
poration, in any State other than the one granting such charter, such 
foreign corporation may, on petition, remove the action to the Federal 
court. In other words, a railroad company may obtain its organization 
in Massachusetts, and proceed at once to Wisconsin and there constract 
a railroad and carry on its business. So may an insurance company, 
created in one State, conduct its business in another State. In either 
case such corporation may bring suits in the Federal courts; or if sued 
in the State courts, may file a petition causing a removal to the Fed- 
eral courts. In this way great embarrassments often attend the citizen 
of the State where the business is transacted. He is often subjected to 
great expense and taken hundreds of miles from the scene of conflict 
to attend the Federal court. Such practice often amounts to a denial 
of justice and ought to be corrected. Great prejudice existsin the 
States against the Federal courts because of this unnatural right ex- 
tended to corporations which may haveobtained their charter or organ- 
ization in another State. 

It seems to me reasonable to provide that if corporations see fit to 
conduct a business in another State that they shall have the same but no 
greater rights or privileges in bringing actions, or in their defense, than 
the citizens of that State may themselves enjoy. Usually these bodies 
have great wealth and power, and certainly they should ask no greater 
privileges than are granted to a single individual. They necessarily 
become local in their business, and reap the benefits of protection un- 
der the police powers and laws of the State where they are operating, 
and they should seek their remedies and defenses in the ordinary way, 
and in the tribunals furnished under the laws of the State where they 
are transacting such business. 

In reply to the constitutional objections raised by the gentleman from 
Tilinois [ Mr. ADAms] I will remind the House thata corporation is the 
creature of legislation; from that source it derives all its powers and 
privileges. Legislative authority may restrict such powers and cur- 
tail its privileges, especially, to the limit of those enjoyed by the citi- 
zeus of the State where the litigation is had. 

Congress, through the judiciary act, conferred upon the courts the 
jurisdiction which they exercise. The same authority may withdraw 
or modify that jurisdiction, and especially that which pertains to bodies 
created by law. 

Mr. CULBERSON. Mr. Speaker, I now yield two minutes to the 
gentleman from Iowa [Mr. WEAVER]. 

Mr. WEAVER. Mr. Speaker, this is an important measure and 
should pass. I shall occupy only amomentoftime. I had the honor 
to introduce a bill similar to this in the Forty-sixth Congress. Why 
should the corporations of the country be privileged above the people 
with whom they transact their business? Take the railroads that 
traverse my State, for example. The majority ofthe great trunk lines 
running through the State of Iowa were not organized under the 
laws of the State, and are foreign corporations. Their principal places 
of business are in Boston, New York, or Philadelphia perhaps. Yet 
they are permanently located in theStateand are carrying on business 
with our people and expect to do so for all time to come. 

Now, will any one tell why they should not be required to litigate 
their causes in the State courts? Are they any better than the peo- 
ple? Why should the people be dragged away from their homes be- 
fore strange tribunals and before packed juries? Is it to insure jus- 
tice? No! Itis done that justice may be sacrificed. If the corpora- 
tions can trust the people in business matters, they can trust the State 
courts in the administration of justice. ‘This removal of causes from 
State courts to Federal courts by the corporations is all wrong, and this 
Congress should put an end to it. Let the corporations be placed upon 
a level with their customers, the people. “Let us have one tribunal 
for both. This is simple justice and sound constitutional law. I hope 
the bill will pass. 

Mr. CULBERSON. I now yield to the gentleman from Iowa [Mr. 
HAYES]. 

Mr. eaves. That this bill should pass is, to my mind, clear, and 
I think the objections made to it in the minority report are more im- 
aginary than real, although personally I would not object to mere de- 
tail in the provisions, so that they might cover some of these objections. 

Great volumes of the business of the country is done through the 
medium of corporations, and doubtless they are practically a neces- 
sity, although attended by many objectionable features. It should be 
the aim of legislation to make these objectionable features as few as 
possible, and the way to do this is manifestly by attaching, as far as 
possible, personal attributes to the corporation—in other words, make 
the attending circumstances and consequences of its business transac- 
tions as near like the same between individuals as can be. 

Right here is the reason that an apparently different rule should be 
made as to the jurisdiction of the Federal courts, It may seem para- 
doxical, butas a matter of fact the different rule brings the same result. 
I do not refer to exceptional or imaginary cases, but to business as it is 
actually transacted. The great bulk of the business of the country 
transacted between individuals is so done that controversies respecting 
or growing out of it are or may be settled in the local State tribunals, 


and there is little, if any, such business done in a way so as to be at all 
analogous to corporation business, like the business of railroads and 
insurance companies for instance, and no wrong is done by leaving the 
doors of the Federal courts wide open for litigation respecting this 
business when between citizens of different States, whereas if the same 
rule is applied to the business done by these corporations it necessitates 
in frequent or most instances the settlement of these difficulties in a 
court far removed from the locality of the business itself, from the 
residence of the individual and the place of business of the corporation, 
which is irksome and expensive to the individual, wholly unnecessary 
to the ends of justice, and very largely amounts practically to a denial 
of justice to the individual. 

I have personally known in practice insurance companies to use this 
right of removal as a lever to force settlements at less than was hon- 
estly due by reason of losses under policies, and its right and exercise 
by railroad companies in my State is and has been in practical effect 
an unmitigated outrage upon persons having just claims against them, 
and with no necessity to the companies for any purposes of mere jus- 
tice. This has, of course, been lessened somewhat since the jurisdic- 
tional amount by reason of damages claimed has been raised to $2,000. 

The great trunk lines of railway crossing the State of Iowa are the 
Illinois Central, the Chicago, Milwaukee and St. Paul, the Chicago 
and Northwestern, the Chicago, Rock Island and Pacific, and the Chi- 
cago, Burlington and Quincy, and only one of them, the Chicago, Rock 
Island and Pacific, is an Iowa corporation, and the result is that al- 
though these other companies have great,interests in the State, do their 
business there with its citizens, and are thoroughly identified with 
its interests and locally all along their lines, and are only citizens of 
another State, in relation to this business, in an ideal sense, as is the 
case with most insurance companies, they have a different, an unneces- 
sary, aud a mischievous right of removal of suits from what ordinary in- 
dividuals have, and for which there is no just reason or excuse, and 
which is used oppressively and to gain unjust advantages rather than 
from any necessity in obtaining justice. 

I do not believe that the Chicago, Rock Island and Pacific Railway 
suffers the slightest injustice for not having this right, and doubt if it 
would even be claimed. 

I have never heard but one apparently substantial reason advanced 
by those interested in the matter why the companies should have this 
right, and this is that otherwise they would have to employ local at- 
torneys all along their lines to attend to local litigation, and at an in- 
creased expense. Thisisnot true in fact, as is well illustrated in Iowa 
by the Chicago, Rock Island and Pacific Railway, but even if fully 
true it would afford no good argument. All saved to the companies 
would be vastly more than lost to the individuals on the other side, 
and the jointincreased expense of witnesses, travel, and other incidents 
would make this insignificant. The argument that the greater ex- 
pense, etc., to the individual should not be considered because it would 
be the same in litigation between individuals is fallacious from the 
fact that there is comparatively so little of such litigation that the 
question is not a practical one. 

If the corporation does its business locally it should stand on the 
same footing as individuals of the locality in business transacted at the 
same place, and there is ro justice in its claiming any different right. 

A doubt has been suggested as to the constitutionality of this act, 
but it is hardly necessary to even consider it. The jurisdiction of the 
Federal courts in cases ‘* between citizens of different States’’ is mani- 
festly subject to legislative control and regulation, as is evidenced by 
the time-honored custom of fixing a jurisdictional amount of damages 
claimed for original jurisdiction and for removal, and even if otherwise, 
except in this way, this jurisdictional amount can be so placed as to 
answer all practical purposes. 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. Mr. Speaker, I have not had opportu- 
nity to give this bill the careful consideration that it merits. I assume 
that this has been done by the Committee of the Judiciary. 

I can see that this may, in some cases, work a hardship to certain 
corporations in the matter of forcing them to encounter local prejudice 
in the trial of their causes, But there is one clear way out for them 
so far as this difficulty goes, and that is by their so conducting their 
business as to avoid any such prejudice. The rule that places all liti- 
gants upon an equal footing can not be considered a harsh one. The 
conditions are daily changing in this rapidly growing country. To- 
day many States are full of the workers and representatives of corpora- 
tions that do not exist under the laws of the States where they are 
coining money, and the rule that brings these corporations into the 
home courts of the people can only result in a more delicate regard for 
the people’s rights. 

It is true that in Iowa the conditions, as to the Federal courts, are 
better than in many of the States. We have two districts, with three 
divisions in each. ‘Terms of the circuit and district courts are held at 
Keokuk, Des Moines, Council Bluffs, Sioux City, Fort, Dodge, and Du- 
buque. These points are so distributed that with two terms a year in 
each division the people of Iowa are in better relations to the United 
States courts than in other States. Since the creation of two districts 
and six divisions we have had good Federal court facilities. But still 
there is every reason why, even under our favorable conditions, Iowa 
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®hould have the benefit of the proposed legislation. It will strengthen 
the hands of the masses. It will make corporations more careful of the 
people’s rights, and I heartily favor its % 

Mr. CULBERSON. Inow yield five minutes to the gentleman from 
Arkansas [Mr. ROGERS]. 

Mr. ROGERS. Mr. Speaker, I desire simply to submit a few ob- 
servations on a single point suggested by my friend and colleague upon 
the Judiciary Committee, Mr. ADAMS, of Illinois. He seems to have 
a doubt as to whether or not Congress has power to withdraw this juris- 
diction now vested by Jaw in the Federal courts. The mistake, I take 
it, into which he has fallen occurs from the fact that he assumes the 
circuit courts and the district courts of the United States acquire their 
jurisdiction directly from the Constitution, and may exercise it with- 
out legislation by Congress. That isan error. The judicial power is 
limited by the Constitution; its confines are fixed by the Constitution; 
but the jurisdiction conferred upon the courts other than the Supreme 
Court originates with Congress. The power which creates the courts 
is here, for we both create the courts and delegate the power; and it 
any question is settled by the Supreme Court of the United States it is 
the question that they have acquired their jurisdiction from Congress 
by virtue of the power conferred by the Constitution upon Congress. 
Chief-Justice Chase said—— 

Mr. ADAMS. I hope the gentleman from Arkansas will not under- 
stand me as claiming that the jurisdiction of the Federal courts depends 
upon the Constitution only; because without legislation these courts 
would not exist at all. 

Mr. ROGERS. That, however, is the logic of the gentleman’s argu- 
ment; for if Congress has power to confer jurisdiction upon the circuit 
courts over citizens of different States it has also power to withhold or 
withdraw that jurisdiction. The circuit courts acquire the jurisdiction 
by virtue of the act of Congress, which confers upon them jurisdiction 
over citizens of different States. The Supreme Court of the United 
States have construed the word ‘‘citizen’’ to embrace a corporation, 
and by virtue of that construction put by the courts upon thie judiciary 
act, the Federal courts acquire jurisdiction over the corporations of the 
country where they are prosecuting suits against citizens of a State 
other than that in which they were created. 

But Chief-Justice Chase in passing upon that question used this lan- 
iage: : 
pirat notion has frequently been entertained that the Federal courts derive 
their judicial power directly from the Constitution, but the political truth is that 
the disposal of the judicial power (except in a few specified instances) belongs 
to Congress. If Congress has given the power to this court, we possess it—not 
otherwise; and if Congress has not given the power to us, or toany other court, 
it still remains at the legislative disposal. Besides, Congress is not bound, and 
it would perhaps be inexpedient to enlarge the jurisdiction of the Federal courts 

to every subject in every form which the Constitution might warrant. 

Just as that provision of the Constitution which enables the Con- 
gress of the United States, if it sees fit, to pass legislation for the elec- 
tion of members of Congress, Congress leaves it where it has been 
since the foundation of this Government, under the control of the State 
Legislatures, So in this case, if Congress had not seen fit to confer 
upon the circuit courts of the United States jurisdiction over contro- 
versies between citizens of different States, that power would still re- 
main with Congress; but it has conferred it, and the power which con- 
ferred still exists to withdraw it, and that is the object of this bill as 
it applies to corporations doing business in States other than those in 
which they were created. 

The effect of the bill is as my friend from Illinois suggests: It will 
put the corporations—foreigu corporations doing business in a State— 
on an equality with the citizens of the State in which they are doing 
business; and it is but fair, equal, and right that it should be so. 
Whatever, therefore, may be the view of the House as to the ques- 
tion of expediency, about which I haye no doubt, I take it that the 
constitutionality of the bill is placed beyond all controversy. 

Mr. CULBERSON. I now yield to the gentleman from Iowa [Mr. 
ANDERSON]. 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Iowa. Mr. Speaker, in the brief time allotted 
me I have but time to put myself on record in favor of the proposition 
embodied by this bill. I know not, of course, except as I reason by a 
process of analogy, how important this bill may be to other sections of 
the country; but I can safely say that in the State of Iowa, which in 
part I have the honor to represent, where all the great railroads with 
which the people have to do business, with which they come into com- 
mercial relations, are domiciled in other States, there is nota proposi- 
tion pending in Congress that in one particular item will do more good 
or will be more acceptable to the people of that State than the proposi- 
tion contained in the pending measure, confining corporations doing 
business in the State to the State courts. 

One of the most vexatious things arising in connection with litiga- 
tion in Iowa is the matter of our citizens being dragged to distant 
courts at great expense, which has been carried on to such an extent 
and in such manner as to leave our people who get into litigation with 
the railroads practically without their day in court. Iowa is some- 
what peculiarly situated, as nearly all the great railway lines that 
serve her people are corporations organized under the laws of other 
States, having citisenship outside the State. To this is due, in good 
part, the bad feeling that prevails to-day in that State between the 


railways and people, proving to my mind that a change in the law for 
the removal of causes, as contemplated by this measure, will be astep 
in the direction of a restoration of a better understanding. 

The railways in Iowa have been extortionate in their rates and 
charges and needlessly independent, if not insolent, when they have 
been criticised for their misdoings, and one of the leading reasons for 
this is found in their non-accountability to the people of the State for 
their conduct. When a farmer has had a claim against them for dam- 
age, one of their elements of strength that gave the railroads an undue 
advantage over their adversary was the thought of a distant United 
States court, where expenses were enormous, and where juries were 
selected by methodssomewhat peculiar, and watched over in a careful 
way by corporate agents that was very suggestive at times in the light 
of the verdicts they returned, 

These corporations are as permanent fixtures in the States as the 
farmers they serve, and where they do their business and make their 
money is good enough place for them to sue and be sued. It is an un- 
mitigated, wicked libel on the farmer to say that, he is so prejudiced 
against railway companies that the companies can not obtain justice 
from farmer juries. Whatever of feeling the farmer has against corpo- 
rate power and corporate influence is a just feeling that will entirely be 
removed whenever the corporation shall conform to the principles of 
justice and fair dealing with their patrons. 

Why should the people along the line of a road on which they de- 
pend have a feeling of hostility against it without just cause? There 
is no reason for it, and nothing will have a greater tendency to show 
the truthfulness of this assertion than such acts as tend to the equali- 
zation of these forces. Let the corporations feel that they must depend 
more or less on the people and that if they expect fair treatment they 
must themselves extend it, and the so-called prejudice they talk so 
much about will be a thing of the past. 

As to the unconstitutional phase of the question as presented here, 
that is to be expected. We are always met with objection to all legis- 
lation which has for its object restraint upon corporate greed and in- 


-solence. It may be possible that there is doubt on this score but I 


for one am willing to resolve the doubt in favorof my constituents and 
let the corporations seek their remedy, if they have one, in the courts. 

The passage of this measure is but an act of simple justice, long de- 
ferred, against which there should be no opposition. 

Mr. CULBERSON. Mr, Speaker, without intending to consume any 
more time of the House with the discussion of this matter, I ask per- 
mission to print with my remarks the authorities on which the bill is 
founded. 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. Let that permission be general to the 
House. 

The SPEAKER. Without objection all gentlemen who desire that 
privilege will have leave to print on this bill. 

There was no objection. 

Mr. CULBERSON. I now demand the previous question upon the 
bill and amendments. 

The previous question was ordered, under the operation of which the 
amendments recommended by the Committee on the Judiciary were 
adopted; the bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed and read a 
third time, and it was accordingly engrossed and read the third time. 

The question recurred on the passage of the bill.- 

The question was taken. 

Mr. ADAMS. I demand a division. 

The House proceeded to divide. 

Before the announcement of the result of the division, 

Mr. ADAMS said: I withdraw the demand for a division. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The demand for a division being with- 
drawn, the ayes have it, and the bill is passed. E 

Mr. CULBERSON moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill 
was passed; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on 
the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


MUTILATED SILVER COIN. 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. This concludes the hour for the con- 
sideration of bills reported from the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. BLAND (when the Committee on Coinage, Weights, and Meas- 
ures was reached). I call up House bill 7933, providing for the ex- 
change of worn, defaced, clipped, punched, or otherwise mutilated sil- 
ver coins of the United States of smaller denominations than one dol- 
Jar, for new or unworn subsidiary silver coins, at designated places and 
under certain circumstances, 3 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the holder of any of the silver coins of the United 
States, of smaller denominations than $1, which have become defaced, punched, 
clipped, or otherwise mutilated, may, on presentation of the same in sums of the 
nominal value of $5, or any multiple thereof, at the office of the Treasurer, or 
any assistant treasurer, of the United States, receive an amount of new orun- 
worn subsidiary silver coins equal to the coinage value in subsidiary silver coin 
of the said coins, by weight, so presented, and when so redeemed thesame shall 
be recoined into current subsidiary coins at the discretion of the Secretary of 
the Treasury. 

Mr. BLAND. I will ask to have read a letter from the Director of 
the Mint, Mr. Kimball. 
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The Clerk read as follows: 

TREASURY DEPARTMENT, BUREAU OF THE MINT, 
Washington, D. Ci, February 18, 1888. 

Sim: At the regon ofthe chairman of the Committee on Coinage, Weights, 
and Measures, I have the honor to submit an opinion as to the provisions of 
House bill 6631, “for the exchange of worn, defaced, clipped, punched or other- 
wise mutilated silver coins of the United States, of smaller denominations than 
$1, for new or unworn subsidiary silver coins, at designated places and under 
certain conditions,” 

The redemption of worn subsidiary coins at nominal yalue by the Treasury 
of the United States is not excluded from the provisions of the act of June 9, 
1879 (21 State, L., 7). Moreover, Treasu: ations for the redemption of sub- 
sidiary silver coins srecifically provide for their redemption at nominal yalue. 

Gold and silver coins of a!) kinds in a mutilated state, for whose redemption 
by the Treasury the law fails to provide, may be deposited for recoinage at 
mints and assay officers at bullion value, not, however, in the case of silvercoins 
without a loss to the depositor of the now large difference between coinageand 
bullion value, in addition to all other losses, such as correspond to abrasion and 
depletion. This difference corresponds to the seignorage which has accrued to 
the Government in the act of their firstissue,and which indeed upon recoinage 
will accrue to it again. Inthe case of subsidiary coin there is a loss of 26.7 grains 
of standard silver more than in the case ofa silver dollar. 

Although the present bill applies alone to mutilated subsidiary coins, there 
seems no reason why the silyer dollar should be exempted from any provision 
made for the redemption of mutilated silver coin of less denomination. 

It seems that the present penalty imposed upon the holder of mutilated sub- 
sidiary coin, is considerably more severe than in the case of o coins. 

Prima facie, indeed, it would seem to be just SA phage imdi for the redemp- 
tion of such uncurrent coins as are now excluded from recourse toa valuation 
at mints and assay offices by weight at coinage value, and thus in tore- 
demption to put them on an equality with all other coins whose bullion and 
opisno voles an coincident. 

Se JAS. P. KIMBALL, 
Director of the Mint. 
Hon. CHARLES S, FAIRCHILD, 
Secretary of the Treasury. i 

Mr. BLAND. This bill is intended to redeem the subsidiary coin 
at its coinage value instead of at the bullion value. In 1880, I think 
it was, Congress passed an act for the purpose of preventing the punch- 
ing or mutilating of the subsidiary coinage, and it was done by re- 
pealing the legai-tender character of any coin so punched, so that a 
quarter of a dollar or a dime that might have a hole made in it for the 

urpose of placing it around a child’s neck or for any other purpose 
s its money value and could be redeemed only as bullion. Iam 
informed by those representing the Pacific coast, especially the gentle- 
man from California [Mr. MORROW], that a large number of these 
coins have been punched and some have been defaced by the Chinese; 
and they have a great deal of trouble with them on the street cars and 
in other places in making change. 

Now, this bill provides that this coin may be exchanged for legal 
coin and recoined at the mint. Under the present law it can not be 
received except at its bullion value, and that wonld be a great loss, 
It is in the interest of the public that this coin should be received at 
its coinage value for recoinage. I demand the previous question upon 
the passage of the bill, unless there should be some members who wish 
to speak on it; and I will yield to the gentleman from California [Mr. 
Morrow] if he desires. 

Mr. MORROW. Ido not think it is necessary to have any further 
explanation of this bill. The report from the Director of the Mint ex- 

lains the necessity for it, and the gentleman from Missouri [Mr. 

LAND] has stated quite correctly the difficulty respecting this sub- 
sidiary coinage which exists in California. Itis a fact, as stated by 
the gentleman from Missouri, that a considerable portion of our smaller 
coins have been defaced from time to time by the punching of holes in 
them, in some cases by marking the names of firms on them; and in 
some instances the Chinese have marked names on the coins. Now, 
that coin under the present law can only be received at its bullion 
value. Itis claimed that that is a hardship on the poor people, who 

erally have these coins, and it is but fair that they should be re- 

eemed at their coinage value, as provided in this bill. It will be a 
measure of relief to our people, a proper and reasonable thing to do, 
and I hope the bill will pass. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time; and being 
engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and 5 

Mr. BLAND. LI ask that the original bill be laid on the table. 

It was so ordered. 

Mr. BLAND moved to reconsider the vote hy which the substitute 
was passed; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on 
the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. $ 

ORDER OF BUSINESS, 


Mr. CRISP (when the Committee on Commerce was reached). Mr. 
Speaker, there are but twelve minutes of the hour remaining— 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. There are fifteen minutes of the hour 
still remaining. 

Mr. CRISP. The Committee on Commerce desire to call up one or 
twovery important bills. One is the act amendatory of the interstate- 
commerce law; and I ask not to be forced to go on withitnow. My 
own preference would be to have that bill go over till to-morrow. 

Mr. O'NEILL, of Missouri. I would ask the gentleman to change 
his request and ask that his committee be passed. There may be other 
committees that- would like to use the thirteen minutes. 

Mr. CRISP. Mr. Speaker, I hardly think it would be just to the 


other committees. They might, perhaps, want the same privilege I 
ask. 

Mr. BLAND. I move that the House take a recess for ten minutes. 

Mr. CRISP. Is there any objection to the request that I made that 
the bour be considered as closed? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair has heard no objection, and 
will now ask, Is there objection to the request of the gentleman from 
Georgia that the hour be considered as having expired? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. I rise to a privileged motion. 

Mr. BRUMM. Irise to a question of privilege. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Ohio. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. I yield to the gentleman from Pennsylvania 
(Mr. BRUMM]. 

Mr. BRUMM. On yesterday it was agreed that I should be recog- 
nized for the purpose of vindicating myself against charges which had 
been made by my colleague [Mr. Scorr]. I have been waiting for Mr. 
Scorr forsome time. He has just arrived, and he wants me to agree 
to a continuance of this matter until to-morrow morning. He wishes 
to speak on the retaliation bill to-day. It would be too laborious for 
him to do both, and I have agreed to withhold this matter until to- 
morrow morning, He agrees with me that I shall be'recognized, if the 
Speaker will do so, immediately after the reading of the Journal to- 
morrow morning. 

Mr. McMILLIN. I was just going to suggest that I supposed the 
question as to whether or not the matter constitutes a question of privi- 
lege would come up then as it would now. 

The SPEAKER. If that question is made. ; 

Mr. McMILLIN. ‘It would bea question for the House to deter- 
mine whether the gentleman presents a question of privilege. 

Mr. BRUMM. ‘Thereis no doubt in my mind of its being a matter 
of the highest privilege, and it was agreed yesterday that if I would 
consent to have this matter go over there would be no question of its 
being considered. 

Mr. MCMILLIN. What I wanted to sayas a member of the House 
and for the integrity of the proceedings of this body is that the House 
will have the right to say as to what shall come before it on to-morrow 
or any other day; and I think it is well to have it understood that no 
agreement between these parties concerned can take away that right of 
the House. If the gentleman has a grievance which is a privileged 
question, I would be the last to prevent any member from getting the 
full benefit of any €xplanation he wished to make; but I do not want 
the action taken either yesterday or this morning to deprive the Houte 
itself of the right, if this is to be a degeneration into a simple airing of 
the views that gentlemen have; and while I do not think from my 
knowledge ofthe gentleman from Pennsylvania that he would bring a 
matter of that kind up, still I think that the right of the House should 
be reserved to determine for itself whether it is a matter for its consid- 
eration or not at the time. 

Mr. BRUMM. If there is to be any factious opposition or objection, 
or if there are to be technical points raised, we may as well go right 
on and have them raised now. 

Mr. McMILLIN. I was speaking only as un individual member of 
the House. I have seen cases of this kind here so often whese one 
word brings on another, as it does in private disputes, that I thought 
it well to make the suggestion I have made. If there is a real ques- 
tion of privilege involved, of course I should not think of interposing 
any objection. 

Mr. BRUMM. Thegertlemanfrom Ohio[Mr. OUTHWAITE] yielded 
to me for a moment, and I now give way to him; but under existing 
panei I can insist on my right to go on with this matter to- 

ay. 
OHIO CENTENNIAL EXPOSITION. 


Mr. OUTHWAITE. I call up the motion to reconsider the motion 
to reconsider the vote by which the amendment of the gentleman from 
Iowa [Mr. HENDERSON] was adopted to the bill (S. 3182) making an 
appropriation to enable certain Executive Departments to participate in 
the Ohio centennial exposition. 

The SPEAKER. The motion was made to lay the motion to recon- 
sider on the table, and upon that the yeas and nays were ordered by 
the House. 

Mr. McCREARY. Mr. Speaker, I dislike very much to interfere 
with the gentleman from Ohio, but the special order for this hour was 
and is the consideration of House bill 11309, which was under consid- 
eration yesterday. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. We have already entered upon the considera- 
ation of my motion, and it has prior privilege. 

‘the SPEAKER. The motion to reconsider is a privileged matter. 

The SPEAKER. ‘The motion to reconsider is privileged. 

Mr. McCREARY. I know it is; but can not I raise the question of 
consideration against it? 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. I havenot yielded tothe gentleman from Ken- 
tucky. 

The SPEAKER. Still, the gentleman must have an opportunity at 
some time or other to raise the question of considefation, and this seems 
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to be the proper time. It is always in the power ot the House to de- 
termine whether it will consider a proposition or not. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. The title of the bill having been read and the 
question stated, I supposed we had really entered upon the considera- 
tion of the motion to reconsider. 

The SPEAKER. That is the proper time to raise the question of 
consideration. 

Mr. McCREARY. And I rose at that time. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. Well, Mr. Speaker, there is only a vote to be 
taken upon this motion to reconsider; there will be no debate. Now, 
it will require a vote to decide the question of consideration, and there- 
fore no time will be saved by raising that question. I wish to state 
further that this exposition has already commenced, and that if there 
is to be any appropriation for the departments of the Government to 
make an exhibit at all, the matter ought to be decided at once. On 
several occasions I have yielded and at other times I have kept back, 
not wishing to interfere with the business of the House; but I feel it 
my duty to call up this motion at this time. 

Mr. McCREARY. Ihave great respect for the motion of the gentle- 
man from Ohio, and when the question was up before I voted with 
him; but I remember that we consumed several hours in the considera- 
tion of the matter which he now seeks to call up, and as the gentleman 
has the right to call up his motion to reconsider at any time, I hope 
that he will not this morning interrupt the progress of the bill which 
was under consideration yesterday. It is very important that that bill 
should be disposed of, and if the gentleman will refrain from inter- 
rupting its consideration it will not take long to dispose of it. 

. OUTHWAITE. What length of time does the gentleman sup- 
pose it will take? 

Mr. McCREARY. I have been trying to agree with the other side 
upon a limit of time, but we have not yet consummated the agreement. 
I would like to get through to-day and I expect that we shall do so; 
and, as the gentleman’s motion is a privileged one, and as he had it up 
before and can call it up again at any time, I hope he will not insist 
upon it at thistime. I voted with the gentleman on this question, 
and I very greatly dislike now to get in his way, but I feel it my duty to 
insist upon continuing the consideration of the bill which the House 
was considering yesterday. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. ‘The gentleman proposes that the bill that he 
has in charge shall run for awhile—I do not know how long. I want 
to have the vote taken on this motion to reconsider when there is a 
quorum present, and that is why I desire to have it taken now, because 
there will not be a quorum present at a later hour in the afternoon. 

Mr. McCREARY. ‘There will be a quorum present as long as this 
bill is under consideration. There will be a quorum here when the 
vote is taken upon it, and after that will be the time for the gentleman 
to call up his motion to reconsider. 

The SPEAKER. The question before the House is, Will the House 
now proceed to consider the motion called up by the gentleman from 
Ohio [Mr. OUTHWAITE]? 

Mr. McCREARY. Mr. Speaker—— 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Ohio has not withdrawn his 
proposition. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. Ido not intend to withdraw it. I feel it my 
duty at this time to press this motion. 

Mr. McCREARY. Then I raise the question of consideration. 

The SPEAKER. The question is, Will the House now proceed to 
the consideration of the motion called up by the gentleman from Ohio? 

The question was taken; and the Speaker declared that the noes 
seemed to have it. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. Iask for a division. è 

The House divided; and there were—ayes 53, noes 55. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. I demand tellers. 

The SPEAKER. As no quorum has voted, the Chair will appoint 
to act as tellers the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. OuTHWAITE] and the 
gentleman from Kentucky [Mr. McCreary]. 

Mr. BLAND. Mr. Speaker, to save time I demand the yeas and 
nays, 

The House divided; and the tellers reported—ayes 62, noes 61. 

Several MEMBERS. No quorum. 

Mr. BLAND. Mr. Speaker, no quorum has voted; but before I in- 
sist upon the point I ask the gentleman from Ohio if he proposes to do 
more than to take a yea-and-nay vote on the motion to reconsider? 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. I propose to take a yea-and-nay vote on the 
motion to reconsider. 

Mr. BLAND. Ifthe motion to reconsider is agreed to, what does 
the gentleman propose to do? 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. I then propose to take a yea-and-nay vote on 
the passage of the bill. 

Mr. BLAND. There are one or two amendments pending which 
are to be disposed of, and if the House is going to lay aside a great 
public measure to take up a bill which simply regulates a circus and 
side-show in a few of the States of the country, I shall insist upon the 
point of no quorum. If this House wants to stultify itself, let it do it. 

The tellers resumed their places; and after further division they re- 
ported—ayes 63, noes 64. 

So the motion was disagreed to. 


FISHERIES. r- 

Mr. McCREARY. Mr. Speaker, I now cell up for consideration the 

special order, which is House bill 11309, to enfpower the President to 

out the purposes of an act entitled ‘‘An act to authorize the Pres- 
ident of the United States to protect and defend the rights of American 
fishing vessels, American fishermen, American trading and other vessels 
in certain cases, and for other purposes,” approved March 3, 1887, and 
will yield the floor to the gentleman from New Jersey [Mr. PHELPS]. 

Mr. FORNEY. How long is this debate to run? Itis necessary to 
pass the sundry civil appropriation bill: I do not wish to interfere 
with the pending bill if the time is limited, but unless it is limited I 
must insist upon taking up the sundry civil appropriation biil to-mor- 
TOW. e 

Mr. BELMONT. It seems to me that it would be wise to limét the 
debate on this bill. 

Mr. McCREARY. How much time, let me ask the gentleman 
from Illinois, do they wish ? 

Mr. HITT. Let the gentleman from Kentucky indicate how much 
time will be taken up by the other side of the House. A considera- 
ble number of gentlemen have asked to be heard on this side. 

Mr. BELMONT. It has been suggested to me a good many mem- 


bers might desire to print their remarks. [Cries of **No!’? on the Re- ` 


publican side.] I understand one gentleman has already made that 


request. 

Mr. McCREARY. To facilitate matters I ask unanimous consent 
that all members who desire to print remarks in the RECORD on the 
subject may do so. 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas. I object at this stage of the debate. 

Mr. HITT. I suggest to the gentleman from Kentucky that he al- 
low the debate to proceed until the members of the committee have 
spoken, and then perhaps we may agree speedily upona time to which 


to limit the debate. But I would be unwilling to attempt to put a- 


limit on the debate before my associates on this side of the House have 
been heard. 

Mr. McCREARY. Allright, then. Let thedebate go on until the 
members of the committee have been heard. 

Mr. O'NEILL, of Missouri. There are one or two members who are 
not on that committee who would like to be heard. [Laughter.] 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from New Jersey [Mr. 
PHELPS] has the floor and will proceed. 

Mr. FORNEY. I give notice that I shall insist upon proceeding 
with the sundry civil appropriation bill, according to the notice I have 
already given to the House. 

Mr. PHELPS. The statement made yesterday by my friend from 
Illinois [Mr. Hirr] was so clear and comprehensive that but two con- 
siderations induce me tosay anything. As our views are, with oneun- 
important difference, similar, my remarks will farnish the summary or 
recapitulation which he had not time to add to his great effort. And 
as the facts he marshaled are not familiar ones, I may add to the aggre- 
gate of human intelligence by repeating them. ‘The power of repeti- 
tion was well illustrated yesterday. I had heard the gentleman from 
Missouri characterize the fishery message as a good campaign docu- 
ment. 

Mr. O’NEILL, of Missouri. Well, do you not think it was? 

Mr. PHELPS. I do; and the gentleman from Kentucky had also 
said that this message ought to be kept with the free-trade message of 
the President, the two being, I suppose, a kind of Siamese twins ot 
Presidential policy. 

Mr. McCREARY. Will the gentleman allow me to interrupt him 
just there ? ~ = 

Mr. PHELPS. Certainly. 

Mr. McCREARY. I know my friend will allow me to correct him. 

Mr. PHELPS. I yield to a correction. 

Mr. McCREARY. I did notsay that this message would stand with 
the ‘‘free-trade’’ message, for I deny that the President sent to Con- 
Dae sal free-trade message. [Derisive laughter on the Republican 
side. - 

Mr. PHELPS. The gentleman from Kentucky does not deny that 
he said the one message should stand with the other? 

Mr. McCREARY. I said that the message sent on this subject 
should stand with that message sent by the President at the beginning 
of this session of Congress. The President sent to Congress at the be- 
ginning of the session a message to reduce taxes and to relieve the bur- 
dens imposed upon the people of the country. 

Mr. PHELPS. I understand, then, as I said in the beginning, as 
there are but two messages under consideration, that the gentleman 
has in mind the same two that I have, and his wish was that the two 
might stand before the country together. I thought, therefore, that I 
might possibly illustrate his wishes in that particular when I added 
that they ought to stand together as the Siamese twins of the Presi- 
dential policy. [Laughter.] Butif they had not been repeated by the 
gentleman from Illinois [Mr. Hirr] both pieces of testimony might 
gave been forgotten and lost. 

We give the President this additional power cheerfully, and we will 
give him any other additional power he may ask for, but we wish that 
there were any more likelihood that he would use these additional 
powers now than there was that he would use the original powers of 
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eighteen months ago, when we gave them to him. The powers were | 

then thought to be ample, and they. were. If the treaty stipulations 

are abrogated, as the President claims, they are sufficient to cut off 

Canada from all commercial intercourse, foreign and domestic. “If they 

are not, the powers are still sufficient to deprive Canada of all inter- 

colonial or interstate commerce both by sea and land. In one section 
of the act of March 3, 1887, the President is authorized to exclude any 

Canadian vessel from our harbors, This stops all communication by 

water. And in the other section he is authorized to deny entry to any 

product of the dominions or any goods that come from the dominions. 

This stops all communication by land. 

A [Public—No. 125.] 

An act to authorize the President of the United States to' protect and defend 
thewvights of American fishing vessels, American fishermen, American trading 
and other vessels, in certain cases, and for other purposes, 

Be it enacted, ctc., That whenever the President of the United States shall be 
satisfied that American fishing vessels or American fishermen, visiting or being 
in the waters or at any ports or places ofthe British dominions of North Amer- 
icn, are or then lately have been denied or abridged in the enjoyment of any 
rights secured to them by treaty or law, or are or then lately have unjustly vexed 
or harassed in the enjoyment of such rights, or subjected to unreasonable re- 
strictions, regulations, or requirements in respect of such rights; or otherwise un- 
justly vexed or harassed in said waters, ports, or places; or whenever the Presi- 
dent of the United States shall be sutisfied thatany such fishing vessels or fisher- 
men, having a permit under the laws of the United Statesto touch and trade at 
any port or ports, place or places, in the British dominions of North America, are 
orthen lately have been denied the privilege of entering such port or ports, place 
orplaccs, inthe same mannerand underthe same regulations as may exist therein 
applicable to trading vessels of the most favored nation, or shall be unjustly 
vexed or harassed in respect thereof, or otherwise be unjustly vexed or ha 
therein, or shall be prevented from purchasing such supplics as may there be 
Jawfully sold to trading vessels of the most favored nation; or whenever the 
President of the United States shall be satisfied that any other vessels of the 
United States, their masters or crews, so arriving at or being in such British 
waters or ports or places of the British dominions of North America, are or then 
lately have been denied any of the privileges therein accorded to the vessels, 
their masters or crews, of the most favored nation, or unjustly vexed or harassed 
in respect of the same, or unjustly vexed or harassed therein by the authorities 
thereof, then, and in either or all of such cases, it shall be lawful, and it shall 
be the duty of the Presidentof the United States, in his discretion, by proclama- 
tion to that effect, to deny vessels, their masters and crews, of the British do- 
minions of North America, any entrance into the waters, ports, or places of, or 
within the United States (with such exceptions in regard to vessels in distress, 
stress of weather, or needing supplies as to the President shall seem proper), 
whether such vessels shall have come directly from said dominions on such des- 
tined voyage or by way of some port or place in such destined voyage elsewhere ; 
and also, to deny entry into any port or place of the United States of fresh fish 
or salt fish or any other product of said dominions, or other goods coming from 
said dominions to the United States. The President may, in his discretion, ap- 
ply such proclamation to any partor to all of the foregoing-named subjects, and 
may revoke, qualify, limit, and renew such proclamation from time to time as he 
may deem necessary to the full and just execution of the purposes of this act. 
Every violation of any such proclamation, or any part thereof, is hereby de- 
clared illegal, and all vessels and goods so coming or being within the waters, 

rts, or places of the United States contrary to such proclamation shall be for- 

‘ited to the United States; and such forfeiture shall be enforced and proceeded 
upon in the same manner and with the same effect asin the case of vessels or 
goods whose importation or coming to or being in the waters or ports of the 

United States contrary to law may now be enforced and proceeded upon. Every 

person who shall violate any of the provisions of this act, or such proclamation 

of the President made in pursuance hereof, shall be deemed guilty of a misde- 
meanor, and, on conviction thereof, shall be punished by a fine not Seeeer ing 
$1,000, or by imprisonment for a term not exceeding two years, or by both sai 
punishments, in the discretion of the court, 

Approved, March 3, 1887. 

At the time these powers were granted, everybody thought them 
ample. They ought to be. I do not see what more there is to give. 
And nobody since, President or citizen, has suggested that there were not 
all the powers necessary to harass and coerce Canada into good behavior, 
until Thursday, August 23, then the President went out alone and 
shot the rocket of his Presidential message into the clear and peaceful 
air. (Langhter.] It was so clear that you could hear the Senate 
Chamber still echotmg with the voices of the Presidential Senators urg- 
ing their fellows to come and buy the rights which Canada had re- 
fused to give. It was so peaceful that, in the Democratic view at least, 
there was only the cheerful chatter of a market, and the only question 
between Canada and the United States was one of price. Holding the 
President’s bargain in their hands, they advised the Senate to close 
with it. Canada would sell the right to buy supplies and reship our 
fish if we would give free entry to their fish and fish-oil. x 

The supplies we needed might be worth $50,000, and the duties re- 
mitted $600,000; but then it would be peace. Besides, until this won- 
derful bargain was signed our fishermen could supply and transship 
upon buying a license for a dollar and a half a ton, and although this 
to the fishermen was a modus moriendi we can call ita modus vivendi, 
and that,too,is peace. Isnot this a fair statement of the fifteenth arti- 
cle of the Chamberlain treaty and of the protocol to it? The Senators 
pleaded, but pleaded in vain. The Senate would not buy. The Sen- 
ate refused to ratify and confirm the treaty, and the President had 
searcely heard the Senate’s reasons before he went back upon himself, 
upon his Senators, upon his treaty, and adopted the Senate’s view. It 
was, he admitted, no longer a question of the price of the goods—it 
was a question of the title. ! 

The rights he pro d to buy were our rights already; they belonged 
to us, and instead of buying them we would take them; and the Presi- 
dent, reversing his engine so suddenly, has no time to provide for con- 
sistency or courtesy. He urged Wednesday that the rights were Can- 
ada’s, and we must buy them. He was urging Thursday thatthe rights 
were ours and we must take them. And in the haste with which he 


appropriated the cry of ‘‘fishermen’s rights or retaliation,” he forgot 
to turn to the Republican Senators and say, ‘‘I thank you, gentlemen, 
for those words.” [Laughter and applause.] This conversion of the 
President from the opinion of the treaty, that the rights were Canada’s 
and we must buy them, to the opinion of the message, that the rights 
were ours and we must take them, was instantaneous. And yet he 
had fought long and well for his original opinion. - His opinion was 
that we had no right to transship vur catch, and in order to maintain 
this opinion and to justify Canada in refusing to let us do it, he was 

forced to do and suffer many unpleasant things. He had first to get 
rid of the twenty-nintb article of the treaty of 1871. 


ARTICLE XXIX, 

It is agreed that, for the term of years mentioned in Article XXXIII of this 
treaty, goas wares, or merchandise arriving at the ports of New York, Bos- 
ton, and Portland, and any other ports in the United tes which have been or 
may from time to time be specially designated by the President of the United 
States, and destined for Her Britannic Majesty’s possessionsin North America, 
may be entered at the proper custom-house and conveyed in transit, without 
the payment of duties, through the territory of the United States, under such 
rules, regulations, and conditions for the protection of the revenue as the Gov- 
ernment of the United States may from time to time prescribe; and under like 
rules, regulations, and conditions, goods, wares, or merchandise may be con- 
veyed in transit, without the paymentof duties, from such possessions through 
Se territory of the United States for export from the said ports of the United 

es. 

It is further agreed that, for the like period, goods, wares or merchandise ar- 
riving at any of the ports of Her Britannic Majesty's possessions in North Amer- 
ica aud destined for the United States may be entered at the proper custom- 
house and conveyed in transit, without the payment of duties, through the said 
possessions, under such rules and regulations, and conditions for the protection 
of the revenue as the Governments of the said possessions may from time to 
time prescribe; and under like rales, regulations, and conditions goods, wares, 
or merchandise may be conveyed in transit, without payment of duties, from 
the United States through the said possessions to other places in the United 
States, or for export from ports in the said possessions, 

This was the article which gave to each country the right to trans- 
port its goods through the other's territory in bond, and it was under 
this article that for thirteen years our fishermen exercised the privi- 
lege of sending their fish directly home through Canada. To deprive 
them of this right it was necessary to cancel the article. There were 
two ways: one was to hold that the article was canceled by infraction 
when the Canadians refused to perform their duty under it; the other 
way was to hold that it was canceled by formal abrogation with the 
fisheries treaty. The first way was direct and certain. The obliga- 
tions of thearticle werecanceled by infraction, and everybody knew and 
acknowledged the fact. The other way was indirect and uncertain, 
but the President chose it. He determined to adopt the belief that it 
was ab ted. He found many difficulties. First of all, the Cana- 
dians did not believe it was abrogated. 

They gave their reasons for refusing to transport our catch, and 
strangest of al}, the President never told them that he believed that 
the article was abrogated, and I venture to assert that the first inti- 
mation that the Canadian authorities had that the President thought 
so was when they read his message. Howcould they think otherwise? 
If it was abrogated it ceased to be operative July 1, 1885; but every- 
thing went on as far as our side was concerned just as before, and so on 
their side until June, 1886. Then they told us that the privilege 
granted us under thearticle and used by us for thirteen years, to trans- 
ship our fish, was withdrawn. This was a violation of the article and 
canceled it. But the President did not say so. He did not say that 
it was canceled by abrogation a year ago. He said nothing. He did 
not protest; he submitted; and what is worse, he continued to perform 
all our obligations under the article just as if it were not canceled 
either by abrogation or by infraction, and to perform them with increas- 
ing effusion and alacrity. 

Mr. BELMONT. Will the gentleman from New Jersey yield to 
me for a question ? 

Mr. PHELPS. The gentleman from New Jersey will yield cheer- 
fully for a question. 

Mr. BELMONT. It is only in order—— 

Mr. PHELPS (interrupting). But will not yield for a speech, be- 
cause the gentleman has his opportunity afterwards. I will cheerfully 
yield to any gentleman who desires to submit a question, but to no 
one who desires to interject a speech. 

Mr. BELMONT. Ishould regret that the House should be in the 
least misled —— 

Mr. PHELPS (interrupting). Thatis notaquestion. Thatis stat- 
ing the reason why the gentleman wants to ask a question. 

Mr. BELMONT. I would ask the gentleman if he does not know 
that the operations of commerce of which he is speaking have been 
allowed and continued under legislative enactments, and that Article 
XXIX, whether it is violated or not, does not apply to them as they 
exist to-day? 

Mr. PHELPS. Let me now ask the gentleman a question. If the 
right to send goods from the one country through the other in bond 
was not created and given to both sides in the twenty-ninth article of 
the treaty of Washington, will the gentleman from New York be good 
enough to refer me to the treaty and to the article wherein these rights 
were created and exchanged between the two countries ? 

Mr. BELMONT. ‘Tlie gentleman seems to forget that there was 


legislation upon this subject—— 
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Mr. PHELPS. I am not asking what I forget; I am asking the 
gentleman, as he stated that this right was not a right created under 
the twenty-ninth article of the treaty of Washington, if he will state ex- 
actly the article and the treaty wherein that right was created. 

Mr. BELMONT. I say it was recognized by the twenty-ninth arti- 
cle, though not created by it. 

Mr. PHELPS. Then, will the gentleman be good enough to state 
in what treaty and in what article of the treaty it was created ? 

Mr. BELMONT. The gentleman with his usual perspicuity will un- 
doubtedly be able to apprehend my meaning. 

Mr. PHELPS. The gentleman from New York has stated that the 
right existed between these countries before the twenty-ninth article 
of the treaty of Washington was adopted. Now, that statement is so 
startling, so extraordinary, it gives information at once so valuable to 
our State Department and to the foreign office of Great Britain and to 
the world that I insist he shall not beat around the bush, but shall 
give the country and the House the benefit of the information which 
he seems alone to be d of. 

Mr. BELMONT. I do not think it necessary —— 

Mr. PHELPS (interrupting). I think it is absolutely necessary, be- 
cause the gentleman said that this right was given somewhere else. 
Now, I did not know it was given anywhere else, just as your State 
Department does not know it is given anywhere else, as Salisbury, 
abroad, does not know it, as Macdonald, in Canada, does not know it; 
for had either known it, he would havesaidso, Will not the gentleman 
then condescend, as I yielded him the time in response to his solicitation, 
to explicitly state in what treaty and ia what article of the treaty 
these important rights were given and exchanged before the twenty- 
ninth article of the treaty of 1871? 

Mr. BELMONT. LIunderstand the gentleman from New Jersey [ Mr. 
PHELPS] has yielded to me in order io make a—— 

Several MEMBERS (on the Republican side). Oh, no. 

Mr. BELMONT, Statement in regard to this matter for his infor- 
mation. 

Mr. PHELPS. Will the gentleman state where the article is, and 
in what treaty? I was saying that the Canadians—— 

Mr. BELMONT. I understand the gentleman yielded to me to an- 
swer him. 

Mr. PHELPS. The gentleman refuses to answer the question. He 
has his own time, and he can perhaps state then where the treaty is. 

Mr. BELMONT. It is notin any treaty or article of a treaty, but 
in statutory provisions that founded the present commercial operations 
with Canada, The gentleman from New Jersey interrupted me at 
every opportunity that he could, and he prevented me from answering. 

Mr. PHELPS. The gentleman refused to answer a categorical ques- 
tion; and because my time—— £ 

Mr. BELMONT (interrupting). I will very easily answer it in my 
own time. 

Mr. PHELPS. Yon better, for my time would not be sufficient for 
you, nor, I fear, eternity. [Laughter on the Republican side. ] 

It is a painful retrospect—the catalogue of our performances during 
the last two years in that direction. The President, under the article 
which he believed to have been abrogated, which he knew to be can- 
celed by infraction, and which was constantly and insultingly disre- 
garded by Canada, was heaping favors on Canadian shippers by land 
and sea that they might compete more successfully with their Ameri- 
ean rivals, The country will read with especial pains, if the informa- 
tion shall ever be given it, of the special favors given to Canadian rail- 
ways. They know what Canadian railways are. They are the crea- 
tures of the Canadian Government. They were built by the govern- 
ment for political purposes. They are-maintained by government sub- 
sidies, and they are operated without any of the restrictions of the in- 
terstate-commerce act. Yet these are the railways to which the Presi- 
dent has generously extended all the facilities of a bonded transit. 

What will the people say when they learn what was done after the 
Canadian Government had, in June, 1886, refused to give our goods 
the facilities of transit even after Congress had the retaliation 
act in March, 1887? Will they believe it? On the 20th of May, 1887, 
the Canadian Pacific Railway was opened to Vancouver. On that very 
day the Secretary of the Treasury bonded the Pacific Coast Steamship 
Company, and in July following gave that company a permit to carry 
goods in bond from San Francisco to Vanconver, to be transported over 
the Canadian Pacific to Boston, New York, or any other harbor of the 
United States. That business, which was entirely American, which 
belonged to the American railways, might be given to this foreign rail- 
way, the President authorizes a steamship company to carry goods 
over the high seas, to deliver them to its Canadian rival. I know that 
Congress has begun to think that railways have no rights which we 
are bound to respect; but is there any reason why a broken treaty 
should be used to take from an American railway and give to a Cana- 
dian railway the business of carrying goods from San Francisco to New 
York? 

The President, because he would not tell any one that he thought the 
twenty-ninth article abrogated, but would keep on executing its pro- 
visions without hint or protest or retaliation, just as if it were in force, 
had trouble not only with Canada but with everybody else. 


The Senate, now knowing his views, committed itself against them. 
In the debate on passing the joint resolution of 1883 to terminate the 
fisheries article, the direct question was asked Senator EDMUNDS, and 
he answered no, and the bill was passed without a Senator disputing 
his answer. So did the House, for on the same occasion, when Mr. 
Rice, a Representative from Massachusetts, was asked the same ques- 
tion he made the same answer, and the bill was passed without a sin- 
gle Representative disputing his answer. So did the Committee on 
Foreign Affairs of the House, for it reported unanimously, February 
16, 1887, a retaliation bill, in which the twenty-ninth article was re- 
ferred to by name as being in force. [Applause. ] 


And upon proof that the privileges secured by Article XXIX are denied as to 


goods, wares, and merchandise. 
' ' 
+ $ . $ s = 


$ 

The President may also by proclamation, etc. 

So did his Secretary of State, for Mr. Bayard wrote to Senator REA- 
GAN, of the Committee of Interstate Commerce: 

Only the fishery articles of the treaty of Washington are abrogated. 

But more regretable than the unfortunate position into which the 
President’s silence forced his friends was the effect it had upon the 
Canadian authorities. Finding that what they knew to be an infrac- 
tion of one treaty stipulation was accepted without protest, they waxed 
bold to disregard at their pleasure other stipulations of the treaty, and 
the result has been a new series of annoyances and aggressions, which 
seemed to be invited by the failure of the President to make manful 
protest and to employ the peaceful means of self-defense committed to 
him. Bat these unpleasant things are behind us. If Article XXIX 
was not canceled by abrogation it was by infraction, and our hands are 
free, if we wish them to be. 

The President is now the President of the message, not the President 
of the treaty; he is no longer the governor-general of Canada; he is 
now the President of the United States. He no longer takes the Cana- 
dian view; he takes the American view of the stipulation. If now he 
will act—if he will do anything—we will encourage him in his new de- 
parture. We will give him everything he asks for, necessary or un- 
necessary. The past will be forgiven, 

I reserve the remainder of my time. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman has eleven minutes re- 
maining. 

MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 

A message from the Senate, by Mr. McCook, its Secretary, announced 
that the Senate still further insists upon its amendments to the bill (H. 
R. 11242) making appropriations for the support of the Army for the 
fiscal year ending June 30, 1889, and for other purposes, numbered 32, 
33, and 35, disagreed to by the House of Representatives, and agrees to 
the farther conference asked by the House of Representatives on the dis- 
agreeing votes thereon, and had appointed Messrs. ALLISON, PLUMB, and 
GORMAN conferees on the part of the Senate. 

The message further announced that the Senate disagrees to the 
amendment of the House on the bill (S. 832) to provide for an addi- 
tional mode of taking depositions of witnesses in causes pending in 
courts of the United States, and agrees to the conference asked by the 
House on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses thereon, and had 
appointed Messrs. COKE, EVARTS, and GEORGE as conferees on the 
part of the Senate. 

The message further announced that the Senate had passed with 
amendments the bill (H. R. 1073) for the relief of the Roman Catholic 
Church of St. Peter and St. Paul, at Chattanooga, Tenn., and ask for 
a conference on the disagreeing votes thereon, and had appointed Mr. 
MITCHELL, Mr. SPOONER, and Mr. HARRIS as conferees on the part 
of the Senate. 

The message further announced that the Senate had agreed to the 
report of the committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the 
two Houses on the amendment of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 7708) 
to increase the pension of Annie Gibson Yates. 

The message further announced that the Senate requests the House 
of Representatives to return to the Senate the bill (H. R. 5716) for es- 
tablishing a light at the mouth of Otter Creek, Lake Champlain. 


FISHERIES. 


Mr. BELMONT. Ordinarily I should find it a most difficult and se- 
rious undertaking to reply to my colleagues of the Committee on 
Foreign Affairs, the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. Hrrr] and the gen- 
tleman from New Jersey [Mr. PHELPS]. I have had a long experience 
of their ingenuity and their ability in dealing with such questions as 
this, and I have a respect for their opinions. But in this instance, 
after listening to the arguments which they have made, and remem- 
bering that in not one single sentence has either of them declared his 
intention to vote against the bill, my only difficulty is to believe that 
even those who may be politically opposed to the President of the 
United States should, in such a grave crisis as this, charge upon him 
motives inconsistent with his duty—so bravely and well performed— 
to guard and protect the rights of American citizens and to maintain 
the dignity and honor of the nation. 

Why, Mr. Speaker, we ought not to be, and I am sure upon reflec- 
tion we will not be, Democrats and we will not be Republicans when 
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contronting unfriendly acts of a foreign power. The gentleman from 
New Jersey [Mr. PHELPS] surprised me, who had approached him in 
the most fair and friendly spirit in the endeavor to make a correction 
of a statement which I am sure the House will see is unfounded, 
utterly unfounded. And it is more surprising because the gentleman 
from New Jersey ought to be familiar with all the phases of this im- 
portant subject. I deny in common with all who have looked into 
this question with care, and who have considered the statutes as well 
as the treaty of 1871, that these commercial operations or privileges 
originated in the twenty-ninth article. I call the attention of the 
gentleman to the fact that there exist upon the statute-book laws pro- 
viding for the operations of commerce between the United States and 
Canada; laws antedating the treaty of 1871. There isa—— 

Mr. PHELPS. Will the gentleman permit me—— 

Mr. BELMONT. I will not yield to the gentleman. 

Mr. PHELPS. That is scarcely reciprocity, Mr. Speaker. 

Mr. BELMONT. That is exactly what it is. 

Mr. ROGERS. ‘‘Retaliation.’? [Laughter.] [Cries of ‘‘ Regular 

, order !”? on the Democratic side. ] 

Mr. BELMONT. The statute of 1862 is the foundation of this series 
of legislation providing for the warehousing of foreign merchandise 
upon our territory for a certain period free of duty. ‘Then there was 
an act approved by President Johnson March 14, 1866, five years before 
the treaty of Washington, which distinctly provides ‘* that neither this 
nor any other act shall operate to prevent the transportation of bonded 

wares, or merchandise from warehouse within three years from 
the date of the original importation nor their exportation in bond from 
the port into which they were originally imported into any other port 
or ports for the purpose of exportation.” This was followed by still 
another act approved July 28, of the same year, which mentions the 
British provinces by name. 

I did not think I should be called upon to have those statutes read, 
but it does seem necessary for the information of the gentleman from 
New Jersey, and I therefore ask the Clerk to read section 5 of the act 
of 1866, which I send to the desk. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

And be it further ena That from and after the passage of this act, goods, 
wares, or merchandise arriving at the ports of New York, Boston, and Portland, 
or any other port of the United States which may be specially designated by 
the Secretary of the Treasury, and destined for places in the adjacent British 
provinces, or arriving at the port of Point Isabel, Texas, or any other port of 
the United States which may be specially designated by the Secretary of the 
Treasury, and destined for places in the Republic of Mexico, may be entered at 
the custom-house and conveyed in transit through the territory of the United 
States without the payment of duties, under such rules, ye hiragana and con- 
ditions sag the protection of the revenue as the Secretary of the Treasury may 
preseri 

Mr. BELMONT. The date of thatactis 1866. Now I will endeavor 
to remind the gentleman from New Jersey —— 

Mr. PHELPS. - Will the gentleman yield to me to say—— 

Mr. BELMONT. Icannot yield. Ishould have gladly done so had 
I been met in the spirit which at the outset I intended to show to him. 
The gentleman from New Jersey was a member of the Committee on 
Foreign A ffafrs in the Jast Congress, and he has referred to the bill which 
we unanimously reported at that time, and has endeavored to point out 
an inconsistency in the position of the committee by reason of the fact 
that that bill makes reference to the twenty-ninth article. In view of 
the existing statutes running parallel with the twenty-ninth article, 
which was already terminated, it is very clear that it was quite proper 
that these operations of commerce should be described by some phrase 
which could properly enter into a bill of that nature, but the language 
employed does not imply at all that the twenty-ninth article was then 
in force. Itcould notimply any such thing. Ifthe House will permit, 
I will here insert the text of that bill, which was as follows: 


That hereafter whenever the President shall be satisfied that vessels of the 
United States are denied, in ports or territorial waters of the British dominions 
in North America, rights to which such vessels are entitled by treaty or by the 
law of natious, or are denied the comity of treatment or the reasonable privi- 
leges usually accorded between neighboring and friendly nations, he may, in 
his discretion, by proclamation, prohibit from entering the ports of the United 
States, or from exercising such privileges therein as he may, in his diseretion, 
by such proclamation, define, vessels owned wholly or in part by a subject of 
Ter Britannic Majesty, and coe Ee arriving from any port or place in the 
Dominion of Canada, or in the Island of Newfoundland, whether directly or 
having touched at any other port, excepting such vessels shall be in distreas of 
navigation and of needed repairs or supplies therefor, and he may also forbid 
the entrance or importation, either by land or water, into the United States, of 
any goods, wares, or merchandise from the aforesaid Dominion of Canada or 
Newfoundland, or any locomotive, car, or other vehicle, with any goods that 
may be therein contained, from the Dominion of Canada; and upon proof 
that the privileges secured by Article XXIX of the treaty concluded between 
the United States and Great Britain on the 8th day of May, 1871, are denied 
as to goods, wares, and merchandise arriving at the ports of British North 
America, the President may also, by proclamation, forbid the exercise of the 
like privileges as to goods, wares, and merchandise arriving in any of the ports 
of the United States; and any person violating or attempting to violate the pro- 
visions of any proclamation issued under thisact, and any person preventing or 
attempting to prevent any officer ofthe United States from enforcing such proc- 
lamation, shall be guilty of a misdemeanor, and, upon conviction thereof, shall 
be liable to a fine of not more than $1,000, or imprisoned for a term not exceed- 
ing two years, or by both said punishments, in the discretion of the court; and 
if, on and after the date at which such proclamation takes effect, the master or 
hep pate in charge of any vessel thereby excluded from the ports of the 
United States shall do, in the ports, nanon or waters of the United States, for 
or on account of such vessel, any act forbidden by such proclamation aforesaid, 


such vessel, and its riggi tackle, furni Š 

Board, ahali be Habia t> selure and furfeitere tn the Unites States: ere apy 
goode, mine oe en any ar verre or other vehicle, coming 
seized and forfeited to the United States. > pare aia ance 

Sec, 2. That whenever, after the issuance of a proclamation under this act, the 
President is satisfied that the denial of rights and privileges on which his proc- 
lamation was based no longer exists, he may withdraw the proclamation, or so 
much thereof as he may deem proper, and reissue the same thereafter when in 
his judgment the same shall be necessary. 

The gentleman from Kentucky [Mr. McCrary] very clearly ex- 
plained to the House yesterday that the twenty-ninth article contains 
within it a provision for its own termination. Ido not desire to weary 
the House with a repetition of that argument, but it seems necessary 
in view of the statement of the gentleman from New Jersey. The 
article contains a reference to its own termination in the provision that 
this article (Article XXIX) shall continue in force for the time men- 
tioned in Article XXXII. Article XX XIII is the article terminat- 
ing the fisheries clauses, from No. 18 to No. 25, the time being ten 
years, with a notice of two years. I was myself a member of the com- 
mittee in 1883, when the House gave the necessary notice, and the 
fishery articles, together with the articles of the treaty linked with 
them, were terminated at that time. I will say further that it was 
not necessary that the twenty-ninth article should have been named, 
because the thirty-second article was not named but was also then con- 
sidered as terminated, 

That Canada considered this article as no longer in force is obvious 
from the course of her officials, and much more so if we observe the 
character of herlegislation. In referring to the bill which was the sub- 
ject of controversy between the Senate and the House in the last Con- 
gress, I think it not improper for me tosay that at the time of the prep- 
aration of that bill the President was consulted as to the amount of 
power to be vested in him, and I state to the House that the President 
at that time desired the same measure of authority for which he asks 
in the message now before us. I trust I shall observe the rules usually 
prevailing in both Houses as to the proceedings in either House, but it 
is almost impossible to properly discuss the questions presented with- 
out a reference to the action of the Senate. The Senate was unwilling 
to grant the power which the House and the President considered nec- 
essary to carry out the policy which we are now again endeavoring to 
put into effect. 

I do not think it necessary to recall the points of difference which 
then existed. There is reason, however, to believe that obstacles which 
were then placed in the way of such a measure have in part at least 
been removed. Closer investigation has shown the wisdom and ne- 
cessity of the policy inaugurated and adopted by the House, and many 
minds hitherto in doubt as to the power under the treaty of 1871 to 
withdraw certain privileges from Canadians have now become clear in 
the opinion that the twenty-ninth article of that treaty is no longer in 
force, and that such privileges can and should be withdrawn. 

We in the House, during the course of the debate—many of us, at 
least—said it might be that the large railroad interests which undoubt- 
edly would be affected were very sensitive about the measure. It may 
be so to-day, and we have yet to see the course of this bill to its con- 
clusion. The Senate has not only placed itself in the way of the pol- 
icy which the President then desired, but it has also interposed by a 
party vote its opposition to a fair, honorable, and advantageous treaty. 
Not only that, but the Foreign Relations Committee of the Senate has 
announced that the fisheries questions, in controversy between Great 
Britain and the United States, are not subjects for treaty negotiation. 
The country, it seems to me, will apprehend that the Senate has 
thereby abdicated its share in the settlement of these gtave questions, 
and that it now rests with the House to give direction and force to the 
position of our Government; that it rests with the House to uphold 
the President in the policy which the country has so well received. 

The gentleman from Illinois [Mr. Hrrr] has referred to the projected 
treaty of 1883 in terms of contempt, and has made the statement, which 
appears also in the report of the majority of the Senate Committee on 
Foreign Relations, that by the treaty there was a surrender of a yast 
area of fishing waters. The report of the Senate committee stated that 
that area amounted to 1,127square miles. I have had a tabularstate- 
ment prepared, from which it appears that the entire area amounts to 
749 square miles as against 4,000 square miles claimed by Canada; and 
the majority of the Senate Committee on Foreign Relations admit in 
another part of their report, in the third, fourth, and fifth of their 
conclusions, that the fisheries in those surrendered waters are practi- 
cally worthless at the present time, though they contend that they 
might become profitable in the future, and should therefore not be 
given up. The exact areas surrendered, if the House cares for the 
figures, were as follows: In square miles, (1) Baie des Chaleurs, £00 
miles; (2) Bay of Miramichi, 23; (3) Egmont Bay, 20; (4) St. Ann’s 
Bay, 5; (5) Fortune Bay, 160; (6) Sir Charles Hamilton Sound, 2; (7) 
Barrington Bay, 2; (8) Chedabucto Bay and St. Peter’s Bays, 18; (9) 
Mira Bay, 7; (10) Placentia Bay, 7; (11) St. Mary’s Bay, 5. This is 
an actual area of 749 square miles , and is nearly all in two bays. 

While we have much to learn, apparently, from our friends on the 
other side of the aisle about this treaty, we can also learn something 
from our enemies across the border; and I will ask the Clerk to read.a 
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statement made in the Canadian Parliament by Mr. Ellis, a prominent 
member of that body, on the 18th of April last. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


First. We have by the very act of making this treaty receded from the posi- 
tion maintained so long in practice, that Canada and Great Britain could impose 
their own interpretations upon the meaning of the treaty of 1518, thus enlarg- 
ing the restrictions of that treaty. By doing this we have given the United 
States a precedent upon which to base new demands for the amelioration of the 
lations 4 sens to their fishing vessels, should the need arise. 

Second. We have almost wholly abandoned the contention that fishing ves- 
Lee dp a class by themselves,and therefore not entitled to any commercial 
x Third. We entirely and forover abandon the 3-mile headland theory. 

Fourth. We forever admit the right of United States fishermen to navigate 
the Straits of Canso. S 

Fifth. We no longer compel American fishing vessels to depart from our 
shores in twenty-four hours after arrival, 

Sixth. We relieve them from the obnoxious operations of customs regulations 

reed against them as fishing vessels, and which were sey arpa severe, as 
the true intent of these laws was to regulate commercial trading only. 

Seventh. We free them from harbor, pilotage, and other dues, which are 
sometimes inhospitably and often capriciously imposed upon them, even in 
cases where they sought shelter, Renin With them in these matters as com- 
mercial vessels, though denying them the rights of commercial v 

hth. We have practically abandoned the course of ordering them to de- 
part ifsupposed to be hovering within our waters, and also the plan of putting 
an officer on board of them as a matter of course. 

Ninth. We permit them, under certain circumstances, to purchase bait, to re- 
plenish outfits, to ship men, and to transfer cargoes. 

Tenth. We issue to them, free of charge, permits which enable them to pur- 
chase supplies in Pacts ef entry on all occasions, just as trading vessels, except 
that they may not do it for barter, and this applies both to the homeward voy- 
age and outward voyages. This section does not name bait; but there will be 
no difficulty whatever of purchasing bait under it. 

Eleventh. By the fourteenth article we abandon our previous contention that 
provers within Canadian waters to fish is evidence of intention to actually 

within Canadian waters, and we therefore recede from the position taken 

by the act of 1886, 
Twelfth. We have limited and defined and reduced the severe penalties im- 
by that act for violation of our exclusive rights of fishing. Forfeiture of 
the vessel is no longer a penalty except for fishing within Canadian waters or 
ring within those waters to fish therein. In all other cases $3 a ton is the 

ighest fine which can be im S 

Thirteenth. We have provided a summary process of law for dealing with 
errond gece vessels, instead of the old and slow process of the admi- 

ty co 

Fourteenth. And lest the punishmont of an infraction of the new treaty or 
that of 1818 should seem to be unjust, and to prevent the danger of giving of- 
fense to the United States, the Government of Canada can reverse the judg- 
ment of the court, 


Mr. BELMONT. .Mr. Speaker, I do not like to bring into this dis- 
cussion anything like an accusation of unfairness to the President and 


to his Secretary, but I do not think it just to the House to pass unno- 


ticed the statement of the gentleman from New Jersey, who has said 
that the Canadian acts have been passed over by our Government with- 
out protest. If it will not weary the House I will ask the Clerk to 
read, and I hope the House will attend to the reading of, a very seri- 
ous and earnest protest—such a protest as indeed calls for the action 
which we are endeavoring to take to-day. 

Mr. PHELPS. Will the gentleman be good enough to state where, 
at any time, by agent or directly by himself, the President ever in- 
timated before the 23d of August that he considered this article of the 
treaty canceled either by abrogation or infraction ? 

Mr. BELMONT. The gentleman, who isso familiar with diplomatic 
affairs, will ize that the statement of the Secretary of State is the 
statement of the President. I ask the Clerk to read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

[MTr. Bayard to Sir L. West.] 
DEPARTMENT OF STATE, Washington, May 29, 1836. 


Sm: I have jot reccived an official imprint of House of Commons bill No. 
136, now pending in the Canadian Parliament, entitled “An act further to 
amend the act respecting fishing by foreign vessels,” and am informed that it 
passed the House and is now pending in the Senate. 

This bill popoa the forcible search, seizure, and forfeiture of any foreign 

any harbor in Canada, or hovering within 3 ne miles of any 
bays, creeks, or harbors in Canada where such vessel has entered 
such waters for any purpose not permitted by the laws of nations, or TN, 
or convention, or by any law of the United Kingdom or of Canada now in force. 

I hasten to draw your attention to the wholly unwarranted proposition of the 
Canadian authorities, through their local agents, arbitrarily to enforce accord- 
ing to their own construction the poroa of any convention between the 
United States and Great Britain, and, by the interpolation of Janguage not found 
in anysuch treaty, and, by interpretation not claimed or conceded by either party 
tosuch treaty, to invade and destroy the commercial rights and privileges of citi- 
zens of the United States under and by virtue of treaty stipulation with Great 
Britain and statutes in that behalf made and provided. 

I have also been furnished with a copy of circular No. 371, purporting to be 
from the customs department at Oltawa, dated May 7, 1886, and to be signed by 
J. Johnson, commissioner of customs, assuming to execute the provisions of the 
treaty between the United States and Great Britain, concluded October 20,1818, 
and printed copies of a warning, purporting to be issued by George E. Foster, 
minister of marine and fisheries, dated at Ottawa, March 5, 1886, of a similar 
tenor, although capable of unequal results in its execution. 

Such proceedings I conceive to be flagrantly violative of the reciprocal com- 
mercial privileges to which citizens of the United States are lawfully entitled 
under statutes of Great Britain and the well-defined and publicly proclaimed 
authority of both countries, besides being in respect of the existing conventions 
between the two countries an assumption of jurisdiction entirely unwarranted 
and which is wholly denied by the United States. 

In the interest of the maintenance of peaceful and friendly relations, I give 
you my earliest information on this subject, adding that I have telegraphed Mr. 
Phelps, our minister at London, to make earnest protest to Her Majesty’s Gov- 
ernment against such arbitrary, unlawful, unwarranted, and unfriendly action 
on the part of the Canadian Government and its officials, and have instructed 
Mr. Phelps to give notice that the Government of Great Britain will be held 
liable for all losses and injuries to citizens of the United States and their prop- 


erty caused by the unauthorized and unfriendly actiow of the Canadian officials 
to which I have referred. 
I bave, ete., 
T. F. BAYARD. 

Mr. PHELPS. Will the geitleman from New York yield to allow 
the date of that letter to be read? What I wish to know is whether 
the date of this letter is after notice of the infraction of the article or 
of an intention to break it was given—— 

Mr. BELMONT. I fear, Mr. Speaker—— ; 

Mr. PHELPS. Let us have the date. That will answer the ques- 
tion. i 

Mr. BELMONT. I fear the gentleman does not understand—— 
Seek PHELPS. Is the gentleman unwilling that the date should be 

ə 

Mr. BELMONT. I do not yield any further. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. MCMILLIN). 
New York declines to yield. 

Mr. PHELPS. I rise to a parliamentary inquiry. 
der for me to t—— 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from New York is en- 
titled to the floor; and declines to yield. 

Mr. PHELPS. Irise toa question of privilege. I claim that itis 
the right of a member to have a public document so read that if ho ig 
giving careful attention and is not naturally deficient in hearing he 
shall hear what is read. I did not hear the date of this letter. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair will state in reply to. the 
gentleman’s ‘‘ question of privilege” that the gentleman from New 
York, in addressing the House, is entitled to send to the desk and have 
read in his time such document as he sees proper; and only such por- 
tions thereof as he desires to have read can be read in his time with- 
out his consent. 

Mr. PHELPS. I think, if the Chair will pardon me, the date was 
read, but I did not cateh it. 

Mr. BELMONT. I think the difficulty can be easily overcome, I 
will read the date— 

Washington, May 29, 1886. 

I was proceeding to say—— 

Mr. PHELPS. Now, will the gentleman yield for a question which 
will be significant in that connection? 

Mr. BELMONT. I was proceeding to say that I do not think the 
gentleman quite understood the nature of the protest. He seems to 
imagine that it has reference to certain infractions of the twenty-ninth 
article. It was, in fact, a protest against the proclamation by the Queen 
of a legislative enactment of Canada. Itwas an endeavor to urge upon 
Great Britain the importance of exercising some restraint on the 
minion.- 

Mr. Speaker, I think the reading of that protest is certainly a suffi- 
cient answer to the statement of the gentleman from New Jersey [Mr. 
PHELPS] that no protest had been entered in regard to the infraction 
of our treaties and the unfriendly and unneighborly enactments of the 
Canadian legislature. The policy which we are endeavoring now to 
establish is a wise one, because it undertakes to protect the rights of 
our citizens. And more than that, it is an absolutely necessary one in 
the face of the protest which we have made. If such protests as this 
are not followed by action on our part, it would be notice to Great 
Britain and other governments that protests coming from us are mere 
formalities not to be followed by action. 

It is well enough for those who are hostile to us, either in England 
or Canada, to look upon the rivalry between Democrats and Repub- 
licans in maintenance of American rightsas the mere struggle of party, 
but it is a rivalry, Mr. Speaker, in which we can take great pride and 
satisfaction, a rivalry witha worthy aimin view. We know wellwhen 
the moment comes to act that when a great crisis comes upon the na- 
tion party differences must be sunk in a united purpose to uphold the 
rights of our people and the dignity of our Government. 

If I have time left, I desire to reserve it. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman has twenty-seven min- 


The gentleman from 


I think it in or- 


utes. 

Mr. ROCKWELL. I desire to yield thirty minutes of my time to 
my colleague [Mr. DAVIS]. ; 

Mr. DAVIS. Mr. Speaker, events do not stand alone. They must 
be judged by their relation to other facts with which they are connected 
in order to ascertain their true character and the causes and motives 
from which they have resulted. This relation is the logic of events 
and its recognition is the philosophy of history. 

Keeping in view this principle we may possibly be able to under- 
stand the purpose of the message which the President has recently ad- 
dressed to Congress. This message reeks with the spirit of retaliation. 
It demands additional power to that already given by Congress in order 
that this policy shall be made sweeping and effective. 

Now I do not object to this. I have always believed in this policy 
toward our neighbors over our northern frontier until we could prove 
to them that their aggressive and unfriendly conduct was a blunder in 
déaling with a great people who can give blows as well as take them. 

I do not think he needs the powers he asks for in addition to those 
conferred upon him by the actof March 3, 1887. ButI would notcool 
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his new-born zeal or thwart his late purpose of defending our interests 
in the manner pointed out by Congress. But I am concerned to in- 
quire what has led to this sudden conversion. The exigency calling 
for the exercise of the powers he already possesses, not to speak of those 
he calls for, is by no means as imperative as it was when the retaliatory 
act was passed. The fishing season is nearly over, and there is little, 
if any, disturbance on the Canadian coast. What, then, has aroused 
the President so suddenly to the importance of retaliation? 

It is known that following the revocation of the fishery articles of 
the treaty of 1871, a series of annoyances, aggressions, and outrages 
were practiced by the Canadian officials upon our fishing vessels: The 
commercial rights which they had enjoyed almost uninterraptedly for 
more than half a century by virtue of reciprocal arrangements between 
Great Britain and the United States were denied them. They were 
molested and driven away or seized when exercising their rights under 
the treaty of 1818. Inshort, a condition of commercial non-intercourse 
and hostility was put in practice by the Dominion Government toward 
a class of our vessels apparently because they dared to pursue a calling 
upon the high seas which the New England fishermen had prosecuted 
a century before the British occupation of Canada. More than two 
thousand of our fishing vessels had been molested and harassed in this 
manner. These violations of international law, comity, and treaties 
had been vigorously protested against by our present Secretary of State 
and minister at the Court of St. James, and in each case the British 
Government had been notified that compensation for damages would 
be demanded. 

The object of this injurious policy on the part of the Canadian au- 
thorities, sustained by the mother Government, was of course well un- 
derstood and stated by our Government in the official correspondence 
arising from it. It wasintended to force us to abolish our customs duties 
upon fish and fish products in order that they might have free entrance 
into our markets for the products of Canadian fisheries in competition 
with our American fishermen. Their experience of the treaty of 1871 
had proved that with their cheapness of vessels, outfit, and crews and 
the bounty they received they could eventually destroy our fishing 
industry and take possession of our market. 

It was because of this state of facts that Congress passed, with sub- 
stantial unanimity, the retaliatory act, which clothed the President 
with discretionary power to prohibit for such a period of time as he saw 
fit the entrance into ports or places of the United States of Canadian 
fishing vessels, fish, or the products of Canada. 

This was the obvious method of dealing with the subject. It would 
teach the Canadians that their policy could not accomplish its object, 
and that so long as it was pursued they would be utterly shut out from 
our markets; that, so far from succeeding in forcing us to their position 
and securing the entrance of their fish free of duty, they would exclude 
that product by their own act from our ports and markets. It can 
hardly be doubted that the exercise of this power by the President for 
ashort time would have been effectual, and would have inflicted no 
serious injury upon any American interest. 

Then when our northern neighbors had discovered their mistake it 
would have been easy, either by reciprocal legislation to have secured 
our rights, or, if a new treaty were desirable, we could have restored 


the previous status, and in return demanded commercial rights and fair’ 


and liberal treatment in all respects. The President, however, pre- 
ferred to negotiate a treaty, which was properly rejected by the Senate. 

I shall not attempt to discuss this treaty in detail. I firmly believe, 
however, that if it had not been for that pressure that an executive 
knows how to bring in favor of a measure it would have been rejected 
by a two-thirds vote of the Senate. 

It utterly failed to protect our fishing interests, and was in the most 
important respects a surrender of our ancient claims and a submission 
to the most arrogant British pretensions. It admitted the British head- 
land theory, never before conceded by our Government or even insisted 
upon by Great Britain; and by its specific delimitations and the in- 
crease of the width across the months of excluded bays from 6 to 10 
miles shut ns off from vast areas in which we had claimed and exer- 
cised common fishing rights. - 

It occurs to me that among other waters the Bay of Chaleur was de- 
limited by this treaty—a bay 70 miles in length and 20 miles or more 
in width—where our fishermen have sailed and fished almost from time 


immemorial; yes, sir, since the first mackerel was caught by the first 


Yankee‘fishermen, two hundred and fifty years ago. 

I can recollect when the chief catch of the mackerel fishermen was 
taken in those waters, and the name of this famous bay is one of the 
familiar sounds of my childhood. 

The Massachusetts fisherman knew these waters as he knew those of 
Barnstable Bay. He knew its coast line, the rise and fall of its tides, 
and the familiar roar and swell of its waves. He had seen year by 
year, month by month, day by day, upon its surface those vast schools 
of the most beautiful of the finny tribe, their delicate forms leaping 
and their blue sides glancing in the sunlight, as he merrily plied his 
lines or drew in his nets. Sir, the Yankee fisherman excluded from 
those waters would feel as the Scotch Highlander felt when driven from 
his native mountains by the greed of rapacious landlords. 

If this treaty had been ratified, the New England fisherman would 


have hated the word ‘‘ delimitation ” ashe hates the enemy of his salva- 
tion. . 

It left the question of the alleged infraction of this treaty to be de- 
termined by Canadian courts, and permitted harsh penalties, extending 
to forfeiture of vessels and cargo and supplies. These courts are preju- 
diced against our fishermen and the witnesses are substantially bribed 
by the share they would receive of the confiscated property in case of 
conviction. 

The burden is placed upon the defendant to prove his innocence—a 
monstrous perversion of justice. And if theseizure should be adjudged 
illegal, nominal damages only ean be secured. ‘This treaty failed to 
secure indemnity for the numerous and wanton injuries and outrages 
committed upen our fishermen, and for which Secretary Bayard had 
declared compensation would be demanded. 

It sacrificed the commercial rights which our fishing vessels had ex- 
ercised almost uninterruptedly for more than fifty years, and for which 
we had rendered a full equivalent by the concession of similar privi- 
leges which this treaty did not disturb or impair. Instead of these 
full commercial rights, which were and still are conceded to Canadian 
fishing vessels in our ports,it only secured what no civilized government 
could deny—the privilege of purchasing provisions and supplics on the 
homeward voyage if needed, and these not to be obtained by barter. 
in other words, it was not to be in any sense a commercial right, buta 
privilege to be exercised in the most expensive manner to avert actual 
want or possibly starvation on the homeward trip. 

It could not be and was not intended to be of the slightest use in 
prosecuting the business of the vessel. If the provisions should be 
spoiled or run short while engaged in fishing, except by casualty, nob 
an ounce of bread or meat could be purchased in all Her Majesty’s 
North American dominions, unless the vessel should agree to leave the 
suog grounds and return home, abandoning of course her season’s 
fishing. | 

What a coneession from one civilized nation to another—kindred 
nations, as we are so fond of saying. Then, under stress of weather or 
other casualty, we might unload, reload, transship, or sell, subject to 
customs laws or regulations, all fish on board, when such proceedings 
were ‘‘made necessary as incidental to repairs, and may replenish out- 
fits, provisions, and supplies damaged or lost by disaster.’’ 

The concession of those privileges only when necessary to save vessel 
or cargo was a simple act of humanity which needed no treaty stipu- 
lations to enforce and which no government could decline to grant with- 
out disgrace. But I wish to call the attention of the House to a most 
serious surrender of our interests contained in this article. 

Under the twenty-ninth article of the treaty of 1871 we secured the 
right to convey in bond goods, wares, or merchandise arriving in any 
of the ports of Her Britannic Majesty’s possessions in North America 
through said possessions without the payment of duties. 

The representative of the Administration and chief negotiator on our 
side of the rejected treaty declares that this article is not abrogated, 
and therelore agreed to Article XI of the Bayard treaty under the con- 
viction that Article XXIX of the treaty of 1871 was then in existence. 
Now, it is clear that by express implication this article repeals the 
right to convey fish in bond secured by the former treaty, and only 
preserved the right to transship in case of casualty or disaster. 

Two years ago the British Government notified us that this right 
which we had enjoyed under the treaty of 1871 would no longer be 
conceded, and this article of the treaty of 1888 virtually admitted the 
propriety of the refusal of the British Government to obey its treaty 
stipulations and gave away the most important right which our fisher- 
men possessed under it. The President now says that— 


In the year 1886 notice was received by the representatives of our Government 
that our fishermen would no longer be allowed to ship their fish in bond and 
free of duty through Canadian territory to this country; and eyer since that 
time such shipment has been denied. 

The privilege of such shipment, which had been extended to our fishermen, 
was a most important one, allowing them to spend the time upon the fishing- 
grounds which would otherwise be devoted to a voyage home with their catch, 
and doubling their opportunities for profitably pepeacueing: their vocation. 

In forbidding the transit of the catch of our fishermen over their territory in 
bond and free of duty the Canadian authorities deprived us of the only facility 
dependent upon their concession, and for which we could supply no substitute, 

The value to the Dominion of Canada of the privilege of transit for their cx 
poris and imports across our territory, and to and from our ports, though great 
in every aspect, will be betterappreciated @hen it isremembered that, for a con- 
siderable portion of each year, the St. Lawrence River, which constitutes the 
direct avenue of foreign commerce leading to Canada, is closed by ice. 

During the last six years the imports and exports of British Canadian prov- 
inces carried across our territory, under the privileges rented by our laws, 
amounted in value to about $270,000,000, nearly all of which were goods dutiable 
under our tariff laws, by far the larger part of this traffic consisting of exchanges 
ol goods between Great Britain and her American provinces brought to and car- 
ried from our ports in their own vessels. 


The President is now of the opinion that the article of the treaty ot 
1871 under discussion was revoked, but this probably was not his opinion 
when the treaty of 1888 was negotiated, as he and the Secretary would 
hardly have entertained opposite views on a matter of such impor- 
tance, 

But suppose the twenty-ninth article were revoked, the reciprocal 
legislation which preceded it was in force, and, as the President has 
shown, was of much more importance to Canada than tous. Why, 
then, did he assent to a treaty which justified the Canadian Government 
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in refusing to convey fish in bond through its territory, and fortified 
its position that fish was not included in the treaty stipulations or 
in the preceding legislation? I say that the President in that treaty 

elded American interests, up to that moment inflexibly maintained 

y treaty and legislation, to Canadian interests, and would have left our 
fishermen helpless, notwithstanding the enormous advantages of transit 
given to Canada. Could not these advantages have been used in secur- 
ing something for our fishing interests in the treaty instead of flourish- 
ing their threatened withdrawal in her face since its defeat? 

The President has been aware for two years of the refusal of Canada 
to allow the transit of fish in bond destined for some point in this coun- 
try. Has he made proper remonstrances against her refusal to fulfill 
her reciprocal obligations? If so Congress has not been informed of the 
fact, and if he has made representations concerning such important in- 
terests, reflecting upon the good faith of the British authorities, it is yet 
to appear. 

But if conclusive evidence were wanting in the eleventh article, for 
which the President is responsible, that we surrendered the privilege 
of transshipment of fish in bond through Canadian territory, it is 
found in the fifteenth article, where that privilege is accorded with 
certain commercial privileges, provided the United States shall admit 
free of duty the products of Canadian fisheries. So that the two arti- 
cles show beyond question that this valuable privilege was distinctly 
surrendered and the British Government could ever afterwards insist 
that it should be excluded from any reciprocal transit arrangements, 
although the President now admits that this was the only important 
concession that the Canadians could make to us. 

I will insert in my remarks the views respecting the character of 
this treaty of one of the most eminent members of the Democratic 
party, who is, perhaps, better informed upon the subject of our fisher- 
ies relations than any American now living. 

The letter of Mr. Woodbury is as follows: 

To the Editor of the Sun: 

Simm: The Chamberlain treaty is now before the Senate. It surrenders every- 
one the United States have contended for since when the dispute on the 
8-mile limit began, contentions which the British authorities have assented to 
or temporized about as often as pressed, so that really in no entire year since 
then have they insisted on enforcing their headland theory. 


The commercial rights ot the United States under the agreements of 1830 were 
SERY abandoned by Mr. Bayard after much previous insistance on their obli- 


n. 

The rights of common humanity toward our vessels in distress, accorded 
everywhere except on the Canadian coast, are hereafter to be allowed only upon 
the Condition that the United States shall change its present registry aire | 
repealing them, and enacting such new ones as are acceptable to tke Bri 

Government before going into effect. This of course leaves the humanity of 
Canada to vessels of the United States in distress withheld until the United 
States shall pay the consideration by repealing its laws and making such new 


ones. 

Commercial intercourse by our fishing vessels is disallowed, but they may be 
rmitted to buy a narrow line of Rupela; whose extent would not exceed 
,000 » year, when the United States shall have repealed existing duties, now 

over $611,000 a year, on Canadian fish and oil, and made them free in our mar- 
kets. 

‘This is the substance of the treaty, all losses to the United States both in honor 
and profit. General Jackson and Mr. McLane, Van Buren and Forsyth, Ste- 
venson and Everett, Webster, Rush, Grant, Evarts, andeven Bayard and Phelps 
for two of their official years, are buried beneath this treaty and their memories 
dishonored by its retreat from their otic contentions for American rights. 

Cavilers have said the treaty of 1818 was wrang from our weakness, but this 
treaty, made in the hour of our strength, surrenders what that neyer did—our 
aegchcres fe and it doubles the waters from which it requires we shall be forever 
exclude 

The consequence of adopting this treaty would be the destruction of the fish- 
ery under the American tag: the paralysis of our hope of naval power, anda 
British monopoly of our markets, aggrandizing its dangerous naval 


Let the treaty be rejected. 
CHARLES LEVI WOODBURY. 
Bosrox, May 4, 1888, 


Sir, that treaty failed to protect American interests or to maintain 
American honor. It surrendered the New England fisherman naked 
tohisenemies. It was the weakest and the worst treaty ever negotiated 
by an American administration. It leads us to question either the in- 
telligence and competency of our negotiators or their loyalty to the 
interests they represented. The fifteenth article relieves them from 
any imputation of lack of intelligence and reveals the true animus of 
the instrument. It reads as follows: 

The fifteenth article of the treaty is as follows: 

Whenever the United States shall remove the duty from fish-oil, whale-oil, 
seal-oil, and fish of all kinds (except fish B ps vite in oil), being the product of 
fisheries carried on by the fishermen of Canada and Newfoundland, includin 
Labrador, as well as from the usual and necessary casks, ls, kegs, cans, an: 
other usual and necessary coverings containing the products above mentioned, 
the like products, being the produce of fisheries carried on by the fishermen of 
the United States, as well as the usual and necessary coverings of the same, as 
above described, shall be admitted free of duty into the Dominion of Canada 
and Newfoundland. And upon such removal of duties, and while the afore- 
said Don aS. siwen se be moos into Aga ch ae pars by a sub- 

iccts without duty being reimposed thereon, the vi entering the 
eA and harbors of the aforesaid coastsof Canada aad Nowictndlend SERI be 
accorded to United States fishing vessels by annual licenses, free of charge, for 


power. 


the following purposes, namely : 
1. The pure! of provisions, bait, ice, seines, lines, and all other supplies 
and outfits, 


2. Transshipment of catch, for transport by any means of conveyance. ` 


3. Shipping of crews. 
Supplies shall not be obtained barter, but bait may be so obtained. 
shall be continued or given to fishing vessels of Canada 


The like privil 
and Newfoun on the Atlantic coasts of the United States. 


The purpose is here as plainly as if expressly stated that the fisher- 
man must submit to all annoyances, grievances, and wrongs to which 
he has been subjected until Canadian fish and fish products shall be 
admitted free of duty into our ports, when, and not before, he shall be 
relieved from these injuries and harassments, and be entitled to quali- 
fied commercial privileges. 

In order to secure these privileges, to which he was entitled by the 

rinciples of international comity, no less than by existing treaties and 

ws, he is asked to make this fatal concession against which he has 
struggled from the beginning as a man fights for his existence. And 
who is responsible for this attempted injustice? who but the Presi- 
dent who controlled the negotiations upon our side and to-day defends 
the treaty? Sir, I denounce this treaty as part and parcel of the free- 
tradeconspiracy which, inaugurated at the White House and continued 
here, seeks to prostrate American industry and impoverish and degrade 
American labor. 

The other party to the negotiation understood this perfectly. 

I have endeavored to show that where legislation providing for re- 
ciprocal commercial convenience or treaty stipulations of a similiar 
character were violated by Canada for the purpose of forcing us to alter 
our customs laws in her interest, the remedy would be found in retali- 
atory or responsive legislation in the same direction. The enforcement 
of such a policy would have secured promptly and fully the needed con- 
cessions by Great Britain. The moment our northern neighbors were 
made to realize that inconveniences and disadvantages could be mut- 
ual and bear with at least equal force against Canadian interests we 
should have found them in a mood to concede to us what was essential 
to their interests that weshould concede to them. This was the policy 
of Congress embodied in the act of March 3, 1887. Butit was not 
the policy of the President until this sudden conversion, almost as 
sudden as that of Saul of Tarsus. Doubtless, like him, he has seen a 
great light, which is growing brighter and brighter as November ap- 
proaches. That light the Republicans in this Chamber and out of it 
hail as the dawning of a new and glorious day. 

I speak of the President’s conversion, and will ask the Clerk toread 
a letter written by him to Mr. Steele, of Gloucester, Mass. 

‘The Clerk read as follows: 


ExectTive Mansion, Washington, D. C., April 7, 1887. 


GENTLEMEN : Ihave received your letter lately addressed to meand have given 
full consideration to the expression of the views and wishes therein contained 
in relation to the existing difficulties between the Government of Great Britain 
and the United States growing out of the refusal to award to our citizens en- 
gaged in fishing enterprises the privileges to which they are entitled cither 
roe treaty stipulations or the guaranties of international comity and neigh- 

rly con on. 

I sincerely trust the apprehension you express of unjust or unfriendly treat- 
ment of American fishermen lawfully found in Canadian waters wiil not be re- 
alized. But if such apprehensions should prove to be well founded, I earnestly 
hope that no fault or inconsiderate action of any of our citizens will in the least 
weaken the just position of our Government, or deprive us of the universal 
sympathy and support to which we should be entitled. 

The action of this Administration since June, 1885, when the fishery articles of 
the treaty of 1871 were terminated under the notification which had two years 
before been given to our Government, has been fully disclosed by the corre- 
spondence between the representatives and the appropriate Departments of the 
respective Governments, with which I am appri by letter you are entirely 
familiar. An examination of this correspondence has doubtiess satisfied you 
that in no case have the rights or privileges of American fishermen been over- 
looked or neglected, but that, on the contrary, they have been sedulously in- 
sisted upon and cared for by every means within the control of the executive 
branch of the Government. 

The act of Congress approved March 3, 1887, authorizing a course of retaliation 
through executive action in the event of unfriendly conduct and treaty viola- 
tions affecting American fishermen, has devolved upon the President of the 
United States exceedingly grave and solemn responsibilities, comprehending 
highly important consequences to our national character and dignity and- in- 
volving extremely valuable commercial intercourse between the British posses- 
sions of North America and the people of the United States. I understand that 
in case recourse to the retaliatory measures authorized by this act should be in- 
vited by unjust treatment of our fishermen in the future the object of such 
retaliation might be fully accomplished by “ prohibiting Canadian-caught fish 
from entry into the ports of the United States.” 

The existing controversy is one in which two nations are the ies con- 
cerned, The retaliation contemplated by the act of Congress is to be enforced, 
not to protect solely any particular interest, however meritorious and valua- 
ble, but to tain the national honor, and thus protect all Oe poopie; In this 
view the violation of American fishery rights and unjust or unfriendly acts to- 
wards a portion of our citizens engaged in this business is but the occasion for 
aooo and constitutes a national affront which gives birth to or may justify re- 
taliation. 

This measure once resorted to, its effectiveness and value may well depend 
upon the thoroughness and extent of its application; and in the be Sapcdarn ese of 
international duties, the enforcement of international rights, and the protection 
of our citizens, this Government and the people of the United States must act 
asa unit—all intent upon attaining the best result of retaliation, upon the basis 
ofa maintenance of national honor and duty. : nee 

A nation seeking by any means to maintain its honor, dignity, and integrity, 
is engaged in protecting the rights of its people, and if in such efforts particu- 
lar interests are injured and special advantages forfeited, these things should be 
patriotically borne for the public . An immense volume of population, 
manufactures, and agricultural productions, and the marine ton and rail- 
ways to which these have given activity—all largely the result of intercourse 
between the United States and British America and the natural growth of a full 
half century of good neighborhood and friendly commaunication—form an ag- 
gregate of material wealth and incidental relations of the most impressive mag- 
nitude. I fully appreciate these things and am not unmindful of the great 
number of our people who are concerned in such vast and diversified interests. 

In the performance of the serious duty which the Congress has imposed upon 
me, and in the exercise upon just occasion of the power conferred under the 
act referred to, I shall deem myself bound to inflict no unnecessary damage or 
injury upon any portion of our people; but I shall nevertheless be unflinch- 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


8318 


ingly guided by a sense of what the self-respect and dignity of the nation de- 
mand. In the maintenance of these and in support of the honor of the Govern- 
ment, beneath which every citizen may repose in safety, no sacrifices of per- 
sonal or private interests shall be considered as against the general welfare. 
Yours, very truly, i 
GROVER CLEVELAND. 
GEORGE STEELE, Esq., 
President American Fishery Union, and others, 
: Gloucester, Mass. 


Mr. DAVIS. Several things are to be noticed in thisletter. First, 
there is no intimation that the remedies proposed in the statute are not 
sufficiently comprehensive and efficient; no suggestion that they do not 
go far enough to effect the purpose of the law. It does, however, take 
the extraordinary ground that the statute should be enforced on gen- 
eral considerations, and not to protect the interest specially involved. 

I think the President is clearly wrong. No other interest was im- 
periled. This interest, and this alone, wasin issue. The antagonistic 
attitude of the two governments related to this question only. ‘The 
retaliatory legislation of Congress was intended to meet and correct 
this difficulty. The national honor was of course involved in securing 
justice for our fishermen, whose rights and interests had been wantonly 
assailed. 

He could maintain the honor of his country no more effectively than 
by protecting against foreign aggression and outrage any class of citi- 
zens or any single citizen. He should have recollected the maxim 
which has come down to us from antiquity, that that form of govern- 
ment is the best in which an injury done to the meanest of its citizens 
is an injury to the state. He had before him the glorious example of 
the greatest of all the ancient nations, which resented with the whole 
force of her irresistible power any insult or injury to a Roman citizen, 
end whose policy in this respect was so well understood that the sim- 
ple expression, ‘* lam a Roman citizen,” was a shield none dared pierce, 
wherever the name and power of the great republic were known and 
fearel. [Applause.] 

And, sir, in modern times the grandest feature of the English Gov- 
ernment, representing a great people who have extended their dominion 
to every quarter of the globe, with an unequaled energy, ambition, and 
enterprise, is her protection of the rights of Englishmen wherever as- 
sailed. 

I regret that an American President could not find inspiration and 
courage in such examples when confronted with similar exigencies and 
clothed with ample power. He refers to the great and increasing in- 
terests of the two countries in sucha manner as plainly betraysa dread 
of responsibility. No fisherman after reading that unfortunate letter 
ever expected the President to enforce the legislation of Congress. The 
sheathed sword which was placed in his hand he dared not draw from 
its scabbard. No, sir; he dared not touch its hilt with his nerveless 
hand! Ob, for one hour of Dundee! Oh, for one day of Jackson or 
of Grant! [Applause.] But he has at last—thanks to the rejection 
of his treaty—found his courage. He has at last, perforce, taken the 
ground assumed by Congress eighteen months ago. Of course he has 
not enforced the retaliation act, but he has written a very courageous 
message to Congress asking for more power. He has not tried the ex- 
periment to ascertain whether a law deliberately passed by Congress 
and signed by himself is adequate to the emergency, and, if not, whether 
the Secretary of the Treasury has not sufficient power under existing 
Jaw. as the ablest statesman living who has occupied that position 
declares that he has, and that it has already been exercised in similar 
cases. 

Of course no imperious exigency exists at present for the action of 
Congress or the President, as no outrages are now being committed, 
and the fishing season is nearly closed. The exigency does not relate 
to our foreign affairs. It is strictly domestic, not to say partisan, and 
will terminate with the election, as the English friends of the Admin- 
istration believe. 

With the remuining part of his message concerning unjust discrimi- 
nation against our commerce through the canals, along the course 
of the lakes and the St. Lawrence, and the steps to be taken to correct 
it, I am in entire accord. The attention of Congress and the country 
was months ago directed to this subject by the gentleman from Maine 
(Mr. DIxGLEY] and it has been discussed in the press ever since. 

Can it be possible, however, that the President has not called the 
attention of the British authorities to this subject, and that they will 
first learn by his message to Congress that he is aware of this grievance 
and is determined to redress it? If this beso, orif complaint has been 
made so recently that they have not had sufficient time to reply, and 
diplomatic courtesy should be thus violated, they will doubtless at- 
tribute it to the political necessities of the situation, which are so 
urgent and grave as to call for an unusual step; and such seems to be 
the generous view taken by the English press, who are extremely 
friendly towards the Administration. 

Mr. Speaker, I apprehend that this movement, with all its dramatic 
accompaniments, with all the applause here, and the telegrams of con- 
gratulations from the outside, is a little late. This of bas2 to 
Harrison’s Landing is rather tardy. [Applause.] Iam reminded of 
an incident in recent French history, where, during one of her revolu- 
tions, when the royal family had fled, the Duchess of Orleans took the 
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infant heir of the throne in her arms and introduced him to the French 
Assembly as their King. She was greeted with shouts of ‘‘ Trop tard!” 
‘t Trop tard !’?—** Too late!” ‘**Too late!” [Applause. ] 

So it is with this latest product of Democratic wisdom which is pre- 
sented tous. The position of the President is in effect thatthe treaty 
was a mistake; that the Secretary of State was oyerreached by Mephis- 
topheles Chamberlain, and that the result was ‘‘too truly English” 
[applause]; but that now he presents us with a genuine Democratic 
baby, having the strawberry mark of paternity on its shoulder, and 
that, young as it is, if pinched a very little by an Englishman, it will 
cry ‘‘Retaliation.’"? The answer will be, that although it is a hand- 
some child and looks as if its father might be a Republican, it comes 
too late. [Applause. ] 

Sir, death-bed repentance is better than none, but it can not be con- 
verted into a song of triumph, or treated as if it had any concern with 
the affairs of this world. And this utterance of the President in the 
expiring hours of his official service, which is in opposition to the en- 
tire policy of his Administration, can not and ought not to command 
the confidence of the country. 

Mr. Speaker, this message will fail to affect the very class it wasin- 
tended to influence. However much they may distrust and dislike 
the Tory Government of England, or its plenipotentiary, who was wel- 
comed by this Administration, they do not ask that their feeling may 
be shared by this Government in its diplomatic relations with that 
country. They are, first and last and above every other consideration, 
American citizens, and fhey only ask that the Government of their 
adopted country shall adequately defend it against all undue foreign 
influence or aggression. 

This class, among whom I am prond to rank myself, are profoundly 
grateful for the rights, privileges, and measureless and boundless bless- 
ings which a generous and paternal Government has conferred on them, 
and they would not seek to embarrass her relations with any foreign 
power. 

American citizens of Irish birth or descent doubtless have faults, but 
you can not reckon among them their warm and un ting devo- 
tion to American interests and institutions, their readiness to defend 
them when attacked with tongue and pen and sword, a readiness which 
was proved by Montgomery beneath the walls of Quebec by the severest 
of all tests, the offering of his life, and by uncounted thousands of his 
humbler countrymen in our every hour of trial and martial conflict 
from then till now. [Applause.] A 

They will justly resent as an insult to their intelligence and patriot- 
ism the idea that a sham menace of opposition to Great Britain and 
Canada, closing a career of surrender and subserviency to both, should 
influence their suffrages. They have discovered the determination of 
this Administration to carry out its free-trade and British policy to the 
bitter end in the destruction of American industries and the impover- 
ishment and degradation of American labor, and thousands of them 
have decided to cast their lot with that great party which wielded the 
destinies of our country for many glorious years in war and peace 
during the stormiest and grandest period of its history, and raised it 
to a height of bonor, prosperity, and power unmatched in all the tide 
of time. [Applause. 

This party is about to resume its sway as the rightful representative 
of American ideas, policy, interests, and destiny, and its conquering 
battle cry is protection to American labor and American suffrage rep- 
resented by a pure, intelligent, and unintimidated ballot. [Applause.] 

APPOINTMENT OF CONFEREES. 


The SPEAKER announced the appointment of conferees on the dis- 
agreeing votes of the two Houses on the amendments of the Senate to 
the bills of the House numbered 7421, 7604, 8752, 10183, 1641, 5700, 
1249, 8855, and 1239, in relation to the establishment of light-ships, 
light-houses, ete., Mr. CRISP, Mr. ANDERSON of Iowa, and Mr. THOMAS 
H. B. BROWNE. 

LEAVE TO PRINT. 


Mr. HITT. Iaskunanimous consent that the gentleman from Massa- 
chusetts [Mr. LopGE] may be permitted to print certain remarks in 
connection with the pending bill. 

Mr. McCREARY. I think leave was given generally this morning. 

Mr. SCOTT. No, it was objected to by a gentleman on the other 
side. 

Mr. McCREARY. ThenI now submitthe motion thatany member 
who desires to do so may have leave to print on this question. 

There was no objection. 

THE FISHERIES. 

Mr. ROCKWELL. I now yield twenty minutes to the gentleman 
from Massachusetts [Mr. COGSWELL]. 

Mr. CHIPMAN. Before the gentleman proceeds I have twenty-two 
minutes of my time remaining since yesterday, and I ask unanimous 
consent to give that to my colleague [Mr. TARSNEY]. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. If there be no objection, the gentle- 
man will be permitted to reserve that time. 

Mr. COGSWELL. Mr. Speaker, if it be true of this world as of 
Heaven, ‘‘ that there is joy overone sinner that repenteth more than over 
the ninety and nine just persons which need no repentance,” then the 
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American fisherman will be just paralyzed with joy to know that the 
disgraceful, bayardly policy of surrender of his rights has been ‘* con- 
fronted with a condition ” which has made necessary a change of that 
policy to one of an apparently manly and courageous determination that 
those rights shall be recognized and respected. Trae, he may think the 
change comes suspiciously late after these years of insult to the flag 
which he thought should have at once protected him. He may think 
there is and has been for a long while ample and sufficient law to 
promptly and effectively redress his wrongs and vindicate his rights, 
and of this he has no doubt. ‘The ‘‘ condition ’’ which may have possi- 
bly prompted this may not inspire his confidence or his vote. 

He may think it somewhat overdone. He may think it would be 
better to have been “faithful over a few things,” by enforcing the 
present all-sufticient statute before more power was asked for, which 
may possibly be used to prejudice his cause with other great interests, 
that he may be ultimately forced into some other ignominious treaty 
and the surrender of his markets. He may wonder that the ‘‘lamb 
of peace at any price” has suddenly assumed the habiliments of the 
**lion of revenge,” but I guess he will be ‘‘ Yankee’’ enough to guess 
the reason why. But he will not ‘‘look a gift-horse in the mouth,” 
as any interest in his cause by the present Administration will be re- 
garded as not only a most gracious, but a most unexpected ‘‘ gift.” 
And his only real fear will be that the Canadian corsair may regard 
it as not sincerely meant, for his premier, Sir John Macdonald, already 
regards the President’s message as illustrating to his mind, to use his 
own words— 

More forcibly than ever before the wonderful and monstrous pitfalls which 
American politics will lead a man into. 


And a London journal says: 
There is no expectation that he— 
The President— 


means to take any retaliatory measures against Canada, ° * * Nor doesany 
one attach the least importance to the message which Mr. Cleveland has ad- 
dressed to Congress in consequence— 

of the rejection of the treaty. 

Mr. Speaker, this is, indeed, a wonderful transformation. The United 
States, in strict accordance with its conditions, terminates a treaty dis- 
advantageous to its interests. A Secretary of State, in the absence of 
the Senate, extends, or attempts to extend, the provisions of that dis- 
advantageous treaty for six months, in violation of the Constitution. 
The United States Senate on assembling declares by an almost unani- 
mous vote against any negotiations as to matters growing out of the 
termination of that treaty, preferring to rely upon our rights under 

revious and existing treaties and certain reciprocal legislation. The 
mgress of the United States, by an almost unanimous vote, gives the 
President ample powers to enforce, by retaliation in kind, those rights, 
which under those treaties and reciprocal-legislation and international 
comity are all the rights and privileges the parties aggrieved and most 
interested desire or claim. 

The retaliatory power is not exercised, nor is any attempt made to 
use it, even so much as by a hint. The policy of retaliation in kind, 
that is, denying to others the same privileges they deny to us, is ig- 
nored. Meanwhile, daily and hourly, more and more, the American 
fisherman is harassed, deprived of his rights and privileges, his voyages 
are broken up, his property destroyed, his occupation gone at the hands 
of Canadian cruisers in waters which are his in common with Great 
Britain. Then comes a proposed treaty, which nobody ever asked for 
and against which every fisherman in America protested, a treaty which 
surrendered much and gained nothing, except by further humiliation 
and sacrifice on his part. It contained no redress; it settled no griev- 
ance. It curtailed our fishing area. It yielded important and vital 

itions taken by us in regard to our rights which had long 

n acquiesced in by Great Britain. It crept on its belly so low thatit 
even agreed our fishermen should wear distinctive marks that they might 
be the more readily detected if they should unwittingly or otherwise 
infringe upon a provincial law or ordnance; that our navigation laws 
should be submitted to Her Majesty’s Government before taking effect, 
and it actually proposed that this nation of ours should purchase im- 
munity from barbarous treatment by a colony. And toall this truck- 
ling business the Democratic party said “‘Amen.’? “Al hail to such 
great diplomacy.” 

Thanks to a Republican Senate, such a treaty was rejected. 

And now, behold! Up from such abject and craven depths of almost 
disloyal diplomacy spring these treaty-proposing and rights-surrender- 
ing parties, and for what? To put in execution the ample and all- 
suflicient power already in their hands? No; but ask that the great 
and enormous power of retaliating upon everybody and everything may 
be granted; and again the Democratic party says ‘‘amen’? and—flops, 

Mr. Speaker, if this be political buncombe, then it is trifling with a 
great cause. If it be in good faith, then it is grotesque; it is taking a 
sledge-hammer to kill a fly to ask for all this great additional power 
to bring a few provincials to a sense ofordinary decency. It does not 
‘make the punishment fit the crime.” Already a returning sense is 
theirs since the treaty has been rejected. Says a leader of the Domin- 
ion Parliament all this— 


Is due to the vicious policy of the Canadian Government in the administra- 
tion of the rights secured to us by the treaty of 1818. If the Canadian Govern- 
ment had followed a more friendly course, there would not have been any 
unfriendly feeling to-day. Time and time again in the year 1885 American 

ermen were arrested and their vessels detained for a single violation of the 
customs Jaws, which in all probability they did not know. Itisno wonder that 
their hearts wére bitter and that they made complaint at Washington. If, on 
the contrary, the Canadian Government had administered our Jaws as they 
conceived them under the treaty, in a friendly spirit, there would not have 
taken place what has taken place. * * * It is high time we reversed the 

licy we have been following toward the United States for the past twenty- 

ve years,—Extract from speech of Hon. Mr. Lourier, at St. Thomas, August 27, 
1888, taken from the New York Tribune of August 29, 1888. 

The question is too great, too important, inyolving as it does rights 
older than the Constitution, and as sacred as the Declaration of Inde- 
pendence, to be treated either in anger or caprice. 

but if there be a ‘‘ Presidential doubt ”’ again, that existing author- 
ity is not sufficient, which I do not admit, and itis thought best that 
more power be granted, then let it be done; buf let it be understood, 
and I say it, as representing the largest fishing district in this country, 
that the American fisherman asks for no additional powers of retaliation, 
and that if granted and applied to the needless injury of other inter- 
ests, the responsibility will alone rest with him who shall so exercise 
or abuse the power, and that such interests then must seek their remedy 
at the polls, and that if undue exercise of this new power of retaliation 
shall be attempted to prejudice and make odious the cause of the Ameri- 
can fisheries, which is no more the cause of the fisherman than itis the 
cause of the entire country, he will trust the American people to vindi- 
cate their own. 

Mr. Speaker, I hope this bill may pass, that there may be no pos- 
sible excuse for any further exhibition of a want of pluck and patriot- 
ism in this regard. 

I do not think this bill is really needed, or at all, and in my judg- 
ment its effect will only be to cause the scales to fall from the eyes of 
some, and let them behold—a pretender. [Applause.] 

Mr. ROCKWELL. I reserve the remainder of my time. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman has eleven minutes of 
his time remaining. 

Mr. HOOKER. Mı. Speaker, the gentleman from Pennsylvania 
[ Mr. Scorr] desires to address the House on this subject, and as he is 
necessarily called away by matters of urgent business, I have agreed to 
yield to him my position in the debate, but not my time, and hope 
the House will concede him the right of being heard now. 

(Mr. Scorr addressed the House, For his speech complete see the 
proceedings of the succeeding day. ] 

Before concluding his remarks— 

Mr. McCREARY. Does the gentleman from Pennsylvania desire to 
conclude his remarks this afternoon? e ` 

Mr. SCOTT. I would prefer to proceéd- in the morning. There is 
very important matter connected with the debate, to which I desire to 
call the attention of the House. 

Mr. McCREARY. Then I suggest that the gentleman proceed with 
his remarks until two minutes to 5 o’clock, when I will ask him to 
yield to a motion to adjourn. 

Mr. SCOTT. Ishall be very much obliged if the House will con- 
sent to permit me to conclude my remarks in the morning, when I will * 
also answer the question of the gentleman from New Jersey. 

Mr. McCREARY. If the gentleman will now yield, as the hour for 
adjournment is close at hand, I will make that motion. 

Mr. SCOTT. Certainly. 

Mr. McCREARY. Before making the motion to adjourn, I desire 
to ask unanimous consent on behalf of the gentleman from Pennsyl- 
vania that he may be allowed to conclude his remarks in the morninz. 
How much time, Mr. Speaker, remains to the gentleman ? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman has occupied fifty-five 
minutes of his time. 

k Mr. BELMONT. I yield fifteen minutes to the gentleman out of my 
ime, 

` Mr. BAYNE. Mr. Speaker, I have no objection whatever to the rə- 

quest that time be allowed to the gentleman from Pennsylvania, and I 

hope it will be granted; but in connection with that I trust there will 

be no effort to limit debate, but that all gentlemen will be given the 

right who desire to be heard on this question. 

Mr. McCREARY. I will say to the gentleman from Pennsylvania 
that the gentleman from New York [Mr. BELMONT] has yielded fifteen 
minutes of his time, and it is very likely thatthe gentleman from Penn- 
staa will not require any considerable addition to his time from the 

ouse. 

Mr. BRUMM. Why not give the time directly to the gentleman 
from Pennsylvania and not take it from any other gentleman ? 

Mr. MCMILLIN. And let it be understood that similar time will 
be given to gentlemen on the other side. 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection to the request of the 
gentleman from Kentucky ? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. McCREARY. I move that the House do now adjourn. 


The motion was to; and accordingly (at 4 o’clock and 59 
minutes p. m.) the House adjourned. 
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PRIVATE BILLS INTRODUCED AND REFERRED, 


Under the rule private bills of the following titles were introduced 
and referred as indicated below: 

By Mr. BANKHEAD: A bill (H. R. 11363) for the relief of Mack 
Holmes—to the Committee on the Public Lands. : - 

By Mr. BELDEN: A bill (H. R. 11364) for the relief of James 
Nicholas—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. ROGERS: A bill (H. R. 11365) for the relief of Mary Ann 


Bowers—to the Committee on War Claims. 


PETITIONS, ETC. 


The following petitions and papers were laid on the Clerk’s desk, 
under the rule, and referred as follows: 

By Mr. BELDEN: Petition of numerous citizensof Syracuse, N. Y., 
for a pension to James Nicholas—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. BRUMM: Petition of Hon.C. L. Pushing and others, citizens 
of Pottsville, and of Joseph McArkie and others, citizens of Port Carbon, 
Pa., against the admission of Utah with polygamy—to the Committee 
on the Territories. 

By Mr. FELIX CAMPBELL: Petition of John H. Percival, of 
Kings County, New York, for a pension—to the Committee on Pen- 
sions, ~ 
By Mr. CANDLER: Petition of Joseph M. Fountain, executor of 
Artenessa Fountain, of Cherokee County, Georgia, for reference of his 
claim to the Court of Claims—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. CRAIN: Memorial for a deep-water harbor of the first class 
at Galveston, Tex.—to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

By Mr. ENLOE: Petition of Frederick A. Repogle, of Madison 
County, Tennessee, for reference of his claim to the Court of Claims— 
to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. MORROW: Memorial of the citizens’ committee and of cit- 
izens of San Francisco, Cal., on Chinese immigration—to the Commit- 
tee on Foreign Affairs, 

By Mr. OSBORNE: Petition of the Commercial Exchange, of Phil- 
adelphia, for the prompt passage of Senate bill 2851, amendatory of 
the act regulating commerce—to the Committee on Commerce. 

By Mr. ROGERS: Petition of Mary Ann Bower, for payment of her 
war claim—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. TAULBEE: Petition for the relief of Harvey H. Robinson, 
of Kentucky—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. W. L. WILSON: Petition of W. H. Gilbert, heir of Jacob 
Gilbert, and of John Gibson, for the estate of Ebin Fussell, for refer- 
ence of their claims to the Court of Claims—to the Committee on War 
Claims. 

The following petition, indorsing the per diem rated service-pension 
bill, based on the principle of paying all soldiers, sailors, and marines of 
the late war a monthly pension of 1 cent a day for each day they were 
in the service, was referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions: 

By Mr. BELDEN: Of 150 ex-soldiers and sailors of New York City. 


SENATE. 
THURSDAY, September 6, 1888. 


Prayer by the Chaplain, Rey. J. G. BUTLER, D. D. 
The Journal of yesterday’s proceedings was read and approved. 


ALLEGED TIMBER DEPREDATIONS. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate a communica- 
tion from the Secretary of the Interior, transmitting, in response to a 
resolution of August 27, 1888, a report from the Commissioner of the 
General Land Office, together with other papers, upon which the Com- 
missioner of the General Land Office based the statements in his letter 
to Hon. JAMES N. Burnes, of the House of Representatives, dated 
August 18, 1888, with regard to the amendment to the sundry civil 
appropriation bill relating to the prosecution of persons in the mining 
region of the United States for cutting, for mining or domestic pur- 
poses, dwarfed or scrubby timber, unfit to be sawed or hewed into lum- 
ber of commercial value; which, with the accompanying papers, was 
referred to the Committee on Public Lands, and ordered to be printed. 

PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 
`- Mr. BLAIR presented the petition of Caroline V. English, widow of 
the late Lieut. Col. Thomas C. English, of Philadelphia, Pa., praying 
to be allowed an increase of pension; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Pensions. 

Mr. PLUMB presented a petition of citizens of Hayes County, Ne- 
braska, praying for the location of the Indian tribes of the Indian Ter- 
ritory upon their lands lying within the eastern portion of that Terri- 
tory, ete.; which was referred to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

Mr. PUGH. Inthe absence of the Senator from California (Mr. 
HEARST], I wish to have read resolutions showing the action of a mass 
meeting in the city of San Francisco upon the subject of the Chinese 
exclusion bill now before the Senate, 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Alabama asks 
unanimous consent to have a telegram read. Is there objection? 

Mr. SHERMAN. That subject will come up in a few minutes, whtn 
it witl be more appropriate. ; 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It isa telegram purporting to trans- 
mit resolutions adopted at a meeting in San Pasties te its chairman, 
addressed to Hon. GEORGE HEARST. Shall it be read? 

Mr. SHERMAN. It could more properly be read in a few minutes, 
when the Chinese bill comes up. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The telegram will lie on the table, 
under objection, until that bill is before the Senate. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I have no objection toits being read, but the read- 
ing had better be deferred. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 


Mr. DAVIS, from the Committee on Military Affairs, to whom was 
referred the bill (H. R. 3060) granting right of way to the Pima Land 
and Water Company across Fort Lowell military reservation, in Ari- 
zona, and for other purposes, reported it without amendment, and sub- 
mitted a report thereon. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the bill (S. 
952) for the reliefof A. W. Hager, submitted an adverse report thereon; 
which was agreed to, and the bill was postponed indefinitely. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the bill (8. 
3287) to authorize the appointment and retirement of Nathaniel C. 
Sawyer, late United States Army, submitted an adverse report thereon; 
which was agreed to, and the bill was postponed indefinitely. 

He also, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred the 
bill (H. R. 10856) for pension for Eliza N. Aiken, reported it without 
amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the bill 
(5. 3353) granting a pension to Mrs. Eliza N. Aiken, reported adversely 
thereon, and the bill was postponed indefinitely. 

Mr. SPOONER, from the Committee on Public Buildings and 
Grounds, to whom was referred the bill (S. 1574) for the erection of a 
post-office building at St. Paul, Minn., reported it with amendments. 

Mr. PADDOCK, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom were 
referred the following bills, reported them severally without amend- 
ment, and submitted reports thereon: 

A bill (H. R. 10342) granting a pension to John Dauper; 

A bill (H. R. 10563) granting a pension to William S. Latham; 

A bill (H. R. 7185) granting a pension to Samuel Neikirk; 

A bill (H. R. 10824) granting a pension to Mary A. Van Buskirk; 


and 

A bill (H. R. 201) granting a pension to Edward Waters. 

Mr. DAWES, from the Committee on Indian Affairs, to whom were 
referred the following bills, reported them each with an amendment: 

A bill (8. 3446) granting fo the Oregon Railway and Navigation Com- 
pany certain tracts of land upon the Umatilla Indian reservation for 
station and railroad purposes; and 

A bill (S. 3506) to amend an act entitled ‘‘An act providing for allot- 
ment of lands in severalty to the Indians residing upon the Umatilla 
reservation, in the State of Oregon, and granting patents therefor, and 
for other purposes,” approved March 3, 1885. 

Mr. HAMPTON. Iam directed by the Committee on Military Af- 
fairs, to whom was referred the bill (S. 3458) for the relief of General 
George Stoneman, to report it without amendment, and submit a re- 
port thereon. I ask that the memorial of General Stoneman be printed 
with the report. : 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill will be placed upon the 
Calendar, and the memorial will be printed with the report if there be 
no objection. 

Mr. HAMPTON, from the Committee on Military Affairs, to whom 
was referred the bill (S. 2429) for the relief of Charles F. Holly, re- 
ported adversely thereon; and the bill was postponed indefinitely, 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the bill 
(H. R. 3595) for the relief of C. M. Stinson, reported adversely thereon; 
and the bill was postponed indefinitely. 

Mr. JONES, of Arkansas, from the Committee on Indian Affairs, to 
whom was referred the bill (H. R. 7186) to authorize the Leavenworth 
and Rio Grande Railway Company to construct and operate a railway 
through the Indian Territory, and for other purposes, reported it with 
amendments. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the bill 
(H. R. 6612) to grant right of way through the Indian Territory to the 
St. Louis and San Francisco Railway Company, and for other purposes, 
reported it with amendments. 

Mr. JONES, of Arkansas. I am directed by the Committee on In- 
dian Affairs, to whom was referred an amendment intended to be pro- 
posed to the bill (H. R. 10896) making appropriations to supply defi- 
ciencies in the appropriations for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1888, 
and for prior years, and for other purposes, to report it unfavorably on 
the ground that the relief proposed by the amendment can not prop- 
erly be disposed of on an appropriation bill, and there should be a sep- 
arate act to provide for the matter itself. I therefore report it adversely. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment will lie upon the 
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table, the Committee on Indian Affairs being discharged from its fur- 
ther consideration. 

Mr. COCKRELL, from the Committee on Military Affairs, to whom 
were referred the following bills, reported them each with an amend- 
ment: 

A bill (8. pa to correct the military record of David C. Spears; 

A bill (S. 3078) to remove the charge of desertion from the military 
record of James S. Vaughn; and 

A bill (S. 2868) to remove the charge of desertion from Michael 
Sullivan, alias Michael Murphy. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Iam also instructed by the Committee on Mili- 
tary Affairs, to which was referred the bill (S. 3120) to remove the 
charge of desertion against Godfrey Smalley, to report it adversely. 
The Senator from Oregon [Mr. DoLPH] introduced the bill. Iam in- 
structed to report the bill adversely and recommend that it be indefi- 
nitely postponed, as there is no merit whatever in the application. 

Mr. DOLPH. 1 ask that the bill be placed on the Calendar. 

Mr. COCKRELL. All right. 

Mr. DOLPH. As the Senator states, Lintroduced the bill. If he 
had simply reported it back and asked that it be indefinitely post- 
poned, I should not have made any objection; but after the statement 
of the Senator, I desire to examine the bill. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Let the bill go on the Calendar. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill will be placed on the Cal- 
endar, with the adverse report of the committee. 

Mr. COCKRELL, The Committee ou Military Affairs, to which was 
referred the biil (S. 3081) to remove the charge of desertion against 
Horace E. Ball, late of Company B, Second Connecticut Heavy Artil- 
lery, which was introduced by the Senator from Connecticut [Mr. 
PLATT], have instructed me to report it back adversely, and ask to be 
discharged from its further consideration. The War Department have 
ample jurisdiction to remove this charge upon the presentation of sat- 
isfactory evidence. There were three of desertion upon the 
record, and they have already removed two of them. In 1885 and 1886 
an explanation was asked in regard to the third charge, and as they 
have ample jurisdiction to remove it, and as we have no additional 
evidence which was not furnished to the War Department, we report 
the bill adversely. 

P Mr, PLATT. The Senator will allow the bill to go upon the @alen- 
ar? 

Mr. COCKRELL. Certainly. 

Mr. PLATT. In view of the statement which the Senator has made, 
of course if the War Department will remove the charge of desertion 
that is all that is desired. From my recollection about the case, it is 
one in which the soldier ought to be relieved from the charge. Per- 
haps he has not made the proper proof, but I am convinced that he can 
make it either to the War Department or to the committee. 

Mr. COCKRELL, He made no proof in regard to the third charge. 
The petition seems to have been drawn up by his attorney, and it was 
never signed by him, and was never verified by affidavit. It makes 
the statement that the charge of desertion was made at a certain time. 
That charge has been already removed, but there is another charge, 
made in July, 1865. 

Mr. PLATT. Let the bill go upon the Calendar. y 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill will be placed on the Cal- 
endar with the adverse report of the committee. 

Mr. COCKRELL. The Committee on Military Affairs, to which 
was referred the bill (S. 912) granting bounty to Calvin C. Cooley, 
which was introduced by the Senator from Ohio [Mr. SHERMAN], have 
instructed me to report the same back adversely and to recommend that 
the bill be indefinitely postponed. 

Mr. Cooley joined a regiment as private and was voluntarily trans- 
ferred to the regimental band, and served in that for about a year, 
when under an act of Congress all the regimental bands were dis- 
charged, and he was discharged and did not go back into the service. 
He is not entitled to a bounty any more than any other musician, 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The adverse report will be agreed 
to and the bill ingefinitely postponed, if there be no objection. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Iam instructed by the Committee on Military 
Affairs, to which was referred the bill (S. 199) to remove the charge or 
desertion from the military record of William H. McBride, introduced 
by the Senator from Pennsylvania [Mr. CAMERON], to report it ad- 
versely and recommend that the committee be discharged from the 
further consideration of the bill. The War Department have ample 
power to remove this charge of desertion, and will doubtless do so upon 
the presentation of a proper application. 

Rs adverse report was agreed to; and the bill was postponed indefi- 
nitely. 

Mr. PLUMB, from the Committee on Public Lands, to whom was 
referred the bill (S. 947) to declare forfeited certain lands granted to 
the State of Michigan to aid in the construction of a railroad from On- 
tonagon to the Wisconsin State line, etc., reported it with amend- 
ments. 

CLAIMS OF POSTMASTERS. 

Mr. CHACE. Iam directed by the Committee on Post-Offices and 

Post-Roads, to whom was referred the resolution submitted by the Sen- 
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ator from Kansas [Mr. PLUMB] August 16, 1888, in regard to the claims 
of postmasters, to report it with an amendment in the nature of a sub- 
stitute. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The proposed substitute will be read. 

The Chief Clerk read as follows: 

Resolved, That the Postmaster-General be directed to report to the Senate at 
the next session the amounts due all postmasters, their heirs or legal represent- 
atives,in the several States and Territories for services rendered the United 
States between July 1, 1864, and July 1, 1874, the gross amount of earnings for 
each biennial term of service to be stated on the basis of the act of 1854, and 
the amount of compensation paid for the same term of service to be deducted 
therefrom, showing the actual difference in each case between the salary paid 
and the compensation computed on the basis of the act of 1854 for each bien- 
nial term of service; such report to be limited to cases in which the compensa- 
tion paid is 10 per cent. or more less than the compensation already computed 
on the basis of the act of 1854, and to be made to the’Senate from time to time 
as the statement covering the claims from each State shall be completed, And 
also to report any other facts in possession of the Department bearing upon 
these cases, 

Mr. CHACE. I ask unanimous consent for the immediate considera- 
tion of the resolution. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Is there objection? 

Mr. COCKRELL. What is the resolution? 

Mr. CHACE. It is simply a resolution asking the Postmaster-Gen- 
eral to report the condition of postmasters’ accounts. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I object to it. 

Mr. PLATT. He is to report at the next session. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. The resolution will go over, the Sen- 
ator from Missouri objecting. 

BILLS INTRODUCED. 

Mr, PLATT introduced a bill (S. 3522) regulating the purchase of 
timber from Indians; which was read twice by its title, and referred to 
the Select Committee on Indian Traders. 

Mr. SAWYER introduced a bill (S. 3523) granting a pension to 
Amelia Erdmann; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. SPOONER introduced a bill (S. 3524) granting a pension to 
Eliza R. Burdick; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. CAMERON introduced a bill (S. 3525) granting a pension to 
Adam Bitner; which was read twice by its title, and, with the accom- 
panying papers, referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 3526) for the relief of Sarah A, Kelley; 
which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on 
Pensions, 

He also introduced a bill (S. 3527) grantinga pension to Lottie E. Diet- 
rich; which was read twice by its title, and, with the accompanying 
papers, ordered to be printed. 

Mr. CALL (by request) introduced a joint resolution (S. R. 108) re- 
quiring consent of Congress for the construction of a bridge across the 
St. John’s River, Florida, below Palatka, Fla.; which was read twice 
by its title, and referred to the Committee on Commerce. 


RELATIONS WITH CANADA. 


Mr. HOAR. I offer the following resolution: 

Resolved, That the attention of the President be respectfully called to ihe resos 
lution of the Senate adopted August 28, ultimo, requesting him to communicate 
to the Senate copies of all communications addressed by his direction to the 
Government of Great Britain, remonstrating against certain unfair treatment 
of our citizens, and that he be requested to furnish such information as soon as 
oe in order that it may be considered in acting upon legislation now pend- 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
sideration of the resolution ? 

Mr. VEST. Let it go over. 

Mr. HOAR. The Senator will allow me to explain it to him, and 
then of course it will go over if he desires that it shall. 

This resolution merely calls the attention of the President to a reso- 
lution adopted on the 28th of August asking him to communicate to 
us copies of all remonstrances addressed to the Government of Great 
Britain and replies to those remonstrances, in regard to Canadian wrongs 
in the matter of transportation as set forth in his recent message. 

It it quite obvious that the Senate needs that information at once, in 
order to be able to deal with the pending legislation, measures which 
have been introduced here and elsewhere. I think the Senator will 
have no objection to asking the President to send in that co nd- 
ence at once. Itisa matter which obviously will take but an hour or 
two. I think every remonstrance which the Presaient has addressed 
to Great Britain on this subject could be copied in half an hour. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. Is there objection to the present con- 
sideration of the resolution ? 

Mr. VEST. My only objection is that the resolution of the Senator 
from Massuchusetts, to which this refers, was offered only on the 28th 
of August—— 

Mr. HOAR. It was passed on that day. 
vious day. 

Mr. VEST. It was passed, then; on the 28th of August. It is to- 
day the 6th of September. 

Mr. HOAR. Nine days since. 

Mr. VEST. Nine days since. There seems to be a sort of implica- 


Is there objection to the present con- 


It was offered on a pre- 
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tion in the resolution that there is some intentional delay upon the 
part of the Administration. I presume that is not true. I know noth- 
ing about it, but I want the resolution to go over, because I have no 
doubt the Secretary of State can give some reason for not sending in 
the papers. 

Mr. HOAR. Let the resolution lieover. I think, however, the Ad- 
ministration could have got its eyes open in nine days. [Laughter. ] 

Mr. VEST. Ob, well, Mr. President, that is very facetious, exceed- 
ingly witty, but we do not know what the facts are. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The resolution lies over under ob- 


jection. 
RECONSIDERATION OF PENSION BILLS. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate the bill (S. 3086) 
granting a pension to Victor, Gertrude, Margaret, and Helen, minor 
children of Lieut. George R. McGuire, and the bill (S. 3087) granting 
a pension to Mary A. Pfeiffer, returned from the House of Representa- 
tives on the request of the Senate. 

Mr. DAVIS. The Committee on Pensions having reported favorably 
upon equivalent House bills which are on the Calendar, I ask that the 
votes by which these Senate bills were passed be reconsidered, and that 
the bills be indefinitely postponed. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The votes by which the bills were 

and ordered to a third reading will be reconsidered and the bills 
indefinitely postponed, if there be no objection. The Chair hears none, 
and it is so ordered. 
HOUSE BILLS REFERRED. 

The bill (H. R. 1873) to limit the jurisdiction of the district and cir- 
cuit courts of the United States was read twice by its title, and re- 
ferred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

The bill (H. R. 7933) providing for the exchange of worn, defaced, 
clipped, punched, or otherwise mutilated silver coins of the United 
States, of smaller denomination than one dollar, for new or unworn sub- 
sidiary silver coin at designated places and under certain circumstances, 
was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Finance, 

PERSONAL EXPLANATION. 

Mr. DAWES. Iask unanimous consent to correct a statement made 
by the Senator from Florida [Mr. Pasco] in his s yesterday, 
which I did not hear made at the time, or I should have asked his in- 
dulgence then to correct it. It is not a matter of great consequence, 
except that the mistake which the Senator fell into adds a weight to 
the statement which he quoted to which it is not entitled, and to those 
not any more familiar with the facts than the Senator appears to be 
may carry an idea in reference to the political sentiments of Western 
Massachnsetts to which it is not entitled. I desire to correct it lest I 
may seem to acquiesce in the statement of the Senator from Florida. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Massachusetis 
rises to a personal explanation ? 

Mr. DAWES. Yes; I ask unanimous consent to correct a mistake. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair hears no objection. 

Mr. DAWES. I ask the Secretary to read the extract from the 
speech of the Senator from Florida yesterday that I have marked. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. ‘The Secretary will read the extract 
indicated. 

The Secretary read as follows: 

Itake pleasure in reciting here a statement from a well-known Republican 
popsas published in Western Massachusetts, the Springfield Republican, 
which takes the position that Warmoth virtuall 
of the election, and suggests a motive for it whic! 
of Southern Republicans in former contests, 4 

_It is as follows: 
“ [Springfñeld, Mass., Republican, August 23.] 

“Senator CHANDLER delivered yesterday his speech upon the motion to in- 
quire into the Louisiana election of April last. As to the merits of the partic- 
ular motion, little need be said. He may have evidence of fraud in the spring 
elections, although he did not produce it. The argument by comparin ere- 
turns of previous elections will not do, because upon the supposition that 

negro is a Republican. Ex-Governor Warmoth, who was the Republic- 

an candidate for governor of Louisiana, presented Senator CHANDLER'S 
ment to him three weeks before the elections. Up to that time he had led a 
party fight. Suddenly he po ahad a letter claiming that some kind of a 
eal had made by which Governor Nicholls was to be counted in. He 
anid that it was useless for him to contend against such odds. This was adirect 
invitation to his followers to refrain from voting. Hundreds of negroes voted 
for Nicholls, and they repeated the service at New Orleans a few weeks later, 
thus securing some of the offices at the of the Democrats. Warmoth’s 
surrender upon the eve of battle astonished the Democrats, but there was 
method in madness. The returns enrich Mr. CHANDLER’s speech and give 
a chance to make out a case upon paper. Hesucceeded in precipitating a 
series of personalties yesterday, and so far he was successful. e situation in 
the South bas improved so wonderfully that it is sad to see this friend and ad- 

vocate of the bloody shirt attempt to turn back the pages of history for 
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It is not often that such an opportunity is afforded to call the attention of the 
country to the fact that there are Northern Republicans who not only under- 
stand the situation at the South but are willing to do justice to our section and 
to recognize the fact that our elections are influen and controlled there by 


like causes that control and influence elections in other sections of the coun- 


faye up the battle on the eve 
in harmony with the tactics 


en such utterances as this from the hg ae Republican are more fre- 
quent and the people of the North rebuke the politicians who are always trying 
to array one section against another for parey partisan purposes, we shall baye 
made a great advance in dealing with this race question in politics. 


Mr. DAWES. ‘The editors of the Springfield Republican are per- 
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sonal friends of mine, and are very much esteemed gentlemen wherever 
they are known. They would feel hurt if they supposed that I sat 
here insilence and heard their paper called a Republican paper. While 
they publish a paper of great value as a newspaperits politics are dread- 
ful. They would resent at any time since 1872 to be called a Repub- 
lican paper, andit would very much impair their influence in the polit- 
ical field in which they are earnestly at work if the idea should get 
abroad ontside of Massachusetts that the sentiments uttered in that 
paper are sentiments coming from a Republican paper. 
discharge a duty which I feel I owe to my personal friends in correcting 
the mistake which the Senator innocently fell into in denominating 
this a Republican paper, and in endeavoring to add weight to the argu- 
ment made yesterday by quoting Republican authority to sustain it. 

Isimply do this out of a feeling that I not only do justice to the truth 
and the Republican, but a personal favor to friends to whom personally 
I am under obligations. 

Mr. PASCO, I should like to ask the Senator from Massachusetts 
what are the politics of the Springfield Republican at the present time? 

Mr. SPOONER and others. Mugwump. 

Mr. DAWES. The paper has been laboring since 1872 to the utmost 
of its ability, and with great success, in the service of the Democratic 
party. It calls itself independent, but having the name of Springfield 
Republican it goes abroad, where its exact position is not known, as a 
Republican paper, which it originally was. It is one of the most zeal- 
ous supporters of President Cleveland. 

Mr. ALLISON. Now? - 

Mr. DAWES. Now, at this moment, and has been during all the 
eccentricities of this Administration of any paper that has come to my 
observation. Itdoes not hesitate to take professions and practice alike, 
without question. 

Mr. P. . Ihave not been a reader of the Springfield Repub- 
lican, though I have known a good deal of its history and know how 
high its reputation and character have been, and I know how fair a 
paper it used to be when it considered itself a Republican paper. 

I will state that the extract which I read was taken from the Public 
Opinion, and it was there designated as a Republican paper, and I sup- 

the editor of the Public Opinion was well acquainted with the 
politics of the different newspapers from which he quoted. 

Hewever, whatever the politics of the paper may be, the sentiment 
ás there expressed is fair and manly and just towards our people, and 
whether it comes from an independent, a Democratic, or a Republican 
source, it deserves to be commended. But it also comes from a North- 
ern source, and is certainly commendable and fair towards our people; 
and I am very glad of this evidence that the light of Democracy is 
spreading out upon the western part of Massachusetts. 

Mr. DAWES. The error into which the paper that took the extract 
fell was caused probably in the same manner as the Senator’s mistake; 
it was because the paper has the name which it bore—it is an old pa- 
per—when it did advocate Republican principles with earnestness, as 
it does everything that it advocates. But wherever its exact politics 
are understood, and have been since 1872, when it left the Republican 
party to support the Democratic candidate for the Presidency that year, 
it has never claimed, and never would claim, that it was a Republican 
paper or supported Republican candidates or Republican principles, 
except when those principles were those which a man could consist- 
ently support and still fight the battles of the Democratic party. 


MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 


A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. CLARK, its 
Clerk, announced that the House had disagreed to the amendments of 
the Senate to the following bills: 

A kul (H. R. 7421) for establishing a light off Pamlico Point, North 
Carolina; 

A bill (H. R. 7604) for the establishment of a light-house and fog- 
signal at or near Gull Shoal, Pamlico Sound, North Carolina; 

A bill (H. R. 8752) providing for the establishment of an additional 
life-saving station on Nantucket Island, Massachusetts; and 

A bill (H. R. 10183) to establish a light-ship off Great Round Shoal, 
near Nantucket, Mass. 

The message also announced that the House agreed to the respective 
conferences asked by the Senate on the foregoing bills and amendments, 
and had appointed Mr. Crisp, Mr. ANDERSON of Iowa, and Mr. 
Tuomas H. B. BROWNE managers at the conference on its part. 

The message also announced that the House had passed the bill (S. 
212) for the relief of Patrick H. Winston, jr. 

The message further announced that the House had agreed to the 
amendment of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 1073) for the relief of the 
Roman Catholic Church of St. Peter and St. Paul at Chattanooga, 
Tenn. 

DISTRICT ELECTRIC WIRES. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. If there be no further morning busi- 


ness, pursuant to the order of yesterday the Senate resumes the con- 
sideration of the resolution reported by the Senator from Illinois [Mr. 
FARWELL] from the Committee on the District of Columbia in relation 
to the erection of overhead electric wires. The resolution will be read. 
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The Chief Clerk read the resolution reported adversely by Mr. FAR- 
WELL, from the Committee on the District of Columbia, September 3, 
1888, as follows: 

Resolved, That the commissioners of the District of Columbia be, and they are 
hereby, directed to revoke any permit granted for the erection of overhead 
electric wires. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on the motion of 
the Senator from Illinois [Mr. FARWELL] to indefinitely postpone the 
resolution. 

Mr. VEST. Mr. President, I should very much prefer that this 
resolution should go over until the Senator from Vermont [Mr. Ep- 
MUNDS] could be presentin the Senate. He opposed the action on the 
pas of the commissioners in granting a permit to the Eckington and 

ldiers’ Home Railroad Company, and I had supposed after the de- 
bate that was had here, and after the action of both Houses of Con- 
gress as evidenced in a provision in the District of Columbia appropri- 
ation act, that this matter had been virtually settled. 

We a resolution instructing the Committee on the District of 
Columbia to report a resolution in effect forbidding the commissioners 
from giving a permit to put up overhead electric wires in the city of 
Washington. Now, the Committee on the District of Columbia report 
back a resolution to that effect with the recommendation that the Sen- 
ate do not adopt it, and we are asked, upon the evidence which they 
report and which is contained in a printed pamphlet that I have be- 
fore me, to reverse the former action of the Senate and to substantially 
abandon the provision in the District of Columbia appropriation act, 
which was, I think, unanimously adopted by both Houses of Congress, 
and to say to this Eckington and Soldiers’ Home corporation that they 
have the right to put up overhead electric wires in this city. 

T ask the Secretary, in the first place, to read the provision in the 
District of Columbia appropriation act recently passed, so that we may 
properly understand the status of this question. 

The Chief Clerk read as follows: 

‘The commissioners of the District of Columbia shali not, after the 15th day 
of September, 1888, permit or authorize any additional telegraph, telephone, 
electrio-lighting, or other wires to be erected or maintained on or over any of 
the streets or avenues of the city of Washington, and the said commissioners 
are hereby directed to investigate and report to Congress at the beginning of 
its next session the best method of removing all electric wires from the air or 
surface of the streets, avenues, and alleys, and the best method of interring the 
same under-ground, and such legal lation thereof as may be needed; and 
they shall report what manner of conduits should be maintained by the city of 
Washington, if ag and the cost of constructing and maintaining the same, 
and w harge, if any, should be made by the city for the use of its conduits 
by the persons or bee ease wy placing wires therein, and upon what terms and 
conditions the same should be used when uired so to do, and for such inves- 
tigation $1,000is hereby appropriated: Prov: That the commissioners of the 

ict may, under such reasonable conditions as they may prescribe, author- 
ize the wires of any existing tel: ph, telephone, or electric-light company 
now operating in District of Columbia to be laid under any street, alley, 
highway, footway, or sidewalk in the District, whenever in their judgment the 
public interest may require the exercise of such authority; such privileges as 
may be granted hereunder to be revocable at the will of Congress without com- 
pensation and no such authority to be exercised after the termination of the 
present Congress. 

Mr. VEST. This provision in the general appropriation law as to 
the expenses of the District of Columbia, although the inhibition did 
not take effect until the 15th day of September, most unquestionably 
declared the opinion of both Houses of Congress as to overhead electric 
wires for any purpose whatever. 

I can not resist the temptation to say something in regard to the ex- 
traordinary action of the commissioners of this District, who, in the 
face of that inhibition adopted by both Houses of Congress, have granted 
a permit upon the technical ground that until the 15th day of Septem- 
ber they were the exclusive judges in this matter, and could violate 
the expressed will of Congress or the principles upon which that will 
had been based. My friend in front of me [Mr. MORGAN] suggests 
in apt words that they asserted the right to do a thing which Congress 
had declared from a certain day to be unlawful. 

Whilst a.court of law might declare that these commissioners had 
this power under the statute, because the prohibition does not take ef- 
fect until the 15th of September, in my judgment it would have been 
more appropriate (and I could use stronger 1 I think, without 
overstepping the limits of legitimate discussion or of the truth) if the 
commissioners had not stuck in the bark, but had observed the spirit 
of the enactment which was made by both Houses of Congress upon 
this subject. 

Right here, in this connection, I wish to dispose of the action of the 
commissioners; and I speak of them the more freely because they be- 
long to the party of which I ama member. In my judgment their ac- 
tion has been most inappropriate and improper. They ought to have 
considered the action of Congress in passing this clause of the appropri- 
ation act as to all intents and binding upon them as servants 
of the people of the United States officiating in this District. 

Mr. SPOONER. Will the Senator allow me to ask him a question? 

Mr. VEST. Of course, ` 

Mr. SPOONER. Did not the declaration by Congress that no such 
permit should be granted after a given date clearly imply that until 
the expiration of that date such permits might be granted and were to 
be granted ? 

Mr. VEST. I have stated that technically they had the power to 


grant the permit, but I assert at the same time, and I do not think it 
can be successfully contradicted, that the result of the debates in Con- 
gress and of the judgment of its members deliberately expressed in 
both Houses is that the system of overhead electric wires for any pur- 
pose whatever is wrong. I am not a member of the Committee on Ap- 
propriations, and I do not know why this limitation was extended to 
the 15th day of September. 

Mr. HARRIS. Will the Senator allow me to ask him a question in 
that connection? 

Mr. VEST. Of course. 

Mr. HARRIS. If it was the intent and purpose of the provision in 
the District of Columbia appropriation act to prevent the putting up of 
another wire from and after the passage of that act, as the Senator now 
argues, can the Senator give me a reason why the act did not expressly 
say that from and after its approval no additional wires should be 
stretched overhead? 

Mr. VEST. I was proceeding to remark that I am not a member or 
the Committee on Appropriations, and I have not been able to learn 
why it was that this particular date, the 15th of September, was se- 
lected as that upon which the prohibition should take effect. I say 
the conclusion reached by both Houses-of Congress was against ths 
overhead electric-wire system. I take it for granted, without inquiry 
or information, that there were some facts in connection with the wires 
already in existence in this city or with therights of corporations who 
were erecting these overhead wires—some assurances given as to their 
removal—which caused the committee to report this limitation of the 
15th of September. 

But I say to the Senator from Tennessee that it is just as ungues- 
tionably true that the fact that there was a limitation at all shows 
that both Houses of Congress were opposed to the system, and there- 
fore, in my judgment, it was inappropriate, to use no other language, 
on the part of our servants, the commissioners of the District of Co- 
lumbia, to ignore the expressed opinion upon the part of Congress, and 
to take advantage of the fact that the prohibition did not go into effect 
until the 15th day of September in order to grant the permit to this 
particular corporation. 

My friend, the chairman of the Committee on Appropriations, doubt- 
less knows more about this limitation than Ido, 1 have not asked 
him in regard to it. 

Mr. ALLISON. I will say to the Senator that this particular lim- 
itation was put in in the conference committee. The Senator from 
Kansas [Mr. PLUMB] had charge of the District appropriation bill, and 
he can state more definitely than myself just why it was put in. 

Mr. VEST. Iam not here as a partisan, but I am here with the 
kindest possible feeling to the gentlemen interested in this enterprise. 
As I have taken occasion to say again and again, and as is the absolute 
truth, I am utterly opposed to the present horse-car system which ob- 
tains in the city of Washington. I think it is a disgrace and a public 
calamity as it is now operated. AsI want nothing but the trath, I 
should be glad if the Senator from Kansas would tell us why that lim- 
itation was put in the act. 

Mr. PLUMB. The 15th of September? 

Mr. VEST. Yes, the 15th of September. 

Mr. PLUMB. The wholesubject was before the conference commit- 
tee, that is to say, the subject of exclusion or inclusion. We did not 
feel that there nad yet been sufficient demonstration of the possibility 
of putting wires under-ground to warrant us in compelling that to be 
done now; but on the insistence of the Housé conferees that something 
should be done in deference to this sentiment we agreed to put in a 
date beyond which no more permits should be granted for the erection 
of wires in the streets. The Senaior will observe by the language that 
it does not apply to alleys, the commissioners stating that no ill effect 
would grow out of the erection of overhead poles in alleys. It was 
stated with great force to us that persons had built houses with the ex- 
pectation that they would be able to make connection with this system 
of lighting to go up in this city, and that they ought to be accommo- 
dated, and that there were quarters of the city into which the system 
might be properly extended at present. 

It was designed to give the commissioners until the 15th day of Sep- 
tember, knowing that they themselves were in favorof submerging the 
wires, to determine what could be properly done with the view of 
meeting some such conditions as those. The railroad matter was not 
suggested at all. No member of the committee spoke of it. Idid not 
know that a railroad charter had been obtained in which a provision 
was made for electric motors; I never thought of it. We were think- 
ing simply of the overhead telephone wires, and overhead telegraph- 
wires, and the overhead lighting wires. That wasall. Nothing else 
was taken into account. 

Mr. VEST. That is what I supposed. 

Mr. PLUMB. But it seemed that there ought to be some leeway, 
that where buildings had been erected and various improvements 
undertaken in reference to this form of lighting we should not com- 
pel either the company or the public to be absolutely cut off from the 
mutual benefits which might arise out of such extensions as the com- 
missioners in looking over the ground might deem advisable up to the 
15th day of September. 
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I can say for myself, without the matter having received any further 
attention in conference (that is, I do not know that that feature of it 
was specially mentioned), my idea was plainly and clearly that the 
commissioners might issue permits up to the 15th of September which 
would be operative beyond that time. That is the idea I had about 
it. We knew practically, from the conference which we had with 
them, their views on the subject. We knew, as we thought, that they 
would not exercise this authority to any very great extent, and would 
not go beyond what the public convenience seemed to require. I was 
perfectly willing, so far as I was concerned, and I think the language 
carried out that idea, that they should grant permits up to the 15th 
of September, but which should operate beyond that time. For in- 
stance, they might grant permits up to that time to carry wires to be 
put up at a Jater period, into different quarters of the city, where the 
conditions of which I spoke existed, they of course doing it all with a 
knowledge of the fact that they were required to report to the next 
Congress, if they were warranted in doing so by what they should de- 
termine by investigation, a plan whereby all these wires were to be 
put under-ground. We felt, therefore, that they would not exercise 
the authority in any bad way. 

Mr. VEST. I understand, then, from the Senator from Kansas that 
the question which is now before the Senate as to these elevated or 
overhead electric wires for this Eckington Railroad was not contem- 
plated or considered by the committee of conference at all; and, as I 
supposed before I made the inquiry, the fixing of a day in futuro as 
the date when this prohibition took effect was put there with refer- 
ence tothe present overhead electric wires used by the telegraph and 
telephone companies. But I still insist that the expressed will of Con- 
gress was against all these overhead electric wires, because if it was 
right to prohibit them after the 15th day of September, or, leaving 
out that, if Congress had come to that conclusion, then the commis- 
sioners of the District of Columbia ought te have respected that opin- 
ion and that will. Speaking for myself, I would unquestionably, if 
placed in that position, have so considered it. 

But I proceed without any intention to do injustice to these gentle- 
men, and let the commissioners of the District of Columbia give their 
own version of the matter. Mr. S. E. Wheatley, one of the District 
commissioners, was examined by the Committee on the District of Co- 
lumia. 

Mr. MORGAN. Will the Senator from Missouri allow me before he 
goes into that evidence to call his attention to this law, which seems 
to have been entirely overlooked in the debate so far as I have heard. 
iron Spneaoners of the Disie of Sotnas: peasy es eeapbried eed day of 

perm e 3 
trie light! a ee deem wire te be fadena or AA cate over any ar: the 
streets or avenues of the city of Washington. 

I can not understand, if this is the law of the land, why that word 
“maintained” does not stand there to make unlawful any act of the 
commissioners of the District of Columbia permitting electric wires 
or any other wires of that kind to be maintained after the 15th day of 
September. 

Mr. HARRIS. I ask the Senator to read the rest of the clause, 
where the District commissioners are required to investigate the prac- 
ticability of putting the wires under-ground and $1,000 is appropriated 
to enable them to conduct that investigation. 

Mr. MORGAN. That is very true, but that word ‘‘maintained”’ 
has to go out of this text, or else it is unlawful to maintain the wires 
after the 15th of September. 

Mr. PLUMB. Ithink the construction which the conferees put upon 
it is illustrated very fairly by the use of the word ‘‘maintained”’ there. 
The idea was that they should not issue permits after the 15th of Sep- 
tember, nor permit any wires to be erected after that date. I mean to 
say they,could not grant permits after that date. The maintenance 
there of the wires had reference to wires that were put up without the 
permits which are provided for, and which might be issued up to the 
15th of September. Of course, the language is not as plain as it ought 
to be, and it only illustrates how entirely right our Committee on Ap- 
propriations originally was in insisting that the provision ought to go 
out and that the subject ought to be taken up de novo by the commit- 
tee having jurisdiction of that subject, to wit, the Committee on the 
District of Columbia, and not committed to the Committee on Appro- 
priations, and of course necessarily in due time to a conference with other 
things, a portion of which were to be taken up perhaps and discussed 
and disposed of without that attention which they ought to receive. 

Mr. MORGAN. It seems to me it would require positive legislation 
to authorize the maintenance in the District of Columbia after the 15th 
of September of any telephone or telegraph wires, especially so as to 
those which required permits from the District commissioners. My 
vote upon this measure will be controlled by that construction of it, at 
all events. 

Mr. VEST. I rather think the construction of the Senator from 
Alabama is the correct one, but I base my observations in regard to 
the action of these commissioners, not upon any construction of that 
statute technically, but upon the simple fact that both Houses of Con- 

‘have condemned that system and that the District commissioners 
Seles and that they deliberately availed themselves of a power given 
to them, a discretion until the 15th of September, to put the broadest 


construction upon it, in order to violate what they knew to be the ex- 
pressed statutory opinion of the representatives of the people of the 
United States. As I do not want todo them any injustice, I give 
them the full benefit of their own explanation of what seems to me to 
be most extraordinary conduct. Mr. Wheatley, one of the commis- 
sioners, was examined before the District Committee, and I will read 
from his evidence: 

Q. Before you granted that permission— 

That is to the Eckington Railway— 
did you take counsel about it? K 

A. Wegayethe matterconsiderable thoughtand discussion, Oneof the mem- 
bers of the board, Mr. Webb, isa lawyer, and we decided to issue the permitafter 
considerable thought and discussion, and it is clearly legal under the require- 
ments of that bill. 
_ It never seems to have suggested itself to Mr. Wheatley that it was 
improper for him or that board to have violated the unquestionable 
will of Congress, but he says it was lawful. He sticks in the bark 
about it, and acts with Congress as if they were adversaries instead of 
being agents and servants of the people, or as if they represented some 
foreign interest against the Government and against the people and 
against the Senate and against the House. He says it was lawful. 


Then in regard to this particular construction of overhead system, of overhead 
motive power, we have Major Raymond's views upon that subject. 


Not his views, but the viewsof Major Raymond. Mr, Wheatley says: 


Then, inregard to this cular construction of overhead system, of overhead 
motive power, we have Major Raymond’s views upon that subject. 

Major Raymond is the engineer officer of the commissioners; and 
afterwards, upon the very next page, he is put on the stand, and here 
is what he said. It seems that his views and opinions were potential 
in this matter with the board. Major Raymond was examined and 
testified: 

By Mr. FARWELL: 

Q. Do you consider the electrical system which is proposed to be used forthe 
Eckington Railroad at all dangerous to life? 

A. No, sir; I do not. 

Q. Are you sufficiently familiar with the character of electricity and the quan- 
tity necessary to be used as to be prepared to make that statement? 

A. No, sir; I am not. 

Major Raymond is a remarkable expert. This is the gentleman upon 
whose opinion this board of commissioners trample upon the express 
law of Congress, and yet he says he knows nothing about it. 

I make that statement as the result of what little experience I have had in 
electricity, and as the result of inquiries which I made of men who know more 
than I do. i. 

Second-hand information. 

Iam not an electrical expert, and I do not appear in that capacity. 


I take it if there ever was a witness who discredited himself on a 
subject-matter on which he was being examined that witness has done 
so; and yet his opinion is the sole basis upon which this question was 
disposed of by the District commissioners in the very teeth of the ac- 
tion of Congress, which is now part of the statute law of the land. 

Mr. CHACE. I should like toask the Senator whether or not, in view 
of this provision in the District appropriation bill, he considers that the 
commissioners were authorized and empowered to issue such permits 
up to the 15th of September? 

Mr. VEST. I have not examined the matter as a lawyer should, 
and I have long since adopted as one of the fundamental rules in the 
practice of my profession to give no opinion by which I choose to be 
bound or ought to be bound without a critical examination of the in- 
strument conferring the power. My impression in this case from what 
I have read—and I simply read it not so much as a lawyer as because 
I wanted information on this whole subject—is that these commission- 
ers do have that power up to the 15th of September. 

I thought I said that before. That, however, is not the point I make. 
I say it was improper, inappropriate, extraordinary fur these commis- 
sioners to stand upon a legal technical power when they occupied the 
position of trustees or agents for the people, and when they were un- 
der the control of Congress and ought to have a decent respect for the 
opinions of both Houses of Congress and of the President of the United 
States solemnly expressed. I do not think my friend from Rhode 
Island would have done it. 

Mr. CHACE. I certainly should if I had been one of the commis- 
sioners. 

Mr. VEST. I donot think yet, notwithstanding his disavowal, that 
my friend from Rhode Island, in the teeth of that expressed will of 
both Houses of Congress, if he had been a commissioner of this Dis- 
trict, would have seized hold of that technical power—for it was noth- 
ing else—and issued those permits in the face of the language, which 
even if you do not give it the broad meaning that the Senator from 
Alabama gives it, prohibiting the maintenance of overhead electric 
wires after the 15th of September, still in its spirit and soul condemned 
the whole system whether applied to telegraphs, telephones, or the 
motive power of railroads. 

Mr. President, I have honestly performed what I conceived to be my 
duty,and according to the promise I made to the Senate yesterday I 
examined all this evidence last night, and I think as an impartial juror, 
I must say if I have any feeling in the world in the matter it is in bee 


‘ 
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half of the corporators, and, besides that, I am unalterably opposed to 
horse-car railroads, and I have sat here for eight long years and con- 
demned and denounced this infamous system in the District of Co- 
lumbia. 
Mr. SPOONER. How ceana juror be impartial and lean to any side? 
Mr. VEST. Isay if I am not an impartial juror, I lean to the side 
of the Senator from Wisconsin, and I infer from his remarks that he is 
. decidedly in favor of this system. I lean to the side of this electric 
railway because I want that system introduced into this District; but 
I repeat here now I would as soon stand here and defend the old flint- 
_ lock musket, that passed away with the arsenal at Harper’s Ferry and 
is now one of the relics of the past, as to stand here and defend thesys- 
tem of horse-cgr railroads. And yet every Senator here knows thatin 
this District we bave, notwithstanding our protestations and remon- 
strances, streets in this beautiful city absolutely ruined by the present 
rails, with the cobble-stones between, over which no vehicle can pass 
without inconvenience and almost absolute danger. All my sympa- 
thies are with the men who want to put up electric roads in this Dis- 
trict, but I am here asa trustee as well as these commissioners, and I 
simply give to my brother Senators the result of my examination of 
this testimony and my deliberate judgment, and if I could honestly and 
conscientiously vote in accordance with the recommendation of this 
committee I would do it with the greatest pleasure imaginable. 

I have great personal respect for the men engaged in this enterprise, 
who are men of high character in this District. I do not blame them; 
but as a matter of course they are looking to the success of their enter- 
prise. They want toconstruct this road as cheaply as possible and with 
aview tothe largest dividends. If I were to say that they expected any- 
thingelse, I should simply remove them from the ordinary frailties of 
human nature and put them in the attitude of angels or gods, which I 
presume they are not. They have the same motives that every cor- 
porator has, and it is my duty as a servant of the people, as I conceive 
it to be, to do justice to them and at the same time justice to my con- 
stituents, who are interested in this District as much as the people who 
reside here. #2 

I have examined this testimony not as critically as I would have 
done if I were counsel in the case and with a brief, but as carefully as 
my other duties would permit, and I must be permitted to expressmy 
regret, with great respect to the District Committee, that they did not 
examine one single witness, so faras l have seen, that was notconnected 
directly or indirectly either with this electric railroad company or 
with the Thomson-Houston Electric Company, who under contract are 
furnishing the electric motive power to this corporation. If I am mis- 
taken in that I can be very easily corrected. 

Mr. SPOONER. The Senator will allow me a word. I was not 
pant at the hearing before the Committee on the District of Colum- 

ia, but I desire to remind the Senator that that committee was not 
charged by any order of the Senate with an investigation into the sub- 
ject. They were given jurisdiction by an unusual proceeding, and 
that was a motion that they grant to certain parties who petitioned 
the Senate, and who I believe were the parties in interest in the con- 
struction of this particular railroad, a hearing. Thatwas the direction 
laid upon the committee, and with that mandate the committee com- 
plied absolutely. 

Mr*HARRIS. Mr. President, if the Senator from Missouri will al- 
low me to supplement the statement of the Senator from Wisconsin, 
there was before the committee a large number of affidavits and cer- 
tificates from persons of experience in the use of electric power. I 
have not noticed to see whether or not they appear in the report that 
the Senator from Illinois presented, but a large number of persons who 
had no connection whatever with the companies referred to by the 
Senator from Missouri—— 

Mr. VEST. Perhaps my statement was a little too broad, but I cer- 
tainly intended to make no imputation either of negligence or other- 
wise on this committee either in the aggregate or individually; but 
I think that when they went into this question, when they under- 
took to examine witnesses, they ought to have done so thoroughly. 
They have reported here against the action of the Senate deliberately 
taken. They were instructed to report a resolution prohibiting the 
commissioners from putting up overhead electric wires. They report 
back that resolution, but at the same time recommend that it be re- 
jected, and as a ground for their action they farnish us testimony taken 

y them; and, under the familiar legal maxim, once in court they must 
remain in court and stand the test of examination and cross-examina- 
tion, and I have the right to comment upon that testimony and the 
facts which it assumes to present. I agree that I possibly stated it too 
broadly when I said there was not a single person whose testimony 
was taken here—I ought to be more accurate in my statement—that 
was not connected directly or indirectly either with this railroad com- 
pany or the electric company, or who was not directly interested in the 
contract. s 

Mr. SPOONER. They were the parties to whom the committee was 
instructed to give a hearing. 

Mr. VEST. With due deference to the Senator from Wisconsin, who 
interrupts me, I did not know that the committee was instructed to 
give any hearing. 


Mr. HARRIS. Will the Senator allow me to state a fact that per- 
haps he is not aware of? 

Mr. VEST. With pleasure. 

Mr. HARRIS. I think the very morning after the passage of the 
resolution of the Senator from Vermont [Mr. EDMUNDS] the Senator 
from Massachusetts [Mr. Hoar] presented a memorial and asked that 
it be referred to the committee with instructions that the committee 
hear the memorialists in respect to the subject-matter, which was the 
application of electric power and the use of electricity. 

Mr. VEST. Not only asa lawyer, but a legislator and an individual, 
Iam bound by the report of this committee, and most unquestionably 
the committee is bound by it; and I find in the heading of the report 
the following: 

The Committee on the District of Columbia, to whom was referred the order 
of the Senate referring letter of the commissioners of the District of Columbia, 
with instructions to report a resolution requesting the commissioners to revoke 
any permit granted for erection of overhead electric wires, report. 

That was the subject-matter before the committee, and nothing else, 

Mr. HARRIS, Will the Senator again allow me? 

Mr. VEST. Certainly. 

Mr. HARRIS. The particular resolution in question was, according 
to the custom of all committees of this body, referred to one of its mem- 
bers to report on, while the other subjects kindred and immediately . 
connected with it were referred to other subcommittees to deal with. 
The Senator reads from the report of a Senator who was especially 
charged with the particular resolution in question. 

Mr. VEST. Well, Mr. President, that particular resolution in ques- 
tion is the matter before the Senate—that, and that alone. This coin- 
mittee, instructed to report a certain resolution referred to them, make 
a report, but they put a poison in its blood that destroys it, and they 
bring it back to the Senate with the recommendation that it be nut 
adopted. I know so little about parliamentary law that I scarcely 
dare to indulge in a criticism in the presence of the Senator from Ten- 
nessee [Mr. HARRIS]. It is my misfortune that I never knew but 
two rules of parliamentary law, and one was that a motion to adjourn 
was always in order, and that a motion for the previous question was 
always in order, but since the rules of the Senate struck out the latter 
rule in regard to the previous question, I have been going single-handed 
with the former, and I have found out sporadically that not even that 
one is always in order. So, with my little parliamentary knowledge, 
I hardly like to indulge in acriticism upon the committee; but it seems 
to me when they were instructed to report back a resolution specific- 
ally, they ought to have done it; but instead of that, they reported 
it back with deadly killing blight upon it in the nature of a recom- 
mendation that il be not adopted, and then they proceed to give us the 
testimony upen which that recommendation is based, from which I am 
now quoting. 

Mr. SPOONER. Does the Senator mean that the committee was 
deprived by the action of the Senate of all power of recommendation 
in reporting the resolution back? Were we bound to report it back 
with the recommendation that it pass, when every member of the 
committee was opposed to its passage ? 

Mr. VEST. I beg pardon, Iam so poor a parliamentarian that if 
I go by the rules of common sense I must be excused. I thought that 
when the Senate instructed its servants and agents to do a particular 
thing they ought to do it. 

Mr. CHACE. Right there I should like to ask the Senator from 
Missouri what could have been the object of referring that resolution 
to the Committee on the District of Columbia if it was not to have 
their judgment upon the propriety of its adoption ? 

Mr. VEST. The Senator from Vermont, who, I will unglertake to 
say in his absence or presence, generally knows exactly what he means 
and adopts the proper instrumentalities to effect his object, drew this 
resolution, and I take it that if he meant that the Committee on the 
District of Columbia ought to examine and report he would have said 
so, but the Senator from Vermont said they were instructed to report 
a resolution. He did not draw the resolution, but I understood after 
the long debate we had here that the only province of that committee 
was to report a resolution, draughted in appropriate terms to do that 
thing, which was to prohibit this Eckington and Soldiers’, Home Rail- 
road from putting up overhead electric wires. If thatis not the mean- 
ing of it, it is my limited parliamentary knowledge which must excuse 
me in the eyes of my friends from Rhode Island and Wiscousin. 

Now, Mr. President, without intending to be hypercritical, from my 
cursory examination I find some strange things in this testimony. Mr. 
Mansfield, the electrical engineer of the Thomson-Houston Company, 
was put upon the stand and examined by the Senator from Virginia 
[Mr. DANIEL], a member of the committee. We come now to the 
question whether these overhead electric wires are dangerous to ani- 
mal life. Upon that point, when the committee were examining wit- 
nesses, the Senator from Virginia asked this question of George W. 
Mansfield: 


You think under a thousand there is no danger? 


Which I may say in an explanatory way referred to a thousand volts, 
which seems to be the unit of all electric power, and is a technical 
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term, if I may be permitted to insert this to make myself understood. 
Mr. DANIEL’s question was: 
You think under a thousand bole) there is no danger? 


A. It is perfectly safe to human life. 
Anywhere under a thousand volts. 
he 
AE Be ong erry eer abe perme g that is given remedially to persons who 

A. I could not state, ` 

Understand that the electrician of this company states that under 
1,000 volts the electric current is perfectly harmless to human life. On 
the very next page and almost in the same sentence he is asked by the 
acting chairman: 

Q. What number of units per car does your company contract to furnish the 
Eckington Company ? 

A. I think it was originally talked over, and 500 volts was decided upon, as 
we are using 500 volts on all the roads we are building and that are now in op- 
eration, But in this particular instance we thought best to possibly keep that 
potential to 400, as there seemed to be a feeling that there was some danger in 
connection with it. 

This very same gentleman had declared one minute before that it 
was perfectly harmless under 1,000 volts, and yet he declares that they 
reduced it in this contract between Thomson-Houston Company and 
the Eckington and Soldiers’ Home Railway Company to 400 volts, 600 
volts under the thousand, because there was some danger in it. 

Mr. HARRIS. Not because there was some danger, but because 
there was some apprehension in-the public mind of danger. 

Mr. VEST. Let me read what he says; I will let him speak for 
himself. 

But in thie particular instance we thought best to possibly keep that potential 
Ra e ae UA seemed to be a feeling that there was some 7 eie in pisen 

Mr. HARRIS. - Yes. 

Mr. VEST. Now, where that feeling was, who entertained it, why 
they should reduce it under 500 volts, which they say themselves was 
necessary, is something they can explain possibly, but it seems a little 
uncertain and nebulous to my mind. It was, to say the least of it, a 
deference to public opinion upon the part of the railway constructors 
that Iam glad to see obtaining in this community and throughout 
the country, something we have long sought and much needed. 

Now, upon the question of danger I have not endeavored to find in- 
stances in which there has been injury to animal life or human life by 
reason of these overhead electric wires, and without any exertion upon 
my part I present to the Senate for what it is worth, a statement which 
the Senator from Texas [Mr. COKE] handed to me not twenty minutes 
ago, contained in the Cleburne Chronicle, of Cleburne, Tex., which I 
will ask the Secretary to read. 

The Secretary read as follows: 


SHOCKED TO DEATH. 
AUSTIN, TEX., August 27. 

Edward Ramsey, a young colored man, at 1 o'clock to-day had occasion to 
cross the roof of a building near Congress avenue. An electric motor wire ran 
across the roof. In some unknown manner Ramsey came in contact with it 
and was instantly killed. When the body was found it was still limp. A doc- 
tor was summoned, but life was extinct. On examination it was found the in- 
sulation of the wire was intact, and the theory is that it was too thin and the 
ead rain which fell this morning so saturated it as to destroy insulation al- 
together. The shock wasso strong that it burned the flesh off of two fingers of 
Ramsey as he clutched the wire. No other marks were left on the body. 

Mr. VEST. Now, Mr. President, Idesiretosay so faras I am concerned 
in regard to that question of the danger to human life or of injury tothe 
human body by this system, that much as I favor the electric system 
as applied to motive power for railways in this District and elsewhere, 
if it be dangerous to one single human life it is no argument to me to 
say that those accidents are infrequent. I hold it to be my duty asa 
legislator, if the object can be obtained at additional expense, but with- 
out danger to human life, to adopt that method and no other. I have 
never yet come to the conclusion that the life of any human being should 
be endangered in order to save any amountof money to any corporation 
or to any individual; and I am not speaking about corporations invid- 
iously. Human life is aboveeverything else. The man who legislates 
in any capacity and disregards life and limb in the interest of money 
is, in my judgment, unworthy the place of a legislator, State or na- 
tional. If the humblest citizen of this District in passing along a street 
where these overhead wires are suspended is in danger by any sort ot 
unforeseen accident, that risk should not be taken by the legislators of 
the country, who are the custodians of that life and liberty in the high- 
est degree and in the most sacred manner. : 

I have not compiled statistics to show that these electric overhead 
wires are dangerous. Iam not here to comment upon the degree of 
credibility which should attach to the statements of newspapers. Like 
any man of ordinary intelligence, I have an impression upon the sub- 
ject, gathered from the daily current statements of the press and from 
my own intellectual conclusions about them. My friend in front of 
me, the Senator from Alabama [Mr. MORGAN], tells me that in the 
city of Montgomery, the capital of his State, a railroad with suspended 
electric wires has been abandoned on account of its destruction to an- 
imal life, horses, mules, and human beings. I believe—and I can be 
corrected if I misstateit—that the governor of the State recently, in 
driving along with his horse and buggy, encountered one of these wires, 
which by a storm or insufficient attachment had become loose and 


was trailing upon the surface of the street, and the horse put his foot 
upon it and in a single instant it was dead. Iam told by the Senator 
from Alabama that_so great was the complaint upon the part of the 
people of that city against that system, and so dangerous was it, that 
it was abandoned or went out of operation four months ago, and has 
not been reconstructed. 

Iam not giving this testimony as a witness or an expert, but I am 
bound as an intelligent man to be governed by these statements com- 
ing from reputable sources. I admit that in this pamphlet there area 
large number of statements coming from persons attached to this rail- 
road company—its officers and employés—and from the employés of the 
Thomson-Houston Electric Company, coming from a place in Masschu- 
setts called Crescent Beach, which, I take it, is the place where this 
Thomson-Houston Company have their manufactory. 

Mr. HOAR. I think that is in Lynn. 

Mr. VEST. I only know from the headings of the letters, not being 
acquainted with the locality—‘‘Crescent Beach, Mass,’’—and these 
witnesses, the parties who gave these ex parle statements without cross- 
examination, say that they are employés of this clectric company, and 
they put their hands upon these wires with 500 volts of electric power 
and simply felta pleasurable sensation like an amatory caress from some 
loyed person. >» 

Mr. HOAR, Ithink that this is not important enough to interrupt 
the Senator for, but I think Crescent Beach isin the city of Lynn, 
which is probably 8 miles outof Boston. The company have their fac- 
tory in Lynn and their business place in Boston. They employ some 
Sk a hundred hands in constructing works in diferent parts of the 
world. 

Mr. VEST. The material part of my statement is simply that theso 
ex parle presentations come from the employés of the electric company; 
and they tell us that five hundred volts of electric power when injected 
or shot into a man produce simply a pleasurable sensation and are not 
at all dangerous to human life. 

There is nothing whatever to restrain this company from increasing 
the amount of electric power that they see necessary to use hereafter, 
notwithstanding their original contract. They claim as a matter of 
course under their act of incorporation the power to use as much elec- 
tric force as is necessary. They have made a contract, they state, for 
the use of four hundred volts or units of electricity as motive power, 
but hereafter, if they see proper, they can make it one thousand, or 
fifteen hundred, or two thousand. There is no limit upon their con- 
tracting capacity in that rezard. 

Mr. President, aside from this question of danger, there is another 
element to be considered which was not much alluded to the other day 
in the debate that preceded the reference of this matter to the Com-~ 
mittee on the District of Columbia. It is proposed, according to the 
testimony of the officers of this company, to place in the middle of the 
street along their ronte to the Soldiers’ Home—— 

Mr. HARRIS. To the boundary. + 

Mr. VEST. One mile of this route being inside of the city limits 
and 2 miles outside, it is proposed to place in the middle of the street 
what they call ornamental iron posts, from which are to be ded 
the electric wires. If this electric power can be used with perfect safety 
to life and limb without any disfigurement or inconvenience to the 
public by reason of these posts being placed in the streets of the city, 
why should it not be done? Why should we now give to this co 
ration, with our past experience with street-railroad corporations inthis 
city, the power to further disfigure the streets of the most beautiful 
city upon this continent, if not in the world? We have had for years 
and years upon the streets of this city these miserable car-tracks that 
are a disgrace to civilization, and we are not able to remove them. 
The men who own them declare enormous dividends year after year, 
and yet they persist in maintaining these monstrosities against public 
sentiment and the will of Con 

There is one clause in the letter of the attorney of the Thomson-Hous- 
ton Electric Company that made these contracts, which it seems to me 
is most suggestive, if not conclusive as to what should be the action of 
Congress in this matter. Mr. George W. Mansfield, representing the 
Thomson-Houston Electric Company, and signing himself attorney for 
it, says: 

In conclusion, by all means put the wires under-ground if you can afford to 
adopt any plan that will insure an efficient, sati: ry service. It will im- 
prove the appearance of your city, will remove one of the least of the obstruc- 
tions in your streets, but will not in any appreciable degree lessen the dan- 
gers surround you. 

Even this paid attorney, salaried by this company, says these wires, 
if they can afford it, should be put under-ground because then they 
will not disfigure the streets of the cityof Washington. He states that 
it will not lessen the danger to put them under-ground, but he says: 


That will insure an efficient, rener dl service. It willimprove the appear- 
aane oF your city, will remove one of the least of the obstructions in your 

Is it possible—and I come to the gist of this whole matter—to have 
an electric railway in the city of Washington without these overhead 
wires disfiguring the streets and endangering animal life? Can the 
conduit system, as itis called, be adopted in this city successfully, and 
is it practicable? That is the whole question before us, itseems to 
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me, to-day. The president of this company admits in his testimony 
under oath—for I presume he was sworn—that at Allegheny City, in 
the State of Pennsylvania, there is a conduit electric railway now in 
operation, and the most successful of any in the United States. I 
stated yesterday, as one of the reasons why this matter should be post- 
poned until to-day, that I had some papers that had been sent to me 


on this subject. Ido not know why they were sent tome. I do not | po 


know but that every other Senator has received them; but they may 
possibly haye been sent to me because I took part in the debate upon 


this question before. They come from the Bentley-Knight Electric- 


Railway Company, of 115 Broadway, New York. They contain an 
explanation of the whole conduit system. It seems that there are 
three in regard to the-use of electric power as a motor for rail- 
ways. The one is the reservoir system, as you might term it—— 

Mr. ALLISON. Storage. 

Mr. VEST. The storage system; I believe thatis the word. An- 
other is the conduitsystem; another is the cable system; and you might 
say a fourth one is the overhead electric wire system. The cable sys- 
tem, according to the testimony, is the most expensive, although I may 
be permitted to say that four of these roads are in operation in the city 
where I live most successfally and to the entire satisfaction of the pub- 
lic. There was great prejudice against them at first. Ihave never had 
any interest in any of them and can not speak accurately as to the cost, 
_ but I know from friends who have made investments that they have 
paid enormously, and to-day the stock of the first railroad constructed 
there is not for sale at all on account of itsenormous value, I find from 
a perusal of these papers which come from the Bentley-Knight Railway 
Company that they can construct a conduit system, unless they en- 
counter peculiar obstacles by reason of locality, for $20,000 a mile, and 
Iwill read, for such information as it may impart to Senators who may 
not be better informed than myself, an estimate: 

Average prices— 

This is for New York City, and I take it that the construction here 
would not be more expensive. They give the estimate for a horse rail- 
way, for an electric railway, and for a cable road. Thisisforadouble 
track of 5 miles, which we will call a track of 10 miles in length. 

Ten miles track, at $7,000 per mile, for an electric railway, $70,000; 
40 cars, at $700 each, $28,000. Ten miles of conduit, at $25,000 per 
mile, $250,000; steam plant, $20,000; dynamo plant, $24,000; 40 motor 
trucks, at $1,500 each, $60,000; building, $10,000—$462,000. 

The estimate for a cable road of the same length is $803,000. 

For a horse-railroad, which includes four hundred horses in the esti- 
mate, it is $204,000. 

Ata rongh calculation in the city of Washington for an electric rail- 
road on the conduit system, with under-ground wires, the cost would be 
upon this basis $218,600. 

After all, Mr. President, we come now to the real difficulty in this 
case. I do not think that any of the friends of this enterprise will say 
that the conduit system is not the best, but it is the difference in cost 
to which they object. These gentlemen frankly said in their state- 
ments before this committee, and they have stated to me personally, 
for they have called upon me in regard to it, and they are men of in- 
telligence and foresight, that they have not money enough to build a 
conduit road, and they appealed to me in this way: ‘‘You favor the 
electric system, but this is aH that we are able to give you. Instead 
of opposing this upon the floor of the Senate, you ought to encourage it, 
because it is the entering wedge to the electric system in the District 
of Columbia, and we can afterwards improve it by adopting the conduit 
system when we are able,” 

I could go on, if-the Senate chose to hear it, and read from the tes- 
timony, for whatever it is worth, the statements of the Bentley-Knight 
Electric Company in regard to a difficulty which has been suggested 
here abont this conduit filling with snow and ice and water. They 
claim that in the road at Allegheny City they have found a mode in 
which all this difficulty can be obviated. They give statements, am- 
ply verified—and I wish the Senator from Pennsylvania [Mr. CAs- 
ERON ], who knows these people, could look at the names—by men liv- 
ing in Allegheny City and holding official position there, that the road 
runs 7 miles an hour at heavy grades in places, carrying fifty pas- 
sengers to a car, without delay winter or summer, and is a perfect rail- 
road for 1 mile within the limits of that city. 

It is proper to state that 1 mile of that railroad is in the city limits 
and 2 miles outside. They havesent me here the plates or photographs 
showing their cars in operation, with full and accurate descriptions, I 
take it, as to their capacity and as to their speed. Inside of the city 
they have the conduit system, because the authorities of Allegheny 
City would not permit the overhead electric wires, Outside they have 
the overhead electric wires, but inside the city, with the conduit sys- 
tem, notwithstanding the statement that snow and ice and water im- 
pede the cars in winter, they have had no delay and no trouble in 
operating them. 

Mr. President, I will not detain the Senate. I have endeavored to 
speak fairly and justly, without feeling, in giving, as I am compelled 
to do in order to do my duty, my deliberate judgment. We had bet- 
ter wait until a company can be found that can raise the capital to 
adopt the conduit system, which we know is harmless to animal life, 


than to rush in and take the chances of this overhead electric system, 
which they themselves admit is an inferior system to the conduit sys- 
tem for streets. They place it upon the ground of cheapness and upon 
no other ground that I can see that amounts to anything. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore, The question recurs on agreeing to 
the report of the committee that the resolution be indefinitely post- 


med. 

Mr. HARRIS. Mr. President, the resolution that the Senate in- 
structed the District Committee to formulate puts the Senate in what 
I conceive to be the humiliating attitude of petitioning or requesting 
public servants that the legislative department has the absolute right 
to command and control, and if;there were no other ground involved, 
for that reason alone I would not favor the resolution that the Senate 
instructed the committee to report. The Senator from Missouri in re- 
ferring to it used the language that our instructions were to prohibit 
or to compel. Notso. They were to formulate a resolution of the 
Senate and the Senate only, requesting the commissioners of the Dis- 
trict of Columbia to rescind the permission that they had previously 
given and not to allow the wires to be put overhead. 

In obedience to the instructions of the Senate the committee formu- 
lated the resolution and then expressed its opinion with absolute 
upanimity that no such resolution ought to be passed in the Senate; 
but within the same hour the committee reported a joint resolution 
adopting a proper legislative form to deal with the question effectively, 
which opens the whole question of electric wires overhead or under- 
ground; and when that resolution is to be considered the argument 
submitted by the Senator from Missouri this morning will b3 some- 
thing perhaps appropriate. 

But I am not here for the purpose of defending the action of the Dis- 
trict commissioners, and shall not enter into any argument upon that 
subject further than to say that under the provision which is found in 
this appropriation bill if I had been oneof the commissionersI should 
have construéd the law precisely as they have construed it, and, as it 
seems to me, the only natural and reasonable way of construing it, and 
I should have exercised my judgment and discretion in allowing or not 
allowing the permission to put wires overhead up to the 15th day of 
September, for if the legislative department hadintended to command 
them to give no permission and not to allow another wire to be put 
overhead from the passage of that act, it would have been thesimplest 
and easiest method to have said so in explicit terms. 

But the very form in which the clause is put shows conclusively that 
the legislative intent was not to prohibit from the moment of the pas- 
sage of that act, but to allow the District commissioners from the time 
that act passed until the 15th of September to exercise their judgment 
and geet a tion in allowing or disallowing the placing of electric wires 
overhea 

When the joint resolution, also introduced by the Senator from Ver- 
mont, assuming absolute legislative control by legislative methods and 
forms of the action of the District commissioners upon this question 
comes up for consideration the whole subject will be open, and the Sen- 
ate and the House of Representatives will give whatever instructions 
they may choose to the District commissioners upon this matter. But 
the committee, as I said before, with absolute unanimity, did not see 
proper to recommend the passage of a resolution simply requesting the 
District commissioners to withdraw or rescind the permits heretofore 
granted, and I am free to say, and may perhaps say without any 
breach of propriety or confidence, that the members of the committee 
present, I believe, were absolutely unanimous, if we had been acting 
directly upon that question, in allowing the Eckington and Soldiers’ 
Home Railroad to go on and make the experiment with the overhead 
wires that they propose to make in propelling the cars that they pro- 
pose to put upon the line of road from Seventh street along New York 
avenue out to the Soldiers’ Home. 3 

The Senator from Missouri is wholly mistaken when he says that ` 
the question of cost is the only one. It is an important one, and one 
that doubtless has very considerable weight with the corporators who 
propose to construct that road, because there is a difference of quite 
twenty, perhaps more than twenty, thousand dollars per mile in the 
cost of constructing the road to be propelled by overhead or under- 
ground wires. 

+ But there is another and very material condition affecting that ques- 
ion, 

You may put electric wires in a conduit where the power is to be ap- 
plied at one end of the line and exerted at the other end of the line. 
There you may completely inclose the conduit and it is open only at 
the end where the power is admitted and at the other where it is ex- 
erted; but in respect of propelling street cars or other moving objects 
the conduit must be an openslot at the top through which the power 
is applied on every quarter of an inch on every particle of the line, and 
it is absolutely true antl an ascertained fact that ifby any means water 
shall rise in that until it comes in contact with the wire in that con- 
duitevery particle of propelling power is grounded and lost for the practi- 
cal purpose for which it has been obtained. It renders your power un- 
certain and absolutely powerless, if I may use such a phrase, whenever 
the atmosphere becomes exceedingly damp, perhaps not a total loss ot 
power then, but if the water ever touches your wire then your power 
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is absolutely gone, and in addition to the cost and under the most fa- 
vorable circumstances the best electrical information based upon ex- 
periments is that there is a loss of power with the wire in the conduit 
of from 10 to 15 per cent. under the very best system of under-ground 
wires that can be adopted. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The morning hour hasexpired. The 
Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, resumes theconsideration of the 
unfinished business, being Senate bill No. 12, the title of which will 
be stated. 

The CHIEF CLERK. A bill (S. 12) to provide for the formation 
and admission into the Union of the State of Washington, and for other 


purposes. 

Mr. STEWART. I ask that that bill be laid aside, and that we may 
take up the Chinese bill and take the vote on it. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. TheSenatorfrom Nevada asks unani- 
mous consent that the unfinished business beinformally laid aside that 
the Senate may proceed with the Chinese bill. 

Mr, HARRIS. I was inclined to ask the Senator from Nevada and 
the Senator in charge of the unfinished business to let us proceed with 
this matter this morning. 

Mr. STEWART. I will yield after the Chinese bill is disposed of. 

Mr. HARRIS. Of course the Senator will yield when he has no 
other object. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I desire to submit some remarks to the Senate 
for a few moments in regard to the Chinese bill. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Is there objection to the request of 
he Senator from Nevada that the unfinished business be informally 

aid aside and that the consideration of the Chinese restriction bill be 
resumed. ‘The Chair hears none. 

Mr. VEST. I want to make a statement, and then the Sevate, as a 
matter of course, can do asit pleases. I saw the secretary of the Sena- 
tor from Vermont [Mr. EpMunpDs] this morning and asked him when 
that Senator would return to the city. I did so because, before leay- 
ing us, the Senator from Vermont had spoken to me about this identical 
question and expressed anxiety to be present when it was discussed, as 
he was the mover of the resolution referred to the Committee on the 
District of Columbia. He seemed to assume, and I did not ask him 
upon what authority, that the matter would not be taken up in his 
absence. I asked his secretary to-day to telegraph him, unless this 
matter came to a vote during the morning hour, requesting him to re- 
turn to the city, and I should be very glad indeed if some agreement 
of that sort could be had. I know very well it is said that the 15th of 
September is rapidly approaching and that this matter must be disposed 
of, and I have been informed by the president of the company that he 
has material on hand and is ready to put up the overhead electric wires 
and only waits the disposition of this question in Congress, Still I 
think that under the circumstances it would be better to let the mat- 
ter go over for two days anyhow, until the Senator from Vermont can 
take charge of it. Iam simply acting in loco parentis for him. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senate has agreed to consider 
the Chinese restriction bill. 


BENJAMIN D. LAKIN. 


Mr. SHERMAN. I move to reconsider the vote by which the bill 
(S. 979) for the relief of Benjamin D. Lakin was postponed indefinitely, 
and that it be recommitted to the Committee on Military Affairs. I 
have spoken to the Senator who reported it. It is desired to submit 
additional testimony. 

Mr. BATE. I have no objection to the action proposed. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. If there be no objection, the vote 
indefinitely postponing the bill will be reconsidered, and it will be re- 
committed to the Committee on Military Affairs. The Chair hears no 
objection, and it is so ordered. 


CHINESE IMMIGRATION. 


The Senate resumed the consideration of the bill (H. R. 11336) a sup- 
plement to an act entitled ‘‘An act to execute certain treaty stipula- 
tions relating to Chinese,” approved the 6th day of May, 1882. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is, Shall the bill pass? 
on which the yeas and nays bave been ordered. 

Mr. SHERMAN, Mr. President—— 

Mr. STEWART. We werein the act of taking the vote when the 
Senate adjourned yesterday. 

Mr. PUGH. Will the Senator from Ohio give way to allow me to 
call up a telegram now on the table which I offered this morning in re- 
lation to this bill and have it read to the Senate? 

Mr. SHERMAN. I have no objection to that. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The telegram will be read, if there 
be no objection. 

The Chief Clerk read as follows: 

San Francisco, CAL., September 6, 1888, 
Hon, Grorer Hearst, Washington: 
Following resolutions were adopted at mass meeting to-night: 
D. A. MACDONALD. 
-“ Whereas the Scott anti-Chinese total-exclusion act passed the House of Rep- 
resentatives and now before the Senate of the United States for consideration 
and e will relieve the people of the United States from the 7 poese 
jan 


passag 
coming of Chinese, with whom we are now too long overburdened 


“ Whereas the withdrawal of the ruinous competition with our laboring and 

industrial classes will be the dawn of a greater Famke. sors to the people ot our 

nana ies country and in a special degree to the entire Pacifie Slope: Now, 
erefore, 


“Be itt resolved, That we, the citizens of San Francisco, in mass meeting assem- 
bled, urgently appeal to the Senate of the United States to give the act fomeds: 
ate and uninterrupted consideration and to pass the same. 

_ “And be it further resolved, That the chairman and secretary of this meeting 
immediately forward a copy of these resolutions by telegraph to Senator 
Hearst for presentation to the Senate. 

“ Metropolitan Hall, September 5, 1888. 

“DA, MACDONALD, Chairman, 
“HERMANN GUDTSTADT, Secretary.” 

Mr. SHERMAN. Mr. President, I do not intend to prolong the de- 
bate on this bill, because I think the Senate ought to be willing to wait 
a day or two, or two or three days, until we ascertain, in response to the 
inquiry sent to the President, whether the fact on which this bill rests 
really exists. Yesterday, after information communicated to me in an 
informal way that we were acting in the dark and in haste upon in- 
formation that was probably groundless, that the Senate was departing 
from its usual orderly proceeding upon a misapprehension of facts, I 
introduced a resolution, which was yesterday morning, calling 
on the President to inform us whether or not there was any informa- 
tion of any kind whatever indicating that the treaty with China was 
not to be ratified. 

There is a bill now before the President of the United States for his 
approval, passed by both Houses of Congress after full deliberation, 
after full examination, providing for the exclusion of Chinese laborers 
under the provision of that treaty. The President has not yet ap- 
proved that bill. It has not yet been returned to us with his signa- 
ture. Therefore an inference was drawn in my own mind thatsper- 
haps the President of the United States had information that the treaty 
was not ratified, and therefore that the bill before him would be nuga- 
tory and that this bill was intended to supply the defect. Hence I 
made no objection to it, although it was an unusual thing for the Sen- 
ate of the United States to receive a bill of this importance and pass it 
without a reference, without consideration, without any of the forms 
required by our ordinary legislative proceedings; but assuming that 
this bill came from the executive department of the Government now 
in possession of an act based upon an erroneous idea, I was perfectly 
willing to waive the ordinary rules to meet the exigencies of the case. 

I am decidedly in favor of the of this bill. If the Chinese 
Government has deliberately declined to negotiate further upon this 
subject, and has refused to accede to the universal demand of the 
American people that there shall be a restriction on this kind of im- 
migration, then I am perfectly willing to pass a Jaw asserting the 
power of the United States to regulate the coming of persons to this 
country, declaring who shall be kept out of it, and of passing such a 
bill without regard to the ordinary forms of legislation. But that fact 
has not been ascertained; we have no answer to the resolution of the 
Senate adopted yesterday. That answer will undoubtedly come to-day 
in the ordinary course of proceedings. 

If it should appear, as I believe it will appear, that no such inforra- 
tion has been received, thatin point of fact the Chinese minister is now 
on his way fo this country, orabout to come on his way from Peru, as 
he is charged also with diplomatic duty, probably with the ratifica- 
tion, at any rate With some explanation or modification of it, then that 
we should hastily without regard to the ordinary usages of the Senate 
pass this bill would be a surprise to the whole country and to the whole 
civilized world. 

The very fact that we have felt it to be our duty to wait and have 
waited and delayed action upon the subject until we could negotiate a 
new treaty; the very fact that the Senate through its committee had 
called upon the executive authorities to negotiate this treaty; that it 
had been negotiated and successfully negotiated only subject to two 
small amendments that were in harmony with the general object of the 
treaty and in the line of the treaty, to make that clear which was de- 
clared to be already clear, shows the importance of the question. The 
amendments were put on the treaty for greater safety to accomplish 
the object by general assent, for the purpose of making clear what 
perhaps was not sufficiently clear before. And now I have the in- 
formation from indirect sources, not from the President of the United 
States or his Secretary of State, but information otherwise that is 
trustworthy, that the probability is no such action has been taken as 
has been suggested, but that the Chinese Government is still consider- 
ing the proposition, although embarrassed by complications with another 
government, and the Chinese legation have no information at all on 
this subject, and the President of the United States has no information 
on the subject. So we are blindly, like a set of partridges, running 
away from a fact that has not yet occurred. 

When this bill came to us from the House of Representatives, as I 
said in making my remarks in favor of its passage, I assumed as a 
matter of course that it came by the Executive authority. We had no 
information about it; we only knew that the House of Representatives 
suddenly suspended their business at the very beginning of a day’s 
session and sent us this bill on the motion of a gentleman who was 
supposed to be high in favor with the Executive authorities, 

Now suppose it should turn out, as i believe it will turn out, that 
no such information has been received, that having made a friendly 
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offer to the Chinese Government to ratify the treaty, and having passed 
a law in pursuance of the treaty, expecting it to be ratified, we, with- 
out waiting to hear from that Government whether it has been ratified 
or not, or what action has been taken on it, whether or not they may 
not want some modification of the amendments or some qualification 
of the terms proposed—suppose we hastily pass a bill of this kind, it 
would be unbecoming the American Senate, and I have no right to 
criticise any other body of the Government. I think we are bound by 
the common courtesies due between nations to wait until we ascertain 
the action of the Chinese Government on the subject, and then I shall 
be prepared to act. Ifit should appear that this treaty is or shall be 
ratified, we place ourselves in the ridiculous attitude of assuming a 
fact that does not exist. If, on the contrary, it be not ratified, we shall 
have ample time then to pass a bill like this. 

I do not care to be embarrassed about voting on this bill, and I ap- 
peal to the Senate to let the matter stand over a day or two until we 
ascertain the facts. No harm can result tothe people of California from 
à short delay. No Chinaman can be shipped to this country unless he 
is now on his way. There is no haste about it. Suppose a dozen Chi- 
namen should land ona vessel within a day or two, or within the next 
week, what difference would it make to the great 60,000,000 of people 
we have in this country? I do not like to see the Congress of the 
United States rush pell-mell like a hefd of buffalos, at the fireof a 
single shot, by some rumor that may prove to be false. What harm 
can come? None whatever. 

I hope, therefore, and I will submit the motion, that this matter be 
laid aside informally so that we can ascertain what information can be 
communicated to us by the executive authorities. I do this in no hos- 
tility to the bill, but with a desire to see it passed and not wishing at 
all to engage in a political race, if that is the object. I do not think 
it is worthy of us. I resent the imputation that we are governed by 
any desire to run a race for political ends. I do not believe that that 
is the feeling which actuates the Senate, and resent it. I think the 
proper way is for the Senate to wait and see whether there is any dan- 
ger; whether this treaty is to be rejected. If it is to be rejected, then 
the bill stands upon the table, and in a single moment upon hearing 
from the President of the United States that the treaty is not to be 
ratified we may pass the bill; but to do it until that time comes, it 
seems to me, as I said before, is unbecoming the dignity and good order 
of the Senate of the United States. Until that is done, asI intimated 
the other day, I shall not vote for this or any other bill, however im- 
portant or however good it may appear to be, or however desirable to 
any portion of our poopie it may be to pass it. They can wait a little 
whileand have us do the thing in an orderly manner. 

I submit the motion that the bill be laid over. 

[A message in writing was received from the President of the United 
States, by Mr. O. L. PRUDEN, one of his secretaries. ] 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Ohio asks unan- 
imous consent that the further consideration of this bill be informally 

tponed. Will the Senator name the time? 

Mr. SHERMAN. No; I leave it to the Senate. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Informally laid aside. 

Mr. STEWART. I object. e 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Sénator from Nevada objects. 

Mr. PLATT. Mr. President, when the vote wastaken last evening, 
just at the adjournment of the Senate, I did not vote, although in my 
seat. I did not vote, for the reason that I had not anticipated that the 
vote would then be taken, and I did not wish to vote at all, either in 
favor of or against the bill, until I had had an opportunity to express 
the reasons which would govern my vote. 

Ifa vote is now pressed upon this bill I shall vote for it, and I de- 
sire to state the reasons, and I desire also to state some reasons why I 
shall do it under protest, for I do not intend that any action of mine 
shall be misunderstood or misrepresented. 

I do not like the way this bill has come before Congress, and I want 
to say so as emphatically as I know how. In May last the Senate of 
the United States advised and consented toa treaty which had been 
negotiated with China and communicated to the Senate by the Presi- 
dent. We were told by those representing the Pacific coast, and we 
have heard it over and over again, that the treaty as it came to the 
Senate was not satisfactory and would not accomplish the object in 
view, namely, the exclusion of Chinese laborers from this country. 
Being told that, the Senate amended the treaty in a way which was 
proposed by the representatives of the Pacific coast and in a manner 
which they told us would be entirely satisfactory and would have the 
effect of preventing Chinese laborers from coming to this country in 
competition with our home labor. The treaty was so amended and 
passed the Senate, I think, without a dissenting voice, which I may 
say because the injunction of secrecy has been removed. 

Mr. TELLER. I wish to correct the Senator. - I for one voted against 
the treaty. 

Mr. PLATT. Then I was mistaken as to that. Will the Senator 
tell me how many voted against the treaty? 

Mr. TELLER. I think perhaps three or four, not over three or four, 


perhaps only two. The Senator from Oregon [Mr. MITCHELL] and 
myself voted against the treaty. : 


Mr. MITCHELL. I not only voted against the treaty, but I spoke 
against it. 

Mr.PLATT. Practically therewasunanimity. Itwasunanimously 
reported from the Committee on Foreign Relations, and certainly as I 
understood at the time wassatisfactory to the President and to the Sen- 
ators representing the Pacific coast. Following that treaty the Senate 
passed a bill on the 8th of August, 1888, to carry into effect the pro- 
visions of that treaty when ratifications should be exchanged—a bill 
which, I think, received the unanimous support of the Senate. In that 
I think I am not mistaken—a bill which I approved and which I still 
approve. $ 

Now, I wish to take the time of the Senate for a moment to call at- 
tention to the provisions of the treaty and the bill, to show how far the 
Senate has progressed in the direction of the accomplishment of this 
object which is so dear not only to the people of the Pacific coast but 
to the great body, as I believe, of the laboring men/of this country. 
Article I of the treaty provided as negotiated as follows: 


The high contracting parties agree that for a porog of twenty years, be- 
ginning with the date of the exchange of the ratifications of this convention, 
the coming, except under the conditions hereinafter specified, of Chinese la- 
borers to the United States shall be absolutely prohibited, 


To which the Senate added this amendment— 


And this prohibition shall extend to the return of Chinese laborers who are 
not now in the United States, whether holding return certificates under exist- 
ing laws or not. 


Article II contained the limitations under which a Chinese laborer 
who had left this country under the provisions of its laws, with the cer- 
tificate issued by law in his pocket allowing him to return, might be 
permitted to come back, and I will put it all into my remarks whichI 
am making without reading in full, simply saying that it provided that 
the Chinese laborer who had taken a certificate, as was provided by the 
laws of the United States he might take, which entitled him to return, 
should not return unless he left behind him here a lawful wife, child, 
or parent in the United States, or property therein of the value of $1,000, 
or debts of like amannt due him and pending settlement. Article II 
of the treaty as sent to the Senate was as follows: 

ARTICLE II, 


The posure article shall not apply to the return to the United States of 
any Chinese laborer who has a lawful wife, child, or parent in the United States or 

roperty therein of the value of $1,000, or debts of like amount due him and pend- 

ng settlement. Nevertheless, every such Chinese laborer shall, before leaving 
the United States, deposit, as a condition of his return, with the collector of cus- 
toms of the district from which he departs, a full description in writing of his 
family, or property, or debts, as aforesaid, and shall be furnished by said col- 
lector with such certificate of his right to return under this treaty as the laws 
of the United States may now or hereafter prescribe and not inconsistent with 
the provisions of this treaty; and should the written description aforesaid bo 
proved to be false, the right of return thereunder, or of continued residence 
after return, shall in each case be forfeited. And such right of return to the 
United States shall be exercised within one year from the date of leaving the 
United States; but such right of return to the United States may be extended 
for an additional period, not to exceed one year, in cases where, by reason of 
sickness or other cause of disability beyond his control, such Chinese laborer 
shall be rendered unable sooner to return, which fact shall be fully reported to 
the Chinese consul at the port of departure, and by him certified, to the satis- 
faction of the collector of the port at which such Chinese subject shall land in 
the United States. And no such Chinese laborer shall be permitted to enter 
the United States by land or sea without producing to the proper officer of the 
customs the return certificate herein required. 


To the text of this article, as negotiated, we added this clause: 


And no such Chinese laborer shall be permitted to enter the United States by 
land or sea without producing to the proper officer of the customs the return 
certificate herein required. 


The act which we passed on the 8th day of August, 1888, by its first 
section (the whole act taking effect from the date of the exchange of 
ratifications of this treaty), made it unlawful for any Chinese person, 
whether a subject of China or of any other power, to enter the United 
States except as therein provided. It provided that Chinese officials, 
teachers, students, merchants, or travelers for pleasure or curiosity, 
should be permitted to enter the United States, having first obtained 
the permission of the Chinese Government, or other government of 
which they might at the time be citizens or subjects, and prescribed a 
great number of conditions attaching to that certificate, so as to make 
it impossible that any person from China except officials, teachers, stu- 
dents, merchants, or travelers for pleasure or curiosity should ever 
thereafter land in the United States. 

It provided also that the provisions of the act should apply to all 
persons of the Chinese race or the subjects of China or other foreign 
power, except Chinese diplomatic or consular officers or their attend- 
ants, and that the words ‘‘ Chinese laborers’’ wherever used in the 
act should be construed to mean skilled and unskilled laborers and 
Chinese employed in mining, 

It provided that after the passage of the act no Chinese laborer in 
the United States should be permitted, after having left, to return 
theteto except under the conditions stated in the following sections, 6 
and 7, which are in these words: 


Src, 6. That no Chinese laborer within the purview of the preceding section 
shall be permitted to return to the United States unless he has a lawful wife, 
child, or parent in the United States, or property therein of the value of $1,000, 
or debts of like amount due him and pending settlement. The marriage of such 


wife must have taken place at least a year prior tothe application of the Jaborer 
for a permit to return to the United States, and must have been followed by the 
continuous cohabitation of the parties as man and wife. 

If the right to return be claimed on the ground of property orof debts, it must 
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appear that the property is bona fide and not colorably acquired for the purpose 
of oveding this ae or that the debts are unascertained and unsettled,and not 


at least a month prior to the time of his separtars, ana shall 
makeon before the said collector a full statement descriptive of his family, 
or propery, o debts, asthe ĉase may be, and shall furnish to said collector such 
proofs of facts entitling him to return as shall be required by the rules and 
regulations presctibed from time to time by the Secretary of the Treasury, and 
for any false swearing in relation thereto heshall incur the penalties of perjury. 
He shall also permit the collector to take a full description of his person, which 
description the collector shall retain and mark witha number, And if the col- 
mae nti hearing the proofs and investigating all the circumstances of the 
case, decide to issue a certificate of return, he shall, at such time and place 
as he may designate, sign and give to the person applying a certificate contain- 
ing the number of the description last aforesaid, which shall be the sole evi- 
dence given to such person of his right to return. Ifthis 
be transferred, it shall become void, and the person to whom it was given shall 
forfeit his right to return to the United States. The right to return under the 
said certificate shall be limited to one year; but it may be extended for an ad- 
ditional peri: not to exceed a year, in cases where, by reason of sickness or 
other cause of disability ond his control, the holder thereofshall be rendered 
unable sooner to return, w facts shall be fully reported to and investigated 
by the consular representative of the United States at the Bey or place from 
which such laborer departs for the United States, and certified by such repre- 
sentative of the United States to the satisfaction of the collector of customs at 
the port where such Chinese person shall seek to land in the United States, 
sucli certificate to be delivered by said representative to the master of the ves- 
sel on which he de for the United States. And no Chinese laborer shall be 
permitted to re-enter the United States without producing to the proper officer 
of the customs at the port of such entry the return certificate herein required. 
A Chinese laborer possessing a certificate under this section shall be admitted 
to the United States only at the port from which he departed therefrom, andno 
Chinese persen, except Chinese diplomatic or consular officers, and their at- 
tendants, shall be permitted to enter the United States except at the ports of 
San Francisco, Portiand, Oregon, Boston, New York, New Orleans, Port Town- 
send, or such other ports as may be designated by the Secretary of the Treas- 


ury. 

The treafy was agreed to by the Senate, I think, on the 7th day of 
May, and, as I understand, has been submitted to the Chinese authori- 
ties for the exchange of ratifications. The bill, after having passed 
the Senate, went to the House of Representatives, was concurred in by 
the House, and on the ist day‘of September, 1888, was taken to the 
President of the United States for his approval, and remains before 
him at tke present time. That was last Saturday. With that bill, 
which if the treaty is to be ratified by the Chines Government goes 
as far as any human being in the United States has asked Congress to 

in the exclusion of Chinese laborers—with that bill passed by both 

‘ouses, now in the hands of the President of the United States for 
approval or rejection, there comes here another act, based upon the as- 
sumption that this treaty is not to be ratified. As I say, the bill 

by both Houses of was delivered to the President of 
the United States last Saturday, the Ist day of September. On last 
Monday, the 3d day of September, there came to us from the House 
of Representatives the bill now under consideration. 

If as every Senator here thinks, if as the whole country believes, the 
bill under consideration emanated from the executive department, and 
was started in hot haste immediately after the laying before the Presi- 
dent of the United States of a bill passed by Congress upon the subject, 
it seems to me to be an executive interference with the legislative 
branch of the Government, and I am bound in my character as a Sen- 
ator to make that remark. 

I want to say one thing more. If there has been any notice received 
by the executive branch of this Government to the effect that this treaty 
has been rejected, whether officially or unofficially, that notice has been 
studiously kept and concealed from every Republican member of the 
Senate and from every Republican. 

Mr. GRAY. Mr. President, will the Senator from Connecticut 
allow me to interrupt him for one moment? 

Mr. PLATT. Certainly. 

Mr. GRAY. Ido it to say that if any such information, official or 
unofficial, has been received, so far as I know it has also studiously been 
kept from every member of the Senate upon this side of the Chamber. 
I know of no ground on which the Senator has authority to make the 
remark that the Executive is responsible in any way for this bill or 
that any Executive Department is. 

Mr. PLATT. I can not say that this bill is written upon the paper 
of the executive department. I know it is generally believed in both 
Houses of this Congress that itis. I can not say that the most poten- 
tial man in the Democratic national committee in the management of 
this campaign came from the White House to the Capitol with this bill; 
but it is generally believed in this Chamber and throughout the Union. 
If there has been no official notice or unofficial intimation that this 
treaty has been rejected or is to be rejected by the Chinese Government, 
why this hot haste to override the act now lying before the Executive 
for his approval, and to pass this bil], which under such circumstances 
would be a direct insult to a nation with whom at least we are desirous of 
continuing friendly commercial relations? Is this a vote-catching per- 
formance? Has it come to this that public office is to be prostituted for 
Democratic electioneering pu ? And if not, what other reason 
is there for this thrusting in in this untimely way of this bill upon the 
attention of Congress? 

It is considerations like these which lead me tosay that I can not vote 


named certificate 


for this bill except under protest. If this treaty is to be rejected, not 
to be ratified by China, if there has been even an unofficial intimation 
or communication of that fact received by the Executive or by theState 
Department and we can be informed of that fact, I would willingly 
vote for this bill. I am going to vote for it, after what I have said, any- 
way, if the vote is pressed before we can get this information. 

Lam not going to assume that a potent’ member of the Democratic 
national committee, even, has thrust this bill before this Congress when 
a bill which we had passed was lying before the President, and when 
there was no intimation received by the President or by the State De- 
partment that the treaty which that bill was to carry into effect would 
not be ratified. Iam not goingin my position asa Senator toact upon 
the assumption that this act as it comes here before us isa purely elec- 
tioneering dodge, coming to us from the source from whence it started, 
wherever that source may be, in hot haste solely in order that the Dem- 
ocratic party may thereby commend itself to that class of our citizens 
who are excited upon the ‘question of whether Chinese laborers are 
coming here to displace American labor. 
` This bill being here, being bound as a Senator, in spite of all the cir- 
cumstances which point to other conclusions, to assume that the Ex- 
ecutive and the State Department and the Democratic national com- 
mittee have some knowledge which has not been communicated to us, 
that this treaty is not to be ratified, Iam goingto vote for the bill, and 
I am going to do so because I am heartily and sincerely in favor of pro- 
hibiting and preventing any immigration into this country of a character 
which we ought not to receive. When I voted against the law of 1882 
to exclude Chinese laborers, I put it upon the ground that it was un- 
necessary, and that it was improper plainly to violate a treaty of the 
United States, and, that I might not be misunderstood and misrepre- 
sented, although I have since been misunderstood and misrepresented, 
I took occasion to explain my position on this subject of improper im- 
migration into this country at that time, and I read now from what I 
said in 1882: 

My opposition to this bill shall not be misrepresented; no false issue shall be 
raised without my protest. I say, therefore, that Iam willing, and I puton rec- 
ord my willingness, to vote for any law we may properly pass, any law we can 
pass without violation of treaty obligation, to the end that the labor market of 
this country shall not be oversupplied by immigration from any quarter; that 
there shall be no undue and ruinous competition in labor; that honest labor 
shall not be dishonored or degraded anywhere; that the standard of labor shall 
be fairly remunerative everywhere; that the man who is willing to do honest 
work with hand or brain, or both, shall receive wages enough to enable him to 
live respectably, to educate his children, and rg foe hi f. I believe in the 


dignity of labor and the dignity of the laborer. eve that work ennobles a 
man, and that it is the primal law and condition of successful civilization. 


As I believed then I believe now. I did not believe then thatit was 
necessary in order to protect the labor of this country from ruinous and 
improper competition with Chinese labor to violate a treaty in a law 
which we might $ 

But still further, that there may be no doubt where I stand on this 
question of immigration, I desire to say this: I hold first to the right of 
expstriation, Does any Senator dispute thatright? Ihold thata cit- 
izen of any country on the face of this earth has a right to leave that 
country and to transfer his allegiance to another country with the con- 
sent of the government to which he endeavors to transfer his allegiance. 
That right, I think, is too sacred in American history to be denied or im- 
peac hed or in way invaded. 

I hold just as firmly to our right not to receive a man who may thus 
expatriate himself and desire to come to this country as I do to his 
right to come with our consent. I hold that we have a right to so 
regulate, restrain, restrict, or prohibit immigration into this country, 
as that our own country and our own people shall not suffer by that 
immigration, as that the character of our own people shall not be in 
any sense degraded or suffer by such immigration. In the third place, 
I hold that we ought to receive any person who thus desires to leave a 
foreign country and come to our shores and who can rove Red with cer- 
tain conditions which are necessary to be complied with in order that 
our civilization, our labor, and the character of our people shall be in 
no sense lessened, interfered with, or degraded. 

If, then, a man coming from another country is honest, is reputable, 
is able to take care of himself, is healthy, is the head of a family, is 
of capacity to understand our system of government, and is sincerely 
desirous of casting in his lot with us and ultimately becoming a citi- 
zen of this Government, I hold we have no right to exclude him. But 
if on the other hand that person belongs to the criminal, or to the pau- 

r, or the diseased or vicious class, we ought to exclude him. We 
ka no room here for that class of immigrants. We have no room 
for criminals, paupers, diseased, vicious people in all our wide domain. 
We ought also to exclude people who have no sympathy with us or 
with our form of government or with our institutions. 

The very clause in our statute of naturalization is a guide to us in 
this respect. Before an alien can become a naturalized citizen he must 
make it appear to the satisfaction of the court admitting him to citi- 
zenship that during'his residence in the United States ‘‘ he has behaved 
as a man of good moral character, is attached to the principles of the 
Constitution of the United States and well disposed to the good order 
and happiness of the same.” I would not admit to these shores, if I 
could apply the test, a single individual who had not capacity enough 
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to understand something of our system of government, and to have an 
aspiration for the liberty and independence and the dignity which a 
man may acquire and achieve under our system of government. No 
anarchists, no communists, nopersons,|from wherever they may come, 
who do not come here imbued with the principles first laid down, in 
the history of the world, in that glorious Declaration of Independence 
should be permitted to come, if I could apply the individual test which 
would keep them away. 

Then, Mr. President, I would protect the great labor interest in this 
country: Ithink the future prosperity of this nation depends upon the 
protection of thatinterest. I think the perpetuity of republican insti- 
tutions depends upon the protection of thatinterest. I think the man- 
hood of American citizenship depends upon the protection of that in- 
terest; and I would neither by a Jaw passed here nor by immigration 

rmit that interest in any way to be invaded or degraded. And so if 

had it in my power I would keep out from this country, prevent the 
landing upon our shores, of any man from foreign countries, no matter 
what the country was, imported to come in competition with our labor- 
ers at a rate of wages lower than those paid to American citizens. 

I would prevent all encouraged, all stimulated or assisted immigra- 
tion of laborers into this country, And I would goone step further— 
and that is what enables me to say that I will vote for this bill—I 
would keep out from this country not only the laborers of any clime 
or country who come here and enter into competition with American 
laborers without having a spark of sympathy with our institutions or 
the capacity to understand them, and without the intention of becom- 
ing citizens, but I would also keep out any class of persons from any- 
where on the face of the earth who by any reason are incapable of as- 
similation with our people. 

I did not believe in the start and I do not believe now that all 
Chinamen are so incapable of understanding our system of govern- 
ment or so incapable of assimilation with our citizens that they may 
not come here and become citizens of the United States. Ido nottake 
much stock in this idea that they should not be permitted to come here 
because they belong toa particular race; but I have come to see and 
believe, and in that respect my sentiments have somewhat changed, 
that the great bulk of the population of China, and especially that por- 
tion of it that will come here to enter into competition with our labor- 
ers, is of a character which is incapable of assimilation with us in any 
form, incapable of having the aspirations which an American citizen 
must have in order to make him a real sovereign of the Republic. I 
have come to believe that, and I am so thoroughly satisfied of this that 
I haye become willing to exclude all Chinese laborers from the United 
States. 

There is another reason for doing so. Admitting that it were pos- 
sible to find a skilled Chinese laborer or a more intelligent individual 
among the class whom, on the general principles which I have stated, 
it would scarcely be fair to exclude from the United States, yet Iam 
told itis impossible, and I believe it to be impossible, to prevent the com- 
ing of Chinamen whom we all agree should be excluded from our midst, 
who should not vome here and degrade the citizenship already here ot 
which we are so proud, that it is impossible to keep those out I say, 
unless we exclude all laborers. 

I believe that to be true. I believe that our laws have been evaded, 
violated; that we have been cheated in this matter; that when we at- 
tempted to place restrictions upon the class of people that come here 
we were cheated by having the class of people come here that we did 
not intend to have come in the place of those whom we were willing 
to receive. Therefore it is from the necessity of the case that Iam and 
for years haye been willing to go all lengths which it was necessary to 
go in order to exclude from coming to this country that class of peo- 
ple whom we can not receive on equal terms of citizenship, whom itis 
impossible for us to receive and still protect our laborers at home, whom 
it is impossible for us to receive and not degrade our citizenship. 

So I have voted for the acts which I have been told it was necessary 
to pass in order to exclude this dangerous element, this uncivilizing 
- element, from our community, and so I am led now to vote for any- 
` thing that is necessary. I put my vote for this bill solely on the ground 
that I can not assume that there is no necessity for it. If the treaty 
which we agreed to here is to be ratified by ihe Chinese Government, 
and if the bill which we have already passed to carry the treaty into 
effect is to be approved by the President of the United States, I can not 
see the necessity for this bill. But I will not, asa Senator, assume that 
this bill has no necessity behind it, and that itis simply and purely an 
electioneering trick, a performance on the part of the Democratic party 
and its high officials to catch votes in certain quarters of the United 


States. 

Mr. STEWART. Mr. President, I do not like to have this debate 
go on upon the supposition that the Chinese Government have acted 
with entire fairness in this matter. 

In 1886 a bill was passed through the Senate that would have hada 
tendency to retard their coming to the United States, and the Admin- 
istration undertook to negotiate with China, and a bill was also re- 
ported from the Committee on Foreign Relations, at the present session, 
which would very much limit theircoming. Butthe treaty came here, 
and TI was in favor of accepting the treaty or anything that would make 


progress, and after the Committee on Foreign Relations had amended 
it, as was stated in the Senate by some members of the committee—I 
do not recollect who—that there was no difficulty about those amend- 
ments, that the Chinese Government would accept them; in fact, the 
State Department, as I was informed, understood the meaning of the 
original treaty to be the same as the amended treaty, and on the 7th 
of May last, four months ago to-morrow, the Senate ratified the treaty 
with those amendments. 

Daring those four months, instead of the Chinese Government act- 
ing upon the treaty promptly, we have had a rush of Chinese, a greater 
rush than usual, and they are acting in bad faith abont it anyway, no 
matter how you fixit. They know very well the desire and purpose 
of the United States, and they hold this treaty back four months and 
rush Chinamen in, and they will continue to do it as long as you allow 
them. They havea great many ways to avoid our laws; they are very 
cunning. - 

Mr. BROWN. -The Senator from Nevada seems to be in charge or 
this bill. I desire to ask him whether he has any information that is 
reliable or official to the effect that the Chinese Government has re- 
jected the treaty. ' 

Mr. STEWART. We have no information that they have not. All 
the information I have is from the public prints thatthey have rejected 
it. 

Mr. BROWN. Iask if there is any official information. 

Mr. STEWART. I do not know. 

Mr. PLUMB. There is one thing to be said about that. Iam act- 
ing on the source from which this legislation comes. Itisstated in the 
leading Democratic paper in the United States this morning that it 
comes directly from the hands of the President through the interven- 
tion of a member of the House of Representatives. I refer to the New 
York World. $ 

Mr. SHERMAN. Lask the Senator from Kansas if he is willing to 
act upon a statement sent in that way when he could telegraph to the 
executive department and in three minutes get the information. 

Mr. PLUMB. As to that, silence issaid togive consent. The Pres- 
ident of the United States has sent this bill down in the shape of a 
message to the House of Representatives. We take it from that body 
representing the Administration. We take it from the hands of his 
trusted counselor, and as far as I am concerned under all the circum- 
stances, after waiting a couple of days, and there being no sign given 
out, as I have stated, silence gives consent. It is expected that it is 
practically an Administration measure based upon something that the 
Administration knew, or if not based on what. they do know, on what 
they ought to know. : 

Mr. BROWN. Will the Senator from Ohio permit me to ask him 
whether as chairman of the Committee on Foreign Relations he has 
any information as to the rejection of the treaty ? 

Mr. SHERMAN. Certainly not. On the contrary, Isent a respect- 
ful request to the President yesterday, and hoped it would be answered 
last night or to-day, to inform the Senate whether or not there was any 
official communication. My information, though not official, was 
directly to the opposite effect. That information came to me from a 
very distinguished citizen of the United States, who having had business 
with the Chinese legation told me he believed, from the information he 
got, that the Chinese minister wason his way here. No objection was 
made to the amendments to the treaty, so far as he knows; no objection 
of any kind has ever come to the Government of the United States; no 
suggestion that these amendments were objected to. On the contrary, 
the minister himself assented to them at the time they were offered. 
It is presumed, as a matter of course, that the treaty will be ratified. 
Everybody knows that the Chinese Government is slow in its opera- 
tions; there is a great deal of red tape there, more probably than in 
any of the European governments. There is no intimation thatI have 
seen anywhere in print or communicated to us verbally or in any way 
that this treaty will not be ratified. 

The President of the United States has the right under the Consti- 
tution to send tousa message in writing. We received a message to-day, 
a short time ago, which I understand is about some unimportant mat- 
ter. We can have a message at any time from the President. If we 
wait a day or two the ordinary communication can be made. The 
Secretary of State will no doubt give an answer to our call. All I ask 
is that this bill shall be postponed until we can know whether or not 
there has been any information received, official or unofficial, in refer- 
ence to this treaty, and not put ourselves in the attitude of passing a 
law abrogating a treaty, as we all concede this does, as I know it does, 
as I believe we have a right to do, while the other contracting party 
is deliberating upon the subject, while it is acting upon the treaty, 
without any information from the executive authority. 

I am not so well informed as my friend from Kansas [Mr. PLUMB], 
who is willing to take a newspaper account of what a member of Con- 
gress did as evidence that the President of the United States had com- 
municated to us his opinion that the treaty was not to be ratified. I 
do not believe in that mode of communication. The Senate of the 
United States never has received a message from the President of the 
United States, from the beginning of its history to this hour, except 
in the ordinary form, in writing, in pursuance of the Constitution of 


8332 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 


SEPTEMBER 6, 


the United States.* We have no information, and I feel free to say in 
reply to the question of the Senator from Georgia that no communica- 
tion of any kind has come to the President of the United States in re- 
gard to this treaty. 

I believe that to be the fact. The whole of our action heretofore has 
been based on the assumption because a distinguished member of the 
House of Representatives brought a bill in, got it through the House, 
and sent it here, that it was with the sanction of the Administration. 
Certainly we ought not to be satisfied with that. Suppose the Presi- 
dent should veto the bill he has before him on the ground that we have 

a law which abrogates the very treaty which that bill proposes 
to execute; we should be in a hole then, in a very embarrassing posi- 
tion. 

Mr. PLUMB. Who will be in a hole? 

Mr. SHERMAN. The Senate of the United States, when it under- 
takes to act upon rumors or upon inferences, upon probabilities, when 
it has asked a plain question to be answered in a plain way, and which 
has not yet been responded to, would be acting like a set of schoolboys. 

Mr. BLAIR. May I ask the Senator whatreason he thinks there is, 
the President having had this resolution for some time, why he has 
notsent any information about the treaty one way ortheother? What 
is the reason the President does not answer the resolution ? 

Mr. SHERMAN. The resolution was only sent to him yesterday, 
and I think in due form an answer ought to come to-day. 

Mr. BLAIR. Isuppose he might send a boy over. It would not 
take more than half an hour. [Laughter.] 

Mr. PLUMB. It is incredible to me that this bill could have been 
introduced in the House of Representatives and passed there, coming 
from the source it did, without the proceeding having been with the 
consent and practical connivance of the Administration. When I say 
that I speak with all due t. I have no doubtin the world it was 
on the suggestion of the President of the United States, and that he 
believed a measure of this kind had become necessary by reason of in- 
formation he had of the rejection of the Chinese treaty. 

I do not take into special account that the State Department had no 
information on the subject, because in what I read from the New York 
World of to-day—and nobody doubts its friendly relations to the Ad- 
ministration or its inspiration in regard to matters of high Administra- 
tion policy—there was stronger evidence of verity than any knowledge 
of the State Department would haveimplied. The general title to the 
article I have mentioned is: 


. THE KITCHEN CABINET—THE RIGHT HONORABLE WILLIAM L. SCOTT, K. C.—THE 
MOST INFLUENTIAL MAN IN WASHINGTON—HIS SHARE IN THE RECENT RETALI- 
ATORY MESSAGE AND HIS ANTI-CHINESE BILL. 


Then it proceeds: 
The bill introduced in the House yesterday relating to the Chinese was the 
work of the kitchen cabinet. Mr. Scott brought that bill fromthe White House. 
Not from some kitchen or shanty adjacent to the White House, but 
from the White House itself. 
Mr. PAYNE. Is that in the correspondence of the World? 
Mr. PLUMB. Thecorrespondence ofthe New York World. Itcon- 
tinues: 
It seems that he read in a newspaper last Sunday morning that the Chinese 
Government had rejected the pending treaty. 
So that it goes back to the best of all sources of information, a 
newspaper. 


This is all the information that the kitchen cabinet or the House had upon 
the subject. 


A distinction will be observed there, a lack of information from other 
than newspaper sources on the part of the kitchen cabinet and the 
House. 
oa member of the House Foreign Relations Committee, and a Democrat at 

— . 


Which makes it more binding still, being a Democrat—[laughter]— 
told me this morning that he had been to the State Department and had re- 
ceived there no information upon the subject. 

That was of no consequence, as will appear when I read farther to 
the effect that the State Department knew nothing about it. That 
makes it more certain to me that the President knew all about it. 
(Laughter. ] 

Mr. Bayard was out of town and had not been consulted concernin: 
portantaction. The first information that he could have received on 
was from the morning papers. 

The best possible source of information, as I said a moment ago, that 
any one can have, 

When Mr. Scort presented the matter in the House it was penae 
about that it was an Administration measure and that the bill was w: 
Administration paper. 

Of course the last part about stationery is of importance. No re- 
form Administration could, of course, have any loose sheets of paper 
lying around. [Laughter. ] 

They must have had just the amount necessary to carry on the public 
business, and of course if that bill came down written upon paper of 
the Administration brand, used only for the transaction of executive 
business, which, of course, could only be transacted upon official station- 
ery by this reform Administration, and of course there is a practical 
visé of the bill, the sign manual of the White House upon it. 


this im- 
e subject 


reported 
tten upon 


The motive for this extraordinary haste is so transparent as to a; v like a 
bit of comedy. Senator BUTLER, who denounced the haste in the argas yes- 
terday with which this bill was rushed through the House, is much more of a 
statesman than a partisan. 


I detect the colored gentleman in the wood-pile right there. [Laugh- 
ter.] The House of Representatives put it through under the inspira- 
tion of a witk it got from the White House. It came down there at 
the hands of the kitchen cabinet; it was written on Administration 
stationery, and with all the surroundings and concomitants, of course, 
of an Administration move, and the House held its breath and put it 
through without winking, and it was hoped that the Senate, which is 
said to be a conservative body and governed by traditions and all that 
sort of thing, would probably go into secret session on the bill or would 
hesitate about it, or shy at it like a horse that was partially blind and 
did not exactly understand the character and size of the object in frontof 
him, and therefore some credit come to the Administration and the House 
by reason of promptness. But the Senate appeared in as much ofa 
hurry as the House had been, and was proceeding with the tumultuous 
haste to follow the example of the House—being desirous, of course, of 
obliging the Administration. This was not counted on by the Admin- 
istration or the kitchen cabinet, and therefore it was that one of the 
principal representatives of the Administration on this floor endeavored 
to interpose in order that the Senate should not getits work in so quick 
as then seemed probable in order that the country might have full op- 
portunity to observe the dilatoriness of the Senate as compared with 
the haste of the House in passing this very important measure. 

He— 


That is the Senator from South Carolina [Mr. BuTLER], and I am 
sorry he is not here to hear the compliment which I pay him as the 
leader of the Administration forces— 

He saw very clearly the lack of wisdom of such a course. 

Certainly from the Democratic standpoint it was exceedingly unwise 
that the Republican Senate should make such haste to pass this bill. 

The State Department has cable communication with China, but has received 


no word of the rejection of the treaty, and therefore was not at all pleased with 
the position in which the action of the House has placed it. 


The article proceeds: 

; ir is not the first time that Mr. Bayard has been ignored by the kitchen eab- 
net, 

Now the phrase ‘‘the kitchen cabinet’? becomes more comprehen- 
sive. It embraces not only the man who sits at the head of the table 
with his cabinet ministers around him, who may be advisers or may 
be puppets, but also the President himself, and so I am prepared for 
what follows: : 

The retaliation measure of the President was the direct result of Mr, Scorr's 
suggestions. $ 

I do not need to dilate upon the relations of Mr. Scorr to the Ad- 
ministration, and I mention his name only because it occurs in the 
article from which I read. I do not dilate upon his relation to the 
Administration at all. That is known of all men. That is about as 
important a relation as was occupied by the traditional Captain Scott 
to that celebrated coon that came down when he learned who was aim- 
ing a musket at him. [Laughter.] 

The message was not approved by Mr. Bayard— 

Which, of course, is of no possible consequence— 
indeed, it can be said that he was not consulted. Most men occupying a: high 


position as Mr. Bayard has would leave the Cabinet after being ignored ii two 
such important matters, But Mr. Bayard will not resign— : 


That I regard as entirely trne— 
the members of the Cabinet are so thoroughly accustomed to being ignored 
by the President in all matters of public polies that they would not dream of 
showing resentment. 

It will be observed, in the first place, that the President and the 
kitchen cabinet, or the kitchen cabinet and the President, not to raise 
a question between them or to put one in the front and the other in the 
rear, have just done this thing by themselves and that is all there is 
about it. Nothing in the world could be plainer than that it is an Ad- 
ministration measure from the title of the bill to the period with which 
its contents are closed; not a measure of a member of the Cabinet—I 
mean the regular statutory Cabinet—but of the kitchen cabinet; not 
the work of the statutory Cabinet, not the work of one of those super- 
fluous gentlemen who sit around the table and hear what the President 
has to say and execute his commands if he chooses to trust them rather 
than some person outside picked up for the occasion, but the Admin- 
istratiom itself, kitchen cabinet and all. (raveni 

There is a further sentence here of this letter whic 
tion to the subject-matter, and which I will read: 

re Scorr has now made arrangements to create popularity on the Pacific 
coast. 

That is another evidence, I think, that this was the inspiration of 
the Administration, because that is, of course, what they are trying to 
do, and properly enough, for we are trying to do the same thing; but 
the Administration of course has got the advantage, because it can act 
more promptly and more rapidly than we can, and has got the in- 
formation probably which we are only guessing at. 


This was the meaning of the bill of yesterday. It was this which galloped it 
through the House without debate or consideration. 


has some rela- 
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Of course if it is going to come to nothing, if it is going to be vetoed, 
if it is going to be shown some of these days that it was not necessary 
because the Chinese Government has ratified our treaty, where will 
the votes on the Pacific coast be that the Administration is expecting 
to get? We should have done a vain thing in the way of helping the 
Administration. But they know what they are about. The kitchen 
cabinet has moved upon information that this bill is necessary in or- 
der that it may make popularity for the Administration on the Pacific 
coast, and, of course, it can only make popularity on the Pacific coast 
from the fact that it has a good foundation. 

For many weeks the House has been able to do nothing. Whenever any leg- 
islation has come up there have been always enough objecting members to 
withdraw and break a quorum. The passage of this measure yesterday was 
the first bill of any importance which the House has been able to vote upon for 
some time. The Republicans could have broken the quorum yesterday, but 
they, too, were as anxious as the Democrats to make votes on the Pacific coast, 
and after the potential whisper went about that the bill was from the White 
House there was not a single objection. 

Tt seems to have affected Republicans and Democrats alike. That 
potential whisper that went out, not from the State Department, not 
from the Attorney-General’s office, not from the Post-Office Depart- 
ment, but from the White House, through the medium of the White 
Honse, settled it. 

Now, Mr. President, I submit to my doubting friend from Ohio that 

while he is anxious to get a glimpse of the official document with the 
signature of the prime minister of China in tea-box characters at the 
bottom of it in order to make perfectly sure that he is on solid ground 
(he could not decipher the signature if he saw it) [laughter], and it 
would not be half as plain as the blazed way [have shown him between 
the Capitol and the White House. He certainly must be convinced, 
unless it would take one risen from the dead to convince him, that this 
measure is based on information which the President himself has, which 
has made him desirous of getting votes on the Pacific coast by having 
it passed, that we are perfectly warranted in going ahead and passing 
the bill, and in addition to all the marks and blazes pointing the way 
plainly, we ought to know, at least we onght to feel that assurance in 
the good judgment, in the judiciousness, and in the devotion to the 
public service of the President of the United States that he would not 
allow Congress to go on for three whole days debating a measure which 
was based upon false information which he had the means of correct- 
ing. 
I have not the slightest doubt in the world that somewhere con- 
cealed about the clothes of the President of the United States is that 
identical dispatch which my friend from Ohio wants to see. [Laugh- 
ter.] Iam willing to go ahead without seeing it, and if it was here I 
could not read it anyhow, no more than he could. 

So, sir, it seems to me that the Senate, without partisan discussion, 
with the light before it, ought to go ahead rapidly. The agreement 
between the kitchen cabinet and the head of the Administration that 
this bill should be passed we should promptly ratify. 

Mr. BROWN. Mr. President, while I have no authority to speak for 
the Administration, judging from the character of this measure I deny 
that it is an Administration measureor a Republican measure. I sup- 
pose it is intended to stand uponits merits. In the House of Represent- 
atives it was introduced by a distinguished Democrat, and it passed the 
Democratic House I believe with great unanimity, both parties voting 
for it. The bill came here and was taken charge of, and is now in his 
charge, by the Senator from Nevada [Mr. STEWART], who is a dis- 
tinguished Republican. If it,were a Democratic measure it ought 
to be under the control of a Democratie Senator in this branch of 
Congress. 

Mr. PLUMB, Will the Senator pardon a suggestion there? 

Mr. BROWN. Yes, sir. 

Mr. PLUMB. It appeared from the remarks which I read, coupled 
with the fact all of us know, that it was brought to the other House 
by a member of what is called in the terse expression of the country 
the K. C., to wit, that is to say, namely, the Kitchen Cabinet. I do 
not believe there is any member of that cabinet on this floor. In con- 
sequence of the absence of some one to take charge of it here, that po- 
tential whisper by which it was put afloat in the other House is there- 
fore lacking. 

Mr. BROWN. I think the Senate has laughed all it can afford to 
laugh at that rather trite jest of my friend from Kansas about a kitchen 
cabinet. 

I repudiate the idea that thisis an Administration measure, and pre- 
fer to treat it upon its merits. I think in some respects the bill is 
a very good one. In other respects it very seriously needs amendment; 
and I propose to offer an amendment, to come in at the end of the first 
section, which I shall read for information: 

Provided, That this act shall not apply to any Chinese laborer resident of the 
United States who has departed therefrom with the certificate of identity pro- 
vided for under the treaty by the laws of the United States, and who is now ab- 
sent,and who shall have sailed from China or other foreign country for the 
United States, and who shall be upon the ocean on his return at the date of the 
passage of this act. 

It seems to me, Mr. President, that the bill in its present shape op- 
erates a very great spp in the class of cases provided for by my 
amendment. A Chinaman living in San Francisco, having a wife and 


children, as some of them have, knowing that under the provisions ot 
the treaty between the United States and China and under the stat- 
utes of the United States he had a perfect right to depart from the 
United States and visit China for business or pleasure, and having com- 
plied with all the requisites of the law, and having obtained the cer- 
tifieate of identity required by the statute which guarantied his right 
to return, he may now be on a trip abroad intending to return home 
immediately, and not doubting his right to return, and he may have 
engaged his passage on the steamer, and before this bill becomes a law 
or before the people or the Government of China know that any such 
bill has been introduced, he may have sailed for the United States, or 
he may have sailed ten days or two weeks ago, and may be within 
twenty-four hours of the Golden Gate at the mouth of the San Joaquin 
River at San Francisco when the bill is passed and signed by the Presi- 
dent of the United States. 

But if the bill becomes a law he would be met by an officer of the 
United States, who would inform him that notwithstanding he had 
wife and children and property in San Francisco, and may have lived 
there twenty years, and notwithstanding he left home with the 
anty of both governments that he should return on his certificate, that 
the Congress of the United States, without giving either him or the 
Chinese Government any previous notice, has passed a law forbidding 
his return, and that he can not put his foot upon land or see his fam- 
ily, but he must return to China. Doubtless there will be a number 
of such cases, and it seems to me to be not only a great hardship, but a 
cruelty and an outrage that no existing publicsentiment nor any polit- 
ical exigency can justify. 

Let us look a moment to the treaty stipulations between the United 
States and China. What is known as the Burlingame treaty was rati- 
fied on the 28th day of July, 1868. In the fifth article of that treaty 
it is provided that— 

The United States of Am > 
the inalienable right of oon pesia ep S kri ai PE E EE neck Wie tee 
mutual advantage of the free migration and emigration of their citizens and 
subjects, respectively, from the one country to the other for purposes of curios- 
ity, of trade, or as permanent residents. 

In the sixth article of the same treaty it is providél that— 


Citizens of the United States visiting or residing in China shall enjoy the same 
privileges, immunities, and exemptions in ct to travel or residence as may 
there be enjoyed by the citizens or subjects of the most favored nation; and re- 
ciprocally, Chinese subjects visiting or residing in the United States shall en- 
joy the same privileges, immunities, and exemptions in respect to travel or 
residence as may there be enjoyed by the citizens or subjects of the most favored 
nation. But nothing herein contained shall be held to confer naturalization 
upon citizens of the United States in China, nor upon the subjects of China in 
the United States. 


These provisions are very strong and very pointed. The two gov- 
ernments recognize by this treaty the inalienable right of man to change 
his home and his allegiance, and also the mujual advantage of the free 
migration and emigration of their citizens and subjects respectively 
from the one country to the other for the purposes of curiosity or trade 
or as permanent residents. 

And to the citizens and subjects of each the treaty guaranties all 
the rights of citizens and subjects of the most favored nation. 

But I am aware that this treaty has been changed and modified by 
agreement of both governments. On the 17th day of November, 1880, 
the Government of the United States and the Emperor of China entered 
into an amendatory treaty, by the first section of which it is provided 
that— 

Whenever in the opinion of the Government of the United States the coming 
of Chinese laborers to the United States or their residence therein affects or 
threatens to affect the interest of that country, or to endanger the good order 
of the said country, or of any locality within the territory thereof, the Govern- 
ment of China agrees that the Government of the United States may regulate, 
limit, or suspend such coming or residence, but may not absolutely prohibit it. 
The limitation or suspension shall be reasonable, and shall apply only to 
Chinese who may go to the United States as laborers, other classes not being 
included in the limitation. Legislation taken in regard to Chinese laborers 
will be of such a character only as is necessary to enforce the regulation, limita- 
tion, and suspension of immigration, and immigrants shall not be subject to 
personal maltreatment or abuse. 

By the second section of the same treaty it is provided that— 


Chinese subjects, whether proceeding to the United States as teachers, stu- 
dents, merchants, or from ‘curiosity, together with their body and household 
servants and Chinese laborers who are now in the United States, shall be allowed 
to go and come of their own free will and accord, and shall be accorded all the 
rights, privileges, immunities, and exemptions which are accorded to citizens 
or subjects of the most favored nation. 


Article IIT of the same treaty provides that— 

If Chinese laborers or Chinese of any other class, now cither permanently or 
temporarily residing in the territory of the United States, meet with maltreat- 
mentatthe hands of any other persons, the Government of the United States will 
exert all its powers to devise measures for their protection, and to secure to them 
the same rights, privileges, immunities, and exemptions as may be enjoyed by 
citizens or subjects of the most favored nation, and to which they are entitled by 
treaty. 

Thus you will see, Mr, President, that the Chinese Government 
agreed to a modification of the Burlingame treaty by the treaty of 
1880, by which the Government of the United States is authorized in 
case of Chinese laborers to regulate, limit, or suspend such coming or 
residence, but may not absolutely prohibit it. The limitation or sus- 
pension shall be reasonable and shall apply only to the Chinese who 
may go to the United States as laborers, other classes not being in- 
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cluded in the limitation. And that legislation, taken in regard to 
Chinese laborers, will be only such as is necessary to enforce the regu- 
. lation, limitation, and suspension of immigration. You will also ob- 
serve that laborers who are in the United States at the time of the rati- 
fication of the treaty of 1880 shall be allowed to go and come of their 
own free will and accord, and there shall be accorded to them all the 
privileges, immunities, and exemptions which are accorded to the citi- 
zens or subjects of the most favored nation. 
_ In other words, a Chinese laborer who was in the United States at the 
time of the ratification of the treaty of 1880 has the right to come and go 
at his own good pleasure with as absolute protection, if the guaranty of 
the treaty is carried out, as is accorded toan Englishman, an Irishman, 
a German, or a Russian. Let it be borne in mind that this treaty isof 
fofce to-day, that it is the abiding solemn compact and pledge of the 
two governments each to the other. The treaty gave to the United 
States the power not absolutely to exclude Chinese laborers who never 
had been here, but the power to regulate, limit, or suspend their right 
to come, but such suspension must be reasonable and must apply only 
to laborers. 

In 1882 thé Congress of the United States strained this treaty to the 
utmost, when the act was passed absolutely forbidding the coming of 
Chinese laborers who had never been here, for the period of ten years. 
Here was an absolute prohibition which could scarcely be said to be a 
reasonable limitation or suspension of the right to come. But the act 
of 1882 does not pretend to take from Chinese laborers who were here 
at the time of the ratification of the treaty the right to remain or the 
right to go abroad and return. Itis true the act contains provisions 
which trammel the Chinaman who desires to go abroad no little, by 
requiring of him to obtain a certificate ofidentity which must be filed in 
the custom-house, which must go through a considerable routine of 
red tape, but which when put in the shape required by the law is his 
passport and guaranty that on his return home he may land on our 
shores. While embarrassment may have been thrown in the way of 
the execution of this law, the Government has not pretended to repu- 
diate it, but itis the law of the land to-day, and the treaty of 1880 
from which I have quoted is the treaty of full force between China and 
the United Stafes. F 

It is true another treaty was negotiated by the present Administra- 
tion a few months since with the Chinese Government through its 
minister in Washington, who was authorized by his Government to 
negotiate the same. In that treaty, if it were ratified, provision is 
made for the exclusion of Chinese laborers for twenty years with the 
consent of China. The Senate, however, amended the treaty, which 
made it necessary for it to go back to China for ratification of the 
amendment. If the Chinese Government agrees to the amendments, 
then the treaty becomes the supreme law of the land, and there is no 
question abont the right of Congress to pass an act excluding Chinese 
laborers, with a few excepted classes, for the period of twenty years. 

I have not been able to learn that the Government of the United 
States has any official intelligence that the Government of China has 
rejected the amendments which this Senate proposed tothe treaty. It 
the Chinese Government has not rejected them, and it should within 
the next few days agree to the amendments and ratify the treaty, then 
the pending bill would be a slap by this Government in the face of the 
Chinese Government that would seem to me to be unwise and unwar- 
rantable. 

But it is said there is a rnmor or somebody has seen a statement in 
a newspaper that the Government of China hasrefused to concur in the 
amendments. 

As the present indications are that Congress will remain in session 
for a very considerable period of time, why this hot haste in the enact- 
ment of legislation that disregards and violates our solemn compact 
with China? Why do the great injustite to the Chinaman who is now 
on the broad ocean on his return to his home in California to deny him 
the right to land when he reaches there, though he holds in his hand 
the certificate prescribed by the act of Congress, which by clear impli- 
cation guarantied his right to return? 

Why not act with a little more caution and cireumspection? Why 
not get rid of Chinese labor in the legal and constitutional way with- 
out the violation of our faith, which is pledged to the Chinese Govern- 
ment? Not only is the bill now under consideration a violation of the 
existing treaty, but it is a violation of the provisions and principles of 
the new treaty, to which I have-referred, that is now pending, which 
is supposed to express in substance the will of the two governments, 
with pe geoon of the amendments, which seem tosome of us t obe 
immaterial. 


The first section of the pending treaty provides that— 
The high contracting parties agree that for a period of twenty years, begin- 
ning with the date of the exchange of the ratifications of this convention, the 
ng, except under the conditions hereinafter specified, of Chinese laborers 
to the United States shall be absolutely prohibited [and this prohibition shall 
extend to the return of Chinese laborers who are not now in the United States, 

whether holding return certificates under existing laws or not]. 
The part in brackets is one of the yora amendments, In the 

second article of the treaty it is provided that— 

The preceding article shall not apply to the return to the United States of any 
Chinese laborer who has a lawful wife, child, or parent in the United States, or 
property therein of the value of $1,000, or debts of amount due him and 


pending settlement. Nevertheless, every such Chinese laborer shall, before 
eaving the United States, deposit, as a condition of his return, with the col- 
lector of customs of the district from which he departa, a full description in writ- 
ing of his family, or property, or debts, as aforesaid, and shall be furnished by 
said collector with such certificate of his right to return under this treaty as the 
laws of the United States may now or hereafter p: be, and not inconsistent 
with the provisions of this treaty; and should the written description aforesaid 
be proved to be false, the right of return thereunder, or of continued residence 
after return, shall in each case be forfeited. 

Then it provides that the return shall be within one,year from the 
date of leaving the United States, but the time may be extended yor 
an additional period not to exceed one year, in cases where, by reason 
of sickness or other cause of disability beyond his control, such Chinese 
laborer may be rendered unable to return. And the other amendment 
proposed by the Senate is in these words: 

And no such Chinese laborer shall be permitted to enter the United States by 
land or sea without producing to the proper oficer of the customs the return 
certificate herein required, 

This is in substance the treaty agreed upon by the President of the 
United States and the Emperor of China. The amendments have not 
been agreed upov, but it shows that they were in accord on the ques- 
tion as to the right of a certain class of Chinese residents of this coun- 
try to depart from it and return to it. The class of cases is such that 
great hardship will be wrought if the right to return is denied, as in 
case of the Chinaman-having a wife, child, parent, property, etc., in 
this country. 

Now, Mr. President, Lam opposed to the admission of Chinese Ja- 
borers into this country, and I am willing to do any act or vote for . 
any law that is necessary to exclude them from our shores whenever 
it can be done without violating our solemn pledge to the Chinese 
Government contained in our treaty stipulations, without violating the 
provisions of our own statutes, and without violating the common prin- 
ciples of humanity; but I do not think the exigencies of the case are 
so great as to make it necessary to violate faith with the Chinese Gov- 
ernment, or to be unreasonable and inhuman, or to do acts that are 
ungenerous, unjustifiable, and oppressive. 

This great Government, with its 60,000,000 of free citizens,can not 
afford to exercise cruelty or do acts of flagrant injustice to the hum- 
blest subject of the most arbitrary government in Asia. Whatare the 
provisions of the pending bill? It is entitled ‘‘A supplement to an 
act entitled ‘An act to execute certain treaty stipulations relating to 
the Chinese,’ approved the 6th day of May, 1882.” 

It provides as follows: 

SECTION 1. Be tt enacted, etc., That from and after the passage of this act it 
shall be unlawful for any Chinese laborer who shall atany time heretofore have 
been, or who may now or hereafter be, a resident within the United States, and 
who shall have departed or shall depart therefrom, and shall not have returned 
before the passage of this act, to return to or remain in the United States. 

Sec, 2, That no certificates of identity provided for in the fourth and fifth sec- 
tions of the act to which this isa supplement shall hereafter be issued; and 
every certificate heretofore issued in pursuance thereof is hereby declared void 
and of no effect, and the Chinese laborer claiming admission by virtue thereof 
shall not be permitted to enter the United States. 

Src, 3, That all the duties prescribed, liabilities, penalties, and forfeitures im- 

, and the powers conferred by the second, tenth, eleventh, and twelfth 
sections of the act to which this is a supplement, are hereby extended and made 
Org ete ens pase Gna to whi eS peace 

a u 
are inconsistent hargwunase hereby repealed. oo pian sche 

Mr. President, the treaty of 1880 which now exists between the two 
governments provides distinctly and emphatically that the Chinese 
laborer who was a resident of the United States at the tinie of the rati- 
fication of the treaty shall have the right to go and come from time to 
time at his own free will and accord, with all the rights of citizens and 
subjects of the most favored nation. The act of Congress provides the 
certificates that shall be obtained when they desire to travel abroad, to 
enable them to return, which implies an obligation and a solemn pledge 
by the United States that on compliance with the terms they shall have 
the right to return. 

This proposed act is in the very teeth of the treaty, and is in the 
very teeth of the implied pledge made by this Government to each 
Chinaman who was a resident of this country at the time the treaty 
was ratified, and who has complied with the statute on that subject, 
that he shall have the right to return to his home in this country. It 
is therefore such an act as neither this Government nor any other great 
government professing to be guided by the principles of right and jus- 
tice should feel itself at liberty to perform. But we are told that the 
Congress of the United States has the power to repeal a treaty or abro- 
gate it, or toset it asideabsolutely. This istrue. ‘The Congress, with 
the assent of the President, has this power. It may repudiate its sol- 
emn compact and refuse longer to be bound by it; but can the Con- 
gress of the United States afford to do itina manner that is hasty, un- 
just, and at variance with the common principles of humanity? Can 
a great government like ours afford to repeal a treaty where the inter- 
ests of individuals are seriously affected, and where the repeal may 
work the absolute ruin of many persons, without even giving such 
person notice in advance or allowing such person or persons any time 
to put their affairs in a shape to conform to the provisions of the re- 
pealing act? 

My amendment does not go farenough. It ought to provide that 
this act shall not go into effect until notice has been given by the Gov- 
ernment of the United States to the Chinese Government, and until 


1888. ~ 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 


8335 


ample time has been given for Chinamen residing in this country who 
are abroad and who have obtained certificates ın accordance with the 
act of Congress to return, say six months’, or three months’, or even 
thirty days’ notice. But the bill proposes no such act of justice, but 
it shuts down upon the helpless Chinaman who left here with the 
plighted faith of this Government that he should have the right to re- 
turn upon the certificate, by the of an act while he is crossing 
the ocean that meets him as a er when he reaches our shores. He 
is no way at fault. He has done no act in violation of any treaty or 
statutory provision. The pledge of the Government—for it was a virtual 
pledge when it was provided that the Chinaman going abroad should 
conform to certain regulations which should entitle him to return—the 
pledge of the Government, I say, is violated in such case, and it is 
guilty of palpable bad faith. I repeat, therefore, that my amendment 
is not as broad as it ought to be, but knowing the temper of the Sen- 
ate, and knowing the motives that prompt both great political parties 
to hasty action in this matter, I have so framed the amendment as to 
provide gelief only in the most aggravated cases of outrage and wrong 
which the act, if it becomes a lay, will perpetrate. 

Mr. President, I believe Senat Ws are making a mistake in this mat- 
ter. An outcry has been raised against Chinese laborers and there is a 

` popular sentiment in favor of excluding them from our shores. In 
that I cordially concur; but the American people on sober second 
thought area just people. They are a great, magnanimous people, and 
on cool reflection they will not be satisfied that an act containing the 
gross hardships and injustice of the present act was necessary even as 
a matter of party tactics in a great political campaign. I do not be- 
lieve either party will make any votes by rushing through a measure 
of this sort with indecent haste on the heel of the session and in the 
midst of a great political campaign, and we certainly will not add any- 
thing to the reputation of the Government for justice, humanity, and 
fair dealing. 

Mr. President, suppose in place of the subjects of China this legisla- 
tion were directed against the subjects of the British Government, or 
the German Government, or any other one of the most favored nations, 
how different the matter would be. While the power to repeal the 
treaty would exist in that case as well as in the present, great caution 
and circumspection would be used in case of the repeal to do no injus- 
tice either to the Government or to its citizens or subjects. 

It may be said that the Chinese Government is more forbearing and 
cares less about the protection of its subjects. Yet we may try the 
patience of that Government until it will resent wrong. The trade 
with a great country like China is worth a vast amount to a friendly 
government like the United States. That trade is only in its infancy, 
and if the two governments cultivate proper relations towards each 
other it will grow to immense proport ns. We already have mer- 
chantsand other persons following different pursuits residents of China. 

Nearly all the Christian churches have missionaries in China. 1t 18s 
regarded as an inviting field for the spread of the gospel. Now, if we 
have the right to abrogate or repeal the treaty between us and the 
Chinese Government, and we do it in what some may term the inde- 
cent haste which is being exhibited on this occasion, who would deny 
the right of the Chinese Government to expel from China every mer- 
chant, every missiouary, and every other citizen of the United States 
within the limits of that vast empire? Suppose the Emperor of China 
should exhibif the resentment that any one of the great European 

wers would do in a like case, and should issue his decree command- 
ing Americans, merchants, missionaries, etc., to depart immediately 
from China, and that those who had been to America on a'visit and 
were now on the high seas eon, to China should not land when 
they reached there, what right would we have to complain? 

But, Mr. President, if the Chinese Government should act promptly 
and maintain its dignity on this occasion, and should drive our mer- 
chants and our missionaries from the empire, you would hear a mut- 
tering of discontent from a vast number of good citi interested in 
mercantile and commercial affairs, and you would hear the indignant 
rebuke of all the Christian denominations of the United States, Ir 
that should come, instead of political capital being made by this action, 
it would result in the political downfall of the party regarded most at 
fault. 

Mr. President, I know very well that this bill will be passed with 
great unanimity. ‘Those who vie with each other as its advocates on 
both sides of this Chamber are even impatient at the delay that per- 
mits reasonable debate; but I do not think this Senate can afford to 
pass the bill in its present shape without at least providing for the 
very gross hardship intended to be mitigated by my amendment. 

Mr. TELLER. I desire to raise a point of order on the amendment 
of the Senator from Georgia. It seems to me thatit is not in order 


now. 
eon PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment has not yet been 
offered. 
Mr. BROWN. I offer the amendment now. 
Mr. TELLER. LI raise the point of order that the amendment is 
zorin o that it is too late. - 
e PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment proposed by the 
gentleman from Georgia will be stated. i A z 


The CHIEF CLERK. Itis proposed to add the following proviso to 
section 1: 

Provided, That this act shall not apply to any Chinese laborer resident of the 
United States who has departed therefrom with the certificate of identity pro- 
vided for under the treaty by the laws of the United States, and who is now ab- 
sent, and who shall have sailed from China or other foreign country for the 
United States, and who shall be upon the ocean on his return at the date of the’ 
passage of this act. . 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. A pointof order having been raised, 
the Chair decides that—— 

Mr. BROWN. ‘The Senator from Colorado has not stated his point 
of order. I should be glad to know the reason why he thinks the 
amendment is not in order. 

Mr. TELLER. I stated that it is too late, the yeas and nays having 
been ordered on the passage of the bill. 

Mr. BROWN. Debate has been allowed since. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. Thequestionisanobviousone. The 
Chair will state that the bill having been ordered to a third reading, 
it has passed the stage at which amendments can be proposed except 
by unanimous consent. Is there objection to the proposal of the amend- 
ment? 

Mr. BROWN. I hope no one is afraid to yote on the amendment. 
I ask unanimous consent that the amendment may be received. 

Mr. TELLER. I object to the reception of the amendment. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Is there objection to the proposal of 
the amendment by the Senator from Georgia? 

Mr. TELLER and Mr. MITCHELL. I object. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Objection is made. 

Mr, REAGAN and Mr. BLAIR addressed the Chair. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Texas. 

Mr. MORGAN. Ishould like to inquire whether the debate is pro- 
ceeding by unanimous consent or as a right and privilege under the 
rule? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair holds that debate is in 
order. 

Mr. HARRIS. The question being, Shall the bill pass? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. ` The question being, Shall the bill 

9 


Mr. REAGAN. While I shall vote to sustain the motion made by 
the Senator from Ohio, the chairman of the Committee on Foreign Re- 
Jations, I desire, in order to avoid a misconception of the reasons for 
my vote, to make a statement to the Senate. 

Mr. MORGAN. Will the Senator from Texas allow me a moment? 
I desire to inquire whether any motion of that kind is pending before 
the Senate? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. There is no such motion pending. 
Unanimous consent was asked, but objection was made. 

Mr. REAGAN. I understood that the Senator from Ohio had moved 
to postpone the consideration of the bill. 

Mr. MORGAN. Unanimous consent was asked and denied. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Iasked unanimous consent that the bill might 
be postponed, but objection was:made. A motion to postpone is in 
order, although a motion to amend is not in order. 

Mr. REAGAN. I understood the Senator to make a motion to post- 
pone. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I wish to have the bill laid over for a day or two 
until we can get a reply from the President. That is all I desire. 

Mr. REAGAN. The Senator does not make the motion, then? 

Mr. SHERMAN. I donot care to move to postpone the matter in- 
definitely. 

Mr. REAGAN. I understood that the Senator made a motion to 
temporarily postpone the matter until we could get further informa- 
tion. < 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. That motion would not be in order. 
The Senator from Ohio asked unanimous consent that the considera- 
tion of the bill might be informally postponed for a short time, which 
could only be done by agieement. The Senator from Nevada [Mr. 
STEWART] objected to that, and the question therefore recurs, Shall 
the bill pass? 

Mr. HARRIS. Still, if the Senator from Texas will allow me, it is 
perfectly in order for the Senator from Ohio to moye to postpone the 
bill until to-morrow or any other named day. He can take as many 
days or as few as he chooses, if he desires to move to postpone at all. 

Mr. TELLER. I presume he knows that. 

Mr. HARRIS, I suppose he does, and I am willing for the whole 
Senate to know it also. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senajor from Texas has the 
floor. 

Mr. REAGAN. I thought there was a pending motion, and it was 
my purpose to direct some remarks to that, because I intended to vote 
for the motion to postpone, because it seems to me that this matter 
comes before the Senate in a very unfortunate way. From all sides it 
is agreed that we have no information that the treaty approved by the 
Senate in May last has not been ratified by the Chinese Government. 

One Senator has assumed that we must presume that the bill came 
from the Administration or was inspired by it. Another assumes from 
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a newspaper report that it is an Administration measure. The Ad- 
ministration certainly would know how, if it desired to secure the pas- 
sage of a measure, to communicate information to that effect either to 
the Committee on Foreign Relations or to some member on one or tho 
other side of the Chamber. It is assumed on all hands that there is ne 
information from the State Department or from the President that our 
treaty with China has been acted on. 

Mr. MITCHELL. May I ask the Senator just one question? 

Mr. REAGAN. Yes, sir. 

Mr. MITCHELL, DoestheSenator from Texas understand that the 
Administration is ppposed to this measure? 

Mr. REAGAN. Idonot. I have no understanding about the po- 
sition of the Administration any more than the Senator from Oregon 
has. In what I have to say about this measure I do not choose to lower 
the dignity of this body by discussing as a matter of petty partisanship 
a question which affects the national honor and the character of the 
Senate of the United States before the world. I shall not get down to 
that, young Senator as I am. 

We have no information coming from the proper Department that 
China has refused to ratify the treaty which has been approved by the 
Senate. That treaty contains stipulations, amended as the Senate de- 
sired to amend it, so as to cover the wishes of this country and the 
American people on the subject of the restriction of Chinese immigra- 
tion. To carry out that treaty we passed an act of Congress which has 
been for a few days before the President of the United States. 

Shall we now pass another act assuming that the Government of 
China has refused to ratify this treaty when we do not know it, and put 
two acts on this subject, started from different points of view, belore 
the President at the same time? I take it that the President does no 
want to be put in that sort of a fix. At least, if I were President I 
would not want it done. 

Mr. PLUMB. If the Senator will allow me to interrupt him for a 
moment, I observe that the RECORD discloses that on yesterday he 
voted in the affirmative on the passage of this bill. 

Mr. REAGAN. I will enlighten the Senator from Kansas further 
on that subject in a few minutes, if he will just bear with patience. 
What I am now saying is that we have made a treaty which as far as 
we know stands binding against the Senate and the United States to- 
day. We know that we have passed an act to carry out that treaty, 
and it is in the hands of the President. Now, without kriowing that 
that treaty is rejected, and without waiting a reasonable time to ob- 
tain information, we propose to pass a law utterly disregarding a sol- 
emn treaty and an act of the Congress of the United States, and we pro- 
pose to do that in the face not only of the American people but of the 
civilized world. - We propose thus to deal with a nation the most pop- 
ulous on the face of the earth, with which though our commerce is not 
very great yet when the population and commerce on our Pacific coast 
become greater and when the means of transportation on the Pacific 
Ocean shall be increased, it will then be a very considerable commerce 
if we maintain proper friendly relations with that. great and populous 
Empire. - 

T hate said this much simply because I am not willing, without a 
protest, to see the Senate go forward in this sort of way to compro- 
mise its dignity and its honor and the dignity and honor of this Gov- 
ernment before the world. 

Leaving that subject, I will say, upon the policy of Chinese restric- 
tion, that I have always favored, since I have been in Congress for the 
last fifteen years, I believe, the strongest measure for the restriction of 
Chinese immigration to this country, and I am prepared now to sus- 
tain the strongest measures for the restriction of Chinese labor that 
are consistent with law and with reason. I was so inclined, not from 
any mere matter of prejudice, but from a feeling that the restriction 
of Chinese labor is necessary to preserve the rights, the prosperity, and 
the dignity of American labor. That is one of the reasons. 

Another reason which I had covers a broader and a more important 
field, if possible. By the strain which, as almost an inevitable neces- 
sity, fell upon the Constitution during the exigencies of war by the en- 
franchisement of some eight millions of people not heretofore enjoying 
the {nll rights of citizenship, and illy prepared to discharge the duties 
of citizenship, needing education and instruction to bring them up to 
a realization of what the rights and duties of citizens are, by the intro- 
duction into the country from Western Europe, from the Christian 
nations of Europe, perhaps three hundred thousand or four hundred 
thousand emigrants a year, which it has been the policy of this coun- 
try to invite, so far as they are proper persons to be received, who, 
like our native element, were not informed as to the theory, the char- 
acter, and genius of our Government, have to be educated into a knowl- 
edge of our republican system of dual governments, we have a strain 
placed upon the Constitution and character of our Government which, 
to say the least of it, puts in some measure of peril the preservation 
and the perpetuation of our constitutional form of government in the 
spirit in which it was made. It isa government intended for people 
capable of self-government, intended for people whose intelligence en- 
ables them to understand the functions of government, and the duties 
of the officers necessary to administer that government. 

With our 7,000,900 or 8,000,000 blacks, or more perhaps, with the 


vast influx of foreign emigration, uninformed as to the nature, the 
genius, and the character of our Government, I was unwilling to see 
additional elements brought into this country, especially a race which 
does not assimilate with ours in color, in character, in habits of thought, 
in religion, in their ideas of government, in everything that makes up 
a people. I mean those of them who come here, unless they shall re- 
main hereafter for generations to ucated into a knowledge of our 
institutions, who are utterly disqu##fied to understand the nature and 
character of our Government and to become citizens whose authority 
is to aid in the making of laws and in the administration of laws. 

It is reasons like these, briefly expressed, which have made me at all 
times in favor of the restriction of Chinese labor, and Iam as much so 
now as I ever was. I hope the statement which I have made will sat- 
isfy my friend from Kansas. 

I am not only opposed now to the introduction of Chinese labor, but 
I have been at all times. I have been in Congress ready to act upon 
the question. I remain so to-day for the reason, first, that it would 
degrade and impoverish American labor; second, because ve do not 
want an alien race that does not aggimilate with our people and un- 
fitted to carry on our great system of self-government brought in to put 
further strain on the Constitution and form of our Government. 

I wish it had been the consent of the Senate to allow the request 
made by the Senator from Ohio to prevail, so as to give us a few days 
at least for farther information as to whether the Chinese Government 
has ratified or rejected the treaty so lately approved by the Senate of 
the United States, that we might know we were not doing an awk- 
ward, foolish, undignified thing, unworthy the American Senate. 

Mr. CALL. Mr. President, 1 have voted, I believe, for every bill 
for the restriction of Chinese immigration that has been passed during 
the ten years I have been in Congress, but I do not wish to disguise to 
the country nor pretend to disguise to myself the belief that the con- 
siderations upon which this public policy has been urged are without 
any foundation whatever. I have not deceived myself with the alle- 
gation that these people should be excluded because they do not assim- 
ilate with the people of the United States, that they do not intermix 
or intermarry with them, when there are twelve millions of people in 
this country as diverse from the white American people as any two 
races within the whole range of creation. 

Why. then, should this great deliberative body put its support of a 
measure of this character upon such a baseless and manifestly untrue 
foundation? Is there not as great diversity between the colored man, 
the African, and the white man, as there is between the Mongolian, 
the yellow man, and the white man? Yet, the African makes a reason- 
ably good citizen, and performs a useful part in the public economy of 
the country. Why, then, shall you seek to justify this legislation with 
reasons which are in defiance of your own constitutional amendment 
that every person born in the United States and subject to its jurisdic- 
tion shall be a citizen? If you quibble upon the words ‘*subject to 
its jurisdiction,” it can have no just foundation. You can not make 
that point against the philosophy, the spirit, the purpose upon which 
that enactment was made a fundamental provision of your Constitution. 

Neither do I deceive myself, nor am I willing to be committed to 
the country and to the future of this country upon the proposition that 
the contact of our Christian civilization and our superior race with an 
inferior one will degrade us. I shall notinsult the Christian religion, nor 
the teachings of Christ, nor the great commission to go and preach the 
gospel to all the world, with the assertion that it will degrade the su- 
perior Christianity, the superior religion, and the superior race for it 
to comé in contact with all the world. 

Mr. President, there is nothing in this proposition. Neitheris there 
anything in the proposition that American labor is to be degraded, or 
that it is to be substituted by and with an inferior race and a different 
civilization. These are not the economies which are to prefail in this 
country or in the world’s future. I do not care to enter into the dis- 
cussion of the great economic questions related to this subject, but I 
wish for myself to repudiate any belief or any public action based upon 
such considerations. ‘They have no part in a true system of economy. 

My support of these measures, which I have endeavored to modify 
so far as they were unreasdnable and harsh and severely punitive, has 
been based upon the proposition that the people of California and 
Oregon, with great unanimity, were opposed to the admission and the 
permanent residence among them, and even to the temporary residence 
of the laborers of this race of people. I recognize the right of every 
State or community of people to say who in large numbers shall be 
component parts of their civilization, and be their opinions good or bad 
I should accord to them the right to keep them out, although it be true 
that these foreigners, these Mongolians, may be made useful citizens; 
although it is true that they are embraced within the circle of civilizing 
and religious influences, and that it is a part of every wise public policy 
on the part of a Christian civilized nation to do the greatest good to 
individuals as well ss to peoples. 

Although that is true, I am not willing that the locality, the com- 
munity, the State where they may go, shall bear the burden of the 
upward civilization and training of this race—of the long time which 
it may require to make them sympathetic in feeling and homogeneous 
with them, and thjs latter quality, however unnecessary for the eco- 
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nomic and industrial development of a State or people, is a most impor- 
tant consideration in its social interests and in its race development. 
Neither am I willing rudely to disturb, even though future benefit 
should accrue to the great majority of the people of a community or 
State, its relations of labor and incustrial employment. 

Therefore I have thought it wise, and I now think it wise, for that 
community and that State which wishes to proscribe Chinese among 
them to forbid their entrance in any shape or form; to exercise with 
the power of a State government, with the consent of the General Gov- 
ernment and its legislation, the power of the State, the local govern- 
ment, to forbid their entrance among their people, and, if they choose, 
their pursuit of any occupation rather than to commit this country to 
a policy of non-intercourse with so large a portion of the globe. 

If I could have dictated the policy I should have cultivated com- 
mercial intercourse, I should have invited not the laboring classes, but 
those who dealt in trade and commerce to a participation of our priv- 
ileges with those of other people, excluding them from all political 
privileges, but giving them the advantages of commercial intercourse 
and allowing in moderate numbers the admission of laborers in such 
States as desired them, and under such conditions and limitations as 
might be necessary to prevent a permanent residence of any great 
number of them, 

Mr. President, the exclusion by treaty of the laboring classes of the 
Chinese was the wise policy of this Administration, and it can not be 
ridiculed by quotations and citations from newspapers as to kitchen 
cabinets. That was the treaty which the present distinguished Sec- 
retary of State negotiated, carefully excluding from admission into this 
country all Chinese except such as come here for other purposes than 
labor, excluding this dreaded competition with American labor, which 
seems to be with some persons the greatest possible calamity which 
could come to the American people—this idea that the greatest pos- 
sible good that can come to a people is a monopoly of labor by a class. 

What have we here? The Senate, a distinct body, with a high func- 
tion to perform in regard to the foreign relations of sixty million of 
people with every other people, the Senate, a separate constitutional 
body, has pledged the public faith of this country to certain proposi- 
tions of agreement, a treaty, to the sovereignty of China; and having done 
that in the orderly course of negotiation and pledgeof the national faith, 
the Senate comes forward to violate the public obligations which it has 
made and declared, and consents as one of the legislative bodies of the 
country to an enactment ‘positively violating and defeating the cov- 
enanted faith and proposition which they have made to the Govern- 
ment of China. 

Therefore the proposition of the Senator from Ohio was a wise one. 
However extreme Senators may be in reference to the admission of the 
Chinese, however willing to vote for the most severely punitive enact- 
ments, it would have been wise to have waited and considered whether 
the dignity of this body, whether the public faith of this Government, 
whether the ordinary good faith that exists between nations, should 
be observed, and the treaty, if it comes back ratified, accepted, instead 
of being denied and set aside by the action of this body immediately 
subsequent to its treaty pledges to the Chinese Government. It is 
idle to talk about information being received in ‘‘ one way or another” 
that the Government of the United States is advised that China has 
rejected the treaty. 

This body has its constitutional methods for obtaining information. 
It has its constitutional duties. It has no right to consider anything 
in regard to matters of the executive department but that which comes 
in the mode provided by the Constitution; and Senators can not shield 
themselves by saying thatthey assumecertainthingstobetrue. What 
right has any reasonble man to assume a matter of constitutional duty 
when it is to come to him in a prescribed constitutional form and 
method? We are sworn not to assume, not to suppose, but to act on 
information communicated in aconstitutional method by the President 
to the two Houses of Congress. Not only are such assumptions and 
such suppositions forbidden to us, but apart from this they are un- 
reasonable and untrue. 

This proposed action has nothing to justify it. Should the Senate 
and the House desire to pass the most severely punitive bill to assert, 
us they do practically assert, that there shall be no intercourse here- 
after with the 350,000,000 of people in China? Should they assert 
this policy of non-intercourse and stand upon the exclusive policy of 
China, whic we with others forced her to abandon, of complete isola- 
tion, you can not draw the line. You can find noarguments to justify 
drawing a line of non-intercourse with one and allo wing intercourse with 
other peoples. The reason, the publie policy which requires inter- 
course with one people requires it with all peoples. Different terms 
and conditions of intercourse with different peoples may be required, 
but the public policy which demands it with one requires it with all. 

Ifyou justify yourselves, which you can do by theassertion that we do 
not desire in the midst of our people another people of different econo- 
mies, of different habits, that we have enough people to occupy this 
country, that is one thing; and that is the only proposition upon which 
this policy of exclusion can be justified. You can not do it upon the 
principle of non-intercourse. You can not do it upon the idea that you 
will benefit your people by cutting them off from whatever is better, 
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whatever is wiser, whether it be in the humblest or in the more advanced 
peoples of the earth. 

Something 1s to be learned from all people. Profit is to be derived 
from all commercial intercourse. The world was made with its oceans, 
with its rivers, with its communication of thought, and when you es- 
tablish a policy of restricted intercourse you should do it wisely and 
not upon the basis of popular prejudice, not upon the proposition that 
these people are incapable of civilization or incapable of performing 
any part in the public economy of the world. ' 

Mr. President, I am willing to vote, as I have voted time and again 
here, for restricting this immigration, for excluding it entirely from 
the people of the Pacific States. I have voted for their exclusion from 
all parts of the United States, although the 150,000 or 200,000 or 
300,000 Chinamen here are not felt as an evil in the Southern States 
and are not known as an evil in the East. They make no impression 
upon the great body of pursuits or upon the industries of the people. 
They are not competitors to any great extent in three-fourths of the 
Union with the people of the United States. 

But I have, in deference to the united and universal public opinion 
of the Pacific coast, voted for their exclusion from all parts of the coun- 
try and for the restriction of their immigration; but I recognize the 
fact that they have an ancient civilization from which something is to 
be learned; that they have eminent examples of virtue and character 
in their history; that for thousands of years they have maintained gov- 
ernment and unity of race and civilization, and that their history for 
the most part is unstained with the blood and human suffering which 
have characterized other peoples. 

I shall make no opposition to this proposed action, but I desire to ex- 
press my opinion that there is no foundation for it; that this unseemly _ 
haste, this violation of the public faith of the country as now exhibited 
in the action of the Senate, has no justification in the necessities of the 
occasion. $ 

Mr. MORGAN. Mr. President, the attitude of this question before 
the Senate at this moment presents a very interesting and a very im- 
portant inquiry, in which there is involved a necessary comparison of 
the constitutional duties of the House of Representatives and of the 
Senate. 

The Senate, as a part of the treaty-making power of the United 
States, in conjunction with the President, by a vote of two-thirds, has 
a right to put upon the statute-book that which the Constitution terms 
a supreme law of the land in the form of a treaty. It is conceded, 
however, that the Congress of the United States, of which the House 
of Representatives is a member, and in which the President has a 
voice, has the right to repeal or abrogate any treaty that the Senate 
and the President may enter into. : 

The Congress of the United States, therefore, occupies the position 
of supreme power under the Constitution over questions like this. It 
is through the Congress of the United States that the people of the 
United States in their sovereign capacity also express their voice, and 
that within the limitations of the Constitution is considered in this 
country as being omnipotent, or at least beyond contral. 

The Senate of the United States has made two treaties with China, 
one called the Burlingame treaty, in 1868, and a subsequent treaty, 
which was negotiated in 1880. The public mind in the United States 
has been growing gradually more and more dissatisfied with the prin- 
ciples of the Burlingame treaty, which were modified by the treaty of 
1880 in respect of the right of Chinese to migrate to this country. In- 
deed, the question has risen to that degree of importance and of stress 
that it seems now to be impossible to check the opinion of the people 
of the United States and hold it in restraint any longer. The Senator 
from Missouri [Mr. Vest] the other day uttered the solemn fact when 
he said that the exclusion of the Chinese from the United States had 
become an American decree; that Congress had nothing else to do from 
this time forward than to register and record that decree; and that they 
would find agents here to accomplish that result, whether we chose to 
do it or not. That is an actual situation which, I think, both of these 
Houses could not in the slightest degree affect; certainly they could 
not reverse it. 

The House of Representatives, havingits co-ordinate legislative power 
with us, has looked over this subject and has become informed of the 
public sentiment of the United States just as we are, and it has come 
to its resolution that Chinese immigration to this country, of the la- 
boring classes at least, must be absolutely and peremptorily prohibited. 
It therefore originated a bill and passed it, seemingly in very great 
haste, and almost with entire unanimity, which goes to the very root 
of the subject. It is a bill which cuts up root and branch all of the 
doctrine that is in the Burlingame treaty and all that is in the treaty 
of 1830, and puts a positive, unequivocal prohibition upon the im mi- 
gration of Chinese laborers to this country. That is the action of the 
House of Representatives. 

The House of Representatives finds itself, however, confronted by this 
situation, that the Senate, witiin a recent period of four months, I be- 
lieve, on its part proposed a treaty to China. When the Chinese treaty 
came to the Senate, as I am informed, and I think I am correctly in- 
formed, it was negotiated and concluded by a minister who had what 
are called plenary or full powers, so that the negotiation in the form in 
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which it reached us, if it had been ratified by the Senate of the United 
States, would have been a treaty in all of its essential parts, and would 
have required no additional act on the part of the Chinese Government 
to have made it an absolutely obligatory treaty. 

Mr. DOLPH. Will the Senator yield for an interruption? 

Mr. MORGAN. Certainly. 

Mr. DOLPH. I have good authority for saying that the Senator is 
entirely mistaken about that; that the Chinese minister had no fuller 
ab on such a question than our minister in China; and that the treaty 

to be transmitted, and was immediately transmitted to the Chinese 
Government. : : 

Mr. MORGAN. Iadhere to my opinion on the subject and to the 
information that I have, which I think is quite as good as that of the 
Senator from Oregon. 

Mr. DOLPH. I get mine directly from the Chinese legation here. 

Mr. MORGAN. I do not go to the Chinese legation for mine, 

Mr. DOLPH. Nor do I. 

Mr. MORGAN. But I go to sources quite as high. 

Mr. DOLPH. I got my information from the gentleman referred to 
this morning by the Senator from Ohio. 

Mr, MORGAN. Iam informed that the minister came here with a 
treaty already p , Which had been submitted to the Emperor of 
China before he came, if not in the very words in which the treaty was 
negotiated at least upon all the principles involved in it, and it con- 
tained an expression that a Chinese minister would have lost his head 
for making if it had not been true. I will read that: 

And whereas the Government of China, in view of the an mism and much 
deprecated and serious disorders to which the presence of Chinese laborers has 
prn rise in certain parts of the United States, desires to prohibit the emigra- 

on of such laborers from China to the United States, 

No Chinese minister ever made such a declaration as that on the part 
of his Government without previous exact authority for making it. 

Mr. BLAIR. Do I understand the Senator, then, that the only mod- 
ifications made in this treaty coming directly from China, just as China 
wanted it, are the amendments suggested by the Senate? 

Mr. MORGAN. I say that the treaty was negotiated by a minister 
who had full power, and if the treaty had been assented to by the 
Senate of the United States as negotiated it would haye been to-day a 
treaty between China and the United States without any necessity for 
the formal ratification in Peking. 

Mr. TELLER. Mr. President—— ; 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Colorado appeals 
to the Senator from Alabama. 

Mr. TELLER. The Senator stated that the clause which he read 
would cost a Chinese minister his head if he had put it in without the 

n of the Emperor, or words to that effect. I.wish to know 
why the Senator makes thatstatement. What is there in Chinese law 
or Chinese polity to justify a statement of that kind? 

Mr. MORGAN. Ido not propose to go intoa history of Chinese law 
or Chinese polity in this brief debate that I have here this day, and 
in which I shall participate for a very short time. I speak of my in- 
formation. Of course I do not suppose that the bosom of China is very 
widely opened or unlocked to anybody; but I know enough of that 
despotic government to. understand perfectly well that if a minister 
should come here and make a representation that the Emperor of China 
desired to prohibit the immigration of laborers from China to the 
United States when that was not true, and he had no authority for 
saying so, he would lose his head. 

Mr. TELLER. Will the Senator allow me to suggest that ever since 
we have had any knowledge of the Chinese it has been their policy to 
prohibit their people from going abroad? 

Mr. MORGAN. I do not so read the Burlingame treaty. I read a 
joint announcement in the B e treaty of both parties that the 
doctrine of expatriation is allowed, and not only allowed but encour- 
aged. Immigration back and forth from China and other countries is 
eine = and put upon a very high basis of morality and public 
ard BROWN. With a right to change allegiance. 

Mr. MORGAN. The right to change allegiance is expressly an- 
nounced in the Burlingame treaty, and we considered thata great rev- 
olution in Chinese ideas, There is no treaty that was ever penned by 
the hand of man which contains a stronger expression on this subject 
than the Burlingame treaty. SoI think a little careful reading will 
correct some of our wild views and vagaries about matters of this sort. 

This is the situation: The House of Representatives, impressed as 
the Senate is impressed with this great American decree for the abso- 
lute exclusion of Chinese laborers from this country by any means 
which are available, finds that we have negotiated this treaty and that 
the Senate had amended it in certain particulars, so as to make it, as 
was supposed, more stringent. I never concurred in the view that the 
amendments added anything to the significance of the treaty, but the 
supposition was that it was n that we should eee it again 
to China as an unconcluded negotiation in order that the Chinese Gov- 
ernment might accede to the amendments which we submitted. It has 
been four months since that wasdone. In the mean time the two great 


political parties of the United States have nominated their candidates 
for the Presidency. When the candidate of the Republican for 
the Presidency was nominated, by some sudden outburst of patriotism 
on the part of Chinese—I do not know how it happened—they ex- 
pressed the greatest gratification at the nomination of Mr. Harrison be- 
cause he had voted for the Chinese side of these questions. 

Mr. SPOONER. What evidence of that is there? 

Mr. MORGAN. I suppose I havea right in this body now, after 
four or five weeks of the most extraordinary experience that I haye 
ever observed, to make some reference to a newspaper account. I am 
very sorry, Mr. President, that I have it to do, and Iam exceedingly 
sorry that we do not organize a committee of the correspondents of the 
various newspapers in this country for the purpose of giving Senators in- 
formation on various public topics. It would be a very considerable 
addition to the intelligence of this body, to the information we receive 
from day to day, and to the fortifying of our moral convictions in re- 
gard to great public questions. It would be a great thingif we could 
have the galleries to come down on this floor and give us private infor- 
mation as to what we ought to do, the facts we ought to have, which 
are so assiduously gleaned every day and laid before the world. Our 
RECORD has got to be a mere supplement to the New York World, the 
Chicago Times, the Cincinnati Enquirer, and a few others of the leading 
papers of the United States, a mere supplement, a mere editing of 
scraps gathered by editorial ingenuity and industry out of the leading 
daily newspapers in the United States. What a blessing it is, Mr. 
President, to live in a country where we have the privilege of free’ 
speech, so that the Senate can be informed from time to time by these 
gentlemen who haye means of ascertaining things that no Senator here 
would dare to presume that he had, things that come from the “kitchen 
an ria ’ even the odors that ascend the stairway to gratify the nos- 
trils! 

It is like the case of the little boy described by Dickens, who hav- 
ing nothing to eat at home, nothing to subsist upon at home, took up 
a position about the stairway of the kitchen of some of the lords in 
London and feasted upon what he could smell through his nose. 

That seems to be the business of the Senate of the United States of 
late days—fishing up from the correspondence of the newspapers the 
odors we can gather and distribute about in this way from the places 


that we are not permitted to enter. 


So I can refer now, I suppose, Mr. President, to the newspapers for 
the statement that the Chinese were very enthusiastic over the nom!- 
nation of Mr. Harrison, and perhaps the Chinese Government, taking 
the cue from the Six Companies or from Chinese of distinction in the 
United States, have thought it would be better not to ratify this treaty 
as amended by the Senate of the United States, but to delay until No- 
vember and take the chances of his election. Then they would get a 
better treaty and be on more favorable ground. 

The House of Representatives, snuffing the tainted air doubtless, 
have discerned the fact that there was danger in front; and they con- 
cluded that it was a good time to strike, a very good time, and that 
they had better pass a law which would emanate entirely from the 
constitutional power of the Government of the United States as rep- 
resented in Congress and in the Presidency, which should prohibit ab- 
solutely the coming of the Chinese here, rather than take the chances 
of some misunderstanding between us and China in respect to our 
treaty rights and relations, and take the chances also of this American 
sentiment and decree being reversed between now and November. So 
they moved to the front, they put their knife to the root of the tree, 
and, if this bill passes, Chinese immigration is dead. 

That is not all that is dead, I grant you. The treaty itself, of 
course, and the Burlingame treaty, in respect of the features author- 
izing Chinese immigration to this country, are dead, and the treaty of 
1880 is dead. They all die together, and they die the death—a death 
from which, as I understand it, there is to be no resurrection in the 
United States. This treaty itself, and the Burlingame treaty, and the 
treaty of 1880, all go together; and the House of Representatives, ex- 
ercising its constitutional powers and functions, has declared in har- 
mony with the declaration of the Emperor of China that it is our will 
in the United States, as it is also the will of the Emperor of China, 
that no more Chinese laborers shall be admitted into this country. 
The two countries, therefore, concur in the restatement of their views, 
entirely reversing the doctrines and .all the statements in the Burlin- 
game treaty. The House of entatives concludes that it hasa 
right to present a bill to the Senate in which it shall express this Amer- 
ican decree and by which it shall exclude Chinese absolutely from 
this country and take no risks of the November election abont it. 

Mr. MITCHELL. Will the Senator from Alabama yield to me for a 
short question? 

Mr. MORGAN. For a short one, yes. 

Mr. MITCHELL. Does the Senator from Alabama understand that 
the pending bill has any relation at all to any Chinese Juborer who 
never was in this country? In other words,if this bill shall become a 
law will it operate to keep out a single Chinaman who never has been 
in this country? re 

Mr. MORGAN. With the act to which it is supplemental, it will. 
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Mr. MITCHELL. I am speaking of this bill. 

Mr. MORGAN. I am speaking about the whole farrago; I am not 
talking about one piece of legislation alone. ~ 

Mr. MITCHELL, Is it nota fact that this bill simply relates to 
those Chinese persons who are now here and may hereafter go away, or 
those who have been here and have gone away ? 

Mr. MORGAN. Iam talking about the condition in which the law 
will be when we this bill. No Chinaman can then get here. 

Mr. MITCHELL. But the Senator from Alabama does not under- 
stand that this bill, after it shall become a Jaw (as I hope it will), in 
connection with existing legislation will be an absolute exclusion bill 
for all time against Chinese laborers? 

Mr. MORGAN. I think it will. 

Mr. MITCHELL. I think it will not. 

Mr, MORGAN. Well, I hope it will, at any rate; and if it is not 
such that it will, I shall be glad to assist the Senator to make it so. 

Mr. MITCHELL. It -willoperate until the expiration of the treaty, 
four years hence. 

Mr. MORGAN. Iwant tosee whether the gentlemen from the coast, 
particularly the Senator from Oregon, are in earnest on this subject. 

Mr. MITCHELL, So far as that is concerned, I will say to the Sen- 
ator from Alabama that the records of the Senate will testify for me 
upon that subject, and I am willing to abide by my record in the Sen- 
ate as to whether I have been in earnest or not in reference to Chinese 
exclusion; but I am glad that the Senator from Alabama, if he is will- 
ing to vote for this bill (and I do not yet know whether he is or not 
from any remarks that he has made), has come up to my view so far 
as this bill goes, and is willing to vote to abrogate the provisions of the 
existing treaty in order to exclude the coming of Chinese to this coun- 
try, even those who have been here and have de 

Mr. MORGAN. Ihave had very little faith in the sincerity ofa great 
many gentlemen from the Pacific coast about the exclusion of the 
Chinese, and I have expressed it on this floor oftentimes. They want 
to hold their Chinese laborers; they do not want to give them up. 

_Mr. MITCHELL, In answer to that, I say that the statement is 
made without any authority, withoutany basis whatever upon which 
to predicate it, and there is not one word of truth in it from beginning 
to end. 

Mr. MORGAN. My basis, Mr. President, is my personal observa- 
tion on the coast of the Pacific, with my own eyes and ears. I know 
that there are numbers of people who desire to hold their Chinese labor- 
ers; the plutocracy of that coast want them. 

The Committee on Foreign Relations of this body held an investiga- 
tion of this subject a few years ago, and Senators and Members of the 
House asserted that it was testified in California that 10 per cent. of 
the people of that coast desired to retain their Chinese laborers. Who 
arethe 10 percent.? The men whoown $10,000 wherean ordinary labor- 
ing man owns one. I have got the testimony on the ocular demonstra- 
tion of Senators and Members of the House of Representatives that a 
very large, influential, and powerful class of people on the Pacific coast 
did desire to retain their Chinese laborers. 

Mr. MITCHELL. This question, let me say to the Senator from 
Alab: was submitted to a vote of the people of California—the vot- 
ing population—a few years Can the Senator state, and will the 
Senator have the candor and honesty to state, to the Senate the_result 
of that vote ? 

Mr. MORGAN. The word ‘‘honesty,’’ Mr. President, is one that 
the Senator from Oregon ought not to use with too much glibness. He 
oughs inot to impeach my honesty. I think I have as much honesty 
as he has. 

Mr. MITCHELL. I am speaking of political honesty, and I am 
speaking of the charge that the Senator has made against the people of 
the Pacific coast. 

Mr. MORGAN. The man that is a politically dishonest man can 
not be trusted with my pocket-book. I would not trust him with 
it. I do not take these distinctions, sir; I never have taken them, and 
I hope that I never shall see the day that I will do so. 

Mr. MITCHELL. ‘The Senator can make his own php sere 

Mr. MORGAN, I can state from the investigation of the Commit- 
tee on Foreign Relations ot the Senate, which is in print, and I can 
state as matter of ocular demonstration to me, and of careful observa- 
tion on the Pacific coast, on two occasions, that a fair proportion (I 
will say 10 per cent.) of the people of that coast desire to retain their 
Chinese laborers. The class of people I refer to are the owners of large 
railroad interests, the owners of large cattle ranches, the owners ot 
vast ditches for irrigating purposes in that country—men who want 
labor that they can control absolutely, or as nearly so as we used to 
control labor in the South. 

WaR STEWART. Will the Senator allow me to ask him a ques- 
on 

Mr. MORGAN. I receive, sir, with a great deal of allowance, this 
broadcast statement that every man on the Pacific coast desires to get 
rid of Chinese labor. Ihave never believed it, and I never will þe- 
lieve it until I lose the verity of my senses. 

Mr. STEWART. Can the Senator name a man on the Pacific coast 
that is in favor of retaining the Chinese? 
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Mr. MORGAN. IfI could doso I would not doso. I would not 
expose that man to the difficulties of the situation. 

Mr. STEWART. I know pretty nearly every man of wealth on the 
coast, and I do not know one of any party that wants it. 

Mr. MORGAN. Then what becomesof the statements made before 
your committees—the statement made by Mr. Stanford, among others, 
that 10 per cent. of your people want it? 

Mr. STEWART. Ido not know one. 

Mr. MORGAN. TheSenator may have hisown views. Iam going 
on the evidence submitted to that committee. 

I repeat again that I receive with a great deal of allowance these 
broad, universal statements, these sweeping statements, that the whole 
people of the Pacific coast want to run the Chinese into the sea and 
get rid of them. They do not want to do it, Mr. President. If they 

id, the Chinese would have been gone long ago. 

The House of Representatives brought in this bill ina hurry. I 
am disposed to excuse the hurry, considering the pressure brought to 
bear upon us here on many questions of a political character, and con- 
sidering the pressure brought to bear upon us on this question. The 
House of Representatives, if it meant to take this line of action, as I 
contend it did, solemnly and deliberately did exactly right Bet peered 
the bill before the Chinese Government had signified the ratification 
of this treaty. y 

Suppose they had waited until after this treaty had been ratified, 
and a month or two or six months or one year later had then brought 
the bill into the House of Representatives and passed it in the very 
form in which it is now—a supplemental bill—China would ‘have had 
good reason and right to have said, ‘‘ Here is a broad, unmitigated 
breach of faith; not only a breach of faith, but a breach of plighted 
faith. You proposed to us that if we ratified this treaty it should be 
the engagement between the United States and China. We did so. 


You paid us under this treaty $276,000 for the benefit of those persons . 


who had been massacred and plundered on the Pacific coast somewhere. 
We acceded to it in consideration and in consequence of the statement 
made in the preamble of this treaty that the Emperor of China desired 
to prohibit the emigration to this country of laborers. They found it 
not only very inconvenient but very trying to them, in view of the an- 
tagonisms much deprecated, and the serious disorders to which the 
presence of Chinese laborers had given rise in certain parts of the United 
States.” In view of all that, the Emperor of China said that he was 
willing and desired to prohibit the emigration of Chinese laborers to 
this country. 

If the House of Representatives desired to take that action, I have 
no right to impeach their motives, their honor, their integrity, their 
wisdom, or their deliberations. They struck at the very moment of 
time when it was right they should strike; for from that moment of 
time forward that we shall pass this bill, all will understand that the 
United States Government realizes that for the protection of its com- 
munities and the body of its citizenship against contamination and 
against evil and perverting influences, it relies upon its own legislative 
power granted by the Constitution, and not upon a treaty with any 
foreign country. Wecannot im the Honse of Representatives on 
that. It will not do for usto undertake it. That House has theright 
to repeal any treaty we make if we concur with itas a legislative body. 
It takes two-thirds here to ratify a treaty, but a bare majority may re- 
peal it in concurrence with the House of Re ntatives and with the 
approval of the President of the United States. It will not do, sir, for 
the Senate of the United States to take the ground that while treaties 
are zapelsbie the House ot Representatives can not choose its own time 
to repeal. 

Mr. MITCHELL, Will the Senator yield for a moment? 

Mr. MORGAN. Yes. 

Mr. MITCHELL. I concur entirely with what the Senator from 
Alabama has said in the last moment or two of his speech. I desire, 
however, to ask him whether in his judgment or opinion as a lawyer 
this pending bill does abrogate and repeal na provisions of our 
existing treaty with China? 

Mr. MORGAN. I have not any more doubt of it than that I have 
the honor of speaking from this desk. 

Mr. MITCHELL. Nor I. 

Mr. MORGAN. Nobody that I have ever heard of denies it. It is 
a repeal by repugnant or oppugnant degislation. 

Mr. MITCHELL. No doubtof it. 

Mr. MORGAN. I should have been better satisfied if the House had 
come ont and stated ‘‘article so and so is hereby repealed.” Never- 
theless, lawyers will not disagree as to what the effect of this is to be. 
The power is inherent in the Congress of the United States to repeal a 
treaty made by the President and Senate. The action of the House of 
Representatives is in pursuance of that power. The House has chosen 
its own time, and has chosen the occasion to do this, It has wisely 
chosen its occasion if it is the purpose of the Congress of the United 
States to record this American decree that no more Chinese laborers 
shall come here, It has honorably chosen its attitude upon this ques- 
tion in advance of notice of ratification by China of this treaty, if in- 
deed the treaty is to be ratified. 

Now, in considering this matter it is well enough for us to remem- 
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ber that in dealing with Oriental powers in a diplomatic way we al- 
ways make a very large margin of allowance for their delays. They 
are proverbially slow, indeed they are diplomatically slow, for it is 
po of their proverbial philosophy that it is always best to go slow. 

ey are a difficult people to deal with because of their desire to delay 
and postpone, to see what will turn up. 

The Chinese Government, in respect of this treaty and the amend- 
ments, being sagacious people, and having just as keen an eye upon 
the politics of the United States as a Chinaman has upon a dime, fol- 
lowing up that policy with most close and assiduous attention always, 
have doubtless found reasons for delaying this negotiation, for delaying 
the ratification of that which the Emperor of China expressed through 
his minister to be his desire, the exclusion of Chinese from the United 
States. Whether his real reasons are what he said or not makes little 
difference. 

Peek STEWART. I have no doubt that Chinese are landing every 

y now. 

Mr. MORGAN. Probably they are; I have no doubt they are com- 
ing in every day, the Emperor of China not being so desirous now per- 
haps as he expressed himself to be of restraining that immigration. 
But the reasons for the delay may reach farther than that. There may 
be an expectation that the policy of the Government of the United 


~ Statesmay be changedin November to such a degree as that Chinese will 


not only have a right to come here but will have the old Burlingame 
provisions revived. 

Mr. MITCHELL. May I ask the Senator from Alabama one more 
question? I do not wish to disturb him, but I wish to know his views 


generally about this. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from Alabama 


yield? 


Mr. MORGAN. Yes, sir. 

Mr. MITCHELL. Suppose this bill is passed and sent to the Presi- 
dent and becomes a law, as I hope it will, and then it should turn outa 
week later that China accepts the treaty with the Senate amendments, 
I ask what in the opinion of the Senator from Alabama would be the 
legal situation then ? 

Mr. MORGAN. I did not hear the Senator’s question. 

Mr. MITCHELL. Suppose, I say, that we pass this bill and it be- 
comes a law, and suppose a week later, or a month later, or two months 
later, China assents to the treaty, what would the status be then, with- 
out any further legislation? Suppose that the treaty receives the assent 
of the Chinese Government at a date later than the date of the appro- 
val of this bill by the President, would the provisions of this act pre- 
yail then, or would the provisions of the treaty prevail then, in the 
opinion of the Senator from Alabama? 

Mr. MORGAN. There is no doubt about the provisions of this act 
being paramount to those of any treaty. We can not repeal an act of 
Congress here by a treaty. 

Mr. MITCHELL. Suppose the ratification is after the approval of 
the act? I would like to have an answer to that question. 

Mr. MORGAN. Iam quite willing to advance my opinion at any 
time on any question that is legitimate or germane to any matter be- 
fore the Senate. 

Mr. MITCHELL. I thought this was such a question. I did not 
ask it merely for fun. 

Mr. MORGAN. Then I do not know that I have got the question 
untangled that the Senator from Oregon put to me. 

Mr. MITCHELL. I did not know that it was tangled, Mr. Presi- 
dent. My proposition was this: Suppose this bill becomes a law, and 
suppose that after it becomes a law the Chinese assent to the treaty. 
It then becomes a treaty between the two governments at a date later 
than the passage of this bill. What I want to know is, whether the 
provisions of this act would prevail then, or the provisions of the 
treaty? : 

“ME MORGAN. The Senator from Oregon would not have asked 
that question if he hadreflected a moment that it isnecessary, in order 
to make a treaty on our part valid, or binding, or efficacious, that it 
should be promulgated by proclamation of the President of the United 
States. 

Mr. MITCHELL. But suppose it should be promulgated? -` 

Mr. MORGAN. Ah, but it would not be,sir. The President of the 
United States would never proclaim the treaty after having signed such 
an act of Congress if he should sign it. 

I am sorry to be detained by so many puzzling questions that arise 
in the mind of the Senator from Oregon. If he would think a little 
while he would not put me to the trouble. I was about, however, to 
read a newspaper article here about the Chinese raising flags for Har- 
rison and Morton at No. 923 Race street, Philadelphia, and all that, 
but I believe I shall not do so. 

I have stated this case. When I came into the Senate the other day, 
having been detained by some personal business that I was very happy 
to have the opportunity of attending to, I was greatly surprised to find 
this Chinese bill onits inthe Senate. I did not understand it. 
I did not even know that it had passed the House of Representatives. 
I believe it passed that House the very day it came over here. It was 
not referred to the Committee on Foreign Relations, and I was greatly 


surprised to find a bill of this character on its passage here. I knew 
that there was some powerful impulse moving its passage, and I was 
informed that the Senator from Nevada [Mr. STEWART] had moved it. 
_ His great anxiety to exclude the Chinese and prevent them from com- 
ing in every day, I suppose, was one of the reasons why he moved it. 
Perhaps the honorable Senator might have seen that there was some 
little political advantage to be gained by advocating the movement. 
I do not know, but I thought that the bill ought to have gone to the 
Committee on Foreign Relations, and I thought it was putting the 
Senate in a position almost of self-stultification to pass this bill now 
immediately after we had proposed a negotiation to China which had 
not been acted upon so far as we knew or had any information. 

It looked asif it was rathera bad condition of affairs here. But the 
Senate of the United States as a treaty-making power is as distinct 
from the Senate as a legislative power as it can be and consist of the 
same body of men. It has constitutional functions entirely different. 
What we do as a treaty-making powerin conjunction with the Presi- 
dent of the United States is done, of course, ordinarily under the ban 
of secrecy. We vote Upon a treaty here and it requires two-thirds of 
this body to give its assent to a treaty so that it shall become possible 
for the President of the United States to proclaim it as part of the law 
of the land or exchange ratifications with the foreign government, 
which exchange of ratifications, I will say to the Senator from Oregon, 
is necessary to validate any treaty, and the President has a right to 
withhold it if he sees fit. After that vote of two-thirds in favor of its 
ratification, the President of the United States may change his mind 
without asking the leave of any human being, and may refuse to ex- 
change ratifications, and therefore it is no treaty. Here we are ap- 
pealed to by a co-ordinate branch of the National Legislature, as a 
legislative body, in which a bare majority carries the vote one way or 
the other. 

Now, as far as we can separate ourselves in these two functions, let 
us try to consider this as a purely legislative question, and let us not 
allow it to be biased by the fact that we have as a treaty-making tri- 
bunal but recently proposed a negotiation to China which has not yet 
passed into the stage of ratification by that Government; certainly 
ratifications have not been exchanged. The thing is in a nebulous or 
chrysalitic state. We are considering this matter now purely with 
reference to our legislative powers and functions. The question comes, 
therefore, to us in its most intense form, are we prepared to-day, as 
a legislative body, to repeal the treaties with China on the subject of 
the immigration of Chinese laborers into this country ? 

If that is our judgment, and in that judgment we think we reflect 
the will of-our States and of our people, then it is our duty to vote it, 
no matter what we have done as a negotiating and treaty-making 
power in presenting the opportunity to China to come into relations 
with us of an improved character in respect to the immigration of Chi- 
nese laborers into this country. No matter what we have done we 
must disburden ourselves of that incumbrance and meet this question 
as legislators, having reference only to the will of the people and the 
good of the country. 

Now, Mr. President, is it for the best that we should vote a law to-day 
to exclude the Chinese from this country? It is for the best; it has 
always been for the best that that should be done, There is but one 
possible obstruction in the way, one possible difficulty to surmount, 
and that is the fact that we have $25,000,000 worth of trade a year 
with China, and the abrogation, the repeal by the Congress of the 
United States of these features of the Burlingame treaty and the treaty 
of 1880 which relate to the immigration of laborers into this country 
gives China the full and free opportunity to say that our trade rela- 
tions with China are determined... 

It may even expose our missionaries and other Americans in China 
to distress. We have citizens over there. I do not hesitate to say 
that the treaty having been repealed by us in part is abrogated in 
whole, and that we are entirely at an end with our relations with 
China, and that whatever is to be done hereafter is to be done de noro. 

That will be the situation. I for one am willing to stand it, al- 
though I know it is going to injure the trade of New York, Philadelphia, 
Boston, and a good many other Eastern cities if China shall take that 
view of it. But as I understand, it is the policy of the Emperor of 
China to exclude his citizens or subjects from immigration to the 
United States. He makes the point boldly and broadly, and I believe 
he is sincere. 

The people of the Pacific coast were asked the question through their 
representatives who appeared before the Senate Committee on Foreign 
Relations some few years ago whether they would prefer to sacrifice 
their interests in the commerce of China, or to have Chinese laborers ex- 
cluded from the United States. Those statements are all in print and 
can be had by Senators if they desire tolookintothem. With one ac- 


cord, without any exception at all, the Senators and members of the 
House of Representatives of the Pacific coast, all of whom were pres- 
ent, I believe, except one Senator and one member of the House, said 
that they preferred to have no commerce with China at all rather than 
have an influx of Chinese laborers into this country. I was prepared 
not only to accept their statement as being entirely veracious, but te 
sympathize with them. 
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Mr. MITCHELL. The Senator believes that we were all honest in But, sir, the bill is now beyond modification, and there is no occa- 


that statement, then? 

Mr. MORGAN. I never said anything to the contrary. I do not 
impeach a man’s honesty every time I speak about him. Acting upon 
that belief, -that it is in accord with the sentiment of the Pacific Slope, 
believing that the foundation of this movement has the approval in 
advance of the Emperor of China, I am willing to vote for this bill and 
take the consequences. 

Perhaps if we should wait five years longer or two years longer, this 
evil might be set upon this country in such a way that we could not 
get rid of it. I donot know. To my mind it is a fearful question. It 
is a question of races, and we know how difficult it is to handle such 
questions when the distinctions are so broad as are those between the 
Chinaman and the white man. It is a very bad difficulty to get rid 
of. Oftentimes, yes, almost always, when I turn my mind to the race 
problem in the South, I feel that I should be willing to make any sac- 
rifices in the world to get rid of the race problem in the Sonth except 
the honor of the men and women of that country. We will not re- 
ceive them into our domestic circles and allow them to mingle with 
our blood and to become the fathers of posterity for white and black 
alike. Butmy mind turns on & recollection that has attended me since 
I was a child, of the terrible difficulties of ever eliminating from a 
free country like this any great, industrious, powerful race of people, 
either intellectually or physically, who may find a foothold in our 
midst. 

I therefore sympathize with the people of the western coast most 
heartily in desiring to lay the ax to the root of the tree and stop that 
now which hereatter it may be too late a time to stop. 

These, Mr. President, are the reasons why I shall vote for this bill. 

Mr. BLAIR. Mr. President, I have but a word to say, because I 
know the anxiety of both sides of the Chamber to dispose of this ques- 
tion to-night. 

So far as this treaty is concerned, it seems from statements made by 
the Senator from Alabama [Mr. MoRGAN] that as it came to the Sen- 
ate it was written in China, and that as we received it and before it 
was amended by action of the Senate in accordance with the American 
interests it was a Chinese treaty. Therefore if in the end we geta 
treaty which is all in accord with American interests, it will be by 
reason of the action of the Senate in making amendments which rep- 
resent whatsoever of interest the American people have in the treaty. 

We do not know, Mr. President, whether this treaty as modified will 
be assented to ornot. It is unnecessary, perhaps, that we should know, 
in reference to our action upon the bill before us. That bill coming from 
the House of Representatives, and under the circumstances in which it 
reaches us, everybody must, I think, believe, whether there be official 
reason for so believing or not, that it emanates from the Executive, 
that it is supported by the Executive, perhaps has been written by his 
hand or the hand of his amanuensis, the Secretary of State. Wehave 
a right, I think, to infer that. 

The bill passed the House of Representatives unanimously and reached 
the Senate, and has been acted upon by the Senate; and last night it 
reached the decisive vote taken by the yeas and nays, and the Senator 
from Alabama did not think it necessary then to ask for delay or in- 
action on the bill. When the bill first reached the Senate it was sug- 
gested that there must have been good reason for the action of the 
House, in view of the rejection of the treaty, and upon that basis we 
went on. 

I should say further, as a part of the history of the case, that early 
enough to have been long since responded to the Senate made request 
for information from the Executive as to whether the treaty had been 
rejected. There is no response. There has been ample time for it, and 
silence gives consent. Itis actingin bad faith with the Senate to with- 
hold information if the Executive sees that we are acting under a false 
impression or on a wrong supposition. This bill has now reached a 
stage when it is beyond modification. 

Mr. HARRIS. Will the Senator from New Hampshire permit me 
to ask him a question? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from New Hamp- 
shire yield to the Senator from Tennessee ? 

Mr. BLAIR. Certainly. 

Mr. HARRIS. If the Senate receive from the President a state- 
ment that he has no information of the rejection of the treaty, will 
the Senator from New Hampshire vote for or against the bill ? 

Mr. BLAIR. That question I will dispose of, Mr. President, when 
the fact arises upon which it is predicated. 

Mr. HARRIS. Ah! 

Mr. BLAIR. I will answer that question when it shall be a perti- 
nent question. I have something else to say now which is pertinent. 

As I was saying, the bill came to us from the House of Representa- 
tives. It has now passed the stage of modification in the Senate. If 
it were now where it could be modified, I should ask leave to move 
this amendment as an additional section: 


Sec. 5. This act shall not take effect for thirty daysafter its passage, unless be- 
fore that time the treaty pending between the Emperor of Chinaand the United 
States shall fail to be ratified and to become a law of the land; but if within 
thirty days from the passage of this act the said treaty shall have been ratified 
then this act shall be void. 


sion to wait. If we were to have further light, we ought to have re- 
ceived it; and an Executive seeing us misled and acting in good faith 
(as of course the Executive would act with us) would have answered 
the question which has been put by formal resolution as to information 
in the possession of the Executive as to the rejection of the treaty. 

And we are to consider further that, assuming the President of the 
United States to have in his inner consciousness or in possession of the 
archives of the Government information of the rejection of the treaty, 
this is none too early to take action. In a former case the President 
was in possession of a law for more than eighteen months before he saw 
fit to enter upon its execution. Now, if we enact this bill into a law, 
we can not expect him to enter upon its execution for eighteen months 
or two years. Itis high time, therefore, for the Senate to pass this bill 
by a unanimous vote, as it is doing, for who knows but what if there 
were a single opposing vote it might be made the occasion of withhold- 
ing the execution of the law even longer than in the other case? The 
idea of the Executive is that it is his obligation to execute a law eight- 
een months or two years after it has been enacted, and that the obli 
gation of his official oath does not attach until a very long period of 
time after the approval of the legislation. So we may well be up and 
doing, I think, in the passage of this bill. 

Another thing. Suppose we do pass the bill, and it reaches the 
President. ‘Then suppose we have acted under a wrong impression, 
the President has that favorite remedy, the veto. He can hold the act 
as long as he pleases. He can allow it to become a law by failing to 
return it; or he can veto it and thus save us from disaster in any 
event, 

So I have no hesitation whatever in asking for an immediate decis- 
ion upon the question pending before the Senate. I only wish to call 
the attention of the Senate to one further aspect of the whole subject 
which has been developed to my mind in the progress of the debate. 

My attention was not directed very early to this subject of Chinese 
immigration and its effects upon our institutions; only within the last 
ten years have I thought very much about the subject. That may not 
be much to my credit, but, sir, I had never studied the situation very 
much until during the last ten years, and having the impulses of a 
Republican, and, I think, of an American citizen generally, I felt that 
it was a mistaken idea to put a restriction upon immigration, thereby 
closing this great continent to which we have invited all the peoples 
of the earth for their improvement, that they might be instructed in 
republicanism and in whatsoever appertained to a higher civilization, 
that they might participate in the blessings of that civilization if they 
chose to remain here, and that if they preferred to return to their own 
land they might go as missionaries, carrying with them every good 
thing in morals, in education, in industry, in love of liberty, and in 
all that may go to build up great, free, and prosperous communities 
in the older countries. That was the way I felt about it, and that 
was the way the North generally felt about it. 

When restrictive legislation was first asked for by the people of the 
Pacific coast, it was something that I admit struck me as almost run- 
ning counter to the principles of the Declaration of Independence. It 
was only upon a closer examination, when I saw that these Chinese 
people were infinite in number and inferior to our own race, that they 
would not assimilate with our race, and that they would ultimately 
overwhelm and drown out our civilization, that I became alarmed; 
and since that time, as a Republican, and as an Eastern Republican, I 
have felt that it was indispensable that in some way consistently with 
good faith we should be able to restrict and to utterly prevent for fut- 
ure time this immigration from China. 

So it seemed perfectly natural to me that the great North, with its 
free institutions and its free spirit, should take the same view of it, and 
acting under all the circumstances with the feeling that I have ex- 
plained, the North has come to occupy precisely the same position that 
our friends of both political parties do on the Pacific coast. 

But the point that troubles me most is how our friends on the other 
side of the Chamber should apparently have the same feeling that we 
have about it. The Democratic party upon the Pacific coast was first 
in favor of Chinese immigration. Now upon that coast and all over 
the country it seems to be opposed to it, though not a Democrat has 
risen on this floor to advocate this bill or to advocate any other bill re- 
stricting Chinese immigration during the session of Congress, so far as 
Iremember. All those who have opposed it from the Democratic party 
have been our friends from the South, and I could not understand why 
they should beso exceedingly ardentand eageropponents of immigration 
which was doing injury to civilization in the North and West and feel- 
ing about this subject precisely as the Republicans did. That I could 
notunderstand. Butin looking over this book on Chinese immigration, 
which I notice is continually referred to by our friends on the other side, 
I found what I thought might be the explanation. It is in the testi- 
mony of Governor Low, of California, to be found on the seventy-sixth 
page of this book. 

He was governor of the State, and had been for three years and a half 
or four years our minister to China. He had also been a United States 


consul, I believe, and had held other positions of importance, and was 
suunmoned before this committee and questioned. I find some ques- 
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tions put to him by Mr. Pixley, representing, I think, the Chinése side 

of the subject. Mr. Sargent had been questioning Governor Low, and 

then Mr. Pixley, referring to the year 1869, put to him these questions: 
By Mr. Prxizy: 

Q. That was the year of Koopmanschap, was it not? 

A. Yes; the year of Koopmanschap. They were going to bring over any 
quantity of coolies to appas the negroes on the plantations, and some ex- 
periments were tried, I think, with very iil results, 

Q. I understood it to be a failure? 

A. They did not pay the Chinamen; that was the causs of tho failure,and 
the Chinamen quit. 


Mr. President, I do not read that to raise a laugh, because this is 
' too serious a matter; but it lets in a flood of light upon my darkened 
mind. I always like to see through a thing before I act upon it, and 
I derived this information in the shade of night. When deep sleep 
had fallen, no doubt, upon most members of the Senate I got this book, 
and reading it by my candle, I came across that passage, and it illus- 
trated what had been to me the most troublesome problem presented 
cd this entire debate. The Irishmen, the common laborers of the 

orth, found that the Chinaman could underbid them every time. He 
was a cheaper laborer. He would go just far enough below the stand- 
ard of wages to take the job every time and to starve the Irishman 
and the laborer of the North. He inevitably dragged down our civili- 
zation. There were 400,000,000 of them, you know, and of course it 
was simply a question of life and death to the whole Northern civiliza- 
tion. 

But how was it when. you came to the South? Koopmanschap and 
others introduced Chinamen. We all recollect the accounts of the ef- 
forts and the failure of the experiments. What was the difficulty? 
The Chinaman demanded his pay, and if he underbid the still cheaper 
labor of the colored man, he was coming here in multitudes, but he 
would have his pay, and by rejecting him and driving him out our 
Southern friends were able to preserve their colored labor with its ex- 
isting cheapness, costing them nothing in the world but its mere sus- 
tenance, just enough to keep them in good order as a labor-producing 
machine, and they were free from Chinese competition. To be sure it 
is a hundred thousand who are permitted to remain in the country, 
but that does not occasion them any trouble. However, if you permit 
Chinese immigration to the United States we shall not have the six or 
eight million people, which is the number of colored laborers you now 
depend upon. The Chinaman can come in like a flood and drive out 
the negro, and supply in fact the whole country and extirpate the 
laborer both North and South. i 

There, I think, is the real secret why the instinct of our friends who 
owned the labor of the South before the war and during the war and 
since the war has driven them to take the position on this subject which 
the North has attained by strong conviction and a benevolent regard 
for the real interests of the laborers of the land, because the Chinese 
could not be naturalized and could do no voting. 

There is another point to be considered. Ifthe Chinaman were the 
laborer of the South would not the negro be driven out and be deprived 
of his inestimable right of suffrage? There are many things to be 
thought of about this question, but the real secret of it all, it seems to 
me at least, is this, and I shall read it once more in order that it may 
impress itself upon the minds of the laboring people of the North, for 
it is well for them to understand the motives of their friends who are 
so strongly the opponents of Chinese immigration to-day. 

They were going to bring over any quantity of cooliestosupplant the n 
bed i plantations, and some experiments were tried, I think with very 
s Q. I understood it to be a failure. 

A. They did not pay the Chinamen; that was the cause of the failure, and the 
Chinamen quit. 

To be sure the Chinaman should have got his pay. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Shall the bill pass? Is the Senate 
ready for the question? The yeas and nays having been ordered, the 
Secretary will call the roll. 

The Secretary proceeded to call the roll. 

Mr. PASCO (when Mr. FAULKNER’s name wascalled). The Sena- 
tor from West Virginia [Mr. FAULKNER] is necessarily absent. He is 
paired with the Senator from Pennsylvania [Mr. Quay]. If the Ben- 
ator from West Virginia were present he would vote ‘‘yea.’’ 

Mr. HARRIS (when his name was called). I have a standing pair 
with the Senator from Vermont [Mr. MORRILL]. The Senator from 
Indiana [Mr. VOORHEES] is necessarily absent from the Senate. The 
Senator from Indiana, if here, would vote for the bill. I suppose the 
Senator from Vermont would also vote for the bill, but I do not know. 
However, I transfer my pair with the Senator from Vermont to the 
Senator from Indiana, and record my vote for the bill. I vote ‘‘yea.”’ 

I desire to say while I am on the floor, as the junior Senator from 
Kentucky [Mr. BLACKBURN] is not present, that the senior Senator 
from Kentucky [Mr. Beck] is paired with the Senator from Maine 

Mr. HALE]. The Senator from Kentucky [Mr. Beck] would vote 

‘yea,” if he were here. I suppose the Senator from Maine would also 
vote ‘‘ yea,” but I do not know as to that. 

Mr. PADDOCK (when his name was called). I am paired with the 
Senator from Louisiana [Mr, Eustis], but I understand and have rea- 
son to believe that he would vote ‘‘yex”’ if he were here. I therefore 
vote ‘‘yea.’? 
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Mr, PALMER (when his name was called), Iam paired with the 
Senator from North Carolina [Mr. VANce]. I understand that he 
would vote ‘‘yea,’’ if he were here, and therefore I shall vote ‘‘yea.’’ 

Mr. PASCO (when his name was called). Iam paired with the Sen- 
ator from Ilinois [Mr. FARWELL], but after the assurances received 
yesterday from his colleague [Mr. CULLom] that he would vote “‘ yea,’’ 
if present, I record my vote *‘ yea.” 

Mr. CAMERON (when Mr. Qua y’s name wascalled). My colleague 
[Mr. Quay] is paired with the Senator from West Virginia [Mr. 
FAULKNER]. If my colleague were here, he would vote ‘‘ yea,” 

Mr. DAVIS (when Mr. SABIN’s name was called). My colleague 
[Mr. SABIN] is paired with the Senator from West Virginia [Mr. 
KENNA]. If my colleague were present, he would vote ‘‘ysa.’’ 

Mr. TELLER (when his name was called). Iam paired with the 
Senator from Louisiana [Mr. GIBSON], but I am assured that he would 
vote ‘‘ yea,” if present, and therefore I vote ‘‘ yea.” 

The roll-call was coneluded. 

Mr. ALLISON. My colleague [Mr. WILson, of Iowa] is necessarily 
absent, and is paired with the Senator from Maryland [Mr. Witson]. 
I am paired with the Senator from Delaware [Mr. SAULSBURY], who, 
I suppose, if here, would vote for the bill. 

Mr. GRAY. Iam freeto say that if my colleague [Mr. BAULSBURY ] 
were present, he would vote “* yea.” ‘ 

Mr. ALLISON. Therefore I shall allow my vote ‘‘yea’’ to stand. 

Mr. MORGAN. I have a pair with the Senator from New York 
[Mr. Evarts], but his colleague [Mr. Hiscock] yesterday stated that 
if the senior Senator from New York [Mr. EVARTS] were present he 
would vote ‘‘yea’’ upon this bill. . 

Mr. HISCOCK. I have no doubt he would. 

Mr. MORGAN. All right, then. My vote in the affirmative will 
stand. 

Mr. PADDOCK. My colleague [Mr. MANDERSON] is paired with 
the Senator from Kentucky [Mr. BLACKBURN]. If my colleague were 
here, he would vote ‘‘yea.”’ 

Mr. WALTHALL. TheSenator from Kentucky [Mr. BLACKBURN] 
authorized me to state that if he were present he would vote ‘‘ yea.”’ 

Mr. CULLOM. The Senator from Vermont [Mr. EDMUNDS] re- 
turned to his home in Vermont for two or three days, and I am in- 
formed that he is unavoidably detained there for this week. 

Mr. PUGH. Iwas requested to state that the Senator from West 
Virginia [Mr. KENNA] would vote ‘‘ yea” ithe were not absent and 
paired with the Senator from Minnesota [ Mr. SABIN]. I suppose both 
Senators would vote ‘‘ yea,” 

Mr. COCKRELL. As I announced yesterday, Iam paired with the 
Senator from Connecticut [Mr. HAWLEY]. We were to leave the ques- 
tion of observing the pair to his colleague[Mr. PLATT]. Idonot know 
how the Senator from Connecticut [Mr. HAWLEY] would vote, and 
his colleague informed me yesterday that he did not know how he 
would vote. I should vote ‘‘ yea’’ if he were here. 

Mr. STEWART. Let the pair be transferred to some one else. 

Mr. PLATT. Ofcourse I can not say positively how my colleague 
would vote, for I was not advised upon thismatter, but I think I shall 
take the responsibility of relieving the Senator from Missouri from his 


pair with him. 
Mr. L. Under the circumstances, then, I shall vote. I 
vote “‘yea.’? í 


Mr. TELLER. My colleague [Mr. BowEn] is paired with the Sen- 
ator from Florida [Mr.CALL]. If my colleague were present, he would 
m ‘*yea.’? The Senator from Florida is at liberty to vote, if he 
chooses. 

Mr. BLODGETT. Iam paired with the Senator from New Hamp- 
shire [Mr. CHANDLER], but I understand that he favors this bill and 
therefore I vote ‘‘ yea.” 

Mr, BLAIR. Ifmy colleague [Mr. CHANDLER] were here, he would 
vote “yea.” He is unavoidably detained from the Senate for a few 
days. 

Mr. CHACE. My colleague [Mr. ALDRICH] is detained from the 
Senate on business of the Senate. I feel assured that if he were here 
he would favor this bill. I understand that he is paired, I can not say 


with whom. 
The result was announced—yeas 37, nays 0; as follows: 
YEAS—37. 
Allison, Cullom, Mitchell, Spooner, 
Davis, Mo: * Stewart. 
TTY, Dolph, Paddock, Stockbridge, 
Blair, George, Palmer, Teller, 
Blodgett, Gray, Pasco, Turpie, 
Cameron, Hampton, Piatt, Vest, 
Chace, Plumb, Walthall. 
Cockrell, H 3 Pugh, 
Coke, Jones of Arkansas, Reagan, 
Colquitt, Jones of Nevada, Sawyer, 
NAYS—0. 
ABSENT—39. 
Aldrich, Butler, Edmunds, Frye, 
Beck, Call, Eustis, Gibson, 
Blackburn, Chandler, Evarts, Gorman, 
Bowen, Daniel, Farwell, Hale, 
Brown, Dawes, Faulkner, Hawley, 
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Hearst, Manderson, Riddleberger, Vance, 


Hoar, Morrill, Sabin, Voorhees, 
Ingalls, Payne, Saulsbury, Wilson of Iowa, 
Kenna, Quay, Sherman, Wilson of Md. 
McPherson, Ransom, Stanford, 


The PRESIDENT protempore. A quorum not haying voted—— 

Mr. STEWART. I move that the absent Senators be invited to at- 
tend. À 

Mr. HARRIS. Let the roll be called. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Did the Chair understand the Sen- 
ator from Nevada to move that the absent Senators be requested to 
attend? 

Mr. STEWART, That is my motion. 

Mr. HARRIS. Let us first see whether a quorum will be present 
under a call of the roll of Senators. ` 

Mr, STEWART. Very well. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Secretary will call the roll of 
the Senate. 

The Secretary called the roll, and the following Senators answered 
to their names: 


Allison, Cullom, Jones of Arkansas, Reagan, 
art Delph Scena, Bema 
rry. ph, tchell, , Spooner, 
Blair,” George, Morgan, ‘art, 
Blodgett, Gray, Pad X Stockbridge, 
Cameron, Hampton, mer, N 
Chace, H: Pasco, ie, 
Cockrell, H A latt, Yy 
Coke, Hoar Plumb, Walthall, 
Colquitt, Ingalls, h, 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. ‘Thirty-nine Senators, being a quo- 
rum, have answered to their names. 

Mr. HOAR. I desire leave to say that I have been t. during 
the roll-call to-night, as I was last night, and that I refrained from 
voting for the reason stated by the Senator from Ohio [Mr. SHERMAN]. 

Mr. VEST. I move that the Senate adjourn. 

Mr. STEWART. Will the Senator from Missouri wait a moment? 

Mr. TELLER. Wait a moment and see if we can not fix a time to 
take the vote. 

Mr. VEST. Very well. 

Mr. STEWART. Iask the unanimous consentof those present that 
a vote be taken on the bill immediately after the morning business to- 
morrow, without debate so far as those who are here are concerned. 

Mr. ALLISON and Mr. TELLER. Say 1 o’clock. 

Mr. STEWART. I will ask that the vote be taken at 1 o'clock, 
without debate so far as those present are concerned. We can not bind 
those who are not present. 

Mr. TELLER. There is a quorum here. 

Mr. STEWART. As there is a quorum here I will ask unanimous 
consent that the vote be taken at 1 o’clock to-morrow. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Nevada asks unan- 
imous consent that to-morrow at 1 o’clock the vote shall be taken on 
the question shall the bill pass, without further debate. Is there ob- 
jection? The Chair hears none, and—— 

Mr. VEST. Does the Senator from Nevada propose that the vote 
shall be taken to-morrow without any debate at all? 

Mr. STEWART. The debate can go on previous to 1 o’clock. I 
propose that the vote shall be taken at 1 o'clock, 

Mr. TELLER. The debate will be previous to 1 o’clock. 

Mr. VEST. When will the bill be taken up? 

Mr. STEWART. It will be taken up immediately after the morn- 
ing business, 

Mr, TELLER. If the time to vote is fixed at 1 o’clock we should 
take up the bil) earlier than that hourif anybody wishes tospeak on it. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair will hearsuggestions from 
any Senators. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I suggest that the bill be taken up in the morn- 
ing immediately after the disposition of the routine morning business. 

r. TELLER. And that the vote be taken at 1 o’clock. 

Mr. COCKRELL. And that the vote be taken at 1 o’clock. 

Mr. STEWART. Very well. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair will then again state the 
request of the Senator from Nevada. 

Mr. HOAR. I understood that unanimous consent had been given 
to that request. The Chair so announced. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Before it had been formally agreed 
upon the Senator from Missouri [Mr. Vest] interposed a suggestion 
that some debate ought to be permitted, and the Senator from Nevada 
then modified his suggestion. 

Mr. HOAR. Isupposed the Chair had announced the first sugges- 
tion asagreed to; butif the Chair understood it otherwise it is all right. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The suggestion now is that unani- 
mous consent be given to the consideration of the bill at the close of 
the routine morning business to-morrow, and that the vote on the ques- 
tion shall the bill pass be taken at1o’clock. Isthereobjection? The 
Chair hears none, and it is so ordered. 

EXECUTIVE SESSION. 

Mr. HARRIS. I move that the Senate proceed to the consideration 

of executive business, ; 


Mr. HOAR. I move that the Senate adjourn. 

Mr. HARRIS. I will say to the Senator from Massachusetts that 
the executive business I am anxious to have disposed of will not take 
two minutes, and I shall not seek to prolong the executive session. 

Mr. HOAR. I withdraw the motion to adjourn. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair lays before the Senate 
the unfinished business, being the bill (8. 12) to provide for the forma- 
tion and admission into the Union of the State of Washington, and for 
other purposes. The Senator from Tennessee [Mr. HARRIS] moves 
that the Senate proceed to the consideration of executive business. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate proceeded to the con- 
sideration of executive business. After three minutes spent in execu- 
tive session the doors were reopened, and (at 5o0’clock and 38 minutes 
p. m.) the Senate adjourned until to-morrow, Friday, September 7, 
1888, at 12 o’clock m. í 

‘ NOMINATIONS. 
Executive nominations received by the Senate September 6, 1838. 
PROMOTIONS IN THE ARMY. 
Pay Department. 

Maj. William Smith, paymaster, to be deputy paymaster-general, 
with the rank of lientenant-colonel, September 6, 1888, vice Johnston, 
retired from active service. 

Second Regiment of Artillery. 

Second Lieut. George F. Barney, to be first lieutenant, September 3, 
1888, vice Howard, deceased. 

Second Regiment of Artillery. 

Additional Second Lieut. William 8. Peirce, of the First Artillery, 
to be second lieutenant, September 3, 1888, vice Barney, promoted. 

~ Twenty-fifth Regiment of Infantry. 

Additional Second Lieut, Charles G. French, of the Twentieth In- 
aT, to be second lieutenant, September 1, 1888, vice Adams, re- 
signed, 


CONFIRMATIONS. 
Executive nominations confirmed by the Senate September 6, 1888. 
UNITED STATES CONSULS. 

Vicente M. Bava, of New Mexico, to be consul of the United States 
at Piedras Negras. 

J. G. Cisco, of Jackson, Tenn., to be consul of the United States at 
Nuevo Laredo. 

JUSTICE OF THE PEACE. 

Lewis I. O’ Neal, of the District of Columbia, to be a justice of the 
peace within and for the District, to be assigned to the city of Wash- 
ington. 

POSTMASTERS. 

Walter B. Tedford, to be postmaster at Santa Ana, in the county of 
Los Angeles and State of California. 

John S. Stuff, to be postmaster at Livingston, in the county of Park 
and Territory of Montana. 

Frank P. Thompson, to be postmaster at Cloquet, in the county of 
Carlton and State of Minnesota. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
THURSDAY, September 6, 1888, 


The House met at 12 o'clock m. Prayer by Rev. J. H. CUTHBERT, 
D. D. 
The Journal of yesterday’s proceedings was read and approved. 


NICHOLAS J. BIGLEY. 


Mr. BAYNE. Mr. Speaker, the Senate bill 3074, for the relief of 
Nicholas J. Bigley, was referred to the Committee on Claims. The 
same bill has been reported by the Committee on War Claims, and I 
ask by unanimous consent the bill be returned by the Committee on 
Claims and that it lie on the table. 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 


CATHOLIC CHURCH OF ST. PETER AND ST. PAUL, 


The SPEAKER laid before the House the bill (H. R. 1073) for the 
relief of the Roman Catholic Church of St. Peter and St. Paul, at 
Chattanooga, Tenn., with a Senate amendment. 

Mr. NEAL. This is a mere verbal amendment, and I hope it will 
be agreed to. 

The amendment of the Senate was agreed to. 


RETURN OF BILL TO SENATE, J 


The SPEAKER also laid before the House the following communi- 
cation from the Senate: 
IS THE SENATE or THE Unsrrep STATES, September 4, 1888. 


Ordered, That the Secretary be directed to request the House of Representa- 
tives to return to the Senate House bill 5716, for establishing a light at 
of Otter Creek, Lake Champlain, 
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The SPEAKER. If there be no objection, this request will be agreed 
to, and the bill will be returned to the Senate. 
There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 


LEAVE OF ABSENCE. 


By unanimous consent, leave of absence was granted as follows: 

To Mr. MonTGOMERY, indefinitely, on account of sickness. 

To Mr. Joux R. Brown, for ten days, on account of important bus- 
iness. 

To Mr. BUCHANAN, indefinitely, on account of sickness. 


` PATRICK H. WINSTON, JR. 


Mr. OATES. I ask unanimous consent to discharge the Committee 
on Claims from the further consideration of the bill (S. 212) for the 
relief of Patrick H. Winston, jr.; and thatit be considered in the House 
at this time. I would ask leave to state what the object of the bill is 
in one minute’s time. 

The Clerk read the title of the bill, as follows: 

A bill (S. 212) for the relief of Patrick H. Winston, jr. 


Mr. OATES. That Senate bill was referred to the Committee on 
Claims. Prior to that a bill in the same language was reported by the 
Committee on the Judiciary to this House in favor of this claimant, 
and that is the reason why I ask that the Committee on Claims be dis- 
charged from the further consideration of this bill. 

Mr. McCREARY. Let the bill be read. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to pay to Patrick H. Winston, ap out of any moneys 
in the Treasury not otherwise appropriated, the sum of $1,000, for legal services 
rendered by him in the defense of Tom Hill, a captain of the Indian police of 
the Nez Percé Agency. Idaho Territory, charged with the killing of the Indian 
Nine Pipes, said services haying been rendered by the request of Mr, Charies 
Monteith, United States agent at the Nez Percé reservation, and of Hon. Nor- 
man Buck, judge of the first judicial district of Idaho Territory. 


Mr. OATES. I desire to say to the House that this gentleman was 
employed to defend this case by the direction of the Attorney-General, 
and the Attorney-General recommends that this bill be paid. It is 
reasonable and was approved by the Department, and has been con- 
sidered by the Judiciary Committee of the House. 

The SPEAKER, Is there objection to the consideration of the bill ? 
The Chair hears none. 

‘The bill was ordered to a third reading; and it was accordingly read 
the third time, and passed. 

Mr. OATES moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill was 
passed; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 
table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

The SPEAKER. If there be no objection, the House bill upon the 
same subject will be laid upon the table. 


PUBLIC BUILDING, STERLING, ILL. 


Mr. HENDERSON, of Illinois. I ask unanimous consent to dis- 
charge the Committee of the Whole on the state of the Union from 
the further consideration of the bill (S. 1940) to provide for the con- 
struction of a public building at Sterling, Ill., and that the same may 
be considered at this time. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


Be il enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to purchase, or acquire by condemnation proceedings or 
srocaeinheest a ane for, and cause to be erected thereon, a suitable building for the 
accomm: ion of the post-office and other Government offices at the city of 
Sterling, in the State of Illinois; and plans, specifications, and full estimates for 
said building shall be previously made and approved according to law, and shall 
not exceed, for the site and building complete, the sum of $100,000: Provided, 
That the site shall leave the building unexposed to danger from fire in adjacent 
buildings byan open a of not less than 40 feet, including streets and alleys ; 
and no money appropriated for this purpose shall be available until a valid title 
to the site of said building shall be vested in the United States, nor until the 
State of Illinois shall have ceded to the United States exclusive jurisdiction over 
the same, during the time the United States shall be or remain the owner there- 
of, for all purposes except the administration of the criminal laws of said State 
and the service of civil process therein; nor shall any site be purchased until 
estimates for the erection of a paning which will furnish sufficient accommo- 
dations for the transaction of the public business, and which shall not exceed in 
cost the balance of the sum herein limited after the site shall have been pur- 
chased and paid for, shall have been approved by the Secretary of the EU reap d 
and no purchase of site, nor plan for said building, shall be prpcoved by the 
Secre of the Treasury involving an expenditure exceeding the said sum of 
$100,000 for site and building. 


The amendment proposed is: 

Sec. 2. That the sum of $10,000 be, and the same is hereby, appropriated, out 
of any money in the Treasury not otherwise appropriated, to be used and ex- 
pended for the purpose provided in this act. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection? 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Illinois. I desire to make astatement. This 
is not a fancy building. The amount is only $40,000; asum necessary 
to make a good substantial post-office building in a very flourishing 
city, where the post-office receipts are now more than $13,009 and the 
net receipts amount to more than $3,000. 

Mr. McCREARY. How much has already been appropriated ? 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Hlinois. Nothing at all. This is the first 
appropriation proposed, and is only $40,000. The necessity for this 
building is shown by the report. The fact is the Post-Office Depart- 


ment can not obtain a suitable building for the post-office in Sterling 
at any reasonable rent. 

Mr. MCMILLIN. Is there'a court held there? 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Illinois. There is no court at present in 
Sterling for which this building would be used. 

Mr. McMILLIN. What rent is paid for the building that is now be- 
ing used there? 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Illinois. The rent now paid is about $800 
for an unsuitable building, and the Post-Office Department has been 
offering to pay $1,200, and can not obtain a suitable building for that 
sum. 

Mr. McMILLIN. We have passed already an enormous number of 
public buildings bills. 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Illinois. Not one for the State of Illinois. 

Mr. McMILLIN. While I am disposed not to make any captious 
opposition, where the question has come to divide the responsibility 
with each individual member, I think this matter has been drawn out 
a long way this session, and I shall have to object to this bill. 

ORDER OF BUSINESS. 

Mr. McCREARY. I demand the regular order, 

The SPEAKER. The regular order is the call of the committees for 
reports. 

Mr. McCREARY. I move to dispense with the call of committees 
for reports, and that members having reports to submit may be permit- 
ted to file them with the Clerk for reference. 

The motion was agreed to, and the morning hour was dispensed with 

MRS, GENERAL WARD B, BURNETT. 


Mr. STRUBLE. I desire to call up the special order for this morn- 
ing on a pension bill. 

TheSPEAKER. There is a special order for this morning, which 
the Clerk will report. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Senate bill 681, a bill granting an increase of pension to Mrs, General Ward 
B. Burnett. 


Mr. STRUBLE. I ask unanimous consent for two minutes time on 


this special order. 
There was no objection. 
Mr. STRUBLE. Presuming there are those present who do not 


know the exact status of the bill, I desire to say that the question is a 
motion to reconsider the vote whereby the engrossment and third read- 
ing of the bill was denied. Mr. Speaker, I would like, on behalf of 
this beneficiary, that this motion may prevail. If it does prevail I 
give notice that I will make a motion to reduce the amount provided 
for in this bill from $100 to $75, and I would like the bill then to go 
atom question of its passage as many of these other bills have gone 
ore it. 

Mr. McCREARY. If the bill to which the gentleman from Iowa 
refers was set for consideration to-day, I ask unanimous consent to 
postpone its consideration for one week. ; 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Iowa has submitted a motion, 
as the Chair understands, to reconsider the vote by which the House 
refused to order the bill indicated by him toa third reading. The 
pending question is on the motion of the gentleman from Iowa to re- 
consider that vote, and the gentleman states that his purpose is to move 
to amend the bill by striking out $100 and inserting $75, as the rate of 
pension. The motion to reconsider is a privileged motion—— 

Mr. McCREARY. It is so important that we go on with the bill 
which we had under consideration yesterday until we complete it, that 
I am compelled to ask unanimous consent that the bill to which the 
gentleman from Iowa refers be postponed for one week. 

Mr. STRUBLE. I ask the gentleman from Kentucky [Mr. Mc- 
CREARY] to consent to a vote on this motion, and then I will agree 
that the consideration of the bill may go over until next Thursday, if 
he desires. 

Mr. MCMILLIN. I would ask the gentleman from Iowa whether 
this is not one of that class of bills that have been set down for con- 
sideration and postponed two or three times already ? 

Mr. STRUBLE. It is; but it stands on different ground from those, 
being under a special order of the House. 

Mr. McMILLIN. ThenI would suggest that the gentleman comply 
with the request of the gentleman from Kentucky and let the bill go 
over until a future day, when it can come up for consideration with 
other similar bills. 

Mr. BLAND. We refused to consider some private bills yesterday 
in the interest of a great public measure, and I hope the House will 
adhere to that course. 

The SPEAKER. Unanimousconsent is asked, Is there objection ? 

Mr. BLAND. I object. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Kentucky [Mr. McCREARY] 
asks unanimous consent that the consideration of the bill indicated by 
the gentleman from Iowa [Mr. StRUBLE] be postponed for one week, 
and the gentleman from Missouri objects. [Laughter.] 

Mr. BLAND. Oh,no. What I want to do is to postpone it. 

The SPEAKER. ‘The motion to reconsider called up by the gentle- 
man from Iowa is a privileged motion, and the gentleman from Keg- 
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tucky asks unanimous consent that the consideration of the bill to which 
the motion refers be postponed for one week, Is there objection to the 
reyuest of the gentleman from Kentucky ? 

Mr. STRUBLE. I should like to have a vote this morning upon 
the motion to reconsider. 

The SPEAKER, The gentleman from Iowa objects. 

Mr. STRUBI,E. I would like to have a vote on the motion to re- 
consider, so as to have the bill placed in a position where it can be put 
upon its passage; and if the gentleman from Kentucky will consent to 
take the vote now on the motion to reconsider, I will not further de- 
tain the House to-day. 

The SPEAKER. The request of the gentleman from Kentucky for 
unanimous consent to postpone the consideration of the bill indicated 
by the gentleman from Iowa [Mr. StRUBLE] for one weekis objected to. 

Mr. MCMILLIN. Who objects? 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Iowa [Mr. SrRuBLE,] in 
charge of the bill. 

Mr. STRUBLE. I would like to have a vote now upon the motion 
to reconsider. 

Mr. McCREARY. Then, Mr. Speaker, I move to postpone the 
further consideration of the motion to reconsider until next Thursday, 
immediately after the reading of the Journal. 

The question was taken on the motion of Mr. McCREARY, and there 
were—ayes 50, noes 48. 

So the motion to postpone was to. 

[Mr. BRUMM withholds his remarks for revision. See APPENDIX. ] 

Mr. SCOTT. Mr. Speaker, I must confess the remarks of the gen- 
tleman from Pennsylvania [ Mr. BRUMM ] havesomewhat surprised me, 
But considering the fact, sir, that he has just been renominated in his 
district, possibly campaign literature from a Republican point of view 
may not be very effective when he goes home to meet his constituents, 
and that it was essentially necessary for him, whether confining him- 
self to the truth or not, he should go home with a new issue and one 
he thought might possibly give him a notoriety which he would not 
otherwise have. 

What was the cause, Mr. Speaker, of the issue between the gentle- 
man and myself on this floor, and how has he, as a Representative and 
a man of honor, conducted it here? He, during my absence from 
this House, charged me with having employed Pinkerton detectives. 
This was a direct specific, with no ambiguity aboutit. Sub- 
sequently he fell from Pinkerton detectives to the Coal and Iron police. 
Well, there was another specific charge. But when I returned and 
the matter was called to my attention I said I would bring him before 
the bar of this House to answer that charge, And I intended to have 
done so, but on account of the important questions here for considera- 
tion, and the time of the House being so valuable, though I knew the 
gentleman had made a statement that was absolutely false and which 
I will in the next ten minutes prove to be so, I thought I would rather 
stand his accusation against me than take up the time of this House, so 
valuable to the country. 

Now, sir, let us come down to the real facts. The first charge the 
gentleman made against me was that I had employed Pinkerton de- 
tectives, and next that I hademployed the Coal and Iron police of the 
Reading Railroad. Let ussee who has been employing detectives there. 
I ask the gentleman to listen to this. 

Mr. BRUMM. Iam listening. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

[From the Free Press, Minersville, Schuylkill County, Pennsylvania.] 


That Congressman BRUMM is inconsistent and h; itical is borne out by 
his almost every action. An instance in connection with his recent denuncia- 
tion of the Coaland Iron police comestomind. It will be remembered that dur- 
ing the campaign last fall Mr, Bkum™ made a speech in Mountaineer Hall,when 
he highly culogi our townsman Captain Levan, who was the Fusion candi- 
date for recorder. Among other things, he said in substance, ‘‘Some people 
object to our friend Levan because he is a Coal and Iron policeman. Why, sirs, 
that isa silly objection. Coaland Iron policemen are neccessary to the preserva- 
tion of peace and good order in the community— 

[Laughter and applause on the Democratic side of the House]— 


a I say to you that I went to Harrisburg and asked for his appointment my- 
self. 


[Laughter and applause. ] 

Mr. SCOTT. Does the gentleman deny that? 

Mr. BRUMM. No, Ido not deny it. [Laughter.] 

The Clerk continued the reading, as follows: 

Ofcourse Captain Levan and his friends were present and “ took itin,” know- 
ing that in a score of es previously delivered in the es throughout 
the county Mr. Brum™ had p ly failed to give “ our friend Levan” any 
such send-off, Well, the point is Mr. BRUMM did say Coal and Iron policemen 
are necessary, etc., and yet only a few months after making the assertion he gets 
up in Congress and ee into Coal and pho seers ea and bitterly denounces 

essrs. Scorr and Coxe, two of the many operators, for contributing to a 
common fund to pay these o; . Think of the inconsistency! Denouncing 
ol tors for employing and paying a man that he himself asked to have em- 
ployed and paid! 

[Applause on the Democratic side. ] 

Mr. BRUMM. The only difference is—— 

Mr. SCOTT. No—— 

Mr. BRUMM. You asked me a question; let me answer it. 

Mr. SCOTT. No, no; keep your seat. Iam not de=2 with you—I 
have not begun with you yet. 


Mr. BRUMM. You asked me a question; do you refuse to let me 
answer it? [Cries of ‘‘Sit down!’’on the Democraticside.] You had 
better try to make me; any of you. 

Mr. SCOTT. Now, the gentleman from Pennsylvania, and I wish to 
reiterate it, has made a charge against me that I was employing police- 
men, and he has read some affidavits in which possibly those policemen 
may have been employed as he states; but I will show him how they 
were employed and for what reason they wereemployed. The gentle- 
man has referred and has called the attention of the House specially 
to Holden Chester. Holden Chester was at one time superintendent 
of the Mineral Railroad and Mining Company, in which I never had 
any interest, and it is essential the House should keep this in view, but 
he resigned that position and was afterwards hired by me to take a posi- 
tion in my company, the Union Coal Company. When those policemen 
were appointed to the Coal and Mineral Railroad and Mining Company, 
Mr. Chester was acting in another capacity and not in my employ. 
Listen to what he has to say. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


STATE OF PENNSYLVANIA, County of Northumberland, ss: 

Personally a; before me,a notary public in and forsaid county, Holden 
Chester, who, X eier egis duly sworn according to law, deposeth and saith that 
he is a resident of the boro: of Shamokin, in the county and State aforesaid, 
and has been for more than fifteen years last and is and has been for sev-_ 
eral years superintendent of the Union Coal Company, a corporation in which 
Hon. WILLIAM L. Scorr is largely interested, and that as such superintend- 
ent it is his duty to and he does employ and discharge the men employed in 
around, and connected with the coal mines and collieries in the said county of 
Northumberland, carried on and operated by the said Union Coal Company 
under this deponent as superintendent as aforesaid. And this deponent further 
says that as such superintendent he has never employed any Coal and Iron 
lice or detectives in, around, or connected with the said coal mines or collieries 
and that the said Union Coal Company has not contributed to the support of, 
nor had in its employ, any Coal and Iron police or detectives since he has a 
as superintendent as aforesaid to the knowledge of this deponent, and he would 
have known it had there been any such contribution made or any Coal and Iron 


police or detectives so employed, 
HOLDEN CHESTER. 


Sworn and subscribed to before me this 28th day of May, A. D. 1888. 

[SEAL J W. E. ZIMMERMAN, Notary Public, 

Mr. SCOTT. I also ask the Clerk to read this letter. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

THE UNION COAL Company, 
4 Shamokin, Pa., May 28, 1888, 

Drar Sim: We inclose affidavit and further state that the only thing that can 
possibly be construed to our employing any police whateyer will be found in 
the following facts: 

The Pennsylvania colliery, situated about 7 miles east of this point—where 
we pay all hands working at our other twocollieries—therefore to avoid the ex- 
pense and loss of time to our menat Pennsylvania colliery in causing them 
to come to this office for their pay, we carry it to them semi-monthly, and it be- 
ing 7 miles along a lonely and uninhabited road to said colliery, we frequently 
take one of our town constables with us, or if none are at hand, one of the town 

lice, and pay them for such service generally $1.50 for the trip. This has noth- 
ng whatever to do with what are termed the “ Coal and Iron police” employed 
throughout the coal region. They are employed by the Reading Coal and Iron 
Company, and I am creditably informed that to pay for their service a small 
percentage is cha: upon the tonnage of all c ship; by th@ company, as 
well as all coal shi by individuals working upon their lands. 

This we have no! w ver to do with, as we neither work upontheirland 
or ship any coal over their road, or pay anything to the support of such “Coal 
and Iron police.” 

Yours respectfully, 
HOLDEN CHESTER, 
Superintendent, 

Hon. W. L. Scorr, Washington, D. C. 

Mr. SCOTT. I would call the attention of the House, Mr. Speaker, 
to the fact that the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. BRUMM] has 
produced no affidavits here and made no statements substantiating his 
original charge in connection with my having employed Pinkerton’s 
detectives or the Reading Coal and Iron police. His original charge 
against me was that I had employed Pinkerton’s detectives. The gen- 
tleman has the right that any other member on this floor has to par- 
ticipate in debate; but there is always’a courtesy when a personal dis- 
pute is going on, or a controversy between one member and another— 
for it is reasonable to suppose that each is capable of taking care of 
himself—that a third party having no interest in the matter can not 
with propriety interject himself. If he does, for what; for the purpose 
of notoriety? [Laughter.] Did the gentleman from Pennsylvania 
confine himself to the truth, even when he undertook to interfere in a 
personal matter where he had no interest? He tolda falsehood atthat 
time; because he must admit that he has not now substantiated his 
charge—my employment of Pinkerton’sdetectives. He then fell down, 
as I have said, to the Coal and Iron police. 

Now, sir, the gentleman leaves his own bailiwick, and he undertakes 
to cover the State of Pennsylvania, and he straddles the Allegheny 
Mountains [laughter], and we find him on the Youghiogheny River, 
some three to five hundred miles away from his district. To makeany 
kind of a case, or supposed case, he found it essential to go over there; 
and he did not make very much there, as I will show. And then he 
takes a turn northward, and we-find him in the city of Erie, around 
my rolling mills and down on my docks, and he reads a lotof extracts 
here from newspapers, probably Republican ex parte statements, and 
personal letters that nobody under heaven could ever trace the author of, 
and which he declines to name, and then asks this House to accept 
these statements as facts! . 
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Now I will tell the gentleman about the ejectments at my property 
at Erie, and I can furnish affidavits for the statement. The men em- 
ployed at my rolling-mill there struck, and I signed the article and 
gave them the notice read by the gentleman. That mill from the day 
of that strike never turned another wheel. The previous year in the 
operations of that mill I had sunk between $30,000 and $40,000. It 
is not necessary for me to go into an explanation of these business 
matters. The House is not interested in them; but I will say this to 
the gentleman, that of the thirty houses—and that has been some 
years ago—on that property —— 7 

Mr. BRUMM (interrupting). One of them being a stable, I believe. 

Mr. SCOTT. Yes. 

Mr. BRUMM. And huddling the people together in such quarters. 

Mr. SCOTT. No, sir; that is not true. They are good houses, and 
the stable was never used for other than stable pu 

Mr. BRUMM. I have some evidence on that point. 

Mr. SCOTT. And from the time of that strike never was there an 
ejectment made from one of these houses; the families of the men re- 
maining in them for over eighteen months without the payment of one 
single cent of rent, and I kept most of them in coal andin food.  [ Pro- 
longed applause on the Democraticside.] I willsubstantiate that state- 
ment; and I believe, sir, that there are some of the families there to- 
day, and they have never paid one cent of rent. And those are pretty 
good houses, too. 

Now, that is an answer to you, sir, and your statement, and what 
yon have just read, and it can all be verified. Now we will go down 
with you to the Youghiogheny River with your ‘‘ pluck me” stores. 

Mr. Speaker, employing, as I do, at these mines from twenty-five hun- 
dred to thirty-five hundred men, and furnishing homes for their fami- 
lies, it is almost impossible to make out the pay-rolls weekly. But the 
system thereis this: Every two weeks these pay-rolls are made out, and 
at the end of two weeks every man comes up and gets hiscash. But 
the families of these men during these two weeks—they are nota provi- 
dent class—need to go to the store. That property is under my con- 
trol, and no store can be erected within a mile or more of the mines 
except it is on the property. Ido not propose to let gin shops and other 
such institutions comein there. Butthe miners have their money, and 
are paid every two weeks. These order-books which the gentleman has 
referred to are issued this way: The wife of one of these miners can 
come and get a book for $5. We do not want to keep accounts with 
her or with her husband. They go to the store and they take off a 1- 
cent ticket or a 25-cent or a 50-cent ticket, get what they want, and come 
away. At the end of the two weeks whatever they have not used of 
that book is bronght in, and they get the cash for it. Now I am nearly 
done—— 

Mr. JOHNSTON, of North Carolina. There is nothing of compul- 
sion in the matter? 

Mr. SCOTT. Nota icle of it. 

Mr. JOHNSTON, of North Carolina. And they are not compelled 
to do their trading at these stores ? 

Mr. SCOTT. Not at all. They are not required to spend a cent 
there. They may keep the book, and if they do not use any portion of 
it they can get the entire amount for it at the end of the time. They 
are not under compulsion to take the books, which were designed merely 
for their convenience. 

Now, sir, I desire to have this affidavit read, and this will practi- 
cally end what I have to say. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

STATE OF PENNSYLVANIA, County of Allegheny, ss: 


Before me, the subscriber, a notary public in and for said county, personally 
appeared James Matthews, who being duly sworn according to law doth de- 
pose and say that he has been the superintendent of the tt Haven coal 

_ mines since the commencement of operations in the month of April, 1878; that 
at the time the Scott Haven mines were open, and for a long time prior thereto, 
the coal mines known as the Penn Gas coal mines and the Westmoreland Coal 
Company mines, near to the Seott Haven mines, had been worked and operated 
and were and now are the leading coal mines with which the Scott Haven mines 
came in competition in the market, the coal in the three several mines being of 
the same grade and quality and found sale in the same market. 

That in April, 1878, the Scott Haven mines were about to be opened and it was 

that the miners should be paid from time to time the same wages as 
might be from time to time by the Penn Gas Coal Company and the Westmore- 
land Coal Company. 

In August, 1878, there was a general depression in the coal business and re- 
ductions were made in wages by the Penn Gas Coal Company and the West- 
mo Coal Company at their mines, and then the Scott Haven mines made 
a reduction from 2} to 2 cents per bushe!. At this time a strike took place for 
a short time, when the men resumed work for 2 cents per bushel, the same 
phe as was paid by the Penn Gas Coal Company and the Westmoreland Coal 


mpany. 
In October, 1879, the miners at Scott Haven struck for an advance from 2} to 3 
cents per bushel, which strike continued to the latter part of November. Durin 
this strike the miners at the Penn Gas Coal Company and the Westmorelan: 
Coal Company’s mines were at work for 2} cents per bushel. Work was re- 
sumed at the tt Haven Mines at 2} cents per bushel. Four of the miners 
who refused to work at the price paid by the Westmoreland Coal Cpa and 
the Penn Gas Coal Company at their mines, after several days longer notice to 
vacate than weeny required, were ejected and other men employed by the com- 
a. went into the possession of these houses. The -families ejected moved 
into vacant houses in the neighborhood without any other or further incon- 
venience than ordinarily takes place in moving a short distance. Three of 
these men, James Farrow, George Fine, and George Haden, afterwards were 
taken back into the employ of the company owning the Scott Haven Mines, at 
the same time returning with their families to the houses of the company, where 


they have remained cover since, and they are living there to-day. The other, 


_Were at work at 3 cents 


whom I think was George Ashoff, lives in the vicinity and has been working 
in the Scott Haven Mines ever since. 

On April 15, 1882, the miners at Scott Haven struck for an advance to 4 cents 
per bushel. This strike continued to June of the same year, when work was 
resumed at 3} cents. During this strikethe miners at the Penn Gas Coal Com- 
pany’s mines and the Westmoreland Coal Company's mines were paid and at 
work at 3} cents per bushel. 

In February, 1584, the miners at Scott Haven struck on account of a roduc- 

tion from 3} to 3 cents perbushel. This strike continued for about thirty days, 
when the men went to work at 3 cents per bushel. During this strike the 
miners at Penn Gas Coal oi : y and Westmoreland Coal Company mines 
per " 
In ieena rje a strike took place on account of a reduction from 3 to 2} 
cents per bushel, which continued to April 29. Forsome months prior to this 
the Scott Haven mines continued to pay 3 cents after the Penn and Westmore- 
land Company mines had reduced the wages to 2} cents, Work was resumed 
at 2} cents per bushel. About 20th March, 1888, men at Scott Haven mines 
struck for an advance to 2} cenis, and the men at Penn and Westmoreland 
struck for an advance from 50 to 60 cents per ton, Scott Haven mines grauted 
the advance, upon which terms the men continued to work during the month 
of May. The miners at the Penn Gas Coal Company and Westmoreland Coal 
Company mines remained out until June,and then resumed work at 55 cents 
perton. The Scott Haven mines then asked a reduction to 55 cents per ton, 
when a strike occurred which continued until August, when the men went to 
work at 55 cents per ton. 

In January, 1883, the miners at Scott Haven struck for an advance to (cents 
per ton, which strike continued until aboutthe middle of March, when the men 
resumed work at 60 cents per ton—the same price as offered them at the begin- 
ning of the strike. During this strike the miners atthe Penn Gas Coal Com- 
pany and the Westmoreland pany miners were at work at 60 cents per ton. 

The managers of the owners of the Scott Haven mines.have never refused to 
employ men because of their connection with the Knights of Labor or because 
of membership in that or any other organization, but on the contrary, Knights 
of Labor have from time to time worked at the Scott Haven mines,and many 
of the miners now at work in said mines are Knights of Labor. 

Pinkerton detectives have never at_ any time been employed or in any way 
or manner used af or about the Scott Haven mines. James Mathews, superin- 
tendent of the mines, John F. Hosack, assistant superintendent, W. W. Burling- 
ham, tipple-hand,and Adam Trost, stable boss, constitute the only police force 
ever known in or about the Scott Haven premises who simply hold police power 
by commision from the governor of Pennsylvania and are known as a part of 
the coal and iron police under a law of the State of Pennsylvania. 

These men deponent says he had appointed on his own responsibility to pro- 
tect the company’s property from trespasses, but they have never madeasingle 
arrest or interfered in any way whatsoever with the liberties of any one. 

Since the commencement of mining operations at the Scott Haven mines in 
April, 1878, not one ton of coal has been therein mined at a less price than has 
been id by their neighbors and competitors, the Penn Gas Cont OOM DASS and 
the Westmoreland Coal Company, while on two occasions the Scott Haven 
mines paid a higher and better price than was paid by the said Penn Gas-Coal 
Company and the Westmoreland Coal Company. 

JAMES MATHEWS. 


Sworn and subscribed before me this 29th day of May, A. 
[SEAL] JAS. V. Mc. 


STATE or PENNSYLVANIA, County of Allegheny, ss: 


Before me, the subscriber, a notary publie in and for said county, personally 
appeared John F. Hosack, who being by me duly sworn acco: to law doth 
depose and say that he 1s the assistant superintendent of the Scott Haven mines 
and has been since the commencement of operations at said mines in April, 
1878, and that he is acquainted with the statements made in the above and fore- 
going affidavits of James Mathews, and that the same are true and correct to 
the best of his knowledge and belief. 

JOHN F. HOSACK. 


Sworn and subscribed before me this 29th day of May, 1888. 
[SEAL.] JAS. V. McMASTERS, Alderman. 


Mr. SCOTT. Mr. Speaker, I can briefly andin avery few words ex- 
plain that affidavit. : 

Mr. BRUMM. Both of these parties are your superintendents or 
your employés. 

Mr. SCOTT. They aresuperintendentsor officers. That whole state- 
ment in the affidavit there gives a succinct history of every strike that 
ever occurred at that property (there are about three thousand men 
working there) and how it was settled, and the wages paid. I call the 
attention of the House to the fact that this is the same property in re- 
gard to which I farnished evidence of what the wage-workingmen in 
the unprotected industries of the country were receiving as compared 
with the wages paid by the protected industries of the country; and 
it was a comparison of the wage-working skilled miners at this prop- 
erty which I made with the wage-workers of the Carnegie property. 
I showed that while these men working in these mines were earning 
from $4 to $5 a day (and I took up fifty of them), Carnegie & Co. were 
paying their men, protected as they were from 55 to 103 per cent., an 
average of $2.50 a day; and that is the main difficulty with the gen- 
tleman here and his friends on the other side. Now I will close this 
case, for it is nonsense to go further. But I want to say here that there 
are two big coalcompanies there. I will ask my friend from Pittsburgh 
[Mr. BAYNE], is there any bigger coal company in that section than 
the Westmoreland and Penn? 

Mr. BAYNE. I think not. s 

Mr. SCOTT. My property is as large as both of them combined, and 
we are contiguous. I can go under-ground from my property into 
theirs. Weare competitors in the market. What was the agreement 
which the gentleman read here? It was simply this, that whatever 
wages the Penn and Westmoreland Company paid for mining coal I 
would pay; that, if the Penn and Westmoreland men struck and my 
men were working at a fixed rate of 60 cents a ton, say, and thestrike 
of the Penn and Westmoreland men lasted a year and they went in 
afterwards at 70 cents, I agreed to pay every man for that past year’s 
work 10 cents a ton more on all the coal that they had mined. But 
what does the ailidavit show? It shows for a period of three years 
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that, although I had that agreement, I paid out over $30,000 to these 
men in excess of the prices received by the Penn and Westmoreland 
miners. ` 

Mr. Speaker, it is hardly necessary, I think, in my own defense, to 
say much more on this subject. I hope that when the gentleman from 
Pennsylvania [Mr. BRUMM] returns to his constituency, when he un- 
dertakes to explain to them this charge, he will at least take these 
affidavits along with him, and my answer, and particularly will not 
forget the newspaper part of it relating to himself and his recommen- 
dation in regard to the Reading Coal and Iron policemen, and present 
it fairly and squarely when he gets on the stump. [Applause on the 
Democratic side. ] 

I reserve the balance of the time. 

Mr. BRUMM. Thegentleman flies from facts to quibbling all through 
his remarks. : 

Mr. SCOTT. Is the gentleman entitled to the floor now? 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman has six minutes of his time re- 
maining. 

[Mr. Beram withholds his remarks for revision. See APPENDIX. ] 

ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


Mr. McCREARY. Iask unanimous consent that the consideration 
hour be dispensed with. I make this request in order that I may call 
up House bill 11309, commonly called the retaliation bill, so that we 
may proceed with its consideration and, if possible, complete it to-day. 

Mr. WASHINGTON. I would not object, Mr. Speaker, but for the 
fact that my committee has a bill hung up here as unfinished business. 

Mr. McCREARY. You can go on with that to-morrow. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman can not go on with it to-morrow 
except by consent of the House. Is there objection to the request of 
the gentleman from Kentucky ? 

Mr. WHITE, of New York. I feel bound to object, Mr. Speaker, 
because there are very important matters awaiting consideration. 

Mr. MCMILLIN. I rise to a parliamentary inquiry. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. McMILLIN. This bill having been privileged to be reported at 
any time the privilege goes to its consideration at any time, and my 
inquiry is whether or noa motion to proceed to its consideration would 

‘now be in order? 

TheSPEAKER. TheChairthinksnot. It issimplya special order, 
and the Chair thinks that unless expressly ordered by the House the 
bill does not come up except when general legislation of that character 
comes up, but it would then have preference over all other matters. 
The call for the consideration of bills rests with the Committee on 
Coinage, Weights, and Measures, the Committee on Expenditures in 
the Interior Department having been passed over. 

A MEMBER. They reserved their time. 

The SPEAKER. But the question is—and it has never been de- 

` termined heretofore—whether a committee can break in on an hour 
which is actually occupied by another committee, or whether it must 
wait until the consideration hour, or some part of it, is unoccupied. It 
is of course entirely immaterial to the Chair. 

Mr. O’NEILL, of Missouri. When the Committee on Expenditures 
in the Interior Department was called, the chairman, the tleman 
from Tennessee [Mr. WASHINGTON], was absent from the Hall, and I 
asked that the committee be passed over, not losing its right. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair stands corrected. ‘The business of the 
Committee on Coinage, Weights, and Measures was completed and the 
call now rests with the Committee on Expenditures in the Interior 
Department, which has an unfinished bill pending. The hour begins 
at eight minutes past 2. The Clerk will report the title of the bill. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

A bill (H. R. 1548) to increase the efficiency of the medical division of the Pen- 
sion Bureau. 

Mr. WASHINGTON. Mr. Speaker, when this bill was under con- 

ideration on a previous day, I reserved my time. The gentleman from 
diana [Mr. CHEADLE] asked for the floor in order to have some mat- 
ter read, and I will now yield to him for that p 

Mr. CANNON. The gentleman from Indiana [ Mr. CHEADLE] has 
the floor in his own right. s 

Mr. CHEADLE. The gentleman has an hour, if he sees proper to 


occupy it. 

Mr. TAULBEE.. Who has an hour, Mr. Speaker? 

= SPEAKER. The gentleman from Tennessee [Mr. WASHING- 
TON 

Mr. TAULBEE. I rise to a point of order. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. TAULBEE. My point is that the gentleman from Tennessee 


[Mr. WASHINGTON] is not entitled to the floor, and that when the 
hour expira the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. CHEADLE] had the 
floor in his own right, 


The SPEAKER. If that is the fact, the gentleman from Indiana is 
of course now entitled to the foor. The present occupant of the chair 
was not presiding at that time. 

Mr. CHEADLE, 


When this bill was last up for consideration, I se- 


.of the Union. 


cured the floor to oppose the bill about one minute before the expira- 
tion of the hour. I sent to the desk a newspaper article to be read, 
and one or two words of it had been read. I desire the remainder of 
that article to be read now. I had recognition in my own right on the 
bill. 

Mr. WASHINGTON. Ihaving reserved my time, and having charge 
of the bill, and having a whole hour, how could the gentleman get the 
floor in his own right? 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Tennessee could not reserve 
his time unless he vacated the floor temporarily at least. The gentle- 
man from Indiana states that he had the floor in his own right, and had 
sent to the Clerk’s desk a paper, a part of which had been read when 
the hour expired. 

Mr. O’NEILL, of Missouri. Will the Chair pardon me a moment? 
The gentleman from Tennessee [ Mr. WASHINGTON ] yielded to the gen- 
tleman from Indiana to have a paperread. He did not yield the floor. 

The SPEAKER. The official record should show what occurred. 
The Chair will cause it to be examined. The gentlemau from Ken- 
tucky [Mr. TAULBEE] will state his point. 

Mr. TAULBEE. My point of order has been somewhat obviated 
by what has transpired since I rose to make the point. But Iwill now 
make a statement for the information of the gentleman from Indiana 
who was on the floor at the time the hour expired. There was an ar- 
rangement between the then occupant of the chair and some gentlemen 
who are inclined to oppose this bill, that one of three gentlemen, among 
whom was myself, should be recognized in opposition to the measure. 
The gentleman from Indiana rose and stated that he desired to have a 
certain matter read from a newspaper, and he sent it up. 

The Clerk proceeded to read. I made the point of order that the 
matter read was not pertinent to the issue, and that it was due to the 
opponents of this bill that time should not be consumed upon matter 
which did not relate to the question before the House. The point of 
order was not decided when the hour arrived. 

The SPEAKER. This bill isin Committee of the Whole on the state 
The present occupant of the chair has no control over 
it. The gentleman from Tennessee, if he desires to have the consider- 
ation of the bill proceed, must make the motion to go into Committee 
of the Whole. 

Mr. WASHINGTON. I movethat the House resolve itself into Com- 
mittee of the Whole on the state of the Union for the further consid- 
eration of the bill. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Ilinois [Mr. SPRINGER] 
who was presiding in Committee of the Whole on this bill is absent 
from the city. The gentleman from Missouri [Mr. HATCH] will please 
take the chair. 

The House accordingly resolved itself into Committee of the Whole 
on the state of the Union (Mr. Harca in the chair) and resumed con- 
sideration of the bill (H. R. 1548) to increase the efficiency of the med- 
ical division of the Pension Bureau. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair finds on examination of the RECORD 
that when this bill was last under consideration and before the com- 
mittee rose the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. CHEADLE] had the 
floor. The Chair will be compelled under the rules to recognize him. 

Mr. WASHINGTON. ‘The gentleman from Indiana was on the floor 
because I yielded tohim. I had not relinquished my right to the 
floor, but yielded to the gentleman to have an article read from a news- 


paper. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will cause that part of the RECORD 
to be read. The RECORD does not show that the gentleman from 
Tennessee yielded the floor, but that the gentleman from Indiana took 
the floor in his own right. 

Mr. O’NEILL, of Missouri. Mr. Chairman—— 

The CHAIRMAN. Let the RECORD be read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Mr. WASHINGTON. Unless some gentleman desires to be heard on the other 
side of this question, I shall ask for a vote. 
Mr. TAULBEE. I want to be heard on it myself. 
Mr. Rocers. And several of us. 
x Mr. Canyon. The gentleman from Indiana desires to be heard and was on the 
oor. 
Mr. CHEADLE, I desire to have read as a part of my remarks an article from 
the New York Tribune, which I send to the desk. 
The Clerk proceeded to read as follows: 
“CAN SUCH THINGS BE?—HERE IS A PLAIN DUTY OF CONGRESS—PUBLIC FUNDS 
YOR CAMPAIGN USES—A PLAIN VIOLATION OF LAW—CLEVELAND'S VETOES TO 
BE DEFENDED—WHAT WILL IT COST? 


“By telegraph to the Tribune.] 


TAN A “WASHINGTON, August 28. 
ry message ”™—.- 


Mr. TAULEEE. Mr. Chairman, I rise to a question of order. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman will state it. s 

Mr. TAULBEE. That the article being read, or the head lines which have been 
read, clearly indicate that it does not relate to the pending question. There are 
members who want to oppose this bill, and as the time is limited we do not 
want to have irrelevant matter injected into this discussion. 

Mr. CHEADLE, If the gentleman will just allow this article to be réad he will 
see that it bas a bearing upon the question. 

Mr. Cannon, The gentleman from Indiana has the foorand can debate the 
question as he pleases, 
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The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman claimed the floor and sent this article to the 


desk asa part of his remarks, The Chair thinks that the rule requires, espe- 
cially in this consideration hour, that the remarks applied to a pending bill 
should relate to the subject-matter under consideration. 

Mr. CHEADLE. But I ask to haye read an article which bears directly upon the 
management of the Pension Department, 

The Cuarrmay. The pending question is one with regard to raising the sal- 
aries of certain officials. 

Mr, TAULBEE, If it relates to the bill under consideration, I do not object; 
Pry ay time is very limited and should not be consumed in reading irrelevant 
matter. 

Mr. Cannon. The gentleman can debate the bill in any manner he pleases. 

Mr. Browne, of Indiana, Having the floor, my colleague has the right to 
proceed in hisown way. 

Mr, TAULBEE. I insist that the point of order must be well taken, and the gen- 
tleman, if he is going to oppose or favor the bill, must confine himself to the 
question before the House. 

Mr, HENDERSON, of Iowa. Butthe gentleman has the right to oppose the bill 
in his own way. 

Mr. Cannon, The undoubted right. The question is as to whether the matter 
submitted by the gentleman from Indianais in order. The question raised by 
the gentleman from Kentucky is to the effect that in a debate of this kind the 
gentleman should confine himself to the bill under discussion. 

Mr. TAULBEB. I have no objection to the article being read if the matter re- 
lates to this bill, 


Mr. O’NEILE, of Missouri, If the Chair will observe carefully the 
proceedings just read, he will find that at no stage of that colloquy did 
the Chair recognize the gentleman from Indiana as entitled to the floor. 
The gentleman from Tennessee [Mr. WASHINGTON ] stated that if there 
was no desire for debate he would call for a vote, whereupon the gen- 
tleman from Indiana [Mr. CHEADLE] rose and stated that he desired 
to have this paper read, which the gentleman from Tennessee was per- 
fectly willing to have read; but he did not yield the floor. He has so 
stated to-day and he so stated then. Ido not think it exactly cour- 
teous or fair to take him off the floorin thissort of way. Ido not think 
the gentleman on the other side should attempt to do it. 

Mr. CHEADLE. We want time to discuss this bill. 

Mr. O’NEILL, of Missouri. We have but an hour altogether; and 
if your side occupies an hour now in opposition, we can not have the 
bill properly considered. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair has no hesitation in sustaining the 
right of the gentleman from Indiana to the floor. He had not only 
been recognized by the Chair, but questions of order made by the gen- 
tleman from Kentucky and by other gentlemen recognized the fact that 
the gentleman from Indiana was on the floor in his own right. The 
only question was how he should proceed. The Chair does not think 
there is any question as to the gentleman’s right to the floor. 

Mr. O’NEILL, of Missouri. How much time remains to the gentle- 
man in charge of the bill [Mr. WASHINGTON]? 

The CHAIRMAN. Thegentleman from Tennessee will have his full 
hour, and can claim it immediately after the gentleman from Indiana. 

Mr. O’NEILL, of Missouri. How much time has the gentleman from 
Indiana remaining? 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will have the RECORD examined to 
see how much time the gentleman from Indiana had occupied. 

Mr. PAYSON. Irise to a parliamentary inquiry. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. PAYSON. This bill being considered in the Committee of the 
Whole House on the state of the Union, is there any limitation on de- 
bate except the hour rule ? : ý 

The CHAIRMAN. No, unless limited by unanimous consent by 
order of the House. 

Mr. TAULBEE. I call up my point of order, and think by reading 
the Rrecorp the Chair will have sufficient knowledge to see just ex- 
actly the point I made, The paper was not read. 

The CHAIRMAN. It is impossible for the Chair to decide the point 
of order until the article is read. How can the Chair tell whether it is 
relevant or irrelevant? It is impossible to determine in advance, 

Mr. CHEADLE. I ask the Clerk to read an article from the New 
York Tribune of Wednesday, August 29, 1888. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

CAN SUCH THINGS BE?—HERE IS A PLAIN DUTY FOR CONGRESS—PUBLIC FUNDS 


FOR CAMPAIGN USES—A PLAIN VIOLATION OF LAW—CLEVELAND’S VETOES TO 
BE DEFENDED—WHAT WILL IT COST? 


[By telegraph to the Tribune. ] 


WASHINGTON, August 28. 


The retaliation message was only one expression of the sense of desperation 
which overwhelms the President and h‘s political advisers, It was one which 
he could not refrain from making public. Private expressions of the same sort 
are not wanting, but, as far as practicable, they are withheld from the public 
ear. It pow becomes the duty of the Tribune correspondent to call attention 
to one of these quiet expressions. While the Administration organs have over- 
flowed with praise of the pension vetoes, the managers of Mr. Cleveland's can- 
vass have been brought to realize that the veto messages, with their cruel flip- 
pancy, had excited the active hostility of Union veterans and their friends, 

“hex ip of party, and that “something” must bedone. The “something” 
decided upon is briefly this: The preparation and circulation of a campaign 
document devoted to a defense of the vetoes. 

This document with which it is proposed to flood Indiana, Ohio, and other 
States which were loyal to the Government while Mr. Cleveland's Southern 
friends were seeking to destroy the Union will contain, of course, citations from 
such of the veto messages only as contain no phrases which can be construed 
as insults to the soldiers and friends of the Union. The preparation of this doc- 


ument was begun some two weeks ago. 
Where? In the Pension Bureau in this city, a public building which belongs 
not to Mr. Ci nor to the Democratic national committee, but to the 


Government of the United States, 


By whom? By six clerks, or ial examiners, more or less, of said Pension 
Bureau, who are paid by the United States, and assisted by scores of clerks and 
bic be who, also, are paid from the Treasury of the United States, 

he whole “outfit” is under the supervision and direction of “Physical 
Wreck” Black, who receives a pension of $1,200 per annum, plus a salary of 
$5,000 per year and traveling expenses, which in the course of the last year ex- 
ceeded those of the General of the Army of the United States. Black, again, is 
under the orders and subject to the control of the Democratic national commit- 
tee. Four of the six clerks, or special examiners, who are and have been em- 
ployed on the document mentioned are named, respectively, James Kennelly, 
31,400 per year; Samuel R. Hersey, $1,800; William Smith, $2,000, and Abial W, 
Fisher, $2,000. In their work the six persons mentioned have been authorized 
to call to their assistance such other clerks, copyists, ete., as may be necessary, 
and the archives of the Pension Bureau have been placed at their disposal for 
all purposes relating to their investigations and labors. 

lt is nottoo much to say that the adjudication and settlement of many claims 
of disabled veterans and needy widows have been postponed by, and on ac- 
count of, this campaign work which is now in progress solely for the benefit of 
Grover Cleveland, fe must feel like a sort of pensioner himself, although 
neither he nor his late substitute ever had his name actually placed on the 
rolls of the Pension Bureau, where Black’s name “heads all the rest,” 

It is said that the work will be completed next week, and it may be hoped 
that the persons engaged upon it will then be permitted to resume their legiti- 
mate duties. It may be fairly estimated that by the time the work is done and 
the manuscript forwarded, postage free, to Chairman Brice, the actual cost ofitin 
dollars, saying nothing of the demoralization and derangement of the office, 
or delay in the settlement of deserving claims, will not fall short of $5,000, 
which, of course, must come out of the money appropriated for the administra- 
tion of the pension service. This seems a small sum; it isa small sum. It is 
only a little more than four times Black’s annual pension. Probably it is not 
more than one-third the amount “saved” by all of Cleveland's vetoes of individ- 
ual pension bills; it is only one-half as much ashe has contributed to the Dem- 
ocratic campaign fund outof hisown ; it only slightly exceeds the amount 
required to pay for a whole year the pension of fifty-two pensioners at the " to- 
tal disability ” rate of $8 per month. It is cheap; but what do the Union veter- 
ans think of it—say the 13,000 needy and destitute veterans who are supported 
by public charity in almshouses, as Cleveland’s substitute was? 

Of course, there is another matter also tò be considered. Theclerks and others 
who are engaged in this work are liable to prosecution and punishment under 
the penal provisions of the civil-service law, but they would lose their places 
speedily if they should refuse to do the task. The official or officials by and un- 
der whose direction or by whose consent such a thing is done are liable to like 

rosecution and punishment, Moreover,a publie officer who coe eg an un- 

awful task upon a public employé is guilty of a diversion of public funds, and 
is liable to prosecution under the statute prescribing penalties for malfeasance in 
office and embezzlement of pes yp money. In a word, the matter is so seri- 
ous as to demand a speedy and thorough investigation by Congress, Itis a 
duty which can not be shirked. 


Mr. CHEADLE. Mr. Chairman, I oppose the passage of this bill, 
becausein my judgment it is not required by the necessities of the serv- 
ice. The present force of the medical division of the Pension Office 
consists of one referee, one assistant referee, two qualified surgeons, 
eighteen medical examiners, These officers were created by section 
4776 of the Revised Statutes which I ask the Clerk to read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Src. 4776. The Secretary of the Interior is authorized to appoint a duly qual- 
ified surgeon as medical referee, who, under the control and diroction of the 
Commissioner of Pensions, shall have charge of the examination and revision 
of the reports of nig agree wir ns, and such other duties touching medicaland 
surgical questions in the Pension Office, as the interests of the service may de- 
mand; and his salary shall be $2,500 per annum, And the Secretary of the In-- 
terior is further authorized to appoint such qualified surgeons ant excceding 
four) as the exigencies of the service may require, who may perform the duties 
of examining surgeons when so required, and who shall be borne upon the 
rolls as clerks of the fourth class; but such appointments shall not increase the 
clerical force of said Bureau, 

Mr. CHEADLE. This bill increases the number of qualified sur- 
geons to three. There is no necessity for the bill so far as it refers to 
the qualified surgeons, for section 4776 already provides for the ap- 
pointment of four if the necessities of the service shall require that 
number, 

We have been told for months and the story has been repeated over 
and over again that the present administration in the Pension Depart- 
ment has transacted more business, has granted more pensions, than 
any of its predecessors. I want to state this fact because it may have 
escaped the attention of members that prior to the fiscal year ending 
June 30, 1883, the number of employés was only 744. During that 
year the clerical force of the Pension ent was increased 810,so0 _ 
that the force after that year consisted of 1,544 employ¢s. These em- 
ployés were added to the clerical force of the Pension Department durs, 
ing the administration of Mr. Dudley. He educated, classified, and 
-drilled these employés so that when the present Commissioner of Pen- 
sions took charge of that office in 1885 he found the department con 
sisting of 1,554 employés thoroughly drilled and educated in the duties, 
and he found more than that, he found every pension claim filed in that 
department under Colonel Dudley, when Colonel Dudley resigned, 
briefed up to the day of his tion, and the status of the claim 
plainly stated on the jacket of each claim, so that in the very nature 
of things there should have been a large increase in the amount of work 
accomplished by that bureau over any of the previous administration: 
because of the fact that the force of the office had been more thari 
doubled in 1883. 

My next objection to the bill is the fact that the expenses of the Pen- 
sion Office are, in my opinion, quite large enough now. Letus exam- 
ine the expense of the Pension Department to the Government for the 
last fiscal year, and to get at the real expense we must take the entire 
cost of the force in all the departments that are kept on pension work. 

There are in the Surgeon-General’s Office 427 employés. Not less 
than 280 of them must be, and, in fact, nearly all have been, at wosk 
on pension business, Annual salaries, $512,940. 


1888. 


Adjutant-General’s Office, 584 employés. Not less than 200 must 
be, in fact General Drum said in February, 1887, ‘‘ that all the avail- 
able force’? was at work on pension business. Annual salaries, $703,700. 

Pension Office, 1,554 employés. Annual salaries, $2,448,750. 

RECAPITULATION,. 


Salaries of 1,554 pension employés. $2, 448, 750 


Salaries of Adjutant-General’s Office on pension wor 575, 000 
Salaries of Surgeon-General’s Office on pension work 425, 000 
Total annual salaries pension employés........+.++++0 . 8,448,750 


The Third Auditor’s Office should be charged with quite a large 
sum, but I bave not included any of its cost to the Treasury Depart- 
ment, nor shall I in this estimate. It is now auite large enough; 
$3,448,750 a year would, Mr. Chairman, pay the annual pensions of 
35,924 veterans at $8 per month. I insist that this sum, vast as it is, 
must be quite sufficient to defray the expense of our Pension Depart- 
ment. If itis not, then I shall insist that it is our imperative duty to 
simplify the practice of that department so that hereafter such a vast 
annual expenditure shall not be required. If we add to this expense 
the attorney fees, we shall find that it costs the tax-payers of the Gov- 
ernmgnt and the pensioners nearly five millions a year to disburse the 
pensions granted by the nation. General Black, the present distin- 
guished Commissioner, appeared before the Committee on Appropria- 
tions in February, 1887, it being near the close of the second session of 
the Forty-ninth Congress, and made alengthy statement in response to 
questions propounded by the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. CANNON] 
and my colleague [Mr. HOLMAN]. I shall read from the official re- 
port of that statement. . 

Mr. Cannon, What is the whole clerical force that you have in your bureau— 
about the number? 

General BLACK. I do not know exactly. Fifteen hundred and fifty-four is 
the total number provided for, and I think those now employed number 1,541. 

Mr. Cannon. In the interview before this committee some little time ago I 
understood you to say that you expected to so dispose of the business before 
your bureau during this and the coming racat pear that on the 30th of June, 
1888, there could be a very large reduction made in the clerical force of your 
bureau. Am I correct in that? : 

General BLACK. I do not know, Mr. Cannon, whether I ever said that before 
the committee or not; but I have had some little talk with you about it. 

Mr. Cannon. Let me ask you what is your understanding about it? 

General BLACK. If there be no additional legislation by the end of the fiscal 
year ending June 30, 1888, we could dispense with a large number. 

Mr. CaAnnox, About how many? 

General BLACK. I can not tell. If there is additional legisiation—— 

Mr. Caxnnox. Upon the theory that there will be none? 

General BLACK. Taking the present legislation? 

Mr, Canyon. Could you dispense with several hundred, do you apprehend? 

General BLAck, Yes; I should think 150 or :00 could be dispensed with. That 
— be a very unbappy bit of information to a great many, but it is probably 

ruc. 

Mr. CANNon. Do you recollect the increase that was given in your bureau for 
the fiscal year 1882-'83? 

General BLACK. Only by what I find of record. Mr. Brock, the assistant 
chief clerk, who is here, informs me that the numberadded at that time was S10. 
That isa matter that I did not concern myself with, it being a portion of the 
changes that lay before the time when I took charge of the bureau. 

I call special attention to two facts prominently set forth by the dis- 
tinguished Commissioner. First, that of the force of 1,554 employés 
of the Pension Office, 810 had been appointed during: the fiscal year 
1882 and 1883, and must therefore have become thoroughly efficient by 
the spring of 1885, when he took charge of the office; and second, the 
broad and ungualified statement that taking the legislation then in 
force, and provided no further legislation was enacted increasing the 
work of the office, he could by June 30, 1888, dispense with the serv- 
ices of—to use his exact words, ‘‘I think from 150 to 200 of the em- 
ployés can be dispensed with.” ‘ 

There has been no legislation which has in any sense materially in- 
creased the work of that office, none that in any way increases the 
work of the medical department. Has there been a decrease of from 
150 to 200 employés? No; there has been no decrease at all. The 
present year’s appropriation bill provides for the entire force for the fis- 
cal year ending June 30, 1889. 

Mr. Chairman, in the face of this record I can not see any reason 
whatever for the passage of the bill now before the House, a bill which 
increases the number of the medical board from twenty-three to twenty- 
nine, and increases the annual salaries in the sum of $20,450; a bill 
which proposes to change a whole class of employés carried from year 
to year as the exigencies of the service may require upon the appropri- 
ation bills, and create twenty-nine statutory offices, which will here- 
after require an annual appropriation of $62,100 until such time as 
some future Congress may see proper to repeal the act creating them. 
I do not believe the demands of the service requireit. Iam persuaded 
that it is best to adhere to the present liberal and ample appropriation 
for salaries of the Pension Office. 

Mr. Chairman, the Democratic party, with a blare of trumpets, went 
before the country in 1884 demanding, with all the zeal of a host of 
hungry place seekers, a reform in the administration of the Government 
and promising the most rigid economy should Cleveland beelected. He 
was elected, and we now stand at the middle of the third quarter of the 
fourth year of that reform and economic Administration, and what, Mr. 
Chairman, is the condition which confronts us? The promises of re- 
form and economy have not, I regret tosay, Mr. Chairman, been kept; 
like all promises from that source they have not materialized, and upon 
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footing up appropriations made and pending we now realize that the 
reform and economy of Mr. Cleveland’s administration have cost the 
nation the modest sum of $95,000,000 more than the administration 
of Mr. Arthur. The bill under consideration proposes to increase this 
vast sum in the amount of $20,450 a year. Mr. Chairman, because I 
love an economic administration of Government more than I can Demo- 
cratic promises of economy and reform, is my reason for opposing this 
specimen sample of those articles as we are supposed to view it, and in- 
sist upon adhering to the appropriations made, whereby we can save 
$20,450 a year. 

Mr. PAYSON. Mr. Speaker, Iam opposed to the of this 
bill. At the outset Iam met with this difficulty. I do not under- 
stand how this bill came before this committee or the authority it has 
to report it. I find by the bill itself, which was introduced on the 
4th day of January, 1888, by Mr. Burrows, of Michigan, it was re- 
ferred to the Committee on Expenditures in the Interior Department. 
It proposes an increase in the force of employés in one division only of 
the Pension Office and an increase in the salary of the employés in that 
division. 

Now, the rules of the House, Mr. Chairman, and I read from Rule 
XI, clause 3, provide that the appropriation of the revenue for the sup- 
port of the Government pertaining to the legislative, executive, and 
indicial departments, for their expenses, shall go to the Committee on 
Appropriations, And pursuant to that rule an appropriation bill is 
reported year by year in that Committee on Appropriations providing 
for this class of employés, how many shall be named, the duties they 
shall perform,and the sums to be paid to each andallofthem. Ofcourse 
the Committee on Appropriations having jurisdiction of that subjectit 
is for them to recommend to the House the number of employés which 
are necessary and the amount of money to be paid to them in perform- 
ance of such duty. 

And we all know, asa matter of legislative experience, that the Com- 
missioner of Pensions and the other bureau officers appear before the 
Committee on Appropriations and make their recommendations and 
submit arguments in favor of increases whenever in their judgment the 
exigencies of the public service require it; and I find by reference to 
the legislative appropriation bill reported by the Committee on Ap- 
propriations this year and passed by this House that the Commissioner 
of Pensions was satisfied, so far as appears from this bill, with the force, 
Mr. Chairman, that has been there in that division for the last twelve 
years, and was perfectly content with the salaries that were being paid 
to each employé for his services. Nothing appears to indicate other 
than that he and they were perfectly satistied with the existing condi- 
tions. That general bill provides forone medical referee ata salary of 
$3,000, one assistant at a salary of $2,250, two qualified surgeons at a 
salary of $2,000 each, and eighteen medical examiners at a salary of 
$1,800 each; and the fact is disclosed by the RECORD, if any one will 
take the pains to look at the debate on that question when the bill was 
under consideration, that there was no claim suggested by any one that 
the force was insufficient or the salaries not enough. 

But the gentleman from Michigan is prevailed on by somebody to 
introduce this bill, entitled ‘‘A bill to increase the efficiency of the 
medical bureau of the Pension Office,” and this efficiency is to be in- 
creased mainly by the increase of the salaries to an aggregate of $20,- 
450 per year to the employés of that bureau. It is an unusual thing 
to start out with; but I am opposed to it on principle. If there is a 
necessity, Mr. Chairman, for an increase in the force of any division of 
the Pension Office they ought to have it, and I am willing that they 
should haveit. There is no branch of the public service that demands 
at the hands of Congress liberal appropriations or the payment of effi- 
cient salaries to efficient employés for the transaction of the public busi- 
ness more than the Pension Office. $ 

But I insist, sir, that the duties which should be and have been 
faithfully and efficiently performed for the last fifteen or twenty years 
under Republican management for the amount of salary provided in 
the legislative appropriation bill for this year ought to be performed 
by gentlemen who happen to occupy these positions, and who are 
of the opposite political party, on the same terms and with equal 
efficiency. No question has been made since I have been in public 
life, to my knowledge, as against the efficiency of these persons or their 
ability for the performance of the duties assigned to them in this bu- 
rean of the- Government when under the control of Colonel Dudley 
and his predecessor. ‘There never was a time in that part of the history 
of the Government, so far as I know, when the positions that these 
gentlemen now hold have not been regarded as desirable, and when ap- 
plicants have not been eager and swift in their applications for appoint- 
ments to these positions; and they are then, when seeking the place, 
willing to perform the duties devolving upon them for the salary fixed 
in the existing law. : 

It isonly a pretense that any one of the gentlemen who are now ap- 
pointees in the Pension Office and beneficiaries under this bill would 
perform more efficiently the duties of his office if this increase were 
accorded. They are all content to keep the places they have and at the 
salary fixed by existing law. 

The bill is only to help the worthy, needy political brother out. 


That is the simple truth of the matter. To add a small increase in 
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the force of that small division of twenty-two employés and increasing 
the pay-roll $20,450. 

Mr. Speaker, it will not work: increasing the efficiency of the di- 
vision! It is a subterfuge; there is nothing whatever init. Itis only 
another step in the direction we have so often seen taken since the party 
represented by the gentlemen on the other side has been in power in 
this Government, of increasing the number of officials and their sala- 
ries. That is a fixed Democratic policy in practice. 

I remember very well, sir, in 1880, when the national Republican 
convention was in session in the city of Chicago, and when a question 
was presented to the convention involving a proposition of a pure civil 
service for this Government, that the convention and the country was 
somewhat startled by an energetic inquiry made by a gentleman from 
Texas, who wanted to know, ‘‘ What are we here for?” [Laughter. ] 
It is well understood what he meant by the inquiry, and that question 
was taken up and the changes rung upon it by speakers of your party, 
Mr. Chairman, all over the North and the West, indicating, as was as- 
serted on every stump throughout the whole country, that the pretense 
of the Republican party for reform in the civil service was a mere sham, 
and that Mr. struck the key-note of the question in his 
famous inquiry. 

Since then in each political campaign the Republican party has 
been charged with extravagance and prodigality in expenditure of the 
public money, with maintaining not only an unnecessary army of use- 
less officials, but paying them extravagant salaries; and the Democratic 
party, never noted, so far as I have observed, for its modesty of pro- 
fession or any infertility of promise—no matter how barren it has 
proved as to performance—frightened the people into a belief of the 
charges against us and succeeded to the control of the Government. 

And since then how they have performed here! 

If Mr. Flannagan, of Texas, was a member of the Democratic party 
` and had been present during the last four years he would have had no 
occasion to inquire what that y was here for so far as patronage is 
concerned. [Laughter.] And his patriotic heart beyond all question 
would have been warmed within him and been more than satisfied 
with the energy manifested, efforts vigorously made, and the success 
always achieved even down to to-day by gentlemen of his party in se- 
curing all they desire in results, of not only enjoying the sweets of 
possession of office, but increasing its desirability by increase of pay. 

But, Mr. Chairman, it is due to the people of this country that the 
Democratic party’s performances should be at least an equivalent of 
the Democratic party’s promises of ‘‘economy, retrenchment, and re- 
form ” when they succeeded in getting wer in this House under a pre- 
tense demonstrated to be false, but under which pretense they secured 
the election four years ago. 

Mr. BLAND. Will the gentleman permit me toask hima question? 

Mr. PAYSON. Certainly. 

Mr. BLAND. What proposition has been here to make appropria- 
tions of public money that your side has not to a man voted for and 
supported ? 

Mr. PAYSON. There is one proposition now pending, this one, that 
gentlemen on this side have not voted for and will not; and all that have 
been passed, all increases of salaries, have been passed by the Demo- 
cratic party and passed by a Democratic majority and without a dis- 
senting vote on your side of the House, or an expression of opinion 
against it, so far as Iam advised. Your side present all these pro- 
posals, because you control the committees, and no one knows it better 
than the gentleman [Mr. BLAND]. 

Mr. BLAND. I remember when the public-buildings bill was up 
for consideration—— 

Mr. CHEADLE. The gentleman, I suppose, remembers the action 
that was taken on this subject, especially by the gentleman from New 
Jersey, in opposing such propositions. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Illinois has one minute ot 


his time remaining. 

Mr. PAYSON. I desire to say in that one minute, Mr. Chairman, 
that I am reminded by the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. CHEADLE] 
that when this bill, the legislative bill, was under consideration up- 
wards of thirty points of order as to increases of salary were made by 
the gentleman from New Jersey [Mr. BucHANAN]. I do not know 
how thisis, but I assert now and the record will show that in the history 
of the Government there has never been a time when there have been 
so many increases in offices and salaries as since this Administration has 
been in power, and they have been passed by the votes on the other side 
of the House. [Applause on the Republican side. ] 

I am in favor of all needed increases in the clerical force of any of the 
Departments of the Government and of the payment of good salaries 
for service so rendered, but I am opposed to increasing the pay of ap- 
pointees under this Administration above that paid Republicans for 
many years, for services conceded to have been equally as efficient as 
those now being performed, and by employés of equally as high a 
standard as those now in the public service. 

These gentlemen now in ofice were not ignorant of what Repub- 
licans were doing and had done for years for these salaries. They 
eagerly sought these positions, and got them; and now, sir, by my vote, 


they shall not be released from the obligation to perform these duties 
for what we did. 

Let the Democratic party and its appointees, if they can not validate 
the charges made against the Republican party, at least make an honest 
effort to redeem its pledges of economy, and be content with an equally 
efficient performance of duty at the same salaries as its predecessor, and 
on that score the people, with theirobservation of this Administration, 
will be content. [Applause.] 

[Here the hammer fell. ] 

Mr. HERBERT. In the five minutes yielded to me I desire, in the 
first place, to welcome our Republican friends in the new rôle that they 
are now playing on economy. I assure them, although I have no au- 
thority to speak for anybody but myself on this side, that I am very 
well satisfied thatif this bill comes to a vote there will be at that time, 
as there always is when aquestion of economy is up, more members on 
this side voting on the side of economy than on that side. I think the 
gentleman from Illinois is entirely justified in his criticisms, and I wel- 
come them. ‘There is no reason in the world why we should increase 
these salaries. If they were sufficient ten years ago, or fifteen years 
ago, they ought to be sufficient now. Notwithstanding this bill is re- 
ported unanimously by Republicans and Democrats on the comwittee, 
it seems to me that this House ought to make an example of every such 
bill as this and sit down on it. Money is worth more now a great deal 
than it was ten or fifteen years ago. If the officers could afford to do 
the duty of any of the positions enumerated in this bill ten years ago 
for $2,000, ean see no reason, and there can be no good reason, why 
$2,400 should be paid them now. The excuse is made by gentlemen 
who have reported the bill and favor it, that some of these men threaten 
to resign in case the salary is not increased. Suppose they do. It is 
no irreparable hardship for a public officer to resign his place, if in his 
opinion he can do better elsewhere. If heshould resign there are plenty 
of men all over the country and in every State of the Union, in every 
Congressional district, who are capable of performing these duties who 
will only be too glad to have an opportunity to do so. So I say, in my 
opinion, this bill ought to be defeated; and I am very sure it will hg 
defeated. Iwould be entirely willing to trust it to the Democratic side 
of this House; and if it comes to a vote, I predict that there will be 
more voting against it on this side of the line than on that. 

Mr. CHEADLE. I yield five minutes to the gentleman from Penn- 
sylvania [Mr. SowpEN ]. 

Mr. SOWDEN. I agree with my friend on my right [Mr. HERBERT, 
of Alabama]. I believe, as he believes, that this bill should be de- 
feated. There is no reason for any increase in the salaries of these of- 
ficers, and I am surprised that we skould be called upon to increase 
their salaries at the suggestion of one of the parties interested and a 
beneficiary under the act, because the report alleges that the medical 
referee himself urges the passage of this bill which proposes to in- 
crease his salary from $3,000 to $3,600. 

Mr. O'NEILL, of Missouri. Will the gentleman permit me to in- 
terrupt him? 

Mr. SOWDEN. I have no time. 

Mr. O’NEILL, of Missouri. I want to tell you that the medical 
referee has not asked for the passage of this bill. 

Mr. SOWDEN. Then the report which I have before me misrep- 
resents the fact. 

Mr. O'NEILL, of Missouri. That may be. 

Mr. SOWDEN. The bill proposes to increase the force as requested 
by the Commissioner of Pensions and the medical referee; and it also 
provides for an increase of salaries. 

Mr. O'NEILL, of Missouri. It was the action of the committee that 
the salary of the medical referees should be increased by this bill. 

Mr. SOWDEN. It seems to me that the salaries of these officers 
should not be increased. We have declared ourselves in favor of a 
most rigid, honest, and economical administration of the Government. 
We have placed ourselves on record against any increase of officers and 
against any increase in official salaries; while this bill proposes to in- 
crease the expenditures of the Government $20,450 by increasing the 
number of these officers and the salaries of those already in the service. 

I am surprised that the committee having this bill in charge should 
have recommended its passage, particularly when we are in favor of 
the strictest kind of economy in the management of governmental af- 
fairs under the present Administration. 

We believe in lopping off all unnecessary offices and Ginpsnsing with 
all unnecessary office-holders, and paying those in the public service u 
just compensation for the services they render. It has been said that we 
have increased the expenditures under this Administration some $95,- 
000,000 over and above the expenditures of the administration that 
immediately preceded this; and yet we have here an attempt to still 
further increase that amount. I am opposed to this unnecessary in- 
crease of the public expenditures, and I hope this bill will meet the 
doom it merits by its defeat. [Applause on the Republican side. ] 

Mr. CHEADLE. I yield five minutes to the gentleman from Missouri 
[Mr. O NEILL]. 

Mr. O'NEILL, of Missouri. I thank the gentieman from Indiana 
[Mr. CHEADLE] for his courtesy. This bill wasintrođuced by an elg- 
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quent and able“Representative on the Republican side, Mr. BURROWS, 
of Michigan. 

Mr. PAYSON. A victim of misplaced confidence. 

Mr. O’NEILL, of Missouri. And it was not dreamed by the com- 
mittee that he was working the Trojan horse for the purpose of invit- 
ing a raid that would involve almost the destruction of the United 
States Treasury. Our committee honestly believed that the people of 
this country wanted efficient service. They were free to believe that 
you could not obtain the best class of medical service for the salaries 
you paid, of about $2,000; that you could not induce first-class sur- 
geons and physicians, oculists and other necessary specialists to give 
up their practice and to come here and take these positions. 

We thought if our physicians and surgeons are incompetent that great 
loss would ensue to the Government or to the pensioners; they might 
make improper allowances, which would involve a raid on the Treasury 
or an unjust allowance to the pensioner and thereby deprive him ot 
whatis honestly due him, and it is my experience that just such mis- 
takes are liable to be made and pensioners injured. Now, I undertake 
to say that there is no reputable physician in this country who will 
not say this increase in salaries should be made and the best medical 
talent secured. From the resignations that have occurred in that de- 
partment of men of recognized ability, I believe that you could even 
improve upon the present medical force. 

Mr. SOWDEN. Oh, no. 

Mr. O’NEILL, of Missouri. Yes, I do. 

Mr. SOWDEN. We could not improve upon the officers of this Ad- 
ministration. 

Mr. O’NEILL, of Missouri. I have listened to the economical re- 
marks of the gentleman from Pennsylvania with a great deal of patience. 
[ Laughter. ] 

Now, as the distinguished and extremely competent gentleman at the 
head of the medical board, Dr. John Campbell, has been referred to, I 
think it proper to read the following from a private letter received from 
him concerning the pending bill. He says: 

I apare to say that the bill 1548 was not my bill. I did not prepare it, nor was 
I instrumental in preparing it in any way, nor in presenting it te Congress, I 
have asked nothing for myself, but I have asked as an act of justice that the 
medical examiners in this bill for an increase of their salaries be provided for 
by Congregs. 

If there is any point to be made in this matter by those opposed to 
the measure, let them make it on the medical referee; he says that it 
is an act of justice to the medical examiners to do so, for I am sure that 
the medical profession of this country from one end to the other will 
not look with favor upon any attempt to prevent a just recognition of 
the services of medical men connected with the Pension Bureau. The 
letter was intended to be private, but in justice to Dr. Campbell I 
think it proper to place its substance here in the RECORD, 

Now, I am not referring to this matter in any spirit of partisanship. 
These buncombe speeches that are made here to-day on both sides of 
the House we all understand perfectly well, and for my part I have 
heard them over and over and over again until I almost feel like imita- 
ting the little boys and calling out ‘‘chestnut”’ on them. [Laughter.] 

So far as this question is concerned, it ought to be dealt with on its 
merits, and gentlemen ought not to take an opportunity like this to 
thrust in their little speeches about ‘‘ economy,” because the people 
understand very well how much they are worth when applied to an 
increase of expenditures in the line of increased intelligence. 

You gentlemen also know that there will be no chance to have your 
predictions about the vote upon this bill tested, because at the end of 
this hour its consideration terminates and up goes the bill. [Laugh- 
ter.] Therefore my naval friend from Alabama [Mr. HERBERT] can 
very safely say that he is satisfied that a large majority of the Demo- 
cratic members of the House will vote against this bill, knowing very 
well that there will be no opportunity to bring the matter to the test. 
[Laughter. ] 

Now, Mr. Chairman, I am satisfied that a large majority of the Dem- 
ocratic members and of the Republican members of this House are in 
favor of improving the pension service wherever itis needed, especially 
as we spend hundreds of millions in pensions, and that on sober sec- 
ond thought they will admit that the salaries paid to the medical ex- 
aminers are not sufficient to secure and retain the services of the best 
medical talent. Everybody knows that they are small compared with 
those of the legal examiners, those gentlemen who contrive to get good, 
large salaries in every branch of the public service. [Laughter.] I 
trust, Mr. Chairman, that you are not looking at your watch on my 
account. | Laughter. ] 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman has one minute of his time re- 


maining. 

Mr. O'NEILL, of Missouri. Then I ask leave to extend my remarks 
in the RECORD. 

Mr. BRUMM. I shall object to any remarks being printed in the 
RECORD, or to anything that requires unanimous consent, until justice 
is done me by allowing me to print my testimony. 

Mr, O’NEILL, of Missouri. Then I will ask permission of the 
House to have read now what I desire to have read in this connection. 
Have I consent? 

Mr. BRUMM. If it requires unanimous consent, you haye not. 


The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman from Missouri has 
G 


Xp: . 
Mr. CHEADLE. I yield five minutes to the gentleman from Ken- 
tucky [Mr. TAULBEE]. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman, Mr. CHEADLE, has only five 
minutes remaining. 

Mr. TAULBEE. Mr. Chairman, the most limited arrangement as to 
time that was contemplated between the gentleman in charge of this 
bill and myself was that I should have ten minutes. Gentlemen all 
know that I would hardly get started in five minutes [laughter], so I 
will yield my time to the gentleman from Missouri to have read what- 
ever he desires, 

Mr. O’NEILL, of Missouri. Mr. Chairman, we all-have leave to 
print on the Chinese bill; if necessary I will print mty remarks as an 
amendment to that bill. [Great laughter. ] 

The CHAIRMAN. ‘The gentleman from Kentucky [Mr.'TAULBEE] 
is entitled to the floor. 

Mr. TAULBEE. If the gentleman from Missonri declines the cour- 
tesy which I have offered him—— 

Mr. O’NEILL, of Missouri. Iam grateful to the gentleman, but I 
will print in the RECORD the balance of my remarks. 

Mr. BRUMM. I shall object. 

Mr. O’NEILL, of Missouri. You can not. 

Mr. BRUMM. I shall. 

Mr. O’NEILL, of Missouri. Oh, no; the objection is overruled. 
[Laughter. ] i 

Mr. WASHINGTON. Mr. Chairman, the gentleman from Kentucky 
[Mr. TAULBEE] has very kindly yielded me his time. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair willstate to the gentleman that there 
is little less than two minutes of the consideration hour remaining. 

Mr. WASHINGTON. Of course, Mr. Chairman, we expected to 
hear from our Republican friends on the other side of the House just 
such a tirade on behalfof ‘‘ economy ” as we have listened to to-day. 
This bill was introduced by one of their ablest members, the gentleman 
from Michigan [Mr. Burrows]. It is trne that somebody on thatside 
suggested awhile ago that he was ‘‘a victim of misplaced confidence.” 
How often is the gentleman from Michigan a victim of misplaced con- 
fidence? I thought his eyes were as wide open as those of my friend 
from Ilinois [Mr. Payson], and that he never had sand thrown in them. 
He introduced this bill, I presume, in good faith, and the Committee 
on Expenditures in the Interior Department took it into consideration 
in good faith. Weexamined into the facts, and we are notafraid of the 
responsibility for any consequences that may result from the passage of 
the bill, because we believe that the medical division of the Pension 
Bureau ought to be administered in such a way as to save this country 
an immense unnecessary outlay in more waysthanone. By havingan 
unfair or improper decision from the medical department of that bureau 
you damage either the pensioner on the one hand or the Government on 
the other, according as the decision may fall on the one side or the other. 
I have no idea that skilled medical men can be employed for $1,200 a 


year. 

Mr. PAYSON. The Republican party furnished them for twenty 
years, and will do it again after next 

Mr. WASHINGTON. The legal examiners receive $2,000 a year, 
and they have much less difficult duties to perform than the medical 
experts, who are required to examine the papers in these pension cases 
and to trace back a disability which exists to-day to a wound or an in- 
jury incurred in 1861, 1863, or some other year of the war. Notyroin 
medicine can do work like that; no $1,800, no $1,000 man can doit; and 
yet to-day there are nineteen clerks who are paid only from one thou- 
sand to eighteen hundred dollars a year to do such work, 

The CHAIRMAN. The hour for consideration of bills has expired, 
and the committee will rise. 

Mr. BRUMM. Before the committee rises, Mr. Chairman, I desire 
to make a personal explanation—— 

The committee rose; and Mr. DocKERY having taken the chair as 
Speaker pro tempore, Mr. Hatcu, from the Committee of the Whole 
House on the state of the Union, reported that they had had under 
consideration a bill (H. R. 1548) to increase the efficiency of the med- 
ical division of the Pension Bureau, and had come to no resolution 
thereon. 

Mr. McCREARY obtained the floor. 

Mr. O'NEILL, of Missouri. I ask leave to extend my remarks. I 
believe the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. BRUMM] withdraws 
his objection. 

Mr. BRUMM.. I objected to the request of the gentleman to extend 
his remarks in the RECORD; and I wish—— 

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. DOCKERY). There is nothing be- 
fore the House. The gentleman from Kentucky [Mr. McCreary] 
has been recognized. y 

Mr. McCREARY. I call up for present consideration the special 
order, being House bill No. 11309. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. For what purpose does the gentleman 
from Pennsylvania [Mr. BRUMM] rise? 

Mr. BRUMM. For the purpose of making a personal explanation 
for half a minute. 
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The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Pennsylvania asks 
unanimous consent to make a personal explanation. Is there objec- 
tion? The Chair hears none. 

Mr. BRUMM. I objected to my friend from Missouri [Mr. O'NEILL] 
printing in the RECORD anything beyond what he said. From that it 
might be construed that I am opposed to the bill. I desire to say that 
I am a member of the committee that reported the bill, and am in favor 
of it. I think the objections to it are based on a ‘* penny-wise and 
pound-foolish’”’ retrenchment. 

Mr, O’NEILL, of Missouri. You withdraw your objection to the 
extension of my remarks? 

Mr. BRUMM. No, sir; Ido not. [Laughter.] 


e . FISHERIES. 


The House resumed the consideration of the special order, being the 
bill (H. R. 11309) to authorize the President of the United States to 
protect and defend the rights of American fishing vessels, American 
fishermen, American trading and other vessels in certain cases, and 
for other p 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Pennsylvania 
(Mr. Scorr] is entitled to the floor. 

Mr. McCREARY. Before the gentleman from Pennsylvania [ Mr. 
Scorr] proceeds, I would like to have some agreement with gentle- 
men on the other side with regard to terminating the debate and hav- 
ing a vote on this measure. We have already consumed two days on 
this bill. It is very important we should get through with it. So far 
as I have heard we are all for the bill. Every member, with the ex- 
ception of one, is in favor of it, as I understand. I see no reason why 
other business should be delayed by taking up so much time in the 
discussion of this bill. Therefore I hope that our friends on the other 
side will agree to a time when we can consider the previous question 
as ordered upon the engrossment and third reading of the bill, so as to 
take a vote upon its passage. 

Mr. HITT. It was the hope, I believe, of both sides of the House 
that a final vote on this bill would be reached to-day, But three hours 
of to-day’s session have already been consumed in other business. 
Though a number of gentlemen desire to be heard on this bill, it is 
quite likely that we can reach a vote to-morrow, if, in addition to that 
portion of to-day now remaining, we have two hours to-morrow for 
debate. I make that suggestion. 

Mr. McCREARY. The gentleman from Illinois [Mr. Hrrr], as I un- 
derstand, suggests that we go on with the consideration of this bill to- 
day and have two hours more to-morrow, the time to be equally di- 
vided. 

Mr. HITT. I can not say that my proposition will be agreed to on 
this side. I make it rather asa mal s' tion. 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas (to Mr. Hrrr). You mean that there 
shall be two hours on our side? 

Mr. HITT. Two hours on each side; there are two hours remaining 
to-day. : 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair will state that up to this 
time one hundred and eighty-nine minutes have been occupied by gen- 
tlemen on the right of the Chair, and one hundred and sixty-one min- 
utes by gentlemen on the left. 

Mr. McCREARY. I think the Chair is mistaken in that computa- 
tion. 

Mr. BAYNE. I freely consented that my colleague [Mr. Scorr] 
should have whatever time he desired to speak on this bill. I con- 
sider it one of very great importance—fraught with very grave conse- 
quences; and I feel it is but just that those of us who wish to speak 
upon this measure should have a reasonable time in which todo so. I 
am certain that a number of gentlemen on the other side, as well as on 
this, wish to be heard; and I am quite sure that two hours to-day and 
two hours to-morrow will not give sufficient time. I therefore sug- 
gest that the vote be taken on this measure to-morrow afternoon at 
half past 4 o’clock, which will give abundance _of time, and that there 
be now a unanimous agreement to that effect. 

Mr. McCREARY. If agreeable to gentlemen on the other side, I 
suggest that at 4 o’clock—— 

Mr. BAYNE. I was going to suggest that the morning hour and 
the consideration hour be omitted to-morrow, so that we may have the 
whole day for this discussion. $ 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair will call the attention of 
the gentleman from Pennsylvania to the fact that there is no consid- 
eration hour on Friday. 

Mr. O’NEILL, of Missouri. I did not intend to meddle with this 
discussion; but the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. Hirr] and the gen- 
tleman from New Jersey [Mr. PHELPS] have thought proper to refer 
to me in their speeches in connection with the remark I made about 
this message of the President being a magnificent campaign document. 
I insist on having the right to be heard before the debate is closed. 
I want to get in; that is what I mean. [Laughter. ] 

Mr. McCREARY. I have agreed to give the gentleman some of the 
time at my disposal. 

Mr. O’NEILL, of Missouri. All right. 


Mr. McCREARY. I propose that to-morrow at 4 o’clock, if it be 
agreeable to gentlemen on the other side—— 

Mr. BAYNE. I suggest to the gentleman that the understanding 
be that the consideration of this bill begin to-morrow immediately after 
the reading of the Journal. 

Mr. McCREARY. Then I ask unanimous consent that this bill be 
considered to-morrow, commencing immediately after the reading of 
the Journal, until 4 o’clock, at which time it be agreed the previous 
question shall be considered as ordered upon the engrossment and third 
reading of the bill. 

Mr. THOMPSON, of Ohio. 
is private bill day. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Kentucky [Mr. 
McCrEARY] asks unanimous consent that the consideration of this bill 
be continued to-morrow immediately after the reading of the Journal, 
and that at 4 o’clock the previous question be considered as ordered 
upon the engrossment and third reading of the bill. Is there objec- 
tion? 

Mr. WHITE, of Indiana. I object, for the reason that I think this 
bill ought to be allowed to take the ordinary course in this House, and 
each member be permitted to have his say upon it, if he wishes to 
say anything. Up to this time, I believe, the discussion has been con- 
fined principally-to members of the committee. The chairman [Mr. 
McCREARY] says he understands all members are in favor of the bill. 
I do not know where he gets that information. 

Mr. McCREARY. I give notice that to-morrow at 4 o’clock I will 
move the previous question. 

Mr. HITT. It is the understanding, I suppose, that the time given 
to debate on the bill shall be fairly divided? 

Mr. McCREARY. Oh, yes. 

(Mr. Scorr again addressed the House. For his speech complete 
see page 8353. ] 

Mr. McCREARY. I ask the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. 
Scorr] to yield to me for 2 moment. 

Mr. SCOTT. Very well. 

Mr. McCREARY. Mr. Speaker, I am informed that gentlemen who 
objected to limiting debate on this bill do not object any longer. 
Therefore I ask unanimous consent that the consideration of this bill 
after the adjournment to-day be resumed to-morrow, after the reading 
of the Journal, and that at half past 4 o’clock to-morrow the previous 
question be considered as ordered on the engrossment and third reading 
of the bill and also on its > 

Mr. WILSON, of Minnesota. I want to understand the effect of this 
proposition. I desire to say a few words on this subject. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. DocKERy). The gentleman from 
Kentucky asks unanimous consent thatafter the adjournment to-day the 
consideration of this bill be resumed to-morrow, immediately after the 
reading of the Journal, and that at half past 4 o’clock to-morrow the 
previous question be considered as ordered on the engrossment and 
third reading of the bill and also on its passage. 

Mr. DAVIS. I would be glad if the Chair would inform us how 
much time has been occupied thus far. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Of course the Chair understands that 
the time is to be equally divided. 

Mr. DAVIS. But I would be glad to know how the account stands 
up to date. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Up to this moment there have been 
occupied two hundred and seventy-nine minutes by gentlemen on the 
right of the Chair and one hundred and sixty-one minutes on the left. 

Mr. PAYSON. A parliamentary inquiry: Has the time assigned to 
the gentleman from Pennsylvania [ Mr. Scorr] been exhausted by him? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. It has not been.. The gentleman has 
yielded temporarily in order that this request may be submitted. 

Mr. CANNON. I have no objection to the request of the gentleman 
from Kentucky provided the gentleman from Pennsylvania does not 
take all the time to-morrow. [Laughter. ] 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair understands the gentleman 
from Kentucky [Mr. McCreary] to couple with this request the 
further request that the time shall be equally divided. If the Chair 
is misinformed on that point-—— 

Mr. NELSON. That is,.that there shall be an equal division from 


the beginning of the debate. 
Certainly; that the entire time is to 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. 
be equally divided. 

Several MEMBERS. That is fair. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection to the proposition 
of the gentleman from Kentucky as stated by the Chair? 

Mr. WILSON, of Minnesota. I desire to make some remarks on 
this bill, and unless I can be assured of an opportunity to do so I shall 
object. 

Mr. DAVIS. It will be borne in mind,I presume, that about one 
hour and three quarters are still due to our side. 

Mr. McCREARY. I ask unanimous consent that the session of this 
evening be extended until the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. 
Scorr] shall conclude his remarks. 


Isuggest that to-morrow, being Friday, 


1888. 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. If there be no objection, the last re- 
quest of the gentleman from Kentucky will be submitted first. The 
gentleman from Kentucky asks unanimous consent that this day’s 
session be extended until the gentleman from Pennsylvania shall have 
concluded his remarks. 

Mr. BURROWS. There is no objection if it is understood that no 
other business is to be done. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. That is the understanding. 

Mr. McCREARY. The request of the gentleman was that his time 
be extended for that purpose. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair hears no objection, and it 
is ordered accordingly. 

Thegentleman from Kentucky asks that by unanimous consent, after 
the conclusion of this day’s session, the further consideration of the 
pending bill be resumed to-morrow after the reading of the Journal, 
and that at 4.30 p. m. the previous question shall be considered as 
ordered on the engrossment and passage of the bill, the time to be 
equally divided between the two sides of the House. Is there objec- 
tion? 

Mr. WILSON, of Minnesota. I stated my objection. 
remarks to make. [Cries of ‘‘ Regular order!’’] 

MESSAGE FROM THE PRESIDENT. 
, A message, in writing, was received from the President, by Mr. PRU- 
DEN, one of his secretaries, 

The message further announced that he had approved and signed 
bills of the House of the following titles: 

An act (H. R. 2176) granting a pension to Alexander J. Collinge; 

An act (H. R. 5529) granting a pension to Flora Heath; 

An act (H. R. 8494) granting a pension to Gilbert Reed; 

An act (H. R. pr granting a pension to Jacob Copes; 

An act (H. R. 9672) granting a pension to Eliza A. Williamson; 

An act (H. R. 10418) granting a pension to Hannah L. Irwin; 

An act (H. R. 6501) to grant a pension to Joseph F. Garrett; 

An act (H. R. rere to increase the pension of Edward Jardine; 

An act (H. R. 11062) for the removal of the political disabilities of 
Gustavus W. Smith; aud 

An act (H. R. 6001) granting a pension to Sarah J. Fraily. 

VETO MESSAGE—RUSSEL L. DOANE. 


The SPEAKER pro tempore laid before the House the following 
message from the President; which was read, referred to the Commit- 
tee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed: 

To the House of Representatives: 

I herewith return without approval House bill No. 2507, entitled “An act grant- 
ices pension to Russel L, Doane, of Peck, Sanilac County, Michigan.” 

t is proposed by this bill to pension the beneficiary therein named as the de- 

ndent father of the late Demster Doane, late Company D, Thirty-fifth New 

ork Volunteers, 


The only information I have concerning this case is furnished by the report 
of the committee of the House to whom the bill was referred. ‘There is nothing 
alleged in the report except that Demster Doane, who was a second lieutenant 
in the company and regiment named, died at Peck, Mich., on the 22d day of 
September, 1881, and that the deceased up to the time of his death supported 
his father, the claimant, who is now over eighty-one years of age, incapable of 
manual labor and destitute of the means of support. 

There is no intimation that the death of tho son, sixteen years after the close 
of the war, was ca , or in any way related to his military service. Ido not 
understand that it has ever been claimed that a parent should be pensioned for 
the death of a son who had been in the Army, unless his death could be traced 
in some way to his Army service. 

While this case is probably one where the exercise of generosity would be 
pleasant and most timely to the recipient, I can not think that such a precedent 


should be established. 
GROVER CLEVELAND, 
EXECUTIVE MANSION, Seplember 6, 1888. 


FISHERIES. 


Mr. SCOTT. Mr. Speaker, I desire to thank the gentleman from Mis- 
sissippi [Mr. HOOKER] for having allowed me to precede him in this 
debate. 


I have some 


Mr, Speaker, I think it was Prince Bismarck who once made the re- 
mark that the Schleswig-Holstein question in Europe was one that no 
diplomat or statesman could understand, and in fact that he did not 
understand it himself. But, sir, he settled that question eventually 
after the German Empire was consolidated, by taking possession of 
Schleswig-Holstein and incorporating it into the German Empire, I 
think I may safely say that this whole fishery dispute between Great 
Britain and the United States, or rather between Canada and the United 
States, is as complicated as was the Schleswig-Holstein dispute in Eu- 


Tope, 

It would be impossible, in the time permitted for the discussion of 
this question, to take it up exhaustively from the beginning. Nor is 
it n for me to do so. Should I attempt it, I would have to 
begin practically at the point when Canada was first settled by the 
French and Nova Scotia by the French and English. While the Span- 
iards were seeking an El Dorado and a short route to the Indies in the 
southern half of this continent, the French and the English were colo- 
nizing in the north and endeavoring to acquire territorial jurisdiction; 
and perhaps no more valuable discovery or acquisition was made. by 
them, as considered at that day, than the fishing interests of Nova 
Scotia, the island of Cape Breton, and Newfoundland, including also 
what are known as the Grand Banks of the present day. Canada and 
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Cape Breton were French colonies and Nova Scotia an English colony. 
To the wealth-producing power of the fishing banks of Newfoundland 
they attached more value than to any other portion of the rights and 
privileges which they enjoyed under these settlements and acquisitions, 

In 1745, Great Britain being at war with France, Governor Shirley, 
of Massachusetts, devised a plan for taking Louisburgh, which was 
adopted by the Legislature of that province, in secret session, by a 
majority of one vote. The forces were promptly raised, and William 
Pepperell was appointed commander. Connecticut sent 516 men, New 
Hampshire 304, and Massachusetts 3,250, who embarked in one hun- 
dred New England vessels, and supported by a Britishsquadron, under 
Commodore Warren, landed near Louisburgh April 30, and Louisburgh 
was captured June 17, the forty-ninth day of the siege. Itis hardly 
necessary for me to say that the French were dispossessed of Cape Breton 
mainly by the American colonies in the capture of Louisburgh; and here 
our rights as the then subjects of Great Britain had their beginning. 

Following the preliminary treaty of peace, concluded between Great 
Britain and the United States November 30, 1782, of which article third 
relates to the fishery question, came the definitive treaty of , COn- 
cluded September 3, 1783, our commissioners being John Adams, Ben- 
iamin Franklin, and John Jay; and of that, article third relates to our 
subject. Our rights as therein set forth were not asked as a conces- 
sion from Great Britain, but, as John Adams afterwards said, ‘‘ were 
demanded as an ultimatum; that when the British ministers found 
that peace could not be had without that article, they consented; that 
we asked no favor, we requested no grant, and would accept none,” 
in the consideration of a privilege of which we were co-equal owners 
with Great Britain. 

In the treaty of 1818 between the United States and Great Britain 
Albert Gallatin, our minister to France, and Richard Rush, our min- 
ister to Great Britain, were the plenipotentiaries on the part of the 
United, States, and Article I of that treaty relates to the subject. 

This article embodied every right in relation to this subject which 
we had acquired. What is the language? I quote from the treaty: 

ARTICLE I, 

Whereas differences have arisen respecting the liberty claimed by the United 
States for the inhabitants thereof to take, dry,and cure fish on certain coasts, 
agtend DOE the high coubiaiing pertien thes tne DAREM E ot dae’ Gait 
United States shall h tion POr GPA in Conon Mh the sahid of His Britannie mna T 
esty the liberty to take fish of every kind on Setren of the coast of Newfoun 


land, which extends from Cape Ray to the Rameau Islands, on the western- 


coasts of Newfoundland; from the said Cape Ray to the Quirpon Islands, on 


the shores of the Magdalen Islands, and also on the coasts, bays, harbors, and 
creeks from Mount Joly, on the southern coast of Labrador, to and through the 
Straits of Belle Isle, and thence northwardly indefinitely along the coast, without 
prejudice, however, to any of the exclusive rights of the Hudson Bay Company, 
And that the American fishermen shall have liberty forever to dry and cure 
in any of the unsettled bays, harbors, and creeks of the southern part of the 
coast of Newfoundland, here above described, and of the coasts of Labrador; 
but so soon as the same, or any portion thereof, shall be settled, it shall not be 
lawful for the said fishermen to dry or cure fish at such portion so settled with- 
out previous ‘eement for such purposes with the inhabitants, proprietors, or 
essors of the ground. And the United States hereby renounce forever any 
iberty heretofore enjoyed or claimed by the inhabitants thereof to take, dry, 
or cure fish on or within 3 marine miles of any of the coasts, bays, creeks, or 
harbors of His Britannic Majesty’s dominions in America not included within 
the above-mentioned limits: Provided, however, That the American fishermen 
shall be admitted to enter bays or harbors for the purpose of shelter and of re- 
pairing damages therein, of purchasing wood, and obtaining water, and for no 
other purpose whatever. But they shall be under such restrictions as may be 
necessary to prevent their taking, drying, or curing fish therein, or in any other 
manner whatever abusing the privileges hereby reserved to them. 


Whenever you get away from the treaty of 1818,and Article I of that 
treaty, you are sailing without compass and without a chart. 

The next treaty between Great Britain and the United States which 
concerns us was what was known a3 the reciprocity treaty, concluded 
June 5, 1854. The plenipotentiary on the part of the United States 
was William L. Marcy, Secretary of State, and on the part of Great 
Britain the Earl of Elgin, then governor-general of Canada. Article 
I of that treaty relates to this dispute. 

This, sir, was also undera Democratic administration. It will be ob- 
served that under the provisions of this article none of the rights and 
privileges heretofore enjoyed by our fishermen under previous treaties 
were abridged, and that the restriction upon our fishermen not to fish 
within the 3-mile limit was removed. 

Under this treaty with Great Britain certain Canadian products were 
admitted into the United States free of duty—among others, fish of all 
kinds. By the terms of Article V of said treaty it was to remain in 
force for a period of ten years from the date it went into operation, and 
further for the expiration of twelve months after, either of the high con- 
tracting parties had given notice to the other of its wish to terminate 
the same. When this treaty was abrogated our privilege to fish within 
the 3-mile limit fell with it, but not our rights as set forth in Article 
I of the treaty of i818. 

I have but briefly outlined the history of the past relating to this 
subject, that those who may desire to do so can refer more fully to the 
data I have considered. And I desire to say here that Article I of the 
treaty of 1818 clearly defines our rights in connection with this whole 
subject. We can ask for nothing more, as a right, than what belongs 
to us, and we should accept nothing less, And while our privileges 
have been enlarged by subsequent treaties between the United States 
and Great Britain, such additional privileges terminated with the life 
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of the treaty which gave them, and we had Article L ot the treaty of 
1818 to fall back upon. Nowhere in Article I of that treaty can I find 
that, ad a right, we could demand of Canada what the New England 
fishermen ask to-day; but as privileges they are reasonable and just, 
when our policy towards Canada is considered. 

But here, sir, I shall not contine myself to the subject as it deals 
with the past, but will consider it as a partisan question, forced upon 
the country by a Republican Senate for partisan purposes, regardless 
of every other interest; and to do this I will endeavor to show how 
our rights have been protected under Republican as compared with 
Democratic administrations. 

We come next to the treaty between Great Britain and the United 
States, proclaimed July 4, 1871. This treaty was negotiated under a 
Republican administration, and the commissioners on the part of the 
United States were Hamilton Fish, Secretary of State; Robert Cum- 
mings Schenck, our minister to Great Britain; Samuel Nelson, an as- 
sociate justice of the Supreme Court of the United States; Ebenezer 
Rockwood Hoar, of Massachusetts; and George Henry Williams, of 


Oregon. 

Articles XVIII to XXV inclusive of this treaty related to the fishery 
question. Article XXX related to the transportation, in part by water 
and in part by land, from one pointin the United States, through Canada, 
to another point in the United States. Article XXIX related entirely 
to the transportation of goods in bond between Canada and the United 
States, and it is to the last six lines of Article XXIX that I desire par- 
ticularly to call the attention of the House. Article XX VII related 
to the joint use of the canals of the two countries, and Article XXVIII 
related to the right of British bottoms to navigate Lake Michigan. 

Article XVIII of this treaty relates to fisheries. Itwassubstantially 
Article I of the treaty of 1818, and conceded the right of our fishermen 
to fish within the 3-mile limit of Canadian territory; but those rights 
terminated at the expiration of the treaty. This gave usalso the right 
to fish on the shores of the provinces of Quebec, Nova Scotia, New Bruns- 
wick, and the colony of Prince Edward’s Island and the several islands 
thereunto adjacent, which we did not possess under Article I of the 
treaty of 1818. I may say thatthe settlementof what are known as the 
Alabama claims formed the principal subject-matter of the treaty of 
1871, while the fisheries question was but incidental to it. 

I now desire, sir, to call the attention of the House particularly to 
Article XXIX of the treaty of 1871 and its provisions, not only as they 
relate to the bill now before the House, but also in connection with 
Senate bill No. 3173 and House bill No. 10786, of the Forty-ninth Con- 
gress, relating to this subject, and the act approved March 3, 1887, the 
result of these bills. 

But before referring to this article more fully I would call the atten- 
tion of the House to the fact that the trade relations between 
and the United States had not been provided for by treaty stipulations 
et to 1871, except by the treaty of 1854 which had been abrogated 

1866, They were provided for by statutory law of the United 
States, revocable at the option of the Government when the interests of 
our le weretobeservedthereby. Sections 2971, 3005, 3006, and 3102 
of the Revised Statutes provided how and in what manner goods and 
merchandise in bond should pass between the two countries under our 
statutory laws before the treaty of 1871 went into effect, and sections 
2866 and 4347 were enacted to carry out the treaty of 1871. But, asI 
have said, most valuable privileges, temporarily conceded on our part 
to Canada prior to 1871 and revocable at pleasure, by Article XXIX 
of the treaty of 1871, we parted with during the life of that treaty, 
a period now of eighteen years. But what is more remarkable, under 
this article they are made to apply to concessions by Canada to us, and 
which Republican Senators claim are in full force and effect to-day and 
which they claim will require two years’ notice to abrogate, and for 
which we received nothing in return. 

I quote from Mr. Blaine’s ‘‘Twenty Years in Congress,” where he 
comments upon the treaty of 1871. I ask the Clerk to read what I 


send to the desk. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

It would not be Pheer to impute carelessness to the American members of the 
Joint High Commission in framing the articles of the treaty relating to the fish- 


y 
eries. Itis quite evident, however, that they had not closely studied the ques- 
tion and bad allowed the British commissioners to gain an advantage. 

It was not wise to forfeit, by the assent of so im g a body as the Joint 
High Co: ion, our right of protest against the injustice of its provisions and 
to agree practically to the assertion that our fishing rights began in 1818. 

But a much greater blunder was committed. * * By practically con- 
ceding in the first place that money should be paid to Great Britain and by leay- 
ing to the Reference to determine the amount without any limit whatever, they 
(the American commissioners) offered a great en to wrong dealing 
against which the United States has reserved no defense and could secure no 


Mr. SCOTT. That is the criticism, Mr. Speaker, of the historian, 
notof the politician. It is a Republican historian criticising a Repub- 
lican administration and a Republican board of commissioners, who 
undertook to negotiate that treaty and protect the interests of this 
country. [Applause on the Democratic side. ] 

Mr. PHEL Will the gentleman yield to me for a question? 

Mr. SCOTT. If it is not toolong. I have so much regard for the 
gentleman’s capacity — 

Mr. PHELPS. I will endeavor to make it very brief. 

This commission to which reference is there made was appointed by 


the advice and consent of the Senate. Itdid not make asnuccess. The 
commisions which reported the Chamberlain treaty made a greater 
failure; and I wanted to ask the gentleman if the appointment of that 
commission was also with the advice and consent of the Senate, or if it 
was not made in defiance of the Senate and against their protests? 

Mr. SCOTT. I will answer that question later on, if the gentleman 
will do me the honor to follow my argument. 

Mr. Blaine does not criticise Article XXIX of the treaty of 1871, to 
wad his language is even more applicable than to the fisheries, when 

e says: 

It is qaia evident, however, that they had not closely studied the question 
and had alowed the British commissioners to gain an advantage. 

Article XXIX of the treaty of 1871 I ask to have read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

It isagreed that for the term of years mentioned in Article XXXIII of this treaty 
goods, wares, or merchandise arriving at the ports of New York, Boston, and 
Portland, and any other ports in the United States which have been or may from 
time to time be specially designated by the President of the United States, and 
destined for Her Britannic Majesty's possessions in North America, may be en- 
tered at the proper custom-house and conveyed in transit without the payment 
of duties through the territory of the United States under such rules, regula- 
tions, and conditions for the protection of the revenue as the Government of 
the United States may from t to time prescribe; and under like rules, regu- 
lations, and conditions goods, wares, or merchandise may be conveyed in transit 
without the payment of duties from such possessions through the territory of 
the United States for export from the said ports of the United States. z 

it is further agreed that for the like period goods, wares, or merchandise ar- 
riving at the ports of Her Britannic jesty’s possessions in North America 
and destined for the United States may be entered at the proper custom- 
house and conveyed in transit without the payment of duties through the said 

ons under such rules and regulations and conditions for the protection 
of the revenue as the governments of the said possessions may from time to time 
prescribe; and under like rules, regulations, and conditions goods, wares, 
or merchandise may be conveyed in transit without payment of duties from the 
United States through the said ions to other places in the said United 
States, or for export from ports in the said possessions, 

Mr. SCOTT. Now, to fully comprehend this article we must un- 
derstand the situation as it existed in 1871. Canada at that time had 
no sea-port for five months in the year; the Grand Trunk Railroad ter- 
minated at Montreal, and the St. Lawrence River was closed for five 
months in the year by ice. There was no other possible way for Can- 
ada to export her products and import what she desired during the 
winter months except through the ports of the United States, and 
she would have been practically excluded from the outside world had 
por the privileges contained in the twenty-ninth article been granted 
to her. ‘ 

_ Treaty obligations being reciprocal, Canada conceded to us as a na- 
tion the same privileges that we conceded to her so far as concerned 
the importation of goods in bond between the twocountries. But this 
concession on the part of Canada was absolutely worthless to us at that 
time, and has only been utilized in later years to a moderate extent 
by the importation of English salt and other coarse commodities into 
Montreal, which have been transported in bond to Chicago and other 
Western ports, But even here Canada derived a greater benefit from 
such importation than our people did, because she secured the trans- 
portation of this business to her railroads from Montreal to the Detroit 
River, a distance of about 600 miles. 

Now, the privilege we conceded Canada, under this article, of im- 
porting goods in bond through the United States was of great advan- 
tage to her, as I have said, and from which we also dérived some benefit, 
as our railroads at least got something for the transportation of these 
importations. But the great injustice done us under this treaty is em- 
braced in the concession contained in the last clause of Article XXIX, 
as follows: 

And under like rules and regulations and conditions, ds, wares, or mer- 
chandise may be conveyed in transit without payment of duties from the United 
States through the said possessions to other places in the United States, or for 
export from ports in the said possessions. 

Why our commissioners should have accepted this right from Canada 
by treaty stipulation as a concession to us is incomprehensible to me. 

Referring to the privileges conceded by Canada to us under the last 
clause of Article X XTX of the treaty of 1871 and also Article XXX, let 
us fully understand what in fact we gave away and its value to Canada. 
From the formation of our Government down to the present time we have 
absolutely prohibited foreign vessels from engaging in our coastwise 
trade, and no gentlemen have been more strenuous in maintaining this 
policy than the Republican representatives of the New England Statesin 
both Houses of Congress. Theyare always protectionists where protec- 
tion puts ducats into the pockets of their people, and they are equally 
good free-traders when such a policy also benefits their people, regardless 
of the interests of any other section of the country. The} navigation 
laws of the United States prohibit a foreign ship from taking a cargo of 
lumber from Portland, Me., to New York. This isin the interest of the 
New England vessel-owner and American seamen on the high seas, and 
no party in this country objects to it. Now, a vessel is a vehicle of 
transportation upon the water, and a railroad-car a vehicle of transpor- 
tation upon land. Under the articles referred to, the pretended conces- 
sion made by Canada to us is-that the cars of her railroads may enter 
the United States, there loading them up with our produce and mer- 
chandise, carrying them to the northern boundary of the United States, 
say the Detroit River, there crossing and transporting this produce 
and merchandise 600 miles through Canadian territory, entering the 
United States again by the Victoria Bridge at Montreal or other points 
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on the New England frontier and delivering this produce and merchan- 

dise, either for home consumption in the Eastern States or for expor-, 

tation from New England ports to Europe. 

These cars are then again loaded up with Eastern manufactures, pro- 
tected under our tariff laws from 30 to 100 per cent., and carried up to 
Montreal, again transported over Canadian rai re-entering the 

. United States at Detroit andother ports on the Detroit River, and de- 
livered at all our great commercial centers in the interior of our coun- 
try. Now, let us look at this fora moment. The cars in which these 
goods are transported were built in Canada and out of Canadian ma- 

/ terial, by Canadian labor, and they were permitted under this provision 

| to enter and re-enter the United States without duty upon them. It 

,is true that American cars enjoyed the same privilege for our local 

| traffic over Canadian railroads without the payment of duty to Canada; 
but if a Canadian railroad desired to purchase a car manufactured in 
| the United States, a duty of 30 per cent. was levied by the Canadian 

)Government upon such car, andif a locomotive belonging toa Canadian 

(railroad, where the railroad was owned by citizens of our country, 

‘should have the simplest repairs done to it in the United States, on its 

‘return into Canada it was subject toa Canadian tax for such repairs, 

although utilized for transporting local American tonnage over their 
roads, 

Under the provisions of this article which I have referred to a Cana- 
dian car is permitted to go into the pineries of Michigan and there be 
loaded with lumber, transported about 100 miles in the United States 
to the Detroit River; thence, as I have said, 600 miles through Canada 
to Montreal, and unloaded in Portland. If this is not free trade with 
Canada in railroad transportation then I do not know what it can be 
called; but not free trade in. fish, fresh or salted. Yet to-day you can 
not find a Republican Senator or Representative from the New England 
States who favors depriving Canadian railroads of this privilege, al- 
though it is impossible for any man advocating the theory of protec- 
tion to reconcile this state of affairs with the principles underlying the 
laws governing our coastwise trade. 

The President should have been given the power absolutely to ter- 
minate such a condition of affairs, as insisted on by the House of Rep- 
resentatives in the Forty-ninth Congress, not only upon the ground that 
Canada had violated Article XXIX of the treaty of 1871, but that it 
had been a concession on our part to her for the past eighteen years 
for which we have received no equivalent. No conscientious protec- 
tionist should have objected to the granting of this power to the Exec- 
utive. The country may not know what we have given away under 
the provision referred to. During the last winter I obtained at a 
great deal of trouble, from official sources, the following data of thenum- 
ber of Canadian and American cars which were loaded in the United 
States with American products and merchandise under the privileges 
eonferred by this article of the treaty of 1871, transported through 
Canada on Canadian railroads, re-entering the United States again, and 
either distributed locally in the United States or exported; which I ask 
to have read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Number of Canadian and American cars, and weight of contents, trans- 
ported in bond from one point in the United States through Canada to 
another point in the United States, during the fiscal year ending June 30, 
1887, not including the car transportation in bond belween the two 


countries, : 

Port of departure. Number of hihan sarte 

| 

Tons. 
Buffalo, N. Y. 705, 315 
Detroit, Mich. 2,091, Ln 
ensburgh, 

Plattsburgh, N. Y. 1,712 
Huron, Mich 995, 250 
Pi nd, Me... 37,272 
cans Vincent, Mi xno 
Vermont... cosses nee 250, 000 
Ml cs ican ese amet eo nas Sheet RA i 170,509 i 4, 918, 245 

*25,968 empty. tPackages. 1Cars. 


Mr. SCOTT. Thisreport shows a gross tonnage of about 5,000,000 tons 
carried by these Canadian railroads of American produce and merchan- 
dise from one point to another point in the United States through Canada. 
I have had a careful estimate made of the gross money value to Canadian 
railroads from this business, and a very low estimate is $6,000,000 per 
annum. Good authorities put it at $8,000,000. Now when we consider 
that the steel rails over which this immense tonnage is transported in 
Canada are not subject to a duty of $17 per ton as are those of the rail- 
roads of the United States; that the labor employed in the transporta- 
tion of this produce and merchandise in Canada pays no tax into our 
Treasury, nor consumes the home produce of our farmers, we can have 
some faint idea of the injustice that is done, not only the wage-workers 
of our railroads but those employed in all our industries to operate, 
equip, and maintain our roads by the continuance of this policy. 
~ To show how directly our people are interested, it is necessary to un- 


derstand how the railroad busmess of the country isdone. The em- 
ployés of the railroad companies of this country, as a rule, are not paid 
by the month, but by the number of trips; the engineers, firemen, con- 
ductors, and train-men are always so paid, and when there are no trains 
to go they remain idle without pay until their turn comes. Now, if 
this 5,000,000 tons of freight had È been transported over American rail- 
roads, it isa very easy calculation to ascertain the employment it would 
have furnished our own people instead of giving it to the people of Can- 
ada. This is true protection. ; 

The present ministry of Canada is so interwoven with the Canadian 
railroad system that the two must either swim or sink together. The 
large public debt ot the Dominion has been incurred mainly by subsi- 
dies to her railways, and it is an undoubted fact that to-day the Cana- 
dian railroads are supported largely by the American traffic, local to 
the United States, which I have referred to. It is folly to claim that 
Canadian railway competition cheapens the cost of transportation in the 
United States. 

Mr. McCREARY (the hour of adjournment haying arrived). Does 
the gentleman from Pennsylvania desire to conclude his remarks this 
afternoon ? 

Mr, SCOTT. I would prefer to proceed in the morning. There is 
very important matter connected with the debate, to which I desire to 
call the attention of the House. 

Mr. McCREARY. Then I suggest that the gentleman proceed with 
his remarks until two minutes to 5 o’clock, when I will ask him to 
yield to a motion to adjourn. 

Mr. SCOTT. Ishall be very much obliged if the House will con- 
sent to permit me to conclude myremarks in the morning, when I will 
also answer the question of the gentleman from New Jersey. 

Mr, McCREARY. Ifthe gentleman will now yield, as the hour for 
adjournment is close at hand, I will make that motion. 

Mr. SCOTT. Certainly. 

Mr. McCREARY. Before making the motion to adjourn, I desire 
to ask unanimous consent on behalf of the gentleman from Pennsyl- 
vania that he may be allowed to conclude his remarks in the morning. 
How much time, Mr. Speaker, remains to the gentleman? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman has occupied fifty-five 
minutes of his time. 

Mr. SCOTT resumed his remarks at 2.30 p. m., September 6. 

Mr. Speaker, when the hour of adjournment arrived yesterday I had 
proceeded in the line of my argument from a short historical account 
of how our rights to these fisheries originated to the practical results 
growing out of the treaty of 1871, and I submitted to the House certain 
data showing what we had conceded under the Jast six lines of Article 
XXIX of the treaty of 1871. I will now resume at that point. 

The treaty of 1871 has been in force for a period of eighteen years, 
and, as claimed by the Republican Senate, is in force to-day. Under 
an award made by a commission created by this treaty we received 
something over $15,000,000, paid in cash by the English Government 
for having virtually exterminated our flag from the high seas, in con- 
nection with the Alabama depredations. Let us see now, under the 
last six lines of Article XXIX of that treaty, which was made to appear 
as a concession to us from Canada, what was the money value of the same 
to the people of Canada, and whether ornot, from a national point of view, 
we have not given them, for which we have received no consideration, 
ries to nearly five times the amount paid us under the Alabama 
aw: 

I have shown that for the year ending June 30, 1887, the gross valuo 
of the traffic earned by Canadian railroads, derived entirely from the 
local tonnage of the United States—and this does not include the bonded 
business between the two countries—amounted to about $6,000,000. 
A low average of the gross earnings of these Canadian railroads for a 

riod of eighteen years under this clause can not be put at less than 

,000,000 per annum; and for a period of eighteen years it would 
amount to a gross sum of $72,000,000. When we come to divide this 
between capital and labor, as rience has shown it is divided in 
the United States, 65 per cent. of this sum would go to labor and for 
materials produced in the United States, and 35 per cent. to capital. 
Sixty-five per cent. of $72,000,000 amounts to $46,800,000. This has 
been taken away from the wage-workers and the industries of the coun- 
try, in the States of Illinois, Indiana, Ohio, Pennsylvania, New York, 
New Jersey, and the New England States, and 35 per cent., amount- 
ing to $25,200,000, has been received by the owners of Canadian 
railroads; and yet I think to-day we bave more miles of railroad in the 
United States than in all the other countries of the world combined, 
and could have transported this enormous tonnage within our own ter- 
ritorial limits and over our own roads, or by our own ships on the Great 
Lakes, Without the additional cost of 1 cent either to the producers or 
consumers of this country. Can it bê claimed, if these figures are cor- 
rect, that England virtually paid us anything under the Alabama ` 
award? The country must not forget that the treaty of 1871 wasmade 
under a Republican administration and by Republican commissioners, 

I will call attention of the House to Article XXII of the treaty of 
1871, which provided commissioners to determine a compensation. if 
any, to be paid by the United States for privil granted by Article 
XVIII of this treaty; and of Article XVIII I will read only the head- 


| ing: ‘‘Rights of the inhabitants of the United States in Certain Sea 
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Fisheries in Common.” Under Article XVIII the restriction of the 
3 miles limit was removed, conceding us a privilege which we did 
not enjoy under Article I of the treaty of 1818; that is, our fishermen 
were allowed to go within the 3 miles limit and fish in the mouth of 
the St. Lawrence and on the shores of the provinces of Canada. 

As I have said, Article XXII authorized the appointment of a com- 
mission to determine whether the concessions granted us in Article 
XVIII of this treaty were of more value than what we conceded to 
Great Britain. Under the award growing out of Article XXII the 
United States was compelled to pay $5,500,000. I have in my hand 
an excellent authority, ‘‘The Republican Party, Its History, Princi- 
ples and Policies,” edited and revised by a very distinguished gentle- 
man, an ex-Governor, and now a member of this House, the Hon. John 
D. Long, of Massachusetts, which I will send to the Clerk’s desk to 
have read about five lines. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Under the terms of that choo f we secured the right to fish within the shore- 
line of Canada, and other privileges unnecessary to mention, paying for these 
almost worthless ens $5,500,000, giving to Canada our markets for her fish. 
During the life of this treaty we remitted in duties nearly $6,000,000—the last 
year of its existence, in 1885, nearly $700,000, or, to be exact, $689,602.25, 

Mr. SCOTT. That is not my criticism of the treaty of 1871. Bear 
in nrind I have shown that, under Article XXIX of the treaty of 1871, 
by a concession to Canada of railroad traffic in the United States, we 
had virtually given away $72,000,000, just as much as if it had been 
taken out of the Treasury of the United States and had been sent over 
to Canada. It was taken from the wage-workers, the manufacturers, 
and producers in the country. [Applause.] 

All my life, sir, I have had a good deal to do with balance-sheets, 
and whenever I come to close up my account I want tosee the balance- 
sheets; I want to know where the profit and loss account stands, I 
make it as follows: 


Great Britain in account with the Uniied States, 
DR. 
To amount paid Canadian railways under Article XXIX of the 
treaty of 1871, for a period of eighteen Years............sssecessesessseensssses 72, 000, 000 
To error in award under said treaty, paid by the United States...... » 5,500,000 


TOAL nce coreonsosceness opseeessoe Ë 

CR. 
By amount received under Alabama award claims ......... 
By amount received for the right to fish within 3-mile 
es of the Gulf of St. Lawrence and the shores of 
a T AAE P A ES A SN vansbe R sis 


Balance due the United States 68, 000, 000 


But, sir, what was atthe bottom ofallthis? Why wasitdone? In 
whose interest? During the late unpleasantness with our Southern 
brethren the Alabama had committed certain depredations by the de- 
struction of our ships. Most of these ships had been insured, and the 
parties who suffered had made good their loss from the insurance com- 
panies, so that the Alabama claims passed mainly either into the hands 
of the insurance companies or of private parties who were not the 
original claimants. The object, therefore, was what? That these 
claim agents and insurance companies might get the $15,000,000 from 
Great Britain, whether it cost our people and our Government $100,- 
000,000 or not, 

There is hardly any portion of the United States to-day where com- 
petition does not exist between rival roads. The Canadian railroads 

no advantage as to distance over our rail and water routes 
from one point in the United States to another point ín the United 
States, except as to a limited area in the State of Michigan. Take a 
line drawn due east and west from the city of Baltimore to the city of 
Chicago. The whole territory south of such a line is nearer to Port- 
land by American railroads than it is by Canadian railroads; and yet 
Canadian railroads, under Article XXIX of the treaty of 1871, are‘com- 
petitors for every ton of local business originating in this territory des- 
tined to our seaports on the Atlantic coast. All of this tonnage se- 
cured by Canadian railroads, which it is possible for them to divert 
from our own seaports and which they can export via Montreal, is so 
exported to the loss of our own ports on the Atlantic—-Portland, Boston, 
New York, Philadelphia, and Baltimore; and what they carry and 
can not so export by Montreal they carry from one place in the United 
States to another. 

Again, take the city of Chicago, and let us compare a rail route of 
Canada partly through the United States and partly through Canada 
to Portland, with an American railroad between the same points. I 
select Portland, as it is the terminus of the shortest route for Canadian 
roads, and the most remote point of export from Chicago on our north- 
eastern sea-board. The Grand Trunk Railroad of Canada, extending 
from Chicago to Portland, is the shortest route through Canada, and 
the distance from Chicago to Portland by that route is 1,145 miles, 
divided as follows: 


roads. 
American railroads in the New England States. 
American railroads west of the Detroit River... 


making 513 miles of American railroad and 632 of Canadian railroad by 
this ronte. The distance from Chicago to Portland by all American rail 
routeis1,153 miles, and this distance is via Boston, which can be reduced 
to Portland by shorter New England routes, There is, therefore, only 
a difference of 8 miles in favor of the Canadian railroads. 

The American route is as follows: 


PRATLDG Bi COREE. E can besnssovesravsostvenysessey T T O EE ERA 1,153 

It will be seen from the foregoing statement that if the shortness of 
the route affects the cheapness of transportation, the Canadian ruute 
offers noadvantages, even when Portland, located in the extreme north- 
east section of our country, the nearest exporting point to Canada and 
the extreme exporting pointon oureastern seaboard, isconsidered. But 
it will be observed that a saving in distance of 116 miles of rail trans- 
portation would be made if this produce were exported from Boston 
instead of Portland; the distance still diminishing the farther south 
we go, from New. York, Philadelphia, and Baltimore. 

In the second session of the Forty-ninth Congress a bill known as the 
retaliation bill was introduced relating to this subject by Mr. ED- 
MUNDS (Senate bill No. 3173), and was by the Senate and re- 
ferred to the Committee on Foreign Affairs of the House of Represent- 
atives. This bill authorized the President in certain contingencies by 
proclamation— 

To deny vessels, their masters and crews, of the British Dominions of North 
anie; any entrance into the waters, ports, or places of or within the United 


And also— 

Ifhe thought proper, to den 
of freah fish or salt Ash or any other product of sald Dominion, or other goods 
coming from said Dominions to the United States. 

The enforcement of these provisions and powers by the President 
would simply result in non-intercourse with 

A declaration of non-intercourse between two countries is a serious 
matter, but I had no fears that if this right were conferred upon the 
President he would ever exercise it, except as a last resort to protect 
the honor and the interests of the American people. If, however, you 
can secure justice and right for yourself by simply reserving to your- 
self what of right belongs to you and which no nation on the earth 
would claim that you are not fully entitled to, you accomplish peace- 
fully what perhaps belligerent methods would fail to secure. For the 
fact that we are notin a position to do this to-day a Republican Senate 
is responsible. i 

The Senate bill was referred to the Committee on Foreign Relations 
in the House of Representatives on the 23d day of February, 1887, who 
reported back to the House a substitute for the Senate bill, which was 
substantially the Senate bill with the following amendment: 

And he may also forbid the entrance or importation, either by land or water, 
into the United States, of any goods, wares, or merchandise from the aforesaid 
Dominion of Canada or Newfoundland, or any locomotive, car, or other ve- 
ee or any goods that may be therein contained, from the Dominion of Can- 
ada, 

Mr. NELSON. Will the gentleman allow a question just there? 

Mr. SCOTT. Certainly. È 

Mr. NELSON. Ido not desire to interrupt the gentleman for the 
purpose of annoying him, but simply to call his attention to the fact 
that the very clause he reads was predicated upon the assumption 
that the British Government or the Canadian Government would vio- 
late Article XXIX of this treaty, which was assumed to be in force. 
I have the Belmont bill, as it is called, in my hand, and will read 
that paragraph: 

And upon proof that the prizileges secured by Article XXIX of the treaty con- 
cluded between the Uni States and Great Britain on the 8th day of May, 
1871, are denied to sand merchandise arriving at the ports of British Nort 
America, the President may, by proclamation, forbid, ete, 

So you observe in this retaliation bill (the Belmont bill) his right to 
do as you claim was conditional upon the fact that the British Govern- 
ment or the Canadian Government, subsequently to that time, should 
break Article XXIX of the treaty, which you assume now has been 
obsolete all through these years. 

Mr. SCOTT. I will answer the gentleman, but I will do so when I 
come down to that point in my argument, I would say to the gentle- 
man, just as a brief answer to his inquiry, that the notice received from 
the Canadian Government that our fishermen would no longer be al- 
lowed to send their fish in bond through Canada into the United States 
was clearly a violation of Article XXIX, in my judgment. Iam aware, 
sir, that in 1878, Mr. Foster, agent of our Government at Halifax, wrote 
to Mr. EVARTS, then Secretary of State under General Grant, that by 
conceding to Canada that the right for our fishermen to send their fish 
into the United States was not covered by Article X XTX of the treaty 
of 1871, a large sum of money had been saved under the award when 
we paid Canada $5,500,000 referred to herein. Bat, sir, I will show 
him how he and his friends on that side of the Chamber, in connection 
with a Republican Senate, made it impossible for the President to meet 

that difficulty before I get through. 
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There has been, sir, a great deal of low-down cunning work in this 
whole matter, and if I have time I propose to expose it. 

The House bill as amended conferred upon the President of the United 
States the right, under certain contingencies, to abrogate Article XXIX 
of the treaty of 1871, and also to do precisely what the bill now under 
consideration proposes to do as to goods passing in bond between the 
two countries; and to go further—not only to abrogate Article XXIX 
of the treaty of 1871, by which we agreed that Canada might transpòrt 
her goods in bond; but, sir, it gave him the power, covered by Article 
XXIX, which had appeared as a concession to us, by the last six lines, 
to stop Canadian cars from coming into the United States and trans- 
porting our local traflic from one point in the United States through 
Canada to another point in the United States. And it was just under 
these six lines, where under the guise of a concession to us, au absolute 
gift was made to them of $72,000,000, to which I have just referred. 

House bill No. 10786, the substitute for Senate bill 3173, in the 
Forty-ninth Congress as amended, giving the President power to abro- 
gate Article XXIX of the treaty of 1871, was passed by a Democratic 
House and sent to the Senate. The yea-and-nay vote which was called 
on the e of the substitute was as follows: Yeas—Democrats 138, 
Republicans 1. Nays—Republicans 123, Democrats 1. Now, on the 
final passage of the bill substituted by the House the yeas were 256: 
Democrats 135, Republicans 121. The nays—1 Democrat. 

When the Republican Senate refused to concur in the bill as amended 
by the House and the final vote was taken on the bill, whether the 
House should insist or recede, the yeas were 148: Democrats 16, Re- 
publicans 132; nays 136: Democrats 135, Republicans 1. | 

Oa the 24th of February, 1887, Mr. EDMUNDS in the Senate said: 

I suppose it is hardly necessary to read the substitute— 

Referring to the House bill. 


I move that the Senate disagree to the amendment of the House of Repre- 
sentatives and ask for a conference thereon, and that the amendment of the 
House and the bill of the Senate be printed together for the use of the Senate. 


This motion was agreed to. 
On the 25th of February the Speaker laid before the House Senate 
bill 3173, and the Clerk read as follows: 


Resolved, That the Senate disagree to the amendments of the House of Rep- 
resentatives to the bill of the Senate 3173 and ask a conference with the House 
on the disa; ing votes of the two Houses thereon. « 

Ordered, That Messrs. EDMUNDS of Vermont, Frye of Maine, and MorGAx be 
the conferees on the part of the Senate. 


Mr. BELMONT, chairman of the Committee on Foreign Affairs of the 
House, said: 

I move that the House insist upon its amendments and agree to the confer- 
ence asked for by the Senate. 


The motion was agreed to. 

The Speaker appointed as managers of the conference on the part ot 
the House Messrs. BELMONT, CLEMENTS, and Rice. In the conference 
report made by Mr. EDMUNDS to the Senate February 28, 1887, page 
2387 of the CONGRESSIONAL RECORD, after discussing the difference be- 
tween the House and the Senate bill, we find the following language: 


The irreconcilable point of difference between the managers of the two 
Houses is the insistance on the part of the House managers upon adding tothe 
scope of the Senate bill, and so going beyond it, the further provision that, in 
case of injurious treatment of our vessels in British American waters, it shall 
be within the competence of the President of the United States to absolutely 
stop intercourse, not only by water, but by land, between the people of the 
United States and the people of the British territories adjacent, thas absolutely 
cutting off the continuous movement of railway trains from the British prov- 
inces to any part of the United States, and in effect reciprocally from the United 
States to British Dominions, either on the northern boundary of Minnesota, at 
the river St. Mary, at Port Huron, at Detroit, at Grosse Isle, at Buffalo, at 
ee gy Falls, at Rouse’s Point, at Highgate. Franklin, Biddeford, Troy, 
Derby, and Norton, on the northern border of Vermont, and on the northern 
and eastern borders of Maine, at all of which places it is understood there now 
exist interior railroad lines crossing the boundaries of the two countries—in 
some cases operated and practically owned by British subjects, and in other 
cases operated and practically owned by American citizens, 


The report further says: 
The Senate managers have felt it to be a duty to decline to go to this extent— 
_ And that— 


there is no present justification for reposing in the Executive this further enor- 
mous power pro; y the House of Representatives in its amendment and 
insisted upon by the House managers. 

Under 


The absurdity of this logic is too palpable for discussion. 
the original bill as it passed the Senate, under certain contingencies— 


It shall be the duty of the President of the United States, in his discretion, by 

roclamation to that effect, to deny vessels, their masters and crews, of the 

ritish dominions of North America,any entrance into the waters, ports, or 
places of or within the United States— 


And also— 
to deny entry into any port or P of the United States of fresh fish or salt 
fish or any o! dominions, or goods coming from said domin- 


er product of sai 
ions to the Unii tes. 


Now, it will be observed that while a Republican Senate was willing 
to confer upon the President of the United States the greater power to 
exclude a Canadian vessel from the ports of the United States, and not 
only Canadian vessels, but Canadian products, and especially Canadian 
fish, fresh and salt, we find the following language: 


The Senate managers have felt it to be a duty to decline to go to this extent— 
that is, excluding cars—and have thought it to be clear that the provisions for 
the protection of American interests set forth in the Senate bill and in that 


part of the House amendment are entirely adequate to the peaceful end in 
view, and that there is no present justification for reposing in the Executive 
this further enormous power proposed by the House of Representatives and 
insisted upon by the House managers. 


“To the peaceful end in view’? (?) The act authorized the Presi- 
dent of the United States, by proclamation, to forbid the entry into 
the ports of the United States of the ships of a people with whom we 
were at peace. It prohibited their products from coming within the 
limits of the United States. But to confer upon the President of the 
United States the power to exclude Canadian cars engaged in the in- 
ternal commerce of our country, transporting that commerce from one 
point in the United States to another point in the United States through 
Canadian territory, the distinguished Senator from Vermont held, was 
a power too ‘‘ enormous’? to confer upon a Democratic President. 

Had the House amendment become a law, and which the President 
favored at that time, and been accepted by the Senate, it was optional 
with the President to exercise any one of or the whole of the powers con- 
ferred upon him under the bill. A proclamation of the President sim- 
ply withdrawing the privileges enjoyed by Canadian railroads granted 
under the last clause of Article XXIX of the treaty of 1871 could have 
been considered by the Canadian Government neither as a casus belli 
nor as an unfriendly act. We would have been thereby keeping sim- 
ply what properly belonged to us. Intercourse and trade between the 
two countries could have continued as usual. Such a proclamation 
would not have been declaring non-intercourse between Canada and 
the United States, nor have affected the entrance and clearance of their 
vessels in our ports, nor would it have excluded their products from 
entering the United States; but the withdrawal of this privilege to 
participate in ourinternal commerce would have struck the Canadian 
Government and the Canadian railroads a heavier blow than could have 
been dealt by any other possible method short of actual warfare, and 
which we as & government could have adopted, and must have soon 
brought about a settlement of all the disputes between Canada and our- 
selves—that is, if we were willing in the fature to extend to Canada 
the privileges which she has enjoyed during the past seventeen years, 
of participating in our internal commerce. 

‘This whole question between the House and the Senate, so far as the 
Senaté was concerned, was practically left to the Republican Senators 
from the New England States, who are supposed to be protectionists 
par excellence in their regard for home capital and home labor. 

The drippings of commerce from these Canadian railways largely in- 
ured to the benefit of New England roads, particularly those in Ver- 
mont, as well as New England ports. The loss of these drippings, even 
to secure from Canada what it was claimed our fishermen and fishing in- 
terests were fairly entitled to, would have soon caused a counter- irritant 
in the public sentiment of New England, not only inland, but in New 
England seaports, that would have made the whole dispute local and 
not national. It would have brought about a division of sentiment of 
the people interested, both in New England and Canada, which would 
have ended in a solution of the whole subject. 

Now, the opposition to this proviso in the House bill referred to came 
from Mr. REED, of Maine, the Republican leader in the House, and 
from Mr. Rice, a Republican from Massachusetts, a member of the Com- 
mittee on Foreign Affairs and also a member of the conference commit- 
tee on the part of the House, whose constituency evidently did not 
appreciate his efforts in their behalf in connection with this legislation, 
as his place is to-day occupied by a Democrat froin Massachusetts [ Mr, 
RUSSELL], though it is a Republican district, by some 5,009 majority. 

Mr. DAVIS. Does the gentleman desire to say that has anything 
to do with the fisheries dispute? 

Mr. SCOTT. I do not know that his action on that bill was the 
sole cause of his defeat. 

Mr. DAVIS. Isupposed you were well informed. 

Mr. SCOTT. The active opposition of these gentlemen and of the 
Senate finally resulted in the House receding from the amendment as 
a concession to the Senate to save the failure of the bill, which would 
have conferred upon the President the power to exclude Canadian cars, 
which, if it had been granted as provided in the House bill, would have 
conferred upon him all the powers necessary to have brought about an 
amicapleand fair adjustment of this vexatious and irritating difference 
between the two countries. 

I will say that in the line of my argument itis necessary for me to 
follow the ins and outs of this legislation, so that it does not permit 
me to make as logical and consecutive an argument as I otherwise 
might make, but I will try to track it down. 

Mr. NELSON. Will the gentleman from Pennsylvania allow me to 
ask him a question there ? 

Mr. SCOTT. Certainly, sir. 

Mr. NELSON. The gentleman is in favor, as I gather from his ar- 
gument, of the retaliation bill of the House in the last Congress. Is 
he in favor of breaking up the trade of the Northwest in favor of the 
trank lines of this country ? 

Mr. SCOTT. That is notin the line of my argument. 

Mr, NELSON. Is that your position? 

Mr. SCOTT. I will answer the gentleman after awhile. 

Mr. NELSON. I would like to know for the benefit of the North- 
west. 
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Mr. SCOTT. I would again call the attention of the House to Arti- 
cle XXX of tho treaty of 1871, and I quote as follows: 


It is agreed that, for the terms of years mentioned in Article XXXIII of this 
treaty, subjects of Her Britannic Majesty may carry in-British vessels, without 
payment of duty, goods, wares, or merce dise from one port or place within 
the territory of the United States upon the St. Lawrence, the Great Lakes, and 
the rivers connecting the same, to another port or place within the territory of 
the United States as aforesaid: Provided, That a portion of such transportation 
is made through the Dominion of Canada by land carriage and in bond, under 
such rules and regulations as may be agreed upon between the Government of 
Her Britannic Majesty and the Government of the United States. 


Here, sir, under this provision the coastwise trade of the United 
States was virtually opened to foreign bottoms for the first time in the 
history of the country. 

Mr. NELSON. Only as to the St. Lawrence waters. 

Mr. SCOTT. No, sir; the Great Lakes and the St. Lawrence. 

Mr. NELSON. I meant that. 

Mr. SCOTT. Please donot interrupt me. 

Mr. NELSON. I want you to explain this correctly. 

Mr. SCOTT. Iam notdiseussing this questionasa partisan. Ishall 
endeavor to keep to the facts; I am not talking politics. [Laughter 
on the Republican side. ] 

But, sir, it will be observed that the high commissioners, under a 
Republican administration, who consented to this article were very care- 
ful that this privilege did not extend to the seacoasts of the United 
States, but was confined tothe great inland fresh water seas of the United 
States, over which to-day is transported a volume and value of tonnage 
exceeding the entire volume and value of the exports and import ton- 
nage of the United States, and this inland tonnage is carried on by 
American seamen, who, when their services are needed, can always be 
relied upon to defend the country, while, as shown by the testimony 
taken by the Ford committee, out of every one hundred seamen em- 
ployed on New England fishing vessels, 75 per cent. of them are citizens 
of Canada, Nova Scotia, and other aliens. 

I submit the following evidence taken before the Ford committee: 


L. M. MONTGOMERY : 

Q. What is your occupation ? 

A. I am a special agent of the United States Treasury. 

Q. In charge here? 

A. Of this district, B fan sir. 

Q. What does this district include? 

A. It includes Stonington to New London, Conn., all of Rhode Island, Massi- 
chusetts, Maine. and New Hampshire. * * + 

Q. State whether it is customary for large numbers of aliens to seek employ- 
ment in the New Engiand States during the fishing season, and to return to 
their homes at the conclusion of the season? 

A, It is customary, sir. 

Q. State whether they como in large numbers or otherwise? 

A. They come sometimes in large numbers, as many a3 two or three hun- 
dred; sometimes in groups of twenty-five or thirty. enerally in a number 
sufficient to man a ship, not less; that would be sixteen to eighteen. 

Q. Do you mean a fishing schooner? 

A. A fishing vessel; yes, sir. z 

Q. Have you had occasion to inquire and become familiar with the propor- 
tion of aliens employed as fishermen in the New England States? 

A. Ihave. 

Q. What, in your qrp is the proportion of aliens of the whole number 
of persons eng: n fishing; what proportion are aliens? 

A. From the data which I have obtained at the various fishing ports of the 
New England districts, I should say 75 per cent, were aliens. 

Q. Taking the thing as a whole? 

A. Yes, sir. z 

Q. You mean persons not citizens of the United States? 

A. Not citizens of the United States. 

Q. What countries do these aliens belong to generally? 

A. They come principally from the British provinces, some are Portuguese, 
some are Scandinavians, and other Europeans of less numbers. 

Q: What Canadian provinces do they come from? 

A. Principally from New Brunswick and chiefly from that part known as 
Cape Breton. 

Q. aey = Cape Breton fishermen ? 
A. Yes, sir. 
Q. State whether they are men well skilled in their business. 

A. They have the reputation of being excellent fishermen. ran 

Q. Why is it that such a large number of these aliens are enabled ty »dtain 
employment here? 

aS pacanie they engage themselves for a les3 rate of wages and they work 
more continnousiy and are generally less expensive than the native fishermen, 
and also for the reason that there aro very few native fishermen left to man the 
vessels. : 

Q. What has become of the native fishermen ? x 

A. They have been, if I may use the term, exterminated by the immigration 
of the aliens. 

Q. And gone into other occupations ? 

A. thee sir. are 

. Such as what? 

rs Such as in the shoe factories, and are at the industrial centers of New Eng- 
land—Lowell, Manchester, Salem, and those places where there are factories 
near the ports—they have gone there and practically ceased to be fishermen. 

-Q. Then,as I understand from your testimony, the American New England 
fisherman is fast becoming a thing of the past? ’ 

k. Extinct sir. * * * 

Q. Do you believe their coming here is stimulated and encouraged by the 
owners of these fishing industrics? : 

A. I believe that the fact that they can be obtained for less wages and will do 
more and better work, and their doing better work is from the condition of 
the natives being estranged and alieniated from their legitimate work, there- 
fore the inducement of the owner to get them. 

Q. State what means they employ to get them? 

A. Generally in this way: The owners of the vessels have their agents in the 
provinces and they inform their agents about the time that they will have hoats 


oing out to be manned. 
= Q By the provinces you mean Nova Scotia and New Brunswick? 


A. Yes, sir; Brilish provinces, The agent is notified that the vessel will pro- 
ceed to a certain point on the British coast and there receive the complement, 
usual for an outfit, sixteen to eighteen men. She is Garried across by four and \ 


sometimes only three men; the balance of the crew are then taken on board 
through the instrumentality of the agenteof the owner knowing the time and 
the place of their embarking, and then they go to their work in deep-sea fishing. 

Mr. COGSWELL. Thestatementis false. It is ex parte testimony. 
It conflicts with the United States census of 1880, with the Massachnu- 
setts census of 1885, with Professor Baird's report on the fisheries, and 
Secretary Manning’s statement. Isay it is ex parte testimony, and the 
Gloucester people already through me have asked of Mr. Forp’s com- 
mittee an opportunity to contradict and disprove Mr. MoNTGOMERY’S 
statement. A fair estimate of the aliens in the New England fishing 
fleet is not far from 20 per cent. 

Mr. SCOTT. I wish to say in regard to this testimony, Mr. Speaker, 
that the gentleman who under oath gave that testimony is as accom- 
plished, as intelligent, and as able a man as any member of this House. 
He is a man, sir, entirely independent and able to live without work. 
He speaks five different languages; and I want, because I will take no 
partisan advantage in this discussion, to say that after this testimony 
was taken an opportunity was given for it to be controverted by wit- 
nesses who subsequently appeared before the committee, and then af- 
ter this rebuttal testimony was taken before the committee the witness 
whose language has just been read cıme in, and his subsequent testi- 
mony confirmed what he testified to. 

Now, sir, with this little digression, in which politics broke out from 
the other side, I will resume my remarks. ‘ 

I now ask the Clerk to read 4317 of the Revised Statutes. 

Itis as follows: 


Provided, however, That from the date of the President's proclamation declar- 
ing thst he has evidence that the Imperial Parliament of Great Britain, the 
Parliament of Canada, and the Lezislature of Prince Edward's Island have 
passed laws on their part to give effect to the provisions of the treaty of Wash- 
ington of May 8, 1871, as contained in Articles XVIII to XXV, inclusive, and 


Ariicle XXX of said treaty; and so long as said articles remain in force, ac-* 


cording to the terms and conditions of Article XX XIII of said treaty, all sub- 
jects of Her Britannic Majesty may carry in British vessels, without payment 
of duty, goods, wares,or merchandise from one port or place within the terri- 
tory of the United States, upon the St. Lawrence, the Great Lakes, and the rivers 
connecting the same.to another port or placo within the territory of the United 
States as aforesaid: And provided further, Thata portion of such transportation 
is made through the Dominion of Canada by land-ca and in bond, under 
such rules and regulations as may be ag upon between the Governmentof 
Her Britannic Majesty and the Government of the United States: And provided 
further, That the President of the United States may by proclamation suspend 
the right of See drt royided for by this section, in case the Dominion of Canada 
should at any time deprive the citizens of the United States of the use of the 
canals in the said Dominion on terms of equality with the inhabitants of the 
Dominion, as provided in Article XX VII of said treaty. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, I would remind the House that section 4347 of 
the Revised Statutes, which has just been read, was the law under 
which the treaty of 1871 was put into effect. While section 4347 was 
not in the treaty itself, it was due notice to Great Britain that the treaty 
was subject to the statute, and that in case of a violation on the part 
of Great Britain of the provisions specified and defined in that statute, 
the power was vested in the President of the United States to abrogate 
Articles XVIII to XXV and XXX, inclusive, in case Article XX VII 
of the treaty was violated by Canada, and Article XX VII related to 
the canals. But you must look at the section itself to see what its 
provisions were, and then, entirely to comprehend and get at the true 
inwardness of the whole subject, you must come down to the year 1883, 
when the Committee on Foreign Relations of the Senate of the United 
States reported a joint resolution for the abrogation of the treaty of 
1871. 

This is fine work, sir. Many a man has been hung on circumstan- 
tial evidence a great deal less significant than that which can be fur- 
nished here from the official records of the statutes of the United States 
and of the proceedings in the Senate of the United States. You have 
got to read it, and you have got to understand it. The provisions of 
the treaty of Washington of May 8, 1871, in relation to the fisheries are 
contained in Articles from XVIII to XXV inclusive, and also Article 
XXX of said treaty. What were Articles from XVIII to XXV? 
Articles XVIII to XXV related solely and entirely to the fisheries ques- 
tion. It was all fish, not only in the treaty, but in the statutes; and 
every other interest in this country, however great and however im- 
portant, was made subsidiary to the mackerel catch. 

Now let us come to the proviso: 


And provided further, That the President of the United States may, by procla- 
mation, suspend the right of carrying provided for a this section in case the 
Dominion of Canada should at any time deprive the citizens of the United 
States of the use of the canals in said Dominion on terms of equality with the 
inhabitants of the Dominion, as provided in Article XX VII of said treaty. 


Article XX VII of the treaty of 1871 referred to the joint use of the 
canals by Canada and ourselves. I call attention, however, to the 
fact that Article XX VII of the treaty did not absolutely give us the 
right to the use of the Canadian canals, In that article the Govern- 
ment of Great Britain simply agreed that it would use its influence to 
induce the Canadian Government to allow our vessels to pass through 
their canals. 

But, if I am able to make myself clear, gentlemen will see that this 
was the only statute which put the treaty of 1871 into force and 
effect, and this statute referred only to Articles XVIII to XXV and 
Article XXX. It did not refer to Article XXIX. Article XXIX of 
the treaty of 1871 was dealt with as a provision requiring no statute 
of the United States to carry it into effect; it executed itself. 

Now, sir, if Canada violated Article XX VII relating to the canals, 


> 
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then it was within the power of the President to declare abrogated Ar- 


ticles from XVIII to XXV which related to the fisheries, and Article 
‘XXX which authorized Canadian bottoms to engage in our coastwise 


trade. 

I desire now to call the attention of the House ly to the 
debate which occurred in the Senate and which I send to the Clerk’s 
desk; but before having it read I wish to say that we have come down 


‘now to a later period, to the year 1883, when the Committee on Foreign 


Relations of the Senate had reported a joint resolution to abrogate this 
treaty. Iask the Clerk to read from the CONGRESSIONAL RECORD the 
portion of the debate which I have marked. 
The Clerk read as follows: 
BRITISH FISHERIES TREATY. 


The Presipine OFFICER. The question now is on the motion of the Senator 
Vermont [Mr. EDMUNDS]. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Bid resolution (S. R. 123) providing for 
the termination of articles numbered XVIII to XXV, inclusive, and article num- 
bered XXX of the treaty between the United States of and her Britan- 
nie Majesty, concluded at Washington May 8, 1871, was considered as in Com- 
mittee of the Whole. 

The joint resolution was reported from the Committee on Foreign Relations 
with an amendment, which was to strike out all after the resolving clause and 


insert 

37 That in thejudgment of Con; the provisions of articles numbered XVIII 
to X XV, inclusive, and of Article XXX of the treaty between the United States 
and Her Britannic Majesty, for an amicable settlement of all causes of differ- 
ence between the two countries, concluded at Washington on the 8th day of 
May, A. D. 1871, ought to her terminated at the earliest ible we and be no 
pnp in n foroa; and to this end the President be and he hereby is, directed to 
give noti to the Government of Her Britannic Majesty i that the provisions of 
each ete every of the articles aforesaid will terminate and be of no force on the 
expiration of two years next after the time of giving such notice. 

Sec. 2. That the President be, and he hereby is, directed to give and a 
nicate to the Government of Her Britannic Majesty such notice of such termi- 
nation on the 1st day of July, A. D. 1883, or as soon thereafter as may be. 

“Sec, 3. That on and after the expiration of the two years’ time required by 
said treaty, that each and every of said articles shall be deemed and held to ave 
expired and be of no foree and effect, and that every department of the Gov- 
ernment of the United States shall execute the laws of the United States (in the 

remises) in the same mannerand tothe ee effect as if said articles had never 
in force; and the act of Congress approved March 1, A. D. 1873, entitled ‘An 
act to carry into effect the provisions of the treaty between the United States 
and Great Britain, signed in the city of Washington the 8th day of May, 1871, re- 
lating to the fisheries,’ shall be and stand repealed and be no force on and 
after the time of the expiration of said two years.” 

Mr. Epmuxps, In section 3, line 2, there is a clerical error. It now reads: 

“That on and after the expiration of the two years’ time required by said 
treaty, that cach and every of said articles, ” ete. 

The word “that,” before “each,” should go out as a mere matter of gram- 


mar, 

The PRESIDING OFFICERE. The amendment will bs so amended. 

Mr. BAYARD. Is this the regular notification under the treaty ? 

Mr. Epuvunps. This is the regular notification under the treaty. 

Sar Wrxpom. I wish to ask the Senator from Vermont whether section 3, 

hich repeals “An act to carry into effect the provisions of the ow between 
the United States and Great Britain, signed in the city of Washington the 8th 
day of May, 1871, relating to the fisheries,” will repeal the act under which goods 
are imported in transit through ‘Ainerican territory. It says “relating to the 
fisheries,” but the Revised Statutes seem to indicate that it covers the question 
of transportation in bond. 

r. McMILLAN. That is section 2365 of the Revised Statutes. 

Mr. Epuunps. I will look at the statute. 

Mr. Wixpom. While the Senator is looking for the statute I desire to say that 
Iam very unwilling to repeal eons clauses of the treaty and those laws which 
relate to transportation in bond through this country, because it is a very large 
baasina a very great interest would be a if ees should Daa done. Iam 

willing to give notice of the termination of the fis of the treaty, 
re’ do not know but that Article XXIX of the riores would cover the trans- 
on question. The question is whether the law which is here proposed 

be repeated affects transportation. 

Mr. Epmunpbs. The twenty-ninth article of the treaty provides, notfor the fish- 

ery subject or the transportation een two countries of things in bond 
oa the ports of one country to those of another, but it provides for complete 
itransit from the sea, for instance at Portland to Quebec, and from Port Huron, 
in Michigan, to Buffalo, for another illustration, reciprocally. That is the 
an -ninth article. 
rspom. Would that provide for transportation, for instance, through 
Minion of goods brought and carried to Manitoba 

Mr. Epmunps. Certainly it would; it covers all that thing. Artide XXX 
would not provide for that. 

Mr. Wrxpom. But Article XXIX— 

Mr, EnmuxDs. Article XXIX Serger ae I think, for that, because it says not 
¿only New York, Boston, and “but any other eR pasted of the United 
States,” and then reciprocaily the meer way in exactly the same terms, so that 
Article XXIX would cover things from Manitoba coming across the Territories 
of the United States for the British provinces; all that would come under Arti- 
cle XXIX. Article XXX is an entirely different thing, which provides really 
for the British having the benefit of the coasting trade of the United States, and 
the United States having the benefit of the coasting trade on the lakes, That is 
the sum and substance of it, briefl E 

Mr. Frys. No notice is given as to Article XXIX. 

Mr. Epmcxps. Oh, no. The only question is whether this repealing claus: of 
the act of 1873 is to operate as repealing the provisions that have been made to 
-carry out Article XXIX; but Article XXIX did not require any legislation about 
it; it executed itself. I "will look now at the act of 1873, and see if it did provide 
for ng out Article XXIX. 

Mr. MCMILLAN. I think the Senator will find it did. 

Mr, Epucnns. Tt may be, but it was not necessary. 

Mr. Frye. Even if the Senator finds that it did, ohne is ample time to ae 
it atthe next session of Congress. 

Mr. Wixpom. Yes; but we AA rather amend it now. 

Mr. Epucnps. It can be arranged in a moment, if it is peany: I do not 
think it is, for it aye “relating to mo fisheries; ” but we can fix it in a word, 

r. FRYE. I O both Senators from Minnesota that it did not interfere at 
all with the rights ade privileges which were of advantage to us under the 
treaty. I refer a the ai arbh i article, which was not repealed, and not to 
the legislation whi resolution un to repeal, for I did not have in 
my resolution any such reference to 

Mr. MoMīiLLAN. This is an express repeal of legislation. 

Mr, EbmUxNDS. To guard ieee ppa yr all possible misconstruction about it, I moye 


to amend the amendment of the committee, page 3, after the end of the descrip- 
<2 gi fees title of the act, after “fisheries,” partly in line 13 and partly in line 

“So far as it relates to the articles of said treaty so to be terminated.” 

So that we repeal the act only that far. 

Mr. McMILLAN. I think that covers it. 

Mr. Wrxpom, I am sure it does. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the amendment of the Senator 
from Vermont to the amendment of the committee. 

The amendment to the amendment was agreed to. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the amendment of the Commit- 
tee on Foreign Relations as amended. 

The amendment as amended was agreed to. 

The joint resolution was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
vies pina eS wax ordered to be engrossed fora third reading, read the 
third time, and passed. š 

Mr. McCREARY (the hour of adjournment having arrived). I ask 
unanimous consent that the session of this evening be extended until 
the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. Scorr], can conclude his re- 
marks, which was agreed to. 

Mr. SCOTT. Now, Mr. Speaker, I will again refer to the fact that 
section 4347 was the only statute which put the treaty of 1871 into 
effect. Under that statute if the Canadian Government violated Arti- 
cle XXVII of the treaty of 1871, then the President was authorized 
by proclamation to declare what? That Articles XVIII to XXV and 
XXX, inclusive, should be abrogated, but not Article XXTX, as Ar- 
ticle XXIX was supposed to go into effect and remain in effect forever, 
and I will show that the Republican Senate, under the dictation of 
New England Senators, intended it to remain forever. We are now 
dealing with 1883 and a Republican administration. What was to be 
done? Our people wanted the treaty of 1871 abrogated, not only Ar- 
ticles XVIII to XXV and XXX, inclusive, but Article X XIX, and 
everyone supposed the Committee on Foreign Relations of the Senate in- 
troduced the joint resolution to abrogate the wholetreaty. But how did 
they abrogate it? The joint resolution was amended. I will show it 
was amended, as set forth in the debates of the Senate just read. 

There were Republican Senators, as the debate shows, who feared the 
language as contained in the joint resolution might be construed to 
abrogate Article X XIX, and they called the attention of the distin- 
guished Senator from Vermont to it, and he slips down, and in bis quiet 
way says, what? ‘* But we can fix itin a word. I move to insert, so 
far as it relates to the articles of said treaty so to be de i ie 
What articles? Articles from XVIII to XXV, inclusive, and Article 
XXX, leaving Article XXIX in force, which is to-day practically the 
only article claimed to be in force, and the only article which the Re- 
publican Senators or the gentlemen on the other side of this House 
will say is not abrogated and can not be abrogated under two years’ 
notice. 

Ihave endeavored to show what Article X XTX was and its practi- 
cal results upon the wage-workers and the industrial interests of the 
country. 

In pursuance of the aforesaid joint resolution which became a law, 
President Arthur issued a proclamation abrogating Articles XVIII to 
XXV and XXX. 

The proclamation put an end to the treaty of 1871, so far as the 
fishery question was concerned. It abrogated the treaty in that re- 
spect, and withdrew from Canadian bottoms the right te navigate Lake 
Michigan and to engage in our coastwise trade on the Lakes; but it 
did not affect Article XXIX. 

Now, we come to 1877, and the bill brought into the Senate by the 
Committee on Foreign Relations, of which the Senator from Vermont 
[ Mr. EDMUNDS] was chairman, known as the retaliation bill, of which 
I have endeavored to give a history in my preceding remarks. If you 
will carry your minds back to 1883, ip ihe debato ink haa been eal sod 
the amendment that was proposed by the Senator from Vermont in the 
joint resolution, you can see that, from the beginning down without a 
deviation, he pursued the accomplishment of a studied and definite pur- 
pose. 

When you come to the bill which he introduced into the Senate, re- 
member that Article X XTX of the treaty of 1871 was then in full force 
and effect and his bill did not touch it. When the bill came over to 
the House and went to the Committee on Foreign Affairs, that com- 
mittee, taking a decidedly different view, reported a substitute; and 
when the bill came from the committee the House adopted an amend- 
ment empowering the President of the United States to-do—what? 
Not only what the bill already empowered him to do, but also to ex- 
clude Canadian cars, [Article XXIX of the treaty of 1871]; and when 
the vote was taken on the disagreement between the two Houses every 
gentleman on the other side voted to agree with the Senate except one, 
as I havealready shown. Why did they vote againstit? They did 
not want Article XXIX of the treaty of 1871 abrogated—high protec- 
tionists, all of them, in everything except our domestic railroad trans- 
portation. The bill went to the Senate, with the result which I have 
endeavored to explain, and then the distinguished Senator from Ver- 
mont came forward and, in his grandiloquent way, in his conference 
report in regard to the difference between the two Houses, said it would 
never do, oh no, it would never do to confer ‘‘ this enorinous au 

upon the President to exclude from the United States a Canadian car! 

Mr. DAVIS. Will the gentleman allow a question ? 
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Mr, SCOTT. No, sir. I can not be interrupted now. 

Mr. LIND. Will the gentleman permit me a question? I have 
listened patiently to his argument and have not interrupted him in any 
way? 

Mr. SCOTT. Yes, sir. 

Mr. LIND. I understand by the gentleman’s argument, if I have 
followed it correctly, that he is undertaking to demonstrate that Sen- 
ator EDMUNDS and the Republicans generally have been opposed to 
any repeal or abrogation of the twenty-ninth article of the treaty and 
of the legislation to carry it into effect. Am I correct in that? 

Mr. SCOTT. Certainly, sir. 

Mr. LIND. Does the gentleman now say that he and the Adminis- 
tration favor that? 


Mr. SCOTT. Iam not talking about that. 
Mr. LIND. But I have a right to ask the question. 
Mr. SCOTT. Iam talking now about the record; and my vote shows 


my position in the Forty-ninth Congress. 

Mr. LIND. What is the gentleman’s position? 

Mr. SCOTT. As I go along I will explain that. 

Mr. LIND. Well, the question is a categorical one which can be 
answered yes or no, 

Mr. SCOTT. I will answer it in two minutes. 

Mr. LIND. All right. 

Mr. SCOTT. Now, Mr. Speaker, the House bill went to the Senate 
and was returned here, and what was the result? 

Mr. DAVIS. The Democrats voted for it. 

Mr. SCOTT. Hold ona minute. I decline to yield. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Pennsylvania de- 
clines to yield. 

Mr. DAVIS. The gentleman asked a question, and I answered it. 

Mr. SCOTT. The issue was asI have stated it, and you, sir, evaded 
it and voted against the amendment proposed by the Committee on 
Foreign Affairs of the House; and yet you pretend to be the friend of 
the New England fisherman and the friend of the wage-worker of this 
country. [Applause on the Democratic side. ] 

Mr. DAVIS, We ultimately voted together, as I understand. 

Mr. SCOTT. No, sir; we did not ultimately vote together. When 
that bill came back to the House, and the question was presented to 
the House, you and your Republican friends said: If we insist on giv- 
ing the President the power to abrogate Article XXIX then we will 
get no bill; and the Democratic side of this House, or at least a por- 
tion of the Democrats—twelve in number—when it came to a question 
of the House receding from the amendment voted with you, and the 
pacing it originally came from the Senate became a law, as the best we 
could get. 

Mr. BELMONT. Will the gentleman permit me to make one state- 
ment here? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. 
nia yield? 

Mr. SCOTT. Iyield to the gentleman from New York. 

Mr. BELMONT. I want to recall the fact and haveitin the RECORD 
that House conferees insisted to the end; they only yielded by instruc- 
tion of the House, after a debate and a vote, in which all the Republican 
members of the House and a very small number of Democrats, 13 or 
14, made up the majority against us. 

Mr, SCOTT. Section 4347 Revised Statutes, to which I have re- 
ferred, confers the power upon the President, if Article XX VII of the 
treaty of 1871 was violated by Canada, to abrogate Articles XVIII to 
XXY and XXX, inclusive. It is an undoubted fact, sir, that Canada 
has violated Article XXVII, and I will endeavor to prove it. The 
underlying principle containedin Article XX VII was that American 
bottoms and American citizens should have the same right to use the 
Canadian canals upon the same terms that the Canadian subjects use 
them. 

The House will bear in mind that Articles XXVII and XXIX are 
the only ones now in force practically relating to this subject. Article 
XXVII is as follows: 

AAS of the Dominion of Canaria toeosure to ite ilean ef Un United Disie 
the use of the Welland, St. Lawrence, and other canals in the Dominion on 
terms of equality with the inhabitants of the Dominion; and the Government 
of the United States engages that the subjects of Her Britannic Majesty shall en- 
joy the use of the St. Clair Flats canal on terms of equality with the inhabitants 
of the United States, and further engages to urge upon the State governments to 
secure to the subjects of Her Britannic Majesty the use of the several State ca- 
nals connected with the navigation of the lakes or rivers traversed by or con- 
tiguous to the boundary line between the ions of the high contracting 


parties, on terms of equality with the inhabitants of the United States; in con- 
nection with which, see Revised Statutes, section 4347. 


Under the provisions of this statute we conceded to Canadian bottoms 
the free use of the St. Clair Canal, a canal that alone makes it possible 
for vessels of heavy draught to pass from the watersof Lake Erie to the 
waters of Lake Huron; and also the free use of the Sault Ste. Marie 
Canal, which alone makes it possible for any vessel to pass from the 
waters of Lake Huron to the waters of Lake Superior, where the Do- 
minion of Canada an inland seacoast fully equal to our own, 
and from which she would be excluded to-day.except for this provision. 
What did we receive in return for this concession? The right to use 


Does the gentleman from Pennsylva- 
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the Canadian canals upon the same terms and conditions that Canadian 
subjects and Canadian bottoms use them. 

The use of our canals is virtually free of cost to Canadian bottoms; 
but we were only to enjoy the privileges of Canadian canals upon the 
same terms and conditions that Canadian bottoms were permitted to use 
them. Now, let us see if this agreement has not been violated, at least 
in spirit if not in law, by the Canadian Government. The Canadian 
Government imposes a toll of 20 cents per ton upon vessels passing 
through what is known as the Welland Canal, extending from Port 
Colborne on Lake Erie to Port Dalhousie on Lake Ontario, and this is 
the only water connection available to American bottoms between Lake 
Erie and Lake Ontario. This toll is therefore paid both by American 
and Canadian bottoms. 

Let me call the attention of the House and the country to what I 
consider a violation of the treaty on the part of Canada, and I can 
not better illustrate it than to take three steam-ships loading in 
the city of Chicago with American produce for exportation to Europe. 
Two of them are American bottoms and one English. The English 
vessel is loaded with grain to be unloaded at Montreal. One of the 
American bottoms is also to be loaded with grain to be unloaded at 
Montreal, and the second American vessel is loaded with grain to be 
discharged at Oswego, on Lake Ontario, State of New York, for export 
to England via New York City. All three of these steam-ships have 
to pass through the Welland Canal. All three pay this toll of 20 cants 
per ton. But the Canadian ship and the American ship destined to 
Montreal and whose grain is to be exported from Montreal, on their re- 
turn trip, when they present to the collector of the port at Port Dal- 
housie a receipt from the collector of the port of Montreal that their 
cargoes had been exported from Canada through Montreal, receive from 
said collector a rebate of 18 cents per ton, making the toll only 2 cents 
per ton through the Welland Canal, instead of 20 cents, to the Ameri- 
can and Canadian steamers unloading at Montreal. But the American 
steamer whose cargo was consigned to Oswego, on presenting a certifi- 
cate that the cargo was exported to England via Oswego and the city 
of New York, receives no such drawback. And this violation of the 
treaty on the part of Canada has been going on for years past, and in 
direct violation of its spirit and for the benefit of Canadian bottoms and 
Canadian ports. 

If the notice served upon this Government by the Canadian Goverrn- 
ment in 1886 that the fish of American fishermen should no longer be 
exported in bond through Canada under Article X XIX of the treaty of 
1871 was not an abrogation of that article on their part, clearly the 
action of Canada in the matter I have just referred to is a violation of 
Article XXVII of said treaty. 

Now, sir, I go to another point in this history. I desire to call the 
attention of the House and the country to lines 30 to 36, contained in 
bili No. 3173, reported to the Senate by Senator EDMUNDS from the 
Committee on Foreign Relations in the Forty-ninthCongress, and known 
as the retaliation bill. I quote: 

It shall be lawful, and it shall be the duty of the President of the United 
States, in his discretion, by proclamation to that effect, to deny vessels, their 
masters and crews, of the British dominions of North America any entrance 
into the waters, ports, or places of or within the United States, 

And also lines 44, 45, 46, and 47 of the same: 


And also to deny entry into any port or place of the United States of fresh 
fish or salt fish or any other product of said dominions, or other goods coming 
from said dominions to the United States. 

Now, what does this language mean? Was it intended to entrap the 
President of the United States in the exercise of his high duty in pro- 
tecting the honor and the interests of the United States? What con- 
struction can be put upon the words: 

It shall be lawful and itshall be the duty of the President of the United States 
or in his discretion. 

Isthis language mandatory? Orisit intended to confer discretionary 

wers upon the President? Or was it the intention to place the Pres- 
ident in a position where, in certain events, whether he acted or did 
not act under the powers conferred, a Republican Senator could de- 
nounce him, and talk about impeachment? Did not the hand of a 
political assassin draught these sentences? 

In House bill No. 10786, covering the same subject, introduced Jan- 
uary 17,1887, by Mr. BELMONT, chairman of the Committee on Foreign 
Affairs, the language used, which conferred upon the President the same 
powers embraced in the bill of Mr. EDMUNDS, was as follows: ‘‘ He,” 
the President, ‘‘can by proclamation prohibit vessels,” ete.; and as to 
what this means there is no ambiguity or uncertainty. 

Is it not about time for the American people to inquire what are the 
powers, duties, and privileges of the American Senate, and whether, 


_by its acts of commission or omission, it is not in fact arrogating to 


itselfnot only powers under the Constitution vested in the President 
of the United States, but in its co-ordinate branch, which represents 
the people? 

Sir, thirty years ago, in the Senate, when questions relating to the 
relations between the co-ordinate branches of the Government were 
under discussion, what was the opinion of Mr. Benton upon this sub- 
ject—as able a Senator as ever served in that body ? 


If the President and Senate invade the legislative field of Naeem which is 
to judge, or who is to judge between them, or is each to judge for itself? The 
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House of Representatives and the Senate in its legislative capacity, but espe- 
cially the House, as the great constitutional depository of the legislative power, 
becomes its natural guardian and defender, and is entitled to deference in the 
event of a difference of opinion between the two branches of the Government. 


Sir, in my humble efforts to discharge the duties of a Representative 
upon this floor I appear to be singled out, not only by gentlemen on 
the other side of this House, but also by Senators; and, sir, in coming 
to this subject I refer to the language which I have just quoted from 
Thomas H. Benton. I send to the Clerk’s desk to have read the de- 
bates in the Senate of day before yesterday. Itisnot necessary to read 
it at length. 

The Clerk read as follows the remarks of Senator TELLER: 


Now, Mr. President, what is the condition of this bill and what are the cir- 
cumstances under which it comes to us? Yesterday, as the Senate was 
roceeding with its business in the usual way, there came in a bill which I 
earn now has never seen a committee of any body, of either this House or 
of any other, It never ran the msi that every bill runs of criticism; it 
has never been printed, I do not know that Iam at liberty to say who intro- 
duced it in the House of Representatives. Ido not know how far I can go 
upon a question of that kind. I can state what I have seen in the public press, 
and I suppose I have a right to read what is in the Recoxp, and if I have per- 
haps I have the right to say that this appears to have been introduced by a gen- 
tleman who is not a member of the committee’that generally takes cognizance 
of these things, not only not a member of the committee, but I may say with- 
out offense to him, a gentleman that in no sense and under no circumstances 
has a right to speak for American labor. 

Without going to a committee the bill goes through the House and comes 
here. The Senator from South Carolina[Mr. BUTLER] said with great frankness 
that it was a political movement. I do not find in the Recorp that this bill was 
drawn in the solicitor’s office, but I hear it outside, I hear that it wassentdown 
from the executive department of the Government in hot haste to the House of 
Representatives to be . I do not know that that is so; I only say that 
that is the rumor, that is the report. I submit to the Senate, however, that it 
does not take very much to make one believe that in the quick passage of this 
bill through the House of Representatives there was something more than a 
desire to protect American labor against the incursions of Asiatic labor. 

If I were to look over the whole House and select a man who would most 
fitly represent the American people who toil, I should hardly have thought of 
itm, the man who came hot haste with that bill and who succeeded in 

assing it through the House as very few men would have been able to do, and 

e succeeded only because he is a high priest in the Democratic church. It is 
a bill which could only have been. considered by the unanimous consent of the 
House, the Speaker's recognition being first had. This occurred immediately 
on the reading and approval of the Journal. He succeeded only because he 
represents the President of the United States more than any other man in the 
Democratic party, as he did at St, Louis and as he does sehr fea and who 
is reported to have contributed ten times as much money to the campaign fund 
as his Democratic President has given, I do not know whether that is true or 
not, but I know that so far as he is concerned if he chooses to give $100,000 to 
the Democratic campaign fund he has a right to doit. I hear that he is able to 
do its that he has made his millions of money out of the laboring men of this 
country. 

I may ask the Senator from Texas pa ReaGAN], who is the special antago- 
nist here of trusts, what he thinks of letting the Democratic House of Repre- 
sentatives be controlled and run by this great Democrat, who is conspicuous 
not for his great intellect, but for his great railroad interests, of which he boasts 
in the Congressional Directory. 


During the reading of the above extract— 

Mr. SCOTT. Idonot think it is necessary to continue the reading. 
I will put in more of it if I desire to do so. I just wish to refer to 
that part of it which relates to myself as a Representative on this floor. 

Mr. BRUMM. Did I understand the gentleman to say that he was 
going to print? If he does I will object. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. General leave has been granted. 

Mr. SCOTT. I call the attention of the House to the fact that the 
gentleman from Colorado in the Senate of the United States questions 
my right as a Representative of this House to introduce a bill. The 
Senator from Colorado, when he comes to talk, is for the exclusion of 
the Chinese; but when time and opportunity for action come, he deals 
in personal abuse. - ° 

Let us see, sir. The President of the United States submitted to the 
Senate a treaty with China, I am digressing a little from my subject, 
but I have got to doit—in which there was a provision prohibiting Chi- 
nese laborers coming into this country. 

That treaty had already been practically agreed to,and China was reafly 
to ratify it. It would have become a treaty obligation between the 
United States and China, but for what? The inertia of a Republican 
Senate! The treaty could have been ratified without delay, but the 
Senate attached to it amendments that did not materially affect any of 
the fundamental provisions, and after they had delayed its ratification 
one hundred and two days it was sent to China with the amendments 
proposed by the Senate. In the meantime the Chinese minister, with 
whom that treaty had been negotiated and who was also minister resi- 
dent to the South American Republics, after having accepted the Senate 
amendments and supposing the treaty would be acceptable to China, 
left for South America and is absent there to-day. The treaty went 
to China and upon its receipt there back came telegrams from the Chi- 
nese Government wanting to know whether the Senate could put on 
any farther amendments. There was no high official here to repre- 
sent the Chinese Government. The Chinese minister was in South 
America. ; 

At the time the treaty was agreed upon between the Secretary of State 
and the Chinese minister and submitted to the Senate, China was sat- 
istied with the provisions contained in the same. I have no doubt the 
delay on the part of the Senate in ratifying it brought up new considera- 
tions in China, whether or not, if the treaty should be ratilied as ofig- 


inally drawn, she might be compelled to confer the same privileges, under 
the favored nation clause, to the British colonies in the Pacific, and not 
only to them but to those of Germany and Spain, where her people 
had been drifting in and out for centuries; and this delay on the part 
of the Senate brought about, evidently,a whole reconsideration by 
China of the questions contained in the treaty. If the treaty is rejected 
by China, the dilatory action of the Senate is responsible. 

The gentleman asks what right had I to introduce sucha bill. I 
send to the Clerk’s desk and desire to have an extract read from yes- 
terday’s Post. 

The Clerk read as follows. 

A FLOOD OF CHINESE LABOR. 
OTTAWA, ONTARIO, September 4. 

During the past week five hundred and eighty-four Chinese arrived at Van- 
couver, $. O. from China. Itis evident their destination is the United States, 
An officer of the Dominion Government just returned from British Columbia, 
stated that there is a steady stream of Chinese floating around that province 
into Washington Territory. In this way during the present year it is estimated 
the Chinese population of British Columbia has already been depleted to the 
extent of five thousand. The minister of customs, who is now on the Pacific 
coast investigating the Chinese question, has promised to look into the matter 
for the United States authorities. 

Mr. SCOTT. Now, Mr. Speaker, that is the answer to the Senator 
from Colorado as to the necessity and urgency of action by this House 
to immediately put a stop to the coming in of this Chinese labor; and, 
sir, this Democratic House did not require three days to find out whether 
they would pass that bill or not; it was passed in thirty minutes. The 
distinguished walking Representative on this floor [Mr. BRUMM] also 
wants to know why I introduced that anti-Chinese bill. He has been 
here, sir, as the professed friend of labor, but has he introduced any bill 
in the interest of the wage-worker or the laborer? ‘The distinguished 
Senator from Colorado said, as the RECORD will show, that I as a rep- 
resentative of labor had neither the right nor the brains to introduce 
such a bill. Well, sir, what difference does it make whether I had 
the brains or not? The question was as to the bill itself. Did it 
accomplish what the Senator from Colorado professed to favor? If it 
did why did he not accept it without referring to me in the personal 
manner in which he did? He might at least paid me a compliment 
instead of saying that I was neither a friend of labor nor did I have the 
brains to introduce a bill. 

Mr. BRUMM. Irise toa pvint of order. I will raise the point of 
order that the reference to a Senator is out of order, unless my col- 
league will agree that whatever is said here shall go into the RECORD 
and be printed in his remarks. 

Mr. SCOTT. Iwill put in everything that I say. That is what 
you object to. 

Mr. BRUMM. O, no; I simply want the whole thing to goin. I 
do not want the gentleman to make remarks here on the floor, and 
then leave them out of his speech. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. What is the point of order made by 
the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. BRUMM]? 
Mr. BRUMM. I withdraw the point of order. 
Mr. BUCKALEW. Nobody has seen it yet. 

Mr. SCOTT. Mr. Speaker, I will only say one word in regard to the 
treaty which has lately been rejected by the Senate. The Administra- 
tion requires no defense from me, sir; but I challenge any man to finda 
just and reasonable complaint by an American fisherman against Cana- 
dian administration of unjust treatment since 1886, for which the treaty 
lately rejected did not provide a remedy and a safeguard for exigencies 
that may arise in the future. In the published records of the two 
years that have elapsed since the abrogation, on June 30, 1886, of the 
fishery articles of the treaty of 1871, there is not a recorded case for 
which the treaty lately rejected by the Senate did not provide and 
fully cover. 

I dislike very much to exhaust the patience of the House, but, sir, 
the charge against this Administration is what? That itis not main- 
taining the honor and dignity of the nation in our relations with for- 
eign powers. This suggests a retrospect of the Democratic party and 
a comparison of its management of our foreign relations with that of 
the old Whig party, which was the residuary legatee of the Blue Light 
Federal party of New England, who, whenever their country needed 
their services, were always to be found in opposition to it. [Applause 
on the Democratic side.) When the Whig party went out of existence 
the Republican party became the residuary legatee not only of the Whig 
party but also of the Federalist party of New England. But in justice 
to the Whig party, I might ask how the Republican platform of 1888 on 
the tariff would strike Henry Clay, the father of protection, if he were 
alive to-day? ‘The gentlemen on the other side of the House and in 
the Senate are asking us to catch the British lion by the tail and to 
shake him. Well, we are ready to shake him when there is any neces- 
sity for it, but let us see how they ever shook the British lion. [Laugh- 
ter on the Democratic side. ] ` 

I go back, sir, to the years 1836 and 1837, when Martin Van Buren 
was President of the United States. In 1837 there was a little dis- 
turbance in Canada in the way of a rebellion, attended with some blood- 
shed. An American steamer called the Caroline was engaged in the 
transportation of passengers and freight from Schlosser, on the Ameri- 


[Laughter. ] 
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can side of the Niagara River, to Canada. The insurgents were en- 
camped on the Canadian side, and as this American steamer was engaged 
in transporting provisions the British authorities decided to destroy her. 
So a detachment of their soldiers, or Canadian militia, crossed the river 
at night and burned the Caroline. Mr. Van Buren’s term was drawing 
toaclose. Mr. Fox was at that time the British minister here. 
mediately Mr. Forsyth, our Secretary of State under Mr. Van Buren, 
addressed a communication to Mr. Fox, in which hesaid in substance: 
“In these disturbances on our frontier we have kept faith with you; 
we have prevented our people from going there and joining the rebels 
against you. Under what authority, then, have you permitted your 
soldiers to cross the line and destroy an American steamer??? 

When the reply of the British Government was recei ed they would 
not admit that the soldiers who had destroyed the Caroline were Brit- 
ish soldiers or that were ible for it. More than that, 
“they carefully abstained from indirect or implied assumption by 
withholding pensions to their wounded officers in that affair, one of 
whom had five severe wounds,’’ and for a period of three years they 
never assumed the destruction of the Caroline. 

In 1841 Mr. Van Buren’s term of office expired and he was succeeded 
by the Harrison and Tyler administration. On the 8th of February, 
1841, this subject was again taken up by the British Parliament, and 
in the course of it Lord Palmerston admitted that the Government ap- 
proved of the burning of the Caroline. But a man by the name of 
Alexander McLeod, a Scotchman, who had boasted that he was one of 
the men who assisted in burning the Caroline and that he had shot 
down two of our citizens, pape to come over within the jurisdic- 
tion of the State of New York and was there arrested. 

Lord Palmerston soon knew whom he had to deal with. He knew 
there was no longer a Democratic administration of the Government 
of the United States; and in an official communication he boldly 
demanded the release of McCloud. Mr. Webster was Secretary of 
State. What was the result? McLeod was acquitted by the courts of 
the State of New York; butatthe time he was surrendered Lord Palm- 
erston had admitted in his debates in Parliament that the British Gov- 
ernment was responsible for the destruction of the Caroline. But no 
demand was ever made by our Government for redress. 

We now come to the-treaty of 1842, the treaty to finally settle our 
northwestern boundary. The plenipotentiary on the part of England 
was Lord Ashburton, and Daniel Webster, Secretary of State, on our 
part. As Mr. Benton says: 


Sixty years had ela) since the treaty of peace between the United States 
and Great Britain which had established ee boun a the revolted 


the high lands which divided the waters whi 
St. Lawrence and those which fell into the Atlantie n. Nothing could be 

more simple or easy of ascertainment than this line, “But by the treaty of 1842, 

referred to, we abandoned every claim to this line and virtually surrendeder 

the whole territory in dispute to Canada, about three hundred miles, 

We now come down to the treaty of 1846 between Great Britain and 
the United States.* Mr. Polk was President. The Democratic party 
in the campaign, resulting in the election of Mr. Polk, as will more 
fully appear by referring to the platform of the party, made the issue 
upon two great questions, the annexation of Texas and the line of 54° 
40/ as the boundary between the British possessions and the United 
States on our northwestern frontier. 

Prior to 1801 the French owned Louisiana, and their boundary line 
extended up to the Lake of the Woods in the neighborhood of what is 
known as Winnipeg. How was this boundary line described then as 
between France and Great Britain? From the Lake of the Woods on 
the forty-ninth parallel westward indefinitely. In 1803, under Mr. 
Jefferson’s administration, we acquired Louisiana. 

It is true that under the administration of Mr. Polk we did not get 
what was the battle-cry of our party, namely, 54°, 40’. But we did 
get the forty-ninth parallel, beginning at the Lake of the Woods, ex- 
tending due west to the channel which separates the continent from 
Vancouver’s Island, and thence southerly through the middle of the 
channel of FucaStraits to the Pacific Ocean. Had this line of the forty- 
ninth parrallel continued on to the Pacific Ocean on theshoresof Van- 
couver’s Island it would have given us a portion of that island; and if 
we surrendered any territory at all under the treaty of 1846 it was a 
portion of Vancouver’s Island. But when I recall the fact that every 
acquisition of territory made by this Government since it was estab- 
lished, namely, the acquisition of Florida, Louisiana, Texas, California, 
and New Mexico, was under Democratic administrations, enlarging the 
area of the United States, I think,fully 100 per cent., if not more, of 
what it was at the time of the Declaration of Independence, and that 
the only acquisitions made under other administrations has been that 
of the Gadsden purchase during Mr. Pierce’s administration, and 
Alaska, under the adminstration of Mr. Johnson, I think the record of 
the Democratic party will compare favorably with that of any other 
party during our existence as a nation in defending our national honor 


*Mr. SCOTT, 
boundary question was covered by the treaty which settled our 
ary. This hehas corrected in a revision of his remarks. 


speaking from recollection, erred in saying that the northwest 
bound- 


and interest. It will not be improper to refer to the fact, sir, that no 
sooner had we acquired Alaska, for which we paid $7,000,000 to Rus- 
sia, that the only industry out of which the people of this country 
could have realized any material benefit, the g fisheries, were 
at once farmed out as a monopoly by a Republican administration con- 
ferring exclusive privileges, and unquestionably the ies who se- 
cured these privileges have realized nearly as much profit from it as 
the entire sum which we paid Russia for Alaska. 

In conclusion, I desire to eall the attention of the House and of the 
country to the clauseof the Constitution of the United States, referring 
to the powers conferred upon the President and the Senate in regard to 
treaties. Section 2, clause 2: 

He shall have power, by and with 
make treaties, ead ‘vothinte pakpi agre he rege soos pode Tani Haasta te 

This language confers upon the Senate a greater power than is con- 
ferred upon the President. The Senate can advise, and two-thirds 
present must concur. The word ‘‘advice’’ has been construed liter- 
ally to mean the power to amend; the Senate has exercised this priv- 
ilege of amending treaties submitted by the President, and which they 
exercised in the case of the Chinese treaty, now pending between the 
two countries, and which, if is reported, has been rejected by China, 
growing out of the Senate amendments, 

Was any proposition made by the Republican majority of the Sen- 
ate to amend the treaty with Great Britain submitted by the President 
andlately rejected bythem? The Republican Senators had the power to 
amend, but the treaty was rejected in the Senate by a strict party vote, 
every Democratic Senator voting to consent and every Republican 
Senator voting to reject; and under what conditions did the Repub- 
lican Senators reject this treaty, or refuse toamend, placing the Presi- 
dent in a position where he could not renew negotiations, in an effort 
to settle peaceably the questions in dispute between the two countries? 

The bill No. 3173, introduced by Senator EpMUNDS, is now a law 
upon the statute-books, and if the language in the same can be con- 
strued literally and is not formal, that ‘‘it shall be his duty,” what 
other construction could possibly be put by Great Britain upon the two 
combined—that is, the rejection of the treaty and the powers conferred 
upon the President—than a menace on our part and notice to them that 
further negotiation was neither desired nor would beentertained? Have 
the Republican Senators, I would ask, discharged their constitutional 
obligations, or have they not? 

Mr. LIND. Iwould like to know whether the gentleman from Penn- 
sylvania proposes to answer my question. 

. SCOTT. Iwill answer it: You get the Republican Senate to 
ae Article XXIX of the treaty of 1871, and I pledge myself to 
vote for it. 

A MEMBER. It has passed the Senate already. 

Another MEMBER. Oh, no. 

Mr. LIND. ‘The question I asked was this, or rather I made this 
statement: I understood the gentleman in the course of his argument 
to say that the Republican Senate and the Republican party generally 
had upheld the twenty-ninth article and legislation for ini of 
traffic in transit under and in pursuance of it. Then I ask the gen- 
tleman whether he and the Administration was against that legisla- 
tion and against that course of conduct? 

Mr. SCOTT. The records of the Forty-ninth Congress show where 
the Administration and where the Democratic party stood. My vote 
and their votes in the Forty-ninth Congress show that. 

Mr. LIND. The gentleman declines to answer my question. 

And then, on motion of Mr. McCreary (at 6 o’clock and 5 minutes 
p. m.), the House adjourned. 


PRIVATE BILLS INTRODUCED AND REFERRED. 


Under the rule private bills of the following titles were introduced 
amd referred as indicated below: 

By Mr. BLOUNT: A bill (H. R. 11366) for the relief of the estate 
of J. H. R. Washington—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. WEST: A bill (H. R. 11367) to increase the pension of Cath- 
arine Phillips—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. LAFFOON: A bill (H. R. 11368) forthe relief of A. T. 
Sands—to the Committee on War Claims, 

By Mr. SHIVELY: A bill (H. R. 11369) granting a pension to 
Christian Manwell—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. STONE, of Kentucky: A bill (H. R. 11370) for the relief of 
the legal representatives of Phillip W. Austin, deceased—to the Com- 

| mittee on War Claims. r. 

By Mr. S. V. WHITE: A bill (H. R. 11371) to remove the charge of 

desertion from John H. Ryan—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 


PETITIONS, ETC. 


The following petitions and papers were laid on the Clerk’s desk, 
under the rule, and referred as follows: 

By Mr. BANKHEAD: Petition of John 8. Hayes, of Elijah Sides, 
of Thomas J. King, and of Cader Burton, of Alabama, for reference of 
their claims to the Court of Claims—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. BUTLER: Petition of Ellis J. Riggs, of J. H. Dinwiddie, of 
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George W. Beets, of Andrew J. Woods, and of Elise Trigg Shields, for 
reference of their claims to the Court of Claims—to the Committee on 
War Claims. ~ 

By Mr. GAY: Petition of A. E. and M. E. Goodrich, of heirs of Mrs. 
Genevieve Carlin, of David and Septine Lanaux, and of heirs of James 
Mathiew, of Louisiana, for reference of their claims to the Court of 
Claims—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. WEST: Proof in support of the pension bill for relief of Cath- 
arine Phillips—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. HARMER: Petitionof citizensof Philadelphia, foran amend- 
ment to the interstate-commerce law—to the Committee on Commerce. 

By Mr. LAFFPOON: Petition of A. T. Sands, for relief—to the Com- 
mittee on War Claims. 

By Mr. McKENNA: Petition for a service-pension bill—to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions, 

By Mr. MILLS: Petition of the heirs of Morgan Jones, for relief— 
to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. MORROW: Memorial of the citizens’ committee, and of cit- 
izens of San Francisco, Cal., protesting against the immigration of Chi- 
nese—to the Special Committee to Inquire Into Alleged Violations of 


Immigration Laws. 
By Mr. CHARLES O'NEILL: Petition of Mrs. Sarah A. Clements, 
for a pension—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. š 


By Mr. ROGERS; Petition of Mary Ann Bower, for reference of her 
claim to the Court of Claims—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. SNYDER: Petition of Alex. H. Anderson, of Greenbrier 
County, West Virginia, for reference of his claim to the Court of 
Claims—to the Committee on War Claims. 


SENATE. 
FRIDAY, September 7, 1888. 


Prayer by the Chaplain, Rey. J. G. BUTLER, D. D. 
The Journal of yesterday’s proceedings was read and approved. 
PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore presented a telegraphic copy of reso- 

lutions certified by the chairman and secretary to have been adopted 
_ at a mass meeting in San Francisco, Cal., favoring the of the 
pending Chinese restriction bill; which was ordered to lie on the table. 

He presented a praying for the rescission of so much of 

‘section 2804 of the Revised Statutes as relates to the affixing of a 
special stamp on the boxes of imported cigars, being petitions from 
citizens of New York City, Oneida, Breslau, Utica, Hornellsville, Brook- 
lyn, Yonkers, Glen’s Falls, Riverhead, in the State of New York; Phil- 
adelphia, Pa. ; Baltimore, Md.; Westfield, Mass. ; St. Louis, Mo.; Flint, 
Mich. ; Chicago and Galena, Ill. ; Indianapolis, Ind.; Ottumwa, Iowa; 
Chillicothe, Mo.; Maysville, Ky.; Aspen, Colo,; Montgomery, Ala.; 
Richmond, Va.; Omaha, Nebr.; Newark, N. J.; Cincinnati, Ohio; Salt 
Lake City, Utah, and San Francisco, Cal.; which were referred to the 
Committee on Finance. 

Mr.CAMERON presented a petition of citizens of Pennsylvania, pray- 
ing for the adoption of certain amendments of the interstate-commerce 
law; which was referred to the Committee on Interstate Commerce. 

He also presented the petition of Peter Kratz, of Hanover, York 
County, Pennsylvania, praying to be allowed a pension; which was 
referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr, CULLOM presented the petition of Burgess Cole, of Macomb, 
McDonough County, Illinois, praying to be allowed an increase of pen- 
sion; which was referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 

Mr. SAWYER, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom were re- 
ferred the following bills, reported them severally without amend- 
ment, and submitted reports thereon: 

A bill (H. R. 10106) to place the name of Matilda Spangler on the 
pension-roll; 

A bill (H. R. 508) granting a pension to Sarah F. Hawkins; 

A bill (H. R. 3504) for the relief of John German; and 

A bill (H. R. 10256) to place the name of Lucy Wagor, of Hills- 
dale, Mich., on the pension-roll. 

Mr. PADDOCK, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom was re- 
ferred the bill (H. R. 10121) granting a pension to Sarah A. Mason, 
reported it without amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 

AMENDMENT TO CLAIMS BILL. 

Mr. WALTHALL submitted an amendment intended to be proposed 
by him to House bill 2952, making appropriations to pay findings of 
the Court of Claims under the Bowman act; which was referred to the 
Committee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

CAMPAIGN WORK BY A SENATE EMPLOYS. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. If there are no resolutions, concur-" 


rent or other, the Chair lays before the Senate a resolution coming over 
from a former day, the title of which will be read. 

The CHIEF CLERK. A resolution submitted by Mr. VEST, Septem- 
ber 3, 1888, in relation to campaign work bya Senate employé. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question recurs on agreeing to 
the resolution. 

Mr. VEST. Mr. President, I have no disposition to detain the Sen- 
ate in regard to the reso] ution—— 

Mr. MITCHELL. Will the Senator yield to me for a moment to 
make a tion? 

Mr. VEST. Certainly. 

Mr. MITCHELL. I wish to suggest to the President of the Senate 
whether under the unanimous consent given last evening the Chinese 
restriction bill does not come up now, immediately after the conclusion 
of the morning business. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. This is morning business. 

Mr. MITCHELL. Iask that theresolution be laid aside temporarily 
until after 1 o’clock. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. TheSenator from Oregon asks unan- 
imous consent that the resolution be informally laid aside. 

Mr. VEST. I have no objection to that course. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It will be so ordered, if there be no 
objection. 

s RELATIONS WITH CANADA. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair lays before the Senate a 
resolution coming over from yesterday, which will be read. 

The Chief Clerk read the resolution submitted yesterday by Mr. 
Hoar, as follows: 

Resolved, That the attention of the President be respectfully called to the reso- 
lution of the Senate adopted August 28, ultimo, requesting him to communicate 
to the Senate copies of all communications addressed by his direction to the 
Government of Great Britain, remonstrating against certain unfair treatment 
of our citizens, and that he be requested to furnish such information as soon as 
pos in order that it may be considered in acting upon legislation now pend- 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
the resolution. 

Mr. VEST. I suggest to the Senator from Massachusetts, although 
I have no direct information myself, for I have not seen the President ` 
and can not speak for him, that he allow the resolution to go over at 
least for this morning and take it up during the day. I understand 
that the President intends to make a communication to the Senate in- 
side of half or three quarters of an hour upon this subject. Ifit meets 
the approbation of the Senator from Massachusetts I hope that course 
will be adopted. 

Mr. HOAR. I will accept the suggestion of the Senator from Mis- 
souri that the resolution, retaining its place, may go over to be called 
up later in the day. Ofcourse, if the information desired comes in 
the resolution will be u 3 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Missouri suggests 
that the resolution be passed over informally until to-morrow. 

Mr. HOAR. I did not so understand. I understood the Senator 
from Missouri to suggest that it be passed over informally so that it 
might be taken up later in the day if the Senate should then desire to 

0 SO. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Missouri asks 
unanimous consent that the resolution lie over, to be taken up at a 
later hour. 

Mr. VEST. Yes, that is what I suggested. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It will be so ordered, if there be no 
objection. The Chair hears none. 


ADJOURNMENT TO MONDAY. 


Mr. PLATT. I move that when the Senate adjourn to-day it ad- 
journ to meet at 12 o’clock on Monday next. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. The Senator from Connecticut moves 
that when the Senate adjourn to-day it be to meet on Monday next. 

The motion was agreed to. 

CHINESE IMMIGRATION. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Secretary will state the Chinese 
restriction bill by title. 

The CHIEF CLERK. A bill (H. R. 11336) a supplement to an act 
entitled “‘An act to execute certain treaty stipulations relating to Chi- 
nese,” approved the 6th day of May, 1882. ; 

Mr. VEST. Mr. President, in justice to myself I wish to make a 
statement in reply to an observation by the Senator from Oregon [Mr. 
DoLPH] made two days ago. In a speech which I delivered in the 
Senate some ten days or two weeks ago I made a statement, upon in- 
formation received from the juniorSenator from Indiana [Mr. TURPIE], 
to the effect that in 1881 seven Chinamen were naturalized in the city 
of Indianapolis, Ind., where General Harrison, the Republican candi- 
date for the Presidency, resides, and that those Chinamen yoted the 
Republican ticket at the ensuing election in the fall. 

I further stated upon the same information, upon which I fully re- 
lied and which I have no doubt was given honestly and with the un- 
derstanding on the part of that Senator that it was absolutely correct, 
that Mr. Miller, the law partner of General Harrison, had superin- 
tended the taking ont of the naturalization papers by those Chinamen. 
I mentioned this fact not as any personal or partisan attack upon Gen- 
eral Harrison, with whom I have’served in the Senate and from whom I 
differ as widely as it is possible upon all political questions, but to 


The question is upon agreeing to 
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whom I would not do any injustice; but I mentioned it in connection 
with his votes upon the subject of the naturalization of Chinamen in 
the discussion and action of the Senate in 1882. It had been stated 
very broadly in the Senate that no Chinamen had ever been natural- 
ized, when the factsare that some twenty had been naturalized by State 
courts and had been allowed to vote, in Connecticut, in Massachusetts, 
and in Indiana. 

I stated at that time that I intended to write to the city of Indian- 
apolis and procure the record showing the absolute facts in regard to 
that statement. I have not the official record—the Senator from In- 
diana [Mr. VooRHEES] tells me that he has it—but I have froma 
friend, who states that he was having the record prepared, a statement 
made after a personal examination of the record by himself, which he 
has sent to me for my use. The Senator from Indiana [Mr. Voor- 
HEES] has the official record which has come since. 

Mr. VOORHEES, Here itis. I intended to hand it to the Senator 
from Missouri. 

Mr. VEST. I was mistaken as to dates, but only as to dates. I 
stated, and I correct myself as to the former statement, that this nat- 
uralization took place in 1876. I made that statement in reply to the 
Senator from Nevada [ Mr. STEWART]. I find from this letter (I have 
not examined the official record, but I shall offer that also) that these 
naturalizations took place in 1880 and 1881. I will read what my in- 
formant says, who is a private gentleman of absolute verity within 
my personal knowledge, and for whose statement I am responsible. 
He says: 

In 1881, when General Harrison was elected to the United States Senate, Mr. 
Vincent Carter, a lawyer, was a Republican candidate for the Legislature, and 


he was mainly instrumental in having seven Chinamen naturalized in the city 


of Indianapolis. The list is as follows: 


Name. 


Naturalized. 


Feb. _7,1880 


1873 
Chang Sing... 1872 | June 13, 1881 
Foo Chang.... 1872 | Noy. 2,1 
Black Sing Pang. Aug., 1872) Sept. 6,1880 
Jo Qui Sing.. Apr., 1870 | Sept. 6,1880 
Chan Yee... June, 1873 | Jan. 22,1880 
Pang Yin.. Apr. 15, 1875 | Oct. 12,1830 


This is taken from the records of the clerk’s office, book A, entitled * Dec- 
laration of Intentions.” The fee-book shows that nothing was charged for issu- 
ing the certificates, although the usual fee was $2 foreach certificate.” , 

n. Ransdell, esq., whose name is signed to the papers given these Chinamen 
was then clerk of the Marion court. e was then, as he 1s now, the close frien 
of General Hi n, and is the Republican State central committeeman from 
Harrison’s district. These Chinamen voted the Republican ticket at the fall 
election of 1880 in wards 11 and 17 of Indianapolis, although their yotes were 
challenged by the Democrats. 


If this needs any corroboration, I ask the Secretary to read the affi- 
davits made by two gentlemen now in the city of Washington, one of 
them the legal adviser or attorney for the Post-Office Department, the 
other also holding an official position, but I do not know his rank. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The papers will be read if there be 
no objection. 

The Chief Clerk read as follows: 

City oF WASHINGTON, District of Columbia: 


Joseph W. Nichol, a citizen of the city of Indianapolis and State of Indiana, 
being Saly sworn, deposes and says that at one of the elections held in said city 
and State during the year 1880 (it was at the October or November election of 
said year) he was present at the polls on Massachusetts avenue, in said city, in 
the Eleventh ward, and at the engine-house in said ward, as a challenger for the 
Democratic party, atid that at one of said elections two Chinamen were pre- 
sented at the sai lling place by one George Carter, a lawyer and a Repub- 
lican, with Republican ballots in their hands, which said Carter asked for them, 
they not being able to speak the English language with facility, that they be 
allowed to deposit said ballots and vote the Republican ticket; that as the first 
Chinaman presented his ballot he, affiant, protested against receiving the same 
on the und that said Chinaman was not a citizen, and that then and there 
the said Chinaman and said George Carter produced and exhibited to the elec- 
tion officers a certificate of declaration of intention on the part of said China- 
man to become a citizen of the State of Indiana and of the United States, and 
thereupon the said election officers or the inspector of said election at said pre- 
cinct received said vote and deposited it in the ballot-box in presence of said 
affiant and others, and thereupon the vote of the second Chinaman was pre- 
sented and received by the ins; r and deposited in the ballot box, 

Affiant says that at said election Daniel M. Ransdell, a Republican, was clerk 
of the superior and circuit courts of the county of Marion, in which said aw of 
Indianapolis is situate, and said certificates were issued by him, said Ransdell, 
as he, a: t, was informed at the time; that he, affiant, did not critically exam- 
jne said certificate at the time, but was assured by said election officers that 
they were correct and in the usual form; and further affiant saith not, 

Joseph W. Nichol, above-named affiant, being duly sworn, says the above and 
foregoing is true as he verily believes. 

J. W. NICHOL, 


Subscribed and sworn to before me this 20th day of August, 1888. 
[SEAL] THOS. E. ROACH, 
Notary Public in and for the District of Columbia, 


Crry or WASHINGTON, District of Columbia, s3: 

Before me, Thomas E. Roach, a notary public in and forsaid city and District, 
this day personally came Austin H. Brown, a citizen of the city of Indianapolis 
and State of Indiana, temporarily residing in the city of Macey ny ga who, being 
duly sworn according to law, says that prior to the year 1887 he was a contin- 
uous resident of the city of Indianapolis for thirty-seven years; that in the year 
1880, at an election held in said city, he was selected and did act as the chal- 
lenger for the Democratic pany a, prc rd at the precinct of the Seventeenth 
ward; that the voting place of said precinct was on South street, betwcen Me- 


ridian and Pennsylvania streets, in said city; that daring the voting hours on 
said election day there was brought to the election poll aforesaid by the Repub- 
lican workers a Chinaman, who presented a Republican ticket to the election 
inspector, Benjamin F, Hetherington, a Republican; that iramediately the said 
Brown, as ty tei E challenged the right of said Chinaman te vote, where- 
upon he took from his pocket and produced an official paper, with the seal of 
the Marion County court attached, and signed by Daniel M. Ransdell, clerk of 
the court, a Republican, certifying that the said Chinaman had taken the oath 
of allegiance to this country and had declared his intention of becoming a citi- 
zen thereof; that notwithstanding this the said Brown persisted in his chal- 
lenge, on the ground that no court or court officer had any right to issue such a 
paper toa native of China. The inspector, however, deciared that it was prima 
Jacie evidence sufficient to permit the holder of the certificate to vote, and he 
then deposited the ballotin the ballot-box. Thissame Chinaman was the owner 
ofa laundry in said city, and shortly after this occurrence changed the sign 
over the entrance to his place of business by adding after his name the word 


“citizen.” 
AUSTIN H. BROWN. 

Sworn and subscribed to before me this 20th day of August, 1838. 

[sear] THOS. E. ROACH, Notary Public. 

Mr. VEST. The record certified by the clerk, which I have just ex- 
amined hastily, it seems is a certificate as to six papers of naturaliza- 
tion, possibly seven, but as I read it now six. Anyhow, I ask the Sec- 
retary to read that paper. 

The Chief Clerk read as follows: 


STATE or INDIANA, Marion County, sèt: 


I, John E. Sullivan, clerk of the Marion circuit court, within and for said 
*county and State, the same being a court of record, do hereby certify that in 
the year 1880 the following-named persons declared their intention to become 
citizens of the United States, to wit: 

Chang Fay Sung Moy. 

Sing Jo Qui, 

Sing Pang Back. 

Yim Pong. 

Chan Yee. 

Chan Foo, 

That such declarations of intention, as aforesaid, were all made before Daniel 
M. Ransdell, then clerk of said Marion circuit court, and that each of said per- 
sons, 80 as afo: d declaring his intention, made affidavit that he was ana- 
tive of China, and owed allegiance to the Emperor of that country; a true and 
correct copy of the declaration of intention made by the said Chan Foo being 
the one bearing the latest date, to wit, November 2, 1880, is hereto attached 
marked “Exhibit A,” and made a part of this certificate, the same being simi- 
lar 1o sorn to all the other declarations so made, as aforesaid, by said parties 
named, 

All of which apone from the record of declarations of intention to become 
citizens of the United Sta for the year 1880, on file in my oftice. 

Witness my hand and of said court at Indianapolis, Ind., August 20, 1838, 

[SEAL] JOHN E. SULLIVAN, Clerk, ete, 

(Exhibit A, as aforesaid, attached.) 


Mr. VEST. Ido not know that this is a matter of any considerable 
importance, but in view of the statement made by certain partisan news; 
papers, especially in the State of Indiana, to the effect that I had garbled 
and falsified this record, I did not choose to rest under the imputation. 
I made the statement upon information derived, as I said, from one of 
the Senators from Indiana and from members of the House of Repre- 
sentatives from that State, and I undertook to secure that record. It 
seems that it has been in the possession of my friend from Indiana [Mr. 
VOORHEES], but it only came to me whilst I was making these remarks, 
Itis for the purpose simply of removing any sort of suspicion that I would 
do General Harrison injustice, much as I differ from him, that I now 
offer this proof. 

Mr. DOLPH. If the Senator will allowme a moment, I understood 
him before to state that these Chinamen were naturalized. This cer- 
tificate relates entirely to a declaration of intention to become citizens. 

Mr. VEST. Iam glad that the Senator has called my attention to 
that. The term ‘naturalization’’ is used. As a matter of course we 
know as lawyers that it was not naturalization, but it occurs in that 
State as in a great many of the States that a declaration of intention 
is a sufficient basis for exercising suffrage. 

Mr. DOLPH. That declaration is made simply before a clerk with- 
out any other party, voluntarily on the part of the person making it. 

Mr. VEST. That is true. 

Mr. DOLPH. Naturalization, however, requires action by a court. 

Mr. VEST. The Senator and myself are lawyers, and I understand 
that; but when the declaration of intention is used for the purpose of 
exercising the right of suffrage, itis generally denominated, incorrectly 
it may be, as a naturalization paper. Of one thing there can be no 
sort of question—— 

Mr. DOLPH. Will the Senator allow me? 

Mr. TURPIE. Mr. President—— 

The PRESIDENT protempore. Does the Senator from Missouri yield 
to the Senator from Oregon ? 

Mr. VEST. Of course. 

Mr. DOLPH. Will the Senator allow me to make a suggestion? I 
understood the Senator also to state in his speech some days since that 
the partner of General Harrison had appeared in the court and made 
the motion. Does the Senator now find any basis for that statement ? 

Mr. VEST. I intended to state, and thought I had stated, that that 
information came to me from one of the Senators from Indiana, and I 
made it upon his statement. Since then I have seen the dispatch from 
Mr. Miller, in fact from both the law partners of General Harrison, dis- 
claiming that fact, and of course I do not think-—— 

Mr. DOLPH. ‘There is nothing in the record the Senator now pro- 
duces upon that question? 

Mr. VEST. Nothing. My friend who writes me states thatthe Re- 
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publican candidate for the Legislature superintended this operation be- 
fore the clerk of the court. 

Mr, DOLPH. But there is nothing in the record which shows that 
there was any proceeding which required any counsel. 

Mr. VEST. I do not know that there is except that the Chinamen 
were taken there. 

Mr. DOLPH. Or that General Harrison or any of his partners were 
cognizant of it? 

Mr. VEST. Except that these Chinamen were taken there and the 
certificates given to them as to their intention to become citizens, and 
that they afterwards ap) in two wards of the city of Indianapolis 
and cast their votes for the Republican ticket against the challenges of 
Democrats. 

Mr. PLUMB. Will the Senator from Missouri permit me to inter- 
rupt him? 

At this point a message, in writing, was received from the President 
of the United States, by Mr. O. L. PRUDEN, one of his secretaries, ] 

Mr. PLUMB. ‘The Senator ought to state, if he will permit me to 
interrupt him, in order to give it deepersignificance, that this occurred 
in the city and State in which General Harrison lived. 

Mr. VEST. I think I shall attend to my own occupation, with due 
respect to the Senator from Kansas. Knowing how good a friend he 
is to my party, for myself politically I receive his suggestions with a 
good deal of distrust. But if it is any gratification to him I will say 
that I have already stated that. This suggestion is about as signifi- 
cant as his reading a partisan editorial yesterday in which no man 
of even extraordinary intelligence was able to discriminate between 
the text of the reporter and the commentaries of the Senator, both of 
them, asa matter of course, coming from friends of the President, the 
Senator from Kansas and the correspondent of the New York Tribune, 
and both of them illustrating the extraordinary influence of the Presi- 
dent of the United States, who, as the Senator from Kansas said, sent 
a message with a sign manual of his kitchen cabinet upon it, but of 
so potential an influence that not a single Republican in either branch 
of Congress dared to vote against the bill, and the Senator from Kansas 
himself voted in favor of the bill which he says is an Administration 
measure. Asa matter of course if he voted for itit was right, and yet 
the whole burden of his complaint was that it came from the President 
of the United States. 

Bie ask that the message which has just come in from the President be 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair lays before the Senate a 
from the President of the United States, which will be read. 

The Chief Clerk read as follows: 

To the Senate of the United States: 
In reply to the resolution of the Senate in the words following: 
“IN THE SENATE OF THE UNITED STATES, September 5, 1888. 
“ Resolved, That the President is requested, if not incompatible with the publie 


interests, to inform the Senate whether the recent treaty with China and the 
secon mene adopted by the Senate haye been ratified by the Emperor of 


1 have to communicate the annexed copies of dispatches from our Minister to 
China, giving the paty official information at hand in relation to the matter to 


which reference is 
GROVER CLEVELAND, 
EXECUTIVE MANSION, Seplember 7, 1888. 
I, 


m 


" PEKING, September 5, 1888. 
“BAYARD, Washington: 
" Believe treaty has been rejected. Havo demanded from foreign office posi- 
tive information some days since. No information has yet been received. 
e “DENBY.” 


“ PEKING, September 6, 1858. 
“ BAYARD, Secretary, Washington: 
“Treaty postponed for further deliberation. 
“DENBY.” 

Mr. MITCHELL. Mr. President, since this bill has been before the 
Senate there has been a tacit understanding among the Senators from 
the Pacific coast that they would not occupy the time of the Senate and 
thus delay action by speech-making. For this reason most of the time 
which has been occupied in the discussion of this bill since it came to 
the Senate has been occupied by Senators on the other side of the Cham- 
ber. It was , moreover, by unanimous consent, in the Senate 
yesterday, that at 1 o’clock to-day the vote should be taken on the pas- 
sage of the bill; consequently there remain but a very few minutes’ time 
in which any member of the Senate on this side of the Chamber can 
have the privilege of making any suggestions in regard to this measure. 
I propose to occupy the attention of the Senate, through its courtesy, 
these few moments. 

It has been said upon the part of Republicans in the Senate and 
elsewhere that this is an Administration measure. If it is, then Iam 
heartily with the Administration. I am earnestly and decidedly in 
favor of the pending bill, as I believe the Senators are generally on 
this side of the Chamber, if not unanimously, But the suggestion has 
been made on the other side of the Chamber on this floor, and also else- 
where, that this is not an Administration measure. If itis not an Ad- 
ministration measure, if this bill were not introduced in the House of 
Representatives at a wink or a nod from “the White House, and the 
Administration is against it, then I am not with the Administration 


eee 


on this measure. Iam for the bill, however, irrespective of the ques- 
tion as to how it came here or the question as to the motives which 
prompted its coming. Iam for it because I believe it to be a most im- 
portant step in the right direction. I believe it to be a most decided 
step, although not as long a step as I should have taken had I had my 
way in reference to the matter, in favor of the absolute exclusion 
of Chinese laborers from within the limits of the United States of 
America. 

The bill, as I suggested yesterday and as we all know, simply re- 
lates to those Chinese persons now in the United States or who have 
been within the United States heretofore. It provides that so far as 
they are concerned, if they shall go away, or if any of them have gone 
away heretofore, they shall not be permitted to return. 

That is this bill. That is all there isofit. It isimportant, radical; 
but radical as it is, I, inasmuch as by this step we abrogate a most ma- 
terial provision of our existing treaty with China, would have gone one 
step further and made the prohibition, the absolute exclusion, apply, 
not only to those Chinese who are in the United States now, or who 
have been in the United States at some time heretofore, but also to the 
400,000,000 Chinese who never have been in the United States. 

In this connection, as I had not the opportunity fully yesterday, I 
desire to refer to a remark made more than once in this Chamber by 
the honorable Senator from Alabama [Mr. MORGAN], in which he has 
questioned the sincerity not only of a great number of the people of 
the Pacific coast, but in which he has taken especial and particular 
pains to question my sincerity in reference to the position they occupy 
and I have occupied in regard to the subject of Chinese exclusion. 

As I stated yesterday, by way of interruption, I am willing that my 
record on this subject shall stand side by side with the record of the 
Senator from Alabama, and side by side with the record of every Dem- 
ocrat on the other side of the Chamber and every Democrat in the 
House of Representatives or in the United States. Three years aga 
next December I introduced a bill in this body providing for the abso- 
lute exclusion of Chinese from the United States; a bill which applied 
not merely to Chinese here, and who might go away or had gone and 
wish to return, but to the millions now in Asia. The second section 
of that bill read as follows: 

Sec, 2. That from and after the pensero this act it shall be unlawful forany 
Chinese person or persons, whether subjects of the Chinese Empire or other- 
wise, as well those who are now within the limits of the United States, and who 
may hereafter leave the United States and attempt to return, as those who have 
never been here, or, having been here, have departed from the United States 
{save and excepting only the following classes, that is to say: Such as may be 
duly accredited to the Government of the United Statesas ministers plenipoten- 
tiary or other diplomatic representatives, consuls-general, consular and com- 
mercial agents, including other officers of the Chinese or other Governments 
traveling upon the business of that Government, with their body and house- 
hold Soran; to come to or within, or to land at,or remain in any portb or 
place within the United States; andthe coming of Chinese persons to the United 
States, excepting the classes hereinbefore specifically described and excepted, 
from and after the passage of this act, be, and the same is hereby, absolutely 
prohibited, 

At the present session of Congress, in December last, I reintroduced 
that same bill. I supported it in a speech three years ago, and again 
by another last January. 

That bill, which was an absolute exclusion bill, received the studied 
and persistent and continued opposition of the honorable Senator from 
Alabama in the Committee on Foreign Relations; and I am alittle sur- 
prised at the attitude of the Senator from Alabama now, in his 
yesterday in advocacy of a bill which, according to his own statement 
on the floor of the Senate, is an absolute abrogation of certain material 
provisions of existing treattes between this Government and China; 
especially when the records of the Senate and the records of the Com- 
mittee on Foreign Relations, of which he is a member, will show that 
always heretofore he has persistently, in season and out of season, in- 
sisted that the Congress of the United States should pass no bill that 
would impinge or infringe in the slightest degree on any provision of 
our treaties with China. That is the record of the Senator from Ala- 
bama; and my own record, the sincerity of which he has questioned, E 
have in part alluded to. Iam willing they shall be paralleled and 
stand together. 

Now, Mr. President, if this is an Administration measure, as sug- 
gested in certain quarters, then I want to point out what a most won- 
derful conversion there has been in Administration circles upon this 
great subject within the past two or three years, yea, within the past 
twoorthree months, When the Senator from Mississippi [Mr. GEORGE] 
was speaking the other day I rose and inquired if he was aware that 
the present President of the United States and the present candidate 
of the Democracy for the succeeding Presidency had on the 6th day of 
April, 1886, sent a message to the Congress of the United States in which 
he had recommended that the Congress so change the existing Chinese 
restriction laws, the act of 1882 as amended by the act of 1884, as to 
admit into this country a large class of Chinese persons who were not 
permitted to come here under existing law, the existing restriction acts. 
The Serlator from Mississippi replied that he was astounded at the 
statement, and that he did not believe the President of the United 
States had ever sent any such message here. 

Mr. President, he did. I hold it in my hand; and if I have the time 
I shall read it, That message, moreover, was accompanied by a letter 
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from the Secretary of State, Mr. Bayard, in which he recommended 
the same thing; and, based upon the letter of the Secretary of State, 
the President communicated his message to the Congress of the United 
States asking for this change in the existing law. 

Now, what was the change he asked to have made? I will say to 
Senators on the other side I am not going to misrepresent the Presi- 
dent; Iam not going to misrepresent the Secretary of State; and es- 

ially am I going to be careful about my statements as to facts when 
know that before the vote is taken to-day on the final passage of this 
bill the Senators on the other side will not have an opportunity to re- 

y, although they will have ample opportunity hereafter if they shall 

esire, 

With these preliminary statements, what are the facts? Under the 
restriction acts as they now stand, the act of 1882 and the amendatory 
act of 1884, it was provided that certain evidence certificates should be 
produced at ports in this country by those Chinese persons who were 
not prohibited from coming to the United States by the Chinese treaty 
and the restriction acts, such as teachers, students, merchants, and 
those coming from curiosity. Those were the only classes that were 
excluded from the prohibitory clauses of existing legislation including 
those of the treaty. They were permitted to come. When the Con- 
gress of the United States, therefore, came to legislate in reference to 
this treaty, it was provided that all persons coming from the ports of 
China should produce a certificate issued by the Chinese Government 
or under its authority in which certain things should be stated, such as 
the name, title, or official rank, if any; the age, height, and all phys- 
ical peculiarities, former and present occupation, and place of resi- 

dence, ete. 
~ ‘The existing legislation provided, in the second place, that Chinese 
persons not of the prohibited but of the exempted class, who came from 
other ports in other foreign governments than China, and who were at 
the time not subjects of China, but were subjects of such other foreign 
government, should bring a similar certificate issued by such govern- 
ment, The existing legislation, however, did not provide that sub- 
jects of China who proposed to come to this country from other ports 
than the ports of China should be permitted to come, That class, by 
existing legislation, was and is ruled out. 

Now, what followed? In the first place, the Treasury Department 
toox action on the matter. The first attempt, I admit, was made un- 
der a Republican administration. ‘The first circular was issued by Mr. 
McCulloch while he was Secretary of the Treasury. It provided that 
Chinese persons who were subjects of China and not subjects of some 
foreign power, and who desired to start to this country from a port 
other than a Chinese port, should be attested or certified to by the dip- 
lomatic or United States consular officer at that port. Of course that 
was in contravention of law. 

This Administration undertook to carry out that circular, and be- 
cause Colonel Mosby, who was then our consul at the British port of 
Hong-Kong, in China, would not carry ont the instructions of this 
‘Treasury Department circular upon that subject, he was removed from 
office by Secretary Bayard and by the President of the United States, 
and Mr. Withers, a former member of the Senate from Virginia, was 
appointed his successor at that port. A renewal of instructions pro- 
ceeded from Mr. Bayard and from the Department of State instructing 
Mr. Withers, as the United States consul, to issue certificates to Chi- 
nese subjects of the exempted class who desired to depart from the port 
of Hong-Kong to the United States, and under those instructions Mr. 
Withers did proceed to issue hundreds and perhaps thousands of cer- 
tificates, as I am informed, and under which a class of Chinese subjects 
whose immigration to this country was prohibited by existing law 
were permitted to enter the port of San Francisco. 

After a time the President of the United States and Mr. Bayard 
awoke to the fact that this circular of the Treasury Department which 
they were attempting to enforce and which they had modified in July, 
1885, wasin direct violation of law, was not warranted by the restriction 
acts; and what did they do? Then it was that the President of the 
United States sent to Congress the message of April 6, 1886, to which 
I have referred, which I hold in my hand, and in which he suggested 
to the Congress that, by existing law, a large and numerous class of 
Chinese persons were not permitted to come to this country which he 
thought ought to be permitted to come under the treaty. Congress 
had construed that treaty, and had legislated in view of the provisions 
of the treaty intelligently, as I believe. Congress, in its wisdom in 
construing the treaty in the passage of two restriction acts, had de- 
cided that this class which the President of the United States and Mr. 
Bayard afterwards wished to have comein under an amendment of the 
law, were not entitled to come in. Atall events, Con had legislated 
in the act of May 6, 1882, and the amendatory act of July 5, 1884, in 
such a manner as to prohibit their coming. 

What does the President sayin that message? It is contained in an 
executive document, by the way, and I will give its number,so that 
Senators can findit. It is Executive Document No. 118, first session 
Forty-ninth Congress. In that message President Cleveland says this, 
among other things; I wish I had time to read it all: 


There being, therefore, no statutory provision preseribing the terms upon 
which Chinese persons resident in foreign countries, but not subjects or citizens 
of such countries, may prove their status and rights as members of the exempted 

3 in the absence of a Chinese representative in such country, the Secretary 


of the Treasury, in whom the execution of the act of July 5, 1984, was vested, 
undertook to remedy the omission by directing the revenue officers to nize 
as lawful certificates those issued in favor of Chinese subjects by the Chinese 
consular and diplomatic officers at the foreign port of departure, when visaed 
by the United States cy pagers thereat. This appears to be a just applica- 
tion of the spirit of the law, although en ng its letter, and in adopting this 
rule he was controlled by the authority of high judicial decisions as to what 
evidence is necessary to establish the fact that an individual Chinaman belongs 
to the exempted class. 


Then he concludes his message: 
This anomalous feature of the act should be reformed. 
He recommends an amendment of the existing legislation— 


as speedily as possibje, in order that the occurrence of such cases may be avoided 

and the imputation removed which would otherwise rest upon the good faith of 

the United States in the execution of their solemn treaty engagements. 
GROVER CLEVELAND. 

EXECUTIVE Mansion, Washington, April 6, 1886. 

So that on April 6, 1886, we find the present President of the United 
States so careful of having the treaty stipulations between this Govern- 
ment and China observed that he sends a message to the Congress of 
the United States recommending a change in the existing law so as to 
conform to his notions of the provisions of the treaty, so as to permit 
the coming to this country of hundreds and thousands of Chinese who 
were not permitted to come under existing law. There has a sudden, 
a most wonderful change come over the Administration, if this is an 
Administration bill; more wonderful,indeed, than that which happened 
to Saul of Tarsus, who was stricken down on his way to Damascus. 

Mr. GRAY. The Senator will permit me. He says the Secretary of 
State—— 

Mr. MITCHELL. If it is a short question I will yield. 

Mr. GRAY. I will make it short. The Secretary of State was so 
anxious to have treaty stipulations complied with, which they ought 
to be, as all Christian and civilized people agree; so I want to re- 
mind the Senator and call his attention to the fact that he negotiated 
an additional treaty which for the first time by treaty stipulation and 
treaty provision excluded Chinese in a way they had never been ex- 
map poore and accomplished every result which is accomplished by 
this bill. 

Mr. MITCHELL. That is no answer at all to what I have been say- 
ing; it has no relevancy; it does not bear on the question at all. 1 
have made the statement that the present President of the Unitéd 
States, President Cleveland—and I hold the proof in my hand—recom- 
mended a change in the existing Chinese restriction law in 1886, His 
message of April 6, 1886, recommended that that law should be changed 
so that a large class, a ‘‘somewhat numerous class,” as he says, that 
are prohibited under existing law may be permitted to come here. He 
says: 

It is sufficient that I should call the earnest attention of Congress to the cir- 
cumstance that the statute— 

That is the existing statute— 
makes no provision whatever for the somewhat numerous class of Chinese 
persons who, retaining their Chinese subjection in some countries other than 
China, desire to come from such countries to the United States. 

‘The somewhat numerous class’? which he thought were entitled 
to come under the treaty, or ought to be permitted to come, were not 
permitted to come under the existing law, and therefore he sends in 
this message recommending a change in the law so that they might 
come, and that is all there is of it. In reference to the last treaty I 
will simply say as a measure of exclusion it is, in my judgment, and 
would so prove, an absolute failure. -I will say, furthermore, to the 
Senator, that it never was negotiated, although the administration was 
in power for years, until the Republican Senate passed a resolution at 
the instance of the Senator from Ohio, chairman of the Committee on 
Foreign Relations, suggesting that negotiation be opened with the 
Chinese Government for that purpose. 

Mr. GRAY. The Senator from Oregon is wrong in his statement. 
It was negotiated long before. 2 . - 

Mr. MITCHELL. Iwill say the record, I think, shows quite differ- 
ently. 

But furthermore, and I want to call the attention of the Senate and 
the country to the fact that in the Chinese bill the Senate passed here 
some days ago—within the last month, I think it was—and which has 
been passed by the House, and which is now unsigned before the Presi- 
dent of the United States so far as the Congress is advised, the Demo- 
cratic House of Representatives put on an amendment by which they 
repealed the clause in the existing law on the subject of naturaliza- 
tion; that is, the clause prohibiting the naturalization of Chinese per- 
sons. 

Now, one word—and I exceedingly regret I am so limited for time— 
in reference to General Harrison’s record. A studied attempt has been 
made all along the line to charge upon the Republican candidate for 
the Presidency that his record on the Chinese question has been inim- 
ical to the true interests of this country and has not been right; and 
reference has been made to the vote on the bill of 1884. They said he 
was absent; that he did not vote. That is true, but there is not one 
word in that record from inning to end which shows that General 
Harrison opposed that bill;while there is abundance in his record to 
show that he was earnestly in favor of as strong a restrictive act as the 
treaty would warrant. But not only that, if that is to be taken as a 
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reason why he was opposed to the act of 1884—that is, that he was ab- 
sent—I want to call the attention of ‘the Senate to the fact that there 
were eleven Democrats of this Senate absent at the roll-call, and who 
were not paired and who did not vote on that bill, including the Sen- 
ator from Mississippi [Mr. GEORGE], who made the speech here the 
other day charging General Harrison with dodging votes; and my es- 
teemed friend, the Senator from Georgia [Mr. BROWN ], who has spoken 
earnestly against the pending bill, voted against the bill, according to 
the RECORD. 

I will read the names of the Democrats who were not present and 
who in company with General Harrison did not happen to be here to 
vote on that bill, that is the Chinese restriction act of 1884. They 
were Messrs. Camden, COLQUITT, GEORGE, Jackson, Jonas, KENNA, 
Lamar, McPHERSON, SAULSBURY, Walker, and Williams; 11 Demo- 
crats who were absent, and 8 Republicans were absent. Now, can it 
be said that because these 11 Democrats happened to be absent and did 
not vote for that bill, they were opposed to Chinese restriction? They 
stand in the same position precisely as General Harrison—in so far as 
that act is concerned. I regret my time is exhausted. 

“The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The hour of 1 o'clock has arrived. 
The question is, Shall the bill pass? 

Mr. GORMAN. Mr. President, in the consideration of this meas- 
ure—— 

The PRESIDENT protempore. Debate is not in order. 

Mr. GORMAN. Do I understand the President to say that debate 
is not in order? 

The PRESIDENT protempore. Debate is notin order. Unanimous 
consent having been given yesterday that at 1 o’clock to-day the vote 
should be taken without debate, the question is, Shall the bill pass? 

Mr. JONES, of Arkansas. I should like to suggest to the Chair that 
the distinct understanding was that the agreement was only binding 
on Senators who weré then present. That was the agreement. 

Mr. VEST. That was the understanding. : 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. If the Senate desires that the order 
shall be reyoked or reconsidered or not rded, the Chair will recog- 
nize the Senator from Oregon to continue*his observations. 

Mr. STEWART. I object. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. 'TheSenator from Oregon was stopped 
by the Chair upon the understanding the Chair had that the vote was 
to be taken at 1 o’clock without further debate. If that is incorrect, 
the Senator from Oregon is entitled to the floor. 

Mr. HOAR. I desire to recall the recollection of the Chair and the 
Senator from Arkansas, There was a vote taken and no quorum dis- 
closed. Afterward there was a call of the Senate and a quorum was 
disclosed. The Senator from Nevada [Mr. STEWART] then said in the 
first place that this understanding would be binding only on the Sen- 
ators present, forgetting for the moment that there had been a call ot 
the Senate, which disclosed the presence of a quorum. I suggested to 
him myself that the call had disclosed a quorum, and the Senator 
thereupon announced that in his judgment it would be binding upon 
the Senate, and that was the understanding. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. The Chair suggests to Senators that 
it would be better, to avoid any misunderstanding, to have the RECORD 
read; and the Secretary will read the part of the RECORD of to-day 
containing the proceedings of yesterday regarding the agreement to 
take the vote at 1 o’clock to-day. 

The Chief Clerk read as follows: 

Mr, STEWART. Task the unanimous consent of those present that a vote be 
taken on the bill immediately after the morning business to-morrow, without 
debate so far as those who are here are conce: 

Mr. ALLISON and Mr. TELLER. Say 1 o'clock. 

Mr. STEWART. I will ask that the vote be taken at 1 o’clock, without debate 
so far = those present are concerned. We can not bind those who are not 
Mr. TELLER. There is a quorum here. 

X ‘ART. As there $ a quorum here I will ask unanimous consent that 
the vote be taken at 1 o'clock to-morrow.” 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Nevada asks unanimous con- 
sent that to-morrow at 1 o'clock the vote shall be taken on the question shall 
the bill past; without further debate. Is there objection? The Chair hears 
none, aud—— 

Mr. Vest. Does the Senator from Nevada propose that the vote shall be taken 
to-morrow without any debate at all? À 

Mr. Stewart. The debate can go on previousto 1o'clock. I propose that the 
vote shall be taken at 1 o'clock. 

Mr. TELLER. The debate will be previous to 1 o'clock. y 

Mr. Vest. When will the bill be taken up? > 

Mr, STEWART, It will be taken ba Ay recipes hd after the morning business. 

Mr. TELLER, If the time to vote is fixed at 1 o'clock, we should take up the 
bill earlier than that hour if anybody wishes to speak on it. 

Para PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair will hear suggestions from any Sen- 
ors, 

Mr? COCKRELL. I au; that the bill be taken upinthe morning immedi- 
ately after the disposition of the routine morning business, 

Mr. TELLER. And that the vote be taken at 1 o'clock. 

Mr. COCKRELL. And that the vote be taken at 1 o'clock, 

ThA Pusenone? oro bare ive Chair wil th in state th t of th 

air en 
EAE Stat NEAR AE 7 ner aiye aree tit Seed 

Mr. Hoar, I understood that unanimous consent had been given to that re- 
quest. The Chair so announced. 

The PRESIDENT pro tem . Before it had_been formally agreed upon the 
Senator from Missouri [Mr. Vest] interposed a suggestion that some debate 
, ye to be permitted, and the Senator from Nevada then modified his sugges- 


Mr. Hoar, I supposed the Chair had announced the first suggestion as agreed 
to; but if the Chair understood it otherwise it is all right. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore, The suggestion now is that unanimous consent 
oaen tothe consideration of the biil at the close of the routine morning 
business to-morrow, and that the yote on the question, Shall the bill ? be 
en atlo'clock. Is there objection? The Chair hears none, and it is so or- 

ered. 


Mr. GORMAN. I happened not to be in the Senate yesterday, and 
therefore was not aware of the proceedings that had been had. will 
not violate any understanding of the Senate notwithstanding; as I un- 
derstand it, it does not bind me or any other Senator who happened to 
be absent. 

I desired to say a word or two on the motion I am about to make, 
or which I may make hereafter; but I now move that this bill and the 
message of the President which has just been read to the Senate be 
committed to the Committee on Foreign Relations. 

Mr. STEWART. I object. 

Mr. TELLER. That is contrary to the arrangement. 
order to do anything but vote on the passage of the bill. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair holds that the motion to 
commit is in order under the rules, notwithstanding the agreement. 

Mr. SHERMAN. [I sincerely hope that the motion will be adopted. 

Mr. TELLER. The question is whether we shall not vote. That 
was the agreement. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question recurs on the motion 
of the Senator from Maryland to commit the bill, with the message of 
the President of the United States, to the Committee on Foreign Re- 
lations. Is the Senate ready for the question? [Putting the ques- 


It is out of 


tion. ] 

Mr. PLUMB called for the yeas and nays. 

ae yeas and nays were ordered, and the Secretary proceeded to call 
the roll. 

Mr. WALTHALL (when the name of Mr. GEORGE was called). My 
colleague [Mr. GEORGE] is detained at home by sickness. I think he 
is paired with the Senator from New Hampshire [Mr. BLAIR]. My 
colleague would vote ‘‘yea,”’ 

Mr. BLAIR. I was not aware of that, and withdraw my vote. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from New Hampshire 
withdraws his vote. 

Mr. WALTHALL, My colleage would vote “‘yea,’’ if present. 

Mr. BLAIR. Ishould vote ‘*nay.’’ 

Mr. HARRIS (when his name was called). I am paired with the 
Senator from Vermont [Mr. MORRILL]. If he were present, I should 
vote “‘ yea, ?? 7 

Mr. MANDERSON (when his name was called). Iam paired with 
the Senator from Kentucky [Mr. BLACKBURN]. If he were present, I 
should vote ‘‘nay’’ on this motion. 

Mr. PADDOCK (when his name wascalled). I am paired with the 
Senator from Louisiana [Mr, Eustis]. If he were here, Ishould vote 

‘ nay,” 

Mr. PALMER (when his name was called). Iam paired with the 
Senator from North Carolina [Mr. VANCE]. If he were here, I should 
vote ‘‘nay.” 

Mr. TELLER (when his name was called). I have a pair on all 
political questions with the Senator from Louisiana [Mr. GIBSON]. I 
haye been assured repeatedly that he was in favor of the passage of this 
bill. Unless some one on the Democratic side willsay that this ques- 
tion has assumed a political phase, I shall vote. If ithas assumed a 
political phase, then I shall withhold my vote. 

Mr. GRAY. I think the Senator is quite at liberty to vote in that 
view of the case. There is no political question in it. 

Mr. TELLER. I vote “nay.” à 

The roll-call was concluded. 

Mr. ALLISON. Iam paired with the Senator from Delaware [Mr. 
SAULSBURY]. Ifhe were here, I should vote ‘“‘nay.” 3 

Mr. HARRIS. I wish to announce the fact that the Senator from 
Kentucky [Mr. Beck], who is necessarily absent, is paired with the 
Senator from Maine [Mr. HALE], who is also absent. I do not know 
how either Senator would vote on this motion. I simply announce 


the pair. 

Mr. BLAIR. Ido not observe the Senator from New Jersey [Mr. 
BLODGETT] here. He is paired with my colleague Nae CHANDLER]. 

Mr. MORGAN (after having voted in the negative). Iam informed 
by the Senator from New York [Mr. Hiscock) that he is not aware of 
the attitude his colleague [Mr. Evarrs] would occupy on this mo- 
tion. Being paired with him it is my duty to withdraw my vote. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Alabama with- 
draws his yote. 

Mr. HISCOCK. I donot desire to be understood as expressing any 
opinion as to how my colleague [Mr. EyArts] would vote if he were 


ere. 
The result was announced—yeas 17, nays 19; as follows: 


YEAS—17. 
Bate, Gorman, Platt, Walthall 
Brown, Gray, Pugh, Wilson of Md, 
l, Hampton, n, 


‘oar, Sherman, 
Jonesof Arkansas, Voorhees, 
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NAYS—19. 

Aldrich, Dolph, Plamb, “Teller, 
Berry, Hiscock, Sawyer, Turpic, 
Chace, Jones of Nevada, Spooner, ‘est, 
Cullom, Mitchell, Stewart, Wilson of Iowa. 
Davis, yne, Stockbridge, 

ABSENT—40. 
Allison, Daniel, Hale, Paddock, 
Beck, Dawes, Harris, Palmer, 
Blackburn, Edmunds, Hawley, © 
Blair, Eustis, Hearst, Quay, 
Blodgett, Evarts, Ingalls, Kansom, 
Bowen, ell, Kenna, Riddleberger, 
Butler, Faulkner, McPherson, Sabin, 
Call, Frye, Manderson, Saulsbury, 
Cameron, George Morgan, Stanford, 
Chandler, Gibson Morrill, Vance, 


The PRESIDENT pro tempére. A quorum not having voted, the 
Secretary will call the roll of the Senate. 

The Secretary called the roll, and the following Senators answered 
to their names: 


Aldrich, Callom, Jones of Nevada, Sherman, 
Allison, Davis, Manderson, Spooner, 
Bate, Dawes, Mitchell, Stewart, 
Berry, Dolph, Morgan, Stockbridge, 
Biair, Gorman, Palmer, Teller, 

wn, Gray, Pasco, Turpie, 

i, Hampton, Payne, Vest, 
Cameron, Harris, Platt, Voorhees, 
Chace, Hiscock, Piumb, Walthall, 
Cockrell, Hoar, Pugh, Wilson of Iowa, 
Coke, Ingalls, 5 
Colquitt, Jones of Arkansas, Sawyer, 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Forty-six Senators have answered 


to their names, 

Mr. COCKRELL and others, Call the roll. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. If there be no objection, further pro- 
ceedings under the call will be dispensed with. ‘The question ison the 
motion to refer. The roll-call will proceed. 

Mr. TELLER. What is this vote? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. To commit the bill, with the mes- 
sage, to the Committee on Foreign Relations. 

The Secretary proceeded to call the roll. 

Mr. ALLISON (when his name was called). Iam paired with the 
Senator from Delaware [Mr. Sautspury]. Ifhe were here, should 
vote ‘nay.”’ 

-Mr. BLAIR. I rise to ask a parliamentary question. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator will state it. 

Mr. BLAIR. It may be too late to raise such a point, and perhaps 
there is no such point, but I desire to ask whether pending the roll- 
call on the passage of the bill it is in order to move to commit it? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. In order to advise the Senate posi- 
tively on that point, as the suggestion has been made once before, the 
Chair will have the clause of the rule read, so that there may be no 
misunderstanding. 

Mr. SHERM. Rule XV. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 

The Chief Clerk read as follows: 


2, When a bill or resolution shall have been ordered to be read a third time, 
it shall not be in order to propose amendments, unless by unanimous consent, 
but it shall be in order at any time before the passage of any bill or resolution 
to move its commitment; and when the bill or resolution shall again be reported 
from the committee, it shall be placed on the Calendar, and when again consid- 
ered by the Senate it shall be as in Committee of the Whole. 

Several SENATORS. Call the roll. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The roll-call will proceed. 

The Secretary resumed the calling of the roll. 

Mr. BATE (when Mr. Breck’s name was called). The Senator from 
Kentucky [Mr. Beck] is paired with the Senator from Maine [Mr. 


Rule XV, clause 2. 


E]. 

Mr. CAMERON (when his name was called). Iam paired with the 
Senator from South Carolina [Mr. BUTLER]. If he were here, I should 
vyote ‘‘nay.”’ 

Mr. MANDERSON (when his name was called). Iam paired with 
the Senator from Kentucky [Mr. BLACKBUEN]. If he were present, 
I should vote ‘‘nay’’ on this motion. 

Mr. MORGAN (when his name was called). Iam paired with the 
Senator from New York [Mr. Evarts]. If he were present, I should 
vote ‘*nay.’? 

Mr. PALMER (when his name was called). As I stated before, I 
am paired with the Senator from North Carolina [Mr. VANCE]. Ir 
he were here, I should vote ‘‘ nay.” 

Mr. PASCO (when his name was called). 
Senator from Illinois [Mr. FARWELL]. 

Mr. TELLER (when his name was called). I have been, as I stated 
before, paired with the Senator from Louisiana [Mr. GIBSON]. Ihave 
the consent of the Senator from Florida [Mr. soy, to transfer the 
pair of the Senator from Louisiana to my colleague [ Mr. BOWEN], so 
that I feel at liberty on this question to vote. I vote ‘‘nay.”’ 

The roll-call was concluded. 

Mr. HARRIS, I announce again that I am paired with tue Senator 


I am paired with the 


from Vermont [Mr. Morrity]. 
oe yea. 1 

Mr. JONES, of Nevada. I am paired with the Senator from New 
Jersey [Mr. MCPHERSON]. I should like to transfer the pair to the 
Senator from Vermont [Mr. MORRILL]. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Tennessee is paired 
with the Senator from Vermont. 

Mr. JONES, of Nevada. That arrangement will permit the Senator 
from Tenressee [Mr. HARRIS] to vote, if he so desires. 

Mr. HARRIS. I have no objection to transferring the pair, and the 
Senator can vote. 

Mr. JONES, of Nevada. Then I vote ‘‘nay.” 

Mr. HARRIS. ‘I vote ‘‘ yea.” 

Mr. WALTHALL. I desire to announce again that my colleague 
[Mr. GEORGE] is absent on account of sickness and is paired with the 
Senator from New Hampshire [Mr. BLAIR]. 

Mr. BLAIR. I am paired with the Senator from Mississippi [Mr. 
GEORGE]. If he were present, Ishould vote ‘‘nay.’? I alsoannounce 
that my colleague [Mr. CHANDLER] is paired with the Senator from 
New Jersey [Mr. BLODGETT]. 

Mr, PADDOCK. I am paired with the Senator from Lonisiana 


If he were present, I should vote 


[Mr. Eustis]. If he were here, I should vote ‘‘nay.’’ 
The result was announced—yeas 19, nays 20; as follows: 
YEAS—19, 
Bate, Colquitt, Hoar, Sherman, 
Brown, rman, Jones of Arkansas, Voorhees, 
Cal), Gray, Platt, Walthall, 
Cockrell, Hampton, Pugh, Wilson of Md, 
Coke, Harris, 
NAYS—20. 
Aldrich, Dawes, Payne, Stockbridge, 
Berry, Dolph, Plumb, Teller, = 
Chace, Hiscock, Sawyer, Turpie, 
Cullom, Jones of Nevada, Spooner, Vest, 
Davis, Mitchell, Stewart, Wilson of Iowa, 
ABSENT—37. À 
Allison, Edmunds, Hearst, Quay, . 
Beck. Eustis, ° Ingalls, Ransom, 
Blackburn, Evarts, Kenna, Riddleberger, 
Blair, Farwell, McPherson, in, 
Blodgett, Faulkner, Manderson, Saulsbury, 
Bowen, re, Morgan, Stanford. 
Butler, George, Morrill, Vance, 
Cameron, Gibson, Paddock, 
Chandler, Hale, Palmer, 
Daniel, Hawley, Pasco, 


So the motion to refer was not agreed to. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question recurs, Shall the bill 
pass? The yeas and nays having been ordered, Senators in the aftirma- 
tive will answer “yea” and those in the negative ‘‘nay,”’ as their 
names are called. 

The Secretary proceeded to call the roll. 

Mr. ALLISON (when his name was called). I am paired with the 
Senator from Delaware [Mr. SAULSBURY]. Ifhewerepresent, I should 
vote ‘‘yea.? 

Mr. WALTHALL (when Mr. BLACKBURN’s name was called). The 
Senator from Kentucky [Mr. BLACKBURN] is paired with the Senator 
from Nebraska [Mr. MANDERSON]. If the Senator from Kentucky 
were here, he would vote ‘‘ yea.” 

Mr. CAMERON (when his name was called). Iam paired with the 
Senator from South Carolina [Mr. BUTLER]. If he were present, I 
should vote ‘‘ yea.” 

Mr. COCKRELL (when his name was called). I am paired with the 
Senator from Connecticut [Mr. HAWLEY]. Ifhe were present, I should 
vote ‘‘vea;’’ but he not being present, I shall not vote. 

Mr. WALTHALL {yee Mr. GEORGE’s name was called). My col- 
league [Mr. GEORGE] is paired with the Senator from New Hampshire 
(Mr. BLAIR]. My colleague would vote ‘‘ yea,’’ if present. 

Mr. GORMAN (when his name was called). I am paired on all 
questions with the Senator from Maine [Mr. FRYE]. If he were pres- 
ent, I should vote ‘‘yea’’ on the passage of this bill. 

Mr. BLAIR. The Senator from Mississippi [Mr. GEORGE] and my- 
self, who are paired, I suppose I would vote the same way. 

Mr. WALTHALL. My colleague would vote ‘' yea.” 

Mr. BLAIR. Then I am privileged to vote. 

Mr.“.WALTHALL. Certainly. 

Mr. BLAIR. Ihave voted. ~ 

Mr. HARRIS (when his name was called). I ask the Senator from 
Nevada [Mr. JonEs] if he wishes to continue the arrangement trans- 
ferring our pairs as before. 

Mr. JONES, of Nevada. Yes, sir. . 

Mr. HARRIS. Then I vote “yea.” 

Mr. MANDERSON (when his name was called), Iam paired with 
the Senator from Kentucky [Mr. BLACKBURN]. Not knowing how 
he would vote I refrain from voting. If he were here, I should vote 
ae ea” 

Mr. MORGAN (when his name was called). Iam paired with the 
Senator from New York [Mr. Evarts]. Referring to his colleague 
(Mr. Hiscock] I suppose I have the right to vote on this question. 


` 


1888. 


Mr. HISCOCK. I have no doubt my colleague would vote ‘‘ yea,” 
if present. 

Mr. MORGAN. I yote ‘‘yea.”’ 

Mr. PADDOCK (when his name was called). Iam paired with the 
Senator from Louisiana [Mr. Eustis], but understanding that he would 
vote ‘* yea,” if here, I vote ‘‘yea.”’ 

Mr. PALMER (when his name was called). Iam paired with the 
Senator from North Carolina [Mr. VANCE]. If he were here, I should 
vote ‘‘ yea.” 

Mr. CAMERON (when Mr. QuAyY’s name wascalled). My colleague 
[Mr. QUAY] is paired with the Senator from West Virginia [ Mr. FAULK- 
NER]. If my colleague were here, he would vote *‘ yea” on the pas- 
sage of the bill. 

Mr. DAVIS (when Mr. SABIN’s name was called). My colleague 
[Mr. SABIN] is paired with the Senator from West Virginia [Mr. 
KENNA]. If present, my colleague would vote “‘ yea.” 

Mr. GRAY (when Mr. SAULSBURY’s name was called). My col- 
league [Mr. SAULSBURY] is absent, paired with the Senator from Iowa 
(Mr. ALLISON]. If my colleague were present, he would vote *‘ yea.” 

Mr. TELLER (when his name was called). Iam paired with the 
Senator from Louisiana [ Mr. GIBSON], but believing that he would vote 
‘t yea,” if present, I will vote ‘‘yea.”’ 

The roll-call was concluded. 

Mr. CAMERON. Understanding that the Senator from South Car- 
olina [Mr. BUTLER] if present would vote ‘‘yea,’’ I desire to cast my 
vote. I vote “yea.” 

Mr. ALLISON. The Senator from Delaware [ Mr. Gray] having an- 
nounced that his colleague [Mr. SAULSBURY], with whom I am paired, 
would vote ‘‘yea,’’ if he were present, I vote ‘‘yea.’? í 

Mr. GRAY. Both the Senators from West Virginia are absent. I 
am authorized to state that they would vote *‘ yea,” if present. Ido 
not know with whom the senior Senator from West Virginia [Mr. 
KENNA] is paired, but if his pair refrained from voting he is at liberty 
to vote. 

Mr. CULYOM. The Senator from West Virginia [Mr. KENNA] is 
paired with the Senator from Minnesota [Mr. SABIN]. 

Mr, GRAY. Idonot know with whom the other Senator from West 
Virginia [Mr. FAULKNER] is paired. 

Mr. CULLOM. He is paired with the Senator from Pennsylvania 
[Mr. Quay]. k 

Mr. HARRIS. I wish to announce the fact that the Senator from 
Kentucky [Mr, Beck] is paired with the Senator from Maine [Mr. 
HALE]. The Senator from Kentucky is necessarily absent, as I under- 
stand is also the Senator from Maine. The Senator from Kentucky, if 
not paired, would vote ‘‘ yea.” 

Mr. CUELOM. The Senator from Vermont [Mr. EDMUNDS] is un- 
avoidably detained from the Senate. - 

Mr. MANDERSON. _ Being assured that the Senator from Kentucky 
[Mr. BLACKBUEN] with whom I am paired would vote ‘‘yea,’’ I vote 
‘ yea. 

Mr. TELLER, My colleague [Mr. Bowen] is paired with the Sen- 
ator from Florida [Mr. CALL]. My colleague would vote ‘‘yea,’? if 
present. 

Mr. PASCO (when his name was called). Iam paired with the Sen- 
ator from Illinois [Mr. FARWELL], but understanding that if he were 
present he would vote ‘‘ yea,” I record my vote ‘‘ yea.” 

The result was announced—yeas 37, nays 3; as follows: 


YEAS—37. 
Aldrich, Davis, Mo: É Stockbridge, 
Allison, Dolph, Paddock, ler, 
te, Gray, Pasco, ie, 
Berry, Ham Payne, Vi 
Blair, H lumb, Voorhees, 
Chaos, ES J f Arkan B; Wilson of ata, 
ace, ones of Arkansas, n o 
Coke, Jones of Nevada, : Sawyer, 
Colquitt, Manderson, Spooner, 
Callom, Mitchell, Stewart, . 
NAYS—3, 
Brown, Hoar, Wilson of Iowa, 
ABSENT—36, 

k, Daw Gorman, Platt, 
Blackburn, tees Quay, 
Blodgett, Eustis, Hawley, Ransom, 
Bowen, rts, Hearst, Riddleberger, 
Butler, Farwell, In; Sabin, 

Call, Faulkner, Kenna, Saulsbury, 

Chandler, Frye, McPherson, Sherman, 

Cockrell, George, Morrill, Stanford, 

Danie), Gibson, Paimer, Vance, 
So the bill was passed. 


Mr. BLAIR. -Mr. President, is a motion to reconsider in order ? 

‘The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It is. 

Mr. BLAIR. I desire to make that motion, and if it shall prevail 
to offer an amendment, which I send to the desk. A reconsideration 
is necessary to place this bill in such a condition that it may be 
amended. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from New Hampshire 
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moves to reconsider the vote by which the bill was passed. Is the 
Senate ready for the question on the motion to reconsider? 

Mr>TELLER. I move to lay that motion on the table. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from New Hampshire 
has not yielded the floor. 

Mr. BLAIR. Let the amendment be read. I send the amendment 
to the desk to be read. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The proposed amendment will be 
read. 

7 The CHIEF CLERK. It is proposed to add as a new section the fol- 
owing: 
Sec. 5. This act shall not take effect until the expiration of sixty days after its 
unless the pending treaty between China and the Uni States be re- 
ected by China within that time, but shall take effect immediately upon such 
rejection, and this act shall take effect upon the expiration of sixty days after 
its passage, provided said treaty shall not within that time have been ratified. 
If within sixty days from the paskaa this act said treaty shall bave been 
ratified by China, then this act shall void. 

Mr. BLAIR. I submit that motion. 

Mr. TELLER. I move to lay the motion to reconsider on the table. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from New Hamp- 
shire yield the floor? 

Mr. TELLER. I thought he kad yielded the floor. 

Mr. BLAIR. No, sir; I simply say this, that we have kept our 
agreement. We have voted as we agreed to vote and passed the bill. 
Now, I yield the floor. 

Mr. GORMAN. Mr. President, a few moments since I made a mo- 
tion to commit this bill to the Committee on Foreign Relations. Al- 
though not present yesterday, I would not violate the understanding 
of the Senate by saying what I desired at that time, but I think Iam 
in order now. 

Mr. STEWART. The motion to lay upon the table is not debatable, 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore, The motion to lay on the table has 
not yet been submitted. 

Mr. GORMAN. I understood the Chair recognized me, 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore, The Chair did. 

Mr. GORMAN. So that I beg to say—— 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair recognized the Senator 
from Maryland, and the motion to reconsider is debatable. 

Mr. TELLER. Iwouldinsist on my motion—I addressed the Chair 
before anybody else—but as that would have the effect to cut off the 
Senator from Maryland I will not urge it now; otherwise I should in- 
sist on it. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair did not suppose the Sen- 
ator from Colorado desired to cut off debate. 

Mr. TELLER. Certainly not; otherwise I would insist on the mo- 


tion. 
Mr. STEWART. I understood the motion was made. I made the 


objection under a mistake. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair will recognize the Senator 
The Senator from Maryland is 


from Colorado to make the motion. 
entitled to the floor. 

Mr. GORMAN. I think the whole Senate can appreciate the fact 
that the Senator from Nevada wishes to prevent everybody else from 
debating this measure. 

Mr. President, I made the motion to refer because of the message 
that was read to the Senate to-day, and because of the hasty considera- 
tion of this measure, coming here as it did, I haye no doubt, under a 
misapprehension, 

Mr. PLUMB. Created by whom, will the Senator state? 

Mr. GORMAN. The Senator from Kansas will pardon me. 
have the floor later on. 

There could not be any question about it; everybody understands 
it, that when this measure was considered here and elsewhere up to 
this hour, there was a belief that the treaty which had been negotiated 
had not been ratified hy the Chinese Government, but had been re- 
jected. Now officially it comes to the Senate to-day that that infor- 
mation was not correct and that the Chinese Government had not con- 
sidered this treaty, and it came in response to a resolution of the Sen- 
ate. 

There has never been a measure looking to the exclusion of these peo- 
ple from our country that I havenot voted forsince I have been a mem- 
ber of this body. Inthorough sympathy with all who desire to exclude 
them, I madethe motion, because I believe that the Senate owesit to itself 
and tothe country, while the treaty is pending, and we are now officially 
informed of that fact, that such action as we have just taken ought not 
to have been taken with any couutry, not even with the small powers 
south of us, and if it were a great power, as has been said by Senators 
on this floor, I doubt if it could have received half a dozen votes. It 
ought to have been fully considered by a committee of the Senate. We 
all understand on both sides the pressure here in the face of a great 
contest between two great parties, which has prevented that fair con- 
sideration. 

I concur with the Senator from Ohio [Mr. SHERMAN], a leader on 
his side, that this matter is above politics, above the Presidential elec- 
tion, and it ought not to have been considered in this indecent haste, 


He can 
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, now that we have this official information that the Senate has asked 

| for. Ishould have voted for the bill, as I have announced, but for 

| my pair with the Senator from Maine [Mr. FRYE], when the matter 
came directly to our consideration, but owing to the pair I could not 
vote on it, 

I am delighted that the Senator from New Hampshire [Mr. BLAIR] 
has made the motion that he has and offered the amendment that he 
has. It only demonstrates that we have acted in great haste. Itisa 
matter that should have been considered by an intelligent committee 
of this body, in the light of the information that the President has given 

| us, and I trust that the Senate will now, after it has had time to reflect 
on it, vote to reconsider the motion by which the bill passed and let 
it go to the Committee on Foreign Relations, an intelligent commit- 
tee of this body, made up of distinguished gentlemen of both parties, 
who will give it that fair consideration and fair dealing to which the 
subject is entitled. 

I have no doubt the amendment of the Senator from New Hampshire 
has been well considered by him, but it is too important a question to 
be voted upon now in the Senate, and I give notice, and ask my friend 
‘from New Hampshire to co-operate with me if his motion to reconsider 
is carried, that I shall then again move that this matter be committed 
to the Committee on Foreign Relations, with the message of the Presi- 
dent and with the amendment which the Senator from New Hampshire 
has offered, so that that committee may come here to-morrow or next 
week and present us a measure that is fair and proper, that will not 
violate our treaty obligations, or put usin such a position that the 
Chinese Government will have the right, the moral right, and be ius- 
ao in the eyes of the world, in excluding all our people from their 

ores, > 

We must look ahead, Mr. President. From what we gather from 
the newspapers of the condition of affairs between China and other 
great powers, the greater part of the trade of that continent may be 
ready within the next six months to be transferred to us. If the 
signs of the times are correct, this may be the opportunity of all 
others that we have sought for in the last forty years, to obtain pos- 
session of that trade by only doing that which is fair and right and 
manly. Asa Democrat Ido not believe that either party can gain 
any great advantage by this unseemly and hasty action on a great 
measure that is away above politics. We are all united in restricting 
this immigration and keeping it from our shores. I do not believe in 
this contest there is any advantage on either side. But if we go on-in 
the face of the information coming here in response to a resolution of 
the Senate showing that the treaty is ing, and now for Congress 
to pass this act in such haste, doing that which has never been done 
in the history of this country, and which no other civilized nation 
would think of doing, and that, too, which may make it impossible 
for this great nation of sixty millions of people to have the benefit of 
the trade with China, and make it impossible to sell their manufact- 
ures to that people, you may close the door which we sent our Navy 
and diplomat to open. 

Mr. President, by these hasty and ill-considered measures we may 
retard and jeopardize the business interests, and woe to the party and 
to the man who, for a temporary advantage in an election, will violate 
the great principles which ought to govern the actions of nations and 
thereby make it impossible for us to extend our commercial facilities. 
It will be a sad day for the country. The Senator from Nevada ought 
to restrain his impatience. His people are harassed by these Chinese, 
I know, for I have witnessed it. Undesirable and bad as it may be, 
we have no right to strike such a blow pending the consideration of 
the treaty. The treaty as it came to this body effectually excluded 
further immigration. The Senate amendments, not material, caused 
the delay, but for that the question would have been satisfactorily set- 
tled. 

Mr. STEWART. Mr. President, the more I read the dispatches 
accompanying the message, the more I feel that this legislation is jus- 
tifiable and proper, even if it had not been inaugurated by the House 
of Representatives, The first dispatch reads as follows: 


PEKING, September 5, 1888, 
BAYARD, Washington: 
Believe treaty has been rejected. Have demanded from foreign office posi- 
tive information some days since. No information has yet been oie 


The second is: 


That was yesterday— 
BAYARD, Secretary, Washington: 
‘Treaty postponed for further deliberation. 


PEKING, Sepiember 6, 1838. 


DENBY. 


I say the bill is justifiable after all the delays that have been had, 
after all the procrastination that the people of the Pacific coast have 
been subjected to, in view of the fact that thousands of Chinese are 
coming in there fraudulently daily, and when there isa clamor for the 
impeachment of our judges because they are compelled under existing 
laws to admit Chinese. These Chinese have become so troublesome 


treaty was ratified by the Senate that the amendments to it were en- 
tirely agreeable to the Chinese minister, and it was claimed on all 
hands that these amendments did not change the original treaty as 
understood by the State Department. It was understood then that 
the object was to put a stop to the immigration, and the amendments 
do nothing more. It was argued here, and with much force, that the 
original treaty allowed as stringent regulations and as stringent legis- 
lation as the with the amendments; but, as I explained before, 
after the experience the Pacific coast people have had on this subject, 
they wanted it specific, and it was made specific and certain according 
to the intent and meaning as it was declared to be and understood to 
be by the Senate on both sides of the Chamber and by the Committee 
on Foreign Relations. Four months have expired and we now first 
hear that the treaty is rejected altogether, but no information is given 
upon that demand. Days elapse, and finally when they get word in 
this direction, they say, ‘* We will keep it under consideration, postpone 
it.’’ It is no time for them to postpone. We have tried for the last 
fifteen years to exclude the Chinese by negotiation, and we have been 
thwarted at every point. They are coming now and invading our 
country by thousands, and I say it is no time for them to postpone. 
We shall never get what we want by negotiation. 

Mr. MITCHELL. Besides, if the Senator will allow me in that con- 
nection, it has been stated over and over again by Senators on the other 
side of the Chamber that the Chinese minister had plenary power. 

Mr. STEWART. Certainly he had plenary power; he was satisfied 
with the amendments, and now it has gone on four months, and the Pa- 
cific coast has been worse invaded in those four months than during any 
other like period of time in the history of the country, and the Chinese 
Government have postponed the treaty for further deliberation. 

I say the time for deliberation has passed. Let us pass this bill. 
The President has another bill beforehim. If the Chinese Government 
propose to act, let them act at once; but if you postpone this bill; if 
you do not pass this bill, Congress will adjourn soon and it will bo 
postponed, and this will go on for another year, and there will be no 
help forit. Any man who will go to San Francisco and see the pest that 
is in the heart of that city; learn the facts of the disease that is spread- 
ing through the community; learn the terrible habits of these people; 
the opium curse which is debasing the white youth and destroying the 
life-blood of that city, will not hesitate to take all n measures 
to stop this evil. In addition, the coming of these Chinamen is sup- 
planting white labor, f 

I say it is the duty of the Senate to pass this bill and step this ulcer, 
that is destroying one of the finest cities in the Republic, besides spread- 
ing all over the country and ing demoralization everywhere. 
We can not wait, and this deliberation is an insult, after their minister 
here has expressed his satisfaction with these amendments. It shows 
that the original treaty was but a trick and intended to be evaded. 
There are conditions in the treaty which are unnecessary and will make 
a great deal of trouble, allowing a Chinaman to return to this country 
who has a family here or has a thousand dollars’ worth of property, or 
where there is somebody who owes him a thousand dollars. There is 
no such case as that. ‘That is a sham, a device, a trick to enable them 
to come in, as they could under that treaty, under former construc- 
tions, by parol evidence, because the courts have held they might in- 
troduce parolevidence. That treaty was manifestly intended by them 
to be evaded. 

We have passed a Jaw here which we thought would tend to block 
that and answer every purpose. Great care was exercised in devising 
that law so as to keep within the former treaty. I do not know 
whether it has done soornot. I think it very doubtful; but even 
with that, we find the Chinese Government postponing it, and sending 
their people here by the thousands. It is not good faith, and it isthe 
duty, I say, of the Senate to pass this bill and stop this evil now. 

There is no use of talking about the past. There is nouse in raking 
up records. Ifyou do not pass this bill, this will go on for another 
year. This question will never down; you nevercan get rid of it until 
you take affirmative, strong action. The Chinese Government have 
had plenty of time to ratify this treaty if they intended to ratify it; 
bri they have no intention of signing any treaty if they can avoid it. 
They have no intention of making any arrangement with us which 
their cunning can not avoid. The action must come from us, if this 
country would protect its own citizens. China must know this, and 
I hope this bill will not be reconsidered, but that the motion to recon- 
sider will be voted down, and the bill go to the President as it came 
from the House of Representatives. 

Mr. BLAIR. The Senator from Nevada [Mr. STEWART] in his zeal 
should not confuse the issue. This bill is not operative in any such 
direction as his remarks would indicate. To pass it or not to pass it 
does not help much or hurt much. 

Mr. STEWART. Why not? 

Mr. BLAIR. Iam just about to tell why not. This bill relates 
only to Chinamen who have been here and have gone back to China 
and have got certificates. This bill provides practically for the nulli- 
fication of those cortificates. It does not embrace the great, broad 


and such a nuisance that they are destroying the very existence of so- | question whether other Chinamen shall come to this country at all or 
not. 


ciety, and are coming in by thousands. It was understood when this | 


1888. 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 


8371 


While this bill was under discussion and these friends of ours from 
the Pacific coast were dealing in their trivialties about the passage of 
this bill I urged the Senator from Oregon to offer an amendment to it, 
providing that unless this treaty was ratified within a reasonable time 
this law itself should provide for the absolute exclusion of all Chinese 
immigrants. 
org STEWART. Let me call the attention of the Senator to one 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from New Hamp- 
shire yield? 

Mr. BLAIR. Certainly. 

Mr. STEWART. The existing law provides that no Chinamen that 
have never been here shall come. 

Mr. MITCHELL. No laborer. 

Mr. STEWART. No Chinese laborer. 

Mr. BLAIR. That is the existing treaty? 

Mr. STEWART. The existing law. 
mone BLAIR. And the treaty has been made in accordance with that 

w? 

Mr. STEWART. That Jaw is in existence, and has been in exist- 
ence for five years, that none shall come that have not been here before. 
‘The trouble is that all swear that they have been here before. This 
bill provides that none shall come whether they have been here or not, 
and consequently it closes the door for the next five years, and I do 
not believe we shall open it. Soitis effective if we have it. 

Mr. BLAIR. That is,by virtue of some law that exists) The Sen- 
ator has that remedy. If this bill is as the Senator from Oregon ex- 
plained, itis applicable only to those who have certificates. 

Mr. MITCHELL. It applies to all Chinese persons who have ever 
been in this country and who are not here now. 

Mr. STEWART. Let me explain to the Senator from New Hamp- 
shire. The treaty of 1880 provided that legislation might be had limit- 
ing immigration. No act was passed to enforce that provision until 
1882. In 1882 an act was . Itwas then said to be unfair to ex- 
clude those who had left the country between the making of the treaty 
and the passage-of the act—abouttwo years. Sothe act provided that 
they might come in on proof of previous residence. It provided, also, 
for certificates for any of the rest who might go to China and wish to 
return. 

Now there is a stream of previous residents—thousands of them— 
that have been coming in, and the courts have been overloaded by cases 
involving their identification. All swear that they are ‘“‘ previous resi- 
dents,” and it has been impossible to detect them. 

I have been in the court-room when these cases have been up, and 
have seen a young Chinaman cross-examined by the attorney for an 
hour without avail. The young man would state where he had been 
in this country and where he had lived, and all the circumstances, so 
minutely and positively that the counsel could not disprove it. 

Mr. BLAIR. May I ask the Senator a question? 

Mr.STEWART. Onemoment. Nobody could disproveit, although 
everybody knew to a moral certainty that the young man had never 
been here before. Occasionally there would be found a memorandum 
in Chinese in his ion, in which he had been given the directions. 
The memory of these people is extraordinary. They will learn a tale 
so well that through an interpreter you can not investigate it. 

The courts in California have been loaded down with cases involving 
this question of previous residence, and they can do nothing with them. 
The people of the Pacific coast have become so disgusted with the 
whole thing that they have asked for its stoppage. These people get 
all sorts of certificates and papersand bring them to this country. Our 
people can not tell these Chinamen apart; hence all this trouble. 

This bill fills the gap. It says that none shall come, and when you 
say that none shall come you cover the whole case. 

Mr. BLAIR. But this bill does not say that none shallcome. It 
only nullifies the certificates. 3 

Mr. TELLER. ‘The other bill provides that none shall come. The 
two together make the case complete. 

Mr. STEWART. The two together; yes. 

Mr. BLAIR. The two together, I understand, make it complete. 
Of course the Senator understands that the amendment which I have 

in no event whatever can interfere more than simply to effect 
a delay of sixty days before the act shall go into operation; but if there 
bond be during those sixty days a ratification of the treaty this bill 
would be void. I have from the beginning gone upon the theory that 
there is no treaty, that the treaty has been rejected, and this discus- 
sion upon both sides has gone on that theory. Ido not suppose that 
anybody in the Senate would think of passing this bill except upon the 
ground that the treaty which we have been trying to get amended had 
been rejected by the Chinese Government. 

That question of fact is in doubt. It would seem from the message 
of the President received this morning that the rejection has not yet 
taken place. The Senator from Nevada says that the non-action is one 
of the attempted fraudulent delays on the part of the Chinese Govern- 
ment. This amendment will render that attempted fraud, if it be such, 
entirely futile at the expiration of sixty days. 

If that government is proceeding in good faith to arejection and the 


treaty is rejected at any time within sixty days, then, by reason of this 
amendment, the law which it is proposed here now to pass becomes 
erative. Butif within sixty days the Chinese Government accel A 
to ratify the treaty, and ratifies it, this act becomes void, and the treaty 
which we have authorized on our part, and our consent to which as yet 
there has been no attempt whatever to revoke (and I suppose we could 
revoke it before China on her part accepts it), unless its provisions con- 
travene the existing law, will afford all the remedy which the Senate 
has designed to give. 

I call the attention of the Senate to the precise operation and effect 
of this amendment, which is simply to delay for sixty days’ time the 
operation of the bill if we make it a law. It seems to me that unless 
this be a covert attempt, which I should dislike exceedingly to sus- 
pect, on the part of anybody to destroy the provisions of the treaty 
which we have agreed to enter into, unless that be the real purpose be- 
hind the zealous movement to secure the enactment of this bill, the 
delay for sixty days ought to be satisfactory to everybody. It is with 
that view that I offer the amendment, the Senate having received the 
message of the President this morning which we called for, and having 
learned that the Presidentand the friends of the President in the other 
House have allowed us to proceed here from day to day in this matter 
under a wrong supposition as to the action of the Administration, and 
having learned that China has acted, so far as we know, in good faith. 
This treaty came to us in December and we deliberated about it until 
last May, so that China has not taken so very long a time on her part 
to consider it. 

Mr. TELLER. It did not come in December. The Senator is very 
mnch mistaken. It did not come until very much later. It did not 
come here until spring. 

Mr. BLAIR. Ishall not be particular about the matter of the exact 
time. China has had it, atany rate, for about four months. The sug- 
gestion that her minister plenipotentiary could act without the home 
Government seems to be contradicted by the fact that the home Gov- 
ernment has the treaty and is considering it in China. 

The question seems to have arisen as to whether there are fall powers 
in the minister, as to whether these amendments could be acted upon 
by the minister without consultation with his own Government, He 
may have been unauthorized to act upon amendments of importance. 
And even if he had the right to act upon them, and he had doubt about 
the wisdom or propriety of the amendments from the point of view of 
his Government, he had a right to consult his Government. Two 
months’ delay will not seriously affect anybody, because by this specific 
bill the entry of Chinese on the Pacific coast or across the line upon 
the borders of Canada or of Mexico is prohibited. 

So it seems to me, Mr. President, that as matter of good faith we 
ought to reconsider our action on this bill and amend it in such way as 
I have indicated. 

I do not assent to the proposition of the Senator from Maryland 
[Mr. GORMAN], whom I do not now see in his seat, that it being re- 
considered action should be taken to send the bill to the Committee on 
Foreign Relations. I think that would be trifling and juggling with 
the Senate. The proper time to refer this bill to a committee was 
when it came to us from the House. That was the usual and ordinary 
course of procedure; but the chairman of the Foreign Relations Com- 
mittee did not see that it was the proper thing to do. He assumed 
that the House of Representatives had the precise information which 
it now appears that nobody whatever in the Capitol at Washington 


The Senator from Mississippi [Mr. GEORGE], not now in his seat, 
did enter a motion to refer, but, under the quiet, conniving, and acute 
manipulation of his associates on this side of the Chamber, as it ap- 

to me, he was ually induced to withdraw from the motion 
which the impulses of his intellect and of his heart inclined him to 
make—the motion to refer this bill to the committee. 

Accordingly the Senate to consider the merits of the bill, 
and it was considered longand thoroughly. Threedaysago we reached 
the point of the passage of the bill, and it failed for the want of a 
quorum. We discussed it further, and again last night we reached 
the point of the passage of the bill, and it failed for the want of a 

uorum, 

R The merits of the bill are well understood, and there is no occasion 
for a consideration of it by the committee now. ‘The Senator from 
Ohio [Mr. SHERMAN], and Senators on both sides of the Chamber, 
have expressed their views upon this bill and upon its merits. What 
further remains to be done, Mr. President? The opinion of the Senate 
undoubtedly is matured. There is just this one question, as to whether 
we are doing an act of bad faith and of insult toward China by making 
it operative at once. That is the only source of doubt, I think, that 
can arise in the minds of Senators. 

I am not willing, sir, to proceed to doan act needlessly and improp- 
erly offensive to the Chinese Government. We have set them a pre- 
cedent for burning our citizens in China, and I believe we have not yet 
paid them the cash for that precedent. 

I think that this great country, this great Christian power as it calls 
itself, which assumes to set the highest and best example for mankind 
and calls on listening angels even to look down and see the highly civ- 
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ilized, refined, enlightened, and elevated Christian manner in which 
we transact business here on this earthly ball, may delay the operation 
of this bill two months for the sake of saving its reputation in this 
regard. Thatis why, after having kept my word as others kept their 
word, after having voted on this bill and voted in favor of the pas- 
sage of this bill, I now offer this amendment. That is why I have 
thought that I ought to enter this motion to reconsider. But no one 
must understand if this motion to reconsider prevails and a motion to 
take the bill back to a second reading should prevail, that my vote 
would be recorded to send this bill toa committee. Iam in favor of 
considering and ending the consideration of the bill by the Senate at 
the present time. 

Mr. DOLPH. Mr. President, the Senator from Maryland [Mr. 
GORMAN] appeals to the Senator from Nevada [Mr. STEWART] to 
have patience. Patience is a desirable virtue, Mr. President, but there 
is a time when it ceases to be a virtue, and it seems to me that it comes 
pretty late, after what has occurred in this Chamber within the last 
two or three weeks, for such an appeal to come from that side of the 
Chamber. 

It was not long since that during the discussion of the fisheries treaty 
the Senator from Missouri [Mr. Vest] took the floor, and in an elabo- 
rate prepared speech made an attack on the record of a certain gentle- 
man who is now prominent before the country, and among other things 
stated that in the State of Indiana at a given time, at a time when the 
gentleman to whom I refer, an ex-member of this body, and now the 
candidate on the Republican ticket for President, was running for gov- 
ernor of the State, a number of Chinamen had been naturalized upon a 
motion made in court by the partner of this gentleman, and that they 
afterward voted for him at the election, as I recollect the Senator’s 
statement. That was intended to be a serious charge. It was calcu- 
lated todo harm. It went over the entire Union as coming from the 
Senator from Missouri, as information derived from a Senator from that 
State, a member of this body. 

To-day it appears, when the record is produced, that instead of any 
Chinamen having been naturalized in the State of Indiana, some China- 
men went before the clerk of a court of record and declared their inten- 
tion to become citizens of the United States. That is all there is of it. 

Mr. President, I undertake to say that any foreigner may at any 
time declare his intention to become a citizen of the United States. I 
do not believe any clerk of any court of record has any authority to 
pass on the question as to whether he is or is not entitled to naturaliza- 
tion. Itis not a judicial act in any sense. The Revised Statutes of 
the United States provide as follows: 

Serc. 2165. “An alien may be admitted to become a citizen of the United States 
in the following manner, and not otherwise: 

First. iie shall declare on oath, before a circuit or district court of the United 
prase or a district or supreme court of the Territories, or a court of record of 
any of the States having common-law jurisdiction, and a seal and clerk, two 
years at least prior to his admission, that it is bona fide his intention to become 
a citizen of the United States, 

But a subsequent portion of the same section of the statute provides, 
in brackets, as follows: 

[Be it enacted, etc., That the declaration of intention to become acitizen of the 
United States, required by section 2165 of the Revised Statutes of the United 
States, may be made by an alien before the clerk of any of the courts named in 
said section 2165; and all such declarations heretofore made before any such 
clerk are hereby declared as legaland valid asif made before one of the courts 
named in said section.] 

So I undertake to say that at the time of this declaration there was 
no provision for a judicial inquiry, and there can not be one, into the 
right of an alien making a declaration as to his intention to become a 
citizen of the United States. I think itis the duty ofaclerk of a court, 
who acts ina mere clerical capacity, to receive the declaration and make 
the necessary record of it. The question what value it will have there- 
after is settled by the law, and is to bedetermined by the court. This, 
I say, is all that appears in the statement that certain Chinamen had 
been naturalized in the State of Indiana. 

There is no provision for the appearance of counsel in such a. pro- 
ceeding as that. There is nothing for counsel to do, and I understand 
there is nothing in the record to show that there was any counsel. And 
the Senator himself does not declare to-day that there was any counsel, 
much less any one connected with General Harrison. 

Some affidavits taken in Washington have been read here from a 
party or parties in the employ of some of the Departments of the Gov- 
ernment, as I understand, to the effect that one of the Chinamen of- 
fered his vote and that it was received. Suppose that was so, how 
does that affect the question of political parties in Indiana or in the 
United States on the question of Chinese naturalization? If that was 
so, it was the fault of the laws of Indiana, and I think they are very 
loose laws in that regard. 

The statute of Indiana, approved April 21, 1881, provides, among 
other things, as follows: 


Src. 3. All elections shall be free and equal, and in all elections every male 
citizen of the United States of the age of twenty-one years and upwards, who 
shall have resided in the State during the six months, and in the Sawan MAIS 
days, and in the ward or precinct thirty days immediately preceding such elec- 
tion, and every male of foreign birth of the age of twenty-one years and up- 
wards, who shall have resided in the United States one year, and have re- 
sided in this State during the six months, and in the township sixty days, and 
in the ward or precinct thirty days immediately preceding such election, and 


shall have declared his intention to become a citizen of the United States, con- 
ogee to the laws of the United States on the subject of naturalization, shall 
be entitled to vote in the township or precinct where he may reside. 

Until I read that statute, I was not aware that any State in the 
Union allowed a foreigner to vote immediately after his declaration 
of intention to become a citizen. 

Mr. VEST. Several States do that. 

Mr. DOLPH. Ifsuch a foreigner voted at any election in Indiana, 
I say that the fault was in the law of the State at the time referred to. 

On Monday morning last, Mr. President, when I came into this 
Chamber, I learned that the House of Representatives had already 
passed this bill which had been introduced that very morning into the 
House to restrict Chinese immigration. As is well known, it came 
into this Chamber within two hours after our session commenced. 
Rumor is at fault, the pressof the country is at fault, we are all at fault, 
or the bill was brought directly from the Chief Executive of this nation 
to the House of Representatives when it was introduced there. It is 
now claimed that some information has been received by the Govern- 
ment on the question whether the treaty recently negotiated between 
the Chinese Government and the United States has been ratified orre- 
jected by the Chinese Government. 

On Saturday I went to the State Department to get some information 
in regard to that matter, having read the telegram from London, and 
I was informed that there was no information before the Department 
upon the subject, that the telegram was not credited, and that it was 
believed that if the treaty had been rejected the American minister 
would have cabled thatinformation to the Department. Notwithstand- 
ing that, this bill, as I have said, came from this high source, and, it 
was understood, with the approval of the Chief Executive. It was 
rushed through the Honse and sent to the Senate. 

The telegrams referred to here do not appear to have been received, 
the first one until two days after that bill passed the Honse of Repre- 
sentatives, and was sent here for the consideration of the Senate. 

Was it desired that the Senate should take the same course on this 
bill that the House had taken? I ask, wasit desired by the author of 
this bill and by the Administration and by the party responsible for 
its passage through the House, that it should take the same course in 
the Senate that it had taken in the House? Iam constrained to be- 
lieve that it was not. 

When the bill came into the Senate and was read the Senator from 
Nevada [Mr. STEWART] requested that the bill should be taken up for 
immediate consideration. ‘The bill wasread. The senior Senator from 
Mississippi [Mr. GEORGE] having the floor, the following proceedings 
occurred: 
rise? Apea OFFICER. Is therê objection to the present consideration of 

Mr. GEORGE, The bill has not been referred to the Committee on Foreign Re- 
yes DERTIG OFFICER. It has not. 

Mr. STEWART. Ithas not; but I will say to the Senator from Mississippi that 
it was unanimously passed by the House of Representatives this morning, and 
it is rather urgent. The House understands what they are doing, and I hope 
the Senator will not make any objection to the passage of the bill. 


Mr. GEORGE. As I caught the reading of the bill, there is one question in it 
that I should like to have settled. 


I will not read all the statement then made by that Senator. 
ting a portion, the proceedings continue: 

T should like to have that matter considered by the Committee on Foreign Re- 
lations before I vote upon the bill. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER, Does the Senator from Mississippi make a motion 
that the bill be referred ? 

Mr. GEORGE. I make that motion. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The bill will be referred to the Committee on For- 
eign Relations if there is objection made to its present consideration. 

Mr. DoLPH. That is done on the objection of the Senator from Mississippi? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. This is a House bill which has been read twice, and 
the Senator from Mississippi desires to have it referred. 

Mr. DoLrH. The Senator from Nevada |Mr. STEWART] asked unanimous con- 
sent that the bill be taken up for present consideration. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Mississippi [Mr. GEORGE] asks 
that it be referred. F 

Mr. a The Senator from Mississippi objects to the present consideration 
of the bill. 


After some remarks by the Senator from Nevada [Mr. STEWART], 
the Senator from Mississippi [Mr. GEORGE], and my colleague [Mr. 
MITCHELL], the debate continued as follows: 


Mr. GEORGE, I move to refer the bill to the Committee on Foreign Relations 
for their consideration. 

Mr. MITCHELL. The Senator from Mississippi then objects to the present con- 
sideration of the bill? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The bill would naturally go to the Committee on 
Foreign Relations. Unless unanimous consent is given to consider it now, the 
bill will be referred to the Committee on Foreign Relations, Z 

Mr. Vest. I do not understand that the Senator from Mississippi objects to 
its present consideration, We can determine afterwards what we shall do 
with it. x 

Mr. GEORGE. I wish to make a statement about it. Ihave stated my objec- 
tion— 

The PRESIDING OFFICER, The Chair will put the question. 

Mr. GEORGE, I want to state—— 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Let the Chair first put the question, The bill hav- 
ing been read twice, the Senator from Nevada asks unanimous consent that it 
be now considered. Is there objection? The Chair hears none, and the bill is 
before the Senate as in Committee of the Whole, and open to amendment, 

Mr. GEORGE. Now, I desire to say that I think it would be roper to have that 
point considered by the Committee on Foreign Relations. If no other Senator 
agrees with me, of course I shall not make the motion to refer, 
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Mr. Vest. Thatis unquestionably the meaning of thebill, I amreadytovote 
for it myself. I believe in no sort of temporizing or half-way measures on this 
question, The Government of the United States ought to take a firm position 
and stand by it. Let these people come here, orelse exclude them. If the pres- 
ent system of certificates and the return of Chinamen which follows it is to ob- 
tain, let us know it. For one, I am ready to vote for the bill. 

As is well known, this bill led to a discussion in the Senate. The 
whole tone of that discussion was a complaint against the Republican 
side of the Chamber because they did not go against this bill or fayor its 
reference to a committee or in some other way signify their dissent from 
it. The bill was criticised, but with the exception of the Senator from 
Mississippi, in the discussion which I have read, no Senator on the other 
side of the Chamber proposed a reference. The complaint was against 
the Republican side of the Chamber that they did not oppose the bill, 
and the effort was to make it appear that they were always, and were 
then, the only Simon-pure friends of restricting Chinese immigration. 

Well, sir, that bill has been discussed from day to day until this time, 
and to-day what do we see? We see that entire side of the Chamber 
changing front and seeking now to postponeand prevent the passage of 
this bill. I will not say *' prevent;’’ I will retract that, but I say to 
postpone the consideration of this bill and refer it to the Committee on 
Foreign Relations, and voting almost solidly for that proposition. 

What has come over the spirit of their dream? Has the situation 
changed? Notatall. The situation is precisely as it was on Monday 
morning last when this bill was sent down in hot haste to be introduced 
into the House of Representatives. If this bill is wrong in any partic- 
ular, if it is a violation of any existing treaty, if it is premature, let 
those who originated the bill, and who are responsible for sending it to 
this body, take the balance of responsibility with regard to it and deal 
with it. 

It was stated this morning by my colleague that before the pending 
treaty was negotiated the Senate had passed a resolution requesting 
the Administration to negotiate a treaty with China for this purpose. 
That was denied by the Senator from Delaware. I hold in my handa 
resolution adopted by the Senate on the 1st of March, 1888, on the re- 
port of the Committee on Foreign Relations, which reads as follows: 

Resolved by the Senate of the United States, That,in view of the difficulties and 
ewbarrassments that have attended the regulation of the immigration of Chi- 
nese laborers to the United States under the limitations of our treaties with 
China, the President of the United States be requested to negotiate a treaty 
with the Emperor of China containing a provision that no Chinese laborer 
shall enter the United States, 

It was not until the 16th of March following that the treaty was 
transmitted to the Senate by the President of the United States, and 
I am able to state upon the very best of authority that about the time 
that resolution was reported, although there had been some negotiation 
between the State Department and the Chinese Government some time 
before, there had been nothing since about the Ist of the preceding May 
done in regard to that. So I reassert and repeat what was stated by 
my colleague this morning, that the treaty was not negotiated until 
after the Senate had passed the resolution which I hold in my hand. 

Mr. MORGAN. I desire to say that I was present with the Senator 
at the interview of which he speaks with the Secretary of State. I 
beg leave to say that my memory is entirely at variance with that of 
the Senator as to the statement he makes now, and that that treaty 
had been negotiated practically and agreed upon before the time that 
this committee went there and saw him and before that resolution was 


passed. 

Mr. DOLPH. Iam ven glad that the Senator from Alabama has 
opened the door. I shall feel at liberty to make some remarks in re- 
gard to that interview. I did not state that I learned that there. I 
said I had the very best authority for making that statement. 

Mr. GRAY. Will the Senator from Oregon permit me to interrupt 
him there? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from Oregon yield 
to the Senator from Delaware? 

Mr. DOLPH. Ido. 

Mr. GRAY. Ido not wish to take it from the mouth of the Senator 
from Alabama, but the Senator from Oregon the other day, or some one 
for him, opened that door himself by stating what transpired at that 
very interview. ‘ 

Mr. DOLPH. I did not. 

Mr. GRAY. Either the Senator from Oregon or the chairman of the 
subcommittee or the Senator from Ohio opened that door by stating 
what occurred at that interview. 

Mr. DOLPH. I will say that what purported to be a statement of 
that very interview was telegraphed to the State of California to a 
newspaper not belonging to the political party with which I affiliate— 
a distorted statement, made in a complaining way as on the part of the 
Senate and on the part of the committee, and was afterward published 
in the newspapers of my own State. The statement did not come from 
me, and I do not believe it came from any member of that committee. 

Now, I reassert that as I understood it at the time, and I think the 
recollection of the Senator from Alabama is at fault, there had not 
been for ten months any negotiations whatever between the Chinese 
Government and the Government of the United States. The Senator 
will recollect what occurred in regard to a provision in the treaty for 
the payment to the Chinese Government of damages which had 


done to some Chinese subjects in the United States. He will also re- 
member what was said at that time as to the probability that a treaty 
might be negotiated and concluded if the State Department were at 
liberty or felt at liberty to make that concession to the Chinese Gov- 
ernment. TheSenator will probably recollect what was said by every 
member of the conimittee in regard to that matter. 

The Senator from Alabama yesterday said that he understood or as- 
serted it as absolute fact that the Chinese minister had plenary power 
to negotiate this treaty. I have never so understood it from the State 
Department. They have never so understood it. On the contrary, they 
stated that the original treaty and the amendment must go to China 
for ratification by the Chinese Government. 

As I said the other day, it has been repeatedly charged that the 
amendment placed on the treaty by the Senate had delayed its ratifica- 
tion, had prevented its ratification by the Chinese Government. Iun- 
dertake to say that there is no evidence in any Department of this Gov- 
ernment that thatis the case. On the contrary, the evidence is all the 
other way. 

When the Senate ratified the treaty, with amendments, it was known 
in this city that the Chinese minister approved the amendments. I 
was informed that the amendments were telegraphed to the Chinese 
Government, and as I said before, the treaty had not reached the Chi- 
nese minister; it was still in the Department of Foreign Affairs; and I 
assert again not only that there is no evidence that the amendments de- 
layed the ratification of the treaty or prevented its ratification, but my 
opinion is that the amendments were not unsatisfactory to the Chinese 
Government. 

I agree, however, with the Senator from Nevada that the Chinese Gov- 
ernment has not treated the United States fairly with regard to this 
treaty, and I will state why. When this treaty was being negotiated 
the Chinese minister desired to have such a provision put in the treaty 
as the Senator from Georgia [Mr. Brown] desired to put in this bill 
yesterday, that is that the treaty should not take effect so as to exclude 
Chinese laborers who have once been in the United States and gone out 
with certificates and were entitled to return, until after a certain fixed 
period after the treaty had been ratified. That was not done, but it 
was understood that the Chinese who were already out of the United 
States would have an opportunity between the date of the negotiation 
of the treaty and its ratification to return to the United States, and that 
is what they have been doing by thousands. 

I have no doubt that that has been one great reason for the delay of 
the ratification of this treaty. Isay if that is so the situation is so un- 
usual that we have a right to act in order to prevent the return of 
those Chinese who would be excluded by the treaty and by the legis- 
lation under it when the treaty was ratified. 

But I do not desire to discuss this question, Mr. President. There 
were merely those things in regard to it which I desired tosay. I will 
not discuss it after all that has been said during the last few days in 
this body as to the attitude of the Senateand of the Republican part; 
upon this question. 

Mr. TELLER. I move to lay the motion of the Senator from New 
Hampshire on the table. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Colorado moves 
to lay the motion to reconsider the vote by which the bill passed on 
the table. 

Mr. CALL. I should like to have the Senator withdraw that mo- 
tion for a few moments. 

Mr. TELLER. Does the Senator desire to discuss the question ? 

Mr. CALL. Fora very few minutes. 

Mr. TELLER. I do not desire to cut off debate. I shall withdraw 
the motion and have it renewed when the Senator from Florida closes, 

Mr. CALL. Mr. President, I do not wish to occupy the attention 
of the Senate for any length of time, but this is a very grave public 

nestion and suggestions have been made by the Senator from Maryland 

Mr. GORMAN] which are deserving of very great consideration, affect- 
ing the financial future of the country, affecting its commerce with 
China and our general commercial relations in the eastern countries. 
I should like to know, as this motion for reconsideration is objected to 
upon the ground of an urgent necessity, upon the ground that the courts 
of the United States in California are admitting persons who are not 
authorized to come here under the existing laws and treaty, why a bill 
requiring specific methods of proof to be administered by the court 
would not meet that urgent necessity, and why parol evidence should 
not be declared incompetent, if that be the difficulty? If the difficulty 
be in the method of proof and hearing, as is alleged, now administered 
by the courts of the United States in California, why not correct that 
evil by prescribing methods of proof which shall be certain and defi- 
nite, and impossible of evasion ? 

It is also urged that this bill shall be passed and this reconsideration 
refused upon another ground, and that is, that these Chinese peopie in 
the city of San Francisco and in California are guilty of degrading 
practices, are opium-smokers, are people engaged in licentiousness of 
the most detestable character. Why can not theState of California so 


make and administer her laws as to correct that evil? Is it not the 
feature of this Government upon which we rely, that for domestic 
crimes, for matters occurring within the States, the power of the State 
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government shall be exercised and is ample to cover it? It isas great 
as the criminal power of the United States courts. The State courts 
have precisely the same extent of power. Why not, if punitivemeas- 
ures are sufficient, exercise them and suppress these evils. There isno 
difficulty in this, andif there was, the bill under consideration does not 
touch this subject in any respect. It does not propose to remove the 
Chinaman in San Francisco. 

But it seems to me as if this whole discussion and all these measures 
are intended to show which party or which individual will go farthest 
in appearing to persecute and oppress these Chinese people, as if that 
were the object rather than to devise a proper and an efficacious method 
bal pained their migration in any great numbers into this country, 

at the same time preserving commercial relations and good feeling 
with the Government of China. 

The proper object to be attained is to prevent the migration into 
this country of any very great number of these people so as to compete 
with American labor, so as to affect to any marked degree the habits or 
customs or social order of our people. If that be the object, why can 
not the States so provide, if they see fit, the General Government con- 
senting thereto and making a treaty with China that no Chinaman 
shall be permitted to migrate or remain in the State of Oregon or Cal- 
ifornia? Ishould like to know why not. I find in the Constitution 
an express provision which recognizes these powers in the State, in sec- 
tion 9 of Article I: 

The migration or importation of such persons as any of the States now exisi- 
ing shall think proper to admit, shall not be prohibited by the Congress prior to 
the year 1808, 

I presume that no one would claim that that is a power confined to 
the originul States, and not a general power in all States either then or 
now existing. It clearly recognizes, in the absence of any provision by 
Congress or any prohibition, the power in the States to admit or to pro- 
hibit. 

Suppose the National Government shal! not exercise that power, and 
we shall by treaty with China say, the State of California objects to 
the presence of the Chinese there under any circumstances whatever, 
any portion of them, and by a treaty agreement we agree that the 
Chinese shall not be allowed the privilege or right either of temporary 
sojourn or occupation there, what prevents the State of California or 
the State of Oregon, or any other State from prohibiting the presence 
of a single Chinaman within her limits? If the object is to get rid of 
these people and prevent any intercourse whatever, is there not ample 
power to accomplish it in the States, the National Government con- 
senting and aiding the States? 

As to the efficacy of that kind of legislation to accomplish the ex- 
clusion of the Chinese, that is the most competent and éflicacious 
means, and it is the power that can most eflicaciously execute the 
laws upon this subject if it is the desire that no Chinamen shall be 
permitted in the country anywhere. Is not the State authority more 
generally and universally present? Are not the State officers more 
numerous in every county, in every locality? Are not the State courts 
more numerous throughout the country? If there be a State law, 
with the General Government aiding and assisting it, with no treaty 
obligations to the contrary, and if there be a public opinion and a law 
co-operating, why is it not the efficacious and the certain method of pre- 
venting the migration or the presence of Chinamen of any description 
in any State that desires to exclude them ? 

I have thought much upon this point during the discussions on this 
subject. If the people are so unanimous and so earnest as they appear 
to be upon the Pacilic coast, and if Senators are so anxious that there 
should be no pollution of the people by Chinese amongst them, why 
should not the aid of State legislation, which was ample and sufficient 
to cover the whole subject, be invoked? Noanswer has ever been made 
to that proposition. I have called attention to it every time the sub- 
ject has been before the Senate in the discussion of these bills. There 
can be no answer to it. The State power is ample, the National Gov- 
ernment co-operating and aiding, to accomplish this end without in- 
volving the whole country in trouble in its commercial relations. 

Mr. President, suppose you have a law of absolute exclusion,of non- 
intercourse, which this measure practically proposes with the Chinese 
Government, and these people cross the border either of Mexico or Can- 
ada into the United States, and are found within our country. It is 
not a very difficult matter for them to evade immediate contact with 
the officers of the United States. A marshal of the United States is 

‘notomnipresent. You must rely upon the local sentiment of the people 
for the execution of the laws, tocommunicate the intelligence that here 
is a Chinaman in this community without authority of law, and the 
execution of that law for the prevention of this evil, as it is considered, 
must depend alone upon the local sentiment of the people. 

Therefore I undertake to say that if it be the desire to prohibit in 
this country the presence of all Chinamen, or of any number of them, 
the remedy is easily at hand in the legislation in the different States 
upon the subject. 

Mr. HOAR. I wish to ask the Senator from Florida if he thinks it 
would be competent for the Legislature of any State (the power to 

regulate commerce being in Congress), to prohibt the entrance w its 
` borders of any English subject? 


Mr. CALL. Ido not think it would be, without the aid of 
to that effect. But suppose Congress should make a treaty with Eng- 
land and should say that in the State of Massachusetts no Englishman 
shall be admitted except subject to the laws of Massachusetts, I want 
the Senator to tell me what would be the objection to that? 

Mr. HOAR. The objection to that, in my judgment, is that it would 
be a regulation of commerce with foreign nations, which Congress can 
not remit to the States. 

Mr. BLAIR. Will the Senator from Florida allow me to ask the 
Senator from Massachusetts a question? 

Mr. CALL. I will. 

Mr. BLAIR. Ishould like to ask the Senator from Massachusetts 
whether he thinks aState would or would not have the power to say they 
might come within, but prevent becoming permanent residents within 
its borders those foreigners who are not admitted to naturalization ? 
In other words, can Massachusetts exclude the Chinaman who is not 
entitled to be naturalized from permanent residence in the State of 
Massachusetts ? . 

Mr. HOAR. Ido not think she can. 

Mr. CALL. The answer to the proposition of the Senator from 
Massachusetts [Mr. Hoar] is twofold. In the first place, it is nota 
remission by the Congress of the United States of the power to regulate 
commerce to any State. It is an exercise by Congress of the power to 
regulate commerce in respect to that State in accordance with the laws 
of that State. As I said, it finds its warrant in the provision of the 
Constitution which prohibits Congress from interfering with the power 
of admission or rejection until a certain prod of time, and in so doing 
it asserts after that time the power of Congress to exercise that pro- 
hibition or not in respect to each State. That is one answer. 

The other answer is the suggestion made by the Senator from New 
Hampshire [Mr. BLAIR], that although it is commerce for an English- 
man to come to Massachusetts or to any other State, and it would be 
a regulation of commerce to forbid them, it is not commerce for him 
to come there for the purpose of residence or remaining any length of 
time; and that is the evil complained of here. I apprehend that 
neither California nor any other State would find any cause of objection 
in the mere passage through their dominibdns of any class of people. z I 
apprehend that it would not be at all difficult to formulatea law which 
would prevent any person passing through a State from stopping for 
such a length of time as would be objectionable to the people, and to 
so identify them that there could be no permanent remaining and no 
permanent occupation there. 

I do not see therefore that this agitation has anything more in view 
than the question of presenting to the people of the Pacific coast the 
one side or the other side, the one man or the other man as being more 
in accordance with the publicsentiment of the people there; that it is 
an electioneering scheme. 

I am in favor of preserving the purity of this race and not interfer- 
ing with the employments of our people to any unreasonable extent, and 
I shall be perfectly willing to acquiesce in any such legislation as rea- 
sonably attains that end. But that can be done without interfering 
with the commercial relations of our people with China. That can be 
done without non-intercourse. That can be done without asserting 
what everybody knows to be impossible and to bea mere pretense, the 
old exclusion policy of China, which the civilized people of the world 
forced her to abandon. We are here to-day in defiance of the whole 
civilization upon which our country rests asserting that we shall be 
absolutely excluded from all intercourse with a very large portion of 
the globe, upon the proposition that it is necessary in order to prevent 
the migration of their people in such numbers as to be a serious in- 
jury to our people. We are asserting a national policy of non-inter- 
course with the nations of the earth. We are making a declaration 
of public policy that contact between a superior and inferior civiliza- 
tion will destroy the superior. That isolation is our only protection 
against the Chinese. We have gone back on the’dial of time eighteen 
hundred years. 

That is the whole of the argument. The Senate of the United States, 
representing the most enlightened, wealthy, and powerful nation in 
the world, to-day affirms the principles and the policy of exclusion 
which the civilized world forced, at the point of arms, the Government 
of China to abandon, and both political parties here to-day are aflirm- 
ing, giving no reason whatever tbat can stand the test of investigation, 
that the prevention of the migration of the Chinese in such numbers 
as to affect the civilization, degrade the religion, and destroy the vir- 
tues of our people is necessary, notwithstanding it is plain that the 
criminal power vested in ourcourts and our State governments is ample 
to meet every exigency that requires the administration of punitive 
law, and the suppression of crime. Instead of the proper exercise of 
the powers of government to prevent crime, we declare that isolation 
is our only protection from Chinese crime. 

Mr. MITCHELL. Will the Senator allow me a moment right there? 

Mr. CALL. Certainly. 

Mr. MITCHELL. Going back to the point the Senator was discuss- 
ing a moment ago, he called attention to section 9 of Article I of the 
Constitution, and after having read it, argued that inasmuch as that 
section provided that ‘‘the migration or importation of such persons 
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as any of the States now existing shall think proper to admit shall not 
be prohibited by the Congress prior to the year 1808,” it left the im- 
plication that the States had the power to prohibitimmigration. Ide- 
sire to call the attention of the Senator to the fact that that provision 
only applied to the States in existence at the date of the adoption of 

. the Constitution. 

Mr, CALL. . That is true. 

Mr. MITCHELL. It did not apply, and could not possibly apply, 
even if there is anything in the Senator’s argument, which there is not, 
to any of the States west of the Rocky Mountains. 

Mr. CALL. In terms, it does not. 

Mr. MITCHELL. It only applies to States ‘‘ now existing.” 

Mr. CALL. I called attention to that fact. 

Mr. MITCHELL. Of course it does not include California or Oregon 
orany State admitted into the Union after the adoption of the Consti- 
tution. 

Mr. CALL. I called attention to that fact, and also to the fact 
which the Senator recognizes at once as a matter of argument, but to 
which I now call his attention as a proposition which all admit, that 
the States do not derive their powers from the grant in the Constitu- 
tion. The States have their powers from the people who created the 
State governments. The Constitution says that Congress shall not 
prohibit to the States “now existing,’’ until the year 1808, the mi- 
gration of any persons they see fit to admit. 

Suppose Congress does not to-day prohibit immigration of Chinese to 
California. The Constitution does not give California the power to ad- 
mit or to prohibit immigration, but the people of California have given 
the State government that power, and the Constitution of the United 
States admits that the people of California have the right in the ab- 
sence of that prohibition to admit or prohibit. That power is unin- 
terfered with by the Constitution and exists by virtue of the grant of 
power from the peopleof California in absolute plenitude. 

ù Therefore I take it neither the Senator from Oregon nor any one else 
will question the fact in the absence of a prohibition by Congress that 
the power of any State is ample to admit or reject; but my proposition 
is, that with Congress consenting to and aiding the execution of the 
State power with a treaty stipulation with China, that no Chinaman 
shall be permitted to remain within the State of California for any 
length of time who is objectionable, or even not to enter there, and the 
State laws of California prohibiting it, it is perfectly within the power 
of California or of Oregon to-day, with this consenting legislation of the 
United States, that not a single Chinaman of any class, laborer, skilled 
or unskilled, scholar, scientist, philosopher, or any class of people, shall 
be permitted even to breathe the air of California or Oregon. There 

is ample power, therefore, without destroying the friendly and com- 
mercial relations of these two peoples, to exclude this evil from their 
borders. If this be truewhy should not this policy beadopted? Every 
one knows that contact between superiors and inferiors does not de- 
grade the higher and stronger force. Every one knows that the dom- 
inant racecontrols the subject race or the inferior or lower force. Every 
one knows that distribution of product, and not monopoly of product, 
helps labor and increases wages and profit. 

I ask what injury to California is it that there should be a Chinaman 
in Florida or in Massachusetts or in Louisiana? What harm is there 
that somebody there shall be able to employ a gardener or a washer- 
man or give him some other employment? If you say it affects the 
labor of the people and substitutes an alien element not agreeable to 
our people, that is a good proposition if it exists in large proportions; 
Da) that does not exist to any great extent, and is not felt in those 

tates. 

Mr. BLAIR. May I ask the Senator a question ? 

Mr. CALL. Certainly. A 

Mr. BLAIR. Suppose the Chinaman has yellow fever and Florida 
chooses to locate the yellow fever; that is to say, the Chinaman in 
Florida, is it a matter of indifference to Georgia? 

Mr. CALL. Oh, if he has yellow fever—— 

Mr. BLAIR. That is the question of fact we have decided. He has 
yellow fever. 

Mr. CALL. I do not agree with the Senator. 

Mr. BLAIR. Then we disagree. 

Mr. CALL. I think the Almighty is a better judge than the Sen- 
ator, and when He created four hundred million or five hundred mill- 
ion of Chinese people He knew better than the Senator from New 
Hampshire. 

Mr. BLAIR. He created the yellow fever in the same way, accord- 
ing to the Senator’s reasoning, and therefore yellow fever is a good 
thing and not to be avoided by those whose constitutions are adapted 
to yellow fever. ¥ 

Mr. CALL, That may be the Senator’s argument, and there isa 
great deal of that sort of argument in the world, and that is the argu- 
ment on which this bill is supported—that the Almighty created yel- 
low fever and the Chinamen, and that they are one and the same and 
to be abated in the same way and to the same extent. 

Mr. BLAIR. Let me ask the Senator another question. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from Florida yield 
to the Senator from New Hampshire? : 


Mr. CALL. Certainly. 

Mr. BLAIR. Iaskif the Senator’s reasoning does not strike directly 
at the powers which the General Government exercises and which he 
assumed it to exercise the other day—if it does not strike at the same 
power which was exercised in the case of Florida hitherto, for the ex- 
tinction or prevention of the spread of pestilential diseases ? 

Mr. CALL. I do not see it so, 

Mr. BLAIR. If Congress finds the fact that the Chinaman not only 
does not assimilate but ought not to assimilate with the American civ- 
ilization; that his presence in small numbers, unrestricted to become 
infinite numbers, and therefore overwhelming our civilization so as to 
be destructive of it—if Congress, having in view the general welfare, 
having control of commerce and ourrelations with foreign powers, where 
the Chinaman is, finds the fact to be that that Chinaman is detrimental 
in his influence to the civilization of the American people, and that 
located in some particular State he is dead sure to spread and go into 
all the other States, I ask the Senator is it not in exact analogy to that 
power by which we exclude by national force pestilential diseases from 
any portion of the country that we may undertake the prevention of 
the migration or immigration of the Chinaman to this country? 

Mr. CALL. I think in some respects there is a kind of moral anal- 
ogy between them. 

Mr. BLAIR. Is not a moral analogy a very good kind of analogy ? 
An immoral analogy would be a bad one. 

Mr. CALL. Yes; itis very good, but it does not correspond with 
the reverse of the term moral in that connection. 

Mr. BLAIR. I think the Senator meant a religious analogy. 

Mr. CALL. No; I mean moral as opposed to physical or material. 
The Senator has read enough of philosophy in the school books of New 
Hampshire to be correct about that. 

Mr. BLAIR. I was not talking about an intellectual matter, but a 
physical one, of course. 

Mr. CALL. There is not very much intellectuality about this part 
of the matter. The difficultyin the mind of the Senator is simply this, 
and that seems to be the policy of this bill, that the Chinaman is yel- 
low fever, that the Chinese people and the Chinese Government are 
yellow fever, and therefore the power of Congress of absolute exclusion 
is to be exercised. I denyallthat. I believe the Chinese civilization 
has something which can be taught advantageously to all people. I 
believe that they have not existed four thousand years to our few hun- 
dred without having performed some partin the divine economy of the 
world. I believe that when other peoples and nations have been com- 
mitting the most horrible cruelties, religious fanaticism and political 
cruelties, these people, who have existed so many years, with so many 
bright examples of the moral virtues which our religion teaches, are 
not, in the divine economy or the wise public economy of states, to be 
treated as a pestilence and a scourge and a necessary evil to be banished 
from all communication with mankind. 

While acquiescing in the reasonable public policy of allowing our 
people to say that our industrial system, our habits of thought, our pur- 
suits in life are so antagonistic to these people and theirs to ours that 
we do not want them, while I am willifig to aid them, I need not for 
the purpose of doing that disregard all our orderly and proper methods 
of making laws and the execution of laws, and our respect for our 
treaty obligations and our good faith with other nations, and our re- 
spect, our decent respect, for the opinions of mankind. 

Mr, BLAIR. May I ask the Senator whether this is his proposition, 
that the incoming of the Chinese should be absolutely without na- 
tional restriction save only as a national law may be made to assist 
such States in excluding the Chinaman from those States as may make 
laws for their exclusion? That is to say, if Florida decides to exclude 
the Chinaman, the National Government may assist Florida in ex- 
cluding the Chinaman from that State; but if all the other States de- 
sire or are willing that the Chinaman should come, the national power 
should not interfere but should allow the Chinaman to come to those 
States? 

Mr. CALL, I think until it gets to be a national evil, until the 
numbers are large enough, the national authority should not intervene 
to forbid States who desire to use them from doing so. 

Mr. BLAIR. Who is to decide when it is a national evil if not the 
national authority? 

Mr. CALL. Ofcourse the National Government, the two Houses of 
Congress, and you, are to decide. 

Mr. BLAIR. And the Senator from Florida. The Senator from 
Mississippi [Mr. GEORGE] told us the other day that not only Congress 
but the whole American nation had decided that the immigration of 
the Chinese population was a national evil, and that we are here merely 
to record the verdict of the people and to see that it is carried out. 

Mr. CALL. Yes, I believe he said that. 

Mr. BLAIR. Then assuming that to be so, are we excusable in dal- 
lying about this exclusive legislation ? 

Mr. CALL. I think you unnecessarily deprive our people of great 
commercial advantages, and I do not think this exclusive legislation 
will answer your purpose. I do not believe that you can exclude these 
people by this kind of legislation without State legislation. 

Mr. BLAIR. We can try it. 
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Mr. CALL. Furthermore, I think it very wise for every one, par- 
ticularly those who have to vote upon these subjects, to be candid and 
say what they believe about it. If they believe, as the Senator from 
New Hampshire seems to do, that the Chinaman is necessarily an evil; 
that he is like the pestilence or the yellow fever, when we have twelve 
millions of African people as diverse as the Chinamen is from our own 

ple, as different in their tastes and disposition as theirs—if he be- 
aves that these people are a public enemy and can not be permitted 
to come here under any circumstances or any condition, he is wise to 
say so and to vote for this legislation without any more candid expres- 
sion of opinion. 

I do not believe it. I believe that the Almighty has created no peo- 
ple who are not for some wise purpose in the world and capable of 
civilization, capable of improvement, and I believe it is the duty of all 
public policy, while carefully guarding their own people against evil 
and contamination, to establish the policy that while they protect their 
own people from evil they shall do the greatest good to others and es- 
tablish the widest commercial relations with mankind. I believe in 
the commerce of thought and intelligence and production. I believe 
in the spread of intelligence and in the elevation and improvement ot 
mankind. 

Mr. SPOONER. Mr. President—— 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from Florida yield 
to the Senator from Wisconsin ? 

Mr. CALL. Ido. “se 

Mr. SPOONER. I was about to ask the Senator from Florida whether 
he was in favor of excluding the Chinese from this country. There is 
no proposition, as I understand it, to exclude them from the world, 
but only to exclude them from this part of the world. I recognize 
their right to live and move and have their being, and enjoy their civil- 
ization, and all that, but not to move to this country. 

Mr. CALL, I did not suppose there was any policy on the part of 
these gentlemen to make war on China and exterminate the Chinese. 

Mr. SPOONER. I ask the Senator from Florida whether he is in 
favor of excluding them or not? 

Mr. CALL. I might answer that very well by saying that a man’s 
opinions in a concrete form are very much like the opinions now on 
both sides of the Senate and in the other House—they are formed very 
much from political expediency. Iam probably subject like others to 
that kind of necessity, that I am obliged to think of what is politically 
expedient. 

Mr. SPOONER. Then I understand the Senator to be just now for 
political reasons in favor of excluding them? 

Mr. CALL. No; but I say that I think a large number of Senators 
on both sides of this body are that way. My own personal opinion 
about it is this: I think the Chinese may very safely be admitted to 
this country in limited numbers, : 

Mr. BLAIR. May Iask the Senator a question? 

Mr. CALL. Yes, sir. 

Mr. BLAIR. Why is it that both parties, with the exception of the 
Senator from Florida, are solid against the admission of Chinese to 
this country? 

Mr. CALL. Because the people of the Pacific coast are solid. 

Mr. BLAIR. Now, let me ask the Senator if he really thinks that 
is true? 

Mr. CALL, I have no doubt of it. 

Mr. BLAIR. There was a time when the great body of the Ameri- 
can people, or rather the northern portion of the American people, were 
opposed to the policy of the Pacific coast in excluding the Chinaman. 
I remember when our religious bodies, and our missionary people, and 
our intelligent people, men who wrote on the Declaration of Independ- 
ence and wrote books on such subjects, were all on the side of the 
Chinaman. Something has changed their view, and it was not the 
clamor of the Pacific coast, for they made more then than they do now. 
Something has convinced the great body of the American people north 
of Mason and Dixon’s line that on the whole these people ought to be 
kept out; that they are injuring our own civilization; that the enter- 
ing wedge is on the Pacific coast; and that it is better for the China- 
man and better for us that they should live in their house and that 
we should liveinours. They have come to the conclusion, Ithink, that 
the best man on the face of the earth, the doctor of divinity or the phi- 
losopher, is not to invade the hut of the lowliest and occupy that space 
which is necessary for breathing and for existence on the part of who- 
soever has prior ownership and actual possession. I think the convic- 
tion of the people has changed there; and the people of the South, or 
the representatives of the Southern people, for some reason have c 
their views; either it is that the negro is such a being as the Senator 
from Florida depicts him, incapable of assimilating—— 

Mr. CALL. I have said nothing about that. 

Mr. BLAIR. Oh, the Senator did; he spoke of the twelve millions 
of them, he will recollect. 

Mr. CALL. I said they were as different to us in their color, taste, 
and habits as the Chinese. r 

Mr. BLAIR. Thepeople of the South do not want 12,000,000, 50,- 
000,000, or 100,000,000 more, who are notlikely to become good Amer- 


ican citizens, to whom we deny the suffrage and deny naturalization, or 
for some reason they are in accord with the sentiments of the North. 
The whole nation is one way. I ask the Senator if it is a fair thing to 
impeach motives, my motives, the motives of Democrats and Repub- 
licans alike everywhere, by saying that we are dallying with this ques- 
tion for mere politicaladvantage? If we are wrong political advantage 
would be on a different side, for we all recognize the fact that there is 
no permanent political advantage which is not found by taking the 
morally right side of a question; and if we are wrong in our position 
in regard to the Chinese, political injury will result to all parties who 
oppose this immigration. 

Mr. CALL. The answer to all that in my opinion is simply this: I 
have no power to judge of anybody’s motives, and I doubt very much 
if the motive is very distinct to themselves. Ican only judge of the 
reasons which they give when they tell me that they are opposed to 
the migration of these people because they are dissimilar in personal 
and mental characteristics, because they do not assimilate and inter- 
mix, and yet they have here twelve million people who are still more 
dissimilar, and who do not intermingle nor intermix to any very large 
extent. When I see that every people on the face of the earth is repre- 
sented here more largely than the Chinese people, and I am told that 
in defiance of your own constitutional amendment which you put on 
the Constitution, to the effect that everybody from everywhere should 
be exactly equal and entitled to the same protection of the laws and 
have the same rights to be exercised, both political and personal—— 

Mr. BLAIR. That applies only to citizens. ` 

Mr. CALL. I beg pardon, it applies to all persons. 

Mr. BLAIR. It applies to citizens born here or naturalized. 

Mr. CALL, It applies to all persons within the jurisdiction of the 
United States, but we will not argue about that. When I see that 
you, in direct denial of that proposition, which was made a constitu- 
tional amendment a few years ago, now affirm that these people are 
the exceptions, that the Indians and the Chinese people are the excep* 
tion of all humanity with whom there can be no intercourse-—— 

Mr. HOAR. May I ask the Senator if he understands that provis- 
ion of the Constitution, the fourteenth amendment, about denying to 
all persons within the jurisdiction of a State the equal protection of 
the laws, to apply to Chinamen, to foreigners? 

Mr. CALL. I understand it to apply to every person. 

Mr. HOAR. Then I wish to ask the Senator one other question. 
What becomes of his argument that any State may compel one of them 
to leave its borders? Does he think that an equal protection of the 
laws? 

Mr. CALL. I think so, when there is a treaty stipulation to that 
effect. I think that would be an excepted case and that would come 
within the jurisdiction, and the jurisdiction would be subject to and 
in accordance with the treaty, which is the supreme law of the land 
for that purpose. Otherwise the Senator from Massachusetts would be 
right; they would be protected by the constitutional amendment, and 
with a treaty stipulation, the supreme law of the land, they would 
have the right, because they come here under the treaty, and are not 
subject to the constitutional provision for our own people; they come 
under the treaty. We constantly by treaty with other nations limit 
their jurisdiction over our people in their country. ` 

Mr. President, I do not care to prolong this discussion. The Sena- 
tor from New Hampshire states issues which are not here. If thereare 
to be 12,000,000 Chinese here, that is one proposition, andif necessary 
to stop that it would be proper to say that no Chinaman shall come to 
this country except for commercial purposes and temporary sojourn; 
but when there are no Chinamen in this country outside of California 
and Oregon, and a few who have been carried into some of the New 
England States within the last few years by capitalists, and who have 
met I believe with disfavor from the people there, when it is an evil 
scarcely felt in four-fifths of the country, thatis another question; and 
that is what we are speaking of to-day, when there is no evil felt from 
Chinese immigration outside of the Pacific coast, when there is no com- 
plaint from our people elsewhere, when the only question is how to re- 
lieve the people of the Pacific coast of their presence without disturb- 
ing our commercial relations with China. 3 

If you want to prohibit the building of railroads by them, asthe Cen- 
tral Pacific was built by the thousands who were brought from China 
to do it, make a law and prohibit their being here for doing this, that, 
or the other kind of labor, or in this, that, or the other numbers. 

Mr. BLAIR. Will the Senator allow me to ask a question ? 

Mr. CALL. Certainly. 

Mr. BLAIR. ‘The Senator has several times called to our attention 
the existence of the negro population in this country as in some way 
bearing on this proposed legislation. I wish to remind him that in 
just the same way that we allow the negro who is here to remain, we 
permit the Chinaman who has come by authority of law to remain 
also, so that the two classes are upon the same ground in that respect. 
As to the future, it seems the general policy is to exclude the China- 
man, I ask the Senator whether he would be in favor of tho exclusion 
of negro immigration for all future time? 

Mr. CALL. I would prevent their comingin any large numbers. I 
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wound exclude the negroes coming from Africa in large numbers. I 
would not exclude a limited and inconsiderable number of them. I 
would not admit them to naturalization or make citizens of them. 
Neither the Chinese. The evil would consist entirely in the number 
who should be allow to come, 

Mr. BLAIR. You would apply, then, the same principle to the negro 
that our legislation applies to the Chinaman and for precisely the same 
reason ? 

Mr. CALL. No, I donot put them on the same ground, nor is it 
necessary that I should doso. The proposition the Senator made was, 
the objection to the Chinamen is because they are different from our 

le. They are different in appearance, in tastes from our people. 
ey do not assimilate with them, 

Mr. BLAIR. What other objection have youtothenegro? You do 
not object to his labor? 

Mr. CALL. No, I do not object to him at all. 
jection to him. 

Mr. BLAIR. If you have no objection to him, why not let him 
come ? 

Mr. CALL. I have said that the black man is as different from the 
white man as the yellow man. Do you deny it? 

Mr. BLAIR. I donot know. 

Mr. CALL. I have said that the superstitious black man is as differ- 
ent from the intelligent, religious, and public spirited and educated 
white man as an ignorant and supertitious yellow man is from the 
white man. Do you deny it? Ihave said nothing about the intelli- 
gent colored men. I have found no fault with them. 

Mr. BLAIR. I do not know how that is. 

Mr. CALL. I think not, and I think that is about the idea of this 
legislation. It is all predicated upon precisely such propositions. 

Mr. President, I do not desire to go any further into this subject. I 
am as willing as any one else to protect the people of this country from 
the inroad of any people who will interfere with the occupations and 
pursuits of our people, with their sympathies and their tastes and social 
order; that will introduce alien and unfriendly elements into it; but, 
while I have voted for every one of these measures, I insist and I wish 
to declare my opinion that they are not based upon a wise, a sound, and 
an efficacious public policy adapted to the wise and just end of prevent- 
ing the migration of these people in any large numbers, and at the same 
time preserving commercial relations and friendly feeling with the Em- 
pire of China and its millions of people. 

I wish further to say that, in connection and in common with that, I 
regard the preservation of friendly relations with China and all eastern 
nations as an important one to the civilization and the Christian civil- 
ization of this country, and I wish to say that I consider that there is 
much in the Oriental nations which is worthy of study and is not in- 
ee in contact with the civilization of the western continent. We 

ve a great duty to perform ås a great light to humanity, as well as 
a duty to our own people. They are both consistent with each other, 
and must be performed by intercourse with the nations of the earth 
and not by non-intercourse. 

Mr. TELLER. I now move to lay the motion to reconsider on the 
table. 

Mr. BLAIR. On that motion I call for the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Secretary will call the roll on 
agreeing to the motion of the Senator from Colorado [Mr. TELLER] to 
lay on the table the motion of the Senator from New a aa [Mr. 
BLAIR] to reconsider the vote by which the bill was 

The Secretary proceeded to call the roll. : 

Mr. WALTHALL (when Mr. BLACKBURN’s name was called). The 
Senator from Kentucky [Mr. BLACKBURN] is paired with the Senator 
from Nebraska [Mr. MANDERSON]. 

Mr. BLAIR (when his name was called). Before I vote I will ask it 
the Senator from Mississippi [Mr. WALTHALL] can inform me how his 
colleague [Mr. GEORGE] would vote on this question ? 

Mr. WALTHALL, I think the Senator from New Hampshire is at 
liberty to vote. 

Mr. BLAIR. I vote “‘nay.’’ 

Mr. CALL (when his name was called). Iam paired with the Sen- 
ator from Colorado [Mr. BowEn]. 

Mr. CAMERON (when his name wascalled). Iam paired with the 
Senator from South Carolina [Mr. BUTLER]. Not knowing how he 
would vote on this question, I withhold my vote. 

Mr. PASCO (when Mr. FAULKNER’s name was called), I was re- 
quested to announce that the Senator from West Virginia [Mr. FAULK- 
NEB] is necessarily absent, and is paired with the Senator from Penn- 
sylvania [Mr. Quay]. 

Mr. HARRIS (when his name was called). Iam paired with the 
Senator from Vermont [Mr. MORRILL], but I transfer the pair to the 
Senator from New Jersey [Mr. McPHERSON], which enables the Sen- 
ator from Nevada [Mr. JONES] and myself both tovote. Ivote ‘‘yea.’? 

Mr. MANDERSON (when his name was called). Iam paired with 
the Senator from Kentucky [Mr. BLAcKBURN]. 


I have made no ob- 


Mr. PADDOCK (when his name was called). I am paired with the 
Senator from Louisiana [Mr. Eustis]. If he were here, I should vote 
yea. 


é. 


Mr. PALMER (when his name was called). Iam paired, as I said 
before, with the Senator from North Carolina [Mr. VANCE]. If he 
were here, I should vote ‘‘ yea.’’ 

Mr. PASCO (when his name was called). I am paired with the 
Senator from Illinois [Mr. FARWELL]. 

Mr. CULLOM (when Mr. PLatr’s name was called). The Senator 
from Connecticut [Mr. PLATT] I think has been called home for a day 
or two, and I understand him to be paired with the Senator from South 
Carolina [Mr. HAMPTON], with the understanding that the Senator 
from South Carolina may vote on this question if he chooses. 

Mr. HAMPTON. The Senator from Connecticut [Mr. PLATT] told 
me that he expected to be here to vote on this question and I might 
feel at liberty to vote. 

Mr. CULLOM. I think he has just gone away, and I understood 
from him that the Senator from South Carolina was at liberty to vote 
on this question if he saw proper. 

Mr. HAMPTON. Very well. I vote ‘‘ nay.’ 

Mr. TELLER (when his name was called). My pair with the Sen- 
ator from Louisiana [Mr. Greson] has been transferred to my colleague 
(Mr. Bowen]. Therefore I vote “yea.” 

The roll-call was concluded. 

Mr. DAVIS. Iam paired with the Senator from Indiana [Mr. TUR- 
PIE]. If he were present, I should vote ‘‘ yea.” 

r. ALLISON. Iam paired with the Senator from Delaware [Mr. 
SAULSBURY]. Not knowing how he would vote, I refrain from vot- 
ing. Iwould vote ‘‘ yea,” if he were here. 

Mr. CALL. I am paired with the Senator from Colorado [Mr. 
Bowen], but I am advised by his colleague [Mr. TELLER] that I can 
vote on this proposition, the pair having been transferred to the Sena- 
tor from Louisiana [Mr. GIBSON]. I vote ‘‘ nay.”? 

Mr. BLAIR. I desire to say that my colleague [Mr. CHANDLER] 
is paired with the Senator from New Jersey [Mr. BLODGETT]. Ido 
not know how my colleague would vote on this question. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Iam paired with the Senator from Connecticut 
[Mr. HAwLEY]. I do not know how he would vote. 

The result was anngunced—yeas 23, nays 11; as follows: 


YEAS—23. 
Aldrich Dolph, Morgan Stock 
Bate, 2 Gray Payne, < Teller, 
Berry, Harris Plumb, Vest, 
Chace, H Pugh, Walthall 
Coke, Jones of Nevada, Spooner, Wilson of Md. 
Cullom, Mitchell, Stewart, 
NAYS—IL e 
Blair, Colquitt, Hoar, Sherman, 
Brown, Gorman, Jones of Arkansas, Wilson of Iowa. 
Call, Hampton, a 
ABSENT—42. 
Allison, Dawes, Hearst, Ransom, 
Beck, Edmunds, Ingalls, Riddleberger, 
Blackburn, Eustis, Kenna, Sabin, 
Blodgett, Evarts, McPherson, Saulsbury, 
Bowen, Farwell, Manderson, Sawyer, 
Butler, Faulkner, Morrill, Stanford, 
Cameron, e, Paddock, Turpie, 
Chandler, rge, Palmer, Vance, 
Cockrell, Gibson, Pasco, Voorhees. 
Daniel, e Platt, 
Davis, Hawley, Quay, 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. A quorum not having voted, the 
Secretary will call the roll. 


The Secretary called the roll, and the following Senators answered to 
their names: 


Aldrich, Colquitt, Jones of Nevada, Sherman, 
Allison, Cullom, nderson, Spooner, 
Bate, Davis, Mitchell, Stewart, 
Berry, Dolph, Mo: Š Stockbridge, 
Blair, Gray, Paddock, Teller, 
Brown, Tapion: Palmer, ie, 
Ca Hiscosk Payne Voor 

meron, 4 yne, ‘oorhees, 
Chace, Hoar, Pugh, Walthall, 
Cockrell, Ingalls, Wilson of Iowa, 
Coke, Jones of Arkansas, Sawyer, Wilson of Md. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Forty-four Senators have answered 
to their names. Eho roll TUI again na pallea on agreeing to the mo- 
tion of the Senator from Colorado [Mr. TELLER] to lay on the table 
the motion to reconsider the vote by which the bill was passed. 

Mr. JONES, of Arkansas (at 3 o’clock and 30 minutes. p. m.). I 
move that the Senate adjourn. 

Mr. HOAR. I wish the Senator from Arkansas would withdraw his 
motion for one moment. 

Mr. JONES, of Arkansas. I will withdraw it for a moment. 

RELATIONS WITH CANADA. 

Mr. HOAR. During the morning hour this morning the resolution 
introduced by me calling upon the President for certain information 
was over at the suggestion of the Senator from Missouri [Mr,. 
Vest] that it should be postponed until a later hour of the day, be- 
cause a message from the President wasexpected. A message has come 
in, but it relates to an entirely different subject. I ask the Senator 
from Missouri if there is any objection to having the resolution adopted 
at this time. 


Mr. VEST. I have none. 
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Mr. HOAR. Then I ask that the resolution be adopted. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The resolution will be read. 

The Chief Clerk read the resolution submitted by Mr. Hoar Sep- 
tember 6, 1888, as follows: 

Resolved, That the attention of the President be respectfully called to the res- 


olution of the Senate, adopted August 25 ultimo, ysquen him to communi- 
cate to the Senate copies of all communications addressed by his direction to 
the Government of Great Britain, remonstrating against certain unfair treat- 
ment of our citizens, and that he be requested to furnish such information as 
soon as possible, in order that it may be considered in acting upon legislation 
now pending. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on agreeing to the 
resolution. 

The resolution was agreed to. 

MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE, 

A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. CLARK, its 
Clerk, announced that the House had appointed Mr. RYAN to be one 
of the managers of the conference on the part of the House on the bill 
(H. R. 10998) making appropriations for fortifications and other works 
of defense, for the armament thereof, for the procurement of heavy 
ordnance for trial and service, and for other purposes, in place of Mr. 
BUTTERWORTH. 

The message also announced that the House had agreed to the report 
of the Committee of Conference on the disagreeing votes of the two 
Houses on the amendments of the House to the bill (S. 2252) to incor- 
porate the Georgetown Barge, Dock, Elevator, and Railway Company. 

The message further announced that the House had passed the bill 
(5. 1506) for the relief of Addie Bell. 

The message also announced that the House had passed the bill (H. R. 
10931) to donate and transfer to the State of Louisiana for quarantine 
purposes certain lands on the Mississippi River belonging to the United 
States, subject to reversion to the United States in the event of their 
non-usage for quarantine purposes, and requiring the proper depart- 
ment of the United States Government to execute the necessary trans- 
fer to the State of Lonisiana on the condition aforesaid; in which it re- 
quested the concurrence of the Senate. 

ADMISSION OF WASHINGTON. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Before putting the question on the 
motion to adjourn, the Chair lays before the Senate the unfinished busi- 
ness, being the bill (S. 12) for the admission of Washington, 

HOUSE BILL REFERRED. 

The bill (H. R. 10931) to donate and transfer to the State of Louisi- 
ava for quarantine pu certain lands on the Mississippi River be- 
longing to the United States, subject to reversion to the United States 
in the event of theirnon-usage for quarantine purposes, and requiring 
the proper Department of the United States Government to execute the 
necessary transfer to the State of Louisiana on the condition aforesaid, 
en read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Public 

nds. 

CHINESE IMMIGRATION. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. TheSenatorfrom Arkansas moves—— 

Mr. BLAIR. I desire to say that the vote upon the motion of the 
Senator from Colorado [Mr. TELLER] is plainly indicative of the sense 
of the Senate on the motion offered by myself. I donot wish to delay 
the action of the Senate, and so if itted to do so I will withdraw 
the motion to reconsider the vote by which the bill was passed. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I object to a withdrawal of the motion. 

Mr. BLAIR. Very well. 

Mr. JONES, of Arkansas. I insist on the motion to adjourn. I 
have not withdrawn it. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on agreeing to the 
motion of the Senator from Arkansas that the Senate do now adjourn. 

Mr. STEWART. I call for the yeas and nays on the motion. 

The yeas and nays were ordered and taken. 

Mr. BLAIR. I desire to announce the pair and the absence of my 
colleague {Mr. CHANDLER] and the Senator from New Jersey [Mr. 
BLODGETT]. 

The result was announced—yeas 19, nays 22; as follows: 


YEAS—19, 
Bate, Colquitt, Harris, Turpic, 
Berry, Cullom, Hiscock, vi 
Call, Gorman, Jones of Arkansas, Voo! aa 
Coke, ` mantis: Sherman, ji 
NAYS—22, 
Allison, Hoar, Payne, Stockbridge, 
Blair, Jonesof Nevada, Plumb, ‘Teller, 
Brown, Mitchell, Pugh, Walthall, 
ences Mo a Sawyer, Wilson of Iowa. 
wes, Paddoe! Spooner, 
Dolph, Palmer, Stewart, 
ABSENT—35. 
Aldrich, Davis, Hale. Platt, 
erage are may, 
Blodgett, * Eva: Ingalis, Riddleberger, 
Bowen, F: Kenna, in, 
Faulkner, McPherson, Saulsbury, 
Cameron, 5 s Q 
Chandler, George, Morrill Vance. 
Daniel, Gibson, 0, 


So the Senate refused to adjourn. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question recurs on the motion 
to lay upon the table the motion to reconsider the vote by which the 
bill was passed. The Secretary will again call the roll. 

The Secretary proceeded to call the roll. 

Mr. HARRIS (when his name was called). I am paired with the 
Senator from Vermont [Mr. MORRILL]. 

The roll-call was concluded. 

Mr. PALMER (after having voted in the affirmative). I withdraw 
my vote and announce my pair with the Senator from North Carolina 
[Mr. Vance]. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Michigan with- 
draws his vote. 

Mr. MANDERSON. Iam paired with the Senator from Kentucky 
[Mr. BLACKBURN]. Not knowing how he would vote, I abstain from 
Voting. 

Mr. ALLISON. Iam paired with the Senator from Delaware [Mr. 
SAULSBUBY ]. 

Mr. BLAIR. I will announce, and shall not again announce d 
the day, the absence and the pair of my colleague [Mr. CHANDLER 
and the Senator from New Jersey [Mr. BLODGETT]. I do not know 
how either of them would vote on this question. 

The result was anounced—yeas 25, nays 8; as follows: 


YEAS—25. 

sgn aoe Paddock, Yate 

te, pb, Payne, e, 
Berry, Gray, Pugh, Wek = 
Cameron, Hiscock, Sawyer, Walthall, 
Chace, ~ Jones of Nevada, Spooner, 
Coke, Mitchell, Ste 
Callom, Morgan, _ Stoc! ago, 

NAYS—8. 
Blair, Colquitt, Hoar, Sherm: 
Brown, Hampton, Reagan, Wilson of Iowa, 
ABSENT—43. 

Allison, Edmunds, Hawley, Plumb, 
Beck, Eustis, Hearst, Quay, 
Blackburn, Evarts, Ingalls, , ý 
Blodgett, Farwell, Jones of Arkansas, Riddleberger, 
Eowen, Faulkner, Kenna, Babin, 
Butler, Frye, McPherson, Saulsbury, 
Call, George, Manderson, Stanford, 
Chandler, Gibson, Morrill, Vance, 
Cockrell, Gorman, Palmer, jp kare | 
Daniel, Hale, Pasco, Wilson of Ma, 


Dawes, Harris, Platt, 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. A quorum not being present, the 
Secretary will call the roll. 

Mr. JONES, of Arkansas (at3 o'clock and 45 minutes p. m.). Imore 
that the Senate adjourn. 

Mr. STEWART. On that motion I call for the yeas and nays. 

Sor h and nays were ordered, and the Secretary proceeded to call 
the roll. 

Mr, CAMERON (when his name was called), I am paired with the 
Senator from South Carolina [Mr. BUTLER]. ` 

Mr. MANDERSON (when his name was called). Iam paired, as 
has already been announced, with the Senator from Kentucky [Mr. 
BLACKBURN]. 

Mr. PASCO (when his name was called). Iam paired with the Sen- 
ator from Illinois [Mr. FARWELL]. 

The roll-call having been concluded, the result was announced—yeas 
17, nays 22; as follows: 


YEAS—17, 
Bate, Gray, Pugh. Walthall 
Berry, Ham Reagan, Wilson of Md, 
Cockrell, Sherman, 
Coke, Jones of Arkansas, Vest, 
Colquitt, Morgan, Voorhees, 

NAYS—22. 
Aldrich, Davis, Mitchell, bet E 
Allison, Dawes, Paddock, Stockb: ý 
Blair, Dolph, Palmer, Teller, 
Brown, Hiscock, Payne, Wilson of Iowa. 
Chace, Hoar, Sawyer, 
Cullom, Jones of Nevada, Spooner, 

ABSENT—37. 
Beck, Eustis, Hearst, Ransom, 
Blackburn, Evarts, Ingalls, Riddleberger, 
Geis ees ee 
Bowen ES ary, 
on” occa: J rrill, Tu res 
0) rpie, 
X Gibson, $ V: 
Chandler, P 
Daniel, Hale, Plumb, 
Edmunds, Hawley, Quay, 
So the Senate refused to adjourn. 


Mr. COCKRELL. Call the roll. J 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The roll-call will proceed upon the 
motion to lay the motion to reconsider on the table. 

The Secretary proceeded to call the roll. 

Mr. COCKRELL (when his name was called). I am paired with 
the Senator from Connecticut [Mr. HAWLEY]. = 

Mr. MANDERSON (when his name was cailed). Iam paired with 
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the Senator from Kentucky [Mr. BLACKBURN]. If he were present, 
I should vote ‘‘yea.’? 

The roll-call having been concluded, the result was announced—yeas 
27, nays 7; as follows: 


YEAS—27. 
Aldrich, vis, Mo A Teller, 
Bate, Dolph, Paddock, ie, 
Berry, Gray, Payne, Vest, 
Cameron, Harris, Sawyer, Voorhees, 
Chace, i k, Spooner, ‘alt 
Coke, Jones of Nevada, wart Wilson of Md. 
Cullom, Mitchell, Stockbridge, 

NAYS—7. 
Blair, Colquitt, f Wilson of Iowa. 
Brown, oar, Sherman, 

ABSENT—42. 
Allison, Edmunds, Hawley, Plumb 
Beck, Eustis, Hearst,’ Pugh, X 
Blackburn, Evarts, Ingal Quay, 
Blodgett, Farwell, Jones of Arkansas, m, 
Bowen, Faulkner, enna, Riddleberger, 
Butler, ©, McPherson, in, 
Call, Manderson, lsbury 
Chandler, Gibson, Morrill, Stanford, 
Cockrell, Gorm: Palmer, Vance. 
Daniel, Hale, Pasco, 
Dawes, Haw Platt, 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. A quorum not having voted, theSec- 


retary will call the roll. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I move that the Senate do now adjourn. 

The motion was agreed to; and (at 3 o’clock and 56 minutes p. m.) 
the Senate adjourned until Monday, September 10, 1888, at 120’clock m. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
FRIDAY, September 7, 1888. 
TheHouse met at 12 o’clock m. Prayer by Rev. J. H. CUTHBERT, 


. D. 
The Journal of yesterday’s proceedings was read and approved. 
LEAVE OF ABSENCE, 

By unanimous consent, leave of absence was granted as follows: 

To Mr. SNYDER, indefinitely. 

To Mr. BROWN, of Ohio, indefinitely. 

To Mr, PARKER, indefinitely, on account of sickness in his family. 
o FORTIFICATION BILL. 


The SPEAKER appointed Mr. RYAN, vice Mr. BUTTERWORTH, as | 


one of the House conferees on the bill {H. R. 10908) making appro- 
priations for fortifications and other works of defense, for the arma- 
ment thereof, for the procurement of heavy ordnance for trial and serv- 
ice, and for other purposes. 


DUTY ON COTTON BAGGING. 


Mr.DUNN. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to have printed 
in the RECORD a petition, signed by a number of citizens of Sharp 
County, Arkansas, praying that cotton bagging be put upon the free- 
a and that the same be referred to the Committee on Ways and 

eas. 

There was no objection. 

The petition is as follows: 

To the Congress of the United Slates: 


Smith, Democrat; W. F. Bailey, Democrat; G. W. Ristley, I. F. 
; Geo, R. Hall, 

A. F. 

Viley 
P. Smith, 
H. C. Hunter, W. A. Hunter, R. H. Hunter; J. Johnston, Demo- 


crat; T. M. McKinney, G. A. Hanter, F, P. Clear, F. M. Storey; 
W. A. Wiles, Democrat; J.F. Wiles, Democrat; B. Arnn, Demo- 
crat; P. G. Kirks, Democrat; I. J. Wall, Democrat; Asa Arnn, 
Democrat; J. W. Vint; W. H. McGee, Democrat; J. W. John- 
son, Democrat; D. A. Whitener, Democrat; L. E. Cole, Demo- 
crat; J. A. Green, Democrat; J. C. Smith, Democrat; A. J. Por- 

* ter, Democrat; R. B. Bellamy, Democrat; J. A. Tassiter, I. N. 
Bray ; J. H. Arnn, Democrat; J. B. Crownover, Republican; John 
Rose, Republican. 


QUARANTINE LANDS, LOUISIANA. 


Mr. WILKINSON. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to dis- 
charge the Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union 
from the further consideration of the bill (H.R. 10931) to donate and 
transfer to the State of Louisiana for quarantine purposes certain lands on 
the Mississippi River belonging to the United States, subject to rever- 
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sion to the United States in the event of their non-usage for quarantine 
purposes, and requiring the proper department of the United States 
Government to execute the necessary transfer to the State of Louisiana 
on the condition aforesaid, and put it upon its passage. 

The SPEAKER. The bill will be read, subject to the right of ob- 
jection. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Whereas it has become necessary, in the opinion of the board of health of the 
State of Louisiana, to remove the Mississippi River quarantine station from its 
present location to a point more remote from the surrounding settlements in 
order to isolate it more effectually from contact with the people living in the 
neighborhood, and to prevent intercourse between vessels in quarantine and 
the sacer shores, and thus prevent the danger of spreading contagious dis- 


eases; an: 

Whereas there are no other lands suitable or available for the relocation of 
said station ata poms lower on the Mississippi River than its present site other 
than certain lands, a portion of which belonging to the Uni States, and espe- 
rene ened from publie sale or entry by act of Congress of June —, 1875: 

erefore, ; 

Be it enacted, etc., That for the purpose of maintaining a quarantine station on 
the Mississippi River the United States hereby donates and transfers to the State 
of Louisiana all that portion of land known as sections l3and 14, in township 
21 south, range 19 east, southeastern district of Louisiana, east of the Mississippi 
River, said lands measuring 1,272 feet front on the Mississippi River, being swamp 
lands, and extending a half mile to the sea in the rear, and bounded above by 
section 12, patented to Jonathan Jones and Peter Runder in 1843, and bounded 
below by section 15, patented to Janet Bister and Angelo Laussade in 1839, which 
sections 13 and 14 were withdrawn from public sale or entry by act of Congress 
of 1875: Provided, That should the State of Louisiana at any time cease to use 
said lands for quarantine purposes, then, and in that event, said lands shall re- 
vert to the Government of the United States, 

Szo.2. That the proper Department of the Government of the United States 
shall, on and after the of this act, execute to the State of Louisiana the 
proper fers of said lands, on the conditions hereinbefore expressed, 

The committee recommend the adoption of the following amend- 
ment: 


Strike out in the mble the words “act of Congress" and insert “ procla- 


mation of the President; ” and fill the blank after the word “June.” inthesame ` 


line, by the insertion of the word “ first;’’ so that it will read: ‘‘ by proclama- 
tion of the President of June 1,” ete, 
Mr. WILKINSON. The report is only about twelve lines in length, 
and it will only consume a mirtute to have it read. 
The SPEAKER. The report will be read, subject to the right of ob- 
jection. £ 
The report (by Mr. PAyson) was read, as follows: 
The reasons for the p: of this bill are given in the preamble to the act 
itself. Thecommittee is informed that the lands described in the bill are insig- 
nificant in value, their suitability for quarantine pu consisting in th 
distance from inhabited and cultivated areas. The bill has been submitted for 
| an opinion to both the Interior and the War Departments, and letters from the 
Acting Lacie l of War and the Secretary of the Interior are appended and 
| inade a part of this report. 
The committee is of the opinion that the passage of this act will assist the ef- 
| forts of the board of health of the State of Louisiana, at whose instance this bill 
has been presented, and contribute to the health and protection from contagious 
diseases of large areas of our country. 

The committee recommend that the bill do pass. 

There being no objection, the amendment recommended by the com- 
mittee was agreed to. 

Mr. WILKINSON. In lines 16 and 17 of the bill I move to strike 
out the words ‘‘act of Congress’’ and insert ‘‘ proclamation of the 
President.” 

| The amendment was adopted. r 
| The bill as amended was ordered to be en and read a third 
| time; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and 


passed. 
Mr. WILKINSON moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill was 
: passed; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 
| table. 
The latter motion was agreed to. 


ADDIE BELL. 


Mr. NUTTING. I ask unanimous consent to discharge the Com- 
mittee of the Whole House from the further consideration of the bill 
(S. 1506) for the relief of Addie Bell and put it upon its passage. 

The SPEAKER. The bill will be read subject to the right of ob- 
jection. : 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized to direct the payment, out of any moneys in the Treasury not o! 
wise appropriated, to Addie Beil, daughter of Maranda Bell, deceased, mother 
of John S. Bell, late private in Company O, One hundred and forty-eighth Regi- 
ment New York State Volunteers, the pension granted by certificate numbered 
ot aa said Maranda Bell, computing the amount due to the day of her 

en miy. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Will the gentleman state the amount involved ? 

Mr. NUTTING. Icannotdo that; it is, however, quite small. The 
certificate came in the morning of the day after the death of the mother, 
and this daughter had taken care of her mother and paid the funeral 


expenses. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Let her have it. 

There being no objection, the bill was considered, ordered to a third 
reading; and being read the third time, was passed. 

Mr. NUTTING moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill was 
passed; and also mored that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 
table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

Mr. McCREARY. Regular order. 


. 8379 


8380 . 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


SEPTEMBER 7, 


PURCHASE OF NEW MAIL LOCKS AND KEYS. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Georgia [Mr. BLOUNT], the 
chairman of the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads, asks 
unanimous consent that the committee have leave to report at any time 
a bill making appropriations for the purchase or manufacture of new 
mail locks and keys. 

Mr. ROGERS. What is the bill? 

The SPEAKER. The object is for the procurement of new mail 
locks and keys. If there be no objection, this order will be made. 

There was no objection. 

POSTPONED PENSION CASES. 

Mr. O’NEILL, of Pennsylvania. I hope the gentleman from Ken- 
tucky will withdraw the demand for the regular order for a moment, 
to permit me to submit a parliamentary inquiry. 

Mr. McCREARY. The gentleman can do that without withdrawing 
the demand. 

Mr. O'NEILL, of Pennsylvania. Some weeks ago, in fact some 
months past, a number of pension-increase bills were passed at the 
Friday night sessions through several readings, upon which bills the 
previous question was ordered and days fixed for their consideration 
in the House. This being private bill day, I would like to ask the 
Speaker why the House can not take up these bills and pass them now, 
as we can not get them passed at the night session because of the lack 
of a quorum. 

Mr. BLAND. That is not a parliamentary question. Let us have 
the lar order, 

Mr. O’NEILL, of Pennsylvania. Would they not come up as un- 
finished business? 

The SPEAKER. The Chair has heretofore decided that these bills 
. lost none of their rights or privileges under the rules of the House on 

account of the fact of being made a special order; and that the day on 
which they were set apart for consideration having lapsed, they would 
come up in their regular order on private bill day. But the gentle- 
man from Kentucky demands the regular order, and it is the duty of 
the Chair to call the committees for reports. 

ORDER OF BUSINESS. 
Mr. McCREARY. I move to dispense with the call of the commit- 


tees for reports. 

‘The motion was to, two-thirds having yoted in favor thereof. 

Mr. McCREARY. I now ask unanimous consent that members 
having reports from committees be allowed to hand them in at the 
desk. 

There was no objection. 

FILING OF REPORTS. 

The following reports were filed by being handed in at the Clerk’s 
desk: 

MARY VON OLNHAUSEN. 

Mr. FRENCH, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, reported 
back with amendments the bill (H. R. 10951) granting a pension to 
Mary. Von Olnhausen; which was referred to the Committee of the 
Whole House on the Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying re- 
port, ordered to be printed. 

ELVIRA E. FANCHER. 

*Mr. MORRILL, from the Committee on Inyalid Pensions, reported 
back adversely the bill (H. R. 8479) granting a pension to Elvira E. 
Fancher, widow of E. D. Fancher; which was referred to the Commit- 
tee of the Whole House on the Private Calendar, and, with the accom- 
panying report, ordered to be printed. 

IRA E, BALDWIN. 

Mr. MORRILL also, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, re- 

rted back favorably the bill (H. R. 10911) granting a pension to Ira 
E Baldwin; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House 
on the Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered 
to be printed. 

MRS. CATHERINE BABERICK. 

Mr. MORRILL also, from the Commiitee on Invalid Pensions, re- 
ported back with amendment the bill (H. R. 9252) granting a pen- 
sion to Mrs. Catherine Baberick, of Watertown; which was referred 
to the Committee of the Whole House on the Private Calendar, and, 
with the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 

JAMES M’DONALD. 

Mr. MORRILL also, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, re- 
ported back favorably the bill (S. 2938) granting a pension to James 
McDonald; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House 
on the Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered 
to be printed. : 

RACHEL DIXON. 

Mr. MORRILL also, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, re- 

orted back favorably an act (S. 3059) granting a pension to Rachel 

ixon, mother of James Dixon, deceased; which was referred to the 
Committee of the Whole House on the Private Calendar, and, with the 
accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 
RUTH AMES. 
Mr. MORRILL also, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, re- 


ported back favorably the bill (S. 3137) granting a pension to Ruth 
Ames; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House on 
the Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered tu 
be printed. 

ANDREW J. FOUST. 

Mr. MORRILL also, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, re- 
ported back favorably the bill (S. 2683) granting a pension to Andrew J. 
Foust; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole on the Private 
Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 

EASTER A. JACKSON. 

Mr. MORRILL also, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, re- 
ported back favorably the bill (S. 3241) granting a pension to Easter A. 
Jackson; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole on the 
oN Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be 
printed. 

GEORGE L. SANDERS. 

Mr. MORRILL also, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, re- 
ported back favorably the bill (S. 2590) granting a pension to George 
L. Sanders; which was referred to the Committce of the Whole House 
on the Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered 
to be printed. X 

WILLIAM S. BRADSHAW. 

Mr. MORRILL also, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, re- 
ported back favorably the bill (S. 3208) granting a pension to William 
S. Bradshaw; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House 
on the Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered 
to be printed. 

SAMUEL FERGUSON BEACH. 

Mr. STONE, of Kentucky, from the Committee on War Claims, re- 
ported a bill (H. R. 11366) for the relief of Samuel Ferguson Beach, 
executor of Anthony R. Fraser, deceased; which was referred to the 
Committee of the Whole House on the Private Calendar, and, with the 
accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 

W. J. TAPP & CO. 

Mr. SHAW, from the Committee on Claims, reported back favorably 
the bill (H. R. 332) for the relief of W. J. Tapp & Co.; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee of the Whole House on the Private Calendar, 
and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 

Mr. McCREARY. I now call up the regular order, being the special 
order for this hour, bill No. 11309. 


GEORGETOWN BARGE, DOCK, ELEVATOR, AND RAILWAY COMPANY. 


Mr. HEMPHILL. I desire to submit a privileged report—a report 
of a conference committee. 

The SPEAKER. That is in order. 

Mr. McCREARY. How much time does the gentleman expect this 
will consume? 

Mr. HEMPHILL. Only a very few moments. I submit the report 
in the absence of the gentleman from Maryland [Mr. Compron], who 
is necessarily absent to-day. 

The SPEAKER. The report will be read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


The committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses on 
the bill (S. 2252) to incorporate the Soph ying Barge, Dock, Elevator, and Rail- 
way Company having met, after fall and free conference have to recom- 
mend and do recommend to their respective Houses as follows: 

That the Senate recede from its disagreement to the amendments of the House 


and agree to the same. 

BARNES COMPTON, 
JOHN T. HEARD, 

Managers on the part of the House, 
H. H. RIDDLEBERGER, 
ISHAM G. HARRIS, 
C. B. FARWELL, 

Managers on the part of the Senate, 

The managers on the part of the House submit the following state- 


ment: 
STATEMENT OF CONFEREES ON THE PART OF THE HOUSE. 


The managers on the part of the House on the disagreeing votes of the two 
Houses on the Senate bill 2252 to incorporate the Gesrgetown Boren: Dock, Ele- 
vator, and Railway Company respectfully submit the following statement : 

The Senate r ed from its disagreement to the amendments of the House, 
and thus the bill is left exactly as it passed the House. 

The report was adopted. 

Mr. HEMPHILL moved to reconsider the vote by which the confer- 
ence report was adopted; and also moved that the motion to reconsider 
be laid on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


THE FISHERIES. 


Mr. McCREARY. I call up the special order for this hour, House 
bill 11309, and the gentleman from Massachusetts [Mr. ROCKWELL] is 
entitled to the floor. 

Mr. ROCKWELL. Mr. Speaker, having yielded the greater part of 
the time to which as a member of the committee I was entitled to 
my colleagues from Massachusetts, Mr. Davis and Mr. COGSWELL, 
who represent large fishing constituencies, I can hardly add anything 
to their pointed, bright, and graceful speeches. 

Behind every business interest land plants her treasury, her social 
influence, and her guns. Herskilled diplomacy overreaches American 
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simplicity on every occasion. Thelately attempted treaty and this war 
on paper will pass into history as but further illustrations of how Ameri- 
cans can be outwitted and how politicians often place reliance on the 
supposed gullibility of the American people. 

The treaty gave away existing rights and gained nothing of perma- 
nent value. While I fully recognize that wine and social influence are 
large factors in modern diplomacy,I can not yet lose faith in that true 
American spirit that, unawed by power, resisting flattery on the one 
hand and unmindful of threats on the other, pursues a straightforward, 
manly course, standing firmly by American rights. 

When the Englishman gives a dinner, the American 
woman worships at the shrine and the American man straightway 
loses his head. Weare then called ‘‘American cousins,” and are told 
that ‘* blood is thicker than water.’ While the wine of social prestige 
is poured in full glasses, there is an English eye kept strictly on busi- 
ness. Our great-grandmothers at Boston did not drink English tea 
after that fashion. 

American business opportunities are better for us than the advance- 
ment of English business interests. i 

While we grant by this bill additional power as requested by the 
President, we must rely greatly on his discretion. He must protect 
our fishermen from the grievous wrongs and indignities heaped upon 
them and the flag by Canada.” During these negotiations the unfort- 
unate idea has gained currency that ‘‘we must not to war on 
account of a few fish.” While we should by all honorable means 
avoid war, yet as a nation, holding in our hands the hopes of a 
world seeking the highest freedom, aside from the preservation of our 
business interests, we owe something to mankind to see to it that the 

t Republic always stands firmly for the recognition of its rights. 
The experiment of free government must not fail from the want of 
pluck. : 

Our fishing interests are sometimes underestimated. Aside from 
the profits arising from the industry itself, the business creates a hardy 
class of men, trained and skilled seamen, accustomed to the dangers 
and familiar with our northeast coast. England understands the value 
of such a class of men. She wishes Canada to have a monopoly of the 
fishing trade. She looks ahead. She knows the value of skilled men 
upon the sea. Our little fishing fleet upon the coast furnishes the nu- 
cleus for the greater fleets when for us the trying hour shall come, as 
come it surely will. 

Not alone, then, with an eye to business, but from other considera- 
tions, we must protect and guard our fishing interests. 

Mr. MORROW. I surrender fifteen minutes of my time to the 
gentleman from New York [Mr. NUTTING]. 

Mr. NUTTING. Mr. Speaker, in the consideration of the questions 
now before the House, we have need of all the calm and deliberate 
judgment at ourcommand. It should be, and I doubt not is, the de- 
sire of all that we do nothing which is harmful and that we do, and 
authorize to be done, everything needful to the welfare and dignity of 
our great country. 

Here it is expected that all questions worthy of serious considera- 
tion will be treated in a way to comport with the dignity and exalted 
standing of the nation we represent. 

Whenever we approach legislation which is to affect our people by 
themselves, the responsibility is indeed great, and we all realize that 
this responsibility is increased when we formulate or attempt to for- 
mulate a rule of action and conduct between our Government and any 
other nation. : 

It has been a long time since Congress discussed questions so full of 
the look of possible war with a foreign nation as the questions pre- 
sented by this message. 

War at any time and under all circumstances is a serions business, 
and war with England at this time, with our defenseless condition on 
the coasts and on the seas, would at least place us, to start with, ina 
position we do not desire if it can be avoided with honor. 

The requests in this most curious state paper and the reasons given 
for them, when coupled with the times and circumstances now sur- 
rounding the American people, will at least insure this document a 
place among the curosities of history. If dramatic effect was the ob- 
ject of the President in giving to the country and to the world this 
message, no disappointment will follow. If the object of the President, 
when viewed from the plane in national affairs above the fog and fuz 
of politics and partisanship, was to obtain necessary power to right the 
wrongs referred to, then this message was not only statesmanlike, but 
patriotic. 

If the President, however, has fora long time had and now has ample 
power to redress these wrongs, and has known of the wrongs and abuses 
referred to and failed to apply the ample remedy in his hands, and has 
waited the present juncture of political affairs to call for legislation he 
did not need, then, indeed, has the United States been humiliated be- 
fore an own ee and n the aspa of the earth by this action. 

I for one will not oppose the passage of any act which is necessary 
in order that the President have full power 4 right all wrongs perpe- 
trated upon us as a nation or against any citizen or his property en- 
titled to be protected by our Government. 

I mean this in the broadest sense. Even though the President now 


has all the power asked for in his message, for one I will vote to dupli- 
cate it. The continuance of financial evils in the face of power to cor- 
rect them, vested in the President, has before during this Congress been 
excused and condoned by legislative action. I now refer to the resolu- 
tion passed to construe the law authorizing the President to purchase 
the obligations of the Government with the surplus in the Treasury, 

I very well know that all the wrongs, slights, and humiliations re- 
ferred to in the message have been put upon our Government and upon 
our people, and I know as well that other wrongs not mentioned have 
been heaped upon us by the Canadian provinces, under the advice and 
assistance of the British Government. I believe I know, too, that the 
Chief Executive for a long time has had cognizance of all these wrongs 
and that he and his administration have time and time again been 
called upon to redress them, and that they have always neglected and 
aes and now neglect and refuse to use the ample power existing to 
that end. 

Has the President and his administration had for more than a year 
and a half power to redress and retaliate for these wrongs? If this 
power has existed and now exists, then, indeed, the country and world 
is called upon to believe that power is asked for already existing in 
order to cover neglect of the rights of the nation and people, and this, 
too, in order to retrieve ground lost by a policy which placed the Pres- 
ident and his party in a position to be honestly charged with being 
more English than American in their financial views. 

A long line of action on the part of this Administration has satisfied 
the country that a new policy was being initiated in regard to our 
financial matters,and that this policy was in the interest of British la- 
bor and British capital. I now refer to the free-trade doctrines lately 
and now promulgated and agitated by the President and the majority 
in this House. 

It was faulty judgment which caused the President and his party to 
think that this righteous judgment and prejudice held by the people 
could be done away with by this message of eight y 
when that message is promulgated in the face of a Presidential election 
in which the responsible author of it has an absorbing personal interest. 

It was faulty judgment, indeed, that caused the President and his 
party to think that even the humblest and poorest American citizen 
would not fathom the flimsy pretexts which are put forward to excuse 
the most wonderful and sudden conversion to the long ago and oft re- 
iterated policy of the Republican party with regard to our dealings . 
with the British provinces on the north. 

Now let us examine closely for a little time the President’s message 
and see what we find in it. On thé first page of the message the Presi- 
dent says upon the subject of the fisheries: 


Our citizens engaged in fishing enterprises in waters adjacent to Canada have 
been subjected to numerous vexatious interferences and annoyances, their ves- 
sels have been seized upon pretexts which appeared to be entirely inadmissible, 
and they have been otherwise treated by the Canadian authorities and officials 
in a manner inexcusably harsh and oppressive. 


On page 2 of the message he says upon this subject: 

In the year 1886 notice was received by the representatives of our Govern- 
ment that our fishermen would no longer be allowed to ship their fish in bond 
and free of duty through Canadian territory to this country; and ever sinco 
that time such shipment has been denied. 


These two abstracts contain all the complaint made by the President 
in regard to the abuse of our fishery rights. . 

The President has not dared to ask for legislation to empower him 
to retaliate because of these wrongs, except in regard to the transit 
trade perhaps, for the act of Congress of March 3, 1887, which now has 
been in force for more than a year anda half gives the President ample 
power to retaliate for the abuse of our fishery rights. Indeed, it was 
passed for that very purpose. Here is the law: 


An act to authorize the President of the United States to protect and defend 
the rights of American fishing vessels, American fishermen, American trading 
and other vessels in certain cases, and for other purposes. 

Be it enacted, eic., That whenever the President of the United States shall be 
satisfied that American fishing vessels or American fishermen, visiting or being 
in the waters or at any ports or places of the British dominions cf North Amer- 
ica,are or then lately have been denied or abridged in the enjoyment of any 
rights secured to them by treaty or law, or are or then lately have 
unjustly vexed or harassed in the enjoyment of such rights,or subjected to 
unreasonable restrictions, regulations, or uirements in of such 
rights, or otherwise unjustly vexed or b; in said waters, ports, or places; 
or whenever the President of the United States shall be satisfied that any 
such fishing vessel or fishermen having a permit under the laws of the United 
States to touch and trade at any port or ports, place or places in the British 
dominions of North America, or then lately have been denied the privilege 
of entering such port or ports, place or places in the same manner and under 
the same regulations as may exist therein applicable to trading vessels of the 
most favored nation, or shall be unjustly vexed or harassed therein, or shall 
be perraniad from purchasing such supplies as may there be lawfully sold to 
trading vessels of the most fayored nation; or whenever the President of the 
United States shall be satisfied that any other vessels of the United States, théir 
masters or crews, so arriving at or being in such British waters or ports or 
places of the British dominions of North America, are or then lately have been 
denied any privilege therein accorded to the vessels, their masters or crews, of 
the most favored nation, or unjustly vexed or harassed in respeet of thesame, 
or unjustly vexed or harassed therein by the authorities thereof, then, and in 
either or all such cases, it shall be lawful, and it shall be the duty of the Presi- 
dent of the United States, in his discretion, by proclamation to that effect, to 
deny vessels, their masters and crews, of the British dominions of North Amer- 
ica any entrance into the waters, ports, or places of or within the United States 
(with such exceptions in to vessels in distress, stress of weather, or need- 
ing supplies. as to the President shall seem proper), whether such vesselsshall 
have come directly from said dominions on such ed voyage or by way 
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of some port or place in such destined yoyage: ber pisin A Y aot eee. y deny 
of fresh or or any 
from said dominions 


this 
a aa 4 all x Is and goods ing being within th 
an vessels an so com: or e waters, ports, or 
K mation shall be forfeited to 


paces of the United States contrary to such p 


whose importation or coming to or being in the waters oe porte of the United 
States contrary to law may now be enforced and proceeded upon. Every per- 
son who shall violate any of the provisions of this act, or such on of 
the President made in pursuance thereof, shall be deemed y of a misde- 
meanor and, on conviction thereof, shall be punished by a fine not exceedin 
$1,000, or by imprisonment for a term not exceeding two years, or by both said 
punishments, in the discretion of the court. 
Approved March 3, 1887, 

This law plainly and without circumlocution gave him the warrant 
to exercise almost unlimited power in retaliation for the violation by 
Canadians of our fishing rights. 

These fishery rights of the United States had been violated over and 
over prior to March 3, 1887, and this law was by Congress passed 
that President might act to redress those wrongs. Our fishery 
rights have been violated over and over again since the passage of this 
act, a year and a half ago, and yet not a thing has been done by the 
President or this Administration, even, until to-day. 

Senators and Representatives have over and over again called the 
attention of the country and the President to specific wrongs against 
our rights in this regard. The press of the country from Maine to 
California has teemed with articles showing these wrongs and demand- 
ing that some action be taken. Nothing hasbeen done, no move made; 
not theslightest effort toward putting this law in force has been made 
even to this time. 

The President in his message does not make the attempt to excuse 
himself for not using the power given him by this law to stop infringe- 
ments and outrages on the rights of our fishermen and vessels. When 
no attempt is made at excuse for this neglect, the President for once is 
consistent with the facts, for there is no ible excuse. 

What could the President have done to retaliate? Why, lockat the 
act of March 3, 1887, and see. He could by proclamation havedenied 
aly their masters and crews,’’ belonging to the British domin- 
ions of North America, ‘any entrance into the waters, ports, or places 
of or within the United States.” Has he done it? No, confessedly 
not; nor has he made the first simple move to that end. 

What would the effect have been if the President had carried out this 
law of March 3, 1887, in an attempt to stop outrages upon our vessels 
and sailors engaged in fishing? Whyit would have shut every Ameri- 
can port to every vessel of the Dominion of Canada. It would have 
closed the St. Clair Flats Canal to the ships of our unfair neighbors; 
it would have shut the ponderous gates of the Sault Ste. Marie Canal 
against all vessels attempting to go through except our own, and it 
would have closed the waters of Lake Michigan to all the Lake trade 
on the part of Canada. By the time all this had been done the Cana- 
dian authorities would have commenced to devise ways and means to 
avoid such retaliation, and the “ways and means” would have been 
the ufter abandonment of all outrages and wrongs upon our fishermen 
and theircalling. The Canadian Government would long since have 
cried enough, and our fishery trouble would have been a thing of the 
pas 


k 

In his message, page 7, the President says: 

I desire also to call the attention of the Congress to another subject involving 
such wed . j ai unfair treatment to our citizens as in my opinion requifes 
P hena tion of the Great Lakes and the immense business and carrying 
Hera p ng out of the same have been treated broadly and liberally by the 
United States Government and made free to all mankind, while Canadian rail- 
roads and navi; 
terms as favorab. 

The canals and other public works, built and maintained by the Government 
along the line of the lakes, are made free toall. 

In contrast to this condition and evincinga narrow and ungenerous commer- 
cial spirit, every lock and canal which isa public work of the Dominion of Can- 
ada is subject to tolls and charges. t 

Here the President states pregnant facts. Facts when analyzed show 
a virtual abandonment on the part of Canada of attempt to comply 
with treaty obligations. What does this charge of the President refer 
to? What doesit mean? What in plain language are the facts about 
this business? 

Let us see a little, so the people may understand all about it and see 
the really grave wrongs which the Canadian Government, backed by 
England, has for years placed in the way of our commerce, enjoying the 
sip wee and privileges the United States long ago bought and paid for. 

‘rom Ogdensburgh, on the St. Lawrence River, the United States has 
its own water way to Duluth, the western end of Lake Superior, with 
the exception of from Lake Ontario into Lake Erie. Between 
Lake Ontario and Lake Erie forty years ago the Canadian Government 
built the Welland Canal, which has cost already $50,000,000. 

The United States never has had any way to pass its ships between 
these two lakes except as it asked the leave and had the license of 
Canada and England, and for forty years now we have humiliated 
ourselyes and hampered and endangered our commerce by failing to 


tion com ies share in our country’s transportation upon 
as are accorded. to our own citizens. = 


build an American water way from Lake Erie to Lake Ontario on the 
American side, 

It is just at this point and place and this is the only point and place 
that the Canadian Government now discriminates against our com- 
merce so as to warrant the language quoted from the President’s mes- 


sage. 

In the place of building our own canal, as long ago we ought to have 
done, and as now at this late day we ought to do and will do, we at- 
tempi to make a treaty with Canada and England so we might use the 
Welland Canal on the same terms as the same was used by the British 
provinces themselves. In the treaty of 1871 between Canada, England, 
and America the following articles will be found: 

ARTICLE XXVII. 


The Government of Her Britannie Majesty engages to urge upon the Govern- 
ment of the Dominion of Canada to secure to the citizens of the United States 
the use of the Welland, St. Lawrence, and other canals in the Dominion on 
terms of equality with the inhabitants of the Dominion; and the Government 
of the United States engages that the subjects of Her Britannic Majesty shall 
enjoy the use of the St. Clair Flats Canal on terms of equality with the Tahab- 
itants of the United States, and further engages to urge upon the State govern- 
ments to secure the subjects of Her Britannic Majesty the use of the several 
State canals connected with the navigation of the Jakes or rivers traversed by 
or contiguous to the boundary line between the possessions of the high con- 
tracting parties, on terms of equality with the inhabitants of the United States. 


The navigation of Lake Michigan shall also, for the term of years mentioned 
in Article XX XIII of this treaty, be free and open for the purposes of commerce 
to the subjects of Her Britannic Majesty, subject to any laws and ions of 
pue Lini States bordering thereon not inconsistent with such privilege of free 
navigation. 


It would be supposed that under these articles there could be no 
doubt but that our ships and cargoes would have the same rights and 
privileges of passage through the Welland Canal as the ships and car- 
goes of Canada and England; but it has not been so. Canada, under 
these clauses, has all the time in the past used, free of charge, St. Clair 
Flats Canal, so Ste. Marie Canal, Lake Michigan, and even all the ca- 
nals in the State of New York. 

But when our ships from the West, loaded with cargoes to be dis- 
charged in American ports, passed through this canal, the Canadian Gov- 
ernment charged and has received 20 cents tolls upon each ton. When 
our ships and cargoes, bound from one American port east of this canal 
to an American port west of the same passed through it, each ton of 
the cargo paid 20 cents into the Canadian treasury. 

On the other hand, Canadian and English shipping and cargoes pass- 
ing this canal from any port west with cargo for Montreal or export or 
passing the canal going west paid no toll. Here was a plain discrimi- 
nation against our commerce of 20 cents on each ton. For instance, a 
vessel loaded with 1,000 tons of wheat or corn, or, in fact, any freight 
bound from Chicago to Oswego, N. Y., Charlotte, Ogdensburgh, Big 
Sodus, or Little Sodus, all American ports, would for tolls through the 
Welland Canal be obliged to pay $200. 

The same cargo in a British or Canadian vessel bound from any port 
west of the Welland Canal to Montreal, Quebec, or any port east of 
there would pay no tollsfor passage through the Welland Canal. This 
has been the course of management for years, and is the course of man- 
agement to-day. 

Here is discrimination, here is forced contribution, here is tribute to 
the dishonest greed of England with a vengeance. Two hundred dol- 
lars difference in the cost of passing these vessels through a canal which 
by Article XX VII of the treaty of 1871 was to be used by Americans 
upon the same terms with Canada and England. 

What does this amount to? What has it amounted to in the past? 
And what will it amount to if not remedied ? 

I will give you the amount of the cereals alone passing through this 
canal bound from American port to American port which has paid this 
discriminating toll during the past sixteen years. 

Table showing the tonnage of the undermentioned articles passed through 
the Welland Canal in transit between ports in the United States during 

a series of sixteen years ended December 31, 1886. 


VEGETABLE FOOD. 


Fiscal year.| Flour. | Wheat.) Corn, |Barley. Total, 


Tons. Tons. 
1,006 337,530 
608 234, 337 
243, 366 
enaseecnenee 5,368 874, 226 
1,920 177, 908 
403 | 152, 405 
Sit | 12st 
u sne 
8579| 152,490 
& 170| 114,422 
118, 203 
sessssssssse| 7,591 | 53,258 | 94,048 |............! 13,201 172, 888 
Total... 2, 643, 621 


1888. 


Here then, is 2,643,621 tons of produce going from American port to 
American through the Welland during the past sixteen years, 
and each ton paying a freight of 20 cents, or a total sum of $528,724.60, 
and the same amount of Canadian freight or British freight has paid 
nothing. 

Here in sixteen years we have paid, upon food products alone, $528,- 
724.60 more than by Article of the treaty of 1871 we ought to 
have paid. The amount of this discrimination is equivalent on an $v- 
erage of over a half-cent per bushel on wheat, corn, and other cereals. 

It has been said, and truly said, that often one-half cent on a bushel 
of wheat or corn determines whether it can be exported at profit or not. 
So you see that d and Canada have all these years, and now have, 
under this discriminating toll, the absolute control of all this trade. 
They have had, and now have, the absolute control of the commerce of 
Lake Ontario with its 7,500 square miles of navigable waters. This 
control is absolute, and would apply in case of war as well as in peace. 

We have no passage, by canal or otherwise, from Lake Ontario and 
the St. Lawrence into Lake Erie, so that we must make such bargain 
as we can with Canada and England, our commercial and financial 
rivals, for right of passage between these waters. Hii 

Is this giving the same privil to the inhabitants of the United 
States in the navigation of the Welland Canal that is accorded to the 
inhabitants of Canada or the most favored nation? Confessedly not, 
and so this message says. y 

The however, gives us no news on that subject. This has 
been just as it is now during the continuance of this Administration. 
Why has the President failed to remedy the evil? Why has he not re- 
taliated to bring abont fair dealing and honest work by the Canadian 
Government under this treaty ? 

The President intimates he wants more power. He wants Congres- 
sional warrant by legislation in order to stop the evil. He intimates 
and wants the country to believe that the bill now before the House 
must be before he can stop this discrimination in the canals. 
Is it true that he does need more power to retaliate for this wrong? 
Not at all. He has had ample power ever since he was President to 
stop it, and without asking of Congress any assistance, There are two 
grounds upon which I base this assertion: 

First. It will be noticed that Article XX VII of the treaty of 1871, 
which provides that we may use the British canals on the same terms as 
themselves, also provides for the use of our canals by that people on 
the same terms as we use them. I will quote Article XXVII that this 
may be seen: 


ARTICLE XXVII 


The Government of Her Britannic Majesty engages to urge upon the Govern- 
ment of the Dominion of Canada to secure to the citizens of the United States 
the use of the Welland, St. Lawrence, and other canals in the Dominion on 
terms of equality with the inhabitants of the Dominion; and the Government 
of the United States that the subjects of Her Britannic Majesty shall 
enjoy the use of the St. Clair Flats Canal on terms of equality with the inhab- 
itants of the United States, and further engages to urge upon the State govern- 
ments to secure to the subjects of Her Britannic Majesty the use of the several 
State canals connected with the navigation of the lakes or rivers traversed by or 
contiguous to the boundary line between the ons of the high contract- 
ing parties, on terms of equality with the inhabitants of the United States. 


This article constitutes a contract between Great Britain and Can- 
ada on one side and ourselves on the other. This contract having 
been broken over and over again, and for a long series of years openly 
violated by Great Britain and Canada, it has been for years of no bind- 

force on us. 

e could have closed our waters and our canals and our ports to 
Canada at once upon her breaking the contract which bound us to give 
her the rights referred to. The President, however, wanted more 
power. He was and is a lawyer, and knew that a broken contract 
could not be enforced by the party violating it, and yet he wanted 
more power, and Congress more than a year and a half ago gave him 
more power, ample power, by the passage of the act of March 3, 1887. 

Many jump at the conclusion that this act simply related to the fish- 
eries; simply gave the President power to retaliate for wrongs com- 
mitted upon our fishing rights. Notso, however. It did give ample 
power to the President to retaliate for wrongs to our fishing interests, 
and it at the same time, however, gave ample power to him to redress 
and stop the wrongs committed upon our commerce by this very dis- 
crimination we are discussing. I will quote the act, so no error may 
be made: 

An act to authorize the President of the United States to protect and defend 


the rights of American fishing vessels, American fishermen, American trad- 

ing and other vessels in certain cases, and for other purposes. 

Be it enacted, etc., That whenever the President of the United States shall be 
satisfied that American fishing vessels or American fishermen, visiting or being 
in the waters or at any ports or places of the British dominions of North Amer- 
ica, are or then lately have been denied or abrid, in the enjoyment of any 

ts secured to them by treaty or law, or are or thenlately have been unjustly 
vexed or harassed in the enjoyment of such rights, or subjected to unreasonable 
restrictions, regulations, or requirements in respect of s rights, or otherwise 
unjustly vexed or harassed in said waters, ports, or places; or whenever the 
President of the United States shall be satisfied that any such fishing vessels or 
fishermen, having a permit under the laws of the United States to touch and 
trade at any port or este, plane of places, in the British dominions of North 
America, are or then lately have been denied the privilege of entering such 
Trie or ports, place or places in the same manner and under the rye sony bax 
iong as may, exist therein applicable to trading vessels of the most fa na- 
tion, or shall be unjustly vexed or harassed in respect thereof, or otherwise be 
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unjustly vexed or harassed therein, or shall be prevented from purchasing such 
supplies as may there be lawfully sold to trading v of the most favored 
nation; or whenever the President of the United States shall be satisfled that 
any other vessels of the United States, their masters or crews, so arriving at or 
being in such British waters or ports or places of the British dominions of North 
America, are or then lately have been denied any of the privileges therein ac- 
corded to the vessels, their masters or crews, of the most favored nation, or 
unjustly vexed or harassed in res of thesame, orunjustly vexed or harassed 
therein by the authorities thereof, then, and in either or all of such cases, itshall 
be lawful, and it shall be the duty of the Presidentof the United States, in his dis- 
cretion, by proclamation to that effect, to deny vessels, their masters and crews, 
of the British dominions of North America, any entrance into the waters, ports, 
or places of, or within the United States (with such exceptionsin regard to vessels 
in distress, stress of weather, or needing supplies as to the President shall seem 
proper), whether such vessels shall have come directly from said dominions on 
such destined voyage or by way of some port or place in such destined voyage 
elsewhere; and also to deny entry into any port or place of-the United States 
of fresh fish or salt fish or any other product of said dominions, or other goods 
coming from said dominions to the United States. The President may, in his 
a ion, apply such proclamation to any part or to all of the foregoing-numed 
subjects, and may revoke, qualify, limit, and renew such proclamation from 
time to time as he may deem necessary to the full and just execution of the 
purposes of this act. Every violation of any such poeno or any part 
thereof, is hereby declared illegal, and all vessels and goods so comingor being 
within the waters, ports, or places of the United States contrary to such procla- 
mation shall be forfeited to the United States; and such forfeiture shall be en- 
forced and proceeded upon in the same manner and with the same effect as in 
the ease of vessels or whose importation or coming to or being in the 
waters or ports of the United States contrary to law may now be enforced and 

roceeded upon, Every person who shall violate any of the provisions of this 
act, or such proclamation of the President made in pursuance hereof, shall be 
deemed guilty of a misdemeanor, and, on conviction thereof, shall be punished 
by a fine not exceeding $1,000, or by imprisonment for a term not exceeding two 
years, or by both said punishments, in the discretion of the court. 

Approved March 3, 1887. 

Now let us look at this act and see what power it was meant to give, 
and what power it did give the President. t us see for what wrongs 
under this act he could retaliate. Look at the title of the act and see 
what Congress intended tocover. It says: 

An act to authorize the President of the United States to protect and defend 
the rights of American fishing vessels, American fishermen, American trading 
and other vessels in certain cases, and for other purposes. 

Here it will be seen at a glance that the rights of other than fishing 
vessels, to wit, ‘‘ American trading and other vessels,” were to be pro- 
tected. These were to be protected in certain cases. Whatcases? Is 
the case of discrimination in tolls on the Welland one? Yes, it is 
one, and I will show why and how it is, 

The part of the body of the act of March 3, 1887, which applies to 
this wrong and discrimination in tolls is as follows, and is perfectly 
plain: 

Or whenever the President of the United States shall be satisfied that any 
other vessels of the United States, their masters or crews, so arriving at or bein 
in such British waters or poris or places of the British dominions of North 
America, are or then lately have been denied ony. of the privileges therein ac- 
corded to the vessels, their masters or crews, of the most favored nation, or 
unjustly vexed or harassed in of the same, or unjustly vexed or harassed 
therein by the authorities thereof, then, and in either or all of such cases, it 
shall be lawful, and it shall be the duty of the President of the United States, 
in his discretion, by proclamation to eff to deny vessels, their masters 
and crews, of the British dominions of North erica, any entrance into the 
waters, ports, or places of, or within the United States (with such exceptions 
in regard to vessels in distress, stress of weather, or needing supplies as to 
the President shall seem proper), whether such vessels shall have come di- 
rectly from said dominions on such destined voyage or by way of some port or 
place in such destined voyage elsewhere. 


Is not charging one of our vessels and its cargo 20 cents a ton for 
passage through the canal, and charging nothing to Canadian vessels 
or British vessels and their cargoes for doing thesame thing, where by 
Article XX VII, treaty of 1871, both have an equal right to pass and 
on the same terms, ‘‘ denying privileges therein accorded to the vessels, 
their masters orcrews, of the most favored nations?” Isit notunjustly 
vexing and harassing our vessels, their masters and crews, to stop at 
the entrance of this Welland Canal and demand 20 cents per ton tolls 
before they are allowed to pass, and in the same hour allow a Canadian 
vessel or a British vessel to pass free ? 

Thompson Kingsford & Son, starch-makers in Oswego, N. Y., shipped 
from Western American ports by Welland Canal to Oswego, to be used 
in making starch, 6,800 tons of corn. This was less than half the 
amount used by thatestablishment. Here was 242,857 bushels of corn 
which cost this establishment $1,360 more to get it from the West than 
would have been c if Mr. Kingsford’s works had been at Mon- 
treal, in Canada. Here is $1,360 discriminating tolls paid by one man- 
ufacturing establishment in one year. 

Oh, yes; it is too plain to argue; it is too plain to take up time with. 
Here under this law the President of the United States for more than a 
year and a half has had power to retaliate for these discriminations in 
tolls on the Weiland Canal. What could he have done? Why, inthe 
words of the bill: 

Then, and in either or all of such cases, it shall be lawful, and it shall be the 
duty of the President of the United States, in his discretion, by proclamation to 
that effect, to deny vessels, their masters and crews, of the Brit dominions of 


North America, any entrance into the waters, ports, or places of, or within the 
United States (with such exceptions in regard to v in distress, stress of 


weather, or needing supplies as to the President shall seem proper), whether 
such vessels shall haye come directly from said dominions on s destined 
voyage or by way of some port or place in such destined voyage elsewhere; and 
also to deny entry into any port or place of the United States of fresh fish or salt 
fish or any other product of said dominions, or other goods coming from said 
dominions to the United States. The President may, in his discretion, apply 
such proclamation to any part or to all of the foregoing-named subjects, and 
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ports, or places to such 
forfeited to the United States; and such forfeiture shall be enforced and pro- 
ceeded upon in the same manner and with the same effect as in the case of ves- 


sels or whose importation or coming to or being in the waters or ports of 
the United States contrary to law may now be enforced and proceeded upon. 
Every person who shall violate any of the provisions of act, or such 


proclamation of the President made in pursuance hereof, shall be deemed 
guilty of a misdemeanor, and, on conviction thereof, shall be punished by a fine 
not exceeding $1,000, or by imprisonment for a term not exceeding two years, 
or by both said punishments, in the discretion of the court. 

He could, you see, shut our canals; he could have shut our ports, and 
even shut Lake Michigan to all Canadian and British vessels. Did the 
President do it? No; but he comes to Congress now and wants it to 
pass a law allowing the American authorities to charge Canadian and 
British vessels and cargoes the same tolls they charge ourvessels. War, 
retaliation, and revenge this would be indeed ! 

He talks of retaliation by imposing tolls when he has the power by 
law to shut every canal and every water and every port to Canadian 
vessels and British vessels. 

I have sometimes thought that this discrimination on our commerce 
by the British Government in the Welland Canal was a judgment on 
America for its neglect of its own interests. 

Here is a barrier of 8 miles of rock and soil on the American side, 
and there were 30 miles of rock and soil on the British side, which pre- 
vented ships passing between these lakes. A mention of Niagara Falls 
will explain the physical condition without farther words. 

The British Government, more than forty years ago, saw the com- 
mercial advantage and necessity of uninterrupted navigation between 
these waters;and at an expense of $50,000,000 that shrewd and far- 
seeing people built the Welland Canal, and having it, they commanded 
the position perfectly. 

All these pe forty years American commerce has been humiliated 
and by being obliged to pass this British water way and pay 
tribute to British greed. This has been true until our commerce has 
been driven off Lake Ontario and St. Lawrence River. This great lake 
and theSt. Lawrence River, forming the northern boundary of the great 
State of New York for 250 miles, has been by this baby policy of ours, 
abandoned to Canada and England. 

We could have had, and ought to have had, and now will havea canal 
ofourown. A canal 8 miles long, costing $10,000,000, will put it be- 
yond the power of Canada or England to stop our American vessels or 
make them pay tribute for passage from Ogdensburgh, on the St. Law- 
rence, to the queen city of the West, Chicago, or the far-famed metrop- 
olis of the Northwest, Duluth. 

The American people, for the protection of commerce in peace and 
for the better protection of our country in war, demand that petty 
local interests and mistaken national economy be laid aside and that 
we have an unbroken, untrammeled American water way, so that we 
can without treaty, without obligation, and without humiliation utilize 
the St. Lawrence River and all the lakes and connecting waters on 
our northern frontier. 

The British Government and Canada can traverse the whole distance 
from the Atlantic on the east to Duluth on the west in their own waters 
with one exception, and that is the entrance into Lake Superior from 
Huron, and the sound of activity comes to us from the Northwest as 
England, even now, commences to carve a canal of her own so this diffi- 
culty will be overcome. 

Let us at the same time burst through the barrier at the Falls of Ni- 
agara, so that when Canada can pass into Lake Superior without using 
our-canal at that point that we shall be able to pass from Lake Erie 
into Ontario without using the WellandCanal. Good management for 
times of peace demands it; and the possible troublesome times of war 
demand it; and pride and patriotism demand it. 

England has now one hundred and eleven iron-built vessels so con- 
structed that they may be sent from Liverpool, England, to Duluth or 
Chicago. ‘These vessels in time of peace’are messengers of prosperity, 
and their cargoes only conduce to make the people happy and prosper- 
ons. It is easy to see, however, how each one of these might convey 
cargoes and crews over the same route bent upon war, and destruction, 
and waste. » 

Each of these vessels might easily carry cannon of the longest range. 
Eight States and their twenty millions of people are situated upon the 
shores of the Great Lakes, and it is time and high time that proper 
steps were taken to guard this easily reached and utterly defenseless 
country. 

But the President calls loudly for one other power or authority to 
do one other thing, and that is to stop the bonded transit rta- 
tion now in vogue. He says that the United States was notified in 
1886 that our fishermen would no longer be allowed to ship their fish 
home over the railroads of the Dominion of Canada, and for this he 
wants power to retaliate in kind; that is, he desires to stop the ship- 
ment of Canadian and English property in bond as it is now being car- 
ried on by rail and by water. 

The first act of Congress which was passed and which is now in force, 
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permitting the British provinces to ship property in bond without pay- 
ing duty, was passed in 1866, and is as follows: 

Sec. 3005. All merchandise arriving at the ports of New York, Boston, P. 
land in Maine, or any other port specially designated by the Secretary of the 
Treasury, and destined for p in the adjacent British provinces, or arriving 
at the port of Point Isabel in Texas, or any other port specially designated by 
the Secretary of the Treasury, and destined for places ir: the Republic of Mexico, 
may be entered at the custom-house, and conveyed, in transit, through the ter- 
migory of the United States, without the payment of duties, under such regula- 
tions as the Secretary of the Treasury may prescribe, 

Sec. 3006. Imported merchandise in bond, or duty paid, and products or man- 
ufactures of the United States may, with the consent of the proper authorities 
of the British provinces or Republic of Mexico, betrasisported | from one port in 
the United States to another port therein, over the territory of such provinces 
or Republic, by such routes and under such rules, regulations, and conditions 
as the Secretary of the Treasury may prescribe; and the merchandise so trans- 
pa shall, upon arrival in the United Statesfrom such provinces or Republic, 

treated in regard to the liability to or exemption from duty or tax, as if the 
transportation had taken place entirely within the limits of the United States. 


_ This act, it will be noticed, only authorizes the shipment in bond 
through our territory by the British provinces property arriving at 
Portland, Me., Boston, Mass., and New York City bound for these prov- 
inces. Under these statutes no property could or can be shipped in bond 
to the British provinces, coming by way of any other than these three 
ports named, unless by the consent of the Secretary of the Treas- 


ury. 
This, however, is not all the authority for the transit in bond trade 
by the Dominion of Canada. ‘The President has run across and wrestled 
with Article XXIX of the treaty of 1871, and he convinces himself at 
least that this article is no longer in force. The article referred to reads 
as follows: 
ARTICLE XXIX. 


It is agreed that, for the term of years mentioned in Article XXXIII of this 
treaty, goods, wares, or merchandise arriving at the ports of New York, Boston, 
and Portland, and any other portsin the United States which have been or may, 
from time to time, be specially designated by the President of the United States, 
and destined for Her Britannic Majesty’s possessions in North America, may be 
entered at the proper custom-house and conveyed in transit, without the pay- 
mentof duties, through the territory of the United States, under such rules, regu- 
lations, and conditions for the protection of the reyenue as the Government of 
the United States may from time to time prescribe; and, under like rules, regu- 
lations, and conditions, goods, wares, or merchandise may be conveyed in 
transit, without the payment of duties,from such | pecerongery? through the ter- 
ritory of the United States for export from the said ports of the United States. 

It is further agreed that for the like period goods, wares, or merchandise ar- 
riving at any of the ports of Her tannie Majesty’s possessions in North 
America, and destined for the United States, may be entered at the proper cus- 
tom-house and conveyed in transit, without the payment of duties, through the 
said ions, under such rules, tions, conditions for the protec- 
tion of the revenue as the government of the said possessions may from time to 
time prescribe; and, underlike rules, regulations, and conditions, , Wares, 
or merchandise may be conveyed in transit, without payment duties, from 
the United States through the said possessions to other places in the United 
States, or for export from ports in the said possessions. 


It will be noticed that the statutes of 1866, quoted by me, gave 
power to ship goods in bond through the United States by the British 
provinces only when the same started from Portland, Boston, or New 
York and went to Canada. This treaty article, however, grants the 
right to Canadians to ship across our territory from one point in Can- 
ada to another, and from Canada across our territory to one of our 
ports and thence export the same. 

Then comes the act of Congress, March 1, 1873, to carry into effect 
the treaty of 1871, and here is that law: 


(GENERAL NATURE—NO. 46.] 


An act to carry into effect the provisions of the treaty between the United States 
and Great Britain, signed in the city of Washington the 8th day of May, 1871, 
relating to the fisheries. 


Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Representatives of the United States of 
America in Congress ass. That whenever the President of the United States 
shall receive satisfactory evidence that the Imperial Parliament of Great Brit- 
ain, the Parliament of and the Legislature of Prince Edward Island 
have passed laws on their part to give full effect to the provisions of the treaty 
between the United States and Great Britain, signed at the city of Washington 
on the 8th day of May, 1871, as contained in Articles XVIII to XXV, inclusive, 
and Article XXX of said treaty, he is hereby authorized to issue his proclama- 
tion declaring that he has such evidence, and thereupon, from the date of such 
proclamation, and so long as the said Articles XVIII to XXV, inclusive, and 
Article XXX of said oe shall remain in fi according to the terms and 
conditions of Article II of said treaty, all fish-oil and fish of all kinds 
(except fish of the inland lakes and of the rivers falling into them, and except 
fish preserved in oil), being the produce of the fisheries of the Dominion of 
Canada, or of Prince Edward Island, shall be admitted into the United States 
free of duty. 

Sec, 2. That whenever the colony of Newfoundland shall give its consent to 
ide AIE nfs of the stipulations and provisions of the said Articles XVIII to 

ofsaid treaty, inclusive, to that colony, and the Legislature thereof, and the 
Imperial Parliament shall pass the necessary laws for that purpose, the Ve- 
enumerated articles, being the produce of the fisheries of the colony of New- 
foundland, shall be admitted into the United States free of duty, from and r 
the date of f phecemgaee yp by the President of the United States declaring that 
he has satisfactory evidence that the said colony of Newfoundland has con- 
sented, in a due and proper manner, to have the provisions of the said Articles 
XVIII to XXV, inclusive, of the said mf extended to it, and to allow the 
United States the full benefits of all the stipulations therein contained, and shall 
be so admitted free of duty so long as the said Articles XVIII to XXV, inclu- 
sive, and Article XXX, of said treaty shall remain in force, according to the terms 


and conditions of XXXIII of said treaty. 
Sec. 3. That from the date of the President’s proclamation authorized by the 
first section of this and so long as the cles XVIII to XXV, inclusive, 


and Article XXX of said t shall remain in force, according to the terms 
and conditions of Article of said treaty, all goods, wares, and merchan- 
dise arriving at the ports of New York, Boston, and Portland, and any otheg 
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ports in,the United States which have been, or may from time to time be, ms 
cially designated by the President of the United States ‘and destined for Her 
Britannic Majesty’s possessions in North America, may be entered at the proper 
custom-house and conveyed in transit, without the payment of duties, through 
the territory of the United States, under such rules, regulations, and conditions 
for the protection of the revenue as the Secretary of the Treasury may from 
time to time prescribe; and under like rules, regulations, and conditions, 
goods, wares, or merchandise may be conveyed in transit, without the payment 
of duties, from such possessions, ae the territory of the United States, for 
export from the said ports of the Uni States. 

EC, 4. That from the date of the President’s proclamation, authorized by the 
first section of this act, and so long as Articles XVIII to , inclusive, and 
Article XXX of said treaty, shall remain in force, according to the terms and 


conditions of Article II of said treaty, all subjects of Her Britannie Maj- 
esty may carry in British vessels, without payment of duty, goods,wares, or mer- 
chandise one or place within the territory of the United States, upon 


rt 
the St, Lawrence, the Great Lakes, and the rivers connecting the same, to an 
other port or place within the territory of the United States, as aforesaid: Pro- 
vided, That a portion of such transportation is made through the Dominion of 


Canada by land-carriage and in bond, under such rules and regulations as may 


be agreed upon between the Government of Her Britannic Majesty and the Gov- 
ernment of the United States: And provided further, That the President of the 
United States may, by proclamation, suspend the right of carrying provided for 
by this section, in case the Dominion of Canada should at any time deprive the 
citizens of the United States of the use of the canals of the said Dominion on 
terms of equality with the inhabitants of the Dominion, as provided in Article 
XXVII of said treaty: And provided further, That in case any export or other 
duty continues to be levied after the 16th day of June, 1872, on lumber or tim- 
ber of any kind cut on that portion of the American pap here the State of 
Maine, watered by the river St John and its tributaries, and floated down that 
river to the sea, when the same is shipped to the United States from the provinee 
of New Brunswick, that then, and in that case, the President of the United 
States may, by proclamation, suspend all rights of Rel be Ps ol ie for by this 
section for such period as such export or other duty may be levied, 

Sec. 5. That this act shall not take effect until the 1st day of July, 1873, and 
shall not apply to any article of merchandise therein mentioned which shall be 
held in bond on that day by the customs officers of the United States. 

Approved March 1, 1873. 


Now, let us take up these acts one after another and see what in fact 
and in truth troubles the President; not what he tries to make it ap- 
pear troubles him in his desire to stop the British transit traffic, but 
what really does bother him. 

The act of 1864, allowing the British dominions to ship in bond with- 
out payment of duty from Portland, Boston, and New York, by its 
terms may be suspended by the Secretary of the Treasury. In fact, 
under this law the Secretary did at one time suspend the transit busi- 
ness so farasit related to Mexico. The bonded transit trade with Mex- 
ico or by Mexico is authorized by the same law, and Senator SHERMAN, 
when he was Secretary of the Treasury, stopped the whole business, 
Here is precedent for the present Secretary to do the same thing with 
Canada. Here is precedent for the President to have caused his Secre- 
tary of the Treasury to have stopped this part of the bonded transit 
business long ago. 

Now, let us look at Article XXIX of the treaty of 1871. For two 
reasons the President need not be, nor should he have been, stopped 
from retaliation on the subject of bonded transit trade with Canada by 
this article. In the first place, the President says in his message, and 
proves to his own satisfaction at least, that this Article XXIX was 
done away with in 1885, under the joint resolution of Co . As- 
sume that he is correct in this conclusion, and that Article XXIX was 
swept away in 1885, then it must follow that the act of March 1, 1873, 
£o far as it relates to or carries into effect Article X XIX, went with it, 
and there is no law in force except the act of 1864, which we have seen 
may be abrogated. 

In the second place, this very act of Congress, March 1, 1873, by its 
very terms provides that the President may suspend by proclamation 
the carrying in bond provided by that act and Article XXIX of the 
treaty of 1871 at any time when the Canadian Government fails to 
allow us the use of the Dominion canals on the same terms as her own 
people. 

The President says we have been deprived of the use of these canals, 
and if that be so then he had by this very act the right to stop the 
transit-bonded trade referred to by proclamation. He needed no more 
acts of Congress. 

Third. If the transit trade, or rather the right to ship our fish across 
the Canadian territory, in bond, has been denied, as the President in his 
message said it was, as far back as 1886, then that right being provided. 
and given us by this article of the treaty, the denial breaks the con- 
tract and the President was no longer bound by it and could have, for 
this and all the othgr reasons named, stopped the whole business long 


There is one wrong committed by the Dominion of Canada which 
the President does not refer to and which ought to be known and taken 
into consideration, and that is, that the Canadian authorities for all 
time in the past have refused to allow our vessels shipwrecked in her 
waters to be assisted by American appliances. It would seem that the 
ite of humanity should control them and cause them to change this 
rule. 

But not so, even when Article X XVII of the treaty of 1871 gives the 
same right to our ships as her ships have in her waters and canals; yet she 
persistently refuses to allow our wrecking appliances to assist our ships 
in distress in her waters, and in one instance it is recorded where such 
refusal was had even though the wreck was in the Welland Canal, when 
American wrecking appliances could havein this instance been obtained 
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in a few hours from Buffalo, 20 miles distant, the Canadian authorities 
compelled the wreck to wait until Canadian wrecking appliances came 
from Amherstburg, 300 miles away. In consequence, the cargo and 
vessel were damaged more than $4,000. 

There are many instances of such wrongs to our commerce and ship- 
ping and rights, and all of record in the Treasury Department. We 

ave since 1879 had on our statutes an act of Congress allowing the 
Canadians to come into our waters to care for their vessels and prop- 
erty in distress, but there has been and is to this day no reciprocity in 
this regard on their part. 

For this wrong action and conduct the President ought to have re- 
taliated under the act of March 3, 1887, long ago. Last winter the 
member of Parliament from Kingston introduced a bill in the Domin- 
ion Parliament to give our people the privilege to exercise this humane 
right to distressed vessels and sailors in Canadian waters, and that Par- 
liament by actual vote defeated the bill. 

Yet under ail this notice, the President having under the act ot 
March 3, 1887, the power, has not retaliated, and even in his message 
he does not call attention to this inhuman conduct and this great 
wrong upon our commerce and citizens. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, I think I have shown that all needed power 
was long ago in the hands of the President to stop the wrongs he 
speaks of and to stop those he has not spoken of. It must be left with 
the people of the United States to call the President and his party to 
an account for the continuance of these outrages. The American peo- 
ple long since clothed the President and his party with power to right 
each and every of these wrongs—wrongs which have been so conspicu- 
ous that the most humble citizen has known of them; wrongs the en- 
durance of which has brought us in contempt with other nations be- 
cause of our inactivity thereabout, and the President and the Democratic 
party must not think they will escape now the just condemnation 
which the people will visit upon servants so derelict of duty and so 
wanting in patriotism. 

You may say in answer that you! have been too busy in attempting 
to open the markets of our country to European products and cheap 
labor to give these matters contained in the message and which I have 
mentioned attention. You may say that you have been too busy 
in earnest effort for all these long months trying to make free trade be- 
tween the United States and Canada for the benefit of the cheap labor 
and products of mill, furnace, and farm of that country, as illustrated 
by the resolution offered in the House of Representatives by the hon- 
orable gentleman from Kentucky [Mr. BRECKINRIDGE] on the 6th day 
of June last, which was as follows: 

And provided further, That whenever the Dominion of Canada admits prod- 
uets, wares, and merchandise grown, produced, or manufactured in the United 
States free of duty, then the products, wares, and merchandise grown, produced, 
or manufactured in said Dominion of Canada shall be admitted free of duty, 

You will find, however, that these excuses will not be accepted and 
the President and his party will on the first opportunity be taught by 
the people that a more rigid and careful attention to public business 
and less time spent in political management aredemanded. Theresolu- 
tion I have quoted was presented by a member of this House who is a 
leader of the majority of the Ways and Means Committee that formu- 
lated the Mills bill. He is one of the advisers of the President, no 
doubt. 

This resolution shows that the President and his party, two months 
ago, were willing, and in fact attempted to make the United States a 
great market for the cheap labor and productsof Canada. At that time 
the President and his party wanted the United States to marry Canada 
financially. 

Now the President wants legislation from Congress to cut off all 
even to the slightest intercourse with Canada, and the wrongs he gives 
as reasons for his wants are much older than the desire to wed Canada 
financially. 

I leave the case with the thoughtful mind to render the judgment 
which must follow, that this message is but a desperate political move 
to retrieve political ground lost in pandering to an English financial 
policy which for a century has been, and I hope for another century 
will be, obnoxious to the sense and patriotism of the great masses of 
the American people. 


Trafic through Welland Canal, showing the number, tonnage, and nation- 
ality of vessels, tons of freight, number of passengers, and revenue, from 
1882 to 1886. 


[From Canadian Statistical Abstract and Record for 1896.] 


United States 


vessels. Total. 


Year. 


Canadian ves- 
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Trafic through Welland Canal, ete.—Continued. 


Gross revenue accrued. £ È 2 
i Ba | ëg 
Year. & Hydraulic rents io 3 l 
S Tolls, | 2ndotherreve- |. Other ase ž 
nues from pub- | receipts.| £ E 
. lie works. g A EI 
| ae ie Mab 
$108, 640 $5, 910 $1,802 | $116, —$35, 014 
154, 077 2,775 985 | 157,817 ar 41,482 
176, 165 6, 705 3,477 | 179,910 22, 093 
151, 690 7,489 1,078 — 31,038 
173, 984 4, 071 150 | 150,210 | + 1,338 


The quantity of barley, corn, oats, pease, rye, and wheat passed down the 
Welland Canal from United States ports to United States ports for a period of 
years upon which there was no reduction of tolls is as follows: 


_ 670, 671 


The quantity of these articles passed down the Welland and St. Lawrence 
Canals from ports west of Port Colborne to Montreal for the same period was 
as follows: 


The total quantity of freight passed eastward and westward through the 
Welland Canal from United States ports to United States ports for a period of 
six years, is as follows: 


Year. 


Tons. Tons. 
1886 . 224, 916 239, 562 
1885... 168, 212 216, 297 
1884 .. 163, 998 243, 081 
1883 ... 174, 912 257, 699 
1882.. 110, 286 172,520 
1SBL 0040 96, 266 97, 907 


FIT E een NSE CO IOR 


940,590 | 1,227,066 

The total quantity of freight eastward and westward through the Wel- 

Jand and St. Lawrence C from Lake Erie to Montreal during the same 
period is as follows: x 

Year. | East ward.* | Westward.+ 


* Allowed to 


through St. Lawrence Canals free, per order of council 2ist 
April, eer and a refund of 18 cents per ton of Welland Canal tolls on grain for 
ani 


155 1886. E 
+ Allowed to pass through Welland Canal free, per order in council 21st April, 
1881. = 


The 
Grand nk and 
ported as follows: 


uantity of barley, corn, oats, rye, and wheat arriving at Montreal via 
Canadian Pacific Railways for a period of five years is re- 


Srertrertetrrrritie Mm itrtitiire treet tte tir ery 


The quantity of me 
rence canals to Montreal for 


Mr. SCOTT. That was provided for in Article XXX of the treaty 
of 1871, and had been abrogated. 

Mr. NUTTING. The law of 1873, in section 4, provides that when- 
ever the Canadian Government shall fail or refuse to give us the right 
to use the canals which she has agreed to under Article 3 II then the 
President of the United States may retaliate against her by shutting 
off the transit trade, which was part by water and part by rail. 

Mr. SCOTT. Ido not want to interrupt the gentleman, but I will 
apain that to him in two minutes, The Revised Statutes—— 

. NUTTING. You can reply to that in your own time. I have 
stated how that was and you can not deny it, nor can any other gen- 
tleman. bd 

Mr. SCOTT. I only call your attention to the statutes. 

Mr. LIND. I would like to ask the gentleman a question for in- 
formation. He stated that the Canadian Government was now entitled 
to use the Sault Ste. Marie Canal. If so, I would like io know under 
what statute or treaty? c 

Mr. NUTTING. Under the statate of the State of Michigan. 

[Here the hammer fell. } 

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. DocKERY}. The time ofthe gon- 
tleman has expired. 

Mr. HITT. Will the gentleman from California yield five minutes 
more? 

' Mr. MORROW. Iwill yield five minutes more and reserve the re- 
mainder of my time. 

Mr. NUTTING. In answer to the question of the gentleman from 
Minnesota [ Mr. Lixp] I will state that this right to use the Sault Ste. 
Marie Canal was first given by a statute of the State of Michigan, made 
after this treaty and in obedience to it, giving the use of the Sault Ste. 
Marie Canal to the Canadian Government, as provided by Article XX VII 
of the treaty of 1871. When the United States Government became 
owner of the canal by purchase from the State of Michigan they took 
it with these rights in this shape. 

Mr. LIND. Under what article of the treaty of 1871 was that done? 

Mr. NUTTING, Article XX VII of the treaty of 1871 provides that 
the St. Clair Flats Canal-shall be used by the Canadian Government on 
the same terms that we use it, and that the United States would pro- 
cure the use of State canals on the same terms, if possible; and when 
the Sault Ste. Marie Canal was purchased by the United States Govern- 
ment, then the United States was governed by Articlé XXVII of the 
treaty of 1871. = 

Mr. ROMEIS. I do not rise for the purpose of taking part in the 
debate on the merits of the bill, but I want to call the attention of 
the House to one fact which has not been mentioned in this debate, 
and that is the channel through which the commerce of the Lakes 

is exclusively in Canada. And if thesecond section of this bill 
is carried out and put in full operation jt will, in my judgment and in 
that of many friends who have looked into it, be in the power of Can- 
ada to close up this great channel. It is exclusively in Canada, is so 
claimed by them and allowed by us. That is evidenced by the fact 
that there is an island there between the channel and the American 
shore on which the Canadian Government maintains the light-house. 
The American Government made a great mistake some years ago when, 
instead of improving Detroit River and making the channel thro 
American waters, they extended this channel at an expenditure of 
thousands of dollars, and instead of putting it through American 
waters it was made through the Canadian waters. Canada can fill up 
this channel if she wants to, and I see no way that we could prevent 
her from doing so except by force. The American Government neg- 
lected to improve its own waters, but did improve those of Canada. 
In relation to the St. Clair Flats Canal, I can say that while sailing its 
lakes I was informed forty years ago that where it is now located was 
Canada waters, 

Mr. HOOKER. Mr. Speaker, incoming to this question it would per- 
haps be well for the House to understand what is the proposition before 
them, and in order to explain that we must parida erae to the 
contents of the treaties which have existed betwéen Great Britain an l 
her North American provinces and this country in reference to the 
fishery question. It will be remembered by those who heard the 
debate and those who are familiar with this question that the treaty 
of 1783, which was the treaty of peace, re-established in these provis- 
ions the right of American fishermen in common with Canadian fisher- 
men in the waters of the Northern Atlantic jointly by the Dominion 
of Canada and the provinces of Great Britain. Thatwas the last treaty 
upon this subject. We had no other law upon this subject until the 
agreement between the two governments in the treaty of 1818, which 


ggs | restricted the rights of American fishermen within 3 leagues of the 


Chief of Bureau. 


TREASURY DEPARTMENT, BURKAU OF STATISTICS, 
September 1, 1888. 


During the delivery of Mr. NUTTING’S remarks the following inter- 
ruptions occurred: 


shore to enter into Canadian ports for ‘four specific purposes—for the 
purpose of shelter from the storms of the ocean; for the p of ob- 
taining water and supplies, and these four restrictions remain now the 
right of the American fishermen since the rejection of the recent treaty 
by the Senate of the United States, made in 1888. Other treaties were 
made upon this subject that for a time suspended the operation of the 
treaty of 1818 and the first section thereof, and they are commonly 
known as the reciprocity treaties of 1854 and 1871. The reciprocity 
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treaty of 1854 was terminated by limitation as to the time in which it 
should operate. 

That remitted us back again upon the termination of the treaty of 
1854, commonly known as the reciprocity treaty of that date; it remit- 
ted us back, so far as the fisheries were concerned, to the rights and 
privileges secured by tho treaty of 1818, giving us the free entrance 
to the deep-water fisheries and the entrance to the inshore fisheries 
within 3 leagues of the Canadian shore for the purposes specified. That 
was the condition of affairs at the termination of the treaty of 1854. 
Matters remained in that condition after the expiration of that treaty 
and its abrogation until the treaty of 1871. - The treaty of 1871 was 
adopted as another reciprocity treaty agreed upon between the two 
powers, and it conceded certain rights and privileges to American citi- 
zens and American fishermen. 

Theterms of that treaty of 1871, in Articles XVIII to XXV, inclusive, 
and Article XXX, granted certain rights to American fishermen. By 
the twenty-seventh article of that treaty we were to have free access to 
the canals running through Canada upon the same condition and with 
the same rights as Canadian citizens, That privilege was secured, I 
say, by Article XX VII of the treaty of 1871, and the denial of that 
privilege is referred to by the President in his message sent to the 
Congress of the United States after the rejection of the recent treaty 
of 1888, as one of the reasons why he believes that additional powers 
of retaliation should be vested in him. But it is not the only reason, 
nor, I may be permitted to say, the principalone. Thero was another 
article of that treaty, Article XXIX, which gave to the people of the 
United States certain rights of shipment of goods over Canadian rail- 
ways and canals in kait and gave correlative rights to the people of 
the British Dominion of Canada and of the Empire of Great Britain 
to transport in bond goods entering to the ports of the United States. 
Now the question arises as to whether or not the stipulationsof Article 
XXIX have been abrogated, or whether thatarticle is still in force. 

But before I proceed to the consideration of that question I desire to 
call the attention of the House to what has been so often alluded toin 
this debate, namely, the retaliatory act, as it is termed, of 1887. That 
bill was introduced in the Senate of the United States, was passed by 
that body, came to the House and was reterred to the Committee on 
Foreign Affairs. The House Committee on Foreign Affairs reported 
back the retaliatory bill with an amendment, of which I will state the 
substance. - I will not weary the House by reading the amendment, 
but it was to this effect: That power should be given to the President 
to retaliate against the innumerable wrongs that had been committed 
against American rights, even prior to the adoption of the treaty ot 
1871—for it is a remarkable fact that between 1869 and the date of the 
treaty of 1871 there were more flagrant and more numerous outrages 
committed upon American fishing vessels than during any other given 
period in the history of the country. That condition of things neces- 
sitated the treaty of 1871, which was negotiated during the adminis- 
tration of President Grant. 

This Senate bill of 1887 came to the House, as I have said, and was 
referred to the Committee on Foreign Affairs, and the committee re- 
ported it back to the House with an amendment to the effect that the 
powers of the President should be extended to restraining the ship- 
mentof Fane in transit over the railways through our country, because 
of the denial by the Canadian authorities of the privileges to which 
American fishermen were entitled under the treaty of 1871. That was, 
in substance, the amendment reported by the Committee on Foreign 
Affairs; and when it came to the House for the purpose of being dis- 
cussed and acted upon, Mr. Rice, of Massachusetts, who was a Repub- 
lican member of the House committee, and a gentleman of fair deal- 
ing and open and magnanimous action so far as my observation ex- 
tended during the period of our joint service here—Mr. Rice, in speak- 
ing of the bill which had been passed by the Senate and the amend- 
ment that was proposed used this language: 

Now, Mr, Speaker, this question has been stated by my friend from New 
York, and it has been sta‘ clearly. The question is just this (I call attention 
tothe distinct manner in which the question is stated)—the question is just this: 
By the treaty of 1818, made by this country at the heel of an unfortunate war, 


in which the test glory to the American flag was won by the fishermen of 


New England on the sea, certain rights were renounced by Americans which 
rtain inshore fisheries. Let th 


they had secured in the treaty of 1783, rights to ce: ic 
gentlemen of the House understand. No question is made of the right of 
American fishermen in the deep-sea fisheries. Those are not involved this 
discussion ; but by the treaty of 1818 we renounced certain rights with refer- 
ence to the inshore fisheries, that is, fisheries within 3 miles of the Canadian 
and Newfoundland coasts; and in that treaty there was a proviso that Amer- 
ican fishing vessels should not visit Canadian ports except, first, in stress of 
weather; second, to repair damages; third, for wood; and fourth, for water. 


Now, Mr. Speaker, there is a clear, distinct, and positive statement 
by a gentleman upon the other side of the Chamber, who was at that 
time a member of the House Committee on Foreign Affairs, as to what 
was the attitude of the case when the act of retaliation was passed by 
the Senate and sent to the House, referred to the House Committee on 
Foreign Affairs, and by that committee reported back to the House. 

It was upon that that the debate grew up in this House as to whether 
or not this amendment put on by the Foreign Affairs Committee of this 
House should be added; that is, whether this additional power should 


be given to the President of the United States. Mr. Rice goes on further 
to say: 
Ir the Canadians can shut our vessels out of their ports,we can shut theirs out 


of our ports, We are under no treaty obligations to let them in. If they can 
shut our fishermen out of their ports, we can shut their fish out of ours, 


It will be remembered that the amendment of the House referred to 
the question of excluding not alone the fish caught by Canadians and 
transshipped here, but to any other products that were bronght here; 
and it included the power to interdict the transit of such products 
across our territory. In the debate on this subject at that time Mr. 
Dayis, of Massachusetts, the gentleman who addressed the House the 
other day on this question so strongly arraigning the President of the 
United States for the fact that he had not acted under the law of 1887, 
used this language, which I quote from page 2136 of the RECORD, pro- 
ceedings of February 23, 1887: 

This can not be done by diplomacy, as the executive branch of our Govern- 
ment must by this time be conyinced. The correspondence relating to this 
dispute has been conducted on the part of our Government with signal ability 
and in a trae American spirit. The Secretary of State has in each instance vig- 
orously protested against the flagrant outrages that have been committed 
against our citizens and our flag; and the communications addressed by Mr. 
Phelps to the British foreign secretary are models of statement and reasoning 
at once clear, forcible, and conclusive. But our representations haye been 
wholly futile. No adequate reply has been voustaute , for certainly the curt 
pa unsatisfactory responses we have received can not be dignified by that 

Tm. 

This was the sentiment of the gentleman from Massachusetts as to 
the spirit and temper in which the Secretary of State and our minister 
at the British court had presented this question to the consideration of 
the British Government, 

Mr. DAVIS. Will the gentleman allow mea moment? I do not 
dispute to-day the statement the gentleman has read; it agrees sub- 
stantially with what I put in my speech of the other day. But all 
that was anterior to the treaty. 

Mr. HOOKER. This was in 1857, and was, of course, anterior to 
the treaty of 1888, which iswhat the gentleman means, I presume. 

Mr. DAVIS. And also prior to the act of 1887. 

Mr. HOOKER. I will refer also to the speech made at that time by 
the honorable gentleman from Maine [Mr. DINGLEY], a gentleman 
coming from a region of country directly affected by this fisheries ques- 
tion. I will not weary the House by reading all that I wili incarpo- 
rate in my remarks. I will read only this single passage: 

And on the same principle, so long as Canada singles out fish caught by fish- 
ing vessels of the United States and refuses to allow it to be landed in her ports 
from one of our fishing vessels authorized to touch and trade, for shipment in 
bond to the United States, or for any other commercial pu: it is our dut; 
to arm the President with authority to exclude Canadian Ash from our terri- 
tory. While the Senate bill gives authority to the President to exclude other 


than Canadian ing vessels or products, it goes to this extentonly, to 
arm the President with full authority in case beste should hereafter extend 
the discrimination she is now makin; 


aps American fishing vessels and fish 
to the vessels and other products of the United States, 


The honorable gentleman from Illinois [Mr. Hrrr] also spoke when 
this act of 1887 was under consideration... He said: 


They did not propose to claim less than of old for the value of the inshore 
fishe: and even expected to claim repayment for the tariff duties paid on 
Canadian fish during the interval. That would have been an interesting com- 
mission! To have met to consider the value of the inshore fisheries which are 
practically worth nothing and not desired at any price by our fishermen, with 
the old $5,500,000 estimate of the value of the inshore eries staring them in 
the face—a sum we had to pay after that unlucky negotiation which resulted in 
the Halifax Commission. 

Now, sir, that Halifax Commission grew out of the treaty of 1871, 
a treaty negotiated by the then President of the United States, Gen- 
eral Grant, and a joint commission representing Great Britain and the 
United States agreed that for these privileges, which it is stated here 
were not worth ,000, the American Government should pay to the 
British Government $5,500,000. 

I now come to the vote upon this proposition, which will be found 
on page 2149 of the RECORD; and I will remark that the first aye-and- 
no vote was upon the amendment of the gentleman from Maine [Mr. 
DINGLEY], which I will incorporate in my remarks. The amendment 
will be found on 2149 of the RECORD of the Forty-ninth Con- 
gress; and upon it there were—yeas 137, nays 124. 

Add as section 3 the following: 

“That any vessel of foreign nationality or ownershi 
the term ‘vessel’ as defined in section Sof the Rev: 
in taking fish of any kind within 3 ine miles of any of the marine coasts, 
bays, creeks, or harbors of the United States, or within sea, lake, or river waters 
of the United States, shall be liable to seizureand forfeiture, and to proceedings 
to enforce said forfeiture; and any person employed on or with such vessels 
found taking fish pee | ind waters shall be liable to a fine of $50 for 

very such offense; and said penalty shall be a lien upon the vessel in connec- 
tion with which such person is employed, to recover which penalty such vessel 
shall be subject to libel: That this section shall not be construed to 
affect any right or liberty gann y treaty or reciprocal agreement, or to affect 
any exclusive rights of a State to te fisheries within State jurisdiction : 
A rther, That the penalties and forfeitures herein described ma 


Ju y 
be remitted or mitigated by the Secretary of the Treasury, when incurred with- 


within the meaning of 
Btatutes, found engaged 


out willful d of law, under such regulations and modes of ascertaining 
the facts as may seem to him advisable.” 
‘The amendment was agreed to. 
‘The question then recurred on agreeing to the substitute as amended. 
The question having been taken, 
The SPEAKER pro tempore said: The noes scem to have it, 
Mr, BELMONT., I call for a division, 
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Mr. Rice. I call for the yeas and nays. 
The yeas and nays were ord 4 
The question was taken; and there were—yeas 137, nays 124, not voting 57; 


as follows: 

YEAS—137. 
Adams, J.J. Davidson, R. H.M. King, Robertson, 
Allen, J. M. Dawson, Kleiner, Rogers, 
Ballentine, Dibble, Laffoon, - usk, 
Barbour, Dockery, Landes, Sayers, 
Barksdale, Dougherty. Lanham, Scott, 
Barnes, Dunn, Lawler, Seymour, 

* Eden, Le Fevre, Shaw, 
Belmont, 4 Ermentrout, Lovering, Singleton, 
Bennett, Findlay, Martin, Snyder, 
Blan 5 Fisher, Matson, Sowden, 

land, Foran, Maybury, Spriggs, 
Jiss, Forney, McCreary, Springer, 
Blount, Gay, MeMillin, StahlInecker, 
oyle, Geddes, McRae, Storm, 
Bragg, ~ Gibson, C. M. Merriman, Swope, 
Breckinridge, C. R. Glass, Miller, Tarsney, 
Breckinridge, WO PGreen, Mills, Taulbee, 
Bynum, Hall, Mitchell, Taylor, J. M. 
Cabell, Halsell, Morgan, Tillman, 
Campbell, J. M. Hammond, Morrison, Townshend, 
Campbell, J. E. Harris, Muller, Tucker, 
Carleton, Hatch, Murphy, Turner, 
Catchings, eard. eal, Van Eaton, 
Clements, Hemphill, Neece, Ward, T. B. 
Cobb, Henderson, J.S. Norwood, Warner, A.J. 
Compton, Herbert, Oates, Warner, William 
Comstock, Hil, O'Ferrall, =  Weaver,J. B. 
Cowles, Holman, O'Neill, J. J. Wilkins, 
Cox, W. R. Howard, Outhwaite, Willis, 
Crain, Hudd, ee), Wilsen, 
Crisp, Hunton, Perry, Wise. 
Culberson, Trion, Randall, Worthington. 
Daniel, Johnston, T. D. Reagan, 
Dargan, Jones, J. H. Richardson, 
Davidson, A. 0. Jones, J. T, Riggs, 
NAYS—124, 
Adams, G. E. Frederick, Laird, Romeis, 
Allen, 0. H. Fuller, Lehlbach, Rowell, 
Anderson, J. A. Funston, Libbey, Ryan, 
Atkinson, Gallinger, Lindsley, Sawyer, 
Baker, Gilfillan, Little, Scranton, 
Bayne, off, ng, Sessions, 
Bound, Grout, Louttit, Skinner, 
Brady, Guenther, Lyman, Smalls, 
Brown, O. E. Hale, Markham, Spooner, 
Brown, W. W. Hanback, McComas, Steele, 
Brumm, Harmer, McKenna, Stephenson, 
Buck, Hayden, McKinley, Stewart, J. W. 
Bunnell, Haynes, Millard, Strait, 
Burleigh, Henderson, D.B. Moffatt, Struble, 
Burrows, Henderson, T.J. Morrill, Swinburne, 
Butterworth, Hepburn, Morrow, es, 
Cannon, Hermann, Negley, ylor, E. B. 
Caswell, Hiestand, Nelson, Taylor, L H. 
Conger, ires, O'Donnell, Taylor, Zach. 
Cutcheon, Hiscock, "Hara, Thomas, J. R. 
Davis, Hitt, O'Neill, Charles Thomas, O.B. 
Dingley, Holmes, Osborne, » Thompson, 
rsey, Hopkins, Owen, Wadsworth, 
Dunham, Houk, Parker, Wait, 
tly, Jackson. Payne, Wakefield, 
Evans, James, Perkins, Weaver, A. J. 
Everhart, Johnson, F. A, Peters, Weber, 
Farquhar, Johnston, J.T. Plumb, West, 
Felton, Kelley, Price, White, A.C. 
Fleeger, Ketcham, Rice, White, Milo 
Ford, La Follette, Rockwell, Whiting. 
NOT VOTING—57. 
Aiken, Cox, 8.8. Payson, Throckmorton, 
Anderson, C, M. Croxton, Pettibone, gg, 
Bacon, Curtin, Phelps Viele, 
Bingham, Davenport, Pidcock, Van Schaick, 
Boutelle, Rid e, Pindar, ade, 
Browne, T. M, Ellsberry, Ranney, Wallace, 
Buchanan, Gibson, Eustace eed, Ward, J.H. 
Burnes, Glover, Reese, Wellborn, 
Caldwell Grosveňor, Sadler, Wheeler, 
Campbell, Felix Henley, Seney, Winans, 
Campbell, T. Lore, Stewart,Charles Wolford, 
Candler, Lowry, St. Martin Woodburn. 
ardy, Mahoney, Stone, E. É. 
Collins, McAdoo, Stone, W. J., A 
Cooper, Milliken, Stone, W.J., Mo. 
So the substitute was agreed to. 
During the roll-call, 


On motion of Mr. BELMONT, by unanimous consent, the reading of the names 
was dispensed with, 

Mr. T. J, CAMPBELL said: Mr. Speaker, I am paired with the gentleman from 
Maine [Mr. EEE on this vote; otherwise I would vote in the affirmative. 

The following additional pairs were announced : 

Until further notice. 

Mr. Cox, of New York, with Mr. Browns, of Indiana. 

Mr. THROCKMORTON with Mr. DAVENPORT, 

Mr. WELLBORN with Mr. BUCHANAN. 

Mr. TIMOTHY J. CAMPBELL with Mr. BOUTELLE, 

Mr, CLArpy with Mr. COOPER. 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Ohio, with Mr. Grosvenor. 

For this day: pee 

Mr, GLover with Mr, Payson. 

Mr. Procock with Mr. WADE. 

Mr. O'NEILL, of Missouri, with Mr. BINGHAM, 

Mr. Sexry with Mr. REED. 

Mr. CALDWELL with Mr. PETTIBONE. Mr, CALDWELL would vote for the 
House substitute. 

Mr. CANDLER with Mr, PHELPS. 

The vote was then announced as above recorded. 


So that the amendment was agreed to, and the proposition of the 
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gentleman from Maine [Mr. DINGLEY] became a part of the bill. * 
Then came the question upon the passage of the bill. The gentleman 
from Illinois [Mr. Hirr] demanded the yeas and nayson that question; 
and on the passage of the measure there were—yeas 256, nay 1. 


The Senate bill as amended was ordered to a third reading, and it was ao- 
cordingly read the third time. 

The question recurred on the passage of the bill. 

Mr. Betmont demanded the previous question. 
The penous question was ordered. 
Mr. Hirr demanded the yeas and nays, 

‘The yens and nays were ordered, 

The question was taken; and it was decided in the affirmatiye—yeas 256, 
nay I, not voting 61; as follows: 


YEAS—256. 
Adams, G. I, Dunham, Kleiner, Romeis, 
Adams, J. J. Dunn, La Follette, Rowell, 
Allen, C. H. en, Laird, Rusk, 
Allen, J. M. Ely, Landes, Ryan, 
Anderson, J,A. Ermentrout, Lanham, Sayers, 
Atkinson, Evans, Lawler, Scott, 
Bacon, Everhart, Le Fevro, Scranton, 
Baker, Farquhar, Lehlback, Sessions, 
Ballentine, Felton, Libbey, Seymour, 
Barksdale, Findlay, Lindsley, Shaw, 
Barnes, Fisher, Little, Singleton, 
Barry, Fleeger, Long, Skinner, 
Bayne, Foran, Louttit, malls, 
Belmont, Ford, Lovering, Snyder, 
Bennett, Forney, Lyman, Sowden, 
Blanchard, Frederick, artin, Spooner, 
Bland, Fuller, Maybury, Sp 
Bliss, Funston, McAdoo, Springer, 
Blount, Gallinger, McComas, Stahinecker, 
Bound, Gay, McCreary, Steele, 
Boyle. Geddes, McKenna, Stephenson, 
Brady, Gibson, C. H. McKinley, Stewart, Charles 
Bragg, Gilfillan, MeMillin, Stewart, J. W. 
Breckinridge, O. R. Glass, McRae, Stone, E. F. 
Breckinridge, WOPGof, Millard, Storm, 
Brown, C. E, Green, Miller, Strait, 
Brown, W. W. Grout, Milliken, Struble, 
Brumm, Guenther, Mills, Swinburne, 
Buck, Hall, Moffatt, Swope, 
Bunnell, Halsell, Morgan, Symes, 
Burleigh, * Hammond, Morrill, Tarsney, 
Burnes, Hanback, Morrison, Taulbee, 
Burrows, Harmer, Morrow, ‘Taylor, E. B, 
Butterworth, arris, Muller, Taylor, I. H. 
Bynum, Hatch Sow af Taylor, J. M. 
Cabell, Hayden, Neal, ‘Taylor, Zach. 
Campbell, J. M. Haynes, Negley, Thomas, J. R. 
Campbell, J. E. esrd, Nelson, Thomas, 0, B. 
Cannon, Hemphill, Norwood, Thompson, 
Carleton, Henderson, D.B. Oates, Tilman, 
Caswell, Henderson, J.S. O'Donnell, Townshend, 
Catchings, Henderson, T.J. O’Ferrall, Tucker, 
Clements, Herbert, O'Hara, Turner, 
Cobb, Hermann, O'Neill, Charles Van Eaton, 
Compton, Hill, O'Neill, J.J. Van Schaick, 
Comstock, Hires, Osborne, Wadsworth, 
Conger, Hiscock, Outhwaite, Wait, 
Cowles, Hitt, Owen, Wakefield, 
Cox, W. R. Holman, Parker, Ward, T. B. 
Crain, Holmes, Payne, Warner, A. J. 
Crisp, Hopkins, Peel, Warner, William 
Culberson, ouk, Perkins, Weaver, A. J. 
Curtin, Howard, Perry, Weaver, J. B. 
Cutcheon, Hudd, Peters, Weber, 
Daniel, Hutton, Pettibone, West, 
Dargan, rion, Plumb, White, A.C. 
Davidson, A. C. Jackson, Price, White, Milo 
Davidson, R.H.M. Johnson, F. A. Randall, Whiting, 
Davis, ohnson, J. T. Reagan, Wilkins, 
Dawson, Johnson, T, D. Rice, Willis, 
Dibble Jones, J. H. Richardson, Wilson, 
Dingley, Jones, J.T. Robertson, Wise, 
Dockery, Kelley, Rockwell, Woodburn, 
Dorsey, King, Rogers, Worthington, 
NAY—1. 
Dougherty. 
NOT VOTING—41. 
Aiken, Daronport; Markbam, St. Martin 
Anderson, C. M. Eldredge, atson, Stone, W. a a8 Ky. 
Barbour, Ellsberry, Merriman, Stone, W.J., Mo, 
Bingham, Gibson, Eustace Mitchell, Throckmorton, 
Boutelle, Glover, eece, Trigg, 
Browne, T. M. Grosvenor, Payson, Viele, 
Buchanan, Je, Phelps, Wade, 
Caldwell Henley, Pidcock, Wallace, 
Campbell, Felix Hepburn, Pinder, Ward, J. 
Campbell, T. J. Hiestand, Ranney, Wellborn. 
Candler, James, Reed, Wheeler, 
Clardy, Ketcham, Winans, 
Collins, Laffoon, Ri; Wolford, 
Cooper, Lore, Sadler, 
Cox, 8. 5. A Lowry, Sawyer, 
Croxton, Mahoney, Seney, 


So the bill as amended was passed. 

On motion of Mr. BLOUNT, by unanimous consent, the reading of the names 
was dispensed with, 

The following additional pair was announced: 

Mr, TIMOTHY J. CAMPBELL with Mr, BOUTELLE. 

Mr. McApnoo, I wish to state that the gentleman from Massachusetts [Mr. Cor- 
LINS) has been unavoidably called away froin the House. If present, he would 
vote in the affirmative. 

The result of the vote was then announced as above recorded. 

Mr. BELMONT moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill was passed; and 
also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the table. 

The latter motion was to. 

Mr. BELMONT. I have been requested by several members to ask that they 
have leave to print remarks in the RECORD on this subject, 

» Mr, STEELE, I object, 
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So that it is shown that at that time it was conceded there was a | Harris, 


necessity for clothing the President of the United States with the power 
with which he was clothed by the act of 1887. 

It has been said that the President of the United States has been 
derelict in failing to exercise the power vested in him by the act of 
1887. Why, sir, it must be well known to honorable gentlemen on 
the other side, and especially toa gentleman so familiar with the diplo- 
matie history of the country as the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. 
Hirr], that at that very time and prior to that time—as the gentleman 
from Maine [Mr. DINGLEY ] says in his remarks on that occasion, nine 
months prior to that time—we were negotiating or endeavoring to ne- 

tiate treaties with Great Britain to settle this question of the fisher- 
ies—to settle the question not alone as to the rights of American fish- 
ermen, but with reference to the wrongs and outrages which had been 
perpetrated upon them. And this is the reason inall probability why 
there was no exercise of the powers of the President. A further rea- 
son was that under the act of 1887 the power of retaliation was limited 
to the exclusion of Canadian vessels from entering the ports of the 
United States. It did not extend the power given under the treaty of 
1871 to shipping goods in transit in bond across the continent, across 
the Canadian territory on the one side and across the territory of the 
United States on the other. 

There was another discussion on the subject when this bill was passed, 
as I havestated, by an almost unanimous vote of this House, there being 
but a single vote in opposition to it. A subsequent debate arose on the 
same subject. When this measure went to the Senate of the United 
States the Senate of the United States disregarded the expression of the 
will of the immediate representatives of the people, expressed with a 
unanimity almost entire, with but one single vote against it; the Senate 
of the United States disagreed to the amendment of the House which 
had been adopted by a unanimous vote, save one, and sent the bill back 
to the House, and a committee of conference was ordered between the 
two Houses. After this bill had come back and been referred to the 
committee of conference and reported back respectively to the Senate 
and House, these very gentlemen on the otherside who had voted unani- 
mously, save one man, for the proposition asit left the House, whenit came 
back from the Senate on the motion to recede from the amendment of 
the House to that bill which had been adopted with such unanimity 
when the question came up in the House, there was another discussion 
which I will not weary the House by reading any portion of, but on 
this motion to recede the vote was as follows: 


The SPEAKER, The question is now on receding from the amendmentadopted 


by the House, 

Mr. RANDALL. I call for the and nays. 

‘The yeas and nays were ordered. 

The question was taken; and there were—yeas 148, nays 136, not voting 35; 
as follows: 

YEAS—148. 

Adams, G. E. Findlay, Lindsley, Rockwell, 
Allen, Ò. H. Fleger, Little, Romeis, 
Anderson, O.M. Ford, Long, Rowell, 
Anderson, J. A. Fuller, Lore, yan, 
Atkinson, Funston, Lyman, Sawyer, 
Baker, Geddes, Markham, Scranton, 
Barksdale, Gilfillan, Martin, Sessions, 
Bayne, Goff, McComas, Skinner, 
Bingham, Grosvenor, McKenna, Smalls 
Boun Grout, McKinley, Spooner, 
Boutelle, Guenther, Hard, Steele, 
Browne, T. M. le, Milliken, Stephenson, 
Brown, C. Hall, Mills, Stewart, J. W. 
Brown, W. W. Harmer, Moffatt, Stone, E.F, 
Brumm, Hayden, Morrill, Strait, 
Buchanan, Haynes, Morrow, Struble, 
Buck, Henderson, T.J. Negley, Swinburne, 
Bunnell, Hepburn, Nelson, Symes, 
Burleigh, Hermann, O'Donnell, ‘Taylor, E. B. 
Burrows, Hiestand, O'Ferrall, Taylor, I. H. 
Butterworth, Hires, O'Hara, Taylor, Zach. 
Campbell, J. M. Hiscock, O'Neill, Charles Thomas, J. R. 
Cannon, Hitt, O'Neill, J.J. Thomas, O. B. 
Caswell, Holmes, Osborne, Thompson, 
Conger, Hopkins, Owen, Van Eaton, 
Crain, Houk, Parker, Van Schaick, 
Cutcheon, Jackson, Payne, ade, 

n, James, Payson, Wadsworth, 
Davis, Johnson, F. A. Perkins, Wakefield, 
Dingley,, Johnston, J. T. Peters, Warner, William 

lorsey, Kelley, Pettibone, Weaver, A. J. 
Dunham, Ketcham, ‘helps, Weber, 
Ely, Kleiner, lumb, West, 
Evans, La Follette, Price, White, A.C, 
Everhart, Laird, Reed, White, Milo 
Farquhar, Lehibach, Rice, Woodburn, 
Felton, Libbey, Riggs, Worthington. 
NAYS—136, 
Allen, J.M. Burnes, Cowles, Dunn, 
Bacon, Bynum, Cox,8. S. en, 
Barbour, bell, Cox, W. R. Eldredge, 
Barnes, Caldwell, Crisp, Ermentrout, 
Barry, Campbell, Felix Croxton, er, 
Belmont, Campbell, J. E. Culberson, Forney, 
Bennett, Campbell, T.J. Daniel, Frederick, 
Blanchard, Candler, Davidson, A.C. Gibson, C. H. 
iss, Carlton, Davidson, R. H. M. Gibson, Eustace 
Blount, Catchings, Dawson, lass, 
Boyle, Clements, Dibble. Green, 
Breckinridge, C. R. Cobb, Dockery, Halsell, 
Breckinridge, WCP Compton, Dougherty, Hammond, = 


La 


Mahony, Pindar, Swope, 
Hatch, Matson, Randall, Tarsney, 
Heard, Maybury, Ranney, Taulbee, 
Hem hil, McAdoo, « Reagan, Taylor, J. M. 
Henderson, J. S. cOreary, Richardson, illman, 
ae : McMillin, Robertson, Townshend, 

; cRae, Rogers, BE, 
Holman, Merriman, Rusk, Tucker, 
Howard, Miller, Sayers, ‘Turner, 
Hudd, Mitchell, Scott, Wallace, 
Hutton, Morgan, Seney, Ward, J. H. 
Irion, Morrison, Seymour, Ward, T. B. 
Johnston, T. D. Murphy, Shaw, Warner, A. J. 
Jones, J. eal, Singleton, Weaver, J. B, 
King, Neece, Sowden, Wellborn, 
Laffoon, Norwood, Springer, Wheeler, 

. Lanham, Oates, Stahlnecker, Wilkins, 
Lawler, Outhwaite, St. Martin, Willis, 
Le Fevre, Page, Stone, W.J., Ky. Wilson, 
Lovering, Peel, Stone, W.J., Mo. Wise, 

wry, Perry, Storm, Wolford, 
NOT VOTING+3. 

Adams, J. J. Cooper, Henderson, D.B. Snyder, 
Aiken, Curtin, Henley, Spriggs, 
Ballentine, Davenport, Jones, J.T. Stewart, Charles 
Bland, Ellsberry, des, Throckmorton, 
Brady, Foran, Louttit, Viele, 
Bra; Gallingey, Maller, Wait, 2 
Clardy, Y, Pidcock, Whiting, 
Coll: Glover, Reese, Winans. 
Comstock, nback, Sadler, 


So the motion to recede was agreed to. 

And who voted for it? The gentleman from Massachusetts [Mr.. 
Davis] voted for it, the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. Hrrr] voted for 
it, and every other gentleman on that side, nearly, voted for it, with 
ten or twelve members on this side voting for it, and that very amend- 
ment which had been made in the House by a unanimity almost en- 
tire was voted down by the action of the House. And the House re- 
ceded from its amendment to the Senate bill, and we had to take the 
Senate bill as adopted by the Senate—the yeas 148, the nays 136. 

So the motion to recede was agreed to. x 

The result of the vote was announced as above. Mr. MILLS moved 
to reconsider the vote, and Mr. REED moved to lay that on the table; 
and it was adopted—yeas 142, nays 132. 

Thus we obtained the bill not as the House made it, but we obtained 
the billas the Senate madeit, rejecting the amendments that the House 
had inserted in it to make it effective. 

Now, sir, a treaty is one thing. It is an agreement between two 
parties; two separate and independent parties are parties to the com- 
pact. Retaliation is quite another thing. It is the act of one party 
taken on his own responsibility. Retaliation in order to be effective 
must be thorough, and so thought the House when it made the amend- 
ment to the bill; but the Senate thought differently, and the Senate 
rejected the amendment of the House, and the result was the act of 
1887 merely clothed the President with the power to deny to Canadian 
vessels and bottoms the right to enter the ports of the United States. 

The President of the United States, after the failure of the recent 
treaty of 1888, sent his message to Congress. There was necessity for 
treaty agreement between this country and Great Britain. We can 
have no treaty with Canada; she is but a province of Great Britain, 
and to reach it we musttreat with the imperial power of Great Britain. 
We can not make a treaty with Canada any more than Great Britain 
can make a treaty with one of the States of the Union. Wewere com- 
pelled to treat with the Empireof Great Britaininregard tothis matter. 

Now, the plenipotentiaries of the United States and Great Britain 
met in this city in 1888, and they agreed on a treaty relating to the 
rights of our fishermen in the waters upon our Northern borders. 

It was a treaty considered for a long while, deliberated with great 
care, which was presented to the Senate of the United States, and the 
Senate of the United States rejected the treaty. Why? Upon what 
ground? The Senate of the United States is a co-ordinate department 
of the treaty-making power. No treaty can be made by the President 
of the United States except by and with the advice and consent of the 
Senate, and I repeat it was there rejected. Did they move to amend 
the treaty anywhere? No, sir. Did they propose to changeit? No, 
sir. What did they say? They said the treaty did not go far mere 
that it did not accomplish the purposes; in other words, that it id 
not cover the entire ground of dispute between the Governments of 
the United States and Great Britain, as if there had ever been out of 
the entire twenty-seven treaties made with Great Britain since the 
treaty of peace after the Revolution, the treaty of 1783, more than two 
treaties which proposed to treat generally of the’ points of difference 
between the two Governments. Twenty-five treaties during all that 
period treated distinctly of other matters, leaving the fisheries matter 
and other great matters out of the question, and but two treaties, that 
of 1854 and 1871, related to the general subjects of difference between 
the two countries. With the exceptions of these two no treaty ever 
assumed or pretended to embrace all points of dispute between thig 
country and Great Britain. 

But, Mr. Speaker, the treaty was rejected by the Senate, and no 
effort was made to amend it. It was rejected by the Senate by a strict 
party vote, that sort of a party vote which the honorable ex-governor 
of Massachusetts, Mr. Rice, appealed to his friends, and appealed not 
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in vain, to make upon the other side of the Chamber when the bill of 
1887 was under discussion in the House, for Mr. Rice said then, and 
said truly, that that was no time to make a partisan issue, not a time 
for the consideration of partisan questions in connection with a subject 
of such vital importance, but that it was a great American question 
reaching throughout the length and breadth of the land, affecting the 
honor, the interests, the dignity, and the welfare of the entire American 
people; and appealed, as I say, not in vain that it should not be made 
a party question by his friends on the other side of the Chamber. 
When this treaty was submitted, sir, to the Senate of the United 
States, they rejected it by a strict party vote. When the indications 
were that they would reject the treaty for the reason, as they said, that 


it did not sufficiently guard the interests of the American fishermen, . 


the honorable Senator from Delaware [Mr. GRAY] offered the amend- 
ment which I send to the Clerk’s desk and ask him to read. 
The Clerk read as follows: 
On motion or Mr. Gray to amend Article XT by striking out allafter the word 
n 


*o » in line 159 of the treaty, down toand including the word “aforesaid,” 
in line 160, and inserting in lieu thereof the following: And all United States 
fishing also be accorded upon all occasions euch facilities for the 


shall 
purchase of casual or needful provisions and supplies as are ordinarily granted 
to the ie nes AEE of the United States upon obtaining licenses for this pur- 
pose, which be granted to all United States fishing vessels, upon applica- 
tion, promptly and without charge. 

Mr. HOOKER. What was the effect of tho effort to amend by the 
Senator from Delaware? The amendment was voted down by the 
same strict party vote that had rejected the treaty itself, thus showing 

‘that it was the solemn determination of the American Senate that 
there should be no treaty with Great Britain to settle these great ques- 
tions of difference which so vitally affected the honor and the interests of 
our country and that the party in control in the Senate was determined 
that there should be no treaty. It was not, therefore, because of any- 
thing that was in the treaty nor because of anything that was left out 
of it, for the friends of the treaty and those who were in favor of its 
ratification, in the interest of the preservation of American credit and 
American honor, voted to sustain this amendment; and had there been 
a desire toadopt the treaty there was an indication of an entire willing- 
ness on the part of those who were in favor of the treaty to amend it to 
conform to the wishes of the Senate. Butitwas voted down by thesame 
strict party vote. It was determined that it should not be amended. 

Now, before I come to the consideration of the message of President 
Cleveland and the action thereon in the House I shall ask the attention 
of the House for a few moments, because it is a matter of public rec- 
ord, and I have a right to allude to what occurred in general terms in 
the Senate as matters of public record without singling out individu- 
als, but before that I recur to the treaty of 1871. That was the treaty, 
as I said before, which was inaugurated under the administration of 
President Grant, and I will send to the Clerk’s desk and ask him to 
read this clause from the message of President Grant, to show what his 
recommendations to the Congress of the United States were when he 
appealed to them on this same subject. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

aati that an attempt may possibly be made by the Canadian author- 
ities in the coming season to repeat their viens in acy 4 acts toward our fisher- 
men, I recommend you to confer upon the Executive the power to suspend, by 
proclamation, the operation of the laws authorizing the transit of goods, wares, 
and merchandise in bond across the territory of the United States to Canada; 
and further, should such an extreme measure become n , to suspend the 
operation of any laws whereby the vessels of the Dominion of Canada are per- 
mitted to enter the waters of the United States. 

Mr. HOOKER. Thus it will be observed, Mr. Speaker, that when 
the message of President Grant came to the Honse and Senate it pro- 
posed that very grant of power which the President of the United States 
now suggests shall be granted, nothing more, notliing less. It is true 
he uses general terms and does not refer to the question touching the 
railroads; but the message refers to all means of transportation, and it 
there be anything unusual in the remedy proposed by the message of 
President Cleveland, and a precedent is demanded, it may be found in 
this message the clause of which I have just caused to be read. 

Now, sir, in reference to the treaty of 1871, the question has arisen 
as to whether or not the oft-referred-to article of that treaty, XXIX, 
which gave the mutual right to Canada and the United States to 
tronsport goods in bond across either country, which gave the right 
to American fishermen to ship their fish home through Canadian ter- 
ritory—whether or not this article has ceased to exist and is no longer 
in existence. Isit in existence? By the very terms of the treaty it- 
self, sir, and by the very terms of that article, which begins—and I will 
not weary the House by reading the article— 

For the period of time. 

What period of time? ‘The period of time so expressed, sir, in Ar- 
ticle XX XIII of that treaty, and in that article we find what that 

jod wastobe. Thearticlesof the treaty which referred to the rights 
of our fishermen in the fishing grounds were contained in that treaty in 
Articles XVIII toX XV and in Article XXX of thesame treaty of 1871. 

Neither of these articles from XXY, nor the thirtieth article, con- 
tains any provision with reference to the duration. Where, then,do we 
look to Solve the question as to when this Article XXIX had been ter- 
minated? We find it expressed in Article XX XIII of the treaty of 
1871. It says that for the period of ten years these regulations shall 

be in force contained in the articles from XVIII to XXV and XXX 


and for two years thereafter, notice having to be given two years before 
they are to be terminated. 

That was the provision of Article XX XIII in that treaty of 1871. 
It referred to these articles from XVIII to XXV and Article XXX. 
It did not refer in terms to-Article XXIX; but Article XXIX connects 
itself with these other articles, It is recited on its very face that the 
period of time is prescribed in Article XX XIII. One of the British 
negotiators in his speech in the British Parliament says as soon as the 
time arrived that treaty was abrogated. There is no question, there- 
fore, that the Article X XIX limited its existence to the time designated 
in Article XX XIII and the other articles relating to the fishery ques- 
tion. It contained within itself stipulations for its own destruction. 
It stipulated that itshould be in existence only for one period of time— 
ten years, and not for a further period—on giving notice for two years. 
It is conceded that the notice was given, and nobody questions it. Now, 
sir, the President of the United States having endeavored to secure a 
treaty with Great Britain in 1888, and our negotiators and the British 
negotiators having agreed upon this treaty in February of this year, 
that remained the condition until its final presentation and rejection 
by the Senate of the United States. 

The President of the United States when that treaty was rejected 
asks the additional power embraced in the bill which has been pre- 
sented and referred to the Committee on Foreign Affairs and is now 
under consideration. As I have said, retaliation should be effective, 
should be thorough, should becomplete. Itis the giving of power, and 
there can be no danger of inyesting the President of the United States 
with the power that is here thought to be necessary, though the very 
gentlemen who are now opposing it on the ground that it is not neces- 
sary were the men who in 1887 yoted in favor of the section contained 
in the House bill to the same effect,save oneman. Iam glad to learn 
and to hear that the denunciation here in their speeches by the gentle- 
men on the other side of the House of the present President of the United 
States is to be condoned for by receiving the unanimous vote, save one, 
of every member on the otherside of this Chamber. These votes, I say, 
will be a handsome condonement for their opposition to the measure 
in their speeches. 

The President of the United States was left where, then? ‘The Sen- 
ate had said, ‘‘ We willnot allow you to make a treaty with Great Brit- 
ain upon this subject. We will refuse and reject your treaty. We will 
not even consent to the exercise of the constitutional power with which 
the Senate is invested to amend it, but will vote it down. We will 
vote down more than that; we will vote down every amendment which 
is proposed to perfect it.’ How was the President of the United States 
then left? He was left with the rights and interest and property of 
American citizens to protect. Negotiations had failed on account of 
the partisan vote of the Senate to allow any treaty stipulation with 
Great Britain to be entered into and failed for that reason alone. The 
President of the United States, not abandoning the fishermen whose 
rights had been outraged, sent a message, which we had read to us, on 
the subject of the termination of these rights and asked to have granted 
this additional power. 

The President in that message, and it is a statement of the question 
which I defy any man here to assault or answer, said: 


I recommend immediate legislative action conferring upon the Executive the 
power to suspend by proclamation the o tion of all Jaws and regulations 
permitting the transit of goods, wares, and merchandise in bond across or over 
the territory of the United States to or from Canada, 

There need be no hesitation in suspending these la arising from the sup- 
position that their continuation is Sacred by treaty obligations, for it seems 
quite plain that Article XXIX of the treaty of 1871, which was the only article 
incorporating such laws, terminated the Ist day of July, 1885. 

The article itself declares that its provisionsshall be in force “for the term of 
years mentioned in Article XXXIII of thistreaty.” Turning to Article XXXII 
we find no mention of the twenty-ninth article, but only a provision that Arti- 
cles XVIII to XXV, inclusive, and Article XXX shall take effect as soon as the 
laws required to carry them into operation shall be by the legislative 
bodies of the different countries concerned, and that “they shall remain in 
force for the period of ten years from the date at which they may come into opera- 
tion, and further until the expiration of two years after either of the high con- 
tracting parties shall have given notice to the other of its wish to terminate the 
same.” 


It will be observed that the treaty of 1871 was not to go into effect 
until four legislative bodies had upon it, namely, the Congress 
of the United States, the Canadian Parliament, the Parliament of Great 
Britain, and the Legislature of Prince Edward Island. These four 
legislative bodies enacted it. That was done prior to 1873, and the 
treaty was promulgated as being in force upon the passage of these 
legislative enactments by these four bodies which were necessary to put 
it into operation. 

Then the President says: 


Iam ofthe opinion that the ‘term of years mentioned in Article XXXIII,” 
referred to in Article XXTX as the limit of its duration, means the period dur- 


ing which Articles XVIII to XXY, inclusive, and Article , commonly 
called “the fishery articles,” should continue in force under the language of 
said Article XXXI 


tH 

That the Joint High Commissioners who negotiated the treaty so understood 
and intended the phrase is ce: , for in a statement containing an account of 
their negotiations, prepared under their supervision and approved by them, we 
find the following entry on the sul 3 

“The transit question was discussed, and it was agreed that any settlement 
that might be made should include a ae ser ar ent in that respect for 
the period for which the fishery articles should be in force.” 

In addition to this very sai evidence supporting this construction of 


acto: 
the language of Article XXTX. it will be found that the law passed by Congress 


1888. 
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to carry the treaty into effect furnishes conclusive proof of the correctness of 


such construction. s 
This law was March 1, 1873, and is entitled “An act to carry into effect 


the provisions of the treaty between the United States and Great Britain, 
ed in the city of Washington the Sth day of May, 1871, relating to the fish- 
.” After providing in its first and second sections for putting in operation 
Articles XVIII to XXV, inclusive, and Article XXX of the treaty, the third 
section is devoted to Article XXIX, as follows: 

“Seo. 3. That from the date of the President's proclamation authorized by 
the first section of this act,and so longas the articles eighteenth to twenty-fifth 
inclusive, and article thirtieth of said treaty shall remain in force acco to 
the terms and conditions of article thirty-third of said treaty, all goods, wares 
and merchandise arriving, ete.” 


The remainder of the section follows the precise words of the stipu- 
lation on the part of the United States as contained in Article XXIX. 

Now, sir, this is the message of the President which it is said is not 
authorized, and yet the honorable gentlemen upon the other side, as I 
understand, say that every man on that side save one intends to vote for 
this bill. Where, then, do you look for its defeat, gentlemen? Where 
do you look for the response to the speeches which you have made against 
it and which you so handsomely propose to atone for by your votes in 
its favor? Where is it that honorable gentlemen on the other side are 
looking for the defeat of this bill which proposes clothing the Presi- 
dent with discretionary power to make retaliation effective? Is it ex- 
pected to be achieved as it was in 1887 after gentlemen on that side of 
the House had voted for the bill of that year? Is the defeat expected 
at the other end of the Capitol, and is it e to occur under like 
circumstances to those of 1887? Is the other branch of the legislative 
department of the Government, which is Republican in its majority, 


looked to to accomplish that feat which honorable gentlemen on the other | I 


side of this Hall will say by their votes ought not to be accomplished? 

Sir, this proposition now made by the House is to clothe the President 
of the United States with the power to make retaliation effective. It 
was said by the honorable gentleman from New Jersey [Mr. PHELPS] 
that this message went up like a rocket, that the President had con- 
cealed within his own bosom his‘convictions about the termination of 
the treaty of 1871, and that it was never revealed until he sent this 
message to the Congress of the United States calling for this additional 
power. Why, sir, the President was cognizant of the act of 1873 put- 
ting the treaty into operation; he was cognizant, as his message shows, 
of its termination; he was aware of the fact that we had given the 
notice; he was necessitated to occupy the position he did occupy be- 
cause the Senate had refused to ratify the treaty which he had nego- 
tiated for the settlement of these questions. Sir, much has been said 
against the President of the United States in reference to this matter; 
much of abusive language has been used toward the President, and I 
was gi to hear the honorable gentleman from Illinois [Mr. Hrrr], 

d the honorable gentleman from New Jersey [Mr. PHELPS] say that 
the President was even pusillanimous in not enforcing the act of 1887. 
Sir, it would have been in bad taste for the President, while he was 
negotiating a treaty with Great Britain for the settlement of all these 
questions, to have attempted to enforce the act of 1887. 

He was endeavoring tosettle this whole controversy by treaty agree- 
ment; but, sir, the President of the United States—and when I speak 
of him I speak only as a humble public officer, occupying a represent- 
ative position upon this floor. I hold no close relations to the Presi- 
dent of the United States which authorize me to speak for him or to 
vindicate him, nor does he need it. But asa tative I speak 
of the President as a eae officer who has been clothed with the high- 
est office of trust and honor within the gift of the American people. I 
speak of him as an American citizen coming from the bosom of the peo- 
ple, not trained in legislative schools, either State or national. en 
I had the honor to go as a member of the committee appointed to no- 
tify him of his-nomination after the Chicago convention of 1884, and 
heard his speech in response to Hon. William Vilas, the chairman 
of our notifying committee, I listened with keen anxiety to hear what 
should be the first words that would fall from the lips of the man that 
was to be the future President of the United States. 

The President, as I have said, had had none of the training of legisla- 
tors such as the honorable gentleman from Illinois [ Mr. Hirt] and the 
honorable gentleman from New Jersey [Mr. PHELPS] possess. He had 
sprung immediately from the people. He had never held a seat in a 
legislative body. Butin thatspeech he spoke with so much prudence, 
with so much wisdom, that not even the opposition papers dared to say 
a word against it; and when, a few days afterwards, he came to write 
his letter of acceptance more formally not a line nor a syllable nor a 
letter in it was ever criticised. And when he came to send his first 
message to the Congress of the United States it came here as the doc- 
ument of a man skilled in the arts of statesmanship and exhibiting 
strong, sturdy American common sense. Every single sentiment that 
he has uttered, every act that he has done, has borne this stamp. The 
honorable gentleman from Massachusetts [Mr. DAyIs] said yesterday, 
‘Oh, foran hour of Andrew Jackson or Ulysses Grant.” Sir, you have 
a President who, in this matter, has exhibited the stern determination, 
the hardy iron courage of Jackson and the dogged perseverance of Grant 
in maintaining the honor and the dignity of the American name and 
the rights of the American citizen wherever they have been assailed. 
He stands impervious to the attacks of the wily diplomat who speaks 
with the devious of diplomacy. He stands impervious to the 
coarser tirade of the politician who says that he has lacked the courage 


to do what his duty asan American citizen and an American President 
required. Wherever the President has been placed—I speak it not as 
a partisan; I thank God that I believe I utter the sentiment of every 
American citizen, whether he belongs to one party or another when I 
say that in whatever position the President of the United States has 
been placed he has always been equal to the emergencies of the occa- 
sion. [Applause.1 
Sir, when he sat in that grand old institution of which I am myself 
proud to be a graduate—when he sat in that seat of learning at Cam- 
bridge when she celebrated her grand centenary, and the professors 
from old Cambridge in England had comeover to honor the centenary 
of our Cambridge, and when he uttered his speech on that occasion and 
said, ‘* I can not boast an alma mater as you gentlemen can, but I come 
as an American citizen imbued with the rights and imterests and honor 
of my country to speak here as its President ’’—placed in that grand 
assembly amidst the savants of the Old World and the New, no manon 
that occasion spoke with clearer convictions, purer English, or sounder 
sense than Grover Cleveland, the President of the United States. And 
wherever else he has been called to speak or to act in vindication of 
the rights and interests and honor of the American name, he has been 
equal to the occasion. Is he deficient now because he sends in this 
and says, ‘‘ Defeated as diplomacy has been, defeated as ne- 
gotiation has been, by the partisan vote of a Republican Senate, I yet 
do not give up the rights of American fishermen which the gentlemen 
on the other side have been eloquent in depicting; in vindication of 
their rights, in assertion of their privileges, in protection of their name, 
insist that it is wisdom on the part of the Congress of the United 
States to invest the Executive with the power to make retaliation effect- 
ive by stopping in transit all the goods belonging to the people of that 
Government, or a portion of that Government, which has treated our 
fishermen and other citizens with so much brutality and wrong.” [Ap- 


use. 

I tave that this message, like every other ntterance of the Pres- 
ident of the United States, will, when stripped of the partisan abuse 
of the Senate and the partisan abuse of the House, receive the approval 
of his countrymen. I believe that there is a sense of right and jus- 
tice, of fair dealing and manhood in the American heart—it beats 
stronger in the breast of no man than in that of the President of the 
United States. I believe there isin the American heart and the Amer- 
ican mind that sentiment of fair and honest dealing toward a great 
ruler, who has been called to his high position by the votes of 60,000,- 
000 of people, that will saytohim: ‘‘ We approve your course; we find 
in it nothing to which we object; we commend it.” [Applause. ] 

Sir, I believe that that voice will come from all over this land; and 
it will be heard nowhere in louder and more resonant tones than on the 
coast of New Espland, washed by the long swell of the Atlantic, cover- 
ing the very fishing grounds which this message was designed to give 
him the authority to protect; and that voice will come from where the 
hardy pioneer has built magnificent States of the Union around the 
glittering lakes of the West; and it will come from the slumberous 
savannas of my own flower-scented South, where the great Father of 
Waters, with his thousand tributaries, rolls in solemn silence to that 
golden goal of the West Indies, the Gulf of Mexico. [Loud applause. ] 

Mr. CANNON. Mr. Speaker, I listened yesterday to the great states- 
man and leader and dictator of the Democratic party, Mr. SCOTT, for 
three long hours, having listened to him an hour the day before. He 
addressed himself to this great question; and he informed us at the 
time he commenced his that it is a great and intricate question. 
I must confess, with all due respect to him, that as I listened I found 
myself with one of old asking involuntarily, ‘‘ Who is this that dark- 
eneth counsel by multiplying words withoutknowledge?’’ ButI know 
this feeling was unjust to him. From the close attention he received, 
and from the fact that the Postmaster-General, the confidential friend 
and representative of the President, sat by him through those four long 
hours with as close and patient attention and with as seraphic a look 
as ever devotee sat under the droppings of the sanctuary, I know that 
Iwas mistaken and thatit wasa greatspeech. Judge of my surprise— 
ay, my grief—when this morning, on picking up the CONGRESSIONAL 
RECORD, I found that the honorable gentleman from Pennsylvania had 
‘withheld his remarks for revision.” I say ‘‘surprise’’ because in 
those four long hours the gentleman stuck as closely to his manuscript 
as any gentleman it has ever been my privilege to listento. He stuck 
as closely to it, to use a homely Western phrase, as a sick kitten toa 
hot jamb. [Laughter.] 

I was also desirous of seeing this speech, because it was in the recol- 
lection of all of us how in the last week the gentleman from Pennsyl- 
vania has téwered above everybody on his side and upon this side— 
how from one ocean to another his fame has spread. While your 
Breckinridges, your McCrearys, and your ec sing low, this gentle- 
man, with his great ability, controls one day the Chief Executive and 
perhaps the Chief Executive him the next. Besides, I have very great 

t for the gentleman because, in addition to his great ability and 
great knowledge, he has qualifications that most gentlemen haye not. 
We all respect a man of ability; but when you couple intellectual gifts 
with $20,000,000, and when it passes around in low whispers that those 


twenty millions are to be shed like water in Pennsylvania and that she 
is to be turned upside down, that those twenty millions are to revo- 
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lutionize the polities of the country, how could an humble man like 
myself do otherwise than look on with awe? 

Mr. WILSON, of Minnesota. Such a thing sometimes secures n 
nomination for the Vice-Presidency, does it not? 

Mr. CANNON. Furthermore, this same rumor on that side of the 
House and on this says that the same man, the gentleman from Penn- 
sylvania, wants no little game like that, but is to be the successor of 
the President when the time comes. He is to wear the purple. Ido 
not know what may happen; but having said this much by way of ex- 
pressing my sorrow and surprise at not being able to read the gentle- 
man’s remarks in the RECORD, let me talk a little while about the 
matter before the House. I must confess that a man with no more 
learning than I have is apt to get lost between protocols and treaties and 
modus vivendis, I believe you call them, and all that sortof thing. What 
is the kernel of the fisheries controversy? What is the matter at issue? 

WHAT NAS CANADA DONE TO OUR FISHERMEN, 

and what have we power to do for their protection? I thought I un- 
derstood something about this in 1883, when, as a member of this House, 
I voted to terminate certain articles of the treaty of 1871. Those ar- 
ticles in substance gave Canada a free market for all her fishin the 
United ‘States; we did not want to give her a free market any longer, 
and therefore we passed the act giving notice to terminate those articles 
of the treaty. 

Canada did not like it, because she had enjoyed this free market un- 
der treaty for twelve years. It had been the source of great profit to 
her. The duties she should have paid on the fish shipped free to our 
markets would have amounted to $6,000,000. It never cheapened a 
pound of fish in all that twelve years of time to our people. 

More than that, it discouraged our fishermen. We pay a larger wage 
to our fishermen, as we do to all our labor, than they do in Canada or 
anywhere else in the world. And to give our fishermen a better com- 
pensation we gave notice to terminate that portion of the treaty which 
admitted Canadian fish free. 

More than that, there was a matter of public policy, namely, that 
we should foster our fishermen, tho fisheries being a school for the ed- 
ucation of the men who are to man our Navy in the time of trial and 
uphold the honor of the Government on the high seas. I thought we 
acted wisely then, and I think so now. But Canada did not like this, 
very naturally, as she had been getting this profit out of sending free 
fish from her fisheries to our market. Of course she did not like it. 
Well, what did she do? We thought we had an article in the treaty 
which remained in force, Article X XIX, which guarantied our fisher- 
men certain rights. Canada gave notice she would not allow the exer- 
cise of those rights any longer. 

- What was the great right we wanted then and which our fishermen 
want now? There hasbeen much talk about inshoré fisheries and the 
3-miles limit and headlands and all that sort of thing. 

Now, as I understand, brought down to a point, 

WE HAVE THE RIGHT IN COMMON WITH CANADA, 

and we have had from the time of the colonies before the establish- 
ment of the United States and since the United States Government 
was organized, to fish in the waters off the shores of Canada and upon 
the Banks of Newfoundland. But if our fishermen are to profit by 
their work it is important when they have a catch that they should 
be enabled, not to sell the fish out of the possessions of the United 
States, but to go into a Canadian port and ship that catch of fish 
through the territory of Canada on her railways to our markets, pay- 
ing the freight charge therefor. That is all we want. That is what 
we had. If Article XXIX is still in force, ase understand it, that is 
what we have yet. But Canada gave us notice in 1886, as the Presi- 
dent said, that we should not be allowed to ship our fish longer through 
Canadian territory. 

Mr. Speaker, here are we with sixty millions of people, great and 
strong, with magnificent interstate and foreign commerce, and Canada, 
our smali brother, with scarcely five millions of people, undertakes 
to exercise the privileges which a little boy frequently undertakes 
to exercise to a burly giant—that is, to go up and kick him and 
spit in his face, thinking the latter can not afford to strike him because 
he is little. Canada said, ‘‘ We have no free market for our fish in the 
United States, and we will annoy the fishermen of the United States 
by making it uncomfortable for them whenever they come into our 

rts or are driven in by stress of weather, until the United States will 
io glad to porohe fair and neighborly treatment, including the ship- 
ment of fish through their territory, by granting to us—Canada—a free 
market in the United States for Canadian fish.” 

What we want, what our fishermen want, or rather what they will 
want when the fishing season begins next year, is the right to enter 
Cazadian ports when they have made a catch of fish and send it over 
the railroads of Canada into the United States to our own markets. 

Now, much has been said about Article XXIX, whether it is in 
force or not. My own opinion is that Article XXIX has not been ab- 
rogated. If not, it coversthe shipment of fish as desired under any 
fair construction of it. 

But suppose it is abrogated? Suppose the President isright? Here 
we are for 3,000 miles alongside of each other, and if Canada will not let 
us ship fish upon her railways to our markets, we paying her a good 
price forcarrying them, why, then, we have the power to retaliate in kind. 
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Now, what was the status on the 3d day of March, 1887, 
WHEN WE PASSED THE 50-CALLED RETALIATION ACT? 
Canada was then saying to us: “Al right; if you do not let us have 
the markets of the United States as a free market for our fish we will 
annoy you all we can until you doallow it. Well, by and by the great 
big brother, the United States, got tired of being mistreated and said, 
“‘ Here, we will stop this foolishness. We do not dislike you over there 
in Canada; we have lots of your people on this side, married and inter- 
married with ours, living alongside of each other, but we will give you 
notice that you have got to stop that.” So we passed the retaliation 
act. You all recollect that. t does it do? It not only gives the 
President power in his discretion, butit makes it the duty of the Presi- 
dent, if Canada mistreats our fishermen or our ships engaged in the fish- 
eries or in trade in her ports, first, to issue a proclamation to shut out 
every pound of fish that Canada wants to send into our markets, whether 
it pays duty or not. Do youknow what thatamountsto? I have the 
statistics here, and I will give you the information in order that the 
question may be clearly understood. 

Why last year Canada sent into the United States and sold to our 
people fish of the value of $3,500,000. So on the 3d day of March, 
1887, when that act was passed, the President had: the power to say, 
“Here, Canada, small boy, stop your foolishness, and if you do not 
stop you shall not send a pound of the $3,500,000 worth of fish into 
the United States.” 

Now that is not all, although I am satisfied that would have been 
sufficient if the President had acted, for Canada would drop very quick 
before any sort of action that would deprive her of a market for her 
fish; but we said we would make assurance doubly sure. We said, 
‘* We will give you, Mr. President, 

POWER TO STOP ALL GOODS COMING FROM CANADA, 
owned by Canadians, whether produced in Canada, or wherever they 
may be produced, from coming into the United States; we will close 
every port against you, at least we will give you, Mr. President, the 
power to do that.” What did that amount to? 

Why in the same year I find from these same statistics that Canada 
sold to the United States and shipped to this country $36,000,000 worth 
of goods—all products belonging to her citizens. Now nobody ever 
supposed it would be necessary for the President to stop all that $36,- 
000,000 worth of trafic. Why it would wipe the most valuable trade 
of Canada out absolutely, It is far more than one-third of all the trade 
she has got with foreign countries, and it is the very best trade she has 
got, for it is right here at her very doors. And wesaid, ‘‘Here, we are 
not going to have any foolishness; we know we have a man here inthe 
White House who wants to retire the silver, we know we have a man 
there that will not pay out the surplus without being directed to do it 
by his party friends, Morrison and Randall, and the Republicans, under 
special action; we know we have a man there who will not buy the 
bonds, althongh the authority exists, unless Congress gives it special 
sanction in a concurrent resolution; so we said, as such a man is now 
President, we will have no mistake about it; and we wrote another 
provision into the law giving this President 

POWER TO CLOSE EVERY PORT ON OUR SEABOARD, 
10,000 miles of shore line, and every port upon the great inland seas 
to every vessel of every kind from Canada. 

What did that amount to? Why, take these same statistics of Can- 
ada that I have here and you find that Canada had last year of these 
ships over seven thousand of them, to the value of $36,000,000; the 
great majority of these ships—sailing vessels, schooners, steam-vessels, 
merchant marine or fishing vessels—the great majority of them engaged 
in commerce near our eastern border and upon the Great Lakes. And 
we gave in this law the President power to close all our ports against 
every one of these ships. Do you want any more power than that? 
There is not a man throughout the length and breadth of this country 
but knowsif he had the power and would give notice thatin one week’s 
time he would use either one of these three powers we had given him 
the right to use unless our fishermen should receive fair treatment, that 
American fishermen would get the right to transship their fish across 
the Canadian territory. The great trouble is that the President has 
not exercised any one of the powers already given him by the law. 

What did he do? He sits in the White House and writes a message 
which he sent in a week or two ago to Congress, stating that great out- 
rages had been committed. When? Eighteen months or two years 
ago! Why did you not do something, Mr. President? Why did you 
not claim the indemnity? Why did you not use some of the powers 
conferred upon you by Congress? ‘‘I did not want to; I wanted to 
negotiate a treaty,’’ the President replies. Well, he did negotiate a 
treaty. What wasit? Boil it down and the substance of the treaty 
covering the real point at issue is that by and by we shall have the 
right to send our fish across the Canadian borders provided we will let 
Canada send her fish without duty into our markets. That is all there 
is of it, substantially. Going back substantially and re-enacting the 
abrogated clause of the treaty of 1871. I 

Now, the gentleman from Michigan [Mr. CuteMAn] said the other 
day that he did not like diplomacy or diplomats. Hesays that a ‘‘man 
who looks like a diplomat is a fool,” and that a ‘‘real diplomat is s 
knave.” Now, then, diplomats make this treaty on both sides. Just 
take this proposed treaty and from its provisions judge who was th¢ 
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fool and who was the knave, I say to my friend from Michigan. I 
think the treaty answers. 
NOW THE PRESIDENT COMES WITH THIS MESSAGE AND SAYS: 

“Here, I have waked up, and find that great outrages have been com- 
mitted’’—that everybody else knew about and had known about for 
two years past—and ‘‘now, within sixty days of an election, take notice: 
I want an act forthwith giving me power in addition to the powers that I 
have, namely, power to stop the shipment of foreign goods from other 
countries through the territory of the United States to and from 
Canada.” 

Who would suffer by that? Why, Canada has got her own routes. 
She has the St. Lawrence, and a railroad leading to her seacoast, her 
inter-colonial and trans-continental line. 

Who would suffer? Whyourroads that have been doing this trade. 
Are you going to give that power? That appears to be the general 
feeling. Why? Because Canada infracted or violated the twenty-ninth 
article of the treaty, and we have the righttodoit. That is the legal 
ground upon which I will base my vote. Why, next? Because the 
President of this great big magnificent nation, that can protect her- 
self and her citizens everywhere, has concluded not to use any of those 
powers he now has, but has concluded to scare Canada. We have 
adopted the Chinese policy, and that is to beat gongs. [Laughter. ] 
So the President says, ‘‘I am going into this gong-beating business; 
give me another hammer. [Laughter.] That noise which is deter- 
mined on, and gong-beating, maybe will scare Canada; if it does not 
scare Canada it may convince the voters of the United States Iam a 
hero. Who knows?’ Oh, for a man in the Presidential chair who 
would issue a proclamation saying to Canada, ‘‘Stop shipping your 
fish to any of our ports,” and in forty-eight hours the whole question 
would be solved. 

Now, I fear I will not have time to say some things I wanted to say. 
The gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. Scott] yesterday, about the 
close of his speech, came to talk about the former history and declara- 
tions of the Democratic party. He was so incautious as to refer to the 
contest about the x 

OREGON BOUNDARY, “ FIFTY-FOUR FORTY OR FIGHT,” 
as it was styled. Itwas unfortunate for the gentleman, provided the 
Democracy ‘‘is the same yesterday, to-day, and forever,” to have made 
reference to that time. [Laughter.] 

Why, Mr. Speaker, what are the facts? In 1844 Tyler, their Presi- 
dent, had apostasized, the gallant Harry of the West was the Whig 
candidate, and the battle-cry was ‘‘ Protection to American labor and 
industries.” Everything bid fair for Clay’s election. The Democracy 
raised the cry of ‘‘ Texas and annexation !’’ and they raised the cry of 
“Fifty-four forty or fight!’ I am speaking by the card. I hold in 
my hand the Democratic platform of that year. It reads as follows: 

Resolved, That our title to the whole territory of Oregon is clear and that no 
portion of the same ought to be ceded to England or any other power; that the 
reoccupation of Oregon and the reannexation of Texas at the earliest practicable 
period are great American measures which this convention recommends to the 
cordial support of the Democracy of the Union. 

They hurrahed for ‘‘ Polk and annexation! and fifty-four forty or 
fight!’’ These were the magnificent rallying cries throughout the 
length and breadth of this country; and the gallant Harry of the West 
was defeated. What does history record? Thomas H. Benton, deal- 
ing with these matters, with his thirty years’ service in the Senate, 
near the close of his life left us his ‘‘ Thirty Years’ View,” in which he 
refers to this platform and these rallying cries of his party and states 
the historical fact that John C. Calhoun, the greatest man of his party 
then, and Tyler’s Secretary of State, offered Great Britain to fix the 
boundary of Oregon on 49° right in the white heat of the canvass. It 
was secretly done, but it was done. Great Britain rejected it. Polk 
was elected and in his inaugural message (I wish I had time to read it) 
he gave notice that our title to the whole of Oregon up to 54° 40’ was 
unquestionable, and should be maintained to the last man and last 
dollar. That was on the 4th of March, 1845. Speaking further from 
history, on the 22d day of July, 1845, James K. Polk directed his Sec- 
retary of State, Mr. Buchanan, to secretly offer Great Britain 49° for 
the Oregon boundary. Great Britain declined. A little later he sent 
his first annual message to Congress, and again he stated that our title 
was indisputable to Oregon to 54° 40’ and should be maintained. 

Soon aiter this there rose in the other Chamber Senator Haywood, of 
North Carolina, as Benton graphically records, the personal and party 
friend of James K. Polk, and he made a memorable speech, in which 
he sougbt to prepare the country for the settlement of the Oregon 
boundary upon the forty-ninth parallel. Thedebate went on for days 
and weeks. There were a few honest men in high place in the Demo- 
cratic party—then. [Laughter.] I want to tell the truth; there were 
a few honest men, and now and then there was an Irishman among 
them who believed that the Democratic party was sincere in its plat- 
form of ‘‘ Fifty-four forty or fight. That silver-tongued and mag- 
nificent man of Irish descent—I believe of Irish birth—who repre- 
sented what was substantially my own native State of Indiana, Edward 
A. Hannegan, was in the Senate at that time, and he rose in his place 
and said what I will read, and much more, in reply to Senator Hay- 
wood, of North Carolina, who had advocated a settlement on the forty- 
ninth parallel, and intimated, or fairly stated, that the President was 
for it, notwithstanding his messages and pledges. 


MR. HANNEGAN, AFTER SPEAKING OF THIS CLAIM, SAID: 

y misunderstood Mr. Haywood, along with several friends 
around me, he said that the President had occasional stickings-in renthet- 
cally, to gratify what? The ultraisms of the country and of the pub ie, whilst 
he reposed in the White House with no intention o; nying out these paren- 
thetical stickings-in, In plain words he represents the President as parenthet- 
ically sticking in a few hollow and false words to cajole the ultraisms of the 
country. What is this but to charge upon the President conduct the most vile 
and i ous? If thisallegation be true these intentions of the President must 
sooner or later come to a, and when brought to light what must follow but 
irretrievable d ? So long as one human eye re! to linger on the 
page of history the story of his abasement will be read, sending him and his 
name together to an infamy so profound, a damnation so deep, that the hand 
of resurrection will never be able to drag him forth. 

Mr. Mangum called Mr. Hannegan to order. 

Mr. Haywood desired that he might be permitted to proceed, which he did, 
disclaiming all disrespect to Mr. Haywood, and concluded with saying that “so 
far as the whole tone, spirit, and meaning of the remarks of the Senator from 
North Carolina are concerned, if they spoke the language of James K. Polk, then 
James K. Polk had spoken words of falsehood with the tongue of a serpent.” 


So said the eloquent Irishman from my own then State of Indiana. 
But that is not all. The discussion went on in both wings of the Cap- 
itol. 

ME. DOUGLAS, THEN A REPRESENTATIVE FROM THE STATE OF ILLINOIS, 
obtained the floorand made that memorablespeech—if I had time I would 
read it—in which he outlined the future, in which he pointed to the 
fact that our title was without question clear up to fifty-four forty; that 
Great Britain did not then own and never had owned an inch of the 
territory in question; in which he said that that grasping Government 
was seeking to control the navigation of the Pacific and called atten- 
tion to the islands of the Pacific; in which he said that the future would 
soon show thata road would pass across the continent making tie shorte 
est route between the East and Europe, andin which, from every point 
of view, he appealed to the Democratic party to stand by its pledges. 
Mr. Douglas had on that occasion almost the eye or the tongue of 
prophecy; but notwithstanding all these pledges the compromise was 
made on forty-nine. The trans-continental route has been constructed 
and if I understand the showing of Mr. Poor’s Railroad Manual cor- 
rectly a trans-continental route upon this very territory of and north of 
the parallel of forty-nine, known as the Canadian Pacific Railroad, has 
many owners—and perhaps some directors—who rise in this House as 
leaders of the Democratic party to denounce railroads in Canada, 
[Laughter and applause on the Republican side. ] 

“ Fifty-four forty or fight,” the rallying-cry, was abandoned with 
shame and humiliation. 

But what else was there in the first annual message of Mr. Polk? 


There was this: 

MR. POLK AS PRESIDENT RECOMMENDED 
the revision of the tariff with a view to revenue as the object, with pro- 
tection to home industry as the incident. 

Well, the tariff was revised. The Mexican war on, Texas annexed, 
an empire north of the forty-ninth parallel given away forever; and the 
same power that exacted that sacrifice—Great Britain—came again und 
got from willing Democratic hands the Walker tariff of 1846, which 
bankrupted both capital and labor in the United States, and hindered 
the country in industrial progress a quarter of a century. 

Then, in 1845 and 1846, hand in hand went concession of the terri- 
tory of a great empire and concession of industrial rights. How, now? 
That was a tragedy. ‘The action of this Administration is not so great 
a tragedy, because as yet not so successful, and I pray never will be. 
If Cleveland’s policy is enacted into law it will indeed prove a tragedy, 
but some of his efforts smack of comedy. Think of it, to find the 
ident of the United States giving away, in the treaty which he made, 
the right that the American fisherman has to protection along with the 
residue of the citizens of the country—making haste to give it away as 
a price for the right of shipping his catch of fish across Canadian terri- 
tory to the markets of the United States. Concession again and free 
trade—free fish! The Ethiopian can not change his skin nor the leopard 
his spots; and the same may be said of the Democratic party, Conces- 
sion and progress towards free trade is still its policy. 

Mr. Speaker, there are other things I would have been glad to say if 
I had time. I have only glanced at the history of the country at the 
periods when it was guided andcontrolled and dominated by the Demo- 
cratic party with its policy of revenue reform, and tariff for revenue 
only, and free trade always present, and its concession to strong gov- 
ernments always present, and its defiance of weak governments always 
present. = I shall place in the RECORD an analysis of Article XXIX and 
the reciprocal rights that were granted under it. This has been pre- 
pared not by myself, but by a gentleman much more competent to pre- 
pare it, and to whom I give credit. So far on the speech I have made 
I think I can have a copyright, but on this part of it I have not. 
[Laughter]. One other thing before I sitdown. Many instances have 
been given here where the present Administration claimed 

ARTICLE XXIX OF THE TREATY OF 1871 WAS IN FORCE. 

“ Why,” said the gentleman from New York [Mr. BELMONT], speaking 
to my colleague [Mr. Hirr] the other day, ‘‘listen to the protest of 
the Secretary of State touching these outrages;’’ and then he added, 
tt you know the Secretary of State is the same thing as the President.’’ 
Ishe? Isup so. Ifheis the same thingas the President, thenhe 
is so all the time, is he not? Then, Mr. President, you said in that 
letter of yoursto Judge REAGAN that Article X XIX was in force,when 
we were about to enact the interstate-commerce law. 


Unless I 
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But this is not all. Gentlemen have talked by the hour about 
these treaties. Why, gentlemen, when you send goods in bond from 
a port of the United States through Canadian territory, there to stop 
or to pass back into the territory of the United States, those goods, in 
my opinion, are sent under a clause of Article XXIX in the treaty of 
1871. Other gentlemen claim that it is under the law independently 
of that article. Well, I am only talking about this to show what that 

t, wise, patriotic, never-mistaken man, the President of the United 
tates, says about it. You recollect that when the Canadian Pacific 
Railroad was completed the Pacific Steam-ship Company desired to 
transport goods from San Francisco to the terminus of the Canadian 
Pacific Railroad across the continent. ‘They wrote a letter first to the 
collector, saying: ‘‘ We want to get into this trade;’’ and he sent it to 
the Secretary of the Treasury. Mr. Fairchild, Secretary of the Treas- 
ury, under date of September 4, 1886, replied, saying: ‘‘ Yes, you can 
go into it.” How? Under the laws and the treaty of Washington. 
That is what the President said, if he is responsible for what his Sec- 
retaries say. 

But this is not all. Before the Pacific Steam-ship Company and the 
Canadian Pacific Railroad Company could carry goodsin bond on that 
route, it was necessary io make another port of entry. Article XXIX 
provides that New York, Boston, and Portland shall constitute ports of 
entry, and such other places as the President in his discretion may 

i Well, after these companies got this route recognized, that 
did them no good until they could have San Francisco made a port of 
entry. I now read from the synopsis of the decisions of the Treasury 
Department, 123. I here find San Francisco, Cal., designated as 
a port from which imported merchandise may be shipped in bond un- 
der the provisions of the treaty of Washington. 

Now listen: 

In pursuance of section 2866 of the Revised Statutes, the port of San Francisco 
is ee SEa asa pos from which imported merchandise may be 
shipped in transit ugh the United States to and from the British 
possessions in North America by such routes, etc. 

Signed by whom? 

C.S. Fairchild, Acting Secretary. 

Mr. FARQUHAR. What is the date? 

Mr. CANNON. March3, 1887. What other name do we find here? 

Approved. Grover Cleveland. March 12, 1887. 

Mr. FARQUHAR. After the retaliation act was passed. 

Mr. CANNON. Oh, certainly, after the retaliation act was passed. 
Here we have the President stating that he approved this action under 
the treaty of Washington, under section 2866 of the Revised Statutes 

to put the twenty-ninth article in force. Gentlemen, within 
ess than twelve months this quintessence of knowledge and wisdom, 
this man that doth tower like a Colossus above us all, turns a double 
somersault between sunrise and sunset, and under the wise manipula- 
tion and crafty suggestion of the twenty-times millionaire, the gentle- 
man from Pennsylvania [Mr. Scotr], comes down with that anathema 
maranatha against the infernal Canadian, and criesout, ‘“‘Gore!’’ “Gore !’? 
“Gore!” [Laughter and applause on Republican side.] He now 
says that Article XXIX is dead and has been dead since 1885. His 
position reminds me very much of the story we have heard. When 
postage-stamps first came into use, a little fellow who had never used 
one obtained a stamp and some one told him how to use it. He took 
it, spit on it, and then putiton theenvelope. He was notsure whether 
that letter would ever get to its destination or not; so he just took his 
pencil and underneath the p wrote, ‘‘ Paid, if the blamed 
thing sticks.” [Laughter. - 

Ah, gentlemen, why this posturing? In 1844 you touched the pa- 
triotic heart of this country until every time you applied the finger it 
gave response and there went throughout the length and breadth 
of the country a patriotic awakening. It was ‘“‘fifty-four forty or 
fight ’’—but you deceived and spit upon your promises. You broke 
the heart, politically speaking, of some great men of Irish descent and 
some of Irish birth, and of a majority of our people. We were, com- 
paratively speaking, then but a small country, with few railroads, no 
telegraph, and few daily papers. You men who grew up out West as I 
did will remember how you would wait for the weekly paper, and how 
when it came you would read it through, including advertisements. 
[Laughter.] You fooled the people then and you betrayed and tram- 
pled under foot their rights, and future generations will turn and read 
your history in the light of your broken pledges and your bad faith, 
and will condemn you for it. 

Too late, too late; you can not do it again. [Laughter,] In the 
first place you have not got a Jackson in the Presidential chair. Every- 
body knows that Cleveland is not a great warrior. It is all very well 
to talk about running a hot poker into the lion’s mouth, but every- 
body understands that the present Chief Executive is not going to spill 
his blood in war. He will not have much longer to do it even if he 
wants to, [Laughter.] 

The President issued his free-trade message last December and dis- 
carded everythingelse. The bill camein. The treaty came in. Thank 
God the treaty was defeated by the Republican Senate. You passed 
the Mills bill and your convention in St. Louis indorsed it, but there 
came like a clap of thunder in a clear sky disapprobation from the 
workshops and from the farms throughout the nation, and President 
Cleveland’s knees smote together as Belshazzar’s knees are supposed 


to. [Applause and laughter on the Republican side.] Awaking as 
it were from a troublous dream he saw written on the wall “ Mene, 
mene, tekel, upharsin.’’ [Great laughter and applause on the Repub- 
a side. ] 

nder the inspiration of that great man from Pennsylvania, Mr. 
Scorr, he at once turned round and sent in this retaliation m 

Thank God it is the day of daily newspapers and good school-houses. 
Under a quarter of a century of Republican policy our people have 
been able to get farms and homes and to educate their children in the 
public schools. They have gone too far and you can no longer fool 
them. You mightas well attemptto dip the Atlantic up with a table- 
spoon as to fool again the great mass of the people of this country by 
any such clap-trap methods as you resort to. [Great laughter and ap- 
plause on the Republican side. ] 

Mr. McMILLIN. Let me ask the gentleman from Illinois whether 
he is going to vote for this clap-trap? 

Mr. CANNON. When it is to be a Chinese policy of terrifying the 
enemy by beating gongs rather than by using one tithe of the power 
in our hands, it is patriotic to give him one hammer more for his gong. 
(Laughter. ] 

I here insert the statement referred to, made by another and inserted 
at his request: 

COMPARISON OF THE RECIPROCAL PRIVILEGES GOVERNING SHIPMENTS OF GOODS, 
UNITED 


WARES, AND MERCHANDISE IN THE TRANSIT TRADE BETWEEN THE 
STATES AND THE DOMINION OF CANADA AS PROVIDED IN ARTICLE XXIX OF THE 


TREATY BETWEEN THE UNITED STATES AND GREAT BRITAIN, DATED JUNE 17, 
1871, COMMONLY KNOWN AS THE TREATY OF WASHINGTON, 


L 
Transit through the territory of the United 
States to Canada, 


Goods, wares, or merchandise arriy- 
ing at the ports of New York, Boston, 
Portland, and any other ports in the 
fiom seme 60 tess te pecially davies 

m e e y desig- 
nated by the President of the United 
States and destined for Her Britannic 
Majesty’s ns in North Amer- 
ica may be entered at the proper cus- 
tom-house and conveyed in transit, 
without the payment of the duti 
through the territory of the Uni 
States under such rules, regulations 
and conditions for the protection of 
the revenue as the Government of the 
United States may from time to time 

rescribe, 


ithe above is the first clause of the 
wick npg — Aa ee ne et ge 


treaty of 
pra ASN ary aa isto be found in 


States, with this difference, that the 
act of Congress conferred the author- 
ity of designating portsof entry on the 
Secretary of the in ofon 
the President of the United States, and 
the authority for making transit rules 
and regulations is conferred on the 
by the act of 

while the article confers this 
authority broadly on the Government 
of a United ange me De 

e regulations e Treasury 

partment governing such transit ship- 
ments are embraced in articles $45 to 
TA inclusive, General Regulations of 


The following ports have been des- 
ignated by the President of the United 
States pankas to the foregoing au- 
thority in Article XXIX of the treaty: 

Boston, Mass.; Buffalo, N. Y.; Bal- 
timore, Md.; Burlington, Vt.; Cape 
Vincent, N. ¥; Charlotte, N. ¥.; Chi- 
Detroit, Mich.; Duluth, 


ton, N. Y.; 
Pond, Vt.; Morristown, N, ¥.; 
waukee,. Wis.; New York, N. Y.; New- 
port, Vt.; New Haven, Conn.: New 
Orleans, La.; Ogdensburgh, N. Y.; Os- 
wego, N. Y.; Philadelphia, 'Pa.; Port 
Huron, Mich.; Portland, Me.; Port- 
land, Oregon; Port Townsend, Wash. ; 
Richford, Vt.; Rouse's Point, N. Y.; 
San Francis 2, Cal Suspension Bridge 
ncisco,Cal.; nsion e, 
7 = ; Vanceborough, Me. ; Whitehall, 


The designation of San Francisco 
was made by the President March 12, 


1887. 

The following common carriers have 
been authorized since July 1, 1855, to 
transport merchandise in bond be- 
tween the above designated ports and 
the Dominion of Canada: 

The South Pacific Coast Steam-ship 
Company. Bond approved by the Sec- 
retary of the Treasury July 13, 1857. 

The Port Huron, Sarnia and Duluth 
lineof steamers, Bond approved Sep- 
tember 26, 1887, 


IL 
(Corresponding privilege.] 
Transit through the territory of Canada 
to the United States.” 


Goods, wares, or merchandise arriv- . 

ees ee North recy 
s 

ica and destined for the Unitel Santee 
may be entered at the proper custom- 
oaee snad snveres = transit, ine 
ou e en uties, thro! 
the said an ons undies nach rules 
and tions and conditions for the 
pro! of the revenue as the Goy- 
ernment of the said ons may 
en eee 


tially the first 
Article 


1866, as stated by the President and as 
appears by the following documents: 
“ DEPARTMENT OF STATE, 
“ Washington, June 14, 1886. 
“ Sr: The consu eral of the 


fishing vessels will noi 
land fish atthat of entry for trans- 
portation in bon across the province. 


: “T, F. BAYARD. 
“To Sir L. West.” 
“ DEPARTMENT OF STATE, 

“ Washington, July 10, 1886. 
“SR: I have the honor to inform 
ou that I am in receipt of a report 
m the consul-general of the United 
States at Halifax, accompanied by 
It; na dul meek aeon pn Ae raa are 
elty,aduly steam- 
vessel of the United States, has been 
Pegged re to cg ecko ranas 1 
or ice ort in 
bond to the United States ii. Pictou, 

Nova Scotia. 

+ e e $ 
“T. F. BAYARD, 
“To Sir L. West.” 
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Iv. 


(Corresponding privilege.] 
Transit through the territory of Canada 
Srom the United States for export from 
Canadian ports. 


I. 


ae bo beige the de Mar of the eyo 
es from Canada for export from 
poris of the United Slates. 


Goods, wares, or merchandise may 
be conveyed in transit without pay- 
ment of duties from Her Britan: 


Majesty's posoan in North Amer- 
ica thro the territory of the United 


tates for rt from ignated | possessions in North America for ex- 
ports of the United States under such | port from ports in the en Anara 
es, regulations, and conditions for under such rules and tions and 


conditions for the protection of the 
revenue as the Government of said 
ons may from time to time 


rescribe, 

The above is substantially the sec- 
ond clause of the second provision of 
the second paragraph of Article XXIX 
of the treaty of Washington. 


ieee protection of the revenue as the 
Gov Sennent of the United States may 
from time to time prescribe. 


The above is substantially the sec- 
rt of the first paragraph of Arti- 
of the treaty of Washington, 
The regulations of the Treasury De- 
partment governing such transit ship- 
ments are specified in article 856 of 
the General lations of 1854. 
It has been claimed that the above 
paperaph of the treaty of Washington 
d its origin in section 2 of the act ap- 
palsy June 27, 1864 (13 Statutes at 


page 197), rds 
rated into Ate kibo 3102 of the Revised 
Statutes of the Mega States. This is 
an error. 2 of the act of 1864 
only provided for the sealing of cars 
and vessels so that they ht proceed 
to their destination tnt o United 
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avert act erg EA 14,1862 (12 
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Statutes at page 559), afterwards 
incorporated into section 2971 of the 
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artery the authority for the ex- 
Canadian goods to foreign 
porn ereer teehe payment of the duties. | 
isis alsoan error. This section of 
the act of Congress is still in force and 
constitutes a part of the bonded ware- 
house system of the United ae: 
‘The autbority for an immediate 
tation spplies only to merchandise ego 
ported in ee, which case the im- 
vessel is considered the ware- 
In other cases the merchan- 
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dise must go into warehouse before ex- 
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Mr. McCREARY. Isaid yes , Mr. Speaker, that I expected 
to move the previous question at 4 0’ ock. Since that time this side 
has consumed about three hours more in debate than the other side, 
and it is proper I should say I will not move the previous question this 
afternoon at 4o’clock. There are gentlemen on the other side who in- 
sist on speaking in order to equalize the time, and there are gentle- 
men on this side who desire to be heard. And I have conferred with 
the gentleman from Ilinois [Mr. Hrrr] and other gentlemen, after 
which conference I ask unanimous consent that to-morrow at 4 o'clock 
va n poro s question be considered as ordered upon the engrossment 

third reading of the bill, and also upon its passage. I will say in 
this connection that I would have been glad to take a vote this after- 
noon, but—— 

Mr. O'NEILL, of Missouri. Why not? 
conn ee Yes, let us have it now. [Cries of “Vote!” 

o 

Mr. ALLEN; of Mississippi. I would like to ask the gentleman from 
Kentucky if he thinks at 4 o'clock to-morrow we will have converted 
the other man? rae] 

Mr. McCREARY. I hope so, as the gentleman from Mississippi 
[Mr. AEN] is to speak. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair will submit the request of 


the gentleman from Kentucky for unanimous consent that the consid- 
eration of this bill shall be resumed on to-morrow—— 

Mr. HITT. After the reading of the Journal? 

Mr. O’NEILL, of Missouri. Oh! no; I object to that. 

Mr. McCREARY. If we can resume consideration after the read- 
ing of the Journal we can take the vote at 3 o’clock. 

Mr. O’NEILL, of Missouri. I will not agree to that. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman trom Kentucky asks 
unanimous consent that the consideration of this bill shall be resamed 
after to-day’s session on to-morrow morning immediately after the 
hour for the consideration of bills. 

Mr. O'NEILL, of Missouri. That is all right. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. And that at 4 o'clock the previous 
question shall be considered as ordered upon the engrossmentand third 
reading of the bill and upon its passage, the entire time to be divided 
equally between the two sides. Is there objection? 

Mr. TIMOTHY J. CAMPBELL. Iask the gentleman from Ken- 
tucky to fix the hour at 3 o’clock. 

Mr. McCREARY. I would do so, but it would cut out six orseven 

tiemen on this side who desire to be heard in ten-minute speeches. 

Mr. HITT. ‘There has been a great deal more time consumed on the 
other side—nearly three hours in excess of that consumed on this side, 
and I must insist that gentlemen who desire to be heard on our side 
shall be entitled to that much time to equalize the entire time con- 
sumed. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair will state the exact time 
consumed on each side. since the debate begun. Up to this moment 
there have been occupied by the side on the right of the Chair four 
hours and five minutes, and by the side on the left of the Chair two 
hours and fifty-one minutes. 

Is there objection to the request of the gentleman from Kentucky ? 

Mr. TAULBEE. Ivery much dislike to object to any request for 
unanimous consent, and have not been in the habit of doingit. But, 
sir, the situation as I understand it is about this: We have a special 
order for to-morrow, the consideration of the Private Calendar, a Cal- 
endar which has been neglected—— 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Kentucky is in 
error as to that. Private business was dispensed with to-day but not 
fixed for to-morrow. 

Mr. TAULBEE. ‘The discussion of this measure, as I understand 
it, while it may have been and doubtless is interesting to each member 
of the House, has been proceeded with in a general way, and from the 
speeches to which I have been listening, while they have entertained 
me, yet I have seen no real good results, as far as the legislation of this 
House is concerned, which would warrant the consumption of the time 
thus taken up. If there isa single member on this floor who is un- 
willing to vote for the bill, I have been unable to ascertain it; and I 
want simply to make this observation, that I do not consider it good 
policy to proceed with the consumption of so much time in an unnec- 
essary discussion of a measure to which there is no objection, and for 
which everybody is ready to vote, to the exclusion of other important 
measures which might be considered in that time. 

Mr. YARDLEY. That is correct. 

Mr. ALLEN, of Mississippi. Did the gentleman entertain that same 
opinion on yesterday? 

Mr. TAULBEE, Ihave entertained the same opinion for some time. 

Mr. TIMOTHY J. CAMPBELL. Let me ask the gentleman from 
Kentucky if it is not possible to take a vote on this at 3 o’clock to- 


morrow ? 
We could not get through with it to-day. 


Mr. McCREARY. 

Mr. TIMOTHY J. CAMPBELL. I mean at 3 o’clock to-morrow ? 

Mr McCREARY. Oh, wewill get through with the bill to-morrow. 

Mr. HITT. Before consent is given to the request of the gentleman 
from Kentucky, I desire to give notice that I shall claim an equal di- 
vision of the time from the beginning of this discussion. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair will call the attention of the 
gentleman to the fact that the request of the gentleman from Kentucky 
contemplates an equal division of the time. 

Mr. HITT. Thegentleman from Kentucky coupled his request with 
a statement that certain gentlemen on that side wanted to be heard in 
ten-minute speeches, which seemed to contemplate a different arrange- 
ment. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Thetime will be equally divided from 
the beginning of the debate. 

Is there objection to the request of the gentleman from Kentucky? 

Mr. HARE. So far asI am concerned, Iam as well informed on 
this subject as I hope to be by further discussion, and I object. 

[Some time subsequently the objection of Mr. HARE was withdrawn. ] 

TheSPEAKER protempore. Is there further objection to the request 
of the gentleman from Kentucky ?~ 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 

ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 


Mr. KILGORE, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, reported that 
they had examined and found duly enrolled bills of the following titles; 
when the § er signed the same, namely: 

A bill (H. R. 109) for the relief of Dr. F. O. St. Clair; 


CONGRESSIONAL 


8396 


RECORD—HOUSE. SEPTEMBER 7, 


A bill (H. R. 649) for the relief of A. C. Bradford; 

A bill (H. R. 988) for the relief of Joseph R. White; and 

A bill i R. 1073) for the relief of the Catholic Church of St. Peter 
and St. Paul, at Chattanooga, Tenn. 

LEAVE OF ABSENCE. 

By unanimous consent, leave of absence was granted to Mr. O'FER- 

RALL for ten days, on account of important business. 
R WITHDRAWAL OF PAPERS. 

By unanimous consent, leave was granted to Mr. ERMENTROUT to 
withdraw from the file of the House papers in the caseof Benj amin F 
Millard. 

, THE FISHERIES. 

Mr. HITT. I now yield thirty minutes tothe gentleman from Min- 
nesota [ Mr. NELSON]. 

Mr. NELSON. Mr. Speaker, my apology for taking up the time of 
the House on this occasion in reference to the pending question is that 
to a large extent it affects the business and commercial interests of the 
Northwest; and I desire in my remarks to briefly discuss whatis com- 
monly known as the ‘transit system,” the shipment of goods in bond, 
and I propose to trace the growth of that and to set forth its 
legal and treaty basis, and to specify what power the President has 
now in the premises and what power he seeks in the proposed bill and 
in his message heralding the same; and I shall append to my remarks 
in the RECORD a statement from President Van Horne, of the Cana- 
dian Pacific Railway, showing how seriously we would be crippled and 
injured by an interruption or suspension of our transit trade with 
Canad 


a. 

The St. Lawrence water system, consisting of the St. Lawrence River 
and the Great Lakes at the head of the same, extending as it does from 
the seaboard to the very heart of the continent—into the very center 
of our great zone of wheat production—constituted, in connection with 
the Erie Canal, prior to the inception of our great railroad system, the 
chief avenue and highway of commerce and transportation for the great 
tier of Northern and Northwestern States. 

And this water system, nature’s pathway, though surrounded and in 
part supplanted by a net-work of great trunk railway lines with nu- 
merous lateral feeders, still serves an indispensable and grand purpose, 
both in its earlier function as an artery of commerce and trafic and 
in its more recent but no less important function, that of a regulator 
and check to the greed and rapacity of our great railroads. 

A glance at the map will show how our great east-and-west water 
system has drawn to it—side by side, as it were—our great east-and- 
west railway system; and the latter, in seeking a coigne of advantage 
with its earlier and other rival, the water system, has, for the purpose 
of being on a footing-of equality, bid defiance to and knows no interna- 
tional boundary lines. The necessities of commerce developed through 
this railway system have brooked no artificial lines or artificial barrier, 
but have simply sought out and acquired the best and most direct routes 
to the seaboard. 

Chicago, the southern peninsula of Michigan, and Northern and Cen- 
tral New York have for years relied upon and had the benefit of the 
Canadian Grand Trunk system, and to-day and for more than a year past 
Northern Michigan and#Visconsin, Minnesota and Dakota, and all that 
broad and fertile expanse west of the same, together with New York 
and all of the New England States, in a large measure, rely upon and 
get wonderful benefits from the “Soo” and a part of the Canadian 
Pacific Railway systems. 

Chicago and the insula of Michigan hug New York through the 
Grand Trunk, and Minnesota and Dakota hug New England through 
the “Soo” and the Canadian Pacific. This hetérodoxy of traffic—if I 
may coin the expression—has been accompanied by a heterodoxy of in- 
vested railway capital. Canadians have invested liberally in American 
railway lines, and Americans have perhaps to even a greater extent 
furnished financial aid or made investments in Canadian railways. 

But commerce having those dual water and railway transportation 
systems—and I use the term ‘‘dual’’ in the sense of appertaining to both 
countries interchangeably—needed something more to promote and 
perfect traffic, some means by which the goods of one country could pass 
through the confines of the other back into the first without tariff toll, 
and with as little delay and hinderance as ible. Commerce was 
equal to the occasion. Years before there was any legislative or treaty 
warrant therefor, imperceptibly and by a sort of common-law method, 
the system of shipping goods in bond from one country through the 
other back into the first without the payment of the duty grew up, 
flourished, and expanded. 

This system became known as the “ transit’? system, and is of a 
twofold character, one pertaining to domestic and the other to foreign 
merchandise. To distinguish between the two with as much brevity 
as possible, I shall hereafter in my remarks use the phrases “‘domes- 
tic transit trade,” or ‘‘ foreign transit trade,” for the distinction is well 
defined, and is kept up in the treaty and legislation and proposed leg- 
islation to which I shall presently call your attention. 

Precisely when this ‘‘ transit’’ system arose or how long it existed 

rior to any legislation on the subject I have been unable to ascertain. 

e first legislative recognition and permission, so far as our country 


is concerned, and I am not aware that there was any earlier Canadian, 
is found in sections 5 and 6 of the act of July 28, 1866, and is as fol- 
lows: 

Sec. 5. And be it further enacted, That from and after the passage of this act 
all goods, wares, or merchandise arriving at the ports of New York, Boston, and 
Portland, or any other port of the United States which may be specially desig- 
nated by the Secretary of the Treasury, and destined for places in the adjacent 
British provinces, or arriving at the port of Point Isabel, Texas, or any other port 
of the United States which may be specially designated by the Secretary of the 
‘Treasury, and destined for places in the Republic of Mexico, may be entered at 
the custom-house, and conveyed, in transit, through the territory of the United 
States, without the payment of duties, under such rules, regu ns, and condi- 
tions for the protection of the revenue as the Secretary of the Treasury may 
prescri 

SEC. 6. And be it further enacted, That imported goods, wares, or merchandise 
in bond, or duty paid, and products or manufactures of the United States, may, 
with the consent of the proper authorities of the provinces or republic afore- 
said, be transported from one port or place in the United States to another port 
or piane therein, over the territory of said provincesor republic, by such routes, 
and under such rules, tions, and conditions as the Secretary of the Treas- 
ury may prescribe; and the goods, wares, and merchandise so transported shall, 
upon arrival in the United States from the provinces or republic aforesaid, be 
treated in regard to the liability to or exemption from duty, or tax, as if the 
transportation had taken place entirely within the limits of the United States, 
(Chapter 298, page 323 and 329, 14 Statutes at Large.) 


You will observe here that section 5 relates to the “‘ foreign transit 
trade,” and section 6 relates to the ‘‘ domestic transit trade.” 

These provisions remained in force till, and were substantially in- 
corporated in the following sections of, the Revised Statutes: 


Sec, 3005. All merchandise arriving at the ports of New York, Boston, Port- 
land in Maine, or any other port specially designated by the Secretary of the 
Treasury, and destined for places in the adjacent British provinces, or arriving 
et the port of Point Isabel in Texas, or any other port specially designated by 
the Secretary of the Treasury, and destined for places in the Republic of Mex- 
ico, may be entered at the custom-house, and conveyed, in transit, through the 
territory of the United States, without the payment of duties, under such reg- 
ulations as the Secretary of the Treasury may prescribe. 

Sec, 3006. Imported merchandise in bond, or duty paid, and products or man- 
ufactures of the United States may, with the consent of the proper authorities 
of the British provinces or Republic of Mexico, be rted from one portin 
the United States to another port therein, over the tory of such provinces 
or republic, by such routes and under such rules, Paioun and conditions 
as the of the Treasury may prescribe; and merchandise so tranş- 
ptos shall, pon arrival in the United States from such provinces or repub- 

ic, be treated in ag EEY to the liability to or exemption from duty or tax, as if 
ea transportation taken place entirely within the limits of the United 
es. 


The transit trade had only this ex parte legislative sanction. I call 
it ex parte because there was nothing in it binding on Canada prior to 
the treaty with Great Britain of May 8, 1871. That treaty was main] 
devoted to the settlement of the fishery dispute, but Article XXIX. 
measured as to duration of time by Article III, duly recognized, 
confirmed, and continued by due international obligation the transit 
trade, both foreign and domestic, as it had before in practice existed. 
These articles are as follows: 

ARTICLE XXIX. 


It is agreed that, for the term of years mentioned in Article XXXIII of pais 
treaty, , Wares, or merchandise arriving at the ports of New York, 
ton, and Portland, and any other ports in the United States which have been 
or may, from time to time, be specially designated by the President of the United 
States, and destined for Her Britannic Majesty’s ions in North America 
may be entered at the proper custom-house and conveyed in transit, without 
the payment of duties, through the territory of the United States, under such 
rules, regulations, and conditions for the protection of the revenue as the Gov- 
ernment of the United States may from time to time prescribe; and under like 
rules, regulations, and conditions, goods, wares, or merchandise may be con- 
veyed in transit, without the payment of duties, from such poseeonicon through 
foros  Netetnny of the United States for export from the said ports of the United 
It is further agreed that, forthe like period, goods, wares, or merchandise ar- 
rivingat any of the ports of Her Britannic Majesty’s possessions in North Amer- 
ica, and destined for the United States, may be entered at any poper custom- 
house and conveyed in transit, without the payment of duties, through the said 
ions, under such rules and ons, and conditions for 
tion of the revenue as the 
to time prescribe; and un 
wares, or merchandise may be conveyed 


ARTICLE XXXII, 


The foregoing Articles XVIII to XXV, inclusive, and Article XXX of this 
treaty, shall take effect as soon as the laws requi; to carry them into opera- 
tion shall have been passed by the Imperial Parliament of Great Britain, by the 
Parliament of Canada, and by the Legislatnre of Prince Edward's Island on the 
one hand, and by the Con, of the United States on the other. Such assent 
having been given, the said articles shall remain in force for e panoe of ten 
years from the date at which they may come into operation; and fu until the 
expiration of two years after either of the high contracting parties shall have 
given notice to the other of its wish to terminate the same; each of the so) 


contracting ies being at liberty to give such notice to the other at the en 
the said od of ten years or at any time afterward. (Volume 17, pages 872 
and §73, Statutes at Large.) 


This treaty was supplemented and put in operation by the legislative 
act of March 1, 1873, which I quote in full for the purpose of explain- 
ing and giving color to the points I propose to make on this subject, 
The act is as follows: 


An act to carry into effect the provisions of the treaty between the United States 
and Great Britain signed in the city of Washington the Sth day of May, 1871, 
relating to the fisheries. 

Be it enacted, etc., That whenever the President of the United States shall re- 
ceive MOO evidence that the Imperial Parliament of Great Britain, the 
Parliament of Canada, and the legislature of Prince Edward’s Island have 

laws on ae pan to give full effect to the provisions of the treaty he- 
ween the United and Great Britain signed at the city of Washington oa 


1888. 
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the 8th day of May, 1871, as contained in Articles XVIII to XXV, inclusive, and 

Article XXX of said treaty, he is nipa f authorized to issue his proclamation 

declaring that he has such evidence, and thereupon, from the date of such proc- 

lamation, and so long as the said Articles XVIL to XXV, inclusive, and Article 

of said treaty s. remain in force, according to the termsand conditions 
of Article XXXII i of said treaty, all fish-oi! and fish of all kinds (except fish of 
the inland lakes and of the rivers falling into them, and except fish preserved in 
oil), being the produce of the fisheries of the Dominion of Canada or of Prince 

Edward's Island, shall be admitted into the United States free of duty. 

Sec, 2, That whenever the colony of Newfoundland shall give its consent to 
the appi ication of the stipulations and provisions of the said Articles XVII to 
XXV of said treaty, inclusive, to that colony, and the legislature thereof, and 
the Imperial Parliament shall pass the necessary laws for that 
above-enumerated articles, being the produce of the fisheries of the colony of 
Newfoundland, shall be admitted into the United States free of duty, from and 
after the date of a proclamation by the President of the United States, declaring 
that he has satisfactory evidence that the said colony of Newfoundland has con- 
sented, in a due and proper manner, to have the provisions of the said Articles 
XVIII to XXV, inclusive, of the said treaty extended to it, and to allow the 
United States the full benefits of all the stipulations therein contained, and 
shall be so admitted free of duty, so long as the said Articles XVIII to XXV, 
inclusive, and Article XXX of said treaty shall remain in force, according to 
the terms and conditions of Article XX XIII of said treaty. 

Sec.3. That from the date of the President's proclamation authorized by the 
first section of this act, and so longas the Articles XVIII to XXV, inclusive, and 
Article XXX, of said treaty, shall remain in foree, according to the terms and 
conditions of Article XX XIII of said treaty, all goods, wares, or merchandise 
arriving at the ports of New York, Boston, and Portland, and any other ports 
in the United States which have been, or may from time to time be, specially 
designated by the President of the United States and destined for Her Britannic 
Majesty’s possessions in North America, may be entered at the proper custom- 
house and conveyed in transit, without the payment of duties, through the ter- 
ritory of the United States, under such rules, regulations, and conditions for the 
protection of the revenue as the Secretary of the Treasury may from time to 
time prescribe; and under like rules, regulations, and conditions, , Wares, 
or merchandise may be conveyed in transit, without the payment of duties, from 
such possessions, through the territory of the United States, for export from the 
said ports of the United States. 

Sec, 4. That from the date of the President’s proclamation, authorized by the 
first section of this act, and so long as Articles XVIII to XXV, inclusive, and 
Article XXX, of said treaty, shall remain in force, according to the terms and 
conditions of Article XXXIII of said treaty, all subjects of Her Britannic 
Majesty may cai in British vessels, without payment of duty, goods, wares, 
or merchandise from one port or place within the territory of the United 
States, upon the St. Lawrence, the Great Lakes, and the rivers connecting the 
same to another Vrey or place within the territory of the United States, 
as aforesaid: Provided, That a portion of such transportation is made through 
the Dominion of Canada by land carriage and in bond, under such rules and 
regulations as may be agreed upon between the Government of Her Britannic 
Majesty nnd the Government of the United States: And provided further, 
That the President of the United States may, by proclamation, suspend the 
right of carrying provided for by this section, in case the Dominion of Canada 
should at any time deprive the citizens of the United States of the use of the 
canals in the said Dominion on terms of equality with the inhabitants of the 
Dominion, as provided in Article XX VII of said treaty: And provided further, 
That in case any export or other duty continues to be levied after the 16th day 
of June, 1872, on lumber or timber of any kind cut on that portion of the Amer- 
ican territory, in the State of Maine, watered by the river St, John and its trib- 
ataries, and floated down the river to the sea, when the same is shipped to the 
United States from the vee of New Brunswick, that then, and in that case 
the President of the United States may, by proclamation, suspend all rights of 
carrying provided for by this section for such period as such export or other 
duty may be levied. 

Src. 5. That this act thall not take effect until the Ist day of July, 1873, and 
shall not apply to any article of merchandise therein mentioned which shall be 
held in BORA: on that day by the customs officers of the United States. 

Approved March 1, 1873. 

Having thus briefly stated the common-law, statutory, and treaty 
basis of our ‘‘ transit trade,” I shall proceed to discuss for a few mo- 
ments the attitude of the President on these matters as manifested in 
his recent m After mildly criticising the rejection of the recent 
treaty by the Senate, he proceeds to insist that Article XXIX of the 
treaty of 1871, the “‘transit-trade’’ article, has been abrogated and 
terminated by notice pursuant to the provisions of Article X XXIII of 
the same treaty. ; 

Is he right in this contention? Let ussee. But while I shall here 
take issue with him, I desire to state before I proceed that I expect to 
vote for the proposed bill, because at this juncture it might be deemed 
unpatriotic not to do so, and because what is asked in the proposed bill 
is not, on being closely scanned, such a thunderbolt of Jove as some at 
first sup it was. 

That Articles XVIII to XXY, inclusive, and Article XXX of the 
treaty of 1871 have been duly terminated by notice pursuant to Article 
XXXIII can not be questioned, but did thatact o te, as the President 
contends, as animplied abrogation and termination of Article XXIX? 
This is precisely the issue presented. To understand the matter and 
as a key thereto it must be remembered that the executive department 
in the hands of President Arthur did not, as a matter of fact, of its 
own motion give this notice of termination. There was a precedent 
legislative request so to do, expressed in the following joint resolution 
of March 3, 1883: 

Joint resolution providing for the termination of articles numbered XVIII to 
XXV, inclusive, and article numbered XXX of the treaty between the United 
ei of America and Her Britannic Majesty, concluded at Washington, May 
8, 

Resolved by the Senate and House of Representatives of the United Slates of Amer- 
tca in Congress assembled, That in the judgment of Congress the provisions of 
Articles numbered XVIII to XXY, inclusive and of Article XXX of the treaty 
between the United States and Her Britannic Majesty, for an amicable settle- 
ment of all causes of difference between the two countries, concluded at Wash- 
ington on the 8th day of May, A. D. 1871, ought to be terminated at the earliest 
posia time, and be no longer in force; and to this end the President be, and 

hereby is, directed to give notice to the Government of Her Britannic Ma- 
jesty that the provisions of each and every of the articles aforesaid will termi- 


nate and be of no force on the expiration of two years next after the time of 
giving such notice. 


urpose, the 


SEC. 2. That the President be, aud he hereby is, directed to give and com- 
muniecate to the Government of Her Britannic esty such notice of such ter- 
mination on the Ist-day of July, A. D.1883, or as soon the as may be. 

Src. 3. That on and after the expiration of the two years’ time required by 
said treaty, each and every of said articles shall be deemed and held to have 
expired and be of no force and effect, and that every department of the Gov- 
ernment of the United States shall execute the laws of the United States (in the 
pee in the same manner and to the same effect asif said articles had never 

n in force; and the act of Congress approved March 1, A, D. 1873, en- 
titled “An act to carry into effect the provisions of the treaty between the 
United States and Great Britain, signed in the city of Washington the 8th cay 
of May, 1871, relating to the fisheries,” so far as it relates to the articles of sai 
treaty so to be terminated shall be and stand repealed and be of no force on and 
after the time of the expiration of said two years. 

Approved March 3, 1883. (Volume 22, page 641, Statutes at Large.) 

Here was an express legislative mandate to terminate, and give no- 
tice of termination of, not Article XXIX, but Articles XVIII to XXV, 
inclusive, and Article XXX. 

The gentleman from Pennsylvania [ Mr. Scott] labored hard and long 
yesterday to give the history of the passage of this joint resolution, and 
as he stuck by his manuscript he overlooked the fact that the record 
of the proceedings of the passage of the joint resolution which he had 
read really argued him out of court, and clearly showed that there was 
no legislative purpose to abrogate Article XXIX. In the Senate and 
in the House when that joint resolution was under consideration, as 
the gentleman from Illinois [ Mr. H1rr] whoopened this debate showed, 
the Senator from Minnesota and the member of the House from Min- 
nesota were both anxious about it because this transit question affected 
the interests of Minnesota, and the question was putin both Chambers 
by them as to whether the abrogation of the fisheries articles would 
abrogate Article XXIX. The response was that it would not. 

This legislative command President Arthur in terms obeyed to the 
very letter, and he did not go one step beyond it, as appears from the 
following concluding portion of his proclamation of January 31, 1885: 

And whereas pursuant to the provisions of Article XX XIII of said treaty, due 
notice has been given to the Government of Her Britannic Majesty of in- 
tention of the Government of the United States of America_to terminate the 
above-recited articles— 

Namely, XVIII to XXY, inclusive, and Article XXX— 


of the treaty in question, on the 1st day of July, 1885; 

And whereas, pursuant to the terms of said treaty, and of the notice given 
thereunder by the Government of the United States of America to that of Her 
Britannic Majesty, the aboye-recited articles of the treaty of Washington, con- 
cluded May 8, 1871, will expire and terminate on the Ist day of July, 1885: 

Now, therefore, I, Chester A. Arthur, President of the United States of America, 
do hemby a punlo notice that Articles XVIII, XIX, XX, XXI, XXI, XXII, 
XXIV, XXV, XXX, and XXXU, of the treaty of Washington, concluded May 
8, 1871, will expire and terminate on the 1st day of July, 1885, and all citizens of 
the United States are hereby warned that none of the pania secured by the 
abovye-recited articles of the treaty in question will exist r the Ist day of 
July next; all American fishermen should govern themselves accordingly. 

Done at the city ot Washington this 3ist day of January, in the È bax’ of our 
Lord 1885, and of the Independence of the United States of Ame: the one 


hundred and ninth, 
SEAL.) CHESTER A. ARTHUR. 


y the President: 
FREDK, T, FRELINGHUYSEN, 
Secretary of State. 

Applying to this proclamation and to the joint resolution of March 
3, 1883, the well-known rule of construction ‘* Expressio unius est exclusio 
alterius,” it is clear that by enumerating Articles XVIII to XXV, and 
Article XXX, that none other were intended to be terminated, and 
that none other were in fact terminated. It would be a most violent 
presumption to hold that these acts, the joint resolution, the notice of 
termination, and the proclamation of termination operated by impli- 
cation as an abrogation or termination of Article XXIX, especially as 
that, covering as it did our whole “‘transit trade,” foreign and do- 
mestic, was of far greater moment and of far more vital importance to 
the commercial integrity of the country than the fishery articles. 

While the total annual value of this fishery business of New England, 
which includes our Canadian fishery interests, is only a little over $14,- 
000,000, as appears from the following statement: 

The fisheries of the New England States are the most important. They en- 
37,043 men, 2,066 vessels, 14,787 boats, and yield products to the value of 
14,270,893. In this district the principal fishing yoma in order of importance 
are: Gloucester, New Bedford, the center of the whale fishery, rt, Boston, 
Provincetown, and Portland. 

The foreign transit trade of Canada, as appears from Mr. Switzler’s 
letter which I shall hereafter quote, is $33,692,676, while the railway 
freight alone of our domestic transit trade is from $60,000,000 to 
$70,000,000 annually, according to the statements of the gentleman 
from Pennsylvania, if I understood him correctly, for he it seems can 
get information from the Treasury Department which I can not. 

Shortly after the President’s message came in here I addressed a let- 
ter to the Secretary of the Treasury calling his attention to the figures 
given in the message, and asking him to give me information as to the 
amount of the transit trade, and I received a letter in reply from the 
Chief of the Bureau of Statistics, saying that he could give me the 
amount of the foreign transit trade, but as to the other he was unable 
to give me any information. And yet on the floor here yesterday the 
gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. Scorr] appeared armed with facts 
and figures purporting to be from the Treasury Department, which in 
some way he had obtained through the Treasury Department, showing 
the amount of the domestic transit trade by railway. I shall incor- 


porate the letter of the Chief of the Bureau of Statistics in my remarks, 
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so that gentlemen may see the treatment that has been accorded to 
me in comparison with the treatment accorded to the gentleman 
from Pennsylvania. 

The President is mistaken in the application he makes of Article 
XXXII to Article XXIX when he says: 


. The article itself declares that its provisions shall be in force “for the term of 
years mentioned in Article of this treaty.” Turning to Article XXXIII 


we find no mention of the twenty-ninth article, but only a provision that Ar-_ 


ticles XVIII to XXV, inclusive, and Article XXX shall take 
the laws required to carry them into operatien shall be passed by the legislative 
bodies of the different countries concerned, and that "they shall remain in force 
for the period of ten years from the date at which they may come into opera- 
tion, and farther until the expiration of two years after either of the high con- 
tracting parties shall have given notice to the other of its wish to terminate the 
same. 


Iam of the opinion that the “term of years mentioned in Article XXXIII,” 
referred to in Article X XIX as the limit of its duration, means the period dur- 
ing which Articles XVIII to XXV, inclusive, and Article XXX, commonly 
called the ore articles,” should continue in force under the language of 
said Article XXXII. 

The same phrase found in Article XXIX, to wit— 

For the term of years mentioned in Article XX XIII of this treaty — 
is also found in Articles XVIII, XIX, XXI, and XXX. Anditseems 
clear from the very language itself and from the context that Article 
XX XM 1is only the “yardstick,” or the ‘‘chronometer,’’ if I may coin 
a phrase, that measures the time of continuance of Article X XTX, and 
that the ten years began to run as to this article when it did as to the 
other, and that two years’ notice of termination is as requisite in ab- 
rogating this article as the others. The President’s contention involves 

~ the violent presumption that Article XXIX can not exist after the 
fisheries articles have been terminated, that their life fixes the life of 
Article XXIX, and the further presumption that this, the most im- 
portant articleof all, required no notice atall of its termination, whereas 
the fisheries articles did. Manifestly every fair construction and every 
fair presumption is against the view now held by the President. 

Why, searcely eighteen months ago—in the second session Forty- 
ninth Con, the administration retaliation bill—knownas the Bel- 
mont bill, and about which the gentleman from Pennsylvania made so 
much ado yesterday—assumed in its very terms that Article XXIX 
ose vo! abrogated. This is a part of the very language of section 2 of 

t bill: 


effect as soon as 


And upon proof that the privileges secured by Article XXIX of the treaty con- 
cluded between the U; States and REECE RETR on a MAA Of BT ten? 
are denied as to wares, and merchandise arriving at the ports of British 


the exercise of 


President may also, proc! 
43 arriving in any ports of 


North America, 
the like privileges as to goods, wares, and me: 
the United States. 
Can there be any plainer admission than this? 
And his own Secretary of State, no longer ago than last January, 
took a different view, as the following letter plainly shows: 
DEPARTMENT OF STATE, Washington, January 7, 1887. 

Sim: I had the honor to receive late yesterday afternoon your ask- 
ing to be informed “ when was the treaty of Washington between the United 
States and Ly Dominion of Canada abrogated? When did its provisions cease 
to 

The information u desire is found in the accompanying document, containy 
ing the correspondence which took place between this Department and the 
British minister in 1885, and the President's proclamation in regard to the ter- 
mination of the fisheries articles of the treaty of W: 

This document is reprinted in full in the seer oe ted executive docu- 
in relation to the rights of American fishermen British North Ameri- 
Document No. 19, House of Re ntatives, Forty-ninth 
session, pages 199-210), a copy of which is also inclosed here- 


The treaty of Washington between the United States and Great Britain did 
not relate solely to the Canadian fisheries. Only the fishery articles thereof 
ted, as enumerated in the President's proclamation of January 31, 
articles, comprising those which relate to commercial in- 
urse United States and the British North American posses- 
sions, are still in force. 

I have the honor to be, sir, your obedient servant, 
T. F. BAYARD. 


Hon. Joun H. REAGAN, 
United States Senate. 


But the Administration did not at that time labor under the high 
political stress engendered by the rejection of the recent treaty. 

The truth is that prior to the rejection of the recent treaty our ex- 
ecutive department and our legislative department in both its branches 
never for a moment thought or harbored the idea, nor in action mani- 
fested, that Article XXIX was abrogated by notice or otherwise. 
Transit traffic has continued unquestioned since the abrogation of the 
fisheries articles as before. 

Sir John Thompson, the Canadian minister of justice, entirely con- 

curs with the views expressed by Secretary Bayard last January, as 
appears from the following statement, contained in a telegram, of the 
remarks made by Sir John Thompson at a recent meeting in the Proy- 
ince of Ontario, which I beg leave to quote: 
TORONTO, August 30, 

Five thousand persons assembled at Hazersville, Ont., yesterday to listen to 

itical addresses from Sir Hector Langevin, minister 


Thom minister of justice. The speeches of both preg- 
nant with significance, being the first popes utterances of the ministers of the 
government since ent Cleveland's retaliatory threats. 


Sir John Thompson said among other things : 

The means of retaliation was the withdrawal of the privilege to 
bond through the United to Canada. This p was 
to them by Article XXIX of the Washington treaty, and two years’ 


nate the termsof that treaty before any article could be suspended. 
ce 


kind had been given, and yet President Cleveland, rdiess of the 
sacred obligations of the treaty, proposed to end this privilege without notice, 
and at s single stroke. 


The truth of it is, and we might as well state it in plain terms with- 
outany circumiocution, that the President in his zeal to ‘‘ un-English”’ 
himself before the American people has permitted himself, in a sort of 
mental hallucination, engendered no doubt by the stress of a political 
campaign, to recommend the unwarranted abrogation of a solemn in- 

i compact—a compact, too, that concerns one of the mostim- 
portant and momentous interests of the country, and from the abroga- 
tion of which we would suffer far more than our neighbor. And he 
asks our legislative sanction for such abrogation. ` 

And we as legislators sitting here, not to be outdone in what has 
jocosely been termed ‘‘ torturing the British lion,” will no doubt after 
mild verbal protests complacently pass the President’s little bill, for 
there is not so much in it after all, when closely i 

If the President’s contention that Article XXIX is abrogated is true, 
he has no occasion at all to come to Congress for relief, for as I shall show 
he has now far more power—and tosome extent through his late Secretary 
of the Treasury has exercised the same—than he now asks in the pro- 
posed bill. By the act of March 3, 1873, which I have already quoted, 
he has the power to interdict completely and fully all transit trade on 
the Great Lakes and the rivers and canals connecting the same. This 
is the language of the power, full and ample: 


of the use of the in the on on terms of equality with the in- 
habitants of the Dominion, as provided in Article XX VII of said a 

And the very power here granted was evoked and exercised by Sec- 
retary Manning, as appears from the following circular, which operated 
as a complete interdict of the luke transit trade: 

CIRCULAR. 
TERMINATION OF CERTAIN ARTICLES OF THE TREATY OF WASHINGTON. 
{188%5. Department No, 102. Division of Special Agents.] 
TREASURY DEPARTMENT, OFFICE OF THE SECRETARY, 
Washington, D. C., July 2, 1885. 

To collectors of customs: 


Notice having been given by the proclamation of the President, dated Janu- 
ary 31, 1885, of the abrogation of Articles XVIII to XXV and Article XXX of 
the treaty of Washington, collectors of customs are hereby notified that article 
844 of the es : ns of 1884, ye identical hota article 19 of the 
regulations of March made pursuant to Article XXX of said treaty, will 

and after this date. y 


tory of the United to another by a route a part of which is by land car- 
riage through the ion of Canada, and a part by the Great Lakes and 
rivers connecting the same, or by the river St. Lawrence, in either British or 


pey on the northern frontier of the U; 


frontier, 
poris on the arte ra frontier of ihe oe States, eden nse 
respects as Ordi m ons irom fore con ous * 
sol Seat DANIEL MANNING, Seorelary. 

For twenty-two days this order remained in force. For twenty-two 
days Secretary Manning had entirely suspended and abrogated all 
Canadian transit traffic on the Great Lakes. I presume that it was 
owing to commercial pressure that he afterwards modified this order 
and granted the ians the transit privilege in American bottoms, 
as I shall hereafter show. That was a case where the Administration 
has exercised far greater power than the mere power of collecting a toll 
of 20 cents a ton, as is proposed in this bill. That was a case of com- 
plete interdict of transit traffic. 

Now, in the proposed bill all that is asked for, in case we are not 
allowed to use the Canadian canals on a footing of equality, is merely 
the privilege of collecting a toll from the i ‘or the use of 
ourcanals. Now, which smacks most of retaliation, the power to com- 
pletely interdict or the power to merely collect a toll of 20 cents per 
ton? 

Again, if Article XXIX is abrogated as claimed, then our transit 
trade, foreign and domestic, is remitted back for a legal basis to sec- 
tions 3005 and 3006 of the Revised Statutes, already quoted; and these 
provisions are as the Canadian transit trade only permissive. 
There is nothing in them to prevent our Government from revoking 
the entire privilege, or charging it with new and additional burdens, 
Secretary Manning so understood the matter, as appears from the fol- 
lowing circular: $ 

CIRCULAR. 
TRANSIT OF MERCHANDISE THROUGH THE DOMINION OF CANADA. 
[1s85. Department No. 116. Division of Special Agents.] 
TREASURY DEPARTMENT, OFFICE OF THE SECRETARY 
Washington, 


D. C., July 2A, 1885. 
To collectors and other officers of customs: 

Under the authority contained in section 3006 of the Revised Statutes, 
ported merchandise, in bond or duty and products and manufactures of 
the United States, may, with the consent of the proper authorities of the British 
provinces, be transported from one port in the United States to another port 
therein over ‘the territory of such p: by such routes and under such 
Snares regulations, and conditions as the of the may pre- 


be. 

Therefore, so much of Circular No. 102 of this Ela sariesyon cone the 2d in- 
stant, aş rescinded article 844 of the Customs Regu. 

and said article is hereby amended 

tation therein referred to to American vessels. Customsofficers 


1888. 
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The salaries of officers stationed in Canada to supervise transshipment from 
vessels to cars, and vice versa, must be reimbursed to the Government by the 


transportation companies interested, 
DANIEL MANNING, Secretary. 


. This circular, it will be observed, removes with conditions the in- 
terdict contained in the circular issued only twenty-two days earlier, 
which we have already quoted. 

but waiving these considerations, the President has at least as much 
power as he now asks given him under the act of March 3, 1887, in 
respect to the Canadian transit trade. The following language of that 
act is potent and comprehensive enough: 

And also to deny entry. into any port or place of the United States of fresh 
fish or salt fish or any other product of said dominions, or other goods coming 
from said dominions to the Enited States, < ; 

Iu fact, this provision authorizes him to interdict the domestic tran- 
sit trade of Canada—a matter of far more importance really than the 
foreign transit trade. 

And this brings us to the question as to exactly what power the 
President asks for in the proposed bill. He asks for the privilege of 
collecting canal tolls, and he asks for the privilege of interdicting and 
cutting off the foreign transit trade of Canada. He could not touch 
the canal problem in a milder form, nor tamper with the transit trade 
at a less hurtful point. The total foreign transit trade of Canada for 
the year ending June 17, 1887, was, as appears from the following let- 
ter of the Commissioner of Statistics, Mr. Switzler, $33,692,676. 

Mr. WEBER. Does not that which you have stated embrace the for- 
eign merchandise for foreign countries which passes through and into 
the British possessions? 

Mr. NELSON. Yes; that is what I call the foreign transit trade. 
I use the term ‘‘ foreign transit” to embrace all of that traffic, both in 
and out, as distinguished from the trade which goes back and forth be- 
tween this country and Canada. 

TREASURY DEPARTMENT, BUREAU OF STATISTICS, 
Washington, D. C., August 27, 1888, 

Sm: In reply to yourinqniry of the Hth instant, you are res y informed 
that during the year ending June 30, 1887, the total value of foreign merchan- 
dise received from the British North American provinces for transit through 
the United States to foreign countries was $11,504,721; and the total value of 
foreign merchandise received from other foreign countries for transit through 
the United States to the British North American provinces was $22,187,955; ag- 
gregating $33,692,676. 

I have no means of ascertaining the value of domestic merchandise shipped 
in bond from Eastern States to Western States, or from Western States to Eastern 
States, through the Dominion of Canada, such shipments being considered the 
same as coastwise, and therefore not included in any returns of the foreign 
commerce of the United States, 

Merchandise oe aig from trans-Atlantic countries through the Dominion of 
Canada is credi in the import statements to the ve countries of ex- 
portation, and no account is taken of the transshipment through 


ly, you 
dais WM. F. SWITZLER, 
Hon, Knute NELSON, M. C., 5 Shinai 
House of Representatives, Washington, D. C. 

The stoppage of the foreign transit trade of Canada through our bor- 
ders could not but result more to our injury than Canada, at present. 
Boston and Portland are the winter ports of Canada, and the New 
England railways carry nearly all of her winter imports, while the 
Dominion railway system, extending from Quebec to the maritime 
provinces, fails to pay even operating expenses. Interdict this foreign 
transit trade as proposed and our ports and our railways would lose 
the benefit of all this traffic, while the ports of Halifax and St. John, 
together with the railway connecting them with Quebec, would flourish 
and prosper as never before. The interdict would make Canada entirely 
independent of us on that score and would be precisely just what her 
statesmen, imbued with the imperialism of Sir John Macdonald, would 
sigh for. 

One year of interdict would forever transfer to Canada all that for- 
eign transit trade now carried on through our borders. And pray who 
would be the gainer by all this? A few canal tolls and a little mar- 
row put into the weakest part of the Canadian trans-continental rail- 
way system and the recuperation of the ports of Halifax and St. John 
are after all the only possible outcome and net result of the plan out- 
lined in the ponderous message and accompanying bill., How tame and 
inconsequential it all seems when one looks beneath the glamour of 
the ponderous and solemn diplomatic phrases. 

Aside from the recommendation to violate a solemn treaty obligation, 
all the President really asks for is this: Give me the right to collect 
canal tolls and give me the right to transfer forever to Canada all her for- 
eign transit trade, amounting to over $33,000,000 annually, now carried 
on through our ports and our borders. If it is retaliation pure and sim- 
ple the President wants, he has the power to a much fuller extent in 
the laws now in force. He can interdict entirely the useof our canals, 
and he can interdict entirely the domestic transit trade of Canada, and 
if Article X XIX of the treaty of 1871 is abrogated, as he claims, he 
can interdict the entire transit trade of Canada, both foreign’and do- 
mestic, without any further legislation. 

That State which was my home from childhood to manhood had a 
regiment in the late war which carried a live eagle perched on its ban- 
ners into the midst of the fray. That bird of freedom, snuffing the air 
of war, would in the supreme hour of battle, when the din of arms was 
the loudest, flap his wings with very joy and keep a bold front to the 


enemy; and the men, looking up to that fearless bird, so emblematic 
of our strength and freedom, would, when the stress of battle was the 
most severe, draw an inspiration and zest therefrom which nerved them 
in the hour of combat, and which made them realize that they were, 
above all, the soldiers of a cause and country the noblest and grandest 
on the face of the earth. 

So to-day, when the President attempts to carry aloft, perched on 
his banner, that bird of freedom before us and‘the American people, 
although we can see little or no occasion therefor, yet a glimpse of 
that bird, however slight or momentary, engenders in each bosom a 
spirit to do or dare all that the Republic may ask, whether right or 
wrong; and in this spirit do we acquiesce in yielding to the President 
what little he now asks, for we all ‘‘ have a love for our land as if she 
were our daughter; her pipes in peace, her tomabawks in war.’ 


PRESIDENT VAN HORNE'S STATEMENT AS TO THE EFFECT OF A SUSPENSION OF 
TRANSIT TRAFFIC, 


W. C. Van Horne, president of the Canadian Pacific, and one of the best posted 
railway men on the American continent, is at the Ryan. It is commonly sup- 
posed that the legislation on the subject of non-intercourse with Canada isa mat- 
ter of great interest to the Canadian Pacific,and Mr. Van Horne was seen last 
night and asked as to his views on the probable effect of this policy, if adopted, 
on the railway interests of the two countries. He said: 

"Iam acquainted with the railway situation on both sides of the international 
boundary and have this matter over yoy Grete rere Ido not hesitate 
to say that the policy of non-intercourse between the United States and Canada 
would damage American railway interests between two and three dollars where 
it would injure Canadian interestsone. In the first place take the American 
lines. Allthe Michigan roads would beheavily damaged. In New England all 
the lines would beseriously injured. The Central Vermontand the Bostonand 
Maine systems, which include nearly all of the lines in Maine, Vermont, and 
New Hampshire, about half of those in Massachusetts, and considerable part of 
those in Connecticut and Rhode Island, together with the Grand Trunk line 
across Maine to Portland, depend on the Canadian lines for an outlet, and this 
would be cut off. . 

‘The same will be the case with the lines centering on the Niagara frontier, the 
Rome, Watertown and Ogdensburgh, the Delaware, Lackawanna and Western, 
and the Lehigh Valley, which now depend on the Grand Trunk for connections 
west, These lines would be forced to look to the notoriously illiberal Vander- 
bilt system for a western connection, or to the Erie, which is to a great extent 
a competitor for the very business it would be asked to take west over the lines 
it controls. The roads like the Wabash, running southwest from Detroit to St. 
Louis, Louisville, Cairo,and the Southwest, would suffer. The roads north- 
west of Chicago would be injured to the extent that the Grand Trunk affords 
them relief in low rates east. The two new lines running west from Sault Ste. 
Marie, the Minneapolis, St. Pauland Atlantie, and the Duluth, Sonth Shore and 
Atlantic, would be heavy losers of course; but understand that the carriage of 
flour and breadstuffs for export would not be hindered ,as it does not goin bond. 

“The American interests on the Great Lakes would also be damaged greatly. 
Since Secretary Manning’s order of July, 1886, all the lake business from Du- 
luth, Milwaukee, and Chicago for Eastern United States ts going by the 
way of Sarnia, Collingwood, and other Canadian railroad ports has gee im 
American bottoms, and this would be knocked in the head. On the other side 
of the border the blow would fall rather heavily on the Grand Trunk line across 
the Ontario peninsula, But so far as the Canadian Pacific is concerned, the 
damage would be comparatively slight. There isnomoney for us inAmerican 
freight anyway, and we could of course hold the ger business, in which 
there is some money. We would be crippled in freight traffic to and from the 
new Sault Ste, Marie lines; that is about all. The balance to all this is found 
only in the benefits which would accrue to the New York Central, the Pennsyl- 
vania-and the Baltimore and Ohio, which, of course, would be considerable, 
but not to be compared with theinjury wrought to other lines. So much for the 
transportation interests of the two countries. In regard to the effect on the 
prosperity of the United States and Canada, the former would be 
twenty dollars to the latter's one. 

‘In the first place, there is all New England. At present they get their bread- 
stuffs cheaper and they can supply the Western market with their manufactures 
by reason of the low rates growing out of Canadian competition. Under the 

licy of non-intercourse the New England States would be at the mercy of the 

anderbilt and other trunk-line interests. On the other hand, the people of the 
States west of the Detroit River, and particularly those west of the Great Lakes, 
are inestimabiy benefited by this same competition, which takes their cts 
East and supplies their wants from the East at lower rates than would otherwise 
prevail. Any Western railroad man will say that the low rates east of Chi- 
cago that have prevailed so long are due almost entirely to the competition of 
the Grand Trunk. Thetrunk-line pools have in almost every case been broken 
by the Grand Trunk Railway. 

“The benefit that this competition has been to the people of this country and 
the money it has saved them cannot be computed. On the Canadian side it is 

different. The transfer of American goods benefits the country at large 
only in the measure that it takes so many more men to run the railroads. T 
fact of the matter is, such a move to injure Canada should have been made five 
or six years ago, before we had our line around Lake Superior. Then all 
for the Canadian Northwest had to be brought around by the way of Chicago 
or Duluth. The Canadian Northwest would then have practically been cut off 
from Eastern Canada by non-intercourse, but now the injury will all be on the 
other side. The A songs proposes would effectually protect us against the com- 
petition of American lines in Manitoba.” 


Mr. SEYMOUR. Living as I do at the gateway of Superior, on the 
northern line of transit where two American railways connect with the 
Canadian system by an international bridge, representing a district rich 
in minerals, and whose future is intimately identified with the devel- 
opment of the railways connecting the Northwest with the East and 
traversing a shorter parallel than other American lines, I can not be in- 
different to the modes of redress which have been proposed for the pro- 
tection of American rights in the fishery controversy. The measures 
adopted by Congress and embodied in the law of 1887, and those asked 
for by the President in his message of August 23, 1883, desiring an ex- 
tension of power for retaliatory purposes, are widely different. _ 

The Northwest, sitnated remote from the seaboard, with its heavy 
and low-priced products, is interested in and dependent for prosperity 
upon short and cheap lines of transit. These are essential to its growth 
and development. Without them the producers and consumers of the 
Northwest are at the mercy of and must submit to the exactions of 
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longer railway lines running south of the Great Lakes. Forcing the 
business of that section through these southern lines, additional to their 
natural freight traffic, would be injurious to Northern interests. 

The extension of power asked for in the President’s message for re- 
taliatory purposes is stated by him in the following language: 

I recommend immediate legislative action conferring upon the Executive the 
power to suspend by proclamation the operation of all laws and regulations 
permitting the transit of goods, wares, and merchandise in bond across or over 
the territory of the United States to or from Canada. 

If such authority were given it would result in like action on the 
part of the Canadian Government, prohibiting the passage of American 
goods through Canadian territory. - This would close the international 
and intercolonial freight traffic through the two countries. Snch course 
of action would injure, and be enforced largely at the expense of, the 
citizens of the Northwest, without correspondingly benefiting Amer- 
ican fishermen. 

It may be urged that this annulment of bonded privilege and transit 
would cause a serious injury to Canada. It would also be of great 
damage to the producers of the Northwest, who are in no way account- 
able for the inconveniences and injuries to which our fishermen are 
subjected. Such action, if adopted by our Government, would largely 
tend to strengthen and unify the Canadian Dominion. It would build 
up seaports now little used, and give business and prosperity to the 
Canadian trans-continental railway line. 

Mutually Canada and the Northwest would suffer were this retali- 
atory measure adopted and long continued. Why, then, should it be 
tried? Is it the only or adequate retaliatory measure? The President 
asked for and urged it. The committee of the House have decided to 
abridge the powers sought for by reporting a bill which reads as fol- 
lows: 


It shall be lawful for the President, in his discretion, by proclamation to that 
effect, to suspend, in whole or in the transportation across the territory of 
the United States in bond and without payment of duty, of goods, wares, and 
merchandise imported or exported from any foreign country from or to the 
British Dominions in Canada. 

The power asked for by the President was authority to suspend the 
transit of the foreign and domestic commerce in bond through the United 
States to and from Canada. The authority authorized in the bill re- 
ported by the committee is the suspension of the transit of foreign com- 
merce in bond through the United States to and from Canada. This 
bill, if enacted, will leave unhampered the transit of our domestic com- 
merce and relieve the Northwest of otherwise anticipated burdens. It 
strips the retaliatory measures of their domestic sting and marks their 
force in a descending scale. ; 

Congress, on March 3, 1887, offered and demanded that a measure, 
in its judgment adequate to the conditions and vexations with which 
our citizens were confronted, should be tried. Its language is plain 
and imperative, for the act declares ‘‘it shall be lawful, and it shall be 
the duty of the President; ’’ yet with the same conditions confronting 
us for eighteen months, no executive action has been had. During the 
interval, a treaty has been proposed and rejected, and the question has 
assumed proportions and demanded unusual attention in the heat of a 
Presidential contest. What were the measures of redress embodied in 
the act of 1887 which the President deemed insufficient or inexpedient 
to exercise? The act declares: 


It shall be the duty of the President of the United States, in his discretion, by 
roclamation to that effect, to dony to vessels, their masters and crews, of the 
British dominions of North America, any entrance into the waters, ports, or 
laces of, or within the United States (with such exceptions in regard to vessels 
n distress, stress of weather, or needing supplies) as the President shall deem 
proper, whether such vessels shall have come directly from said dominions on 
such destined voyage or by way of some port or place in such destined voyage 
elsewhere, and also to deny entry into any port or place of the United States ot 
fresh fish or salt fish or any other product of said dominions, or other goods 
coming from said dominions to the United States, The President may, in his 
discretion, apply such proclamation to any part orto all of the foregoing-named 
subjects, and may revoke, qualify, limit, and renew such amation from 
time to time as he may deem necessary to the full and just execution of the pur- 
poses of this act. 


- The contest in this case applies exclusively to fish. It affects ves- 
sels engaged in fisheries needing supplies, requiring repairs, fishing in 
disputed limits, or fishermen requiring facilities for shipment of fish 
through Canadian territory to the United States. These are the ques- 
tions which press for an early and just solution. It would seem that 
a remedy relating to Canadian fish could be found which would be ad- 
equate to the injury offered. 


The amount in value of Canadian fish shipped to the United States 


during the year 1887 was $2,717,509, while the amount in value of fish 
shipped by the United States to Canada was only $57,920. If the Pres- 
ident had tried the effect by proclamation of the prohibition of the im- 
portation of Canadian fish, it would have developed the fact whether 
such action would have been sufficient to have caused a termination ot 
our controversy. Had a trial been given to the partial or full exercise 
of the powers granted in the act of March 3, 1887, it would have been 
an assurance of the desire of the President to co-operate with Congress 
in an endeavor to settle in accordance with powers granted, which in 
the judgment of Congress were adequate. 

If Canadian fish had been excluded from our markets, Canadian ves- 
sels from our waters, which latter term would include our canals, the 
effect would very speedily haye convinced the Dominion Government 


of its unneighborly, unjust, and narrow policy in the treatment of our 
fishermen, as well as the unjust discrimination against American ves- 
sels passing through Canadian canals. Whatever consequences may 
come, the rights of American citizens must be protected. Whatever 
powers may be necessary to grant, should be unhesitatingly given to 
vindicate the honor of the American name; but already authorized 
powers should not remain unexercised when American rights are dis- 
pogaraed, and when vexatious and unfriendly requirements are ex- 
act 

The enforcement of the present law might long ere this have ended 
our disputes, terminated our wrongs, and paved the way for an honor- 
able, adequate, and permanent treaty. Between the English speaking 
people of this continent there should be no lasting disputes, but a friend- 
ship and intercourse born of respect, and a determination to concede 
each other’s rights should always exist. While, if disputes are con- 
tinued and retaliatory measures are necessary they should be of the 
kind and partake of the nature of the subject-matter through which 
the injury comes. 

Section 2in the bill is eminently proper in view of the unfriendly 
action by the Canadian Government in allowing a rebate of tolls less 
10 per cent. for vessels bound for Canadian ports, but without such dis- 
allowance for those unloading at American ports, though the act of 
1887 provides in the discretion of the President a thst the use of Ameri- 
ean waters, whichincludes American canals, by Senadian vessels. The 
power vested in the act of 1887 is sufficient as a remedial measure for 
the protection of the rights of our vessel-men against the unjust dis- 
crimination of tolls by the Canadian Government in favor of vessels un- 
loading at Canadian ports. Any action under this act would be neces- 
sarily prohibitory, but the bill under consideration authorizes the 
charging of tolls in the amount of 20 cents per ton, which would seem 
to be fully adequate to the purpose desired. 

The discrimination will cease when the rebate is discontinued, but 
such action would not relieve our vessels from the charge of tolls, al- 
though Canadian vessels would be untaxed in United States canals. 
The Canadian would still be the gainer, as the treaty simply requires 
that each government shall treat each other’s citizens in the use of 
eanals alike subjecting them to the same charges or none, as the regu- 
lations of each government may determine. The United States canals 
are free. On the Canadian canals tolls are charged. The repeal of 
the rebate would increase the total of Canadian tolls, but would not 
reduce the amount to be paid by American vessels. Cumulating the 
interests of the Canadian Government and vessel-owners, the repeal of 
the rebate as affecting their joint profits might be justly characterized 
as damnum absque injuria, while the American vessel-owner would look 
in vain for an increase of his wealth or a decrease of his tolls. Yet 
treaty rights by such action would be respected and an equality of 
treatment of citizens by each country obtained. 

The additional and different power asked for by the President, even 
so far as it is embodied in the bill now under consideration, will, I 
fear, if exercised, affect almost as injuriously our interests as those of 
Canada, while that granted in the act of 1887 I believe to be ample for 
retaliatory purposes pertaining more nearly to the subject-matter in 
dispute and sufficient for prevention in the future of vexations, annoy- 
ances, and injuries similar to those heretofore inflicted upon our fisher- 
men. 

Desirous to do nothing to antagonize the protection of American in- 
terests and the rights of American citizens, I trust the passage of the 
bill now before the House will meet the exigencies of the case, and that, 
whether the principle of retorsion or other retaliatory powers shall be 
exercised as a defensive measure in the continuation of the fishery con- 
troversy, the Canadian Government will learn that we are earnestly 
determined to maintain our rights, and only our rights, and that through 
such knowledge an amicable and just settlement will be finally ob- 
tained. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Illinois [Mr. 
ADAMS] is recognized for twenty-five minutes. 

Mr. ADAMS. Mr. Speaker, in dealing with this bill it is not nec- 
essary, I think, to go very deeply into the questions of treaty right 
and international obligation between ourselves and the Dominion of 
Canada. All that we need dois to consider that general principles 
ought to govern the conduct of the greatest and strongest republic in 
the world in carrying out what is popularly called a policy of retalia- 
tion, like that authorized by the act of March 3, 1887. 

I doubt whether the mode of dealing with a foreign power which has 
done us a wrong or evinced an unfriendly disposition can ever be re- 
duced to exact and definite rules. But the President in his recent mes- 
sage lays down one rule at least, which in my judgment is as accu- 
rately stated by him as it is inaccurately applied. After saying that 
the policy of national retaliation ‘‘ manifestly embraces the infliction 
of the greatest possible harm upon those who have injured us, with the 
least possible damage to ourselves,” a proposition which is self-evident 
when applied to retaliation as it is when applied to actual war, the 
President goes on to say: 


There is also an evident propriety as well as an invitation to moral support 
found in visiting upon the offending party the same measure or kind of treat- 


ment of which we complain, and as far as possible within the same lines. 
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That is well stated. Thestatement could hardly be improved. But 
when we come to look at the underlying reason of the rule laid down 
by the President it may raise a doubt whether he has been as accurate 
in the application as he has in the statement of the rule. 

Why is it that we ought to visit upon the offending nation the same 
kind of treatment of which wecomplain? What ‘‘ invitation to moral 
support,’’ to use the exact language of the President, do we give by 
taking this course? The answer is plain. Unless the policy we enter 

, upon is expected and intended to lead to actual war, and in that case 
we might as well declare war at once, our object should be to raise in 
the minds of the citizens of the offending power a lively sense of the 
injury they have inflicted on us rather than give rise to the impression, 
however erroneous, that we have unjustly inflicted a new injury upon 
them. 

Accordingly where the acts of offense have proceeded from a particu- 
lar portion of the offending nation or have arisen out of a desire to ag- 

randize a particular interest in that nation it is far better in the first 
instance, whatever may be required in a later stage of the proceeding, 
to choose such measures of redress as shall bear with the greatest weight 
upon those citizens of the offending nation who have given us the greatest 
cause of offense and bear with the least weight upon that part of the 
offending nation which has given us the least occasion to complain. 

If we take the opposite course, it is hard to see how we can be said 
to give ‘‘an invitation to moral support?’ as the President says we 
ought todo. Suppose the Legislature of the State of Louisiana or the 
municipal authorities of the city of New Orleans were to adopt a course 
of conduct which gave offense to the citizens of a friendly foreign power 
like the Republic of France. What could be fairly said of the French 
Republic if, having the power to adopt a retaliatory policy which would 
bear heavily on the citizens of Louisiana and New Orleans, it were de- 
liberately to adopt in the first instance a policy which positively bene- 
fited the offending State and city and bore with full weight upon the 
unoffending citizens of the State of Maine? 

The citizens of Louisiana and New Orleans could hardly be expected 
to see the error of their ways by reason of the penalty inflicted on the 
citizens of Maine, while in the minds of the citizens of Maine the up- 

rmost feeling would be indignation at the injury inflicted on them 
by France rather than a vicarious repentance on behalf of the citizens 
of Louisiana for the wrong done by them to the citizens of the French 
Republic. 

- Now, I believe that this illustration fairly applies to the particular 
line of policy which the President advises us to adopt. 

It will be found, I think, that the principal offenders in this matter 
ofthe Canadian troubles have been the maritime provinces of the Do- 
minion, while if the President's new suggestion of a retaliatory policy 
were adopted the chief sufferers therefrom would be the northwestern 
portions of the Dominion. The maritime provinces would suffer little 
or not at all, and would probably in the long run be positively bene- 
fited thereby. 

What are the wrongful or unfriendly acts that we have suffered at 
the hands of Canada? ‘They are, first, Dominion acts of Parliament; 
secondly, municipal acts or regulations of the maritime provinces or 
theirmunicipalities; thirdly, oppressive, vexatious, orinsulting conduct 
of local officials in the maritime provinces in the execution of laws and 
ordinances which, if administered in a friendly spirit, would perhaps 
give us little reason to complain. 

As for the Dominion laws, I am aware that the whole. Dominion is 
responsible for them. But I think it is worth noting that they are 
sometimes re-enactments by the Dominion of former statutes of the 
maritime provinces, and that they all, as well as the ordinances, regu- 
lations, and insulting and vexatious conduct of officials, before referred 
to, have for their object the benefit of the navigation and fishery in- 
terests of the maritime provinces. ‘They are not inspired by nor do 
they benefit Ontario or itoba. 

Mr. Speaker, I do not forget that a part of the President’s message 
and & part of the pending bill relate to a subject unconnected with 
the fisheries question and apparently unconnected with any maritime 
interest of the Dominion. I refer to the discrimination in rebates on 
tolls on the Canadian canals. I need not spend muchtime on this part 
of the subject. There is no difference of opinion as to the wrong or as 
to the proper remedy. The remedy should be promptly applied, if it 
can not be found under existing laws, in the general lines marked out 
by the pending bill. . 

But I wish to call attention to the fact that the purpose of these dis- 
criminating tolls or rebates when carefully considered will be found to 
be like the purpose of the other wrongful and unfriendly acts referred 
to. They are intended to strengthen the maritime cities and provinces 
at the expense of the northwestern parts of the Dominion. A toll im- 
posed on all vessels passing the Welland Canal, and imposed only for the 
purpose of being rebated at Quebec or Montreal, is clearly intended to 
divert the export trade of the Northwest from the New York route to 
the St. Lawrence route. , I can see how this would benefit Quebec and 
Montreal. I can see how it would benefit the navigation interests of 
the Canadian seaboard. What benefit the Canadian farmers of the 
Northwest get from it I can not see, It is an injury rather than a 
benefit to them. 
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But I wish to call attention especially to the unfriendly acts of the 
Dominion or its officials which are connected more or less directly with 
the Canadian fisheries. They all proceed, as I have said before, from 
a desire to benefit the maritime provinces of the Dominion, and a par- 
ticular interest in those provinces. The Canadians of the Northwest 
can not derive any material benefit from them whatever. 

I am perfectly aware that these injurious and offensive acts have gen- 
erally been supported by the Dominion; and that we can if we choose 
call the Dominion to account for them. But if there is any meaning, 
as I think there is, in the rule laid down by the President in his mes- 
Sage, and especially if there is any force, and I think there is, in the 
President’s suggestion that we ought to give ‘‘an invitation to moral 
support,” we ought first to adopt a policy which will injure most of all 
those Canadians who have most of all injured us, and for whose benefit 
all these vexatious and insulting measures have been taken against us. 
We shall get no moral support from any quarter by punishing the Cana- 
dians of the Northwest for the fault of the maritime provinces; still less 
ize measures we take confer a positive benefit upon the Canadian sea- 

Just such a policy as is called for by the logic of that part of the 
President’s message to which I have referred is provided for, and am- 
ply provided for, in the act of March 3, 1887, which the President has 
declined to’ put in force. 

What does the President now propose? He proposes, as an appro- 
priate remedy calculated to give “‘an invitation to moral support,” 
that Congress confer upon him the power— 

To suspend by proclamation the operation of all laws and regulations per- ` 
mitting the transit of goods, wares, and merc dise in bond across or over 
the territory of the United States to or from Canada, 

I am aware that the pending bill gives him the power to suspend 
transit in bond ‘‘in whole orin part.” But as it is altogether within 
his discretion, if the bill becomes a law, to say whether the suspension 
shall be partial or total, I think it worth noting that he has publicly 
declared his judgment to be that a total suspension of transit of goods 
in bond to and from Canada across the territory of the United States 
is the appropriate remedy for the wrongful or unfriendly acts done by 
or on behalf of the fishing interests of the Canadian seaboard. : 

I think it is proper to consider whether the measure proposed by the 
President is more appropriate than the exercise of the powers which 
all agree he derived from the act of last year. 

It is a matter of no importance in this connection whether Article 


XXIX of the treaty of 1871, providing for the reciprocal right of trans- . . 


porting goods in bond, was terminated with the fishery articles of the 
treaty, as the President argues, or has ceased to be binding on us be- 
cause the other party to the treaty has ceased to regard it. I assume 
that that article does not stand in the way of the proposed legislation. 

There is this to be said, however, of the effect of adopting the Presi- 
dent’s theory as to the termination of Article X XTX upon the relative 
position of the two parties to the existing controversy—it strengthens 
the Canadian position. If Article XXIX still remained in force after 
the termination of the fishery articles, the refusal of the Canadians 
thereafter to allow our fishermen to transship their catch for transpor- 
tation in bond was the refusal ofa treaty right. But if Article XXIX 
terminated in the way in which the President supposes it terminated, 
the refusal of the Canadians thereafter to permit the transshipment of 
fish was only the refasal to accord an international courtesy. 

The Canadians, believing Article X XTX to be still in force, justified 
their refusal to give our fishermen the benefit of it on the ground that, 
although Article X XIX was not a fishery article, but a commercial 
article applicable to fishermen and to all others, yet when the fishery 
articles fell our fishermen were relegated for their rights to the treaty 
of 1818, and the fishery articles of the treaty of 1818 overrode, so far 
as American fishermen were concerned, the commercial article of a 
treaty made in 1871, more than fifty years later. z 

From this difficult and illogical position the Canadians are rescued 
by the new theory of the President, which they had never dreamed of 
till theother day. By justas much as the refusal to grant an interna- 
tional courtesy is a less serious grievance than the refusal to acknowl- 
edge a positive treaty right, by just so mush has the new-fangled 
theory of the President weakened the American and strengthened the 
Canadian position. 

There is another question, raised elsewhere, which I do not care to 
go intoat any length. It is the question whether after the issue of the 
President's proclamation, pursuant to the proposed act the Canadians 
could not get all or nearly all of the advantages of transit of goods in 
bond by importing the goods into this country and immediately ex- 
porting them to Canada under section 2971 of the Revised Statutes. I 
do not care to go into that. I assume that the intended effect of the 
proclamation could not be evaded. The question remains, who would 
be most injured? I mean, what Canadians would be most injured by 
the adoption of this policy? It strikes me that the Canadians who 
would suffer most would be those who live farthest from the seaboard. 
Letany gentleman lookat the map and answer the question for himself 

I believe this would be true even in the winter season, when the St. 
Lawrence is closed by ice. One not improbable result would be an in- 
crease of the business of the Inter-Colonial Railway and a great detelop- 


8402 


ment of the port of Halifax. Halifax would take the place of Boston 
or Portland as the winter port of Montreal, just as it would take the 
ce of New York and Baltimore as the winter port of Ontario and 
itoba. To injure Ontario and Manitoba, of whom we have not 
complained, and at the same time to build up the prosperity of Halifax, 
the center of the fishing interest, which is responsible for the whole 
trouble, would be a stroke of policy almost too grotesque for ‘‘ Pin- 
afore.” 

Besides, the St. Lawrence River is not closed with ice all the year 
round. How would it be in summer? Ifthe enormous traffic which 
. now passes to and from Canada across the United States during the 
summer months were to be transferred from the New York, Boston, 
and Portland routes to the St. Lawrence River route, Montreal would 
be benefited, the Canadian Pacific Railway would be benefited, the 
the navigation interests of the Canadian seaboard would be benefited, 
while the citizens of Ontario and Manitoba, who have least of all of- 
fended us, would pay the largest share of the increased cost of trans- 
portation. As to the lossto be borne by the people of the United States, 
who, according to the theory of the interstate-commerce law, would 
have to pay higher local freight rates to make good the loss incurred 
by American railways in their through business to and from Canada, 
it is a matter which the President would undoubtedly take into con- 
sideration. Ido not care to go into it now. 

Another thing. The policy indicated in the President’s message 
would, if thoroughly carried out, add to the political strength of Can- 
ada. It would tend toconsolidate the Dominion. Let gentlemen look 
at the map of North America, and see how the setiled parts of Canada 
stretch like a narrow ribbon along our northern frontier. Let them 
consider what is the main cause of political weakness in a nation situ- 
ated as Canada is. 

I believe it is the facility of commercial intercourse between the 
western parts of the Dominion and the United States, as compared 
with the facility of commercial intercourse between the western and 
eastern parts of the Dominion. 

I believe the far-sighted statesmen of the Dominion and of Great 
Britain see this clearly. ‘The remedy they propose is to turn the trade 
of the Northwest into the St. Lawrence Riverroute. What else would 
justify the enormous expense at which the Canadian canals have been 
improved and enlarged? What else would justify the enormous sub- 
sidy granted to the Canadian Pacific ? 

Why, Mr. Speaker, it is not longago that the Dominion laid a heavy 
hand on the people of Manitoba, to prevent them from building at their 
own a short railway to make connection with the railway sys- 
tem of the United States. It seemed a brutal measure, but it was a 
wise one from the point of view of Canadian statesmen. It could be 
justified only by the political necessity of consolidating the Dominion. 
The attempt failed. Would it not be wonderfal if this Canadian and 
British policy, so beneficial to the Dominion as a political power, so 
beneficial to the maritime provinces in particular, were after repeated 
failures to succeed at last by the act of the American people, irritated 
by the unjust and unfriendly conduct of that very part of the Dominion 
which would get the greatest benefit from the consolidation policy. 

Mr. 8 er, I believe the President will consider these things once 
more. I believe his Cabinet officers, who, according to popular rumor, 
were not much consulted in the preparation of his recent message, will 
advise him that according to the logic of the message itself he is bound 
to exercise first of all some of the powers conferred upon him by the 
act of March 3, 1887. The additional power conferred upon him by 
this pending bill he must hold in reserve. 

I will not do the President the injustice to suppose that he will ex- 
ercise the vast powers conferred upon him by the act of last year and 
by the ing bill without great deliberation. As for his recent mes- 
sage, I believe it was hastily prepared and hastily issued. There isa 
suspicion on both sides of the Atlantic that it was issued by command 
of a political committee, anxious to e a portion of our people 
that the Administration is after all not a British administration in dis- 

ise. If that is so, it proves, not that the President will be reckless, 

ut that the national Democratic committee is desperate. 

It is quite possible that the occasion for putting in execution the 
powers conferred on the Executive by this bill will not arise till after 
anew administration comesin. The contingency on which these powers 
are to be exercised is likely to arise, I understand, only during the fish- 
ing season. The season for this year is nearly over. The of 

bill at this time may simply have the effect of adding a new ques- 
tion in the impending Presidential campaign. We have added new 
powers to the Presidential office, leaving the people to decide which 
party and which candidate shall be trusted with the execution of them. 

So far as the present Administration is concerned, the question will 
not turn on a message issued by the President within two months of 
the election of his successor. It will turn on his foreign policy as a 
whole during his entire term. If in its relation to foreign affairs his 
administration has been on the whole a distinguished success, it will 
be a fair argument, so far as it goes, in favor of intrusting to his hands 


these great powers during a second term. If, on the other hand, his 
administration of foreign affairs has been on the whole a failure, or if 
the mismanagement of the fishery question by this present Administra- 
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tion or the position he takes in his message is likely to handicap his 
future efforts to bring the question to a peaceful and honorable solu- 
tien, there will be one argument the more in favorof electing General 
Harrison to succeed him. 

Atall events, Mr. Speaker, the pending bill is likely to pass the 
House by a large majority. Many will vote for it under protest. They 
know it is unnecessary. They feel that the policy outlined in it may 
be unwise, but they are unwilling to vote against it. They are re- 
luctant even to seem to oppose the grant of additional power, however 
unnecessary, when asked for in a public message, in which the Presi- 
dent declares that he stands in presence of a difficulty with a foreign 
power and needs additional legislation in order to maintain the inter- 
ests or the honor of the United States, 

If such additional power were really necessary, it would be granted, 
not under protest, but cordially and withoutstint. It would be granted 
not merely to strengthen the hands of President Cleveland in the 
pending controversy about Canadian fisheries; it would be granted to 
strengthen the hands of all the Presidents of the United States that 
shall hereafter hold office in all the controversies that may hereafter 
arise with any foreign power. 

Our desire is to show to all foreign nations that although the Presi- 
dent of the United States is elected only for a term of four years, al- 
though he is elected as the candidate of a political party and is op- 
posed by another political party, although his policy, foreign and 
domestic, will be searchingly criticised up to the very end of his term, 
yet whenever he stands in presence of a difficulty with a foreign power 
and really needs additional legislation to enable him to deal with it, 
he will receive the earnest and hearty support even of those who doubt 
the wisdom of his management and confidently expect within two 
months to defeat his re-election. 

Mr. HITT. I now yield ten minutes to the gentleman from Indiana 
(Mr. Warre]. 

Mr. WHITE, of Indianag Mr. Speaker, I send to the desk and ask 
to have read an amendment which I wish to offer to this bill. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The amendment will be read for in- 
formation, but can not be offered. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


That section 2 of Article II of the Constitution of the United States be tem- 
ponsiy s nded during the present President’s term of office wherein it pro- 
Sanath at the President shall make treaties by and with the consent of the 


nate. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman may offer this for in- 
formation. f 

Mr. WHITE, of Indiana. I offer that amendment, not with the hope 
or belief that it will be adopted—— 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair will state to the gentleman 
that the House has already adopted an order by which the previous 
question is ordered on the bill, after the debate shall be concluded upon 
it, and no provision is made for amendments. 

Mr. WHITE, of Indiana. I was not aware of that fact. 

Nevertheless, Mr. Speaker, I offer the amendment in order to show 
the position in which our worthy President has placed himself. I take 
the ground, sir, that the President had no right to enter into negotia- 
tions whatever with Great Britain in regard to the fisheries question. 

Mr. CARUTH. Will the gentleman from Indiana yield to have that 
amendment again reported ? 

Mr. WHITE, of Indiana, ‘Well, the gentleman can read it for him- 
self after I am through. 

Mr. CARUTH. e would like to hear it read now, if itis to be the 
basis of the gentleman’s remarks. 

Mr. WHITE, of Indiana. Very well, let it be again read. 

The amendment was read at length. 

[Cries of “Vote!” “Vote!” and applause on the Democratic side. ] 

Mr. WHITE, of Indiana. ‘That is just the position that our Presi- 
dent has placed himself in. He has clearly stepped outside of the 
Constitution. 

Mr. McCREARY. Mr. Speaker, I wish to interrupt the gentleman 
to ask if the paper which has just been read at the desk purports to 
be anamendment sent up for consideration? 

The SPEAKER protempore. It has been read forinformation. The 
Chair has stated that the amendment could not be offered. 

Mr. WHITE, of Indiana, I sent it for the purpose of showing the 
House the position that the President of the United States has blaai 
himself in. He has taken upon himself the right and arrogated to 
himself the power of both Houses of Congress in treating of the affairs 
of this Government in connection with our foreign relations. He has 
usurped the power which belongs under the Constitution tothe Presi- 
dent acting by and with the advice of the Senate. The only question 
now involved is whether he had not power enough already granted to 
him by the laws of Con to enforce the act which henow claims he 
wants to enforce. He claims that he has not sufficient power to bring 
the Canadians to terms and enforce his demands that justice shall be 
done to our seamen, and that additional powers are required, which 
power he requests, and that he shall have the right to interfere with 
railroad communication in bonded goods. A j 

We all know that this will affect our own people a great deal more 
than it will affect the Canadians, for the reason that these railroads are 
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owned principally by Americans; their termini are in American cities, 
and in consequence the Americans will be the greater sufferers. He 
had the power to carry out all the enactments of Congress, which power 
had been placed in his hands over eighteen months ago, and if he had 
done so there would have been no occasion to come here now and ask 
additional legislation. Iam free to say, when it comes at this partic- 
war time for this alleged purpose, that there is an object in view be- 
hind it which has a greater and deeper significance than his pure mind- 
edness would lead us to imagine in the claim that he is looking after 
the interests of the people. His objectis in looking after the interests 
of the election; and had this document of his been denominated, or 
designated rather, as a campaign document in place of a President's 
message to the Congress of the United States, it had been far more prop- 
erly termed, because that is what it is. 

It is simply a campaign document to destroy the bad effect that his 
first campaign document—document No. 1—had on the people of this 
country. That is his tariff document. Gentlemen on the other side, 
and the President too, have realized the effects that his first document 
has had on the public mind. The Irish vote which he attempts to 
control by the present document was turned away from him in conse- 
quence of the tariff measure that he proposed. That is clearly appar- 
ent to all thinking people. And furthermore, he found he had lost 
their support in consequence of the method he took to negotiate a 
treaty with a power that was to some extent theirenemy. The method 
he adopted was not satisfactory to the Irish people in that respect; and 
and in order to overcome, if he possibly can, the bad effects of that 
effort, he sends this message to this body. But I can assure him, Mr. 
Speaker, that he is too late. 

The Irish vote in this country is not going to be attracted in any 
such manner as that. No one, I think, has a deeper sympathy than I 
have, and no one would more gladly strengthen the hands of the Pres- 
ident if he were in earnest in helping the Irish people. But he is not. 
His object is simply to bring them back into the fold of the Demo- 
cratic party, so as to have their support in the next election. 

‘The President, in his first message, stated that there was no other 
question before the people but that of the tariff. He said that was 
the most important and paramount question to this nation. Did he 
not stop to think that this very question which he refers to now was 
in existence then? 

‘This question of the fisheries was not settled, and yet he did not in 
his message say one word about it. Was he not also aware there were 
other great national questions to be solved besides the tariff? Itseems 
not. The tariff question was sprung on this country as a key to the 
campaign, and upon its revision he expected to carry the vote of the 
people and secure his re-election. The President has made a great many 
mistakes and this fishery messageisoneofthem. The tariffmessage was 
another; and thereturn of the rebel flags another. Iam suretle people 
of the North would gladly have agreed to their return, and this Con- 
gress would have determined to return the flags to the people of the 
South, because they have no ill feeling ondska peopleof the South, 
but for the manner of the President in so tly determining that 
question himself without coming to Congress for instructions. 

‘That is the situation in this case also. He has ignored the Senate. 
He has undertaken to enter into a treaty with a foreign power with- 
out consulting the Senate; when the Constitution clearly provides that 
he shall not make a treaty with a foreign power unless “with the ad- 
vice and consent of the Senate.’’ He has undertaken to do that on his 
own account; and now when he finds that he has got the worst of it 
he comes back to this House in order to get authority from the peo- 
ple to do—what; to do that which he had power enough to do in the 
first place. 

Ife says in his message: 

‘These considerations lead me at this time to invoke the aid and counsel of 
the Congress and its su in such a further grant of power as seems to me 
necessary and desirable to render effective the policy I have indicated. 

Now, what more effective remedies could he have had than those he 
already had? If he had stopped the supplies of Canadian fish from 
coming into this country, as he could have done in one day after the act 
had passed Congress and he had signed it, it would have been the best 
course he could have adopted. He could have issued his proclamation 
then and stopped the Canadian fish from coming in here, and that 
would have brought them to terms; and if it did not, then he could 
have issued his proclamation prohibiting intercourse between the Can- 
adas and this country. That is where he is at fault and where he has 
made the mistake. What would you think, for instance, if a general 
in any army when sent to do a certain thing and to attack the enemy 
in a certain position should return and say to his superior he did not 
have force enough? He would simply be dismissed or superseded. This 
is exactly the position of the President. It was his duty to enforce 
what power he had from Congress, and then if he had not enough it was 
his duty to come here and ask for more power to bring the Canadians 
toterms. [Applause on the Republican side. ] 

Mr. HITT. I yield to the gentleman from Iowa [Mr. KERR]. 

Mr. KERR. Mr. Speaker, the bill under consideration isan extraor- 
dinary measure, and while I do not feel entirely justified in with- 
holding my vote from it I think we should not lose sight of the fact 
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thatitisa measure of extraordinary character. The Constitution wisely 
in Congress the powers over the subject that are now sought to 
placed in the hands of the Executive.. Among these are the power 

to ‘‘regulate commercé with foreign nations;’’ the power to make re- 
prisals; to ‘‘ grant letters of marque and reprisal;’? and none of these 
powers were by the Constitution placed in the hands of the Executive. 

It is true Congress may authorize the Executive to exercise these 
powers, and it is proper that it should do so when the specific occasion 
has arisen to exercise them. But Congress should not, except for the 
most urgent reasons, grant a generaland continuingauthority to the Ex- 
ecutive, forsuch an act would amount to an abdication of its own power. 
The fact that certain powers resting in Congress were given to the Ex- 
ecutive by the act of 1887should have been regarded by him as a legis- 
lative declaration that if the wrongs complained of were not remedied 
the Executive should exercise the power of retaliation and should have 
been acted on by him as such, but we have not a particle of evidence 
that there has been a single protest during all that time against 
these wrongs and outrages since the power to enforce the requirements 
of the fisherman. It seems somewhat remarkable that so suddenly, 
after so long a period of absolute neglect and disregard, and after they 
had been pointed out as they have been done repeatedly both by the gen- 
tleman from New York (Mr. NurrinGin his speech three months since) 
and by the gentleman from Maine, Governor DINGLEY, and others, 
the President should now so suddenly discover that we have suffered 
so greatly as to demand such vast powers of retaliation as would vir- 
tually place the entire commerce of the Northwest subject to the whim 
of asingleman. ‘The gentleman from Mississippi [ Mr. HOOKER] seeks 
to excuse the Executive for his failure to exercise his powers under the 
act of 1887 by the statement that there were negotiations pending to 
settle these matters by treaty. This is true; but the terms of the 
treaty show that the injuries complained of were entirely lost sight of 
by the Administration in the desire to reverse the policy of the Gov- 
ernment and to settle by treaty a question of national policy which 
the Constitution wisely conferred on the law-making power. 

There is no one who has given this question consideration who doubts 
that if the Executive had been as anxious to secure the rights of 
American fishermen and other American citizens as he was to secure 
the triumph of the policy of free trade, those rights would have been 
secured; for the main motive of the Canadians in preventing the ex- 
ercise of American rights was to compel the Americans to admit their 
products free of duty, a motive with which the President was and has 
been in entire harmony. Iam therefore much in doubt whether it is 
wise to extend further power to the same Executive that has refused 
to exercise the power he already possesses, when the exercise of the 
powers sought might be attended with such grave consequences to the 
commercial interests of the people of the great Northwest. 

The power to declare war and all other extensive powers with rela- 
tion to commerce should be scrupulously held where the Constitution 
intended, in the hands of Congress, except in cases where it confers 
these powers temporarily on the Executive, and where its specific ex- 
ercise is closely defined; and the objections to the grant are the greater 
where the Executive has, as in this case, entirely disregarded and ig- 
nored the authority conveyed in former grants, and where the failure 
of the President to act efficiently has had the clearly discovered pae 
pose to compel the adoption of policies at variance with the will of the 
legislative power. Is there not danger that if such measures are en- 
couraged our country will drift into an elective despotism instead of 
the i eh intended by the framers of the Constitution? [Ap- 

lause. 
? [During the delivery of the above remarks the hammer fell. J 

Mr. ADAMS. Ihave three minutes of my time remaining, and I 
yield sufficient time to the gentleman from Iowa to conclude his re- 
marks. 

Mr. KERR concluded his remarks as above. 

eae HITT. I will now yield to the gentleman from Illinois [Mr, 
Post]. 

Mr. POST. I listened with special pleasure to the eloquent gen- 
tleman from Mississippi [Mr. Hooker] during his remarks as to the 
wisdom of the utterances of the President of the United States. The 
gentleman referred especially to the letter of acceptance of Mr. Cleve- 
land. I presume he referred to the letter of acceptance of 1884. If 
that be true he did the President scant justice, for he said it met with 
the approval not merely of his own partisans but with that of the op- 
posite party. Isay he did the President scant justice, for the papers 
of the opposite party keep a portion of that letter as standing matter 
in their columns, and when he was speaking of it I bad before mea 
copy of the New York Tribune of to-day containing it. It reads: 

When we consider the patronage of this great office, theallurements of power, 
the temptation to retain public place once gained, and, more than all, the avail- 
ability a party finds in an incumbent whom a horde of office-holders with a 
zeal born of benefits received and fostered by the hope of favors yet to come, 
stand ready to aid with money and trained political service, we recognize in 
the eligibility of the President for re-election a most serious danger to that 
calm, deliberate, and intelligent action which must characterize government by 
the people.—President Cleveland's letter of acceptance, August 18, 1834. 

The wisdom of these words in the light of recent events should be 
recognized by both parties. The complaint is not as to the wisdom of 
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what the President says, but as to the wisdom of what he does. I 
should be loath to say of him as has been said of some one, that ‘the 
never said a foolish thing and never did a wise one.” Ido not think 
this eulogy of the gentleman from Mississippi had any special connec- 
tion with the subject under discussion, but in passing I merely notice 
it. We are discussing the retaliation bill aud what the President has 
done, or rather failed to do. 

Mr. Speaker, when this nation resolves upon war Congress should 
promptly pass every measure which the executive government finds 
necessary for its successful prosecution. The gentleman from Kentucky 
[Mr. McCrary] said in opening this debate: ` 


There will be no division on sectional lines, but men of the South and men of 
the North will stand shoulder to shoulder in solid phalanx to defend American 
rights and American honor, 

There has never been any doubt in the minds of those who fought 
for the Union, that those who fought against it would defend this coun- 
try in case of a foreign war. When the blue and the gray united as 
comrades return victorious from that war, having earned the rewards 
due the soldiers of a republic, it may happen that some citizen who 
fought by substitute will have the ‘‘ moral courage’? and the power to 
defeat the representatives of a grateful people in fulfilling the nation’s 
obligations. 

When the embassador of France was insulted at Vienna, the French 
Government resolved upon retaliation and called in General Napoleon 
Bonaparte for his advice. He said, ‘If you want war with Austria I 
can furnish a better excuse for it.” 

Do we want war with England? Shall we prepare for it by encum- 
bering our statute-books with a series of cumulative hostile laws to be 
utterly disregarded by our executive government? 

The President in his message of August 23, 1888, recites that— 

Our citizens engaged in fishing enterprises in waters adjacent to Canada have 
been subjected to numerous vexatious interferences and maya dor aa their 
vessels have been seized upon pretexts which appeared to be entirely inadmis- 
sible, and they have been otherwise treated by the Canadian authorities and 
officials in a manner inexcusably harsh and oppressive. 

Why was this message addressed to Congress? Why not England ? 
Congress can not stop the wrong complained of; England can. Are the 
ungenerous and unneighborly acts on the part of Canada, so pathetically 
described in the message, ònly to be met by like ungenerous and un- 
neighborly acts on our part? Is this the way a great government con- 
ducts its foreign affairs? Is it a dignified course? 

What does the President want? When this question was last before 
this House in the second session of the Forty-ninth Congress, and dis- 
cussed, as is customary, by the members of the Committee on Foreign 
Affairs, I find a Democratic member of that committee, the gentleman 
from Illinois, Mr. Worthington, saying: 

What are the wrongs of which wecomplain? The Canadian authorities have 
hindered andannoyed our inshore fishermen in the enjoyment of the privileges 
of shelter, raain wood, and water guarantied to them by the treaty of 1818, 
They have insisted that the deep-sea fishermen were subject to the same 
limitations as those applying to theinshore fishermen. Thatisall the difficulty 
between usand Canada. There is nothing else in dispute, Our intercourse in 
every other respect is just as free and harmonious as ever, 

The President in his recent message contradicts this statement and 
shows that the member of the Committee on Foreign Affairs who used 
this language on March 2, 1887, knew little about the matter; that 
there were other questions and grievances, notably with reference to 
the use of the canals, 

We find also that the gentleman from New Jersey [Mr. PHELPS] on 
the same day used the following language: 

Does the House forget that one year ago we said to the President just what 
the gentleman from Virginia [Mr. DANIEL] wants us to say ay: ‘* We trust 
you; on you is the responsibility; take all that you ask?™ Does the House 
forget that then and there we d the Dingley shipping bill without any 
trouble or delay, and said to the President: “* Take what weare told you want; 
take it and fight the Canadian Government with fire as you wish; fight them 
with the same fire with which they fight us; here is yourauthority; closeevery 

ort in the United States against Canadian vessels; deprive all of them in Amer- 

ican ports ofevery right which American vessels are deprived ofin the ports of 
the Dominion?” The President of the United States has had these powers for 
a year and has never yet used them, 

To-day we are again discussing the question of granting more powers 
to fight Canada, With both hands full of weapons the President asks 
for more. Will not the people begin to think that it is not weapuns 
which are needed but some one with skill and courage to use them ? 

Gentlemen on this floor make light of the idea of war in this con- 
nection and the country ridicules it, but should the spirit of retaliation 
be established along the whole length of our northern frontier, could 
that be called peace ? : 

Why has not the President demanded of Canada the international 
rights and privileges to which this country is entitled? Why does he 
not doitnow? The English press suggests ‘‘ that serious international 
questions ought to be suspended for half a year before a general elec- 
tion.” It more than intimates that the sudden change of position on 
the part of the President concerns only his re-election. A demand di- 


rected toward Canada rather than to Congress would remove the sus- 
picion so widely believed. 

The President of the United States already has and should always 
have authority to protect American ships upon the high seas, American 
citizens wherever they may be, and American rights by whatever power 
assailed. 
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Mr. HITT. Iyield tothegentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. BAYNE] 
whatever time remains. 

Mr. McCREARY. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to mod- 
ify the order that was made a short time ago so as to continue the con- 
sideration of the pending bill to-morrow immediately after the reading 
of the Journal. The gentleman who objected before now withdraws 
his objection. 

Mr. GEAR. How much time does the gentleman want? 

Mr. McCREARY. The time fixed for the vote is 4 o’clock to-mor- 
row afternoon, and it is necessary to make this modification in order to 
give time for all the gentlemen who are set down to make speeches. 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Iowa. Mr. Speaker, do I understand that the 
order is that the consideration of this bill shall be resumed immedi- 
ately after the reading of the Journal to-morrow ? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The request of the gentleman from 
Kentucky [Mr. McCreary] is that the order heretofore made be mod- 
ified so that the House will resume the consideration of this bill to- 
morrow, immediately after the reading of the Journal. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair will lay before the House 
several messages from the President. 

ME McCREARY. How long a time will it take to read the mes- 
sages ? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Perhaps ten or fifteen minutes. 

Mr. McCREARY. I would suggest, as time is very precious, that 
the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. BAYNE] go on now until 5 
o’clock, and then—— 

Mr. BAYNE. I prefer not to begin until morning, I ask unani- 
mous consent that the messages be read now, and that the session of 
to-day be extended until the reading of them is completed. 

Mr. McCREARY. Mr. Speaker, I made the inquiry as to how much 
time it would take to read the messages in order that I might make a 
request for unanimous consent that this day’s session should be ex- 
tended until their reading could be completed. 

Mr. BAYNE. That is my request. 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 


MESSAGE FROM THE PRESIDENT. 


A message,in writing, from the President,by Mr. PRUDEN, one of his 
secretaries, was received. 

The message further announced that the President had approved and 
signed bills and a joint resolution of the following titles, as follows: 

On September 6, 1888: 

An act (H. R. 11118) to authorize the construction and operation of 
a street railway and wagon bridge across the Rio Grande, between the 
city of El Paso, Tex., and Paso del Norte, Mexico; 

An act es R. 2710) for the relief of Mathew H. Fulton; 

An act (H. R. 8012) for the relief of M. M. Gibson; 

An act (H. R. 3480) for the relief of John D. Munnerlyn; 

An act (H. R.°793) for the relief of William Collins; 

An act (H. R. 204) granting a pension to Frederick C. Shaw; 

An act (H. R. 549) granting a pension to Joseph 8. Wilson; 

An act (H. R. Boo) granting a pension to Mrs. Nancy E. Spencer; 

An act (H. R. 889) granting a pension to Ishmael Jones; 

An act (H. R. tet} granting a pension to Samuel Piercy; 

An act (H. R. 4504) granting a pension to Nancy Baldwin; 

An act (H. R. 4575) granting a pension to Michael Hargain: 

An act (H. R. 5232) granting a pension to Andrew Mucklin; 

An act (H. R. 5446) granting a pension to William H. Dowdall; 

An act (H. R. 6314) granting a pension to William J. Toncray, of 
Tennessee; 

An act (H. R. 8076) granting a pension to the minor children of Orison 
S. Baldwin; 

An act (H. R. 8571) granting a pension to Margaret J. McQuary; 

An act (H. R. 8617) granting a pension to Henry Crotsley; 

An act (H. R. 8885) granting a pension to Eliza A. Woods; 

An act (H. R. 9130) granting a pension to Susan Singleton; 

An act (H. R. 9399) granting a pension to Albert O. Robb; 

An act (H. R. 9463) granting a pension to Lucy A. Jordan; 

An act (H. R. 9653) granting a pension to Henry Alward, dependent 
father of Henry M. Alward; 

An act (H. R. 9704) granting a pension to Martha F. Lee; 

An act (H. R. 10356) granting a pension to John T. Vincent; 

An act (H. R. 10607) granting a pension to Rachael Morgan; 

An act H R. 10789) granting a pension to Philip Newman; 

An act (H. R. 10906) granting a pension to Fidel Gates; 

An act (H. R. 3055) for the reljef of A. F. Saint Sure Lindefelt; 

An act (H. R. 6848) for the relief of Elizabeth A. South; 

An act (H. R. 8931) for the relief of Samuel E. Wilson; 

An act (H. R. 9228) for the relief of Nathan Cook; 

An act (H. R. 9387) for the relief of Emanuel H. Custer; 

An act (H. R. 9824) for the relief of Albert Watson; 

An act (H. R. 775) granting an increase of pension to John D. Jones; 

An act (E. R. 8912) granting an increase of pension to Almeron J. 
Patchin; 

An act (H. R. 9253) granting an increase of pension to Richard 
Hogan; 
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An act (H. R. 2908) to increase the pension of W. B. Stokes; 

An act (H. R. pos to increase the pension of Charles Ritchey; 

An act es R. 9792) to increase the pension of Charles 8. Baker; _ 

An act (H. R. 8697) to increase the pension of Martin McLaughlin, 
a survivor of the Mexican war, and late a private in Company D, 
United States Infantry; and x 
_ Joint resolution (H. Res. 201) to correct an error in the act making 
an appropriation for the Department of Agriculture for the fiscal year 
ending June 30, 1889, and for other purposes. 

The following bill was approved September 7, 1888: 

An act (H. R. 10556) making appropriations for the naval service for 
the fiscal year ending June 30, 1839, and for other purposes. 

JOHN DEAN. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore laid before the House the following mes- 
sage from the President of the United States; which wasread, and, with 
the accompanying bill, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 
and ordered to be printed: 

To the House of Representatives: 

I return without approval House bill No, 9372, entitled “An act granting a pen- 
sion to John Dean.’ 

The beneficiary named in this bill was mustered into the service of the United 
States February 25, 1863. He never went to the front, but while in camp at 
Staten Island, on the 21st day of April, 1863, was nted a pass for forty-eight 
hours, andon account of sickness did not again rejoin*his company or regiment. 
The charge of desertion made against him has been removed. The Surgeon- 
General’s report shows that he was treated at quarters on Staten Island in 
April, 1863, for syphilis, rheumatism, and debility. 

Ie was admitted to Charity Hospital, Blackwell’s Island, New York Harbor, 
August 5, 1863. He was nitt to the Ladies’ General Hospital in New 
Phas December 1, 1863, and was d from the service for disability April 

The sear was granted, as stated by the surgeon of volunteers in charge 
of the hospital, “ because of sloughiag of both corneas from in mation con- 
tra while absent without leave, having received a forty-eight-hour pepe 
his regiment April 15, 1863, then Araria, f on Staten Island. He lost his sight 
in August, 1863, while absent without leave. Unfit for Invalid Corps, Admitted 
to this hospital December 1, 1863. Not a case for pension,” 

A claim for pension was filed by the beneficiary at the Pension Bureau in 
March, 1877, alleging that on or about April 1, 1863, he suffered from chronic 
rheumatism and sore eyes occasioned by exposure and illness contracted in 


camp, : 

It will be observed that no affection of the eyes is mentioned in the record of 
his treatment in quarters. 

The claimant was examined by the New York City board of surgeonsin June, 
1878, and no rheumatism was found to exist. He is now blind; and while his 
case is certainly a pitiable one, I am forced to the belief that the conclusions 
reached in 1879 upon his a; plication, that his disease was contracted while absent 
without leaye, and that his disability was due to ay PEI, were correct, 


ROVER CLEVELAND. 

EXECUTIVE MANSION, September 7, 1888, 

C. T. MAPHET, 

The SPEAKER pro tempore laid before the House the following mes- 
sage from the President of the United States; which was read, and, 
with the accompanying bill, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions, and ordered to be printed: 

To tħe House of Representatives : 

I return without approval House bill No, 217, entitled “An act granting a 
pension to C. T. Maphet,” 

This beneficiary enlisted August 1,1863, and was discharged January 27,1865, 
for disability. 

The commander of the post certifies: si 

“ This soldier says that he was first affected with the present disease, conjuncti- 
vitis, in the spring of 1862, since which time his eyes haye never been well, and 
for a great paton of the time since enlistment he has been unfit for duty,” 

The certificate of the surgeon is as follows : 

“Ineapacitated by reason of long-standing conjunctivitis of both eyes, at- 
tended with partial opacity of the cornea, Disability existed prior to enlist- 
ment, consequently soldier is ineligible to the Veteran Reserve Corps.” 

‘The beneficiary filed no are ere for pension until April, 1883. 
Notwithstanding some evidence of soundness prior to enlistment, it seems to 
be quite well established that the trouble with his eyes was not the result of his 
military seryice, but existed before enlistment. 
GROVER CLEVELAND. 


EXECUTIVE MANSION, September 7, 1888. 

CHARLES WALSTER. 3 

The SPEAKER pro tempore also laid before the House the following 
message from the President of the United States; which was read, and, 
with the accompanying bill, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions; and ordered to be printed: 

To the House of Representatives: 

I return without approval House bill No. 5503, entitled “An act granting a 
pension to Charles Walster.” 

This case has been very exhaustively examined by the Pension Bureau upon 
the application for a pension filed there by the beneficiary named in this bal. 
Upon a review of the evidence taken, it appears to be well established that any 
rroseaysuct a the beneficiary heretofore existing was not attributable to his mil- 

ry service. 

Jn addition to this a board of pension surgeons, as late as July, 1886, deter- 
maag after a thorough medical investigation that no pensionable disability 
existed. 

It thus ap that even if this bill were approved, there could be no rating, 
and the legislation would be of no advantage to the beneficiary named. 


GROVER CLEVELAND. 

EXECUTIVE MANSION, September 7, 1888, 

CATHERINE BUSSEY. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore also laid before the House the following 
message from the President of the United States; which was read, and, 
with the accompanying bill, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions, and ordered to be printed: 

To the House of Representatives : 


I return without approval House bill No, 333, entitled An act granting a 
sion to Catherine Bussey.” i ce ap 


It does not appear that the husband of this beneficiary ever applied fora pen- 
sion. He was discharged from the volunteer Army on the 9th day of December, 
1864, after a service of more than three years. 

He was found dead on a railroad track on the llth day of June, 1870, appar- 
ently having been struck by a passing train. 

It is claimed that the deceased suffered asunstroke while in the Army, which 
so affected his mind that he wandered upon the railroad track, and was killed 
in a fit of temporary insanity. r 

Though it would be gratifying to aid his widow, I do not think these facts are 


proven or can be assumed, 
GROVER CLEVELAND, 
EXECUTIVE Mansion, Séptember 7, 1888. 


MRS. JANE POTTS, 


The SPEAKER pro tempore also laid before the House the following 
message from the President of the United States; which was read, and, 
with the accompanying bill, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions, and ordered to be printed: 

To the House of Representatives: 


I return without pas beg House bill No. 5525, entitled “An act granting a _ 
pension to Mrs. Jane Potts.” 

The husband of this beneficiary enlisted in 1861,and was mustered out of the 
service in April, 1865, 

He was taken pronar by the enemy and endured for s long time the hard- 
ship of prison life. 

e never applied for a pension, though undoubtedly his health suffered to 
some extent as the result of his Se tie er Rai 

The beneficiary married the soldier in 1871. 

He conducted his business affairs, managed his farm and accumulated prop- 
erty up to the year 1580, when by adecree of court he was adjudged insane, 
ca by sickness as far as was known, and that his disease was hereditary. 

It also appears that his mother and sister had periods of insanity. 

He committed suicide in 1882 by drowning. 

The beneficiary, his widow, filed a claim for pension jn 1885, claiming that the 
searveig elms caused him to commit suicide resulted from the hardships of 
prison life. 

Upon this application the facts of the case have been thoroughly examined, 
Two witnesses indicate that domestic trouble was the cause of the soldier's 
suicide, Anothersays that his wife (the beneficiary) was a pretty rough woman— 
& hard talker—and that the soldier often consulted him about the matter, and 
said it was hard to live with her. This witness adds that he does not believe 
that the soldier would have committed suicide if she had not abused him till he 
could not longer endure it. 

The special examiner, in summing up the proof, says in his report: 

“The general opinion in the community is to the effect that his wife drove 
him to commit suicide rather than to live with or to obtain a divorce from her, 
Her reputation is that of a virago.” 

This kind of evidence, while not perhaps determining the case, reconciles 
me to the conclusion which seems inevitable from other facts developed, that 
the military service and prison experience of the deceased were in no manner 


connected with his death, 
GROVER CLEVELAND, 
EXECUTIVE MAnsion, September 7, 1888. 


MRS. CATHERINE REED. 


The SPEAKER pro tempore also laid before the House the following 
message from the President of the United States; which was read, and, 
with the accompanying bill, referred to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions, and ordered to be printed: 

To the House of Representatives : 

I return without approval House bill No. 7717, entitled “An act granting a 
pension to Mrs, Catherine Reed.” 

The husband of this beneficiary served in the Army from July 25, 1862, to Oc- 
tober 16, 1862, when he was discha for disease of the lungs. He was pen- 
sioned for hernia and disease of the Lyn 3 

On the 23d day of November, 1880, while working in a saw-mill,a piece of 
board was thrown from a buzz saw and struck him in the groin, causing a wound 
from which he died two days afterwards. 

It is impossible to connect this injury and the resulting death with the diss- 
bility for which he was pensioned. 

GROVER CLEVELAND, 


EXECUTIVE MANSION, September 7, 1888. 
JACOB NEWHARD. 


The SPEAKER pro tempore laid before the House the following 
message from the President; which was read, and, with the accom- 
panying bill, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions: 

To the House of Representatives: 


I return without preva House bill No, 4855, entitled “An act granting a 
pension to Jacob Newhard.” 

The records show that this beneficiary was mustered into the service August 
20, 1862, as a lieutenant; that on the return for November, 1862, he is reported 
as “absent without leave—left hospital at Louisville.” He was treated for 
hemorrhoids in the hospital at Nashville from December 12 to December 23, 
1852, when, having served a few days more than four months, he tendered his 
en upon the und of disability, and procured the following surgeon's 
certificate, upon which his resignation was based: 

“Lieut. Jacob Newhard having applied for a certificate upon which to 
ground a resignation, I do hereby certify that I have carefully examined this 
officer and find him suffering from hemorrhoids, * * * andin consequence 
thereof is in ny opinion unfit for duty. I further declare my belief that he will 
not be fit for the duties of a soldier in any future time, having already been 
afili twelve years, as he asserts.” 

On the l4th day of February, 1880, nearly eighteen years after his resignation, 
the beneficiary filed his claim for pension based upon hemorrhoids, the result 
of diarrhea and fever. 

He denied upon this application that he was unsound prior to enlistment, and 
filed evidence to support his denial. One of the witnesses, a surgeon, who tes- 
tified to incurrence of disability in the service, on a special examination stated 
that he so testified, having satisfied himself of the fact by personal interviews 
with the beneficiary. 

I do not think in the circumstances surrounding this case that the benefici 
should at this late day be permitted to impeach and set aside the medical certif- 
ieate procured by himself and containing his own statements, upon which he 
secured exemption from further military service, 

GROVER CLEVELAND. 


EXECUTIVE MANSION, Seplember 7, 1888. 
And then, under the standing order of the House, at 5 o’clock, the 
House took a recess until 8 o’clock p. m. 
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The recess having expired, the House reassembled at 8 o'clock p. m. 
The House was called to order by Mr. MCMILLIN as Speaker pro tem- 
. pore, who directed the reading of the following communication: 


SPEAKER'S Room, HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES, 
7 Washington, D. C., September 7, 1888. 
Sır: Hon. BENTON MOMILLIN is designated to preside as Speaker pro tempore 
at the session of the House this evening. 
J. G. CARLISLE, Speaker. 


Hon. Jons B. LARK, 
Clerk House of Representatives. 


ARABELLA DAVIS, 


Mr. ROMEIS. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to call up for 

mt consideration the bill (H. R. 8553), which is already in the 

ouse, having been reported favorably from the Committee of the 
Whole. It is the bill granting a pension to Arabella Davis. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The bill will be read, after which the 
Chair will ask for objections. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and is authorized and 
Liat David Davis, late tnrtermngter of the Fortysifth Regiment Ohio Vol- 
Unteet Infantry, now desaned. subject to the limitations the general pen- 
sion laws. 


Mr. MORRILL. Let the report be read. 
The report (by Mr. YODER) was read, as follows: 


It is conclusively shown Davis contracted =e of ng Defame in the 
service, whi: a him for further duty, and from which he was a con- 
stant sufferer until death. The physicians who treated him for some years after 
discharge are dead. Dr. Rowsey, who treated the officer in his last illness, tes- 
tifies before the special examiner that he found him suffering with a complica- 
tion of diseases—rheumatism, kidney disease, and erysipelas. The rheumatism 
involved all the jointsin the body. The erysipelas was located in the legs. 
Dropsy set in of a general character, y was the result of his general 
broken-down condition, more specifically the disease of kidneys. piqpas 
utterly incapacitated him from movement, The immediate cause of his death 
was dropsy, the remote cause rheumatism. 

There is other reliable evidénce that Davis suffered more or less from rheu- 
matism ever after discharge, 

The special examiner, in submitting his report, makes the following state- 


ment: 

“She (the widow) is a lady of excellent reputation in every respect, but, as I 
am informed, very moat; and I learned that she and her daughters have fur- 
nished the principal means of support both for themselyesand the husband and 
father from the time he left the Army until he died, he being so disabled and 
incapacitated for labor that he earned but very little for the support of his fam- 
ily. The witnesses are all people of prominence in the community, and all testi- 
fied ana go Ihave exhausted every source of information as to the sol- 
dier’s physical condition since his discharge and return home from the Army, 
and I am firm in the belief that the claim is meritorious, That he was severely 
afflicted with erysipelas in one or both legs while in the service, which disability 
compelled him to resign, is to me satisfactorily proven, and that he was y 
disabled from the diseased condition of-his leg from and at the time of his dis- 
charge until mortification setin, ending in death, seems to me well established.” 

Notwithstanding the favorable report of the special examiner, the claim was 

jected as heretofore stated. 
gy PERT: the case wassubmitted to the medical advisory board of the Pension 
Office for farther examination and which is as follows: 

“A review of the evidence, as contained in the special examiner's report and 
as briefed in this case, confirms the opinion that upon the present legal approval 
the widow’s‘claim must be rejected. That erysipelas or any disease resulting 
therefrom caused death can not be admitted. We are not fully satisfied that 
erysipelas existed as a factor in the last illness or that the condition testified to 
have existed in the legs was really erysipelatous. Dropsical accumulation de- 

ndent upon an organic disease distended the tissues and finally produced dis- 
ntegration and absorption of tissue; hence the condition of the legs. Accord- 
ing to the evidence of the attending physician, Bright's disease of the kidneys 
was the immediate organic cause of the dropsy, and rheumatism the remote. 
If the legal board can change the approval to rheumatism and results, or to 
disease of kidneys, we can act favorably on the claim, but if not, then rejection 
must be adhered to.”’ $ 

This change of approval has not been made, and therefore the rejection stands. 

With the rheumatic history in the case, which the medical board fully recog- 
nized, it is the opinion of your committee that this difference of opinion be- 
tween the two subordinate boards of the Pension Bureau should aa Tones de- 
prive the widow of a pension. From the ition of a number of the most 
prominent citizens of Toledo, Ohio, now fore us, it appears that she is an in- 
valid, and no means of support or income. 

This bill is therefore returned, with the recommendation that it do pass. 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection to the request of the 
gentleman from Ohio [Mr. RoMEIs] that this bill be now considered ? 

There was no objection. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair is informed that this bill 
was considered in Committee of the Whole at a former session and was 
reported to the House with the recommendation that it do pass. The 
question, therefore, is on ordering the bill to be engrossed and read a 
third time. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read athird time; and be- 
ing engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 

r. ROMEIS moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill was 
passed; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 
table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 

Mr. YODER. Mr. Speaker, I move that the House now resolve it- 
self into Committee of the Whole for the consideration of bills under 
the special order. 

Mr. O'NEILL, of Pennsylvania. Before that motion is put, Mr. 
Speaker, I wish to make a request. I have a very peculiar case, and I 
desire to ask that the Committee of the Whole be discharged from the 
further consideration of the bill and that it be now put upon its pas- 


Mr. PAYSON. - It will soon be reached. 
order. 


Several MEMBERS. 

Mr. O'NEILL, of Pennsylvania. If gentlemen would listen I am 
sure they would not object. It isa case of a totally blind man, seventy- 
two years of age—— i 

Several MEMBERS. Regular order. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Regular order is demanded. The 
question is on the motion of the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. YODER] 
that the House resolve itself into Committee of the Whole for the con- 
sideration of bills under the special order. 

The motion was to. : 

The House accordingly resolved itself into Committee of the Whole, 
Mr. Dockery in the chair. : 

The CHAIRMAN. The House is now in Committee of the Whole 
for the consideration of business under the special order. 

Mr. MORRILL. Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous consent we pro- 
ceed in the same way that we did last Friday evening, that the of 
the roll be resumed at the point where we off at the close of the 
last Friday evening’s session, and that each member present as his 
reps is reached have the privilege of calling up a bill for considera- 

ion. 

Mr. ATKINSON. I move to amend soasto have the call commence 
at the beginning of the roll. 

Several MEMBERS. Oh, no! 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 


MES. FANNIE A. BOYD. 


Mr. BUTLER. I call up the bill (H. R. 9963) to increase the pen- 
sion of Mrs. Fannie A. Boyd, widow of Captain O. B. Boyd. 

The bill was read. 

Mr. CHEADLE. Time will be saved by passing this bill over. 

. Mr. BUTLER. What is the objection to it? 

Mr. CHEADLE. The objection is that it proposes to grant a pen- 
sion beyond the amount authorized by law. 

Mr. BUTLER, I do not suppose the gentleman will have any ob- 
jection to it when he understands the case. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair is advised that this bill has already 
been considered in the Committee of the Whole and reported to the 
House, and is one of the bills on the Calendar as unfinished business. 

Mr. PAYSON. ‘Then it is not now in order. 

The CHAIRMAN. It is not in order at this time. 

Mr. BUTLER. I called up this bill for the gentleman from New 
York [Mr. Briss]. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman can call up another bill. 


MES. SOPHIA VOGELSANG, 


Mr. BUTLER. Icall up the bill (H. R. 10661) granting a pension 


to Mrs. Sophia Vogelsang. 


The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to place on the pension-roll the name of Mrs. PORA 
V: , widow of Dietrick Vogelsang, late a private in Company A, First 
Regiment Minnesota Volunteers, subject to the provisions and limitations of 


the pension laws. 
The report (by Mr. CHIPMAN ) was read, as follows: 


Dietrick Vogelsaug was a private in Company A, First Regiment Minnesota 
Volunteers. He was a pensioner up to his death because of the loss of his left 
leg, amputated by reason of wounds received in battle. Sophia, his widow, 
married him at Detroit, Mich., in 1849, and is now well advanced in years, being 
fifty-six years old; is in reduced circumstancesand unable to labor. She made 
an application to the Pension Bureau in 1885, just after his death, for a pension, 
which was rejected on the ground that his death proceeded from the use of 
morphine. There is nodoubt that he used thisdrug. Thisstump never healed, 
but was in a state of constant irritation, causing him terrible pain, to assuage 
which he resorted to morphia. 

Dr. Kiefer, one of the best surgeons in Detroit, testifies that he treated him in 
October, 1862, after he was wounded, when “ he was suffering with gangrene of 
the left amputated thigh, the flesh having been destroyed toa great extent by 
the gangrene,” and that he had to make another amputation (January, 1863) 
high up. Thestump healed, but broke out again, and the t was obliged 
to take morphia to alleviate his severe and constantpain. In Dr. Kiefer’s opin- 
ion he died from the combined effects of the morphia and the wound. : 

In the opinion of the committee it is a very nice distinction to say that he is 
not entitled to a pension because he died, not directly from the effect of the 
wound, but from the effect of medicine he was obliged to take in order to live 
under the suffering caused by the wound. 

We recommend the passage of the bill. 


The bill was laid aside to be reported to the House with the recom- 
mendation that it do pass. 
BENJAMIN F. BAIR. 
Mr. CAINE. I call up the bill (H. R. 9862) granting a pension to 
Benjamin F, Bair. 


1888. 


The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, elo., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to place on the pension-roll, ee to the provisions and 
limitations of the pension laws,the name of Benjamin F. Bair, late corporal 
Company I, Seventy-third Indiana Infantry. 


The report (by Mr. THOMPSON, of T Seventy was read, as follows: 


Benjamin F. Bair served in Sues at, £ 
Volunteers, from July 29, 1862, to 

defective vision. He all eges that at Lexingto on, 

a saber cut in left hand; also that he was wounded in 


teye was 
disabilities and the yarol 
fag. Ba not deemed Satfiatont to establish the same. 

Capt. E. Williamson, of aforesaid company, that claimant was 
wounded Py Jeft hand on See 1862, while attempting to capture a Con- 
federate captain and two privates. He was in company with two of his com- 
rades, and was cut in the d with a saber by said captain. The wound Nae 
dressed by the surgeon of the een Also contracted sore eyes at 
Spring, Tenn., by reason of which he was sent to the Gallatin (Tenn.) Hospital. 

Reputation of affiant is shown to be 

The regimental hospital records of the ee gn Percale aa ES “emake and 
nae records of Gallatin, Tenn., are not on file in the Surgeon-General’s 

There is reer evidence on file showing that claimant was sound at 
enlistment, and that on his return home to Plymouth, Ind., he suffered from a 
wound of hand and an affection of the right eye. He remained at home but a 
SA Shed, When ho both Sexe tea Week, pad hue anon so often changed his resi- 
dence that it is impossible for him to obtain much evidence of his condition 
since the close of the war. 

Medical examination finds total blindness of Py ole eye from atrophy of optic 
nerve, also wound of left hand with loss of little through contraction. 

While the claim is not with the usual paa e a evidence, for 
reasons heretofore in the absence of any adverse pa paps the testimony 
of the captain, who is shown to be a reputable witness, should be accepted as 
suflicient to establish the wound of left hand and loss of sight of right eye as of 
service and chargeable thereto. 

Your committee therefore report favorably on the accompanying bill, and 
recommend its passage. 


The bill was laid aside to be reported to the House with the recom- 
mendation that it do pass. 


CHARLES JUNOT. 


“Mr. CARUTH. Task for the consideration of the bill (H. R. 10687) 
granting a pension to Charles Junot. 
The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Porn E ADO IONA DE AEDE OT pier) 
thorized and directed to place on the pension-roll, subject to the provisions and 
limitations of the pension laws, fhe name of Charles Junot, of Louisville, Ky., 
who served in the Florida war under the name of Tom Jones, 

The report (by Mr. Biss) was read, as follows: 


The claimant, under the name of Thomas Jones, was a private in Capt, Alex- 
ander Jernigan’ s onmp of Florida Mounted Militia from March 2, 1840, to 


November 14, 1840; and the ka a iia did duty in the Florida Indian war. A 
land warrant was wed this claimant for the services rendered, his identity 
established in that claim. 


recommending its 
the words “subject to 
gat the end of the 1 Dill t the 
rate of $8 per month.” 
es) amendments stated in the last paragraph of the report were read 
an to. 
The bill as amended was laid aside to be reported to the House with 
the recommendation that it do pass. 


MRS, SUSAN V. WILCOX, 


Mr. CHEADLE. I tall up the bill (H. R. 7485) granting a pension 
to Mrs. Susan V. Wilcox, mother of Martin V. Wilcox. 
ae bill was read, as follows: 


it enacted, | That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is here 
thotieed and d to place the name of Susan V. Wilcox, mother of 
V. Wilcox, deceased, Jate private Company A, One hundred and twenty-ei, hth 
ate rege New York Volunteers, Sai the pension-roll, at the rate E by 
provisions of law. 


The report (by Mr. OSAN was read, as follows: 


Mrs. Susan V. Wilcox is the dependent mother of Martin V. Wilcox, who en- 
Taoa August 12, 1862, and died in Louisiana, at quarantine, of fever, January 18, 


i etother filed declaration for pension April 19,1886,alleging dependence on 
soldier at the time of his death. Claim was rejected on the ground that claim- 
ant admits non-dependence on the soldier during the term of his Army service. 

An examination of the papers on file discloses that this claimantat the time of 
the soldier's death was posts ie living on a small farm of 21 Mtoe bd near Ca- 


naan, N. Y.; that the p: farm were barely rarer phat sup) 
the family, and that the so dier prior to his enlistment CADRA is aiis 
saga sadis Pagel of 


Sas port of the family,and continued to do so during 
up to the time of his death. 
sg: bbl are eee tetas affidavits shoring that from the time of soldier's death 


daimant’s husband was incapacitated by reason of sickness a sub- 
sistence for his family; that their little property was mortgaged, at the 
time of the husband's death was insufficient to furnish her a su: ; that 
since that {ime she has supported herself by keeping boarders, and tnow, at 


the ago o of pertires she is br broken in health, unable to SEN and is supported 
ativyes. 


in 
Fors Py TAS h liavo thas the evidence establishes that this claimant was 
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wey, dependent upon the soldier during his enlistment. Her advanced age 
and present condition should entitle her to a pension, and we therefore report 
favorably, and recommend the passage of the bill. 


The bill was laid aside to be reported to the House with the recom- 
mendation that it do pass. - 
ANNA M. NOYES. 


Mr. COGSWELL. I ask for the consideration of the bill (H. R. 
2471) granting a pension to Anna M. Noyes. 
The bill was read, as follows, 


Be it enacted, elc., That the Secretary of the Interior is hereby authorized and 
irected to place on the pension-roll, su et ed to the provisions and limitations 
of the pension laws, the name of Anna M., Noyes, widow of Benjamin M. Noyes, 
late Captain of Company D, Forty-eighth Regiment Massachusetts Volunteers. 


The report (by Mr. FRENCH) was read, as follows; 


Anna M. Noyes is the widow of Benjamin F. Noyes, who served as captain 
of Company D, Forty-eighth Regiment Massachusetts Volunteers, from Sep- 
tember 24, 1862, to September 3, 1363. He wasa ioner on account of dys- 
per 29, is and constipation, resulting from malari: poisoning, and died Novem- 

18%, of catarrhal ‘pneumonia. The, AE claim has been rejected on 
und that, in the opinion of the medical referee of the epee Bureau, 
disease is not chargeable to the soldier's military servi 

bar toes records of the War Department establish the fact that iat Captain Noyes was 
sick from May 31 to August 26, 1863, was treated durin conser ss ae typhoid 
malarial fever, and s yes date of discharge suffering Berl ish 
and eral y. 

Dr. F. V. Ey the attending Len; testifies that he treated the officer 
during the last two years of his} He was a constant sufferer from dyspep- 
sia, constipation, and kidney trouble, caused in affiant’'s opinion, by malarial 
poisoning incurred in the service. Treated him in 1883 for malar malarial fever and 
several times for catarrhal dyspepsia. His constitution was so undermined 
from his long suffering that it was very difficult to pa him through. He con- 

tracted a severe cold, with chills and fever, about November 23, 1584, and oom 
condition for several days. Affiant diagnosed 
by the catarrhal condition of the proven 
regs aay eat Affiant is certain that had the acute disease not 

the diseases of army origin the patient would have re- 


man testifies that he attended the soldier in his last illness. 
n he would have recovered 
icated with the army troubles, 
Noyes's death was not the result of army 
can be no doubt the recognized of that service were 
important factors in the same, and for this reason your committee are of opinion 
that the widow, who is badly disabled in right haat and in very feeble health, 
should at least have the benefit of the doubt, and therefore report favorably on 
the accompanying bill and ask that it do Are amended, however, by striking 
out the letter “M,” after the word “ Benjamin,” in line 6, and inserting therein 
instead the letter “F.” 


The amendment stated atthe closeof the report was read, and agreed 


to. 
The bill as amended was laid aside to be reported to the House with 
the recommendation that it do pass. 
MARY E. M’QUEEN, 
Mr. CONGER. Icall up the bill (H. R. 11243) granting a pension 


to Mary E. McQueen. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to place on the pension-roll the name of Mary E. McQueen, 
an imbecile daughter of Anthony McQueen, late a private of Company D, Thirty- 
first Regiment of Wisconsin Volunteers, and re and to her dul appointed guard- 
ian a pension of $18 per month on and after the passage of 


The report (by Mr. MORRILL) was read, as follows: 


The proposed beneficiary is the daughter of Anthony McQueen, jr., who 
served as private in Company D, Thirty- Regiment Wisconsin Volunteers, 
Teon Soe ISTRA $62, to June 20, 1865, ana died even ahs 14, 1869, from chronic diar- 
rhea contracted in service. His widow, cQueen, was a paia and 
is now dead, as appears from the of the United States pension agent 
at Des Moines, Iowa. ane soldier left pire er six ee under oe 
years of age, all of whom are now over pensio) e and consequently no 
one is a drawing any —— on account of his dean 2i 

MoQueen is a thirty years of age and is an imbecile, utterly in- 
of self-support, as prc y medical and lay testimony before your 
bas nomeans of support, being dependent upon relatives who 

have a hard struggle to provide for themselves. 

Miei BoA policy of Congress towards the ndent relatives of deceased 

ot provided for under the general Dees laws, suggests the propri- 
oe rot relief in this case. 
is therefore returned with the recommendation that it do pass. 


The. a was laid aside to be reported to the House with the recom- 
mendation that it do pass. 
PERRY EK. NYE. 
Mr. CROUSE. Icall up the bill (H. R. 6409) for the relief of Perry 
R. Nye. 
The Sill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Seeretary of the Interior be, and he hereby is, au- 
thorized and directed to place upon the pension-roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Perry R. Nye, late oft Company 
E, Tenth Regiment Ohio Volunteers. 


The report (by Mr. THompson, of Ohio) was read, as follows: 


Perry R. Nye served as a private in Company E, Tenth Regiment Ohio Cay- 
alry, He muds application for pension March 31,1880, and the claim was re- 
as a disability hernia, which he} says "he incurred in the serv- 


if the disease, 
While the d a cara ofc 


= 


peer He alleges 
ice and in line ofduty. Claimant makes oath that he was one of a detail for 


, and the party while so foraging was attacked and thatall but 
des himself were killed or taken prisoners. He says that while he was 
his horse fell and threw him and rolled on him, thus producing rup- 
ere was but one eye-witness and that man is dead, therefore claimant 
can eg furnish testimony of two witnesses who saw him incur the disability. 
Comrades and officers testify that he was, immediately after the time of receiy- 
ing the alleged injury, unfit for duty and was excused from duty, 


one 
— 
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There is ample testimony in the case to show that claimant was a sound man 
when he entered the service, and that at the time of his return he was suffering 
from rupture, and has since his return continuously suffered from rupture, 
One comrade makes oath that said claimant exhibited the hurt to him at the 
time it is alleged to have been received, and that the hurt was puffed out as 

as a hen’s eggi that he put his hand on the injured part and it felt soft as 
though the bowels had out in a cavity. Other affidavits show that im- 
mediately on the return of the claimant from the service he was found to have 
a rupture and was fitted with a truss, and that since that time he has been 
obliged to wear a truss, 
Por mi pd surgeons say that he could 

188, 

The committee recommend that the bill do pass. 


The bill was laid aside to be reported to the House with the recom- 
mendation that it-do pass. 


LYDIA A. EATON. 


Mr. DAVIS. Iask for the consideration of the bill (H. R. 2472) 
granting a pension to Lydia A. Eaton. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior is hereby authorized and 
directed to place on the pension-roll, subject to the provisions and limitations 
of the pension eye tors name of Lydia A. Eaton, widow of William G, Eaton, 
late of Company A, Thirty-third Regiment usetts Volunteers, 


The report (by Mr. FRENCH) was read, as follows: 


The beneficiary named in the bill is the widow of William G. Eaton, who 
served as a private in Company A, Thirty-third Regiment Massachusetts Vol- 
unteers, from August 2, 1862, to July 12, 1865. He was a pensioner for chronic 
rheumatism, and died August 4, 1884. The widow's claim has been rejected on 
the und that the fatal disease, cystitis, in the opinion of the medical referee 
of the Pension Bureau, was not a sequel to the chronic rheumatism. This ac- 
tion has been affirmed by the Secretary of the Interior. 

Medical examination in 1875 showed chronic rheumatism in knees, hips, 
ankles, and shoulders, and numbness on outward side of right thigh. Medica 
examination in 1878 finds chronic rheumatism mostly in knee and ankles, some- 
times in hips, shoulders, and wrists. Invalid states was disabled three weeks 
in May by inflammatory rheumatism. When he contracts cold it is worse. 

Soldier was under medical treatment from date of discharge until death; but 
the death of the attending physician prior to 1884 leaves the case without medi- 
cal evidence, except the examinations heretofore referred to during that period. 

Dr. Perly E. Goodhue, of Haverhill, Mass., commenced the treatment of sol- 
dier in March, 1884, who was then suffering from chronic rheumatism and eys- 
titis. Treatment continued until death, which was caused by acute cystitis, a 
subacute or chronic form of which he had suffered for years, being, in affiant's 
opinion, due to a weakened condition of the entire system, rendered thus by 
chronie rheumatism. Had not his pasean strength been so seriously impaired 
by the existing rheumatism he would neither have been affected by the cystitis 
nor would death have been caused by any inflammatory process of equal se- 
verity. Lay witnesses testify to the existence of kidney troubles from discharge 
to death. 

Were it not for the death of the first physician after discharge the widow, un- 
doubtedly, would not have been under the necessity of coming to Congress, but 
could have established her title to pension before the proper bureau, 

Your committee, however, are of opinion that the connection between the 
death cause and the service has been sufficiently established without the miss- 
ing medical evidence, so as to entitle the widow to the favorable consideration 
of Congress, and. therefore return the bill with the recommendation that it do 
pass, 


The bill was laid aside to be reported to the House with the recom- 
mendation that it do pass, 


not do hard work without wearing a 


ESTER GAVEN. 


Mr. DOCKERY. I call up the bill (H. R. 11005) granting a pen- 
gion to Ester Gaven. 
The bill was read, follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior is hereby authorized and 
directed to place upon the pension-roll the name of Ester Gavan, widow of Ber- 
nard Gaven, latea member of Company D, Seventy-first Regiment Ohio Volun- 
teer Infantry, subject to the restrictions and limitations of the pension laws. 


The report (by Mr. YODER) was read, as follows: 


Ester Gaven is the widow of Bernard Gaven, private of Company D, Seventy- 
first Regiment Ohio Volunteer Infantry, now deceased. This widow aes 
for pension on account of husband's death having been the result of disease 
contracted by him while in the service and in line of duty. This case, by the 

apers on file in the Pension Office and by the records in the Surgeon-General’s 
b , has been clearly established, all except the proof of the immediate cause 
of his death. He having been sick a long time suffering from chronic diarrhea 
and disease of the stomach, the disability alleged for eee and they being 
poor people. had, it appears, no regular family physician who could testify in 
case of h eat. 

Mrs. Gaven is quite old and feeble and broken down in health, and has be- 
come a charge on the community in which she lives. The record clearly shows 
that her husbaad was a brave and good soldier. There is testimony on file as 
to soundness prior to his enlistment; also as to contracting disease in the sery- 
ice and in line of duty, there is no doubt. In fact, if this missing link of the eyi- 
dence of the attending physician or some other competent evidence could be 
procured as to the cause of his death the case would have been allowed. Your 
committee is clearly of the opinion, from the evidence on file, that it could be 
proved that the cause of death was the result of the disease contracted in the 
Army; and from a careful investigation your committee is of the opinion that 
this is a meritorious case, and recommend the passage of the bill. 


The bill was laid aside to be reported to the House with the recom- 
mendation that it do pass. e 
ELIZABETH HECKLER. 
Mr. FARQUHAR. [I call up the bill (H. R. 11222) granting a pen- 
sion to Elizabeth Heckler. > 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be,and he is hereby, au- 
thorizeu and directed to place on the pension-roll, subject to the provisions and 
limitations of the pension laws, the name of Elizabeth Heckler, widow of the 
late Francis Heckler, of the Thirty-ninth Regiment New York Volunteers. 

The report (by Mr. SAWYER) was read, as follows: 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 


11222) granting a pension to Elizabeth Heckler, have had the same under con- 
sideration, and beg leave to submit the following report: r 

The proposed bene is the widow of Francis Heckler, who served in the 
Uni States Navy from March 3, 1841, to March 8, 1845, and as musician of the 
Thirty-ninth Regiment New York Volunteers from May 17, 1861, to June 23, 
1862, when he was discharged upon surgeon’s certificate of disability, The sol- 
dier applied for pension August 5, 1879, on account of asthma contracted in the 
spring of 1862 at Hunter’s Chapel, Va. He died without completing his claim 
September 30,1880. The claim was, however, completed by the widow after a 
very thorough special examination. Her claim has been rejected by the Pen- 
sion Bureau on the ground that the fatal disease, cystitis, is not accepted as a 
result of the asthma. 

The diagnosis of the fatal disease was made by a physician who had no per- 
sonal acquaintance with the soldier until within a week of his death, and who 
admits in his deposition before the special examiner that he knew of no other 
difficulty in the case at time of his treatment of Heckler. Yet the proof in sup- 
port of the invalid claim for ast is so overwhelmingly strong as to its se- 
vereness from date of discharge to death that the irosen ferria of Pensions 
upon a personal review of the case directed, even in the absence of a medical 
examination asa claim not having been reached for action thereon during the 
soldier's life-time), a reissue of the original certificate at one-half of total to a 
total pension from date of discharge. 

The special examiner in his report says: e 

“There is no evidence whatever that cystitis, ete., existed up to a few weeks 
before his death, and there is overwhelming evidence that he suffered greatly 
and continuously from discharge to death with asthma, From personal ex 
rience I know that cystitis, etc., is a painful but lingering disease, and one that 
does not result fatally in a few weeks or months.” 

Again he says: 

“The claim is a singularly clear one, and the witnesses ey. relia- 
ble, and it is very plainly shown that the soldier was sound and healthy before 
enlistment, and earning a good living by his profession as a musician, and that 
beat rscv discharge he never earned, nor was able to earn, a dollar at it owing 

asthma, 

Admitting that cystitis did exist during the last week or two prior to death, 
and that it e necessary to relieve the suffering therefrom by medical treat- 
ment, there yet remains the undisputed fact that asthma was, and had been for 
years, the principal disabling cause, and that it alone was of such a serious 
character as to cause death at any moment. 

The claim of the widow is highly meritorious, and therefore the bill is re- 
turned with the recommendation that it do pass. 


There being no objection, the bill was laid aside to be reported to the 
House with the recommendation that it do pass. 


JENNY BUELL. 


Mr. GEAR. Icall up the bill (H. R. 10159) granting a pension to 
Jenny Buell. 
The bill was read, as follows: è 


Beilen etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to place upon the pann o the name of Jenny Buell, 
widow of Henry C. Buell, late a private in Com y B, Fourteenth Regiment 
New York State Volunteers, and pay her a pe atthe rate of $12 per month, 


The report (by Mr. SAWYER) was read, as follows: 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 
10159) granting a pension to Jenny Buell, have had the same under considera- 
tion and leave to submit the followin, 


established. : 

The claim of the widow has been rejected on the ground that the death cause, 
pneumonia, is not accepted as a result of the service. 

It being conceded that chronic diarrhea was contracted in the service, there is 
no necessity to refer to the evidence on that ra Itis claimed, and the evi- 
dence corroborates the all ion, that the soldier became much emaciated from 
the effect of chronic diarrhea of more than twenty years’ standing. A few 
months pe to his death it became necessary, in consequence of the disease 
with which he was suffering, for him to obcy the calls of nature, and in so do- 
ing caught a cold, and had a spell of sickness, from which he had only partially 
recovered when he was under like circumstances again ex: to the inclem- 
ency of the weather and contracted pneumonia. His enfeebled condition made 
it less possible to successfully treatthis acute disease, and deathensued. The at- 
tending physician expressly states that what seemed a severe cold, although not 
SO eveloped into pneumonia because of the emaciation from chronic diar- 
rhea. 

The widow is dependent upon her own labor for her support and that of two 
children, with the Caray weg of an!income of $7.50 per month, the greater part 
of which, however, in fact or to relations, but is not claimed by them be- 
cause of her poverty and dependence. 

Your committee are of opinion that the evidence does show that the death 
cause of the soldier is at least indirectly connected with his mili service, 
and therefore report favorably on accompanying bill and ask that it do pass. 


There being no objection, the bill was laid aside to be reported to 
the House with the reeommendation’that it do pass. 


LOUISA V. DE KILPATRICK, 


Mr. GEST. I call up the bill (S. 1488) granting an increase of pen- 
sion to Louisa V. de Kilpatrick, widow of Maj. Gen. Judson Kilpat- 
rick, United States Volunteers. 

The bill was read, as follows: . 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to place on the pension-roll, subject to the provisions and 
limitations of the pension laws, the name of Louisa V. de Kilpatrick, widow of 
Maj. Gen. Judson Kilpatrick, United States Volunteers, and to pay her a pen- 
sion from the of this act, for and during her natural life, at the rate of 
$100 per pe in eu of the pensions he may be receiving under any prior law. 


The report (by Mr. Prpcock) was read, as follows: 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (S. 1488) 
ting an increase of pension to Louisa V. de Kilpatrick, widow of Maj. 
en. Judson PLS nited States Volunteers, have had the same under 
consideration and beg leave to submit the following report: 
The report of the Senate committee is as follows: 
“Tt appears from the papers on file that General Judson Kilpatrick, the hus- 


1888. 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


8409 


band of the applicant, was mustered into the service May 9, 1861, and appointed 
brigadier-gencral June 13, 1863, and discharged January 1, 1965. 

“From the papers submitted there appears to be a conflict in the testimony 
between the examining surgeon and the physicians who attended the eral 
during his last illness. General Kilpatrick died December 2, 1884, of Bright’s 
disease of the kidneys, at Santiago, Chili. 

“ There is abundance of medical testimony showing that his death was caused 
b A ip ioc disease, which may have been induced by exposure in the service 
of his country. 

“Your committee, however, feel that the distinguished and valuable service 
rendered by General Kil trick during the war of the rebellion entitles his 
widow to a just recognition from the Government he so ably and faithfully 
served. We therefore recommend the passage of the bill, with the following 
amendment: h 

“Strike out the words ‘two thousand dollars per annum’ in the ninth line 
and insert the words ‘one hundred dollars per month.’ ” 

Recognizing the eminent services of General Kilpatrick your committee like- 
wise report favorably on the bill, and ask that it pass, amended, however, by 
striking out the words “ one hundred ” in line 7 and inserting therein instead 
the words “seventy-five.” 


The amendment of the committee was agreed to. 
Mr. MORRILL. I move the further amendment to strike out the 
words ‘‘ for and during her natutal life.” 
The amendment was agreed to; and the bill as amended was laid 
aside to be reported to the House with the recommendation that it do 
ass. 
P RICHARD HUDSON. 


Mr. GUENTHER. I call up the bill (S. 2576) granting a pension to 
Richard Hudson. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, ete., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to place on the pension-roll, subject to the provisions and 
limitations of the pension laws, the name of Richard Hudson, late of Company 
B, Third Regiment Wisconsin Volunteer Cavalry. 


The report (by Mr. SAWYER) was read, -as follows: 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (S, 2576) 
granting a pension to Richard Hudson, submits the following report: 

‘The beneficiary under this bill has heretofore filed his claim for a pension in 
the Pension Office, where the same was rejected. The pee on which the 
oe was rejected was that the beneficiary was unsound at the time of his en- 

istment. 

The committee think it entirely clear from the evidence as set forth in the 
Senate report, hereto annexed and made a part hereof, that the ruling of the 
Pension Office failed to do justice; and believing that the case is a meritorious 
one, they recommend that the bill do pass. 


[Senate Report No, 987, Fiftieth Congress, first session.] 


The Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred a bill granting a pension 
to Richard Hudson, have examined the same and report: 

The claimant was a member of Company B, Third Wisconsin Cavalry; en- 
listed December 17,1861; was discharged June 29, 1862; fordisability. Heclaims 
pension for hernia incurred at Benton Barracks, St. Louis, Mo., on guard duty 
at night while crossing a ravine, sustaining a severe fall. 

Several witnesses testify to his prior soundness, to their personal intimacy 
with him, and having seen him in a nude state, whereby they would have known 
it if he had hernia before enlistment. 

Thomas T. Smith testifies that he was a member of the same company; that 
at Benton Barracks, St. Louis, Mo., about the month of April, 1852, said Hud- 
son, while on guard aK crossing a ravine, received a fall by which he was 
severely ruptured; that he went with him to Dr. Reynolds, the regimental sur- 
geon, who, after penaus stripping him, made an examination and declared 
that he had been severe y ruptured and gaye a certificate to that effect, and 
Hudson was then exempted from duty. 

William be peri another comrade, testified that Hudson was placed on guard 
duty at Benton to prevent soldiers from scaling the fence and desert- 
ing; that inattempting to prevent the escape of a soldier orsoldiers in the night- 
time he fell, and the fall produced rupture. He was taken off duty and remained 
off until discharged. 

Dr. Reynolds, surgeon of the ment, made two statements, which he says 
he can not reconcile, One was that he was ruptured in the service, and the 
other that his rupture existed before enlistment, He thinks he must have been 
mistaken as to one or the other; which, he can not determine. He found sey- 
eral hernias after he got in the field; soldiers had eluded examination by him 
previous to muster; that officers connived at keeping recruits from being ex- 
amined when found “I was rejecting men for hernia.” He was mistaken in 
one or the other of his statements as to this man, 

In his testimony made to a special examiner his bias is strongly against the 
claimant. The doctor's reputation is good, but as to this matter his statements 
are so mixed as to be valueless for pate a the claim. 

The certificate of discharge is signed by A. L. David, captain, and Dr. Rey- 
nolds, surgeon. The first says he was unaware of claimant's disability at the 
time of his enlistment, but has since ascertained that he had a breach, and he 
has good reason to believe that it was of seyeral years’ standing. Dr. Rey- 
nolds, in the same certificate, says: 

“ He has inguinal hernia of several years’ duration; he was mustered into the 
service without having been examined.” 

It is not probable that soldiers eluded” examination. It isadmittinga very 
lax and reprehensible military system to assume that recruits could elude ex- 
amination, or officers connive at coping recruits from being examined. Ifthe 
Government's resources were so lim: that such expedients as are here ad- 
mitted were resorted to for the purpose of replenishing our forces, it is a little 
late in the day to avoid the payment of a pension by using the statements of 
recruiting officers who certify to such disgraceful expedients. 

‘There have been three special examinationsin this case; one by an examiner 
named Van Buren, who magnifies whatever is to the iepa k of the 
claimant, and whose report as to its chirography is almost unintelligible, 

Russell Barnes, another special examiner, concludes his report, which is on 
the average quite favorable, with the comment that ‘the claim has merit.” 

There is in the file a review of the case by “‘ Winans, examiner,” approved by 
“$S, R. Hersay, assistant chief, Western division,” which, in the Spinton of the 
committee, shows conclusively that the claim should have been admitted by the 
Pension Office. It is adopted as a part of this report, and is as follows: 

“ Believing injustice has been done claimant in rejecting his claim above 
named, it is in submitted for admission. The record evidence on which 
said claim has isa copy of certificate of disability for 


jected 
ed by Capt. A. David and Surgeon B. O. Reynolds. In it the captain in 
his statement is vague and indefinite; admits he has rupture, and he has good 
reason to believe it is of several years’ standing, but does not furnish any of 


those ‘good reasons’ for such belief. Surgeon Reynolds in said certificate says 
inguinal hernia of several years’ standing. In an affidavit filed Piet oe | 
1882, he statesclaimant incurred rupture about April 15, 1862, and was dischar, 

for same, In a letter filed March 19, 1884, he states: ‘At this time I haye no per- 
sonal knowledge of claimant's condition when he enlisted, 1 can not reconcile 
the statement that he was ruptured about April 15, 1862, and the one in certifi- 
cate of disability that it was of several years’ standing. Must have. been mis- 
taken in one or the other statement.’ 

“Lieutenant W. er, afterwards captain, states claimant was sound; also 
Comrades Thomas T. Smith and William Spink. After the first rejection of 
claim by Assistant Chief Green, of Western division, on certificate of disability 
for discharge, the evidence of Charles E. Lewisand James Johnson is furnished, 
all of whom state from personal knowledge that claimant was sound immedi- 
ately prior to enlistment, Charles E. Lewis and James Johnson were specially 
examined, and Hon, Pat.erus SAWYER certifies all the witnesses are credible. 
Lieutenant Wagner testifies as to incurrence of injury, and states that the sur- 
geon pronounced itruptureof groin, Comrade Thomas T. Smith states he went 
with claimant to Surgeon Reynolds, who examined claimant and declared he 
had incurred a severe rupture of groin. Corporal Miller makes a similar state- 
ment, Comrade Spink also testifies, from claimant's statement, as to incur- 
rence of injury. Surgeon Reynolds testifies in affidavit tiled December 12, 1882, 
that at Benton Barracks, Mo, about April 15, 1862, he incurred a rupture of 
right side and was discharged for same in June, 1862, Claimant, who Hon. 
PHILETUS SAWYER states is a good and honorable man, swears positively he 
was not ruptured before he enlisted, and that he did incur itat Benton Barracks, 
Mo., about April 15, 1862.” 

It isa matter of fact that this man was drafied after his discharge, and that 
he was rejected in consequence of the rupture for which he was discharged. 

The committee does not attempt to reconcile the contradictory evidence of 
Surgeon Reynolds, nor the conflicting views of the Pension Office examiners. 
There is positive testimony from parties whom the maker of this report knows 
to be men of the very best panain showing that this man was sound when he 
enlisted, that he incurred his disal hlity in the line of duty, and that his claim 
should have been admitted long ago. 

The bill is reported favorably, with a recommendation that it do pass, 


There being no objection, the bill was laid aside to be reported to 
the House with the recommendation that it do pass. 
CHRISTIAN WINKEL. 
Mr. HAUGEN. I call up the bill (S. 3186) granting a pension to 
Christian Winkel. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to place on the pension-roll, subject to the provisions and 
limitations of the pension laws, the name of Christian Winkel, late a private in 
Company B, Sixth Regiment Wisconsin Volunteer Infantry. 


The report (by Mr. MORRILL) was read, as follows: 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions, having had under consideration the bill 
(S. 3186) granting a pension to Christian Winkel, submit the following report: 

The report of the Senate Committee on Pensions is adopted, and the passage 
of the bill is recommended, 


SENATE REPORT. 


Christian Winkel was a member of Company B, Sixth Regiment Wisconsin 
Infantry. He bases his claim upon the ineurrence in the Army of diarrhea and 
flux and resulting disease of skin. The Pension Office statement is that his 
claim was rejected “upon the ground that claimant admits before a special ex- 
aminer haying been affected with diarrhea, piles, and constipation before en- 
listment, and that the disease of skin did not develop until after discharge.” 

This is somewhat a peculiar case. Christian Winkel, the claimant, a German, 
a strangerin our land, without the slightest knowledge of the English language, 
was drafted. The time he was in the service covered about ten months, and 
ended with the close of the war. He was a faithful soldier, always on duty ex- 
cept when he was sick. 

“ Henry Krumdick testifies that he was a comrade of Winkel, often occupied 
the same tent, and he knows that his skin disease was caused by hard servi 
exposure, and taking cold, and thinks it was from blood-poisoning. He visi 
him once at the hospital between Washington and Alexandria, and he com- 
plained much of this disease, but did not know what it was.” 

Yet the Pension Office rare the disease did not develop until two or three 
months after discharge. This conclusion by the bureau, and the fact, as the 
Commissioner states, that Winkel admitted that he had chronic diarrhea and 

iles before he was drawn into the service, was the basis of the decision that 
his disabilities existed prior to his service, and therefore he is not entitled to a 


nsion, 

Pa the claim there is contradictory testimony, ãnd one witness goes so far be- 
ere the bounds of probability as to say that he has not been disabled and that 
he is not now. 

It is also apparent that the Pension Office officials have conflicting views, 
One of the special examiners criticises another, and says: 

“The report of Mr. Raymond I regard valueless, because to my knowledge 
he does not understand German, and employed as interpreter an ignorant 
hostler, acting at the time as his driver.” 

The spec examinations, the evidence filed, and the record of the man’s 
service, in the opinion of the committee, develop these facts: 

He was d , was accepted, served his time faithfully, and was discharged. 
The fact that he was eee sete should have conclusive weight with the commit- 
tee that he was sound. The only showing to the contrary is the alleged ad- 
mission made by him through an interpreter that before service he had piles 
and rheumatism, but they were cured. In an affidavit Winkel says he claims 
pension for skin disease incurred during the war, and he adds: 

“That his claim for pension was misstated from the beginning; those who 
drew his papers misunderstood because he don’t understand English.” 

And furthermore he says: 

“That he is wronged by the special examiner, C. B. Rockwood. When C. B. 

wood conducted my examination at the oflice of C. Hageman, eg 
ordered me to Appleton for a medical examination; but whenI did come there 
I hunted two days in every hotel and by every doctor in the city in vain for Mr. 
Rockwood, and telegraphed twice to him, and received answer, not at home; 
map i. know, not yet, to-day where Mr, Rockwood and his medical exam- 
nation is. 

Gregor Anhalt testifies that he has known Winkel twenty years, and he is 
pone that his skin disease is the result of blood-poisoning while in the serv- 

ice. 

“I drew my belief (he says) by’seeing and examining and cupping him a 
short time after his d are 

S Examiner Rockwood in his report says: 

“I am impressed with the evident truth of claimant’s statement, and regard 
pe teehee description of the disease of skin equivalent to a surgical exam- 

nation. 

There is evidence to show that this disease is loathsome and causes severe 
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suffering ; also that be is disabled to some extent with piles, constipation. and 
rheumatism, The ground for rejection stated by the Pension Office is not ap- 
roved by the committee. The mass of evidenca] is the conclusion that 
$a was disabled before the service, and the skin disease is clearly a result of 
his soldier life, but even if the Pension Office conclusion was correct, that the 
arse fre coop pte _— ity of the blunder of g for a. soldier a man 
broken and rfully accepted the sit: n, fought like a man in 
ot health, gre couteibuted his best efforts to save the country he had adoptcd. 
n his present condition he needs relief, and, in the opinion of the committee, 
it would not only be unjust, but a national disgrace to deny it. The bill is re- 
ported favorably with a recommendation that it do pass. 
There being no objection, the bill was laid aside to be reported to 
the House with the recommendation that it do pass. 
LIEUT. GEORGE T. RUSSELL. 


Mr. HERMANN. I call up the bill (H. R. 2788) granting a pen- 
sion to Lieut. George T. Russell. 
The TE ROTE 


pig meae Veteran 
he was Y vosignation a6 CAIA Ii., November 18, 1865. 
The report (by Mr. THOMPSON, of California) was read, as follows: 
sae Coma ae saree ee te Se ae rR G WT OL. D 


2783) a pension to Lieut. George T. Russell, have had the same under 

co! : and beg Sean’ to submit the following report: 

PE ns ahem T. Russell enlisted July 16,1861, in Company ©, Thirteenth Regiment 
usetts Volunteers, was oted to second lieutenan utenant, Seventeenth 


uly 20, 1863, as second lieutenant of the Veteran Reserve Corps, and was 
November 16, 1865. His claim fi za on account of 
of the Pension 


by 
Bureau on the ground that the evidence is not hanea sufficient to connect the 
former with the service, and weapons examination failed to show the existence 
of any disability from the latter ca 
It appears from the records of the War De 
suffered from Syn cae fever from July 12 to x 
at New Berne, N. C. aos at home on syao having received a furlough for 
twenty days July 21, Immediately upon his arrival home in the fall of 
mirer he came pla he soon of Dr. Bradford, now deceased, for 


ent that Lientenant Russell 


i- 
and A peerage a common sequence of the former. As Ep ri ms 

stated , Russe entered the service in July, 1863. The Adjutant-Gencral 

states, “the di ility for which he was appointed in the invalid corps was oc- 


casioned ory disease in service wound in ” Upon his final muster- 
1865, Russell is shown to have suffered arte Soy from rheumatism pale to 
compel himi to K ghar up a pE pursuits, in which he had AE piedat 
ma to engage in teaching school, which has been his princi psn 
on ever since, 


There is ample testimony on file, both medical and lay, showing = Raus- 
sell has been a great sufferer from rhenmatism ever since discharge. edical 
Nae nore reveals muscular rheumatism and an anwmic condition. 

roc ctr mere pak weir wen ine renee are of opinion that claim- 
ant ery contract malarial me errep Roeper heumatism while in the military serv- 
ice of the United States, cna thas present disabled condition is chargeable 


The bill is therefore returned with the recommendation that it do pass. 
There being no objection, the bill was laid aside to be reported to 
the House with the recommendation that it do pass. 
STATIRA YOUNG. 
Mr. HOPKINS, of ser pi I call up the bill (H, R. 5174) 
granting a pension to Statira Young. 
Eye bill was read, as follows: 


it enacted, cic., That the Secretary of the Interior is hereby authorized and 
dinsotod to place on me pension-roll, subject to the provisions and limitations 
ofthe laws, the name of Statira Yo widow of 5 oseph Young, Com- 
pany Twelfth Re Regiment New Hampshire unteers, 


The report (by Mr. FRENCH) was read, os kloen 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill R. 
5174) apa 8 paran to Statira Young, have ae the same under co: Ta- 
tion and ve to submit the aac ge aoe 

raa, Baan is the widow of Joseph Young, S enlisted August 15, 1862, in 
Company D, Twelfth Regiment New Hampshire Vol olunteers, and was 


on account of wounds received at Ghanceliorsvilic, Va., 3,1563. He wasa 


and penis, an 1881, of disease widow’s claim 
nef mr np the and that the fatal disease was not due tothe wound 
for which ioned. This action was based assumption of the at- 


thigh, scrotum, and 
than the 


demented.” 

Dr. W. F. Baldwin testifies that he was called in the case August 14, 1851; 
found soldier ae pain at base of brain and extending along the spinal 
cord; catarrh evident; pupils affected; spasms of muscles of lower 
limbs. case spinal inflammation and extension to brain, de- 
pendent on wound and aasian in the Army. 

Drs. Powers and Sanborn also testify to SE NAS death, corrobora- 
tive of the testimony of Baldwin. 

Partial paralysis of right limb followed immediately upon the wound, as 
shown by the certificate of disability for discharge, and continued till death. It 
ath vag aie by the Pension Office asa sequela. of the wound, and included 

e ratin, 
It would seem that, in the absence of any evidence to the contrary, the fatal 
should have been held as directly sbereeanis to the ods isie wound te 
ceivedin the service, Its serious effects upon the nervous 
by the Pension Office. The attending a aaa evidenti 
nosis of the case, resting their ju <i> upon the assum pt; 
not been extracted. The wound itself, without the presence of the ball, affords 


ample ground for favorable action in the case of the widow. She was married 
to the soldier in 1817, and for the last eighteen years of his life faithfully cared 
for him in his almost helpless condition. She ier without means and now nearly 
by yeirs of age. 
‘our committee return the bill with the recommendation that it do pass. 
"There beizg no objection, the bill was laid aside to be reported to the 
House with the recommendation that it do pass. 


SARAH E. ROBERTS. 


Mr. ANDERSON, of Illinois. The name of Mr. JOHNSTON, of North 
Carolina, has been called, and I wish to state that he is ill and has re- 
quested me to call up for him the bill (H. R. 2127) for the relief of 
George E. Roberts, 

The bill and report were read. 

Mr. KILGORE. I must object to this bill, but I donot object to its 
being withdrawn. 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Illinois. I know nothing about it. 

The CHAIRMAN. The bill will be passed over, not to lose its place 
on the Calendar, if there be no objection. 

Mr. KILGORE. I do not odject to that. 

There was no objection, and it was ordered accordingly. 


‘ LIEUT. STARKEY R. POWELL. 


Mr. KILGORE. I call up the bill (H. R. 10068) pisthkepenics 
to Lieut. Starkey R. Powell, of Black Hawk war. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacled, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to place on the pension-roll, to the 
limitations of the pension laws, the name of Starkey Powell las 
in Capt. William E. Smith's company of the Third tof Illinois ited 
b Sree ig po ant ps epee nme him a pension at the rate of $50 a 
mon 


The report (by Mr. BLISS) was read, as follows: 


The Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 10068) 
erya a pension to Starkey R. Powell, have considered the same, and report 
as follows: 

The claimant served as first lieutenant in Capt. William B. Smith’s company, 
Third Regiment Illincis Mounted Volunteers, from April 21 to May 27, 1832, 
Black Hawk war. 

A statement is sp rs about fay cna bag the prominent a peel of his benef 
paola deers A and adie amie ae paanan 

y-one years oi infirm and sickly, unable orm an mee 

— and in need of T ine, x X 
His case falis within the provisions of the bill to pension the survivors of this 
ee other Indian wars between 1832 and 1842, favorably reported by this com- 


ar to debe iged and infirm condition a or rt back the 
bill, dreberien te wwe ey the rate of $30 per y therefore 
recommend that the bill be bystriking out the word “fifty” in Line 9, 
and inserting in lieu thereof the the ee thirty. 


The amendment of the committee was agreed to; and the bill as 
amended was laid aside to be reported to the House with the recom- 
mendation that it do pass. 


SAMUEL A. TATE. 


Mr. LANDES. I call up the bill (S. 2750) to increase the pension 
of Samuel A. Tate. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


ficate 
4 per month, in lieu of the 


The seine t (by Mr. LANE) was read, as follows: 
The committee op. Bowes to report that they have oeaan this case, and 
ee hanes and recommend that said 


t arean aseek of 


adopt the report of Senate as their report 
bill do pass. 
[Senate Report No. 1309, Fiftieth first session.] 
The Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred the biil (8. Sacken apai 


the pension of Samuel A. have examined thesame, and re 
Tho claimant under the Tate, have examined thosame a eee 

fantry Volunteers, October 17, 1851, and was 

service n was attacked with t: oid 


No paoi exists as to the incurrence in the service of disease, by whatever 
name it may be ated, nor as to its continuance since service; nor as to 
the fact of extreme bility to which it subjects the claimant. It is clear on ils 

resent allowance is out becrrben Aiae with the suffering and 
‘our official and two lay e ions have demonstrated the fact 


pale, —s emaciated; 
rates a thick 


piration ; on 32 es, inspiration 33 inches, repose 32}. Has four = 
ternal ulce: ng in centers. eart'’s action irregular and < 
Phy an an Ise to the rept precordial region. Heis wrecked mental ead 
a al 
“Heis in var opinion entitled to an eight-cighteenth rating for the disability 


1888. 
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caused by lumbago, four-eighteenths for that cansed by disease of lungs, four- 
bir anes caused by piles, two-eighteenths disease of <i eight-eighteenths 
third-grade disability equivalent to the loss of a hand or a foot.” 
pity spare question there may be about the character of the ailment, 
there is, under the evidence, no doubt that the Nar acd present disabilities 
are in the direct line of descent from his army service, and the man whois by 
virtue-of such service “wrecked mentally tad physically,” is entitled to a 
higher pension than he now receives. 
k The committee report favorably upon the bill with a recommendation that it 
o pass. 
There being no objection, the bill was laid aside to be reported to 
the House with the recommendation that it do pass. 
RACHEL ROGERS. 
Mr. LANE. I call up for present consideration the bill (H. R. 10171) 
granting a pension to Rachel Rogers. 
The bill was read, as follows: 
Be it enacted, cic., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to piace on the isean Eir —— to the PeO and 
limitations of the pension laws, the name of dent mother 


of Jeremiah T. Tona, late sergeant of Company oe Mfg touseh Regiment of 
Illinois Volunteer Infantry. 


The report (by Mr. LANE) was read, as follows: 


The committee, in considering this case, find from the evidence that Jere- 
miah T. Bogas was sergeant of Company H, Fifty-fourth Regiment Illinois 
Volunteer Infantry, and the claimant herein is his mother. The soldier was 
Gevins a pension from the Government in his life-time, and he died February 
et lang disease, which he contracted in the Army and while in line of 

duty. mother is now seventy-four years of age,and while as a matter of 
fact in the life-time of the soldier and while he was in the service of the Gov- 
ernment she was not depending on him for her su rt, the evidence now be- 


fore the committee ws that she is very poor and has no means of soppor 
and is unable to labor, and that there is no person legally liable to su 

In view of the facts in this case the committee recommend that t bill do 
pass. 

The bill was laid aside to be reported to the House with the recom- 
mendation that it do pass. 


JOHN N; BOVEE. 


Mr. LYMAN. I call up for present consideration the bill (S. 3018) 
granting n increase of pension to John N. Bovee. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, elc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to increase the pension of John N. Bovee, late of Com- 
pany E, Eighteenth Regiment New York Volunteer Infantry, from $30 to $10 
per month, 

The report (by Mr. CHIPaAN) was read, as follows: 


The report of the Senate Committee on Pensions is full and accurate, and we 
adopt and submit it to the House, namely: 

“ Claimant enlisted in Company E, ean emia New York Volunteer Infantry, 
May 17, 1861, and was disch from the service on surgeon's ce: te of 
disability Se ber 15, 1862. He was wounded im the service, wauaedtaltin 
the sopa on of his right leg, for which he is now receiving a pension of $30 


onth, 

“In a pepe Fe dated May, 1888, claimant states that his leg has broken out every 
summer sincethe time it was amputated, and that it is constantly sloughing off, 
causing him severe pain all the time; that he applied to the Commissioner 
Sarg fo e a meng od it mpoctiully asks Gongtesste 

ng the increase request that he respec yas to 
allow him $10 per month in addition to the $30 now received by him. 

“In a letter dated May 11, 1883, Dr. R. M. O'Reilly, of Washington, D. C., cer- 
tifies that he has made a careful examination of claimant's right leg, and from 
the toa Sarg pearance of the limb it is evident that extensive sloughing has taken place 

at it is apparently a case of irritable stump, and a Mant presumes that su- 
ipia ani ofan st weather: "This opinion is concurred in Py Dr: HL. C 
kosia Ses. by hot weather. This opinion is concurred in by 
Yarrow and Dr. James T. Young, both of V poner ae 

“Tn a letter dated June 12, 188, Dr. D. W. Bliss, of Weskington D. ©. certi- 
fies that he has carefully examined the amputated leg stump of John N, N. Bovee, 
and finds that he has chronic eczema of the stum: meres T which is more pronounced 
during term, and so situated as to render the patient nnable to bear 
an artificial limb; that the present appearance of the stump indicates that there 
was extensive sloughing of the soft parts immediately or soon after the ampu- 
tation, which renders the use of an artificial limb of little value, as the stump 
will not bear the friction of its presence. 

The facts in the case warrant favorable action, and your committee therefore 
recommend the passage of the bill.” 


The bill was laid aside to be reported to the House with the recom- 
mendation that it do pass. 


MARGARET HEINTZELMAN. 


Mr. MACDONALD. I call up for present consideration the bill (S. 
2726) granting an increase of pension to Margaret Heintzelman. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 

thorized and directed to apace on the pension-roll the name of Margaret S. 
naan widow of Major-General Samuel P. Heintzelman, deceased, and 
pay her a pension at the rate of $100 per month, from and after the passage of 
this act, in lieu of $50 per month provided for in the act of Congress approved 
December 23, 1880. 


The report (by Mr. LYNCH) was read, as follows: 


After a careful consideration of irns case, the committee are of noo opinion 
that the relief asked for onght to be granted, and therefore adopt the Senate re- 
port hereto appended, and recommend the passage of the bill. 


[Senate Report No. 1475, Fiflieth Congress, first session.] 

The bill to place on the 8 goer tite the name of Mrs, Margaret S. Heintzel- 
man, widow of the late Ce n. Samuel P. Heintzelman, deceased, and to pay 
her a pension at the rate of $100 per month from and after the e passage of this 
act, is most meritorious, and your committee is of the opinion that it should 


pass, 
General Heintzelman entered the military service on July 1,1822. Heserved 
with distinction in the Florida war, in the war with Mexico, and in expeditions 


against the Indians in California and Oregon. In May, 1861, he was appointed 
colonel United States Army and es, pt ok hare of the United States Volun- 
sos os in May, 1862, major-general of volunteers, and was engaged during the 
of the late civil war inactive field operations. Atthe battle of Bull 
fun,. ¥, 1861, where he was wounded, and the Virginia peninsular campaign, 
in een der of the Third Army Sorpe. at the siege of Yorktown; at the battle 
of Williamsburgh; at the battle of Fair Oaks; at the battle of Gaines’s Hrer, 
and at the battles of Savage Station, G e, where he was contused, an 
Malvern Hill, in the Northern Virginia apapo died in the fall of 1862; at thebattle 
of Manassas, August, 1862, and at the battle of Chantilly. He afterwards com- 
manded the defense of Washington and the Departmen of i ramara in sa 
the Twenty-second Army Corps. He was brevcted briga: 
United States Army for gallant and meritorious araoak at the weri or rae 
Oaks, and major-general of the United States Army for gallant and meritorious 
service at the battle of Williamsburgh. 
Pein the aa a the war he was in command in Texas and preal e 


Especial reference the general 
issued by General Sherman (copy herewith attached) on the death of General 
Heintzelman, in which, summing up the extraordinary services rendered, Gen- 
eral Sherman said: " When the war closed no name on our register bore a more 
honorable record.” 


Mrs. Heintzelman fs now receiving a on at the rate of $50 
Se fy ae ep E ES 
id asum eto her n: Shi m 
The long and eminent service of oe leis heaton. the wounds received and 
disease contented while fighting the ts battles of his conntry, are deemed to be 
sufficient grounds for the increase asked for, 


[General Orders No. 30.] 
HEADQUARTERS OF THE ARMY, ADJUTANT-GENERAL’S 
Washington, Say i isan. 
The General announces to the Army and the country the death of Maj. Gen- 
Samuel P. Heintzeiman tewak a his ohne aan in this city at 1 o'clock this 


oe. at the of sevent: 

Thus parts another link in golden chai chain of memory which binds us to the 
past, and naught now remains oi oble soldier and gentleman penos his 
example and the record of deeds which have contributed largely to the develop- 
ment and glory of his country in the last half century. 

Samuel P. Heintzelman was born at Mannheim, Lancaster Coun JA 
vania, September 30. 1805; entered the military academy at West a Point Jul 
1822; gradaated in 1826; commissioned as brevet second lieutenant ind Tn? 
fantry ‘and second lieutenant Second Infantry July 1, 1826. In this riar 
served on the northern frontier at Forts Gratiot, Mackinac, and Brady, w 
on the 4th of March, 1833, he = appointed first lieutenant, and served on quar- 
termaster’s duty in Florida and the Creek country. 

On the 7th of July, 1838, he was commissioned as captain of the staff in the 
Quartermaster’s Department, remaining in Florida till the close of that war in 
1842, and in 1847 joined General Scott's army in Mexico, taking an active 
in several engagements, for which he was major October 9, 1847. 

In 184849 he accompanied his regiment around Cape Horn to Caltfornie, and 
for several years was very busily employed in what is now of Ar- 
izona, receiving the brevet of lieutenant-colone!l for his conduct in the cam- 
paign against the Yuma Indians, which terminated hostilities in that R Se pr 

March 3, 1855, he was promoted to major of the First Infantry, and served with 
that regiment on the Texas frontier, rendering most valuab! e service against 
the organized marauders under Cortinas, and contributing largely to the safety 
of that newly-acquired region of our country. 

The civil war of 1861 found him at Fort Columhus, New York Harbor, super- 
intending the general recruiting service, and with the ardor of his nature, and 
with his whole soul and might he embarked in that terrible conflict; ap- 

inted colonel of the now Seventeenth Infantry, he was rapidly advanced to 

rigadier and major general, holding high and important commands through- 
out the entire war, attaining the rank of major-general of volunteers, and brevet 
major-general of the regular Army. A record of these services would pass the 
limits of this obituary notice, but when the war closed no name on our register 
bore a more honorable record. 

On the 22d of February, 1859, having attained the age of sixty-five, and hav- 
ing served continuously in the Army forty-five years, he voluntarily Suey 
as major-general, and has since spent most of his time herein Washington 
this bright day of May, 1890. 

General Heintzelman was a man of an intense nature, of veLement action. 
guided by sound judgment and a cultivated taste. Universsily respected an 
beloved, ata ripe old age he leaves us, saieeconly. regretted. “ Well dorie, thou 
good and faithtul servant.” May our end be as peaceful and as much deplored 


his, 

“The funeral will take place from his residence, No. 1123 Fourteenth street, at 
9 a.m.,on Monday, May 3instant, and will be escorted to the Sixth-street d 
bya battalion of the Marine ote and a battalion of the Second Artillery. ‘The 
commanding officer of the artillery troops at the Washington Arsenal will de- 
tail an officer, a non-commissioned officer, and three men to decompany the re- 
mains to Buffalo for final interment. 

The officers of the Army in this city are requested to attend the funeral cere- 
monies on Monday. 

By command of General Sherman. 

E. D. TOWNSEND, 
° Adjutant-General. 

Mr. THOMPSON, of Ohio. It was understood, Mr. Chairman, when 
this bill the committee that it should be amended by striking 
out ‘$100’? and inserting ‘‘$75.’’ Through some inadvertence it is 
not so reported; but in order to carry out the instructions of the com- 
mittee I move to amend the bill in that respect by striking out “$100” 
and inserting ‘‘$75,’’ in the seventh line. 

Mr. MACDONALD. I accept the amendment. 

The amendment was adopted. 

The bill as amended was laid aside to be ax spats to the House 
with the recommendation that it do pass. 


JANE E. KNOBLE. 
Mr. MAISH. I call up for present consideration m bill (H. R. 
10708) granting a pension to Jane E. Knoble. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to = upon the pension-roll the name of Jane E. Knoble, 
widow of Samuel Knoble, late a private in the Eighty-first Regiment Ohio Vol! 
unteer Infantry, subject to the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, 
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The report (by Mr. YODER) was read, as follows: 

Jane E. Knoble is the widow of Samuel Knoble, a private of the Eighty-first 
Ohio Volunteer Infantry, who enlisted September 15, 1861, in the war of the re- 
bellion, and was discharged July 25, 1862. He applied for pension August 13, 
1869, which was granted in the Pension Department July 7, 1875. Soldier di 
April 29, 1886. He received injury in the service,in line of duty, but right in- 
guinal hernia was undoubtedly the cause of his death. His pension was in- 
creased April 3, 1584, for other diseases, total from April 3, 1884, and from other 
evidence on file it is plainly shown that his di Was a progressive one, and 
that it got worse all the time, until finally it resulted in his death, 

Special Pension Examiner E. D. Pinkerton says that the testimony seems to 
settle that soldier’s hernia was the cause of his death. But the family physi- 
cian who attended him in his last sickness does not state clearly the patholog- 
ical connection between the hernia, for which the soldier was pensioned, as the 
immediate cause of his death, which he alleges to have been severe hemorrhage 
of the bowels, and at another time states that he thinks the patient had con- 
sumption (tuberculosis), but he considers that the hernia trouble tened it. He 
says that considered that the soldier acquired consumption; that he first 
noticed a tendency to consumption three years prior to his death. This testi- 
mony was given by Dr. N. Sager, jr., who attended said soldier in his last ill- 
ness prior to his death. But it appears from an affidavit on file that Dr. N, 
Sager, sr., the father of N. Sager, jr., who was practicing medicine in company 
with his son, who testifies as follows: 

“Tam wa Hig years old; occupation, practicing physician. I have known 
Samuel Knoble for about twenty-five years. Iremember when he came home 
from the service that he complained considerably of his head, was hard of hear- 
ing, and was also afflicted with hernia. I was his family physician. He told 
me his hernia was incurred in the Army. He continually grew worse after his 
arrrival home and would have distressing spells, and I would be called to treat 
him. His death was undoubtedly the result of the hernia.” 

In answer to a question he contradicts his son's statement, and says: "No, I 
do not think he consumption.” He finally, prior to his death, became 
very deaf. In an affidavit prior to the death of the soldier, this same physician 
states : 

“I have frequently prescribed and examined Samuel Knoble, or aboye- 
named soldier, who suffered on account of hernia. There are times when he 
is entirely laid up from it, and in some ces even endangers his life. He 
is not able at any time to perform any bard manual labor, and on account of 
deformity can wear no truss to any purpose. He resides in this village 
ee — or the past twenty-two years. I have been his family physician all 

at time,” ete. 

On this affidavit the pension of the soldier was increased at that time. This 
por yt Sra noes by the evidence that the doctor, prior to his death, when he 
said t his hernia sometimes endangered his life, that his diagnoses were cor- 
rect and that his death resulted as he predicted, in consequence of hernia. This 
claim was rejected — on the evidence of the doctor’s son, who, itis no doubt, 
made a mistake in his diagnoses when he connected the death of this man with 
tuberculosis, which squarely contradicted the evidence of his father. Yourcom- 
mittee is of the opinion that this case should have been allowed in the Pension 
Office on the evidence on file, but as it was not, there is not a particle of doubt 
in the minds of your committee but what that this isa meritorious case, and 
earnestly recommend the passage of the bill. 


The bill was laid aside to be reported to the House with the recom- 
mendation that it do pass. 
PETER LINER. 
Mr. MARTIN. Iask the present consideration of the bill (H. R. 
9106) granting a pension to Peter Liner, 
The bill is as follows: 
Be it enacted, elc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he hereby is, au- 


thorized and directed to place on the pension-roll, Gad Fey to the restrictions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Peter Liner, late a member of 


Company D, Seventh Regiment Regular United States Cavalry. 


The report (by Mr. Butss) was read, as follows: 

Peter Liner enlisted in Company D, Seventh Regiment United States Cavalry, 
August 14, 1871, and was discharged upon surgeon’s certificate of disability April 
23, 1875, because of loss of left hand, except index finger and thumb. 

His claim therefor has been rejected by the Pension Office on the ground that 
the wound was received by the bursting of a shot-gun while hunting. 

1t appears from the testimony of Maj. M. A. Reno that claimant was quarter- 
master sergeant of the company, and while in charge of the wagons on the 
march from Sweet Pass Hilis to Fort Totten, Dak., he was wounded in left hand 
by the i, eure of a breech-loading gun. 

| The claimant was without medical assistance for four days after the accident, 
because there was no medical officer with the command. 

lt is no uncommon thing fortroops while on the march through a country in- 
vested with game to hunt, and thus obtain fresh meat. In fact it is not only 

rmitted, but in many instances lar details are made for that purpose, 
Yaimant alleges that he had permission, at the time of the injury, from his cap- 
tain, who is now dead. The gun was one furnished by the Government, and 
was unquestionably defective. Could claimant show that he had permission 
from his commanding officer to hunt for the benefit of the command, his claim 
would be admissible under the rules of the Pension Office. This, however, can 
not now be done. 
The claimant is a man of excellent character. He served with credit a five 
rs’ enlistment prior to his enlistment in August, 1871, and was intrusted 
With the responsible duties of quartermaster sergeant at the time of the acci- 


q 

is allegations as to the circumstances under which he went on a hunt are 
not contradicted, and it is hardly possible that he could have bad any other 
intent than to let the men under him share in the © which he could secure. 

It is the opinion of your committee that the relief asked for should be granted, 
and therefore report favorably on the bill and ask that it do pass. 

The bill was laid aside to be reported to the House with the recom- 
mendation that it do pass. 

CATHARINE TEEGARDIN. 

Mr. McMILLIN. At the request of the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. 
Yoper] I call up for present consideration the bill (H. R. 10827) for 
the relief of Catharine Teegardin. I know nothing of the merits of the 
claim, but the report will show its character. 

The bill is as follows: 


Be it enacted, e'c., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to place on the pension-roll, subject to the provisions and 
limitations of the pension laws, the name of Catharine T rdin, widow of the 
late Peter Teegardin, who was a member of Company D, One hundred and 
eighteenth Regiment Ohio Volunteers, and whose pension certificate was num- 


The report (by Mr. YODER) was read, as follows: 


Catharine hon EA is the widow of Peter Teegardin. a private of Company 
D, One hund: and eighteenth Regiment Ohio Volunteer Infantry. ter 
Teegardin enlisted August 11, 1862, discharged June 24, 1565, and died August 
22, 1882. Widow filed application for pension July 6, 1885. The soldier preyi- 
ously filed application forinvalid’s pension November 7, 1878, and was pensioned 
for diseaseof the lungs. The widow’s pension was rejected solely on the ground 
of the statement that the soldier died from a lumbar abscess and that the dis- 
ease for which he was pensioned was not the immediate cause of his death, 
After a careful investigation of the evidenceon file your committee are clearly 
of the opinion that the cause of his death, as stated by his family physician as 
having resulted from the lumbar abscess, is very ig Soap Dee from the fact thathe 


h in the line of duty 
in the Army, for which he was pensioned, which disabled him from accumulat- 
ing any means to provide for the maintenance of his family after his decease; 
in fact was a charge upon his wife while living,and when he died he left his 
wife needy and without any means of self-support. Your committe therefore ` 
recommend the passage of this bill. 


The bill was laid aside to be reported to the House with the recom- 
mendation that it do pass. 


CATHARINE MULLIGAN. 


Mr. MOFFITT. I ask the present consideration of the bill (H. R. 
10173) granting a pension to Catharine Mulligan. 
The bill is as follows: 


Be it enacied etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to place on the pension-roll, subject to the provisions and 
limitations of the pension laws, the name of Catharine Mulligan, mother of Pat 
rick Mulligan, late a private of Company M, Fourteenth New York Heavy Ar 
tillery Volunteers. 


The report (by Mr. SAWYER) was read, as follows: 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 
10173) granting a pension to Catherine Mulligan, submit the following report: 

The chief of the eastern division of the Pension Office makes the following 
statement of this case, under the date of January 25, 1888: 

ss lly submitted to the chief of the board of review, calling attention 
to the attorney's letter showing the claimant's age over eighty years, that she 
is a cripple, unable to work, totally without means, entirely dependent on char- 
ity. Her son-in-law, who seems to be her main support, is said to be poor and 
sick and has a family of his own.” 

The beneficiary filed her $a for a pension January 19, 1886. The Ad- 
jutant-General reports as follows: 
` “Regimental hospital records show him admitted December 25, 1864, with ace 
cidental gunshot wound of abdomen, and sent to First Division Field Hospital, 
Ninth Army Corps, Virginia, same date, and died from wound received Decem- 
ber 26,1864. Company and imental lists of casualties show him died in First 
Division, Ninth Army Corps Hospital, Virginia, December 26, 1864, of accidental 
wound received at Fort Haskell, Va., December 25,1864. Circumstances attend- 
ing accident not stated.” 

he following is the manner of his death as shown by O. C. Eddy, lieutenant 
of soldier's company, who testifies as follows: 

“That said Muil was shot at guard mount of December 25, 1864, by acci- 
dental ee of a comrade’s gun, he pointing his New at him in fun, suppos- 
ing it was not loaded, he being one of the guard at Fort Haskell, Va. This I 
know of my own personal knowledge.” 

The same officer, in a letter to the Commissioner of date July 28, 1887, writes: 

“Tt was not known that there was any quarrel or hard Zeno; but were the 
best of friends. It wasso evident that it was purely accidental that O’Brien was 
not put in arrest.” 

The soldier enlisted December 16, 1863, and was a private in Company M, 
Fourteenth New York Heavy Artillery. The fact of the soldier's death in the 
manner above stated by the accidental discharge of a gun in the hands of a 
comrade, with whom he was on friendly terms, that it was not while engaged 
in any quarrel or dispute, is clearly and fully shown. 

The mother’s claim was rejected solely on the ground “ that the soldier died 
from a wound which was not received in the line of duty.” The soldier was 
never married. 

The fact of the extreme age of the widowed mother, her perfect dependence, 
and her crippled condition are all fully shown, and the committee fully believe 
that this poor, crippled old mother is most clearly entitled tothe relief asked for, 
and they therefore recommend that the bill do pass. 


The bill was laid aside to be reported to the House with the recom- 
mendation that it do pass. 
MARY STURGESS, 
Mr. MORRILL. I call up for present consideration the bill(S. 2913) 
granting a pension to Mary Sturgess. 
The bill is as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to place on the pension-roll, subject to the provisions and 
limitations of the pension laws, the name of Mary Sta , a volunteer nurse 
in the late war, and pay her a pension of at the rate of $12 per month. 

The report (by Mr. MORRILL) was read, as follows: 


The report of the Senate Committee on Pensions is adopted and the passage 
of the bill is recommended. 


SENATE REPORT. 
this bill proposes to pension, at the rate of $12 per month, Mary Sturgess, a 
verre even in the late war. James ie gerek resident of the Western 
Sanitary Commission and authorized agent of Miss D, L. Dix, of the Wester 
Department, certifies— 
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corrobo: by Mrs. M. A. Bickerdyke as to her services in the 


hospitals at ucah and Memphis. She is now seventy-seven years old, very 
poor and feeble. 

There can be no good reason assigned why this brave old woman should not 
ns a pension, and your committee therefore recommend the passage of the 


Mr. CHEADLE. I moye to amend that bill by striking out ‘‘ $12 
per month” and inserting *‘ $50 per month.” A 

Mr. MORRILL. Mr. Chairman, that is a higher pension than the 
committee have ever awarded to nurses; and I move therefore to amend 
the amendment by inserting ‘‘25’’ in lieu of ‘'50;” so that it will 
read $25 per month. 

The amendment to the amendment was agreed to. 

The amendment as amended was adopted. 

Mr. MAISH. That fixes the amount at $25 month, 

The CHAIRMAN (Mr. WEAVER in the chair). That is correct. 

The bill as amended was laid aside to be reported to the House with 
the recommendation that it do pass. 


JESSE L. GARRETT. 


Mr. NICHOLS. I call up for present consideration the bill (H. R. 
3908) increasing the pension of Jesse L, Garrett. 
The bill is as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to place on the pension-roll the name of Jesse L. Garrett, 
formerly of the United States Marine Corps, and pay him a pension at the rate 
ot $30 per month. 


The report (by Mr. BuTLER) was read, as follows: 


The Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 3908) grant- 
ing an increase of pension to Jesse L. Garrett, have considered the same and 
report as follows: 

The claimant was a private in the Marine Corps, United States Navy, and 
served on board the steamer Jamestown and with the Marine Battalion for duty 
with the Army in Mexico, His term of service extended from September 5, 
18H, to August 18, 1848. He is now in receipt of a pension at the rate of $8 per 
month under the Mexican service act. 

Mr. Garrett claims that he is entitled to an increase of pension because of his 
age and disability. He is sixty-four years of age, a printer by trade, but now 
without occupation, having been discharged from the Government Printing 


Office, 

His hands and feet are both distorted as a result of rheumatism. 

2 ae ex ing board at Washington, D. C.,in November, 1866, reported as 
follows: 

“ Both hands are deformed by calcareous deposits about the joints, particu- 

larly the APARE EEREN YCA articulations., Can fiex, but can not extend 
fully the middie, ring, and little fingers of left hand, nor the ring and middle 
fingers of right hand. Joints of feet also distorted,” 
_ There is no evidence to show that the said disease had its origin in the man’s 
naval service, but your committee, haying seen the man and observed his physi- 
cal condition, are satisfied that he can not make a living. His disease is a per- 
manent one, and will rather increase than decrease in its severity, He is with- 
out property or income beyond his present small pension. 

Your committee therefore report the bill back tothe House with the recom- 
mendation that it do pass, amended, however, by striking out the word “ thirty,” 
in line 6, and inserting in lieu thereof the words“ twenty-five.” 


The amendment recommended by the committee was adopted. 

Mr. MORRILL. I move, as a further amendment, to add to the bill 
the words: = 

In lieu of the pension he is now receiving. 

He is already on the pension-roll, and this bill, if adopted in its 
present form, would put him on the pension-roll again and give him a 
double pension. 

Mr. NICHOLS. Iaccept the amendment. 

The amendment was adopted. 

The bill as amended was laid aside to be reported to the House with 
the recommendation that it do pass. 


H. R. BLAKISTON. 


Mr. O'NEILL, of Pennsylvania. I ask consideration of the bill 
(S. 1988) granting a pension to H. R. Blakiston. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be itenacted, ete., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to place on the pension-roll, at the rate of $72 per month, 
the name of H. R. Blakiston, late an acting master in the United States Navy. 


The report (by Mr. BLISS) was read, as follows: 


The Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (S. 1988) granting 
an increased pension to Henry R. Blakiston, have considered the same, and re- 
port the bill back to the House, recommending its 6 

They adopt as their report the naval history of the ainaani, as givenina 
letter from the honorable Fourth Auditor of the Treasury and the report of the 
Committee on Pensions of the Senate on this matter, as follows: 


“Treasury DEPARTMENT, FOURTH AUDITOR’s OFFICE, 
“ Washington, D. C., June 13, 1888. 

“Sm: The papers in the case of Henry R. Blakiston, referred by you on the 
11th instant, are herewith returned. I an not find his name on the rolis of the 
Erie for the year 1837 or 1838. It appears that a Henry Blackstone, seaman, en- 
listed June 15, 1838, and served at the Philadelphia station from that date to 
June 18, 1838; on the Hudson from June 19 to June 23, 1838; on the Erie from 
June 29, 1838, to March 15, 1839; was atthe naval station, Pensacola, from March 
16to June 10, 1839; on the Erie from June 10, 1839, to October 31, 1840; on the 
Concord as seaman from November 1 to December 31, 1840,as boatswain'’s mate 
from January 1, 1841,to July 21,1841; on the Enterprise from July 22 to July 30, 
18i1; on the Potomac from July 31 to September 14,1841; on the Constitution 
from September 15 to November 9, 1811, wiken he was discha S 

“ Henry Blankston, seaman, enlisted January 8, 1847, and served on the Pe- 


trita to April 9, 1847: on the Mississippi, as seamana, April 10, 1847: as boat- 


swain’s mate from April 11 to August 7, 1847; on the Petrita, as boatewain’s 
mate from August 7, 1847, to January 16, 18i8; as seaman from Jan’ 17 to 
ening T Barter on the Cumberland from February 17 to Febr , 1848; 
on issippi from February 24 to April 26, 1848, when disch: > 

“Henry R. Blackiston, seaman, enlisted from June 30, 1849, and served at the 
Philadelphia station on that date; on the Pennsylvania from July 1 to July 7, 
1849; on the Independence from July 8 to October 31, 1849; as quarter gunner 
on the same ship, from November 1, 1849, to April 24, i851; on the Cumberland 
from April 25, 1851, to June 23, 1851, when he was disch 

“Henry R. Blakiston was appointed an acting master November 18, 1961, and 
was to the Mystic m November 22,1861, to August 9, 1862; to the 
North Carolina from August 10, 1862, to April 23, 1863, when he resigned. 


“Ve etfully, 
Siiip á “O, M. SHELLEY, Auditor, 
“W, O. WEITNEY, Secretary of the Navy,” 


[Senate Report No. 1011, Fiftieth Congress, first session. ] 


The claimant enlisted as quartermaster January 9,1847,and was discharged 
April 26,1848. He was assigned to the steamers Petrita and the Mississippi. 
He applied for a pension as a survivor of the Mexican war, under the act of 
January 29, 1887. e filed his declaration March 4, 1887. A pension was granted 
him March 9, 1877. His is seventy-one years and eleven months. 

The bill introduced for his relief proposes to put him upon the pension-roll at 
the rate of $72 per month. The evidence filed since the granting of his pension 
shows that he TS at this time totally disabled by blindness. The certificate under 
oath of Dr. W, W. Keene alleges: 

“I have not the slightest doubt that his present disabilities are in most part 
the direct result of his hardships and exposure during his active service in the 
United States ak a $ 

ae option of the physician is based upon his hospital record, which he has 
examined. 

The provisions of the act of Jan 29, 1887, makes no distinction by reason 
of tbe character of the disability incurred in the service in the Mexican war, 
but grants to all soldiers who are now disabled, or over sixty-two years of age, 
a pension of $$ per month. 

The claimant further alleges in a letter that he wasa veteran volunteer of 
three wars, * Florida, Mexico, and the late rebellion,” and further alleges: 

“My present physical condition has been brought about principally, if not 
entirely, by active service and exposure inthe Mexican war.” 

There is no proof in the papers except this allegation of the claimant that he 
served in any war except that with Mexico. If heserved in the war of the re- 
bellion and can trace his blindness to “injury received or disease contracted in 
the service and in the line of duty,” he would be entitled to a pension as asked 
in the bill, but under the rule adopted by the committee his application should 
first be made to the Pension Bureau. 

The only question presented by this record is, shall the committee, where the 
proof shows total blindness resulting from service in the Mexican war, give to 
the claimant a pension equal to that provided by law for total blindness caused 
by injury received or disease contracted in the late rebellion. 

Two cases of this character, namely, of total blindness as the result of sery- 
ices in the Mexican war, have been passed upon by this committee during this 
session—that of Martin N. Kellogg and that of Titus Wilder. In the present 
case, as in those, your committee perceive no reason why such an appalling 
affliction should not entitle the claimant to the same measure of gratitude, no 
paenan what war incurred, and they therefore recommend the passage of 
the bill. 


Mr. O'NEILL, of Pennsylvania. I move to amend the title so that 
it will read “‘ Henry R. Blakiston.”’ 

The amendment was agreed to, and the bill asamended was laid aside 
to be reported to the House with the recommendation that it do pass. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


Mr. O'NEILL, of Missovri. As the bill I desire to call up is the 
bill providing a pension for Mrs, Adeline Couzins, which has been re- 
ported to the House by the Committee of the Whole, I move that the 
committee do rise and consider it at this time in the House. 

‘The motion was agreed to. 

The committee accordingly rose; and Mr. MCMILLIN having taken 
the chair as Speaker pro tempore, Mr. WEAVER reported that the Com- 
mittee of the Whole House, having had under consideration the Pri- 
vate Calendar, had directed him to report sundry bills with various 
recommendations. 

MRS, ADELINE COUZINS. 


Mr. O'NEILL, of Missouri. I now ask consideration of the bill (S. 
2356) to provide a pension for Mrs. Adeline Couzins. 

Mr. CHEADLE. I rise to make a parliamentary inquiry. 

~The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. CHEADLE. Is not the first business in order to dispose of the 
bills considered in Committee of the Whole? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. It is if the point is made. 

Mr. MORRILL. I move that the House now resolve itself into 
Committee of the Whole for the consideration of bills under the special 
order. - 

Mr. O’NEILL, of Missouri. I would ask the gentleman from In- 
diana [Mr. CHEADLE] to withdraw his objection to the e of this 
bill at this time. He gave me his word to-night that he would not ob- 


ject. 
Mr. CHEADLE. Let us first go on and dispose of the business re- 


ported from the Committee of the Whole. ‘ 

The motion to go into Committee of the Whole House was agreed to. 

ORDER OF BUSINESS. 

The House accordingly resolved itself into Committee of the Whole, 
Mr. Dockery in the chair. 

The CHAIRMAN. The House is in Committee of the Whole for 
the consideration of bills under the special order. 

Mr. O’NEILL, of Missouri. I ask to have my name passed over 
without losing the privilege of calling up a bill. 

There was no objection. 
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MES. SUSAN BATES. 


Mr. PAYSON. Iask the present consideration of the bill (H. R. 
9370) granting a pension to Mrs. Susan Bates, widow of Thomas Bates, 
late private Company A, Twenty-sixth Regiment Michigan Volunteers. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to place on the pension-roll, subject to the provisions and 
limitations of the ion laws, the name of Susan widow of Thomas 
ange late private pany A, Twenty-sixth Regiment Michigan Volunteer In- 

ntry. 

The report (by Mr. CHIPMAN) was read, as follows: 

Thomas Bates, husband of Susan Bates was pensioned at the rate of $4 per 
month, for chronic diarrhea. The widow filed claim for pension, alleging that 
soldier died from the effect of the disease for which he was pensioned. The 
claim was rejected on the ground that it was not sporea that the disease which 
caused the husband's death was the same as t contracted in the military 


service. 
Dr. L. F. Ingersoll, the physician who attended the soldier during his last ill- 
ness, testifies that— F TR 


ith respirati 
160 per minute, and evidence of consolidation of the lower half of right lung. 
tissue being healthy) I could 


to have caused the evidence 
great prostration found in Mr. Bates. 
“The chronic diarrhea always kept him reduced in flesh and enfeebled him 
so as to unfit him for any work, The pneumonia trouble ati him 
so enfeebled produced the result that otherwise, in all probability, would not 
have been. January 23, 1883, I visited him again, but foand him still weaker, 
and in a few hours he died.” 

The reason of the rejection of the claim by the department was the opinion of 
the medical referee that the immediate cause of his death, pneumonia, could 
not be accepted as a neg ar of the chronic diarrhea, which, in the opinion of the 
rs is not of sufficient weight in a pathological sense to cause a rejection 
of the claim. 

The committee therefore submit a favorable report, and recommend the pas- 
sage of the bill. ` 

‘The bill was laid aside to be reported to the House with the recom- 
mendation that it do pass. 
WALTER 0O. WATSON. 


. Mr. PETERS. I ask consideration of the bill (H. R. 200) granting 
a pension to Walter O. Watson. 
bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, eic., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he hereby is, au- 
thorized and directed to place on the pension-roll, subject to the provisions and 
limitations of the pension laws, the name of Walter O. Watson, late a private 
in Company D, Fourteenth Regiment Infantry Volunteers. 

The report (by Mr. MORRILL) was read, as follows: 

The Committee on Invalid Pensions, having had under consideration the bill 
(H. R. 200) granting a pension to Walter O. Watson, report as follows: 

Applicant enlisted as private in Com y D, Fourteenth Illinois Volunteers, 
September 11, 1852, and was discharged por Bree 1865. Filed declaration for pen- 
sion Mareh 15, 1879, claiming that in the winter of 1964 and 1865, while confined 
in Southern prisons at Andersonvilleand Millen, received injuriesto his stomach. 

Iis claim was rejected because there was no record of and his 
inability to furnish the necessary evidence to connect it with the service. The 
evidence shows that soldier was captured October 4, 1864, and sent to Anderson- 
ville, and afterwards to Millen, and was paroled in April, 1865. The evidence 
also shows claimant was free from stomach trouble at date of enlistment 
and up to time of capture. f- 

Tho evidence of two comrades who were confined with him shows that he 
contracted disease of stomach in prison. The evidence of continuance of the 
disease from about time of discharge is sufficjent, and the only en in the 
case is whether the evidence of two comrades as to incurrence of disease while 
a prisoner is sufficient. Of course, under the circumstances, no medical or rec- 
ord testimony of the incurrence of the disease is e. 

The evidenceof the two comrades who were confined with applicant testify 
in substance as follows: - 

Julius Eldred says: Was a comrade and messmate of claimant while he was 
a prisoner at Andersonville, Ga., that he contracted disease of his stomach and 

dneys by reason of hardship in cd ga 

A.S. Wiles says: Was in Andersonville prison with the claimant and that he 
believes he con disease of stomach and kidneys while in said pan 

This evidence standing alone is not very strong, but when taken in connec- 
tion with the evidence si ONIO SKAAI sound at enlistment and con- 
tinued to perform the arduous duties of a soldier in active service up to the time 
of his capture; that he was co in prison for nearly six months; that at 
the time of his return ho: shortly after his parole and from prison, 
he was sick with stomach ; that he has never been a well man since, 
but has continually suffered from stomach troubles, your committee feel fully 
justified in conel g that the disease of stomach originated while in prison, 
and therefore recommend the passage of this bill. 


The bill was ordered to be laid aside to be reported to the House 

with the recommendation that it do pass. 
` Mr. MORRILL. I move that the committee do now rise. 

‘The motion was agreed to. 

The committee accordingly rose; and Mr. MCMILLIN having taken 
the chair as Speaker pro tempore, Mr. DocKERY reported that the Com- 
mittee of the Whole House on the Private Calendar had had under con- 
sideration various bills, and instructed him to report them with sundry 
recommendations. 

HOUSE BILLS PASSED. 


House bills of the following titles, reported from the Committee of 
the Whole House without amen@ment, were severally ordered to be 
engrossed and read a third time; and being engrossed, they were ac- 
cordingly read the third time, and passed: 

A bill (H. R. 7485) granting a pension to Mrs. Susan V. Wilcox, 
mother of Martin V. Wilcox; 


A bill as R. 9862) granting a pension to Benjamin F. Bair; 

A bill (H. R. te) granting a pension to Mrs. Sophia Vogelsang; 
A bill (H. R. 11243) granting a pension to Mary E. McQueen; 

A bill (H. R. 6409) for the relief of Perry R. Nye; 

A bill a R. 2472) granting a pension to Lydia A. Eaton; 

A bill (H. R. 11005) granting a pension to Ester Gaven; 

A bill (H. R. 11222) granting a pension to Elizabeth Hickler; 

A bill (H. R. 10159) granting a pension to Jenny Buell; 

A bill (H. R. 2788) granting a pension to Lieut. George T. Russell; 
A bill (H. R. 5174) granting a pension to Statira Young; 

A bill (H. R. 10171) granting a pension to Rachel Rogers; 

A bill (H. R. 10708) granting a pension to Jane E. Knoble; 

A bill ie R. 9106) granting a pension to Peter Liner: 

A bill (H. R. 10827) for the relief of Catharine Teegardin; 

A bill (H. R. 10173) granting a pension to Catharine Mulligan 


following titles, reported from the Committee of 
the Whole House with amendments, were taken up, the amendments 
respectively agreed to, the bills as amended ordered to be engrossed and 
read a third time; and being engrossed, they were accordingly read the 
third time, and passed: 

A bill (H. R. 10687) granting a pension to Charles Junot; 

A bill i R. 2471) granting a pension to Anna M. Noyes; 

A bill (H. R. 10068) granting a pension to Lient, Starkey R. Powell, 
of Black Hawk war; and 

A bill (H. R. 3908) increasing the pension of Jesse L. Garrett, 
SENATE BILLS PASSED. 


Senate bills of the following titles, reported from the Committee of 
the Whole House without amendment, were severally ordered to a 
third reading, read the third time, and z 

A bill (S. 2576) granting a pension to Richard Hudson; 
~ A bill (S. 3186) granting a pension to Christian Winkel; and 

A bill (S. 2750) to increase the pension of Samuel A. Tate. 

JOHN N. BOVEE. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The next bill reported from the Com- 
mittee of the Whole House is the bill (S. 3018) granting an increase of 
pension to John N. Bovee. 

Mr. KILGORE. Mr. Speaker, I am constrained to oppose that bill; 
and I do so upon the statement contained in a letter furnished by one 
J. Jones, an oldsoldier. I willsend it up to the Clerk’s desk and have 
itread. If the facts stated in that letter be true, then that increase 
ought not to be granted. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Dear Sm: I see that a favorable report has been made by the Committee on 
Pensions to increase the pension of John N. Bovee. (See Senate bill No. 3018, 
and House report No. 3329.) 

Mr. Bovee already receives a liberal pension ($30 per month). He now re- 
ceives, and has been for years, a salary of $1,600 per annum in the War Records 
Office, War Department, runs a Turkish bath (in his wife's name) on G street 
near Fifteenth, and owns valuable real estate at Washington Grove, Takoma 
Park, ete. Do Miren think this man,who has been drawing a salary (in addition 
to his present liberal pension) from the Government since the close of the war, 
ought to have his pension increased, while hundreds of worthy indigent sol- 
diers are suffering? 

Dr. O'Reilly, in his report, says: “~ * * “From ap neces, etc., it is evi- 
dent * * * and affiant ereoes ewe su) cial ulceration occurs, ete., in 
hot weather.” not positive in case. 

Dr. D.W. Bliss, one of his most intimate friends, says: * * $ “which ren- 
ders the use of an artificial limb of little value, as the stump will not bear the 


friction of its presence.” 

The facts are these: The only times that he has been known to cast aside his 
artifical limb were while working in the Government Puna Office. Ifa fur- 
lough or reduction of force was spoken of he found it e ent to resume the 
crutch until the scare over. Also during the twelve years he has been 
in his present ition the same tactics have been resorted to with success. 

He now receives from the Government $1,900 yearly as salary and pension; 


also every five years the price of a new limb (including railroad fare to anc 
one manufacturer) that he can not wear unless he gets an increase of $10 a 
month. 
Respectfully, J. JONES, 
An Old Soldier. 


Hon. C. B. KILGORE. 

Mr. THOMPSON, of Ohio. I ask unanimous consent that this bill 
be passed over until the others reported from the Committee of the 
Whole House can be disposed of. 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 

SENATE BILLS PASSED. 

Senate bills of the following titles, reported from the Committee of 
the Whole House with amendments, were taken up, the amendments 
respectively agreed to, and the bills as amended ordered to a third 
reading; and they were accordingly read the third time, and passed: 

A bill (S. 1488) granting an increase of pension to Louisa V., de Kil- 
patrick, widow of Maj. Gen. Judson Kilpatrick, United States Volun- 


teers; 
A bill (S. 2726) granting an increase of pension to Margaret S. Heint- 
zelman; and 
A bill (8. 2913) granting a pension to Mary Sturgess. 
H. E. BLAKISTON, 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The next bill reported from the Com- 
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mittee of the Whole House is the bill (S. 1988) ganting a pension to 
H. R. Blakiston; and the question is on the adoption of the amend- 
ment made in the Committee of the Whole House. 

Mr. O'NEILL, of Pennsylvania, I now desire that the amendment 
which was agreed to in committee shall be disagreed to. 

The amendment was rejected. 

The bill was ordered to a third reading; and it was accordingly read 
the third time, and passed. 

Mr. MORRILL moved to reconsider the votes by which the various 
bills reported from the Committee of the Whole House were passed; 
and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


JOHN N. BOVEE. 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. The next bill for consideration is the 
bill (S. 3018) granting an increase of pension to John N. Bovee, and 
the question is on the third reading of the bill. 

The question was put, and the Speaker pro tempore announced that 
the ‘‘ noes’? seemed to have it. 

Mr. TRACEY. I demand a division. 

The House divided; and there were—ayes 8, noes 14. 

Mr. LYMAN. I called up that bill at the request of a Senator, Itis 
a Senate bill and one I know nothing about; but if it can be 
over withont being rejected until I can see the gentleman who asked 
me to call the bill up, I would be glad. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. It willgo over as unfinished business. 
The hour of half past 10 o’clock having arrived, the House, according 
to order, will stand adjourned. 


PRIVATE BILLS INTRODUCED AND REFERRED. 


Under the rule private bills of the following titles were introduced 
and referred as indicated below: 

By Mr. BANKHEAD: A bill (H. R. 11373) for the relief of S. C. 
Dunn, J. H. Walton, John S. Swindells, Thomas ©. Clements, and 
William Dunn—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. CATCHINGS; A bill (H. R. 11374) for the relief of Fannie 
Ricks Jones and Annie Ricks Willis, heirs of Benjamin S. Ricks, de- 
ceased—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. DARLINGTON: A bill (H. R. 11375) granting arrears of 
pension to James Keech—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. HAYES: A bill (H. R. 11376) granting an increase of pension 
to Sergt. James W. McElravy—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. LANDES: A bill (H. R. 11377) granting a pension to Matilda 
Minard—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 11378) granting a pension to James S. Harden—to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. MCADOO: A bill(H. R. 11379) forthe reliefof John Faunce— 
to the Committee on Claims. : 

By Mr. McCREARY: A bill (H.R. 11380) for the relief of G. W. 
Evans—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 11381) for the relief of William R. Ballard—to the 
Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. McSHANE: A bill (H. R. 11382) granting a pension to 
William McBrien—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

By Mr. PAYSON: A bill (H. R. 11383) to increase the pension of 
James B. Dunham—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. WHEELER: A bill (H. R. 11384) torefer the claim against 
the United States of Mary P. High to the Court of Claims—to the Com- 
mittee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 11385) to refer the claim against the United States 
“3 Lucretia Wilcox to the Court of Claims—to the Committee on War 

aims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 11386) to refer the claim against the United States 
o Judge R. Burns to the Court of Claims—to the Committee on War 

aims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 11387) to refer the claim against the United States 
a M. S. Wear to the Court of Claims—to the Committee on War 

aims, 


PETITIONS, ETC. 


The following petitions and papers were laid on the Clerk’s desk, 
under the rule, and referred as follows: 

By Mr. MORROW: Papers in the case of Caroline B. Andrews—to 
the Committee on Pensions, ; 

By Mr. PLUMB: Petition of J. P. Clifford, W. H. Stroutt, and 12 
others, citizens of Lemont, Ill., for the passage of the bill granting a 
pension to Mrs. Julia Welch over the veto of the President—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

By Mr. VANCE: Petition of H. D. Smith and :others, for suppres- 
sion of convict-made goods—to the Committee on Labor. 

By Mr. WHEELER: Petition of Mary P. High, of Lucretia Wil- 
cox, of Judge R. Burns, and of U. 8. Wear, of Alabama, for reference 
ped their claims to the Court of Claims—to the Committee on War 

aims, 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
SATURDAY, September 8, 1888. 
The House met at 12 o’clock m. Prayer by Rev. J. H. CUTHBERT, 


. D. 
The Journal of the proceedings of yesterday was read and approved. ` 


LEAVE OF ABSENCE, 


By unanimous consent, leave of absence was granted as follows: 

To Mr. WILLIAMS, indefinitely, on account of sickness. 

To Mr. ATKINSON, for three days, on account of important business, 

To Mr. JACKSON, indefinitely, to attend the Grand Army encamp- 
ment and soldiers’ reunion at Columbus, Ohio. 

To Mr. YARDLEY, for two weeks, on account of important business, 

To Mr. NEAL, indefinitely, on account of sickness. 

To Mr. NEWTON, for two weeks, on account of important business, 

INVESTIGATING COMMITTEE. 

The SPEAKER appointed the following select committee to investi- 
gate charges of improper conduct against amember of the House: Ep- 
MUND Rice, Minnesota; T. C. CATCHINGS, Mississippi; WALTER L. 
Hayes, Iowa; Ezra B. TAYLOR, Ohio; B. W. PERKINS, Kansas. 

REPRINTING OF A REPORT. 

Mr. ENLOE, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to have reprinted 
the report of the Committee on War Claims on the claim of Hiram 
Jobnson and others. 

ORDER OF BUSINESS. i 

Mr. McCREARY. I move to dispense with the morning hour for 
the call of committees. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks that under the order which has 
been made no such motion is necessary, because the Journal shows that 
the House is to resume the consideration of the pending bill after the 
reading of the Journal this morning. 

Mr. McCREARY. Then I call up for consideration House bill 11309, 
to empower the President to carry out the purposes of an act entitled 
‘* An act to authorize the President of the United States to protect and 
defend the rights of American fishing vessels, American fishermen, and 
American trading and other vessels in certain cases, and for other pur- 
poses,” approved March 3, 1887. 


WITHDRAWAL OF CERTAIN LANDS, WYOMING. 


Pending the motion of Mr. McCrREARY, > 

Mr. STONE, of Missouri, by unanimous consent, introduced a bill 
(H. R. 11388) to withdraw certain public lands in the Territory of 
Wyoming from sale or disposition under the laws of the United States, 
and for other purposes; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on the Public Lands, and ordered to be printed. 

: FISHERIES. 

The motion of Mr. McCREARY was agreed to, and the House re- 
sumed the consideration of House bill 11309. 

Mr. HITT. Mr. Speaker, I believe I have the floor, and I now yield 
thirty minutes to the gentleman from New York (Mr. WHITE]. 

Mr. WHITE, of New York. Mr. Speaker, there isno man on either 
side of the House more thoroughly in favor of retaliation for the abuses 
of neighborly privileges in respect to our fisheries than I am, but I desire 
that it shall be a retaliation which retaliates, in the first place, and 
secondly, thatit shall bea retaliation which retaliates upon the offenders 
and not upon our own people; and I propose to show, and I think to de- 
monstrate, that the first section of this bill, if carried into effect, will 
inure tothe benefit of the Dominion of Canada and tothe permanent and 
lasting injury of the commerce of this country, of the laborers of this 
country, and of the general material interests of this country. If I 
fail to so demonstrate, I will vote for the bill, including the first sec- 
tion; and I would be glad to hear our friends who may favor the first 
section say that if I succeed in making this demonstration they wil 
vote against it, 

Mr. WEAVER. Who is to be the judge? 

Mr. WHITE, of New York. I will leave each one to judge for him- 
self. 
Mr. Speaker, the President has given his view of how retaliation 


should be made, which is in substance that it should be such as will in- - 


flict the greatest injury upon the enemy with the least injury to our- 
selves, and that it should, as far as possible, be retaliation in kind. 
With that view I most heartily agree. Now, sir, what are the griev- 
ances of which we complain? ‘The maritime provinces of the Dominion 
of Canada, with thirty-five millions invested in shipping, a very large 
reentage of it in fishermen’s vessels and outfits, have for some years 
fon inflicting outrages upon our fishermen. With those outrages the 
northwestern provinces of the Dominion have had nothing to do. 
Manitoba, the rich agricultural region of the Dominion, has nota 
fishing smack in the world, and Ontario has none except those that 
are engaged in the lake fisheries, as to which there is no controversy. 
The western portion of Quebec has none. ‘The only provinces that do 
have any are Nova Scotia, Newfoundland, New Brunswick, Prince 
Edward Island, and the eastern portion of the Province of Quebec, 
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bordering on the Gulf of St. Lawrence and the Bayof Chaleur. Now, 
the message recommends the stoppage of the shipment of freight and 
goods in bond arriving at ports of the United States intended for the 
consumption or the benefit of the people of the Dominion of Canada. 

There never has been a pound of freight received at the three desig- 
nated ports, Portland, Boston, and New York—and they are all the 
American ports, with the exception of San Francisco, which have the 
privilege, the great ports of Philadelphia and Baltimore not having 
it—I say there has never been a pound of freight received at any one 
of those ports for transshipment to Prince Edward Island, Nova Sco- 
tia, or to New Brunswick, and it is the height of absurdity to talk 
about receiving ps at our ports destined for the people of the irri- 
tating portion of the Dominion of Canada, the people who have been 
inflicting these injuries upon us. . The goods that come into our ports 
are intended, some for the western portion of the Province of Quebec, 
Montreal, and its neighborhood, but they are mostly for Ontario, be- 
cause Montreal has her own shipping connections with the sea and 
railroad communication with the ports of the lower provinces by means 
of the Intercolonial Railroad. ‘These goods, I say, are mainly intended 
for Ontario and for Manitoba, and when you retaliate by stopping this 
transportation you do not hurt a hair of the head of a single one of the 
Bluenose fishermen that have been wantonly assailing our rights for the 
last three years. 

But you do hurt; you make it a little more serious expenditure on 
the part of the inhabitants of the Northwestern provinces, who have 
not committed a single grievance against us.. But what do you do to 
America? I have taken a little pains to collect a few statistics in re- 
gard to that. The President informs us that in six years there has 
come over here $270,000,000 worth of goods to be transferred to the 
Dominion of Canada; that is $45,000,000 per year. It is a fair esti- 
mate on the valuation of freight, including steel rails at $25 to $35 per 
ton, and running up to dry-goods, which will average about $200 per 
ton, that the average value of a ton of freight will be $100. That gives 
us 450,000 tons per year, there having been $45,000,000 worth per year 
received during thesix years. These 450,000 tons per year are received 
and handled by whom? When the ship lands at New York or Boston 
the stevedore who transfers the freight from the ship to the dock is an 
American workman; the drayman who carts the freight from the dock 
to the railroad or to the bonded warehouse is an American workman. 
The commission merchant who pays the charges and makes the advance 
for sending forward this freight is an American merchant, and the rail- 
road which transports the property through our country is an Ameri- 
can railroad. 

I have taken the pains to find out what the average profit during 
the last five years has been per ton per mile for the shipment of freight, 
and I find from Poor’s Manual that it has averaged one and fifteen one- 
hundredth cents per ton. Applying the figures which result from this, 
we have for payment to the railroads of this country for handling this 
freight, estimating the average haul to be, as it is, about 600 miles in 
American territory, $3,105,000, all of it profit. ‘Thisis not the amount 
which was received; certain amounts were received and paid out; but 
the profit on handling this freight was $3,105,000. The cartage of 450,- 
000 tons of freight at $1 per ton, and that is a very low estimate, as 
every man knows who has ever moved freight through a city, would 
be $450,000, every cent of it taken from the American cartman, the 
carts driven by American laborers, receiving their daily support by the 
amountof work their employers can furnish them. Further than that, 
the bare lifting of the freight out of the ship by the stevedores and the 
longshoremen at 33 cents per ton (and this is alow estimate; the facts, 
I think, will show this below the proper figure) would be $150,000 per 
year, paid largely to my constituents, many of whom are longshore- 
men, for lifting the freight out of the vessel and getting it on its way. 

I think I have shown, Mr. Speaker, that while under the operation 
of this measure the province of Manitoba may pay more for the trans- 
fer of its freight, we on our part will lose more than three million and a 
half dollars per year—a loss to American workmen—by the carrying 
into effect of the provisions of this intended law. Now, what is the 
effect of that upon the Dominion? ‘The President, on page 4 of his 
message, uses this language: 

For a considerable portion of each year the St. Lawrence River, which con- 
— the direct avenue of foreign commerce leading to Canada, is cl by 

ice, 

Does that stop their receipts in the Dominion of Canada during that 
portion of the year? I propose tosend to the desk to have read an ar- 
ticle from a book which I believe has received high Presidential sanc- 
tion. I think extracts from it may possibly have adorned Presidential 
rhetoric, and I can only regret that the haste of its examination should 
have caused the President to skip the letter “H,” under which he would 
have found the article on Halifax, and to go ahead of it to Indianapolis, 
which comes one letter later in the alphabet. I ask the Clerk to read 
the extract I have marked from the American Cyclopedia in regard to 
the character of the Halifax harbor. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


The harbor of Halifax is one of the best in the world. It extends about 16 
miles inland, is accessible at all times; and opposite the city, where vessels usu- 
ally anchor, is about 1 mile wide. Farther up it contracts to one-quarter mile 
in width. and finally expands into a beau! sheet of water, ied Bedford 


commanded by Fort George and several batteries; the eastern, which has suffi- 
cient dep f water only for small vessels, lies under the guns of a formidable 
stone fort ed Fort Clarence. fax is largely interested in the fisheries, 


__Mr. WHITE, of New York. Now, Mr. Speaker, running from Hal- 
ifax across the province of Nova Scotia, our most irritating neighbor, 
across the province of New Brunswick, our next most irritating neigh- 
bor, and into the province of Quebec to Point Levi, opposite the cit; 
of Quebec, extends the Intercolonial Railway, 678 miles in length, with 
the harbor of Halifax, the best in the world, open at all seasons of the’ 
year, ready to pour into the Intercolonial Railway all the wealth which 
otherwise would have come over American railroads and been handled 
by American workmen—ready to furnish labor to the ‘‘Bluenose”’ 
fishermen at the period of the year when they can not follow the sea, 
and must, from the nature of things, be looking for work. That is 
“retaliation” with a vengeance! 

Take away the bread out of the mouths of our own laborers and in- 
crease the expenditures of Manitoba and Ontario, because, forsooth, 
some fishermen have interfered with our rights in the maritime prov- 
inces, and in retaliation you give them work for five months in the year 
when they otherwise would not have anything to do? Is that wise? 

Again, the Intercolonial Railway is owned and operated by these 
provinces, and these, at least during the winter, would havethisincreased 
volume of $3,105,000 worth of traffic plus the increased charges which 
they, having a monopoly, could add upon the people of Ontario and 
Manitoba, and which they would be powerless to resist because of the 
existence of the monopoly. Again, that is your retaliation with a ven- 
geance. 

„Mr. Speaker, I have indulged my fancy a little in the draught of a 
diplomatic note, in order to convey the astounding intelligence to Her 
Majesty’s Government that we are going to commence this style of re- 
taliation; and if it should be necessary, I will not claim the right that 
my friend from Illinois [Mr. CANNON] claimed on yesterday, I will 
not copyright it, but will leave it free and at the service of the De- 
partment: 

Hon, Sir LIONEL SACKVILLE WEST, 
Knight Commander of the Order of St, Michael and 
St. George, Envoy Extraordinary and Minister 
Plenipotentiary of Her Britannic Majesty: 

Sm Knyicur: The President instructs me to inform Her Majesty’s Govern- 
ment that owing to the action of the maritime provinces of the Dominion of 
Canada towards this country in the violation of the twenty-ninth article of the 
treaty between Her Majesty’s Government and the United States, concluded at 
Washington on the Sth day of May, A. D.1871,in refusing to permit the trans- 
pare green fish in bond through said provinces without the payment of duties, 
and further owing to wrongful seizures and false arrests and illegal fines and 
imprisonments im by said maritime provinces upon American fishermen 
an Sup owne, and especially by the province of Nova Scotia, in the capital 
of which the apai aggressive and illegal acts were performed, the Govern- 
ment of the United States has authorized him to retaliate, and acting in behalf 
of this Government, he feels that such acts of retaliation shall be putin force as 
will most seriously damage the aggressors, 

Acting under this motive the President has determined that all goods, wares, 
and merchandise intended for the provinces of Ontario and Manitoba, and 
Winnipeg, which have heretofore been freely received atthe ports of New York, 
Boston, and Portland, and which have heretofore been cheerfully handled by 
American workmen and transported upon American railroads, shall hereafter 
be landed only at the ports of Halifax and St, John, in the offending maritime 
provinces aforesaid, and shall be handled only by Canadian workmen and 
transported only by the Intercolonial Railroad, which, I need not inform Her 
gin oy fos Government, is owned and operated by said Dominion. 

‘he President can not but regret the severity of this measure, but he feels, as 
expressed in the language of Her Majesty's greatest poet, that he “must be 
cruel only to be kind,” and he begs to express the hope that this damage in- 
flicted upon the great northwestern provinces of the Dominion will speedily 
cause the maritime provinces to cease their unjust acts towards our fishermen, 

The President further hopes that pending this result Her Majesty’s Govern: 
ment will not overlook the fact that stern justice is not wholly unmixed with 
mercy, as what the northwestern et yg lose the maritime provinces gain, 
and Her Majesty’s possessions in North America are thereby kept, as it were, 
upon an even keel. 

With great personal respect, I remain, your and Her Majesty’s obedient serv- 


ant and friend, 
(Presumably to be signed) THOS. F. BAYARD, 
Secretary of State, 

{Laughter and applause. ] 

Now, Mr. Speaker, I have exhausted as much time as I feel that I 
can afford to occupy at present out of the limited space at my command 
in the discussion of the questions raised by the first section of the bill. 
With the second section of the bill I am in thorough and hearty accord, 
but the question comes and has come to me whether I, under the so- 
lemnity of my oath of duty as a legislator on this floor, should cast my 
vote for a measure which I believe to be directly injurious and detri- 
mental to the laboring men of my district and in behalf of what has 
been characterized by the eloquent gentleman from Illinois [Mr. CAN- 
NON] as the beating of a gong in the presence of an enemy and furnish- 
ing another mallet for that purpose. i 

Mr. Speaker, I for one am in favor and heartily in favor of the 
cultivation of music; and if there is no better music than that of the 
Chinese gong, letthose who enjoy that peculiar taste have the benefit of 
it; but I will never vote for putting the mallet into the hands of any 
man to beat a Chinese gong with who as he strikes the gong neces- 
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satily hits the head of some American workingman and strikes some 
American industry. [Applause on the Republican side. ] 

Mr. Speaker, it is probably true that the rarest combination of quali- 
ties to be found in this country, which has been called the ‘‘land of 
the free and the home of the brave,’’ and when we have been upbraided 
with this name we have admitted it, is that of perfect freedom from the 
thraldom of one’s surroundings and the bravery to disregard the pos- 
. sibilities of misconstruction of one’s acts. 

The man who shall be able to break the shackles of his environments 
and under all conditions to exercise absolute freedom of judgment and 
conscience, and who shall have the moral courage, everywhere and at 
all times, to do what he conceives to be wisest and best, leaving to 
time and to history the vindication of unpopular acts, such a man, sir, 
shall stand out as the embodiment of Juvenal’s fancy—the ‘*rara avis 
in terris, nigroque simillima cygno.” Such a man I do not claim to be, 
but I am tough enough for this case. 

Mr. Speaker, let me apply this thought to the pending legislation. 
I am one of those who believe that the legislation desired is unneces- 
sary; nay, that it is worse than unnecessary; that it is positively un- 
wise, and so clear is it to me that such is the case that I believe that 
if an unseen ballot, taken in the inner consciousness of each one of the 
members of this House could be taken, more than half of those who 
by their surroundings may be compelled to vote in favor of it would 
concur with me that it is unwise, or at least unnecessary. ' 

But where, as in this case, the rights of American citizens have been 
wantonly assailed by an aggressive neighbor, and a too tardy repara- 
tion is being sought by our Government, the legislator is reluctant to 
take a step which can be misconstrued and may seem even for a moment 
to antagonize an honest effort to redress such wrongs. 

But my convictions are so clear that the provisions of the first sec- 
tion of this bill are unwise, illogical, and wrong, that if I vote alone, 
as I probably shall, I shall vote against this bill as a whole, though I 
am heartily in accord with the second section. _ 

I left out of its proper place one thought to which I wish to recur, 
and that is just how easy it is to inflict suitable injury to redress a 
wrong, or retaliate in effect upon the maritime provinces, and at the 
same time benefit our American ship-owners and fishermen who so 
sadly need such aid. There are seven thousand ships engaged in trade 
in the maritime provinces, There is not one of them that has been in 
commission a year which has not probably at some time or other vis- 
ited an American port. The law of 1887, which has been in force now 
more than eighteen months, gives the right to the President to pro- 
hibit any ships from that nation coming to any of our ports. When 
you haveenforced that exclusion, then you have struck a ‘‘ Bluenose’’ 
where it hurts. 

What else have you done? You will have enlarged the field of com- 
merce to the extent which it was heretofore occupied by the Dominion 
shippers, and will have invited American ships to enter that field and 
resume their rightful place in the carrying trade. In one case you 
have removed competition and given Americans the chance of carry- 
ing, while in the other you have taken away the labor and wage of 
the workingman of America and given it to the maritime provinces 
of the Dominion. I favor retaliation of that kind which hurts some- 
body else, and that the offenders and not ourselves, and which induces 
some sort of anxiety on the part of the party against whom the retal- 
iation is applied to seek a speedy means of relief. 

Mr. KERR. Will the gentleman permit me to ask him a question? 
Does not the Executive have the power to issue such an order, and 
adopt measures of exclusion such as the gentleman has referred to un- 
der the existing law? 

Mr. WHITE, of New York. Of course uhder the existing law is 
what I had intended to say. I may have said under the bill; if so I 
correct it. 

But, sir, I wish to call attention to another provision which shows 
how left-handed and awkward, in the attemptat retaliation, the Presi- 
dent seems to be in getting inhiswork. Neither Philadelphia nor Bal- 
timore have the right of receiving goods for transshipment to Canada. 
What other port has? San Francisco has that right since the 12th of 
March, 1887. Whatfor? Because the Canadian Pacific Railroad had 
been opened and presented a formidable competitor to the American 
railroads. Under what condition was this competition inaugurated ? 
The actof the 4th of February, 1887, known as the interstate-commerce 
law, was passed, the provisionsof which I do not now criticise, although 
certain provisions of that law I believe to be unwise. 

But in the main it worked well for the benefit of the whole people, 
and I therefore approve it. What did it do? It prevented pooling. 
That is right. It prevented discrimination between a long and short 
haul and it put shackles upon the hands of the roads, preventing any 
lowering of rates between terminal points below that of intermediate. 
points. The Canadian Pacific, a lineranning for2,700 miles through that 
uninhabitable region north of the Lake of the Woods, of Lake Superior, 
and across the great mountains, needed something. They could charge 
anything they pleased for local transportation, and this provision was 
made, after the retaliation law of 1887 was passed and after the inter- 
state-commerce law had been passed, by the same man who now asks 
us to pass this retaliation law; the port of San Francisco was made a 
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ek from which goods might be received and carried in bond over the 

ritish lines, if intended for the Dominion provinces, and the American 

roads, whose hands were tied by the interstate-commerce law, could not 

compas Now, I am not complaining of the interstate law; that is 
right. 

Mr. O'NEILL, of Pennsylvania. I would simply say to the gentle- 
man from New York that I think he would be doing a great thing for 
the railroad business of this country if he, as an ingenious business man, 
could devise some amendment to bring the Canadian Pacific Railroad 
under the provisions of the interstate-commerce law. I wish him to 
give his attention to that, not on this bill, but ina bill that will be here 
for consideration during this session. 

Mr. WILSON, of Minnesota. In other words, you desire to shut 
out our people from the competition of all other roads unless it be the 
Pennsylvania Railroad or the New York Central. 

Mr. O’NEILL, of Pennsylvania. I want the Canadian Pacific Rail- 
road to be brought under the interstate-commerce law and give our 
trunk-lines a chance for the American business. 

Mr. WHITE, of New York. I am covered with confusion by the 
complimentary notice that my esteemed and able friend from Pennsyl- 
vania has made of me, and if I were on a committee in which I had 
influence I would try the experiment; but as a member of the minor- 
ity in this House, understanding how the rules of the House are made, 
a party in the minority is not likely to do anything very effective by 
simply introducing a bill. r 

Now, I will resume the thread of my discourse. As to the question 
which has been raised by my friend from Minnesota [Mr. WILSON] in the 
interruption, in which he wants to protect the people in the Northwest 
from being shut out and deprived of their rights under the operation 
of the law which shall prevent free shipment through Canada, I wish 
to say that that American citizen needs to be born again, and if he is 
of foreign birth, as my respected and able friend is, he needs to be 
naturalized again in the principles of American government if he be- 
lieves the great commercial rights and interests of the whole country 
should be dominated by the interests of any particular locality. 

Instead of using the power of the American Government for his ben- 
efit and for the benefit of his district and his State, the commerce by 
Canadian railroads ougit to be made amenable to the provisions of our 
own wise interstate-commerce law or be wholly interdicted. 

Mr. WILSON, of Minnesota. In other words, we ought to legislate 
for the benefit of Wall street. 

Mr. WHITE, of New York. I am not defending Wall street. It 
needs no defense atmy hands. I amnot attacking*Minnesota. Sheis 
abundantly able to vindicate her honorable standing in the sisterhood 
of States. But all that she should requireand all that she should ask 
is that the American Congress should never barter away the rights of 
the whole country for the sake of being given advantage through for- 
eign competition of uncontrolled Canadian railroads. She should never 
ask for American money to be paid to foreign enterprises at the expense 
of the whole people. The Government of the United States in the 
management of its commerce under the interstate-commerce lawshould 
look toa fair and equitable adjustment of all the properties in this 
country, and see to it that while the gentleman from Minnesota and the 
constituents of the gentleman from Minnesota have the broadest right 
to use foreign railroads they should use them under the same restrictions 
which are wisely imposed upon American enterprises. (Applause. ] 

Mr. DAVIS. Is not the present position precisely as though wo 
should relieve one American railroad from the operation of the inter- 
state-commerce law and shackle all the rest? 

Mr. WHITE, of New York. Itis. The goods start out onan Ameri- 
can railroad. and end on an American railroad, and have been hauled 
across the country north of Lake Superior on a road that can discrim- 
inate between a long and a short haul. And it operates to the advan- 
tage of one and the disadvantage of all the rest. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The time of the gentleman has ex- 
pired. The Chair will state that there are fourteen minutes remaining 
to the side on the left of the Chair to make an equalization of the time 
consumed. 

Mr. HITT. Inasmuch as no gentleman asks fourteen minutes to 
speak, and as I have stated that the gentlemen who were to speak on 
both sides would alternate, it was expected that the gentleman from 
Minnesota [Mr. Witson] would follow. 

Mr. McCREARY. I now yield forty-five minutes to the gentleman 
from Minnesota [Mr. WILSON]. 

Mr. WILSON, of Minnesota. It would bea useless waste of the time 
of this House to go into an argument to show what every one inthe coun- 
try admits—that for some time the fishermen of the United States have 
been subjected to numerous petty annoyances and illegal harassment 
by Canada and Great Britain. 

I shall therefore, in the few minutes for which I feel at liberty to ask 
the attention of the House, inquire only what is the duty of our Chief 
Magistrate and of the Government in the present condition of affairs, 
without going back to refer to the customs or statutes or treaties by 
which the United States and the British dominions regulated their in- 
tercourse up to the time of making the treaty of 1871. 

The purview and operation of the earlier treaties, laws, and regula- 
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tions, and the questions rising under them, have been thoroughly eluci- 
dated by the reports of the majority and minority of the Committee on 
Foreign Affairs and the debates in the Senate and in this House on the 
fisheries question at this session; but they have little bearing on the 
question before us now. 

In order to understand the present situation and our rights and du- 
ties it is necessary to refer to some of the provisions of the treaty of 
1871. It primarily treated of the Alabama claims, but it also secured 
to the fishermen of the United States, in addition to their prior rights 
under the treaty of 1818, the right to fish in certain waters of British 
North America, and to the fishermen of British North America theright 
to fish in certain waters of the United States; and it provided that the 
fishery products of each country should be admitted into the other free 
of duty, and that the balance of advantages, if any, should be settled 
by a commission. . 

The commission fixed the balance of damages against the United 
States at $5,500,000, which was paid. 

As the meaning and proper interpretation of certain articles of that 
treaty have been, and are in this House, considered open to question 
or doubt, I ask attention to the exact of Articles XVIII, 
XIX, XXI, XXVI, XXVII XXVIII, XXIX, and XXXIII, 
and I shall incorporate them in the RECORD with my remarks. 

ARTICLE XVIII. 

It is agreed by the high contracting parties that, in addition to the liberty se- 
cured to the United States fishermen by the convention between the United 
States and Great Britain, signed at London on the 20th day of October, 1818, of 
taking, curing, and EER her on certain coasts of the British North American 
Colonies therein defined, the inhabitants of the United States shall have, incom- 
mon with the subjects of Her Britannic Majesty, the liberty, for the term of years 
mentioned in Article XX XIII of this treaty, to take fish of every kind, except 
shell-fish, on the seacoasts and shores, and in the bays, harbors, and creeks, of 
the provinces of Quebec, Nova Scotia, and New Brunswick, and the colony of 
Prince Edward's nd, and of the several islands thereunto adjacent, without 
being restricted to any distance from the shore, with | oer penn to land upon 
the said coasts and shores and islands, and also upon the M. en Islands, for 
the purpose of their nets and curing their fish; provided that, in so do- 
ing, they do not interfere with the rights of sate property, or with British 
fiver, in the peaceable use of any part of said coasts in their occupancy 
for the same purpose. 

It is understood that the above-mentioned liberty applies solely to the sea 
fishery, and that the salmon and shad fisheries, and all other fisheries in rivers 
and the mouths of rivers, are hereby reserved exclusively for British fishermen, 

ARTICLE XIX. 

It is agreed by the high contracting parties that British subjects shall have, 
in common with the citizens of the United States, the liberty, for the term of 
years mentioned in Article XXXIII of this treaty, to take fish of every kind, 
except shell-fish, on the eastern seacoasts and shores of the United States north 
of the thirty-ninth lel of north latitude, and on the shores of the several 
islands thereunto nt, and in the bays, harbors, and creeks of the said sea- 
coasts and shores of the United States and of the said islands, without being 
restricted to any distance from the shore, with permission to land upon the 
said coasts of the United States and of the islands aforesaid, for the purpose of 
drying their nets and curing their fish; provided that, in so doing, they do not 
interfere with the rights of private property, or with the fishermen of the 
United States in the peaceable use of any part of the said coasts in their occu- 


gry agi same purpose, 
It is understood that the above-mentioned liberty applies solely to the sea 


fishery, and that salmon and shad fisheries, and all other fisheries in rivers and 
mouths of rivers, are hereby reserved exclusively for fishermen of the United 


ARTICLE XXI, 
hale ieee por for the term of years mentioned in Article XXXIII of this 
treaty, il and fish of all kinds (except fish of the inland lakes, and of the 
rivers falling into them, and except fish preserved in oil), being the prodoce of 
the fisheries of the United States, or of Dominion oi or of Prince 
Edward's Island, shall be admitted into each country, respectively, free of duty. 


ARTICLE XXVI. 


The navigation of the river St. Lawrence, ascending and descending, from the 
forty-fifth parallel of north latitude, where it ceases to form the boundary be- 
tween the two countries, from, to, and into the sea, shall forever remain free 
and open for the purposes of commerce to the citizens of the United States, sub- 

tto any laws and regulations of Great Britain orthe Dominion of Canada not 
consistent with such privilege of free navigation. 

The navigation of the rivers Yukon, Porcupine, and Stikine, ascending and 
descending, from, to, and into the sea, shall forever remain free and open for the 
purposes of commerce to the subjects of Her Britannic Majesty and to the citi- 
zens of the United States, subject to any laws and regulations of either country 
within its own territory, not inconsistent with such privilege of free navigation. 


ARTICLE XXVII, 


The Government of Her Britannic Majesty engages to urge upon the govern- 
ment of the Dominion of Canada to secure to the citizens of the United States 
the use of the Welland, St. Lawrence, and other canals in the Dominion on terms 
of equality with the inhabitants of the Dominion; and the Government of the 
United States engages that the subjects of Her Britannic Majesty shall enjoy 
the use of the St. Clair Flats Canal on terms of equality with the inhabitants of 
the United Sta! and further en to urge upon the State governments to 
secure to the subjects of Her Britannic Majesty the use of the several State 
canals connected with the navigation of the lakes or rivers tra by or con- 
tiguous to the boundary line between SS pomenirn of the high contracting 
parties, on terms of equality with the inhabitants of the United States. 

ARTICLE XXVIII. 


on of Lake Michigan shall also; for the term of years mentioned 
XXII of this treaty, be freeand open for the purposes of commerce 
to the ects of Her Britannic Majesty, subject to any laws and regulations of 
the United States or of the States bordering thereon not inconsistent with such 
privilege of free navigation. 
ARTICLE XXIX, 


It is agreed that, for the term of years mentioned in Article XXXIII of this 
i wares, or merchandise oT at the ports of New York, Boston, 
and Portland, and any other ports in the United States w havebeen or may, 
from time to time, d by the President of the United States, 
and destined for Her lesty’s possessions in North America, may 


The na 
in Article 


cially 
itannic 


be entered at Begg) cat custom-house and conveyed in transit, without the pay- 
ugh the territory of the United States, under such rules, 


ment of duties, 


regulations, and conditions for the protection of the revenue as the Govern- 
ment of the United States may from time to time prescribe; and under like 
rules, regulations, and conditions, goods, wares, or merchandise may be con- 
veyed in‘transit, without the payment of duties, from such possessions through 
Ae ay, of the United States for export from the said ports of the United 

ates, 

it is further agreed that, for the like period, goods, wares, or merchandise ar- 
riving at any of the ports of Her Britannic Majesty's. jons in North Amer- 
ica and destined for the United States may be entered at the proper custom- 
house and conveyed in transit, without the payment of duties, through the said 
possessions under such rules and regulat: and conditions for the protection 
of the revenue as the governments of the said ions may from time to time 
prescribe; and under like rules, regulations, and conditions goods, wares, or 
merchandise may be conveyed in transit, without the payment of duties, from 
the United States through the said possessions to other places in the United 
States or for export from ports in the said possessions. : 


ARTICLE XXX. 


It is agreed that, for the term of years mentioned in Article XX XIII of this 
treaty, subjects of Her Britannic Majesty may carry in British vessels, without 
payment of duty, goods, wares, or merchandise from one port or place within 
the territory ofthe United States upon theSt. Lawrence, the Gr reat Lakes, and the 
rivers connecting the same, to another portor place within the territory of the 
United States as aforesaid: Provided, That a portion of such transportation is 
made through the Dominion of Canada by land carriage and in bond, under 
such rules and regulations as may be agreed upon between the Government of 
Her Britannic M ty and the Government of the United States. 

Citizens of the United States may for the like period carry in United States 
vessels, without A yrkene of duty, goods, wares, or merchandise from one port 
or place within the possessions of Her Britannic Majesty in North America, to 
another port or place within the said airaa eak Provided, That a portion of 
such transportation is made through the territory of the United States by land 
carriage and in bond, under such rules and regulations as may be upon 
between the Government of the United States and the Government of Her Br 
tannic Majesty. 

The Government of the United States further en, not to impose any ex- 
port duties on goods, wares, or merchandise carried under this pone si through 
the territory of the United States; and Her Majesty's Government engages to 
urge the Parliament of the Dominion of Canada and the Legislatures of the 
other colonies not to im: any export duties on goods, wares, or merchandise 
carried under this article; and the Government of the United States may, in 
case such export duties are im by the Dominion of Canada, suspend, 
during the period that such duties are imposed, the right of carrying granted 
under this article in favor of the subjects of Her Britannic Majesty. 

The Government of the United States may suspend the right of carrying 
granted in favor of the subjects of Her Britannic Majesty under this article in 
case the Dominion of Canada should at any time deprive the citizens of the 
United States of the use of the canals of the said Dominion on terms of equality 
with the inhabitants of the Dominion, as provided in Article XX VII. 

ARTICLE XXXII. 

The foregoing Articles XVIII to XXV, inclusive, and Article XXX of this 
treaty shall take effect as soon as the laws required to carry them into opera- 
tion shall have been passed by the Imperial Parliament of Great Britain, by the 
Parliament of Cemada, and by the Legislature of Prince Edward’s Island on the 
one hand, and by the ee of the United States on the other. Such assent 
having been given, the said articles shall remain in foree for the period of ten 
years from the date at which they may come into operation; and further until 
the expiration of two years after either of the hi contracting parties shall 
have given notice to the other of its wish to terminate the same; each of the 
high contracting parties being at liberty to give such notice to the other at the 
end of the said period of ten years orat any time afterward. 


In March, 1883, Con; passed a joint resolution providing for the 
termination of Articles XVIII, XIX, XX, XXI, XXI, XXIII, 
XXIV, XXV, and XXX of said treaty, and the termination took 
effect July 1, 1885. During the life of those articles there was little 
complaint by our fishermen; but on their annulment the Canadian 
authorities renewed their illegal and vexatious conduct, so that it 
became the duty of our Government to take notice of their doings, 


‘and in 1886, as we are informed by the President in his message, notice 


was received by our Government that our fishermen would no longer 
be allowed to ship their fish in bond, free of duty, throngh Canadian 
territory to this country, and ever since that time such shipment has 
been denied. 

To civilized or Christian statesmen the course to be pursued under 
such circumstances does not admit of the least doubt. I think that if 
we throw aside partisan'prejudice and the desire to make partisan cap- 
ital, there will be no doubt in the minds of anybody, and no one will 
fail to admit that there was but one plain duty for the President under 
the circumstances. 

While every Government is bound to guard and protect the rights of 
the individual citizens at all hazards, yet that ruler or executive who 
would precipitate war without some imperative necessity therefor, and 
without having exhausted every reasonable and. peaceable means to 
avoid it, would not only merit but surely draw down upon himself the 
execration of every humane and right-minded man. War is only to 
be contemplated as a cruel and dernier ressort. Every good man must 
hope for the coming of that day when we shall beat our swords into 
plowshares and our spears into pruning-hooks, when nation shall not 
lift sword against nation, neither shall they learn war any more. 

, In this case President Cleveland was not forgetful either of his duty 
to our injured citizens or of the demands of humanity and civilization. 
Almostat the earliest possible moment—in December, 1885—in his an- 
nual message he called the attention of Congress to the situation, and 
recommended that provision should be made for a commission to adjust 
the differences and disputes which had arisen. In thisand in the power 
which he now asks he has trodden not only in the path of duty, but in 
the very footsteps of illustrious predecessorsin his high office. In1870, 
when essentially the same state of affairs existed that exists to-day, 
President Grant, in his second annual message to Congress, used this 
language: 

Anticipating that an attempt may possibly be made by the Canadian author- 
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ities in the coming season to repeat their unneighborly acts upon our fishermen, 
I recommend to confer = our Executive the power to suspend by procla- 
mation the a of the laws authorizing the transport of goods, wares, 
‘and in bond across the territory of the United States to Canada; 
and further, should such extreme measures become ne to suspend the 
operation of any laws whereby the vessels of the Dominion o Canada are per- 
mitted to enter the waters of the United States. 


Congress refused to comply with the request of President Cleveland 
to provide for a commission, but enacted this law of March 3, 1887, 
which I shall also incorporate into the record of my remarks: 


An act to authorize the President of the United States to protect and defend the 
rights of American fishing vessels, American fishermen, American trading 
and other vessels, in certain cases, and for other purposes. 


ing such port or ports, place or places, 
FAGNI as may pal pr therein applicable to g vessels of the most ta- 
vored nation, or shall ony. vexed or harassed in respect thereof, or 
wise be unjustly vexed or therein, or shall be prevented from pur- 
chasing such supplies as may there be lawtuly sold to trading vessels of the 
most favored nation; or whenever the President of the United States shall 
be sa! that any other vessels of the United States, their masters or crews, 
so arriving at or being in such British waters or ports or places of the British 
dominions of North are or then lately have been denied any of the 
p therein accorded to the vessels, their masters or crews, of the most 
avo: nation, or ustly vexed or harassed in respect of the same, or unjustly 
vexed or harassed therein by the authorities thereof, then, and in either of 
all ot such cases, it shall be lawful, and it shall be the duty ofthe President of 
the United States, in his discretion, by Oring pot to that effect, to deny ves- 
sels, their masters and crews, of the British dominions of North Ameri enh 
entrance into the waters, ports, or places of, or within the United States (wi 
such exceptions in to vessels in distress, stress of , or boners 3 
supplies as to the President shail seem proper), whether such vessels shal 
have come directly from said dominions on such destined voyage or by way of 
some port or place in such destined voyage elsewhere; and also, to deny entry 
into any port or place of the United States of fresh fish or salt fish or any other 
uct of said dominions, or other goons coming from said dominions to the 
nited States. Tho President may, in his discretion, apply such proclamation 
to any part or to all of tno rarang Stenger an 


the United States contrary to such proclamation shall be fi to the United 
States; and such forfeiture shall be enforced and proceeded u; in the same 
manner and with the same effect as in the case of vessels or whose im- 


portation or coming to or being in the waters or ports of the United States con- 
trary to law may now be enforced and eyes upon. Every person who 
shall violate any of the provisions of this act, or such tion of the 
President made ursuance hereof, shall be deemed guilty of a misdemeanor, 
and, on conviction thereof, shall be punished by a fine not exceeding $1,000, or 
by imprisonment for a term not exceeding two years, or by both said punish- 
ments, in the discretion of the court. 
Approved March 3, 1887. 

There are many objections to this act of 1887, to some of which I may 
refer particularly before taking my seat. Butthereare two that strike 
us at first blush. 

Retaliationisincipientwar. Heisa braggart and a coward who will 
resort to it without intending to follow it, if necessary, to its probable 
or possible consequences. This act was for that reason ill-timed if it 
was intended that the President should enforce it before he had by 
treaty or other peaceable means sought redress. It was, too, as an act 
of retaliation inadequate, as it would have injured us nearly or quite as 
much asit would have injured ouradversaries. Indeed, in some locali- 
ties the putting of it into operation would have resulted in much greater 
injury to the citizens of the United States than to the citizens of Can- 
ada. s 


Now permit me to call attention to some of the remarks made by the 
gentleman from New York [Mr. WHITE] who has just taken his seat. 
The gentleman insists that retaliation under the act here proposed, in 
pursuance of the message of the President, would inflict great and seri- 
ous injury on us, and that therefore it should not be resorted to. I 
. wish to remind the party opposed to the Administration in Congress 
that they have refused to permit the President to adjust our differences 
by negotiation. They complain that he has attempted that. He cah 
not declare war, and he must either permit our citizens to continue to 
suffer the wrongs complained of or else resort to retaliation. The 
question, therefore, is presented between the act of 1887 and the act 
which we are now considering, as I shall hereafter show. I assert here, 
and I shall try to prove by a comparison of these two acts, that every 
injury which he alleges would result to our people by enforcing the act 
that is now before the House would have resulted to our people from 
the enforcement of the act of 1887, and many greater injuries. 

Let me call attention now to the provisions of these two acts. By 
the act of 1887 it is provided, among other things, that ‘‘it shall be 
lawful, and it shall be the duty of the President, in his discretion, by 
proclamation to that effect, to deny vessels, etc., any entrance into the 
waters, ports, or places of or within the United States.’? What fur- 
ther? Also ‘‘to deny entry into any port or place in the United States 
of fresh fish or salt fish, or any other productof said Dominion, or other 


goods coming from said Dominion to the United States.” Thatis what 
the act of 1887 provides. Does the gentleman from New York pretend 
to believe that after we shall have denied the right to Canadians to trans- 
mit or merchandise from Canada to the United States, they will 
still permitthe transmission of goods from the United States to Canada? 

No man can believe that. I will presently show the House how the 
act of 1887 would operate upon the interests of the Northwest if it 
were enforced. , 

Mr. LIND. Will my colleague permit a question ? 

Mr. WILSON, of Minnesota. Yes, sir. 

Mr. LIND. I understand the gentleman to say that it is not to be 
supposed that Canada will permit us to retaliate without paying us in 
our own coin. Now, if that is true, does my colleague suppose that 
Canada would permit us to retaliate as provided in the pending act, 
without also repaying us in our own coin? 

Mr. WILSON, of Minnesota. . I will come to that ina minute. I 
will show by reference to this act before the House that it does not as- 
sume to cut off the right of transmission of goods from Canada to the 
United States any more than it does the transmission of from. 
the United States to Canada. There is entire mutuality underit. The 
question of my colleague could not arise under this act. I shall now 
turn back to the point in my argument at which I diverged to notice 
the position of the gentleman from New York. 

The President, on the refusal of Congress to authorize a commission, 
attempied to do what I think his duty manifestly required of him—to 
obtain redress for our citizens and to adjust the differences between 
the two countries by a treaty negotiated under the treaty-making power 
conferred on the Executive by the Constitution. In pursuance of this 
power he appointed three commissioners, two Democrats and one Re- 
publican, to act with a like number appointed by the British Gov- 
ernment, with a view to a speedy adjustment of the matters of differ- 
ence, The commissioners met at Washington last November, and the 
treaty having been upon, it was by the President at once sub- 
mitted to the Senate.* After prolonged discussion the Senate rejected 
it. 

It perhaps was unfortunate that the Senate was required to act upon 
it in a year of a Presidential election. . It is too true, as all experience 
shows, that public interests are at such times often made subservient 
to supposed party advantages. 

It is sufficient to say, and perhaps as much as I could with propriety 
say, that without the proposing of a single amendment the treaty was 
disagreed to by a strict party vote, which has unfortunately produced 
a widespread impression that party considerations triumphed over pa- 
triotism. Pending negotiations, of course the President could not, 
without disregard of the plainest rules of propriety, have even sug- 
gested a resort to retaliation, or to any other mode of redress. Noman 
can, therefore, with truthfulness, affirm that down to this time the 
President has been neglectful of his duty. A period having been put 
to negotiations, and the President having in mind his duty to the 
honor of the country and the rights of its citizens, he at once deter- 
mined on retaliation, the only course left open this side of actual war, 
and he could only proceed, as I have above said, under the act of 1887, 
or apply to Congress for enlarged powers. 

He realized that an attempt at retaliation is puerile if not effective, 
and that it is calculated to bring contempt on the Government resort- 
ing to it under such circumstances. He also realized that retaliation 
is worse than contemptible when it inflicts a greater injury on him 
who attempis it than on his adversary. As he has forcibly said in his 
recent message, ‘‘A policy of national retaliation manifestly embraces 
the infliction of the greatest harm upon those who have injured us with 
the least possible damage to ourselves, and above all things, the plan 
of retaliation ifentered upon should be thorough and rous.’? 

It is not my purpose to discuss the merits of the treaty. Rut one 
thing is clear—if it was not adequate, it might have been made so by 
amendment; and no one, I think, can read the reports of the commit- 
tee and the discussions on this question in the Senate without coming 
to the conclusion that the majority of that body determined that there 
should now be no treaty. And having been rejected its sufficiency to 
effect the object intended is not material here. 

The question now is simply, what is the best mode of retaliation ? 

I very much regret that this question could not have been discussed 
in this House—if it was to be discussed atall—on its merits and with- 
out any disingenuous attempt to misrepresent the President or to put 
forth false issues for political effect. But it has not been. 

While most of the gentlemen who have spoken on the other side have 
declared that they favor this measure, many of them show by their acts . 
and by their course in the discussion that they do not. They not only 
without reason insinuate, but declare that the President was actuated 
by unworthy motives in sending in his message, although he has done 
only what President Grant did when political considerations can not 
be supposed to have influenced him. 

Some of them have declared that this actisa “‘ humbug’’ and ‘‘an- 
necessary,” and some have gone so far as to say that its enactment 
would be a breach of our treaty obligations; yet they all, with two or 
three exceptions, say they will vote for it. This would seem to show 
a low state of morals or a lack of manly independence, or both, un- 
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becoming to men who assume to lecture the President on political 
morals, and who eyen venture to charge him with ‘‘ pusillanimity.”’ 

They have attempted to divert attention from the merits of the meas- 
ure by lugging into the discussion other matters not germane or rele- 
vant, and to excite the supposed prejudice of persons or classes by epi- 
thets not only calculated but intended to mislead and deceive.. While 
the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. Hirr] and the gentleman from New 
Jersey [Mr. PHELPS] are among the most intelligent and fair-minded 
men on this floor, they have gone out of their way in this debate to 
charge that the President’s message is a free-trade document, though 
they well know that the President is not a free-trader and that he has 
in his message in emphatic language declared against free trade. 

They declare that the Mills bill is a free-trade bill, though they well 
know that there is perhaps not another nation on earth that has so high 
a tariff as that bill provides for. 

They affirm that by this bill there is given to Canada without con- 
sideration many thousands of dollars annually; they intentionally seek 
to give the impression that this is done by the friends of this bill out of 
partiality for Canada over our own people, though they well know that 
the proposed reduction of tariff on the few articles imported from that 
country is to prevent the monopolists and millionaires of our own coun- 
iry from extorting from our people oppressive, unjust, and unnecessary 
taxes. 

They well know that the President and the advocates of revenue 
reform and reduction of taxes are fighting the battles of the masses of 
our own people againsta mushroom moneyed aristocracy that has been 
built up under our high-tariff laws until it has become an offense to 
genuine manhood and an excrescence upon republican institutions. 

The fact that our highest offices are being contendéd for and filled 
by men whose only recommendation is that they are enormously wealthy 
by the operation of our unjust tariff laws, has become a reproach to our 
institutions, 

Mr. Carnegie’s income—the result of our tariff laws—is set down at 
$1,500,000 per year, which is $125,000 per month, $28,846 per week, 
$4,120.85 per day, $343.40 per hour, $5.72 per minute, and nearly 10 
cents per second—— 

Mr. DALZELL. Where does the gentleman get his figures in refer- 
ence to Mr. Carnegie? 

Mr. WILSON, of Minnesota. I got it from the statement of an hon- 
ored member of this House. 

Mr. DALZELL. But did the gentleman read Mr. Carnegie’s ex- 
planation ? 

Mr. WILSON, of Minnesota. Yes, I did read the explanation of Mr. 
Carnegie, and it only made me satisfied the statement of the ‘‘ honored 
member ” of this House was true. $ 

Mr. DALZELL. Who was the “honored member °’ of the House to 
whom the gentleman refers ? 

Mr. WILSON, of Minnesota. Thatisirrelevant, and only calculated 
to distract the House from the pending question. 

Mr. DALZELL, No. Now, does not the gentleman know that Mr. 
Carnegie has denied the statement which the ‘‘honored member” to 
whom he has referred as having made in this House? And does he 
not know that Judge KELLEY, a member of this House, corroborated 
Mr. Carnegie? 

Mr. WILSON, of Minnesota. Yes; I know Mr. Carnegie made a 
statement in which he denied it, but I also know that his denial, as I 
saw it, was rather calculated to corroborate the statement. 

Mr. DALZELL. That is the foundation, then, of your statement and 
of the figures you are now giving to the House. 

Mr. WILSON, of Minnesota. Yes, sir; and every appearance and 
indication justify it. Such is the man who is claiming that the high 
protective system shall be kept up to its present height or we will all 
go to destruction. It is said he began as secretary of J. Edgar Thom- 
son, of the Pennsylvania Railroad Company. 

Mr, DALZELL. No, sir. 

Mr. WILSON, of Minnesota. Such men as this insist that any man 
who attempts to reduce that protective system which has given them 
their enormous wealth is a free-trader and an enemy of the people. 

Mr. DALZELL. Since the gentleman appeals to me, I wish to say 
that Mr. Carnegie was never a private secretary of Mr. J. Edgar Thom- 
son. He made his fortune before he went into the steel business. 
And the statement that he made a million and a half of dollars in a 
year is perfectly absurd and ridiculous, and particularly false. Yes, 
and false in addition. The man is credulous indeed who swallows any 
such thing. [Laughter on the Republican side. ] 

Mr. WILSON, of Minnesota. The gentleman seems to know all 
about Mr. Carnegie’s business; now will he tell us how much does he 
makeperannum? Heseemstospeak forhim; how much doeshe make? 

Mr. DALZELL, I could not tell you. 

Mr, WILSON, of Minnesota, Then youdo not know, though you 
deny the statement of an honorable member of this House who says 
Mr. Carnegie told him so. 

Mr. DALZELL. No more than I know how much the gentleman 
makes, or how much is made by the ‘‘honored gentleman’? who 
made the statement that Mr. Carnegie had boasted that he was worth 
$20,000,000, 


Mr: WILSON, of Minnesota. The gentleman attempts to give me 
information of things which he knows nothing about. 

Mr. DALZELL. Does thegentleman know how much the “ honored 
member’’ to whom he refers makes out of his ‘‘pluck-me’’ stores? 
[Applause and laughter on Republican side. ] 

Mr. WILSON, of Minnesota. The President and the supporters ot 
the Mills bill say that this is unjust; and when they attempt a modi- 
fication of the law that would effect a more equal distribution of the 


wealth of the country they are met with epithets and disingenuous ap- 
peals to prejudice by those who were only known as the pions of 
labor when an election was imminent. 

These questions should not have been into this discussion, 


and misrepresentation should not find a place in any discussion. 

As I said, the question here is what is the best mode of effective re- 
taliation for the wrongs inflicted on our people by Canada and England? 

The President is justified in calling for such enlarged powers as to 
him seem needful or proper. He would be culpable if he did not do so, 
and it is our duty to confer such powers if n or proper. That 
they are necessary is not to be doubted unless the act of 1887 is just 
and adequate, and to attempt to prove that it is not would seem to 
be an unne waste of the time of this House, for the fact that 
Canada and England look on it with such composure and even apparent 
satisfaction, and on the coarse suggested by the President with such 
disapproval and manifest alarm, is the plenary proof that that act 
would not be effective and this would. 

In the Northwest, where I am best acquainted, the enforcement of 
the act of 1887 would work very great injury to our own people and com- 
paratively little to Canada. I am led to believe that that is one reason 
why the President desires the passage of this act so that it might not 
be necessary for him to enforce that. By thatact it was provided that 
‘It shall be the duty of the President, in his discretion, by proclama- 
tion, * * * to deny entry into any port or place of the United 
States of fresh fish or salt fish or any other product of said dominions, 
or other goods coming from said dominions to the United States.” This 
would shut off all trade or intercourse between the two countries. The 
trade between Manitoba and Minnesota is very great. There are hun- 
dreds of thousands of bushels of wheat produced in Manitoba brought 
into the United States annually and there milled and the manufact- 
ured productshipped to the Eastand to Europe. This would all be pre- 
vented by the act of 1887, for that act would prevent the importation 
of that wheat from Manitoba into Minnesota. 

Mr. HAUGEN. Let me ask the gentleman a question. 

Mr. WILSON, of Minnesota. I have but a very few moments’ time 
remaining. 

Mr. HAUGEN. Ionly want to ask if it is true that this bill re-- 
peals the act of 1887? 

Mr. WILSON, of Minnesota. No; I said that it authorized the 
President to resort to this instead of the other. 

Mr. HAUGEN. Or both. 

Mr. WILSON, of Minnesota. Yes, or both; but the gentleman 
must bear in mind that if the President had exercised the power con- 
ferred upon him by the act of 1887, which gentlemen on the other side 
find fault with him for not exercising, it would have been very hurt- 
ful to our interests in the Northwest. 

Mr. HAUGEN. Howso? Wasit not his duty under that act to 
avail himself of its provisions, or any of its provisions? 

Mr. WILSON, of Minnesota. Perhaps so, though the act is very 
imperative in its terms. Perhaps the President might have refused to 
exercise all or any of the powers conferred by it, but the course of the 
opposition shows that he would have been censured for so doing, and it 
must be admitted that if he had exercised the powers conferred, and 
which it was evidently intended he should exercise, our interests must 
have suffered. 5 

Mr. DAVIS. But does not the gentleman admit that he would have 
had discretion ? 

Mr. WILSON, of Minnesota. Well, Isupposeso. But I must beg to 
be permitted to proceed without interruption, as my time is limited. 

Mr. DAVIS. Pardon me; I only wanted to call the gentleman’s at- 
tention to the fact that the President had the power to discriminate 
under the act to which he refers. 

Mr. WILSON, of Minnesota. I should be very glad to pursue this 
question further in answer to my friend from Massachusetts, but my 
time is limited, and I shall have to proceed in the course I have mapped 
out for myself. 

This is but one illustration of the unjust and prejudicial effect of the 
act of 1887 on the Northwest. ; 

It would be a direct blow at some of our transportation lines which 
cheapen the carriage of our products to the East, for on some of those 
lines products or goods shipped from the West to the East necessarily 

into Canada and from Canada to the United States and therefore 
would be inhibited by this act. This would be a severe and unjust 
blow to the Northwest. It would be compelling it to pay the consider- 
ation for the settlement of the fisheries question, which principally 
interests New England. 

I am aware that this is a national question and should not be treated 
or looked at from a narrow, sectional standpoint. Butif the people 
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of either section are to be affected injuriously by retaliation it should 
rather be those of that section that is to receive the benefit. 

And the object that gentlemen on the other side have in view—and 
that is the Wall street object; the capitalist’s view of the question— 
is to compel the great Northwest to bear the large share of the burden 
of the settlement of this fisheries question, and that is just what the 
gentleman from New York, who took his seat but a few minutes ago, 
aud other gentlemen who have argued this question upon the other 
side and who represent Eastern railroads, favor in the interest of their 
constituencies. They prefer that character of retaliation which will 
inflict injury and cost upon the people of the great Northwest to settle 
a difficulty which affects their local constituencies; just as my friend 
from Pennsylvania here is always very eager to do what he can for the 
interest of Philadelphia and Pennsylvania—the Pennsylvania Railroad 
Company. : 

Mr. O'NEILL, of Pennsylvania. Mr. Speaker, I want to benefit 
American capital as against British capital and American railroads as 
against foreign railroads. 

Mr. WILSON, of Minnesota. And I, Mr. Speaker, wish to encour- 
age and benefit those lines of road that furnish us competition and cheap 
transportation. There is no danger but that American capital and 
American railroads will take care of themselves. Situate so far as we 
are from the seaboard, cheap transportation is absolutely essential to 
our prosperity. And any act that would interfere with that would 
strike us in a vital point. 

As I said, the President saw this; and by his recommendation has 
sought to avoid it, and the bill introduced pursuant to his suggestion 
does avoid it. 

Mr. WHITE, of New York. It takes away the freights from the 
laboring men. 

Mr. WILSON, of Minnesota. Yes, it perhaps might take away some 
freights in your city of New York, of course; and the act of 1887 would 
have done that and much more, too, as I think I have shown. In other 
words, the act of 1887 is the Wall-street act to make the people of the 
great Northwest foot a large share of the consideration for the settle- 
ment of the fisheries question. 

Mr. WHITE, of New York. Will the gentleman yield to me fora 
question? 

Mr. WILSON, of Minnesota. I dislike very much to say no to a 
courteous request. 

Mr. WHITE, of New York. Well, that is a courteous reply, and I 
will be very brief in my inquiry. 

Does the gentleman contend that the act of 1887 must be put in force 
in all of its parts, and that discrimination can not be made by the Pres- 
ident simply to stop the Dominion shipping from coming into our ports? 

Mr. WILSON, of Minnesota. I admit, as I have before said, that 
perhaps the President might not be required to execute all parts of the 
act of 1887, nor would he be required to execute all parts of this act, 
Bat, as I have said, this act should pass for this as well as other rea- 
_ sons. No eyil consequence can possibly follow from the execution of 

this that would not necessarily follow from the execution of that; and 
if the act of 1887 were executed according to its purview great injury 
would come to our section of the country which could not follow from 
the execution of this act. 

I here ask attention to this bill. By its first section—which is the 
only section bearing on this question—it is provided simply and only 
that on the happening of certain things the President, by his proclama- 
tion, may forbid the transportation across the territory of the United 
States in bond without the payment of duty of any goods, wares, or 
merchandise, exported or imported, from any foreign country to Canada 
or from Canada to any foreign country. It does not interfere with the 
transportation of any goods from Canada to or through any part of the 
United States, or from the United States to or through any part ot 
Canada. The language of the statute is— 

Be it enacted, elc., That whenever the President may deem it his duty to ex- 
ercise any of the powers given to him by an act entitled “An act to authorize the 
President of the United States to protect and defend the rights of American 
fishing vessels, American fishermen, American trading and other vessels in cer- 
tain preon and for other purposes,” approved March 3, 1887, it shall be lawful for 
the t, in his discretion, by proclamation to that effect, to suspend, in 
whole or oO ats the transportation across the territory of the United States in 


bond and without the payment of duty, of goods, wares, and merchandise im- 
pares or exported from any foreign country from or to the British dominfons 
n North America. 
Seo. 2, That whenever the President shall be satisfied that there is any dis- 
nation whatever in the use of the Welland Canal, the St. Lawrence River 
Canals, the Chambly Canal, or either of them, whether by tolls, drawbacks, re- 
fand of tolls, or otherwise, which is, or may be, detrimental to the interests of 
the United S or any of its citizens, it shall be lawful for the President, in 
his discretion, to issue a proclamation to that effect, whereupon there shall be 
collected a toll of 20 cents a ton upon every foreign vessel and her cargo pass- 
ing through either the Sault Ste. Marie Canal or the St, Clair Flats Canal; and 
the Secretary of the jury may authorize and direct any of the customs offi- 
cers to collect the tolls levied under this act, or the President may, in his dis- 
cretion, when he is satisfied there is any such discrimination, prohibit the use 
of said canals to a Begin foreign vessel. The President, when satisfied that 
such discrimination ceased, may issue his proclamation to that effect, in his 
discretion, whereupon the tolls authorized by this act shall no longer be col- 
le Tecate beaten eet oat Sa na 
EC, 3. at the re! of the autho} o make an. 
tions n ul to carry this act into oe J rogne 


$ Tean be seen that the trade of the Northwest could not be affected 
y this. 


I do not feel at liberty to dwell longer on the meaning of this sec- 
tion. Itis free from ambiguity. 

Against this act it is argued: 

1. That Article XXIX of the treaty of 1871 is now in force, and 
therefore that we are undera moral obligation at least not to disre- 
gard or attempt to annul it under two years after a notice of our wish 
to terminate shall have been given; and 

2. That if it is not in force then no statute is required to authorize 
the President to suspend the transportation of goods in bond, ete., 
across our territory. 

I think this contention is more specious than sound. By section 18 
of the treaty it will be observed that there is granted to the inhabit- 
ants of the United States by her Britannic Majesty certain privileges 
‘‘ for the term of years mentioned in Article XXXIII; and by section 
19 like privileges are granted to the British subjects by the United 
States ‘‘for the term of years mentioned in Article XXXIII.” In Ar- 
ticle X XIX of the treaty the right to transport goods in bond is granted 
* for the term of years mentioned in Article XXXII.” 

The language of Article XXXIII is given above. 

I am of the opinion that by astrictand proper construction of the lan- 
guage of Article X XTX, its life terminated when the life of Articles 
XVIII to XXV, inclusive, and Article XXX terminated. Indeed, I 
do not think it admits of any other construction. 

The term of years mentioned in Article XX XIII, which is the term 
of the life of this article, is not for ten years or twelve years, or an 
other given or certain number of years, but for a term beginning wit 
the approval of the law to carry Articles XVIEI to XXV, inclusive, 
and Article XXX into effect, and ending two years after the giving of 
notice of the wish to terminate said articles; that is, to terminate Arti- 
cles XVIII to XXV, inclusive, and Article XXX. If I am right in 
this position, then of course Article X XIX terminated with the fish- 
eries articles. This position is justified, as pointed out by the Presi- 
dent, by the language of the law of 1873, which was enacted to carry 
Articles XVIII to XXY, inclusive, and Article XXX into effect, and by 
the official memoranda of the High Joint Commissioners who negotiated 
the treaty. The language of the act of 1873 is as follows: 

That from the date of the President’s proclamation authorized by the first 
section of this act, and so longas Articles Ill to XXY, inclusive, and Article 
XXX shall remain in force according to the terms and conditions of Article 
XXXIII of said treaty, all subjects of Her Britannic Majesty may carry, etc. 

The meaning and intention of this act in this respect can not be mis- 
understood. 

The official memoranda of the High Joint Commissioners who nego- 
tiated the treaty show with equal clearness that they so understood the 
meaning of the language of that article. ‘Those memoranda are in the 
following words: 

The transit question was discussed and it was agreed that any settlement that 
might be made should include a reciprocal arrangement in that for the 
period for which the fisheries articles should be in force. 

This is, at least, a contemporaneous construction of Article XXIX, 
which is nearly or quite conclusive of itsmeaning. Nor is there any- 
thing in the joint resolution of March 3, 1883, providing for the ter- 
mination of Articles XVIII to XXV, inclusive, and Article XXX, atall 
inconsistent with this view. And as the language of the act of March 
1, 1873, putting this treaty into effect, clearly limits the life of Article 
XXIX of the treaty to the life of Articles XVIII to XXV, inclusive, 
and of Article XXX, whether this act was or was not in accordance 
with the intention of the treaty, it limited and controlled it, for it isa 
rule of law so clear on principle and so well settled by authorities that 
a statute inconsistent with an earlier treaty controls, modifies, or re- 
peals the treaty, it would be a mere affectation of learning to cite au« 
thorities in its support. In any view that may be taken on this sub- 
ject, therefore, I am satisfied that Article XXIX of the treaty of 1871 
is not in force. 

But it by no means follows from that that the bill now under con- 
sideration is unnecessary. The practice of transporting in bond with- 
out payment of duty was in force under different statutes before the 
treaty, and perhaps before any statute authorizing it. These statutes 
still remain and that practice which has by unquestioned usage been 
sanctioned stillremains. And it is not only proper but necessary that 
a statute should be passed which would authorize the President in his 
discretion to discontinue that practice and suspend the operation of those 
statutes. 

The gentleman from New Jersey argues that section 29 did not fall 
with the fisheries articles, but that by the refusal of the Canadian Gov- 
ernment to permit the transportation of fish in bond across its terri- 
tory in 1886 the President had a right to declare section 29 abrogated, 
and that the President’s acts have been pusillanimous, etc., for not so 
doing. 

This merely shows the straits to which the opposition are driven to 
find a pretext for censuring the President. 

A reference to the proceedings of the Halifax Commission shows that 
the counsel for the United States— 


Asked the commissioners to rule and declare that it is not competent for 
this commission to award any compensation for commercial intercourse between 
the two countries, and that the advantages resulting * * * from being al- 
lowed to transship in British waters do not constitute a foundation for 


cargoes 
award of compensation, and shall be wholly excluded from the consideration 
of the tribunal. 
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After argument and consideration this motion was granted by the 
unanimous vote of the commissioners, The commission held and de- 
cided at the instance of the counsel of the United States that this 
was not one of the rights secured to the United States by the treaty of 
1871. The discussion and decision of this question will be found on 
pages 7, 8, and 40, volume 1, Proceedings Halifax Commission, and 
volume 2, ibid., pages 1539-1588. 

Mr. LIND. I will ask my colleague if that was not one of the ele- 
ments of damage for which our country was compelled to pay $5,000,- 
000 under the treaty of 1871? 

Mr. WILSON, of Minnesota. Itwas not; on the contrary, the coun- 
sel of the United States made the point that it was not one of the 
elements of damage submitted to the commission, and asked that all 
evidence touching that be stricken ont; and it was stricken out because 
it was not one of the grounds of damage, as the authorities above re- 
ferred to show. 

Mr. LIND. But our State Department has so recorded, and I will 
cite my colleague to it. 

Mr. WILSON, of Minnesota.: I do not think it has, 

Time will not permit me, nor do I deem it necessary, to refer to sec- 
tion 2 of this bill. I believe its propriety and berger a 4 are unques- 
tioned. That we should permit Canada, in violation of her treaty ob- 
ligations and common fairness, by discriminating tolls and unfair re- 
bates to divert business from our country is not fora moment to be 
tolerated. 

We having therefore the right to enact this statute and it being nec- 
essary to confer on the President the power asked in order to make re- 
taliation effective, the otherquestion arises for our consideration, shall 
he be allowed to exercise that power? I think he should. 

I believe that nearly every intelligent manin the length and breadth 
of the land has come to believe that the President is a sagacious, able, 
honest, and courageous man, to whom the interests and rights of the 
people and the honor of the nation can safely be trusted. 

Even his most earnest political opponents are constrained to admit 
this. Senator FRYE, of Maine, in speaking of the President when dis- 
cussing this very question in January, 1887, used this language: 

The President of the United States, I epenkey iinr American citizen who has 
at heart the honor and the dignity of the great ublic over which he presides. 
He is an American citizen who, I believe, aym iss with every other Amer- 

every where! ay, dA believe that pipaa aa lene, 
power contained in this bill in his hands he will use it for 


, and 
phony protect our honor and the rights of our citizens, 

Except where it is deemed admissible to pervert the truth for polit- 
ical ropas this is the voice of intelligent people everywhere. 

Mr. LIND. When wasit said? I did not notice the date on which 
it was said. 

Mr. WILSON, of Minnesota. That was said a year ago. 

Mr. LIND. Before the negotiation of the fisheries treaty ? 

Mr. WILSON, of Minnesota. I understand my colleague to imply 
that because and since the President attempted to settle our difficul- 
ties with another nation by amicable and usual means he has ceased to 
deserve the confidence of Seer and Congress which otherwise would 

roperly have been imposed in him. I thinkit truly unfortunate, Mr. 
jpeaker, that we have arrived at such a 

That the power proposed to be conferred by this act would be effica- 
cious is, I believe, generally conceded. The great complaint that seems 
to be made in Canada and Great Britain, and by certain partiesin this 
country who, for reasons best understood by themselves, seem to be 
shocked by the President’s recommendation, is that the exercise of the 
power would be unnecessarily severe. Thatit would inflict very serious 
inconvenience on Canada with the least possible injury to us is, I think, 
quitecertain. And Ithinkit equally certain that it would bring Canada 
toa realization of the fact that though the United States are long-suffer- 
ing and slow to wrath they will not permit the rights of a single citizen 
to be trampled on with ears 

I trust, therefore, that bill will become a law. 

If the public journals are to be credited, it is given out that if we 
attempt a vigorous enforcement of our rights we may hear the voice of 
protest from the throats of cannon on the gunboats of Great Britain. 

Sir, President Cleveland isnot the man nor are the people of the 
United States the people to be deterred from insistence on their rights 
by any such menace. 

Should war be declared, which God forbid, a gunboat of Great Brit- 
ain would scarcely have time to reach our shores before Canada would 
be a part of the territory of the United States, with the Stars and 
Stripes floating from the Heights of Abraham. Ay, Mr. Speaker, 
should war be declared recollections of the past would be awakened by 
the patriotic and friendly emulation of the sons of Massachusetts and 


the sons of South Carolina to be foremost in resisting the ions 
and Fer oye the insolence of Great Britain. And when the sons of 
the North and the sons of the South shall have again baptized the old 


flag in their commingled friendly blood, the British Dominions in North 
America and sectionalism among ourselves will forever afterward be 
things of the past. 


No, Mr. Speaker, I think there will not be war. It is only when 
Great Britain contends with an unequal adversary thatshe is overbear- 
ing and warlike. When she confronts her equal in strength she is yield- 
ingandsubmissive, Butshould the Queen of Great Bri and Empress 
of India, forgetting the lessons taught her ancestors in the past, aim or 
discharge at us one unfriendly gun I predict that the echo which it would 
awaken would not cease to reverberate before Grover Cleveland, Presi- 
dent of the greatest Republic on earth, would salute Charles Stewart 
Parnell as President of the youngest Republic on earth, 

Mr. WHITE, of New York. Will my friend mit me? He was 
so urbane that I would not interrupt him daring his speech, but I wish 
to ask if I understood him to say that the act of 1887 wasa Wall-street 
m and as that act was passed by the Forty-ninth Congress, 
which had a Democratic majority of 43, is there an imputation that 
the panoa Congress was bought or materially influenced by Wall 
street 

Mr. WILSON, of Minnesota. I did not mean to say that the act of 
1887 was a Wall-street measure. I was notin the Forty-ninth Con- 
gress, but I will tell you what I do understand, and that is that it was 
a measure that originated in the Senate and was insisted on by the 
Senate and pressed on the House by the Senate; and you know better 
than I the influence that Wall street has on the Senate or the Senate 
on Wall street. [Applause.] 

Mr. HITT. I yield thirty minutes to the gentleman from Minnesota 
(Mr. LIND]. 

Mr. LIND. Mr. Speaker, as the sentiment of the House appears to 
be almost unanimous in favor of the of the bill now under con- 
sideration, I feel it my duty to state the reasons that impel me to vote 
against it. The President says: 

I recommend immediate legislative action conferring upon the Executive the 
power to suspend by proclamation the operation of all laws and regulations 
permitting the transit of goede, wares, and merchandise in bond across or over 
the territory of the Uni States to or from Canada, 

And the bill before us is skillfully drawn to carry this recommenda- 
tion into effect. 

What does this request mean? It means to the people of Minnesota 
and Dakota alone that in his discretion he can, by the stroke of a 
pen, reduce the value of our 60,000,000 bushels of wheat that will seek 
the markets of the East and the seaboard this Fall by at least 7 cents 
a bushe!. It means that by exercising the powers he asks he can 
enhance exactions of Northwestern railroads at least 25 cent. 
It means that he can rob Duluth of nearly half her ship 
means that he can ruin the trade of the ‘‘twin cities,” the eof our 
State and of the Northwest. Itmeans that he can cripple the energetic 
and enterprising men of our State, who have invested their means in 
the new lines of railway which place us practically as near the sea- - 
board as the State of Illinois. These, sir, I should consider sufficient 
reasons for a vote in the negative, but I do not rest my objections to 
the bill on what you might call local grounds. 

I shall vote against this bill because I believe it was conceived for 
an improper purpose. It is uncalled for, wrong in its spirit, and an 
boda ga exponent of the power, dignity, and honor of the American 
people. 

What grounds does the President assign for asking these extraordinary 
powers? We have a right to scrutinize them. 

He charges that the Canadian Government has discriminated against 
our citizens in the use of the Canadian canals, but we have not been 
advised to what extent or in what manner. Neither does he nor has 
any member of the Committee ou Foreign Affairs given us to under- 
stand that our Government has ever called the attention of the Ca- 
nadian Government to this grievance or requested it to desist. If such 
request or demand had been made it would certainly have been com- 
plied with. Since the negotiation of the treaty of 1871 the United 
States has constructed and is now operating the Sault Ste. Marie Canal, 
wholly within our own territory. 

It is the key, the sole entrance to the immense traffic of Lake Supe- 
rior. Nearly ten thousand passages were made last season, and while 
I have not the official figures as to the proportion of Canadian vessels 
and steamers, I know it was very large. Every Canadian vessel 
through this canal without authority of law, except the provisions of 
Article X XVII of the treaty of 1871 and the legislation in pursuance 
of it. The rights granted by this article are reciprocal, and as was well 
stated by my colleague [Mr. NELSON ] yesterday, the President has the 
power to suspend this right if Canada refuses our citizens the canal 
rights to which they are entitled. This right has already been con- 
ferred by the act of March 3, 1887. Under these circumstances, does 
it stand to reason that the Canadian Government would have refused 
to modify its canal regulations had the request been made? 

As to the refusal to ship or permit the shipment of fish in bond, it 
must be admitted that if the President is right in his assumption that 
the twenty-ninth article died with the fisheries articles, then Canada 
has violated no agreement in refusing it; but I think differently, and 
for that reason will discuss that question in connection with the griev- 
ances of our fishermen. 

The gist of our differences with Canada is her denial of the full and 
free exercise of our fishery rights and the damage inflicted on our 
fishermen in person and property. 
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Is this the grievance we want to redress, or is the President after 
something else? ; 

From his utterances one is forced to the conclusion that he wants re- 
taliatory powers, not to secure observance of our rights, not to redress 
our grievances, but for the sake of retaliation as such. This is why I 
shal! vote no on this bill. 

If we have cause for retaliation, let us retaliate in a manner sanc- 
tioned by the law of nations, and not to the prejudice of our national 
honor or to the inestimable damage of our own people. 

If we have matters to negotiate, let us not embarrass or block the way 
for negotiations beforehand. A 

If we have cause for war, then let our quarrel remain just and our 
action such, that it has the approval of our own conscience and of the 
judgment of mankind. 

What is retaliation as sanctioned by the law of nations? 

Vattel says (Book 11, chapter 18, section 339): 

When a nation can not obtain justice, whether for a wrong or an injury, she 
has a right to do herself justice. But before she declares war there are various 
methods practiced among nations. Among those methods of obtaining satis- 
faction has been reckoned what is called the law of retaliation, according to 
which we make another suffer precisely as much evil as he has done. 

i He then refers to his views on the measure of punishments as fol- 
ows: 


From the foundation even of the right of prong and from the lawful end 
of inflicting penalties arises the necessity of keeping them within just bounds, 
Since they are designed to procure the safety of the state and of the citizens, 
they ought never to extend beyond what that safety requires. 

And continues: 


Let us say, then, that a nation may punish another if the latter refuses to giyo 


her a just sa on; butshe has not aright to extend the penalty beyond what 
her ptos safety requires. Retaliation— és 

He says, in italies— 
which is unjust between private ns would be much more so between nations, be- 


cause tt would in the latier case be dificult to make the punishment fall on those who 
had done the injury. When a sovereign is not satisfied with the manner in 
which his subjects are treated by the laws and customs of another nation, he is 
at liberty to declare that he will treat the subjects of that nation in the same 
manuer as his are treated, This is what is called retortion, 


Woolsey, in his work on International Law, 2 114, section 2, says: 


Retortion, or retaliation, is to apply the [cx talionis to another nation—treat- 
ing it or its subjects in similar circumstances, according to the rule which it 
has set. Thosif n nation has failed in comity or politeness, if it has embar- 


rassed intercourse by new taxes on commerce or the like, the same or an anal- 
ogous course may be taken by the eved power to bring it back to propior 
and duty, rfect 


The be ata of retortion ought to be confined within the 
rights or moral of an opposite party. Rights ought not to be violated 
because another nation has violated them. 

I might cite a dozen more authors to the like effect. They all agree 
that retaliation should not exceed reasonable satisfaction; that it should 
be “in kind;’’ that it should violate no rights; in other words, that 
the ‘‘punishment should fit the crime.”’ 

For the grievances we have suffered at the hands of Canada a remedy 
has been su: This remedy was suggested by those who are best 
able to judge of its efficacy and who are most interested—the fisher- 
men themselves. In June, 1887, the president of the American Fish- 
ery Union wrote to Mr. Cleveland, and in behalf of the fishermen of 
the United States requested the President to exclude British American 
fishing-products from the markets of the United States until such time 
as Canada should concede American fishermen rights. T'he President 
had the power to comply with it under the act of March 3, 1887. 
The request was reasonable. A proclamation in compliance with it 
would have met the approval of the entire people. It was in harmony 
with the law and usages of other nations. It would have satisfied our 
fishermen and secured speedy redress for their injuries. What did the 
President do? He wrote a letter (page 91, Miscellaneous Document 
No. 109, Fiftieth Congress). I quote from it: 


I understand the main purpose of your letter is to suggest that, in case re- 
course to the retaliatory measures authorized by this act should be invited by 
unjust treatment of our fishermen in the future, the object of such retaliation 
tight be fully accomplished by * prohibiting Canadian-caught fish from entry 
into the ports of the United States.” 

The exteting controversy is one in which two nations are the parties concerned. 
The retaliation contemplated by the act of Congress is to be enforced, not to 
protect solely any particular interest, however meritorious or valuable, but to 
maintain the national honor—— 

This is a remarkable scheme for the defense of our honor, and had 
he not reiterated the same views in the last message I should not have 
quoted it out of respect for his high office. But in the document we 
are now considering he says: 

Plainly stated, the policy of national retaliation manifestly embraces the in- 
fliction of the greatest harm upon those who have injured us, with the least pos- 
sible damage to ourselves, 

After considering these views it is refreshing to turn to the message 
of a former President, who had a higher conception of American honor. 
In the treaty of July 4, 1831, with France, that nation admitted an in- 
debtediness of 25,000,000 francs to us, payable in six annual installments. 
When the first installment fell due she refused to pay, without cause. 
The money was demanded with firmness, and President Jackson thus 
advised Con zress, in his sixth annual message (1834), as to the policy 
of such action: 


Our institutions are essentially pacific. Peace and friendly intercourse with 


all nations are as much the desire of our Government as they are the interest 


But these objects are not to be permanently secured by surren- 
dering the rights of our citizens or permitting solemn treaties for their indem- 
nity in cases of flagrant wrong to be abrogated or set aside. 

It is undoubtedly in the power of Congress seriously to affect the agricultural 


of our people. 


and manufacturing interests of France by the passage of laws relating to her 
trade with the United States. Her products, manufactures, and tonnage may 
be subjected to heavy dutiesin our ports, or all commercial intercourse with her 
may be suspended. But there are powerful and, to my mind, conclusive objec- 
tions to this mode of proceeding. We can not embarrass or cut off the trade of 
France without at the same time, in some degree, embarrassing or cutting off 
our own trade. 

The injury of such a warfare must fall, though unequally, upon our own cit- 
izens, and could not but impair the means of the Government, and weaken that 
united sentiment in support of the rights and honor of the nation which must 
now pervade every m; besides, by every measure adopted by the Govern- 
ment of the United States with the view of injuring France, the clear percep- 
tion of right which will induce our own people and the rulers and people of 
all other nations, even of France herself, to pronounce our quarrel just will be 
obscured, and the support rendered to us in a final resort to more decisivo 
measures will be more limited and equivocal. 

President Jackson objected to setaliation that ‘‘must fall, though 
unequally, on our own citizens and weaken that united sentiment in 
support of the rights and honor of the nation which must pervade every 
bosom.’’ How different is the spectacle presented by this Administra- 
tion! The gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. Scorr], who is the 
avowed mouthpiece and spokesman of President Cleveland, stated in 
his speech on: Friday last, as I understood him, that under this bill, 
if it became a law, the President would be enabled to suspend the 
transit of Canadian imports from the New England seaports and thus 
cut off a traffic amounting to from thirty to fifty millions a year. This 
would take the business and its pees from capital and the. employ- 
ment from Jabor, and the people thus injured would turn on the fisher- 
men and curse them for the evils that had pefallen them, and the wholo 
fishery quéstion would be confined to New England and made a local 
question. z 

What a patriotic purpose! Instead of uniting the people in senti- 
ment he would array State against State, town against town, and brother 
against brother. He then cited the statement of a Treasury official to 
show that only 25 percent. of the fishermen were native-born, and said 
that ‘‘the Yankee fisherman was now pegging shoes;’’ that 75 per cent. 
of the fishermen were Canadians, Scandinavians, and other foreigners, 
The only object of this must have been to convey the impression that 
foreign-born citizens were not entitled to protection against Canadian 
violence and insult, 

From the views I have already expressed it will be apparent that the 
existence or non-existence of Article XXIX, at the present time, is 
immaterial, except in one aspect of the case. Our right to retaliate in 
the manner indicated by the President depends entirely on the correct- 
ness of his assumption that Article XXIX of the treaty of 1871 has 
been abrogated. He says it has. Against his views we have the official 
opinion of Secretary Bayard given in reply to a letter from Senator 
REAGAN. The letter ison file in the Interstate Commerce Committee 
of the Senate, and reads as follows: 


DEPARTMENT or STATE, Washington, January 7, 1887, 
Str: I had the honor to reecive late yesterday afternoon your telegram ask- 
ing to be informed “when was the treaty of Washington between the United 
States and the Dominion of Canada abrogated? When did its provisions cease 


to operate?” 

The information you desire is found in the accompanying document, contain- 
ing the correspondence which took place between this Department and the 
British minister in 1885, and the Presidents proclamation in regard to the ter- 
mination of the fisheries articles of the treaty of Washington. 

This document is reprinted in full in the recently printed Executive Docu- 
mentin relation to the rights of American fishermen in British North Ameri- 
can waters (Executive Document No.19, House of po okay pe one Forty-ninth 
se baa second session, pages 199-210), a copy of which is also inclosed here- 


th. 

The treaty of Washington between the United States and Great Britain did 
not relate solely to the Canadian fisheries. Only the fishery articles thereof 
were abrogated, as enumerated in the President's proclamation of January 31, 
1885. The remaining articles, comprising those which relate to commercial in- 
tercourse between the United States and the British North American posses- 
sions, are still in force. 

I have the honor to be, sir, your obedient servant, 
T. F. BAYARD, 

Hon. Joun H. aeons 


In this letter Mr. Bayard distinctly states that the articles of the 
treaty ‘‘which relate to commercial intercourse between the United 
States and the British North American possessions are still in force.’’ 

Congress has acted on this information. Senators MORGAN, SAULs- 
BURY, BROWN, and PAYNE, all leading Democrats and able lawyers, 
say in their report on the proposed fisheries treaty as follows: 

Article XXTX was not terminated, but it never had the least reference to the?” 
fisheries treaty of 1818,to enlarge its scope, change its meaning, or in any way 
to affect any right to which that treaty related. Yet, if that is not the true 
meaning of the twenty-ninth article of the been org 1871, this present treaty in 
no way affects that article,and it stands for all that it was ever worth in favor 
of our fishermen. 

The Republican Senators held the same view. With this array of 
authority against him I feel justified in assuming that the President 
is in error and that Article XXIX of the treaty of 1871 is still in force. 
If it is we have no right to pass the bill under consideration. But 
whether it is or not it is involved in sufficient doubt, so that if we 
should pass this act and the President should act under it such action 
would afford the British Government a very plausible claim for dam- 
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ages to offset against our just claims, and thus further embarrass any 
future negotiations for a settlement. 

My colleague has labored long and hard to convince us that the 
President is right, and that the reciprocity article is abrogated. But 
what reason have we to believe that England will accept his reasoning 
when leading lawyers of his own political faith in the Senate and also 
on this side in the House deny it? 

If England should accept the views of the Secretary of State and 

_of the prominent Senators whom I have cited, supported by the unan- 
imous opinion of the Republicans in the House and Senate, instead 
of the opinion of the President and my colleague, Mr. WILsoxN, then 
the passage of this bill and action under it would, as I have already 
suggested, afford England a claim, an offset against us. Will she not 
avail herself of this? 

Why not leave the issue, then, clear cut and unembarrassed by other 
questions, as it stands at this time? 

If, on the other hand, the President is right and Article XXIX has 
ceased to exist, then the President has the power he asks already, and 
the passage of the Wilson bill is not only unnecessary but improper. 

It will be remembered that prior to the reciprocity treaty of 1871 
there were only two statutory provisions for transportation in transit. 
They were carried into the Revised Statutes as sections 3005 and 3006, 
and read as follows: 

Src. 3005. All merchandise arriving at the ports of New York, Boston, Port- 
land in Maine, or any other port specially designated by the Secretary of the 
‘Treasury, and destined for pa in the adjacent British provinces, or arriving 
at the port of Point Isabelin Texas, or any other port specially designated by 
the Secretary of the Treasury, and destined for places in the Republie of Mex- 
ico, may be entered at the custom-house, and conveyed in transit, through the 
territory of the United States, without the payment of duties, under such reg- 
ulations as the Secretary of the Treasury may prescribe. 4 

Sec, 3006, Imported merchandise in bond, or duty paid, and products or man- 
ufactures of the United States may, with the consent of the proper authorities 
of the British provinces or Republic of Mexico, be transported from one port in 
the United States to another port therein, over the territory of such provinces 
or Republic, by such routes and under such rules, regulations, and conditions as 
the Secretary of the Treasury may prescribe; and the merchandise so trans- 

rted shall, upon arrival in the United States from such provinces or Republic, 
treated in regard to the liability to or exemption from duty or tax, as if the 
transportation had taken place entirely within the limits of the United States. 

Section 3006 permits goods destined for interior American ports to 
pass through a foreign country, and the other, section 3005, permits 
goods destined for the British or Mexican provinces to be entered with- 
out payment of duty in the ports of the United States and to be car- 
ried over United States territory into the respective countries of their 
destination. The act of Congress on which these sections are based 
was simply permissive. They were not based upon anything received 
in return from the foreign countries or provinces. 

They were mere courtesies granted, and aptly expressed in the per- 
missive ‘‘may.’? This was unsatisfactory to the growing demands of 
our American commerce, and later, in the negotiation of the treaty of 
1871, it was not only agreed that these courtesies should be continued, 
but the whole subject was gone over, renewed, revised, and enacted 
into an article of the treaty (No. XXIX) upon an entirely different 
basis. The United States were still willing to concede and did con- 
cede these privileges, and additional ones, but they demanded some- 
thing in return. They demanded equal reciprocity and equal rights 
of transit, and an equal right for the admission of their goods at Cana- 
dian ports. 

Now, there is no principle of law better established or better known 
to lawyers than the one which lays down the proposition that when 
a matter which has been the subject of legislation, or which has been 
a rule of the common law, is gone over by a subsequent legislature 
and wholly revised, the revision embracing all the old provisions and 
adding new matter to it, the old falls by implication. Is not that 
vorrect? Is there a lawyer here who disputesit? There is nct and 
there can not be; because it is almost a self-evident proposition. Now, 
then, not only was this revised, but it was revised upon a different 
theory. 

What had been simply a permission given on the part of the United 
States without anything in return to compensate for it, became by the 


revision a matter of right based upon reciprocal obligations imposed. 


upon Canada. Not only was the object enlarged, not only was the 
same thing covered, but, as I have already stated, the whole matter 
was placed upon a different theory, upon a different obligation, and 
the old prior-existing permission was wiped out—merged, and is not 
now in force. The law, and all the statute law there is on thesubject, 
is ao embraced in the act of Congress of March 1, 1873 (in appen- 
dix). 

I say, therefore, that if the President is right, and the twenty-ninth 
article is abrogated, then this act has fallen with it—Canada has no 
right of transit, and the power heasks ishisalready. Itis his duty to 
execute the law, and nothing but the law, and if there is no law for the 
transit of Canadian goods over our territory he can stop it. You may 
say if that is true, why do you object to pening Oe bill? Tobject for 
this reason, that I do not think it is the duty of the American Congress 
to give the President an advisory verdict to do that which neither the 
law of nations nor patriotism dictates, nor the necessities of the case 
demand. [Applause on the Republican side. ] 

I have trespassed long upon the time of the House, but there is 


one more feature involved in the proposed bill that I want to call at- 
tention to. Ihave referred to the sentiment expressed by the exponent 
of the doctrinesand views of the Administration upon this floor. Now, 
gentlemen, do you not think there is some other purpose, some other 
object, than that which appears upon the face of these measures? Have 
there been any recent Canadian outrages to call for this haste? - 

The gentleman to whom I refer [Mr. Scorr] admits that he is inter- 
ested in the Canadian Pacific and a director of that railroad. I find no 
fault with that per se. It is a right which he hasas an American citi- 
zen. We have Canadians interested in our railroads. But when, as a 
member of our national council, he comes here to advocate schemes to 
the detriment of our own people and for the purpose of furthering his 
own personal private interests as a stockholder and as an officer in a 
foreign corporation in a foreign country, then I say it is time to cry a 
halt. [Applause on the Republican side. ] 

If every power conferred upon the President by the act of March 3, 
1887, should be executed, it would not prevent the millers of Minne- 
apolis from exporting their flour and letting the Canadian Pacific take 
it at Sault Ste. Marie. You can not stop us from exporting our flour 
to Canada—— 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. CHEADLE. I ask unanimous consent that the gentleman be 
allowed to conclude his remarks. He is the only member of this House 
who is opposed to this bill, and by all the rules of debate he is entitled 
to be heard. 

TheCHAIRMAN. The gentleman took the floor for thirty minutes, 
the time yielded to him by the gentleman from Ilinois [Mr. Hrrr], 
who controls the time on that side. , 

Mr. LIND. I would like tenor fifteen minutes more. I was stopped 
in the middleof asentence and I would like to complete it. [Laughter. ] 

The CHAIRMAN. ‘The time on that side is controlled by the gen- 
tleman from Illinois [Mr. Hrrr]. LAI ; 

Mr. LIND. I appeal to the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. Hrrr]. 
= Mr. HITT. Ihave been compelled to promise time to other gen- 

emen. 

Mr. LIND. I want about ten minutes more to finish my sentence. 
[ Laughter. ] 

Mr. SENEY. I move that the gentleman from Minnesota [Mr. 
LIND] have ten minutes more. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman’s time can not be ex- 
tended by a motion. It can be done only by unanimous consent. 

Mr. BLAND. Idemand the regular order. We have been debating 
this pees for three or four days here, and it is time we brought it to 
an end. 

Mr. HITT. Mr. Speaker, I yield ten minutes to the gentleman 
from Minnesota. 

Mr. LIND. Mr. Speaker, when I was interrupted I was making the 
statement that we could not prohibit Minnesota millers from exporting 
their product to Canada, to England, or to any other part of the 
world. Now, while a portion of our Minnesota flour goes to Glasgow 
and other British ports, the great bulk of itis eaten in Yankeedom, 
in New York, and some of it even down here. The point to which we 
primarily want to send it is the East and New England, and we send 
it to old England only as a dernier ressort. 

Our productions are shipped by the ‘‘Soo’’ line of railroad from 
Minnesota to Sault Ste. Marie, and there the Canadian Pacific receives 
them and forwards across the Canadian peninsula to Ottawa, to Mon- 
trea!, or to any of the Canadian points to the north of New England, 
and transfers them to the Canada and Atlantic, the Vermont Central, 
or the Grank Trunk, and by one or the other of these roads they are 
exrried down into New England and distributed there or exported from 
New England ports. These New England connections are exactly what 
is proposed to be cut off by this bill. 

Mr. WILSON, of Minnesota. That is what the act of 1887 does. 

Mr. LIND. ‘The actof March, 1837, did not touch that. It did not 
apply to goods imported into Canada through New England over these 
roads. 

Mr. WILSON, of Minnesota, It did, but this bill does not. 

Mr. LIND. The gentleman is certainly mistaken. Your bill is the 
best answer and I will print it in theappendix. Now, Mr. Speaker, 
this act proposes, and the President, for purposes stated by the gentle- 
man from Pennsylvania, proposes to cut off this traffic between New 
England and Canada, which, according to the statistics cited by the 
gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. Scorr] himself, amounted to $33,- 
000,000 a year, and according to the statistics given in the President’s 
message amounts to nearly fifty millions. 

He proposesto cut that off—to prevent an American road—a New Eng- 
land road (it is only New England they are after)—‘vom carrying a pound 
of goods from the Atlantic seaboard to Canada, Now, if that carrying 
trade is cut off, does it stand to reason that the roads will beable to carry 
our flour and produce to the seaboard and run empty the other way ? 
Does it stand to reason that if we deprive Canada of that right—and 
itis a benefit to ourselves, for we are amply paid for the transporta- 
tion—that they will stand silent and not retaliate? By no means. 

Then what is the result? ‘The result is that the Canadian Pacific | 
road, receiving our flour and productions at Sault Ste. Marie, in- 
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stead of being permitted to transfer them to the New England roads 
named to be distributed among our own people, must carry them over its 
own line to Halifax or St. John on the seaboard; and the objects of 
Scorr and of the Canadian Pacific monopoly and of the Tory adminis- 
tration are accomplished. [Applause on the Republican side. ] 

This is not all. Wewill be prohibited from sending a barrel of flour 
to our own markets except by the lakes in summer or by taking the 
circuitous route by way of Chicago, hundreds of miles farther, and 
we will be completely in the hands of the Canadian Pacific monopoly 
on the north and the Chicago roads and American trunk-lines on the 
south for our railroad transportation. Iwill notsay that my colleague 
(Mr. WILSoN] wishes such a state of affairs, or that he so intended by 
his bill, but such will be its effect if enforced. 

Mr. OATES rose. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. 
tion? 

Mr. LIND. Ido not; my time is limited. 

In conclusion Iwill say only one thing more. The President calls 
attention to the fact that American roads have carried goods and mer- 
chandise for Canada to the value of $270,000,000 in the last six years. 
Is this a fact to be regretted or deprecated? Is it not rather a source 
of pride? Have these goods been carried for nothing, or has their 
transportation furhished profitable returns to American capital and 
labor? Is it not fair to assume that the Canadians paid all the cervice 
was worth? ` . 

It is true, Mr. Speaker, as the President suggests, that when the St. 
Lawrenceis ‘‘ closed by ice,” when Canada lies enwrapped in theshroud 
of arctic winter, when her harbors are blockaded by the same power, 
the President could, by exercising the powers he asks, by shutting off 
the supply of food and clothing for her people, inflict a serions and ter - 
rible punishment. Would we be proud of the act? Would it be be- 
coming the honor and liberality of the greatest and most powerful na- 
tion of the civilized world? ‘Will you grant to the President powers 
which, if he should exercise them in the spirit he indicates, would bring 
the blush of shame on every cheek? 

But, sir, I plead not for Canada, nor for England—I hate England, 
or rather I hate and despise her policy of dealing with other nations 
and peoples weaker than herself. Her sense of right is measured by 
her power to defy it; her love of justice by the gold it will fetch. She 
enforces vice to. replenish her exchequer. She enslaves and impover- 
ishes every land and people that is caught in her toils—but I plead 
for our own honor. Wecan not afford to pass laws that will deliver 
our own people into the hands of monopoly and at the same time place 
us in the attitude of a ‘“‘ bully ” before the world. 

If we have grievances, let us demand their redress in a spirit and 
manner becoming our dignity. If such demandsare unheeded, let us 
enforce our rights in the spirit of American patriotism and valor. [Loud 
applause on the Republican side. ] 


Does the gentleman yield for a ques- 


APPENDIX. 
[Extract from the treaty of 1871.] 
ARTICLE XXIX. 


It is agreed that, for the term of years mentioned in Article XXXIII of this 
treaty, goods, wares, or merchandise etn | at the ports of New York, Boston, 
and Portland, and any other pas in the United States which have been or may, 
from time to time, be 8; y designated by the President of the United States 
and destined for Her Britannie Majesty’s possessions in North America may be 
entered at the proper custom-house and conveyed in transit without the pay- 
ment of duties through the territory of the United States, under such rules, 
regulations, and conditions for the protection of the revenueas the Government 
of the United States may from time to time prescribe; and under like rules, 
regulations, and conditions, goods, wares,or merchandise may be conveyed in 
transit, without the payment of duties, from such possessions through the terri- 
tory of the United States for export from the said ports of the Uni States. 

It is further agreed that, for the like period, wares, or merchandise ar- 
riving at any of the ports of Her Britannic esty's possessions in North 
America and destined for the United States may be entered at the proper cus- 
tom-house and conveyed in transit, without the payment of duties, Gicus the 
said ions, under such rules and ions, and conditions for the pro- 
tection of the revenue, as the governments of the said possessions may from 
time to time prescribe; and under like rules, regulations, and conditions 
=. merchandise may be conveyed in transit, without payment of duties, 
from the United States through the said possessions to other places in the United 
States, or for export from ports in the said possessions, 


ARTICLE XXX. 


It is agreed that, for the term of years mentioned in Article XXXIII of this 
treaty, subjects of Her Britannic Majesty may carry in British vessels, without 
payment of duty, goods, wares, or merchandise from one port or place within 
the territory of the United States upon the St. Lawrence, the Great Lakes, and 
the rivers connecting the same, to another port or place within the territory of 
the United States as aforesaid: Provided, That a portion of such transportation 
is made through the Dominion of Canada by land carriage and in bond, under 
such rules an: tions as may be upon between the Government of 
Her Britannic esty and the Government of the United States. 

Citizens of the United States may for the like period carry in United States 
vessels, Wiens payen of duty. s, wares, or merchandise from one port 
or place within possessions of Her Britannic Majesty in North America, to 
another port or place within the said possessions: Provided, That a portion of 
such transportation is made through the territory of the United States by land 
carriage and in bond, under such rules and regulations as may be upon 
between the Government of the United States and the Goyernmentof Her Bri- 
tannic Majesty. 

The Government of the United States further en not to im any ex- 

rt duties on , Wares, or merchandise carried under this article through 

e territory of the United States: and Her Majesty’s Government engages to 
urge the Parliament of the Dominion of Canada and the legislatures of the 
other colonies not to impose any export duties on goods, wares, or merchan- 
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dise carried under this article; and the Government of the United States may, 
in case such rt duties are imposed by the Dominion of Canada, suspend. 
during the period that such duties are imposed, the right of carrying granted 
under this article in favor of the ee Mr of Her Britannic Majesty. 

The Government of the United States may s nd the right of saying 
gránted in favor of the subjects of Her Britannie esty under this article in 
case the Dominion of Canada should at any time deprive the citizens of the 
United States of the use of the canals of the said Dominion on terms of equality 
with the inhabitants of the Dominion, as provided in Article XX VII. 


ACT OF CONGRESS TO CARRY IT INTO EFFECT. 


An act to carry into effect the provisions of the treaty between the United 
States and Great Britain signed in the city of Washington the 8th day of May, 
1871, relating to the fisheries. 


Be it enacted, etc., That whenever the President of the United States shall re- 
ceive satisfactory evidence that the Imperial Parliament of Great Britaiu,the - 
Parliament of Canada, and the 1 ture of Prince Edward Island have 
passed laws on their partto give full effect to the provisions of the treaty be- 
tween the United States and Great Britain signed at the city of Washington on 
the Sth day of May, 1871, as contained in Articles XVIII to , inclusive, and 
Article XXX of said treaty, he is hereby authorized to issue his proclamation 
declaring that he has such evidence, and thereupon, from the date of such proc- 
lamation, and so long as the said Articles XVIII to XXV, inclusive, and Article 
XXX of said treaty shall remain in force, according to the termsand conditions 
of Article XXXIII of said treaty, all fish-oil and fish of all kinds (except fish or 
theinland lakes and of the rivers falling into them, and except fish preserved in 
oil), being the produce of the fisheries of the Dominion of Canada or of Prince 
Edward Island, shall be admitted into the United States free of duty. 

SEC, 2. That whenever the colony of Newfoundland shall give its consent to 
the Sp pisna of the stipulations and provisions of the said Articles XVIII to 
XXV of said ney Meech tir, to that colony, and the legislature thereof, and 
the Imperial Parliament shall pass the necessary laws for that purpose, the 
above-enumerated articles, being the produce of the fisheries of the colony of 
Newfoundland, shali be admit into the United States free of duty, from and 
after the date of a proclamation by the President of the United States, declaring 
that he has satisfactory evidence that thesaid colony of Newfoundland has con- 
sented, in a due and proper manner, to have the provisions of the said Articles 
XVIII to XXY, inclusive, of the said treaty extended to it, and to allow the 
United States the full benefits of all the stipulations therein contained, and 
shall be so admitted free of duty, so long as the said articles XVIII to XXV, 


‘inclusive, and Article XXX of said esse shall remain in force, according to 


the terms and conditions of Article I of said treaty. 

Sec. 3. That from the date of the President’s proclamation authorized by the 
first section of this act, and so long asthe Articles XVIII to XXV, inclusive, and 
Article XXX of said treaty, shal] remain in force, according to the terms and 
conditions of Article XXXIII of said treaty, all , Wares, or merchandise 
arriving at the ports of New York, Boston, and Portland, and any other ports 
in the United States which have been, or may from time to time be, speciai, 
designated by the President of the United Statesand destined for Her Brit 
Majesty’s possessions in North America, may be entered at the proper custom- 
house and conveyed in transit, without the payment of duties, through the ter- 
ritory of the United States, under such rules, regulations, and conditions for the 
protection of the revenue as the Secretary of the Treasury may from time to 
time prescribe; and under like rules, regulations, and conditions, , Wares, 
or merchafidise may be conveyed in transit, without the paymentof duties, from 
such possessions, through the territory of the United States, for export from the 
said ports of the Uni States. 

SEC. 4. That from the date of the President’s proclamation, authorized by the 
first section of this act, and so long as Articles XVIII to XXV, inclusive, and 
Article XXX, of said treaty, shall remain in force, according to the terms and 
conditions of Article XXXIII of said treaty, all subjects of Her Britannic 
Majesty may carry in British vessels, without payment of duty, he 
or merchandise from one port or place within the territory of the Uni 
States, upon the St. Lawrence, the Great Lakes, and the rivers connecting the 
same to another port or place within the territory of the United States, 
as aforesaid: Provided, That a portion of such transportation is made through 
the Dominion of Canada by land carriage and in bond, under such rules and 
regulations as may be agreed upon between the Government of Her Britannic 
Majesty and the Government of the United States: Anu provided further, 
That the President of the United States may, by proclamation, d the 
right of carrying provided for by this section, in case the Dominion of Canada 
should at any time deprive the citizens of the United States of the use of the 
canals in the eaid Dominion on terms of be gus! with the inhabitants of the 
Dominion, as provided in Article XX VII of said treaty: And 
Thatin case any export or other duty continues to be levied the 1 
of June, 1872, on lumber or timber of any kind cut on that portion of the Am: 
can territory, in the State of Maine, watered by the river St. John and its trib- 
utaries, and floated down the river to the sea, when the same is to the 
United States from the cepa of New Brunswick, that then, and in that casa 
the President of the United States may, by proclamation, suspend all rights of 
carrying provided for by this section for such period as such export or other 
duty may be levied. 

Src, 5. That this act shall not take effect until the Ist day of July, 1873, and 
shall not apply to any article of merchandise therein mentioned which shall be 
held in bond on that day by the customs officers ofthe United States. 

Approved March 1, 1873, 

A bill to empower the President to carry out the or na of an act entitled 
“An act to authorize the President of the United States to protect and defend 
the rights of American fishing vessels, American fishermen, American trad- 
ing and other vessels in certain cases, and for other purposes,” approved March 

A ie 

Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Representatives of tre United States of 
America in Congress assembled, That whenever the President may deem it his 
duty to exercise any of the porengiren to him by an act entitled “An act to au- 
thorize the President of the Uni States to protect and defend the rights of 
American fishing vessels, American fishermen, American trading and other ves- 
sels in certain cases, and for other purposes,” approved March 3, 1887, it shall 
be lawful for the President, in his discretion, by proclamation to that be g te 
suspend, in whole or in part, the transportation across the territory of 
United States in bond and without the payment of duty, of goods, wares, and 
me dise imported or exported from any foreign country from or to the 


British Dominions in North America. 
SEC. 2. That whenever the President shall be satisfied that there is ag 4 dis- 
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prohibit the use 
of said canals to any such foreign vessel. The President, when satisfied that 
such discrimination has ceased, may issue his proclamation to that effect, in 
his ingee pea Soe. the tolls authorized by this act shall no longer be col- 
lected, and prohibition, if ordered, shall cease. 
Src. 3. That the Secretary of the Treasury is authorized to make any regula- 
tions needful to carry this act into effect. 

Mr. McCREARY. Mr. Speaker, I yield fifteen minutes to the gen- 
tleman from Missouri [Mr. O'NEILL]. 

Mr. OATES. After the speech to which we have just listened, I 
would like permission to put a question to the gentleman from Ken- 
tucky [Mr. McCreary] with reference to the character of this pro- 

‘ posed enactment. The gentleman from Minnesota [Mr. LIND] seems 
to construe the measure before the House as a non-intercourse act. Is 
it not the clearintent of this measure to clothe the President with power 
by his | eae a to subject Canadian or English goods to the pay- 
ment of duty under our tariff laws when they come to our territory ? 
Is not that the extent of the bill under consideration ? 

Mr. FARQUHAR. This is a question of transit, not of duty. 

Mr. McCREARY. Perhaps the most satisfactory answer tothe gen- 
tleman’s question would be to let the Clerk read the bill. 

Mr. O'NEILL, of Missouri. Not now. Ifthe gentlemanin his speech 
on this subject did not sufficiently explain the bill, he could not do it 


cretion, when he is satisfied there is any such discrimination. 


now by haying the bill read. 
. The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Kentucky has 
yielded fifteen minutes to the gentleman from Missouri. 


Mr. O'NEILL, of Missouri. Mr. Speaker, I am deeply indebted to 
my friend Governor McCREARY, of Kentucky, who so admirably fills 
the position of acting chairman of the Committee on Foreign Affairs, 
for his courtesy. And now, Mr. Speaker, in regard to the bill. 

I do not know of anything for which many of our public men are 
more noted than for the very elaborate network of webs they can throw 
around the simplest subject, in order, if possible, to make them more 
indistinct and obscure. Those who had not studied the subject, be- 
lieved when they heard the President’s message read that they under- 
stood this question—a question going back until it is almost lost in 
the mazes of the past; going sth under treaty after treaty and con- 
ference after conference, to 1818. And now, listening to the utter- 
ances of the distinguished statesmen who have occupied the floor for 
the last three or four days, we would be led to believe that the ques- 
tion is one which is still to be left for settlement to that charmed circle 
of diplomats of which my distinguished friend from Illinois [Mr. 
Hrrt] is such a splendid representative. 

In my judgment the American people have grown tired of this con- 
tinual haggling over this controversy. It has been used in Canada by the 
political men in of its affairs to continually alienate, irritate, and 
goad those people so that they might thereby keep themselves in power. 

y are like a man who was managing a wild beast, and who, when 
asked why he never permitted a large sore on its leg to heal, said that 
if it once healed he would lose his control of the animal. If the Tories 
were to permit this cause of irritation to be removed, there would bea 
perfect bond of friendship and brotherly love between the Canadians 
and ‘ourselves. We have no quarrel with the Canadians. We love 
those people. We are willing to go right along hand in hand with 

_ them, without any design either upon their territory or upon them- 
selves. 

It is their officials we are after, for it is evidently the hidden policy 
of Prime Minister Salisbury, in Jand, and his representative, Sir 
John Macdonald, in Canada, to keep alive this constant irritation. Can 
it be believed for one moment that the local magistrates in Nova Scotia 
and elsewhere would RIIE PE to the prejudices and small 
pecuniary interests of their own ermen by continuous'y harassin 
and injuring the fishermen of this country when it could be abruptly 
terminated by those officials if they really desired entire friendship be- 
tween us? No. On the contrary, it seems to have been their settled 
policy, instead of allaying this irritation, to continually fan it into al- 
most a flame, thereby arresting, as they believed, any tendency on the 
part of. those people towards annexation to the United States. That 
class of men can only be reached by the passage of a bill of this kind, 
and holding it up to the Canadian people as a mirror so that they can 
see reflected the consequences of their own acts. 

We must bring this question home to the Canadian people, so that 
they will understand they can not be considered neighborly when they 
are continually arresting, on the most trifling pretexts, the captains 
of our vessels, fining them, not permitting them to purchase bait or 
supplies, denying then even the demands that humanity would sug- 
gest—of shelter in case of storm—the ordinary facilities that yon would 
extend to a wayfarer or a “‘tramp.’’ There is nothing neighborly 
about that, or in using the American canals for the commerce of Can- 
ada free of tolls, and then when tolls are imposed upon Canadian 
canals by a system of rebates to Canadian vessels causing the greater 
portion of the commerce to be diverted into Canadian vessels. 

The President thoroughly understands this subject. He says there 
is only one way you can reach it, and thatis by a retaliatory 

to have those Canadians understand that as a matter of seli- 
terest they must abandon the policy permitted by their Sir John 
. Macdonalds and men of his class. That is the plain English of it. 


& | a shot tower. 


There is not in this country to-day a man of ordinary intelligence who 
does not comprehend that the President has taken the only possible 
way of getting at this question and that his message meets the wishes 
of the popular heart. When I said thatit isa “ magnificent campaign 
document”? I said that which every American believes and which every 
man on the other side of the House knows to be true, for it is a docu- 
ment which was demanded by the people. 

It shows that the President is in harmony with and anticipates the 
wishes of the American people. By that document the President proves 
himself equal to the occasion. Thatis whatI meant. I never getdown 
to the level of some of these gentlemen who put a small partisan tinge 
into all discussions of this kind. [Laughteron the Republican side. ] 
Gentlemen, I will yield to any interruptions. My time isat your com- 
mand if you want to jump into this fight. [Renewed laughter and ap- 
plause.] There is not a man on the other side who has made a speech 
on this question who has not been guilty of what in polite terms would 
be called dissimulation. That is the diplomatic term. 

Mr. GEST. Why does not the President use the power he has? 

Mr. O'NEILL, of Missouri. Why does he not use the power he has? 
What is the use of making three or four bites of one small cherry ? 
What is the use of simply stopping transit in bulk, when by reaching 
their tolls we also prevent the other unjust discriminations. Do you 
want only partial relief? Is that your idea? Or, to use a Western 
phrase, do you believe in having at once a “roundup”? of all these 
annoyances and vexations by getting rid of them? 

Mr. GEST. There is power enough in the President’s hands, 

Mr. O'NEILL, of Missouri. Well, my friend, in answer to that ques- 
tion, you and every other Republican on that side of the House will 
vote to give this additional power to the President, and will be very 
glad to have an opportunity of doing so; and when you go home you 
will forget your partisanship for the time being and pose as patriots 
and will say that you voted for this measure in the name of the Amer- 
ican people as an educational measure that you thought would have a 
salutary effect on the Canadians. 

Mr. STRUBLE. Would it not be well, if sixty million people are 
going to jump upon five millions, to begin with one foot at atime? 

Mr. O'NEILL, of Missouri. Why, my dear sir, we are not going 
to “jump” on them. We are going to do what you would do with 
a neighbor’s boy who is impertinent and saucy and who annoys and in- 
jures your children and family: You box his ears in order that he may 
learn to behave himself; you educate him, that is what you do. 

Nobody wants to whip those poor Canadians, stretched along 4,000 
miles of territory, although Isee the commander of their militia reso- 
luted last night that he was going to drive us right into the Gulf. 
[Langhter.] That is exactly in the line with the teachings of their 
Tory ministers, appealing to the fears, passions, and prejudices of those 
people. In perfect harmony with that style of argument I want the 
Clerk to read the following article, which I find in the St. Louis Re- 
publican. 

Mr. FARQUHAR. Will the gentleman permit a question? 

Mr. O’NEILL, of Missouri. Oh, certainly; these interruptions em- 
bellish a speech. [Laughter.] 

Mr. FARQUHAR. I would like to ask the gentleman this question: 
When our canals are closed to Canadian commerce, how are we going 
to get our whole Northwestern commerce out of Lake Superiorinto Lake 
Huron without going into Canada ? 

Mr. O’NEILL, of Missouri. My friend, you will find thatin the West 
where I come from they do not measure everything as a matter of dol- 
lars and cents, I would not be surprised if some economical and un- 
patriotic Yankee did not propose to turn Bunker Hill Monument into 
[Laughter. ] 

Mr. FARQUHAR. Thatis no answer. I wantto know how, if our 
canals are closed to Canadian commerce, our Northwestern commerce 
is going to get out of Lake Superior into Lake Huron without going 
through Canada, inasmuch as a portion of the existing channel is within 
Canadian territory. 

Mr. O’NEILL, of Missouri. We would fiud a remedy if the gentle- 
man is correct. He may be mistaken, and in the mean time I would 
educate these Canadians in ways of neighboring conduct and good be- 
havior. 

‘Mr. FARQUHAR. Educate! „Nonsense! We are talking of ro- 
taliation. Canada can close you out of Lake Superior'to-morrow. 

Mr. TARSNEY. No, she can not. 

Mr. FARQUHAR. She can. 

Mr. O’NEILL, of Missouri. Now, gentlemen, no war. Peace—the 
white-robed angel of peace—hovers over this scene. [Laughter.] 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. There is an embellishment for you. 

Mr. O'NEILL, of Missouri. When this interruption occurred I had 
sent to the Clerk’s desk to have read an article from the London Stand- 
ard, the recognized organ of the Tory administration, which I find in 
the St. Louis Republic, the principal Democratic newspaper in the 
Mississippi Valley. That paper prints it and denounces this Tory bluster 
in suitable terms. The Clerk will read it. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

[From the London Standard.) 
It will be well for the President and Government of the United States to ro- 
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member that Canada is a dependency of Great Britain, and that if the necessity 
should unfortunately arise she has behind her the guns of ish ironclads. 
If our American cousins fail to understand this allusion; if, in deference to the 
tone of coarse brutality, which seems to be the distinguishing feature of their 
domestic politics, they invite us to reply to their insults in a strain they will 
comprehend, perhaps we may be allowed to remind them of the Trent affair. 
If we have to deal with a nation of filibusters let us at least know it. We will 
tell our American cousins frankly that we have not advanced so far toward 
sae Christianity that we are prepared to turn our cheeks to the trans-Atlantic 
smiter. 


Mr. O'NEILL, of Missouri. There never was a bully or a braggart 
who yas not at heart a physical coward when he met his match. There 
never was a Tory administration that has not from the same instinct 
cowardly yielded when confronted with a nation that can cope with it 
on equal terms. 

A MEMBER. That is true. 

Mr,O’NEILL, of Missouri. It is true. The former boast that ‘‘Bri- 
tain rules the waves’? has given way under Tory administration to 
“t peace with honor.” That is the motto you will find to-day of the 
Tory administration of England when they have a serious difficulty to 
face with any powerful nation. 

‘The Tory Standard need not fling in our teeth the Trent affair. Every 
American remembers it. It occurred when we were in the throes of a 

at civil war; when the question of the perpetuity of the Republic 
ung in the balance. But things have changed since then. We are 
now a united nation of 60,000,000 people marching together under one 
flag to a common destiny, and not at all worried about the recurrence 
of any more Trent affairs. 

My only object in calling attention to this gross and brutal article 
was that this House would ize at once how well that Tory-organ 
portrays the character of the ministry with which we have to deal—a 
ministry that is to-day a disgrace to civilization in its treatment of its 
own subjects, being the only ministry in modern times which murders 
its political prisoners, as the death of Mandeville and the cruel treat- 
ment of Dillon attest. 

Their bluster and their bluff alarms no one. In the event of war 
they would need every ironclad to take care of the English Channel, 
for it has only been a few months since their own distinguished mili- 
tary general, Wolseley, explained to them in what a helpless and de- 
fenseless condition their own coast was. And then they have before 
their eyes constantly the danger of Russia in India, only waiting to 
— England involved in war with 2ny nation to accomplish its designs 

ere. 

No, there is no fear of war; none whatever. The loss to them in In- 
dia would not be their only peril. It would also mean a verification 
of the porey of Thomas Davis that “ England’s difficulty would be 
Ireland’s opportunity.’’ [Great applause on the Democratic side. ] 

I believe it will be but a short time before increased intelligence will 
cause the English people to banish forever from their councils their 
Salisburys, their Balfours, and their Macdonalds, and in their places we 
will find men who by justice at home to their own people and the 
avoidance of irritation abroad will permit us to live with them in per- 
fect bonds of friendship and good-will. 

And here permit me to say that so far as the English people are con- 
oe Wo ree no bitterness towards them. For that great mass 
of Englishmen who are following the leadership of Gladstone we have 
the warmest feelings of friendship and love, and if their devoted leader, 
Hon. William E. Gladstone, the test Englishman of this age, 
should come to thiscountry he would receive an ovation from the Amer- 
ican people second to none. [Great applauseon the Democratic side. ] 
It should show our affection for him as a re tative of justice and 
humanity, just as the silent journey of Mr. Joseph Chamberlain, when 
here, showed the contempt the American people had for Toryism and 
the representatives of its brutal policy. [Applause. 

And this sentiment is not confined to one political party, but is the 
sentiment, I believe, of the great mass of the American people. ButI 
have wasted enough time on the London Standard. 

I can not longer dwell upon this subject, as I am reminded that m. 
time has nearly expired, but as a fitting conclusion I willask the Clerk 
to read this portion of the President’s message; and I ask the attention 
of the House for a moment, and turning aside from partisanship, I ask 
gentlemen on both sides to join me in a hearty indorsement of its clear, 
sound American doctrines. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


The course which I have outlined and the recommendations made relate to 
the honor and dignity of our country and the protection and preservation of 
the rights and interests of all our people. A government does but half its duty 
when it protects its citizens at home and permits them to be imposed upon and 
humiliated by the unfair and overreaching disposition of other nations. If we 
invite our people to rely upon arrangements made for their benefit abroad, we 
should see to it that they are not deceived; and if we are generous and liberal 
to a neighboring country our people should reap the advantage of it by a re- 
turn of liberality and generosity. 

These are pees Aras which partisanship should not disturb or confuse. Let us 
survey the ground calmly and moderately, and having put aside other means 
of settlement, if we enter upon the policy of retaliation Tet us eit firmly, 
with a determination only to subserve the interests of our ead main 
the high standard and the becoming pride of American 


nship. 
GROVER CLEVELAND. 
[Great applause on the Democratic side. ] 
Mr. STRUBLE. Is that a speech? 
Mr. O'NEILL, of Missouri. Yes, it is a speech, and you can con- 


trast it with the platitudes uttered by your candidate who is depend- 

ing for success upon his grandfather’s reputation; but let me tell the 

gentleman that the Harrison boom will be like the clack in the old 

song, it stopped, short, never to run again, the day that the old man 

aeg Ereet laughter and applause on the Democratic side of the 
ouse. 

Mr. MCCREARY. Inow yield ten minutes to the gentleman from 
Michigan [Mr. TARSNEY]. 

Mr. TARSNEY. Mid such confusion who can tell 

The road to heaven or to—sheol. [Laughter.] 

Mr. Speaker, it so happens that I come from a State upon the border 
line of the British dominions in America. I think that there is no 
State in the American Union that would be so much affected by the 
passage of the pending bill as the State I have the honor to represent 
in part upon this floor—the State of Michigan. Nearly, or quite, 700 
miles of our State coast borders upon the line of Canada. The im- 
mense commerce passing through the lakes from Chicago, through the 
Sault Ste. Marie Canal from Duluth, and passing through the straits 
and rivers St. Clair and Detroit, is larger by 25 per cent. than the en- 
tire commerce that passes through the great Suez Canal. Lines of rail- 
road extend from Halifax on the extreme east to the city of Chicago 
on the lakes, and one of the great trunk-lines of America traverses 
the district I have the honor to represent, the Grand Trunk Railway. 

Ihave seen in my day something of the conduct of our Canadian 
neighbors that induces me to think that they are not entirely our 
friends. While God knows that I abhor trouble, I abhor the possibil- 
ity of war, I abhor retaliation in any form, yet, sir, if it must come to 
this pass that thé rights of the humblest American citizen are denied 
either at home or abroad, I for my part would rather see the wheels of 
commerce stop, and every vessel upon the Great Lakes tied up, than 
that these rights and privileges, I repeat, of the humblest American 
citizen should be unprotected [Applause.] 

Now, what does this mean? It means this, sir, and I may be per- 
mitted to refer to a little personal history. I happened at one time in 
my life to have been a sailor, and sailed these great inland seas for 
seven years. During that time I never saw or heard of a Canadian 
vessel in distress in American waters where an American vessel with 
an American captain and an American crew did not voluntarily go to 
their aid and rescue. What is the other side of the picture? I have 
seen, unfortunately, Mr. Speaker, and it isa matter of record, too, that 
where our vessels sailed through Canadian waters or upon the Canadian 
line between the United States and Canada they were subject to seizuro 
and were seized by Canadian authorities because they went to the rescue 
of human life and property. 

I appeal to youas American citizens, as American legislators, whether 
or not such acts on the part of Canada, in the name of humanity, 
should not be compelled to cease by some process or other; but by 
whatever process, that a stop must be put to it. 

If it is to be by the peaceful method, then let that method be pursued. 
But, Mr. Speaker, if it be necessary to pursue some other method, then 
we will take care of that other method; and if you will only autho;ize 
the State of Michigan to doso, we will take care of Canada and mike 
a couple of good Democratic States out of herin short order. [Laugh- 
ter.] I say this, sir, in no boastfal spirit. I know their disposition; 
I know their nature; I know their character, and I know their conduct 
towards our people. What we desire is peace; but it must be peace 
upon honorable terms, and no threat, suchas that which has just been 
read in the presence of an American Congress, can deter us upon the 
Northwestern border from simply sayingitisnotretaliation butsimply 
justice we desire and justice we shall have. 

Now, let the English people and the Canadian people distinctly un- 
derstand that their neighbors across the border, although they desire 
peace and harmony, yet they desire reciprocity, they desire to trade 
with them upon fair and equal terms, but will not under any cir- 
cumstances submit to an insult. [Applause. 

I shall not consume further time of the House. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman has occupied five min- 
utes of his time. 
unk TARSNEY. I yield the time back to the gentleman from Ken- 

Mr. McCREARY. I now yield ten minutes to the gentleman from 
New York [Mr. CockRAN]. 

Mr.COCKRAN. Mr. Speaker, during the past four days this House 
has presented a somewhat extraordi spectacle. We have had an 
elaborate discussion, in which the absence of controversy seemed to be 
the distinguishing feature. We have had four days of animated and 
interesting debate; but until this afternoon there seemed to be an ab- 
solute absence of anything like a difference of opinion. 

The measure pending before the House for its consideration is the 
bill known as the retaliation measure. The speeches which have been 
delivered have been devoted to the President’s message, or rather per- 
haps with greater accuracy I should say to the President’s messages. 
On the question presented by the bill itself there appears to be no di- 
vision—none whatever. Witha single exception, I do not believe that 
there is a member of the House on either side of it who will find it in 
his conscience or his courage to oppose the bill on its final passage. 
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Even the distinguished gentleman from Massachusetts, who, so to speak, 
has transmitted a speech in bond to the Clerk of the House, has thought 
it pradent to preface his eloquence by the declaration that he did not 
arise to op the passage of the pending bill; and many of us are pro- 
foundly grateful for the declaration, as it accounts for the composure 
with which we approached the perusal of his essay. 

But the distinguishing address on the other side, the one that has 
furnished the key-note to this discussion, was the very able and elo- 
quent speech of the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. Hrrr], to whom 
and to whom alone is due the credit of lifting the debate to a high 
plane of parliamentary procedure. But I regret to say that while the 
speech was eloquent it lacked those elements of candor and fairness 
that would have made it the greatest speech of the session, 

In that speech I find that the gentleman from Illinois found no fault 
with the measure itself, but he appears to have three grounds of criti- 
cism on the message. One was that the message of the President was 
unnecessary; another was that the death of Article XXIX did not oc- 
cur as stated by the President; and the third was almost an impeach- 
ment of the conduct of the Administration on the fishery question. 
This treaty, the rejection of which has evoked the bill now before the 
House, was spoken of as almost a conspiracy to deliver over to the 
Canadian exporters the commerce of the United States. In discussing 
these three questions briefly, I think the criticism that Article XXIX 
had not expired, as the President claimed it had, may be passed by as 
almost unworthy of discussion. Nobody pretends that itis in force to- 
day. The gentleman states that it has been abrogated by the action ot 
the Canadian Government, and whether it ‘‘died in the night’’—to 
quote the language of the gentleman from Illinois—or whether it was 
killed in the daytime by Canadian violations, is scarcely a subject of 
discussion worthy the attention of the American Congress. 

The important guestion before this body is whether there is in ex- 
istence now any valid treaty stipulation which would arrest orimpede 
this House or stand in the way of the passage of legislation of this 
character. On this subject all are agreed. The treaty stipulation is 
abrogated and the House is free to enact this law. 

Now, as to the necessity for asking these additional powers. The 

ntlemen on the other side of the House profess to be agreed that the 

emand was unnecessary, and yet itis stated here that after the pas- 
sage of the act of 1877 the President was justified in withholding the 
exercise of the powers conferred on him by that measure until the con- 
clusion of the negotiations which had been entered upon between this 
Government and the Government of Great Britain; and these negotia- 
tions failed by reason of the rejection of the treaty in the Senate. It 
may be that I have misapprehended the language of the gentleman 
from Illinois, but I believe that his language is clearer than he himself 
believes, and that the views he entertains struggled to his lips and found 
expression in spite of diplomatic reserve. [Applause. ] 

There is at least no open criticism of the action of the President in 
suspending the exercise of these powers until the conclusion of the ne- 
gotiation recently undertaken, and which failed in the rejection of the 
treaty by the Senate. I think that gentlemen must concede the Presi- 
dent was right in that action. I do not think there will be any person 
even on that side of the Chamber who will say that the President did 

ı not act wisely in refraining from the exercise of all the powers given 
to him until there had been negotiation and an attempt to make an 
amicable settlement. These negotiations were made, and have failed 
by the action of the Senate; and then when the President of the United 
States has thought proper to address to Congress a message placing be- 
fore the representatives of the people the actual condition of our rela- 
tions with Canada, he must forsooth be charged, as he has been charged 
by the gentleman from New Jersey [Mr. PHELPs], with dissimulation 
in his treatment of the Congress of the United States. 

Why, sir, I believe that on this side of the Chamber there is no di- 
vision of opinion as to the propriety of an executive officer consulting 
the representatives of the people on any important occasion, and above 
all, before taking a step which might reach the degree of bringing 
about a rupture between this country and Great Britain. Was it not 
good evidence of patriotism to consult the Jaw-making body, and to 
consult this body, which holds the purse-strings, upon a matter which 

ight lead to open rupture, so as to be sure of the active co-operation 
of both sides of the House before launching on a particular line of 
policy which might lead to the most important results? It ought not 
to lie in the mouths of those members of Congress who are representa- 
tives of the people to criticise an executive officer for asking their judg- 
ment before exercising the extreme limits of extraordmary powers con- 
ferred upon him in the disposition of international matters, 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. If it will not interrupt the gentleman, 
let me ask him here did not Congress extend its counsel to the Presi- 
dent in its act of March 3, 1887? 

Mr. COCKRAN. I believe I have spoken to very little purpose if 
the gentleman from Iowa does not understand the burden of my con- 
tention. It is that notwithstanding the powers granted by the act of 
1887 there was a suspension of any exercise of them by common con- 
sent of the people of this country, with a view of seeing whether the 
matter could be settled by negotiation, and if there were any division 
of opion the representatives or the minority were violating their duty 
to constituents by sitting silent and thus sustaining it. 


Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. Does the gentleman consider the con- 
demnation of the press and the condemnation by the minority of this 
House and in their Congressional conventions any condemnation of the 
treaty now negotiated with the Canadian authorities as amounting to 
anything? 

Mr. COCKRAN. The gentleman does not meet the occasion. It is 
not the course of the President which is condemned; it is the course of 
the Canadian authorities that the people of this country condemn. 
The people of this country are in favor of a settlement by treaty or 
negotiation; and what I say is that while these negotiations were pend- 
ing in this country not even the stalwart Republican convention of the 
gentleman’s district called upon the President to exercise any of the 
powers conferred on him by the act of 1887. [Applause. 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. I say that the Senate and the country 
have condemned it. . 

Mr. COCKRAN. The gentleman is referring to one thing and Iam 
referring to another. I say simply that the country has been in favor 
of suspending any action pending negotiations. Congress approved the 
grant of the power, and the people ratified that action, but it was sus- 
pended in view of the negotiations, and nobody then criticised the Presi- 
dent for entering upon negotiations which everybody hoped would reach 
a satisfactory and honorable and just and equitable conclusion. And 
it is because those negotiations have fallen by the rejection of the treaty 
that the President has thought proper, before he takes one step further, 
to consult the law-making body of this Government, to come back to 
the people through their representatives and ask them to clothe him 
with the powers which, as soon as they have been granted, you gentle- 
men will see exercised to the fullest measure of your satisfaction and 
the fullest gratification of your patriotism. [Applause on the Demo- 
cratic eid oe 

But, Mr. Speaker, this criticism I believe may be dismissed with very 
few words. The character of the questions put to me by the gentle- 
man from Iowa [Mr. HENDERSON], than whom there is no more alert 
Representative on the other side of the House, shows the barrenness of 
the controversy on that side. 

Now, if I may have the indulgence of the House to pass for a moment 
to the graver questions involved in this discussion, I will proceed to 
answer the imputation of the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. Hirr] who 
charged the representatives of this Government with an actof betrayal 
of American rights to the Canadian authorities. 

The gentleman from Illinois charged, in his own language, that there 
was ‘‘ an unwritten postscript ™ to the treaty, and that the postscript 
was an agreement between Mr. Bayard and the Canadian minister that 
all that has been done in this House, the introduction of the Mills bill, 
the action of the Ways and Means Committee which preceded it, the 
vote by which the bill was passed, was but part of this conspiracy of 
betrayal secretly entered into and carried out with dissimulation and 
almost with treason. What, sir! Tocharge the President of the United 
States with having negotiated a treaty and with trying to hoodwink 
the people of the United States into the belief that it was designed for 
one purpose while the Canadian authorities were told that it was de- 
signed for another purpose; to charge him with having treated the Sen- 
ate of the United States with dissimulation while extending confidence 
to the Canadian envoy, and with leaving the people of this country to 
learn for the first time the true character of their treaty from the dec- 
larations of a Canadian minister in the Canadian House of Parliament— 
this is to charge the President with a crime graver than treason, with 
a crime which has no parallel in the history of the executive office of 
the United States since the foundation of the Government. [Applause 
on the Democratic side. ] 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. 
York has expired, 

Mr.COCKRAN. Mr. Speaker, may I be pardoned for a few moments 
while I analyze the character of the evidence upon which this grave 
charge rests? May I be permitted but five minutes more, having 
opened up this subject and placed it before the House? 

By unanimous consent Mr. CocKRAN’s time was extended for ten 
minutes, with the understanding that a vote should be taken at ten 
minutes past 4 instead of at 4 o’clock, as previously ordered. 

Mr. COCKRAN. I was about to ask the gentleman from Illinois 
(Mr. Hrrr], in all fairness and in all candor, upon what evidence he 
rests this grave charge which he has preferred against the President of 
the United States, but I find the answer in his own speech, to which I 
listened with such attention as I have seldom given to any utterance 
upon this floor.. In that speech the gentleman incorporated certain re- 
marks which are reported to have been made by Sir Charles Tupper, 
an account which that gentleman gave of a conversation with Mr. 
Bayard. 

Mr. HITT. Our plenipotentiary. 

Mr. COCKRAN. He was a plenipotentiary, but while he was a 
plenipotentiary he did not cease to be Mr. Bayard. ‘The statement was 
that in a conversation between Mr. Bayard and Sir Charles Tupper, Mr. 
Bayard declared that he believed in reciprocity of trade with Canada, 
and that the settlement of vexatious questions would tend to facilitate 
that consummation; and then Sir Charles Tupper himself added that 
this treaty formed a basis of settlement which would undoubtedly be 
satisfactory te both countries, and therefore a step in that direction. 


The time of the gentleman from New 
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Did not the gentleman himself take occasion to say that he favored 
reciprocity with Canada? Did not he take occasion to say that he be- 
lieved it would be for the interests of both countries, and that if reci- 
penalty could be obtained on proper terms it would be a most desira- 

le and most important gain to the financial and industrial interests 
of this country? And has the gentleman from Illinois the privilege 
to say on this floor that which Mr. Bayard may not say in conversation ? 
And because Sir Charles Tupper chose to argue in his own House of 
Parliament in favor of this treaty upon the basis of what Mr. Bayard 
had said to him, therefore we are told that the Mills bill and all the 
proceedings that have been had in this Congress during this session 
upon that subject are evidence of a conspiracy in which the President 
took the leading part and through which the majority of the House of 
Representatives were delivered over bound hand and foot by the Ex- 
ecutive, who was false to his own country, a traitor to his trust, and 
that, too, without even the poor consideration that is usually extended 
to the traitor as the price of his treason. 

But the proof of it, forsooth, is that we have remitted duties to the 
amount of $1,800,000 a year; I believe that is the amount the gentle- 
man said. 

Mr. HITT. Sir Charles Tupper said it. 

Mr. COCKRAN, Onemillion eight hundred thousand dollars, then, 
as Sir Charles Tupper said. Well, we have remitted duties upon arti- 
cles imported, I believe, from every country on the globe. We have 
remitted duties toa far greater extent upon articles imported from other 
countries; and the gentleman will see that if our surrender took that 
form, then we must have surrendered not only to Canada but to almost 
every other country with which we have done business. If this Ad- 
ministration loves the British Government so much, does not the gen- 
tleman perceive that in this general surrender, in this sale of the Amer- 
ican market to all the countries with which we maintain commercial 
intercourse, the seeds have been sown of an inevitable quarrel among 
the purchasers; that if England has bought it and France has bought it 
and Germany has bought it, these various countries must quarrel about 
their purchase? No man who loves England wants to precipitate a 
quarrel upon her hands. The British lion may love to roar, but for 
many years he has not displayed any disposition to claw. [Laughter 
and applause.] If the proof which the gentleman has advanced here 
of the act of treason be weighed with other acts we have performed it 
will be found that in the passage of this Mills bill we have made sale 
of ourselves all round the globe, leaving the purchasers to struggle over 
the security of the purchase. 

Mr. Speaker, there is one aspect of this controversy which the gen- 
tleman probably did not weigh to its full extent. He has charged the 
majority on this side with entering into this conspiracy. I know not 
whether he meant that they entered into it with their eyes open or 
were hoodwinked into it by the dissimulation and artifices of the Ad- 
ministration; but there are men on this side who, I believe, would be 
the Jast in the world to countenance the sale of American privileges or 
American dignity to the British Government. There are men on this 
side whom the gentleman from Illinois has charged with participation 
in this act of treason, who remember the Government of Great Britain 
with feelings which would prompt them to anything but an act of 
friendship; who remember the fact that the gallows has been for ages 
the bulwark of her governmental force and the hangman the apostle ot 
her civilization. 5 

And it is us and men like us that the gentleman from Illinois has 
charged, forsooth, with giving over the independence and the glory 
and the prosperity of this country to Canada as a free gift; and all for 
what? Has the gentleman shown any reason which would justify, 
has he shown even a temptation which would prompt, any American 
statesman to such an actof extravagance, of folly, a of crime as this? 
What is the bribe? Canada does not seem to have appreciated our 
surrender at the value set upon it by the A genie from Illinois, be- 
cause, according to the gentleman himself, this treaty which the Re- 
publicans condemn as an absolute surrender of American rights to 
Canadian fishermen was viewed with such suspicion by the Canadians 
that it became necessary for Sir Charles Tupper to broach the subject 
of the conspiracy in order to secure its ratification by the Canadian 
Parliament. If we had surrendered everything to Canada, if, as the 
Republican Senate of the United States considered, this was such a 
surrender that the treaty itself should be rejected as a blot upon our 
fair fame and an injury to our international influence, is it possible 
that Canadians themselves were so purblind and short-sighted that it 
was necessary to re-enforce that surrender with the further gift of the 
American market and a further betrayal of American interests and 
American rights? Does the gentleman really contend that such a 
proposition as that will stand before the people of the United States ? 

Sir, this charge scarcely deserves refutation. To refute it or even to 
analyze it seems to dignify it. The administration of Grover Cleve- 
land, the motives which prompt his official acts, need no explanation to 
this country. The gentleman from Illinois, as a man of sense, knows 
that it needs no explanation to cause the people to believe them to be 
prompted by patriotism and inspired by loyalty. It will not do at 
this stage of this campaign to attempt to manufacture campaign thun- 
der of this character for the reason that the people know how to test 


itssincerity. [Derisive laughter and applause on the Republican side. 

I greet that applause with pleasure. I know to what it refers, aud 
adopt the declaration of the gentleman from Missouri [Mr. O’NEILL]. 
The message was a ‘' campaign document;’’ and it was a great one, 
because it appealed to the intelligence and patriotism of the American 
people, whom the President trusts and whom you gentlemen appear 
to distrust, whose intelligence he relies on and whose intelligence you 
think you can delude. [Applause on the Democratic side.] Do not 
be mistaken about the effect of these assaults. The sneer which you 
level at the President the country knows is but a thin disguise of the 
respect you feel for him. [Derisive laughter on the Republican side. ] 
Do not misapprehend for a moment the view of the electors of these 
United States. They know full well that if you say he has reached 
his present degree of success merely by luck, you will not insinuate 
it was compassed by dishonor. You may cavil at his qualifications for 
the Presidency; the Senators of your faith at the other end of this build- 
ing will tell you that never during his incumbency have they been able 
to invade his privileges or limit his prerogatives. [Applause on the 
Democratic side.] You may sneer and say heis not a great man; there 
is not one of you who will deny that he is an honest man. And he is 
a great man in the eyes of this country, not because he is the 

of qualities which lift him away beyond the mass of his fellows, but 
because he is a type of the common citizenship of this land; and his 
success, the success of his administration, proves that there is in this 
country, throughout the common ranks of allits citizens, ample talent, 
honesty, and integrity to carry on this Government, even if the race of 
so-called statesmen should have passed away. 

You have the uncrowned king, you have the shepherd of the peo- 
ple, you have I do not know what, and I do not know how to describe 
him. [Laughter.] He has had so many titles, the mind is confused 
and paralyzed when it contemplates his greatness; but, sir, before the 
mass of our people at the ballot-box he was vanquished by the modest 
and simple type of American citizenship represented by Grover Cleve- 
land. [Renewed applause on the Democratic side.] Let me remind 
this House it will not do to say that the President, whose four years 
of administration show not one single act for which his supporters blush, 
is wanting in greatness. If to rise from the humblest station to the 
greatest dignity in the world; if he who has risen by force of virtue 
and not by the sacrifice of it, who has walked the whole pathway of 
life in the full sunlight of publicity, who after four years’ administra- 
tion of the highest office in the world finds himself renominated by 
the spontaneous voice of his party, who has never held a trust that 
those who confided it to him did not seek to extend the term of his 
service, who by the confidence and respect of his fellow-citizens wields 
to-day a power far greater than that with which the Constitution 
clothes him, who after four years in the administration of the greatest 
office in the world finds that the party leader whom he vanquished 
while he was yet untried now flies, I think prudently if ingloriously, 
from a renewal of the conflict [applause on the Democratic side of the 
House], who has no ambiguous acts to defend or unwise epistolary ex- 
pressions to explain [laughter and applause on the Democratic side]; 
if this man be not great, then greatness is not a quality which should 
be encouraged on democratic soil. [Applause on the Democratic side. ] 
Instead of the ephemeral, dazzling, and often dangerous qualities 
which, among the unthinking, go to make up greatness, give me his 
strength and the virtue, the robust dignity, and the sterling integrity 
of our President who is in the White House, of our candidate, who will 
be in it for four years more. [Applause on the Democratic side. ] 

Mr. BAYNE. I ask the Speaker to notify me within three minutes 
of the expiration of my time. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will be glad to do it. 

Mr. BAYNE.. Mr. Speaker, the message which the President sent 
to Congress a short time ago and the bill accompanying it, which we are 
now considering, have been treated by the country as campaign docu- 
ments. If anything were needed to emphasize that conclusion reached 
by the country it would be the speech of the distinguished gentleman 
from New York [Mr. CockraAN]. He has failed to treat—and he 
could have done so, as he is an able lawyer—he has failed to treat the 
real issue and has expended nearly all his time upon a eulogy of the 
President instead of discussing the pendingissue, Why he has done so 
may be easily inferred. 

Mr. Speaker, our Government is a Government of law, a written 
Constitution and written laws. The language of the Constitution and 
the laws, is ‘‘Thou shalt,” and ‘thou shalt not.’? Our Government 
is not only one of written laws, but, in addition, it is one of limited 
powers, and only the powers expressly conferred or arising by necessary 
implication can be exercised by any officer of the Government. There- 
fore it's that Congress has always heretofore been guarded and always 
will be in the future, I trust, in the granting of discretionary power 
to any officer of the Government. The grant of discretionary power 
is one which can be justified only on the principle of a controlling ne- 
cessity. 

To vest discretionary powers in an executive officer except in cases of 
overwhelming necessity is something which, in my opinion, should not 
be done if it can be accomplished in any other mode by ordinary leg- 
islation. Therefore, we should proceed with great deliberation and 
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with exceeding care in determining what discretionary powers should 
be vested in any depariment of the Government or any official, I care 
not who he may be. The President has the power to negotiate treaties 
by and with the advice and consent of two-thirds of the Senators pres- 
ent. The Senate is as necessary to the negotiation of the treaty as the 
President. In England the Crown alone has the power to negotiate 
treaties without reference to Parliament, but in our country it was 
thought best that two-thirds of a quorum of the Senate should concur 
with the President in the ratification of treaties. 

Now, sir, I claim that under our Government it requires the same 
power to revoke a treaty that it does to make a treaty. We have 
heard much during the argument here in reference to the cancellation 
of treaties for infraction and the repeal of treaties by acts of Congress. 
There is no. doubt in my opinion of the power of Congress to cancel a 
treaty or any article of a treaty with a foreign nation if there be in- 
fraction; but Congress is the judge of the infraction, The orderly and 
proper method would seem to be for the President to lay before Congress 
the evidence and factsrelating to the infraction, and thereupon Congress 
would judge of their sufficiency and act accordingly. Now, what is 
the situation we are ing with? 

Congress passed a law in 1883 requiring the President to give notice 
of the termination of certain articles of the treaty of 1871, naming the 
articles in the body of that law; and we find that the President of the 
United States issued a tion calling the attention of the world 
to the fact, and the other treaty-making power itself, that these partic- 
ulararticles of the treaty should terminate in two years. Article XXIX 
was not mentioned either in the law or in the proclamation of the Presi- 
dent, and Congress has not at any time taken any step looking to the 
abrogation of Article XXIX. If my proposition be a true one that it 
requires an act of Congress for the revocation or repeal of a treaty, then 
it must follow, as the night the day, that Article XXIX of the treaty 
of 1871 must still be a subsisting obligation as between the United 
States and Great Britain. And we are not wanting in judicial authority 
in support of that view, for I have here in my hands a decision in the 
case of Tayloret al. vs. Morton, reportedin 2 Curtis’s Reports, page 459, 
in which case the court in pronouncing its opinion uses this language: 

To refuse to execute a treaty for reasons which approve themselves to the con- 
scientious Phosgene of the nation isa matter of the utmost gravity and deli- 
; but power to do so is prerogative, of which no nation can be deprived 
without ly g its independence. That the people of the United 
States have deprived their Government of this power in any case I do not be- 
lieve. That it must reside somewhere and be applicable to all cases I am con- 
vinced. I feel no doubt that it belongsto Congress. That inasmuch as treaties 
must continue to Seager part cabs pase priate are Bhi pare? by the 
cree ~: r f larsa Soop ANAAO, fi g ERARE ODIA DAI inves 
somewhere, and nobody other than Congress can it, then 
wer is wad rien to such laws whenever they relate to subjects 
with these yop ea fore se Srana cn Rr vatelun ine achnd Say Te 
declaring the treaties with France no longer obligatory on the United States. 

Thus, Mr. Speaker, doth it appear that Congress must intervene to 
repeal or terminate a treaty, and although there may be an infraction 
of the treaty, the proper authority to judge of that infraction and to 
declare the abrogation of the treaty is the Congress of the United States. 
Now, sir, what is the condition of Article XXIX in view of this plain 
proposition of law? Article XXIX isa subsisting obligation between 
the United States and the Government of Great Britain. Well, sir, if 
Article XXIX be asubsisting obligation between the two Governments, 
we have the vantage ground. The Canadian authorities have violated 
it, and why should not the President demand redress under the act of 
March 3, 1887? He himself declares in his message, apparently to get 
rid of his duty, that Article XXIX was abrogated, that it fell with the 
other articles, but the authority I have cited shows that it did not fall. 
It was logically necessary for the President to dispose of Article XXIX 
in some way, for if it were conceded by him to be still in force, the ex- 
ecution of the power conferred by the actof March 3, 1887, would have 
been a most manifest retaliation, and would have filled the measure of 
even the late message of the President. 

Now, with Article XXIX as a subsisting obligation, the power the 
President had under the act of March 3, 1887, was so broad as to in- 
clude everything he should do and more than he should do to bring 
Canada to terms. What were his powers under that act? First, to 
deny entrance to vessels belonging to the British dominions to our 
ports; second, to deny the entrance of fish or any product of said do- 
minions; third, to deny the entrance of any other goods coming from 
said dominions tothe United States. Every powernecessary was placed 
by that act in the hands of the President of the United States, and he 
could have exercised any one or allofthem. If it would have worked 
great injury to the Northwest, or to any other section of the country, 
to enforce the provisions of the act, it was not necessary to exert the 
full power conferred upon him. He could have issued a proclamation 
giving notice to the Government of Great Britain that unless certain 

were done in a certain time he would issue his proclamation, 
os out one, two, or three of the provisions of the act. He need 
not have taken a step that would have imperiled the interests of this 
country one particle to bring about the result which was desired, which 
was to Canada to terms. But he did not choose to exercise that 
authority; he chose rather to send to Congress what I must regard as- 


a buncombe political campaign message, with a view to retrieving his 
lost fortunes with the Irish-American citizens whom he had alienated 
by his yacillating course in his dealings with Great Britain. 

Now, sir, 1 say that Article XXIX in every respect has been treated 
all along by the British Government as being in force. It has been 
treated all along by our own Government as being in force. The Sec- 
retary of the Treasury, on July 13, 1887, said it was in force. Canada 
has acted upon it all along asif it were in force. I think there have 
been such infractions of it as to fully justify its cancellation, for out- 
rages and indignities without number have been heaped upon our 
citizens by the Canadian authorities, but the President seems to have 
formed no adequate conception of these wrongs, for he comes to Con- 
gress and asks for authority to deal with a different subject. 

And what does he now seem to want? Why, authority to deal with 
transportation in bond through the United States. And why does he 
want this? That he may throw the traffic of Canada, consisting per- 
haps of $50,000,000, to the Canadian railways, and take that traflic away 
from the New England railways; and that is the secret of this affair. 
A member of the kitchen cabinet of the Administration and a director 
of the Canadian Pacific Railway—a man whose fortunes would be en- 
hanced, though large now, by having that traffic driven from the New 
England railways and given to the Canadian—makes a four-hour speech 
in advocacy of this measure. 

To benefit the Canadian railways is the scheme. That is the prin- 
cipal object of this bill. This scheme is intended as the visitation of 
a judgment of the President upon the New England States for their 
glorious Republican majorities. [Applause] That is the animus of 
this bill. Why, sir,when did the President arrive at the conclusion that 
we were treated badly by the Welland Canal, or by the St. Lawrence 
canals, or by the other Canadian canal companies? What did he state 
when he submitted his first message to Congress? The President said 
ri! submitting the treaty to Congress which the Senate has re- 
jected: 

As the documents and papers referred to will supply full information of the 

sitions taken under my administration by the representatives of the United 
Great ritain, it is not considered n or rinaja Sidak yh sige this 
message. But I believe the treaty will be found to contain a just, honorable, 
and therefore satisfactory solution of the difficulties which have clouded our 
relations with our neighbors on our northern border. 

Why, Mr. Speaker, he says that if that treaty had been ratified by 
the Senate all our difficulties would have been settled. Our relations 
with Canada would be of the best possible character, The President, 
in the exuberance of the delight which the ratification of the treaty 
would have afforded him, goes on to predict the marvelous ity 
that would result to both nations in the event of peaceful relations 
being effectually secured by that treaty. Not one word at the time 
the message was sent in to the Senate of the United States about any 
other difficulties with Canada than those arising ont of the fisheries. 
More than that, the Senate of the United States, sir, understanding 
that there were wrongs done by the canal companies, otherwise the 
Canadian Government, to our people, passed a resolution asking the 
Secretary of the Treasury to furnish information as to such wrongs. 
That resolution was passed by the Senate on the 30th day of January, ° 
1888, and was replied to by the Treasury Department on the 7th of 
heaped 1888. And what did the Secretary of the Treasury say in 
his reply: 

In reoi to the first inquiry, I have to state that no communication has been 
had with the Dominion of Canada, nor have any agreements been arrived at 
ong as Ra opaoa of goods since the abrogation of the articles of the 

No communication had, no inquiry made. The President quiet, the 
Secretary of the Treasury quiet. Not one word about these wrongs 
that have been committed upon our peoplé up to the 7th day of Feb- 
rnary, 1888, not a word about it until this message came here a few 
days ago. 

Did he find it necessary to do something to make some show of 
patriotism and indignation regarding these wrongs? He and his Bec- 
retary of State had belittled the fishery wrongs. It would seem that 
something had to be done, so the message comes. Now what inference 
are we to draw from this state of facts? John Stewart Mills says, 
“The great business of life is to draw inferences.” Words are cheap 
things. Grandiloquent messages are cheap things, easily gotten up, 
but acts speak louder than words. What inference must we draw? 
We can not help but infer that the President instead of executing the 
provisions of the act of March 3, 1887, desired to shift the controversy 
into a new field for campaign p . And this very bill now under 
consideration is itself a violation of Article XXIX, or it proposes the 
repeal of that article by indirection. Thus the Administration is 
bringing the country into a new complication and into an untenable 
position under international law. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, I can not believe that anybody, Republican or 
Democrat, who will do that sort of thing is sincere and honest in his 
transactions. I can not think it is honest to do such a thing, for I am 
constrained thereby to believe thatthe President had no other purpose 
in sending this measure to Congress than to promote his chances of re- 
election and escape the great tariff issue that was before the country. 
But, Mr. Speaker, how are onr friends on the other side placed in ref- 
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erence to this measure, the message, and this bill? They are going to 
vote as a unit forthis bill, I believe. They want this bill enacted into 
a Jaw, and what do they propose to do when it becomes a law? They 
propose to clothe the President with power to exclude all commercial 
relations with Canada and to prevent transportation in bond across the 
United States one way or the other of goods, wares, and merchandise. 

3ut, sir, when a short time ago the Mills bill was under considera- 
tion in this House, whatdid our friends on the other side of the Cham- 
ber do? Did they then p: to exclude Canadian goods from our 
markets? Did they then think it would be well to have no farther 
intercourse with Canada? Was not the subject of the wrongs of the 
Welland Canal and the other canals then-a live subject known to the 
President, and could he not have informed his friends about it? Oh, 
no; neither the President or his friends thought of that. On the con- 
trary, they were most solicitous for commerce with Canada, for they 
prepared and the Mills bill. Andwhat did that do? Look at 
this list, which I have taken from the speech of the gentleman from 
Indiana [Mr. OWEN]. 


Canadian rate. 


Articles. 


United States rate, 


.| 15 cents per bushel..| 19 per cent......... 
.| 10 cents per bushel..| 10 to 20 per 
«| 30 cents per bushel..| 10 percent.. 
in-| 20 percent... 10 percent.. 


1 cent per pound...) 1lcent per pound... Free. 
| loent per pound...) 1 cent per pound...) Free. 
20 percent........... se 25 per cent......0.. isss.. | Free. 


We are to pay Canada duties, but Canada pays us no duties. That 
is Democratic reciprocity for you. That is Democratic retaliation, 
when it comes to downright acts. Among the articles proposed to be 
made free by the Mills bill is lumber. What about lumber? The 
Canadian Government owns the lumber of Canada, and therefore it 
was for the benefit of the Government of Canada that the Mills bill 
proposed to let lumber come in free. The benefit was to be conferred 
not upon the people of Canada, but upon the Canadian Government, 
That bill proposed also to make brick free, and plums and currants 
and other fruits, and vegetables. Now, sir, how do these two 
sitions comport, the request of the President now that he may have 
power given him to declare substantial non-intercourse with Canada, 
and his wish, expressed some time ago in his message and subsequently 
formulated into the Mills bill, that Canadian products shall be allowed 
to come within our borders free, although the Canadian Government 
charges us a duty when we send our like products into Canada? 

What ‘sort of consistency is that on the part of the President, or on 
the’part of Democratic Representatives in Congress? It strikes me that 
that inconsistency is so bold, so flagrant, that he who runs may read 
insincerity and bad faith init. No use talking, this message of the 
President is nothing more than an effort on his part to create a diver- 
sion from the tariff issue in favor of some new issue, which this Ad- 
ministration sadly needs at this time, but which will not, despite the 
words of the gentleman from New York, rescue it from the defeat and 
oblivion that await it on the ides of November. [Applause on the Re- 
publican side. ] 

But, Mr. Speaker, what more? While this very Mills bill was being 
framed, our Secretary of State, Mr. Bayard, as reported by Sir Charles 
Tupper, made a statement which I send to the Clerk’s desk to be read. 

The Clerk read as follows: ; 

Mr. Bayard told us, the American no Beige told us, that there was 
but one way of obtaining what we wished. “ You want greater freedom of com- 
intercourse; you want relaxation in our tariff arrangements,” etc. 

Oin Ada Me PEJATA -T gle hia dolig baniecige= 

“You will find that the poy of this Soreni the policy of the Presi- 
dent, and of the House of Re tatives, the policy of the Democratic 
party of the United States, l at once take an onward march in the direction 
you propose, and accompli h steadily that which you would desire. It is the 
only way it can ever be attained.” 

I obtained that statement, made by Sir Charles Tupper, of his conver- 
sation with Mr. Ba; from the able and exhaustive speech of my 
friend from Illinois [Mr. Hrrr]. 
| There it is, Mr. Speaker. Our Secretary of State, while this fearful 
jindignation is resting in the mind of the President, gives assurance to 
Sir Charles Tupper that Canada must look for free trade to the great 
[Democratic party, and makes that pledge. But, Mr. Speaker, I under- 
stand that assurances have been given even beyond that. I ask the 
Clerk now to read what has appeared in the public prints,what I have 
sian eget a Philadelphia piap Habe it waspubli upon the 
authority o on L. e Washington correspondent of the 
Press, over his own signature. 


The Clerk read as follows: 


Simultaneously with the transmission of the President's recent retaliation 
message to Con a private communication was transmitted by the Govern- 
ment of the United States to the British Government at London,assuring it that 
it need have no anxiety as to any official action that would be taken under the 
authority that the President hadasked of Congress if itshould be granted. As- 
surance was given that the United States would furnish no casus belli in con- 
nection with these matters. 

Mr. BAYNE. Mr. Speaker, this is a statement which has been pub- 
lished in the press without denial, that assurances have been given by 
this Government to the British Government that if this bill shall become 
a law no casus belli will be given by us, but that the President will ex- 
ecute the law in the same amiable and friendly spirit in which he nego- 
tiated the treaty. [Laughter and applause on the Republican side.] 
This makes it still more manifest than it was before that the message is 
mere buncombe, that it does not mean anything except to get authority 
to make some sort of a hurrah before the election in order, as I said be- 
fore, to revive the failing political fortunes of the President. Assurances 
given by Secretary Bayard to Sir Charles Tupper that the Democratic 
party would give Canada free trade, and assurances gee by the Admin- 
istration to the Government of Great Britain that if this bill now pend- 
ing shall become a law no casus belli will be given, that nothing will 
be done under it that would havea tendency to change the kindly and 
affectionate regard which this Administration seems to feel for Great 
Britain. Why, sir, with abundant power already in his hands and 
with these assurances giyen to Great Britain, is it not absurd for the 
President of the United States to ask for additional powers which he 
does not intend to execute ? 

Mr. Speaker, the President has pursued with reference to these trans- 
actions a course that has not tomy mind been dignified or proper. He 
has not in my opinion met fairly and squarely the issue that has been 
presented to him by the Government of Great Britain. Hehasshown 
a want of familiarity with the national policyof ourGovernment. He 
negotiated a treaty which proposed to surrender the most valuable of 
our rights, and based that surrender upon the fact that such a surren- 
der had been made by the treaty of 1818. Thatis his only justification. 
He knew that our rights and the rights of our fishermen needed an ex- 
tension beyond the limits placed upon them by the treaty of 1818, and 
all the correspondence of Secretary Bayard with the British Government 
pointed to the fact that he regarded an extension of those rights as nec- 
essary to the protection of American fishermen. How different, how 
very different, have been the utterances of the candidate of the Repub- 
lican party for the Presidency in the various speeches which he has 
made, in which he has declared that the rights of the American people 
should be defended at homeand abroad and that American labor should 
be protected by a high tariff instead of repealing existing duties and ad- 
mitting into our country free of duty the products of a nation whichis 
wronging our people. 

Mr. Speaker, in view of the course of this debate, in view of the facts 
which have been developed, I am constrained to believe that this bill 
should not become a law; and I propose to vote againstit. I think the 
President has now abundant power, if he chose to exercise it. Ithink 
this message requesting additional power is a makeshift for 
purposes; and I for one do not propose to place in the hands of the 
President an extension of power for any such purpose. [Applause on 
the Republican side.] I do not propose to place in the hands of the 
President the power to injure the Eastern railway system of this coun- 
try and to deprive the employés of that system of their occupation. I 
do not propose to place in the hands of the Executive this power be- 
cause I think his course throughout has been one of dissimulation and 
double-dealing toward and the country. 

I do not believe that this ‘‘ campaign document’’ will work out the 
results that it was intended to accomplish. I believe that this whole 
scheme has fallen flat, and that the common sense of the American 
people will suggest that the President being already clothed with am- 
ple power, should first execute the power he has and see what will be 
the effect before we give him the additional power which he asks for. 

Therefore I shall vote against this measure. I believe that it issim- 
ply a game of ‘' bluff,’’ resorted to in the heat and excitement of a po- 

itical campaign; for it is simply intended by the President as a decla- 
ration to the Senate that he will go ‘‘ one better. Y 

Mr. DALZELL. ‘Ten thousand dollars better. 

Mr. BAYNE. Ten thousand dollars better, as my colleague sug- 
gests. Ido not intend to aid in enacting into a solemn act of Con- 
gress any such bill as this affecting our dealings with foreign nations. 

What did we do here the otherday? We hurried through a Chinese 
bill—put it through under the whip and spur of the Cabinet minister 
who is not in the Cabinet. [Laughter.] It was taken over to the 
Senate andspassed there; and then word came that China had not re- 
jected the treaty which had been under consideration by that nation; 
and now the Democratic party in the Senate and in the Houseare both 
in a “‘stew ” with reference to that subject. This suggests the pro- 
priety of just deliberation. 

I have said how different are the principles and attitude of General 
Harrison from those of the President in reference to the protection of 
the rights of our citizens, both at home and abroad. 

Now, let me show how differently General Harrison and the Presi- 
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dent regard the policy of protecting American industries. The whole 
country knows what the President advocated in his message to Con- 
s at the opening of the present session. He proposed a policy tend- 
ing rapidly to free trade, and the Mills bill, as I have said, is the ex- 
ponent and exemplification of that policy. 
Now, by way of contrast and for purposes of comparison, I shall re- 
roduce from a speech of General Harrison, delivered at Fort Wayne, 
Tnd., a few days ago, what he thinks should be the policy of our Gov- 
ernment. This is what General Harrison said: 
GENERAL HARRISON'S ADDRESS. 


My friends, I desire to thank you for this cordial demonstration. I thank 
you, not so much for myself as forthe party to which mostof us haye given the 
eonsentofourminds. lam glad to know thatthe give) gate moved toa thought- 
ful consideration of those questions which are this year presented for their de- 
termination. Under a popular Government like ours it is of the utmost im- 
portance that every man who votes should have some reason for his vote; that 
every man who attaches himself to this or that political party should intelli- 
gent y understand both the ideas and tak aircon of the party to which he belongs. 

think it is universally conceded by Democrats as well as by Republicans, that 
the questions involved in thiscampaign do have a very direct bearing upon the 
national prosperity and upon the goer f and welfare of the individual citi- 
zen. I think itis conceded that the result of this election will affect beneficently 
orinjuriously our great manufacturing interests, and will affect, for weal or for 
woe, the workingmen and the working-women who fill these busy hives of in- 
dustry, [Applause.] 

I want to call pz attention to a few general facts and principles; and the 
first one, the one I never tireof mentioning, the one I deem so important that 
I do not shunthe gnaga that I am repeating et eres is that the condition of the 
wage-worker of America is better than that of the wage-worker of any other 
country inthe world. [Applause.] Now, if thatbe true, itis important that you 
should each find out why it isso; that each one of you should determine for 
himself what effect a protective tariff has had and is likely to have upon his 
Wages and prosperity. Does it need to be demonstrated that if we reduce our 
tariff to a revenue level, if we abolish from it every consideration of protection, 
more goods will come in from abroad t. come in now, and what is the neces- 
sary effect? It is the transfer to foreign shops work that you need here; it isto 
diminish American prodan and increase English production. It is not 
worth while to stand upon nice definitions as to free trade. Some think it 
enough to say that they are not free-traders because they are not in favor of 
abolishing all customs duties. Letme remind such that the free-trade countries 
of Europe have not abolished all customs duties, 

A better distinction is this: The free-trader believes in levying customs duties 
without any regard to the effect of those duties upon the wages of our working 

ple or upon the pacon of our own shops, This,then,is the issue. Take 
t to your homes. here are many confusing and contradictory statements 
madein the publio press and by public speakers. Ask any of those who assail 
our protective system whether they do not believe that iftheir policy is adopted 
a larger amount of foreign-made will come into this country. It is their 
purpose to increase importation in order to cheapen prices. I think I ma; 
safely ask you to consider the question whether this cheapening of prices, whic’ 
they seem to regard as the highest attainment of statesmanship, 1s consistent 
with the rate of wages that our working people enjoy now—whether it will not 
involve, ifwe are to have foreign competition without favoring duties, a reduc- 
tion of American wages tothe standard of the wagas paid abroad. [Applause.] 

Do you believe for one moment that two factories making the same product 
can be maintained in competition where one pays 33 per cent. more to its 
workingmen than the other? Is it not certain that wages must be equalized in 
those competing establishments or the one paying the higher wages mustshut 
down? ere in this city, so important and so prosperous, we have a fine illus- 
tration of the accruing advantages of a large factory and shop population. It 
has made your city prosperous as well as populous, and it has made these out- 
lying Allen County farms vastly more valuable than they otherwise would 
have been, These interests harmonize. ButI only ask you tothink upon these 

uestions. Settle them in your own minds, for it is agreed by all that as they 
shall be settled one way or the other, your interests and those of your families 
and of this community, and of every other like community in this country, are 
to be affected favorably or unfavorably. x 

May I not ap to you to review these questions, to throw off the shackles 
of meeived notions and of part pesinee and consider them in the light 
of all the information that is accessible to you? If you shall do that I do not 
doubt that the working people of this country will this November forever set- 
tlethe question that American customs duties shall by intention, by forethought, 
have regard to the wages of our working people. [Applause.] 

I desire now, Mr. Speaker, to pay my respects to the gentleman from 
Michigan [Mr. CHIPMAN]. That gentleman, when I endeavored po- 
litely to ask him a question, took occasion to reply rudely, and I wish 
to make an observation or two respecting him. Iask the Clerk to read 
a single sentence from the gentleman’s speech. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

The nearer a man approaches a diplomat in form, the nearer he is to a fool; 
and the nearer he approaches one in substance, the nearer he is to a knave. 

Mr. BAYNE. Mr. Speaker, it is to be presumed that a gentleman 
who thus gives a general judgment of the diplomats all over the world 
has some knowledge of them. Isend to the Clerk’s desk to be read 
the autobiography of the gentleman from Michigan as given in the Con- 
gressional Directory. 

Mr. BLAND. Ido not see the gentleman from Michigan now in 
the Hall. 

Mr. BAYNE. Well, he ought to be here. I deferred my remarks 
the other day because he was not here. 

Mr. GEAR. He has not leave of absence. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

J. Locas Currmay, of Detroit, was born in Detroit, Mich., June 5, 1830; was 
educated in the schools of that city and at the University of Michigan; in 1846 
was engaged in the Lake Superior region as an explorer for the Montreal Min- 
ing Company ; in 1854 was admitted to the bar, and in that year aided in the 
payment of the Chippewas of Lake Superior, and participated in making the 
treaty of Detroit with the Ottawas and Chippewas of Michigan; in 1853 was as- 
sistant clerk of the State House of Representatives of Michigan; in 1856 was 
elected city attorney of Detroit, and held ‘that position till 1861; in 1863 was 
elected to the Michigan Legislature; in 1865 was appointed attorney of the police 
board of Detroit; in 1866 ran for Congress on the Democratic ticket, but was de- 
feated; retained the office of re o£ police tili May 1, 1879, when he was 
elected judge ofthe superior court of Detroit, to which position he was re-elected 
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at the end of six years, and was elected to the Fiftieth Con 
receiving 17,367 votes, against 15,801 votes for Robinson, 
votes for Frisbie, Prohibitionist. 

Mr. BAYNE. It will be observed, Mr. Speaker, that the gentleman 
from Michigan was himself a diplomat. 

[Here the hammer fell. ] 

Mr. HITT. Iask unanimous consent that the same courtesy be ex- 
tended to the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. BAYNE] that was 
exten Hi to his predecessor in this debate—at least to the extent of five 
minu 

Mr. McCREARY. Ido not understand the gentleman. 

Mr. HITT. I ask that the vote be postponed for five minutes in 
order that the gentleman from Pennsylvania may have that much ad- 
ditional time. 

Mr. McCREARY. There are one or two gentlemen on this side who 
desire a short time, and I suggest that by unanimous consent the time 
for closing debate be extended until halt past 4 o'clock. 

Mr, HITT. Is the additional time to be divided ? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. TheChair would presumeso. Isthere 
objection to the request of the gentleman from Kentucky? The Chair 
hears none, and it is so ordered. 

Mr. HITT. I yield to the gentleman from Pennsylvania so much of 
the extended time as he desires. 

Mr. BAYNE. It will be observed that the gentleman from Michi- 
gan was himselfa diplomat. He was one of the commissioners who 
negotiated the treaty with the Ottawas and Chippewas of Michigan. 
The gentleman was thus enabled, no doubt, to form a conclusion re- 
specting diplomats from a subjective standpoint by an introspection 
into his own moral and mental operations while negotiating that treaty. 
He should therefore be quite able to determine to which of the two 
classes he belongs. 

It may be, however, he had not fully determined that all diplomats 
belong to those two classes until he came to Washington and examined 
the recent treaty negotiated by the President of the United States. It 
is perfectly evident a critical examination of that treaty would have 
enabled him to conclude that diplomats were either knaves or fools.: 
It is perfectly certain that in the negotiation of that treaty somebody 
was badly fooled, and if I understand the stipulations of that treaty it 
was the United States. Therefore the gentleman has had an opportu- 
nity of forming a conclusion respecting diplomats from an objective 
point of view as well as from a subjective. 

A conclusion thus based on the inner consciousness as well as the 
external facts which he as a jurist examined, for it will be noted he 
was a judge, ought to be safe and sound. But unfortunately that con- 
clusion relegates the gentleman himself to one of these classes, and to 
which class he choose to consign himself he may, for I will not quar- 
rel with him. ([Laughter.] 

Mr. Speaker, I thought the gentlemen composing the Committee on 
Foreign Affairs, and their able associates on the floor of the House, as 
legislators would be quite equal to the discussion of this bill; but it 
seems they were not. It seems a telegram was sent to the most distin- 
guished criminal lawyer in the State of New York to come on, and he 
came in hot haste ; and I close with the remark, Mr. Speaker, that the 
President’s case must indeed be bad, his crime against the country 
must indeed be great, when there was necessity for this able criminal 
lawyer from the city of New York io come here and defend him. 
[Laughter and applause on the Republican side. ] 

Well may I say the President needs defense. The distinguished 
gentleman from Maine [Mr. DINGLEY] has given what he called 
“specimen cases,” out of more than one hundred that occurred during 
the fishing season of 1886, of outrages committed by the Canadian au- 
thorities upon our fishermen. Here are the specimens: 

James A. Garfield.—Gloucester, Mass. Threatened, about June 1, 1886, with 
seizure for having ased bait in a Canadian harbor. 

Martha W. Bradley.—Gloucester, Mass.; J. F. Ventier, master. Warned off 
at Canso, Nova Scotia, between June 1 and 8, 1886. 

Eliza Boynton.—Gloucester, Mass.; George E. Martin, master. Warned off 
at Canso, Nova Scotia, between June 1 and 9, 1886. Then afterwards detained 
in manner not repo: and released October 25, 1886, 

Thomas F. Bayard.—Gloucester, Mass. ; James McDonald,master, Warnedoff 
at Bonne Bay, Newfoundland, June 12, 1886, and refused privilege of buying bait. 

James G. Craig.—Portland, Me.; Webber, master. w re vilege of 
landing for necessaries at Brooklyn, Nova Scotia, June 15 or 16, 1836. 

Novelty.—Portland, Me.; H. A. Joyce, master. Warned off at Pictou, Nova 
Scotia, June 29, 1886, where vessel had entered for coal and water; also refused 
entrance at Amherst, Nova Scotia, July 24. 


N.J. Miller.—Booth Bay, Me.; Dickson, master. Detained at Hopewell Cape. 
on Brunswick, for alleged violation of customs laws, on July 24, 1886, Fined 


Rattler.—Gloucester, Mass.; A. F. Cunningham, master. Warned offat Canso, 
Nova Scotia, June, 1886. Detained in port of Shelburne, Nova Scotia, where 
vessel entered seeking shelter August $, 1836. Kept under guard all night and 
released on the 4th, ; 

Caroline Vought.—Booth Bay, Me.; Charles S. Reed, master. Warned off at 
Raspebiac, New Brunswick, and refused water, August 4, 1886. 

Alice M. Jordan.—Refused permission to buy bait, June 5, 1886. 

Mascot.—Gloucester; refused permission to buy bait, June 10, 1886. 

Julia Ellen.—Booth Bay, Me.; Burnes, master. ed at Liverpool, Nova 
Scotia, A 9, 1886, and subjected to rude surveillance. 

Mollie A: —Gloucester, Mass.; Solomon Jacobs, master. Warned off into 
storm Straits of Canso, Nova Scotia, August 31, 1886. 

Jennie Seaverns.—Gloucester, Mass.; Joseph Tupper, master. Refused priv- 
pe as om and vessel placed underguard at Liverpool, Nova Scotia, oto- 
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Cynosure (sclhooner).—Booth Bay, Me.; L. Rush, master. Was obliged tore- 
turn home betote securing a full cargo, not being permitted to purchase provis- 
iontin NovaScotia. (From statements from 8. Nickerson & Sons, owners, Booth 


y, Me, 

Lottie h Hopkins (schooner).— Vinal Haven, Me. ; Emery J. Hopkins, master. 
Refused permission to buy any article of food in Canadian ports. Obtained 
shelter in harbors only by entering atcustom-house, (From statementof Emery 


J. Hopkins, owner and master, North Haven, Me.) 

Cora Louisa (schooner).—Booth Bay, Me. ; Obed Harris, . Could no 
provisions in Canadian ports and had to return home before full of 
fish. (From statements of S. Nickerson & Sons, owners, Booth Bay, Me.) »@ 


Eben Dale (schooner).—North Haven, Me.; R. G. Babbidge, master. Not per- 
mitted to buy bait, ice, or to trade in any way. Driven out of harbors, and un- 
reasonable restrictions whenever near the land, (From statements of R. G. 
Babbidge, owner and master, Pulpit Harbor, ae 

Charies Haskell (schooner).— orth Haven, Me.; Daniel Thurston, master. 
Obliged to leave Gulf of St. Lawrence at considerable loss, not being allowed to 
buy provisions, (From statements of C.S. rage rae owner, North Haven, Me.) 

Willie Parkman (schooner).—North Haven, Me,; William H. Banks, master. 
Unable to get supplies while in Gulf of St. Lawrence, which necessitated return- 
ing home at great , With a broken voyage. (From statements of William 
H. Banks, owner and master, North Haven, Me.) 

Neliie M. Snow (schooner).—Wellfieet, Mass.: A. E. Snow, master. Was not 
allowed to purchase prove: ons in any Canadian ports, or to refit or land and 
ship fish, consequently obliged to Jeave for home with broken trip. 

Gertrude Summers (schooner).—Wellfieet, Mass.; N.S.Snow,master. Refused 
privil of purchasing provisions, which resulted in injury to voyage. 

Charles R. Washington (schooner).—Welificet, Mass.; Jesse S. Snow, master. 
Master was informed by collectorat Ship Harbor, Cape Breton, that if he bought 
provisions, even if actually necessary, he would be subject to a fine of $400 for 
each offense. Refused permission by the collector at Souris, Prince Edward 
Island, to buy provisions, and was compelled to return home September 10, be- 
fore the close of the fishing season. 

John M. Ball (schooner).—Provincetown, Mass.; N. W. Freeman, master. 
Driven out of Gulf of St. Lawrence to avoid fine of $400 for landing two men 
in the port of Malpeque, Prince Edward Island. Was denied all supplies, ex- 
sat wood and water, in same port. 

phyr (schooner).—Eastport, Me.; Warren Pulk, master. C’eared from 
Eanes, May 31, 1886, under register for West Isles, New Brunswick, to buy 
herring. Collector refused to enter vessel, telling captain thatif he bought fish, 
which were plenty at the time, the vessel would be seized, Returned to East- 

, losing about a week, e loss to owner an 
port, losing about a week, which resulted in considerable loss to d 
crew. (From statements of Guilford Mitchell, owner, Eastport, Me.) 

Abdon Keene (schooner).—Bremen, Me.; Will C. Keene, master. Was not 
allowed to ship or land crew at Nova Scotia ports, and owner had to pay for their 
transportation to Maine, (From statements of William C. Keene, owner and 
master, Bremen, Me.) 

John Nye (schooner).—Swan’s Island, Me.; W.L. Joyce, master. After pay- 
ing entry fees and harbor dues was not allowed to buy provisions at Malpeque, 
ren Edward Island, and had to return home for same, making a broken 

rip. 

Asa H., Pervere (schooner),—Welifileet, Mass.; A. B. Gore, master. Entered 
arbor for shelter; ordered out after twenty-four hours. Denied right to pur- 

ase 

Nathan Cleaves (schooner),—Wefliflect, Mass.; P. E. Hickman, master. 
short of provisions, and, not bein 


Ra 
rmitted to buy, left for home with a SKS 
voyage. Customs officer at Port Mulgrave, Nova Scotia, would allow purchase 
of provisions for homeward e, but not to continue fishing. 

Frank G, Rich (schooner).—Wellfieet, Mass.; Charles A. Gorham, master. Not 
permitted to buy provisions or to lie in Canadian ports over twenty-four hours. 

Emma 0. Curtis (schooner).—Provincetown, Mass.; Elisha Rich, master, Not 
allowed to purchase provisions, and therefore obliged to return home. 

Pleiades (schooner).—Welifieet, Mass.; F. W. Snow, master. Driven from 
harbor within twenty-four hours after entering. Not allowed to ship or dis- 
charge men under penalty of $100. 

Charles F. Atwood (schooner).—Wellfleet, Mass.; Michael Burrows, master. 
Captain was not permitted to refit vessel or to buy supplies, and when out of 
food had to return home. Found Canadians disposed to harass him and put 
him to many inconveniences. Not allowed toland seine on Canadian shore for 
purpose of repairing same. 

May I not fairly say that the protection of the rights of American 
citizens, both at home and abroad, and the protection of American in- 
dustries go hand in hand, and that he who will not maintain the one 
will not maintain the other? [Applause.] 

Mr. McCREARY. Iwill yield now to the gentleman from New 
Jersey [Mr. McApoo]. 

Mr. McADOO, Mr. Speaker, I indorse with heartiness every word 
said this pating by the eloquent gentleman from New York [Mr. 
COCKRAN]. And I thank publicly that simple, dignified, honest, and 
splendid American citizen, Grover Cleveland, for his magnificent mes- 
sage. [Applause on the Democratic side. ] 

Mr. Speaker, this question transcends that of a mere political one. 
It is no longer a question of fish dutiable or undutiable. It is not a 
question of transportation of grain. It is not a railroad or a personal 
question. It is not a question for peddlers or speculators, but for pa- 
tnots. It is nota local or sectional question. It is a question which 
eoncerns the honor and dignity and the rights of the whole American 

ple. We have been over-kind and generous to our northern neigh- 
ors, and they have repaid our kindness by an open, brutal, bullying, 
and unjustifiable breach of a solemn treaty entered into between our 
country and Great Britain. The Tory mobs and cowardly bigots of 
Toronto and other places in Canada have mistaken our generosity for 
fear of British bluster and assumed power. 
along line of straggling provinces, peopled by unassimilated 
and antagonistic races, is ruled by railroads managed by British Tories. 
Sir John Macdonald, in the plain face of the treaty provisions and the 
whole history of the case, to placate the bigoted, intolerant Orange 
faction of the center and please the financially distressed fishing and 
maritime provinces of the coast and build up, at our expense, the Ca- 
nadian Pacific Railway on the Pacific coast, in a characteristic British 
Tory way, jnaugurated a policy of Canadian aggression against our fish- 
ing and carrying trade. It became fashionable in Canada among the 
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Tory faction to deride and sneer at Americans, and robbing us of our 
rights was looked upon as a sort of “‘ spoiling the Egyptians.” 

The Canadian pirate fishing cruisers seemed to think that pulling pin- 
feathers out of the American eagle was an amusement fraught with no 
serious consequences, We are peaceable people. The early Jefferso- 
nian statesmen who molded and formed our institutions wanted toavoid 
foreign entanglements and questions. The American question of root- 
ing our people on the land in happy, prosperous times, and of fairly dis- 
tributing the resultof productive industry among well-fed, well-clothed, 
happy, intelligent, and contented freemen, was to them the main ques- 
tion. The foolish foppery of bespangled diplomacy, smothered in or- 
nate but meaningless rhetoric, had no charms for them, and we their 
descendants have little use for the absurd pomp and narrow chicanery 
of a system that may have befitted the days when mankind were di- 
vided into seigneurs and serfs, and nations communicated by stage- 
coaches and lumbering craft moved by fitful winds. 

European nations, mistaking our disuse to a great extent of this 
system, have ignorantly concluded, seemingly, that we would be easy 
victims to foreign arrogance and infringement of our rights. 

This to them is afatal mistake. The United States are so powerful, 
unassailable, and so conscious of their strength that they are tolerant 
of petty annoyances to a degree. 

But let Canada and England take warning that the first step beyond 
the dead-line ot what is right and just, and our people will rise as one 
man, irresistible in their strength and fury, and crush the intruder. 

I regret my time is short, and therefore I shall be obliged to notice 
only one or two features of the question. I had hoped to lave had 
time to review the merits of this bill. I was pained to see during this 
debate gentlemen on the other side of the House address themselves 
to a portion of American citizens, asif they were influenced by reasons 
which are not applicable to the great mass of the people of the United 
States. > 

Mr. Speaker, that portion of our fellow-citizens who were born in 
Ireland, as well as that portion who are descended from those who were 
born in Ireland, view American questions through distinctively Amer- 
ican eyes to be reviewed in minds dominated solely by American ideas; 
and their only concern in public action, as citizens of the great Repub- 
lic, is as to how they can best conserve her prosperity, rights, and dig- 
nity. Like other American citizens they differ in their views of public 
questions and are to be found in all leading political parties. They are 
intensely America and of America. They are not aliens; they are chil- 
dren of ourcommoncountry. It is, therefore, a direct imputation, not 
only upon the intelligence, but upon the patriotism of these people in 
thus selecting them asa special audience when gentlemen on the other 
side of this Chamber instead of addressing to them the ordinary argu- - 
ments affecting the reason and conscience of the great mass of the 
American people, made up of almost every race, select them as a dis- 
tinct and un-American people, so low in intelligence, so wanting in dis- 
crimination, that red fire and stage thunder are sufficient to carry con- 
viction to their minds and influence their political action; that play- 
ing with the tail of a lion stuffed with straw, and provided with a 
patent squeak in his abdominal recesses, is to them equal to seizing 
the live, genuine animal by his cruel jaws and making him disgorge 
his prey. 

That blare, bluster, tin helmets, sham oppositions, and frothy decla- 
mation are captivating to these our fellow-citizens and fellow-Ameri- 
cans. That fulsome eulogy during the heat of a Presidential cam- 
paign from lips that heretofore have ‘‘coined slander like a mint’’ on 
a people who need no defense and whose ears can not be tickled by 
transparent flattery can not be detected from genuine friendship. They 
need no defense, for are not their names glowing on our pages in field 
and forum, in arts, sciences, and industries from the early settlements 
of America to the day the clods fell in yonder cemetery on the bier of 
the General of our armies. They need no advertisement of special 
friendship, for in the struggle in the old land there are no Democrats 
or Republicans in this land, all Americans being in sympathy with 
those heroic efforts for liberty. 

Mr. Speaker, it would be well for gentlemen on the other side of this 
Chamber, and members of the same party outside of it, to remember 
somewhat the history of these our fellow-citizens in their native land. 
There are no people who come to this country who are more intensely 
American than are our citizens of Irish birth or descent. For seven 
hundred years they have maintained a continuous contest unequaled 
either in classical or modern annals for the right of self-governmentand 
for the boon of liberty. Hence, to every land to which they have been 
driven, as well as in this country, they are intensely and instinctively 
democratic-republican in the universal sense. For seven hundred 
long years they have been the unfortunate victims of an alien paternal 
government, and of caste, class, and sect; and hence, in the United States, 
as in all other lands in which they have found refuge, they are the un- 
compromising and unyielding opponents of a centralized paternal gov- 
ernment and the staunch advocates of a local self-government, and in 
onr land have ever favored the cardinal home-rule doctrine of our fed- 
eral system. 

For over seven hundred years they have felt the cruel injustice of 
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monopoly in lands, trade, and in therighttorule, and hence in this as in 
all other countries, while almost unanimously opposed to State social- 
ism and centralization of the governing power, they are the unyield- 
ing enemies of monopoly, trusts, combinations, land-grabbing, and all 
injustices of the fewagainst the many; and in such a contest as is now 
being waged here in the United States between the plutocracy and the 
democracy it is, sir, not at all surprising to the intelligent observer 
who understands the history of this portion of our fellow-citizens to 
find that a large and overwhelming majority of them have ranged 
themselves with the masses of the people against monopoly. [Ap- 
plause.] They are an exceedingly acute and intelligent people, and 
quick and discerning, as is known universally, and they may be relied 
upon to resent the silly imputations upon their good sense and judg- 
ment shown in these-now frantic isan appeals, 

Sir, the action of the President of the United States, in my opinion, 
is not only wise, firm, statesmanlike, and patriotic, but it has been 
absolutely consistent. After the of the impotent, localized, 
and misleading act of 1887 it was right that we should negotiate with 
Great Britain, so that our relations with Canada might be placed upon 
a pacific, permanent, and honorable basis, The act of 1887, against 
which I voted for the stronger act of the majority of this House, devel- 
oped the issue to a contention about the duty on fish, and our so-called 
retaliation was only calculated to close out competition for the wealthy 
owners of New England fishing fleets. It was a great misfortune that 
the commission that dealt with this question, and which sat in this 
city, sbould have as the British representative on it a man who had 
forfeited the esteem, confidence, and respect of the great portion of the 
American people, as well as millions of his own countrymen, a man 
whose course in his own land as politician and statesman had been 
such that he rightfully merited the condemnation of millions of our 
people. Among no small number of our citizens his appointment by 
the British Tories was regarded as an open defiance and contempt of 
American public opinion on contemporaneous British politics. 

The appointment of that gentleman on the commission as the British 
representative, while noś excusing the blind partisanship of a Senate 
that would neither amend nor judicially consider, helped no little to 
becloud the negotiations. This gentleman, from the day he landed on 
our shores, among a law-abiding and peaceful people, was followed by 
a cordon of detectives in a land where he was in less danger than in 
Great Britain, and cast suspicion by his conduct on our good faith and 
desire for peace as well as the honesty and friendly nature of his own 
intentions. 

But, sir, in the limited time allotted to me I can not pursue this 
subjectfurther. My distinguished friend from Missouri [Mr. O'NEILL] 
has read the boastful, bombastic British brag of the London Standard. 
I want to say a word in that connection. 

Let Lord Salisbury and the English Tories and the London Standard 
indulge in their boastful threats and insinuations as to our naval weak- 
ness, and I will say to them in response that the modern ironclads of 
England, such ships as the Inflexible and the Thunderer, would be as 
impotent on our coasts and harbors as wash-tubsarmed with fire-crack- 
ers, [Laughter.] The good God who made the harbors and the un- 
excelled officers of our Navy will make the Tories, if it be necessary, re- 

t they ever saw the shores of Sandy Hook. And Yankee crews on 
K merican-built cruisers will strew the waters with the wrecks of Brit- 
ish commerce, and the day a British gun knocks the first brick from a 
house in New York or Boston or anywhere on our shores will usher 
in the destruction of the whole monstrous, greedy British Empire, pre- 
sage a free flag for India, Ireland, Canada, and Australia, a cessation of 
territorial stealing in Venezuela and Africa, and means financial liber- 
ation from British despotism and damnable selfishness and greed to 
Egypt and Tarkey and the innumerable victims of her infamous com- 
mercial piracy. [Applause.]_ f 

Mr. McCREARY. I now yield five minutes to the gentleman from 
Tennessee [Mr. MCMILLIN]. 

Mr. McMILLIN. This, Mr. Speaker, has been in many respects the 
most remarkable debate—— 

Mr. CANNON. Will the gentleman yield to me for a moment, as 
I wish to inquire how much time is due to this side of the House? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. BLOUNT in the chair). Ten min- 
utes’ additional time was granted by unanimous consent, which carried 
the time up to ten minutes past 4 o’clock. Since then an additional 
request for unanimous consent has fixed the time for the vote at halt 
past 40’clock. The Chair will endeavor as far as possible to divide 
the time equally. 

The Chair will state that the time is now running. 

Mr. CANNON. I only wanted to know whether a portion of that 
time was not due to this side, in addition to the six minutes yet re- 


maining. 

Mr. McCREARY. I will see the gentleman and confer with him 
while this debate is in progress. 

Mr. CANNON. Very well. 

Mr. McMILLIN. As I was saying, Mr. Speaker, when interrupted, 
this has been in many respects the most extraordinary debate I have 
ever heard in Congress. The country is threatened with a disturbance 
on the Canadian border that bodes it no good. A measure was adopted 


during the last Congress which, if enforced, by way of retaliation, would 
have inflicted upon ourselves as much injury as we would have inflicted 
upon our antagonists. The President, hesitating to exercise the au- 
thority which would result in so little good to ourselves and so litile 
punishment to Canada, has gone patriotically to work for the purpose 
of negotiating a treaty to settle the difference between the countries and 
secure for American citizens the rights which inherently belong to them 
and have been recognized by treaty stipulations since almost the first 
èf the century. 

Gentlemen on the other side have talked of partisanship in connection 
with this matter. When I look to the Senate, Mr. Speaker, the co-ordi- 
nate treaty-making branch of the Government, I find that all preced- 
ents were violated, and this audacious President who had dared work 
for honorable peace by treaty, was to have a public castigation admin- 
istered to him by an indignant Senate. The doors were thrown open 
contrary to custom, and the country invited to witness the partisan 
chastisement to be given; the public were invited that outside influ- 
ences might have their effect in settling our difficulties, with a view to 
obtaining a partisan triumph. Butthe public parade did not accom- 
plish the object for which it was intended. True, the treaty was de- 
feated, but the President has come forward with that patriotism and 
boldness which characterize him, and said, ‘‘ You have defeated the 
treaty; you have prevented the possibility of a treaty.” You have re- 
fused to give our people their rights and peace by treaty. Now, if you 
mean what you say, go forward and give that kind of retaliation which 
injures the enemy and not your own people. [Applause. ] 

That great message of the President on retaliation came to this House 
filled with wisdom and patriotism, profound and lofty, and is before 
us for consideration. Applause. ] Strange to relate, every gentle- 
man who has arisen on the other side to debate it has and criti- 
cised and condemned that message, but when the time for voting comes 
they are foreed to fall down and truckle after the President in this 
American measure. We do not care whether you are forced to your 
duty by patriotism, public sentiment, or by the action of the Presi- 
dent, so you are brought to it. 

Now, gentlemen have laid stress upoh the fact that the President 
failed to enforce the retaliatory measure that was put upon the stat- 
ute-books by the last Congress. To have done so would not have 
reached the evil. It would have left the Canadian Government and 
the Canadian people to ship through our borders annually between 
forty and fifty million dollars’ worth of their products in bond with- 
out paying duty and without any poer to stop them. The authority 
to stop this was not given by the act of 1887. That is the power that 
the President asks to-day, and that is the power that he will get, the 
opposition on the other side and the majority of the Senate to the con- 
trary notwithstanding. [Applause.] 

If I had the poor opinion of this movement that gentlemen on the 
otherside profess, I could not be forced to support the bill. One, the 
gentleman from Illinois [Mr. CANNON], calls it ‘‘clap-trap,” but ac- 
knowledges his fondness for ‘‘ clap-trap’’ by announcing he will have 
to vote for it. Another says it is an effort to ‘‘ humbug,’’ but confesses 
it is a humbug he has not the co to resist. The gentleman from 
Minnesota [Mr. NELSON] complains at itvolubly, but toward theclose 
of his speech says pathetically that he thinks he has spied the Ameri- 
can eagle flying in that direction, and he has determined to support the 
bill rather than leave the bird. A score or more of gentlemen on the 
other side have poured forth their vials of wrath on the President and 
his retaliatory message, and not half a dozen will be bold enough to 
vote against it. = 

We want no war. We would much prefer peace. We trust the re- 
lations between Canada and the United States will be amicable, But 
we believe that honorable peace will most surely be maintained by 
withdrawing from Canada those privileges of shipment and commerce 
she has heretofore enjoyed. But at whatever of cost is n we 
are resolved that a Democratic administration will maintain, as did 
Jefferson, Madison, Jackson, and Polk, the dignity of dur Government 
and the rights of our people. [Applause. ] 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The time of the gentleman has ex- 


ired. 
5 Mr. HITT. I now yield to the gentleman from New York [Mr. 
FARQUHAR.) ~- 

Mr. FARQUHAR. Ihaveastrong interest, representing as I do one 
of the border Congressional districts, in calling attention to some of 
the commercial features involved in this retaliation bill and the mes- 
sage, and to that which relates more particularly to our lake commerce. 
I took occasion to-day to interrupt the gentleman from Missouri [Mr. 
O'NEILL] in one statement that he made, as to whether Canada 
would not have the advantage if the provisions of the second section 
of the bill were carried out by the President. 

Now, I understand that all powers granted in the first and all of this 
second section are discretionary with the President, and I am very glad 
itis so, for few statesmen can understand the Northern commerce and its 
neede and the commerce of the Northwest better than Mr. Cleveland. 
He has seen its ebb and flow all his life. He has lived in a city that 
is the gateway of all the Northwestern commerce, the city of Buffalo. 
Now, if thie bill should become law and the President regarded it as 
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mandatory upon him to carry out the second section of the bill, the 
first and most dan movement in retaliation that would be made 
upon the part of Canada would turn on the fact that all commerce that 
comes out of Lake Superior has to pass partially over Canadian waters, 
All that commerce could be crippled in an hour. 

We could in the course of a year, probably, manage to improve the 
Middle Neebish, which is a part of the proposed Hay Lake channel, so 
as to deepen it sufficiently for vessels drawing 12 to 14 feet to pass 
through; otherwise transportation of all the Northwestern grain, all 
the upward coal, and all the downward lumber via the Lake Superior 
water route would have to stop. And this is only one of the canals 
involved in the contemplated retaliation. What a predicament our 

ple would be in should it be discovered that part of our St. Clair 

Jats Canal, and all of the Limekiln Crossing near Detroit are in Ca- 
nadian waters? Probably our commerce would be better off without 
the uscof the St. Lawrence canals. I donot care ifthe Canadians did 
shut up the Welland. I think that the great preponderance of trade 
that comes into New England could well escape that route and be trans- 
ported cheaper by an enlarged Erie Canal. 

When you come to the railroad traffic and ‘‘ transit in bond’? ofall 
our winter-carried products in the Northwest, then Canada has the 
key inher hand. She has the lock, too, to the local Northwest. More 
than that; if the usual four months of winter transit, through any 
proamen or act of the President, is stopped, every farmer in the 

orthwest as far south as Northern Kansas will pay 5 to 10 cents a 
bushel out of the proceeds of his grain as demanded for freight on more 
southern trunk-lines. There is no help for that shrinkage in the value 
of his grain crop. 

The Canadian Pacific Railroad is a British railroad. It is really 
owned by Great Britain. It is put in trust by British capitalists sim- 
-ply in Canadian hands. It is an imperial political road that all the 
Tory Government officials of Great Britain, all the greater Britain 
statesmen, all the jingo politicians of England, have asked for for 
years. There are $140,000,000 British and Canadian funds in that 
road. There are $50,000,000 of like funds in the Intercolonial road. 
These roads combined is the line that is to be the imperial route from 
India to England. This bill, 1 say, practically, if carried out, as is 
demanded, and which is declared to be asked for by public sentiment, 
gives to or, oi and Canada all they desire. Cutting off Canada’s 
southern railway connections in the States they care little about, For 
British gold, British honor, and British credit will reimburse Canada 
for any temporary loss. If this bill is construed as mandatory it makes 
one road from Port Moody to St. Johns and Halifax independent and 
profitable, and thereby controlling the trans-continental trade from 
one ocean to the other. [Applause.] 

x bing SPEAKER pro tempore. The time of the gentleman has ex- 
ired. 
£ Mr. McCREARY. Iyield to the gentleman from Ohio [ Mr. SENEY ]. 

Mr. SENEY. Mr. Speaker, the pending bill authorizing the Pres- 
ident, at his discretion, to suspend the operation of all laws which al- 
low Canada to transport across the territory of the United States, free 
of duty, what her people may import from or export to foreign coun- 
trics, is a measure having no other p than that of retaliating upon 
Canada for what we claim to be her wrong-doings respecting our fish- 
erics interests. 

Equally retaliatory is that part of the bill which imposes a tax upon 
the tonnage of foreign vessels using the SaultSte. Marie or the St. Clair 
Flats Canal, and retaliatory, too, is the provision which anthorizes the 
President, in a given contingency, by proclamation, to prohibit the use 
of cither of these canals to all foreign vessels. 

As a mere retaliatory measure the pending bill is all that the friends 
of a retaliatory policy could desire. But, sir, upon a careful reading of 
the bill it will be seen that the tonnage tax for which it provides is to 
be levied apon all foreign vessels and their which may pass 
through either the Sault Ste. Marie Canal or the St. Clair Flats Canal, 
and t all foreign vessels these canals may be closed whenever the 
President shall be satisfied that the Canadian Government discrimi- 
nates against the interests of American citizens in the use of the Wel- 
Jand Canal, the Chambly Canal, or the St. Lawrence River canals. 

Sir, tomy mind these features of the billdo more than retaliate against 
the interests of Great Britain and Canada. ‘To retaliate against these 
two countries by charging their vessel-owners for the use of our canals, 
or to prohibit their use to all British subjects is right; but to go be- 
yond this, and impose a tax upon the tonnage of vessels owned in coun- 
tries other than Great Britain or Canada, or to close these two great 
water ways to countries with whom we have no differences would be, 
in myjudgment, wrong. With Canada, orspeaking more exactly, with 
Great Britain, we have a dispute, but with all other countries, fortu- 
nately, we have none. To retaliate against British interests we feel 
that there is just cause, but to Barm in the slightest degree theinterests 
of any country with which our relations are entirely friendly we have 
no cause at all. 

The bill, in the particular under discussion, will, in case it becomes 
a law, place the United States in a position which she ought not to oc- 
- cupy. If we enact this bill into a law we, in effect, say to the world 
that because of a dispute between us and our Canadian neighbors re- 
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specting fishery rights, no vessels except those owned by our own citi- 
Zens 8) pass ugh either of our canals connecting the northern 
lakes. Sir, weshould hesitate long before we make such a declaration. 
and it ought not to be made at all unless the situation be such as to 
imperatively demand it. If my reading of this bill be correct, there is, 
to my mind, a necessity for amending it so as to limit the retaliatory 
features to British interests, and so they will operate against none other, 

The bill as it now stands may offend those whom we wish to be our 
friends, and as a.precedent it may give us trouble in the future. If 
there be any sufficient reason why Germany, or France, or any other 
friendly power should pay a tonnage tax upon their vessels, should they 
have occasion to pass through our lake canals; or be excluded altogether 
from their use, itis to be hoped that my distinguished friend from Ken- 
tucky in charge of the bill [Mr. McCrEeary] willstate it to the House 
so that all the friends of a retaliatory policy may be united in sup- 
porting this measure, 

If there be no good reason for closing these canals against foreign 
countries other than Great Britain and Canada, or for the imposition 
of a tonnage tax upon vessels not owned or controlled by British sub- 
jects, I shall at the proper time, if permitted, offer an amendment to 
the bill striking out, in line 9 of section 2, the words “‘ foreign vessels,” 
and insert the words ‘‘ vessel owned in whole or in part by British sub- 
jects,” and also by striking out the word “‘ foreign’? where it occurs 
in section 2, lines 15 and 16. 

Mr. Speaker, we hearit said that all the power needful in the present 
exigency. has been conferred upon the President by existing law. Sir, 
either the gentlemen who assert this are mistaken or my understand- 
ing of the act of March 3, 1887, is greatly at fault. This act simply 
confers power upon the President in given cases, to deny British vessels 
entrance into our waters and to deny entry into the United States ot 
fish or other products or goods from the Canadian Dominion. 

It will be seen, therefore, that under the act of March 3, 1887, there 
is no power to levy a tonnage tax upon British vessels passing through 
our Jake canals or to deny to British subjects the use of these canals 
in case the Dominion Government discriminates against our people in 
the use of either of the three Canadian canals. In my judgment the 
situation does not necessitate a resort to extreme measures. 

To deny British vessels entrance into our waters, or to our ports, 
would be an act little, if any, short of adeclaration of war, and toa war 
between the United States and Great Britain every interest we have, 
and they have, is opposed. Better by far that before we open our guns 
upon our Canadian neighbors we first exhaust all peaceful measures to 
secure to our fishermen their rights. When we have done this, and not 
before, it will be time to talk about closing our ports against British 
vessels. 

That part of the act of March 3, 1887, which provides a peaceful 
method for adjusting existing differences with Great Britain and Can- 
ada limits the power of the President to excluding all Canadian prod- 
ucts and goods from the United States. Sir, if it be becoming in our 
Government to employ one peaceful method in settling a dispute be- 
tween it anda foreign power, it is equally becoming in it to employ 
others, if they be not dishonorable. 

While the President under existing law may exclude Canadian prod- 
ucts from the United States, would it not be wise in us to go astep 
further and give him the power to exact from the Canadian le pay 
for the use of our water ways, or to deny them their use, and if this be 
wise, why does the Republican side of the House speak only in fault- 
finding words when discussing the subject? Is it an answer to the 
President’s m: recommending what the pending bill proposes to 
say that the President has the power under the act of 1887 to prevent 
British vessels from entering our waters or our ports, and that hitherto 
this power has been unused? Noone of thegentlemen who have taken 
part in this debate had the boldness to demand that our ports be closed 
to British ships. 

Shall the President, at this time, to-day, this hour proclaim that no 
British vessel shall enter our waters or our ports; and for the sole rea- 
son that Congress near two years ago authorized the President to so 
do if, in his judgment, he thought it best? Is war with Great Britain 
a demand of the Republican party? Come, gentlemen of the opposi- 
tion, let us hear from you on this point, Tell the House and the 
eountry whether or not, in case your party is voted into power at the 
coming election, that on and after the 4th of March next all British 
vessels will be denied entrance into the waters of the United States. 

Why, sir, itis known of all men that at or about the time the act of 
March 3, 1887, was passed, negotiations were pending between our 
Government and that of Great Britain and Canada for an amicable ad- 
justment of these disputed fishery rights. It may be fairly assumed 
that arrangements for treating upon this subject were perfecting at the 
time, if not before this act was passed. Would it have been politic in 
the President to have put an end to these negotiations and issued his 
proclamation closing our ports against the entrance of all vessels carry- 
ing the British flag? Had he done so he would have been condemned 
and upbraided from one end of this country to the other. 

In continuing the negotiations, and particularly in reaching a result 
which at the time was sup to be satisfactory to each of the three 
Governments, instead of exercising the power with which he had been 
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invested to suspend all intercourse by water, if not by land, between 
the United States and Great Britain and Canada, he deserves and has, 
I verily believe, the good opinion of all except the leaders and poli- 
ticians in the Republican y- 

That the treaty{made between these three Governments adjustingall 
differences respecting the fisheries did not become operative is not the 
fault of thé President, nor is it the fault of Great Britain, nor of the Do- 
minion of Canada. Great Britain, according to my understanding, 
still stands by her agreement, the Canadian Government still stands by 
its agreement, and both of these high contracting parties are willing 
that what they and our Government did shall be a binding compact 
between the three countries. . 

The entire blame for the failure of the treaty, and as a consequence 
the situation which now confronts us, is upon the few gentlemen who 
for the time being control the action of the Senate of the United 
States. Sir, it is a fact deserving particular notice that these fishery 
troubles are still upon our hands because the Republican Senate was 
unwilling that they should be settled by a Democratic administration. 
Every Republican Senator present voted to reject the treaty, and in so 
voting he gave the country to understand that its rejection was a party 


necessity. 

The Republican Senators had full power to amend the treaty and 
make it conform to their views, but they dismissed it, seemingly with- 
out a why or a wherefore, and now appear greatly pleased that the 
rights of our fishermen are still a subject for dispute and to be set- 
tled, if atall, upon terms to be dictated by Republican politicians, or else 
at the point of the bayonet and amid the rattle and roar of musketry 
and cannon. 

If the Republican leaders are to have the exclusive charge of our 
fishermen and their rights they must show more purpose in adjusting 
their troubles than they have hitherto done in settling their own dis- 
putes about tariff legislation or determining whether they will do some- 
thing or do nothing with the tariff bill which, seven weeks ago, this 
House sent to the Senate, and which, as early as April last, Senators 
well understood and then knew wouldsooner or later be upon their desks 
for their action—not after, but before the November election. Fondly 
iz it to be hoped that our fishermen will fare better at the hands of 
Republican politicians than haye the tax-burdened people of our coun- 
try. ` . 

But, sir, the treaty made by the present Administration, and which 
the Senate rejected by a strict party vote, would, had it been ratified, 
put at rest, perhaps for all coming time, the fishery disputes which for 
so many years have been so disturbing to many of our people. With- 
out discussing the merits of the treaty, or the question as to whether it 
was an advantageous or disadvantageous agreement upon our part and 
for our people, the public mind will not be easily persuaded to believe 
that President Cleveland would give to it his approval unless it secured 
to American citizens their just rights, 

Outside of the Republican party the treaty appears to be in great 
favor, but inside of that party opinions differ as widely about the fish- 
ery questions as they do about making food and clothing and shelter 
dear, and whisky, beer, and tobacco cheap. The time which has been 
allotted to me in this debate does not permit my discussing at great 
length this branch of the subject. We dismiss it, therefore, full of the 
belief that our fisheries rights will not be adjusted at any future time 
more satisfactorily to American interests than they were in the treaty 
recently rejected by the Republican Senate, 

Mr. Speaker, while I shall vote for the bill as it now stands, it would 
have a still warmer support at my handsif it gave to the President the 
power to negotiate with Great Britain and Canada for the annexation 
of the British dominions in North America to the United States. 

Firm and immovable in the belief that this is the true American 
policy, I shall, if able to secure the attention of the House, offer to 
further amend the bill by edding the following section: 

Sec, 4. In case the United States, Great Britain, and Canada further negotiate 
to adjust the existing differences between the said countries, the President be, 
and hereby is, directed to negotiate, at the same time, for the annexation of the 
British dominions in North America to the United States. 

Mr. Speaker, no man, whether he be a citizen of the United States or 
owes his allegiance to Great Britain or Canada, can look upon a mapof 
the American continent and rid himself of the thought that the United 
States and the British dominions ought to be one country, under one 
government and one flag, and the people thereof united in indissoluble 
bonds to promote a common interest and achieve a common destiny. 

In the brief timie at my disposal this question can not be elaborately 
presented, and therefore I will have to be content, at this time, with 
a very few words. The reasons, sir, for urging that these two coun- 
tries be made one are so many and convincing and so obvious that 
the mere statement of the proposition is the strongest and best argu- 
ment inits support. 

Will it be said that while the United States no doubt favors annex- 
ation, surely-Great Britain and Canada will oppose it? 

Who is authorized to so speak? Unless negotiations are opened for 
annexation, the two countries must be forever separate and apart. We 
will never know the mind of Great Britain or Canada upon this sub- 
. ject unless we make inquiry. It is for us, not them, to make the ad- 
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vance. If we favor annexation, it is not likely that any better oppor- 
tunity will be presented to make the declaration than now, and for 
negotiations with them the pending bill, if amended, will surely open 
the way. No matter if the subject be a delicate one to broach, or that 
success may appear to be improbable, still a move in that direction 
ought to be made, and made here and now. 

Less than one hundred years ago the Atlantic Ocean and the Missis- 
sippi River were the eastern and western boundaries of the Republic. 
To-day the waters of another ocean are washing our western borders. 
Had our fathers been rearedin a stand-still school the Republic at this 
hour would be a poor, puny, and pitiful power among the nations of 
the world. No, sir, the men who fought for seven long and weary 
years in the Revolutionary struggle for the independence of themselves 
and their posterity were no stand-stills; nor did the men who succeeded 
them and preceded us in the up-building of this great Government of 
ours pursue a do-nothing policy. 

Jefferson, in acquiring Louisiana from France, showed his profound 
understanding of a true American policy. By this wise and masterly 
achievement French rule over a part of our continent ceased. Out of 
the territory acquired, nine powerful and populous States have been 
formed, and enough area is left to form nine more. 

The history of that period tells us that Jefferson was the first to 
move, the first to set on foot the negotiations. Monroe had well in 
mind the American policy when he peacefully released the hold Spain 
had upon our continent and made what is now the State of Florida a 
part of our territorial possessions, yet he had to take the advance in 
negotiating. We would do well if we thought oftener and more than 
we do of what is known in our history as the Monroe doctrine. 

Still later, sir, the administration of President Polk gave to the 
country unmistakable proof that it knew the right policy for us to pur- 
sue respecting contiguous territory under the control of a foreign power. 
Under the rule of this far-seeing Executive the independent Republic 
of Texas was annexed to the United States, and in the negotiations 
which secured this great empire our Government moved first. And 
later we acquired California and New Mexico; yet, sir, the policy which 
secured these valuable possessions was not of the stand-still and do- 
nothing kind. Alaska we acquired under the administration of Presi- 
dent Johnson, but we should keep in mind that it was the United States 
who first proposed to buy and not Russia who first offered to sell. 

Wise, indeed, sir, was the policy of our fathers in adding so largely 
to our territorial area, and were they with us to-day they would tell 
us that they did their part, and that now and here we ought to do ours, 
to the end that the flag of the Republic may peacefully wave over every 
part and parcel of the North American continent. Not in my day, 
nor in the day of any now before me, but surely in the time of the 
youngest among the living, the British possessions upon our northern 
boundary and what is now the Republic of Mexico will be States in 
the Federal Union and be governed by laws enacted at this Capitol. 

Let the acquisition of Mexico be the work of those who are to come 
after us, Upon the annexation of the British dominions I would have 
the mind of the present generation intent, When, if not now, shall 
the negotiations commence? Authorize them by amending the pend- 
ing bill, and the first step is taken. 

Shall this be done now, or will we allow the opportunity now pre- 
sented to pass unimproved? 

My judgment, Mr. Speaker, upon any public question is of little or 
no value, and upon the question before us it is possibly, if not probably, 
more than ever at fault; yetsuch asit is, and for whatever it be worth, 
it is strong and abides in the conviction that the administration which 
adds the British dominions on this continent to our territorial posses- 
sions will be remembered in love and in pride by hundreds of millions 
of people long after its other achievements have faded or gone from 
human memory. 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa, rose. 

Mr. HITT. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent that the gentle- 
man from Iowa [Mr. HENDERSON] be allowed ten minutes, the ses- 
sion to be extended for that period. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection to the request of the 
gentleman from Illinois ? 

Mr. LEE. I do not wish to be discourteous, but do I understand 
that it is proposed that the session of to-day shall be extended beyond 
the hour fixed? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The request of the gentleman from Il- 
linois is that the gentleman from Iowa [Mr. HENDERSON] be allowed 
ten minutes, and that the session be extended. Is there objection? 

Mr. McCREARY. Ido not object, if it is done with the understand- 
ing that the session will be extended until the vote is taken, 

Mr. KELLEY. Mr. Speaker, do I understand the gentleman to pro- 
pose that the session of to-day shall be extended until the vote is taken 
on the bill? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. That is the request as modified by the 
gentleman from Kentucky [Mr. McCreary]. Is there objection ? 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. Mr. Speaker, until within an hour it 
had not occurred to me to offer any observations upon the pending 
proposition. I state this in justice to myself, as I have not had the 
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time to give this subject the careful examination that it merits. But, 
sir, there are some things which appeal to the intelligence of every cit- 
izen; there are some propositions that have come into the debate this 
morning from able and eloquent sources, upon which every American 
citizen ought to be prepared to saya word. I am going to vote for this 
bill. Ido not know but I may regret it, but I will take the chances, 
on the principle, chiefly, that in order to get an inch out of the present 
Executive we have got to lay several ells upon his back. That is my 
chief reason. [Applause on the Republican side.] 

Mr. Speaker, the eloquent peanon from New York [Mr. CocK- 
RAN] has made a sharp issue between the two sides of this Chamber 
to-day. Itis this: Has the Presidentof the United States, in assum- 
ing his present attitude towards the country, acted honestly with the 
American people? My eloquent friend says ‘‘ no one here charges the 
President with dishonesty.’ Ido, Mr. Speaker, when he sends in the 
message that he has sent, claiming to be acting asa patriot in connection 
with this great subject. Why do Iso charge him? Becauae from the 
standpoint of the great position that he holds he is trifling with the 
American people. The White House is converted into a Democratic 
headquarters or document-room to catch the Irish vote. What is the 
issue ? 

Fifteen thousand fishermen of this country, representing over 60,000 
Americans dependent upon them or connected with them, have been 
outraged almost in the very presence of the President of the United 
States, and have been repeatedly denied time-honored rights. What 
did these ou citizens of the United States ask for? Simply that 
as they were tr@ted by a foreign government so should their own 
Gövernment treat the people that outraged them. That is what they 
ask, and nothing more. 

The American Congress with but one dissenting voice, and with a 
quick ear to the appeal of their fellow-citizens, responded on the 3d 
day of March, 1887, and directed the President to do the very thing 
that these injured American fishermen and American honor demanded— 
that is, to deny to Canadian fishermen the same rights that the Canadian 
Government denied to American fishermen. In the presence of in- 
sults such as have never before been offered to the American flag by 
a foreign power the head of this nation, with this ample power in his 
hands, stood paralyzed. 

In the presence of the appeal of an aroused nation, expressed in this 
Hall, he stood silent and impotent. Press, people, every self-respect- 
ing voice of this nation, cried out against the outrage, and we com- 
manded him to act. Those that now cry out in this Hall so eloquently 
in behalf of American labor and American rights, and hurl with thun- 
dering intonations invectives against the British flag, then sneered at 
the ‘‘codfish quarrels’? on the Atlantic coast. ‘‘It was but a little 
question of codfish,” they said, ‘‘and shall we involve 60,000,000 
people in trouble on that account?” Now, forsooth, when a great 
national political conflict is impending, you and the President jump 
in with your sleeves rolled up, bellowing practically for war. It will 
not do. Even my gifted and esteemed friend from New York [Mr. 
CocKRAN ] with all his eloquence can not pull the lion’s skin over the 
Democratic candidate and hide the long ears that will protrude. 
{Laughter and applause on the Republican side.] He is the ‘‘great 
moral type of American citizenship,” says the gentleman from New 
York. Then God have mercy on my country! Ah, I will nottouch upon 
that ‘‘moral type;” I never have done so. The curtain which has here 
been drawn so carefully around that ‘‘ moral type” by eloquent and 
gifted men I will not raise my hand to touch. I will be kind. But 
I challenge you, and each of you, to tear down every curtain around 
the life of the Republican candidate, Benjamin Harrison! [Applause 
on the Republican side.] Do not spare any transaction of his life, 
private or public. Away with the curtain! He stands before you; 
shatter one defending column, if you can! [Renewed applause. ] 

Grover Cleveland may be the Democratic type of American morals 
and American citizenship, but as for us, we would not point the young 
men of America to him as a model to follow. The man who, now 
bursting for war, stood a shivering coward behind a substitute when 
there was reason for battle [applause on the Republican side] need not 
be cited to us as the model for American youth—— 

Mr. McMILLIN (while Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa, was speaking). 
Did you vote for Blaine in the last Presidential contest? I want to know 
whether you voted for Blaine. [Applause on the Democratic side. ] 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa (not hearing Mr. MCMILLIN). Butin- 
stead of holding up Grover Cleveland as the model of American citizen- 
ship, we would burn into the brain of the young men of America a true 
type, and point them to Benjamin Harrison, who, with drawn blade, 
undaunted heart, and flashing eye, dashed into the thickest of the con- 
flict for American honor and American life. That is the model that 
sixty millions of people are going to adopt in November. [Loud ap- 
plause on the Republican side, ] 

[Here the hammer fell. ] 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair will state, before the debate 
proceeds further, that the hour of adjournment for to-day has been ex- 
tended until the vote shall be concluded. 

- Mr. McCREARY. I yield three minutes to the gentleman from 
New York [Mr. Bryce]. 
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Mr. BRYCE. Now, Mr. Speaker, the pros and cons of this fishery 
questicn, and the interpretation of the twenty-ninth article in particu- 
lar, have been too fully discussed to justify my repeating them. I will 
only say that I take my stand with the President in his construction 
of this article. And who is it that criticises his action? The same 
party who refused to amend the treaty when it was in their power to 
make it conform to their views. 

Look at the magnificent speech of the gentleman from Illinois, whose 
brilliancy and information justly entitle him to be considered as the 
spokesman of his own side. See its inconsistency. In prophesying 
the dangers of this bill Mr. HITT says: 

As a practical fact, the interruption of the traffic in bond would probably affect 
our- poops more seriously and more injuriously than anything tbat has trans- 
pired in the fishing difficulty since the beginning. 

And yet I am told that in spite of holding such an opinion he is 
going to vote for the bill. In short, he will vote fora measure which 
he avers would injure our people more seriously than anything that 
has transpired in the fishing difficulty since the beginning. 

Continuing, he says: 

And as to punishing an enemy, while it might trouble many persons in Can- 


ada, it would play directly into the handsand promote the purposes of the body 
of men who now rule Canada. 


Canada is ruled by a body of able ane ype a system which has enabled ~ 


the Tory party, with concentrated Englis 
ald in power now-these many years. 


And yet I am informed that along with his party he will vote for 
this measure—a measure that will play directly into the hands and 
promote the purposes of a body of men who now rule Canada. In short, 
he will vote to further the ‘‘concentrated English influence,’’ and to 
give the Tory party under Sir John Macdonald a new lease of power. 

Again he says: = 

Stop transit in bona now coming across the United States, turn itall over 


that intercolonial road to the sea, and it will become a great trunk line, its 
trains loaded with the commerce of Central Canada, 


Later on he says: 


ae do I see the wisdom of promoting the general policy of the Tory govern- 
men 


But then why will he vote to promote the policy of this Tory govern- 
ment if he does not see the wisdom of so doing ? 

‘‘Is the President thinking of fishermen or fishing for votes?” he 
asks again. It seems to me it does not require much fishing to get 
votes on the Republican side of the stream. 

Turning also to the speech of another distinguished gentleman from 
the same State, I read: 

If Cleveland’s policy is enacted into law, it will indeed prove a tragedy. 

But the same gentleman when asked yesterday by the gentleman 
from Tennessee [Mr. MCMILLIN] confessed that he was going to vote 
for the bill—to vote for a measure that in his opinion would prove a 
t 


influence, to keep Sir John Macdon- 


y: 
In another place he says: 
The Ethiopian can not change his skin, nor the leopard his spots. 
But it seems the Republicans can change their convictions, which is 
worse. Who is it that turns the double somersault he attributes to 
the President? Who is itthat cries ‘‘Gore, gore, gore P’ which he at- 
tributes to Mr. Scorr? With bombastic gestures and heroic words, 
with clash of arms and blaze of trumpets, with blood-curdling denun- 
ciations and martial music, the Republican party, led by the gentleman 
from Illinois, marches like the French king up the hill only to walk 
down again, crying, in the words of the small boy he has quoted, 
“ Paid, if the blamed thing only sticks.” i 

“ Why this posturing?” the same gentleman goes on to ask. Why 
this posturing, indeed? But who is it that is posturing and beating 
gongs? as he accuses us of doing. Who is it that is adopting the 
Chinese policy of terrifying the enemy by noise? Certainly not the 
Democrats. We will stick to our colors, whether it pays or not. 

Does principle go for nothing? For a party to criticise and abuse, 
to villify and ridicule a measure they intend to vote for marks, in my 
opinion, an infamy so profound, a damnation so deep, that the hand of 
resurrection will never drag it forth. 

Now, sir, I have not picked out these utteranees in a captious spirit, 
but simply to show the inconsistency of the only objectors to this bill. 
If they believe as they talk, let them have the courage of their convic- 
tions and vote against it. 

But they will not vote against it. Hence they will prove that they 
do not believe in the danger of granting the President the power he 
asks for. 

But votes or no votes, let it never be said that the President appealed 
in vain to his country; though let it be recorded in deep-cut letters on 
the grave-stone of the Republican party, that when they gave that 
power they gave it grudgingly and only because to refuse it they did not 
dare, 

Mr. MCCREARY. I yield four minutes to the gentleman from 
Kentucky [Mr. Giso]. 

Mr. CARUTH. 


A government does but half its duty when it protects its citizens at home and 
rmitsthem to be imposed upon and humiliated by the unfair and overreach- 
g disposition of other nations.—Grover Clereland. 


Mr. Speaker, in the limited time at my disposal I shall not attempt 
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to consider the sections of the various treaties which bear upon our re- 
lations with Great Britain, nor to argue the legal effect of the proposed 
retaliatory measure. Iam satisfied that the President of the United 
States, with the aid of his legal advisers, has given the subject matter, 
as was his duty, thoughtful and patriotic consideration. Iam convinced 
that the result of that consideration, as announced in his message of 
the 23d of August last, will bear any serutiny which may be given it 
by the civilized world, and that in demanding of this body additional 
legislation the President desired to be so situated that if he could not 
exact ‘‘an eye for an eye”’ or ‘‘a tooth for a tooth’’ he might at least 
be empowered to deny to the Dominion of Canada privileges heretofore 
enjoyed by its citizens of at least-equal value with the rights denied 
our people by that government, The President well expressesit when 
he says: 

The policy of national retaliation manifestly embraces the infliction of the 
greatest harm n those who have injured us, with the least possible damage 
Seas) A fom te THUNE ODO tee CATON we DULAY ee MLAS ENARA or 
kind of cc of which we trenton and as far as posable within the same 

es. 

It is well known that the claim of Great Britain to regulate our rights 
to fish and enter the various bays, inlets, and creeks si ing her 
American provinces dates from the year 1818 to this hour, and it is 
known, too, that from the time of the treaty of peace, at the close of 
the Revolution, whereby the independence of these States was acknowl- 
edged, the citizens of this country were as unmolested and undisturbed 
when ing in Canadian waters as were the residents of Her Majesty’s 
Dominion of Canada. 

It is known, too, from the evidence elicited, that for many years the 
wrongs complained of were committed against our fishermen and their 
vessels, so as to evince an unneighborly and unfriendly spirit. I know 
that this irritation and these injuries eontinued under Republican ad- 
ministration unchecked, even whilst ‘‘the uncrowned king,” ‘‘ the 
idol of his party,” the “‘ plumed knight,” was Secretary of State, and 
shaped the foreign policy of the Government [applause on the Demo- 
cratic side]; nor was any demand for reparation for any of these in- 
juries made until the year 1886, during the present Democratic Ad- 
ministration. Gentlemen upon the other side say that Congress, by 
the act of 1887, gave the President the power to redress the wrongs by 
retaliation. 3 

We are told in effect that it was ‘‘a sharp sword placed in his hands, 
but his fingers trembled and could not grasp the hilt, and his coward 
arm refused to draw it from its scabbard,” and that ‘‘for eighteen 
months it hung unused at his side.” Well did those whose deceptive 
tongues utter the charge know that for two years negotiations were 
pending between the powers looking to a friendly settlement of these 
disputes, and that to resort under such circumstances to harsh meas- 
ures would, in the eyes of the civilized world, have been almost asin- 
excusable as for a soldier to fire upon the bearer of a flag of truce or a 
general to order an attack during the period of an armistice. [Ap- 
plause on the Democratic side. ] 

Well did the gentlemen upon the other side know that the President 
has asked that full powers of retaliation be given him by the Forty- 
ninth Congress, and that the Democratic Committee on Foreign Affairs 
had reported to the House a bill which conferred the power desired, 
and that in lieu thereof there had been enacted a measure, born in a 
Republican Senate, which, if a sword, was a two-edged weapon, as 
liable to cut or kill him who wielded it as the person against whom 
it was drawn. I see no evidence, of disagreement among the mem- 
bers of the committee under whose auspices this measure is brought 
into the House. I find here no expression of the views of a minority. 
It is a unanimous report, and this is proof sufficient that a necessity 
for this measure exists, and that full power has not heretofore been 
given to the President of the United States to protect American rights 
or to defend American honor. 

We are told that this measure is ‘‘a sledge-hammer to be used to 
crush a fly.” The Republican gentleman who uttered this sentiment 
comes from a State more interested in this subject than any other in the 
Federal Union—the old Bay State. Let his people know that when he 
spoke of the wrongs done a large, industrious, and useful class of citi- 
zens, he compared their wrongs to an insect which annoys but can not 
harm; that it is but ‘‘a fly’? we now prepare to crush. There were 
those in his State in colonial times who laughed- at and ridiculed the 
indignation evinced by citizens at the imposition of a tax on tea; on 
the requirement of a government stamp on commercial paper. They 
said it was but a trifle—a fly which annoyed but could not harm—yet 
it led to seven years of war and the independence of the colonies. 

When England arrogated to herself the right to board and search 
American vessels on the high seas and to impress into her service Ameri- 
can seamen, there were those in his section of the Union who said it 
was buta trifle; it annoyed butdid not harm. They proclaimed that 
they would not countenance hostility or give a dollar to the prosecu- 
tion of the impending war. The ‘‘fly was too small for the sledge- 
hammer.” This country, to vindicate a right or to redress a wrong, 


does not look to the cost if its quarrel be just, and when any other 
nation proposes to trample on the rights of an American citizen, how- 
ever humble he may be, the United States stands ready to protect its 
citizen with all its treasury and all its men. 
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I do not apprehend, Mr. Speaker, that these troubles will end in 
war, but if proper respect should not be paid the citizens of this coun- 
try abroad as well as at home, national honor and national dignity 
alike demand that the United States shall resort, if need be, to ex- 
tremes to maintain the one and assert the other. We fought overa 
kettle of tea; we'can fight again, if necessary, over a kettle of fish. 

We are told that the wise and patriotic message of the President 
which has called the attention of the law-making body of the Govern- 
ment to the needs of the hour and stirred the blood in the veins of 
every patriot throughout the Jand is but a piece of demagogy, in- 
tended to divert the attention of the country from the cry of ‘‘ British 
free trade” which is charged against the Democratic party. It is not 
enough to answer that is a false clamor, raised by demagogues to 
divert the attention of the country from the merits of the arguments 
used in favor of the reduction of taxation by an attempt to excite the 
prejudice of the people against England. It is not enough to answer 
that the President of the United States is not a free-trader and to quote 
the language of his December message. 

The question of free trade is absolutely irrelevant; and the persistent claim 
made in certain quarters that all efforts to relieve the ple from unjust and 
unni n are schemes of so-called free-traders is mischievous and 
far removed from any consideration for the public good. 

The simple and plain duty which we owe the people is to reduce taxation to 
the necessary expenses of an economical operation of the Government, and to 
restore to the business of the country the money which we hold in the Treas- 
ury through the perversion of governmental powers. These things can and 
should be done with safety to all our industries, without danger to the oppor- 
tunity for remunerative labor which our workingmen need, and with benefit 
to them and all our oopis by cheapening their means of gubsistence and in- 
creasing the measure of r comforts. e 

It is not enough to point to the conservative measure of tariff relief, 
known to the country as ‘‘ the Mills bill,” which this body has passed, 
The cry still goes on. Ihave seen men poseas the enemies of England 
upon this floor, who announce with an appearance of pride their birth 
upon the soil of the ‘*Green Isle of the sea,” who come from that see- 
tion of Ireland where the inhabitants are England’s staunchest friends 
and whose ancestors favored the hated union by which their country 
lost its place from among the nations of the earth. Ihave heard mem- 
bers denounce this treaty, proposed by the representatives of the two 
countries, and which has been rejected by the Senate, who ‘‘ hob-nob- 
bed” with, wined and dined Her Majesty’s representatives whilst they 
were negotiating the treaty which they now denounce. ‘‘ Consistency 
is a jewel.” Is it ever worn by a Republican politician? 

‘* British free trade !’?—those who utter the cry know that England 
rules the markets of the world; that her sails whiten every sea; that 
her flag floats in every port, and they know, for many of them are sens- 
ible, well-informed statesmen, that it is the restriction upon our com- 
merce which has destroyed our carrying trade and driven our ships 
from the sea. 

** British free trade !’’—they know that the severest blow which could 
be inflicted upon Great Britain would be the one aimed at her commer- 
cial supremacy, by the competition of the United States with her in 
the markets of the world. They know that in the race for power this 
nation is held back by the selfish hand of monopoly, and handicapped 
by unnecessary burdens, and that unrestrained and freed she would 
outstrip her rival. 

These gentlémen know that Gladstone, ‘‘ the grand old man,” who 
would notsurrender principle for place, position, or power, speaking to 
his own people, said that England, so far as her supremacy as a com- 
mercial nation was concerned, had nothing to fear so long as the United 
States kept her giant strength fettered by unnecessary protective laws. 
The wise statesman who honors the position he holds as President ot 
this great country desires to destroy the power of England in the marts 
of trade. He desires to defeat her in the competition for commer- 
cial supremacy, and’ wishes to place the United States in a condition 
to meet and conquer her ancient enemy in every country on the globe, 
and make “the stars and stripes ’’ the emblem of power on land and 
sea. To do this he has advised a course by the revision of our unwise 
revenue laws, so that ‘‘ our people may have the opportunity of extend- 
ing their sales beyond the limits of home consumption—saving them 
from the depression, interruption in business, and Toss caused by a 
glutted domestic market, and affording their employés more certain 
and steady labor, with its resulting quiet and contentment.” And 
when he, with the party he represents, desires to enter into commer- 
cial war with England our ears are assailed by the false clamor of 
de es who shout, ‘‘ British free trade!’’ whilst they would let the 
flag of Great Britain, covering the commerce of the world, float de- 
fiantly in every breeze. Besides this, our President would teach Eng- 
land and all other foreign powers that American citizens shall be hon- 
ored abroad as well as at home. In the great work he has set out to 
perform he should have the aid of all good citizens, and he is buta 
traitor to his country who dares to attempt to stay his course. [Ap- 
plause. ] 

[Here the hammer fell. ] 

Mr. McCREARY. I now yield to the gentleman from New York 
[Mr. Commies]. 

Mr. CUMMINGS. Mr. Speaker, I ask this House to assume that 
the Clerk has just read for the benefit of the House Victor Hugo's de- 
scription of the devil-fish in the Toilers of the Sea. Assuming that 
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to be done, sir, and that the House has the matter now in mind, let 
me say that England is the gigantic devil-fish of the nineteenth cen- 
tury. [Laughterand spplause.] Its body restsin the bed of the North 
Sea; its tentacles reach over the faceofthe earth. This monster is suck- 
ing the blood of all nations. One of its numerous arms extends along 
the Mediterranean, with suction cups at Gibraltar, Malta, and Cyprus, 
It holds the commercial supremacy of that immense inland sea. | 

A second tentacle runs down the Red Sea, with suction stations at 
Alexandria, Suakim, the Straits of Bab-el-Mandelb, and Socotra, thus 
controlling that greatest of commercial arteries, the Suez Canal and its 
approaches. The life-blood of India has been drained, and Burmahis 
gasping under the suction of this rapacious octopus, The Malay and 
the Yellow Seas are virtually British waters. The monster has fastened 
its fingers npon every continent. -It has in its Cape Colony, in 
Africa; Guiana, in South America, and the whole Australasian conti- 
nent. New Zealand and other islands of the Pacific are in its power. 

Ireland is struggling manfully to frée herself from its tentacles, and 
ihe Boers of the Transvaal have torn themselves from the grip. St. Hel- 
ena, the Bermudas, and other islands of the Atlantic still feed its body. 
A nest of blistering cups in the West Indies dominates the commerce of 
CaribbeanSea. A cup at Belize isa sucker on the commercial life of the 
Gulf of Mexico, The tentacles of the monster are even now gliding 
over the face of our sister republic of Venezuela in an effort to rob her 
of her rich gold fields and to secure the mouths of the Orinoco. 

But the greatest of her tentacles was fastened on the North Ameri- 
can continent. Its grip was loosened by the American Revolution. 
Yet it retains its hold upon nearly half of the continent. It has 
slimed and is still sliming the American nation. Four times in this 
century has its poisonous fingers touched the heart of the American 
people. The first tentacle was lopped off in the war of 1812. The 
second tore away a part of our northeastern boundary, and the third 
ripped an empire and an inland sea from our boundary on the northwest. 
The fourth is fastened upon us in an attempt to rob us of our natural 
rights on the ocean. Rights are claimed for Canadians in American 
waters which they are not willing to grant Americans in Cangdian 
waters. Meantime every artery of our foreign trade is being drained 
by this colossal devil-fish. On the Atlantic and on the Pacific its su- 
premacy is unquestioned. Within thirty years it has robbed us of 
nearly the last vestige of our foreign commerce. We are chilled by 
contact with the body of this monstrosity and we are environed by its 
network of tentacles and suction cups. [Applanse. ] 

Sir, the time has come for the United States to again declare itself 
free and independent of England. We are dependent upon no nation 
on the face of the earth. The assumption that either England or her 
colonies have maritime rights superior to those of any other nation is 
not to be based-on the treaty of 1818 or upon any other treaty. Itis 
based upon the cheek of a national bunco thief and upon the nerve of 
a rapacious robber. [Laughter and applause. ] 

Let us act promptly. Let party politics no longer pollute the patri- 
otic fervor aroused by the retaliatory message of the President. A 

Jague on both your houses. The people are up in their might. Let 
th political parties unite in strengthening the hands of a patriotic 
Executive and in filling the demands of a great and justly indignant 
nation. Give the President power to lop off an arm of this devil-fish. 
Let him seize this opportunity to hamstring the British lion, and as 
the measly-skinned beast drags its hind legs over the hot sand in 
weary retreat all the nations of the earth will clap their hands and 
roar with applause. [Laughter and applause.) 

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. DocKERY). The time fixed for de- 
bate has expired. 

Mr. McCREARY. I now ask a vote. 

Mr. VANDEVER. Irise to submit a parliamentary inquiry. 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman will state it. 
Mr. VANDEYVER. Is this bill open to amendment? 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. It is not open to amendment. 


Mr. VANDEVER. I would like to offer an amendment to strike 
out the first section. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The previous question has been ordered 
upon the third reading of the bill, and also upon its passage, and hence 
no amendments would be in order. [Cries of ‘‘ Vote!’’ ‘* Vote!’?] 

Mr. COCKRAN. Iask the yeas and nays on this question. 


Mr. renee: Let the yeas and nays be taken on the passage 
of the bill. 

Mr. WHITE, of Indiana. At the request—— [Cries of ‘‘ Regular 
order!??] 


The SPEAKER pro tempore, Thė regular order is the vote on the 
engrossment and third reading of the bill. 

Mr. WHITE, of New York. I ask unanimous consent to strike 
out—— 

Mr. MCMILLIN. Regular order. 

Mr. WHITE, of New York. Iask unanimous consent to amend the 
bill by striking out the first section. 

Mr. MCMILLIN. I rise to a question of order. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. McMILLIN. The regulur order having been demanded, the 
gentleman has no right to submit a request for unanimous consent. 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chairsnstains the point of order. 
The regular order having been demanded, the Chair can entertain no 
requests for unanimous consent. 

The question is on the engrossment and third reading of the bill. 

Mr, SENEY. I desire to amend the bill. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. An amendment is not in order. 

Mr. SENEY. I ask that the amendment I propose to the bill be 
read for information, 

Mr. McCREARY. I demand the regular order. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The question is on the engrossment 
and third reading of the bill. 

Mr. WHITE, of New York. I riseto.a parliamentary inquiry. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman will, state it.. 

Mr. WHITE, of New York. Is it in order to move to recommit the 
bill with instructions, after the previous question has been ordered? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The motion will be in order. 

Mr. WHITE, of New York. Inow move to reeommit—— 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. But the motion is not in order now. 
Pending the demand for the previous question, or after the previous 
question has been ordered on the passage of the bill, it will be in order 
to move to recommit with or without instructions, 

Mr. SENEY. Irise to a parliamentary inquiry. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman will state it. [Cries 
of ** Vote !’* * Vote!’’] 

Mr. SENEY. Is the bill open to amendment? 

The SPEAKER protempore. Itis not. By order of the House the 
previous question was ordered on the engrossment and third reading 
and on the passage of the bill. 

Mr. McMILLIN. Let us have the regular order. 

Mr. CANNON. I wish to submita parliamentary inquiry. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. CANNON. Would it not be in order to ask unanimous consent 
that the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. SENEY] may offer his resolution to 
annex Canada forthwith? [Laughter. ] 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. It is not in order. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time; and 
being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, the question 
recurring on the passage of the bill. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. If the gentleman from New York de- 
sires now to submit a motion to recommit the bill it will be in order. 

Mr. WHITE, of New York. I move to recommit this bill to the 
Committee on Foreign Affairs having it in charge, with instructions to 
report the bill back amended by striking ont the first section and ' 
changing the numbers of sections 2 and 3 tosections 1 and 2 of the bill, 
and upon that I ask the yeas and nays. 

Pd oot bas and nays were not ordered, six members only being in favor 
ereof. 

The question being taken on the motion of Mr. WHITE, of New York, 
to recommit the bill, it was rejected. 

The question recurred on the passage of the bill. 

Mr. McCREARY. On that I demand the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

The question was taken; and decided in the affirmative—yeas 176, 
nays 4, not voting 144; as follows: 


YEAS—176. 
Abboit, Cowles, Hutton, O'Neill, Mo. 
Anderson, Iowa Crain, Johnston, N. C. Osborne, 
Anderson, Ill. Crisp, Kean, Owen, 
Anderson,Kans. Crouse, Kelley, Payson, 
Anderson, Miss. Culberson, Kerr, Peel, 
Bacon, Cummings, Kilgore, Penington, 
Baker, Il n, Lafroon, Perkins, 
Baker, Davis, La Follette, ‘ters, 
Bankhead, Dibble, Lagan, Plumb, 
Barnes, Dockery. Laidlaw, ost, 
Barry, Dougherty, Rice, 
Bingham, Dunn, Landes, Robertson, 
Bland, Farquhar, Lane, TS, 
Blount, Foran, Lanbam, Romeis, 
Bound, Forney, m, Rowell, 
Bowden, French, Lee, Rowland, 
Breckinridge, Ark. Fuller, Lynch, Russell, 
Breckinridge, Ky. Funston, Oi 5 Ryan, 
Browne,T.H.B.,Va. Gay, Mahoney, wyer, 
Browne, Ind. year, Maish, Sayers, 
Bryce, Gest, Ma: ( ull, 
Buckalew, Gibson, McAdoo. Seney, 
Bunnell, Glass, McClammy, Seymour, 
Burnes, Grimes f ý Shively, 
Burrows, Guenther, McCullogh, Smith, 
Butterworth, _—- Hall, McKenna, Sowden, 
Campbell, T.J., N.Y. Hare, McMiNin, Stahlnecker, 
Cannon, Haugen, McShane, Stephenson, 
Carlton, Hayes, Mills, Stewart, 
Caruth, Heard, Moffitt, Stone, Ky. 
Caswell, Hemphill, Moore, Stone, Mo. 
Catchings, Henderson, Jowa Morrill, Struble, 
Cheadle, Henderson. N.C. Morrow, Symes, 

j Henderson, Hi. Nelson, Tarsney, 
Clements, Herbert, Nichols, Taulbee, 
Cobb, Hermann, Norwood, Thompson, Ohio 
Cockran, Hitt, Nutting, Thompson, Cal. 
Compton, H: K Oates, Tracey, 
Conger, Holman, O’ Neall, Ind, Turner, Kans, 

s Holmes, O’ Neill, Pa. Vance, 
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Vandever, Weaver, Wickham, Wilson, W. Va. 

alker, Weber, Wilkinson, Yardley, 
Warner, Wheeler, Williams, Yoder, 
Washington, White, Wilson, Minn, 

NAYS—4. 
Bayne, Dalzell, Lind, White, N. Y. 
NOT VOTING—IH. 

Adams, Davidson, Fla, Jackson, Randall, 
Allen, Mass. De Lano, Johnston, Ind. Rayner, 
Allen, Mich. Dingley, Jones, i 
Allen, Miss. rsey, Kennedy, Richardson, 
Arnol Dunham, Ke “ Rockwell, 
Atkinson, Elliott, Lawler, Russell, Conn 
Belden, Enloe, Lehlbach, Rusk, 
Belmont, « Ermentrout, Lodge, Scott, 
Biggs, elton, Long, Shaw, 
Blanchard, Finley, aoe Sherman, 
fest Fisher, ‘ett, Simmons, 
Boothman, Fitch, Mansur, Pad boomy 
Boutelle, Flood, Mason, Spinola, 
Bowen, Ford, Matson, Spooner, 
Brewer, Gaines, McComas, Springer, 
Brower, + Gall A McCormick, Steele, 
Brown, Ohio Glover, McKinley, Stewart, Tex. 
Brown, J. R., Va. Goff, MeKinney, Stewart, Vt. 
Brumm, Granger, McRae, Stockdale, ' 
Buchanan, Greenman, Merriman, Taylor, E. B., Ohio 
Burnett, Grosvenor, Milliken, Taylor, J. D., Ohio 
Butler, rout, Montgomery, ‘Thomas, K 
Bynum, Harmer, Morgan, ‘Thomas, I] 
Campbell, F., N. Y. Hatch, Morse, Thomas, Wis. 
Campbell, Ohio Hayden, eal, Tillman, 
Candler, iestand, Newton, ‘Townshend, 
Clardy, Hires, O'Donnell, Turner, Ga. 
Gonevrell Hopkins, 11 Outhwaite West 
Cogswell, opkins, Il. uthwaite, est, 
Collins, Hopkins, N. Y. Parker, Whiting, Mass. 
Cooper, Hopkins, Va. Patton, Whiting, Mich, 
Cox Houk, Perry,- Whitthorne, 
Cu nm, Hovey, Phelan, Wilber, 
Darlington Ho is Phelps, Wilkins, 
Davenport, Hudd, Pidcock, Wise, 
Davidson, Ala. Hunter, Pugsley, Woodburn. 

So the bill was passed. 


By unanimous consent, on motion of Mr. McCREARY, the reading 
of the names was dispensed with. 
The following pairs were announced, until farther notice: 
Mr. Cox with Mr. COOPER. 
. COMPTON with Mr. GOFF. 
. Scott with Mr. McComas. 
. MCRAE with Mr. DORSEY. 
. WILKINS with Mr. Lona. 
. HOOKER with Mr. LODGE. 
. RANDALL with Mr. DINGLEY. 
. NEWTON with Mr, JACKSON, 
. MATSON with Mr. Hovey. 
. Smormons with Mr. Brown, of Ohio. 
. HATCH with Mr. STEWART, of Vermont. 
. COLLINS with Mr. ALLEN, of Massachusetts. 
. OUTHWAITE with Mr. MCKINLEY. 
. BOUTELLE with Mr. WISE. 
. TOWNSHEND with Mr. JoszpH D. TAYLOR. 
. WHITTHORNE with Mr. GROSVENOR. 
. TILLMAN with Mr. FINLEY. 
. SPRINGER with Mr. JOHNSTON, of Indiana. 
. MANSUR with Mr. WARNER. 
. CANDLER with Mr. BREWER. 
. STOCKDALE with Mr. CLARK. 
. MERRIMAN with Mr. FARQUHAR. 
. FISHER with Mr. LEHLBACH. 
. BOWEN with Mr. STEELE. > 
. VANCE with Mr. RUSSELL, of Connecticut. 
. GREENMAN with Mr. SHERMAN. 
. Rusk with Mr. O’ DONNELL. 
. RICHARDSON with Mr, CHEADLE. 
. DAVIDSON, of Alabama, with Mr. PATTON. 
. SNYDER with Mr. Yost. 
. ERMENTROUT with Mr. GROUT. 
. FORD with Mr. GUENTHER. 
. GLOVER with Mr. PUGSLEY. 
. STEWART, of Texas, with Mr. DUNHAM. 
. CLARDY with Mr. WEST. 
. PERRY with Mr. SPOONER. 
. O’FERRALL with Mr. MASON. 
. Breas with Mr. Morrow. 
BELMONT with Mr. DAVENPORT. 
. GRANGER with Mr. RocK WELL. 
. BLANCHARD with Mr. THOMAS, of Illinois. . 
. MONTGOMERY with Mr. HUNTER. 
. MORSE with Mr. WHITING, of Massachusetts, 
. TURNER, of Georgia, with Mr. REED. 
. HOWARD with Mr. HOPKINS, of Illinois. 
. CUTCHEON with Mr. TARSNEY. 
. Hupp with Mr. ARNOLD. 
DARLINGTON with Mr. Moore. 


< 

Mr. Prpcock with Mr. PHELPS. 

Mr. RUSSELL, of Massachusetts, with Mr. CoGSwELt. 

Mr, MORGAN with Mr. MILLIKEN. , 

Mr. Warring, of Michigan, with Mr. HOUK. 

Mr. LAWLER with Mr. DE LANO. 

Mr. MCKINNEY with Mr. BoorHMAN. 

Mr: DAVIDSON, of Florida, with Mr. O'NEILL, of Pennsylvania, 

Mr. CAMPBELL, of Ohio, with Mr. KENNEDY. 

Mr. BLOUNT with Mr. PETERS. 

Mr. Jones with Mr. HARMER. 

The following pairs were announced for this day: 

Mr. Biiss with Mr. BROWER. 

Mr. SPINOLA with Mr. KercHam. 

Mr. SHAW with Mr. HAYDEN. 

Mr. ENLOE with Mr. HOPKINS, of New York. 

Mr. Hopkins, of Virginia, with Mr. ALLEN, of Michigan. 

During the roll-call, 

Mr. O’NEILL, of Pennsylvania. I wish to state that I am paired 
with the gentleman from Florida, Mr. DAVIDSON. I amof the opinion 
that if he were present he would vote ‘‘ay,’’ and I have therefore 
voted ‘‘ay.”’ 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Mississippi. I desire to say that my colleague, 
Mr. Hooker, is absent, but if present he would vote ‘‘ ay.” 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Illinois. My colleagues, Mr. LAWLER and Mr. 
SPRINGER, are absent. If present, they would vote ‘‘ay.”’ 

Mr. CHEADLE. Iam paired with the gentleman from Tennessee, 
Mr. RICHARDSON. I am satisfied if he were present he would vote 
“ay,” and I desire to have my name called. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore, Was the gentleman in the Hall when 
his name was called ? 

Mr. CHEADLE. I did not vote, as Iam paired with 
from Tennessee, who if present would have voted ‘‘ ay. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman does not place himself 
under the rule so that he could now vote. 

Mr. CHEADLE. There are points under which I am permitted to 
vote under the pair. That is in ease the vote is not a political ques- 
tion—and it certainly is not contended this is a political question—and 
to make a quorum. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore, The gentleman can only vote by unan- 
imous consent, 3 

Mr. WHITE, of New York. Iask unanimous consent that the gen- 
tleman be permitted to vote. 

There was no objection. 

Mr. GUENTHER. Iam paired withthe gentleman from Michigan, 
Mr. Forp. I voted ‘‘ay’’ because if he were present he would vote 

?? 

Mr. WARNER. Iam paired with my colleague, Mr. MANsuR, and 
voted ‘‘ay,’’ as, if he were present, he would vote ‘‘ ay.” 

Mr. MORGAN. I voted ‘‘ay,’”’ Mr. Speaker. I am paired with 
Mr. MILLIKEN, of Maine, and desire to withdraw my vote. 

Mr. MCMILLIN. My colleague, Mr. NEAL, wascalled home by sick- 
ness, and I desire to make this announcement, as, if he were present, he 
would vote ‘‘ay.”’ 

Mr. MORROW. I voted ‘‘ay,’’ though I am paired with my col- 
league, Mr. Braas. If he were here, he would vote “ay.” 

Mr. BACON, My colleague, Mr. SPINOLA, is absent on account of 
sickness. If present, he would vote “ay.” 

Mr. TURNER, of Georgia. I voted inadvertently. Being paired 
with the gentleman from Maine, Mr. REED, I withdraw my vote. 

Mr. TIMOTHY J. CAMPBELL. I desire to say, for the information 
of the House, that Iam paired with Mr, BOWDEN, and voted “ay.” 
As I understand, if he were present he would vote ‘‘ay.”’ 

I desire also to state that my colleague, Mr. Cox, whose pair has been 
announced, is absent on account of illness, and I am authorized to say 
that if he were here he would vote for the bill. 

Mr. BOOTHMAN. I am paired with the gentleman from New 
Hampshire, Mr. MCKINNEY, who is not present, and I therefore with- 
hold my vote. If he were present, I should vote ay. The gentleman 
from New Hampshire, I believe, if present, would also vote ay. 

Mr. TARSNEY. I am paired with my colleague, Mr. CUTCHEON, 
on all political questions. He is at home sick, I am sorry to say. 
Although I am paired with him on political questions I am entirely 
satisfied that if he were present he would vote ‘‘ay,’’ and therefore I 
have voted ‘‘ay.’’ 

Mr. McCREARY. My colleague, Mr. MONTGOMERY, is detained at 
home by sickness, If he were present he would vote for this bill. 

Mr. ROGERS. My colleague, Mr. MCRAE, is also absent by 
reason of sickness in his family. If he were present he would vote 
bbe n 

Mr. WILKINSON. My colleague, Mr. BLANCHARD, is absent, but 
is paired. I did not hear his name called. 

The result of the vote was then announced as above recorded. 

Mr. McCREARY moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill was 
passed; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 
table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


the gentleman 
” 


: : 
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. OKLAHOMA TERRITORY. 

Mr. TAULBEE. Mr. Speaker, I desire to announce to the House 
that itis the purpose of the Committee on Territories to make an effort 
to take up and dispose of the Oklahoma bill on Tuesday. 

At 5 o’clock and 20 minutes p. m. the House adjourned. 


PRIVATE BILLS INTRODUCED AND REFERRED. 
Under the rule private bills of the following titles were introduced 
and referred as indicated below: 
By Mr. BURNES: A bill (H. R. 11389) granting a pension to Aaron 
J. Waltz—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 
By Mr. CARLTON: A bill (H. R. 11390) for the relief of Joel A. 
Billups—to the Committee on War Claims. 


PETITIONS, ETC. 


The following petitions and papers were laid on the Clerk’s desk, 
under the rule, and referred as follows: 

By Mr. BLAND: Papers in the claim of John Casey, for a pension— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. CLEMENTS: Petition of heir of William Worthy, deceased, 
late of Whitfield County; widow of James Masters, deceased, Whit- 
field County, Georgia, and of D. W. Hampton, for reference of their 
claims to the Court of Claims—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, petition of citizens of Paulding County, Georgia, asking cer- 
tain amendments to the interstate-commerce law—to the Committee 
on Commerce. 

By Mr. DUNN: Petition of citizens of Sharp County, Arkansas, 
praying that cotton bagging be put upon the free-list—to the Commit- 
tee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. GEST: Proof in support of the pension claim of Eugene 
Durst—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. GRIMES: Petition of L. L. Stanford, J. L. Dennis, and R. 
E. Fort, committee of Harris County (Georgia) Grange, for relief of ag- 
riculturists—to the Committee on Ways and Means, 


SENATE. 
MONDAY, September 10, 1888. 


Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. J. G. BUTLER, D. D. 
‘The Journal of the proceedings of Friday last was read and approved. 


EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS, 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate a communica- 
tion from the Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting for the consid- 
eration of Congress additional estimates of deficiencies in certain ap- 
propriations for the service of the District of Columbia as submitted by 
the commissioners of the District, amounting to $401.49; which, with 
the accompanying papers, was referred to the Committee on Appropria- 
tions, and ordered to be printed. 

He also laid before the Senate a communication from the Secretary 
of War, transmitting a report from the Quartermaster-General of the 
action taken by him in compliance with the provisions of an act for 
the relief of Edward Fitzgerald, approved May 24, 1888; which, with 
the accompanying papers, was referred to the Committee on Claims, 
and ordered to be printed. 

He also laid before the Senate a communication from the Secretary 
of War, transmitting, in compliance with a resolution of August 20, 
1888, reports from the Quartermaster-General and Commissary-General 
of Subsistence in regard to the claims for commissary and quartermas- 
ter’s supplies upon which there has been adverse departmental action, 
and requesting an appropriation to further comply with the resolution; 
which was read. s 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. If there be no objection, this com- 
munication, with the accompanying papers, will be referred to the 
Committee on Appropriations and printed. 

Mr. HOAR. I should like to call the attention of the chairman of 
the Committee on Claims [Mr. Spooner] to the communication, I 
think it should go to the Committee on Claims and not be referred to 
the Committee on Appropriations. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I think the suggestion of the Senator from Mas- 
sachusetts is probably best. 

The communication, with the accompanying papers, was referred to 
the Committee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate a communica- 
tion from the Secretary of War, transmitting a letter from the Acting 
Chief of Engineers relative to the blocking of commerce through the 
St. Clair Flats Canal, Michigan, caused by the grounding of certain 
vessels, and recommending action in regard to the matter; which, with 
the accompanying papers, was referred to the Committee on Commerce, 
and ordered to be printed. 

PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore presented a petition of citizens of De 
Kalb County, Alabama, praying for certain amendments of the inter- 


state-commerce law; which was referred to the Committee on Inter- 
state Commerce. 

Mr. CAMERON presented a petition of citizens of Philadelphia, Pa., 
praying for the repeal of that portion of the internal-revenue law class- 
ing druggists as liquor dealers; which was referred to the Committee 
on Finance. 

Mr. HARRIS presented the petition of Reuben R. H. Melton, of Ma- 
ple Creek, Carroll County, Tennessee, praying to be allowed a pension; 
which was referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 

Mr. TURPIE, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom were re- 
ferred the following bills, reported them without amendment, and sub- 
mitted reports thereon: 

A bill (H. R. 10504) granting a pension to Mary Hooper; 

A bill (H. R. 10224) granting a pension to Elias H. Hall; and 

A bill (H. R. 8993) for the relief of Shadrack W. Brown. 

Mr. TELLER, from the Committee on Public Lands, to whom was 
referred the bill (S. 3124) erecting three additional land offices in the 
State of Colorado, reported it without amendment. 


BILLS INTRODUCED. 


Mr. MORGAN introduced a bill (S. 3528) to authorize the construc- 
tion of a bridge across the Coosa River at Gadsden, Ala.; which was 
read twice by its title, and, with the accompanying papers, referred to 
the Committee on Commerce. 

Mr. PLUMB introduced a bill (S. 3529) granting a pension to Mrs. 
Elizabeth E. Tuttle; which was read twice by its title, and referred to 
the Committee on Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 3530) granting a pension to Miss Hattie 
A. Dada; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Pensions. 

Mr. PADDOCK introduced a bill (S. 3531) for the relief of Felix 
McKitterick; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Claims. 

AMENDMENTS TO BILLS, 

Mr. MORGAN, Mr. CALL, and Mr, EVARTS submitted amendments 
intended to be proposed by them respectively to the general deficiency 
appropriation bill; which were referred to the Committee on Appro- 
priations, and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. DOLPH. I offer amendments intended to be proposed to the 
bill (H. R. 8990) to provide for the adjudication and payment of claims 
arising from Indian depredations, now before the Committee on In- 


dian Affairs. I ask unanimoys consent in offering the amendments to ~ 


follow the plan adopted by a committee in reporting a bill with amend- 
ments, and let the amendments as printed show the part stricken out 
and the part inserted. I think that would be more convenient to the 
committee. e 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore, The proposed amendments will be 
received, referred to the Committee on Indian Affairs, and printed, as 
suggested by the Senator from Oregon. 


WITHDRAWAL OF PAPERS. 


On motion of Mr. EVARTS, it was 

Ordered, That George Lane have leave to writhdraw his petition from the files 
of the Senate, 

PACIFIC RAILROAD COMMISSION REPORT. 

Mr. TURPIE. I offer the resolution which I send to the desk, and 
I ask for its present consideration. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The resolution will be read. 

The Chief Clerk read as follows: 

Resolved, That 500 copies additional of the report of the Pacific Railroad Com- 
mission made in January, 1888, be published for the use of the Senate. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair is not advised whether 
the number proposed would exceed the limit of cost that would ren- 
der it necessary to refer the resolution to the Committee on Printing. 

Mr. TURPIE. The former order was 200 copies, and Senators re- 
ceived but one copy each. I think the number suggested will not ex- 
ceed the limit. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. Perhaps to avoid difficulty the reso- 
lution might be referred to the Committee on Printing and reported 
during the day. 

Mr. TURPIE. If that reference be made I hope I shall be allowed 
to express the wish that the resolution will receive early and favorable 
consideration from that committee. The report is an important one, 
and the subject is of general interest. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Upon further inquiry the Chair is 
satisfied that the resolution of the Senator from Indiana need not be 
referred to the Committee on Printing. 

Mr. CULLOM. I simply desire to say that there seems to be an im- 
pression ont among the people that that report has not been printed 
at all, and I think under the circumstances we ought to print as many 
copies of it as is consistent with the duty of the Senate, so that the 
public as well as the Senate of the United States may see what the re- 
port is. I understand that the resolution only contemplates a very 
few copies for the use of the Senate itself. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore, Without the evidence? 
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Mr. CULLOM. May I inquire whether there has bees any consid- 
erable number of copies of that report printed with the evidence ? 
~ Mr. TURPIE. Two hundred copies were printed for the use of the 
Senate. 

Mr. CULLOM. I hope the resolution will be adopted at any rate. 

Mr. HOAR. I move to amend the resolution by substituting 5,000 
copies for 500 copies. . . 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment will be stated. 

The CHIEF CLERK. In the first line of the resolution it is proposed 
to strike out ‘‘500’’ and insert ‘‘ 5,000; so as to make the resolution 
read: 
Resolved, That 5,000 copies additional of the report of the Pacific Railroad 
Commission, made in January, 1888, be published for the use of the Senate. 

Mr. TURPIE. I have no objection at all to the amendment offered 
by the Senator from Massachusetts if it does not occasion a delay of 
the resolution by a reference of it to the Committee on Printing. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair thinks that the amend- 
ment, if agreed to, would require a reference to the Committee on 


nting. 

Mr. HOAR. It will not take a délay of two days. The Committee 
on Printing always report such things instantly. 

Mr. CULLOM. I desire to inquire of the Senator from Maryland 
{Mr. GORMAN] who, I believe, is the only member of the Committee 
on Printing present, whether that committee has considered a resolu- 
tion for the printing of the Pacific Railroad Commission report? 

Mr. GORMAN. Ithink not, but we hope to havea meeting to day 
on that subject, and I think probably during the day we shall be able 
to report it. 

Mr. HOAR. The Senator from Maryland will see that it is at- 
tended to. 

Mr. CULLOM. I wish to state again that there has been an im- 
pression in the public mind that the report is kept within the control 
of the Senate and not allowed to goto the public. If there has been any 
such disposition as that on the part of anybody, I desire that the Sen- 
ate shall show a disposition to let the people know what the evidence 
is that has been taken on the subject, and let the country see it. 

Mr. PLUMB. I understand the report has been printed. I cer- 
tainly have a copy of it on my table now. 

Mr. TURPIE. Only 200 copies have been printed, one for each 
Senator. 

Mr. PLUMB. I have sent away, I think, two copies. 

Mr. TURPIE. Then the Senator has had more than his share. 

Mr. GORMAN. Iwill state to the Senator from Kansas that the 
usual number has been printed, which i81,900 copies. As to the order 
for an extra number of copies, the Committee on Printing, I under- 
stand, are waiting for the estimate required under the law to be sub- 
mitted before the resolution is reported. 

Mr. CULLOM. Does the Senator state that there have been 1,900 
copies already printed? 

Mr. GORMAN. Iunderstand the usual number, 1,900 copies, have 
been already printed. 

Mr. PLUMB. I was inquired of about it and I sent to the docu- 
ment-room and to the Printing Office, and got the information that 
the document had been printed in the ordinary way, that the usual 
number had been printed. So far as it was known in either place there 
had been no delay made which was not inevitable upon the Bertie 
of so large a mass of matter. But if there is a proposition to print a 
larger number for distribution, that I know nothing about. 

Mr. HOAR. It is quite obvious that this resolution of the Senator 
from Indiana, unless it be amended, will not answer his own purpose. 
Tt will give only 7 copies to each Senator for distribution, and wher- 
eyer there is any public interest in the matter there will not be enough 
to satisfy the demand. So it seems to me the number ought to be en- 


The Senator fears that there may be some delay by a reference. We 
are assured by the Senator from Maryland [Mr. GoRMAN] that the 
Committee on Printing expect to have a meeting to-day, so they will 
be able to report it very cay Sem the course of the day. I hope, 
therefore, the amendment will be adopted, 

Mr. MCPHERSON. If there is any delay about the matter of print- 
ing 5,000 copies of this report,I hope that the report as already made, 
to wit, the printing of 1,900 copies, which I understand the Senator 
from Maryland to say the committee have ordered, will be made at once. 

Mr. COCKRELL. That order has already been made. 

Mi. McPHERSON. Ihave had repeated requests for this report, 
and I have been unable to obtain it. There is an impression in the 
poi mind that by some agency or other the report is being suppressed. 

presume I have had applications from my own State from more than 
one hundred people who desire the report, and I have been unable to get 
a single copy for distribution. I hope the resolution will be agreed to. 

Mr. HOAR. May Linquire of the Senator from New Jersey if he can 
supply the demands of hisown constituents if he isgiven only 7 copies? 

. McPHERSON. Notatall. If we would print the 1,900 copies 
at once and order 4,500 more it would be a great deal better. 

Mr. CULLOM. I understand that the 1,900 have been already 
printed. The Senator from Maryland so stated. 


Mr. MCPHERSON. Where are they? They are not for distribu- 
tion in the Capitol. É ° 

Mr. GORMAN. Sofar from there being any foundation for the im- 
pression alluded to by the Senator from New Jersey, that it has gone 
out to the country that there is any attempt to suppress this report, it 
is as far from the truth asanything possibly could be. It is like many 
other idle reports. When the Senate orders a document to be printed, 
the usual number, 1,900 copies, isprinted. This document wentthrough 
the usual process and 1,900 copies were printed, one copy of it being 
supplied to every Senator and the remainder disposed of as the law re- 
quires, Senators may find in the docnment-room extra copies, if they 
have not been already disposed of. 

All know that members of the Committee on Printing have been ab- 
sent, and the Committee on Printing have not had an opportunity to 
consider any resolution for an extra number of copies. There has been 
no attempt on the part of anybody tosuppress the document, and there 
is no excuse for such astatement by the public press, here or elsewhere. 

Mr. McPHERSON. I suppose the Senator from Maryland wili un- 
derstand that there is no criticism upon the committee because of the 
absence of a resolution before the committee to increase the number 
beyond that required by the rules of the Senate. Certainly the com- 
mittee would not be to act upon the matter without having 
a resolution before them. Surely I have no intention to criticise the 
committee in any sense or form. The committee state that they have 
already had printed 1,900 copies, all that they are allowed under the 
rule to print, and that is sufficient. But this report was made last De- 
cember and submitted to the Senate, and so far as I know no copies of 
it can be obtained now in the document-room; at least I inquired a 
few days ago for copies there and they had not yet reached the docu- 
ment-room. ‘There is some fault somewhere. Where it is I shall not 
undertake to say. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment proposed by the Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. Hoar]. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The resolution as amended will be 
referred to the Committee on Printing. 

MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 

A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. CLARK, its 
Clerk, announced that the House had passed the following bills; in 
which it requested the concurrence of the Senate: 

A bill. CH. R. 200) granting a pension to Walter O. Watson; 

A bill (H. R. 2471) granting a pension to Anna M. Noyes; 

R. 2472) granting a pension to Lydia A. Eaton; 

R- 2788) granting a pension to Lieut. George T. Russell; 
. R. 3908) increasing the pension of Jesse L. Garrett; 

H. R. 5174) granting a pension to Statira Young; 

H. R. 6409) for the relief of Perry R. Nye; 

. R. 7485) granting a pension to Mrs. Susan V. Wilcox, 
mother of Martin V. Wilcox; 

A bill (H. R. 8553) granting a pension to Arabella Davis; 

A bill (H. R. 9106) granting a pension to Peter Liner; 

A bill (H. R. 9370) granting a pension to Susan Bates, widow of 
Thomas Bates, late private Company A, Twenty-sixth Regiment Mich- 
igan Volunteers; 

A bill (H. R. 9862) granting a pension to Benjamin F. Bair; 

A bill (H. R. 10068) granting a pension to Lieut. Starkey R. Powell, 
of Black Hawk war; 

A bill ts R. 10159) granting a pension to Jenny Buell; 
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A bill (H. R. 10171) granting a pension to Rachel Rogers; 

A bill (H. R. 10173) granting a pension to Catharine Mulligan; 

A bill (H. R. 10661) granting a pension to Mrs. Sophia Vogelsang; 
A bill (H. R. 10687) granting a pension to Charles Junot; 

A bill (H. R. 10708) granting a pension to Jane E. Knoble; 

A io (H. R. 10827) for the relief of Catharine Teegardin; 
A 
Abi 
A 


nited States to protect and defend the rights of American fishing ves- 
sels, American fishermen, American trading and other vessels in certain 
cases, and for other purposes,” approved March 3, 1887. 

The message also announced that the House had passed the follow- 
ing bills: 

4 bill (S. 1988) granting a pension to H. R. Blakiston; 

A bill (S. 2576) granting a pension to Richard Hudson; 

A bill (S. 2750) to increase the pension of Samuel A. Tate; and 

A bill (S. 3186) granting a pension to Christian Winkel. 

The message further announced that the House had passed the fol- 
lowing bills with amendments, in which it requested the concurrence 
of the Senate: 

A bill (S. 1488) granting an increase of pension to Lonisa V. de Kil- 
patrick, widow of Maj. Gen. Judson Kilpatrick, United States Volun- 


teers; 
A bill (S. 2726) granting an increase of pension to Margaret S. Heint- 
zelman; and 
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A bill (S. 2913) granting a pension to Mary Sturgess. 

The message also announced that the House had concurred in the re- 

rt of the committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the two 
Honi on the amendments of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 10998) 
making appropriations for fortifications and other works of defense, for 
the armament thereof, for the procurement of heavy ordnance for trial 
and service, and for other purposes. 

The message further announced that the Speaker had announced the 
appointment of Mr. MAtsH in the place of Mr. TOWNSHEND, excused, 
as one of the conferees on the part of the House on the bill (H. R. 
10234) making appropriations for the support of the Army for the fiscal 
year ending June 30, 1889, and for other purposes, 

ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 

The message also announced that the Speaker of the House had 
signed the following enrolled bills; and they were thereupon signed by 
the President pro tempore: 

A bill (H. R. 649) for the relief of A. C. Bradford; 

A bill (H. R. 109) for the relief of Dr. F. O. St. Clair; 

A bill (H. R. 988) for the relief of Joseph R. White; and 

A bill (H. R. 1073) for the relief of the Roman Catholic Church of 
St. Peter and St. Paul, at Chattanooga, Tenn. 

LOUISA V. DE KILPATRICK. 

Mr. DAVIS. I ask that the action of the House on Senate bill 1488 
be laid before the Senate. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate the amendments 
of the House of Representatives to the bill (S. 1488) granting an increase 
of pension to Louisa V. de Kilpatrick, widow of Maj. Gen. Judson Kil- 
patrick, United States Volunteers. 

Mr. DAVIS. I move that the Senate disagree to the amendments 
made by the House of Representatives, and request a conference on the 
disagreeing votes of the two Houses thereon. 

The motion was agreed to. 

By unanimous consent, the President pro tempore was authorized to 
appoint the conferees on the part of the Senate, and Mr. Davis, Mr. 


BLODGETT, and Mr. PADDOCK were appointed. 
FORTIFICATION APPROPRIATION BILL. 
Mr. PLUMB submitted the following report: 

The committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the two Honses on 
the amendments of the Senate to the bill (H. R,10998) making appropriations 
for fortifications and other works of defense, for the armament thereof, for the 

rocurement of heavy ordnance for trial and and for other purposes, 

ving met, after fall and free conference have agreed to recommend and do 
recommend to their respective Houses as follows: 

That the Senate e from its amen:iments numbered 4 and 13. 

‘That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendments of the Sen- 
ate numbered 2, 6,7, 8,9, 10, 11, 14, 15, 16, 17, 18,20, and 21; and agree to the same. 

That the House recede from its ment to the amendment of the Senate 
numbered 1, and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: In line 4of 
said amendment strike ont the words ‘ two officers” and in lieu thereof insert 
the words “an officer;” and the Senate agree to the same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the Senate 
numbered 3, and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: In line 13, 
pagel of the bill, strike out the words " propelled and;’’ and the Senate agree 

the same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement tothe amendment of the Senate 
numbered 5, and agree to the same with amendmentsas follows: After the 
word “* For,” in line 16, page 1 of the bill, insert the following: “The comple- 
tion of the guns now under fabrication by the Ordnance Department and for 
testing the same, and for;” and in line 17, same page of the bill, strike out the 
words “ two 10-inch ;"’ and the Senate agree to the same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement tothe amendment of the Senate 
numbered 12, and agree to the same with an amendasent as follows: In lieu of 
the sum pro) insert ‘‘ $700,000; and the Senate agree to the same. 

hat the Honse recede from its disagreement to the amendmentof the Senate 
numbered 19, and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: Add at 
the end of the matter inserted by said amendment the words “of manufact- 
ure; ™ and the Senate agree to the same, 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the Senate 
numbered 22, and è to the same with amendments as follows: In line 390f 
said amendment, r the word “ propie insert the word "purchases; ” in 
line 41, after th. word “ guns,” insert the words “including multicharge guns 
and the conversion of Parrott and other guns on hand;" in line 49, r the 
word “such,” insert the word “purchases; ” after the word “ dollars," in lines 
50 and 51, insert the following, ‘* which sum is hereby appro) : Provided 
further, That said board shall test, and, if found satisfactory, 1l purchase two 
breech-loading field guns of 3.2 inch bore, of aluminum bronze; ” in line 55, after 
the word “m. m?’ prin the words “five hundred thousand ; ™ and in line 58, 
strike out the word “act” and insert in lieu thereof the word “section;’’ and 
the Senate agree to the same. 


A.P. 7 
Blanagers on the part of the Senate. 
JOSEPH D. SAYERS, 


Mr. PLUMB. I move the adoption of the report. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on conenrring in 
the report. f 

The report was concurred in. 

ELIZA N. AIKEN. 

Mr. CULLOM. Iask leave to call up House bill 10856, a pension 
bill for Eliza N. Aiken, an old Jady who gave her life almost as a nurse 
in the Army. She is now between seventy and seventy-five years old, 
and I understand is in need as well as sick. I should like to have the 
bill passed this morning. There is a report accompanying it. 


By unanimous consent, the bill (H. R. 10856) for pension for Eliza 
N. Aiken, was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes 
to place upon the pension-roll the name of Eliza N. Aiken, late nurse 
of Sixth Regiment of Illinois Cavalry Volunteers, at $25 per month. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


CAMPAIGN WORK BY A SENATE EMPLOYÉ, 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair lays before the Senate 
the resolution submitted by the Senator from Missouri [Mr. Vest] in 
relation to campaign work by a Senate employé, which comes over 
from a preceding day. The question is on agreeing to the resolution. 

Mr. PLUMB. I move that the resolution lie on the table. 

Mr. VEST. I ask for the yeas and nays. 

Mr. PLUMB. Ishould have no objection to the resolution being 
adopted if it was not perfectly apparent that it would apply to a Sen- 
ate employé a rule which we have no power to apply to a House em- 
ployé. The Senate now knows perfectly well that what it is charged 
Mr. MeKee was doing has been done by an employé of the Democratic 
House of Representatives. It is not proper for us, of course, to inves- 
tigate that. If the resolution could be amended so as to investigate 
the House employé, I should be perfectly willing to have the resolu- 
tion passed, but it would be an unnecessary humiliation on the part ` 
of the Senate to investigate one of its own employés for doing what 
the co-ordinate body permits its employés to do. 

Mr. VEST. It is not my purpose to consume any of the timeof the 
Senate by discussing this matter. I have said all I propose to say 
about it. Having called the attention of the Senate to the nature of 
the publication, the Senator from Kansas has again asserted that there 
is a parallel existing between a publication by an employé of the House 
and the publicdtion made by Mr. McKee, an employé of the Senate. 
Since he has made that statement (for I had never seen the publication 
when he brought it here in his remarks the other day) I have exam- 
ined the book carefully from beginning to end, and I assert that it is 
not partisan, and I defy the Senate to point to a single line or syllable 
in that work which is partisan. Itis simply a compilation of the mes- 
sages of the Presidents of the United States, from 1789 down to this 
time, upon the subject of the tariff. The introduction to it, which is 
a perfectly fair one, and is sustained by the body of the work, is in 
these words: 

“Of making books there is no end—and much study is a weariness of the 
flesh; ” and so, in this day of hurry and of labor-saving machinery and appli- 
ances, the issue of “such alittle one” as this, to save the scholar and the states- 
oar IDe aclu and the materialist some hours’ search seems hardly to 

There is nothing original offered, since comment would defeat the object of a 
reference book for all by making it distasteful to some. It is only the gather- 
ing together of what has been said by our hegeen i of Presidents on the tariif; 
extracts made at odd times for my own use, until the manuscript had grown 
too bulky to be longer convenient; and now it is printed, partly for that con- 
venience and partly for that a friend or two has encouraged mo in the belief 
that the current demand for any literature on this engrossing subject will justify 
offering it to the public in cheap form. $ 

There is not one single line or syllable of comment in this whole 
work. Itis no more a partisan work than Spofford’s American Alma- 
nac. It is simply made for the convenience of public men, and it con- 
tains, permit me to say, in the messages of the Presidents of the United 
States far more in behalf of a high protective tariff system than for the 
opposite opinion. 

Yet the Senator from Kansas brought that here and introduced it as a 
parallel publication to that of Mr. McKee, which is full, from beginning 
to end, of the most extreme partisan comments and utterances, ‘There 
is no parallel between the two cases, and I say if the Senator can find 
one syllable that militates against what I have said I will stand con- 
victed and pilloried before the country as having made an unfair, a 
partisan, and a false statement. 

Mr. HOAR. What is the pending question? x 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The pending question is the motion 
of the Senator from Kansas [Mr. PLUMB] to lgy upon the table the 
resolution offered by the Senator from Missouri [ Mr. Vest]. The title 
of the resolution will be stated. 

The CHIEF CLERK. A resolution by Mr. Vest in relation to cam- 
paign work by a Senate employé. 

Mr. HOAR. I suppose that motion is not debatable, but it has been 
debated. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair thinksit is not debatable, 
but debate has been proceeding by unanimous consent. The Chair will 
recognize the Senator from Massachusetts. : 

Mr. HOAR. Perhaps the Senator from Kansas will withdraw the 
motion. 

Mr. PLUMB, Yes, I will withdraw the motion for the present, so 
as to allow what may be said to be said on the main question. 

Mr. SPOONER. I ask that the resolution be read. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. The resolution will be read at length. 

The Chief Clerk read the resolution submitted by Mr. VEST, Sep- 
tember 3, 1888, as follows: 

Resolved, That the committee to examine the several branches of the civil 
service be instructed to inquire whether the employés of the Senate, whilst re- 


ceiving pay, and when the Senate has been in session, have been e in 
preparing partisan campaign literature for the purpose of advancing inter- 
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ests of the Republican party in the pending canvass, and whether publication 


of the matter so prepared has been published by an employé of the Senate with 
his official character printed thereon, and what legislation is necessary to. pe 
hanis and punish such conduct, and that said committee report by bill or other- 


Mr. HOAR. Mr. President, the Senator from Missouri the other 
day spoke with some severity, one might almost say with some con- 
tempt, of the doctrine which is known popularly by the name of civil- 
service reform. Considering that some of the persons who were zeal- 
ous advocates of that reform have adopted the present Executive as 
the exponent of their theories and as a practical example of the excel- 
lent doctrine which they propose, I am not surprised at the opinions 
of the Senator from Missouri; but I desire to say for myself, that who- 
ever may have changed his mind, or whoever without a change of 
mind may have expressed disapprobation of the endeavor to divorce 
the civil service of this country from politics, my own opinion upon 
that question, which I have often expressed, remains unchanged. 

I think it is one of the worst things in the present administration of 
our politics that the offices which are created for the service of the peo- 
ple should be used to bribe them. Neither party, no party that has 
ever had any considerable power in State or nation in this country is 
free from reproach in this matter. We have seen the civil officers of the 
country, paid from the public Treasury, first becoming the large and 
perhaps the chief instrumentality of political management by the party 
in power. 

Phat, after getting thoroughly established, as it was, in our political 
methods, was succeeded by a state of things which was still worse, and 
the civil servants of the country, the men in the Treasury Department, 
in the Post-Office, and in other branches of the public service became, 
and were expected to become, prominent and active politicians. Some- 
times a man holding a seat in the Senate, sometimes ® man aspiring to 
a seat in the Senate, sometimes holding a seat in the other House, or 
an executive officer of a State, and sometimes a man aspiring to that 
office, would get the ear of the appointing power, and members of the 
same party would be appointed and displaced as they favored or did 
not favor the aspirations of particular ambitious politicians. I think 
that was all wrong. I think it was corrupt. I think it was of evil 
example and influence; and it ought to have been suppressed. 

But that is a very different thing from the doctrine which the Sena- 
tor from Missouri avows. I think the public servants of this country 
(except those who are expected to-carry out the political policies in 
the administration of the President, who should have a liberal con- 
struction of that rule) should be chosen without regard to their polit- 
ical opinions, just as the officers of a church or the officers of a bank 
are chosen. I think it can be done. I think the civil-service law 
passed in the Congress before the last was a step towards that accom- 
plishment, and has worked well as far as it has been fairly and properly 
carried out, 

I was in hopes when the present Executive came in that he would 

-take another firm, forward step in the same direction, and I was corre- 
spondingly disappointed whcn I found that he was turning out nearly 
every Territorial judge in this country. Surely, if anybody, such offi- 
cers should be removed from political considerations in the question ot 
their appointment or their continuance in service. In those cases a 
Republican was displaced by a Democrat. The President has not done 
any worse in that matter than some of his predecessors, and I do not 
say this by way of reproach to him, but he certainly in that respect 
has not done any better. 

However, that is a very different thing from saying that when a civil 
servant is appointed and continued in the civil service, as he oughp to 
be, solely on considerations of fitness and honesty and fidelity in the 
service, he should be debarred from any of the privileges and rights or 
active citizenship, No pressure ought to be put upon an officer for par- 
tisan service or for partisan contribution, especially by the appointing 
power; but I hold that an officer of this Government is just as much 
entitled to express his opinion on the stump, by attending caucuses, 
by political activity, by the preparation of publications like the one 
referred to in the resolution or the one which has been referred to by the 
Senator from Kansas, as an officer of a church or an officer of a bank. 
When Mr. McKee wishes to give an assurance of his competency, or 
thoroughness, or fidelity, in a publication like that, I do not see why 
he is not as much entitled to add to his political pamphlet that he is a 
clerk in the employ of the Senate of the United States as the Senator 
from Missouri is to add to a pamphlet edition of one of his speeches 
that he is a Senator from the State of Missouri. 

Mr. VEST. As I understand the Senator, then, if he will permit 
me, he thinks it is perfectly legitimate for an employé of the Senate, 
over his official signature, to issue a partisan pamphlet. 

Mr. HOAR. I do not know what the Senator means by the term 
“over his official signature.” 

Mr. VEST. As this pamphlet contains it, ‘‘ Assistant Librarian ot 
the Senate.” 

Mr. HOAR. I understand. That is just what I am talking about. 
I say that the assistant librarian of the Senate may make a compilation 
of arguments, if he thinks he can be useful to his fellow-citizens in 
that way, and in that way can exert his honest right as an American 
citizen in favor of one view or the other of the tarift, in favor of one 


view or the other of the national-banking system, or anything else, and 
he may add on the title page of a document that he publishes thename 
of any office which he holds which entitles him to trust and confidence 
or respect just as much as the Senator from Missouri. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Itis only printed. 

Mr. HOAR. It isonly printed there. There is no signature. It is 
not over his official signature, but he makes known the fact that he 
holds that office just as the Senator from Missouri would add the fact 
that he held his present office of Senator. 
_. It seems to me that the opponents of this reform have misunderstood 
its purpose and theory, as much as its pretended friends. Near the 
close of the last administration the Senator from Indiana [Mr. Voor- 
HEES], a bitter and zealous opponent of this proposition, who I 
not now to see in his seat, offered a bill which I should like to have the 
Secretary read and have the Senator from Missouri listen to. 

The Chief Clerk read as follows: 


A bill to prohibit officers and employés of the United States from contributing 
money for political purposes. 

Be it enacted, etc,, That it shall not be lawful forany person holding any offi 
under the United States, or any employé thereof, to peran ates SELAI A ee 
committee or person, or into any fund, any money, property, or valuable thing 
for any political purpose whatsoever, or to pay any assessment or reentage 
upon the income or emoluments of his office or position for any palitical pur 
pose, or to give, lend. advance, or pay any money, property. or valuable thing 
with the intent, or with the assent, permission, or understanding, that the same 
may be applied to or for any political purpose whatsoever, or to himself or her- 
self apply the same to any political purpose. No h of a Department or 
other superior officer shall himself collect, or permit or allow any other person 
to collect or receive, from any ofticer or employé in his Department or under 
his supervision, or from any other officer or employé whatsoever, any assess- 
ment, percentage, contribution, gif, loan, oradvance of any money, property, 
or valuable thing, with the intent, understanding, or permission that the same 
shall or may be used for any political purpose. 

SEC, 2. That any person who shall violate any provision of this act shall be 
deemed guilty of a misdemeanor, and, on conviction thereof, shall be punished 
by imprisonment for a term not exceeding six months, and, in the discretion of 
the court, by a fine not exceeding $5,000, and, on conviction, shall be forever 
thereafter disqualified from holding any office of honor, profit, or trust under 
the United States. Any officer of the United States who shall violate any pro- 
vision of this act shall, in addition to such imprisonment and fine, be deemed 
and taken to have vacated the office by him held. 


Mr. HOAR. Isend to the Secretary’s desk a few remarks made by 
the Senator from Indiana in favor of that bill. Theremarks which are 
marked I should like to have read. 

The Chief Clerk read as follows: 

Mr, VOORHEES introduced a bill (S. 1511) to prohibit officers and employés of 
the United States from contributing money for political purposes; which was 
read twice by its title. 

Mr. Vooruess. In connection with the bill I have introduced, if the Senate 
will indulge me a moment, I should like to say a few words. 

It is perfectly notorious and known, I think, toall, that at this time, in spite of 
existing laws and in violation of them, political assessments are going on pretty 
much the same as ever, Men are not required to contribute, perhaps; and it 
may be said in one sense they voluntarily contribute; but it is simply that vol- 
untary action which is produced by fear of losing his place, performed for the 
purpose of making himself solid and square with political managers, 

I am prepared to show under proper circumstances the fact that money for 
political purposes is being raised now throughout the various Departments of 
this Government. The bill which I have introduced is the only bill and the 
only legislation which will cure this evil; that is, to make it a penal offense on 
the part of the contributor to make such contributions; not merely to punish 
the offender, but to punish the man who pays. That may seem like harsh leg- 
islation; so it does; yet ninety-nine out of everv hundred of the officials desire 
such legislation, desire to be armed with such an answer to those political man- 
agers and machine bosses who come here and walk through these corridors and 
look at clerks with a significance which is well understood. I have seen some 
of these gentlemen around here within the last few weeks flitting about like 
birds of prey, ofevil omen. I wish to arm the poor clerk—who needs every 
cent he gets and more, too, to support his wife and children—with an answer 
to these men that he can not contribute money for such purposes without lay- 
ing himself liable to the penalties of the law. 


Mr. BUTLER. What is the date of that proceeding? 

The CHIEF CLERK. February 12, 1884. 

Mr. HOAR. I stated that it was near the close of the last adminis- 
tration. 

Mr. President, here are a bill and a speech by an eminent Demo- 
cratic member of this body implying that he thinks, if he has not 
changed his mind, that the present Chief Executive Magistrate of this 
country ought to be sent to the penitentiary, ought at once to vacate 
his office, and ought to be rendered incapable of holding any office of 
trust under the Government hereafter. He says that the people who 
made these contributions were inspired by the fear of losing their office, 
and I suppose nobody would question that that high official was in- 
spired very actively by the fear of losing his office. 

I do not cite that as indicating any agreement of mine with the hon- 
orable Senator from Indiana. Indeed, I think that a public officer is as 
much entitled to make contributions voluntarily and of hisown thought 
to a political cause in which he is interested as any private citizen, and 
that the doctrine of civil-service reform rests on no such theory as that 
which the Senator from Missouri bases this resolution upon oras that 
which the Senator from Indiana based this bill upon. 

Mr. VEST. Mr. President, I must be permitted to express my sur- 
prise at the statement of the Senator from Massachusetts that there is 
any parallel between a speech or an utterance by a member of the Sen- 
ate and the publication of such a book as that which I have produced 
here, emanating from Mr. McKee, an employé of the Senate. A part 
of my functions, and those of every other Senator of the United States, 
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is the free utterance and declaration of my opinions as to all public 
questions. z - 

Mr. HOAR. Is not that true of every citizen of the United States, 
may I ask the Senator? 

Mr. VEST. If the Senator will let me finish my sentence, I will 
yield to him with the greatest pleasure. 

Mr. HOAR. Certainly. 

Mr. VEST. Itis a part of my duty. Iam sent here by the people 
of Missouri for that purpose, and so far is this doctrine carried and this 
duty enforced that under the Constitution and laws of the United States 
every member of either House of Congress has an immunity from ar- 
rest and annoyance by reason of anything he may say in either House 
in debate. The whole spirit and autonomy of our Government con- 
template that the representatives of the people shall exercise their 
highest fanctions and their most sacred duties when they express be- 
fore the whole American people their opinions upon all questions, po- 
litical and otherwise, that come within the jurisdiction of Congress. 

But who has ever heard before that the employés of the Senate, the 
doorkeepers who are put here to keep these doors, the Librarian who 
is put here to take charge of our books, and all the different employés 
of the Senate who are merely ministerial in their capacity, are ap- 
pointed for the purpose of using those positions inorder to influence 
the people of the United States? 5 

Mr. HOAR. Now, will the Senator answer my question ? 

Mr. VEST. Certainly. j 

Mr. HOAR. My question is whether it is not the right and the 
duty of every American citizen (unless he holds a judicial office which 
renders it improper) to express his opinions freely on public ques- 
tions? 

Mr. VEST. Most unquestionably in his personal capacity, and if 
Mr, McKee had published this work and put his name upon every page 
of it at the top and bottom, and upon the fiy-leaves, I should not have 
objected. 

But, Mr. President, the fallacy, if the Senator from Massachusetts 
will permit me to use the term, in his position and argument to-day is 
in simply ignoring the difference between a ministerial officer of this 
body and a Senator of the United States, a part of whose functions is 
unquestionably the utterance of his opinions upon all political ques- 
tions. It is expected that these opinions may influence the country, 
and he is sent here in order to give them a frank and manly expression 
upon this floor. 

And now let me say to the Senator from Massachusetts, what would 
be the condition of this body, equally divided as it is, if every employé 
of this Senate should turn himself, as Mr. McKee has done, into a 
factor for political purposes? I deliver an address here upon a polit- 
ical question asa United States Senator. Mr. McKee answers it the 
next day with a political pamphlet, not as the Senator says with a 
compendium, but with quotations from the speeches of Democratic 
Senators and Representatives and his comments, sarcastic and other- 
wise, upon what his political opponents have said. Is that seemly? 
Does any Senator now deliberately contemplating this thing justify 
such a course? If Mr. McKee can do this, a Democratic employé can 
do the same thing; and I can imagine the criticism of my distinguished 
friend from Massachusetts if one of his eloquent harangues here, or 
orations to use a more respectful term, should the next day be criti- 
cised, after the fashion of Mr. McKee, by a pamphlet issued by a Demo- 

~eratic employé of the Senate. Not for one instant is the idea to be 
tolerated. 

Mr. PADDOCK. If the Senator will permit me, I should like to 
ask him a question. 

Mr. VEST. IfI can hear the Senator. : 

Mr. PADDOCK. This resolution, as it is framed, requires an in- 

vestigation as to whether an employé has been engaged in doing work 
to further the interests of the Republican party. Ido not understand 
how, under this resolution, an employé who may be engaged in further- 
ing the interests of the Democratic party can be investigated. 
ı Mr. VEST. I have not the slightest objection, as a matter of course, 
to amending this resolution so as to include employés on both sides 
of the Chamber, because in the remarks which I submitted the other 
day I distinctly asserted that if any Democratic employé was guilty 
of this thing he ought to,be punished in just the same degree as a Re- 
publican employé, and I intended nothing invidious in the language I 
employed. 

I did not propose to discuss the matter at all to-day; but as the Sen- 
ator from Massachusetts has alluded to the fact that I had declared pub- 
‘licly that I was opposed to what was known as the civil-service law, I 
want to say frankly what I think in regard to that law and what my 
position is aboutit. Ivoted forit. Those of us who were here at that 
time members of the Senate will recollect that when that bill was un- 
der discussion the Senator from Georgia [Mr. Brown] and the Sena- 
tor from Alabama [Mr. PuGH] offered amendments to the effect that 
the law should not go into effect until employés in the bureaus of the 
‘Government should be equal in number as between the respective po- 
‘litical parties, Those amendments were voted down. I voted for those 
amendments, but they were defeated. What then? Then the Repub- 
lican majority of the Senate passed that bill, retaining in office the Re- 


publican employés who to-day fill the bureaus and the Departments 
of the Government, whilst every member of the Democratic party, who 
has been excluded from every office for twenty-five years, is compelled 
to undergo the classified civil-seryice examination before he can get 
into the service. 

Mr. PLUMB. Will the Senator bring to the attention of the Senate 
the provision of the civil-service Jaw which requires the retention of 
anybody in the classified service of the Government a single moment of 
time after the President or the head of the Department is desirous of re- 
moving him? 

Mr. VEST. That, asamatter of course, is ahypercitical criticism for 
this reason, that the spirit of the Jaw was understood by everybody that 
the President should turn out nobody on account of political differences 
of opinion with him or his party, and it was understood when those 
amendments were voted down, and the debate shows (and I recollect it 
it as well as if it had happened but one hour ago), that all the Repub- 
lican employés should remain in the bureaus and Departments. 

Mr. PLUMB. I want to say, as far as that statement is concerned, 
that it does not include me at all. I never understood that that was 
the spirit of the law. I understood and now understand that that law 
dealt not with the existing service, but with the service as it was to be 
by the introduction of the new members into it, 

Mr. VEST. Asa matter of course—— 

Mr. PLUMB. And that the President of the United States is under 
no limitation whatever, either by public sentiment, the popular con- 
struction of the law, or by legislative construction, that requires him 
to keep in office one single person, Democrat or Republican, a single 
instant beyond the time that he believes the publicservice is benefited 
by such retention. 

Mr. VEST. Itis true the law was intended to apply in futuro; it 
was intended to apply to applicants for positions in the Departments 
after the date of its passage; but the fact that these amendments were 
voted down showed unquestionably that the opinion of the majority of 
the Senate and that the intention was that the employés then in the 
Departments and bureaus should be retained, unless they were dis- 
charged on account of inefficiency. That has been the popular con- 
struction of the law, and I have never yet heard it doubted; and ifthe 
President of the United States or, the heads of Departments had under- 
taken to puta different construction upon it and had turned out the | 
employés in the Departments because they have been Republicans, 
liberty would have lain bleeding in the streets, and weshould have 
heard a denunciation of the President in comparison to which what 
we have heard heretofore has been mere love work. Weall know that 
was the construction put upon the law after the amendments were 
voted down. 

I voted for the law because I indorsed the principle of civil-service 
reform, because I believed the public offices should not be used as re- 
wards for political service; but at the same time I never relinquished 
my opinion, and I hold it to-day, that the operation of this law is un- 
just to a majority of the people of the United States, who are Democrats, 
It assumes that the men in office are qualified to hold on, while those 
who are out of office shall appear and be examined in order to make 
them eligible. It puts aqualification anda limitation upon applicants 
hereafter not put upon the men who are in office to-day, and the result 
is that here under a Democratic administration, as I stated the other 
day, are whole bureaus of Republicans, with hardly a single Democrat 
to be found amongst them. In the face of this fact the President of 
the United States is denounced as false to the civil-service theory and 
as having been hypocritical in his professions of attachment to it. 

If the law had been equitable and just in its operations, if it had 
been applied to both parties alike, the principle would be correct. The 
spoils system in politics, as it is understood throughout the country, is 
wrong in so far as it permits the offices of the country, without regard 
to qualification, to be used for the advancement of any individual or 
for the success of any party. Whilst I say this honestly and without 
any sort of qualification, I think I have a right to demand at the same 
time that there should be no proscriptive feature against the members 
of the party to which I belong. This law ought to have contained 
within itself a provision to make it equitable and just to all the people 
of the United States. 

All I have ever said, and I repeat it here as I have repeated it else- 
where, is that I believe with equal qualifications the members of the 
political party in power should hold the ministerial offices of the Goy- 
ernment as well as the political offices. I believeit is just, right, hon- 
est, fair, and legitimate in every sense of the term. If the Republican 
party is in power, its friends should administer the Government from 
top to bottom, from end to end, and if the Democrats are in power 
they should do the same thing. That is a far different proposition 
from the spoils system, which declares that, without regard to qualifi- 
cation, the offices should be divided out as rewards for political serv- 
ices. Other things being equal, between a qualified Democrat and a 
qualified Republican, I hope never to see the hour in which I will not 
give any of the offices, from the highest to the lowest, in this country to 
the members of my party. Insofar I am acivil-service reformer and 
no further, 

A few words more and I am done with this subject. The Senator 
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from Massachusetts satirically talks about the President of the United 
States and his civil-service reform. What is the hi of this civil- 
service reform movement according to the record? In i870 General 
Grant sent a message to Congress in which he asked that an appropria- 
tion of $25,000 be made to pay the expenses of a civil-service commis- 
sion. The message was strong, urgent, eloquent. Under this appeal 
the $25,000 appropriation was made. Mr. Dorman B. Eaton was put 
at the head of that commission. It remained in existence two years, 
with an annual appropriation for each of these years of $25,000. Then 
Congress, with an absolute and overwhelming Republican majority in 
both branches and a Republican President, declined to appropriate an- 
other dollar, and civil-service reform, as it was called, fell dead, pulse- 
less, at the hands of the Republican party. 

General Grant was succeeded by Mr. Hayes, and although in his first 
and every subsequent message, I believe, he urged upon Congress the 
propriety of re-establishing this commission and making an appropri- 
ation annually of $25,000, the Republicans still holding the power in 
Congress, nothing was done. And in the succeeding administration 
General Garfield, who was an outspoken and eloquent PES of civil- 
service reform w. a member of the House of Representatives, in his 
first message recommended an appropriation of $25,000, but unavail- 
ingly and without effect. 

Mr. PLUMB. Iknow the Senator desires to be accurate. I there- 
fore call his attention to the fact that he says the Republicans had the 
entire tive power during the entire Hayes administration. 

Mr. VEST. Isaid—and I know to what the Senator alludes—that 
they were still in power; they had the majority of power; they had the 
Chief Executive and the Senate. 

Mr. PLUMB. During the last two years of the Hayes administra- 
tion the Democrats had this body by ten majority, and they had the 
other House during his entire term. 

Mr. VEST, Very good. Let the Senator have the fall benefit of 
his interjection. 

Mr. PLUMB. I only wanted that the Senator might be correct. 

Mr. VEST. Now we come to the next administration, the Presi- 
dent of the United States still being a Republican. Mr. Garfield urged 
upon Congress this appropriation, and no appropriation was made. Mr. 
Arthur urged the same appropriation, and it was not made. 

In 1883, the elections in the fall of that year having resulted most 
disastrously to the Republican party throughout the country, the 
House of Re tatives having gone Democratic by an overwhelm- 
ing majority, the Pendleton bill, as it was called, which is now in 
force, was acted on. It had been reported in the preceding session of 
Congress. It was reported from the committee to examine the several 
branches of the civil service. It came here, was placed upon the Cal- 
endar, no attention was paid to it, it was moribund and dead until 
after the elections in the fall of 1882. 

The country then went overw’ ly Democratic. We or peso 
herein December. Our friends on the other side with pale and 
faces looked at each other and asked, ‘‘ What is the ASERTE h ape 
disastrous result in November last?” Then, under the dictation of 
the Republican caucus, to the astonishment of the whole country, the 
Pendleton bill, emanating from a Democrat, was taken up as a Repub- 
lican measure, passed through the Senate and House of Representa- 
tives, and became a law. is the history of civil-service reform. 

For years and years this bill, which is said now by the Senator from 
Massachusetts always to have received his sup remained in the 
Presidents’ messages and afterward upon the without any 
notice being taken of it by the Republican party in the slightest de- 


That is all I care to say about it. 

Mr. HOAR. Isu theSenator from Missouri in his last sentences 
did not mean to Lopi tas T paronan baa not manifested my sup- 
port of the doctrine in season and out of season throughout all these 
years. I certainly did everywhere. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Mr. President, I have buta word tosay in regard 
to this subject. I have always made it arule when any Senator desires 

an examination into the conduct of any officer of the Senate, or of any 
officer of the Government, or of any member of this body, to vote for 
the resolution of investigation as a matter of course. I shall vote for 
this resolution now. I think, the motion of the Senator from 
Kansas ought to have been withdrawn; and yet I feel bound tosay that 
Mr. McKee did nothing but what he had a lawful right to do, if it was 
done outside of office hours and without interfering with his official 


contains extracts in favor of a particular idea, 
idea, extracts from messages of Presidents of the United States, from 
speeches of Senators and members of the House, carefully arranged 
with a view to aid any one who believes in that doctrine in expressing 
his opinions and fortifying his views. Although I believe that every- 
thing Mr. McKee did was right and proper, and that he will come be- 
fore this committee and with an open hand state exactly what he has 
done, I shall vote for the resolution and.any amendment that will call 
out any information in to similar po fines by any otlicer of the 
Government, whether a Republican or a Democrat. 
Mr. PLUMB. I have withdrawn the motion to lay on the table. 


Mr. VEST. Will the Senator from Ohio permit me to ask him a 
question before he takes his seat ? 

Mr. PLUMB. I have withdrawn the motion in order to enable the 
discussion to go on, and have not renewed it. 

Mr. VEST. I want to ask the Senator from Ohio—of course I do 
not choose to be put in the position of attacking this gentleman un- 
justly, who is not here on the floor of the Senate—does ‘he mean to say 
that this book only contains a compendium ? 

Mr. SHERMAN. Some parts of this book I have read and derived 
information from. 

Mr. VEST. That is not the preposition. I have read it, and can 
show it in extenso, and I say that this book, so far from being a com- 
pendium, as the Senator says, of messages and speeches, contains the 
partisan comments of this gentleman upon Democratic speeches, ridi- 
culing them. The reductio ad absurdum is the slightest sort of argu- 
ment he uses. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Ought he not toridicule doctrines that he believes 
to be offensive or unjust or absurd? Will you deny to an officer of the 
Senate, because he is an officer of the Senate, the right to publish his 
opinions ? Certainly not. Itis true that here and there he makes 
comments in this compilation, for it is nothing but a compilation. 
Here is an introduction, commencing with Madison’s resolutions and 
Hamilton’s reporf, and closing with the Mills bill, in all two or three 
pages of matter, and then follows twelve hundred ‘and fifty-four selec- 
tions arranged in alphabetical and numerical order. Each selection 
has a number, and so it goes, with here and there probably a mere 
phrase to hang on and connect the different clauses together; and if he 
does ridicule any opinions that are offensive to him, I do not see why 
he has not the right to do so. 

Mr. VEST. As an officer of the Senate? 

Mr. SHERMAN. Not as an officer of the Senate. If he neglects 
his duty; if, in this investigation, which I hope will be granted, it shall 
be shown that Mr. McKee has neglected his duties, though he has the 
reputation of being one of the very best officers of the Senate; if it be 
shown that he did this ata time when he ought to have been doing 
something in regard to the public interests, then it would be different. 
But the idea of making complaints about this! 

I hope somebody will offer a general resolution to extend this inquiry 
so that we may know whether the statements made in the newspapers 
are true as to what is said to be done in the various offices of the Gov- 
ernment, and make it an object worth inquiring into. So faras Mr. 
McKee is concerned, I have no doubt he will come forward as an honest 
man and tell you why he did this. He did not print his compilation 
at the public expense; the public has nothing to do with it; and I do 
not see any object ih making any fuss about it. I shall vote for the 
resolution of inquiry. 

Mr. VEST. I have not the slightest objection, let me say to the 
Senator, to making this resolution as broad as possible. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I do not offer any amendment, because I do not 
choose to do so. 

The PRESIDENT pro The Senator from Kansas [Mr. 
PLUMB] withdrew his motion to lay upon the table, as he said, for the 
purpose of enabling discussion to goon. As he is not now present, 
the Chair will assume that it was his intention to renew it w the 
discussion ceased. 

Mr. HARRIS. The Senator stated, I think, a few moments ago 
when the Senator from Ohio was on the floor, that he had withdrawn , 
that motion and had not renewed it, and I understood him to say that 
he did not intend to renew it. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I do not think he intended to renew it. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question then recurs upon agree- 
ing to the resolution offered by the Senator from Missouri [Mr. VEST]. 

The resolution was agreed to. 


TRANSIT OF GOODS IN BOND. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair lays before the Senate a 
resolution coming over from a previous day; which will be read. 

The Chief Clerk read the resolution submitted by Mr. CULLOM Au- 
gust 30, 1888, as follows: 


Whereas the President of the United States in his message of August 
concerning our relations with advises Congress that Article 
the treaty of Wash: which provided for the transit of wares, and 
merchandise in bon: over the territory of the Usfited States to or from Canada 
is no longer in force; and 

Whereas in the same message the President also advises Congress that sec- 
tion 3 of the act of March 1, 1873, passed to carry into effect the provisions of 
said Article XXIX is no pare Se in force; and 

Whereas section 3005 of the Revised Statutes only authorizes the transit 


1488, 


through the territory of the United States of merchandise destined for Canada 
and at New York, re ears Portiand in Maine (or at such 

ports as may be specially the Secretary of the Treasury) : 
‘Therefore, 


» That the areta d of the Treasury be, and he is hereby, directed to 
inform the Senate whether the transit in bond over or across the territory of 
the United a asis os the payment of duty, of goods, wa: and merchan- 
dise Se: from Cana jemg aoc permitted since et 1, 2 , when Article 

of Washington, and section 3 of the act of March 1, 1873, are 
aan T ie in foree; and, if so, to what extent and by what au- 
thority of law. 


Mr. CULLOM. 
the present, 


Iam willing to let that go upon the Calendar for 


» hands of wicked and lawless men, which unexpected events the C. 
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The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The resolution will be placed npon 
the Calendar. 
DAMAGES TO CHINESE SUBJECTS. 


Mr. MORGAN. Iask unanimous consent of the Senate to introduce 
' a bill, which I ask to have read at length. 

The bill (S. 3532) to appropriate money for the relief of certain 
Chinese subjects was read the first time at length, as follows: 

Whereas Chinese subjects, being in remote and unsettled regions of the United 
States, haye been the victims of injuries on their ns and y atthe 
hands of lawless men, for which unexpected events the Chinese Government 
has claimed an indemnity the legal obligation of which the Government of the 
United States denies; and whereas the Government of the United States hu- 
manely considering these injuries and bearing in mind the friendship between 
the United States and China, is desirous of alleviating the exce: nal and de- 

lorable sufferings and losses to which the aforesai ve been sub- 
fected: Therefore, 

Be it enacted, etc., That the sum of $276,619.75 be, and the same hereby is, ap- 
niet y cere out of any money in the Treasury not otherwise appropriated, to be 
pat to the Chinese minister at this capital, as full indemnity for all losses and 

njuries sustained by Chinese subjects who are mentioned in the preamble to 
this act; the said money to be distributed to therelief of said sufferers and their 
relatives in such sums and in such manneras the Government of China through 
its minister to the United States may direct. 


Chinese 


Mr. MORGAN. If it will not be objectionable to the Senate I should | 


like to submit a very few observations on the bill. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Is there objection to the second read- 
ing of the bill of the Senator from Alabama? 

Mr. HOAR. Is the bill introduced for present passage or for refer- 
ence? 

Mr. MORGAN. I shall move to refer it to a committee. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It has been read the first time at 
length and will be considered read the second time by title. 

Mr. MORGAN. Mr. President, in the treaty which was sent to us 
by the President of the United States in regard to Chinese immigration, 
and which was passed upon by the Senate without any amendment in 
respect of the fifth article, the following language is found: 

ARTICLE V. 


Whereas Chinese subjects, being in remote and unsettled regions of the United 
States, have been the victims of injuries in their persons and property at the 


ernment regrets, and for which ithas claimed an indemnity the legal obligation 
of which the Government of the United States denies; and whereas the Gov- 
ernment of the United States, humanely, considering these injuries and bearing 
in mind the firm and ancient friendship between the United States and China, 
which the high contracting parties wish to cement, is desirous of alleviating the 
exceptional and deplorable nara and losses to which the aforesaid Chinese 
have been subj : therefore, the United States, without reference to the ques- 
tion of liability therefor (which as a legal obligation it denies), agrees to pay on 
or before the Ist day of March, 1839, the sum of $276,619.75 to the Chinese minis- 
ter at this capital, who shall accept the same, on behalf of his-government, as 
fall indemnity for all losses and injuries sustained by ese subjects as afore- 
mid, and shall distribute the said money among the said Sufferers and their rela- 
ves. 


The treaty from which I have read the fifth article contains in sub- 
stance the provision in this bill together with the appropriation in the 
bill of the sum of money necessary to extinguish this claim. The 
Senate of the United States in passing upon this treaty made no amend- 
ment to this fifth article; so that we have the concurrence of the Presi- 
dent and of the Senate in sending to China the negotiation as amended 
by the Senate containing this clause. We have now before us, up for 
almost immediate consideration, a bill witich enacts for the period of 
five years to come the provisions of the first and second articles of this 
treaty and also of the third article, excluding Chinese laborers from the 
United States. That bill may in its terms go toa very slight extent 
farther than the treaty engagement between the two governments, even 
as amended by the Senate, but the difference is insubstantial, it is not 
very material, between the bill and the treaty as we proposed it to 


The difference in the two cases is that in the Chinese treaty, which 
is now pending and being considered by that government, the exclu- 
sion of all laborers was to continue for a period of twenty years, be- 
ginning with the date of the exchange of ratifications; whereas the bill 
that has passed the Senate and is now subject to a motion to reconsider 
and a motion to lay that motion on the table, is supplementary to the 
act of 1882, and provides that during the operation or continuance of 
that act, which was limited to ten years, the exclusion of Chinese la- 
borers shall be absolute. So, then, treating the Articles I and II of 
this proposed negotiation and the bill that is now pending before the 
Senate as being substantially identical in their provisions, we find that 
the treaty makes provision for the exclusion of Chinese laborers for 
twenty years; whereas the bill, being a supplement to the act of 1882, 
would exclude them only for the remaining period of ten years from 
the date of that act, which would be not quite five years from this time. 

Now, in passing that bill, for which I have voted and for the princi- 

of which I am an advocate, I would very much prefer to introduce 
into that measure so much of the fifth article of the treaty that we 
have sent to China as is embodied in the bill I have now introduced. 
Some few of the recitals are omitted, being unni to give a full 


ecessary 
arpa the attitude of the United States towards China upon this 
subject. ‘ 

I do not wish that the Chinese Government should have any just 
ground for the opinion that we are acting in a spirit of hostility or, as 
it may be called, of animosity towards the Chinese Government. That 


is not the spirit that characterizes the American legislation on this sub- 
ject. The only question presented by the pending bill as contradis- 
tinguished from the question presented by the treaty is whether we 
shall take in the United States legislative control of this question of 
Chinese immigration, or whether we shall take the control of it by 
treaty agreement between the United States and China. That is the 
only proposition that is up at all. 

In respect of the legislation that is proposed here now there is this 
objection and this difficulty, that the treaty of 1880, modifying the 
Burlingame treaty of 1868, contained a provision that we shall not 
absolutely prohibit the coming of Chinese laborers into the United 
States, but that we may suspend their coming for a reasonable time. 
That is also coupled with a provision that the legislation we may en- 
act on that subject shall be submitted to the Chinese Government. 
The proposition to submit that legislation to the Chinese Government 
is not a proposition that that Government shall interfere with the pas- 
sage of a law before it becomes such, nor that it shall have any right 
to claim that the law is anything else than a mere violation of the 
treaty rights.. In other words, that provision reserves, as diplomatists 
call it, a diplomatic question which the Chinese Government have 
the right to call to the attention of the United States by treaty agree- 
ment as a subject for immediate discussion and diplomatic action. 
That is all the effect of that part of the treaty which requires us to 
give the Chinese Government any notice at all of what legislation we 
have resorted to for the purpose of executing the provisions of that 
treaty. 

Now, as to the proposition that we shall not prohibit absolutely the 
coming of Chinese laborers here, in making that agreement with China 
in the treaty of 1880 we have put itin their power to say that while 
that treaty subsists the Government of the United States will not pro- 
hibit the coming of Chinese laborers to this country absolutely and 
unequivocally; so that the legislation we are now proposing repeals 
that part of the treaty of 1880. It does not do so in express terms, as 
I wish it did; it does so by indirection; it does so by hostile or repug- 
nant legislation, legislation that is absolutely inconsistent with that 
provision of the treaty of 1880. ‘The legislative power in the United 
States being supreme over thetreaty-making power, in theexercise of that 
supreme power werevoke the treaty of 1880 so farasit relates totheright 
of the United States or the pledge of the United States in regard to the 
exclusion absolutely of the coming of Chinese into the United States, 
for the bill does exclude them and that treaty does say that we shall 
not exclude them absolutely. Standing opposed to each other in this 
way, the treaty, of course, is repealed by the effect and operation of 
the law that we are about now to pass. 

There is another difficulty surrounding this question of a very em- 
barrassing character. Both Houses of Congress have passed a bill and 
have sent it to the President of the United States, for the purpose of 
enforcing the treaty submitted by the President to the Senate at the 
present session, about four months ago, and of course that bill must be 
either returned to the House in which it originated, which is the Sen- 
ate, within ten days, or it must become by the operation of the Con- 
stitution of the United States a law. So then at the time we are pass- 
ing a bill here for the purpose of repealing the treaty of 188) we have 
another bill now in the hands of the President passed by both Houses 
of Congress, for the purpose of carrying into execution this new treaty. 

That treaty and this statute can not stand together both as operative 
law. This new treaty and the statute we propose to e now are sub- 
stantially alike, but the one, as a matter of course, excludes the other 
from its influence upon the statute-book. One or the other of them be- 
comes brutum fulmen the moment this last bill is passed and signed by 
the President of the United States. Now, which one is it? It must 
be the treaty, because the act of Congress we are now considering is a 
later act and it is directly opposed to the treaty of 1880, repeals that 
treaty, and if would override this engagement if it were to-day signed, 
for the reason that it would be an assumption on the part of the United 
States Government that the matter of Chinese immigration to this coun- 
try should hereaiter be regulated by the laws of the United States and 
not by treaty engagement with China. Our attitude would be discre- 
tionary were that not the later act, the one that is now before the Sen- 
ate of the United States. We would assert the proposition that the 
coming of Chinese immigration into this country was a matter which 
we had a right to regulate by law, notwithstanding any treaty engage- 
ment which we might have made. 

So, then, if this act which we are now passing and this treaty were 
identical in terms, the later act would override the treaty as a matter 
of course, and would put us on the footing where we should have de- 
clared by act of Congress that hereafter the relations between China 
and the United States relating to immigration should depend entirely 
upon the exercise of legislative will and power on the part of the United 
States, and should not depend in any degree at all upon consent to be 
obtained from China. 

So far as I am concerned, I have reached the conclusion that the latter 
is the better phase of the case. I have reached the conclusion that the 
American decree that the Senator from Missouri [Mr. Vest] spoke of 
has gone forth, and it is an irrevocable decree, that hereafter Chinese 
are to be excluded from the United States, those of certain classes, and 
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that this exclusion must be worked out through the operation of our 
own laws and not through an engagement or agreement with China. 
I pro to adhere to that ground now that we have reached it. 

It been charged that I have reached that ground with reluc- 
tance. Thatis not true. I have worked towards that ground as far 
and as fast as I could go, but I have not been willing to expose the 
commerce of $25,000,000 a year between the United States and China 
to any sudden shock by the enactment of a law which would give to 
China the option, the right, to declare that all of her commercial agree- 
ments with us were at an end if she chose so to declare; but since this 
treaty has been made, and since the declaration has gone forth from the 
Chinese minister in the solemn form that it is now presented to the 
United States Government, that it is the policy of the Chinese Em- 


pire that their people shall be prevented from coming here, I have felt. 


myself from that moment of time at perfect liberty to co-operate with 
that sentiment on the part of the Chinese Empire and to enact laws of 
the United States which should prohibit their coming here. What is 
that declaration? I will repeat it, although it has been frequently 
read before the Senate. 

And whereas the Government of China, in view of the antagonism and much- 
deprecated and serious disorders to which the presence of Chinese laborers has 
given rise in certain parts of the United States, desires to prohibit the immigra- 
tion of such laborers from China to the United States, 

After that solemn declaration on the part of the Chinese Government, 
communicated through her minister to the President of the United 
States and by him to the Senate, and after we have returned a treaty 
with our own amendments upon it to the Chinese Government con- 
taining that same declaration, I feel that the battle has been won, so 
far as Chinese opinion or sentiment is concerned, and I feel that I am 
at liberty to respond to that condition of sentiment and opinion exist- 
ing here and also in China, and to fall back upon that which we never 
ought to have abandoned, the right of the people of the United States 
to exclude Chinese by law from coming into this country. 

The Senate of the United States received this declaration from China 
through the President of the United States as one worthy of considera- 
tion. The Senate, without changing it or expressing any disbelief in 
it, amended the treaty and sent this declaration back to China, which 
was the clearest and most forcible expression the Senate could give of 
its belief that China was sincere in making that declaration. Now, 
I will not stultify myself on this floor by saying that I doubt the sin- 
cerity of China in making a declaration of that kind through her min- 
ister. 

It is not necessary for me to do that for political or any other pur- 
poses. There it stands, a solemn recorded declaration, concurred in 
by the Presidentof the United States and acted upon and concurred in 
by the Senate of the United States, and returned to China as an under- 
standing between the two Governments that the Chinese Government 
actually does desire from motives of public policy to prohibit her sub- 
jects from coming here. That was the declaration in the treaty. Sol 
think, notwithstanding any suspicions that a very suspecting man may 
have of the motives of the Chinese government, or any other, I am war- 
ranted in holding the Chinese Government up to the record upon this 
question, holding the President up to it, and the Senate up to it; and 
that is the actual situation as I regard it. 

I repeat that after that situation became known, became disclosed, 
became thus confirmed, thus acted upon by the Government of China 
and the President and the Senate of the United States, I have theright 
to assume, and I do assume, that it is the policy of China that her peo- 
ple shall be prevented from coming here, and I am in favor of legislat- 
ing in accordance with that policy. I feel that my hands are unfet- 
tered by this declaration, and that I have a right now to go back to 
that ground that we occupied before the negotiation of the Burlingame 
treaty, which was a free, open right to legislate against the coming of 
Chinese into the United States. I feel that we are remitted now to 
that ground, and that we have nothing to do but to make a declaration 
of a legislative character upon the basis of the declaration made by the 
Chinese Government that Chinese laborers shall not be permitted to 
come here. We did not hesitate to do that in respect to the cooly im- 
migration. Where did we get the powér to doit? We got it out of 
our own inherent right of self-defense and our right of government; 
we gotit from the sovereignty of the United States, and nowhere else. 

So now we are free, as I understand, to legislate in that direction. 
It is a mere question of taste whether we shall go along and do it at 
once or whether we shall delay a little bit and see whether the Chi- 
nese will accept the proposition that the Senate of the United States 
has offered them, I say the Senate of the United States has offered it 
to them, and I do that very carefully. The President and the Senate 
both concurring upon a negotiation, the Senate by a vote of two-thirds of 
its body can make a treaty which the President can afterwards proclaim, 
which becomes a part of the supreme law of the United States under 
cur Constitution. I suppose that is well enough understood through- 


out the United States by this time, it has been repeated so frequently. 

The President of the United States sent this treaty here as he agreed 
to it with the Chinese plenipotentiary. The Senate of the United 
States was not satisfied with it. It put two amendments on if, of 
greater or less importance or value, according to the differing opinions 
of Senators upon that subject; but at «ll events, not being satisfied with 


it, we refused to ratify it as it had been sent here. There was, there- 
fore, a want of concurrence between the Executive action and the Sen- 
atorial action on the treaty as proposed, and notreaty resulted. What 
was it that resulted? A proposition from the Senate of the United 
States—not from the President, but from the Senate of the United > 
States—to the Chinese Government sent through the President. It 
could not be sent through anybody else. 

Mr. TELLER. Was it not approved by the President? 

Mr. MORGAN. No; he had not anything to do with approving or 
disapproving. F 

Mr. TELLER. No treaty will ever pass that is not approved by the 
President. 

Mr. MORGAN. If the Senator will wait a moment he will see that 
it will not pass, of course; but the question is as to the time when the 
President has to give it his approval and the manner of giving it. 

Mr. TELLER. I understand the President gives his approval after 
it is ratified by the other government; but does the Senator think the 
President is under obligation to send to another government for their 
consideration a treaty he does not intend to approve? 

Mr, MORGAN. I think it would be his duty, an act of courtesy to 
the Senate of the United States. I will not say certainly, but it would 
be a high constitutional duty for him to submit to a foreign govern- 
ment the propositions that the Senate of the United States might put 
upon a treaty by way of amendment. 

The Senate can not make a treaty as an original negotiation. It can 
only reach any improvement of a treaty that it desires to make through 
an amendment which it puts upon the text and then ratifies by a two- 
thirds vote, and after that ratification it ought to be communicated— 
we will say it must be communicated—by the President of the United 
States to the foreign government. That government acts thereupon. 
Acts upon what? Acts upon the negotiation as proposed by the Sen- 
ate. The President of the United States has had nothing to do with 
that negotiation in that shape except merely to transmit it to the for- 
eign government. When the foreign government has ratified it it 
comes back to the President of the United States, and then arises his 
opportunity. 

Mr. TELLER. Suppose he then declines? 

Mr. MORGAN. Then arises his opportunity to say whether or not 
he will exchange the ratifications with that government of that treaty. 
And that is the first time when he has had any constitutional connec- 
tion with the subject. I will illustrate that. I will suppose that the 
fisheries treaty, which was pending before the Senate for months, had 
been amended by the Senate in this particular, that in the considera- 
tion of our restoring to Great Britain the full and free right of naviga- 
tion of the Mississippi River, Great Britain would restore to us the full 
and free right as it existed in 1773 of fishing along the shores of all 
her northeastern possessions. Suppose the Senate of the United States 
had put that proposition into that treaty by amendment, the President 
of the United States wouid have been bound to have communicated 
that proposition to Great Britain, for non constat that he is not to be 
President always. 

Great Britain might take time to deliberate upon that until Mr. 
Harrison should be elected. I think that will be a long while; but 
that makes no difference. We will suppose it to be a short one and 
a different man, a different Executive, though filling the same office, 
might be here at the time that treaty was returned. Would the Presi- 
dent of the United States have the right to choke down an amendment 
put upon a treaty of so important a character as that without submit- 
ting it to Great Britain? Certainly not. But when the treaty came 
back ratified, as we would suppose Great Britain might ratify a treaty 
of that kind, and the President of the United States was called upon 
to exchange the ratifications with Great Britain, then his constitu- 
tional right to say ‘‘No, I will not exchange the ratifications’’ would 
make him a party by dissenting to that provision; or if he saw proper 
to concur with the Senate upon that proposition, then his constitu- 
tional right for the first time would arise and could be expressed in a 
constitutional way by the exchange of ratifications, which would com- 
plete the treaty. 

Then you would have the concurring action of the President and the 
Senate of the United States, which before that time could not have ex- 
isted, unless it might have been by a mere intendment, but no official 
act, no constitutional act, no legal act would have supervened, through 
which the President would have committed himself to that treaty— 
none at all, 

I therefore hold, and I think I am entirely correct about it, that the 
President of the United States is not in the slightest degree responsi- 
ble for the negotiation that is now pending in the Chinese court. Itis 
the Senate of the United States that made that négotiation, and throngh 
the President it was communicated to the Chinese Government, and 
that is all of it. 

Now, it is for the Senate to say whether or not they choose to break 
down their negotiation. Itseems to me that there is no difficulty in the 
way at all, for the legislative Senate, acting in concurrence with the 
legislative House of Representatives, has the right to overrule and ride 
down the action of this body, proposing a negotiation, though it is done 
by a two-thirds vote of this body. There is no doubt about that. 

The Senate of the United States owes it to China, if it has changed 
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its mind upon this question, right now to notify that Government that 
that negotiation with the Senate of the United States, not with the 
President of the United States, which is now pending before the Chinese 
Government, is hereby withdrawn ahd recalled, so that that Govern- 
ment will have no surprise inflicted upon it. I believe it is the duty 
of the Senate to-day to proceed to give notice that that proposed nego- 
tiation which is now being conducted through the President of the 
United States with China has been recalled henceforth and forever as 
to the Chinese Government. 

I intend to stand upon the doctrine of the sovereign right of the peo- 
ple of the United States to exclude Chinese of any class or quality that 
they see proper to exclude, and I put it distinctly again upon the ground 
of national self-defense. Nevertheless, the pending bill ought to be 
amended. It ought to contain the provisions of the bill that I have 
just had the honor of submitting and haying read to this body, for we 
ought to satisfy China for the purpose of preventing her taking un- 
necessary umbrage at us, through which our commercial relations with 
that country may be seriously interrupted, that we have every feeling 
of kindliness and regard for her people that is expressed in this fifth 
article of the treaty which the Senate sent back to China without any 
dissent at all, That contains the provision for the payment of $276,- 
619.75, that being the sum of money claimed by the Chinese Govern- 
ment for alleged injuries and actual injury—for there is no doubt about 
it—to her people which we were unable to control in consequence of 
the very great distance that these things occurred from the center of 
civil power in the United States. 

I give this statement and one other fact as my reason for intending 
this morning to vote for a reconsideration of the bill under consider- 
ation for some days past, in order that it may go to the committee, or, 
at least, in order that the Senate may receive and act upon the amend- 
ment which I have proposed contained in the bill just read. 

The other point is this: The Chinese are pouring into us here from 
the British possessions, and we have no means of preventing it. The 
twelfth section of the act of 1882, carrying into effect the treaty of 1880, 
if Senators will examine it, they will find it contains a provision that 
a Chinaman when he comes in contrary to the treaty is to be returned 
to the country whence he came. He comes into the British possessions 
and pays $50 head-money for getting inside the line. Then he comes 
over into Washington Territory, down to Oregon, and down to Cali- 
fornia, or anywhere else, 

What are we todo? AJl we can do is to seize that man, proceed 
against him by indictment or information, for violating the immigra- 
tion laws, and lock him up in the penitentiary for a brief term, six 
months or a year, or whatever the term is. We feed him there and 
do better by him than he can do for himself; he gets fat, and by the 
time his term of imprisonment has expired he is turned loose on the 
community, and that is all you can do, because you must send him 
back to the country from whence he came. Hecame from the British 
possessions and you can not get him back without paying $50 head- 
money. They have tried to see whether that would work or not, pay- 
ing $50 head-money to the local government there. That would not 
work. 

Now what ought we todo? The act of 1882 ought to be amended 
in the twelfth section so as to say that we shall return the Chinaman 
to the country from which he came or to China; and then after he has 
come here and undergone his punishment we could ship him off under 
our own statute to China and thereby get ridofhim. But as itis, the 
first door that is open is the door into the British possessions with a de- 
mand of $50 a head. The next door that is open is the door of the 
penitentiary, and after the man has been there six months or twelve 
months then the Chinese are poured out upon that country with the 
additional of having been locked upin the penitentiary with 
other convicts for perhaps six or twelve months. 

The system does not work, and while weare at this matter this morn- 
ing we ought to get down to the bottom of it and that provision of law 
ought to be changed, so that when one of these Chinese comes into the 
United States from the British possessions we can take him and send 
him back to China and not to the country whence he came. 

Mr. STEWART. Can we not pass a law of that kind now? Sev- 
eral bills of that kind have been introduced. 

Mr. MORGAN. I say to the Senator from Nevada there is no dan- 
ger about the passage of this bill. Everybody in the Senate wants 
this bill passed. 

Mr. STEWART. I hope that is irue, 

Mr. MORGAN, ‘There are 95 per cent. of Senators who want it 
passed. IfI felt that I wasimperiling its passage I would not do what 
I am now proposing; but Iam quite sure, after all the votes given here, 
that if the bill goes to the proper committee, or if it does not, if it is 
amended in the Senate, we can make it a much more perfect bill than 
it is, a much more available and useful bill than itis. The bill is ex- 
actly in the line of policy J advocate, and I want to do the best I can. 
I move the reference of the measure I haye introduced to the Commit- 
tee on Foreign Relations, 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Having been twice read, if there be 
no objection, the bill will be referred. 

Mr. MITCHELL. I wish to be heard on that question. 


XIX——529 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 


8449 


Mr. STEWART. I hope the bill will not be referred until the Sen- 
ator from Oregon shall have had a chance to make an explanation. 
ARMY APPROPRIATION BILL. 4 
Mr. ALLISON. Idesire to present the report of the committee of 


conference on the Army appropriation bill. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The report will be received and 
read. : 


The Chief Clerk read as follows: 


The committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses on 
the amendments of the Senate numbered 32, 33,and 35 to the bill (H. R. 10234) 
making appropriations for the support of the cay face the fiscal year ending 
June 30, 1889, and for other purposes, having met, after full and free conference 
hh agreed to recommend and do recommend to their respective 

‘ollows: 

That the Senate recede from its amendment numbered 33. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the Senate 
numbered oe bop agree to the same with an amendment as follows: Strike 
out the amended paragraph, being lines 3 to 8, both inclusive, on page 16 of the 
bill; and the Senate agree to the same. 

That the House recede from its disagreentent tothe amendmentof the Senate 
numbered 35, and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: In lieu of 
the matter pro to be inserted by said amendment insert the following: 

“ Sec, 2. That the Secretary of War be authorized to enter into negotiations for 
the purchase of the 225 acres of land on the Hudson River, directly south of the 
military reservation at West Point, belonging to the estate of Edward V., Kins- 
ley, or so much thereof as he may deem necessary for the purposes of the Mili- 
tary Academy, and to receive offers for the sale of their interest in such land 
from such of the heirs of said Kinsley as are competent and willing to sell such 
interests; and the Secretary of War is authorized to submit all offers so made 
and the question of the value of said 225 acres to a board, to consist of the Super- 
intendent of the Military Academy and two competent civilians, who shall make 
due investigation and report concerning said value; and the Secretary of War 
shall submit said offers and the report of said board, with his opinion, to Con- 
gress at its next session. The expenses of said and compensation at the 
rate of $10 a day, for not more than ten days for each of the civilian members, 
shall be paid from the appropriation for contingencies of the Army.” 

And the Senate agree to the same. 

w B. ALLISON, 


B. PLUMB, : 
A. P. GORMAN, 
Managers on the part of the Senate, 
LEVI MAISH, 
JOSEPH D. SAYERS, 
BENJ. BUTTERWORTH, 
Managers on the part of the House. 

Mr. ALLISON. Mr. President, one word in explanation of the re- 
port. The amendments on which this conference was held were in- 
serted by the Senate under the belief that at this session no fortifica- 
tion bill was likely to pass, for at the time of their insertion the forti- 
fication bill had not been reported to the other House. Since that 
time the fortification bill has passed and been agreed to, so that our 
amendments to the Army bill are substantially provided for. 

Mr. McPHERSON. I should like to call the attention of the Sen- 
ator from Iowa to the fact, as I understood the report when it was be- 
ing read, that there are two civilians to be appointed in addition to 
the Superintendent of the Military Academy, but nowhere did I hear 
any provision by whom they were to be appointed. 

Mr. ALLISON. By the Secretary of War. I will say that that re- 
lates to the purchase of property adjacent to the West Point Academy 
and was inserted in the bill by the Senate, but it was covered in as a 
general amendment with the fortification provisions, and therefore had to 
be taken out and reinserted in this way. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Isthe Senate ready for the question 
on agreeing to the report of the committee of conference ? 

The report was concurred in.. 

DAMAGES TO CHINESE SUBJECTS. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The hour of 2 o’clock having ar- 
rived, the Chair lays before the Senate the unfinished business, being 
the bill (S. 12) to provide for the formation and admission into the 
Union of the State of Washington, and for other purposes. 

Mr. MITCHELL. I wish to say a few words in response to the Sen- 
ator from Alabama | Mr. MORGAN]. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Oregon can take 
the floor on this bill. 

Mr. MITCHELL. Mr, President, the Senator from Alabama [Mr. 
MorGAN] for years past, until within the last seven days, has been 
the devoted champion in the Senate of the sanctity of treaty rights. 
In season .and out of season, in committee and in the Senate, he has 
sought to denounce, and has denounced, various propositions that have 
been brought to the attention of the Senate by members of this body 
looking to the exclusion of Chinese from this country. He has in- 
sisted first, last, and all the time that that was a question to be set- 
tled by diplomacy and by treaty stipulation. He referred toa measure 
sucn as the one now pending in the Senate, looking to the exclusion of 
Chinese laborers, when being discussed by the Senator from Colorado 
[Mr. TELLER] some time ago, as ‘‘the Colorado notion,” as ‘‘ the Col- 
orado idea.” 

He has time and again denounced bills which have been brought here 
and advocated by Republican Senators looking to the exclusion of 
Chineselaborers from this country as ‘‘ the Pacific-coastidea,’’ as “‘the 
Oregon idea,’’ as propositions brought forward and pressed by dema- 

es for d purposes and for gd objects. That has been 
the line of Senatorial conduct on the part of the Senator from Alabama 
in reference to this question of Chinese exclusion. 
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But lo, and behold! when a Democratic House of Representatives 
introduces and in one day, without a reference to a committee, passes 
a Chinese exclusion bill, that, according to the admission of the Sena- 
tor from Alabama, is in direct contravention of material provisions of 
existing treaties between this country and China, the Senator from 
Alabama vaults clear over the fence, turns around, and says he is in 
favor of that bill, and he absolutely votes for it, as he did the other 
day, if Iam not wrong in my recollection, going back on the whole 
record of his life in the Senate on that question, doubling on himself, 
repudiating everything he had ever said and all that he had ever ad- 
vocated upon the subject; turns around and takes a position here in 
the Senate, not only by his vote, but by his speech, in favor of the pas- 
sage at once through the Senate of a total exclusion bill, in so far as 
the Chinese in this country are concerned, and a bill which he himself 
stated in that speech was a direct repeal of the existing treaties with 
China. 

This morning he comes into the Senate and takes another turn and 
insists that the bill for which He voted last Friday shall be amended. 
He desires to go back on what he did on Friday last. He proposes to 
recall, if I understand him, his vote on last Friday, and vote for a re- 
consideration of what was done last“Friday, in order that he may 
take another position and a different position from the one occupied 
last Friday—a different position, perhaps, from any that he has ever 
occupied heretofore. 

That is the record of the Senator from Alabama on the Chinese ques- 
tion in the Senate, and it does not lie in his mouth to be questioning, 
as he has questioned time and again, the sincerity of the Senator from 
Oregon upon this question, and the sincerity of the representatives from 
the Pacific coast upon this question, and the sincerity of the great mass 
of the people of the Pacific coast upon this question. A Senator with 
that kind of a record is not in a position to question the sincerity ot 
Senators on this floor. 

Mr. STEWART. I move that the Senate proceed to the considera- 
tion of the bill for the exclusion of Chinese, laying aside informally 
the pending business. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Nevada asks 
unanimous consent that the unfinished business be informally laid 
aside. Refore submitting that request the Chair. lays before the Sen- 
ate—— 

Mr. SHERMAN. Ifthe requestof the Senator from Nevada requires 
unanimous consent, I respectfully object. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Before submitting the request the 
Chair will lay before the Senate certain bills from the House of Rep- 
resentatives for reference. 

HOUSE BILLS REFERRED. 

Thefollowing bills, received from the House of Representatives, were 
severally read twice by their titles, and referred to the Committee on 
Pensions: ; 

A bill (H. R. 200) granting a pension to Walter O. Watson; 


3908) increasing the pension of Jesse L. Garrett; 
5174) granting a pension to Statira Young; 
6409) for the relief of Perry R. Nye; 
7485) granting a pension to Mrs. Susan V. Wilcox, 
mother of Martin V. Wilcox; ; 


cr R. 9106) granting a pension to Peter Liner; 


‘Thomas Bates, late private Company A, Twenty-sixth Regiment Mich- 
igan Volunteers; 

A bill (H. R. 9862) granting a pension to Benjamin F. Bair; 

A bill (H. R. 10068) granting a pension to Lieut. Starkey R. Powell, 


of Black Hawk war; 
A bill (H. R. 10159) granting a pension to Jenny Buell; 
A bill (H. R. ete granting a pension to Rachel Rogers; 
A bill (H. R. 10173) granting a pension to Catharine Mulligan; 
A bill (H. R. 10661) granting a pension to Mrs. Sophia Vogelsang; 
A bill E R. 10687) granting a pension to Charles Junot; 
A bill i R. 10708) granting a pension to Jane E. Knoble; 
A bill (H. R. 10827) for the relief of Catherine Teegardin; 
A bill (H. R. 11005) granting a pension to Ester Gaven; 
A bill (H. R. 11222) granting a pension to Elizabeth Heckler; and 
A bill (H. R. 11243) granting a pension to Mary E. McQueen. 
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bill (H. R. 11309) to empower the President to carry out the 
of an act entitled ‘‘An act to authorize the President of the 
nited States fst and defend the rights of American fishing ves- 
sels, American fishermen, American trading and other vessels in certain 
and for other purposes, approved March 3, 1887, was read twice 
by its title, and referred to the Committee on Foreign Relations. 
ORDER OF BUSINESS. 
Mr. STEWART. I move that the Senate proceed to the considera- 
tion of the Chinese exclusion bill. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Nevada moves 


that the Senate 


to the consideration of the bill named byhim, 
the title of whi 


will be reported. 

The CHIEF CLERK. A bill (H. R. 11336) a supplement to an act 
entitled ‘‘An act to execute certain treaty stipulations relating to Chi- 
nese,” approved the 6th day of May, 1882. 

Mr. HARRIS. I rose for the purpose of appealing to the Senator 
from Nevada to withhold his request or motion, whichever he may 
elect to make, in order that I may ask the Senator in charge of the 
unfinished business and the unanimous consent of the Senate to con- 
sider at this time the bill (H. R. 6514) for the allowance of certain 
claims reported by the accounting officers of the United States Treas- 
ury Department, which is in fact an appropriation bill, and which as 
such, having always been recognized as such, is entitled to the right 
of way. Itisa bill not involving a very large amount, but in which 
a great many people are interested, and I am confident that it can not 
take an hour, Ido not think it will take more than half an hour, to 
dispose of it. Ishall be greatly obliged if the Senate will consider it 
at this time. 

Mr. STEWART. I am in favor of that bill, but I can not consent 
to its consideration now. I insist on my motion. 

Mr. HARRIS, Does the Senator move to take up the Chinese bill 
or does he ask unanimous consent? 

Mr. STEWART. I move, because there is objection made, and so 
I can not do otherwise. 

Mr. HARRIS. Has there been objection? 

Mr. STEWART. Yes; the Senator from Ohio [Mr. SHERMAN] ob- 


jected. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Unanimous consent was asked and 
objection was made. 
Mr. HARRIS. I was not aware of that. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Nevada moves 
that the Senate proceed now to the consideratien of the bill, the title 
of which has been reported by the Secretary. 
Mr. SHERMAN. I ask the Chair if that is a debatable question. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair thinks the question of 
proceeding to the consideration of a bill is not debatable. 
Mr. VEST. Let us take it up. 
Mr. SHERMAN. I desire to make some observations upon it. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on the motion of 
the Senator from Nevada. 
The motion was agreed to—ayes 21, noes not counted. 


CHINESE IMMIGRATION. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill is before the Senate. The 
question recurs on the motion of the Senator from Colorado [Mr. TEL- 
LER] to lay on the table the motion to reconsider the vote on the pas- 
sage of the bill. 
Mr. TELLER. The Senator from Ohio asks me to withdraw that 
motion that he may submit some remarks, and as I have done that for 
everybody who wanted to talk I feel that I must doit for him. There- 
fore I withdraw the motion, and I shall renew it at a later time. 
Mr. HARRIS. Before the Senator from Ohio proceeds I wish to make 
a parliamentary inquiry about which I have no doubt myself. 
If the Senate shall reconsider the vote by which this bill was passed, 
the Senator from New Hampshire [Mr. BLAIR] who made the motion 
to reconsider connecting with it the declaration of his p to offer 
a certain amendment which he had read, it would be quite in order, 
would it not, if the bill be reconsidered, to move to commit it to the 
Committee on Foreign Relations? : 

The PRESIDENT pro tem; The Chair so holds. 
Mr. I asked the question in order that there should be 
no misunderstanding about it if the vote be reconsidered. 
Mr. SHERMAN. Mr. President, having already early in this de- 
bate expressed my strong desire to vote for the exclusion of Chinese 
laborers from this country, and believing that this bill if it stood alone, 
without any connection with the treaty with China recently pending 
in the Senate, would be a wise bill, I yet appeal to Senators on both 
sides of the Chamber, for considerations of national honor which ought 
always first to be heeded on any question that is presented to us, that 
they allow the bill to stand in its present position until we can ascer- 
tain whether or not the treaty now pending between the two nations 
will be ratified. That is my only desire, If this bill is allowed to 
remain in its present position and it shall turn out that this treaty 
will not be ratified and that the Chinese Government has taken ground 
against the ratification of the treaty, then I should be willing to vote 
and I would vote with pleasure for the passage of this bill; but pend- 
ing that question I submit as a matter of national honor whether it is 
right and proper for us to seek to nullify a treaty that is now being 
considered by a friendly nation, a treaty that has been ratified by this 
body, to which we have committed ourselves in every possible way— 
whether it is right at this stage of the proceedings to brea to nul- 
lify and abrogate not only all existing treaties with China, but the 
treaty at present pending between these two nations? I frankly say 
that if our position was reversed, and Great Britain were thus to act 
towards the American people, I would without hesitation vote for a 
declaration of non-intercourse or war. 
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It is a departure from all the usages of civilized nations. It is 
a departure from all considerations of national honor. No man be- 
lieves that the House of Representatives would have passed this bill 
except upon the supposition that the treaty had been rejected by 
China. It was understood in that House at the time it was passed 
that the Chinese Government had refused to ratify the treaty, or it 
would not have passed. I can assume that but for that supposed fact 
the bill could not have passed the House of tatives. It came 
to us here; and but for the general idea that the treaty had been re- 
jected by China the bill would surely have been referred to the Com- 
mittee on Foreign Relations and taken the ordinary course prescribed 
by our rules for the consideration of public measures. There is no 
doubt about that. 

Early in the debate I said that my action and my neglect to make 
the ordinary motion to refer the bill to the Committee on Foreign Re- 
lations was based on the idea that I then assumed to be accurate and 
correct, that the President of the United States had information that 
this treaty would not be ratified, and therefore that the Congress of 
the United States would be at liberty to proceed upon that basis. Pro- 
ceeding upon that basis I was willing that Congress should by law put 
an end to this whole system of Chinese immigration. 

But since that time the condition has changed. We are informed 
officially by the President of the United States that this treaty is still 
under consideration. We are informed from other sources, of which 
there can be no question, that me Cineos minister is now pea way 
to this country for the purpose of either conveying to us intelligence 
that it has been ratified or that it has not heen ANNEN 

Mr. TELLER. Iwould call the attention of the Senator to the fact 
that the Chinese minister has not been to China since this treaty was 


made. 

Mr. SHERMAN. He has been in Peru in the execution of his duty, 
and he must be undoubtedly in communication with his government 
either in Peru or here by telegram. There can be no question about 
that. 

Now, I ask you, is it right to deal with a nation great or small—the 
argument would be just as strong with a nation of one hundred thou- 
sand as with a nation of three hundred million people—is it right, hon- 
orable, just, proper for us suddenly, with full information now that 
the treaty is being still considered by the Chinese Government, not only 
to nullify the treaty that we have just proposed to make, but tonullify 
all the treaties that exist between China and the United States, be- 
cause if we violate or abrogate any portion of any of these treaties it 
is by the law of nations, at the will of the other party, an abrogation of 
all treaties. The Chinese Government might at once with great pro- 
priety and according to the system of civilized nations, upon our re- 
fusing to observe existing treaties or seeking to abrogate any provision 
of any of these treaties, declare that all the treaties are null and void. 
There is no question about that. 

This situation has already excited the conservative mind of the peo- 
ple of the United States. They have not gone crazy on this question. 
They do not want anything done to China that would not be done to 
any other nation. We have all proceeded on the principle that the 
Chinese Government is one to be treated according to the laws of civ- 
ilized nations. We boasted when we made our first treaty with China 
that we had broken down the barrier of three thousand years of preju- 
dice and seclusion, and we believed that in accomplishing that we had 
done a great good for our country, opened to us avenues of new com- 
merce, and the result of the opening of such communication has been 
that we have developed an enormous trade with China not only of im- 
ports but of exports. Now is it wise for us to put ourselves in a posi- 
tion where the Chinese Government might with great propriety and 
with proper regard to established usages putan end entirely toall our 
treaty relations and all our commercial relations with that great 
country ? 

We do no harm in postponing this treaty from day to day. The gen- 
tlemen from the Pacific coast ought to remember that they are but a 
part of this country, and while their voice on this question is potent, 
and we are willing to follow them and have followed them without 
regard to party lines and local distinctions, have followed them to ex- 
treme measures for the exclusion of all laborers of the Chinese race, 
and propose to follow them still further, yet we do insist as the repre- 
sentatives of a law-abiding and law-governing people that this pro- 
ceeding shall be in an orderly manner, and that no undue or unnatural 
or unusual course should be taken in dealing with the Chinese Gov- 
ernment. Therefore I appeal to Senators to let this matter stand as 
itis. It is safe in the hands of the Senate of the United States. The 
bill has passed the House of Representatives, and we can pass it any 
day. The Senate can act in a day; any Senator can make a motion to 
proceed to its consideration when we know whether or not the treaty 
has been acted upon. 

Suppose the treaty is ratified by China, the President of the United 
States can not with propriety in the face of this law if it pass exchange 
the ratifications, and the treaty does not take effect until these ratifi- 
cations are exchanged. The ratification of a treaty is precisely the 
same as the appointment of an officer. We may approve an appoint- 
ment and then the President may withhold the commission. t is 


settled by one of the oldest decisions of the Supreme Court of the 
United States. This treaty is still pending and not yet ratified by the 
contracting parties. If we pass this bill and make it a law we nullify 
the treaty, a treaty that we ourselves ratified. We can not do that 
consistently with national honor, unless for some flagrant act or cause; 
it would not be a good example to set to the nations of the world. 

Therefore I, speaking as the chairmanof the committee here 
with this matter, a committee bound to see that our treaty obligations 
and our friendly relations with all nations are observed according to 
their usual order—I appear as one of the members of that committee 
to object to this exceptional course when there is no occasion for it, as 
this bill is under the power of the Senate, and on a mere motion when 
we have full information may be enacted into a law when the Presi- 
dent shall sign it. 

Suppose this bill is sent to the President of the United States. Ido 
not for a moment suppose that any Senator here wants to play a mere 
political game and put the President in an embarrassing position in 
dealing with foreign nations, oras has been expressed elsewhere put 
him ina hole. How can he say, or how could any man say, whether 
this bill ought to be approved until he knows what is done with the 
treaty? Suppose he is called upon to approve the bill sent to him in 
the face of his declaration that the treaty is still pending between the 
two nations; do you expect him to sign that bill and thus put an end 
to our relations with China? If he does not do it, he may be embar- 
rassed by grave political considerations affecting his party and his 
country. We do not care for him or for his success on this side of the 
Chamber, but we do care if it also affects the national honor, for this 
we are bound to consider on both sides and by every Senator. 

Therefore, I appeal to the Senator from Nevada and the gentlemen 
who agree with him, not that I expect them to vote against this bill 
or to change their opinion, but that they allowit to take its due course 
and await the result of the action already had on the treaty. If that 
should not be carried into full execution by the ratification of the treaty, 
which not only provides for cutting off all Chinese immigration here- 
after, but also provides for excluding even Chinamen holding our cer- 
tificates in foreign countries from returning to the United States, a 
treaty that goes to the full length of this law—then it seems to me is 
the time to pass this bill, and until then we ought not to take one 
single step further. 

For these reasons if I stood here alone I would demand and insist 
that this bill should remain until the treaty is disposed of. There 
should be no child’s play, no party tactics or undue haste in dealing 
with our treaty relations with foreign nations. When we offered the 
Chinese Government a treaty we offered it in good faith, proposing to 
cut off all Chinese immigration and to pay them a large sum of money 
for injuries that were done to Chinese subjects. If you defeat the 
treaty by this law, you make no provisions such as by the unanimous 
vote of the Senate were held to be necessary and proper to give to the 
Chinese Government compensation for injuries done to Chinese people 
in this country. You defeat the treaty and pass a law and thus re- 
voke an appropriation that has been made already to pay the Chinese 
Government for the injuries done to Chinese subjects. 

Why not let it rest? There is no reason, and I appeal to Senators 
on both sides to do so. Remember now that this is not a question of 
Chinese exclusion; it is not a question that affects the Chinaman in 
this country or outside of this country, or the Chinese people, but-it is 
a question whether the Senate of the United States, the conservative 
guardian of all the great interests of this country, will suddenly and 
rashly in the face of the information we now have abrogate a treaty 
which we have only recently ratified, and do it summarily without 
any of the necessary provisions needed to accompany it. 

I say I will not do it, and I trust the Senators on both sides will see 
that it is not done. I am bound to say that a large majority on the 
other side of the Chamber, although they probably are in favor of Chi- 
nese exclusion as strongly as the Senator from Nevada, yet they have 
seen the bearing of this question upon national honor, and I will not 
be behind them in standing by the good faith of this nation in deal- 
ing with China as well as with every other nation and with all the peo- 
ples of the world. 

I can not conscientiously, with my view of public duty, see here a 
gross, obvious breach of the treaty with a foreign nation made suddenly 
upon statement of facts that do not exist. I would not do it for the 
world, although I am willing to do anything that is proper and neces- 
sary to carry out the object of those gentlemen who are pressing this 
bill so strongly. While their people, no doubt, feel keenly the neces- 
sity of stopping Chinese immigration, I think they ought to be willing 
to await the ordinary course of events. They were well satisfied with 
the tteaty that was made here the other day. All their papers, so far 
as I saw, and all their Senators, I believe every one of them, voted 
for it, including the Senator from Nevada. 

Mr. TELLER. I always enter a disclaimer when that statement 
is made. I voted against it. 

Mr. MITCHELL. I never voted for it. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Ib is certain that the great body of the Senate 
voted for it. It is therefore an obligation resting upon every one, on 
the two-thirds and more than two-thirds who voted to ratify the treaty. 
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I soppaa the Senators all voted for it, but they say not. That is the 
end of it. 
- Mr. STEWART. I voted for it. 

Mr. SHERMAN. The Senator from Nevada says he voted for it, and 
I know myself, from having reported the treaty, that it was based upon 
the represefitations of the Pacificcoast. Senators from the Pacific coast 
came before the Committee on Foreign Relations and insisted that the 
treaty as sent to us was not sufficient, that it might be evaded by tech- 
nical reasoning, aud they therefore asked and demanded of us the very 
amendments that were proposed to the treaty, every one of them con- 
curring of both political parties, That treaty having the sanction of 
the Senate and the approval of the Senators from the Pacific coast, was 
ratified and sent to the President, and the President has done his duty 
in trying to secure the ratification of the Chinese Government. Before 
the Government of China has had in due course the opportunity of act- 
ing upon it, it is proposed that we should abrogate this and all other 
treaties, 

Sometimes it has been said, it has been said here to-day, that the 
Chinese are too slow about this. There are 8,000 miles between us. 
Telegraphic communication is not always to be had and is very unsat- 
isfactory. - Here is a peculiar nation, a peculiar government with a 
great deal of form and red tape. Suppose they should take a little 
longer time than we deem necessary. They have not, indeed, taken 
as much time as the Senate of the United States took to consider any 
one of a dozen treaties that have been ratified at the present session. 
In some cases we have ratified treaties that have lain on our tables two 
years; and now because the Chinese Government has not promptly 
come up to the extreme measure contained in the recent treaty we 
will give them no longer time, they have had enough time, and therefore 
we will go to work and abolish and abrogate all our treaties with them. 

It will not do., It is not consistent with good faith, with national 
honor, and therefore I insist upon it so far as my vote will go and my 
voice can go that this bill remain here in the position in which it is, 
the most favorable possible, when a single vote can at any moment pass 
it, until we know whether or not the treaty we have sent them has 
been ratified. 

Mr. GEORGE. Mr. President, I am very much gratified by the re- 
marks that have fallen from the Senator from Ohio [Mr. SHERMAN]. 
When this bill came into the Senate a few days ago my first impulse 
was, as the RECORD shows, to have it referred to the Committee on For- 
eign Relations. I made a motion to that effect. I withdrew it only 
after the failure on the part of the Senator from Ohio and every other 
member of the Committee on Foreign Relations who was present, and 
every other member of the Senate who was present, to put in one word 
in favor of that motion. The bill had not been printed then. I did 
not understand its contents, for it is very difficult sometimes to catch 
the full meaning of a legal document by simply hearing it read at the 
Clerk’s desk. It has been printed since. I have looked into this mat- 
ter a little, and I am as well satisfied as I am of any proposition that 
was ever submitted to my mind that the undue haste—I might use 
another expression and be well justified in using it—that the undue 
race, the contest for swiftness and haste between the two opposing 
sides of this Chamber looking to the vote of the Pacific coast in the 
Presidential election should not have intervened. 

Mr. PLUMB. Will the Senator allow me to interrupt him there ? 

Mr. GEORGE. No, sir. In regard to this bill involving, as the Sen- 
ator from Chio justly and wisely said, the national honor, if it had not 
been for those circumstances, this undue haste, this unseemly contest 
would not have occurred. K 

Mr. President, on the 7th day of May last, just four months ago, 
this body in executive session, by a vote of more than two-thirds of 
those present, ratified the treaty now pending before the Emperor of 
China. In making that ratification we saw proper to put on two 
amendments, which amendments, in my regard, do not change the sense 
or meaning of the treaty at all, but they were amendments, and we 
having exercised the power of amendmentthereby notified the Chinese 
Government that the treaty as amended met our entire approbation. 

There is no provision in that treaty, as there is in some, that there 
should be an exchange of ratifications of the treaty within any specific 
period; so that, according to the terms of the treaty itself, either party 
was entitled to take just such time to act upon it as in its own judg- 
ment it saw proper, and, as the Senator from Ohio well remarked, in 
cases of this sort there is no technical rule of limitation which requires 
haste upon the part of a government; that we ourselves in deliberat- 
ing upon solemn treaties and solemn contracts with other nations have 
sen taken as much as two years in which to come to a final conclu- 

on. 

I had the curiosity when I thought of this Empire of China with all 
of its singular attributes as a nation, as alluded to by the Senator from 
Ohio, to see what had been the course of China in reference to her other 
treaties which we had made with her. I find that the first treaty we 
ever made with China was concluded on the 3d day of July, 1844. It 
was proclaimed by the President of the United States immediately after 


the exchange of ratifications of the treaty, on the 18th day of April, 1846, 
nearly two years occurring between the signing of the treaty and its 
coming into effect as a bargain between the two countries, I find in 


reference to the treaty of 1858 that it was concluded on the 18th day 
of June, 1858, and it was proclaimed by the President of the United 
States as a treaty on the 26th day of January, 1860. 

Thus our prior intercourse with China, our knowledge of the red- 
tape, of the delays, and so on which occur in that country with refer- 
ence to the ratifications of treaties, and especially treaties with us, noti- 
fied us that there would be delay, and in the instances which I have 
mentioned there were delays of nearly two years; and as to this treaty 
there has been a delay, not from its conclusion, or from its ratification 
by the Senate with amendments, but from its original negotiation of 
about seven months. 

Now, Mr. President, I put it to every Senator here present when we 
have thus made a treaty with China, by which we acquired valuable 
rights, by which we acquired by her consent a release from a most oner- 
ous obligation that had been imposed on us by the treaty of 1868, when 
we had deliberated upon that treaty, when we had amended it so as to 
make it suit us exactly, without consulting China or her minister with 
reference to the amendments, is it consistent with that high notion 
of national honor which should characterize the Government of this 
great country? You may call China barbarian or semi-civilized and 
all that sort of thing. Possibly it is; but, sir, national honor, the 
pledge of national faith is just as binding upon us whether it be made 
to the greatest, the grandest, and the most civilized nation in the 
world, or whether it be made to China. 

For these reasons and for the reasons so well expressed by the Senator 
from Ohio I hope that this body, the conservative force in our politics, 
the guardian, made so by the Constitution, of treaties and treaty rights 
and treaty obligations with other countries, will not with undue haste 
proceed to the passage of a bill which no man denies, which no man 
can deny, is plainly, openly, flagrantly in violation of a treaty which 
we have made with that empire. This violation is not a matter of 
argument, as was in the case of the law of 1882, but our treatieg 
with China expressly state that, whilst we may suspend and limit the 
immigration of Chinese laborers, we shall not prohibit it. This docs 
prohibit it. : 

What are we todo? We have made a treaty with China very re- 
cently, in which more than two-thirds of this body concurred, and, as 
the Senator from Ohio stated, it was made in accordance with the 
wishes and the declarations and the representations of the Senators 
from the Pacific coast, made by them to the Committee on Foreign Re- 
lations. Now in seven months, when we have heretofore waited nearly 
two years before any treaty with China could be consummated, in hot 
haste we come and violate the treaty. 

I want to allude to another remark made by the Senator from Ohio 
for the purpose, if my poor powers can accomplish such a thing, of en- 
forcing the view presented by that Senator. I desire to call the atten- 
tion of the Senate to these treaties. The treaty of 1868 and the sub- 
sequent treaty of 1880 are but additions to the treaty of 1858, which 
is a substitute for the treaty of 1844. They therefore become a part 
of the treaty of 1858, and if we abrogate it, it is abrogated entirely. 
There is no such thing as a partial abrogation of a treaty, except by 
the consent of the two contracting parties. Then that is not called ab- 
rogation, but a change of the treaty by mutual consent. Every arti- 
cle in a treaty, every stipulation in a treaty is the condition of every 
other article and of every other stipulation. 

If you take away one, it being the condition ofall the others, then you 
destroy the whole; and then what becomes of yourcommerce with China? 
For without the treaty of 1858, which,as I said just now, was a substitute 
for the treaty of 1844, you have no right to put an American vessel within 
any portin China; you havenorightto claim that any American merchant 
orany American missionary shall put his footupon thesoilof China. And 
suppose China should claim, as she has a right to claim, that ‘‘as you 
have abrogated your contract with us whilst there was pending before 
you and before us a proposition to change these treaties in accordance 
with your wishes’’—suppose she should say to us, ‘‘as you would not 
allow time for the consideration of it, but you made haste to destroy 
the treaties so far as they were binding upon you, we accept the prop- 
osition made by yourselves, to treat all the treaties as null and void.” 

Therefore, Mr. President, I shall vote with as much pleasure as I ever 
cast a vote in my life, I shall vote because I believe it to be my duty to 
do it, to reconsider this measure and refer it to the Committee on For- 
eign Relations. 

Mr. EVARTS. Mr. President, my absence from the sessions of the 
Senate during the whole period that this matter of Chinese immigra- 
tion has been before the two Houses of Congress tinds me now with the 
first opportunity to express my views in regard to the pending bill. 

This pending bill has as many relations to the great interests of this 
country as almost any single bill presented could have. In the first 
place, it is for the first time in the diplomatic history of this country 
an intervention by legislative action while there was a treaty negotin- 
ted by this Government in all its constitutional forms pending for adop- 
tion by a foreign nation, and this intervention not only rebukes and 
repeals our action in that diplomatic conduct of affairs, but it immedi- 
ately and absolutely affronts the foreign nation with the suggestion 
that we will no longer tulerate any such method of dealing with the 
matter between us. 
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That, Mr. President, when once stated, seems to me a sufficient rea- 
son why in this body a bill of that kind should be referred to the Com- 
mittee on Foreign Relations, 

But this bill has relations not to the uncompleted treaty alone, but 
has relations to all the existing treaty arrangements between us and 
China; and China is our great friend, always looking to this nation to 
stand for justice to a non-Christian country when she could not expect 
it from any European power; and yet no European power, with its rade 
oppressions of China in the interests of its trade, has ever undertaken 
to present to that great nation and that dignified and sensitive Govern- 
ment a proposition of this kind, 

I will first say a word in regard to the present condition of the treaty 
which so recently received the almost unanimous support of this body. 

The Senator from Alabama [Mr. MORGAN] has introduced, it seems 
to me, quite a novelty into our treaty-making power. There is but 
one treaty-making power representing this country, and towards for- 
eign nations it is strictly true. Though the forms of our Constitution 
divide responsibility and require concurrence, yet as towards those na, 
tions there is but one treaty-making power here. That treaty-making 
power is in the Executive as our representative, and wholly our repre- 
sentative, toward every foreign nation. He has the complete authority 
to negotiate and approve and agree to, so far as the foreign nation is 
concerned, and so far as the commitment of the executive authority 
is concerned, merely to negotiate a treaty; but it is a part of our Con- 
stitution, and so known and understood diplomatically abroad, that 
the Senate must give its advice and consent in concurrence with the 
executed will of the Executive in respect to a treaty or this Govern- 
ment is not bound. 

Now, this Senate has passed through that stage of internal and di- 
vided authority, and has placed in the President’s hands a treaty of his 
negotiation, which we have approved with some amendments that we 
have appended. It was quite competent for the President of the 
United States, having received this qualified approval, advice, and con- 
sent to have relinquished the negotiation then and abandoned it. The 
qualifications of the Senate might seem to the President unsuitable to 
the negotiation and to the proposed treaty, and then it would have 
been a res infecta between the countries and neither could take offense; 
but the moment the President of the United States, taking the treaty 
with these modifications and our approval, sends it forward for the 
consideration of the foreign government, then absolutely and com- 
pletely the whole treaty-making power of this country is presented 
and engaged for its deliberation and assent. 

Mr. MORGAN. Will the Senator from New York allow me to ask 
him just there whether after the President has done that he still has 
not the right under the Constitution to refuse to exchange ratifications? 

Mr. EVARTS. That isaquestion that will come after I get through 
with what Iam now saying. It does not affect in the least the propo- 
sition that I now make. 

The Senator from Alabama seems to think that this is a Senate 
treaty, the Executive treaty having failed between us and China, and 
the Senate treaty is now under consideration before the Emperor of 
China. There is no other way to make a treaty with this part of the 
treaty-making power. It has madeone with the President and another 
treaty comes out of that agreement, and now the question is whether 
they will come to an agreement with this body while it all remains 
res infecta. Then the President, after it comes back again, can say, 

“ Well, you have agreed to the Senate's treaty, but not to my treaty, 
and I do not agree to the Senate’s treaty.” 

I submit, sir, to the further consideration of the Senator from Ala- 
bama, that when the President of the United States communicates a 
treaty that has received amendments for the consideration of the for- 
eign power, the President accepts our amendments as a part of his ne- 
gotiations, and the further proceeding is wholly with the foreign power 
haying engaged to it in this form, both the Senate’s concurrence and 
the Executive’s desire and design and engagement. 

Well, now, the Senator asks a question shedding no light upon the 
proposition I have laid down, which is perfectly clear and perfectly intel- 
ligible and can receiveadirectanswer. After this engagement thus pre- 
sented, ifthe Chinese Empire declinesconcurrence, there is no treaty. If 
the Chinese Government accedes to the modified treaty, then that Gov- 
ernment is en; to this Government in the completion of this treaty, 
but there is no completion between nations of any treaty until ratifica- 
tions are exchanged, and itis quite competent for eithernation to proceed 
no further, and then the treaty fails; but it is in the nature of a post hdc 
consideration, and there may be grave, interesting, and valuable reasons 
that prevent an exchange of ratifications. 

There may occur changes of opinion, changes of interest, and caprice, 
if you please, of a domestic motive and a domestic application that will 
incline a government not to exchange ratifications. Sometimes a Pres- 
ident may consider it for the welfare of the country to refuse a ratifi- 
cation; sometimes, when the government have committed themselves 
thus fully, they may regard that refusal on his part as not consistent 
with his duty to the country though it is within his power; but when 
ratifications are not exchanged then there is no treaty. Thereis no dit- 
ficulty about that. 

But here the transaction is of a legislative power intervening, inter- 


rupting, preventing the courtesy and amity and equality between na- 
tions, which thus rudely interrupts the action of the foreign power 
without any public reason having arisen whatever; and the foreign 
nation thus interrupted in deliberation over what apparently was a sin- 
cere and deliberate proposition of treaty is notified ‘‘ we prefer to take 
into our own law the changes in your treaties that we had held out to 
you might be accomplished with your concurrence and with the preser- 
vation of amity and mutual respect;’’ and the foreign nation, whether 
it be feeble or great, whether it be connected with our European sys- 
tem of civilization and of commerce, or whether it confronts us as the 
great Asiatic power and the great Asiatic industry that confronts us 
across the Pacific sea, with being a great commercial Pacific Ocean na- 
tion nearer to the Orient and the Ind, that has been sought and fol- 
lowed after for the wealth to be gained from it for a thousand years. 

What, then, is there in our past relations that would thus be rudely 
jostled if they be not actually abrogated and annulled? They were of 
the most friendly nature. There has not been an approach that this 
Government has made to China in our domestic interests, in the ques- 
tions of our polity, the questions of our naturalization, and the ques- 
tions of immigration, that the great nation confronting us has not met 
us in the most conciliatory and the most yielding attitude. 

We made a treaty of great importance, ratified and concluded by an 
exchange of ratifications in 1859, by which a vast improvement was 
made in our relations with China; and it took the place of the former 
somewhat fragmentary condition in which we stood to them, Every- 
thing there was of concession and of advantage to our trade, our citi- 


zens, our religious faith, our missionaries; and yet every one of these - 


concessions and arrangements was a departure from the settled polity 
and policy of thousands of years. Let me ask attention to the general 
nature, which I find alluded to in a message from President Hayes to 
the Congress when the question of the abrogation of treaties in 1879 
was up: 

The principal treaty, of which the ratifications were exchanged August 16, 1859 
recites that the “United States of America and the Ta Tsing Empire, desiring 
to maintain firm, lasting, and sincere friendship, have resolyed to renew, in a 
manner clear and positive, by meansof a treaty or general convention of peace. 
amity, and commerce, the rules of which shall in future be mutually observed 
in the intercourse of their respective countries,” and p , in its thirty ar- 
ticles, to lay out a careful and comprehensive system for the commercial rela- 
tions of our oe with China. The main substance of all the provisions of 
this treaty is to define and secure the rights of our people in respect of access 
to, residence and protection in, and trade with China. The actual provisions 
in our favor, in these respects, were framed to be, and have been found to be, 
adequate and appropriate to the interests of our commerce, and by the con- 
cluding article we receive the important guaranty “that should at any time 
the Ta Tsing Empire grant to any nation, or the merchants or citizens of any 
nation, any right, privilege, or favor connected either with navigation, com- 
merce, political or other intercourse which is not conferred by this treaty, such 
right, privilege, and favor shall at once freely inure to the benefit of the United 
States, its public officers, merchants, and citizens.” Against this body of stip- 
ulations in our favor, and this permanent engagement of equality in respect of 
all future concessions to foreign nations, the general promise of permanent 
peace and good offices on our part seems to be the only equivalent. For this 
the first article undertakes as follows: “There shall be, as there have alwa 
been, peace and friendship between the United States of America and the Ta 
Tsing Empire, and between their people respectively. They shall not insult 
or oppress each other for any trifling cause, so as to uce an estrangement 
between them; and if any other nation should act unjustly or oppressively, the 
United States will exert their good offices, on being informed of the case, to 
bring about an amicable arrangement of the question, thus showing their 
friendly feelings.” 

That is our treaty. How many Chinese subjects were in this nation 
on the Pacific coast at the date of that ratification? Two hundred 
thousand of them; and no question was raised by us. No point, no 
clause, no phrase was introduced to show that these our promises, not 
to our friends, did not cover, with our eyes open and in our actual con- 
dition of immigration, our obligation. 

What happened next? The treaty of 1868, or the Burlingame treaty, 
a treaty given us also by our desire, enlarged for our then present oc- 
casion the introduction of these laborers from China; and when it was 
found that this, although but a temporary motive seemed to justify it, 
yet introduced a foreign element, incapable of ingratiation with our 
race, with our Government, and when we desired a reconsideration 
under these proper and just necessities, as we regarded them, we were 
met in the same spirit, and there was no guard, no restriction in the 
freedom of their concession as to the abrogation of that treaty excepta 
due protection of those who were here under our invitation. 

Mr. President, I have no occasion to find it necessary to yield any- 
thing on the question of opposition to the immigration of the Chinese. 
I heartily agreed in the position as it then arose in 1879 that we should 
be the masters again of the question of immigration from China, and 
on the highest considerations and without hesitation I espoused the 
measures that led to the exclusion. But not then and not now will 
my desire and my convictions that we should not entertain this foreign 
race as a part of our population lead me to flout our obligations by 
treaty. 

It became my duty to give advice to the President as to whether the 
bill that had then passed both Houses by great majorities was consistent 
with the duty of this Government to its treaties, its public faith, and 
its honor; and to show how quickly even in the very minds and in the 
very votes a measure can be rushed upon a provocation and an excite- 
ment, of a public nature to besure, but yet not as deliberative and as 
cool as it should be, when the President’s veto was read in the House 
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of Representatives, where the bill had passed 155 to 95, there was but 
a vote of 110 against 96 to pass the bill over the veto. It did not re- 
appear in the Senate by its being thus disposed of constitutionally in 
the other House. But immediately the Government undertook to ne- 
gotiate a treaty that should absolve us from the obligations of the 
Burlingame treaty. Let me call attention to that treaty for a moment, 
for its brevity, for its completely executing the purpose in its prospect- 
ive treatment: 

Whenever in the opinion of the Government of the United States the coming 
of Chinese laborers to the United States, or their residence therein, affects or 
threatens to affect the interests of that country, or to endanger the order 
of the said country or of any locality within the territory thereof, the Govern- 
ment of China agrees that the Government of the United States may regulate, 
limit. or suspend such coming or residence, but may not persa prohibit it. 
‘The limitation or suspension shall be reasonable and shall apply only to Chinese 
who may go to the United States as Jaborers, other classes not being included 
in the limitations. Legislation taken in regard to Chinese laborers will be of 
such a character only as is necessary to enforce the regulation, limitation, or sus- 
pension of immigration, and immigrants shall not be subject to personal mal- 
treatment or abuse. 

The future legislation that was to execute this conceded privilege of 
absolving us from the obligations of the Burlingame treaty contained 
this very proper provision, as it seems to me, as it seemed to me then, 
and as it seemed to the Senate in approving the treaty as negotiated: 

The high contracting powers having agreed upon the fo: ing articles, when- 
ever the Government of the United States shail adopt 1 tive measures in 
accordance therewith, such measures will be communicated to the Government 
of China. If the measures as e: are found to work hardship upon the 
fa oped of China, the Chinese minister at Washington may bring the matter 
to the notice of the Secretary of State of the United States, who will consider 
the subject with him; and the Chinese foreign office may also bring the matter 
to the notice of the United minister at Peking and consider the subject with 
him, to the end that mutual and unqualified benefit may result. 

Of course the nations dealing with us in amity always raise any ques- 
tion of our legislation that seems oppressive and contrary to amity. 
But this polite nation was not willing to put itself in the position, after 
it had parted with the principal power, to be considered as harping or 
criticising without a reservation of that right, so that acting in the 
dark, so to speak, without the legislation before it, it might have this 
privilege of questioning between the nations, not the validity, for it 
had parted with the power, but the propriety of the legislation. 

On the same day with that treaty we made a supplementary treaty 
to the commercial treaty of 1858, and therein we were elevated in the 
judgment of that power far above every foreign nation with whom it 
had ever dealt. If there be a sincere, a humane, a benevolent purpose 
on the part of the Chinese Government towards their subjects, it is to 
save them from the horrors of the opium habit and the destruction of 
character, of health, and of life; and every nation immersed in trade 
has carried its point always by evasion, by browbeating, and finally, 
at last by England, by war to keep up and insist upon the trade. 

But now for the first time this Christian nation of ours, dealing with 
this non-Christian nation, undertook to cut ourselves loose from the 
Western proposition that these nations were all to be treated as sub- 
ordinate and subject to our tradeand our purposes of trade, by provid- 
ing either for an obligation on our part to see to it that our citizens 
did not engage in the importation of opium into China against its laws, 
or by its commerce or its navigation within its own waters aid in trans- 
porting from place to place within it, giving us also on our part by this 
treaty certain serious and practical advantages.in our trade and engage- 
ments with China of a domestic nature within that territory. That 
put us at once upon two propositions, that is, is this country as ready 
to make its treaties with a non-Christian power as a Christian power 
in weaving around Japan and China a web of interference with their 
domestic affairs and with their freedom in their customs regulations ? 
If we found onrselves subject to regulations onerous and intolerable, we 
submitted always to them, having reason and justice and friendly con- 
sideration adequate to relieve us, Then on her part she has found 
this great, humane, benevolent engagement on our part and that for 
it we were on the side of the humane domestic legislation of China 
against the greed of all the trade of all the nations, including our own. 

Those are the treaties, superadded to the common and free arrange- 
ments of the treaty of 1858. What does this legislation do with those 
treaties? Upon looking at this bill I am notso sure that it should be 
treated as an abrogation of the treaties, but itis an absolute violation. 
The bill does not convey to the Government authority to denounce the 
treaty of 1880 or to denounce any sections of that treaty. The former 
bill as it came up from the other House in 1879 was substantially of the 
same nature, though rather covert, with what is now proposed to be 
done in this bill, though that was done upon the Burlingame treaty, 
and not after the treaty that we made in 1880, which was supposed to 
be satisfactory to us. But in the Senate a section was added which di- 
rected the President to communicate to the Chinese Government the ab- 
rogation of the fourth and fifth sections of the existing treaty. Then the 
question arose directly for the President to consider and for me to ad- 
vise, and it seemed to me very clear that the Burlingame treaty was 
imbedded in the treaty of 1858 in its own terms, and there could be no 
possibility of dislocating any denunciation of a part of the Burli e 
treaty that did not carry down the whole; that is to say, that did not 
in the conception and intelligence and interest of the Chinese Govern- 
ment, withoutany denunciation by itself ofany portion of those treaties, 
regard it as a denunciation of the whole fabric. 


It is well to talk about a denunciation of a treaty as being some- 
thing that is within a permission or a right, but a denunciation of a 
treaty is a violation of a treaty. That is ail that itis. If there is no 
reserved right of denunciation, then it is a violation of that treaty, and 
of its terms and of its duration; and it leaves to the foreign govern- 
ment the right to put its own construction, if it be consistent with our 
action and be equivalent to a rupture of our relations, to justify such 
methods of resistance and resentment as it sees fit. 

While we were talking only, and thinking, and the legislation was 
proposed in 1879 with these modifications and denunciations of the 
treaty, the whole fabric of the protection of our citizens, of our com- 
mercial or Christian civilization and its p were at the mercy 
of China as by a blow, if we should have passed that bill. If we had 
desired or expected that tolerance, deliberation, humanity should gov- 
ern that nation towards our commerce and our citizens, it would not 
be by expecting it from the lessons that we taught them; it must have 
been from some non-Christian example that they would have found that 
forbearance and that humanity, and not in this Christian nation that 
had dealt with it. But in the method that was then taken, and which 
was followed up by the law-making power in 1882, we stood better 
and better with China. We had accomplished the first and practical 
act—that is, of liberation from our own negotiation and our own obli- 
gations as sought by us in the Burlingame treaty. 

Is it any fault of China if we do not know how to pass searching and 
vigorous laws in execution of our rights as conceded to us by the treaty 
with China? Is it any fault of China that we, being a free and not a 
despotic nation, find difficulties in executing our rightful laws, and that 
our customs officers, either by negligence or by the principles I have 
stated, of freedom and adherence to law, find it an embarrassment to 
us to execute what has been conceded to us? Certainly we have no 
right towards China but to\present to her these difficulties and ask for 
a further concession in maintenance of our diplomatic relations and 
our existing treaties and desires further in this direction. 

The proposed treaty of 1888 is precisely of that nature, and until 
within the last few weeks no question was raised in this country but 
that that treaty with China gave us, if not all the power a despotic 
government would have, all the power that as between us and China 
it was righteous for us to ask or was just on the of China towards 
us. To what doesit relate? It relates to the dealings with the citi- 
zens and subjects who are already here under permissive treaties which 
have tolerated if not invited them. Do you suppose when China has 
been asked by our amendments to carry this exclusion by its consent 
to the very verge of our need or our desire, she does not, as a parental 
government, just to its subjects, feel a scruple‘of scrutiny and delibera- 
tion before it concedes what when once ‘conceded is irrevocable as to 
the fate of its subjects who have departed from its shores to our coun- 
try, our hospitality inviting and protecting them? 

Mr. MORGAN. Ido not wish to interrupt the Senator from New 
York except to ask him if he remembers the number of instances in 
which the Chinese Government has made reparation to our citizens 
for wrongs and injustice done to our people in China under the same 
treaties. 

Mr. EVARTS. Yes, uniformly reparation has been made, I believe. 

Mr. MORGAN. In how many instances? 

Mr. EVARTS. I can not say, but in every instance in which we 
needed it. 

Mr. MORGAN. China has always made reparation to us? 

Mr. EVARTS. I think so. 

Mr. MORGAN. So that her people have violated treaties as well as 
our own? S 

Mr. EVARTS. We have not hesitated to return damages and repa- 
ration when we were obliged to do so. Ido not mean obliged by China, 
but obliged by our own sense of duty. 

Mr. MORGAN. I wish to state, if it does not interrupt the Senator 
from New York, that in his absence his colleague [Mr. Hiscock] in- 
formed the Senate that the Senator if present would vote for this bill, 
and thereupon my pair with the Senator from New York was considered 
as being at an end, and I of course was at liberty to vote. I owe him 
an apology, finding that he is opposed to the bill, for having voted. . 

Mr. EVARTS. I do not think that anyapology is due to me from the 
Senator, noris any apology due to me from my colleague. My colleague 
acted upon his judgment in the matter, and it was quite right that the 
Senator should act upon that concession. I had observed that up toa 
certain point my colleague had reserved the opinion concerning me, 
but at last when there was general consent all around, I suppose, of 
everybody, and no one opposing the bill, he considered that I might 
come in then in favor of the bill. 

I have said that I am not certain that this can be properly treated as 
in our intent and purpose a denunciation of the treaty; but it is cer- 
tainly a violation of it, and would not need any justification from China 
itself to denounce the treaty in conseauence of its violation. If the 
bill does not attempt to abrogate, but only to violate and take the con- 
sequences, and if China does not retaliate by abrogating the whole 
fabric because of this encroachment and violation, then, on the face of 
the bill, we should be open to every reclamation against this Govern- 
ment for every one of the Chinamen who was put to a joss or injury to 
his stipulated rights under the existing treaty. It isa violation of their 
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rights; it isa violation of therights which are secured to them notonlyin 
general, but by our own legislation giving them the rights and the im- 
munities of their rights; and thenif the matter went no further, every 
one of these Chinese laborers who is placed under a ban and an exclu- 
sion, when without this bill he would have rights by law, will have a 
reclamation, and this Government will have no answerin the forum, I 
will not say of conscience, because rightful duty is our law, private 
and public, under an absolute obligation to make indemnity. 

I do not raise this question as bearing upon the amount of burden 
upo the Treasury, which should be cheerfully borne, but it represents 
exactly what the nature of this transaction is; that it is a violation not 
only of our obligations to China, but it is a violation of the personal 
rights of these people as now enjoyed under our laws. 

Is there any Senator here doubts if China should thus deal with our 
citizens there, enjoying the hospitality and protection of the treaty of 
1855 and the treaty of 1880, what this Executive, what this Congress, 
what this people, would say, though it was the humblest attendant 
upon a missionary’s establishment or a mere clerk in a mercantile firm 
there? What has the President thus lately encouraged the American 
people? That we do but halfour duty in protecting our citizens here 
if wo do not protect them also abroad. What is the casus, what is the 
situation of deliberation on the part of the Chinese Empire as to what 
it regards as a grave extension of its privilege in dealing with subjects 
of thatempirestillhere? Whatisthe delay? Wehad atreaty with a 
little power down in South America, with Venezuela. Although we 
. made a remission of our treaty and made anew bargain, how long has 
she been without ratifying that concession of ours? Is it two years, 
or three years? The Senator from Alabama is better informed on this 
as on other affairs. 

Mr. MORGAN. My information is—it is not official at all—that the 
convention has been ratified. 

Mr. EVARTS. Just now. What was the delay? 

Mr. MORGAN. There was quite a delay. 

Mr. EVARTS. A couple of years. 5 

Mr. MORGAN. I suppose the same thing will occur with any Ori- 
ental people or any Spanish people or any people who want to defer a 
question of this kind. Isuppose we shall always have delays abont 
such matters. 

Mr. EVARTS. Mr. President, I have sufficiently indicated how I 
shouid have voted had I been in the Senate. {£ have one word more 
to say in regard to the situation, as I understand it, which would be 
produced by the passage of this bill, and then the ratification by the 
Chinese Empire of the pending treaty. If ratifications are exchanged 
between this Government and the Chinese Empire, which is dependent 
upon the Executive here so far as this nation is concerned, this act, if 
it shall pass, falls to the ground, for it is a settled proposition that a 
treaty and a law are of equal import and dominion domestically, and 
the latter one, therefore, whether law or treaty, is the paramount 

wer, 

Mr. BLAIR. Ishould like to ask at this time a question. The Sen- 
ator from Ohio [Mr. SHERMAN] and others have spoken of the enact- 
ment of this bill into a law as operating as a breach of public faith with 
China, and the whole debate seems to go upon the assumption that 
while this instrament which we have approved is in the possession of 
the Chinese Government, and unaccepted by that government, there is 
no power on our part of a revocation of our proposition. Ishould like 
to ask the Senator what rights we have in that regard, if they are pur- 
sued in the due and formal manner? 

Mr. EVARTS. I have perhaps covered that point sufficiently by my 
reply to the Senator from Alabama. 

Mr. BLAIR. ‘That may be true. I was obliged to be out of the 
Chamber for a few moments. 

Mr. EVARTS. Until ratifications are exchanged it is no treaty. 

Mr. BLAIR. There is the power by giving notice of revocation. 

Mr. EVARTS. There ispower now to give notice, undoubtedly; and 
politeness requires it, Courtesy between nations requires that imme- 
diate notice, if this bill passes, should be given that this Government 
does not propose to go on with the treaty. 

' Mr. BLAIR. The national honor requires that. 

Mr. EVARTS. The national honor is violated in respect to the 
treaty already in foree, as I have stated. 

Mr. BLAIR. I was speaking only of the pending treaty. 

Mr. EVARTS. We have violated our obligation in respect of this 
inchoate treaty, in that without any public event between China and 
us whatever we have departed from negotiations and have undertaken 
¡to pass Jaws which are at variance with the existing treaty. It is not 
only an obligation to behave as a man of honor, but it is an obligation 
to behave in a manner that justifies castigation if we do not perform it. 

Mr. BLAIR. If that be the principle, I do not see why it is not a 
destruction of the right of revocation of our proposition. If a propo- 
sition can not be recalled in a due and formal manner without a justi- 
Le eae noame to sas soere can be no — right. 

% was ing in regard to existing treaty. 

Mr. BLAIR. May I ask the Benatn whether we have not che right 


by a law to abrogate the existing treaty without any violation of the 
national honor? 
Mr. EVARTS. No; we have the power. 


Mr. BLAIR. I suppose that the power resides in the Congress, 

Mr. EVARTS. We have the power. 

Mr. BLAIR. It strikes me that we can not have power to doa 
thing which is wrong. z 

Mr. EVARTS. We often do. 

Mr. BLAIR. Ido not know; but we have perhaps the power de- 
rived from the devil to do it. However, the powers of this Govern- 
ment to which I refer are supposed to be derived from a highersource, 
The powers vested in the Constitution, the powers which we have by 
virtue of international law, the great principles of right and justice 
are the powers I had reference to. 

Mr. EVARTS. We have the power by the Constitution to do things 
that are wrong, morally wrong, politically wrong, and in the interest 
of society wrong. The best evidence of that is that we frequently re- 
peal them because we find that out. But the power and the right are 
two different matters. 

Mr. JONES, of Nevada. I should like to ask the Senator whether, 
if the people of this country should become convinced that a contin- 
uance of the treaty was working great and permanent injury to the 
country, if would be not only our right but our duty to abrogate it? 

Mr. EVARTS. ‘To that L agree: and we take the consequences. 

Mr. JONES, of Nevada. That is the proposition, Then there is no 
wrong in doing that. - 

Mr. EVARTS. There is no moral wrong in doing that, but it is a 
violation of your obligation, which you have faced under a sterner 
necessity. 

The only instance of the denunciation of a treaty is that of the French 
treaty, which we denounced; butsee with what preface we accompanied 
that action: 

The action of Co 
edas an a 


in the matter of the French treaties, in 1798, if it be re- 
tion by this nation of a subsisting treaty, st ly illustrates 
the character an aya of justification which was then thought suitable to 
such a proceeding. he mble of the act recites that “the treaties con- 
cluded the United States and France have been tedly violated on 
the part of the French Government, and the just claims of United States for 
reparation of the injuries so committed have been refused, and their attempts 
to negotiate an amicable ustment of all complaints between the two nations - 
have n repelled with indignity.” 


That was our situation, which we thought gave the right to abrogate 


a treaty. 

Mr. MORGAN, Will the Senator from New York allow me to ask 
him a question? I ask him whether the declaration made in the 
treaty which has recently been ratified, as we say, by the Senate, of 
the purpose of the Chinese Government, is not a moral absolution of 
this country from the previous engagements by which we permitted 
their people to come here? I will read it: 

Whereas the Government of China, in view of the an’ ism’and much- 
deprecated and serious disorders to which the presence of Chinese laborers has 
given rise in certain parts of the United States, desires to prohibit the emigra- 
tion of such laborers from China to the United States, 

Does the Senator attach no importance to that declaration ? 

Mr. EVARTS. I attach all the importance to it that its import car- 
ries. It isa reason, and a proper reason, given by it for yielding in 
what is there given on its part towards us. It is not, however, a con- 
cession that we are to exercise it at our option and not by her consent. 
What she is ready to it is shown by the clause which follows and 
the clauses which protect the subjects who are still here. 

I do not say it often happens, but it may happen that a nation vio- 
lates a treaty without abrogating or intending to abrogate it. In our 
commercial treaties, for instance, we have certain arrangements—con- 
spicuously we had with Russia—as to the rates at which we would ex- 
act duty. We exacted by our tariff certain rates that covered the Rus- 
sian hemp of importation, not in that name and not in that intent 
touching Russia, but covering all hemp. Russia complained, and we 
refunded out of our Treasury to the Russian Government all the ex- 
cessive duties that we had collected. So, although it was really a vio- 
lation, pro tanto, of the treaty, although our domestic legislation had 
displaced, replaced, repealed, if you please, pro tanto, the treaty, so that 
our port and domestic regulations were governed by the tariff, yet it left 
us not justified towards Russia by our having abrogated the rate of 
duty arranged. We accordingly conceded the fact, and we repaid what 
was exa ; 

Mr. VEST. Will the Benator permit me to call his attention to a 
case in which the Government of the United States deliberately vio- 
lated a treaty by an act of Congress, and refused any sort of redress to 
the parties who were rui by it? It is the case reported in 11 Wal- 
lace, with which he is familiar, the Cherokee tobacco case. In 1866 
we made a solemn treaty with the Cherokee Nation, and the Supreme 
Court of the United States decided in the decision in 11 Wallace that 
that treaty was of the same binding force upon this Government as a 
treaty with England or France. We stipulated in that treaty that the 
internal revenue laws, the tax laws, of the United States should not 
apply to the Indian Territory. Afterwards we deliberately passed an 
act of Congress applying the internal-revennelawstothe Territory. Our 
officers went into the Territory, seized the tobacco factory of Boudinot 
& Stand Wattie, confiscated all their tobacco, together with their ware- 
houses and factories. The Supreme Court decided that we had a per- 
fect right to do it, and those men have never been paid one dollar in 
the way of damages from that day to this. 


8456 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 


SEPTEMBER 10, 


Mr. EVARTS. There was no nation behind them. 

Mr. VEST. The Supreme Court decided that the Congress of the 
United States had both the right and the power to collect the tax. 

Mr. EVARTS. The Indians had no power behind them like Russia. 

Mr. VEST. That made it so much the worse. 

Mr. EVARTS. It made it the worse in our moral conduct, and il- 
lustrates to my friend from New Hampshire thata nation may do wrong 
and yet have power to do wrong. 

Mr. BLAIR. I did not controvert the Senator’s proposition. My 
suggestion was as to the source from which the power was derived. 

Mr. EVARTS. Iam talking somewhatat large, but not more widely 
than is necessary to present the status that we are now in for our ac- 
tion and the action here proposed. It is perhaps debatable whether 
this proposed legislation is an abrogation of the treaty or only a viola- 
tion of it to be accounted for in damages, or it may be an abrogation 
which thus removes the fabric of all our treaties, or it may be an ab- 
rogation which will not carry down all the treaties unless the justifia- 
ble conduct of China shall itself carry them down by denunciation. 

All I ask is that the bill shall be referred to the Committee on For- 
eign Relations, and I should like to have that deliberation, that in- 
spection beforehand that will need to enforce itself upon this Govern- 
ment, and upon this Senate, and upon this people hereafter for all the 
people of the United States who agree with Senators on the other side 
and Senators on this side, and agree with me, that Chinese immigra- 
tion must be absolutely exterminated so far and so fast as can be done 
according to the principles of law and duty. Iam not of the opinion 
that we should assume an attitude toward this great and friendly na- 
tion of China that is inconsistent with true relations of good neighbor- 
hood and of public peace. 

Mr. BUTLER. The Senator will pardon me for one moment. He 
was proceeding to state what his opinion was as to the effect of this 
measure if it should become a law and if itshould be ascertained that 
there was asubsisting treaty between this Government and the Chinese 
Empire. The Senator was interrupted just at the point where he was 
giving his opinion on that subject. I should be very glad if he would 
continue to express his view upon that point. 

Mr. EVARTS. I supposed that I had completed my statement, 
having shown that it depends upon the President whether ratifications 
shall be exchanged, and when ratifications are exchanged and it be- 
comes a treaty, this act, earlier in date, is superseded by the later 
treaty. 

Mn WILSON, of Iowa. Mr. President, when this bill was put upon 
its passage last Friday, 3 votes were cast against it. Icastone of them. 
It seemed to me then, as it seems to me now, that among the various 
reasons justifying that vote, there was one which was suflicient. 

All persons acquainted with the political and diplomatic history of 
this country are aware of the long contention we had with other na- 
tions in respect of the doctrine of the right of expatriation. Wecould 
find no power on the face of the globe to agree with the position we 
had assumed on that subject. We had put the doctrine in our Consti- 
tution; we had insisted upon it in our diplomacy; we had knocked at 
the doors of the nations of the earth and asked that they would give 
recognition toit. Butone after the other answered us, ‘‘No; we can not 
agree to that; once a subject, always asubject; aman born in England 
the Crown of England can not recognize as a citizen of the United 
States.” So, like answers came from all of the nations to whom we 
made advances in that respect. Along through the weary years of this 
nation’s progress we kept up an insistence in our correspondence with 
other nations that there should be some recognition given to that prin- 
ciple. 

‘ares until we reached the year 1868, did we meet with a power 
that would agree with us. On the 27th day of July, 1868, alaw went 
into effect, having been passed by the two Houses of Congress and ap- 
proved by the President, asserting our position concerning the doctrine 
of the right of expatriation. The declaration was pointed, brief, and 
effective. It may be found in section 1999 of the Revised Statutes, 
and reads as follows: 

Whereas the right of expatriation is a natural and inherent right of all peo- 
ple, indispensable to the enjoyment of the rights of life, liberty, and the pursuit 
of happiness; and whereas in the recognition of this principle this Government 
has ly received emigrants from all nations, and invested them with the 
rights of citizenship; and whereas it is claimed that such American citizens, 
with their descendants, are subjects of foreign states, owing allegiance to the 
poreon thereof; and whereas it is necessary to the maintenance of pub- 

ic peace that this claim of foreign all nce should be promptly and finally 
disavowed: Therefore, any declaration, instruction, opinion, order, or decision 
of any officer of the United States which denies, restricts, impairs, or questions 


the S ht of expatriation, is declared inconsistent with the fundamental princi- 
ples of the Republic, 


That declaration passed the House of Representatives by a vote of 
107 yeas to 4 nays; it passed the Senate of the United States by a vote 
of 39 yeas to 5 nays; so that by almost a unanimous vote of both Houses 
of Congress we have a definite declaration of the doctrine of this Re- 
public in respect of the right of expatriation. 

After that was done, what happened next? This act took effect by 
approval on the 27th day of July, 1868. On the 28th day of July, the 
nextday, the Burlingame treaty between the United States and China 
was signed. What language was carried mto thattreaty? The next 


day after that definite and resolute declaration by the Congress of the 
United States had become a law by the approval of the President, there 
was put in that treaty this language: 

The United States of America and the Em 
the inalienable right of man to change his Nome: pk gree poy ye 8 
mutual advan: of the free migration and emigration of their citizens and 
subjecte, ively, from the one country to the other for purposes of curios- 
ity, of trade, or as permanent residents. 

And there was put into the sixth article the following: 

Citizens of the United States visiting or residing in China shall enjoy the same 
privileges, immunities, and exemptions in respect to travel or residence as may 
there be enjoyed by the citizens orsubjects of the most favored nation; and re- 
SADESA heap se Deg singh visning oe iassa = tae United States sball en- 
Tassa as mae there ‘enjoyed byt thse eltteana or wats a E E n 
nation. But nothing herein contained shall be held to confer naturalization 
upon citizens of the United States in China,nor upon the subjects of China in 
the United States. $ 

Mr. President, could we have induced any other nation on the face 
of the globe, after our long search for the one to agree with us, to have 
given that formal and emphatic recognition of our position concerning 
the right of expatriation? Was itan important subject tous? We 
had, as I have already remarked, introduced the right of expatriation 
and of naturalization into our Constitution. We had carried itinto our 
laws; we had naturalized the subjects of other powers, and because of 
that had been involved in difficulties with other nations. But we went 
on in the line of asserting that doctrine until in the year 1868 the Em- 
peror of China conceded it, and made the first treaty with us affirming 
it.as a true doctrine. 

Mr. President, I recognize fully the right of a nation as well as I do 
of an individual to exercise the right of self-protection and self-preser- 
vation; so that the nation avowing the doctrine which I have read 
may protect itself against involvement in its internal affairs through 
the introduction of improper, unsafe, vicious, or criminal additions to 
its inhabitants. It has the whole scope of self-preservation; and if we 
should require the passage of a measure as severe in terms as the one 
now pending it may be exercised, just as the individual in protecting 
himself may go to the extremity of taking the life of his assailant. 

Shall we, in view of this conduct of China, select that power as the 
one against which we will first exercise the authority that is involved 
in the bill now pending of declaring void a treaty yet in process of con- 
struction, although we have done all we can towards making it per- 
fect and it remains with China to do its part therein ? 

Shall we select, I say, this power to legislate against in this haste— 
I will not say indecent haste, for that we would not do—but in this 
haste, this want of circumspect action, this absence of deliberate judg- 
ment? Shall we select this case in which to so act; or shall we take 
that decent course which will secure to us a reasonable time for con- 
sideration, reconsider the vote by which the bill was passed, and let it 
go to a proper committee for consideration? If in the mean ti ve the 
information arrives that China has rejected the treaty, then with more 
propriety we may legislate again, at the same time assuring ourselves 
sufficient postponement to know whether China will or will not agree 
with us in this modification of the treaty as she has in all others which 
have been submitted. : 

It does seem to me, Mr. President, in view of what I have suggested 
in connection with the course of that power towards us, that we ought 
to have a reasonable delay which will enable us to pursue the proper, 
conservative, well-considered course, and save us from the charge of 
being ungrateful towards the first power that agreed with us on that 

int. 

Mr. STEWART. It is almost too late now, and the Senate is al- 
most too thin for me to discuss this question, because I want the Sen- 
ate to hear facts before it makes another mistake. f 

Mr. JONES, of Nevada. Will my colleague yicld for a motion to 
adjourn? 

Mr. STEWART. In just one moment, and then I should like to ad- 
journ. 

I want the Senate to hear the facts, Isay, and the situation, and take 
their bearings before they commita mistake as t as President Hayes 
did in the veto referred to by the Senator from New York. I want a 
little time, when the Senate is full, to call their attention to the terri- 
ble calamity which has happened while we are talking about etiquette, 
the ruin that is taking place in San Francisco and on the Pacific coast, 
the diseases which are being spread while we are talking about etiquette. 
I want to show that the Government of the United States must take 
this thing in hand and spend no more time in negotiating with theSix 
Companies or we shall never see any end to the trouble. I want a lit- 
tle time for that purpose, and I should like to have it. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair understands the Senator 
from Nevada to yield to his colleague. 

Mr. STEWART. I yield for a motion to adjourn. 

; MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 

A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. CLARK, its 
Clerk, announced that the House had passed the bill (H. R. 11391) to 
authorize the Postmaster-General to advertise for aud purchase im- 
proved registered mail locks and keys therefor; in which it requested 
the concurrence of the Senate. 
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The message also announced that the House had concurred in the re- 
t of the committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the two 
ouses on the amendments of the Senate numbered 32, 33, and 35 to 
the bill (H. R. 10234) making appropriations ‘for the support of the 
Army for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1889, and for other purposes. 
Mr. JONES, of Nevada. I move that the Senate adjourn. 
The motion was agreed to; and (at 4 o’clock and 15 minutes p. m.) 
the Senate adjourned until té-morrow, Tuesday, September 11, 1888, 
at 12 o’clock m. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
MONDAY, September 10, 1888. 
The House met at 12 0’clock m. Prayer by Rev. Dr. CUTHBERT, 


rag 
The Journal of the proceedings of Saturday was read and approved. 
LEAVE OF ABSENCE. 


By unanimous consent, leave of absence was granted as follows: 

To Mr. THOMAS, of Wisconsin, for ten days, on account of important 
business. 

To Mr. Rice, for two days, on account of important business, 

To Mr. HOOKER, for six days, on account of important business. 

To Mr. WALKER, for fifteen days, on account of important business. 

To Mr. Post, for one week, on account of important business. 

To Mr. YODER, for ten days, to give him an opportunity to attend 
the Grand Army of the Republic encampment at Columbus, Ohio. 


FORTIFICATIONS APPROPRIATION BILL. 


Mr. SAYERS. Irise to present a privileged matter, the conference 
report on the fortifications bill. 
The report was read, as follows: 


The committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses on 
the amendments of the Senate to the bill of the House 10993 making appropria- 
tions for fortifications and other works of defense, for the armament thereof, 
for the procurement of heavy ordnance for trial and service, and for other pur- 
poses, having met, after full and free conference have agreed to recommend and 
do recommend to their respective Houses as follows : 

That the Senate recede from its amendments numbered 4 and 13. 

‘That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendments of the Senate 
numbered 357,89, 19, 11, 14, 15, 16, 17, 18, 20, and 21, and agree to the same. 

That the House efrom its d ment tothe amendment of the Senate 
numbered 1, and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: In line 4 of 
said amendment, strike out the words ‘two officers” and in lieu thereof insert 
“an officer:” and the Senate agree to the same. 

That the House recede from its are opener to the amendment of the Senate 
numbered 3, and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: In line 13, 
page 1 of the bill, strike out the words *' propelled and ;” and the Senate agree 
to the same, ~ 

That the House recede from its di ment tothe amendment of the Senate 
numbered 5,and agree to the same with amendmentsas follows: After the word 
“for,” in line 16, page 1 of the bill, insert the following: ‘the completion of the 
guns now under fabrication by the Ordnance Department, and for testing the 
same and for; ” and in line 17 of the same page of the bill, strike out the words 
“two 10-inch; ” and the Senate agree to the same. 

That the House recede from its disagreementto the amendmentof the Senate 
numbered 12, and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: In lieu of 
the sum pro) insert ‘* $700,000; ”? and the Senate agree to the same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the Sen- 
ate numbered 19, and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: Add at 
the end of the matter inserted by said amendment the words “ of manufacture; ” 
and the Senate agree to the same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the Senate 
numbered 22, and a; to the same with amendments as follows: In line 39 of 
said amendment, after the word “proper,” insert the word “ purchases;’’ in 
line 41, after the word “guns,” insert the words “including multicharge guns 
and the conversion of Parrott and other guns on hand;” in line 49, after the 
word “such,” insert the word “‘ purchases; after the word ‘“‘dollars,” in lines 
50 and 51, insert the following: “ which sum is hereby appropriated: And pro- 
vided further, That said board shall test, and, if found Ratisfacto , Shall pur- 
chase, two breech-loading field guns of 3.2-inch bore of aluminum ronze;”> in 
line 55, afterthe word “million,” insert the words “five hundred thousand ;’’ 
and in line 58, strike out the word “act” and insert in lieu thereof the word 
“section; and the Senate agree to the same. 

et SAYERS, 


A. P. GORMAN, 
Managers on the part of the Senate. 
The following statement, under the rules of the House, accompanied 
the report: 


‘The managers on the part of the House of the conference on the bern sched 
votes of the two Houses on the bill (H. R. 10998) making appro ons for 
fortifications and other works of defense, for the armament thereof, for the pro- 
curement of heayy ordnance for trial and service, and for other purposes, submit 
the following written statement in explanation of the effect of the action agreed 
upon by the conference committee on the several amendments : 

On amendment numbered 1: Provides forthe appointmentof a Board of Ord- 
nance and Fortification in the terms proposed by the Senate in said amend- 
ment, except that there will be but one officer of ordnance thereon instead of 
two. 

On amendments numbered 2and 5: Corrects the numbering of sections, 

On amendments numbered 3and4: Appropriates $290,000 for torpedoes for 
harbor defense. 

On amendments numbered 6,7, 8, 9,and 10: Appropriates $500,000 to complete 
the guns now under fabrication by the Ordnance Department, and for testing 
the same, and for the manufacture or purchase and test of cannon and car- 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


8457 


riages, including the carri maneuvered by power; for the alteration of car- 
riages on hand; for projectiles, powders, fuses, and implements, their trial and 
proof; for experiments in the means of protecting torpedo lines; for compen- 
sation of draughtsmen while employed in the Ordnance Burean, and their ex- 
penses while employed at the proving-ground; and $100,000 for examining, 
testing,and experimenting with pneumatic or other dynamite Swe gun car- 
riages, aerial torpedoes, dynamite shells and ammunition, and batteries for 
coast defense. 

On amendments numbered 11 and 12: Appropriates $700,000 for the erection, 
purchase, or manufacture of the necessary buildings and other structures, ma- 
chinery, tools, and fixtures for the Army gun factory for finishing and assembling 
heavy ordnance, to be erected at the Watervliet arsenal, West Troy, N. Y. 

On amendments numbered 13, 14, and 15: Appropriates $1,500,000 for the pur- 
chase of rough-finished, oil-tempered, and annealed steel for high-power coast- 
defense guns of 8, 10, and 12 inch caliber, with the provision that no contract 
shall be made under said appropriation for gun-steel at a greater average price 

r pound for each caliber than the lowest average price paid under contracts 
itherto made by the Government for American forgings of like character. 

Bros amendmen numbered 16, 17, and 18: Makes verbal correctionsin the text 
ofthe . 

On amendments numbered 19, 20, and 21 : Appropriates $250,000 for purchase of 
material for and the manufacture of 12-inch breech-loading rifle mortars of cast- 
iron hooped with steel, said mortars to be subject to inspection in all stages of 
manufacture. 

The amendment numbered 22: Relating to the production of 12-inch mortars, 
10, and 12 inch single-charge, breech-loading steel guns by private parties, as 
agreed to, with the following modifications : 

The powers of the of Ordnance and Fortification are extended so as to 
authorize them to make purchases; 

Their jurisdiction is also extended so as to include multicharge guns and the 
conversion of Parrott and other guns on hand; 

A specific appropriation of $500,000 is made for purchases, investigations, ex- 
periments, and tests by the board, and the whole amount which may be ex- 
pended is limited to $6,500,000; and 

The board is authorized to test, and if found satisfactory they are directed to 
purchase, two breech-loading field guns of 3.2-inch bore of aluminum bronze, 

The bill as agreed ejoa Sporoprimes $3,972,000, being $247,000 more than was 
appropriated by the bill as it passed the House, $650,000 less than was pro 
by the Senate, and $4,267,000 less than the estimates submitted by the War De- 


partment. 
JOSEPH D. SAYERS, 
WM. VEY, 


. H. FORN 
THOS. RYAN, 
Managers on the part of the House. 
Mr. SAYERS. I move the adoption of the report. 
The report was adopted. . 
Mr. SAYERS moved to reconsider the vote by which the report was 
adopted; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 
table. 


The latter motion was agreed to. 
- REGISTERED-MAIL LOCKS, ETC. 
Mr. BLOUNT. Irise to make a privileged report. I report from 


the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads the bill which I send 
to the desk. 

The bill (H. R. 11391) to authorize the Postmaster-General to adver- 
tise for and purchase improved registered-mail locks and keys there- 
for was read a first and second time. 

Mr. BLOUNT. Iask the consideration of this bill at the present 
time. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman, under the order of the House, has 
the right to make this report at any time, and that carries with it the 
privilege of consideration; but the bill, unless unanimous consent is 
given for its consideration in the House, must be first considered in 
the Committee of the Whole on the state of the Union. 

Mr. BLOUNT. I ask unanimous consent that the bill be now con- 
sidered in the House. m 

The SPEAKER. The bill will be read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Postmaster-General be, and he is hereby, author- 
ized to advertise for and receive proj Is for such registered-mail locks and 
keys for such locks for the use of the Post-Office Department as he may deem 
suitable for the safety and security of istered els matter; and he isfurther 
auth to make contracts for such locks and keys for the supply of the 
Post-Oftice Department, if he deem the same suitable, and for such a number of 
years, not to ex: four, as he may deem best for the interest of the mail serv- 
ice, with power, however, to the Postmaster-General to renew such contract or 
opse should he make any contracts under the provisions of this act, for 
said articles of mail equipment, for another and additional period of four years, 
should he deem it proper and advisable so to do. And the sumof $45,000, or so 
much thereof as may be necessary, be, and the same is hereby, appropriated for 
the purchase of such locks and keys therefor, if such contract or contracts be 

e: Provided, however, That no part of said appropriation shall be expended 
unless new registering locks and keys therefor are adopted by the Postmaster- 
General for the use of the mail service under the authority given by this act. 

There being no objection, the House proceeded to the consideration 
of the bill. 

Mr. BLOUNT. Mr. Speaker, quite recently it has been discovered 
that the locks for the registered-mail matter are defective, seriously 
exposing to loss that class of mail matter. The Postmaster-General, 
in view of this fact, has thought it may probably be necessary to change 
all the locks now used. The appropriation in this bill is designed to 
meet that emergency. It authorizes a contract to be made for four 
years, with a power of renewal on the part of the Postmaster-General 
at the expiration of that time for an additional term of four years. 
Under the existing law general supplies for the Post-Offise Department 
can not be contracted for beyond the term ofa single year. An excep- 
tion, however, to this provision of law is made with to mail 


locks and keys and mail-bags, in reference to which contracts may be 
made for four years. Unter that general provision contracts for mail 
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locks and keys have been entered into for a period of four years, and 
in the contract there is a provision reserving to the Government, 
through the Postmaster-General, the power to compel a supply of such 
locks and keys for asecond and a third term of four years each, making 
a period of twelve years. 

The:criticism has been made that under the provisions of existing 
law such conditions can not properly be inserted in the contract, and 
a provision in this bill has been framed to meet that difficulty. This 
provision in the contract is important to the Government, because with 
that in force these locks can not be supplied to anybody else for eight 

~years if the Post-Office Department may desire to retain control over 
them for that period. Socarefully has the Department seen fit to insist 
upon the terms of the present contract that the contractor is not al- 
lowed to make a contract with the Treasury Department for supplying 
these locks, it being deemed proper that the Post-Office ent 
should have absolute control over this system of locks and keys. 

If it should appear upon more thorough examination that the de- 
fects in the existing locks may be supplied much more easily than is 
apprehended, then, under this bill, the Postmaster-General will not be 
allowed to expend this money for any other purpose than the bill con- 
templates. 

I have now explained the whole matter, and unless some gentleman 
desires to make some inquiry I will ask for a vote. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time; and be- 
ing engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. BLOUNT moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill 
porel; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 

le. 
PUBLICATION OF “‘WITHHELD’’ REMARKS. 

Mr. SCOTT. I rise to a correction of the RECORD. On Friday last 
the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. BRUMM] brought against me 
in this House certain charges to which I replied. The official stenog- 
rapher of this House made out a report of those proceedings. The 
remarks which I made were handed to me at 7 o’clock in the evening; 
and by 8 o’clock they were sent to the Public Printer. Thinking it 
possible, however, that my remarks might get in as an answer to my 
colleague’s, while his might not appear at the same time, I took the 

recaution to send word to the Public Printer that I did not wish what 

had said to be put in the RECORD until my colleague inserted his re- 
marks. He received the copy of his remarks from the stenographer, 
and, as I am informed, put them in his pocket, and has gone off to 
Penusylvania. Whether he proposes to return again or not, I do not 
know. But I think, as the Official Stenographer has every word that 
was uttered by Mr. BRUMM, and as, under objections made, he was not 
allowed to print anything which he did not say or which he had not 
read, it is nothing more than justice to myself that the proceedings in 
that debate should now go into the CONGRESSIONAL RECORD as they 
took place in this House. I therefore ask, sir, if it be in order, that 
this matter be put into the RECORD, so that Mr. BruMm’s charges and 
my answers thereto shall go in together. I make the motion, there- 
fore, Mr. Speaker—— 

The SPEAKER. ‘The Chair willstate that itis a matter over which 
the Chair has no control whatever. The law provides for the report- 
ing and publishing of the official debates and proceedings of the House. 
The practice has heretofore always been, so far as the present occupant 
of the chair is aware, for gentlemen, when they desire, to withhold their 
remarks for revision; and as to the length of time that they may with- 
hold them the Chair knows of no rule or restriction. 

The Chair supposes, however, that the matter is always under the 
control of the House; and the gentleman from Pennsylvania submits a 
motion—— T 

Mr. SCOTT. I donot wish todo injustice toanybody. But I think 
it is proper that these charges and the answer should be published to- 
gether, and I move, therefore, that the Official Stenographers be directed 
to put the remarks into the official record exactly as they occurred on 
this floor, and that this be done at once. 

Mr. MORGAN. Unless they are furnished by Mr. BRUMM. 

Mr. CANNON. Without waiving the question of order which may 
be raised at this time, I desire simply to suggest to the gentleman from 
Pennsylvania that as his colleague is absent he had better wait until 
his return, or else notify him to return. 

It is common, and always has been, for gentlemen, when they desire 
to do so, to withhold their remarks, some of them a week, some two, 
some a month; and I have known instances where, without, perhaps, 
any great loss to the RECORD or to the country, they never were in- 
serted. [Laughter. ] 

Now, the gentleman himself is not overvigilant. It isa maxim of 
equity that he who seeks equity must do equity. The gentleman is 
himself subject to some criticism. His three or four hours’ speech has 
not yet appeared in the RECORD. SoI think it is perhaps better at 
least to wait until the return of the gentleman from Pennsylvania, 
especially as the gentleman should recollect that there was a request 
made to print, and in one of the few instances in this Congress it was 


I think very likely the House will get into a good humor after a 


-. 


while, and both the gentlemen will have their remarks appear in the 
REcOED, and it may be in such form as to do all parties justice. 

Mr. SCOTT. Thatis just what I desire. 

Mr. CANNON. It-strikes me, therefore, that we had better not be 
inahurry. The gentleman himself says that he revised his remarks, 
and I understand that Mr. Brum, who had his remarks for revision, 
was called away unexpectedly. 

Mr. SCOTT. Then I give notice that I will call this matter up 
within a week’s time, and will withdraw the motion for the present. 

Mr. FORNEY. Regular order. 


ROOMS FOR SELECT COMMITTEES. 


Mr. BOOTHMAN. I desire to submit a privileged report from the 
Committee on Accounts. 


The Clerk read as follows: 
In THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES, July 21, 1983, 

Resolved, That the Select Committee on Indian Depredation Claims and the 
Select Committee on the Eleventh Census be authorized and empowered to re- 
tain the use of the committee-room now occupied by them in the Butler Build- 
ing during the recess and du. the second session of this Congress at the same 
rent asis now paid; and that the Committee on Expenditures in the Treasury 
poy eps be also authorized to occupy a room in the said building at therate 
of $50 per month during the balance of this session and during the recess and 
the second session of this Congress; and the Clerk of the House is hereby di- 
rected to pay all of said rent out of the contingent fund of the House. 


ROOMS FOR COMMITTEES DURING THE RECESS, BALANCE OF THIS SESSION, AND 
SECOND SESSION OF THE FIFTIETH CONGRESS, 


Mr. Boornman, from the Committee on Accounts, submitted the following ro- 


port: ` 

Your committee having had under consideration the resolution introduced 
by Mr. Cox, July 21, 1588, and referred to the Committee on Accounts, provid- 
ing in substance for the rental of rooms in the Butler Building, so called, for the 
Select Committee on Indian Depredation Claims, the Select Committee on the 
Eleventh Census, and the Committee on Expenditures in the Treasury Depart- 
ment during the recess, balance of this session, and the second session of this 

ngress, report as follows: The two rooms in said building now occupied by 

the two select committees first above named have heretofore at this session 
been rented for said committees by and in accordance with a resolution of the 
House, and are necessary for that p during the sessions of this Congress, 
and from the work necessary to be done by the Committee on the Eleventh 
Census during the recess, and the importance of having a proper place for the 
storage and keeping of the papers and documents ot the Committee on Indian 
Depredation Claims and the performance of its work during the same time, we 
further find that the use of said two rooms is also necessary during the recess 
of this Con, We therefore unite in recommending that the resolutionas 
to the rental of said two rooms for said select committees be passed. 

Regarding the rental of a room in the same mre) S the rest of this ses- 
sion, oe recess, and for the second session of this Congress for the Com- 
mittee on Expenditures in the Treasury Department, your committee find the 
following to be the facts: Said committee has already assigned to its use a cer- 
tain room on the basement floor of the Capitol Building. d room is small, 
illy-ventilated, and illy-lighted, it being necessary to use gas-light therein when- 
ever and at whatever time it may be used by the said committee. Upon gen- 
eral principles, it would seem that a committee, as a boty, ought not to be re- 
quired to occupy a room which none of its members wou å occupy from choice, 
or as individuals. We also find that said committee has held several meetings 
during this session (being seven Vaden, are number) in the Judiciary Committee 
room, by the sufferance of the on ud , and bas not met in 
the room to it for the reasons above named. While your committee 
feel that proper and suitable rooms for mecting ought to be provided and as- 
signed to each committee of the House, yet the fact being that one room has al- 
ready been assigned to this committee, we do notfeel like changing the present 
arrangement, although we are not at all satisfied that the room assigned is a 
comfortable and suitable room. We therefore report back that portion of said 
resolution without recommendation. 


Mr. BOOTHMAN. In explanation of the report I will say simply 
this: The Committees on the Eleyenth Census and on Indian Depreda- 
tion Claims have had ed to them by a former resolution of the 
House rooms in the Butler Building. It is proposed by this report to 
enable them to occupy the rooms in question during the coming recess, 
if it occurs—— 

Mr. CONGER. “If it occurs!” 

Mr. BOOTHMAN. And also during the second session of this Con- 

There is no question but that it will be necessary for the second 
session, and for a short time between the two sessions, if there is to be 
any vacation, it is also necessary. Wereport, therefore, in favor of that 
part of the resolution. 

As to the second portion of the resolution, conceiving it to be divis- 
ible, we simply say that the room assigned to the Committee on Ex- 
penditures in the ‘Treasury Department is of the character described in 
the report, utterly unfit for the business to be transacted by the com- 
mittee, for which reason it has not heretofore been used by the comi- 
mittee. But the room having been assigned to it, we did not feel it 
proper to interfere. 

Mr. BLAND. Let me ask if it would not be possible for the two 
committees to occupy one room ? 

Mr. BOOTHMAN. In answer tothe inquiry, it seems to me that it 
would hardly do to mix up the Census Committee with the Committee 
on Indian Depredation Claims. 

Mr. BLAND, Howmuch mixing would there be? How many meet- 
ings have they had? 

Mr. BOOTHMAN. Iam not advised as to the meetings, but un- 
questionably if there is to be a census the committee must have the 
opportunity of preparing the way for it. 

Mr. BLAND. I understand that the Committee on Indian Depreda- 
tion Claims meets once a week; and that the Committee on the Census 
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has probably met once during the session. In view of that, if it be 
true, it seems that one room ought to be sufficient for both. 

Mr. BOOTHMAN. Whatever may have been the action of the com- 
mittee heretofore, the necessity for the work to be done by the commit- 
tee is admitted by all. As to how the committee may do its duty 
may be a matter of criticism perhaps, but it does not enter into the 
consideration of the Committee on Accounts. 

If there is no further question, I move the previous question on the 
adoption of the resolntion. 

Mr. BLAND. I move to amend by making ene room for both of 
these committees. There are a number of instances in which more 
than one committee uses one room. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair would state that the resolution as re- 
ported provides for three committees using one room—the Committee 
on Indian Depredations, the Committee on the Eleventh Census, and 
the Committee on Expenditures in the Treasury Department. 

Mr. COWLES. Right there, in connection with the Committee on 
Expenditures in the Treasury Department, I desire to ask a ques- 
tion —— 

Mr. BOOTHMAN. Mr. Speaker, I move the previous question. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Ohio demands the previous 
question, and that cuts off any amendment to the resolution. 

Mr. BLAND. I understand it leaves the Committee on Expendi- 
tures in the ent where it is now. 

The SPEAKER. The committee only reports the resolution back. 

Mr. BLAND. Then, I move to amend the resolution. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Ohio has demanded the pre- 
vions question. 

Mr. BLAND. It does seem to me that it should be amended. 

Mr. BOOTHMAN. Regular order. 

The SPEAKER. The regular order is demanded, and the question 
is on ordering the ious question. 

Mr. BLAND. ‘1 think the gentleman had better allow an amend- 
ment on that resolution. 

The question was put, and the Speaker was in doubt as to the re- 
sult. 

The House divided; and there were—ayes 32, noes 35. 

Ms. BLAND. Nogquorum. We had better hare a count by tellers. 

TheSPEAKER appointed the gentleman from Ohio [ Mr. BOOTHMAN ] 
and the gentleman from Missouri [Mr. BLAND] as tellers. 

The House again divided, and the tellers reported 38 voting in the 
affirmative. 

Mr. BOOTHMAN. I withdraw the demand for the previous ques- 
tion. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman withdraws the demand for the 
previous question, and the gentleman from Missouri moves to amend 
the resolution by striking out all that part which relates to the Com- 
mittee on Expenditures in the Treasury Department. 

Mr. WHEELER. Mr. Speaker, it is quite apparent that the objec- 
tion of the gentleman from Missouri [Mr. BLAND] is directed to that 
part of the resolution which proposes to provide a room for the Com- 
mittee on Expenditures of the Treasury Department. My relation to 
that committee justifies me in asking the House to remove this objec- 
tion by striking out that portion of the resolution. It is true that the 
room which was assi to that committee when the session com- 
menced is unfit for committee meetings or committee work of any kind 
whatever, so entirely unfit that it has not been used by the committee 
at a single meeting. 

Notwithstanding this and notwithstanding the fact that the commit- 
tee has had an unusual amount of business, including a very impor- 
tant and tedious investigation, I did not request that this committee 
be included in the resolution, preferring to pay for the rent of the com- 
mittee-room myself than to ask for an outlay that the most scrupulous 
economist could intimate might be avoided. I desire, however, to say 
that I appreciate the courtesy and consideration of the distinguished 
gentleman who prepared the resolution now before the House, and I 
also equally appreciate the spirit manifested by the members of the 
Committee on Accounts, all of whom it appears were impressed with 
its propriety, and I thank them all for their efforts in behalf of the com- 
mittee of which I have the honor to be a member. 

While the room in the center and lower part of the Capitol which 

` was originally assigned to the Committee on Expenditures in the Treas- 
ury Department is not adapted to such use, its location makes it quite 
valuable to the Doorkeeper with his unusually crowded work, andif this 
is known it very probably had its influence upon some gentlemen who 
the measure as advisable, but in order that the provision forthe 
Committees on the Census and Indian Depredations may not be re- 
tarded—for I regard the portion of the resolution which refers to and 
provides for them as absolutely essential—I ask unanimous consent that 
the remainder of the resolution be stricken out, and as thus amended 
that the resolution be adopted. 

If this is done I will gladly continue to care for the committee of 
which I have the honor to be the chairman. 

The question was put on the adoption of the amendment, and there 
were—ayes 32, noes none. 

So the amendment was agreed to. 


The question then recurred on the passage of the resolution as 
amended. 

The question was put, and the Speaker announced that he was in 
doubt. 

Mr. BOOTHMAN. Division. 

The House divided; and there were—ayes 3, noes 20. 

Mr. BOOTHMAN. I make the point of no quorum. 

The Chair appointed as tellers the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. BOOTH- 
MAN] and the gentleman from Missouri [Mr. BLAND]. 

After some time spent in the count, 

Mr. BOOTHMAN. Mr. Speaker, would it be in order to withdraw 
the resolution and report? 

The SPEAKER. That can be done by unanimous consent. 

Mr. BOOTHMAN. Iask unanimous consent to withdraw the reso- 
lution and report. 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 


INTRODUCTION OF BILLS. 


The SPEAKER. This being Monday, the regular order is the call 
of States and Territories for the introduction of bills and resolutions 
for reference. ` 

SIGNAL STATION ON WEST INDIA ISLANDS. 

Mr. WHEELER introduced a bill (H. R. 11392) to authorize and 
direct the Secretary of War to establish signal stations on the West 
India Islands; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Expenditures in the Treasury Department, and or- 
dered to be printed. 

NATURALIZATION LAWS. L 

Mr. OATES introduced a bill (H. R. 11393) to amenå the naturaliza- 
tion laws of the United States; which was referred to the Committee 
on the Judiciary, and ordered to be printed. 


LIBRARY INVESTIGATION, 


Mr. HOLMAN offered the following resolution; which was referred 


to the Committee on Printing: À 
Resolved, That the testimony taken by the Select Committee of Investigation 
of the Construction of the new Library Building be printed. 
PAVING ALLEY IN DES MOINES, IOWA. 


Mr. CONGER introduced a bill (H. R. 11394) providing payment 
for paving the alley adjoining the United States Government building 
in Des Moines, Iowa; which was referred to the Committee on Public 
Buildings and Grounds, and ordered to be printed. 


OVERHEAD ELECTRIC WIRES, 


Mr. HENDERSON, of North Carolina (by request), introduced a 
joint resolution (H. Res. 220) limiting the provisions of an act entitled 
‘An act making appropriations to provide for the expenses of the 
government of the District of Columbia,’’ etc., on the subject of over- 
head electric wires, approved July 18, 1888; which was read a first 
and second time, referred to the Committee on the District of Columbia, 
and ordered to be printed. 

TRUSTS. 


Mr. HENDERSON, of North Carolina, introduced a bill (H. R. 
11395) to check and nullify the baleful operations of pernicious com- 
binations commonly called trusts; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on Ways and Means, and ordered to 
be printed. 

JUDGES OF UNITED STATES COURTS. 

Mr. HENDERSON, of North Carolina, also introduced a bill (H. R. 
11396) depriving a judge of a United States court of the authority to 
give an opinion on questions of fact; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on the Judiciary, and ordered to be 
printed. y 

S REVENUE EMPLOYES. 

Mr. HENDERSON, of North Carolina, also introduced a bill (H. R. 
11397) for the relief of certain gaugers and other internal-revenue em- 
ployés who have been assigned to duty and have rendered services be- 
fore the date of their qualification. 

Mr. HENDERSON, of North Carolina. I ask that that bill be re- 
ferred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

The SPEAKER protempore (Mr. MCMILLIN). TheChair thinks this 
bill under the rules would go tothe Committee on Claims, but the Chair 
will submit the request of the gentleman to the House, and if there be 
no objection, it will be referred as requested. 

There was no objection. : 

INLAND WATER WAY FROM NEW YORK TO FLORIDA. 
Mr. McCLAMMY introduced a bill (H. R. 11398) to provide an in- 


land water way from New York to Florida; which was read a first and 
second time, and referred to the Committee on Railways and Canals. 


COMPENSATION OF CUSTOMS OFFICERS FOR EXTRA SERVICES, 
Mr. O'NEILL, of Pennsylvania, introduced a bill (H.JR. 11399) to 
regulate the compensation of officers of customs for extra services ren- 
dered at night, on holidays, and out of business hours; which was 
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read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Expendi- 
tures in the Treasury Department, and ordered to be printed. 


DIRECT TAX OF 1862. 


Mr. CAMPBELL, of Ohio (by Mr. FORAN), introduced (by request) 
a bill (H. R. 11400) to carry into effect the provisions of the twelfth 
section of the act of June 7, 1862, entitled ‘‘An act for the collection 
of direct taxes in the insurrectionary districts of the United States, and 
for other purposes;’’ which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Ways and Means, and ordered to be printed. 


PREVENTION OF ‘‘TRUSTS.’? 


Mr. CULBERSON introduced a bill (H. R. 11401) for the preven- 
tion of *‘trusts;? which was read a first and second time. 

Mr. CULBERSON. Iask that this bill be read and referred to the 
Committee on the Judiciary. 

The bill was read. 

Mr. DUNN. I ask that the committee have leave to report this bill 
at any time. 

Mr. BACON objected, but subsequently withdrew his objection. 

Mr. BLAND. It seems to me that this bill, instead of going to the 
Committee on the Judiciary, should go to the Committee on Ways and 
Means, inasmuch as it refers to duties on imports. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair is inclined to think that the 
bill properly goes to the Committee on the Judiciary, because it pro- 
poses to define new offenses. 

Mr. BLAND. I have no objection to the reference pro’ 

Mr. LANHAM. I ask consent that this bill be printed in the REC- 


ORD. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Arkansas [ Mr. 
Dunn] asks unanimous consent that the Committee on the Judiciary 
have leave to report at any time. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. Ido not desire to object to 
the privilege of reporting at any time; but I would suggest whether 
the bill should not properly go to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Mr. CULBERSON. Iwill state to the gentleman that three-fourths 
of the provisions of this bill are strictly within the jurisdiction of the 
Committee on the Judiciary. There is one provision, standing alone, 
which might properly be referred to the Committee on Ways and 
Means. Therefore, as will be perceived, the bill might properly goto 
either committee; but I insist that it be referred to the Committee on 
the Judiciary. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. The one-fourth of the bill 
which the gentleman concedes belongs properly to the Committee on 
Ways and Means would appear to be the most important part of the 
bill; but as the gentleman who introduces the bill is chairman of the 
Committee on the Judiciary, I do not object to the reference to that 
committee. ; 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair will state that this is one 
of those peculiar cases where either of two committees would probably 
have jurisdiction of the measure. 

Mr. LANHAM. Task unanimous consent that the bill be printed 
- in the RECORD. á 

Mr. KELLEY. I object. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection to the request that 
the committee have leave to report at any time? 
` Mr. KELLEY. I object to that. 

The bill was referred to the Committee on the Judiciary, and ordered 
` to be printed. 

FREE IMPORTATION OF COTTON-BAGGING, ETC, 


Mr. CRAIN introduced a bill (H. R. 11402) to exempt from duty the 
importation of bagging for cotton, or other manufactures suitable for 
the uses to which cotton-bagging is applied; which was read a first and 
second time. 

The bill having been, upon the request of Mr. CRAIN, read in fall, 
was zearen to the Committee on Ways and Means, and ordered to be 
printed. 

LEAVE OF ABSENCE TO POSTAL EMPLOYÉS. 

Mr. BLOUNT introduced a bill (H. R. 11403) to provide for granting 
leaves of absence to employés of the Post-Office Department employed 
in the mail-bag-repair shops in said Department; which was read a 
first and second time, referred tothe Committee on the Post-Office and 
Post-Roads, and ordered to be printed. 

PORT OF DELIVERY AT QUINCY, ILL. 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Illinois, introduced a bill (H. R. 11404) to es- 
tablish a port of delivery at Quincy, in the State of Illinois; which was 
read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Commerce, 
and ordered to be printed, 

CORRECTION. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair desires to have a correction made. The 
gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. MAISH] was appointed one of the 
conferees on the Army appropriation bill in place of the gentleman 
from Illinois [Mr. TOWNSHEND], who went home; but it seems a mes- 
sage was sent to the Senate announcing that the gentleman from Penn- 


sylvania had been appointed in place of the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. 
BUTTERWORTH]. If there be no objection, the Chair will cause the 
Clerk to send to the Senate the necessary correction. 

There was no objection. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


The SPEAKER. This being the second Monday of the month, the 
remainder of the day, if claimed by that committee, is set apart for the 
consideration of bills reported from the Committee on the District of 
Columbia. The Chair has been advised, however, by the gentleman 
from South Carolina [Mr. HEMPHILL], the chairman of that commit- 
tee, that the committee has no business to present to-day. 


SUNDRY CIVIL APPROPRIATION BILL. 


Mr. FORNEY. I call up for consideration the conference report on 
the bill (H. R. 10540) making appropriations for sundry civil expenses 
of the Government for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1889, and for 
other purposes. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the pending amendment. 
The Clerk read amendment numbered 119, as follows: 


Insert the following: 

“For the purpose of investigates the extent to which the arid region. of the 
United States can be redeemed by irrigation, and the segregation of the irriga- 
ble lands in such arid region, and for the selection of sites for reservoirs and 
other hydraulic works necessary for the storage and utilization of water for 
irrigation and the prevention of floods and overflows, and to make the neces- 
sary maps, including the pay of employés in field and in office, the cost of all 
instruments, apparatus, and materials, and all other eee ent expenses con- 
nected therewith, the work to be performed by the Geological Survey, under 
the direction of the Secretary of the Interior, the sum of $250,000. And all the 
lands which may be designated for reservoirs and canals for irrigation shall be 
reserved as the property of the United States, and shall not be subjected to en- 
try or settlement until hereafter provided for by law. s 


The following amendment to the Senate amendment was offered when 
the bill was last under consideration, by Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Ken- 
tucky: 

After the word “dollars,” in line 1, on page 66, strike out the following: 

“And all the lands which may be designated for reservoirs and canals for ir- 
rigation shall be reserved as the ei ytd of the United States, and shall not be 


subjected to entry or settlement until hereafter provided for by law.” 
And insert in lieu thereof: 


temized 
rare rapporto and all the lands which may hereafter be designated or se- 
ect 


The following amendment, offered by Mr. FELTON as an amendment 
to the amendment of Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky, was also pend- 
ing: í 

In line9, page 1, after the word ‘‘———,,”’ insert “ and for the selection of water- 


sheds that shall be preserved.” 
Line 5, after the word “purposes,” insert “and such selected water-sheds,” 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Colorado [Mr. 
Symes] is entitled to the floor for twenty-two minutes, 

Mr. SYMES. Mr. Speaker, I am not going to pursue this debate at 
the present time. I willonly have read a dispatch which I have re- 
ceived from the officers of the interstate deep-harbor convention, held 
one week ago at Denver, Colo. After the reading of this dispatch I 
may say a word in explanation of the purpose of that convention. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

DENVER, COLO., September 1, 1883, 
Senators TELLER, BOWEN, and Representative Symes, Washington: 


The interstate deep-harbor convention took up and unanimously adopted the 
following resolution: 

*“ Resolved, That we aw pense request the Congress of the United States to 
pass the amendment to House resolution No. 10540, offered by Senator BOWEN, 
of Colorado, and now pending before it, to provide for a line of surveys pre- 
liminary to the establishment of a system of reservoirs for the sto: of water 
on the arid lands of the West, and thatsuch reservoirs when established should 
be owned or controlled by tht State governments for the irrigation of said lands 


by the owners thereof.” 
F, L. DANA, Secretary. 


Mr. SYMES. I had that dispatch read for the purpose of informing 
the House that what is known as the deep-harbor convention, sitting 
at Denver, Colo., adopted, about one week ago, before the commence- 
ment of the debate on this amendment, the resolution which is embod- 
ied in that dispatch. I call attention to the fact that the deep-harbor 
convention had accredited to it, upon the report of the committee on 
credentials, 325 delegates from the great empire State of Texas; and 
that there were also represented in that convention by delegates the 
States of Missouri, Kansas, Arkansas, Iowa, and Colorado, and the Ter- 
ritories of Wyoming, Arizona, New Mexico, and the Indian Territory. 
The object of that convention, Mr. Speaker, was to devise ways and 
means forsecuring the construction of a deep-water harbor at Galveston, 
Aransas Pass, or some other practicable point upon the Texas coast of 
the Gulf of Mexico. 

‘The occasion of this arose by reason of the completion of what is 
known as the Denver, Texas and Fort Worth Railroad, connecting the 
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city of Denver, by way of Pueblo and Trinidad, in Southern Colorado, 
through Eastern New Mexico, and through the great State of Texas, 
directly with Galveston and the Gulf harbors. Mr. Speaker, the open- 
ing of that road during the past three months marks a new era in an 
important line of transportation to the seaboard for that great South- 
western country. It brings that great country (the prosperity of a 
good portion of which depends in the future upon the adoption of this 
Senate amendment) 500 miles nearer to the ocean than by way of Chi- 
cago, St. Louis, or other Eastern grand trunk routes. 

This great convention having for its object the cheapening of trans- 
portation to the seaboard, by the lessening of the distance 500 miles, 
the representatives in the convention embracing, as I have said, 325 
delegates from the great State of Texas, resolved unanimously in favor 
of this Senate amendment proposing to provide at once for the survey 
and reservation of these reservoir sites, and the amendment offered by 
the gentleman from Kentucky [Mr. BRECKINRIDGE]. I therefore ap- 
peal to the Representatives from Texas, Arkansas, Kansas, Iowa, and 
other States to support this amendment, because in doing so they will 
simply obey the behests of the solemn resolve of this important con- 
vention composed of so many of their constituents. 

Mr. Speaker, I reserve the residue of my time. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. Dockery). The gentleman has 
fifteen minutes remaining. 

Mr. SYMES. Mr. Speaker, if the gentleman from Alabama [Mr. 
HERBERT], who it was understood, I believe, desired to proceed this 
morning, will give way for the present I will yield a few minutes of 
the rey at my disposal to the gentleman from California [Mr. VAN- 
DEVER]. 

Mr. HERBERT, That is satisfactory to me. 

Mr. SYMES. I wish to say to the gentleman from Alabama [Mr. 
FORNEY] in charge of this measure, that I think we ought to have 
about one hour more for this discussion, in addition tothe time reserved 
by those gentlemen who have already occupied the floor. 

Mr. VANDEVER. Mr. Speaker, the time allotted me is very short 
in which to cover so important a question as the one now before us. 
But I desire to say to this House, in my judgment no more meritorious 
proposition has been submitted to our consideration during this session 
than this amendment to the sundry civil appropriation bill providing 
for the reclamation of the vast area of arid land which lies west of the 
hundredth meridian, constituting in territorial area about one-third or 
the surface of the United States excluding Alaska. Within the limits 
of this territory there are threesovereign States, seven organized Terri- 
tories, and portions of other States and Territories. 

Thore is an insufficient rainfall on this vast region of country, and 
unless tater is provided, it is doomed to perpetual ariduess. The 
beneficent proposition made in this bill is to employ a portion of the 
public funds in the Treasury, under skillful management, to discover 
whether or not the waste water of the neighboring mountain tops over- 
looking these plains may not be so husbanded as to become useful 
for the purpose of irrigation. We know from previous experiments 
had in this desert region, that it requires only the introduction of water 
to make it blossom as the rose. Traversing this vast area are mount- 
ain ranges that pierce the clouds, upon the summits of which the 
snows of winter concentrate; the summer suns melt these snows and 
drain them into the valleys below. The banks of the streams are 
fertilized, but the chief body of the lands remain desert. 

I feel a particular interest in this question more on account of the 
district I represent. Within my district, lying far beyond the Rocky 
Mountains and upon the Pacific Slope, there is adesert extending from 
the northern boundary of Mexico in a northerly direction for some 300 
miles, and from 50 to 100 in width. These Sierras, under which this 
desert land lies, collect the snows of winter, which, melting un- 
der the summer sun, descend into the valleys below and are lost in the 
sand. Itisa matter of vital importance not only to California, but to 
the wholecountry to reclaim this vast region of desert land, and to deter- 
mine whether or not this waste water may not be applied to the pur- 
poses of reclamation and irrigation. 

This region now called a desert, as has been proved by actual experi- 
ment, can be reclaimed and made fertile asany other part of California. 
The best part of California has been reclaimed by irrigation. Add to 
the public domain by reclamation this vast area of arid landslying under 
the Sierra Mountains constituting this Mohave desert, you will bestow 
an incalculable, inestimable boon upon the entire country. 

It is not within individual means and enterprise to utilize and save 
this waste water for purposes of irrigation. In all the past history of 
the world, countries where irrigation is necessary for the cultivation of 
the soil, theState has employed its energies toaccomplish the enterprise, 
and has conducted water to fertilize its arid plains, If the Congress 
of the United States can appropriate money to remove impediments 
from the navigation of streams whose sources are in the mountains, why 
is it not also legitimate to appropriate money to preserve these sources 
and there collect and economize the waste water? Why isit not proper 
to furnish great reservoirs from which water can be obtained to irrigate 
and fertilize the thirsty plains below, thus adding to the general wealth 
of the country incalculable millions by increase of the public domain 
for settlement? 


This small appropriation of $250,000 is a mere bagatelle in compar- 
ison with the immense benefits which are to flow from so judicious an 
appropriation. Therefore I say, no proposition made in this House 
during this session of Congress is, in my estimation, more deserving 
approval of this body than the one now pending, to utilize the waste 
water accumulating in the mountains and apply it to the fertilization 
of the plains below. 

There we are in that country situated on the plain, looking up to- 
wards the summit of the towering mountains, covered with the snows 
of winter through all seasons of the year, snows which have fallen and 
drifted in the valleysa hundred feet in depth, and in timberlands andon 
the levels, where it does not drift, 15 or 20 feet in depth; and from this 
immense accumulation arises the streams which feed these various 
rivers whose waters it is proposed shall be utilized. In that portion of 
the country represented by the gentleman from Colorado [ Mr. SYMES] 
is found that great range of mountains from which descends the Ar- 
kansas and the Red Rivers to the plain, flowing into the Mississippi 
River and thence to the seaboard; and on the other side comes the Col- 
orado, flowing westward and seeking an outlet to the sea on the Pacific 
side; and so important has this subject become that the people of the 
State of Colorado and the adjacent States have recently met in a con- 
vention at Denver and presented the subject to the Congress of the 
United States for its attention, asking favorable consideration of this 
measure. For, Mr. Speaker, this is a question that appeals to the peo- 
ple of the surrounding States as well as to Colorado, and if it appeals to 
them, it appeals with as great or even greater force to the people of 
the whole Pacific coast. 

We have this range of mountains running from Alaska clear through 
to the Gulf of California, in which are stored these exhaustless supplies 
of water; and if by proper expenditure of money and availing ourselves 
of that skill which science enables us to employ we can ascertain the 
convenient points to retain this water and store it in reservoirs, 
to be released at the proper time under a system to be adopted by the 
Government, it will be a benefit of incalculable value not only to the 
people of the present generation but to the generations that are to 
come which will occupy that region. For these reasons, therefore, I 
urge upon this House at the present time that the Senate amendment 
be adopted, and that the House recede from its disagreement to that 
amendment, for there isno more beneficial proposition contained in 
any of the appropriation bills that have been submitted for our action 
during the present session, 

[Here the hammer fell. ] 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Colorado has five minutes of 
his time remaining. 

Mr. FORNEY. Mr. Speaker, the amendment now before the House 
proposes an appropriation of $250,000 to continue the survey in the 
arid regions. Upon its face the amendment seems to be a very simple 
and innocent proposition; but I wish to tell the House that it means 
millions upon millions of dollars’ expenditure from the public Treasury 
if the amendment shall be adopted. The $250,000 is a mere bagatelle, 
It is the entering wedge which will take up the surplus in the Treas 
ury and millions of dollars besides. 

Major Powell, the Director of the Geological Survey, says that the 
arid regions embrace two-fifths of this country, or 1,300,000 square 
miles of territory, a large proportion of which can be irrigated, a small 
percentage by the use of the small streams, and about 15 per cent. can 
be irrigated by the storage of water in reservoirs by employing the 
larger streams for that purpose. He says in that way 96,000,000 acres - 
can be irrigated. Now, the question comes up, before embarking on 
such an enterprise, what will it cost? This $250,000 is appropriated 
for the survey, but it does not complete it. It needs an appropriation 
of five millions more to complete it. Major Powell says that he can 
only use $250,000 this year, but the next year and for five su 
years he will need $1,000,000, making a total of five and a quarter 
millions simply to do the work of survey. 

After the completion of the survey, what have we? A report from 
Major Powell showing what Jand can be irrigated and where the sites 
for reservoirs exist, where they shall be established, where canals shall 
be dug, and we have no lands irrigated, no reservoirs built, no canals 
dug, although we have appropriated and paid five and a quarter mill- 
ions of dollars. Who then is todo thiswork? It must be done either 
by the aggregation of capital—by corporations—or the Government. 
How much will it costif done by the Government? Major Powell says 
he does not know, and it does not belong to his bureau to ascertain; that 
itis a matter for the engineers. But the sumwill be enormous. Itis 
to be done by capitalists or the Government, I repeat. If done by capi- 
talists, they must get their money out of the people by charging so 
much for every acre of land that is irrigated through theircanals. No 
one knows whatit willcost. Noone hasattempted toascertain. Major 
Powell himself says that in the aggregate the sum will be enormous. 
How much? I venture to guess, and I think I am not far from cor- 
rect, that the 96,000,000 acres he says can be i ted by the storage 
of water, in the mountains, will cost $10 an acre, or $960,000,000. 

Mr. FELTON. The gentleman does not mean for the survey ? 

EE cop ERY. Oh, no; that costs five and a quarter millions, as I 
ve sai : 
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Mr. BLOUNT. I would like, with the permission of the gentleman 
from Alabama, to ask him a question: If the location of the reservoirs 
is assumed to be followed by the construction of the canals by the Gov- 
ernment of the United States? 

Mr. FORNEY. Ofcourse. It can not be done any other way. 
must be done either by the Government or else by capitalists. 

It is simply impossible for the Government to undertake this work. 
The Government will have to pay gut $960,000,000 to accomplish it. 

Mr. SLOUNT. I would like to ask another question. 

Mr. FORNEY. Certainly. 

Mr. BLOUNT. I would like to know if this proposition which the 
gentleman has been developing has been reported upon by the Com- 
missioner of the General Land Office, the Secretary of the Interior, or 
any person connected with the Executive Departments; and if any rec- 
ommendations have been submitted in regard to it, or any report? 

Mr. FORNEY. Yes, sir. 

Mr. HOLMAN. There is no report. 

Mr. SYMES. I can answer, if the gentleman is not familiar with 
the facts. 

Mr. FORNEY. I have the facts here. The Senate called upon the 
Secretary of the Interior, as shown by Executive Document 163. 

Mr. BLOUNT. What date? 

Mr. FORNEY. May 11, 1888; and Mr. Vilas referred this matter 
to the Director of the Geological Survey, Major Powell. He reported 
upon it. But Mr. Vilas makes no recommendation whatever. Mr. 
Powell does. He says that the report should be adopted, and he sub- 
mits an amendment or suggests an amendment recommending that 
this be done. I say that if that amendment should be adopted it is 
the entering wedge for the expenditure of millions and millions on the 
headwaters in the mountains. 

Mr. McMILLIN. Will the gentleman permit me a suggestion 
there? 

Mr. FORNEY. Certainly. 

Mr. McMILLIN, Is it not trne that there is not a place on the 
American continent to-day where irrigation has been successfully and 
extensively inaugurated and carried on that it has not cost even a 
higher figure than $10 an acre? 

Mr. FORNEY. Nodoubt. There has been some done at less, and 

bably more at not less than $10 an acre. The rental of the water, 
Ffthis is done by corporation, would be from $1.50 to $4 an acre per an- 
num. 

Mr. SYMES. If the gentleman will yield to me I will answer the 
question of the gentleman from Tennessee, and say that thousandsand 
hundreds of thousands of acres of the best agricultural lands in this 
country to-day are made arable by irrigation, by ditches, where it has 
cost only from $1 to $2.50 an acre. 

Mr. FORNEY. Thatis where branches and springs can be used; 
but the p ition here is to make reservoirsin the mountains. Itis 
outside of the land where the irrigation can be done by ditching, and 
the land that would be irrigated under this provision can only be irri- 
gated after a canal has been dug from 10 to 50 miles, 10 feet wide and 
probably 10 feet deep. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. Is not the gentleman aware 
that this amendment is to give effect to what Congress has already 
ordered to be done? Congress ordered this to be done by resolution 
adopted in February in both Houses. That resolution passed without 
the opposition of the gentleman from Alabama [Mr. Forney], I ex- 
. pect, and also without the opposition of the gentleman from Tennes- 

see Mr. McMILLIN]. We ordered it to be done, and now comes the 
time to appropriate the money. 

Mr. MCMILLIN. It is one of those things that has passed pro 
forma, with the statement that it takes no money; and now the fact 
turns out that itis ultimately intended to take an appropriation with it. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. I do not know whether it 
was passed pro forma; but it was passed. 

Mr. MoMILLIN. I do not know whether it was pro forma; 
but if you will look at the record I have no doubt you will find it 
accompanied with a statement that it takes no money, and now it 
turns out that millions of dollars would have to be appropriated un- 
der it. f 

Mr. FORNEY. I wish to show the difference between the House 
and the Senate upon this matter. Ten years ago we had several sur- 
veys in this country and at that time it was thought that it should be 
put under one head. Major Powell was appointed Director and in- 
structed to make the geological surveys, to show the timber lands, the 
arid lands, and the mining lands and all other kinds. He was to make 
separate classifications. Now, we have been appropriating every year 
from $150,000 and $200,000 to $600,000, and much of it has been ex- 
pended for the identical work provided for in this bill. Measures have 
passed both Houses authorizing over $637,240 appropriated to on 
the geological survey, out of which Major Powell has paid about $400,- 
000 of the money for this identical work. > 

ae SYMES. Will the gentleman allow me to correct him at that 

int 
‘om FORNEY. Iwill yield to the gentleman to correct me if Iam 
wrong; but I am right. 


It 


Mr. SYMES. Iwill show the gentleman is not right in one moment. 
The appropriation expressly provides that $199,000 of that halfa million 
is for the topographical branch of the survey, and one hundred odd 
thousand dollars is for the geological survey in the field. Now, the Di- 
rector can not divert that money for this purpose. 

Mr. FORNEY. Possibly he can not, but he has been—— 

Mr. SYMES. And a portion of that topographical survey is of use 
in this work, and can be utilized in locating these sites for reservoirs. 

Mr. FORNEY. We have been using it for the last ten years, and 
last year about $100,000 was used for this identical work of ascertaining 
where these lands lie and how they can be irrigated. Now, the Sen- 
ate go forward and say they want to increase this to $250,000 in the 
appropriation which they make in the bill outside of this amendment, 
and if we continue to make them as we have been in the past Major 
Powell says he can finish this work in thirty years; but the Senate go 
forward and make the appropriation so as to complete it in six years. 
That is the difference between the Senate and the House. 

Mr. SYMES. He said he would accomplish the topographical sur- 
vey of the United States, which is now being made, in thirty years, and 
it is a fact that a part of this work that ought to be done for the purposes 
of these reservoirs has been stopped, and ‘he has been making surveys in 
thé East and the West at the solicitation of members of Congress, be- 
anoo they all want topographical surveys made of their own States and 

istricts, 

Mr. FORNEY. I will state from the evidence of Major Powell be- 
fore a Senate committee that he said he could in thirty years, withthe 
appropriations that are now being made, if continued for the next 
thirty years, do the identical work which it is proposed to do under 
this proposition. He says if you'give me $250,000 this year and a mill- 
ion each for the next five years, I can carry out and make® the survey 
of that arid region and show where the head works should be estab- 
lished òn each one of the rivers; can show where the reservoirs should 
be constructed, and where the canals should be dug; but that survey 
would not be worth anything unless the Government undertakes it or 
leaves it to corporations to doso. And I say that if it were done, either 
by corporations or by the Government, it would cost $960,000,060, and 
perhaps more; no one knows. 

This is the entering-wedge, and after you have made the survey and 
got the map and ascertdined where the sites should be, then you must 
go into this great work and make this vast expenditure. Now, I say 
it is not necessary for this work to be done within thirty years. There 
is no occasion for it. We are told that the arid region covers two-fifths 
of our country. Granted. The other three-fifths requires no irriga- 
tion. It is irrigated by the dews and rains of heaven, and no artificial 
irrigation is there required. Why, sir, outside of the arid region, in 
those portions of the country which do not require irrigation, we have 
land enough to sustain a population of three hundred millions of peo- 
ple, a number which we shall not reach for centuries. To-day we have, 
say, sixty millions of people, and even if our population should con- 
tinue to increase as rapidly as it has increased for the last decade or 
two, we shall not have more than one hundred and twenty millions in 
thirty years, while, as I have said, there is territory enough outside 
the arid region to maintain three hundred millions of people. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, I say this expenditure is entirely unnecessary at 
this time in order that at the end of thirty years we shall be able to 
hand down this heritage to our posterity. When the proper time comes 
they can go to work upon the arid region. We do not need it now. 
Why, sir, outside of the New England States there is not a State in this 
Union to-day but could support five timesits present population. Take 
Virginia, one of the oldest of the States; she could readily maintain 
five times as a population as she has to-day. 

Mr. SYMES. Did not I take the position on Saturday that this was 
a work for the future, but that it would not do to postpone the begin- 
ning of it until a period when, under the homestead and pre-emption 
laws, these natural sites for reservoirs should have become private 

roperty ? 

Mr. FORNEY. Then, if it isa work for the future, why expend 
these two hundred and fifty thousand this year or five years hence ? 

Mr. SYMES. For the purpose of preserving these reservoirs for the 
future. 

Mr. FORNEY. Linsist, Mr. Speaker, that we do not require this 
expenditure at this time. It is pleasant to know that in the arid 
region we have 96,000,000 acres of land which, when irrigated, will be 
worth $30 an acre, or, as Major Powell puts it, two billions eight hun- 
dred millions. Itis pleasant to know that; but we should also re- 
member that in our country, beginning at the Atlantic coast and going 
west to the one hundredth meridian, where the arid region sets in, and 
then jumping across to the Pacific Slope, we have, as I have already said, 
land enough which requires no irrigation to maintain a population of 
300,000,000. Thetefore, sir, I hold that the motion of the gentleman 
from Kentucky that the House recede should not be adopted. The 
House has disagreed to this amendment and it ought to insist upon its 
disagreement. 

But the gentleman from Kentucky says that this proposition to store 
the waters will solve the problem of the overflow of the sprarsa,§ > 
Let us stop and think fora moment. In the first place, under this 
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scheme no dam will be built within a thousand miles of the Missis- 
sippi River. And what about all the waters of the Missouri and of the 
Arkansas and of the Tennessee and of the Ohio? Major Powell him- 
self says that the annual flow of the Ohio is greater than the annual 
flow of the Missouri and greater than the flow of the Upper Mississippi. 
It is evident, therefore, that the Mississippi will continue tọ overflow 
its banks so long as all these waters flow into it, and the only way to 
stop the overflow of the Mississippi is by leveeing, a work which will 
be accomplished by and by when our population has increased to one 
hundred and fifty millions. : 

I hope, sir, that this House will not agree to the motion of the gen- 
tleman from Kentucky, but will insist upon its di ent. I now 
yield ten minutes to the gentleman from New York [Mr. Bacon]. 

Mr. BACON. Mr. Speaker, I rise to oppose the adoption of the res- 
olution toconcur in the pending amendment put upon this bill by the 
Senate. We are relieved from the consideration of the main question 
whether the means for a more complete survey of the public lands shall 
be provided by the frank admission of the gentleman trom Kentucky 
and others who have spoken in support of this motion, that the 
present appropriation is intended only as the first step towards an ex- 
penditure the amount of which no man ventures to prophesy, and the 
purpose of which is to make the United States the purveyor of a water 
supply to a population which the fervid imagination of gentlemen 
leads them to estimate at many millions. In other words, this is the 
commencement of another great scheme of spending the people’s money 
in furtherance of the policy of making this a great paternal Govern- 
ment. 

In determining whether we should enter upon it we can not get 
much help as legislators, though we do receive much information and 
entertainment from the poetical sketches of what he has seen and 
learned in other lands by my esteemed colleague |Mr. Cox]. The 
Governments of Egypt, or of the Moors, or of the Sultan, or of Spain can 
not furnish us with any safe guides in determining what shall be the 
policy of our Government. The officials of those countries were the 
sovereigns and had most excellent reasons for lavish expenditures of 
the money raised by arbitrary taxes levied in the employment of the 
people who were their subjects. They made their governments splendid 
because their people were wretched. 

In this country, where the people are the sovereigns and the officials 
the servants, there can be no such reason for splendid expenditure. 
The more our Government leaves the people to take care of themselves 
the more nearly it accomplishes the purpose for which it was created. 
Iam not unmindful, however, that the present unfortunate condition 
has some resemblance to that which in foreign lands when 
canals were built in Egypt and fountains made to gush in Constanti- 
nople. Here in these days as therein olden times the Treasury is over- 
flowing with money gathered by an oppressive system of taxation im- 
pee: upon a people who are submitting with surprising patience to the 
exaction. 

I believe that propositions to make such appropriations would not 
be entertained for one moment by either House of Congress if it were 
not for the unfortunate condition of our Treasury. The surplus which 
we all hear about, and which many of us talk about, is a constant 
source of temptation to the House to make extravagant appropriations 
and to the people to submit to them. Although this question of the 
existence of the surplus has been often spoken of and written about, 
still, sir, in the face of the proposition to make an appropriation of 
this character it is not amiss to recall the exact figures with regard 
to it. 

On the 31st day of July, 1888, there had been collected and was in 
the Treasury of the United States $132,517,751.55 over and above every 
authorized expenditure for ordinary purposes which could be made by 
the executive department of the Government. It should not be over- 
looked that this is not a book-keeping surplus, but that it is actual 
money, the currency of the country, locked up in the vaults of the 

„for which the Government has no use, and which the officers 

with its custody have but a very restricted right to pay out. 
And it should also be understood that day by day the income of the 
Government exceeds the authorized expenditures and adds a farther 
sum to this fund withdrawn from the channels of business. Under the 
authority given by the legislative branch of the Government the Secre- 
tary of the of the United States finds himself so placed that 
he has but two means of restoring to the channels of trade this accu- 
Nga and accumulating mass of the circulating medium of the coun- 


One method is to buy the bonds of the United States, and that method 
can only be pursued by paying for them a price which amounts to an 
advancement and payment at once by the Government of nearly one- 


-half the entire amount of interest which would become due upon those. 


bonds if they were left to be redeemed at maturity. And the other 
method is to deposit in national banks, upon their giving security by 
the deposit of Government bonds dollar for dollar, this accumulated 
currency of the country, to be by the banks loaned and used in their 
daily transactions. The amount so deposited was, on the 31st of July, 
1888, $59,681,642. 34. 


It used to be thought and said that Americans were an acute people 
and transacted their business with a sagacity unexcelled by any class 
of business men in the world, and yet so stupidly has the legislati 
of this country failed to meet the situation which it has created that 
we find the Secretary of the Treasury compelled by law to receive the 
obligation of the Government, upon which it pays 4 per cent., and to 
deliver to the banks currency to the amount of their par Value, and 
those banks having received it lend that same currency to the people, 
to whom it belongs, at a rate of interest running from 6 to 8 and even 
12 per cent. per annum. 

In other words, sir, soridiculous, if the result were not so serious, 
has been our financial legislation that we are paying money into the 
Treasury of the United States, paying somebody 4 per cent. to borrow 
it from us and then paying these same people interest for the privilege 
of borrowing back from themour own funds. It is notto be wondered, 
sir, that in such a condition of the Treasury and with such limitation 
upon the power of the Secretary of the Treasury to put back into the 
hands of the people the money which has been gathered together un- 
necessarily such schemes as that proposed by this amendment find 
place and supporters in our legislative bodies. 

Obviously one of two things must be done, either the expenses of the 
Government must be increased so as to bring them up to the limit of 
the revenue, or else the revenue must be reduced to the limit of the 
expenditures. No man yet has been found bold enough to advocate in 
terms the first plan or even to sit still without denial under thé chargo 
that he is willing to adopt such a system. And yet, sir, it is not to 
overlooked that these increased appropriations, if they are not'caused 
by it, are at least excused by the existence of the surplus. I take it 
that at least in profession all political parties agree that the farther ac- 
cumulation of the surplus should be stopped by a reduction of the 
revenues. The attention of this House was pointedly called to this 
condition of the Treasury and this effect of existing law at the opening 
of this session of Congress. 

The party to which I belong has responded to the call for legislation 
which this condition of things makes upon us by a definite proposition 
which has been passed by the votes of its members through this House. 
The bill known as the Mills bill is the response by the Democratic party 
to the demand for a reduction of the revenues of this country and has 
been subject to exhaustive debate and criticism in this House. Andin 
view of what is happening about us, if we accept public rumor as true, 
it seems to me timely to call the attention of the House to the answer 
which events give to some of the objections which were urged against 
it during the general debate upon it. This House rang with denuncia- 
tions of the majority and of the author of this bill because it was not 
sooncr introduced. 


yt ye ee 


said: 


More than four months have passed and no measure looking to any avoidance 
of the dangers described by the President has yet been brought to a vote. His 
friends are in a majority here. 

Since that utterance the bill and every line in it has been subjected 
to the most critical and exhaustive discussion in a debate which began 
April 17 and ended July 21. 

The RECORD shows that arguments in relation to the surplus and 
tariff reform were addressed to the Senate in January last. The Mills 
bill this House and reached the Senate on the 23d day of July, 
and although the period since it formally reached that body is much 
shorter than elapsed during its preparation and discussion in this House, 
its substance was well known and there was not a feature of it or 
of the condition of the country to which it applies but what was fully 
understood and had received the careful attention of the individuals 
who constitute the Senate during allthesemonths. If therefore there 
is an earnest desire to reduce the revenue entertained by our Repub- 
lican friends, how comes it that daily we are informed by the public press 
that the majority of the Senate committee have postponed until next 
week or to some uncertain date in the future their report upon this 
measure? If four months was too long a time for the majority of the 
Ways and Means Committee to initiate a reform of our revenue laws 
and perfect a bill before the public and exhaustive discussion of the 
subject, what can be said of a delay of nearly two months in reporting 
upon a measure thus fully discussed and thoroughly understood before 
it left this House? 

It was also said in regard to this bill that it was the creation of what 
some gentleman upon this floor termed a cabal and was approved by 
a caucus. The method of its preparation, adopted by a majority of the 
Committee on Ways and Means, ‘was the frequent and repeated source 
of complaint and reviling by gentlemen on the other side during its 
discussion. The gentleman from Michigan [Mr. BURROWS], speaking 
of the Mills bill, said “that it was conceived in darkness, brought 
fourth in secrecy, its parentage carefully concealed,” and, with as- 
sumed earnestness, asked the House “ to think of a majority of a great 
committee of this House hiding away from the minority of that com- 
mittee for six weeks, and in some secret place without consultation with 
the minority framing a measure invoiving the industrial prosperity of 
sixty millions of people.” My colleague [ Mr. BELDEN] opened his re- 
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marks by saying, ‘‘A glance at the provisions of this bill would indi” 
cate that this wonderful production of star-chamber gestation had been 
conceived in malice.” The gentleman from New Jersey, Mr. KEAN, 
remarked ‘‘ that it was unfortunate for the country and for the proper 
consideration of the tariff that this bill had its birth in secret and its 
cradle i isan caucus.” 

And yet, Mr. Speaker, after the Mills bill had passed this House and 
reached the hands of the committee of the Senate, unless common ru- 
mor lies worse than ever, it took a party caucus held under the most 
favorable and enlivening circumstances to enable the majority of that 
body to reach, doubtingly and late at night, the conclusion that an 
effort should be made to reduce the revenue and to report on this bill, 
and in accordance with the conclusion reached hy that caucus the ma- 
jority of that committee have met with closed doors, outside of which 
the minority of that committee have been compelled to stand, to con- 
sider how to reduce the revenues or rather how to destroy the Mills bill. 

These events, sir, have made plain to the country if not to the mem- 
bers of this House how silly such criticism is, and it will be fortunate 
for the critics and the party of which they were the spokesmen if they 
escape the suspicion that the real reason for these criticisms was the 
hope to unfairly discredit and to delay the passage of the only measure 
to reduce the revenues as yet sought to be enacted. ` 

This bill has also been criticised upon the ground that it would if 
enacted result in the destruction of American industries, and it is a 
curious fact, sir, that this assertion was as earnestly made in resisting 

ropositions to put upon the free-list articles which were not produced 

the industries of this country or with which it was impossible that 

there should be foreign competition as with regard to any other items 
in the bill. 

To illustrate: one of the articles placed upon the free-list by the 
Mills bill was ‘‘fresh milk.” No one intentionally put *‘ fresh milk ” 
into a tariff bill as a proper object upon which to imposea duty. It was 
by a blunder put into the tariff law of 1883 by falling within the terms 
of section 2513 A, which is in these words: 

There shall be levied, collected, and paid on the importation of all raw or un- 
manufactured articles not herein enumerated or provided for a duty of 10 per 
cent, ad valorem. 


When line 141 of the Mills bill ‘‘ milk, fresh” was read in commit- 
tee the gentleman from Iowa [Mr. LyMAN] arose and moved to strike 
out the line, and added: 

I have thus far taken no part in the debate upon the pending bill, but we are 
now consideting a portion of the bill which makes a direct attack upon the 
farmers of my section and upon the farmers of the entire country— 

And on this amendment after argument the committee was called 
upon to vote, and the amendment was rejected. 

The total value of milk imported for two years past aud the ports at 
which it was entered are shown by the following table: 

Of the fresh milk entered for consumption in the year ending June 
80, 1887, there was entered at— 


n PE A cas de EIEE E shctuceoskhaenpuedscsbeascyebacavongasnce seven scesys cuba nbances $1, 616 
Detroit, Mich.. : 490 
Port Huron, M 999 
El Paso, Tex... 720 
Burlington, Vt. 
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Value of imported fresh milk entered for consumption in the United States 
during the year ending June 30, 1888. 


Ports at which entered. | Value, 

Cape Vincent, N.Y ......+.-cecseressssensecsserscssncann reese garesssrereensenstnensagere semun: $14.00 
Plattsburgh, N. Y..... $ 267.73 
Corpus Christi, Tex.. > 41.00 
Detroit, Mich..... A , 823, 00 
i 00 

00 

00 


The relative importance of such importation is best shown when I 
state that there was paid by the farmers of the district which I rep- 
resent to the railroads as freight upon the fresh milk carried to the 
city of New York for consumption there (the rate of freight being 35 
cents for each can containing 40 quarts) more than the sum of $900,000 
in the year 1887. And yet, sir, the farmers of my section are invited 
to believe that their product is protected from ruinous competition 
with Canada by the tax upon the quantity of milk imported as above 


shown. ‘They are invited to believe that the Mills bill is a direct at-. 


tack upon their industry because their production upon which they 
pay the large amount above mentioned as freight is liable to be driven 
out of the New York market by the product of the pauper cows kept 
in Canada with its nine months of winter and three months of cold 
weather. 

The intelligent farmers of my district will fully appreciate the force 


of this argument to induce them to sustain modern Republican doc- 
trine when they contrast this munificent protection of 10 per cent. upon 
the importation of an article which can never come into real compe- ` 
tition with their product with the burden of a tariff rate of 34 percent. 
upon every pound of tin which enters into the utensils and cans for 
which they, are so constantly and largely paying out their earnings. I 
have called attention to this particular item partly because I am fa- 
miliar with facts relating to it and partly because I believe that the 
sincerity of the assertion that the Mills bill strikes down American in- 
dustries can by it be fairly tested. 

Another item placed upon the free-list by the Mills bill was ordi- 
nary building brick. It was subject to a duty of 20 per cent. ad va- 
lorem, and we were informed that this bulky arid comparatively cheap 
article would certainly be made and imported into our country and our 
brick-yards annihilated if it should be broughtin free. And yet, sir, 
the fact is well known that little or no brick of the quality of ordinary 
building brick has been imported into this country for many years 
under any of our tariff laws. The bulk and weight of common brick 
as compared with their value are such that the freight rates for their 
transportation not only protect us against foreign competition but pre- 
vent competition between different neighborhoods in ourown country. 
A haul of a few miles upon a railroad will prevent the carrying of brick 
from the largest yards in the Hudson River valley as against the com- 
petition of smaller yards with poorer facilities and greater running ex- 
penses but in the immediate neighborhood where the brick is needed. 

In this connection I submit the following table compiled from the 
censas of 1880 as showing the range of selling price and of labor cost 
of brick from 1860, with the remark that the highest selling price 
reached by brick and the highest wages paid to labor in this business 
in twenty years were attained and paid under the same rate of duty as 
was exacted when both items were at the lowest point: 


Comparative table of tariff rates, selling price, and labor cost of brick. 


Wages. 


Common 
Burners. | Setters. | Molders. inter: 
$1. 62 $1.62 $1. 25-$1.50 | $0. 75-$1.10 
2.50 2.50 | 1.50- 2.00 | 1.00- 1.50 
3.50 3.00 | 2.25- 3.00 | 1.25- 2.00 
2.50 2.50 3.25 1.75 
2.00 2.00 2.75 1.50 
1.62 1.62 2.25 1.25 
2.00 2.00 2.50 1.50 


I also call attention to the fact that the price for brick and the wages 
paid in that business vary from year to year in such a way as to pre- 
clude the idea that either was at all dependent upon the effect of tariff 
legislation. 

An examination of the statistics of brick importation demonstrates 
that in recent years the brick imported into this country were glazed or 
otherwise decorated and expensive brick. 

I also submit to the House the following table showing the exports 
of common brick from this country for twenty years past: 


Quantity and value of building bricks exported from the United States for 
the years ending June 30, 1870 to 1888, inclusive. 


Building bricks. 


Years. 
| Quantity. | Value. 

2, 258, 000 $25, 091 
896, 000 9,279 

1, 705, 000 14, 205 
J, 219, 000 10, 632 
1,347,000 11, 290 
1, 451, 000 12,120 
2, 336, 000 12, 035 
3, 363, 000 25, 571 
41, 822,000 254, 446 
7, 827,000 Si, 714 
4, 663,000 299 
8,364,000 27,989 
5, 400,000 | 50,870 
6, 350, 000 56, 227 
7, 998, 000 60, 702 
6, 223, 000 45, 181 
5, 241, 000 35, 579 
5,734,000 | 45,557 
8, 882, 000 81,728 


TREASURY DEPARTMENT, BUREAU OF STATISTICS, August 27, 1888, 
WM. F. SWITZLER, Chief of Bureau. 
Hon, H. BACON, 
House of Representatives. 


We exported and sold these large quantities of brick made by our 
higher-priced labor, maintained, say the opponents of this masure, by 
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the duty, in competition with all the world and its cheaper labor. Of 
course the exporters of these brick did not export them for fun; they 
exported and made a profit on them; and yet intelligent men are asked 
to believe that the removal of the duty on imported brick will compel 
our manufacturers to give up the home market to the very men whom 
they successfully met and overcame in open competition in the foreign 
market. 

Mr. Speaker, with the knowledge which these statistics give us of the 
entire inutility of an import duty on the article of common brick either 
to sustain its price or the rate of wages paid to labor employed in its 


manufacture, we heard here from gentlemen on the other side eloquent |- 


and pathetic appeals to strike out the provision putting brick on the 
free-list in order to save this industry from ruin. It is impossible to 
resist the conclusion that from this example we can learn the ground- 
lessness of the expressions of fear, the idleness of the prophecies of ruin 
to American industries as the result of the passage of the Mills bill, 
with the repetition of which our ears have been so frequently assailed. 

The theory upon which the Mills bill was constructed, so far as it 
affected the tariff, was that the surplus revenue now collected by the 
Government should be reduced by taking off the duties paid upon the 
necessaries of life and of what are denominated raw material, to the 
end that not only might money not needed for the legitimate expenses 
of the Government be kept out of the Treasury, but that the people of 
the country might receive the necessaries of life relieved from the ex- 
tra charge made necessary by the payment of duties. The President 
in his annual message said that these duties added to the cost to the 
consumer of the article subject to duty, and there has been no portion 
of his message and no argument in favor of this bill, so strenuously at- 
tacked and denied as this plain statement of a fact which can not be 
the subject of fair contradiction. If our manufacturers do not enhance 
the cost of the articles that they sell to the consumer by reason of the 
amount of duty paid upon the foreign goods before they are admitted 
into this country, what possible protection can the tariff afford to the 
American manufacturer? = 

The only argument in favor of a protective tariff is that by reason of 
the exclusion of competition with the foreign manufacturer our manu- 
facturer is enabled to enhance his price and thereby to pay enhanced 
wages to his employés. He enhances his price by an amount exactly 
or approximately equivalent to what it costs the foreign manufacturer 
to place his goods upon the American market. In fact, he adds every 
time to the cost of the foreign product in the markets abroad the items 
of freight, insurance, and tariff rates in order to determine the amount 
at which he will sell his own product. It affords no reply to this plain 
business proposition to say that as compared with twenty years ago 
manufactured products in this country are sold at vastly reduced prices. 
That is conceded, but the question is not whether prices have tended 
downward for twenty years in this country. 

The question as to whether the tariff duty increases the cost to the 
consumer in this country is to be settled not by a comparison of the 
prices in this country now and twenty years ago, but by a comparison 
between the prices at the present time in this country and in the coun- 
try from which the goods would be imported were it not for the duty. 
Any such comparison, sir, will demonstrate the entire accuracy of the 
statement that this duty enhances the price of all commodities to the 
consumer in this country. z 

I submit herewith a table, prepared with the aid of the Bureau of 
Statistics, as sustaining the proposition that the tariff rate does enhance 
the cost of the commodities to the consumer: 


Export prices of the below-named articles in England, Germany, France, 
and the United States in 1877 and 1886, with rate of duty in the United 
States. 


1877. 1835. 
be m R s m te H. 
£ 18/8 AEE EE E 
Countries, ete. ee eel oat BE) S, se| se | 22 
a |se ed Sa ea 

es |26| £2 |32| 38 |2] £8 |35 
2/4 |8 |$812 |e | @ 34 

; a je |a | |a |e |A |à 
Cis. Cts. 
England. ..| $35.28 ($4.82 | $13.95 | 6.0 | $23.11 ($3.44 | $10.50 | 3.1 
Germany icine. eee 19.95 | 8.6 |ou.eccccafeccecesee] 10.40 | © 3.5 
France...... 42.16 | 5.88 | 13.73 | 7.2| 23.83|3.92] 11.77| 3.5 
United States.. „| 45.50 | 8:81 | 28.00 | 11.6 | 37.13 | 4.69] 18.91| 6.7 
Tariff rate.. esseen cece 23.00 | 1.10 | 7.0 | 5.0| 17.00 |10| 672| 3.5 


One of the advantages which the opponents of the Mills bill claim as 
the result of a high rate of duty is a steady reduction in the price of 
all commodities. That there has been this steady reduction is not 
disputed, but that it results from the high rate of duty is not only 
denied but disproved. I submit the following table to show that 
during the past twenty years in the article of cotton cloth there has 
been a steady reduction in price, in England as well as in this country, 
and that in the last ten years the reduction there has been greater than 
it has been hero. 
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Avertige export prices per yard of domestic cotton cloths (not colored) ex- 


ported from the United States and from the United Kingdom, respectively, 
during each year from 1868 to 1887, inclusive. 
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But, Mr. Speaker, it has been insisted that the revenues of this coun- 
try should not be reduced by the reduction of the rate of import duties 
for the reason that the inevitable resalt of such reduction will be in- 
jurious to labor and will diminish the price at which it is compensated 
in this country. And those who oppose this measure of reduction are 
fond of calling attention to what they assert to be the vastly higher 
rate of wages paid in this country than that paid in foreign countries, 
and ascribe the whole of the difference between the rates of wages in 
the different countries to the effect of a protective tariff. The ques- 
tion to be determined is not whether wages are higher in this country 
than in other countries, but why are they higher. 

My own conviction is that tariff taxation can no more increase the 
wages paid in a country than it can increase the amount of grain which 
will grow upon an acre of land in the same country. And in support 
of that conclusion I call attention to the fact that comparing the prices 
paid for wages in foreign lands we find that the wages paid in Eng- 
land, a free-trade country, are higher than those paid in Germany, a 
country having a protective tariff system, or in Italy, which is also a 
country with a protective tariff, or in France, which is also a coun- 
try with a protective tariff. Again, comparing the wages paid in 
this country with the wages paid in England, it will be found that 
while the rate of daily wages in this country is higher than that paid 
in England, that the excess paid in this country anywhere, and in any 
occupations connected with the important manufactures, is but a small 
proportion of the amount of the ad valorem rate of duty upon the com- 
modities imported into this country. 

It will also be found by comparing the wages within this country 
itself and in its different States, although all of them alike have what- 
ever benefit there can be in otr tariff system, yet the difference in 
wages between the various States for labor in the same occupation and 
of the same grade is very great. Now, sir, if the high rate of wages in 
this country were created or sustained solely by the tariff, can any- 
body satisfactorily explain why labor in this country is not paid uni- 
form wages in all partsofit? Again, comparing the wages of men em- 
ployed in business connected with commodities which are protected 
with those in business connected with commodities not protected, the- 
fact will be found to be that, excluding unskilled labor, the daily wage 
of the latter class is quite generally higher than that of the former. 

To institute still another comparison, it will be found that the varia- 
tion in wages between different parts of this country is greater than the 
variation in wages paid in many parts of this country and in Great 
Britain in the same occupation. 

This latter fact, which is incontestable, can be explained away, as it 
seems to me, upon no theory consistent with the statement that a high 
rate of wages paid in this country is due to the existence of a tariff tax. 
In discussing this question of wages to this point I have confined my- 
self to a comparison of the daily wages paid, but it is obvious that 
in determining why wages are higher in one country than another the 
true test will be found in acomparison of the labor cost in the various 
articles produced in the two countries. That is, the labor of the two 
countries should be compared by a consideration of their productive 
values. But some man will say the laborer is not in in the 
question of a comparison of the labor cost in different countries, pro- 
vided he gets more money in one country than in the other. If the 
laborer was seeking to ascertain the fact whether he got more money 
or not, the question of comparison of labor cost would be unimportant; 
but in seeking to determine why he gets more money he will under- 
stand that it is important to know the relative effectiveness of the two 
kinds of labor; for it is obvious that whether there is a tariff or not a 
manufacturer can better afford to pay a man $2 a day who produces $5 
worth of work than he can to pay a man $1 a day who produces $2 worth 
of work. With or without any tariff the better workman will command 
the better wages. 
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That the labor of the American workmen is more productive-than | Per cent. of labor cost of total cost of pig-iron in various States of the United 
that of the workmen of other countries is a fact to which so much testi- States. 
mony has been borne from time to.time by different men of different 
parties that those who deny it are compelled to contradict the eloquent [Pages 116, 117, first annual report (1886) of the Commissioner of Labor.] 
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I desire to call the attention of the House to a table prepared by 
58: | the statistician of the Bureau of Labor and presented to this House 
oer in connection with a speech on the tariff made by the gentleman from 
5s. | Texas [Mr. Mics] in April last, and to make some comment upon 
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The two periods considered with respect to labor cost. 


ARN | Number of establishment. 


The House will observe that in the manufacture of cotton-print cloth, 
while the same labor made 120.6 per cent. more product in 1884 than 
it did in 1849, there has been only an increase of 50 per cent. in wages, 
and to obviate the criticism that cotton cloth is-not a fair test, I call 
attention to the fact that in the manufacture of cassimeres, while the 
increase of production is 113.3 per cent. from 1858 to 1886, the increase 
in wages of labor is only 42.9 per cent. Mr. Speaker, how can it be 
argued that, when the actual value of labor to the manufacturer by 
reason of the amount of product has in both the instances cited more 
than doubled while the wages have only increased 50 per cent., the 
high wages paid American workmen.are due to tariff legislation ? 

‘The tariff of 1856 as applied to woolen manufactures was much lower 
than the tariff of to-day or the tariff proposed by the Mills bill, but 
the wages have not only not been increased in proportion to their in- 
ercase in value, but have fallen far below it under the supposed bene- 
fits of a protective system. If we keep before us clearly that the ques- 
tion to asked, discussed, and answered is. not whether wages are 
higher in one country than in another, but why they are higher, the 
importance of these figures and of the facts which they demonstrate is 
clearly shown. 

it seems to me, then, that whether we undertake to determine this 
question of why wages are higher by a comparison between the wages 
paid in foreign countries having varying rates of duty or by a compari- 
son between the wages paid in our own country and in the countries 
of Europe, or by a comparison of wages paid for the same kind of labor 
in different sections of our own country, or by acomparison of wages paid 
in our own country in different kinds of business, some directly pro- 
tected, some unprotected, or whether we test it by the much fairer test 
of the comparative value of labor, judged by the amount it produces, 
there can be but oye conclusion reached, and that is that the rate of 
wages paid in any country is not determined by its relations with other 
countries, but solely by the internal conditions of the country itself, 
the demand for labor, the opportunity for productive paying employ- 
ment. 

So long, sir, as this country possesses a vast domain of public lands, 
preserved by vigilant executive officers for settlement by its citizens, 
so long as the population is scanty and labor is in demand, so long will 
the price of laborremain high in this country; and in exact proportion 
as these public lands are absorbed and the population becomes dense 
the rate of daily wages will decline. We can say, and it is a just 
source of pride to members of my party, that since this Administra- 

- tion came into power it has prolonged the time when our public Jands 
shall be open to settlement by poor men, by the restoration of large 
tracts of such Jands to the public domain. But whenever these lands 
shall have been absorbed, whenever the same conditions exist here that 
exist in Europe, then, and not until then, will the rate of wages in 
this country sink to a European level. 

Not only is the Government of the United States collecting more 
money by taxation than it needs, but by reason of it it is, to a large 
extent, responsible for the existence of various forms of combination, 
including most of those which have come to be known as trusts. It 
has been my duty, sir, under the order of this House, to devote the 
greater portion of my time during the present session of Congress to 
the investigation of the methods of business and forms of organization 
of such combinations. The modern business combination called a 
trust lias come into existence in various kinds of business, but in all 
cases it will be found that one or two conditions existed in each kind 
of business anterior to the trust and was the inducing cause that led 
up to its formation. 

Either the supply of the chief article purchased in such business as 
its raw material was limited or the demand for the chief article pro- 
duced therein was limited and did not exceed if it equaled the supply. 
A mouopoly—for after all that is what is intended to be accomplished 
by these trusts—could not be preserved where either the supply of the 
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raw material was unlimited or the demand for the finished product 
remained unlimited, i. e., greater than the supply. The limitation, 
however, may come from natural causes, or it may come from the in- 
terference by legislation with the operation of natural laws. 

The Standard Oil trust is an instance of a trust which has grown up 
because of a limitation arising from natural causes, i. e., because the 
source of supply of crude oil which is the article it buys is restricted to 
asmall area. The early efforts of the combination which has deyel- 
oped into the Standard Oil trust were successfully directed to obtaining 
control of the transportation facilities necessary to bring the supply pro- 
duced in this limited area to the points where the demand for it and for 
the refined product is general, and it has carried on that effort until to- 
day, practically, the whole of the crude petroleum passes into its cus- 
tody, or under its control, the momentit leaves the earth. If oil, like 
wheat, was produced everywhere, there would have been no possibility 
of and no profit in the trust. 

But the Standard Oil trust as a combination of corporations refining 
crude petroleum bas an immense advantage over all competitors when, 
availing itself of the opportunity growing out of the limited source of 
supply, it takes into its possession and under its control the raw material 
whichits competitors as well asitscorporstions must uSe. Forthe crea- 
tion of this trust, therefore, the taxing laws of the country are not in 
any way responsible, 

The sugar trust, however, was formed because the tariff law of this 
country is such as to place a limit both upon the demand for sugar re- 
fined here and upon the supply of refined sugar which might be brought 
here from abroad to compete with the American article. The duty im- 
posed upon raw sugar, which is the article bought by our refiners, and 
a sufficient supply of which is produced within the limits of our own 
country, makes it impossible for our refineries to compete in the mar- 
kets of the world with the refined sugars of England, France, and Ger- 
many with their systems of free trade or bounties, and hence limits the 
demand for the products of our refineries to our own markets. 

Their productive capacity has become largely in excess of this de- 


‘mand, and hence it became necessary, in order to maintain the profits 


of that business, to organize a trust by means of which production could 
be limited, competition prevented, and prices regulated and sustained. 
The price of refined sugars has steadily advanced since the formation 
of this trust, and this advance has not been accompanied, and hence 
has not been occasioned by a corresponding advance in the costof raw 
sugar. The advance in refined sugars therefore simply represents an 
additional profitto the refiners and an additional burden upon the whole 
body of the people. The almost complete monopoly of the American 
market possessed by the corporations which are controlled by the sugar 
trust has, in this instance, worked out its natural effect an enhance- 
ment of price to the consumer not resulting from any enhanced cost of 
production to the manufacturer. 

This trust not only came into existence by reason of the limitations 
of the demand for its product created by our tariff laws, but its power 
to thus unreasonably enhance its profits by increasing disproportionately 
the difference in price between raw and refined sugars is also derived 
from the same legislation because it limits the supply of refined sugars 
which can be imported. In this instance the limitation is the direct 
result of interference by national legislation with natural laws, for if 
the tariff laws were so modified as by the Mills bill it is proposed they 
shall be, that the rate of duty imposed upon refined sugar fit for con- 
sumption was more nearly equal to the rate upon raw sugar, the sugar 
trast would find itself compelled to reduce the price charged for re- 
fined sugar, or foreign sugars fit for consumption could be introduced 
and profitably sold in our market duty paid. 

This trust with its power to do mischief and oppress is not largely or 
at all a private affair with which the Government of this country has 
no particular right to interfere, but its power is the direct result of laws 
enacted by Congress fixing the rates of duty upon the various classes 
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of sugar. The destruction of its power to oppress is not only a matter 
of public concern and duty, but it is practically not difficult to accom- 
plish. Of course the sugar-refining business and the sugar-growing 
business of the country can be destroyed together by placing sugar of 
all grades upon the free-list. 

It may seem wise to some gentlemen to pursue that method. But 
as I understand the policy of my party it is, while reducing taxation 
to a point where it will produce only revenue enough to pay the ex- 
penses of the Government economically administered, where the people 
will be relieved from all unnecessary burdens by reason of it, und 
where the existence of trusts as the results of legislative interference 
with the laws of trade will be made impossible, to so wisely and judi- 
ciously reduce ratesof duty as not to destroy and not to seriously dis- 
turb any business or the employment of labor in any business. 

The remedy for the existence of any power to oppress by the sugar 
trust is not to disturb materially the rate of duty upon raw sugar, but 
to diminish the rate of duty upon refined sugar, and by that term I 
mean to include all sugars in a condition for consumption to a point 
that will render it impossible for the sugar trust or any similar combi- 
nation to put the price of refined sugar at an unreasonably high figure 
in this country without bringing it immediately into competition with 
the product of the refineries of England, Germany, and France. ,Such 
a course will at once preserve the sugar growing and sugar refining in- 
dustries of the country and permit them to continue their business and 
the employment of labor, and at the same time prevent the people from 
being subjected to exorbitant charges for this necessary article of food. 
What I have stated with regard to the sugar trust I believe correctly 
describes the conditions which have led to the creation of most of the 
other trusts existing in this country. The instances in which the limit- 
ation of either supply or demand arises from natural causes are few 
and with few exceptions unimportant. 

The remedy, therefore, for the evil arising from such combinations 
can be found in such a modification of the tariff laws as will open the 
markets of the United States to the world whenever American manu- 
facturers, united by combination or in a trust, put an unreasonably 
high figure upon any commodity which they produce. Such a modi- 
fication will also release the United States from its quasi, and to it un- 
profitable, copartnership with the managers of the trusts. 

There have been other remedies for the regulation of these trusts 
suggested. Mustof them seem, however, to have been suggested with- 
out reflecting upon or perhaps clearly knowing the peculiar form or 
organization which the modern trust adopts. That form of organiza- 
tion was carefully and accurately described in a report submitted to 
this House by the Committee on Manufactures, of which I have the 
honor to be chairman, but it will not be amiss here, sir, to briefly recall 
the leading features of it. 

These modern trusts are not incorporated under the laws of any 
State and are restricted to a combination of the stocks of independent 
corporations existing under charters granted by several States. They 
leave the corporations in the various States independent, each carrying 
on, under the laws of the States and subject to their correction, its busi- 
ness. They put the stock of the corporations into the hands of trus- 
tees, who thus become owners of the controlling interests in the cor- 
porations, and the dividends of the corporations are paid to the trustees 
as stockholders, and are by them distributed to the holders of the trust 
certificates. By this device, sir, these creatures of the statutes of the 
Siate corporations remain undisturbed as the buyers and sellers and 
dealers with the public. Theyare not combined. Any law which pro- 
hibits the combinations of persons or corporations to deal in articles for 
the purpose of limiting the production or regulating the price of the com- 
niodity will fail, in my judgment, of accomplishing its purpose of de- 
stroying these trusts, because the corporations are notin any combina- 
tion and their individuality and separate existence is carefully pre- 
served. 

The combination or pooling of the stock is a matter with which it is 
difficult to see how the Federal Government can interfere. The right 
to issue stock and the rights of stockholders grow out of State legisla- 
tion, and the States granting those rights having imposed no condition 
upon the use to be made of the stock or upon the stockholders pooling 
or combining their holdings, it is not easy to see how the Federal Con- 
gress can prohibit any use that the owner of stock may lawfully make 
of his certificates under the State law which authorized their issue. 
This particular form of o ization has become possible, because in 
these days we have strayed so far away from the limitations which, 
by the wisdom of the fathers, used to be imposed upon the granting 
of corporate charters that we have grown forgetful of their nature. 

The charter of a corporation isa privilege granted by a sovereign 
and carries with it many attributes of the sovereign, notably the power 
of self-perpetuation, the power to exercise the right of eminent domain, 
the freedom of the persons who actually transact the business from any 
personal liability for the obligations and contracts which they lawfully 
make in the name of the corporation. It was always the custom in 
earlier days to grant these charters as a special privilege and because 
they were supposed and intended to serve a public purpose. Every 
charter in this country was then granted by a special act of some State 
Legislature. As the result of this practice there grew up many charges 


of legislative corruption in connection with the granting of charters, and 
these charges became so frequent that they threw disgrace upon our 
whole legislative system. 

To avoid this evil the States have pretty uniformly authorized indi- 
viduals, upon compliance with a few formalities, to clothe themselves 
with charter privileges, until now the rule is that charters,instead of 
being granted for some public purpose, are obtained as the easiest means 
of transacting private business. ‘The free granting of charters has be- 
come so much a matter of course that we have forgotten that each one 
of them is a little piece of the sovereignty of the people chipped off 
and donated to some individual, and that in giving to any individual 
any portion of the sovereignauthority we are conferring a power which 
is capable of being used for the selfish advancement of its possessorand 
against the public welfare. 

As a result of this lax usage it has come about that the right of the 
holders to transfer and combine for their own selfish interest, without 

to public welfare, certificates of stock, in corporations, is as- 
sumed to be almost, if not quite, a natural right not subject to regula- 
tion by the Government. If, as a result of the formation of these 
trusts, the attention of the people shall be called to the fact that a 
corporate charter and the rights of stockholders under it are not nat- 
ural but artificial rights, created by the Jaws of the States and justifi- 
able only when they serve a public interest, the trusts will have unin- 
tentionally performed a useful function. 

The time will come, in my opinion, when it will be found best to 
return to a policy of restricting the granting of charters to such lines 
of business as public rather than private interests make it desirable 
should be carried on by corporations and to restrict the powers of stock- 
holders to combine their holdings. Should such a policy be adopted, 
the form of trust organizations, which is at present most menacing to 
the public welfare, will disappear. The efforts of men to so combine 
their business as to enable them to make unreasonable and oppressive 
profits will not cease with their disappearance. 

The modern trust has been devised and used as a method of combi- 
nation because it is a way made easy and safe by legislation to reach 
the result of oppressing the people. It is not the only way. A strik- 
ing illustration of the truth of this statement is afforded by what has 
recently taken place in the cotten-bagging business. There is no trust 
organization in this business. The Government of the United States 
put a rate of duty on cotton bagging which was practically prohibit- 
ory. The raw material which is used in its manufacture is a product 
of india. This particular infant industry has been nurtured by high 
rates of duty until the mills are able to produce in a portion of the 
year more than enough to supply the market for the whole year, and 
the price has been run down in former years until ié was not profitable 
to import the article. 

- The competitors of our mills were originally at Dundee, Scotland, 
ahd at Calcutta. The Dundee mills no longer make the article of cot- 
ton bagging or have ready for use the machinery to manufacture it. It 
takes about three or four months to bring it from Caleutta. This be- 
ing the situation of the market the manufacturers and jobbers, dealers 
in the article, early in this year entered into a combination by which 
the control of the whole of the production of the American mannufact- 
urers passed into the hands ofa few men. It was in form a sale of the 
product, it was in fact a combination of manufacturers. The managers 
left the price undisturbed until in July last, and then, there being no 
bagging in Dundee, and it being impossible to bring any from Calcutta 
in time to cover this year’s crop of cotton, they have doubled the price 
and put it far beyond that at which the Calcutta bagging can be profit- 
ably imported and promise to still further increase it at their pleasure, 

This industry, which has been protected into existence, has grown so 
great that it makes no concealment of its power or purpose to use the 
monopoly the tariff laws have given it to oppress and to put under con- 
tribution the growers of the entire cotton crop of the country. One of 
the largestand most valuable of the agricultural products of this coun- 
try can not reach the market until this band of cotton-bagging manu- 
facturers haslevied toll uponit. Is this combine, which derives every 
particle of its power from the laws passed by Congress, which demands 
the surrender of its victims in the name of labor and the Congress of 
the United States, a purely private enterprise with which the Govern- 
ment has no right tointerfere? Mr. Speaker, the Government gave it 
power to oppen; the Government can take itaway. The Government 
is responsible for the oppression, and must remain so as long as it fails 
to take away the power so shamefully misused. 

Mr. Speaker, it may seem shrewd politics to prophesy smooth things 
to those who are interested in the preservation of trustsand combines, 
and to say of them that they are largely private matters with which 
the Government can not interfere. But the strong, sound sense of the 
people will detect the fallacy and discover the unworthy reason for its 
utterance. 

Thesituation at present in the Soran beakog business enables us also 
to foresee what the condition of the people of this country would be- 
come should the modern Republican doctrine of prohibitory duties be 
adopted as the policy of the Government. Here is an article which 
has been protected by what is practically a prohibitory duty. All im- 
ports of it have ceased, 
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We have here a case of American labor protected to the point which, 
according to the theories of gentlemen on the other side, should pro- 
duce at once the highest rate of wages to the laborer and the lowest 
cost to the consumer. And yet, most unfortunately for these theories 
of the approaching millennium, the managers of this combine have not 
increased the wages of their laborers, have shut up many factories, 
thrown out of employment the operators, bought the bagging of the 
mills at from 5} to 6} cents a yard, and are exacting for it from the 
cotton-grower, rich and poor alike, from 11 to 12} cents per yard. 
Last year they sold the same material made by the same labor and in 
the same mills for 7} cents per yard. The amount estimated to be 
needed for covering this year’s crop is forty-five and a half millions of 
yards. The amount, therefore, which this combination proposes shall 
be exacted beyond a reasonable profit is, this year, $2,275,000. 

This is the result of prohibitory duties and of the consequent com- 
binations in one industry. Will the country be persuaded that it will 
be benefited by a similar condition in other industries? To prevent 
such combinations, or at least any Government connection with them, 
it will be at all times necessary that the rates of duty imposed by our 
tariff system should be so regulated as to free the people from the pos- 
sibility of an unreasonable enhancement of prices by manufacturers 
located within our country and engaged in the production of articles 
which the people must use. This power to oppress can always be de- 
stroyed by fixing the rates of duty at such a figure as will not destroy 
the business, but will prevent any combination from making unfairly 
high prices for its products without inviting foreign competition. 

The Mills bill, as if passed the House, seemed to me to be a wise, 
conservative, and certain step forward toward stopping the accumula- 
tion of a surplus, reducing the taxation of the country to the limits 
of the proper expenditures of the Government, and relieving the peo- 
ple from the threatened oppression of combinations and trusts. 

If it is nota good one, why has not some other been suggested? From 
the other side of this House there has come but one such proposition, 
and it was offered by the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. KELLEY], 
and is in these words: 

Mr. KELLEY, Hear my proposition first, and then I will submit to any inter- 
ruption. Iam not asking an imfnediate reply to my su ion, nor does its 
presentation involve sy of my associates T responsibility. I alone am re- 
sponsible for submitting it to the consideration of the House. I believe that in 
submitting it to the consideration of gentlemen good results will flow from the 
proponon; but whatever be the result, I alone am responsible for my action. 

repeat that whether we consider methods of action or results, the issue be- 
tween the two parties is sharply defined and complete. . 

Now, sir, my su ion is that the bill shall be laid over until the next session 
of Congress, with the understanding that if at the November election it shall be 
distinctly approved by the ple the Republican party will withdraw its op- 
position, If, on the other d, it iscondemned unmistakably by the voters, 
that the bill shall not be further p 5 

This proposition leaves the b Apr ageany of the surplus un of, and I have 
a suggestion on that subject which will require of the President’s supporters a 
slight concession to the “ condition that co nts us,” It is that they shall al- 
low the entire internal tax on tobacco to be repealed, and instead of making 
two bites of that cherry and repealing only about eighteen miilions of the thirty- 
one ESEK drived from the internal taxes on tobacco, shall permit the entire 
repeal, 

It was promptly repudiated by his associates, and with that repudi- 
ation it died. Since that time, through all these long months, this 
excessive, unnecessary; and therefore wicked taxation has gone on. 
‘The surplus has accumulated, and as the result of it schemes for spend- 
ing it, extravagant and useless as the one under consideration, have 
found their way into the Houses of Congress, and their passage has been 
eagerly sought. If the gentlemen upon the other side have any other 
method of relief, if they can suggest something upon which they are 
agreed to the country, why has it not ere this been suggsted? 

If the Mills bill is wrong why has not a correct one, upon which the 
gentlemen upon the other side agree, found its way into one or the other 
of the two Houses? Assuredly it can not be claimed that it has been 
for want of time, for want of opportunity for consultation, for want of 
having their attention directed to the subject. Why, I ask, if it is 
really desired by the other side that this taxation should be reduced 
and the accumulating of a surplus brought to an end, why have the 
efforts upon the other side resulted only in the criticisms of the pro- 
visions of this bill in a policy of not doing nor assisting in doing what 
the necessities of the country require? The question which I put to 
the House is one that mnst be answered, if not here, elsewhere, before 
the end of this Presidential campaign. It is no answer to it to pile 
adjectives and epithets one upon another. The country demands some 
measure of practical relief. 

Mr. HERBERT. Mr. Speaker, I ask the attention of the House be- 
cause, in my opinion, this is one of the most important propositions that 
have come before it during the present session. It certainly involves, 
or will eventually involve, the expenditure of a much larger sum of 
money than has been contemplated in any other scheme of this kind 
we have been called upon to consider; and if we enter upon it now 
there will be, I think, no halting. Looking back carefully over the 
expenditures made by this Government and the different schemes 
which have from time to time been adopted, I do not remember a case, 
except one, in which, having entered upon a regular scheme for the ex- 
penditure of money, Congress has ever stopped that expenditure. 


It seems that these expenditures grow stronger in their claims upon 


Congress in proportion as they grow larger and more burdensome upon 
the people. The one case in which Congress did call a halt and did 
abolish a bureau which it had established was in 1852. At that time 
there was a geological survey which had been in existence for some 
years, and it was then abolished by Congress, but I em sorry to say 
it has since been recommenced on a much larger scale. I challenge 
gentlemen on the other side to point me to a single instance, with the 
exception I have named, in which Congress ever did stop the expend- 
iture of money for any scheme upon which it had once entered. 

Mr. CANNON. I can give the gentleman a very notable case. 
Congress virtually abolished the national board of health because of its 
inefficiency and extravagance. 

Mr. HERBERT. I had forgotten that. Congress did abolish that; 
but it had not gotten strong enough to stand on its own legs. At the 
time it was abolished only one hundred or two hundred thousand dol- 
lars a year was being expended. 

A MEMBER. It merely failed to appropriate for it. 

Mr. HERBERT. Well, failing to appropriate for it was abolishing 
it. I give Congress credit for the virtue it displayed in that instance, 
but I think the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. CANNON ] will agree with 
me that the ruleisas I have stated it, that once having started tospend 
money in a certain direction we never stop. Look at the Smithsonian 
Institution, the National Museum, the Ethnological Bureau, the Coast 
and Geodetic Survey, and the Geological Survey itself, in the brain of 
whose chief this scheme we are now discussing was hatched. 

Mr. SYMES, Willthegentleman pardon me fora suggestion. This 
scheme was not ‘‘hatched ™ in the brain of the Director of the Geolog- 
ical Survey; it was hatched in conventions of the people throughout 
the arid regions, which have called attention to the necessity of saving 
ihe natural sites for reservoirs from the grasp of private corporations 
and reserving them for the homesteaders of the future. 

Mr. HERBERT. When were those conventions held? 

Mr. SYMES. During the past winter there have been several con- 
ventions held, and they have been held from time to time for years, 

Mr. HERBERT. For how many years? 

Mr. PETERS. For about six years, 

Mr. SYMES. There have been such conventions held for about six 
years, I think, in the States and Territories of the arid region. 

Mr. HERBERT. This Geological Survey has been in existence for 
about ten years, and ever since its inception its Director has had this 
scheme in his mind. The gentleman from Kansas [Mr. PETERS] and 
the gentleman from Colorado [Mr. Symes] say that for six years the 
people out there have beenadvocating thisscheme in conventions. Let 
me now call attention to what the Director of the Geological Survey 
said upon this subject four years ago. I happened to be upon a joint 
commission of the two Houses which investigated the scientific surveys, 
as they are called, from 1884 to 1886, and I have here the more 
than 1,000 pages of evidence we took durivg that investigation. I 
wish to call attention to the testimony of Major Powell. Let me, 
howeyer, premise by stating that prior to 1879 there had been four 
different surveys in the Rocky Mountain region, Major Powell con- 
ducting one of them. In 1879 they were all abolished, or rather they 
were consolidated into one. Of that one, after the first year, Major 
Powell became the Director. He certainly knew the purpose tor which 
the Geological Survey was organized and the objects it had in view, and 
testifying in 1884 he said: 

This survey “is investigating the floods in valleys of the great rivers, like 
that of the Mississippi, for the purpose of determining the conditions under 
which they can be redeemed. It is investigating the conditions under which 
the arid regions may be most economically fertilized by irrigation.” 

Since the establishment of this bureau it has been all the time con- 
sidering this problem, and when the gentleman from Kansas [Mr. 
PETERS] and the gentleman from Colorado [ Mr. Symgs] state that this 
scheme has originated with conventions which have been held within 
the past six years, I simply answer them with the fact that this Geolo- 
gical Bureau has been considering the matter for nine years. Now, I 
ask the House: Is not the proof conclusive of the correctness of my 
statement that the idea originated with the Director of the Geological 
Survey? Certainly itdidif he has stated correctly the purposes he has 
had in view since the very beginning of that bureau. 

Now, upon this matter so important to the country there is no evi- 
dence at all before the House except the testimony of Major Powell. 
I do not want to make any personal attack upon him and I shall not 
doit. Ihave great respect for his ability. He has great knowledge; 
he is a great talker; he is a man of great power, even, as I think, over 
Congress. But I submit that this House ought not to enter upon a 
scheme involving so large an expenditure on the unsupported opinion 
of one man, on the opinion of Major Powell alone. When we were in- 
vestigating the Geological Survey five years ago and inquiring as to 
the time it would take to complete it, this question was put to the 
Director by the chairman (page 43): 

Q. Twelve years, did you say, or twenty-four to complete it? 

A, Twenty-four. I have given that as the longest time, 

Now, mark you, gentlemen, at that time, while he was getting a lit- 
tle more for printing than now, he was getting not quite so much for 
the other purposes of the survey, including topography, and he then 
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testified that twenty-four years was the longest possible time that would 
be required for the completion of the work. He was asked the same 
question recently before the Appropriations Committee of the Senate, 
and in reply he said: 

Weare on with that map, and in thirty years we shall have it done as 
We are going on now. 

That is to say, four years ago he said he would have the work done 
in twenty-four years, and now, four years later, he adds six years to 
the time required. In other words, he corrects his former calculation 
by ten years. Then it was to last till 1908; now it is to last till 1918. 
It is like the old school-boy problem of the frog in the well: How long 
would it take him to get to the top if he only climbed up 4 feet in the 
day and fell back 6 feet at night? 

Sir, if we admit that this scheme is practicable, if we admit that 
everything can be accomplished that is claimed, if we believe what its 
ardent advocates contend for, then indeed it is a scheme of surpassing 

deur, 

sire leave out of consideration the cotton-growers of the South and 
the wheat-growers of the West and all the tax-payers of the country, 
consider it solely with reference to its being a great problem, a prob- 
lem, as my friend on my left [Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky] views 
it, in which this country is to be interested at some time in the great 
future when we shall have a population of four or five hundred mill- 
ions—I say, if you consider it in that light, it is, to use the language of 
my friend from New York [Mr. Cox], the grandest scheme in the his- 
tory of progressive humanity. 

But is it feasible, and if it is feasible who is to accomplish it? Let 
us not deceive ourselves about the facts. The gentleman from Califor- 
nia [Mr. VANDEVER], who argued in favor of it, is right. He said 
that private enterprise could not do it; that in the history of the world, 
going back to the remotest times and coming down to the present, there 
never had been an instance in which a great scheme like this was car- 
ried out by private enterprise. He is undoubtedly right. It is abso- 
lutely impracticable for private individuals to doit. Let us look atit 
fora moment. I see published in the RECORD a letter from Governor 
Thayer, of Nebraska, addressed to Senators MANDERSON and PADDOCK 
and Representative MCSHANE, of the State of Nebraska. In that 
letter he goes on just as the gentleman from California did this morn- 
ing to argue in favor of the Government deing this work. He sets 
forth, without addressing himself particularly to that point, incon- 
trovertible reasons to show that private enterprise can not doit. He 
complains that the river Platte, which runs down through the north- 
east part of Colorado into Nebraska, is entirely absorbed by the peo- 
ple of Colorado, and never gets down to the people of his State. He 
contends that the people of Nebraska have the same natural right to 
use this water of the Platte that the people of Colorado have, and the 
governor is sustained by a maxim of law almost as old as the law it- 
self, aqua currit et debet currere—water runs and ought to run. 

He is complaining of the people of Colorado who use up the waters 
of the Platte and will not let it ran down sò that people of his State 
can use it. : 

Mr. SYMES. Will the gentleman pardon me if I ask him a question ? 

Mr, HERBERT. Yes, if itis relevant. I hope the gentleman will 
not take me off my line of argument. 

Mr. SYMES. The experience of the Western country, of the people 
on the lower waters.of the Platte and Arkansas, is that irrigation and 
the storage of water for irrigation increases the flow of water below in 
those streams during the dry season. It flows down into the States of 
Nebraska and Arkansas more regularly during the dry season than for- 
merly. ; 

Mr. HERBERT. ‘Then you think the governor is wrong? 

Mr.SYMES. The governor is undoubtedly wrong if he disputes this. 
Perhaps he has never investigated the subjectand knows little abontit. 

Mr. HERBERT. Thegentleman from Colorado arguing for this bill 
on this floor may know more about it than the governor of Nebraska, 
who is in the State of Nebraska arguing from that standpoint for the 
bill. 

Mr. SYMES. He is arguing to meet the complaint of some new 
farmers who have gone beyond the rain-line and expect more water in 
the river than ever was found there by the pioneers in the dry season, 
when they crossed it on their way to California. 

Mr. HERBERT. You say they have not absorbed the water? 

Mr. SYMES. They have absorbed the water by diverting much of 
it, but by a law which I can not explain ina minute it passes back into 
the stream below, and to such an extent during low water that there 
is more water in the lower portions of the stream during the dry sea- 


son. 

Mr. HERBERT. This is a fine theory, but unfortunately the ad- 
vocates of the bill do not agree with it. 

Mr. SYMES. Itis the absolute fact and proved by pioneers who 
Ive on the stream itself. 

Mr. FELTON. With the gentleman’s on, I will say that 
there is a part of the San Joaquin valley where you could not get wa- 
ter in many places without digging wells 20 to 30 feet, and when that 
country was irrigated for ten or twelve years you could get water in 
wells at a depth of 5 or 6 feet. The irrigation of that country does 


not require over 25 per cent. what .it did when the system was first 
commenced. The earth is simply a vast sponge or reservoir, holding 
the water from evaporation; water which fills it from these irrigating 
canals or ditches, There is no question but that the gentleman from 
Colorado is correct, therefore. I have seen it with my own eyes. It 
is simply a storage of water which would otherwise make its way 
rapidly to the sea. 

Mr. HERBERT. It is aremarkable thing that the governor of Ne- 
braska should address a letter to the Senators from that State, and 
that one of them should use it in the debate on this amendment, and 
never ascertain that it was inaccurate. 

Mr. SYMES. The Senator [Mr. MANDERSON] who used it spoke in 
favor of this amendment, and advocated storing the water in Colorado. 

Mr. HERBERT. I know he did; of course he did; and I suppose 
every gentleman in the whole arid region if he had an opportunity 
would speak in favor of the bill and vote forit. He is almost bound 
to do it, because it simply asks for an appropriation of money to ferti- 
lize by water that arid region he represents. Sir, it would amount to 
just the same thing if these gentlemen should come and ask an appro- 
priation of money to buy any other fertilizer and put it on their 
and tax the people of the East to pay for it, for that is what it amounts to. 

Mr. SYMES. Pardon me a moment; we are not proposing to irri- 
gate Nebraska. That is one of the richest States in the whole world 
without irrigation except a narrow strip on the western border. 

Mr. HERBERT. In thisconnection let me state what I haveseen my- 
self. I had occasion to go down the River Platte some years ago inthe 
direction of Omaha from Denver, and found after I left Denver that the 
Platte River, which at Denver was quite a bold stream of water, some 
hundred miles below practically dried up. I found cattle all along the 
way for this hundred miles; the water was impounded in pools for 
watering stock. Sir, it would never occur to me from what I then saw 
to question now the information of Governor Thayer. From what I 
saw with my own eyes I should never say that he did not know what 
he was talking about. 

Now, sir, let me ask the gentleman from Colorado a question. Is it 
not true that all along tho river Platte below Denver there are pools 
after pools for watering stock and for the irrigation of the farms lying 
along the river, and is it not also true that the Platte vanishes in dry 
seasons below. the points where the water is used in this way? 

Mr. SYMES. There is found more water in the lower Platte River 
now during every dry season than ever was found there by the pioneers 
who: crossed over in 1849 to 1859 going to California. That can be 
proved to be an absolute fact. The system of which the gentleman 
complains has simply increased the volume of the river below during 
the dry season; after the water is spread out and absorbed it percolates 
through the earth and finds its way again into the stream below. 

Mr. HERBERT. Bnt the gentleman does not answer my question. 
Is the water not impounded in pools before it reaches Nebraska? 

Mr. SYMES. I answer the gentleman by stating the facts. If you 
go right below the point where several large irrigating -ditches have 
been opened up you will find that the water has been drawn off from 
the river and the channel is practically dry. . This water has been car- 
ried to the adjacent farms. It is spread over the lands and sinks into 
the soil which holds it like a vast sponge; and by some process, which 
I have not time now to explain, it passes through the earth and event- 
ually finds its way again into the stream below, and when it reaches 
Nebraska the volume of water is larger under the present system dur- 
ing the dry season than it was before these irrigating ditches and reser- 
voirs were constructed. It causes a larger flow of the river on the sur- 
face of the streams than the pioneers ever found in the early days when 
passing through that region, and this is due to natural causes. It is 
not evaporated, but it is retained in the earth and distributes itsel? dur- 
ing the dry season. 

Mr. HERBERT. And the gentleman thinks it is right for his con- 
stituents in Colorado to stop the flow of water and shut it off in pools 
and reservoirs and keep it for their cattle and farms, and Jet Governor 
Thayer’s constituents in Nebraska wait until the sun of heaven kindly 
draws up the water and carries it down to them in the shape of clouds 
and rain ? 

Mr. SYMES. I certainly did not say so; but I have explained the 
fact that it increases the continued flow of the river during the dry 
season. There is not quite so much water in the river below during 
the wet season, for it is retained to some extent in the reservoirs, but 
in the dry season they have more. 

Mr. HERBERT. Mr. Speaker, without occupying further time in 
this line of discussion, I desire to come back to the argument I was 
pursuing, simply saying that Governor Thayer does not agree with the 
gentleman from Colorado. I was using Governor Thayer’s letter for 
the purpose of showing that the gentleman from California [Mr. VAN- 
DEVER] was absolutely right when he said the Government would 
have to do this work; that private individuals could not. The reasons 
clearly appear from what the governor of Nebraska says: 

These people— 
That is your constituents— 


have the physical power to take those waters, and it is freely conceded that 
is not at present any legal means by which their power can be restrained. 
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Mr. SYMES. Pardon me. I would say, as I did the other day, that 
the most of the current supply of the Platte River is already appro- 
priated. What we mean by the *‘current supply ”’ is during the grow- 

“ing season—— 

Mr. HERBERT. What the gentleman says has nothing to do with 
the point lam making. The point is, if there wasany chance of suc- 
ceeding in a suit against the partiesindicated by Governor Thayer, such 
suit would be instituted. But there is no one against whom suit can 

-be brought, because these persons who do what is complained of are 
very numerous, and the wrong, if wrong it be, is distributed among 
so many people that there is nobody to sue. The people living nearer 
to the headwaters of the Platte are getting the water and controlling 
and preventing the water, as Governor Thayer thinks, from coming 
down to the State of Nebraska. That, he says, is a wrong for which 
there is no remedy. Itis that private individuals could not undertake 
an enterprise of this kind on a grand scale for fear of lawsuits. 

Mr. SYMES. That is not the law of the arid regions. That posi- 
tion can not be maintained, admitting all the premises that the gentle- 
man lays down, by the rulings of the c@&rts throughout the arid 
regions. 

Mr. HERBERT. That is the common law; that he who improperly 
retards the water that ought to flow down to his neighbor and for which 
his neighbor has use is subject to an action. Thatis the common law 
of this country, if it be not the Jaw in Colorado. You may have stat- 
utes there which authorize your constituents to deprive Governor 
Thayer's people of this water. 

Mr. SYMES. ‘That is the common law in the humid but not in the 
arid region. 

Mr. VANDEVER. The common law that the gentleman from Ala- 
bama alludes to is that which was intended to preserve the navigability 
of streams; and the question would be whether itshould apply to streams 
of water used for navigation. 

Mr. HERBERT. I am not stopping to answer nicely every legal 
question gentlemen may put to me; suffice it to say that if any private 
individual or corporation should undertake to do this thing the Govern- 
ment is expected to do he would himself be shingled all over with law- 
suits.. Now, sir, the gentleman from Colorado says very plainly that 
he does not want corporations or private individuals to get these sites. 
The amendment of my friend from Kentucky [Mr. BRECKINRIDGE] 
provides that these reservoir sites shall be withdrawn from the market. 

Mr. FELTON. In order that at a future time some way of dispos- 
ing of them may be determined on, the same as they surveyed the pub-. 
lic lands in order that they might determine in what way they would 
dispose of them. 

Mr. HERBERT. Gentlemen know very well now that the two 
ways of disposing of these sites are either to let individuals undertake 
this work, or to enact that the Government shall do it. I hope gentle- 
men will allow me to go on with my argument. 

The argument of the gentleman is that it is impracticable for any 
private individual to undertake this business, and the amendment 
which proposes to withdraw these lands simply means that the Gov- 
ernment is to doit? If not, why will you not let an individual do it? 
Why shall the Government keep these reservoirs in its own possession? 
Can you tell me any reason except that the Government is to do this 
work? If individuals are to be allowed to doit at any time in the 
future, why will not gentlemen allow them to do it now? 

Mr. FELTON. Does the gentleman want to be answered? 

Mr. HERBERT. Answer in your own time. 


Mr. SYMES. I should like to interrupt the gentleman there. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. Does the gentleman from Alabama 
yield? 


Mr. HERBERT. Let the gentleman ask me his question. 

Mr. SYMES, Does the gentleman understand the object of this 
amendment to be to prevent private individuals and corporations from 
grabbing up these reservoirs to use plain western language, and reserve 
them for the Government and the people? 

Mr. HERBERT. Exactly. That isthe purpose ofit. Itis to keep 
private individuals from buying these sites, because if they get into 
possession the Government will have to buy them out. Ifyou take 
the other course, if you allow whoever may wish to invest capital to 
build reservoirs and irrigate these lands, why, then, there can be no 
necessity for this amendment. Sir, the gentleman from Colorado can 
not deny that the scheme is that this work is to be done by the Gov- 
ernment, 

Mr. SYMES. Will the gentleman pardon me? I do deny that we 
have any such scheme in view. 

Mr. HERBERT. The gentleman says he has no such scheme in 
view. Ishould like to inquire what the amendment is for, and what 
does the tleman mean by saying he wants to prevent corporations 
from grabbing up this land? To me, sir, it is clear that if this thing 
is ever to be done the Government must doit. The surveys that have 
rasta ee onas clearly where these catchment basins are 

oca e geological survey has been going on for and 
a large portion of this arid region has been aere I cali attention 


ito the testimony of Major Powell before the Committee on A ia- 
tions in the Senate: RT 


Q. Have you made this topographic survey in the line of what you call catch- 
ment districts ? 

A. Yes, sir. Whererer we have made the survey every catchment basin has 
been outlined on the map, 

Q. That is to say you have in your surveys the necessary data for outlining 
those basins. 

A. Yes, sir. 

Now what use is there of the surveys that have been made except 
that the surveyor shall go there and stakethe particular boundaries of 
these reservoirs as indicated by the map? If gentlemen will examine 
the map by Professor Hayden, standing there before them, they will 
find it is a contour map of the whole of Colorado and a i 
of New Mexico. On its every elevation of 200 feet is plainly marked 
down. 

If you have the money you can tell your surveyor from that map 
where to go and locate your reservoir, just as did the projectors of 
the Denver and Rio Grande Railroad. When I was investigating the 
Geological Survey the fact came out—I do not know whether it is in 
the testimony ornot, but it was stated—that-the Denver and Rio Grande 
Railroad, which runs along through Marshall Pass, from Denver west, 
was absolutely located by the surveys made by the Government of the 
United States; that the projectors of that scheme had only to take the 
map and trace the line upon it as laid down by the United States sur- 
yeyors and so locate the road. So with this map of Hayden. 

There is no problem about this question except the money problem. 
Who is to take the responsibility? Who is to invest the money? 
That is all the problem there is toit. The gentleman from California 
[Mr. VANDEVER] was perfectly square when he said that private indi- 
viduals would not do it; that is evident from the fact that these sur- 
veys have been made, many of them, as long as fifteen years ago, and 
the enterprise still waits on the Government. Now, if the Government 
is to undertake this scheme, what will it cost? But before I come to 
that, you are to tax the people of the wheat-growing region to bring 
into cultivation 96,000,000 acres of wheat land, which all the testi- 
mony concurs in saying will produce more wheat when irrigated than 
the rich prairies in the State of my friend from Ilinols. 

All the land in cultivation under wheat in this country is given in 
Mulhall’s Progress of the World at less than 35,000,000 of acres; but 
let us assume that we have 40,000,000 acres of wheat lands in cultiva- 
tion in the United States. If this scheme succeeds according to the 
dreams of its projectors, there will be brought into cultivation 96,000,- 
000 acres of additional wheat lands. Allowing 16,000,000 of that for 
potatoes and other crops, although the land is said to be best adapted 
to wheat, there will be an addition of 80,000,000 acres of wheat land, 
twice the acreage now under cultivation, and capable of growiug more 
than twice the wheat we now produce. What will be the result? 

We export now annually about 150,000,000 bushels of wheat. The 
whole world takes only 290,000,000 bushels, and we supply more than 
half ofit. If we bring into cultivation these additional 80,000,000 
acres, our wheat product will be so enormously increased that we shall 
have to export three or four or five hundred million bushels. Where 
will we find a market for it? That is the question. 

Mr. FELTON. You would not find it. 

Mr. HERBERT. We would not find it. There would be so much 
more wheat grown that, unless we accepted the pauper prices which 
the paupers of Europe could pay, our wheat would be without a market. 

Now, do the gentlemen who represent here the wheat-growing States 
of the West want to have their people taxed for the purpose of destroy- 
ing the farmers who have sent them to this Congress? The same con- 
siderations apply to the South. It has been stated (although I think 
I shall show that the idea is chimerical) that the impounding of these 
waters in the Rocky Mountains would result in preventing overflows 
in the Mississippi Valley and redeeming to cultivation alluvial soil 
which would make 2,000,000 bales of cotton. 

If that be true, do the farmers in Mississippi and all through the 
South desire to be taxed foran object of that kind? How much would 
the addition of 2,000,000 bales of cotton to the annual supply reduce 
the price of that article? Perhaps I am occupying a rather low plane 
when I look at the question in this light, but although I love my whole 
country and desire the welfare of it all I have never yet risen to that 
point of sublimated patriotism where I was able to forget the people 
who made me their representative. 

Ought we to consent, so long as we claim equal and exact justice for 
all the people of this country, to tax the people of the East to this ex- 
tent to redeem the arid regions of the West? Ordinary internal im- 
provements of rivers and harbors are bad enough; but they are pre- 
sumed to be for the benefit of commerce, and, to a large extent, to 
benefit all the people. But to tax the wheat-growers of the country 
to raise up rivals that will drive them out of the market, or the cot- 
ton-growers of the South to redeem from overflow lands of other per- 
sons—lands that if put into cultivation would produce so much as to 
press down still further the price of cotton. Sir, I would not do that 
if I knew the scheme would succeed. I certainly can not do it when 
I know it ischimerical. That is, Mr. Speaker, the scheme is absolutely 
chimerical so far as the prevention of overflow in the Mississippi River 
is concerned. In the first place, there are in the whole United States 
3,547,000 square miles of land; and of that number about 2,450,000 
square miles—more than two-thirds—are drained into the Mississippi 
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River. Look at that map down in the left-hand corner, on the right. 
The green ridge on the right represents the Alleghany Mountains; on 
the left are represented the Rocky Mountains. All that intervening 
space is the watershed of the Mississippi River. Into that flow the 
great rivers I shall name. First, the Upper Mississippi, the mean dis- 
charge of which per second is 105,000 cubic feet; tba Mimouri, with a 
mean discharge of 120,000 cubic feet; the Ohio, 138,000; the Arkansas, 
63,000; the Red River, 57,000; the Yazoo, 43,000; the St. Francis, 
61,000; and into the Lower Mississippi altogether there is a mean dis- 
charge of 675,000 cubic feet, making, as I have said, 2,450,000 square 
miles drained into that river. The Missouri River is only the second; 
and it heads in the Rocky Mountains, many hundred miles back, as 
the Arkansas River does. How much of that area is drained through 
the Missouri Riverand the Arkansas Riverinto the Mississippi? Major 
Powell in his testimony says that these reservoirs are to he put high 
up on the mountains. Let me read what he says, so that there may 
be no mistake about it: 

In the valleys of Nevada there are from 60 to £0 inches of evaporation from a 
body of water. If you go up intothe high country the evaporation may be but 
ll or 12 to inches, To store water where the evaporation is 50 or 60 inches is 
to store it to be evaporated to the heavens. These reservoirs are to be con- 
structed in the highlands, where the country is moist, 

Again he says: f 

So the water must be stored in the mountains, for economy, where it falls, for 
if it runs down across the plains it is wasted in the sands, 

Again: 3 

Nine-tenths of the reservoirs will be made in regions of country where agri- 
SoS is impossible, but 10, 20, 30, or 50 miles below the water will be conducted 

Itis only the water that falls upon the Rocky Mountains that is to 
be impounded in reservoirsand thus keptout of the Mississippi. Look 
at the map there. See that little spot of blue just west of the deep 
green, and compare its dimensions with the size of all thatregion. It 
is absolutely infinitesimal. I should not think it would make the 
two hundredth part of the area*drained into the Mississippi Valley. 
Yet it is only there that Major Powell proposes to impound this water; 
and only half of the water and snow falling upon the mountains is to 
be imprisoned and kept out of the Mississippi; the other half flows 
west. What effect would that have upon the valley of the great Mis- 
sissippi River? Look at the question for yourselves and think about 
it. Examine that map, taking into consideration the fact, as the maps 
which I have here show, that after you get west of about the one hun- 
dredth meridian the rainfall gets less and less until it is between 18 and 
20 inches per annum. Major Powell states that in some of the mount- 
ains there is a rainfall of 70 inches. I am told at the Signal Office 
such is the fact; but that is only one comparatively small spot away 
west of the Rocky Mountains somewhere inthe Sierras; and that rain- 
fall runs off toward the Pacific Ocean. That is what our friend from 
California wants to scoop up. 

But we are now discussing the problem of how much of the Rocky 
Mountain rainfall goes into the Mississippi Valley and subsequently —— 

Mr. CATCHINGS. What is the water discharge of the Missouri 
River? ; 

Mr. HERBERT. One hundred and twenty thousand cubic feet per 
second; of the Mississippi River it is 675,000. 

The gentleman’s inquiry calls my attention to another argument of 
Professor Powell, which is that the Missouri River carries 86 per cent. 
of the sediment that getsinto the Mississippi River. Where does that 
come from ? 

Mr. CATCHINGS. When the gentleman speaks of the discharge 
of the Mississippi River he refers to the low-water discharge ? 

Mr. HERBERT. No, to the mean discharge. 

Mr. CATCHINGS. As I understand, the mean discharge of the 
Mississippi River at Cairo is 1,250,000 cubic feet per second. 

Mr. HERBERT. The authority to which I refer is a book on the 
Valley of the Mississippi, by Foster, which gives the mean discharge 
of the Lower Mississippi at 675,000 cubic feet and of the Missouri at 
120,000, Here it is. 

Mr. WADE. Will the gentleman allow me a remark right here? 
He is discussing, as I understand, the question whether the floods in 
the Lower Mississippi are not occasioned by the melting of snow in 
the mountains. Is not that in fact the cause? 

Mr. HERBERT. No, sir. Iam glad to answer the gentleman. 

Mr. DUNN. Will my friend from Alabama allow me to answer that 
question? 

Mr. HERBERT. No, sir; I haye the answers here, obtained from 
the Signal Office. 

Mr. DUNN. I ean state some facts which will put the matter at 


rest. 

Mr. HERBERT. Ihave the answers here, for I expected some one 
would raise that question. Before going into that, however, I must 
finish the topic I was discussing. As I was asking, where does this 
sediment which goes into the Mississippi River come from? Here is a 
report by a major of engineers who examined that question, extending 
his investigations over a distance of 720 miles—up to Sioux City; and 
he says it comes from the caving in of the banks along that part of the 
river, 

Bank erosion to the extent of 2,000 feet per annum, over long distances, has 


~ 


been noted, and to a greater or less extent it is constantly going on, even during 
low stages. The enormous amount of material thus precipitated into the river, 
together with that scoured from the bed, causes the formation of innumerable 
bars which even at high water obstruct navigation. 

At another place he says: 

This is explained by the fact that the Megu portion of the suspended sedi- 
ment is undoubtedly due to the caving of the banks, in which progress a much 
larger amount of material is thrown into the stream than due to actual erosion, 
By this latter action the toe of the bank is undermined, and the upper portion, 
being unsupported, falls in, when the lighter materials of which it is com 
are carried off rg Gre water in a state of suspension, the heavier materials re- 
maining on the bottom. 

Now, sir, your question was about how much of that water from the 
Rocky Mountains comes into the Mississippi. I asked that question 
of the Signal Service Bureau. Here is the answer of the acting chief 
of the bureau, and I ask the Clerk to read it, 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Probable effect of the rainfall Inthe Rocky Mountain region on the floods in 
the Mississippi may be approximately stated as follows: 


The rainfall in New Mexico, Colorado, Wyoming, and Montana, for the year, 
is not more than one-fortict the rainfall which occurs in the watersheds of 
the Mississippi, and of the aunua! rainfall one-half of it occurs during those 


months of the year when it would not be possible for the waters in the Rock 


a: 
entire precipfiation in a aon; the floods in the Lower Mississippi would not 

Mr. HERBERT. There is the statement of the Chief of the Signal 
Office that not one-hundredth part of the water in the Mississippi River 
can come from the Rocky Mountains. If that be so what is the effect 
upon the floods in that great river? What would he the effect of put- 
ting these reservoirs high up on the mountains, as is proposed by the 
bill? 

Mr. DUNN. Let me interrupt the gentleman from Alabama at this 
point to show what effect they do have on the Mississippi River. Iam 
satisfied there is an overestimate in the minds of gentlemen as ‘to the 
influence of the waters of the Missouri River in the overflows of the 
Mississippi. Those who are familiar with the floods of the Mississippi 
River know the great winter and spring floods come from the Ohio River 
and its tributaries and from the Mississippi. The only effect the Mis- 
souri River has ever had on the floods or the overflows of the Missis- 
sippi River has occurred once in fourteen years as an average during 
the last sixty years. Whenever the melting of the snows on the Rocky 
Mountains brings along a ficod of the Missouri River into the Missis- 
sippi and it catches the Mississippi full up to its banks, then it precip- 
itates what is called the summer overflow, and the only effect of dam- 
ming up the waters of the Missouri or the waters of the Mississippi will 
be to that extent to restrain those fifteen-year overflows, which are dis- 
astrous in their effect. 

Mr. MORGAN. I ask the gentleman from Arkansas whether to 
pores the summer overflow of the Mississippi River referred to by 

im we would not have to retain the whole of the water that comes 
down in those mountains? 

Mr. DUNN. Certainly. 

Mr. HERBERT. I think the gentleman has been too liberal to the 
other side. 

Mr. DUNN. Ido not wish any one to misunderstand as to the over- 
flows of the Missouri River. 

Mr. HERBERT. It seems to me the gentleman has gone too far and 
admitted too much. 

Mr. DUNN. I have stated the fact. 

Mr. HERBERT. Do not interrupt me any more as I have little 
time. 

Mr. DUNN. I have stated the fact without regard to direction. 

Mr. HERBERT. Toascertain how much effect on the Missouri Niver 
and on the summer overflows of the Mississippi the melting of the 
Rocky Mountain snows did have I addressed the question to the Sigual 
Service and here is the answer which I received. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

SIGNAL Orrice, WAR DEPARTMENT, 
Washington City, September 8, 1883, 

Sm: In compliance with your verbal request of the 7th instant, the Acting 
Chief Signal Officer has the honor to inclose herewith a "table showing high- 
est water in the Mississippi, Arkansas, and Ohio Rivers, with départure from 
ee during the months of June and July, 1878 to 1887, inclusive.” 

Of the ten years tor which the record is given, five yess were without danger- 
ous floods in the Lower romney “tke ne fata of the floods that did occur none 
were excessively dangerous, the high water in each case was directly trace- 
able to the heavy rains which occurred in the Mississippi and Ohio Valleysand 
not the Missouri Valley.. The amompanfiog charts, showing precipitation for 
the months and years named, clearly indicate the origin of these floods. 

Following is a comparative statement of high water and precipitation during 
the year in which floods occured: 

In 1881, at New Orle in June, river 0.9 feet above danger-line, 

The precipitation was from 8 to 20 inches in the Lower Red River valley dur- 
ing May. The Mississippi was not above danger-line above New Orleans, (See 
Chart A herewith.) 

In 1882, at Helena, in June, river 3.4 feet above danger-line; Vicksburg, in 
June, 0.5 feet above danger-line ; New Orleans, in June, 0.4 feet above danger- 


line; Helena, in July, 1.9 feet above danger line; New Orleans, in July, 0.4 
feet above danger-line. 


1888. 
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The precipitation was from § to 15 inches in the Ohio and upper portion of 
the Lower 


Teans, in June, river 1.4 feet above danger line. The 
to 15 inches in the valleys of the Lower Red River and 
May, and over 8 inches in the lower portion of the Lower Mississippi Valley 
during June, (See Charts G and H.) ` 
In 1886, at New Orleans, in June, river 1.4 feet above dan 
cipitation was from 8 to 10 inches in the Lower Mississippi 
cine “he tfull bedient t 
am, very respectfully, your obedient servant, 
H. H. DANWOODY, 
First Lieutenant Fourih Artillery, 
Acting Chief Signal Officer. 


propano was from 8 


r line. The pre- 
alley during June. 


Hon. HILARY A. HERBERT, 
House of Representatives, Washington, D. C. 

Mr. HERBERT. The answer*is this, that the floods that have oc- 
curred within the last ten years in June and July in that river have 
not come down from the Missouri River at all. Here are the charts 
showing the rainfall by months, the charts referred to in that letter. 
The limits of the rainfall are clearly marked on the map, and it will 
be seen that these maps date back for years. You can see in these 
charts for each month exactly where the great body of the rainfall 
was. Inthe chart which I hold in my hand you will observe it is 
marked here in the western portion of the Mississippi Valley. In oth- 
ers it varies materially. Here it ison the Ohio River and in that re- 
gion; here again it extends to near the one hundredth meridian, in- 
cluding part of Nebraska but not extending to the western part of it. 

Here, again, the heaviest rainfall is shown down upon the Lower 
Mississippi, and so on throughout all of this series of charts, which I 
would like gentlemen to examine for themselves. There is nothing 
whatever therefore in the assertion that the impounding of the waters 
in the Rocky Mountains would prevent an overflow of the Mississippi 
River. Much can be done, I admit, by the Government for irrigation 
if it will invest millions and millions of dollars in impounding the 
watersin the Rocky Mountains. As Major Powell says, by digging 
eanals and irrigating ditches for 20, 30, 40, and 50 miles you can use 
the water thus impounded to fertilize the lands. Lands of whom? 
Somebody said here the other day that this bill was to ‘‘restrain cor- 

rate greed.” Let ussee about that. 

Why, the Union Pacific Railroad Company and the Northern Pacific 
haye great areas of land all through the arid regions, and I suppose 
they have now, although they have sold a great deal to private indi- 
viduals, at least 125,000,000 acres of land, and upon those lands, if this 
amendment succeeds, reservoirs are to be located by Government sur- 
veyors free of cost to those great corporations. That is the way you 
are to ‘‘ restrain corporate greed.’’ 

Mr. SYMES. Pardon me there—— 

Mr. HERBERT. I beg to be excused. I can not yield further. 

Gentlemen who have taken the trouble to investigate this matter will 
see that this grand scheme isonly practicable if the Government under- 
takes it. You must get the Government back of it in order to make it 
a success; and after you once get the Government to undertake it, it can 
never stop. We must go on and on indefinitely. 

Where is to be the limit? You can not consistently use the waters 
of that region to fertilize the lands of the constituents of the gentle- 
man from Colorado without doing the same thing for the people of Ne- 
braska, California, and New Mexico, and all through the arid regions; 
and in doing all this we are taxing the people of the East, we are tax- 
ing the people of the South to do what there is certainly no present 
necessity for. Mr. Speaker, the very moment that we undertake to 
say that no private individual shall enter any of these lands or obtain 
a title to them, that very moment we shut out all prospect of having 
such work done by private enterprise. By withdrawing the lands from 
the market we say no private individual shall do this work. When we 
say that, we commit the Government to the project. If we will not 
allow private enterprise to undertake it, then we must in good faith 
to the people of that region do it ourselves, and do it regardless of cost. 
How much will it cost? Have gentlemen given this matter a thought? 

[Here the hammer fell. ] 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The time of the gentleman from Ala- 
bama has expired. 

Mr. HERBERT. Iask unanimous consent to be permitted to pro- 
ceed for five minutes, as I was interrupted a great deal. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there vbjection? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. HERBERT. ‘The gentleman from Colorado [Mr. Symes] said 
that there were many acres in Colorado which had been irrigated at an 
expenditure of not exceeding $2.50 an acre. I have no doubt of it. 
When that great fertile valley of the Platte lay there, in its virgin 
state, it probably in many cases did not cost a dollar an acre to 
irrigate it. Butitis being day by day and year by year made more 
difficult, until now all of the lands that can be easily irrigated by 
private enterprise or by individuals have been taken up. The work 


becomes more and more expensive as accessible water is exhausted, 
and now they ask the Government to step in and doit. Now, every 
acre of land that is irrigated, every acre of fertile land, is worth, and 
I think the gentleman from Colorado will agree with me, at least $30 
an acre. The gentleman nods approvingly. 

Mr.SYMES. Itis worth about that and from that up to $100 an acre. 

Mr. HERBERT. Very well; then does anybody believe that there 
is any land in Colorado or in that arid region that could be made worth 
from $30 to $100 an acre at an expenditure of say $15’an acre where 
capital could not be found prompt to enter upon the work? Yon can 
get the land for almost nothing from the Government, and if you can 
fertilize it at $15 an acre, and make it worth $30 to $100, is it not reason- 
able to sup that private enterprise would enter upon the work? 
There are ughout the West any quantity of millionaires, in Colo- 
rado, in Nevada, in California, all through the Western States, millions 
of capital waiting investment, and if this work could be done, and such 
an enormous profit realized upon the investment, it is only reasonable 
to conclude that the Government would not be called upon. 

But as it is, the Government is expected to pay the cost, bécause it 
does not promise to be a profitable investment. It is absolutely cer- 
tain to cost more than $10 an acre. It will cost more than $12.50 an 
acre. If it costs that, how much would the aggregate expenditure be 
to reclaim the 96,000,000 acres said to be reclaimable? It will amount 
to more than our present national debt. That is to-day a billion of 
dollars. That is the scheme we are asked to embark upon. I appeal 
to gentlenien representing Western constituencies that grow wheat and 
Southern constituencies who grow cotton, and constituencies all over 
the country who pay the taxes, are you willing to embark the Govern- 
ment now upon this scheme, a scheme involving more in the end than 
$1,000,000,000? Are you ready todoso? That is the question. 


MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 


A message from the Senate, by Mr. McCook, its Secretary, announced 
that the Senate had agreed to the report of the committee of conference 
on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses on the amendments of the 
Senate to the bill (H. R. 10998) making appropriations for fortifications 
and other works of defense, for the erection thereof, for the procure- 
ment of heavy ordnance for trial and service, and for other purposes. 

The message further announced that the Senate had agreed to the 
report of the committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the 
two Houses on the amendments of the Senate to the bill (H. H. 10234) 
making appropriations for the support of the Army for the fiscal year 
ending June 30, 1889. 

‘The message further announced that the Senate had disagreed to the 
amendments of the House to the bill (S. 1488) granting an increase of 
pension to Eliza V. de Kilpatrick, widow of General Judson Kilpat- 
rick, United States Volunteers, and asked a conference on the disagree- 
ing votes of the two Houses. 

The message further announced that the Senate had passed the bill 
(H. R. 10856) for pension for Eliza N. Aiken. 


ARMY APPROPRIATION BILL. 


Mr. MAISH. I desire to submit a privileged report. 

The SPEAKER pro lempore (Mr. DocKERY in the chair). If there 
be no objection the Chair will entertain the report of the conferees upon 
the Army bill. 

Mr. SYMES. I would like to know how long it will take. 

Mr. MAISH. It will not take over three minutes. 

Mr. SYMES. Ifthe gentleman will guaranty it will not take long, 
I shall not object. However, I leave it to the judgment of the gentle- 
man in charge of this matter. 

Mr. FORNEY. Ihave no objection. 

Mr. MAISH. It isa privileged report. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Clerk will read the conference re- 


port. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


The committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses on 
the amendments of the Senate numbered 32, 33, and 35 to the bill (H. R. 10234) 
“making appropriations for the support of the Army for the fiscal year ending 
June 30, 1889, and for other purposes,” having met, after full and free confer- 
sore Save agreed to recommend and do recommend to their respective Houses 
as follows: 

, That tne Senate recede from its amendment numbered 33. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the Sen- 
ate numbered 32, and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: Strike 
out the amended paragraph, being lines 3 to 8, both inclusive, on page 16 of the 
bill; and the Senate agree to the same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment numbered 
35, and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: In lieu of the matters 
proposed to be inserted by said amendment insert the following: 

“*(35) Sec. 2. That the Secretary of War be authorized to enter into negotia- 
tions for the purchase of the 225 acres of land on the Hudson River, ashen J 
south ofthe military reservation at West Point, belonging to the estate of Ed- 
ward V. Kinsley, orso much thereofas he may deem necessary for the pur- 

of the Military Academy, and to receive offers for the sale of their interest 
in such land from such of the heirs of said Kinsley as are competent and willing 
to sell such interests; and the Secretary of Waris authorized tosubmitall offers 
so made and the question of the value of said 225 acres to a board to consist of 
the Superintendent of the Military Academy and two competent civilians, who 
shall make due investigation and report concerning said value; and the Secre- 
tary of War shall submit said offers and the report of said board, with his opin- 
ion, to Congress at its next session. The expenses ofsaid board and compensa- 
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tion at the rate of $10 a day for not more than ten days for each of the civilian 
members shall be paid — the appropriation for contingencies of the Army.” 
And the Senate agree to same. 
JOSEPH D SÀ 
JOSEPH D. SAYERS, 
BENJ. BUTTERWORTH, 
Managers on the SÁ of the House. 
W. B. ALLISON, 
P. B. PLUMB, 
A. P. GORMAN, 
Managers on the part of the Senate. 
STATEMENT. 


The managers on the part of the House of the conference on the disagreein, 
votes of the two Houses on the dments of the Senate numbered 2°53, and 


bill: 

SS oentnee numbered 32 strike out the following provision from the bill, 
nam 

rs For examining, testing, and experimenting with pneumatic or other dyna- 
mite guns, gun a and plants for the plage past posse shells and = 
pia ap ely batteries for coast defense, whether sunken, counterpoise, or 
erwise, brought to the notice of the Secretary of War, $100, p gakoa gane aeaa 
as he may deem Prue 
amendmen bered 33: Strikes out Senate provision for the manufact- 

and test nd ; for the alteration of car- 


prege = therefor the ents of $600,000. 
amendment numbered 35: Authorizes the Secretray of War to enter into 
ta i riea for the purchase of certain land adjo; tion 


at est Point, and q 
Superintendent of the Military Acad 


on KA to transmit to prann 
y its Dent and 8 of of said board with his opinion. Strikes outsections 


appro: 
rgb aros boner gp oer tee power coast- 
Beas guns, and appropriating therefor thesum of $5,000,000; for the purchase 
a submarine pean casemates, le galleries, and continuing torpedo ex- 
0 Big Ba 58 snese ap proptiating the therefor the sum of =, 000, and for the purchase 
pean or torpedoes and torpedo-boats controlla- 
Ble tr eres the cheese and adapted to appropriating therefor the sum 


of $100,000. 
The amountof the billas agreed to is $24,471,300, a reduction from the amount 
the bill as passed the House of $168,000. 


LEVI MAISH. 
JOSEPH D. SAYERS. 
BENJ. BUTTERWORTH. 


Mr. MAISH. I desire to say that the amount appropriated by the 
bill as passed by the Honse was $24,639,300. The amount as passed 
by the Senate was $31,531,800, and the bill as now reported appropri- 
ates $24,471,300. 

The report of the committee of conference was agreed to. 

Mr. MAISH moved to reconsider the vote by which the conference 

report was agreed to; and also moved that the motion to reconsider 
be laid on the table.” 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


SUNDRY CIVIL APPROPRIATION BILL. 


Mr. SYMES. I will now yield five minutes to the gentleman from 
Illinois [Mr. CANNON]. 

Mr. FORNEY. I would like to ask the gentleman from Colorado 
if we can not agree on some hour at which the debate shall be closed ? 

Mr. SYMES. - I think I can get along with an hour on our side. 

Mr. FORNEY. Can not you make it three-quarters of an hour? - 

Mr. SYMES. I feel somewhat embarrassed about this matter, be- 
cause I have granted time to gentlemen who desire to speak on this 
subject, sufficient to occupy the hour. Here are the gentleman from 
Arizona [Mr. SITH] and the gentleman from Montana [Mr. TooLr], 
who desire to speak on this question, who are representatives of the 
two greatest Territories in the Union, and no time has been reserved 
for them. I do not feel justified in lessening the time for debate after 

ing the promises of time I have made. 

Mr. FORNEY. Will you agree to one hour on your side and one 
onourside? Weneed not occupy it unless we choose to. Mr. Speaker, 
I ask that that side have one hour and this side one hour. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection to the request ot 
the gentleman from Alabama? 

Mr. SMITH, of Arizona. I object, unless I can make arrangement 
to have time in which to 

Mr. PETERS. I shall ask an opportunity to speak on this question, 
and want about five orseven minutes. I do notdesire to occupy much 
time, but I desire to be heard. 

Mr. FORNEY. Iam willing to give that out of our hour. 

Mr. PETERS. As I understand; the gentleman from Arizona [Mr. 
Sarr] and the gentleman from Montana [Mr. TOOLE] desire to speak, 
Will the gentleman give them five minutes? 

Mr. SYMES. This is a very important matter, and the objection of 
the gentleman from Arizona [ Mr. SMITH] will make it imperative that 
I shall not agree to the time being limited as suggested. 

The SPEAKER protempore. The objection would have tocome from 
a member of the House. 

Mr. PETERS. The gentleman from Arizona [Mr. SMITH] and the 
gentleman from Montana [Mr. Tooir] have no time parceled out to 
them, and that they may have an opportunity to speak, I shall object. 

Mr. FORNEY. I ask unanimous consent, then, that the session be 
extended to 6 o'clock. 


Mr. SYMES. I will not object to that, provided it be understood 
that we take the vote to-morrow morning. There are a number of 
gentlemen who say they can not remain in the Hall until 6 o’clock, 
but who desire to vote to-morrow morning. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Does the Chair understand the gen- 
tleman from Alabama to ask unanimous consent that the session be 
extended to 6 o’clock, the time to be divided equally. between the 
friends of this proposition and those opposed to it, the debate on the 
proposition and the pending amendment thereto to be considered as 
closed and that the vote be taken to-morrow morning ? 

Mr. VANDEVER. I object. 

Mr. BLOUNT. Mr. Speaker, I desire to state that I do not see any 
necessity for extending the session beyond 5 o’clock. I think the rule 
was passed for the purpose of avoiding late sessions, because we have 
already had sufficient tax upon our strength and attention. I think 
to-morrow morning we will have a fuller House and dispose of it prob- 
ably in half an hour. I hope gentlemen will agree to such debate as 
they see fit, and that when they have concluded the debate, at the time 
the vote is taken, we shall have a fuller House. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. How much time have I left, 
Mr. Speaker ? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentlemen has thirty-five minutes 
remaining ? 

Mr. FORNEY. Let us agree on four hours of debate, two hours on 
each side. 

Mr. STONE, of Missouri. Who is to control the time ? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Alabama on the 
right [Mr. Fauna and the gentleman from Colorado [Mr. Syatzs] 
on the left will be permitted to control the time in the absence of any 
other arrangement by the House. Is there objection to the request of 
the gentleman from Alabama [Mr. FORNEY]? 

was no objection,and it was so ordered. 

Mr. SYMES. I now yield twelve minutes to the gentleman from 
Missouri [Mr. oim 

Mr. O'NEILL, of Missouri. Mr. Speaker, it was my good fortune 
some years ago to traverse thesection of country involved in this appro- 
priation, and I may say in passing, in some countries the members of 
their nationa] councils are encouraged to travel over the country that 
they may intelligently legislate for the people, and in the direction of an 
increase of intelligence to Congress I sometimes think the provisions of 
the interstate-commerce law, which prohibited railroads from extend- 
ing courtesies, should have been reversed in the case of Congressmen, 
and that members should be compelled to use them. [Laughter. ] 

It would change marvelously not only the judgment of members, 
but their speeches. If gentlemen had personally visited the region in 
question here, there are very few who would require any appeals to 
induce them to vote for the pending proposition. I listened with a 
great deal of pleasure awhile ago to the reading of the conference re- 
port on the fortifications bill, a bill which, I think, appropriates $24,- 
000,000, and I have ardently supported all of the measures reported 
by the di ed chairman of the Committee on Naval Affairs [ Mr. 
HERBERT], who has jast spoken, having the same general object in 
view, namely, to provide this country with a magnificent system of 
defense and of offense if n 

But, while we are doing that, would it not be a good idea to cultivate 
also, tosome slight extent at least, the art of peace? When we realize 
that to-day there are thousands of people inour large cities who are of" 
very little benefit to themselves or to the community for wantof employ- 
ment, but who ifthey could go upon the land would become producers 
of wealth both to themselves and the country, we must be impressed 
with the importance of extending the area of our cultivable ete as 
much as possible. The territory involved in the arid region, so called, 
will become, with irrigation, the garden of America. Thereis no other 
land within our limits which is so abundantly productive as that can be 
made with the aid of water. 

I remember stopping at Humboldt, a veritable oasis in the desert, 
which had been reclaimed by irrigation within ten years, and I saw 
there trees from 15 to 20 feet in height, the most luxurious grasses, 
the most delicious fruits, and every evidence of the highest cultivation. 
And yet that spot is surrounded by what is almost literally a desert. 
And as you travel through those sandy plains you see many such 
places where they have brought water from the hills and have con- 
verted the barren plains into smiling and beautiful garden spots. 

As an instance of the injury toa section by private parties controlling 
the land, take the Utah valley. There you find a splendid stream, the 
Humboldt River, which disappears in a subterranean channel and is 
lost, when below it there are thousands and thousands of acres, upon 
which, with the aid of irrigation, the people ot this country could 
build up happy and prosperous homes. But you have permitted the 
control of the land to pass into private hands, and the parties who have 
taken it for speculative purposes are perfectly willing to wait for ten, 
twenty, or thirty years; and if you wait until all the natural sites for 
these reservoirs are controlled by private individuals, you will have 


permitted a serious obstruction to the reclaiming and improvement of 
that portion of our country. 

Gentlemen talk about this enormous expenditure; but it seems to 
me that when vou haggle about a small appropriation like this—-for 
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itissmall when you remember thatthe object is toreclaim anempire— | ain range, as I have never had the pleasure of going there. My duties 


and at the same time we rush through a fortification bill appropriat- 
ing $24,000,000, there is a slight inconsistency from a broad-gauge 
standpoint. [Applause.] Now, I appreciate the objections raised by 
gentlemen who are not familiar with the country, and who do not 
comprehend the immense advantages which would ensue. 

They say that if we begin this enterprise it will result in the ex- 
penditure of millions. I hope it will, sir; and I hope that in afew 
years the men elected by the people will be so educated upon this sub- 
ject that they will cheerfally and gladly vote all the money that is re- 
quired. The argument which is behind the Oklahoma bill, and which 
has influenced the labor organizations of this country to appeal to us 
in its favor by petitions bearing thousands and thousands of signa- 
tures, applies with equal foree to this bill. 

They have up those petitions because they believe it is for the 
benefit of the working classes to enlarge as far as we possibly can the 
opportunities for the workingmen of the country to find homes upon 
the publicdomain. The displacement of human labor by labor-saving 
machinery, which is going on steadily all the time at such a marvel- 
ous naturally raises the question in the mind of every working- 
man as to what is to be the ultimate result of the movement, and what 
is to be its effect upon himself and upon his children, for they believe 
amid the varying changes and uncertainties of life they all see that 
there is at least one refuge from want. They know that by their own 
toil and their own industry they can obtain a competence from the 
boil, and can bring up their families to be good and noble citizens of 
the great Republic. [Applause.] 
| Mr. SYMES. I now yield ten minutes to the gentleman from Kan- 
sas [Mr. PETERS]. 
| Mr. PETERS. Mr. Speaker, I have no scientific knowledge upon 
this subject. I have never studied it from a scientific standpoint. I 
have never had time to doso. The many duties that have devolved 
‘upon me since I have been a member of this House have prevented me 
from giving the subject that careful attention and acquiring that accu- 
rate knowledge which a man should possess before undertaking to dis- 
cuss it from a scientific point of view. All the knowledge I have upon 
this question is that which came to me from actual experience and 
observation. j 

But I have sometimes thought that kind of knowledge is much pref- 
erable to theoretical knowledge, which is often misleading and is not 
so easily understood by the masses of the people. I know from my 
‘own experience, as well as from observation, the effect of bodies of 
water upon the rainfall of certain sections of the country. Ido not 
know whether it can be explained upon scientific grounds; I have not 
taken the trouble to ascertain. But I do know as a fact that wher- 
ever there is a body of water, even though it may be at such an alti- 
tude as to be near the line of vegetation, the presence of that body has 
an effect upon the rainfall. I know that in the history of my own 
State, in the very county in which I now live—which, by the way, 
is in the midst of the agricultural belt—as late as‘1872 we had almost 
no rainfall, and it was not believed that county could ever be an ag- 
ricultural county, not for want of soil, but for want of rainfall. 

Yet, although such was the case in 1872, that is to-day, as I have 
said, one of the finest agricultural counties in the State, and is in what 
is known as the agricultural belt. 

What brought this about? There are no large bodies of water to 
the west of this; and most of our rains in that section come from the 
west and the northwest. The Arkansas River traverses this country, 
of course; but there are no lakes, no reservoirs from which water can 
be drawn up into the air, formed into clouds, and then returned to the 
earth. The only way in which I can account for the change in the 
rainfall, or, as we say there, the moving westward of the rain-belt, is 
in the fact of cultivation, the railroad, the telegraph, the artificial tim- 
ber which has been planted, and a large number of other causes which 
have had an influence upon the climate in making everything more 
porous so as to retain the moisture; and as this moisture has been ab- 
sorbed by the soil, as all these influences have had their effect upon 
the climate, the rainfall has gradually and continually increased. 

‘Thus from the year 1872 up to the present time that rain-belt, by 
this gradual extension of civilization, has gone westward from where I 
live more than 130 miles; and a very large section of country which, 
even as late as 1878, was nothing but a large cattle domain, fit only for 
pasturage because there was no rainfall during the crop season, is now so 
changed that it can be placed in crops to advantage, the rainfall being 
distributed through the crop season. If the experience and observa- 
tion of men who have lived in the Western country can be taken for 
anything, this result has been brought about by the gradual extension 
of civilization into that country, and by the breaking up of the soil. 

Now, arguing from that position, I believe that if a reservoir were 
established, for instance, at the foot of the Rocky Mountains in the 
State of Colorado—a reservoir which would furnish to the clouds the 
material from which they could be supplied so as to cause a precipita- 
tion of the rainfall—by such a system of reservoirs, the rain-belt- could 
be extended to the very foot of the Rocky Mountain range: and if so, 
it would bring undercultivation an empire even in Western Kansas and 
Colorado alone, i 

I do not know anything of what happens west of the Rocky Mount- 


have always confined me to the eastern side of those mountains. But 
I do know that the very presence of those irrigation-ditches in my dis- 
trict has had a wonderful effect upon the rainfall in that section. The 
gentleman from Alabama [Mr. ForNEy] said there was not a single 
instance within his memory throughout the country where the irriga- 
tion process has been made successful. I will state to him that there 
isin my district alone one irrigation-ditch more than 75 miles long 
which has been built by private enterprise. According te the observa- 
tion of those competent to testify, that ditch has not only been a bene- 
fit to the land immediately irrigated by it, but has had avery valuable 
effect even upon portions of country not near enough to be so irrigated. 
Why? Because that irrigating ditch—a body of water 30 feet wide and 
about 4 feet deep—furnishes something from which the sun can draw 
up into the air that which makes clouds, and which, by climatic con- 
ditions, will be returned in the shape of rain. 

I believe from this evidence that the presence of reservoirs in that 
Western country would gradually increase the amount of moisture from 
which the clouds could be formed. 

There is another matter to be considered in this connection. The 
Arkansas River throngh a great portion of my district has been, dur- 
ing the last summer, dry—why? Because much of the water has 
been taken out, away up in the western of Kansas, by these irri- 
gating ditches, so that a large part of the bottom of the Arkansas 
River for as much as 20 or 30 miles in my district, has been dry. 
There is a reason for this, and the reason is plain. The water has 
been taken out of the river by these irrigating ditches. Then we want 
something to supply more water to that river. 

Mr. HERBERT. The gentleman from Kansas [Mr. PETERS] does 
not agree with the gentleman from Colorado [ Mr. Symes], who said 
that the cause of which the gentleman speaks did not dry up the 
stream below. 

Mr. SYMES. No; 1 did not say that it might not take up the water 
and dry up the streams immediately below. 

Mr. HERBERT. I understand that the tleman from Kansas 
[Mr. PETERS] and the gentleman from Colorado [Mr. Symes] directly 
contradict each other. 

Mr. SYMES. Oh, no. 

Mr. PETERS. I will leave that to be settled between the two gen- 
tlemen. 

Mr. SYMES. I said that ihe water found its way back to the stream 
below by percolation. 

Mr. HERBERT. The gentleman from Kansas is taking Governor 
Thayer's side. f 

Mr. PETERS. Ido not know whose side I am taking except my 


own. 
I think you are right; the stream 


Mr. HERBERT (to Mr. PETERS). 
is dried up in the way you state. 

Mr. PETERS. So far as this irrigation question is concerned, by 
reducing the water in the Arkansas River it reduces the water from 
which there is a very large sub-irrigation, and that makes the Arkansas 
valley productive from one side tothe other. This system ofreservoirs 
proposed by this appropriation would husband the supply, so that it 
could be made available during the cropping season, and by this means 
retain a continued flow of water in the bed of the river at all times. 

This subirrigation which goes out from the Arkansas und d, 
extending throughout the valley, which is in some places 4 to 5 miles 
wide, has been one of the means of the fertility of that noted section. 
Experience and observation in the valley have been that whenever a 
tree which is planted has been able to push its roots down far enough 
to reach this subirrigation, which is 5 or 6 feet below the surface, the 
result has been marvelous. It may be that the growth of timber re- 
ferred to by the gentleman from Missouri [Mr. O'NEILL] took its rise 
from this source. The presence of these reservoirs, increasing, as I 
think they will, the rainfall in the upper valley, will help continue the 
current in the river and thus preserve this valuable subirrigation. 

[Here the hammer fell. ] 

Mr, SYMES. I will now yield for ten minutes to the gentleman 
from California [Mr. FELTON]. 

Mr. FELTON. Mr. Speaker, as I understand the object of the Sen- 
ate amendment it is to add to the geological and perhaps topograph- 
ical survey a hydrographic survey, so to speak; it may not be strictly 
so, but of that nature. I take it the object of these surveys is the same 
as that which has always been considered as the object of the surveys 
which have already been made, and that is to get information in re- 
gard to the conditions in which the public lands are surrounded and 
are situated geologically and topographically, to which it is now pro- 
posed to add this hydrographic feature in order to obtain a knowledge 
for the proper disposition of the same. If it is for the wise 
and proper distribution of our public domain that the hydrographic 
character of the same should be known, then it strikes me it ought 
to be done now rather than to defer it to a future time from the fact 
that it can be earlier, cheaper, and more easily accomplished at this 
time than to defer it; and [take this to be the object of the Senate 
are anid b t passage that its passage 

is said by some gentlemen opposed to its that its 
at this time would entail for the future an enormousand endless amount 
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of expenditure which the Government will surely be called upon to pay. 
I do not so understand it, nor do I understand gentlemen in favor of 
the amendment to so understand it or desire this to be its consumma- 
tion, The object is simply to ascertain certain facts and to sequester 
from public sale certain locations well calculated for reservoir purposes 
for the purpose of impounding the surplus waters which rise at a given 
time, and thus prevent their departure to the sea’in such quantities as 
to be an evil instead of a blessing in destroying not only the water ways 
but much of the adjacent lands through which they pass. The object 
is simply to ascertain certain facts in connection therewith and to with- 
draw from public sale certain lands within certain localities well cal- 
culated by nature for the creation of reservoirs in which to impound 
the surplus water of certain seasons of the year. 

That the Government may need this information for the wise dispo- 
sition of this class of land in order that those, in the common parlance 
of this House, whoare termed land-grabbers shall not further do as they 
are now doing and have been doing in the past, take up large tracts of 
this character of land for the purpose of holding the same, in the belief 
and almost certainty that it is only a question of time when they will 
be necessary for the irrigation of the surrounding country, and hence 
become very valuable; in short, to sit down upon and hold them at a 
Government- price for from five, ten, fifteen, and to perhaps twenty 
years, when they shall become an absolute necessity to the settlers and 
inhabitants who have settled or desire to settle and make homes upon 
the lands adjacent thereto (we in California have had much experience 
in this matter), when they can exact terms of the inhabitants either 
for the sale of the said locality or for the price of the waters they may 
have impounded for the purpose of irrigation. In fact, exacting what- 
ever price they choose for either. 

If the Government would now set aside these lands, holding them in 
reserve whenever the time comes when it is necessary for its disposi- 
tion, it may in its wisdom and in the light of subsequent events make 
such disposition of them as may be necessary and wise for the welfare 
of all concerned and the country generally. 

And now I desire to say I do not believe it would be wise or good 
policy on the part of this Government, situated as we are, to engagein 
a general expenditure for the development of this or any other system 
of irrigation or improvement of like character for reasons too obvious 
to need mention, and I farthermore agree with the gentleman opposed 
to this amendment (or on the other side of this question), in that I would 
not vote or have the Government engage in any business whatsoever 
that the individual or a combination of them can do and ought to do. 

If it requires an aggregation of capital even known as a corporation, 
this Government and those of the respective States which comprise it, 
if they have the wisdom they have the constitutional power to protect 
themselves from the extortion from any association of men, or capital, 
or combination created by their own laws. If they have the wisdom 
and the integrity, the power is within their own hands, and in the dis- 
position of these lands this Government has the power to couple with 
their disposition such restrictions as will be just to the association or 
corporation that may engage in their development and for the benefit 
. of the masses of the people who are and may become interested. 

Now, sir, my main object in securing time to speak upon this ques- 
tion was to submit my views in regard to the amendment, which I 
had the honor to offer for the preservation of the watersheds from 
being denuded from their timber and underbrush, which would fur- 
nish the supply for the filling of the natural streams and the artificial 
reservoirs designated by this amendment. 

The theory is that the source of water is the heavens, that its quality 
depends upon the composition of the soil upon which it falls and per- 
colates through; that its preservation in quantity depends upon the 
watershed upon which it falls, as preventing its rapid exit to the 
stream thence to the ocean or its evaporation; that its preservation is 
essential to the fertility of the soil, as well as forthe preventionof floods 
which annually destroy not only a large area of the most arable lands 
but at times causes the destruction of vast amounts of property and the 
lives upon them; and I believe the first and most important part of this 
question is to preserve the natural watersheds of the country and then 
of the reservoir sights for the impounding of their surplus, or both at 
once, which it is proposed to do by this amendment and the amend- 
ment to it. 

Any observing person who has traveled through the West, over the 
Sierra Nevada Mountains and its parallel spurs and ranges when they 
were in a comparative state of nature, undisturbed by the vandal’s 
hand, could not have failed to observe on their ridges at altitudes 
from 3,500 to 4,500, and 6,000 feet in height the winter snows re- 
maining unmelted until late in the fall, and in many places not then, 
their existence, so far as we know, being perpetual; and one who 
has visited them since, where for miles and tens of miles the timber 
had been cut and the surface denuded of its young growth and under- 
brush, would observe in the spring and by the early summer no vestige 
of this store-house of nature’s for the preservation of the waters. A 
warm rain, a few bright days of sunshine, and then the deluge, creat- 
ing loss and devastation in its train and robbing the future of what 
nature had intended and arranged for the benefit and prosperity of 
mankind. I regard it, sir, as very important if the House should not 
conclude to pass the Senate amendment thatit should pass this amend- 


ment to it, as it will involve but a small expense; that some instruc- 
tions should be given to the survey or a Jaw passed by which certain 
lands on these ridges and mountains should be designated and set apart 
as watersheds in order that the growth of timber and underbrush 
should be preserved. I would if I had the power reserve from sale 
every mountain ridge and every acre of timber land upon them and 
every acre of underbrush upon the Sierra Nevada Mountains, or any 
of its parallel or contiguous ranges above an altitude of 3,500 feet. 

It would be wisdom to adopt such a policy in a country where the 
seasons are as uniform as they are in that part of the country where 
the rains are periodical and not general; it is indispensable, or will be- « 
come so, for the preservation-of the agricultural interests of its lower 
altitudes and valleys. As to what could be accomplished in this direc- 
tion by proper care of these vast watersheds, the people interested iù 
that region are fully conversant and alive to its importance. They 
know what can be done; they have proved it by experience; they have 
discovered the effect of the denuding of these sections of nature’s growth 
for the preservation of the country, and by the purchase of lands and 
the allowing of nature to reassert herself and restore them to their 
former primitive condition. They have found the streams increasing 
in their volume of water month by month and year by year; they have 
observed the streams that were dry in the early summer continuing in 
volume until the fall and winter rains. 

Something has been said during the course of the debate upon this 
measure in regard to the rainfall in different sections of the country, 
That there is a great difference there is no question; but my experience 
has taught methat it is very difficult to obtain correct facts, as the 
rainfall varies, as do the localities in which it falls. I know of locali- 
ties, situated between two ranges of mountains, where upon the western 
range the average rainfall is 30 inches per annum, upon the eastern 
range it is 40, and in the valley it is only from 14 to 20. In parts of 
the Sierra Nevada Mountains it is from 40 to 60 and 80 inches; where 
at some seasons the snowfall is from 15 to 20 feet deep, and in other 
portions it is not over one-third of that amount, a difference of 10 or 20 
miles in breadth showing entirely different results, 

As the gentleman from Kansas [Mr. PETERS] has well said that the 
cultivation and irrigation of the soil has in his part of the country ex- 
tended what is termed the rain-belt a hundred miles westward, in a 
country once deemed unfit for cultivation, but which now is among 
the most desirable portions of the country for agriculture, what was 
only once fit for grazing are the homes of agriculturists. 

It is supposed that the rainfalls are caused and determined by the 
configuration of the country and the prevailing currents of the atmos- 
phere. By irrigation waters are stored within the soil as reservoirs and 
covered by the same, and thus a new and local source of water supply 
for evaporation and condensation is created, new currents evolved; a 
rainfall, a change of atmosphere, and absolute new condition and cli- 
mate in that locality is the result. Thereis no question of it; we haye 
abundant examples of it in the West. Letus, then, preserve from sale 
the reservoir sites, the watersheds to fill them, and at a proper time 
and in a wise way dispose of them. 

Now. to refer a momeut to this amendment. If the House should 
deem it wise to pass the amendment, which I understand and believe 
goes no further than the setting aside of the reservoir sites, there is 
nothing within the law, as I see it, that requires the Government to 
increase the appropriations, and in my opinion the development never 
will be done by the Government; but, as was said by gentlemen on the 
other side of the House, so soon as it is necessary there is plenty of cap- 
ital to take care of this enterprise; to engage in it if it is possible to 
make it profitable; and by the aggregation of individuals it can be done, 
and it can be given to them undersuch conditions that, whilst it would 
make it profitable to them, it will not make the parties so interested 
the lords of the manor, the soil, and the water. The Government could 
make conditions that would be and prove alike fair and just to all. 

Mr. SYMES. I now yield fifteen minutes to the gentleman from 
Arizona [Mr. Sarr]. 

Mr. SMITH, of Arizona Mr. Speaker, in the very beginning of this 
session I introduced a bill having for its object the reclamation of the 
desert land in Arizona and making an appropriation for a hydrographic 
survey of that Territory. The Committee on Territories, to whom it 
was referred, promptly reported the bill with certain amendments 
unanimously and recommended its passage. The long tariff debate 
and the inexorable appropriation bills and other pressing business of 

t magnitude have conspired to keep that measure silent on the 
Calendar of the House. : 

But by a Senate amendment to the present bill the great question, 
to wit, the eventual reclamation of these lands, is now appropriately 
presented in a broader and loftier aspect. The amendment appropri- 
ates $250,000 towards a thorough hydrographic survey of all our western 
desert lands with a view of furnishing reliable data on which Congress 
can subsequently act with that degree of wisdom which should always 
and which usually does characterize the proceedings of this body. __ 

I apprehend plainly the difficulties under which the advocates of this 
amendment are Jaboring. We are on theeve of a Presidential election 


and the party to which I belong being in power and justly feeling itself 
responsible for an economical administration of the Government, should 
be prudent in the expenditure of the people’s money. 
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But in recognizing this fact we should not overlook that broad line 
running between decent generosity to posterity andshort-sighted, time- 
serving, niggardly economy which would reap a benefit to-day, how- 
ever cheap, at an expense to the future, however great. 

It is an easy matter for a mere politician to vote no on all appropria- 
tions and demonstrate to his constituents his zeal in defending their 
property from the violent attaek of other less conscientious and less 
ardent public servants. But the real servant of the people, seeking 
only to do with courage what he knows to be best for his country, 
would scorn such motives in others; in himself he could not scorn 
them, for in himself they could not be. And if this House will banish 
all personal considerations, and rise to the full height of patriotic 
statesmanship, viewing the question in no other light than that which 
future benefits will shed about it, we will have no difficulty in speedily 
adopting the amendment placed by the Senate on this bill. 

This measure comes from the Senate with the indorsement of the 
Secretary of the Interior communicating a report of Maj. John W. 
Powell, of the Geological Survey of the United States, an officer who 
indeed stands to this measure ‘‘ like the shadow of a great rock ina 
weary land.” In his valuable report,on page 5,is found this language: 


The area of the arid region is about 1,300,000 square miles. Of this, about one- 
fifth is too or too elevated to admit of cultivation under any condition 
of agriculture likely to arise for a century to come, A smaller fraction consists 
of playas, or drainless desert pua so flat that itis impossible to wash the salts 
from their soils. There remain about 1,000,000 square miles of land which need 
only water to be rendered productive. Atthe minimum price of public land, 
$1.25 per acre, a price greater than its value for pasturage, this land has a valu- 
ation of $800,000,000; at $30 per acre, a moderate estimate of its value when irri- 
gated, it would be worth $19,200,000,000.  Fortheirrigation of this area we have 
the annual precipitation upon 1,300,000 square miles of mountain, valley, and 
plain. This ranges from 5 inches or less on the driest plains to 30 inches on the 
mountains, and even 75 or 100 inches on the highest peaks, and the average for 
the whole region is not far from 15 inches. 

If all this could be <r to the landsuited by configuration for cultivation 
it would afford about 20 inches of water annually for the whole area, or nearly 
double the amount which need be applied to crops during the growing season, 
The water which fallsin the arid region would therefore fully meet the agricult- 
ural needs if only it could be stored until the proper season and then Sonvered 
tothe proper land. Unfortunately, many causes conspire to render impossible 
the full realization of so desirable a result, 

Of the precipitation, which has the form of snow, a large fraction is returned 
to the air by evaporation without going through the processof melting. Of that 
which falls as rain, a large part is received by the soil and evaporated from it 
without gathering in streams, and the bee ah ortion of such unconcentrated ruin- 
fall serviceable for iculture is that which falls on the farming land during the 
growingseason, Ofthe waterfrom rain and melted snow which gathers in chan- 
nels and forms streams, only a portion has such relation to arable land that it 
can be utilized; the remainder flows too low or at such distance from the land 
as to be ‘ond the economic limitsof conveyance. Moreover, a comparatively 
small portion of the stream water is furnished during the farming season, and 
that which must be stored in reservoirs in order to utilize it necessarily suffers 
material loss by evaporation. 

Under such adverse conditions it is manifest that only a small portion of the 
rainfall of the region can be made to serve the farmer, and that there is no solid 
foundation for the opinion sometimes expressed that the greater part of our arid 
West will ultimately be reclaimed. In 1880 less than 1 per cent. of its arable 
portion had been supplied with irrigation water, and it is not believed that with 
the most elaborate irrigation works this can be increased to more than 20 per 
cent. On the other hand, an estimate based on such data as are available leads 
to the anticipation that when all the larger streams have been brought under 
control, and the storage of water has been carried as far as it may be econom- 
ically, there will be eemed about 15 per cent. of the region, or 150,000 square 
miles, the whole comprehending an area which exceeds one-half of the land 
now cultivated in the United States. At $30 per acre, this wiil add $2,890,000,000 
to the wealth of the nation. 

The establishment of a general system of irrigation on acomprehensive plan 
is of immediate importance, because the agriculture of the arid region, now in 
its infancy, is rapidly developing, and its development without suitable regu- 
lation constantly involves the use of temporary plans which interfere with and 
obstruct the adoption of those necessary to the fullest utilization of our resources, 


I will not consume the timo of the House by further allusion to this 
report, which in itself isso convincing that every negative vote will 
argue ignorance of its contents or carelessness of the public weal. 


Mr. Speaker, the future action of Congress is in no manner handi- 
capped 7 this appropriation. The appropriation only contemplates a 
survey of the arid region witha view to its improvement without com- 


promising the Government in the least degree to the adoption of any 
policy which the facts may suggest. I can not produce an instance 
more apposite than when the friends of Western improvement many 
years ago besought Congress for an appropriation for railroad surveys 
between the Mississippi River and the Pacific Ocean. Who will deny 
that the light thus thrown on those regions led to the construction of 
the iron belt which now, many times, binds ocean to ocean and people 
to people? 

While we may dissent from the subsequent generous and unneces- 
sary donations of the public lands to these railroad corporations, yet 
none will be found so stupid as to question the value of that survey. 
So it'will prove again in this instance, and with this additional ad- 
vantage, that we are attempting tosave the land to the people, and con- 
vert the now dreary desert into aparadise of happy homes. You who 
are inclined to consider the present scheme chimerical or visionary have 
been careless in your study of the history of man’s conflict with nat- 
ure, and of his victory over the most terrible obstacles. Irrigation is 
no new question. It existed in Egypt before the pyramids were 
erected. It has fed the millions of Asia since the creation of the world. 
It nurtured Rome into existence, and was practiced in America ages 
before the birth of Columbus, and yet the le of the United States 
east of the sierra L River know but little about it. 

The Moors in 


uced irrigation into Spain, and the Spaniards im- 


ported an imperfect system into Mexico, Texas, and California. The 
valley of the Nile has yielded its fruitful abundance from irrigated 
lands for countless ages, and Cato wrote learnedly, in a language now 
dead, advocating its introduction into Italy. Modern times have made 
their greatest achievement in the improvement of the system of irriga- 
tion in the East Indies by the British Government of India. Irriga- 
tion there antedates all history. The great Mogul we know gave it a 
grand impetus during the magnificence of his reign. 

The wealth and grandeurof royal Babylon, of Nineveh, Thebes, Bag- 
dad, Cairo, and Memphis, around which, as common centers, the civ- 
ilization of great periods of time revolved, were due to and dependent 
on the agricultural perfection surrounding them, and made possible 
only by irrigation. The Nilesupported the Roman world, and irrigated 
Egypt was the granary of the empire. As was well said by one from 
whom I havealready largely drawn, a predecessor of mine on this floor, 
who honors me with his friendship: 


The Egyptian people were overthrown and yanquished, but their system of 
irrigation survived and gave sustenance to Roman civilization, and remained in- 
tact throughout all the vicissitudes and changes. If anything, irrigation was 
better in the days of Semiramis than in the days of Boabdil, although, like the 
other concomitants of the beautiful Alhambra, orchards, vineyards, and mead- 
ows, as then seen along the banks of the Guadalquiver, speak of a splendid de- 
velopment, both material and intellectual, The Moors obtained from their 
Arab progenitors a taste for astronomy and some inclination toward practical, 
mathematics, and to some extent we find sopia mathemathics in its crude 
state assisting in making large portions of their coun bloom and blossom as 
the rose by the ingenious devices which the Moors had of supplying water to 
the ens, orchards, vineyards, and beautiful meadows which dotted old His- 
pania during their occupancy. 

It is a fact which can not be controverted, that after the reconquest of Spain 
and the of meses of the Moriscoes, Spain began to decline. The splendid 
schools of Granada and the numerous manufactories of Valencia and other 
places dually faded away and left Spain without any supportsave that which 
she gathered by the sword, for she had neglected almost entirely her irrigation 
system; and the apology for one which we have, and which was found in Cali- 
fornia when that State was acquired, is the system handed down by the succes- 
sors of those Spaniards who vanquished and expelled the Moriscoes from Spain. 


Shall it be said of the American Congress of the nineteenth century 
that it was less able to cope with physical difficulty and less able to 
provide for the prosperity of its future than the people whom we dimly 
see groping about in the uncertain dawn of history? Itis to be hoped 
that the enlightenment of this age and the statesmanship of this Con- 
gress, drawing knowledge from the experience of nations, may provide 
wisely against the dangers which are rushing to the attack of our match- 
less Republic. 

Mr. Speaker, this brings us to the consideration of this question in 
its most important aspect. Both sides of this Chamber have been vie- 
ing with each other in expressions of sympathy for those who bear the 
heat and burden of the day throughout their honest lives. I would 
like to believe that both are sincere. We have before us now a true 
test of that professed sympathy, for the present amendment if adopted 
will do more to alleviate the pain and lighten in years to come the 
burdens of our laboring classes than all other measures now before Con- 
gress combined. 

Talk as you please of tariff duties and the effect of protection on 
wages; talk as you may about protecting American labor against the 
pauper labor of the older world; make what political capital you cam 
by scaring the timid poor with the senseless ery of free trade; draw, if 
you wish, a darker background for the picture of despair you are now 
painting, but amid itall you know, and I know, and every man should 
know that American labor has been kept up generally toa decent living 
point, not by artificial enactments, but by the physical fact of a land 
vent and the industry and intelligence of the laborers themselves, 

Wages here are high because good land has been cheap. That charac- 
teroflandis almostexhausted. When itshaii have been fully occupied 
can you conceive of any mere enactment of Congress that will prevent 
the poor and ignorant from being still deeper steeped in poverty and 
ignorance? Can you pass a mere law that of itself will raise the daily 
earnings of the wage-worker? Will a protective tariff or any kindred 
policy drive want from the door of unemployed labor? What is the 
remedy? It is simply more land for the landless unemployed, more 
possible homes for the homeless, This amendment anticipates coming 
wants and for centuries postpones any degradation of American labor. 
More land can be reclaimed, and cheaply reclaimed, by wise and speedy 
action in the line of this amendment than is now occupied east of the 
Mississippi River. 

What is the present character of this land which is ultimately to be 
reclaimed by irrigation? A somewhat overdrawn description is to be 
found in an Australian Report on American Irrigation. The writer 
gives this description of our western arid region: 


The irrigated lands of America, though widely various, may be divided into 
two great classes. The rolling prairies of Kansas and sloping uplands of Colo- 
rado belong toone division. Poor and brown in ordinary seasons, their buffalo 
and bunch grasses are often green after favorable spring rains, and it seems but 
natural that, when chobenemenkny of water issecured, these treeless expanses 
should be gradually conquered by the march of settlement from thickly inhab- 
ited and closely cultivated districts, Not so with the sandy wastes stretching 
in a broad belt from the north to the south and southwest of the arid region. 
Here there is no prospect of any early invasion due to pressure of population or 
overflow from crowded towns. Here there is nothing to attractand everything 
to repel. Here even the rich red mesa lands that lie under the shadow of the 
foothills are desolate at all times and all seasons—so desolate that it seems im- 
possible they should ever sustain a living thing. From them the illimitable 
desert, bare and blinding in its glaring barrenness, stretches far away to the 
mirage towers that shift along a dull and undefined horizon. Much of the soil 
is so powdery, even in winter, that it follows in a lazy trail of cloud the horse 
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the a with king brush resembling 
, the moran nee) cactus, e Behe scrub like our ti-tree, or thorny 


follow- 


little fields, fringed with flourishing trees, are bright with fresh-springing 


pasture, upon which stock are grazing, orelse crowd 
and clustering vines. In the center of it is a tiny aet 
hen. it starts again 


f m country broken by long rid, of canal: 
inal with a Darefouted Chinaman or high: 


Such a prospect as here described faced the Western pioneer on his 
awful mareh toward the setting sun. Brave hearts and willing hands 
alone would ever have taken up the gantlet that desolated nature had 
here thrown. down. Yet all undaunted their terrible struggle was be- 

with a courage that time has been unable to lessen or danger to 
Sissi pate. In the few short years that the Government of the United 
States has held impotent sway in my Territory the brave and manly 
ple haye been obliged to make their warfare against the natural 
PRANTE of the land with rifle in hand to protect life against the hos- 
tile Apache, and I point with pride to their achievements. 

In the Salt River Valley alone eight main canals have been constructed 
to bring the water from the river upon the cultivated land. These ca- 
nals te a distance of 160 miles, and were constructed at a cost 
of $1,000,000. The land along these canals, which a few years ago was 
a veritable desert, are now the most productive fields on earth. Yet 
this transformation from arid waste to blooming field has been accom- 
plished by private enterprise in the face of the most adverse circum- 
stances.. But in these enterprises only the water from the flowing 
stream has been used. There is not enough of this to reclaim all the 
desert land in Arizona. Other and more expensive means must now 
be resorted to. 

. The surface flow from the mountains, hills, and mesas, and the over- 
flows of the rivers and streams must be preserved in reservoirs for 
use in the dry season. Private enterprise will never do this except in 
the form of monopoly. The Government for its own protection and for 
the well-being of the people must assume this duty. There never was 
and there never will be a more auspicious time than-now for the Gov- 
ernment to take the necessary preliminary steps by commencing this 
survey and investigation. This great question should no longer be left 
toprivateenterprise. True, such enterprise has accomplished wonders. 

The real development of irrigation in the West taken place 
mainly within the last fifteen years. Within that time it has been 
lifted out of rudeness into something like science. The strides it has 
taken may be judged by the 12,000 miles of main canals in the West, 
costing millions on millions of dollars. 

Even at the expense of proving wearisome, I can not forbear taking 
the following extract from the report of our consul in Egypt: 

IRRIGATION. 
Were it not, in fact, for irrigation there would never have been an historical, 
a seientific, a classical Egypt. God granted it natural irrigation, and this, aided 
artificial works, once gave to Egypt a material existence as grand as its 
Since it is due alone to the employment ee ee 


being 
waters were once more 


monuments are enduring. 


he opened. 
and Thewiile is lending all the aid he can towards their sage, a 
Sapa a NDE ine GETEA EEA an A TEA a T S DEORAN 
veu: a huge „known ancien ‘the presen 
Government at this time seems di , after at first turning a deaf 
tions, to profit by this man’s hy. Thedarkness which 
over in the can period, and which grew denser still under 
supremacy of the Mamelukes, was dispelled by Mohammed Ali, and, un- 
less foreign power again re-establishes decay, it may be expected that in a few 
generations it will be entirely dispelled. ‘ 
Soe eee of irrigation are just about as they were thousands of years 
and the sak ne cary a peg a they eked. it d 
eeyek are supreme, as are worked, it may 
aaid they have no superior, 


The shadoof is made of two posts about 5 feet high, set into the earth 3 feet 
apart and joined at the tops bya horizontal bar. genta A npg a pole 


or & bran: SSoabet having ent a of mud, and at the 
other, suspend: wo palm a bucket madeo! et-work, or mattin; 
or of a hoop with woolen stuff or leather. This is worked by one man, who 3 


able with its use to raise water about 8 feet. Where it is necessary to raise 


water = a alae tagi more of sies —_ ines are jaisa Appli- 
ances ofa for ter 
United Stats, lifting wa: m wells are common in parts of the 
e ancient utilized the waters of the Nile for irrigation toa greater 
degree ihan the Egyptians of to-da . They put into practical operation meas- 
ures onl: at this time, for many of the channel ways of some of the 
old are now wholly unknown. ‘The ancients cultivated more soil than 
the moderns; they produced r crops; they were of 


y — 
wealth. One ancient jan king had more money in rivate vaults than 
is now contributed in a twelvemonth to the entire tian l nindimaadisbasery The 
great wealth of old was derived from proper distribution and utilization of the 
as of the Nile, and itis to the resolution of this subject that. moderns must 


A GRAND SCHEME, 

Under the head of “irrigation” reference was made to a huge plan of irri; 
tion unfolded by an American. When Herodotus visited Egypt, B. C. 454, he 
enumerated etn Sng great monuments and public works. Among these he in- 
cluded the Pyramids, but to them he failed to ve so great prominence as was 

ven to a vast a reservoir, which, in own words, ** excelled all other 

uman productions.” ‘The circuit of its coast,” said the historian, ‘is 60 
schoenes, or 3,600 furlongs, which is equal to the entire length of the 
of the Delta, It stretches in its longest direction from north to south, and in 
its deepest is of the depth of 50 fathoms. The water of the lake does not 
come out of the ground, which is here excessively dry, but is introduced by a 
eanal from the Nile. The current sets for six months into the lake from the 
river, and for the next six months into the river from the lake, While it runs 
outward it returns a talent of silver (about $1,069) daily to the royal treasury 
from the fish that are taken in the canal, but when the current is the other way 
the return sinks to one-third of that sum.” 

The Ionian historian was careful to repeat the measurements in. such a. way 
as to avoid any possibility of error on the part of his copyist. The circumfer- 
ence of the lake was given by the schoene, an Egyptian unit of length, a day’s 
tow, and could be compared to the distance which separates Alexandria from 
Port Said. He took pains to insert that the furlong wasa hundred fathoms, or 
600 feet. The depth, also, he repeated, is one-half of a hundred fathoms, or half 
a furlong. About five centuries later Diodorus from Sicily, Strabo from Asia 
Minor, Mutianus and Pliny from Rome repeat what was evidently a wide be- 


lief jie nape a well-aścertained fact. 

Diodorus said the utility of the lake deserved the highest praise, and its great- 
ness was incredible. ‘ Considering,” he said, “the benefit and advantage 
brought to the Government by this great work, none could ever sufficiently ex- 
tol it aceording to what the truth of the thing deserved.” He explained in lucid 
terms its unique character, 

But I must hasten, as my time is nearly exhausted. As I have be- 
fore said, Arizona’s desert lands can only be reclaimed by Government 
action in storing the surface waters and by developing artesian wells, 
Much of the land of that much-slandered Territory is now a desert. 
As long asit remains such it will remain a disgrace to the inaction of 
theFederal Government. These desertscan be reclaimed. They must 
be reclaimed, they will be reclaimed, for, as quoted by the gifted and 
scholarly member from New York [Mr. Cox] the other day in his beau- 
tiful speech in favor of this amendment: 


For the Lord shall comfort Zion: He will comfort all her waste places: and 
He will make her wilderness like Eden, and her desert like the garden of the 
toeas joy and gladness shall be found therein, thanksgiving and the voice of 
mi $ 


The Lord uses strange means sometimes to effect His kindly provi- 
dence. The Fiftieth Congress, let us hope, will here serve the pur- 
pose in reclaiming these lands; and when reclaimed what will it not 
produce? As tomy own Territory I can speak advisedly. Every semi- 
tropical fruit and every product of the temperate zone can be produced 
in ‘‘ prodigal profusion.” You who favor ‘home industries” can drive 
the Spartish olives from this continent. Nowhere will the orange grow 
to greater perfection. It is the natural home of the fig. 

The ‘blushing vine hills of delightful France” can not surpass us 
in their product or equal us in the beauty of scenery or salubrity of 
climate. Our possibilities are measureless. The desert can be made 
to bloom as the rose. The waste places can be made glad and all for 
far less money than you have appropriated to the improvement of our 
rivers and harbors. 

The Treasury is bursting with its accumulated gold. Our people 
are not niggardly. Give back to their POOF VIM you have taken 
from them and they will be content. Of their money make happy 
homes for their children’s children. 

The available agricultural lands are nearly exhausted. The over- 
crowded laborer seeking a Western home finds a useless desert staring 
him in the face. You took from him your hoarded wealth. Will you 
not give him a chance to live? He, and thousands like him, asks no 
bounty of you. They only want justice at your hands. They demand, 
and have a right to demand, that you with the means which they have 
afforded shall do your part toward the proper development of onr 
wonderful resources. 2 

Projects are now on foot for large expenses in the construction of a 
navy and in coast defenses. This is well enough; but one man own- 
ing his home in a land he loves, with his family about him, is worth 
more io his country in time of need than a whole company of hired 
soldiers. In war he is the ready, brave, and faithful volunteer. It is 
he who will honor his flag and die for his country. Sirs, make homes 
for your people. Save your lands from monopoly. Redecm the arid 
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regions, and thus in your prudent watch.care over the people’sinterest, 

your patriotic statesmanship, your provision for future prosperity, 

emulate the example of our fathers who gave our matchless Govern- 

ment to the admiration of the world, and to. our peoplo, unexampled 
ity, liberty, and happiness. [Applause.]} 

Mr. SYMES. I reserve the remainder of my time until I hear from 
the other side. 

Mr. MCMILLIN. Iam glad, Mr. Speaker, that my friend from Ari- 
zona [ Mr. SMITH] has come squarely up to this measureand avowsthe 
- object sought, i. e., to have the Government do this work ; for it thereby 
presents it to Congress stripped of all extraneous matter, and the broad 
proposition is before us whether we areready to.enter upon the work 
of constructing irrigating canals which he says it is.designed to accom- 
plish and which he advocates. These things always begin in a small 
way. I remember when the Geological Survey was inaugurated, and 
before it had reached its present magnitude it was under a proposition 
to survey the lands in the Territories ; a very innocent proceeding, and 
one that was said to be of vastimportanceto the United States. Then 
eame the proposition to extend that survey into the States a few years 
ago, with the claim made that it was of great importance to them, and 
that it would give to the people such asurvey of their mineral re- 
sources im all the States as had not hitherto been had. Years have 
rolled by, and if this Geological Survey has found anything new in the 
State of my friend from Al I have not yet heard of it. 

If they have added anything to the. surveys mado by Professor Saf- 
ford and others in Tennessee, [have heard nothing of it. If they have 
added anything new to the geological surveys made by Professor Owen, 
Professor Proctor, and others in the State of Kentucky, I have heard 
nothingof it. Hundreds of thousands of dollars have been doled out to 
them as they have demanded, and still the work perpetually goes on, 
and its completion becomes perennially hopeless. , 
erie SYMES,, Will the gentleman permit me to ask him a question 

ere? : 

Mr. MCMILLIN. Certainly. 

Mr. SYMES. Have not the geological surveys made during the time 
mentioned by the gentleman included a great many specific geological 
surveys ofsome of the richest mining districts. in the Rocky Mountains, 
and have not these surveys in many cases, and the reading of the re- 
ports describing the geological formations of these mineral districts re- 
sulted in the development of mines and the addition of millions.and 
millions of precious metals to the wealth of this country? 

Mr. McMILLIN. I have not visited the Rocky Mountains. I am 
talking of that portion of the continent with which I am familiar, and 
I have announced a proposition concerning it that the gentleman even 
in all the zeal of his. advocacy of this proposition will not dispute. We 
were told that the work could be done in a few years. There were a 
number of us in the beginning of these.surveys in the States who held 
that there was no use for the Government of the United States making 
geological surveys within the States: But there was a clamor for it; 
the clamor was heeded, and the surveys were entered upon. I believe 
it has been about eight years since that was done; and, as we are told 
in the statement made by my friend from Alabama [Mr. HERBERT] a 
few moments ago, it will now take thirty years to complete them, 
whereas four years ago it was announced that. twenty-four years would 
be sufficient to. make the surveys. 

We are asked to give new powers, to.open new fields, give more mill- 
ions. to. this surveying party for the accomplishment. of what? 

Mr. STONE, of Kentucky. To levy: more taxes. 

Mr. McMILLIN. To levy more taxes, to squander more money. If 
you do this you will have additional burdensof taxation. By thecre- 
ation of these reservoirs it issaid that ninety-odd million acres of land 
can be reclaimed that can not now be cultivated except by irrigation. 

Now, the gentleman. from Arizona does not come at this matter in 
any covert way. He comes at it like the candid, fearless man he is, 
saying that it is a work the Government ought to do, and he advocates 
it as a Government work. 

Taking the whole. field together, the remoteness from water of a 
vast quantity of it and the fact that the dams and reservoirs will have 
to be maintained in their places, is there a gentleman here who sup- 
poses that it can be done for an average of less than $10.peracre? Do 
EP sap pC ea O aia lita le trp taxes of the 
people of the United States, now excessive, and to, the present bonded 
indebtedness, under which they are groaning? Ifso—— 

Mr. SYMES. Will the gentleman permit me? 

Mr. McMILLIN. I can not yield. My time is too limited. 

Mr. SYMES. I would like to correct the gentleman; and: that is 
why I wish to interrupt him. 

Mr. MoMILLIN. The gentleman has plenty of time in which to 
answer, I dislike toappear disconrteous, but I must insist upon going 
ahead. Now I undertake to say that it can not be done at an average 
of much less, taking all the arid region, than $10 an acre; and I want 
to. know whether any gentleman is in favor of duplicating the present 
bonded indebtedness, or of levying taxes equal to. the present bonded 
indebtedness for this purpose? 

I like the announcement of my friend who sits before me [Mr. FEL- 
Ton], and whostated the true doctrine of American and republican 


government—‘ that the Government of the United States ought to do 
nothing that the citizen could do.’” As longas we adhere to that prin- 
ciple we can not go far wrong; but whenever we depart from it for the 
purposes of building reservoirs to the extent that we do depart from 
that doctrine by thismeasure we goaway from good government. Iun- 
dertake to say that if somebody else would build these canals and res- 
ervoirs and the different appliances necessary to reclaim these lands the ` 
Government of the United States could not afford to accept them as.a 
donation and run them. ‘The hundred thousand officers and employés 
that we now have would be run up to a quarter of a million, requir- 
ing thousands and tens of thousands of dollars, and in place of having 
my friend from Missouri [Mr. O'NEILL] as we now have him with one 
pig ipep Labor we would have twenty such committees. [Laugh- 
ter. 

Now, how much js proposed to be given here? Two hundred and 
fifty thousand dollars under this bill to be. used by this. bureau. We 
have become a little too mach of a bureaucratic government to suit 
me. 

We have already given more than $600,000 to this bureau for this 
year and now they want $250,000 more, and that is but a nest-egg for 
future o ions. Next year it will take, they say, a million dollars, 
and a million a year for five years succeeding. Is this Congress.ready 
to give all the millions that may be demanded to all the projects that 
may be conjured up in the fruitful brains.of any bureau chiefs? 

Mr. SMITH, of Arizona, It will be only a million a year until we 
get it all done, 

Mr. McMILLIN, A milliona year. Five millions for the work ot 
survey, and you, my friend, have said that then the Government ought 
to do. the work of building and operating this system. That is just 
where I want to make the fight. Isay that if it is to be done the 
Government ought not to doit. I say the Government could not af- 
ford to accept it as a donation and ‘‘run”’ it. 

Mr. HERBERT. At the rate of one million a year it would take a 
million of years to get through. 

Mr. McMILLIN. I have seldom known any man in Washington to 
work himself ont of a job, and it is very difficult to: repeal even a 
clerkship, or a desk in a bureau, ora bureau itself. They all ron in 
the opposite direction. ‘The clerkship of to-day is the bureau of to- 
morrow, and the bureau soon buds into.a Department. Now, I think 
the best time to halt in this matter is just.as we are about to begin. 
The lands are there; they are not going away.. Does. any man suppose 
that the private enterprise and the individual energy of this. great 
American people are not sufficient for any emergency. that. may arise ? 
Already your farming lands almost all over the United States are run- 
ning down. That proposition will not be denied by anybody; and will 
you tax the people who own these lands millions of dollars to be put 
into. other localities? 

As our country fills up with population and these lands are needed, 
American genius and American enterprise and American capital will 
do the work that is necessary for their reclamation. I have no. fear 
that if this Congress fails to appropriate.all the money that is in the 
Treasury for purposes not hitherto appropriated for, those who come 
after us will go to ruin, I think the next generation will be able to 
take care of itself. 

This Congress has been prodigal beyond necessity, and still we are 
asked not only to appropriate a quarter of a million dollars now, but 
to lay the foundation for five millions of appropriations in the next 
five years. We have appropriated for all sorts of schemes heretofore. 
I remember standing in this House a few years ago. protesting against 
an appropriation for the building of reservoirs on the Upper Mississippi. 
The claim was that they were being constructed for the purpose of im- 
proving the navigation of the Mississippi River in summer by damming 
up water in winter to be turned loose in summer, and I stated that 
the: proposition, as a mental performance, would disgrace an idiot. 
[Laughter.] .I never yet have seen a man who was fool enough to be- 
lieve that the reservoirs built there have improved the navigation of 
the Mississippi River, but I have no doubt that some excellent gentle- 
men have got some very fine water-powers for strictly private uses 
without cost to themselves, 

Now, it is claimed that one beneiit to result from the scheme before us 
will be that the water will be caught and collected in these reservoirs, 
and that thus the summer overflow of the Mississippi will be prevented. 
After having made the comment I have made concerning the other 
proposition, which is in the past, I will not be uncharitable enough to 
compare this with it; but I donot think itis wise tomake this proposed 
appropriation. I think this Congress ought to be satisfied with the 
millions of dollars.it has.already appropriated. I think they ought to 
pon a to satisfy any ordinary ambition in the direction of prodi- 

ity. 

For one, I have no desire to.rival the Prodigal Son in his most prodi- 
gal days, and we are in a fair way of doing that if we do not call a halt, 
My friend from Colorado [Mr. Symes] is here advocating this. propo- 
sition, and the next thing we shall hear of him will be that he is mak- 
ing the welkin of Colorado ring with the.statement that there is no 
surplus in the Treasury to make a revision. of the tariff necessary, that 
this is. the most prodigal Congress that has ever assembled here, and 


8480 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


SEPTEMBER 10, 


that it has squandered more of the public money than was ever squan- 
dered by any preceding Congress under any administration. I can see 
that in him right now, and he will not deny it. [Laughter.] 

Mr. SYMES. Mr. Speaker, I deny that impeachment for the pres- 
ent and for the future. I wish to say that I consider myself to-day in 
the affairs of government, municipal, State, and national, more of a 

ractical economist than my distinguished friend from Tennessee [ Mr. 
MoMarsnr}. I would appropriate money to add to the value of the 
public domain; I would appropriate money that should benefit the 
future settlers upon thatdomain. Other gentlemen in this Hall would 
appropriate, as I heard them say the other day on the other side and 
on this side of the House, ten millions for a Library building that 
might attract the attention of distinguished architects from Europe. 
I would not. I would erect a Library building so plain and simple 
that the architects from the Old World, when in the future they may 
come over here, would not view a structure similar to the Coliseum and 
Parthenon of ancient times, which have excited the wonder and admir- 
ation of the artists of all countries for ages. No, sir; I would notex- 
pend the people’s money in trying to rival the Old World in art or 
architecture; but I would erect a Library building so plain and sim- 
ple in its architectural design that it would attract the attention of art- 
ists on account of its simplicity, and not on account of its expensive 
grandeur. And I would place within it more of the treasures of intel- 
lect than is found in any similar structure of ancient or modern times. 
‘[Applause.] I would not aim at beauty of architecture, which might 
attract the eye of the uncultured and thoughtless, as well as the æs- 
thetic; but I would add to the treasuresof the Library millions of val- 
uable manuscripts and books which the intelligent people of America 
might read and study. The gentleman has not found me voting for 
any architectural extravagance of that sort. y 

Mr. MCMILLIN. No; Iam aware that the gentleman has voted 
with me on that proposition, and to that extent he is right. I regret 
to say at the same time that the gentleman’s party has not generally 
voted with him on that question. 

Mr. SYMES. I call upon the House to bear witness that Iam never 
disposed to bring in partisan politics where they do not belong; and 
they do not belong here. 

Mr. MCMILLIN. It does not belong anywhere when you are seek- 
ing an appropriation. But when a political canvass is pending, I have 
never known the gentleman’s party to ease up on questions of this kind. 

Mr. SYMES. Yes; and the only thing that endangers the success of 
this amendment is the fact that we are within sixty days of a Presi- 
dential election; otherwise the amendment would be carried by a four- 
fifths majority. 

Mr. MCMILLIN. I must not permit my friend to carry the House 
off into the labyrinths of that extensive building, which ought never 
to be erected on the foundations proposed for it, by an expenditure of 
$10,000,000. I want to know from the gentleman whether he is in 
favor of the proposition submitted by the gentleman from Arizona 
[Mr. SMITH] for the Government to do this work? 

Mr. SYMES. I answered substantially the inquiry of my friend 
from Tennessee during the course of my remarks a week ago last Satur- 
day. I said then, as I say now, that I do not advocate and I see no 
necessity, during my lifetime or that of the gentleman from Tennessee, 
that the Government should enter into the business of building dams, 
accumulating water, constructing canals, ditches, and subditches, and 
distributing the water and selling it by Government agents. If such 
a thing were proposed at this time I would speak against it. Iam not 
now advocating such a proposition, but simply that the Government 
reserve its own reservoir sites and water and land for the benefit of 
the people in the future. ~= 

The dispatch I read this morning from the deep-harbor convention 
is that these reservoirs be turned over to the States. That can be set- 
tled hereafter. First secure their control by the United States before 
it is too late. ` 

Mr. MCMILLIN. Ifthe gentleman is not in favor of this work be- 
ing done by the Government I would like to know why he wants to 
spend over $5,000,000 in making a survey that is to come to naught. 
I think the proposition is wrong. It could never have come in here 
regularly on one of our appropriation bills. But this bill comes back 
from the Senate, and the Senate, following its custom, has undertaken 
to ride us down with appropriations which would not be in order in the 
House on these bills. T believe that this proposition ought to be re- 
jected. I think we shall serve the public interest by doing so. 

Mr. SYMES. Iyield now for ten minutes to the gentleman from 
Missouri [Mr. STONE]. 

Mr. STONE, of Missouri. Mr. Speaker, this is a question in which 
I feel a great deal of interest and to which I have given some attention 
and thought. I cannot in the period of time allotted tome undertake 
to elaborate the views I entertain in regard to it. I wish I had time 
to express myself fully. I believe I could say some things that would 
be interesting to the House, and possibly useful inthe discussion. But 
though I can not say what I would like, Iam gratified by the courtesy 
of the gentleman from Colorado [Mr. Symes] to have an opportunity 
to express my hearty approval of the proposed amendment and to iden- 
tify myself in the RECORD with this great measure. I agree with the 
gentleman from Alabama [Mr. HERBERT] that this is the most im- 


porani measure in its possible eventualities which has been considered 
y this Congress, though it is probable the reasons I have for saying 
that are wholly different from those which that gentleman would as- 
sign. Mr. Speaker, the gentleman from Tennessee [Mr. MCMILLIN] 
who has just taken his seat has spoken of the prodigality with which 
sf ik tis hey have been made by this Congress. 

regret that his animadversions and criticisms on that account are 
too well founded. I wish to say for myself, however, that against all 
these prodigal and extravagant expenditures against which the gentle- 
man from Tennessee complains, whether great or small, I have opposed - 
myself with resolute obstinacy. I have voted ugainst them with great 
regularity and persistency, but I am for this amendment. It advances 
a proposition which in no possible sense savors of a personal enterprise. 
It is not local in its character; it is not even sectional; it is national in 
the broadest and highest acceptation of the term. 

What does this,amendment propose? It proposes to appropriate 
$250,000 to inaugurate and prosecute extensive surveys in what is 
known as the arid region of the country, to locate its boundaries accu- 
rately, to ascertain where natural reservoirs may be established for 
the storage of water supplies, to ascertain the extent and location of 
these desert or arid lands which may be reclaimed and restored toagri- 
cultural uses by a system of irrigation, and to su t the best and 
most practicable methods of irrigation. It provides also that all lands 
which may be utilized and made valuable by irrigation shall after 
the passage of this bill be withdrawn from sale or other disposition 
until such time as Congress shall provide for ing of them, That 
is the sum and substance of the amendment. That is the whole prop- 
osition. 

Gentlemen oppose the amendment because they say it is the incip- 
ieut step towards inaugurating a vast system of irrigation which is to 
involve the Government in an expenditure of indefinite millions. But, 
Mr. Speaker, gentlemen who assail the pending proposition on any such 
ground as that are running too fast; they are galloping too furiously. 

The proposition which the House is now called upon to consider does 
not provide for any such thing as that. Itis simply to prosecute a sur- 
vey of these lands and to report the facts. 

But the gentleman from Tennessee [Mr. MCMILLIN] contends that 
if this appropriation is made and the surveys are prosecuted, the Gov- 
ernment thereby becomes committed to the policy of irrigation as a 
public work and at public expense, and in proof of that he points to 
the gentleman from Arizona Ro Smrrn], who expressed the opinion 
that the work of irrigating and reclaiming these waste lands ought to 
be done by the General Government. I do not know whether it ought 
to be done by the General Government or not. It certainly ought to 
be done by somebody. Iam not now prepared to commit myself to 
any scheme, one way or the other. But these waste lands are there in 
the West—immense areas of them. They are useless for agriculture 
under existing conditions. What shall we do with them? Draw a 
line from the northern border of Texas (it ought to go east of the hun- 
dredth meridian) and extend it through the Indian Territory, through 
the heart of the great States of Kansas and Nebraska, and along the 
eastern line of Dakota to the British possessions. The immense empire 
west of that line, and between that line and the Pacific Ocean, is prac- 
tically worthless under present conditions for agricultural purposes. 

What are you going to do, then? ‘Theonly way by which these lands 
can be reclaimed is by irrigation. What are you going todo? The 
gentleman from Tennessee says he wants to leave the whole matter to 
private enterprise. He is confident that private enterprise will solve 
the problem in due time. Ifit can be so accomplished, then let it be 
so done. Let the Government stand aloof and take no part in the 
prosecution of any system of irrigation if the work can be done with- 
out its intervention. I am opposed to the Government doing any 
thing of this character if it can be done by individual effort. 

ae McMILLIN. Is private enterprise not doing it, I ask my 
friend? 

Mr. STONE, of Missouri. Private enterprise certainly has done 
something in that way to a limited extent, and when the opportunities 
for irrigation are favorable it is possible, sir, and I certainly hope it is 
practicable, for private investment—for private effort to so exert itself 
as to reclaim and restore the whole of these lands tocivilization. But 
if it can not be done in that way, if it is not practicable or possible, 
but on the contrary ifit is impossible for it to bedoneby private enter- 
prise, then I certainly would not hesitate for a moment to put the Gov- 
ernment forward to take charge of it as a national work and prosecute 
it to a successful end. 

Mr. McMILLIN. Within the States? 

Mr. STONE, of Missouri. Anywhere; wherever there are public 
lands. Certainly, within the States as well as within the Territories, 
for I am unable to conceive any reason why a distinction should be 
drawn. 

Mr. Speaker, what we seek to do by this amendment is not to in- 
augurate a system of public works, but we are seeking information, 
reliable, accurate information, upon which the representatives of the 
people can rely, and upon which private enterprise can depend. The 
work is certainly worthy of the most serious consideration at the hands 
of the American Congress. 

Whether this intormation when acquired may develop the necessity 


1888. CONGRESSIONAL 


RECORD—HOUSE. 8481 


of irrigation as a public work remains to be seen. Let us get posses- 
sion of the facts; let us comprehend the situation, and then act as wis- 
dom, prudence, and the statesmanship of common sense may dictate. 
An empire of waste lies there awaiting the magic touch of industry 
to make it bloom. Out among the mountains and plains of this great 
arid West lies the secret of a splendid future. Mr. Speaker, while lis- 
tening to this debate and looking at that map yonder, I tried to think 
af this vast region which is described. as arid in this way—as a separ- 
ate and independent republic, and to imagine that we were sitting in 
the Congress of that new republic deliberating on its public affairs. 
In my imagination I tried to picture some ambitious, but patriotic 
statesman of that republic of the occident standing on the snmmit of 
some stupendous mountain peak in the heart of the Rockies, where he 
had his whole country under his vision. As he gazed around him what 
would he behold? A territory greater by one-third than the combined 
areas of Great Britain, France, Italy, Austria, and the German Em- 
ire—five of the greatest nations of the earth, the homes of nearly 
,000,000 people, and representing the accumulations, the culture, 
and the civilization of the Saxon, the Gaul, the Teuton, and the Latin 
for twenty centuries and more—a territory greater than the Chinese 
Empire, or China proper, supporting a population of nearly 400,000,000. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman’s time has expired. 

Mr. STONE, of Missouri. Iam sorry I have not time to go on and 
complete the view I was aboutto present. 

[Here the hammer fell. ] 

Mr. FORNEY. I now yield to my colleague [Mr. OATES]. 

Mr. OATES. Mr. Speaker, it is a late hour in the day as well asa 
late hour in the discussion of this measure, and hence I shall not at- 
tempt any elaborate argument upon the question presented, but will 
proceed to give my views as plainly as I can set them forth on what I 
conceive to be the salient points involved in this controversy. 

The object of the measure here presented, as I gather it from the re- 
port of the committee and from the arguments in favor of the proposi- 
tion, is to put a large percentage of lands in the arid regions in our 
Western country in a condition to fit them for agricultural purposes, 
so that the people may avail themselves of these lands for such pur- 
poses in the near future. 

Sir, I am not one of those who join unqualifiedly in the assertion 
that it is wise or for the public good to encourage an overrapid taking 
up of the public domain and the devotion of it to purposes of agricult- 
ure, 

According to my observation, experience, and reading of other coun- 
tries, I am convinced that the inevitable result will be when the lands 
fit for agricultural purposes in the United States are all taken up and 
devoted to such purposes that in exact proportion as that is done the 
grazing lands will disappear, and food products, especially meat prod- 
ucts, will be found much dearer, and the battle of life for the poor 
man and for the laboring people of the country to obtain that character 
of food will be found to grow harder and harder as this process goes on. 
That is the history and the result in all of the older countries of which 
I have read, 

While, sir, I admit, that the people who are located upon lands and 
become rooted in the soil are more strongly attached to their country, 
for love of home and its sacred precincts is a sentiment which pervades 
nearly every human heart, yet there are other considerations which 
should enter into our action in dealing with this subject. 

Mr. FUNSTON. Will the gentleman yield to me for a question? 

Mr. OATES. Yes, sir. 

Mr. FUNSTON. I wish to ask whether in your opinion more cattle 
can be raised on cultivated soil than on wild soil? 

Mr. OATES. Yes; at a very much higher cost. 

Mr. FUNSTON. Oh, no, my friend; I have been familiar with that 
subject for some time, and on cultivated lands they are produced more 
cheaply and afford cheaper food. . 

Mr. OATES. According to your argument, it would be cheaper to 
raise cattle in New York than in Kansas, which is nota fact. 

Mr. FUNSTON. It would be if they would raise them. 

Mr, OATES. Ah; but itis never done. The lands are devoted to 
other purposes. 

Mr. Speaker, while I would not stop the process of continued settle- 
ments upon the public domain, I do not believe it would be wise to 
greatly accelerate or stimulate it unduly. I think if there is any fault 
now to be found with our policy in that direction it is that settlement 
is progressing too rapidly rather than tooslowly. Our policy, sir, for a 
number of years has been not only to give homes to all our ple on 
the public domain, but to throw open the doors wide and invite all 
the foreigners of the world, tramps included, to come and oceupy this 
great bounty of ours, the public domain. I think, sir, that the time 
has arrived in the history of this country when that practice, to a great 
extent, should cease and allow this process of taking up the public 
lands to go on gradually; and with such a policy inaugurated there is 
no present necessity for applying a stimulus for preparatory steps to 
be taken to induce the settlement and cultivation of these arid regions. 

I admit, however, that in the distant future these lands, such as can 
be made useful for agriculture, will be demanded by the young men 
of this country in the course of natural growth, and therefore it seems 
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to me that it may be prudent enough to withdraw certain districts or 
portions of these arid regions from sale. 

I see from the testimony of Major Powell that the surveys which 
have been made and are now in progress, while not distinct enough for 
him to locate and designate all the different catchment basins and to 
segregate them one from another, yet they are distinct enough so that 
the neighborhood in which they lie, and where in all probability the 
reservoirs would be located, can easily be ascertained. The withdrawal 
of these districts. from the market is all that seems to me to be neces- 
sary at this time. 

But some gentlemen seem to have in contemplation at no distant 
the engagement of the Government of the United States in the devel- 
opment of this work as outlined by Major Powell in creating these vast 
reservoirs in the catchment areas for the purpose of rendering the coun- 
try thereabout fit for agriculture. For one, sir, that argument can 
have no favorable influence upon my mind in dealing with this propo- 
sition. I think my friend from Missouri [Mr. STONE], who just pre- 
ceded me, was a little thoughtless in some of his remarks upon that 
line. ’ 

Why, sir, if gentlemen will recur to the fundamental law of this 
country they will find that Congress has no power to engage in works 
of that character. I see no necessity for any violation of or for exceéd- 
ing the power with which the fundamental law has invested us, I 
for one decline to take such a course, The only power which Congress 
has over the public domain and territory of the United States is in the 
following clause of the Constitution: 

The Congress shall have power to dispose of and make all needful rules and 
regulations respecting the territory belonging to the United States. 

The latter proposition, to make rules respecting the territory, is daily 
exercised under the provisions that are made for the government of the 
Territories of the United States; but the first proposition, the power 
over the public lands of the United States that Congress has, is to pro- 
vide for their disposal]. Gentlemen seem to confound the right of Con- 
gress to legislate throughout the Territories and in the District of Co- 
lumbia with power to do anything they please by way of improvi 
the public lands. Why, sir, the two propositions are very distinct, 
Congress has power to erect improvements on the public lands in order 
to put them in a condition for sale and to be profitable to the purchaser, 
I ask any lawyer or other member on this floor to tell me where there 
is any limit to the exercise of that power? 

If, sir, you can put an improvement of $100,000 upon the public do- 
main you can put $100,000,000. If the power exists it has no limit 
except in the discretion of Congress, which is no limit at all. I have 
never believed that Congress has any such power. It never was the in- 
tention of the framers of the Constitution to vest in Congress that ex- 
tent of power in respect to the public lands. 

And now, sir, as to the utility and practicability of the scheme, let 
me say that while I have a great respect for Major Powell I can not 
always agree with him. He isa scientist. He is a very learned gen- 
tleman, and the testimony he gave before the Senate committee is to 
me quite interesting reading. But he, like all other scientists, is liable 
to err in his conclusions. The conclusions he draws from the premises 
strike me as exceedingly erroneous, Mr. Speaker, in respect to the Mis- 
sissippi River. That has been frequently alluded to by gentlemen in 
the course of this debate, but I desire to read a portion of the testimony, 
which strikes me with peculiar force, in which he speaks of the disas- 
trous floods or overflows of the Mississippi, which he thinks can be en- 
tirely prevented by a recourse to scientific methods and damming up 
the waters in reservoirs. He says: 

Pardon me, perhaps it is tistical to say so, but I have studied this subject 
for many years and I am satisfied that the pouty overflow of the valley of the 
Mississippi could be prevented and the whole of that vast area, now flooded 
annually or from time to time, could be redeemed and made dry by storing the 
water on the great plains. 

Why, Mr. Speaker, it would take more money to accomplish that, 
if it could possibly be done at all, than the whole national debt ever did 
amount to. I do not believe that it is practicable at all, because if any- 
thing in all this land is a law unto itself it is the Mississippi River. 

Mr. Chairman, in conclusion of what I have to say I will send to the 
Clerk’s desk and ask to have read an extract from that great humorist, 
Mark Twain, from his ‘‘ Life on the Mississippi,’’ as an illustration of 
the science involved in this point. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Since my own day on the Mississippi, cut-offs bave been made at Hurricane 
Island, at Island One Hundred, at Napoleon, Ark., at Walnut Bend, and at 
Council Bend. These shortened the river, in the aggregate, 67 miles. In my 
own time a cut-off was made at Amcrican Bend which shortened the river 10 
miles or more. 

Therefore, the Mississippi between Cairo and New Orleans was 1,215 miles 
long one hundred and seventy-six years ago. It was 1,180 after the cut-off of 
1722. It was 1,040 after the Ametican Bend cut-off. It has lost 67 miles since. 
Consequently its length is only 973 miles at present. 

Now if I wanted to be one of those ponderous scientific peopleand “let on” to 
prove what had occurred in the remote past by what had occurred in a given 
time in the recent past, or what will occur in the far future by what bas occurred 
in late years, what an opportunity is here! Geology never had such a chance, 
nor such exact data to argue from, nor development of species either! 

Glacial epochs are great things, but they are vague, vague. Please observe: 
In the space of one hundred and seventy-six years the Lower Mississippi has 
shortened itself 242 miles. This is an average of «trifle over 1 mile and a third 
per year. ‘Therefore, any calm person, who is not blind or idiotic, can see that 
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in the old Odlitic Silurian period, just a milllion years ago next November, 
the Lower Mississippi River was upwards of 1,300,000 miles long, and stuck out 
over the Gulf of Mexico like a fishing rod. And by the same token any person 
can see thatseven hundred and forty-two years from now the Lower Mississippi 
will be onlya mile and three-quarters long, and Cairo and New Orleans will have 
joined their streets together, and be plodding comfortably along under a single 
mayor and a mutual board of aldermen. There is something fascinating about 
science. One gets such wholesale returns of conjecture out of such a trifling 
investment of fact. 

[Laughter and applause. ] 

Mr. SYMES. Will my friend yield for a suggestion? 

Mr. OATES. Yes, sir. 

Mr. SYMES. I understand that that is cited and considered as the 
most reliable authority upon the side of the opponents of this bill. 

Mr. OATES. I think it equally as good as the authority of the ad- 
vocates of the bill, and I prefer it. 

Mr. SYMES. Thatis what I understand to be your position. I 
now yield five minutes to the gentleman from Montana [Mr. Toor]. 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. I desire to inquire whether it is the pur- 
pose of the gentleman in charge of this bill to have a vote upon the 
amendment this.afterncon? 

Mr. FORNEY. No; not until-to-morrow ; but I want to get on as 
far as possible this evening. 

Mr. TOOLE. Mr. Speaker, during the month of July, when this 
bill was first considered in the House, I offered substantially the same 
amendment as we are now discussing, The amendment was ruled out 
upon a point of order made by the gentleman from Pennsylvania [ Mr. 
RANDALL], but through the courtesy of that gentleman I was per- 
mitted to submit some remarks upon the merits of the amendment. 
In addition to what was then submitted I have but a few remarks to 
make. 

Some time ago when the public-land bill was under considerationin 
the House gentlemen upon this floor offered certain amendments to 
meet their views of what the lawshould be, and expressed grave appre- 
hension lest the remaining public lands of the United States should 
be largely dominated and controlled by the cattle barons and syndi- 
cates formed for speculative purposes. Iconfess, Mr. Speaker, that in 
my opinion the fears then expressed were not entirely without founda- 
tion. To persons at all familiar with what is denominated ‘the arid 
regions ” of the United States the fact is undeniable that the owner- 
ship of the water frontage and water supply is tantamount to the 
ownership of the entire surrounding country, 

With this fact admitted, gentlemen can not better fortify against 
the lamentable consequences which were then so graphically portrayed 
than the adoption of the amendment underconsideration. It is in keep- 
ing with that true political economy which is demanding public atten- 
tion and fast asserting itself in this country by which a greater equal- 
ity in the occupancy and ownership of the soil will be established and 
maintained. It will make it expedient and wise to repeal all land 
laws except the homestead law. It will encourage and foster agricult- 
ure, which, after all, is the basis of national prosperity. 

For nearly twenty years I have been an actual observer of the superi- 
ority of irrigation over the present method of farming in the older 
States. I went to Montana when practically the only aspirants for 
the supremacy of the soilin that Territory were the sage-brush, the 
grease-wood, and the prickly pear. I saw these worthless growths dis- 
appear before the advancing irrigating ditch, and in their stead, as if 
by magic, sprang waving and prolific fields of wheat, oats, and barley. 
It has been said that ‘‘bread is the staff of life,” but water in these 
arid regions is life itself. With it under his control and dominion the 
farmer does not have to contend against either a lack or excess of rain- 
fall, but reaps his crops in their fullness with the regularity of the har- 
vest. 


Mr. Speaker, this amendment, I hope, is the harbinger of a new de- 
parture, the dawn of that glad day when the Government shall exer- 
cise supervision and control over the unappropriated waters in the arid 
regions and when only the homestead law shall be applied to our pub- 
lic domain. The voice and vote that promote this important legisla- 
tion, legislation which makes it possible to multiply homes for the 
homeless and which encourages small holdings of real estate, will have 
done something to deserve the good opinions of the tillers of the soil 
and the toilers of the land; done something to vindicate what has come 
to be the deliberate judgment of mankind, namely, that the safety, 
conservatism, and perpetuity of our institutions are largely dependent 
upon that attachment to the soil which springs alone from small hold- 
ings of real estate. 

The gentleman from Indiana [Mr. HOLMAN] in his remarks upon 
the bill to organize the Territory of Oklahoma said something that de- 
serves to be repeated here. I can not always agree with the gentleman 
from Indiana in his views respecting the public lands, but I give my 
unqualified indorsement to the following declarations of that gentle- 
man: 

There is no hope now, a8 all consi te men preserving republi 
institutions whine eyer zapia tiii sah nA acer the maltitada 
of our cities with startling rapidity, unless the great body of the people are in- 

with an actual interest in the soil of their country. It is on the consery- 


ative power of these frecholds that our free institutions must rest. ‘ore 
any measure secks to enlarge the number of freeholds is a measure of pub- 


lic safety and worthy of the highest consideration of the American Con, 
Those freeholds, even if they are but a half or a quarter section of lan , are 
better than fortifications and armed bulwarks for the support of free insti- 
tutions anf free government [applause]; and any measure of policy that will 
tend to diminish the number of these freeholds by an unwise appropriation of 
the public land still under national control ought not to be approved by Con- 
gress, while any measure that tends to enlarge their number oughtto commend 
itself to us as the representatives of the American people. 

‘These were brave and patriotic words fitly spoken, and ought to meet 
with a hearty response from every Representative in Congress, as I 
trust they will. 

[During the delivery of the foregoing remarks, Mr. TooLx's time 
was, upon the request of Mr. O'NEILL, of Missouri, and Mr. SYNES, 
extended by unanimous consent for five minutes, not to come out of 
the four hours limited for debate on the pending amendment. ] 


A LEAVE OF ABSENCE. 

By unanimous consent, leave of absence was granted as follows: 

To Mr. BAYNE, for the remainder of the week. 

To Mr. CASWELL, indefinitely, on account of important business, 

ANNIE GIBSON YATES. 
$x Pr + again I present the conference report which I send to 

he desk. 
“The Clerk read as follows: 


The committee of conference on the disagrecing votes of the two Houses on 
the amendment of the Senate to the bill (H. R, 7708) to increase the pension of 
Annie Gibson Yates having met, after full and free conference have agreed to 
recommend and do recommend to their respective Houses as follows: 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the Sen- 
ate, und agree to the same with an amendment as follows: In lieu of the word 
“forty ” insert " thirty-five; ” and the — 


PHILETUS SAWYER, 
©. K. DAVIS, 
CHARLES J. FAULKNER, 
Managers on the part of the Senate. 
The following statement of the House conferees, submitted in ac- 
cordance with the rule, was read: 
Statement to accompany report of conference committee on House bill 7708. 


Thisbill provides for an increase of the pension of Mrs. Annie Gibson Yates 
from twenty to thirty dollars. The Senate adopted an amendment increasing 
the pension from thirty to forty dollars. The conference committee has agreed 
so $35,s0 that the effect of the conference report increases the pension from twenty 


to thirty-five dollars, 
JOHN H. BANKHEAD, 
k For managers on part of the House. 

The report of the committee of conference was agreed to. 

Mr. BANKHEAD moved to reconsider the vote by which the report 
was agreed to; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on 
the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


CANNON FOR ILLINOIS SOLDIERS AND SAILORS’ HOME. 


Mr. ANDERSON, of Illinois. I ask unanimous consent for the pres- 
ent consideration of the bill (H. R. 6105) donating a 6-pound brass 
cannon to the Illinois Soldiers and Sailors’ Home, This bill has been 
favorably considered by the Committee on M@itary Affairs, and re- 
ported with an amendment. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Beit enacted, etc., That ‘the eaten t foaled be, and he is hereby, author- 
ized and directed to donate a 6-pound cannon tothe Illinois Soldiers and 
Sailors’ Home. 

The amendment reported by the committee was read, as follows: 

Strike out afler the word “donate” the word “a” and insert “two.” 

There being no objection, the House proceeded to the consideration 
of the bill. 

Mr. MCMILLIN. I hope the gentleman will give us some explana- 
tion of this bilk Ido not remember any instance in which the Gov- 
ernment has given away brass cannon; it has been in the habit of do- 
nating cannon which were condemned and worthless, 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Illinois. The worthless and condemned can- 
non to which the gentleman refers have been given away for different 
purposes from that contemplated in this bill. These cannon are in- 
tended to be used for the purpose of firing salutes at the Illinois Sol- 
diers and Sailors’ Home, Under the general law all the national sol- 
diers’ homes have cannon for such purposes, A 

The amendment reported by the committee was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed and read a third 
time; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and 


Mr. ANDERSON, of Illinois, moved to reconsider the vote by which 
the bill was passed; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be 
laid on the table. j 

The latter motion was agreed to. : 0 

The title of the bill was amended, as recommended by the Commit- 
tee on Military Affairs, so as to read: ‘‘A bill donating two 6-pound 
cannons to the Illinois Soldiers and Sailors’ Home.’ 

The hour of 5 o’clock having arrived, the House, according to order, 
adjourned. 
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PRIVATE BILLS INTRODUCED AND REFERRED. 


Under the rule private bills ofethe following titles were introduced 
and referred as indicated below: : 

By Mr. G. A. ANDERSON: A bill (H. R. 11405) granting a pension 
to Mary P. Myers—to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. GEST: A bill (H. R. 11406) grantinga pension to Nathaniel 
Decker—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. KERR: A bill (H. R. 11407) granting a pension to David 
Wild—to the Committees on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 11408) granting a pension to John A. Bentley— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 11409) granting a pension to Joseph McElfish—to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. McADOO: A bill (H. R. 11410) to remove the charge of de- 
sertion against John W. Stewart—to the Committee on Military Af- 


By Mr. CHARLES O'NEILL: # bill (H. R. 11411) granting a pen- 
sion to Sarah A. Clement—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. OWEN: A bill (H. R. 11412) granting a pension to William 
Downey—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. SHIVELY: A bill (H. R. 11413) for the relief of Henry C. 
Hooker and Henry L. Hinds—to the Select Committee on Indian Dep- 
redation Claims, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 11414) granting a pension to Charles A. Platz— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 11415) for the relief of ©. C. Humphreys—to the 
Committee on War Claims. 


PETITIONS, ETC. 

The following petitions and papers were laid on the Clerk’s desk, 
under the rule, and referred as follows: 

By Mr. GEST: Petition of Nathaniel Decker, for special pension—to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, to pass the bill to correct the military record of A. G. Henry— 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. HOLMAN: Petition of Rudolph Walter and others, citizens 
of Lawrenceburgh, Ind., for the repeal of the internal-revenue tax on 
retail druggists—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. MORROW: Petition of the Sons of Veterans of San Francisco, 
Cal., for the loan of condemned army rifles and unserviceable accoutre- 
ments upon certain conditions, etc.—to the Committee on Military Af 


Also, petition of Mrs. Frances M. Branton, of Laredo, Tex., fora 
ion—to the Committee on Pensions. 
By Mr. ROBERTSON: Papers in the claims of James Howell, Al- 
phoe Miltonburger, and others—to the Committee on Private Land 
ims. 
By Mr. TAULBEE: Petition of Elijah Patrick, for relief—to the 
Committee on War Claims. : 


The following petition for the repeal or modification of the internal- 
revenue tax of $25 levied on druggists was received and referred to the 
Committee on Ways and Means: 

` By Mr. CHARLES O'NEILL: Of druggists of Philadelphia, Pa. 


SENATE. 
TUESDAY, September 11, 1888. 


Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. J. G. BUTLER, D. D. 
The Journal of yesterday’s proceedings was read and approved. 


EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATION. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate a communica- 
tion from the of War, transmitting, in response to a resolu- 
tion of the 28th ultimo, certain information in relation to claims for 
Army transportation, certified to be due by the accounting officers of 
the Treasury Department, and a list of those on file which have been 
certified to be due by the accounting officers of the Treasury; which, 
with the accompanying papers, was referred to the Committee on Ap- 
propriations, and ordered to be printed. 


MARY STURGESS. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate the amendment 
of the House of Representatives to the bill (S. 2913) granting a pension 
to Mary Sturgess, which was, in line 6, before the word ‘‘ dollars,’’ to 
— out ‘twelve’? and insert ‘‘ twenty-five; ’’ so as to make the bill 
read: 

Be it enacted, elc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to place on the pension-roll, subject to the provisions and 
limitations of the pension laws, the name of Mary Sturgess, a volunteer nurse 
in the late war, and pay her a pension at the rate of $25 per month. 

Mr. SAWYER. I move that the Senate concur in the amendment 
of the House of Representatives. 

The motion was agreed to. 


MARGARET 8, HEINTZELMAN. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate the amend- 
ment of the House of Representatives to the bill (S. 2726) granting an 
increase of pension to Margaret S. Heintzelman. 

Mr. DAVIS. I move that the Senate non-concur in the amend- 
ment of the House of Representatives and request a conference on the 
disagreeing votes of the two Houses. 

The motion was agreed to. 

By unanimous consent, the President pro tempore was authorized to 
appoint the conferees on the part of the Senate, and Mr. Davis, Mr. 
TURPIE, and Mr. BLAIR were appointed. 


HOUSE BILL REFERRED. 


The bill (H. R. 11391) to authorize the Postmaster-General to adver- 
tise for and purchase improved registered-mail locks and keys therefor 
was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Post- 
Offices and Post-Roads. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 


Mr. TURPIE, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred 
the bill (H. R. 7516) to increase the pension of Sylvester Stearns, re- 
ported it with amendments, and submitted a report thereon. 

Mr. PADDOCK, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom was re- 
ferred the bill (S. 3322) granting an increase of pension to George W. 
Montgomery, submitted an adverse report thereon, which was agreed 
to; and the bill was postponed indefinitely. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom were referred the fol- 
lowing bills, reported them severally without amendment, and sub- 
mitted rts thereon: 

A bill (H. R. 3801) granting a pension to Nelson J. Crook; 

A bill iy R. 2566) for the relief of Phillip Kopplin; 

A bill (H. R. 4820) granting a pension to Ellen Kelly; and 

A bill (H. R. 11057) granting a pension to Margaret Gray. 

Mr. BATE, from the Committee on Military Affairs, to whom was 
referred the petition of Lyman Guinnip, late colonel Seventy-ninth 
Illinois Infantry Volunteers, praying for the correction of his military 
record, asked to be discharged from the further consideration of the 
petition; which was a to. : 

Mr, SAWYER, from the Committee om Pensions, to whom were Te- 
ferred the following bills, reported them severally without amendment, 
and submitted reports thereon: : 

A bill (S. 3479) granting a pension to Sarah J. Powers; 

A bill (S. 2374) for the relief of David Gray Purman; 

A bill (S. 3502) granting a pension to Juliana Roitsch; 

A bill (S. 3477) granting a pension to Minerva Griffith; and ‘ 

A bill (S. 3435) granting a pension to J. D. Haworth. 

Mr. BLAIR, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom were referred 
the following bills, reported them severally withont amendment, and 
submitted reports thereon: 

A bill (H. R. 8748) to increase the pension of Richard Jobes; and 
ae Bes (S. 3397) granting an increase of pension to Caroline Me- 

ugal. 

Mr. BLAIR, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred 
tife bill (S. 1598) granting to Truman A. Morton a pension of $24 a 
month, reported it with amendments, and submitted a report thereon. 


TRUSTS AND COMBINATIONS, 


Mr. SHERMAN. I am directed by the Committee on Finance, to 
whom was referred the bill (S. 3445) to declare unlawful trusts and 
combinations in restraint of trade and production, to report it with an 
amendment in the nature of a substitute. I ask that it take its place 
on the Calendar. . 

Mr. HOAR. Let the bill be read. It is short. 

Mr. CULLOM. I should like to hear it read. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Shall the original bill be read or 
the amendment merely ? 

Mr. SHERMAN. Let the substitute be read. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment will be read, if 
there be no objection. 

The SECRETARY. Thecommittee report to amend the bill by strik- 
ing out all after the enacting clause and inserting: 


That all arrangements, contracts, agreements, trusts, or combinations be- 
tween persons or corporations made with a view or which tend to preventfull 
and free competition in the importation, transportation, or sale of articles im- 
ported into the United States, or in the production, manufacture, or sale of ar- 
ticles of domestic growth or production, or domestic raw material that com- 
petes with any similar article upon which a duty is levied by the United States 
or which shall be transported from one State or Territory to another, and all 
arrangements, contracts, agreements, trusts, or combinations between persons 
or corporations designed or which tend to advance the cost to the consumer of 
any aoe articles, are hereby declared to be against public policy, unlawful, 
and void. 

SEC. 2. That any person or corporation injured or damnified by such arrange- 
ment, contract, a; ent, trust, or combination may sue for and recover in 
any court of the United States of competent preon of any person or cor- 

ration a party to a combination described in the first section of this act, the 
all consideration or sum paid by him for any goods, wares, and mi dise 
included in or advanced in price by said combination. 

Szc. 3. That all persons entering into any such arrangement, contract, agree- 
ment, trust, or combination described in section 1 of this act, either on hisown 
account or as agent or attorney for another, or as an officer, agent, or stock- 
holder of any corporation, or as a trustee, committee, or in any capacity what- 
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ever, shall be guilty of a high misdemeanor, and on conviction thereof in any 
district or circuit court of the United States shall be subject to a fine of not more 
than $10,000, or to imprisonment in the panienney for a term of not more than 
five years, or to both such fine and imprisonment, in the discretion of the court. 
And it shall be the duty of the district attorney of the United States of the dis- 
trict in which such persons reside to institute the proper ings to enforce 


the provisions of this act. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill will be placed on the Cal- 


endar. 


BILLS INTRODUCED. 


Mr. CULLOM introduced a bill (S. 3533) granting an increase of pen- 
sion to Robert Bruffett; which was read twice by its title, and, with 
the accompanying papers, referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. PLUMB introduced a bill (S. 3334) granting a pension to Will- 
iam 8. Dean; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Pensions. 

Mr. PADDOCK (for Mr. INGALLS) introduced a bill (S. 3535) grant- 
ing a pension to Rebecca Page; which was read twice by its title, and 
referred to the Committee on Pensions. 


He also (for Mr. INGALLS) introduced a bill (S. 3536) granting a pen-. 


sion to Hellen Amelia Carroll; which was read twice by its title, and 
referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also (for Mr. INGALLS) introduced a bill (S. 3537) to increase the 
pension of Mrs. Virginia Gardner; which was read twice by its title, 
and referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also (for Mr. INGALLS) introduced a bill (S. 3538) granting a pen- 
sion to Mary Saeger; which was read twice by its title, and referred to 
the Cemmittee on Pensions. 

Mr. VEST introduced a bill (S. 3539) to amend an actto detach the 
county of Audrain in the State of Missouri from the eastern and attach 
it to the western judicial district of said State; which was read twice 
by its title, and referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Mr, GEORGE introduced a bill (S. 3540) granting a pension to Mary 
P. Myers; which was read twice by its title, and, with the accompany- 
ing papers, referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. SHERMAN introduced a bill (S. 3541) for the relief of John B. 
Wiltberger, executor of the will of Charles Wiltberger, late of the Dis- 
trict of Columbia; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Claims. 

Mr. CAMERON introduced a bill (S. 3542) granting a pension to 
Mrs, Elizabeth Stewart; which was read twice by its title, and referred 
to the Committee on Pensions. 

AMENDMENTS TO DEFICIENCY BILL. 


Mr. KENNA submitted an amendment intended to be proposed by 
him to the general deficiency appropriation bill; which, with the ac- 
companying papers, was referred to the Committee on Appropriations, 
and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. MORGAN, from the Committee on Indian Affairs, reported an 
amendment intended to be proposed by him to the general deficiency 
appropriation bill; which was referred to the Committee on Appropria- 
tions, and ordered to be printed. 

RELATIONS WITH CANADA. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. If there be no further morning busi-. 
ness, the Secretary will report the first bill on the Calendar under 
Rule VIII. 

Mr. HOAR. Before the Senate proceeds to the Calendar, I wish to 
inquire of the Chair if any message or communication has been re- 
ceived by the President of the Senate from the President of the United 
States in response to the resolution of the Senate asking for any com- 
munication made by his direction to the Government of Great Britain 
in regard to unfair discriminations against our citizens in the matter 
of tolls. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 

. in reply to the resolution. 
MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE, 

A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. CLARK, its 
Clerk, announced that the House had passed a bill (H. R. 6105) do- 
nating two 6-pound brass cannons to the Illinois Soldiers and Sailors’ 
Home; in which it requested the concurrence of the Senate. 

The message also announced that the House had agreed to the re- 
port of the committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the 
two Ifouses on the amendment of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 7708) 
to increase the pension of Annie Gibson Yates. 


FOURTH OF* JULY CLAIMS. 


Mr. HARRIS and Mr. BLAIR addressed the Chair. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Tennessee. Does 
the Senator from New Hampshire rise to morning business ? 

Mr. BLAIR. Ido not, but I understand the Calendar is in order 
and I wish to—— 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
addressed the Chair. 

Mr. HARRIS. I move that the Senate proceed to the consideration 
of House bill 6514, being Order of Business 2231, and being an appro- 

iation to pay the claims allowed by the accounting officers of the 
Ksay ed the 4th of July claims, 


No message has yet been received 


The Senator from Tennessee first 
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The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Calendar under Rule VIII be~ 
ing in order, the Senator from Tennessee moves that the Senate pro- 
ceed to the consideration of the bill (H. R. 6514) for the allowance of 
certain claims reported by the accounting officers of the United States 
‘Treasury Department. 

Mr. BLAIR. Before the Senate proceeds to vote upon the motion or 
the Senator from Tennessee, having in view the Army nurses bill, 
which has been passed over without prejudice a great many times, I 
wish to ask the Senator from Missouri [Mr. COCKRELL], who has been 
waiting a great while forinformation fromthe War Department in order 
that the bill might be considered, whether he is prepared to goon with 
that bill this morning. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Iam not. I have not received the information. 
I have been assured by the Department that they are preparing it just 
as rapidly as it could well be done. It is a difficult matter to get at 
the exact information in regard to the nurses in consequence of the 
number of rolls upon which the @&mes appear. The information is 
being prepared, and I hope it will be ready this week, anyway. 

Mr. BLAIR. I ought to say, perhaps, that while the Senator may 
be quite careful as to the extent and minutia of the information which 
he is endeavoring to secure (which I do not consider of importance in 
reference to disposing of the bill, because the bill must be disposed of 
upon the merits of the cases rather than their number), still I under- 
stand the Senator is co-operating with a view to an early disposal of 
the bill, and I take the delay to be in no unfriendly spirit to its pas- 
sage, 

Mr. COCKRELL. Not atall. The object is to get the classes of 
employés who were in that position so as to distinguish between the 
cooks and the various classes and the nurses. 

Mr. BLAIR. As I understand the Senator, we can hope that the 
powers of the Government will be sufficient to give us that information 
during this week? 

Mr. COCKRELL. I think so. 

Mr. BLAIR. The war power is a great power, and I hope it will be 
able to do so. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on agreeing to the 
motion of the Senator from Tennessee [Mr. HARRIS] that the Senate 
proceed to the consideration of the bill (H. R. 6514) for the allowance 
of certain claims reported by the accounting officers of the United States 
Treasury Department. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Claims with an amend- 
ment, after line 1085 to insert in the list of claims from the State of 
Missouri provided for in the bill: 

a Grace, administrator of James Grace, deceased, Vernon County, 


Mr. SPOONER. This item of $48.21 was included in the letter of 
the Secretary and I understand it was in the bill when it was intro- 
duced, but it was omitted by mistake of the printer. So it should be 
inserted. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

F Me PAYNE. I move to insert, after line 1372, a new paragraph, as 
‘ollows: 

To John R, Reynolds the sum of $35,996, and to the personal representatives 
of James M. Reynolds the sum of $35,996, the same to be accepi in full pay- 
ment, satisfaction, and discharge of all claims of the said John R. Reynolds and 
James M. Reynolds upon and against the United States for 
taken and used by the United States Army during the war 
ties or either of them in the State of Mississippi. 

I understand that the matter has been very fully examined by the 
Committee oa Claims, and I leave it to the chairman of the committee 
to make any explanation desired. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment proposed by the Senator from Ohio [Mr. PAYNE]. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Are there further amendments to 
the bill as in Committee of the Whole? 

Mr. SPOONER. I understand that the Senator from Missouri [Mr. 
COCKRELL] desires to offer an amendment. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Yes; I supposed the Senator from Wisconsin had 
the amendment and would offer it. s 

Mr. SPOONER. No; I understood that the Senator from Missouri 
would offer it. 

Mr. COCKRELL. In line 4, after the words ‘‘ to pay,” I move to 
strike out the word ‘‘upon’’ and insert ‘‘in such manner as he shall 
direct, and without; and in line 5, after the words ‘‘Secretary of 
War,” to insert ‘‘and;’’ so as to read: 

That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and he is hereby, authorized and re- 

uired to pay, in such manner as he shall direct and without the requisition of 
the Secretary of War, and without further audit, allowance, or restatement of 
the claims by the accounting officers, etc. 

Mr. SPOONER. I am satisfied with the amendment. I think it 
should be adopted. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment propon by the Senator from Missouri [Mr. COCKRELL], 

The amendment was agreed to. 


roperty sold to or 
y or from said par- 
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The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ments were concurred in. 

The amendments were ordered to be engrossed and the bill to be read 
a third time. 

The bill was read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. HARRIS. I move that the Senate request a conference with 
the House of Representatives on the bill and amendments. 

Mr. BLAIR. I rise to make a motion before that is acted upon. I 
wish to enter a motion to reconsider the vote by which the bill has 
just been passed, and upon that motion I desire to say a few words to 
the Senate. 

ThePRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair will first state the motion 
of the Senator from Tennessee. The Senator from Tennessee moves 
that the Senate requesta conference with the House of Representatives 
on the bill and amendments. 

Mr. BLAIR.. I move to reconsider the vote by which the bill was 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Did the Senator vote in the aflirm- 
ative? 

Mr. BLAIR. I did, audibly, on purpose that I might make this 
motion. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from New Hampshire 
moves to reconsider the vote by which the bill was passed. 

Mr. BLAIR. The Senate will observe, or at least I have observed, 
that the consideration of this bill commenced at a trifie after half past 
12, and that it was passed at a quarter to 1, the moment or two that 
have elapsed since a quarter to 1 having been occupied in the effort 
which I have made to get the floor on this motion to reconsider. It 
is a bill appropriating I do not know how much money: 

Mr. SPOONER. 254 hundred and eight thousand dollars. 

Mr. BLAIR. One hundred and eight thousand dollars, 

Mr. SPOONER. Without the amendments. 

Mr. BLAIR. Thatis nearly or quite four times the amount of money 
which has been saved to the country by the wrongful veto of the large 
number of special pension bills which have been vetoed during the last 
and the present Congress. It is three times at least the amount that 
was saved by the vetoing of bills, most of them unjustly vetoed, during 
the last Congress. Let me state the number of cases or claims which 
have been thus passed as rapidly as it was possible for the Chief Clerk 
to read them, and he read with very great rapidity, and without a sin- 
gle interruption except to sepa a single amendment which had been 
made by the committee to the bill, which was the addition of a further 
claim, none of them receiving the slightest consideration, all of them 
having been rushed through with this heedless disregard, this wicked, 
almost impious and nefarious disregard of duty on the part of Congress, 
which has been properly stigmatized from other departments of the 
Government with reference to the passage of other bills. In fifteen 
minutes we find a bill comprising six hundred and eighty-six claims, 
each one of them properly the subject-matter of close, long-continued, 
and intense investigation on the part of committees and other agencies 
of the Government, thus passed, without the slightest attention, with- 
out any apparent justification, without any discussion whatever, with- 
out any interference on the part of the Presiding Officer, without a word 
being said by anybody on either side of the Chamber. 

Thus this great robbery, this outrage upon the Treasury of the United 
States, has been perpetrated by the Senate in the course of the last 
fifteen minutes without a word of objection or a word of criticism 
even from the most fastidious, not even from the Democratic side ot 
the Chamber, In fact, the bill was intro@uced, it was championed, it 
was brought before us, it was called up this morning in the eye ot 
other and very pressing business, and forced through. It was not 
forced through; it went through of itself, on account of this derelic- 
tion of duty on the part of us all, and it is now a law of the land so 
far as Congress can, make it a law, but for the motion to reconsider 
which I have submitted, and which, as soon as Iam done my remarks, 
if nobody cates to speak further upon the motion, I propose to with- 
draw. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I hope the Senator will not withdraw the mo- 
tion. I should like to say a word or two. 

Mr. BLAIR. No, I am not done. If any Senator wishes to speak 
upon it to justify this outrageupon the forms of legislation, I certainly 
have no objection. E notice that the Senator from Missouri finds in 
this bill claims to the number of ninety among his own constituents, 
and I have not a doubt that he may have something to say in justifi- 
cation of this wicked action on the part of the Senate, on account, it 
may be, of the justice of the claims of his own constituents. 

But I am not undertaking to say that these claims are not all correct; 
Iam simply callingattention to this gross carelessness, this wicked viola- 
tion of the rules of proper procedure on the partof the Senate. I know 
it is wrong to make any allusion to another branch of the Government, 
or at least to the other legislative branch of the Government, but since 
the Senator from Ohio [Mr. SHERMAN] not now in his seat made the 
supposed ion of information by the other House the reason for 
our action here in a way that led us all into considerable difficulty in 
the case of another bill, I may go so far as to call attention to the fact 
that this is a House bill; it came from the House of Representatives and 


is in our possession from the House, for it must have passed the House 
in order to get here. It so appears from the CONGRESSIONAL RECORD. 

I do not know that there is any law against our reading the pro- 
ceedings of the House in that RECORD, even though doing so may in- 
fluence our minds. And yet as we all read the RECORD outside the 
sessions of the Senate, the influence brought to bear upon our minds. 
by reason of the proceedings of the House I do not suppose anybody 
will object to. 

This is a House bill, and as I was saying, having read the RECORD 
with some attention from time to time, I have never seen any indica- 
tion of discussion even in the House upon this bill; and that is the 
negligence and the legislative villainy perpetrated on the Senate in re- 
gard to this bill by the other branch of Congress; and if it be not so 
in reference to this bill, nevertheless it is trae- and has been true every 
year I have been in Congress, I think, in reference to similar bills. 

This is what is called the 4th of July bill, I believe. The Senator 
from Tennessee has been kind enough to inform us that a great num- 
ber of items of this description have come to us from time to time 
from the Committee on Claims. We find them incorporated in appro- 
priation bills all the way through our legislation, and they are rushed 
through Congress in this same heedless, objectionable, bold, bad way, 
vastly worse than any of the acts granting special relief to the soldiers 
and the widows and mothers of soldiers of the Union of which we hear 
so much complaint. Why, in these fifteen minutes we have passed six 
hundred and eighty-six claims. Think of that! Six hundred and 
eighty-six, more than half the entire number of special pension claims 
which were passed during the whole of last Congress, Divide 686 by 
15, and how many claims are ed in a minute? 

If the Senator from Texas [Mr. REAGAN] will be kind enongh to 
inform me by a little example in division, I should be glad to know 
how much time we have given to the consideration of each of these 
claims this morning. 

Mr. VEST. May I ask the Senator a question? 

Mr. BLAIR. Justa moment. What will be found by dividing the 
686 claims by 15 minutes of time? And I have counted less than the 
actual number, I see, because in some instances I found after I got 
well through the bill half a dozen claims in a single paragraph, and 
in my count I counted each paragraph as one claim. 

Mr. VEST. I shonld like to ask if any of these claims have been 
duplicated? Have we passed any of them before that we are now pass- 
ing again? 

Mr. BLAIR. I can not say in regard to that. 

Mr. VEST. I call the Senator’s attention to the fact that there are 
several pension bills that have passed this body twice, and when they 
have gone to the President the second time he said he did not see any 
use in that mode of proceeding. 

Mr. BLAIR. That is very goodofhim. And I notice that another 
bill went through the Committee on Commerce, of which the Senator 
from Missouri is a leading member, in which we appropriated for the 
harbor of a little one-horse village down in the State of Maine $25,000,- 
000, and yet it became a Jaw without the President signing it. 

Mr. VEST. We had nothing to do with that. That was a mistake 
made by an officer of Congress, not by any member of that committee. 

Mr. BLAIR. Iwould not undertake to screen the Committee on 
Pensions behind its clerks. There have been exceptions of that kind 
made many times, but the committee is responsible for its clerks, and 
we have got good clerks in the Committee on Pensions. They are 
mortal men, and the members of the committee are mortal men, and 
occasionally a mistake is made. I only allude to this mistake, which 
has not done a particle of harm, although the Committee on Commerce 
of both Houses of Congress and the President made this appropriation 
of $25,000,000 to improve the harbor ata place in Maine which wonld 
not perhaps bring $50,000 if bought outright. 

I may be wrong in regard to that; but the appropriation was for the 
harbor of a little town where the appropriation designed was $25,000 
only; but the mistake did no harm; and I call attention to the fact in 
regard to the pension cases to which the Senator from Missouri alludes 
where there happens to be a duplication of bills by some mistake in 
doing this vast amount of business. With bills cutting across each 
other, passing from one House to the other, sometimes it may bein the 
hurry and confusion of business that the same individual is provided 
a pension by two separate acts. But even then there is no barm done 
to the Treasury of the United States. The pension-roll is what the 
individual is paid upon, and if his name is on the ro)l by one act pissed 
by a given Congress and after that another one has passed through both 
Houses and even may have been signed by the President, it does not 
result in a duplication of the tax upon the Treasury by any means. 

As for the instances of such pension cases as the Senator refers to 
there have been but very few of them; indced not more than six or 
eight. I have often called attention to the fact—and nobody has ever 
challenged it—that there has never been brought to the notice of Con- 
gress or of the country a single veto of a bill which was to give a pen- 
sion where the local community knowing the applicant and knowing 
the case complained of the allowance of the pension. There are very 
great numbers of cases where those who have known of the case have 
exceedingly regretted and oftentimes with great emphasis have de- 
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nounced the action of the Executive in vetoing those bills. I have 
stated here before and I state again that of all the cases which I have 
ever re-examined which were vetoed upon the merits, I have never 
found one which was not a good case, and which in my judgment, at 
least, should not have been allowed to become a law by the signature 
of the Executive. 

I know the reports, I know the bills, I know the messages that come 
in from the Executive stating the facts altogether differently from what 
they had been found by Congress. I understand all that, and I know 
the zeal with which tho press publishes to the country the Executive 
finding, which is simply that of a clerk at the Pension Office, who has 
been overruled in his former bad and sometimes malignant findings. 
But upon the facts as they exist, upon the evidence before Congress, I 
have never known the Executive to veto a single pension bill upon the 
` merits, where in my judgment—and the judgment of Congress is but 
little behind what I say—the action of the Executive was not against 
justice, and did not constitute a wrong upon the party relieved by the 
action of Congress. 

Now, Mr. President, I call attention to another fact. I find that 
two hundred of the claims embraced in this bill are in the State of 
Tennessee. The Senator who represents and who has charge of this 
bill is the honorable and distinguished Senator from Tennessee [Mr. 


HARRIS]. 
Mr. HARRIS. Oh, no. 
Mr. BLAIR. Well, the Senator from Tennessee took charge of it 


yesterday morning; the Senator from Tennessee moved its considera- 
tion this morning; and as his State has two hundred cases in this bill, 
while no other State has over one hundred, and that is the State of 
Kentucky, I assumed that the Senator from Tennessee felt more inter- 
est in the passage of this bill perhaps than he has in some of the pen- 

. sion bills which have been vetoed by the Executive. He knows the 
justice of these claims, and he presses them accordingly. 

But Iam not fin fault with the action of the Committee on Claims 
that reported this bill. Behind all this is the careful consideration of 
this committee that has been over the testimony, that has examined 
these cases fully; and these cases have all had a precedent examination 
by an executive officer of the Government, testimony has been col- 
lected, it has been considered, ex parte to be sure, and the question of 
loyalty often arising and very serious questions as to whether these 
claims should be allowed: first, as to whether they ever existed, and, 
second, whether the parties who preferred them were entitled to re- 
cover, even if they did exist. All this has been investigated. 

But the point I make is that there is no stronger presumption of their 
sound and appropriate adjudication than there is in regard to every pen- 
sion case which the President has vetoed, and there probably has not 
been so full, accurate, and careful an examination. I doubt whether 
a committee of Co has looked over the evidence in these cases. 
I doubt whether it has done anything more than to make the most per- 
functory examination. These cases come reported by an executive ofii- 
cer, who may be a very obscure man, and yet he may be a very sen- 
sible and discreet and able and judicious man. 

A Senator suggests that perhaps they are relying upon the President 
to look up the testimony in these cases. If so, their reliance has been 
avainone. For the last three years nobody has ever heard of his ex- 
amining these cases atall. Here is an opportunity to save to the ex- 
chequer of the country many times more than the amount of money 
saved by what have been styled his brutal vetoes in the cases of pen- 
sioners. Why does he not look into these matters? Is thereany claim 
that he sends these claims back to the executive officer who reports 
them to Congress in the first place? We have done all this in fifteen 
minutes, and we have done greater wrongs in every Congress all the 
while, under Republican as well as under Democratic administrations. 

Now, Mr. President, let me read the number of these claims and 
their locality, and I do not claim to be accurate to a singie number, 
because this did not occur to me as an outrage until the clerk com- 
menced reading the bill sad got about half-way through it, when the 
fecling of the solemnity of the occasion coming over me, gradually set- 
ting me all in a tremble, and perhaps possibly to some extent depriv- 
ing me of the natural and full use of my powers, I may have made a 
mistake of a few in my count, but I did the best I could. I find that 
the honorable Senator from Tennessee, or the State he more particu- 
larly represents, has in this bill two hundred claims. They vary in 
amount. I observe one of $600, others of a smaller amount, and in 
another place I notice a claim of over a thousand doliars, and there may 
be—I can not say how large the largest or how small the smallest; can 
the Senator from Wisconsin [Mr. SPOONER] tell me, or has he left 
the matter pretty much to the Senator from Tennessee [Mr. HARRIS]? 

Mr. SPOONER. Iwould not undertake to remember every item in 
the bill exactly. 

Mr. BLAIR. I thought the Senator might be able to tell us. 

Mr. SPOONER. One is as low as $48. 

Mr. BLAIR. There are some as low as $12. Perhaps I am more 
familiar with the bill than the chairman of the committee. I notice one 
is for $1,094. So these amounts are not all so contemptible as they 
might be by any means. Theavyerage pension is $8 a month, and twelve 


timeseightare$96. That isthe annual amountinvolved in the average 
of the vetoed pension claims, you will observe, and hereisa single claim 
which I notice for a larger amount than $1,000, passed right through 
in the same heedless way, in violation of the rules of propriety and iano. 
lative decorum, and carelessly, not to say in fraud eg collusion and 
demagogy——I think thatisthe right word. I refer Senators to the veto 
messages for the proper language by which to stigmatize the action o! 
the Senate and House on these matters, 

Mr. PAYNE. Iask the Senator from New Hampshire if he is not 
aware that nearly, if not all, the two hundred claims from Tennessee 
are from Eastern Tennessee, which was on the Union side during the 
war? ; 

Mr. BLAIR. Iam glad to hearit. There isa presumption in their 
favor, then, Most of the Union soldiers wese Union men during the 
war. 

Mr. PAYNE. The people of Enst Tennessee were loyal. 

Mr, BLAIR. But would the Senator claim that the presumption in 
favor of Union claimants under this bill in Eastern Tennessee is any 
stronger than the presumption in favor of the Union man who was in 
the Army and was wounded in the service of his country during the 
war, and yet whose bill has been vetoed in so many instances? 

Mr, PAYNE. ‘The Senator spoke of the ‘brutal’? action of the 
President of the United States in vetoing pension bills. He has the 
right, and it is his constitutional right and duty to veto a bill of any 
kind which he does not deem proper. I regard that as very improper 


language. : 

Mr. BLAIR. Well, Mr. President, I will withdraw the word ‘‘bru- 
tal.” I used the word ‘‘ brutal’ in this way: I said, ‘‘ what so many 
have styled the brutal vetoes.” I do not know but that may be an 
indirect indorsement of the term employed, on my own part. Itseems 
that the Senator did not quite understand the language which I used. 
For fear somebody else will accuse me of using really bad words about 
these vetoes I will withdraw that word. y 

Mr. PAYNE. The Senator from New Hampshire ought to know 
that all of the claims provided for in this bill have been examined by 
the officers of the War Department, the Quartermaster-General, and the 
Commissary-General, who have found them to be just and have recom- 
mended that payment be made, and the Committee on Claims of the 
Senate has examined every one of these claims. 

Mr, BLAIR. And no bill for a pension to any Union soldier by 
special act has gone to the President which had not been examined by 
the Committee on Pensions of the House, and by the House, and by the 
Committee on Pensions of the Senate, and by the Senate, and allowed 
from the pressure of the sense of justice which was in most instances 
fairly burdened by the pressing weight of the testimony in favor of those 
claims, They have been vetoed, and yet that wasa constitutional right. 
I admit it was a constitutional right. I am not complaining of the 
exercise of any constitutional right. What I am complaining of is not 
of the Executive, but of Congress for passing these bills in this hurried 
and heedlessand utterly improvident and improper manner, and I want 
to know why it is that the Executive, since bill after bill of just this 
description has during every session of Congress since he has occupied 
the Executive chair been sent to him, has not inte: 

Congresses that have preceded this have passed these bills in this 
way and Executives have signed them, and nobody has ever before un- 
dertaken to criticise the wicked conduct either of Congress or the Ex- 
ecutive. That is what troubles me, why this bill should not be vetoed, 
why this whole thing should not be overruled, and why the President, 
now that I call his attention officially by these words in debate to this 
gross imposition upon the forms of legislation and this probable out- 
rage upon the Treasury of the country—I say I do not see why the 
President should not veto this bill, although it might deprive two 
hundred honest Union claimants of their money down in the State of 
Tennessee. Itseemsto me that he ought to do it, or else this nonsens- 
ical and abusive and outrageous talk that has been made in the vetoes 
and in the criticisms of Senators on this floor and in the press of the 
country, upon Congress for passing pension bills ought to be stopped 
and spolopizad for, one of the two. That is all I wish to say in that 
regard. 

I was diverted from my pointin giving the location of these claim- 
ants. The Senator from Tennessee, as I said, represents two hundred 
of them; the loyal State of Kentucky has one hundred more, West 
Virginia twenty-nine, Missouri ninety, Indiana twenty-three, Ohio 
fifty-nine, Maryland twenty, Pennsylvania thirteen, Kansas five, and 
the District of Columbia one, making a total of five hundred and forty 
according to my count, but which I think would, if I had time to count 
each individual case, for there are sometimes several contained in one 
paragraph, make more than seven hundred. : 

Mr. President, I have nothing more to say beyond calling attention— 
and I like to call the attention of the country to this matter in connec- 
tion with the criticisms that have been passed upon the action of Con- 
gress in the enactment of special pension bills—to the fact that in the 
last Congress we did not undertake to pass through the two Houses 
more than about one-fifth of the bills that were introduced and re- 
ferred, as I remember. So careful was the examination that the larger 
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proportion of the bills were rejected, and many of them, as I think, 
improperly. We brought only to the consideration of the Senate from 
the Senate Committee on Pensions a little over a thousand bills, and 
we only brought them here after very careful and close scrutiny upon 
their merits. The Executive, after having apparently vetoed all that 
he could find an excuse for vetoing, approved about five-sixths of the 
bills passed. 

The Senate will remember how we pass these pension bills always. 
If the action of Congress was thus heedless, thus inattentive, thus de- 
serving of reprimand, how does it happen that this Executive approves 
and sanctions five-sixths of them, after all; and whoever examines the 
cases which he has approved and the cases which he has vetoed will 
find—I assert it from a re-examination of them—that he vetoes often- 
times very much better cases than he approyes. I call attention to 

“thes: points in connection with the alleged inaccuracy and improvi- 
dence on the part of the Senate. 

Mr. PAYNE. How many bills has the President vetoed? 

Mr. BLAIR. The last account was two hundred and eighteen, I 
think. Isee in the papers that eight more have been vetoed within a 
few days and sent to the other House, 

Mr. PAYNE. How many have been passed by Congress over the 
President’s veto? 

Mr. BLAIR. Not one, I think. It takes a two-thirds vote to pass 
a bill over a veto, and every time you discuss one of these you put an 
end to twenty and it may be one-hundred other just claims. I have 
learned a lesson or two. I find no fault longer with the Executive or 
with bureau officers for their action. I did that formerly. I uttered 
some criticisms which I thought were just; but I discovered that it is 
better for the great mass of those whose claims are yet unacted upon 
that you keep as quiet as possible. You get nothing whatever by 
undertaking to pass over an Executive veto any case, no matter how 
hacks may have been the wrong which was perpetrated by the veto 
itself. 

After discussion in the last Congress of one bill, which the Senator 
from Maine [Mr. FRYE] thought was a very exceptional bill—no more 
just than a hundred others that had been vetoed—and by the commit- 
tee consenting to keep silence while he put the case to the Senate and 
to the countryin a way which blamed the Senate committee when they 
were not justly to blame, as I felt at the time, at least, he did succeed 
by an eloquent, urgent appeal to the Senate in passing one of those bills 
over the veto, ahd it went to the House; but it stopped in the House. 

Mr. PAYNE. Were there any bills that were passed over the veto? 

Mr. BLAIR. There may have been one that went through, perhaps 
one where it was found that it was good policy or on some allegation 
of new circumstances, to let that bill become a law. Ido not know 
how that was; but, as a rule, those who have been interested for the 
allowance of these special acts know that the more quiet you can keep 
the better you endure your buffeting, the better it is for the great mass 
of those whose claims are yet undecided. 

Mr. PASCO, I should like to ask the Senator from New Hampshire 
whether he can point to a single claim in all this list that is not a just 
and honest claim against the Government? 

Mr. BLAIR. In this bill? 

Mr. PASCO. In this bill. $ 

Mr. BLAIR. Ido not believe there is one, and I do not believe there 
has been a single special act granting pensions vetoed by the President 
which upon the merits was not a just bill. ; 

Mr. PASCO. Iam not talking about pensions, 

Mr. BLAIR. Iam. 

Mr. PASCO. But as 2 member of the Committee on Claims I shall 
be thankful to the Senator from New Hampshire if he will point outa 
single claim in this list which is not a just, honest, and valid claim 
against the Government. If he will, Ishall move to amend the bill by 
striking it ont. 

Mr. BLAIR. I do not believe there isone. I think no wrong has 
been perpetrated. I only call attention to the analogy between the 
method in which this business has been done and the methodin which 
the special pension acts have been by Congress, and to the fact 
that while these bills go through, these Southern bills especially, as 
they all go through without criticism from any quarter whatever, and 
in the universal belief in their justice and upon a degree of investiga- 
tion which does not in any wise compare with the thoroughness of in- 
vestigation in the cases of the vetoed pension claims—I eall attention 
to the fact that while these bills go through in this way and nobody 
finds any fault, yet the manner in which, after full consideration, the 
reading of every bill, attention being called to every bill specifically, 
we pass the pension acts without objection, or, if with objection, after 
debate; and yet Congress is held up almost to the execration of the 
country for the improvident and improper manner in which it trans- 
acts its business touching the special pension acts. 

I think that is a point which ought to fix itself in the minds of Sen- 
ators and in the minds of Congressmen and in the minds of the country, 
that on the whole subject of pension claims and these claims for losses 
by men of the South, the rule which is applied in the one case of 
charity. at least of admitted justice in their adjudication, should with 


equal liberality at least be extended to claims of the wounded and dis- 
abled soldiers of the Union and their dependent relatives. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Mr. President, I am glad that this night-mare 
has seized the Senator from New Hampshire in the daytime and not 
in his sleeping moments. I contess my great astonishment that he 
should underiake to institute a comparison between the passage of this 
bill containing. say, seven hundred items, and the passage of seven 
hundred independent pension bills. Hereferstothese claims.as **South- 
ern claims.” Mr. President, the Senator has spoken in utter disregard 
of the law and the facts. These seven hundred claims are what we 
generally call ‘‘4th of July claims.’? Why? Because the law which 
authorized their adjustment was approved July 4, 1864, and all the 
claims adjudicated under that law have been since called the “4th of 
July claims.” 

That law applied only to the non-insurrectionary States. It did 
not affect a solitary claim in an insurrectionary State. The claims 
for quartermaster stores and commissary supplies which originated in 
the insurrectionary States during the war were passed upon by the 
Southern Claims Commission as itis commonly called, or the commis- 
sioners of claims. That commission was organized under the act of 
1871 in an appropriation bill, and all claims of loyal men residing in 
the insurrectionary States for quartermaster stores and commissary 
supplies were required to be presented to that commission, and the 
law of July 4, 1864, which gave the Quartermaster-General and the 
Commissary-General of Subsistence jurisdiction of the claims of loyal 
citizens in non-insurrectionary States, excluded from their jurisdiction 
and consideration any claim originating in the Southern States or the 
insurrectionary States. This Jaw, therefore, applied only to loyal cit- 
izens of non-insurrectionary or loyal States. 

Mr. BLAIR. Do not the claimants have to prove their loyalty? 

Mr. COCKRELL. They have to prove their loyalty. 

Mr. BLAIR. Is not that, then, a subject of investigation requiring 

roof? 
; Mr. COCKRELL. They have to prove their loyalty. 

Mr. BLAIR. That is what I say. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Certainly; but the act of July 4, 1864, is only 
applicable to the claims of loyal citizens of loyal States. 

Mr. BLAIR. I did not say they were not loyal. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Why did you use the term ‘‘Southern claims?” 

Mr. BLAIR. Is not Missouri a Southern State? 

Mr. COCKRELL. No, sir; Missonri is a loyal State. 

Mr. BLAIR. Is not Tennessee a Southern State? 

Mr. COCKRELL. Part of Tennessee was loyal. 

Mr. BLAIR. Are not Southern States loyal States? 

Mr. COCKRELL. I will explain that. 

Mr. BLAIR. I should like to hear the explanation. : 

Mr. COCKRELL. 
clared to be in insurrection. 

Mr. BLAIR. Was Tennessee a non-insurrectionary State? 

Mr. COCKRELL, The part of Tennessee from which these claims 
como was non-insurrectionary, and was expressly declared so by law 
and with the President’s approval. 

Mr. BLAIR. You mean East Tennessee. 

Mr. COCKRELL. None of these claims were in an insurrectionary 
part of Tennessee; not one. 

Mr. BLAIR. ‘There was no insurrection in East Tennessee? 

Mr. COCKRELL. There was insurrection in Tennessee; there was 
insurrection in Virginia, but none in Missouri, none in West Virginia, 
none in Maryland, and none in Kentucky. They were non-insurrec- 
tionary States. Portions of Tennessee were in insurrection, but not the 
whole of the State. A loyal Congress and a Joyal President, Mr. Lin- 
coln, declared what portions of Tennessee should be taken ont of the 
condition of insurrection or disloyalty and placed in that of loyalty and 
non-insurrection during the war. 

Mr. BLAIR. During the war and before subjugation ? : 

Mr. COCKRELL. Mr. Lincoln declared what portions of Tennessec 
were non-insurrectionary, and all these claims originated after that 
time. 

Mr. SPOONER. ‘The Senator will allow me a word? 

Mr. COCKRELL. Certainly. 

Mr. SPOONER. I do not understand that the Senator from New 
Hampshire challenged the justice of any item in this bill or intimated 
that there is an item in this bill which has not received careful and 
thorough investigation, or to allege any reason why this bill should not 
become a law. 

Mr. BLAIR. Certainly not. On the contrary, I averred that I be- 
lieved that every claim here provided for was a just claim even if it be - 
a Southern claim, and I do not look on a claim from the South as neces- 
sarily a claim of a disloyal person, or on any human being, whether in 
the insurrection or not, as less loyal to-day than those who never were 
engaged in insurrection. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I think I understand the Senator perfectly. I 
think I understand his insinuations. I think I understand what he 
wants the country to understand. I understand him perfectly. 

Mr. SPOONER. The remarks of the Senator from New Hampshire 
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were ironical so far as they related to this bill and the length of time 
taken by the Senate to pass it. I desire to have placed on record the 
statement of the Senator from New Hampshire that he did not challenge 
the justice of the items in this bill. 

Mr. COCKRELL. He challenged the action of the Senate in passing 
it, and then made these insinuations. He said that the Senate had 
passed this bill in fifteen minutes, containing seven hundred claims, 
and that he compared with the action of the Senate in passing seven 
hundred independent, separate bills, each one of which had to be read, 
instead of one line as in this bill. ; 

Mr. SPOONER. I understand the Senator’s argument to be simply 
this, that there was no more ground for impeaching the justice of these 
claims because of the short time it had taken the Senate to act on this 
bill than there was ground for impeaching the justice of pension bills 
because the Senate passes them rapidly. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I suppose the RECORD will show what the Sena- 
tor said. 

Mr. BLAIR. Ifthe Reporter has gotten it right, for I never touch 
my remarks. 

Mr. COCKRELL. NorI. Ido not correct my remarks. 

Mr. BLAIR. Sometimes he gets it wrong,however. I notice some- 
times he leaves out the word “not when I put one in, and the other 
day, if you will allow me, I was made to use the word ‘‘conniving’’ with 
reference to the action of this side of the Senate, when a motion was made 
by the Senator from Mississippi in regard to the reference of that Chi- 
nese bill, when I said ‘‘contriving.’’ I want to say to the Senator that 
in leaving ourselves wholly to the mercy of the Reporter we may some- 
times go down to posterity very differently from what we ought to do. 

Mr. COCKRELL. There is no comparison between the time taken 
up in considering this bill and the time that should be taken up in 
considering it, and the time that should be taken up in the eonsidera- 
tion of any independent pension bill or any independent separate bill. 

I stated that these claims originated under the law of July 4, 1864, 
in the non-insurrectionary States, and that law authorizes the Quar- 
termaster-General and the Commissary-General of Subsistence to re- 
ceive, consider, and pass upon the claims of loyal citizens in those States 
for commissary supplies and quartermaster stores taken and used by 
the Union Army during the rebellion. 

Mr. BLAIR. Let me ask the Senator a question. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Yes. 

Mr. BLAIR. Ishe not after all putting rather a superficial view of 
this subject to the country? These are claims resulting out of actual 
war where men furnished supplies to the armies that were doing their 
fighting on the soil where the parties lived. Thatis so, is it not? And 
if the war was an effort to suppress an insurrection, is it not rather 
sticking in the bark, to use a common expression, to try to make a point 
on me in using the expression ‘‘ Southern claims?’’ These parties have 
to prove their loyalty. That would seem to imply that possibly the 
claim arose from parties living where there was a condition of rampant 
disloyalty which was being contended with. ` 

Mr. COCKRELL. These claims originated, as I stated, in non-in- 
surrectionary territory, and the law expressly provided that the claim- 
ant should present his claim to the Commissary-General of Subsistence 
or the Quartermaster-General and should prove his loyalty. That was 
the first requisite. Therefore there is no suspicious claim here; no 
Southern claim here. Then, in thesecond place, he had to prove that 
the supplies were actually taken and used by the Army for Army pur- 

and not as trespassing; not for individual use; not for personal 
‘gain, but they had to be used by the Army for the same purposes that 
the United States furnished to the Army quartermaster stores and 
commissary supplies; and the theory upon which the United States 
recognizes liability for these articles taken and used by the Army was 
that it was the duty of the Government to furnish our troops in the 
field with the quartermaster stores and commissary supplies necessary 
‘and allowed for their subsistence; and when they could not be fur- 
nished by the Government, the officers and the soldiers took them, and 
therefore the United States recognize liability for them, and they only 
recognize liability for such stores and supplies as it was the duty of 
the Government to furnish. 

These claims were passed upon first by the Quartermaster-General 
and the Commissary-General. We have appropriated thousands of dol- 
lars to appoint special agents under the Quartermaster-General and the 
Commissary-General, who have gone into the field and have gone to the 
locality of the origin of every one of these claims and made a personal 
investigation, and every solitary agent that has been making these in- 
vestigations was appointed under a Republican administration. The 
Quartermaster-General, General Holabird, is still the Quartermaster- 
General who is acting upon them. These agents go into the locality 
of each claimant and make an investigation and a special report, and 
after the Quartermaster-General or Commissary-General has received 
that report he passes upon the claim. That is not conclusive; that is 
not final. He then transmits the claim with all the papers and his 
decision to the Third Auditor of the Treasury. The Third Auditor of 
the Treasury then examines the claim and upon itanew. -He has 


rejected hundreds and thousands of claims that the Quartermaster-Gen- 
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eral had reported favorably, and has allowed some that the Quartermas- 
ter-General had reported adversely upon. 

That does not conclude the investigation. The claims are then sent 
to the Second Comptroller, and the Second Comptroller makes another 
investigation, which is the third investigation and third auditing ot 
these claims; and after he has passed upon them he then reports them 
to the Secretary of the Treasury, and under the law the Secretary of 
the Treasury transmits a report at the beginning of each session of 
Congress to the House of Representatives, giving a list of all the claims 
so allowed since the making of the last report. 

These reports began under the law in 1874. Prior to that time the 
allowances were paid directly by the Treasury; but in 1874 Congress 
passed a law requiring all these claims to be reported to Congress, and 
each year since 1874 the Secretary of the Treasury has made an annual 
report to Congress, giving the list of the clsims and the amount al- 
lowed. That goes to the House of Representatives and goes to the 
committee there. They make an investigation; they act upon it; they 
report it to the House; it is passed by the House and it comes to the 
Senate. The bills have all gone here to the Committee on Claims, 
They are there considered in the Committee on Claims and reported 
back to the Senate and passed. 

We see what investigation these claims have undergone, every one of 
them, and they are all of one class, all of one kind. Now, the Senator 
undertakes to make a great deal of noise about Congress passing a bill 
of this kind in fifteen minntes, and undertakes to criticise the Presi- 
dent for vetoing pension bills that were passed at the rate of one hun- 
dred and twenty, I believe, inan hour, or something of that kind—I do 
not remember what it was. 

Mr. BLAIR. The Senator will allow me to say that I have figured 
it out. These claims are passed at the rate of one in a second and two- 
sevenths. 

Mr. COCKRELL, That is mathematical. The Senator only shows 
us want of attention—I will not say ignorance—to the business of the 

enate. 

The Senator makes a mare’s nest over the passage of a bill here 
making appropriation for, say, seven hundred individuals, after each 
one of these claims has been investigated in the manner I have indi- 
eated, passed upon by the Quartermaster-General, then repassed upon 


‘by the Third Auditor, then repassed upon by the Second Comptroller, 


then submitted by the Secretary of the Treasury to the House of Repre- 
sentatives, and passed by the House, sent to the Senate, and passed upon 
by the Senate. ` 

This is nothing. Talk about passing a bill with seven hundred items 
in it in fifteen minutes. The Senate, and the Senator is a party to it, 
has passed a bill every year ever since 1874 with sometimes ten thou- 
sand claims in almost ten lines, and yet he has said nothing about 
that. I hold in my hand now, as I happened to pick it up, having it 
here on my desk—— 

Mr. BLAIR. Did the President sign all those bills? 

Sry COCKRELL. Certainly; all the Presidents have been signing 
them. 

Mr. BLAIR. That is what I thought. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I happen to hold in my hand—I did not get it 
for this purpose but for another purpose—House Executive Document 
No. 70, Forty-ninth Congress, first session, being ‘‘List of claims 
allowed by accounting officers of the Treasury.” Here is a document 
of two hundred and seventy-six pages, all the pages one after the other 
filled with the names of claimants and the amounts allowed them. I 
will commence with the War Department. They commence: 


No. of Fiscal — 
certifi- Appropriation in which 
cate or Name of claimant, rom which the expendi- (Amount. 
claim. payable. ture za in- 
% cu $ 


aeesesses srese 


sedeee|soeeeensatesseneneseerensenseasen| seneseeseserees srpen 


There follow the claims in regular successive order. The first claim 
is ‘‘ Henry C. Pratt,” ‘‘ Pay, ete., of the Army, 1883 and prior years, 
1882.) Under that heading of ‘‘Pay, ete., of the Army, 1883 and 
prior years,” there are ten full pages of names, each name occupying 
one line. The second one we come to is ‘‘Pay of two and three years’ 
volunteers, 1871 and prior years.” That occupies some twenty-odd 
pages of names, 

I then come to a third class: 

Bounty to volunteers and their widows and legal heirs, 1871 and prior years. 

There is a large list of claims. 

Then we go on to various others. Here is another class of claims: 


Commutation of rations to prisoners of war in rebel States and soldiers on 
furlough prior to July 1, 1883 (14 Stats., 364 and 422; also deficiency appropria- 
tion, act March 3, isg. 
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Then here is another class of claims: 

Horses and other property lost in the military service prior to July 1, 1883 
(sections 5482-3487, Revised Statutes)— 

A large number of them. 

Then here comes another list of thousands of claims for ‘‘compen- 
sation of postmasters readjusted under act of March 3, 1883, payable 
from deficiency in postal revenues, 1883, and prior years.” That cov- 
ers over one hundred pages of this document. 

All these claims were appropriated for and paid under simply a clause 
referring to the Executive Document and stating that the claims au- 
dited and reported in Executive Document No. so and so, under a cer- 
tain heading, and the gross sum is appropriated for them. Why, Mr. 
President, was this gross sum appropriated in these cases? Is that act 
to be compared with the passage of a separate, independent bill, which 
had only received action in the Senate and House with the laborious 
duties imposed upon Representatives and Senators in addition to the 
consideration of private legislation? 

Mr. President, the claims for arrears of pay and bounty in the Army 
are passed upon by the Second Auditor; they then go to the Second 
Comptroller; they are passed upon by him, and then they are reported 
to Congress. They go through two auditings. So itis with the claims 
for commutation of rations; so it is with claims for horses lost in the 
service; they are adjudicated first by the Third Auditor, they then go 
to the Second Comptroller, and so they are audited twice. 

Does the Senator from New Hampshire undertake to say that the pas- 
sage of a bill of that kind or the passage of a law providing for the pay- 
ment of the claims under the act of July 4, 1864, that has just passed, 
is to be compared with the passage of so many independent separate 
pension bills? 

Mr. JONES, of Arkansas. Will my friend from Missouri permit me 
to make a suggestion ? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from Missouri 
yield? 

Mr. COCKRELL. Certainly. 

Mr. JONES, of Arkansas. I would like to call attention to one 
thing that seems to have escaped the vigilance of the Senator from 
New Hampshire. The cases in this bill have been thoroughly ex- 
amined and have been recommended favorably by the accounting offi- 
cers of the Government, whereas the other class of cases to which the 
Senator referred have been examined by the officers of the Government 
and have been rejected. 

Mr. BLAIR. Not in all cases. 
with the Senator who has the floor. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I say there is no comparison, These claims have 
been acted on by officers whose duty itis to act upon them. They have 
been stamped and restamped, they have been audited and reaudited, 
and after that they have been passed upon by the House of Representa- 
tives and then sent to the Senate. 

Mr. BLAIR. Will the Senator allow me to ask him a question? 

Mr. COCKRELL. The comparison the Senator attempts to draw is 
between the pension bills and this bill having the class of cases to which 
I have referred, that have been examined and approved by the officers or 
the Government. 3 : 

Mr. BLAIR. I think the Senator said that there are many hun- 
dred claims in that single volume which he holds in his hand. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I did not figure them up. The Senator from 
New Hampshire can figure them up at his leisure. There are 276 
pages and I suppose there are from fifteen to twenty-five cases on each 
page; I do not know how many. 

Mr. BLAIR. I ask the Senator, who has served upon the Commit- 
tee on Claims, whether those claims that he now speaks of were sent 
to his committee. 

Mr. COCKRELL. No. 

Mr. BLAIR. They went simply to the Committee on Appropria- 
tions. 

Mr. COCKRELL. To the Committee on Appropriations. 

Mr. BLAIR. And they were passed without any examination by that 
committee or examination by Congress at all? 

Mr. COCKRELL. The Senator sees what the document is that is 
presented here. A 

Mr. BLAIR. But did not the Senator read the evidence in support 
of the claims ? = 

Mr. COCKRELL. No, nor anybody else. 

Mr. BLAIR. Nor any member of either House of Congress? 

Mr. COCKRELL. No. 

Mr. BLAIR. Then the President of the United States has sanctioned 
these claims without any investigation whatever on the part of Con- 

and left it to these unknown accounting officers. Who knows 
what fraud the country may have been submitted to. The Senator has 
made my case stronger, so much stronger by what he has said that I 
really have no occasion to talk about it at all. 

Mr. COCKRELL. The Senator may say that it has made his case 
stronger. Congress has never investigated these cases,claim by claim, 
and could not if its members lived to be as old as Methuselah. 

Mr. BLAIR. No Committec on Pensions ever imposed on the Sen- 


However, I do not wish to interfere 


ate of the United States by reporting a case that had not been investi- 
gated by it, and investigated pretty thoroughly. 
Mr. COCKRELL. The Committee on Appropriations never imposed 


‘| on the Senate either by reporting these cases. 


Mr. BLAIR. The Senator has found a great deal of fault with any 
criticism of this majestic, all-powerful, all-wise, and omnipotent Com- 
mittee on Appropriations. I did not expect to catch that committee 
in a thing like this. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Prior to 1874 these claims were all paid by the 
respective officers of the Government. A Republican Congress, by an 
act passed in 1874, declared that it was a better policy to require the 
accounting officers, although they were Republican, to report all these 
claims to Congress. Since then all these claims for pay, and for 
bounty, and for horses lost in the service have been reported to Con- 
gress. They have gone through the auditing process I speak of. If 
ever a committee of Congress undertook to go through the claims al- 
lowed for pay and bounty and lost horses I have never heard of it. 

Mr. BLAIR. This bill is the one on which the debate originated. 
Am I to understand that the Committee on Claims have never exam- 
ined personally, individually, the testimony in regard to these claims ? 

Mr. COCKRELL. The Senator never understood anything of that 
kind from me, and I did not refer to them. 

Mr. BLAIR. I know that the Senator did not refer to these, butis 
not this book that he has here entirely irrelevant-to the subject-mat- 
terof thedebate? I understood that he was telling us that these claims 
were adjudicated in the Departments, and I supposed we were to under- 
stand the same in regard to this bill. 

Mr. COCKRELL. No, sir. 

Mr. BLAIR. Then the items in this bill have all been examined? 

Mr. COCKRELL. When the Senator takes his seat I shall answer 
his question. 

Mr. BLAIR. That is the question, whether the origi evidence 
in support of the claims in this bill has been examined by the mem- 
bers of the Committee on Claims before they reported the bill? 

Mr. COCKRELL. From the session of 1875 and 1876 to the 3d of 
March, 1881, I was a member of the Committee on Claims. During 
that time, at cach session, a bill of the same purport as this, authoriz- 
ing the payment of claims for quartermaster stores and commissary 
supplies came to that committee. We then divided the cases among 
the different Senators. I believe it was then the rule to refer about 
twenty cases to each Senator on the committee. All the papers—a 
whole car-load of papers in all these cases had been sent to the House 
of Representatives. I do not know what the rule of the Committee on 
Claims now is; but heretofore during the years that I was on it, those 
papers were sent to the Senate when the bill passed the House, 

The chairman of the Committee on Claims would take, promiscuously, 
twenty or more of the claims and refer them to each one of the Senators, 
in order that he might make a thorough examination of those twenty 
cases assample cases. We could then judge for ourselves of the accuracy, 
first, of the Quartermaster or Commissary General in his investigation 
and audit, and second, of the accuracy of the Third Auditor in his re- 
investigation and audit, and third, of the Second Comptroller in his re- 
reinvestigation and re-reaudit; and if we found that number of claims 
correct, we then recommended the passage of the bill. 

Occasionally we found inaccuracies, and those were corrected. I pre- 
sume the Committee on Claims of the Senate now give the subject that 
consideration. I can not answer for it, but I presume the committee 
does. The House committee may have given it more. I do not know 
what the rule now is. That was the investigation that was given 
when I was a member of the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. BLAIR. Particularly to these bills? 

Mr. COCKRELL. I donot know about these bills specially; I have 
not been a member of the Committee on Claims since 1881. 

Mr. BLAIR. That seems to strengthen my original position, that 
the claims in this bill undoubtedly are all just claims. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I have no doubt of the justice of the claims, and 
they have received consideration. They have received consideration 
three times by proper officials before they have received action, in the 
Senate or before they received action in the House. 

Now, the Senator says this is great carelessness, this is negligence— 
that we are rushing through here seven hundred claims in fifteen min- 
utes; and beyond that, he undertakes to criticise the President of the 
United States. 

I will not repeat the language that the Senator applied to the Presi- 
dent. Itis common language to be applied to the Chief Executive 
now. I do not take offense atit. If gentlemen, Senators, can apply 
such epithets to the Chief Executive of the United States, they are wel- 
come to doso. The Chief Executive of the United States is not harmed 
by the application of such epithets, he is not injured by the application 
of such epithets, he is not lowered in the estimation of the good people 
of the United States by the pouring of any such epithets on his head; he 
stands far above the reach of such malicious thrusts, far above the reach 
of such envenomed arrows. They fall harmless at his feet. 

E would bid the Senator from New Hampshire and his colleagues go 
on, ‘‘lay on,” “gnaw the file”? to your heart’s content, The President 
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can stand it; the people of the United States can stand it; and the peo- 
ple of the United States will understand it and will know and appre- 
ciate the motives which inspire such charges and such attacks. 

There is no comparison here atall, Mr. President. The Senator from 
New Hampshire is trying to sustain the passage of hundreds of pension 
bills hurriedly, each one of them a separate bill, each one of them de- 
pending upon a different state of facts and different questions of law. 

Nine out of ten of them have been investigated by the proper exec- 
utive department of the Government and have been rejected, have been 
“disallowed.” The appeal is from the executive department to Con- 
gress to override the action of the duly constituted officers. And not 
only that, but a very large number of those bills that have been vetoed 
by the President were rejected by General W. W. Dudley, the Commis- 
sioner of Pensions, under a Republican administration, and a wounded 
and crippled soldier of our country. : 

When the Senate of the United States passes those bills and reverses 
the action of that execntive officer, General Dudley, it is criticising him 
and criticising former Republican administrations. A large number of 
bills which haye been and vetoed by the present Executive were 
claims disallowed while General Dudley was Commissioner of Pen- 
sions; and now the effort is being made to heap upon the President the 
responsibility for the disallowance of these claims, and to create the im- 
pression that those which were rejected were all rejected by the present 
Coramissioner of Pensions. 

Mr. BLAIR. Who has undertaken to create such an impression as 
that? 

Mr, COCKRELL. That is the impression you want to go abroad to 
the country. 

Mr. BLAIR. The Senator is not at liberty to say that I have tried 
to create that impression, 

Mr. COCKRELL. I do not see what else to ascribe it to. 

Mr. BLAIR. The Senator must not attribute bad motives to me in 
ordar to cover his own obtuseness. 

Mr. COCKRELL. If there was any object on earth except a thrust 
at the President and his party and the Executive Departments I fail to 


bee it. 

Mr. BLAIR. I desire to tell-the Senator that the Senate of the 
United States and the other branch of Congress are not in the con- 
dition of the aggressor in dealing with pension bills. The criticisms, 
and the insulting criticisms, began with the Executive, and when there 
is « little disposition to resent that impertinent and wholly unpre- 
cedented method of dealing with the legislative department of the Gov- 
ernment, and it begins to hurt, because there is a sense of justice in 
the American people that may be appealed to, then the Senator and 
his coadjutors and his apologists lie down and whine under it. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Lie down and whine under what? 

Mr. BLAIR. Lie down and whine under it, and complain that they 
have been assaulted. - 

Mr. COCKRELL. We do not. 

Mr. BLAIR, that has ever been said in regard to these 
vetoes, so far as I know or have had anything to do with it, has been 
the simplest and long-withheld effort at self-defense on the part of 


Congress. 
Mr. COCKRELL. Did I not tell you a moment ago to “lay on?” 


I will tit now: ‘‘ Lay on.” 
Mr. B Yes, but when there is a little laying on the Senator 
whines at it. 


Mr. COCKRELL. I do nothing of the sort. 

Mr. SPOONER. I hope the Senator from New Hampshire will not 
interrupt these quotations from Shakespeare. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Let him interrupt it; it is no interruption. 

Mr. SPOONER. The quotations from Shakespeare I alluded to. 

Mr. BLAIR. Oh, yes; excuse me. I should not have interrupted 
them, 

Mr. COCKRELL. Let him interrupt. We are not complaining; we 
are not whining. I say the President has done right. I say thein- 
sinuation that his messages were insulting or that they were brutal or 
unjust is without foundation. I hurl the aspersion back; but I say I 
am ddlighted to see you hurling such epithets at the President. Itonly 
shows the desperation of your position and your cause, when you can 
only benefit it by abuse and vilification, and making mouths at the 
President. That is what it results in; nothing less and nothing more. 

We are asking no quarter on that ground; none’at all, not a particle. 
The President has done his duty; he has done it manfully, he has done 
it bravely, he bas done it fearlessly, and the people of this country will 
give him just credit for it. These insinuations and these speeches 
guch as the Senator from New Hampshire has made this morning are 
simply for the purpose of trying to discredit the President before the 
country and to cast an aspersion on him and his motives, to justify 
the action which the Senator and his colleagues have taken in hur- 
geny passing hundreds and hundreds of pension bills through tke 

ato. 

Mr. HARRIS. Mr. President, I am supremely indiferent, as Ten- 
nessee is, to the scolding criticisms of the Senator from New Hamp- 
shire. I donot propose to waste either timeor words upon that. But 


Ido propose toinform the Senator from New Hampshire and the Senate 


that the House has passed another bill making appropriations for the 
payment of a large number of claims very similar to these provided for 
in this bill—claims that have been regularly referred to and investi- 
gated by the Court of Claims, where both the Government and the 
claimant were represented, and where that tribunal has ascertained 
and declared the fact of the loyalty of the claimant, the fact of the 
taking, using, and consumption of the property of the citizens, and the 
fact of its value. That bill passed the House of Representatives in 
March last and was referred to the Committee on Claims of the Senate. 

I rise more for the purpose of asking the chairman of that committee 
when I may hope that that bill may be reported to the Senate; and, 
when it is reported to the Senate, if somebody else does not, I will act 
in respect to that bill as I have done in respect to this because of the 
fact thata large number of exceedingly worthy and needy people of the 
State that I have the honor in part to represent are claimants and are 
justly entitled to theirmoney. I am eagerly anxious to see that that 
bill shall pass at the earliest moment possible in order that they may re- 
ceive what has been due them for more than a quarter ofa century. I 
would be glad to hear from the chairman of the Committee on Claims 
as to when I may hope that the bill may be reported to the Senate. 

Mr. SPOONER. At the outset, in replying to the question put to 
me by the Senator from Tennes<eo, I am willing to give him a certifi- 
cate, if he desires it, for use among his constituents, that from the day 
the bill to which he alludes came from the House of Representatives 
up to this moment that Senator has not ueglected the interests of his 
constituents who are named in the bill; but has, in season and out ot 
season, brought that subject (politely always, of course) to the atten- 
tion of the committee and its chairman, and has urged action upon it. 

The bill to which the Senator from Tennessee alludes was referred 
by the Committee on Claims to its chairman for investigation and re- 
port, The bill appropriated, as it passed the House of Representatives, 
about $155,000. Amendments were offered to itin the Senate by vari- 
ous Senators, the amounts of which aggregate, I believe, about $384,- 
000. At any rate, with the amendments and the original bill, the sum 
now involved is about $466,645.82. The House of Representatives 
passed the bill upon a report made by the Committee on War Claims. 
‘That report proceeded upon the theory, which possesses an element of 
strength beyond question, that the Government having created a tri- 
bunal of its own, before which it had invited its citizens having claims, 
it ought to be bound by the result of the investigation. Therefore 
every claim reported by the Court of Claims was passed by the House. 

When the bill came into the Senate I examined it upon the theory 
that the assumption of the House report was correct, and to ascertain 
simply ‘whether the findings of fact in each case, assuming them to be 
correct and supported abundantly by competent testimony, would war- 
rant an appropriation. I found two or three claims which I thought 
did not, as found by the court, afford sufficient foundation for the ap- 
propriation. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Wisconsin will 
pardon the Chair. The hour of 20’clock having arrived, the Chair lays 
before the Senate the unfinished business, being the bill (S. 12) to pro- 
vide for the formation and admission into the Union of the State of 
Washington, and for other purposes, 

Mr. HARRIS. I would suggest that the unfinished business be in- 
formally laid aside, adding that if it takes fifteen minutes to dispose of 
this bill I will not insist on oecupying the time of the Senate further. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Tennessec asks 
that the unfinished business be informally laid aside to continue the 
consideration of the bill as to which the Senator from Wisconsin was 
addressing the Chair when the hour of 2 o’clock arrived. Is there ob- 
jection? The Chair hears none. 

Mr. SPOONER. As I was saying, I found a few cases which, even 
as found by the court, did not warrant an appropriation. Under tho 
act of Congress it is entirely competent for Congress to disregard tho 
findings of the court if it deems it wise to do so, because those findings 
do not constitute a judgment at all, but are simply findings of fact 
for the information of Congress, and are advisory only. 

I brought to the attention of the committee those cases, and was au- 
thorized to strike them from the bill and then to report the bill. Be- 
fore I could report the bill to the Senate, however, my attention was 
called to another claim, the findings of fact upon which were adequate, 
but I was led to examine the testimony upon which the findings were 
based. I found the record elaborate, and I went through it at great 
labor, and I think I state simply the fact when I say that no man in 
the Senate, and no intelligent man in the United States, would be con- 
tent for one moment to submit to a judgment based upon such testi- 
mony as that which formed the basis of that finding against the Gov- 
ernmentof the United States. I could not report that claim favorably 
to the Senate. i 

Thereupon it became natural for me to investigate further the items 
in the bill and also the general subject. I found that forty-five thou- 
sand claims had been rejected under the 4thof July act by the Quarter- 
master’s Department, and that about ten thousand claims had been re- 
jected under the 4th of July act by the Commissary Department. I 
found that a vast number of claimshad been rejected by the Southern 
Claims Commission. Thoseclaims were rejected upon different grounds, 
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some of them upon the ground that the claimants were disloyal, others, 
the loyalty of the claimant being established, upon the ground that the 
claims themselves were without merit. ; 

I found that nearly every item of the bill as it came from the House 
of Representatives and nearly every item embodied in amendments of- 
fered in the Senate to the bill were claims which had been acted upon 
under the law either by the Departments or by the Southern Claims 
Commission and had been rejected, some of them for want of loyalty, 
some of them for wantof merit. I hunted up the reports of the South- 
ern Claims Commission. They reported each claim rejected, with a 
synopsis of the testimony upon which they rejected it, giving in many 
cases the names of the witnesses and an abstract of the testimony. I 
examined a number, I think eight, of these claims involved in the 
amendments offered in the Senate in which the Southern Claims Com- 
mission had rejected the claims because of the disloyalty of the claim- 
ants. They are now before the committee upon finding by the Court 
of Claims that the claimants were loyal and attached to the Govern- 
ment of the United States during the rebellion. 

I felt it to be my duty, after what had already transpired, and after 
ascertaining upon investigation in one case that the findings of fact 
were not, in my judgment, supported by the testimony, to compare the 
testimony as to loyalty upon which the Southern Claims Commission 
acted with the testimony as to loyalty upon which the Court of 
Claims found favorably the fact. I have before me some of the testi- 
mony, depositions, sometimes taken with cross-examination and some- 
times with the cross-examination waived, and I think it absolutely 
inadequate for any tribunal to base the finding of loyalty upon, and 
the finding of loyalty is the jurisdictional fact, it will be remembered. 

I do not intend to take the time of the Senate to call attention to 
the evidence specifically. I have examined eight of the cases. Iam 
unwilling, and so far as I have submitted the matter to the Commit- 
tee on Claims, notwithstanding the Court of Claims has found in favor 
of the loyalty of the claimants, they are unwilling to authorize a 
favorable report in those cases. 

It will be seen that so far as we have gone and with the sesult, we 
can not report any of those cases without a careful examination of the 
testimony upon which each case is based. 
far as I could, with other duties. 

Jat I desire to call attention to the fact that that bill is the first of 
the omnibus bills, the avant-courier of an army of similar bills to fol- 
low, involving twelve or fifteen millions of dollars; I think I would 
be more nearly accurate if I said involving $20,000,000. Fourteen 
similar omnibus bills are now favorably reported, as I understand, by 
the committee of the House of Representatives and are upon the Cal- 
endar of that House awaiting action. 

It will be seen by Senators that it behooves the Senate and its com- 
mittee to act with great care in the examination and the report upon 
such bills. Under existing law it is an easy matter to invoke the ju- 
risdiction of the Court of Claims, and that, too, without even the 
knowledge of claimants. At the last Congress 1,600 of these claims 
were referred by a committee of Congress to the Court of Claims. At 
this session of Congress 4,000 of these claims have been referred by the 
committee to the Court of Claims, All of the 45,000 rejected by the 

rmaster’s Department—— 
Tan HOAR. ‘The Senator does not mean the committee of the Sen- 
a 

Mr. SPOONER. I mean the committees of the House; I do not 
mean of the Senate. The Senate has referred very few. It will not be 
long until every one of the 45,000 claims rejected by the Quartermas- 
ter’s Department and the 10,000 rejected by the Commissary Depart- 
ment, and the claims rejected by the Southern Claims Commission, 
will find their way by reference under the Bowman act to the Court of 

Iam told that a single lawyer, orclaim agent, as he should be called, 
has secured the reference of six hundred or seven hundred of these claims 
to the Court of Claims. I am told that he found those claims in the 
list of the rejected cases. It isan easy matter to file petitions; it is an 
easy matter to have them referred; and having had them referred to 
the Court of Claims, 1 am told that he communicated with the claim- 
ants, who up to that time were utterly ignorant of the fact that their 
claims had been referred to the Court of Claims. The claims had years 
ago been rejected and the claimants had rested content with the action 
of the Department. He informed each claimant that he had had his 
case referred to the Court of Claims, where he would be pleased to 
prosecute it if he would pay him a half or quarter of what was recov- 
ered. I might say more in this direction, but will not now take the 
time of the Senate, although the matter is important to the people. 

A great many Senators have received-letters from claimants. Some 
have received letters from gentlemen whose claims are in the bill. A 
great many Senators have received letters from claimants whose claims 
are not in the bill. Ihave for some time been the object of special at- 
tention from a good many Senators. They have come to me frequently, 
stating that they had received requests from their constituents that 
the bill should be promptly reported, and many letters have been re- 

, ferred to me all couched in similar language, 
Mr. BLAIR. May I ask the Senator a question? 
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Mr. SPOONER. - Certainly. 
Mr. BLAIR. If it would not be too personal, I would inquire 
whether they were Northern Senators or Senators from the insurrec- 
tionary States. 
Mr. SPOONER. I have had requests from Southern Senators and 
I have had requests from Northern Senators, and I will explain tothe 
Senate in a moment how it has come abont. 
Mr. BLAIR. I have no doubt they came from all sections, of 
course. ` 
Mr. SPOONER. It was not because the claims came from all sec- 
tions; but I will explain that in a moment. Senators have come to 
me stating, of course accurately, that they had received, some of them 
telegrams, others letters from constituents claiming that they were in- 
terested in the bill and asking them to call upon the chairman of the 
committeeand urgea promptreport uponthe bill. Ilooked into the bill 
and found that a good many of the gentlemen who were writing these 
letters were not named in the bill; that they apparently had no inter- 
est in the bill, and I could not understand it until there came to me 
one day a circular which made it all clear as the sun-light. I desire 
to read it to the Senate, and I propose to read it to the Senate to show 
how the scheme is being worked up; what pressure is attempted to be 
brought from over this country upon the Committee on Claims to make 
haste in reporting the bill, and how it happens that a large number of 
these requests came from people who have no appropriations in the 
bill. It is a printed cireular exeept in one or two places where the 
blanks are filled by writing. I shall not read the name of the gentle- 
man to whom it is addressed, but it is some one who has a claim 
against the Government, I believe. The circular is as follows: 
Law OFFICE OF GEORGE A. KING, 1420 New YORK AVENUE, 
Washington, D. C., August 20, 1888, 
Deak Sig: A number of claims for stores and supplies, similar to your claim 
which I have in charge, have been from time to time favorably reported by the 
Court of Claims to Congress, after a thorough examination by that court of the 
questions of loyalty and of the taking and useof the property by the Army. Up 
to this date, however, not a single one of these c so far as I am aware, has 
pag a This is owing to the failare of Congress to make an appropriation 
or purpose. 
It must be obvious to you that it is useless to spend time and money in the 
rosecution of these claims if Congress is not going to fulfill its obligation todo 
Ta to thecitizen by making the necessary Sopropriasions to pay claims fa- 
vorably passed upon by the Court of Claims. It is therefore very important for 
you to do all you can by proper argument to induce. Congress to appropriate 
for claims already allowed, as this will set the example and form s precedent 
for an appropriation to pay your claim when allowed, as I trust it will be, by 
the Court of Claims. 5 
A bill passed the House of Representatives on the 9th of March last, for the 
nt of the first batch of these claims reported by the Court of Claims. It 
numbered House bill 2952, and is entitled * An act for the allowance of cer- 
tain claims for stores and supplies taken and used by the United States Army, 
as reported by the Court of Claims, under the provisions of the act of March 3, 
1888, known as the Bowman act.” This bill was reeeived in the Senate on the 
12th of March, 1888, over five months ago, and referred to the Committee on 
ims, A numberof amendments, embracing claims rted at later dates 
in the session by the Courtof Claims, have also been in need by various Sen- 
ators, and bave all been referred to the same committee, This committee has 
not yet reported back either the bill or the amendments to the Senate, nor can 
Llearn when it intends to do so. The members of this committee are: Sena- 
tor Jons O. Spooner, of Wisconsin, chairman; Senators GEORGE F. Hoar, of 
husetts; JOHN H. MITCHELL, of Oregon; WILLIAM M. STEWART, of Ne- 
vada; Marrurw S. QUAY; of Pennsylvania; Sames K. Jones, of Arkansas; 
Ernnam K. Wrisox, of Maryland; SAMUEL Pasco, of Florida; and CHARLES 
J. FAULKNER, of West Virginia. 
I —— to you that asa measuro tending to the ultimate payment of your 
own claim— 


Which is not in the bill at all— 


it would be proper and highly advisable for you to address a letter to each of 
your Senators in Congress-- 

And then follows in writing the names of two Senators. This cir- 

cular is made so that it is easily adapted to the situation of the claim- 
ant— 
Hons. Joun T, Morcanand James L, Poe, and alsoto any of the above-named 
members of the committee that you may know, giving the title and number of 
the bill above mentioned (House bill 2952), and setting forth that, as a measure 
of justice to all claimants interested, said bill and the amendments thereto 
ouglis to be reported to the Senate for consideration at the earliest possible date, 
and asking them to request the committee and its chairman so to report them 
without further delay. In view of the lateness of the session you may find it 
well to telegraph these Senators, especially if you are at any telegraph station 
where night messages can be sent at half rates, 

Please notify me of whatever action you take on this circular, and should you 
receive any answers from the Senators whom you address please send me such 
answers or copies thereof. s 


‘Teuly yours, 
GEORGE A. KING. 

What other circulars of a similar kind have been sent out by other 
claim agents I do not know, and I do not care. 

Mr. CULLOM. ` May I ask the Senator a question, as I am not very 
familiar with these claims? 

Mr. SPOONER. Certainly. 

Mr. CULLOM. I believe the Senator stated that there were about 
forty-five thousand of these claims rejected by the Quartermaster’s De- 

ent? Ms 

Mr. SPOONER. Yes; and ten thousand were rejected by the Com- 
missary Department. 

Mr. HOAR. Saying nothing about those rejected by Congress itself. 

Mr. SPOONER. Yes. = 

Mr. CULLOM. Is the Senator familiar with the cases sufficiently to 
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state whether, in the main, the cases which were rejected have been 
rejected on account of the disloyalty of the parties claiming? 

Mr. SPOONER. I have read the reports in a goodly number of cases, 
and I find that in many cases the claims were rejected upon the ground 
of the disloyalty of the claimants, and in other cases on the ground that 
there was no justice in the claim. 

Mr. CULLOM. I should like to ask another question. Are any of 
the claims now being considered by Congress any portion of those which 
have been rejected by the Quartermaster’s Department? 

Mr. SPOONER. Certainly, Istated at the outset that almost every 
item in the original bill and nearly every item covered hy the amend- 
ments, amounting to three hundred and fifty-odd thousand dollars, of- 
fered in the Senate, have heretofore been investigated by the Quarter- 
master’s or other Department, or by the Southern Claims Commission, 
and rejected either because of the disloyalty of the claimants or because 
the claims were without merit. 

Mr. CULLOM. Iwasnotinatthetime. When the claimants come 
to Congress I suppose the effort has been to prove that they were loyal? 

Mr. SPOONER. The cases are presented to Congress by bills or 
petitions and referred to the Court of Claims under the Bowman act, 
and in all these cases, in the bill and in the amendments, the Court of 
Claims—— 
Mr. BLAIR. Does the Senator refer to the pending bill? 

Mr. SPOONER. Oh, no. The Department has found in all those 
cases the claimants to have been loyal. What I stated to the Senate 
was that I have gone behind the findings of fact by the Court of Claims 
in a number of cases, have examined the evidence upon which they 
predicated the finding of loyalty in a comparison with the testimony 
upon which the Department or the Southern Claims Commission re- 
jected the claim upon the ground of disloyalty, and I find in the cases 
I have examined that the evidence is not sufficient to establish the loy- 
alty of the claimants, or to overturn the adverse decisions heretofore 
made upon thorough investigation into the subject. 

Mr. CULLOM. I wish to ask one question further, which probably 
has already been answered, as I have not been present all the time. 
Have any of the claimants whose claims are provided for in the bill we 
are now about to vote upon been declared by the Quartermaster’s Be- 
partment to be disloyal to the country? 

Mr. SPOONER. Certainly not. All those claims were investigated 
by the Department, the claimants were found to be loyal, the claims 
were found to be just, were reported to the proper auditing officer of 
the Government for settlement, and reported by the Secretary of the 
Treasury to Congress as allowed claims for payment. Iam referring 
in what I state to another bill not yet reported from the Committee on 
Claims. 

Mr. HARRIS. Will the Senator from Wisconsin allow me to ask him 
if he knows—I am informed and I suppose the statement to be true, 
but I do not know it certainly—that in the vast number of claims re- 
ferred to the Court of Claims under the Bowman act that court has re- 
jected over 80 per cent. of the claims thatit has investigated? Is the 
Senator informed as to that fact? 

Mr. SPOONER. Ido not know whether that betrueornot. How- 
ever that may be, the court has not rejected some claims which I think 
and which the committee think the court ought to have rejected. 

Mr. HOAR. I should like to ask the Senator from Wisconsin a ques- 
tion, as his time seems to belong to the Senate at large and not to him- 
self. Is it not true that under the Bowman act the Court of Claims 
can reject nothing under the clause of which he is speaking? The 
Court of Claims simply finds the facts and reports to Congress. 

Mr. HARRIS. If the Senator from Wisconsin will allow me, I will 
state that I was perhaps inaccurate in the use of that word. I in- 
tended to say that the Court of Claims failed to find the necessary facts 
to recommend payment of the claim. 

Mr. SPOONER. The Senator means the jurisdictional fact of loy- 
alty. 

Mr. HARRIS. Well, the jurisdictional fact of loyalty, or I suppose 
the question of merit even, where loyalty was established, would be a 
ground upon which the court would not recommend payment. 

Mr. SPOONER. The court is to report the information to Congress, 
and they could report that they found the claimant loyal and that the 
claim was without merit. They do not recommend the payment of 
any claim. + 

Mr. CULLOM. I should like to make a further inquiry. I under- 
stood the Senator to state a few moments ago that quite a number ot 
bills in another place are on the Calendar or under consideration which 
would amount to a great many millions of dollars if the claims were 
allowed. Are those claims incorporated in such bills 4s we are now 
considering? 

Mr. SPOONER. They are not incorporated in such bills as we are 
now considering. The question of the Senator from Tennessee [ Mr. 
HARRIS] to which I am replying is not in relation to the bill which 
we are now considering, but in relation to another bill, an omnibus 
bill, so called, which is still before the committee. 

I desired to bring to the attention of the Senate the fact that there 
is an immense number of these claims, amounting to millions and 
maillions of dollars, which under existing legislation are being referred 
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to the Court of Claims, and we have come to the conclusion that we 
can safely pass no bill without an examination of the testimony upon 
which the finding is based; and we propose to take our time in the ex- 
amination of that bill and similar bills. We do not intend that any 
one of them shall be reported to the Senate without careful investiga- 
tion and without the judgment of the committee upon the testimony 
in each claim that the claimant was loyal and that the claim is just. 

I desire to say, therefore, that these dragooning methods which have 
been adopted may as well, so far as the Committee on Claims is con- ~ 
cerned, come to an end. Unless instructed by the Senate we shall pro- 
ceed, as we have been proceeding, to examine upon its merits each case, 
and if we do not finish the examination until the next session the bill 
will not be reported until the next session. I desire that every claim- 
ant whose claim is fair and whose loyalty is unimpeachable shall be 
paid, and promptly paid, and every claim which is a fair claim we 
shall as speedily as possible report to the Senate. 

I wish to say that in nothing I have said do 1 intend to be understood 
as reflecting in the slightest degree upon the Court of Claims. It is 
absolutely impossible, in my opinion, for that court to investigate these 
cases and to give to them the attention which it seems to me they de- 
mand in the interest of the Government. 

Mr. BUTLER. May I ask the Senator a question ? 

Mr. SPOONER. Certainly. 

Mr. BUTLER. Of course he is more familiar than I am with the 
mode of procedure before the Court of Claims. The Government I un- 
derstand is represented before that court. 

Mr. SPOONER. Iwill get to that in a moment. 

Mr. BUTLER. Is the testimony taken ex parte or upon cross-exam- 
ination? 

Mr. SPOONER. In most of the cases I have examined it might as 
well have been taken ez parte. 

Mr. BUTLER. Ishould like to know as to that fact. 

Mr. SPOONER. I found a number of cases where I could find no 
fault with the representative of the Government, but it seemed to me 
to be perfectly palpable that there was a collusion in which the Govern- 
ment was powerless almost, with the means in the hands of the De- 
partment of Justice, to detect. It is not difficult for dishonest claim- 
ants to so combine. They canswear each other’s cases through. Here 
areadozenclaimantsin a community, Each must establish his loyalty, 
each must prove his case. - They interchange testimony. Tom Jones 
testifies to the loyalty during the war of half a dozen other claimants, 
and when Mr. Jones’s case is to go through the other claimants testify 
as to his loyalty. 

Mr. BUTLER. Then practically the investigation of the Court of 
Claims is of no real value to Con ? j 

Mr. SPOONER. Iwill not say that; I think it is of value, but I 
was about to say—— 

Mr. HOAR. I rose to ask the Senator from Wisconsin a question, 
which will come in as pertinent to what was inquired by the Senator 
from South Carolina. Will he not state a little more fully to the Sen- 
ate the advantage of the old investigation under the direction of the 
Department, or under the direction of the Southern Claims Commis- 
sion in those cases, over a trial in the Court of Claims, by reason of the 
sending of agents to the neighborhood? Ido not know but what the 
Senator may have stated that. 

Mr. SPOONER. No, I did not state it, but it is what I was about 
tosay. The investigation made by the Quartermaster’s Department 
was made by an agent sent into the vicinity, a man who could hunt 
up the claimant, who conld examine his neighbors as to his antece- 
dents, who could find out whether he was loyal during the war or 
whether he was not, whether his loyalty began when the Union Army 
came into his vicinity or whether he had been loyal from the begin- 
ning. 

Mr. HOAR. He saw the witnesses in person. 

Mr. SPOONER. He saw the witnesses and could examine them and 
cross-examine them. It was so with the investigation made by the 
Southern Claims Commission. They had at their disposal agents, and 
I judge from the investigations some very intelligent and energetic 
agents, who went into the vicinity, into the neighborhood of every man 
who had a claim, and pursued a careful, thorough investigation. 

It is not possible that the Court of Claims should make any such in- 
vestigation, Itis not its function. Itisnotthe business of the court, 
and it can not be made the duty of the court, to hunt up evidence. 
The court must decide upon the evidence presented, and the collusions 
and the fraudulent combinations which produce testimony detrimental 
to the interests of the Governmentare not before the court. They pass 
upon the case as they find it. We have more discretion. We have 
more power as a committee, and the Senate has more power. 

Another thing, I think that the Attorney-General’s Department, from 
what I hear, is inadequately supplied with the necessary agents and as- 
sistants to attend to this business. There are only six attorneys rep- 
resenting that Department in that court. The business of the court 
has multiplied within the last three or four yearsbeyond measure. The 
spoliation claims have gone up intd the thousands. Several lawyers 
have been detailed to look after them. Every Department has the 
right under the Bowman act to refer questions of fact to the court fog 
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investigation and finding upon the facts, and in addition is what may 

roperly be called the “general jurisdiction” of the court. It is not 
fair to the court to dump upon them these cases by the thousand, ex- 
pecting satisfactory results under present methods, and with present 
facilities for investigation. ; : 

One of the attorneys who represents the Government (and I have 
been pleased with such of his work as I have examined in the way of 
briefs upon the question of loyalty and upon questions of fact) tells me 
the Department of Justice has no authority, no power to send out 
agents to investigate the facts in these cases. On the other hand, the 
principal attorneys of this class of claimants mostly come from the 
States in which the claims arise. They are familiar with the people 
in the locality. They go out and take testimony with the aid of the 
claimant and other claimants; but the attorney of the Government is 
ata great disadvantage. 

On the question of loyalty the Government is at a disadvantage at 
best and of necessity. It is purely subjective. If a man did nothing 
cither one way or the other it is impossible to contradict him if he 
swears he was loyal. Ifmy friend from Alabama says he has the head- 
ache I must take it and we must all take it tobe true. If aman says 
he was loyal, which is a mere sentiment of course, we can not contra- 
dict it or successfully dispute it if he did nothing to evidence his 
loyalty or to evidence his disloyalty; so that here, after the lapse of 
twenty-odd pos we have claimants by the thousand coming into the 
Court of Claims under an actof Congress making the finding of loyalty 
a jurisdictional fact, the claimant testifying that he was loyal, two or 
three of his neighbors testifying that he was loyal, and the court find- 
ing he was loyal. It is not satisfactory, butit is inevitable, and the 
situation demands radical treatment. The committee will in time en- 
deavor to recommend such. In the meantime we wish to give notice 
to these claim agents that a favorable finding by the Court of Claims 
isnot to be held by the Senate asequivalent to a judgment against the 
Government by any means. 

Mr. MORGAN, There is no statute of limitations? 

Mr. SPOONER. There is no statute of limitations as to the investi- 
gation under the Bowman act. 

Mr. BUTLER. The court has the right, as I understand, to sub- 
pcena witnesses, e 

Mr. SPOONER. How will the court ascertain the witnesses? 

Mr. BUTLER. The representative of the Government could ascer- 
tain them. 

Mr. SPOONER. The representative of the Government is, asa rule, 
here in Miler, Saar You can not send six lawyers représenting the 
Department of Justice all over Tennessee and all over North Carolina 
and the other States to look personally into the different cases and 
hunt up witnesses, ` 

I haye only attempted to state sufficiently the facts and the difi- 
culties to the Senate, to explain why the Committee on Claims is mov- 
ing slowly in its action upon the bill as to which the Senator from Ten- 
nessee interrogated me, and toshow that we must, among other things, 
in some way relieve the court and strengthen the Departmentof Justice 
by giving additional aid for protecting the interests of the Government, 

Mr. BLAIR. Mr. President, I wish to occupy but a few moments. 

Mr. STEWART. I must insist upon going on with the Chinese re- 
striction bill. 

Mr. BLAIR. I wish to have a few moments, and I think under the 
circumstances I should be allowed to proceed. After the motion which 
I made with another view, which has developed matter of very great, 
of almost supreme importance to the Senate, I can not but feel that I 
have builded much more wisely than I knew in making the motion to 
reconsider. It may not be of great importance so far as this particular 
bill is concerned, which I understand has the indorsement, after careful 
scrutiny, of the Senator from Wisconsin [Mr. SPOONER], but it has 
opened before us an impending gulf which it would be well to scan be- 
fore we leap into it. 

I might perhaps be justified in alluding to the courtly manner in 
which the Senator from Tennessee [Mr. HARRIS] as well as the Sena- 
tor from Missouri [Mr. COCKRELL] waived all allusion to the trifling 
matters that I may have uttered during debate, upon the ground that 
the source they came from seemed to render them entirely a matter of 
indifference. I have become accustomed to the airs of the patricians 
in the Senate, and they trouble me less than ever before, So I think 
Iam able to pass that by with a corresponding, if not a superior, de- 
gree of indifference to that which was manifested by those who in- 
dulged themselves therein. 

Gradually, as this becomes a republican government and true re- 
publicanism prevails all over the country, we shall have a Senate of 
peers; the patricians and the plebs will be merged in one, and Senators 
from oné section of the country, unless they are able to demonstrate 
that they have some superior ability to ground their airs upon, will 
be willing to associate with others in open Senate upon an equality. 
Until they demonstrate that native capacity to despise what others 
may say or do I shall certainly, be indifferent to the demonstration of 
those who wear those honors af present. 

Mr. President, I was criticised a little for having dropped inadvert- 
ently or purposely, as the case may be, severe expressions with refer- 
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ence to the conduct of the Executive, and I am informed that it is of 
no consequence that I withdraw them. It isa happy thing that it is 
of no consequence, because there would be no withdrawal under any 
circumstances. I will simply add, however, that giving to them their 
utmost pertinency and intensity of meaning, I still concede the univers- 
ally admitted proposition that the President is better than his party; 
and there I leave that. 

In regard to the fluttering that was evinced on the part of Senators 
who spoke in opposition to my original speech, if it were a speech, 
which was not designed to be uttered with the utmost gravity and 
solemnity all the way through, I will say to those who insisted upon 
making it a serious matter, as though I were controverting the justice 
of these claims, that I am moved to make a quotation myself. Thisis 
a quotation, the Senators will observe: Š 

Conscience does make cowards of us all. 

I had not assailed the justice of these claims. I had said nothing 
about the forty-five thousand other claims which are lying behind wait- 
ing, and a dozen bills embodying a great number of them, it seems, is 
already upon the Calendar of the Democratic House. I had said noth- 
ing about them. I had asserted what I supposed I could safely do, the 
justice of every claim thatis contained in this bill. Yet Senators rose, 
the Senator from Missouri notably, and demonstrated that the Govern- 
ment had done a great deal worse in other instances in the way of its 
carelessness in appropriation than in the instance before us. 

They seemed to be apprehensive that just what the Senator from 
Wisconsin has been moved to say would be developed in this debate, 
and that this ocean of discredited, of false, wicked claims, as it seems, 
so far as the previous action of the Government can stigmatize them, 
would find barriers and damsin the way when they came tobe let loose 
upon us and upon the Treasury. So they went on justifying and prov- 
ing that we had done worse in other instances; that we ought not to 
make an investigation here; that this was not near so bad as the pen- 
sion instances to which I adverted. 

Mr. President, it was conscience, I think, that made cowards of some 
of us, at all events; not physical cowards, but apprehension of the ad- 
verse decision in the future upon which a dozen bills are already pend- 
ing in the other House, to be followed by the whole forty-five thousand 
ultimately, if you come to have a Government which is made up in 
all three of its departments with those who may be favorable to the con- 
sideration of the claims of the disloyal. 

There is little else to say. In regard to the pension claims, the Sen- 
ator from Missouri alluded to them as being thousands in number. 
There can not be two thousand which were passed by both this Con- 
gress and the Jast. They came in something of a rush in the last Con- 
gress, because they had been accumulating for years. There had been 
hostilities in committees that were insurmountable, and the discussions 
upon the pension claims took on very largely the aspect of controver- 
sies between the different sections; at least, so it seemed tome. Very 
few pension claims were acted upon for years. 

In the last Congress the acting chairmanship of the Committee on 
Pensions fell upon myself, and I determined that those bills should 
be acted upon or I would quit the Senate. They were acted upon, 
and a great many more than usual reached the Executive, I think 
through my fault, if it be a fault, more than that of anybody else. 
They were the accumulations of years in the natural outgrowth of 
time, in its due succession. Had the developments of time been prop- 
erly taken care of as they came to the surface—if the bills had been 
passed when they ought to have been passed, President Cleveland never 
would have been troubled with any more than the usual number. 

I only made the motion to reconsider in the beginning for the reason 
that it does seem to me that attention should be called to claims such 
as we are passing upon to-day, these claims generally accruing, as they 
do, from the Southern section uf the country, growing out of the war 
itself, and dependent even for jurisdiction upon the controverted ques- 
tion of loyalty on the part of the claimant, and with such tremendous 
temptations to establish loyalty, when there is an almost universal sus- 
picion that disloyalty was the actual fact in the case of every claimant. 
Isay that when there is such loosenessas has now been developed, nothing 
like the thoroughness of investigation that takes place with a pension 
claim, in the allowance of these claims, and when there is such a de- 
termined effort already manifested to collect even ihe claims of disloyal 
claimants, I was well justified in calling attention to the sharp criti- 
cism made upon the action of the committee of the Senate and of the 
legislative department of this country by the vetoes of the President 
and-by others who support him in reference to the comparatively few 
pension claims that the President has destroyed. All of them put to- 
gether, all this great exercise of power, even if the President be right; 
will not save to the country more than $50,000 a year. 

I assert—it is of no use to make appeals to anybody—I assert that if 
there be any class of claims wherein haste could be justifiable, where in 
case of uncertainty or of doubt in the nature of the proof the benefit 
should be given to the claimant, it is these ion claims. We are 
not even likely to go wrong. If we do, we are on the side of probable 
right, and on the side of a great cause which gave us our existence and 
our jurisdiction of the subject-matter itself. 

I rose only to remind the Senate and the country that we should 
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- treat pension claims, and our action in the effort toenact them into law, 
with at least the same degre of consideration that is demanded for 
these other and, it seems to me, vastly less meritorious claims. 

Iwithdraw my motion to reconsider unless some other Senator wishes 
to speak. 

Mr. JONES, of Arkansas. Mr. President—— 

Mr. STEWART. I move—— 

Mr. HARRIS, The withdrawal of the motion to reconsider leaves 
the bill passed. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question then recurs on the 
formal motion of the Senator from Tennessee that the Senate ask for a 
conference on the bill and the amendments, to which the Chair sup- 
pores there is no objection, and it is so ordered. 

By unanimous consent, the President pro tempore was authorized to 
appoint the conferees on the part of the Senate, and Mr. SPOONER, 
Mr. Hoar, and Mr. Jones of Arkunsas were appointed. 

Mr. SPOONER. I appeal to the Senator from Nevada to permit the 
Senator from Arkansas to address the Senate upon this question. He 
is a member of the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. BLAIR. I renew the motion for that purpose. 

Mr. JONES, of Arkansas, Mr. President, I suppose the question 
is disposed of, and what I have to say will not have any effect on it. 
I only desire to call attention to what seems to me to be an unjust 
criticism of the Court of Claims in the execution of its duty. ‘The 
Senator from New Hampshire [Mr. BLAIR] characterized it as “‘loose- 
ness.” 

lam very much obliged to the Senator from Wisconsin [ Mr. Spooner] 
for having called the attention of the Senate to this question. I be- 
lieve it is a very great evil, and one that requires the serious consider- 
ation of members of this body. I believe that great harm is likely to 
result if there is no careful investigation of the evil to which the at- 
tention of the Senate has been to-day called. But certainly no just 
criticism can be made on the action of the court or on the representa- 
tives of the Government in the court. 

Iam advised by the Attorney-General, who looks after the interests 
of the Government in these cases, that in every instance when a case is 
sent to the court he asks the Departments for whatever they have 
which will throw light upon the claim. Every means is resorted to in 
order to find out everything that can be found about the claim, not 
only in the archives of the Government but everywhere else. 

As the Senator from Wisconsin very clearly stated to the Senate, there 
are no means within reach of the Department of Justice to make in- 
vestigations where these claims originate, as was the case with the 
Quartermaster and Commissary Departments, and this Department can 
not be blamed because it is unable to find out whatever facts might be 
ascertained by making an investigation at the place where the claimants 
live. But that there is some wrong, that there is somebody to blame 
in these cases, seems to me to be perfectly clear. The first section of 
the Bowman act, the act of March 3, 1883, provides— 


That whenever a claim or matter is pending before any committee of the Sen- 
ate or House of Representatives, or before either House of Congress, which in- 
volves the investigation and determination of facts, the committee or House may 
canse the same, with the vouchers, papers, proofs, and documents pertaining 
thereto, to be transmitted to the Court of Claims of the United States, and the 
same shall there be ed in under such rules as the court may adopt. 
When the facts shall have been found,the court shall not enter judgment thereon, 
but shall report the same to the committee or to the House by which the case 
was transmitted for its consideration, 


Think for one momentof the condition in which this court is placed. 
Any man choosing to do so comes here and asks a member of this body 
to introduce a bill to pay him a lot of nonn or to relieve him from 
certain hardships he believes he has suffered in the past. A similar 
request goes to the other House of Congress; and these cases are sent 
by thousands to the Court of Claims. There is an affidavit or two, a 
little bit of evidence of one sort and another, a statement on the part 
of the claimant that he has been a loyal man, and with the meager ev- 
idence that is submitted here goes an order down from the Congress 
of the United States to the Court of Claims to find the facts and report 
them to Congress. There are no adequate means provided by which 
the court may know all the facts, and they are compelled to make some 
sort of a report on the order made to them by Congress; and when this 
light and unsatisfactory evidence is presented to them they must de- 
termine on which side the weight of the evidence stands, 

It must necessarily be the case that in many instances the testimony 
will be such as would not satisfy anybody that the truth was fully as- 
certained and brought out by the evidence as presented to the court, 
and yet no means are provided by Congress for the Attorney-General 
or for the court to send out into the country and ascertain what the 

-truth is, to get evidence on the other side of the case; and the er parte 
statements as they come up and as presented by the claimants’ attor- 
neys must be accepted by the court as the finding of facts, and re- 
ported accordingly. 

The intimation I understood the Senator from New Hampshire to 
make, that there was more or less of partisan bearing in this thing, is 
wholly without foundation. The judges of the Court of Claims were 
appointed under a Republican administration, and they are Republic- 
ans. None of them can be suspected of any sympathy with any of 

these claimants. It is true that under the present Administration the 

Department of Justice has Democratic officers, but the leading man who 
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isin charge of those cases was himself a Union soldier, and he is as ab- 
solutely free from any sort of sympathy with an attempt to have paid 
to any man an unjust or unworthy claim as can be found on the face 
ofthe earth. I know he is capable and he is faithful and efficient, and 
there can be no sort of charge made, and there ought not to be a sus- 
picion entertained by anybody that there is anything but ‘fect fair- 
ness in the efforts to find out the truth in these cases. I believe the 
fault lies in the fact that committees of this body send these cases down 
to the Court of Claims by thousands and without any regard or refer- 
ence to the zapora they have here. 

Mr. SPOONER. The Senator does not mean to say committees of 
this body ? 

Mr. JONES, of Arkansas. Did I say of this body? Imeant to say 
of Congress. I claim that the committee to which I have the honor 
to belong, and of which the Senator from Wisconsin is the honored 
chairman, has been discreet and careful and considerate in sending 
claims to the Court of Claims. We may have sent some that should 
not have been sent, but we have made an effort to have investigation 
made only where we believed there was such a case made on the part 
of the claimant as would justify him in having a full and fair inves- 
tigation of his claim, and we have not sent cases by the hundred down 
there to be investigated without knowing whether there was any merit 
in them or not. 

In justice to the claimants, and in justice to the Department of Jus- 
tice, I thought it was but right that I should call attention to these 
facts, and to the manner in which these things are done. 

Mr, HOAR. Mr. President, I wish to utter only two or three sen- 
tences, if the Senator from Nevada [Mr. STEWART] will permit me. 

I do not think any Senator on either side of the Chamber, whatever 
other matter of criticism he may find in regard to me, will say that 
since I have been in public service here I have not dealt with justice, 
as far as I could, with reference to all claimants against this Govern- 
ment irom whatever part of the country they may have come. I think 
that the honor of this Government is as much concerned in the payment 
of a just claim, whether supported by express contract or not, as it is 
in the payment of the Government bond, without which it would be 
adj nagel a bankrupt Government in the commercial circles of the 
world, 

There is nothing which has seemed to me more objectionable, in- 
deed I might say more contemptible, than the spirit which attempts 
(if there be such a spirit anywhere) to get a reputation for vigilant 
care of the Treasury or for public virtue by an indiscriminate attack 
upon persons who come here to make claims against the Government. 

I quite agree with what has been said by the Senator from Wiscon- 
sin and the Senator from Arkansas, that it will be necessary for Con- 
gress to re-examine and reconsider the policy which was adopted with 
my entire concurrence three or four years ago of calling in the assistance 
of the Court of Claims for a judicial determination of claims. The ma- 
chine so far has not worked well. I make no criticism upon that court, 
but of course a court can only decide upon the evidence submitted to 
it, and it is manifest that not only in a few cases but in hundreds and 
thousands of cases the evidence which had enabled the Southern Claims 
Commission and the Departments heretofore to deal with them justly 
and fairly in most instances has not reached the Court of Claims, and 
the rescripts which come back here come-as the result of the examina- 
tion of ex parte testimony and testimony very indefinitely sifted. I 
think that will be the opinion. The Senator from Arkansas bows his 
head. I think I may appeal to every member of the Committee on 
Claims without distinction of party or residence for the truth of that 
statement. 

So far as the Committee on Claims of the Senate is concerned, I do 
not believe any bill has reached the Senate with a favorable report 
where the claim is not founded upon principles and policies which 
have heen certainly for ten or fifteen years acted upon by the Senate. 
There has been no opening of the door wider than it was before. There 
has been no relaxation on the part of the Committee on Claims of the 
Senate or on the part of any member of that committee of either party 
of the old rules, which we endeavored to apply as faithfully as we 
could when the party to which I belong had the uncontrolled ascend- 
ency in both Houses of Congress and in the executive department. 

There is one possible exception, and that exception is found in the 
ease which was passed by the Senate a few weeks ago, in which the 
Senator from Tennessee [ Mr. HARRIS] took a special interest by reason 
of representing the persons concerned init. That was the case of a 
church at Chattanooga, Tenn., where a claim of that church for the 
material of the church building taken for military purposes was al- 
lowed and paid. That unquestionably would not have been granted 
under the same circumstances by the committee to an ordinary claim- 
ant; but it rests for its vindication, if it can be vindicated at all, upon 
a principle which I have been prepared to act on for a great many years, 
and which I"have myself repeatedly urged upon Congress, both in the 
Senate and in the other House when I was a member of it. 

I think it would be desirable, and would be a valuable example in 
regard to all future wars, foreign and domestic, to have the Government 
pay institutions of religion, education, and charity for losses which have 
been occasioned to them by the direct action of the Government in war. 
It is no new principle. It is a principle which was acted upon in some 
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instances by the British Government in regard to this country during 
the Revolution. It isa principle upon which General Washington acted 
in paying out of his own pocket for an injury occasioned to the college 
at Princeton, and it is a principle upon which Louis XVI acted in re- 
placing injuries which were occasioned to buildings in this country 
during our Revolution by the operation of the French army. 

There are less than $300,000, I think less than $200,000, of these 
claims, all told; and I should be very glad forone tosee them paid. I 
should be more delighted than by Say paulo or political honor or good 
fortune which could come to me if before my public life ends I could 
be the instrument of having the old college of William and Mary in 
Virginia rebuilt at the public charge. 3 

But that exception, if it be an exception, is the only one (with the 
general fact I have stated that there has been no relaxation and no 
proposed relaxation on the part of the Committee on Claims in the 
Senate or of any member of it) of the old rule which has been acted 
upon for so many years. 

Mr. BLAIR. I withdraw the motion to reconsider. 


HOUSE BILL REFERRED. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair lays before the Senate a 
bill from the House of Representatives for reference. : 

The bill (H. R. 6105) donating two 6-pound brass cannons to the Illi- 
nois Soldiers and Sailors’ Home was read twice by its title. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill-will be referred to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs. ` : 

Mr. CULLOM. I ask that it be taken up now and passed. Itisa 
very small matter and need hardly go to the committee. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I must ask that it go to the Committee on Mili- 
tary Affairs. We have reported against giving things that we do not 
have, until I think we ought to get another chance to make a similar 
report on the question. 

Mr. CULLOM. Very well. 

Mr. COCKRELL. ‘The Government has no 
can not give away what we have not got. 

Mr. CULLOM. I supposed, as the other House passed the bill, that 
we certainly had what it was proposed to give. 

The bill was referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 


PRESIDENTIAL APPROVALS, 


A message from the President of the United States, by Mr. O. L. 
PRUDEN, one of his secretaries, announced that the President had on 
the 10th instant approved and signed the following acts: 

An act (S. 3474) amendatory of an act authorizing the construction 
of a bridge over the Mississippi River at St. Louis, Mo., approved Feb- 
ruary 3, 1887; 

An act (S. 3226) granting the Leavenworth Rapid Transit Railway 
Company the right to construct and operate its railroad through a por- 
tion of the military reservation at Fort Leavenworth, Kans. ; 

An act (S. 1070) granting a pension to Mrs. Mary R. Armstrong; 

An rod 2721) granting a pension to Jackson Chapman; 

An act (S. 3076) granting a pension to Mary M. Shattuck; 

An act te Bey granting a pension to William F. Pike; and 

An act (S. 1880) ing that certain water-reserve lands in the 
State of Wisconsin are and have been subject to the provisions of the 
act of Congress entitled ‘‘ Anact to railroads the right of way 
oe the public lands of the United States,” approved March 3, 
87. 


The message also announced that the President had this day approved 


brass cannon, and we 


Navigation to register and enroll as American vessels certaih sailing 

vessels of foreign construction, repaired in the port of Cleveland, Ohio, 

and named the Josephine and M. C. Upper, respectively; and 

cin act (S. 2825) granting an increase of pension to Benjamin T. 
er. 


WILLIAM MACKEY. 

Mr. FARWELL. I move to reconsider the vote by which the Sen- 
ate postponed indefinitely the bill (8. 3101) for the relief of William 
Mackey, and that it be referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

The motion was agreed to. 

MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 

A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. CLARK, its 
Clerk, announced that the House insisted upon its amendments to the 
bill (S. 1488) granting an increase of pension to Louisa V. de Kilpat- 
rick, widow of Maj. Gen. Judson Kilpatrick, United States Volunteers, 
agreed to the conference asked by the Senate on the disagreeing votes of 
the two Houses thereon, and had appointed Mr. CHIPMAN, Mr. 
FRENCH, and Mr. Payson managers at the conference on the part of 
the House. 

CHINESE IMMIGRATION. 

„The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senate resumes the considera- 
tion of the unfinished business, being the bill (S. 12) to provide for the 
formation and admission into the Union of the State of Washington 
and for other eS gees F 

Mr. STEWART. Iask unanimous consent that the bill to restrict 
Chinese immigration may be taken up. 


The PRESIDENT protempore. TheSendtor from Nevada asks unan- 
imous consent that the unfinished business be informally laid aside, 
and that the Senate proceed to the consideration of the bill (H. R. 
11336) a supplement to an act entitled ‘‘An act to execute certain treaty 
stipulations relating to Chinese,’’ approved the 6th day of May, 1882, 
The Chair hears no objection. The bill is before the Senate, and the 
Senator from Nevada is entitled to the floor 'on the question of recon- 
sidering the vote on the passage of the bill. 

Mr. STEWART. Mr. President, I learned from the speeches made 
against this hill yesterday that there was a general misapprehension 
not only of the circumstances, but of the condition of the negotiations 
and the effect of passing the bill. The legal effect of the passage of the 
bill was well stated, however, by the Senator from New York [Mr, 
Evakgrs], and I will read his statement of the case. He said: 

Ihave one word more to sayin regard to the situation, as I understand it, 
which would be produced by the passage of this bill, and then the ratifiea- 
tion by the Chinese Empire of the pending treaty. If ratifications are ex: 
changed between this Government and the Chinese Empire, which is depend- 
ent upon the Executive here so far as this nation is concerned, this act, if it 
shall pass, falls to the ground, for itis a settled proposition that a treaty and a 
law are of equal import and dominion domestically, and the latter one, there- 
fore, whether law or treaty, is the paramount power. 

If this bill shall pass it will not interfere at all with the ratification 
of that treaty, if China is willing to ratify it, nor will it interfere with 
its promulgation by the President or its becoming a law and supersed- 
ing the act that we are passing to-day. 

That being the case, it is well to examine the necessities for this 
proposed law. I believe that we have gone wrong from the beginning 
in assuming that we had no right to say who should come and live 
among us. All of our treaties with China in this regard have pro- 
ceeded upon a decidedly false basis. The United States should never 
surrender the power to protect its own citizens and to say who should 
come here and who should not. 

I think this mistake was made in attempting to guard against what 
was a notorious and manifest evil, Chinese were imported as coolies 
here. We had been legislating against the cooly trade. Chinese were 
taken to other countries ascoolies. In the Burlingame treaty an effort 
was made to stipulate. against that cooly trade, which they deny is 
practiced now, and probably it is not in that aggravated sense in which 
it was carried on in exporting Chinese. Isay the cooly trade is not 
in operation between the United States and China to the same extent 
that it was between China, the West Indies, and South America. But 
the fifth article of the Burlingame treaty provided against what both 
parties recoguized as an illegal traffic in coolies, as follows: 

ARTICLE V. 

The United 
ths inkierens arnt thallemabns TiN? of sino So change ive howe and AARE. 
and also the mutual advantage of the free migration and ee of their 


citizens and subjects respectively from the one country to the for purposes 
of curiosity, or trade, oras anent residents, The high con’ aeolian 
ASE oin in ee any — than an Fraga A Sitiga aa 

lor these purposes. ey consequently agree to pass laws a penal 
offense for a citizen of the United States or Chinese subjects to take Chinese sub- 
jeots either to the United States or to any other foreign country, or fora Chinese 
subject or citizen of the United States to take citizens of the United States to 


China or to any other foreign country, without their free and voluntary con- 
sent, respectively. 

The intent and meaning of that article of the Burlingame treaty was 
to stipulate against the cooly trade, but the phraseology went beyond 
the intention and laid down a general proposition that the right of ex- 
patriation was i a general principle that we had been advo- 
cating; but the plain intent and meaning was to stipulate against this 
infamous trafic, which was then in vogue, and I do not believe that 
the Chinese Government have taken the slightest offense, or had the right 
to take the slightest offense, if after entering into that treaty we had 
exercised our inherent right to say who should come here and who 
shonld not. I think the Hayes veto of the Chinese restriction bill of 
1879 was a grave mistake, Of course it was founded on the want of 
knowledge. 

The Senator from New York [Mr. Evans] says that as Secretary 
of State he advised the vetoing of the bill of 1879. Ido not think he 
did so with a knowledge of the situation at all. I do not think there 
was anything in the Burlingame treaty which should have been con- 
strued or held by us for one moment to tie our hands so that we could 
not relieve ourselves of this evil. Besides, itis very doubtful whether 
that bill of 1879, which was vetoed by President Hayes, was in conflict 
with the treaty in any sense. These Chinese come here in one sense 
voluntarily; they agree to leave China, and most of the coolies agree 
to go. They leave voluntarily; all the cooly trade is done in this way. 
The great mass of the laborers that have come to this country havecome 
under contracts with the Chinese Six Companies that they will come 
here and work a certain number of years and be subject to the orders 
and dictation of these companies and be returned home at the end of the 
time, dead or alive. That was the contract, and they came under those 
contracts, and it was ining a point to assume that that was volun- 


tary immigration to this country. But it was so construed, and all 
parties became committed to dealing with this question by negotiation, 
and another treaty was negotiated, but the old treaty was not abro- 
gated; only an addition was made to it; it was not abrogated at all. 
In the preamble of the treaty of 1890 we find the following: s 


Whereas the Government of the United States, because of the constantly ine 
creasing immigration of Chinese laborers to the territory of the United States, 
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and the embarrassments consequent upon such immigration, now desires to ne- 
gotiate a modification of the existing treaties which shall not be in direct con- 
travention of their spirit, 


The stipulation that none but those who come voluntarily shall be 
allowed to enter and that both countries would pass penal laws to pre- 
vent the cooly trade still remains, and I hardly think it can be regarded 
as voluntary immigration when a laborer who is a cooly-serf makes a 
contract with these companies to serve them a given number of years 
and be returned back, deadoralive. The people whocomein that way do 
not come within the spirit of the treaty. A veto for such a reason was a 
blunder, and such a veto illustrates the danger of executive usurpation. 

The treaty of 1880 stipulated that the Chinese might go and come. 
No action was taken for about two years. Then an act was passed pro- 
viding that those who left after that date should be allowed to come 
with certificates and that those who had left the United States be- 
tween 1880 and 1882 might return without certificates. That law has 
been amended, and still the tide of immigration comes. They come 
not only with certificates, but without them. You can not distinguish 
them. A Chinaman receives a certificate, and if he does not want it he 


gives it to another. Investigation shows that great numbers of fraud- 


ulent certificates have gotten out in various ways. It has been inves- 
tigated by the grand jury in California and they find that there has 
been a system of fraud and deception invented by that ingenious people 
to get extra certificates in every possible way. And not only that, but 
this previous residence is a question of parol so far as testimony is con- 
cerned. 

That is the way it stands. Being situated in that way, all the laws 
you may pass will be of no avail. As long as any come by law, more 
will come by fraud. Experience has demonstrated that. 

In 1886 an act was passed through the Senate which was as strin- 
gent as it could be. It did not pass the House of Representatives, but 
the Administration undertook to negotiate, the idea being that the ob- 
ject could only be secured by negotiation. 

In the early part of this session I introduced a resolution calling on 
the President to negotiate a treaty. He had it under consideration. 
China is very slow. Finally a bill was reported from the Senate Com- 
mittee on Foreign Relations which was intended to remedy as much 
as possible the evils under the existing treaty, and before action was 
taken upon it we got this treaty. 

This treaty provides that Chinamen who are not here shall not return. 
That was the meaning put on the language by every Senator, I believe, 
in discussing it, and it is even said that many thought our amendment 
was unnecessary because the treaty excluded all Chinese withoutamend- 
ment. Article I is a plain, simple declaration and a short one. It is 


as follows: 
ARTICLE I. 


The high contracting parties agree that for a period of twenty years, begin- 
ning with the date of the exchange of the ratifications of this convention, the 
coming, except under the conditions hereinafter specified, of Chinese laborers 
to the United States shall be absolutely prohibited. 


If we had ratified that treaty it would have gone into effect last May, 
four months since, and from four to five thousand Chinese have since 
come. It might then have been a harsh thing, but they knew very 
well that this treaty had been negotiated. They had been preparing 
for it during all that time, and under the present circumstances it is by 
no means harsh. The Chinese Government had made up their mind 
to submit fully and to recognize the condition that we would prohibit 
that immigration, and they were willing that it should be prohibited. 

We find in the preamble to this treaty the following: 

Whereas the Government of China, in view of the antagonism and much- 
deprecated and serious disorders to which the presence of Chinese laborers has 
given rise in certain parts of the United States, desires to prohibit the emigra- 
tion of such laborers from China to the United States. 

We amended this treaty, not to change its meaning but to make its 
meaning definite, because the people on the Pacific coast, who had seen 
so much of evasion, feared evasion under this treaty. We amended it 
for the purpose of making its provisions clearer, and for nothing else. 
We were told here at the time we amended it that we had not changed 
its meaning, and we were told that it was satisfactory to the Chinese 
minister. ‘That was over four months ago. 

From that time until now the Chinese have been rushing into Cali- 
fornia at every port and in every direction more rapidly than hereto- 
fore, and we are first informed that the treaty is rejected by China, and 
then we are told it has been postponed for consideration. China is 
very deliberate, and Senators tell us that China is liable to postpone it 
a long time; that China may postpone it for two or three years, and 
they also say that these exchanges are sometimes delayed for several 
years. They read precedents from China and other countries to show 
that we are liable to wait for two years before she will consider the 
treaty. She knew very well the urgency of this case. China knew 
very well that for the last four years Congress had been trying to leg- 
islate to stop this tide. She knew very well, her minister knew, the 
troubles these people were producing by their presence in San Fran- 
cisco and through all the country; they knew the urgency of the case 

` perfectly well; and when this treaty was negotiated and they agreed 
to it, they agreed that this immigration might bestopped at once; but 
they have kept us for four months when there was no such excuse for 
delay as there was when other treaties were made, because we now 
haye steam-ship and telegraphic communication. The oldsailing ships 


that went to China took months to make the trip, but now we can 
communicate daily. They know perfectly well what is going on, and 
if this is going to be delayed for years I will try to picture to you some 
of the consequences before I sit down. If we pass this bill we can 
then wait for China to act. If we pass this bill she will ratify the 
treaty. If we do not and adjourn, it will take her years to act. That 
is perfectly evident. A 

The Senator from Ohio [Mr. SHERMAN] says that if China rejected 
this treaty he was perfectly willing to pass the bill. Isay they have 
delayed it an unreasonable time, and if they ratify the treaty the bill 
in the mean time will only operate until they do. It will take away 
from them all reason for delay; it will take away the motive for delay. 

These Chinese companies are the parties that are influentialin main- 
taining Chinese diplomacy. They control and manage it, and they are 
reaping a rich harvest out of this delay. Isay take away the reward 
they are getting daily for the delay, and then we shall have action. 

Tam told to wait. We have waited, we have waited long years for 
negotiation. I do not believe any negotiation was ever necessary. We 
have failed to protect our people from a cancer that is destroying the 
Pacific coast and will eat out the life-blood of any part of the country 
wherever it goes. 

It was suggested by a Senator yesterday that it was strange that 
these people could have so many vices and still have survived through 
the ages and be 400,000,000 strong to-day. I do not pretend to dis- 
cuss the morals or the manners of the better class of Chinese who have 
homes and families in China. But you do not take into account the 
situation here. None come to this country but the very lowest class 
of Chinese and the scum of Canton and other seaport towns. The 
men who come here are the cooly laborers. They have no families; 
they come here without any of the family restraints, if they have any, 
in China; there is nothing of that kind here, and the women they 
bring here they buy and import, and every day there are fights in 
Chinatown over women that are stolen from one company by another. 
The class of men that fight for these women and steal them are called 
highbinders. Cases of that kind appear in the courts daily. A com- 
mittee of the Senate examined this question in 1878, and what they 
say with regard to the women is true to-day, only there are more of 
them now than then, E 

It was proved before the committee that Chinese women in California are 
bought and sold for prostitution, and are treated worse than dogs; that they aro 
heidin a most revolting condition of slavery. It was further shown that the 
Chinese have a quasi government among themselves independent of our laws, 
authorizing the punishment of offenders against Chinese customs, even to the 
taking of life. lt was further shown that violent hostilities exist between Chi- 
namen from different parts of China, who, coming together in California by ac- 
cident or otherwise, engage in deadly feuds and riots, to the disturbance of the 
public peace. $ 

This traffic in Chinese women is the most revolting spectacle that 
you can imagine, and inthe heart of San Francisco to have these female 
slaves polluting a great city, destroying its morals, carrying on their 
traffic in broad daylight boldly, is horrible to contemplate. They 
bring them in still by proof that they are wives or that they are daugh- 
ters, and all this business has to be passed upon by the courts. The 
traffic goes on, and they spread the most deadly consequences with 
which any city was ever visited. Leprosy prevails in China, and there 
are constant statements of discoveries of Chinese lepers in San Fran- 
cisco. Terror exists throughout the whole city for fear of this con- 
tamination. 

Then these people, being nearly all males, being all industrious, ex- 
cept the gamblers and the highbinders and the roughs, take the place 
of our white people. For every thousand of them that come to our 
shores a thousand young men and young women have got to be crowded 
out of their places. They live by the hundreds in small rooms, they 
sleep in the same rooms packed in on shelves from the floor to the ceil- 
ing, their work-benches in the middle, their cooking apparatus in one 
corner, and in order to economize space and continue at work they work 
by eight or ten hour shifts and change, some sleep while others work, 
and they stay in that small space. The food they eat would not sup- 
port white people at all. Consequently they invade every avocation; 
they make all the underwear for the women, they engage in making 
clothing, boots, shoes, cigars, and take away the avocations that should 
build up the city and make it prosperous, and they spread over the 
different towns and carry with them their women slaves wherever they 
go. Inevery little town you will find a Chinatown, polluting and cor- 
rupting the youth, spreading disease among them,and there is no help 
for this. Whatever these people may be at home, the coolies that 
come here bring nothing but evil to our country. 

It is said that we must overlook all this; that we must legislate in 
view of the fact that there are 400,000,000 of these people in China and 
of the great amount of trade we have with them, the vast advantage 
we are to get, and that China may break off relations withus. There is 
no danger of that; not theslightest. China understands her interests as 
well as any other country. She protects them against every country 

n the world except the English. 

Mr. PLATT. I should like to inquire how these Chinamen work, 
of whom the Senator has been speaking, where they are huddled into 
single rooms with their‘workshops in the same room? Do they work 
each on his individual interest, or is there some co-operation by whick 
they work for the common benefit ? 
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Mr. STEWART. There is some co-operation. The Six Companies 
are at the head of it. They fall into corporations and co-operations, 
and the Six Companies are composed of very intelligent men. They or- 

ize them in that way and have the benefit of their labor, to what 
extent I do not know; what percentage they get I do not know. 

Mr. PLATT. That is to say, it is the idea of the Senator that these 
Chinamen who are at work are not at work as independent individ- 
uals? 

Mr. STEWART. Not at all. It is a combination under the man- 
agement of the Six Companies. There is no individual effort at all. 
It is an organized effort on the part of these powerful companies to 
underwork, to work for lower wages, and starve out the white people 
wherever they go, and they succeed; they organize for that purpose. 

Mr. GEORGE. I should like to be allowed to ask the Senator a 
question. 

Mr. STEWART. Certainly. 

Mr. GEORGE. How long has the dreadful state of affairs to which 
the Senator alludes existed in the State of California? Is it recent, or 
does it extend back? 

Mr. STEWART. It has existed to some extent from their first com- 
ing. When they first came they went into the mines. They were not 
engaged in manufacturing. They followed in the ravines to mine where 
the white men had been and gone, and they did not come in conflict. 
They did not, in the first instance, enter into manufactures, but into 
mining, although they had pestilential headquarters all the time in 
San Francisco, but it was mostly confined to traders. They grew as 
the manufacturing interests grew, and as they congregated the State 
grew, and they grew with the growth of it and kept pace with the other 
population. 

Mr. GEORGE. Has it existed for a dozen years? 

Mr. STEWART. More than that. 

Mr. GEORGE. Twenty? 

Mr. STEWART. Not precisely twenty. The system, as I say, com- 
menced with a small beginning and is growing every day and every 
year. It is worse now than it ever was. It will be worse next year, 
and so on. 

Mr. PLATT. ‘The Burlingame treaty is only twenty years old. 

Mr. STEWART. It had not at that time been brought so forcibly 
to the attention of the people. There was very littleidea of manufact- 
ures among the Chinese at that time. It had not developed itself so 
that it could be seen and appreciated as it is now.’ The young men 
and young women had not been thrown out of employment to any great 
extent then. 

Mr. GEORGE. What kind of manufacturing are they engaged in? 

Mr. STEWART. Everything you can conceive of. They are en- 
gaged in manufacturing boots, shoes, hosiery, underclothing, cigars, 
everything that men wear and that women wear, and many other things, 
There is no kind of manufacturing but what they can turn their hands 
to, everything that does not require a large establishment, although 
they have got some very establishments. 

Mr. MITCHELL. ow me there to put in an exhibit showing the 
occupations they were en in and the prices. 

Mr. STEWART. I should like to have that put in. 

Mr. MITCHELL. It is a statement that I have showing the differ- 
ent vecupations in which the Chinese in San Francisco are engaged and 
the prices they receive in comparison with the prices paid to white 
persons in the same occupations. It is as follows: 


Occupation. White. | Chinese. 

Bakers (country only), per Week. .....ssssresssrssssnesssseresinneenene $8 to $15 $3 to $9 
Cigar- ers: 

Per 1,000......cc0rnecoorseeseseee 8to 17 4to 6 

Weekly wages—av 10to 12 6to 7 

Weekly bach k a (IR OEE 

Weekly wages—boyS......sssssrisessssssasesasersnssseersssrsusneneeses EE btn A 

8: 

City, per month......,... 55 20 

Country, per month ... 55 25 

Kitchen help, per mo 20 12 
“anne (country only), per month.. 45 22 

v $ 

Men’s shirts, ete., per week....... 10 5to 8 

Women’s underwear, per wee 8 4to 7 

Tweed suits, etc., per week.. 20 9 to 13 

Coat-makers, per week ........ 24 9to 15 

‘Trousers-makers, per week.. 18 8tol2 
Harness-makers, per week..... 18 5toll 
Paper-bag makers, per week. 12 Sto 9 
Paper-box makers, per week. 15 4tol 
Shoemakers : 

rs, per week......0. Il 

Fitters, per week ..... 15 il 

Machinists, per week lito 25 9tol7 

Nailers, per wee! 12 9 

Trimmers, per wee! 17 12 

Girls, per week... T Mecakscursieveree 

Boys, per week BY sah basies 


Mr, STEWART. They invade every employment, and, whatis worse, 
they have a schedule of prices there for the whites, so that no estab- 
lishment carried on by white labor can live in competition with Chinese, 
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and the consequence is that we hear charges all the while, criminations 
and recriminations among persons that they are using Chinese goods, 
and they are smuggled into stores by back doors, ete. They makea pre- 
tense of hiring white labor, but really the work is done by the Chinese, 
It has been charged all over the country that diseases are communi- 
cated from the cigars they make. There is a great deal of complaint 
about that, and undoubtedly there is some foundation for it. 

Mr. GEORGE. Will the Senatorexplain this to me, which I do not 
exactly understand: How is it that the white laborers there succeed in 
getting about 100 per cent., as I caught the reading of the list of the 
Senator from Oregon, more than the Chinese do? How is that! 

Mr. STEWART. I willtell you. Itis because there aremany good 
people in San Francisco who will not hire Chinese and will take the 
whites and get along the best they can, and there is a strong sentiment 
against hiring Chinese, but, as I say, it is done frequently by people 
who can not help themselves. These wages are no more than are neces- 
sary for a white person to live upon, but the Chinaman can thrive on 
the wages he gets because it does not cost him very much to live, but 
the competition is ruinous and destructive. 

Every month they are coming in by the thousand, and they displace 
a thousand or two thousand of white young men and women, besides 
diseasing the city, besides making a whole section of that city a pesti- 
lence and disgrace to civilization which you can see there anyday. In 
addition to all that, in addition to their immorality, they have no 
homes here, no wives. The women they bring are slaves for a vile 
purpose, bought and sold; and we must tolerate that spectacle because 
China is unwilling to make a treaty! 

I say until she signs the treaty let us stop their coming for a little 
while, because if the treaty be ratified between us, the coming of all 
exceptrthose named in the treaty will be stopped. They were all cut 
off last spring, and they have had ample time to get here. Thereis no 
hardship abont this thing. 

It has been stated here that this treaty was satisfactory to the Pacific 
coast, The Pacific coast will take any relief they can get. They are 
not satisfied with treaties at all and never were, but they will take any- 
thing they can get that will go to mitigate the evil. I have advocated 
and am willing to take any scheme that will be one step in advance. 
I holdin my hand an article published a few days ago (September 1) 
in the San Francisco Bulletin, which is a leading paper, a conservative 
paper, taken by all classes, and voices the sentiment of the people as 
well as any other paper upon this subject. Theyareallunited. Take 
any of them and you get the same sentiment. To show how they feel 


about the present situation I will read the article: 
EFFECT OF THE REJECTION OF THE CHINESE TREATY. 

California should rejoice that the Government of China has rejected the new 
treaty. It would have tied up this country for twenty years, and was intended 
to give the Chinese now in the State perpetual rights here, and to increase their 
number by as many as could be smuggled in through our ports, or by the back 
doors kept open in British Columbia and Mexico. These doors are bound to 
open wider and wider as the facilities of transportation increase. The new 
treaty would have enlarged the Chinese slave-trade, and encouraged the build- 
ing of more steam-ships and the organization of new lines to proms by the de- 
moralizing trafic. The course of this Government is plain, The Burlingame 
treaty must be abrogated, or treated as the Australians have treated a similar 
compact. It was a fraud from the start and our nation wes deceived, The Chi- 
namen now in this country will receive good treatment and be allowed to en- 
rich themselves while they stay with us. But when they go away to spend 
their money and have a holiday in China, there they must stay. The transpor- 
tation companies are welcome to make as much as they can by carrying China- 
men to China, but not one cent for bringing them back, 

This country knows how it nearly lost its civilization by protecting the Af- 
rican slave-trade until all ships engaged in it should wear out, Ithas been ter- 
ribly warned, and the American people, thus enlightened by experience, will not 
now go deliberately to work to establish Asiatic slavery all along the Pacific 
coast, with the certainty of eventual loss of our civilization. Yet it isa marvel 
that a treaty that tended in that direction was agreed to by the Administration, 
nog ete have been accepted by China but for the amendments inserted by 
the Senate. 


That is about the view taken there; but I believe that under this 
treaty we can legislate more freely than we could under the other, 
which is astep in advance, and I so stated at the time, though others 

differed with me, and I voted for the treaty, but I did not believe it 
was aremedy. I have believed at all times that legislation was the 
real and the only adequate remedy. Without regard to treaty we 
ought to say who can come amongusand stayamongus. It is a police 
regulation that we ought to exercise independent of all the world, and 
I feel something like the people of California do. I hope China will 
reject the treaty if she has not already done so. But whether she has 
done so or not, she has procrastinated an unreasonable time, and we 
have a right to have this check for a little time to see what they are 
doing. 

If they are going to deliberate, let us stop this now in September 
which they agreed in the treaty might be stopped in May. I say that 
is but fair. If you go before the people of California, who have seen 
this, and attempt to get a hearing for an excuse for continuing the evil, 
no one, high or low, will listen to you. Whether he be a Democrat or 
a Republican, every man who loves his country will say to you, ‘‘ This 
eyil is intolerable, and the first principles of self-preservation demand 
that it shall be immediately stopped.” It will be years before it will 
disappear, but they say it should not be increased. The pest-housein 
San Franciscoshould not be enlarged. That disgraceful quarter known 
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as Chinatown, the Chinese portion of San Francisco, should not be en- 
larged by another invasion. 

Now, inasmuch as China has willfully kept the treaty back, it is our 
duty to act and to act promptly. But we are told of the great com- 
merce that we shall lose if we offend China. There is no danger of 
that, as I commenced saying some time ago when I was interrupted. 
They understand their interests as well as any people. The balance of 
trade is largely in their favor as against us. We sent them last year, 
in round numbers, $6,000,000 of our products of various kinds, and we 
bonght of them $19,000,000 worth, leaving a balance against us of 
nearly $13,000,000, for which we sent gold to China to buy commodi- 
ties. 


Mr. GEORGE. We send silver to China. 

Mr. STEWART. That is good for China. She is not going to dis- 

with it there. 

Mr. GEORGE. We did not send any gold to China. 

Mr. STEWART. We sent the precious metals. It is worse yet if 
we sent silver, because silver has been regarded in all the ages as the 
better metal of the two until this last conspiracy. I say they are not 
going to give up that trade. 

Another thing. There are in this country, I can not tell exactly, 
but undoubtedly about two hundred thousand Chinese. They are all 
laboring men; they labor for other people. They are wage-workers, 
and they send their money to China, 

I think it has been estimated by those who are best acquainted with 
the subject that they send on an average at least $100 a year to China. 
Some have put the amount as high as $200; but at $100 apiece, they 
send each year to China, there being 200,000 of them, twenty millions 
of gold and silver, mostly of silver however, I think. You will find 
that sent out of this country. That these laborers take away. They 
leave nothing; for wherever they go they leave nothing but burnt ground 
and the little shanties they live in, which are not much superior to the 
wigwam of the Indian, and they leave such a filthy place that every 
one is shocked. They make no improvements. Ofcourse they have 
no schools, because they are adults and laborers. They leave nothing 
in this country. Theysend out about twenty millions, and $13,000,000 
balance of trade added to that makes $33,000,000 sent out from us to 
China each year. 

Do you think the Chinese Government is going to make much fuss 
about it? China has the advantage of all the world except England. 
England is the only country that gets anything like even with China, 
and she has a balance of trade as against China of $24,000,000, and the 
way she obtains that is by her gunboats and gunsand armies to make 
China buy her opium. Otherwise England makes nothing by trad- 
ing with China, except what she forces China to take by her armies, 
and every other nation in the world has the balance of trade largely 
against itinfavorofChina. Thatisagreatcountry. Everything they 
need they can produce; it is a self-sustaining country. It will buy 
nothing from abroad except what it is forced to buy. Consequently 
there is no danger of China ever throwing up our trade, which is all in 
her favor. We have never done anything to offend China. If we will 
not allow her laborers to come here and take possession of our country, 
she has already said she would consent to our action. She agreed that 
it must be stopped last May, but as long as the Chinese Six Companies 
can make money out of it they will keep the treaty there. 

I think it was wise in the House of Representatives to send this bill 
here, and I think it was wise in the Senate to vote by an overwhelm- 
ing majority to pass it, and I think it would be the greatest blunder 
of the age, with all the facts before us, now to vote to reconsider this 
bill. 

I have heard here records hauled over and discussed and votes read 


day after day of Senators who are attempting to follow the labyrinths, 


of these treaties in their votes and making them conform, claiming, as 
you all claim to-day, that you are in favor of excluding Chinese, but 

want to do it in a certain way. You are all in favor of it now, 
Sis yon want to do it in a certain way. If you do not pass this bill 
and Congress adjourns, this whole question will confront you at the 
next session, and this evil will go on increasing and increasing. 

The House of Representatives are considering charges now against 
our judges, who have hitherto stood above reproach and their decisions 
respected in every part of the Union, because under your laws and the 
decisions of the Supreme Court they have had to issue writs of habeas 
corpus and allow Chinamen to come in. Ido not believe that one in 
ten has a right to land under your act excluding contract labor. 

Mr. GEORGE. If the Senator will allow me before he commences 
on that point, I wish to call his attention to the statement he made just 
now. I understood him to say that $22,000,000 in coin was exported 
from the United States to China every year. I have a tabular state- 
ment on that subject, which differs very much from what the Senator 
says. In 1886 the exports from the United States to China of gold and 
silver and bullion amounted to $230,000; in 1887 to $117,500, and it 
so happens that in those years there were imported into the United 
States from China, in 1886 $2,400, and in 1887, $981,284. So it ap- 

that in the year 1887 there was $117,500 exported from the United 
tates to China, and nearly nine times as much as that imported from 
China to the United States—$981,284, 


Mr. STEWART. The Senator takes what is imported through the 
custom-house, where a record is kept of it. 

Mr. GEORGE. Is thereany other method by which we can tell the 
difference between the exports and imports of gold and silver from and 
to this country ? 

Mr. STEWART. Idid not pretend to give the exact amount of gold 
or silver exported to China, because nobody knows. The Chinamen 
have been mining on the Pacific coast ever since the mines were opened, 
but there is norecord of what they have taken toChina; besides, the Chi- 
nese merchants do business as all other merchants do, and send money 
by bills of exchange and in other ways. But one thing is certain, the 
Chinamen carry or send in some way about $100 apiece each year to 
China. How they get it there is immaterial. Uf course it does not 
appear in the public records. 

Mr. GEORGE. The Senator disputes the official records? 

Mr. STEWART. Certainly Ido. I dispute the fact that they con- 
tain this information. 

Mr. GEORGE. I should like to know upon this subject of trade, as 
he will not stand by the official record, what evidence has he to make 
the statement that there is $22,000,000 sent? 

Mr. STEWART. Ihave the information from Chinese; I have it 
in general estimates that there is from $100 to $200 a year sent by each 
Chinaman. I know a great many Chinamen, and I have heard them 
discuss the question. The Chinese who go home carry the money on 
their persons. They travel back and forth a great deal. There are 
thousands of them going constantly. How they get the money home, 
by what means, Ido not know. ‘That will not necessarily appear in 
the records. 

Mr. GEORGE. I understand the Senator to say that those who re- 
main here at work are sending $100 apiece every year to China. 

Mr. STEWART. By their agents whoare going. It is managed by 
the Six Companies, There is great secrecy about the whole business. 
I do not know the details, but there is no doubt about the fact. They 
send their entire wages. ‘The companies attend to it, and itis all taken 
home. I lave been told by Chinamen that there are thousands upon 
thousands of Chinese laborers who are called rich at home after they 
have returned from the United States. They spend nothing here. 
That we all know. As to how they ship their money, I have not the 
details and never took the pains to inquire into it. It is a fact agreed 
upon on all hands. Now, to show that we are not in much danger-—— 

Mr. MITCHELL. Thestatistics of articles imported from China for 
the fiscal year 1884~’85, not including gold and silver, show that the 
total imports from China to the United States were $16,293,698, while 
the exports were $6,396,500. 

Mr. GEORGE. I was only calling attention to the difference be- 
tween the statement of the Senatorfrom Nevada and the official records 
of the country. 

Mr. STEWART. There is no difference; it is not in the records, 

Mr. TELLER. I should like to suggest to the Senator from Mis- 
sissippi that these Chinamen do not register the amount of money they 
take away at the custom-house. There is ‘no pretense of that at all. 
They will not go to the cs pap of doing the business inthat way. If 
one Chinaman is going back to China he will carry for a dozen, and he 
will carry it on his own person. 

Mr. GEORGE. I should like to know, as nobody sees the money 
that the Chinamen carry, as they do not tell anybody and they do 
not register it, how the Senator from Nevada knows how much they 
do carry? z 

Mr. STEWART. I did not pretend to state. Isaid it was gener- 
ally believed, stated by the Chinese and by citizens who have paid at- 
tention to the subject, that it was estimated that from one hundred to 
two hundred dollars a year was sent by each Chinaman. We know 
they send all they get. Chinamen neverinvesta dollar in this country; 
they leave only burnt ground behind them in this country, and send 
all they can get home, and then they have contracts to have their 
bones sent there in case they should die here. 

Mr. President, there has been so much said about our gains in trade 
with China that I will again say that it appears from the published re- 
ports that during the fiscal year ending June 30, 1887, we imported 
from China $19,076,780, and we expo to China $6,246,626. Great 
Britain, including Hong Kong, imported from China $65,600,000. She, 
including Hong Kong, exported to China $89,600,000, making a bal- 
ance of trade in favor of Great Britain of $24,000,000. 

The imports and exports of China are pretty nearly evenly balanced. 
Great Britain is the only country that has any advantage in the trade. 
She sends her opium there, and carries it there by force of arms, and 
has that advantage. I say that there is no danger whatever of any in- 
terruption of commercial relations with China, because she has every- 
thing to gain and nothing whatever to lose by trading with us. 

She agreed that last May the immigration of Chinese to this country 
might be stopped. She agreed to the same proposition that is in this 
bill last May, but her Six Companies are exercising influence to-day to 
keep this treaty back, and they will keep it back as long as we will 
tolerate it. All we have to do is to pass this bill and bring about a 
final settlement. We must take some action. The idea of being held 
so firmly by treaty, the idea of being so fearful that we shall offend 
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China, that we shall do something that is not dignified while the evil 
is going on, is astounding. It would be well for Senators if they did 
not live in the upper air, if they did not live in the higher regions, if 
they lived down among the people and knew something of their wants; 
but they know nothing, they go into abstractions, and the Senator from 
New York congratulated himself on having advised the President that 
the Government of the United States was bound to allow Chinamen 
to come, no matter how great an evil they were, until we should get 
China to agree, and that we had no natural right of self-defense, that 
we were bound to let them come, contracts or no contracts, because of 
that indefinite language used in the Burlingame treaty which was in- 
tended to provide against the cooly trade and never was intended to 
take away from the United States the right to legislate. We would not 
have offended China at all if the bill of 1879 had been passed. 

That same provision still remains in the Burlingame treaty. It has 
not been modified. We are at liberty to legislate against the cooly 
trade, and the Chinamen who came into this country are nothing but 
coolies. Weare expressly authorized todoso. We have passed alaw 
that any person who comes from abroad to this country under a con- 
tract for labor here shall be returned, and we have made it the duty of 
our officers to return them. I have reference totheact of February 23, 
1887. Under that law no Chinaman can come. They all come under 
contractin some form, ‘The testimony taken in 1878 shows that fact. 
The question submitted to the committee appointed to investigate was 
whether they came voluntarily or wereforcedtocome. The committee 
found that they came under contract and that they came voluntarily. 

Now,-we have passed a law which excludes all that come under con- 
tract, and this law on the statute-book against all the world, if prop- 
erly enforced, would exclude every Chinaman. We only agreed with 
China to treat her in that respect as we treat the most favored nation. 
The stipulation with China was that we would treat her in regard to 
the coming of Chinese the same as we treated the most favored nation. 
We have passed a law against all nations that their subjects shall not 
come here under labor contracts, and still China sends them by the 
thousands under labor contracts, and yet we are told in effect that if 
we apply the reasonable rule to China that we apply to all she will be 
offended and we are violating the treaty ! 

Mr. GEORGE. May I interrupt the Senator? 

Mr. STEWART. Yes. 

Mr. GEORGE. The Senator charges us who want to stand by the 
public faith and preserve that, at least until China shall decide upon 
this treaty, with living in the upper air and not living among the peo- 
ple, not knowing anything about their wants. I should like to ask the 
Senator how long has it been since he came down from the upper air 
and got among the people on that question? 

Mr. STEWART. Ihave been among the people a good many years 
on this question. 

Mr. GEORGE. I should like to ask the Senator another question. 
I ask, whilst he was in the upper air or when he was among the peo- 
ple, did he at any time favor the enactment of a law which allowed 
Chinamen to come into this country under a contract to serve here six 
months after they got here to pay their passage across the Pacific 
Occan? And if the Senator ever did advocate a law of that sort, I 
should like to know whether he was then living in the upper air or 
down among the people ? 

Mir, STEWART. Ineverdid. I never voted for any such law. I 
have always lived among the people, and never had any conscientious 
scruples about excluding Chinese that came here under cooly contracts 
to supplant free labor. I never had any idea of postponing such a bill, 
and was glad to have a chance to vote for a bill of this kind. 

Let me say, if Senators vote against this bill it will take a long time 
to explain it, and I think it is better to go right this time. 1t will 
save a great deal of explaining. If my friend from Mississippi votes 
against it, he will be rising to explain for the next twenty years every 
time this question comes up, and he will have to enter into some con- 
stitutional arguments to show that he was right. 

Mr. GEORGE. I hope the people of the United States will be as 
charitable to me if I make a mistake on this subject as the people of 
the Pacific coast seem to have been charitable to the Senator with his 
record on this subject. 

Mr. STEWART. My record is allright. Ifit had not been for me 
the Chinaman would have been a voter before thistime. Idonot know 
whether they will be as charitable to the Senator. The Senator from 
Mississippi has shown remarkable intelligence on this subject, and if 
he sins now it will be a willful and malicious sin, with all the badges 
of wickedness, if he goes wrong now after having understood the ques- 
tion, knowing the evil, knowing the necessity, seeing the duplicity 
of these people, knowing of their holding back this treaty for the pur- 
pes of evading its provisions, knowing that they are acting fraudu- 

ently, and knowing all the circumstances, and while we have a law 
on the statute-book that excludes contract laborers even from the most 
favored nations. We can legislate against the Chinese, we can exclude 
them, for they all come under contract. 

By this law we are authorized to legislate, because the Burlingame 
treaty never required us to do more than we did for the most favored 
mation, and we will not allow servile labor from the most favored na- 


tion to come here; and still Senators say: ‘‘ Wait; it is too early to do 
this; refer it to the Committee on Foreign Relations.” Whatinforma- 
tion can they give that we do not know now? If they read over these 
very reports, if they inform themselves of the condition there, they will 
find that all these Chinamen come under contract. 

If they will look at the procrastination of this negotiation for the 
last two years and see how China has acted, if they will visit San 
Francisco and the Pacific coast and see the condition there, if they will 
look at the terrible evil that is there and growing—and it is the fault 
of our legislation and the fault of China—if they will look at these 
things they will haye to report this bill back without delay. Iunder- 
stand that if it is referred there, the object is that it may rest—rest 
until when? Until China shall ratify the treaty. Whenever the word 
goes forth that you will not legislate until China acts one way or the 
other, then she will bide her own time, and it will be one, two, three, 
or four years, and perhaps never. As long as we wait the Chinese 
companies will continue to reap this harvest. 

I say that it is the duty of the Senate to remind China that we have 
waited long enough; to remind China that if she wants this she will 
not have the benefits of delay; to remind her that we can not have 
this evil increase. It is time to speak now, and voting against this 
bill is voting worse and with more light than any man ever voted in 
the Senate. 

It is a pretense to say that you want to exclude Chinese, and say 
boldly that China may keep the treaty two or three years and that you 
will wait her good time, She agreed that the immigration should stop 
last May, and when we acted upon this treaty it was satisfactory to 
her. She holds it back and sends us this continual stream of laborers, 
and continues the traffic in vile women, and continues all this pesti- 
lential work, and the people of the Pacific coast are asked to wait pa- 
tiently the good pleasure of China; but we tell her that they may come 
here as cooly slaves under contract and not come from any other 
country. 

But we are told China has four hundred millions of people and an 
enormous trade, and we must not offend her, and we must not legislate 
to protect our own people. That is the only argument. We violate 
no treaty, for we never did agree that we would treat these people in 
a different manner from the way we treated those of other countries. 
Let me read the language of the law to show what we do with the la- 
borers of all countries that come under contracts: 

And it shall be the duty of such State commission, board, or officers so des- 
ignated to examine into the condition of passengers arriving at the ports within 
such State in any ship or vessel, and for that purpose all or any of such com- 
missioners or officers, or such other person or persons as they shall appoint, « 
shall be authorized to go on board of and through any such ship or vessel; and 
if in such examination— 

That is an examination to see whether they came under contract or 
not— 
there shall be found among such passengers any person included in the pro- 
hibition in this act, they shall report the same in writing to the collector of such 
port, and such persons shall not be permitted to lang, 
if they have contracts for labor. Here are the Six Companies con- 
traeting for labor for the last generation, doing it boldly, bringing 
them in here by the thousands, all coming in that way. We let them 
come and say it will be a violation of our treaty stipulation to stop 
them now after China has consented to our doing so, While she is 
acting in bad faith in procrastinating, it is said we can not pass this 
bill. It seems to me that the arguments against this bill are the most 
flimsy I ever heard. They are not founded in reason, justice, or com- 
mon sense. 

For a man to say that he can not vote for this bill, while he is in 
favor of excluding the Chinese, is to impeach his honesty or his intel- 
ligence on the subject. Any man who has examined this subject, who 
knows the facts, knows what he is talking about, knows what we have 
to put up with, is well aware that we have a right to exclude them 
because China is acting in bad faith in relation to this treaty; that we 
have the right to exclude them because we have a right to protect our 
country from pollution, to protect this country dedicated to the people 
of this country. Everybody knows there is no constitutional reason, 
there is no reason in good faith, there is no reason whatever against 
the of this bill, and if ever an emergency called aloud upon 
the Senate to act it is this which is upon us now. 

I wish you had to argue this on the Pacific coast. Pick your own 
jury, take any twelve men on the Pacific coast: If you can get any 
one of that region, from the base of the Rocky Mountains to the Pacifie 
Ocean, of any party, to say this bill ought not to pass, then I will say 
no more. The thing is so absolutely right that it meets with universal 
approval, and no man dare in that country say ‘‘ nay,” because there 
is no reason, I say there is no consideration strong enough to allow the 
country to be polluted as these people are polluting it. There are no 
reasons of state that are sacred enough to have us abandon our own 
people, abandon them to these polluting diseases that are brought there, 
abandon them to conditions under which they can not exist, do it for 
the sake of trade with China, when China has from twenty to thisty 
millions the better of the trade every year, and the trade will continue 
whether we do this or not. 

Isay any man who votes against this bill will regret itwhile he lives, 
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because if it is voted down the evil will go on. We have now been la- 
boring here for twenty years to exclude them, and we have met similar 
objections, but never one so flimsy as this. They were predicated upon 
reason, they were predicated upon some treaty, they were predicated 
upon some consideration of good faith; but here when China is procras- 
tinating, acting in bad faith, when she has agreed to it, and still con- 
tinues to send her Chinamen here, when we have passed a law excluding 
all others of this class of the most favored nation, when the evil has 
grown so as to be seen of all men, with this condition of things and 
after the Senate has this bill by an almost unanimous vote, it is 
proposed to reconsider it, to take a step backward, to let the Chinamen 
come until they get ready to quit. Why? Because of the trade with 
China, of which she gets five to one! 

I appeal to the Senate not to allow this occasion to pass without mak- 
ing this bill a Jaw, and you will send gladness to the hearts of millions 
of people, lift a burden from the people on the Pacific coast and make 
them happy. You will send a ray of hope into many a darkened fam- 
ily if you say this evil shall stop. 

Pass through the streets of San Francisco or of any other town on the 
Pacific coast and see the sad havoc that the coming of the Chinese has 
wrought among the youth, see the destitution and the ruin that have 
been spread everywhere; witness that, and come here and vote against 
this bill! If you did, you never would respect yourself afterwards. 
I tell you it is ignorance, gross ignorance, of the situation, of the mag- 
nitude of the evil, that excuses any man for going wrong. 

But the evil is so enormous that he has no right to be ignorant. It 
should be known to all, and if you do not know it there are a great 
many people in the United States who do know it in all sections, in 
New York, in Mississippi, in Ohio, and in every other State of the 
Union. You will find plenty of men all over the country who have 
knowledge of the evil and the necessity for legislation. It need not be 
charged to the Pacific coast alone. It is universal among the people 
who have given attention to it and know something of it. 

We ought not to live in the clouds above all other men. We are 
legislating for the people, for the protection of the people, and we should 
understand their wants, their desires, and their necessities, and if there 
ever was a necessity for the passage of a bill there is one for the pas- 
sage of this bill. 

Mr. TELLER. Mr. President—— 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from Colorado with- 
draw his motion to lay on the table? 

Mr. TELLER. Ido not at the present time, for I understand that 
the senior Senator from Nevada [Mr. JoNES] desires to address the Sen- 
ate on this subject. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
tion to reconsider. 

Mr. TELLER. Mr. President, I do not desire to detain the Senate 
by a discussion of the Chinese question. As I said the other day, that 
has passed beyond discussion, The public sentiment of the United 
States has decided the proposition that the Chinese are to be excluded. 
All political parties and all factions and shades of political parties agree 
to that. So itis a question simply of how we shall doit? What is 
the proper method ? 

The Senator from Alabama [Mr. MorGAn] called attention a few 
days since to what he said was undoubtedly the sentiment of the House 
of Representatives on the passage of this bill, that the House had con- 
cluded, as it had a right to conclude, that hereafter in our dealings 
with China we were to deal with reference to the Chinamen who may 
come to this country, not under any treaty, but under a general law 
recognized among civilized people—the right to say who shall and who 
shall not come to reside within our borders, and who shall come here 
temporarily or who shall not. 

I donot know, Mr. President, that the people of the United States 
have reached that point. If they have Iam glad of it, for that is a 
position that I took years ago in this body, and which governed my 
votes on at least two Chinese bills since I have been a member of this 
Senate, one before the treaty of 1880 and one subsequent thereto. But 
I want to say, because it has been referred to two or three times, that 
the Senate was unanimons on the passage of the pending Chinese 
treaty. Ido not suppose that outside the committee that had this 
treaty in charge there were a half dozen Senators on this floor, who did 
not come from this section of country where we have had our attention 
directed to this question, who ever read the treaty. 

They heard it read from the desk, and they assumed that presump- 
tion of rightfulness (spoken of sometimes by the Senator from Dela- 
ware) when a treaty came here, and they voted forit. I understand 
the whole proceedings have been made public, and therefore I cansay 
that I did not vote for it, I declined to vote for it, and voted against 
it, and gave then as my reason that I did not approve of any treaty 
which limited the right of the Government of the United States to deal 
with this question. I was opposed to putting that into the treaty. I 
maintained that it was a right that should be always reserved by every 
a to exclude at all times all classes of people that it saw fit to 
exclude. 

I do not understand from my reading of international law or history 
that it is a cause of complaint if we say to the people of Great Britain, 


The question then recurs on the mo- 


the greatest nation in the world except our own, that they shall not 
send emigrants to this land. I do not understand that Great Britain 
can defend herself upon any theory ifsheshould commence a war against 
us for that. That is notinternational law. We have a right tosay to 
the people of Great Britain, ‘‘ We will not accept your citizens of a cer- 
tain class; we will not accept any people from your territory at all,” 
and they may say the same to us, and that is the end of the whole 
business, 

Of course Great Britain might begin a war on us without any ex- 
cuse whatever; so might China if we should say to the Chinamen that 
they can not come here. But neither of those countries would have 
the support of the civilized world in declaring such a war if we really 
believed that the people coming here from Great Britain and from 
China were injurious to us and to our civilization. 

Why, Mr. President, the time will come when this country will be 
so full of Americans born on American soil when there will be no room 
for anybody else. Has anybody thought, at the rate at which we are 
progressing in population, how short the time will be when we shall 
have this continent covered as Belgium is covered with people? To 
say that when we are overcrowded we shall open our doors at the risk 
of going to war if we do not, is to say something that is not supported 
either by the rules that nations have adopted or by any moral ground. 

The right of a nation to take care of its own can not be questioned 
any more than the right of a man to take care of his family—and that 
is not questioned. I do not suppose that there is any sentiment any- 
where in this country against the proposition that I have enunciated, 
that if we think it is for our interest to restrict immigration from the 
greatest nation in the world, or the smallest, we have the right to do 
it, doing it in such a way, of course, as to give as little offense as pos- 
sible. So in dealing with China, I admit that we should give the 
Chinese Government as little offense as possible. 

I concede that there is some force in the suggestion made by the 
Senator from Ohio, that in dealing with a question of this kind we 
should deal with it not in haste, that we should take reasonable time 
to determine what our duty may be to ourselves and to this nation. 

A few days ago I had reason, I thought, to complain a little (if a 
man could complain in this body of another body) of the action of the 
House of Representatives. If I could not complain of the action of 
that House and could not criticise it, I could at least say that its course 
with regard to this bill was most remarkable. I didsay, and I repeat, 
that it was a mosit remarkable proceeding, of which I understand I 
hayo no right to complain, but to which at least I may have the right 
to refer. 

In the morning hour, as soon as the Journal had been read, a dis- 
tinguished politician for whom I have nothing but the kindest feelings 
and of whom I do not wish to say an unkind word, a man distinguished 
for his political connection with the present political campaign, rose 
and presented this bill. That he should be the author of a bill that 
should pass the House of Representatives in thirty minutes from the 
time it was read and should come here in hot haste within an hour 
after it had passed that body is somewhatremarkable. I had occasion 
to say that 1 thought it was sent here fora purpose. I am speaking 
now of outside influences that induced this; I am not speaking of in- 
side influences. 

It seems to be an open secret that this bill originated in the minds 
of persons not in the House of Representatives, but outside of it. 

That matter has been adverted to here and has never been denied 
that I know of; but I would like to say that I will myself, so far as my 
belief goes, exonerate the present Secretary of State individually from 
having had any connection with that transaction. I want to say that, 
because, while I think he has made many mistakes as Secretary of State, 
I believe he has too high a sense of honor and too high a sense of the 
importance and the dignity of his position to engage in that himself, 
But others did engage in it, officials or non-officials connected with the 
campaign that is being fought now, and the very purpose for whichit 
was done can be seen by an extract that I will now read from a Demo- 
cratic paper, published in the city of New York, on the 8th day of this 
month, called the Globe. The article is headed ‘‘ The Chinese Ques- 
tion,” and reads as follows: 

TIE CHINESE QUESTION. 

Both Democrats and Republicans have manifested a keen anxiety to be first 
to take advantage of the sason by the Chinese Emperor of the treaty which 
has been lately negotiated between that country and the United States, and to 
use the opportunity in such way as to win the anti-Chinese vote by proposing 
the most vigorous laws for the exclusion of the Chinese from this country. 

The Democrats have been too quick for their adversaries, for, on Saturday, 
before it was officially known that China had refused to ratify the treaty, Mr, 
Scott, of Pennsylvania, a member of the Democratic national committee, and 
the President's most intimate friend, asked the unanimous consent of the House 
of Representatives to introduce for immediate consideration a bill supplemental 
to an act to execute certain treaty stipulations relating to the Chinese. Noone 
on either side of the House dared to interpose an objection, and by unani- 
mous consent the bill was introduced. 

I presume everybody recognizes the truth of that statement, even to 
the assertion, perhaps, that nobody ‘‘ dared to interpose an objection.” 
It was undoubtedly hoped in certain quarters that objection might be 


interposed, provided it came from the right direction. 
I have something further to read on that subject. I find in the pro- 
ceedings of the House of Representatives on last Thursday that a dis- 
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tinguished member of the national Democratic committee, speaking of 
myself, said: 
The gentleman asks what right had I to introduce such a bill. 
I never did, Mr. President. 
ane to the Clerk’s desk and desire to have an extract read from yesterday’s 


The Clerk read at follows: 
HA FLOOD OF CHINESE LABOR. 
“Orrawa, ONTARIO, September 4.” 

Teall the attention of the Senate now to this, because while it does not 
justify this bill, it will show the necessity, perhaps, of other and further 
legislation; and if this bill should get into the Committee on Foreign 
Relations, it will show the necessity of an amendment to this bill. 

“During the past week five hundred and eighty-four Chinese arrived at Van- 
couver, B, C., from China. It is evident their destination is the United States. 
An officer of the Dominion Government just returned from British Columbia 
stated that there is a steady stream of Chinese floating around that province 
into Washington angel A In this way during the present year it is estimated 
the Chinese population of British Columbia has already been depleted to the 
extent of five thousand. The minister of customs, who is now on the Pacific 


coast investigating the Chinese question, has promised to look into the matter 
for the United States authorities.” 


That is an extract from the Washington Post of the 5th of this pres- 
ent month. The speaker then continues: 

Mr. Scorr. Now, Mr. er, that is the answer to the Senator from Colo- 
rado as to the necessity and urgency of ea this House to immediately put 
a stop to the coming in of this Chinese labor; and, sir, this Democratic House did 
not require three days to find out whether they would pass that bill or not; it 
was passed in thirty minutes, 

When this bill was before the House of Representatives it undoubt- 
edly passed in the time mentioned. I have made a little calculation, 
and it seems to me it could probably not have taken thirty minutes 
from the time it was introduced until it was passed. 

How does it happen that in a body in which it is so difficult for any 
member to get the floor and catch the § er’s eye, he who this 
Democratic paper says stands so close to the Chief Executive, and is 
so influential in Democratic circles, could so readily catch the Speaker’s 
eye? Nobody on his side objected, although everybody knew that 
this Administration had sent here a treaty that all the friends of the 
Administration, without exception, voted for, and that this was an 
infraction of the treaty or a repeal of aé least a portion of it. How 
could it happen if it was not understood in circles influential that this 
bill was to pass? It was not to be gainsaid that the bill was to pass. 

Was it hoped that objection would be raised inthis body? Was that 
hoped by outsiders? Of course I can not presume that any member of 
the House of Representatives would sosuppose. But was it supposed 
by people outside that when this bill reached this body, noted for its 
conservatism, its attention to details, and its desire that there shall be 
nothing done in an undignified manner, nothing done with indecent 
haste, was it hoped and expected that the chairman of the Committee 
on Foreign Relations, who is a prominent Republican of national rep- 
/utation, would rise in his place and say: ‘* Mr. President, that bill 
must go to the Committee on Foreign Relations?’ Then it would 
have been said everywhere: ‘‘ Thirty minutes the bill took to pass the 
Democratic House, but it is tied up and hung up in a Republican Sen- 
ate.” Was that the purpose? 

It does not take a very vivid imagination to believe that in certain 
quarters that was the idea, And I may say here, while I always 

` favored this kind of legislation and while I have always insisted that 
it was meet and proper and just to legislate without reference to a 
treaty, I myself was almost inclined to say that decency and proper 
regard for the Senate itself required that this bill should go to a com- 
mittee. But I thought that if the men who were supporting this Ad- 
ministration and who had defended its recent treaty could sit here and 
see this bill taken up and passed—a bill which they had not seen in 
print—we who had been clamoring for this legisldtion because we 
realized (as they did not) the alarming necessity for it, if they could 
submit, I could on my part. 

I want to speak of this bill which I suppose is now to be claimed by 
the members of the Democratic national committee to be of such immense 
value. When the bill was before the House, Mr. BLAND, of Missouri, 
said: 

There has been great complaint about Chinese coming across the border from 
eee possessions. I would like to ask whether any provision is made as 
Otte Scorr. This covers the whole field. 

Mr. Morrow, of California. This does not protect us against the emigration 
from the British possessions. 

Mr. MCSHANE. Oh, yes. 

Mr. Scorr. It does very carefully. 

Mr. note The bill seems to be very carefully drawn to cover the whole 
ground, 

Why, Mr. President, that affords further proof that the bill did not 
meet any criticism from those who ought to have known, and who did 
probably know, what it contained, or who professed to know what it 
contained, but the bill contains nothing of that character at all. If 


the action was instigated or hurried by what appeared in the Post of 
last Wednesday it was ill done. 

This bill does not provide at all for the evil they are complaining of, 
and it could not have been that that was the moving cause, outside or 
inside, or anywhere, for the passage of this bill to prevent the Chinese 


from coming across into the United States from British Columbia, for 
it is absolutely silent on that subject and deals only with the China- 
men who have been here and who have gone out of here and who seek 
to return by virtue of the provisions of the statute of 1882 and statutes 
subsequent thereto. 

When the bill got here, as I was saying, it came very near going to 
the Committee on Foreign Relations. That suggestion was made and 
nobody objected. That suggestion was made by the Senator from Mis- 
sissippi [Mr. GEORGE]. Twice he made the suggestion that it ought 
to go to the committee. As I said the other day, when he concluded, 
in my judgment, that some political advantage would be taken of his 
side of the Chamber if he sent the bill to the committee or if- he sug- 
gested such a course, he withdrew the suggestion, and then nobody 
was found here to propose that it go tothe committee. Why? It had 
come here for political purposes and both sides knew that it had come 
here for political purposes. I can say for myself that I did not propose 
to fall into the pit which had been dug for me or for mine. 

When the bill got here the Democratic party was in the condition 
to which the sweet singer of Israel refers when he speaks of his enemy 
who had attempted great things against him. He said: 

He made a pit, and digged it, and is fallen into the ditch which he made. 


His mischief shall return upon his own head, and his violent dealing shall 
come down upon his own pate, (Psalms, VII, 15,16.) 


The rhymster put in rhyme this idea when he said: 
He digged a pit, 
He digged it deep, 
He digged it for his brother; 
But for his sin 
He did fall in 
The pit he digged for another. 

(Laughter. ] 

That, Mr. President, was the condition of the Democratic party. 
The other day, when the Senator from Maryland [Mr. GORMAN ] came 
to its rescue after we had agreed to vote, after there had been an agree- 
ment made here, which I admit is not binding in law, but which we 
have uniformly since I have been a member of this body adhered to— 
when the Senator from Maryland came in and wanted to move to send 
this to a committee, he was allowed to do it, I confess properly, right- 
fully, because such an agreement is not binding upon anybody, it is 
not a legal agreement, it is not an order of the Senate. 

Therefore I did not question the right of the President of the Senate 
to receive the motion. On that motion there were 17 votes in favor of 
sending the bill to the committee. Fourteen of those votes were from 
the Democratic side and 3 from the Republican side. On a subsequent 
vote, there being no quorum, the relation was about the same. I think 
it stood just the same; but, however, whether it did or not, the ques- 
tion then came whether the Senate should adjourn. The Democrats 
of this body all at once got new light; where they got it from I do not 
know. The bill had been here, and we had heard nothing from any 
Department of the Government until it was called out by the resolu- 
tion of the Senator from Ohio [Mr. SHERMAN], when we received a 
message saying that the executive department of the Government had 
no official information except that which they transmitted to us, which 
was that it was once reported that the treaty had been rejected, and the 
next time that the treaty had been postponed for further deliberation. 

Then came the question of voting. Whatever delay there has been 
has been occasioned by the Democrats ofthis body. I do not say that 
they have not a right, and that they ought not to so vote, but I dosay 
that it will not do for the members of the Democratic national com- 
mittee anywhere to assert that the House of Representatives put this 
bill through in thirty minutes, and that we were a week or ten days 
(or whatever the time may be) in passing this bill through the Sen- 
ate. The bill has received practically the unanimous support of the 
Senate. The Senate is committed, as I said in the opening of my re- 
marks, to the doctrine that the American people reserve to themselves 
the right, independent of treaty, to say who shall and who shall not 
come here. The vote was cast after we were as morally certain as we 
could be that the treaty had not been rejected. Whether the motive 
for the vote, then, has been good or bad, there has been a step forward 
taken in the interest of good government, there has been a step for- 
ward taken in what I believe to be a just and proper assertion on the 
part of the Government that it has the right under all circumstances 
to say for itself, untrammeled by treaties, who shall and who shall not 
come into this country. 

I do not intend, Mr. President, to continue my remarks on this sub- 
ject. I would only say with regard to the discussion that has taken 
place here to-day by the Senator from Nevada [Mr. STEWART] that I 
stated six years and more ago in this body that the Chinese question 
could not be properly discussed in this body with opendoors. Noman 
knows the difficulties involved in this question who has not been 
brought in contact with it and who has not seen it. The Chinese are 
not free men as we understand free men; they are not laborers as we 
understand laborers; they are not the class of men with whom we ex- 
press sympathy day by day. They are not such men as compose the 
great mass of society in this country who labor and who create. They 
are foreigners to our soil, and intend so to remain. They are not only 
foreigners to our soil. but foreigners to our institutions, and intend so 
to remun. They are not merely foreigners to our institutions, but they 
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are the opponents of our institutions and hostile to them. They are 
hostile to our religion as well as to our civilization. 

I repeat, sir, that if the great mass of people in the East have not 
wakened up to the evil of Chinese immigration, it is because they have 
not been brought in contact with it, because they have not considered, 
because they have not thought, because they have not read, and have 
not familiarized themselves with the subject. These people have no 
part and no lot with us. *They pay no taxes, they have no homes, they 
have no wives, they have no children; they contribute nothing locally 
to the wealth of the State; they contribute nothing to the wealth of 
the nation; they contribute nothing in any shape to the community in 
which they live except the cheap labor which they give, and that is 
dearly bought, Mr. President, when you take into account the evils 
which follow their residence in every land. 

The Sandwich Islands, which a few years ago were the fairest por- 
tion of the earth, and held a people remarkable for their physical 
beauty and for their intellectual strength, although uneducated, will 
in a generation be depopulated, and there will not be a single native 
left, because when brought into contact with Chinese they became 
diseased and destroyed to such an extent that in one generation more 
there will not be a full-blooded Sandwich Islander on the face of the 
earth, 

We can no more come in contact with them without our degradation 
than can the Sandwich Islander. We can no more come in contact 
with them without having our labor degraded than we can with the 
wild African. And, as the Senator from Nevada has said, when they 
came into California they drove out the young men and the young 
women from all the ordinary avenues of trade, from-all opportunities. 
Wherever the Chinamen went al! chance departed from the young men 
and women of that State who had not had the good fortune to receive a 
superior education. In every community there will always be some 
people who by their unfortunate situation will be compelled to take 
work that other men will decline. They do not, however, lack the 
ability to do well the work which falls to their lot; but the Chinaman 
will drive that class of men out. He has driven the American girl 
out of the kitchen; nay, he has driven all classes of people, whether 
American or foreign, save his own countrymen, from that classof labor 
on the Pacific coast. 

The Chinamen monopolize every class of labor that is ready to the 
hand of the poor and the weak and the unfortunate of the country— 
men and women. More than that, Mr. President, I repeat, is the deg- 
radation that comes to labor of the presence of these people in Cali- 
fornia and other States. You can not get the high-spirited Caucasian 
to labor by the side of the Chinaman, although he may be willing to 
labor for the same wages. He never will doit. And thus the Chi- 
nese are not simply taking the bread from the mouths of our laborers, 
but they are compelling them to be brought up in idleness, and in vice, 
and in crime. 

There is a fearful account to be laid at the door of every man who 
fails to understand this question, since it has been so publicly adver- 
tised and discussed as it has been within the last two or three years. 
There is a fearful account to be laid at the door of every legislator who 
has failed to legislate in che interest of the laboring men, not alone in 
California but in all portions of the United States. 

Mr. GEORGE. Mr. President, I desire simply to correct a misap- 
prehension into which the Senator from Colorado [Mr. TELLER] has 
fallen with reference to the scope and extent of the bill now under 
consideration. 

The Senator said that this bill made no provision whatever for the 
prevention of the return of Chinese laborers from the British domin- 
ions. I will read from the bill for the purpose of showing that the 
Senator has made a serious mistake as to that. The first section of 
the bill is in the following words: 


That from and after the passage of this act it shall be unlawful forany Chinese 
laborer who shall at any time heretofore have been or may now or hereafter be 
a resident within the United States, and who shall have departed or shall de- 
part therefrom, and shall not have returned before the passage of this act, to re- 
turn to or remain in the United States, 


That language is broad and general, and refers to every Chinese laborer 
who having once resided in the United States had departed from the 
United States, whether he went to China or to any other country. 

Mr. TELLER; MayIask the Senator from Mississippiif he under- 
stood me to say that that was not the case? 

Mr. GEORGE. I understood the Senator to say that no provision 
was made in the bill to prevent the return of Chinese laborers from the 
British dominions. 

Mr. TELLER. These laborers of whom I spoke and of whom the 
Post spoke have never been here. They are the Chinamen that are 
coming now. They have no certificates. 

Mr. GEORGE. Then the criticism of the Senator is ill-timed and 
inappropriate. This billdoes not pretend to make any provision what- 
ever for or against the introduction of any Chiness into this country 
for the first time. 

Mr. TELLER. That is what I said. That is all. 
criticism of the bill. 

Mr. GEORGE. It does not prohibit their coming for the first time, 
because by a prior law in force on the statute-book, unquestioned, there 


That was my 


is a provision covering a prohibilion for a period of ten years, which 
was the longest time that a Republican President would allow us to 
make a prohibition, that President having vetoed the twenty years’ 
prohibition. ‘That provision is now in foree, and prohibits absolutely 
the coming of Chinese to this country from any quarter whatever for 
the first time. 

This bill is a supplement to that act. It does not pretend to deal 
with that question, because Congress had dealt with it and there was 
an absolute prohibition decreed for the balance of the term of ten 
years remaining after the year 1834, extending to 1894. That excludes 
all original introduction of Chinese. 

Mr. HOAR. Will the Senator from Mississippi allow me to make a 
suggestion at this point for his consideration and that of the Senator 


from Colorado? 
Does the Senator from Mississippi 


feb PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
yield? 

Mr. GEORGE. If itis on that point, yes; because that is all I de- 
sire to engage the attention of the Senate upon. 

Mr. HOAR. It may be an important consideration for whoever shall 
deal with this bill hereafter. This bill is entitled ‘‘A supplement to 
an act entitled ‘An act to execute certain treaty stipulations relating 
to Chinese,’ approved the Gth day of May, 1882.” 

Those treaty stipulationsare stipulations made with the Government 
of China, and no other; and of course an act which is designed to ex- 
ecute those stipulations would be interpreted in the light of the treaty. 
The question came up in the city of Boston and was argued before two 
very eminent judges, one of them Judge Lowell, of the circuit court, 
who is known throughout the country, the author of the Lowell bank- 
ruptcy bili, so called, not now upon the bench, a gentleman who I be- 
lieve is a supporter of the present President, and Mr. Justice Nelson, 
of the district court, who is still upon the bench, and also a very able, 
learned, and intelligent judge. I would like to ask the attention of 
the Senator from Colorado and the Senator from Nevada to this state- 
ment. 

The question was raised whether the term ‘‘Chinese,’’ used in the 
existing legislation prohibiting the introduction of certain persons, 
described them by race, whether it was a term designating the race to 
which they belonged or a term designating the country to which they 
belonged; and those learned judges, gentlemen of different politics, 
held (in a habeas corpus case, I think it was) that as the act was en- 
titled an act to execute this treaty its provisions must be construed as 
describing the Chinese as countrymen, as citizens of a certain empire 
with which the treaty had been made and not persons belonging to a 
certain race, and therefore that a Chinese person who came from Car- 
ton or Hong-Kong, or whatever other place it might be in the British 
possessions—— 

Mr. TELLER. Being a British subject. 

Mr. HOAR. Being a British subject, was not within the terms of 
this legislation. When that matter was made a subject of discussion 
here two or three years ago, it was misunderstood somewhat by some 
Senator, who adverted to this decision of these judges, and I explained 
it to the Senate, I stated the ground on which that decision went as 
I have stated it now. The chairman of the Committee on the Judi- 
ciary, the Senator from Vermont [Mr. EDMUNDS], said in his place 
that it seemed to him the decision of these judges was entirely right. 

Mr. TELLER. Who said that? 

Mr. HOAR. The Senatorfrom Vermont[Mr. EDMUNDS]. Whether 
that decision is right or wrong I have not any occasion now to say. 

Mr. MITCHELL. The Senator is aware that Mr. Justice Field de- 
cided otherwis>. 

Mr. HOAR. I understand it was decided otherwise on the Pacific 
coast and by very eminent judges there; but what I have to say is that 
in the face of the adjudication of such eminent jurists as those I have 
deseribed, and in the face of the opinion expressed in the Senate of the 
United States by the chairman of the Committee on the Judiciary, 
who is also a member of the Committee on Foreign Relations, and holds 
an influential place in the Senate, it seems to me that the friends of 
this legislation would be extremely rash if they passed a new bill sub- 
ject to the same doubt. 

It would be pretty difficult, I suggest to my honorable friend from 
Colorado, todeal with the matter of the coming of persons of the Chinese 
race from British Columbia. They come from the British Empire. 
They come from the territory of a power which has very numerous 
subjects of the Chinese race. The presumption would certainly be, or 
would be very likely to be claimed, at any rate, that they were British 
subjects. 

So the bill is not only deficient in the particnlar which the Senator 
from Colorado has pointed out, but opens also this very much larger 
door, or the opportunity, at any rate, to make this claim. 

I beg the pardon of the Senator from Mississippi for taking so much 
time in the statement which I have made. 

Mr. GEORGE. Very well. That draws me to a point which I had 
not intended to present to the Senate, but as the suggestions of the Sen- 
ator from Massachusetts are very easily answered, as the doubts and 
difficulties which he has, whilst they might properly have arisen under 
the act of 1882 are clearly taken away and removed by the act of 1884, 
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and as it‘would take no time to answer him, I propose to do it simply 
by reading from the act of 1834. The act of 1834 at the point to which 
I desire to call the attention of the Senate reads as follows: 

Section 15 of said act— 

That is the act of 1882, and I believe I will read it now, so that the 
Senate may understand the pertinency of the amendment made in 1884. 
Section 15 of the original act of 1882 read as follows: 

That the words ‘Chinese laborers,” wherever used in this act, shall be con- 
teen mean both skilled and unskilled laborers and Chinese employed in 
min . 

In 1884, I presume on account of diffiqnlties and doubts suggested 
by the Senator from Massachusetts, when the Senate came to amend 
the act of 1882 it made section 15 read as follows: : 

‘That the provisions of this act shall apply to all subjects of China— 

If it had stopped there the difficulty suggested by the Senator from 
Massachusetts would have existed; but it goes further, and this is the 
material amendment of the act of 1882 which removes all grounds for 
doubt or dispute on that subject— 
and Chinese, whether subjects of China or any other foreign power, 

Under the act of 1884, notwithstanding any doubts which may have 
arisen under the act of 1882, it is clear that the exclusion of Chinese 
is not an'exclusion merely of the subjects of China, but an exclusion 
of all persons of the Chinese race, ‘‘ whether subjects of China or any 
other foreign power.’’ Therefore the difficulty suggested by the Sena- 
tor from Massachusetts does not exist. 

Mr. MITCHELL. Will the Senator allow me just a moment to call 
his attention to section 6 of thatsameact? The Senator will find that 
section 6 of the act of 1884, in providing for the certificates, provides for 
a class of certificates which shall be issued to persons who are not sub- 
jects of China, which confirms what the Senator has just stated. 

Mr. GEORGE. Very well; that is a confirmation. Now I will go 
back, : 

I did not intend to take the time of the Senate long, but the inter- 
ruption, as the Senator from Massachusetts himself confessed, was 
rather lengthy, and as I have shown, was wholly unnecessary and was 
based upon a very unsubstantial and shadowy foundation, and one 
which has been removed entirely by the legislation of this country. 

Now I come to answer the Senator from Colorado, as I was proceed- 
ing to answer him when I was interrupted by the Senator from Massa- 
chusetts, The Senator from Colorado insists that the bill now before 
the Senate does not exclude the original immigration of Chinese. I 
admit that it does not exclude original Chinese immigration. 

Mr. TELLER. Very well; we do not disagree then. 

Mr. GEORGE. Ianswer that by saying that there is in my hand an 
act passed by Congress in 1884, the first section of which I shall read, 
which does exclude the introduction originally of Chinese: 

That from and after the passage of this act, and until the expiration of ten 

rs next after the pamage of this act, the coming of Chinese laborers to the 

united States be, and the same is hereby, suspended, and during such suspen- 

sion it shall not be lawful for any Chinese laborer to come from any foreign port 
or place, or having so come to remain within the United States, 

So there was and is upon the statute-book a complete, an efficient, 
and a thorough provision for the exclusion of Chinese when they first 
attempt to come. In that act, however, in accordance with the treaty 
made by President Arthur, there was a provision that those who came 
here and went away might return. $ 

That js the way the law stood, and that is the way the law stands 
now. When this proposed act was passed by the House of Represent- 
atives they found that the first or original immigration of a Chinese 

„laborer was absolutely prohibited by law. 

Mr. TELLER. For how long? 

Mr. GEORGE. For the period of ten years; just exactly as long as 
a Republican President would allow us to make it. 

Mr. MITCHELL. Ten years from the 6th of May, 1882? 

Mr. GEORGE. It saysten years “‘ from and after the passage of this 
act.” However, that makes no difference; for the present they are ex- 
eluded. So when the other House came to deal with this subject they 
found only one door open by which a Chinese laborer could enter the 
United States, and that was the door left open in pursuance of our treaty 
stipulations with China, left open by theact of 1882, and left open also 
by the act of 1884, which permitted Chinese laborers who have once 
come here and departed from this country to return. 

That, then, was the evil. No other Chinamen could come here un- 
der the Jaw; and when the other House proceeded to deal with this 
question they dealt only with the evil then existing, and provided for 
shutting the only other dcor that was left open, and that, as I said the 
other day, in direct violation of the treaty stipulation with China. 

That, I believe, is an answer to what the Senator from Colorado said. 

Mr. TELLER. Is the Senator through? 

Mr. GEORGE. Yes; I am through. 

Mr. TELLER. I called attention to the character of the bill for 
two purposes: first, to show that it did not deal with the whole sub- 
ject, but more particularly to what is said to have been the pressing 

necessity of the bill, that Chinamen who never had been here were 
coming in vast quantities from British Columbia to the United States. 
I called attention to the fact that the bill does not deal with that subject 
atall, and that could not have been the moving cause, or if it was, it has 


certainly miscarried, and that is an afterthought. Somebody thought 
of that afterwards; but at the midnight conference at which this bill 
was arranged it was not suggested, because it had not yet appeared in 
the public press, and therefore that could not have been the reason 
why the measure was brought before Congress. I called attention to 
the provisions of the bill to show that the bill does not contain any 
such thing, 

Mr. GEORGE. If I have learned anything in my profession—and 
I am sure that the Senator from Colorado from his eminence in it has 
learned itas I have learned it—it is that the object of a statute can 
not be made out by reading from the newspapers. The object of a 
statute is gathered alone from the terms of the statute itself. 

Mr. TELLER. Thatis what I say, and that is why I complain that 
parties are citing the newspapers to support the reason why they want 
this legislation and complain of the Senate. 

Mr. GEORGE. Then the Senator from Colorado, if he will allow 
me, complains that the House of Representatives has not squared its 
conduct in the passage of this bill te the outgivings of some news- 


papers. 

Mr. TELLER. Oh, no; Ido not. I understand that outside of the 
House of Representativesit is asserted that the bill was brought in be- 
cause the Chinese were coming over from British Columbia. I say 
there was no such reason for it. 

THE CHINESE TREATY. 
« Mr. PLUMB submitted the following resolution; which was consid- 
ered by unanimous consent, and agreed to: 


Resolved, That the President be requested, if not incompatible with the pub- 
lic interest, to transmit to the Senate as early as convenient all correspondence 
or ig pepeacersager tine” f and with the Government of the United States concern- 
ing the treaty with China recently ratified by the Senate, including all commu- 
nications which have passed between the State Department and our minister 
to China or any other representative or agent of the United States in China or 
elsewhere with reference to said treaty. 


GEORGETOWN BARGE, DOCK, AND ELEVATOR COMPANY. 


Mr. HARRIS. At the request of the Senator from Virginia [Mr. 
RIDDLEBERGER], who is absent, I submit a conference report. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The report will be read. 

The Chief Clerk read as follows: 


The committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses on 
the amendments of the House of Representatives to the bill (S. 2252) to incor- 
porate the Georgetown Barge, Dock, Elevator, and Railway Compauy, having 
met, after full and free conference have agreed to recommend and do recom- 
mend to their respective Houses as follows: 

That the Senate recede from its disagreement tothe amendments of the House, 


sand agree to the same, 
. H. H. RIDDLEBERGER, 
ISHAM G. HARRIS, 
o. B PAEA ts 
| BARNES COMPTON: aA 
JOHN T. HEARD, 
Conferees on part of House, 
_ The report was concurred in. 
ADJOURNMENT. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore, The question is on agreeing to the 
-motion of the Senator from New Hampshire [Mr. BLAIR] to reconsider 
the vote by which the Chinese restriction bill was 5 
Mr. TELLER. Isuggestthat the Senator from Nevada [Mr. JONES 
desires to address the Senate on this subject, and it is late, and we ha 
better not attempt to take a vote to-night. ‘ 
Mr. COCKRELL, I move that the Senate adjourn. 
The motion was agreed to; and (at 5 o’clock and 10 minutes p. m.) 
the Senate adjourned until to-morrow, Wednesday, September 12, 1888, 


at 12 o’clock m. 5 i 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
TUESDAY, September 11, 1888. 


The House met at 12 o'clock m. Prayer by Rev. J. H. CUTHBERT, 
D. D. 

The Journal of the proceedings of yesterday was read and approved. 

LIGHT AND FOG-SIGNAL, HUDSON RIVER. . 

The SPEAKER laid before the House a letter from the Secretary of” 
the Treasury, transmitting an estimate from the Light-House Board of 
appropriation for a light and fog-signal on the Oyster Bed Shoal, op- 
posite the Rockland Lake dock, Hudson River, New York; which was 
referred to the Committee on Commerce, and ordered to be printed. 

OBSTRUCTIONS ON ST. CLAIR FLATS CANAL. ` 

The SPEAKER also laid before the House a letter from the Secretary 
of War, transmitting a letter from the Chief of Engineers relative to 
obstructions to commerce on St. Clair Flats Canal, and recommending 
legislation granting him authority to prescribe regulations for its use; 
which was referred to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors, and or- 
dered to be printed. 

CLAIM OF JESSE K. VAWTER. 

The SPEAKER also laid before the House a letter from the assistant 

clerk of the Court of Claims, transmitting a copy of findings of fact in 
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the case of Jesse K. Vawter against the United States; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on War Claims, and ordcred to be printed. 


CLAIM OF DAVID HICKS, 


The SPEAKER also laid before the House a letter from the assist- 
ant clerk of the Court of Claims, transmitting a copy of findings of 
fact in the case of David Hicks against the United States; which was 
referred to the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 


GEORGE KEEL. 


The SPEAKER also laid before the House a letter from the assist- 
ant clerk of the Court of Claims, transmitting a copy of findings of 
fact in the case of George Keel against the United States; which was 
referred to the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

LEAVE OF ABSENCE, 

By unanimous consent, leave of absence was granted as follows: 

To Mr. RoMEIs, indefinitely, on account of ill health. 

To Mr. WASHINGTON, indefinitely, on account of sickness, 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


Mr. FORNEY. I demand the regular order. I call up the report 
of the conference committee on the sundry civil appropriation bill. 
Pending that I ask that gentlemen having reports to make may be 
permitted to file them with the Clerk. 

There was no objection. 


FILING OF REPORTS. ‘ 
The following reports were filed by being handed in at the Clerk’s 
desk: 


JOSEPH VAN ARSDEL, 


Mr. CHIPMAN, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, reported 
back favorably the bill (H. R. 4763) granting a pension to Joseph Van 
Arsdel; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House on 
the Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to 
be printed, 

— ELIZA S. GLASS. 

Mr. CHIPMAN also, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, re- 
ported back favorably the bill (H. R. 11332) granting a pension to Eliza 
8. Glass; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House on 
the Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to 
be printed. 

MRS. LOUISA V. DE KILPATRICK. 

The SPEAKER. The bill (S. 1488) granting an increase of pension 
to Louisa V. de Kilpatrick, widow of Maj. Gen. Judson Kilpatrick, 
United States Volunteers, with House amendments disagreed to by the 
Senate, anda conference requested thereon, has reached the stage where 
it is privileged; and if there be no objection, the House will insist on 
its amendments and agree to the conference. 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. , 

The SPEAKER announced as the conferees on the said bill Mr. 
CurpMAN, Mr. FRENCH, and Mr. Payson. 


COMMITTEE SERVICE. 

The SPEAKER appointed Mr. TRACEY as a member of the Commit- 
tee on Coinage, Weights, and Measures, and on the Committee on the 
Pacific Railroads. 

SUNDRY CIVIL APPROPRIATION BILL. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the title of the bill called 
up by the gentleman from Alabama. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


A bill (H. R. 10540) making appropriations for sundry civil expenses of the 
Government for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1889. and for other purposes. 


The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Colorado [Mr. Symes] has a 
portion of his time remaining, as the present occupant of the chair 
understands, which he reserved. 

Mr. SYMES. I control something like three-quarters of an hour of 
the extended time, 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. By unanimous consent an 
agreement was reached by which a certain extension of time was al- 
lowed, and a portion of that is still under the control of the gentleman 
from Colorado. 

The SPEAKER. The present occupant of the chair is advised by 
the gentleman from Missouri [Mr. DOCKERY], who has kept a list of 
the time, that something like an hour remains on eacl: side. 

The gentleman from Missouri, who has occupied the chair heretofore 
during the discussion of this bill, had better resume it. 

(Mr. DOCKERY here took the chair as Speaker pro tempore. ] 

Mr. FORNEY. I yield twenty minutes of the time remaining to 
this side to the gentleman from Georgia [Mr. BLOUNT]. 

Mr. BLOUNT. Mr. Speaker, the purpose of the appropriation sug- 
gested by the Senate amendment has been rendered somewhat uncer- 
tain by various suggestions on the part of different gentlemen who 
have occupied the floor during the discussion. It is a matter of very 
great importance for us to ascertain whether or not it is proposed that 
we are to go forward making these surveys with a view to locating the 
basins and reservoirs, whereupon the operations of the Government in 
that direction are to cease, or whether we propose, having gone thus 


far, that we shall go into the construction of the reservoirs and canals 
themselves. Now, sir, I have the opinion of Mr. Powell, who is at 
the head of this Survey, and who is likely to come in contact with the 
various individuals and to encounter the various thoughts connected 
with it, and who is more likély to present to us the true situation than 
any gentleman who has made suggestions or embodied them in the de- 
bate which has taken place on this bill. That gentleman, in an ex- 
amination had before the Senate Committee on Appropriaions, in con- 
sidering the very matter to which I am now calling your attention, 
uses this language: b 

Two methods have been presented, and there are two paas in Congress and 
two parties about the country as to the best method of utilizing that land for 
irrigation. 

I call attention to this language, ‘‘two parties in Congress and two 
parties about the country.’’ This matter of discussion is not one of 
mere essay. These thoughts are thrust into the legislation and legis- 
lative debate by practical men for practical purposes, and the Superin- 
tendent of the Geological Survey tells you that they debate two 
schemes. What are these schemes? He says: 

It should first be understood that all the land within that area—that is, dor 15 
per cent. of the country which is to be redeemed—can only be redeemed by the 
utilization of large Sp tal. To build the headworks, canals, and reservoirs nec- 
essary to do this work large capital must be . Theexperience of the world 
is very full upon that. The British system is for the General Government to irri- 
gate in India and in other countries, but especially in India, vy the General Gov- 
ernment building the headworks, canals, and reservoirs, and taxing the people 
by ary ee tolls. The British Government has in India irrigated about 3,000,000 
acres of land in this manner within three years. The ‘British Government, in 
the prosecution of that plan, has done all the work itself. It maintains the ca- 
nals, reservoirs, and headworks; it employs a little army of officials who are 
supervisors of irrigation, and it taxes the land to pay the maintenance of the 
irrigation works, to pay for the supervision of irrigation, and to pay 44 per cent. 
on the original plant; so that the income of the British Government from India 
is chiefly from tolls on its irrigating canals. The plan is that those tolls shall 
make an income of 4} per cent. after paying the current cost of maintenance 
and the cost of supervision. 


Then he recurs to the Spanish system: 

The system of Spain was originally to grant to individuals and corporations 
the right to take out water. That is not accompanied with the tenure of the 
land, but it was the right to take out water and to sell water to individuals. 
The Spanish system did not give the land, but only the right to the water. In 
the main that was usually the case, but it had the further condition that after a 
term of years, usually thirty-nine years, but variously in different portions of 
the country, sometimes fifty years and sometimes even a hundred years, the 
right to that water was yielded by the company. 

Now, if we are to regard the distinguished gentleman at the head of 
the Geological Survey, and persons who keep moving forward and agi- 
tating the question of irrigating the public lands we will find, as these 
extracts show, that they have in mind one of two systems—the British 
plan, which is to make the policy of irrigating the public lands afford 
a system of revenue to the Government by the building of reservoirs 
and lakes, and then by canals irrigating the lands and deriving there- 
from, by a tax or toll upon the landholders, a revenue for the Govern- 
ment; or by the Spanish system of letting the right out to individuals 
or corporations by contract, that is, allowing the work to be done un- ` 
der contract. If this be true, and I take it that there can be no doubt, 
when we come to look at the case it is a grave question for us to con- 
sider before embarking upon either plan or giving our sanction to it. 
Permit me just here, however, to call attention to the opinion of a dis- 
tinguished gentleman from the Northwest, who uses this language in 
this same report; I refer now to one of the Senators from Nevada. 

The difficulty we meet here is utter ignorance in Congress of whit we have 
and what we want the appropriation for., Itisto survey these districtsand make 
the reservoirs, so that irrigation will be possible, and thcn we can discuss how 
the people can manage them. 

So that at the other end of the Capitol the views and opinions of the 
head of the Geological Survey are confirmed by one of the Senators and 
other persons connected with that body, which indicates that the real 
intent of this whole appropriation is that the Government shall itself 
enter upon the work of constructing these reservoirs. 

Now, then, what does that mean? I read further from the report 
of the Committee on Appropriations of the Senate: 

Q. You have told us of the cost of the surveys, the location of the reservoirs, 
the segregation of the irrigable lands, and the establishment of catchment dis- 
tricts. Suppose all that is done and completed—take for illustration the upper 
waters of the Missouri—what would the cost of the construction of the reservoirs 
and canals be, in your judgment? Whatwouldbetherange of cost? Youhave 
never gone into that subject. 

A. Lhave never gone into that; that is outside of my work. It would be an 
enormous sum in the aggregate. i 

Q. Nobody, so far as you know, has entered into any calculation of the cost 
of that work? < 

A. No, sir. 

Go on with these surveys if you will, Mr. Speaker, locate your res- 
ervoirs, locate your catchment basins at a cost of over $5,000,000, and 
when you have made that expenditure you are told by the highest au- 
thority that we can have that it is all worthless unless you go forward 
and construct these reservoirs and canals by resorting to sources where 
large capital is to be had either of tad eps or of the Federal Treasury. 

Mr. TAULBEE. Will it disturb the gentleman if I ask him a ques- 
tion there? 

Mr. BLOUNT. I will hear you. 

Mr. TAULBEE. I simply wanted to ask if this $5,000,000 was for 
the survey and location of these reservoirs. 
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Mr. BLOUNT. Iso stated. 

Mr. TAULBEE. I did not catch that statement. 

Mr. BLOUNT. My s!atement was that the cost of making surveys 
and locating the catchment basins and the re-ervoirs would amount to 
more than $5,000,000, and we are informed that after that expendi- 
ture it would all be worthless unless we went further and constructed 
the reservoirs and canals at an expense to the Federal Treasury, or 
ai areas contracts to be made with great corporations and large capi- 

ists. 

Mr. TAULBEE. Whose statement was it you read ? 

Mr. BLOUNT. I read from the report made to the United States 
Senate by Mr. ALLISON, chairman of the Committee on Appropri- 
ations. 

Mr. TAULBEE. What part of it? 

Mr. BLOUNT. Among the other witnesses is the testimony of 
Major Powell, and I will read from him: 

Mr. POWELL, If those catchment basins were defined—if the areas that waters 
could be stored were fixed and the area to which water was to be app lied was 


determined—within one year $200,000,000 would be offered by capi to do 
that work. It is one of the most inviting investments that can be made. 


By Mr. HALE: 


Q. In what form would capital enter into the work? 

A. To construct the reservoirs. 

The CHAIRMAN. Corporations? 

Mr. HALE. Would corporations construct the reservoirs for the toll they would 


get? 
Mr, TELLER. We have $15,000,000 invested in irrigating ditches in Colorado. 
fore the present Con- 


Mr. POWELL. You have I donot know how many bills 
gress asking for those rights. The capital of this country is ready to be poured 
right into that work. 

The Superintendent of the Geological Survey declares that we have 
a great number of bills pending before both bodies of Congress in the 
interest of corporations for locating these reservoirs to make the con- 
tracts for the purpose of furnishing water to these lands, 

Now, Mr, Speaker, it has been stated in the course of debate that at 
this very session, during the month of May, a joint resolution had passed 
Congress providing for a topographical survey of the section in ques- 
tion. That joint resolution, I apprehend, attracted very little of the 
attention of this House or the Senate or the committees which respect- 
ively recommended it to the several bodies. Why do I say so, sir? 
Simply because the law now provides for that very thing; simply be- 
cause by virtue of the law existing prior to the passage of that joint 
resolution more than $1,000,000 have been expended in the very line 
indicated by that resolution. In this same paper from which I have 
quoted, Mr. BECK asked: 

Q. What do those large blue blocks indicate? 


A. That is the survey which has been already made. We have already done 
something. 

By the CHAIRMAN: 

Q. What is the nature of that map? 

A. It is topographical and geographical both, but for the purpose here, topo- 
graphical. 

By Mr. HALE: 
Q. Bearing upon the question of irrigation? 
A. Yes, sir. 

By the CHAIRMAN: 

Q. What are those yellow lines? 

A. [Indicating.] That is work which was done by Wheeler; that by Hayden, 
and by Clarence King, where we have rough maps of the country compara- 
tively, but where a part of the work is already done. 

Q. Is the topography all done? 

A. The topography is not done sufficiently; it is done for the general map of 
the country, but not for all the irrigable districts. 

Mr. TELLER. That is, you mean, in King’s work. 

Mr. Powe. In King’s work. 

Mr. Stewart. Is the work which has been done in such shape that in laying 
the topography it is sufficiently definite, so that you can connect your work 
and show where the reservoirs, etc., ought to be made? 

Mr. POWELL. I shall come to that directly. All the blue area I have ma; 
and colored on the map is irrigable area, as you_see, one about Salt Lake City 
[indicating]. 

By Mr. HALE: 

Q. What does the red represent? 

A. The irrigable areas, 

Sir, I might go on with quotation after quotation from this report 
showing that a very large area has already been surveyed with the 
view of locating the catchment basins and reservoirs as proposed by 
this appropriation. - 

Then, sir, there is nothing in the passage of that resolution which 
binds this Congress de novo to the inauguration of a system of topo- 
graphic surveys. 

Mr. SMITH, of Arizona. Can the gentleman tell us where that sur- 
vey to which he refers was made? 

Mr. BLOUNT. Iwill hand the gentleman the paper. He knows 
that I have not time to stop and investigate the matter for him. 

Mr. SMITH, of Arizona. I thought you knew where the survey 
was made, 

Mr. BLOUNT. Why, then, Mr. Speaker, is this increase of appro- 
priation made? Isit to facilitate the work of those surveys? That 
is all that can come from it. There are some of us, Mr. Speaker, who 
have felt that one of the greatest wants of this country was the reduc- 
tion of taxation, that our people were carrying in time of peace a bur- 
den belonging to the war period. There are some of us who have felt 


that if the rates of taxation are to be reduced there should be a corre- 
sponding effort on the part of legislators to aid in that purpose by 
economy in Federal expenditures. Sir, he who thinks that he can 
waste the public treasure and reduce the taxation of the country at 
the same time, deceives no man save himself. I hold in my hand vol- 
ume 20 of the Statutes at Large, providing for the Geological Survey, 
and consolidating various other surveys, for the purpose, as was al- 
leged, of economizing expenditures in that direction. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. BLOUNT. Ishould like to have ten minutes more. 

Mr. FORNEY. I yield the gentleman ten minutes. 

Mr. BLOUNT. Mr. Speaker, at the time this consolidation was 
made the expenditures for the Geological Survey were $106,000, and 
the head of this bureau himself was the chief advocate for the consoli- 
dation on the ground of economy, and yet from $106,000 in 1880 the 
expenditures of this survey have gone on increasing until they reached 
in the last fiscal year $675,240. 

The sundry civil bill which the House passed at this session provides 
for the continuation of the various surveys, this topographical one 
among the others, at a cost of $877,000. Not content with that the 
Senate has added $250,000, and now, if this amendment shall be agreed 
to by the House, we shall have an appropriation in this bill for the 
Geological Survey of $927,000. I repeat, the expenditure for this pur- 
pose has gone up from $106,000 in 1880 to $927,000 if this amendment 
shall become a law. Sir, there is no branch of the public service along 
the whole line where expenditures have grown with such vigor and ex- 
trav: ce as in this particular bureau. But the same tendency is 
found in all Departments and bureaus. Take the Fish Commission, 
which fourteen years ago was expending only $15,000 or $25,000, we 
find that it now expends $400,000. 

I might go on and enumerate others to illustrate the way in which, 
gradually yet rapidly, we have increased the expenditures of the Gov- 
ernment, and I say that this very Congress, these very honest gentle- 
men right around me, and myself as culpably as any, have permitted 
expenditures to be increased to an unwarranted extent, while at the 
same time we have been preaching in favor of reducing taxation. Now, 
the people will not be deceived by this. In every man’s affairs, Mr. 
Speaker, there is but one way of reducing expenditures, there is but 
one way of economizing, and that is by doing it. 

You can theorize as much as you please about your private bank ac- 
count, what the balance ought to be; but unless you forego certain ex- 
penditures your theories and your calculations are silly. I well remem- 
ber that in the Forty-fourth Congress, when the work of reducing ex- 
penditures was undertaken by the Democratic majority in this House, 
a distinguished gentleman, a man of honor and of high character, a 
man of public spirit, a man of large knowledge of public afiairs, who 
afterwards became Vice-President of the United States, and who has 
now passed away from the stage of action, Mr. Wheeler, of New York, 
sympathizing with the disposition of the majority of the Houseat that 
time in the matter of reducing public expenditure, said: 

The heads of Departments will not help you to reduce; the bureaus will not 
help you to reduce; no man having charge of the expenditure of these funds 
will help you; the only way to reduce expenditures is to reduce them. 

And unless this side of the House has the nerve to make expendi- 
tures on a moderate scale, keeping in mind the purpose of reducing tax- 
ation, the judgment of the country upon us will be oue of scorn and 
contempt. 

Mr. Speaker, we have been entertained by some gentlemen who in- 
dulge themselves in literary researches, and who have gone back into 
centuries past and told us what Egypt and China did, what Spain and 
France and various other countries have done in reclaiming desert 
areas and improving the public lands. Asia, with her deserts, with her 
crowded population, ignorant, starving in vast numbers, Spain, an old, 
wornout dynasty, with restricted territory and crowded population, 
Italy and other countries with like conditions, are held up as the ex- 
amples for our guidance. Sir, I feel thankful that I have been bornin 
a land where nature has been bountiful in supplying us with cheap lands 
sufficient for our people for centuries to come, so that we need resort to 
no schemes of taxation like the English system, charging tolls for water. 
Nature has so provided for us that we need not resort to the system of 
Spain by putting this supply in the hands of corporations, to be doled 
out to the people. We have millions of fertile acres for the laboring 
classes to resort to, in an agreeable climate with abundance of water, 
and all the favorable conditions for human life and human happiness, 
We have a people who are not pushing forward to desert lands, but who 
are bearing a system of taxation which could not have grown up except 
in a state of gigantic civil war. 

From a consideration of the desert lands I turn to the pledges this 
side of the House has made in the matter of expenditure; I turn to 
its pledges in behalf of reduction of taxation, and I beg my associates 
on this floor that, if their record as a party, if their proclamations to 
the country are not silly mockery, they will observe moderation in 
voting away the public money. 

Will you say that the proposed expenditure here is but $250,000? 
Sir, the great bulk of our expenditures’is made up of little items. It 
is by the aggregations of details that your miiiions are piled up and 
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your high rates of taxation made necessary. Unless we can get down 
to the consideration of these matters in a business-like way, the record 
we shall make will be anything but creditable or attractive. 

I have heard the argument here that we should not count dollars, 
that we should have broad ideas, should take in the whole country, 
should feel that there is no limit to the public resources. I have high 
respect personally for gentlemen who utter these sentiments; but I 
must say that such is the cry we have heard from corporations and 
subsidy-hunters of every kind, as they infest this Capitol. They are 
the leaders in this cry, as heard here and in the press all over the land. 
The plain laboring people have no sympathy with such a sentiment; 
and though I may have the misfortune not to be classed with those 
gentlemen of large ideas, I prefer so to act as to keep myself in sym- 
pathy with the great masses of the people who have to economize in 
order to maintain themselves, and who are asking for a reduction of 
taxation. [Applause on the Democratic side. ] 

[Here the hammer fell. ] 

Mr. SYMES, I yield five minutes to the gentleman from Illinois 
[Mr. Cannon]. 

Mr. CANNON. Mr. Speaker, if I understand this amendment, it 
seeks to accomplish two things whieh are to my mind of great impor- 
tance. The first is to expend a small sum of money (I do not care if 
you make it smaller—I would as soon have an appropriation of $25,000 
as $250,000) in commencing the survey of sites for reservoirs in the 
mountains, looking to some time in the future when either by the Gov- 
ernment or by private citizens under the authority of the Government, 
measures shall be taken to irrigate the land. That is one branch of 
the question. The next branch, and by far the most important—in 
fact the important proposition of thisamendment—is the reservation, 
now at the time of the passage of the law, of lands that may hereafter 
be needed at any time for reservoirs or for irrigating canals, and all 
lands that may be irrigated by virtue of the establishment of reservoirs 
hereafter. 

Mr. ANDERSON,, of Iowa. Would it not be practicable to make 
a reservation of these locations suitable for pooling or reservoir pur- 
poses, so as to save them from the hands of speculators according to 
the talk we have heard here, without any appropriation whatever? 

Mr. CANNON. Oh, certainly. So far as that is concerned, I have 
no donbt it is practicable. The conferees would understand that as 
the House understands it. I have no objection to a small appropria- 
tion to commence these surveys now; I think perhaps such an appro- 
priation would be wise. But that is a matter of but little impor- 
tance. The main thing is the reservation, Otherwise, as we àre told 
by gentlemen here, and as I believe from my little knowledge of the 
Western country, these sites will be taken up under your land laws in 
one way or another by private speculators; and in that event those 
who are to follow us will turn round and condemn us for our want of 
wisdom and prudent legislation. 

Mr. Speaker, I have heard much of economy, I have heard much 
of objection from one standpoint and another. One gentleman says 
that this proposed measure will not stop the floods of the Mississippi; 
another man says it will be expensive. I do not khow whether it will 
stop the floods of the Mississippi or not. I live in a district which, 
so far as I know, has never had one dollar of money expended in it for 
any public improvement of any kind. I think I represent an intelli- 
gent constituency; and when gentlemen seek to oppose this proposi- 
tion by attacks such as the gentleman from Alabama indulged in, they 
should recollect that this country stands or falls as a whole. As well 
might a citizen or a Representative living a thousand miles inland say 
that we shall have no coast fortifications, no river and harbor improve- 
ments, that there shall be no money expended to protect the people 
directly or indirectly in what is soon to be an empire along the great 
Mississippi Valley. I have no such narrow-minded constituency, 
thank God! No man can journey over that Western country and see 
something of the great watershed and the great mountains and the 
vast stretches of land—the best land anywhere, if you can put water 
upon it—without feeling that it is the part of statesmanship to take a 
step of this kind now, whether it costs $10,000, $500,000, or $5,000,000. 

There will be people who believe these reservoirs are a great national 
object, necessary for the Government to take hold of. If we do not 
make the reservations people who follow after us will have to remove 
the hand of monopoly from the key of the situation. Go along the 
rivers out West now, and under the land law you find the monopolist 
and speculator owning the water privileges. If we had had proper leg- 
islation that would not have been the case. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman’s time has expired. 

Mr. CANNON. Iask the gentleman from Colorado to yield me a 
few minutes longer. 

Mr. SYMES. Certainly. 

Mr. CANNON. Now, Mr. Speaker, I was surprised to see my hon- 
ored friend from Georgia [Mr. BLOUNT] rise in his place and discuss 
this question not on its merit, as he is competent to do, and I have great 
respect for him, but he flew off on the question of expenditure. Oh, my 
friend, the people of this country are not afraid of the expenditure of 
money for great national objects, honestly and justly made. That is 


the kind of expenditure they want. 
raise money for such expenditure. 

But I will say to my friend that you can draw a broad line of dis- 
tinction between expenditures of this class and expenditures I am 
sorry to say this and the iast Congress have made for mere increases of 
salaries, and mere increases of official place—the mere swelling of great 
Departments like the Post-Office Department, I think under the lead 
of my friend from Georgia, in many cases unwisely and extravagantly 
done. That is the kind of expenditure they object to. They do not 
object to proper expenditures from one ocean to the other or from the 
northern tothe southern boundary. They are aliberal, wise, and far-see- 
ing people. When you look over these multiplied millions of acres, from 
fitty toa hundred millions of acres, which can be reclaimed, if not in our 
time, in that of our children or grand-children if we make these res- 
ervations and make them now, I say that it is almost akin to a misde- 
meanor on our part to fail to do it. [Applause]. 

[Here the hammer fell. ] 

Mr. FORNEY. I now yield to the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. 
HOLMAN]. 

Mr. HOLMAN. - Mr. Speaker, I wish to refer to the subject of our 
expenditures, to which my friend from Illinois [Mr. CANNON ] referred 
a moment ago, fora single purpose, and that is to call attention to 
the rapidity with which we are enlarging the oe) ese of Government 
in every new field that is suggested, and if possible to recall to gentle- 
men on this side of the House the fact that whatever may be the view 
of the gentleman from Illinois as to the indifference of the people on 
the subject of taxation and expenditure, there is a portion of the people 
of the United States, and a large portion of them, who do not desire 
to bear unnecessary taxes or to see their hard earnings applied on ques- 
tionable objects. 

In the first session of the Forty-fourth Congress, a Congress in which 
was laid the foundation of whatever measure of success the Democratic 
party has achieved from that time to this, the appropriations of the 
public money for scientific surveys were as follows: 

West of the hundredth meridian under the War Department: Lieu- 
tenant Wheeler, $..0,000; under Professor Hayden, $65,000; under 
Major Powell, $30,000; in all, $125,000. 

At that time I admit there was no surplus in the Treasury. 

We appropriate more than $400,000 for the scientific surveys for tho 
present year. The country demanded economy then as I think it does 
now. While it was easy to be economical at that period it is possi- 
ble for Congress under the present state of the Treasury to so enlarge 
the field of expenditures as to render economy in the future practically 
impossible. And I trust gentlemen who feel an interest in taxation 
and economy will bear in mind the parties in this country are to test 
their theories of government and the honesty of their professions with 
a lavish and corrupting abundance of money in the Treasury. The sur- 
plus in the Treasury will test the sincerity of our professions, 

I am not complaining of the appropriations for these scientific sur- 
veys. Public opinion seems to demand that they shall go on, and there 
is no doubt that under the direction of Major Powell, a gentleman whose 
attainments and standing in the world of science is asource of just pride 
to the whole country, the work is being well performed. 

But, sir, the main purpose I have in addressing the House is to call 
the attention of the House, and especially the gentleman who intro- 
duced this proposition [Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky], as well as 
the gentleman from Colorado [Mr. Symes], who,as I understand, formu- 
lated it, as to the effect of the pending measure. The point in the 
amendment to which I wish to call the attention of the gentleman 
from Kentucky and the gentléman from Colorado is as follows: 

That all the Jands which may hereafter be designated or selected by such 
United States surveys for sites for reservoirs, ditches, or canals for irrigation 
pu and all the lands made susceptible of irrigation by such reservoirs, 
ditches, or canals, are from this time henceforth hereby reserved from sale as 
the property of the United States,and shall not be subject after the of 
this act to entry, settlement, or occupation until farther provided by oe. 

I do not understand clearly the meaning of this language: 

And all the lands which may hereafter be designated, cte., are from this time 
henceforth hereby reserved, el z 

The language here, it will be observed, is “which may hereafter be 
designated.’’ My friend from Colorado will see at once that this pro- 
vision does not preserve an acre of this land from entry under the des- 
ert-land Jaw or any other land Jaw unless it is intended to vacate en- 
tries made before the Jand is designated. It has only the effect of 
withdrawing from sale lands that shall have been designated as sites 
of reservoirs and canals, etc., and lands which will be benefited by 
virtue of the reservoirs and canals through the system of irrigation 
proposed after the fact of their being benefited is ascertained. I 
would like to ask the gentleman from Colorado if that is the purpose 
of the amendment, that the lands are only set apart or reserved after 
being “so designated??? 

Mr. SYMES. It is not; Iwill state the effect of the amendment—— 

Mr. HOLMAN. I hope my friend will be very brief, as I have but 
a few moments. 

Mr. SYMES. I will not take a moment. 

The amendment was drawn as an improvement or modification of the 


They are not afraid of taxation to 


1888. 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


8507 


Senate amendment in that particular regard. There was considerable 
debate in the Senate as to whether this amendment would, in presenti, 
or from this time forth, reserve the lands where reservoir sites should 
be loeated under this provision; and Senator REAGAN and others offered 
amendments for that purpose. 

After they had fixed the amendment up in the Senate and it had 
come to the House I scrutinized it very carefully, in connection with 
other gentlemen, and have drawn the amendment which was offered 
by the gentleman from Kentucky for the particular purpose of reserv- 
ing from this time forth the lands which should be selected asthe sites 
of the reservoirs—— 

Mr. HOLMAN. And that is intended to be the effect of this lan- 
guage: 

And all the lands which may hereafter be designated or selected by such 
United States surveys for sites for reservoirs, ditches, or canals, etc., are from 
this time henceforth hereby reserved from sale, etc. 

Does the gentleman mean that after the passage of the act these 
lands shall be reserved from sale; that is, all lands which shail be ulti- 
mately designated as necessary for the canals, reservoirs, and ditches, 
shall not be subject to entry? 

Nans WEAVER. It was to except just such lands from entry and 

e. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Then itis intended to have a retroactive effect; 
its operation being to take from persons who may have entered lands 
which shall be found embraced in such sites, or benefited by irrigation 
during the interim and while this survey is being made, the Jands on 
which they may have entered ? 

Mr. SYMES. If the gentleman will permit me I will state in brief 
that there was some objection to the amendment I drewin the first in- 
stance, reserving all lands which might become susceptible of irriga- 
tion by means of the reservoirs. That lan may be modified by 
the Senate conferees, and after consultation I am satisfied that it can 
be made acceptable to them. 

Mr. HOLMAN. If the gentleman will allow me to interrupt him, 
I would like to ask this question: Does the gentleman intend hereby 
that all lands hereafter, at any time hereafter, that may be found ne- 
cessary for the sites of the reservoirs, canals, or ditches, or that may 
be made valuable by irrigation through such sources, shall be reserved 
from entry, and that entries made hereafter in the interval shall not 
be operative? 

Mr. SYMES. That is the intention of the amendment and its ef- 
fects as it now stands. I know that the Senate conferees will agree 
to the first part of the amendment; that is to say, from now on all 
lands selected for reservoirs, ditches, or canals shall be absolutely re- 
served, and that if A, B, or C in the mean time locates upon them that 
he shall be subject to be dispossessed, if the sites are necessary for such 


purposes, 

Mr. HOLMAN. I supposed so. 

Mr. SYMES. And so far as it relates to reserving all the lands, that 
of course may be modified. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Inview of this explanation I wish to say only this: 
That the Committee on the Public Lands have considered the pro- 
priety of withdrawing from entry the desert lands, except those en- 
tered under the homestead law. 

Mr. SYMES. Will the gentleman pardon mea moment? I wish 
to say that I wrote that amendment in order to give the Committee on 
the Public Lands an opportunity to legislate upon the subject here- 
after at the next session of Congress, and I wrote it because they had 
failed to introduce practical legislation on the subject up to that time. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I was saying that this subject had been before the 
Committee on the Public Lands, and the question whether or not it 
would be desirable to suspend all laws authorizing the disposal of the 
desert lands until further legislation was secured. That legislation 
can be had at a comparatively early day. I think the present House 
land bill now before the Senate would accomplish it in a general way, 
and that a law covering the whole field I think can be carried through 
Congress during the present term, though possibly not during this ses- 
sion. It is a measure of great importance. 

But what is going to be the effect of a permanent withdrawal, not for 
a year, until legislation can be had upon the subject, or for two years, 
but for five years, of these lands? It should be remembered that this 
survey alone is to extend through a period of five years at least at a 
cost of over $5,000,000; and in view of the uncertainty of the time, 
it would be very unsafe for gentlemen to assume that the topograph- 
ical survey of the lands would be accomplished in the five years, as 
suggested. It may probably occupy much more time than that, dur- 
ing which the entries of lands under the desert-land law and the 
homestead law would be prohibited absolutely. Now, that brings me 
to consider this point: are gentlemen aware of the rapidity with which 
these so-called desert lands are being taken up and improved under the 
present laws by private enterprise? y 

My friend from Kentucky [ Mr. BRECKINRIDGE], thegentleman from 
Colorado [Mr. Symes], the gentleman from Illinois (itr. Cannon], 
and others who have discussed the subject, assume that here is an en- 
terprise where the individual citizen counts for nothing, that you must 
depend upon the Federal Government to take the initiative steps, at 


least to make the surveys. These gentlemen, I take it, will be sur- 
prised if they would examine the records of the General Land Office, 
which shows that since the passage of the act of 1877, known as the 
desert-Jand laws, entries have been made to the extent of 922,900 
acres of land in Colorado, and more than 1,600,000 acres in Wyoming, 
and more or less inother Statesand Territories. Since the3d of March, 
1877, there have been entered of lands under the desert-land law alone 
5,564,607 acres, I present the following table, prepared at the General 
Land Office, which shows how much desert land has been entered 
under the desert-land law alone in each State and Territory: 


Number and area of origina and final desert-land entries from the passage 
of the act of March 3, 1877, to. June 30, 1888, by States and Territories. 
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Now, gentlemen must not assume that. Under laws which have 
been in operation for eleven years, and which up to this time have not 
been satisfactory, 5,564,607 acres have been patented, for the entries in 
many cases are not yet matured. But see, gentlemen, how rapidly 
during the period of five years or more, while your surveys are in prog- 
ress, private enterprise would enter that field, open up these lands 
and cultivate them, as shown by the table I have presented. Gentle- 
men are aware of another fact. Congress declared forfeited in the 
Forty-eighth Congress the grant of land to the Texas Pacific Railroad; 
and yet there are bills being pressed upon our Committee of Public 
Lands for refunding toa large body of settlers on the alternate sections 
of that land $1.25 an acre, for they paid $2.50 an acre for it. Accord- 
ing to my judgment (and I have passed over the ground) almost the 
entire grant to the Texas Pacific would be designated as desert lands. 
Yet portions of these desert lands have been entered at $2.50 an acre, 
and are still being entered upon at that price. 

Mr. SMITH, of Arizona. Is not that confined to portions of the 
country where there are small streams from which irrigation can be 
obtained ? 

Mr. HOLMAN. That may be. 

Mr. BLAND. I would like to know of the gentleman from Indiana 
what information his committee has on one point that I have notheard 
discussed here in reference to the location of the reservoirs on these 
desert lands. ‘The main question is as to the reservation to the Gov- 
ernment and to the people of the great water supply in the cafions, in 
the streams, and all the sources of water for irrigation. I think that 
is more important than the land itself, because that will determine 
whether or not it ought to be reserved from entry and sale. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I agreewith my friend upon that. The bill which 
passed this House long ago and which isin the Senate contemplates 
reaching that object. My friend from Iowa [Mr. WEAVER] offered an 
amendment, and I hope that thatamendment will ultimately be modified 
and adopted, so as to extend its operations more completely to the desert 
lands; yet there are two exceedingly important provisions in that which 
would render monopoly of the water courses absolutely impossible. 

Mr. BLAND. ‘That simply relates to the quicksand streams in that 
country. 

Mr. HOLMAN. It applies to all. 

Mr. BLAND. That water that trickles along down the mountain 
sides, the little cafions, the rains and water from the snows on these 
mountains, and that all ought to be reserved. 

Mr. HOLMAN. The proposition of the gentleman from Iowa and 
the two provisions in the land bill which passed the House seek to ac- 
complish the object desired by my friend from Missouri [Mr. BLAND]. 

I wish to add that there is nothing so indefinite as the term ‘‘ desert 
lands.” There are vast regions of countfy, as gentlemen are aware, in 
the eastern part of Colorado and the western portions of Kansas and 
Nebraska which twenty-five years ago would have passed under the 
designation of this bill as desert lands that are now covered with pros- 
perous farms—not limited areas, but wide, extended districts of coun- 
try. But the atmospheric changes which have occurred in those re- 
gions by opening up the prairies by cultivation will not take place, I 
admit, in the vast region of country lying farther to the west. 

The question I wish to present is, are you prepared on such slight 
investigation as we have had, such hasty inquiry and such 
knowledge of the facts, to stop the private enterprise which in a com- 
paratively short period of time has already entered over 5,000.000 
acres of this so-called ‘‘ desert land” and is transforming them into 
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prosperous homes? Will you on such slight data suspend private en- 
terprise in that vast region? Will you take from your people the 
works they are doing so well and place it under the paternal care of 
the Federal Government? 

While the Government by the expenditure of millions is adopting 
some general system of irrigation, private enterprise would open up as 
prosperous homes and cultivated fields millions and millions of acres 
of these so-called desert lands; past experience demonstrates the truth 
of this. 

Mr. SMITH, of Wisconsin. By the homesteader? 

Mr. HOLMAN. Yes, by the homesteader. The bill which has 
passed the House opens up the desert lands to homestead entry, and 
thousands of homes now exist on lands embraced in the definition of 
“t desert lands.” 

[Here the hammer fell. ] 


The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. Cox in the chair). The timeof the 
gentleman has expired. 

Mr. HOLMAN. How much time had I? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman had to 1 o'clock and 13 

utes. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Iask the gentleman from Alabama [ Mr. FORNEY ] 
to give me further time. 

Mr. FORNEY. I yield to the gentleman further time. 


Mr. WEAVER (to Mr. HOLMAN). Do you think there is any pros- 
pect of the Senate passing the bill the House passed? 

Mr. HOLMAN. ‘The bill, I feel sure, will pass during the present 
Congress, but Ido not say it will pass during this session. And it 
will accomplish a great deal that is sought to be accomplished by this 
measure. It will prevent the monopoly of your water courses; it will 
prevent the monopoly of your coal fields; it will prevent the monopoly 
of your public lands. 7 

But, Mr. Speaker, in the very short time that is left me 1 ask this 
House to pause in legislating upon this subject until they have facts 
before them upon which they can safely act. I sympathize fully with 
the object of this measure. There never has been any measure pro- 
poa promising to increase the number of homes for our people that 

as not had my heartfelt and earnest sympathy. But I want to know 
a good many things before I vote for this proposition. With the facts 
fully before Congress I shall hope to see proper legislation having in 
view the reclamation of such desert land as private enterprise ean not 
reach. In doing so, however, I shall take into account the extent to 
which private enterprise may be able and willing to open up that coun- 
try without Government aid. 

Whatever private enterprise can accomplish is far better than that 
which results from Government action, if for no other reason, use 
it secures the final benefits to the persons who are really entitled to 
them. Before I vote for this or any similar measure I want to know 
how we are to provide that the benefits which shall flow from it and 
the increased wealth which it will ultimately create shall result in se- 
curing for the great mass of the people an additional territory upon 
which they can secure homes, instead of enlarging the fortunes of a 
few men at the expense of the whole people. 

I have never known an artificial system devised and fostered by Gov- 
ernment that did not ultimately result to the advantage of the few in- 
stead of to the benefitof the many. Yourgrand expanse of prosperous 
homes is the outgrowth of simply justand equallaws. I wantto know 
how this measure will affect the enormous land grants that have been 
made to railroad corporations. This is one of your grand schemes for 
enlarging by artificial methods the public wealth, and it has blighted 
vast regions of your country with the curse of land monopoly. I want 
to know what its ultimate effect will be upon the vast grants which you 
have given to the Southern Pacific Railroad corporation, whose road 
traverses one of the largest ‘‘desert’’ fields in the country. I want 
to know to what extent it will increase the wealth of the few men 
to whom yon have given millions of acres of land, large districts of 
which are so-called desert land, and which are still held by the Atlantic 
and Pacific Railway corporation. I want to see what will be the ef- 
fect of this measure on the empire of public land which you granted to 
the Northern Pacific and which the Senate up to this time refuses to 
restore to the public domain. I want tosee how far it will benefit and 
enlarge the wealth of that other great beneficiary of this Government, 
the Union Pacific system of corporations, to which you made such 
liberal grants of the publicdomain, and Government bonds, which have 
resulted in piling up wealtli in the coffers of a few men to an extent 
and by a policy hitherto unknown in the history of governments. I 
want to see what will be the effect of this measure in enlarging the 
wealth of all these great corporations at the expense of the people be- 
fore I enter upon it. I want Congress to understand more fully than 
now how far private enterprise has grappled and can grapple with this 
problem of desert lands. I wish to see, sir, how far these lands when 
reclaimed can be secured for homes for our people. 

These, Mr. Speaker, are some of the aspects of the question which I 
hope this House will consider before entering upon any definite system 
of legislation upon this subject. 

I expect, with the approval of your Committee on Public Lands, to 
ask the House, on the day after to-morrow, to consider a bill to sus- 


pend the desert-land law for the time-being, and to suspend all your 
land laws except the homestead Jaw and the mineral land law, at least 
until the pending land bill shall be finally actedon. With that meas- 
ure the law we can safely postpone this measure until full information 
is obtained. 

Mr. BLOUNT. Will the gentleman permit a question ? 

Mr. HOLMAN. I have only a few minutes leit, and I want to make 
oneadditionalremark. I very cordially indorse the views so glowingly 
and eloquently expressed upon this floor yesterday hy the gentlemen 
representing the Territories of Arizona [ Mr. SMITH ] and Montana [ Mr, 
TooLE]. Ihave watched the growth and development of our great 
Territories from year to year for many years past, and nothing in that 
development has gratified me more than the steady growth in thein- 
telligence, capacity, and high character of the gentlemen who have 
successively represented these great Territories Congress after Congress 
upon this floor. [Applause. ] 

I sympathize with the views which were expressed here yesterday 
by the representatives of the Territorics. I was delighted with the en- 
thusiam and confidence in which those gentlemen spoke of their re- 
spective Territories. WhatIsaid upon the subject of homes on a former 
occasion, and to which my friend from Montana referred, was said in 
the same spirit in which I havesubmitted these fewremars this morn- 
ing. What I fear is that this measure, this artificial plan of Federal 
legislation for the enlargement of the public wealth, will result, not in 
enlarging thenumber of freeholds and homes for the benefit of the great 
mas of the people, but in increasing the wealth and estates of the 

ew. 

In view of our past history I distrust this kind of legislation. I hope 
that we shall not take any positive action upon this subject until we 
can see more clearly the practical results that will follow. My friend 
[Mr. Smaru, of Arizona] dwelt eloquently upon the subject of homes 
for the people, and while he was speaking so eloquently of homes I 
could not but recall in memory from the long ago the language of a 

t who wrote in a different clime, but whose ideal realm could only 
realized in this blessed country of ours. 

This land of cheerful and prosperous homes could only fill the ideal 
of the poet. The poet said: 

There is a land, of every land the pride, 

Beloved by Heaven o'er all the world beside; 
Where brighter suns dispense serener light, 

And milder moons emparadise the night; 

A land of beauty, virtue, valor, truth, 
‘Time-tutor’d age, and love-exalted youth; 

The wandering mariner, whose ore explores 
The wealthiest isles, the most enchanting shores, 
Views not a realm so bountiful and fair, 

Nor breathes the spirit of a purer air; 

For in this land of Heaven's peculiar grace, 

The heritage of nature's noblest race, 

There is a spot.of earth supremely blest, 

A dearer, sweeter spot than all the rest, ` 
Here woman reigns; the mother, daughter, wife, 
Strews with fresh flowers the narrow way of life; 
In the clear heaven of her delightful eye, 

An angel-guard of loves and lie; 

Around her knees domestic duties meet, 

And fireside faery bol at her feet. 

“* Where shall that land, that spot of earth be found?” 
Art thou a man?—a patriot? look around; 

O, thou shalt find, howe’er thy footsteps roam, 
That land thy country, and that spot thy home! 


Mr. Speaker, gentlemen must pardon me for recalling this scrap of a 
grand poem, for I think it is my first offense. From the beginning of 
my career in this House I have taken a lively interest in the subject 
of dedicating forever the public domain, that source of all the wealth 
and greatness of the nation, for homes for our people. I believed in 
the beginning, as I still believe, that the distribution of that vast body 
of wealth among our people in the form of independent freeholds was 
the only measure that would guaranty to the people of the United 
States the permanence of their free institutions. 

My mind has been directed to that subject more than any other; my 
whole heart has been in it; and I assure the gentleman from Arizona 
(Mr. SMITH] that no words shall ever fall from my lips the purpose of 
which is not to enlarge to the greatest degree possible by the employ- 
mentof the public resources the number of the independent and prosper- 
ous homes of the people of the United States. ‘These homes are the 
bulwark of our free institutions, while land monopoly is their deadliest 
enemy. 

Mr. SYMES. 
[Mr. WEAVER]. 

Mr. WEAVER. Mr. Speaker, I appreciate very highly the eloquent 
remarks of the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. HOLMAN], for I know that 
he has been sincerely and energetically working for a number of years 
in the direction indicated. And I can say without ostentation that I 
have for the past ten years, in season and out of season, been doing 
what I could in my humble way to attract the attention of the Ameri- 
can people to the importance of this question of homes for the people. 
But, sir, we know it is true that at this time the speculator is acquir- 
ing large areas of our public demain. Just at this juncture in the his- 
tory of the country it has become apparent to that class of men that the 
great area, 1,000,000 square miles, of whatis now knownasour arid o& 
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desert land will soon have to be occupied as homes by our people— 
must be covered with an industrial population, and that irrigation 
must be relied upon to make it fruitful and inhabitable. : 

Knowing this, the speculators are to-day investing in that portion of 
the public domain in the arid region which must be used hereafter as 
sites for reservoirs upon which to store the surplus water which falls 
upon that country in certain seasons of the year. It was my under- 
standing that the amendment now pending was directed to the preser- 
vation of that portion of the public domain, not to the withdrawal of all 
the desert land from entry hereafter. Ithinkthatif the amendment is as 
comprehensive as is indicated by the gentleman from Colorado, itshould 
be modified so as to reserve simply that portion of the desert land which 
must be occupied or devoted hereafter to the storage of water for pur- 
poses of irrigation. I am notclear that we oughtto go further than that. 

Mr. SYMES. That is as far as the amendment will go with the 
amendment which I propose to offer. 

Mr. WEAVER. Bat, sir, the necessity is very urgent that we should 
reserve at this time that portion of those lands which I have indicated. 
If this Congress should fail to act, the speculators of the country who 
are now awake to the necessities of the future will certainly before the 
assembling of another Congress gather up millions of acres, including 
nearly all the sites for reservoirs. Let the present amendment reserve 
that and reserve also the right of way for such ditches as it may be 
necessary to construct hereafter. Then let the appropriation be very 
moderate at present, for the purpose of obtaining the information nec- 
essary to a proper understanding of this great project, and I shall feel 
that a great public good has been accomplished. 

Let me say one word further, Mr. Speaker, in reply to the honora- 
ble gentleman from Mississippi [Mr. MoRGAN], who seems to think 
that no man can tell what effect this system is likely to have upon the 
flow of water in the Mississippi River and its wonderful western trib- 
utaries. The fact that Major Powell said he could not say what would 
be the effect is evidence of the conservative character of his mind. It 
is impossible to make even ap approximate statement of that kind. 
But, sir, I have lived long enough in the West to know one thing— 

- that an uncultivated prairie is a watershed. The surplus water which 
falls upon it is precipitated into the streams in torrents, creating tre- 
mendous floods, while a cultivated prairie is a sponge, absorbing the 
water that falls upon it, and then it tricklesinto the adjacent streams 
by slow degrees and breaks forth in beautiful springs to refresh the 
country; and thus the floods are stayed. Sir, this is a great and good 
undertaking. <A blessing is promised to him who gives even a cup of 
water to a thirsty soul. This seeks to give fountains and springs and 
lakes and fruitfulness to millions of people. The Good Book tells us 
that the Great Law Giver will “cause the wrath of man to praise him, 
and the remainder he restraineth.’’ We want to cause the floods to 
serve the people, and to restrain the remainder. Iam for the amend- 
ment. 

[Here the hammer fell. ] 

Mr. SYMES. I yield five minutes to the gentleman from Missouri 
[Mr. BLAND]. 

Mr. BLAND. Mr. Speaker, the amendment proposed by the gentle- 
man from Colorado ought certainly to be adopted, if any appropriation 
at all is to be made for this purpose. I do not think, however, that 
$250,000 ought to be appropriated; $50,000 would be sufficient. But 
whatever appropriation may be made should be accompanied with that 
amendment. Any one who has lived any length of time in those 
mountain ranges is aware of the importance of water as wellas timber. 
In the mining regions of California great water privileges went into 
the hands of monopolies; and that is whatis taking place in those 
mountain ranges to-day. All that I think Congress ought to do in 
this is to reserve from public sale those mountains themselves, 
with the springs and little brooks trickling from them, so that the peo- 
ple of this country through the Government may have control of the 

«reat water supply, and that it shall not be permitted to go into the 
band of individuals or private corporations for speculation. 

That far we ought to go; and that far I am willingto go. That does 
not mean, Mr, Speaker, that we commit this Government to a d 
scheme of opening up that country by appropriations of money, butit 
does mean that we reserve to the Government the power of opening up 
the water and the timber of that country to those who may enter upon 
those lands and desire the use of the water and the timber under such 

_ regulations as the Government may prescribe. We do this with regard 
to timber now; why not with regard to water? Ifa corporation de- 
sires to go upon any of the watersheds in those mountains to locate a 
cañon down which is trickling a little stream all the year round, or a 
spring that may be worth in the future millions of dollars, let the loca- 
tion be made under certain conditions prescribed by Congress, so that 
the people who may hereafter settle that country shall be entitled to 


the use of such water supplies and at a figure which will make it possi- f 


ble for them to enjoy that use. Unless this be done, the same thing 
will happen in regard to those agricultural lands which occurred in 
California in the early days with regard to mineral lands when all the 
water privileges were located and held by private corporations as mo- 
nopolies, so that the miner had sometimes to pay all that his mine was 
worth for the privilege of obtaining water with which to work it. 
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This amendment, contemplating, as I believe it does, the reservation of 
those mountains and the mountain streams, springs, or other supplies 
of water, ought to accompany this appropriation if itismadeat all. I 
approve of the object, and think thisa great, patriotic, and statesman- 
like step to be taken. 

(Here the hammer fell. ] 

Mr. SYMES. The other side have more time remaining than we 
have, and we should like to hear from them. 

Mr. O’NEILL, of Missouri. Ido not think there is any opposition. 
[Cries of ‘* Vote!’?] 

Mr. FORNEY. We are ready to vote. [Cries of “‘ Vote !”] 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. If no gentleman desires to discuss this 
proposition further, the Chair will submit the question to the House. 

Mr. SYMES. I will yield for five minutes to the gentleman from 
California [Mr. VANDEVER]. 

Mr. VANDEVER. Mr. Speaker, the few words I desire to say are 
upon one point, in reference to conducting waters from the mount- 
ains to the thirsty plains below, which has not yet been referred to. 
We people who live over in that country where these thirsty plains 
abound have much keener appreciation of the question involved in this 
proposition than those do who live in a country where there is an abun- 
dant rainfall and where the great question of irrigation is but little 
considered. 

I say in this connection, the water brought to the plains directly 
from the mountains far greater fertilizing properties than rain 
from the clouds. Water brought from the mountains and distributed 
upon these plains produces a good deal the same effect that waters of 
the Nile do upon that great and prolific valley. The water carries in 
solution from its mountain sources mineral properties which when 
spread over the land enrich it and add to its productiveness. We 
have an illustration of this in our own country. Go to-day into the 
valley of the Rio Grande; you find there parcels of land about Albu- 
querque or Mesilla which have actually been in cultivation year after 
year without interruption for the last five hundred years, and not the 
slightest diminution in their fertility. It arises from the fact it is 
vitalized by the water coming from the mountains bearing mineralsin 
poiana which, spreading over the fields, replenish as well as irrigate 

em. 

It is one important property of mountain water brought down upon 
the desert plains of California, Colorado, or any other portion of the / 
country and distributed; it stimulates and enhances the fertility of 
the soil and increases its productiveness to an astonishing degree. It 
is one of the marvels of irrigation. There is no land reclaimed that is 
equal in productive qualities to that land which is fertilized by the 
overflow of mountain streams. 

My friend from Iowa [Mr. WEAVER] has seen fit to quote from the 
good book, and I wish to call his attention to that psssage where it 
speaks of ‘‘ the rain that cometh down and the snow from heaven.” It 
is the snow which comes down from the summit of these mountains by 
a wise order of Providence, which seems designed to be held as a supply 
for a time of drought;and then as it melts under the sun and descends 
into the valleys below as it has been doing in the past history of this 
and every country, the mountains have stored the water, to be util- 
ized by the energy of man forthe irrigation of deserts and tomakethem 
fruitful as the valleys of the Euphrates, the Jordan, and the Nile. 

In the early history of mankind, some people suppose the human 
race to have been in a condition of savagery, but tradition and history 
do not so inform us; the evidence goes to prove the condition of 
primitive man to have been one of the highest civilization, and the 
great enterprises of the earliest civilizations of which we have any 
knowledge were to provide methods for irrigating waste and desert 
land. The system is about the same to-day that it was four or five 
thousand years ago. 

Itis this kind of enterprise that makes California fruitful. It is this 
that will reclaim all the desert lying west of the hundredth meridian 
and convert it into happy homes for the millions, which will bring into 
requisition land for the landless and homes for the homeless for genera- 
tions to come, if we now reserve it from the greed of land grabbers and 
speculators. f 

Mr. Speaker, I say again in conclusion as I said yesterday, that no 
more beneficent measure has been submitted to the attention of the 
House during this session than that contained in the Senate amend- 
ment to the sundry civil bill now pending, and I trust it may be 
adopted. 

Mr. SYMES. Does the gentleman from Alabama desire to close the 
debate now, allowing the gentleman from Kentucky and myself to make 
a few remarks on this side after he concludes? 

Mr. HERBERT. Ido not think both gentlemen should have the 
right to speak after me. 

Mr. SYMES. I only desired that there should be some understand- 
ing. 
Mr. HERBERT. I will follow you. si 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair will'state that up to this 
time ninety-two minutes of the one hundred and twenty have been 
consumed by the gentleman from Alabama, and seventy-six by the 
gentleman from Colorado. There yet: remains to the gentleman from 
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Colorado forty-four minutes, and twenty-two to the gentleman from 
Alabama. 


Mr. SYMES, Mr. Speaker, I have but a very few words to add in 
closing this discussion. I have watched the debate with deep interest, 
and think I know about what has been said during the course of the 
debate succeeding the opening of it a week ago on last Saturday by the 

tleman from Kentucky [Mr. BRECKINRIDGE], the gentleman from 
Res York [Mr. Cox], and myself. Imay say, sir, that nothing has 
been advanced here, not one argument presented, in opposition to the 
amendment; and, in plain English, I have heard scarcely a word that 
may be regarded as legitimate criticism upon the propriety of the adop- 
tion of the amendment now pending before the House. The only thing 
that seems to be contended for by our opponents is, that it is assumed 
to be pledging the Government to an immense scheme of irrigation 
that will cost many hundreds of millions of dollars. Mr. Speaker, I 
deny that in toto, and gentlemen who advance that argument have not 
shown that such is the case. 

This amendment simply and only provides an additional appropria- 
tion for the Geological Survey, adding to the topographi branch 
thereof $250,000, and requiring an examination and survey to be made 
thereby, requiring that this survey shall be extended to the arid re- 
gions, and by making the additional surveys and examinations neces- 
sary to select the large and numerous natural sites for reservoirs that 
exist in that country, and then extend the survey to an examination 
of the natural routes for canals and ditches to and from these reser- 
voirs for the distribution of the water in future whep they shall be 
filled. The amendment also provides for reserving from this time 
orth all the public domain that shall thus be designated for reservoirs 
and canal purposes from occupation or sale. 

No gentleman can dispute the statement that I have made as to the 
exact features of the pending proposition, and I do not believe that any 
man can question the wisdom of the policy here inaugurated. Nogen- 
tleman has pretended to say that it is not an entirely proper thing for 
this House at this time, and in fact that it is not imperative that the 
Government should do this in order to prevent what I explained would 
take place over aweek ago if it did not, namely, that private surveyors 
and engineers of private corporations would be found throughout this 
region selecting some of these best sites for reservoirs on the public 
domain, and by hook or by crook, under the provision of those pre-emp- 
tion laws that have resulted in so much land grabbing in the last 
twenty years, obtain title to them and thereby dictate or acquire power 
to dictate to those persons, who may in the future under the homestead 
Jaw take possession ot the lands which are susceptible of irrigation, ex- 
actly what price they shall pay for the use of their own lands or for the 
use of the water to make them valuable. 

That is simply the substance of thisamendment. Itisa plain, prac- 
tical proposition. That is all that the appropriation suggests. But 
gentlemen say that this is an ‘‘entering wedge.” An entering wedge 
for what? They say that while they might not object to the amend- 
ment if it went no further than the present, that if the Government 
should do such a reckless thing as to authorize the Geological Survey 
to doa little more work by its topographical branch, upon which it 
has already expended some $5,000,000 in various parts of the country, 
and require through that bis Aa, ip branch an examination and se- 
lection of the natural reservoirs throughout the arid regions, that it 
will absolutely and necessarily result in the United States going into 
the irrigation business at an expenditure of untold millions. 

Mr. Speaker, I deny that. There is nothingin the proposed amend- 
ment that in any way commits the Government to any irrigation scheme 
in the way of filling these reservoirs, ditches, or canals, or having their 
contents distributed over the adjacent land, or allowing the Government 
through its agents to sell or peddle this water throughout that country. 
Not one word to authorize it. Mr. Speaker, there would have been 
just as much sense in gentlemen getting up here and urging as an ob- 
jection to the establishment of the Geological Survey, that has been 
established for the benefit of the people of this country, that when it 
had pursued its work, when it examined the geological character 
of the country, when it had issued its charts and maps and reports 
which were prepared in pursuance of its scientific work for the benefit 
of the theoretical and practical prospectors and mining superintendents 
of this country, by which they obtained information and went out into 
the mining districts, where the reports pointed out that within a cer- 
tain formation of limestone when it came near the surface i 
would develop the presence of carbonate deposits, and as a result of that 
work these deposits have been developed and millions, almost hundreds 
of millions of mineral wealth been added to the nation; that when it 
was proposed to do that and the Government authorized tne geological 
surveys, that it committed the Government to the policy of opening the 
mines, furnishing the mining machinery, sinking the shafts, bringing 
the ore to the surface, building smelting works, and making bullion of 
see ore. There is just as much reason in the one suggestion as in the 
other, : 

Again, sir, we have been appropriating about $200,000 a year for 
some years past as a provision to keep up the topographical branch of 
the Geological Survey. This appropriation has extended over a period 
of about ten years past. The topographical survey has been extended 


over different parts of the country, throughout the different States of 
the Union, from the Atlantic to the Pacific and from the Gulf to the 
Lakes. We might as well say that after the topographical survey 
shall be made, and it was pointed out that there are marvelously rich 
natural resources in different parts of the country and within differ- 
ent States of the Union, it commits the Government to the scheme 
of mining and developing the coal mines or any other mineral deposits 
ston by the topographical survey throughout all parts of the United 
tates, 

Now, Mr. Speaker, thatis not a fair way of treating this subject. But 
the gentleman from Tennessee [Mr. MOMILLIN], the three gentlemen 
from Alabama [Mr. FORNEY, Mr. OATES, and Mr. HERBERT] have all 
pointed out that you will incur terrible dangers if you proceed to allow 
the Government of the United States to survey its own public domain, 
and reserve it so that the policy of the Land Department, as now ex- 
hibited by the Public Lands Committee in legislation here, can be 
carried into effect, so that'there shall be small holdings for homesteaders 
and they shall not be subject to the extortion of private corporations 
owning the reservoirs into which they have turned the water that 
gives the value to all lands susceptible of irrigation from it. That is 
all there is of this so-called scheme. But they say—— 

Mr. OATES. Will the gentleman allow me to interrupt him there? 

Mr. SYMES. Yes, sir. 

Mr. OATES. I am sure my friend would not intentionally mis- 
state my position. 

Mr. SYMES. I do not object to the gentleman correcting me if I 
have misstated his position. 

Mr. OATES. I said I thought it would be prudent and wise to with- 
draw from sale such districts as are indicated by the survey already 
made, and which is now going on; but I was op to this scheme 
which attempts improvements of the public domain by the Govern- 
ment. I do not think that is warranted. . 

Mr. SYMES. It is an impracticable proceeding to withdraw from 
the market all these arid lands, as was well shown by the gentleman 
from Indiana [Mr. HOLMAN] this morning. I have off a modifi- 
cation of this amendment which is thought by some members of the 
House would have that result. We can not say about all this arid re- 
gion, containing a third of this country, shall be reserved, so that no 
homesteader or pre-emptor or any one shall go there, because after 
these surveys shall have been made and the lands classified they might 
be turned out of their homes. 

It is necessary to go and make these surveys in addition to the topo- 
graphical surveys already made, and locate the sites. 

Mr. OATES. As the gentleman states, it is impracticable to with- 
draw all arid lands from settlement; but I understand that the testi- 
mony of Major Powell only goes to the extent of claiming that about 
28 per cent. cf the arid land might be reclaimed for agricultural pur- 

by the system that he advocates. 

Mr. SYMES. And that is too large an estimate. 

Mr. OATES. Then, instead of withdrawing all these arid regions, 
you could withdraw only such portion as might be required for this 
purpose. 

Mr. SYMES. How are these numerous homesteaders and these 
pre-emptors and their families who are now going out there, and who are 
settling ata long distance from where some reservoir may be made and 
where it may be found practicable to furnish water, to be notified on 
what land they can safely settle upon. It can only be done by surveys. 
This amendment goes a long ways and it says to every man hereafter 
locating land, to the pre-emptor or homesteader, ‘‘ If you now locate on 
a homestead or pre-emption claim after this amendment is adopted you 
take the chances hereafter of havinga canal run through your farm ora 
ditch, or of a part of it being taken by a reservoir, and you will have no 
claim for damages.’’ 

That is going far enough. The other amendment makes a general 
reservation, and the operation would be to stop the emigration to the 
West, to stop settlement, stop progress, stop the settling up of the 
country; and you can not do that. But, Mr. Speaker, I think the 
House understands pretty well by this time what the amendment really 
is. I will say to those gentlemen who oppose this amendment because 
they think it commits the Government to going into the irrigation 
business, that it does not do so. When the gentleman from Alabama 
[Mr. FORNEY] estimated the cost somewhere in the neighborhood of 
$960,000,000—I suppose when he made that estimate he proposed to 
rival the statement in Mark Twain, which was quoted by the other 
gentleman from Alabama [Mr. OATES], referring to the time when the 
Mississippi River extended like a fishing-rod into the Gulf of Mexico. 

Mr. Speaker, I am not one of those gentlemen who think that future 
Congresses can not be trusted to deal with the practical question when 
they meet it face to face. I am not one of those who think that be- 
cause this Congress may pass a law for the survey and reservation of 
these reservoir and canal sites, therefore we can not trust future Con- 
gresses to dispose wisely of the lands that shall be made susceptible of 
irrigation by these reservoirs, and sell them perhaps at $5 an acre, as 
is provided in a bill which I introduced at this session, and which was 
referred to the Committee on Agriculture. 

Sir, there will be some good statesmen in the next Congress, and in the 
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next Congress after that, and in the next, and I believe that my distin- 
| bere friends who think we are in danger of creating another national 

ebt if we make asmall appropriation of this kind will find, or ifthey do 
not theirchildren will find, that wise statesmen will continueto grow up 
inthiscountry. I believe, Mr. Speaker, in the sentiment expressed by 
Abraham Lincoln: I have great confidence in the ultimate good sense of 
the American people; and I believe this legislative body can be trusted to 
do what is proper at this time, as I believe that future Congresses can 
be trusted to take care of this great question when they are confronted 
with it. It isa greatquestion, Mr. Speaker, As I said the other day, 
it has been the habit of gentlemen to rise here and find fault with what 
has been done before; is has been their habit to say that this country has 
been half ruined by grants of public laud that have been heretofore 
made to corporations. It has been their custom to say that if it had 
not been for those grants we would now have abundant homes left for 
future millions. 

Now, I say to those gentlemen that this amendment which we are 
insisting upon is immediately and imperatively necessary in order that 
these reservoir sites may be reserved for the benefit of the people, in 
order that vested rights shall not grow up and stand in the way of fu- 
ture legislation when Congress shall be called to deal further with this 
question as time shall show the necessity for it, Mr. Speaker, how 
long have I spoken? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman has spoken eighteen 
minutes. : 

Mr. SYMES. I desire to read an extract in relation to the Geolog- 
ical Survey from Secretary Lamar’s annual report, because several gen- 
tlemen have intimated here that the object of those in charge of that 
survey seemed to be to secure all the appropriations they could, and to 
make no great practical use of them. Mr. Secretary Lamar in his last 
annual report said: 

I ask special attention to the report of the Director of the Geological aethai 
Apart from the achievements of this bureau as one of the great instrumentali 
ties for the advancement of scientific research, I desire to express my admira- 
tion of its organized system for the transaction of business. order to deter- 
mine whether it was consistent with my duty to sanction the estimates for this 
bureau, it became necessary for me to look into the details of its practical oper- 
ation. While undertaking to perform this duty I was struck with the perfect 
adaptation of the system to the securing of efficient work and rigid economy, 
as well as to fixing by documentary evidence the responsibility for the busi- 
ness transacted, and of making the documentary and the actual responsibility 
coincident. The Director reports that satisfactory progress has been made in 
the topographic work of the year. An aggregate of 55,685 square miles have 
been surveyed.” 

And so on. 

Mr. Speaker, in conclusion I appeal to this House, delay not the adop- 
tion of this Senateamendment. Delay it not until you find that vested 
rights are in the way of reserving what is so necessary for the future 
homesteader and the small farmer throughout that arid region, namely, 
the command of water. That is the principal objevt in that country. 
Land is the incident and water the paramount object in an irrigating 
country. I wish this House and the people of the whole country to 
profit by our experience in Colorado, where an alien corporation con- 
structed a ditch which it was supposed would add to the value of the 
lands of the homesteaders and the pre-emptioners down on the plains 
below. When the water reached those lands the company asked $50 
an acre ‘‘royalty;’’ that is, it required the people to pay $50 an acre 
for the privilege of being permitted to buy water thereafter at such an- 
nual rates per acre as should be fixed by the board of directors of the 
corporation. 

But, sir, thanks to the wisdom of the makers of the organiclaw of 
Colorado, who incorporated into the constitution a provision that the 
waters of the Stateshould remain publie property for public use, it was 
decided by the courts that no corporation, and no individual, under a 
right of prior appropriation could acquire anything more than the right 
to take the water, and convey it and sell it and distribute it under rules 
and regulations to be made in pursuance of acts of the Legislature. 
The company opposed the regulation of charges for conveying the 
waters, and said that the law which undertook to dictate to them the 
price at which they should sell water was unconstitutional. The ques- 
tion went into the courts and it was decided in favor of the State 
statute. 

I think it probable, sir, that the time will come when these reser- 
voirs will be turned over to the States and when each State will have 
an irrigation bureau. I have not advocated, and until there is a great 
cuango in the practical aspect of this question I would not vote for, the 
creation of an irrigation bureau under the Federal Government to dis- 
tribute water and peddle it out by Government agents. I appeal to 
the House at this time: keep this matter within your own control, 
so that, in pursuance of your public land policy, you may hereafter 
retain these sites for reservoirs and ditches and canals upon the public 
domain, to do with them as may seem best for the interests of the 


people. 

Mr. HERBERT. Mr, Speaker, to sum up the situation as briefly as 
possible, it seems to me to he this: Topographical surveys have been 
going on in the arid region among the mountains for about fifteen 
years. Priory to 1879 there were four of these surveys. In 1879 they 
were all consolidated, and since that time the Geological Survey has 
been conducting the work by itself. The survey is topographical and 


geological. The only original authority for making the survey at 
all was contained in a clause of an appropriation bill in these words: 
“To continue the preparation of a geological map of the United 
States.” Under these few words this great bureau has been built up. 
In the first fiscal year after its organization, ending June 30, 18-0, its 
expenditures were $106,000; in 1881, they were $156,000. I have not 
the figures for 1832, but the expenditure was about $200,000; in 1883, 
it was $258,000; in 1884, $341,000; in 1885, $504,000, and in 1886 it 
was $526,000. I have not the amount for 1887, but for the last Ascal 
year the appropriation amoung:d to $675,000. The bill we are consid- 
ering contains an appropriation of $677,000 for this work, and the 
Senate has put on an amendment adding $250,000 more. What for? 
Ever since the survey was organized, as the Director testifies, he has 
been investigating the condition under which these arid regions could 
be ees and the floods of the Mississippi and other streams con- 
trolled. 

Keeping this purpose always in view he has done this topographic 
work so that one may mark out on the map each one of those catch- 
ment basins as he calls them; and you may say without going on the 
ground at all: ‘‘ Here in this region isa catchment basin.”? The purpose 
of this additional appropriation of $250,000 is to have done still more 
topographical work of this same character, and in addition thereto to 
have marked out on the ground itself—not only on the map, but on 
the ground by stakes or other monuments—the particular sites for reser- 
voirs, hereafter to be built by somebody. Now, the question is, by 
whom? At present all the land easily and cheaply irrigated is found 
to have been taken up, ‘That whole country, according to the figures 
given to us this morning by the chairman of the Committee on Public 
Lands, is being very rapidly settled; and we are coming to the point, 
if we have not already reached it, at which any further irrigation must 
be done upon a large scale; these reservoirs must be located, and canals, 
as the Director of the Geological Survey says, must be surveyed and 
eventually built, conveying that water 20, 30, 40, and 50 miles away. 

Mr. SMITH, of Arizona. In India they convey the water nearly 
3,000 miles. 

Mr. HERBERT. As the gentleman from Arizona [Mr. Sari] in- 
terrupts me to say, water is conveyed in this way in India 3,000 miles; 
and I have no doubt in the world that if there be water enough, the 
canals contemplated M this scheme will, many of them, be, if not 3,000 
miles, at least several hundred miles long. 

This is a greaf, a stupendous work; and just at this point Congress 
is asked to adopt an amendment not only appropriating more money 
for the topographic work already being done, but providing also that 
some of it shall be used in the location of these reservoirs. And that 
is not all; the amendment provides for the withdrawal of these lands 
from market. 

The gentleman from Colorado [Mr. Symes] indicates that he intends 
in some manner to modify this amendment. But however it may be 


‘modified, I suppose it will substantially provide that no more home- 


steads are to be allowed upon this land. You propose to say by law, 
“No more homesteads shall be allowed; private enterprise shall no 
longer enter upon these lands.” It must wait. How long? Neither 
the gentleman from Colorado nor anybody else has told us. And for 
what? The gentleman from Colorado has especially, and with great 
detail, refused to tellus. Butthegentleman from Arizona [Mr. Smita] 
has done so, so has the gentleman from Montana [Mr. TOOLE], so has 
the gentleman from California [Mr. VANDEVER], so has the gentleman 
from Nebraska. These gentlemen come out openly and say that the 
Government must do this work, must undertake this great scheme. 
Sir, it must come to that. 

If the Government now says, ‘‘ We withdraw this land; we allow 
hereafter no settlements upon it under the desert-land act or the home- 
stead act; this land is reserved for reservoirs,” what follows? Why, 
sir, that the Government which refuses to allow private individuals to 
do this work must itself undertake it. If we adopt this provision, if 
we refuse to allow private enterprise to go on these lands, I ask gen- 
tlemen to imagine the clamor which will come up here from those in- 
terested in the settlement of that all arid region, demanding that the 
Government shall do what it has forbidden others to do, and how can 
werefuse? SofarasIam aware, no gentleman has told us—the gentle- 
man from Colorado has not dared to say—what sort of legislation is to 
follow this. Hesays, ‘'Oh, no; nothingis cantemplated except a with- 
drawal of the lands from market until this survey shall be made and 
these reservoirs located.” I have asked the question, ‘‘ What then?” 
and he has not answered. This debate has now run for days and no- 
body can answer that question, unless he comes squarely up, as these 
gentlemen I have named have done, and says, *‘Of course the Govern- 
ment must do this work.” 

I can not see that anything else is to follow. There is nobody who 
ean give a reason why the lands should be withdrawn, why private in- 
dividuals should not be allowed to do this work, unless the Govern- 
ment iptends to undertake it. 

Now, a word upon the question of cost. I want to repeat briefly 
what I said the other day, that the cost of this work must be immense. 
Work done by the Government always costs a great deal more than when 
done by private enterprise. It is not necessary to argue that proposi- 
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tion. * Take as a sample of how Government money goes the expendi- 
tures of this Geological Survey. They have run up and upfrom $150,000 
a year until they have now reached, outside of this proposed expenditure 
of. $250,000, $657,000 a year. More than $4,000,000 have already been 
expended. Four years ago, when investigating this survey, I calculated 
that, according to the figures then given by Major Powell, the geolog- 
ical map of the United States, when finished, would cost $17,000,000. 
Now, I must revise my estimate, as he has revised his. The calcula- 
tion isa simple one. If it is to take thirty years from this time—and 
that is what he now says—four years ago he said twenty-four from that 
date, now it is thirty years from this time he says it will take at the 
rate he is going on—the geological map of the United States will cost 
$20,000,000 in addition to the $4,200,000 heretofore spent. But, sir, 
I want to say for Major Powell that the Geological Survey is not the 
only expensive nor is it the most expensive bureau in this Government. 
Take the Coast Survey. That was started in 1807; from time to time 
between 1807 and 1843 it was shifted toand fro between the Navy De- 
partment and the Department. From 1843 down to the pres- 
ent time it has continued under the same organization; and the ex- 
penses of that bureau up to 1886, including the hydrographic work in 
connection with it by the Navy Department, amounted to over $24,- 
000,000. We curtailed it some after this Administration came in, but 
it is still spending a great deal of money. + 

And, sir, although that $24,000,000 had been spent up to 1886, yet 
not then, nor even now, has that Coast Survey gotten through with its 
topography of the coast. That bureau, like every other bureau which 
once gets started, has determined to perpetuate itself. Just as this 
Geological Survey is now endeavoring to extend its operations, so has 
the Coast Survey gone into geodesy and magnetism, and for years has 
been making every effort to get into the whole broad field of electricity. 
It is magnifying itself in every possible direction. After these bureaus 
are once they grow year by year. ‘The Coast Survey has now 
an annual appropriation of $483,000, somewhat less just now than 
years ago, but the National Museum has $186,000, and for ethnology 

000. 


0,000. 

Mr. WEAVER. When you have done so much for the water, now 
let us do something for the land. 

Mr. HERBERT. The gentleman from Iowa interrupts me by say- 
ing we have done so much for water, let us now do something for the 
land. Yes, that-seems to be the argument—one extravagance is an ex- 
cuse for another; that is the logic of the situation. 

The Senate has sent us not only this but another scheme of similar 
character. Following after this is another amendment to this bill for 
a great zoological park in Washington. Thatis to be established, too, 
regardless of expense. The elephant and a kangaroo and all known 
animals are to be collected here in one great park. 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas. And the gyascutis. [Laughter. ] 

Mr. HERBERT. For the delectation of the people who come from 
all parts of the country to visit the capital. But what of the tax-payer 
of the country who is not able to visit the capital, what share has he 
in that, what share has he in such great schemes as this? In a word, 
this seems to be the policy: Let the lion roar at the national capital, 
let the American eagle scream, and let the tax-payer foot the bill in 
the sweat of his face. [Applause.] 

[Here the hammer fell. ] 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. Mr. Speaker, I have listened 
with great interest to the remarks made this morning on this question, 
and with all the more attention because the gentlemen with whom I 
heretofore have generally and cordially concurred are opposed to the 
amendment... I think, with all respect to them, it is because we look 
at this question from entirely different standpoints; they from a highly 

inative view, and I from a consideration of the plain, practical 
legislation which they have heretofore adopted. My friend from Geor- 
gia [Mr. BLOUNT], my friends from Alabama [Mr. FORNEY and Mr. 
HERBERT], my friend from Tennessee [Mr. MCMILLIN], and my 
friend from Indiana [Mr. HOLMAN ]} have heretofore, with the other 
members of the House, adopted the scheme which they now denounce 
as chimerical, improper, and extravagant. 

Let us get exactly our attitude. On the 12th day of March the Com- 
mittee on the Public Lands offered as a matter of privilege a unanimous 
report, recommending the passage of the resolution which I hold in my 
hand, That resolution gays: 

That the Secretary of the Interior, by means of the Director of the Geological 
Survey, be, and he is hereby, directed to make an examination of that partion 
of the arid region of the United States where culture is carried on by means 
of irrigation, as to the natural advan for the storage of water for irrigating 
purposes, with the practicability of constructing reservoirs, together with the 
capacity of the streams and the cost of construction and capacity of reservoirs, 
and such other facts as bear on the question of sto’ of water for irrigating 


r 
Kapos; and that he be further directed to report to Congress as soon as prac- 
le the result of such investigation. 


My distinguished friend [Mr. Cox], who made the other day the 
speech on this question which really closed the argument, and was as 
conclusive as it was eloquent and beantiful, was Speaker pro tempore. 

The gentleman from Illinois claimed that the resolution was a matter 
of privilege. The S er pro tempore doubted it, so the attention of 
the House was called to the matter. Mr. PAYSON said: 

This resolution is reported back under the rule, 


The SPEAKER tempore, The Chair is in doubt whether this is a privileged 
question, and ask unanimous consent for its consideration. 

Mr. Payson, It is clearly privileged under the rule, 

Several MEMBERS, No objection. 

Mr, Payson, I move that the joint resolution be put on its passage. 

The goias resolution was ordered to a third reading, was accordingly read the 
third time, and passed. 

Mr. Payson moved to reconsider the vote by which the joint resolution was 
passed; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

So that the attention of the House was specially called to this reso- 
lution; and these gentlemen who for the last two or three days have 
been declaiming with such force and eloquence against this bureau and 
the various bureaus of the Government—my friend from Tennessee, who 
does not believe in any science except that science which inures to the 
strictest economy, my friend from Alabama [Mr, HERBERT], who pre- 
pared and submitted a large and valuable report about this very bu- 
reau some years ago—vwere all silent while this terrible scheme which 
now affrights them as they look into the dim future was unanimously 
and deliberately adopted by the House. 

When the Committee on Appropriations, therefore, came to the ap- 
proprakon of the money for this bureau the Congress had ordered that 

ureau already to make the survey. It was said by one of the gentle- 
men, and no doubt correctly, that under the law perhaps the bureau 
had the power already to doit. But this is a special resolution order- 
ing this special work, and I presume the Secretary of the Interior 
would feel obliged to use such other sums given in this very appropri- 
ation bill to which these gentlemen make no objection, the $199,000 
for the topographical survey and $100,000 for geographical surveys, or 
so much of the $199,000 as may be necessary for the purpose of carry- 
ing out this order, which has not been repealed, and which these gen- 
tlemen have not made any effort to repeal, in preference to the other 
work to which these sums are and ought to be devoted, forit is his duty 
to execute the order of Congress. 

So, Mr. Speaker, when we come to vote on this question to-day let 
us understand that the law is already in existence ordering the work 
to be done, and an amount of money is given to this bureau; so that 
the simple question presented is whether the amount shall be larger or 
smaller, and whether we shall reserve from sale or occupation the lands 
in question. 

Mr. HERBERT. Will the gentleman allow me a question? 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. inly. 

Mr. HERBERT. Does the gentleman think that we are coerced in 
any manner to vote money for this purpose because we passed that 
resolution? 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. Undoubtedly not; and the 
gentleman from Alabama and the gentleman from Indiana [ Mr. HOL- 
MAN], the chairman of the Committee on the Public Lands, have the 
indubitable right to be in a condition occupied by a gentleman who 
was somewhat notorious in Kentucky, cat who while running for 
office was asked the question ‘‘ whether he was for the local option 
law.” His answer was ‘‘ Yes, I am for the law, but agin its enforce- 
ment’? [Laughter.] They unquestionably have the right if they so 
choose to pass a law and then refuse to appropriate the amount neces- 
sary to enforce it; but I appeal to them and to this House if that is the 
proper way tolegislate about great public matters. Hereis alaw order- 
ing the work to be done, and now we are gravely refusing to appropri- 
ate that amount for this bureau which is required. 

Mr. BLOUNT. May I ask the gentleman a question? 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. Certainly. 

Mr. BLOUNT. I want to ask if the gentleman does not recollect 
that Mr. Powell stated that up to this time and before the re of 
this resolution more than $4,000,000 had been expended making these 
topographical surveys? 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. The amount expended was 
about a million or a little over a million of dollars, and $4,000,000 is 
the amount which was expended for the whole of the topographical 
surveys, but not for this particular section. 

Mr. BLOUNT. No; $5,000,000 is the amount estimated for this 
particular section. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. Only a million or less has 
been expended so far. But that does not change what I desired to say, 
for the contention that I make is not over the amount to be given to 
the survey for this purpose. That is not the important matter. My 
judgment is, I submit to the House, that if we are to carry this out it 


„is better to do it as rapidly as we can; that is, if we want the informa- 


tion we have ordered, the quicker we get the information, the less 
time occupied in getting it, the better it is for both Congress, the Gov- 
ernment, and private enterprise. 

In my judgment it is a mistake to scatter the investigation over a 
long series of years; and that it is cheaper to give to the survey $250,- 
000 or $200,000 for the special purpose this year than to spread it over 
a series of years, during which things may change, titles to property 
change, vested rights accrue, and all of these and perhaps other con- 
tingencies arise against which no human foresight can guard. That 
as wise men winding up their business in the business afluirs of life, it 
is better, if the facts are needed, to obtain them as rapidly as possible, 
so that they may be available for practical good and for such purposes 
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as it may be found useful to apply them to, rather than let the work 
run through a series of years during which the conditions which now 
exist will be materially changed. But so far as I am concerned, that 
was not the most important matter to me. 

The House had, with the concurrence of the Senate, under the recom- 
mendation of the Committee on the Public Lands, asked for this in- 
formation, most important information, important as to the arid re- 
gions of the country, important as to the expensive problem of the 
Mississippi River, important in its aspect and bearing upon the great 
labor questions of the day, important upon the great question of taxa- 
tion. Congress ordered this information to be obtained; and it seems to 
me, while that information was being obtained, that the right of the 

ple to the lands which would be benefited by the survey had better 
DA an by the Government than to be given over to speculators 
during the period of its obtension. : 

The real question between the gentleman from Alabama and the 
gentleman from Tennessee [Mr. MCMILLIN] and the gentleman from 
Indiana [Mr. HoLMAN ] and the gentleman from Georgia [Mr. BLOUNT] 
and myself is here. That information makes that land valuable. I 
say let us reserve that land from public sale, which is made more valu- 
able by thisinformation. They say that this can probably be carried 
out by small appropriations, which ultimately will inure for the bene- 
fit of private enterprise and those who go there and choose to take up 
this land. There is the real point of difference between us. 

In the name of economy, in the name of the people, they say let this 
go on and let the land be opened for entry. We say if it goes on let 
us reserve the land from entry until we see exactly what these facts 
are. I confess to have listened with some degree of surprise to the gen- 
tleman from Indiana [Mr. HOLMAN], who claimed that he represented 
the homesteaders and wanted free homes to be given to the people, while 
he was doing all he could to prevent all these lands being kept out of 
the hands of the speculator; for we can not shut our eyes to the fact 
that whoever owns the water privileges from which or by means of 
which the lands of that arid region can be made fertile and arable will 
own the toll to the land; and he never owns the soil, I care not what 
be the nature of his title, who does not own the profit from the land, 
and in that section he who owns the water will control the fruits of the 
tillage. 

Mr. McMILLIN. Will the gentleman yield for me to ask hima 
question there? 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. Certainly. 

Mr. MCMILLIN. Does my friend, apropos to his remarks on that 
subject, favor the policy of the Government doing this work, and ac- 
cepting the rent for these lands, or does he expect it ultimately to go 
into private hands? 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. I say that, so far as I am con- 
cerned, I do not know. And the very thing we want is that the Con- 
gress of the United States may have this information and reserve this 
land, so that the question may be decided in the light of the informa- 
tion we obtain where to have these reservoirs located and what will 
be their cost and capacity and the amount and value of the land which 
can be made tillable by irrigation. 

Mr. McMILLIN. As my friend does not answer that question, I 
want to say that the criticism he has made on those who were opposed 
to the measure is not well founded. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. My friend agrees with Rev. 
Mr. Jasper, that “all science is a lie, and the sun do rise.” 

Several MEMBERS. ‘‘The moon do rise.” 

Mr. MCMILLIN. ‘‘Sun do rise!” My friend from Kentucky has 
got his rising mixed. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. One of the curious things is 
that gentlemen in the name of the people plead for the execution ofa law 
that gives the water privileges of 1,200,000 square miles to speculators 
who stand ready to take it. 

Mr. McMILLIN. Iwant to know of my friend who is going to 
prevent the speculators from getting it in any event? 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. We are going to prevent it, 
if gentlemen will vote for the amendment, by taking these lands 
out of public sale ; in the second place, by getting an idea of how these 
lands lie in the light of practical science, and seeing what they are 
worth ; and in the third place, by giving a fair chance to every citizen 
of America to have the benefit of these lands after scientific research. 
[Applause. ] 

Mr. McMILLIN. It is the plan of doing this that I want to get at. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. And the plan is that the 
Congress of the United States is to adopt the only possible plan, which 
is to cause this survey to be made and find out what land is there sub- 
ject to this improvement, and paying out of the Treasury whatever is 
necessary for a practical and scientific research. That is the whole 
scheme. If the gentleman asks me what I expect to do when all this 
information comes in, I can only say that I do not know. 

I am against all paternal government. In all my theories I am not 
only against every form of paternal government but against every form 
of unnecessary taxation. 

Mr. BLOUNT. I would like to ask my friend a question, if he will 
permit me. 


Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. Certainly. 

Mr. BLOUNT. I would like to ask if under the legislation which 
is proposed any person locating on this land where this water is has a 
right to use any more of it than that which he requires for his own 
purposes? 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. Ido not profess, sir, to give 
an opinion on the construction of the complicated system of public laws 
that we call our land law, much of which has been dictated in the 
interest of private speculation; but I do mean to say that the very 
question which my friend has put to me is a question which had better 


be decided with those lands reserved from sale than with the title of 


the United States passed by patent to somebody else. 

Mr. BLOUNT. Ifthe gentleman will allow me a suggestion here, 
I wish to say to him that that question has already been distinctly set- 
tled by the action of the Forty-first Congress, which enacted alaw pro- 
viding that ‘‘ such right shall not exceed the amount of water actually 
appropriated and necessary for the purposes of irrigation.’’ x 

Mr. DUNN. That refers to water taken from a river or creek, 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. That is simply the common 
law. That does not increase or change what I supposed was the right 
of the owner of lands under the common law. But, Mr. Speaker, I 
have not time to discuss the legal aspects of the question. I know that 
a man withonta grant of the lands from the Government has no right 
to that water. What his rights will be if we give him the grant I am 
not now prepared to say. 

To return, then, merely for the purpose of recapitulation, thisis not 
a question whether the Government shall irrigate these arid regions at 
a cost of one million, or ten millions, or a thousand millions, accord- 
ing to the scheme conjured up by my friend from Alabama. It is not 
a question of whether it is best for this Government to enter into any 
project of that kind. Mr. Speaker, may I be excused for an episode 
just here? Gentlemen have appealed to this side of the House on the 
ground of economy. Iam for economy, sir, but there is political wis- 
dom sometimes in the wise expenditure of money. The Democratic 
party for twenty years has treated the Territories of the United States 
meaner than the meanest step-mother ever treated step-children, and 
it is no want of political wisdom if, within the limits of prudent ex- 
penditure, we now show them, as the olden Democratic party did un- 
der the lead of such men as Douglas, that we look upon the Territories 
as younger sisters soon to come in as full sisters in a joint copartner- 
ship of sovereign States. It is not an unwise thing for us, if we can do 
it, to treat those Territories with greater justice and generosity than 
they have met in the past. 

But, Mr. Speaker, the question here boiled down is this: We want 
to pass certain land Jaws. The Senate stands in our way. We want 
to reserve certain lands from sale. The Senate stands in our way. 
Here, now, in this proposition we can put upon tbis bill, under the 
rules of the House and the Senate, a provision which will withdraw 
from sale a large part of these lands and retain public control over 
them until we can ascertain whether this will be a wise and econom- 
ical expenditure of money, leaving to the future all other questions. 

Ifa Presidential campaign were not pending, Mr. Speaker, nobody 
would oppose this proposition. We are going into a Presidential can- 
vass with mutual crimination and recrimination as to extravagance. 
I will not give to this question a partisan aspect. To me it has a 
broader view than that. I find on the statute-book this resolution, 
brought in by the Committeeon Public Landsand unanimously adopted. 
I find in the reports of Mr. Lamar, as Secretary of the Interior, use for 
the other moneys given to this bureau, the four hundred and odd thou- 
sand dollars. I find that an additional sum is necessary for obtaining 
this information. I believe that the more quickly it is given the bet- 
ter it will be. All that I take any special interest in is that so far as 
I am concerned I want to reserve the sale of those lands until we ob- 
tain this information. If $250,000 is too much, letthe conferees when 
they go into conference agree upon some smaller sum. 

The amendment which I have offered, but which was formulated in 
accordance with my views as well as his own by the gentleman from 
Colorado [Mr. Syares] does not go merely to the sum of money to be 
expended, but to other things more important. If $250,000 is too much, 
let the amount be made smaller. The principle involved is that the 
investigation shall be made as rapidly as possible, and that pending the 
investigation the lands affected by it shall be withdrawn from sale. 
The object is first to obtain that information sothat we may act upon 
it as soon as possible; and secondly that those who are to get the bene- 
fit of the expenditure of the money shall get it with their eyes open. 
The amendment is so drawn that it is notice to everybody that, if he 
takes this land, he takes it subject to this burden. What is to be the 
further effect of the proposition I care not to take time in discussing, 
after the exceedingly intelligent way in which the question has been 
presented by my friend from Missouri [Mr. STONE] in his speech yes- 
terday, and by the gentleman from Colorado [Mr. SyarEs] to-day. 

I take the liberty of accepting Mr. STONE’S explanation of my amend- 
ment: 

What does this amendment propose? It proposes to appropriate $250,000 to 


inaugurate and prosecute extensive surveys in what is known as the arid re- 
gion of the country, to locate its boundaries accurately, to ascertain w 
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natural reservoirs may be established for the storage of water supplies, to as- 
certain the extent and location of these desert or arid lands which may be re- 
claimed or restored to agricultural uses by a system of irrigation, and to suggest 
the best and most cable methods of irrigation. It provides also that all 
lands that may be wi and made valuable by irrigation after the passage 
of this bill, be withdrawn from sale or other disposition until such time as Con- 


gress shall provide for disposing of them. That is the sum and substance of 
theamendment. That is the whole proposition. 


Mr. Speaker, so far as I am concerned, and so far as this question is 
concerned, that is the whole of it. We ought not to say to the people 
of America—gentlemen whom I amin the habit of following and whom 
usually I follow so willingly—the gentleman from Georgia [Mr. 
BLOUNT], the gentleman from Alabama [Mr. HERBERT], the gentle- 
man from Tennessee [Mr. McMIniry]—can not afford to say that we 
permitted this resolution to be passed pro forma and at the same time 

that it committed us to a scheme to spend one thousand millions 
of dollars. Weare bound by our representative character and duty 
to say that we took this action, under the lead of the Public Lands 
Committee, intelligently; and haying passed the order that this work 
be done, we give the money by which it shall be paid for, and in the 
mean time withdraw those lands from public sale. That is the whole 
question. y 

I will not follow gentlemen into either attack or defense of this or 
other bureaus of the Government, nor as to the feasibility of schemes 
of irrigation nor their possible cost; nor will I add anything to the 
observations I submitted to the House when this amendment was 
under discussion some days ago as to the nature of the problems which 
were connected with this subject and the possible value of the knowl- 
edge which might be secured under the resolution adopted by Con- 

last March. For myself, I close my part in this debate for this 
session. What shall be done with that magnificent empire which in 
this debate has been called ‘‘the arid regions’’ is a question which we 
and our successors can not shirk. Our duty now is as rapidly and as 
accurately as practicable to put into intelligible form all the knowl- 

we can gain pertaining to it, and to reserve the lands until that 
is done. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. There are three minutes remaining. 

Mr. FORNEY. The gentleman from Georgia [Mr. BLOUNT], I un- 
derstand, desires to make a statement. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. I supposed I had the right to 
close the discussion. At any rate, I presume I shall be allowed a min- 
ute to reply to thé gentleman from Georgia. 

Several MEMBERS. Oh, yes. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Kentucky has one 
minute of his time remaining. 

Mr. BLOUNT. Mr. Speaker, the gentleman from Kentucky lays a 
great deal of stress upon the resolution to which he has referred con- 
templating topographical surveys for the purpose of investigating the 
location of catchment basins and reservoirs, I have already said, and 
it is almost useless to repeat, that under the general law the propriety 
of such surveys has always been claimed, and a vastsum of money has 
already been expended in that way. In this view, therefore, the reso- 
intion was merely surplusage; it has no force so faras this amendment 
goes. The amendment proposes that a sum of money be added to the 

- amount already expended; that and nothing more. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Allow me toinquire whether gentlemen here tinder- 
stand how much is appropriated for topographical surveys in this very 
bill? 

Mr. BLOUNT. I have only a minute, and can not yield. 

Mr. HOLMAN. It is important theamount should be known; it is 


$199,000. 

Mr. BLOUNT. Mr. Speaker, my friend from Kentucky in one breath 
urges the rapid expenditure of money in the direction of this survey; 
yet in the closing portion of his remarks he declares that he cares noth- 
ing for the amount of money, but is concerned only in the principle in- 
volved, the reservation of these lands from sale. He says so far as the 
amount is concerned that may be settled by the conference committee. 
I wish to say that when the amount is agreed upon between the two 
Houses, as will be done by the adoption of this amendment, there will 
be nothing for the conferees to discuss with reference to the amount. 

[Here the hammer fell. ] 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. Mr. Speaker, I did say, and 
I repeat, that the amount of money to be given for this purposeis very 
much less important in my view than the reservation of the land. Two 
hundred and fifty thousand dollars is a comparatively large sum of 
money in one aspect. It isa very small sum in comparison with giving 
to private speculation the advantages of the water supply for 1,200,000 
square miles of arid lands. There is nothing inconsistent in my prop- 
osition. 

[Here the-hammer fell. ] 
des SPEAKER pro tempore. Debate on this proposition is now ex- 

Mr. BLAND. [I rise to a parliamentary inquiry: Is it in order now 
ae eh an amendment striking out ‘‘ $250,000” and inserting ‘*‘$50,- 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Not at this time. 

Mr. BLAND. If the amendment of the gentleman from Colorado 


be adopted, will that carry with it an agreement to the appropriation 
of $250,000 as contained in the Senate amendment? sie 

The SPEAKER pro re. The Chair will state the parliament- 
ary status of this proposition. There is pending a motion of the 
gentleman from Alabama [Mr. FORNEY] that the House insist on its 
disagreement to the Senate amendment. The tleman from Ken- 
tucky [Mr. BRECKINRIDGE] moves to concur in the Senate amendment 
with an amendment, to which amendment the gentlemen from Cali- 
fornia [Mr. FELTON] offers an amendment. No other amendments 
are in order at this time. ; 

Mr. BLAND. When these amendments bave been voted on, it will 
be in order to move an amendment cutting down the appropriation ? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair will entertain that amend- 
ment in due time. 

Mr. SYMES. After the amendment of the gentleman from Cali- 
fornia has been voted on, it will then be in orđer for me to offer an 
amendment striking out certain words from the pending amendment 
of the gentleman from Kentucky. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. ‘That will be in order, unless the pre- 
vious question should be demanded and ordered. . 

Mr. HOLMAN. If it is in order, I desire to offer a substitute. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman can offer a substitute 
now if he desires. K 

Mr. HOLMAN. I offer the provision which I send to the desk as a 
substitute for the entire ition, as well for the Senate amendment 
as the proposition of the gentleman from Kentucky [Mr. BRECKIN- 
RIDGE]. 

Mr. WEAVER. ‘That can not be voted on until the other amend- 
ments have been voted on? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Certainly not. The House has a right 
to perfect the pending proposition before acting upon the substitute. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Let the substitute be read. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Clerk will now read the substi- 
tute proposed by the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. HOLMAN]. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


That the money appropriated for the pacts eames ere for = resent 
y the tor of the Geo - 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. The question first in order to be voted 
on is the amendment of the gentleman from California [Mr. FELTON ) 
to the Peann of the gentleman from Kentucky [Mr. BRECKIN- 
RIDGE}. 

Mr. FELTON. Let the proposition be read. 

Mr. FELTON’S amendment to the amendment was read, as follows: 

In line 9, first. page, after the word “ reservoirs,” insert “‘and for the selection 
of watersheds that shall be ed.” 

In fourth line, page 2, after the word “purposes,” insert “and such selected 
watersheds.” 

Several members asked for the reading of the amendment of Mr. 
BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. 

TheSPEAKER protempore. Ifthere be no objection the amendment 
of the gentleman from Kentucky [Mr. BRECKINRIDGE] will be again 
reported. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

After the word “dollars,” in line 1, on page 66, strike out the following: 

“ And.all the lands which may be designated or reservoirs and canals for ir- 
rigation shall be reserved as the ait i of the United States, and shall not be 
subjected to entry or settlement until hereafter provided for by law.” 

And insert in lieu thereof: 

^ And the Director of the Geological Survey, under the supervision of the Sec- 
retary of the Interior, shall make a report to Scat, saga on the first Monday in 
December of each year, showing in detail how the said money has been ex- 
pended, the amount used for actual survey and engineer work in the field in lo- 
cating sites for reservoirs, and an itemized account of the expenditures under 
this appropriation; and all the lands which may h: be desi, or se~ 
lected by such United States surveys for sites for reservoirs, ditches, or canals 
for irrigation purposes, and all the lands made sı ble of irrigation by such 
reservoirs, ditches, or canals, are from this time henceforth hereby reserved from 
sale as the property of the United States and shall not be subject after the pas- 
sage of this act to entry, settlement, or occupation until further provided bylaw.” 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. The question is on the amendment of 
the gentleman from California [Mr. FELTON]. 

Mr. FELTON. I wish to say, Mr. Speaker, with reference to the 
amendment to the amendment—— 

Mr. BLOUNT. I demand the regular order of business. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Debate is not in order. 

The question recurred on Mr. FELTON’s amendment to.the amend- 
ment. 

The House divided; and there were—ayes 29, noes 54. 

So the amendment to the amendment was rejected. 

Mr. SYMES. I desire to offeran amendment on behalf of the friends 
of the measure which I will send forward and ask the Clerk to read. 
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The Clerk read as follows: 


Amend by striking out all after the word “ purposes” in lines 4 and 5 to and 
including the word * canals” in the seventh line. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Clerk will now read the words 
which are proposed to be stricken ou 

The Clerk read as follows: . 

se all lands made susceptible of irrigation by such reservoirs, ditches, or 
canals, 

Mr. SYMES. I demand a division. 

The House divided; and there were—ayes 30, noes 47, _ 

So the amendment to the amendment was rejected. 

Mr. BLAND. I move to amend the amendment by fixing the ap- 
propriation at $50,000 instead of $250,000. 

Mr. STONE, of Missouri. Make it $100,000. 

Mr. SYMES. I rise toa parliamentary inquiry. If the amendment 
is voted down will it not then be in order to offer an amendment fixing 
the sum at $100,000? 

The SPEAKER protempore. It will. 

Mr. SYMES. Then I hope the House will vote it down. 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Illinois. I demand a division on the motion 
of the gentleman from Missouri. ; 

The House divided; and there were—ayes 43, noes 68. 

So Mr. BLAND’s amendment was rejected. 

Mr. BLAND.. I move to fix the amount at $75,000. 

Mr. STONE of Missouri. Make it $100,000. 

Mr. BLAND. Very well, I will make it $100,000. 

Mr. SYMES. We accept the amendment, and move the previous 
question on the proposition as modified by the amendment of the gen- 
tleman from Missouri. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Debate is exhausted, and the previous 
question on the amendment is therefore unnecessary. 

Mr. SYMES, I understand it is unnecessary, and will therefore 
withdraw it. 

Mr. SOWDEN. I desire to offer an amendment to the amendment. 

The SPEAKER protempore. It is notin order, as there is an amend- 
ment pending now in the second degree. When that is disposed of 
another amendment will be in order. 

Mr, DUNN. I rise to a parliamentary inquiry. I would like to 
know the use of demanding the previous question when debate has 
been closed on the pending proposition? 

Mr. SPRINGER. It may be necessary to cut off farther amend- 
ments. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The pending amendment is in the 
third degree, and no further amendment is in order. 
ion SYMES. The demand for the previous question has been with- 

wn. 

The question recurred on Mr. BLAND'S, amendment to the amend- 
ment to strike out ‘'$250,000’" and insert ‘'$100,000;? and it was 
adopted. ; 

Mr. SOWDEN. I move to add, after the word ‘‘dollars,’’ the words 
‘for so much thereof as may be necessary.’’ 

Mr. SPRINGER. That is all right. 

Mr. SowDEN’s amendment to the amendment was adopted. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The question now recurs on theamend- 
ment of the gentleman from Kentucky [Mr. BRECKINRIDGE] as 
amended. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Is not the question on my substitute? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman is correct; the substi- 
tute is first in order, and will be again reported by the Clerk. 

The amendment of Mr. HoLMAN was again read. 

Mr. BLOUNT, Iask for the yeas and nays. 

Mr, RYAN and Mr. HOLMAN both rose, 

Mr. BLOUNT. I demand the regular order. [Cries of “Vote!” 


and Ms peg order!” 

Mr. RYAN. Nota dollar of this money will be available, but is to 
be devoted to other purposes. 

Mr. HOLMAN. One hundred and ninety-nine thousand dollars 
will be available. ; ; 

Mr. PAYSON. Debate is not in order. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Order must be preserved on the floor. 
Debate is not in order. 

Mr. FARQUHAR. Does this carry an appropriation separate from 
the Geological Survey ? 

Mr. TAULBEE. IL askthe amendment be read, so that we may un- 
onara it. There seems to be a misunderstanding amongst members 
about it. 

Mr. HOLMAN’s substitute was reported. 

Mr. HOLMAN. It allows $199,000. [Cries of ‘‘Order!”’ 

Mr. RYAN. Not a single dollar will be available. It will be de- 
voted to the work already in progress. [Cries of ‘‘ Order!’’ from all 
parts of the House. ] 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Members will please assist the Chair 
in maintaining order. Debate is not in order. 

Mr. TAULBEE. In order that we may understand the proposition, 
I ask that it be again read. 


Mr. HoLMAn’s substitute was again read. 

Mr. HOLMAN, One hundred and ninety-nine thousand dollars is 
available under this proposition. [Cries of ‘‘Order!’’] 

Mr. RYAN. No, sir. There will not be a dollar available, if this 
substitute passes, for this work, and the gentleman knows it. It will 
be devoted to the prosecution of other work now in progress. [Cries 
of ‘‘Order !”] 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. All debate.is ont of order. 

Mr. DUNN. Does not this take the place of both the amendment 
offered by the gentleman from Kentucky [Mr. BRECKINRIDGE] and 
the Senate amendment? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. That is not the understanding of the 
Chair. : 

Mr. TAULBEE. Then we will agree to it. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The question is on agreeing to the sub- 
stitute which has just been read. o 

Mr. BLOUNT. Irise to a question of order. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair desires first to be informed 
as to the exact nature of the substitute offered by the gentleman from 
Indiana. The Chair would ask the gentleman to again state his propo- 
sition, as there appears to be some misunderstanding. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Itis offered as a substitute for the Senate proposi- 
tion as amended by the pending amendment of the gentleman from 
Kentucky, if that shall be adopted. 

Mr. RYAN. But the vote has not yet been taken upon that. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. Then what the gentleman 
calls a ‘‘ substitute” is not now in order. ‘The amendment I have of- 
fered is first to be voted on to complete the proposition. 

Mr. RYAN. That is correct. 

Mr. HOLMAN, I think the gentleman is correct in that as a par- 
liamentary procedure. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The substitute being in the nature of 
an amendment must be first submitted. 

Mr. DUNN. I wish to submit a further point of order. I doubt 
whether it is a regular proceeding to offer a substitute for a Senate 
amendment toa bill, Is it not about all we can do to disagree to it or 
adopt it? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair is of opinion that the gen- 
tleman is correct. The Chair understood the gentleman from Indiana 
to offer his proposition as a substitute for that of the gentleman from 
Kentucky, as amended by the proposition of the gentleman from Colo- 
rado; in other words, to agree to the Senate amendment with the sub- 
stitute, which would be in the nature of an amendment to it. 

Mr. DUNN. That is all we could do. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I understand that the parliamentary condition is 
this: The gentleman from Kentucky proposes to add to the Senate pro- 
vision, and I presume the vote on his provision comes first. In the 
event of its adoption by the House my proposition is then offered as a 
substitute; that is to say, that we agree to the Senate proposition as 
amended by the substitute which I offer. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore, The House must either agree or dis- 
agree to the Senate amendment, An agreement under the rules can 
be made with an amendment. 

Mr. RYAN. The question should first be taken on the amendment 
of the gentleman from Kentucky. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore, The substitute is first in order. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Suppose the proposition of the gentleman from Ken- 
tucky was not pending at all, of course @ substitute for the Senate 
amendment would be in order. 

Mr. DUNN. I think not. 


Mr. HOLMAN. That is to say you accept the Senate amendment — 


with a further amendment. 


Now the same result follows supposing the House should adopt the ` 
amendment of the gentleman from Kentucky. ‘The substitute would | 


then be in the nature of an amendment of the Senate amendment as 
amended by the gentleman from Kentucky, and would bein order. It 
is simply an instruction to the committee; nothing more, no less. 

Mr. BLOUNT. Let me submit this parliamentary inquiry: If the 
House should agree to what has been designated asa substitute by the 
gentleman from Indiana, will it not be practically a motion to concur 
in the Senate amendment with an amendment in the form indicated 
by the proposition of the gentleman from Indiana, the motion of the 
gentleman from Kentucky being agreed to? Will it not simply be a 
concurrence in the Senate amendment with an amendment? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. That was the understanding of the 
Chair when the proposition was introduced. But the Chair now un- 
derstands the gentleman from Indiana to offer this as a substitute for 
the entire proposition, including the Senate amendment. 

Mr. SYMES. ‘That is what he stated. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. And the Chair is of the opinion that 
it is not in order, but is willing to hear testimony upon the point. 

Mr. HOLMAN. How else would you get at it? The substance of 
my motion is to concur in the Senate amendment with an amendment. 
OP SRPEATER tempore. Certain, 

e ro e. . 

Mr. HOLMAN. STk I so offer it. if 
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Mr. PETERS. I rise to a parliamentary inquiry. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. PETERS. Is not the only motion in order nowa motion to dis- 
agree with the Senate amendmentor to concur in the amendment with 
an amendment? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair is of the opinion that the 
position of the gentleman is substantially correct. 

Mr. PETERS. Then I make the point of order that the substitute 
of the gentleman from Indiana is neither a motion to concur in the 
Senate amendment nor a motion to concur with an amendment. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The substitute is in the nature of an 
amendment and can only be offered in that view aud notas a substitute 
for the Senate amendment. 

Mr. COX. Let me ask whether the amendment of the gentleman 
from Kentucky has been voted on. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. It has not been. 

Mr. COX. Isit not, then, first in order to dispose of that? 

Mr. RYAN. Undoubtedly you must first get rid of that. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The substitute of the gentleman from 
Indiana is first in order. 

Mr. TAULBEE, Irise to a question of order. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. TAULBEE. I wish to inquire (if I caught the motion of my 
colleague who offered the amendment) if it was not to agree to the 
Senate amendment with an amendment. Now, my point is this: If 
the vote is submitted on that question it must be to concur in the Senate 
amendment with an amendment. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore, Undoubtedly. 

Mr. TAULBEE. And the only way to reach a vote on the substi- 
tute of the gentleman from Indiana would be to reconsider the vote 
by which the Senate amendment with an amendment was to. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Butthe question has not been taken on 
the motion of the gentleman from Kentucky. 

Mr. PETERS. I desire to call the attention of the Chair to a ruling 
which will be found in the Digest, on page 334. 

The report of the committee of conference can not be amended or altered, as 
that of any other committee may be. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair sees nothing whatever in 
the reference germane to the pending question. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I wish to ask unanimous consent to submit this 
proposition. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. Mr. Speaker, Imove the pre- 
vious question on my amendment and on all pending amendments. 

Mr. RYAN. That is right. 

Mr. SYMES. Let us havea vote. [Cries of “Vote!” “Vote!”] 

Mr. HOLMAN. Task unanimous consent, to avoid any embarrass- 
ment on this question and to accomplish what gentlemen desire on both 
sides, that a vote be taken on the amendment of the gentleman from 
Kentucky [Mr. BRECKINRIDGE] whetheradopted or not, and that a vote 
be taken upon the propos ‘>n which I have submitted as a substitute; 
and if it be adopted, it w:.. be adopted as an amendment to the Senate 
amendment in that form. 

Mr. SYMES. I object, because it is not in parliamentary form. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Objection is made. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I move my proposition as a substitute for the propo- 
sition of the gentleman from Kentucky. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. It is already pending in that form. 

Mr. STONE, of Missouri. I rise to a parliamentary inquiry. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. STONE, of Missouri. The gentleman from Colorado offered an 
amendment to the original amendment offered by the gentleman from 
Kentucky [Mr. BRECKINRIDGE], which was voteddown. Now, I make 
thisinquiry, at the instance of the gentleman from Arizona [Mr. SMITH], 
whether a motion to reconsider the vote by which the amendment of- 
fered by the gentleman from Colorado was rejected is in order at this 
time? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. 
question has been demanded. 

Mr. STONE, of Missouri. It is a question in which the gentleman 
from Arizona | Mr. SMITH) has a very great interest, and it is of ex- 
treme importance to his constituents. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The question ison the demand for the 
previous question by the gentleman from Kentucky [Mr. BRECKIN- 


It would bein order, but the previous 


RIDGE]. 
Mr. HOLMAN. Irise to a parliamentary inquiry. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman will state it. 
Mr. HOLMAN. What is theeffect of this call for the previous ques- 


tion upon the pending amendment? In what order does the Chair 
hold the amendments are pending? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The substitute offered by the gentle- 
man from Indiana [Mr. HOLMAN], which is in the nature of an amend- 
ment to the Senate amendment, will be voted on first. 

IF BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. To that I raise the point or 
er. 

Mr. McMILLIN. Iwould suggest, then, as that brings up the ques- 
tion squarely, that the gentleman from Kentucky permit an amend- 
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ment to be added to the general proposition striking out the $250,000 
provided for in the Senate amendment, and then we get to the ques- 
tion. I believe the Chair has decided correctly. 

Mr. TAULBEE. That is,to have a vote on the substitute. 

Mr. McMILLIN. Very well; that is all we want. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. It leaves the Senate amendment intact, 
and the substitute of the gentleman from Indiana simply stands as a 
substitute for the proposition of the gentleman from Kentucky; and 
the previous question has been demanded. 

Mr. RYAN and Mr. TAULBEE addressed the Chair. 

The SPEAKER protempore. The Chair will first recognize the gen- 
tleman from Kentucky. 

Mr. TAULBEE. Mr. Speaker, it seems tome that the statement of 
the Chair differs somewhat from the statement of the gentleman from 
Indiana as to this proposition; because I put it directly to him as to 
whether or not the proposition which the gentleman from Indiana of- 
fered was intended as a substitute to the Senate amendment and the 
amendment thereto offered by the gentleman from Kentucky, and his 
statement was thatit did. Now, as I understand the statement of the 
Chairjust made, it is to the effect that if the amendment of the gentle- 
man from Indiana is adopted, it is adopted only in lieu of the amend- 
ment offered by my colleague [Mr.. BRECKINRIDGE], and would leave 
the Senate amendment intact. That it is a substitute operating as an 
amendment to that amendment. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. That is the parliamentary status of 
The Chair will now recognize the gentleman from 


Mr. RYAN. That is the inquiry I intended to make myself. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Kentucky de- 
mands the previous question. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Iarise to a parliamentary inquiry. 

The SPEAKER protempore. The gentleman will state it., 

Mr. HOLMAN. The parliamentary inquiry is this: I desire to sub- 
mit a proposition which will keep in the Senate amendment. We pro- 
pose to concur in the Senate amendment with an amendment. That 
is to say, instead of appropriating the $250,000 or $100,000 we propose 
that of the $199,000 appropriated for the topographical survey so much 
as the Secretary of the Interior shall designate shall be appropriated 
to make these examinations. Now, is it proper for me to inquire of 
the Chair how that can be accomplished ? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The proposition can be entertained by 
unanimous consent, 

Mr. HOLMAN. Ihave known that question raised, and I have never 
seen the question presented as it is now but that the ruling has been 
uniform that a proposition to add to a Senate amendment was in order. 
And I desire to submit a proposition covering both; that is, we cover 
a Senate amendment on the one side and an amendment of the House 
on the other, ifadopted. The first proposition is to add to the Senate 
amendment; if adopted, or not adopted, either, then the question re- 
curs on the proposition contained in the Senate amendment. I there- 
fore insist that there is no embarrassment here whatever, and that the 
question still operates on the amendment of the gentleman from Ken- 
tucky. We are both hoping to concur in the Senate amendment. My 
proposition is just as much before the House as the proposition of the 
gentleman from Kentucky. No question of order was made on either 
of them when first submitted. I submit, the vote is to be taken on his 
amendment first, and if adopted or not adopted the effect is just the 
same as to my proposition. Then the question is, there being but one 
proposition before the House, whether that is to be amended or not 
amended at all. This question is whether the Senate amendment shall 
be amended as I propose, and whichever amendment is agreed to it be- 
comes a Senate proposition amended. I think there is no embarrass- 
ment in the matter. 

Mr. TAULBEE. I would like to ask a question of the gentleman 
from Indiana [Mr. HOLMAN]. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. 
sent. 

Mr. SYMES. I desire to correct the gentleman from Indiana. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Debate is not in order. The Chair 
will hear gentlemen for parliamentary inquiries only. 

Mr. TAULBEE. That is my object. 

Mr. SYMES. I desire to correct the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. 
HotMAN]. I did reserve the point of order on his substitute. 

Mr. TAULBEE. That comes further along. My question is this, 
Mr. Speaker. In view of the statement just made by the gentleman 
from Indiana [Mr. HOLMAN], he seems to labor under the impression 
that the correct proceeding is to first vote on the amendment of the 
gentleman from Kentucky, as adding to the Senate amendment, and 
that whether that be adopted or not the vote then recurs on his [Mr. 
HoLMAN’s] amendment, which is in the nature of a substitute, and, 
if adopted, strikes out the Senate amendment. Am Icorrect in that? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair did not catch the gentle- 
man’s statement. [Laughter.] The Chair has stated his view of the 
parliamentary position several times and has seen no occasion to change 
it. The Chair may be wrong, but his opinion is unchanged by any 
suggestion that has been presented. 


This is proceeding by unanimous con- 


1888. 


Mr. TAULBEE. I believe the Chair is right. 

TheSPEAKER pro tempore. The conclusion of the Chair is sustained 
by some of the best parliamentarians on the floor. 

Mr. TAULBEE. I agree with the opinion of the Chair so far as ex- 
pressed, but my question leads further. It isthis: If, according to the 
statement of the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. HOLMAN], the vote is 
first to be had on the amendment of the gentleman from Kentucky, 
which is adding to the Senate amendment, then, whether that beadopted 
or not, the vote recurs on the amendment of the gentleman from Indi- 
ana, which is in the nature of a substitute for the Senate amendment, 
me would have the effect of stgiking the Senate amendment from the 

? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. But the Chair has stated that the vote 
will be taken on the substitute of the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. 
HOLMAN] first. If that is adopted, the question will then be taken 
on agreeing to the Senate amendment as amended. 

Mr. TAULBEE. Will that retain the Senate amendmentin the bill ? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. It will. The House can not disturb 
the Ao a amendment or affect it in any manner other than heretofore 
stated, 

Mr. SYMES. Irise to a parliamentary inquiry. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. SYMES. I reserved the point of order against the substitute of 
the gentleman from Indiana, and, as I understood, the Chair ruled it 
out, so that nothing remained to be voted upon under the demand for 
the previous question made by the gentleman from Kentucky [Mr. 
BRECKINRIDGE] but the Senate amendment as amended. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman reserved his point of 
order until the stage should be reached when the substitute would be 
presented for consideration, but at that time he did not insist upon the 
point of order, and the Chair presumed that he had waived it. The 
Chair will state, however, that if the point of order had been made, in 
the opinion of the present occupant of the chair, it would have been 
overruled; so that the gentleman has lost no right except perhaps the 
right to appeal from the decision of the Chair. 

Mr. SYMES. Well, I reserved the point of order. I did not present 
it then because the Chair said that I could present it thereafter. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. At the time the substitute was offered 
for consideration. 

Mr. SYMES. TI insisted on it then and the Chair ruled it out, as I 
understood. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair has not ruled upon that 
point. The gentleman is entirely in error. 

_. Mr. SYMES. Well, Ido not insist. My friends suggest that we 
take a vote. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Mr. Speaker, in view of the present attitude of 
matters and the embarrassment that manifestly surrounds this ques- 
tion, I will submit the amendment which I have already submitted 
with an additional provision striking out the amendment of the Sen- 
ate. 

Mr. RYAN. Tat is not in order. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The modification can be made only by 
unanimous consent. 

Several MEMBERS. I object. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Does it require unanimous consent? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Itean only be done by unanimous con- 
sent when the demand for the previous question is pending. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Ihope that demand will be voted down. 

Mr. MCMILLIN. I suggest to the gentleman from Kentucky to 
withdraw the demand for the previous question to allow this to come in. 

Mr. RYAN. If the demand for the previous question is withdrawn, 
I renew it. 

Mr. SYMES. The objectis to defeat this proposition after the House 
has practically adopted it. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Debate is not in order. 
is on ordering the previous question. 

The question being taken, there were—ayes 77, noes 32. 

Mr. BLOUNT. I call for the yeas and nays. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I make the pointof ‘‘no quorum.’ I suggest that 
the call of the yeas and nays be not now insisted upon. It is quite 
manifest that there is hardly a quorum present. I suggest that the 
fair and honorable thing to do, in view of the ruling of the Chair, is to 
allow this substitute to be brought in just as gentlemen understood it 
to be in the first instance—that is, as a substitute for the whole propo- 
sition. 

Mr. PETERS. I think we had better have the regular order. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The regular order is the demand of 
the gentleman from Georgia for the yeas and nays. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I made the point of no quorum. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The demand for the yeas and nays 
takes precedence. s 

The yeas and nays were ordered, there being—ayes 21, noes 79; more 
than one-fifth voting in the affirmative. 

The question being on ordering the previous question, the Clerk pro- 
ceeded to call the roll; but before the first roll-call was concluded, 

Mr. BURNEsS addressed the Chair. 


The question 
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The SPEAKER pro tempore. For what purpose does the gentleman 
from Missouri rise ? 

Mr. BURNES. For the purpose of asking unanimous consent that - 
I may be heard a moment to state a proposition which I think will tend 
to facilitate a settlement of this question. z 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair will hear the gentleman at 
the end of the first roll-call. 

Mr. BURNES, It is for the purpose of preventing any further call 
of the roll that I rise. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. If there beno objection, the gentleman 
from Missouri will be recognized for the purpose of making a state- 
ment. à 

There was no objection. ; 

Mr, BURNES. Mr. Speaker, it is very evident that this roll-call, 
if completed, will develop the fact that there is not a quorum present, 
in consequence of which we shall have to adjourn, so that another day 
will have been lost, and the consideration of this most important of all 
the appropriation bills will be further delayed. Now, the feeling and 
judgment of the House have been tested upon the pending proposition. 
I think from what has taken place the conferees will understand about 
what is the sentiment of the House. At all events, if there should be 
a disagreement, there will be another opportunity for considering and 
voting upon the question. Whether the conferees do one thing or the 
other, the matter will have to be reported back to the House. 

Now, I have risen for the purpose of suggesting that the vote by 
which the yeas and nays were ordered be reconsidered, and that the 
Breckinridge amendment, or whatever proposition may be agreeable 
to the majority of the House, be regarded as adopted, without naming 
any amount, so that the conferees may regard themselves as informed 
that the judgment of the House is in favor of the subject-matter under 
consideration, while it is divided with regard to the amount which 
ought to be appropriated for the prosecution of the work. With this 
sort of instruction, favorable to the subject-matter, but leaving it with 
the conferees to negotiate with the Senate as to the amount to be in- 
serted, which action will have to be reported back, the House will be 
protected; and on that basis I think gentlemen on the two sides of this 
question ought to be able to agree, so that business may go on. 

Mr. BLOUNT. I had hoped that the gentleman from Missouri [ Mr. 
BURNES] would have submitted a different proposition, especially in 
the light of his statement that the purpose of the House in reference 
to this subject had been made manifest. The gentleman from Indiana 
made what seemed to me a reasonable request—to be allowed to modify 
his motion so as to strike out the appropriation of $250,000 in the Sen- 
ateamendment. As one of those who are op to the Senate amend- 
ment, I submit that if we are in the minority, it is quite a small con- 
eession on the part of the majority, or so-called majority, to allow us 
the privilege of voting upon that proposition. I have no objection to 
permitting the reconsideration of the vote by which the yeas and nays 
were ordered, if it be understood that the gentleman from Indiana may 
modify his proposition as indicated to the House; otherwise, I shall 
object. 

Mr. RYAN and Mr. PETERS. Regular order. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The regular order being demanded, 
the Clerk will proceed with the call of the roll. 

The Clerk proceeded with the calling of the roll. 

Mr. RYAN. Iask that the order for a call of the yeas and nays be 
rescinded, and that the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. HOLMAN ] be per- 
mitted to modify his motion as suggested, and that we take a vote upon 


that. > 

Mr. SYMES. With the understanding that no demand for a quorum 
shall be made. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Kansas, by unan- 
imous consent, asks to vacate the order for the yea-and-nay vote: 

Mr. BLOUNT. Suppose this arrangement should be entered into 
and on one of the amendments the House should desire to order a yea- 
and-nay vote? 

Mr. SYMES. It is the understanding that there is to be no yea-and- 
nay vote. 

Mr. BLOUNT. I do not wish to demand a yea-and-nay vote, andI 
wish to agree to dispense with the roll-call; but the House may desire 
to put itself upon record by a yea-and-nay vote on some of these amend- 
ments. I do not mean to make any pointof no quorum, but I wish to 
preserve the right of the House to have a yea-and-nay vote on any amend- 
ment upon which it may be desired. 

Mr. RYAN. I made the proposition to facilitate the business, but 
as it appears it will not facilitate the business at all if there is to be a 
yea-and-nay vote, which will disclose the fact that there is no quorum 
present, I will withdraw it. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Kansas asks 
unanimous consent that the order by which the yeas and nays were or- 
dered be vacated, and the gentleman from Indiana be allowed to mod- 
ify his substitute. 

Mr. BLOUNT. Ihave no objection to the modification being made, 
but I do not wish to preclude the House from having a yea-and-nay 
ee! if it should desire to do so on any of these amendments it may 

ose. 
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Mr. RYAN. I will withdraw my request. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. I hope my friend from Kan- 
sas will not withdraw his proposition. 

Mr. RYAN. Very well, then, let it stand. 

Mr. SYMES. It is with the understanding that there is to be no 
point made of no quorum. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. Iunderstand the proposition 
of the gentleman from Kansas to be that the order for the roll-call shall 
be vacated, and that the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. HOLMAN] shall 
have the right to amend his substitute by adding to it a provision 
striking out the appropriation, and on that a direct vote shall be had. 
If that is carried, of course it settles it. If it be voted down, then a 
direct vote will be taken on my amendment. What I wish to say is, 
even if the gentleman from Georgia [Mr. BLOUNT] declines to make 
an agreement he will not callfor the yeasand nays. I hopethe propo- 
sition made by the gentleman from Kansas will be accepted. It will 
facilitate business. We can havea fair vote on this question, as the 

tleman from Indiana desires. 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Kansas asks unan- ' 


imous consent that the order for the yea-and-nay vote be vacated; 
and farther, that the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. HOLMAN ] shall be 
allowed to modify his substitute in accordance with the suggestion he 
has made, Is there objection to the request? The Chair hears none, 
and it is so ordered. s 

Mr. HOLMAN. I now send up the modification, which I ask to 
have read. 

The Clark read as follows: 

ane the sum of $250,000 proposed by the amendment of the Senate is stricken 
out. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The question ison agreeing to the sub- 
stitute offered by the gentleman from Indiana, which has Been modi- 
fied as just reported. The Chair will state, however, that the order 
did not vacate the demand for the previous question, but if there be 
no objection it will be considered as withdrawn. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. Let it be understcod that 
that was also withdrawn. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore, Without objection that order will be 
made. 

There was no objeetion. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The question is on agreeing to the sub- 
stitute of the gentleman from Indiana as modified. 

The question was taken; and on a division there were—ayes 47, 
noes 73. 

Mr. BLOUNT. I demand the yeas and nays. 

Mr. RYAN. That is not in accordance with the agreement. 

Mr. BLOUNT. There was no agreement not to demand the yeas 
and na 

Mr. SY MES. I thought it was understood that we were not to 
have the yeas and nays. It was represented that the demand would 
not be made, 

The yeas and nays were ordered, there being 34 members voting in 
favor of the demand and 26 in opposition. 

Mr. SYMES. The understanding, then, has been violated. 

The SPEAKER tempore. Debate is not in order. 

Mr. BLAND. It is evident that there is no quorum present; and I 
move that the House do now adjourn. 

The motion was rejected. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Clerk will now call the roll on 
the substitute. | 

The question was taken; and there were—yeas 62, nays 80, not vot- 
ing 183; as follows: 


YEAS—62. 
Abbott, Culberson, Johnston, N.O. Peel, 
Allen, Miss. n, Kilgore, Penington, 
Anderson, Iowa Dougherty, Landes, ichardson, 
Anderson, Miss. Elliott, Lane, Robertson, 
Anderson, Ill, Enloe, Lanham, Rowland. 
Barnes, Forney, Lee, Russell, Mass, 
Blount, or foot Sayers, 
Breckinridge, Ark. Grimes, acdonald, Seney, 
Carlton, n Maish, Shively, 
Caruth, Hare, Martin, Simmons, 
Catch: Hemphill, McClammy, Stewart, Ga. 
Clements, Henderson, N.C, McMillin, Turner, Ga. 
Cobb, Herbert, Merriman, Wheeler, 
Cothran, Holman, Oates, Wilson, Minn. 
Cowles, Hudd, O’Neall, Ind. 

" Hutton, Payson, 

NAYS—S80. 
Baker, N. Y. Cox, Grosvenor, Mansur, 
Baker, lll. Cro: Haugen, McCreary, 
Bland. Dibble, Henderson, Iowa McCullogh, 
Bound, kery, Henderson, Ill, McKenna, 
Breckinridge, Ky. Dunn, tt, Moffitt, 
Buckalew, rq y Holmes, Morrill, 
Bunnell, Felton, unter, Nelson, 
Burnes, Foran, Kean, Nutting, 
Butler, French, Kerr, O'Neill, Pa. 
Butterworth, Fuller, oon, O'Neill, Mo. 
Cannon, Funston, La Follette, kins, 
Cheadle, Gay, Lawler, Peters, 
Chipman. Gear, * Plumb, 
Conger, Gest, Lyman, Rice, 


Rowell, Sowden, Symes, Vandever, 
Ryan, Springer, Taulbee, Wade, 
Sawyer, Stahinecker, Thom pson,Cal, Weaver, 
Seull, Stephenson, ‘Tracey, Weber, 
Seymour, Stone, Mo, ‘Turner, Kans, White, Ind. 

ith, Struble, Vance, Wickham. 

NOT VOTING—iS1. 

Adams, Cutcheon, Kennedy, Reed, 
Allen, Mass, Dalzell, Ketcham, Rockwell, 
Allen, Mich. Dsrlington, Lagan, Rogers, 
Anderson, Kans. Davenport, Laidlaw, Romeis, 
Arnold, Davidson, Ala. Laird, Russell, Conn., 
Atkinson, Davidson, Fla. Latham, Rusk, 

con, . Davis, bach, t, 
Bankhead, De Lano, Lodge, Shaw, 
Barry, Dingley, Long, Sherman, 
Bayne, Dorsey, Matffett, Snyder, 
Belden, Dunham, Mahoney, Spinola, 
Belmont, Ermentrout, Mason, Spooner, 
Biggs, Finley, Matson, Steele, 
Bingham, Fisher, McAdoo, Stewart, Tex, 

lan f Fitch, McComas, Stewart, Vt. 

Bliss, Flood, McCormick, Stockdale, 
Boothman. Ford, McKinley, Stone, Ky. 
Boutelle, Gaines, McKinney, - Tarsney, 
Bowden, Gallinger, McRae, Taylor, E. B., Ohio 
Bowen, 3 McShan Taylor, J. D., Ohio 
Brewer, Glover, Milliken, Thomas, Ky. 
Brower, Goff, Mills, Thomas, Il. 
Browne,T.H.B., Va. Granger, Montgomery, ‘Thomas, Wis. 
Browne, Ind, Greenman, oore, ompson, Ohio 
Brown, Ohio Grout, Morgan, Tillman, 
Brown, J. R., Va. Guenther, Morrow, ‘Townshend, 
Brumm, Harmer, Morse, Walker, 
Bryce, Hatch, Neal, Warner, 
Buchanan, Hayden, Newton, Washington, 
Burnett, Hayes, Nichols, est, 
Burrows, eard, Norwood White, N. Y. 
Bynum, Hermann, O'Donnell, Whiting, Mich, 
Campbell, F.. N. Y. Hiestand, O'Ferrall Whiting, Mass, 
Campbell, Ohio Hires, Osborne, Whitthorne, 
Campbell, T.J.,.N.Y. Hogg, Outhwaite, Wilber, 
Candler, Hooker, Owen, Wilkins, 
Caswell, Hopkins, Tl. Parker, Wilkinson, 
Clardy, Hopkins, Va. Patton, Williams, 
Clark, Hopkins, N. Y. erry, Wiison, W. Va. 
Cockran, Houk, Phelan, Wise, 
Cogswell, Hovey, Phelps, Woodburn, 
Collins, Howard, Pidcock, Yardley, 
Compton, Jackson, Post, Yoder, 
Cooper, Johnston, Ind. Pugsley, Yost. 
Crain, Jones, an le 
Cummings, Kelley, Rayner, 


No quorum voting. 

On motion of Mr. NELSON, by unanimous consent, the reading of 
the names was dispensed with. 

‘Mr. HATCH. Iam paired with the gentleman from Vermont, Mr. - 
STEWART. I have voted, under the agreement, to make a quorum. 
As I am informed no quorum is present, I will withdraw my vote. 

Mr. MORGAN, Iam also paired with the gentleman from Maine, 
Mr. MILLIKEN, and for the same reason withdraw my vote. 

Mr. SMITH, of Arizona. Beforethe result is announced i ask unan- 
imous consent of the House, as I do not wish to occupy its time now, 
to be permitted to print certain remarksin the RECORD on this amend- 
ment. 

There was no objection. 

The following pairs were announced until further notice: 

Mr, MATSON with Mr. Hovey. 

Mr. RANDALL with Mr. DINGLEY. 

Mr. WILKINS with Mr. Lona. 

Mr. Scorr with Mr. McComas. 

Mr. WHITTHORNE with Mr. COOPER. 

Mr. Hatcn with Mr. STEWART, of Vermont. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE with Mr. McKINLEY. 

Mr. Compron with Mr. GOFF. 

Mr. CAMPBELL, of Ohio, with Mr. KENNEDY, 

Mr. Hooker with Mr. LODGE. 

Mr. COLLINS with Mr. ALLEN, of Massachusetts, 

Mr, MCRAE with Mr. DORSEY. 

Mr. JonEs with Mr. BOWDEN. 

Mr. WILKINSON with Mr. DALZELL. 

Mr. WALKER with Mr. RoMEts. 

Mr. Bryce with Mr. GAINES. 

Mr. FELIX CAMPBELL with Mr. Brown, of Ohio, 

Mr. NEAL with Mr. HAYDEN. 

Mr. TIMOTHY J. CAMPBELL with Mr. WEST. 

Mr. SPINOLA with Mr. Trromas, of Wisconsin. 

Mr. Hoce with Mr. Post. 

Mr. DAVIDSON, of Florida, with Mr. BINGHAM. 

Mr. STONE, of Missouri, with Mr. WILLIAMS. 

Mr. Newron with Mr. JACKSON. 

Mr. BOUTELLE with Mr. WISE. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND with Mr. JosEPH D. TAYLOR. 

Mr. HOPKINS, of Virginia, with Mr. ALLEN, of Michigan, 

Mr. TILLMAN with Mr. FINLEY. 

Mr. SPRINGER with Mr. JOHNSTON, of Indiana. 

Mr. MANsuR-with Mr. WARNER. 

Mr. CANDLER with Mr. BREWER. 
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. STOCKDALE with Mr. CLARK. 

. FISHER with Mr. LEHLBACH. 

. BYNUM with Mr. STEELE. 

. VANCE with Mr. RUSSELL, of Connecticut. 

. GREENMAN with Mr. SHERMAN, 

. Rusk with Mr. O'DONNELL. 

. DAVIDSON, of Alabama, with Mr. PATTON. 

. SNYDER with Mr. YosT. 

. ERMENTROUT with Mr. GEOUT. 

. FORD with Mr. GUENTHER. 

. GLOVER with Mr. PUGSLEY. F 

. STEWART, of Texas, with Mr. DUNHAM. 

. CLARDY with Mr. WADE. - 

. PERRY with Mr. SPOONER. 

. O’ FERRALL with Mr. MASON. 

. Bicas with Mr. Morrow. S 
. BELMONT with Mr. DAVENPORT. 

. GRANGER with Mr. ROCKWELL. 

. BLANCHARD with Mr. THOMAS, of Illinois. 
MONTGOMERY with Mr. HUNTER. 

. Morse with Mr. WHITING, of Massachusetts, 

r. TURNER, of Georgia, with Mr. REED. 

. Howarp with Mr. HopKIss, of Illinois. 

. CUTCHEON with Mr. TARSNEY. 

. DARLINGTON with Mr. Moore. 

. Prpcock with Mr. PHELPS. 

. RUSSELL, of Massachusetts, with Mr. CoGSwELL. 
. MORGAN with Mr. MILLIKEN. 

. WHITING of Michigan, with Mr. HOUK. 

. LAWLER with Mr. DE LAno. 

. McKINNEY with Mr, BOOTHMAN. 

The following were announced as being paired for this day: 
Mr. Mnais with Mr. PARKER, 

. ROGERS with Mr. OSBORNE. 

. Buiss with Mr. BROWER. 

. BANKHEAD with Mr, KELLEY. 

. STONE, of Kentucky, with Mr. WHITE, of New York. 
. CRAIN with Mr. MORRILL. 

Mr. SHAw with Mr. ATKINSON. 

Mr. Norwoop with Mr. HIESTAND. 

Mr. MOSHANE with Mr. Himes. 

Mr. BAcon with Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Iam paired with the gentleman from Indiana 
[Mr. Jounsron], but am advised by his friends thathe would vote 
‘no’? on this question, and so I will allow my vote to stand. 

Mr. STONE, of Missouri. I am paired with the tleman from 
Ohio [Mr. WILLIAMS]. If there is a quorum I withdraw my vote, 
Otherwise I desire that it shall stand, under the agreement, Has a 
quorum voted ? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. No quorum has voted. 

Mr. SHAW. I notice that I am paired with the gentleman from 
Pennsylvania [Mr. ATKINSON], and I withdraw my vote. 

The result of the vote was then announced as above recorded. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. No quorum has voted. 

MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 

A message from the Senate, by Mr. McCook, its Secretary, announced 
that the Senate had passed with amendments the bill (H. R. 6514) for 
an allowance of certain claims reported by the accounting officers of 
the Treasury Department, in which the concurrence of the House was 
requested. 
essage further announced that the Senate had disagreed to the 
amendment of the House to the bill (S. 2726) granting an increase of 
pension to Margaret S. Heintzelman; asked a conference with the House 
on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses thereon, and announced 
that Mr. Davis, Mr. TURPIE, and Mr. BLAIR had been appointed con- 
ferees on the part of the Senate. 

The message further announced that the Senate had agreed to the 
amendment of the House to the bill (S. 2913) granting a pension to 


Mary Sturgess. 
ORDER OF BUSINESS. 
Mr. BLAND. I move that the Honse do now adjourn. 
The motion was agreed to; and accordingly (at 40’clock and 34 min- 
utes p. m.) the House adjourned. 


PRIVATE BILLS INTRODUCED AND REFERRED. 


Under the rule private bills of the following titles were introduced 
and referred as indicated below: 

By Mr. T. J. CAMPBELL: A bill (H. R. 11416) for the relief of 
Catherine McDevitt—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. HARMER: A bill (H. R. 11417) granting a pension to Mary 
Dippel—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. HAYDEN: A bill (H. R. 11418) to restore to the pension- 
roll the name of John Ho: to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


Aiso, a bill (H. R. 11419) granting a pension to Mary E. Converse— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pana 


By Mr. LANDES: A bill (H. R. 11420) granting a pension to John 
Chapman—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 11421) granting relief to Edward Wesner—to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. McCULLOGH: A bill (H. R. 11422) granting a pension to 
Daniel B. Ross—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


PETITIONS, ETC. 

The following petitions and papers were laid on the Clerk’s desk, 
under the rule, and referred as follows: 

By Mr. CRAIN: Petition of Mrs. Frances M. Brandon, of Laredo, 
Tex., for a pension—to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. FORNEY: Papers in the case of James A. Galbreaith—tothe 
Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. HITT: Petition of A. J. Swezey and 75 others, citizens of 
Winnebago County, Illinois, urging the passage of House bill No. 10320, 
to prevent the sale of adulterated food, medicines and liquors—to the 
Committee on Agriculture. 

Also, petition of A. J. Swezey and 59 others, citizens of Winnebago 
County, Illinois, urging the of House bill No. 11027, to prevent 
the manufacture and sale of adulterated lard—to the Committee on 
Agriculture. 

By Mr. PERKINS: Resolutions of Girard Grange No. 6, of Kansas, 
for legislation prohibiting the adulteration of food articles—to the 
Committee on Agriculture. 


SENATE. 
WEDNESDAY, September 12, 1888. 


Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. J. G. BUTLER, D. D. 
The Journal of yesterday’s proceedings was read and approved. 


TRUSTS AND COMBINATIONS. 


Mr. GEORGE. I desire to offer some amendments, which I regard 
as of some importance, to Senate bill 3445, the trust bill, which has 
been reported from the Committee on Finance by the Senator from 
Ohio [Mr. SHERMAN]. As my handwritmg is a bit difficult to read, 
I ask leave to read them myself. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair hears no objection, 

Mr. HOAR. It is impossible to hear the request of the Senator from 
Mississippi on this side. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Mississippi asks 
consent to read his own amendments, his handwriting not being very 
legible. 

Mr. GEORGE. I will read them so that they will be understood. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair hears no objection. 


Mr. GEORGE. The amendments I propose to offer to the trust bill 
are to add the following as additional sections: 


Sec. 4. That when any action or suit in law or equity shall be commenced or 
shall be pending in any court of the United States, it shall be lawful for any de- 
fendant therein to except to the jurisdiction of such court upon the ground that 
the cause of action or suitis forthe enforcement of a right based on a contract for 
the sale, exchange, or transportation, or on any damage arising from any wron; 
committed in res to any article of merchandise manufactu peed 
imported, or sold in violation of the provisions of the first section of act, 
and if such und of exception shall be proven to the satisfaction of the court, 
judgment of dismissal shall be entered with double costs to the defendant, and 
with such reasonable sum for the attorney's fees for the defense thereof as may 
be allowed by the court. 

SEC. 5. That when the President of the United States shall be satisfied that 
any arrangement, trust, contract, agreement, or combination as described in the 
first section of this act has been formed a nd that in berry bares thereof there 
has been a rise in the pia of any article of merchandise, he shall have power 
and it is hereby made his duty to issue his proclamation ee the collec- 
tion of all customs duties or import taxes on similar articles when imported 
into the United States from any foreign country. Such suspension shall con- 
tinue for ninety days after the President, upon being satisfied that such enhance- 
ment in price no longer exists,shall issue his proclamation withdrawing his 
former proclamation of suspension, and the President of the United States may 
from time to time,as may in his jadgment be proper, reissue or withdraw any 
proclamation he may have issued. 

Sec. 6, That when any article of merchandise shall have been raised in price 
by reason of the unlawful means described in the first section of this act such 
article when owned by any of the persons, companies, or corporations men- 
tioned in the first section of this act or by any person, corporation, or company 
claiming or holding either directly or through any number of successive trans- 
fers under any of the first-named persons, companies, or corporations shall not 
be the lawful subjects of interstate or foreign commerce and such commerce or 
transportation is hereby prohibited. It shall be the duty of the President of 
the United States through the Interstate Commerce Commission and such other 
agencies as he may see proper toemploy to make such investigations as may be 
necessary to carry out the provisions of this section, To that end every officer 
of the United States who may be employed in such investigation is hereby au- 
thorized to summon witnesses and to examine them under oath, and the said 
Interstate Commerce Commission shall make all such needful rules and regula- 
tions as may be deemed proper to carry out the provisions of this section, 
which rules and regulations shall, before they go into effect, be approved by the 
President of the United States. When such commerce and transportation as to 
any article of merchandise shall have become unlawful under the provisions of 
this act the aforesaid interdict on the same may be removed whenever the Presi- 
dent of the United States shall so proclaim repon his being satisfied that the en- 

ced price as herein provided against shall no longer exist and that com- 
merce in such article is free and not restrained or affected in any way by reason 
of the matters mentioned in the first section of this act. 

Sec. 7. That whenever it shall appear to the President of the United States 
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that the manufacturers or producers of any article of merchandise or a majority 
of them in the United States shall not pay in regular weekly wages, in lawful 
money, to the workmen, artisans, and laborers, excluding su tendents and 
officials engaged in such manufacture or ein the full sum realized in 
sales by them in excess of the tader arse p ice in the city of New York of simi- 
Jar and competing articles manufactured or produced in any foreign country, 
such wholesale price being diminished bye reduction therefrom of the customs 
duties on said foreign articles, it shall be his duty to issue his proclamation sus- 
pending all duties on such similar articles when imported in excess of 30 per 
cent, ad valorem, and such suspension shall continue till otherwise ordered by 
Congress, but no act of Congres shall have the effect to allow the collection of 
the s nded dutics on articles which shall have been imported during the 
time of such suspension under the proclamation of the President of the United 
States. He shall also have in respect to the matters of this section all the pow- 
ers of investigation through officers of the United States provided for in section 


Gof this act. 
Sec. 8. Every violation of any proclamation issued by the President of the 


United States under provisions of this act, and every violation of any provision 
of sections 4, 5, 6, and 7, shall be punished in the same manner and to the same 
extent as provided for in section 3, 

Mr. President, I desire to make some observations in explanation of 
the amendments which I have offered. The fourth section, being the 
first which I read, relates to suits in the United States courts. Itisa 
somewhat difficult constitutional problem to determine how far the 
Congress of the United States may go in the exercise of any direct 
power to legislate as provided in section 1 of the bill for the suppres- 
sion of these combinations and trusts. AsIhaveread the authorities— 
and I can mention some of them—the Supreme Court of the United 
States seems to have reached finally a conclusion as to the point of 
time when articles of merchandise become subject to the jurisdiction 
of the United States and subject to the power of Congress as inter- 
state and foreign commerce. I take it that point of time, as I deduce 
it from the various decisions of the Supreme Court, among which are 
Veazie against Moor in 14 Howard, and avery late decision in relation 
to some logs transported through the State of New Hampshire—I have 
forgotten the name of the case—is that point of time when the article 
commences to be transported. If that be true constitutional law, then 
any provision of law by Congress which undertakes to subject the article 
to the jurisdiction of Congress because it may become at some future 
time the subject of interstate and foreign commerce would be uncon- 
stitutional. 

It is a difficult question, however. I donot mean to pronounce now 
any positive opinion upon, that subject. But for fear that the offering 
we are now making to the people of the United States upon a subject 
of very grave importance to them, affecting very seriously their inter- 
ests, may turn out after all not to be an efficient remedy for this evil, 
I have seen proper to offer the amendments which I have submitted 
to the Senate. 

The first amendment is an outlawry of all these combinations and 
trusts so far as seeking remedies in the courts of the United States is 
concerned, It can not be objected that we can not do that, because if 
anything is settled in American constitutional law it is that the juris- 
diction of the courts of the United States within the limits prescribed 
by the Constitution depends solely upon the action of Congress. Con- 
gress may give, Congress may deny any jurisdiction as to any person 
or as to any class of cases within these limits. 

The fifth section relates to a suspension of the collection of tariff 
duties. My attention was called to that asa remedy against these 
trusts by a remark which dropped from the eminent Senator from Ohio 
[ Mr. SHERMAN] several months ago. It is known that the facility for 
forming these trusts arises out of the fact that a high duty is imposed 
on the articles concerning which the trust isformed. The manufact- 
urers instead of allowing the people of th s country to have the benefit 
of that reduction of prices which comes from a fair, an honest, and a 
business-like competition between the producers of this country, the pro- 
ducers and manufacturers themselves, in order to evade and avoid that 
result,combine and fix the price just below the price at which importa- 
tions can be made. A just and a fair and a complete remedy, and I 
think an efficient remedy, would be that suggested by the Senator from 
Ohio, to reduce the duties in cases of that sort. 

I have provided in this amendment that when such proof is made to 
the President of such combination he shall issue his proclamation and 
the duty shall be suspended until the normal condition of affairs shall 
be resumed. There can be no doubt abont the constitutionality of that 
provision, nor can there be any doubt about its efficiency. 

So up to this point we have an outlawry from the courts of the United 
States of men who thus violate the laws of trade and thus abuse the 
privileges granted to them by the tariff laws of the United States. 
They themselves having declared themselyes, or having become hostes 
humani geacris, enemies of the people of the whole country, they have 
no right whilst they occupy that relation to demand trom this same 
pune protection for their rights under the laws which they have vio- 

ated, and through the courts of the country, whose interests they con- 
spire to destroy. 

Section 6 prohibits interstate and foreign commerce in trust articles. 
I will state the difference between section 1 and this section. Whilst 
I fear section 1 might be declared unconstitutional, for the reasons 
which I have before stated, there can be no doubt that when the arti- 
cle becomes or begins to be a part of interstate or foreign commerce by 
being delivered to a common carrier to be transported from one State 
to anotner or from the United States to a foreign country, at that very 
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instant the jurisdiction of the United States commences, and that sec- 
tion is framed with the view of furnishing a remedy in that aspect 
of the case. . 

Section 7 is no less important than the others. It is true, it is not 
strictly germane to the other provisions of the bill. It does not relate 
to trusts, but it does relate toa very important class of our people who 
are mainly injured by these trusts, and I think for that reason might 
well be associated with the other provisions of the bill. 

It is claimed—I am not going now into a discussion whether that 
claim is just or not—that high protective duties are the cause of high 
wages to workmen, It is claimed that these high protective duties 
should be laid for the purpose of enabling the workmen to be paid 
high wages. On the other side it is denied that such a result follows. 

The object of the seventh section, therefore, is that this claim of pro- 
tection on the ground that the tariff duty is expended by the manu- 
facturers in increased wages to the laborers shall be made good, or, in 
other words, that where a majority of the manufacturers and producers 
of a particular article in the United States, having protection under the 
tariff law, decline to give their workmen and laborers who are engaged. 
in this production and in this manufacture the benefit of the tariff thus 
levied in their name and for their alleged benefit, then this provision of 
the amendment requires the President not to take away entirely, but 
to reduce the protection to 30 per cent. 

These, sir, are the provisions of theamendments, and I ask that they 
be printed in the RECORD andalso printed in ordinary bill form. The 
bill has been reported from the Committee on Finance, I understand. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill ison the Calendar. The 
amendments will be printed, 

Mr. HOAR. Mr. President, I desire to make an observation or two 
in regard to the same matter to which the Senator from Mississippi has 
addressed himself. 

We have heard of late in the Senate and from other very distin- 
guished sources of information and suggestion a good deal about the 
matter of trusts. Atthe same time there has been a most singular ab- 
sence of specification in regard to these trusts. I am not aware that 
in regard to any of the trusts which have attracted the attention of the 
country and have created the discontent that calls for a remedy, there 
has been anything said on the part of gentlemen on the other side of 
the Chamber or their political associates elsewhere. 

The Senator from Texas [Mr. REAGAN] addressed the Senate in an 
elaborate written speech a few days ago, and I hoped we should get 
some light as to what these trusts were, where they were, what their 
relation was to great political parties, what the likelihood was of their 
being not merely a danger to the public in the way ofincreasing prices 
but a political danger. But no light seems to come. 

Now, I wish the Senator from Texas or the Senator from Mississippi 
would tell the Senate what information they have. Is there a Stand- 
ard Oil Trust, for instance, in this country or not? Is the Standard 
Oil Company one of the trusts which the Senator from Mississippi and 
the Senator from Texas want to have suppressed? If there be such a 
trust, is it represented in the Cabinet at this moment? Is it repre- 
sented in the Senate? Is it represented in the councils of any impor- 
tant political party in this country? ‘These gentlemen certainly have 
not assumed the position of enlighteners of mankind on this interest- 
ing question without having investigated that matter and having got 
an opinion aboat it which would be exceedingly useful to us. 

Is there a sugar trust in the country, and have its representatives 
been consulted in the framing of a great revenue tariff, and had their 
interests specially looked out for and considered by the representatives 
of a powerful political party in this country in the framing of the 
measure which is to tax or affect the article on which every laboring 
man in this country I think pays more than he does for his flour? 
What can the Senator from Texas tell us about that? What can the 
Senator from Mississippi tell us about that? St. Paul said, ‘‘ When 
I fight” (or rather the real Greek word which he used is, ‘‘ When I 
box’’), “I strike not as one that beateth the air ;’’ ‘‘I hit somebody,” 
was the apostle’s boast, in substance. I should lik. to have these gen- 
tlemen tell us if there isa sugar trust in this country, and if it is likely 
to have got such power not only over prices but over legislation that it 
takes a great political party in this country and compels it to frame a 
tariff in its interest and tax every American citizen, every American 
household on one of the great necessaries of life in accordance with its 
dictation aud its interest. 

Is there a cotton-oil and cotton-seed trustin thiscountry? Where is 
that found at work? Does the Senator from Mississippi know some- 
thing aboutthat? Heisacotton man. Heand the Senator from Texas 
both come from eotton States, Give us a little detail so that we shall 
be ready for this legislation when it.comes. 

Is there a whisky trust in the country? Where is that at work in 
politics just now, and is that anything of a danger? 

Is there an anthracite-coal trust? Whereis thatat work? Is there 
danger from that? 

I listened to the Senator’s amendment, in which he proposes to at- 
tack those trusts or supposed trusts which are connected with manu- 
factures on which there is a protective duty. If onesuch trust be found 
in the country, I understand he is willing to put the enormous power 
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in the hands of the Executive of altering the tariff of this country (a 
power which the framers of the Constitution denied to the Senate even 
the right to propose, leaving it only to the Representatives of the 
menial: so as to strike down every honest manufacturer throughout 
the country who is engaged in the same business. 

Does it not occur to the Senator from Mississippi that it might be 
well to include some of these trusts that I have mentioned, some of 
which, notably the whisky trust, the cotton-seed and cotton-oil trust, 
the anthracite-coal trust, and the Standard Oil trust, are not protected 
by tariffs? Why does the Senator steer so carefully in his proposed 
legislation not to hit these great trusts which stand to the Democratic 
party at this moment, as a great portion of the people believe, in the 
relation of Treasury and of Executive control both? 

I do not think that it will turn out, on reflection, to be a good plan 
to putin the hands of a Chief Executive Magistrate of this country 
(who notoriously owes his election to the aid of the grossest interest of 
such a trust that exists on the face of the earth, and who has it repre- 
sented in his Cabinet) the power to strike at these things and to con- 
trol them and to affect the revenues of the country and the tariff legis- 
lation by his unsupported will. Itis a good deal like setting the cat 
to watch the cream, if I may use a homely metaphor. 

There is another trust about which I should like to have a little in- 
formation. There is a gentleman whose name I shall not call, for I do 
not want to have the suggestion made that Iam violating any rule of 
courtesy or parliamentary law, who is understood to be the most pow- 
erful and trusted counselor in directing the campaign of the Demo- 
cratic party in this country at this moment. -When he walks from the 
White House down Pennsylvania avenue after he has spent an hour or 
two at the White House he is very apt to have a bill in his pocket on 
some important political matter, and the bill is very apt to get through 
somewhere by a unanimous vote of the same party, and it is very apt 
to be pressed through here until the mistake or blunder is found out. 

I should like to know whether the gentleman to whom I have re- 
ferred has any relation to any of these great trusts that affect the trans- 
porting interests, or the coal interests, or any other interests in this 
country—the trust which puts its tax upon the fire of every working- 
man in the winter, the trust which can increase the freight he pays for 
every article of necessity or comfort in the summer, or upon the fare 
he pays when he travels from place to place on business or recreation, 
The Senator from Texas knows all about this trust. Who is manag- 
ing it? What party keeps it up? What party profits by it? I hope 
we shall get a few of the facts and details of this matter before the 
committee is ready to report. 

Is there a fruit trust, end where is that? 

I ask the Secretary of the Senate to read at the top of the ninety- 
fourth page from the Congressional Directory. 

The Chief Clerk read as follows: 

TWENTY-SEVENTH DISTRICT. 
[Counties.—Erie, Venango, and Warren.] 

WILLIAM L. Scorr, of Erie, was born in the city of Washington, D. C., July 2, 
1828, his parents being residents of Virginia; he received a common school edu- 
cation; served as page in the House of Representatives from 18410 to 1846; set- 
tled in Erie, Pa., in 1848,.and was employed as a clerk in the shipping business; 
engaged in 1850 in the coal and shipping business, owning and running several 
vessels on the lakes; subsequently me largely interested in the manufact- 
ure of iron and the mining of coal, as well as in the construction and operation 
of railroads, either as president or director of various lines, aggregating over 
22,000 miles of completed road, the greatest number of miles of railroad, proba- 
bly, which any one individual was ever an officer or director of; was a district 
delegate to the national Democratic convention held in the city of New York 
in 1868, and a delegate at large from the State of Penusylvania to the Demo- 
cratic national convention held in Cincinnati, Ohio, in 1880, and also repre- 
sented the State of Pennsylvania on the Democratic national committee from 
1876 to 1884; was elected mayor of the city of Erie in 1866, and again in 1871; 
was elected tothe Forty-ninth and re-elected to the Fiftieth Congress as a Demo- 
crat, receiving 14,787 votes against 13,574 votes for Mackey, Republican, and 
2,140 votes for Andrews, Prohibitionist. 

Mr. HOAR. Twenty-two thousand miles of railroad—just think of 
it—in the service of the Democratic party in this election, more than all 
the railroads in Great Britain and France put together, if I am correct 
in my memory. I understand that part of it is in Canada, and I do 
not wonder that the Canadian minister who negotiated the late treaty 
went home and told the Canadian Parliament that he was told by the 
Democratic Secretary of State that the House of Representatives and 
the great Democratie party in this country proposed todo exactly what 
Canada desired, according to the report of Sir Charles Tupper. 

Mr. President, I do not profess to be an expert in this matter. I 
am one of the plain, simple people who pay the taxes. But the Sen- 
ator from Texas is the great lover of the people; he spends his time 
and grows thin and spare when he thinks of the wrongs of the people 
at the hands of these trusts, metaphorically I mean, not actually. He 
will tell us all about these questions that I have asked, and when he 
has got through telling us I am going to ask him a few more, if he will 
be good enough to answer these first. I want to know the facts about 
these five or six great trusts, which are sufficient in their power to 
overthrow any government in Europe, if they existed in those nations, 
that should set itself against them, the coal, the sugar, the whisky, 
the cotton, the fruit, the railroad transportation of this country, con- 
trolled by these giant chieftains, manipulated in the interest of the 
Democratic party and the present Admiristration, represented in Cab- 


inet and Senate, the chairman of their national committee one of the 

same sort. I donot wonder that gentlemen are working up the atten- 

tion of the American people to this giganticdanger. I said they would 

overthrow any country in Europe, and it is only a country whose desti- 

nies are in the hands of 15,000,000 of freemen, each with his free and 

ore vote, that will be able to defend itself against them and put them 
own. 

Mr. REAGAN. Mr. President, I introduced a bill some time ago 
which had for its object to define trusts and provide for punishing those 
connected with them. On the same day the Senator from Ohio [Mr. 
SHERMAN] introduced another bill on the same subject and having the 
same object in view. 

It did not occur to me that the introduction of a bill was the time 
to explain its provisions, its meaning, and all the facts which inspired 
its introduction, as the distinguished Senator from Massachusetts seems 
to have supposed was the case. Isupposed when a bill on this subject 
was reported and was before the Senate for consideration would be the 
time at which to discuss it. 

Mr. HOAR. Will the Senator from Texas pardon me? I judge 
from what he said just now that he assumes I began this debate. 

Mr. REAGAN. Oh, I was not talking about who began it. 

Mr. HOAR. It was begun by the Senator from Mississippi. 

Mr. REAGAN. Iam not talking about that. I supposed that the 
time for the discussion of this question would be when a bill comes up 
for consideration in the Senate. I made no objection if a Senator 
chooses to make some explanatory remarks in introducing a bill; I 
know that is customary; but it is not customary to go into an elaborate 
discussion if the question before it is up for consideration and before 
the time when Senators have had an opportunity to consider the sub- 
ject. 


The Senator from Massachusetts is anxious that I should give an. 


explanation about these trusts, of what constituted and by whom man- 
aged; and he seems to have a special distress on account of the man- 
agement of trusts by Democratic politicians. Iam sorry that a ques- 
tion which affects the interests of the great body of the American peo- 
ple can not be treated as a question affecting the interests of the people 
and deserving of a remedy without attempting to make a party issue 
out of it. I do not undertake to say whether Democrats or Repub- 
licans are connected with these trusts, nor do I care. My purposeis to 
get a law that will punish either Democrat or Republican who engages 
in this business. 

Mr. HOAR. Will the Senator pardon me for a question? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from‘Texas yield? 

Mr. REAGAN. Certainly. 

Mr. HOAR. Did the Senator not make his own speech on this sub- 
ject the other day as an attack on Mr. Blaine? 

Mr. REAGAN. The Senator made an allusion of that kind before. 
I made no such speech nor any speech having that object in view at 
all. I made a speech upon the injurious effects of our tariff legislation 
on the industrial and labor interests of the country. That was the 
object of the speech; and the only reference I made to trusts at all was 
to refer to an expression made by a distinguished American citizen the 
day before excusing and defending trusts, and if I would follow the 
example set me by the distinguished Senator from Massachusetts I 
would say a Republican politician had defended and excused trusts in 
a measure. I simply referred to that to dissent from what had been 
said. I made no pretense to discuss the question of trusts whatever. 
I did not have that object in view, and it only occurred to me at the 
very time the discussion was going on. 

All I desire to say now is to protest that I have not been called upon 
nor have I undertaken to discuss the question of trusts, and I do not 
intend to do so until a bill comes up for consideration, when if it is 
found convenient and I think I can do anything to enlighten the sub- 
ject I shall be disposed to do so. 

The Senator from Massachusetts quoted from St. Paul about the im- 
propriety of fighting in the air and about the propriety of striking 
somebody when he fought. Whom did hestrike in these trusts? Has 
he told the Senate whether he would favorthem or oppose them? There 
has been a good deal of talk with a view of giving a partisan trend to 
this subject, and when that question comes up for consideration, if the 
Senator chooses to take that line he will getenoughofit. I assure him 
now that he will get enough of it if he undertakes to make a partisan 
issue of it. - 

My purpose is, and it is the only purpose I have in view, to arrest ir 
possible the great evils that afflict this country. The Senator does not 
overstate them when he states they are sufficient to overturn any gov- 
ernment in Europe, and if they are not arrested they will overturn this 
Government as inevitably as the night follows the day. It is for the 
purpose of trying to arrest them that I propose to act, not as a Demo- 
crat, not to affect Republicans, not to affect Democrats, but to affect 
any man who violates the laws of trade and the rights of the American 
people, I do not care to what party he belongs. 

Mr. HOAR. Mr. President ; 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Debate proceeds by unanimous con- 
sent. Is there objection? 

Mr. HOAR. I desire permission to say a few words. 


8522 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 


SEPTEMBER 12, 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. _ The Senator from Massachusetts will 


roceed. 

a Mr. HOAR. Iasked the Senator from Texas if he would be good 
enough to answer some five or six questions? 

Mr. REAGAN. Isay to the Senator now that I do not care to be cate- 
chised. I am not entering upon a debate of this question, and I shall 
not participate in a debate of it until it comes up in proper order. 

Mr. HOAR. The Senator made an elaborate speech on this subject. 

Mr. REAGAN, I tell the Senator now that I never made a speech 
on the subject. I only made an incidental reference to the subject. 

Mr. HOAR. Here is the speech of the Senator which I have in my 
hand, from which I shall read, if he will pardon me. Let us see. The 
Senator from Texas rose the other day in a state of considerable, I will 
not say excitement, but zeal, righteous indignation, to comment on a 
declaration made by an eminent citizen of the United States now in 
private life, formerly a candidate of the Republican party for the Presi- 
dency, in regard to trusts. The Senator gave us an elaborate dis- 
course on that subject, as I understood, and I heard him. I was there- 
fore moved when the Senator from Mississippi [Mr. GEORGE] made 
his remarks on this subject to ask the Senator from Texas, who might 
be getting ready to act on this legislation, the facts as he knew them in 
his opinion on five or six questions. 

lfecould not have been blind to contemporary history in this country. 
He could not have made that speech without having thought all about 
and known all about, as far as he could, the questions to which I asked 
ananswer. I wanted to know what he could tell us about the Standard 
Oil trust, and where its representatives were, what they were doing 
with the Democratic party to-day, the sugar trust, the cotton-oil and 
cotton-seed trust, the whisky trust, and this great railroad control; 
and the Senator, instead of answering that question, says that he is 
not going to be catechised, and he deplores that in regard to this great 
and melancholy evil, which causes him so much grief, anybody should 
uniertake to introducé a partisan consideration of it, and talk about 

ties. 

on is an extract from that Senator’s s , “Speech of Hon. 
JOHN H. REAGAN, of Texas, August 16, 1888,’? made when no human 
being had alluded to the subject before, as far as I know. This isa 
copy of the speech which I suppose I received by his courtesy, which 
is always abounding, for, as we all know, he is one of the most courte- 
ous men alive. I received it from some one so that I might read it. 
This gentleman, who thinks it is dreadful that there should be any 
partisanship or mention of party in this great sober consideration, in 
the time of this Democratic funeral which is going on in this country, 
to be talking about party ! 

Can there be a doubt as to which side of this question the majority of the in- 
telligent and patriotic voters of this country will adopt? 

There is much reason to congratulate the country on the professed reforms 
of political principles which the Democracy has compelled the Republican party 
to adopt as a last means of saving that party from further defeat, 

That is, I suppose the Senator means, with these six great trusts, 
which cover everything as with a great blanket in this country. 

Mr. REAGAN. The Senator will allow me—— 

Mr. HOAR. As soon as I have finished the extract. 


We declare our opposition to all combinations of capital organized in trusts 
or otherwise to control arbitrarily the condition of trade among our citizens. 

They did not know— 

The Senator goes on— 

What Mr. Blaine would say on that, 
Then he quotes the Republican platform further, and goes on— 
That beats audacity itself, and I do not know what name to call it. 

And these six great trust-owners, all Democratic, have compelled the 
Republican party to insert in its platform a declaration of opposition 
to trusts. Ishould think they might very well. As Isaid before, they 
constitute its treasury, they constitute its support, they constitute its 
executive management and control. The Democratic party is like a 
great artichoke. You cut off the outer peel, and there is another one 
just like it, and so you peel and peel and peel, and it is trust, trust, 
trust, trust, trust, trust from outer shell to inner core, and I do not 
wonder that it has compelled the Republican party to express its ob- 
jection to it. Then the Senator goes on— 

The votes and speeches of Republican Senators and Representatives in Con- 


Remember, this was not in debate, this was the introduction of the 
subject, when the Senate laid aside its business to enable the Senator 
from Texas to go on with a set speech— 


from the time that party came into power until the 
of the Executive Departments at all times when under 


resent, and the action 
e control of that party, 
will show to any one who will take the trouble to investi, them that the 
foregoing declarations of principle are in direct conflict with the recorded ac- 
tion of that party for many years past, and that they may now be regarded asa 
sort of death-bed confession of past political sins, 

In view of the conflict between the recorded action of the Republican party 
and the foregoing declarations, we nae Spies syria the country on the success 
of the Democratic party in educating publicans up to the point of makin; 
such declarations of principle. If they are only hy itically made in the ef- 
fort to be successful in the approaching election, still such acti is a tribute to 
the virtue and soundness of Democratic principles. 


There is nothing partisan in that, as my friend on my left [Mr. AL- 
LISON ] observes. s 


The Hon, James G. Blaine, who has just returned from luxuri 

splendid castle of Mr. Carnegie in Scotland ee 
Nothing partisan in that— 

the prize extorted from American labor by a protective tariff, has taken upon 


himself the task of showing how little President Cleveland knows about tariffs, 
and trusts, and ip generally, 
He goes on: 
And now, Mr. Blaine, who is the guiding spirit of the Republican party in 
the pending campaign, true to his past record, and a true representative of his 
rty and of its past history, has taken on himself, in his speech in Portland, 
€., of yesterday, to ridicule Mr, Cleveland’s reference to the evils and dan- 
gers of trusts, And in his rôle of defender of protection, of co rations, of 
aggrega tions of capital of all kinds, he poses as the apologist and defender of 


When I asked the Senator about these great and notorious facts of our 
current history relating to the very subject he was talking about, he 
turns around with a pious exhortation to banish politics from the con- 
sideration of this important question ! 

Mr. REAGAN. Mr. President, the Senator from Massachusets com- 
menced reading to show that I had in that speech introduced the sub- 
ject of trusts first, and he read that ph. If he had read the 
entire speech, he would have known that it applied to the whole field 
of discussion of class legislation, I had reviewed, as I understood it, 
to some extent, the histury of class legislation as carried on by the 
Republican party on various subjects. It was to that I referred in 
asking the question as to which side the intelligent votersof the United 
States would act with, and I was not dealing specially with the subject 
of trusts. I objected to the partisan turn the Senator wanted to give 
to this subject in advance of the discussion of the question. I haveno 
objection, if he sees proper to go into it when the question comes up, 
to see what party in this country is responsible for this class legisla- 
tion, and I promise the Senator if he provokes that, I will show facts 
from the record running through years to sustain the declaration which 
I have made there. 

The Senator speaks of the Democratic funeral. Perhaps he had bet- 
ter wait until the funeral procession starts to know whose funeral itis, 

Mr. HOAR. It started from Oregon and Vermont and Maine. 

Mr. REAGAN. Ido not think anybody has been surprised at the 
result in Vermont and in Maine and very little surprised at the result 
in Oregon. I might turn to the State of Arkansas, that has had an 
election recently, and ask if the Senator feels discouraged at the result 
in Arkansas; but Ido not. Ido not care to occupy the time of the 
Senate now in such references. I simply desire to protest that the 
Senator has misconceived the object of the I made, and that I 
have not attempted the discussion of the special subject of trusts. The 
object of that speech in a great measure was to show the evil effects ot 
our tariff legislation and of class legislation generally, and I made it 
a point to arraign as best I could the Republican party for being re- 
sponsible for that; and whenever it becomes necessary I will attempt 
to make good what I said. 

Mr. PAYNE. Mr. President, I have a feeling of kindly sympathy 
with the honorable Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. Hoar]. The 
“‘ Standard Oil Company” seems to trouble his mind and will prob- 
ably trouble it during all his life, unless he can be relieved in some 
proper way of responsibility for it. Even at this day it seems that 
that company is represented as being guilty of all sorts of unlawful 
and improper things. Such allegations, without proof to sustain them, 
I regard as unworthy of an honorable man or an honorable Senator. 
Now, a brief statement perhaps will relieve the Senator’s mind. I 
have no doubt he delights in uttering before the Senate an insinuation 
that that company has a representative in this body, and he never will 
be happy until that impression is removed from his mind. 

To begin with, let me say that there is nothing whatever to sustain 
the insinuation which the honorable Senator conveys, I make the 
declaration now for the first time, and it will be the last time I shall 
ever take notice of it. 

The Standard Oil Company is a very remarkable and wonderful in- 
stitution, It has accomplished within the last twenty years as a com- 
mercial enterprise what no other company or association of modern 
times has accomplished; but, Mr. President, I never had a dollar’s 
interest in that company; I never owned a dollar of its stock; I never 
rendered it any service, and that company never rendered me any 
service. On the contrary, when a candidate for the other House in 
1871, no institution, no association, no combinationin my district did 
more to bring about my defeat and went to so large an expense in 
money to accomplish it as the Standard Oil Company. I never wasin 
their works but once, and then, in company with the late General 
Devereaux, as an escort to a gentleman, a distinguished stranger from 
Russia. So much for myself, 

As a matter of fact nine-tenths of the stockholders of the Standard 
Oil Company are now, and always have been, Republicans. Within 
my knowledge there are but two Democrats who have ever been stock- 
holders in that company. Not only are the majority Republicans, but 
they are very liberal in their philanthropic contributions to charities 


and benevolent works, and I venture the assertion that two gentlemen 
in that company have donated more money for philanthropic and for 
benevolent purposes than all the Republican members of the Senate 


put together. 
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So, then, if there is any politics in that organization, they are Repub- 
lican polities. There never has been a national election in which those 
two gentlemen to whom I refer have not contributed very liberally; at 
the same time they have contributed liberally to the Prohibition or the 
“anti-saloon’’ organization which my honorable friend, the Senator 
from New Hampshire [Mr, BLAIR], so ably represents. 

I do not know that I need go any further in that matter. If the 
Standard Oil Company has done anything wrong, it is a corporation un- 
der the laws of Ohio, without any exclusive privileges and opportuni- 
ties; if it has done anything immoral, oppressive, or unjust, I am as 
free as any other citizen of that State to demand that it shall be held 
accountable. 

As to that corporation being represented in the Cabinet, I hardly 
know what to say. Ftisa mere insinuation, unmanly and untruth- 
ful, and such as only could be expected from the lower class of stump- 
ers, and I think it not deserving of further notice here, 

Now, one word further. Ido not know one of these trusts to-day that 
is under the controlling management of Democrats. One reason is the 
Democrats generally have not had money enough to engage in these 
trusts, and I might say with reference to Colonel Scorr, whom I have 
known many years and have been associated with him in various enter- 
prises, that he, a very intelligent and enterprising gentleman, has had 
connection with numerous companies. The two principal lines of rail- 
road in which he has been interested as a stockholder and director are 
the ‘‘Canada Pacific” and the New York Central lines of roads, and he 
has had an associate in the latter, Mr. Depew. As to the Canada Pa- 
cific, I suppose I need not name a distinguished gentleman who has been 
associated with him in the directory of thatcompany. He is a gentle- 
man of the highest bility, and is the Republican candidate for 
the Vice-Presidency of the United States. 

Insinuations that Colonel Scorr ‘‘traveled down from the White House 
to the House of Representatives with a draughted bill,” ete., I utterly 
discredit. Ihave inquired in my own way without success to find a 
single particle of evidence to sustain it. Such charges might do on the 
stump orin a political harangue, but I submit thatit is unworthy a dis- 
tinguished and leading Senator on this floorto make publicsuch insinua- 
tions against honorable men. As to that I forbear further comment. 

This bill I have not considered. It has been referred to the Com- 
mittee on Finance. No doubt it will receive due consideration, and I 
think there should be no political differences in the effort to 
against the abuses and influences of these trusts. I hope each side, if 
there be sides, will vie with the other in endeavoring to provide some 
efficient protection against the evils of trusts. 

Mr. HOAR. I should like to ask the Senator from Ohio a question. 
If I understood him correctly—he spoke in.a low tone of voice—I un- 
derstood him to say that the Standard Oil Company had exerted itself 
against his election? 

Mr. PAYNE. When I was a candidate for the House of Representa- 
tives. 

Mr. HOAR. Does the Senator refer to the time when he was a can- 
didate for the Senate? 

Mr, PAYNE. I will include that, if I did not include it before. I 
will say to the Senator from Massachusetts, if he will allow me, as I 
sup) I am relieving his mind from a great deal of useless anxiety, 
that not one dollar or one cent directly or indirectly was contributed 
to my election to this body by the Standard Oil Company. 

Mr. HOAR. Who were the stockholders? ` ‘The Senator manifested 
a great knowledge of the stockholders. He said there were two Dem- 
ocrats among them. 

Mr. PAYNE. One of them was my own son and the other Colonel 
Thompson. ‘Those are the only Democrats that were ever stockholders 
in that company as far as my knowledge extends. 

Mr. HOAR. They are very influential in the Democratic councils. 
I should like to ask the Senator another question, and that is, if it is 
not true that the Standard Oil Company has been able to get very large 
advantages in the way of railroad transportation over any other manu- 
facturers of similar articles ? 

Mr. PAYNE. Iwill answer as far as I know. I know that at one 
time, in Saratoga, one of the managers of the oil company met in con- 
ference the representatives of the New York Central and the Pennsyl- 
vania Railroads and discussed the question of freights, but I know 
nothing of the results of the interview. 

Mr. HOAR. That was not my question. My question was whether 
in the transportation of their manufactured products they had not had 
large advantages by transportation by rail over other manufacturers ? 

Mr. PAYNE. I know they have had very extensive dealings, and I 
know at one time they constructed, in order to conduct their shipping 
business, over a thousand cars. I know from general report that at 
another time they constructed several hundred if not several thousand 
miles of pipe, in order to make themselves independent of the rail- 
roads. I only know these things from report. 

Mr. HOAR. We get some very remarkable admissions from the 
Senator from Ohio, which I think will interest the country. One is of 
a very remarkable and considerable knowledge on his part of the private 
affairs of this company. He says he has not any personal interest. 
Another is, that two of its most important managers are persons who 


were among the most influential and important managers of his elec- 
tion to the Senate, according to the evidence which has been laid before 
theSenate. Third, a confession on his own part that that company did 
take an earnest and active part in politics, He says it was taken in 
opposition to his election to the other House, I think if that company 
had taken an active part in politics on one side, it would have been 
very likely to have its vast weight felt on the other. 

Mr. PAYNE. Ido not know that I understand the Senator very 
distinctly. Idid not admit that any one member of the Standard Oil 
Company had contributed to my election to this body, nor do I know 
that any member of that company ever contributed a dollar to my 
election. The Senator must have been laboring in his Copiah, Miss., 
imagination on these matters to discolor and distort the facts. I 
know he has been troubled in that way for a long time, He certainly 
has had experience enough and issensible enough to rise above the low 
demagogic motives that may control others. 

I know something of this company, to be sure, because it is in my 
own town; it originated there, and I know the members of it. For 
many years before they left Ohio they were my neighbors, and I know 
from public reports and from what I have seen that we have had no 
two gentlemen in the State of Ohio who have been as liberal as they 
have, and it is to their credit, and their success is due to their wonder- 
ful sagacity as managers of this corporation. É 

- MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 

A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. CLARK, its 
Clerk, announced that the House insisted upon its amendment to the 
bill (S. 2726) granting an increase of pension to Margaret 8. Heintzel- 
man, di to by the Senate; agreed to the conference asked by 
the Senate on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses thereon, and had 
appointed Mr. CHIPMAN, Mr. THOMPSON of California, and Mr. 
bce tit of Ohio managers at the conference on the part of the 

ouse, 

The m also announced that the House had passed a bill (H. 
R. 1959) authorizing the Secretary of War to issue to the governor of 
the Territory of Montana military stores for the use of the regularly 
enlisted, organized, and uniformed active militia; in which it re- 
quested the concurrence of the Senate. 

ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 

The message also announced that the Speaker of the House had 
signed the following enrolled bills; and they were thereupon signed by 
the President pro tempore: 

A bill (H. R. 7708) to increase the pension of Annie Gibson Yates; 

A bill (H. R. 10234) making appropriations for the support of the 
Army for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1889, and for other purposes; 

A bill (H. R. 10856) for pension for Eliza N. Aiken; and 

A bill (H. R. 10998) making appropriations for fortifications and 
other works of defense, for the armament thereof, for the procurement 
of heavy ordnance for trial and service, and for other purposes. 

DEATH OF JOSEPH HOFFMAN, WASHINGTON COUNTY, TEXAS. 

Mr. SPOONER. Mr. President, is it in order to introduce a resolu- 
tion at this time? à 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Resolutions are in order. 

Mr. SPOONER. I desire to offer a resolution, but before sending 
it to the desk I ask the consent of the Senate to make a brief expla- 
nation of the purposes of the resolution and the motives which lead to 


its introduction. 
The Senator has that right under 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
the rules. 

Mr. SPOONER. As a member of the Committee on Privileges and 
Elections it became my duty under the order of the Senate and the 
direction of the committee to investigate during the last session of Con- 
gress, in conjunction with other members of the committee, some al- 
leged election outrages in Washington County, Texas. Itwastomean 
exceedingly disagreeable duty. If there isa partisanship in the United 
States which gloats over the existence of outrage and cruelty and blood- 
shed as to elections in any part of the country as a source of political 
capital I have no sympathy with it; but I believe in the rights of citi- 
zenship; that men who under the Constitution of the United States 
have a right to vote should be maintained in that right whether they 
live in the North or in the South, whether they are white men or are 
black men—the black man just as much as the white man—and whether 
they yote the Democratic ticket or the Republican ticket. I therefore 
went about the work as an important duty. I do not intend to say 
a word at this time—for I should not regard it as proper—of the testi- 
mony taken by the committee in its effect or as to conclusions upon 
it. That will come later. There came before that committee one day 
as a witness, brought here by subpoena, a man by the name of Joseph 
Hoffman, aclear-eyed, clear-faced, brainy, brave man, if one could judge 
of the characteristics of the man from his appearance, and his testi- 
mony was careful and cautious, but outright and unequivocating. He 
was not a negro; he was a white man, a German, a Republican, living 
in Washington County, Texas. In all the testimony there was no whis- 
per against his character. He had been elected, I think, nine times 
the assessor of that county, and at the election which we were inves- 
tigating, when what was called the ‘‘ People’s ticket,” by methods 
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which are yet to be discussed, succeeded, he alone of all the men on 
the Republican ticket was elected. 

Mr. REAGAN, Will the Senator allow me? 

Mr. SPOONER. Yes, sir, 

x Mr. REAGAN. Has the Senator made a report of that investiga- 
on? 

Mr. SPOONER. No, sir. 

Mr. REAGAN. I want to suggest to the Senator that it strikes me 
itis very remarkable, and this is the second time the Senator is dis- 
cussing that testimony, when he has not dared to make a report of 
the facts and has given others no opportunity to know what they are. 
I suggest that it is unfair and unjust for him, as the chairman of that 
subcommittee, to come into the Senate a second time to discuss the 
facts of the case, when the testimony is before him and he does not re- 
port it to the Senate. 

Mr. SPOONER. Mr, President, in the first place, I am not chairman 
of the subcommittee. In thesecond place, the Senator from Texas will 
be in better position to intelligently criticise what I am about to say if 
he will content himself in patience until I have said it. 

I am not committing any breach of propriety insimply stating the fact 
that Joseph Hoffman was elected assessor of Washington County, Texas, 
at that election, and took an oath and entered upon the discharge of 
P Sae of thatofñce. Does the Senator object to my stating that 

fact 

Mr. REAGAN. I think I have a just right to object to a second 
discussion of this question when the Senator holds the testimony in 
his hands and will not report it to the Senate. 

Mr. SPOONER. I will proceed, Mr. President, with what I desire 
to say and let the Senate judge when I am through whether I am 
abusing the privileges of the Senate and the rights of a Senator. 

This witness was discharged for the time being. At a later day and 
at the beginning of this session of Congress that committee found it 
necessary to take additional testimony, and the committee was author- 
ized by the Senate to take the additional testimony. Among other 
witnesses sub’ to testify before the committee was Joseph Hoff- 
man. He did not make his appearance in obedience to the subpcena, 
because, as he stated to the officer of the Senate who served him with 
the subpoena, he did not dare to come here and testify as a witness be- 
fore the Senate committee again. 

He stated as a reason why he did not obey that subpcena that he had 
been threatened with death for having testified before, and therefore he 
did not dare to appear again. He is dead, Mr. President. Six days 
ago he was shot down like a dog, his body filled with buckshot, at 
Brenham, the county seat of his home county, and such a home county 
for him, a free American citizen! He can not answer any more the 
subpoena of any tribunal here. 

I first learned of the fact that Joseph Hoffman had been killed by 
this statement in the newspapers: 

Riddled with buckshot. 

The Senator from South Carolina sneers at it. 

Mr. BUTLER. Why, Mr. President, the Senator is exaggerating his 
own importance immensely if he supposes I was paying any attention 
whatever to what he says. 

Mr. SPOONER. I did not assume that the Senator from South 
Carolina was any attention to me. 

Mr. BUTLER. Not the slightest. 

Mr. SPOONER. IfI had assumed for a moment that a matter of 
this character would be deemed entitled to the least consideration or 
importance in that direction, I confess my error. 

Mr. BUTLER. I doconsider it entitled to importance at the proper 
time. I think there are proper occasions when these things may be pre- 
sented, 

Mr. SPOONER. ‘Whether this is a proper occasion or not—— 

Mr. BUTLER. ‘The Senator is magnifying his own importance and 
his dramatic power before the Senate immensely if he supposed I was 
concerned about it, I simply want to say that, sir. 

Mr. SPOONER. I beg to say to the Senator from South Carolina 
that my remark was not because I assumed that I possessed any im- 
portance in his eye—— 

Mr. BUTLER. It looked so. 

Mr. SPOONER. It is a matter of utter indifference to me, however, 
whether I did or not, or what his estimate is. 

I was about to read this dispatch which appeared in the newpapers: 


RIDDLED WITH BUCKSHOT, 
BRENHAM, TEX., September 7. 

At 10.45 o'clock last night, while several gentlemen were standing on the 
doorstep of Murphy’s saloon, on the east side of the court-house square, heavy 
charges of buckshot were fired into the crowd from the southeast corner of the 
court-house, about 75feetaway. J. I, Hoffman, a Democratic nominee for county 
assessor, was instantly killed, and J. H. Holt, brother of O. T. Holt, Texas mem- 
ber of the Democratic national committee, and himself an active worker forthe 
sarme ticket, was dangerously wounded. Mr, Holt was struck with twelve buck- 
shot. Hoffman and one other candidate were the only nominees of the Demo- 
cratic party who have not been indorsed by the Republicans. Holtand Hoffman 
nad received warnings that if they did not keep quiet they would be put out of 

e Way. 


I was surprised, Mr. President, when I read that article to see it 
stated that Joe Hoffman, a witness before that committee, had become 


a Democrat or was a candidate for office upon the Democratic ticket. 
That was explained to me, however, by a letter which I hold in my 
hand received yesterday, a letter from Mr. Hackworth, dated Topeka, 
Kans., one of the gentlemen upon whose petition this investigation 
wasordered. I will ask the Secretary to read this letter. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Secretary will read it, if there 
be no objection. 

The Chief Clerk read as follows: 

TOPEKA, KANS., Seplember 8, 1888, 


ie Sır: The above clipping from the Associated Press dispatches exp'ains 
elf. 

I have received no news from my brother and Republican friends at Bren- 
ham, Tex., in regard to this horrible outrage. I suppose that the unfortunate 
condition of affairs of 1885 is now being re-enacted in Washington County, Texas, 
and that my friends there are now surrounded by well armed bands of “ Ku- 
klux” assassins and State troops; consequently they can not and dare not com- 
municate with me over the wires or otherwise. 

The above statement that Mr, Hoffman was a Democratic nominee for count 
assessor is an unqualified falsehood. Some two months ago some of the lead- 
ing “ Kuklux” Democrats waited upon Mr. Hoffman and informed him ‘if he 
would become a candidate for assessor upon the same ticket with J hog Kirk 
and other present *Kuklux’ officials of Washington County he would have no 
opposition, but if he became an opposition candidate he would be murdered.’ 
This he refused to do, and after he and other leading Republicans of the count 
had corresponded with me I advised them to form a combination ticket with 
leading law-abiding Democrats, thus ayoiding making a straight party fight 
and uniting the law-abiding elements of the county, irrespective of politics, to 
oust the present '*Kuklux’”’ officials from office, 

My advice was followed, the following ticket was nominated, wera J. E. 
Gray (Democrat) for county judge, T. J. A. Walt (Democrat) for sheriff,O. Zurcher 

Republican) for collector, G. W. Breedlove (Democrat) for county treasurer, 
V.O. Broeche (Mugwump Republican, or Democrat) for county clerk, Joseph 
Hoffman (Republican) for county assessor, W. H. Blount (colored Republican) 
for representative, W.H. Vinson (Democrat) for county attorney, and P.Sim- 
mons (Democrat) for county clerk. The last two named candidates withdrew, 
because they were satisfied that the Kuklux would resort to murder, if neces- 
sary, to maintain political power. The Kuklux Democratic ticket is as fol- 
lows: L. Kirk, county judge, N. E. Dever for sheriff, H. M. Lewis, county clerk, 
S. Schlenker for collector, C. Minkwitz for treasurer, ©. Herbst, district clerk, 
E. G. Langhammer for county assessor, and B.S. Rogers, county attorney. The 
combination ticket, com d of Republicans and Democrats, was makin, 
splendid headway, and if a free and fair election could be had, this ticket woul 
be elected by at least 2,500 ees joe The murder of Mr. Hoffman will now 
robably cause the Republicans and all law-abiding Democrats of Washington 
unty to abandon the canvass and remain away from the polls on day of 
coming election. For this and no other purpose the murder of Mr, Hoffman 
has been brought about. The ‘‘Kuklux" Democrats concluded it was best to 
adopt this method rather than to commit robbery of ballot boxes, and thus sub- 
ject themselves to indictment and prosecution in the Federal courts. 

Mr. James Holt, who was shot with Mr. Hoffman, was a fearless Democrat, 
and opposed to the election of the Kuklux ticket. 

Last year he gave Judge Kirk a sound thrashing, and would have killed him 
but for the interference of other parties, and not long since he also gave B, 8. 
Rogers, county attorney, a sound oe bence this explains why Mr. Holt 
was assassinated at the same time with Mr. Hoffman. The Associated Press dis- 

tches of Texas and other Southern States seem to be wholly controlled by the 

uklux leaders, and in many of the recentoutrages perpetrated by the Kuklux 
upon Republicans the Associated Press dispatches make it appear these out- 
rages were committed by Republicans upon Democrats. 

I also send you the inclosed letter, written me by Mr. Hoffman on 16th ultimo, 
from which you will readily perceive that he knew the dangers confronting him, 
and that his life might be sacrificed at any time. This letter, together with this 
communication, you are at liberty to make public, if you deem it advisable to 


o sọ. 

Mr. Hoffman was a native of Ohio (German Jew), and in 1863, when he was 
only fourteen years of age, he ran away from his parents and enlisted in the 
Federal service as a drummer boy, and was in General Sherman’s army in his 
famous march “from Atlanta to the sea,” He came to Texas in 1870, and has 
been an active Republican ever since, up to the time of his death. Since 1878 
he has been the regular nominee of the Republican party of Washington County 
for assessor of taxes at every election held since then, and has been continuously 
in office since 1878 up to the time of his death. In 1886 he was the only Repub- 
lican candidate of Washington County who still had a majority of votes after 
the Kuklux had destroyed the three ballot-boxes at Graball, Flewellen’s, and 
Lott’s Store, where at least 600 Republican majority was lost, and by the throw- 
ing outof at least 500 Republican lots by Democratic election officers at other 

ling places in the county the Republicans lost a total of 1,100 votes. Mr, 
Toffman’s wife died last Aar leaving him with a large family of nine children, 
who are now by his death left orphans, Ifeel somewhat responsible for his 
death, because some three months he wanted to leave Texas, and asked me 
to issue a circular addressed to the Republicans of Washington County adyis- 
ing them to take no part in the present political cam. gn. 

This I refused to do, and advised him to remain in Texas; to organize the 
Republicans, and to make an active canvass for the combination ticket, which 
advice he followed. i 

No words of mine can express my sorrow and regret, but letters I have received 
during the past ten months from Democrats and Republicans of Washington 
County led me to believe that a combination ticket would be triumphant and 
that the Kuklux would not dare to resort to violence. 

In Fort Bend County, Texas, which is the last remaining county under Re- 
publican ascendency, the Kuklux are now expelling Republicans, and ere this 
reaches you itis probable that scores of Republicans will have been murdered 
or expelled from that county. ‘ 

THE WINCHESTER IS KING. 
RICHMOND, TEX., September 7. 

The negroes ordered to leave the Fort Bend country for the attempted assas- 
sination of H. H. Frost. will resist. A committee of six citizens went out to Jack 
and Tom Taylor, 15 miles from Richmond, in a stronghold of five hundred ne- 

es, to notify them that they had ten hours in which to leave the country. 

They declined to leave, defying the whites. One of the committee returned to 

town and repo: the decision of the Taylors, While the others remained on 

. forty men armed with Winchesters have gone out to enforce the order, 

Ò. M. Ferguson, the offensivenegro district clerk, has gone to the Taylor neigh- 

borhood. Matters have assumed such a serious phase that two local military 

companies have been called into service, and Governor Koss has ordered the 
State rangers to Fort Bend County. 

THREE HUNDRED TEXANS IN ARMS. 
RICHMOND, TEX., September 7. 

Ata late hour last nighta dispatch was received here from Thompson Switch, 

saying that Rufe Lave, a notorious negro agitator, had purchased all the carte 
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ridges in that vicinity, and had advised the negroes to arm themselves and pre- 
pare to defend their lives and property. A posse immediately formed and pro- 
ceeded to the place on horseback. Thirty-two armed men are patrolling the 
town. Three hundred men with arms are ready to respond to the first alarm. 

The above dispatches from Richmond, Tex., explain themselves, and show 
that Governor Ross is following in the footsteps of his predecessor, Governor Ire- 
land, in sending State troops into Republican counties to aid the Kuklux in 
carrying out their hellish purposes. 

I submit all of the above facts as further evidence of the truth of allegations 
made in petition of myself, Carl Schutze, and J. L. Moore, to the honorable 
United States Senate. 

Mr. Hoffman is only another pre Gm to the long roll of the thousands 
of brave Southern Republicans who have been murdered bythe Kuklux since 
President Hayes, in 1877, withdrew the Federal troops from the Southern States, 
thus pane Southern Republicans wholly in the power of the old rebel leaders, 
and the thousands of Kuklux assassins whom the rebel leaders controlled and 
directed in all their outrages, ete. 

Since Mr. Cleveland's election in 1881, thousands of Kuklux outrages have 
been committed in many sections of the Southern States, where such outrages 
have never been hitherto known. 

His re-election will make matters a thousand times worse than they now are 
in the Southern States. Ineventof his re-election tens of thousands of poverty- 
stricken colored people will pour into the Northern and Western States to es- 
ape Kuklux domination. 

Vhen willthe oyaa iy Sa law-abiding people of the North realize that 
the Kuklux outrages of the South are perpetrated, not only to secure a solid 
and unbroken South, but also to secure the supremacy of the Southern leaders 
in the National Government? 

Will the liberty-loving and law-abiding ple of the North now unite to build 
up and maintain a solid and unbroken North, whereby the supremacy of law 
and good government may be maintained throughout every State in the Union, 
and which will protect every citizen in the full enjoyment of every political 
right guarantied by the Federal Constitution? 

e election of n and Morton will alone stop the retail and wholesale 
murders of Southern oe Orayenaone and every citizen who fails or refuses to sup- 
rt them will Jargely aid to perpetuate the remorseless power of the Kuklux 
eal, pag 
sincere rega: remain, yours truly, 
S. A. HACK WORTH. 
Hon. Joun O. SPOONER, 
Washington, D. C. 


Mr. SPOONER. Mr. President, I did not intend to have caused to 
be read the newspaperslips which are attached to that letter and which 
have been read, exceptthat the Senator from Vermont [Mr. EDMUNDS] 
just handed to me the morning Post, which contains, pertinent to these 
extracts, the following:, 

GENERAL POLITICAL NEWS—TEXAS REPUBLICANS AFRAID TO MAKE A STATE 
CAMPAIGN, 

GALVESTON, TEX., September 11.—The Republicans of Galveston County, in 
mass meeting last night, elected delegates to the State Republican convention, 
which meets at Fort Worth on September 20, Resolutions were passed con- 
demning the occurrences in Fort Bend and Washington and appealing to the 

vernor of the State to right matters, Another resolution was adopted as fol- 

te) : 

“Resolved, That the mob violence of Fort Bend County and the assassination 
of Joseph Hofman, of Washington County, admonishes us that similar scenes 
may be i See to follow the vigorous efforts of our party in counties in which 
the Republican vote predominates; therefore it is the sense of this convention 
that the interest of the Republican party will be best served by not nominating 
a State ticket,” 

The letter of Mr. Hackworth abounds in pretty strong expressions, 
so strong, perhaps, as to warrant the charge of intemperance in his lan- 

, were it not for the fact that, as he states, he considers himself an 
exile by force, because of his political opinions, from the State of Texas. 

I desire to read Hoffman’s letter to Judge Hackworth, a private let- 
ter never intended for publication and doubtless, so far as it expresses 
his fears and the threats which had been made against him, absolutely 
true. I do not know how it may seem to others, but to me it is a pa- 
thetic letter, of a brave, strong man who dared in the face of danger to 
do his duty as he understood it and to maintain his allegiance to the 
party in whose principles he believed, even though it were in the pres- 
ence of death. There are many things in it which, if it were not for 
the fact that he is dead, would perhaps be so irrelevant to anything in- 
volved here as to warrant the suggestion that I should omit them, but 
I will read the entire letter. 

[Office of assessor of Washington County. Joe. Hoffman, assessor.] 
BURTON, TEX., August 16, 1888. 

DEAR STEVE: I received your letter yesterday, and I hasten to reply. I am 
glad you and your family are well, and I one Mrs. Wallney and your mother 
are enjoying themselves in free Kansas, and if I can get a couple of weeks to 
spare as soon as I get money I will visit you. Ihave seen your seathingrebuke 
of Southern Democrats (K. K.) alluding to the troubles in your State, and I hope 
the murderers of Sheriff Cross— 

Ido not know what particular murder this is to which he refers. 
It was not one disclosed by the investigation— 


and I hope the murderers of Sheriff Cross and others will be dealt with accord- 
ing to law. LIhope your prediction about Harrison is true, and then we will be 
right with Paul for marshal. 


That is Paul Fricke, as I understand it, a prominent Republican 
there. 


We will make this country clean of murderers and ballot-box thieves, and, 
‘ou can rest assured, I will do all I can to help get the position for Paul then. 
e is a noble, whole-souled feliow, and a truer Republican never trod the earth. 
Our ticket is made— 


That is the combination ticket which Mr. Hackworth advised, as he 
states in his letter, should be put in the field, made up of Republicans 
and of men who, while Democrats, were opposed to the present Demo- 


cratic régime in Washington County, which is a part of Mr. RoGER Q. 
Muxts’s Congressional district— 


and it isa good one; James E. Gray, county judge; ‘Thomas J. Awalt, sheriff; 


C. Zurcher, collector; George W. Breedlove, treasurer; W. O. Broesche, county 
clerk; myself for same office— 
That is, assessor, the office he held at the time— 


Blunt for representative; W. H. Vinson, county attorney, but I heard he has 
withdrawn, and Press Simmons for district clerk, and he has withdrawn, and I 
do not know yet who will fill the vacancies, Our issuein the campaign is clear, 
and Iam willing to do my part. I know it is dangerous, and I may be killed, 
but I will do my duty. wish I could be somewhere during this cam 
where I could do more good than here running for office. I would like to e 
some votes for the Repnblican nominees where it would count. You have no 
idea how well ourticket is taking; but whether the Democracy will succeed in 
potting their split-up ranks closed again Iam unable to say. They eg he the 

lame to Paul and me, and I have been threatened a good deal rong . Watt 
remarked to Squire Broesche, in presence of his wife and daughter, if I persisted 
in running he would not answer for my life, and he would not stand back in 
shedding blood. I tell you, dear friend, the canvass will be red-hot, and I would 
rather be out of it,on account of my children, and my mother-in-law me 
day after day to have nothing to do with it; that should I be killed they will 
have nosupport. The old lady talks to me with tears in her eyes, but I have 
stood firm. God knows we miss you, Schutze, and Moore, 

These are the two other signers of the petition upon which the in- 

vestigation was ordered. ia 


And while I know that Paul will not feel the interest in the campaign now 
that he would if he were on the ticket, I know he will do his duty and work 
and talk all he can, but he will not go to the meetings like he formerly did, 
George Brown wants me to go to the lower part of the county to the meetin 
and I have expressed my fears to him about going and I have a presentiment 
I go down there I will be killed. Dear Steve, you know I have not got the edu- 
cation I ought to have. but if the Republicans North can make use of me I 
would rather be there than here and Í am coming to see you and I expect to 
live in free Kansas; then you know I can not live here and express my senti- 
ments. Give my regards to your family, mother, and Mrs, Walling, and my 
best wishes to all of you. 

Your friend, 
JOE HOFFMAN, 


He staid there; he accepted the position upon the ticket; he walked 
in the clear light of day, as he had a right to do, and he was shot down. 

Mr. COKE. Will the Senator allow me to ask him if he has the en- 
velope in which that letter was sent from Texas to Kansas? 

Mr. SPOONER. Yes, sir, I have. 

Mr. COKE. Does it bear the postmark of Brenham? 

Mr. SPOONER. On the upper left-hand corner is ‘Return to Joe 
Hoffman, county assessor, Burton, Texas.” It bears the postmark 
“R. P. O.,’? meaning railway post-office, ‘‘ Aug. 17, 1888. The rest 
of the postmark I can not decipher. It is addressed to ‘‘Mr. S. A. 
Hackworth, 206 East Fifth street, Topeka, Kansas.” What is the ob- 
ject of the Senator’s inquiry? 

Mr. COKE. The object of my inquiry was to know whether the 
letter came from Joe Hoffman or not. I believe that letter, unless 
there is evidence of its having come from Texas, to bea forgery. Ibe- 
lieve it to be a forgery. Mr. Hackworth, the writer of the letter which 
the Senator from Wisconsin has just read, is a man of infamous char- 
acter. He isa man who ought not to be believed on his oath in any 
court of justice. He is a man who I believe would not hesitate to com- 
mit forgery or perjury or any other crime in order to make his point. 
For that reason I wanted to know if that letter appeared to have been 
mailed in Texas. 

Mr. SPOONER. Mr. President, the assertion of the Senator from 
Texes as to the character or want of character of Mr. Hackworth, and 
his willingness to commit all the crimes known to man, would come 
to me with much more significance if it were not for the fact that at 
the time when the petition was presented to the Senate, signed by 
three men representing themselves to be citizens of the United States, 
and stating under oath that they had been driven by force and threats 
of death from their homes in Texas because of their politica] senti- 
ments, stating in detail outrage after outrage, including the most cow- 
ardly murder, that had been perpetrated for purely political purposesin 
Washington County, Texas, stating that poll after poll at that election, 
all Republican, of course, had been raided by Democrats, and the bal- 
lots destroyed before they could be counted, and stating other facts 
upon which they based the demand that the Senate of the United 
States should hear their cry, the Senator from Texas arose in his seat 
and without hearing any of the testimony denounced these men as vag- 
abonds and scalawags. 

Mr. COKE. I did so, sir, because I knew them to be such before 
the testimony came here. 

Mr. SPOONER. Since that time, charged with a duty by the Sen- 
ate, I, in company with the Senator from New York [Mr. Evarrs] 
and the Senator from Colorado [Mr. TELLER], on this side, have ex- 
amined the witnesses, have taken the testimony bearing on the charges 
so freely and so flippantly made by the Senator from Texas when this 
petition was introduced. And while I do not intend to debate at all 
the testimony taken before that committee, I have a right to say, and 
it is my duty to say in reply to what the Senator from Texas has 
stated, that his assertion that these men are without character is shown 
by the testimony to be utterly without foundation in my opinion. 

Mr. PUGH. Mr. President, will the Senator allow me? 

Mr. SPOONER. Why, certainly. 

Mr. PUGH. Iama member of the Committee on Privileges and 
Elections that is charged with the duty of making this investigation. 
The Senator from Louisiana [Mr. Evstts] and myself were members 
of the subcommittee appointed by the full committee to examine the 
witnesses brought before it upon the subject of this examination. 
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I was present during the time when most of the witnesses were 
examined, and so was the Senator from Louisiana, and so was the Sen- 
ator from Texas [Mr. Coxe]. I feel it my duty to state, and 1 do 
state, that when tha> testimony is published it will fully verify the 
statement of the Senator Som Texas that the man who wrote the letter 
that the Senator from Wisconsin has had read to the Senate is un- 
worthy of credit and could not be sustained in any judicial proceeding 
bd any reputable witness in the county and community in which he 

ved. 


That examination was made months ago. It was protracted through 
several months, It culminated several months ago. I have neverseen 
any of the testimony since it has been printed. It is all printed, as I 
am informed. ‘There bas been abundant time for that testimony to be 
reported to the Senate. 

= HOAR. Is nota copy of that testimony in the Senator’s pos- 
session? 

Mr. PUGH. I sent, at the instance of the Senator from Texas [ Mr. 
Coxe], to the clerk of the Committee on Privileges and Elections for 
a copy of that testimony. I obtained it and delivered it to the Sena- 
tor ous Texas. 

Mr. HOAR. I desire to say that the clerk of the committee—— 

Mr. PUGH. Ihave since sent for a copy of that testimony to the 
clerk to deliver to the junior Senator from Texas [ Mr. rare nr I 
desired a copy of that testimony for my own use, having parted with the 
one sent me to the Senator from Texas [Mr. COKE], as I stated before. 
I have never read that testimony in print. Ihave been unable to ob- 
tain any other copy of that testimony than the one I furnished to the 
Senator from Texas [Mr. COKE]. 

Mr. HOAR. The Senator will pardon me. The clerk of the Com- 
mittee on Privileges and Elections was absent from the city alittle while 
ago, owing to the very severe illness of his father, but the gentleman 
tempo left in charge of the room during the clerk’s absence, as I 
understand, delivered the last two copies, which had been printed for 
the use of the committee, to the Senator from Alabama, one for the 
senior Senator from Texas, and one for the junior Senator from Texas. 

Mr. PUGH. Ihave never received but one copy. 

Mr. HOAR. Then there is a mistake about it. 

Mr. REAGAN. I desire to say that I called twice on different days 
on the Senator from Wisconsin [Mr. SPOONER], and asked him to fur- 
nish mea copy of the testimony he has been discussing, and I have 
called on two other members of the committee, and I have never been 
able ta obtain a copy of the testimony. 

Mr. PUGH. If the Senator from Wisconsin will allow me, I desire 
to state that the testimony taken by the subcommittee, which has 
never yet been reported to the full committee, will show that the 
troubles which that committee was called on to investigate grew out 
of an election of county officers. That testimony, in my opinion, will 
show beyond question that there wasno politics that caused the trouble 
at Brenham after the election of those county officers. The contest in 
the election was over the election of a judge of probate and the election 
of other county officers. The candidates voted for at that election 
were nominated by a peoples’ convention at Brenham, made up of cit- 
izens irrespective of party or race. That citizens’ meeting nominated 
the candidates. That meeting was made up of colored As, and 
white people, of Republicans and Democrats. The witnesses who testi- 
fied before this committee were colored witnesses, Republicans, and 
white Democrats, and the witnesses who voted for the peoples’ nomi- 
nees in that election were a number of them Republicans in Washing- 
ton County, men of property and men of character. 

I state again that when that testimony is published it will fall far 
short of sustaining the statements made or the opinions expressed by 
the Senator from Wisconsin. There is a difference of opinion between 
that Senator and myself as to what that testimony establishes. Iam 

y confident that when that testimony is published and exam- 
it will show that the troubles produced by that election and grow- 
ing out of it were on account of an effort of the best citizens of Wash- 
ington County, made up of Republicans and Democrats, colored people 
and white people, to keep the persons who were seeking these county of- 
fices from obtaining them, as they had had possession of them for years 
before; and one of them who had been county treasurer, I believe it was, 
had been convicted of embezzlement of many thousand dollars of county 
fands and lodged in the penitentiary. It was this class of people that 
had obtained these county offices through the use of the ignorant vote of 
the It was the use that they had made of these county offices 
that caused this meeting of the citizens for the purpose of defeating that 
elass in hol on to these offices. 
. Mr. SPOONER. I only rise for the purpose of asking the Senator 
from Alabama to let me know when he gets through with his question. 

Mr. PUGH. I obtained leave to make a statement, not to answera 

question or ask one. 


Mr. SPOONER. The Senator took me off my feet in the middle of | _ 


a sen 
Mr. PUGH. I obtained leave to make a statement in answer to 
what the himself stated, and if the Senator objects to my say- 


ire PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from Wisconsin 
yie 

Mr. PUGH. Is there objection to my going on? 

Mr. SPOONER. No, no. Let the Senator go ahead. 
ject at all. : 

Mr. PUGH. I will close by simply saying—— 

Mr. SPOONER. I do not object at all. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. PALMER in the chair). TheSen- 
ator from Alabama will proceed. 

Mr. PUGH. I say that I make the statements that I do upon per- 
sonal knowledge of what the testimony will show when it is published, 
and I say that it will demonstrate to every fair-minded man that the 
statement made by the Senator from Winconsin has—I will not say no 
foundation—but the preponderance of the evidence taken by that com- 
mittee that is worthy of credit and belief will show that hisstatement 
in reference to the facts it establishes is entirely unsupported, 

Mr. SPOONER. Will the Senator allow me to ask him a question? 

Mr. PUGH. Certainly. z 

Mr. SPOONER. Do the facts show that the ballot-box at Grapall 
was raided while the votes were being counted and the ballots taken 
and the count stopped? : 

Mr. PUGH. i deny that the testimony will show that. 

Mr. SPOONER. Does the testimony show that thers was any inter- 
ference with the count at any poll in that county? 

Mr. PUGH. I deny that the testimony will show that. 

Mr, SPOONER. Does the testimony show that there was ever any 
election in Washington County ? 

Mr. PUGH. Well, when the Senator asks a question that is worthy 
of an answer, and a proper one to be asked of a Senator or propounded 
by a Senator, I will answer it. 

Mr. SPOONER: I beg the Senator’s psrdon. I was so astounded 
by his answer to the two previous questions that I put to him, that I 
put what I concede was an improper question. 

Mr. PUGH. Isimply call on the Senate to wait until the testimony 
taken by that committee is published, and the Senate and the country 
can judge of the character of that testimony and what it establishes. 
I undertake to say that when it is published it will show that the 
troubles growing out of that election were provoked by the effort of 
these people, who are now getting up this investigation and trying to 
make political use of it. They occurred after an effort on the part of 
the best people in Brenham, Washington County, to lace these 
men from offices in which they had been guilty of em ement and 
crime, and in which they had destroyed the credit of that county. 

Mr. SPOONER. Mr. ent— 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. TheSenator will pleasesuspend. The 
hour of 2 o’clock having arrived, it becomes the duty of the Chair to 
lay before the Senate the unfinished business, being the bill (S. 12) to 
provide for the formation and admission into the Union of the State of 
Washington, and for other purposes. 


COURTS IN MISSOURI. 


Mr. VEST. I rise to a privileged question. I wish to make a con- 
ference report. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. It will be received if there be no ob- 
jection. 

Mr. VEST submitted the following report: 

The committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses on 
the amendments of the Senate to the bill (E R. 1004) entitled ‘‘ An act to change 
the time of the sessions of the circuit court of the western division of the west- 
ern district of Missouri" having met, after full free 
to recommend and do recommend to their : 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendments of the Sen- 
ate, and agree to the same, 


I do not ob- 


Managers on the of the Senate. 
LBERSON, 
JNO. H. ROGERS, 


L. B. CASWELL, 
x Managers on the part of the House of Representatives, 

The report was concurred in. 

PRESIDENTIAL APPROVALS. 

A message from the President of the United States, by Mr. O. L. 
PRUDEN, one of his secretaries, announced that the President had, on 
the 11th instant, approved and signed an act (S. 3364) to provide for 
an American register for the steamer Saginaw, of New York; and an 
act (S. 1813) for the relief of Susan B. Hopkins, widow of Arvah Hop- 
kins, late of Tallahassee, Fla., deceased. 


KILLING OF JOSEPH HOFFMAN, WASHINGTON COUNTY, TEXAS. 
Mr. HOAR. I ask unanimous consent that the pending measure be 
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ator from Alabama or by the Senator from Texas to the quite unneces- 
sary task of defending the Committee on Privilegesand Elections against 
the charge of having unnecessarily delayed making its report. That 
is not the business which at this particular moment I am in, 
I ask the Senate to bear me witness that I have not en here in 
any debate upon the testimony given before that committee or the ef- 
fect of it except so far as forced to do so by the intervention of the Sen- 
ator from Texas and the Senator from Alabama. 

The Senator from Texas has challenged the authenticity of the let- 
ter which I read as passing from Mr. Hoffman to Mr. Hackworth upon 
the ground that Hackworth is a man of infamous character, ready at 
any time to commit the crime of forgery or any other crime which he 
thought would answer his purpose. I stated, and I repeat it, that the 
Senator from Texas, when this petition was presented to the Senate 
signed by S. A. Hackworth, by J. L. Moore, and Karl Schuetze, be- 
fore any evidence had been taken, before the resolution or petition had 
even been referred to the committee, denounced these men in the same 
way as scalawags and not entitled to credit. 

I said that the Senator’s criticism or impeachment of these men did 
not come to me now with such significance as it would have come if 
after taking the testimony before the committee I had not been led to 
the conclusion that his original impeachment of their integrity and 
character was utterly without foundation. This has no bearing on the 
question I was debating except this, that it was in answer to his attack 
upon the genuineness of this letter predicated on the bad character not 
of the man who wrote it but of the man who sent it to me. 

Isaid before the Senator from Alabama intervened, and I say again, 
that on the testimony taken before that committee, Stephen A. Hack- 
worth, aside from the fact that he was a Republican politician, aside 
from the fact that he oe in making Republican speeches to 
‘‘ nigger” audiences—which is proof positive in that region, as much 
of the testimony shows, that a man is a bad character—aside from the 
fact that he had been politically active, stands upon the testimony en- 
titled to full credit on the witness stand and generally. © 

He had been for a long time a resident in that county. He had been 
repeatedly elected to office in the county. He had been once charged 
with an offense of some maladministration in office. Two or three in- 
dictments had been presented against him, or informations had been 
filed against him; and every witness by whom his character was sought 
to be impeached was asked the question, ‘‘ Was he not indicted while 
he was county judge?’’ ‘‘Yes.’’ But never in a single case was that 
sarge followed by the other question which would elicit the truth, 

t he was acquitted upon the trial, and the other charges were all 
nolle prossed. 

There were men who testified before the committee generally that 
he wasa bad man. On cross-examination, when we pressed them to 


attempt to discredit this letter—this statement froma man now dead— 
of his hopes and fears, and of his courage and devotion—this man who 
stood well even in Washington County, Texas, and who had been 
elected again and again to office, by such a s ion. 

Mr. COKE. What is the post-mark on the letter? 

Mr. SPOONER. I care nothing about the post-mark on the letter. 
The envelope has printed on one end of if ‘‘Return in ten days to J. 
Hoffman, county assessor, Burton, Tex.” 

Mr. COKE. was the letter mailed? 

Mr. SPOONER. It bears the stamp of the railway post-office, Au- 

17, one day after its date. The letter is not from Kansas; the 

ter is not dated in Kansas. The letter bears date where it was 

signed or purports to be signed. It is on the official letter-head of Joe 
Hoffman, the assessor of Washington County: 

Aran of assessor of Washington County, Joe Hoffman, Burton, Tex., August 


Here is the official letter-head of Mr. Hoffman and the official envel- 
ope of Mr. Hoffman. The letter is signed by Mr. Hoffman, and is 
dated at Burton, Tex. There is every indication, toa right-thinking 
man, that this isa genuine letter. Itcarries proof of genuineness upon 
its face. There are two pages of it, not in the handwriting of Mr. 
Hackworth, but I believe in handwriting of Mr. Hoffman; and the 
forgery “that that letter metab os eral of th rei 

: as an to this country, 
from a German soldier who wan to live and to bea free man in Wash- 
ington County, Texas, shall be broken and shall go for nothing because 
the Senator states that Stephen A. Hackworth, who sent it to me, is a 
man of bad character. 

Mr. President, another thing that goes to the weight of the Sena- 


tor’s condemnation is this: At the time he made his speech, when this 
petition was introduced, he denounced J. L. Moore, another of the pe- 
titioners, as a scallawag and a man unworthy of credit. Sir, I state 
without hesitation—and I believe I am entirely accurate about it— 
that among all the witnesses, Democrats. and Republicans, who came 
before that committee, there were but one or two who did not say that 
Mr. Moore was a gentleman and entitled to credit, and that they had 
nothing against him except that he worked and voted for the Repub- 
lican ticket, made speeches at negro meetings, etc. If Ido not state 
the fact accurately, I hope the Senator from Colorado and the Senator 
from New York will correct me. 

It will notdo, Mr. President, to attempt to whistle this letter down 
the wind, to stifle this pathetic voice that comes up from Washington 
County to his countrymen, upon any such suggeston as that to which 
the Senator from Texas resorts. 

The Senator from Alabama undertakes to discuss what I had not un- 
dertaken to discuss—the testimony given before that committee. Isay, 


sir, that in my opinion the uncontradicted testimony shows thal two- 


separate ballot-boxes or polls were raided and that as to one of those 
cases the ballot-boxes while the count was going on were taken and the 
ballots taken out and the count not permitted to proceed. Upon one 
> oor ape occasions a man who came in there named Bolton was shot 

I undertake to say that the undisputed testimony as to another of 
the cases is that after the ballots had been counted, and while two men, 
one of them an officer of the election, were on their way from the poll- 
ing-place to the county seat to deliver over the papers to the proper 
county oficer, they were stopped by masked menand at the point of a 
revolver were compelled to hand over their tally-sheets and the ballot- 
boxes. And yet the Senator would have it understood that there were 
no outrages committed on the ballot in Washington County, Texas! 

Those polling-places were, as I need not say, all Republican polling- 
places. There was no violence at any Democratic polling-place. This 
was in the black district, where the Republican majority came from, 
and that was and had been for many years a strong Republican county. 
Three negroes who were at one of the polling-places were taken upon 
a charge of being accessory to the killing of this man Bolton—men who, 
I think the testimony showed, were absolutely guiltless of any par- 
ticipation whatever. They were never examined. No testimony was 
taken. They were taken out from the jail by masked men and hanged. 
They had no chance for their lives in this law-abiding county of Texas, 
any more chance than if they had been rats or mad dogs. 

I stated the other day that there were circumstances connected with 
this infamous ou pathetic beyond the power of expression. That 
was not all, sir. r the election, men—those men who have left the 
State of Texas and who signed this petition—had notices served upon 
them which are in the testimony, commanding them toleave the State of 
Texas. This was after a mass meeting of Democrats had been held at 
the county seat upon the subject. This man, Joe Hoffman, this brave 
man, who dared to be a Tepania in Washington County, Texas, this 
man who had marched with Sherman, in our uniform and under our 
flag, from Atlanta to the sea, a German-American citizen, the uncon- 
tradicted testimony shows, when this election was over, had a notice 
served upon him. It is here in the testimony, and I would not for 
the world have commented upon this testimony, as I stated the other 
day, but for the fact that the Senators have compelled me, in justice 
to these men and in justice to the committee, to do it. 

The testimony of the witness Hoffman was taken before the sub- 
committee, his examination being conducted by the Senator from New 
York [Mr. Evarts], and I may say in reply to the Senator from Ala- 
bama that all the time that I attended the examination of these wit- 
nesses I never saw the Senator from Texas there for more than five 
minutes. 

Let me read from the testimony which I hold in my hand—the no- 
tice to Hoffman: 


Jor HOFFMAN: ° 
You are requested to vacate Burton forever by Saturday night, 


CITIZENS, 

Mr. HAWLEY. ‘The best people! 

Mr. SPOONER. Yes; the ‘best people’’—‘‘citizens.’? Thatis the 
old formula which obtained for so many years throughout the South- 
ern States, when men were being driven to the swamp and ont of the 
States because they chose to vote the Republican ticket. Mr. Hoff- 
man was too brave a man to leave there, and he refused to leave, al- 
though his letter shows that he felt that he wasin danger. He felt 
that his nine motherless children were liable to become orphans any 
day because of the malevolence of his political foes. Joseph Hoffman 
staid there like an honest man. This was no “‘nigger’’ ki ; this 
was not some ‘‘negro agitator,” whose existence there imperiled the 
best society. ‘This was a white man, a Republican, living in the coun- 
try of his‘adoption, which he had served in battle. 

But, Mr. President, if any Senator on that side supposes that I in- 
troduced this resolution which I now send to the desk for the purpose 
oieta foe Iam making, he is mistaken. If any Senator 
supposes I intended to debate what transpired before that committee, 


DECEMBER §&, 1896. 


he is mistaken, If any Senator supposes that my desire was tostirup - 
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pochonal strife or make a point for the Republican party, he is mis- 
taken. 

My purpose was this: This man, Joe Hoffman, was still under the 
subpoena of this Senate. This man, Joe Hoffman, had been served by 
an officer of the Senate with a subpena commanding him to come here 
and give his testimony. : i 

We may not be able, Mr. President, to throw the safeguard of the 
law, the protection which the law ought to give to all men whomever 
and whatever and wherever they are, around men in Washington Conn- 
ty, Texas, if they choose to be Republicans—— 

Mr. PUGH. _ Mr. President—— 

Mr. SPOONER. We may not be able to throw the safeguards of 
the law around men in other parts of the South, but we ought to be 
able to protect a man summoned asa witness before a committee of the 
Senate. We ought to be able to protect him from being shot ruthlessly 
down at his home because he dared to obey a subpcena and give his 
testimony. If we can not protect him the fact should be known of all 


men. 

Mr. PUGH. What information, let me ask the Senator, has he as 
to the cirenmstances under which Hoffman was killed ? 

Mr. SPOONER. Ihave no information as to the circumstances un- 
der which Mr. Hoffman was killed except this, that he had been before 
this committee, and we subpoenaed him as a witness again. He did 
not come. An officer of the Senate, who stands within hearing of my 
voice, who served the subpcena on him, informed the committee that 
Joseph Hoffman was afraid to come; that he had informed the officer 
that he had been threatened with death because of his former attend- 
ance and of the testimony he had given. 

I have no other information than that, and the information given by 
this letter from Mr. Hoffman, that he lived in daily dread of what at 
last came to him. ar 

I have, in addition, the information given by the newspapers, that he 
was shot in cold blood while talking with several gentlemen at Bren- 
ham, Tex., in broad daylight several days ago. 

Now, Mr. President, the object of the resolution which I propose to 
offer is this: I want the Senate of the United States if they will, in 
view of the information which we have, which of course may not be 
absolutely accurate or entirely reliable, although I deem it sufficient to 
authorize and instruct its Committee on Privileges and Elections to 
investigate the circumstances attending the murder of this man, with 
especial reference to ascertaining and reporting whether the fact that 
he had testified before the Senate committee in obedience to a com- 
mand of the Senate had anything to do with the cause of his taking off. 
‘That was the purpose of my resolution; that was the purpose with which 
I sought the floor and which I intended to express in five minutes in- 
stead of taking up the time I have taken. i 

Now, Mr. President, before I sit down I owe the Senator from South 
Carolina [Mr. BUTLER], I think, an apology (in view of the fact that 
he did not interrupt me orally) for alluding to him in the discussion. 
That apology I certainly tender to the Senator. ‘ 

Mr. BUTLER, ‘That is quite satisfactory to me, Mr. President. I 
had not interrupted the Senator at all. í 

Mr. SPOONER. I had interpreted the expression of the Senator’s 
face as lawyers often do in court, and as I concede I probably ought 
not to have done in the Senate. I thought I saw something like a 
sneer on the Senator’s face, but I owe him an apology for referring to 
it, which I cheerfully tender to the Senator. 

Mr. BUTLER. * Why, Mr. President, I was simply enjoying a priv- 

which I think we all have on this floor, of smiling occasionally. 
I think it is a privilege we all exercise, the privilege of smiling, not of 
sneering. I do not think Iwas guilty of any offense. Iwas surprised 
when I was taken up by the Senator from Wisconsin. Of course I have 
no feeling about it at all. X 

Mr. SPOONER. I have made the amende honorable to the Senator 
as well as I can, and I think perhaps that feature of the debate ought 
to be ended. . 

T now send to the desk the resolution which I offer, and which I ask 
may be read for information and referred according to the rules. 

e PRESIDENT pro tempore. ‘The resolution will be read for in- 
formation. 

The Chief Clerk read as follows: 


Whereas Joseph Hoffman, of Brenham, Washington County, Texas, a promi- 
nent German Republican of that county and a witness before the subcommit- 
tee of the Committee on Privileges and Elections of the Senate, was recently 
shot down, apparently in cold blood, in said city of Brenbam; and 

Whereas there is some reason to believe that the taking of his life was directly 
attributable to his political views and activity and tothe fact that he had given 
strong testimony before the Senate committee upon the investigation, whichis 
still pending, under order of the Senate, into alleged election outrages per- 
petrated in said Washington County, Texas; and 

Whereasit is of the utmost importance that witnesses before Congressional in- 
vestigating committees may, without danger to their lives, freely and fully tes- 
bas) Geri matters under investigation: Now, therefore, 

That the Committee on Privileges and Elections be, and itishereby, 
instructed to investigate, either by the subcommittee in charge of the investi- 
gation of alleged outrages in Washington County, Texas, or by another sub- 
committee or otherwise, the cifcumstances attend g the killing of said Joseph 
Hoffman, with especial reference to ascertaining whether sai killing was in 
any sense due to the testimony given by said Hoffman before the Senate investi- 
gating committee as aforesaid, and the said committee, or its subcommittee as 
aforesaid, is hereby empowered, in pursuing said investigation, to send for per- 


sons and papers, and to employ a stenographer; and said committee is directed 
to report at the earliest epractiontie day to the Senate, the testimony, with their 
views thereon, and such recommendation, if any, as to the committee shall 
seem best, and the said committee may sit during the recess, 


Mr. COKE. Mr. President, I know nothing of the occurrence spoken 
of in that resolution except what I derive from the public journals, and 
I am informed by the dispatches in the papers I have received that 
Mr. Hoffman was killed by some unknown person, I think not in the 
day time but in the night; and at the same time that Mr. Hoffman 
was killed Mr. Holt, a leading Democrat of Washington County, and 
an exceedingly active one, was severely if not mortally wounded by 
the same shot. 

Mr. REAGAN. Mr. Holt, I understand, has since died of his wound. 

Mr. SPOONER. If the Senator will allow me, Mr. Holt was bitterly 
opposing Judge Kirk and the present Democratic county ticket in 
Washington County. 

Mr. TELLER. And was on the same ticket with Hoffman. 

Mr. COKE. It was not stated that Holt was on the same ticket with 
Hoffman. 

Mr. TELLER. He was supporting the same ticket; I will not say 
that he was on the same ticket. 

Mr. COKE. My colleague tells me that Mr. Holt has died of his 
wound. I had not heard that, I am very sorry to hear it. He was 
a good man anda Democrat. He was the brother of Mr. Holt, the 
executive committeeman for the State of Texas in the national Demo- 
cratic committee. 

He and Mr. Hoffman were engaged in conversation together. Mr. 
Hoffman is said by the newspapers of Texas to have been the Demo- 
cratic nominee for county treasurer, and he and Mr, Holt were together 
talking in front of a certain house when an assassin (it was after dark) 
fired upon them and killed Hoffman instantly, and, as my colleague 
informs me, Mr. Holt has died since. Am I correct? 

Mr. REAGAN. I do not think that Iam mistaken. I think I saw 
a statement that Mr. Holt died a short time afterwards. 

Mr. COKE. He was stated to have been severely if not mortally 
wounded, 

Mr. SPOONER. It did not take him long to die; there is no doubt 
about that. 

Mr. COKE. Now, Mr. President, here is a Democrat, a leading, act- 
ive, working Democrat, who was shot down; and at the same time, 
and by the same assassin, Mr. Hoffman, also a Democrat, as reported 
in this paper, was shot. I do not know Mr. Hoffman, but he is repre- 
sented in the dispatches to be the Democratic nominee for treasurer, 
Both were killed by the same shot. Yet this fact is paraded here by 
the Senator from Wisconsin with the view of showing that it was a 
Democratic outrage in Washington County. : 

Those are the facts as they are given in the newspapers of the country. 
Two Democrats were shot down by an unknown assassin when they 
were suspecting nothing, and yet it is called a great Democratic out- 
rage! $ 

Mr. TELLER. I want to ask the Senator from Texas, if he will 
allow me, whether he means to say that Joe Hoffman was a Democrat 
or had ever been a Democrat? abi, 

Mr. COKE. I mean to say this, that a newspaper at Brenham—that 
the Daily Dallas News, which has a dispatch giving a narration of the 
circumstances, says that Joe Hoffman was the Democratic nominee for 
county treasurer of Washington County, and only one of two nominees 
of the Democratic party that had not also been nominated or indorsed 
by the Republicans. 

Mr. TELLER. Does not the Senator from Texas know that Mr. 
Hoffman had been a leading Republican? 

Mr. COKE. I do not know it. 

Mr. TELLER. Does not the Senator know that it was testified by 
more than one man before that committee that he was a Republican? 

Mr. COKE. I did not know it at all, and I am led to believe that 
the Senator’s understanding is not a correct one from the statements 
that I see in the papers and the only ones I see giving a statement of 
this transaction. 

Mr. TELLER. The Senator from Texas has the printed testimony 
in which Mr. Hoffman testified that he was a Republican, and the Sen- 
ator knows it, if he will take the pains to read it. 

Mr. COKE. Ihave a volume of testimony as large as this volume 
that I hold in my hand. I have had it some two or three weeks, but 
I have only had time to glance hurriedly over an occasional of it. 
I have not had time to go over the whole of it. I did not know that 
Mr. Hoffman had testified here until I heard it from the Senator from 
Wisconsin. i 

Mr. SPOONER, If the Senator from Texas will allow me a mo- 
ment, I will say that if the Senator holds that testimony in his hand 
and will turn to-the index, he will find the name of Joe Hoffman 
among the witnesses; and if he will then turn to the page on which 
Joe Hoffman's testimony is given, he will see that he testifies under 
oath as to whether he is a Republican or a Democrat, and the Senator 
will not then repeat the statement that Joe Hoffman was a Democratic 
politician. 

Mr, COKE. I remarked at the commencement that all I know 
about this transaction I derived from the newspapers; and I state what 
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the newspapers say on this subject when I say that Mr. Hoffman was 
the Democratic nominee for county treasurer of Washington County; 
and I know Mr. Holt personally. I have known him for many years, 
and I know him to be a very strong, leading, and active Democrat. 

And I know further, Mr. President, that nothing has occurred in 
Washington County in many years which has so excited the people as 
this double assassination. Meetings have been held there, and the 
governor has been called on to offer a reward of a thousand dollars for 
the discovery of this assassin. Private rewards have also been offered. 

Mr. SPOONER. If the Senator will allow me to interrupt him, I 
desire to say that I am glad that that is trae. It denotes a change 
perhaps—I hope it does—in Texas. 

The uncontradicted testimony showed that no rewards were offered 
for the apprehension of the men who raided the ballot-boxes or for the 
men who tanned the negroes in Washington County, Texas. I inter- 
rogated myself Governor Ireland on the witness-stand, and he testified 
that, although informed of the occurrence, he had offered no rewards, 
and the testimony showed that no step was taken either in the county 
or State to secure the punishment of the men that committed the 
crime. 

Mr. COKE. It makes very little difference to me what the Senator’s 
views are ona thing of this kind. I simply stated the fact that the 
governor had been, requested to offer a reward for the discovery of the 
assassin, which is true. 

Mr. EVARTS. For the discovery of this one. 

Mr. COKE. And I cite that fact as evidence that it is not the case 
which is paraded before the Senate—ofa Democraticoutrage. The 
Senator from Wisconsin says that Governor Ireland offered no reward 
for the men who violated the ballot-boxes and who hung those three 
negroes. Buta reward is offered for the men who assassinated those 
two men. 

Mr. SPOONER. Then that must be because one of them was a 
Democrat. 

Mr. COKE. Well, I amsimply stating the facts. If they were Dem- 
ocrats then it is not the Democraticoutrage that the Senator from Wis- 
consin would make it out to be. ‘ 

Mr. SPOONER. I said one of them was a Democrat. I think the 
Democrat was killed by mistake,probably. Ithink the man they were 
after was a Republican, Joe Hoffman. 

Mr. COKE. I simply state what I see in the papers about it. The 
papers said that Hoffman was a Democratic nominee for county treas- 
urer. I know Mr. Holt to have been a Democrat, a very ardent and 
active one. Thoseare the two men who were killed. 

With reference, now, to the facts that have transpired in Fort Bend 
County. The Senator from Wisconsin read papers showing that certain 
parties had been ordered out of that county. 

What were the facts in that county? One of the very best citizens 
in that county, a Mr. Shamblin, was assassinated in his own house 
‘when surrounded by his wife and children, simply because he was a 
Democrat, and a card was tacked to his gate-post giving the reason for 
his assassination to be that he was a Democrat. Mr. Shamblin was a 
Democrat of Fort Bend County, sitting with his wife and children in 


his home and was shot down, and the transaction is explained by a card ! 


tacked to his gate-post. In a little while, may be two or three weeks, 
another attempt at assassination was made, another leading Democrat, 
Capt, H. H. Frost, was shot and badly wounded from an ambush as he 
was entering his own yard-gate at night. He was not killed, but that 
was not the fault of the would-be assassin. 

From those transactions people became alarmed. When was this 
thing to cease? Who was to be the next? The people got together 
and having evidence that certain parties had instigated these assas- 
sinations they were ordered to leave. 

Mr. SPOONER. Will the Senator allow me to interrupt him? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from Texas yield? 

Mr. COKE. Yes, sir. 

Mr. SPOONER. I desire to say that this, as a pretext for the or- 
dering of this man to leave Washington County, Texas, was never 
lisped in all the investigation made before that committee, and I for 
one never heard it suggested until this moment. 

Mr. COKE. I am speaking of the transactions occurring in Fort 
Bend County about which the Senator had some papers read some 
minutes ago. 

Mr. SPOONER. I beg the Senator’s pardon. 
alluding to the other case. 

Mr. COKE. That is all there is about the transaction in Fort Bend 
County. One Democrat was shot down when surrounded by his wife 
and children, and another severely if not mortally wounded two or 
three weeks after that as he was entering his house, both because they 
had been active Democratic politicians. It was in consequence of these 
things that the men were ordered to leave Fort Bend as described in 
the papers sent up by the Senator from Wisconsin to the desk. 

Mr. TELLER. I would like to inquire of the Senator from Texas if 
that is all the punishment inflicted on people in Texas when they com- 
mit: murder—that they are ordered to leave the State? 

Mr. COKE. I do not pretend to justify these things. 
what occurred. 


I thought he was 
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Mr. TELLER. If these men are guilty, why are they not punished ? 

Mr. COKE. They ought to be punished, but you have casesall over 
this country of men who take the law into their own hands, and if there 
is anything that will make men do that, it is such assassinations as oc- 
curred in Fort Bend and Washington Counties. 

Mr. TELLER. I should like to say to the Senator from Texas that 
I have had a pretty extended acquaintance in the United States, and 
I never knew in any section of the country where I have lived (and 
since I have been a voter I have lived in three States) a man killed for 
his political principles—never. Nor can the Senator state that any 
such killing occurred in any Northern State. 5 

Mr. COKE. IfI had known that this debate would occur to-day, I 
would have brought papers that I have on this subject. The debate 
has been precipitated upon the Senate without notice to anybody, and 
the papers referring to it are allin my room. But of the fact that these 
people were killed in Fort Bend County because of their politics, and 
that, too, as is supposed, by Republicans and negroes, there is no ques- 
tion in the world. 

Mr. TELLER. Then you ought to punish them. 

Mr. COKE. Well, these men were assassinated and their assassins 
are unknown. People get tired after awhile of being shot down in 
that way. One killed and then ina little while another wounded— 
intended to have been killed—and all from the same source. 

Now, Mr. President, I do not desire to anticipate the Washington 
County case or the testimonyinit. The testimony has not been laid on 
the desks of Senators. Itis not here so that we can see it and com- 
ment on it and refer toit, but I do assert here now, notwithstanding the 
assertions made by the Senator from Wisconsin, that the testimony taken 
by the Committee on Privileges and Elections utterly fails to make out 
any such case as he charges here before the Senate and the country 
against that people. 

And I assert further, Mr. President, that of the three men who me- 
morialized the Senate for this investigation, Hackworth and Schuetze 
are men of infamous character. I stated in reply to a question from 
the Senator from Wisconsin when this matter was up before, that prob- 
ably Moore was a good man. I have since looked into the testimony. 
There are witneases who say that he is a good man, and there are other 
and better witnesses who say that he isa very bad man. As to Hack- 
worth and Schuetze, I do not think anybody defends them against the 
charge of being very bad men. 

Mr. SPOONER. Will the Senator give me the name of the witness 
who says that he is an infamous man, or a very bad man? 

Mr. COKE. Of whom does the Senator speak—Moore ? 

Mr. SPOONER. Yes. 

Mr. COKE. Colonel Giddings forone. Hesays Moore isa bad man. 

Mr. SPOONER. Well, who else? 

Mr. COKE. Ihappen to remember that one. There were others— 
I will say as many as three or four witnesses—that testify that this man 
Moore is a bad man. 

Mr. SPOONER. There were about forty witnesses examined, I think, 
and all the rest concurred that he was a good man. 

Mr. COKE. However that may be, the testimony will be printed, 
the report will be made and will be laid upon the desks of Senators, 
and I am prepared when that is done to enter into a discussion of all 
of it, and have no fears but that an ample vindication of the people of 
Washington County will be the result. 

Mr. PUGH. Mr. President, I have no disposition to continue this 
debate, but I feel it due to myself to make a correction of the statement 
I made in reference to the presence of the Senator from Texas [ Mr. 
COKE] during the examination of witnesses by the subcommittee. He, 
myself, and the Senator from Louisiana [ Mr. Eustis] were in frequent 
conference with the witnesses we had to examine, and I had confounded 
his presence on those occasions with his presence at the time of the ex- 
amination of the subcommittee. He informs me himself that he was 
only present at the subcommittee examination on one day. 

Mr. COKE. And then only for a few minutes. 

Mr. PUGH. And then only fora short time. I desire further to 
state that the sauare issue between the Senator from Wisconsin [ Mr. 
SPOONER] and myself in reference to a matter of fact that each of us 
states is established by the testimony, is explained so far as I am con- 
cerned by the testimony as I remember it in reference to the raiding of 
the ballot-box. The testimony is that there was a young man by the 
name of Bolton, a young man of bility and standing in the 
community—who was related, I believe to Judge Kirk or some of the 
candidates at that election—— 

Mr. COKE. His father was a candidate at the election. 

Mr. PUGH. Yes, his father wasa candidate for county commissioner. 
This young man went to the polling-place at Graball, as I believe the 
place is calied, for the purpose of ascertaining the result at that box. 
The officers were engaged in counting the vote in an outhouse, and 
when he shoved open the door and entered the house where the elec- 
tion officers were engaged in counting the ballots, as soon as he ap- 
peared in the light, he was shot down in the doorway by some persons 
from the outside. My recollection is that there were as many as three 
shots fired at him from the outside of the building, and the young 
man fell dead in the doorway. 
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That produced such confusion and such a panic among the election 
officers that the lights were extinguished and the boxes and the ballots 
were scattered over the floor. They were never collected and were 
never counted. 

The three negroes who were in jail and who were taken out and 
hanged, as has been stated, and as is shown by the testimony, were 
shown to have been present at the time this young man Bolton was 
shot, and it was believed that the three negroes were the authors of his 
death. They were arrested and put in jail on that charge, of the mur- 
der of young Bolton. When in jail some wicked people, if you call 
them so—of course it was wrong for them to go there and break open 
that jail, but it is done every day under provocations of that sorten- 
tered the jail and took out the three negroes, and they were hanged. 

That, Mr. President, I am satisfied, will be shown to be the fact as 
established by the testimony when it is published. Now, thatis what 
is called the *‘raiding’’ which was established by the testimony. That 
occurrence was as I have stated. 

The other facts in reference to the destruction of a return which the 
returning officers had to carry to Brenham or wherever the county seat 


was—- 

Mr. TELLER. Brenham. 

Mr. PUGH. Yes, Brenham—they were on their way to the county 
seat with the returns as stated by the Senator from Wisconsin, and the 
ballots were taken from them and destroyed. I denied that that was 
a raid in the sense that I understood it, and I denied that the polling 
place at Graball was raided, because I say that the young man Bolton 
who went there did it for the innocent purpose of ascertaining what 
had been the result at that box, his father being a candidate for county 
commissioner, and as soon as he entered the building where the elec- 

-tion officers were counting the ballots he was shot down at the door 
and was found there dead. These three negroes were arrested on the 
charge of his murder, and while in jail they were taken out and hanged 
by a mob. ; 

Mr. EVARTS. Mr. President, the Senator from Texas furthest 
from me [Mr. COKE] considers a ne per as evidence that Mr. Hoff- 
man was a Democrat. I believe that is the whole foundation and ex- 
tent of the Senator's pretension that Hoffman was a Democrat. The 
pages of the testimony before the committee show that Hoffman was 
from top to bottom, from heart to action, a sturdy Republican under 
circumstances that required courage, heroism, and truthfulness, and 
not one word whatever has been made by way even of suggestion that 
he was anything but a Republican. A 

Let me read a dispatch from Brenham to the New York Herald, if 
the newspapers are sources of evidence as to the political opinions of 
important people: 

BRENHAM, TEX., Sepiember 7, 1888. 

Between 10 and 11 o'clock last night Messrs. Joseph Hoffman, tax assessor 
of Washington County, and James Holt, a prominent planter, were sitting at 
the corner of Murphy's saloon on the public square, engaged in conversation, 
when shot from a shotgun heavily loaded with buckshot entered the bodies of 
the two gentlemen, epee ap f killing Mr. Hoffman and fatally wounding Mr. 
Holt. The shot came out the darkness, and nothing can be learned as to 
the identity of the assassin. 

Mr. Hoffman was terribly wounded in a number of places. 

A buckshot entered Mr. Holt’s throat just beneath the chin and passed en- 
tirely through the neck. 

As soon as the shot was heard a number of persons gathered on the spot, and 
their number was soon 1l ly increased. Dr. Lockett was called and did what 
he could for Mr. Holt, but it is said he can not recover. 

The cause of the shooting isa mystery. Hoffman wasa Republican, and a 
candidate for re-election. He was one of the number proscribed during the 

litical troubles in Brenham some time ago, which was made the subject of 
Eongreasional investigation. The Republicans here claim that Hoffman was 
the man shot at, and that the shooting of Holt was purely accidental. 

The only testimony of hearsay—for these newspapers are hearsay— 
I read from the statement of Mr. Hackworth under his responsibility. 
After he had quoted and inserted the telegraphic communication which 
the Senator from Texas relies on as plenary proof, which led to that 
observation, he said: 

The above statement— 

That is, the printed telegram on which the Senator has relied— 


The above statement that Mr. Hoffman was a Democratic nominee for count 
assessor is an unqualified falsehood. Some two months ago some of the Jead- 
ing “Kuklux” Democrats waited upon Mr. Hoffman and informed him if he 
would become a candidate for assessor upon the same ticket with Judge Kirk 
and other present Kuklux officials of Washington County, he would have no 
opposition, but if he became an opposition candidate he would be murdered. 

He declined, as upon his own statement, to avoid a candidacy on 
what ticket? A ticket of the best men of Brenham and the best Dem- 
ocratsof Brenham. Among those espousing that ticket was Mr. Holt, 
whom the Senator from Texas vouches for as an excellent man and a 
prominent Democrat. I think he was both an excellent man and an 
eminent Democrat. He was supporting this ticket upon which almost 
all were Democrats, Joe Hoffman being a Republican, and two others 
retiring from the nomination because of threats of murder if they staid 
on the ticket. Mr. Holt, up to the time of his death, was on the side 
of Hoffman and on the side of the eminent and upright and cou 
ous Democrats who were going to put down the dastardly crowd who 
committed the frauds and violence two years ago and were up again 
for re-election. 

The assassin had two men in view of his murderous shot. One of 


them was a Republican obnoxious to the Kuklux, but not obnoxious 
to the honest and worthy Democrats of that country. With him was 
engaged this firm, courageous, excellent Democrat, who had espoused 
that same ticket and was on the side of Democratic and white Texan 
resistance against violence and murder. 

A shot-gun fired at two people can not be treated as if it had the 
accuracy of the aim of a minie shot. There was either in that mur- 
der a purpose to take both lives, for they were both co-operating 
against the Kuklux ticket, or such recklessness in the purpose to drink 
the blood of the Republican that they did not care if it took down the 
Democrat who stood by his side. I talk of these things not affected 
by any dispute or any differences of opinion which occurred when 
these two gentlemen were conferring together. The shot came from 
a distance of 70 or 75 feet. There was no renconter, no excitement, 
but a deliberate murder in those streets, with none of the excuses of 
election excitement, or of any of the blood which, heated, excuses if it 
does not justify extravagances. 

When we have from the letter of this murdered Republican a narra- 
tive, and the absolute verity and the nobility of his characterare shown 
in every line, which ought to bring admiration from every honest Texan 
and from every honest Democrat, what do we hear from that State as 
here represented but a bold, rash proposition that that letter was forged 
by Hackworth? Look atit. Is there a man here who will look at 
that letter, without calling a witness to prove the handwriting of Joe 
Hoffman, and say that it was aninvention? This has not come into 
existence since this murder. It has come into existence in a confi- 
dential, upright, clear communication from Joe Hoffman to Mr. Hack- 
worth, exhibiting the situation of the contest, exhibiting the urgency 
of honestmen, such as Mr. Holt and such as Mr. Hoffman, to do what 
they could in that region to assert the pre-eminence of justice and of 
right against violent men; and that was the issue. 

Mr. Hoffman took his life in his hand when he was willing to stand 
asa candidate with Mr. Holt as a backer of the ticket, and all the 
honest Democrats who were on the ticket with Hoffman, he though a 
Republican and though exposed toevery danger, which he realized and 
felt, that he stood in an attitude well warned by what preceded in the 
examinations before; and he was under the deep shadow of the recent 
death of his wife, with the nine children who were thus half orphaned 
aad to his skirts to avoid a civil duty; and yet he fulfilled that 

uty. 

I do not care what the Senator from Texas may say, nor what the 
Senator from Alabama may say, no man can read that letter and learn 
the fact of that man’s murder without admiring the courage and the 
constancy of Hoffman, and believingin conformity with the whole record 
of his lite and the whole record of the examination before the Senate 
committee, that he was an upright man, so known and felt by all Demo- 
crats and by all Republicans, by all black men and by all white men; 
that he fell under a former persecution; when there was an approach- 
ing election, by which that same set of men were to be re-elected who 
were engaged in the outrages before, and they were to be imposed upon 
a reluctant community—a community so reluctant that a great body 
of citizens of Democratic faith were on the ticket. 

Hoffman had been elected for nine years assessor, the post of most 
confidence, as we all know, in judgment, in integrity, in confidence, 
and was chosen even in 1886 when he had been robbed of all these 
votes, because there was not fraud and violence enough to overcome 
the honest voters, black and white, of those precincts to re-elect Joe 
Hofiman. He was in office, and he was on the ticket to be re-elected. 
The Kuklux organization, of which Judge Kirk again was the lead- 
ing candidate, was willing to make a barter, as we are assured, for the 
safety of his ticket, against the uprising resentments of the worthy 
Democrats of that county if he would take a place on it with the al- 
ternative, ‘‘ Betray your Republican duty and you shall be continued 
in office; adhere to this uprising Democratic organization against us 
Kuklox and you shall be burned.” 

I agree that violence, however pitiable, however deplorable, is not 
to convict a community or a party. I use no epithets of accusation, 
but I know that it is as true in Texas as it was in Rome and is in all 
jurisprudence, si nocens absolvitur, judex damnatur. That is our accu- 
sation of Washington County and Washin; County politicians, and 
the Kuklux violent men. I need not point a moral nor enforce an 
objurgation, for it is not my function to be a censor or.a mentor; but 
when I heard the testimony given before us two years ago, I knew that 
if violence was to be the method of politics there, there would be no 
opportunity of drawing the line between the victims who were Repub- 
licans and the victims who were Democrats. 

Is not this a pitiable occurrence? Is it not rightthat we should feel 
a spirit and a pride when we are told that at Jast the governor down 
there and the neighborhood are trying to find the author of this cow- 
ardly murder? When we hear of his being hanged after he has been 
tried and after he has been convicted, we shall not scruple to admire 
the deliberate justice in his case, although we contrast it with the rash 
act of that neighborhood, that without evidence and without one par- 
ticle of fact in existence sacrificed the lives of these three colored men 
two years ago, as I think and shall be able to show to the Senate, upon 
no provocation and no incentive except that they spoke the truth and 
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stopped vengeance that was intended to be visited upon those who had 
taken the life of Bolton. 

The Senate, in anticipation of a principal inquiry, probed to the bot- 
tom the question whether this was an innocent young man who came 
to his death by mischance or by rash violence. This leader, Judge Kirk, 
at the stage of the election when it was evident that the people’s ticket 
was to be elected, telegraphed to Bolton, who was the candidate: 
“Things look gloomy; put in your work.” Young Bolton put in his 
work; and in disguise and armed entered this polling-place to put in 
work. There he stood, and one of the colored men going out and get- 
timg a gun came in and, with no complicity whatever of anybody else 
there, killed Bolton, who fell there betore them, and lay for many hours 
before any of his iriends dared to go there and claim him. 

These matters are given in the evidence. Whenever we come to ex- 
amine these questions, as we shall do, I promise the Senators that we 
shall then weigh the outside evidence that bears upon the motives and 
the excuses; but of the principal fact, that Bolton was slain red-handed 
in a violent plan and commenced execution against the ballot-box, there 
will be found no doubt whatever. 

Mr. COKE. Will the Senator allow me to interrupt him? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from New York 
yield to the Senator from Texas ? 

Mr. EVARTS. I will hear the Senator. 

Mr. COKE. I desire to say that the testimony in possession of the 
Senator and his committee proves conclusively that young Bolton, who 
was murdered, went to see the state of the poll alone, and that justas 
he was going into the room where the vote was being counted wasshot 
down by a negro with a gun and fell dead upon the floor. I mean to 
say that the testimony proves conclusively that Bolton had no comrade; 
that he was not armed; that he was not disguised; and that he went 
there when the vote was being counted to see how the poll stood, be- 
cause his father was a candidate for one of the county offices. 

Mr. EVARTS. Now—— 

Mr. COKE. If the Senator will allow me, I do not mean tosay that 
that testimony is uncontradieted, becauseit is contradicted by some men 
who are not ascredible as they mightbe. Ide mean tosay that the men, 
who at home where they live are believed on their oath, and in their 
words, and on their honor, testify to the facts as I state them. ; 

Mr. EVARTS. I will agree that young Bolton came there alone, 
an emissary from his father, urged by the telegram from Kirk to him, 
“Things look dark; put in your work,” or ‘‘get in your work.” 
Judge Kirk, the writer of that telegram, through question after ques- 
tion and page almost after page, straggled to avoid the truth by every 
degree of prevarication in regard to that testimony, thinking that we 
could not get it. We proved it within all rules of evidence in the 
absence of the telegram itself, but when the criminal trial took place 
at Austin before the United States court the tel was produced by 
the force of law, and it threw into absolute discredit all that Mr. Kirk 
and his friends could claim for it. The testimony was undisputed so 
far as ocular evidence went, that when the dead body as it lay, when 
his fearful comrades were afraid to approach it, was found the disguise 
was on it, the corpus delicti proving the deed and the guilt. 

Mr. REAGAN. Mr. President, I shall not object to the passage of 
the resolution presented by the Senator from Wisconsin, simply be- 
cause to object would seem that I was disposed to shrink from an in- 
vestigation of the matters which he presents. But I do not wish it 
understood that in withholding an objection to that resolution I as- 
sent to the authority of Congress to investigate such a case. The Sen- 
ator knows, as every Senator in this body knows, that Congress has 
no jurisdiction over such a case, notwithstanding the form in which he 
has put his words, as I understand it. The Senator tries to get juris- 
diction by indicating that this man was possibly killed on account of 
testimony he- gave here. That would not alter the case, and the Sen- 
ator knows it. 

Mr. SPOONER. The man wasstill under the subpoena of the Senate 
when he was killed. 

Mr. REAGAN. Ishall not continue the discussion on that point. 
Of course no presentation of facts or of law could arrest this sort of 
thing so long as the agitation of such a question and the misrepresenta- 
tion of a people are necessary to influence an election. ' 

If one should listen to the discussion here, to such speeches as have 
been made by the Senator from Wisconsin and the Senator from New 
York, without knowing the actual condition of things and the charac- 
ter of the people of Texas, he would be led to suppose that they were 
the most lawless, the vilest, and the most reckless on earth. Yet not- 
withstanding such speeches are made, men from New York every day 
are traveling through Texas, sometimes persons from Wisconsin, and 
there they find exactly the same sort of people that they find in all 
the other States, a people who abhor crime and who will punish it as 
inevitably as they obtain knowledge of guilt. Our courts punish 
crime without reference to race or condition or politics. So far as I 
am concerned, whenever a man violates the law, whether by commit- 
ting murder, by unlawful interference with the ballot-box, or by any 
other unlawful act, I would aid in and insist upon his punishment. 

I am not going to enter into a discussion of this question generally. 
I only want once more to call attention to the fact that has come out 
to-day from the gentlemen who know and members of the committee, 


that the evidence in this Washington County case was taken and fin- 
ished four months ago, and that it has lain in the hands of the com- 
mittee and in the hands of the Senator from Wisconsin, who is chair- 
man of the subcommittee. 

Mr. SPOONER, Will the Senator allow me? 

Mr. REAGAN. Certainly. 

Mr. SPOONER. I said at the outset—the Senator probably did not 
hear me—that I am not the chairman of the subcommittee. The Sen- 
ator from New York [Mr. Evarts] is the chairman. 

Mr. REAGAN. The Senator may not be the chairman, but he un- 
derstands about it; and he has certainly taken the lead in representing 
the committee on this floor. Perhaps on that account I was misled, 
for I had understood that he was chairman of the snbeommittee. 

That testimony being in his hands for four months or in the hands 
of the committee four months, if not in his, two elaborate discussions 
are made here, er parte, one-sided, prejudiced, unjust to the last de- 
gree, in order to do what? Not to secure justice, not to secure fair- 
ness in elections, not to arrest murderers and prevent murders, but in 
my judgment solely for the purpose of agitation and of aggravating 
public sentiment and securing strength in the pending election. 

Mr. SPOONER. Will the Senator permit me to ask him a question? 

The PRESIDENT protempore. Does the Senator from Texas yield ? 

Mr. REAGAN. Certainly. 

Mr. SPOONER. Has the Senator from Texas read the testimony 
taken before the committee? ` 

Mr. REAGAN. Ihave not read the testimony taken before the com- 
mittee. I have read what was taken in the United States court and a 
supplement that goes with it, but I have not read the body of the tes- 
timony. 

Mr. SPOONER. Ihave based the remarks I have made on this sub- 
ject upon the testimony taken, and I was curious to know how the Sen- 
ator from Texas could find it comporting with fair criticism to denounce 
statements made upon that testimony as unjust and prejudiced when 
he himself has never read a line of it. 

Mr. REAGAN. I did read, as I told the Senator, such testimony as 
was taken before the United States court at Austin, which is a consid- 
erable pamphlet, and a large pamphlet of the testimony taken before 
this committee in reference to the testimony at Austin, but the other 
I have not read. The testimony which I read deals largely with the 
very facts which these two gentlemen have been discussing, so that I 
am not entirely in the dark. 

But, Mr. President, it is a curious spectacle to see a distinguished 
Senator, two distinguished Senators, come twice before the Senate with 
the testimony in their hands, unwilling or afraid to produce it, and 
make deliberate and elaborate efforts to prejudice the popular mind 
against the people of Texas. It isaspectacle I imagine that has never 
before been witnessed in the Senate, a committee charged with an in- 
vestigation coming twice before the Senate to discuss the testimony and 
holding it in secret, either unwilling or afraid to publish it so the Sen- 
ate can see and verify the truth of the statements submitted and see 
the kind of testimony and the character of the men who delivered it. 

The Senator from New York chose to say that my colleague relied 
upon a newspaper statement as to the facts he presented, and the in- 
ference was that the paper published in the county where these trans- 
actions occurred was unreliable—testimony published in a daily at 
Fort Worth by a man of character, and testimony published in a daily 
paper at Houston, Tex. All these papers give the same account, that 
Hoffman was the nominee of the Democrats for assessor of taxes in 
Washington County. 

My colleague has stated that he knew personally Mr. Holt as a lead- 
ing man,as a brother to the superintendent of the Central Railroad, who 
is also a member of the executive Democratic committee of the State 
of Texas, a man of high character and a decided Democrat. But the 
Senator from New York in the face of that statement assumes that 
Holt was co-operating with Hoffman against what he was pleased to 
term, without a word of evidence, the Kuklux organization of Wash- 
ington County. I say without a word of evidence so far as the Senate 
knows, for no such thing has been revealed in the testimony. These 
gentlemen are not only misrepresenting, in my opinion, the facts, but 
to some extent they are making witnesses of themselves. 

The Senator from New York, after expressing disbelief in what my 
colleague had said, goes on to offeras testimony a dispatch to the New 
York Herald, which upon its face bears the evidence that it isa partisan 
dispatch, because it goes on to recite things known to be untrue. I 
want to say this, and I will say it though my colleague is present: He 
has told you upon his authority that Hackworth is an infamous man. 
My colleague has served his State as judge of the supreme court; he 
has twice served the State as governor; he has nearly completed his 
second term in the United States Senate, and yet the Senator from New 
York chooses to take the authority of a man he does not know and as- 
sumes that it is better authority than a statement made by my col- 
league upon his own personal knowledge. So you see the extent to 
which matters are to be carried in order to warp judgment and incite 
prejudice and influence elections. 

The Senator assumes that Holt was shot by accident in the attempt 
to kill Hoftman. How does the Senator get that information ? 

Mr. EVARTS. Ihave not said that. I read it from a newspaper. 
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Mr. REAGAN. The Senator read it from the New York Herald dis- 


tch. 

Per, EVARTS. Yes. I have not said that. 

Mr, REAGAN. That dispatch states no fact indicating the truth of 
it. Is it not as possible that Hoffman was killed in an attempt to 
murder Holt as that Holt was killed in an attempt to murder Hoff- 
man? The two gentlemen were acting together politically at the time, 
whatever their antecedents may have been. Poy were standing to- 
gether late in the evening, and were shot at a distance of some 25 
yards, Is itto be presumed that a man actuated simply by political 
prejudice and partisanship would sacrifice a leading political friend in 
order to shoot down what Senators claim to be a political enemy ? 

These Senators are both distinguished lawyers, they are both famil- 
iar with the rules of evidence.. I take it that neither of them would 
permit such evidence in a court of justice either to form an opinion or 
to influence an opinion of a jury. It is an assumption based upon 
prejudice, unwarranted by the facts, and it seems to me it ought not 
to have been stated. 

The Senator from New York states that Holt was obnoxious to the 
Democrats on account of the part he was taking. The dispatch which 
the Senator referred to, if I remember aright, does not state that, and 
he did not have the authority of that dispatch for the statement, I 
believe. Where he got his information that Holt was obnoxious to the 
Democracy of Washington County Ido not know. The Senator may 
explain if he chooses. 

Mr. COKE. I will state to my colleague that there is notin Wash- 
ington County a more thorough-going, active, or live Democrat than 
Mr. Holt who was assassinated. 

Mr. REAGAN. So I have understood, though I had no personal 
acquaintance with him. 

Mr. EVARTS. And I believe I paid him every compliment that I 
could furnish him, but that did not stand in the way of his being shot. 

Mr. REAGAN. The Senatorisvery kind to compliment a man whom 
he puts in a false position in that way. I compliment people upon 
whom I desire to confer compliments ina very different way. Idonot 
first place them in a false position and then compliment them for being 
in a false position, as the Senator has done. 

Mr. EVARTS. I thought I understood the Senator to say that he 
believed Holt was sympathizing with the ticket on which Hoffman 


was. 

Mr. REAGAN. On the contrary, I said exactly the opposite. The 
Senator misunderstood me, if he supposes I said Holt sympathized with 
the enemies of Democracy. 

Mr. SPOONER. If the Senator’s colleague is right in his assertion 
often repeated here, that Hoffman was on the Democratic ticket, of 
course Holt, being a loyal, staunch, fearless, splendid Democrat, must 
have sympathized with Hoffman. 

Mr. REAGAN. The fact that these two men were murdered to- 
gether, one a known active Democrat and the other the nominee of 
a Democratic convention, does not carry out the theory of these gen- 
tlemen that it was a Democratic political murder, and it may turn 
out that it was a Republican political murder, The Senator from 
New York smiles; and yet within the last ten days or two weeks one 
of the best men in Fort Bend County, as has been stated by my col- 
league, an active Democrat, was called to his door in the night time 
and shot down for being a Democrat. A statement was found pinned 
to his gate showing the reason for his being shot down, and the news- 
papers show that the evening before this occurred a prominent negro 
politician had threatened to take his life. Yet the Senators have no 
sympathy for that man and for his bereaved widow and orphaned chil- 
dren. Soon after, another citizen of that county, an upright and an 
honest man, was in like circumstances attempted to be assassinated. 
He was severely wounded, and the last statement I saw was that he 
was restless and his wounds are considered very dangerous; he may be 
dead now. 

They were shot down under circumstances which made the people 
believe, by negro politicians, because they were Democrats; but these 
two Senators propose no investigation as to the murder of Democrats 
by negro politicians. They have nosympathy with them or with their 
families. They have no anxiety about the failure of justice. That is 
all right; they were nothing but white men and Democrats; no matter 
if they were murdered. 

Mr. SPOONER. Mr. President—— 

Mr. REAGAN. ‘The Senator will allow me to proceed fora moment, 
While I am on this feature of the discussion, I desire to call attention 
fora moment to the denunciation which the Senator from Wisconsin 
made on the floor some weeks back of the mob which hung the three 
negroes in Washington County. He wenton in the same speech, as 
you will see if you will look at the RECORD, and spoke approvingly of 
the murder of Bolton. He said he ought to have been murdered. 
Why? He was a white man and a Democrat and ought to have been 
murdered—a Senator of the United States, on the floor of the Senatein 
a public address, justifying murder because it was the murder of a white 
man and a Democrat! Now I will hear the Senator from Wisconsin. 

Mr. BUTLER. The Senator from Wisconsin did say that. 

Mr. SPOONER. The Senator from Texas need have no anxiety 


about the necessity of calling witnesses or corroborative statements to 
establish the accuracy of the statement made by the Senator from Wis- 
consin, because whatever I say upon the floor of the Senate I intend to 
avow. I stated that this man, Bolton, was engaged at the time he was 
killed in a raid upon the ballot-box, and I stated, and it will be found 
in the RECORD, that being so engaged in a raid upon the ballot-box 
with confréres and associates he deserved to be shot down. 

Mr. REAGAN. And ought to have been shot down? 

Mr. SPOONER. What is the difference between saying that a man 
deserves to be shot down and saying that he ought to be shot down? 
I undertake to say, while I am upon the floor, that whether the clec- 
tion officer be a white man or a colored man, if a band of ruffians in- 
vade the polling-place and attempt to take by force the ballot-box, to 
defeat the count of the ballot, the officers there charged with the cus- 
tody of the polls, in the exercise of a sworn duty, if they have the 
means at hand with which to defend the polls, ought to defend them 
even to the extent of killing the marauders, I say that that night 
when these two election officers were traveling to the county-seat, en- 
gaged in a duty imposed upon them by law, to carry the ballot-box 
and the tally-lists, to be delivered to the proper officers of the county, 
and those Democratic marauders stopped them and compelled them at 
the point of a revolver to deliver over those ballots and the tally-list— 
if they had been armed and had been brave and faithful men they 
would have shot them and retained possession of the ballot-box and 
the ballots and would have gone on in the discharge of their duty. I 
said just what the Senator claims I said, and I meant what I said, and 
Ti avon it now. Idid not call it murder; I should call it justifiable 

ing. 

Mr. REAGAN. The Senator has heard nearly all the testimony and 
A is either afraid or unwilling to submit it to the judgment of the 

nate. 

Mr. SPOONER. Mr. President, that is an unjust aspersion upon 
me. 

Mr. REAGAN. Why does the Senator not submit it, then? 

Mr. SPOONER. The Senator has stated over and over again, and I 
have assumed he intended to be fair, that I am chairman of the sub- 
committee charged with the duty of making the report of this testi- 
mony to the Senate, and I have informed him again and again that I 
am not. It is no more my function nor my right to make the report 
than it is the Senator’s, The Senator says a good deal about not hav- 
ing this testimony. 

When the debate on the Texas investigation came up casually some 
weeks ago it was brought on by the Senator’s colleague, and the Sen- 
ator’s colleague has had for a long time in his possession all of the testi- 
mony taken by this committee. I presume if the Senator now speak- 
ing were extremely anxious to read it he could borrow it of his col- 
league. I endeavored to obtain it for the Senator from Texas, but the 
supply was exhausted. It had only been printed for the committee, 

Mr. BUTLER. Exhausted for campaign purposes? 

Mr. SPOONER. The Senator from South Carolina says if was ex- 
hausted for campai ý 

Mr. BUTLER, I it was. 

Mr. SPOONER. ‘The testimony had only been printed for the use 
of the committee, and no copy was sent out to the public at all, as I 
understand it. It was given to the Senator from Texas because he 
represented the State and was interested in it. I know of no other 
Senator than the Senator from Texas who had a copy. 

Mr. REAGAN. I hope Imay be allowed to proceed. 

Mr. COKE. I will state that the copy I received was given me by 
the Senator from Alabama [Mr. Puen]. ; 

. Mr. SPOONER. He is a member of the committee. I endeavored 
to get a copy for the Senator from Texas. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Texas [Mr. REA- 
GAN] declines to be further interrupted. 

Mr. REAGAN. While a portion of the testimony has never been 
accessible to me, that portion of it taken before the United States court 
at Austin has been in my possession, and a portion of the testimony 
taken here has been in my possession. So far as that testimony is con- 
cerned, the statement of the Senator from Wisconsin is not borne out 
that Mr. Bolton went to interfere with the ballot-box. On the con- 
trary, the testimony states that Bolton was a young man of exception- 
ally good character; that about 10 o’clock at night, I believe it was, 
while the vote was being counted, he went to the election precinct and 
started to go into the room where the vote was being counted, and as 
he entered the door he was shot down and fell upon the floor. 

Mr. HOAR. How was he dressed? 

Mr. REAGAN. Iam not going to leave anything out, the Senator 
will find before I am done. He was dressed as an ordinary citizen, 
with a rain-coat on, and nothing else. He was alone and unarmed. 
Can it be supposed that a man alone and unarmed had gone there to 
rob the ballot-box in the presence of all the people who were there? 
Is it possible? Ihave seen no testimony but what shows he was alone, 

Gentlemen make reference to the cowardly part of the citizens of 
that neighborhood and the friends of this young man in not going to 
his relief. He had been assassinated, and there were three negroes 
armed with guns on the porch from whence the fire came that killed 
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him. It is possible that good citizens were afraid to go there until 
daylight, lest they should be shot down in like manner. 

When found in the morning some sort of a cloth was spread over his 
face. The witnesses were cross-examined as to whether it was tied 
there. All who spoke of it said it was not, but that it had been laid 
loosely over his face. That is the basis, and the only basis, that these 
Senators have for saying he was disguised, so faras I know and so far 
as the testimony taken by this committee or the testimony taken at 
the district court at Austin shows. Could this man have spread the 
handkerchief over his own face after being shot dead ? 

Mr. SPOONER. Iam willing to admit that he could not. 

Mr. REAGAN. Ifhe had been disguised, would not that disguise 
have been in some way fastened around his neck or face or head? But 
every witness whose testimony I saw upon that point testifies that it 
was a loose handkerchief or cloth spread upon his face. 

That is the ground upon which Senators assume that he was dis- 
guised; but the very fact that that young man, with the character he 
bore within the knowledge of all his neighbors, went there alone and 
unarmed to inquire about the result of the election, as is supposed, and 
was shot down, is enough evidence of the falsity of the statement that 
he went there to raid the ballot-box. 

I do not know whether the Senator from New York did it by design; 
it may have been an inadvertence, but his remarks left the impression 
that the man who was the candidate for county judge had telegraphed 
to this Bolton ‘‘ Things look gloomy; do your work,” and that Bolton 
had gone there to do his work by raiding the ballot-box. The testi- 
mony shows that no such dispatch nor any other dispatch was sent to 
this man, 

Mr. EVARTS. I did not say it was. I knew perfectly well what 
the facts were, and I stated them. The Bolton who was on the ticket 
was the father. 

Mr. REAGAN. I may have misunderstood the Senator, but I state 
it the way I understood it and the way it impressed my mind, that the 
idea was to go out to strengthen this case that young Bolton had been 
dispatched, and that he had gone to perform the work of raiding the 
ballot-box, and was shot down for doing so. He was a young man un- 
armed. Every witness states that he was unarmed. 

Mr. EVARTS. The Senator means every witness he has read? 

Mr. REAGAN. Every oneI have read, and I read all the testimony 
before the court, and I read a large pamphlet of the testimony that 
was taken before the committee. There may be other testimony, but 
I speak of the testimony of the people who were there on the ground, 
the testimony given on oath before a court. 

Mr. President, the American peopleasa rule have been distinguished 
for their law-abiding character and for their disposition to uphold and 
sustain not only the law, but the action of courts in administering it. 
I do not think the people of Texas are an exception to this rule, and 
if either of those Senators should ever honor the State by passing 
through it, I am sure they never would again make such speeches as 
they have made upon this floor. There are troubles brought on the 
people there not by their fault, but brought on them by the logic of 
events that they could not control, by placing two dissimilar races with 
race prejudices on the same level as to political rights. 

If the facts existed in New York or in Wisconsin as they exist in 
Texas and other Southern States, I imagine the feelings of these gen- 
tlemen would be very different from what they are. I do not mean to 
state that as justifying violence of any kind or wrong of any kind. I 
have no doubt there have been in the Southern States instances of vio- 
lence and instances of wrong growing out of race prejudices and grow- 
ing out of the bad conduct of one or the other, and sometimes, possi- 
bly, of both. 

Mr. President, we are not to judge the people by exceptional circum-* 
stances like this. You can scarcely pick up a newspaper that does not 
tell you of some man in the Northern States, where they are not con- 
fronted with such trouble as this, a man who has murdered his wife, 
or a wife who has murdered her husband, some parent who has mur- 
dered a child, and some deaths by poison, or other violent means. Are 
we to judge of the people of thatsection of the country by these char- 
acters? Is that the evidence upon which we are to test the character 
of their civilization? I do not assume it, because I know it would be 
a false ground. I understand how strong the p is among the 
people there when such crimes are committed to bring the offenders to 
justice. There is no reason for picking out exceptional cases and judg- 
ing whole States by individual instances or neighborhood troubles, as 
these Senators propose to do. 

Attention might be called to one fact, and it will, if gentlemen feel 
like having it, perhaps have something to do with their conclusions. 
The negroes are scattered over almost all the State of Texas. No one 
has ever heard of a negro’s rights being interfered with in a county 
where there were not negro majorities; and there now, and from now 
until the election, Republican speakers of all sorts and rank make 
their speeches with the same freedom and fullness of discussion, and 
‘as I am sorry to say engage in about the same sort of denunciation 
jon both sides that they do elsewhere during the campaign, and no dis- 
turbance follows such discussion. The freedom of discussion is as 
perfect there as it is anywhere on earth, and I state upon my veracity 


as a man, from a very extensive knowledge of the people—and I have 
heard the orators often—I have heard them make statements like these 
Senators make, and I have heard them do more; I have heard them 
abuse, traduce, and slander the very people among whom they lived, 
and yet the people laugh at their ignorance and malice and nobody 
disturbs them. But where they get the majority in some cases they 
have become overbearing, insulting, offensive, and this has led to re- 
taliatory action. I am sorry that it should ever be so. 

Gentlemen will understand that this is a great race problem which 
we are trying to solve. In the State in which I live the negroes are 
not only as thoroughly protected by law in the freedom of speech and 
the right of property and defense in the courts as the white people, 
but the State makes the same ample, generous provision for their edu- 
cation that it does for the white people, no more and no less. In addi- 
tion to giving them the benefit of ordinary common schools it has pro- 
vided at State expense a normal school for the education of teachers 
forthem. It has given them a place in the State Agricultural and 
Mechanical College. It has given them a place in the University where 
they can take the d of the University without charge or expense. 

That State has done all this forthe negroes. Its people feel the im- 
portance of elevating them into good citizenship, into a knowledge of 
the functions and duties of citizens. The State has done all that it 
could do to promote their welfare, and let people feel as they may 
about the race problem, they are doing all they can to elevate these 
people in the scale of citizenship, so that by intelligence and by virtue 
race prejudice and racecollisions may not mar the harmony of society. 

These are the kind of problems weare to deal with. Gentlemen may 
think no sort of feeling should be manifested in the presence of such 
discussion and such circumstances so variant from the truth as the 
general tone of them is; but if they could turn the matter around and 
take to themselves the condition in which we are, and find our people 
persecuting them for every crime with which a black man was con- 
nected for political effect and purposes, they could then realize the sort 
of feelings which we have and must have when we see our misfortunes 
brought about not by our action but entailed upon us by the logic of 
events, and instead of giving us their sympathy and giving us their en- 
couragement and aiding us to punish crime and to protect the vir- 
tuous and innocent, they seize upon our misfortunes to aggravate public 
sentiment, to excite sectional prejudice as a means of controlling po- 
litical elections. 

This is hard for an American citizen, hard fora whole State of Amer- 
ican citizens to bear, but I suppose there is to be no help for it. Now, 
nearly a quarter of a century after the close of the trouble which led 
to the present condition of things, we are to be treated, every time 
there is a violation of law, whether within Federal jurisdiction or not, 
with an investigation. , Why do not gentlemen investigate the murders 
of Chinese over in Montana? Why do they not investigate the mur- 
ders and riots in Cincinnati? Are they a different people? Are they 
more capable of self-government? Wemustall understand, when it is 
assumed that the people of a State can no longer enforce the laws pre- 
serving the rights of life, liberty, and property, that that people have 
ceased to be capable of self-government; and wherever an assertion of 
Federal jurisdiction over a State, where it has no authority, is made, 
it is the assertion of the paternal power of the Federal Governmentand 
of the fact that the people of that State are no longer capable of self- 
government, but must be governed by a power outside of themselves 
and superior to themselves; and whenever this assumption shall cul- 
minate into action our republican system, our dual system of govern- 
ment, our local self-government will have passed away, and the despot- 
ism of majorities will have been inaugurated, and then the end of the 
Republic must inevitably come. 

I do not wish to see these things. If gentlemen will entrust these 
things to the people of the States where they occur, they will find that 
the people—I speak especially of the people of Texas—will try to en- 
force the law. These gentlemen assume that a reward has been offered 
for the murderer of Holt and of Hoffman because one of them wasa 
Democrat. Whenever it comes to sectional prejudice or denunciation, 
these gentlemen seem to forget logic and reason. If they find the man 
who killed Holt they also find the man who killed Hoffman. If it 
was a political murder would those people who sympathized with the 
murderers offer a reward for the arrest of the assassin who murdered 
these two citizens? 

Mr. SPOONER. Will the Senator from Texas allow me to interrupt 
him, for I do not wish to detain the Senate by any general speech on 
this subject further? è 

Mr. REAGAN. Iam nearly through, but if there is any necessity 
for a question or a correction, I will yield. 

Mr. SPOONER. I only wish to say to the Senator in explanation 
of that remark, that it was because Governor Ireland, of Texas, when he 
was before the investigating committee, was in ted as to whether 
the fact that these three negro Republicans had been hanged had been 
brought to his notice, and he testified that it had. He was asked 
whether he had offered any reward for the apprehension of the mur- 
derers, and he testified that he had not. There was also brought to his 
attention the fact of the outrages committed at the polls in Washing- 
ton County, and being interrogated as to whether he had offered any 
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reward for the apprehension of those who had perpetrated those out- 
rages he testified that he had not. I simply stated that if a reward 
had been offered in this case, I was rejoiced at the change that had 
come over the spirit of affairs in Texas, and I feared the reason was 
that one of the men who had been killed was alleged to have been a 
Democrat, 

Mr, REAGAN. Without having the testimony before me, I am un- 
able to go into a discussion of matters which are perhaps more within 
the knowledge of the Senator than mine. There may have been cir- 
cumstances influencing the action of the governor which left him with- 
out fault. 

The Senator does not inform the Senate that in that contest there 
was a Republican ticket and a People’s ticket, and that that People’s 
ticket was made up of Democrats and Republicans, and the candidate 
upon that ticket for the Legislature was a black man and a Repub- 
lican, and he was one of the witnesses before the committee. 

Mr. SPOONER. One ticket, called the People’s ticket, was made 
up of Democrats and Republicans who were acting with the Demo- 
cratic , or Mugwump Republicans, and the other was a straight- 
out Republican ticket. 

Mr, REAGAN. Perhaps the Senator knows better than the wit- 
nesses, and better than Ido. The people there had felt the pressure 
of these race troubles, they had seen the robbery of their county by 

- reckless officials, and they banded together, Republicans and Demo- 
crats, to protect the county and give it good officers. That is the truth 
about it. 

Mr. SPOONER. ‘The testimony before the committee shows that 
during all the years the Republican party had been in control in that 
county, county orders had gone from almost nothing until they were 
at nearly par. 

Mr. REAGAN. The Senator forgets that my colleague stated that 
the collector there was sent to the penitentiary for robbing the county 
of some thousands of dollars. It does not suit the Senator to remem- 
ber facts like that, and there are other counties in Texas in which some 
of the officials were so notoriously corrupt that the citizens combined, 
as they have for three or four elections in Harrison County, where there 
is alarge Republican majority, for the purpose of putting a People’s 
ticket forward and electing honest county officers, but reserving each 
to himself the right to vote with his party for State officers and Repre- 
sentatives in Congress. : 

Mr. SPOONER. If the Senator will allow me, it is true that the 
testimony shows that during all of the years of Republican adminis- 
tration in that county but one of the county officers, I think the treas- 
urer, had been guilty of a defalcation, but it shows nothing else in 
the way of maladministration or malfeasance during all those years, 
and I submit to the Senator—— 

Mr. COKE. Will the Senator allow me? 

Mr. SPOONER. One moment. I submit to the Senator that that 
is not sufficient. foundation for characterizing, as he does, the entire 
Republican administration of that county during all those years as cor- 
rupt, auy more than the fact that the Democratic treasurer of the State 
of Kentucky not long ago was found to have stolen several hundred 
thousand dollars would warrant me in denouncing in general terms, 
as he has done several times, the Democratic administration during all 
the years it has been in power in Kentucky. 

Mr. REAGAN. I was proceeding to say that there was this much 
of justice in the criticism the Senator makes on my observations. I 
ought to have stated perhaps that I did not make that statement 
upon positive knowledge as to the facts of the action of these county 
officials; 1 but I did speak from a general knowledge of the facts which 
are of general notoriety with reference to a number of counties, and I 
would rather that my remarks should be understood as being limited 
in that way than to be understood as submitting any general assump- 
tion of the corruption of the officers of Washington County, for about 
that I do not know any more than the others; but I do know that in 
some of the counties the blacks have been acting with the whites to 
elect people’s tickets in order to protect them and secure good officers, 
reserving to themselves the right to vote with their party on the State 
and ional tickets. 

Mr. President, I have occupied more time than I wished to and with 
less profit than I could have desired, because this debate has been 

rung up in a way not to give an opportunity for its fair considera- 

on; and I regret that for a second time it should have been obtruded 
upon the Senate when the testimony is withheld so that Senators can 
not form a fair judgment or discuss the question involved intelligently. 

Mr. BLAIR. Mr. President, on accountof an allusion made by the 
Senator from Texas [Mr. REAGAN] I feel it incumbent on me to offer 
a very few words in the way of improvement. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Will the Senator from New Hampshire allow we 
to have a message read, which has been received from the President, 
so that an order to print it may be made? 

Mr. BLAIR. I yield for that purpose. 

RELATIONS WITH CANADA. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate the following 
message from the President of the United States; which was read: 
To the Senate: 
Responding to the inquiries contained in the subjoined resolution of the Sen- 


ate of the 28th ultimo, I haye the honor to state in reply to the subject first 
therein mentioned, calling npon the Executive for “copies of all communica- 
tions, if any, addressed by direction to the Government of Great Britain, re- 
monstrating with that Government against the wrongs and unfair treatment to 
our citizens by the action of the Canadian Government in refunding to vessels 
and cargoes which pass through the Welland and other Canadian canals nearly 
the entire tolls if they are destined to Canadian ports, while those bound for 
American ports are not allowed any such advantage; and the breach of the 
engagement contained in the treaty of 1871, whereby Great Britain promised to 
the United States barony 424 the matter of such canal transportation ; also copies 
of any demand by his direction upon Great Britain for the redress ofsuch 
wrongs, and the replies of Great Britain to such communication and demand,” 
that I herewith transmit copies of all communications between the Department 
of State and the United States consul at Ottawa, which are accompanied by 
copies of the ordersof the Canadian officials in relation to the subject inquired of. 
Also corre mdence between the Department of State and British min- 
ister at this capital, with copies of the documents therein referred to. 

I also inclose, as connected therewith, a copy of executive document (No. 
406, House of Representatives, Fiftieth Congress, first session) containing the 
answer of the Acting Secretary of the Treasury, dated July 23, 1888, in reply to 
à resolution of the House of Representatives relating to the navigation of the 
Lipase sem laog the e S TA, einga tg te AnA the entire corre- 
S) lence in ion to the sul r to in that portion of the resolu- 
fon. of inquiry which is above quoted. re 

‘The second branch of inquiry is in the words following: 

“And also that there be communicated to the Senate copies of all papers, cor- 
respondence, and information touching the matter of the refusal of the British 
Government, or that of any of her North American dominions, to allow the 
entry at Dominion seaports of American fish, or other cargoes, for transporta- 
tion in bond to the United States since the Ist day of July, 1885.” 

It will be remembered that though the fishing articles of the treaty of 1871 


expired on the said Ist day of July, 1885,a temporary arrangement was made 


is included, a copy of which, being Senate Executive Document No. 55, of the sec- 
ond session Forty-ninth Congress, is herewith inclosed; and in the report by 
Mr. Epmunps, from the Committee on Foreign Relations (No. 1683 of the same 
session), the case referred to was again published. And,as relating to the sub- 
ject of the resolution now before me, the following pertinent passage, taken 
from the said report, may be of interest: 

“As regards commercial and other friendly business intercourse between ports 
and places in the Dominion and the United States, it is of course of much im- 
portance that regulations affecting the same should be mutually reasonable and 
fairly administered. If an American vessel should happen to have caught a 
ca of fish at sea a hundred miles distant from some Canadian port, from 
which there is egies Saa to the United States, and should be de- 
nied the privilege of landing and shipping its cargo therefrom to the United 
States, as the Canadians do, it would be of course a serious disadvantage, and 
there is, it is thought, nothing in the treaty of 1818 which would warrant such 
an exclusion. But the Dominion laws age marp such a distinction, and it is 
understood that in fact the privilege of so shipping fish from American vessels 
has been refused during the last year.” 

I also respectfully refer to Senate Miscellaneous Document No. 54, Forty- 
ninth Congress, second session, being acommunication from the Commissioner 
of Fish and Fisheries to Hon. Grorce F, Epmunns, chairman of the Com- 
mittee on Foreign Relations, dated February 5, 1887, which is accompanied 
by a partial list of ee, treated by the Canadian authorities, based 
upon nonasnen furn to the United States. Commissioner of Fish and 


Fisheries. 

This list is stated to be supplementary to the revised list which had been trans- 
mitted to the committee by the Secretary of State January 26, 1887. 

Of the sixty-eight vessels comprised in this list it is stated that six, to wit, the 
Nellie M. Snow, Andrew Burnham, Harry G. French, Col. J. H. French, W. H. 
Wellington, and Ralph Hodgdon, were refused permission to transship fish, 
None of these cases, however, were ever reported to the Department of State 
by the parties interested, or were accompanied by affidavit; nor does it appear 
the facts ever were investigated in any of the cases by the parties making the 
reports, which were obtained by circulars issued by order of the Com oner 
of Fish and Fisheries, 

The concluding inquiry is as follows: 

“And also that he communicate to the Senate what instances have occurred 
since the 3d of March, 1887, of wrongs to American fishing vessels, or other 
American vessels, in the ports or waters of British North America, and what 
steps, if any, have been ta! in thereto.” 

Soon after the passage of the act of March 3, 1887, the negotiation which had 
been proceeding for several months previously, progressed actively; and the 
p d conference and the presence at this capital of the plenipotentiaries of 
the two governments, out of which the since rejected treaty of February 7, 1858, 
eventnated, had their natural influence in ressing causes of complaint in re- 
lation to the fisheries. Therefore, since March 3, 1887, no case has been reported 
to the Department of State wherein complaint was made of unfriendly or un- 
lawful treatment of American fishing vessels on the part of the Canadian au- 
thorities.in which reparation was not promptly and satisfactorily obtained by 
the United States consul eral at Halifax. 

A single case of all unjust treatment of an American merchant vessel, 
not engaged in fishing, has been reported since March 3, 1887. This was the 
ship Bridgewater, which was first brought to the attention of the Department 
of State by the claimant by, petition filed June 1, 1888. 

On June 18, 188+, legal counsel, who appeared and desired to be heard, filed 
their formal authority, and the claim was at once duly investigated, and on 
June 22, 1888, a communication was addressed by the Secretary of State to the 
British minister, which sets forth the history of the claim, and a copy of which 
is herewith transmitted; and of this formal acknowledgment was made, but no 


further reply has been received. 
GROVER CLEVELAND. 
EXECUTIVE MANSION, September 12, 1888. 
Mr, SHERMAN. I move thatthe message be printed, and, together 
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with accompanying documents, be referred to the Committee on For- 
eign Relations. 
The motion was agreed to. 
MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 


A message from the Honse of Representatives, by Mr. T. O. TOWLES, 
its Chief Clerk, announced that the House had con in the report 
of the committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the two 
Houses on the amendments of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 10540) 
making appropriations for sundry civil expenses of the Government 
for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1889, and for other purposes; also 
that the House had receded from its disagreement to the one hundred 
and sixteenth amendment of the Senate, and agreed to the same; 

“that it had agreed to the one hundred and nineteenth amendment 
of the Senate with an amendment; that it further insisted upon 
its disagreement to the amendments of the Senate to the bill, num- 
bered 105, 106, 107, 110, 118, 121, 127, 128, 221, 222, 223, 233, 234, 
236, 238, 239, 240, 242, 243, 244, 248, 254, 255, 256, and 257; that it 
agreed to the further conference asked by the Senate on the dis- 
agreeing votes of the two Houses thereon, and had appointed Mr. For- 
NEY, Mr. BURNES, and Mr. RYAN managers at the conference on the 
part of the House. 

REPORTS OF COMMITTEES, 

Mr. HOAR, from the Committee on Claims, to whom were referred 
the following bills, reported them without amendment and submitted 

rts thereon: 

A bill (H. R. 5336) for the relief of George B. Hansell; and 

A bill (H. R. 2686) for the relief of William Knowland. 

Mr. REAGAN, from the Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads, 
to whom was referred the bill (S. 3501) relating to the classification of 
post-offices and amendatory of the act approved March 3, 1883, entitled 

‘An act to adjust the salaries of postmasters,’’ reported it without 
amendment and submitted a report thereon. 


BILLS INTRODUCED. 

Mr. COCKRELL introduced a bill (S. 3543) granting a pension to 
Benjamin W. Botts; gvhich was read twice by its title, and referred to 
the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. PALMER introduced a bill (S. 3544) granting a pension to Alice 
Kelly, late volunteer Army nurse; which was read twice by its title, 
and referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 3545) granting a pension to Therese 
Vidlene as dependent sister; which was read twice by its title, and, 
with the accompanying papers, referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill (8. 3546) granting a pension to Mary A. 
Wells; which was read twice by its title, and, with the accompanying 

pers, referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also (by request) introduced a bill (S. 3547) for the relief of Francis 
Palms et al.; which was read twice by its title,and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Private Land Claims. 


AMENDMENT TO DEFICIENCY BILL. 

Mr. TURPIE submitted an amendment intended to be proposed by 
him to the general deficiency appropriation bill; which was referred to 
the Committee on Appropriations, and ordered to be printed. 

SUNDRY CIVIL APPROPRIATION BILL. 


Mr. ALLISON. I understand that the sundry civil appropriation 
bill has been returned from the House of Representatives. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair lays before the Senate a 
message from the House of Representatives. 
The Chief Clerk read as follows: 
Is THE HOUSE or REPRESENTATIVES, Seplember 12, 1888. 
Resolved, That the House recedes from its disagreement to the one hundred 
and sixteenth amendment of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 10540) making appro- 
ions for sundry civil expenses of the Government for the fiscal year end- 
mire og a 1889, and for other purposes; and agrees to the same. 
at the House agrees to the one hundred and nineteenth amend- 
ment of the Be Sanahe to said bill with amendments as follows: 
In line 10 of said Senate amendment strike out the word “two” and insert 
the word “one.” 
In line 11 of said Senate amendment strike out the words "and fifty.” 
„mm line 11 of said Senate amendment after the word “dollars *’ insert the words 
“or so m thereof as may be necessary.” 
, mae 11 of suid Senate amendment after the word “dollars” insert the fol- 
owin 
“An K the Director of the Geological Aavey, under the supervision of the Sec- 
retary of the Interior, shall make a report to Congress, on the first Mousey. in 
December of each year, showing in detail how the said money has been ex- 
Penting the amount used for actual survey and bom deol work fs the field in 
ing sites for reservoirs, and an itemized account of the iia Oss earns under 
rd paper and all the lands which may he d-or 
such United States surveys for sites for reservoirs, ditches, or canals 
on irri, i ion purposes, and all the lands made susceptible of irrigation by such 
reservoirs, ditches, or are from this time henceforth hereby reserved from 
sale as the ow pronat of the United States and shall not be subject after the 
Pi tain act to entry, settlement, or oceupation until further provided by: 
W. 
In line 1 of said Senate amendment strike out all after the word “ dollara.” 
Resolved, That the House insists u its disagreement to the amendments of 
the Senate to said bill numbered as follows: 105, ps u 110, 118, 121, 127, 128, 221, 
peng oy here 234, 236, 238, 239, 240, 242, 243, 244, 248, 254, 255, 256, and 257, and agrees 
<a he further conference asked by the Senste on the disagreeing votes of the 


Gruen. That Mr. Forsry, Mr. Burxes, and Mr. Ryan be the managers of 
the further conference on the part of the House. 


Mr. ALLISON. I move that the Senate still further insist on its 
amendments disagreed to by the House, and disagree to the amend- 
ments proposed by the House to our amendments. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair thinks that the motion 
of the Senator is unnecessary, the Senate having already asked a con- 
ference on this bill and the House of Representatives having agreed 
to the request. 

Mr. ALLISON. Lask the Chair if it would be in order for the Sen- 
ate now to recede from its amendments? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair thinks it would. 

Mr. ALLISON. Then I suppose it would benecessary that we should 
disagree to the House amendments to our amendments in order to have 
aconference. If I am mistaken, of course I do not make the motion. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair will have the state of the 
bill examined and call the attention of the Senator from Iowa to it 
hereafter. 

Mr. PLATT. Mr, President—— 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from New Hampshire 
[Mr. BLAIR] is entitled to the floor. 

Mr. PLATT. Will the Senator from New Hampshire yield to me 
for a moment that I may ask a question of the Senator from Iowa? 

Mr. BLAIR. Certainly. 

Mr. PLATT. I should like the attention of the Senator from Iowa. 
I desire the Senator, either now or when the bill comes again before 
the Senate on the conference rt, to state the condition of the dis- 
agreements between the two Houses. I did not catch it very well 
from the reading of the message. I ask him to make the statement 
either now or at some future time before the matter is dis of. 

Mr. ALLISON. LIapologize to the Chair, I find that the Senate 
has already further insisted on its amendments and asked for a con- 
ference, which the House has now granted. So the Chair was right, 
and I was wrong in submitting a motion. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Connecticut [ Mr. 
PLATT] appeals to the Senator from Iowa [Mr. ALLIson]—— 

Mr. ALLISON. As to the disagreeing votes? 

Mr. PLATT. Yes. What is thecondition of the disagreement now 
between the Honse and Senate? 

Mr. ALLISON. There are several amendments, but the questions 
involved are not very numerous. The first disagreeing vote relates to 
the allowance to the widow of Professor Baird. The next is in regard 
to the Library. The next is the limitation put upon the public-land 
provision, on the motion of the Senator from Nevada [ Mr. STEWART]. 

Mr, STEWART. I should like to inquire in that connection if the 
bill will at any stage be open toa motion to be made to strike out the 
extraordinary appropriations in it for the purpose of agents and in- 
vestigations? I think I shall be able to show that they are unneces- 
sary and that they are leading to much evil. 

Mr. ALLISON. The bill has gone from the control of the Senate 
except in so faras the amendments have not been agreed to by both 
Houses. 

The next amendment, in importance at least, is the amendment re- 
specting irrigation, which was putonintheSenate. The Houseof Rep- 
resentatives have agreed to that amendment with a modification ap- 
propriating $100,000, and as Senators probably noticed by the reading 
at the desk, they have put eertain limitations and qualifications upon 
the appropriation. 

Mr. PLATT. Do you agree to that? 

Mr. ALLISON. We have not yet. That is one of the questions for 
the conference. 

The next important amendment is in regard to the purchase of a site 
for a new public building for the city post-office. The next important 
amendment disagreed to, I believe, by the House, is one respecting the 
zoological park. 

I believe I have stated all the important amend ments now in dispute. 
There are one or two minor amendments, which are not now in my 
memory, but I believe these comprise the amendments in dispute and 
not agreed to. 

Mr. PLATT. The matter on which I wished to be particularly in- 
formed was the condition of the amendment put on by the Senate in 
relation to irrigation. 

Mr. ALLISON. ‘That amendment has been modified, and my mo- 
tion was that the Senate disagree to the amendment proposed by the 
House which of course will carry that amendment of the House into 
the conference. 

Mr. BUTLER. May I inquire of the Senator from Iowa as to the 
condition of the amendment in relation to the new Library building? 

Mr. ALLISON. ‘That amendment has been disagreed to by the 
House. I think they have not undertaken to amend it, but have dis- 
agreed to the Senate provision. 

Mr. TELLER. I should like to say that on an examination of the 
bill hastily made it appears that the House has amended the proposi- 
tion for reservoirs by striking out $150,000, leaving the appropriation 
$100,000 instead of $250,000, as the Senate ‘proposed. They have also 
reserved not simply the reservoirs which we had reserved from occu- 
pation, but all the lands that are susceptible of irrigation below. 

That bas evidently happened because the House could not have un- 
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derstood what the real result would be. That is equivalent to saying 
in the State of Colorado, if a reservoir should be located on the head of 
a stream, that all the land below that should be reserved. There are 
thousands of acres that may still be irrigated by the waters of the 
stream. It would practically withdraw in Colorado and in some parts 
of Nevada all of what we call the arid lands, all the lands that have to 
be irrigated. That part will not do. It will be no benefit to the West- 
ern country at all. If you put that in we should be worse off than it 
we had nothing at all. It would be worse than a disagreement to the 
Senate amendment. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The whole subject will be under the 
urisd iction of the committee of conference. 

Mr. ALLISON. I will say to the Senator that the conferees ap- 
pointed will undoubtedly confer with Senators respecting these amend- 
ments. 

PACIFIC RAILROAD COMMISSION REPORT. 


Mr. HAWLEY. Iask leave to make a report from the Committee 
on Printing. A resolution was referred to the Committee on Printing 
for the printing of 5,000 additional copies of the message of the Presi- 
dent and the report of the Pacific Railroad Commission. We findalso 
in the hands of the Printing Committee a resolution of the House pro- 
posing to print 10,000 copies. The committee combined the two and 
move the postponement of the resolution just referred to it, and the 
amendment of the House resolution to make the number 15,000—5, 000 
for the Senate and 10,000 for the House—and as so amended recom- 
mend the passage of the resolution. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 'TheSenate resolution will be indefi- 
nitely postponed, if there be no objection, and the resolution of the 
House will be read. 

Mr. HAWLEY. I ask for immediate action on it. 

The House resolution was read, as follows: 

n, 
N e ery em e 
soon ort gd reports of the majority and minority of the Pacific Railroad 
Commission. 
-The amendment of the Committee on Printing was stated to be in line 
3, after the word ‘‘ House,” to strike out ‘ten’? and insert ‘‘fifteen.’’ 

Mr. HAWLEY. That was not the amendment as I instructed the 
clerk of the committee to draw it. Does it say at the end ‘5,000 for 
the Senate and 10,000 for the House?” 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The resolution will be read as pro- 
posed to be amended. 

The SECRETARY. Itis proposed toamend the resolution soastoread: 


Resolved by the House of Representatives (the Senate concurring), That there be 
printed 15,000 copies, for the use of the House 10,000, and for the use of the Sen- 
ate 5,000 copies, of the President's message and accompanying reports of the 
majority and minority of the Pacific Railroad Commission. 


Mr. HAWLEY. That is not it. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. The resolution will be laid aside un- 
til the amendment can be properly prepared. 

Mr. HAWLEY. Very well. 

MYRA FREEMAN, 

Mr. COCKRELL. On the 4th of January, 1888, I introduced a bill 
(S. 1152) granting a pension to Myra Freeman, and on March 13 a 
similar bill was introduced, No. 2343. On the 17th of April, the Sena- 
tor from Iowa [Mr. WILson] reported Senate bill No. 1152 adversely, 
on the ground that the pension application was still pending in the 
Pension Office. _NowI desire to withdraw Senate bill 2343, and to in- 
troduce a new bill and have it referred to the Committee on Pensions, 
the Pension Office in the mean time having rejected the application. 
The first bill was indefinitely postponed, but no action was had on the 
second bill. I desire the Committee on Pensions discharged from the 
further consideration of the bill (S. 2343) granting a pension to Mrs. 
_ Myra Freeman, and the bill indefinitely postponed. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. If there be no objection, it will be 
so ordered. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Now I introduce the bill which I send to the 
desk. 

The bill (S. 3548) granting a pension to Mrs. Myra Freeman was 
read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Pensions, 

MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 

A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. T. O. TOWLES, 
its Chief Clerk, announced that the House had passed the following 
bills with amendments; in which it requested the concurrence of the 


Senate: 

A bill (S. 1786) to regulate appointments in the Marine-Hospital 
Service of the United States; and 

A bill (S. 3447) amendatory of ‘‘An act relating to postal crimes and 
amendatory of the statutes therein mentioned,” approved June 18, 
1888, and for other purposes. 

POSTAL CRIMES. 

Mr. VEST. There has been returned from the House of Representa- 
tives an amendment to the bill in relation to postal crimes, which I ask 
may be laid before the Senate. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate the amendments 


of the House of Representatives to the bill (S. 3447) amendatory of 
“An act relating to postal crimes and amendatory of the statutes therein 
mentioned,’’ = gogo: June 18, 1888, and for other purposes, which 
were on page 2, lines 2 and 3, to strike out ‘*‘ 92” and insert “93,” 
and on page 2, line 6, to strike out ‘‘section 3892’’ and insert ‘‘ sec- 
tion 3893.” 

Mr. VEST. I move that the Senate concur in the amendments of 
the House of Representatives. 

The motion was agreed to. n 


KILLING OF JOSEPH HOFFMAN, WASHINGTON COUNTY, TEXAS. 


The Senate resumed the consideration of the resolution submitted 
by Mr. Spooner in relation to the killing of Joseph Hoffman, in Wash- , 
ington County, Texas. 

Mr. BLAIR, Mr. President, in listening to this protracted and some- 
what excited, certainly pathetic and solemn, debate, the question must 
arise, I think, in the mind of every Senator cui bono, what good? For 
twenty-five years facts like these have been brought to the Senate 
Chamber, discussions like this have taken place, investigating com- 
mittees have been appointed, investigations have followed, reports have 
been made, legislation has been enacted, and here to-day it is more true 
than it ever has been before in the history of the country that the con- 
ditions still exist out of which all this has grown. 

If the ballot was ever suppressed, it is suppressed to-day. If freedom 
of debate was ever violated, it is violated in some portions of this coun- 
try to-day. The Senate knows it, the country knows it, and by reason 
of the absolute certainty and fixity of the situation the country is some- 
what indifferent toit. Itis like being informed that you havea mor- 
tal disease. You will become reconciled to death and go quietly to— 

The undiscovered country, from whose bourn 
No traveler returns, 

That is the condition of the country, and that is the reason why this 
debate to-day will hardly stir a single ripple over the surface of the 
North, still less of the South. The resolution will pass, the investiga- 
tion will take place, the facts will be demonstrated, as they have been 
in a hundred instances before, the report will come before the Senate, 
and it will all vanish into thin air. > 

But, as I was saying, if there is any change, things have become 
worse. Both Senators from Texas intimate to us that they have al- 
ready gone to such an extent that the Republicans in that State, bemg 
either eliminated or silenced as an active force in politics, the Demo- 
crats have now gone to killing each other, and they rather protest 
against the idea that there should be discussion upon the subject, al- 
though the whole thing is so evidently the outgrowth of political con- 
ditions. 

So I inquire again, Mr. President, what good? There can be only 
one remedy, and that has been often suggested. It has been often put 
aside by the Senators from Texas. Oneof those Senators touched upon 
it when he said to us that in their State they were giving to the colored 
man, and I suppose he would be understood to include the poorest 
white man, equal conditions in the direction of education; and there 
is the remedy and the only remedy, the only balm there is in Gilead, 
the only physician that will ever succeed in removing this mortal dis- 
ease of illiteracy. 

It was in consequence of this view of the subject that I rose to ask 
the attention of the Senators from Texas and of the whole country to 
an article which I find in the New York World of this morning. It is 
what is known as a signed article, and I will read an extract from it: 

NATIONAL AID FOR COMMON SCHOOLS, 
n, not less than the is dependent for rity and sec 
site he oi repa ace Apaira, the opie shit’ pyari 

This is from a very high order of signed article in the New York 
World— 


The nation, not less than the States, is dependent for prosperity and security 
upon the intelligence and morality of the ple, This common interest very 
early suggested national aid in the establishment and endowment of schools 
and colleges in the new States. There is, I believe, a present exigency that calls 
fur still more liberal and direct appropriations in aid of common-schoo!l educa- 
tion in the States. 


This article in the World is nigaed, by ‘‘ Benjamin Harrison,” and 
I commend the whole article to the careful consideration of the entire 
Senate mid of the entire country, but particularly the proposition which 
I have s 

Mr. President, in this connection I wish to read another article from 
another newspaper. It is a voice from Texas herself, and it is the 
utterance of the Democratic Exponent, published at Corsicana, Tex., 
dated Friday, September 7, 1888, a Texas paper which in one article 
I find here takes pains to say, as it ought to say: 

We thought the right thing was done when Judge REAGAN was elected United 
States Senator. 

It criticises some things the Senator may have done, but I read that 
language from the paper in order that it may not be supposed that the 
paper itself is one abounding with race or political prejudice, espe- 
cially against either of the Senators from that State. The article bears 
directly upon the subject-matter of the quotation which I have read, 
the signed article in the New York World, and I will send this to the 
desk and ask the Secretary to read it. 
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Mr. REAGAN. Does the Senator seek to have it understood that 
that is a Democratic paper? 

Mr. BLAIR. The New York World? Yes. [Laughter.] 

Mr. REAGAN. Oh, no; but the paper from which he reads, 

Mr. BLAIR. It says ‘‘ Democratic ’’ on the outside of it. 

Mr. REAGAN. It is malignant. 

Mr. BLAIR. It did not seem to be malignant. I saw nothing to 
indicate any malignant feeling towards anybody in the paper. The 
Secretary will please read the article, commencing near the top of the 
second column. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
if there be no objection. 

The Secretary read as follows: 

CONDITION OF THE BLAIR BILL. 


This bill passed the Senate in December last by a vote of 39 to 29, the remain- 
ing ten Senators bei: ired. It went to the House and was referred to the 
House Committee on Education, a committes that has little or nothing to do, 
Some believe that that committee was appointed by the Speaker for the purpose 
of smothering the bill and so preventing the House from considering it at all, 
For nearly eight months the bill has been smothered by the ed Demo- 
crats belonging to the committee keeping away from committee meetings, so 
as to prevent a vote upon the report by prorratng a quorum. At any time the 
chairman of the committee could get a quorum by handing the names of the 
absentees to the Sergeant-at-Arms and telling him he wanted a quorum. But 
probably Mr. CARLISLE appointed that chairman to not do that. 


The Secretary will read the article, 


Committees, in all en bodies, are appointed to report bills, not to 
smother them, _What would be the effect of a ri the Blair bill? There 
would be two reports, the majority one unfavorable, resentation in the 


House there would be a motion made by the friends of the b Il to substitute the 
minority for the majority report. If that motion carried, the bill would be 
passed by the House. Then it would rest altogether with the President whether 
the bill became a law or not. If he disapproved it and vetoed it, that would 
end sea Twenty-nine noes in the Senate and the President's veto would kill 
Evon question, then, the object of the smothering of the bill by the House 
Committee on Education is to prevent the President from declaring how he 
stands that bill. Who knows how Mr. Cleveland stands on it? Perhaps 
it is nobody’s business. American citizens haye no right to know. To keep 
them from knowing it is deemed worth while, by the Speaker of the House, to 
stock a committee to smother a bill and so prevent the representatives of the 
American ple from voting upon it. 

That is the whole affair in a nut-shell. The Blair bill has received the treat- 
mentit has solely to keep the American people from knowing how Mr, Cleve- 
land regards it. They Erana have no right to know, and no rights worth 
considering. How much Democracy is there ina panty that takes sucha R 
sition? Would it not be brave to kee spis billand, if it should let Mr. 
Cleveland veto? But the worst of it is, the people are asked by 
approve the way of doing. 

Mr. BLAIR. Mr. President, these discussions are likely to go on in- 
terminably and these investigations to go on interminably until there 
is a radical change in the conditions of society at large where these oc- 
currences take p I am in favor of the investigations, because such 
occurrences are violations of individual and personal right, they are 
dangerous violations of such right in the way of precedent for the fut- 
ure; but I do not believe that there is any remedy save in the applica- 
tion of moral and educational causes which shall so elevate the general 
conditions of society everywhere, in all parts of the country, as that 
every individual right shall be held sacred and shall be defended and 
vindicated by the utmost exertion of the intellectual and physical force 
ofall. And I think the Senators from Texas and the Senators from the 
North as well, while giving full scope to the spirit of inquiry and the 
fixing of the responsibility for acts, whatever they may be, in violation 
of law, should look rather to the remedy to prevent the repetition of 
such evil things in the future; and if our Democrats would establish 
for themselves due protection against the domination of the Southern 
Republican, the Southern negro Republican of which the Senators from 
Texas complain with such a pathetic wail—if they will do that for the 
protection of the Southern Democrat as well as the Southern Republican, 
let them do something to assist in the moral and intellectual education 
of the masses of the children among them, end they will do that which 
is to some purpose; but until that be done and the conditions of society 
be made not only homogeneous, but be elevated, these evil deeds will 
continue, violence will be perpetrated upon the ballot-box at the South, 
the violations of the right of suffrage, to which allusion has been made, 
which occurred in Cincinnati will be repeated in our great cities all 
over the country and wherever the conditions exist of ignorance, illit- 
eracy, and consequent degradation and carelessness as to the exercise and 
protection of human rights. Wherever those conditions continue to ex- 
ist, these crimes will be the natural consequence, and we might, I think, 
direct our attention to the remedy as well as to the evils complained of. 

I just call attention to this in ing, for I do not mean, so far as I 
am concerned, that the discussion of these Southern conditions, which 
are before the country again in the resolutions of investigation which 
have been introduced here—justifiably and properly introduced—shall 
go on without specific attention being directed to the only conceivable 
remedy, a remedy the possibility of applying which is the only justifi- 
cation for the agitation of these subjects here. 

Mr. EVAR Mr. President, I will occupy the attention of the 
Senate but a few moments. 

The Senator from Texas who last addressed the Senate [Mr. REA- 
GAN] seemed to complain that I had imputed to his colleague, my 
friend, the other Senator from Texas [Mr. COKE], a reliance upon a 
newspaper as evidence of a fact contained, and then referred also to an 
item of news in the New York Herald which I had adduced on the 
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same subject. My point was not the reliance on a newspaper commu- 
nication simply and in general, but that the Senator had chosen to im- 
pute to Mr. Joe Hoffman the quality of being a Democrat upon a mere 
newspaper reference to him in that relation, when all the evidence 
taken and all the public facts show that Mr. Hoffman was and always 
had been a Republican. 

In regard to the item in the New York Herald, I have no responsi- 
bility for that. The Senator from Texas commented upon that by say- 
ing it was obviously partial by reason of the comments that it made. 
Well, the comment that I cited it for was for stating that Mr. Hoffman 
was a Republican. That did not seem to be a very inflammatory ob- 
servyation"in regard to the meaning of Mr. Hoffman’s relation’to the 
matter which resulted in his death. 

The Senator, too, has chosen to insist upon what I readily recognize, 
and which I distinctly stated in my observations, that the occurrence 
of violence of this kind by itself gave no right to impugn or to incul- 
pate the community at large. The question, therefore, of whether the 
community involves itself in that inculpation depends upon how itpro- 
ceeds to deal with the authors of the occarrence, and the imputations 
that I have made in regard to the occurrence two years ago in the way 
of inculpation of that community in its treatment of it have been based 
upon the evidence produced before the committee, and is just as ap- 
parent upon the evidence which the Senator from Texas [Mr. REAGAN] 
has read, even in that portion of it. The governor, the local com- 
munity, the authorities, the Democratic party, the public press, the 
public opinion of Texas, never frowned at all upon that transaction in 
any shape. The grand jury never took any action upon it whatever. 
There was no pretense that the community had purged itself or desired 
to purge itself of a just inculpation of entire indifference to that trans- 
action. l 

That is what I meant by saying that an occurrence of violence does 
not inculpate a community, but the community’s treatment of it ex- 
poses it to the judgment of judicious and honest comment .and judi- 
cious and honest condemnation, and that is all that I have indulged in. 

The Senator from Texas proceeded further to say that at a place in 
that State, Lampasas or Fort Bend, or some other point of that kind, 
there had been a murder, certainly a homicide, and as he would call 
it, and perhaps justly, for I know nothing about it, the murder of two 
white Democrats, or one killed, perhaps, and one wounded with the 
intent to kill. I think that was the situation. He finds fault with 
the Senator from Wisconsin and myself for not having had any sym- 
pathy for the widows and the children of those unfortunate victims or 
violence. 

When have I or when has the Senator from Wisconsin been remiss 
in his attention of sympathy with regard to any suffering that has been 
inflicted by that crime? I know nothingabout them, Idonot know 
whether they had wives or children; nor is it right to bring into a con- 
troversy in this way suggestions that are mere insinuations withont 
the least foundation. We have expressed sympathy inthe transaction . 
which ended in the death of Mr. Hoffman and of Mr. Holt, and I ap- 
peal on the common ground of humanity to both sidesof this Chamber 
to observe the heroism of Joe Hoffman and to pity his sad fate. 

It will not do to say that we are indifferent to transactions of violence 
or to homicide or to murder or to sufferings of the families of the 
victims, until the consideration of those matters becomes a proper sub- 
ject for the Senate to inquire into and make itself responsible for. 

I hope the resolution will be adopted. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on referring the reso- 
lution to the Committee to Audit and Control the Contingent Expenses 
of the Senate. 

Mr. HOAR. I understand the resolution goes to that committee 
under the rules without a formal order of the Senate. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. So the Chair understands, 

Mr. SAULSBURY. Let the resolution be again reported. 

The Chief Clerk read the resolution of Mr. SPOONER. 

Mr. SAULSBURY. Mr. President, I shall not vote for that resolu- 
tion. I think there is a great deal in the question propounded by the 
Senator from New Hampshire [ Mr. BLAIR]. We have had investiga- 
tions, investigations that we had no right to make—I mean where there 
was no necessity to make them—instituted alone for political purposes. 
The country fully understands that all those investigations have no 
other basis than a simple desire to promote the interests of the polit- 
ical party that starts them in the Senate of the United States. 

If the Senator had propounded another question, ‘‘ what harm they 
do?” I should have been ready to say that the first was the disgrace 
which such investigations bring upon the Senate of the United States, 
for I hold that it is a disgrace to constitute this high body into a po- 
litical machine to advance the interests by such means of a political 
candidate for the Presidency. Whatever disclaimers may be made by 


Senators of any such motives, whatever high purposes they may avow 
as instigating these investigations, the people of this country know 
that at the very foundation of all of them is the simple desire to ad- 
vance the interests of their party, and to go by steps that they have 
no right to take to accomplish this purpose. 

I have served upon the Committee on Privileges and Elections and 
been engaged in some of these investigations. I have been down to 
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New Orleans twice on investigations into the condition of affairs in 
that section of the country, and I say here, standing in my place in the 
Senate and upon my responsibility as a Senator, that I have never seen 
one of these political investigations conducted with the least adherence 
to the rules of justice. The whole animus has been to make political 
capital for the party that initiated the investigations, and this reso- 
lution has the same purpose in view, and the country knows it. Ido 
not hesitate to say here that there is not an intelligent man in the 
country but knows full well that the animus that moves such investi- 
gations is a political purpose, and not because they are expected to ac- 
complish any good whatever. 

What right have you to go down? What right has the Senate to go 
down to investigate a local murder unconnected with politics perhaps, 
except for the purpose of trying to make political capital ? 

I repeat again, sir, it is a disgrace to the Senate of the United States 
that these investigations should be instituted and conducted in the 
manner they are, and I do not hesitate to say that I am sorry to see 
men occupying high — in this country, Senators, resorting to 
such means to accomplish party purposes. I donot object to partisan- 
ship, for I am a i myself, but I do object to the Senate of the 
United States, a body of which we are all proud to be members, being 
converted into a political machine, thus making use of the Senate of 
the United States for the purpose of investigations that have no proper 
foundation, merely to excite the prejudices of the people of the North 
against the people of the South. 

Murders take place all over the country. Unfortunately humanity 
is so constituted that crime will exist wherever man exists in large 
communities, and no investigation is made, no inquiry is made into the 
causes of murders and of riots in the Northern section of the country. 
The investigation is all confined to some portions of the Southern States 
for the purpose of inciting the prejudices of some parts of this country 
against that section with a view to political effect on elections. Weare 
doing not only disgracing the Senate, but I aver as my honest 
conviction that such a proceeding, tending to keep up the spirit of ani- 
mosity between the races in the South, is reprehensible in every point 
of view in which it can be looked at. 

I enter my protest here and now against all such procedure on the 

rt of the Senate, and I hope that the country will take notice and 
old to responsibility the men who initiate and carry out these partisan 

investigations through the agency of the Senate of the United States. 

Mr. HOAR. Mr. President, I desire to call the attention of the 
Senate to the unconscious admission made by the honorable Senator 
from Delaware [Mr. SAULSBURY], who has just taken his seat. The 
Senator from Delaware seems to admit, and does admit in substance, 
that the stopping of political murders, that the calling of public atten- 
tion and public indignation down upon them, and the establishing of 
a free ballot and a fair count is the same thing with the advantage of 
the Republican party. Itis. The Senator is quite right. 

I have no doubt that in that very district in Texas where these things 
“have happened, the district now represented by the author of the Mills 
bill, if there could be an honest and a fair debate on publie questions, 
not interrupted by murder and violence, the people of that district 
itself would pronounce by a large majority against this raid upon the 
industries and the interests of the wage-earners of this country. 

There is one other significant piece of testimony which came out in 
thatinvestigation. These were murders and exiles of white men as well 
asofcolored men. The witnesses whotestified that they had been com- 
pelled to go and leave their homes as exiles were white men. One of 
them had been a Confederate soldier who served through the war, and 
the question was put to the Democratic witnesses as to the character of 
these men: ‘‘ Have they done anything wrong in their relations as citi- 
zens? Were they not honest? Did they bear a high character?” 
Certainly; we do not deny that, except in their political conduct.’’ 
“What was their political conduct? What did they undertake to do, 
and what is the matter with that?” ‘*Oh, they make,” was the an- 
swer in substance; I do not give the language now, but the sub- 
stance—‘‘ they make inflammatory speeches to the negroes.” ‘‘ What 
is the nature of the inflammatory speeches that these men make to the 

negroes?” ‘‘ Why, they tell the negroes that if the Democratic party 
remain in power their wages will be lowered, andif the Republican party 
come into power their wages will be raised.” Inother words, they use 
the argument which both sides are presenting to the workingmen of 
this country as the issue upon which this election is largely to be de- 
termined. 

If a party takes the ground which Washington, and Jefferson, and 
Hamilton, and Madison, and Webster, and Clay took, that the policy 
now advocated by the Republican party will enhance the wages of the 
workingmen, increasing the price of cotton among other things, that is 

. an incendiary appeal to the race prejudices of the negroes in the eyes 
of the dominant party in the Mills district of Texas! 

I do not propose, Mr. President, at this hour of theevening, to enter 

this debate; but having had some considerable observation of this 
class of questions, I-wish to put upon record my opinion that this is not 
a question of negro or race domination over white men in those South- 
ern States where these things happen. When we undertake to show 
that large numbers of votes are suppressed, that the elections there do 


not represent the free will of their people, they answer us: ‘‘ Why, your 
fallacy in that isin claiming that all the colored votes are on your 
side; the negroes are sick of the Republican party and are voting the 
Democratic ticket in largenumbers.’’ But when we come to say, ‘' Let 
them vote; let their votes be cast and counted,” they answer, *‘ Oh, it 
is a race issue, and you are in favor of putting the white man under the 
domination of the colored man.” 

Under a fair count anda full count and free speech, the colored men, 
as the white men throughout this country, will divide, will differ in 
opinion, will divide according to their judgment or their interests, antl 
whenever or wherever that condition of affairs is established educa- 
tion, wealth, business capacity, character will have, as everywhere in 
a republic, its full, free, proportionate influence. 

It is not a question of race domination, according to my belief. It 
is not possible for the white people of a single State in this Union, un- 
der the influence of republican ideas and republican methods (I use 
the word ‘‘ republican ’’ now in the ] sense to cover the ideas upon 
which this Republic is based), to be under the domination of the peo- 
ple of the other race. i- 

This method is a method of keeping Democratie superiority and su- 
premacy in States where that party would otherwise be in the minor- 
ity, and, throngh those States, in the nation. Itis not a race ques- 
tion. The men who do these things in Mississippi are not Mississippi. 
Mississippi lies prostrate under their feet. The men who do these 
things in Texas are not Texas, or will not long remain Texas. It is 
shes they may keep Texas prostrate beneath their feet that these things 
are done. 

Mr. COKE. Mr. President, the Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. 
HòAR], who has just taken his seat, has in a few minutes misrepre- 
sented and perverted more testimony than has been treated in that way 
by everybody else in this debate to-day. 

He says it is not race antagonism that produces the troubles in 
Washington and Fort Bend Counties. He says that the real sentiment 
of the people of Texas is in some way suppressed and dominated and 
falsified in its expression; that the people of Texas favor a ive 
tariff if they were permitted to say so. That Senator talks about 
something of which he is profoundly ignorant. The Senator from 
Massachusetts is informed about what transpires in Massachusetts—— 

Mr. HOAR. Will the Senator permit me to ask him a question? 

Mr. COKE. Iwill. 

Mr. HOAR. Does the Senator say that it is a race issue there? 
Does he say that these murders are the act of Texas? 

Mr. COKE. If the Senator will allow me to proceed I will answer 
his question. 

Mr. HOAR. But the honorable Senator challenged my statement 
as being erroneous on these two points. I want to know whether he 

ees With me or di with me? 

Mr. COKE. TheSenator will see as I proceed. The Senator’sstate- 
ment is erroneous. The murder of young Bolton was a cold-blooded 
murder, perpetrated by negroes. When he went to the polls to inquire 
the state of the vote he wasunarmed and unaccompanied by anybody, 
and there were eight or ten people about thepolls, He could not have 
intended a raid on the ballot-box; he was not disguised. He simply 
went as a citizen interested in knowing what the state of the vote was, 
and he was shot down. 

Mr. SPOONER. Will the Senator from Texas permit me—— . 

Mr. COKE. I decline to be interrupted by the Senator from Wis- 
consin. The man was shot down before he could make an inquiry. 

Mr. SPOONER. I did not decline to be interrupted by the Senator 
from Texas. 

Mr. COKE. The people who killed Bolton—that is, the man who 
shot him and those who were accessories to the murder—were arrested. 
The testimony shows that, fearing that in the condition of the public 
mind some violence would be done them, they were taken away from 
Brenham, Some of them were carried to Houston, and I think the man 
who fired the shot and committed the murder was carried tothe Milam 
County jail. They were kept until it was believed that the excitement 
had subsided, and those who were carried to Houston were brought back 
to Brenham. A mob of disguised men did assemble and take three of 
them out of the Brenham jail and hang them. The man who actually 
killed Bolton—whom they would not bring back to Brenham—is yet 
alive and in jail, if he has not been tried. The Senator from Wisconsin ` 
stated here some weeks ago that these men were hanged not because 
they were accessories to this most foul and brutal murder but in order 
to get them out of the way as witnesses to the violence done to the 
ballot-box. 

These men were taken out of jail and hung just as men have been 
taken out of jail and hung in nearly every county and in every State 
in this Union. 

Mr. HAWLEY. Oh, speak for Texas; do not speak for Connecticut. 

Mr. COKE. Iwill venture the assertion that when Connecticut was 
a new State occurrences of that character transpired there. I do not 
beere that there is a State in this Union where they have not trans- 

ired. : 
“3 I do not justify the men whe took these people out of prison and 
hung them. I do not justify law-breaking, but I do say that the im- 
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pulse upon which these people acted in taking these men out of jail 
and hanging them was one that has moved men to similar performances 
in every State in this Union, and I may almost say in every county in 
every State in the Union at some time or other. 

Mr. HAWLEY. I may as well, perhaps, satisfy the Senator at this 
point as to one State. I challenge him to find in the history of Con- 
necticut from 1635 to the present time asingle case of hanging by mob 
violence. 

Mr. COKE. I take itfor granted, of course, that the Senator is bet- 
ter informed than I can be about Connecticut, but Connecticut is an 
exception. I will say then all the States except Connecticut. [Laugh- 


ter. 

45 BLAIR. The Senator must also except New Hampshire. I 
have never known of a hanging of that kind being done in that State. 

Mr. COKE. Why, Mr. President, go to all the Western States, and 
you will scarcely find a county in which there has not been mob vio- 
lence and in which men have not been by mobs. Our Texas 
people do not pretend to be better than the people elsewhere. We have 
got a large amount of human nature in us, exactly the sort of human 
nature that is found in men everywhere else. 

It is wrong that these negroes were taken out of jail and hanged; 
but it was done it was believed that they had assisted in the 
murder of young Bolton, and that was all there was about it. There 
was nothing political in it. There was no motive in it that had any- 
thing in the world to do with politics. 

Soin Fort Bend County, where men have been murdered recently 
because they were Democrats—avowedly mtrdered for that reason— 
the people have been conservative; they simply met togetherand adopted 
resolutions and ordered certain men whom they had good reason to 
believe (possibly not amounting to legal proof) had been guilty of these 
murders, these assassinations—ordered them to leave the county. 

Men have to take care of themselves; they will take care of them- 
selves. In Fort Bend County and in Washington County where blood 
has been spilled, murders and assassinations committed, the victims 
have been Democrats invariably. About this there is no question or 
doubt. 

The hanging done at Brenham was the work of a mob, which we can 
attribute to but one cause, and that is that poor human nature under 
excitement was carried away by feeling and led toa violation of law. 

I desire the fact to be specially remembered that in no case that has 
come from Texas have Democrats been the aggressors or have white 
men been the a; rs, Bolton was killed by a Republican negro. 
Shamblin, of Fort Bend, was killed by a Republican and anotice tacked 
to his gate that he was killed because he was a Democrat. Captain 
Frost, of Fort Bend, was shot and severely wounded when going into 
his yard at night because he was a Democrat and a white man. 

Notwithstanding these admitted facts the Senator from Wisconsin 
desires an investigating committee to take hold of and look into the 
matters referred to. The resolution of the Senator from Wisconsin re- 
fers to matters not under the Federal jurisdiction, having nothing in 
the world to do with anything over which this Senate has jurisdiction, 
yet the Senate is asked to make an investigation, and, as if to illustrate 
the absurdity of the proceeding, the Senator from Massachusetts, when 
he comes to make his contribution to the debate, finds it is not the race 
issue, it is not race prejudice or antagonism which produces disturb- 
ance, but it is a desire to suppress the vote of people who favor a pro- 
tective tariff ! 

How does the Senator from Massachusetts find this ont? The Sen- 
ator sneers at Colonel MILLS, who represents the district embracing 
Washington County. Let him sneer at Colonel MILLS before the peo- 
ple and on the stump, where Colonel MILES has a chance to reply to 
him.» ; 

Mr. HOAR. I have said nothing about Colonel MILLS. 

Mr. COKE. You saidit was Colonel MILLS’s district. 

Mr. HOAR. That is another thing. 

Mr. COKE. You said it was in the district represented by ROGER 


Mitts. RoGER MILLS is able to answer for himself, and if the Sena- 


tor desires to meet ROGER MILLS, ROGER MILLS will go to Boston 
and diseuss the tariff question with him, and be glad of the oppor- 
tunity. í 

No, Mr. President, the Senatoris mistaken. These troublesin Wash- 
ington County had their origin, not in Federal politics, but in local 
county polities. The people in Washington County, as the testimony 
shows, have been plundered and robbed and stolen from by people like 
these three who memorialized the Senate until they have gotten tired 
ofit. Democrats and Republicans who had property to be taxed, who 
had substance in the county, joiried and made a People’s ticket and 
obtained control of the eeunty; and since 1886 Democrats and Repub- 
licans together have held the offices of the county and they have had 
honest administrations. Before that time they were plundered. There 
is a man in the penitentiary now who was county treasurer, I believe— 
at all events was one of the high officers. They were indicted, these 
Radical, corrupt officials, repeatedly indicted, indicted, too, when the 
judge having jurisdiction and holding court was a Republican judge, 
when the county attorney and the district attorney were Republicans, 
when the sheriff was a Republican, and the same Republican judge is 


in office now. Republican officials had cognizance and jurisdiction of 
these men who hung the three negroes at Brenham. 

They say Governor Ireland offered no reward for the discovery of the 
persons who hung the negroes, Who drew the grand jury? Whose 
duty was it to prosecute? Whose business was it to see to it that 
those people were prosecuted? It was Judge McFarland’s business, 
and Judge McFarland is a Republican. It was the business of the 
county and district attorneys, who also were Republicans, 

The county and the district attorneys are Republicans, and were Re- 
publicans when some fifteen or twenty indictments were returned into 
court under the instruction of the Republican judge against the thieves 
and robbers who under the lead of the three men who appear before 
this Senate as memorialists had gotten possession of the offices of Wash- 
ington County. 

Why, Mr. President, the Germans of Washington County constitute 
one-half of the voters. They are nearly all Republicans. But they de- 
liberately turned their backs upon the Republican party and fused with 
the Democrats and elected county officers in 1886, and are still co-op- 
erating with the Democrats in county elections. They vote the na- 
tional Republican ticket. Washington County gives a large majority 
for the national Republican ticket; but when you come to county elec- 
tions they can not stand these people who have been plundering and 
robbing them, and they do not vote the straight Republican ticket. 
Men like Hackworth and Schutze and Moore, so lauded by the Sena- 
tors from Wisconsin and New York, are the men who drive the Ger- 
mans to co-operation with the Democrats in county elections. 

The Senator from Massachusetts sees nothing but a suppression of 
the vote on the protective-tariff issue in these disorders in Washington 
County; sees nothing of race prejudice, nothing of race antagonism. 
He simply knows nothing in the world about it. 

I do not believe that the Senator from Massachusetts would know- 
ingly make a misstatement. I have no idea that he would do so; but 
he has made misstatements this evening, and made as many of them 
in a few minutes as I ever heard made in the same length of time— 
statements that had no particle of foundation for them. A freer peo- 
ple, black and white, Democrat and Republican, in speech and in cast- 
ing the ballot, does not live than those in Texas. 

Mr. HOAR. May I ask the Senator a question there? Has he seen 
in the newspapers this very morning the statement that the Repub- 
lican party of Texas have said that in consideration of these crimes and 
this violence they will not undertake to put a State ticket in the field? 
Is that a slander also? 

Mr. COKE, Now, Mr. President I will say to the Senator from 
Massachusetts that I do not believe the same number of letters have 
ever been put together in the English language to express a grosser or 
more palpable falsehood than that. The Republicans afraid to put a 
ticket in thefield! It is simply preposterous. There is not a Repub- 
lican in Texas who is not as fearless of consequences in his political or 
other action as the Senator from Massachusetts is when he is at home 
in Massachusetts. That is the truth. 

The Republicans are not going to put a ticket in the field, and I will 
tell you why. Because by combining with a lot of odds and ends and 
isms of other political parties in Texas, and throwing aside, for the 
time being, their own political identity, they hope to accomplish re- 
sults which as Republicans they know they would be powerless to 
accomplish. That is all there is about it. Why, this man Hackworth 
has a brother living at Brenham, a Republican, and has always been 
a Republican, who is elected regularly to the office of justice of the 

and he holds the office and discharges the duties of it well, and 
reputably, and satisfactorily as I am informed. 

I say right here, without the fear of successful contradiction, that 
there is not an honest Republican in Texas who is not as free, as fear- 
less, and as independent as he would be in Masaschusetts or in Kan- 
sas or anywhere else. There is not a Republican in Texas who can 
not live among his Democratic neighbors as pleasantly, if he is an hon- 
est man, as he could in Massachusetts with the neighbors and friends 
of the Senator from Massachusetts. 

What the people of the United States need, Mr. President, is to 
know each other better. I was never so impressed with that convic- 
tion as I was when I heard the statement of the Senator from Massa- 
chusetts, because I respect that Senator; both for his ability and in- 
tegrity. Ido not believe that for his right hand he would have made 
the statement with reference to Texas that he did make had he known 
the facts as I and those of us who live in Texas do know them. 

Why, Mr. President, we rarely have tronble in Texas at elections or 
at any time between the races. Remember that we have one hundred 
and eighty organized counties in Texas. Remember that our territory 
stretches from east of the Sabine to the Rio Grande, between seven and 
eight hundred miles, and then from the Panhandle to the Gulf, seven 
or eight hundred miles more—one hundred and eighty organized coun- 
ties, and some counties as large as the good State of Delaware or as 
Rhode Island. 

Yet out of all these, with a population from every country under the 
sun gathered there, all the foreign nations being abundantly repre- 
sented, and allthe States Northand South, East and West, abundantly 
represented, with a population there not homogeneous, a population 
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that has not had time yet to be fused into a homogeneous mass, but 
which will become homogeneous; the only charges that are brought 
against the people of Texas for political disorders and disturbances are 
confined to Fort Bend and Washington, just two counties out of the 
one hundred and eighty. 

Is not Kansas a good State, Mr. President? Isayitis. The popu- 
lation of Kansas can not be surpassed for intelligence, for sobriety, for 
energy, for American push; and yet here but the other day we read of 
a war there in which a sheriff and five of his deputies were killed by a 
camp-fire as they slept at night. 

Why did you not send an investigating committee there? Ah, Mr. 
President, they did not send one there, because it would not have paid 
politically to do it. Murders are committed all over the United States 
every day, and yet it is reserved for Texas to be persecuted under the 
forms of law by a Senate which has no jurisdiction over the matter to 
be inquired into, while all other violations of local law are to be let 
alone! . 

Speaking of the race question, Mr. President, where is the Indian? 

He has gone and is now a mere reminiscence, The red man, the 
‘noble red man,” has gone before the advance of the white man. 
Where is the Chinaman? 

Mr. SPOONER. Going. [Laughter.] 

Mr. COKE. He hasnot quite gone, but he is getting away very fast. 
[Lanughter.] He isthe brown man. It is reserved for the people of 
the South to have to stand face to face with the black man and solve 
the problem of joint government and joint residence, and we are solv- 
ing it. If you will let us alone we will solve it. Itis hard enough to 
do without outside interference. When let alone it taxes all our 
powers and demands our highest wisdom. Just let us alone, and we 
will solve it. We have no trouble except once every four years. All 
the trouble we have ever had comes from outsiders, who hope to reap 
political advantage from it. If intermeddlers from the outside who 
instigate colored men to evil deeds will desist and let us alone, there 
will be an end of the trouble. Go down to Texas, go into the counties 
where the whites are in the majority, and you will see the colored peo- 
ple, some Democrats, some Republicans, and some Knights of Labor, 
all voting their own tickets. ‘There you will see colored men quietly 
accumulating property, many of them becoming rich and well to do. 
Everything in the world that is needed for this condition of affairs to 
exist in every county in Texas, and, I will say, in the entire South, is 
for the Republicans outside to let them alone, to cease exciting their 
bad passions and inflaming them against their white neighbors. 

Mr. BLAIR. May I ask the Senator—— 

Mr. COKE. I decline to be interrupted. 

Mr. BLAIR. Will the Senator touch upon the solution with refer- 
ence to the negro? He told us what they had done with the Indian 
and the Chinaman, 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Texas declines to 
be interrupted. 

Mr. COKE. Only wait until I get through, and do not be in too 

t a hurry. 

Mr. BLAIR. I think a speaker always allows a fellow-citizen to 
put a question to him. 

Mr. COKE. I did not intend to be curt or discourteous. 

Mr. BLAIR. I did not think the Senator was. 

Mr. COKE. I say let us alone and we will solve this problem. 
Whenever the negroes divide, their votes are sought by both parties, 
and it is the interest of both parties to see that they have perfect free- 
dom of choice. Keep outside pressure away from them and they will 
disperse among our population, and you will hear no more of any race 
troubles. But I tell you, and I say it frankly, the white people of the 
South and those of their race who come to settle among them, they and 
their seed will govern that country just as long as time lasts. 

Mr. HOAR. Whether they are in the majority or not? 

Mr. COKE. They will doit. Iwill be frank. They will not do it 
by violence. They are the superior race. They will maintain and 
protect and defend their civilization, their women, and their children, 
their race, and their citizenship as long as water runs or grass grows. 
They will not raise the hand of violence against the black man, because 
they know they are superior in every element of manhood, of humanity, 
and of civilization to him and that he can not dominate them. 

The idea that it was the protective tariff and not the race issue which 
produced the disorders in Texas advanced by the Senator from Massa- 
chusetts ought to be patented. It belongs to him; it is original. I 
say if that Senator would once travel among our people he would never 
advance it again. 

Mr. HOAR. Which is it, the race issue or the protective tariff? I 
understood the Senator himself to say just now that it was not-—— 

Mr. COKE. I say it is not the protective tariff. 

Mr. HOAR. Is it the race issue? 

Mr. COKE. Yes; that is exactly what I do say. 

Mr. SPOONER. I understood the Senator to say several times that 
it was simply an ebulition of violence or murder, such as has occurred 
in every county and every State in the Union. The race issue is not 
quite so universal. 

Mr. COKE. Certainly, I said that there were cases of violence and 


of murder in the South, and that there were cases of violence and mur- 
der in all the States, and that when the South is being judged for 
the violence and murder committed within her borders it should be 
placed to her credit that they are the only people in the world who are 
compelled to live with an alien race of another color, while a lot of 
conscienceless politicians are constantly prodding the negroes to war- 
fare with and alienation from the whites. I said the South ought to 
be credited with that fact in determining whether she is better or 
worse than the neighboring States of the North and West. 

Mr. President, just let us manage our local affairs. If you do that, 
we will present you magnificent results in a very few years. We will 
show you a contented black population, educated, because the negroes 
are receiving just as much school money in proportion to population 
as the whites, I know, in Texas, and I believe in all the other States 
of the South. They are becoming more intelligent. You can not find 
a little negro that high in Texas Tindicating about four feet] who can 
not read and write. That is true; and we are opposed to the Blair ed- 
ucational bill, besides. 

Mr. BLAIR. That is meant prircipally for the white children. 

Mr. COKE, I say, if you will let us alone, let our free schools do 
their perfect work, let human nature have its play, withdraw the out- 
side pressure which binds the blacks together in a solid body against 
the whites, and let them disperse and mingle among the balance of 
the population, we will show you grand results in a very few years. 

Mr. President, I am at a loss to know why itis that the Senator from 
New York puts on an extra coat of war paint whenever the name of 
Texas is called. [Laughter.] Let him go to his great merchants in 
the city of New York, let him go to the railroad nabobs, toall the chief 
moneyed and commercial men of New York and ask them what about 
Texas. They will tell him that Texas has to-day not less than two 
and a half million of population, that she has territory for five mag- 
nificent States. They will tell him that Texas swells the balance of 
trade in favor of the United States with a million and a quarter bales 
of cotton. They will tell him that Texas runs neck and neck anda 
nose ahead of Ohio and California in her product of wool. They will 
tell him that your hungry millions up East are fed from the plentiful 
larder of Texas, whicn holds within her borders one-seventh of the 
cattle of all the United States. They will tell him that ofall the States 
the trade and commerce of Texas is the greatest and most valuable 
now, with infinite possibilities for the future. 

And yet the Senator from New York, unmindful of the interests of 
his people, would tomahawk Texas on all occasions. Mr. President, 
Texas, with her imperial domain, her 8,000 miles of railroad, being 
increased at the rate of 1,000 miles annually, and her income of $175,- 
000,000 annually from exported products, and increasing every year, 
and her school fund of 30,000,000 acres of land and $8,000,000 of in- 
terest-bearing securities, can afford to smile at the efforts at her dis- 
paragement. - 

Mr. President, I have shown that this pretense of lawlessness in 
Texas is a fraud and a sham, gotten up for political purposes. I have 
shown you that the bloodshed in Washington County was first caused 
by Republican negroes. 

The Senator from Wisconsin stated that Bolton ought to have been 
shot. The testimony is that Bolton was there without arms, alone, 
without disguise, simply, his father being a candidate for one of the 
county offices, to inquire how the vote stood, and when the door was 
opened was shot and fell dead on the floor. 

Mr. MORGAN. At night. 

Mr. COKE. At1llo’clock at night. No man was with him, accord- 
ing to the testimony, for no man saw anybody with him. From that 
cause sprang the hanging of the three n by the masked mob. 
They were taken out of the jail at Brenham, when they had *been 
brought back by the authorities under the impression that the danger 
was past. 

Mr. TELLER. I should like to ask the Senator a question. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from Texas yield? 

Mr. COKE. No, sir. 

Mr. TELLER. Very well, then. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Texas does not 


yield. 

Mr. TELLER. Itisaright he has. If I had made that statement 
I should not yield either, if I were in the Senator’s place. 

Mr. COKE. I refer to the testimony, whenever your close corpora- 
tion committee will let it out and letit be printed. I assert here that 
I state the truth, and I assert that any other statement of the bulk and 
weight of that testimony is a misstatement and a perversion of it. 

Mr. TELLER. That is the Senator’s judgment? 

Mr. COKE. Yes; I say that is my judgment. 

Mr. EVARTS. Will the Senator allow me to ask him a question? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from Texas yield 
to the Senator from New York? 

Mr. COKE. No, sir. 

Mok PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Texas declines to 
eld. 

-Mr. EVARTS. I have no war paint on, but—— 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair has to protect the rights 
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of the Senator on the floor. The Senator from Texas declines to bein- | These are the facts, Mr. President, as I understand them. This case 
terrupted. has for two years been saved for this occasion. They have had it on 


Mr. COKE. I repeat, Mr. President, because I wish to emphasize 
these facts, that Bolton was murdered in cold blood, and that the au- 
thorities arrested the negroes who committed the murder and took them 
to Brenham. ‘They feared the negroes would be taken out of jail and 
dealt with violently. They took all of them to Houston, about80 miles 
off, except one, and that one, the man who really killed Bolton, they 
took up to Cameron, in Milam County, about 60 miles distant, and he 
is in jail in Cameron now, unless he has been tried since. Of, those 
who were brought back from Houston under the impression that the 
feeling had subsided, three were taken out of jail and hung, not in order 
to suppress their testimony, because there were five of them, and the 
testimony of the other two would have been just as good as that of the 
three who were hung, but they were hanged because of the violent 
feeling engendered by the murder of Bolton. 

Mr. BUTLER. Who was a white man and a Democrat. 

Mr. COKE. Bolton was a white man and a Democrat. As to the 
Fort Bend case, I did not know that this debate was coming up to-day 
or I would have had some papers here tosubmitto the Senate. There 
they called to the door and killed Colonel Shamblin; and tacked a card 
to his gate-post stating that they had killed him because he was a 
Democrat and had the audacity to try to prevail on some colored peo- 
ple to vote the Democratic ticket. Nothing was done because nobody 
could find the assassin, A 

Some two or three weeks after that another leading Democrat was 
shot in the dark. He was not killed, but he is ig or fop life and 
badly wounded, and may die yet. Then it was that the people be- 
thought themselves, How long must this thing last? What shall we 
do? Who will be the next? Theymettogether. They did not hang 
anybody, but they said to certain gentlemen whom they had good rea- 
sons pirongly to suspect, ‘‘ Now, it will be good for you to absent your- 
selves from here,” and they did absent themselves, 

Mr. TELLER. Of course. 

Mr. COKE. Yes, they did, in a hurry. 

Holt, who was assassinated at Brenham, was an active, aggressive, 
thoroughgoing Democrat. I was amused at the effort of the Senator 
from New York to identify him with the Mugwumps. Holt had noth- 
ing of the Mugwump in him. 

Mr. EVARTS. I did not use the word ‘‘Mugwump,’’ or say any- 
thing about it. 

Mr. COKE. No, the Senator did not. 

Mr. EVARTS. Nota word. 

Mr. COKE. But the Senator did use language that was equal to 
that. 

Mr. EVARTS. What was it? 

Mr. COKE. The Senator said that Mr. Hoffman was a Republican 
and running on the Democratic ticket, and that Mr. Holt was co-oper- 
ating with him and wasjust such a man as Hoffman was in that regard. 

Mr. EVARTS. That I said. 

Mr. COKE. Well, the Senator was wrong. The Senator from New 
York inadvertently and without intending it at all told that which was 
not true when he said it. Holt was a Democrat, but not a candidate 
for any office, as I understand. Hoffman was running on the Demo 
cratic ticket for county treasurer. Yet when the assassin fires and kills 
both of them it is paraded here as a Democratic outrage. That is all 
there is about that. 

No, Mr. President, you may take these Texas cases and sift them 
and inquire into them; 1 shallinterpose no objection. Get all the tes- 
timony here you can, and nothing derogatory to the ple of Texas, 
to the people of Washington County, to the people of Fort Bend 
County, will be developed by the investigation. ‘There was one bal- 
lot-box captured by three masked men. 

Mr. MORGAN. Who were they? 

Mr. COKE. I do not know who they were. Nobody else knows 
who they were. The Senators on the other side say that the governor 
ought to have offered a reward. Judge McFarland, the Republican 
judge and his Republican district attorney ought to have called on the 

vernor to offer a reward, which they never did. Theyought to have 

erreted out this transaction and instructed the governor as to the 
facts of it, which they never did that I have ever heard of, 

The killing of Bolton and the hanging of these negroes transpired 
last November a year ago. 

Mr. TELLER. In 1886. 

Mr. COKE. Two years ago this coming November. 

Mr. TELLER. The statute has not run ont. 

Mr. COKE. The witnesses were examined many months ago. No 
report has been made. They have been keeping it for two years as a 
rich development to be sprung upon the country at this time for cam- 


paign purposes, k 

Mr. BLAIR. Why have they not hung his murderer, who is now, as 
you say, in jail? 

Mr. COKE. They may have done so, for aught I know. I have 
not heard from him lately. 

Mr. BLAIR. The Senator said several times that he was in jail. 

Mr. COKE. He was in the jail of Milam County, Texas, six months 
after the other three were taken out of the jail and hung at Brenham. 


ice. They bring it out now for the first time for active service and 
use, and coupled with it the Senator from Massachusetts undertukes 
to instruct the Senate that these disorders proceed, not from race prej- 
udice or antagonism, but that the tariff issue is at the bottom of them. 

Mr. HOAR. With Democratic ascendancy. 

Mr. COKE. I will just say to the Senator that if there is any one 
thing in this world the average Texan would go any number of miles 
out of his way to kick and kill and destroy it is a protective tariff. 

Mr. HOAR. Is that murder? 

Mr. COKE. It maybe. That is the kind of murder they will com- 
mit if you give them a chance. 

I repeat, Mr. President, that the ballot-box nowhere in the world 
gives a freer or truer expression than in Texas, and all testimony to the 
contrary is false and utterly unworthy of belief, and when the report 
of the Committee on Privileges and Elections is presented to the Sen- 
ate, and the Senate is permitted to see the testimony which has been 
taken, the truth of this averment will abundantly appear. I am more 
than willing to invoke the honest judgment of the country upon it, 
satisfied that the vindication of the people of Texas must result from a 
fair consideration of it. I have nothing further to say. 

MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 

Am from the House of Representatives, by Mr. T. O. To 
Chief Clerk, announced that the House had passed a bill (H. R. 11101 
to include Sapelo Sound, Sapelo River, and Sapelo Island, in the Bruns- 
wick collection district in the State of Georgia; in which it requested 
the concurrence of the Senate, 

‘The message also announced that the House had non-concurred in 
the amendments of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 6514) for the allow- 
ance of certain claims reported by the accounting officers of the United 
States Treasury Department, agreed- to the conference asked by the 
Senate on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses thereon, and had 
appointed Mr. STONEof Kentucky, Mr. PENINGTON, and Mr. CROUSE 
managers at the conference on the part of the House. 

HOUSE BILLS REFERRED. 

The bill (H. R. 1959) authorizing the Secretary of War to issue to 
the governor of the Territory of Montana military stores for the use 
of the regularly enlisted, organized, and uniformed active militia was 
read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Military Af- 
fairs, 

The bill (H. R. 11101) to include Sapelo Sound, Sapelo River, and 
Sapelo Island in the Brunswick collection district in the State of Geor- 
gia was read twice by its title ,and referred to the Committee on Com- 
merce. 

Mr. ALLISON. I move that the Senate adjourn. 

The motion was agreed to; and (at 6 o’clock and 2 minutes p. m.) 
the Senate adjourned until to-morrow, Thursday, September 13, 1888, 
at 120’clock m. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
WEDNESDAY, September 12, 1888. 


Rs House met at 12 o’clock m. Prayer by Rev. J. H. CUTHBERT, 
. D. 
The Journal of the proceedings of yesterday was read and approved. 


MARGARET HEINTZELMAN. 


The SPEAKER. I will lay before the House the bill (S. 2726) 
granting a pension to Margaret Heintzelman, with House amendment, 
disagreed to by the Senate. If there be no objection, the House will 
insist on the amendment and agree to the conference requested. 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 


CONFEREES APPOINTED. 


The SPEAKER appointed as conferees on the part of the House on 
Senate bill 2726, granting an increase of pension to Margaret 8, Heint- 
zelman, Mr, CHIPMAN, Mr, THOMPSON of California, and Mr, THomp- 
son of Ohio. 

CLAIMS REPORTED BY TREASURY. 

The SPEAKER laid before the House the bill (H. R. 6514) for the 
allowance of certain claims reported by the accounting officers of the 
Treasury Department, passed by the Senate with amendments. 

Mr. STONE, of Kentucky. I ask unanimous consent to non-concur 
in the Senate amendments and agree to the conference requested. 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS, 


Mr. VANDEVER. I ask unanimous consent to take up the bill (S. 
2) for the relief of the Mission Indians in the State of California, and 
discharge the Committee of the Whole House from its further consid- 
eration, and that it be considered at this time. 

The bill was read at length for information. 
eer SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present consideration of 

e ? 
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Mr. DUNN. I ask the gentleman from California what Indians this | passed; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 


bill is intended to apply to? ‘Those in California? 

Mr. VANDEVER. It is intended to apply to the Mission Indians 
in Southern California. 

Mr. DUNN. I desire to put on record here a short statement in ref- 
erence to that matter. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection? 

Mr. BLAND. I reserve the right to object. 

Mr. DUNN. Ihave had occasion to look into the question of the 
tenure by which the Village Indians and Mission Indians in California 
hold their titles. I am perfectly satisfied that the law is that the 
Pueblo or Village Indians are entitled to have a deed in fee-simple to 
the original grants made to them by either the Spanish or the Mex- 
ican Governments. The Mission Indians in many cases were located 
or made superincumbent upon the Village grants; they were extended 
merely for mission purposes. The mission lands were somewhat anal- 
agous to our own Indian reservations, and could be what the Mexican 
Government calls “ secularized,’’ that is, when they ceased to be used 
for mission purposes they could be restored to the public domain. But 
the title of the Pueblo or Village Indians to the grant is as perfect a 
title in law and in fact as any other grants of the Mexican or Spanish 
Government; and any attempt in this bill or any other bill to take 
from them their original grants and give them back a part of it com- 
pletes a robbery which the California commission failed to complete 
under the law of 1854; and I object to this bill. 

Mr. VANDEVER. I hope the gentleman will withdraw his objec- 
tion, because it does not affect the Village Indians at all in the remotest 


degree. 

Mr. DUNN. If I understood the reading of the bill, it proposes to 
take possession of all grants of Village and Mission Indians, and to give 
them enough ground to answer their pur 

Mr. VANDEVER. The gentleman is entirely mistaken. 
not attempt to take the Pueblo lands at all. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection? 

Mr. DUNN. It isa complicated question that will have to be de- 
termined in the future, and it is one of great and grave importance, as 
it affects the rights of a class of people who are absolutely helpless; 
and I object. 

oo VANDEVER. There is no possible chance for litigation under 
act, 


It does 


LEAVE OF ABSENCE. 
Mr. BACON, by unanimous consent, obtained indefinite leave of ab- 
sence, on account of sickness. 
ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


Mr. TOOLE, Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to call up for 
consideration the bill which I send to the desk. 
Mr, CANNON. I demand the regular order. 


CHARGES IN CONNECTION WITH LIBRARY BUILDING. 


The SPEAKER. Thegentleman from Minnesota [Mr. RICE], chair- 
man of the select committee appointed to make an investigation under 
a recent order of the House, asks unanimous consent for the present 
consideration of the resolution which the Clerk will read. 

The resolution was read, as follows: 

Resolved, That the special committee of investigation, appointed by the Speaker 
in pursuance of the resolution adopted by the House of Representatives on Sep- 
tember 4, have leave to sit during the sessions of the House, be authorized to 
send for persons and papers, to administer oaths, and to employ a Sas panel 
and a messenger, that the expenses of such investigation shall be paid out 
of the contingent fund of the House. 


The resolution was adopted. 
MILITARY STORES FOR MONTANA MILITIA. 


Mr. TOOLE. Mr. Speaker, the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. Can- 
NoN] yields to me to ask unanimous consent that the Committee of 
the Whole be discharged from the further consideration of the bill (H. 
R. 1959) authorizing the Secretary of War to issue to the governor of 
the Territory of Montana military stores for the use of the militia. 

The SPEAKER. ‘The bill will be read, after which the Chair will 
ask for objections. 

‘The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of War be, and he is hereby, authorized 

_ and directed to issue to the governor of the Territory of Montana such addi- 
tional arms, ordnance stores, quartermaster’s stores, and camp equipage as may 
be required to fully arm ge yee the present regularly enlisted, organized. and 
uniformed active militia of said Territory, —— e z of seven general staff ofli- 
cers and the officers and men of one regiment of eight companies of infantry, 
two companies of cavalry, and one battery of artillery: Provided, That nothing 
herein shall affect the appointment hereafter, to oni Territory, of arms, ord- 
nance stores, quartermaster’s stores, and camp equi) , under existing laws 
and regulations: And provided further, That the military stores to be issued 
hereunder shall remain the property of the United States, and said governor 
shall be chargeable therewith as now provided by law. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present consideration of 
this bill? 

There was no objection. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time; and 
being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. CHIPMAN moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill was 


table. 
The latter motion was agreed to. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS, 


Mr. FORNEY. Idemand the regular order, 

The SPEAKER. The regular order is the call of committees for 
reports, unless some privileged matter be called up. 

Mr. FORNEY. I move to dispense with the call of committees. ` 

The SPEAKER. It is not necessary to make that motion if the 
gentleman desires to call up a privileged report. 

SUNDRY CIVIL APPROPRIATION BILL, 

Mr. FORNEY. _ Then I do call up the privileged report which was 
under consideration when the House adjourned, the report on the sundry 
civil appropriation bill. $ 

The SPEAKER. The question is upon the amendment offered by 
the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. HOLMAN] as a substitute for the 
amendment proposed by the gentleman from Kentucky, and upon that 
the yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. FORNEY. I move to reconsider the vote by which the yeas 
and nays were ordered. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Mr. Speaker, I believe the demand for the yeas 
and nays was made by the gentleman from Georgia [Mr. BLOUNT], 
whom I do not see in his seat at this moment. I ask now that by 
unanimous consent, the order for the yeas and nays be vacated. I make 
this request. becanse it is manifest tha} there is not a quorum present. 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 

The SPEAKER. The question then is upon agreeing to the amend- 
ment of the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. HOLMAN ], offered as a sub- 
stitute for the amendment proposed by the gentleman from Kentucky 
[Mr. BRECKINRIDGE]. 

Mr. RYAN. Irise to a parliamentary inquiry. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it, 

Mr. RYAN. A vote was taken in the usual way, and I suppose the 
RECORD shows what that vote was. Later a yea-and-nay vote was or- 
dered, and I desire to know whether another division is now in order? 

The SPEAKER. The Chair thinksso, because the subsequent order 
of the House directing the yeas and nays to be taken was a vacating 
of the vote which had taken before. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Mr. Speaker, my amendment appearsin the RECORD 
this morning in a form so unsatisfactory that I ask unanimous consent 
to have it read again. 

The amendment was read, as follows: 


That the money appropriated for topographical surveys for the present fiscal 
year, or any part thereof, rye be employed by the Director of the Geological 
Survey,with the approval of the Secretary of the Interior, and forthe purpose of 
ascertaining the feasibility of establishing reservoirs of water in the arid jons 
of country west of the one hundredth meridian, with a view to asystem of irri- 
gation of the arid region; and the Director of the Geological Survey is directed 
to report to Congress at as early a period as is practicable the results of such in- 
quiries and all the information he may possess touching the irrigation of said 


lands: Provided further, That during the pendency of measures now before Con- 


gress affecting the public lands, the entry of lands known and design: 
desert lands shall be suspended; but this provision shall not prevent the entry 
of such lands under the homestead law, except that section 2301 of the Revised 
Statutes shall not apply to such entries. the sum of $250,000 proposed by 
the amendment is hereby stricken out. 


Mr. TAULBEE. Irise to a question of order. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. TAULBEE, If I caught the reading of the gentleman’s amend- 
ment as it was offered yesterday, that part which provides for striking 
out the $250,000 was not included in it; and, as stated by the gentle- 
man from Indiana himself, his amendment was first intended to be a 
substitute for the Senate amendment as it was proposed to be amended 
by the gentleman from Kentucky [Mr. BRECKINRIDGE]. 

Mr. SYMES. Will the gentleman yield for an explanation ? 

Mr. TAULBEE. Certainly. 

Mr. SYMES. By unanimous consent it was agreed that the gentle- 
man from Indiana [Mr. HoLmMan] might strike that out, upon the 
understanding that no point should be made as to a quorum, and that 
the yeas and nays should not be demanded. 

Mr. TAULBEE. Was it understood that the gentleman from In- 
diana should be permitted to include in his amendment the provision 
to strike ont—— 

Mr. SYMES. Yes, sir. 

Mr. TAULBEE. I did not know that. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair is advised that the modification was 
made by unanimous consent. 

Mr. TAULBEE. I was not aware of that. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I wish to correct a misapprehension of the gentle- 
man from Golorado. The consent to the modification was not given in 
consideration of the agreement not to call the yeas and nays, because 
the gentleman from Georgia expressly declined to accept that proposi- 
tion. 

Mr. RYAN. That is immaterial. 

Mr. SYMES. The gentleman from Georgia did demand the yeas 
and nays; but other gentlemen (the gentleman from Indiana included) 
agreed that if this modification were permitted the call for the yeas 
and nays should be rescinded. 


1888. 


Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. I think that matter immate- 
rial, . 


‘The SPEAKER. ‘The Chair will state that the sum of $250,000 has 
already been stricken from the Senate amendment by a vote of the 
House, and $100,000 inserted, on motion of the gentleman from Mis- 
souri [Mr. BLAND]. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. The consent was that the 
gentleman from Indiana might modify his amendment so as to propose 
to strike out all appropriation. 

Mr. RYAN. That is to say, consent was given that the gentleman 
from Indiana might modify his amendment so as to propose to strike 
out all appropriation. 

Mr.HOLMAN. Certainly; and $250,000 having been the sum named 
originally in the Senate amendment, the language in my substitute re- 
fers to that, although the Senate amendment has since been amended. 

Mr. TAULBEE. I understood the Chair to state that the amount 
namedin theSenate amendment was stricken out by unanimous consent, 

The SPEAKER. It was stricken out by a vote of the House, on mo- 
tion of the gentleman from Missouri [Mr. BLAND]. 

Mr. SYMES. And $100,000 inserted. 

The SPEAKER. And $100,000 inserted in lieu of $250,000. 

Mr. TAULBEE. Then the privilege granted by unanimous consent 
to the gentleman from Indiana was that he might modify his amend- 
ment so as to strike out the $100,000. 

Mr. SYMES. No; let me explain; the gentleman from Kentucky 
does not understand. After the House had adopted practically the 
Senate amendment, except that the amount had been fixed at $100,- 
000, the gentleman from Indiana was then allowed by unanimous con- 
sent to patch up his substitute and have a vote upon it, in order that 
business might not be interrupted by the lack of a quorum. 

Mr. HOLMAN. My friend from Colorado did not succeed in ‘‘ patch- 
ing up” his amendment, 

Mr. SYMES. Our amendment did not need any ‘‘ patching up;” 
the House adopted it by a three-fourths majority. 

The question being taken on agreeing to the substitute of Mr. Hor- 
MAN, there were—ayes 39, noes 61, 

Mr. HOLMAN. I would like to have tellers on this question. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman asks for tellers. As no quorum 
has voted, tellers will be considered as ordered; and the Chair appoints 
the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. HoLMAN] and the gentleman from 
Kentucky [Mr. sf R AE 

Mr. SYMES. I rise to a parliamentary inquiry. Iwas informed 

ust as I entered the Hall that it had been agreed a quroum would not 

demanded this morning on this vote. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Indiana has not demanded a 
quorum, but has asked for tellers. 

The House again divided; and the tellers reported—ayes 46, noes 65. 

So Mr. HoLMAN’S substitute was not agreed to. 

. The SPEAKER. The question is now on the motion of the gentle- 
man from Kentucky [Mr. BRECKINRIDGE] that the House recede 
from its disagreement to the Senate amendment and agree to the same 
with the amendment proposed by him. 

The question was determined in the affirmative—ayes 59, noes 38. 
Basra SPEAKER. ‘The Clerk will report the next amendment of the 

ate. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Amendment 121: After the words “ one hundred,” in line 12, page 66, insert 
the words “and two;” so as to make the paragra; h read as follows : * For the 
purchase of necessary books for the Library, and the payment for the trans- 
pepe public documents through the Smithsonian exchange, $5,000; in all, 


Mr. FORNEY. It is desirable in this case to ascertain the proper 
amount to be appropriated, a matter which can be arranged hereafter. 
I move that the House insist on its disagreement. 

The motion was agreed to. 
aoe SPEAKER, The Clerk will report the next amendment of the 

nate. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Amendment 127: Before the word ‘ education,” in line 22, page 68, insert 
“industrial; ” so as to read: 

* For the industrial education of the children of school age in the Territory 
of Alaska,” ete. 

Mr. FORNEY. I move that the House insist on its disagreement to 
this amendment. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The Clerk read the next amendment of the Senate, as follows: 

Amendment 128: Strike out “25” and insert ‘'50;*’ so that under the head- 
ing of *‘ Education in Alaska” it will read ‘ $50,000.” 

Mr. FORNEY. I move that the House insist on its disagreement to 
that amendment of the Senate. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The SPEAKER. There are seventeen of these amendments of the 
Senate, and it would facilitate business it those upon which a separate 
vote may be desired should be indicated, and the vote taken in gross 
upon the others, 

Mr. FORNEY. I move that the House insist upon its disagreement 
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to all the remaining amendments, excepting the one in reference to the - 


zoological garden, upon which a separate vote is asked. 

The motion was agreed to, 

Mr. NELSON. I now move that the House concur in the two hun- 
dred and fifty-sixth amendment of the Senate. 

Mr. BLOUNT. I ask that it be read. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Sec. 4. For the establishment of a zoological park in the District of Columbia, 


$200,000, to be expended under and in accordance with the provisions following, . 


that is to say: 

That, in order to establish a zoological park in the District of Columbia, for 
the advancement of science and the instruction and recreation of the people, a 
commission shall be constituted, composed of three persons, namely: The Sec- 
retary of the Interior, the president of the board of commissioners of the Dis- 
trict of Columbia, and the Secretary of the Smithsonian Institution, which shall 
bo kaara ane designated as the commission for the establishment of a zoo- 

og park. 

That the said commission is hereby authorized and directed to make an in- 
spection of the country along Rock Creek, beginning at the point on that creek 
where the Woodley road crosses said creek, and prenting upward slong its 
course to where said creek is crossed by the Klingle „and to select from 
that district of country such a tract of land, of not less than 100 acres, which 
shall include a section of the creek, as said commission shall deem to be suitable 
and appropriate for a mcrae ine wd econ 

That the said commission shall cause to be made a careful map of said zoo- 
logical park, showing the location, quantity, and character of each parcel of 
private property to be taken for such pur, with the names of the respective 
owners ibed thereon, and the said map ll be filed and recorded in the 


public records of the District of Columbia; and from and after that date the . 


several tracts and parcels of land embraced in such og park shall be held 
as condemned for public uses, subject to the payment of just compensation, to 
be determined by the said commission and approved by the President of the 
United States: Provided, That such compensation be accepted by the owner or 
owners of the several parcels of land. 

That if the said commission shall be unable to purchase any portion of the 
land so selecfed and condemned within thirty days after such condemnation, 
by agreement with the respective owners, at the price approved by the Presi- 
dent of the United States, it shall, at the expiration of such period of thirty days, 
make application to the supreme court of the District of Columbia, by petition 
ata general or special term, for an assessment of the value of such land, an 
said petition shal! contain a particular description of the property selected and 
condemned, with the name of the owner or owners thereof, and his, her, or 
their residences, as far as the same can be ascertained, «peo? with a copy of 
the recorded map of the park; and the said court is hereby authorized and re- 
quired, upon such application, without delay, to. notify the owners and occu- 
pants of the land and to ascertain and assess the value of the land so selected 
and condemned by appointing three commissioners to appraise the value or 
values thereof, and to return the appraisement to the court; and when the 
values of such land are thus ascertained, said values shall be paid to the owner 
ors onenn; and the United States shall be deemed to have a valid title to said 

5. 


That when the said commission shall have obtained the land for a zoological 
park, as herein provided, it shall have power to lay out the same as a k and 
to erect such building or buildings thereon as may be necessary for the scien- 
tific pu to which the park is dedicated and proper for the custody, care, 
and exhibition of a collection of animals. 

That when the said commission shall have established a zoological park in 
the District of Columbia under the provisions of this section, by acquiring the 
necessary lands and by laying out the same asa k and by the erection of 
the necessary basidiogs thereupon, it shall be the duty of said commission to 
turn over the said zoo Pace park, with all its buildings and appurtaosnoss, to 
the custody and care of the Regents of the Smithsonian Institution; and when 
such t: er of the custody and care of the zoological park shall be made, the 
duties of said commission shail cease and its existence terminate, 

That when the said commission shall tender to the Regents of the Smithson- 
ian Institution the care and custody of the zoological park provided for in this 
section, the Regents of the Smithsonian Institution are hereby authorized to 
assume the care and custody of the same; and the said Regents of the Smith- 
sonian Institution are hereby authorized to make such rules and regulations for 
the management of the park, and of the property, appurtenances, and collec- 
tions of the park as they may deem necessary and wise to secure the use of the 
same for the advancement of science and the instruction and recreation of the 


PEt che said commission is hereby authorized to call upon the Superintend- 
ent of the Coast and Geodetic Survey or the Director of the Geological Survey 
to make such surveys as may be necessary to carry into effect the provisions of 
this section ; and the said officers are hereby authorized and required to make 
such surveys under the direction of said commission. 

Mr. FORNEY. I move that the House insist on its disagreement to 
that amendment. Before the gentleman from Minnesota commences I 
should like to know how much time is proposed to be taken up in de- 
bate? I am willing to consent to an hour’s debate [cries of ‘No!?’], 
and that each side shall have thirty minutes. 

Mr. NELSON. I should like to inquire of the gentleman from Ohio 
[Mr. Foran] how long a time he wants? 

Mr. FORAN. ‘Ten minutes, 

Mr. NELSON. Very well, then; Iam willing to agree to the debate 
being limited to one hour, to be equally divided—thirty minutes on 
each side. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection? 

There was no objection, and it was ordered accordingly. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. Iask, by unanimous consent, 
to print in the RECORD a paper prepared on this subject. 

There was no objection, and it was ordered accordingly. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. I do not object to the propo- 
sition to limit the debate, but I ask leave to have read the accompany- 
ing paper, prepared at my request. My friend, the senior Senator from 
Kentucky [iir. BECK], whose enforced absence from this city by rea- 
son of sickness, took great interest in this project, and this, as well as 
other reasons, induced me to look into it; and that the House may have 
the benefit of this paper, I put it into the RECORD. 


8544 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


SEPTEMBER 12, 


The paper indicated is as follows: i 
OBJECTS, 

The object of the zoological park for which this Senate amendment provides 
is declared to be "the advancement of science, and the instruction and recrea- 
tion of the people.” Probably no one will deny that the advancement of sci- 
ence and the instruction of the people are objects for the support of which 
every enlightened government is in duty bound to provide. Every zoological 
garden or park is in the strictest sense an educational institution of a high order, 
the same as is every museum of science, art, or industry, every marine labora- 
tory and aquarium, and every botanic garden; and one may also add with- 
out fear of contradiction every public library. 

Although the United States is to-day perhaps the wealthiest nation on the 
earth, and the most prosperous, in comparison with all the nations of Europe, 
almost without exception, we are actually poor in such institutions as those 
mentioned above. True, we have in some ways made a g beginning, as 
for instance in the National Museum, the National Library, and a few other 
similar institutions. 

But although we have made a good beginning in the higher educational in- 
stitutions—those which must be established and maintained by national aid 
every where—the public is clamorous for more, and, what is more, the public is 
willing and even anxious to pay for what it asks. 

Justas b; oading fire-arms of precision have been invented by the score 
and manufactured by the hundred thousand, so have the living creatures of our 
fields and forests disappeared, until now he who would seek to study or even to 
see representatives of what were once our commonest quadrupeds and birds 
nust seek them either in museums or zoological gardens. Witha fauna thatis 
almost unsur; in richness and variety of forms,and boundless resources 
of every kind, the United States to-day is without a zoological garden, or even 
the semblance of one, With our quadrupeds and birds both great and small 
being rapidly swept out of existence, we have as yet taken no steps whatever 
to preserve a good collection of living specimens for the advancement of science 
and the instruction of the people, 

NEED, 


It surely is unnecessary to urge the great desirability and even the necessity 
that exists for the immediate establishment of such an institution as that con- 
templated in this Senate amendment; but it is possible that many members of 
this House, who have been engrossed in other questions of public importance, 
have not until recently had their attention called to this matter, and it may be 
as well to briefly direct attention to the reasons for urgency in the consideration 
of this measure. In the first place, many specimens of our most ak evap 
conspicucus North American quadru are very rapidly approaching exter- 
mination. Sofar as hisexistence in the wildstate is concerned, the great Amer- 
ican bison, the grandest and once the most valuab/e ruminant on the earth, is 
already considered by naturalists as an extinct animal. ` 

In the whole of the British possessions not a single wild buffalo remains. In 
the whole of the United States, where it is estimated between eight and ten 
millions existed as late as the building of the Union Pacific Railroad in 1868, 
only twenty short years ago, there exist to-day not over one hundred and twenty- 
five buffaloesinawildstate. Of these, fifty head, or less, are in Northern Texas, 
and willall beslaughtered by hunters nextfall and winter. Theremainingsev- 
enty-five head are in the Yellowstone Park, but every year a number of head 
wander out on the north and west, and are promptly killed by the hunters who 
eagerly watch for them. Six months agothe Government had nota live buffalo 
anywhere in its possession, nor had any means been taken to provide against 
the total extermination of the species. It is true that various private parties 
own captive buffal but the species is in danger of being lost through cross- 
breeding with domestic cattle. 

The naturalists of thiscountry, and even of England, declare that it isthe duty 
of the National Government to secure a h of American bison, and preserve 
it under the best conditions, not only forthe eye of to-day, but for future gen- 
erations. But for the wise forethought of the Czar of Russia, exercised many 

ears ago in a similar direction toward the last representatives of the European 
Tuon; or aurochs, that spesies would have been utterly exterminated long ago. 
Science and the public demand that the United States Government should do 
as well by the last representatives of our most characteristic quadruped. ‘Three 
months ago a New York patron of science, Mr. E. G. Blackford, purchased a pair 
of buffaloes in Nebraska and presented them to the National Museum, where 
they may be seen to-day—the only living representatives of the species in the 
possession of the Government. But instead of two only we should have a herd 
of at least twenty head, « 

It has been predicted by those who are in poneo of all the facts that 
within five years the rare and really wonderful Rocky Mountain goat will also 
be totally extinct in the United States. At the Cincinnati exposition, in the 
Smithsonian exhibit, there are now displayed sd skins of the mountain 
goat, which were brought into Denver and sold for the paltry sum of 50 cents 
apiece. And yet this animal exists in so few localities and is really so scarce 
in numbers that only the largest scientific museums in this country and Europe 
have even stuffed skins, 

American naturalists and sportsmen assure us that the elk, moose, antelope, 
caribou, black-tailed deer, grizzly bear, wolf, beaver, otter, wolverine, and 
many other large auadrupeds that could be named if time permitted are rapidly 
approaching extermination. Railroadsare being built every where, and sports- 
men now go everywhere in pursuit of every living thing that is large enovgh 
to shoot with a gun or catch with a hook. Ifwe are ever going to bring to- 
gether a national collection of living creatnres to illustrate the animal life of 
our forests, fields, and waters, it must be done now. We are permitting all 
these an s to be exterminated, just as we pennies the extermination 
of the buffalo, and if we take no steps to preserve living examples of them—at 
least in a zoological garden—in the eyes of science, of the public, and the world 
we will be inexcusable, 

THE PLAN. 

In order to hasten the establishment of a national zoological garden, and to 
make it immediatel, ible, three eminent persons, a distinguished Senator 
from the State whi have the honor in part to represent, the Secretary of the 
Smithsonian Institution, and the Director of the United States Geological 
Survey, assisted by the judgment of a practical naturalist whose whole life has 
been spent among animals—these gentlemen, I say, have selected a spot and 
formulated a plan for the establishment of a zoological park or garden in the 
District of Columbia. That plan, in the form of this amendment, comes to us 
from the Senate with the unanimous approval of the Senate itself, the Senate 
Committee on Appropriations, and alsothe Committee on Public Buildings and 
Grounds. It contemplates the appropriation of $200,000 for the purchase of a site 
of not less than 100 acres, lying ina certain region,the nature of which most of the 
members of the House are already acquainted with, and the balance of $50,000 
or $75,000 that will remain after the purchase of the 120 acres desired is to be 
devoted to improvements. The amendment prova that the purchase of the 
site and the making of the improvements shal] be under the direction of a com- 
mission composed of the Secretary of the Interior, the Secretary of the Smith- 


sonian Institut®n, and the president of the Board of District Commissioners. 
When the park 
missioners to the Regents of the Smithsonian Institution, who are empowered 
to receive it and assume control of it, 


establishment is complete, it is to be turned over by the com- 


THE LOCATION AND COST. 


It is declared by those whose ju ent in such matters is worthy of accej 
ance, that the site selected on Creek, between the crossing of Woodley 
road and the Klingle road, is incomparably the best that could be found within 
a radius of 5 miles of the city of W: gton, and by its natural features is mag- 
nificently adapted to the tied ey in view. It has features of beauty and utility 
possessed by no similar institution in the world. The abundance of water in 
the stream, and the course of the stream itself, are worth more than $100,000 to 
any such an institution. The picturesque features of valley, hill, slope, and 
cliff are unrivaled. A large portion of the tract is covered with a fine growth 
te forest, which affords an abundance of shade, and the drainage is per- 


The maximum estimate of the cost of the site of 121 acres is $142,000, but there 
is good ground for the belief that this estimate is too high, and that no board of 
appraisement could reasonably consider the whole tract worth more than an 
average of $1,000 per acre, or $121,000, By many even that is regarded too high 
an estimate. The ground is owned by seven different parties, but the largest 
portion of the site desired, 55 acres of the Evans estate, has never been in the 
market. The ground lies sufficiently near the city torender the garden easy of 
access, which is a very important point. The London Zoo lies in the heart of 
London, and no one will deny that an accessible location isa matter of prime 
importance. This site was not chosen until all the Government reservations 
around Washington had been carefully examined, from the Arlington Cemetery 
around to the Eastern Branch of the Potomac. 

The Potomac flats were fully considered, but it was believed that while ié 
would be almost impossible to make so low a piece of land a suitable habita- 
tion for mountain-loving animals, it would also cost four times as much to 
make it habitable at all as it would cost to purchase the site on Rock Creek. A 
zoological garden must have dry knolls and well-drained slopes to make it 
even habitable for wild beasts in rainy weather. It was decided that it would 
be a serious and costly mistake to locate the gardens on the flats, even though 
the ground cost nothing in purchase-money. The site on Rock Creek is to- 
day, without the expenditure of a single dollar, a beautiful and pictu ue 
park, with features of loveliness for which the city of New York would gladly 
pay $1,000,000 were it possible to place them in Central Park by the expenditure 
of money. 

It is not too much to assert that the character of the three men who have pro- 

the plan makes the plan itself stand, like Cæsar’s wife, above suspicion. 

ot one of the promoters of the plan owns a dollar’s worth of property any- 
where in that region, nor do any of them expect to own any there. It is the 
sincere conviction of the distinguished Senator who introduced this measure 
and of the other Senators who have by every means in their power facilitat 
its passage thus far, that it would be a boon to the public, not only of this city 
but of the whole United States as well, to secure that beautiful spot to the 
ple forever, and establish there a great national zoological garden to instruct not 
only the millions of the present but also the millions which will come after us, 


COLLECTIONS. 


It has been pres conclusively p the records of the Department of Living 
Animals, late! y established by the National Museum, that an institution of this 
kind could and would acquire fully three-quarters of all its collections of Amer- 
ican animals by donation. This has actually been the experience of that De- 
partment during the eight months ofitsexistence. Ithas made thirty A irreg 
and received one hundred and fourteen gifts, and the cash value of 2 ie is 
declared to be six times as great as the value of all the specimens purchased. 
As has been proven by the receipt of rare and valuable gifts of live animals from 
Texas, Kentucky, New_York, Alabama, Nebraska, Montana, and Utah, to say 
nothing of the city of Washington, Virginia,and Maryland, the ple of the 
United States will take unbounded pride in such an institution as it is proposed 
to establish. Gifts will come pouring in from every direction the moment it is 
known thata pae bas been provided for them, that they will be thankfully 
zoectved. carefully and comfortably cared for, and exhibited under the name of 

e donor. 

It is in just this way that all such national collections are kept up. To-day 
the figures show that the Taanon Zoological Garden receives nearly three- 
fourths of its accessions as gifts. Already the United States Consul at Maracaibo, 
Venezuela, has written to the Secretary of State and offered to send jaguars 
pumas, monkeys, and other objects innumerable to the national zoological 
garden which he hears is to be established here. Can itbe doubted that nearly 
all our consuls would take pride in doing thesame? Can it be doubted thatany 
member’s constituents would rejoice at the establishment here of such a source 
of national pride, which he feels is free to him and his children forever, because 
it iş partly his own? No one need fear that any one will find fault with Con- 
gress if it nigel a7 this money. The newspapers of the country, from Bos- 
ton to New York, Philadelphia, Pittsburgh, Chicago,and even far away San 
Francisco say in so many words, “Give us a National Zoo! Give it to us be- 
fore all our great game animals are exterminated.” 

The entire public is certainly behind the measure, There is no opposition to 
itin any quarter. The Smithsonian has been urged to further the end sought 
by thisamendment. The plan challenges the closest scrutiny and invites criti- 
cism, for to know the details of the plan and the public need for this institution 
is to become an advocate of it. Every nation on theearth, excepting this, 
has its national zoological garden, for the advancement of science and the in- 
struction of thepeople. Like the collectionsof the National Museum, the people 
no matter how ignorant of natural history, will feel it is forthem, andthey will 
support it accordingly. Under the ment provided for in this amend- 
ment, no man who votes for this amendment will ever regret it. We have lost 
too much time already in the prosecution of this enterprise; let us delay no 
longer, but begin at once to build up the grandest collection of American quad- 
rupeds, birds, and reptiles on the face of the earth. 


Mr. NELSON. Mr. Speaker, I do not propose to enter upon any 
extended discussion of this matter. I think on its face it will commend 
itself to the favorable consideration of every member of the legislative 
department of so great a country as that of the United States. This 
city, sir, ought to be something more than a mere political center, some- 
thing more than a mere gathering-place for statesmen and politicians. 
The people coming from every part of the country expect at the na- 
tional capital to see something else than to come into these galleries 
and look down upon members of Congress to see us perform our duties 
in a listless and perfunctory manner, as we.often do. This city ought 
to be not only the political center, but it ought to be the great art and 
educational center toward which the attention of our people should be 
directed. 

The people of this country, Mr. Speaker, are not endowed with the 
little and mean spirit some persons suppose. Amongst the great insti- 
tutions we have established in this city, which are now in successful 
operation, are the Smithsonian Institution and the National Museum, 
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I venture to say there is not a man or woman who comes to this capi- 
tal throughout the year who does not visit those institutions to exam- 
ine carefully the specimens and study the object lessons there presented, 
and who does not go away satisfied and content that the Government 
has established those institutions, and who does not cheerfully acqui- 
esce in the taxation necessary to supply the money to carry them on. 
All great governments have ized the fact that such scientific es- 
tablishments as the National Museum and the Smithsonian Institution 
and a zoological garden are well calculated to train and educate the 
people and tocement the nation into one harmonious, intellectual whole. 

All great countries on the face of the globe have these zoological gar- 
dens or institutions of a similar character established in some form or 
other. There is scarcely one—indeed, I doubt if there isone—that has 
not already made a beginning in this direction except the United States 
of America, And now, Mr. Speaker, when we have an abundance of 
money in our national Treasury, when the country is so rich, power- 
ful, and prosperous, can there be any valid reason assigned why we 
should not inaugurate this establishment, this great scientific instructor 
thatall nations haye the benefit of toagreater oralessextent? Shall we, 
claiming a higher grade of civilization than many of the other nations 
of the world, be the only one which is to deprive its people of the les- 
sons to be taught and the education to be obtained from such an es- 
tablishment as a zoological garden ? 

In addition to this there is another consideration which is pressing 
upon us at this moment, and which ought to make us anxious to make 
a beginning in this direction, and it is the fact that many of the unique 
and peculiar zoological specimens which were once common to this 
country are fast ing away and very few of them now remain. 
The time will not be far distant when many species of animals which 
once existed in vast herds on this continent will be entirely extinct. 
Let us begin and preserve a few specimens before all are gone. Buta 
dozen years ago I could purchase buffalo robes cheaper at my village 
home in Minnesota than I could purchase calfskins, while now the 
buffalo is almost a thing of the past in America; and what is the case 
with that animal is also the case with a great many other specimens 
which once roamed this country. 

Now is the time to gather up the remains of our animals and con- 
centrate them here, where they can be properly cared for, and become 
a scientific link between our past and present. It is now or never. 

Mr. Speaker, I have looked into this matter farther, and I find that 
the proposition is to establish this park on that beautiful little creek 
in the northwest section of the city known as ‘* Rock Creek,” and to 
take about 120 acres of land for the purpose of this garden. I am sat- 
isfied from what I have been able to learn on a personal examination 
of the matter, for I have taken particular pains to look into it, that 
there is no real-estate job or speculation connected with it. On the 
contrary, those people now owning real estate in that immediate neigh- 
borhood are averse, as I am informed, to the establishment of a zoolog- 
ical garden in their midst. 

It is proposed to appropriate about $140,000 to secure the site, and 
about $50,000 for the preliminary plant and a year’soperating expenses. 

Mr. PAYSON. I would like to ask the gentleman where he finds 
that in the bill, or where he finds any limit to the amount of land 
which is to be acquired? There is no limit whatever on it. 

Mr. NELSON. ‘The limitation is on the amount of the appropria- 
tion. 

Mr. PAYSON. Yes; but not as to the quantity of land that may be 
acquired. The bill does not limit them and does not specify the lands. 

Mr. NELSON. Certainly not. The bill does not go on and describe 
the lands, because this tract is composed of a multitude of little tracts 
varying from 6 to 20 acres in extent. They have to secure these sev- 
eral tracts in order to get the site. 

Mr. PAYSON. But my point is this: That this bill provides for an 
unlimited acquisition of landsin that region, and the minimum amount 
is fixed in the amendment, which is to be not less than 100 acres, but 
as much more as these gentlemen choose to incorporate into the tract. 
Now, if it is to be adopted at all, there ought to be some limit. 

Mr. NELSON. I want to say in reply to the gentleman from Illi- 
nois that that is a pure matter of detail, and if he thinks that there is 
anything in this which is susceptible of a misconstruction it can be 
covered by a suitable and proper amendment, which I am perfectly 
willing to accede to. 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. 
ment is 100 acres. 

Mr. NELSON. Yes, sir; andso farasI know the gentlemen with whom 
I have conversed, and I may say, indeed, about the only gentleman I 
have talked with is a man who is interested in this from a purely sci- 
entific standpoint—I refer to Mr. Hornaday, of the Smithsonian Insti- 
tution—informs me that all that is contemplated and all that is desired 
is 121 acres. It has nothing of the element of speculation aboutit. It 
is to establish a zoological garden for the benefit of the great body of 
our people who visit this city, and for no other purpose. 

Now, by establishing the institution, sir, in this manner, we will 
make a beginning; and knowing what our experience has been in ref- 
erence to the Smithsonian Institution, we are safe in saying that a 
large number of valuable specimens which we are likely to acquire in 
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the future will be given us asa free gift whenever we have the place 
to put them and take care of them. I urge every gentleman in this 
Chamber, no matter what his politics may be, as he looks upon the 
greatness of this country and regards its abilities and resources, vast 
and unparalleled as they are, under all these circumstances, to join 
with me to aid in establishing this institution here, and thereby place 
us on a par with other great countries of the world, and in this man- 
ner do what intelligence, civilization, and public spirit has done forall 
other countries.’ There are no people.in the country, no class of our 
people, who would begrudge the sum—the few thousands of dollars— 
necessarily involved in this establishment. 

This city is the great center which attracts all of our people. They 
do not feel that anything is too grand for this city or Government, 
They go away from here often feeling perhaps that with the exception 
of the Capitol our public buildings, particularly the White House, are 
most insignificant and incompatible with the high character and dig- 
nity of the country. They feel that here, in the capital of a great na- 
tion, everything should be on the grandest scale, in consonance with 
the dignity of our nation, and that all that appertains to culture, art, 
and science ought to have a home and abiding-place here on a grand 
and ample scale, commensurate with our resources, greatness, and dig- 
nity as a nation. 

Mr. FORNEY. It is proposed by this amendment of the Senate to 
establish a zoological park in the District of Columbia by the appro- 
priation of $200,000 at this time. Now, when this $200,000 is ex- 
pended, what have you got? You simply have 121 acres out here on 
Rock Creek, for which it is proposed to pay $142,000. In the first 
place, that is an immense price for that kind of land. Then, after 
we have spent $142,000 for the 121 acres of land, there are $58,000 left 
with which to commence building houses. Next year we will be called 
upon to appropriate $200,000 to buy buffaloes, tigers, lions, monkeys, 
and other animals to put in there. - [Laughter.] The next year after 
that we will have to appropriate another $200,000, because we will 
have to buy reptiles, snakes, and thingsof thatkind. [Laughter.] So 
really, Mr. Speaker, it simply means $200,000 this year and $200,000 a 
year for the next five years,and then we have a zoological garden. There 
isa zoological garden in New York andanotherin Cincinnati. Of course 
we must rival them, and it will cost $100,000 every year for all time to 
come. Now, are we ready to commence this business? I say not; and 
why? Because the Government has no business to enter into this mat- 
ter until we are out of debt, and if the gentleman will me this 
measure until 1907, when we have paid our debt, I will join in the 
business. [Laughter.] I now yield to the gentleman from Alabama 
[Mr. HERBERT]. 

[Mr. HERBERT withholds his remarks for revision. See APPEN- 
DIX. 

ae CANNON. Mr. Speaker, I doubt the wisdom of providing for 
this expenditure at the present time. I have no hesitation about the 
right and expediency, at the proper time and in a proper way, of im- 
proving the parks about our citiesand establishing, at proper places and 
under proper safeguards, zoological gardens. In nearly all of our great 
cities you find them. Since this measure has been pending, I got on 
my horse and went up Rock Creek road along the northern and the 
southern boundary of the proposed zoological garden. I went along 
the creek, and, as nearly as I could, found the boundary of that proposed 
park. Nature has done a great deal for that location; and I am very 
frank to say that I hope to live a good many years after the zoological 
garden shall have been established there or at some other good point; 
and I doubt whether any better location can be found anywhere. 

Yet I am frank to say I do not favor this measure at this time, be- 
cause we are not ready. I believe the time is near at hand when there 
ought to be a park established, commencing at Massachusetts avenue 
and running a considerable distance north of the proposed northern 
boundary of this garden; and in that park ought to be placed, I believe, 
the zoological garden. 

It may be, and I think it quite likely, that a portion of the expense 
of this park proper ought to be borne by the District of Columbia; but 
whether that shall be done or not, we are not ready at this time to es- 
tablish the park; I mean as disconnected with the zoological garden, 
If you establish the garden there now, and the Government begins to 
spend money upon it, my opinion is that the cost for the land north 
and south of it for a park proper would be very greatly increased. I 
think it wise, therefore, to let this matter go over until the next session 
of Congress; and in the mean time let the Committee on Appropriations, 
if you choose, or the Committee on the District of Columbia, or both 
committees, as well as members generally, look into this subject. 

Mr. TAULBEE. Would it disturb the gentleman if I shonld ask 
him a question? 

Mr. CANNON. Not at all. 

Mr. TAULBEE. IfI understand the gentleman, his position is that 
the District of Columbia ought to pay half the expense of this park, 
while the Government acquires the title to the property. Now, if the 
District of Columbia is to pay half of the expense, is it not right, 
under the present system of taking care of the parks of this city and 
of dividing the general expenses of the city, that the title should be 
vested in the District of Columbia? If the Government owns the 
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property, why require the District of Columbia to pay half the ex- 
? 


Mr. CANNON. -The Government does not own the property. 

Mr. TAULBEE. I understood that was the purpose. 

Mr. CANNON. That is a matter for adjustment in the future. The 
government of the United States may pay all the expense, or the Dis- 
trict of Columbia pay one-half; that would depend upon the provis- 
ions of the law which may be at the time we acquire the park. 
It may be that, the District of Columbia ought not to pay anything, 
so far as the zoological garden is concerned. 

But my particular objection to this provision at the present time is 
that, after having gone over that portion of the District and examined 
it pretty closely, the impression rests strongly on my mind that we 
ought to have not only the ground proposed, but north of it a consid- 
erable distance—a mile or two—and south of it to Massachusetts ave- 
nue, for a general park, in which this garden ought to be located. 

Mr. TAULBEE. ‘That is the same plan, I believe, which was con- 
sidered some weeks ago in the time belonging to the District of Colum- 
bia, when we had a bill before us proposing to establish a park. 

Mr. CANNON. Ido not say that I approve of that plan atall. I 
say generally that I approve of acquiring this land for that purpose. 

[Here the hammer fell. ] 

Mr. FORAN. Mr. Speaker, Iam sorry to differ on this question 
with some of my colleagues on the Committee on Appropriations. The 
gentleman from Alabama, [Mr. FORNEY] is usually. right, although 
somewhat possessed of a parsimonious spirit in respect to public expend- 
itures, as is the gentleman from Alabama[Mr. HERBERT]. The gen- 
tleman from Alabama [Mr. FORNEY ], when he saysthat the adoptionof 
this amendment will involve an annual expenditure of $100,000, draws 
largely, I think, on his imagination. 

Mr. FORNEY. I will ask the gentleman whether he understands 
what is the cost of maintaining the parks in New York and other large 
cities? I understand that in New York the expense is $50,000; and of 
course we shall have to go ahead of New York. 

Mr. FORAN. Fifty thousand dollars! Ido not care whether the 
zoological garden in New York costs $50,000 or $500,000 or $5,000,000. 

Mr. FORNEY. That is the right way to meet the question. 

Mr. FORAN. That park, the Central Park in the city of New York, 
is the institution which above all others attracts the attention and ad- 
miration of visitors. It is the one bright spot, the great oasis in the 
desert of misery and selfishness known as New York. And so, too, 
when a person visits Philadelphia the first place he is likely to go to 
is the Zoological Garden. The same is true in respect to Cincinnati. 

Mr. Speaker, I think I know something as well as other gentlemen 
about public opinion in respect to expenditures of the public money, 
and I wish to say right here that when we go upon the political plat- 
form this fall to discuss political questions before the people we shall 
not be asked about the expenditures of the public money as much as 
we shall be interrogated in regard to other questions, I have made 
many a canvass, and I know that the people of the United States are 
not so much concerned about the amount of public expenditures, if 
they are properly expended, as they are about other great and leading 
issues. Of course when public moneys are improperly expended, when 
there is peculation and fraud, the people have a right to complain, but 
the expenditure of the public money for scientific and other useful pur- 
poses has never been complained of by the people. Especially is this 
true when money is appropriated and expended for the benefit, the ed- 
ucation, and the edification of the people. Money expended for public 
parks and botanical and zoological gardens, where the poor, who can 
not afford these luxuries as the wealthy can, may breathe fresh air, en- 
hance their health and improve their minds, is never condemned, but 
is always commended and appreciated by those who pay taxes, for these 
_ parks are the recreation grounds of the poor. 

Why, sir, the people of the Old World have for years and centuries 
encouraged art and science. Hence you find there a Humboldt, an 
Agassiz, a Muncaczy, anda Meissonier. But you donot find such men 
in this country, and you will not until our public men rise to the height 
they should and encourage art and sciencein this country. The hard, 
sharp struggle for existence keeps many of the brightest minds in the 
Republic chained to the bench or the desk. With proper encourage- 
ment our artists, scientists, and naturalists would become shining stars 
in the great galaxy of human science and genius, 

I am strongly in favor, Mr. Speaker, of a zoological garden in this 
city or some other place under the control of the United States. The 
sciences of biology and biogenesis are attracting wide attention at this 
time, and that part of biology which embraces zoology, the structure, 
habits, distribution, classification, and derivation of animals receives 
the most earnest consideration of scientific men everywhere, There is 
in Paris the Jardin des Plantes, which has been the nursery and edu- 
cator of naturalists for hundreds of years. They have in Regent’s 
Park, London, a great zoological garden, which has over 5,090 animals 
in it to-day, and although it is an admission garden more people visit 
it than visit any other quarter of London or England. It is the haunt 
of vd ee, the woman and child as well as the man, the haunt of the 
naturalist, the scientist, the traveler—the pride and the glory of the 


British metropolis. And why should we not have such a garden? We 
proudly boast of our greatness, our prosperity, our intelligence as a 
people. Let us show by our acts, our encouragement toart and science 
that we are worthy of the distinction we claim. 

Look at this city to-day. Has the United States encouraged art, even 
in som a way as to provide for a national art gallery? No, sir. 
If it were not for the munificence and generosity of one man—I refer to 
the late lamented Mr. Coreoran—the capital of the United States would 
not have a single work of art free to the student, the people—all 
who love and admire the beautiful and the artistic. Thank God, there 
was one man who recognized that property was not an individual fact, 
but the creation of social agencies; and, recognizing his duty to society, 
this great and good man gave to the people the Corcoran Art Gallery. 
He recognized a principle that wealthy men do not recognize generally. 
Were it not for the generosity of that one man the visitor to this city 
to-day could find no place where might be seen specimens of the art of 
this and other countries, this and past ages. 

It has been well said by the gentleman from Minnesota [Mr. NEL- 
SoN] that a great many of the animals which were found in this country 
are fast becoming extinct—such as the buffalo, the caribou, the Rocky 
Mountain goat, the moose, and other species. Are these animals, this 
part of our natural history, to be blotted out and lost forever? Must 
future generations know of them only by seeing their remains or by 
reading what naturalists say of them? 

The science of zoology is closely related to the cognate sciences of 
biology and anthropology and ethnology, and all questions relating to 
human life and life itself They are all of vast and unbounded inter- 
est to science and to everybody. I know myself from practical expe- 
rience how interested the people generally are in all that relates to ani- 
mal life—to the fauna of this as well as other countries. A small 
park in the city of Cleveland has recently had donated to it a little 
alligator, a very small specimen, from the region of my friend from 
Alabama. Thissaurian has held levees, matinees, and noon-day recep- 
tions all summer, and has had more visitors than any other attractions 
in thecity of Cleveland. His audiences number hundreds of thousands. 
Man has a peculiar interest. in all living things. The animals of a 
circus have ever had more interest for the youth than the contortions 
of theclown. The study of life always has, and always will have, a 
fascinating interest for the human mind, and where can lower forms of 
life be better studied than in zoological gardens? 

It is something we need in this city, and the expenditure of $200,000 
in a matter of this kind is a mere bagatelle compared with its necessity 
and its usefulness for the advancement of science. I do not care if it 
does cost $50,000 or a $100,000 next year, although there is no warrant 
for that assumption. You have to-day a National Museum with a 
large ethnological collection in this city and with a large collection of 
the fauna and flora of the country. As you have gone that far, why not 
in addition have a zoological garden? 

I understand that in the Smithsonian Institution or the National 
Museum there are fifty or a hundred animals already, donated by men 
interested in the zoological geography of the country. Instead of hay- 
ing to pay for the animals for this park they will be donated by persons 
from all parts of the United States, because there are large hearted and 
generous men in the United States everywhere who are anxious to en- 
rich and perpetuate this science. Until recently our knowledge of ex- 
tinct animals was so very limited that the science hardly deserved the 
name; but within a few years the discovery of extinct fossil remains 
has enabled the scientist, by an examination of these records of past ages, 
to solve many mysteries, not only of relation, but of structure as well. 
In this research dwarfed organs have been found in full development 
and widely separated forms linked together. The zoology of the future 
will include the past as well as the present. It is already a most won- 
derful as well as a most useful science; and it is to stimulate and ad- 
vance it that this measure is proposed. All scientists now agree that 
the germ of life, the bioplasm, the clay from which the Great Potter 
molds living beings, is identically the same in all animals, man in- 
cluded. It is for this reason that the study of life, its origin, its pur- 
pose, its existence has so great an interest to the human mind. There- 
fore I say, Mr. Speaker, that the expenditure of this money will be 
productive of great and lasting benefit to science. 

Let me say, in conclusion, that the people do not sean too closely the 
expenditures of money out of the Treasury provided it is expended for 
their benefit. Persons coming to this city and seeing this magnificent 
structure, the Capitol of the United States, are not filled with envy 
because it is located in Washington. It is the nation’s building and 
each citizen has a partinit. As the visitors go through the beautiful 
grounds of the Botanic Garden, or through the National Museum, and 
the Smithsonian Institution, they are conscious these institutions be- 
long to them as well as to the people of Washington. You have a Na- 
tional Observatory here, too; it is national in its character and belongs 
to the whole country. This zoological garden will belong not to this 
city alone, but tothe whole United States. It will bea place where the 
weary resident, every sojourner and visitor will delight to go, for there 
will be found types of all living animals in our zoological geography, 
as well as specimens of the remains of all extinct finna found in the 
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same zone. Animals and specimens of fauna from other countries will 
also be found there. It will be a great national educator, and Iam 
heartily in favor of it. ; 

Mr. FORNEY. I yield now to the gentleman from Missouri [Mr. 


BLAND]. 

Mr. AND. Mr. Speaker, I think my friend from Alabama has 
not made a very good comparison when he compared this appropriation 
with the one which has just been made in-another bill. The object of 
that was to subserve the interests of the great mass of the people. It 
wasan anti-monopoly measure, to prevent certain things from going into 
the hands of monopoly, in aid of which there was an expenditure of 
the money of the people. But hereis an aristocratic measure, just the 
reverse of that, intended to beautify and adorn private property and 
enhance the value of real estate in the city of Washington at the pub- 
lic expense. While it is doing so it fails to provide that these private 
individuals shall contribute one cent to the expense of it. 

Now, if the States throughout the country have established the parks 
for their own adornment, use, and benefit, let the city of Washington 
do the same, and if the people here want to go into the show business 
let them do so at their own expense. So faras the people of this coun- 
try are concerned, they are quite willing, if left to themselves, in a 
proper mannner to provide parks and adornments for their own cities 
and the capitals of the States; but it is not right and proper to tax, for 
the purpose of ‘‘ bulling’ the real estate market of the city of Wash- 
ington, the people of this country; and that is all this does. 

Why, Mr. Speaker, if gentlemen want to study this science, and the 
habits of monkeys, bears, and elephants, I suppose it would be better 
to go into the country where they are grown and reared and study their 
habits in their native homes. Butto bring them here for “‘ scientific” 
purposes is not a proper use of the word. Itis not in the interest of 
science in any manner, but-simply in the interest of curiosity; and hun- 
dreds of the people of my State would prefer, if this circus is to be in- 
angurated, that it shall be carried around; and that if itis for their 
benefit, and for the benefit of their science, that it shall be put on 
wheels. Letusorganizeitin thatway. I believe the gentleman from 
Texas has an amendment to that effect. Let us organize the menagerie, 
appoint the clown, get all the actors, and visit all the States and capi- 
tals of the country, and give the people the benefit, as they have to 
foot the bill for the performance, and not restrict it alone to the city 
of Washington. 

Iamo tothe amendment and to all appropriations of the pub- 
lic money that go simply to the benefit of the rich and aristocratic 
classes; and I repeat if they desire the menagerie here, and the estab- 
lishment of a zoological garden for the benefit of the people of the city 
of Washington, let them foot the bill. The people of this country 
ought not to be to do it. 

Mr. NELSON. Has the time in opposition been exhausted ? 

TheSPEAKER. ‘There are seven minutes remaining to the gentle- 
man from Alabama, and twelve minutes to the gentleman from Min- 
nesota. 

Mr. NELSON. I propose to close the debate, and I hope the gentle- 
man from Alabama will exhaust the time on that side. 

Mr. KERR. I would like a minute or two. 

Mr. FORNEY. On which side? 

Mr. KERR. Onyonur side. 

Mr. FORNEY. 1 yield two minutes to the gentleman. 

Mr. KERR, Mr. Speaker, I do not think that we ought to appro- 
priate the public money for any such purpose. There are certain pur- 
poses connected with the administration of the Governmentin the Dis- 
trict of Columbia in which it is necessary for us to appropriate money 
and incidentally thereby to improve the city. This necessarily results 
in large benefit to the city; but I do not see why the city of Wash- 
ington ought not to be left to provide its own zoological garden if it 
desires one. There is not one boy or man in five hundred throughout 
this country that ever comes here, or will come and get any benefit 
from the establishment of the garden here, and for that reason I do 
not think the public money ought to be appropriated for any such pur- 
pose. 

LEAVE TO PRINT. 

Mr. HERBERT. Mr. Speaker, I ask leave to print, as an appendix 
to my remarks, the report which I hold in my hand. 

The SPEAKER, ‘The Chair understands that was objected to. 


Mr. HERBERT. I renew the request. 
The SPEAKER. What is the document? 
Mr. HERBERT. It is the report of the commission in regard to re- 


stricting the work of the Coast and Geodetic Survey. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the request of the gentleman 
from Alabania ? 

ME COE: Does this apply to the bill of to-day, or to the irrigation 
ma 

Mr. HERBERT. The bill of to-day. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the request of the gentleman 
from Alabama? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. NELSON. Iask unanimous consent at the same time to be per- 


mitted to insert certain statistics and statements to accompany my re- 
marks, 

There was no objection. 

SUNDRY CIVIL APPROPRIATION BILL. 

Mr. aa I yield now to the gentleman from Georgia [Mr. 
BLOUNT]. 

Mr. BLOUNT. Mr. Speaker, I do not rise to go into the general 
discussion of the pending matter, but to call attention to one single 
fact, one paragraph of this amendment, and that is: 

That the said commission is hereby authorized and directed to make an in- 
spection of the country along Rock Creek, beginning at the point on that creek 
where the Woodley road crosses said creek, and extending upward along its 
course to where said creek is crossed by the Klingle road, and to select 
that district of country such a tract of land, of not less than one hundred acres, 
which shall include a section of the creek, as said commission shall deem to be 
suitable and appropriate for a zoological park. 

There never happens atime, sir, when the Government of the United 
States needs land for any p that the land it owns or is in posses- 
sion of is suitable for it. While we have vast areas in reserve, when- 
ever a public building is to be located for governmental purposes the 
sites owned by the Government are never found to be suitable. We 
are now expending vast sums of money which will run up into mill- 
ions of dollars along the river front here in what is known as the Po- 
tomac flats improvement, More than 700 acres of land, we have been 
told, are to be reclaimed, and yet under the provisions of this very 
bill, true to the instincts that seem to prompt all efforts on the part of 
certain persons to bring about expenditures of the public money here, 
they go away from that vast area of reclaimed and reclaimable land 
and provide for the purchase of a particular body of land for this gar- 
den. Iftherewasnothing else in this bill but that, itis enough to cause 
this House to stop and say we will not load down appropriation bills 
with all manner of schemes merely under the semblance of promoting 
science, when a little examination is well calculated to excite the sus- 
picion, at least, that itis nothing more than a grand raid upon the pub- 
lic Treasury. 

Out on the grounds of Rock Creek we are to buy 100 acres of land at 
a cost of you do not know what, and at the very same instant you are 
expending millions of dollars in the reclamation of the Potomac flats, 
in extent about 700 acres. I say, sir, that we have always found when 
we have sought to sell lands of the Government they were always 
valuable until the Government come into possession of them; but hay- 
ing got into possession then the lands were utterly useless for another 
purpose. We have now some hundreds of acres, perhaps—certainly we 
will have before we shall have concluded the reclamation of the Po- 
tomac flats. Will any gentleman undertake to say that when they 
shall have been reclaimed that land may not be utilized; and could 
not a part.of it that has been reclaimed be utilized for that purpose ? 
May we not delay this matter until such time as it could be ae LAE 
trust, sir, that there is no occasion for any alarm about not having this 
zoological garden now. 

Mr. MCMILLIN. Does my friend think it will be advisable to es- 
tablish a bear-garden there after we have the land? 

Mr. BLOUNT. I do not care to go into a bear-garden at all. 

Mr. MCMILLIN. It does not seem to be advisable. 

Mr. BLOUNT. I donot think I have any zeal about purchasin 
the buffaloes and reptiles that my friend from Alabama [Mr. FORNEY 
spoke of having to putin there. It may become necessary -—— 

[Here the hammer fell. ] 

‘The SPEAKER. ‘The time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. NELSON. Has the time allotted to those opposed to this 
amendment expired? 

The SPEAKER. It has. 

Mr. NELSON. I yield to the gentleman from Iowa. 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. My first impressions were decidedly 
against this measure, for the reason that I entertained some fear that 
it was a real-estate speculation, and I have taken some interest while 
I have been in Congress in endeavoring to keep out legislation in the 
interest of real-estate speculators. When we had the officers of the 
Smithsonian Institution before us in regard to this matter I took pains 
to probe this question carefully, and satisfied myself that instead of 
real-estate men being in favorof this zoological garden they are against 
it. Men owning real estate in that vicinity do not care to have their 
property condemned and the title taken from them and given to the 
Government. 

Condemnation juries do not always give verdicts to suit real-estate 
owners, especially when they have a strong public sentiment baek ot 
the movement, and favoring reasonable compensation. Let this park 
be established, and real estate will tumblein the vicinity. The specu- 
lators desire residences built and not parks for animals. 

The truth is I found out that the owners of real estate are against 
this movement. They want fancy and fictitious prices for their prop- 
erty and not prices fixed by a jury of the people. On that point my 


mind is at rest. 
Now, then,as tothe cost of thismatter. Mr. Hornaday, of the Smith- 


sonian Institution, who has given this matter a very great deal of at- 
tention, has urged this matter upon our attention. He is a man of 
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established reputation and high character and ability, who is interested 
in the question from high-minded, patriotic motives. He has studied 
the habits of animals of this country after arog first taken an initia- 
tion of between two and three years in the African jungles. He is 
also a close student of the character and habits of our own American 
animals. They of the Smithsonian prepared careful estimates of what 
it would cost to buy this 121 acres, and they estimated that it would 
not exceed $142,000. 

They took the advice of real-estate agents, among them Mr. Fisher, 
whom most gentlemen here know by reputation, and he says it could 
not cost more than $140,000. One hundred and forty-two thousand 
dollars is the outsideestimate. I think when the jury get hold of this 
estimate they will cut them out of some of that even. The annual 
cost is estimated by the officers of theSmithsonian Institution at $50,- 
000 a year at present. This is to include maintenance, salaries of em- 
ployés, improvements in buildings, for the construction of yards, cages, 
and all that sort of thing. That is a cost that will obtain for a few 
years until this place shall have been established. After that the annual 
cost, it is estimated, will not exceed thirty-five to forty thousand dol- 
lars. So far as the estimate of the cost is concerned, let me remark in 
passing—what most gentlemen are familiar with—that the Smithson- 
ian Institute has never involved the Government in a deficit. The offi- 
cers there are careful, prudent men, and know at all times what they 
are talking about. Now, as to the views of my colleague [Mr. CAN- 
NON] that it ought to go over to another Congress, it must be borne 
in mind if we are to have a zoological garden, where every animal of 
this country is to be gathered, it is time we were moving. Already a 
large number of animals that were indigenous to this country have 
passedaway. The buffalo is almost a creature of the past; and if it is 
desirable to have such placés and if we are to preserve all these curiosi- 
ties in this country I think it is time we were moving init. Besides, 
a year or two of delay will see the land contemplated for it cut up and 
largely occupied as residences, and we will then be too late. 

‘The objection is made that we are going into the ‘‘show business.”’ 
That kind of remark, sometimes coupled with a sneer—I do not say 
that it has been so in this debate—can be against the Medical 
Museum, the National Museum, and public parks and gardens eyery- 
where; but it will not do to make that an argument in a case like this. 
Mr. Speaker, this is a democratic movement. It is a movement in 
the interest of the masses of the people. He who favors parks, where 
the people can take recreation and come in contact with nature, he 
who favors public libraries, where the masses of the people can acquire 
knowledge, is taking an advanced stand in the interest of the masses, 
But some gentlemen say that this garden should not be established at 
Washington, that it should be in the National Park. Gentlemen, you 
will find that a very large number of your constituents will from year 
to year visit the national capital, while very few of them compara- 
tively will ever go to the National Park. Besides, I am opposed to 
sending this garden to the National Park. That institution is practi- 
cally owned now by a great hotel monopoly. ‘That great National 
Park is owned and controlled practically by one corporation, and I 
understand that there is now a bill in this House to put the rivets 
into it and fasten it as an attachment to that corporation. 

Mr. Speaker, let this garden be established at this great national 
center, where, with our increasing railroad facilities, more and more of 
our citizens will visit it every year, for there is no nation in the world 
whose people move about their country asoursdo. More of ourpeople 
will get the benefit of this garden in Washington than at any other 
point where it could be Iocated. In connection with this discussion 
let it not be forgotten that this is a proposition which has been intro- 
duced into Congress by Senator BECK, a patriotic citizen, a man con- 
servative in thought and in legislation, 2 man whom no member of this 
Congress will charge with being extravagant or favoring real-estate 
speculations. Let it be borne in mind also that the scientific men of 
this country stand back of this bill urging it upon the consideration of 
Congress. Not only that, but the great agricultural journals and the 
leading journals of this nation have urged upon us to pass this bill 
establishing a zoological garden. 

‘The sentiment of the country is back of this proposition. It is not 
designed for the benefit of the citizens of Washington, though I am per- 
fectly willing that they, as a respected part of our People, and entitled 
to every advantage of other citizens, shall have all the advantage which 
they can derive from it. This garden is demanded as an educator, as 
a preserver of elements of education and interest that are passing away 
like the morning mist and will soon pass away entirely unless preserved 
by intelligent legislative action. 

Mr. Speaker, I have said all that I desire to urge upon the House in 
connection with this subject, and I now yield back my remaining time 
to the gentleman from Minnesota [Mr. NELSON]. 

Mr. NELSON. Iyield that time to the gentleman from New York 
[Mr. BAKER]. 

. Mr. BAKER, of New York. Mr. Speaker, it seems to me that the 
argument in favor of this proposition is very tersely stated by a Demo- 
cratic newspaper, the Boston Globe of Saturday last, and I propose to 
read as part of my remarks its article on the subject. It is as follows: 


TIME FOR A NATIONAL “z00.” 


Senator Brcx’s bill to establish a national zoological garden at Washington 
is still pending. It ought to pass at the present on of Congress, 

This is the only great nation in the world that does not possess such an insti- 
tution, And ofall the nations this is the one that needs it most. In no other 
country are the native wild animals becoming so rapidly extinct. Only a few 
years ago the great Western plains were black with bison ; now that huge ani- 
malisa ee ee to the dwellers on the plains, A thousand other varieties 
and species are being exterminated with equal rapidity. If the children of the 
SOPOR ag an rere to know anything of the kind ofanima!sthatonce roamed 
over the United States, except from books, something like what Senator Becx’s 
bill contemplates must be done at once. 

The price of land in Washington, already enormous, is rapidly rising, and for 
that reason, if no other, delay will be costly. At present land can be had for 
the purpose at a reasonable Price but every month adds to its value. 

At a cost that would be trifling compa: with the benefits to be derived, Con- 
gress might give the country the largest and most interesting collection of live 
animals in the world. The primary object of the proposed “zoo” should be to 
preserve perfect specimens of American animals; But there is no reason why 
wild denizens of Asiatic jungles and South American forests should not have a 
department to themselves, 

he “ national zoo” is a good object on which Democrats and Republicans 
ean unite for the credit of their common country. Congress ought to give it to 
us, and any person in private life can help secure the zoo” by writing to re- 
quest his Congressman to vote for Senator Becx’s bill. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, this is one of the few wise Democratic proposi- 
tions that have been brought before this Congress. [Laughter.] My 
worthy friend from Alabama [Mr. HERBERT] suggests, and I think very 
properly, that he is opposed to taxing the many for the benefit of the 
few. Jl agree with him, and for once we stand together on a common 
platform. But, Mr. Speaker, it is as an educator of the people that this 
institution is desired. Like the Smithsonian Institution, like the Na- 
tional Museum, like the many statues that decorate the parks and 
streets of Washington, this garden will educate the people, will teach 
them to love their country, to take an interest in the products of their 
country, and for that reason I think it is a very proper thing to be 
created and maintained by the General Government. Iam thoroughly 
in favor of the proposition. Whether the garden shall be located at 
the point proposed or not, I do not care particularly; but at some 
proper place within the District of Columbia such an institution ought 
to be established and maintained. The argument of the gentleman 
from Alabama [Mr. HERBERT], if it is good against this, is equally 
forcible against all the institutions that are maintained now at the 
public expense, such as those which have been enumerated by my 
friend from Iowa [Mr. HENDERSON]. We have here, moreover, the 
talent, the knowledge, and the energy of Mr. Hornaday which are to be 
given to this garden if it is established. I have known him for many 
years, and I know that he intelligence, experience, and ca- 
pacity that would be very valuable in connection with an institution 
of this kind. 

TheSPEAKER, Thetime of thegentleman has expired. Theques- 
tion is on the motion that the House recede from its disagreement to 
the amendment and agree to the same. ` 

The question was taken; and there were—ayes 36, noes 56, 

So the motion was not to. ; 

Mr, FORNEY. I move that the House insist upon its disagreement. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. FORNEY. I now move that fhe House agree tothe further con- 
ference requested by the Senate, 

The motion was agreed to. 

The SPEAKER appointed as managers of the conference on the part 
of the House, Mr. FORNEY, Mr. BURNES, and Mr. RYAN. 

The SPEAKER. ‘The Chair will call the attention of the gentle- 
man from Alabama [Mr. FORNEY] to the fact that one of the amend- 
ments of the Senate to the sundry civil appropriation bill—amend- 
ment 105—appears not to have been disposed of by the House. 

Mr. FORNEY. ‘That was one of the amendments intended to bein- 
cluded with those as to which the House insisted on its disagreement. 

The SPEAKER. If there be no objection, this amendment will be 
regarded as included with the amendments on which the House in- 
sisted upon its disagreement. z 

There was no objection, and it was ordered accordingly. 


MAIL TRANSPORTATION BY RAILROADS. 


The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Georgia [Mr. BLOUNT], chair- 
man of the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads, asks unani- 
mous consent for the adoption of the order which will be read by the 
Clerk. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Mr, BLOUNT asks that the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads be 
allowed to report at any time a bill to regulate the compensation of railroads 
for carrying the mails, and also to report similar legislation in the Post-Office 
appropriation bill at the next session, 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the adoption of this order? 

Mr. SPRINGER. Does this relate entirely to the next session of 
Congress ? : 

Mr. BLOUNT. No, sir; it relates to the present session as well. 

Mr. WEAVER. I object. 

Mr. BLOUNT (after a pause). I understand the gentleman from 
Towa [Mr. WEAVER] withdraws his objection. 

Mr. WEAVER. With the distinct understanding that this bill when 
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reported is not to interfere with the consideration of the Oklahoma 
bill, I will make no objection. 
Mr..BLOUNT. I presume it will not. 


Mr, RYAN. IfI understand this proposition, it is that a bill for 
the object stated may be reported at any time during the present ses- 
sion, or a provision to that effect may be incorporated in the Post-Office 
appropriation bill at the next session. ~ 

Mr. BLOUNT. That is it exactly. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will state, however, in order to avoid 
misunderstanding, that the word ‘‘or’’ is not in the order. It pro- 
vides that the committee may report at any time a bill of the character 
mentioned, “and also report similar legislation in the Post-Office ap- 
propriation bill at the next session.” 

Mr: BLOUNT. Iwill modify the proposition by inserting the word 
‘tor’? instead of the word ‘‘and.’’ 

The SPEAKER. The proposition will be modified by omitting the 
words ‘‘and also’’ and inserting the word ‘‘or.’’ 

Mr. WEAVER. Is it understood that this is not to interfere with 
the consideration of the Oklahoma bill? 

Mr. BLOUNT. I willsay to the gentleman that I am likely to have 
charge of this measure when reported, and will endeavor to carry ont 
the gentleman’s wishes. 

Mr. MCMILLIN. I wish to ask the gentleman from Georgia what 
is the difficulty which this proposition seeks to avoid? 

Mr. BLOUNT. I take pleasure in answering the gentleman. This 
is a very large question. The Committee on the Post-Office and Post- 
Roads, not having had during this or the last Congress the right to re- 
port at any time (which carries with it the right of consideration), have 
not felt there would be any use in reporting a measure of this sort which 
would simply go to the Calendar. The committee desire the House to 
encourage them at least with the assurance that if they shall report 
legislation reducing the compensation of the railroads for carrying the 
mails they shall have a hearing. The question involves millions of 
dollars; and the committee have thought it important enough to make 
this request of the House, in order that the question may be considered. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I hope there will be no objection. The measure is 
a very important one. 

Mr. WEAVER. This is an important question—a very large ques- 
tion indeed—and if brought up will no doubt consume a great deal of 
time. ButI understand the gentleman from Georgia to say that he 
will not allow its consideration to interfere with the Oklahoma bill. 

Mr. BLOUNT. I will not interfere with the Oklahoma bill. 

Several MEMBERS. ‘That is all right. š 

ee being no objection, the order requested by Mr. BLOUNT was 
made. 

ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 


Mr. ENLOE, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, reported that 
the committee had examined and found duly enrolled bills of the fol- 
lowing titles; when the Speaker signed the same: 

A bill (H. R. 7708) to increase the pension of Annie Gibson Yates; 

A bill (H. R. 10234) making appropriations for the support of the 
Army for the fiscal year ending Juns 30, 1889, and for other purposes; 

A bill (H. R. 10856) for pension for Eliza N. Aiken; and 

A bill (H. R. 10998) making appropriations for fortificationsand other 
works of defense, for the armament thereof, for the procurement of 
heavy ordnance for trial and service, and for other purposes. 


WAR CLAIMS. 

The SPEAKER announced the appointment of Mr. STONE, of Ken- 
tucky, Mr. PENINGTON, and Mr. Crouse as the conferees on the part 
of the House upon the bill (H. R. 6514) for the allowance of certain 
claims reported by the accounting officers of the United States Treasury 
Department. 

ORDER OF BUSINESS. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I ask unanimous consent that the call of commit- 
tees for reports be dispensed with to-day, and that members desiring 
to present reports may file them with the Clerk. 

There being no objection, it was ordered accordingly. 

: FILING OF REPORTS. 

The following reports were filed by being handed in at the Clerk’s 
desk. 

DAMAGE TO PLANTED OYSTERS, RARITAN BAY, NEW JERSEY. 


Mr. WHEELER, from the Committee on Expenditures in the Treas- 
ury Department, reported back with amendment the bill (H. R. 9767) 
authorizing the Secretary of the Treasury to appoint commissioners to 
investigate certain claims for damages done to planted oysters in Rari- 
tan Bay in 188]; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole 
House on the state of the Union, and, with the accompanying report, 
ordered to be printed. 


COURT OF PATENT APPEALS, ETC. 


Mr. CULBERSON, from the Committee on the Judiciary, reported 
back with amendments the bill (H. R. 9084) to establish a. court of 
patent appeals of the United States, and so on; which was referred to 
the Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union, and, with 
the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 


JAMES CLARK. 


Mr. STONE, of Kentucky, from the Committee on War Claims, re- 
ported back favorably the bill (H, R. 11252) for the relief of James 
Clark; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House on 
the Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to 
be printed. 

ELIAS B, MARTIN. 

Mr. STONE, of Kentucky, also, from the Committee on War Claims, 
reported back with amendment the bill (H. R. 8959) for the relief of 
Elias B. Martin; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole 
House on the Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, 
ordered to be printed. 

P. F. JONTE. 


Mr. SAWYER, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, reported 
back favorably the bill (H, R. 10073) granting a pension to P. F. 
Jonte; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House on 
the Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to 
be printed. 

FREDERICKA LIESEGANG. 

Mr. SAWYER also, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, re- 
ported back favorably the bill (H. R. 11317) granting a pension to 
Fredericka Li g; which was referred to the Committee of the 
Whole House on the Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying re- 
port, ordered to be printed. 

MARY B. M’VEAN. 


Mr. SAWYER also, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, re- 
ported back with amendment the bill (S. 3421) granting a pension to 
Mary B. McVean; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole 
House on the Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, 
ordered to be printed. : 

THOMAS GUINEAN. 


Mr. HERMANN, from the Committee on the Public Lands, reported 
back favorably the bill (H. R, 5267) for the relief of Thomas Guinean; 
which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the Pri- 
vate Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS, 


Mr. SPRINGER. Iask unanimous consent that the consideration 
honr for to-day be dispensed with. 

Mr. CRISP. As the Committee on Commerce will be called during 
this hour, I am compelled to object. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Then I demand the regular order. 

The SPEAKER. ‘The consideration hour begins at five minutes past 
2 o’clock; and the call rests with the Committee on Commerce. 


BRUNSWICK COLLECTION DISTRICT, GEORGIA. 


Mr. CRISP. I call up for consideration the bill (H. R. 11101) to in- 
clude Sapelo Island in the Brunswick collection district, in the State of 
Georgia. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, ete., That the island of Sapelo shall henceforth be included in 
and be a part of, the second district for the collection of customs, in the State of 
Georgia, known as the Brunswick district. 

The amendment reported by the committee was read, as follows: 

Insert after the word `" that,” in line 3, the words “Sapelo Sound, Sapelo 
River, and,” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed and read a third 
time; and heing engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and 

d 


Mr. CRISP moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill was 
passed; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 
table. 7 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

The title of the bill was amended, in accordance with the recom- 
mendation of the Committee on Commerce, so as to read: ‘‘A bill to in- . 
clude Sapelo Sound, Sapelo River, and Sapelo Island in the Brunswick 
collection district, in the State of Georgia.’’ 


APPOINTMENTS IN MARINE-HOSPITAL SERVICE. 


Mr. CRISP. I call up for consideration at this time Senate bill 
1786, to regulate appointments in the Marine-Hospital Service of the 
United States. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That medical officers of the Marine-Hospital Service of the 
United States shall hereafter be apromntes by the President,by and with the ad- 
vice and consent of the Senate; and no person shall be so appointed until after 
passing a satisfactory examination in the several branches of medicine, surgery, 
and hygiene before a board of medical officers of the said service. Said examina- 
tion shall be conducted according to rules prepared by the Supervising Surgeon- 
General and approved by the Secretary of the Treasury and the President. 

Sec, 2. That original appointments in the service shall only be made to the 
rank of assistantsurgeon; and no officer shall be promoted to the rank of passed. 
assistant surgeon until after four years’ service and a second examination as 
aforesaid; and no assistant surgeon shall be promoted to be surgeon 
until after due examination: Provided, That nothing in this act shall beso cons! 
strued as to affect the rank or promotion of any officer originally oh tone es 
fore the adoption of the regulations of 1879; and the President is authorized 
oraaa Tox confirmation the officers in the seryice on the date of passage 
o! aci 
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Mr. HOLMAN. Does this bill only change the mode of appoint- 
ment? 

Mr. CRISP, Secretaries of the Treasury have recommended it from 
time to time. It does not increase the pay or number of officers, but 
merely provides they shall hereafter be appointed by the President in- 
stead of by the Secretary. It also allows them to have commissions. 
The head of the bureau is the only officer in this service now appointed 
by the President, with the advice and consent of the Senate. 

—  Mr.CARUTH. Does not this bill make the positions to be obtained 
simply by confirmation? 

Mr. CRISP. The bill provides in the second section that appoint- 
ments shall be made by the President instead of, as now, by the Secre- 
tary of the Treasury. 

The letter of Secretary Manning says: : 

It appears that there is at the present time no law specifically regulating the 
appointment of medical officers in the Marine-Hospital Service, and the appoint- 
ments are made in accordance with the general authority conferred on the Sec- 
retary of the Treasury to direct the affairs of the Marine-Hospital Service, 

Hence the propriety of the of an act regulating these appointments. 

An examination of the textof the bill shows it to be substantially a transcript 
of the regulations of the Department which have been in force since 1879, and 
which were lately repromulgated and approved by the President under date of 
Aprii 24, 1885. It must be sufliciently ja niie to any one that medical officers 

the Marine-Hospital Service should be thoroughly versed in the different 
branches of medicine, as set forth in the bill, and the incorporation of these re- 
quirements in the statutes would seem to be necessary, 

It is, in substance, as stated by the Secretary, the rule in the Depart- 
ment to-day; but this bill puts it in the form of law, and these officers 
hereafter will be appointed by the President instead of, as now, by the 
Secretary of the Treasury. 

Mr. CARUTH. Does not this bill perpetuate the present officers? 

Mr. CRISP. As I understand it, the only officer now in the Marine- 
Hospital Service who has been appointed by the President and con- 
firmed by the Senate is the Supervising Surgeon-General. This does not 
affect him at all. 

Mr. CARUTH. Will the gentleman have any objection to putting 
an amendment in to say that is the effect of it? I have read the bill, 
and it is ambiguous. It does not say it does not affect him, but it 
does. : 

Mr. CRISP. I think the gentleman is mistaken, 

Mr. CARUTH. It looks that way to me. 

Mr. MAISH. I have not read the bill, but I have been advised that 
the effect is to give the Supervising Surgeon-General a life tenure of 
office, which he has not now. 

Mr. CARUTH. That is exactly it. 

Mr. MAISH. If that is the effect of the bill, I am entirely opposed 
to it. 

Mr. CRISP. How gentlemen arrive at that conclusion I confess I 
do not know. 

Mr. MAISH. Ihavenotarrived at such conclusion myself, but have 
been so told. 

Mr. CRISP. I think the gentleman will find on examination that 
he has been misinformed. It passed the Senate unanimously. The 
report shows it has the approva’ of Secretary Sherman and Secretary 
Manning. It meets with the approval, I am informed, of the present 
Secretary, although there is no letter from him to that effect. I did 
not make the report myself. My understanding is that the head of 
the service is the only one the bill does not affect, he being an officer 
appointed by the President and confirmed by the Senate, and as I un- 
derstand it, the sole object is to allow subordinates instead of being 
appointed as now, by the Secretary of the Treasury, to be appointed 
by the President and confirmed by the Senate. 

Mr. DUNN. Let the bill be reported again. 

Mr. CRISP. As there seems to be some doubt about it let the bill 
be again reported. 

The bill was again read. 

Mr. CARUTH. How long will they have to hold office ? 

Mr. CRISP. As I understand it, this is putting into the form of a 
law what is simply at the present time a regulation of the Department. 
If I am correctly informed as to the regulations, these officers may be 
discharged summarily at any time. 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. Does this operate to muster out the subor- 
dinates in that service? 

Mr. CRISP. No; Idonotsounderstandit. It authorizes the Presi- 
dent to nominate those now in the service. . 

Mr, BUTTERWORTH. But does it vacate the offices at all unless 
he does nominate them ? 

Mr. CRISP. The President is authorized to nominate those now in 
the service. I do not know, of course, that it would compel him to 
do so. 

Mr. CARUTH. Of course not. 

Mr. MAISH. I wish to ask the gentleman a question. 

Mr. CRISP. I yield to the gentleman. 

Mr. MAISH. I understand, sir, the present Supervising Surgeon- 
General tendered his resignation a good while ago. Could the Presi- 
dent under this proposed act of Congress appoint an officer of that bu- 
rean who had served less than four years ? 

Mr. CARUTH. No; of course not. 

Mr. MAISH. Now, Mr. Speaker, I think that this is very objec- 


tionable for that reason, if such is the effect of it. It would seem to 
convey the idea that an officer must have served four yearsin that bu- 
reau before he would be eligible to appointment; and as the Supervis- 
ing Surgeon-General, as I understand it, has tendered his resignation, 
and the President may accept it on any day, then if it is accepted there 
is not an officer left who has served the four years in the bureau who 
is eligible to appointment. 


Mr. CRISP. I shall ask to have a letter of the Surgeon-General ap- 


pended to the report read, which I think will be satisfactory, as I do 
not want to take up any more time than is necessary with the bill, be- 
cause if there is objection to it I would prefer to withdraw it, As I 
stated before, I understand the only officer who is not affected by the 
bill is the head of the bureau, who has already been appointed, and 
does not come under the terms of the bill. 

Mr, CARUTH. I wish to say to the gentleman, in view of what he 
has said, that so far as this bill is concerned in its presentshape I shall 
feel it my duty to make an effort to defeat it, 

Mr. CRISP. That is the gentleman’s privilege. 

Mr. CARUTH. And I say this because I understood the gentleman 
desired to know whether or not there was any opposition to it. 

Mr. CRISP. But I do not propose to withdraw it on that account, 
or to have it kicked out without consideration. I will first ask a vote 
upon it. I ask the Clerk to read this letter, embodied in the report, of 
the Surgeon-General. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

TREASURY DEPARTMENT, 


OFFICE SUPERVISING SURGEON-GENERAL, 
Unsitep STATES MARINE-HOSPITAL SERVICE, 
Washington, January 13, 1880. 

Sir: I have the honor to transmit herewith the draught of a bill to “ increase 
the efliciency of the Marine-Hospital Service,” and so sequen that, if the draught 
isin accordance with your views, it be transmitted to Congress. The general 
object of the bill I assume to be in accordance with the recommendations you 
have repeatedly made, that statutory provisions be made for the appointment 
of officers and employés of this service. 

Section 1760, Revised Statutes, prohibits the appointment by the Seerctary of 
any person to any office not authorized by law, or subsequently sanction: 
law. The law has, by implication, subsequently sanctioned the employment 
or appointment of such officers in the text of several health laws passed in 1878 
and 1579. No authority exists, in terms, for the employment or appointment of 
any person in the Marine-Hospital Service, with the exception of the Supervis- 
ing Surgeon-General. The various circulars and regulations that have been is- 
sued from time to time since 1802, by the Treasury Department, governing 
these appointments, have been based upon the gene law of 1798, which 
cere the fund, and left all the details of its management to the Secretary of 

e Treasury. 

It has been found expedient, as time demonstrated its necessity, that the sys- 
tem of these appointments should be made uniform, and She proposed billonly 
aims at regulating by law what has for several years been the practice of the 
Department. 

$ $ $ k La * * 

The results thus clearly foretold in this report, made thirty years ago, have 
been accomplished; the reports of the service are sought after by the medical 
profession ; the standard of professional requirements necessary to gain admis- 
sion into the service is high, 78 per cent.of all applications for admission into 
the corps having been ie Rage during the t year; the sailors are satisfied as 
a body; and the popularity of the officers is evidenced by the steadily-increas- 
ing number of patients from year to year. But in order to maintain service 
at its present high standard of excellence, and to attract to it young men of the 
highest ability, the methods of appointment and the rates of compensation 
must be regulated by law. 

Experience has shown the present system—the one recommended in the bill 
and already in practice by the Department—to be that best adapted to carry 
out the purpose of the founders of the law and that most creditable to the Gov- 
ernment, 

s * 


Iam, sir, very 


e è s kd s 
respectfully, your obedient servant, 
JOHN B. HAMILTON, 
Surgeon-General, United States Marine-Hospital Service. 
Hon, JOHN SHERMAN, 
ry of the Treasury. 

Mr. CRISP.” Now, I would like to have a vote on the bill; and if no 
gentleman desires to be heard further, I shall ask the previous ques- 
tion upon it. : 

Mr. CARUTH. I desire to tender an amendment before the pre- 
vious question is demanded. It is to remedy the principal objection I 
have to the bill. 

Mr. CRISP. Let the amendment be read, subject to the right of 
objection. 

‘The Clerk read as follows: 

Add to the bill the words: 

“t Provided further, That nothing herein contained shall apply to the office of 
Supervising Surgeon-General of the Marine-Hospital Ser vice, whose appoint- 
ment shall be as now regulated by law.” 

Mr. CRISP, I have no objection to the amendment. 

Mr. PERKINS. As I understand the amendment, it would go 
further than that and extend to the subordinates of the office. 

Mr. CRISP. It merely excepts the head of the bureau from this 
bill. 

Mr. PERKINS. But the amendment goes to the subordinates of 


the office. ; 

Mr. CARUTH. Ob, no; the Supervising Surgeon-General alone is 
referred to. 

Mr. PERKINS. I think the bill itself excepts him. 

Mr. CARUTH. I want to provide by this amendment that there 
shall be no question on the subject. 

Mr. CANNON. I wish to ask one question. Why makea different 


\ 


by. 
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rule in regard to the head of the service to that you make in regard to 
the subordinates ? 

Mr. CARUTH. Because there is now on the statute-booksa law ap- 

ying to the appointment of the Supervising Surgeon-General of the 
ine-Hospital Service, but none as to the others. Their appoint- 
mentis a matter of regulation in the Department. 

Mr. CANNON. You propose to make permanent the tenure of the 
subordinates, not of the chief? 

Mr. CARUTH. The proposition, as I understand it, is to embody 
into the shape of law what is now a regulation of the service. 


Mr. CANNON. Does this make them permanent? , 

Mr. CARUTH. I think it does. 

Mr. CANNON. Why not make the chief permanent as well as the 

subordinates ? 
Mr. CARUTH. I do not believe that any of them ought to be made 
ent. 

Mr. CANNON. Then why make fish of one and fowl of the other ? 
Mr. CARUTH. Iam perfectly willing to make fish ofall. They 


are in the marine business. [Laughter. ] 

Mr. CRISP. Iam willing to accept the amendment, and now de- 
mand the previous question. 

The previous question was ordered, under the operation of which 
the amendment was adopted, and the billas amended ordered to a third 
reading; and being read the third time, was passed. 

The SPEAKER. If there be no objection, the bill (H. R. 6693) on 
the same subject will be laid on the table. 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 

Mr. CRISP. I ask unanimous consent that the report of the com- 
mittee upon the House bill, which is a more full report than the other, 
be printed in the Recorp. « 

There was no objection. 

The report (by Mr. WILsoxN, of Minnesota) was read, as follows: 


The Committee on Commerce, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 6693) to 
regulate appointments inthe Marine-Hospital Service, submit the following re- 


port: 

The Marine-Hospital Service was organized by virtue of an act of Congress 
ms July 16, 1798, authorizing the President of the United States to ap- 
point, in such parts of the United States as he might think proper, certain per- 
sons, to be called medical directors of the Marine Hospital of the United States, 
This act defined the duties of the persons so appointed; and, further, provided 
that they should hold their office during the pleasure of the President, who was 
authorized to fill vacancies, ete. (Stats. at , volume 1, page 606.) 

In 1870 sie ero passed an act reorganizing this service, and provided, among 
other things,for the appointment ofa supervising surgeon of the Marine-Hospital 
Service, to be appointed i the Secretary of the Treasury, ete. z 

This act made no provision for the appointment of officers in the service fur- 
ther than for the appointment of the Supervising Surgeon. (Rev.Stats., chap. 59, 


940.) 

Da 1875 Congress repealed this law so far as it related to the appointment of 
the supervising surgeon, and provided that this officer should be appointed by 
ne EEIN a = with the consent of the Senate. (Supp. to Kev. Stats., 

hap, 130, page 158. 

By the provisions of law now in force all other medical officers in the Marine- 
Hospital Service are now appointed by the Secretary of the Treasury upon the 
recommendation of the Supervising Surgeon-General. (Regulations of the 
United States on Service, ny rps April 24.1835.) 

The pending bill provides that these ollicers, other than the Supervising Sur- 

eon-General, shall be appointed by the President, by and with the consent of 
the Senate, It also makes provision for their examination before appointment, 


ete. 

The object of this act is to secure efficiency and regularity on the part of the 
oflicers in this service ia the discharge of their duties, and also to provide that 
their appointment may be made in like manner as medical olficers in the 
revenue-cultet service, 

Your committee find that the legislation asked is at the instance of the Secre- 
tary of the Treasury, and that for several years t the same legislation has 
been requested of Congress by different Secretaries of the Treasury, and at cach 
session of Congress it has received the favorable action of the different commit- 
teen to which it has been referred, but thus far the bills have failed to become 
a law. 

In 1889 the Secretary of the Treasury called the attention of Congress to this 
subject in a letter of which the following is a copy: 

"TREASURY DEPARTMENT, January 14, 1880. 

“Sim: I have the honor to invite the favorable attention of Congress to the 
draught of a bill, herewith transmitted, to increase the efficiency of the Marine- 
tal Service, and to the accompanying letter in explanation thereof from 
. J, B. Hamilton, Surgeon-General of that service. 

*“ lt is believed that the enactment of the bill substantially in its present form 
into a law would place the service upon a better footing without materially in- 
erensing its expense. 

“Very res: y, j 
‘JOHN SHERMAN, Secretary. 
“Hon, SAMUEL J. RANDALL, 


“ Speaker of the House of Representatives.” 

Accompanying this letter was also a letter from the Supervising Surgeon- 
General of the Marine-Hospital Service, as follows: 

“ TREASURY DEPARTMENT, 
“ OFFICE SUPERVISING SURGEON-G: 
“UNITED STATES MARINE-HOSPITAL SERVICE, 
“ Washington, January 13, 1880. 

“Sır: I have the honor to transmit herewith the draught of a bill to ‘increase 
the efficiency of the Marine-Hospital Service,’ and to request that, if the draught 
is in accordance with your views, it be transmitted to Congress. The general 
object of the bill I assume to be in accordance with the recommendations you 
have repeatedly made, that statutory provisions be made for the appointment 
of officers and employés of this service. 

“Section 1760, Revised Statutes, prohibits the appointment by the Secretary of 
any person to any office not authorized by law, or subsequently sanctioned by 
law. The law has, by implication, subsequently sanctioned the employment 
or appointment of such officers in the text of several health laws passed in 1878 
and 1879. No authority exists, in terms, for the employment or intment of 
any m in the Marine- Hospital Service, with the exception of the 
ing n-General, The various circulars 


and regulations that hrvo been 


issueat rom time to time since 1802, by the Treasury Department, governin 
these appointments, have been based upon the general Jaw of 1798, which eaten 
the fund, and left all the details of its management to the Secretary of the Treas- 


ury. 

“Tt has been found expedient, as time demonstrated its necessity, that the sys- 
tem of these appointments should be made uniform, and the proposed bill only 
aims at emulating by law what has for several years been practice of the 
Department, 

* + * * + * * 


“The results thus clearly foretold in this report, made thirty yearsago, hayo 
been accomplished; the reports of the service are sought after by the medical 
profession; the standard of professional requirements n to gain admis- 
sion into the service is high—78 per cent, of all applications for admission into 
the corps having been rejected during the past year; the sailors are satisfied as 
a body; and the popularity of the officers is evidenced by the steadily-increas- 
ing number of patients from year to year. But in order tomaintain theservice 
atita present high standard of excellence, and to attract to it young men of the 
highest ability, the methods of appointment and the rates of compensation must 
be regulated by law. 

“Ex lence has shown the present system—the one recommended in the bill, 
and already in practice by the Department—to be that best adapted to carry 
out the purpose of the founders of the law, and that most creditable to the Gov- 
ernment. 

s + € s e $ s 
“Tam, sir, very respectfully, your obedient servant, 
“JOHN B. HAMILTON, 
“ Surgeon-Genoral, United States Marine-Hospital Service, 


“ Hon. Jons SHERMAN, 
“Secretary of the Treasury.” 

In 1886 Hon. Daniel Manning, the then Seoretary of the Treasury, requested 
of Congress the of a bill similar to the present bill. His letter upon 
this subject, of which the following is a copy, was addressed to the chairman of 
the Committee on Commerce of the United States Senate: 


* FEBRUARY 6, 1885. 


“Sm: I have the honor to acknowledge the receipt of a letter from the clerk 
of your committee, under date of February 4, 1886, transmitting, in accordance 
with the directions of the committee, Senate bill No. 780, ‘to regulate appoint- 
ments in the Marine Hospital Service of the United States,’ in which Iam re- 
quested to furnish the committee with suggestions as I may deem proper touch- 
ing the merits of the bill and tke propriety of its passage, and in answer to 
respectfully inform you that the billis in accordance with the various recom- 
mendations of this partment that have been made from time to time based 
upon reports of the Supervising Surgeon-General. 

“ Itappears that there is at the present time no law specifically regulating the 
appointment of medical officers in the Marine-Hospital Service, and the appoint- 
ments are made in accordance with the riy authority conferred on the Sec- 
retary of the Treasury, to direct the affairs of the Marine-Hospital Service. 

“ Hence the propriety of the passage of an act regulating these appointments, 

“An examination of the text of the bill shows it to be substantially a transcript. 
of the regulations of the Department which have been in force since 1879, and 
which were lately repromulgated and approved by the President under date of 
April 24, 1885. 1t must be sufficiently obvious to any one that medical officers 
of the Marine-Hospital Service should be ery es versed in the different 
branches of medicine as set forth in the bill, and the incorporation of these re- 
quirements in the statutes would seem to be necessary. 

“Attention is invited to page lii of my annual report for 1885, pages 11 and 12 of 
the Report of the Supervising Surgeon-General; also to the letter of Mr. Secre- 
tary Sherman, dated January 4, 1880, transmitting to the House of Representa- 
tives a draught of a bill having for its object thesame purpose as that of the bill 
now unger consideration. 

“The present bill, if passed, will peat the officersof the Marine-Hospital Sery- 
ice on the same footing as those of the Revenue Marine, and will not materially 
increase the expense of the service. 

“In order to perfect the bill, I suggest that line six (6) be amended by striking 
out the word ‘successful’ and substituting the word ‘satisfactory’ therefor; 
and after line eight (8) to add the words ‘said examination shall be conducted 
according to rules prepared by the Supervising Surgeon-General, and approved 
by the Secretary of the Treasury and the President.’ 

“Jt is believed that the purposes of the proposed law will be more effectually 
secured if the plan of examination shall be fixed as suggested. 


“Very respectfully, 
“D, MANNING, Secretary. 

“Hon. S.J. R. MCMILLAN, 

“ Chairman Committee on Commerce, United States Senate.” 

The committee report that they are informed that the present Secretary of 
the Treasury has indorsed and approved the views expressed in the foregoing 
letter, and in fact that the bill now pending before Congress was prepared un- 
der his supervision and direction. 

The committee further report that the officers inthe Marine-Hospital Service 
affected by this bill have, as they are informed, petitioned Congress asking that 
the bill should become a law. The reasons ed by them for urging the 
prego of the bill is, among others, that they should receive their commissions 

n like manner as medical officers in the revenue-cutter service receive their 
appointments, and placing them ina position where they would be entitled to 
equal rank and consideration with officers of the revenue-cutter service, which 
is in the same Department and is a kindred branch of the public service. 

The men composing the branch of the service affected by this bill are men of 
education, skilled and practiced in the medical profession, and competent and 
eflicient to discharge the duties required of them. They are compelled to pass 
an examination as strict and thorough as the medical officers in the revenue -cut- 
ter service or of the Army and Navy. They are frequently called upon to per- 
form services as important as those peira 40 the line of the Army or Navy, 
for, on the appearance of cholera, yellow fever, small-pox, or other dangerous 
di they are called to the front and compelled to use every effort to prevent 
the introduction and advance of contagious diseases into the country, and your 
committee believe that it is but right and just that they should receive consid- 
eration as to rank and position equal at least to that of other officersin the same 
branch of the service. It does not ask for increased pay or remuneration. It 
simply asks, so far as the officers of the service are concerned, that the dignity 
For thelr station shall be upheld by the commission of the President of the United 

For the reason that the passage of this bill is asked by the Secretary of tho 
Treasury having this branch of the public service in charge, and also by the ofti- 
cers directly affected by the passage of the bill, your committee are of opinion 
that the good of the public service requires that the bill should become a law, 
and they therefore report recommending its passage. 


INTERSTATE COMMERCE. 


Mr. CRISP. Iam directed by the Committee on Commerce to call 
up Senate bill 2851, to amend an act entitled ‘* An act to regulate Com- 
merce.” ; 
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The bill was read, as follows: 


An act to amend an act entitled “An act to regulate commerce,” approved 
February 4, 1887. 


Be it enacted, ete., That section 6 of an act entitled “ An act to regulate com- 
= approved February 4, 1887, be, and it is hereby, amended so as to read 
as follows: 

“Seo, 6, That every common carrier subject to the provisions of this act shall 
print and keep epen to public inspection schedules showing the rates and fares 
and charges for the transportation of passengers and property which any such 
common carrier has established and which are in force at the time upon its 
route. The schedules printed as aforesaid by any such common carrier shall 
plainly state the places upon its railroad between which Jeopeniy and passen- 
gers will be carried, and shall contain the classification of freight in force, and 

also state separately the terminal and any rules or regulations 
which in any wise change, affect, or determine any part or the aggregate of 
such ato: d rates and fares and Such schedules shall plainly 
printed in large type, and copies for the use of the public shall be ted in two 
pane and rari are aca, cae — Bares ak o: suona pea 
where passengers or fre vely, are received for transpo. on, in 
such im that they shall be accessible to the publicand can be conveniently in- 
spected, 2 

“Any common carrier subject to the provisions of this act receiving freight 
in the United States to be carried through a foreign country to any place in the 

United States shall also in like manner print and keep open to public inspec- 
tion, at every depot or office where such freight is received for shipment, 
schedules showing the through rates established and charged by such common 
carrier to all points in the United States beyond the foreign country to which 
it accepts freight for shipment; and any freight shipped from the United States 
through a foreign country into the United States, the through rate on which 
shall not have been made public as rp heme by this act, , before it is ad- 
mitted into the United States from said foreign country, be subject to customs 
duties as if said freight were of foreign production; and any law in conflict 
with this section is hereby re ; 

“ No advance shall be made in the rates, fares, and charges which have been 
established and published as aforesaid by any common carrier in compliance 
with the requirements of this section, except after ten days’ public notice, 
which shall plainly state the changes proposed to be made in the schedule then 
in force, and the time when the increased rates, fares, or charges will go into 
effect; and the pro d changes shall be shown by printing new schedules, or 
shall be plainly indicated upon the schedules in force at the time and kept open 
to public inspection. Reductions in such published rates, fares, or charges 
shall only be made after three days’ previous public notice, to be given in the 
same man ner that notice of an advance in rates must be given. 

“And when any such common carrier shall have established and published 
its rates, fares, and charges in compliance with the provisions of this section, it 
shall be unlawful for such common carrier to charge, demand, cdllect, or re- 
ceive from any person or persons a greater or less compensation for the trans- 
portation of passengers or property, or for any services in connection there- 
with, than is specified in such published schedule of rates, fares, and charges as 
may at the time be in force. 

“Every common carrier subject to the provisions of this act shall file with the 
commission hereinafter provided for copies of its schedules of rates, fares, and 
charges which have been established and published in compliance with the re- 
quirements of this section, and shall promptly notify said commission of all 
changes made in the same. Every such common carrier shall also file with 
said commission copies of all contracts, agreements, or arrangements with 
other common carriers in relation to any traffic affected by the provisions of 

* this act to which it may be a party. And in cases where ngers and freight 
pass over continuous lines or routes operated by more n one common car- 
rier, and the several common carriers operating such lines or routes establish 
joint tariffs of rates or fares or charges for such continuous lines or routes, 
copies of such joint tariffs shall also, in like manner, be filed with said com- 
mission, Such joint rates, fares, and charges on such continuous lines so filed 
as aforesaid shall be made public by such common carriers when directed by 
said commission, in so far as may, in the judgment of the commission, be 
deemed practicable; and said commission shall from time to time prescribe 
the measure of publicity which shall be given to such rates, fares, and — 
or to such part of them as it may deem it practicable for such common ers 
to publish, and the places in which they shall be published. 

“No advance shall be made in joint rates, fares, and charges, shown apon 
joint tarifts, except after ten days’ notice to the commission, which shall plainly 
state the changes proposed to be made in the schedule then in force, and the 
‘ime when the increased rates, fares, or charges will go into effect. No reduc- 
tion shall be made in joint rates, fares,and charges, except after three days’ 
notice, to be given to the commission as is above provided in the case of an ad- 
vance of joint rates. The commission may make public such proposed advances 
or such reductions in such manner as may, in its judgment, be deemed a 
ble, and may prescribe from time to time the measure of publicity which com- 
mon carriers shall give to advances or reductions in joint tariffs. 

“It shall be unlawful for any common carrier, party to any joint tariff, to 
charge, demand, collect, or receive from any person or persons a greater or less 
compensation for the tra rtation of such persons or property, or for any serv- 
ices th connection therewith, between any pointsas to which a joint rate, fare 
or charge is named thereon than is specified in the schedule filed with the com’ 
mission in force at the time. 

“The commission may determine and prescribe the form in which the sched- 
ules required by this section to be kept open to public inspection shall be pa 

red and arranged, and may change the form from time to time as shall be 

onnd expedient, 

“If any such common carrier shall neglect or refuse to file or publish its 
schedules or tariffs of rates, fares, and rges as provided in this section, or 
any pen of the same, such common carrier shall, in addition to other penalties 
herein prescribed, be subject to a writ of mandamus, to be issued by any circuit 
court of the United States in the judicial district wherein the principal office of 
said common carrier is situated, or wherein such offense may be committed, 
and if such common carrier be a foreign corporation in the judicial circuit 
wherein such common carrier accepts traffic and has an agent to perform such 
service, to compel compliance with the aforesaid provisions of this section; and 
such writ shall issue in the name of the people of the United States, at the re- 
lation of the commissioners appointed under the provisions of this act; and the 
failure to comply with its requirements shall be punishable as and for a con- 
tempt; and the said commissioners, as complainants, may also apply, in an 
such circuit court of the United States, for a writ of injunction against su 
common carrier, to restrain such common carrier from receiving or transport- 
ing property among the several States and Territories of the United States, or 


between the United States and adjacent foreign countries, or between ports of 
transshipment and of entry and the several States and Territories of the United 
States, as mentioned in the first section of this act, until such common carrier 
shall have complied with the aforesaid provisions of this section of this act.” 

That section 10 of said act is hereby amended so as to read as fol- 


ows: 
_ Src. 10. That any common carrier subject to the provisions of this act, or, 
Whenever such common carrier is a corporation, any director or officer thereof, 


SEC, 2. 
I 


or any receiver, trustee, lessee, agent, or person, acting for or employed by such 
corporation, who, alone or with any other corporation, sompenzs person, or 
party, shall willfully do or cause to be done, or shall willingly suffer or permit 
to be done, any act, matter, or thing in this act prohibited or declared to be un- 
lawful, or who shall aid or abet therein, or shall willfully omit or fail to do any 
act, matter, or thing in this act required to be done, or shall cause or willingly 
suffer or permit any act, matter, or thing so directed or required by this act to 
be done not to be so done, or shall aid or abet any such omission or failure, 
or shall be guilty of any infraction of this act, or shall aid or abet therein, shali 
be deemed guilty of a misdemeanor, and s , upon conviction thereof in any 
district court of the United States within the jurisdiction of which such offense 
was committed, be subject toa fine of not to exceed $5,000 for each offense: Pro- 
vided, That if the offense for which any person shall be convicted as aforesaid 
shall be an unlawful discrimination in rates, fares, or ch: for the transpor- 
tation of passengers or property, such person shall, in addition to the fine here- 
inbefore provided for, be liable to imprisonment in the penitentiary for a term 
of not exceeding two years, or both such fine and ineisonment, in the discre- 
tion of the court. 23 

“Any common carrier subject to the provisions of this act, or, whenever such 
common carrier is a corporation, any officer or nt thereof, or ay parson act- 
ing for or employed by such corporation, who, by means of false billing, false 
classification, false weighing, or false report of weight, or by any other device 
or means, shall knowingly and willfully assist, or shall willingly suffer or per- 
mit, any person or persons to obtain transportation for property at less than the 
regular rates then established and in force on theline of transportation of such 


common carrier, shall be deemed guilt of a misdemeanor, and shall, upon con- 
viction thereof in any court of the United States of competent jurisdiction 
within the district in which such offense was committed, be subject to a fine of 


not ex ing $5,000, or imprisonment in the penitentiary for a term of not ex- 
ceeding two years, or both, in the discretion of the court, for each oftense, 

" Any person and any officer or mt of any corporation or com y who 
shall deliver property for transportation to any common carrier, subject to the 
bearers of — act, bs for oe Bos Airaa or — ze rf faria rai 
shall tra property, who s owingly an y, n 
false classification falso weighing, or report of weight, or by any othe 
device or means, whether with or without the consent or connivance of the car- 
rier, its agent or agents, obtain transportation for such property at less than the 
regular rates then lished and in force on the line of transportation, shall 
be deemed guilty of fraud, which is hereby declared a misdemeanor, and shall, 
upon conviction thereof in any court of the United States of competent juris- 
diction within the district in which such offense was committed, be subject for 
each offense to a fine of not exceeding $5,000 or imprisonment in the peniten- 
rae for a term of not exceeding two years, or both, in the discretion of the ` 
cou 

“If any such person, or any officer or agent of any such corporation or com- 
pany, shall, by payment of money or other thing of value, solicitation, or other- 
wise, induce any common carrier subject to the provisions of this act, or any 
of its officers or agents, to discriminate unjustly in his, its, or their favor as 
against any other consignor or consignee in the transportation of property, or 
shall aid or abet any common carrier in any such unjust discrimination, such 
person, or such officer or agent of such corporation or company, shall bedeemed 
guy of a misdemeanor, and shall, upon conviction thereof in any court of the 

nited States of competent jurisdiction within the district in which such offense 
was committed, be subject to a fine of not exceeding $5,000, or imprisonment in 
the penitentiary for a term of not exceeding two years, or both, in the disere- 
tion of the court, for each offense; and such person, corporation, or company 
shall also, together with said common carrier, be liable, jointly or severally, in 
an action on the case to be brought by any consignor or consignee discrimi- 
nated against in any court of the United States of competent jurisdiction for all 
damages caused by or resulting therefrom.” 

Sec, 3. That section 12 of said act is hereby amended so as to read as follows: 

“Sec, 12, That the commission hereby created shall have authority toinquire 
into the management of the business of all common carriers subject to the pro- 
visions of this act, and shall keep itself informed as to the manner and method 
in which the same is conducted, and shall have the right to obtain from such 
common carriers full and complete information necessary to enable the com- 
mission to perform the duties and carry out the objects for which it was created ; 
and for the purposes’of this act the commission shall have power to require, b; 
subpeena, the attendance and testimony of witnesses and the production o ail 
books, papers, tariffs, contracts, ments, and documents relating to any 
matter under investigation, and in case of disobedience to a subpamna, the com- 
mission, or any party to a proceeding before the commission, may invoke the 
the aid of any court of the United States in requiring the attendance and testi- 
mony of witnesses and the production of books, papers, and documents under 
the provisions of this section. 

“And any of the circuit courts of the United States within the jurisdiction or 
which such inquiry is ed on may, in case of contumacy or refusal to obey a 
subpeena issued to any common carrier subject to the provisions of this act, or 
other person, issue an order requiring such common carrier or other person to 
appear before said commission (and produce books and papers if so ordered) 
and give evidence touching the matter in question; and any failure to obey 
such order of the court may be punished by such court as a contempt thereof. 
The claim that any such testimony or evidence may tend to criminate the per- 
son giving such evidence shall not excuse such witness from testifying; but 
such evidence or testimony shall not be used against such person on the trial of 
any criminal proceeding.” 

Sec. 4. That section li of said act is hereby amended so as to read as follows: 

“Seo. 14. That whenever an investigation shall be made by said commission 
it shall be its duty to make a report in writing in respect thereto, which shall 
include the findings of fact upon which the conclusions of the commission are 
based, ther with its recommendation as to what reparation, if any, should 
be made by the common carrier to any party or parties who ma: found to 
have been injured; and such findings so made shall thereafter, in all judicial 
proceedings, be deemed ps Jacie evidence as to each and every fact found. 

“All reports of invest: _ pec made by the commission shall be entered of 
record, and a copy thereof shall be furnished to the party who may have com- 
plained, and to any common carrier that may have been complained of. 

“The commission may provide for the publication of itsreportsand decisions 
in such form and manner as may be best adapted for public information and use, 
and such authorized publicationsshall be Sent evidence of the reports and 
decisions of the commission therein contained, in all courts of the United States, 
and of the several States, without any further pox or authentication thereof. 
The commission may also cause to be printed for early distribution its annual 
reports. 

Sec. 5. That section 16 of said act is hereby amended so as to read as follows: 

“Sec. 16. That whenever any common carrier, as defined in and subject to the 

rovisions of this act, shall violate, or refuse or neglect to obey or perform any 
wful order or rogun of rank Sonano Eaa ity Aan act, chert Hey 
upon a contro uiring a ury, as pro y the seventh amend- 
eat to the Constitution of the United tates, it shall be lawful for the commis- 
sion or of for any company or person interested in such order or uirement, 
to apply in a summary way. b paidon; to the circuit courtof the United States 
sitting wed in the jud ial istrictin which the common carrier complained 
of hasits pao pal office, or in which the violation or disobedience of such order 
or requirement shall happen, alleging such violation or disobedience, as the 
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ease may be; and the said court shall have power to hear and determine the 
matter, on such short notice to the common carrier complained of as the court 
ldeem reasonable: and such notice may be served on such common carrier, 
his or its officers, agents, or servants, in such manneras the court shall direct; and 
said court shal! proceed to hear and determine the matter speedily as a court 
of equity, and without the forma! pleadings and proceedings applicable to or- 
dinary suits in equity, but in such manner as to do justice in the premises; and 
to this end such court shall have power, if it think fit, to direct and prosecute 
in such mode and by such persons as it may appoint, all such inquiries as the 
court may think needful to enable it to form a Pest judgment in the matter of 
such petition; and on such hearing the findings of fact in the report of said com- 
mission shall be prima facie evidence of the matters therein stated; and if it be 
made toappear to such courton such hearing or on report of any such person or 
porene that the lawful order or requirement of said commission drawn in ques- 
ion has been violated or disobeyed it shall be lawful for such court to issue a writ 
of injunction or other ar, aad process, mandatory or otherwise, to restrain such 
common carrier from further continuing such violation or disobedience of such 
order or requirement of said commission and enjoining obedience to the same; 
and in case of any disobedience of any such writ of injunction orother proper 
process, mandatory or otherwise, it shall be lawful for such court to issue writs 
ofattachment orany other process of said court incident or applicableto writs of 
injunction or other proper process, mandatory or otherwise, against such com- 
mon carrier, and if a corporation against one or more of the directors, officers, or 
nts ofthe same, oragainstany owner, lessee, trustee, receiver, or other person 
failing to obey such writ of injunction or other proper process, mandatory or 
otherwise; and said court may, if itshall think fit, make an order directing such 
common carrier or other person so disobeying such writ of injunction or other 
roper process, mandatory or otherwise, to pay such sum of money, not exceed- 
for each carrier or person in default the sum of $500 for eve: ef after a da: 
to benamed in the order, thatsuch carrier or other person shall fai to obey Gah 
injunction or other proper process, mandatory or otherwise; and such moneys 
shall be payable as the court shall direct, either to the party complaining or into 
court, to abide the ultimate decision of the court, or into the Treasury; and 
payment thereof may, without prejudice to any other mode of recovering the 
same, be enforced by attachment or order in the nature of a writ of execution, 
like manner as if the same been recovered by a final decree in m 
in such court. When the subject in dispute shall of the value of $2,000 or 
more, citber party to such proceeding before said court may appeal to the Su- 
pane Court of the United States, under the same regulations now provided by 

w in respect of security for such appeal; but such appeal shall not operate to 
stay or supersede the order of the court or the execution ofany writ or process 
thereon; and such court may, in every such matter, order the payment of such 
costs and counsel fees as shall be deemed reasonable. Whenever any such pe- 
tition shall be filed or presented by the commission it shall be the duty of the 
district attorney, under the direction of the Attorney-General of the United 
States, to prosecute the same; and the costs and expenses of such prosecution 
shall be paid out of the appropriation for the expenses of the courts of the 
United States. $ 

If the matters involved in any such order or requirement of said commission 
are founded upon a controversy requiring a t by jury, as provided by the 
seventh amendment to the constitution of the United States, and any such 
common carrier shall violate or refuse or neglect to obey or poa the same, 
after notice given by said commission as provided in the fifteenth sectjon of 
this it shall be lawful for any company or person interested in such order 
or requirement to apply in a summary way by petition to the circuit court of 
the United States sitting as a court of law in the judicial district in which the 
carrier complained of has its principal office, or in which the violation or diso- 
bedience of such order or requirement shall happen, alleging such violation or 
disobedience as the casemay be; andsaid court shall by its order then fix a time 
and place for the trial of said cause, which shall not be less than twenty nor 
more than forty days from the time said order ismade, and it shall be the duty 
of the marshal of the district in which said proceeding is pending to forthwith 
serve a copy of said petition, and of said order, upon each of the defendants, and 
it shall be the duty of the defendants to file their answersto said petition within 
ten days after the service of the same upon them as aforesaid. At the trial the 
findings of fact of said commission as set forth in its report shall be prima facie 
evidence of the matters therein stated, and if either party shall demand a jury 
or shall omit to waive a jury the court shall, by its order, direct. the marshal 
forthwith to summon a jury to try the cause; but if all the parties shall waive 
ajury in writing, then the court shall try the issues in said cause and render its 
judgment thereon, If the subject in dispute shall be of the value of $2,000 or 
more either party may appeal tothe Supreme Court of the United States under 
the same regulations now provided by law in respect to security for such ap- 
peal; but such appeal must be taken within twenty days from the day of the 
rendition of the judgment of said circuit court. If the judgment of the circuit 
court shall be in favor of the party complaining, he or t wy shall be entitled to 
recover a reasonable counsel or attorney’s"fee, to be fixed by the court, which 
shall be collected as part of the costs in the case. For the purposes of this act, 
excepting its penal provisions, the circuit courts of the United States shall be 
deemed to be always in session.” 

Sec. 6. That section 17 of said act is hereby amended so as to read as follows: 

“Sec, 17. That the commission ag Severe its proceedings in such manner 
as will best conduce to the proper dispatch of business and to the ends of jus- 
tice, A majority of the commission shall constitute a quorum for the transac- 
tion of business, but no commissioner shall participate in any hearing or pro- 
ceeding in which he has any pecuniary interest. Said commission may, from 
time to time, make or amend such general rules or orders as may be requisite 
for the order and regulation of bers oa before it, including forms of notices 
and the service thereof, which shall conform, as nearly as may be, to those in 
use in the courts of the United States. Any party may appear before said com- 
mission and be heard, in person or by attorney. Every vote and official act of 
the commission shall be entered of record, and its proceedings shall be public 
upon the request of either party interested. Said commission shall have an of- 
ficial seal, which shall be judi ay eee Either of the members of the com- 
mission may administer oaths and affirmations and sign subpcenas,”’ 

Serc, 7. That section 18 of said act is hereby amended soas to read as follows: 

“Seo. 18. That each commissioner shall receive an annual salary of $7,500, pay- 
able in thesame manner as the judges of the courts of the United States. The 
commission shallappoint asecretary, who shall receive an annual salary of $3,500, 

yable in like manner. The commission shall have authority to employ ‘and 

x the compensation of such other pore as it may find ne to the 

proper performance of its duties. Until otherwise provided by law, the com- 

mission may hire suitable offices for its use, and shall have authority to procure 

all necessary office supplies. Witnesses summoned before the commission shall 

be paid the same fees and mileage that are paid to witnesses in the courts of the 
United States.” 

“All of the expenses of the commission, including all necessary expenses for 
transportation incurred by the commissioners, or by their employés under their 
orders, in making any investigation, or upon official business in any other 
places than in the city of Washington, s be allowed and paid on the pre- 


Soon of itemized vouchers therefor approved by the chairman of the com- 

mission, 
Sec, 8. That section 21 of said act is hereby amended so as to read as fe : 
"Sec, 21. That the commission shall, on z before the 1st day of eiea etA 
transmitted to Congress, and copies 


each ycar, make a report, which shall be 


of which shall be distributed as are the other reports transmitted to Congress, 
This report shall contain such information and data collected by the commis- 
sion as may be considered of value in the determination of questions connected 
with the regulation of commerce, together with such recommendations as to 
additional legislation relating thereto as the commission may deem necessary; 
ae the names and compensation of the persons employed by said comm! 
sion,” 

SEC. 9. That section 22 of said act is hereby amended so as to read as follows: 

“Seo, 22. That nothing in this act shall prevent the carriage, storage, or Land- 
ling of property free or at reduced rates for the United States, State, or munici- 
pal governments, or for charitable purposes, or to or from fairs and expositions 
for exhibition thereat, or the free carriage of destitute and homeless persons 
transported by charitable societies, and the necessary agents employed in such 
transportation, or the issuance of mileage, excursion, or commutation aga 
tickets; nothing in this act shall be construed to prohibit any common carrier 
from giving reduced rates to ministers of religion, or to one peronon 
for the transportation of indigent persons, or to inmates of the National Homes 
or State Homes for Disabled Volunteer Soldiers under arrangements with the 
boards of managers of said homes; nothing in this act shall be construed to 
prevent railroads from giving free carriage to their own officers and employés, 
or to prevent the principal officers of any railroad company orcompanies from 
exchanging passes or tickets with otherrailroad companies for their officers and 
employés; and nothing in this act contained shall in any way abridge or alter 
the remedies now existing at common law or by statute, but the provisions of 
this act are in addition to such remedies: Provided, That no pending litigation 
shall in any way be affected by this act.” 

Sec. 10. That the circuit and district courts of the United States shall have 
jurisdiction upon the relation of any person or persons, firm, or corporation, 
alleging such violation by a common carrier, of any of the provisions of the act, 
to which this is a supplement and all acts amendatory thereof, as prevents the 
relator from havin; terstate traffic moved RA said common carrier at the same 
rates as are charged, or upon terms or conditions as favorable as those given 
by said common carrier for like traftic under similar conditions to any other 
shipper, to issue a writ or writs of mandamus against said common carrier, 
commanding such common carrier to move and transport the traffic, or to fur- 
nish cars or other facilities for transportation for the party applying for the 
writ: Provided, That if any question of fact as to the proper compensation to 
the common carrier for the service to be enforced by the writ is raised by the 
pleadings, the writ of peremptory mandamus may issue, notwithstanding such 
question of fact is undetermined, upon such terms as to security, payment of 
money into the court, or otherwise, as the court may think proper, pending the 
determination of the question of fact: Provided, That the remedy hereby given 
by writ of niandamus shall be cumulative, and shall not be held to exclude or 
interfere with other remedies provided by this act or the act to which itis a 
supplement, 

Mr. CRISP. I do not desire, Mr. Speaker, to occupy the attention of 
the House by any extended explanation of this bill. I will state, how- 
ever, that in the main the propositions in this bill are in conformity 
with the recommendations of the Interstate Commerce Commission. 
The bill now before the House is aSenatebill, The House Committee 
on Commerce have recommended the alteration of it in only one par- 
ticular, and that was in order to give greater publicity to the rates of 
tariffs or joint tariffs. Perhaps, Mr. Speaker, Imay beexpected to make 
some explanation of the changes in the law. I will be perfectly will- 
ing to do so if it isthoughtnecessary. The trouble is the hour for con- 
sideration to-day is very nearly up, only ten minutes of it remaining. 
We have only one hour left us to-morrow, and several gentlemen have 
amendments which they desire to offer. It is exceedingly important, 
in the opinion of all gentlemen who have considered the question of 
regulating interstate commerce, that these Senate amendments should 
become law, and I do not, therefore, care to occupy much time. Per- 
haps I ought, however, to point out briefly what the changes are. 

Mr. CANNON. May I suggest that the gentleman ask unanimous 
consent for the present consideration of the bill and that it continue on 
until completed ? 

Mr. CRISP. I would be very glad to have it either to-day or to- 
morrow, so as to get the bill through, for I am very anxious to finish 
the bill. 

Mr. CANNON. Why not take time enough to consider your bill 
to-day or to-morrow ? 

Mr. CRISP. Mr. Speaker, at the suggestion of the gentleman from 
Illinois [Mr. CANNON] I ask unanimous consent to finish the consid- 
eration of this bill to-day. 

Mr. WEAVER. Iam very anxious that this bill should be passed 
as soon as the Oklahoma bill is out of the way, but I will not consent 
to unanimous consent being given until then. 

Mr. CANNON. I hope the gentleman will yield. I ama friend of 
the Oklahoma bill. 

Mr. WEAVER. Iam friendly to this bill, too. 

Mr. CANNON. The gentleman from Missouri [Mr. WARNER], who 
is in favor of the Oklahoma bill, is away, but will be back in a day or 
two. 

Mr. WEAVER. But the gentleman knows that the friends of the 
Oklahoma bill have given way to everything. It affectsthe fortunes 
of hundreds of thousands of people; it has the right of way and it 
should not give way to any other proposition. 

Mr. O'NEILL, of Pennsylvania. Whycan not the gentleman ask 
leave that the Committee on Commerce get its two hours now, then 
you can go on with your Oklahoma bill and still have time before the 
termination of to-day’s session ? n 

Mr. WEAVER. Iam not in charge of the Oklahoma bill. 

Mr. SPRINGER, I have no objection to the proposition that the 
morning hour for to-morrow be taken now on this bill. 

Mr. FARQUHAR. That will probably finish the bill. 

Mr. WEAVER. That would have to be altered now. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Mr. Speaker, I would suggest to the gentleman 
who has charge of the bill that he can take the hour to-morrow, and 
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have the amendments printed in the RECORD, so that the House can 
act understandingly when it comes to the consideration of the bill 
without the trouble of constantly re-reporting the amendments. 

Mr. CRISP. I think the suggestion of the gentleman from Ohio a 
good one, and before asking that, as there are five or six minutes left 
of the hour, I will merely call the attention of those members of the 
House who give me their attention to the points wherein this bill changes 
the bill of last session. In the first place, the bill changes the rule for 
the publication of rates. The original bill provided that the schedule 
of rates should be kept in the railroad office. Complaint has been made 
that such schedules have not been kept in such place and manner that 
ashipper could go into the office of a railroad and without aid from the 
agent look at the schedule. The complaintis that the shipper is forced 
to ask the agent to furnish him the schedule, and sometimes, the agent 
being busy, this causes delay and inconvenience. The bill seeks to 
remedy this and make the schedules easily accessible to all. 

The next change is as to the reduction of rates. The original bill, 

the House will remember, required ten days’ notice of an advance in 
the rate; but a reduction of the rate might be made without any no- 
tice. The commission recommends some change in that, and suggests 
that there shall be notice of the reduction of the rates as there is of the 
-advance, Otherwise a favored shipper might be notified in advance 
by the carrier that such a reduction was to take place, and in that way 
be benefited. The provision in this bill requires three days’ notice of 
a reduction in the schedule rates, and also prescribes the method in 
which the publication shall be made. 

The third applies to the publication of joint tariffs. The House will 
remember that the original bill only provided for the publication of 
the individual tariffs, so to speak, the tariff on each road. This amend- 
ment provides for the publication of joint tariffs wherever the roads 
entcr into them, and it requires that notice of them shall be given to 

-the commission, and that they shall not be altered except with the ten 
days’ notice or the three days’ notice required, as the case may be. 
It also provides that the commission shall prescribe the mode and 
method of publication of these tariffs. 

The next is as to underbilling. It provides a penalty for the rail- 
‘way company and also: for the shipper for underbilling. It seeks to 
punish the carrier and also the shipper or any other person who at- 
tempts to influence the carrier to give discriminating rates in violation 
of Jaw. y 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. Was not that provided for, as to the 
railroads, in the old law ? 

Mr. CRISP.- There was no provision as to the shipper, and I think 
there was no express provision in reference to underbilling. 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. I know there was nothing as to the 
shipper, but I thought there was a provision as to the railroads, 

Mr. CRISP. There have been a great many petitions sent to the 
committee in favor of this provision in the bill, and no opposition to it 
has ap either from the railroads or from any quarter. 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa, It can not be made too clear. 

Mr. CRISP. The next changes the penalty upon the railroad com- 
pany for willfal violations of the law by discriminations in rates. It 
makes the penalty, in addition to the fine now provided, imprisonment 
in the penitentiary for two years—fine or imprisonment, either or both, 
in the discretion of the court. Of course this applies only to violations 
which by their very character must be knowingly and willfully com- 
mitted. 

The next proposition is as to the question of damages in cases of such 
character as under our constitution must be passed upon by a jury. 
Of course the House understands that there are certain kinds of cases 
which at common law and under the Constitution must be passed upon 
by ajury. Itis not in our power to clothe the commission or any- 
body else with authority to hear and determine those cases, because 
they must be heard by ajury. There is a provision in this bill that 
cases of that character shall be remanded to the court and that the 
court shall give them a speedy hearing. : 3 ; 

The only other change that I now recall is one making this an inde- 
pendent bureau—that is, repealing the law which requires that all the 
proceedings of the commission shall go through the Secretary of the In- 
terior. x 

` The SPEAKER. ‘The time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. CRISP. I now ask unanimous consent that the amendments 
which gentlemen desire to offer may be printed in the RECORD. 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas. And that they be considered in the 
order in which they amend the act of 1887. 

Mr. SPRINGER. In the order in which they apply to the sections 
of the bill. 3 

Mr. CRISP. I think we had better leave that for the Chair to de- 
termine. 

The SPEAKER. Thehour for the consideration of bills has expired. 

The following amendments were offered: 


To amend section 3 of same act by striking out wherever they occur in said 
section the words “ undue and unreasonable.” 


To amend section 4 of same act by striking out of said section all after the 
word “distance” where it occurs before the word “ Provided.” 

To amend an act entitled "An act to regulate commerce,” approved February 
4, 1887, by adding the following section: 

V Thatin all civil actions and proceedings of whatever nature arising under 
an act entitled ‘An act to regulate commerce,’ approved February 4, 1887, and 
under all acts amendatory thereof, concurrent jurisdiction with United States 
courts is hereby conferred upon State courts of competent jurisdiction.” 

To be added after the word “created,” in line 10, of section 3 of this act: 

“And said commission is hereby authorized and required to prescribe for the 
use and guidance of said common carriers in making their schedules of ratesand 
charges for transportation of persons and property one uniform classification, 
and shall transmit copies thereof to said common carriers on or before the first 
Monday in January,1889, and thereafter the failure or refusal of any such common 
carrier to observe said classification in making schedules of rates shall be an un- 
lawful act, and all rates and charges not in conformity with said classification 
shall be deemed and be unreasonable rates and charges." 

By Mr. ANDERSON, of K. t 

That the fonowing aioton be added to the said act of 1887: 

“That the commission is hereby authorized, empowered, and required to ex- 
ecute and enforce the provisions of this act; and upon the request of said com- 
mission the Attorney-General of the United States shall institute and prosecute 
all necessary pi ings in the proper court for the enforeement of this act 
and for the punishment of all violations thereof.” 

Amend by inserting at end of second line: 

“That section 5 of said act of 1887 be amended by adding the following: ‘That 
all pools, agreements, understandings, or arrangements of any kind existing or 
entered into, or to be entered into, by any corporation or carrier subject to this 
act, and all rebates, drawbacks, underbilling, or devices of any and every kind 
whatsoever, to regulate or affect interstate commerce, cither by main 
rates or charges, or by divisions of trafic, territory, or earnings, are hereby 
made unlawful?” 

By Mr. CARUTH : = 

In section 2, line 50, after the word “weighing,” insert the words “false rep- 
resentation of the contents of the package.” 

By Mr, LIND: 

Amend by inserting after line 6 the following : 

“Sec. 4, That it shall be unlawful for any common carrier subject to the provis- 
ions of this act tocharge orreceive any greater compensation in the aggregate for 
the gs ican of passengers or of like kind of property, under substantially 
similar circumstances and conditions, for a shorter than for a longer distanca 
over the same line, in the same direction, the shorter being included within the 
longer distance; but this shall not be construed as authorizing any commoncar- 
rier within the terms of this act to charge and recciveas t compensation for 
a shorter as for a longer distance; that itshall also be unlawful for any common 
carrier subject to the provisions of this act to charge or receive an r 
compensation per ton per mile for the contemporaneous egar ien of the 
same class of freight for a longer than for a shorter distance over the same line, 
in the same general direction, or from the same original point of departure, or 
to the same point ofarrival; but this shall not be construed as authorizing any 
common carrier subject to the provisions of this act to charge as high a rate 
per ton per mile for a longer as for a shorter distance: . 
upon application to the commission appointed under the provisions of this act, 
such common carrier may, in special cases, after investigation by the commis- 
sion, be authorized to charge less for longer than for shorter distances for the 
transportation of ngers or rty; and the commission may from time 
to time prescribe the extent to which such designated common carrier may be 
relieved from the operation of this section of this act.” 

By Mr. NEtson: z 

At the end of the bill insert: 

“Provided further, That any railroad company or other common carrier here- 
tofore or hereafter created or incorporated under the laws of the United States 
shall, as to the transportation of passengers or property from one place or sta- 
tion to another place or station in the same State, over a route wholly in that 
State, be subject and amenable to the laws of such State relating to the trans- 
portation of passengers and property, the same as though it were a railroad 
company or common carrier created or incorporated under the laws of that 
State.” 

By Mr. O'NEILL, of Pennsylvania: 

Amendment to come in at end of line 139, page 7: 

“That from and after ninety days after this act shall take effect it shall be un- 
lawful for any common carrier to engage in the transportation pdt grrans gsi 
or property between the several States and Territories of the Uni States or 
between any place in the United States and a foreign country over any route 
which includes asa thereof a railway or water route outside of the United 
States without first having procured a license authorizing such carrier to en- 
gage in such transportation, and the conditions of such license shall be the ac- 
ceptance of this act by such common carrierand of such regulations assaid com- 
mission may lawfully make in pursuance thereof, and agreement by the com- 
mon carrier or carriers controlling the portions of such route situated within 
the United States to become msible for and guaranty the observance by 
those controlling the portion of the route outside thereof of the terms and con- 
ditions of such license. 

“All licenses issued shall be renewable each year, and may be suspended by 
said commission for cause after full hearing, and, upon the final judgment of a 
court of competent jurisdiction, may be revoked by said commission for a vio- 
lation of its terms or of the provisions of this act,” 

By Mr. GROSVENOR: 

First, by adding at the end of section 1: 

“Provided, however, That it shall be unlawful for any common carrier subject 
to the provisions of this act to carry refined oils and other petroleum products, 
cotton-seed oil, and turpentine for any shipper, in tank or cylinder cars, who 
shall own, lease, or control the same in any manner, except upon the condition 
that said carrier shall charge the same rate for the transportation of said prod- 
ucts in wooden packages or barrels, in car-load lots, as in said tank or cylinder 
ears, the said tank and cylinder and said wooden packages and barrels being 
carried free in case. 

Add at the end of section 2: 

* That in all prosecutions under this section on complaint of a citizen of the 
United States such citizen shall be entitled to have and receive for his own ben- 
efit all fines that may be imposed and collected for any violations of said act in 
any and all prosecutions in which he may be such complainant, if such com- 
plainant shall ave that he has been injured by the said violations of this act.” 

First, by adding at the end of section 1; a 

“ Provided, That it shall be unlawful for any common carrier, subject to the 
provisions of this act, to carry or transport any commodity, for ay 4 pper, in 
a car or vehicle owned, } , or in any way controlled by such shipper: And 
provided further, That it shall be unla l for any shipper to make any contract 
with any carrier to convey the property of such shipper in ears or yebicles 
owned or controlled by such shipper. 


MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 
A message from the Senate, by Mr. McCook, its Secretary, informed 
the House that the Senate had agreed to the report of the committee 
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of conference on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses on the amend- 
ments of the House to the bill (S. 2252) to incorporate the Georgetown 
Dock, Elevator, and Railway Company. 
The message further announced that the Senate had agreed to the re- 
rt of the committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the two 
ouses on the amendments of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 1604) to 
change the time of the sessions of the circuit court of the western divis- 
ion of the western district of Missouri. 


POSTAL CRIMES. 


Mr. DOCKERY, from the Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads, 
reported back with amendments a bill (S. 3447) amendatory of an act 
relating to postal crimes and amendatory of the statutes therein men- 
tioned, approved June 18, 1888, and for other purposes. 

The SPEAKER. ‘The question is upon agreeing to the amendments, 
which will be read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Amend by striking out, in line 1, section 2, the word “two” and inserting in 
lieu thereof the word “‘three;’’ and in the same section, line 5, strike out the 
figure “2” and substitute the figure “3.” 

The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to a third reading; and it was ac- 
cordingly read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. DOCKERY moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill was 
passed; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 
table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

OKLAHOMA. 


Mr.SPRINGER. Mr. Speaker, I move that the House now resolve 
itself into Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union, 
my object being to proceed with the consideration of the bill to organ- 
ize the Territory of Oklahoma. 

Mr. BAKER, of New York. Mr. Speaker, will it be in order to raise 
the question ot consideration against that bill and in favor of the bill 
for the admission of Dakota? 

The SPEAKER. ‘The only way to raise that question is to vote 
against the motion to go into Committee of the Whole. 

Mr.SPRINGER. I will say to the gentleman from New York [Mr. 
BAKER] that I shall be glad to take up the Dakota bill as soon as we 
have disposed of this one, which I hope will be this afternoon. 

The question was then taken on the motion of Mr. SPRINGER; and 
there were—ayes 43, noes 13. 

Mr. BARNES. No quorum, Mr. Speaker. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I hope the gentleman will not object to the con- 
sideration of this bill. 

The SPEAKER. The point is made that no quorum has voted. 
The Chair will appoint as tellers the gentleman from Georgia [Mr. 
BARNES] and the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. SPRINGER]. 

Mr. SPRINGER. [I call for the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered, 28 (more than one-fifth of the last 
vote) voting therefor. 

The question was taken; and there were—yeas 104, nays 26, not vot- 
ing 194; as follows: 
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YEAS—104, x 
Ab! Funston, Lane, Robertson, 
Allen, Miss. Gay, É Lanham; Rowell, 
Anderson, lowa Gear, Latham, Rowland, 
Anderson, Ill. Gibson, Lawler, Sayers, 
Anderson, Kans. Grosvenor, Lyman, Scull, 
Baker, I. Haugen, onald, Seney, 
Bankhead, Hayes, Maish, Shively, 

7 Heard, Martin, Smith, 
Bound, Henderson, Iowa McKenna, Sowden, 
Breckinridge, Ark, Henderson, N.C, MeMillin, Springer, 
Breckinridge, Ky. Henderson, Dl. McShane, Stewart, Ga, 
Bunnell, Herbert, Mofiitt, Stone, Ky. 
Burnes, Hermann, oore, truble, 
Butterworth, Titt, Morrill, Symes, 
Cannon, Holman, Nichols, Taulbee, 
Caruth, Holmes, Nutting, ‘Turner, Kans. 
Catchings, Hopkins, Va. Osborne, Vance, 

x, Howard, Patton, Vandever, 
Crouse, Hunter, Payson, Wade, 
Dockery, Hutton, Peel, Weaver, 

n, Johnston, N.C. Penington, Weber, 
Enloe, err, Perkins, er, 
Farquhar, Kilgore, Peters, White, N. Y. 
Felton, La Follette, Plumb, Wickham, 
Foran, Laird, Rice, Wilson, Minn. 
Fuller, Landes, Richardson, Wilson, W. Va, 

NAYS—26. 

Anderson, Miss. Cheadle, Glass, Oates, 

N.Y. Cobb, Grimes, O'Neill, Pa. 
Barnes, thran, Hall, Owen, 
Blount, Cowles, Hemphill, Seymour, 
Browne, Ind. Crisp, Hopkins, NY. ‘Turner, Ga. 

I E Laidlaw, 
Carlton, Forney, Morgan, 
NOT VOTING—194. 

Adams, aa: Bland, Brewer, 
Allen, Mass, Belden, Bliss, Brower, 
Allen, Mich. Belmont, Boot! Browne,T.H.B., Va. 
reer Beetham ey Browa' Ji V: 

nson, n " wden, wn, J. ‘a. 

n, Blanchard, wen 


Buchanan, Ford, McAdoo, Shaw, 
Buckalew, French, McClammy, Sherman, 
Burnett, Gaines, McComas, Simmons, 
Burrows, Gallinger, McCormick, Ae 
Butler, Gest, McCreary, Spinola, 
Bynum, Glover, McCullogh, Spooner, 
Campbell, F., N.Y. Goff, McKinley, Stahinecker, 
Campbell, Ohio. _ Granger, McKinney, Steele, 
Cam spe »T. J.,.N.Y.Greenman, McRae, Stephenson, 
Candler, Grout, Merriman, Stewart, Tex. 
Caswell, Guenther, Milliken, Stewart, Vt. 
Chipman, Hare, Mills, Stockdale, 

yY, Harmer, Montgomery, Stone, Mo. 
Clark, Hatch, Morrow, cy, 
Clements, Hayden, Morse, ‘Taylor, E. B., Ohio 

ran, Hiestand, j Taylor, J. D., Ohio 

well, Hires, Nelson, Thomas, Ky. 
Collins, Hogg, Newton, Thomas, Ill. 
Compton, Hooker, Norw Thomas, Wis. 
Conger, Hopkins, 011. O'Donnell, Thompson, Ohio 
Cooper, Houk, O’ Ferrall. Thompson, 
Crain, Hovey, O’Neall, Ind. ilman, 
Culberson Hudd, O’ Neill, Mo. Y, 
Cummings, Jackson, Outhwaite, Townshend, 
Cutcheon, Johnston, Ind. Parker, Valker, 

Ize}, Jones, Perry, Warner, 
Darlington Kean, Phelan, Washington, 
Davenport, Kelley, Phelps, est, 
Davidson, Ala. Kennedy, Pidcock, White, Ind 
Davidson, Fla. Ketcham, ‘ost, Whiting, Mich, 
Davis, Laffoon, Pugsley, Whiting, 

De Lano, Lagan, Randali, Whitthorne, 
Dibble, 2, Rayner, Wilber, 
Dingley, Lehlbach, Reed, Wilkins, 
rsey, Lind, Rockwell, Wilkinson, 
Dougherty, ge, Rogers, i 
Dunham, Long, Romeis, Wise, 
Elliott, Lynch, Russell, Conn. Woodburn, 
Ermentrout, Maffett, Russell, Mass. Yardley, 
Finley, Mahoney, Rusk, Yoder, 
Fisher, Mansur, Ryan, Yost, 
Fitch, Mason, Sawyer, 
Flood, Matson, Scott, 


During the vote the following proceedings occurred: 

Mr. McCULLOGH. Mr. Speaker, I would like permission to vote. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. MCMILLIN). Was the gentleman 
in the Hall during the roll-call, and did he fail to hear his name called? 

Mr. McCULLOGH. Iwas in the Hall long before the roll-call was 
closed. I can not say that my name was called and I did not hear it, 
because that would be negative testimony. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The practice is to allow a member's 
vote to be recorded: after the conclusion of the roll-call if he states 
that he was within the Hall during the call and failed to hear his name 
called. If the gentleman makes that statement he can vote. 

Mr. McCULLOGH. I can not make that statement; and I do not 
see how any member could give negative testimony of that kind. 

Mr. HATCH. Iam paired with the gentleman from Vermont [Mr. 
STEWART], but have voted to make a quorum. As aquoram has not 
voted, I withdraw my vote. 

Mr. MORGAN. Iam paired with the gentleman from Maine [Mr. 
MILLIKEN], but have voted to make a quorum. I suppose it is not 
material whether my vote be withdrawn or not. 

Mr. DUNN. I wish to state that my colleague [Mr. ROGERS] is 
absent on account of sickness, and is paired. 

The tollowing-named members were announced as paired on all po- 
litical questions until further notice: 

Mr. Matson with Mr. Hovey. 

Mr. RANDALL with Mr. DINGLEY. 

Mr. WILKINS with Mr. Lone. 

Mr. Scorr with Mr. McComas. 

Mr. WHITTHORNE with Mr. COOPER. 

Mr. HATCH with Mr. STEWART, of Vermont, 

Mr. OUTHWAITE with Mr. MCKINLEY. 

Mr. Compton with Mr. GOFF. 

Mr. CAMPBELL, of Ohio, with Mr. KENNEDY. 

Mr. Hooker with Mr. LODGE. 

Mr. CoLLINS with Mr. ALLEN, of Massachusetts. 

“Mr. MCRAE with Mr. DORSEY. 

Mr. JonES with Mr. BOWDEN. 

Mr. WILKINSON with Mr. DALZELL. 

Mr. WALKER with Mr. ROMEIS. 

Mr. BRYCE with Mr. GAINES. 

Mr. FELIX CAMPBELL with Mr. Brown, of Ohio, 

Mr. NEAL with Mr. HAYDEN. 

Mr. TIMOTHY J. CAMPBELL with Mr. WEST. 

Mr. SPINOLA with Mr. THOMAS, of Wisconsin. 

Mr. Hoce with Mr. Post. 

Mr. Davipson, of Florida, with Mr. BINGHAM. 

Mr. STONE, of Missouri, with Mr. WILLIAMS. 

Mr. NEWTON with Mr. JACKSON. : 

Mr. BOUTELLE with Mr. WISE. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND with Mr. JOSEPH D. TAYLOR. 

Mr. TILLMAN with Mr. FINLEY. 

Mr. SPRINGER with Mr. JOHNSTON, of Indiana, 

Mr. MANSUR with Mr. WARNER. 

Mr. CANDLER with Mr. BREWER. 
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Mr. STOCKDALE with Mr. CLARK. 
Mr. FISHER with Mr. LEHLBACH. 


Mr. BYNUM with Mr. STEELE. 


Mr. VANCE with Mr. RUSSELL, of Connecticut, 
Mr. GREENMAN with Mr, SHERMAN. 

Mr. Rusk with Mr. O'DONNELL. 

Mr. DAVIDSON, of Alabama, with Mr. PATTON. 


Mr. SNYDER with Mr. YosT. 


Mr. ERMENTROUT with Mr. GROUT. 


Mr. ForpD with Mr. GUENTHER. 


Mr. GLOVER with Mr. PUGSLEY. 
Mr. STEWART, of Texas, with Mr. DUNHAM, 


Mr. CLARDY with Mr. WADE. 
Mr. PERRY with Mr. SPOONER. 


Mr. O’FERRALL with Mr. MASON. 


Mr. BicGs with Mr. Morrow. 


Mr. BELMONT with Mr. DAVENPORT. 

Mr. GRANGER with Mr. RocKWELL. 

Mr. BLANCHARD with Mr. THOMAS, of Illinois. 
Mr. MONTGOMERY with Mr. HUNTER. 


Mr. Morse with Mr. WHITING, of Massachusetts. 


Mr. TURNER, of Georgia, with Mr. REED. 
Mr. HOWARD with Mr. HOPKINS, of Illinois. 
Mr. CUTCHEON with Mr. TARSNEY. 

Mr. DARLINGTON with Mr. Moore. 


Mr. Prpcock with Mr. PHELPS. 


SEPTEMBER 12, 


Mr. RUSSELL, of Massachusetts, with Mr. COGSWELL, 

Mr. MorGAN with Mr. MILLIKEN. 

Mr. Wuitrne, of Michigan, with Mr. Houx. 

Mr. LAWLER with Mr. DE LANO. 

Mr. McKinney with Mr. Boornman, 

Mr. Lynca with Mr. YARDLEY. 

Mr. Bacon with Mr. CASWELL. 

Mr. Buiss with Mr. PARKER. 

Mr. WASHINGTON with Mr. HresTanp. 

Mr. RoGERs with Mr. ALLEN, of Michigan. ~ 

Mr. BucKALEW with Mr. BAYNE. ; 
The following-named members were announced as paired for this 


ay: 
Mr. FRENCH with Mr. GEST. 
Mr. BURNETT with Mr. BROWER. 
Mr. SHIVELY with Mr. ATKINSON. 
Mr. ELLIOTT with Mr. HARMER. 
Mr. THOMPSON, of California, with Mr. THOMPSON, of Ohio. 
Mr. CRAIN with Mr. KELLEY. 
Mr. SHaw with Mr. WHITE, of Indiana. 
Mr. MAHONEY with Mr. HIRES. 
Mr. DIBBLE with Mr. ADAMS. 
Mr. FELTON. I move that the House do now adjourn. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The result of this vote has not 
been announced. 
Mr. KENNEDY. Iam paired with my colleague [Mr. CAMPBELL]. 
I voted, but desire to withdraw my vote, as I do not know how he 
would stand on this question. 
Mr. SPRINGER. I am paired with the gentleman from Indiana 
[Mr. Jonnston]. I voted for the reason that I am satisfied he would 


d 


yet 


record his vote in the same way. 


Mr. TURNER, of Georgia. Although I am paired with the gentle- 
man from Maine [Mr. REED], I voted to make a quorum. 

The result of the vote was then announced as above recorded. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I move that there be a call of the House. 

Mr. COX. I move that the House do now adjourn. 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. 
just submitted a motion. 


The gentleman from California has 


The question was taken; and on a division there were—ayes 49, 


noes 35. 


Mr. SPRINGER. Let us have the yeas and nays. 


The yeas and nays were ordered. 


The question was taken; and there were—yeas 26, nays 101, not vot- 


ing 197; as follows: 


YEAS—26, 
Abbott, Crisp, Hutton, Penington, 
nes, Dargan, Lanham, Richardson, 
~ Felton, Latham, Robertson, 
Carlton, Gay, McClammy, Sawyer, 
Cobb, Grimes, McKenna, Simmons. 
Cothran, Haugen, Moore, 
Cox, Herbert, Morrow, 
: NAYS—101. 

Allen, Miss, Browne, Ind. Farquhar, Henderson, N.C, 
Anderson, Iowa Brumm, Forney, Henderson, Ill. 
Anderson, Ill. Buckalew, Fuller, Hermann, 
Anderson, Kans. Bunnell, Funston, Hitt, 
Baker, N. Y. Caruth, Gear, Holman, 
Baker, Ill Catchings, Gibson Holmes, 
Bank ý Cheadle, Glass, Hopkins, Va. 
Bland, Cowles, Grosvenor, Hopkins, N. Y. 
Blount, Crouse, Hayes, Hunter, 
Breckinridge, Ark. Dockery, eard, Johnston, N.C. 

idge,Ky. Enloe, Henderson, Iowa Kilgore, 


La Follette, Morrill, Rowell, Symes, 
Laidlaw, Nelson, Rowland, -Taulbee, 
Laird, Nichols, Ryan, Turner, Kans, 
Landes, Nutting, Sayers, Vandever, 
Lane, Oates, Scull, Wade, 
Lawler, O'Neill, Pa. Seney, Weaver, 
Lind, Osborne, Seymour, Weber, 
Lyman, Owen, Shively, Wheeler, 
Macdonald, Patton, Smith, Wickham, 
Maish, Payson, Sowden, ‘Wilson, Minn. 
MeCullogh, Peel, Springer, Wilson, W. Va. 
MeMillin, Perkins, Stephenson, ost, 
cShane, Peters, Stewart, Ga, 
Moffitt, Plumb, Stone, Ky. 
organ, Rice, Struble, 
NOT VOTING—197. 
Adams, Cummings, Jones, Rogers, 
Allen, Mass. Cutcheon, Kean, Romeis, 
Allen, Mich, Dalzell, Kelley, Russell, Conn. 
Anderson, Miss. Darlington, Kennedy Russell, 
Arnold, Davenport, Kerr, Rusk, 
Atkinson, Davidson, Ala. Ketcham, Scott, 
n, Davidson, Fla, Laffoon, Shaw, 
Bayne, vis, Lagan, Sherman, 
Belden, De Lano, Lee, Po yee 
Belmont, Dibble, Lehlbach, Spinola, 
Biggs, Dingley, Lodge Spooner, 
Bingham, rse Long, Stahinecker, 
Blanchard, ponents Lynch, eele, 
Bliss, Dunham, ett, Stewart, Tex. 
Boothmar, Dunn, Mahoney, Stewart, Vt. 
Bound Elliott, Mansur, kdale, 
Boutelle, Ermentrout, Martin, Stone, Mo. 
Bowden, Finley, Mason, Tarsney, 
Bowen, isher, Matson, Taylor, E. B., Ohio 
Brewer, Fitch McAdoo, Taylor, J. D., Ohio 
Brower, Flood, McComas, Thomas, Ky. 
Browne, T.H.B.,Va.Foran, McCormick, Thomas, Ill 
Brown, Ohio Ford, McCreary, Thomas, Wis. 
Brown, J. R., Va. French, McKinley, Thompson, Ohio 
Bryce, Gaines, McKinney, Thompson, Cal, 
Buchanan, Gallinger, McRae, Tillman, 
Burnes, est, Merriman, so 
Burnett, Glover, Milliken, Townshend, 
Burrows, off, Mills, Turner, Ga, 
Butler, Granger, Montgomery, Vance, 
Butterworth, reenman, Morse, Walker, 
um, Grou Neal, Warner, 
Campbell, F., N. Y. Guenther, Newton, Washington, 
Campbell, Ohio Hall, Norwood, West, 
COPPEE) „N.Y. Hare, O'Donnell, White, Ind. 
Candler, er, O' Ferrall, White, N. Y. 
Cannon, Hatch, O'Neall, Ind, Whiting, Mich, 
Caswell, Hayden, O'Neill, Mo. Whiting, Mass, 
Chipman, Hemphill, Outhwaite, Whitthorne, 
Clardy, Hi Parker, Wilber, 
Clark, Hires, Perry, Wilkins, 
Clements, A Phelan, Wilkinson, 
Cockran, Hooker, Phelps, illiams, 
Cogswell, Hopkins, Ill, Pidcock, ise, 
ins, ouk, Post, Woodburn, 
Compton, Hovey, Pugsley, Yardley, 
Conger, Howard, Randall, Yoder. 
x Hudd, Rayner, 
Crain, Jackson, Reed, 
Culberson, Johnston, Ind. Rockwell, 
So the House refused to adjourn. 
On motion of Mr. PAYSON, by unanimous consent, the reading of 
the names was dispensed with. 


The following additional pair was announced: 

See) ANDERSON, of Mississippi, with Mr. ATKINSON for the rest of 
the day. 

The result of the vote was then announced as above recorded. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I move that there be a call of the Honse. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. That is the pending motion. 

The question was taken; and the Speaker pro tempore decided that the 
nays seemed to prevail. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Before calling for a division I desire to state that 
if gentlemen will allow a call of the House to be ordered, simply to 
determine who are present and who are not, and I can get in a resolu- 
tion in regard to absentees, I will myself move to adjourn. [Cries of 
“ Regular order !’’] 

I demand a division. 

The question was taken; and there were—ayes 35, noes 43, 

Mr. SPRINGER. I demand the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Itis now so near the hour of adjournment that we 
will searcely complete the call of the roll before that time, and I hope 
the call for the yeas and nays will be reconsidered. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I have no objection to waiving the call of the 
House if gentlemen will allow the gentleman from Iowa to offer a reso- 
lution which can be read now subject to objection. If this resolution 
can be adopted, I do not desire a call of the House. 

Mr. BRUMM. Regular order. d 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The regular order is the call of the roli 
on the motion of the gentleman from Illinois for a call of the House. 


Mr. WEAVER. I think the gentleman from Pennsylvania wil! with- 
draw the demand. 
Mr. BRUMM. I will withdraw it to permit the resolution to be 


read. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection to the reading of the 
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resolution proposed by the gentleman from Iowa, the right to object 
being reserved ? 

There was no objection. 

The Clerk read as follows: ; 

Resolved, That all leaves of absence, except those granted on account of sick- 
ness of members or of their families, are hereby revoked, to take effect on Mon- 
day next, September 17; and that the Sergeant-at-Arms notify all members so 
absent of this order by telegraph. 

Resolved further, That the Sergeant-at-Arms be directed to telegraph all mem- 
bers who are absent without leaye to return at once. ` 


Mr. SPRINGER. Iask unanimous consent to revoke the order by 
which the yeas and nays were demanded. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The first question is, Is there objec- 
tion to the consideration of this resolution ? 

Mr. BARNES, Mr. ROWELL, and others objected. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair will state that this could 
only be presented by unanimous consent. 

Mr. HOPKINS, of New York. Regular order. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Clerk will call the roll. 

Mr. HOLMAN. In view of the lateness of the hour, and that the 
call can not be got through with before 5 o’clock, I move to reconsider 
the vote ordering the yeas and nays. 

The question was taken; and on adivision there were—ayes 50, noes 


Mr. GROSVENOR. No quorum. 

The SPEAKER protempore, It does not require a quorum. 

Mr. BAKER, of New York. Irise to a parliamentary inquiry. 

Mr. BLOUNT. I move that the House adjourn. 

The SPEAKER protempore. The question recurs on ordering the 
yeas and nays. 

The gentleman from New York rises to a parliamentary inquiry and 
will state it. 

Mr. BAKER, of New York. The yeas and nays having been ordered 
by one-fifth of the last preceding vote, can that order be rescinded by 
a bare majority of the House? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore, The Chair would state that something 
of an anomaly is presented by a majority being required to undo what 
one-fifth only was required todo. Butit is only reconsidering the order 
for the yeas and nays, and the House has still the same power to order 
them by one-fifth of those present as it had to order them before. 

The question now recurs on ordering the yeas and nays on the mo- 
tion of the gentleman from Illinois. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. BLOUNT. I move that the House do now adjourn. 

The question was put and there were—ayes 56, noes 41. 

During the count, 

Mr. BLOUNT (to Mr. WEAVER). 
and we may as well adjourn. 

Mr. WEAVER. I know we can not do anything now, but I give 
you notice that you shall not do anything else. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I demand the yeas and nays. 

Mr. BAKER, of New York. Mr. Speaker, is it in order to move to 
reconsider the vote by which the yeas and nays were ordered? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. It is. 

Mr. BAKER, of New York. Then I move that, as it is a pleasant 
pastime. 

The question was put, and the Speaker pro tempore stated that the 
‘noes’? seemed to have it. 

Mr. HOLMAN and others. Division. 

The House divided; and there were—ayes 59, noes 40. 

So the motion to reconsider was agreed to. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The question recurs on ordering the 
yeas and nays. 

The question was put. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Thirty-eight gentlemen have arisen, a 
sufficient number, and the yeas and nays are ordered. 

The question is on the motion of the gentleman from Georgia [Mr. 
BLOUNT] that the House do now adjourn. 

The question was taken; and there were—yeas 41, nays 89, not vot- 
ing 194; as follows: 


You can not do anything now, 


YEAS—i1. 
Abbott, Cothran, Holmes, O'Neill, Pa. 
Allen, risp, Hutton, Penington, 
nes, Da: Kerr, Richardson, 

rry, Dibble, L m, Robertson, 
Blount, Elliott, 3 Sawyer, 
Bowen, Enloe, McKenna, Stewart, Ga. 
Carlton, Grim MeMillin, Stone, Ky. 
Catchings, Hall, Moore, Yost. 
Cheadle, Haugen, Morgan, 
Clements, Hemphill, Morrow, n 

bb, Herbert, Oates, 

NAYS—89. 

Anderson, Iowa Breckinridge, Ark, Caruth, Funston, 
Anderson, lil. Breckinridge, Ky. Cowles, t, 
Anderson, Kans. Brumm, Crouse, Gibson, 
Baker, N. Y Buckalew, Dockery, lass, 
Baker, Ill Burnes, Farq: S Grosvenor, 
Bankhead, Butler, Forney, yes, 
Bland, Cannon, Fuller, Henderson, Iowa 
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Henderson, N.C. Lind, Perkins, Symes, 
Henderson, Ill. Lyman, Peters, Turner, Kans, 
Hitt, Macdonald, Rice, Vance, 
Holman, Maish, Rowell, Vandever, 
Hopkins, Va. Mansur, Rowland, ade, | 
Hopkins, N. Y. Martin, Ryan, Weaver, 
Hunter, McClammy, Sayers, Weber, 
Johnston, N. C. MecCullogh, Scull, Wheeler, 
Kilgore, McShane, Seney, White, N. Y. 
La Follette, Moffitt, Shively, Wickham, 
Laidlaw, Morrill, Simmons, Wilkinson, | 
Laird, Osborne, Smith, Wilson, Minn. 
Landes, Owen, Sowden, ilson, W. Va. 
Lane, Patton, Springer, 
Lan s Payson, Stephenson, - 
Lawler, Peel, Struble, 
NOT VOTING—1%. | 
Adams, Cutcheon, Jones, Rockwell, 
Allen, Mass. Dalzell, Kean, Rogers, 
Allen, Mich. Darlington, Kelley, Romeis, 
Anderson, Miss. Davenport, Kennedy, Russel], Conn. 
Arnold, Davidson, Ala. Ketcham, Russell, Mass, 
Atkinson, Davidson, Fla. Laffoén, Rusk, f 
n, Davis, n, Scott, 
Bayne, De Lano, Lehlbach, Seymour, 
Beiden, Dingley, Lodge, haw, 
Tareas Boray Long, rea peana ; 
ggs, ougherty, ch, nyder, 
Bingham, Dunham, Matfett, SOO. 
Blanchard, n, Mahoney, Spooner, 
Bliss, Ermentrout, Mason, Stahlnecker, 
Boothman, Felton, Matson, Steele, 
Bound, Finley, McAdoo, Stewart, Tex. 
Boutelle, Fisher, Jomas, Stewart, Vt. 
Bowden, Fitch, McCormick, Stockdale, 
Brewer, Flood, McCreary, Stone, Mo. 
Brower, Foran, McKinley, Tarsney, 
Browne,T. H.B.,Va.Ford, McKinney, Taulbee. 
Browne, Ind. French, McRae, Taylor, E. B., Ohio 
Brown, Ohio Gaines, Merriman, Taylor, J. D., Ohio 
Brown, J. R., Va. Gallinger, Milliken, Thomas, A a 
Bryce, Gay, Mills, Thomas, Ill 
Buchanan, Gest, Montgomery, Thomas, Wis. 
Bunnell, Glover, Morse, Thompson, Ohio 
Burnett, Goff, Neal, ‘Thompson, Cal, 
Burrows, Granger, Nelson, Tillman, 
Butterworth, Greenman, Newton, ‘Tracey, 
Bynum, Grout. ichols, Townshend, 
Campbell, F., N. Y. Guenther, Norwood, Turner, Ga. 
Campbell, Ohio re, Nutting, Walker, 
Campbell, T.J., N.Y. Harmer, O'Donnell, Warner, 
Candler, ~Hatch, O’ Ferrall, Washington, 
Caswell, Hayden, O’Neall, Ind. West, 
Chipman, Heard, O'Neill, Mo. White, Ind. 
Clardy, Hermann, Outhwaite, Whiting, Mich. 
Clark, Hiestand, Parker, Whiting, Mass, 
Cockran, Hires, Perry, Whitthorne, 
Cogswell, Hogg, Phelan, Wilber, 
Collins, Hooker, Phelps, Wilkins, 
Compton, Hopkins, Ill. Pidcock, il 
Conger, Houk, Plumb, Wise, 
poorer F FAEMN Poshi Wooda 
oX, oward, ugsley, ardley, 
Crain, Hudd, dail’ Yoder, 
Culberson, Jackson, Rayner, 
Cummings, Johnston, Ind. Reed, 


So the House refused to adjourn. 


On motion of Mr. WEAVER, by unanimous consent, the reading of 
the names was dispensed with. 

The result of the vote was then announced as above recorded. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The question recurs on the motion of 
the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. SPRINGER] for a call of the House, 
upon which the yeas and nays have been ordered. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Iask unanimous consent that the call of the House 
be considered as ordered. 

Mr. CHEADLE. I object. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Regular order, then. 

Mr. HOLMAN, It isso late I think we ought to reconsider that 
vote. , 

Mr. SPRINGER. That has been a failure, and it has been ordered 


again. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore, The Chair will state that that can not 
be done a second time. After the vote has been reconsidered, and the 
yeas and nays have been ordered a second time, itis not in order to 
reconsider a second time. 
The question was taken; and there were—yeas 73, nays 32, not vot- 
ing 219; as follows: 


YEAS—73. 

Abbott, Henderson, Ill. McMillin, Seney, 
Anderson, Nl. Holman, McShane, Smith, 
Anderson, Kans., Holmes, Moore, Sowden, 
Baker, N. Y. Hopkins, Va. Morrill, Springer, 
Baker, Il. Hopkins, N. Y. Nichols, Stephenson, 
Bankhead, Hudd, Oates, Stone, Ky. 
Bland, Hunter, Osborne, Struble, 
Bowen, Kean, Owen, Symes, 
Brumm, La Follette, Patton, Vandever, 
Butler, Laidlaw, Peel, Wade, 
Caruth, Landes, Penington, ‘Weaver, 
Crouse, Lane, Perkius, eber, 
Farquhar, Lanham, Peters, Wheeler, 
Forney, Latham, Rice, Wickham, 
Fuller, Lawler, Rowell, Wilson, Minn, 
Funston, Lyman, Row Wilson, W. Va 
Gibson, s Ryan, 

Mansur, Sayers, 


Hayes, 
Henderson, Iowa 
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NAYS—32. 
Barnes, Cothran, Haugen, Martin, 
Blount, 5 Hemphill, McCullogh, 
Breckinridge, Ark. Dibble, Herbert, Moffitt, 
Buckalew, lliott, Hutton, elson, 
‘Carlton, loe, Johnston, N.C. O'Neill, 
Cheadle, Glass, Kerr, Robertson. 
Clements, Grimes, Kilgore, White, N. Y, 
Cobb, Grosvenor, R Wilkinson. 
NOT VOTING—219. 

Adams, Culberson, Johnston, Ind. Rockwell, 
Allen, Mass. Cummings, ones, Rogers, 
Allen, Mich. Cutcheon, Kelley, Romeis, 
Allen, Miss. Dalzell, Kennedy, Russell, Conn. 
Anterson, Iowa, F Ket á Russell, 
Anderson, Bliss. Darlington, Laffoon, Rusk, 
Arnold, Davenport, n, Sawyer, 
Atkinson, Davidson, Ala. Laird, Scott, 
Bacon, Davidson, Fla. Lehlbach, Seymour, 
Barry, Davis, Lind, Shaw, 
Bayne, De Lano, Lodge, Sherman, 
Belden, Dingley, Long, Shively. 
Belmont, Dockery, L; nch, Simmons, 
Biggs, Dorsey, M onald, Snyder, 
‘Bingham Dougherty, Maffett, Spinola, 
Blanchard, Dunham, Mahoney, Spooner, 
Bliss, Dunn, Mason, Stahlnecker, 
Boothman, Ermentrout, Matson, Steele, 
Bound, Felton, MeAdoo, Stewart, Tex. 
Boutelle, Finley, McComas, Stewart, Ga. 
Bowden, isher, McCormick, Stewart, Vt. 
Breckinridge, Ky. Fitch, IeCreary, Stockdale, 
Brewer, lood, McKenna, Stone, Mo. 
Brower, Foran, McKinley, Tarsney, 
Browne, T.H.B.,Va.Ford, McKinney, Taulbee, 
Browne, Ind. French, MeRae, Taylor, E. B., Ohio 
Brown, Ohio Gaines, Merriman, Taylor, J. D., Ohio 

own, Va. Gallinger, Milliken, Thomas, Ky. 

ce, Gay, Mills, Thomas, 0). 

Buchanan, ear, Montgomery, Thomas, Wis. 
Bunnell, Gest, Morgan, ‘Thompson, Ohio 
Burnes, Glover, Morrow, ‘Thompson, Cal. 
Burnett, off, Morse, Tillman, 
Burrows, Granger, Neal, Tracey, 
Butterworth, Greenman, Newton, Townshend, 

num, Grout, Norw f Turner, Kans, 
Campbell, F., N. Y. Guenther, Nutting, ‘Turner, Ga. 
Campbell, Ohio Hall, O'Donnell, Vance, 
Cam pheil T.J. N.Y. Hare, O’Ferrall, Walker, 
Candler, Harmer, O’Neall, Ind. Warner, 
Cannon, Ha O'Neill, Mo. Washington. 
Caswell, Hayden, Outhwaite, est, 
Catchings, Heard, Parker, White, Ind 
Chipman, Henderson, N.C. Payson, Whiting, Mich. 
Clardy, Hermann, erry, Whiting, Mass. 
Clark, Hiestand, Phelan, Whitthorne, 
Cockran, Hires, Phelps, Wilber, 
Cogswell, Hitt, Pidcock, Wilkins, 
Collins, Hogg, Plumb, Will ~” 
Compton, Hooker, ost, Wise, 
Conger, Hopkins, Ill. Pugsley, Woodburn, 
Cooper, Houk, Randall Yardley, 
Cowles, Hovey, Rayner, Yoder, 
Cox, Ho te Reed, Yost. 
Crain, Jackson, Richardson, 


So the call of the House was ordered. 

On motion of Mr. SPRINGER and Mr. HOPKINS, of New York, the 
reading of the names was dispensed with. 

"The result of the vote was then announced as above recorded. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The hour of 5 o’clock havingarrived, 
the House stands adjourned until to-morrow at 12 o’clock m. 


PRIVATE BILLS INTRODUCED AND REFERRED. 


Under the rule private bills of the following titles were introduced 
and referred as indicated below: i 

By Mr. GIBSON: A bill (H. R. 11423) for the relief of William F. 
Evans—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 11424) to empower the Secretary of the Treasury 
to settle a claim referred to the Board of Treasury—to the Committee 
on Claims. 

By Mr. GIFFORD: A bill (H. R. 11425) granting to John G. Kleiner, 
Henry M. MeDonald, and Robt. H. Proudfoot the right to construct 
a wagon and foot-passenger bridge across the Missouri River—to the 
Committee on Commerce. 

3y Mr. A. C. THOMPSON: A bill (H. R. 11426) for the relief of 
Thornton Lucas—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


PETITIONS, ETC. 

The following petitions and papers were laid on the Clerk’s desk, 
under the rule, and referred as follows: 

By Mr. BOOTHMAN;: Petition of David Weaver and 13 others, 
citizens of Middlepoint, Van Wert County, Ohio, against food adultera- 
tiens—to the Committee on Commerce. 

By Mr. RICE: Petition of Stephen Harrison and 37 others, citizens 
of Isanti and Anoka Counties, Minnesota, for pure food—to the Com- 
mittee on Agriculture. 

Also, petition of 30 citizens of Anoka County, Minnesota, for pure 
Jard and bufter—to the Committee on Agriculture. 


The following petitions, indorsing the per diem rated service-pension 


bill, based on the principle of paying all soldiers, sailors, and marines of 
the late war a monthly pension of 1 cent a day for each day they were 
in the service, were severally referred to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions: 
By Mr. GROSVENOR: Of W. T. Stevens and 43 others, of Ohio. 
By Mr. TARSNEY: Of ex-soldiers and sailors of Ashley, Mich. 


SENATE. 
THURSDAY, September 13, 1888. 


Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. J. G. BUTLER, DÐ. D, 
The Journal of yesterday’s proceedings was read and approved, 
EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate a communica- 
tion from the Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting an additional 
judgment of the Court of Claims, rendered during the present term of 
that court in favor of Sarah M. Burge, administratrix of Young Burge, 
deceased, for the sum of $576.99; which was referred to the Commit- 
tee on Appropriations, and ordered to be printed. 

He also laid before the Senate a communication from the Depart- 
ment of Justice, inclosing lists of accounts unpaid in favor of district 
attorneys for unofficial services for the fiscal years 1886, 1887, and 1888, 
under section 3, page 109, volume 18 Statutes, and of special assistants 
to district attorneys under section 833 of the Revised Statutes, disal- 
lowed by the accounting officers of the Treasury under section 3679 of 
the Revised Statutes, construed by them to apply to the appropriations 
for expenses of United States courts so far as to relieve them from the 
duty imposed upon them by the act of June 14, 1878, section 4, Sup- 
plement to the Revised Statutes, page 350, chapter 191, ete. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The communication, with the ac- 
eompanying papers, will be referred to the Committee on Appropria- 
tions, and printed. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I should like to have a special order made in 
these cases for their speedy printing, so that the committee can act upon 
them soon. The subcommittee now has the bill covering these mat- 
ters in charge and is making it up. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. That order will be made. 

SUNDRY CIVIL APPROPRIATION BILL. 

Mr. ALLISON. I regret td say that owing to the illness of the Sen- 
ator from Kentucky [Mr. Beck] he desires to be excused from service 
upon the committee of conference on the sundry civil appropriation 
sop I ask that he be excused and that another Senator be substituted 
for him. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Iowaasks that the 
Senator from Kentucky [Mr. BECK] may be excused as one of the man- 
agers of the conference on the part of the Senate on the bill he has 
named. It will be so ordered, if there be no objection, and the Chair 
will appoint in place of the Senator from Kentucky the Senator from 
Missouri [Mr. COCKRELL]. 

REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 

Mr. TURPIE, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom were re- 
ferred the following bills, reported them severally without amendment, 
and submitted reports thereon: 

A hill (H. R. 10687) granting a pension to Charles Junot; 

A bill (H. R. 9862) granting a pension to Benjamin F. Bair; 

A bill (H. R. 11005) granting a pension to Ester Gaven; 

A bill (H. R. 9106) granting a pension to Peter Liner; and 

A bill (H. R. 11222) granting a pension to Elizabeth Heckler. 

Mr. WALTHALL, from the Committee on Military Affairs, to whom 
was referred the bill (H. R. 5888) for the relief of W. H. Boyd, re- 
ported it without amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the bill 
(H. R. 10401) for the relief of J. H. Bugg and others, submitted an 
adverse report thereon, which was agreed to; and the bill was post- 
poned indefinitely. 

Mr. PADDOCK, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom were re- 
ferred the following bills, reported them severally without amend- 
ment, and submitted reports thereon: 

A bill {H. R. 3908) increasing the pension of Jesse L. Garrett; 

A bill (H. R. 10173) granting a pension to Catharine Mulligan; 

A bill (HL R. 7485) granting a pension to Mrs. Susan V. Wilcox, 
mother of Martin V. Wilcox; 

A bill (H. R. 10159) granting a pension to Jenny Buell; and 

A bill, (H. R. 9370) granting a pension to Susan Bates, widow of 
Thomas Bates, late private Company A, Twenty-sixth Regiment Mich- 
igan Voluntéers. 

Mr. SAWYER, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom were re- 
ferred the following bills, reported them severally without amend- 
ment, and submitted reports thereon: 

A bill (H. R. 8553) granting a pension to Arabella Davis; 

A bill i. R. 10708) granting a pension to Jane E. Knoble; 

A bill (H. R. 10068) granting a pension to Lieut. Starkey R. Powell, 
of Black Hawk war; 


1888. 


CONGREDSIO.\.AL RECORD—SENATE. 


8559 


A bill (H. R. 6409) for the relief of Perry R. Nye; 

A bill (H. R. 10171) granting a pension to Rachel Rogers; 

A bill (H. R. 11248) granting a pension to Mary E. McQueen; and 

A bill (H. R. 200) granting a pension to Walter O. Watson. 

Mr. BLAIR, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom were referred 
the following bills, reported them severally without amendment, and 
submitted reports thereon: 

A bill (H. R. 2788) granting a pension to Lieut. George T. Russell; 

A bill i R. AA granting a pension to Statira Young; , 

A bill (H. R. 2471) granting a pension to Anna M. Noyes; 

A bill (H. R. 10661) granting a pension to Mrs, Sophia Vogelsang; 

A bill ee R. 10287) for the relief of Catharine Teegardin; and 

A bill (H. R. 2472) granting a pension to Lydia A. Eaton. 

PACIFIC RAILROAD COMMISSION REPORT. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair lays before the Senate a 
report from the Committee on Printing on a resolution to print extra 
copies of the reports of the Pacific Railroad Commission presented 
yesterday by the Senator from Connecticut [Mr. HAWLEY], who is 
absent this morning. The concurrent resolution of the House of Repre- 
sentatives will be read. 

The Chief Clerk read as follows: 


Resolved by the House of Representatives (the Senate concurring), That there be 
printed for the use of the House 10,000 copies of the President's message and 
AOOO pART reports of the majority and minority of the Pacific Railroad 

mm. D. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment proposed by the 
Committee on Printing will be stated. 

The Cuter CLERK. It is proposed to strike out all of the resolution 
after the word ‘‘concurring’’ and to insert: 


That there be printed 15,000 copies of the President's message and aceompany- 
ing nanachiy and minority reports of the Pacific Railway Commission, 5,000 for 
the use of the Senate and 10,000 for the use of the House. 


The amendment was agreed to. 
The resolution as amended was concurred in. 
AMENDMENT TO TRUSTS BILL. 

Mr. TURPIE submitted an amendment intended to be proposed by 
him to the bill (S. 3445) to declare unlawful trusts and combinations 
in restraint of trade and production; which was ordered to lie on the 
table, and be printed. 

MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 


Am from the House of Representatives, by Mr. CLARK, its 
Clerk, announced that the House had passed the following bill and 
joint resolution; in which it requested the concurrence of the Senate: 

A bill (H. R. 9271) for the relief of James A. Stewart; and 

Joint resolution (H. Res. 221) to continue the provisions of a joint 
resolution entitled a ‘‘ Joint resolution to continue the provisions of 
a joint resolution entitled a ‘Joint resolution to provide temporarily 
for the expenditures of the Government.’ ’’ 


THE COPPER TRUST. 

Mr. PLATT. I wish to introduce a resolution, and I should like to 
say a few words before presenting it formally to the Senate. 

I am very much gratified that the bill reported by the Senator from 
Ohio [Mr. SHERMAN] from the Finance Committee on the subject of 
trusts and also the amendments proposed by the Senator from Missis- 
sippi [Mr. GEORGE] show that an interest, and a just interest, is being 
taken in the danger of these trusts and in devising some way to reach 
them, and to relieve the people from their operation. But in looking 
over the bill reported, and also the amendments suggested by the Sen- 
ator from Mississippi, it seems to me that there is one class of trusts 
which is not reached by either the bill or the amendments. I do not 
know that it is possible to reach them, and yet there are some reasons 
why those particular trusts are more injurious to the people of the United 
oe than those which the bill and the amendments are calculated to 
re; . 

I refer to trusts or syndicates organized entirely outside of the 
United States for the purpose of controlling the markets within the 
United States, and it is therefore that I propose to introduce a resolu- 
tion asking the Finance Committee to inquire with regard to one such 
trust and see what the facts are in relation to it, and if there may not 
be some way in which this more dangerous, as it seems to me, or at 
least equally dangerous, trust or syndicate may be reached and its op- 
erations prevented. I refer to what is called the copper syndicate, 
which, as I understand, is organized entirely by foreign capital and has 
its headquarters in Paris, 2 

I am not aware that any persons in this country are connected with 
it. If they are I want that fact brought out. I donot care whom the 
ane hits. Ifit hitsany persons in this country I desire to have 
them hit. 

This foreign syndicate, as I understand, controls now the production 
of all the copper in the world. It has, I understand, made contracts 
with the owners of mines in the United States to buy the production 
of the copper mines for a limited period, I think three years, and is now 
negotiating for the purchase of the production of all the output of cop- 
per mines in the United States for twelve years longer. 

I do not understand that the price for which they contract for this 


copper is much above the market price, so that the real profit, the 
great profit made by the syndicate, goes entirely into the hands of these 
foreign capitalists and is taken out of the consumers in the United 
States of all articles into the composition of which copper enters. If 
it be so that we can reach a trust of that sort, I think it is very de- 
sirable to do so, as indeed I will say I am anxious that all unlawful 
trusts or combinations in this country should be reached and pun- 
ished. 

I do not think the tariff has anything to do with this trust or syn- 
dicate; indeed, I do not think it has anything to do with any of them; 
but I do not speak upon that subject, for when a syndicate controls the 
production of an article throughout the world it is manifest that it is 
of no consequence so far as the operations of that syndicate are con- 
cerned and the profits, the abnormal and outrageous profits, which they 
may make out of the consumers of the article, whether there is a tariff . 
upon itor not. Thearticle might be entirely free of dyty and yet the 
same results wonld follow. 

I do not know whether this is the only syndicate which attempts to 
control the production of any particular article throughout the entire 
world or not; but if we can not reach this syndicate it is manifest that 
others will be formed to control the price of every article throughout 
the entire world which is susceptible of being controlled by a company 
with great capital and with great enterprise. 

In the maiter of coffee, perhaps no trast has been already organized 
which controls so thoroughly the price and production of coffee as does 
this copper syndicate control the price of copper, but it will be seen 
how easy it would be for a Paris company organized as this is to con- 
trol the production and price of coffee, tea, and many of the neces- 
saries of life. 

As I said, I am earnestly and anxiously desirous that all such com- 
binations shall be reached, prevented, and punished, and this equally 
with any of them. 

Mr. BLAIR. May I ask the Senator a question? 

Mr. PLATT. Let the resolution be read. £ 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The resolution will be read for in- 
formation. 

The Chief Clerk read as follows: 

Resolved, That the Committee on Finance be, and is hereby, instructed to in- 
quire whether a foreign syndicate, combination, or trust controls the uc- 
tion of copper in the United States and has thereby largely increased the price 
of all articles made therefrom to the consumers; and ifso, whether any legisla- 
tion can be devised to relieye the people of the United States from such inju- 
rious effects of the operation of such foreign combination, trust, or syndicate, 
and report by bill or otherwise. 

Mr. BLAIR. I was going to ask the Senator from Connecticut if 
any method has occurred to his own mind by which the legislation of 
this country can control the operations of a foreign syndicate unless 
we by our tariff laws exclude the commodities of that foreign syndi- 
cate? 

Mr. PLATT. That would not do it, because it is the production of 
the United States which they would sell to the people of the United 
States then. 

Mr. BLAIR. If that be so— 

Mr. PLATT. No prohibition of importation, let me say, would 
reach the matter. I will answer the Senator’s question. I have not 
thought of this matter sufficiently to know whether there is any way 
in which it can be reached, but, I have thought of it sufficiently to 
know that we ought to give serious and earnest consideration to the 
determination of the question whether we may not relieve against the 
operations of such a combination as they are carried on in this country. 
I do not know that there is any means by which it can be reached, 
but I think the subject worthy of the investigation of the Senate and 
of Congress, = 

Mr. BLAIR. It had occurred to me that perhaps the Senator might 
have in his mind a course of legislation or of action something like 
what Ishall state. The foreign syndicate, controlling the production 
of the entire world, of course would furnish the only purchaser of 
the production of the United States; but if in some way the opera- 
tions of the foreign syndicate could be excluded from the United States, 
the United States producer would have the market of the United 
States, and in controlling the market of the United States he might 
find the natural employment of his capital and his labor in the pro- 
duction, in this instance, of copper. But if the foreign syndicate is be- 
yond the legislative control of the United States, he is left at liberty 
to contract with the American producer, and the American producer 


| is forced to contract with him in order to find a market, because the 


foreign syndicate may undersell the American producer, unless he 
chooses to sell to the foreign syndicate, and thus ruin the American pro- 
ducer unless the American producer of copper finds his protection 
against that foreign competitor by the protective tariff. 

It is in that view that I wish to ask the Senator from Connecticut 
and the Senators who are discussing this matter if it may not turn out 
that the protective tariff, so far from being the source and origin of 
trusts, may in the end become our only protection against trusts, espe- 
cially when they have grown to the magnitude they have already as- 
sumed, in some instances controlling the production of the entire world 
and being located beyond the legislative jurisdiction of this country, 
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Mr. PLATT. I say very frankly to the Senator from New Hamp- 
shire that I do not desire to encumber this investigation with any tariff 
discussion. If there is relief through taxation or want of taxation in 
any way, I desire to have the relief granted. Ido not care how that 
relief is reached, I know that we ought to protect our people against 
such combinations, whether organized here or abroad. Nor do I under- 
stand that the Senator from New Hampshire would object to any 
method by which we could reach and prevent such a trust and its in- 
jurious operation upon our citizens. 

Mr. BLAIR. By nomeans; but lam only thinking and anticipating 
in my own mind a problem of difficulty that everybody must meet with 
in grappling with this subject. The only means by which we can pos- 
sibly control the operation of these great trusts, which become danger- 
ous in proportion to their world-wide effect, is by legislative control 
within our own jurisdiction. 

It is perfectly manifest that we can pass no law here which will break 
up a Parisian corporation or a London corporation, and unless we can 
control the laws of trade so far as to exclude the property of a foreign 
syndicate which is produced outside of our own geographical lines, the 
lines within which our legislation is operative, it seems to me perfectly 
clear that we can not reach the real difficulty. The only way we can 
do that is by tariff legislation, not necessarily by a revenue tariff, but 
protective legislation, that is, legislation which excludes the foreign 
articlue, whether by a high tax or by an absolute prohibition irrespect- 
ive of the tax, or by a tax so high as toamount to practical prohibition; 
for it is manifest that until we have some legislative obstacle of this 
kind interposed between the American producer and the foreign syn- 
dicate controlling all other production in the same direction, as copper 
in this instance—until we can put that legislative obstacle between our 
producer and the foreigner we can do nothing which would be effective 
atall. But if we can exclude the foreigner with his article so that he 
can not reach the American market, then we have the American pro- 
duction and we have the American market under our own control and 
- can break up any American trust. 

I do not wish to take any further time on the matter now. 

Mr. GEORGE. Mr. President, yesterday morning I had the honor 
to present to the Senate some amendments to the bill reported by the 
Finance Committee on the subject of trusts. In introducing the amend- 
ments I made a short explanation of their meaning. I did not go be- 
yond that. I made no reference to or discussion of any party question 
which might be connected with the general subject. I had supposed, 
and I now suppose, that the evil of these trusts was so great, the de- 
mand for a remedy, if a remedy could be found, was so emergent, that 
all classes and sections of our country were about equally injured by 
the operation of these trusts, and that there would be such a unanimous 
concurrence of opinion on both sides of the Chamber as to the neces- 
sity of remedial legislation that about the only discussion which could 
arise with reference to any proposed remedy would be as to its consti- 
tutionality and its efficiency. 

However, the Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. Hoar], after I took 
my seat, put to me several interrogatories, and as they were respect- 
fully put and were somewhat, though not very, pertinent to the matter 
of my amendments, I sought occasion yesterday to respond to the ques- 
tions which he propounded. But the course which the business of the 
Senate took was such that another matter of a more exciting nature 
occupied the attention of the Senate until, I believe, an hour after the 
usual time of adjournment. 

I propose, therefore, as briefly as I can this morning to answer the 
questions propounded to me by the Senator from Massachusetts, and in 
doing so I may, and probably will, enlarge a little upon the considera- 
tions which induced me to offer the amendments. ` 

I think, if I do not misremember the Senator from Massachusetts, 
that an inquiry or an objection of this sort was propounded: that in my 
amendments I had made no description of what trusts were. That is 
true. What I offered to the Senate were in the nature of amendments 
toa bill. In the first section of that bill there is a definition of what 
the trusts prohibited by the bill are. I accepted that definition, and 
referred, in the various sections of the amendments which I offered, to 
that section of the original bill—the first section—as containing the 
accepted definition of trusts. So no complaint can be made against my 
amendments upon that ground. 

I alluded yesterday morning to an apprehension I had that, however 
well intentioned the bill offered by the Finance Committee might be, 
it might prove in the end utterly fruitless for want of constitutional 
power to passit. I refrained then, as I refrain now, from expressing 
any positive opinion on that subject. If it were clear, if I were certain 
that the first section of the bill offered by the Senator from Ohio would 
be valid constitutional law, I should have less concern for the fate of 
my amendments than I have now. 

I will read in the hearing of the Senate a few extracts from the de- 
cisions of the Supreme Court of the United States which will justify 
my apprehension, and which I fear (because I am very anxious to have 
legislation upon this subject) may prove an insuperable obstacle to the 
efficiency of the measure proposed the Senator from Ohio. Yester- 
day I quoted a case, Veazie vs. Moor, I propose to read a short ex- 


tract from that case, 


Mr. BROWN. From what volume does the Senator read? 

Mr. GEORGE. Fourteenth Howard, Supreme Court Reports. I 
read from page 573. The court, referring to the phrase in the Consti- 
tution, “‘commerce with foreign nations’? and ‘among the States,” 
say: 

„The phrase can never be applied to transactions wholly internal, between 
citizens of the same community, or to « polity and laws whose ends and pur- 
poses and operations are ected to the territory and soil and jurisdiction of 
such community. Nor can it be properly coneluded that because— 

This language I desire ly to call the attention of the Senate 
to, because I fear that in oblivion or forgetfulness of the force of this 
language the first section of the bill is framed— 

Nor can it be properly concluded that because the products of domestic en- 
terprise in agriculture or manufactures or in the arts may ultimately become 
the subjects of foreign commerce, that the control of the means or the encour- 
agements by which enterprise is fostered and protected, is legitimately within 
the import of the phrase “foreign commerce,” or fairly implied in any invest- 
agro of the power to regulate such commerce. A pretension as far-reaching 
as rat 

Now, this is the very point in controversy— 
would extend to contracts between citizen and citizen of the same State, would 
control the pursuits of the planter, the grazier, the manufacturer, the mechanic, 
the immense operations of the collieries and mines and furnacesof the country, 
for there is not one of these avocations the results of which may not become 
the subjects of foreign commerce— 

And you might say of interstate commerce the same— 
and be borne either by turnpikes, canals, or railroadsfrom point to point within 
the several States towards an ultimate destination like the one above mentioned. 

That case was decided in the year 1852. Quite recently it was cited 
and confirmed by Chief-Justice Waite in the one hundred and second 
volume of United States Reports as valid constitutional law. 

I referred also yesterday to another case as indicating the exact point 
of time when the power of the States over articles which became the 
subjects of interstate and foreign commerce ceased and where the 
power of the United States began. I will- rend a short sentence from 
that opinion. In the case of Coe vs. Erroll, one hundred and sixteenth 
United States Reports, page 525, will be found the following: 

There must be— 

Say the court— 

a point of time when they— A 

That is, subjects of commerce— 

ase to be governed exclusively by the domestic la d to be 
‘and SRRA. by the ational law of piae aw aa eg pat ged piia 
seems to usto bea legitimate one for this purpose, in which they commence their 


final movement for transportation from the State of their origin to that of their 
destination. 


In view of these and numerous other decisions of the Supreme Court, 
I have grave apprehensions, I have serious fears, that if we pass the 
bill unamended which was introduced by the Senator from Ohio and 
recommended by the Committee on Finance, when we have passed it 
we shall have done nothing, absolutely nothing, in the way of sup- 
pressing trusts. That bill attempts to subject to the power of Congress 
articles of merchandise before they become objects of interstate or 
foreign commerce. 

For these reasons, my attention having been called to this matter 
some time ago by m fai, Pose friend from Texas who sits to my 
right [Mr. REAGAN], I applied my mind to see if some other mode 
than direct legislation, which I feared was not warranted by the Con- 
stitution of the United States, could not be invented, which would be 
efficacious to remove from our midst these great pests, these great evils 
arising in our commercial intercourse. I su to that Senator 
then one of the provisions embraced in my amendments, and that was 
the provision of outlawry. 

That may seem a little harsh, but I may call the attention of Sena- 
tors who are members of the bar—and nearly all are members of the 
bar—to the fact that this outlawry of illegal contracts, of ill com- 
binations, of illegal actions, is one of the oldest and most cherished 
principles of the common law. I have but to call the attention of Sena- 
tors to the fact that from the earliest period of the common law it has 
been settled that where two men or more are engaged in a common 
illegal business, neither has the right to sue the other with reference 
to that business. That is expressed in the legal phrase, very familiar 
to Senators, in pari delicto potior est conditio defendentis. 

The courts will not interfere. They allow the parties to wrong each 
other, if it may be called a wrong when two parties being engaged in 
a common wrong against society, one of them gains an advantage in 
the wrong of the other. So in this outlawry, which I regard as the 
most efficacious means that can be provided, I have precedent, I have 
the common law coming down to us from ages. 

I will say no more, then, upon that point, except to indicate to Sena- 
tors in what a terrible condition these trust-men will be when, if that 
section is passed, they can bring no suit in a United States court upon 
any contract made with reference to the trusts. If they sell their 

they can not collect the money. 

But that is not all of it, because the amendment refers not only to 
contracts, but it prevents suits for any wrongs committed to them in 
reference to these good:. Soif there be a trespass committed by an out- 
side party, if there should besuch a trespass as the taking of the goods 
forcibly from the possession of any member of the trust and applying 
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them to the party’s own use, there would be no action of trover, no 
action of detinue, no action of any sort which would enable the party 
to recover damages. So if there be a contract of transportation made 
with reference to these goods, the bill of lading would give no right of 
action for any breach of that contract. If the common carrier burned 
the goods, converted them to his own use, threw them overboard at 
sea, or committed any other wrong against them, the owner being a 
member of a trust would have no remedy. 

It strikes me, therefore, that if that section is adopted we should 
give, as far as the Federal courts are concerned, such a blow to these 
trusts that they would never be able to recover from it. 

I desire also to callattention toa distinction, and a very important dis- 
tinction, between the remedy atin by the Senator from Ohio, where 
he makes the party injured plaintiff, and the remedy in the amend- 
ments which I have had the honor to offer, In the case of a plaintiff, 
the party has to go out and seek evidence and all that sort of thing, 
and bring his action. In the case provided for in my amendments he 
must stand still until the other side move against him, and then he 
has nothing to do but to prove to the court that the suit is about this 
illegal trust, and on that he turns the other side out of court, recovers 
double damages, and has his lawyer’s fees paid besides. 

Mr. President, after these introductory remarks, I propose now to 
answer the questions propounded to me by the Senator from Massa- 
chusetts; I read from his speech: 

Now, I wish the Senator from Texas or the Senator from Mississippi would 
teil the Senate what information they have. Is there a Standard Oil Trust, for 
instance, in this country or not? Isthe Standard Oil Company one of the trusts 
which the Senator from Mississippi and the Senator from Texas want to have 
suppressed? 

In answer to the first branch of that, Iam bound to say that, un- 
less my information is wrong, there is a Standard Oil trust in this 
country. In reference to the second branch of the interrogatory— 

Is the Standard Oil Naty eset one of the trusts which the Senator from Mis- 

sissippi and the Senator from Texas want to have suppressed ?— 
I have to say that it is one of the very trusts which I expect to be 
suppressed by the amendments which I have offered. Certainly com- 
ing within the category of the fourth section, to which I have just al- 
luded, that trust will be crippled as any other trust. 

But, Mr. President, I have not to rely upon my statement now as to 
my anxiety to suppress that trust. I have a record in the Senate ex- 
tending back several years, which shows how I stand on that subject. 
Before I refer to that record, however, in order to show its pertinency, 
I will read a question or two propounded by the Senator from Massa- 
chusetts to the Senator from Texas, because it shows that in his mind 
the evil indicated, or the advantage which that trust had as indicated 
in the question, was one of the great evils to be suppressed: 

Mr. Hoar. My question was whether in the transportation of their manu- 
factured products they had not had Jarge advantages by transportation by rail 


over other manufacturers, 

referring, as the previous part of his speech shows, by the word 
“‘they,’’ tothe Standard Oil Company. I think that is about the great 
advantage which that trust has over all others, and I regard that as one 
of the great evils which build up trusts and monopolies and crush out 
little men and little enterprises. So, Mr. President, when the inter- 
state-commerce law was first passed a few years ago, when the dis- 
tinguished Senator from North Carolina, now absent [Mr. VANCE], 
offered an amendment expressly and pointedly directed to the sup- 
pression of this advantage by requiring all railroad companies to 
transport goods of small shippers or in small lots at the same price 
as similar goods were transported for large shippers, I advocated it. 
It had my earnest support. It did not have the advocacy of the Sen- 
ator from Massachusetts. 

Again, during the presens session, being moved thereto by a letter 
from acompetitor of the Standard Oil Company, asmall enterprise strug- 
gling to maintain its foothold on the commerce of the country against 
that mammoth and gigantic institution, I offered an amendment to 
the ce mci ieee bill then pending before us, in the following 
words: 

Provided, That it shall be unlawful for any common carrier subject to the pro- 
visions of this act to carry or transport any commodity for any shionés in a car 
or vehicle owned, leased, or in any way controlled by such shipper, unless the 
said common carrier shall charge for the transportation of said goods, wares, and 
merchandise so carried the same price exactly as would have been charged if 
the same had been shipped in cars belonging to said carrier: And provided fur- 
ther, That it shall be unlawful for any shipper to make any contract with any 
carrier to convey the property of such shipper in cars or vehicles owned or con- 
trolled by such shipper. 

The point was, as the Senator from Illinois [Mr. CuLLom] can well 
inform the Senate, that this mammoth institution had its own cars, 
had its own tanks in which oil was transported, and using its cars and 
using its tanks it had such an advantage over the small shipper as to 
crush out opposition. I offered that; I supported it with all the abil- 
ity I possessed; and I withdrew it only, as the Senator from Illinois 
will remember, because he assured me that the matter should have 
serious consideration and action at as early a day as practicable. 

Thus, Mr. President, it appears, so far as the Standard Oil Company 
is concerned, I have been advocating measures to destroy its supremacy 
for years. Ihave not heard that the Senator from Massachusetts joined 
with me or with any one elsein these efforts. So then so far from wish- 
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ing to protect or favor the Standard Oil Company, I regard it now as 
I have regarded it from the time of my commencement in service in this 
body to be my duty, whenever I could and by whatever lawful means 
I might use, to destroy the advantages which such corporations had over 
smaller enterprises. 

That the Standard Oil Company may be partly owned by Democrats 
does not concern me. Why, Mr. President, I have not assumed that 
these trusts were carried on solely by members of one party to the ex- 
clusion of members of the other, If I were called upon to pass any 
criminal law for murder or mayhem or any other crime it would not 
be a proper or valid consideration to me to consider whether alone mem- 
bers of one party or of the other were guilty. Sir, it is my duty, and 
I take pleasure in discharging it, to assist in passing any legislation in 
this body which will benefit the people of this country, whether that 
legislation strikes down Democrats or Republicans. „No Democrat has 
a right to my favorif he be engaged in any enterprise against the rights, 
the interests, the prosperity, or the happiness of the American people. 

Further the Senator from Massachusetts asked: 

Is it represented in the Cabinet at this moment? 

That is another question that waspropounded. I have no knowledge 
that it has any member in the Cabinet. I presume from what I have 
heard and what occurred yesterday between the Senator from Ohio [ Mr. 
PAYNE] and the Senator from Massachusetts that he must have referred 
to Mr. Whitney, because he isa relative of some memberof the Standard 
Oil trust. That heentered into it has not been shown; that he has acted 
in any way improperly with reference to it has not been shown. But 
this has been shown, or this is known, that not since the foundation ot 
this Government has there been a man in the office of Secretary of the 
Navy who has been more efficient, more honorable, more devoted to 
the interests of the country intrusted to his hands than the present 
Secretary. I might say a little further, in view of the statement which 
was made on this floor by the Senator from Kentucky [Mr. BECK] sev- 
eral years ago, that more money had been coke placa by Congress 
for the Navy since the war and up to a time several years ago than had 
been appropriated for that purpose from the foundation of the Govern- 
ment up to the close of the war, and yet we were withouta navy. There 
are no scandals in that Department now; no Secor-Robeson contracts 
there. ‘There is no suspicion resting upon that officer that one single 
dollar of money appropriated out of the Treasury to be used by him for 
Navy purpose has not been fully, completely, and honestly applied to 
that purpose. 

Is it represented in the Senate? 

What a curious question, a very curious question; but it was pro- 
pounded. The answer was made yesterday. I will not answer that. 
t Is it represented in the councils of any important political party in this coun- 

ry? 


What does that mean? Does it mean that the Standard Oil Com- 
pany as a corporation has allied its fortunes with any political party in 
this country? Ifit does, I fail to recognize that it belongs to the party 
to which I belong. Or does it mean that some of the stockholders in 
it may belong to the Democratic party? Ifso, it may be so; but it is 
equally true, as stated by the Senator from Ohio [Mr. PAYNE] yester- 
day, that nearly all of them belong to the other party. 

Having made that statement, I wish to make another. I do not think 
the Democratic party is responsible for the fact that some of the mem- 
bers of that trust belong to it, nor do I think the Republican party is 
responsible for the fact that some of the members of that trust belong 
to it. Whether they belong to one party or the other, or both, it is the 
duty of the Senate—and so far as I may be able I will perform that 
duty—to pass such legislation as may prevent its plundering and injur- 
ing the people of this country, 

The next question is: 

Is there a sugar trust in the country,and have its representatives been con- 
sulted in the framing of a great revenue tariff, and had their interests specially 
looked out for and considered by the representatives of a powerful political 
party in this country in the framing of the measure which is to tax or affect the 
article on which every laboring man in this country I think pays more than he 
does for his flour? 

T understand there is a sugar trust, butit is not located in Lonisiana. 
It is not among the farmers and planters of that State who produce 
sugar. They, as well as we, as well as the restof the country, are the 
victims of this trust, which is located in New York, and which is com- 
posed of men who do notraise sugar, but who buy sugar and refine it; 
and unless I have read the history of the times very inaccurately of 
late, I find that this trust has not only combined to raise the price of 
the refined article to the consumer, but has combined to reduce the price 
to the producer. They rob with an equal hand, the producer by com- 
bining together and saying to him, ‘‘ We will not pay but so much for 
your sugar,” and then by an equal combination they say to the con- 
sumer, ‘‘ You shall not have this sugar unless you pay what we de- 
mand.’* As to that trust, if the Senator from Massachusetts has any 
evidence that it was consulted in relation to the formation of the Mills 
bill, he is invited, so far as I may extend the invitation, to produce the 
evidence. I do not believe it exists. 


Ts there a cotton-oil and cotton-seed trust in this country? Where is that 
found at work? Does the Senator from Mississippi know something about that? 
He is a cotton man. . 
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Unfortunately I have some, and those who are dependent upon me 
have some knowledge by sad experience by being the victims of the ra- 
pacity of the cotton-seed-oil trust. I have that evidence that such a 
trust exists. Ido not know who its members are; I can not point to 
the hand that strikes the blow, but I know the people of Mississippi 
have felt the blow. Since I have been referred to so pointedly in that 
matter as if I had some special knowledge on it, I will divulge to the 
Senate all that I know. 

Some years ago cotton-seed mills began to be built in the State of 
Mississippi. There was one at the capital of the State; there was one 
over on the Mississippi River, I believe about Greenville; there was 
one at the residence of my colleague [Mr. WALTHALL]; there was one 
at Meridian, and one at Vicksburg, in all some six or eight scattered 
throughout the State; and the first thing I learned about the operations 
of these cotton-seed-oil mills was that they took the map of the State 
of Mississippi aid drew lines around the various counties and num- 
bered them. 

Number 1, embracing six or eight or ten counties, according to the 
map, belonged to this mill; number 2 belonged to that mill, number 
3 to the other, and so on all the way through. So the cotton-seed 
raised in the district allotted to a particular mill could not be shipped 
except (for they had an arrangement with the railroads) by extra 
charges to another. I was raising cotton. I felt the injustice of this, 
and I entered into a correspondence with a firm in Cincinnati that ad- 
vertised that they would furnish us what they called plantation cotton- 
seed-oil mills, mills of small cost, so that each man who had a gin and 
a steam-engine might press his own cotton-seed. I was about tocon- 
summate that arrangement when one day, speaking to a distinguished 
member of this body, now not here, the then junior Senator from Ten- 
nessee, Judge Jackson, as to the enterprise, he informed me, ‘‘ You 
had better go slow; there is some sort of an arrangement among the 
refiners of cotton-seed oil that unless you comply with certain terms’’— 
which I have now forgotten, but they were so onerous that I would 
not comply with them—‘‘ they will not refine your oil, and you will 
press your cotton-seed, make your crude oil, which in that stage is 
worthless, and will have nobody to refine it.’? He gave me some ex- 
perience on that subject which he had himself. I thereupon desisted. 

Then the scene shifted again. e refiners first combined, but yet 
the mills were independent except in the way I have mentioned. Some 
two or three years ago they took another step. That came from New 
York, as I am informed—I do not know it; I believe the statement 
however—a grand trust was formed and into that trust were put nearly 
all these independent cotton-seed-oil mills in the South. What hap- 
pened then? Does the Senator imagine that because I am acotton man 
and represent a cotton constituency we feel any interest in preserving 
and protecting this cotton-seed-oil trust? 

I will tell the Senator and the country what happened. Immedi- 
ately all competition as to the price of cotton-seed was destroyed be- 
cause there remained but one purchaser and it fixed its own terms, 
reduced the price paid to the producer 20, 30, and even as much as 40 

rcent. That is the interest now that a cotton man, a man from 
Mississippi representing a cotton constituency, has in drawing a bill 
intended to put down trusts, to so draw it that the cotton-seed-oil trast 
shall not be hurt! 

While I am on that subject I will allude to another trust not men- 
tioned in my amendments—indeed none of them is specially men- 
tioned but all are included—that is equally as unjust and equally as 
onerous to the people of Mississippi, and in fact to the whole South, 
as the cotton-seed-oil trust, and that is what is called the cotton-bagging 
trust. That is of recent formation, I understand. Some gentlemen, I 
suppose I ought to say capitalists, some business men have combined 
and got control of the factories making cotton bagging, the whole of 
them, and the price of cotton bagging has been advanced very nearly 
100 per cent., and the farmers of Mississippi are to-day endeavoring 
to find some substitute to cover their cotton instead of using this 


pong cotton man; the people of Mississippi are cotton men; and 
that is the way that we have been injured by these trusts, and it is one 
reason why my energies have been somewhat stimulated to provide, if I 
could, a remedy against them. 

I ask the Senator from Massachusetts or any other Senator who feels 
any interest in this matter to look over the amendments which I have 
offered and see if he can find any distinction between one trust and an- 
other. Certainly I thought of none when I penned the amendments. 
Section 4, the first one, outlaws every one of them, as I have explained 
to the Senate. Section 6, which outlaws them on the railroads, applies 
to every one of them. Section 5, which provides for a suspension of 
duties upon similar articles, applies to every one of them. Section 7 
is upon a different matter entirely, as I explained yesterday. 

So the three sections which I have proposed as amendments to the 
bill of the Senator from Ohio [Mr. SHERMAN] apply in termé fully as 
much to one trust as another. If the Senator from Massachusetts or 


if any other Senator can devise anything better, anything more efficient, 
anything more certain to crush out these infamous combinations against 
the prosperity and the happiness of the people of this country, he will 
hava my hearty co-operation and my sincere thanks, I would not pro- 


tect any one of them. I regret that the Constitution of my country 
oe not give me power to deal with them more directly than I think 
it does. : 

The Senator from Massachusetts said: 


Why does the Senator steer so carefully in his proposed legislation not to hit 
these great trusts which stand to the Democratic Party at this moment,as a 
greaty poron of the people believe, in the relation of Treasury and of Executive 
con ? 


In answer to that question I can not give the reason why, because I 
have notdone thething. Ihave endeavored tostrike all, and I will yen- 
ture to say that if the amendments which I have offered (which possi- 
bly ought to be perfected in their phraseology or in some way, because 
they were drawn up in some haste) are adopted, there will not be a 
trust of any sort in this country in twelve months after the law is 


passed, 

Mr. HOAR. May I ask the Senator from Mississippi a question in 
that connection ? 

Mr. GEORGE. Certainly. 

Mr. HOAR. I ask whether his amendment does not in fact—I will 
not imply in the question that it is done designedly—steer clear of 
punishing all trusts and combinations to reduce the wages of labor? 

Mr. GEORGE. Ihave not heard of any such trust. If there be 
any suggested, prepare your amendment and I will accept it. That 
ond, be in my opinion the meanest of all the trusts that could be 

ormed. 

Mr. HOAR. Amen. 

Mr. GEORGE. And if the Senator from Massachusetts knows of 
the existence of any such trust I hope he will not exhaust his interest 
in the matter by criticising me for not haying provided against it, but 
will come here and make the provision himself. He shall have my 
hearty co-operation in the effort. > 

Anothermatter, TheSenator was very hard to satisfy. Heimagined 
that I had drawn my amendments carefully, not to hurt anybody that 
was hurting me, and then he objected most seriously to the machinery 
that I provided for. 

Ido not think that it will turn out, on reflection, to be a good plan to put in 
the hands of a Chief Executive Magistrate of this country (who notoriously owes 
his election to the aid of the grossest interest of such a trust that exists on the 
face of the earth, and who has it represented in his Cabinet) the power to strike 
at these things and to control them and to affect the revenues of the country and 
the tariff legislation by his unsupported will. It is a good deal like setting the 
cat to watch the cream, if I may use a homely metaphor. 

That is not a very extraordinary power to putin the hands of the 
President. Itis a common power to place in the hands of the President 
of the United States. I have looked into that matter a little this morn- 
ing and I find that upon our statute-book there exists an authority 
given to the President of the United States to reduce taxes on certain 
contingencies and on certain others to restore them. There are several 
proclamations of the President of the United States upon that subject 
very recently. The retaliation bill of 1887 gave the power, not the 
distinct power given to the President by my amendments, but it gave 
him even greater power to stop all commercial intercourse with one or 
our neighbors. I believe the Senator voted for that. 

I call his attention to some other instances. In volume 24 of the 
Statutes at Large, page 1025, will be found a proclamation of the 
President reducing certain duties and taxes as to the nation of Colom- 
bia upon certain conditions. In 1884 President Arthur, in pursuance 
of law, made a proclamation reducing certain duties im by law, 
under authority given to him that when he was satisfied that certain 
other things were done by another country he might issue the procla- 
mation. He issued it; the duties were reduced; and President Cleve- 
land discovering that President Arthur had made a mistake as to the 
existence of the fact upon which he was authorized to issue his proc- 
lamation reducing the duties, issued his proclamation restoring them. 

Mr. PLATT. To what does the Senator refer? 

Mr. GEORGE. Porto Rico and Cuba. à 

So, sir, it is a very common exercise of power by the President. He 
does not change the revenue laws. Congress enacts that under a cer- 
tain state of facts the tax shall be so and so, and under another state 
of facts the tax shall be thus and so. ‘The President only determines 
under the power given to him by Congress whether the one state of 
facts exists or the other. 

I believe that I have noticed about everything which the Senator 
from Massachusetts propounded. I have simply endeavored to answer 
questions, though of course I have had to make some little explana- 
tions, and having done so F will close. 

Mr. HOAR. Mr. President, the Senator from Mississippi [Mr. 
GEORGE] rose and announced his purpose to answer some six or eight 

uestions which I had proposed to him and to the Senator from Texas 

Mr. KELGA] yesterday. TheSenator from Mississippi hasundertaken 
to deal at all, I think, with two of those questions only. The remain- 
der of the hour or hour and a half of his speech seems to have been ex- 
pended in an attempt to commend himself to the admiration of man- 
kind as a wise, industrious, and faithful Senator. I desire for one to 
express my hearty concurrence with the honorable Senator from Mis- 
sissippi in that opinion and to admit that he has been faithful, indus- 
trious, and, to the extent of his power, considering his political opin- 
ions, not an unwise public servant in this regard. 
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I think, however, neither that Senator nor the Senator from Ohio 
[Mr. Payye]—whom I saw in his seat a momentago, but I do not see 
now—in what he said yesterday will succeed in removing from the 
minds of the people of this country the belief that the managers of the 
Standard Oil Company, the two men who notoriously control its con- 
cerns and whose vast fortunes are notoriously the result of that mo- 
nopoly, contribute largely to the treasury of the Democratic party and 
are largely the directors of its councils. I do not think the people of 
the country believe that from Democratic power in this Republic there 
is to come any considerable restraint upon the trusts the Senator from 
Mississippi has described. 

I called attention the other day to a bill introduced by the Senator 
from Indiana [Mr. VOORHEES] and to a speech made by that Senator 
in its support, in which he denounced the contribution of money to 
political campaign funds by office-holders in this country. He de- 
nounced it as a fruitful source of corruption and of oppression. He 
provided in his bill that any person holding an executive office in this 
country who should be guilty of subscribing money for campaign pur- 
poses to affect an election should besent to the penitentiary and should 
vacate at once the office he held, and should he rendered incapable of 
holding any office of trust or confidence in this country in the future, 
and besides be fined not exceeding $10,000. 

Now I wish to read an extract from the New York World, the chief 
Democratic paper in this country, the organ of the Democratic party 
in this country, of August 27, 1888, setting forth the condition of the 
subscriptions to the Democratic campaign fund at that time, and the 
Senate and the country will judge how much the Democratic party in 
general believe in the denunciations by one Democratic Senator in this 
body of subscriptions by executive officers to campaign funds and in 
the denunciation by two more Democratic Senators in this body of the 
existence of these great trusts. Here is the article: 

DEMOCRATIC AMMUNITION—A DOZEN HEAVY CHECKS CONTRIBUTED TO DEFRAY 
CAMPAIGN EXPENSES, 
President Cleveland is not alone in his contribution to the campaign fund. 


His check for $10,000 on Riggs & Co., the Washington bankers, has been “seen” | 


by Chairman Brice, who “ ” him $10,009 better, and Congressman WILLIAM 
L. Scorr does the same think. That makes a round $40,000 from two of the 
wealthiest workers in the party. Secretary Whitney chips in $10,000 and Sec- 
retary Endicott has followed suit. Don M. Dickinson has made a similar sub- 
scription, Pat, Kelly, of Minnesota, Chairman William H. Barnum, Herman 
Oelrichs, and Oliver Payne each madea like contribution, so that with the Presi- 
dent's subscription the grand total foots up $120,000,and many counties are yet 
to be heard from, m 

I suppose Oliver Payne is the chief manager of the Standard Oil 
Company, agentleman whom theSenator from Ohio, whoseemed to know 
all about it, affirms wasone of the Democratic managers of that company. 
I suppose Mr. William H. Barnum is one of the largest controllers of 
railroad manufacturing iron monopolies that exist in this country. 
suppose Mr. Herman Oelrichs—though that I get from an informant 
who does not profess himself to be sure, and I may be mistaken about 
that—is a very extensive brewer. Perhaps I am in error in that par- 
ticular. Some gentleman on the other side shakes his head, and there- 
fore I will withdraw the suggestion, because, as I stated, it does not 
stand on such a foundation that Iam willing to affirm it. But leaving 
that out, here is the Democratic campaign fund starting off when $120,- 
000, according to the New York World, subscribed, with the possible 
exception of one or two of those names, only by executive officers of 
this country, and the managers of these enormous trusts and monopo- 
lies. And how idle is it for the Senator from Mississippi and the Sen- 
ator from Texas to say they are opposed to these things as Democrats 
and that they do not want any partisan suggestions! 

The Senator, in his speech which I read from the other day, proceeded 
to discourse about Mr. Blaine, who was an eminent Republican—quoted 
a-speech of his, and then discoursed about the Democratic party and 
the Republican party, and how much the Republican party was to 
Blame and the shortcomings of its platform in this matter; and when 
we disclose these facts in answer to these taunts from the other side of 
the Chamber, our honorable friends just fold their arms and say Mea 
virtute ne involvo—do not let us have any partisanship in this thing! 

Mr, President, I made two criticisms on the propositions of the Sen- 
ator from Mississippi. One was suggested by a question just now and 
one was suggested yesterday. To- those criticisms I adhere. ‘There 
is not any attempt in the Senator’s amendment to strike at the 
worst combination that exists in this country—the combination of men 
who mean that a large class of its laboring men shall hereafter have 
the rate of their wages dependent upon the will of their employers. 
That is a trust which not merely takes possession of and wields busi- 
ness instrumentalities, but by the instrumentalities which we heard 
described yesterday, and which will be further alluded to to-day by 
other Senators on this side of the Chamber, is undertaking to make 
the whole Government of the United States, its elections, its political 
affairs, the very life and strength and health of the Republic, one vast 
igi to be managed by the men who very recently were in arms against 
i e. 

The President of the Unitel States, the candidate of the gentlemen 
on the other side, uttered the words with a meaning and a truth which 
perhaps he did not intend when he declared that in the eyes of his 
party public office itself is a public trust. It isa public trust in the 
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eyes of some men, according to the definition which has been given by 
the Senator from Mississippi. 

The other criticism which I made, and to which I adhere, upon his 
proposition is that it is totally repugnant to all the principles of a free 
government to put in the hands of the Executive Magistrate, whether 
George Washington, or Ulysses Grant, or Abraham Lincoln, or any other, 
the power, and not merely the power, but to make it his absolute duty, 
when he finds that the price of anything in this country is raised by 
an illegal combination, to issue his proclamation admitting that article 
free of duty. ‘There may be ten thousand honest, simple, moderate 
manufacturers of the article here; there may be one hundred thousand 
workmen dependent upon an established and protected industry; and 
yet if a President of the United States of the same way of thinking with 
the Senator from Mississippi and the Senator from ‘Texas in regard to 
the protective policy finds in one corner of a State somewhere, or thinks 
he finds, a combination to put up the price, the entire protective tariff, 
with all the industries dependent upon it, it is his duty to strike down 
and to close it. Under the Senator’s proposition the importer who 
wanted to strike down the tariff might himself collusively create this 
trust and the President could not escape his duty. 

How idle to compare a proposition like that with the proposition 
which the Senate unanimously voted for last year, that when an Amer- 
ican ship was treated with indignity or inhospitality in a foreign port 
the President should have a discretion to exclude ships from that coun- 
try from coming into our harbors! 

I will not undertake to dwell now on the extraordinary proposition 
of the Senator’s section 7. The workman is as much afferted by some 
of these trusts as the agricultural laborer—as any other class of men. 

The Senator from Texas [Mr. Coke], whom I do not now see in his 
seat, uttered on this floor last evening, jast before the Senate ad- 
journed, this very remarkable sentence: 

| Iwill just say to the Senator— 
| Before I read it I will say that the Senator from Texas was replying 
| to what he thought was an allusion of mine to Mr. MILLS. I alluded 
| to the Mills bill, and pointed ont that the occurrence complained of, 
| suppressing free speech and free elections, had taken place in the very 
i district of the author of the bill, which, as we conceive, is intended to 
| strike a most powerful blow at the manufacturing industries of this 
country and at the wages of the workingman and the comfort and 
the dignity of the workingman’s home. I made no other allusion to 
| the individual, but this is the reply which the honorable Senator 
made: 

I will just say to the Senator— 

I ask the attention of the Senate and of the country to this sentence, 
which I have obtained from the Reporter— 

I will just say to the Senator if there is any one thing in this world that tha 
average Texan would go any number of miles out of his way to kick and kill 
and destoy, it is a protective tariff. 

Some persons are telling us that the difference between the two par- 
ties in this country is a difference in schedules and as to tariff reform; 
that there is not any free-trade crusade; that there is not anybody who 
-wants to break down the protective system; and yet here is this bill 
coming from Texas, the very essence and result and product of the po- 
litical opinion which there prevails and which dominates in the coun- 
cils of the Democratic party, and the Senator from that State, frank 
and honorable as he always is, announces the shallowness and hypoc- 
risy of that pretense, and says: 

If there is any one thing in this world that the average Texan would go any 
ses of miles out of his way to kick and kill and destroy, it is a protective 


Mr. STEWART. I move that the Senate now proceed to the con- 
sideration of the Chinese bill. 

Mr. PLATT. Let my resolution be acted on. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. BERRY in the chair). The ques- 
tion is on agreeing to the resolution of the Senator from Connecticut 
[Mr. PLATT]. 

Mr. REAGAN. Does the Senator ask for a vote on his resolution? 

Mr. PLATT. I should like to have the resolution passed. I did 
not introduce it for the purpose of stirring up any discussion, but for 
the purpose of having the Finance Committee immediately proceed to 
an investigation which I think it ought to make. There will be plenty 
of opportunities to speak upon some other question. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Pending the consideration of the reso- 
lution of the Senator from Connecticut [Mr. PLATT], the Senator from 
Nevada [Mr. STEWART] moves that the Senate proceed to the consid- 
eration of the bill (H. R. 11336) a supplement to an act entitled “An 
act to execute certain treaty stipulations relating to Chinese,” approved 
the 6th of May, 1882. ` 

Mr. REAGAN. Before we pass from the consideration of the reso- 
lution I desire to say something on it. 

Mr. HOAR. If the Chair please, I rise to a question of order; and 
that is, that the resolution offered yesterday by the Senator from Wis- 
consin [Mr. SPOONER] should be referred. I did not observe the Sen- 
ator from Wisconsin when I rose; but I see he is now in his seat. I 
was about to suggest that the resolution offered by the Senator from 
Wisconsin should go, under the rules, asa matter of course, to the Com- 
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mittee on Contingent Expenses. The discussion on that subject thus 
far has proceeded by unanimous consent. 

Mr. SPOONER. I desire to say as to that resolution that I am 
quite willing it shall be referred to the committee, and that such ad- 
ditional debate as is to be had upon it may be had when the resolution 
is reported back. h 

I have additional information in regard tothe details of the transac- 
tion, and I desire to reply to the speech made by the Senator from 
Texas [Mr. Coxe], but if the resolution had been called up this morn- 
ing or had been reached in its order, I should have been obliged, in 
view of the communications made to me by Senators on the other side 
giving ample reasons for its being deferred, to allow it to go over until 
to-morrow anyhow. 

Mr. HOAR. Letit go to the committee, and let the debate take 
place when it comes back. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The resolution has not been called 
up this morning. Does the Senator desire to call it up to be referred? 

Mr. HOAR. I callit up, 

Mr. REAGAN. Is it in order to call that up and supersede the res- 
olution which is pending before the Senate? 

Mr. STEWART. Letit be by unanimous consent. 

Mr. HOAR. Let it be referred. 

Mr. REAGAN. If itis only proposed to refer the resolution, I do 
not object. 

Mr. SPOONER. Iam entirely willing that it be taken up now. 

Mr. REAGAN. It ought to go to the committee. It ought to go 
somewhere to be amended and the preamble struck out. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The resolution offered by the Senator 
from Connecticut [Mr. PLATT] is now before the Senate. Unlessit be 
superseded by some other motion, the Chair will hold that that is the 
matter now pending. = 

Mr. REAGAN. I desire to move—— 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Let the Chair state the question. 
The Senator from Nevada has moved that the Senate now proceed to 
the consideration of the bill in regard to Chinese immigration. 

Mr. REAGAN. I hope the Senator from Nevada will not insist on 
that motion for a short time. 

Mr. STEWART. I will wait until 2 o’clock, but I shall insist on 
it then. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The resolution of the Senator from 
Connecticut has been considered by unanimous consent, and unless 
objection is made it will be regarded as under consideration by the 
Senate. 

Mr. REAGAN. Mr. President, it occurred to me to inquire of the 
Senator from Connecticut why a single trust is now to be selected for 
investigation? I can not understand it. If it was more overwhelm- 
ing, if it was more mischievous than any other trust, I could under- 
stand why it should be singled out—— 

Mr. STEWART. I did not yield the floor for the purpose of bring- 
ing up another subject for general discussion, because there is no time 
for that. I only yielded for a moment to dispose of the resolution by 
unanimous consent. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair understood the Senator 
from Nevada to withdraw his motion until 2 o’clock. _ 

Mr. STEWART. Well, I renew it. 

Mr. SPOONER. TI ask the Senator to withdraw his motion in order 
to enable me to call up the resolution I offered yesterday, that it may 
be referred to the Committee on Contingent Expenses. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Nevada withdrew 
his motion until 2 o’clock. The resolution of the Senator from Con- 
necticut is pending, and upon that the Senator from Texas [Mr. REA- 
GAN] has the floor. 

Mr. REAGAN. I will conclude what I have to say before 2 o'clock, 

I desire, Mr. President, to object to the selecting of a particular trust 
for the purpose of an investigation on that particular trust when there 
are so many others of more magnitude. If the direction had been 
made to investigate the mischiefs of trusts generally, I do not think 
here would be objection to it; but I can not understand the reason for 
selecting a single trust. Surely it can not be in the mind of the Sen- 
ator from Connecticut to raise a question about an investigation that 
shall delay action on the general question of trusts. 

Mr. PLATT. May I answer the Senator? 

Mr. REAGAN. Certainly. 

Mr. PLATT. I think I can answer the Senator’s inquiry to his satis- 
faction. I do not know that I can, however, without infringing some- 
what upon the parliamentary rules of the Senate. 

I understand that there has been in another body a committee which 
has investigated with regard to several of the more notorious trusts in 
the country, has taken testimony, and it is in print; and before offer- 
ing this resolution I took occasion to inquire whether this had been in- 
cluded at all within their investigations, and I found that it had not 
been. That is one reason why I directed my resolution particularly 
to this matter. 

Another reason is that it seems to stand outside of the usual charac- 
ter of the trusts which we are talking about. 

Mr. REAGAN. I know that the resolution speaks of a trust formed 
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in a foreign country over which we have no earthly jurisdiction, and 
the Senator is so accurate and so a lawyer that it will not be 
necessary to argue such a question as that before him. If the powers 
of Congress enabled us to control a trust in a foreign country, then it 
would be worth while to make the proposed investigation. If that is 
the reason, the ground for investigation falls with the statement of the 
fact that Congress has neither the jurisdiction nor the power under the 
Constitution to deal with that question. 

As to the investigation which is proceeding in the House of Repre- 
sentatives, it is true that the committee have reported a portion oft the 
testimony which they have taken and it has been printed; but the com- 
mittee have not been discharged and are, as I am informed, continuing 
theirinvestigation. Itrust the Senator will consent to the enlargement 
of his resolution, if an inquiry is necessary, so as to cover other trusts. 
Why select the copper trust in reference to any jurisdiction which we 
have? The Standard Oil trust is one of more magnitude, one that is 
inflicting greater injury upon the country. The sugar trust is one of 
great moment. It is inflicting great injury upon the country. The 
cotton-seed oil trust is one which, as has been explained by the Sena- 
tor from Mississippi [Mr. GEORGE], is inflicting great injury upon a 
large agricultural portion of the country, which furnishes for foreign 
export one of the largest items of export from this country—an export 
of some two or three hundred million dollars a year. 

I need not restate what was said by the Senator from Mississippi, 
but simply confirm by my own knowledge the facts which he stated in 
regard to the use of that trust forthe purpose of controlling absolutely 
the price of cotton-seed and cotton-seed oil. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The hourof 2 o’clock having arrived 
itis the duty of the Chair to lay before the Senate the unfinished busi- 
ness, being the bill (S. 12) to provide for the formation and admission 
into the Union of the State of Washington, and for other purposes. 

Mr. REAGAN. Very well. I will conclude my remarks in the 
morning. 

Mr. STEWART. I move now that the Senate proceed to the con- 
sideration of the bill for the prevention of the coming of Chinese. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does théSenator make that motion 
or ask unanimous consent? 

Mr. STEWART. I ask unanimous consent, if I can have it. 

Mr. HOAR. I desire with the leave of the Senate to correct or 
qualify a statement I made just now in regard to an individual. It 
will take but one moment, if the Senate will allow me. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. If there be no objection, the Senator 
will proceed. 

Mr. HOAR. In reading the list just now of the subscribers to the 
Democratic campaign fund, I stated that Mr. Oelrichs, I had been told, 
was a brewer by occupation, but I stated at the time that my inform- 
ant himself was not sure, and that I could not undertake to make the 
statement positively. A gentleman on the other side of the Chamber 
shook his head, and I then stated that I presumed the information I 
had wasanerror. I am now informed that the gentleman referred to— ` 
and this I get from a very high and trustworthy quarter—is the agent 
of a foreign line of steam-ships, the North German Lloyd, a line of 
stedm-ships which brings over imported labor, so far as it comes from 
Europe, in large quantities. 

So the thing stands that the $120,000 which this great Democratic 
organ says is subscribed now to their campaign fund is made up from 
a class of officers whom the Senatur from Indiana said ought to be sent 
to the penitentiary for making such subscriptions, and the representa- 
tives and managers of several of the largest trusts in the country, and 
the agent of a large foreign steam-ship company. 

Mr. STEWART. I now ask that we proceed with the Chinese bill. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Nevada asks unan- 
imous consent that the pending order be laid aside informally for the 
purpose of taking up the bill (H. R. 11336) a supplement to an act 
entitled ‘‘An act to execute certain treaty stipulations relating to Chi- 
nese,” approved the 6th day of May, 1882. Is there objection? The 
Chair hears none and the bill is before the Senate. 


KILLING OF JOSEPH HOFFMAN, WASHINGTON COUNTY, TEXAS. 


Mr. SPOONER. Now, the Senator from Nevada yielding to me, I 
ask unanimous consent that the resolution I offered yesterday may be 
referred to the Committee on Contingent Expenses. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Wisconsin asks that 
the resolution to which he refers be referred to the Committee to Audit 
and Control the Contingent Expenses of the Senate. Is there objec- 
tion? The Chair hears none, and it is so referred. 

HOUSE BILL REFERRED. 

The joint resolution (H. Res. 221) to continue the provisions of a 
joint resolution entitled a ‘‘ Joint resolution to continue the provisions 
of a joint resolution entitled a ‘Joint resolution to provide temporarily 
for the expenditures of the Government,’’’ was read twice by its title, 
and referred to the Committee on Appropriations. 

CLAIMS OF POSTMASTERS. 


Mr. CHACE. I move to recommit tothe Committee on Post-Offices 
and Post-Roads the resolution directing the Postmaster-General to re- 
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pen to the Senate at its next session amounts due all postmasters, etc., 
or services between July 1, 1864, and July 1, 1874, ete. There are 
some verbal errors in the resolution, and I understand the Post-Office 
Department wish to be heard in regard to it. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. It will be so ordered, no objection 
being made. 

WITHDRAWAL OF PAPERS. 


On motion of Mr. WALTHALL, it was 
Ordered, That Frank Moore have leave to withdraw his petition and papers 
from the files of the Senate, 
AMENDMENT TO A BILL. 


Mr. WILSON, of Maryland, submitted an amendment intended to 
be proposed by him to the general deficiency appropriation bill; which 
was referred to the Committee on Appropriations, and ordered to be 
printed. 

CHINESE IMMIGRATION, 


The Senate resumed the consideration of the bill (H. R. 11336) a 
supplement to an act entitled “An act to execute certain treaty stipu- 
lations relating to Chinese,’’ approved the 6th day of May, 1882. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the motion of the 
Senator from New Hampshire [Mr. BLAIR] to reconsider the vote by 
which the bill was passed. 

Mr. STEWART. Iask for the yeas and nays on that. I hope we 
shall have a vote. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. BLAIR. The motion is to lay on the table the motion to recon- 
sider the vote by which the bill was 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. That motion was withdrawn by the 
Senator from Colorado. The question is on the motion of the Senator 
from New Hampshire to reconsider. 

[Mr. Jonxs, of Nevada, withholds his remarks for revision. Sec 
APPENDIX. ] 

Mr. VEST. I have listened, as I always do, with a great deal of 
pleasure to my friend from Nevada [Mr. JoNES]. Ihave heard him 
before upon this Chinese question, and I have always been in full ac- 
cord with him. In 1882 I stood with that Senator in the legislation 
which was then enacted, andI so stood in opposition to the candidate of 
the Republican party for the Presidency of the United States. 

The contention then upon the part of the opponents of that legisla- 
tion, as the Senator from Nevada very well knows, was twofold, as I 
have had occasion to remark here before. First, that it violated the 
Declaration of Independence, which, to use the language of General 
Harrison himself in his letter to Rev. Mr. Brent, of St. Louis, was an- 
tagonistic to his opinion that this was a free home for all comers, The 
distinguished Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. Hoar] delivered an 
oration which must always rank among the best delivered in the Sen- 
ate for the last twenty years upon that single ground, that the Declara- 
tion of Independence was being trampled under foot, that there should 
be no distinction as to color in admitting immigrants to this country, 
and that the old idea of Charles Sumner was the correct one, that the 
word ‘‘white’’ should be stricken out from the naturalization laws. 
The second contention was that the legislation of 1882 violated the 
treaty with China. But the Senator from Nevada and all the Senators 
from the Pacific coast, Democratic and Republican (for both parties 
then were represented from the Pacific States), scouted at the idea that 
the Declaration of Independence had any such meaning, and stood 
with the overwhelming majority of the Democrats in this Chamber 
upon the idea that our first duty was to the people of the United States, 
and that, without any regard to the doctrines of the Declaration of In- 
dependence, which had in our opinion no such meaning, we had a right, 
and it was a sacred duty, to protect ourselves against this deluge of 
Mongolian immigration. š 

Mr. President, I want no argument to convince me that the Chinese 
should not come to this country. Isaw them in the construction of 
the Northern Pacific Railroad in gangs of three hundred and five hundred, 
and I would rather have yellow fever, small-pox, cholera, socially and 
politically in this country, than to have the Chinese I then saw en- 
gaged in the construction of that great road. These laundry people 
that we see, these domestic servants, do not represent the Chinese im- 
migration to the Pacific coast. A man must have seen, as I saw, the 
laborers who were brought in by the Six Companies and used in the 
construction of the Pacific roads in order to appreciate the danger to 
our civilization, our religion, our morality, by letting sech people be- 
come citizens or denizens of the United States. 

Mr. MORGAN. It was cooly traffic. : 

Mr. VEST. Of course, as my friend says, it was a cooly traffic, and 
nothing else. I have always stood in opposition with voice and vote 
against Chinese immigration to this country; but when I listen to my 
distinguished friend from Nevada [Mr. Jones] and my other friend 
from Nevada [Mr. STEWART], when I hear their denunciations of Chi- 
nese immigration, when they lift up their hands to the representatives 
of the people of the United States, and say, ‘‘ Deliver us from the body 
of this death,’’ and when I endeavor to deliver them, I can not resist 
thinking how inconsistent is their position here with the appeal they 


make to us on the subject of Chinese immigration, when they come to 
vote on the question of negro domination in the South, 

I asked my friend from Nevada in his speech to tell me whether he 
stood upon the doctrine that the Declaration of Independence made 
this, in the language of General Harrison, the free home for all comers 
to this country, and he answered me indirectly by stating that the Chi- 
nese constituted a great curse and with an eloquent oration in regard 
to the evils of Chinese immigration. I wantadirect answer. I want 
to know if the Republican: Senators from the Pacific Slope who urge 
upon us to relieve them from this curse of the Chinese are willing to 
turn aronnd in a single hour and vote for the most extreme measures 
to fix upon the white people of the South the curse of negro domina- 
tion, politically, socially, and otherwise ? 

I undertake to say thatif the right to vote were attempted to be given 
to the Chinese in the Pacific States, California would fight the Govern- 
ment until the Jast man fell in defense of what he believed to be his 
home and Lis fireside. Even Nevada, with 75,000 people, would take 
arms against any such thing. But when the negroesof the South, under 
the leadership of corrupt politicians and reckless demagogues, are given 
the right to strike down the civilization of those people, what do we hear 
from the same Senators? ‘‘Thatisright.”” ‘‘Thatisa different ques- 
tion.” 

The Senator from Nevada who has just addressed us says that he 
does not believe that two races so dissimilar as the Chinese and the 
whites can live in the same country. But when it comes to the n 
domination in the South, howisit? ‘The white men of the South must 
submit to every outrage. Ifa negro is attacked, if he is hurt ina com- 
mon mélée or affray, there must be a committee of inquiry. Upon 
every hand we hear in this Hall and in the other branch of Congress 
declarations of the most violent description appealing to the white men 
of the North to strike down the Democratic party because its home is 
in the former slaveholding States. 

I saw in a speech the other day of Hon. James G. Blaine a defense ot 
the people of the South compared to which nothing I could frame or 
utter here would amount to anything. Mr. Blaine, in his speech at 
Bangor, said what I shall read about the people of the South. 

Mr. GEORGE. What is the date? 

Mr. VEST. Bangor, Me., August 23. 

Mr. GEORGE. This year? 

Mr. VEST. Of course, this year, 1888. In his recent canvass there 
against the Democratic party Mr. Blaine said: 


By the census of 1860, seventy-one years after the Federal Government was 
organized, the Southern States, or, to describe them more accurately, the slave- 
holding States of the Union, had acquired property amounting in the aggregate 
to $6,80,000,000. One-third of this total amount, or certainly over $2,000,000,000, 
was reckoned as the value of the negro slaves, Eleven of these States went 
into rebellion, at the end of which they had lost the institution of slavery with 
all of its assured money value. They had used up four annual crops for war 
purposes. They had lost all their ready money and theirstocks. They had lost 
a quarter of a million of the youth of the land, and had disabled as many more. 
They had subjected all their fair and blooming section to the blighting and de- 
vastating influence of the sword to as greata degree as the Seven Years’ War 
had affected Prussia or the Napoleonic struggles had France. Coming out of 
the war in 1865 defeated, discouraged, almost destroyed, the Southern people 
set to work under the influence of the protective system, made good the $2,000,- 
000,000 which they had lost in slaves, repaired the ravages and damages of war, 
and in the short space of fifteen years they hud acquired, by the census of 1880, 


$2,100,000,000 property more than they had possessed by the census of 1860, If 


the financial and industrial conditions of the South could be ascertained to-day 
they would be found to have two and a half to three times as much property as 
they had on that direful day when they rashly fired on Sumter. V 


And yet the people who have donc this, who have rebuilt their deso- 
lated homes, who have made their country, blackened with the fire of 
war, to bloom and blossom like the rose, who have added a crown of 
glory to the race to which we belong as imperishable as the language 
and institutions of the Anglo-Saxon and Caucasian races, we are told 
by Senators on the other side have spent all their time in drinking 
mean whisky by day and murdering negroes by night. What honest 
man in this country believes it? 

If the Southern people are the murderers, ruffians, desperadoes, the 
lawless, vile people who have been described here for the last two days, 
who believes that they could have done what Mr. Blaine, their most 
extreme political opponent, in addressing the people of his own State, 
says? 

Sir, I think I can speak of this question without-prejudice. I was 
born a slave-owner in a border State, and I have lived in a border State, 
where the institution of slavery has never been a great political factor. 
In the State of Missouri it was with us simply a domestic institution. 
The owner of the slave worked side by side with hisslave in the cotton 
and the hemp fields upon our prairies. The negroes to-day in Missouri 
count as nothing in our political struggles. I have come to that age 
in life when passion has cooled and when judgment asserts its sway, 
at least to such an extent that I can look back to what has occurred 
even in this country as upon the other pages of history. Iknow what 
the people of the South have suffered; I have seen the knife put to 
them in the shape of extortion and wrong and robbery; and I say that 
the man who, understanding what they have gone through and what 
they have done, does not sympathize with them to-day in working out 
the most terrible problem ever submitted to any portion of our race, 
will have no other argument directed by me to him. 
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When our friends from the Pacific coast speak of the terrible evils of 
Chinese immigration, let them think of a people proud, prosperous, 
wealthy, who in the short period of four years saw everything they held 
dear stricken down, and not a foreign race, not the yellow curse from 
the Mongolian Empire, but their own slaves made their masters polit- 
ically, and the power of those slaves pinned upon those States by the 
bayonets of the National Government. Yet under this curse, with all 


these disadvantages, with their industrial system destroyed, with their. 


social fabric almost ruined, with their civilization at stake, owning 
nothing but their own manhood and the soil upon which they lived, they 
have done what Mr. Blaine has so eloquently depicted in the oration 
from which I have read. 

Sir, I shall continue to vote against Chinese immigration. I shall 
vote against it in the interest of my own people. In my judgment, 
when we quit the domain of treaty in 1882 and went into that of leg- 
islation, we settled forever in this country the question whether the 
Chinese should come here, and, much more, the question whether they 
should ever participate in our political affairs. 

I shall vote against the reconsideration of the vote had here in the 
Senate, and I shall do it upon the ground which I announced a few 
days azo, that the people of the United States have crystallized and 
settled forever this question; that it has passed away from treaties; 
that it is now a question of statutory enactment alone. For my part 
I shall take no backward step upon this subject. But I want my 
friends from the Pacific coast to understand t if I could be driven 
from my own race and people, if I could be induced to vote for a re- 
consideration and let them wrestle with this Chinese question by them- 
selves, I should be made to do it by the remarkable fact that after they 
have got rid of the Chinese they want to fasten African supremacy upon 
the white people of the South. 

Mr. GEORGE. Mr. President, the Senator from Nevada [Mr. Jonxs] 
alluded to me in the remarks which he made as taking a backward 
step. I want to say to that Senator and to the Senate that I sympa- 
thize deeply and fully with all the evils and all the troubles which he 
has so elegantly and eloquently described as pertaining to those who 
live on the Pacific coast. 

I know something from sad experience of long years (I am afraid 
I shall know more from a continuation of that sad experience) about 
the troubles and the difficulties arising from placing two dissimilar 
races on the same soil, intermingled locally, but in all else as wide 
apart as the poles. I can sympathize with him, and Ido. From the 
first moment that my attention was called to this great evil on the Pa- 
cific coast I made up my mind that so far as in me lay I would do all 
in my power to save my brethren in California, Nevada, and Oregon 
from the terrible fate which the representatives of those States Lave 
concurred in inflicting upon my own State, 

But, Mr, President, we have other duties to perform. By this bill 
no Chinaman can enter into the United States who has the solemn con- 
tract of this people, made in pursuance of the pledged honor of this 
Government and of this great people, that having departed from this 
country he should be allowed to return. I know there are some evils 
which become so pressing, so emergent, so threatening to the safety 
and the happiness of a people that before such an evil plighted faith, 
made under mistake and misapprehension, must give way. The safety 
of the people is superior, in my judgment, to any treaty obligation. 

But we have a treaty pending with China. It is now being consid- 
ered by China. We asked her again to release us more and more from 
the shackles which had been put upon our limbs by the Burlingame 
treaty. She has not had the time usually allotted to her in our nego- 
tiations for a consideration of that treaty. We amended that treaty so 
as to makeit suit ourselves. Wesent it to her, and I believe that it is 
our duty to her, and more than that, our duty to our own honor, that 
she should have a reasonable time in which to consider it. 

I donot propose to waitindefinitely. Ido not mean that my brothers, 
men of my race, on the Pacific coast shall suffer indefinitely; but Ido 
believe if we act now with this haste, when the question raised is not 
more than a week old, without notice to China, without telling her we 
were tired of her delay—I believe if we thus repudiate our obligations 
already consummated and the force of a treaty which we have sent to 
her, we shall do an injustice. 

I shall vote for the reconsideration, but if my friends from the Pacific 
coast, for whose troubles I feel most deeply, desire haste in the nego- 
tiation, I shall vote for a resolution requesting the President to notify 
China within a day named, not far distant, but decent as to time, that 
if the treaty is not ratified by China we propose to act for ourselves; 
and if she does not act I shall vote for any measure, however stringent, 
which may prevent the entrance into our country of another Chinaman. 
I will go farther than that. I know your troubles. I feel for them. 
In order to save you from the fate which impends over a large portion 
of this country, I will vote an appropriation from the Treasury to in- 
duce those who are here under our plighted faith to leave. There is 
nothing which appeals more strongly to my mind, to my heart, and to 
my judgment than a bill to relieve any portion of the American people 
from an injury arising from a foreign and an alien race. 

Mr. BLAIR. Mr. President, when I made this motion to reconsider, 
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I stated at the same time that I did it for the reason that I wished to 
offer an amendment tothe bill. I stated the substance of that amend- 
ment which, if there should be & reconsideration, I would still desire 
to offer, but modified somewhat. I will read to the Senate the amend-- 
ment, and I shall ask leave to move it, should there be the opportunity, 
I propose to amend by adding to the bill a new section, as follows: 


Sec. 5. This act shall not take effect until the Ist day of November next, unless 
the pending treaty between China and the United Stutes be rejected by China 
before that time, but shall take effect immediately upon such rejection, and 
shall be in force upon said 1st day of November, provided said treaty shall not 
before that time have been ratified by China. If on or before the Ist day of No- 


vember next said yee denne have been ratified by China, then this act shall bo 


void. The President shall at once make known the passage of this act, by the 
most expeditious method, to the Empire of China. 


Should there be the opportunity afforded by a refonsideration, I 
shall offer that amendment and ask the Senate to consider it. 

Should there be a reconsideration, for one I should feel strongly 
bound to oppose any reference of the bill to the Committee on Foreign 
Relations for consideration. It came here a week or more since. 
There was the usual opportunity for reference. Reasons existed which 
persuaded the Senate that such a reference should not be made, and 
as an exception to the ordinary rule the Senate proceeded to consider 
the bill, and has all this time considered the bill upon its merits. I 
do not suppose any one believes that a reference to the committee 
would result in throwing any new light upon the subject-matter which 
is before the Senate, Therefore, as I stated, I shall oppose any further 
action than such as may be under the control of the Senate directly, 
in the body at large. 

The reason why, having voted for the bill, I made this motion to re- 
consider I have stated briefly, and I wish to state it again, as it was sev- 
eral days since that I did so. 

It will be remembered that the bill was hurried to its final stages be- 
yond the reach of amendment, and by an agreement, such as we hold 
to be binding in honor upon every Senator, a time was fixed for taking 
the vote upon the of the bill. Before that vote was to be taken 
I stated that I should vote for the passage of the bill, but should have 
moved an amendment had there been an opportunity todoso. Istated 
then the nature of the amendment, which is substantially the same as 
this amendment, only the time mentioned was sixty days, while this is 
made the 1st of November. 

So I feel that I, having kept faith with the Senate and helped to keep 
the faith of the Senate so far as the taking of the vote upon the final 
passage of the bill is concerned, if my convictions lead me that way, I 
do what I ought to do in making the motion to reconsider. 

Mr, STEWART, I wish to suggest—— 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from New Hamp- 
shire yield? 

Mr, BLAIR. I yield for a suggestion. 

Mr. STEWART. I do not think the faith of the Senate has been 
kept, and I wish to state why I think so. I have always understood 
that an agreement to take the vote at a given time cut off discussion, 
and that votes on amendments, motions to reconsider, etc, , came within 
the agreement. The agreement covered a disposition of the whole 
question. Ifthe Senate makes an agreement to take a final vote upon 
a measure at a given hour, and it is then left open on a motion to re- 
consider, and the whole measure is open to discussion after that time, 
the agreement becomes a nullity. I think the agreement has been 
violated by any discussion or proceeding other than voting after we 
came to a vote at the time fixed in the agreement. A motion to recon- 
sider came within the agreement and was not open to debate. The 
Chair ruled otherwise. I shall want it understood, if I ever become a 
party to another such agreement, that it is to be the old-fashioned agree- 
ment which disposes of the question at the time fixed. The agreement 
in this case was good for nothing, because it did not dispose of the 
question. 

Mr. BLAIR. The suggestion of the Senator from Nevada has never 
been heard in this body beforeto my knowledge. I donot believe it was 
ever heard in any deliberative body whatever before. Certainly I never 
before heard it or heard of it. The right to make a motion to recon- 
sider inheres by virtue of the individual who makes it having voted for 
the bill. I understand, and the ruling of the Chair isin accordance 
with my understanding—— 

Mr. STEWART. The Senator misstates my position. I say that 
he had a perfect right to move to reconsider and make all the motions 
he pleased, but the subject-matter was to be disposed of at the time 
fixed. The agreement was made with a view that the subject-matter 
should be disposed of at a given time. Senators might make as many 
motions to reconsider as they pleased, but the effect of the agreement 
was to cut off debate. Otherwise it would have no effect. 

Mr. BLAIR. I do not understand the Senator to mean to be under- 
stood assaying that, in making the motion to reconsider or in discussing 
the motion under the circumstances of this case, I was committing any 
breach of faith. 

Mr. STEWART. Notatall. The Chair has ruled that it is open 
to debate, and I say that abrogates the agreement, 
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Mr. BLAIR. Iam very glad to know that is the Senator’s under- 
standing. 

Mr. HARRIS. Will the Senator from New Hampshire allow me to 
say to the Senator from Nevada that the agreement was that at a named 
hour a vote should be taken upon the passage of the bill? at that 
hour the vote was taken. The agreement was executed, it was ended, 
and afterwards any legitimate question that any Senator chose to raise 
it was perfectly legitimate for him to raise, and he had all the rights 
as though no such agreement had ever existed. 

Mr. STEWART. That is the ruling of the Chair. 

Mr. HARRIS. And that is the correct ruling of the question. 

Mr. STEWART. But I give notice now that I regard an agreement 
of that kind as worthless and as being against the spirit of such agree- 
ments. I have always"understood that the purpose of such an agree- 
ment was to dispose of the question. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from New Hamp- 
shire yield to the Senator from Nevada? 

Mr. BLAIR. Idid notlike to exclude the Senator from Nevada from 
a fair spportunity to express his idea, and if he has done so I shall be 

Jad to p 
nd Mr. STEWART. I undertake to say that it is simply a fraud and a 
deception to carry, out the agreement so far as to vote on one question 
and then keep the whole subject-matter open and not dispose of the 
question. Nobody ever understood such an agreement that way before. 
- When we make the next agreement we shall know how far it goes. 

Mr. BLAIR. It is not incumbent upon me perhaps to say anything 
about the words ‘‘ fraud’ and ‘‘deception,’’ because they do not ap- 
ply to my conduct any more than that of the entire Senate, and the 
ruling of the Chair, and the continuous practice of all parliamentary 
bodies from the time of Adam until to-day. TheSenator from Nevada 
might well be more choice in his language if he is to introduce a par- 
liamentary practice unknown in civilization, 

Mr. STEWART. Mr. President—— 

Mr. BLAIR. Ido not care to yield further. The Senator will have 
his own opportunity. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Tho Senator from New Hampshire 
declines to yield. 

Mr. BLAIR, I went through Chinatown, in San Francisco, a few 

ears ago, and the Senator from Nevada, who has spoken this afternoon 
in r. JONES |, has depicted nothing that reaches the cold, positive fact. 
My knowledge of the Chinese situation is of course comparatively 
slight, but from the moment that I saw that seething, roaring, blood- 
curdling curse, Chinatown, in San Francisco, I felt as though there had 
been planted in the vitals of American civilization the seeds of death, 
unless the upas plant could be rooted up and extirpated. 

This bill does not reach the difficulty actually existing. It leaves 
all that which I saw and what has become worse by subsequent devel- 
opment. It reaches, however, or is sup to reach, to the exclu- 
sion of whatsoever like influence there is yet beyond our shores. So 
far as that is concerned, it accomplishes an untold good, and so soon 
as the rules of international procedure and the proper observance of 
international good faith will permit it should be made operative. 
There should be no substantial delay. 

But the evil which already exists should also be removed, and I be- 
lieve that evil can be removed under existing law. The Senator from 
Nevada [Mr. JoxEs] has well stated that there is no Chinese laborer 
in this country to-day who has not been brought here in violation of 
our existing laws against the importation of contract labor. I believe 
that most of those Chinamen, at least all who have arrived here since 
the enactment of our law against their introduction, can be by force of 
Jaw removed from the land to-day, and this great continental nuisance, 
which finds its nucleus there in Chinatown, in the city of San Fran- 
cisco, can be removed under the ordinary law of the land; and it ought 
to be abated by State and by national law. 

In regard to securing the enactment of this bill into a law, I think 
the Senate might well consider that there are remaining &teps to be 
taken before itis a law. The signature of the President is indispens- 
able before our friends from the Pacific coast and the rest of the coun- 
try can find this a law upon the statute-book. We have to consider 
whether we are going to send to the President a bill which he will feel 
obliged periape by his sense of executive duty to veto, and thus all 
that we have done will pres for nothing. 

We know, or at least it is assumed as the basis of this entire debate, 
that the bill came originally to the House of Representatives perhaps 
with Executive sanction. I can not say as to that, but at all events it 
came to the other House and was passed by the House with the under- 
standing that the pending treaty had been rejected. No one believes 
that the House would have passed it, or the Senate either, until it was 
entangled in an agreement to vote at a particular hour, or that the 
Senate would have thought of passing the bill in its existing form un- 
less it had been based upon the belief that the pending treaty had been 
rejected by China. The President is in the possession of information 
which he has imparted to us that the treaty is yet being considered in 
the ordinary course of negotiation by the Emperor of China. Can we 
believe, if we send this bill deliberately to the President without modi- 
fication, that he will sign the bill at all? 


I appeal to our friends from the Pacific coast,I appeal to them in the 
interest of their own purposes, not recklessly to throw away the only 
chance they may have to obtain this legislation by forcing the Senate 
to forward to the President a bill which he inevitably, as an honorable 
Executive, will be bound to reject by his veto. The Senator from Ne- 
vada [Mr. STEWART] does not look very much pleased by that sug- 
gestion, but I appeal to the Senators who want this bill to become a 
law,and are willing to use ordinary prudential reasons in working out 
their purpose,to send it to the President in such form that he can not, 
without a serious responsibility to the major part of public opinion of 
this country, fail to give it his approval, so that it may become a 
la 


wW. 

If we consider this bill, if we amend it in the way I have suggested, 
or some similar way which the wisdom of the Senate may devise, so 
that China shall have « reasonable opportunity either to ratify the ex- 
isting treaty and give tous just what the Senate and what the Ameri- 
can Executive Government but recently said would be satisfactory on 


.the part of China, or, failing to ratify the treaty by the 1st of Novem- 


ber, then we reject it, we nullify it, and pass this bill so that it shall 
become the rule and the law of the land, and the international law be- 
tween usand the Empireof China. If we do that, we have maintained 
faith with China, for we give her a reasonable opportunity to act; we 
preserve our own honor, we save the danger of losing all this legisla- 
tion and the taking of this great step forward in the direction that all 
of us wish to go; we do a prudent thing, which the hot blood of our 
friends on the Pacific coast seems to render them incapable of doing in 
their own interest. Can we not wait until the Ist day of November? 
We are not to remove the evil existing by this legislation. ‘The anti- 
contract-labor bill which we passed in 1886, if enforced, would remove 
that evil. 

Mr. BUTLER. May I interrupt the Senator one moment to ask a 
question for information? I intended to haye asked the question of 
the Senator from Nevada; but I shall be very glad if the Senator from 
New Hampshire will give me the information. 

Mr. BLAIR. If I can, I will do so. 

Mr. BUTLER. The Senator from Nevada [Mr. Jonxs], who spoke 
a short time ago, said the Chinese brought to this country were brought 
in under contracts for labor. 1 wish to inquire of some Senator who 
made those contracts, whether the people of the Pacific coast or else- 
where? The people who are clamoring so much against this immigra- 
tion seem to be the people who are making the contracts. 

Mr.STEWART. Will the Senator from New Hampshire permit me 
to answer that question? 

Mr. BLAIR. Certainly. 

Mr. STEWART. ‘The testimony taken in 1878 upon that subject— 
and it was well understood betore the testimony was taken—developed 
the fact that nearly all the Chinese coming to this country, with hardly 
any exceptions, came. by an arrangement with the Six Chinese Com- 
panies. 

Mr. BUTLER. With whom are those arrangements made—with the 
people of the Pacific Slope? 

Mr. STEWART. The companies carry them. 

Mr. BUTLER. For whom? 

Mr. STEWART. For themselves, and then they deal them out as 
laborers. They have a percentage, they have an interest in the work 
of these laborers. They pay their expenses here and agree to take them 
back to China. 

Mr. BUTLER. May Iask the Senatoranother question? The point 
I want to get at is, who take these laborers when they come here? 

M $ STEWART. They are taken wherever a market can be found 
or them. 

Mr. BUTLER. In what part of the United States? y 

Mr. STEWART. On the Pacific coast. 

Mr. BUTLER. So that the people themselves on the Pacific coast 
encourage this immigration by making contracts with the Six Compa- 
nies. Is that the idea? s 

Mr. STEWART. They hire this labor, of course. 

Mr. BUTLER. Precisely. That ishe point I want to get at. 

Mr. STEWART. People do it. 

Mr. BUTLER. Mr. President—— 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from New Hamp- 
shire yield? 

Mr. BUTLER. I shall be through ina moment. 

I am not informed about it, but is it not a fact that the president of 
the Central Pacific Railroad Company made a contract for ten thousand 
of these Chinese recently? 

Mr. STEWART. I did not hear that. 

Mr. BUTLER. My inquiry is whether the president of the Central 
Pacific Railroad Company, the Senator from California [Mr. STANFORD], 
has not within the last few years made a contract for ten thousand of 
these people to work on his road. 

Mr. STEWART. I never heard of it. Idonot want to prolong this 
debate. I want to get a vote if the Senate will allow us to get a vote, 
for we haye been without a quorum for a week whenever we were about 
to reach a vote. Ishould like to have the vote taken. 

Mr. TELLER. If the Senator from New Hampshire will allow me 
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to ay a word I think I can relieve ihe Senator from South Carolina a 
little. 

When these Chinamen come here they do not come under contract 
to work for anybody specifically, not even for the Six Companies. In 
the first place the Six Compani advance the money. They have a 
rule by which they compel this advance money to be repaid. The 
companies pay the expenses of the Chinamen here and continue to pay 
their expenses until they find something todo. You can not go out 
and hire a Chinaman anywhere; you can not pick up a Chinaman on 
the street and say to him, ‘‘ Will you go and do a day’s work for me?” 
At least I have neyer known anybody who could do it. You have to 
go to the man who controls the Chinaman. He hires him out. If per- 
sons want to use Chinamen and have a place for them to work, they get 
some man to go and negotiate with the party who owns them. They 
do not let out themselves. 

Mr. BUTLER. I understand that, but the point I want to get at—— 

Mr. BLAIR. Perhaps it would be as well for Senators not to dis- 
cuss this matter in my time. 

Mr. BUTLER. I merely wanted to get the information. 

Mr. BLAIR. I wish to say that the anti-contract-labor law now on 
the statute-book covers the case upon any state of facts suggested here, 
whether the Six Companies import these men and let them out or 
whether the contract be a contract between the American employers 
and the Chinese laborers before they come here. In either event the 
existing law would reach the evil if it were enforced; and we have now 
on the Calendat, reported from the Committee on Education and Labor, 
an amended anti-contract-labor bill which the Senate ought soon, I 
think, to consider. The present law is somewhat inefficient for the 
want of its execution being placed in the hands of national officials, 
If that were done the existing law would undoubtedly be efficient. 

Mr. STEWART. Ishould like to ask the Senator, if the existing 
law excludes them why is this proposed law wrong? 

Mr, BLAIR. Ifthe bill which the Senator has now pending is not 
directed simply against those who are brought here in violation of the 
anti-contract-labor law, what I say is that those already here and who 
ought to be sent home have been, many of them at least, brought here 
in violation of that law, and that the execution of the existing law 
would break up the existing evil in San Francisco and elsewhere, and 
this bill does not touch that evil at all. What we have been discussing 
here only relates to the increased immigration of the Chinese laborers 
and of the men who may be coming over here,or having been once here, 
or fraudulently pretending to have been once here, try to come back 
upon an existing certificate. That is all. 

The enactment of this bill into a law will not reach the evil largely 

. under which they are laboring on the Pacific coast. It leaves it there 
in all the intensity in which it now exists, leaves these communicable 
diseases spreading everywhere already, and which will continue to 
spread and devastate their population, and finally, undoubtedly, reach 
populations further east unless there be positive and aggressive and 
additional measures taken to extirpate the evil. ‘ 

Now, Mr. President, I wish to allude to another aspect of this ques- 
tion, the Declaration of Independence, which has been talked so much 
about. We have been accustomed, all of us at the North, to consider 
that the Declaration of Independence did not imply that other and 
alien races could come here and take possession of all these States. 
Nobody ever held to any such construction of the Declaration of In- 
dependence as that, so far as I know. We have held to the equality 
of all men, men of all races, so far as civil and personal rights are con- 
cerned, life, liberty, and the pursuit of happiness, and we hold to those 
principles still; but those principles can not be made effective and avail- 
able to ourselves if we yield to others, to an alien and an adverse pop- 
ulation the possession of the facilities by which alone these rights can 
be enjoyed by ourselves, 

We have heard of the negroes and of the pitiable condition of the 
South. I do not think the South asks pity of anybody. They area 
proud, self-respecting people, and they need pity not from our people 
nor from any party whatever, either of the Northor of foreign nations; 
for, strong in their own respect and high purposes, they have 
achieved the great result of the war itself, which was an infinite credit 
to all that constitutes high courage on the part of the South, and al- 
though they failed in the matter of success, yet they have demon- 
strated that they are worthy of the highest encomiums that can be 

upon American citizenship, regardless of all geographical loca- 
tion. But the negro isa portion of the American people. By the con- 
sent of the American people, by the active interference and procure- 
ment of the American people he is a portion of the Southern popula- 
tion. By the action of the Southern people and by the action of the 
Northern people in helping to bring him here, and by the universal ac- 
quiescence of all he is now as much a native American as the white 
man, and he is a part of the industrial development of the South, and 
by this industrial development he has contributed to the North as well 
as to the development of the South and to the high status of the South. 

Mr. President, there is no comparison between these two races. 
Because we are opposed to the further immigration of the Chinese, be- 
cause we are in favor of the elimination of the Chinese from our North- 


ern populations for the present and for the future, it does not follow 
that we are involved in any inconsistency when we ask that the negro 
American citizen, born here and with an ancestry as old as our own 
on this continent, when we ask for him, not social rights, but that he 
have simply those same civil and personal rights which we demand for 
the white race. That implies no negro domination over this country. 
It does not imply in the social sense any negro equality, nor does the 
negro ask this quality of social association at all. He simply asks, 
like the white race, to be let alone upon his own homestead in the ex- 
ercise of his own personal rights, living under the same laws, vindicated 
by the same courts of justice, and receiving at the hands of the law 
and at the hands of the institutions which he has himself aided to pre- 
serve the same vindication of his life, his liberty, and his right to the 
pursuit of happiness, and his right of property—precisely the*same 
that the rest of us obtain. Weask for him nothing more, and I am 
not aware that he asks for himself anything more; and it seems to me 
that our friends ought to yield to that. Perhaps they do; but cer- 
tainly in the matter of political rights there is a failure. 

There is one thing more, Mr. President. The people of the South 
ought toconsider that the people of the North look perhaps with a special 
feeling offriendliness towards the colored race foranotherreason. Inthe 
terriblestruggle of war,with the balance hanging even, the question as 
yet undecided, and apparently not to be decided without some outside 
help, as it seemed, between the two great branches of the Anglo-Saxon 
race arrayed in deadly hostility against each other,whether the Gov- 
ernment itself could be preserved, the negro cast the weight in the bal- 
ance which settled the question of unity and the perpetuity of our in- 
stitutions. We feel some obligation to him for that; and it does not 
seem to me that our Southern friends ought to complain when we de- 
mand that he shall have the enjoyment of life, liberty, and the pursuit 
of happiness when he does not interfere with the white man. He is 
the weaker vessel. His demands have rather more than less of right, 
it seems to me, and here is this grand resuscitation of the South, this 
compliment, which is less than the truth, paid by Mr. Blaine in the ad- 
dress from which the Senator from Missouri.has read to us this after- 
noon. But are we to forget, and is the Senator from Missouri to stand 
here before the Senate and forget, as he seemed to do, that the labor of 
the colored men of the South has been, if not the chief, at least the 
equal agency in the accomplishment of this grand resuscitation of that 
fair country; and is he not to receive some credit for that? 

I might well go one step further and inquire if the Senator from 
Missouri will receive the approbation of his companions in this Cham- 
ber or of the Southern people if he will have us to understand that, 
following out the analogy he entered upon, because he would remove 
the Chinaman, because he would expel the Chinaman from our borders, 
would he do that to the Southern negro? No, Mr. President. The 
truth is just this, the eight or ten millions of the Southern colored 
population are an integral part of the great unit of the American popu- 
lation. They do their full share in the way of industrial contribution 
to the greatness of the whole, and the American people as a whole, 
the South as well as the North, would resent and would by every law- 
ful measure prevent anything like the forcible extradition of the South- 
ern colored man from our shores, Everybody knows that. 

But we attack the Chinese upon a different ground altogether, and I 
say that if we could prudently and with this specific piece of legisla- 
tion, by the reconsideration of the vote by which the bill was passed, 
and then by the adoption of some amendment which will carry it into 
force very soon unless the treaty itself be ratified, we shall secure the 
great end at which we are all aiming. 

Mr. BUTLER. Mr. President, I did not get an answer quite satis- 
factory to the question which I put to the Senator from New Hamp- 
shire, for the reason, perhaps, that he was not himself informed on the 
subject; but I find in the testimony taken several years ago by an in- 
vestigating committee of the two Houses of Congress the following tes- 
timony of a Mr. Pixley, whom I do not know—perhaps some of the 
gentlemen from that part of the world can tell us who Mr. Pixley is. 
The third interrogatory put to him was: 


Do they come here voluntarily, and by what means do they get here? 


This was his answer: 


Very many of them undoubtedly come upon their own means. It requires 
but the little sum of $40. Chinese labor commands in China from $3 to $10 per 
month. Those who have not the means to come by themselves; after the first 
came and made money they returned money toaid their friends and relatives, as 
all our European immi ts in the early times used to do. There are undoubt- 
edly many instances where the Chinese Six Companies, or wealthy members of 
them, send to bring them here, and order that they may go upon their roll and 
become laborers, out of which they make money as middlemen or agents. The 
Central Pacific Railroad demanded 10,000 of these laborers, and thisdemand was 
greater than the market afforded. Through the Six Companies they sent their 
money to China, and brought them here, and that is the way in which they come. 


I am quite willing to do anything that I can constitutionally and 
lawfully do to prevent the evil of which our friends from the Pacific 
coast ask to be relieved; but, according to the testimony taken before 
that committee, the people of the Pacific coast themselves are responsi- 
ble for the evil, and are continuing to be responsible by inviting these 
very Mongolians, whom they now denounce with so much bitterness, 
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to come into our country, and giving them employment. They must 
come on some steam-ships that ply between this country and China. 
They certainly could not exist in this country unless they were em- 
ployed, and they could not get employment unless they got it through 
the people on the Pacific coast. 

Mr. STEWART. Will the Senator allow me? 

Mr. BUTLER. Certainly, because I want information. 

Mr. STEWART, Did the Senator vote for the act to prohibit con- 
tract laborers being brought to this country ? 

Mr. BUTLER. Did I approve it? 

Mr. STEWART. Did you approve it? 

Mr. BUTLER. IthinkitverylikelyI did. NodoubtI voted for it. 

Mr. STEWART, -Did the Senator regard it as a reason why that 
act should not pass that people in this country employed such persons? 

Mr. BUTLER. Not at all. I am simply replying now to the de- 
mand for such hasty action on the part of the Senate that we shall in 
violation—as has stated on this floor—of the solemn obligations 
of treaties, that we shall without regard to those obligations, as the 
Senator from Nevada said awhile ago, railroad this bill through this 
body. s ; 

Mr. President, I repeat that I am willing to do anything I possibly 
can to relieve the situation on the Pacific coast; but before coming to 
the Senate and demanding at our hands, as they do, that we shall pass 
this legislation, it does seem to me that they themselves ought totake 
some steps among themselves to prevent the very evil of which they 
complain; and yet they seem to have taken no action in that direction. 
Here is a large corporation in California, the Central Pacific Railroad 
Company, bringing in 10,000 Chinese laborers at one time and sending 
the money to China to bring them here, in pursuance of treaty stipu- 
lations; inviting them, begging them, asking them, buying them, brib- 
` ing them to come; and now we are told that in the face of our obliga- 
tions with a friendly power, in the face of the action of the American 
people inviting them here under the Burlingame treaty and subse- 
quent treaties, we shall, without regard to the honor of the Govern- 
ment, the honor of the American people, shut the door upon them in 
the face, as I say, of these stipulations. “I think it behooves us asa 

rt of the treaty-making power of this Government to proceed at 

east with seemly caution and deliberation before doing that; and I can 
see no perne injury, no wrong, no harm to the people of the Pacific 
coast if we take that deliberation and caution which a great govern- 
ment ought always to take in dealing with another government, and 
gentlemen from the Pacifc coast should not be clamoring, clamoring, 
clamoring that Congress shall do something to exclude the Chinese, 
when they themselves are inviting them and encouraging them by giv- 
ing them employment. 
he Chinaman is not going to stay in San Francisco unless somebody 
employs him. He is not going to mei or Washington, or Nevada 
unless he can get employment there, If there is that intense feeling 
of hostility to the Mongolian and that great fear of his driving out the 
Caucasian race from the Pacific coast which the Senator from Nevada 
would have us believe, it seems to me that the commonest dictates of 
self-preservation and of self-protection would enjoin upon those people 
the necessity of themselves putting a stop to the evil which they com- 
plain of before they come and ask Congress to do it. 

Mr. MORGAN. Mr. President, in voting for the reconsideration of 
this bill, as I shall do, my sole purpose is to get some amendments upon 
the bill which I think will improve it very much and relieve us from 
the difficulties of the situation that are now apparent, I approve the 
substance, and I think the phraseology also, of the amendment pro- 
posed by the Senator from New Hampshire [Mr. BLAIR], which would 
postpone the effect and operation of this proposed statute until, I be- 
lieve, the Ist of November unless the treaty with China, which is now 
being negotiated, shall be meanwhile ratified. 

I am opposed to sending this bill to the Committee on Foreign Rela- 
tions. I think that would be an unnecessary delay; that the Senate 
having the bill now in its care should prescribe the time when this 
matter shall become a final legislative act or shall cease tobe such. The 
object of referring it tothe committee, if there should besuch a motion 
made, could only, it seems to me, be to delay action, because the Sen- 
ate understands this question just as well as the Committee on Foreign 
Relations will understand it, and has all the information necessary to 
enlightened action upon tlre bill. 

I think that this bill needs amendment in two important particulars 
besides the one suggested by the Senator from New Hampshire. The 
first relates to the $276,000, which in the fifth article of this treaty we 
are now negotiating we agree to pay to China, not because we are in- 
debted to China or the Chinese for that amount of money, but because 
it is a benevolence that accords with our sentiments towards those peo- 
ponia results from the fact that we have not been able to protect their 

ives and property in the Territories of the United States owing to the 
very great distance that those Territories are from the control of ghe 
executive department of the Government. It is impossible for us to 
keep police and soldiery in the different places in the Territories of the 
United States where Chinese are congregated, for the purpose of pre- 
serving the peace. 


We sed that this race question arises between the laboring men and 
the Chinamen in different localities in the United States and is totally 
irrepressible. That is one of the reasons why I am in favor of getting 
back just as soon as we can to the legislative control of this entire ques- 
tion. I do not believe now that we shall ever be able to control it by 
any agreement with China. Having proposed that compensation to 
China under the circumstances and conditions mentioned in that fifth 
article, which denies any liability of the United States, and the Senate 
in its ratification of the treaty having also approved of that fifth article, 
having made no amendment to it, but sent it to China, it would be the 
proper thing for the Congress of the United States, in the passage of this 
measure, to put that feature in as a clause of the bill, so that China 
might not understand that Congress had any mercenary object in view 
to save $276,000 or any view to revoke that feeling of benevolence in 
which that appropriation originated and through which it was carried 
into the treaty. 

I propose, if there should be a reconsideration, to submit to the Sen- 
ate an amendment which I have prepared, the substance of a bill that 
is before the Committee on Foreign Relations now, that I offered the 
other day, covering this branch of the case, and I also shall propose 
another amendment by adding a section, which will read as follows} 

Src. — That section 12 of said act, approved July 5, 1834, to which this act is 
supplemental, be further amended, so that Chinese who are required by said 
act to be sent out of the United States, in accordance with the provisions thereof, 
may be sent either to the country from whence they came or to China. 

Perhaps I had better read the twelfth section of the act of 1882 so 
as to get it clearly before the Senate: re 

That no Chinese person shall be permitted to enter the United States by land 
without producing to the proper officer of customs the certificate in this act re- 
quired of Chinese persons seeking to land from a vessel. And any Chinese 
person found unlawfully within the United States shall be caused to be removed 
therefrom to the country from whence he ennio, direction of the President 
of the United States, and at the cost of the Uni States, after being brought 
before some justice, ipago, or commissioner of a court of the United States and 
found to be one not lawfully entitled to be or remain in the United States, 

In 1884 we amended that section 12 along with other sections of that 
law, and I will read the section as it was amended in 1884 to show how 
the legislation progressed, how it grew, and has not yet attained that 
growth which is necessary to cover the evil we are trying to prevent: 

Section 12 of said act is hereby amended so as to read as follows: 

“Sec, 12. That no Chinese person shall be permitted to enter the United States 
by land without producing to the pro officer of customs the certificate in this 
act required of Chinese persons seeking to land froma vessel. And any Chi- 


nese person found unlawfully within the United States shall be caused to be re- 
moved therefrom to the country from whence he came— 


The same language— 


and at the cost of the United States, after being brought before some justice, 
judge, or commissioner of a court of the United States and found to be one not 
awfully entitled to be or to remain in, the United States; and in all such tases 
the person who brought or aided in brin; 


ng such person to the United States 
shall be liable to the Government of the 


nited States for all necessary expenses 
incurred in such investigation and removal; and all officers of the several 
States and Territories of the United States are hereby invested with the same 
authority as a marshal or Uni States marshal in refereuce to carrying out 
the provisions of this act or the act of which this is amendatory, as a marshal 
or deputy marshal of the United States, and shall be entitled to like compensa- 


tion to be audited and paid by the same officers, And the United States shall 


pay all costs and charges for the maintenance and return of any Chinese per- 
son having the certificate prescribed by law as entitling such Chinese person to 
come into the United States who may not have been permitted to Jand from 
any vessel by reason of any of the provisions of this act,” 

The practice under that section 12 as amended has been this, as I 
am informed: The Chinese come into the British possessions on the 
steam-ships that run regularly now to the coast of China; but the Brit- 
ish possessions, in their local legislation, I believe—I think it is not 
an act of the Dominion Parliament—have provided that every China- 
man who comes there shall pay $50 as head-money on being landed. 
The object was to tax them so that they would not come there, I sup- 

The Chinaman, however, having his real destination in the 
nited States, comes in at Vancouver or Victoria or wherever it is, 
enters the British possessions, and comes immediately into Washing- 
ton Territory, or Oregon, or California, or Arizona, or Nevada, all down 
the coast. ‘They distribute themselves throughout that entire country, 
When we take them up under this law for having violated the immi- 
gration statutes and carry them before a judge or a justice of the peace 
under the different system of statutes which we have regulating immi- 
gration, they are put in the penitentiary and kept there for a term of 
perhaps six months or a year; I forget the precise provision upon that 
subject, but I believe it does not exceed a year. 

Mr. STEWART. Will the Senator allow me to makea suggestion ? 

Mr. MORGAN. Yes. 

Mr. STEWART. We are all aware that it is necessary to have some 
further legislation in the way of a law to exclude them. There have 
been several bills introduced for that purpose. Mr. FELTON, a member 
of the other House from California, introduced a bill during this session 
for registration. That would be n in order to distinguish 
which are which. A bill of that kind will have to be considered by a 
committee. It will be complicated in details and will require consid- 
erable machinery to prevent their coming in from Canada on the north 
and from Mexico on the south. In that bill we can also make the ap- 
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propriation that the Senator speaks of. These things can be done, but 
to do them properly will require some consideration. Is to the 
Senator to let this bill pass, and make the declaration that no more 
Chinamen shall come, and we will then take up the legislation, which 
will have to be considered very carefully, and it is very doubtful 
whether we can complete it at this session. 

Mr. MORGAN. 1 will complete the statement I was making about 
this immigration before I reply to the suggestion of the Senator from 
Nevada. 

These people come in here and are putin the penitentiary under our 
laws for a year or less for violating our immigration laws. They stay 
there until they get through with their little term of service, are well 
fed and all that, and we turn them out, and then what are we to do 
with them? The statute says they shall be returned to the country 
from whence they came. That is construed, I think, rather narrowly 
myself, but it is construed by the judicial and other officers of the 
country out there as meaning the British possessions when they come 
through the British possessions, so that when we go back with the 
Chinaman, our Chinese ex-convict, we go back to the British line with 
him, and they charge us $50 head-money for getting him in again. 
We can not afford. to pay it. We have tried to send a good many of 
the Chinese back into that country; but it would not do. 

This all results because we omitted from the twelfth section of the 
act of 1882 and the act of 1884 the words ‘‘or to China.” Just put 
those words in the statute, and then when the convict has served his 
term, if you choose to punish him, or before that time if you do not 
choose to resort to the penal laws of the United States for his punish- 
ment, we can send him back to China—keep up the current, put him 
right on board ship, and send him out of thecountry. That would be 
a very great relief; and it has occurred to me in trying to formulate 
bills that were in some sense consistent with our treaty relations and 
also with our necessities, that perhaps we could do several things that 
mixht obviate the coming of Chinese through the British possessions. 
I suggested in committee—the printed report of what occurred there 
is before me—that we should provide that no Chinaman, it made no 
difference what country he came from, should be landed in the United 
States except at one of the open portsof our country. That would cut 
off his egress from Mexico into this country and also from the British 

ions. We have a perfect right to provide that no Chinese la- 

rer who comes here, whether he has a certificate of having gone back 

to China and being entitled to return in consequence of any provision 

of law or treaty, shall come with that certificate unless he comes to an 

open port of the United States. I have no doubt about our power to 

provide that, even under the existing treaty, giving it all of its force and 
efficacy. 

But I go further back than that on that question. I hold that China 
has'‘solemnly declared that she does not want her laborers to come to 
the United States, and that therefore there is no objection at all now 
to our assuming the function of legislation that we ought to have as- 
sumed the first moment we could. There can not be any objection to. 
it. China consents to it. She does not-say that she wants the intro- 
duction of these people, these coolies, or whatever you please to call 
them, to be regulated by treaty, but she wants to prevent their com- 
ing, and really I think we are attaching a great deal too much weight 
and importance to the idea of our honor being involved in the matter 
of breaking a treaty with China when she herself has declared that 
she does not want the very thing to take place which we are trying to 
prevent by our legislation. 

China is aware, painfully aware, as she expresses herself, that the 
Burlingame treaty of 1868 and the treaty of 1880 and all the statutes 
we have enacted upon that subject are really incapable of protecting 
the Chinese subjects in the United States against mob violence. I re- 
member when I was in the city of Los Angeles some few years ago, it 
had been but a few days before that time when twenty-one Chinamen 
were strung up by halters and hanged, no offense having been commit- 
ted except that they were Chinamen and in the way; they were a nui- 
sance in that country and the people of Los Angeles made up their 
minds to get rid of them. There they were strung up on halters and 
hanged. So we know this turbulence has existed in Washington Ter- 
ritory, in Wyoming, and I believein Idaho. I doubtif thereis a single 
State or Territory in the West which has not been troubled with the 
presence of these mobs inflicting violence upon the Chinese. It all ar- 
gues merely an aversion to that race in consequence of the exhibition 
of their vices amongst our own people and the contaminating influence 
of their presence amongst the youth and all classes of the people of the 
country. These little mobs rise, but they can not exterminate them, 
and we can not preventit. All we can do is to keep them ont of this 
country. The Chinese Government understands this just as we do pre- 
cisely, and has so solemnly declared, and therefore I do not see any 
reason why we should not proceed to legislate. 

The modification of this bill as proposed by the Senator from New 
Hampshire will probably give it a little more of what we call ta- 
bility in the eyes of the world by ing this legislation to see 
whether or not the treaty is to be ratified, and whether or not the bill 
that we have passed at the present session of Congress through both 


Houses and now in the hands of the President to execute that treaty 
shall become an operative law. Perhaps it would look better, but 
that is all there is in it. It is a mere question of appearances, for we 
have arrived, as the Senator from Missouri stated, at that point in 
American conviction where these people will be excluded from this 
country, and it is a duty of humanity to exclude them so that they 
shall not become a means of inflaming the prejudices and passions of 
mobs for their destruction. It is a very important and a very grave 
topic, and the gravity of the situation is recognized as perfectly by the 
Chinese Empire as it is in the United States, and there will be no nec- 
essary occasion for any delay, it occurs to me, in perfecting our legis- 
ative system upon that subject. 

Mr. SAULSBURY. Iwas not here last week when this bill was 
voted on and had not the opportunity of listening to the arguments 
advanced in favor of and against its passage. I find, however, that 
the bill is now before the Senate, under a motion to reconsider. For 
that motion I shall vote. 

Iam fully aware of the incubus of these people upon the Pacific 
coast. Ihave been there and seen, both in Portland, Oregon, and in 
San Francisco, Cal., the condition of affairs, and I know that it is a 
great burden to the people of the Pacific coast to have these persons 
among them. But they came here under treaty stipulations, and they 
have a right to be here, therefore, while the obligations of the treaty 
are recognized to be binding on this country. 

I shall not discuss the question as to whether, if we saw proper to 
abrogate all treaties*with China, we might not have the power to re- 
turn those-people to their country. But I find in this bill a provision 
which excludes Chinese who came here under treaty stipulations and 
who have departed from this country in accordance with the require- 
ments of our laws, taking with them a certificate of identification. 
That is the pledged faith of the Government, that those people may - 
return upon the production of that certificate, Ithink the pledged faith 
of this Government ought not to be violated. 

Mr. MORGAN. Let me call the attention of the Senator to the fact 
that the treaty which was sent to the Senate by the President had pre- 
cisely that same effect, because that treaty required a new certificate 
of identification, different from the one that a Chinaman carried out 
with him, before he could be permitted to return. The Senate, how- 
ever, not being satisfied with the language employed in the negotiation 
for the purpose of reaching that result, amended it, so that under the 
amended treaty that we have sent to China there is no doubt that per- 
sons who are absent from the United States now with all those certi- 
ficates are prohibited from returning. 

If the Senator will indulge me one moment I will add one further 
remark. It may be asked how did that happen, in virtue of what 
treaty was it that these two Governments took away from an individual 
man a certificate that had been given to him by the United States and 
rendered it null and void? It is based upon the fact that the Chinese 
Government is an absolute despotism and that it has never consented 
nor have we consented to the fnll expatriation of a Chinaman if he 
comes into this country. He remains a Chinese subject in the United 
States, and the jurisdiction of the Chinese Government has been re- 
tained—absolutely and expressly retained—to change the condition ot 
their subjects in respect of their rights of emigration. Sothat Govern- 
ment did consent in the treaty that was sent here to a regulation which 
the Chinaman was absolutely prohibited from returning to the United 
States although he had our certificate. That is the actual situation, 
and we are not legislating one hair’s breadth beyond the doctrine and 
points that were made expressly both in the negotiation that China 
authorized her minister to make here and that which remains as we 
have amended it and sent it back after a vote of the Senate. 

Mr. SAULSBURY. I am fully aware that the treaty as agreed to 
by China contained the provision referred to by the Senator from Ala- 
bama. I voted for that treaty, but I stated at that time, not in the 
Senate, but in another place, as to that provision that destroyed the 
effect of our certificate, that were it not for the consent of the Govern- 
ment of China, I could not agree to it. But recognizing that these peo- 
ple are subjects of China, that they acknowledge their allegiance to 
China, that all their rights, therefore, are dependent upon arrangements 
made by their Government, even though they may have the certificates 
of the United States, I consented to vote for the treaty containing the 
provisions referred to by the Senator from Alabama. 

But this is a law of Congress, nota treaty. Noconsent ofthe Chinese 
Government is necessary for us to enact a provision of this kind. Itis 
a provision with which the Chinese Government have nothing to do. 
If is an agreement with the individual subjects of China—the pledged 
faith of the Government to these subjects, when they come here under 
treaty stipulations to return to their own country, that if they took 
with them a certificate of identification, that should entitle them to 
areturn to this country at any time they saw proper or within a cer- 

in limited time. Now, I say that the provisions of this bill violate 

t pledged faith of this Government, and while I recognize the great 
evil of the Chinese population on the Pacific coast, while I recognize 
the desirability of getting clear of them and am willing to go as far as 
any Democrat can go as to the rights of these people, I whether, 
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in the American Senate, a body charged, not only with preserving the 
healthfal condition of our population, but charged with maintaining 
the honor and good faith of this Government, we are at liberty to ignore 
the plighted faith of this country even to the vilest man that ever trod 
the earth. 

Sir, we had better move slowly, I think, rather than bring a stain 
and reproach upon the honor of this Government. I admit the great 
evil with which we are dealing. Iexpress my anxiety tosee these Chi- 
nese people not only prohibited from coming to this country, but if we 
can do it consistently with the obligations that we are under to the Chi- 
nese people that are here, I would be willing to see legislation that would 
remove from this country those thatare here. But, sir, in this bill there 
is a plain declaration that the faith of this Government pledged to these 
people shall be violated. Hence I want to see the bill reconsidered for 
the purpose of giving the Senate time, and I shall vote for its reference 
to the committee for the purpose of giving time to the Senate to delib- 
erate calmly and dispassionately whether they will adopt a bill which 
no man can say does not violate the pledged faith of this Government 
to those people that have gone out with the certificate of the Govern- 
ment. Let us be cautious in deliberating. There may be a present 
necessity that would justify even that extreme measure, but we ought 
to be satisfied that such necessity exists before we adopt it. I shall 
therefore vote for the motion to reconsider and I shall vote to refer this 
bill to the Committee on Foreign Relations that the matter may be 
properly considered. > 

I am willing to go as far as any Senator can, so far as I can do it con- 
sistently with my ideas of my duty to my Government as well as to 
those men who have gone away with the certificates of the Govern- 
ment, but I would not willingly aid in tarnishing the fnir fame and 
faith of this Government pledged to these men. 

Mr. TELLER. I move to lay the motion of the Senator from New 
Hampshire on the table, 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Colorado moves 
to lay on the table the motion of the Senator from New Hampshire to 
reconsider the vote by which the bill was passed. 

Mr. SHERMAN, I wish to facilitate the business of the Senate, and 
I therefore ask unanimous consent, as I am satisfied there is not a quo- 
rum present, that the question may be taken to-morrow at 2 o’clock. 
I hope the Senator from Colorado will withdraw his motion and let the 
vote be taken directly on the motion to reconsider. That will proba- 
bly avoid a double vote. 

Mr. STEWART. I will agree to that if it can be understood that if 
the vote be reconsidered, and any amendments are offered, there shall 
be no discussion. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Oh, the Senator can not go beyond the motion in 
hand. I have known dozens of cases in which that has been tried with- 
out result. The Senator can not expect to tie our hands behind our 
backs even in the case of a proposed amendment. I do not wish to say 
a word regarding the merits of the proposition, but let us have an un- 
derstanding that we take the vote at 2 o’clock to-morrow. 

Mr. STEWART. Let us test the question. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. The Senator from Ohio asks unani- 
mous consent that the vote on the motion of the Senator from Colorado 


may be taken to-morrow at 2 o'clock. Is there objection ? 
Mr. STEWART. I object. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Objection is made. 


Mr. STEWART. Let us wait till the vote is taken. 

Mr. SHERMAN. If there is not a quorum, the unanimous agree- 
ment which the Senator wishes to have made can not be made. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Nevada objects. 
The question is on the motion of the Senator from Colorado. 

Mr. BLAIR. It having been stated in the hearing of the Senator 
from Colorado—— 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Debate is not in order. 

-Mr. HARRIS. I ask the Senator from Colorado to withdraw his 
motion fora moment. I want to make a statement that will not take 
three minutes, perhaps not one. 

Mr. TELLER. I have done that when any Senator wanted to say 
anything, and I will of course do it for the Senator from Tennessee. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The motion to lay on the table is 
withdrawn. 

Mr. HARRIS. Shortly before the vote was taken on the passage of 
this bill there was a motion to commit it to the Committee on Foreign 
Relations. I voted for that motion. ~The motion failed. The question 
then was on the passage of the bill, and the bill was passed. After its 
passage the Senatorfrom New Hampshire entered a motion to reconsider 
the vote by which it was passed inorder that he might move an amend- 
ment that he had read at the Secretary’s desk. I was not inclined to 
reconsider the vote for the purpose of considering that amendment, 
and more than once I voted against reconsidering, or for laying the 
motion to reconsider on the table, which is substantially thesame thing. 
Since that time there has been considerable debate upon the general 
question. Being now, asI was before the passage of the bill, decidedly 
of opinion that this bill ought to have gone to and been considered by 
the Committee on Foreign Relati: Ishall now vote to reconsider, 


ons, 
not for the purpose of considering the amendment of the Senator from 


New Hampshire particularly, but for the purpose of moving (if some 
other Senator does not move) to commit this bill to the Committee on 
F®reign Relations, in order that it may be considered there and that 
the amendment of the Senator from New Hampshire, or any other 
amendment that that committee may deem wise, may be reported to 
the Senate after such consideration. That was all I desired to say. 

Mr. TELLER. I now renew my motion. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from Nevada in- 
sist on his objection to the consent asked for by theSenatar from Ohio? 

Mr. STEWART. I suggest that we had better take the vote at an 
earlier hour, because we dwindle out here and are without a quorum. 
I think we had better have it immediately after the morning business, 

Mr. HARRIS. The morning business has been cut off ior two or 
three days, and it may take two hours to-morrow to get through the 
morning business. 

Mr. STEWART. But at 2 o'clock Senators leave the Chamber. 

Mr. HARRIS. Oh, no; they allstay until 2 o’clock at any rate, and 
if the vote is to be taken at that time they will all stay, to have it 
taken. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Suppose the Senator goes onestep further. Sup- 
pose the motion to reconsider prevails and the Senator should offer an 
amendment? There are two amendments that are now proposed. In 
that case, while I am perfectly willing to adopt the five-minute rule, 
Ithink that to cut off a moderate debate upon those amendments would 
be wrong. For instance, the amendment of the Senator from New 
Hampshire is before me, and I would suggest an amendment probably 
to that, which he would agree to. I do not think it right to cut off all 
debate. Iam willing to have the vote taken on the motion to recon- 
sider at 20’clock to-morrow; but as a matter of course there may be 
amendments which may be modified in the interest of the bill, and 
we ought not to cut off our right or power to amend the bill or to amend 
an amendment. 

Mr. STEWART. Can we have the five-minute rule then? 

Mr. SHERMAN. Iam perfectly willing to have a two-minute rule, 

Mr. STEWART. §o that there may be explanations made, if neces- 


sary. ma 

Mr. SHERMAN. Yes; if we agree to the motion to reconsider. Of 
course if that motion fails the bill is passed. 

Mr. TELLER. I think all we want is to agree to take this yote at 
2 o’clock to-morrow. 

Mr. SHERMAN. That is all. 

Mr. TELLER. Then if the bill shall be (as I trust it will not be) 
reconsidered, I do not think we ought to have a limit on debate. I 
should like to be at liberty, if necessary, to take an hour to speak if I 
thought that an amendment offered was a very objectignable one. I 
am anxious to have the bill passed. If we can prevent the amend- 
ments, all right; if not, they will have to go on, i 

Mr. BUTLER. May I inquire of the Chair what is the matter be- 
fore the Senate? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Itis the request of the Senator from 
Ohio that unanimous consent be given for the taking of the vote on 
the motion to lay the motion to reconsider on the table at 2 o’clock to- 
morrow. 

Mr. STEWART. To take it on the motion to reconsider. 

Mr. HARRIS. Let it include the motion to reconsider if it is not 
laid on the table. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The pending question is on the mo- 
tion to lay on the table. 

Mr. TELLER. In order that there may be no trounle I will with- 
draw that and let the vote be taken on the motion to reconsider, which * 
is about the same thing. 

Mr. BUTLER. That, I think, is much preferable—to vote directly 
on the motion to reconsider. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair understands the Senator 
from Colorado to withdraw the motion to lay on the table. 

The Senator from Ohio asks unanimous consent that the question 
may be taken on the motion to reconsider the vote by which the bill 
yee to-morrow at 2 o’clock without debate. Is there objection ? 

A pause.] The Chair hears none, and it is so ordered. 

Mr. BLAIR. At the suggestion of a Senator, I ask permission of 
the Senate to have printed the amendment proposed by me to this 
Chinese exclusion bill. 

The PRESIDENT pro lempore. It will be so ordered, if there be no 
objection. , 

BILL INTRODUCED, 

Mr. PAYNE introduced a joint resolution (S. R. 109) declaring the 
meaning of a clause in the river and harbor bill of August 11, 1888; 
which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on 
Commerce. 

MOUSE BILL REFERRED. 


The bill (H. R. 9271) for the relief of James A. Stewart was read 
twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Claims. 


EXECUTIVE SESSION, 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The regular order is the bill (S. 12) 
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to provide for the formation and admission into the Union of the State 
of Washington, and for other purposes. 

Mr. VEST. I move that the Senate adjourn. 

Mr. HARRIS. I ask the Senator from Missouri to withdraw that 
motion for a moment in order that I may move for a short executive 
session. 

Mr. VEST. Certainly. I withdraw my motion for that purpose. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. The motion to adjourn is withdrawn. 
The Senator from Tennessee moves that the Senate proceed to the con- 
sideration of executive business. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate proceeded to the consid- 
eration of executive business, After six minutes spent in executive 
session the doors were reopened, and (at 4 o’clock and 45 minutes p. 
m.) the Senateadjourned until to-morrow, Friday, September 14, 1883, 
at12 o'clock m. 


NOMINATIONS. s 
Executive nominations received by the Senate September 13, 1888. 
UNITED STATES MINISTER. 

Lambert Tree, of Illinois, now envoy extraordinary and minister 
plenipotentiary to Belgium, to be envoy extraordinary and minister 
plenipotentiary of the United States to Russia, vice George V. N. Lo- 
throp, resigned. 

SECRETARIES OF UNITED STATES LEGATIONS. 

Howard Martin, of New York, to be secretary of the legation of the 
United States to China, vice William W. Rockhill, resigned. 

Charles K. Holliday, of Kansas, to be secretary of the legation of 
the United States to Venezuela. 

Henry L. Vilas, of New York, to be secretary of the legation of the 
United States to the Argentine Republic. 

Henry R. Whitehouse, of New York, to be secretary of the legation 
of the United States to Mexico, vice Thomas B. Connery, resigned. 

UNITED STATES CONSUL. 


Edwin R. Connell, a citizen of the United States, to be consul of the 
United States at Batavia, vice Oscar Hatfield, resigned. 


MEMBER OF THE MISSISSIPPI RIVER COMMISSION. 

Professor George Davidson, of California, an assistant in the United 
States Coast and Geodetic Survey, to be a member of the Mississippi 
River Commission to represent the United States Coast and Geodetic 
Survey on said commission, in accordance with the provisions of sec- 
tion 2 of the act of Congress approved June 28, 1879, vice Henry Mitch- 
ell, resigned. : 

JUDGE-ADVOCATE-GENERAL’S DEPARTMENT. 

Maj. Herbert P. Curtis, judge-advocate, to be deputy judge-advo- 
cate-general with the rank of lieutenant-colonel, September 10, 1888, 
vice Burnham, retired from active service. 

POSTMASTERS. 

Perry M. Trumbower, to be postmaster at Muncy, in the county of 
Lycoming and State of Pennsylvania, in the place of James H. Fulmer, 
resigned. ; 
Everington D. Kelly, to be postmaster at Oregon City, in the county 
of Clackamas and State of m, in the place of John M. Bacon, re- 
moved; Hercules L. Kelley, who was nominated to the Senate on the 
10th of August last, having declined the appointment. 

Lawrence Smith, to be postmaster at Gadsden, in the county of Eto- 
wah and State of Alabama, in the place of Daniel Liddell, resigned. 

John P. Gasper, to be postmaster at Kingsley, in the county of Ply- 
mouth and State of Iowa, in the place of Frank A. Winchell, resigned. 

Benjamin S. Chase, to be postmaster at Natchez, in the county of 
Adams and State of Mississippi, in the place of Richard Holmes, re- 
mored. 

ASSOCIATE JUSTICE. 

Louis W. Crofoot, of Dakota Territory, to be associate justice of the 
supreme court of the Territory of Dakota for the seventh judicial dis- 
trict, as provided by the act approved August 9, 1888. 

UNITED STATES MARSHAL, 

John Fitzpatrick, of Louisiana, to be marshal of the United States 

for the eastern district of Louisiana, vice R. B. Pleasants, deceased. 


WITHDRAWAL. 
The nomination which was delivered to the Senate on the 10th of 
August, 1888, of Hercules L. Kelley, to be postmaster at Oregon City, 
in the State of Oregon, is withdrawn. 


CONFIRMATION, 
Executive nomination confirmed by the Senate September 13, 1888. 
JUSTICE OF THE PEACE. : 


William W. Moffett, of the District of Columbia, to be a justice of 
the peace within and for said District, to be assigned to the city of 
Washington. 
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HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
THURSDAY, September 13, 1888. 
e House met at 12 o'clock m. Prayer by Rev. J. H. CUTHBERT, 


"The Journal of the proceedings of yesterday was read and approved. 
CORRECTION. 


Mr. GROSVENOR. Mr. Speaker, when the Senate bill No. 2851, re- 
lating to internal commerce, was pending in the House yesterday an 
order was made permitting members who desjred to propose amend- 
ments to forward them to the Clerk’s desk in order that they might be 
printed in the RECORD. I had already secured recognition from the 
Chair and had prepared amendments, which, immediately from the 
order being made, I filed with the Clerk before any one else. I filed 
three amendments and called the attention of the Clerk to them, and 
received from him the assurance that mine had been received in advance 
of any other amendments. I find this morning that, instead of their 
appearing first in the RECORD, they are last. I can imagine that the 
gentleman from Kansas [Mr. ANDERSON] may have had consent of 
the Chairman to the offering of his amendment in advance, but as 
against any other amendment than his mine certainly had priority. 

The SPEAKER. The amendments were numbered by the Clerk 
and passed by him to one of the Official Reporters for publication in the 
RECORD. It may be that the numerical order was not observed in 
printing them. ‘The correction will be made. 


LEAVE OF ABSENCE, > 


By unanimous consent, leave of absence was granted as follows: 
To Mr. O NEILL, of Pennsylvania, for three days. 

To Mr. Dunn, indefinitely, on account of sickness. 

To Mr. Gust, for ten days, on account of business. 


JAMES A. STEWART. 


Mr. BUTTERWORTH. Iask unanimous consent that the Commit- 
tee.of the Whole House on the Private Calendar be discharged from 
the further consideration of House bill 9271, and that it be put upon 
its passage. The bill has been reported from the Committee on War 
Claims. 

The SPEAKER. ‘The bill will be read, after which the Chair will 
ask for objections. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to pay James A. Stewart, of Cincinnati, Ohio, out of any 
money in the Treasury not otherwise appropriated, $5,000, said sum to be in full 
paroent and discharge of the amount due the said James A. Stewart for serv- 


ces rendered as pilot of Government transports and gunboat from October 6, 
1863, to April 20, A. D. 1865. 


Mr. HOLMAN. Let the report be read. 
The report (by Mr. PENINGTON) was read, as follows: 


The Committee on War Claims, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 9271) for 
the relief of James A. Stewart, report as follows: 

The claim is for services rendered as s pilot on Government transports from 
October 6, 1863, to April 30,1865. Claim stated at $5,000. 

The proofs obtained from the War Department show that James A. Stewart, 
late private Company L, Fourth Regiment Ohio Cavalry, was enrolled August 
27, 1862, to serve three years, reported present for duty to Ape 30, 1863 ; m 
May 1,1863, to October 30, 1863, absent, detached on escort duty. He was de- 
tailed as pilot on the Tennessee River ere Field Order No. 266, ma, 0 
3, Department of the Cumberland, October 6, 1863. ‘The records of the War De- 
partment show that he remained on duty as pilot to April 30, 1365. 

falar tances asia Department paid pilots on the Tennessee River $250 per 
month. 

Your committee append to this report a copy of a letter from General W, S. 
Rosecrans, dated May 1, 1888: 

“TREASURY DEPARTMENT, REGISTER’s OFFICE, May 1, 1883. 

“Dear Str; James A. Stewart tells me he has a claim before your committee 
Kay services as pilot on the Tennessee River, in the Government service during 

he war, 

“When it was necessary to have such services it was found that Mr. Stewart, 
of the Fourth Ohio Volunteer Cavalry,was qualified. He was therefore detailed 
as “res and his services were in such demand from that time that he was kept 
atit for nearly two years, Being a soldier, however, he was obliged to serve 
dat Pr deca placed him, He got no compensation for these services above 

s soldier's pay. 

“I have no hesitation in saying that this treatment was outrageously wrong, 
and ought now to be righted. 

“Very truly, yours, 


"W, 8. ROSECRANS. 
“ Hon, THOMAS R. STOCKDALE, 
“ Committee on War Claims, House of Representatives.” 

In view of the foregoing statement of facts your committee report back the 
bill and recommend its passage with the fojiowing amendment: 

In line 6, strike out “five thousand ” and insert in lieu thereof “four thousand 
seven hundred.” 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the request of the gentleman 
from Ohio [Mr. BUTTERWORTH ] that this bill be now considered? 

Mr. KILGORE. I object. 


PUBLIC BUILDING, WINONA, MINN. 


Mr. WILSON, of Minnesota. I ask unanimous consent that the 
Committee of the Whole on the state of the Union be discharged from 
the further consideration of Senate bill 2475, to increase the appropria- 
tion for the erection of a public building at ‘Winona, Minn. 


1888. 
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The SPEAKER, The bill will be read, after which the Chair will| The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present consideration of 


ask for objections. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the amount heretofore fixed as the limit of cost for the 
prey of a site and the erection of a building for the accommodation of the 
nited States courts, oer and internal revenue and other Government 
offices at the city of Winona, Minn., be, and the same is hereby, increased to 
poon: and that sum is hereby fixed asthe limit of cost for the erection of said 
uilding. 


Mr. EZRA B. TAYLOR. I object. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I demand the regular order, and I ask unanimous 
consent that the call of committees be dispensed with, and that mem- 
bers having reports to present may file them at the Clerk’s desk in the 
usual manner. 

Mr. SYMES. Mr. Speaker, the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. Ezra B. 
TAYLOR] withdraws his objection to the consideration of the bill called 
up by the gentleman from Minnesota [Mr. WILSON]. 

The SPEAKER. But the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. SPRINGER] 
has demanded the regular order. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I supposed there was going to be objection toevery 
one of these bills. If there is not, I will withdraw the demand for the 


lar order. 

Nie. BUTTERWORTH. Mr. S&S; er, I understand that the objec- 
tion of the gentleman from Texas [ Mr. KILGORE] to the consideration 
of House bill 9271 is withdrawn, and as that bill was called up first, I 
ask that it be first considered. 

TheSPEAKER. Intheabsence ofobjection that bill will come first. 

Mr. KILGORE. Mr. Speaker, upon information which I have re- 
ceived since I made the objection, I withdraw it. 

TheSPEAKER. Is there further objection to the request of the gen- 
tleman from Ohio [Mr. BUTTERWORTH] ? 

There was no objection. 

The SPEAKER. The questionis on the amendment proposed by 
the committee, which has been read. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed and read a third 
time; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and 


Mr. BUTTERWORTH moved to reconsider the vote by which the 
bill was passed; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on 
the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

PUBLIC BUILDING AT WINONA, MINN. 


Mr. SPRINGER. The gentleman from Alabama [ Mr. FORNEY] de- 
sires to offer a resolution to extend the appropriations —— 

TheSPEAKER. The Chair understood the gentleman from Illinois 
(Mr. SPRINGER] to withdraw the demand for the regular order. If 
that is done, the gentleman from Minnesota [Mr. WILSON] has the 
floor upon his request for unanimous consent to pass a bill which was 
read. 
Mr. SPRINGER. All right. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Iask that the report be read, reserving the right 
to object. s 

Mr. WILSON, of Minnesota. Permit me to make a siatement. 
This bill has been reported favorably in the Senate and passed there. 
A bill identical with it has been considered by the House Committee 
and reported favorably. The House report is more full and satisfac- 
tory. I ask that it be read. 

The report was read, as follows: 


Winona is much the la t city in Minnesota south of St, Paul, and is rapidly 

increasing in population, business, and wealth. 
ga aon population was 10,240, in 1885 it was 15,697, and at this time it is 
abou . 

Winona is situated on the Mississippi River, and on the lines of road of the 
following railroad companies: The Chicago and Northwestern, the Chi z 
Milwaukee and St. Paul, the Chicago, Burlington and Northern; and it is the 
western terminus of a line of railroad from Green Bay to the Mississippi River, 
and the eastern terminus of the Winona and St. Peter Railroad, a line running 
westerly from the Mississippi River, through Minnesota and Dakota, to the 
Missouri River. 

From the data furnished to your committee it appears that the value of the 
manufacturing plants in the city is $3,268,000; the number of men employed 
during the last year in the business of manufacturing is 2,972; the monthly 
wages (on an ave ) to the employés of that business is $133,960, and the value 
of the manufactu product of the year, $6,876,265. 

A term of the United States district court has been held there for man: years, 
States 


will be re- 
quired for pee and $5,000 for constructing approaches, leaving $72,000 for the 
erection of the building. This sum, in the opinion of pu committee, is insuffi- 


lation will be about 50,000, and itseems to usneither wise nor economical to erect 
a building that would not be sufficient for the wants of the place a few years 
hence, or even at the present time. 

Your committee therefore recommend that the limit of cost heretofore fixed for 
the purchase of a site and the erection of a building for the accommodation of 
the United States courts, post-office, internal revenue, and other Government 
offices at the city of Winona, Minn., be increased to $150,000. The committee 
therefore recommend that the bill (H. R. 3400) be amended by striking out the 
words $200,000, in line 8, and inserting in lieu thereof $150, 000. 

Subject to said amendment, the committee recommend the passage of the bill. 


this bill? 

Mr. HOLMAN. Mr. Speaker, I wish to say a word to my friend 
from Minnesota. It appears from this report that the real cost of the 
site, approaches, etc., will be in the neighborhood of $25,000, $15,000 
having already been expended for the site. Now, it does seem to me 
that, for a town of 20,000 people, an appropriation of $100,000 for the 
erection of a public building is very ample. The great trouble weare 
encountering in regard to these public buildings is the large amount 
we are expending in particular localities. It has been shown abun- 
dantly that brick is a better material than marble or granite for the 
erection of public buildings. That is the judgment of the Supervis- 
ing Architect of the Treasury, as expressed to the House committee 
within a very short time; and the cost of this material is very con- 
siderably less. I therefore suggest that $125,000 for the cost of site 
and building ought to be regarded in this case as sufficient. 

Mr. WILSON. Mr. Speaker, we do not expect to have a public build- 
ing erected of marble or granite. Let me read a few words from the 


Supervising Architect. He says: 
The present limit of cost is $100,000, of which $15,000 was expended in the 
urchase of a site, leaving $85,000 for the construction of this building. A build- 


ng can be erected of sufficient size if constructed of brick, without ornamenta- 
tion, for $85,000; but if itis desired to erect the same of stone and make it fire- 
proof, it will cost from $60,000 or $70,000 additonal. 

A building such as any private individual would construct for his 
own use under like circumstances would cost, as the architect says, 
$60,000 or $70,000 more. On examination, the committee, in view of 
such considerations as my friend from Indiana suggests, has cut down 
the additional amount to $50,000 instead of $60,000 or $70,000, which 
the Supervising Architect has declared necessary. To build a stract- 
ure something like a barn, of plain brick, without stone for window- 
sills, window-caps, or door-caps is something no one would do in erect- 
ing a corresponding building for private purposes, and it would be a 
discredit to the Government to do it in this case. 

Mr. HOLMAN. While Ishall notobject to the gentleman’s request, 
I must say that the large sums which are being appropriated for the 
erection of expensive public buildings in particular localities, the ex- 
pendXures in many cases far exceeding the cost of our county court- 
houses, where in many instances larger accommodations are required, 
tend to deprive many of our towns of the chance of getting any public 
buildings. Irepresenta city, thelargestin my district, with very nearly 
as much population as this town of Winona, and for that city of Mad- 
ison, Ind., I have asked, for a public building, an appropriation of only 
$40,000. I believe that for a plain, substantial building such as the 
Government ought to have a less sum than that named in this bill ought 
to be sufficient. 

Mr. STRUBLE. I would like to know the population of Winona. 

Mr. WILSON, of Minnesota. Twenty-two thousand. Within the 
last eight years it has increased a good deal more than 100 per cent. 
The Government will make money by the erection of this building. 
‘The interest on the amount to be expended is not near what it will 
cost the Government to procure the necessary accommodations in rented 
buildings. Our city is the city of the State, outside of St. Paul. The 
expenditure proposed in this case is not as much as we are expending 
there this year upon a county court-house. 

Mr. STRUBLE. Mr. Speaker, I have great sympathy with these 
gentlemen who desire public-building bills passed, because I have been 
trying to get an appropriation for a public building at Sioux City, 
Towa, which has a population of 32,006. A bill was recently 
by Congress appropriating $150,000 for a public building at that city, 
but it failed to receive Executive sanction. ~ I merely desired to know 
about the population and some other facts bearing on the gentleman’s 
case, in order to judge of its merits as compared with the bill in which 
I have recently been concerned. I assure the gentleman I will sym- 
pathize with him from now on until the time Executive action is taken 
on his bill. [Laughter. ] 

The SPEAKER, -Is there objection to the present consideration of 
this bill ? 


Mr. GEAR. I call for the regular order. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


The SPEAKER. ‘The regular order being called for, the bill is not 
before the House. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I ask unanimous consent that the call of commit- 
tees for reports be dispensed with, and that members have leave to file 
reports at the Clerk’s desk. 

There being no objection, it was ordered accordingly. 

REPORTS FILED. 

The following reports were filed by being handed in at the Clerk’s 

desk: 


LEAVES OF ABSENCE. 

Mr. ENLOE, from the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads, 
reported back favorably the bill (H. R. 11403) to provide for grantin, 
leaves of absence to employés of the Post-Office Department employ 
in the mail-bag repair shops connected with said Department; which 
was referred to the House Calendar, and, with the accompanying re- 
port, ordered to be printed. 
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AMENDMENT OF PATENT LAWS. 

Mr. VANCE, from the Committee on Patents, reported back with 
amendment the bill (H. R. 4959) to amend section 4965 of the Revised 
Statutes; which was referred to the House Calendar, and, with the ac- 
companying report, ordered to be printed. . 

BENJAMIN F. RICHARDSON. 

Mr. STONE, of Kentucky, from the Committee on War Claims, re- 
ported back favorably the bill (H. R. 8276) for the relief of the estate 
of Benjamin F. Richardson; which was referred to the Committee of 
the Whole House on the Private Calendar, and, with the accompany- 
ing report, ordered to be printed. y ` 

SIGNAL STATIONS, WEST INDIA ISLANDS. 

Mr. WHEELER, from the Committee on Expenditures in the Treas- 
ury Department, reported back favorably the bill (H. R. 11392) to au- 
thorize and direct the Secretary of War to establish signal stations on 
the West India Islands; which was referred to the Committee of the 
Whole House on the state of the Union, and, with the accompanying 
report, ordered to be printed. 

BRIDGE OVER ST. JOHN’S RIVER, FLORIDA. 

Mr. PHELAN, by unanimous consent, introduced a joint resolution 
(H. Res. 227) requiring the consent of Congress for the construction of 
a bridge across the St. John’s River, Florida, below Palatka, Fla.; 
which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on 
Commerce, and ordered to be printed. 


EXTENSION OF GENERAL APPROPRIATIONS. 


Mr. SPRINGER. I yield to the gentleman from Alabama [Mr. 
Forney], who desires to offer a resolution extending temporarily the 
_ appropriations for the Government. 

Mr. FORNEY. On behalf of the Committee on Appropriations, I 
ask the consideration of the joint resolution which I send to the desk. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


A joint resolution to continue the provisions of a joint resolution entitled “A 
joint resolution tocontinue the provisions of a joint resolution entitled ‘A joint 
resdlution to provide tempo ly for the expenditures of the Government.’” 


r 


Resolved by the Senate and House of Representatives, etc., That the provisions of 
the joint resolution entitled “A joint resolution to continue the provisions of a 
joint resolution entitled ‘A joint resolution to provide temporarily for the ex- 
penditures of the Government,’ approved September 1, 1888, be, and the same 
are hereby, extended and continued in full force and effect to and including the 
25th day of September, 1888. 

The SPEAKER. ‘This would necessarily have its first consideration 
in the Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union if the 
point of order was made. 

If there be no objection, the joint resolution will be considered in the 
House as in Committee of the Whole. 

There being no objection, the joint resolution (H. Res, 221) was con- 
sidered, ordered to be engrossed, and read a third time; and being en- 

it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. FORNEY moved to reconsider the vote by which the joint reso- 
lution was passed; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be 
laid on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


MES. GENERAL WARD B. BURNETT. 


Mr. STRUBLE. Mr. Speaker, I call up the special order fixed for 
to-day, being the bill in behalf of Mrs. Burnett. I would like 
to say that I hope the House will grant this motion to reconsider. I 
feel very much like exclaiming ‘‘Once more to the breach, dear friends, 
once more!” Iam very anxious to have this matter disposed of. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the title of the bill. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Di (8. 681) granting an increase of pension to Mrs. General Ward B, Bur- 


The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Iowa moved to reconsider 
the vote by which the Honse refused to order this bill to be read the 
third time. ; 

Mr. STRUBLE. Allow me to correct the Chair in one respect. The 
motion was originally made by the gentleman from Massachusetts 
[Mr. Lone], but being in charge of the bill I call up the motion now 
to reconsider. 

The SPEAKER. ‘The question is, Will the House reconsider the 
vote by which it refused to order the bill to be read a third time? 

Mr. SPRINGER. I rise toa parliamentary question. Can the gen- 
tleman from Iowa not call this up at any time, being a privileged mo- 
tion? 

Mr. STRUBLE. I wish to say that I desire to put this bill in such 
shape that at the next session of Congress I may ask a vote upon its 
merits. 

Mr. SPRINGER. The gentleman had better leave it, then, where it 
is, for the motion to reconsider is privileged and can be called up at 
any time. 

Mr. STRUBLE. Iam advised by the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. 
CHEADLE] that he intends to call a quorum on the motion, and I ask 
that it be postponed—— 

The SPEAKER. ‘The Chair will state that it is not necessary to 


make an order postponing the consideration of the motion, which is 
privileged. Butif the gentleman desires to dispose of it with certainty 
at this session of Congress, a day had better be fixed. 

Mr. STRUBLE. I give notice, Mr. Speaker, that I will not make 
any further effort to secure consideration at the present session; but on 
the second Thursday of the next session, if living and well, Providence 
and the House willing, I shall call up this bill. 

Mr. CHEADLE. ‘Thereisanother special pension bill following this, 
and I ask that it go over until the second Thursday in December. It 
has been set down for this morning to follow the consideration of the 
bill just referred to. 

The SPEAKER. That was set for consideration on last Thursday, 
and the recollection of the Chair is that it was postponed to be taken 
up when called up, after the special order then under consideration, 
which was the bill known as the retaliation bill. 

Mr. CHEADLE. My understanding is that it was to follow the 
Burnett bill. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair is advised by the Journal Clerk that the 
order to which the Chair refers was the one just called up by the gen- 
tleman from Iowa, and not the one referred to by the gentleman from 
Indiana. 

Mr. CHEADLE. Then I was mistaken. 

ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


The SPEAKER. The regular order is the consideration of bills re- 
ported from committees. The hour begins at twenty-two minutes past 
12 o’clock. 

INTERSTATE COMMERCE. 


Mr. CRISP. Mr. Speaker, the bill coming over from yesterday is 
amended by the Committee on Commerce, and I ask that the amend- 
ment be first read. It will be found in line 20, on page 2, and also in 
line 23. 

Mr. O'NEILL, of Pennsylvania. Mr. Speaker, before that I want 
to make a proposition to the chairman of the Committee on Commerce, 
who now has the floor, and to other gentlemen here, who, like myself, 
have offered amendments to the pending bill; that is, we all permit 
our amendments to be withdrawn, so that the bill may go back to the 
Senate without amendment, and in that way speedily become a law. 
The bill has been pressed upon us by all the commercial associations 
almost throughout the country without any opposition or fault finding, 
as far as I can learn, in the Committee on Commerce, of which I have 
the honor of being a member, and without any opposition on the part 
of the railroad companies. Hence the shippers, as well as the trans- 
porters themselves, interested in sending goods over the lines of rail- 
roads, and the railroads interested in conveying them, everybody, in 
fact, concurs in the amendment as passed by the Senate, and the de- 
sire is that this bill should soon become a law. Now, I fear thatif we 
go into these amendments—they are very important amendments, all 
of them, the one offered by myself, as well as those offered by other 
gentlemen—that we will not get through with the bill to-day in the 
remaining hour left to the Committee on Commerce, and that the bill 

nding may be pending for a number of days if it loses its day now. 

We do not know, in fact, when it will be reached again. So in the 
interest of the commerce and transportation of the country, I ask that 
all gentlemen be permitted to withdraw their amendments. 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Iowa. I rise to a parliamentary inquiry. 

Mr. O’NEILL, of Pennsylvania. I believe I have the floor. 

The SPEAKER. ‘The gentleman has the floor. 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Iowa. But I wish to submit a parliamentary 
inquiry. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman can not take the gentleman from 
Pennsylvania off the floor to submit a parliamentary inquiry. 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas. I rise to a point of order. The gen- 
tleman from Pennsylvania rose to make a request of the chairman of 
the committee who had the floor, and instead of simply making a re- 
quest he is making a speech. 

Mr. O'NEILL, of Pennsylvania. Iam nét making a speech, because 
I have an amendment to speak to when that amendment comes up. 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas. We all have amendments. 

Mr. O’NEILL of Pennsylvania. Iam appealing to the chairman o: 
the Committee on Commerce, to both the gentlemen from Iowa, the 
gentleman from Minnesota, and others who have offered these amend- 
ments, in the interest of the transportation of this country, to let the 
committee’s amendments go and let these amendments go for the pres- 
ent, so that the bill may get back to the Senate and not be hanging up 
for two or three weeks, and prevent it becoming law. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Iowa [Mr. ANDERSON] rose 
to a parliamentary inquiry. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Iowa. This is an important matter, and it 
seems to me that notwithstanding it is a railroad measure it ought not 
to be railroaded through this House. ‘The Senate is not to measure of 
the duty of this House in reference to matters of legislation. In this 
bill there are other amendments which will come up to perfect it, in my 
judgment, that ought to be considered. 

Mr. O’NEILL, of Pennsylvania. If the gentleman will permit me 
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I will state, notwithstanding I want to perfect the bill, I desire that it 
pass now. . 

Mr. CRISP. Theseappeals are simply addressed to individual mem- 
bers. Ican not have any control over them whatever. I ask, first, 
that the Chair—— 

Mr. GROSVENOR. I want to know whether this is a general dis- 
cussion on the bill or on the amendments? 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Georgia has the floor, and 
when the general discussion closes the amendments will be taken up 
and voted uponinorder. The first vote is to be taken on the committee 
amendments. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Unless the gentleman from Georgia permits 
the consideration of these amendments this bill will not be allowed to 


Mr. CRISP. Intimations of this sort are quite unnecessary. Iam 
merely asking in the orderly course of business to take up the commit- 
tee amendments, which, under the rules of the House, ought to be voted 
upon first. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. I understood the gentleman had asked the pre- 
vious question. 

Mr. O'NEILL, of Pennsylvania. It is not a question whether the 
amendments offered by the Committee on Commerce ought or ought 
not to be passed in the House, but it is a question of whether this bill 
shall go back to the Senate with amendments. However plain the 
amendments may be, and however desirable it may be to pass them, I 
do not want the bill to be delayed any longer. I consider that I have 
the most important amendments offered to this bill; more important 
than any other amendment offered by any gentleman on the floor, and 
Iam willing to withdraw my amendment. 

Mr. CRISP. If the gentleman from Pennsylvania will withdraw 
this motion, I think there will be no objection on his part or that of 
any other member of the House. 

Mr. O’NEILL, of Pennsylvania. Ido not object to it; my only point 
is to prevent delay. 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas. I demand the regular order. 

The SPEAKER. The regularorder is demanded. The gentleman 
from Gorgia will proceed, and the Chair will not recognize any further 
interruption except by his consent. 

Mr. CRISP. On page 2, line20, the Committee on Commerce rec- 
ommend striking out the word ‘‘ kept,’’ which refers to the schedules, 
and insert in lieu thereof, ‘‘ posted in two public and conspicuous 
places.” Thatis the first amendment. If there be no objection I 
should like to have it voted upon. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The SPEAKER. ‘The Clerk will report the next amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

In line 23 it is proposed to strike out the words “in such places and.” 

Mr. CRISP. That amendment is made necessary by the other. 

The amendment was a to. 

Mr. CRISP. As I stated to the House on yesterday, I am very anx- 
ious for the passage of this bill. I have no disposition to prevent any 
gentleman from offering anamendment. I do not want to prevent the 
offering of any amendment unless it becomes absolutely necessary for 
the purpose of passing the bill. I propose now to yield ten minutes to 
the gentleman from Iowa [Mr. ANDERSON] in which to offer his amend- 
ments and debate them. 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Iowa. Mr. Speaker, on yesterday, under the 
order of the House, I sent to the Clerk’s desk, to be printed in the REC- 
ORD for information, five amendments to this bill. If it be in order 
now, I wish to formally offer as amendments to the pending measure 
the last two in the series of five, and I willask the Clerk to read them, 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Add after the word “created,” in line 10 of section 3, the following: 

“And said commission is hereby authorized and required to be for the 
per me mens of naeserrge carriers ae making their - ee: of rates 
tion, and shall transmit co; thereof to said Seine AN OA oe haters the 
first Monday in January, 1889, and thereafter the failure or refusal of any such 
common carrier to observe said classification in making schedules of rates be 
an unlawful act, and all ratesand charges not in conformity with said classifi- 
cation shall be deemed and be unreasonable rates and charges,” 

Amend the act entitled “An act to regulate commerce,” approved February 4, 
1887, by adding the following section: 


“That in all civil actions and proceedings of whatever nature arising under 


an act entitled ‘An act to regulate commerce,’ approved February 4, , and 


under all acts amendatory thereof, concurrent jurisdiction with United States 
courts is hereby conferred upon State courts of competent jurisdiction.” 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Iowa. Mir. Speaker, in the limited time al- 
lotted me in this consideration hour I can but speak briefly with ref- 
erence to the purposes of the amendments that I offer. I had hoped 
that during this session I would be permitted to submit extended re- 
marks with reference to the revision and modification of the interstate- 
commerce law which was passed by the Forty-ninth Congress, but 
opportunity is denied and I shall have to defer them. 

It is not worth while to more than advert to the great power that 
the highways of this country have over the commerce of the country, 

‘or to the unlimited and unrestrained power which they exercised over 
the entire commerce of the country up to the enactment of the law of 
February 4, 1887. Even after the enactment of that law we find them 


exercising more power in this Government and in the management of 
the highways—the common highways—than is consistent with sover- 
eign power properly exercised on the part of the people. 

For instance, in the year 1887, after the passage of the interstate- 
commerce act, these railroad companies in the aggregate coliected, ac- 
cording to Poor’s Manual, from the people of this country for trans- 
portation of their commerce, nine hundred millions of money, and it 
is currently reported and generally believed—at least I have neverseen 
it denied in any quarter—that notwithstanding the law as it now exists 
against discriminations and favoritism, these railroad managers gave 
back to their favorites along their lines more than one hundred mill- 
ions of money in the way of rebates. And this sum did not enter into 
the account of gross earnings, amounting to $900,000,000, but was in 
excess of that sum, making a grand total of $1,000,000,000, $600,000,000 
of which is sheer extortion, being to that extent in excess of a reason- 
able cost of service, taking the actual value of the roads and equip- 
ments, less watered stocks and bonds, as the only just basis on which 
to estimate rates and charges. 

These various lines, according to Poor's Manual, had in operation, in 
1886 125,146 miles of road charged up to the country in capital stock, 
and debt at more than $8,000,000,000, with earnings to the amount of 
about $800,000,000, whilst for the year 1887, Mr. Poor says, at page 
10 of his Manual for 1887, that— 

The earnings for 1837 are likely to equal $000,000,000, the increase to equal fully 
10 per cent. over that of 1886, 

And from the same authority we learn that the roads earned $305 
per mile more in 1886 than in 1885, and he adds that— - 

Hereafter it seems probable that the earnings of our railroads are to increaso 
in ratio considerably greater than the amount of capital invested in them. 

And for the benefit of those who are endeavoring to make the people 
think the interstate-commerce law of last year is a thing of virtue, I 
call attention to Mr. Poor’s observation that— 


The general managers of our great lines feel themselves to be much more 
masters of the situation, as it were, than for some years past. 


So it would seem that the railroad owners are well pleased with the 
law in its present form, which is rather suggestive that substantial 
amendments are in order if the interests of the people as well as the 
railroads are to be regarded. 

Mr. Speaker, the manner of conducting the business of these high- 
ways is not only demoralizing to the ra iron of the roads them- 
selves, butit is absolutely sapping the foandations of businessintegrity 
in every commercial circle throughout the length and breadth of this 
land. The great power that these railroad companies exercise must be 
defined and limited. The very first step in the direction of doing that 
is to make the railroad rate a fixed quantity and a known quantity, 
and the next great thing to be done is to give the courts jurisdiction 
that will secure the enforcement of the law. As the case now stands, 
it reminds me of the old gentleman that the agitation of the prohibi- 
tion question developed in Maine, who announced that he was ‘‘in favor 
of the law, but agin its enforcement,” I do not intend to be extrava- 
gant, butI undertake tosay, after having given this mattercareful atten- 
tion for years, that a statute professing to eliminate discrimination on 
the part of these railroads, but containing in if the words ‘‘ under sub- 
stantially similar circumstances and conditions,’’ is a section that is 
not even a step in the direction of a limitation upon the power of the 
railroad companies to discriminate. 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. Will my friend explain what he means by 
the words “uniform classification,” as used in his amendment? I do 
not understand the precise use of the term. 

Mr. ANDERSON, ofIowa. The Board of Interstate Commerce Com- 
missioners have discussed that question in their report, and if the gen- 
tleman had read that report he would understand. It is the classifica- 
tion of railway freights for transportatiron,and that classification should 
be uniform throughout the entire length and breadth of the land, and 
should apply every where alike to all common carriers subject tothe pro- 
visions of the interstate-commerce law. 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. As my friend from Iowa [Mr. ANDERSON 
has studied this question, I trust he will give for my information an 
that of the House an illustration of the evil of which he complains, and 
the manner suggested in his amendment for curing it. Iam not op- 
posing the amendment at all. 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Iowa. Classification of property is the basis for 
all freight tariff schedules. 

A railway company makes a schedule of rates embracing fixed charges 
with reference to a given class of freight. They immediately after- 
ward, for the express purpose of evasion and fraud, change the classifi- 
cation of a given article by taking freight from one class to another 
and placing upon it a higher and a different rate. By this reclassifi- 
cation and change of schedule rates they constantly, in violation of 
the spirit of the law, practice discrimination and extortion to an un- 
limited extent. Now, I would like to strike outof this act asit stands 
the words ‘‘under similar circumstances and conditions,” and will 
offer an amendment to that effect if I have the opportunity to do so. 
I undertake to say, Mr. Speaker, that any circumstance or condition 
which is the just basis of a differential charge is so tangible a thing 
that it is the subiect of classification, and can be put in the schedule, 
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and the discretionary power that now rests in the hands of the man- 
agers of railroad companies to fix that matter at the time of the ship- 
ment will thus be restricted. This manner of establishing and pub- 
lishing all rates will destroy the dangerous power of the rail common 
carrier over the commerce of the country. 

Mr. GEAR. Will my friend answer a question? 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Iowa. Oh, yes. 

Mr. GEAR. I agree with him that there ought to be some remedy 
applied; but would he apply a fixed schedule on certain given classes 
of freight to all roads? 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Iowa. Iwould make the rate a fixed quantity; 
I would make it a known quantity; I would have it posted in con- 
spicuous places in large letters that could be read. Thus, in the sun- 
light of publicity, the amount of the rate would, I think, largely take 
care of itself. If this should not prove to be the case, if time should 
develop the fact that this restriction was insufficient to curb corpora- 
tion greed and the rates continue still exorbitant in spite of all this 
light being turned on, we can advance further and fix a schedule of 
rates; for the country will not stand this robbery. 

Mr. GEAR. My friend does not understand my question. 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Iowa. Mr. Speaker, a great deal has been said 
about the surplus in the Treasury; but these great commercial con- 
trivances which permit the railroad and telegraph companies without 
let or hinderance to charge what they please and give to favored cus- 
tomers, by way of rebates and special rates, whatever advantage they 
please, is carrying into the hands of a few men in this country much 
more money than is carried into the Treasury of the United States by 
exorbitant taxation; and that money is as fully withdrawn from cir- 
culation and the channels of trade as the money which goes into the 
vaults of the United States Treasury. . 

I can count one dozen men who have more money than is lying idle 
in the Treasury, and it has been taken from the people in the last few 
years by exorbitant, extortionate corporate charges more unjust and 
unreasonable than the tax charges by which the surplus found its 
way into the Treasury; and this money is as much withdrawn from the 
business of the country, and is wielded in its ted capacity with 
more harmful effect, than is the money in the vaults of the Treasury 
building. 

And ae has been said about trusts, the commercial monsters that 
are crushing the life out of competition in all important lines of trade; 
and just at this time there is a dispute not only as to their nature and 
functions but as to their origin. In this country trusts are largely, if 
not wholly, the offspring of the greed and corruption of the owners of 
railroad property, as the essential element of power in them that en- 
ables them to crush out rivals in the line of business in which they 
are engaged is found in the cheaper freight rates they can obtain. The 
great Standard Oil trust would not have been possible but for its ad- 
vantageous transportation arrangements, and most great trusts are on 
the same footing. 

This tremendous power must be taken out of the hands of these soul- 
less corporations, if a just equilibrium in the business and commerce 
of the country is to be restored. 

The amendments I have offered to the original act and to the pend- 
ing measure, I think, are a long step in the direction of the attain- 
ment of that end. Remove the power of discrimination, provide one 
uniform classification as the basis of all railway freight and passenger 
charges, and, above all, provide courts available and within the reach 
of the people for the administration of the law. This will put the 
corporations on their good behavior, and in case of infractions of the 
rights of their patrons will give parties aggrieved a chance to be heard 
where equality between the parties to the controversy will be one of 
the controlling-elements, as it ever should be, in the administration of 
justice under the interstate-commerce laws of the country. I hope 
the pending amendments will be adopted. 

[tere the hammer fell. ] 

Mr. CRISP. Mr. Speaker, I shall not undertake to reply to the ar- 
gument of the gentleman from Iowa [Mr. ANDERSON]. The amend- 
ments offered by him were printed in the RECORD so that members 
might see them this morning. I will say, however, that the Commit- 
tee on Cémmerce, in considering this Senate amendment, felt, as seems 
to have been felt elsewhere, that the law establishing the Interstate 
Commerce Commission was largely experimental, and that as it has 
only been in operation about eighteen months it is wise to confine our- 
selves to such amendments of the act as have been recommended by the 
Commission themselves, having been suggested by their experience in 
the administration of the law. The amendments offered by my friend 
from Iowa are radical. They go back to the old question of State court 
jurisdiction. I may say that I favored that proposition; it was in the 
interstate-commerce bill as passed by the House. It was surrendered 
in conference in order that we might secure the of a law on this 
subject. The committee has now felt, as I feel, and as I hope the House 
will feel, that having made this surrender, having agreed upon a law, 
we should give it a fair trial, and should content ourselves with adopt- 
ing now such suggestions as are made by the commission, with the view 
of remedying the faults which have been found to arise in its practical 
administration. Let us give the law a fair test upon this principle, and 


if it should prove a failure we can then make such changes as may be 
regarded as necessary. 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Iowa. Has not this proposition with reference 
to conferring power on the State courts been adopted by this House on 
three separate occasions—in the Forty-fifth, the Forty-eighth, and the 
Forty-ninth Congresses ? 

Mr. CRISP. Ithink so. This House was disposed to insist upon 
that proposition; but, as I have stated, when we went into conference 
we surrendered it. The House having approved that surrender, in 
order to give this experiment a trial the Committee on Commerce of 
the House and, I presume, the Senate concluded it would he wise now 
to make only such amendments in the law as have been suggested by 
the commission, so that the experiment may be fairly tried. 

Mr. Speaker, I demand the previous question upon this amendment. 
ean ANDERSON, of Kansas. I hope the gentleman will not do 

Mr. CRISP. Iam only calling the previous question upon the amend- 
ment of the gentleman from Iowa [Mr. ANDERSON]. 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Iowa. There are two amendments. 

Mr. CRISP. My only object is to get a vote on the amendments of 
the gentleman from Iowa. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. I make the point of order that the amendment 
of the gentleman from Iowa is not pending for the purpose of being 
voted on. The various amendments presented by members stand in 
the order in which they were submitted, and I have a right to insist 
upon their being voted upon in that order. The gentleman from Iowa 
has been speaking in the general debate, and his sending his amend- 
ment to the desk had no other effect than to suggest his own views. 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Iowa. I understood that I formally offered 
those amendments. 

Mr. CRISP. I yielded to the gentleman for the purpose of offering 
his amendment or series of amendments, and also yielded to him ten 
minutes for debate. As I understood, the amendment was offered. 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Iowa. I also understood that the amendment 
was formally offered. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. The general debate had not been closed. 

Mr. CRISP. Weare not in the Committee of the Whole and there 
is no such thing as the general debate to which the gentleman refers. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. But we have reached the point when these 
amendments are pending and I think they should be called up in the 
order in which they have been submitted. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. McCREARY). The Chair under- 
stands the gentleman from Georgia to state that he yielded yesterday 
to the gentleman from Iowa [Mr. ANDERSON] for ten minutes to sub- 
mit amendments, and that they were submitted and are printed in the 
RECORD this morning. Is the Chair correct ? 

Mr. CRISP. Yes; I yielded to the gentleman from Iowa for ten 
minutes and I supposed, of course, the House would vote on those 
amendments and then proceed to the consideration of other amend- 
ments which other gentlemen desired to present. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. My understanding has been that the amend- 
ments were not offered, but merely printed in the RECORD for informa- 
tion. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Clerk will read the first amend- 
ment submitted by the gentleman from Iowa [Mr. ANDERSON]. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


To amend section 2 of an act entitled “An act to regulate commerce,” ap- 
proved February 4, 1886, by striking out wherever they occur in said section the 
words “ander substantially similar circumstances and conditions,” 

To amend section 3 of same act by striking out wherever they occur in said 
section the words “ undue and unreasonable.” 

To amend section 4 of same act by striking out of said section all after the 
word “distance” where it occurs before the word “Provided.” 

To amend an act entitled “Anact to regulate commerce,” approved February 
4, 1887, by adding the following section: 

“That in all civil actions and proceedings of whatever nature arising under 
an act entitled ‘An act to regulate commerce,’ approved Feb: 4, 1887, and 
under all acts amendatory thereof, concurrent jurisdiction with United States 
courts is hereby conferred upon State courts of competent jurisdiction.” 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. The question is upon the amendment 
of the gentleman from Iowa which has just been read. 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Iowa. I rise to a parliamentary inquiry. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Iowa. When the vote has been taken on that 
amendment I wish to know whether the second amendment I offered 
will not immediately follow ? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair understands that such was 
the agreement. The ayes seem to have it. 

Mr. CRISP. LI ask for a division. 

The House divided; and there were—ayes 44, noes 15. 

So the amendment was agreed to. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The second amendment submitted by 
the gentleman from Iowa [Mr. ANDERSON] will be read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

To be added after the word “ created,” in line 10 of section 3 of this act: 

“And said commission is hereby authorized and uired to ibe for the 
use and guidance of said common carriers in making their schedules of rates and 
charges for t: rtation of persons and property one uniform classification, 


and shall transmit copies thereof to said common carriers on or before the first 
Monday in January, , and r the failure or refusal of any such come 
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mon carrier to observe said classification in making schedules of rates shall be 
an unlawful act, and all rates and charges not in conformity with said classifi- 
cation shall be deemed and be unreasonable rates and charges.” 

The amendment was adopted. 

Mr. CRISP. My friend from Pennsylvania [Mr. O'NEILL], a mem- 
ber of the committee, has an amendment, and I will yield to him. 
How long does he wish? 

Mr. O'NEILL, of Pennsylvania. Five minutes; hardly that. 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas. Irise to a parliamentary inquiry. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas. My parliamentary inquiry is this: 
It was understood yesterday the amendments pending would be cone 
sidered in the order in which they were offered. Now I submit the 
amendments I presented yesterday are next in order, so far as that 
understanding is concerned. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. 
understanding was. 

Mr. CRISP. The understanding is correctly printed in the RECORD. 
There was some inquiry as to that matter. There was no understand- 
ing or agreement. I simply yielded to the gentleman from Iowa to 
present his amendments. ‘There is no trouble about it. 

The SPEAKER. ‘The Chair understands the agreement yesterday 
was that the amendments should be considered in the order in which 
they applied to the sections of the bill. The Clerk will read the REC- 


ORD. 
Mr. CRISP. I do not think it so appears in the RECORD. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


Mr. Crisp. I now ask unanimous consent that the amendments which gen- 
tlemen desire to offer may be printed in the RECORD. 

Mr, ANDERSON, of Kansas. And that they be considered in the order in which 
they amend the act of 1887. 

Nir. SPRINGER. In the order in which they apply to the sections of the bill. 

Mr, Crisp. I think we had better leave that for the Chair to determine. 

The SPEAKER. The hour for the consideration of bills has expired. 

Mr. CRISP. That is all. 

The SPEAKER. ‘The Chair is mistaken. 

Mr. CRISP. I now yield for five minutes to the gentleman from 
Pennsylvania [Mr. O'NEILL]. 

Mr. O'NEILL, of Pennsylvania. Iask the Clerk to read the propo- 
sition submitted by me and which is printed in the RECORD of this 
morning. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Amendment to come in at end of line 139, page 7: 

“That from and after ninety days after this act shall take effect it shall be un- 
lawful for any common carrier to engage in the transportation of passengers 
or property between the several States and Territories of the United States or 
between any place in the United States and a foreign country over any route 
which includes as a part thereof a railway or water route outside of the United 
States without first having procured a license authorizing such carrier to en- 
gage in such transportation, and the conditions of such license shall be the ac- 
ey arr pcan of this act by such common carrier and of such regulations as said com- 
mission may lawfully make in pursuance thereof, and agreement by the com- 
mon carrier or carriers controlling the portions of such route situated within 
the United States to become Pps guiteaees for and guaranty the observance by 
those controlling the portion of the route outside thereof of the terms and con- 
ditions of such license. 

“All licenses issued shall be renewable each yenr, and may be suspended by 
said commission for cause after full hearing, and, upon the final judgment of a 
court of competent jurisdiction, may be revoked by said commission for a vio- 
lation of its terms or of the provisions of this act,” 


Mr. O’NEILL, of Pennsylvania. I now ask to have read the para- 
ph in the CONGRESSIONAL RECORD of August 4, which is the reso- 
[ation of investigation offered by Senator CULLOM, the chairman of the 
Interstate Commerce Committee of the Senate of the United States. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


Resolved, That the Committee on Interstate Commerce be and it is hereby, 
to ascertain and report to the Senate whether any railroad lines located 
in the United States are owned, operated, or controlled by the Grand Trunk 
Railway Company, the Canadian Pacifice Railway Company,or any other Ca- 
nadian railroad corporation; whether commerce originating in the United 
States is diverted from American to Canadian lines of transportation, and, if 
so, to what extent and by what means; and whether there is any discrimina- 
tion in the made for tolls, or otherwise, against American vessels 
which pass through the Welland and St. Lawrence Canals. 

Said committee is further directed to inquire fully into the question of the 
regulation of the commerce carried on by railroad or water routes between the 
United States and the Dominion of Canada, and to report what legislation on 
the subject, if any, is necessary for the protection of the commercial interests of 
the United States or to promote the enforcement of the “act to regulate com- 
merce,” approved February 4, 1887. 

In making the inquiries required by this resolution said committee shall have 
power to send for persons and papers, to administer oaths, to employa clerk 
and a stenographer, to sit during the recess of Congress, and to do whatever is 
necessary for a thorough investigation of the subject. Any subcommittee may 
exercise the powers hereb: nted to said committee, and the expenses of said 
investigation shall be paid from the contingent fund of the Senate upon vouch- 
ers duly approved. 


Mr. O'NEILL, of Pennsylvania. Mr. Speaker, I made the magnan- 
imous offer to the chairman of the committee and other members of the 
House who have amendments to submit to let the bill pass as it was 
reported from the Committee on Commerce in the Senate. I do not 
wish to delay the passage of these very excellent amendments of the 
interstate-commerce law one minute’of time further than is absolutely 
_ necessary. Beside that, I have had to-day conversation with several 
Senators who are members of the Interstate Commerce Committee, and 
they assure me the investigation directed to be made by Senator CUL- 
Lom’s resolution, which was unanimously adopted by that body, will 


It is not for the Chair to say what the 
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be acted on and report made at the next session of Congress as to the 
control of the Canada Trunk Railway and other railroads over railroads 
of the United States. 

Knowing from the constitutional questions involved in my proposi- 
tion, as well perhaps as matters relating to our treaties, it will give 
tise necessarily to debate, and not wishing in any respecs whatever to 
delay or endanger the passage of this measure I will now withdraw 
my amendment. 

Mr. CRISP. The gentleman from Kansas, of the committee, has 
an amendment, and I yield to him ten minutes. 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas. I ask the Clerk to read the amend- 
ment which is printed in the RECORD last. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

That the following section be added to the said act of 1887: 

“That the commission is hereby authorized, empowered, and required to ex- 
ecute and enforce the gores of this act; and upon the request of said com- 
mission the Attorney-General of the United States shall institute and prosecute 

necessary proceedings in the proper court for the enforcement of this act 
and for the punishment of all violations thereof.” 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas. I now ask the Clerk to read the 
amendment that is first printed in the RECORD. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Amend by inserting at end of second line: 

‘That section 5 of said act of 1887 be amended by adding the following: * That 
all pools, agreements, understandings, or arrangements of any kind existing 
or entered into, or to be entered into, by any corporation or carrier subject to 
this act, and all rebates, drawbacks, underbilling, or devices of any and every 
kind whatsoever, to regulate or affect interstate commerce, cither by main- 
tenance of rates or charges, or by divisions of traffic, territory, or earnings, are 
hereby made unlawful,’ ” 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas. Mr. Speaker, the great trouble with 
the present law is that it is not the duty of any one to enforce it. Re- 
liance for its enforcement was placed upon the interests of the shipper. 
The idea was that where the law was violated, the shipper, whose in- 
terests were at stake, would go into the courts, or go before the com- 
mission, and have the remedy provided by thelaw applied. But, asa 
rule, there is no large shipper in the United States who dares to apply 
either to the commission or to the courts. If he does, the railroad cor- 
porations have it in their power to crush him by withholding cars, and 
other devices. The result is that the law to-day stands unexecuted to 
an alarming extent where these violations occur. ‘The first amend- 
ment which has been read simply proposes to give the commission 
power to execute.and enforce the provisions ofthe presentlaw. It makes 
it the duty of the existing commission, as the agent of the United 
States, to see that this United States law is enforced; that is all there is 
of it. And upon the request of the commission this amendment makes 
it the duty of the Attorney-General to institute proper proceedings for 
the execution of the act, and for the punishment of any violations of 
it. That proposition, Mr. Speaker, is so simple, it is so important to 
the people of the United States, and must commend itself so strongly 
to the judgment of the House that it is not necessary, and I shall not 
take more of the brief time allotted to me forthe purpose of arguingit, 

Mr. FARQUHAR, Let us have a vote on that proposition now. 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas. If the gentleman from Georgia is will- 
ing to have a vote on that proposition now, and willallow me to resume 
and occupy the remainder of my time, I am willing. 

[Objection was suggested. ] 

However, the next amendment, Mr. Speaker, is the one in relation 
to pooling. Undoubtedly it was the intention of the House and of 
Congress in passing the act—what is known as the present interstate 
law, as to pooling—to prevent the combination of the roads, by which 
they annihilate and eliminate all competition between them, and en- 
able themselves to fix any rates they may see fit. But a narrow in- 
terpretation has been put upon the word ‘*‘ pooling,’’ and the lan, 
of the existing law seems to confine the prohibition of the law simply 
to pooling for freights. I will read from the original act: 


That it shall be unlawful for any common carrier, subject to the provisions 
of this act, toenter intoany contract, agreement, or combination with any other 
common carrier or carriers for the pooling of freights on different and com- 
peting phate or to divide between them the aggregate or net proceeds of such 
earnings, ete. 


Now, that has been construed to limit this enactment to a specific 
formal pooling of freights. My amendment goes somewhat further and 
provides that all pools or agreements, understandings or arrangements 
of any kind or character for the maintenance of rates are made unlawful. 
I find in this morning’s Tribune the following statement, dated Chi- 
cago, September 12: 


ORGANIZING TO RESTORE RATES, 


The general managers of the Western roads to-day succeeded in reorganizing 
the Western, Northwestern, and Southwestern roads under the general name 
of the Western Freight Association. One form of agreement applies to the 
whole of this territory, but the association was divided into three sections, J. 
W. Midgely being elected chairman of the Southwestern division and J. N, 
Faithorn chairman of the Western and Northwestern. On all matters affecting 
two or more of the divisions the two chairmen are to fict jointly, and irra en 
also to exercise goas supervision over Colorado, Utah, and Pacific coast busi- 
ness, The Southwestern Association is strengthened by the addition of three 
new lines—the Chicago, Santa Fé and California, the Chicago, Milwaukee and 
St. Paul, and the Kansas City, Fort Scott and Memphis. The first action of the 
Southwestern lines after organizing was to agree upon a restoration of all rates 
to take effect September 23, The Western and Northwestern lines will meet 
to-morrow to canvass rates, 
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Now, the fact is the sxilroad associations to-day, under some form of 
an agreement, have organized the greatest ‘“‘ trust” in America. And 
where the United States Government under the law takes $1 from the 
people in the way of taxes these railroad companies take $4 through 
their agreements, not their pools, as defined under the existing law, 
but through their understandings and associations like that presided 
over by Mr. Finck, who is the “high muck-a-muck ” of the Eastern 
association and these other associations in Chicago, covering the whole 
‘Western territory, and through their Southern associations. They have 
to-day a practical and effective trust, which takes from the people of 
the United States without law, and in absolute defiance of the law, 
without competition among themselves, to a large extent, a thousand 
millions of dollars a year. If any trust is unlawful, if any combira- 
tion in restraint of trade is against public policy, then this procedure, 
this agreement by which the railroad companies e these combina- 
tions by which, as shown by this dispatch, they are to restore rates, 
that is, to raise them, is unlawful; and the second amendment I offered 
proposes to make any such agreements or devices an unlawful proceed- 


ing. 

Kon. these are the amendments to which I desired to address myself 
in the short time allotted to me; and I simply submit to the gentle- 
men who look well to the interests of the people of our country, to 
those who realize that where the tariff and the internal revenue take 
$1 from the people the roads are taking $4 from them by such un- 
lawful combinations, to those who realize thata combination of roads, 
wielded by Finck, Midgely, and the rest of their associates, has and 
exercises the põwer to tax the wheat-growers of the country, taking 
out of the farmers’ pockets 5 cents on every bushel of wheat they raise, 
to tax the cotton producers of the country and the cattle-raisers and 
all persons who are interested in the produce of the soil or manufactures 
of any character—I submit that such power is dangerous to the Repub- 
lic and that such a combination ought to be declared unlawful, and 
that the men who organize such a combination, the men who take part 
in it and direct its action, Albert Finck, Midgely, Faithorn, or any pres- 
ident of any railroad, ought to be put into the penitentiary and kept 
there. [Laughter and applause. ] 

Either some such remedy for an existing wrong, making the present 
law effective in some way, must be adopted, or you will find that the 
people of this country who are really having the life-blood drawn out 
of them by these great trusts, these infamous, outrageous combinations 
of selfishness, of greed, and of rapacity—either these things must be 
stopped, or, gentlemen, you will find that the people of this country 
will send here men who will stop if and send men to the Senate who 
will stopit. Now I ask a vote on my amendment. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The time of the gentleman has expired. 

act ia of Pennsylvania. Iwant to ask the gentleman from 
Georgia-—— 

Mr. CRISP. I desire, Mr. Speaker, as it is apparent that the eight 
or nine minutes of the hour remaining will be insufficient to this 
bill, to ask unanimous consent (and I hope our friends will not object 
to it) foran extension of the time for one hour to-day. I think that 
we can get through with it in that time; and I want to couple with 
that a proposition that the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. GROSVENOR] be 
allowed fifteen minutes of that time. 

Mr. BLAND. Why notextend the time until the completion of the 
bill ? 

Mr. CRISP. And that five minutes be given to Mr. ANDERSON, 
of Iowa; also that I be allowed to control the rest of the time. 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. I would suggest to my friend from Georgia 
that he ask an extension of the time for one hour and a half or two 
hours. z 

Mr. WILSON, of Minnesota. I was going to suggest that there be 
an extension asked of two hours. We will have nothing more impor- 
tant than this before the House; and we had better consider this bill 
than be fighting about the want of a quorum. 

Mr. BLAND. Why not extend it to the completion of the bill ? 

Mr. CRISP. I was only anxious to propose an extension of the time 
that would be acceptable to everybody. 

Mr. WEAVER. I would like the gentleman from Georgia to allow 
me a minute in which to make a statement. 

Mr. CRISP. I yield to the gentleman from Iowa. 

Mr. WEAVER. I wish to say a word on this question. Notwith- 
standing the friends of the Oklahoma bill feel the importance of that 
measure, they also concede that this is an important measure now pend- 
ing, so important to the people that we will not interpose an objection 
to a reasonable extension of the time. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Does the Chair understand the request 
of the gentleman from Georgia to be that the time for the consideration 
of this bill be extended two hours after the expiration of the morning 

our? 

Mr, CRISP. It is; and of that time the gentleman from Ohio is to 
have fifteen minutes. And if there be no objection, and the House will 
allow me to control the time, I will see that those gentlemen desiring 
to address the House shall have time. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair will again state the request 
of the gentleman from Georgia. The gentleman from Georgia asks 


unanimous consent that two hours additional time after the expiration 
of the consideration hour be allowed to consider this bill, or so much as is 
required. Isthereobjection? [Afterapause.] The Chairhearsnone, 
and it is so ordered. 

Mr. CRISP. It is understood that the House permits me the con- 
trol of the time? 

Several MEMBERS. Oh, yes. 

The SPEAKER protempore. If there be no objection, the gentleman 
from Georgia will be permitted to control the time. The Chair hears 
no objection. S 

Mr. CRISP. The gentleman from Minnesota [Mr. WILSON] desires 
to ask a question. 

Mr. WILSON, of Minnesota. I want toask this additional extension 
from the House, and if Iam permitted to go on I can state it in one min- 
ute. I know the House willagreetoit. There is another bill, reported 
by the Committee on Commerce, to wit, a bill touching railroads that 
have been organized under the laws of the United States running through 
the States and disregarding State laws regulating the tolls thereon. 
We have one bill already reported to the House which touches that 
and gives States jurisdiction in such cases. I do not believe its con- 
sideration will take more than five minutes, but I ask unanimous con- 
sent to report such a bill. There has been such a bill sent on by the 
railroad commissioners of my State on that matter, and I hope there 
will be no objection to it. 

Mr. O’NEILL, of Pennsylvania. At present I object. It isa bill 
involving entirely different principles. [Cries of ‘‘ Regular order V] 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The regular order is demanded. 

Mr. CRISP. I desire to say just one word in relation to the amend- 
ments proposed by the gentleman from Kansas[Mr. ANDERSON]. His 
first amendment seeks to enforce the interstate-commerce act. I will 
say in respect to that, under the law as it is now upon a complaint 
being filed the commission are required to enforce the act; and it would 
seem to bea little outof place to require them to proceed in a matter with- 
out information from some party injured. That is all I desire to say 
about the matter. Under the law anybody complaining has simply to 
send notice to the commission, and they are required to proceed and in- 
vestigate the case. It seems to me that is enough. 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas. Has the commission ever instituted 
any proceedings? 

Mr. CRISP. So far as I know the commission have fully discharged 
their duties under the act. In every case, so far as I know, where ap- 
plication has been made to them it has been respectfully received 
and considered, and a hearing given. 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas, The commission has never carried a 
case into court. 

Mr. O'NEILL, of Pennsylvania. I want to offer an amendment to 
the amendment of the gentleman from Kansas [Mr. ANDERSON]. 

Mr. RYAN: (to Mr. Crisp). Is not theaggrieved party now entitled 
to make application for redress directly to a court instead of to the 
commission ? 

Mr. CRISP. He is. 

Mr. RYAN. He can take his choice, can he not? 

Mr. CRISP. He can take either. He can go to the court or to the 
commission. We have already provided that in every case where he 
shall recover he shall also recover counsel fees in addition to the damage. 
a aE ANDERSON, of Kansas. I think that part of the law is not en- 

‘orced. 

Mr. CRISP. The next amendment is to touch upon the question of 
pooling, and my only reply to that is to ask the Clerk to read the fifth 
section of the act of 1887. 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas. It does not touch this at all. 

Mr. CRISP. I ask the Clerk to read the section, and if it does not 
cover this subject I am at a loss to know how language can be framed 
to cover it. 

The Clerk read as follows: : 

Sec. 5. That it shall be unlawful for any common carrier subject to the pro- 
visions of this act to enter into any contract, agreement, or combination with 
any other common carrier or carriers for the pooling of freights of differentand 
competing railroads, or to divide between the: aggregato or net proceeds 
of the earnings of such sairone or any portion thereof; and in any case ofan 
agreement for the pooling of izhts as aforesaid, each day of its continuance 
shall be deemed a separate offense. 

Mr. CRISP. Now, Mr. Speaker, I would like tohave a vote on these 
amendments of the gentleman from Kansas, 

Mr. O'NEILL, of Pennsylvania, I presume it is in order for me to 
offer an amendment to the amendment. 

Mr. FARQUHAR. Mr. Speaker, having some knowledge of this 
section that the gentleman speaks of, I wish to say that the gentleman 
from Kansas [Mr. ANDERSON] is very evidently striking at a matter 
that can not be very well regulated either by the Interstate Commis- 
sion as it exists, or even by the through trunk-line associations. The 
gentleman’s proposition contemplates that the present Interstate Com- 
merce Commission, or some other commission to be created by this 
Congress or by some subsequent Congress, shall provide all the para- 
phernalia of a pooling, combining, and adjusting division for all the rail- 
roads of America. Let me say in justice to the railroads that the very 


dispatch which has been read by the gentleman [Mr. ANDERSON] this 
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morning arose out of a quarrel on the terminals west of the Missouri 
River. The question was whether those companies that owned the 
trunk lines, like the Burlington and the Topeka and Santa Fé and 
others, should or should not secure the through freight that came from 
the West to, say, Kansas City, on their through bills, and consigned to 
Chicago or St. Louis, yet is stopped at Kansas City and sold there, but 
is reshipped thence to the East at proportional of the original through 
rate; whether such freight shall be open to competition by all lines 
eastward when it came to reshipping. 

The managers of trunk lines west of the Missouri River contend that 
the competing lines east of the river that had not built roads or put on 
heavy operating equipments, costing millions of money, should not 
come in and compete for this class of freights with the trunk lines. 
Now, that is a question that evidently lies entirely with the railroads 
themselves. Take the through rate from New York to San Francisco 
on dry goods, $4 a hundred. Do you think the settlement of that rate 
between the Eastern trunk lines and the transcontinental association is 
left to chance? No, indeed; for one of the most expensive pieces of 
clerical work that the railroad companies have to provide and pay for— 
not for the purpose of ‘‘combines”’ or of *‘ pools,” but for fair business 
purposes—is to settle the just and proper division of through and 
competing rates among themselves. As between those railroad asso- 
ciations and the Interstate Commerce Commission there is, I presume, 
a perfect understanding. The transcontinental lines that were men- 
tioned a while ago in their prorating West claimed so much. Then 
the central traffic association claim so much, and they agree among 
themselves as to their proper proportions of the through rate; but that 
through rate itself is the standard of the commission. 

If the amendment of the gentleman from Kansas [Mr.-ANDERSON] 
were to be adopted, you would have to turn your Interstate Commerce 
Commission itself into a pooling arrangement. This matter of a di- 
vision of rates among the railroads is entirely open and above board. 
The newspapers and the public discuss every dollar that is divided. 
Generalities or impassioned talk do not cover the question. It is as 
plain a business proposition as the position of the Sergeant-at-Arms pay- 
ing a member his salary. 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas. Let me ask the gentleman, is not the 
object of the railroad associations expressly to keep up rates? 

Mr. FARQUHAR. No. I deny that. 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas. And do not the people have to pay 
for it? 

Mr. FARQUHAR. No. In 50 per cent. of the cases of contention 
these very associations I have named have put on and upheld uniform 
rates and kept your farmers from being skinned. I assert that as a 
fact and I can prove it. 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas. They have put on an uniform rate, 
and that uniform rate is an extortionate one. 

Mr. FARQUHAR. No, sir. 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas. I ask that the amendment as offered 
be read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

That the following section be added to the said act of 1587: “‘ That the commis- 
sion is hereby authorized, empowered, and required to execute and enforce the 

rovisions of this act, and upon the request of said commission the Attorney- 

neral of the United States shall institute and prosecute all necessary proceed- 

ings in the proper court for the enforcement of this act and for the P mer 
of all violations thereof.” 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Iowa. If the gentleman from Georgia [Mr. 
Crisp] will allow me a moment, I wish to submit just one remark. 
I am not opposed to the amendment of the gentleman from Kansas 
[Mr. ANDERSON]. Iam in favor of every proposition that goes to re- 
straining the power of these highwaymen that are managing the affairs 
of this country literally as highwaymen. But in my judgment the 

resent law as it stands, if there was any place on earth where it could 
be enforced, would be good enough for all the purposes for which the 
people thought it was intended. 

If this amendment conferring jurisdiction upon the State courts 
should prevail and become a law there will be an assurance to the com- 
plainant when ‘‘on his native heath,” in the domestic court with 
which he is familiar, that it will not require the entire amount of his 
claim to prosecute it; and thus the effectual enforcement of the law 
will be promoted. 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas. Take the class of cases which must 
necessarily be tried in the United States courts, cases in which the 
commission itself in the course of its investigation has discovered vio- 
lations of law. Would not my friend be willing that this amendment 
should be adopted giving to the commission a power it has not now of 
enforcing the Jaw, and causing the Attorney-General to institute pro- 
ceedings? 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Iowa. Certainly. Iam not intending to an- 
tagonize the amendment, but am endeavoring to enforce the necessity 
of a court somewhere to secure the effectual execution of our laws on 
this subject, - 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The question ison the first amend- 
ment of the gentleman from Kansas [Mr. ANDERSON]. 

The amendment was adopted; there being—ayes 27, noes 16. 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Clerk will now read the next 
amendment of the gentleman from Kansas [Mr. ANDERSON]. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


Amend by inserting at end of second line: 
“ That section 5 of said act of 1887 beamended by adding the following: ‘That 


all Is, agreem: understandin, arran 

watered tutes or ea ea n paini into, Dran. Erte E a nti 
act, and all rebates, drawbacks, underbilling, or devices of any and every kind 
whatsoever, to regulate or affect interstate commerce, either by maintenance 
of rates or charges, or by divisions of traffic, territory, or earnings, are hereby 
made unlawful.’” 

Mr. O'NEILL, of Pennsylvania. I move to amend that amendment 
by adding these words: X 

Whether said pooling be done by railroadsrunning only through the United 
States or by railroad puareyes outside of the United States through their 
agents doing business for them in this country. 

I take it, sir, from what has been said by the gentleman from Kansas 
that he wants to prevent all possibility of pooling, all possibility of any 
discrimination by rebates, drawbacks, or in any other way in favor of 
one class of shippers as against another. I presume,therefore, that he 
will be willing to accept this amendment. It proposes in a moderate 
way to reach railroads running through Canada and owned by foreign 
capitalists, while it does not at all interfere with the charges that those 
railroads may make in a legitimate way. Š 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas. The gentleman proposes, I under- 
stand, to add that to my amendment? 

Mr. O'NEILL, of Pennsylvania. Yes, sir. 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas. I accept it. 

Mr. O’NEILL, of Pennsylvania. Imodify my amendment by insert- 
ing the word ‘‘rebates’’ after the word ‘‘pooling.’’ 

Mr. CANNON. Mr. Speaker, having just entered the Hall, I am 
not as familiar with this amendment or with the billas perhaps I ought 
to be. But in listening tothis proposition of the gentleman from Kan- 
sas, the question occurred to me whether the amendment may not go 
further than he intends. If there are arrangements by which undue 
rates are exacted or by which drawbacks are allowed, I apprehend there 
will not be much division of opinion in providing a remedy. But asI 
listened to the amendment, I found myself asking whether it is not 
broad enough to cut up by the roots all agreements and arrangements 
touching transportation. For instance, if starting in Kansas, or some 
other point of the West, you desire to make shipment of freight to the 
seaboard, there are, as I understand, a number of arrangements or 
agreements by which, asa matter of convenience, a continuous haul is 
secured, and which in the main givecheaper rates. Now, I ask forin- 
formation whether this amendment may not be so broad as to interfere 
with these arrangements between connecting lines of railway, so as to 
leaye each railroad to make its own agreement with the shipper, and re- 
quiring perhaps half a dozen agreements in order to secure continuous 
shipment from the West to the seaboard ? 

Mr. CRISP. I will say to the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. CAN- 
NON] that such consideration as I have been able to give that amend- 
ment makes it very doubtful in my mind whether, if it were adopted 
as law, there could be such a thing as joint tariff rates at all. 

Mr. CANNON. If the amendmentis liable to operate in that way, 
it might strike a very serious blow which we do not intend, because, 
as I understand, the business of the country, so far as transportation 
is concerned, has been revolutionized within the last fifteen or twenty 
years by these arrangements for continuous transportation. If we 
should go back to the old system under which ‘‘every tub stood on 
its own bottom,’’ and if we should require a man, in order to trans- 
port his product from his farm to the seaboard to make half a dozen 
contracts with as many different corporations, it might do very great 
harm. We ought to take care, in seeking to remedy abuses, that we 
do not inflict great injury upon the public, and cut up by the roots a 
system of doing business with which we do not desire to interfere. 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas. Will the gentleman from Georgia 
allow me to answer his question ? 

Mr. CRISP. Most certainly. 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas. And I will do it by reading my pro- 
posed amendment. It is as follows: 


That section 5 of said act of 1887 be amended by adding the following: “' That 
all pools, agreements. understandings, or arrangements of any kind existing 
or entered into, or to be entered into, by any corporation or carrier subject to 
this act, and all rebates, drawbacks, underbilling, or devices of any and every 
kind whatever— 


Now, for what ?— 
to regulate or affect interstate commerco— 

How ?— 
either by maintenance of rates or charges, or by divisions of traffic, territory, 
or earnings are hereby made unlawful. 

Now, that does not in the slightest prevent them from making joint 
schedules. Whatisa joint schedule? Itisaschedule agreed to by 
two roads. 

A MEMBER. Or more. 


Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas. Each makes its own rates. That is 


all there is of it, and gentlemen need not be scared. 
Mr. CANNON. ‘There is no desire, I will say to my friend from Kan- 
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sas, to scare anybody, but there is an honest desire to get to the mean- 
ing of the amendment. 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas. I admit that the gentleman from Illi- 
nois does not mean to scare anybody. 

Mr. CANNON. I think there are a number of us just as anxiousas 
my friend from Kansas, although we do not make so much noise about 
it. [Laughter]. a 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas. That iscorrect. I wish to ask, even 
supposing my amendment does go too far in a proper direction, does 
any one doubt the Senate would correct it? Gentlemen need not be 
scared. [Laughter. ] 

Mr. O’NEILL, of Pennsylvania. I understand the gentleman from 
Kansas to accept the modifieation which I suggested to his amend- 


ment, 

Mr. CANNON. Allow me but a single word more. I live, Mr. 
Speaker, a thousand miles from the seaboard, and am honestly anxious 
to provide legislation that will cut off rebates, drawbacks, understand- 
ings, or arrangements of any kind, and especially to cut off unjust pool- 
ings, as any man upon the floor of this House, but I stand here before 
action is taken to get as much knowledge as I possibly can touching 
this matter. I am ‘inquiring in good faith and not for the purpose of 
antagonizing this amendment offered by the gentleman from Kansas. 
For one, Iam not here to allow anything to go through without seeing 
that the House understands all about it, and without thoroughly un- 
derstanding it myself in every particular. I have my own responsi- 
bility, and am perfectly willing to shoulder it. 

Mr. CRISP. Mr. Speaker, I said in the beginning of the considera- 
tion of this bill that some of the amendments would bring up questions 
which have been before the House a great many times and which I 
thought and the committee thought had been compromised by the 
adoption of this bill to which we wish to give effect. Now, I hope the 
House will not understand from anything said by the gentleman from 
Kansas on his amendment that the act of 1887 does not by itself pro- 
hibit, bécause it does prohibit in as strong terms as language can make 
it, rebates, drawbacks, pools, agreements, arrangements, or anything of 
that character, which seem to be pointed out by the gentleman’s amend- 
ment. - 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas. Does the gentleman deny pools take 
place under the present law? 

Mr. CRISP. You will find the present law prevents rebates. The 
gentleman does not question that ? 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas. Suppose you read it. 

Mr. CRISP. It is in two or three sections. It prevents rebates; 
you do not deny that? 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas. Yes. 

Mr. CRISP. It prevents drawbacks. 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas. Yes. 

Mr. CRISP. It prevents unjust discriminations? 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas. Yes. 

Mr. CRISP. What else do you want? 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas. My amendment goes to the extent of 
preventing agreements for maintenance of rates. 

Mr. CRISP. Iam not going into a discussion of this case. I take 
it for granted the House understands the bill. It is not clear if the 
amendment of the gentleman from Kansas should be adopted, railroads 
would not be allowed to make joint tariffs to give cheap freight from 
here to Kansas. 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. And the result will be each road will charge 
local rates over its line. 

Mr. CRISP. Yes, and I think these joint tariffs for great distances 
are in the interests of the people. 

Mr. FARQUHAR. Fairer arrangements have been made under this 
act by railroads than ever before, 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas. Yes, forrobbery. Under the present 
law they collect more to-day than they ever did. 

Mr. FARQUHAR. Some gentlemen do not know what they are 
talking about. 
` Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas. That is mere assertion. There is 
not a president of a railroad company in the United States who is not 
violating the present law. 

Mr. FARQUHAR. The gentleman does not dare to make his asser- 
tion over his own signature. 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas. Yes, I do—over my own signature. 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Illinois. Will the gentleman allow me to 
call attention to the language of the present law ? 

Mr. CRISP. I will yield to the gentleman; how long? 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Illinois. For only a few moments. 
to read a provision of the present interstate-commerce law. 

Mr. CRISP. Then I will yield to the gentleman for a few moments. 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Illinois. Mr. Speaker, if I can be recognized 
I desire to call the attention of my colleague from Illinois, as well as 
the chairman of the Committee on Commerce, to the provision of the 
existing law, which is as follows: 

That every common carrier, subject to the provisions of this act, shall, ac- 
cording to their respective powers, afford all reasonable, pro: r, and equal fa- 


cilities for the interchange of traffic between their respective lines, and for the 
receiving, forwarding, and delivering of passengers and property to and from 


I want 


their several lines, and those connecting therewith; and shall notdiscriminate 
in their rates and charges between such connecting lines; but this shall not be 
construed as airing any such common carrier to give the use of its tracks 
and terminal lities to any other carrier engaged in like business. 


It seems to me that that provision of the law affords as strong an as- 
surance as can be given to compel this continuous interchange of traftic 
by railroad transportation. 

Mr. CHEADLE. Will the gentleman from Georgia allow me a mo- 
ment to make a statement in response to what has been stated upon 
this very point? 

Mr. CRISP. I will yield to the gentleman for a moment. 

Mr. CHEADLE. The gentleman from New York [Mr. FARQUHAR] 
wanted an illustration of the question he raised; and I can give him 
one if I-ean have his attention fora moment. I live in the town of 
Frankfort, Ind. Four railroads pass through the town, one of them 
being what is known as the “‘Air Line.” Now, it is 48 miles from 
Frankfort to Indianapolis, and the rate from Indianapolis to the sea- 
beard cities was 1} cents less per bushel than from Frankfort; and yet 
under the provisions of the existing law the Air Line road can take 
freight from Indianapolis and pull it north, passing through Frankfort 
to its connections at Chicago, for 1} cents per bushel less than they 
charge from Frankfort over the same route. 

Mr, CRISP. Now let us have a vote. 

Mr. O’NEILL, of Pennsylvania. I understand the gentleman from 
Kansas has accepted my amendment. 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas. I did. 

Mr. O’NEILL, of Pennsylvania. Mr. Speaker, the easiest abuse pos- 
sible in this House, or out of it, is the abuse of the great railroad sys- 
tem of the country. I dislike very much to hear it wherever it may 
come from, because we all know to-day that the railroad companies 
have done nothing in opposition to the law, but are satisfied with the 
provisions of the act of 1887, and will be better satisfied when we pass 
this Senate bil], which makes clear some points in doubt, a bill which 
practically originated in the idea that there was underbilling of rates 
all over the country, and to prevent this underbilling was the object 
of the bill. 

This has been recommended by all of the commercial bodies every- 
where throughout the country and by the people who know what they 
are about—the shippers of goods and those directly interested in rail- 
road traffic. The people of the country have been instructed by the 
operation of the Jaw up to this time. I know from my own city, the 
city of Philadelphia, which I have the honor in part to represent, that 
I have received memorials and petitions which I have presented here, 
from boards of trade, from the Commercial Exchange, and from the other 
business exchanges, asking that this law, this bill of the Senate, may 
be adopted by the House and sent back, so as speedily to be enacted as 
the law of the land; and I express my regret, sir, that we are prejudic- 
ing action upon the bill by taking up the time with these amendments 
and so changing the character of the bill as it came from the Senateas 
to make the question of its final passage one of delay if not of doubt. 
I sought this morning to have all amendments withdrawn, thatthe bill 
might be adopted in its original form, but objection was made. I hope 
we will not prejudice the passage of the bill by further action here to- 
day; and while I am strongly in favor of the passage of the bill, I re- 
gret that I feel compelled to refrain from voting on any of the ques- 
tions presented. I am paired with the gentleman from Florida [Mr. 
DAVIDSON], and not knowing how he would vote I shall also refrain 
from voting. 

Mr. CRISP. 
osition. 

Mr. NELSON. I want one moment to reply to the gentleman from 
Pennsylvania. I want to say to him, in reference to his amendment, 
that I think if he will read it again he will see that it has precisely 
the opposite effect from what he understands it has. It is precisely 
what we would like out West. We do not want the trunk lines to 

l with the trunk lines of Canada. 

Mr, O'NEILL, of Pennsylvania. Ithink the gentleman is entirely 
mistaken. ‘The amendment was carefully drawn. 

a ANDERSON, of Kansas. Let the amendment be again re- 

rted. 

P The amendment was again read. 

Mr. MACDONALD. Ido not liko the wording of the amendment, 
and I would like to suggest an amendment. 

Mr. BLAND. I understand the first question is on the pending 
amendment to the amendment to the amendment—that offered by the 
gentleman from Pennsylvania. 

Mr. O'NEILL, of Pennsylvania, That was accepted by the gentle- 
man from Kansas as a part of his amendment. 

Mr. BLAND. But the House has a right to vote uponit. It has 
not yet been adopted. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. 
amendment to the amendment. 

Mr. O'NEILL, of Pennsylvania. 
cepted that. 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas. Is thatthe amendment of the gentle- 
man from Pennsylvania ? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. 


I hope we will now have a vote on the pending prop- 


. 
The question is on agreeing to the 


The gentleman from Kansas ac- 


It is. 
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Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas. I was willing to accept the amend- 
ment to the amendment, but objection was made and a vote was de- 
manded upon it. , 

Mr. O’NEILL, of Pennsylvania. Very well; I have tried my best, 
in the most modified way, to do something to check the railroads owned 
by British capital and Canadian capital. 

Mr. MACDONALD. Ihave an amendment which I think is neces- 


sary here. 

The SPEAKER protempore. Itis not now in order. The first ques- 
tion is on agreeing to the amendment to the amendment proposed by 
the gentleman from Pennsylvania. 

The amendment to the amendment was rejected. 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas. I now ask the previous question—— 

Mr. MACDONALD. Let me suggest an amendment here. I sup- 
pose it is in order now. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. 
gentleman from Kansas. 

Mr. MACDONALD. That is the purpose of it. ‘ 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. ‘The Clerk will report the amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Insert the word “and” after the word “ pools,” and strike out the words “ of 
any kind" and insert in place thereof the words “having pooling, rebates, or 
drawbacks in view.” 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas. So it will read how? 

Mr. MACDONALD. I will tell the gentleman. So it will read: 

‘That all pools and agreements, understandings or arrangements, having pool- 
ing rebates or drawbacks in view, etc. 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas. Oh, no; that is the present law. 

Mr. MACDONALD. The gentleman is mistaken in that. This is 
to prohibit just exactly what the gentleman has referred to. Your 
amendment declares any arrangement that any railroad company may 
make is unlawful. 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas. Where it is to keep up rates. 

Mr. FARQUHAR. The gentleman from Kansas provides for the 
maintenance of rates. So you go against the very schedule required to 


If it is an amendment to that of the 


be posted up. 
Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas. Oh, no. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The question is on the amendment to 


the amendment of the gentleman from Minnesota. 

The amendment to the amendment was rejected. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The question is now on the amendment 
of the gentleman from Kansas [Mr. ANDERSON]. 

The question was taken; and the Speaker pro tempore stated that 
the noes seemed to have it. 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas. Division. 

The House divided; and there were—ayes 23, noes 27. 

So the amendment was rejected. 

Mr. CRISP. Inow yield to the gentleman from Minnesota [ Mr. 
LIND], who has an amendment he desires to discuss. 

Mr. LIND. Iask the Clerk to read the amendment which I offered 
yesterday. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Amend by inserting after line 6 the following: 


“Sec. 4. Thatit shall be unlawful for any common carrier subject to the provis- 
ions of this act to charge or receive any greater compensation in the a: gate for 
the transportation of passengers or of like kind of property, under substantially 
similar circumstances and conditions, for a shorter than for a longer distance 
over the same line, in the same direction, the shorter being included within the 
longer distance; but this shall not be construed as authorizing any common car- 
rier within the terms of this actto charge and receive as great compensation for 
a shorter as fora longer distance; thatit shallalso be unlawful for any common 
earrier subject to the provisions of this act to charge or receive any greater 
compensation per ton per mile for the contemporaneous transportation of the 
same class of freight for a longer than for a shorter distance over the same line, 
jn the same general direction, or from the same original point of departure, or 
to the same point of arrival; but this shallnotbe construed ‘as authorizing any 
common carrier subject to the provisions of this act to ror} bale high a rate 
per ton per mile for a longer as for a shorter distance: Pri |, however, That 
upon application to the commission appointed under the provisions of this act, 
such common carrier may, in special cases, after investigation by the commis- 
sion, be authorized to charge less for longer than for shorter distances for the 
transportation of passengers or property; and the commission may from time 
to time prescribe the extent to which such designated common carrier may be 
relieved ! from the operation of this section of this act.” 


Mr. LIND. Mr. Speaker, this does not introduce nor seek to intro- 
duce any new feature into the interstate-commerce act as it was under- 
stood at the time of its passage. Nor is ita novel scheme. It is a pro- 
vision that is to be found in the railroad laws of the State of Iowa and 
other States, and in the railroad law of my own State. Instead of 
making a speech I will endeavor briefly to explain the effect of and the 
difficulties this amendment seeks to remedy. The leading feature in 
the interstate-commerce act, as we call it, is that which denies the right 
of a railroad corporation to charge a higher rate for a short haul over 
the same road than for a PASDA which also includes the shorter. 


That is the principal, the one leading idea in the interstate-commerce 
act, but the reverse of that proposition is not provided for. 

There is another feature which that act does not prohibit, and that 
has been more burdensome than that form of discrimination. While 
it is true that the law prevents a railroad company charging more for 
the shorter distance than for the longer one, it is not true that it pro- 
hibits it from charging proportionately less for the shorter than the 


longer. To illustrate—and I trust you will not think that this is an 
attempt to introduce a distance tariff, but to illustrate the idea that 
is expressed in this amendment—lI will take for instance Chicago, the 
general distributing point for the West. St. Peter is situated west of 
Chicago, and New Ulm is another town still farther from Chicago. 
The rate from Chicago to St. Peter, I will say, is $10 a ton. It is 500 
miles, The rate to New Ulm, only 30 miles farther west, is $15 a ton. 
These are figures for illustration only. 

Mr. ROWELL. Is not that a violation of the law? 

Mr. LIND. It is nota violation of the terms of the act, and the com- 
missioners have so decided. While the distance from St. Peter to New 
Ulm is only 30 miles, the rise in the charges for transportation is $5. 
I purposely exaggerate these figures simply to bring ont the force of 


the illustration. The difference actually charged is not so great, but 
nearly so. 
Mr. RYAN. Will my friend permit me to ask him a question? 


Mr. LIND. Wait one moment until I have stated another fact in 
this connection. Gentlemen will notice the unfair discrimination made ` 
against New Uim. That town is only 30 miles farther west than St. 
Peter, and still the company charges a difference of $5 a ton on freight. 
As a matter of fact it is charging a difference of 40 cents a ton on coal, 
whereas if we were given the same rate per ton per mile that St. Peter 
received and which we ought to have, the difference would he only 16 
cents per ton on coal. 

The proposition involved in this amendment is this: That if a rail- 
road company can haul freight, we will say 150 miles, at 1 cent per ton 
per mile, they certainly under the same circumstances, over the same 
road-bed, can carry it 500 miles at the same rate per ton per mile. If 
there is one axiom in transportation it is this: That with the increase 
of the distance there should be a decrease in the rate per ton per mile. 

Mr. CRISP. That is where I want to ask the gentleman this ques- 
tion: Is not that a violation of the interstate-commerce law ? 

Mr. LIND. It is not of itself, and the commission has so decided. 

Mr. CRISP. Would it not be an unreasonable rate? 

Mr. LIND. ‘Thatis another question. Butas I have already stated 
the commission has already decided that this state of facts is not of 
itself an unreasonable rate. I say the gentleman can not point to one 
case where the commission has yet pronounced any rate unreasonable. 
Our people brought the matter up before the commission, and it was 
heard, and relief was refused. 

Mr. CRISP. The trouble is that the gentleman wants the Jaw itself 
Aiea in every case what is an unreasonable rate, which is impos- 
sible. 

Mr. LIND. No. The gentleman does not understand me. I do 
not undertake to define in this amendment what the railroads shall 
charge. The amendment simply does this: You have already said by 
your law that they shall not charge more for a short haul included 
with a long haul than for the long one, and we ask this additional pro- 
vision that they shall not charge more per ton per mile for a longer 
than they do for a shorter distance in the same direction and over the 
sanie road. 

Mr. ROWELL. Itis introducing the mileage rate, is it not? 

Mr. LIND. No, sir; nothing of the kind. 

Mr. RYAN. The illustration which my friend from Minnesota 
[Mr. LIND] has given satisfies me that, so far as that is concerned, his 
amendment is all right; but will it not have a further effect? Take, 
for instance, a case like this: A ton of flour is shipped from my town, 
Topeka, Kans., to the Mississippi River. Now, will the railroad com- 
panies be required to carry that flour at the same rate per ton per mile 
that they would carry it to New York for? 

Mr. LIND. No, sir; not at all. I will explain. If you havea ` 
continuous line of railway from Chicago to Topeka by way of Kansas 
City, this amendment will compel the railroad company to carry freight 
from Chicago to Kansas City and beyond there to your town at no 
greater rate per ton per mile than they charge to Kansas City. It is 
a fair regulation, and it has been thoroughly tested in our State. 

Mr. RYAN. If that is the only effect of the amendment, I think it 
is a good one and should be adopted. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The question is on the amendment of 
the gentleman from Minnesota [Mr. LIND]. 

Mr. CRISP. A wordinreply. Whilst the gentleman from Minne- 
sota [Mr. LIND] insists that this amendment does not propose the in- 
troduction of the mileage principle into the law, it will be very diffi- 
cult for him to satisfy the House of the correctness of that proposition. ` 
His amendment is the converse, so to speak, of the short and the lo 
haul clause ir the existing law. When we provided that a AEA 
should not charge more for a short than for a long haul we thought 
we were correcting the inequalities that existed; but the gentleman’s 
proposition is that, as to the long haul, the railroads shall not charge 
more per ton per mile than they do for the short haul. Now, there 
may be some case—doubtless there is such a case, because the gentle- 
man refers to it, and I of course accept his statement—where the prac- 
tice of the railroads discriminates against a town. 

I suppose that is the kind of case to which the gentleman refers, but 
there is another provision of the law which would reach a case of that 
character. All rates are required to be reasonable and just. There 
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must be no discrimination against individuals or against localities, but 
it is utterly impossible to prohibit specially in the law every injustice 
that may arise. Gentlemen will see that the short and the long haul 
provision, about which so muchis said, ismerely adetermination by Con- 
gress, when the question of reasonableness or unreasonableness of rates 
arises, that in every case, unless the commission shall decide differently, 
it is not unreasonable to charge more for a short than for the long haul. 
The general proposition is that in every case the rates shall be reasonable, 
but as to that particular matter Congress says to the railroads, ‘‘ When- 
ever you charge more for a short than you do for a long haul you are 
doing an unreasonable thing, and this commission shall have authority 
to modify the rate.” But the amendment of the gentleman from Min- 
nesota [Mr. LIND] is a proposition to add to that, and to protect the 
long haul as against the short haul. 

Mr. LIND. That is it. 

Mr. CRISP. It introduces for the first time in the legislation of this 
country the per ton per mile principle. 

Mr. LIND. It does not do that at all. 

Mr, CRISP. It certainly does, if language can doit. It provides 
that the charge shall not be greater ‘‘per ton per mile”? in the one case 
than in the other. As I have said, we have never introduced the mile- 
age principle into our legislation on this subject. 

Mr. LIND. It applies, however, to the long haul, and not to the 
short haul. 

Mr. CRISP. But the gentleman does not seem to get the idea that 
it introduces a mileage rate. 

Mr. LIND. It does not. 

Mr. CRISP. The question of the mileage rate is very distinct from 
the question of reasonableness, as between the long and the short haul. 
A mileage rate means so much for every mile. It is a principle which 
certain parties have sought for some years to introduce into our legis- 
lation, but, so far as I am informed, it has never met the approbation 
of Congress in either branch. A 

I yield to the gentleman from Minnesota [Mr. LIND], as I under- 
stand he will occupy but a short time. 

Mr. LIND. I merely wish to call attention to the fact that this 
proposition, as I claimed in my former statement, does not introduce 
the mileage pirea Suppose there are on a railroad route three points 
—A, B, and A is 100 miles distant from B; C is 10 miles further. 
Between A and B there is a certain rate per ton per mile. Now, we 
say it is not reasonable as a matter of law that the company should be 
permitted to charge a greater rate per ton per mile for the longer haul 
than for the shorter one, the transportation being over the same road, 
in the same cars, and under the same circumstances. 

Mr. CRISP. That introduces the mileage rate. 

Mr. LIND. No, it does not; the gentleman is wrong. 

Mr. MACDONALD. Will the gentleman from Georgia yield to me 
a moment? 

Mr. CRISP. Yes, sir, 

Mr. MACDONALD. My view of the matter is that this is a restrict- 
ive clause inserted in the law, and simply provides, as any persorf will 
see, that where a railroad is carrying freight for 500 miles at a stipu- 
lated rate per ton per mile, it shall not charge more for 600 miles. ‘The 
proposition ought to be plain. Its adoption does not compel the com- 
panies to adopt exactly the same rate, but simply prevents them from 
charging more. 

Mr. CRISP. But you are applying the mileage rate. 

Mr. MACDONALD. Oh, no. This is the only way in which you 
can have a restriction applied. Iam unable tosee anything objection- 
able in a rule which is based upon what is termed the ‘‘mileage rate.” 
The present law is the result largely of agitation caused by railroads 
giving better rates to terminal cities, which were favored by having 
competing railroads, than they did to intermediate points which were 
a less distance and shorter haul. Now, here is a case where it is found 
that where railroads have competing points which are intermediate 
they charge a sum which is proportionately much less than to points a 
short distance beyond. It is the old story in a slightly different form. 
The railroads are willing to carry freight at reasonable rates where, be- 
cause of competition, they are compelled to; but where there is no 
competition they put up the rate to an extortionate figure, whether the 
non-competing point is a longer or a shorter distance. All should be 
required to carry at a rate which is reasonable, and the same should 
be uniform in proportion to the distance. In determining this you 
must resort to the *‘ mileage rate.”’ 

Mr. CRISP. The present law says the rate shall not be unreasona- 
ble or unjust. Take the case presented by the gentleman from Min- 
nesota [Mr. LIND]. Two points, A and B, are 100 miles distant, while 
the distance from B to Cis 10 miles. As I understand it, what the 

tleman desires to accomplish is that the company shall not charge 

0 from A to B, and $15 for the other 10 miles. Now, I ask, if this 
were done, whether it would not be an unreasonable rate, and whether 

the interstate-commerce law does not already prohibit it? 

Mr. MACDONALD. I willanswer that question by asking another. 
If the amendment should be modified by omitting the words ‘‘ per ton 
per mile,” making it provide simply that these companies shall not 


charge more in proportion for, say, 600 miles than for 500 miles, would 
that be more satisfactory? I can not see how it would improve it. 

_Mr. CRISP. I do not myself see any necessity for such a pro- 
vision. 

Mr. MACDONALD, If it is a fact that they do charge more in pro- 
portion there certainly is a necessity for it. This transportation ques- 
tion is yet in its infancy, and itis by experience that we can learn what 
is necessary in the way of regulation and control. Ido not believe 
that railroads carry freight at a loss, or for amusement simply, to com- 
peting points. If they do they will have to cease their folly. As pub- 
lic servants they should serve all alike, and no one citizen should be 
required to pay for services received by another. No man should have 
to pay freight which another should have paid for. 

Mr. BRUMM. Allow me to illustrate the difference between the 
position of the gentleman from Georgia [Mr. Crisp] and that of the 
gentleman who has offered the amendment. Let us suppose that the 
rate per ton for 100 milesis$2. That proratarate would apply all along 
the route. But ata certain point there is a town which is off the reg- 
ular route and which the railroad company wishes to punish; it wishes 
to deprive it of freight, because by sending it that way it must neces- 
sarily go over some other route. Under the existing law the company 
may charge an extra dollar per ton to the point they wish to punish; 
but if this were not allowed, freight could be shipped to that extreme 
point which the company wishes to punish without any increase of 
rate, even though it might go over another road. The purpose of the 

resent provision is to prevent a discrimination in this respect. 

Mr. CRISP. In reply to the gentleman, I will say that the present 
law prohibits any such discrimination—anything like ‘‘ punishing” a 
town, or an individual, or a railroad. 

Mr. BRUMM. Ihave mentioned a case in which it may be done. 

Mr. CRISP. Do you want to make the law stronger thanitis? It 
now distinctly prohibits discrimination. 

Mr. BRUMM. The proposition is simply to apply the same rule to 
the longer distances that the present law applies to shorter distances. 

Mr. WILSON, of Minnesota. Mr. Speaker, this matter, I see, is not 
generally understood; but I think a moment’s reflection will make it 
understood. We will suppose that two railroads start from a given 
point. One reaches a second point by a route 100 miles long; the 
other by a route 150 miles long. At the crossing or competing point 
the road that has the short haul always makes the rate; and the road 
which has the long haul must either go out of business in t to 
that competing point or it must consent to take freight at the same 
rate as the road having the short haul; that is at the 100 mile rate. 
Now, the question 5, by my colleague [Mr. LIND] is this: if 
a road having a line of 150 miles takes freight at the competing point 
at the rate of the road having the line of 100 miles, shall this longer 
road be compelled, where it goes beyond the competing point, to take 
freights at the same rate per ton per mile as at the competing point? 
That presents the question in as few words as I can state it; and that 
is the whole case, 

I admit with my colleague the ordinary rule is true, and true in al- 
most every instance, that the rate at which the railroad carries for 100 
miles ought to be and is a reasonable rate for a greater number of 
miles, But the question is whether that should be the unchangeable 
rule in every individual case, or ought it to be left to the commission 
to determine in exceptional cases. That is the simple and only ques- 
tion in this case. If we adopt a cast-iron rule, we may, and in some 
few cases doubtless would, give all the business at the point of cross- 
ing to the shortest line, thus preventing competition at that point; 
whereas, if we do not adopt this rule, injustice may be done to points 
on the longer line beyond the point of crossing. Often, or at least 
sometimes, injustice may be done to a point by charging a rate to it 
that is not absolutely too high. A great wrong may be done toa town, 
A, by charging too low a rate of freight to a neighboring town, B. 

That is the way I understand it. Am I right? 

Mr. LIND. I do not concede the correctness of the gentleman’s 
conclusion, but he does state one of the features of complication I seek 
to avoid. 

Mr. WILSON, of Minnesota. I will say that I will vote for this 
amendment. I have inquired a great deal in reference to this question; 
I have inquired of the Interstate Commerce Commission; I have in- 
quired of the railroad commissionersin my own State, and I have 
thought a great deal about it. 

There is a great deal to be said on both sides. Any one who says 
there is not, and that it is free from difficulty, either has not devoted 
any thought to the subject or makes statements recklessly. I have 
thought of it and have come to a conclusion not altogether satisfactory 
to myself. My State has instructed me to vote for it, and although I do 
not always follow instructions, in this instruction I shall. I ama little 
in doubt how I should vote on this question if I were uninstructed. 

Mr. LA FOLLETTE. I would like to ask the gentleman from Min- 
nesota whether he has recently examined the proviso to section 4, and 
whether in his opinion that proviso is broad enough in its terms to in- 
vest the commission with discretion tos nd the section even, should 
the amendment of his colleague [Mr. LIND] be adopted by this House? 


1888. 


Mr. WILSON, of Minnesota. Under the present law? 

Mr. LA FOLLETTE. Do you get my question? 

Mr. WILSON, of Minnesota. _Well— 

Mr. LA FOLLETTE. Yon cite, for instance, in the case of a line 
of 100 miles to a competing point, the other road having 150 miles, 
the application of this amendment of the gentleman from Minnesota 
would work injustice to the longer road beyond the competing points. 
Now, if the amendment be adopted would the Commission be invested 
with power to suspend that fourth section as amended? 

Mr. WILSON, of Minnesota. Ihave not looked at it enough to 
answer dogmatically. They have the right to correct it if it works an 
inequality, or if it is unreasonable, by another clause. Which is the 
greater evil, to deprive the people at the point of crossing of the com- 

tition and lower freights or the people beyond that point on the 
ae line of equal rates with the people at that point? 

For instance, shall the people of Mankato, in my State, be deprived 
of such competition and be compelled to pay higher rates so as to pre- 
vent the injustice thatit must be admitted the people of New Ulm are 
subjected to by being compelled to pay essentially higher rates of freight 
than are charged to Mankato? 

Mr. RYAN. Permit me for one moment. 

_Mr. WILSON, of Minnesota. I have not control of the time, 

Mr. RYAN. I will not take a minute. Thereisa railroad running 
directly from Chicago to my town. I may say there are two direct 
lines, From Chicago to the Missouri River, we will say, is 500 miles. 
It is 65 miles further to my town, Topeka, in Kansas—565 miles be- 
tween the terminal points. Can the gentleman tell me why these com- 
panies ought to be permitted to lay freights down at the end of the 500 
miles, at the Missouri River, for a less rate per ton per mile than they 
lay it down at the end of the line, 565 miles, per ton per mile? 

Mr. WILSON, of Minnesota. Ido not pretend to say that there is 
any reason for it or justice in it, and unless there is some exceptional 
reason there is no justice init. That the rule you cite is general, and 
almost always true, is without doubt. The questionis: May there not 
bean exception which should not be governed by cast-iron rules? That 
is all. 

Mr. RYAN. This amendment simply compels the road to carry it 
the 565 miles at the same rate per ton per mile thatit carries it for the 
500 miles. 

Mr. WILSON, of Minnesota. I understand that. 

Mr. RYAN. Then what is the objection to it? 

Mr. WILSON, of Minnesota. I do not say there isany. I was try- 
ing to state the difficulties; and if I have failed it is because I do not 
know how to present the question so that it may be understood. 

Mr. CRISP. The objection is that this is introducing for the first 
time the mileage rate, as I stated before, in the legislation of Congress 
upon this subject. I think the House can rest assured, and the public 
can also be satisfied, that the long haul will take care of itself; and 
while the gentleman may find occasionally a case of hardship, if the 
hardship is apparent, it follows that the rule is unjust, thatit is a dis- 
crimination; and ifit is a discrimination it is a violation of the law. 

I can see very well how some gentleman living at an intermediate 
point would insist that the long haul should beraised in order that some 
neighboring town should not have equal privileges with him. But I 
do not understand why for any other reason such a provision should be 
advocated. 

Mr. MACDONALD. Will the gentleman allow me to ask him this 
question: Wherein in principle is there any difference between the pro- 

, posed amendment and the existing Jaw in reference to the short and 
the long haul? I ask for information, of course. 

Mr, CRISP. The law provides that these roads shall not charge 
more for the short than for the long haul. It does not provide that 
they may not charge the same. They may charge as much under the 
provisions of the law for hauling 50 miles as for a hundred miles unless 
the charge be affected by the other provision of the law, which pro- 
vides that such rates must be reasonable, That, however, is the only 
provision governing that point; and, taking the long and the short haul 
clause, the language is that you shall not charge more for the short 
haul than for the long haul. 

Now, the proposition here is that when you come to the long and 
short haul you shall not charge less per ton per mile for the long haul 
than for the short. It does not provide that you may not charge more. 

Mr. MACDONALD, That would be satisfactory, provided we as- 

` sume that the railroads are carrying freight too cheaply to the compet- 
ing points, which I do not admit. 

Mr. CRISP. That question does not arise at all. The gentleman 
asked the difference in principle between this amendment and the pres- 
ent law, as far as it is applicable to the long and short haul clause. I 
sayin response to him that as to the long and short haul you may 
charge as much for the short as for the long; but the proposition here 
is to apply the charge to so much per ton per mile, and provides that 
a similar rate must exist between the long and the short haul. That 
is the distinction between them. 

Mr. MACDONALD. My remark was applicable to the proposed 
amendment and the statement in reference to it. The gentleman fails 
to make clear the difference in principle. 
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Mr. CRISP. Let me state further that I have heard no complaint 
of this from anywhere except it be from Minnesota, where I believe 
the railroad commissioners recommended it, but from no other State 
has there been any complaint and no recommendation by the railroad 
commission that I recollect. It comes solely from that State, and, I 
suppose, from some agitation in some towns where one or two have 
conceived themselves to be and perhaps are discriminated against, in 
which case, if they will go to the commission, under the present law 
they will probably get relief. 

If no gentleman desires to discuss the matter farther I would Jike to 
have a vote upon it. 

Mr. WEBER. I wish toask the chairman of the committee a question. 

Mr. CRISP. Certainly. 

Mr. WEBER. Whether heis able to answer the question propounded 
by my friend from Wisconsin [Mr. LA FOLLETTE] to the gentleman 
from Minnesota, to wit: Would there be power under the existing law, 
if this amendment were adopted, for the commission to regulate in ex- 
ceptional cases, such as were cited by the gentleman from Minnesota? 

Mr. LIND. I will say no; but if anybody desires to amend in that 
respect, it can be readily inserted, giving the commission discretionary 
power in extraordinary cases, 

Mr. WEBER. It would seem that there should be such power vested 
in the commission; and if adopted, the prina that no greater 
rate shall be charged per ton per mile for the short than for the long 
haul would be proper. There should be a provision to regulate just 
such cases. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. 
the gentleman from Minnesota. 

Mr. LIND. Before that question is put I desire to modify the 
amendment by inserting three words, and my friend from Wisconsin 
is draughting it. 

Mr. WEAVER. I hope it will not be in the way of granting dis- 
cretion to the commission. They have enough now. 

Mr. LIND. I withdraw my request for a modification. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The question is on the amendment of 
the gentleman from Minnesota. 

The guestion was taken; and on a division there were—ayes 23, 
noes 27. 

Mr. LIND. Let us have tellers. 

Tellers were refused, seven members only voting in favor thereof, 

Mr. MACDONALD. No quorum. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The point of order being made—does 
the Chair understand the gentleman to make the point of order that 
no quorum voted on the demand for tellers ? 

Mr. MACDONALD. I want a vote by tellers on this question. 

Mr. CRISP. The motion was for tellers. The Chair announced 
that not a sufficient number of gentleman had arisen. No question of 
no quorum arose. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair asked the gentleman if he 
asked whether there was a quorum. ‘The Chair is of opinion that the 
amendment is rejected. à 

Mr. CRISP. The gentleman from Kentucky [Mr. CARUTH] hasan 
amendment. 

The Clerk read the amendment, as follows: s 

In section 2, line 50, after the word “ weighing,” insert the words “‘ false rep- 
resentation of the contents of the package.” 

Mr. CHEADLE. I rise to a parliamentary inquiry. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. CHEADLE. There was a division, and before the result was 
announced the gentleman from Minnesota [Mr. LIND] asked for tell- 
ers. Tellers were denied. Then before the Chair had announced 
whether or not the amendment had been rejected or accepted a de- 
mand for a quorum was made by the gentleman from Minnesota [Mr. 
MACDONALD]. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair understood the’ gentleman 
from Minnesota [Mr. MACDONALD] to say that he asked for a quoram 
on the last vote, and the last vote was on the demand for tellers. 

Mr. MACDONALD. My demand for a quorum was on the vote re- 


The question is on the amendment of 


jecting the amendment. 


Mr. HERBERT. At the time the demand was made the vote on 
the ordering of tellers had been taken, and tellers had been refused, 
and that was the only vote on which at that time a quorum could havo 
been asked. 

Mr. MACDONALD. Well, let the point go. 

Mr. CRISP. Ido not object to the amendment of the gentleman 
from Kentucky. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. CRISP. The gentleman from Minnesota [Mr. NELSON] has an 
amendment which he desires to offer. 

Mr. NELSON. I ask that the amendment be reported. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

At the end of the bill insert: 

“ Provided further, That any railroad company or other common carrier here» 
tofore or hereafter created or incorporated under the laws of the United States 
shall, as to the transportation of passengers or property from one place or sta- 


tion to another place or station in the same State, over a route wholly in that 
State, be subject and amenable to the laws of such State relating to the trans- 
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portation of passengers and prope: 
company or common carrier creat 
ate, 


Mr. CRISP. I raise the question of order on that amendment, that 
it is not germane to this bill. Thisis a bill for the regulation of inter- 
state commerce, and the amendment of the gentleman relates wholly 
to railroads within the States. 

Mr. NELSON. Mr. Speaker, I desire to be heard on that question. 
I will first state the facts which gave occasion to offering the amendment. 
One of the principal railroads of Minnesota, running east and west 
throagh the northern half of it, with a branch line to St. Paul, is the 
Northern Pacific Railroad Company, a corporation created by act of 
Congress under an act giving it a large grant of land to aid in thecon- 
struction of the railroad. This company claims that because it is a 
corporation created under the laws of the United States, having a land 

t, and because Congress has passed an interstate law, it is not ame- 
nable to State legislation or State control in respect of local traffic. Ex- 
actly what the Northern Pacific Railroad claims has been said by the 
Union Pacific Railroad, the Central Pacific Railroad, and other land- 
grant railroads. They insist that being Federal corporations, created 
by act of Congress since the interstate-commerce law has passed, they 
are not liable to be controlled by State legislation in respect to local 
traffic. Now, the object of*this amendment—— 

Mr. CRISP. That claim has not been sustained by any court. 

Mr. NELSON. I understand that it has been sustained by a court 
in the West. 

Mr. CRISP. Not by the Supreme Court of the United States. 

Mr. NELSON. By a circuit court of the United States. Iam in- 
formed by a member near me that it has been sustained by Judge 
Deedy in Oregon. The Northern Pacific Railroad in our State have 
denied that they are subject to our State railroad laws or our State 
railroad commission, and I know of my own knowledge that that road 
has put it upon this ground among others, that because we have an 
interstate-commerce law, that being a Federal corporation, it is not 
amenable to the State laws in Minnesota. The object of this amend- 
mentis to remove all doubt from the question and leave these corpora- 
tions in respect to purely local traffics on a par with the local com- 
panies in the State, and amenable to the same rules and the same local 
legislation. Now, they claim this immunity, and as I have said one 
of the grounds on which they claim it is this interstate-commerce law. 
‘They say that it has been passed, and they being a corporation created 
by Congress and no reference being made as to them they are exempt 
from any control by the States. 

Now, I claim that these great corporations we have created by Fed- 
eral statutes in the first place have acquired their substance in the 
shape of money and land from the United States in respect to purely 
local traffic within our own State should be under the interstate-com- 
merce act; that they should be on a par with other companies in this 
country and liable to the same rules and regulations. Itis, therefore, 
for the purposes of removing this doubt and settling this question, and 
to evade long and tedious litigation in the Supreme Court for two, 
three, or four years before it can get through the court, that I have 
proposed to add this clause to the bill, and I think it is germane to it. 
It defines clearly the line in respect to the provisions between the in- 
terstate law and the State law, and is to prevent them from claiming 
directly or indirectly that they are entitled to this special immunity 
that they claim. 

Now, this can certainly do no harm to the bill, It serves a useful 
purpose, and I think every gentleman who understands the question 
will be in favor of the measure and can not possibly have any objec- 
tion to it. 

Mr. CRISP. Ishall not discuss the merits of the proposition. I 
probably agree with the gentleman. In fact, the Committce on Com- 
merce have reported a bill to relieve the difficulty of which he com- 
plains, but certainly not upon the idea that the act of 1887 has any 
relation to it. Icall the gentleman’s attention to the first section of 
the act of 1887, which provides: 

That the provisions of this act shall apply to any common carricr or carriers 
engaged in the transportation of passengers or property wholly by railroad, or 
partly by railroad and partly by water when both are , under a common 
control, management, or arrangement, for a continuous carriage or shipment, 
from one State or Territory of the United States, or the District of Columbia, to 
any other State or Territory of the United States, or the District of Columbia, or 
from bath oma in the United States to an adjacent foreign country, or from any 

lace in the United States through a foreign country to any other place in the 

nited States, and also to the transportation in like manner of property shipped 
from any placein the United States to a foreign country and carried from such 


lace to a port of transshipment, orship: from a foreign country to any place 
n the United States and carri a place from s port of entry either in 


, the same as though it were a railroad 
or incorporated under the laws of that 


ed to suc! 
the United States or an adjacent foreign country. 


It will be seen that under no construction can the gentleman claim 
that this act which we are now amending covers or influences the ques- 
tion which he seeks to reach here. His proposition that a railroad 
company chartered by Congress can not be regulated by the State asto 
commerce wholly within the StateI totally dissentfrom. Within the 


State the State and the State commission, in my opinion, can regulate 
it. But whether they can or not, the point here is that we are dealing 
with interstate commerce, while this is a proposition to confer, if I may 
use such an expression, upon the State the power to regulate matters 
within its own jurisdiction. 


Mr. BLAND. Mr. Speaker, this law deals not only with interstate 
commerce but also with transportation lines engaged in interstate com- 
merce, and, as I understand it, the amendment of the gentleman from 
Minnesota is designed to affect those transportation lines, lines which 
are authorized by acts of Congress and over which we have jurisdiction. 
The amendment is not for the purpose of regulating commerce in the 
State at all, but for the purpose of giving the State power to regulate 
its own commerce over transportation lines created by Congress, lines 
therefore which are covered by this law. The very subject which we 
are legislating upon is these corporations engaged in interstate com- 
merce, and hence the amendment of the gentleman is clearly germane 
to the subject-matter under consideration. 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas. Irise to a parliamentary inquiry. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas. I desire to inquire whether the Chair 
is ready to rule on this point? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair is ready to rule. 

Mr. NELSON. I desire to make a brief reply to the gentleman 
from Georgia. 

Mr. CRISP. I hope the gentleman will confine himself to the ques- 
tion of order, which is the only question now before the House. 

Mr. NELSON, Iwill. As to the legal proposition I agree with the 
gentleman. Iam surprised at this claim that the railroad company 
has set up, and ifa case arising under that claim ever gets to the Su- 
preme Court of the United States I do not think the decision will be 
in favor of the company. But we all know that it takes years and 
years before a litigation of that kind can be brought to a final deter- 
mination in the Supreme Court, and it is to remove all doubt and put 
these great interstate-commerce carriers on the same footing with the 
other railroads that this amendment is offered. Now, these corpora- 
tions that have been created by Congress and given these great land 
grants are the great interstate-commerce carriers of the country, the 
trans-continental lines; and as to those lines we have aright to say that 
outside of interstate commerce they shall be in all respects amenable 
to the rules and regulations established by the States in which they 
do business. 

Mr. WILSON, of Minnesota. Mr. Speaker, this is the very measure 
to which I referred when the gentleman from Pennsylvania objected, 
and I wish to have ten minutes to discuss it, because it concerns the 
people of my State. 

Mr. BRUMM. If the gentleman is going to discuss the merits or 
this matter I shall object, but if he is going to speak to the point or 
order I shall not object. 

Mr. WILSON, of Minnesota. Now, Mr. Speaker, if there be any 
doubt about the question, this is a matter of such importance that it 
certainly ought not to be ruled out on a point of order. The effect or 
such a ruling would probably be to defeat the bill at this session and 
perhaps at this Congress, and it isa bill which I do not believe one 
man on this floor would object to on examination, because it is so es- 
sentially fair and just. As I was about to say, our railroad commis- 
sioners in the State of Minnesota—— 

Mr. BRUMM. Now, Mr. Speaker, I must insist upon the point I 
have raised, that the gentleman is not speaking to the point of order, 
but is speaking to the merits of this measure. 

Mr. MACDONALD. The point of order necessarily involves the 
merits of the bill. 

Mr. WILSON, of Minnesota. Gentlemen must permit me to go on 
in my own way. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, there are two bills in this House reported by the 
Committee on Commerce, and this amendment is one of them. They 
were drawn by the Railroad Commissioner, and they have been reported 
by the committee, every member of it concurring, and if they are cut 
off now, they probably will not be reached this session. Therefore I say 
that if there is any doubt in the mind of the Chair about the point of 
order, it ought to be solved in our favor, and I appeal to the chairman 
of the Committee on Commerce [Mr. Crisp] to let us get our bill up 
and pass it. ` 

[Cries of ‘‘Vote!’’ ‘“‘Vote!”] 

Mr. WILSON, of Minnesota. Well, if the gentleman from Georgia 
[Mr. CRISP] insists that he will not withdraw his point of order, I will 
ask the Chair to rule upon it. i 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair thinks that the amendment 
offered by the gentleman from Minnesota relates to the transportation 
of passengers or property from one place or station to another place or 
station in the same State, over a road wholly in that State, whilst the 
act of 1887, which he seeks to amend, relates to the transportation of 
passengers or property from one state or Territory of the United States 
to any other State or Territory of the United States, and therefore the 
Chair thinks that the amendment is not germane; and the point of 
order made by the gentleman from Georg’a is sustained. 

Mr. CRISP. I yield to the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. GROSVENOR] 
fifteen minutes. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Mr. Speaker, I have submitted three amend- 
ments to this bill; and I will discuss them in the order in which they 
stand in the RECORD. I do not present these amendments in any spirit 
of hostility against the railroad corporations of the United States. I 
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by no means make myself a party to the unnecessary condemnation of 
railroad managers. I offer these amendments with the view of making 
the existing law better and more effective for the purposes for which it 


was enacted. I was not originally in favor of this law; and I did not 
look to it with the hope or expectation that it would yield a great deal 
of benetit to the people. 

I desire to submit a word upon the first amendment which I have 
presented, and to explain the purpose I had in view in offering it, I 
ask the Clerk to read that amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Add at the end of section 1, the following: 

“Provided, however, That it shall be unlawful for any common carrier subject 
to the provisions of this act to carry refined oils and other petroleum products, 
cotto oil, and turpentine for any shipper, in tank or cylinder cars, who 
shall own, lease, or control the same in any manner, except upon the condition 
that said carrier shall charge the same rate for the transportation of said prod- 
ucts in wooden packages or barrels, in car-load lots, as in said tank or cylinder 
ears, the said tank and cylinder cars and said wooden packages and barrels being 
carried free in each case,” 


Mr. GROSVENOR. Mr. Speaker, the discrimination which is now 
made, and against which this amendment is directed, is one which I 
pointed out in the speech I had the honor to make at the time of the 

of the act of 1887. This discrimination was not only not guarded 
against by the terms of that law, but by fair construction and inference 
the right to make such discrimination was reserved to the railroad com- 
panies covered by the statute. I refer now especially to the practice 
of shipping for certain favored customers in cars belonging to the ship- 
per, not to the railroad corporation. At the time of the passage of the 
original act, the previous question being demanded, I was deprived of 
opportunity to offer precisely the same amendment I have now sub- 
mitted. The result of omittinga provision of this kind is demonstrated 
in a series of figures which I incorporate in my remarks, showing the 
discrimination against the barrel shipper and in favor of the car-load 
shipper, a discrimination of such a character as to defeat substantially 
the whole purpose of the act. 


Discrimination existing August 1, 1883, in the transportation of oil in tank- 
ears and barrels from Cleveland, Parkersburgh, and Marietta. 
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evens th Ind... 


Des Moines, Iowa 


d 
cB ji b 


324 
-30 
Topeka, Kans, (add 32 cents per 100 pounds bey 39 
Little Rock, Ark. (add 22} cents per 100 pounds be- | | E 
YONG): cccccccsersecessaccorecesscccsonssarscedorecscshes sousescceoss esecseees sogsoassqsoets lessens. cases è 
Austin, Tex. (add 60 cents per 100 pounds beyond). -60 
Palestine, Tex. (add 60 cents per 100 pounds beyon: -60 
Laredo, Tex. (add 75 cents per 100 pounds beyond)... „T71 
Denver, Colo. (add 8 cents per 100 pounds beyond)... -79 
Sante Fé, N. Mex. (add $1.19 per 100 pounds beyond)..!.. 1.05 
Salt Lake, Utah (add $1.50 per 100 pounds beyond)..... fe .| 1.28 
Prescott, Ariz. (add $2.35 per 100 pounds beyond)......'.. ++} 2.39 
a , Cal, (add 65 cents per 100 unds be- | ik 
FOU): cccesapnarseess on, ‘ 


R 

o 

+ 
Perbarrel 
discrimi- 


From Parkersburg, W. Va., and Marietta, Ohio, to— 
Es WIS Ey siscicck t0ss00s 0s csancetvos casoncvesnesecscdrectsbacbeske 


Cincinnati......... 
From Cincinnati to— 


= 
2 
S 


bulk... 
„per 100 pounds... 


i H 
i =? 


w 


b 
BES 


Columbus, S. 
Jacksonville, 


la.. 


SeSSSSkeReso BE 


sageeey 


The Interstate-Commerce Commission has referred to this subject on 
page 15 of its report, from which I read: 
It is well known also that the transportation of mineral oil is already to a very 


large extent in tank cars owned by parties who are not carriers subject to ngr 
Jation under the act to commerce, A willingness to disregard the r 

of equality and justice as between shippers, when it can be made for the interest 
of the carriers to do so, is as likely to make its appearance in the action of the 
managers of any one of these outside organizations as in that of the managers 
of the railroads, for the temptations will be the same and the same class of per- 
sons will be bidding for special privileges and advantages which before the act 
was passed prospered so unfairly upon railroad favors. Theact has notchanged 
the nature or the ing Beers of individuals; it has poly Pariri aa 
certain restraints, which it is reasonable to assume will be evaded if the oppor- 


tunity shall be presented. : 
These facts are noted for the purpose of placing the whole subject distinctly 
fit that all transporta- 


before the National Legislature. If it is the will of Con 
tion of persons and property by rail should come under the same rules of general 
right and equity, some further designation of the agencies in transportation 
which shall be controlled by such rules would seem to be indispensable. 

I do not care to elaborate my views upon this amendment farther 
than to say that it is one which I think must commend itself to the 
judgment of every thinking manasa provision which beyond possi- 
bility of doubt ought to be incorporated in any act which undertakes 
to make the existing law more valuable. i 

I will say, Mr. Speaker, it is barely possible that this amendment 
as now presented applies to the wrong section of the bill; hence I re- 
serve the right to modify itin that respect. 

Mr. Speaker, I have before me a very able argument presented to the 
Committee on Commerce by Hon. J. Randolph Tucker, of Virginia, 
which points out the difficulties that have arisen under this discrimina- 
tion. I may properly say that this amendment which I offer has been 
drawn in conformity with Mr. Tucker’s suggestion, and in my judg- 
ment has been drawn by him, although I can not personally make that 
statement. It is at any rate in strict accord and compliance with the 
recommendation of the Interstate-Commerce Commission. So much 
for that amendment. 

The next amendment, Mr. Speaker, provides that any party com- 
plaining that he has suffered injury by discrimination—— 

Mr. CRISP. If the gentleman from Ohio[Mr. GROSVENOR] will 
permit me, I will say a word upon his first amendment before he pro- 
ceeds to discuss the next. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Certainly. 

Mr. CRISP. As to this first amendment I confess my sympathy 
with it. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. I will say that if this amendment be adopted, 
although it is not as vigorous as I should like it, I will withdraw my 
second amendment, which is much more radical in its character. 

Mr. CRISP. This amendment, Mr. Speaker, seeks to correct an evil 
which undoubtedly exists, and which it occurs to me every man who 
desires to see equal and exact justice meted out by the railroad com- 
panies would desire to see remedied. The only embarrassment I have 
had in regard to it is, in the first place, that it was not favorably re- 
ported by the committee which I represent; and, in the second place, I 
was not perfectly clear the language as now presented is exactly what 
it ought to be. 

The object of theamendment, the House will understand, is to prevent 
discrimination by railroad companies in favor of great oil companies who 
own their own tank-cars. The evidence taken before the Interstate 
Commerce Commission, as well as the papers before the Committee on 
Commerce, discloses the fact that great monopolies in this country, like 
the Standard Oil Company, by furnishing their own tank-cars, get dise 
crimination against companies who are forced to use barrels and ship 
their oil in them. The discrimination is very great in favor of the 
monopolies owning their own tank-cars. I have not the figures before 
me at this moment. * 

Mr. GROSVENOR. I will furnish them to be printed in the REC- 
ORD with my remarks. 

Mr. CRISP. The gentleman from Ohio states that he has the figures 
and will print them with his remarks in the RECORD. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, this amounts to a discrimination of 30, 40, or 50 
cents on each barrel, which is enough, you know, to drive the others out 
of the market. 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Iowa. And does drive them out. 

Mr. CRISP. I recollect, in looking over the matter, that from my 
own State the difference is over 30 or 40 cents a barrel. 

These tank-cars are owned by the Standard OilCompany. They fur- 
nish their tank-cars to the railroad lines and the railroads charge less 
for oil shipped in these tank-cars than for the oil of other people which 
is NEES, pi and sold in competition with the oil of the Standard Oil 
Company. 

That case has been heard before the railroad commission. A gentle- 
man by the name of Rice made the point. The railroad commission 
did not see how they could apply the remedy. This proposition is to 
give a remedy. While I am not entirely satisfied with the language 
and can not accept the amendment asa representative of the Commerce 
Committee, I am frank to say as an individual that I sympathize with 
the amendment. [Cries of ‘‘ Vote!’’] 

Mr. GROSVENOR. If the language of the amendment is in fault, 
when it comes before the conference committee it can be corrected. 

Mr. GROSVENOR’S amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. I now offer the following amendment. 


Add at the end of section 2: 
“That in all prosecutions under this section on complaint of a citizen of the 
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United States such citizen shall’be entitled to have and receive for his own ben- 
efit all fines that may be imposed and collected for any violations of said act in 
any and all perms soo in which he may be such complainant, if such com- 
plainant shall prove that he has been injured by the said violations of this act,” 

First, by adding at the end of section 1: 

y That it shall be unlawful for any common carrier, subject to the 
provisions of this act, to carry or transport any commodity, for any shipper, in 
a car or vehicle owned, leased, or in any way controlled by such shipper: And 

Surther, That itshal! be unlawful for any shipper to make any contract 
with any carrier to convey the property of such shipper in cars or vehicles 
owned or controlled by such shipper. 


Mr. GROSVENOR. Mr. Speaker, as the law stands at this time it 
is a burden upon any private individual or man of moderate means to 
carry on the prosecution or examination against a railroad corporation. 
This provision isa simpleone. It provides that to the extent of the in- 
jury which a shipper has received by reason of the discrimination of 
which he has complained, and upon which he has received a decision in 
his favor, that he shall be entitled to that extent to be paid out of the 
fines, to be assessed against the corporation. It seems to me that is 
perfectly fair. It is in the nature of a tax on the corporation in favor 
of the individual against whose rights it has itself acted in violation of 
law. It will do more, in my humble judgment, to make this law ef- 
ficient and effective than any other provision we can put into it. 

As it is now the remedy is so expensive that very few are able to 
secure it. [Cries of ‘‘ Vote!’’] 

Mr. CRISP. The amendment now proposed by the gentleman from 
Ohio [Mr. GROSVENOR] proposes to give the penalty to the informer; 
that is, the person bringing suit against the railroad company is to have 
the fine. Iam opposed in principle to that kind of legislation, so far 
as I am concerned. It breeds a class of informers, a class of spies, a 
class of people who are not entitled to the sympathies of the court when 
they have cases of this sort. As suggested by the distinguished gen- 
tleman from New York [Mr. Cox], by every account we get in history 
of this character of persons you will find they are odious, and so re- 
garded by all people. I do not mean the men who complain, but the 
professional informers, who get the fines imposed by the court. 

Now, you see while, of course, it is something of a hardship fora 
gentleman to appear before the commission with a complaint, yet you 
should recollect that you provide under the general law that he shall 
have his costs and counsel fees. I do not know what other expenses 
he may be subjected to except his personal expenses for traveling. All 
costs, witness fees, and counsel fees are taxed upon the defendant. 
Tho proposition of the gentleman from Ohio now is to give him the 
fine. Is that the proposition ? 

Mr. GROSVENOR. It is to compensate him for the particular dam- 
age which he may have sustained by a violation of the law. - 

Mr. CRISP. If the Clerk will report the amendment again I think 
my friend from Ohio will find that he is mistaken as to its purport. 
As I understand it, all fines go to the informer. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. I consent that the gentleman is partly right 
and partly wrong. It ought not to take all the fine; but it is only for 
the purpose of compensating him for the damage done by a violation 
of the law. It can readily be modified, so that there can be no ques- 
tion as to its meaning, by the addition of these words at the end of 
the amendment, ‘‘to the extent and not beyond the amount of his 
actual injury thereby;’’ that will of course make it specificand prevent 
any misunderstanding. 

Mr. CRISP. It is in the discretion of the court now as to how much 
the railroad company shall be fined; or it must be remembered that 
the officer violating the law may be imprisoned, if it be a willful vio- 
lation under this amendment which we now pro 

This suggestion, however, of the gentleman from Ohio is a proposi- 
tion that the complainant shall be paid out of the fine collected his 
damages. ‘The law provides that he may get his damages by suit 
against the company, and that he gets his cost and counsel fees under 
the law. It seems to me, therefore, and I have not time to say more 
on this question, as the hour is nearly exhausted, that it will be a very 
great departure from the rule we have heretofore established. All of 
this system has been wiped out in our legislation heretofore. In the 
revenue laws we have repealed all provisions which permitted moieties 
to be paid to informers, because it will be remembered we once had 
such a system, but it is obnoxious to the people, and the general tend- 
ency, I think, is to oppose such legislation. should regret very much 
to see that provision incorporated now in this bill, and I hope the 
House will not concur in the amendment, 

Mr. GROSVENOR. If this was a proposition to create an informer 
I would be as strongly opposed to itas the gentleman from Georgia 
[Mr. Crisp], and for the same reasons; butitis not. No person other 
than the injured party is entitled to this compensation. Therefore 
the whole character of informer is wiped out. It does not interest any 
other than the party aggrieved or damaged under the interstate-com- 
merce law. This provision is simply, if I may be permitted to state it 
that way, an amendment to an amendment, and provides that out 
of this fine the party injured shall be reimbursed for the discrimination 
that has been made against him. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, it seems to me that this amendment will make 
the provisions of this bill vastly more effective than the bill is now. 
The property that is taken from a railroad corporation in a fine is to be 
put into some other man’s treasury, while the man actually injured 


by the ontrage has no remedy except to proceed by a long litigation, 
which I had the honor to point out a Jong time ago was out of the 
reash of anybody of ordinary means in this country. This provides 
for a reinstatement or reimbursement, to the individual who has been 
injured, out of the money which the court has already assessed against 
the corporation, and which is the property of nobody, Nobody has 
lost anything except that one individual who was aggrieved. It 
amounts simply to this: To whom shall this money go? The lawsays 
it shall go into the public Treasury. Iask that a moiety or share of 
it, equal to the actual damages sustained, shall go to the person—not 
an informer—but the party discriminated against by the railroad. It 
is very easily ascertained. The court could refer it to a special master 
to ascertain the amount, The judgment is given as to what the rate 
shall be from point A to B and that it shall be at a certain price. This 
would simply be a rcimbursement to the party overcharged. 

Mr. CRISP. That would be using a peral law to collect it. The 
law gives the right to sue for damages, but the proposition of my 
friend would be to make the offense penal, and in that method to col- 
lect the damages. It really makes a penal law to collect the damages, 
and I hope the amendment will be rejected. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. I desire to offer cn amendment, in order that 
the amendment may be perfect. I propose to add at the end of the 
proposed amendment, *‘ to an extent equal only to the amount of act- 
ual injury caused by such violation,” ‘ 

The question was taken on the adoption of the amendment, and the 
Speaker pro tempore announced that the noes seemed to have it. 

A division was demanded. 

The House divided; and there were—ayes 7, noes 35. 

So the amendment was rejected. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. The third amendment which I offered is of a 
very radical character, It would necessarily lead to a great deal of 
discussion, as it affects a great system of transportation in this coun- 
try, and with the leave of the House I will withdraw that, amend- - 
ment. 

There was no objection. 

Mr. CRISP. I would like to call the attention of the gentleman 
from Ohio to the fact that he informed me he wanted to offer another 
amendment. I would be glad if he would offer it now. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Iam very much obliged to the gentleman from 
Georgia for calling my attention to it. 

In line 15, page 20, in original section 22, I desire to add after the 
word ‘‘ soldiers’? the words ‘‘or inmates of soldiers and sailors’ or- 
phan homes.’ 

I ask unanimous consent that that be placed in the bill. 

Mr. CRISP. I have no objection to that amendment. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. CRISP. I now move the previous question on the third reading 
of the bill. 

The previous question was ordered, and under the operation thereof 
the bill was ordered to a third reading; and it was accordingly read the 
third time, and passed. 

Mr. CRISP moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill was 
EKE and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 
table. ' 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


MESSAGE FROM THE PRESIDENT. 


A message from the President, in writing, was delivered to the House 
by Mr. PRUDEN, one of his secretaries, returning without approval 
House bill 6371, granting a pension to Jesse M. Stilwell. 

The message also announceđ that the Bills of the following titles 
having been presented to the President on August 27, 1888, and not 
having been returned by him to the House of Congress in which they 
originated within the ten days prescribed by the Constitution, have 
become laws without his signature, namely: : 

An act (H. R. 7508) granting a pension to Julia E. Ambrose; 

An act (H. R. 8889) granting a pension to Charles Molseed; 

An act (H. R. 9684) granting a pension to William J. Brown; 

An act a R. 9697) granting a pension to Mrs. Helen B. Brown; 

An act (H. R. 10275) granting a pension to Joseph Hunter, M. D.; 

An act (H. R. 8545) for the relief of Samuel Purcell; and 

An act (H. R. 9795) to restore Nathaniel Francis to the pension- 
roll. 

Also, that the following bills had been approved by the President 
September 11, 1888, namely: = 

An act (H. R. 7013) to place the name of Delia Newman on the pen- 
sion-roll; 

An act (H. R. 3902) for the relief of Sophia B. Moore; 

An act (H. R. 5516) for the relief of John H. Weeks; 

An act (H. R. 165) for the relief of H. C. Markham; and 

An act (H. R. 8087) for the relief of Thomas Strodder. 


MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 
A message from the Senate, by Mr. McCook, itsSecretary, announced 


` that the Senate agreed to the amendments of the House of Representa- 


tives to the bill (S. 3447) amendatory of the act relating to postal 
crimes and misdemeanors and the statutes therein mentioned. 
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Also, that the Senate had with amendments, in which con- 
currence was requested, the resolution of the House to print 10,000 copies 
of the Presideut’s message and accompanying documents relating to 
the Pacific Railroad Commission, : 

The message further announced that Mr. BECK having been excused 
as a member of the conference committee on the sundry civil appro- 
priation bill, Mr. COCKRELL had been appointed in his stead. 

ORDER OF BUSINESS. 

Mr. CRISP. We have eight minutes of the two hours remaining, 
and if the House will consent I will yield the time to the gentleman 
from Minnesota [Mr. Witson] to ask consent for the consideration of 
a bill, 

Mr. WILSON, of Minnesota. Mr. Speaker, I now ask consideration 
of the bill to which I referred earlier in the day. 

Mr. WEAVER. Within the eight minutes, let it bo understood. 

REGULATION OF CERTAIN RAILROAD COMPANIES. 


Mr. WILSON, of Minnesota. I ask consideration of the bill (H. R. 
8367) to provide in certain cases for the regulation of railway compa- 
nies chartered by the United States by the several States and Terri- 
torics in which the railways of such companies run and are operated. 

There was no objection. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That where any railroad company heretofore chartered or 
incorporated, or which hereafter may be chartered or incorporated by act of 
Congress, has built or constructed and operates, or shall build, construct, or 
operate a railroad through, across, or into the territorial limits of any State or 

‘erritory of the United States, the tolls, rates, and fares made or charged for the 
transportation of property, and ngers over or upon such road or roads for 
traffic within the limits of a State or Territory, and the tarifs and schedules 
thereof shall be subject to the legislative control of and by the several States 
and Territories through, across, or into which such road or roadsare constructed, 
built, or operated, anything in the charter of, cr acts of Congress creating such, 
company or companies, or any law of any State or Territorial Legistature en- 
ane Ain respec of such charter or act of incorporation, to the contrary not- 

t nding. 

Src. 2. That section 1 of this act shall be limited in its operation, and shall 
apply only to the carriage and ‘transportation, by such company or companies, 
of passengers and property wholly by railroad, or partly by railroad and partly 
by water (when both are used undera common management, control, or arrange- 
ment), from one pace or station to another place or station, both being within 
the territorial limits of one and the same State or Territory, and shallin no case 
apply to any commerce between the States, Territories, orinto foreign countries. 

Mr. WILSON, of Minnesota. The bill was agreed to unanimously 
by the Committee on Commerce. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading; and being 

it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. WILSON, of Minnesota, moved to reconsider the vote by which 
the bill was ; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be 
laid on the table. ` 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

VIOLATION OF POSTAL LAWS. 


Mr. ROWLAND, from the Committee on the Post-Office and Post- 
Roads, submitted the following report: 

Resolved, That the Postmaster-General be requested to communicate to this 
House whether it istrue that an enormous edition of a certain publication called 
the Tax-Reform Advocate has been sent and distributed, in violation of the 
postal laws, through the mails, being sent out from Columbus, Ohio, to all or 
nearly all the post-offices of the , and, ifsuch is the case, whetherany officers 
or officer of the Post-Office Department has been guilty of such acts, or has known 
of the same and has not taken any steps to prevent the same; and also what 
further legislation by Congress is n to enforce the laws of the United 
States in regard to the postal service and to prevent the repetition of such of- 
fenses; and also the honorable Postmaster-General is requested to report what 
steps, ir any, have been taken by the Department to punish such offenses and 
to prevent their recurrence. 

he committee, having had the same under consideration, recommend that 
the same do pass. 


Mr, ROWLAND. 
the resolution. 

The previous question was ordered. 

The resolution was adopted. 

Mr. ROWLAND moved to reconsider the vote by which the resolu- 
tion was adopted; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid 
on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


CIRCUIT COURT, WESTERN DISTRICT, MISSOURI. 
Mr. CULBERSON submitted the following privileged report: 


The committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses on 
the amendments of the Senate to the bill of the House 1604, entitled “An act to 
change the time of the sessions of the circuit court of the western division of 
the western district of Missouri,’ having met, after full and free conference, 
: ve torecommend and do recommend to their respective Houses as fol- 

lows: . 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the Senate 
and agree to the same. 

D. B. CUL N, 


. B. BERSON, 
JOHN H. ROGERS, 
L. B. CASWELL, 
Managers on the part of the House. 
GEORGE G. VEST. 
JAMES F. WILSON, 
RICHARD COKE, 
Managers on ihe part of the Senate. 
The managers on the part of the House submitted the following 
statement to accompany conference report on House biil 1604: 


The effect of the report of the conference on the disagreement of the 
the amendment of the Senate may be stated as follows : nore Hoete 


I call the previous question on the adoption of 


Sc Leger bill provided for a change of time of holding the circuit court in 
ansas City. 

The Senate amendment substituted for the House bill a provision regulating 
the times of holding the circuit court at the different places in the judicial dis- 
trict where the court is established, including Kansas City. Tothisamendment 
the House di „and the conference recommends that the House recede 
from its disagreement and agree to the amendment, ž 


Mr. CULBERSON. I move the adoption of the conference repo 

The conference report was adopted. ` 

Mr. CULBERSON moved to reconsider the vote by which the report 
was adopted; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on 
the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


OKLAHOMA. 


Mr. SPRINGER. I move that the Honse resolve itself into Commit- 
tee of the Whole on the state of the Union, my object being to reach 
the consideration of the bill to organize the Territory of Oklahoma. 

The question was taken on the motion of Mr. SPRINGER; and there 
were—ayes 45, noes 14. 

Mr. BARNES. No quorum. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I move that there be a call of the House, 

The motion was agreed to; and a call of the House was ordered. 

The Clerk proceeded to call the roll, when the following members 
answered to their names: 


Abbott, Cowles, Hutton, Peters, 
Allen, Miss. Cox, Johnston, N. C. Phelan, 
Anderson, Iowa Crisp, Kerr, Rice, 
Anderson, Ill. use, Kilgore, Richardson, 
Anderson, Kans, Culberson, Laffoon, Robertson, 
Arnold. Dargan, La Folletic, Rogers, 
Baker, N, Y. Davis, Laidlaw, Rockwell, 
Baker, Lil. Dibble, Lan Rowell, 
Bankhead, ery, Lane, Row s 
Barnes, Dougherty, Lanham, Russell, Conn, 
Barry, unn, Latham, Ryan, 
Belden, Elliott, Lawler, Sawyer, 
Bland, Farquhar, Lyman, Sayers, 
Blount, Forney, Macdonald, Scull, 
Boothman, Fuller, Maish, Seney, 
Bound, Funston, nsur, Seymour, 
Bowden, r, Martin, Simmons, 
Bowen, Gibson, MeClammy, Smith, 
Breckinridge, Ark. Glass, McCormick, ” 
Breckinridge, Ky. Grimes, McCreary, Springer, 
Browne,T.H.B.,Va. Grosvenor, McCullogh, Stephenson, 
Browne, Ind. Hall, McKenna, Stewart, Ga. 
Brumm, Harmer, McShane, Stone, Ky. 
Buckalew, Haugen, Merriman, Stone, Mo. 
Bunnell, Hayes, Moffitt, Symes, 
Burnes, Heard. o; Tarsney, 
Butler, Hemphill, Morrill, Taulbee, 
Cannon, Henderson, Iowa Morrow, Thompson, Ohio 
Carlton, Henderson, N. ©. Nelson, Turner, 
Caruth, Henderson, ll. Nichols, ‘ance, 
Catchings, Herbert, Oates, Vandever, 
Cheadle, He n, O'Neill, Mo. eaver, 
Chipman, Hitt, rne, Weber, 
Clements, Holman, Owen, Wheeler, 

Jobb, Holmes, Patton, White, N. Y. 
Compton, Hopkins, N. Y, Payson, Wickham, 
Conger, Hopkins, Va. Penington, Wilson, Minn, 
Cothran, Hunter, Perkins, 


The SPEAKER pro lempore. The doors will now be closed and the 
Clerk will call the names of the absentees. During this roll excuses 
may be offered. : 

The Clerk proceeded to call the list of absentees for the presentation 
of excuses. 

The following-named members were absent on leave: 


Allen, Mich. De Lano, Johnston, Ind, Sherman, 
Bacon, Ermentrout, Lehlbach, Snyder, A 
Bayne, Finley, Long, Steele, 

Biggs, Fitch, Matson, Stewart, Tex. 
Brown, Ohio Ford, *McKinley, 8 ner, 
Brower, Gaines, McRae, ‘thomas, Wis, 
Buchanan, Gallinger, Montgomery, Townshend, 
Bynum, Gest, Neal, Walker, 
Candler, Granger, Newton, Washington, 
Caswell, Grout, O'Neill, Pa. Whiting, Mich, 
Cogswell, Houk, Parker, Whitthorne, 
Cooper, Hooker, Post Williams, 
Cuteheon, Hovey, Randall, Yardley, 
Davidson, Fla, Jaekson, Rayner, Yoder. 


For the remaining absentees no excuses were offered, except in the 
following cases: 

Mr. MCSHANE. My colleague, Mr. LAIRD; has been called out on 
important business, and I ask that he be excused. 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 

Mr. SAYERS. I ask that my colleague, Mr. Moore, be excused, 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 

Mr. HOPKINS, of New York. Mr. Speaker, I ask that my col- 
league, Mr. Nurrrna, be excused for one day, on account of sickness. 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 

Mr. STEELE. My colleague, Mr. WHITE, was in the House just 
until the call was ordered, and I ask that he be excuse. 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 

Mr. SOWDEN. Mr. Speaker, I offer the resolution which I send to 
the desk. 

The resolution was read, as follows: 


Resolved, That all leaves of absence be, and the same are hereby, revoked, ex- 
cepting those for sickness or sickness in the absenice's family, and the Ser- 
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geant-at-Arms is hereby instructed to notify by telegram all absentees of the 
action of the House on this subject, requiring them to return forthwith, as well 
as those who are absent without leave; so that the public business may no 
longer be impeded by reason of their absence and the ok of a quorum. 


Mr. SOWDEN. I hope that this resolution will be adopted. It 
seems to me that this House ought to take some action to enforce the 
attendance of its members, se that the public business may no longer 
be impeded by reason of a lack of aquorum. Certain members feel 
compelled to stay here because they believe that a ‘‘public office is a 
public cna [ Laughter, and cries of ‘‘ Chestnut!” on the Republic- 
an side. 

It seems to me, Mr. Speaker, it is unfair to members who feel it their 
duty to be constantly in attendance upon the sessions of the House 
that others should be permitted to go off and reform their political 
‘fences’? at the public expense, inflicting upon those who remain 

t inconvenience in the transaction of the public business by reason 
of the difficulty of obtaining a quorum. 

Mr. O’NEILL, of Missouri. Mr. Speaker, the American people, usu- 
ally so quick-witted, are in this case more lacking in their ordinary acute 
appreciation of the obligation of public duties than would appear on 
the surface. Now, in the case of some of these statesmen who have 
gone forth to electrify the people with their views upon the tariff, how 
appropriate it would be after the public meeting was over if the peo- 

le would organize a little private meeting, and would send up a reso- 
Tito to this effect: ‘‘ Whereas there is still pending in Congress im- 
rtant legislation, demanded by the people, which it is impossible to 
Eara accomplished by reason of the absence of this gentleman and other 
gentlemen from their posts, they are hereby instructed to return to 
their seats and earn the salaries they are drawing from the Treasury.”’ 
[Applause.] Such a resolution, I am sure, ought to be enthusiastic- 
ally adopted. A fod, healthy ‘‘ boycott’ of this kind by the Amer- 
ican people would be in order at this time and cause them to come 
back. 

We have on our statute-book a law which instructs the Sergeant-at- 
Arms to deduct from the pay of each member—it is an absolute, plain 
law, and it is remarkable that it has never been enforced—the Sergeant- 
at-Arms is instructed by positive law to deduct from each member’s 
account the amount of his per diem foreach day that he is absent with- 
out leave. If this question was measured by dollars and cents I think 
every member would find fourteen good reasons every day why he 
should get back. 

A MEMBER. We understand it is to be enforced. 

Mr. O’NEILL, of Missouri. It is about time it should be. 

A MEMBER. You were absent for awhile. 

Mr. O'NEILL, of Missouri. I was absent, but only for a few days; 
and I had a biblical excuse. |Laughter.] I went home to get mar- 
ried; that was all right. The House would unanimously give leave of 
absence for such a purpose as that. I am criticising absence for polit- 
ical reasons. 

Mr, Speaker, I hope this resolution will be not only adopted but en- 
forced; and I trust no member of this House will be so wanting in con- 
sistency asto get up here to-morrow and ask us, as has been done 
heretofore, to grant additional leaves of absence. The action of this 
House in the last case of this kind, when on a Saturday it adopted a 
resolution revoking all Jeaves of absence and sending out telegrams to 
bring members here, and then on the following Monday extended 
leave of absence to two gentlemen to go home and engage in the polit- 
ical campaign in Indiana, was a farce, and no member could fail to 
recognize it as such. Those two gentlemen are now speaking to the 
people of that State; but do you not think in that case, as both can- 
didates were members of the House, they should have remained here 
and made their campaign from their seats? 

The Oklahoma bill my friend from Illinois [Mr. SPRINGER] has 
charge of to-day ought to pass, and important labor bills are still pend- 
ing that ought to be passed. Concerning pending labor bills, while 
now on the floor it will save me the trouble of hereafter referring to 
it by now calling attention to a series of falsehoods that I noticed in 
a Massachusetts paper, signed by a man named Frisbie, who, I am in- 
formed, is associated with a claim agent of this city, one J. Daniels, 
who has faithfully labored to secure contracts from workingmen to pay 
him 25 per cent. of their claims, and by his pernicious activity has re- 
tarded and injured the prospects of the bill more than any other cause. 
We will take care to protect the workingmen against these claim agents 
when the bill comes up again. 

I am not now and never have been in charge of the bill. Those 
members in charge of it have faithfully done their duty, and I have 
cheerfully co-operated with them. Of the four days given to the Com- 
mittee on Labor during this session almost the entire time during two 
days was given to this back-pay question, and I hope it may be yet 
reached and disposed of. 

For my part, every member of this House is at liberty to make such 
efforts as he thinks proper to secure a day for the consideration of this 
bill. I have tried day after day to secure additional time for labor 
legislation and without success. Iam notin the way of any member 
who desires to make the effort. 

They have my permission to get up here day after day and try to get 
a time fixed for its consideration. 
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If my friend from Iowa [Mr. LYMAN] could bring back into the 
fold those absent brethren, we might secure several days for the consid- 
eration of important pension legislation. If those members were brought 
back, and if we would legitimately and intelligently apply ourselves 
to the discharge of public work, we could make such a record in refer- 
ence to the accomplishment of efficient legislation as has never been 
known in the history of this country. [Applause. ] 

_ If we adopt that resoiution, let it be distinctly understood we mean 
it, and that we are going to send for these absent gentlemen. Let us 
appoint enough deputy sergeants-at-arms to go to the various localities 
and insist that these gentlemen shall come back. [Laughter and a 
plause.] If you intend to do this, adopt the resolution; Sas if you do 
not, it certainly ought to be defeated. 

Mr. BLOUNT. Mr. Speaker, the gentleman from Pennsylvania 
[Mr. SowneEn] offers this resolution and complains of the absence of 
gentlemen at this time. He thinks it necessary. My friend has been 
absent, at least with the permission of the House, for reasons entirely 
maap to himself. The gentleman from Missouri has also been 
a t. 

Mr. O’NEILL, of Missouri, The gentleman has no right to refer to 
that. [Laughter. ] 

Mr. BLOUNT. I do not complain of it. I think my friend from 
Missouri did well, much better than we expected. [Laughter.] I 
think other friends may do as well as the gentleman from Missouri, 
and I do not see why he wishes to stop here. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, there is an unusual reason for the absence of 
members of the House, We have reached the 13th of September. We 
are detained here, not by the business of the House. e should have 
adjourned many weeks ago so far as the situation of the business of the 
House relating to legislation is concerned. We are detained by the 
action of the Senate, and I may speak plainly for we all know the sit- 
uation. We are detained by a question relating to taxation. That is 
a question for their own consideration and does not lie within the power 
of the House. Iam not here to declaim against the Senate for its ac- 
tion. 

Some time ago I did vote to send for absent members. The situa- 
Son, as known to us all, was that uey prevented the passage of one 
of the important appropriation bills by the persistent opposition of per- 
sons interested in certain claims. oe ie 

A MEMBER. Is not the condition now thesame as it was then? 

Mr. BLOUNT. I will come to that. We did take action, finding 
ourselves in that situation, and sent for the absentees. They came, and 
we di of the emergency. 

‘en is the situation now? There is a bill known as the Oklahoma 

i 

i BAKER, of New York. There is another, known as the Dakota 
bill. 

Mr. BLOUNT. Yes, and another, known as the Dakota bill, as the 
gentleman from New York suggests; bat I take it the Oklahoma bill 
is the principal one. 

A MEMBER. And several pension bills, 

Mr. BLOUNT. I will come to that. It is an important measure, 
one about which gentlemen differ. There are two reports, able re- 
ports, on the subject. The matter might go over, and would have gone 
over, but for the difficulty with the Senate, to the next session. We 
can adjourn and let it go over, and from indications it will then become 
a law. 

Now, I submit, we are in the month of September, when gentlemen 
have been kept here far beyond the legislative period, kept from their 
business, from their private affairs, and we ought not, in the case of 
members who are absent, to resort to any tank rule and treat their 
absence as though it were an ordinary case of absenteeism during & 
period when the House is usually in session, 

I do not believe, sir, that the absenteeism of this time is of a crim- 
inal character, as set forth by gentlemen in their speeches, and as they 
would endeavor to press upon us by their action upon this floor. Ido 
not believe it is an absenteeism that would have occurred originally or 
prior to any reasonable date, say the Istday of August. It occurs now 
because this is an exceptional time and an exceptional condition of 
things. ‘These are facts that we should remember; and I trust, sir, 
that we will exercise that calm judgment about it which justice to our 
associates requires. Iam not willing, simply that the Oklahoma bill 
may be taken up, that every gentleman who is absent for one cause or 
another shall be summoned to this Capitol by telegraph, and that if 
he does not come he shall be arrested and brought asa criminal before 
the bar of the House. I do not believe that it is the judgment of this 
House that there is such an exigency pressing. 

The gentleman from Iowa [Mr. WaavEnt bas suggested that the 
situation is the same as when we passed a similar resolution some time 
ago. I submit that this is not a parallel case. Then there was an ap- 
propriation bill before the House, and a bill that was necessary to be 

before Congress could adjourn. If we reach a period when gen- 
tlemen determine that rather than the House shall adjourn without the 
disposition of the Oklahoma bill no appropriation bill shall be passed, 
and the machinery of the Government must stop, we will then have 
reached an emergency when such a resolution as is now proposed may 
be proper, and when our associates who are absent will feel that it is 
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reasonable for us to require their attendance. I have no doubt when 
such an emergency arises they will respond with alacrity. But until 
we shall reach that situation Iam utterly opposed to any such course 
as is here proposed. 

The gentleman from New York hassuggested that there are also some 
pension bills. That may be true. And yet I scarcely think that our 
friends would insist on sending for the absent members merely for the 
purpose of taking action on the pension bills at this time. I believe 
the country would accept an adjournment of Congress at this time more 
as a relief than otherwise but for the existence of a certain class of leg- 
islation. My ownopinionis, sir, barring that question, that the adjourn- 
ment would be received with satisfaction by the people, and that the 
sooner the House adjourns the better; and I had rather, sir, that we 
should adjourn this House than pass this legislation, or that we should 
adjourn for three days at a time, until the Senate shall have taken 
action with reference to taxation. [Applause. ] 

Under these circumstances I am not willing to give my assent to the 
adoption of such a resolution. 

Mr. LYMAN. Mr. Speaker, the gentleman from Missouri [Mr. 
O’ NEILL] took occasion to refer to me as one of the causes of the ob- 
struction of the business of this House. I desire to remind the gen- 
tleman and the House that at the time the resolution was under con- 
sideration—I refer to the resolution which was called up by the gentle- 
man from Kansas [ Mr. MORRILL], and upon which we spent two hours 
of consideration, the resolution fixing a time for the consideration of 
general pension bills—a call of the House was had during the two days, 
and a quorum answered, 

When a quorum had appeared and the vote was taken upon the pas- 
sage of the resolution, fifty-four gentlemen, members of this House, 
the political associates of my genial friend from Missouri [Mr. O'NEILL], 
refused to answer to their names, and thereby again broke the quorum. 
I am not responsible therefore for the delay. It is due to the gentle- 
men on the other side. Let them take the responsibility. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Mr. Speaker, I am one of those members of 
this House who believe that there is no public necessity and no public 
demand for the adoption of this resolution or for anything that may 
grow out of its adoption. We are here in the middle of the tenth 
month of this session of Congress. It has been unusually prolonged. 
It has been a long, hard pull. In the early portion of the session 
there were some delays, and I want to remind gentlemen on the other 
side, and especially do [commend this suggestion to the gentleman 
from Missouri, who has certainly broken out with an extraordinary 
degree of activity for the transaction of public business—— 

Mr. O'NEILL, of Missouri, Ihave been here all along, sir. [Laugh- 


ter. ] 

Mr. GROSVENOR. To remind the gentleman that for nine days 
of this session he joined with a minority to absolutely suspend all pub- 
lie business. 

Mr. O'NEILL, of Missouri. To do what? 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Which of course was a matter of judgment on 
the part of gentlemen connected with it. ; 

Mr. O'NEILL, of Missouri. Why, I was not here. [Laughter and 
applause. } 

Mr. GROSVENOR. And I do not introduce this subject for the 
purpose of complaint or for the purpose of criticising the action of the 
gentleman, but simply to say that there was a delay for which the 
gentleman and his party associates were more or less responsible. So 
the session ran along, and a debate which in point of time exhausted 
and in point of ability manifested has never been equaled by any de- 
bate upon any economic question on the continent of America and 
probably not in this world ensued. The appropriation bills have been 
substantially gotten out of the way, and within the last week the last 
of them has passed the House of Representatives. 

The time has come, therefore, when members of Congress who desire 
to be here in December ready for business have a right, Mr. Speaker, 
under all the usages of Congress, to go home and attend to whatever 
business they may find to engage in. It is a very small piece of busi- 
ness for a member of Congress here to criticise at this point of time the 
judgment of men who are disinclined to sit down here day after day 
and go throngh this miserable dribble of legislation. The public are 
not asking it at the hands of Congress. I defy any gentleman to put 
his finger on a paragraph from a respectable newspaper of this country 
where the action of members of Congress in going amongst their con- 
stituencies in this great exigency of politics has been criticised. It 
has not been criticised in my district by the very vigilant members of 
the opposition. It has not been criticised when a large number, about 
an equal number of gentlemen composing each party, made their ap- 
pearance in the contested State of Maine during the last two weeks of 
the campaign. I heard no complaint whatever. Totell you the truth, 
the people of the country are positively more interested in the issue of 
the coming campaign than they are in what will be done by a little, 
unselfish, faithful, perspiring band of patriots who choose to remain here 
in Washington. [Laughter. ] 


Now, Mr. Speaker, there is another suggestion, and I make it for the 
benefit and commend it to the consideration of members on the other 
side of the House, and that is, that there is vastly more danger of in- 
jury to the public welfare in the passage of bad legislation at this time 


than there can possibly be in allowing these bills, or any of them, to 
be laid aside and go over from now until December next, 

And I want to say that you can not bring members of Congress in 
here as might be done with school children and compel them to do 
your bidding. You may have measures—and I do not criticise them, 
though I have my own judgment in regard tosome of them—that you 
think are vitally important to the country, but other gentlemen do not 
seem to understand it in that line. A clean majority of the House of 
Representatives, just as responsible to their constituents as you, have 
seen fit to go home and seen fit to mingle with their fellow-citizens, 
and press their re-election, or whatever they may consider to their 
interest at home, and their judgment is just as good as the judgment 
of you who are staying here and dragging out the session to an un- 
timely extent. 

I have heard vastly more criticism at the apparent purpose to remain 
here and prevent any vacation than I have about the absenteeism of 
anybody. It is nota question, Mr. Speaker, of whether a man is al- 
ways in his seat so much as it is as to whether he is able to discharge 
his duties satisfactorily to his constituency; and if he has done that he 
is not to be called up as though he were recreant and be put up to be 
lectured by everybody who can get upon this floor and who may possibly 
have bills for consideration. The gentlemen who are anxious to have 
such bills pass will find that they can promote their vastly 
better by going along and taking things as they find them than they 
will by undertaking to force Congress to do anything. 

A member of the American Congress is not to be driven about the 
country as though he were a criminal. If he takes it upon himself to 
go to that highest source of power, the constituency that sends him 
here, he frankly recognizes the fact that he is absent from his post; it 
is not a proper proceeding to send out for him and break up his ar- 
rangements in order to bring him back here; and nobody will make 
anything by it in personal popularity or in furtherance of the business 
of the House. I think, Mr. Speaker, that the country escaped very 
well from the hands of this Congress, and that they are willing to 
stand about where they dostand. They have made an extraordinarily 
safe escape from the hands of thisCongress. I think the issues of 1888 
are made up, and that there will be no supplemental pleadings filed 
that will be recognized by the great court before which these great 
questions are to be tried. ‘Theissues are made up on which the judg- 
ment of the people of this country is to determine these questions. 
To hurry legislation here under whip and spur and propose to drag 
here unwilling members of Congress would simply be to put upon the 
statute-books legislation which has not been properly considered and 
which is utterly valueless to this country. 

Mr. TAULBEE. Would it disturb the gentleman for me to ask him 
a auestion here? 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Not in the least. 

Mr. TAULBEE. DoI understand by the statement of the gentle- 
man that there will be no supplemental pleadings filed in the issue 
that the Senate will not report a bill revising the tariff? 

Mr. GROSVENOR. I am not here to criticise the action of the 
Senate or to speak for it. Iam not here criticising the action of the 
Ways and Means Committee of this House which took a long time to 
ineubate the tariff bill. ` 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas. Eight months. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. It is not for me to say that the gentlemen of 
the Ways and Means Committee delayed one hour or one moment be- 
yond what they saw was right. I believe it is the duty of every mem- 
ber of Congress to carefully consider measures before presenting them 
to this House—and certainly it ought to come with very poor grace 
from that side of the House. I believe the Committee on Ways and 
Means, in their long delay in reporting the bill, acted in good faith; 
and in the long discussion of fifty-odd days—almost three months—the 
bill was under discussion here Iam not willing to say, and I do not say, 
that any member of this Louse occupied one moment of time over 
what he thought was proper in the discharge of his duty to the people 
of this country. 

Now, then, to answer the question of the gentleman from Kentucky. 
The Senate of the United States ought not to be, and shall not without 
rebuke in my presence, be criticised for its present action. If I had 
my way—— 

Mr. TAULBEE. I beg leave to state that I am not criticising the 
Senate; but the gentleman has failed to answer my question. I want 
him to tell us what he means by the pleadings to which he referred, 
so that we may understand just what heistalkingabout. ThenI want 
about five minutes in which I may be heard in reply to his argument. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. The gentleman ought not to break into my 
speech in that sort of way. 

I was saying if I had had my way, there would not have been any 
of this tariff discussion and consideration after the House of Repre- 
sentatives passed a bill, which I believe now will be repudiated by the 
American people by a verdict so overwhelmingly decisive that in De- 
cember next we will understand better what to do than we do now. 
[Applause on the Republican side.] The Senate has seen proper to 
enter upon consideration of the bill, and in doing so they have acted 
according to the dictates of their judgment, and not according to the 
dictation either of myself or the gentleman from Kentucky. 
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Mr. TAULBEE. I do not think the gentleman ought to consume 
all of my time. He has made a fairly long speech already, and I have 
not. I want to occupy only about five minutes. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Ohio is speaking in his own 
time. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Iam speaking in my own time. 

Mr. TAULBEE. I thought the gentleman gave me the floor. 
[Laughter.] Iask him now whether he will not divide his time with 
me. We have got only twenty-one minutes altogether before the hour 
for adjournment. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. I will divide my time with somebody before I 

t through. Mr. Speaker, the gentleman from Kentucky wants to 
ae what I mean by the filing of supplemental pleadings, I will tell 
him. When, after the presentation here of the President’s message, 
which for the first time in the history of this Government treated upon 
a single proposition only, the Mills bill was brought forth here and car- 
ried through by the power and intluence of this Administration and by 
the Democratic party, the Republicans almost unanimously voting 
againstit, the issue for the Presidential election of 1888 was made up. 
The petition had been filed-upon the partof the Democratic party asking 
for a reduction of tariff duties in that form, and upon the plan and idea 
in that bill contained, and the Republican party had made a general 
denial of the propriety of that sort of legislation. 

Mr. TAULBEE. Ifthe gentleman’s party considered the issue closed, 
I would like to know—— 

Mr. GROSVENOR. I decline to be interrupted. 

Mr. TAULBEE. I was only going to ask what they were doing in 
the Senate, if his party considered the issue closed. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Iam telling the gentleman what I meant by 
supplemental pleadings. When the people of this country were ready 
to go to battle upon one great question and one great issue, and that 
they did not care a fig for any other, it was a supplemental pleading 
for the President of the United States, after the Senate, acting prop- 
erly and legitimately under their constitutional right, had rejected a 
treaty—it was, I say, a supplemental pleading on the part of the Pres- 
ident to formulate a bill of particulars such as he sent to Congress and 
undertake in that way to make up a new issue, and to seek to create 
a public discussion of a question of war or peace with England and a 
question of retaliation and all that. 

Mr. TAULBEE. Did it hurt? 

Mr. GROSVENOR. And the result of it is that the American peo- 
ple understand that, and laughin the face of the man who talks about 
any issue of retaliation in this campaign. 

Mr. TAULBEE. I believe there were only four dissenting Repub- 
lican votes on the passage of that bill. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Mr. Speaker, I object to interruption. I can 
not talk against a brass band, a steam-boat whistle, or the voice of the 
» gentleman from Kentucky [Mr. TAvLBEE]. [Laughter. ] 

in, Mr. Speaker, when the House of Representatives and the 
Senate of the United States, acting jointly, passed a bill upon the sub- 
jectof carrying into effectan existing treaty between the Chinese Empire 
and this country, and when that bill was lying upon the table of the 
President ready for his signature or hisdisapproval, and the exigencies 
of the campaign in one of the States of this Union made it necessary 
that something should be done to retrieve the falling fortunes of the 
party to which the President belongs, it was a supplemental pleading 
that was sent in here from the State Department with the approval 
of the President, as is fully admitted everywhere, a bill to be passed 
into a law revoking and abrogating a treaty and undertaking to place 
upon the table of the President at the same time two bills, oneof them 
to carry into effect a treaty and the other toabrogate atreaty. It cre- 
ated a condition damaging to the wisdom and the honor of this country. 

Mr. TAULBEE, Why did you not vote against it? 

Mr. GROSVENOR. I was not here. 

. A MEMBER. He wasin Maine. [Laughter.] 

Mr. GROSVENOR. But I will tell the gentleman who did vote 
against it, and I will tell him who it was that came to the rescue of 
the honor of the American people. It was one Senator in the Senate 
of the United States who dared to lift up his voice in opposition to it, 
and to point out the terrible stultification into which the Administra- 
tion was projecting us—JOHN SHERMAN, of Ohio; and it was another 
American Senator who moved to reconsider the hasty, injudicious, and 
almost revolutionary act by which that bill was passed. Theanswerto 
the whole proposition is that to-day there is not a Democrat on that 
side of the House, nor a Democratic Senator, nor the President him- 
self, nor any member of his Cabinet, who will stand up and say that he 
wants that bill to become a law. [Cries on the Democratic side of 
“Oh, yes!” and “We all want it!’’] > 

Mr. GROSVENOR. They have been crying out with a Macedonian 
cry for some one to come and save the people of the United States from 
ne Sias of the supplemental pleading which the President filed in 

at case. 3 

That is what I mean by supplemental pleading. I mean an attempt 
to turn aside the people of this country from consideration of the 
blunder committed in introducing and passing the Mills bill. From 
one end of the country to the other the res is coming. It is not 
coming from the Republican States of the North alone, There are in- 


dications of an uprising in the South, and I can say to some of the gen- 
tlemen on the other side who think that they are secure of their seats 
that possibly before the frost comes some of them will be found going 
home to look after their interests as members of the next Congress of 
the United States. 

The sound comes up from Kentucky. It comes from the State of Ar- 
kansas, where 36,000 majority was cut down suddenly to about 13,000. 
It has come from everywhere; and I predict to the gentlemen on the 
other side that when they get back here in December they will have to 
huntaround forsomebody they know among those who have been elected 
on that side to the Fifty-first Congress, [ Laughter. ] 

So, Mr, Speaker, I say the duty of the hour does not lie in dragging 
in this Hall men who have to be at home attending to their business, 
It lies in the direction of closing up the business of this session as soon 
as possible; and then let the Democratic members of this House get 
down on their knees before their constituents and cry out, ‘' Lord, be 
merciful to us sinners!” [Laughter and applause. } 

I now yield to the gentleman from Iowa [Mr. GEAR]. 

Mr.. TAULBEE. I would like the gentleman from Ohio to give me 
a little time. 

Mr. GEAR. Mr. Speaker, I am opposed to this resolution, The 
gentlemen who have asked leave to be absent from the House have 
done so for reasons which are evidently sufficient to themselves. That 
leave was granted by the House; and unless public necessity should 
absolutely require their presence here, it appears to me it would be a 
violation of good faith if we should undertake to rescind that leave. 

I wish tosay a word in reply to the remarks of my friend from 
Georgia [Mr. BLount]. He criticises the Senate as being responsible 
for the delay in the termination of this session. I want to call his 
attention to the fact that it took (to be accurate) exactly seven months 
and nineteen days for the ‘‘ dark-lantern committee’’ to formulate, 
introduce, and pass the Mills bill. Nota single man in all this coun- 
try representing the laborer or the manufacturer was invited to be pres- 
ent before that committee to submit any argument in reference to his 
side of the case. The right of petition, a right dear to the American 
people, was denied by the action of that committee. Mr. Speaker, it 
is just fifty-four days since that bill went to the Senate. Are we tosit 
here now and criticise the Senate because of the fact that they are giv- 
ing to the manufacturers, the wage-workers, and to all the people the 
right to be heard on a question which is fraught with great good or 
great evil to the country? Itseems to me not, I think the position 
of the gentleman from Georgia, in criticising the Senate, is not well 
taken. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas, rose. 

Mr. GEAR. Idonotyield. Thegentleman can talkin hisown time. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. I know the gentlemen does 
not wish to be unjust. 

Mr. GEAR. I do not yield. 

Mr. Speaker, the gentleman on the other side says it is time for us 
togo home. Why does not the Committee on Rules report the resolu- 
tion for final adjournment which was offered here theother day? They 
have the power to do so. Why do you not report it, gentlemen, and 
give us an opportunity to vote on that question? Then we will tell 
you whether in our judgment it is time tu go home or not; and if that 
resolution should pass here and go to the Senate that body will give us 
their opinion of it very quickly. It is,in my judgment, bad policy and 
bad politics for my friend from Georgia to criticise the Senate for the 
delay connected with this session when gentlemen on the other side have 
taken seven months and nineteen days for the framing and considera- 
tion of one bill. 

Mr, Speaker, I yield back the floor to the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. 
GROSVENOR]. 

Mr. TAULBEE. I believe I had the promise of the gentleman from 
Ohio that he would give me five minutes, [Laughter. ; 

Mr. GROSVENOR. I yield my time to the gentleman from Illinois 
[Mr. Cannon]. 

Mr. TAULBEE. Now let the gentleman from Illinois yield me five 
minutes. 

Mr. CANNON. Mr. Speaker, in the ten minutes remaining of to- 
day’s session I can hardly say what I want to say. 

Mr. TAULBEE. Mr. Speaker—— [Cries of ‘‘Regular order !’’] 

Mr. TAULBEE. I only ask the gentleman from Illinois to yield me 
enough time to ask unanimous consent that tie session be extended 
five minutes in order that I may be heard. [Laughter and cries of 
“ Regular order !”] 

Mr. CANNON. Why does the gentleman from Kentucky insist on 
wasting my time? I want to say a word in reply to my friend from 
Georgia [Mr. BLOUNT]. He says it is notorious that the House could 
have adjourned (if it had desired or been ready for adjournment) weeks 
ago. Well, I suppose it could; but it did not. Three times, if not 
four, have the general appropriations for the service of the Government 
for the last fiscal year been extended into this year. 

A MEMBER. Four times. 

Mr. CANNON. I have been very anxious during all these weeks 
that we should close up the business of the House, provide for the pub- 
lic service, and then, if the House did not signify its readiness to ad- 
journ—— 
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Mr. TAULBEE. Irise to a question of order. My point of order is 
that this discussion is not pertinent to the issue pending; itisa mani- 
fest effort to waste time and delay the business of this House. I shall 
insist that gentlemen engaging in this debate shall proceed strictly in 
order. [Laughter.] 

The SPEAKER. The Chair can notsee that the gentleman from Illi- 
nois [Mr, CANNON] is out of order. He seems to be replying to the 
argument made by the gentleman from Georgia. 

Mr. CANNON. Mr. Speaker, I will say again that if this House 
had passed the sundry civil bill, the deficiency bill, and the other ap- 
propriation bills weeks ago we could have been ready to go home. I 
have not felt free to go for the reason this work yet remained to be 
done, and as one member of the House I felt it to be my duty to do it, 
although time and again I bave asked, in season and out of season, the 
business be presented; and for weeks I have been standing with other 
members on this side of the House, asking that the point of no quorum 
be not made so this important business could be transacted with less 
than a quorum because there was no quorum here to do it. 

Now, when this House gets ready to adjourn by performing its part 
of the duty of legislation, and informs the Senate so far as it is con- 
cerned it has finished its business and is ready to adjourn—— 

A MEMBER. That is right. 

Mr. TAULBEE. Will the gentleman yield to me? 

Mr. CANNON. Not now. 

Mr. TAULBEE. Fora question that is pertinent? 

Mr. CANNON. Oh, no. Then if the Senate is not ready to adjourn 
it will indicate a time when it will be ready, and if it is ready to ad- 
journ let it concur in the resolution. In either event if the House has 
clean skirts and has performed its duty and the Senate has failed to 
perform its duty let the Senate be responsible. [Applause. ] 

I tell you gentlemen on the other side of the House, as much,as I 
admire your great ability, you have not ability enough to-run this 
House and the Senate, too. [Laughter and applause. ] 

I will now yield to my friend from Kentucky to ask his question. 

Mr. TAULBEE. Iam obliged to the gentleman for yielding to me 
the six minutes remaining. [Laughter. ] 

Mr. CANNON. Oh, no; I yield for a question only. [Renewed 
laughter.] The gentleman asked to be permitted to ask a question in 
the middle of a sentence, and I did not yield at that time; butas the gen- 
tleman is himself disposed to be courteous, I will be courteous to him 
and permit him to ask his question. I will still retain the floor. 

Mr. TAULBEE. My question is not pertinent to the resolution 
pending before the House, but it is pertinent to the discussion had by 
the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. GROSVENOR] and the gentleman from 
Illinois [Mr. CANNON] all of which I have contended was out of order 
as being irrelevant to the pending question. 

It relates to what the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. GROSVENOR] has 
been pleased to call the pleadings upon which the issues are to be joined 
in the campaign on which we are entering. [Laughter and applause. ] 
I put the question to the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. GROSVENOR] and 
so far as I caught his answer he claims that the pleadings consist of the 
President’s messages. If that be true his party is excusable for enter- 
ing upon trial without plea or traverse, for the people ordered the pre- 
vious question on messages from Republican Presidents in 1884, and 
they will have no opportunity to plead for the next twenty-five years. 

[Renewed laughter and applause. 

But, Mr. Speaker, if the pleadings consist in the legislative recordsof 
the two parties compared to their promises in their respective national 
platforms of 1884, then the pleadings will not be complete until the 
Republican party either joins issue with the Democratic party as tothe 
mode of revising the tariff, or until a Republican Senate by its failure 
to report a bill confesses itself incapable of dealing with the question 
and unwilling to even make a feint at compliance with its promises 
and goes before the country content with asking the voters to allow 
are gs benefit of a traverse, thus hoping to prevent a judgment by 
default. 

Will the gentleman from Ohio or the gentleman from Illinois longer 
claim that the Democratic party is afraid to take a position on any 
economic question? Afraid to take the aggressive, or that it is not a 
party of positive ideas, or delinquent in the matter of complying with 
its promises ? 

Has not the Democratic party given to the country a bill revising 
the tariff schedule? Has not that bill gone to the Senate, and, al- 
though the gentlemen and their party claim that the most disturbing 
and depressing influence brought to bear on the business interests of 
the country is the agitation of tariff taxes, yet has not the Senate and 
its Committee on Finance been for more than fifty days juggling and 
smuggling and ‘‘tinkering’’ with the tariff? And are not the gentle- 
men on this floor and at the other end of the Capitol trying day by 
day to evade the issues and go into the campaign without a clearly 
defined position, hoping to hoodwink the people with empty promises 
renewed, which they now have the power and opportunity to comply 
with, but which they never intended to fulfill? [Applause. ] 

I now yield the balance of my time to the gentleman from Illinois 
[Mr. CANNON] inorder that hemayanswer. [Laughter and applause. ] 

Mr. CANNON. Now, Mr. Speaker, I yield one minute of my time, 


after having answered the question of the gentleman from Kentucky, 
to the gentleman from Pennsylvania. [Laughter. ] 

Mr. McCULLOGH. Mr. Speaker, some littlereflection has been made 
on the Senate in regard to its non-action. I only wish to call the at- 
tention of the House to one or two things in our own history. The 
first is that we came here last winter, many of us new members and 
unknown to the Speaker, it is true (but for the first few weeks of the 
session the Speaker was busy in matters pertaining to Kentucky and 
election committees), and it took the House in its wisdom, in its pri- 
vate consultations, and its assembled statesmanship, which had been 
here for years, from the 5th day of December until the 10th day of 
January before we knew where the House and the country were to look 
for a tariff bill to originate. [Cries of “Time!” ‘‘Time!’’] 

Mr. SPRINGER. Ifthe gentleman from Pennsylvania will yield -—— 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will desist. The hour of 5 o'clock 
having arrived, the Honse, under its previous order, stands adjourned. 


PRIVATE BILLS INTRODUCED AND REFERRED. 

Under the rule private bills of the following titles were introduced 
and referred as indicated below: 

By Mr. PHELAN: Jointresolution (H. Res. 222) requiring consent 
of Congress for the construction of a bridge across the St. John’s River, 
Florida, below Palatka, Fla.—to the Committee on Commerce. 

By Mr. BELDEN: A bill (H. R. 11427) granting a pension to Amasa 
Chase—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. W. C. P. BRECKINRIDGE: A bill (H. R. 11428) for the 
relief of W. J. Bond—to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. CHIPMAN: A bill (H. R. 11429) for the relief of Francis 
Palms et al.—to the Committee on Private Land Claims. 

By Mr. SHIVELY: A bill (H. R. 11430) to increase the pension of 
Harlan E, King—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


PETITIONS, ETC. 

The following petitions and papers were laid on the Clerk’s desk, 
under the rule, and referred as follows: 

By Mr. BARNES: Resolutions of the Farmers’ Alliance of Colum- 
bia County, Georgia, relating to trusts—to the Committee on Ways 
and Means. 

By Mr. BOWEN: Petition of W. D. Brooks and 19 others, citizens 
of Franklin County, Virginia, in favor of House bills 10320 and 11027 
for pure food and pure lard—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

By Mr. CARUTH: Papers to accompany bill for the relief of James 
D. Maclay—to the Committee on Patents. 

By Mr. LODGE: Petition of W. M. Bicknell and 14 others, of Mal- 
den, and of Helen Ware Myrick and 20 others, of Northborough, Mass., 
for a pension to Anna Ella Carroll—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 

By Mr. ROBERTSON: Petition of James Hagerty, of Washington, 
La., for relief—to the Committee on Private Land Claims. 

Also, petition of Alexis Leduf, of widow ot Samuel S. Simmons, and 
of Brevard Markin, tutor of minors of John Ward, for reference of their 
claims to the Court of Claims—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. SENEY: Petition of William Stevens and 86 others, citizens 
of Putnam County, Ohio, in favor of pure food—to the Committee on 
Agriculture. 

Also, petition of A. M. Boxwell and 26 others, citizens of Putnam 
County, Ohio, in favor of pure lard—to the Committee on Agriculture, 


SENATE. 
FRIDAY, September 14, 1888. _ 


Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. J. G. BUTLER, D. D. 
The Journal of yesterday’s proceedings was read and approved. 
PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 

Mr. MITCHELL presented the petition of Lorenzo R, Whitlock, of 
Albany, Oregon, late of Company E, Boyle’s Regiment Missouri Vol- 
unteers, praying that his name be placed on the pension-roll; which 
was referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also presented the petition of Miss Anna Platt, late a volunteer 
army nurse, praying to be allowed a pension; which was referred to 
the Committee on Pensions. . 

Mr. BROWN. I present resolutions passed at the meeting of the 
Farmers’ Alliance of Columbia County, Georgia. In the first resolution 
they denounce combines and trusts as unfriendly to the interests of 
mankind and say that they ought to be made felonies by the laws of 
the States and of the United States, and they then resolve that they 
urge upon Congress the immediate suspension of tariff or customs duties 
on all imports of cotton bagging and jute butts usedin the manufacture 
of cotton bagging. I move the reference of the resolutions to the Com- 
mittee on Finance. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. HOAR presented a petition of Henry B. Blackwell and others, 
men and women, of Massachusetts, South Carolina, and New Jersey, 
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praying that a pension be granted to Miss Anna Ella Carroll; which |> 


was referred to the Committee on Pensions. 
JAMES BRIDGER. 


Mr. STEWART, from the Committee on Claims, to whom was re- 
ferred the bill (S. 480) for the relief of James Bridger or his legal repre- 
sentatives, reported the following resolution; which was considered by 
unanimous consent, and agreed to: i 

Resolved, That the claim of James Bridger for the value of the improvements 
erected and consiructed by him at Fort Bridger, and the rent of said premises 
y the United States Army. situated in Green River County, in the Territory of 

tah, appropriated ky the United States to its own use, be referred to the Secre- 
tary of War, who shall investigate the justice and equity of said claim, and re- 

rt the amount and value of such improvements and occupied by the 
United States Army, and under what circumstances, contracts, and agreements 
said premises were taken and used by said Army, and also whatamount, if any, 
has been paid for the same; and that he also report what amount of money is 
equitably due said Bridger, or his heirs, on account of said claim, together with 
the evidence, for the consideration of the Senate. 


BILLS INTRODUCED. 


Mr. CULLOM introduced a bill (S. 3549) for the relief of John A. 
Barton; which was read twice by its title, and, with the accompanying 
papers, referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

r. MITCHELL introduced a bill (S. 3550) granting a pension to 
Lorenzo R. Whitlock, of Albany, Oregon; which was read twice by its 
title, and referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 3551) granting a pension to Miss Anna 
Platt; which was read twice by its title, and, with the accompanying 
papers, referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. FARWELL introduced a bill (S. 3552) to abolish rents for the 
use of Potomac water for domestic purposes in the District of Colum- 
bia; which was read twice by its title, and, with the accompanying 
paper, referred to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

Mr. BLODGETT introduced a bill (S. 3553) granting a pension to 
Joseph J. McIntire; which was read twice by its title, and referred to 
the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. DOLPH submitted an amendment intended to be proposed by 
him to the general deficiency appropriation bill; which was referred 
to the Committee on Appropriations, and ordered to be printed. 

REPRINTING OF A RESOLUTION. 

On motion of Mr. BLAIR, it was 


Ordered, That the joint resolution (S. R. 85) proposing an amendment to the 
Constitution of the United States respecting establishments of religion and free 
public schools be reprinted. 


THE COPPER TRUST. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair lays before the Senate a 
resolution submitted by the Senator from Connecticut [Mr. PLATT] 
coming over from yesterday, the title of which will be stated. 

The CHIEF CLERK. A resolution directing the Committee on Fi- 
nance to inquire whether a foreign syndicate or trust cantrols the pro- 
duction of copper in the United States. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on agreeing to the 
resolution. 

Mr. VEST. I believe it was upon this resolution that the Senater 
from Massachusetts [Mr. Hoar] made some remarks yesterday on the 
strength of a publication in the New York World. I would prefer that 
that Senator be present when I make a statement in regard to the 
same matter. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The resolution can lie over, if the 
Senator desires, until the Senator from Massachusetts comes in. 

Mr. VEST. Ishould prefer that course. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The resolution will lie over for the 

resent. 
E MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 


A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. CLARK, its 
Clerk, announced that the House had passed a bill (H. R. 8367) to pro- 
vide in certain cases for the regulation of railway companies chartered 
by the United States by the several States and Territories in which the 
railways of such companies run and are operated; in which it requested 
the concurrence of the Senate. 

The message also announced that the House requested the Senate to 
furnish it with a duplicate copy of the engrossed bill (S. 320) for the 
relief of John D. Adams. 

The message further announced that the House requested the Senate 
to return to it the bill (S. 1988) granting a pension to H. R. Blakiston. 

The message also announced that the House had passed the joint res- 
olution (S. R. 102) appropriating $200,000 to suppress infection in the 
interstate commerce of the United States. 

The message further announced that the House had passed the bill 
(S. 2851) to amend an act entitled ‘‘An act to regulate commerce,” 
approved February 4, 1887, with amendments in which it requested 
the concurrence of the Senate. 

The message also announced that the House had agreed to the re- 
port of the committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the 
two Houses on the amendments of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 1604) 
to change the time of the sessions of the circuit court of the western 
division of the western district of Missouri, 


ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 


The message further announced that the Speaker of the House had 
signed the following enrolled bills; and they were thereupon signed by 
the President pro tempore: 

A bill (S. 212) for the relief of Patrick H. Winston, jr.; 

A bill (S. 1506) for the relief of Addie Bell; 

A bill (S. 2252) to incorporaté the Georgetown Barge, Dock, Elevator, 
and Railway Company; 

A bill (S. 2576) granting a pension to Richard Hudson; 

A bill (S. 2750) to increase the pension of Samuel A. Tate; 

A bill (S. 2913) granting a pension to Mary Sturgess; and 

A bill (S. 3186) granting a pension to Christian Winkel. 

FORT MORGAN MILITARY RESERVATION. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. If there be no further morning busi- 
ness, the first bill on the Calendar under Rule VIII will be stated. 

Mr. MORGAN. I wish to ask the indulgence of the Senate to take 
up House bill 10679, Order of Business 2025. 

ThePRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Alabama will allow 
the first bill on the Calendar to be stated, when the Chair will recog- 
nize him. 

The CHIEF CLERK. Order of Business 1986, a bill (S. 3193) direct- 
ing the commissioners of the District of Columbia to convey to William 
Brown a part of an alley in square 120, in the city of Washington, on 
certain conditions. 

Mr. MORGAN. The bill which I ask the Senate to take up pro- 
poses to grant the right of way through the military reservation at 
Fort Morgan, on the spitof land that runs out from Florida. It would 
be a very great advantage to the Government to have the road there, 
and the officers of the Government have surveyed and located it ac- 
cording to the necessities of the military as well as the commercial 
situation. The bill was passed by the House of Representatives. I 
ask that the Senate consider it at this time. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Calendar under Rule VIII be- 
ing in order, the Senator from Alabama asks unanimous consent that 
the Senate proceed to the consideration of the bill (H. R. 10579) to 
grant the right of way through the military reservation at Fort Mor- 
gan to the Birmingham, Mobile and Navy Cove Harbor Railway Com- 
pany, and for other purposes. 

Mr. SHERMAN. By not only the rules of the Senate, but by the 
agreement, as I supposed, of gentlemen on both sides, without making 
any more definite reference to it, it was agreed that we should proceed 
to the business of the morning hour in the ordinary way under the rule 
except where appropriation bills and certain other bills should be taken 
up by a vote of the Senate. 

Mr. MORGAN. When was that agreement made? 

Mr. SHERMAN. It was made two or three weeks ago, but has 
been lost sight of by the interposition of the Chinese question. 

Mr. MORGAN. I was not here when any agreement of that kind 
was made, otherwise I would not have presumed to violate it. At the 
same time this is the first request I have made of the Senate on a ques- 
tion of this kind. The ge of the bill I have called up is a matter 
of no concern to me at all, but itis important to the Government. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I do not wish to object to the bill, but I wish to 
remind Senators of what occurred a week or two ago. 

Mr. MORGAN. I was not aware of any agreement of that kind. 

Mr. SHERMAN. That was the understanding, but I have no ob- 
jection to the consideration of the bill. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from Ohio object 
to the consideration of the bill ? 

Mr. SHERMAN. Ido not think it is my business to do that. Ido 
not care to object against bills which Senators desire to call up, but I 


have stated the agreement and I think we ought togo on underit. The 
Senator’s bill will probably be reached in due order. 

Mr. PLATT. Mr. President—— 

Mr. MORGAN. No, it will not be reached this session. There is no 


chance for it. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
from Connecticut. 

Mr. PLATT. Istepped out of the Senate a moment since, and when 
J came in I was informed that a resoluticn which I offered yesterday, 
and which I supposed would have precedence before we go to the Cal- 
endar, was taken up and was laid over because I was out of the Senate. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair laid the resolution before 
the Senate, when the Senator from Missouri [Mr. Vest] stated that he 
desired to make some observations in reply to remarks made yesterday 
by the Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. Hoar] on the resolution and 
preferred that that Senator should be present when they were made, 
whereupon the resolution was informally laid aside until the Senator 
from Massachusetts should come in. 

Mr, PLATT. Ido not want the resolutiog te Jose its chance this 
mo: 7 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Is there objection to the consider- 
ation of the bill moved by the Senator from Alabama? 

There being no objection, the Senate, as ia Committee of the Whole, 
proceeded to consider the bill (H. R. 10679) to grant the right of way 


The Chair will hear the Senator 
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through the military reservation at Fort Morgan to the Birmingham, 
Mobile and Navy Cove Harbor Railway Company, and for other pur- 


Mr. SHERMAN. After this bill is disposed of—for I do not wish 
to take any snap judgment—I shall again call the attention of the Sen- 
ate to the understanding, and insist upon the regular order of -busi- 


ness. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore, The Chair of course desires to en- 
force any understanding, butsuch an understanding is not in the recol- 
lection of the Chair. 

Mr, SHERMAN. The Chair was not necessarily advised of the or- 
der. It was an agreement among Senators that a certain line of busi- 
ness should be pursued. 

Mr. MORGAN. It was not made in open Senate. I do not know 


it, 
Mr. SHERMAN. Ido not object to the bill now before the Sen- 
ate. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. If there be no amendment to the 
bill as in Committee of the Whole, it will be reported to the Senate. 
The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 
THE COPPER TRUST. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair calls the attention of the 
Senator from Missouri [Mr. Vest] to the appearance of the Senator 
from Massachusetts [Mr. Hoar]. The Chair lays before the Senate 
the resolution submitted yesterday by the Senator from Connecticut 
[Mr. PLATT], which will be read. 

The Chief Clerk read the resolution, as follows: 


Resolved, That the Committee on Finance be, and is hereby, instructed to in- 

uire whether a foreign syndicate, combination, or trust controls the produc- 
tion of copper in the United States, and has thereby me ped increased the price 
of all articles made therefrom to the consumers; and if so, whether any legis- 
lation can be devised to relieve the people of the United States from such in- 
jurious effects of the operation of such foreign combination, trust, or syndicate, 
and report by bill or otherwise. 


Mr. VEST. Mr. President, I have nothing to say in regard to the 
merits of the resolution. I have no obstacle to interpose to its adop- 
tion. 

Yesterday the Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. Hoar] read from 
the New York World a statement to the effect that several Democrats 
had made contributions amounting to $120,000 to the campaign fand 
of the Democratic party. It has been the fashion with our friends on 
the other side of the Chamber, for several days past, to make a special 
attack upon Hon. WILLIAM L. Scort, of Pennsylvania, and his name 
has been brought here in many connections that are not at all com- 
aoe to his character as a public man. 1 have a dispatch from 

r. Scorr, which in sheer justice to him I desire to read to the Sen- 
ate. He telegraphs to me as follows, being out of the city: 

There is not a word of truth in Mr. Hoar’s statement, 

WILLIAM L. SCOTT. 

The statement was made upon the authority of the New York World, 
and it was made by the Senator from Massachusetts, accompanied with 
the allegation that it comes from a Democratic newspaper. 

It is but just to the Democratic party to say, without pretending 
upon my part to make any attack upon the New York World, that it 
is not in my judgment strictly a Democratic paper. That journal ex- 
ercises the liberty, which it unquestionably has, of supporting the ad- 
ministration of Mr. Cleveland or not supporting it. I do not under- 
stand that it is a Democratic paper within the proper meaning of the 
term. 

I have from other gentlemen whose names are mentioned in this 
editorial the statement that there is absolutely not the slightest founda- 
tion for the allegations made in this publication, 

Mr. HOAR. . What is the statement in regard to Mr. Scorr which 
the Senator from Missouri considers untrue and wishes to correct, if he 
will allow me? 

Mr. VEST. I gave Mr. Scorr’s statement in regard to it. The 
statement as made in the editorial read yesterday by the Senator from 
Massachusetts is as follows: 

President Cleveland is not alone in his contribution to the campaign fund. 
His check for $10,000 on Riggs & Co., the Washington bankers, has been “seen” 
by Chairman Brice, who “goes” him $10,000 better, and Congressman WILLIAM 
L. does the same thing. 

That is, Congressman WILLIAM L. Scort is stated here to havesub- 
scribed $20,000 to the campaign fund of the Democratic party, Mr. 
Scorr in his telegram states that there is not one word of truthin that 
statement, and it is but just to him that it should be made public. 

The Senator from Massachusetts arraigns these prominent Democrats 
who are not present in the Senate forhaving made these voluntary con- 
tributions to the campaign fund of the party to which they belong, and 
he makes as the groundwork of his complaint a billintroduced by the 
Senator from Indiana [Mr. VOORHEES], which proposed to punish, as 
the Senator from Massachusetts alleges, for I have never read the bill, 
a contribution by any executive officer of the Government to the cam 
paign fund of any political party. 

I understood the Senator from Massachusetts to state the other day 
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of 


when he discussed a publication made by an employé of the Senate 
that an American citizen had a perfect right to express his opinions as 
to any political question, and that, if an employé or officer of the Goy- 
ernment, or of either branch of Congress, he had the right to place his 
official character upon that publication in order to give it credit and 
weight in the community. If that be so, what discrimination does the 
Senator make between the right of any American citizen to express his 
sentiments and to argue in behalf of them and his right to take his 
money and give it-voluntarily to the party of which he is a member 
for legitimate campaign purposes? 

Mr. HOAR. Ifthe Senator will pardon me, I will state that he to- 
tally misapprehends the point of my statement the other day, which 
of course is my fault and not his, because the Senator is a person whose 
keenness of apprehension nobody would question. 

I stated the first time I called attention to the bill and to the remarks 
of the Senator from Indiana [Mr. VooruEEs] that I did not atall con- 
cur with him in the view which he entertained. I merely stated it as 
an illustration of what I considered a wholly unreasonable and un- 
sound view of civil-service reform, and I stated then that I thought, 
office-holder or no office-holder, any American citizen had a right to 
express his opinion, make arguments to his fellow-citizens, to engage 
in political activities, and to contribute his money, whether he was an 
office-holder or not, just as he would—I used the illustration—if he 
were an officer of a bank or a railroad. That is my opinion, 

If Iam not abusing the Senator’s patience I will say that the first time 
Talluded tothe bill and argument of the Senator from Indiana I did so 
to show that he in his view of the civil-service reform thought this was 
a thing for which the executive officer should be sent to the penitentiary, 
should be dismissed from office, and should be rendered incapable of 
holding any officein future. Yesterday my allusion to it and my read- 
ing of certain matter from the New York World was in reference to the 
charge made on the other side of the Chamber that there was a certain 
connection between the Republican party and the great trusts or mo- 
nopolies. I read that statement from what I sup was an eminent 
Democratic authority, and then had read from the record what certainly 
Mr. Scorr will not deny—of course we accept his denial absolutely in 
regard to this matter—his own statement, or the statement furnished 
at any rate to the Congressional Directory of his connection with this 
vast railroad control. If it had been a charge which I considered a 
charge of turpitude or of impropriety, if it had been anything that I 
disapproved against anybody, I certainly should not have made it in 
the Senate on the authority of this paper. 

I will say, however, and I certainly do not want to do this gentle- 
man any injustice, and I do not think it is anything that he wouid re- 
gard as an improper charge, but rather creditable to him—I t iink I 
am not mistaken in my recollection in saying that a disting 1ished. 
member of the other House informed me that the gentleman referred 
to informed him that he made a very large contribution to the Demo- 
cratic campaign fund four years ago, when Mr. Cleveland was e’ected. 
I think I am quite certain of that fact, but I would not even allade to 
it without giving Mr. Scorr an opportunity to say whether it b2 true 
or not if it had been anything discreditable. 

My point is that when these gentlemen are getting up and talking 
about trusts, from their candidate for the Presidency down through 
their various speakers in various places, it is proper that the people 
should know that the great monopolies and trusts of this country are 
on the Democratic side; that they constitute its treasury in Jarge part, 
and that the persons whose names are known as the controllers of great 
business influences, regulating prices, governing transportation, deal- 
ing with the necessaries of life, are interested and enlisted and zealous 
for the re-election of the present occupant of the White House. That 
is my point, not that it is improper for anybody to subscribe to a cam- 
paign fund. 

Mr. VEST. I understand the Senator from Massachusetts now to 
state that he makes no objection to or criticism upon voluntary contri- 
butions by members of the Democratic party, whether they are execu- 
tive officers or not. 

Mr. HOAR. Ishall make a contribution myself, I will inform the 
Senator, to the extent of my ability, and beyond my ability, before 
the campaign gets through. 

Mr. VEST. I understand the Senator to state that he simply cited 
the bill that was introduced here by my friend from Indiana [Mr. 
VOORHEES], but that he does not approve of that bill. 

Mr. HOAR. I said so then. 

Mr. VEST. The legitimate inference, the irresistible inference from 
that statement is that if not only Mr. Scorr but Mr. Whitney had 
made a contribution, or if the President had made a contribution, he 
made himself, in the judgment of the Senator from Massachusetts, 
amenable to the punishment which is fixed in that bill. 

Mr. HOAR. Oh, no; that I did notsay. That bill did not pass, 
and they could not be amenable to it: : 

Mr. VEST. Of course not, but it wassimply a declaration of opinion, 
I presume, on the part of the Senator from Indiana. Whether he drew 
that bill himself or whether he offered ithere asthe product of the brain 
of somebody else, I do not know. I have never read it. For my own 
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part I have no hesitation in saying that Mr. Scort, or any other Demo- 
crat, has the perfect and complete right to give his money, that belongs 
to him, to the legitimate purposes of a campaign as much as he has to 
make a donation to any eleemosynary or religious institution. If he 
believes the Democratic party is right, that its principles are necessary 
to the welfare and the honor of this country, he would be derelict in 
his duty as an American citizen if he did not do all that an honorable 
man can do in order to promote those principles and put them into active 
operation. 

The fact that Mr. Scorr is connected with the management of 22,000 
miles of railway is no argument that he is making improper use of his 
money. It is no argument against his character. On the contrary, it 
simply shows that as a self-made man he illustrates the activity and 
enterprise and brain work of the American people, and he demonstrates 
the possibilities that are offered in this country to any man, no matter 
how poor or obscure, to achieve position and fortune by his own hon- 
orable individual effort. 

But the Senator from Massachusetts most unquestionably in what he 
said here yesterday intended to make the impression, as he states em- 
phatically to-day, that the Democratic campaign fund came from trusts 
and corporations. The Senator was informed yesterday by the Senator 
from Ohio [Mr. PAYNE] that the Standard Oil corporation or trust had 
in it only two Democrats, and that a large majority of its stock was 
owned by members of the Republican party. 

‘The Senator from Massachusetts offers no proof here that these trusts 
or corporations are contributing this money, or that these contributions 
came from any such source. But we know from the highest authority 
almost in the Republican party that contributions are being taken from 
a trust that reaches to all the products of this country, that levies a 
tax upon the necessities of life as well as the luxuries, that reaches to 
every home and every fireside in this broad land. 

The other day thé Senator from New Hampshire [Mr. BLAIR] had 
read a publication from the New York Tribune, a partisan paper, and 
I have never seen as much delight upon that side of the Chamber, as 
much merriment, as much hilarity as when that document was read. 
The Senator from New Hampshire requested the Secretary of the Senate 
to handle it tenderly, lift it with care, and return it afterwards to his 
safe-keeping. 

Mr. HOAR. What document was that? 

Mr. VEST. The article from the New York Tribune, which was 


-~ read here. 


Mr. President, are there no other trusts in this country besides those 
which are named by the Senator from Massachusetts? Is it not a no- 
torious fact to-day that the manufacturers of the country, the highly- 
protected manufacturers, are contributing largely to the campaign fund 
of the Republican party? I ask the Secretary to read the document 
Isend to the desk. I know nothing about the high Republican au- 
thority that is named in it, but it is an authentic document, with fac- 
simile signatures to it, and shows that contributions are now being 
coerced from the protected manufacturers of the country for campaign 


purposes of the Republican party. 
The Chief Clerk read as follows: 


[Confidential.] 
New York, May 25, 1888. 


My Dear SIR: I have been requested to submit the inclosed communication 
to you, and I do so with the greatest pleasure. With my knowledge of practi- 
cal politics, I unhesitatingly say that this is the most important undertaking in 
the campaign of 1888, and I confidently rely upon your prompt indorsement and 
assistance. Will you kindly subscribe and return the inclosed subscription list 
to me at as early a day as practicable, as the work is outgrowing the resources 
of the League, which now contains over five thousand clubs with a membership 
of sw a cap ed voters? 

yours, 
27 j ALBERT DAGGETT. 


[Confidential] 
HEADQUARTERS OF THE REPUBLICAN LEAGUE 
OF THE UNITED STATES, 
New York, May 25, 1888. 

My DEAR Sm: The Republican League of the United States desires to bring 
you face to face with the startling fact that the coming Presidential election is 
not to be fought on the old party lines which have heretofore divided Demo- 
crats and Republicans, but upon the direct issue of free trade versus protection. 

The e stands for protection and is fighting in your interest. It is no 
Fourth of July o! ization for dress parade, but is an every-day working force 
of practical political workers, who have in four months enrolled an army of 
over four hundred thousand men to fight against British free-trade ideas, Brit- 
ish gold, and the Democratic Hessians who are fighting under her banners. It 
is useless to argue the case; Democracy stands for free trade and against your 
interests, and you know it, no matter whether you have heretofore been a Demo- 
crat or a Republican. ign Paani ay ony Rg eer of words can not gainsay this 
fact, nor fool you unless you wish to be fooled. 

The coming campaign will be fought for protection under disadvantages 
never before encountered, Ninety-nine per cent. of the Federal officials are 
Democrats, and will contribute financially to the hoped-for success of the free- 
traders. Never before has the Democratic free-trade or “tariff-reform” party 
been in so fortunate a position. 

The Republican League is not composed of theorists who are forever promis 
ing to do something and never keeping their promises. It has al y done 
more than 17 aan political organization ever attempted before the Presi- 
dential candidates had been placed in the field. As our patriotic volunteers 

rang to the country’s defense when secession threatened its ction, so at 
callof the League vast armies have been enrolled to fight the thousand 
times more dangerous foe to the country’s continued prosperis free trade. 

We will win this fight if you will do your shareand help us to finish what we 
have begun; we want money, and want itat once. Weare overwhelmed with 


calls for tariff documents and for speakers and organizers. We propose to or- 
ganize and fight against free trade in every doubtful Congressional and legisla- 
tive district in the United States. To-day there is but one majority in the Senate 
of the United States when the lines are drawn between Democrats and Repub- 
licans, and unless much is done the next Congress will see a free trade House, 
Senate, and President, and then good- to your prospcrity. 

It may not be of your personal knowledge, but it is a fact, nevertheless, that 
the manufacturers of the United States who are most benefited by our tariff 
laws have been the least willing to contribute to the success of the party which 
gave them protection, and which is about to engage in a life and death struggle 
with free trade. 

A Republican United States Senator, from a State which never had a Demo- 
cratic representative in either House of Congress, or a Democratic State officer, 
in speaking of the well-known disposition of the coved tte ppr brpa to lock 
up its money, fold its hands, and look on while somebody else fights for its suc- 
cess, says: 

“The campaign which we are about to enter will concern more than anybody 
else the manufacturers of this country. They have heretofore been very lag- 
gard in their contributions to the Republican cause. In fact,if I could punisi 
them without punishing the cause of protection itself, I would consign them to 
the hottest place I could think of on account of their cravenal parsimony. If 
this class of people do not contribute to the success of the Republican party. they 
are welcome to try their chances under a Democratic administration; I can 
stand itas jong a8 they can.” And again: “I was solicited to contribute to a 
protective tariff league, and I replied that if the manufacturers of the United 
States in their associated capacity were an eleemosynary institution,that I would 
vote to give them a pension, but that I did not propose myself to contribute 
money to advance the interests of men who were ting practically the sole 
benefit, or at least the most directly important benefits of the tariff laws. Iam 
in favor of protection; not ly the kind we are having, but I might be 
willing to keep even that rather than not to have any; but Lam sure I can get 
along without any ofit peer as well as the manufacturers can; and if they think 
the Republican party is going to maintain a high protective corps for this ben- 
efit,and that the men who do the work in that party are going to keep up the 
expenses of a campaign out of their own pockets, leaving them to reap the fruits 
of the tariff policy without any deduction for political expenses, they are very 
greatly mistaken. I understand that in a general way the manufacturers of 
hu emp have been more liberal in their contribution than those of Penn- 
sylvania. 

“In fact, I have it from the best possible source that the manufacturers of 
Pennsylvania, who are more highly protected than anybody else and who make 
large fortunes every year when times are prosperous, paos give nothing 
toward the maintenance of the ascendency of the Republican party. Ofcourse, 
1 shali not violate what I consider to be a proper principle of action; but if I 
had my way about it, I would put the manufacturers of Pennsylvania under 
the fire. and fry all the fat out of them. Ifthe Mills tariff bill comes tothe Sen- 
ate, there will be some votes cast there which will open the eyes of some of 
these people who have, while gathering their millions, treated the Republican 
party as their humble servant.” 

These are strong words, and bitter, but they are true, and it now remains with 
you and your associates to determine whether they are to be reiterated after 
this campaign is over, and protection has, through your apathy, been struck its 
death blow. If you give us the means to win the victory, we will do it. Are 
you willing? 

Yours very truly, 
JAS. P. FOSTER, President. 


Mr. VEST. There was great delight and approbation on the other side 
of the Chamber when the Senator from New Hampshire had read an 
article from the New York Tribune the other day which presented the 
President of the United States inadual personalityas Mr. Hydeand Dr. 
Jekyli. Iwanted this article read ‘‘ trippingly on the tongue,’’ in order 
to present the duality of the Republican party as between the speech of 
the Senator from Massachusetts yesterday attacking prominent Dem- 
ocrats for voluntary contributions to the campaign fund of the Dem- 
ocratic party and that instrument coming from the chief officer of the 
largest Republican association in the United States. 

I wanted it read for another purpose. We are told that the tariff 
tax is paid not by the consumer but by the importer. [ should like to 
know where the ‘fat’? comes from that is now gathered upon these 
Pennsylvania manufacturers. I should like to know where those mill- 
ious come from of which this Republican Senator has spoken to Mr, 
Foster, that have been gathered up for years under the tariff system, 
and which he demands now shall be expended in the interest of the 
Republican party. 

As a matter of course it would be impertinence in me to undertake 
to say from whom that statement which is quoted by Mr. Foster in 
the circular emanated. I do not share the confidence of the Repub- 
lican party and have noright to make anyassumption. The Mills tarift 
bill came from the House of Representatives, I think, on June 21. It 
has been before the Finance Committee of this body since that date. 

Mr. ALLISON, July 23. 

Mr. VEST. Well, I will accept the amendment, July 23. It has 
been before the Finance Committee of this body ever since. I well re- 
member that the distinguished Senator from Ohio [Mr. SHERMAN], 
for whose public character I have great regard and for whose ability I 
have unfeigned admiration, nas time and again stood in this Chamber 
and told the Democrats, ‘‘ Bring your tariff bill here from the House 
and we will take it up at once and dispose of it.” The RECORD will 
show that that Senator has taunted us for four long years with the fact 
that the Democratic majority in the House could not and would not 
pass a tariff bill and send it here for the action of the Senate. 

We did pass such a bill. It was brought here on July 23, and 
where is it to-day? What has become of the promise of the Repub- 
lican party in their last platform that they proposed to reform the in- 
equalities of the tariff? Whois there now upon that side of the Cham- 
ber who will specify those inequalities which his party pledged itself 
publicly and solemnly to reform? 

No bill has been brought forward, and I doubt very much whether 
any bill will be reported back from that committee to the Senate. 
But when it comes I am anxious tosee this knight armed in proof who, 
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like the ‘‘ Disinherited Knight” in the famous tournament of Ashby 
de la Zouche, will come into the arena armed in proof and make good 
the statement in the circular that strange votes and speeches will be 
heard from the Republican side of the Chamber upon this tariff ques- 
tion. I want that dénoument to occur. The country is waiting for it. 

In the mean time I call upon the Senator from Massachusetts, in 
the face of the statement that is made here by Mr. Scorrand that was 
made here yesterday by the Senator from Ohio [Mr. PAYNE], and 
made also in behalf of Mr. Whitney, who was charged to be a repre- 
sentative of the Standard Oil Company in the Cabinet of President 
Cleveland, to make good his assertion or admit here that it is abso- 
lutely groundless, -` 

Mr. SHERMAN. Mr. President, the Senator from Missouri [Mr. 
VEST] seems to be anxious fora political debate. Ido not care now to 
indulge him to any great extent, but I shall make a few observations in 
reply especially to his pointed allusion to me. 

I repeat, the Democratic party has been for the last twenty-five years, 
is now, and probably ever will be only positive in its opiniogs upon one 
or two points. Upon every other point it is a purely negative party 
and has been during all the time of my service in the Senate of the 
United States. 

I say again, that having for the first time in their history for twen- 
ty-five years submitted an affirmative proposition to the people of the 
United States, the Republican party will meet them upon the ground 
they have chosen, and we will submit that controversy to the people 
of the United States to be decided at the next election. 

It took them from the first Monday of December, when the President 
of the United States cailed their attention specially to the tariff ques- 
tion, excluding from consideration in his message all other matters— 
it took from the first Monday of December, 1887, until the 23d day of 
July to frame the meager tariff bill that they sent to us. It was not 
a careful revision of the tariff, not, as they admit themselves, a com- 
pleted measure, but was cut to pieces, molded and twisted out of all 
proportion from time to time by the opposing arguments and demands 
of individual Democrats in the House. It was sent to us ill-shapen 
and insuflicient, full of crudities and impossibilities, only embracing a 
portion of the tariff list. They sent it to us in that condition. 

Not only that, but during this long incubation the Democratic por- 
tion of their committee sat in secret and silence—they refused to hear 
a single citizen of the United States. They refused to take any open 
testimony; they refused a hearing to laboring men and manufacturers 
and all interests affected; but did hear politicians, according to the 
newspapers, at least in regard to particular provisions, and conformed 
those provisions to meet the wants and demands of individual Demo- 
crats inside and outside of Con 

They sent us what is called the Mills tariff bill, which breaksdown 
several important industries of our country and impairs and nibbles 
away at others, which creates disturbance and alarm, and which, if 
there was any supposition that that bill would pass, would create dis- 
tress in this country beyond measure. It isa bill which has tended 
in my judgment to change the course of trade already by largely in- 
creasing our imports and diminishing our exports. It is a bill that is 
a threat to nearly all the industrial interests of the Northern States, 
but is careful to protect the interests of the men who represent the 
Democratic party in the Southern States. 

That is the bill which is sent to us, and now, forsooth, because we, 
with a narrow majority here of one or two, do not present a perfect re- 
vision of the tariff within sixty days at their demand we are to be 
blamed as postponing and evading an issue which they have presented 
to us. 

Sir, from the very day that bill came to us we accepted that issue. 
I would want none other to go before the people of the United States. 
‘Take the Mills tariff bill with all its crude provisions and let the issue 
stand upon that doeument. But we are not satisfied with that. 

The Democrats have had the command of the House of Representa- 
tives for ten years out of the twelve. 

Mr. PLUMB. They have had control of the House of Representa- 
tives fourteen years of the last sixteen. 

Mr. SHERMAN. For I think twelve years out of the last fourteen 
they have had the command of the House of Representatives, where 
alone a tariff bill may be originated, and they were never able to pro- 
poe or dared to propose a tariff measure during all that long period 
of time. 

In the single Congress when we had the power we did propose a 
measure to reduce the tariff, unwisely in some respects. We did 
grapple with the subject. But they did not for twelve long years, when 
they had the power, present it as a measureor as an issue. There was 
one Congress when they had the power in both Houses and five other 
Congresses when they had the power in the House and could have pre- 
sented their proposition to the Senate of the United States, whose arms 
and hands are tied by the Constitution from originating a revenue 
measure. 

Now, because we have not presented a full, carefully prepared tariff 
bill we are reproached by the Senator trom Missouri, who has been here 
most of the time for the last twelve years and has never had the pleas- 
ure of hearing an affirmative measure presented by the Democratic 


party, and especially has never had an opportunity to hear a tariff 
measure presented until on the 23d of July last it comes to us for re- 
vision and amendment. 

What has been the course pursued by the Republicans on this side, 
with its narrow majority? We threw wide open the door of the com- 
mittee-room. We appoiuted a subcommittee composed of gentlemen 
of both parties to hear and examine witnesses, to hear complaints and 
consider amendments suggested. That committee have been in session 
time and time again, and have heard dozens, almost hundreds of wit- 
nesses. 

They have now printed testimony amounting probably to more than 
1,000 pages, which has been taken by that committee in the examina- 
tion of complaints from workingmen and manufacturers and producers 
on hearings by parties interested. They have gone over in elaborate 
detail the whole tariff laws of the United States; and they have now 
published for their consideration as a committee all the schedules em- 
braced and all the measures proposed for a complete revision of our 
tariff laws, and have gone carefully over them page by page and letter 
by letter, and at the same time have heard testimony of many wit- 
nesses covering a large mass of very important matter, which in due 
time will be submitted to the Senate of the United States. 

In point of politics or in point of the order of business there was no 
necessity for this work to be done during the presentsession. I believe 
if I could have had my way I would have said ‘‘ we accept the measure 
of the Democratic party as containing their views of the principles that 
should prevail in our tariff laws, and propose to fight the issue on that 
line;’’ but the Republican party being an affirmative party, is always 
ready to meet its adversary on its own ground and to fight the battle 
for the maintenance of our diversified industries on the aflirmative ground 
that in framing a tariff law we must continue the policy of protection 
to American industries. We therefore felt that it was our duty to 
meet this Mills bill by a counter proposition that while reducing the 
revenue would carefully guard and protect the industries of the Amer- 
ican people against foreign competition, that while we would reduce 
the revenues to the full extent. demanded we would also protect our 
industries, protect our labor, diversify our employments, secure good 
wages and fair pay for honest work; in other words, we would report a 
Republican tariff designed to protect and foster American industries 
in antagonism to this free-trade Mills tariff bill, which was intended 
to and does cripple or destroy many industries. 

It is said sometimes that it is not a free-trade measure. Certainly 
no such measure is a free-trade measure in the sense of Calhoun Demo- 
crats, because their idea is that all duties on imported are wrong; 
and if the principles announced by the President of the United States, 
even in his recent letter of acceptance are true, then no tariff or duty 
ought to be levied on any goods imported that come into competition 
with American products. If it be true, as he says, that the tax levied 
by a tariff is added to the cost of the article imported, and if, besides, 
such a tax is added to the cost of all similar articles produced in the 
United States—if that be so, then all tariff laws ought to be repealed 
absolutely, and free trade would be right and should be universal. 

But it is because these propositions are not true, are not believed in 
by the people of the United States, that the protective tariff is main- 
tained and defended and supported by them. This Mills bill is a step 
in the wrongdirection. It is a step toward free trade; and if that step 
is acquiesced in by the people of the United States in the coming elec- 
tion then the Democratic party is committed to take the next step, and 
the next step, and so on until the worki en and producers of this 
country will be reduced to the abject and conditions that prevail 
in European countries. That is their idea; and because we can not 
frame in sixty days a careful revision of the tariff laws, not only dealing 
with the defects in the Mills bill, but removing the defects that exist 
or have grown up in the process of time under the existing law, and 
shall hear everybody that chooses to come before us, we are to be re- 
proached for delay ! 

Gentlemen, when six months have rolled around and we have taken 
as much time as you did to frame your crude, insufficient, and incon- 
siderate bill, then you may have cause for complaint. Long before 
that time we shall present you a measure on which we can all stand, 
but we are not going to be hurried about it. We are going to take our 
time. We are not going to be taunted in this way into reporting an in- 
sufficient measure. Every word and every item of that bill will be 
carefully weighed and parsed over and considered. Its provisions will 
be harmonious, and it will contain an entire revision of our tariff laws, 
so that any custom-house officer or any citizen may see precisely the 
amount of duty imposed on any article in which he is interested, and 
all the various provisions of our laws intended to regulate the mode 
and manner of collecting duties will be harmonized with each other. 

Besides that, we intend to repeal those taxes that are most felt by 
the people of the United States. We intend to reduce the burden of 
internal taxation. We intend to reduce the revenue to the full extent 
that is proposed by the Democratic party. There is no difference be- 
tween us as to the necessity of bringing about a reduction of revenue, 
although there may be a question as to the amount. We propose todo 
that, and we propose to do it by a careful revision of the internal-rev- 
enue laws, so.as to give to those engaged in the industrial arts the use 
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of alcohol untaxed; and so as to practically sweep away the tobacco 
tax and give that great agricultural production free and fair play in 
this country, and thus to repeal all that can be properly removed of 
the taxes imposed by the internal-revenue laws. And we will also 
propose to reduce the duties on important articles which now pay 
the largest sums and are the heaviest burden to the consumers of the 
United States. All these and other propositions have been weighed 
and considered, and in due time will be submitted at our own good 
will and pleasure. Until then our constituents will not reproach us 
with the neglect of our duty. 

They expect us to be careful. They know what the Democratic 
party threatens. They expect us to give them a measure in the oppo- 
site direction. We intend to do it, but we will take our time aboutit, 
and if the House of Representatives wish to prolong the session until 
that tariff bill is reported they will wait until we are ready to report 
it, and we intend to do it as soon as it can be properly done after full 

` hearing of every man affected by it. After this detailed consideration 
by the subcommittee it will be reported to the Finance Committee, 
and after being subjected to its revision it will be reported to this body. 
Then, and not until then, it will be open to free and full consideration 
of every provision contained in it. Then, then, and not until then, 
will we be ready to contrast the merits ofa tariff bill framed upon the 
principle of protection with the Mills bill, framed upon the principles 
of free trade. 

If the Senator can make anything out of this statement let him do 
it; but isit not astrange idea that the Democratic party, which has been 
twelve years in trying to prepare a tariff bill, and that now under the 
influence of the President’s message has taken at this session from seven 
to eight months to prepare this abortion of a bill, should taunt us for 
delaying the consideration of the tariff measure, when the Republican 
party has framed and formed every tariff law since the year 1861, and 
has from time to time changed and modified duties and taxes, gradually 
reducing their burden from time to time, and which in 1883 passed the 
last tariff act? We will pass the next tariff act, because I believe that 
when our bill is reported it will so command the intelligent judgment 
of Congress that our Democratic friends will no longer desire to press 
the Mills bill, but will accept the Senate amendment as the firm basis 
of our tariff legislation. 

If its consideration should be prolonged until the election in No- 
vember next we shall then know if the people of the United States 
have made up their mind to take the road toward free trade by the re- 
election of President Cleveland. In that event it would perhaps be 
better for Congress to administer a dose of the medicine prescribed by 
the Democratic party, and thus to test the ideas and acts of that party. 
But if not, and’General Harrison is elected, we will then be able per- 
haps to convince our Democratic friends that the measure we propose 
as a substitute for the Mills bill will be satisfactory to the people of 
this country and will be approved by them. If not, we shall have a 
President in the executive chair who will give it his approval if Mr. 
Cleveland declines to do it during the short period of his term yet re- 
maining. 

Mr. President, I did not want to enter into this political controversy ; 
I do not think it is wise; but how can we help it? Here the Senator 
from Missouri appeals to me personally for holding back this tariff bill. 
I do not happen to be on the subcommittee that has had the honor and 
the labor of this great work. My friend from Iowa [Mr. ALLISON], 
the Senator from Rhode Island [Mr. ALDRICH], the Senator from Ne- 
yada [Mr. Jonrs], the- Senator from New York [Mr. Hiscock], have 
had this sphere of hard and exacting work to perform. As a matter of 
course there are three Democrats on the subcommittee. I have noth- 
ing to say about how much they havedone. Thatisnotforme. There 
are eleven members on the Finance Committee. I claim no credit for 
what is done except that I occasionally look in and see what is being 
done. As the acting chairman of the Committee on Finance I am com- 
pelled to answer this unreasonable complaint. 

I say, therefore, that these gentlemen wisely and as rapidly as other 
public duties would allow—for they are all pressed with other impor- 
tant public duties, ‘ially the chairman of the subcommittee | Mr. 
ALLISON], who has charge of appropriations—in season and out of sea- 
son inthe committee-room, right within the door, almost, of yourSenate 
Chamber, have been carrying on this work. They have listened to 
witnesses, they have listened to Senators on both sides of the Chamber, 
they have taken testimony precisely like a master commissioner, have 
been hearing, analyzing, and arranging that testimony, and I have no 
doubt will in due time present their report to the Committee on Fi- 
nance, and then only a few more will add their judgment to the gen- 
eral consideration given to the bill by the subcommittee, and then it 
will be reported to the Senate of the United States. 

Then will be the time for the Senator from Missouri, if he desires, 
to make the contrast between these two measures, One will be a pro- 
tective tariff yielding alsoenough revenue and only enough to carry on 
the operations of the Government. The other will be a revenue tariff 
looking only to money for the support of the Government and not to the 
good or the interest of the people of the United States. There is the 
difference. Thatstriking contrast, no doubt, is already being discussed 
before the people of the United States. Already the Mills bill has bedn 
circulated in great numbers everywhere, and is being read and coni- 


mented upon. While I am speaking probably hundreds and thousands 
of men are canvassing and discussing in all portions of the country this 
vital difference between the two great parties—carrying on the great 
debate that was commenced in the House of Representatives. 

As to the letters that have been read here, as to the biographical 
sketch of Mr. Scort, as to the rumors in regard to partisans giving or 
not giving money for the election, these are not worthy of discussion 
here, as it seems tome. Ido not propose at least to indulge in it. 
We all give, no doubt, to help forward our views. A man would be 
foolish who would not in a proper way support his opinions by his 
money, who would not bet, if he bets at all, on his own horse. Cer- 
tainly we shall all contribute as far as we think it proper and right. 
If President Cleveland gave his check he only did what I believe he 
had a right to do, and I have no criticism to make either as to the 
amount or the fact that he gave money. 

It is no worse to give money towards aiding in a proper way a good 
cause than it is to give work. It is no worse to give money to aid in 
missionary work than itis to do missionary work. If the work is good, 
itis well. If the work is bad, it is ill. But the motive is the same 
whether it is money or labor that is contributed to a cause. No doubt 
both parties may commit errors, foolish letters may be written, and 
much folly and demagogism may mingle in the conflict. These all 
are but the incidents of a popular canvass, but after all the real ques- 
tion to be decided this fall is whether the industries of this country 
are to be maintained and supported upon an American basis or by 
gradual steps to be reduced to the European basis, and the instincts of 
the people will, I trust and believe, lead them to maintain the policy of 
the Republican party. 

Mr. VEST obtained the floor. ‘ 

Mr. CULLOM. ‘The Senator from Missouri kindly yields to me for 
the purpose of calling up the interstate-commerce bill, which has to- 
day come from the House of Representatives. 7 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair lays before the Senate a 

from the House of Representatives. 
Mr. SHERMAN. I hope before that is done the pending resolntion 
will be referred to the Committee on Finance, so that it may not be 
called up-again. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Missouri has taken 
the floor on the pending resolution and yielded to the Senator from 


Illinois. 
Mr. SHERMAN. I beg pardon. 
INTERSTATE COMMERCE, 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate the amendments 
of the House of Representatives to the bill (S. 2851) to amend an act 
entitled ‘‘An act to regulate commerce,” approved February 4, 1887. 

Mr. CULLOM. I move that the Senate non-concur in the amend- 
ments of the House of Representatives, and ask for a conference thereon. 

The motion was agreed to. 

By unanimous consent, the President pro tempore was authorized to 
appoint the conferees on the part of the Senate, and Mr. CuLLom, Mr. 
PLATT, and Mr. HARRIS were appointed. 


THE COPPER TRUST. 


The Senate resumed the consideration of the resolation submitted 
by the Senator from Connecticut [Mr. PLATT]. 

Mr. VEST. Mr. President, the Senator from Ohio [Mr. SHERMAN] 
does me injustice when he states that I am anxious for a political de- 
bate. I am anxious to go to the people of this country upon the issues 
already made up, and I am detained here with other members of the 
Senate by the delay of the Committee on Finance in regard to the Mills 
tariff bill. Now, the Senator tells us that attheir leisure they propose 
to report that bill, and that after taunting the Democratic party with 
having delayed for years, with the political power in their hands, to 
formulate such a bill and send it here from the House of Representa- 
tives. Sir, there is a celebrated case reported in the Court of Appeals 
Reports of the State of Kentucky, I think in 13 Ben, Monroe’s Reports, 
in which a man named Haggin figured conspicuously, and who has 
gone down to posterity in our profession as a party to one of the causes 
célébres. In that Commonwealth Mr. Haggin gave a promissory note 
with the following remarkable language: 

Twelve months after date I promise to pay Richard Jones $50 with interest 
at 6 per cent.; but it is distinctly understood that the said Haggin is not to be 
hastened, 

[ Laughter. ] 

After two years Mr. Jones thought it was time to hasten Mr. Hag- 
gin, and he sued him in the circuit court of the State of Kentucky and 
obtained judgment, but Mr. Haggin took it to the court of appeals, 
which in that State is the highest appellate tribunal, and the court 
gave it as its opinion that Mr. Haggin ought to be hastened. 

Now, the Senator from Ohio tells us that the Finance Committee 
and the Republican party, although it has taunted us and dared us 
and challenged us to bring a tariff bill here from the House of Repre- 
sentatives, is not to be hastened. I propose, if I can do it, to hasten 
the aforesaid Mr. Haggin and to compel the Republican party to make 
good what they have challenged us so often to do—to meet them face 
to face upon this tariff issue. 

Why, sir, it is most astonishing that the Senator from Ohio should 
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say the Democratic party has failed and refused to formulate any bill 
or attempted to do so. He says that about 1878 we had both branches 
of Congress. But there was then no such surplus in the Treasury as 
confrontsus to-day. Inthe Forty-eighth and Forty-ninth Congresses the 
Democrats attempted to pass a tariff bill through the House, and the 
Senator’s party, with a unanimity never before seen in parliamentary 
life, resisted it. Did they offer any other bill? Whilst they attack 
the Mills bill now in the most violent terms, and denounce it as a fraud 
and an outrage upon labor and all the interests of the country, do they 
offer anything better? Notwithstandingall their promises, in the popu- 
lar branch of Congress, whilst that bill was being debated, why did they 
offernoamendment? Why have they persistently and consistently for 
years satisfied and contented themselves with standing upon the tariff 
as itnowis? 

The Senator speaks of the tariff of 1883—- 

Mr. SHERMAN. Does the Senator want an answer to the question 
he puts tome? If he does not, I do not care to interrupt him. 

Mr. VEST. I will listen to the answer. Certainly I will yield, 

Mr. SHERMAN. The Senator asks, why did not members of the 
House present a counter-proposition? It was clearly understood that 
the Mills bill was framed in secret. Its terms were not known to the 
associate members of the Committee on Ways and Means, and when in- 
troduced it was made the subject, as the papers stated, of a caucus de- 
cision. It was passed upon in that way, and really the Republican 
members of the House had no time, no chance, no opportunity, to make 
a counter-proposition. It was distinctly unders that if they did it 
would be voted down. That is a matter of public notoriety. 

Mr. VEST. The Mills bill was before the House of Representatives, 
speaking as accurately as I can from memory, for more than two months, 

‘as there no time in those sixty days to offer any amendment, to form- 
ulate any substitute? : 

The Senator says the Democratic Committee of Ways and Means of 
the House of Representatives sat with closed doors. All I know about 
it is that that statement is positively denied by the members of that 
committee. They state, and have stated upon the floor of the House 
repeatedly, that they heard witnesses, that they were willing to hear 
any one who desired to be heard before them. But what has been the 
action of the Committee on Finance of the Senate? The Senator from 
Ohio in stating the members of the Finance Committee of the Senate 
who have had anything to do with the proposed substitute for the Mills 
bill enumerated the Republican members alone. Where were the 
Democrats? >) 

Mr. SHERMAN, Isuppose they did precisely what they did when 
they refused to serve on the committee of conference on the last tariff 
law. They were not present then. 

Mr. VEST. The Senator refers again to that committee of confer- 
ence in 1883. I say that the report of that committee of conference 

- was the most outrageous parliamentary proceeding in the history of this 
country. They reported a bill here which had been voted down by 
both Houses of Congress, and the Senator knowsit, and provisions were 
put in that report which had been deliberately discussed and voted 
down; and yet they were forced upon us in the last hours of the session 
and by 1 majority in this body. 

Mr. SHERMAN. ‘The committee of conference were appointed be- 
fore the differences between the two Houses were known, and upon the 
very first committee appointed they refused to serve. . 

Mr. VEST. But they refused to serve only when they saw that they 
were utterly powerless. They refused to bea party to what was, in 
my judgment, an outrageous transaction upon the representatives of 
the people both in the Senate and in the House. Does the Senator 
deny that in the Forty-eighth and Forty-ninth Congresses his party op- 
posed every attempt to reformthe tariff? In their convention they de- 
clared and pledged themselves to reform the inequalities of the tariff. 
What are they ? 

Mr. SHERMAN. ‘They opposed the tariff that was proposed, and 
even Democratic members refused to support that tariff, and therefore 
they have no right to ask us to regard that as a Democratic measure 
until the Democratic majority should formulate a measure on which 
they were agreed. We were not expected, of course, to join the free- 
trade Democracy in framing a tariff bill. 

Mr. VEST. ‘The issue between the Senator from Ohio and myself 
is this: He has repeatedly stated in the Senate that the Democratic 
party refused to formulate any tariff bill, and he has stood here in his 
peculiarly aggressive manner and pointed his finger to us, as I dis- 
tinctly remember and as the RECORD will show, and said ‘‘ Why do 
not the Democrats, who have the House of Representatives, bring us 
a bill? We will dispose of it in short order; we will settle that ques- 
tion. But you do not dare to bring it.” We have brought it, and 
now it is said, ‘‘Haggin is not to be hastened.” [Laughter.] That is 
the whole of it. 

The Forty-eighth and Forty-ninth Congresses passed and the Re- 
publican party persistently refused to consider any tariff bill in the 
House. They trampled upon the declarations in their platform. 

The Senator says the Mills bill is a free-trade measure. Iam not 
here to discuss it now; I have not the opportunity to discuss it now. 
T want to do so at the proper time. If it isa free-trade measure to 
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reduce the taxation of this country hardly 6 per cent., I should like to 
have a definition of free trade and high protective tariff from that dis- 
tinguished authority. If that be free trade, if taxing higher than the 
Morrill tariff be free trade, I should like to know. what would be a 
high protective tariff indeed and in fact., No, Mr. President—— 

Mr. BLAIR. May I ask the Senator a question? 

Mr. VEST. Certainly. 

Mr. BLAIR. What is the percentage of reduction on the whole? 

Mr: VEST. We shall take up the whole question and discuss it 
hereafter. 

Mr. BLAIR. The Senator talks about a G per cent.. reduction. 
What is it on wool? 

Mr. VEST. Wool is put on the free-list, as the Sonator very well 
knows. 

Mr. BLAIR. How many per cent. reduction is that? 

Mr. VEST. I speak of the average reduction. I say it is not 6 per 
cent. As to the specific details it will be time enough to take them up 
when the bill comes before us. Weare ready to meet our opponents 
upon the question and are ready to go to the country to determine 
whether the people of the United States are in favor of continuing to 
bind up the interests of the country under the present enormous tariff, 
ar whether they are willing to take a step in the right direction and to 
do what the Republican party pledged themselves to do, reform the 
inequalities of the tariff. I want to hear what-the inequalities are, 

Mr. President, the Senator says, in contrast with the action of the 
Committee on Ways and Means of the House, that the Committee on 
Finance have had open doors and that they have examined witnesses. 
They have examined the manufacturers, they have examined the men 
who are interested in the tariff. 

Mr. SHERMAN. The Senator from Iowa [Mr. ALLISON] can an- 
swer on that subject; but the Senator from Missouri [Mr. Vest] is 
entirely mistaken. The invitation has been broad and open to all, I 
understand. 

Mr. VEST. Ihave never heard of it until now. No Democratic 
member of the Committee on Finance of the Senate has been present, 
I believe, at these ex parte examinations, If there ever has been a 
conclave, it has been that of this Finance Committee working in the 
interest of the proposition that ‘‘the said Haggin is not to be hastened.’’ 
(Laughter. ] 

Mr. FARWELL. Will the Senator allow me to correct him? I 
was in that committee-room on one occasion when the Senator from 
Tennessee [Mr. HARRIS] was present. 

Mr. HARRIS. Will the Senator from Missouri yield to me for a 
single moment? 

Mr. VEST. Ofcourse. 

Mr. HARRIS. From the Ist to the 23d of July I was absent from 
the city. The House bill came to the Senate on the 234, it is said, 
and was referred to the Committee on Finance. On the 23d of July I 
returned and went to the committee-room to ascertain what action the 
committee proposed to take. Sometime prior to that, perhaps a month 
and a half or two months, a subcommittee of the Committee on Fi- 
nance, composed of the Senator from Iowa [Mr. ALLISON], the Sen- 
ator from Rhode Island [Mr. ALDRICH], the Senator from Nevada 
[Mr. JoNES], the Senator from New York [Mr. T the Sen- 
ator from Kentucky [Mr. BECK], the Senator from Indiana | Mr. Voor- 
HEES], and myself, was appointed for the purpose of hearing such per- 
sons as desired to be heard or as the committee might consent to hear. 
We had had various hearings before I left the city, on the Ist of July. 
Upon my return I understood that the Republican members of the 
subcommittee were examining the question with a view of preparing 
a substitute for the House bill. I was not aware of the fact for perhaps 
tavo weeks that hearings were going on. I think, however, the Sen- 
ator from Kentucky [Mr. Beck] attended many and possibly all the 
hearings that were had during that period; but I was not notified of 
any hearings for perhaps a couple of weeks, possibly three, after hay- 
ing inquired of some member of the committee, the acting chairman, 
I believe, if they were going on with the hearings. Since that time 
there has been no hearing before that committee that I have not been 
notified of, and no hearing, I believe, before that committee since that 
time that I have not attended. 

It is simply due to the committee that these facts should be stated 
and that the Senator from Missouri should comprehend them. 

Mr. VEST. Well, Mr. President, of course I do not propose to do 
any injustice to the Committee on Finance, and I only stated what was 
the impression on our side of the Chamber, what I have understood to 
be the case, that this examination was conducted orome by the 
Republican members of the Finance Committee. If it be otherwise, 
as a matter of course I make the amende with the greatest pleasure. 

But the fact still remains that this bill is not reported back to the 
Senate, and if the programme of the Senator from Ohio be correct that 
they propose to extend these examinations until every man interested 
is heard by that committee, as a matter of course the November elec- 
tion will come upon us without that examination being concluded. 

The Senator from Ohio is not consistent. He says that he challenges 
us to go to the country upon the Mills bill, which he says is crudeand 
imperfect and unjust. We are ready to go to the country upon it, 
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And yet in the next breath he tells us that his Committee on Finance 
propose to stay here and examine all the parties interested in order to 
formulate a substitute tor it. 

In much that the Senator from Ohio said in regard to bringing up 
statements about campaign subscriptions and newspaper articles, I 
heartily agree. I did not bring them here. ey were brought here 
by the Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. Hoar], as the RECORD will 
show. I have made no political speech here, except in answer to our 
adversaries. I have never seen the day or the hour, and never will so 
long as I am physically and mentally able to stand upon my feet and 


defend my party, that I will not do it here or elsewhere. When these 


attacks are made upon us are we to sit quietly and placidly and to 
make no reply? ‘They are to vilify us, and murder and arson and all 
sorts of crimes are to be charged upon the Democrats of the South, and 
nothing is to be said in reply. The other day whena e was 
made here, outrageous, in my judgment, in the Senate of the United 
States, against the Southern people, the Senator from Ohio sat with a 
smile upon his impassive countenance like an arctic sunbeam playing 
across a glacier. [Laughter.] That wasall right, that was all proper; 
but as soon as a Democrat undertakes to defend his party, in which he 
believes as honestly and sincerely as that Senator believes in his, then 
it is said ‘‘Oh, you are dragging politics into the Senate,” 

Itis like the little boy who complained to his motherand said: “Jofin 
will cry when I hit him on the head, mother, and you ought to make 
him stop.” [Laughter.] The Democrats ought to submit, no matter 
how hard they are struck, and the minute we undertake to retort and 
show these gentlemen that they themselves are amenable to thrusts and 
blows, to spear-point and sword-thrust, that very minute they get upon 
a pedestal and say, ‘‘ We do not want any politics; we-are statesmen !’’ 
(Laughter. ] 

The Senator of the Mugwumps, the Pharisees. Yes, there is 
something in the Bible about those gentlemen. I have seen it in mod- 
ern days. We are told they stood upon the corners of the street with 
great phylacteries and verses of the Scripture upon their foreheads, and 
thanked God they were notlike unto the poor publicans; and so to-day 
we hear from the Republican pedestal in this country, ‘‘ thank God, 
we are not like these poor, ignorant, whisky-drinking Democrats.’’ 
[Laughter. ] 

Well, Mr. President, my party, whatever its faults may be, shirks 
no issue. The record shows whether the Democratic party is willing 
to meet this issue fairly and squarely. The President of the United 
States, if he had chosen to skulk behind some other issue, could have 
been re-elected President with a unanimity unparalleled in the history 
of the Republic. Like a brave, honest, and true man, he sent his mes- 
sage to Congress, which struck with steely point the shield of this, in- 
famous protective system; and because he has done it he is now de- 
nounced here and we are denounced as if we attacked the whole pro- 
tective system of this country from beginning to end. 

Mr. Cleveland said in his message, and the Democratic party has re- 
peated it individually and collectively over and over again, that we do 
not propose to injure any industry in this whole country or any interest. 
We propose to do what the Republican party pledged themselves to do 
and will not do, to reform the inequalities of the tariff. That is all 
we propose now, and upon that issue we are ready to go to the country. 

Mr. HOAR. Will the Senator answer a question? 

Mr. VEST. Certainly. 

Mr. HOAR. Does the Senator understand that the Democratic party 
propose to overthrow what hestyled just now ‘‘ the infamous protective 
system,” or do they propose to retain it—which? 

Mr. VEST. We propose to overthrow the oppressions of the present 
tariff system. 

Mr. HOAR. That does not answer my question. The question: is 
whether he proposes to overthrow what he styles the ‘* infamous protect- 
ive system?” 

Mr. VEST. Yes, sir; the infamous part of it I do; that part of it 
which collects money from one man in this country to enrich another 
without any necessity for the collection other than to enrich classes 
and individuals; that part of it which pretends to protect labor and 
does not do it, but protects the manufacturer; that part of it which 
takes money out of the poekel of one citizen in order to put it into 
the pocket of another and then hypocritically cries out, *‘Oh, but for 
this labor would be stricken down and the interests of this country 
destroyed.” I do not propose, and have so said over and over again, 
to assail the interests of any portion of this country fairly and honestly 
existing. The President has said so, and the Democratic party has 
declared so over and over again; and yet to-day the Senator from Ohio 
taunts us with being a free-trade party when we propose a reduction 
less than 6 per cent. on the average of the taxation under the existing 
law. 

Mr. President, Iam sorry that I have detained the Senate so long, 
and I wish simply to conelude by reading what a brother Senator has 
called my attention to in connection with the original cause of my 
saying anything atall. I quote from the New York Herald of this 
morning, September 14, in its correspondence from this city: 

Mr. Whitney adds with reference to the use of his name in the Senate in con- 
nection witb the Standard Oil Trust: “I have never owned a dollar in it nor 


ever had any relation to it. Every officer or director of the trust is, I believe, 
a Republican and so are nine-tenths of its stockholders.” 


Mr. ALLISON. Mr. President, inasmuch as some allusion has been 
made both by the Senator from Missouri [Mr. Vest] and the Senator 
from Ohio [Mr. SHERMAN] to the conduct of the subcommittee of the 
Committee on Finance, of which Iam chairman, affecting the tariff 
bill, I think perhaps I ought to say a few words. But before speaking 
of that subject 1 want to call the attention of the Senator from Mis- 
souri to the fact that he is not waiting here for this tariff bill. It so 
happens that the most important of all the appropriation bills, that which 
gathers into its folds more of the public service of this country thanany 
other individual bill, has not yet become a law, and if the tariff bill 
was in the farthermost part of the earth, we are not yet in a position 
to adjourn these two Housesof Congress. We are compelled to remain 
here until the appropriation bills shall pass for the carrying on of this 
Government for this current fiscal year, which began nearly two months 
and a half ago. Only yesterday there was read at the Secretary’s desk 
a joint resolution from the House of Representatives amending a joint 
resolution which amended a previous joint resolution amending a 
former joint resolution to extend the appropriations of the last fiscal 
year to the 25th day of September. So, then, the tariff question, as 
respects the convenience of Senators, cuts no figure in the prolongation 
of the session. 

We are compelled to remain here because the House of Representa- 
tives, which has primary control, under the universal custom of the 
two Houses, of the general appropriation bills, has not yet finished 
these bills so that we can adjourn the Senate if we are ready to do so. 

Now, I want to say a word or two respecting the implied censure of 
the Senator from Missouri as to the conductof the Committee on Finance 
respecting this tariff bill; and first of all I say to him that if there is de- 
lay as respects this bill on the part of the Republican majority of this 
body, it is a delay of less than sixty days as against the delay of three 
years of this Administration, and it is a delay of the Democratic party 
in the House of Representatives, as the Senator from Ohio has said, 
of more than fourteen years, 

This ‘‘ infamous ” system of protection, as it is characterized by the 
Senator from Missouri, has been on our statute-book absolutely un- 
changed, except as it has been changed by the Republican party, as it 
was changed in 1883. He characterizes this ‘‘infamous”’ system as a 
system which the Democratic party now proposes to get rid of. Why 
have they not gotten rid of it before when they have had for somany years 
the control of the House of Representatives, the only place where such 
a question can be first considered? Why did they not get rid of it 
during the two years from 1879 to 1881 when they had the control of 
both Houses of Congress? I merely suggest this in answer to the par- 
tisan flings of the Senator from Missouri. 

Now, what is the situation as respects tariff legislation? I suppose 
there is no man in this Chamber who has given any attention to the 
subject of the revision of the tariff who does not know that itis so com- 
plicated and delicate in its details that if touched at all it must be 
touched with care. If it be trne, as the President says, that not only 
every duty is added to the price, but in addition thereto that every 
single domestic article produced here has also added to it the duty on 
the foreign article—if that absurd statement be true, then surely it is 
also true that if we are not to wipe out absolutely the existing system, 
if we touch it at all, we must touch it with care. 

What 1 complain of the Democratic party and the President of the 
United States is that he did not exercise the power he had to call Con- 
gress together in extra session a yearandahalfago. Instead of doing 
that, he allowed nine months of this Congress to pass away before a 
tariff bill could be touched at all. We met here on the first Monday 
of December last, and one whole month of this Congress passed away 
without the committees of the other House being organized, so that 
the month of January of the present year artived before Mr. MILLS be- 
came the head of the Committee on Ways and Means. His tariff bill 
was reported to the House about the Ist of May—lI think the 22d of 
April, perhaps. It came to the Senate on the 23d day of July. The 
House of Representatives had seven months to consider that bill; five 
months of the time practically it was in Committee of Waysand Means, 
and always under the control of the House of Representatives, That 
bill was sent to us, and no Senator could know practically what that ` 
bill was to be until it came here, because under the system of the House 
of Representatives (which I will not characterize, but which is well 
known), changes and amendments were made in that bill from the time 
of its being reported until the day of its final passage, Nobody could 
tell what was there until the bill finally passed the House. Isay, then, 
that the Senate would be derelict in its duty, as would its committee 
having charge of this great subject, if it undertook to bring into this 
body a crude and imperfect measure, A 

I believe that it was the duty of our subcommittee of the Committee 
on Finance in examining this question to give it all the care and atten- 
tion that it was ible to give it. As was truly said by the Senator 
from Tennessee | Mr. HARRIS], we have not conducted this business in 
thedark. This committee has beena committee composed of members 
of both political parties. The testimony that has been taken by the 
committee has been taken by both parties practically. It is true that 
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there were many times when only a portion of the committee, whether 
Democrats or Republicans, could be present. I was not able to be 

resent at all the hearings. Sometimes it happened that only Repub- 

ican members came to the hearings; sometimes it happened that 
two Republicans and a Democrat were present, and I think in one or 
two instances two Democrats and a Republican; but whatever has been 
done in this regard Fas been done in open daylight in the presence of 
Democrats as well as Republicans, 

The Senator from Missouri says we have examined only the manu- 
facturers. Sir, we have examined everybody who appeared before the 
subcommittee at any time and asked a hearing. We have examined 
manufacturers, we have examined merchants, we have examined la- 
borers and foremen of laborers when they have presented themselves. 
We have heard representatives of trades unions, and whoever came to 
our committee-room door and said he was interested in this question 
that was pending before us. 

Are we to deal lightly with the great industries and the great interests 
affected? Are we to bring in here a bill which may cut down and de- 
stroy great manufacturing industries that have grown up in our coun- 
try? Does the Senator from Missouri expect us to do that thing? Does 
he not require both of the Democrats and Republicans of that commit- 
tee that whatever we bring in here shall be a just bill, not ruthlessly 
destroying industries that have grown up under this ‘‘infamous pro- 
tective system,” as he characterizesit? If it bea bad system, does the 
Senator from Missouri think it should be ruthlessly tern down, thus 
destroying industries that have grown up underit? Does he think it 
is a wise thing by our legislation to throw thousands or hundreds of 
thousands of laborers out of employment? 

I do notintend to discuss the imperfections of the Mills bill, but I will 
say to the Senate that after an examination of that bill the Committee 
on Finance came to the conclusion that it was n to make a 
complete revision of the tariff. If the Senator from Missouri will go 
with me to the committee-room, I can submit to him a half-dozen 
instances where very likely he and I would differ as to the constrac- 
tion of the Mills bill, I will only give one illustration now, and that 
is respecting lumber, I do not believe there are any three lawyers in 
this body who can agree as to what the proper co! ction of the lum- 
ber schedule is under the Mills bill, whether it largely increases the 
duty on the great bulk of manufactured lumber or whether it makes 
absolutely free everything that is composed of wood and specifically 
enumerated. So of other things. But I can say this of the Mills bill, 
that when we came to examine it it was necessary for us to discard it 
practically in the consideration of the question; and therefore our labor 
has been increased because of that necessity. We have gone on, with 
a view of making a complete schedule of the tariff, reducing and in- 
creasing duties; we have done both; and we intend to continue that 
work with deliberation and care, and I promise the Senator from Mis- 
souri that as soon as that work is completed the result of it will be 
brought into this Chamber. 

Mr. BUTLER. May I ask the Senator, if he will permit me to in- 
terrupt hin—— 

Mr. ALLISON. Certainly. 2 

Mr. BUTLER. Whether he thinks that report will be made before 
the next Presidential election ? 

Mr. ALLISON. Ido, 

Mr. BUTLER. Iam glad to hear it. 

Mr. ALLISON. And if theSenator from South Carolina thinks that 
the Republican party or those who represent that party on this floor 
shrink from the responsibility in any sense of discussing in all of its 
details this tariff question, they make a great mistake; but we do not 
intend that this bill shall come into the Senate in an imperfect way. 
All haste possible is being made with reference to this bill. The mem- 
bers of the subcommittee have worked ‘‘in season and out of season.” 
I need not go into details. ‘I will say for myself that for the last five 
mouths I have not been out of this city, and I have been engaged con- 
stantly upon the tariff bill when I have not been engaged upon the 
necessary work of the Appropriations Committee. I have been com- 
penea, as Senators well know, to absent myself from this Chamber, as 

ave the other members of the subcommittee, for weeks at a time. 
There is no situation that ought to ask this sacrifice of Senators on this 
‘floor. There is no situation now that requires such sacrifice. It was 
because we were anxious to bring in at the earliest possible moment 
this bill that we have been thus engaged in its preparation during the 
sessions of the Senate. 

Mr. HOAR. May I ask the Senator a question? 

Mr. ALLISON. Certainly. 

Mr. HOAR. I desire to ask the Senator from Iowa if he recollects 
the length of time that was occupied by the House of Representatives in 
the last entire revision of the tariff, known as the Schenck revision? My 
recollection is that it was some five or six months. The Senator was, 
I think, a member of the other House at that time. 

Mr. ALLISON. Myrecollectionis that the House of Representatives 
at that time undertook to make a thorough revision of the tariff and 
did not complete that revision until the middle of July. 

Mr. HOAR. And at that time one party was dominant in the House 


by two-thirds majority, so that there was no difficulty of political an- 
tagonism. 

Mr. ALLISON. None whatever; and I donot know of an instance— 
perhaps the Senator from Missouri can point to one—where the tariff 
has been considered and finally passed upon at any session of Congress 
by both Honses since the revision of 1857. The celebrated tariff act 
of 1861 was acted on and passed by the House of Representatives be- 
fore the adjournment of the long session in 1860, and was under con- 
sideration in the Senate until near the end of the following February, 
and became a law on the 2d of March, 1861, just at the close of Mr. 
Buchanan’s administration. If the Senator from Missouri can give me 
an instance since that time where an entire revision of the tariff has 
been accomplished by both Houses at one session of a Congress, I shall 
be glad to hear it. 

Mr. VEST. Does the Senator from Iowa call the tariff of 1883 a 
general revision or a partial revision? 

Mr. ALLISON. I know what the Senator speaks of now; but the 
Senator will remember that the detail work of the tariff revision of 
1883 was done by a tariff commission, and I will say to the Senator as 

ts that tariff revision of 1883 thatit was not considered as tariff bills 
should be considered, in my judgment, though the bill which was the 
base of it was sent here by the House of Representatives in 1882. Why 
was it considered with haste as the Senator implies? It was because 
there was at that time believed to be a necessity for a revision of the 
tariff in order to reduce the surplus revenue. 

Mr. VEST. I should like to ask my friend a question. 

Mr. ALLISON. Certainly; I yield. 

Mr. VEST. I ask whether the record does not show that in 1883, 
whilst the Republicans had a majority in the House of Representatives 
and General Keifer, of Ohio, was Speaker, they refused to allow the 
tariff bill to be read, much less considered. Did they not refuse to 
allow the Clerk to read the bill that became a law? 

Mr. ALLISON. Mr. President, it is perfectly well known that the 
tariff bill of 1883 could not have passed without the assent of both 
Houses; and why should the Senator ask me a question of that kind? 
That tariff bill of 1883 was considered by a tariff commission appointed 
by President Arthur, and the necessity then seemed to be so great for 
the reduction of revenue that the tariff commission’s report was taken 
= substantial detail and brought into this body and into the other 

ouse. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. Mr. President, I do not desire to interrupt the 
Senator from Iowa, but I would like to ask if he will allow me to sub- 
mit a question. 2 

Mr; ALLISON. Certainly. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. I was a memberof the other House when that 
tariff-commission bill passed. Itwas a Republican House, as the Sena- 
tor from Missouri has stated, with the gentleman from Ohio presiding 
over it as Speaker, and I think the records show that that revision, 
whether it was partial or general, of which the Senator now boasts, was 
brought from the dark-lantern meetings of a tariff commission into a 
joint committee of the twq Houses, which had but one Democratic mem- 
ber upon it from both Houses, and passed without reading, much less 
without consideration, throngh that House. = 

Mr. ALLISON. Mr. President, Ido not care to be diverted from 
the question I am discussing by alittle incident that may have occurred 
in the House of Representatives. The Senator has become familiar 
with dark-lantern proceedings; otherwise he would not have charac- 
terized the tariff commission as such a body. That commission was 
composed of Democrats and Republicans, a majority being Repub- 
licans. They took more than two thousand pages of testimony, and 
their report, with the testimony, I believe, occupies three volumes of 
our public documents. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. Ah, Mr. President, the Senator will do me the 
justice to remember that I am notspeaking of the Tariff Commission; 
I am speaking of the joint committee of the two Houses. The Senate 
did not furnish a Democratic member to it, and the House of Repre- 
sentatives furnished but one. 

Mr. ALLISON. Mr. President, I thank the Senator from Ken- 
tucky for speaking of that conference committee and its report. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. What I have stated is the fact. 

Mr. ALLISON. Here was the Senate Committee on Finance, com- 

then of eleven members as now, and five of those members were 
Democrats. That bill was considered in all its details in the Finance 
Committee with those Democrats present. There was no dark-lantern 
proceeding respecting it. Every line of it, every syllable of it, was read 
and gone over, discussed, and digested by Democrats and Republicans 
alike on that committee. The Senator’s own colleague [Mr. BECK], 
an able member of that committee, as he knows, the present Secretary 
of State, Mr. Bayard, a member of it, and these gentlemen knew in 
detail every line of that bill, and they agreed to a great deal of it. 

The bill came into this body and was discussed at great length here, 
and finally it became necessary for a conference committee on the part 
of the Senate to be appointed to consider the disagreeing votes between 
the two Houses. Whoever occupied the chair adopted the universal 
custom of this body and appointed on that committee of conference 
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first the then Senator from Delaware, now Secretary of State, as the 
minority of that committee, and the present Secretary of State went 
into that joint conference room and sat with the conferees at several 
sittings, and then, through some arrangement which I never could 
comprehend and do not even now understand, he came into this Cham- 
ber one morning and declined to further serve upon that conference 
committee, a most extraordinary proceeding under the circumstances, 
and his declination was accepted, and the colleague of the Senator from 
Kentucky [Mr. BECK] was put upon that conference in his place. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The hour of 2 o'clock having ar- 
rived, pursuant to the order of the Senate, the Chair lays before the 
Senate the bill (H. R. 11336) a supplement to an act entitled ‘‘An act 
to execute certain treaty stipulations relating to Chinese,” approved 
the 6th day of May, 1882. 

Mr. STEWART. I ask unanimous consent that the vote on that bill 
be postponed until the Senator from Iowa concludes his remarks, 

Mr, ALLISON. I shall not occupy a great deal more time. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore, Is there objection to the request? 

Mr. STEWART. We can take the vote after the Senator from Iowa 
concludes, 

Mr. HOAR. I understand a vote is to be taken, which will occupy 
a very shorttime. I hope the Senator from Iowa will have unanimous 
consent to finish his remarks now, and then the vote can be taken on 
the Chinese bill, and then the matter which has been pending can be 
resumed. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair has no power to enforce 
unanimous agreements of the Senate. It is for the Senate to decide 
what shall be done to-day. Unanimous consent is now asked that the 
Senator from Iowa may proceed with his remarks, The Chair hears 
no objection. 

Mr. PLATT, And that the vote be taken after the conclusion of his 
remarks, 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
that purpose, it can be done. 

Mr. PLATT. I understood that was the proposition. 

Mr. STEWART. That is the proposition. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair hears no objection. The 
Senator from Iowa will proceed. 

Mr. ALLISON. Mr. President, the Senator from Kentucky [Mr. 
BLACKBURN] diverted me from my line of thought on the pending 
question. I wish to say one further word as respects the conference 
report on the tariff bill of 1883. 

The colleague of the Senator [Mr. Beck], for whom I have the 
highest esteem, declined to serve upon that conference committee, and 
the Senate was either compelled to abdicate its powers or appoint three 
men from the Republican party, as no Democrat would serve upon that 
conference committee. 

Mr. BUTLER. I think it is due to this side of the Chamber that 
some of us should state the reason why we declined to serve upon that 
conference committee. 


If unanimous consent be given for 


Mr. ALLISON. I will yield to the Senator to give him the privi- 


lege of stating it. 

Mr. BUTLER. I remember distinctly that the presiding officer of 
the Senate at that time, Judge Davis, of Illinois, did make a number 
of appointments of Democratic Senators to serve upen that conference 
committee. I was one ofthem. I declined to serve, and declined for 
the reason that the friends of that measure had packed the jury, so to 
speak; in other words, it was the invitation of the spider to the fly, 
and we declined to go upon that conference upon that ground and that 
ground alone, that the jury was packed. 

Mr. ALLISON. ‘They declined to serve, then, simply because the 
Republicans had a majority of the Senate. 

Mr. BUTLER. Oh, no. i 

Mr. ALLISON. And because the Republicans had a majority in 
the House. 

Mr. BUTLER. Oh, no. 

Mr. ALLISON. How else? Here was the House of Representa- 
tives, with two Republicans and a Democrat as its conferees, and here 
was the Senate of the United States, with two Republicans and a Dem- 
ocrat as conferees. Did the Democratic party want to reverse the 
usages of this body and of the other House to secure a majority gn this 
conference committee in order to make a report to suit themselves? 
To state the proposition as stated by the Senator from South Carolina 
is to reverse everything that has ever been done in this Chamber. » 

The Senator from Missouri [Mr. Vest] asked whether we can call the 
Mills bill a free-trade bill when it only reduces the existing duties 6 
per cent. on an average. The Senator reiterated that two or three times 
as though there was no great alarm. Why, Mr. President, the Mills 
bill does not touch silk or liquors; it touches sugar very lightly and 
tenderly; and if you take the three schedules that I have just named, 
which are left untouched practically, the ad valorem rate would be 
about 75 percent. So the Mills bill, where it touches, practically 
touches to destroy. It destroysindustries. It puts upon the free-list 


articles produced by great industries of ourcountry, Therefore, when 
the Senator says there is only an average reduction of 6 per cent., in 


order to make that average he takes schedules which are not touched 
by the Mills bill and all of which comprise duties ranging from 50 to 
85 or 90 per cent. So that is no argument at all. 

But I do not intend to be drawn into a discussion of the Mills bill, 
and I only make thisstatement for the purpose of showing that wherever 
that bill has touched our industries, it has touched them either to 
greatly embarrass and cripple them or to absolutely destroy them. 

I want to say one word more, and then I shall have done, as respects 
the necessity for the bill. As Istated only a few daysago, taking the 
revenues of this year and the appropriations for this year and the neces- 
sary expenditures for the sinking fund, there is but twenty millions of a 
surplus. So the exigency, the haste for this bill is notas great as it was 
when we met here in December, because we have appropriated money 
which exhausts our revenues to the extent of leaving a surplus of only 
about $20,000,000. 

When I say this I ought to say in connection with it that when this 
measure comes into the Senate Chamber it will come with a reduction 
of from $60,000,000 to $70,000,000 in our“revenue, because I believe, 
and I think it is the universal opinion of the Committee on Finance, 
that we can reduce the revenue at least $60,000,000 without detriment 
to the country in any sense. When that bill will come in it is impos- 
sible for me now tosay. I will only say for myself, and I think I can 
for my colleagues on the subcommittce, that at the earliest practicable 
day we shall report the bill to the Committee on Finance for its con- 
sideration, and whether it shall be considered for a longer or shorter 
time by the whole committee will settle the time of its being reported 
to this Chamber; but that it will be reported I give the Senator from 
from Missouri absolute assurance. 

Mr. HOAR. Before the Senator from Iowa sits down I would like 
to ask him in regard to a matter which I do not know that I under- 
stand. He says that the surplus reyenue is only about $20,000,000, 
and the reduction proposed by him will be about $60,000,000. How 
does he reconcile those statements? 

Mr. ALLISON. I thank the Senator for calling my attention to that 
point. I will explain it briefly. The revenues for this year are only 
about $20,000,000 in excess of what must be expended this year accord- 
ing to our appropriations, but there are included in those expenditures 
some thirty or forty million dollars that ought to have been expended 
last year and that properly belong to last year’s expenditures. In ad- 
dition to that, there is, according to the message of the President, 
$130,000,000 of accumulated surplus in the Treasury which has been 
accumulating there for some years. According to the Secretary of the 
Treasury there is an accumulated surplus of $106,000,000, and under 
any tariff bill that may be reported, before the exigency will arise de- 
manding additional revenue, that needed revenue will come from the 
tariff by reason of additional importations. The tariff of 1883 reduced 
largely the revenue from what it was in 1881 and 1882, but when that 
tariff came into full play, as it did in 1886 and 1887, the revenues from 
the tariff were larger than ever before. 


MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 


A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. T. O. TowLes, 
its Chief Clerk, announced that the House had receded from its disa- 
greement to the amendment of the Senate to the bill (H. R.;8752) pro- 
viding for the establishment of an additional life-saving station on 
Nantucket Island, and agreed to the same. 

The message also announced that the House had agreed to the amend- 
ments of the Senate to the concurrent resolution of the House to print 
the President’s message and the nap t yay 60 ies reports and the major- 
ity and minority reports of the Pacific Railway Commission. 

The message further announced that the House had passed the bill (H. 
R. 11388) to withdraw certain public lands in the Territory of Wyo- 
ming from sale or disposition under the laws of the United States, and 
for other purposes; in which it requested the concurrence of the Senate. 


CHINESE IMMIGRATION, 


Mr. TELLER. I ask now that we may take the vote on the Chinese 
bill, and the discussion that has been going on can proceed afterwards. ` 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Secretary will report the bill 
by title. 

The SECRETARY. A bill (H. R. 11336) a supplement to an act en- 
titled “‘An act to execute certain treaty stipulations relating to Chi- 
nese,’’ approved the 6th day of May, 1882. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. ‘The question ison the motion ofthe 
Senator from New Hampshire [Mr. BLAIR] to reconsider the vote by 
which the bill was passed. 

Mr. TELLER. ‘The yeas and nays have been ordered, I believe. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The yeas and nays having been or- 
dered, the Secretary will call the roll. 

The Secretary proceeded to call the roll. i 

Mr. CALL (when his name was called). Iam paired with the Sen- 
ator from Colorado [Mr. BowEN], but by the consent of his colleague 
the pair has been transferred to some one else. I will therefore vote 


ve yea. n 
Mr. CHACE (when his name was called). I desire to state that my 
colleague [Mr. ALDRICH] is paired with the Senator from New Jersey 
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[Mr. McPHerson]. If my colleague were present, I have no doubt 
he would vote ‘‘nay.’’? I am paired with the Senator from Georgia 
[Mr. Corquitr]. If he were present, I should vote ‘‘nay.’’ 

Mr. GRAY (when his name was called), I am paired generally with 
the Senator from Illinois [Mr. CULLOM]. Ido not know how he would 


vote. 

Mr. HARRIS. He was here a moment since. He was at my desk 
not five minutes ago. 

Mr. FARWELL. I can inform the Senator from Delaware that my 
colleague [Mr. CoLLom] would vote ‘‘nay,’’ if here. 

Mr. GRAY. If the Senator from Illinois were present, I should vote 
‘‘yea.’? As he is not here, I withhold my vote. 

Mr. HAMPTON (when his name was called). I am paired with 
the Senator from California [Mr. Hearst]. I should vote ‘‘yea,’’ 
were he present. 

Mr. HARRIS (when his name was called). I have a general pair 
with the Senator from Vermont [Mr. MORRILL]. The Senator from 
North Carolina [Mr. RANsom] is absent, and I understand without a 
pair. I therefore transfer my pair with the Senator from Vermont to 
the Senator from North Carolina [Mr. RANsom], and I vote ‘‘yea.’? 

Mr. PALMER (when his name was called). Iam paired with the 
Senator from North Carolina [Mr. VANCE]. If he were here, I should 
vote ‘*yea,’? 

Mr. PAYNE (when his name was called). 
Senator from Vermont [Mr. EDMUNDS]. If he were present, I should 
vote ‘‘nay ” and he would vote ‘‘ yea,” 

Mr. TELLER (when his name was called). Iam paired with the 
Senator from Louisiana [Mr. Greson], but I have transferred that pair 
to my colleague [Mr. BowEN], who is absent. I donot know how the 
Senator from Louisiana would vote. My colleague would vote ‘‘ nay.” 
I vote ‘‘nay.’’ 

Mr. TURPIE (when his name was called). Iam at his request 
on this vote with the Senator from Connecticut ,[Mr..Haw ey]. I 
announce that if he were present, he would vote ‘‘ yea’? and I should 
vote ‘‘nay.’’ 

The roll-call was concluded. 

Mr. BUTLER. I am paired with the Senator from Pennsylvania 
(Mr. CAMERON] on this question. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. Iam paired with the Senator from Nebraska 
[Mr. MANDERSON]. Ido not know how he would vote. ‘If he were 
here, I should vote *‘ yea.” ` 
i Mr. PADDOCK. I think if my colleague were here he would vote 

nay. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. Then I withhold my vote. 

Mr. CALL. I have a telegram addressed to my colleague [Mr. 
Pasco], who is absent, from the Senator from West Virginia [Mr. 
FAULKNER], asking him to announce his pair. If theSenator from 
West Virginia were here, he would vote ‘‘ nay.’’ 

Mr. PADDOCK. Iam paired with the Senator from Louisiana [ Mr. 
Eustis]. If he were here, I should vote ‘‘nay.’’ 

Mr. VEST (after having voted in the negative). Iam informed by 
my colleague [Mr. CocKRELL] that the Senator from Maryland [ Mr. 
GorMAN] considers himself paired with me. I think I do recall his 
making a request of that sort. I will take the liberty of pairing the 
Senator from Maryland [Mr. GORMAN] with the Senator from Califor- 
nia [Mr. STANFORD]. ‘The Senator from Maryland, if present, would 
vote for the reconsideration and the Senator from California against 
it. I will let my vote stand. - 

Mr. BLODGETT. Iam paired with the Senator from New Hamp- 
shire [Mr. CHANDLER]. If he were here, I should vote ‘‘ nay.’? 

Mr. BLAIR. My colleague, if present, would vote ‘‘ yea,” 

Mr. HARRIS. I desire to state that the Senator from Kentucky 
[Mr. Beck], who is absent from the sessions of the Senate by reason 
of illness, is paired with the Senator from Maine (Mr. HALE]. I prom- 
ised the Senator from Kentucky on his leaving here that I Smit an- 
nounce from time to time his pair. 

The result was announced—yeas 18, nays 17; as follows: 


I am paired with the 


YEAS—18. 
Bate, Evarts, Morgan, Stockbridge, 
Blair, George, Pugh, Wilson of Iowa, 
Brown Harris, Reagan, Wilson of Md. 
Call, Hoar, Saulsbury, 
Cockrell, Jones of Arkansas, Sherman, 
NAYS—17. 
Allison, Farwell, Plumb, Vest, 
Try, i k Sawyer, Walthall. 
Coke, Jones of Nevada, Spooner, 
vis, Mitchell, Stewart, 
Dolph, latt, 8 Teller, 
= ABSENT—4L, 
Aldrich, Daniel, Hawley, Quay, 
Black Edmunds, Ingalls Ridan burger, 
okburn, un ngalls, iddle 
Blodgett, Eustis, Kenna, Sabin, { 
Bowen, Faulkner, McPherson, Stanford, 
Butler, e, Manderson, Turpie, 
Cameron, Gibson, Morrill, Vance, 
Chace, Gorman, Paddock, Voorhees, 
Chandler, Gray, Palmer, 
Colquitt, Hale, ¥ r- 
om, Hampton Payne, 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Upon the motion of the Senator from 
New Hampshire [Mr. BLAIR] to reconsider the vote by which the bill 
was passed, the yeas are 18 and the nays 17. A quorum not having 
voted, the Secretary wili call the roll of the Senate. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Itis manifest that a quorum is present though 
not voting on this question owing to pairs. I t that by unani- 
mous consent the vote be postponed until Monday at 2 o'clock, stand- 
ing precisely as it does now. I hope unanimous consent will be given 
to take the vote then without delay. There is more than à quorum 
here. ; 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair ascertains by an enumer- 
ation that a quorum of the Senate is present, but the pairs prevented 
aquorum from being recorded on the roll-call. By unanimons consent 
the calling of the roll can be waived, and the Chair will announce that 
a quorum is present for the purpose of transacting further business if 
suggestions are to be made, 

Mr. STEWART. I think we had better set the taking of the vote 
for an earlier hour than 2 o’clock, because Senators get through speak- 
ing before that and then go away. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I have no objection to any hour on Monday that 
will be satisfactory to the Senator. 

Mr. STEWART. Let us take the vote immediately after the morn- 
ing business is concluded and continue with it until we get a quorum. 

Mr. PLATT. Say half past 12. 

Mr. STEWART. Half past 12 on Monday. 

Mr. HARRIS. Immediately after the routine business is through, > 
whether that be half past 12 or 1. 

Mr. STEWART. That will be satisfactory. 

Mr. BLAIR. I desire to say that I may not be able to be here on 
Monday by half past 12. 

Mr. BUTLER. Will the Senator from New Hampshire yield to me 
amoment? I move that when the Senate adjourn to-day it stand ad- 
journed to meet on Monday next. 

M¥. ALLISON. I hope the Senator will not ask that that be done. 
The conferees on the sundry civil bill have agreed to a report; that re- 
port must first be made in the House of Representatives. It will prob- 
ably be made this afternoon, but too late perhaps for the Senate to con- 
sider it to-day. If we adjourn over until Monday, it will be absolutely 
necessary for us now to pass again a joint resolution respecting the con- 
tinuance of the old appropriations pending that bill, whereas if to- 
morrow the bill can be agreed to, the President can sign it, so as to avoid 
the necessity of passing a resolution to continue last year’s appropria- 
tions, 

Mr. BUTLER. In that view of the case, I withdraw the motion. 

Mr. HARRIS. Did I understand the Senator from Iowa to say that 
the conferees had upon a final report? 

Mr. ALLISON. They have agreed upon a final report. 

Mr. HARRIS. Does the Senator think it probable that report will 
be made in the other House to-day? 

Mr. ALLISON. It was stated to us by the House conferees that they 
hoped to get it up during the day, but they feared too late for it to come 
to the Senate for consideration here during to-day. 

Mr. BUTLER. Under that statement I have withdrawn my motion. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair understands the Senator 
from Nevada to ask unanimous consent-—— 

Mr. STEWART, That we vote at 1 o’clock on Monday. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator asks unanimous con- 
sent that the vote on the motion of the Senator from New Hampshire 
[Mr. BLAIR] to reconsider the vote by which the Chinese restriction 
bill was passed be taken at 1 o’clock on Monday. Is there objection? 
The Chair hears no objection, and it-is so ordered. 

- THE COPPER TRUST. 

The Senate resumed the consideration of the resolution submitted 
yesterday by Mr. PLATT, directing the Committee on Finance to inquire 
whether a foreign syndicate or trust controls the production of copper 
in the United States. 

Mr. HISCOCK. Mr. President, I desire to sabmit a few remarks 
upon the subject which was under discussion when the Senate pro- 
ceeded to vote upon the Chinese bill. 

My name has been alluded to as a member of the subcommittee of 
the Committee on Finance that has charge of preparing a substitute 
for the Mills bill. I represent, as I suppose, my party, this side of the 
Chamber at least, upon that subcommittee, and I may add that I rep- 
resent the industiies of agreat State, I think the largest manufacturing 
State in the nation, upon that subcommittee, 

The bill was referred to the subcommittee on the 23d of July. From 
that day to this, with the exception of two or three days when I have 
been necessarily absent from the city, my time has been given to work 
before the subcommittee, and I announce now for the benefit of Senators 
on this as well as the other side of the Chamber that in my judgment 
the bill is not so far perfected and will not be so far perfected for some 
time to come as to warrant its presentation either to the general com- 
mittee or to the Senate. The House sent usa bill that is advertised 
here as not being a free-trade measure. Sixty-six protected articles ot 
manufacture are added by it to the free-list, the effect of which would 
be the destruction of the industries that produce them. 
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The Senator from Missouri [Mr. Vest] has said in regard to the bill 
sent here that it reduces the average rate of customs duties only 6 or 7 
percent. Is heaware, sir, that,notincluding sugar, in tespect to items 
considered and affected by it the Mills bill reduces the average measure 
of protection nearly 40 per eent.? I repeat, that the average reduction 
by the Mills bill of protection given to these industries which now are 
protected is 40 per cent. I notice it has been given out to the country 
that the reduction is 6 or 7 percent. Itisa 40 per cent. reduction, Mr. 
President; and no less. 

It is very easy to juggle in respect to a bill of this character. You 
may put one-half of the items you touch upon the free-list, and may 
maintain a high enough tariff on the remaining articles, as the Mills 
ill does in respect to sugar and a few others, so that when you make a 
per cent. of average of reduction it will not be more than 6 or 7 per cent. 
on all the articles affected by the legislation. This is one of the pe- 
culiarities of the bill which has been sent us and referred to the Fi- 
nance Committee, and for which we are preparing a substitute. 

As has been said here, the bill touches all the schedules of the tariff 
law, unless itis the liquor schedule. Linsist that the Republican 

rty is committed toa revision of the tariff; but in that revision it 
Eto look to it that ample protection is continued—extended, if neces- 
sary—to every American industry that can be successfully prosecuted 
upon American soil. In that revision the Republican party is charged 
to insure an American market for the products of American factories 
and of American labor. It ison that line and no other that a revision 
of the tariff would be affected or attempted even by the Republican 


rty. 

Pie have been, of working days, I suppose about forty days on this 
general revision of the tariff. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Will the Senator allow me, in the line of his ar- 
gument, to read a letter attributed to the Senator from Missouri? 
That Senator can say whether he is correctly reported—a letter read at 
a Democratic club in St. Louis, in which that Senator writes as follows: 

Mr. Cleveland, by his message, for which I sincerely honor him, hag chal- 
lenged the protected industries of the country to a fight of extermination. The 
fight is to the death. 

I read that to show that the Senator from Missouri did not contem- 
plate the Mills bill as a simple slight reduction of the tariff, but asa 
destruction of the industries of the country. 

Mr. VEST. Mr. President—— 

Mr. HISCOCK. Will the Senator from Ohio tell us the date of the 
letter? 

Mr. SHERMAN. The letter is published in the New York Tribune 
of August 31. . 

Mr. VEST. Will the Senator from New York permit me to say a 
word ? 

Mr. HISCOCK. Certainly. ia 

Mr. VEST. There happens to be, fortunately or unfortunately, a 
club in the city of St. Louis—— 

Mr. CHACE. We can not hear the Senator from Missouri. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair has repeatedly requested 
the Senate to be in order. Business will be suspended until Senators 
and others are seated and conversation ceases, 

Mr. VEST. Iam obliged to the Senator from Ohio for having had 
that statement read. I have received several letters in regard to it, 
but I did not think that my peanas opinions were of enough impor- 
tance to intrude them upon the Senate even in explanation of a mis- 
statement. There is a club in St. Louis which, fortunately or unfort- 
unately, bears my name—the ‘‘ Vest Democratic Club.” Some time 
since I wrote to an intimate friend, Mr. Charles N. Napton, who hap- 
pened to be the secretary of that club, not specially on any political 
matter, but in to some matter of business about which he wrote 
me, in which letter he asked me generally about the campaign, as the 
constituents of Senators generally do. I wrote him a letter—it was 
written hurriedly, without any idea that it would ever be published, 
or that it would ever be subjected to any public criticism—but I wrote 
it as one confidential friend would write to another. 

I used that expression that the President in discussing the issues of 
the campaign had challenged the protected industries to a war of ex- 
termination, or words to that effect; but if the Senator from Ohio had 
felt enough interest in the cause of justice, or in me personally, to have 
read the context of that letter, he would have seen that in the next 
sentence I made evident my meaning by stating that the protected 
manufacturers, who were accumulating their immense fortunes under 
the present system, would not surrender théir large profits without a 
desperate struggle. Asa matter of course I can say frankly that lam 
not an idiot, and that the Democratic party would not, in the teeth of its 
platform and of the public and private expressions of all its members, 
attack the industries of this country; I had no such meaning. Al- 
thongh the letter was addressed to Mr. Napton from the Senate, he 
took the liberty of tearing off the heading and read the letter in the 
club, and it has been a matter of public comment from that day to this. 

If I had thought that that matter would be made public I shouid 
have written more carefully; but I wrote it here in the Senate, in the 
midst of a debate, and my meaning is perfectly clear to any one who 

. does not wish to take partisan advantage by misconstruing. 
Mr. HISCOCK. In that connection, Mr. President, if it were nec- 


essary to go beyond the Mills bill itself to discover the purpose of the 
President of the United States and the Democratic party, we are not 
compelled to look to the letter of the Senator from Missouri or to the 
speeches of DemocraticSenatorsand Representatives upon the hustings; 
we have enough material here, and I will read in this connection a re- 
mark made by the Senator from Texas [Mr. COKE] the other day: 

I will just say to the Senator— 

Said he, that— 


if there is any one thing in this world that the average Texan would go any 
BNI CE SSA OIE OE ER NY OG, NS kill and destroy, it is a protective 


But, Mr. President, I will not diverge from the line of remarks which 
I proposed to submit when I took the floor. I was addressing myself 
to the work which is being done by the subcommittee having in charge 
the preparation of the substitute for the House bill revising the tariff, 
and the work that that subcommittee proposes to do in the future in 
the preparation of a substitute. 

A general revision of a tariff has never béen accomplished by any 
party in two, three, four, or five months; it is too vast a labor, and 
when revision is to be attempted in the direction of protection the 
labor is much increased above what it is when it is to be revised in the 
direction of free trade and opening our markets to the commerce of the 
world, 

As I said, my time has been devoted, with the exception of two or 
three days when I have been necessarily absent from the city, to the 
consideration of this subject. As I have also said, I have the honor to 
represent, in part, the largest manufacturing State in the nation, and 
it is my intention—I speak for myself here—before the bill shall be 
submitted to the Senate that every industry in this country, every in- 
dustry in my State that is entitled to protection shall have a fair and 
complete hearing before that committee if it wants to be heard. 

I say again for myself, and I speak for myself alone, that I do not 
propose to join in the report of a bill as a political exigency. There 
is something above party exigencies—the good of the country—that 
must ‘be first looked to, and while in my opinion that can be best , 
achieved by the administration of the Republican party, yet even for 
the Republican party, as a political exigency, a bill revising the tariff 
should not be presented to the Senate or the country before it is well 
considered and perfectly prepared, before the people, those interested 
in the question, have submitted their views and necessities. 

We have been in session since December last. Republicans on this 
side of the Chamber owe it to themselves, to their party, and to the 
country to give to this bill all the attention and all the consideration 
necessary to insure that it shall give expression to the views and the 
opinions of our constituencies, to the platform and the policy of the 
party we represent. 

For myseff, sir, I am entirely willing to stay here from now until 
December in the preparation of the substitute; and I say that at the 
very earliest moment when it can be prepared I for one shall favor» 
its report to the Senate if it shall be the will of Congress to remain 
here. But Iam entirely unwilling to be crowded into incautious speed, 
into a hasty consideration which may force upon the country an ill- 
prepared, an ill-considered measure. We may be able to bring it be- 
fore the Senate soon, but not to-day, to-morrow, nor next week. 

The committee, as said by the honorable chairman of the subcom- 
mittee, has devoted itself incessantly to the responsible duty with 
which it is charged and to performing the great labor imposed upon 
it and will continue to do so; and whenever that duty is fully dis- 
charged, whenever it is ready and the labor well done, then it will re- 
port its work for the consideration and approval of the Senate and for 
the consideration and approval of the country. 

Think of it, Mr. President, and Senators! Forty days exhausted in 
the preparation of a tariff bill! Forty days in considering the repeal 
of provisions of the internal-revenue laws, and forty days only, and the 
Senator, and other Senators probably growing impatient at the delay, 
and arraigning a committee because it has not acted speedily enough ! 
Why, sir, we are to take into consideration the amount of revenue to 
be reduced; we are to take into consideration the provisions of the 
present law, and whether to amend or to repeal to produce that re- 
duction. When has it ever been done or accomplished in forty days ? 
Who are they here, in private consultation by themselves, five, six, 
seven, eight, nine, or ten gentlemen in the interest of the industries of 
our country, will undertake, within forty days, or one hundred days, 
to present a scheme to the country which will preserve its industries 
according to the policy of the Republican party and make the required 
reductions? 

We will reduce the revenue, Mr. President, and insure protection. 
It is not a difficult task, but it must be a painstaking and somewhat 
tedious one. We agree with the gentlmen on the other side that the 
revenues should be reduced. More than that; the bill which will be 
reported to the S nate will, in my opinion, carry many millions of re- 
duction more than is carried by the Mills bill, and it can be accom- 
plished without disturbing the industries of the country. More than 
that, it will be accomplished in many instances—I speak for myself 
only—by increasing the protection to the industries of the country that 
require it, increasing it when adequate and diversified capacity for 
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national production equal to the national demand exists and foreign 
commerce seems to justify it. 

It would not have been n for me to intrude into this discus- 
sion except that I felt that for myself I should meet here and now be- 
fore the country, and before the people of my own State, this question 
of haste to which we are urged. We can afford to do this work con- 

*giderately. We can not in my opinion, sir, and we shall not, I trust, 
do it inconsiderately or in such haste as will not enable us to satisfac- 
torily effect the object we have in view. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore, The question recurs on agreeing to 
the resolution offered by the Senator from Connecticut [Mr. PLATT]. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Let the resolution be read. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The resolution will be again read. 

The Chief Clerk read as follows: 

Ener SS Se Seen Finratan Ds, ae is hereby, instructed to in- 
hether uc- 
fon piara in the Wed nee and has thereby y increased the price 
of all articles made therefrom to the consumers; and if so, whether any 
tion can be devised to relieve the people of the United States from such inju- 
rious effects of the operation of such foreign combination, trust, or syndicate, 
and report by bill or erwise, 
The resolution was agreed to. 
EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS. i 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate a letter of the 
Secretary of. the Treasury, transmitting a communication from the 
chairman of the Light-House Board recommending that the funds ap- 
propriated for Castle Hill light station may be made available without 
condition; which was referred to the Committee on Appropriations, 
and ordered to be printed. 

He also laid before the Senate a letter of the Secretary of the 
Treasury, transmitting, in answer to a resolution of the 22d ultimo, 
copies of correspondence, ete., with supervisors of elections appointed 
for the election of 1886. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Iwould suggest the reference of that communica- 
tion to the Committee on the Judiciary. I believe it properly goes to 
that committee, 

Mr. SPOONER. I offered the resolution, and Iam quite content 
that the correspondence be referred to the Judiciary Committee. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempores It will be so ordered, if there be no 
objection. 

HOUSE BILLS REFERRED. 

The bill (H. R. 8367) to provide in certain cases for the regulation 
of railway companies chartered by the United States by the several 
States and Territories in which the railways of such com run 
and are operated, was read twice by its title, and referred {ò the Com- 
mittee on Interstate Commerce. 

The bill (H. R. 11388) to withdraw certain public lands in the Ter- 
ritory of Wyoming from sale or disposition under the laws of the 
United States, and for other was read twice by its title, and 
referred to the Committee on Public Lands. 

* CONTINUANCE OF APPROPRIATIONS. 

Mr. ALLISON. Mr. President, after a rather informal consideration 
of the joint resolution (H. Res. 221) extending the appropriations, I 
am instructed by such members of the Committee on Appropriations 
as I can consult to report that resolution back favorably and ask for its 
present consideration. . 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Iowa, from the 
Committee on Appropriations, reports favorably House joint resolution 
No. 221, and asks that-it be now considered. $ 

Mr. ALLISON. If there be no objection I desire to say one word. 
The last extension of the old appropriations expires to-morrow, and it 
would be absolutely necessary that the sundry civil bill, which is not 
yet acted on in the House of Representatives, should be agreed on by the 
two Houses, and be signed by the President to-morrow; otherwise this 
resolution should pass. I had hoped when the Senator from South 
Carolina [Mr. BUTLER] made his motion to adjourn over until Mon- 
day that that could be effected to-morrow. I think now it is impos- 
sible. Therefore I desire that this resolution should be passed, so that 
the President may sign it, and that will give us an opportunity of con- 
sidering the conference report on the sundry civil bill more deliber- 
ately on Monday. 

By unanimous consent, the Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, 
proceeded to consider the joint resolution (H. Res. 221) to continue 
the provisions of a joint resolution entitled a ‘‘ Joint resolution to 
continue the provisions of a joint resolution entitled a ‘Joint resolu- 

e tion to provide temporarily for the expenditures of the Government.’ ”’ 
By it the provisions of the ‘‘ Joint resolution to continue the pro- 
visions of a joint resolution entitled a ‘Joint resolution to provide 
temporarily for the expenditures of the Government,’ ” approved Sep- 
tember 1, 1888, are extended and continued in full force and effect to 
and including the 25th day of September, 1888. 

The joint resolution was reported to the Senate without amendment, 
ordered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


ADJOURNMENT TO MONDAY. 


Mr. BUTLER. Inow move that when the Senate adjourn to-day 
it be to meet on Monday next. 
The motion was agreed to. 


JOHN D. ADAMS. 


Mr. JONES, of Arkansas. A resolntion wassent over from the other 
House a short time ago in regard to a bill which passed the Senate some 
time since and has been mislaid. I ask that it be laid before the Sen- 
ate for action. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate the following 
resolution of the House of Representatives; which was read: 


In THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES, September 14, 1888. 
Ordered, That the Clerk be directed to request the Senate to furnish the House 
of Representatives with a duplicate copy of the engrossed bill (S. 320) for the 
relief of John D. Adams. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. If there be no objection, the request 
of the House of Representatives will be complied with. 


H. R. BLAKISTON. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate the request of 
the House of Representatives for the return of the bill (S. 1988) grant- 
ing a pension to H. R. Blakiston; and by unanimous consent the re- 
quest was ordered to be complied with and the bill returned to the 
House of Representatives. 


oO 
AMENDMENTS TO DEFICIENCY BILL. 


Mr. EVARTS, from the Committee on the Library, reported an 
amendment intended to be proposed to the general deficiency appro- 
priation bill; which was referred to the Committee on Appropriations, 
and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. BLAIR submitted an amendment intended to be proposed by 
him to the general deficiency appropriation bill; which was referred to 
the Committee on Appropriations, and ordered to be printed. 


BILLS-INTRODUCED. ‘ 


Mr. PLUMB introduced a bill (S. 3554) to provide for the final set- 
tlement with the Mexican Pottawatomie Indians of Kansas in accord- 
ance with certain treaty stipulations; which was read twice by its title, 
and referred to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 3555) granting a pension to Albert N, 
Bradley; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 3556) granting a pension to William H. 
Mays; which was read twice by its title, and, with the accompanying 
papers, referred to the Committee on Pensions, 


PROPOSED LAND OFFICE INVESTIGATION, 


Mr. JONES,.of Nevada. I am directed by the Committee to Audit 
and Control the Contingent Expenses of the Senate, to whom was re- 
ferred a resolution submitted by my colleague [ Mr. STEWART] on Sep- 
tember 5, 1888, to report the same favorably, and ask for its present 


consideration. 
The PRESIDENT tempore. The Senator from Nevada reports 


favorably from the Committee to Audit and Control the Contingent 
Expenses of the Senate the resolution which will be read. 
The Chief Clerk read as follows: 


Resolved, That a committee of five members of the Senate be appointed by the 
Presiding Officer for the purpose of investigating— 

1. Whether there has been any improper use of the moneys appropriated by 
Cor for the purpose of protecting timber on the public lands, investigating 
fraudulent claims to the public lands, or for any other purpose connected with 
the administration of the General Land Office. S 

2. Whether any fraudulent practices, whereby the public lands are illegally 
acquired, exist, and whether the same are knowingly tolerated by the Commis- 
sioner of the General Land Office. 

8. Whether any discriminations have been made by the Commissioner of the 
General Land Office, or any of his subordinates, between citizens of the United 
States in investigatin, to the publiclands orin canceling or setting aside 
wae gm rset to buy or enter public lands. 

, Whether there have been any discriminations between persons who have 
entered upon or fenced the public lands, in the recommendations, prosecution: 
or the removal of fences, or any other matter connected therewith, and if al 
such persons have been treated alike, or whether some have been allowed to 
a ny occupy the public lands while others have been required to remoye 
therefrom. 

5. Whether there have been any secret compromises between the Commis- 
sioner of the General Land Office, or any of his subordinates, and influential per- 
sons or corporations, whereby the Government of the United States has been 
defrauded and illegal claims to lands patented. 

6, her any prosecutions have recommended by the Commissioner 
of the General Land Office atthe instance of persons, or their attorneys or ay 
navios or claiming an interest inthe lands to be recovered adverse to the Uni 

tates, 

7. Whether the name of the United States has been improperly used on tho 
recommendation of the Commissioner of the General Land Office to prosecute 
citizens of the United States for any iopropes purpose, ` 

8 Whether the mode of conducting the secret service in the General Land 
Office is fair and impartial, affording to citizens whose rights are affected there- 
by a fair and reasonable opportunity to be heard before decisions are rendered 
against them, and whether settlers on the public lands are prevented from ob- 
taining pre-emptions and homesteads by secret manipulations of agents or em- 
ployés of the General Land Office, 

9. Whether the expenses and annoyances to settlers by the operations of the 
secret service in the General Land Office are retarding the growth and prosper- 
ity of the States and Territories where the lands are situated. 

‘And that said committee or any subcommittee thereof shall have fiower to 
employ a clerk and stenographer, subpm@na witnesses, send for persons and 
papers, administer oaths, and sit during the sessions of the Senate and vacation 
of Congress at such places as it may deem advisable. The expenses of said 
committee shall be paid out of the contingent fund of the Senate. 

Said committee shall have power to report by bill or otherwise. 


The Senator from Nevada asks for 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
Is there objection ? 


the present consideration of this resolution. 
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asa PLUMB. Let itlie over. I want to see what the resolution 


‘The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The resolution will lie over. 
DISTRICT ELECTRIC WIRE HEARING, 


Mr. JONES, of Nevada. Iam furtherinstructed by the Committee 
to Audit and Control the Contingent Expenses of the Senate, to whom 
was referred a resolution submitted by the Senator from Tennessee 
[Mr. Harris] on September 4, to report the same favorably, and ask 
for its present consideration. s 

The resolution was considered by unanimous consent and agreed to, 
as follows: . . 


Resolved, That the Committee on the District of Columbia be, and itis hereby, 
authorized and empowered to employ a stenographer to report hearings before 
said committee on the subject of overhead electric wires in the cities of Wash- 
ington and Georgetown, the expenses therefor to be paid out of the contingent 
fund of the Senate. 


PERSONAL EXPLANATION. 

Mr. PAYNE. Irise to a question of personal privilege. 

Some remarks were made in this Chamber yesterday by the Senator 
from Massachusetts [Mr. HoAR] which I only read in the Recorp 
this morning. 

The Senator from Massachusetts said: 


I think, however, neither that Senator nor the Senator from Ohio [Mr. 
Payxer]—whom I saw in his seat a moment ago, but I do not see now—in what 
he said yesterday will succeed in removing from the mindsof the people of this 
country the belief that the managers of the Standard Oil Company, the twomen 
who notoriously control its concerns and whose vast fortunes are notoribusly 
the result of that monopoly, contribute largely to the treasury of the Demo- 
cratic party and are largely the directors of its councils. 


And again the Senator from Massachusetts said further down: 


I suppose Oliver Payne is the chief manager of the Standard Oil Company,a 
gentleman whom the Senator from Ohio, who seemed to know all ut it, 
affirms was one of the Democratic managers of that company. 


I meet that, Mr. President, simply by saying that there is not one 
word of truth nor an atom of foundation for that charge. I have said 
no such thing here or anywhere else as the Senator from Massachusetts 
undertakes to affirm. It was only when with a curiosity that might 
characterize some curious old lady the Senator insisted on knowing the 
names of the two Democrats that I referred to as among the stock- 
holders, that I gave him the names. One was my son, Colonel Payne, 
and the other, Colonel Thompson, of New York. I did not say that 
they were directors. If I did I should have told an untruth. Myson 
was treasurer of that company until three or four years since, when he 
resigned. Colonel Thompson, I believe, has never been a director of 
the company; so that there is not one particle of foundation for what 
was said by the Senator from Massachusetts; and there I leave it. 

But, Mr. President, I want to go onestep further. The Senator from 
Massachusetts, in a disingenuous, dishonorable, unbecoming way, has 
several times insinuated—it would be so much better in a manly way 
to make a cha that Mr. Whitney was the representative in the 
Cabinet of the Standard Oil Company, and this without a particle of 
authority, borrowing it from his own diseased imagination and nothing 
else in the world, perhaps for a party or personal purpose. 

Now let me read to the Senate what Mr. Whitney says on this sub- 

ect, and upon a question of veracity between him and the Senator from 

usetts, I think among all who are acquainted with both of 
them there will be no hesitation as to which one should be awarded 
credit. Mr, Whitney says: 


Ihave never owned a dollar in it, nor ever had any relation toit. Every 
ofticer or herp of the trust is, I believe, a Republican, and so are nine-tenths 
of its ers. 


Now, Mr. President, whether the instincts‘of honor or propriety or 
decency will lead the honorable Senator from Massachusetts to make 
an apology for, and retraction of, that is for him to determine. 

Mr. HOAR. Mr. President, the style of speech in which the Sen- 
ator from Ohio [Mr. PAYNE] has indulged belongs rather to a bar- 
room or gtogshop, to a place where ruffians and their companions 
con, te, than to the Senate of the United States, The attempt to 
mingle in the debate of the Senate this style of coarse and gross per- 
sonality, to undertake to raise comparisons in regard to personal credit 
or qualities when political or other questions come up, and to divert 
the attention of the public or of the Senate from them is one which 
nothing in the character or history of the Senator from Ohio will en- 
able him to carry through. 

I made neither charge nor insinuation against anybody further than 
this: A Senator on the other side’of the Chamber in an elaborate writ- 
ten speech the day after a public address of a distinguished gentleman 
of Maine, formerly a member of this body and at one time the Repub- 
lican candidate for the Presidency, proceeded to discourse on the sub- 
ject of trusts and to attack that gentleman for an utterance which he 
quoted and to‘attack the Republican party and its platform for being 
connected with great trusts and monopolies injurious to the public in- 
terest8. That was followed by a very remarkable proposition on the 
soled the Senator from Mississippi [Mr. GEORGE] that where the 

ident of the United States should become satisfied that any trust 
existed in this country that raised prices of articles he should have the 
immediately to proclaim its existence, and therefore, no matter 

Soc ane hundreds or thousands of honest manufacturers or honest 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 


s 


SEPTEMBER 14, 


workmen unconnected with the trusts were engaged in theoccupation, 
RNY to proclaim free trade in regard to the articles so manufact- 
u 


When the Senator from Mississippi took his seat I rose and said I 
would liké to have those Senators, either of them, tell us in regard to 
particular trusts, to give us the result of their information as to de- 
tails, and not beat the air. I wished them to tell us what were the 
facts about a certain half a dozen trusts which I named, among them 
the Standard Oil Company. 

Mr, PAYNE. But the Senator in a previous speech on a previous 
occasion had said that the Standard Oil Company had a representative 
in Congress, 

Mr. HOAR. That is the occasion I speak of. 

Mr. PAYNE. That was the first occasion. 

Mr. HOAR. That was the first time I referred to the subject, and 
I inquired whether that Senator would inform the country if he knew 
whether that Standard Oil Company was represented in the Senate or 
in the Cabinet. That is the extent of what the Senator calls a distinct 
charge or assertion. 

Undoubtedly, I alluded to what was the general public belief, what 
has been a newspaper charge on that subject. I alluded to what has 
been called to my attention by personal letters. Ihave one on my 
desk now charging that theStandard Oil Company is under Democratic 
management, and that those of its managers who have been Republic- 
ans in the past are gathering to the support of the Administration now, 
and that a great danger to the Republican vote in the city from which 
this man writes grows out of — 

Mr. PAYNE, Will the Senator read that letter? 

Mr. HOAR. I will not read that letter. 

Mr. PAYNE. Well, I guess you will not. 

Mr. HOAR. I guessI will not. Iamstating what the contents are. 
I do not propose to have that Senator change or transfer the issue. I 
will not undertake to use the words ‘‘ disingenuousness”’ and ‘‘ dis- 
honesty,” which he so flippantly used in that connection. I do not 
propose to permit that Senator to change my position on this subject. 

I say there is a wide-spread public belief that the trusts which I al- 
luded to are trusts which are controlled and managed and exerted in 
the interest of the Democratic partyy and that the men who have made 
their money by them are the contributors to its campaign fund; but I 
did not make the charge; I did not indorse the charge; I did not say 
anything which by any fair mind can be construed intoa charge, an in- 
sinuation, or a hint. Iam not in the habit of insinuating or hinting. 

-I put the question, to be answered by gentlemen who had understood. 
the subje¢t, to give an opportunity for an explanation to the public in 
regard to the belief, and that is all, a thing which was done properly, 
courteously, and within my right as a Senator.. If either of the dis- 
tinguished gentlemen whom the Senator has named disclaims there 
being any foundation for this public understanding, no man will more 
promptly or more cheerfully or more gladly accept their explanation 
than myself. - 

The question remains unanswered in regard to five or six. These 
are matters of notorious public concern; they are matters upon which 
the price of the necessities of life, the control of the great transporta- 
tion routes, and large public policies depend; and when these men are 
found set forth in the principal Democratic newspaper of this country 
as not only contributing to but heading, among the first dozen, the 
subscriptions to the Democratic campaign fund, I think it is an en- 
tirely proper subject, when Democratic Senators are discussing the 
trusts, to ask them whether there is an explanation for these matters, 
and let us have it. There is nothing in the proceeding which warrants 
the suggestion that it is an insinuation or a charge or anything byt a 
direct demand for the explanation which the circumstances of the case 
require, 

Mr. President, I am not very much moved to any feeling which de- 
serves to be described as indignation or anger or anything above the 
feeling of contempt by the utterances which have come from the Sena- 
tor from Ohio [Mr. PAYNE]. The history of that Senator’s accession 
to this body is fresh in the memory of his countrymen. A Senator 
who, when the governor of his State, when both branches of the Leg- 
islature of his State complained to us that a seat in the United States 
Senate had been bought, when the other Senator from the State rose 
and told us that that was the belief of a very large majority of the 
people of Ohio without distinction of party, failed to rise in his place 
and ask for the investigation which would have put an end to those 
charges if they had been unfounded, sheltering himself behind the . 
technicalities which were found by some gentlemen on both sides of% 
this Chamber that the investigation ought not to be made, but who 
could have had it by the slightest request on his own part and then 
remained dumb, I think should forever after hold his peace. 

Mr. PAYNE. Mr. President, the matter last alluded to by the Sen- 
ator from Massachusetts I suppose he should be the last man in the 
world to bring to the recollection of the Senate, for taking his own 
challenge and expressions, they condemn the action of the very small 
number in the Senate who had, no doubt, reasons satisfactory to them- 
selves. I should suppose the Senator from Massachusetts would be the 
last man to bring that matter up, for I am sure he is the one who suf 
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fered most in reputation by his conduct in that regard. So I shall not 
dwell upon that point. But upon the other point, that the Senator is 
too perfect 2 man to be disingenuous, that he is never disingenuous, 
that in partisan discussion he is truthful and reliable, if he has that 
conceit in his own brain I think it is confined pretty much to himself, 

The Senator says when a matter is denied that if it shall prove to be 
a malicious or false charge he is willing to retract it. He was told 
distinctly, and he knows that he can not contradict it, that nine- 
tenths of the stockholders of the Standard Oil Company and all the 
officers of that company are Republicans and had never contributed a 
vote or a dollar for the election of any Democrat to office. Does he 
withdraw his charge? Does he acknowledge that he has made a false 
charge, one that any man with the instincts of honor would apologize 
for and recant? Not at all. 

Then as to Mr. Whitney, the Senator seems desirous to avoid that 
for some reason, but on half a dozen occasions he has insinuated that 
Mr. Whitney in the Cabinet was a representative of the Standard Oil 
Company, and now when there is the most unequivocal denial, when 
he declares in his own name (and I say he is not to be questioned by 
anybody) that he never has had any interest in nor any connection with 
that company and that nine-tenths of the stockholders are Republicans 
and all the officers are Republicans, how does the Senator retract? Like 
amanofhonor? That is all I need say on the matter. He can digest 
that, and he is welcome. 

Mr. HOAR. Mr. Whitney’s denial of that matter never had been 
brought to my attention until to-day. I never heard of it before I 
read it in the papers this morning. 

Mr. PAYNE, It was in all the papers this morning. 

Mr. HOAR. There does not seem to be any occasion for the Sena- 
tor’s interposing to reaffirm what I said. I said just before he rose 
that I had read it in the papers this morning. 

Mr. PAYNE. I donot believe you did. Let me ask the Senator 
as a question of candor, have you not read that declaration of Mr. 
Whitney’s this morning? 

Mr. HOAR. Mr. President, I think this style of behavior on the 
part of the Senator from Ohio had better stop. Irose and stated to 
the Senate, before the Senator interrupted me the first time, that I 
never heard of Mr. Whitney’s denial until to-day, and that I read it 
in the papers this morning. What I said is on record unquestionably. 

Mr. PAYNE. I do not question that. 

Mr. HOAR. It will be found there. Now the Senator gets up and 
says he wants to ask me, as a matter of candor, if I did not read it in 
the papers this morning. I said so. 

Mr. PAYNE. Have you made a retraction as you said you would 
if you were satisfied the charge was not true ? 

Mr. HOAR. When the proper time and place come to make any 
retraction I shall make it. I accept the disclaimer of Mr. Secretary 
Whitney very cheerfully—— 

Mr. PAYNE. Do it like a man. 

Mr. HOAR. The Senator from Ohio is disorderly and insolent be- 
yond boands in his style of interruption. If he has—— 

Mr. FARWELL. I move that the Senate adjourn. 

a PRESIDENT protempore. The Senator from Massachusetts has 
the floor. ‘ 

Mr. HOAR. Ifthe Senator from Ohio has anything to say, let him 
rise in his place and in order, and when he has the floor say it. 

Mr. PAYNE. I can do that without your permission, I suppose, if 
I want to. 

Mr. HOAR. It certainly is not becoming in him to ask my indul- 
gence and courtesy for an interruption of this kind, That style of 
language belongs to the grogshop rather than here. 

Mr. BUTLER. Mr. President, I call the Senator from Massachu- 
setts to order, Is this style of debate in order in the Senate? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair thinks it is not. 

Mr. BUTLER. Then I hope the Chair will enforce the decorum 
which is certainly due the Senate? 

Mr. HOAR. IfI have said anything out of order, I withdraw it. 
I desire to ask the Chair whether this style of interruption is to be 
tolerated ? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The whole colloquy has been dis- 
orderly from the beginning. 

Mr. HOAR. I shall endeavor to proceed in order. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. TheChair has no observation to make 
about either Senator; but the colloquy has been disorderly. 

Mr. HOAR. Iam willing to abide under the strictest principles of 
parliamentary law by my recorded language anywhere. I have been 
interrupted again and again when I was speaking, by taunts and in- 
sults, by demands that in the name of candor I should do something or 
say something which I had just said, and I thought it was within the 
limits of parliamentary discussion to say that that style of interruption 
did not belong to the Senate, but belonged to another place which I 
mero mentioned. If that be ont of order, anybody may make the most 
of it. 

If Mr. Secretary Whitney, as he is represented by a newspaper in- 
terview, has denied a connection with the Standard Oil Company, I 


very cheerfully accept his denial, and if I have anywhere affirmed the 
contrary I will very cheerfully retract the affirmation. I do, not re- 
member ever to have affirmed it. I have put the question several times 
to gentlemen in debate whether that is true which is certainly believed 
bya large number of the people of the country; but to speak of the 
thing as if it were a charge against him, as if it were a matter dishon- 
orable to Secretary Whitney, seems to me to be the entire fallacy and 


absurdity ofthe Senator from Ohio. He rose just now to state that 
his own son (who I have no doubt is an honorable gentleman of char- 
acter and standing) had been recently the treasurer of that company. 

Mr. PAYNE. Not ‘‘recently.”? I did not say that. 

Mr. HOAR. Within a few years. 

Mr. PAYNE. Several years. 

Mr. HOAR. Several years. Tho Senator stated that his own son 
had been within a few years treasurer of that company, and that an- 
other gentleman, who is understood to have been one of his most inti- 
mate political friends, Colonel Thompson, was a manager orastockholder 
in the company. That he said the other day. Suppose I had made 
that as acharge. Suppose I had made it without foundation. Sup- 
pose I had failed to retract it when I should have retracted it. What 
is there of a charge against those gentlemen which is in the least a 
charge of anything which is dishonorable orimproper? Why is it that 
it is a gross insult to Mr. Secretary Whitney to make the mistaken 
charge that he sustains at this moment a character which Mr. Oliver 
Payne by the statement of his father doeshold? Whatisthere which 
is properly to be stigmatized as making a charge against a man’s char- 
acter who stands high in saying that he holds stock or is a director in 
or treasurer or manager of a certain corporation in this country, of 
which the Senator from Ohio admits his dearest and best friends are 
stockholders ? š 

IfI had made a charge, which I did not, but merely referred to the 
public belief under a request for an explanation from men who knew, 
in the presence of the Senator from Ohio himself, ana if it had turned 
out to be a mistake, it would be no more than if I had said Mr. A B 
sat in one chair and notin another. The point of what I had to say 
had nothing to do with anything which was in the least personally dis- 
graceful or derogatory to the gentlemen whom I mentioned. When I 
read from the New York World that list of ten subscribers to the cam- 
paign fund of the Democratic party, I had already said that I did not 
deem a contribution to a campaign fund from a Senator or from a per- 
son holding an executive office an impropriety. When Ialluded to the 
bill and the remarks of the Senator from Indiana [Mr. VOORHEES] the 
other day, I alluded to them to say that I did not agree with them. I 
had said already this morning in answer to the Senator from Missouri 
[Mr. Vest] that I proposed to do that exact thing myself to the ex- 
tent of my ability, and beyond my ability, before this campaign is over, 
as I have done in the past. 

We were not talking about any matter into which anything of per- 
sonal dishonor entered. We were nottalking about anything which it 
is not well known is done by persons of the highest character and stand- 
ing in both political parties and in all parts of the country. I was 
talking about a Democratic arraignment of trusts, a charge that certain 
great business enterprises in this country are things which ought to be 
put down by law, and I asked the honorable Senators to tell us whether 
the popular belief was or was not true that the party to which they 
belong got in a large measure its campaign funds and its direction and 
its assistance and its counsel from men who are engaged in these things, 
just as when the Senator from Indiana proposed to make a contribu- 
tion to a campaign fund by an executive officer a penal offense, to dis- 
miss from office the man who did that, to make him incapable of hold- 
ing public office in the future, it was perfectly legitimate in me to call 
attention to the fact that if the leading Democratic organ in this coun- 
try were to be trusted the President of the United States and members 
of his Cabinet and men standing high in the councils of the Democratic 
party did that thing. 

I accompanied it with a statement that I did not agree with the Sen- 
ator from Indiana in the condemnation, but the point of my argument 
was that the policy of that proposed statute was erroneous and was in- 
consistent with the principles of true civil-service reform, just as I think 
the condemnation of the assistant librarian of the Senate for exercising 
his rights as a freeman was inconsistent with the real principles of 
i a reform. I think that officer had a perfect right to do what 

e did. 

When I was saying that, and that is all that has happened, I held a 
letter in my hand charging that the members of the Standard Oil Com- 
pany everywhere are active on the side of the Democratic party, a let- 
ter written to me by a well-known citizen of this country, a man sign- 
ing his name, a stranger to me, the Senator from Ohio asks me with a 
sneer if I will read the letter. I tell him I do not choose to read it, 
and he guesses I will not. 

Mr. President, I donot makeany invitation to a comparison either as to 
propriety of conduct or political integrity with that Senator or anybody 
else, but if that Senator desires to have that comparison instituted, I cer- 
tainlyshallnotshrinkfromit. I know very well that the matter to which 
Thave alluded, the complaint of both houses of the Legislature of Ohio, 
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the charge of the governor of that State, the charge of the Senator’s own 
colleague, seemed to a majorify of the Senate, under the constitutional 
arrangements which prevail in this country between State and nation, 
not to warrant the Senate in entering upon an investigation without the 
request and assent of the honorable Senator himself. Ithink few men 
ever sat in the Senate who would refrain from demanding an investiga- 
tion under such circumstances, even if it were not required by the Sen- 
ate itself. There were Senators who differed with a great majority of 
the Senate in their opinion on that question. ‘There were Senators who 
thought that the admission of that Senator, the continuance of that 
Senator in his seat without that investigation, indicated the low-water 
mark of the Senate of the United States itself. I do not propose to re- 
new that debate. I should not have alluded to it but for the honora- 
ble Senator’s observation in regard to me. . 


REGISTERED-MAIL LOCKS. 


Mr. PLUMB. I move that the Senate proceed to consider Order ot 
Business 2011, being the bill (H. R. 8191) to enlarge the powers and 
duties of the Department of Agriculture, and to create an Executive 

Department to be known as the Department of Agriculture. 
` Mr. SAWYER. I ask the Senator from Kansas to yield to me for a 
moment. I ask leave to make a report from the Committee on Post- 
Offices and Post-Roads and to have immediate action on the bill. 

Mr. PLUMB. Let the report be made, and I reserve the right to 
object. 

Mr. SAWYER. Very well. I report favorably, without amend- 
ment, from the Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads, the bill (H. 
R. 11391) to authorize the Postmaster-General to advertise for and pur- 
chase improved registered-mail locks and keys therefor, and I ask that 
it be put on its passage now. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Wisconsin asks 
unanimous consent that the bill may be now considered. Does the 
Senator from Kansas yield for that purpose? 

Mr. PLUMB. I yield, but not to displace the Agricultural Depart- 
ment bill which I wish to bring before the Senate. 

By unanimous consent, the Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, 
proceeded to consider the bill (H. R. 11391) to authorize the Postmas- 
ter-General to advertise for and purchase improved registened-mail 
locks and keys therefor. 

Mr. VEST. I should like to ask the Senator—I am a little igno- 
rant on the subject—what is the necessity for this special appropria- 
tion? Is there not a general law on the subject which gives the Post- 
master-General authority to purchase these locks? 

Mr. SAWYER. The Jaw now authorizes him to purchase certain 
locks for registered-mail matter. The Department find that they are 
defective. This bill was drawn at the Post-Office Department. I went 
there and saw the Postmaster-General this morning. He says itis very 
important that the Department should have these locks and have them 
at once for the safety of the registered-mail matter. I could give the 
Senator all the details, but the Department do not want to make the 
matter public. That is the amount of it. The bill is strongly urged 
by the Post-Office Department. 

Mr. VEST. That is satisfactory. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. ` 


MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 


A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. T. O. TOW 
its Chief Clerk, announced that the House had passed the bill (S. 576 
for the relief of Semon Bache & Co. 

ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 

The message also announced that the Speaker of the House had signed 
the following enrolled bill and joint resolution; and they were there- 
upon signed by the President pro tempore: 

A bill (H. R. 3447) amendatory of ‘‘An act relating to postal crimes 
and amendatory of the statutes therein mentioned,” approved June 18, 
1888, and for other purposes; and 

Joint resolution (S. R. 102) appropriating $200,000 to suppress in- 
fection in the interstate commerce of the United States. 

DEPARTMENT OF AGRICULTURE. 


Mr. PLUMB. I now move that the Senate proceed to the considera- 
tion of the bill (H. R. 8191) to enlarge the powers and duties of the 
Department of Agriculture, and to create an Executive Department to 
be known as the Department of Agriculture. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Agriculture and For- 
estry with amendments. 

The first amendment was, in section 2, line 3, to strike out ‘‘and”’ 
before ‘* who;’’ so as to make the section read: 


See. 2, That there shall be in said Department an Assistant Secretary of Agri- 
culture, to be appointed by the President, by and with the advice and consent of 
the Senate, who shall perform such duties as may be required by law or pre- 
scribed by the Secretary. 

‘The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in section 3, line 1, after ‘‘shall,’’ to strike 


out ‘‘hereafter;’? in line 3, before ‘‘Assistant,’’ to strike ont ‘‘First;’? 
and in line 5, before ‘‘Assistant,’’ to insert ‘*First;’’ so as to make the 
section read: 

Sec, 3. That the Secretary of Agriculture shall receive the same salary as is 
paid to the Secretary of each of the Executive Departments, and the salary of 
the Assistant Secretary of Agriculture shall be the sameas th.t now paid to the 
First Assistant Secretary of the Department of the Interior. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in section 4, line 1, to strike out “Jaw” 
and insert ‘‘laws;’’? so as to make the section read: 


Sr. 4. That all laws and en of laws relating to the Department of Agri- 
culture now in existence, as far as the same are applicable and not in contlict 
with this act, and only so far, are continued in fall force and effect. 


The amendment was agreed to. ` 

sca next amendment was to strike out section 5 in the following 
words: 

Src, 5, That the Weather Service of the United States Signal Service Bureau 
is hereby transferred to the Department of Agriculture, to take effect July 1, 
1888, and shall consist of one chief and such subordinate officers and employés 
as may be necessary to efficiently manage said bureau. Until otherwise pro- 
vided by law, the present organization of the subordinate foree of said bureau, 
including the second lieutenants now in service, shall continue as at present: 
Provided, That nothing in this act shall be construed as altering or affecting in 
ay way the present status in the Army of the commissioned jr, kata of the Sig- 
nal Corps. The chief of said bureau shall receive an annual compensation of 
$4,500, and be appointed by the President, by and with the advice and consent 
of the Senate: ided, That the Chief Signal Officer of the Army, in addition 
to his ey. military duties, may be assigned to the charge of the Weather 
Bureau until a chief shall be appointed by the President pt 1 confirmed by the 
Senate; and the compensation now paid to the employés and enlisted men of 
said service shall continue as now; and the moneys ap) riated for said serv- 
ice and hereafter appropriated shall be disbursed under the direction of the 
Secretary of the De ment of Agriculture. 

The Secretary of War is authorized and directed, within thirty days after the 
pasato of this act, toappoint a board of three Army officers, of which the Chief 

i; Oficer shall be a member. _The duty of said shall be to makean in- 
ventory of all property now in the control and possession of the Signal Service 
Bureau, and shall separate and turn over to the Departmentof Agriculture such 
portions of the property as the said board may determine to be suitable for the 
work of the Signal Service Weather Bureau, The remainder of the property 
shail remain in the control of the Secretary of War, 

Mr. HARRIS. TI desire to ask the Senator from Kansas in charge 
of the bill why the fifth section is proposed to be stricken out? It 
seems to me that the Weather or Signal Service Bureau is more impor- 
tant to the agricultural interests of the country perhaps than to any 
other of the great interests, and that being true it appears to me that 
there is absolute propriety in putting that service under the controi of 
the Department of Agriculture rather than to continue it under the 
Department of War. I should like to know why the committee recom- 
mend the Senate to strike out that section which proposes to subject 
the weather service to the control of the Department of Agriculture 
which the bill designs to create? 

Mr. PLUMB. In reporting the bill in its present shape I acted 
simply as the organ of the committee. For myself, I agree entirely 
with the Senator from Tennessee, I believe that the Department of 
Agriculture should not only have the Signal Service because it belongs 
there for the reasons so cogently stated by the Senator, but I believe 
it ought to be there because this Department has room for it, and it 
at help to give to it that importance and dignity which it should 

ave. 

There are many other reasons why I think it should go there, but the 
committee thought otherwise, not, perhaps, as an ultimate thing, but 
because of certain ideas which prevail on the part of certain members 
of the committee to the effect that the transfer might be better post- 
poned until there has been some more definite organization of the Sig- 
nal Service Bureau provided for. 

For myself I can say that I believe it ought to go there for the ben- 
efit of the Department and for the benefit of the bureau. Inever have 
been able to reconcile myself to the idea of having a bureau which has 
in charge measurably at least the productive interests of this country, 
which relates to agricultural productions, under the control of that 
Department which represents destruction. Why agricultural interests, 
real or remote, should be under the charge of the War Department is 
one of those things I never could see any reason for, and that I never 
agreed to except under compulsion. So faras Iam concerned, how- 
ever, I am willing to have this bill with this much taken off, if the 
Senate should so vote, rather than not to have it at all. 

Mr. HARRIS. If the Senator will allow me I will state that I quite 
agree with him; if we can get no more I am quite willing to take the 
bill with the fifth section out. But I want to ask the Senator from 
Kansas if he has serutinized the various provisions of the fifth section 
other than the one which provides for the transfer of this bureau to 
the De ent of Agriculture, so as to be satisfied that they are in 
themselves proper, because I am strongly inclined myself to vote against 
agreeing to the committee’s amendment with the hope of retaining the 
fifth section as a part of the bill. A 

Mr. PLUMB. I have no doubt that the fifth section if adopted 
would prove operative in the direction of at least maintaining the pres- 
ent efficiency of the Signal Service Bureau, if the effect would not be 
to increase its efficiency. I do not mean to say by that that I think 
by the adoption of this provision we should carry into the Agricultural 
Department as thoroughly equipped a Signal Service Bureau as we 
ought to have. The change will undoubtedly require other modifica- 
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tions in time, but these, in my judgment, will come by the experience 
which the new Department will have of the operations of this bureau 
by the illustrations which will be furnished of its relations to the ag- 
ricultural productions of the country and so on under the new control. 

I believe myself that the proposed transfer is proper and would con- 
serve the efficiency of the Signal Service Bureau, that it would do no 
wrong to any one, and would place the bureau in proper relation to the 
Agricultural Department. 

Mr. HARRIS. Then [I hope the Senate will not agree to the amend- 
ment. 

Mr. GEORGE. Mr. President, I am a member of the Committee 
on Agriculture and Forestry. That committee agreed, I believe unan- 
imously, to strike out the fifth section, and I will state our main reason 
for doing so. 

The bureau as now organized, with agents stationed all over the United 
States, is a military organization. There are lieutenants, sergeants, 
and privates in the organization, with duties and pay rated according to 
their rank. This has been its organization from the very beginning. 
The committee thought that upon this bill, intended mainly if not 
wholly to establish a new department of the Government, it would be 
a little dangerous to disarrangeand disorganize so important a bureau. 

The bureau is now well conducted, and the fact that it has relation 
to agriculture might be persuasive when we have full time to disor- 
ganize that which we now have organized and to erect or create a new 
bureau. Whilst under these circumstances we might make the ex- 
periment of disorganizing this bureau and creating it anew, yet we 
thought that in the initiation of this new department we had better 
not encumber its operations with this new problem. 

_ _ Of course the agricultural interest is deeply concerned in the opera- 
tions of the Weather Bureau, but it would be very difficult for any 
Senator to suggest that agriculture would get any more benefit from 
the operations of the bureau if it were transferred to the Agricultural 
Department than it now derives from it. The truth is that at present, 
owing to the insufficient number of the employés of the bureau and 
the inadequate methods which have been adopted to transmit the in- 
telligence gathered by the bureau among the country people, its opera- 
tions can not have a very material effect upon them. The predictions 
as to the weather rarely reach beyond twenty-four hours, and they are 
often wrong as to that period. s 

If the Senator from Tennessee, the Senator from Kansas, and other 
Senators will just imagine the facts to exist as they do exist, that the 
farmers who in the main, as they suppose, are interested in this bureau, 
live in the country, a large majority of them distant from telegraphic 
offices and where they have no means of acquiring this information 
within the twenty-four hours in which the predictions will either be 
verified or not; they will see that it will be a long time to come yet 
before agriculture can be made the chief recipient of the benefits of 
the Weather or Signal Service Bureau. Of course it gets some benefit. 

I see the chairman of the Committee on Agriculture [Mr. PALMER] 
here, who can confirm what I have said. 

For these reasons, whilst the committee were very anxious, all of us, 
to create this new department, we thought we had better not encum- 
ber it just now with the Signal Service or Weather Bureau. 

Mr. PALMER, Mr. President, I hope that the Senate will agree to 
the committee’s amendment, and I think I represent the view of most 
of the members of the Agricultural Committee. It is not that we do 
not desire to magnify the Department of Agriculture, the new Execu- 
tive Department to be created, but we doubt very much whether it is 
a wise thing to ingraft this bureau upon that department in its incep- 
tion. 

The proposition at first struck me as very novel, for I had been edu- 
cated to suppose that the Signal Service Bureau appertained mostly to 
commercial wants and commercial exigencies. Upon the shores of the 
Great Lakes, where itis much more essential to know the correct weather 
than it is upon the Atlantic coast, the bureau is regarded with great 
favor. That immense commerce is in a great measure affected by the 
predictions ofthe bureau. The bureau has been very successful. and 
its success might not be impaired by attaching it to the Agricultural 
Department, but it would be anexperiment. I do not think that any 
one has really studied up the subject so as to be confident that it would 
be the proper thing for us to attach it to the Agricultural Department. 

While I appreciate the animus that inspires the Senator from Kansas 
in desiring that the bureau shall be attached to the Agricultural De- 
partment, still I think it would besome time before the country would 
become reconciled to such a transfer. Even if the transfer were thought 
best and we had agreed upon attaching this bureau to the Department 
of Agriculture, I do not think it would be wise to attach it until some 
of us know a little more about the Signal Service Bureau. 

On that account I hope theamendment of the committee will be agreed 
to and that this very important agent of commerce, and to be, possibly, 
of agriculture, will be allowed to remain where it is until we have fur- 
ther time to acquaint ourselves with the wants of the farmers and the 
views of the commercial men and the seafaring men, and also to look 
into its organization and see how it will be affected by a transfer. 

Mr. BLAIR. Mr. President, I only want to add a few words. As 
a member of the committee I voted for this amendment, principally 


for the reason that I desired the bill should go unembarrassed by dif- 
ficulties that it seemed sure to meet before it reached the statute-book 
unless this change was made, and in the hope that by making it a bill 
pure and simple for the creation of the Agricultural Department, un- 
embarrassed by serious controversies which grow out of the attempted 
transfer at this time of the Signal Service Bureau, it would be such a 
bill as to be at least tolerably sure of its enactment into a law. I 
think that the amendment is decidedly in the interest of the chief pur- 
pose of the bill. 

For my own part, at as early a period of time as it can well be done, 
with such care and consideration in the reforming and reshaping of the 
Weather Bureau as the importance of the subject demands, I should 
wish to have the bureau under purely agricultural control and devoted 
to agricultural uses. I should, with such precautions, desire early to 
see the Weather Bureau, or a weather bureau at least ample and suf- 
ficient for all agricultural uses, placed under the direct control of the 
Agricultural Department; but I think we shall be making haste even 
if we make it a little more slowly by the adoption of this amendment, 
and in the interest of the chief purpose of the bill I favored it in com- 
mittee. 

Mr. CALL. Mr. President, the Weather Bureau, as it is called, is 
a bureau of very great importance throughout the agricultural portion 
of this country everywhere. It is also of some commercial importance 
upon the seashore. It is quite evident that it relates only to agricult- 
ural and commercial interests. 

The committee ought either to put the Agricultural Bureau under 
the Secretary of War and in the War Department or they ought to 
transfer the Weather Bureau to the Department of Agriculture created 
by the bill. There is no question in regard to that point. The War 
Department has nothing to do with agriculture; it has nothing to do 
with commerce; and I do not see why it is not quite as easy in the 
passage of this bill establishing the Agricultural Department to make 
provision for the Weather Bureau or the Signal Service Bureau as for 
any other branch of that department. 

I only wished to say this much, sir. I shall not make any motion 
upon the subject, but it is quite evident that those matters which con- 
cern the agricultural and commercial interests of the country ought 
not to be in any wise connected with the War Department. 

Mr. BUTLER. Mr. President, it seems to me that this is a very 
important bill upon which we are passing, and it strikes me that we 
are acting upon it without that consideration to which it is entitled. 
As at present advised I shall vote against the amendment of the com- 
mittee. The effect of rejecting the amendment, I understand, will be 
to leave the bill as it came from the other House. 

The Signal Service Bureau of the Government became a part of the 
military establishment in time of war, when it is a very important ad- 
junct of an army for the purpose of indicating the movements of troops, 
But as matters now are I can not understand what possible relation it 
can have to the military establishment of the Government. 

It has been claimed, I believe, by those who are in favor of retaining 
this bureau under the War Department that it was necessary to pre- 
serve the discipline of the bureau. But there are very many other at- 
tachments or adjuncts of the various bureaus of the Departments on 
the civil side of the Government where the discipline I presume is kept 
up just as well as if they were under military government. It is ob- 
vious that the only people in this country who derive any essential ma- 
— benefit from the Signal Service Bureau are the agriculturists, the 

‘armers. 

Mr. BLAIR. If the Senator will allow me to interrupt him, I will 
state that the really great service for which the bureau was established 
originally was to aid commerce, as I understand, and that service con- 
tinues and is becoming daily more and more important. 

The probability is that so far as money, material development, and 
improvement are concerned, the Weather Bureau serves the country 
$5 in the direction of commerce where it serves it $1 in the direction 
of aeroulnas. There is use for the bureau in the War Department 
sti 

Mr. BUTLER. Possibly I was not quite accurate in my statement 
that the bureau would entirely subserve the interests of the agricult- 
urists of the country. I have no doubt in the world that it is of very 
great service to commercial interests also. If that be true, it is an ad- 
ditional argument and reason why the amendment should not be 
adopted, and I shall therefore feel constrained to vote against the 
amendment. 

I think the Signal Service Bureau ought to be transferred to the De- 
partment of Agriculture, especially if we are to make a Cabinet officer 
of the head of that department, because if that be the case the com- 
mercial as well as the agricultural interests, I understand, will ina 
great measure pass under that department. 

But I rose for the purpose of suggesting to the Senator from Kansas 
that unless he is yery urgent for a vote this evening we might let this 
bill go over and have a little more consideration, for I agree with him 
entirely that the amendment ought not to be adopted. 

Mr. PLUMB. I have no objection to the bill going over until Mon- 
day if there can be unanimous consent that it shall come up then ime 
mediately after the conclusion of the morning business, 
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Mr. BUTLER. I think that course would facilitate the passage or 
the bill. 

Mr. BLAIR. The Chinese restriction bill is to be voted upon on 
Monday. 

Mr. PLUMB. That will occur at 2 o’clock. 

Mr. BUTLER. This is a House bill, and if passed without amend- 
ment it will become a law with the signature of the President. On 
the contraay, if we amend it it must go back to the other House. 

Mr. BLAIR. A conference committee could be asked and obtained 
very soon, I imagine, and the House would probably agree to the amend- 
ment. 

Mr. BUTLER. We know the difficulty of getting anything through 
the other House. There is rarely a quorum there now, and if anybody 
should be opposed to the bill there he would have no difficulty in de- 
feating it. I am so anxious to have the bill become a Jaw that, in my 
judgment, unless there is some very strong reason controlling otherwise, 
the Senate ought to pass the bill as it came from the other House. As 
to the matter of detail in the arrangement of the Signal Service Bureau 
under this new Department, I think there will be no trouble about that. 

Mr. PLUMB. I think we had better have a vote anyway, and see 
what the temper of the Senate is in regard to the amendment. 

Mr. BUTLER. Very well. 

Mr. PALMER. I ask the Senator from South Carolina whether he 
has examined the fifth section of the pending bill? 

Mr. BUTLER. Yes, sir. 

Mr. PALMER. Undoubtedly if he has examined it he sees that it 
involves a thorough reorganization of the Signal Service Bureau. My 
opinion is that it is of such vital importance that this great agency 
should be protected that the matter should come in as a separate bill 
and receive a separate discussion, detached entirely from the pending 
measure even if we do transfer this bureau to the Department of Agri- 
culture. Iam not prepared to say but that I should be in favor of it. 

Iam very anxious to have the Department of Agriculture created; 
and I do not think this is the proper time to transfer the Weather 
Bureau by a section of the pending bill where more consideration is 
given to the aim to be arrived at in establishing that executive depart- 
ment than to the methods which may be involved in the fifth section. 
I think it is a matter which requires very careful scrutiny and that 
we should have the Signal Service Bureau officers before us and get 
the pros and cons before we take this very decisive step. 

Mr. HARRIS. Will the Senator from Michigan allow me to ask 
him if in creating a department he does not think it proper to assign 
to it the various duties which should legitimately belong to it? 

Mr. PALMER. I think so, but I do not think there should be hasty 
or inconsiderate action on this particular matter. 

Mr. HARRIS. Does the Senator not think that this particular 
bureau, the Signal Service Bureau, would be more properly assigned 
to the Agricultural Department of the Government than to any other 
one of the Executive Departments of the Government? 

Mr. PALMER. As to that Iam not prepared to answer now. At 
first blush I should say no, and I have no doubt I could bring ten 
arguments to the gentleman’s one in supportof my position. I am not 
taking the ground that the bureau should not be attached to the De- 
partment of Agriculture, but I think that the subject should be con- 
sidered separately and have mature deliberation and examination. It 
is better for us to go slowly and build up this department as it should 
be built up, without detracting from its powers by doing something 
irrelevant and foreign and attempting to make all the provisions which 
possibly will be madein the future. Ido not think we should attach 
the Signal Service Bureau now and reorganize it, as it is reorganized in 
this section, without regard to the wants of commerce or of agriculture. 

Mr. BUTLER. I do not understand that the fifth section proposes 
to reorganize the Signal Service Bureau. It simply proposes to trans- 
fer the burean. 

Mr. PALMER, Will the Senator permit me to ask him a question? 

Mr. BUTLER. Yes, sir. 

Mr. PALMER, Does the Senator know what the present organiza- 
tion of the bureau is? 

Mr. BUTLER. Yes, I have some information on that subject; but 
the fifth section proposes to transfer the organization of the Signal 
Service Bureau to this new executive department. Ican not see why 
there should be any friction in that transfer, inasmuch as the second 

ragraph of the section provides for a reorganization of the Signal Serv- 
ice Bureau. It does not disturb any vested rights. If any officer of the 
Army, or soldier, or non-commissioned officer has a vested right, it does 
not disturb the vested rights of anybody in the Signal Service Bureau. 

Mr. PLATT. It takes the force away and transfers it. 

Mr, BUTLER. It transfers the force to this new executive depart- 
ment, but thatis all. Then the second paragraph provides that within 
thirty days after the passage of this act the Secretary of War shall ap- 
point a board of three Army officers, of which the Chief Signal Officer 
shall be a member, for the purpose of such a reorganization of the bu- 
reau under the Agricultural Department. I can not see what harm or 
injury or injustice can result to anybody by the transfer. 

Mr. HARRIS. May I ask the Senator from South Carolina, as he 


has the bill betore him, if when the commission created by the second 
clause of the fifth section shall have investigated and shall have de- 
termined upon what it may think the best policy it will not have to 
report to Congress, and Congress will then take action determining 
upon the wisdom or unwisdom of the recommendations of that board? 

Mr. BUTLER. Clearly Congress has jurisdiction and control of the 
whole subject, and the mere transfer to this new executive depart- 
ment does not disturb it, as I understand. 

Mr. HARRIS. As I understand the Signal Service Bureau as now 
organized, that organization is simply and bodily transferred to the 
new department by the fifth section, and Congress will deal with it 
hereafter in respect to its reorganization or non-reorganization as Con- 
gress may choose, 

Mr. BUTLER. ‘That I understand tobe the case. In fact, the fifth 
section so provides distinctly. I call attention to lines 6, 7, and 8 of 
section 5: 

Until otherwise provided by law, the present organization of the subordinate 
force of said bureau, including the second lieutenants now in service, shall con- 
tinue as at present. 

Mr. PALMER. I ask the Senator if he understands that the board 
is composed of three Army officers, of which the Chief Signal Officer 
shall be a member? 

Mr. PLUMB. What board is that? 

Mr. PALMER. The board pro; to be created by this bill. 

Mr. PLUMB. But that board is simply to make an inventory of the 
property and determine what is necessary to go with it and what is 
necessary and proper to remain under the custody of the War Depart- 
ment, 

Mr. PALMER. Very true. 

Mr. BUTLER. Certainly, that is all of it. 

Mr. PLATT. I hope'the Senator in charge of this bill will permit 
it to go over. Itis very evident that there is not a quorum here this 
afiernoon. I think he can scarcely expect that this amendment will 
be voted upon without a call of the yeas and nays. Iam certainly in 
favor of the amendment—that is to say, I am in favor of striking out 
that part of the bill which proposes to transfer the Signal Service Bu- 
reau to the Agricultural Department. There seems to be a very great 
incongruity in transferring the force which is now a part of the mili- 
tary establishment of the United States, second lieutenants, sergeants, 
and enlisted men. 

Mr. GEORGE. If the Senator will allow me, I will state that the 
enlisted men are under the same penalties for desertion that the men 
in the Army regularly are. 

Mr. PLATT. Exactly; and it seems to me that there is a very great 
incongruity in transferring that force, both the men and officers, and 
putting it under the control of a civil department of the Government, 
for that is just what it is, and nothing else. 

Mr. PLUMB. There are several incongruities. The one the Sen- 
ator speaks of is no ‘greater than the one that exists now in having a 
bureau, which has relation to nothing of a military character what- 
ever, entirely under the control of the military establishment. That 
certainly is as incongruous as it would be to have for the time being 
a few lieutenants and enlisted men under the command of a mili- 
tary officer, remember, as the Chief of the Signal Service would be 
until we reorganize the bureau by law, himself put under the control 
of a civilian head of a department, which is just what he is now, be- 
cause his superior officer at present is the Secretary of War, who is a 
civilian. So if there is any way of measuring incongruities, the in- 
congruity is longer aud broader as it exists now than it would be if 
this transfer were to take place. 

Mr. PLATT. There is an old maxim that it is better to— 

Bear those ills we have, 
Than fiy to others that we know not of. 

If it be true that there are incongruities in the present system, it 
seems to me to be no reason for this proposed transfer where, I submit, 
with all respect, the incongruity will be greater than itis now. It 
simply proves to my mind thatif we are going to pass this bill we ought 
to pass it with this amendment which is proposed by a majority of the 
committee, and that then we should deal with this subject hereafter as 
an independent matter, as the chairman of the committee suggests. 

It may be well to entirely reorganize the system by which the pres- 
ent Signal Service is carried on and disconnect it entirely from the mil- 
itary system, but this section does not proposé to do that. It proposes 
to retain the military features of the service and transfer it to the con- 
trol of a man who it may be expected has great knowledge of farming, 
the distribution of seeds, looking after cattle plague, and all that sort 
of thing. 

While Iam not prepared to say, and do not say, that there are notin- 
congruities in the system as it now exists, I think this hasty and ar- 
bitrary, I will notsay reckless method of transferring the Signal Service 
to the Agricultural Department to be created ought not to be pursued. 

I trust the Senator from Kansas will allow the matter to go over. If 
he insists upon a vote now, there is another view of the subject that I 
should like to present at this time, but I prefer to have it go over. 

Mr. PLUMB. Ona consideration of the lateness of the hour and 


`i 


1888. 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 


8609 


the tact that the Senate is thin, I have no ubjection to the bill going 

over, provided there can be an understanding that it shall come up 

immeliately at the close of the morning business on Monday, not to 

cence. however, the existing order in regard to the Chinese restric- 
on bill. 

Mr. PLATT. I have no objection to that course. 

Mr. STEWART. I have no objection to such an understanding pro- 
vided that if the Chinese restriction bill should be reconsidered we can 
go ahead with that. = 

Mr. BLAIR. It might be well to suggest, in connection with what 
has been said, that amendments @ave been adopted which will compel 
the return of the bill to the other House, and to its being sent to a con- 
ference committee, so that the objection of the Senator from South 
Carolina as to the adoption of this further amendment would seem to 
be without point for that reason. 

Mr. BUTLER. Yes; my attention has been called to one provision 
of the bill which is to go into operation the first day of July, 1888. Or 
course it will have to be amended in that particular. 

Mr. BLAIR. Several other amendments have been adopted. 

Mr. HARRIS. Several verbal amendments have been already agreed 
to, and are proper. 

Mr. BLAIR. I have nodoubta conference committee would dispose 
of the bill with promptitude. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. If there be no objection, the consid- 
eration of this bill as the unfinished business will be resumed on Mon- 
day at the conclusion of the routine morning business, not to interfere 
with the assigned order already for the vote upon the motion to recon- 
sider the Chinese restriction bill. 

Mr. HARRIS, Is this agricultural bill the unfinished business ? 

The PRESIDENT protempore. It is the unfinished business. 


ENROLLED BILL SIGNED. < 


A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. T. O. TOWLES, 
its Chief Clerk, announced that the Speaker of the House had signed 
the enrolled joint resolution (H. Res. 221} to continue the provisions 
of a joint resolution entitled a ‘‘ Joint resolution to continue the pro- 
visions of a joint resolution entitled a ‘ Joint resolution to provide tem- 
porarily for the expenditures of the Government;’ ’’ and it was there- 
upon signed by the President pro tempore. 

ARBITRATION OF RAILROAD DIFFERENCES. 

Mr. WILSON, of Iowa. Iask the Senate to proceed to the consid- 
eration of the bill (H. R. 8665) to create boards of arbitration or com- 
mission for settling controversies and differences between railroad cor- 
porations and other common carriers engaged in interstate and Terri- 
torial transportation of property or passengers and their employés. 

By unanimous consent, the Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, 
proceeded to consider the bill. 

Mr. WILSON, of Iowa. The first five sections of this bill are but 
transcripts of the bill that passed both Houses in the Forty-ninth Con- 
gress, but failed to be enrolled for want of time. The latter sections of 
the bill confer upon the President the power to appoint a commission 
whenever a disturbance occurs in connection with the interstate-com- 
merce transportation, etc., to make examination and report. 

Mr. CALL. I was going to ask the Senator if he did not think the 
Senate was rather too thin to consider so impgrtant a bill, but I will 
not do so, as the Senator from Texas [Mr. REAGAN] is anxious for its 


passage. 

Mr. WILSON, of Iowa. That is the only expianation that I deem 
it necessary to make at this time. The Senate has passed upon the first 
five sections already in the last Congress, The other sections merely 

- provide a method of examination which may be of very great practical 
importance in cases of disturbance such as we have had in various 
States and Territories in the past few years. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 

a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 
HEIRS OF HENRY VOLCKER. 

Mr. COKE. Iask unanimous consent that the Senate proceed to 
the consideration of Order of Business 2170, House bill No. 2996. 

There being no objection, the bill (H. R. 2996) to confirm the title 
of the heirs or legal representatives of Henry Volcker, deceased, to a 
certain tract of land in the Territory of New Mexico was considered 
as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment. 

Mr. HOAR. Ishould like to know what the value of this land is? 

Mr. CoKE rose. 

Mr. STEWART. I made the reportin the case. It isa very straight 
case and was reported upon by Mr. Benjamin some thirty-odd years ago. 
The certificate referred to was one of the certificates issued by the gov- 
ernment of Texas before she was admitted into the Union. It was lo- 
cated in New Mexico.. Afterwards by the act of 1850 the line was 
changed, and territory claimed by Texas was ceded to the United States 
and made part of New Mexico, That is the way thatit happened to be 
left out. 

Mr. HOAR. My question was, what is the present value of the 


land? 
Mr. STEWART. I inquired into that and 
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It is not very valuable. 


the surrounding land, and sent to the Department, but I could notget at 
the exact value. 

Mr. HOAR. It is 640 acres, I suppose? 

Mr. STEWART. Six hundred and forty acres. Itis probably worth 
$16 or $17 an acre. 

Mr. HOAR. If it was alarge and valuable tract of land, I think the 
bill should not pass without a full Senate and without a full explana- 
tion, but ifit be but a few thousand dollars only, I do not suppose 
there is any reason for delay. ~ 

Mr. COKE. The land is of very little value. 

Mr. STEWART. I inquired into that. It is not of great value. 

Mr. COKE. It is in that part of New Mexico that was ceded by 
the State of Texas to the United States, and this party had acquired an 
equitable title to the location of his certificate issued under the laws 
of the republic of Texas upon the Jand before it was ceded to the 
United States. 

Mr. STEWART. It was located before the cession. 

The bill was ordered to a third reading, read the third time, and 


passed 
MATTHEW W. BERRYMAN. 


Mr. EVARTS. I ask the Senate to proceed to the consideration of 
House bill 925, Order of Business 2009, for the relief of Matthew W. 
Berryman, which was reported from the Committee on Military Affairs 
by the Senator from Tennessee [Mr. BATE] without amendment. The 
report is in very few words. The bill is simply a provision for the pay- 
ment to Mr. Berryman of compensation for his service as a major in the 
Army of the United States during the war of the rebellion, to give 
him the emoluments of major for services rendered as major of the 
Tenth Regiment New Jersey Volunteers from the 13th day of October, 
1861, to the 23d day of November of the same year. 

By unanimous consent, the bill (H. R. 925) for the relief of Matthew 
W. Berryman was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It di- 
rects the proper accounting officer of the Treasury to pay to Matthew 
W. Berryman, of Newark, N. J., a major in the Amy of the United 
States during the war of the rebellion, the emoluments of a major, for 
services rendered as major of the Tenth Regiment New Jersey Volun- 
teers, from the 13th of October, 1861, to the 23d of November of the 
same year. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


CHARLES L. BRADWELL, 


Mr. BROWN. I ask unanimous consent that the Senate proceed to 
the consideration of Order of Business 2021, House bill 5092. 

There being no objection, the bill (H. R. 5092) for the relief of Charles 
L. Bradwell was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Military Affairs with 
amendments, which were, in line 6, after the words ‘sum of,” to strike 
out “three” and insert ‘‘one;’’ in line 7, after the word ‘‘thousand,”’ 
to strike out ‘‘seven’’ and insert ‘‘five;’? and in the same line, after 
the word ‘‘and,’’ to strike out ‘‘fifty’’ and insert “‘thirty-two;’’ so as 
to make the bill read: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and he is hereby, an- 
thorized and directed to pay to Charles L. Bradwell, late of the county of Chat- 
ham and State of Georgia, and now a resident of the county of Bartow, ia ssiil 
State, the sum of $1,532, the value of cotton belonging to said Bradwelland deliv- 
ered by him to the Federal authorities in the winter of 1864 and 1865, under orders 
issued by General W.T.Sherman; and the amount of money necessary to pay 
said claim is hereby appropriated, out of any moncy in the Treasury not other- 
wise appropriated, said sum to be in full settlement and payment of said clai:n, 


The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amendments 
were concurred in, 

The amendments were ordered to be engrossed and the bill to be read 
a third time. 

The bill was read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. BROWN. I move that the Senate insist on its amendments and 
ask a conference on the bill and amendments. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The President pro tempore was authorized to appoint the conferees 
on the part of the Senate, and Mr. Hoar, Mr. BUTLER, and Mr. BROWN 
were appointed. 

PUBLIC BUILDING AT WATERTOWN, N. Y. 

Mr. HISCOCK. I ask unanimous consent to call up Order of Busi- 
ness 2148, being the bill (H. R. 5059) to provide for the erection of a 
public building in the city of Watertown, in the State of New York. 

By unanimous consent, the Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, 
proceeded to consider the bill. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

MINING-DEBRIS QUESTION IN CALIFORNIA. 


Mr. STEWART. I ask unanimous consent to call up Order of Bus- 
iness 1987, House bill 1216. 

There being no objection, the bill (H. R. 1216) for the investigation 
of the mining-débris question in the State of California was considered 


as in Committee of the Whole. : 
The bill was reported from the Committee on Mines and Mining with 
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an amendment, in line 8, after the words ‘‘can be,” to strike out ‘‘de- 
rived ” and insert ‘‘devised;’’ so as to read: 

That the Secretary of War is hereby authorized and directed to detail three 
officers from the Engineer Corps of the United States Army as a commission 
for the purpose of making s thorough examination and investigation of the 
mining-débris question in the State of California, for the purpose of ascertain- 
aa, Aenea some plan can be devised whereby the mnt conflict between the 
pr : orig’ “ie farming sections may be adjusted and mining industry rehabil- 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment reported by the committee. 

Mr. STEWART. Theamendment is immaterial. It is a mistake 
in the engrossing. The two words are pretty nearly synonymous, 
derived” and “devised,” and so I will withdraw the amendment. 
The bill will have the same meaning with either word. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator can not withdraw the 
amendment, it having been reported by a committee. 

Mr. STEWART, Then I ask that it be disagreed to. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on.agreeing to the 
amendment. It is possible that the engrossed copy is right. It had 
better be compared. 

Mr. STEWART. Both words really mean the same thing, and I 
ask that the amendment be voted down anyhow. 

The amendment was rejected. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


PREVENTION OF CONTAGIOUS DISEASES, 


Mr. HARRIS. I ask the Senate to proceed at this time to the con- 
sideration of Order of Business 2203, being the bill (S. 3467) to prevent 
the introduction of contagious diseases from one State to another, and 
for the punishment of certain offenses. 

By unanimous t, the Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, 
proceeded to consider the bill. 

Mr. HARRIS. I ask that the substitute reported by the committee 
be read. : 

The Secretary. The amendment reported by the Committee on 
Epidemic Diseases is to strike out all after the enacting clause of the 
bill, and in lieu thereof to insert: 

That whenever it shall be made to appear to the satisfaction of the President 
that cholera, yellow fever, small-pox, or plague exists in any State or Territo 
or in the District of Columbia, and that there is danger of the spread of suc! 
disease into other States, Territories, or the District of Columbia, he is here 
authorized to cause the Secretary of the Treasury to make or promulgate suc’ 
rules and ulations as in his judgment may be necessary to prevent the 
spread of such disease from one State or Territory into another, or from any 
State or Territory into the District of Columbia, or from the District of Columbia 
into any State or Territory, and to employ such inspectors and other persons as 
may be necessary to execute such regulations to prevent the spread of such 
disease. Andany person who shall willfully violate any rule or regulation so 
made and promulgated shall be deemed guilty of a misdemeanor, and upon 
conviction shall be punished by a fine of not more than $500, or imprisonment 
for not more than two years, or both, in the discretion of the court. 

SEC, 2. That any officer, or person acting as an officer, or agent of the United 
States at any quarantine station, or other ponos employed to aid in prevent- 
ing the re of such disease, who shall willfully violate any of the quarantine 
laws of the United States, or any of the rules and regulations made and pro- 
mulgated by the Secretary of the Treasury as provided for in section 1 of this 
act, or any lawful order of his superior officer or officers, shall be deemed guilty 
of a misdemeanor, and upon conviction shall be punished by a fine of not more 
than $300, or im risonment for not more than one year, or both, in the discre- 
tion of the cow 

Src. 3, That when any common carrier or officer, agent, or employé of any 
common carrier, shall willfully violate any of the quarantine laws of the United 
States, or the rules and regulations made and promulgated as provided for in 
section 1 of this act, such common carrier, officer, agent, or employé shall be 
deemed guilty of a misdemeanor, and shall, on conviction, be punished by a 
fine of not more than $500, or imprisonment for not more than two years, or 
both, in the discretion of the court. 


The amendment was agreed to. 
The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ment was concurred in. 
The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the 
third time, and passed. 
FORFEITURE OF MICHIGAN RAILROAD GRANT. 


Mr. PALMER. I ask that the Senate proceed to the consideration 
of Calendar No. 2259, being the bill (S. 947) to declare forfeited certain 
lands granted to the State of Michigan to aid in the construction ofa 
railroad from Ontonagon to the Wisconsin State line, ete. 

By unanimous consent, the Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, 
proceeded to consider the bill. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Public Lands with 
amendments. : 

The first amendment was, in section 1, line 9, after the word ‘‘Pro- 
vided,” to strike out the words: 

That this act shall not be construed as forfeiting lands lying opposite to and 
coterminous with the completed portion of any railroad heretofore constructed 
under authority of said act of Congress. i 

And insert: 


That Saeed herein contained shall be construed as forfeiting any lands here- 

tofore earned by the location and construction of any portion of road, nor 

ed forfeiting the right of way or depot grounds of any railroad company hereto- 
re granted, 


_ The amendment was agreed to. 


The next amendment was, to add the following as a new section: 


Sec. 2. That in all cases when any of the lands forfeited by the first section of 
this act, or when any lands relinquished to, or for any cause resumed by, the 
United States from the grant mentioned in the first section of this act, have 
heretofore been King rece of by the proper officers of the United States or under 
State selections in Michigan confirmed by the Secretary of the Interior, under 
color of the public-land laws, where the consideration received therefor is still 
retained by the Government, and the right and title of all persons holding or 
claiming under such disposals shall be, and is hereby, confirmed: Provided, 
ever, That where the original cash purchasers are the present owners this act 
shall be operative to confirm the title only of such said cash purchasers as the 
Secretary of the Interior shall be satisfied have purchased without fratid andin 
the belief that ine É were thereby obtaining valid title from the United States, 
That nothing herein contained shall b@construed to confirm any sales or en- 
tries of lands, or any tract in any such State selection, upon which there were 
bona fide pre-emption or homestead claims on the lst day of May, 1833, arising 
or asserted under color of the laws of the United States, and all such pre-emption 
and homestead claims are hereby confirmed. 

Mr. HOAR. Mr. President, the Senate will remember that when a 
general forfeiture bill came up some time ago there was a very earnest 
controversy between several Senators on one side and on the other, in 
which the Senator from Arkansas (Mr. BERRY] and the Senator from 
Michigan [Mr. PALMER]—the Senator from Arkansas as representing 
the committee and the Senator from Michigan as representing so far as 
possible important interests among his own constituents—took part on 
one side and I took some part on the other in the interest of some con- 
stituents of mine. The bill was subsequently passed by the Senate in 
a shape not entirely conforming to the original ition of either 
side, passing, I believe, by the consent of both sides. 

Now, I understand—and I make this statement so that my constit- 
uents who are interested will understand the matter—the Senator from 
Michigan proposes the passage of this special bill relating to Michigan 
alone, but which as he assures me (of course, Iam quite sure he has 
examined it carefally) contains substantially, I do not know but in 
words, the provisions which existed in the bill that passed. 

Mr. SAWYER. The same. 

Mr. HOAR. With that understanding I do not feel it my duty to 
oppose the bill. : 

Mr. PALMER. I will state the only object I have in asking for the 
passage of this bill, although it is included in the omnibus bill re- 
ported by the Public Lands Committee, in which there were many rail- 
roads North and South involved. There is no prospect of that bill 
getting throngh the other House, or of the conferees agreeing very 
soon, and this is deprived of many of the objections to the former bill, 
because it relates to one set of interests which can be discussed on their 
merits. 

Section 2 in this bill is the section corresponding to section 9 of the 
bill that was passed, over which the contest was had between the Sen- 
ator from Massachusetts [Mr. Hoar] and the Senator from Wisconsin 
[Mr. SPOONER] on the one side, and the Senator from Arkansas [ Mr. 
BERRY] and myself on the other. Itis taken verbatim from that bill 
as it was . The only difference in section 1 is that whereas the 
Plumb bill forfeited all lands not opposite completed portions of the 
road, in this there occurs this proviso, which effects the same thing: 

That nothing herein contained shall be construed as forfeiting any lands 
heretofore earned by the location and construction ofany portion of said road, 
nor as forfeiting the right of way or depot-grounds of any railroad company 
heretofore granted. $ 

It is identical essențially with that part of the bill which pertains to 
this interest. 

Mr, PLATT. Is section 2 the same as in tho bill passed ? 

Mr. PALMER. I thinkitisidentical. If not I will move a recon- 
sideration on Monday. 

Mr. PLATT. Very well. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on 
amendment reported by the Committee on Public Lan 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amendments 
were concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the 
third time, and passed. $ 


TIMBER ON PUBLIC DOMAIN, 


en TELLER. I ask the Senate to take up Senate bill 2877, Calen- 
dar No, 2173. 

Mr. PLATT. I should like to give notice that when this bill is con- 
sidered I shall move that the Senate adjourn. 

Mr. TELLER. Itis a very important bill, but a local one. 

By unanimous consent, the bill (S. 2877) authorizing the citizens ot 
Colorado, Nevada, and the Territories to fell and remove timber on the 
public domain for mining and domestic purposes was considered as in 
Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Public Lands with 
amendments, 

The first amendment was, in section 1, line 7, after the word ‘‘Idaho,’’ 
to strike ont ‘‘and’’ and insert ‘‘or;’’ in the same line, after the word 
**Montana,’’ to strike out ‘‘ and all other mineral districts of the Uni- 
ted States;’’ so as to read: 

That all citizens of the United States, and all persons who have declared their 


agreeing to the 
ds. 
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intention to become such, and who are bona fide residents of the States of Col- 


Grade or meres n pee of Lea Toroa of. Boke Mexico, 
X. o, or Mo: N 
Wa rna pa to fell and remove Tor Epi e a ge thee 

The amendment was agreed to. 4 

The next amendment was, in section 1, line 9, after the word ‘‘min- 
ing,” to strike out ‘‘ milling, manufacturing,” and insert ‘‘ quartz- 
milling.” V 

Mr. STEWART. I think we had better insert ‘‘ reducing ores.” I 
move to amend the amendment by inserting the words ‘‘and ore-re- 
ducing,” if that be agreeable to the Senator from Colorado. 

Mr. TELLER. I have no objection. Let those words be inserted 
after the word ‘‘ quartz-milling”’’ in line 10. 

Mr. STEWART. I do not care about ‘‘ quartz-milling”’ at all. 

Mr. TELLER. Let that stay in. . 

Mr, STEWART. Very well; let it stay. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment proposed by the 
Senator from Nevada will be stated. $ 

The SECRETARY. ‘The proposed amendment is in section 1, line 10, 
after the word ‘‘ quartz-milling,’’ to insert ‘‘ ore-reducing.’’ 

The amendment to the amendment was agreed to. 

The amendment as amended was agreed to. 

The next amendment of the Committee on Public Lands was, in sec- 
tion 1, line 14, before the word ‘‘citizens,’”’ to strike out ‘‘said’’ and 
insert ‘‘such;’’ in line 17, after the word ‘‘be,” to strike out ‘‘ex- 
port ” and insert ‘‘used;” in line 21, after the words ‘‘who are,” to 
insert ‘‘such citizens or have so declared their intention and are bona 
fide; and in line 26, after the word ‘‘for,’’ to strike out ‘‘ mining, 
milling, manufacturing,” and insert ‘mining, quartz-milling;’’ so as 
to read: 


na, 


Utah. 
thorized 


-. 

That all citizens of the United States, and all persons who have declared their 
intention to become such, and who are bona fide residents of the States of Colo- 
rado or Nevada, or either of the Territories of New Mexico, Arizona, Utah. 
Wyoming, Dakota, Idaho, or Montana, shall be, and are hi , author’! 
and permited to fell and remove for mining,quartz-milling ,ore-reducing, build- 
ing, or other domestic purposes, any timber or other trees growing or being on 
the public lands, said lands being mineral, and not subject to entry under the 
existing laws of the United States except for mineral entry, in either of said States, 
Territories, or districts of which such citizens or persons may be at the time 
bona fide residents. No timber felled or removed under the visions of this 
act shall be used out of the State or Territory in which it was felled or removed 
without the consent of the Secretary of the Interior first had and obtained. That 
nothing in this act shall be sọ construed as to impose mre penalty on any per- 
son or persons who are such citizens or have so declared their intention and are 
bona fide residents of the States or Territories who may fell and take timber 
from any of the mineral lands in any of the States and ritories enumerated 
set ed "4 for the manufacturing of lumber or fuel for sale for mining, quartz- 

ing, ete. 


Mr. STEWART. - In line 26, after the word ‘‘ quartz-milling,”’ I 
move to add ‘‘ore-reducing.”’ 

Mr. TELLER. Those wordsshould be inserted in order to harmonize 
with the amendment previously made on the motion of the Senator 
from Nevada. 

The amendment to the amendment was agreed to. 

The amendment as amended was agreed to. 

The next amendment of the Committee on Public Lands was, in sec- 
tion 1, line 29, after the word ‘‘ removed,’’ to insert ‘‘ such felling and 
removal under this section to be;’’ and in line 32, before the word 
‘‘other,’’ to strike out ‘‘such’’ and insert ‘‘ any;’’ so as to read: 


Such felling and removal under this section to be subject to such rules and 
regulations, not inconsistent with the provisions of this act, as the Secretary of 
the Interior may prescribe for the protection of any other timber and the un- 
dergrowth growing upon such lands, 


The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was to strike out section 3, as follows: 


Sec, 3. That the disposal of timber on non-mineral lands for domestic pur- 
ses Shall be made by means of licenses as follows, namely: First, a er's 
icense shall be granted to any bona fide settler not having sufficent timber on 
his claim for his use thereon, on the payment of a fee of $1. Such license shall 
confer the right, for one year, to cut, for the licensee’s own use only and for do- 
mestic purposes, timber, fuel, and fence material, without waste and under the 
general regulations of the Secretary of the Interior upon any of the publiclands 
which the licensee may designate near his settlement, but such license shall not 
give the licensee exclusive right Yo cut timber on the land so d nor 
preventsettiement under the laws of the United States. Second, atimber license 
shall be nted to any bona fide settler or mine operator, manufacturer, or other 
rson, for the purpose of allowing him to supply himself or others with timber, 
fence material, or fuel, upon the payment of a license fee of $ and a sum equa’ 
to $1 for each and every acre embraced in his license, to be paid on the issuing 
of such license. Such license shall be granted for one year and shall conferthe 
exclusive right to cut the timber ¿n not more than 40 acres, the same to be se- 
lected by the applicant and the selection to be Spproxen by the register or re- 
ceiver of the land office of the district within which the lands are situated, 


And in lieu thereof to insert: 


Sec, 3. That any citizen of the United States, or an rson who has declared 
his intention to become such, and who is a bona fide mee ident of any of the States 
or Territories herein named, who is a bona fide settler under ng land laws 
upon any public land which has not sufficient timber thereon for his use for do- 


mest! 
district, describing his claim, and on payment of a fee of $1, be granted a settler’s 


such citizen, or person who has declared his intention to become such, and wh 
is a bona fide resident of any of the said States or Territories herein named, who 


is a bona fide settler on any public land, or a mine operator or manufacturer, 
who desires to supply himself or others with timber, fuel, or fence material from 
any public lands, ebali, on application to the register and receiver of the land 
district, describing the quarter quarter-section of public land, and on payment 
of a fee of $5, and $50, being $1.25 per acre, be granted a license conferring on him 
for one year thereafter the exclusive right to fell and remove from such quarter 

narter-section of public land timber, fuel, or fence material for his own use or 
the use of others residing in such State or Territory. 


Mr. TELLER. I am directed by the Committee on Public Lands to 
move to strike out, in line 27 of section 3, the words ‘‘one year” and 
insert ‘‘two years.” That was an oversight. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. In line 27 of the proposed section 3, before the 
word ‘‘thereafter,”’ strike out ‘‘one year’? and insert ‘‘two years; ” 
so as to read: 

Be granted a liconse conferring on him for two years thereafter the exclusive 
right, etc. 

The amendment to the amendment was agreed to. 

The amendment as amended was agreed to. 

The next amendment of the Committte on Public Lands was to 
strike out section 4, as follows: i 


SEC. 4, That all licenses provided for in the preceding section shall be in 
printed forms, and shall issued by the and receiver of public money 
of the land district where such lands are situated, upon the payment of the 
license fee. Licenses shall be numbered in succession, as applications for them 
are made, and ees, of application shall determine the order in which 
are granted. The register and receiver shall keep open books, in which 
be recorded, in proper order, applications for license and the action taken upon 
them, with the names and residence or fico address of the licants and 
description of the lands applied for. No licenses of any kind shall be trans- 
ferred from one company or person toanother unless the transfer of the same is 
authorized by the Secretary of the Interior. 


And in lieu thereof to insert: 


Seo. 4. That the registers and receivers of each land office in any of the States 
or Territories herein named shall keep open books and record therein in con- 
secutive order the name, residence, and post-office address of each licant for 
license under this act, the date of his application, the description of the lands 
applied for, the action had thereon and the date of such action, the number of 


each license and its date, and shall grant and issue such licenses to set- 
tlers, and to bona fide settlers, mine operators, or manufacturers appl for a 
quarter quarter-section according to Sayf of application, and shall number 
such licenses in successive order. e said licenses shall be in such ted 


forms or partly printed and pariy written forms as may be presori by the 
Secretary of the Interior, and shall not be transferable unless such 
authorized by the Secretary of the Interior. 


The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was to strike out section 7, as follows: 


Sec, 7. That all applications for “‘lumberman’s license” are to be made to 
the register and receiver of the proper land office and must be accompanied by 
a statement of the location and the proximate amoant of the timber sought by 
the applicant. Such bo gay sh for a “ lumberman's license" shall be consid- 
ered in the months of May, July, August, September, and October only, and no- 
license be granted before at leastthree months have expired from the date 
ofapplication and the same has been advertised three times in a local paperetan 
district in which the licensee intends to locate. If the same location is sought 
by more than one applicant, priority of application shall not rule as to appl 
tións made in the same month, but the application for the smallest location 
shall, in such case, receive first consideration. And wherever a survey of the 
location is necessary, the applicant shall pay the expense of such survey; and 
whenever the licensee begins operations u his location he must no! the 
register and receiver, and all cutting and disposal of the timber and other forest 
prodtcts shall be done under the supervision of the register or receiver and in 


are with such re; ons as the Secretary of the Interior shall pre- 
scribe, 
The amendment was agreed to. ‘ 


The next amendment was to change the numbering of sections 8, 9, 
and 10 to sections 6, 7, and 8, respectively. 

The amendment was agreed to. : 

Mr. STEWART. I move to amend, on page 2, section 1, at the end 
of line 32, by adding the words ‘of timber trees” after the word 
“ undergrowth;” so that itshall read, ‘‘the undergrowth of timber trees 
growing upon such lands,” 

Mr. TELLER. There is no objection to that amendment. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. In section 1, line 32, after the word ‘‘under- 
growth,” it is proposed to insert ‘‘ of timber trees;’’ so as to read: 

For the protection of any other timber and the undergrowth of timber trees 
growing upon such lands, 

The amendment was to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate asamended, and the amendments 
were concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the 
third time, and passed. 

ADJOURNMENT. 

Mr. HAMPTON and Mr. PLATT addressed the Chair. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Sonth Carolina. 

Mr. HAMPTON. I was very anxious to call up a bill of great im- 
portance to South Carolina, but as my friend from Connecticut [Mr. 
PLATT] is anxious to adjourn, and I know that he wants the Senate 
full so that he can have all his friends to vote for my bill, I will not 
call it up this evening. 

Mr. PLATT. I move that the Senate do now adjourn. 

The motion was agreed to; and (at 5 o’clock and 8 minutes p. m.) 
the Senate adjourned until Monday, September 17, 1888, at 12 o'clock : 
m, 
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HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
FRIDAY, September 14, 1888, 


The House met at 12 o'clock m. Prayer by Rey. J. H. CUTHBERT, 


"The Journal of the proceedings of yesterday was read and approved. 
VETO MESSAGE—JESSE M. STILWELL. 


The SPEAKER laid before the House the following message from 
the President of the United States; which was read, referred to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed: 


- To the House of Representatives: 


I return without approval House bill No. 6371, entitled "An act grantinga pen- 
sion to Jesse M. Stilwell.” 

On the 6th day of May, 1885—twenty years after this beneficiary was dis- 
charged from the Army—he filed an application in the Pension Bureau fora pen- 
sion, alleging that in December, 1863, one year and eight months before his dis- 

rge, a comrade assaulted him with a stick while he was sitting in front of 
his tent preparing for bed and injured hisback. He alleged that the assault was 
unprovoked and unexpected. 

he claim was rejected upon the facts stated upon the ground that any injury 
incurred was not the result of military duty. 

Unless the Government is to be held as an insurer against injuries suffered by 
any one in the military service, no matter how incurred, and also as guarantor 
of the good and peaceable behavior toward each other of the soldiers at all times 
and under all circumstances, this is not a proper case for the allowance of a pen- 


sion. 
GROVER CLEVELAND, 
Executive MANSION, September 13, 1888. 


POLYGAMY. 


The SPEAKER also laid before the House a letter from the Attor- 
ney-General in reply to the resolution of the House in relation to polyg- 
amy in Utah and Idaho; which was referred to the Committee on the 
Judiciary. 

REPORT OF PACIFIC RAILWAY COMMISSION. 

The SPEAKER also laid before the House the amendment of the 
Senate to the concurrent resolution of the House providing for the 
printing of 10,000 copies of the message of the President, together 
with the reports of the majority and minority of the Pacific Railway 
Commission. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. I ask unanimous consent that the House agree 
to the Senateamendment. Itsimply provides for the printing of 5,000 
copies of these documents for the use of the Senate. ‘The House reso- 
lution provided for only 10,000 copies forthe House. Thissimply adds 
an additional number of copies for the Senate. 

There being no objection, the Senate amendment was concurred in. 


JOHN D. ADAMS. 


The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Arkansas [Mr. ROGERS] asks 
that an order be made requesting the Senate to supply the House with 
a duplicate engrossed copy of the bill (S. 320) for the relief of John D. 
Adams, that sent to the House having been lostor mislaid. 

There was no objection, and the order was made as requested. 


if. R. BLAKISTON, 


The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. O'NEILL] 
requests that an order be made asking the Senate to return to the House 
the bill (S. 1988) granting a pension to H. R. Blakiston, the object 
being to correct the name of the beneficiary. 

There being no objection, the order was made as requested. 


LEAVE OF ABSENCE. 


By unanimous consent, leave of absence was granted to Mr. MCSHANE 
indefinitely, on account of important business, and to Mr. HATCH for 
two weeks, on account of important business. 


ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 


Mr. KILGORE, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, reported that 
they had examined and found duly enrolled bills of the following titles; 
when the Speaker signed the same, namely: 

A bill (S. 212) for the relief of Patrick H. Winston, jr.; 

A bill (S. 2252) to incorporate the Georgetown Barge, Dock, Eleva- 
tor, and Railway Company; $ j 

A bill (S. 2913) granting a pension to Mary Sturgess; 

A bill (8. 3186) granting a pension to Christian Winkel; 

A bill (S. 2750) to increase the pension of Samuel A. Tate; 

A bill 2576) granting a pension to Richard Hudson; and 

A bill (S. 1506) for the relief of Addie Bell. 

Mr..LANHAM. I demand the regular order. 


i LIFE-SAVING STATION, NANTUCKET ISLAND. 


Mr. CRISP. I wish to submit a privileged report from a conference 
committee. 

The SPEAKER. The report will be read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

The committee of conference on the ing votes of the two Houses on 


the amendments of the Senate to the bill R.8752) ponang for the establish- 
ment pf additional life-saving stations on Nantuckət Island, Massachusetts, 
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having met, after full and free conference have agrecd to recommend to their 
pective Houses as follows: 
That the House recede fromits disagreement to the amendment of the Senate. 
CHARLES F. CRISP, 
A, R. ANDERSON, 
Managers on the part of the House. 
T. W. PALMER, 
. J. N. DOLPH, 
Managers on the part of the Scnate, 


The managers on the part of the House submit the following state- 
ment: 
The House committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the two 


Sonne oo H. R. 8752 submit the following explanation of the report herewith 
submitted : 

The bill as it passed the House limited the cost of the life-saying station on 
Nantucket Island, Massachusetts, to the sum of $5,000. The Senate amendment 
strikes out this limitation, the report agrees to the Senate amendment, and no 
limit of cost is now fixed in the bill. 

CHARLES F. CRISP, 


A. R. ANDERSON, 
Managers on the part of the House. 

Mr. CRISP. I ask unanimous consent also, in this connection, that 
a letter from the superintendent of the Life-Saving Service, showing 
the reason for the action of the House conferees in agreeing to the 
amendment of the Senate, be printed in the RECORD. 

There was no objection. 

The letter is as follows: 

TREASURY DEPARTMENT, 


OFFICE or GENERAL SUPERINTENDENT 
UNITED STATES LIFE-SAVING SERVICE, 


Washington, D, C., 11, 1888. 
Sır: I have the honor to acknowledge the receipt of your uest of the 6th 
instant for a statement of reasons why the cost of the establ: ent of life- 


abled stations should not be limited in the acts authorizing such establish- 
men 

In reply I would say that I entertain this opinion because: 

First. 1t is impracticable to name a sum which would be a reasonable limita- 
tion for the cost of stations authorized for various localities upon the 10,000 miles 
of coast in the United States where the prices of material and labor tly differ, 
the cost of transportation depends largely upos the accessibility of the locality, 
and where the amount of engineering skill and labor requisite must be deter- 
mined by the peculiar local features of each site selected. 

Second. On account of the large difference in the cost of stations in different 
localities the maximum amount which would have to be named assa limit would 
encourage the owners of property upon which stations were to be built to de- 
mand excessive prices for sites which otherwise the Government would be able, 
as now, to obtain at low rates or by donation. 

Third. It would encourage communities where stations were to be erected. 
actuated by the desire for local aggrandizement, to press for the expenditure of 
the entire sum fixed as the limit. 

In this counection I would state that the sum of $5,000, which was named inthe 
amendment to certain bills providing for the establishment of stations, which 
peona the House in July last, is entirely inadequate. The accounting officers 

old that the cost of establishing a station includes the expense of selecting the 
site; its purchase; the ascertainment of the validity of the title; advertising for 
proposals for the construction of the buildings; the cost of the buildings; the 
cost of supervising their construction, and of final mins baer ;_the cost of equip- 
ment with apparatus, furniture, and outfits of every kind, and, in fine, all other 
expenses connected therewith. The average cost of the buildings alone in the 
last sixteen stations which bave been constructed is $4,831.59; and the aver- 
cost of boats, apparatus, furniture, and other outtits has averaged $2,581.48, 
The smallest cost of any of these buildings are those erected at South Haven, 
Mich., for $3,814.63, and the largest those now being completed at Galveston, 
Tex., for $9,615. In all cases the lowest bids have been accepted upon plansand 
specifications after advertisement. 

These facts, I presume, will satisfy the committee and Congress that the pro- 
posed limitation of $5,000 is insufficient, and that it would be inexpediont to es- 
tablish any limitation. À 

Respectfully, yours, 
8. I. KIMBALL, 
. General Superintendent, 

Hon, CHARLES F, Crisp, 

Chairman pro tempore Commitice on Commerce, 
House of Representatives. 


The report of the conference committee was adopted. 

Mr. CRISP moved to reconsider the vote by which the report was 
adopted; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 
table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

ORDER OF BUSINESS. 

Mr. LEE. Mr. Speaker, I ask unahimous consent—— 

The SPEAKER. The regular order has been demanded. 
demand for the regular order withdrawn ? 

Mr. LANHAM. I withdraw the demand for the regular order for 
the present. 

Mr. KILGORE. I demand the regular order. 


WITHDRAWING PUBLIC LANDS FROM SALF, 
Mr. STONE, of Missouri. I ask to make a privileged report, and I 
ask present consideration of the bill. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the title of the bill. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

A bill (ĦA. R. 11388) to withdraw certain pubiic lands in the Territory of Wy- 
oming from sale or disposition under the laws of the United States, and for 
other purposes. 

Mr. STONE, of Missouri. 
consideration of the bill. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Beit enacted, ete., That from and after the 


Ts the 


Iam directed by the committee to ask 


ze of this act all public lands 


in townships 20, 2], and 22 north, of range 116, an:! in townships 19, 20, 21, and 22 


1888. 
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north, of range 117, in the Territory of Wyoming, be, and the same pareo are, 
withdrawn and reserved from sale or disposition under the laws of the nited 
States: Provided, That nothing herein contained shall be construed to affectany 
right heretofore acquired in good faith and in pursuance of existing law: And 
Surther, That any lands included in any of said townships which may 
hereafter restored to the public domain shall become and be subject to the 
provisions of this act. 


The amendment of the committee was read, as follows: 


Strike out the first proviso, beginning with the word “ Provided,” at the end 
of line 9 down to and including the word “law” in line 12, and in lieu thereof 
insert: “Provided, however, That any part of said lands exclusively valuable for 


agriculture shall remain subject to entry under existing law.” 


The amendment reported by the committee was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time; 
and being engrossed, it wasaccordingly read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. STONE, of Missouri, moved to reconsider the vote hy which 
the bill was passed; and also moved that the motion to reconsider 
be laid on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

Mr. STONE, of Missouri. I ask that the report of the committee 
be printed in the RECORD. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the request of the gentleman 
from Missouri that the report be printed in the RECORD? [After a 
pause,] The Chair hears none, and it is so ordered. 

i The report of the committee (by Mr. STONE, of Missouri) is as fol- 
ows: 


Your committee having had under consideration H. R. 11388, report the 
same back to the House with an amendment. Thecommittee propose to strike 
out the first proviso, beginning with the word “ Provided," in line 9, and end- 
ing with the word “law,” in line 12, as being unnecessary, and in lieu thereof to 
insert the following: * Provided, however, That any part of said landsexclusively 
valuable for agriculture shall remain subject to entry under existing law.” 

The lands sought to be withdrawn by this bill are in Southwestern Wyoming. 
In parts of the several townships described in the bill are located coal fields con- 
ining deposits phenomenal in extent and of rare value. Indeed, the facts 
brought before your committee have led to the conviction that in the smali 
area described in the bill are contained the most remarkable and in some sense 
the most valuable coal deposits on the American continent. The existence of 
these coal fields have but recently come to the public knowledge. Combina- 
tions and syndicates have been formed toobtain possession and control of them 
under the law authorizing the puree of coal lands, The lands are within 15 
miles of the Union Pacific Railroad, and the law fixes the price at $20 per acre, 
The contest between opposing Tareresie has brought the matter to public atten- 
tion. Various schemes have been devised to obtain title and to monopolize the 
Jands. Diferent experts have been sent out to examine them, In 1863 Mr. P. 
W. Sheafer, of Potisville, Pa., geologist and engineer of mines, and a practical 
and experienced operator on a argo scale in the coal regions of Pennsylvania, 
was sent out by one of the combinations endeavoring to get control of these 
Jands, or a large part and the most valuable part of them, for the purpose of ex- 
amining and reporting the extent and value of the deposits. He concluded his 
report as follows: 

*In concluding I would say that it bas never been my piris to look upon 
so vast and magnificent a deposit of coal as you have in Ridge, and while 
it is a cretaceous deposit, inferior toanth te and bituminous coals in calorific 
power, it has here, where it is the only coal, and where wood is scarce and 
costly, a value second to none, and however rich other regions may prove in 
aeiy kra strata, I question whether yours will not exceed them in ible 
output and outrank them in convenien:e of access. Taking intoconsideration 
the pertinent facts in relation to your lands, the great number, thickness. and 
extent of the coal beds, the character of the coal, the millions of tons above 
water level capable of being easily and cheaply mined, their location in refer- 
ence to markets, and remembering that the coal areas of the West are compar- 
atively small and isolated, one then can only fairly estimate the value of this 
great coal deposit which as 13 stands without an equal.” 

The actual cash value of these lands is evidently very great, and their value 
to the people and to the industries of a vast region where fuel issearceand high 
is inestimable if a monopoly of the lands can be prevented. At present the 
fight for the possession of them by opposing interests is fast and furious, and 
among the foremost in this desperate struggle are capitalists from abroad. De- 
claratory statements have been filed upon nearly all the lands certainly known 
to contain coal. Contests have been made and others are pending in many 
instances. A corporation was organized in the city of New York especially for 
the purpose of obtaining these lands. An nt was sent out and located on 
the ground, to whom the company furnished names of persons to be used in 
the location of entries and money with which to make theentries. Thisseram- 
ble for the possession of these lands is still in progress. It isa long history,and 
it would require much time to give all the details, 

‘The Commissioner of the Land Office is now prosecuting inquiries and using 
what powers he has to get at all the facts. The entries made, or the declara- 
be Korgan pera filed, may be denied and canceled. And it is in anticipation 
oft result that this proposed legislation becomes important. If the present 
schemes for monopolizing these lands should be thwarted by official scrutiny 
and prompt action, véry little would be accomplished, so far as the public in- 
terest is concerned, as long as the Jaw now applicable to them remains as it is, 
New schemes for their uisition would bestarted at once, and the lands would 
sooner or later pass into the hands of a monopoly, orelse the Land Department 
would be harassed continually with every species of vexatious and expensive 
annoyance incident to the situation. 

Your committee agree unanimously in the opinion that the publie welfare 
will be best subserved, and deem it the part of prudence and wisdom to with- 
draw the lands from sale to await future legislation by Congress, 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 

Mr. LANHAM. I move to suspend the regular call of committees 
for reports, and ask unanimous consent that gentlemen having reports 
to make be allowed to present them to the Clerk for reference to the 
appropriate Calendars. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the request of the gentleman 
from Texas to dispense with the morning hour? E 


YELLOW FEVER IN FLOBIDA. 


Mr. DOUGHERTY. I would ask the gentleman to yield to me to 
have read a telegram which has been sent by Surgeon-General Hamil- 


ton to Hon. 8. V. WHITE, of New York, in reference to the yellow 
fever in Florida. 
The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Florida [Mr. DOUGHERTY] 
asks unanimous consent to have the telegram read. Is there objection? 
Mr. LANHAM. I yield for that purpose. 


The Clerk read as follows: 
Camp Perry, FLORIDA, September 13, 1883, 
Hon, S. V. WAITE 


House of Representatives, Washington, D. C, : 

This camp is getting in splendid condition, and a safe and sure outlet is now 

rovided from Florida infected points to North. No sickness among refugees 

ere, but five cases yellow fever in hospital. Tents half mile away. Have in 
place twenty-eight pine buildings and one hundred and fifty A tents. Baker 
County as well as Duval now danger points. Weather wet and favors develop- 
ment. Demand for aid from frightened Florida and Georgia towns entirely be- 
yond appropriation, 

HAMILTON. 


Mr. DOUGHERTY. Iwas authorized by the chairman of the Com- 
mittee on Appropriations to call up the joint resolution (S. R. 102) ap- 
propriating $200,000 to suppress infection in the interstate commerce 
of the United States, Report No. 3407. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Texas did not yield for that 
purpose. Does the gentleman from Texas withdraw the demand for 
the regular order? 

Mr. LANHAM. I withdraw the demand for the present. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Resolved, ete., That in addition to the unexpended balance of the fund heretofore 
Supropriatad, the sum of $200,000 be, and the same hereby is, appropriated, out 
of any money in the Treasury not otherwise appropriated, to be immediately 
available, to be expended in the discretion of the President of the United States 
in aid of State or municipal boards of health, or otherwise, by such means as he 
shall deem best, to prevent the introduction of cholera or yellow fever into the 
United States from foreign countries, or into one State or Territory from an- 
other, or into the District of Columbia from any State or Territory, or into any 
State or Territory from said District. 


The report (by Mr. FORNEY) was read, as follows: 


The Committee on Appropriations, to whom was referred the joint resolution 
(S. R. 102) ap) ropriating $200,000 to suppress infection in the interstate commerce 
of the United States, having considered the same, beg leave to report it back 
herewith with the recommendation that it do pass, 

Herewith is submitted certain correspondence had by the committee with the 
Treasury Department touching the subject-matter of the joint resolution. 


HOUSE or REPRESENTATIVES OF THE UNITED rising 
- Washington, D. C., August 25, 1883, 
Str: By direction of the Committee on Appropriations, House of Representa- 

tives, [hand you herewith a copy of the Senate joint resolution 102, makin 

an appropriation to suppress infection in the interstate commerce of the Unite 

States, and to request that you will, as early as may be practicable, advise them 

whether you deem it necessary and important that the same shall become a 


wW. 

The committee further request that you will inform them what balance of tho 
appropriation made by the sundry civil appropriation act approved March 3. 
1887, is now available for preventing the spread of epidemic diseases, an 
whether, under the provisions of thatappropriation, the President has suficient 
power to take all known and needful steps to prevent the spread of yellow fever, 
now prevalent in portions of the State of Florida. 

Very respectfully, 
JAMES C. COURTS, 
Clerk Committee on Appropriations, House of Representatives, 
Hon. C. S. FATRCHILD, 
Secretary of the Treasury. 


TREASURY DEPARTMENT, Washington, August 27, 1888. 

Sır: I have the honor to acknowledge the receipt of the committee's letter 
of the 25th instant, making inquiry— 

1, What is the amount of the unexpended balance of the appropriation for the 
prevention of the spread of epidemic diseases, and in answer to inform you that 
there is now an available balance of about $149,000; the exact amount can nob 
be definitely stated owing to the fact that certain authorized expenditures have 
not yet been reported. You ask the opinion of the Department whether the 
proposed joint resolution 102 should become a law, and I have to say that it is 
at this time impossible to forecast the expenses that may become necessary in 
case of the further spread of the epidemic, and that in my opinion the passage 
of the resolution would be expedient, A 

2. The committee further inquire whether under the provisions of theappro- 
priation the President has sufficient power to take all known and needful steps 
to prevent the spread of yellow fever, and in relation thereto I submit a copy 
of a letter written to the chairman of the Senate Committee on Epidemic 
eases, as containing the views of the Department on the further measures 
necessary to make the appropriation acts more effective in the fulfillment of 
the legisiative intention. 

espectfully, yours, 
I. H. MAYNARD, Acting Secretary. 

CHAIRMAN COMMITTEE ON APPROPRIATIONS, 

House of Representatives. 


TREASURY DEPARTMENT, Washington, August 20, 1888, 

Sır: I have the honor to inclose the draught of a bill to prevent the introduc- 
tion of contagious diseases from one State into another, and to provide for the 
punishment of certain offenses. 

It has long been evident to the Department having charge of the matter that 
while the maritime quarantine is fully up tothe present requirements, a general 
law making definite provisions for the framing of regulations for the conduct 
of operations to prevent the spread of epidemic diseases from one State to an- 
other was wholly lacking in vital force and statutory sanction. An appropria- 
tion act originally passed. to tide over a public exigency then easing has been 
continued down to this time, and many instances have arisen showing the in- 
adequacy of the power to frame satisfactory regulations. 3 

In regard to the proposed penalty, it is the opinion of the Department that no 
penalty can be too severe for such a violation of the regulations as would intro- 
duce a virulent epidemic from one locality to another, and experience in the 
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conduct of the service has shown conclusively the difficulty of executing by 
Federal machinery the local ordinances of a State or municipality. 
It is therefore hoped that an act in some such form as the inclosed draught 
may be passed as speedily as practicable. 
Respectfully, yours, 
0. S. FAIRCHILD, Secretary. 
Hon. Issam G. HARRIS 


Chairman Committee ow Epidemic Diseases, United States Senate. 


A bill to prevent the introduction of contagious diseases from one State to 
another, and for the punishment of certain offenses, 

Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Representatives of the United States of 
America in Congress assembled, That when, in pursuance of the request of the 
governor of a State, the President shall by order direct the employment of any 
portion of the appropriation for the pessranon of the spread of epidemic dis- 
eases within the boundaries of the said State in the malntenance of quarantine 
at points of danger or otherwise, in his discretion, any officer, or person acting 
asan officer or agent of the United States, who shall knowingly and willfully 
violate any lawful order of his superior officers shall be deemed guilty of a 
misdemeanor, and when any such officer or person acting as an officer or agent 
of the United States shall so violate, disobey, or willfully neglect to obey the 
order of a superior officer, as to cause the extension of cholera, small-pox, yel- 
low fever, plague, or other disease prevailing as an epidemic, such officer or 
person acting as an oficer ot agent of the United States shall be deemed guilty 
of a felony. 

Sec, 2. Whenever any common carrier, through its officers, mts, or em- 
ployés, shall violate any quarantine order or regulations made in acco ce 
‘with the provisions of section 1 of this act, such officer, agent, or employé shall 
be deemed guilty of offense in the same d o as that defined in section 1, and 
shall suffer the same penalty as that provided in section 3 of this act. 

Sec. 3. Any person convicted of a misdemeanor under the provisions of this 
act shall forfeit and pay a fine of not less than $300, and any person convicted of 
a felony shall forfeit and pay a fine of not less than $3,000, and suffer imprison- 
ment at hard labor for a period of not less than one nor more than three years; 
and when any person in the service of the United States shall be convicted of a 
misdemeanor or of a felony under the provisions of this act he shall, in addition 
to the penalty aforesaid, be dismissed the service forthwith. 

Src. 4. Whenever it shall be made to appear tothe satisfaction of the Secretary 
of the Treasury that any of the diseases specified in section 1 of this act exist in 
any State, and that there is danger of the spread of such disease by the usual 
channels of transportation to other States, he is authorized to adopt such rules 
and regulations as in his judgment may be necessary in order to prevent the 
spread thereof from one State to another, and to employ such inspectors and 
other persons as may be necessary for the purpose aforesaid; and any person 
who l knowingly disobey or violate any order, rule, or ion made 
the Secretary of the Treasury pursuant to the authority herein conferred shall 
be deemed guilty of a misdemeanor, punishable by a fine of not less than $500 
and by imprisonment for a period of not less than one year. 


Mr. BLOUNT. I would like toask the gentleman from Florida how 
large an amount of the appropriation that has been made is still on 
hand ? 5 

Mr. DOUGHERTY. Very little. The telegram states that the de- 
mand exceeds the amount on hand. 

The resolution was ordered to be read a third time; and it was ac- 
co; ly read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. DOUGHERTY moved to reconsider the vote by which the reso- 
lution was passed; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid 
on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

ADJOURNMENT OVER. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. Mr. Speaker, I move that 
when the House adjourns to-day it adjourn to meet on Monday next. 

Mr. SPRINGER. IfI had any idea that there would be a quorum 
in the House to-morrow I would oppose this motion; but believing 
that there will not be a quorum present I hope it will be adopted. 

‘The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky, moved to reconsider the vote 
by which the motion was agreed to; and also moved that the motion 
to reconsider be laid on the table. X 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


TheSPEAKER. Thequestion now ison the motion of the gentleman 
from Texas, dispensing with the morning hour. Is there objection? 
The Chair hears none, and it is so ordered, 

FILING OF REPORTS. 


The following reports were filed by being handed in at the Clerk’s 
desk: 


JOHN SWEENEY. 

Mr. CHIPMAN, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, reported 
back favorably the bill (H. R. 10947) for the relief of John Sweeney; 
which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the Pri- 
vate Calendar,and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 

TALLMOND GRAY. 

Mr. CHIPMAN also, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, re- 
ported back favorably the bill (H. R. 8223) granting a pension to Tall- 
mond Gray; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House 
on the Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered 
to be printed. 

MRS. LOUISA HUMPHREY. 
Mr. CHIPMAN also, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, re- 


pu back favorably the bill (H. R. 11333) granting a pension to Mrs. |- 


uisa Humphrey; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole 
House on the Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, 
ordered to be printed. k 


JESSE J. CLARK. 


Mr. CHIPMAN also, from-the Committee on Invalid Pensions, re- 
ported back favorably the bill (H. R. 9654) granting an increase of 
pn to Jesse J. Clark; which was referred to the Committee of the 

ole House on the Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying 
report, ordered to be printed. 


MARY K. RICHARDS, 


Mr. CHIPMAN also, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, re- 
ported back favorably the bill (H. R. 3306) granting a pension to Mary 
K. Richards; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House 
on the Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered 
to be printed. 


JOHN M’COOL. 


Mr. MORRILL, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, reported 
back with amendments the bill (H. R. 5807) granting a ion to 
John McCool; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House 
on the Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered 
to be printed. 

CHARLOTTE AYRES. 

Mì. MORRILL also, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, re- 
ported back with amendment the bill (H. R. 11316) granting a pen- 
sion to Charlotte Ayres; which was referred to the Committee of the 
Whole House on the Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying 
report, ordered to be printed. 


CHARLES E. SCOTT. 


Mr. MORRILL also, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, re- 
ported back favorably the bill (H. R. 4867) granting a pension to Charles 
E. Scott; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House on 
the ee Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be 
prin ` 


LEMUEL A. WHEELER. 


Mr. MORRILL also, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, re- 
ported back favorably the bill (H.R. 8911) granting a pension to Lemuel 
A. Wheeler; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House 
on the Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered 
to be printed. 

„ELI J. YAMGHEIM, 

Mr. MORRILL also, from the Committee on Invalid P: re- 
pese back favorably the bill (H. R. 2236) granting p penson o Eli J. 

amgheim; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House 
on the Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered 
to be printed. 

MRS. ANNA LEACH. 

Mr. MORRILL also, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, re- 
ported back favorably the bill (H. R. 10109) ee to Mrs. 
Anna Leach; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House 
on the Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered 
to be printed. 

MARY J. FOSTER. _ 

Mr. MORRILL also, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, re- 
ported back favorably the bill (S. 3030) ting a pénsion to Mary J. 
Foster; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House on 
the Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to 
be printed. ; 

KATE C. VAN ARNUM. 

Mr. SAWYER, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, reported 
back favorably the bill (S. 3422) granting a pension to Kate C. Van 
Arnum; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House on 
the Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to 
be printed. j 

INDIAN DEPREDATION CLAIMS. 

Mr. HERMANN, from the Select Committee on Indian Depredation 
Claims, reported back favorably the following cases; which were sever- 
ally referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the Private Cal- 
endar, and, with the accompanying reports, ordered to be printed, 


namely: 

A biil (H. R. 2823) for the relief of Hardy ENiff; 

A bill (H. R. 655) for the relief of P. C. Davis; 

A bill (H. R. 2831) for the relief of I. B. Nichols; 

A bill (H. R. eet for the relief of George 8. Comstock; 

A bill (H. R. 3831) for the relief of James Bainter; 

A bill (H. R. 2817) tor the relief of George Engle; 

A bill (H. R. 2828) for the relief of Rev. John Wesley Miller; 

A bill (H. R. 2818) for the relief of Michael Riley; 

A bill (H. R. 2829) to pay the heirs of George W. Harris and his wife, 
Mary A. Harris, and their daughter, Sophia Love, deceased, of Oregon; 


A bill (H. R. 2835) for the relief of John P. Walker; 

A bill (H. R. 2837) for the relief of Vitz Schulz; 

A bill (H. R. 2830) for the relief of B. B. Bishop; 

A bill (H. R. 2824) for the relief of W. C. McKay; 

A bill i R. 2813) for the relief of B. F. Dowell; 

A bill (H. R. 5834 to provide compensation to Isaac Bailey, of Doug- 
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las County, State of Oregon, for Indian depredations committed by the 
Pinte and Modoc Indians on Pitt River, in California; 

A bill (H. R. 2816) for the relief of Mrs. Kate Halton; 

A bill (H. R. 2815) to indemnify Abial Morrison for property de- 
stroyed by hostile Indians in Washington Territory in the years 1855 
and 1856; 

A bill (H. R. 2821) for the relief of E. J. Northeutt and brothers; 

A bill (H. R. 5271) to pay Joseph Russell, of Coos County, Oregon, 
$310 for property destroyed by hostile Indians in Oregon in 1855 and 

856; and 


ani 
A bill (H. R. 4012) to pay Green Arnold, of La Grande, Oregon, 
$7,596.80 for Indian depredations committed. 


THERESA HERBST. P 


Mr. SAWYER, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, reported 
back the bill (H. R. 8078) granting a pension to Theresa Herbst, widow 
of John Herbst, late private Company G, One hundred and fortieth 
Regiment of New York Volunteers, with the recommendation that it 
be passed notwithstanding the objection of the President; which was 
referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the Private Calendar, 
and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 

? JAMES A. COOK. 


Mr. STONE, of Kentucky, from the Commitee on War Claims, re- 

d back favorably the bill (H. R. 11304) for the relief of James A. 

k; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the 
Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be 


printed. 
E. J. SHACKLEFORD. 


Mr. STONE, of Kentucky, also, from the Committee on War Claims, 
reported back favorably the bill (H. R. 11351) for the relief of E. J. 
Shackleford; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House 
on the Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered 
to be printed. 

CLAIMS UNDER BOWMAN ACT. 

Mr. STONE, of Kentucky, also, from the Committee on War Claims, 
Tepora back favorably a bill (H. R. 11431) for the allowance of cer- 
tain claims for stores and supplies taken and used by the Army of the 
United States as reported by the Court of Claims under the provisions 
of the act of March 3, 1883, known as the Bowman act; which was 
read a first and second time, referred to the Committee of the Whole 
House on the Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, 
ordered to be printed. 

: NICOLLET ISLAND. 

Mr. TURNER, of Kansas, from the Committee on the Public 
reported back favorably the bill (H. R. 6286) granting to the city of 
Minneapolis, Minn., certain described tracts of land bordering on Nic- 
ollet Island; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House 
on the Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered 
to be printed. 

MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 

A message from the Senate, by Mr. McCook, its Secretary, announced 
that the Senate had without amendment the joint resolution 
(H. Res. 221) to continue the provisions of a joint resolution entitled 
a ‘‘Joint resolution to continue the provisions of a joint resolution en- 
titled a ‘Joint resolution to provide temporarily for the expenditures 
of the Government.’ ”’ 

ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


Mr, LANHAM. I move that the House resolve itself into Commit- 
tee of the Whole House on the Private Calendar. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. CHIPMAN. Mr. Speaker—— 

The SPEAKER. The House has resolved to go into Committee of 
the Whole. 

The House accordingly resolved itself into Committee of the Whole, 
Mr. Dockery in the chair. 

The CHAIRMAN. The House is now in Committee of the Whole 
on the Private Calendar. The Clerk will report the first bill. 

Mr. LANHAM. I ask unanimous consent that the roll of members 
may be called, and that gentlemen present, as their names are reached 
on the roll, may be allowed to call upeach one bill. There area great 
many private bills on the Calendar that will provoke but little discus- 
sion, and I think that by adopting this order of proceeding we shall be 
enabled to dispose of a considerable amount of business. On the other 
hand, if we take up the Calendar in its regular order we shall be con- 
fronted at the outset with some bills that are very strongly opposed, 
and the probability is that the day will be consumed without much 
business being dispatched. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Texas [Mr. LANHAM] asks 
unanimous consent that the consideration of bills on the Private Cal- 
endar be had to-day in the order usually observed at the Friday even- 
ing sessions for the consideration of pension business—that is, that the 
roll be called in the regular order, and that each member present as his 
name is called shall have the right to call up one bill for consideration. 
Is there objection? 
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Mr. WHEELER. Mr. Chairman, if that rule is to be adopted it 
will relegate all members whose names come toward the end of the 
roll to a later day, and probably they will get no hearing at this session 
of Congress. There is a billat the top of the Calendar to which there 
can be no objection, and which I have endeavored for a long time to 
bring before the House, but objections were made, and finally the bill 
was passed over. 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman object to the request of the 
gentleman from Texas [Mr. LANHAM]? 

Mr. WHEELER. I will not object, Mr. Chairman. 

There was no objection to the request of Mr. LANHAM, and it was 


so ordered. 
Mr. STONE, of Kentucky. Mr. Chairman, there was some confu- 


sion in the Hall when the Chair stated the order, and I ask that it be 
again stated for the information of members. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will again state the order as it was 
adopted by the committee. The names on the rolls are to be called in 
their regular order, and when the name of a member is called he is to 
have the right to present for consideration one bill which is upon the 
Private Calendar, but no other business, and if any member fails to 
respond or to call up a bill the next name will be called, and so on. 

Mr. BAKER, of New York. Does that relate to pension bills also? 

The CHAIRMAN. It does not. It relates only to bills upon the 


Private Calendar. 
Mr. THOMPSON, of Ohio. I understand that the order includes 
The CHAIRMAN. They are to be considered at the Friday evening 


ion bills. 
session. 

Mr. THOMPSON, of Ohio. But they stand on the Calendar and 
they are private bills, and the habit has been to call them up when we 
have had a private bill day. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair did not understand that the order in- 
cluded pension bills, because they are assigned for consideration on 
Friday evenings. The Chair did not understand the request of the 
gentleman from Texas to include pension bills. 

Mr. LANHAM. It did not. 

The CHAIRMAN. The order is as it has been stated by the Chair 


MRS. SALLIE H. GARROW. 


Mr. ATKINSON. I call up the bill (H. R. 8979) for the relief o4 
Mrs. Sallie H. Carrow, executrix of Samuel T. Carrow, deceased. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Treasury is hereby directed, out of 
any moneys in the Treasury not otherwise appropriated, to pay to Mrs. Sallie 
H. Carrow,the widow and sole executrix of the last will and testament of Samuel 
T. wW, d , the sum of $3,596, on account of property taken from said 
deceased for the use of the armies of the United States, the same being the 
amount awarded to said deceased by the Commissioners of Claims, as by refer- 
ence to the third annual report of said commissioners, date December 
8, 1873, will more fully appear. = 


Mr. HOLMAN. Let the report be read. 
The report (by Mr. BROWER) was read, as follows: 


The Committee on War Claims, to whom was referred House bill No. 8979, after 
careful consideration and painstaking investigation of the claim of Mrs, Sallie 
H. Carrow, the widow and sole executrix of uel T. Carrow, deceased, sub- 
mit the following statement of facts and conclusions: 

This claim is upon a claim filed in 1872 by Samuel T. Carrow (now de- 
ceased) before the Commissioners of Claims, under act of March 3, 1871, which 
claim is numbered 11427 upon the registry of said commissioners, and is for the 
sum of $10,870,on account of property taken from him by and for the armies of 
the United States. The Commissioners of Claims took under consideration this 
claim, and reported to Congress an allowance of $3,596, as a; in the sum- 
mary report made by said commissioners, also on page 20 of their third annual 
sep bearing date December 8. cine Wher ga report established the loyalty of 

d Samuel T. Carrow, and fixes his claim as above stated. 

Early in 1874 an anonymous letter was received by the Commissioners of 
Claims, purporting to have been written from Washington, N.C., calling into 
question the loyalty of said Carrow and the justice of his claim. 

This letter, written in a scrawling and disguised hand, reads thus: 

“WASHINGTON, N. O. 

“Srg: I perceive from the list of claims that Col. Samuel T. Carrow, late mar- 
shal of North Carolina, recorded as No. 11427, and as from Wake County, North 
Carolina, but a native and resident of Beaufort County, bas been awarded by 
your commission $10,870. You have certainly been imposed upon in more re- 

than one. Colonel Carrow’s entire property of rey apace wa revi- 
ous to 1861 never exceeded in valuation over $2,500, including slaves. e did 
aid and abet the Confederates by furnishing provisions, encouraging men to en- 
list, and in other ways, as will be readily proven to your satisfaction by apply- 
ing to the following persons for information, who are the most prominent th 
the county: Satterthite & Brown, Sparrow & Shepard, lawyers; Dr. John Mo- 
Donald, Dr. David Taylor, Dr. Jesse Bryan, and Dr. William Blount; or to the 
following merchants: John Myers & Sons, George Brown & Co., Benjamin F. 
Havens, John Blount, Wiliam Shaw, Edmund S. Hoyt, John Arthur, J. G. Bro- 
gon, John Smallwood, or to his neighbors, William Branch, William Blount, 
Burton Stilley, William Patrick, J so r Stickney, Bryan Grimes, Joseph Langh- 
inghouse, Churchill Bright, Thomas Wingfield. Or, if you send some one down 
to Washington to take evidence, you can conyict him of faischood by one-half 
of the people in Beaufort Sorc fo 

(It yan be observed that this letter is without date as well as without signa- 
ture. 

A communication without paternity, of a character always dangerous and 
pernicious, wholly at variance with fair and honorable dealing, in violation of 
every principle of manly, moral courage fortified by the truth, coming from a 
hand only fitted to wield the assassin’s stiletto, ignobly bent upon the gratifi- 
cation of personal malice, resorts to measures altogether contemptible and rep- 
rehensible, accomplishes its nefarious design in causing the Commissioners of 
Claims to recall the papers touching the claim of said Carrow from the Com- 
mittee on War Claims, House of Representatives, which papers were referred 
to Special Agent Nelson, who, it appears, visited Washington, N. C., commenced 
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to take and did take testimony without notice to the claimant, contrary to the 
universal rule of taking evidence. 

While questioning the propriety of considering testimony so taken (covering 
the dates between February 4, 1874, and February 19, 1874), yet this testimony, 
fairly weighed, detracts nothing from Samuel T. Carrow’'s claim, but rather 
substantiates the justness thereof and establishes his loyalty. The loyalty of 
Samuel! T. Carrow can not be questioned after an impartial review of the testi- 
mony (taken in the informal manner), for it appears that of the twenty-four 
names of individuals and firms given in the anonymous letter, eighteen were 
examined. Of that number twelve witnesses, among them political and war 
adversaries, testify that claimant Carrow was loyal and trueto the Government 
of the United States during the late civil war; two of these witnesses are in 
doubt as to what were Carrow’s sentiments, and only four openly and directly 
charge him with disloyalty, Of those who maintain that Carrow was loyal— 

George Brown says “that he (Carrow) was loyal to the United States.” 

R. D. Myers says his (Carrow’s) sympathies were with the Union,” and that 
he * was thoroughly loyal to the United States Government, as shown by let- 
ters written by him to friends and captured during saic war.” 

Thomas 8: w says that Carrow's “sympathies and feelings during the 
entire war, from beginn'ng to end, were in favor of the Union and against the 
war.” 

W. H. Patrick says ‘he (Carrow) sympathized with the United States Gov- 
ernment and denounced secession.” 

John W. Blount says *he (Carrow) was regarded as a Union man.” 

Churchill Bright says Carrow “was in favor of the Union against the Con- 
federacy, and believes his Union feelings grew stronger all the while after the 
State went out,” 

Edmund S. Hoyt says Carrow “ was opposed to the secession movement and 
was looked apon as being disaffected toward the South.” 

John McDonald says that Carrow’s** general reputation was that of a decidedly 
loyal man to the United States Government.” : 

W. A. Blount says that Carrow’s general reputation “ was that of a very loyal 
man to the United States Government during the war.” 

Dr. David T, Taylor says that Carrow’s “general reputation was that of a 
truly loyal man to the United States Government during the war.” 

John C. Bragonier “regarded him (Carrow) as disloyal to the Confederate 
government,” oes 

John Albert says he “ was intimate with him (Carrow) during the war, and 
knows he was opposed to secession,” 5 

It also appears when it came to the knowledge of the said Carrow that Special 
Agent Nelson was proceeding to take testimony or would take testimony, Car- 
row, through counsel, asked opportunity to cross-examine witnesses, the clerk 
of the Commissioner of Claims replied to Carrow’s counsel, saying: 

“We also sent an agent to Washington, N. C., to sce the persons named in the 
anonymous letters and find out how much truth there isin the charges. Mean- 
time we have not touched our report and the papers in the case before the War 
Claims Committee. If it becomes necessary to go into an investigation, of 
course you are to have every opportunity of rebuttal; but if this pa siminsry 
investigation endsin sustaining the findings already made, what is the use of 
troubling Carrow or yourself? 

“Signed, yours, Chas, F, Benjamin,” 

(This isan extract from a letter dated at Washington, D. O., February 13, 1874, 

iding the taking of testimony by Special Agent Nelson, above referred to.) 
t demonstrates that the Claims Commission treated this investigation as pre- 
liminary, and the evidence taken of no ter weight than any other ex parte 
testimony, Afterward, on March 31, 1874, Carrow, by counsel, asked the special 
agent, H. E. Nelson, to recall certain witnesses examined by him during pre- 
liminary investigation, which special agent did; and in addition thereto ex- 
amined some ten or twelve other persons, and the examination of the testi- 
mony given is substantially as elicited in the preliminary examination, and of 
the eleven persons who testified at the subsequent or second and more regular 
taking of testimony, all testify to the undoubted loyalty of Samuel T. Carrow 
„(now deceased) to the Government of the United States, with but a single ex- 
ception, and that person was simply unable to state whether or not said Carrow 
was a loyal citizen. 

After this additional testimony had been taken and submitted to the Com- 
missioner of Claims they returned their original report to the House of Repre- 
sentatives without modification, thereby ratifying and reconfirming the same, 
the award and allowance of $3,596 to Samuel T. Carrow (now deceased), on ac- 
count of his claim as hereinbefore set forth; which report was referred again 
to the Committee on War Claims, January 9, 1880, where it failed to receive con- 
sideration, and all papers in relation thereto at the expiration of the Forty-third 
Congress found their way intothe files of the House of Representatives. 

Your committee deem this a case of peculiar merit which has been subjected 
to singular hardship, and as in some measure repairing the injustice occasioned 
by taney recognition of the rights of a loyal citizen’s claim, who has passed 

away, leaving this claim as a legacy to his family, believing that an honestand 
just Government will discharge its valid obligations to the widow and orphan, 
submits herewith the bill (H. R. 8979) for the relief of Mrs. Sallie H. Carrow, ex- 

+ ecutrix of Samuel T. Carrow, deceased, without amendment, with the recom- 
mendation that the same do pass, 


Mr. HOLMAN. I wish to make one inquiry of the gentleman re- 
porting this bill, If the Southern ClaimsCommission, after the supple- 
mental examination, reported favorably upon this claim, how did it 
happen that it was not paid? I have no recollection of any claims re- 
por.ed by the Southern Claims Commission not haying been provided 
for by the current appropriation bills. £ 

Mr. ATKINSON. I will yield to the gentleman from Kentucky 
[Mr. Stone], the chairman of the Co:mmittee on War Claims, who 
will answer the gentleman’s question. 

Mr. STONE, of Kentucky. The explanation may be made very 
briefly; in fact it is all set forth in the report. 

Mr. HOLMAN. My inquiry was as to the reason of the failure to 
allow this claim heretofore. These claimscamein at each session of Con- 
gress and were reported in one bill in the same way as the 4th of July 
claims; and if this claim was favorably acted on, how did it happen 
that it did not go into the general bill, as those general bills were 

from year to year, up to 1880? 

Mr. STONE, of Kentucky. This claim, asis stated in the report, was 
originally passed at $10,870; the court allowed $3,596. After that 
allowance, and aftet the bill had been reported to the House, this 
anonymous letter was received undertaking to impeach the loyalty of 
this man Carrow. Hence this claim was omitted from thegeneral bill. 
Before further testimony upon the question of loyalty had been re- 
ceived the Ist of January, 1880, had passed. 


Mr. HOLMAN. I understand from the report as read that this sup- 
plemental proof was taken in 1874 or 1875, which would be five years 
before the report on these claims. 

Mr. STONE, of Kentucky. The supplemental proof was taken at 
that time, and was filed with the papers in the case; but, as the papers 
themselves show, the matter was left untouched and nothing done with 
it. The claim was not included in the general bills subsequently re- 
ported. In 1880 some one representing this claimant secured the in- 
troduction of a bill for the payment of this claim, and the bill was 
referred to the Committee on War Claims. In the various vicissitudes 
which attend claims before Congress, this claim has slumbered there 
until the present time. The Committee on War Claims found this 
state of facts existing, found nothing had been done by Mr. Carrow or 
Mrs. Carrow which should deprive them of their right to this money; 
hence the committee could do nothing else than report that the claim 
ought to be paid. 

Mr. COBB. Will the gentleman tell us what the claim is for? The 
report does not state that. 

Mr. STONE, of Kentucky. The papers show it. I do not remem- 
berthe circumstances. -The papers'show clearly the nature of the claim, 
It was for such supplies as were furnished to the armies of the United 
States, and claims for which were considered and allowed by the South- 
ern Claims Commissien, this claim having been filed before that com- 
mission and allowed. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Ishall not object to this bill; yet I am apprehen- 
sive that the whole facts have not been ascertained by the Committee 
on War Claims. I had the honor to be a member of that committee 
for a portion of the time when this matter was pending before the com- 
miitee. I remember that thisclaim was withdrawn on account ofsome 
question having arisen; but how it happened (the claim having been 
reported back in 1875) that no appropriation was made for it in any 
general bill is what I can not understand. I apprehend something has 
transpired which is not now before the House; but not being able to re- 
call all the facts, I do not feel justified in raising objection to the bill. 

The bill was laid aside to be reported to the House with the recom- 
mendation that it do pass. 


W. W. WELCH. 


The Clerk called the name of Mr. BAcon. 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Mississippi. Mr. Chairman, I was present in 
the House and did not hear my name called. 

The CHAIRMAN, In view of that statement the gentleman will be 
recognized. 

Mr, ANDERSON, of Mississippi. I call up for consideration the bill 
(H. R. 2557) for the relief of W. W. Welch. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, ete., That the Lange at & f the Treasury be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to pay to W. W. Welch, of Meridian, Miss., the sum of 
$103.86, on account of services rendered from February 10, 1872, to April 12,1872, 
both dates inclusive, as local mail agent at Meridian, Miss.; and the said sum 
is perepy appropriated out of any money in the Treasury not otherwise appro- 
priated. 

Sxc. 2. That this act take effect from the date of its passage. 


The report (by Mr. SHAW) is as follows: 


Your committee find from the records of the Post-Office Department that the 
claimant was duly appointed local mail agent at Meridian, Miss., on February 
10, 1872, at $600 per annum, and served in that capacity until A ril 12 following, 
when his services were discontinued upon the recommendation of Robert E. 
Leachman, then postmaster aġ Meridian, as no longer needed. Although the 
service was rendered, the claimant received no pay therefor, the postmaster at 
Meridian not being authorized to pay for such service, There is due him, there- 
fore, according to the auditor of the Post-Office perarnens. the sum of $103.58, 
and your committee would recommend that the bill be amended by strikin 
out the word “eighty-six,” in line 6, and inserting in lieu thereof the wo 
“fifty-eight,” and as so amended the bill do pass. 


Post-Orrick DEPARTMENT, 
OFFICE GENERAL SUPERINTENDENT RAILWAY MAIL SERVICE. 
Washington, D. C., March 27, 1888, 

Sır: Ireturn herewith a letter personally handed to me by you from Hon. 
Frank T. SHAw, makinginquiry regarding the nature of the services performed 
by W. W. Welch, appointed local mail agent at Meridian, Miss., February 10, 
1872, salary $600 per anhum, and discontinued April 12, 1872, and asking further 
why his services were discontinued, why he was not pee for services performed, 
and who was the postmaster at Meridian, Miss., at that time. 

In reply I would state that the records of this office, so far as the date of ap- 

intment and date of discontinuance of Mr, Welch, agree with those given by 

on. Mr. Saw, namely, mires February 10, 1872, at $600 per annum, and his 
services discontinued April 12, 1872, upon the recommendation of the postmaster 
at Meridian, Miss., stating that his services were not necessary. 

agents are usually appointed at important railroad junctions, and their 

duties are to see that the mails are properly transferred from one road to an- 
other, keep a record of the arrival and departure of trains, and attend to any 
other businessassigned them by the Superintendent of Railway Mail Service in 
whose division they may be 1 & 

‘The name of the postmaster at Meridian during 1872 was Robert E, Leachman, 

I inclose herewith a copy of a letter from the Auditor of the Treasury for the 
Post-Office Department, dated June 19, 1880, upon the same subject, which may 
have a bearing on the case. $ 

Very respectfully, 
T, E. NASH, General Superintendent, 
Hon. A. E. STEVENSON, 


First Assistant Postmaster-General, Washington, D. C. 
Juse 19, 1880. 
Sm: In reply to your lciter dated April 22, 1880, in regard to the claim of W, 
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W. Welch, local mail agent at Meridian, Miss., in 1872, I have the honor to in- 
form you that the following facts have been ascertained: 

Mr. Welch performed service as local mail agent through substitute from 
February 10 to April 12, 1872, and received no pay for the same, the postmaster 
at Meridian not having been authorized to pay for such service. 

Mr. Welch having been appointed at $600 per annum, he is entitled to $183.58 
= this service, but can not be paid until Congress makes an appropriation for 

urpose. 
Ovary respectfully, 

Hon, SAMUEL L. SAWYER. 

House of Representatives. 

The amendment reported by the Committee on Claims, striking out, 
in line 6, ‘* 86 cents” and inserting “ 58 cents,” was read, and agreed 


to. 
The bill as amended was laid aside to be reported to the House with 
the recommendation that it do pass. 


NEHEMIAH OSBURN, 


Mr. BAKER, of New York. I call up the bill (H. R. 464) for the 
relief of Nehemiah Osburn. I ask unanimous consent that a bill 
granting the same relief, which was reported favorably by the Com- 
mittee on Claims in the Forty-ninth Congress, be considered in lieu of 
this bill. The bill of the Forty-ninth Congress was reported with the 
preamble struck out. My object is to avoid the necessity of reading 
that long preamble. 

Mr. KILGORE. Ido not understand the gentleman’s request. 

Mr. BAKER, of New York. It is simply to substitute for the bill 

I have called up from the Calendar a bill of the Forty-ninth Congress 
granting the same relief, but which does not contain the long preamble 
embraced in the bill of the present Congress. I desire to save the ne- 
cessity of reading that long preamble. 

Mr. KILGORE. Is not this the same bill which was beaten here 
one night? 

Mr. BAKER, of New York. It is a bill which was considered in 
the House at an evening session. 

Mr. KILGORE, Was it not beaten? 

Mr. BAKER, of New York. No, sir; its consideration was with- 
drawn under an arrangement then made. 

Mr. KILGORE. I think the bill ought to be read as it is. 

The CHAIRMAN. ‘The gentleman from Texas [Mr. KILGORE] ob- 
jects to the request of the gentleman from New York. Does the gen- 
tleman from New York desire to call up the bill he first indicated ? 

Mr. BAKER. Yes, sir; let its consideration proceed. 

The bill (H. R. 464) for the relief of Nehemiah Osburn was read, 

Mr. LANHAM. Mr. Chairman, the bill which has just been read is 
likely to provoke a great deal of discussion and opposition. My object 
in asking the order which has been made in Tegar to business to-day 
was that we might get through with as many bills as possible not in- 
volving large appropriations. I ask now to modify my request, so that 
only bills to the consideration of which no objection is made may be 
considered to-day. By the adoption of this order we shall be enabled 
to dispose of some business. 

Mr. WHEELER. I move to amend that order so as to provide that 
bills not ohjected to by three members may be considered. 

The CHAIRMAN. No amendment can be entertained; the order 
ean only be made by unanimous consent. 

Mr. LANHAM. I make this request with a view to dispatching as 
much business as possible. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Texas [Mr. LANHAM] asks 
unanimous consent to modify the order already made, so as to consider 
only bills to which there is no objection. 

Mr. McCREARY. Is it understood that if a member calls up a 
2i which is objected to he shall have the right to call up another 

ill? 

The CHAIRMAN. That would be the ruling of the Chair. 
objection to the order requested ? 

Mr. CHIPMAN. I object. 

Mr. WHEELER. I ask unanimous consent that no bill be consid- 

_ered which is objected to by three persons. 

Mr. PERKINS. Say five persons. 

Mr. BLAND. Yes, that would be better; that is in accordance with 
the old rule. 

Mr. WHEELER. Iaccept the suggestion. I ask unanimous con- 
sent that no bill be considered to-day which is objected to by five per- 


sons. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Alabama [Mr. WHEELER] 
asks, by unanimous consent, to modify the order so that no bills shall 
be considered to which five members may object. 

Mr. STRUBLE. That is after an explanation of the bill? 

The CHAIRMAN. Yes, after the reading of the bill. 
objection? 

Mr. BAKER, of New York. That request is made. 

The CHAIRMAN, Is there objection to the request? 

Mr. BAKER, of New York. I wish to make a remark or two before 
I pass upon that point. [Laughter.] I wish to make a remark re- 


J. M. McGREW, Auditor. 


Is there 


Is there 


serving the right to object, and what I wish to say is this: This same 
bill was consi 


ered during an evening session, A number of friends 
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objected to it on account of its length, and also on account of the 
length of the accompanying report. I wish, now, to say thatit simply 
authorizes this party, Nehemiah Osburn, to go to the Court of Claims, 
and that after the finding of the court the amount of damage shall be 
such as Congress may see fit to make for breach of contract in the con- 
struction of a building at Baltimore in 1860-61. 

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection to the request of the gentle- 
man from Alabama? 

Mr. CHIPMAN. What is the request? 

The CHAIRMAN. Itis to modify the order so that no bill shall 
be called up if five members shall object. Is there objection? 

Mr. EZRA B. TAYLOR. I object. 

Mr. LANHAM. Task the gentleman from New York to withdraw 
the bill he has called up, as the point of no quorum will be made against 
it. Ifhe will do that, then other bills may be passed during the day. 

Mr. BAKER, of New York. I am requested to get out of the way 
and let other bills have a chance. This bill has precedence. It has 
been reported favorably more than once. The pending report is a 
unanimous one. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from New York will suspend. 

Mr. EZRA B. TAYLOR. My objection was made under a misap- 
prehension, and I now withdraw it. 

The CHAIRMAN. ‘The gentleman from Ohio withdraws his objec- 
tion to the request of the gentleman from Alabama that the order be 
modified. Is there further objection ? 

There was no objection, and it was ordered accordingly. 

Mr. BAKER, of New York. What is the order now? 

The CHAIRMAN. Itis that no bill shall be considered if five mem- 
bers object. The bill and report, if requested, will be read, after which 
the Chair will ask for objection. 

Mr. BAKER, of New York. That does not apply to the pending 
bill which I have called up? 

The CHAIRMAN. It does. 

Mr. BAKER, of New York. I want to have fair play. 

The CHAIRMAN. Certainly; but it requires five members to ob- 
ject to its consideration. 

Mr. KILGORE. I wish to say to my friend from New York that 
for one I will not consent to the passage of this bill without the pres- 
ence of a quorum. i 

Mr. BAKER, of New York. In view of the kindness of my friend 
from Texas, and in order not to obstruct the bills to be called up by 
other members, and especially in view of the fact that the point of no 
quorum will be raised against the bill (and we all know that a quoram 
is not present), I am compelled to withdraw the bill. [Cries of ‘* Reg- 
ular order !”} 

The CHAIRMAN. The regular order is called for, and if the gentle- 
man withdraws the bill he can call up another. 

Mr. BAKER, of New York. I feel constrained to withdraw it, but 
I have another bill to call up, which I ask the Clerk to read. 


CHARLES F. SWAIN. 


The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will read the bill and accompanying 
report now called up by the gentleman from New York [Mr. BAKER]. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

A bill (H. R. 6404) for the relief of Charles F. Swain, master of bark Philena, 


Be it enacted, etc., That there be paid, out of any money in the Treasury not 
otherwise appropriated, to Charles F. Swain, late master of the bark Philena, of 
New York, 38,000 for going with the said bark after and rescuing shipwrecked 
seamen from an uninhabited island near Cape Horn, at the request of Gorham 
Parks, then United States consul at Rio de Janeiro, the same having been de- 
elared due said Charles F, Swain by recent findings of the Court of Claims. 


The report (by Mr. LAIDLAW) was read, as follows: 


The Committee on Claims, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 6404) for the 
relief of Charles F, Swain, master of bark Philena, having considered the same, 
report as follows: o 

This claim embraced in the present bill was duly referred to Court of Claims 
to find the facts and report to Congress. It appears that a hearing was had in 
that court of all the matters relating tothe claimant's demand; thatthe United 
States was upon said renga represented by counsel, and that after the hear- 
ing and due deliberation said court made a report, which was filed November 
7, 1887, as follows, to wit: 


[Court of Claims. Congressional Case No. 7a Charles F. Swain vs. The United 
States. 


FINDING OF FACTS. FILED NOVEMBER 7, 1887. 
The claim or matter in the above-entitied case was transmitted to the court 
ST the Sr peal on Claims of the House of Representatives on the 9th day of 
january, 4 
R. D. Mussey, esq., appeared for claimant, and the Attorney-General by Lewis 
Cochran, esq., his assistant, and under his direction, appeared for the defense 
and protection of the interest of the United States. 
The case having been brought to a hearing on the 2d day of June, 1887, the 
court, upon the evidence and after considering briefs of counsel on both sides, 
finds the facts to be as follows: r 


pelttionce was in 1849 the master of the American bark Philena, which 
m New York for San Francisco with passengers anda general cargo. 
IL. 
Arriving at Rio Janeiro in September, 1849, he was requested by Mr. Gorham 
then consul of the United States at that port, to undertake to rescue 
from an uninhabited island near Cape Horn the passengers and crew of wrecked 
Robert Fulton, an American vessel of New York. 
The said consul had made application to other vessels to attempt the said 
rescue; but up to said time the vessels had refused. 


The 
sailed 
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z in Swain undertook the rescue and effected it, at a cost of some sixteen 
days’ detention to his vessel and deviation from his regular course, as hereinaf- 
ter stated. i 

Oa his arrival at his port, San Francisco, the detention and deviation caused 
by this rescue resulted in litigation, including an attachment of the vessel and 
a detention of three months, which caused losses on the cargo, freight, and em- 
ployment of the vessel. sa 


Litigation between Captain Swain and the owners followed, growing out of 
the detention and deviation incident to the rescue, that did not end until 1882. 
Said litigation was pending in the city of New York. The case remained on 
the docket twenty-nine years. No payment has been made by the United States 
on account of the services of the Philena. 

Vil. 


After the rescue was made by the Philena, as aforesaid, claimant made on the 
28th day of Maha rary E 1849, a declaration before the United States consul at 
Valparaiso, in which he claimed the sum of $5,000, which included his com- 
pensation for said rescue and damages to his vessel, 

The said declaration, made as aforesaid, was sent to the Department of State 
and filed in said Department. wilt 


After the consul uested the said petitionerto make thesaid rescue, thesaid 


req 5 
ship left Rio Janeiro early in October, 1819, for the East Falkland Islands, 
where it anchored. 

The captain visited a scttlement, as he <p d, on one of the said islands, 
ina whale-boat; but found the settlement ha en removed; he there procured 
a small sealing vessel, and with that boat went to the place where the ship had 
been wrecked, where he found five men, with nothing to sustain them except 
what pert & saved from the ship, and with no means of escape. The rest of the 
crew of the Fulton had been rescued. = 

He rescued the men and returned to the Philena at the end of nine days. 
The ship was eleven days at anchor at said islands. 

The distance sailed by said petitioner from said ship to where he rescued the 


men is about 50 miles. 
It does not appear what detained him for the of nine days. It doesnot 
cisco was. The petitioner 


appear what tlre expense of the litigation at San 
owned one-tenth of the vessel. 

The suitin the city of New York was commenced by the petitioner in the 
name of a third ty st the owners of the v Philena, for wagesas 


master and supplies. The defense was that the petitioner had deviated from 
his course with the ship, whereby the owners suffered injury to the vessel 


and cargo. a 
- The suit was discontinued in 1882, the plaintiff for the claimant herein releas- 
ing the defendants from all claim for wages, and the defendants releasing to 
claimant all their interest in the claim against the United States because of the 
rescue and detention. 

In January, 1851, the petitioner terminated his connection with the Philena, 
and at that time the owners owed him $3,000 for wages and supplies. 


x. ~ 
The ship Philena was held at San Francisco until the 18th of May, 1850. The 
had arranged to go to Panama after a load of passengers, and after the 


did so, but in consequence of the delay at San Francisco he was com- 
pelled to return to said place with only five passengers, when he could have 
carried two hundred, 

. When the ship arrived at Panama the passengers, except as above, had left. 

It does not appear that he had any arrangement as to a specified number of 
passengers from Panama, nor does it appear what number he would have re- 
ivea if bs ad been at Panama, as he contemplated at the time of detention 
at San Francisco. x 

Thee of the said ship while detained by said atiachment as aforesaid 
were . 

‘The services in making said rescue, including time and damages to said Phi- 
lena, were reasonably worth the sum of five thousand dollars (35,000.) 

By the Court. 

A true copy. 

In testimony whereof I have hereunto set my hand and affixed the seal of the 
Court of Claims this 16th day of November, 1887. 

JOHN RANDOLPH 


[peaz] Assistant Clerk of Court of Claims. 

Your committee have also looked through the evidence in the case before the 
Court of Claims, and they are of the opinion that the findings of fact by said 
court are fully sustained by the evidence, and recommend that the bill do pass. 

The CHAIRMAN. Isthere objection tothe consideration of the bill? 

There was no objection, and the bill was laid aside to be reported 
to the House with the recommendation that it do pass, 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


Mr. ANDERSON, of Iowa. At the moment my name was called I 
was temporarily out of my seat, and I ask now consent to call up the 
bill I send to the desk. 

Mr. BANKHEAD. I would like to have some understanding about 
this matter. I do not like to object exactly. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Iowa states that he was 
tem ily out of his seat, and asks consent to call up a bill. 

Mr. BLAND. Isit the gentleman’s own bill? 

Mr, MACDONALD. I think, Mr. Chairman, that I shall have to 
object to this. . 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman has stated that at the moment 
his name wascalled he was absent from his seat. 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Iowa. I have been in the Hall all the morning, 
but did not hear my name called. 

Mr. FARQUHAR. When that rule was adopted it was the under- 
` standing that we would live up toitand make no exceptions. Idonot 
object in the present instance, but I do object to these 2 and 3 o’clock 
members who may come in here after the A, B, and C list has been 
passed over and ask to go back to their names. It is unfair to those of 
us whose names are lower down on the list. 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Iowa. I have been here for ten months, and I 
want = say to the gentleman from New York that I am nota3o’clock 
arriva 


Mr. FARQUHAR. The same case here, exactly; but I know there 
are members who will come in later in the day and ask the same thing. 

Mr. MACDONALD. I would like to ask the gentleman from Iowa 
if this is his own bill? 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Iowa. It is not. 

Mr. MACDONALD. Then Ido not think it is fair to those of us 
who are lower down on the list to have bills taken up in this manner, 
and I object. 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Mississippi. I wish to submit a question to the 
Chair. There are some bills on the Calendar which embrace a number 
of claims, represented by as many different members of the House, what 
may be called “omnibus” bills. I would like to know if under this 
order these bills may be called up? 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair has heretofore stated that any mem- 
ber, when his name is called, has the right to call up any bill on the 
Calendar except pension bills, which are excluded, the evening session 
being set apart for their consideration. The gentleman from Illinois 
is entitled to recognition. 

DAVID RYAN. 


Mr. BAKER, of Illinois. I call up the bill (H. R. 8356) to confer 
jurisdiction upon the Court of Claims to hear and determine the claim 
of David Ryan against the United States. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Beit enacted, ete., That jurisdiction is hereby conferred upon the Court of 
Claims to hear and determine the claim of David Ryan, of Alton, IIL, against 
the United States, for extra work, if any, done by him for the United States upon 
the national cemetery road at Springfield, Mo., and torender judgment thereon 
as in other cases, with right of appeal to each party to the Supreme Court. 

s Te CHAIRMAN. Is there objection to the consideration of this 

ill? 

Mr. STRUBLE. I would like to inquire if this bill was introduced 
by the gentleman from Illinois himself? 

Mr. BAKER, of Illinois. It was. 

Mr. STRUBLE. I have no objection. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair thinks that any gentleman has the 
right to call up any bill he desires on the Calendar, and the order does 
not confine him to bills introduced by himself. 

_ There being no objection, this bill is before the House for considera- 


tion. 

Mr. SPRINGER. During the last Congress I reported this bill from 
the Committee on Claims, and unless gentlemen desire a further ex- 
planation, I will say briefly that it involves a small amount and only 
nice this gentleman to go to the Court of Claims to have it adjudi- 


cated. 

Mr. SAYERS. Let me ask the gentleman from Illinois the same 
question that was asked by the gentleman from Minnesota a few mo- 
ments ago. Is this your bill? s 

Mr. SPRINGER. No; it belongs to the gentleman from Illinois 
[Mr. BAKER]. 

Mr. JACKSON. Does it repeal the statute of limitations? 

Mr.SPRINGER. No; it does not. It relates to work done by this 
gentleman in constructing a road to one of the national cemeteries. 

Mr. JACKSON. But does it come within the terms of the statute? 

Mr. SPRINGER. The statute has nothing whatever to do with it. 

Mr. JACKSON. Would the statute bar theclaim withont the bill? 

Mr. SPRINGER. No. The court has no jurisdiction of the claim. 
This simply gives it jurisdiction. 

Mr. COBB. Let the report be read. 

The CHAIRMAN. Thegentleman from Alabama demands the read- 
ing of the report. 

Mr. O’NEILL, of Missouri. Yes; what is it? 

Mr. SPRINGER. It simply allows him to go to the Courtof Claims, 

Mr. COBB. I am informed as to the contents of the report by the 
gentleman from Illinois, and shall not insist upon the reading. 

There being no objection, the bill was laid aside to be reported to the 
House with the recommendation that it do pass, 

ORDER OF BUSINESS. 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Illinois. Mr. Chairman, I have been in the 
Hall all morning, but did not happen to hear my name’ when it was 
called. I now ask unanimous consent that I may have the right to 
call up a bill for consideration. 

Mr. BLAND. Iwould like to ask the gentleman the same question 
which has been propounded to other gentlemen this morning, if this 
bill he now desires to call up is one from his own district? If it is 
not, and belongs to somebody else, I shall object. 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Illinois. It is not my bill. 

Mr. BLAND. Then I do not think it is fair to other members. 

Mr. STRUBLE, `I object. 

WILLIAM B. PAYNE. 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Illinois. Then I offer a billofmyown. Icall 
up for present consideration.the bill (H. R. 7634) for the relief of Will- 
iam B. Payne. 

The bil] was read, as follows: 


Beit ay ay ee That the sum of $7,805 is hereby pe ete ienay | out of any 
money in the not otherwise appropriated, to enable the Secretary of 


War to pay the account of William B. Payne, of Virginia, Cass County, Illinois, 
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for merchandise and‘ mules furnished in July, September, October, and Decem- 
ber, 1861, and November, 1862, to the Tenth Regiment Kansas Volunteers, and 
other United States soldiers, 


j Mr. HOLMAN. Let the report in that case be read, subject to ob- 
ection. 
The report (by Mr. LAWLER) was read, as follows: 

The Committee on War Claims, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 7634) for 
the relief of William B, Bayne, submit the following report: 

In the spring of 1861 Mr. Payne began merchandising at Harrisonville, Cass 
County, Missouri. The original cost of his stock was $9,800, About the 25th of 
July of that year Federal troops under command of Col. William Weir, consist- 
ing of two regiments of Reserve Corps, or Home Guards, under R. T. Vanhorn 
and A. H. Deane, respectively, two companies of the Fifth Kansas Volunteers, 
and one independent com , under the command of Capt. C. R. Jemison, were 
in camp near Harrisonville. A portion of these troops had never been supplied 
with clothing, shoes, blankets, or anything, by United States. 

These troops went into the town and took from the store of Mr. vs toy! sev- 
eral wagon loads of clothing, boots, shoes, hats, and blankets, and hauled them 
to camp, when they were distributed among the needy soldiers, 

Mr. Payne was recognized as a loyal man then, and his store was protected 
by a guard of Union soldiers, and he was informed that the Government would 
pay him for these goods. 

In September of the same year Federal soldiers, under the command of Col. 
John T. Burris, of the Tenth Kansas Volunteers, took from the pasture three 
valuable mules for the use of the Pe, poe 

In October of the same year Federal soldiers, under the command of Col. A. 
Newgent, took a large supply of boots, shoes, clothing, blankets, hats, and 


ca 

b December, Federal troops, under the command of Col. C. R. Jamison, but 
acting under the immediate authority of Lieut. Col. D. R. Anthony, took about 
all that remained of the stock of goods of Mr. Payne, and, in addition, one 
horse, three cows, and a lot of hay and corn. 


were there and personally knew the facts; by citizens who were at Har- 


risonville at the time, and by some of the soldiers and officers, including Col. 
A. G. Newgent, one of the officers in command, and E. F. Rogers, who was 
uartermaster of one of the regiments above mentioned that took the goods. 
ys in er detailed to guard Payne’sstore while the troops were stationed 
at H: mville. Mr. Payne, by his itemized bill, yalues the property taken 
rt bl while the other witnesses estimate the valne variously from $6,000 to 


All the witnesses positively assert that Mr. Payne was loyal to the United 
States at all times. 

Your committee report back the bill and recommend its passage. 

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection to the present consideration 
of the bill? 

Mr. HOLMAN. What is the amount named in the bill? 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Illinois. Seven thousand eight hundred and 
five dollars. 

Mr. HOLMAN. A single word—— 

The CHAIRMAN. The first question is whether there is objection 
to the present consideration of the bill? 

Mr, HOLMAN. I wish to call attention to the fact that the claim 
was cognizable, under what is known as the 4th of July law, by the 
Quartermaster-General, and I would like to inquire whether this party 
sought to have the claim adjudicated under that law? 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Illinois. He did not. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I suppose, then, it was a case of spoliation rather 
than the appropriation of property for the use of the Army. ‘ 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Illinois. The officers were there at the time 
in and it was taken in regular order and made a note of. They 
made a note of what they did take at the time. 

z a. ROGERS. What do you mean by regular order in that connec- 
on? 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Illinois. They simply wentand took the goods. 
It was not stray soldiers, but a squad that was sent there for that pur- 


pose. 
7 ao CHAIRMAN. Is there objection to the consideration of this 
i11? 

Mr. COBB. Ibelieve I will not object; but I will oppose it when 
it comes up for consideration. 

Mr. HOLMAN. We will take a vote on it. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will ask all gentlemen who object 
to this bill to rise. 

Mr. COBB. Mr. Chairman, a parliamentary inquiry. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. BLAND. I did not understand that the rule that five objec- 
tions would be necessary to prevent consideration was really adopted. 
I understood the gentleman from New York [Mr. BAKER] objected at 
the time it was offered. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Ohio [Mr. Ezra B. Tay- 
LOR] objected to the adoption of the rule and afterwards withdrew 
his objection. 

Mr. BLAND. And the gentleman from New York [Mr. BAKER] 
also objected. 

The CHAIRMAN. Under the rule adopted, it requires five objec- 
tions to prevent the consideration of a bill. 

Mr. HOLMAN. If no objection be made, the bill is still before 
the House for a vote. 

The CHAIRMAN. Certainly. 

Mr. COBB. Right there I desire to make a parliamentary inquiry. 
I do not object. 

The CHAIRMAN. ‘The gentleman will state it. 


Mr. COBB. If I fail to object to the consideration of this bill, is it 
not still debatable on the merits ? 

The CHAIRMAN. Certainly it is debatable on the merits, but not 
on the objection. Is there objection to the consideration of this bill? 

Mr. CRISP. I object for one. 

The CHAIRMAN (after counting). 
object. 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Illinois. I ask to withdraw that bill and pre- 
sent the bill (H. R. 8469) for the relief of Michael Pigott, and ask 
unanimous consent that it be considered. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Illinois asks unanimous 
corns to withdraw this bill and requests consideration of another 

ill. 

Mr. MACDONALD. Mr. Chairman, I will ask the gentleman if it 
is his own bill. y 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Illinois. Yes, sir, 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will state that without contrary di- 
rection by the committee hereafter he will not recognize gentlemen to 
call up two bills. 

Mr. LANHAM. I think gentlemen ought to elect what bill they 
will bring up, and if that fails they ought not to be permitted to call 
up another. . 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair thinks that would be but fair. 


MICHAEL PIGOTT. 


Mr. ANDERSON, of Illinois. I ask consideration of the bill (H. R. 
8469) for the relief of Michael Pigott. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secre of the Treasury be, and is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to pay Michael Pigott, late postmaster at Quincy, Ni., out 
of sy money in the Treasury not otherwise sf hg aon the sum of $18, paid 
by said Pigott for use of telephone for year ending June 30, 1873. 

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection to the consideration of the 
bill? [After a pause.] The Chair hears none. 

The bill was laid aside to be reported to the-House with the recom- 
mendation that it do pass. 


DR. JOHN B. READ. 


Mr. BANKHEAD. I ask consideration of the bill (H. R. 10633) for 
the relief of Dr. John B. Read. 
The bill was read, as follows: 
Be it enacted, elc., That the sum of $17,000 be, and the same is hereby, appro- 
riated, out of any money in the Treasury not otherwise appropriated, to pay 
Dr. John B. Read his compensation as uay on all rifle projectiles with iron 
sabots furnished by R. P. Parrott to the United States during the war of 1861 to 


Seven gentlemen have risen to 


1565; said sum of $17,000 to be received by said John B. Read as royalty upon 
all such projectiles so furnished to the United States and in full sa ion of 
his claim, -+ 


The CHAIRMAN, Is there objection to the consideration of this - 
bill? 

Mr. ROGERS. Let the report be read. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Arkansas [Mr. ROGERS] 
asks that the report be read, subject to the right of objection. 2 

The report (by Mr. Simmons) was read, as follows: 

The Committee on Claims, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 10491) for the 
relief of John B. Read, submit the following report: 

In the year 1856, when rifled ordnance of large caliber did not exist in the 
United States or in any country, Dr. John B. Read secured a nt, dated Octo- 
ber 28, 1856, for an elongated rifle projectile, with a wrought-iron cup or sabot at 
the base, for expansion into and pir tone so as to secure rotation. Early in the 
same year he had experimented,at Fortress Monroe, with a two-grooved 24- 

under rifle gun, with such favorable results as to secure a contract with the 
ry of War that, on condition of his assigning the free use forever of such 
projectiles to the United States, he should receive such compensation, in case 
of adoption, as a board of Army officers, to be appointed for the purpose, might 
decide to be just. A joint resolution was the present on of Congress, 
authorizing the Secretary of War toappoint such a Paay which, after careful 
investigation of the case, made its report to the Secretary of War, and was by 
him transmitted to Congress on the 4th instant, 

These p stiles were extensively used at the outset of the war, and were fur- 
nished the United States by R. P. Parrott from West Point Foundry, with iron 
sabots, according to Dr. Read’s patent. 

The board of officers decides that Dr. Read “has a just claim for a reasonable 
royalty upon those projectiles furnished to the United States by R. P. Parrott, 
which were covered by his (Read’s) patent of October 23, 1856; and that the sum 
of $17,000 isthe proper amount to be paid by the United States to Dr. Read, in 
full satisfaction of his claim,” 

Your committee therefore recommend that the substitute for the original bill 
herewith submitted do pass. 


During the reading of the report, 

Mr. ROGERS said: I understand two Army boards have reported on 
this matter, and I withdraw the request for the reading of the report. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I think the report had better be read, and I will 
renew the request. 2 

The reading of the report was concluded. 

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection to the consideration of this 
bill? [After a pause.] The Chair hears none. 

The bill was laid aside to be reported to the House with the recom- 
mendation that it do pass. 


S. E. SCARBOROUGH. 
Mr. BARNES. I ask consideration of the bill (H. R. 2059) for the 


relief of S. E. Scarborough. 
- Mr. SPRINGER. I think we ought to have a quorum on that bill. 


i 
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The bill was read, as follows: 

Be + enacted, etċ., That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and he is hereby, di- 
rected to pay to S. E. Scarborough, out of any money in the Treasury not other- 
wise appropriated, the sum of $91.08, that being the amount of money illegally 
collected of him by the United States marshal for the southern district of 

and paid into the Treasury of the United States. 

Src. 2. That the sum of $91.08 be, and the same is hereby, appropriated from 
the Treasury of the United States for the purpose of soatliog the Secretary of 
the Treasury to pay said claim. 

Mr. SPRINGER. In view of the fact that this bill is for less than 
$100,and that it would cost Jess than the expense of getting a quorum, 
I withdraw my objection. 

Mr. BARNES. Iam obliged to the gentleman for his wit. 

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection to the present consideration 
of this bill? The Chair hears none. 

The bill was ordered to be laid aside to be reported to the House with 
the recommendation that it do pass. 


NICHOLAS J. BIGLEY. 


Mr. BAYNE. Iask consideration of Senate bill 3074 for the relief 
of Nicholas J. Bigley. It is a substitute for the one on the Calendar. 

The CHAIRMAN. That can not be done by the committee. 

Mr. SPRINGER. The gentleman can call up the House bill and 
when we get into the House he can ask to substitute it; but it is im- 
possible to take up in committee a bill that is on the Speaker’s table. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, ctc., That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to pay Nicholas J. Bigley, out of any money in the 
ury not otherwise appropriated, the sum of $2,611.50, being for four barges sunk 
and destroyed, worth $1,600 each, and 70,638 bushels of coul of the value of $21,- 
rm ors the value of the tow-boat Hercules, $15,000, as found by the Court of 

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection? 

Mr. COBB. Let us have the report. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Mr. Chairman, I would state that this bill was re- 
ported on adversely in the Forty-fourth Congress, and I object to the 
consideration of the bill. The reports are very lengthy. 

Mr. BAYNE. I would like unanimous consent to make a brief 
statement. The Committee on War Claims of the House reported a 
bill for the relief of Captain Bigley, putting the amount somewhere in 
the neighborhood of $40,000, for coal delivered and accepted by the 
United States, and also for the value of the steamer which was burned 
at Memphis, where this coal was delivered. TheSenate cut this down 
to $21,000, eliminating the value of the steamer Hercules, but allowed 
for the value of the coal. That coal was delivered by Mr. Bigley to 
the Government of the United States, and he is entitled to be paid for 
it. The bill was reported unanimously, I believe, from the Committee 
on War Claims of the House for the entire amount, but the Senate, as 
I have said, cut it down. 

Mr. BLAND. I demand the regular order. 

The CHAIRMAN. The regular order is demanded. The regular 
order is the announcement of the result of the vote. 

Mr. HOLMAN.. I wish to make a correction in my own statement. 
I think this matter was reported adversely in the Forty-fourth Con- 

It may be that the adverse report was a minority report; I will 
not be positive about that; but I know the subject was fully discussed, 
and I examined every paper in the case over and over again. 

Mr. BAYNE. I will ask the chairman of the Committee on War 
Claims whether this bill was not reported unanimously ? 

Mr. STONE, of Kentucky. It was a unanimous report. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Iam speaking about the Forty-fourth Congress. 

Mr. BAYNE. We have nothing to do with the Forty-fourth Con- 


The CHAIRMAN. Eleven gentlemen have objected to the consider- 
ation of this bill, and it is not before the committee. 

Mr. BAYNE. Eleven gentlemen have objected to paying this honest 
debt of the Government! Ihope they pay theirown debts. [Laugh- 
ter. ] 

SEMON BACHE & CO. 


Mr. BELDEN. I call up -the bill (S. 576) for the relief of Semon 
Bache & Co. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and he is hereby, 
authorized to pay to Semon Bache & Co., of New York, the sum of $3,562.56, 
out of any money in the Treasury not otherwise appropriated, for the purpose 
of refunding the duty paid by said firm upon glass from imported stock fur- 
nished to the National Museum and the New Orleans, Louisville, and Cincin- 
nati expositions for exhibition cases. 


Mr. SPRINGER. Mr. Chairman, during the last Congress I had the 
honor to report this bill from the Committee on Claims. The claim- 
ants are citizens of the State of New York, and the claim is for a re- 
fund of the duty paid upon glass which was imported for the use of 
the Smithsonian Institution and for the New Orleans, Cincinnati, and 
Louisville expositions. The glass was used by the Government for 
making show-cases in the Smithsonian and for those expositions. Pro- 
fessor Baird certified the claim to the Treasury Department for a re- 
fund, and the Department put it in the estimates and sent it to Con- 

The Committee on Appropriations, however, had the matter re- 
ferred to the Committee on Claims, under the new rule requiring such 


Department regards the claim as a proper one to be paid, and, as I 
have said, Professor Baird certified that the importation was made by 
his order for the use of the Government, and with the expectation that 
the duties were to be refunded. 

There being no objection, the bill was laid aside to be reported to 
the House with the recommendation that it do pass. 


J. PRESTON DECK, JR. 


Mr. BLAND. I cali up the bill (H. R. 4554) for the relief of the 
heirs of Preston Beck, jr. i 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the sum of $6,565 be, and the same is hereby, appropri- 
ated, out of any money in the Treasury not otherwise appropriated, for the 
yment of the judgment of the Court of Claims in favor of the estate of Preston 
k, jr.; and that the Secretary of the Treasury be, and he hereby is, author- 
ized and required to pay the same to the heirs of said Preston Beck, jr., in con- 
formity to the last will end testament of said Preston Beck, jr., executed at 
Santa Fé, N. Mex., on the lst day of April, A. D. 1864. = 


Mr. HOLMAN. Let the report be read. My object in calling for 
the reading of the report is to ascertain when the judgment was ren- 
dered, for itseems to me almost incredible that a judgment of the Court 
of Claims should have remained unpaid all these years. 

Mr. BLAND. No doubt it ought to have been paid yearsago. A 
bill for the payment of it passed this House in the Forty-third Con- 
gress. Most of the claimants are in the gentleman’s own State; there 
is only cne of them in my district. This claim passed the House once; 
it has been reported here unanimously, and there is no question that 
it ought to be paid. 

Mr. LANHAM. Mr. Chairman, I will state that I investigated this 
case fully myself. It was originally referred to the Committee on 
Claims, but, for want of jurisdiction in that committee, it was after- 
wards referred to another, I believe to the Committee on Indian Dep- 
redations. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I can not account for the fact that this judgment 
has remained unpaid all these years, when every year for the last 
twenty years we have been appropriating to pay judgments of the 
Court of Claims. 

Mr. BLAND. In this case the administrator of the estate died and 
another was appointed —— 

Mr. HOLMAN. Was not the judgment rendered before the war? 

Mr. BLAND. I think not, 

Mr. BLOUNT. Does the gentleman from Indiana think that if this 
judgment has been paid the Treasury Department will pay it again? 

Mr. HOLMAN. lam not assuming that it was paid, but I am rais- 
ing the question whether there was a judgment of the Court of Claims. 
I ask for the reading of the report. 

The report was read, as follows: 


The Select Committee on Indian Depredation Claims, to whom was referred 
House bill No, 4554, beg leave to report the same favorably and to recommend 


its le 
This claim is based on the following opinion and judgment of the Court of 
Claims, to wit: 
“IN THE COURT OF CLAIMS. 
“J. Preston Beck, administrator, vs. The United States. 
“Lorine, J.: 


“The petitioner is administrator de bonis non of Preston Beck, who was surviv- 
ing partner of Brent & Beck, merchants, of Santa Fé, in the Territory of New 
Mexico. The petitioner claims indemnification by the United States for a herd 
of mules, etc., of which Brent & Beck were plundered by the Navajo Indians on 
the 12th of September, 1849, and the claim is made upon the statute of 30th June, 
1834, as that is explained by the joint resolution of June 25, 1860. 

“The facts shown are, that about the 12th of September, 1849, a band or herd 
of mules, mares, etc., belonging to Brent & Beck, were pastured by them under 
the charge of herdsmen on the plains or mesa in the county of Santa Fé, and 
about 12 miles from the city of ta Fé; that a body of Navajo Indians seized 
them and drove them off into the Navajo country. Thaton the 29th of Novem- 
ber, 1851, Brent & Beck made application to the Superintendent of Indian Af- 
fairs, and filed with him their claim for indemnification for the animals stolen 
and the proofs of their | under and according to the seventeenth section of 
the statutes of 1834. The claim was not paid or allowed, and since it accrued 
no annuity has been granted to the Navajo Indians, The Soa? claims to 
be paid out of the Treasury of the United States the sum of $8,710, with interest 
thereon from one year after filing his proof. 

“The act of June 30, 1834 (4 U.S. L., 729, sec. 1), defines the Indian country, and 
the seventeenth section provides that if any Indians in amity with the United 
States shall pass from the Indian country into any State or Terrilory inhabited 
by citizens of the United States, and there steal horses or other property belong- 
ing to any citizen or inhabitant of the United States, such citizen or inhabitant, 
or his representatives, may make application to the propersuperintendent, who, 
being furnished with the necessary documents and proof, shall, under the direc- 
tion of the President, make application to the nation or tribe to which the In- 
dians shall belong for satisfaction; and on refusal or neglect of the Indians to 
make satisfaction for a reasonable time, not exceeding twelve months, the su- 

rintendent is to make return to the Commissioner of Indian Affairs, that such 
further steps may be taken as shall be proper, in the opinion of the President, 
to obtain satisfaction for the injury. ‘And in the mean time, in respect to the 
property so taken, stolen, or destroyed, the United States guaranty to the party 
so injured an eventual indemnification.’ . 

“ The section then provides that the injured party shall not seek private sat- 
isfaction or revenge, and that his claim shall be deducted from the nextannuity, 
if any, payable to the Indians; and, if none, then be paid from the United States 


Treasury. 

a We think the claim of the petitioner is within this section. 

“It is true that New Mexico was not comprehended within the Indian coun- 
try, as was defined in the act of 1834, for New Mexico was not acquired by the 
United States until the treaty of Guadalupe Hidalgo, February 2, 1849, when it 
became the property of the United States and subject to ils jurisdiction. 

“But after that, and on the 9th of September, 1849, a treaty was made between 
the United States and the nation of Navajoes, in which it was recited that by 


reference, and I reported the bill from that committee. The Treasury | the treaty of Guadalupe Hidalgo those Indians were placed under the exclusive 
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hansen and presoen of the United States, and then provided that the 

aws regulating the trade and intercourse with the Indians should be extended 

over the Navajo country. 

= au sink the purpose and effect of this was to make the Navajo country 
n country. 

“Then the treaty declares that ‘ perpetual peace and friendship’ shall exist 
between the contracting parties, and we think this placed the Navajoes * inam- 
ity’ with the United States, and that this relation thus created between the na- 
tions could not be altered by the depredations of individuals of either of them, 
for which indeed the treaty provides. 

“Thus the Navajoes committed the depredation when their tribe was in am- 
ity with the United States, and passed from the Indian country into a territory 
inhabited by the citizens of the United States, and this brings tho claim of the 
petitioner within the seventeenth section of the act of 1834. 

“That the mules and animals taken belonged to Brent & Beck is admitted in 
the brief of the solicitor, and we think, is shown by the evidence, es 7,8,9. 
As tothe number of animals taken at Montalla, says page 8, ‘I thin. 
a hundred head;’ Duval, who had charge of the herd, says, page 9, 
about eighty mules, sixteen mares, and a few horses, colts, and jac’ . He 
thus enumerates ninety-eight animals, and a phrase, ‘a few horses and colts,’ 
taken, as it should be, at its least extent, adds three to the enumeration, mak- 
ing one hundred and one animals in all, 

“Then, as to theaverage value of the animals. Duval and Estesstate itat $75 
per heag. J.L.Collins,a deponent for the petitioner, says the Sonera} range of 
prices for mules that year was about $60 to $80, and the petitioners, in proof 
filed by them before the su tendent in support of their claim, and which 
they produce here, stated the value of the animals to be $65 per head, which 
we think the fair conclusion as to their value from the evidence; and one hun- 
dred and one animals, at $65 per head, give a total of $6,565. 

* The petitioner claims interest on the und that the seventeenth section of 
the act of 1834 provides for the party injured ‘an eventual indemnification ;’ 
but by the express terms of the statute such eventual indemnification is to be 
‘in respect to the property so taken, stolen, or destroyed.’ 

“These words mast have some meaning, or they would not have been used; 
and if any effect is allowed them, it must be restrictive, and then the whole 
sentence does not of its own force indicate more than the value of the property 
taken, ete., or create an obl ion on the part of the United States to pay inter- 
est for the default or delay of the Indians in satisfying, or of the officers of the 
Government in enforcing, the claims of the parties injured, 

“On the whole case we are of opinion that the petitioner is entitled to relief 
in the sum of $6,565, for which a bill will be reported to Congress,” 

It will be observed that all the facts are alluded to in the opinion of the court, 
paon the committee has been relieved of the necessity of recapitulating them 
here, 

A copy of the last will and testament of Preston Beck, jr., is hereto attached. 

The testator died soon after executing this will, and the estate has been ad- 
ministered upon and all debts paid, so that the allowance of the Court of Claims 
is due to the heirs in the manner provided by the will. 

This committee therefore recommend the passage of the bill. 


LAST WILL AND TESTAMENT OF PRESTON BECK, JR. 


Know all men by these presents, that I, Preston Beck, jr., a resident of the 
city and county of Santa Fé and Territory of New Mexico, having in view the 
uncertainty of life and the liability to sudden death, do judge it best to make, 
and Nees ingly do hereby make and declare this to be my last will and testa- 
men 

It is my will that all my just debts be paid and discharged as soon as conven- 
iently my executor can pay and discharge them after my death, and I leave all 
the cl and manner of so doing to my executor hereinafter named, 

My interests in business of the firm of S. and P. Beck, lately conducted at 
Boonville, Mo., and Lexington, Mo., is that of one-third only, and my interest 
in the business of S. and P. Beck, in the Territory of New Mexico, is that of 
two-thirds; and the said firm of S, and P, Beck, both in Missouri and New Mex- 
ico, was composed solely of my brother, Simpson Beck, deceased, and myself. 

Before any division of the profits of the firm of S. and P, Beck, in the Terri- 
tory_of New Mexico, are made, as above stated in third parts, the estate of Simp- 
son Beck is to have $5,000, and I am to have $5,000, which said sums of $5,000 are 
to be drawn out of each of us immediately after the debts of said firm are paid 
and before any division of the profits. 

I give, devise, and dispose of my estate, real, personal, and of whatever de- 
scription it may consist (except what shall be necessary to pay my just debts) in 
the following manner: 

I will and devise that all my estate, real, personal, and of whatever descrip- 
tion, shall be given to, received, and enjoyed by the following-named persons, 
share and share alike, that is to say, to my nephew, James P. Beck, and my 
niece, Elizabeth C. Beck (children o. Nese Lewis Beck), and my nephew, 
William P. Beck, and my nieces, Anna D. Beck and Elizabeth Beck (children of 
my brother, Simpson Beck), and my brother, John Jeffrey Beck, and my cousin, 
Preston H. and my nieces, Mary Ann Cracraft and Elizabeth Cracraft 
(children of my sister, Martha Beck), all taking share and share alike and 
enjoying the same without any dispute or difference after my just debts shall be 
paid, 


I hereby nominate, constitute, and appoint John Jeffrey Beck to be sole ex- 
ecutor of this my last will and testament, reposing in him every trust and con- 
fidence that he will execute it according to my intention and desire as herein 
expressed, 

n testimony whereof I have hereunto set my hand and seal, añd publish and 
declare this a a | to be my last will and testament, at the city of Santa Fé, 


this ls day of April, 1854. 
PRESTON BECK, Jr. [sear] 


Signed, sealed, published, and declared by the said Preston Beck as his last 
will and testament in presence of us, who have hereunto subscribed our names 
as witnesses thereof, atthe request of the testator and in the presence of the tes- 
tator and in the presence of each other; and the testator acts with freeness of 
will, soundness of mind, and entire judgment. 

THOMPKINS. 


R.H, 

J.M. GIDDINGS. 

H. W. SMITH. 
Recorded by me in accordance with an order of the probate court given on 


the 9th day of April, A. D, 1358, 
©. P. CLEVER, Probate Clerk. 
TERRITORY or New Mexico, 
County of Santa Fé: 

I, the undersigned, clerk of the prones court and exofficio recorder in and for 
the county and Territory aforesaid, do hereby certify that the foregoing is a true 
and correct copy of the last will and testament of Preston Beck, jr., as appears 
of record in book “‘C” of wills and Poranenia pagon and 60. 

Witness my hand and official seal at Santa Fé, N. Mex., this 11th day of No- 


vember, A, D. 1887. 
[seax.] MARCELINO GARCIA, 
Probate Clerk and Recorder, Santa Fé County, New Mexico, 


Mr. HOLMAN. It will be seen that the judgment is not a judg- 
ment against the United States. It issimply a judgment under the 
act of 1834, and it is a claim against the funds of the Navajo Indians, 
the annuities that may hereafter accrue to them; but no such annui- 
ties have accrued, and therefore this claim has not been paid. Now it 
is proposed to pay this claim for an Indian depredation out of the pub-` 
lic Treasury. Gentlemen are aware that under the act of 1834, where 
moneys were held by the United States for the benefit of any Indian 
tribe, and that tribe committed depredations, the amount of the dam- 
age sustained by the citizen might be deducted from the annuity com- 
ing to the Indians; but I do not understand that it has ever been held 
that in such a case the Government of the United States is liable to 
pay the damage out of the public Treasury. 

Why is not the Government of the United States a guarantor of the 
protection of citizens everywhere against unlawful depredations, if 
there is such a guaranty with reference to Indian depredations? Ido 
not think the principle involved here isa sound one. I can not my- 
self vote for the payment of this money out of the public Treasury. 
If the Navajoes have lands or money the Government should see to it 
that their Jands or money shall be applied to the payment of this claim; 
but I see no principle by which we can take the money out of the pub- 
lic Treasury. . 

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection to the consideration of this 
bill? 

Mr. HOLMAN. I object. 

Mr. BLOUNT. I would like to know whether the gentleman from 
Missouri [Mr. BLAND] admits the facts as claimed by the gentleman 
from Indiana. 

Mr. BLAND. I have always understood that this was a judgment 
against the United States. The gentleman from Indiana has stop 
the reading of the opinion; I hope the reading may be concluded, so 
that the effect of the opinion may be understood. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Very well. > 

Mr. BLAND. AsI understand, there were at that time funds to 
pay these claims, and the judgment was rendered for that purpose. 

The CHAIRMAN. If there be no objection, the Clerk will continue 
the reading of the report, at the conclusion of which the Chair will 
again ask if there is objection to the consideration of the bill. 

The Clerk resumed and concluded the reading of the report. 

Mr. BLAND. That is the unanimous report of a committee of this 
House which investigated the whole guestion as to the liability of the 
Government. A committee of the Forty-third Congress, which also 
investigated the matter, made a unanimous report in favor of paying 
this claim, and a bill for that purpose passed the House. Thegentleman 
from Indiana gets up here and makes his statement as to the effect of 
the law of the United States, and all that; but there is nothing in his 
statement which should weigh against the unanimous report of two com- 
mittees and the favorable action heretofore of the House. 

Mr. HOLMAN, In answer to the gentleman, I desire to say that 
if this opinion was delivered, it must have been delivered prior to 1862, 
because since that time it would have been simply a judgment against 
the United States and would have been appropriated for in the regular 
way. The Courtof Claims as originally organized, I believe in 1852 or 
1853, had the same jurisdiction substantially with reference to the as- 
certainment of facts that the court now has under what is called the 
Bowman act; and under that state of the law the court simply reported 
the facts to Congress. I shall have to examine that opinion much more 
closely than I can do from the mere reading if I come to the conclusion 
that this is in any sense a judgment against the United States. As I 
understand, it is simply a judgment that out of the funds which may 
become due by annuities or otherwise to the Navajoes this sum of 
money shall be paid. I donot believe that the Court of Claims or any 
other tribunal has held that the Government of the United States is lia- 
ble in money for depredations committed by the Indians. 

Mr. BLOUNT. My friend from Indiana will allow me to call bis 
attention to this passage from the report: 

The section— 


That is, the section of the act of 1834— 


then provides that the injured party shall not seek private satisfaction or re- 
venge, and that his claim shall be deducted from the next annuity, if any, pay- 
able to the Indians; and if none, then be paid from the Treasury of the United 
States, 


Mr. BLAND. There is no question that this claim is legitimate, and 
that the Government is liable for it. The gentleman from Indiana is 
wholly mistaken as to the theory on which the claim is based. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I wish to look at the act of 1834. If the gentle- 
man thinks proper to allow this case, by unanimous consent, to be 

over—— 

Mr. BLAND. I will not do that, Mr. Chairman; it would be unfair 
to do it. š : 

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection to the consideration of this 
bill? 

Mr. HOLMAN. I object for the present. : 

The CHAIRMAN. All who object to the consideration of this bill 
will rise. [A pause.] Two gentlemen have risen—not a sufficient 
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number. The bill is before the Committee of the Whole for considera- 


tion. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I call for a vote. 

The question being taken on laying the bill aside to be reported 
favorably to the House, 

The CHAIRMAN said: The ayes seem to have it. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I call for a division. 

The question being again taken; there were—ayes 46, noes 1. 

Mr. HOLMAN. No quorum. 

Pio a ae I hope the gentleman from Indiana will not make 
t t. 

The. CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Indiana makes the point 
that no quorum has voted. The Chair will appoint as tellers the gen- 
tleman from Indiana [Mr. HOLMAN] and the gentleman from Missouri 
[Mr. BLAND]. 

' Mr. HOLMAN. I wish to say a single word. I have not seen the 
act of 1834; butif that act sustains the gentleman from Missouri [Mr. 
BLAND] and this report, I will withdraw opposition to the bill. [Cries 
of ‘‘ Regular order!’’] 

Mr. BLAND. Ihave this to say tothe gentleman from Indiana. 
[Renewed cries of “ Regular order!’’] If this bill goes to the Senate 
and the gentleman can establish there the facts which he claims, all 
right; but to let this bill be held back for days and days—— 

Mr. HOLMAN, Iam not asking that; I am simply asking that it 
be passed over until the next bill shall be considered. 

Mr. BLAND. I object to that. The gentleman is not actingjustly 
toward this bill, or toward the parties interested, or toward my self. 
[Cries of ‘‘ Regular order !’?] 

Mr. BURNES. Mr. Chairman, I hope this matter will be compro- 
mised in some way. I understand the gentleman from Indiana is en- 
tirely willing to let this bill go to the House with the understanding 
that if the act of 1834 is as he claims it to be a quorum shall be re- 
quired to pass the bill in the House. With this understanding busi- 
ness can go on. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I have only asked that the next bill be called up 
and disposed of; and I say that in the mean time I will look into this 
law, and if it is as stated by the gentleman from Missouri—— 

Mr. BLAND. The gentleman can have time for that examination 
until the bill is reported to the House to-day. When the bill comes 
up in the House he will have the right to object and make his point. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair suggests to the gentleman from Indi- 
ana that if the bill be now laid aside to be favorably reported, the gen- 
tleman will have the right to oppose the bill in the House and demand 
the vote of a quorum. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Iunderstand that; but the proposition I have made 
is a fair one, and I ask that it may be complied with. 

Mr. BLAND. I prefer that the bill shall go into the House, and 
then the gentleman will have plenty of time to fight it there if he de- 
sires to do so. 

Mr. HOLMAN. My request is that this bill be passed over infor- 
mally until another bill is considered, and in the mean time I will look 
into the law. 

Mr. BLAND. I object. The gentlemancan havea votein the House 
if he wants it. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I have made a very reasonable proposition, which 


I think ought to be accepted. 
The CHAIRMAN. The tellers will take their places, the point of 
no quorum being 


‘Mr. BLOUNT. 
souri. 
Mr. BLAND. To save time I will withdraw my objection. 
The CHAIRMAN. The objection being withdrawn, this bill will 
be laid aside informally until the next case is disposed of. 


W. 8. BRANTLY. 


Mr. BLOUNT. I eall up for consideration the bill (H. R. 3469) pro- 
viding for the payment of $450 to W. S. Brantly, executor of J. H. 
Brantly, for damages to property by United States troops in 1865. 

The bill is as follows: 


Beit enacted, etc., Thut the sum of $150 be, and the same is hereby, appro- 
priated, out of any moneys in the Treasury of the United States not otherwise 
par ated, to pay William S. Brantly, executor of J. H, Brantly, for property 
o 


J. H. Brantly destroyed by the Second Brigade, First Division Cavalry, and 


the corps wagon train, the yalue of which was ascertained by a board of sur- 
vey, in pursuance of special order. 

The bill was laid aside to be reported to the House with the recom- 
mendation that it do pass, > 


MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 


The committee informally rose; and Mr. BURNES having taken the 
chair as Speaker pro tempore, a message from the Senate, by Mr. 
McCook, its Secretary, announced that the Senate had passed without 
amendment the bill (H. R. 10679) to grant the right of way through 
the military reservation at Fort Morgan to the Birmingham, Mobile 
and Navy Cove Harbor Railway Company, and for other purposes. 

Also, that the Senate returned to the House, at its request, the bill 
(S. 1983) granting a pension to H. R. Blakiston; and also returned to 


e. 
I wish to make a suggestion to my friend from Mis- 


the House a duplicate engrossed copy of the bill (S. 320) for the relief 
of John D. Adams. 

The message further announced that the Senate disagreed to the 
amendment of the House to the bill (S. 2851) to amend an act enti- 
tled ‘‘An act to regulate commerce,” approved February 4, 1887, asked 
a conference with the House on the disagreeing votes thereon, and had 
appointed Mr. CuLLoM, Mr. PLATT, and Mr. HARRIS managers on the 
part of the Senate. 

The Committee of the Whole resumed its session. 


JOHN M. HIGGINS, 


Mr. BOOTHMAN. I call up for present consideration the bill (H. 
R. 520) for the relief of John M. Higgins. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Beit enacted, etc., That the proper accounting officers of the Treasury be, and 
hereby are, directed to audit and pay to John M, Higgins, late a lieutenant of 
ponimeny A, Thirty-third Regiment Ohio Volunteer Infantry, his accounts 


porns he Government the same as if he had never been court-martialed and 
dismissed the service but had been honorably discharged therefrom, 


Mr. COBB. Let the report in that case be read. 
The report (by Mr. Crouse) was read, as follows: 


The Committee on War Claims, to whom was referred the bill (H. R.520) for 
the relief of John M. Higgins, report the same back, after due consideration 
thereof, with the recommendation that it do pass; andin support of this action 
hereby adopt and make part hereof, as containing the facts in the case, the re- 

rt of the Committee on War Claims of the House of Representatives of the 
forty-ninth Congress, which is as follows : 


‘*(House Report No. 1131, Forty-ninth Congress, first session.] 


“That the bill authorizes and directs the accounting officers of the Treasury 
i cinerea ih audit and pay to John M. late a lieutenant of Company 
A, Thirty-third Regiment of Ohio Volunteer nst the 


try, his accounts 
Government, the same as if he had never been court-martialed an 

the service, but had been honorably d ed therefrom, 
“Itappears from the proof submitted that this officer was mustered into servico 
as second lieutenant, Company A, Thirtv-third Ohio Volunteers, regime 27, Sana 
ment, y 


t a) 
for such relief as could be granted in t 
ah cao the disability resulting from the dismissal 


“The removal of the disability consequent upon the sentence did not operate 
to restore to Lieutenant Higgins the pay forfeited by the dismissal, but simply 
declared him qualified to re-enter the service in the future. 

“In speaking of the case of Lieutenant Higgins, his colonel, Col. Oscar F. 
Moora, of the ‘Thirty-third Ohio Volunteers, in a letier now on file in the War 

partment, says: 

““Tieutenant Higgins prior to the battle of Perryville, had been a gallant, faith- 
ful officer, and in that fight was wounded and came home. While at home he 
spate a correspondence with the second lieutenant of his company, with whom 
he had been on friendly and very intimate terms. This correspondence was not 
very chaste, * © * Lieutenant H was quite young and thoughtless, 
aad Paving confidence in the party with whom was corresponding that his 
letters would not be exhibited, he wrote, as he says, with the utmost freedom, 
and in such style as to make him ashamed of hi now. The y, desiring 
to secure his place, betrayed him, and u; the stre: of these letters 
were preferred and the trial and conviction follo The y who thus 
tray tten in confidence 
to obtain the dismissal of Hi, 
and in the battle of Mission 
rest and would have been dismissed in 
Carlin to 


was removed January 


taste, * * * andvery unbecomin 
they were written in confidence, that 
motives, afford at least some excuse for the act. He served the Government 
enee gd up to the time he was wounded at Perryville, and is, I think, at least 
entitled to . 

“This letter was written February 11, 1867. Lieutenant Higgins was not 
twenty years old when the occurrences upon which the charges against him 


were took place. 

“Thedisabilities imposed by his sentence—the substantial having been 
removed, it seems to your committee that the Government ought not to retain 
the pay earned by faithful and gallantseryices, It issubmi' that the nature 


of the offense and the severity of the sentence are such as certainly after 
this lapse of time, to the sense of justice in any impartial tri ; 

“ Your committee, therefore, in view of the foregoing statement of facts, report 
in favor of the passage of the bill.” 

TheCHAIRMAN. Is there objection to the present consideration of 
the bill? 

Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana. I desire toinquire upto what time this 
pay is to be allowed? 

Mr. BOOTHMAN. Up to the time of his dismissal, 

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection to the present consideration 
of the bill? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. KILGORE. I give notice to the friends of this measure on the 
other side that I will appeal from the objection here to the point of no 
quorum on this bill. 

Mr. THOMPSON, of Ohio. 
tion in this connection ? 

Mr. KILGORE. It is simply a waste of time. 

* Mr. THOMPSON, of Ohio. I think if the gentleman would hear 
a short explanation of the case he would not object. 

Mr. GORE. [I listened to the reading of the report and listened 
carefully, and made up my mind upon the facts therein alleged. 

Mr. THOMPSON, of Ohio. This is a case with which I am thor- 
This young man lives in my town, and I am con- 


Will the gentleman permit a sugges- 


oughly familiar. 
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vinced that the gentleman when he knows the facts, which are but 
briefly stated in the report, will not insist on his objection. 

Mr. KILGORE. I take the report on its face and must conclude 
that there is not sufficient merit to put the case through this House 
without a quorum. ‘ 

Mr. THOMPSON, of Ohio. The gentleman, perhaps, has not ob- 
served that every disability incurred by this officer was removed, but 
that the removal did not restore to him the money which he had earned 
by faithful and gallant services, which money is still held by the Gov- 
ernment. This bill simply restores him that money. The Govern- 
ment is placed in the attitude of holding on to a little sum earned by 
the gallant and faithful services of this man, services which are certi- 
fied to by his colonel, who states that he served gallantly and was 
wounded in battle, but afterwards, unfortunately, he fell into bad com- 
pany, and the result of some imprudences on his part was the court- 
martial which dismissed him from the service and withheld from him 
the pay that he had earned up to that time. I repeat that every sin- 
gle disqualification and disability has been removed by President 
Grant. This was a mere boy, not exceeding twenty years of age, and 
I hope we will not insist on holding on to thelittle bit of money earned 
by his services in battle. The disabilities and the substantial part of 
the sentence were removed after a full hearing of the case by President 

Grant years ago when the matters were fresh in the minds of the wit- 


nesses, 

Mr. PERKINS. I would ask unanimous consent, in view of the ob- 
jection of the gentleman from Texas, that this bill be laid aside tem- 
pony, to be called up again some time during the course of the day, 

the gentleman from Texas, on an examination, is willing to withdraw 
his objection. 

The CHAIRMAN. If there beno objection, that order will be made. 

There was no objection. ) 


NORFOLK COUNTY FERRY COMMITTEE. 


Mr. BOWDEN. I call up for consideration the bili (H. R. 5517) for 
the relief of the Norfolk County Ferry Committee. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and heis hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to pay to the Norfolk County Ferry Committee, of Norfolk 
Va., out of any money in ‘Treasury not otherwise appropriated, the sum ot 
$42,300, that being the amount collected by the Quartermaster’s Department of 
the United States Army as tolls and ferriages for the transportation of civilians, 
ae poke pea — for three yos and oarra months, exceptin, eight 

ys, beroa current expenses and repairs of said e 
Court of Claims. 


A Roe CHAIRMAN, Is there objection to the consideration of the 

? 

Mr. ROWELL. I object. 

Mr. WILSON, of Minnesota. I wish to state that if this bill comes 
up I shall desire to be heard to discuss it. I would not object to the 
consideration of the bill exeept that it is going to stand in the way of 
others, as I do not object to consideration as a rule. 

Mr. ROWELL. I object because the report in the Department shows 
that the Government spent more money than it got. 

Mr. BOWDEN. If the gentleman will permit the report to be read 
it will show no such state of facts, but will show, on the contrary, that 
during a part of this time the Government collected a larger rate than 
that allowed by the Court of Claims. 

Mr. BLAND. I wish to make a parliamentary inquiry. The bill 
that I called up was passed over informally to be taken up again. 
Now, I would like to know if the gentleman from Indiana has made 
an examination which will satisfy him, as itis unfair to me and to the 
bill to defeat it in any indirect way. 

The CHAIRMAN. The first question is to determine the disposi- 
tion to be made of the bill called up by the gentleman from Virginia. 

Is there objection to its present consideration? 

Objection was made. 

ALBEMARLE AND CHESAPEAKE CANAL COMPANY. 

Mr. BOWDEN. I believe, Mr. Chairman, it is my privilege to call 
up another bill. 

The CHAIRMAN (Mr. Crisp). The present occupant of the chair 
does not know whether the gentleman would be entitled to do so or 


not. 

Mr. BOWDEN. I asked the Chair at the beginning, when I asked 
the consideration of this other bill, if there was objection, whether a 
member would be entitled to call up another bill; and it was conceded 
that he would. 

The CHAIRMAN. Of course the Chair will carry out that agree- 


ment, 
Mr. BOWDEN. Then I call up the bill (H. R. 7799) for the relief 
of the Albemarle and Chesapeake Canal Company. 
The bill was read, as follows: 
Be it enacted, ete., That the Secre! ifthe N: be, and he is hi 3 
ized aog directed Sol investigate the’. claim = ‘the Albománs Pec Ami 
anal Company, ‘or on vessels transporti: 
award pani aes as he ay find Seutisbiy don. not to Bae Sry sour eh eee: 


said award being in fall paymentof all claims of said i 
ernment, and for the pit ` company against the Gov: 


ent of whatever sum the may award. 
aforesaid, appropriation le ous of ciel 


ferry as found 


Secretary 
hereby made, out of the Treas 
moneys not otherwise appropria % eae may, Baya 


Mr. KILGORE. Do I understand that bill refers the matter to the 
Secretary of the Navy to be adjudicated ? 

Mr. BOWDEN. It refers it to the Secretary of the Navy for inves- 
tigation and award of an appropriate amount. 

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection to the consideration of the bill? 
[After a panse.] The Chair hears none. 

The bill was laid aside to be reported to the House with the recom- 
mendation that it do pass. 

PRESTON BECK, JR. 


Mr. BLAND. I would like to dispose of the bill (H. R. 4554) for 
the relief of the heirs of Preston Beck, jr., which was laid aside in- 
formally. 

Mr. HOLMAN. The court passed upon that under the old system, 
which only authorized them to find the facts. I find on an examina- 
tion that the act of 1834 is somewhat modified by the act of 1860. If 
the act of 1834 alone stood, I should still insist on my objection, but 
under the present law as I find it I shall only ask for a vote. 

Mr. BLAND. We have had a vote upon it already. 

Mr. HOLMAN. It is now properly before the committee. 

Mr. BLAND. It was before the committee and a vote taken, and 
then it was laid aside informally. 

Mr. HOLMAN. It was laid over informally, and is now before the 
House properly. 

The bill was laid aside to be reported to the House with the recom- 
mendation that it do pass. 

A. J. M’CREARY. 


Mr. BOWEN. I ask consideration of the bill (H. R. 7924) for the 
relief of A. J. McCreary, administrator of the estate of J. M. Hiatt, 
deceased, and for other purposes. : 

The bill was read, as follows: 


Whereas in the year 1878 the Osage Indians were in a state of destitution and 
suffering for the actual necessaries of life owing to the acre va of the ap- 
propriation for them by Congress out of their fund, and said tribe, by nearly if 
not quite all the chief councilors and headmen of said Osage tribe of Indians, 
appealed to the then Indian traders, J. M. Hiatt & Co., at the Osage agency 
(eahuskey), Indian Territory, to extend to the Osages a credit of from eight to 
ten dollars per capita, promising payment out of their next annuity, which it 
was supposed would be ample for that purpose, which ej ve was sup 
and the credit approved by Cyrus Beede, the then Unit tates agent for the 

Indians, as a matter of actual necessity; and 

Whereas the said firm of J. M. Hiatt & Co., pursuant to said appeal, and 
relying thereon, did extend to said Osage Indians a credit, aggregating tho 
sum of $16,759.99, keeping a careful, just, and true itemized »ccount of all goods 
sold to each head of a family and individual, said goods being sold under super- 
vision and advice of Paul United States interpreter, Governor Joe, Gann 
Bevenue, chief of the half-breeds, and other chiefs and headmen, who were 
fully and freely consulted as to who were proper to receive credit and 
the amount thereof; and every precaution was en to have the credit fairly 
distributed to all the members of the tribe. But the next annuity, instead of 
being $15 ror capita, as had been expected, was reduced to little over $3 per 
capita, so that the payment of said amount of credit so extended was rendered 
impossible, and before the subsequent annuities were made sufficient for its 
payment, the Indian agent, Cyrus Beede, was superseded by an nt who, for 
unknown reason, resisted and defeated the payment of said credit out of the 
same; and 

Whereas, afterward, in the summer of 1880, said account was settled and ad- 
justed as to items and amount, after a long and careful examination thereof by 
the governor and head chiefs constituting the business committee of said tribe 
of Indians, and there was thereby found to be due the said firm of J. M. 
Hiatt & Co. the sum of $16,759.99, and said governor and head chief requested 
the Secretary of the Interior to pay the same; and 

Whereas by an act of the pede the poe Congress, approves Ju A 1886, the 
Secretary of the was authorized and directed to pay to J. only 
surviving partner of said J. M. Hiatt & Co., late traders for the Osage tribe of 
Indians, out of any money in the Treasury en bs the Osage tribe of In- 
dians under anact of Congress approved June 16, 1880, the said sum of $16,759.99, 
or so much thereof as may be found actually due claimant; and after an in- 
vestigation of the facts the Secretary of the Interior, without having any valid 
evidence affecting or impairing the justness or correctness of said accounts and 
the amount due thereon, declined to certify ay apg tei than $8,380, leavin 
still justly due the sum of $8,380, and said J. iatt has since died and ree d 

has been appointed his administrator: Therefore, 

Be it enacted, ctc., That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to pay to said A.J. McCreary, administrator of the estate 
of said J. M. Hiatt, survivor of said J. M. Hiatt & Co., late traders for the 
tribe of Indians, out of any money in the Treasury accruing to said tribe of In- 
dians by act of Congress, approved June 16, 1880, the balance of said account, 
namely, the sum of $8,380, in full satisfaction of said demand against the said 

tribe of Indians, on said credit extended to as aforesaid, 


Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana. I ask that the report be read. 

Mr. PERKINS. The report is very voluminous. The matter has 
been very carefully considered by the committee. 

Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana. Have the committee reported in favor 
of the bill? 

Mr. PERKINS. Thecommittee have unanimously reported in favor 
of the bill, and I ask, for the information of the gentleman from In- 
diana and the House generally, that a single statement from the chief 
of the Indians be read, which is incorporated in the report, as the re- 
port is very voluminous. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

OSAGE AGENcy, ISDIAN TERRITORY, August 20, 1890, 
Hon. COMMISSIONER oF INDIAN AFFAIRS: 


Sir: The governor of the Osages and a number of the chiefs have directed or 
petitioned the honorable Secretary of the Interior to pay aclaim of $16,759.99, 
due to Hiatt & Co. from said tribe. ; 

As chief of the half-breed band, and having a better knowledge, perhaps, of 
the origin and of said claim than any other chief, I unite with them 
in earnestly asking that the claim be promptly paid, as requested. ‘The Indians 


N 


8624 CONGRESSIONAL 


RECORD—HOUSE. SEPTEMBER 14, 


and others were led to believe that the payment of about $1$ per head in Jan- 
uary, 1878, would be continued at substantially that sum. In that belief I ad- 
vised H. & Co. to give the Osages a credit for half the sum, knowing that it 
would greatly accommodate the Indians, and believing it would be entirely 
safe; but the beet bya! peyan, and later ones, instead of $15, have been but 
little over $3 per head. Their present needs absorbed this small sum at once, 
sgo there has been no time at which it was possible to pay a debt made in good 
faith, and of which they reaped the full benefit. Knowing their ability to pay 
their debts, and grateful for the accommodation, the honor and self-respect of 
the Osages is concerned in the quick and full discharge of the debt. 

Ihave the honor to be, your obedient servant, 

SAMUEL BEIVNEW, 
Head Chief of Half-Brced Band. 
Witness: 
J. H. TISDALE, 


The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection to the consideration of this 
bill? The Chair hears none. 
The bill was laid aside to be reported to the House with the recom- 
mendation that it do pass. 
BENJAMIN F. RICHARDSON. 


Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. I ask consideration of the bill 
(H. R. 8276) for the relief of the estate of Benjamin F. Richardson. 

Mr. CRAIN. I would like to ask the gentleman from Arkansas 
whether that bill is one that he has introduced or whether it was sub- 
mitted to him by some gentleman whose name comes lower in the list. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. I introduced the bill. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


Ee it enacted, ete., That the Quartermaster-General of the United States is 
hereby authorized and directed to examine the claim of the estate of Benjamin 
F. Richardson, di , late of Jefferson County, Arkansas, for stores and sup- 

lies belonging to said Richardson allegea to have been taken by the United 

tates, or armies thereof, in Jefferson County in the State of Arkansas dur- 
ing the war of the rebellion; and he may consider the evidence heretofore taken 
on said claim, so far as applicable, and such other legal evidence as may be ad- 
duced before him in behalf of the claimant or in behalf ofthe United States, and 
shall report the facts to Congress, to be considered with other claims reported 
by the Quartermaster-General. 4 

The bill was laid aside to be reported to the House with the recom- 
mendation that it do pass. 

DESTRUCTION OF PROPERTY IN CYNTUIIANA, KY. 


Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. I ask consideration of the 
bill (H. R. 8640) to direct the Secretary of War to appoint a commis- 
sion to ascertain and report the facts concerning the destruction of 
property at Cynthiana, Ky., on July 17, 1862. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, elc., That the Secretary of War be, and he is hereby, directed to 
appoint a commission, to consist of e officers of the Army, to ascertain and 
report the facts concerning the destruction of property at the battle at Cynthi- 
ana, Ky., on July 17, 1862, between the forces of the United States under the 
command of Colonel Landrum and the Confederate forces under General John 
H. Morgan, and the value of the property there destroyed, ascertaining the 
names of the owners thereof, the value, and description thereof, which report 
the said Secretary of War will transmit to Congress as early as practicable. 


Mr. McCULLOGH. I would ask the gentleman from Kentucky 
the object of the bill; and reserve the right to object. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. The object of the bill is sim- 
ply to enable the Secretary of War to appoint a commission who shall 
ascertain the facts. - 

Mr. McCULLOGH. Wasit for destruction of property caused by 
two forces at war? The ultimate object is what I ask. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. The ultimate object is that 
if the commission reports there ought to be any award the amount 
would be reported for appropriation by Congress. 

Mr. McCULLOGH. Was the destruction caused by two opposing 
forces in a state of war? 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. The facts, so far as I under- 
stand them, are that in the town of Cynthiana, in the State of Ken- 
tucky, during a battle in the streets of the town, there was a destruc- 
tion of property —— 

Mr. McCULLOGH. The object that I have in rising is to inquire 
whether this damage was done in an act of war, between two opposing 
forces at the time at war. We have the same case at Gettysburgh, in 
Pennsylvania, where opposing forces were in actual war, which the 
Honse has refused to recognize. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. This is for the purpose of 
having the facts ascertained, so that if it does not come within any 

per rule nothing further is heard of it. Idesire to amend the bill 
hy hEN the names and the date. I desire to strike out lines 6 to 
9, ‘‘July 17, 1862, between the forces of the United States under the 
command of Colonel Landrum,” and insert ‘‘on July 11, 1864, between 
the forces of the United States under the command of Col. Conrad Jervis.” 

Mr. SPRINGER. Ido not desire to oppose this bill, but ask how 
is the expense to be incurred in this matter provided for? 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. There will be no expense, 
because the officers of the Army are employed now. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Unless there be an appropriation the bill can not 
be executed. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. The Secretary of War says 
it can, and that is the form of bill recommended. 

‘The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside to be reported to 
the House with the recommendation that it do pass. 


JOHN F. ALSUP. 


Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana. Icall up the bill (H. R. 3494) for the 
relief of John F. Alsup. 

Mr. CRAIN. I will ask the gentleman from Indiana whether that 
bill was introduced by himself? . 

Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana. No, sir; it was not. 

Mr. CRAIN. Wasit handed to you by a member lower down on the 
list, to be called up when your name should be reached? 

Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana. Yes, sir. 

Mr. CRAIN. Mr. Chairman, I rise to a parliamentary inquiry. I 
ask to have read the order of the House in regard to the presentation 
of bills for consideration to-day. 

The CHAIRMAN (Mr. Crisp). The present occupant was not in 
the chair when the order was made, but he can state his understand- 
ing of the order, which was that when the name of a member was 
called by the Clerk he should have the right to call up any bill on the 
Private Calendar. : 

Mr. CRAIN. I will ask whether it was not the intention that that 
should apply only to bills in which the member himself was interested ? 

Several MEMBERS. Oh, no. 

Mr. CRAIN. Iam asking for information from the Chair. 

The CHAIRMAN. Of course the Chair can not say what was the 
spionien of the House, but the present occupant of the chair would— 
not hold—— `‘ 

Mr. CRAIN. I had not finished my inquiry, Mr. Chairman. It 
seems to me that it is unjust to members of this committee that gentle- 
men whose names happen to be far down on the list should therefore 
have the opportunity to present two bills for the consideration of the 
committee, 

Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana. I, too, think that would be unfair, and 
it will not be done in this case. 

Mr. CRAIN. What is done in this case, however, gives precedence 
to this bill over others, for example over a bill which I may desire 
to call up for consideration but which may not be considered at all to- 
Cay owing to want of time, and therefore it is unjust. I understand 
the spirit of this order to be that each member as his name is called 
shall have an opportunity to present a bill in which he is interested, 
and if he has no bill it is just and right that he should not respond; 
becauseif the rule of procedure adopted by the gentleman from Indiana 
is to be followed by every gentleman whose name is called, then some 
membezs will havean opportunity to presenttwo bills each for consider- 
ation in case their names are called to-day; or, if that does not result, 
at least gentlemen whose names precede them, and who have priority 
on the list by reason of their names happening tocommence with letters 
earlier in the alphabet will fail to be reached and their bills will be 
left behind. 

I do not think it is the intention of the House, or of the committee, 
as the case may be, that gentlemen should be permitted to take bills 
from members whose names come later than theirs in the list and pre- 
sent them to the committee for consideration to the disadvantage of 
other bills. I give notice now that in every case I shall object to the 
consideration of bills brought up in that way, and I begin by objecting 
to the consideration of this bill. 

Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana. Well, that is something that may be 
done by one gentleman as well as by another. 

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection to the consideration of the bill 
called up by the gentleman from Indiana? 

Mr. CRAIN alone objected. 

The CHAIRMAN. Not asufficient number, and the bill is before 
the House for consideration. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That John F. Alsup, late first sergeant of Company B, Thirty- 
ninth Illinois Infantry Volunteers, o Leroy TIL, be paid, out of any money in 
the Treasury not otherwise appropriated, the full pay and allowances of the 
captain of said Domeeny B for the period of five months, he having acted as 
captain of the company for that length of time, less any pay received by him as 
sergeant. 

The bill was laid aside to be reported to the House with the recom- 
mendation that it do pass. 

H. L. NEWMAN. 


Mr. BUNNELL. I call up the bill (H. R. 766) for the relief of H. L. 
Newman. , 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, di- 
rected to pay, out of any money that may hereafter be appropriated for the use 
and benefit of the Posies poy and Kiowa Indians, to H. L, Newman the sum of 
$3,450, which sum be in full satisfaction for claims against said Indians for 
property destroyed. 

The bill was laid aside to be reported to the House with the recom- 


mendation that it do pass. 
ST. JOSEPH COMMERCIAL COLLEGE, ST. JOSEPH, MO. 
Mr. BURNES. I call up House bill 5426. 
Mr. CRAIN. I willask the gentleman the same question that I 
asked the gentleman from Indiana. 
; gt AES The answer is that this is my own bill. It isaSt. 
0. 
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The bill was read, as follows: 


Beitenacted, etc., That there be paid to the trustees of St. Joseph Commercial 
College, in the city of St. Joseph, State of Missouri, out of any money in the 
‘Treasury not otherwise appropriated, the sum of $20,000, in full compensation 
for the use and occupation of said college and the land thereunto i engage 
during the late war by the United States troops and for damage to the same by 
zaid troops. 

The report (by Mr. STONE, of Kentucky) was read, as follows: 

The Committee on War Claims, to whom was referred House bill 5426, being 
a bill for the relief of St. Joseph Commercial College, of St. Joseph, Mo., re- 
spectfully report as follows: 

In the year 1861 the Christian Brothers College of St. Jopi, now known by 
the name of the St. Joseph Commercial College, was erected and completed at 
a cost of $15,000 for school and educational purposes. From the year 1861 until 
near the close of the war, in 1865, said college and its grounds were under the 
Pee hag ees in the occupancy and possession of various commands of United 

a! roops. 

The actual occupancy was not continuous during the whole time, but was at 
intervals, having the effect necessarily of preventing the owners of the prop- 
erty from using or enjoying it for the Derpoees for which it was constructed or 
held by them. Sometimes it was occupied by infantry and sometimes by cav- 
alry, and when occupied by the latter class of troops their horses were stabled 
in the college basement. The floors (except a part of the floor in the fourth 
story), the doors, windows, and window-sashes, and glass were wholly, or 
nearly wholly, destroyed. 

At one time during the war when the college buildings were for a few months 
unoccupied by soldiers, the toma hopingenon occupancy was at an end, pro- 
ceeded, with the aid of the community, and repaired the ge pete yl and unds 
with a view to the Speni of the college for the reception of students; but such 
repairs were but little more than finished when other troops of the United States 
needing quarters came and retook possession of said buildings so Sepeited, and 
occupied them until the condition of the property was made worse by such oc- 
cupancy than it was before the repairs. The owners of the property could do 
nothing but quietly abandon it.and all thought of a school, until after the com- 
plete close of the war, 

In 1866 and 1867 the college buildings and grounds were again repaired and 
improved, and its occupancy for college purposes began six or seven years after 
its first completion as a college. 

The testimony shows that the repairs made, as before stated, cost between 
$6,000 and $7,000, and that a fair rental value of the property was from $1,500 to 
$1,800 per annum., vaya the owners of the rcpery, were deprived of the 
use of their property for six years, the committee have not been disposed to 
allow them for any time after the close of the war—say four years, at 15500 per 
year, and for the actual cost of the repairs made, say $6,000. 

Wherefore your committee recommend the allowance of $12,000, and that the 
bill do pass. with an amendment striking out in the sixth line of the printed 
bill the word “twenty " and inserting in lieu thereof the word “twelve.” 

The amendment recommended by the committee wus agreed to. 

The bill as amended was laid asidé to be reported to the Honse with 


the recommendation that it do pass. 


CLAIMS UNDER THE BOWMAN ACT. 

Mr. BUTLER. I call up House bill (H. R. 6047) for the allowance 
of certain claims for stores and supplies taken and used by the United 
States Army, as reported by the Court of Claims under the provisions 
of the act of March 3, 1883, known as the Bowman act; and I ask 
unanimous consent to substitute for the House bill Senate bill 97. 

The CHAIRMAN. ‘The request of the gentleman can not be enter- 
tained, because the Senate bill is not on the Private Calendar, but is 
still on the Speaker’s table. 

Mr. BUTLER. Iask that it be taken from the Speaker’s table. 

The CHAIRMAN. That can not be done in Committee of the Whole, 

Mr. BUTLER. Not by unanimous consent? 

The CHAIRMAN. No. The House bill can now be considered by 
the Committee of the Whole and reported to the House, and when the 
bill is in the House then the gentleman can ask unanimons consent to 
substitute the Senate bill for the House bill. 

Mr. BUTLER. I will take that course. 

Mr. HOLMAN, I wish to inquire whether this bill comes within 
the spirit of the agreement, which was that each member when his 
named was reached might call up a single measure? 

- Mr. BUTLER. This House bill is an ‘‘omnibus bill,” embracing, 
with many other items, one paragraph which is the same substantially 
as a Senate bill, which is all that I desire to pass. 

Mr. HOLMAN. You are Proposing to pass a bill of one item. 

Mr. BUTLER. That is all. 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from Tennessee desire to 
call up this bill? j 

Mr. BUTLER. Yes, sir. . 

Mr. HOLMAN. I rise toa parliamentary inquiry. This isa bill 
containing many different appropriations. The question is whether it 
comes within the spirit of the order made by the House. 

The CHAIRMAN, The Chair is of opinion that it comes within the 
terms of the order, which was to consider, when called up by a mem- 
ber, any business on the Private Calendar except pension bills. This 
bill appears on the Private Calendar. 

Mr. STONE, of Kentucky. I think I can explain what my friend 
from Tennessee [Mr, BUTLER] desires. ‘The Senate has passed a bill 
for the payment of a certain claim in accordance with the finding of the 
Court of Claims. The House committee has reported a bill which em- 
braces that claim with a number of others. The gentleman from Ten- 
nessee wants such action of the Committee of the Whole as will indorse 
the particular claim in regard to which he is interested, so that when 
this bill comes up in the House he may have the Senate bill substituted. 

Mr. CRAIN. I willask the gentleman from Tennessee whether this 
bill which he calls up is one introduced by himself, or whether he calls 
it up at the request of a gentleman below him in the alphabetical list. 


XIX—540 


Mr. BUTLER. This is a claim which concerns parties in my dis- 
trict. 

Mr. CRAIN. Ifthe bill comes from the gentleman’s own district, 
all right. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will read the bill. 

The bill (H. R. 6047) for the allowance of certain claims for stores 
and supplies taken and used by the United States Army, as reported 
by the Court of Claims under the provisions of the act of March 3, 1883, 
known as the Bowman act, was read. 

Mr, McCULLOGH (interrupting the reading). Mr. Chairman, I rise 
to make a request for the purpose of saving time. The gentleman 
from Tennessee [Mr. BUTLER] desires to have passed but one of the 
claims mentioned in this lengthy bill. Iask that pro forma, and with- 
out prejudice to the other claimants mentioned in the bill, all after the 
enacting clause, except the part in which the gentleman from Tennes- 
see is interested, be laid on the table—— : 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair takes the liberty of suggesting that 
the action proposed would very materially damage the interests of the 
other claimants in this bill. 

Mr, McCULLOGH. I think not; the action I propose is only pro 


Jorma. 


The CHAIRMAN. The Chair could not, at any rate, entertein the 
proposition until the reading of the bill is concluded. 

Mr. McCULLOGH. It will take a long time to read it. 

The Clerk concluded the reading of the bill. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I call for the reading of the report. 

The CHAIRMAN. The report will be read, reserving the right to 
object. 

The report was read. 

The CHAIRMAN, 
bill? 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Mississippi. I desire to offer an amendment 
to the bill. : 

The CHAIRMAN. The question of the consideration of the bill 
must first be determined. 

Mr. WILSON, of Minnesota, Mr. Chairman, it is impossible for us 
to consider during this day a bill involving so many different accounts 
and so large an amount of money. If this bill be taken up, it will 
not be finished to-day. 

Mr. LANHAM. Ihope the gentleman from Tennessee will with- 
draw the bill. ; 

Mr. WILSON, of Minnesota. This House could not do justice to 
itself by permitting such a bill to pass without consideration, 

The CHAIRMAN. ‘The Chair desires to call attention to the fact 
that a Senate bill which the gentleman from Tennessee desires to sub- 
stitute for this bill in the House is now on the § er’s.table. It 
this bill should he reported, and the Senate bill substituted, the effect 
would be to cut out all the claims not included in the Senate bill. 
The Chair suggests this for the consideration of the gentleman from 
‘Tennessee. 

Mr. LANHAM, I hope the gentleman will withdraw the bill. 

Mr. BUTLER. Ido not want to prejudice anybody's claim or to 
consume time unnecessarily. All I desired was to pass the Senate bill, 
which embraces only the claims about which I am interested. 

Mr. STONE, of Kentucky. I suggest that if the gentleman desires 
specially to pass the Senate bill, there is 2 way to accomplish the pur- 
pose; that is to withdraw this bill now, informing the committee that 
he will not call up another bill here, but will in the House ask unani- 
mous consent for the consideration of the Senate bill which embraces 
one of these claims. 

Mr. BUTLER. That will meet my approbation. 

Mr. WILSON, of Minnesota. I submit that this committee, acting 
eth the constitution fixed by the House, can not do what is now sug- 
gested. 

Mr. STONE, of Kentucky. I am as well aware of the conditions 
under which we are acting as is the gentleman giving us this informa- 
tion. The House can, by unanimous consent, consider any bill which 
it pleases. The gentleman from Tennessee can now simply give notice 
that in the House he will ask unanimous consent for the consideration 
of the Senate bill; and I do not think the House will refuse it. Iam 
not suggesting any unusual proceeding or anything out of order. 

Mr. BUTLER, With that understanding, I withdraw the bill. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman withdraws the bill, and an- 
nounces that he will in the House ask unanimous consent for the con- 
sideration of the Senate bill which he has indicated. 

Mr. WILSON, of Minnesota. Mere silence here in committee gives 
no consent to anything which may be proposed hereafter. 

The CHAIRMAN. Certainly not; the gentleman simply announces 
that he will make the request. 

Mr. LANHAM. ‘The gentleman from Alabama [Mr. FORNEY] de- 
sires to submit a conference report on an appropriation bill, and I move 
that the committee rise for that purpose. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The committee accordingly rose; and Mr. Cox haying taken the chair 
as Speaker pro tempore, Mr. DoCKeny reported that the Committee of 
the Whole House had, according to order, had under consideration the 


Is there objection to the consideration of this 
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Private Calendar, and had directed him to report to the House sundry 


bills with various recommendations. 
SUNDRY CIVIL APPROPRIATION BILL. 

Mr. FORNEY submitted the following privileged report. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

The committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses on 
certain amendments of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 10540) making appropria- 
tions for sundry civil expenses of the Government for the fiscal year ending 
June 30, 1889, and for other purposes, having met, after a full and free confer- 
ence have to recommend to their respective Houses as follows: 

That the Senate recede from its amendments numbered 106, 107, 118, 222, 223, 
233, 236, 238, 239, 243, 244, 248, 254, 255, 256, and 257. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the Sen- 
ate numbered 240, and agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 105: That the House recede from its disagreement to 
the amendment of the Senate numbered 105, and to the same with an 
amendment as follows: In lieu of the sum named in said amendment insert 
“*$25,000;”” and the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 110: That the House recede from its disagreement to 
the amendment of the Senate numbered 110,and agree to the same with an 
amendment as follows: In lieu of the matter proposed to be inserted by said 
amendment insert the following: 

“For continuing the construction of the building for the Library of Congress; 
and for each and every purpose connected therewith, including the cost of al 
professional and other personal services that the Chief of Engineers of the Army 
may deem necessary for the prosecution of the work, and si specially order 
to carry into effect the appropriation of money made forthe construction of the 
said Li building, and to be paid from such appropriation for the construc- 
tion of the western front of the building and reading-room, and the book repos- 
itorics connected therewith, asshown by sketch termed ‘Plan No. 1’ on fileinthe 
office of the Librarian of Congress, $500,000. This appropriation and all appro- 
priations hereafter made, and all sums available from appropriations heretofore 
made for this purpose shall be expended under the direction and supervision or 
the Chief of Engineers of the Army, who shall have the control and management 
of all of said work and the employment of all persons connected therewith. 
And all contracts for the construction ofsaid building, or any part thereof, shall 
be made by the Chief of Engineers of the Army, and so much of the first section 
as provides fora commission, together with the eighth section of the act entitled 
* An actauthorizing the construction of a building for the accommodation of the 
Congressional Library,’ approved April 15, 1886, are hereby repealed, and the 
duties of said commission under said act are hereby devolved upon the Chief of 
Engineers of the Army, who shall annually report to Congress at the com- 
mencement of each session a detailed statement of all the proceedings under 
the provisions of this act, and hereafter, until otherwise ordered by Congress, 
no work shali be done in the construction of said Library except such as is con- 
templated on the sketch or ‘Plan No, 1’ herein referred to, and all contracts 
for work or materials outside of the space covered by said plan are hereby re- 
scinded. And all loss or damage occasioned thereby or aris. ores said con- 
tracts, together with the value of the plan of said Library building submitted 
to the joint select committee on additional accommodations for the Library of 
Congress by John L. Smithmeyer in the Italian renaissance style of architect- 
ure, may be adjusted and determined by the Secretary of the Interior, to be 
paid out of the sums heretofore or hereby appropria! All sketches, plans, 
and computations heretofore made under the commission created by the act of 
April 15, 1886, or hereafter made ng said Library building, or any part 

the same, shall be the property of the United States. 

** And so much of said act entitled ‘An act authorizing the construction of a 
building for the accommodation of the Congressional Library, approved April 
15, 1588,’ as a the construction of a building for the accommodation 
of the Congressional Library and as provides for plans for the same, excepting 
only so much of said building as is shown by the sketch termed * Plan No. 1,’ 
on file bes the office of the Librarian of Congress, be, and the same is hereby, 


And the Senate agree to the same, 

Amendment numbered 119: That the Senate recede from its disagreement of 
the House to the Senate amendment numbered 119, and agree to the same with 
an amendment as follows: Add at the end of the matter proposed to be inserted 
by the House amendment numbered 4 the olaina- 

“ Provided, That the President may at any time in his discretion by a proc- 
lamation open any portion or all of the lands reserved by this provision to set- 
tlement under the homestead laws,” 

Amendment numbered 121: That the House recede from its disagreement to 
the amendment of the Senate numbered 121, and agree to the same with an 
amendment as follows: In lieu of the sum named insert ‘‘$502,000;”’ and the 
Senate a; to the same. 

Amendment numbered 127: That the House recede from its disagreement to 
the amendment of the Senate numbered 127, and on to the same with an 
amendmentasfollows: Add, after the word “ industr 1,” the word“ primary ;’’ 
and the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 128: That the House recede from its disagreement to 
the amendment of the Senate numbered 128, and agree to the same with an 
amendment as follows: In lieu of the sum proposed insert “$40,000;” and the 
Senate e to the same. 

Am ent numbered 221: That the House recede from its disagreement to 
the amendment of the Senate numbered 221, and eto the same with an 


amendment as follows: In lieu of the sum proposed rt “*$20,000;”” and the 
Senate to the same. 
Amendment numbered 234: That the House recede from its disagreement to 


the amendment of the Senate numbered 234, and agree to the same with an 

ey as follows: In lieu of the matter proposed to be inserted insert the 
following: 

Catalogue of the Congressional Li : To enable the Librarian of Con- 

to continue the work upon the ogue of the Congressional Library, 

to the same. 


‘And the Senate a 
Amendment num 242: That the House recede from its disagreement to 
the amendment of the Senate numbered 242, 


and agree to the same with an 
amendment as follows: In lieu of the sum pro: insert ‘*$2,067,000;”’ and 
the Senate agree to the same. 

WILLIAM H. FORNEY, 

JAMES N. BURNES, 


THOMAS RYAN, 
Managers on the part of the House. 


F. M. COCKRELL, 
Managers on the part of the Senate. 
The following statement, under the rules, accompanied the report: 
The managers on the part of the House of the conference on the d ing 
votes of the two Houses on certain amendments of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 
making appropriations for sundry civil expenses of the Government sub- 


mit the following written statement in explanation of the action which has been 
upon by the conferees-on said amendments: 

On amendment numbered 105: Appropriates $25,000 for payment to the widow 
of the late Spencer F, Baird, in full compensation for the services and expenses 
of the said Spencer F. Baird during his administration of the office of Commis- 
sioner of Fish an: eries, 

On amendments numbered 106 and 107: Strikes out proposed appropriation 
Ses $100,000 for international boundary survey between the United States and 

exico. : 

On amendment numbered 110: Appropriates $500,000 for continuing the con- 
struction of the building for the Library of Congres substantially in the terms 
proposed by the Senate, except that so much of section 1 of the act authorizin 
the construction of the building as provides for a commission, together wit 
section 8 thereof. and all that portion of said act which authorizes the construc- 
tion of said building and the on of plans therefor, except as is shown 
by the sketch termed “ Plan No.1,’ is repealed. 

On amendment numbered 118: Strikes out the provision inserted by the Sen- 
ate forbidding the use of money appropriated for expenses of sy a g public 
moneys in Dies ect any case or prosecuting any person in the mining 
regions of the United States for cutting, for m ning or domestic pu 
ovaries or scrubby timber unfit to be sawed or hewed into lumber A imi eioan 
cial ue, 

On the amendments of the House to the amendment of the Senate numbered 
119, reducing the appropriation of the Senate from $250,000 to $100,000 for investi- 

ting the extent to which the arid region of the United Statescan beredeemed 

y irrigation, the committee to recommend that the Senate accept the 
proposition of the House, adding thereto the following: 

“ Provided, That the President may at any time, in his discretion, by procla- 
mation, open any portion or all of the lands reserved by this provision to set- 
tlement under the homestead laws,” 

On amendment numbered 121: Corrects a total. 

On amendments numbered 127 and 128: A priates $40,000 instead of $50,- 
000 for industrial and primary education in 

On amendment numbered 221: Appropriates $20,000 instead of $40,000 for spe- 
cial counsel to be employed by the Attorney-General. 

On amendments numbered 222 and 223: Restores the provisions proposed to 
be stricken out by the Senate prescribing how certain prosecutions under the 
internal-revenue laws shall be commenced. 

On amendment numbered 233: Strikes out appropriation of $10,000 for pur- 
chase of works of art by the Joint Committee on the Library. 

On amendment num 234: Appropriates $5,000 instead of $18,000 to en- 
able the Librarian of Congress to continue the work upon the catalogue of the 
Congressional Library. 

On amendment numbered 226: Strikes out the appropriation of $15,000 to pur- 
chase from B.F, Stevens the transcripts from certain state and historical pa- 

rs. 

Pon amendment numbered 238: Strikes out appropriation of $4,500 to purchase 
the library of Professor Guyot. 

On amendment numbered 239: Strikes out appropriation of $1,500 for pur- 
chase of the unfinished painting by Benjamin West of the peace commissioners 
of the treaty of Paris. . 

On amendment numbered 240: Appropriates 23,000 to pay for the work done 
in preparing the index to Congressional documents. 

On amendments numbered 242, 243, 244, and 248: Requires the Public Printer 
to do printing and binding up to the sums allotted to each of the Departments, 
and strikes sy Pog proposed increase of the sum for printing of Congress from 
$802,000 to $952,000. 

On amendment numbered 254: Strikes ont the indefinite appropriation to 
purchase the square al ay bah between E and F and Eighth an inth streets, 
on which to erect a public building for the city post-office and other Govern- 
ment purposes. . 

On amendment numbered 255: Strikes out the proposed indefinite appropri 
— to purchase additional ground for the use of the Government nting 
Office. 

Onamendment numbered 256: Strikes out the proposed appropriation of $20°, 
000 for the establishment of a zoological park in Washington. 

On amendment numbered 257: Strikes out proposed my ay riation of $15,000 to 
purchase that part of Battery Island atthe mouth of t achanna River 
td ooaapien by the Fish aaar g Soe As riy tehing station. aS j 

The as agreed upon appropriates x beg mening ess than 
as it passed the Senate, $2,913,018.52 more than as it athe ‘couse, $3,858,913.86 
re goons! ms law of last year, and $2,497,240.44 less than the estimates sub- 
mitted for 3 


THOS. RYAN, 
Managers on the part of the House. 


ENROLLED JOINT RESOLUTION SIGNED. 


Mr. KILGORE, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, reported that 
they had examined and found duly enrolled a joint resolution of the 
following title; when the Speaker signed the same, namely: 

Joint resolution (H. Res. 221) to continue the provisions of a joint 
resolution entitled a ‘‘ Joint resolution to continue the provisions of a 
joint resolution entitled a ‘Joint resolution to provide temporarily for 
the expenditures of the Government.’ ’’ 

_ SUNDRY CIVIL APPROPRIATION BILL. 

Mr. FORNEY. Mr. Speaker, I now move the adoption of the con- 

ference report which has just been read. If any gentleman desires any 


further information other than that covered by the statement of the 
Honse conferees, I shall be glad to furnish it. 


Mr. PAYSON. Mr. Speaker—— 

Mr. CANNON. I would be glad, Mr. Speaker, to be recognized at 
this time. 

Mr. FORNEY. Iwill yield to the gentleman, if he desires it, a part 
of my time. 

Mr. CANNON. I would prefer to be recognized in my own time. 


Mr. FORNEY. Very well. 3 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Illinois is recog- 
nized. 
(Mr. CANNON withholds his remarks for revision. See APPENDIX.] 

Mr. FORNEY. I now ask a vote, Mr. Speaker, on the adoption of 
the report of the conference committee. 

Mr. PAYSON. Before that I wish to make a suggestion to the gen- 
tleman from Alabama. 


1888. 


Mr. FORNEY. I yield for that purpose. 

Mr. PAYSON. Idesire to suggest to the gentleman that I would be 
glad to hear from him, and at some length, as to why, after the vote 
taken in the House with reference to the proposition in regard to the 
constraction of the Congressional Library building a few days ago, the 
House conferees have seen proper to submit the report they have sub- 
mitted and in its present shape; and to supplement that suggestion 
with another, that I hope in some way the question may be presented 
to the House as to whether or not it desires to commit itself to the com- 
pletion of the building under the Smithmeyer plan. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Will the gentleman allow a suggestion? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Alabama is en- 
titled to the floor. 


Mr. FORNEY. I yield to the gentleman from Indiana to ask a | gy 


question. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I wish to make a suggestion to the gentleman from 
Alabama, 

Mr. FORNEY. I will hear the gentleman with pleasure. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Isuggest thatas there area large number of amend- 
ments involved in the report, and as I understand it there is no objec- 
tion to any of themexcept in respect tothe Congressional Library build- 
ing, that the gentleman from Alabama move a concurrence in all the 
rest, and leave this one for the separate action of the House. 

Mr. RYAN. Oh, no; that can not be done. 

Mr. PAYSON. Ishould be very glad if that could be done. Iam 
quite willing, as far as I am concerned, that that action shall be taken. 

Mr. FORNEY. The report is an entirety, and must be received or 
rejected as such. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I concede that it can not be done; but I should be 
glad-if that course could have been adopted by some means. 

Mr. RYAN. It could not be done, even by unanimous consent. 

Mr. PAYSON. Then, before the question is put to the House, I de- 
sire to submit to the gentleman from Alabama that the proposition in 
regard to the construction of the Congressional Library ought to be de- 
bated, and there ought to be some understanding as to what the House 
proposes to do in regard to it. Isubmit the propriety of agreeing to 
all the items in the report except that, as a matter of unanimous con- 
sent, and let some suggestion be made upon it and a separate vote 
taken later on the single proposition. ~ 

Mr. HOLMAN. Unfortunately, that can not be done. 

* Iir. PAYSON. It can by unanimous consent. 

Mr. HOLMAN. No; not eyen by unanimous consent. 

lir. FORNEY. This report was before the House the other day and 
discussed fully, and the House committee of conference carried out what 
they presumed to be the wishes of the House on the subject of the Con- 
gressional Library building. They have, as far as they could under- 
stand the wishes of the House, carried out its instructions. This bill 
sin:ply proposes that the work shall be suspended except as regards the 
west wing, and we appropriate $500,000 to continue that. It is all 
placed under the direction of the Chief of Engineers, who has full con- 
tro], with the right to make the necessary contracts and appoint all the 
officers required. He can get clear of any one of them that is desirable 
tobe removed. The Senate asked $1,000,000, but $500,000 was finally 
agreed upon. This work is confined alone, as I have said, to this one 
wing. 

Mr. PAYSON. But that is a part of the Smithmeyer plan. 

Tir. FORNEY. Yes. 

Mr. PAYSON. And in order that there may be no doubt upon the 
subject, I wish it to be understood that the construction of the west 
wing and the central dome, being integral parts of the Smithmeyer 
plan, is a continuation of the work on that plan and a committal of 
the House to the construction of the building thereunder. 

Mr. RYAN. Let me make a suggestion to the gentleman. 

Mr. PAYSON. With pleasure. 

Mr. RYAN. His view is entirely negatived by the proposition which 
repeals so much of the law of 1886 as authorizes this building beyond 
that which is provided for here. 

Mr. PAYSON. Certainly, but you are proceeding with the part 
Which is authorized on the old plan, and that is a recognition of the 

plan. 

Mr. RYAN. This absolutely repeals all other provisions in regard 
to it and all plans. 

Mr. FORNEY. And it will cost about $4,000,000 to finish the 
building. ` 

Mr. HOLMAN. I hope the prediction of the gentleman from Ala- 
bama will be verified, and that the House is of the same mind still 
that it was a few days ago when the subject was being acte upon, and 
when the House with a great deal of unanimity determined that it was 
proper to rebuke the extraordinary agencies through which the House 
was induced to pass the bill of 1886 to leave matters in a state of sus- 
pense for the time being, continuing only contracts already made until 
next December. Iam inclined to think that the judgment of the House 


was clearly in favor of that proposition, that no appropriation should 
be made except the $19,000 proposed to induce the presentation of new 
plans, and then let the matter go over in a state of suspense until the 
Now, I hope the House will agree 


meeting of Congress next winter. 
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to do this, not being able to concur in a partof this report, but to agree 
to non-concur in all the report—and I understand there is no objection 
except to this particular provision—and at least adopt this safeguard 
if they go no farther, though I hope the House will adhere to the origi- 
nal determination to suspend the work for the time being as a proper 
emphasis of the disapproval of the methods which were adopted to se- 
cure the of the original bill. 

But I hope the committee of conference will be called upon to ask 
the Senate to agree to the following proposition, as they have failed to 
fix some limit. 

The Clerk read, as follows: ' 


And the cost of the building as authorized to be constructed by thisprovision 
shall not exceed $4,000,000; and if in the judgment of the Chief of Engineers the 
building so authorized to be erected can not be completed by an expenditure of 

000,000, he shall suspend the work thereon and make full report to Congress 
of the facts in relation to said building. 


Mr. HOLMAN. Now, Mr. Speaker, I only wish to ask the com- 
mittee of conference to insist on this. 

Mr. PAYSON. Do you propose to offer that as a proposition ? 

Mr. HOLMAN. I propose to ask the House to instruct the com- 
mittee of conference to ask the Senate to consent to that. It seems to 
me that the House owes something to itself in this matter. We en- 
tered upon this enterprise with an understanding brought before the 
House that the structure was to cost about $3,200,000. Ido not be- 
lieve the House was at any time willing to go beyond that sum in the 
construction of this building. Indeed, so long as it was a proposition 
for the construction of a building costing $8,000,000, or anything be- 
yond $3,000,000, it was op š 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. What is the estimate of the Smithmeyer 


plan? 2 A 
Mr. HOLMAN. The reduced plan—Plan No. 1? 
Mr. MAISH. Yes. X 
Mr. HOLMAN. The lowest estimate is $4,000,000. 


Mr. RYAN. “What is the highest?+ 

Mr. HOLMAN. ‘That is what I wish to avoid. It would depend 
altogether upon the plan of construction, but I think $4,000,000 will 
be the ultimate cost of the construction of the partial plans. It has 
been estimated that it would cost $4,000,000. There is plenty of time 
to act on this matter, inasmuch as the appropriations for last year have 
extended still farther and there is no necessity for any extraordinary 
haste. This subject can-be acted on next Monday or Tuesday as well 
as to-day. I ask the House to non-concur in this conference report, and 
let the committee of conference, if it can accomplish nothing else, at 
least fix some limit. The gentleman to have the construction of the 
bnilding in charge as indicated by this amendment is the Chief of En- 
gineers, 1 gentleman in whom Congress has entire faith. We have no 
doubt of his integrity, but in the present proposition we direct him to 
go right on with this structure no matterat what the cost in the future, 
whether it be four, five, six, or more millions; and if the proposition 
should prevail his duty would be to proceed at once without limit. 

If the building to be constructed on this reduced plan would cost 
more than four millions, he would suspend operations and report the 
matter to the House. Under this proposition we would be proceeding 
with some degree of caution; but we have displayed no caution what- 
ever up to this time. : 

Mr. WHITE, of Indiana. Suppose you do agree that it shall cost 
$4,000,000, and you carry on the work under the supervision of the 
Chief of Engineers, but when you get about half or three-fourths of 
the building constructed your four millions are gone. What are you 
then going to do? 

Mr. HOLMAN. We will guard against that by the proposition I 
have submitted. We have a competent officer, whom we instruct. If 
this building can not be constructed under his supervision for $4,000,000, 
he is to suspend the work until the meeting of Congress in December, 
and report the facts to Congress. 

Mr. WHITE, of Indiana. Where do you suppose the money is go- 
ing to that goes into this building ? 

Mr. HOLMAN. I think a large amount has been thrown away 
already. 

Mr. WHITE, of Indiana. It is better than where it is. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Would my friend appropriate ten or fifteen million 
dollars for that work and construct a building approaching this Capi- 
tol in cost? 

Mr. PAYSON rose. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. 
the time. 

Mr, FORNEY. I will yield tothe gentleman from Ilinois [Mr. 
Payson] fifteen minutes, 

Mr. PAYSON. I would like to be recognized in my own right. 

Mr. FORNEY. I do not concede that; but I will yield you a rea- 
sonable time. If you want ten or fifteen minutes you can take that, 
and if you are not through I can yield you more. 

Mr. HOLMAN (to Mr. Payson). Youcan get your own time event- 
ually. 

Mr. PAYSON. I kuow that very well. Ican be heard; but I do 
not want to make any threat; itis unnecessary. When this excitement 
over undue haste shall subside I will be heard, I think. 


The gentleman from Alabama controls 
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Mr. FORNEY. This is a very important matter. ‘fhe Senate is 
now in session for the purpose of receiving this report and taking action. 

Mr. PAYSON. Mr. Speaker, the Senate will wait then till next 
week. This measure will not pass without debate by unanimous con- 
sent, because it ought not to. I believe, sir, there are not ten mem- 
bers of this House who understand the proposition that has been pre- 
sented, and I do not think that there will be any material time lost in 
having the matter debated as it should be. 4 

Mr. FORNEY. I believe every gentleman understands it. The mat- 
ter is to be left with the Chief of Engineers. 

Mr. PAYSON. Let me say further that the gentleman from Ala- 
bama [Mr. Forney] entirely misapprehends my point, if he thinks that 
Iam making a question as to an honest accounting for the expenditure 
of the money for the proposed building. That is a secondary matter 
altogether at this time. I propose to address myself now to the funda- 
mental question whether or not the House intends to adopt this Smith- 
meyer plan or any integral portion of it atall. It goes to the founda- 
tion. 

Mr. FORNEY. The report proposes to adopt the plan which is now 
on file, and which embraces the west wing. 

Mr. PAYSON. And which is only a portion of the whole plan, as I 
will explain. Now, Mr. Chairman, I hope to be recognized in my own 
right, and I agree in advance to take no more time than is necessary to 
express the ideas I have on this subject. I do not hope to speak con- 
nectedly, as I had nota moment’s notice that the report was to be called 
up; but I will, I trust, be understood. Thisscheme, the proposed ac- 
tion of the House this afternoon, may involve an expenditure of from 
twelve to fifteen million of dollars. 

Mr. FORNEY. Oh, no. It will not go beyond four millions. 

Mr. PAYSON. Well, I will explain to the House why it may, and 
the gentleman will agree with me when he shall have heard me. 

Mr. FORNEY. I yield fifteen minutes to the gentleman. 

Mr. PAYSON. Mr. Speaker, the proposition submitted by the gen- 
tleman from Indiana [Mr. HOLMAN] is open to the same objection as 
the report made by the committee. Iholdin my hand the plan which 
has been agreed upon for the erection of this entire building. At the 
outset, I disagree entirely with the observation made by the gentle- 
man from Indiana that when this plan was adopted it was adopted 
inconsiderately or without due investigation or discussion on the part 
of members of the House, There never has been a proposition sub- 
mitted to Congress since I have been in it that has had a more earnest, 
sturd y» and vehement opposition than the erection of this public Library 
building. 

It began as long ago as the Forty-sixth Congress, and the measure 
was reported time and time again. Various plans were submitted, the 
principal ones among them being for a proposed enlargement of this 
Capitol building so as to afford room for the accommodation of the 
rapidly accumulating mass of books, maps and manuscripts, etc., in 
the Congressional Library. One plan was to extend it eastwardly; 
another was to extend it westwardly and make it five or six stories 
high, and the result of them all was that in the Forty-sixth Congress 
a committee was appointed, consisting of the Architect of the Capitol, 
a gentleman named Esty (if I recall the name rightly), and Mr. Smith- 

~meyer, to examine, as scientific men and as experts in this business, 
these various schemes and report to Congress some plan to meet the 
necessities for the growth of the Congressional Library. 

These gentlemen submitted individual reports, which I have upon 
my desk, but which are too jong for me to take time to read now. It 
is enough to say that all three of these architects agreed that the en- 
largement of the Capitol building was impracticable; that it wouldin- 
terfere with the architectural beauty of the building; that it would 
injure the stability and security of the dome, and all that sort of thing, 
and they all concurred in saying that the proposed enlargement would 
involve an expenditure, upon a minimum estimate, of over $4,000, 000. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Four million two hundred thousand dollars was 
Mr. Clark’s estimate. 

Mr. PAYSON. Four millions of dollars, in round numbers, was the 
lowest estimate made for the enlargement of this building for the pur- 
poses of the Library, and all three of these gentlemen agreed that the 
way out of the difficulty was to erect a separateand independent build- 
ing. Then controversy arose as to what site should be selected in case 
Congress should decide to erect a separate building, and that matter 
was discussed in the House here, the general idea being that Judiciary 
Square was the best place. A point was made as to the stability of the 
foundation there, it being alleged, as I remember very well, that a large 
portion of that territory was ‘‘made”’ ground; and a detail of engi- 
neers was sent from the War Department to investigate the matter, and 
their report was that Judiciary Square was not objectionable so far as 
the stability of the soil was concerned and its suitableness to carry 
the weight of this great building. 

But an important factor in connection with the proposition to enlarge 
the Capitol building was the item of expense. Mr. Clarke submitted 
a plan and estimates for the erection of a building for a public library, 
the cost of which, in round numbers, was to be about $5,000,000. Mr. 
Esty’s plan would cost nearly $4,000,000. Mr. Smithmeyer did sub- 
mit a plan, which, as to the ground plan, was substantially the same 
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as this which I have in my hand. However, the style of archi- 
tecture was Gothic, covered with expensive turrets and towers and 
ornamentations of that kind, and because of the expense that plan 
and style was regarded as not suitable to be adopted. The question 
was discussed and statements were made here as to the enormous ex- 
pense of that kind of a building, in Gothic, and finally a detailed 
statement was made with reference to the cost of a building of the 
present adopted plan, modified as to ornamentation and style, exclu- 
sive of some iron shelving to be put in the numerous alcoves, as in the 
future they might be required, and for which shelving the estimate 
was about $700,000, and which, in the plan of Mr. Smithmeyer, was 
distributed over fifty years, and the total cost of the proposed building, 
as stated by him, was to be two million three hundred and some odd 
thousand dollars, completing the entire structure ready for shelving 
one million books, all complete, except a portion of iron shelving, etc., 
to be supplied in later years as needed, as I have said. 

Mr. ROGERS. Where is the evidence of that statement? 

Mr. PAYSON. iam comingto that. Thestatement has been made 
here time after time. Mr. Smithmeyer undertakes to deny that he 
ever made avy such statement. and has said so underoath. He has so 
stated to members on this floor. I knew that I had seen such a state- 
ment in print, and so said when this matter was up two weeks ago. I 
knew such a statement had been made by Mr. Smithmeyer and I now 
appeal to the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. HOLMAN] to confirm my 
recollection and statement that a pamphlet, with reference to the cost 
of this building, was published over the signature of Mr. Smithmeyer, 
and headed, *‘ For the information of Congress ’’—a pamphlet printed 
at the Government Printing Office and distributed among mem bers of 
the House, stating the cost of this building to he what I said. 

A copy of that pamphlet was, within the last week or ten days, in 
the possession of the gentleman from Indiana as chairman of this in- 
vestigating committee, which we appointed with reference to the trou- 
bles growing out of the foundation of the building. The gentleman 
from Indiana and I have both made diligent search for the pamphlet 
in the committee-room to-day, and it could not be found. I do not 
like to say that it has been taken away in any mysterious manner; but 
such a document was in existence; it was-printed as a public docu- 
ment at the Government Printing Office, and was headed, ‘‘For the 
information of Co: ;’? and it contained the statement I have cited 
as to the cost of this building over Mr. Smithmeyer’s signature. I ask 
the gentleman from Indiana to verify my statement with reference to 
this matter. 

Mr. ROGERS. 
published? 

Mr. PAYSON. During the Forty-eighth Congress, I believe, just 
prior to the time when this report was adopted. In corroboration of 
that statement, I refer to the fact that Mr. Singleton, the chairman of 
the House Committee on the Library, made in this House the official 
statement that this was to be the cost of the building; and when the 
bill was pending in the Senate, Mr. MORRILL, who was chairman of 
the Senate committee, made the statement which I will read: 

The estimate of the architect, for the building constructed with limestone or 
sandstone with three hundred alcoves, or sufficient for 500,000 or 1,000,000 vol- 
umes, with the heating and ventilating apparatus, elevators, and other fix- 
tures, is $2,323,600. When fully completed there will be seven hundred addi- 
tional alcoves which will cost $700,000 more— É 

Those are the iron shelving to which I referred a few minutes ago— 
alcoves made of iron on which the books are to be placed— 


and the entire completion of the whole interior, including the basement, will 
require a further sum of Y This is a carefully revised estimate, and 
shows that the building may be put into a condition of readiness to be occu- 
pied with very large accommodations, at an expense already mentioned— 


That is the sum of $3,323,600— ` 


and when it shall be hereafter ney, finished, witha capacity to hold over 
3,000,000 books, with facilities for even largely increasing even this vast stock 
when absolutely necessary, in addition to all of its other extensive and im- 
portant accommodations, its ultimate cost will be $3,262,600. 


There is the statement which was made by ithe committee based on 
Mr. Smithmeyer’s formal paper. 

Mr. WHITE, of Indiana. Is that Mr. Smithmeyer’s estimate? 

Mr. PAYSON. It is Mr. Smithmeyer’s estimate; it was also em- 
bodied in the statement of Senator MORRILL, who was chairman of 
the Senate Committee on Additional Accommodations for the Congres- 
sional Library. 

Mr. WHITE, of Indiana. Has Mr. Smithmeyer changed that esti- 
mate since? . 

Mr. PAYSON. Mr. Smithmeyer now concedes, at least he does not 
deny, that the entire building will cost upward of $10,000,000, and 
that to build simply one wing, which is a kind of ten-pin alley struct- 
ure, will cost $4,000,000. 

Mr. WHITE, of Indiana, rose. 

Mr. PAYSON. I do not desire to be interrupted further. 

Now, that this matter was not inconsiderately acted upon by the 
House, that the House did not act without full information is evident 
from another fact. The report which was made by Mr. Singleton, 
chairman of the House committee, proposed that the appropriation to 
pay for this buildingshould be divided into three installments, the firse 
of which, if I recollect aright, was about $800,000—— 


Will the gentleman state when the pamphlet was 


1888. ` 


Mr. HOLMAN. Five hundred thousand dollars, 

“Mr. PAYSON. Five hundred thousand dollars the first year; a 
larger amount the second year; and then the third year enough to 
make up the balance of the $2,323,600, which would eomplete the 
building, except part of the shelving. 

Bearin mind, Mr. Speaker, that during all the time when this mat- 
ter was pending in the Forty-eighth Congress and in prior years run- 
ning back to 1880, in the Forty-sixth Congress, Mr. Smithmeyer was 
an official of this Government, drawing pay from the public Treasury for 
his connection with the preparation of these plans. During the prep- 
aration of the plan which I hold in my hand, on which this estimate 
of $2,323,600 was based, ke made a trip to Europe to study the sub- 
ject of library accommodations, the best methods of book handling, 
storing, preserving, etc. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Under the auspices of the Senate. 

Mr. PAYSON. Yes, I was going to mention that he made this visit 
to Europe under the auspices of the Senate Committee on Additional 
Accommodations for the Library. Every gentleman here who was a 
member of the Forty-ninth Congress well understands that Congress 
acted with distinct and explicit information on this subject. 

As I stated the other day, I was opposed at the beginning and down 
to the time of the passage of the bill to the adoption of this scheme in 
any way. I knew, asa matter of fact, the information coming to me 
from men in whose statements I had the utmost confidence, that a 

frontage of the land which was afterwards condemned for the pur- 

of this Library had been bought up by a syndicate of gentlemen 
team of whom had lately been in public life) for the purpose of un- 
loading it on the Government. That did not tend to convince me that 
the project was a good thing to enter upon, But that is all past now. 
My opposition to the present measure is not based upon anything of 
that kind. I was opposed to the plan, believing that another plan was 
better; but this House did not agree with my ideas, and reluctantly 
I ceased my opposition to the bill upon the personal assurance of Gen- 
eral Singleton, with whom I had served on the Committee on Coinage, 
Weights, and Measures, in the Forty-seventh Congress, a gentleman 
than whom I do not believe a more conscientious legislator ever sat 
under this roof, that these estimates were carefully guarded, and that 
the building im its entirety, from the grout that covered the cellar of 
the basement to the vane upon the topmostspire of the building, would 
no oronga the amount of money named. Everybody else so under- 
stood. 

Now, what have we? We have a proposition to construct a building 
which, in theobservations I made the otherday, I pronounced an archi- 
tectural monstrosity; and if there is any way of emphasizing that lan- 
guage, I would be glad to do so. Here [exhibiting a diagram] is what 
is proposed—to erect a part of the building as shown by that long line, 
459 feet long, 60 feet in width across there [illustrating] at its widest 
place at the corner, and only 44 feet wide most of the distance; and 
then there is to be this central tower. Here is the building that this 
committee proposes to construct for the accommodation of our public 
library, as a piece of architecture in reference to which you and I are 
expected to feel proud that we had something to do with it; and this 
is to cost not exceeding $4,000,000. Are members of this House pre- 
pared to embark on that proposition? In its proportions this structure 
is, as I have suggested, an exaggerated ten-pin alley in appearance. I 
am not an architect, but since this matter was up the other day I have 
talked with some half dozen architects of this city with reference to 
this matter, and I am convinced their criticism is not the result of any 
professional jealousy as between themselves and Mr. Smithmeyer. 
They all agree that it would be a disgrace architecturally to attempt 
the erection of anysuch building. An inspection of this plan is enough 
to satisfy any one upon this question. 

x Be STONE, of Kentucky. Where are they going to put the tower— 
ehind? 

Mr. PAYSON. The tower is to be behind. 

Mr. STONE, of Kentucky. So I thought. - 

Mr. PAYSON. I hope this plan which I hold in my hand is within 
the view of every member. Here is a builfling 459 feet long; there 
[illustrating] is the width of it—44 feet—and it is to bè 70 feet high. 
The chairman of the conference committee [Mr. FORNEY] does not 
know himself whether these convecting corridors are contemplated by 
the plan, but doubtless this is one [illustrating], All the rest of the 
original plan is abandoned; the law originally authorizing the construc- 
tion of the building is to be repealed and is to be as though it had 
never existed. This plan comes to us now to put $4,000,000 in that 
building and that tower; and everything else in connection with the 
original plan is to be repealed. 

Mr. RYAN. Here is the plan that is proposed. 

Mr. PAYSON. Those corridors are omitted from his plan. 
pretended that is proportionately accurate? 
to him by Mr. Ryan.] 

Mr. RYAN. Yes, sir. 

Mr. PAYSON, It does not look like the plan Mr. Smithmeyer cir- 
culates to us. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I think it is not proportionate. That is clearly 
erroneous. - 


1. Isit 
[Referring to plan handed 
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Mr. PAYSON. Was this drawn by Mr. Smithmeyer? 

Mr. RYAN. I think so. 

Mr. PAYSON. Let me ask the gentleman whether there is any- 
thing on this plan indicating that it is not true to scale? 

Mr. RYAN. I think it is true to scale. 

Mr. PAYSON. Letussee. There is the whole building, and the” 
red represents what is to be constructed now. In this one sent to us 
there is some reduction in it. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman’s time has expired. 

Mr..PAYSON. Iask unanimous consent to go on. 

Mr. BLOUNT. I hope we will not be hurried along in this matter. 
We are all deeply interested and it is very important. 

Mr. FORNEY. I wish to get a vote on it to-day. I will yield to 
the gentleman from Illinois for five minutes longer. 

Mr. PAYSON. I hope gentlemen will give me their continued at- 
tention. Now, we have made an excavation, and we have in this hole 
over here $40,000 or $50,000. It is a mere bagatelle. It does not 
amount to anything. But the question is whether now, asan original 
proposition of erecting a library building, we will put up a building 
like that [illustrating] with that tower behind it? Because it is 
agreed by the gentleman from Kansas [Mr. Ryan] these connecting 
corridors are themselves not to be built. It is this part of a building 
with a tower behind it that we are to vote to put four millions in. 

Mr. HERBERT. It ought to be discontinued, 

Mr. PAYSON. Excepting a little corridor there. That is the prop- 
osition. I say if the proposition had been submitted to this House in 
the Forty-ninth Congress as in this plan that that building in its en- 
tirety would cost $4,000,000, it would not have received the approval 
of this House, The expense of the building was an important one, 
and was thoroughly canvassed and talked about; and now we come 
here and within the limit of five minutes we are expected to take a 
new departure and to adopt and build that part of the building, a 
small but substantial portion of the whole building, a building which 
will be a monstrosity to look at. 

But what does it matter if the result is to keep in office, in connec- 
tion with the reduced building, Mr. Smithmeyer? I do not know 
him. Iknow what the gentleman from Alabama [ Mr. FORNEY] says, 
that it is in the power of the Chief of Engineers, who will have charge 
and spend the money, toemploy whom he pleases and discharge whom 
he pleases, and we will hold him to a rigid accountability for the ex- 
penditure of this money. 

But, Mr. Speaker, that is not the question. Every dollar of this 
money would have been honestly expended under William F. Vilas as 
under any member of the Engineer Corps of the Army. Under the 
Library Commission, composed of the Secretary of the Interior, Mr. 
Vilas, the Librarian of Congress, Mr. Spofford, and the Architect of the 
Capitol, Mr. Clark, this money would have been honestly expended by 
these gentlemen as a question of personal integrity or a question of 
personal confidence, for in the expenditure of money each one of these 
gentlemen stands as fair asany gentleman connected with the Engineer 
Corps of the Army. 

Gentlemen ought not to be diverted by that suggestion from the 
main question here. I am in favor of some kind of a building. Iam 
in favor of a building that wiil cost, if necessary, millions of dollars 
for that purpose. 

What have these great buildings cost in foreign lands? Take the 
great building referred to by the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. 
KELLEY], the great library building of Munich. ‘The total cost of 
that library building, which will accommodate 1,400,000 volumes, was 
less than $750,000. Reférence has also been made to the British Mu- 
seum by the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. KELLEY], who grew 
eloquent, as he always does, when he described the feeling of awe which 
came oyer him when he approached that building. 

I have taken occasion since that date to look into the history of this 
building a little. It contains not only the British Library proper, but 
a great collection of all sorts of curiosities and works of art and an- 
tiquities congregated there from foreign lands to enrichit. The build- 
ing covers some 6 or 8 acres of ground in extent; but that portion of it 
which is devoted exclusively to the public library, and accommodates 
the great metropolis of London sufficiently not only for the present 
day but for generations to come, cost £160,000. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. That is cheap labor. 

Mr. PAYSON. Or but little over $300,000 for a public library in 
the city of London, over which the gentleman from Pennsylvania [ Mr. 
KELLEY] became so eloquent the other day, which he pointed out as 
an example to us, and argued that this young Republic, so rich and 
prosperous, should not be outdone by foreign governments. 

Mr. Speaker, this matter will not be disposed of to-day. Gentlemen 
may rest assured that it will be thoroughly discussed; and on Monday 
I will be prepared to submit some observations, more connectedly than 
now and fortified by the record. 

[Here the hammer fell. ] 

Mr. FORNEY. I had hoped, Mr. Speaker, that we could get this 
report adopted to-night, but us there is a disposition manifested on the 
part of many to discuss the question, and that this time be extended, 
and as it seems to be the desire of those around me to proceed with the 
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matter on Monday (as I understand we adjourn oyer to-morrow) I shall | consider the vote by which this bill was passed, for the purpose of cor- 


not press the consideration to-night. 

Mr. PAYSON. I hope thegentleman will withdraw it and let it go 
over, as he suggests. Let the consideration of it be resumed on Mon- 
day when the House again meets. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Alabama has fif- 
teen minutes of his time remaining. 

Mr. FORNEY. I think the matter had better go over, then, until 
Monday, as I understand gentlemen want to resume the consideration 
of the Private Calendar to-day. 

Mr. WEAVER. Let us understand this matter first. This is not 
to interfere with a suspension of the rules? 

Mr. FORNEY. It will have to interfere with everything until it 
gets through. 

Mr. WEAVER. Then it is still subject to the right of objection. 
Now, we are not ready to accede to the on of the gentleman 
that it shall go over until Monday if it is to interfere with other matters. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. But this isa privileged report, and the 
gentleman can call it up at any time. 

Mr. RYAN. I should dislike to have this interfere with some bus- 
iness which I understand is to be called up on Monday, the Oklahoma 
bill; but I suppose, being a conference report, it is a question of privi- 
lege, which can be taken up at any time. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Undoubtedly. 

Mr. WEAVER. P Then let us agree upon some time to be taken up 
on Monday. 

Mr. RYAN. Yes, we might limit the debate on it. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I would suggest an hour anda half, after the read- 
ing of the Journal on Monday. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection to the suggestion of 
the gentleman from Indiana? 

Mr. BLOUNT and Mr. PAYSON objected. 

Mr. RYAN. Then how much time do you want? 

Mr. BLOUNT. I may not wantany time atall, but this is a matter 
of too much importance to be pressed through in that way. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Well, say two hours, to be equally divided. 

Mr. RYAN. Will two hours be satisfactory to the gentleman? 

Mr. BLOUNT. Ido not think there should be a limit fixed to it 
now. 

The SPEAKER protempore. The Chair will submit the question to 
the House. Is there objection to the suggestion of the gentleman from 
Indiana that two hours be devoted to the consideration of this report 
on Monday? 

Mr. PAYSON. There is objection. 

Mr. RYAN. Itseems to me that an hour anda half ought to be suf- 
ficient, and certainly two hours is ample. 

ore ROGERS. Why fix the limit toitnow? We have plenty of 
time 

Mr. PAYSON. Ishall be entirely unwilling to agree to any limit 
at present. 

Mr. WEAVER. There should be a limit fixed to it because there 
are other matters pressing. 

Mr. ROGERS. They will have plenty of time. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I suggest, then, that the hour for the recess to- 
day be extended, say for an hour, and let us dispose of this to-night. 
If this bill is disposed of to-night, it can become a law so as to render 
it unnecessary to put in operation the joint resolution just passed ex- 
tending the appropriations. 

Mr. PAYSON. It can not be done to-night. ; 

Mr. FORNEY. Suppose we extend the session of the House this 
evening for an hour? 

Mr. SPRINGER. If thatis done, we can dispose of this bill to-night. 

Mr. PAYSON, You can not dispose of it to-night. 

Mr. SPRINGER. We can extend the time this evening. 

Mr. CANNON. But we have apension night. Why not take it up 
to-morrow morning ? 

Mr. SPRINGER. This will not interfere with the pension night, 
and besides we have adjourned over to-morrow. However, that order 
may be rescinded. 

Mr. RYAN. It ought to be rescinded. 

Mr. WEAVER. ThenI ask unanimous consent that the order by 
which the House agreed to adjourn over from to-day until Monday be 
rescinded. 

Mr. PAYSON, Mr. BLOUNT, and others objected. 

Mr. WEAVER. Then I submit a motion to reconsider the vote by 
which the House agreed to adjourn over. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. That motion has already been made 
and laid on the table. 

Mr. WEAVER. Then I give notice that if they intend to crowd out 
Oklahoma by this agreement I will require a quorum to pass this bill. 
[Cries of ‘‘ Regular order!’’] 

Mr. FORNEY. I withdraw the report for the present. 


H. E. BLAKISTON. 


The SPEAKER laid before the House the bill (S. 1988) granting a 
pension to H. R. Blakiston, returned from the Senate. 
Mr. O'NEILL, of Pennsylvania. I ask unanimous consent to re- 


recting the name of the beneficiary. 

There was no objection. 

Mr. O’NEILL, of Pennsylvania. Now I move to insert the name 
“Henry” in place of the first initial, ‘‘H.;’’ so that it will read: 
“Henry R. Blakiston.’”’ 

The amendment was adopted. 

The bill as amended was read a third time, and passed. 

Mr. O’NEILL, of Pennsylvania,-moved to reconsider the vote by which 
the bill was passed; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be 
laid on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

BILLS PASSED. 

Mr. LANHAM. A number of bills were favorably reported from the 
Committee of the Whole House to-day, and I ask that they be now put 
upon their 

a GEAR. Is not the regular order to go on with the call of the 
ro! 

The SPEAKER. The House is in session now, and not the Com- 
mittee of the Whole. 

Bills of the House of the following titles, reported from the Commit- 
tee of the Whole without amendment, were severally ordered to be 
engrossed and read a third time; and being engrossed, they were ac- 
cordingly read the third time, and 

A bill (H. R. 8979) for the relief of Mrs. Sallie H. Carrow, deceased; 

A bill (H. R. 6404) for the relief of Charles F. Swain, master of the 
bark Philena; 

A bill (H. R. 8356) to confer jurisdiction upon the Court of Claims 
x hear and determine the claim of David Ryan against the United 

tates; 

A bill (H. R. 8469) for the relief of Michael Pigott; 

A bill (H. R. 10633) for the relief of Dr. J. B. Read; 

A bill (H. R. 2059) for the relief of S. E. Scarborough; 

A bill (H. R. 3469) providing for the payment of $450 to pay W. S. 
Brantly, executor of J. H. Brantly, for damages to property by United 
States troops in 1865; 

A bill (H. R. 7799) for the relief of the Albemarle aud Chesapeake 
Canal Company; 

A bill (H. R. 4554) for the relief of the heirs of Preston Beck, jr.; 

A bill fE R. 9724) for the relief of A. J. McCreary, administrator of 
J. M. Hiatt, deceased, and for other purposes; 

A bill (H. R. 8276) for the relief of the estate of Benjamin F. Rich- 
ardson; 

A bill (H. R. 3494) for the relief of John L. Alsup; and 

A bill (H. R. 766) for the relief of H. L. Newman. 

Bills of the House of the following titles, reported from the Commit- 
tee of the Whole House with amendments, were severally taken up, the 
amendments agreed to, and the bills as amended ordered to be engrossed 
and read athird time; and being engrossed, they were accordingly read 
the third time, and 

A bill (H. R. 2557) for the relief of W. W. Welch; 

A bill (H. R. pan for the relief of the St. Joseph Commercial Col- 
lege, of St. Joseph, M 

The bill (S. 576) for "the relief of Semon Bache & Co., reported from 
the Committee of the Whole House without amendment, was ordered to 
athird reading; and it was accordingly read thethird time, and 

Mr. LANHAM moved to reconsider the several votes by which the 
various bills were passed; and also moved that the motion to recon- 
sider be laid on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


DESTRUCTION OF PROPERTY AT CYNTHIANA, KY. 


The SPEAKER. The next bill reported from the Committee of the 
Whole House is the bill (H. R. 8640) to direct the Secretary of War 
to appoint a commission to ascertain and report the facts concerning the 
destruction of.property at Cynthiana, Ky., on July 17, 1862. 

The bill and amendments were reported. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Ido not think that bill ought to pass. I take it 
for granted that when the House is in possession of all the facts they 
will not lay the foundation fora claim against the Government, Itis 


for spoliation in the midst of war. 

Mr. SPRINGER, Will the gentleman allow me to interrupt him ? 
The gentleman from Kentucky [ Mr. BRECKINRIDGE] who called up this 
bill is not present, and I suggest that the bill lie over until next Fri- 
day, when he can be heard. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I have no objection to that. 

The SPEAKER. If there be no objection, the bill will be passed 
over informally and not lose its place on the Calendar. 

BILLS ON CALENDAR. 


The SPEAKER. The Chair will state that there are a number of 
bills on the Calendar heretofore reported from the Committee of the 
Whole House which, unless disposed of in some way, must lie over 
until next Friday. ‘There are some pension bills on which a quorum 
has been demanded, with perhaps one exception. 

Mr. DOCKERY. I ask that they be passed over informally. 

The SPEAKER. If there be no objection, they will be passed over 
informally. 


1888. 
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ORDER OF BUSINESS, 

Mr. LANHAM. I move that the House resolve itself into Commit- 
tee of the Whole House for the consideration of bills on the Private 
Calendar. es 

FAIRPORT HARBOR, OHIO. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. I hope before that is done the gentleman from 
Texas will allow me to call up for consideration at this time joint reso- 
lution (S. R. 109) declaring the meaning of a clause in the river and 
harbor bill of August 11, 1888. I send it to the Clerk’s desk. 

The SPEAKER. It will be read for information. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Joint resolution declaring the meaning of a clause in the river and harbor bill 


of August 11, 1888, 
Resolved by the Senate and House of Representatives of the United States of Amer- 
assembled, That hrase “present low-water mark” in the 


braso d bill of A it in the paragraph referring to Fairport 
ver an: T ugust 
Harbor, Ohio, is intended to mean a laar shore-line represented on map in 


the report of Chief of Engineers of 1881. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. This joint resolution is sent here by the Chief 
- of Engineers in order to make plain certain rather indefinite language 
in regard to the line in the river and harbor bill. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Has the Committee on Rivers and Harbors had 
this under consideration ? 

Mr. GROSVENOR. All members ofthe committee present have been 
consulted and have given their consent. It changes nothing except 
that it defines the line. : 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the consideration of the reso- 
lution? [After a pause.] The Chair hears none. 

The resolution was ordered to a third reading; and it was accord- 
ingly read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. GROSVENOR moved to reconsider the vote by which the joint 
resolution was passed; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be 
laid on the table. 

-The latter motion was agreed to. 


ENEOLLED BILLS SIGNED. 


Mr. KILGORE, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, reported that 
they had examined and found duly enrolled a bill and joint resolu- 
tion of the following titles; when the Speaker signed the same: 

A bill (S. 3147) amendatory of an act relating to postal erimes and 
amendatory of the statutes therein mentioned, approved June 18, 1838, 
and for other p 

Joint resolution (S. R. 102) appropriating $200,000 to suppress in- 
fection in the interstate commerce of the United States. 

LEAVE TO PRINT. 


Mr. SENEY, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to print remarks 
in the RECORD upon the bill (H. R. 8190) to define and regulate the 
jurisdiction of the United States courts. 


LEAVE OF ABSENCE, 


By unanimous consent, leave of absence was granted as follows: 

To Mr. GEAR, indefinitely, on account of sickness in his family. 

To Mr. WILKINSON, indefinitely, on account of important business. 

To Mr. BOWDEN, for one week from the 17th instant, on account of 
important business. 

ORDER OF BUSINESS. 

The SPEAKER. The question is on the motion of the gentleman 
from Texas [Mr. LANHAM] that the House now resolve itself into 
Committee of the Whole. 

Mr. SHAW. I request the gentleman to withdraw that motion in 
order that I may ask consent for the consideration of a bill to refund the 
duty paid upon a clock and a chime of bells for a church. 

Mr. LANHAM. I will yield to the gentleman. 

Mr. COBB. Pending that I move that the House, under the special 
order, take a recess until 8 o’clock. 

The motion was agreed to—ayes 34, noes 26; and the House accord- 
ingly (at 4 o’clock and 34 minutes) took a recess until 8 p. m. 


EVENING SESSION. 


The recess having expired, the House was called to order by Mr. 
STONE, of Missouri, who directed the reading of the following com- 
munication: 

SPEAKER'S Room, HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES, 
September 14, 1883, 

Hon. W. J. Sroxe, of Missouri, is hereby designated to preside as Speaker pro 
tempore at this evening's session. 

JOHN G. CARLISLE, Speaker. 

Hon. Jons B, CLARK, 

Clerk of the House of Representatives. 
: ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


Mr. CHIPMAN. I move thatthe House now resolve itself into Com- 
ata of the Whole for the consideration of bills under the special or- 
MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 


A message from the Senate, by Mr. PLATT, one of its clerks, an- 
nounced that the Senate had passed, without amendment, bills of the 
House of the following titles: : 


A bill (H. R. 1139) to authorize the Postmaster-General to advertise 
for and purchase improved registered-mail locks and keys therefor; 

A bill (H. R. 8665) to create boards of arbitration or commission for 
settling controversies and differences arising between railroad corpora- 
tions and other common carriers engaged in interstate and Territorial 
tra tion of property or passengers, and their employés; 

A bill (H. R. 5059) to provide for the erection of a public building 
in the city of Watertown, in the State of New York; 

A bill (H. R. 2996) to confirm the title of the heirs or legal repre- 
sentatives of Henry Volcker, d , to a certain tract of land in the 
Territory of New Mexico; 

A bill (H. R. 1216) for the investigation of the mining-débris ques- 
tion in the State of California; and 

A bill (H. R. 925) for the relief of Matthew W. Berryman. 

The message also announced that the Senate had passed the bill (S. 
346) to prevent the introduction of contagious diseases from one State 
to another, and for the punishment of certain offenses; in which the 
concurrence of the House was requested. 

The message further announced that the Senate had passed with 
amendments the bill (H. R. 5092) for the relief of Charles L. Bradwell; 
requested a conference on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses, and 
had appointed as conferees on the part of the Senate Mr. Hoar, Mr. 
BUTLER, and Mr. Brown. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


Mr. O’NEILL, of Missouri. Mr. Speaker, I ask the gentleman from 
Michigan [Mr. CHIPMAN] to withdraw for a moment his motion to 
enter into Committee of the Whole. 

Mr. CHIPMAN. I will withdraw the motion for the present. 

MRS. ADELINE COUZINS. 

Mr. O of Missouri. I ask unanimous consent to call up Sen- 
ate bill No. 2356, to provide a pension for Mrs. Adeline Couzins. Let. 
the bill be read, and then, with the permission of the House, I will 
make a brief statement in regard to it. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, ete., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
thorized and directed to place on the pension-roll the name of Mrs, A 
Couzins, at the rate of $50 per month. 


Mr. O'NEILL, of Missouri. When my name was called in its reg- 
ular alphabetical order on the roll at the last pension session I asked 
to have the committeerise for the purpose of considering thisbill. The 
committee rose, but after. we got back into the House, there being other 
bills that had priority, this one was not reached. The bill is to pay 
to Mrs. Adeline Couzins a pension of $50a month. In regard to the 
amount I am willing to be governed by the judgment of the commit- 
tee. The grounds for the pension are these: During the war Mrs. 
Couzins organized a board of nurses and went to the various battle- 
fields and hospitals, and, I believe, did more for the saffering, sick, and 
wounded soldiers, Confederate and Federal alike,than any other woman 
in the Mississippi Valley. ' 

Mr. RYAN. As much as any other, you mean. 

Mr. O'NEILL, of Missouri. I believe more, and I think they will 
say so. The testimony of James E. Y who was the head of 
the Sanitary Commission, certifies to the fact, and the certificate of 
Col. James O. Broadhead, formerly a member of this House, makes the 
same statement. At the battle of Vicksburg, while engaged in wait- 
ing upon the wounded, Mrs. Couzins was herself wounded, and this 
claim is based especially on that fact. I donot know of any other case 
of a like character. This woman was wounded upon the battle-field 
while engaged in the work of attending upon the wounded soldiers. 

Mr. CHEADLE. I will ask that in connection with this bill we take 
up and pass a bill to pension an old lady, seventy-seven years old, who 
was a nurse with this lady in the Army. 

Mr. O'NEILL, of Missouri. I have no objection whatever. 

Mr. CHEADLE. I ask that both bills be taken up together. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection to the consideration 
of this bill? 

Mr. CHEADLE. The bill to which I refer is a Senate bill. 

Mr. KILGORE. Did Iunderstand the gentleman from Indiana toob- 
ject to the consideration of this bill? 

Mr. O’NEILL, of Missouri. He does not object. 

Mr. KILGORE. Was not this bill considered at a former Friday 
evening session? 

Mr. O'NEILL, of Missouri. It was, and was recommended favor- 
ably to the House. 

Mr. KILGORE. Was it not recommended to the House to be voted 
on when a quorum should be present? 

Mr. O’NEILL, of Missouri. It was recommended to be voted on in 
the House because it proposed a pension of $50. If there is objection 
to that amonnt—— 

Mr. KILGORE. As I understand, the agreement was it should be 
voted on when a quorum should be present. 

Mr. O'NEILL, of Missouri. No point of that kind was made. 

Mr. KILGORE. That was the point made by the gentleman from 
Indiana [Mr. CHEADLE], as I understand. 

Mr. O'NEILL, of Missouri. No, sir. 
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Mr. KILGORE. If the gentleman from Missouri will reduce the 
amount to $30, I have no objection. 

S TE THOMPSON, of Ohio. I do not think the gentleman ought to 
o that. 

Mr. CHEADLE. I wish to correct the statement of the gentleman 
from Texas [Mr. KILGORE]. He said he understood I had objected to 
this bill on account of the want ofa quorum. I did not. 

Mr. O'NEILL, of Missouri. Iwill accept the suggestion of the gen- 
tleman from Texas [Mr. KILGORE]. I move to amend the bill by 
striking out *“‘ $50” and inserting *‘$30.” With this amendment I 
hope there will be no further objection. 

amendment was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to a third reading, read the third 
time, and 

Mr. O'NEILL, of Missouri, moved to reconsider the vote by which 
the bill was passed; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be 
laid on the table. A 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


Mr. CHIPMAN. I move that the House now resolve itself into 
Committee of the Whole House for the consideration of business under 
the special order. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The House accordingly resolved itself into Committee of the Whole 
on the Private Calendar, Mr. DocKERY in the chair. 

Mr. CHIPMAN. Iask unanimous consent that we now proceed to 
call the roll of members, beginning where we left off on last Friday 
night, and that each member as his name is reached be permitted to 
call up a bill. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Michigan [Mr. CHIPMAN] 
asks unanimous consent that business be continued this evening under 
the order of the last Friday-night session; that is, that the roll be 
called commencing where the call stopped on last Friday night, and 
that each member, as his name is reached, have the privilege of call- 
ing up a bill for consideration. Is there objection? The Chair hears 
none, and it is so ordered. 

The Clerk proceeded to call the roll. 


MRES. MARY MOREISON ELLIOTT, 


Mr. PLUMB. Icall upthe bill (S. 2951) granting a pension to Mrs. 
Mary Morrison Elliott. 
The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, cie., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to place on the pension-roll, subject to the provisions and 
limitations of the pension laws, the name of Mrs. Mary Morrison Elliott, who 
was a volunteer nurse during the war of the rebellion, and pay her a pension at 
the rate of $12 per month, 


The report (by Mr. LANE) was read, as follows: 


The committee leave to report that they have cénsidered this case and 
air whe report of the Senate made in this case as their report, and report the 
bill back with a recommendation that the same do pass. 


SENATE REPORT. 
The Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (S, 2951) nting 
a pension to Mrs. M: Morrison Elliott, haye examined the same, rt. Gonna 
his is a bill to — on Mrs. Mary Morrison Elliott as an army nurse, at the 


rate of $25 a mon 3 
Her identity as a nurse, anà a very eficient one, is established by testimony 


in the A ETENE of the committee. 
. H. A. Buttorph, who was superintendent of the Trenton (N. J.) State Lu- 


natic Asylnm, certifies that she left that institution soon after the commence- 
ment of the war, at the request of Miss D. L. Dix, to engage as a nurse under 
her direction in the case of sick and wounded soldiers. 

Dr. Walter Ure certifies to her faithful, devoted, and efficient services at Win- 
chester (Va.) Hospital and in the field, while he was assistant surgeon in charge 
in 1864. From the certificate of Dr. D. R, Good, acting assistant surgeon, United 
States Army, it appears that she was on duty at United States General Hospital, 
Camp Letterman, near Gettysburgh, in 1863, from which she was transferred to 
ofticers’ hospital at Georgetown, D. C. 

The committee is satisfied as to the extent and value of her service. She is 
now seventy-seven years of , and physically and financially helpless. 

The bill is reported favorably, with an amendment substituting the word 
“twelve” for “twenty-five” in the eighth line, with a recommendation that it 


pass. 
The bill was laid aside to be reported to the House with the recom- 
mendation that it do pass. 


FRANCES H. PLUMMER. 


Mr. RICE. I call up the bill (S. 2091) granting a pension to Fran- 
ces H. Plummer, 
The bill was read, as follows: 
Be it enacted, elc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to place on the pension-roll, subject to the limitations and 
visions of the pension laws, the name of Frances II, Plummer, widow of 
rig. Gen. Joseph B, Plummer, United States Army, and to pay her a pension 
of $100 a month in lieu of the pension she is now receiving. 
The amendment reported by the committee was read, as follows: 
Strike out ‘ $100" and insert “ $75." 
Mr. CHEADLE. I shall cail a quorum on every bill of this kind. 
I have said this so often thatit is very singular to me gentlemen should 
undertake to pass bills of this kind in this way. 
Mr. RICE. I will ask, then, that the bill be reported to the House 
_ With the usual understanding in such cases. 
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The CHAIRMAN. ‘The Chair suggests to the gentleman from Min- 
nesota [Mr. Rice] that, with no quorum now in the city and with the 
likelihood that there may not be, his bill is in a’more satisfactory con- 
dition where it is on the Calendar than it could possibly be if reported 
from the Committee of the Whole with such an understanding as he 
suggests. 

Mr. RICE. Then I ask that the bill be passed over informally, re- 
taining its place on the Calendar. 

There being no objection, it was ordered accordingly. 

PIERRE BOTTINEAU. ; 


Mr. RICE. I now eall up the bill (S. 2713) granting a pension to 
Pierre Bottineau. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to place on the pension-roll, subject to the provisions and 
limitations of the pension laws, the name of Pierre Bottineau, and pay him a 
pension at the rate of $25 per month. 

The report (by Mr. Biss) was read, as follows: 

The Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (S. 2713) grantin 
a penson to Pierre Bottineau, have considered the same and report it back to * 
the House, recommending its passage. 

George W. Sweet, a prominent citizen of Minneapolis, Minn., states : 

"I have known Mr. Bottineau for a A ning of torty years, and during that 
time have often met him upon the fron where he has been acting as guide 
to both military and civil expeditions, and from what I have seen I believe his 
faithful services, frequently rendered at great personal risk to himself, deserves 
recognition at the hands of our Government. Should it be the licy of the 
country to pension those engaged in putting down the hostile Ind: then he 
has well earned and deserves a pension.” 

Hon. W. I. Sibley aiso states: 

“T have known him for fifty years past as a reliable, faithful guide and scout, 
who has rendered much valuable service to the Government, and richly merits 
to be provided for in his old age.” 

In addition to the above, your committee invites attention to the report of the 
Senate committee upon this matter as follows: 

(Senate Report No. 1008, Fiftieth Congress, first session.] 


The Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred a petition of Pierre Bot- 
tineau, guide and scout, praying for a pension, have examined the same and 
report: È : 

he memorial of a la number of the most eminent citizens of Minnesota 
represents that Pierre Bottineau, who for thirty years has been employed by 
the civil and military officers of the Government in hazardous enterprises, in- 
volving not merely the special knowledge and instinct of scout and guide, but 
Lo hiaan courage and unbending rectitude, is now, in his old age, broken in 

ealth and poor, 3 

The committee, Spprociatng the value of the service rendered, report the bill 
granting the pension prayed for, and recommend its passage. 

The memorial follows, and is made a part of this report: 

Sr. PAUL, MINN., March, 1879, 
PETITION. 
To the honorable the Senate and House of Representalives 
af the United States in Congress assembled : 

The memorial of the undersigned citizens of the United States resident in tho 
Stato of Minnesota respectfully represents that they have been for many years 
personally acquainted with Pierre Bottineau, an old and experienced kuld and 
szout, and known that he has been long employed in that capacity by civil and 
military officers of the Government, and rendered important services, at 
great risk to his own life from hostile Indians, 

Your memorialists further respectfally beg Ti that the said Pierre Botti- 
neau is now adyanced in years and physically disabled from supporting him- 
self by manual labor, and is withal reduced to poverty. There is appended 
hereto a list of some of the duties performed by said Bottineau, connected with 
the publie service during a long series of years, which is made a part of this 
memoria! and will serve to show that much of the prime of his life has been de- 
voted to the Government, and that he has been a faithful, efficient, and intelli- 
gent public servant, 

In view of which facts your memorialisis humb} 
special act for his benefit, granting him a pension of 
the time of his natural life. 

And your memorialists will ever pray, ete. 

Wm. R. Marshall, late colonel Seventh Regiment Minnesota Volan- 
teers,and ex-governor of Minnesota; Bany, H. Sibley, late brevet 
major-general United States Volunteers; W.Pfeauder, state treas- 
urer, late colonel Second Minnesota Volunteers; N. W. Kittson; 
James Gilfillan, late colonel Eleventh Minnesota Volunteer In- 


ray Congress to 
a month for and 


ss a 
uring 


Minnesota; 
3 D., rector of 
Church of Gethsemane, Mey pee EEN R. J. Baldwin, S. O. Gale, 

C. W. Nash, late captain and tant quartermaster volunteers; 
L. Fletcher, Geo. K. Shaw, D. Blakely; L. R. Palmer, county 
commissioner; L. P. Plummer, late Sixth Minnesota Infantry; 
J. K. Sidle, president First National Bank, Minneapolis, Minn. ; 
J. B. Gilfillan, L. L. Baxter, late colonel First Minnesota Hea’ 
Artillery; Geo. A. Bracket, surveyor-general Second district, 
Minnesota; F. R. E. Comell, assistant justice supreme court; 
Henry O. Gorman, judge of probate, Ramsey County, Minnesota; 
Wim. Crooks, late colonel Sixth Minnesota Infantry Voluntecrs, 
LIST OF PRINCIPAL PUBLIC SERVICES PERFORMED BY PIERRE BOTTINEAU. 
First. In 1857 he was employed as guide and interpreter to the commissioner 
to make a treaty with the Chippewa Indians, at Red Lake. Hon, Alexander 
Ramsey, Government commissioner. 

Second. In 1853 he was employed and acted as guide to Governor Stevens iz 

surveying route to the Pacific, 


unty, 


1888. 
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Third. In 1854 and 1855 he acted as guide and interpreter to the command of 
Lieutenant Kearny or Carney, ordered to Mille Lac to apprehend the Chippewa 
murderers of Jum en. 

Fourth. In 1856 he was employed as guide to the command of Colonel Smith, 
United States Army, to Graham's Point, Sheyenne River, Devil's Lake, and 
Pembina, to select site for a military at latter point. 

Fifth. In 1858, as guide to Colonel White and another Army officer, appointed 
to examine points for military posts in Western Minnesota and Dakota Terri- 


tory. 

Sixth. In 1859 he was appointed by Gov., H. H, Sibley one of the commissioners 
to select Salt Spring lands, 

Seventh, In 1860 he was guide to United States Commissioners Cullen and 
Bailey to make pes Any Grand Forks with Chippewas. 

Been th. In 1862, guide to Captain Fisk's overland expedition to Montana and 
aho. 

Ninth, In 1863 he was chief guide to the important ition against the 
hostile Sioux Indians, under the command of General H. H. inet Ol 

In the fall of the same year guide to United States Commissioner Alex. 
Ramsey, to make treaty with the Chippewas at Old Crossing. 

Eleventh. In 1864 with Major Carlin, United States Army, to select site for 
military post at Fort Wadsworth, Dak. 

Twelfth. In 1866 with General Terry, United States Army, to locate Fort Rar- 
som; thence with Captain Wainright’s command to Fort Totten, Dak. g 

Thirteenth, In 1865 with Colonel Camden, Ilinois Cavalry, to seat of Indian 
war on the Missouri. 

Fourteenth, In 1867 with Major-General Hancock to inspect military posts in 
Dakota Territory, 

Fifteenth. In 1868 with J. Gregory Smith, of Red River, and with General W. 
R. Marshall, Phil. Holmes, and Major Brackett, to explore route for Northern 
Pacific Railroad, 

Sixteenth. In 1870 with special agent for the Government, R. T. Crowell, to 
Pembina and other points. 

Seventeenth. With Government Agents R, F. Crowell and H.S. Neal, to White 
Earth, Minn., and Pembina and St. Joseph, Dak. 

Eighteenth. In 1872 with W. R. Marshall to Pembina and Manitoba, and 
many other minor services not above enumerated. 


Mr. RICE. I will add my personal testimony to the value of the 
services of this man, whom I have known for a number of years. 

The bill was laid aside to be reported to the House with the recom- 
mendation that it do pass. 


MRS. BRIDGET HACKETT. 


Mr. ROWELL. I call up the bill (S. 2050) granting a pension to 
Mrs. Bridget Hackett. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, eic., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, nu- 
thorized and dir-cted to place on the pension-roll, subject to the provisions and 
limitations of the pension laws, the name of Mrs. Bridget Hackett, of Decatur, 
Ill., widow of Michael Hackett, who served as a seaman in the naval service of 
the United States during the war of the rebellion. 


The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will call the attention of the gentle- 
man from Illinois [Mr. ROWELL] to the fact that the report in this case 
is adverse. 

Mr. ROWELL. I am aware of that. But there was a favorable 
report in the Senate; and the committee of this House seem to have 
started out to make a favorable report. I want to submit the case to 
the House. I think the bill, when the circumstances are understood, 
will be passed. 

The report (by Mr. LANE) was read, as follows: 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (S. 2050) 
granting a pension to Mrs. Bridget Hackett. beg leave to report: 

They have considered the same and find that the following two reports were 
made to the Senate on said bill by the committee thereof, one being favorable 
and the other adverse: 

“ [Senate Report No. 1726, Fiftieth Congress, first session.] 

“The Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (S. 2050) grant- 
ing a pension to Mrs. Bridget Hacket, have re-examined and reconsidered the 
same and report: 

“This bill was adversely reported May 15, 1888, and recommitted June 11, 
1888, new evidence having been filed, as follows: 

“H. M. Mixer, M. D., United States examining su mat New Hampton, Iowa, 
states that he has a perfect recollection of the late Michael Hackett, who served 
for two years on board the United States gunboat Lexington, to which affiant 
was attached asa surgeon; that the late seaman came to the Lexington with 
Capt. George M. Bache, who had commanded the Cincinnati at the time she 
was lost in an engagement with the enemy in front of Vicksburg, Miss., about 
May 23, 1863; that affiant knows that Captain Bache thought highly of the late 
Michael Hackett and often spoke of his valor in the engagement above referred 
to, and of the fact that the said Captain Bache owed his life to Hackett, who 
swam ashore carrying him in his arms; that affiant remembers that Hackett 
had received, as he alleged, an injury of his right eye from flying splinters dur- 
ing the ben pe dera that it was several days after the en; ment before affi- 
ant saw Hackett, and did not treat him for the trouble at the time. 

“ This evidence, in connection with the former report, a copy of which is here- 
to appeoded, warrants favorable action. 

“ Your committee therefore recommend the passage of the bill.” 


"[Senate Report No. 1303, Fiftieth Congress, first session. ] 
“The Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (S. 2050) grant- 
ing a pension to Mrs, Bridget Hackett, have examined the same and report: 

* Claimant is the widow of Michael Hackett, who enlisted as aseaman Sep- 
tember 30, 1862, for three years, and served as a first-class boy on the North Car- 
olina to November 9, 1862; on the Clara Dolson from November 10 to November 
15, 1862; on the Cin: from November 16, 1862, to May 27, 1863, and on the 
Lexington from May 28, 1863, to June 8, 1865, when he was discharged as a sea- 


man, 

“Widow filed no claim through the Bureau of Pensions, but in a letttr to the 
Commissioner of Pensions, ber 18, 1887, she states that her husband 
died of a different disease than the one for which he claimed a pension; that 
she is greatly in need of a pension, having a large family of small children to 


support. 

Pia her affidavit executed January 21, 1888, claimant states that her late hus- 
band was injured in his right eye by a apenas striking him during an engage- 
ment of the gunboat Cincinnati with the enemy in front of Vicksburg, Miss., 
iring the 

26, 1834, 


May 27, 1863, and that said injury resulted in a cataract, greatly i 
Vison of the Jato mailr o sige eye; that her husband di vem 


ied Septem! 


from disability on account of peritonitis; that the late sailor left surviving him 
the ranged | named children: Nellie aaant lie ge fourteen years; Harry 
Hackett, aged thirteen years; Willie Hackett, eleven years; Lillie Hack- 
ett, aged five years, all of whom are wholly dependent upon claimant for their 
support, and that she keeps the family, as best she can, by washing and iron- 
ing; that as she is debarred of a pension through the ordinary way, she prays 
that her name be placed upon the pension-roll by a special act of Con 5 

“A petition signed by B. I. Sterrett, L. F. Skilley, G, O, Kinsman, E. F. Daw- 
son, W. W. Burns, H. I. Miller, Charles P. Denton, Ralph Templeton, and fifty 
other citizens of Decatur, Lil., prays for the relief of claimant by the page of 
Aste act of Congress, as she is without remedy through the Bureau of Pen- 
sions, 

“The sailor's application for pension was filed September 17, 1883, in which 
he allegesinjury of right eye received by a splinter striking him during an en- 
gagement of the gunboat Cincinnati with the enemy in front of Vicksburg, 
Miss., May 27, 1863. 

“In affidavit filed May 27, 1884, the sailor states that he was never treated for 
injury ofright eye while in the service, and that since discharge he has treated 
himself; that he is unable to furnish testimony of officers showing the origin of 
his alleged disability, for the reason that Lieutenant Bache, the commanding 
officer of the Cincinnati, can not, at this late day, remember his disability. 

“In affidavit filed September 20, 1884, John Pearce, late executive officer of 
the Mississippi squadron, testifies that the sailor was on the boat Cincinnati 
when she sunk at Vicksburg, Miss., May 27, 1863, and claims to have been 
wounded by a splinter; that splinters were flying around from the enemy’s 
shots and struck many persons, 

“ Examination made by the board of United States surgeons at Springfield 
IIL, October 10, 1883, rates the late sailor one-haif on account of loss of sight of 
right eye, resulting from an injury from a flying splinter. 

“The @laim is one of a large class of cases which should be provided for by 
general legislation, but under the pon state of the law the testimony pre- 
sented does not seem to warrant a favorable recommendation by the committee 
fora oe eS) act granting a pension to the claimant.” 

It will be seen that no claim was ever made by the claimant for a pension in 
the Pension Bureau. It is further shown by the testimony, and not contra- 
dicted, that the soldier on whose account the pension is asked was injured in 
the right eye by a splinter during an engagement cn May 27, 1863, on a gun- 
boat, at Vicksburg, Miss., and that he died September 26, 1884, from disability 
on account of peritonitis, There is no pretense that the soldier's death was 
traceable to his Army service or had any connection with the injury to his eye, 
While the widow of this soldier, and his children, have our profound sym- 
pathy, and perhaps there should be a general jaw passed to meet this class of 
cases, yet we are unable to see any reason now why this pension should be 
granted and made an exception of a large ciass, and therefore report the bill 
back with a recommendation that the same lie on the table. 


Mr. ROWELL. Mr. Speaker, I will state my reason for calling up 
this bill and asking for its favorable consideration. This soldier, had 
he been able in his lifetime to find the evidence which was subse- 
quently found, would have been entitled to a pension from 1853. He 
is proved to have been a very gallant soldier, and on one occasion he 
saved the life of his captain at the risk of his own, by carrying him 
ashore when the gunboat on which the soldiér served was sunk. I 
know his widow. She is very poor and very deserving. She presents 
a petition in her behalf from the most prominent people in the city 
where she lives. I think there is presented here a specially merito- 
rious case. Ifshe be granted a pension for the rest of her life, she will 
not receive as much as her husband would have been entitled to if he 
had procured the proof which was discovered after hisdeath. I think 
the bill ought to pass. 

Mr. KILGORE. Do I understand that the committee reported ad- 
versely on this claim ? 

Mr. ROWELL. The Senate committee reported favorably and the 
House adversely. The bill was passed in the Senate. 

Mr. KILGORE. I think I would be inclined to stand by the com- 
mittee as usual. [Laughter.] 

Mr. ROWELL. I would like to call the attention of the gentleman 
to the faet—— 

Mr. KILGORE. Oh, no; I am satisfied with the report. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on laying the bill aside with 
favorable recommendation. 

The committee divided; and there were—ayes 25, noes 15. 

Mr. KILGORE. No quorum. 

Mr. ROWELL. Very well; if that point is made I will withdraw 
the bill. 

The CHAIRMAN. If there be no objection, this bill will retain its 
place on the Calendar. e 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 


H. 8. SAYRE, 


Mr. PUGSLEY: Iask unanimous consent to call up the bill (H. 
R. 968) granting a pension to H. S. Sayre. I will state that I was in 
the cloak-room when my name was called. 

There being no objection, the bill was considered. 

It is as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to place on the pension-roll, subject to the provisions and 
limitations of the pension laws, the name of H. S. Sayre, late captain of an in- 
dependent company of scouts of the State of West Virginia, who served in the 
war of the rebellion, at the rate of $24 per month, 


The report (by Mr. THOMPSON, of Ohio) was read, as follows: 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (A. R. 
968) for the relief of H. S. Sayre, submit the following report: 

Said Holdridge S. Sayre recruited a company of State scouts in Doddridge 
County, West Virginia, which, on the 25th day of October, 1863, selected him ag 
captain, and on the4th day of November of said year he was duly commissioned 
by the governorof said State as captain for one year. Said company was mus- 
tered out of service on the 20th day of June, 1864, and he in the meantime was 
paid with the men of his company as in active service. The company was 
armed, clothed, and supplied with commissary stores by the United States Goy- 
ernment, and their service was useful and efficient in protecting the loyal peo- 
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ple of the State and in co-operating with United States forees. That while en 
SS in such service and in the line of his duty, on the 17th day of December, 


he was thrown from his horse on his back across a rail and severely in- 


account of such i re pen, and at times he is unable to work 
sai uries, although he no other means of making a living 
than by manual 


labor. 
About the25th day of April, 1864, while en; 
the Confederates, and 


in said service, the company 
Holdri S. Sayre received a 
use of two fingers, 


er the expiration of his service of scout, he recruited a company for the 
United States servi If re muster on account of disability. 


members of his company wes A and that they were with him at the time he 
received his injuries and woun effect had 
hysicians the continuance of and in 
Poti, arising from said injuries and wound, 
his injuries were received in the service of his coun- 
States Army when he applied for that restr = comksssgneots thy poten 
ft tobe ranted We therefore subsnié a 
report, of the bill with the following 
amendment, to wit, strike out after the w “rebellion” where it oceurs in 
the bill the words “at the rate of $24 per month.” 

The amendment recommended by the committee was adopted. 

Mr. O’NEILL, of Missouri. Mr. Chairman, the work accomplished 
by the Pension Department and why certain pension bills were not 
approved by the President can be obtained in the annual report of the 
Commissioner of Pensions, a perusal of which reveals interesting and 
instructive facts. Within the last quarter of a century the pension 
system has developed from an inconsiderable office to so bureau, 
whose operations reach out into nearly every hamlet township of 
the nation. Its clients are legion, and its bounties and disbursements 
surpass the most generous dreams of the founders of the American pen- 
sion system. It shows that there were during the fiscal year ending 
June 30, 1888, 60,252 names added to the pension-roll (the largest an- 
nual addition in the history of the bureau), making a total of 452,55 
pensioners on the rolls at the clost of the year. 

One million one hundred and sixty-six thousand nine hundred and 
twenty-seven pension claims have been filed since 1861, and 737,200 
claims of all classes have been allowed since that date. The average 
annual value of the pensions at the close of the year was $125.20. The 

te annual value of the pensions is $56,707,220.92. There were 
received 2,698,000 letters during the year. Sixty-five thousand seven 
hundred and four applications for original pensions were filed. The 
highest number of claims received was from Ohio; Indiana follows 
next; then New York and Pennsylvania; the least number of claims 
came from Mon and from South Carolina none were received. 

The Adjutant-General of the Army removed 1,110 charges of deser- 
tion from the military records of that many volunteer soldiers of the late 
war, the most of which referred to pending pensionclaims. Twenty-six 
thousand five hundred and eighty-oneclaims were filed under the Mex- 
ican pension act. 

The work of the final adjudicating boards is practically up to date. 
The roster of the medical officers of the late war, with their post-office 
addresses, is nearly completed, and makes a record invaluable to claim- 
ants in their efforts to obtain necessary evidence. The work of restor- 
ing to claimants fees improperly obtained by attorneys is very grati- 
fying. The spirit of the bureau is, no compromise with those willfully 
or intentionally guilty, and no prosecution of those who sin through 
ignorance or without motive against. the pension laws and who are 

ing to make restitution when the same is demanded of them. 
8 examiners submitted an average of eleven reports and fifty-six 
depositions per month, at a cost of $12.40 per report, an increase of 
nearly one-half report per man and a decrease in the cost of one-fourth 
in each case. 

Over 88 per cent. of all pensions are paid by the pension agents 
within 10 days after the quarterly payments are due, and payments can 
not be made more rapidly without multiplying agencies. One hundred 
thousand cases of increase of pensions under recent legislation have 
been settled without expense or delay to the pensioners. 

A new and unique feature of the report is a discussion of special pen- 
sion acts and their relation to the administration of the general pension 
laws. It shows the various stages through which a ial act passes 
from its receipt at the Executive Mansion to its receipt by the pen- 
sioner. In addition, a table is furnished showing the total number of 


special pension acts which have become laws since 1861, as follows: 


It appears that while during President Cleveland’s administration 
thirteen hundred and sixty-nine special acts became laws, while one 
hundred and ninety-one were vetoed, of this number seventeen were 
vetoed in the interest of claimants, because they would be entitled toa 
greater amount under the general law. These seventeen cases were 


afterwards allowed by the Pension Bureau, and saved the pensioners 
$17,249 more than they would have received had the special acts be- 
come laws. Twelve were vetoed because the charge of desertion or dis- 
honorable discharge stained the military records of the soldiers. Two 
dependent fathers’ claims were vetoed because the fathers abandoned 
their sons while said sons were infants and never resumed the care and 
custody of them, nor did they manifest any interest in them until after 
their death, when these fathers became applicants for pension. ‘Two 
cases because they were duplicates of precisely the same special acts 
already approved by the Executive and in full force. Seven because the 
death cause was suicide and had no connection with the military service, 
One hundred and twenty-one because soldiers’ disabilities or deaths 
were in no wise due to the service, but arose from causes entirely dis- 
tinct therefrom. Seventeen because the cases were pending in the Pen- 
sion Bureau, where they were being properly investigated. ‘These cases 
also involved arrears. Nine because the special acts fixed no rate and 
the claimants were now receiving pension commensurate with the dis- 
ability found to exist by competent boards of surgeons, and a special 
act would be of no benefit. Two more dependent cases because no de- 
pendence was shown by the evidence on file. One because the Presi- 
dent refused to set aside the limitations fixed by the law of 1879, gov- 
erning arrears, and one because the beneficiary was dead at the time of 
the of the special act. 

Ninety-three of these vetoed claims had been rejected by the Pension 
Bureau prior to July 1, 1885, and fifty-four subsequent to that time; 
three were rejected before and after that date; thirty were pending un- 
settled in the Pension Burean, and no applications under the general 
law had ever been filed in eleven. A 

In connection with the foregoing it may be interesting to state that 
in the fiscal years from July 1, 1882, to June 30, 1885, there were is- 
sued 191,221 certificates of all classes; to June 30, 1888, 359,537; mak- 
ing an increase for the last three years of 168,316. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on laying the bill aside. 

The bill as amended was laid aside to be reported to the House with 
the recommendation that it do pass. 


MARY JANE JELLY. 


Mr. RUSSELL, of Connecticut. I call up for present consideration 
the bill (H. R. 10825) granting a pension to Mary. Jane Jeily. 
The bill is as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to place on the pension-roll, subject tothe limitations and 
restrictions of the pension laws, the name of Mary Jane Jelly, widow of Frank 
Trask, late a private in Company F, Eighth Regiment Connecticut Volunteers. 


The report (by Mr. FRENCH) was read, as follows: 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 
10825) granting a pension to Mary Jane Jeily, have had the same under consid- 
eration, and beg leave to submit the following Ss og 

Mary Jane Jelly was the widow of Frank Trask, who was killed in battle of 
Antietam September 17, 1862, while serving as corporal of Company F, Biata 
Regiment Connecticut Volunteers, and on account of whose h sho w 

nsion until her marriage with one John Jelly, December 10, 1868. The sol- 

er also left surviving him a minor chiid, who drew pension after the widow's 
Aara ren une 23, 1877, when it terminated under the limitation of the 
gene on laws. 

Mary Jane Jelly continued to live with her second husband until about the 
lst day of May, 1569, when a separation became necessary because of his intem- 
perate habits, and never thereafter until his death, March 20, 1874, did she live 
with him as his wife. 

From medical evidence before your committee it appears that the proposed 
beneficiary has for many years and is now a complete invalid by reason 
of hemorrhoidal and uterine troubles, recovery from which, in the opinion of 
the attending physician, is improbable because of She has no income from 

ny source, and is consequently dependent os for sa (eee 

‘he case comes clearly within a well-estab! rule of the House, and. as the 
necessities for Congressional relief are so well shown by the evidence submitted, 
‘pe eommittee unhesitatingly return the bill with recommendation that 
lo pass, ° 
The bill was laid aside to be reported to the House with the recom- 


mendation thatit do pass. 
WILLIAM M. DEAN. 


Mr. RUSSELL, of Massachusetts. I ask the present consideration 
of the bill (S. 2862) granting a pension to William M. Dean. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, ete., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to place on the pension-roll, subject to the Eadan and 
limitations of aes enn laws, the name of William M. Dean, late a member 
of Company G, Fifteenth ment Massachusetts Volunteers, and pay hima 
pension of per month, in lieu of the pension he is now receiving. 

The report (by Mr. FRENCH) was read, as follows: 

The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (8.2362) 
granting a pension to William M. Dean, have had the same under consideration 
and beg leave to submit the following report: 

The report of the Senate Committee on Pensions is as follows: 

“ These facts sre satisfactorily established in this case: That the claimant was 
asound man when heenteredservice; that during service he suffered from chills 
and fever, chronie diarrhea, and from measles, which occasioned disease of 
throat; and that for these combined disabilities and their continuance he was 
pensioned first at $2 per month from April, 1852, at $6 from September, 1865, and 
at $12 from February. 1878. 

“A mental aberration, of which he gave occasional indications after hisarmy 
service, and which affected him particularly after attacks of chills and fever, in- 
creased upon him until he has become insane. The Seminary in the case before 
the Pension Bureau is in connecting the insanity pathologically with the diseases 
for which he is pensioned. Butthere isa amount of testimony, too volu- 
minous to be abstracted, which shows that while in service he was reduced to 
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ears as his 
are utterly destitute of property, and subsist on the charity r 
organizations with which he was connected in his better days. His insanity is 
of a harmless type, but, with his feebleness, requiring constant watchfulness 
and care, and the necessity of attendance on him prevents his wife from earn- 
ing anything for their support. 

“Tt is as hard a case as can be conceived, and, with the reasonable presump- 
tions offered by the testimony, the committee do not hesitate to recommend the 
passage of the bill.” 

A careful examination of the evidence discloses the fact that soldier, after 

became broken 


nearly three years honorable and faithful service, down in 
health, and ually his mind failed, until now he is unable to take care of 


le the evidence may not be sufficiently positive to permit the 
Pension Bureau to accept this condition as sequential to the diseases admitted 
to be chargeable to the service, yet the most thorough special examination 
failed to discover any other cause therefor. In the absence of sy adverse evi- 
dence your committee are of opinion that the relief asked for should be granted, 
and therefore return the accompanying bill with the recommendation that it 
do pass, amended, however, by striking out the wo: “seventy-two,” in line 
5, and insert therein the word “ fifty; also by striking out the words “ William 
M. Dean,” in the bill and the title of the same, and insert therein instead the 
words “ William R. Dean.” 


The amendments recommended by the committee were adopted. 
The bill as amended was laid aside to be reported to the House with 
the recommendation that it do pass. ’ 
JESSE SPENCER. 
Mr. RYAN. I call up for consideration the bill (H. R. 9663) grant- 
ing a pension to Jesse Spencer. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it as eic., That the Secre! of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place upon the pension-roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the ion laws, the name of Jesse Spencer, late a private 
of Company M, Second Regiment of Pennsylvania Cavalry. 


The report (by Mr. MORRILL) was read, as follows: 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill H. R. 9663, 
have had the same under consideration, and submit the following report: 

The claimant enlisted as a private in Company M, Second Pennsylvania Cav- 
alry, October 1, 1861, and was honorably discharged October 1, 1864, 

In application filed February 5, 1882, he alleges that while in line of duty at 
pepo. Pa., he contracted measles in February, 1862, resulting in disease 
of heart. 


The claim was rejected on the ground of no record of alleged disease of heart, 
nor any competent eyidence connecting the same with service or with the 
measles which claimant had in service. 

‘The evidenceis conclusive that claimant priorto and atthe time of enlistment 
from heart disease. 
nce of heart disease was while he was 

with measles, He had no medical 

lence in medical skill for that disease. 
He silegės that he has been in trouble with said heart disease ever since his dis- 
charge from the Army, and has been unable most of the time to do but little 
manual labor, and since 1880 has scarcely done anything. 

Lewis Kirk testifies— 

“That he has been intimately acquainted with claimant for twenty-five years; 
has been a frequent visitor at his house, and knows that since he returned from 
the Army he has been regularly afflicted with heart disease. He has worked 
with him at many different times when an attack would come on, almost com- 
peels Teannas him for some hours, and unfitting him for labor for several 

ny sudden exertion brings on an attack.” 
jieutenant Ferguson— 

“Has known claimant many years. During the service he sometimes com- 
pien of something wrong, but was never off duty. Since the war be has 

own him ail the time, sees him often, and knows that he is troubled with 
what is said to be heart disease. He isno doctor, but derives his information 
from his own knowledge and what he has been told by those who ought to know. 
He has often to lie down during spells of pain about the heart.” 

Isaac meer, who has been intimately acquainted with him since the war, 
knows t plaintiff is late with heart disease contracted while in the 
Army, making it impossible for him to perform labor. 

Others testify toabout the same state of facts, and the committee believe that 
itis established beyond a reasonable doubt that the claimant was sound prior to 
enlistment; that the heart disease for which he asks relief was while 
in the line of duty, and that said disability has continued to the present time. 

The en therefore submit a favorable report and recommend the pas- 
sage of the 


The bill was laid aside to be reported to the House with the recom- 
mendation that it do pass. 
MRS. MARY M. ORD. 


Mr. SAWYER. I call up for present consideration the bill (S. 2663) 
granting an increase of pension to Mrs. Mary M. Ord. 
The bill is as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to place on the pension-roll, subject to the provisions and 
limitations of the pension laws, the name of Mrs. Mary M. Ord, widow of the 
late General E. O. C. Ord, and to pay her a pension at the rate of $100 per month, 
in lieu of the pension she is now receiving. 


The report (by Mr. SAWYER) was read, as follows: 

The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (S. 2663) 
granting an increase of pension to Mrs. Mary M. Ord, have had the same under 
consideration and beg leave to submit the following report: 

The Beneficiary named in the bill is the widow of the late Maj. Gen. E. O. C. 


Upon the death of General Ord the following order was issued by the War 
partment: 
“HEADQUARTERS OF THE ARMY, ADJUTANT-GENERAL’S OFFICE, 
“ Washington, July 24, 1853. 
“With found sorrow the General of the Army announces the death at Ha- 
vana, Cuba, at7 o'clock on the evening of the 22d instant, of Maj. Gen. Edward 
O. O. Ord, retired, and lately brigadier-general and brevet major-general on the 


“General Ord was graduated at the Military Academy and appointed second 


tember, 1862, and 


lieutenant in the Third Artillery July 1, 1839, Having passed through the sev- 
eral grades, including that of lieutenant-colone! in the artillery arm, he received 
his intment as brigadier-general of the permanent establishment on the 
26th of July, 1866. He had, on the Mth of September, 1861, for service in war, 
been appointed brigadier-general of volunteers, and on the 2d of May, 1862, 
major-general of volunteers, He was mustered out of the volunteer service 
September 1, 1866. 

* For gallant services in action at Dranesville, Va., Iuka, Miss., the Hatchie, 
Miss., and at the assault of Fort Harrison, Va., he received successively the bre- 
vets of lientenant-colonel, colonel, brigadier-general, and major-general, United 
States Army. He served in the Florida war against the Seminole Indians, on the 
Pacific coast in the war against Mexico, and in Indian campaigns on the same 


coast. 

“In the Army of the Potomac he was brigade and division commander, in 

the Army of the Tennessee he commanded the left wing from g en to 

subsequently he commanded successively the Thirteen 
Eighth, Eighteenth, and Twenty-fourth Corps, and the Army of the James, 
He was severely wounded in the battle of the Hatchie, Miss., and was wounded 
in the assault and capture of Fort ison, Va. 

“Since the Iate war he has at different times commanded the Departments of 
Meneame Lae Ohio, Arkansas, California, the Platte, Texas, and the Fourth Mili- 
tary District. 

“ He was retired on the 6th day of December, 1880,and by act of Congress ap- 
proved January 28,1881, he became a menor eraee: on the retired-list. Retire- 
ment did not close his active life, for immediately thereafter he en, in 
civil pursuits and continued therein until death suddenly came upon him. 

“ Distinguished among his country's defenders, General Ord was a soldier of 
national repute. Through his long military service, reach: towards half a 
century, his career has been marked by faithful, devoted, and intelligent dis- 
charge of duty, by personal gallantry, by honestadministration, and bra - 
ness which was not weakened by his great kindness of heart. As his intimate 
associate sinee boyhood, the General here bears testimony of him that a more 
unselfish, manly, and patriotic person never lived, 

“By command of General Sherman, 

“GEO. D. RUGGLES, 


“ Acting Adjutant-General.” 

Mrs. Ord isnow in receipt of a pension of $50 per month, underact of Congress, 
approved July 5, 1884. She was married to General Ord October 15, 1854, at San 

rancisco, Cal.. and is now a resident of that State. Having exhausted her 
limited means in support of an invalid daughter, she is now poorand not.able to 
maintain hereself and daughter, who is dependent upon heron present pension, 
which is her only resource. 

In view of her dependence and the long and eminent services of her gallant 
husband, your committee report favorably on the accompanying bill, and ask 
that it do amending the same by striking out the words “one hundred” 
and inserting in lieu thereof the words “ seventy-five.’ 


The CHAIRMAN. If there be no objection, the amendment recom- 
mended by the committee will be concurred in. 

Mr. CHEADLE. There is objection. 

The CHAIRMAN. Then the question is on agreeing to the amend- 
ment recommended by the committee. 

Mr. SAWYER. If the question of a quorum is to be raised, I will 
withdraw the bill and ask the consideration of another. 

The CHAIRMAN. The bill is withdrawn, if there be no objection. 

Mr. WEBER. I understood the request was based on the supposi- 
tion that a quorum would be called? 

Mr. SAWYER. LIassumed that the gentleman from Indiana will 
raise the question of no quoram, when he objected; and hence I will 
withdraw the bill. 

The CHAIRMAN. ` The bill will retain its place on the Calendar in 
the absence of objection. 

There was no objection. 

ANSON WARD. 

Mr. SAWYER. I now call up the bill (H. R. 5740) granting a pen- 
sion to Anson Ward. 

The bill is as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Seeretary of the Interior be, and ishereby, directed 
to place the name of Anson Ward, of Rockford, Ii., late private of Company 
K, enty-fourth Illinois Volunteers, on the pcnsion-roll, subject to the limita- 
tions and restrictions of the pension laws. A 


The report (by Mr. LANE) was read, as follows: 


That the said Anson Ward enlisted Se re 5, 1862, as a private in Company K 
of the Seventy-fourth Regiment Illinois Volunteer Infantry; that he wasa faith- 
ful soldier during the war and was honorably June 10, 1865 ; 


j 
the e of filing said claim the disability shown did not exist in a pensionable 
a ; that he is not able to perform manual labor, and were it not for the dis- 
= ities incurred in the service would be abundantly able to provide for him- 


self. 
The committee have therefore concluded that he is justly entitled toa pension, 
and respectfully recommend the passage of this bill. 

The bill was laid aside to be reported to the House with the recom- 
mendation that it do pass. 


BETSEY WILLIAMS. 


Mr. SEYMOUR. Iask to call up the bill (H. R. 9371) granting a 
pension to Betsey Williams, widow of William R. Williaras, private 
Company C, Eighth Regiment Michigan Volunteers. 

The bill is as follows: > 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and is hereby, author- 
ized and directed to place the name of Betsey Williams, widow of William R. 
Williams, late pene Company C, Eighth Regiment Michigan Volunteers, on 
the pension-roll, at the rate prescribed by existing provisions of law. 

“The report (by Mr. CHIPMAN) was read, as follows: 


William R. Williams, husband of Betsey Williams, was pensioned at the rato 
of $ per month for hernia. Tke widow filed claim for pension, alleging that 
her husband died from the effects of the qd for which he was ned, 


The claim was rejected on the ground that it was not proved that the diseasey 
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which caused her husband's death were connected as results with his military 


ice. 
Dr. J. W.O’Harra, the physician who attended the soldier during his last ill- 
ea testifies that— 
“The remote cause of his death was a hernia contracted in the Army, the 
hernia producing excessive constipation and strangury, thus producing apo- 
lexy, retarding the free circulation of blood and finally paralysis, of which he 
. He was of an apoplecticdiathesis, My first visit was March 30, 1881; April 
4,7,12, 16, and 23, which was the last visit, then having little encouragement, be- 
ing hopelessly yzed. Hadnot much acquaintance with him previous to his 
last illness, but learned from the family that his health hud been failing for some 
time, having attacks of apoplexy. He complained much of constipation 
and impairment of the secretions, no doubt from paralysis, accompanied by va- 
cant stare, slow, full pulse, flushed face; in fact, all the apoplectic symptoms.” 
The only evidence against the testimony of the attending physician is the 
opinion of the medical referee, which, in the opinion of the committee, should 
not cause a rejection of the claim. 
The committee therefore submit a favorable report, and recommend the pas- 
gage of the bill. 


The bill was laid aside to be reported to the House with the recom- 
mendation that it do pass. 


ANNA BOPPELL. 


Mr. SHERMAN. I ask consideration of the bill (H. R. 9784) grant- 
ing a pension to Anna Boppell. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, eic., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he hereby is, di- 
rected to place upon the pension-roll, subject to the provisions and limitations 
of the pension laws, the name of Anne Boppell, widow of Martin Boppell, late 
of Company E, One hundred and fifty-third Regiment New York State Volun- 
teers, and pay her a pension at the rate of $12 per month, 


The report (by Mr. SAWYER) was read, as follows: 


The beneficiary named in the bill is the widow of Martin Boppell,who served 
as a private in Company E, One hundred and filty-third Regiment of New York 
Volunteers. ‘The records of the War Department show that Martin Boppell en- 
listed jn said company August 22, 1862, and was discharged November 28, 1864, 
in consequence of the amputation of his right arm, caused by a gunshot wound 
received September 19, 1864, at Winchester, Va., while in service. The soldier 
was pensioned therefor March 15,1865, and drew pension until the date of his 
death, July 25,1882. The widow's claim has been rejected by Pension Office on 
the ground that soidier’s death is not due to service. Soldier's arm was ampu- 
tated close to the shoulder. The evidence shows that he had sevcral times 
fallen in consequence of the loss of his right arm, by which he was more or less 
injured. It shows that on the evening of July 15, 1882, he tripped and fell, strik- 
ing upon a broken bottle, receiving a severe and serious wound in his back, and 
that the fall was in no way the result of bad habits or the use of liquor. Med- 
ical aid was summoned, but despite the efforis of two physicians blood-poison- 
ing set in, from which he died July 25, 1882. The evidence describing all the 
particulars of the fall and injury clearly shows that had the soldier had his right 
arm he would not hay received the injury that caused his death. The widow 
is the mother of three children, two of whom are under sixteen years of age. 

Your committee believe the claim is meritorious and recommend that the bill 
do pass, = 

The bill was laid aside to be reported to the House with the rec- 


ommendation that it do pass. 
NANCY J. COTNER. 


Mr. SHIVELY. I call up the bill (H. R. 10388) granting a pension 


to Nancy J. Cotner. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, ete., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to place on the pension-roll the name of Nancy J. Cotner, 
dependent sister of Thomas Cotner, late private Company E, Thirteenth Regi- 
ment Indiana Volunteers, at the rate of $12 per month. 


The report (by Mr. MATSON) was read, as follows: 


Nancy J. Cotner, the oyoiioaot, was the sister of Thomas Cotner, who was a 
member of Company E, Thirteenth Indiana Volunteers, and was killed in battle. 
The said applicant was the daughter of George Cotner, some time since de- 
ceased, and who, at the time of the enlistment of the said Thomas Cotner, was 
aman of feeble health and very limited means, and, spew daca thas OE years 
of age, was dependent toa greatextent for his subsistence and that of his daugh- 
ter. the claimant herein, upon his said son. 

It is shown by evidence that said Nancy J. Cotner was from childhood of feeble 
mind and very poor health, and has continued in that condition to the present 
time. It also appears thatshe has no means of support excepting her father and 
brother, and that since their death she has been thrown upon the charities of 
her neighbors and friends, and now has no means whatever, and is totally un- 
able to support herself. There is no widow entitled to pension. 

It seems to the committee that this isa case which strongly appeals for Con- 
gressional action, and we therefore submit a favorable report and recommend 
the passage of the bill. 

The bill was laid aside to be reported to the House with the recom- 


mendation that it do pass. 
FRANCIS DE FREITAS. 


Mr. SPRINGER. I ask consideration of the bill (H. R. 2051) grant- 
ing an increase of pension to Francis De Freitas. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be ü enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and is hereby, author- 
ized and directed to place on the pension-roll, subject to all the conditions and 
limitations of the pension laws, the name of Francis De Freitas, who was a 
private in Company G, One hun:!red and fourteenth Regiment Illinois Volun- 
teer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $45 per month from and after 
the passage of this act. 


The report (by Mr. LANE) was read, as follows: 


That the claimant is now drawing a pension of $8 per month for ponnn 
wound in right breast. Department refuses increase on ground that disability 
is not total. Antonio Vasconcellos testifies that he has known claimant thirty 
years; that the wound in his breast has broken out afresh; that it is now a run- 
ning sore; that py reason of said wound he is totally disabled, and at times.he 
uires an attendant. 
ohn Stirling Nimens testifies: 
“That he is a near neighbor of claimant; that hesees him daily and helps him 
in the care of his wound; that said wound isarunning sore, requiring constant 
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attendance, and that by reason of said wound claimant is totally disabled and 
unable to care for himself without assistance,” 

Dr. David Prince, of Jacksonville, Ill., testifies: 

“That claimant is now totally disabled, and it is probable that his capability 
for any physical labor is permanently impaired.” Š 

Your committee conclude from the testimony in this case that the soldier is 
entitled to the increase of pension asked, and we therefore respectfully recom- 
mend that the bi!l do pass. 


Mr. MORRILL. I move to amend that bill by adding the words 
‘*in lieu of the pension he is now receiving.” 

Mr. SPRINGER. ‘There is no objection to that. 

The amendment was adopted. 

The bill as amended was laid aside to be reported to the House with 
the recommendation that it do pass. 


LEAMAN L. BOWERS. 


Mr. STONE, of Missouri. I call up the bill (H. R. 10433) for the 
relief of Leaman L. Bowers. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, ete., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and hereby is, author. 
ized and directed to place the name of Leaman L. Bowers, late second sergeant 
of Company H of the Tenth Regiment of Pennsylvania Reserves, on the pen- 
sion-roll, subject to the provisions and limitations of the pension laws. 


The report (by Mr. WALKER) was read, as follows: 


Leaman L. Bowers was mustered as second se t of Company H, Tenth 
Regiment of Pennsylvania Reserves, on July 21, 1561. He was captured at the 
battle of Fredericksburgh in December, 1862. He was greatly exposed and sub- 
jected to many hardships on the march to Richmond as a prisoner, He was in 
Libby Prison from December, 1862, to April, 1863. 

The evidence clearly shows that claimant was sick of Grima ecg f rheuma- 
tism during his imprisonment, from which he suffered terribly during the 
greater part of his imprisonment. His heart became involved as a resultof the 
Ca These facts abundantly appear from the records, both Confederate 
and Union. 

The testimony shows that his heart has been diseased ever since his discharge 
from the service in 1864. The medical testimony shows that this heart disease 
has become so aggravated as to practically unfit him for manual labor. 

There can be no doubt that claimant should be pensione. if the disability from 
which he is suffering was incurred in the line of duty whilein the service. The 
claim was rejected on the sole ground that claimant had had inflammatory rheu- 
matism before his enlistment. Thatistrue. The claimant, who made a frank 
and manly statement of his whole case, said thatin 1848 or 1549 he had an attack 
of inflammatory rheumatism from which he soon recovered. That the attack 
at that time was confined wholly to his lower limbs. He was never troubled 
with it before that time nor afterwards prior to h s imprisonment in Libby, 

The testimony shows that at the date of his enlistment he was a strong and 
vigorous man, x me 

James Lish testified that he and claimant were raised in the same county in 
Pennsylvania and that he had known claimant well up to the date of his en- 
listment. Mr. Lish says: 

“He (claimant) was known as the stoutest and toughest young man in the 
county, When he enlisted in the Army he was as sound and healthy as he 
ever had been. I saw himin the Army several times. Isaw him again soon 
after the war and found his health very bad. He seemed to me a perfect wreck— 
so much so that he was entirely unable to make a support for himself and 
family by manual labor. and bas continued in that condition ever since. -I have 
becn at his house frequently since the war and know tliis to be the fact,” 

There is testimony of other witnesses to the same effect. Indeed, there is no 
testimony, medical or otherwise, to the contrary, 

Dr, Amos H. Caffee, examining surgeon, says he has examined claimant and 
finds him suffering from chronic rheumatism, resulting in chronic valvular 
disease oi the heart, and, in his opinion, claimant was entitled to be rated at $8 

r month. 
re Underwood and Ackason, who also examined claimant, concur in saying 
that they consider his condition dangerous, so much so as to make life very 
pase They say his condition is such as to unfit him for much physical 
exertion. r 

There is no conflict in the testimony. We are at a loss to understand why the 
claim was rejected. The statement of the reviewer is that it was rejected be- 
cause claimant admitted he had an attack of rheumatism in his legs in 1848 or 
1849, The rejection is eons wholly on that statement. But, since that at- 
tack was slight and ant had so entirely recovered from it that he was 
regarded as an unusually strong and healthy man at the date of his enlistment, 
and since it clearly appears that the attack of inflammatory rheumatism which 
he suffered in his arms and breast in 1862-63 was the direct result of exposure 
and hardship while a prisoner of war,and that he has never recovered from 
that attack, your committee think Mr. Bowers is entitled to a pension, and re- 
port the bill back aecordingly with a favorable recommendation, » 


The bill was laid aside to be reported to the House with the recom- 
mendation that it do pass. 


MES. MARY ANN CROSS AND OTHERS. - 


Mr. STRUBLE. I ask consideration of the bill (H. R. 5985)’to in- 
crease the pension of Mrs. Mary Ann Cross, Mrs, Minnie L. Gardner, 
and Mrs. Lillie May Pavy to $30 per month. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, elc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and is hereby, author- 
ized and directed to place the names of Mrs, Mars Ann Cross, widow of Sergt. 
William H., Cross; Minnie L. Gardner, widow of Hampton 8. Gardener, 
and Lillie May Pavy, widow of Dr, Octave Pavy, on the pension-roll at the rate 
of $30 a month each, in place of that of $12 a month now allowed; the said Will- 
iam H. Cross, Hampton S. Gardner, and Octave Pavy having servedin the late 
Arctic expedition under Greely and lost their lives in consequence. 

Amend the title so as to read: “A bill to increase the pensions of Mrs. Mary 
Ann Cross, Mrs. Minnie L. Gardener, and Mrs, Lilla May Pavy to $30 per 
month.” 


The report (by Mr. RUSSELL) was read, as follows: ` 


The Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H, R. 5985) in- 
creasing the pensions of Mrs. ry Ann Cross, Mrs. Minnie L. Gardiner, and 
aa Lilla May Pavy to $30 per month, have considered the same and reportas 

ollows: 

Mrs. Cross and Mrs. Gardiner are the widows of the late William H. Cross 
and Hampden S. Gardiner, of the general service, United States Army; and 
Mrs. Pavy the widow of Dr. Octave P. Pavy, late acting assistant surgeon 
United States Army. These soldiers were members of the Lady Franklin Bay 


expedition into the Arctic regions under Lieut. (now General) A. W. Greely, 


1888. 
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and all met their death from starvation * on the south side of Buchanan Strait, 
half-way between Cape Sabine and Cocked Hat Island.” 

Concerning the incidents and results of that terrible expedition no detailed 
BY pode Ser necessary, They form part of history, and are fresh in the minds 
of everybody. 

Mrs. Cross and Mrs, Gardiner are in receipt of pensions at the rate of $12 per 
month, and Mrs. Pavy of one at $17 per month, 

All three of the claimants are withoutany property and are dependent upon 
their own labor for support. Concerning Mrs Gardiner, Hon, Z. B. VANCE, 
under date of January 15, 1855, states: j 

“Tam well acquainted with her. She is in a very destitute condition, and is 
almost powerless to work on account of diseased eyes.” 

Mrs. Cross has depending upon her a family of children and an invalid sister, 
and her only means of subsistence is a small salary and her pension. Mrs, 
Pavy is likewise Sopraan upon her daily labor, and, as she has expressed it, 
“ Dares not succumb to illness oftentimes threatened from overwork.” 

Your committee are of the opinion that the peculiar nees surround- 
ing the cases of these widows warrant the granting of the relief they seek. 
The bill is therefore reported back with the recommendation that it do pass; 
amended, however, by changing the words ‘‘ Gardner” and * Lillie,” wherever 
they appear in the bill, to “Gardiner” and “Lilla,” respectively. 

to. 


The amendments reported by the committee were agreed to. 

Mr. STRUBLE. There is another amendment which should be re- 
ported. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


The committee propose to amend the bill in line 9 by inserting after the word 
“twelve” the words “and seventeen.” 


The amendment was agreed to; and the bill as amended was laid 
aside to be reported to the House with the recommendation that it do 


pass, 
WILLIAM R, RODGERS. 


Mr. THOMPSON, of Ohio. I ask consideration of the bill (H. R. 
11362) for the relief of William R. Rodgers. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and is hereby, author- 
ized and directed to increase the rate of pension now allowed to William R. 
Rodgers, late a private of Company F, of the Twenty-seventh Regiment of Ohio 
Volunteer Infantry, war of 1861, under certificate numbered 252404, from the 


sum of $ per month to the sum of $50 per month. 
The report (by Mr. THOMPSON, of Ohio) was read, as follows: 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 
511) granting a pension to William R. Rodgers, baving considered the same, re- 
port as follows: 

‘The claimant enlisted as a private in Company F, Twenty-seventh Regiment 
of Ohio Volunteer Infantry, war of 1861, on the 25th day of August, 1562, and 
wasd July 11, 1865. On the 14th day of August, 1879, he applied for a 
pension, which was granted him October 29, 1883, at the rate of $H per month, 
for “ disease of the eyes,” and which was afterwards increased to $8 per month. 
Afterwards he again applied for an increase of his pension for total blindness, 
but his application was rejected. He is now, and since December, 1875, has 
been stone blind. 

Special Examiner Samuel Woods, in his report in the case, says: “The claim- 
ant, William R. Rodgers, is so utterly blind that the full glare of an electric 
ves him no sense of light,” 


nt ye not only caused the loss of that eye, but through sympathy the 
loss of the 


granted a pension o! per month for “disease of cyes,"’ but was refused the 
eo he r month for total blindness. 
e or! 


nal 4 ter to for pension was based on rheumatism and disease of 

eyes, and Speci xaminer Samuel Woods, in his report on this application, in 

Pubes recommended the admission of the claim “for a portion of the disa- 
Yy, Says: 

“My reasons, which I think will be sustained by the evidence of such of the 
witnesses as had intimate personal knowledge of the claimant, are as follows: 
(L) The soldier contracted measles while in service and line of duty; (2) that im- 
pairment of sight followed and was consequent upon measles so incurred ; (3) 
that the impairment of sight and partial disability were continuous until be 
was virtually blind in the left eye (being unable to distinguish objects, though 
able to discern light) as early as 1873; (4) that the right eye was im: ed, but 
while yet useful, its sight was destroyed by an accident in the fall of 1875.” 

In speaking of the type of measles from which the soldier suffered this ex- 
aminer says: 

“ His family took it; one of his daughters died; his eldest son suffered with 
bad eyes on account of it, and shortly after claimant returned home in 1865 the 
son’s left eye burst, and its sight was forever gone,” 

Afterwards, in an additional report made some months later on a further ex- 
amination of the case, he says: 

“My opinion as to the justice of the claim of William R. Rodgers has not 
changed one iota. That opinion was formed from knowledge of the manner in 
which the witnesses received their impressions as well as from the evidence it- 
self. I beg pardon in advance for any violation of the new rule in regard to 
summaries, but would prefer to risk a reprimand rather than to see so worthy 
and so needy a claim rejected without entering my earnest protest. ‘To do less 
appears to me dereliction of duty, * * * That except the immediate loss of 
the then failing sight of the right eye by accident in the ore bench the claimant's 
disabilities are due to and consequent upon his Army service; that he isa cheery, 
honest, simple-minded man, who will not intentionally make a false statement, 
and that he isa worthy applicant for pension.” 

As evidence of the state of doubt in which the officials of the Pension Office 
Yound themselves we quote from Dr. Hood, then medical referee, who, October 
14, 1854, addressed Colonel Clarke, Acting Commissioner, as follows : 

“ That the soldier suffered from disease of the eyes as a sequel of measles 
there seems to be no question, but it is impossible to say with any certainty 
what would have been the ultimatum of the condition. The probability is that 
entire loss of vision would not have resulted, since, though many cases of con- 
junetivitis, ete., and other diseased states of the eyes follow upon measles, it is 
very rarely that loss of vision follows. But there is another view of the case 
and that is stated in this question, Is itprobable that the condition of the eyes 
resulting from the attack of measles, particularly that of the left eye, was such 
as that the eat & incurred (of right eye) was destructive in its effects? Itismy 
judgment that giving the doubt to the claimant that question must be answered 


affirmatively. A diseased condition exists; more than that, a diseased condition 


with disposition to persistence and not recovery. To that condition are super- 
added the effects of injury; the result in the end is the destruction of both eyes, 
That is to say, it should seem wholly probable but that for the pre-existent dis- 
ease caused by the attack of measles, the injury of 1875 would not have made 
enucleation of the right eye necessary, and thus the subject of the injury would 
not haye wholly lost vision.” * * * 

And yet they finally allowed him but $$ per month. 

The soldier requires the constant care and attention of another person, and 
has no means of soppor other than the small pension now paid him. We think 
the soldier is entitled to a pension of $50 per month, and we offer as a substitute 
for the billunder consideration the bill herewith presented, and recommend 
the passage of the substitute bill. 


The bill was laid aside to be reported to the House with the recom- 
mendation that it dv pass. 
PATRICK WELCH. 
Mr. TURNER, of Kansas. I ask for the consideration of the bill 
(S. 3130) granting a pension to Patrick Welch. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, ete., That the Secretary of the Interior be, andhe is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to place on the pension-roll, subject to the provisions and 
limitations of the pension laws, the name of Patrick Welch, late of the United 
States Navy, war of the rebellion. 


The report (by Mr. MORRILL) was read, as follows: 


‘The Committee on Invalid Pensions, having had under consideration the bill 
(S. 3130) granting a pension to Patrick Welch, submit the following report: 

The report of the Senate Committee on Pensions is adopted, and the passage 
of the bill is recommended. 

Patrick Welch, the claimant under this bill, enlisted March 17, 1865, as lands- 
man in the United States Navy, and was discharged October 18, 1865. He made 
application for pension February 7, 1880, alleging that at Bayou Sara, Miss., 
A ao September 26, 1865, he contracted piles. 

The records of the Navy Department show that he was admitted to the hos- 

ital at New Orleans, July 26, 1865, “with hemorrhoids,” and was sent North 
Faly S1, 1865. He was examined under date of July 27, and found that his dis- 
ease, piles, rendered him unfit for service, and that in duration, permgnent; 
and from the hospital ticket on which he was admitted it was believed it orig- 
inated prior toenlistment, and his discharge was recommend The claimant 
states that he is unable to furnish medical testimony as to prior soundness for 
the reason “that he bad no family doctor.” He submits, however, in lieu of 
medical testimony, the affidavits of friends and neighbors, whose statements 
are direct and positive as to the prior soundness of the claimant. The claim ` 
was rejected by the Commissioner of Pensions October 4, 1882, on the ground— 

“That it is shown by the record of the Navy Department that claimant’s dis- 
ability, for which he claims pension, existed prior to his enlistment.” 

Dr. John J. Gilmer, late surgeon Thirty-second Illinois Infantry Volunteers, 
eerie te treatment for piles in 1873, 1874, and 1875, and rates his disability at 
one-fourth. 

D. W. Else, M. D., swears to treatment for piles from 1877, 1878, and 1879, and 
makes same rating. 

Under date of May 16, 1881, S. D. Hall, United Slates examining surgeon at 
Concordia, Kans., reports to the Commissioner that— 

“On thorough examination he finds one ofthe worst cases of piles that it has 
ever been his lot to witness. * * * That he is unable to perform any man- 
ual labor at all, and has not been for a number of years; has not been able to 
do a full day’s work since coming out of the service.” 

He rates him at total third e, $18. 

Your committee feel disposed to accept the testimony of the creditable gen- 
temen who have made aftidavits concerning the prior soundness of the claim- 
ant, and recommend the passage of the bill, 


The bill was laid aside to ba reported to the House with the recom- 
mendation that it do pass. 

GEORGE A. WASHBURN. 

Mr. VANCE. I ask consideration of the bill (S. 3236) granting an 
increase of pension to George A. Washburn, late major Sixteenth Con- 
necticut Volunteers. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, elc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
directed to place on the pension-roll the name of George A. Washburn, late 
major of the Sixteenth Connecticut Volunteers, at the rate of $72 per month, in 
lieu of the amount per month ($45) he is now receiving. 


The report (by Mr. FRENCH) was read, as follows: 

The Committee on Invalid Pensions, tə whom was referred the bill (8.3238) 
granting an increase of pension to George A. Washburn, late major Sixteenth 
Connecticut Volunteers, have had same under consideration, and beg leave to 
submit the following report: 

The committee have carefully examincd all the evidence on file in the case, 
and find the facts, as set forth in the report of the Senate committee, which is 
made a part of this report, to warrant favorable action on pensioner’s request 
for an increase, and therefore return the bill with the recommendation that it 

o pass. 
The report of the Senate Committee on Pensions is as follows: 

“Claimant is now receiving a pension of $45 on account of gunshot wound of 
left thigh, This pension was granted by a special act of Congress approved 
February 28, 1885. The present bill authorizes the Secretary of the Interior to 
place on his name on the pension-roll at the rate of $100 per month. 

“The testimony of Dr. C.S, May and A.S. Warner, late surgeon of claimant's 

iment, considered by the committee at the time that the increase from $25 

5 per month was recommended, showed that claimant was ina helpless 

condition at that time, suffering from lameness, asthma, bronchitis, wounds of 

the pelvis, sacrum, ilium, ischium, and left teste, and that he required the at- 
tendance of another person, 

“Since the time above referred to testimony has been filed as follows: In 
affidavit filed August 7, 1886, Charles B. Rowell, of Aiken, S.C., testifies that 
during the past two years claimant has frequently been confined to his bed by 
reason of gunshot wound through his body, disease of lungs and throat, and 
difficult breathing, with symptoms of blood poisoning; that claimant has been 
compelled to leave his northern home on account of the disabilities above men- 
tioned. This testimony is corroborated by the testimony of Dr. T. G. Croft and 
D. F. McEwen, of Aiken, S.C, 

“In afidavit executed June 21, 1888, Dr. A. H. Ashley, of Aiken, S. C., testifies 
that claimant is suffering from severe chronic bronchitis, with asthma, and 
heart and kidney trouble, caused by a gunshot wound which has not healed; 
that claimant is notable to perform any kind of labor, or to attend toany kind 
of business, but uires the constant attendance of one or more persons both 
day and night, and under no circumstances is it safe to leage him alone, 
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“Tn an affidavit executed June 22, 1888, Dr. B. F. Wyman, of Aiken, S. O., testi- 
fies substantially as above. 

“The evidence shows that claimant is a physical wreck, wholly unable to 
care for himself,and needs the constant sid and attendance of another person. 

“ Favorable action is warranted by the facts in the case,and your committee 
therefore recommend the passage of the bill, with the following amendment : 
Strike out the words ‘one hundred’ in the sixth line and insert the words 
*seventy-two.’”” 


The bill was laid aside to be reported to the House with the recom- 
mendation that it do pass. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS, 


Mr. THOMPSON, of California. Idesire to call up the bill which I 
send io the Clerk’s desk. 
Mr. LANE. I object to calling up a bill out of the regular order. 
[To Mr. THOMPSON, of California.] Is it your bill? 
Mr. THOMPSON, of California. It is not. 
Mr. LANE. Then I object. 
MYRA SINCLAIR. 


Mr. WADE. I ask consideration of the bill (H. R. 10488) granting 
a pension to Myra Sinclair. 
‘The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to place on the pension-roll the name of Myra Sinclair, a 
volunteer nurse in the late war, giving her the sum of $25 a month from and 
after the paszage of this act. 


The report (by Mr. SAWYER) was read, as follows: 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 
10458) granting a ——- to Myra Sinclair, submit the following report: 

‘The evidence filed with the committee shows clearly the following facts : 

That the beneficiary is now a widow and upwards of seventy-four years of 
age, baving been a widow for about thirty years; that she is now poor and de- 
pendent upon others for support. 

That in October, 1862,she entered upon her duties of nurse as nurse at the 
General Hospital, West’s Building, Baltimore, Md., where she remained until 
March, 1864; that she acted as matron of that hospital. 

That she discharged her duties in a very faithfu and satisfacto: 


Your committee 
titled to relief, and therefore recommend that the bill do pes with an amend- 
ment striki „and inserting in 
lieu thereof the word “twelve.” 


Mr. WADE. I moveto non-concur in the amendment offered by 
the committee, 

Mr. STRUBLE. Letthe amendment be reported. 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Illinois. What is the amendment? 

Mr. WADE. The amendment offered by the committee strikes out 
$25 and inserts $12. A number of these bills have passed—one to- 
night—for $30. This woman is just as worthy as the woman who gets 
$30. I know the character of the service she rendered, and it was 
just as valuable service as that of Mrs. Couzins, who to-night has been 
allowed a pension of $30. 

Mr. CHEADLE. I hope the amendment of the committee will not 
be concurred in. There ought to be some uniformity in these bills. 
[Cries of *‘ Vote!’?] 

The question was put; and there were—ayes 21, noes 15. 

So the amendment of the committee was agreed to. 

Mr. CHEADLE. Imeve to strike out “*$12” and insert ‘$20; and 
I make that motion for the reason that we have passed a bill to-night 
giving a pension to a nurse at the rate of $30 per month. We have also 


passed others giving $25 a month. 
Mr. MAIS I rise to a point of order. 


The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. MAISH. We have already adopted the amendment of the com- 
mittee. 

The CHAIRMAN. The point of order is well taken. 

Mr. CHEADLE. I move to make an amendment. 

The CHAIRMAN. Butthe committee has already fixed the amount. 

Mr. STRUBLE. You can move to reconsider. 

Mr. CHEADLE. I move to reconsider the vote by which that 
amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. MORRILL. Mr. Chairman, I wish to state that the Commiitee 
on Invalid Pensions have carefully examined these cases, and have 
fixed the rate at $12 where it is shown that a nurse received full pay 
for the time she served; and where they did not receive pay, and did 
not incur any disability in the service, they have fixed it at $12. But 
where it is shown that the nurses served without pay, and received in- 
juries, we fixed it at $25. And we have in four or five cases fixed it 
at $30. There are twenty-five or thirty cases where it is fixed at $12. 
I regard any increase in this case as a reflection upon the committee, 
after eer carefully examined the merits of the case. [Cries of 

Vote !” 

Mr. CHEADLE. I want to be heard a moment. I do not mean to 
make even a technical reflection upon the committee; but I think that 
in this tribunal of the people we ought to legislate upomsome uniform 
plan, and upon some system as applicable to one as to another. This 
woman is seventy years of age. e was in charge of one of the hospi- 
tals and rendered valuable services to her country. 

Mr. MAISH. Mr. Chairman, I rise to another point of order. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman will state it. 
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Mr. MAISH. I ask whether a motion to reconsider is in order in 
Committee of the Whole. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair sustains the point of order. 

Mr.OWEN. Ithoughtthe gentleman from Indiana [Mr. CHEADLE] 
was proceeding by unanimous consent. 

Several MEMBERS. Oh, no. 

Mr. CHIPMAN. Regular order. 

Mr. CHEADLE. Itis too late to make the point of order. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair sustains the point of order made by 
the gentleman from Pennsylvania. [Cries of ‘* Regular order!?’] 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on ordering the bill as amended 
to be laid aside to be reported to the House with a favorable recom- 
mendation. 

Mr. CHEADLE. Iobject. Let us have a vote. 

The question was put, and there were—ayes 32, noes 1. 

So the bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside to be reported to 
the House with the recommendation that it do pass. 


MRS. ALMIRA J. TOWNER. 


Mr. WEBER. I call up the bill (H. R. 10908) granting a pension to 
Mrs. Almira J. Towner. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it onacted, ete., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to place on the pension-roll, subject to the provisions and 
limitations of the pension laws, the name of Almira J. Towner, dependent 
mother of Seth S. Towner, late a private in Company A, Second Regiment Ili- 
nois Volunteer Cavalry. 


The report (by Mr. SAWYER) was read, as follows: 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 
10900) granting a pension to Mrs, Almira J, Towner, submit the following re- 


port: 
Almira J. Towner, the beneficiary, is the mother of Seth S. Towner, who was a 
bikers in Company A, Second Iliinois Volunteer Cavalry Regiment, and who en- 
isted in said regiment September 23, 1862, toserve three years, and died at the St. 
Louis Hospital, New Orleans, December 16, 1864. He was admitted to the gen- 
eral hospital at Baton Rouge, La., October 11, 1861, from Camp Baton Rouge, 
with chronic diarrhea and dropsy, and was transferred December 9, 1864, to and 
was received at St, Louis Hospital, New Orleans, La., December 10, 1864, with 
parotitis, and died of that disease December 16, 1564, as appears from the report 
of the Surgeon-General of the date of July 9, 1879. 
papers in the Pension Office show that the soldier left surviving him 
neither widow nor child, never haying been married. and that the claimant is 
the mother of the soldier; that her husband, the soldier's father, died Septem- 
ber 15, 1868: that he wasa physician, in poor health,and having but a limited 
ree The mother filed her claim for pension, and the same was rejected in 


“On the ground that claimant was not dependent wholly or in part upon the 
soldier for support at the date of his death. Husband's income was suficient 
to and did furnish her a comfortable support.” 

The evidence furnished the office as to the husband's inability to support the 
family was not conclusive. The evidence would appear to show that the sol- 
dier, previous to his enlistment, contributed of his earnings to the support of 
the family, and while in the Army sent home money for the same pur; . 

The evidence on file and furnished the committee shows that the mother is 
eo has been for years in very poor and destitute circumstances and wholly 

nd. 

The committee, believing that this is a just and meritorious claim, repor 
favorably upon the bill and recommend its passage. 


There being no objection, the bill was laid aside to be reported to the 
House with the recommendation that it do pase. 


CAPT. WILLIAM J. DULEY. 


Mr. WHEELER. I call up the bill (H. R. 9310) granting a pension 
to Capt. William J. Duley. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to place on the pension-roll, subject to the provisions and 
limitations of the pension laws, the name of William J. Duley, chief of scouts, 
with the rank of captain, in the Army of the Northwest, Maj. Gen. John Pope 
commanding. 

The report (by Mr. HUNTER) was read, as follows: 

The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the biil (H. R. 9310) 
granting a pension to Capt. W. J. Duley, have had the same under careful con- 
sideration, and find that the a err beneficiary of the bill was badly wounded 

y outraged and o 


himself and his family griev: pressed by the Sioux Indians 
at the time of their outbreak in Minnesota in The facts in the case are 
found to be as follows: 


in Duley’s settlement at Lake Shetek, Murray County, Minnesota, was 
attacked by the Sioux Indians August 21, 1862, Captain Duley heroically de- 
led himself and his neighbors, killing the chief, Lean Bear, in the combat, 
but was overpowered after being badly wounded. Three of his family were 
massacred, and his wife and two of his children taken prisoners. . 
Immediately upon recovering from his wounds sufficiently to enable him to 
do so, Sagan Duley volunteered his services as scout in the cam: n under- 
taken b; neral Sibley to punish the Sioux for their outrages previously ro- 
cited. General Sibley accepted Captain Duley's offer, and he proved to be both 
brave and sagacious, and as a ition of the distinguished services rendered 
by Captain Duley, and toafford the gratification of —— T- 
sonal part in the punishment inflicted upon the sa through whom he had 
suffered so cruelly, both in person and in his family, he was ordered to superin- 
tend the details of the execution of the thirty-eight Indians who were Lay oe 
at Mankato, December 26, 1892, and the murderers were hanged under his im- 


mediate supar aon- 

Captain Duley enjoyed in an unusual degree the respect and confidence of 
his commanding rs while in the service, his strictly moral and temperate 
habits rendering him thoroughly reliable for the most arduous and perilous 
duty, and was highly esteemed by his neighbors and acquaintances. 

. Gen. Henry H. Sibley, subsequently prona of Minnesota; S, P. Jen- 
nison, late lieutenant-colo: of the Tenth Minnesota Volunteers, engaged in 
the pursuit, capture, and punishment of the Indians in 1862~63; William Crooks, - 
late colonel Sixth Minnesota cent | Volunteers in same expedition; William 
R. Marshall, late colonel Seventh Minnesota Voluntcers in same expedition; 
ex-Governor L. F. Hubbard, and other citizens of Minnesota who had personal 


1888. 
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knowledge of Captain Duley’s services and onary ey 7 Daya united in a peti- 
tion to Congress, praying Congress to grant Captain ley some relief, which 
the committee beg to incorporate in and make part of this report: 

Sr, PAUL, MINN., June 18, 1885. 


The undersigned respectfully memoralize the Congress of the United States to 
authorize a pension to Capt. William J. Duley, who suffered greatly in his per- 
gon and family at the time of the Sioux outbreak in Minnesota in August, 1862, 
and who rendered most valuable service as a scout and otherwise during the 
erenimoos against the authors of the massacre of 1862 and 1863, under General 

ey. 

Captain Duley’s settlement at Lake Shetek, Murray County, Minnesota, was 
attacked by the Indians Au 21,1862. He heroically defended his neighbors 
and family, killed the chief. Lean Bear, but was ove Three of his 
family were among the his wife and two ren were taken pris- 
oners, and he was ly wounded. As soon as he recovered from his wounds 
sufficiently he gave his services as a scout inthe campaigns against the Indians 
thataven:; the horrible outrages upon thesettlers. He was remarkably brave 
and sa; ous, and rendered such distinguished services that at the execution 
of the y-cight Indians hung at Mankato, December 26, 1862, Captain Duley 
‘was appointed to ae eae the erection of the gallows, and to cut the rope 
that suspende@i the drop from which the murderers swung in the air, 

Cap Duley enjoyed in an unusual Sopes the respect and confidence of 
his commanders. He was a man of strictly tem and moral habits, al- 
ways to be relied on for the most difficult and ous duty. 

He is now, in his old age, poor and in infirm health. He suffers from the 
effects of his wounds and exposure; his wife is an invalid from months of cap- 
tivity and untold oneness among the Indians, 

Captain Duley, not ing an oa Fogg man or mustered into the United 
States service, is not entitled to pension under the general laws. Hence this 
application for relief by special act. 

Respectfull, 


y, 
L. F. HUBBARD, 
Governor. 
8. P. JENNISON, 
Late Liewlenant-Colonel Tenth Regiment Minnesota Volunteers 
on Indian a a 1863. 
~ WILLIAM CROOKS, 


Tale Colones ee h dian Expeditions of 1803 and 1863. 
n n a 
Lex RAMSEY. 
Er- ', Inte Secretary of War. 
. HENRY H. SIBLEY, 
Ex-Governor of Minnesota, late Brevet Major-General United States Volunteers, 
Commanding Military District of Minnesota. 
R. MARSHALL, 
Lale Colonel Seventh Regiment Minnesota Volunteers in Indian Expeditions 
of 1862 and 1863, and ex-Governor of Minnesola, 
. HORACE AU: z 
An officer on the expedition and late Governor of Minnesota. 
A number of citizens of Minnesota, who were nally acquainted with Cap- 
tain Duley and were presentat the execution of the thirty-eight Indians herein- 
before referred to, have united in a certificate as to the personal part borne by 
Captaid Duley in said execution, which the committee beg also to incorporate 
in and make part of this report: 


STATE OF MINNESOTA. 
County of Blue Earth, City of Mankato : 

We, the undersigned, residents and citizens of the said city of Mankato, state 
that we were well acquainted with Capt. William J. Duley prior to his removal 
to Colbert County, in the State of Alabama. 

That we were present at the execution of the thirty-cight Sioux Indians who 
were hung at said a te pres sg pot on the 26th day of December, A. D, 1862, and 
personally saw said William J. Duley cut the rope that held up the frame upon 
which said Indians stood at the time of such execution, whereby said TAANE 
were suspended until they were dead. Also that said Duley superintended 
and assisted in the erection of said gallows. 

Dated Mankato, Minn., February 14, 1885. 


DANIEL BUCK, Attorney-al-law. G. 0. BURT. 
JOHN WILLIAM HOERR, Proprie- KEYS laie First Lieuten- 
tor ganres House, ant Company E, Ninth Minnesota 
JOHN F. MEAGHER. ETE 
JOHN C. WISE. ARLES BENNETT. 
J. T. WILLIAMS. j GEORGE H. MA 
CHARLES A. CHAPMAN. DAVID DACKINS. 
8. F. BARNEY. Atorney-atlaw. JOHN PAGE. 
H. P. CHRISTENSON, Insurance FRED BOEGEN. 
JOHN W. LEWIS. 


Agent. 
A. c. BARNEY, Insurance Agent. 
W. J. MARTIN, 


GEORGE PAYOR, 


still 

of wounds and exposure in his fight with and pursuit of the Indians, 

In view of all the facts and ces of Se secre Duley’s case, the com- 

ttee it as one eminently deserving of Congressional interference to 
grant the relief not otherwise obtainable, and they therefore report the bill back 
without amendment, and recommend its passage. 

There being no objection, the bill was laid aside to be reported to 
the House with the recommendation that it do pass. 


ELIZA S. GLASS. 

Mr. WHITE, of Indiana. I call up the bill (H. R. 11332) granting 
a pension to Eliza S. Glass. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to place the name of Mrs, Eliza S. Glass on the pension- 
roll of the United States, sanoo to the rules and limitations of the pension 
laws, she being the widow of Randall S. Glass, a late soldier in the Union Arm 
of the late war and a member of Company G, One hundred and twenty-cighth 
Ohio Volunteer Infantry. 

The report (by Mr. CHIPMAN) was read, as follows: 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions,to whom was referred the bill (H.R! 
11332) granting a pension to Eliza S, Glass, have examined the papers on file, and 
submit the following report: 


erat certificate of disability, showing chronic hemorrhoi 
claim for pension December 24,1 ing that on the 15th day of 
pei Siging hat on the ayo 


io, he received an injury 


to his back by slipping and falling to the ground, from the effects of which he 
has never recovered. The claim was rejected on the ground that his disability 
prior to enlistment, 

April 26, 1885, soldier died, and his widow filed her application December 3, 
1885, The claim was also rejected on the ground that death cause, nervous pros- 
tration, and spinal trouble was not due to the service. 

It from the evidence on file, and on which the rejection by the Pen- 
sion ce is based, that at the time the soldier was discharged the captain of 
the company, John J. Manor, gave information to the surgeon of the regiment 
that the soldier had been injured prior to his enlistment by falling from a load 
of hay, injuring his spine. surgeon thereupon indorsed soldier's 
with the statement that soldier’s disability was chronic, and was not contracted 
in the military service. 

Soldier, in sxpport of his claim, furnishes the testimony of three comrades 
who were present when be received his injury, who saw him fall, who know of 
eee and his inability to perform military service up to the time of 


Dr. William Tripp, surgeon of soldier’s regiment, in an afidavit admits hav- 
ing treated him for sprained back at the time, but says that as it was of recent 
occurrence and short standing he concluded it would get well quickly, and 
therefore did not include it as part of the cause of disability. 

Dr. J. W. Failing testifies that he was soldier's physician previous to his en- 
listment, and that he was in good health and free from disability at that time. 
He also him immediately after discharge and up to 1881, He describes 
soldier’s disability as rheumatism of the muscies of the 

There is a mass of evidence establishing prior soundness. Seventeen of his 
neighbors who had known him intimately before the war, and who had seen 
and worked with him daily, testify to his having been a sound, healthy man, and 
free from any disability, and as many more testify that from his renee. E up 

death he was in feeble health, physically weak, and unable to perform 
manual 


Your committee are of the opinion that the soldier's widow is clearly entitled 
toa pension, The uncorroborated statement of the soldier's captain that the 
disability existed prior to enlistment is abundantly refuted by the testimony of 
seventeen neighbors and the family press. His condition since his dis- 
ch: showed continued suffering and increased disability up to his death, and 
his family physician testifies that the cause of death was due to spinal trouble 
reer wd some violent injury long before the time the affiant became acquainted 
with him. 

Your committee can not doubt that soldier's death was caused by the fall re- 
ceived in the military service and in the line of duty. They therefore report 
the bill favorably and recommend that it do pass. 


There being no objection, the bill was laid aside to be reported to 
the House with the recommendation that it do pass. 


AARON R. GILKISON. 


Mr. WICKHAM. I call up the bill (H. R. 7305) granting a pension 
to Aaron R. Gilkison. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, ete., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and is hereby, author- 
ized to place on the pension-rolls the name of Aaron R. Gilkison, late of Com 
pany H, Fifteenth Regiment Ohio Volunteers, from August 29, 1861, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws. 


The report (by Mr. THompson, of Ohio) was read, as follows: 


The Committee on Invalid eng to whom was referred the bill (H. R, 
7305) granting a pension to Aaron R. Gilkison, has had the same under consid- 
eration and make the following report: 

That said Aaron R. Gilkison enlisted as a musician in Company H, Fifteenth 
Ohio Volunteers, April 23, 1861, and was grea ere: August 29, 1851, 
He ag oa ed aterm of three months in 1864 with a National Guard ens 
from o. 

This soldier claimed a pension because of the disability, epileptie fits, which 
is of such degree that he requires the constant supervision of an attendant, and 
has been for years an inmate of the St. Elizabeth Asylum, in the District of Co- 
lumbia, and has not been able to live with his family for many years in conse- 
quence thereof. 

He bas proven that he was injured in the spine by a fall that was occasioned 
May 25,1561, in alighting from a car that was e-tracked at Rowlesburgh, W. 
Va., being suddenly summoned to beat the long roll, and claims that epileptic 
fits are the sequence of said injury of the spine. His pension has been refused 
under the eral laws, because he has not established the connection between 
ent ty and the injury by proof deemed sufficient by the Commissioner of 

ensions, 


Your committee have carefully examined the papers connected with his caso 
in the Pension Office, and find that the fact of the injury is abundantly proven; 
also that in ashort time after his from the first service he was sub; 
to spasms and continuously since, even during his second service. Unfortu- 
nately the physicians who treated him soon after his return from the Army are 
dead, and he is not able to offer medical evidence showing the connection be- 
tween the msandtheinjury. He does produce testimony of credible neigh- 
bors as to the fact of being aMicted, and the tenor of the evidence sustains the 
soldier’s allegations. 

The testimony of his wife and other members of the family, also his family 
i leaner and rege ere shows that he had no he Sse. tat of the disease before 
enlistment in the United States service, and, although the witnesses are uncer- 
tain as to the precise date their attention was called to the epileptic fits, yet the 
a cae the proof indicates they made their appearance soon after his return 

rom the Army. 

His comrades testify that this soldier was anxious for discharging his duty as 
amusician. His orderly sergeant states as a reason he did not enter the hos- 
eer bac he was a gamey man,” and hence he has no hospital record of 
trea en 

Your committee believe that this is a case that should have relief by special 
act of Congress, and therefore recommend that the bill do pass. 


Mr. WICKHAM. I move to amend the bill by striking out, in 
line 6, the words “‘ from August 29.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

There being no objection, the bill as amended was laid aside to be 
reported to the House with the recommendation that it do pass, 

JOSEPH W. FILLER. 

Mr. WILKINSON. I call up the bill (H. R. 10274) granting a pen- 
sion to Joseph W. Filler. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


Be itenacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to place upon the pension-roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws,the name of sere W. Filler, lieutenant- 
colonel, late of Company G, Elerenth Regiment of Illinois Volunteers, 
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The report (by Mr. LANE) was read, as follows: 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 
10274) granting a pension to Joseph W. Filler, submit the following report: 

The committee find that Joseph W. Filler was lieutenant-colone!l of the Eley- 
enth Regiment Illinois Volunteers in the late civil war, and that he was se- 
verely injured while in the service, and that he made an application for a pen- 
sion in the Pension Office, but the same was rejected for the reason that the 
injury did not occur in the service and in line of duty; but the committee have 
fully examined the records and the evidence therein, as well as the additional 
testimony filed with the committee, and we find the facts to be as follows: The 
soldier while in the service was thrown from his horse, striking on his left 
shoulder, from which injury a tumor developed, at first of slow growth, but 
joan Papen very rapidly in size, until he was compelled to have the tumor 
cut out. 

Dr. John N. Grones, assistant surgeon of the Ninety-eighth Regiment Illinois 
Volunteers, testifies : 

“That he was the surgeon who cut out such tumor, and that it was necessary 
to save the soldier's life; that the soldier was totally disabled from such injury 
for over five years, and that he will neverbe able to perform manual labor, and 
ee the tumor came from the injury the soldier received in being thrown from 

orse,” 

Dr. A. W. Heise, surgeon of the Eleventh JHinois Volunteers, testifies : 

“That in May, 1861, he was riding with the claimant, being then on duty near 
Camp Hardin; the claimant was thrown from horse, and, falling, struck a 
stump with his left shoulder, rendering him at the time insensible, and causing 
a large contusion on the left shoulder.” 

re is the testimony of a number of comrades that before the soldier en- 
listed he was a sound, healthy man, 

The committee are forced to the conclusion from reading this testimony that 
the soldier received the injury complained of in the service and in the line of 
duty,and that he is now disabled from the paoman of manual labor, and 
the committee therefore recommend that this bill do pass. 


There being no objection, the bill was laid aside to be reported to the 
House with the recommendation that it do pass. 


ANN BRYAN. 


Mr. ANDERSON, of Illinois. I call up the bill (H. R. 8613) grant- 
ing a pension to Ann Bryan. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directea to place on the pension-roll, subject to the provisions and 
limitations of the pension laws, the name of Ann ‘an. widow of William 
Bryan, late of Forty-sixth Regiment of Illinois Infantry Volunteers. 


The report (by Mr. LANE) was read, as follows: 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 
£613) for the relief of Ann Bryan, submit the following repert: 

William Bryan, the soldier in this case, enlisted November 20, 156], was dis- 
charged January 24, 1866, and died June 2, 1885. 

The soldier drew a pension in his life-time for chronic diarrhea, and the widow 
made application for pension, which was rej for the reason that chronic 
diarrhea was not the cause of the soldier’s death. 

Tre testimony in the record is abundant to show that the soldier contracted 
chronic diarrhea in the Army, and the granting to him of a pension is a confes- 
sion on the of the Government that he was so diseased, and the only ques- 
tion remaining is whether or not that was the cause of his death. 

William Howell testifies that he knew the soldier for ten years prior to his 
death, that the soldier was affected with chronic diarrhea, that he was there on 
the day of his death, and that in his belief the cause of death was diarrhea. 

John R. Murphy testifies that he knew the soldier for twenty years, that he 
had chronic diarrhea, and that was the cause of his death. 

Other witnesses testify to the existence of chronic diarrhea in a severe form 
at the time of his death, that he was quite sick the evening before his death, and 
that he died suddenly at night. : 

‘There is no claim in the record that the soldier was affected with any other 
disease at the time of his death than that of chronic diarrhea, and the commit- 
tee think it more reasonable to believe that the soldier died from this cause, for 
which he was pensioned, than to believe that he died from some disease with 
which he was not affected. 

The widow is old, blind, and very poor, and the committee think that the tes- 
timony warrants the conclusion that the soldier died from chronic diarrhea, 
contracted in the service of his country, and the committee recommend that 
this bill do pass, 


There being no objection, the bill was laid aside to be reported to 
the House with the recommendation that it do pass. 


IRA E. BALDWIN. 


Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas. I call up the bill (H. R. 10911) grant- 
ing a pension to Ira E. Baldwin. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be il enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereb; 
thorized and directed to place upon the sion-roll the name of Ira E, 
win, of Ada, Kans., dependent father of Alphonso Baldwin, late of Company I, 
Eighth Vermont Infantry Volunteers, subject to the provisions and limitations 
of the general pension laws. 


The report (by Mr. MORRILL) was read, as follows: 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 
10911) granting a pension to Ira E. Baldwin, having had the same under con- 
sideration, submit the following report: 

“The claimant in this case is the father of Alphonso D. Baldwin, late private 
in Company I, Eighth Vermont Volunteers. The soldier enlisted December 
30, 1561, when only sixteen years of and served until June 22, 1864. He 
died October 22, 1854. The mother of the soldier died in 1858, The cause of the 
soldier's death is given as spinal erisa | which originated in the Army, The 
hospital records show that he was treat in hospital for chronic diarrhea afew 
months before being mustered out, and the lay evidence is conclusive that he 
came home in feeble health and continued so to time of death. Itis also shown 
that the father was poor and infirm at time of soldier’s service and received 
help from his son. 

The Pension Office can not allow the claim without fuller and clearer proof 
showing the connection between his service and his death. This theaged father 
is unable to obtain. The facts as they appear from the evidence are that this 
hoy of scarcely sixteen enlisted in the Army early in the war. served until June, 
1864, enduring all its privations and hardships, returned to his home in feeble 
health, continuing so until, four months after, he died of some obscure disease 
which the doctor called spinal trouble. The father is now seventy-eight years 
old, feeble, and utterly destitute. It is a case which calls strongly for Congres- 
sional action, and your committee recommend the passage of the bill. 


, 2u- 


There being no objection, the bill was laid aside to be reported to the 
House with the recommendation that it do pass. 
: JAMES M’DONALD. 
Mr. ARNOLD. I call up the bill (S. 2938) granting a pension to 
James McDonald. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he hereby is, au- 
thorized and directed to place on the pension-roll, sanjao to the provisions and 
limitations of the pension laws, the name of James Mi mald, assistant wagon- 
master, Quartermaster’s Department, whose invalid pension claim, numbered 
163621, was rejected in the Pension Office on the und that applicant was a 
civilian employé when he received the injury wh caused the amputation of 
om Yo Sea fd pay him a pension at the same rate as if he had been a regularly 
en soldier. ‘ 


The report (by Mr. MORRILL) was read, as follows: 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (S. 2933) 
pentinga pénsiog to James McDonald, having had the same unger considera- 
tion, submit the following report: 

Jn this case the files at the Adjutant-General’s Office fail to show that claim- 
ant was regularly enlisted, though it seems to be shown by evidence submitted 
to your committee that he was sworn in and armed when he was placed in 
charge of a train of supplies accompanying a detachment of the Army. 

The claimant was assistant wagon-master of the Second Kansas Cayalry in 
June, 1862, when that regiment was en route to New Mexico with a detachment 
of troops and as escort to an Army paymaster. While the train was crossin, 
the Arkansas River the mules in one of the wagons became unmanageable, an 
the claimant, dismounting, in his efforts to save them from drowning was 
knocked down and trampled upon by them, injuring his left leg so seriously as 
to require amputation some twenty daysafter, while onthe march. These facts 
ate propasiy attested in the record by the major and surgeon of the regiment, 

There is little in the incident to create enthusiasm on the score of devotion 
to duty, but the fact is apparent that the wagon-master might have saved his 
leg without dereliction. He chose to apply himself to the emergency instead 
of ordering a subordinate, and lost his leg in a faithful and courageous effort 
to save the Government property. The committee do not think that the Gov- 
ernment or the service will injured by the appreciation of such spirit and 
conduct on the part of employés, and they recommend the passage of the bill 
di paos the claimant, in his pensionary rights, on the footing of an en- 

isted soldier. R 


There being no objection, the bill was laid aside to be reported tothe 
House with the recommendation that it do pass. 
HENRY F. KAISER. 


Mr. ATKINSON. Icall up the bill (S. 124) granting a pèns`on to 


Henry F. Kaiser. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of ihe Interior be, and he is lereby, au- 
thorized and directed to place on the pension-roll, subject to the provisions and 
limitations of the pension laws, the name of Hen . Kaiser, late a private in 
Company E, Forty-ninth Regiment Pennsylvania Volunteers. 


The report (by Mr. LYNCH) was read, as follows: 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (S. 124) 
granting a pension to Henry F. Kaiscr, have considered the same, and submit 
and adopt the following report: 

The claimant, Henry F. Kaiser, enlisted April 17, 1861, and served until July 
29, 1861, in Company B, Twenty-fifth Pennsylvania Volunteers. Ile again en- 
listed August 6, 186!, and was discharged January 5, 1863, having served as a 
private in Company E, Forty-ninth Pennsylvania Volunteers. He first filed an 
application for a pension August 31, 1877, and again April 9, 1873, alleging that 
at Camp Griffin, Virginia, December 25, 1861, from cold and exposure he be- 
came disabled so that he lost the sight of left eye and partial sight of right eye. 

The claimant has on file the original disc! , dated January 5, 1863, at camp 
near White Oak Church, Virginia, stating that it is because “the said private 
has been blind of one eye for the last six months, and the other has become so 
affected that he is not able to sce after night at all.” 

The claim was rejected March 9, 1885, on the ground that the alleged disease 
existed prior to enlistment. 

It appears also that the soldier enlisted again at Harrisburg, Pa., in the Vet- 
eran Reserve Corps, December 29, 1863, and was mustered out December 23, 1865, 
Disability at date of enlistment in Veteran Reserve Corps, partial loss of sight 
of left eye. 

The certificates of the examining boards show that in 1881 he had lost the 
sight of the left eye, and the right was very weak; June 8, 1883, totai loss of 
sight of right eye, and can barely discern the light with the left eye; June 27, 
1883, totally blind. 

‘The claimant testifies that he can not furnish medical evidence showing his 

hysical condition prior to and at the date of his enlistment, for the reason that 
he wasa sailor on a merchant vessel for nine years prior thereto, and there were 
no doctors employed in the merchant service. 

The testimony in this case is very voluminous, and the case has been several 
times examined by special examiners in the field. There is no question as to 
the existence of the disease in the service, and its continuance in a more severe 
degree and increasing intensity ever since. In addition to his own testimony 
there is the evidence of several comrades who served with him in his first three 
months’ service that he was then sound and his eye-sight good. The only evi- 
dence of any prior difficulty is very m r and indefinite in its character. 

Your committee are of opinion that if the disease was not in its first incep- 
tion due to the service, of which there seems to be little doubt, that it was cer- 
tainly much aggravated thereby, and that after the Government twice accepted 
this man as a good soldier, and he rendered long and valuable service to his 
country and was disc for disability, that the weak and unsatisfacto; 
evidence here presented of some slight previous weakness of the eyes shoul 
not prevent this poor blind soldier from now receiving a pension. We therc- 
fore report back the bill and recommend that it do pass. 


There being no objection, the bill was laid aside to be reported to 
the House with the recommendation that it do pass. 


FREDERICKA LIESEGANG, 


Mr. BAKER, of New York. I call up the bill (H. R. 11317) grant- 
ing a pension to Fredericka Liesegang. 

The bill was read as follows: 

Le it enacted, ete., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hareu, au 
thorized and directed to place upon the pension-roll, subject to the prov ions 
and limitations of the pens laws, the nameof Fredericks Li ng, widow 
of Ernest Christian Liesega\ late of Company H, Seventy-eight ment 
New York Volunteers, 
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Tke report (by Mr. SAWYER) was read, as follows: 


The proposed beneficiary claims pension as the widow of Ernest C. Liese- 
gang, or Leizegang, who served as private in Company H, Seventy-eighth Regi- 
ment New York Volunteers. Her claim has been rejected on the ground of her 
inability to furnish proof of the soldier’s death, 

The record of the War Department in the case is peculiar and evidently badly 
mixed. The Adjutant-General reports the soldier enlisted November 20, 1861; 
present with his command until June 1, 1862; sent to Washburn General Hos- 
pital; from there to eae cig General Hospital, Washington, D. O., and 
discharged for disability July 26, 1862, py reason of mental imbecility; arrested 
as a deserter January 20, 1864, at Washington, D. C., and discharged February 
17, 1861, on certificate of disability by reason of old age and infirmities of old 
age. This latteraction was canceled as illegal by the Secretary of War June 
16, 1882, The original discharge certificate is not on file, neither does the hos- 
pital record show nature of disability for which treated. 

Capt, William N. Hall, of aforesaid company and regiment, testifies— 

“That he was well poquanted with Liesegang from his enlistment in the fall 
of 1861, He was a sound, healthy, and able-bodied man, of sound mind, and 
entirely free from brain trouble; that in the winterof 1861-62, while drilling on 
the ice at Fort Porter, New York, Liesegang sli pped and fell, breaking his leg. 
When the company was ordered away he could only get about on crutches, 
and continued in that condition until after the command reached Staten Island, 
tm March or April, 1862. While at the latter place, and still unable to walk 
without crutches, he was attacked and badly beşten about the head and body 
by one Frank Russeil, a comrade, who was then very intoxicated. For these 
injuries he was treated by Regimental Surgeon Gray, who informed aMfiant that 
the blows received at the hands of Russell seriously aff Liesegang’s mind. 
He was removed finally to Washington and finally discharged, as nt was 
informed by the surgeon of the hospital, by reason of insanity.” 

Comrade 8, H. Carson and Sergt. James H. Moore testify— 

“That the assault upon Liesegang by Russell was without provocation he 
then being almost helpless and using crutches by reason of a fractured leg. 
They also fully corroborate Captain Hall as to the effect of the assault upon the 
soldier's mental condition,” 

Francis Weiss, latea member of Company D, Seventieth New York Volun- 
teers, testifies — s . 

“Thatin august, 1862, while on the march to Bristow Station, Va., and near 
that place, a soldier, Aleea f dangerously wounded, was lying by the road- 
side. The body was searched and papers found thereon showing them to be- 
long to Ernest C. Liesegang, Compay H, Seventy-eighth Regiment New York 
Volunteers, Having been well acquainted with said person before his enlist- 
ment in the service, afiant examined the body and ized the wounded 
por as the aforesaid Liesegang, whom he had known in Rochester before 
the war. ? 

Captain Hall's testimony clearly shows that Liesegang while in hospital just 
poo to his discharge had aguar desire to jom his command, notwithstanding 

ne was utterly unfitted for duty. Hoe also states that it is his opinion that the 
soldier did not understand the full meaning of his discharge, but considered 
aimself as still in the military service, and wentin search of his company. 

Comrade Dibble testifies— 

“That he saw Liesegang in Washington City shortly after his discharge. He 
looked wild, had every Spp of aeng insane, and labored under the im- 
pression that he was still in the service. He then informed the affiant that he 
would goon join his company.” 

From this testimony it would appear that Liesegang, after his discharge, 
while povera himself still in the military service, made his way to the front 
and was wounded. Nothing, however, is known of his whereabouts from the 
fall of 1862 until in January, 1864, when arrested asn deserter in Washington, 
as heretofore stated. If the person arrested and subsequently discharged for 
disability under the name of John Leisegang was identical with the soldier in 
quest on, the latter action, by reason of the cancellation of the record of the 
same, must be eliminated from the case. 

The evidence clearly shows that the soldier was sound at enlistment; that 
while in the service, and without fault or provocation on his part, received in- 
co which so seriously affected his mind that it became necessary to discharge 
nim; that he disappeared while laboring under mental disabilities shown to be 
due to his service,and that he has not been heard from for about twenty-four 


videone filed with the Second Auditor of the Treasury Department estab- 
tishes the fact that the soldier was a hard-working man of sober habits prior to 
his enlistment and much attached to his family. 

The claimant is old and has no means of support. 

In view of all the facts shown, the committee are of opinion that the legal 
praso ion of the soldier's death is fully established, and therefore return the 

ill with the recommendation that it do pass. 

The bill was laid aside to be reported to the House with the recom- 
mendation that it do pass. 

Mr. CHIPMAN. I move that the committee rise. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The committee accordingly rose; and Mr. STONE, of Missouri, hav- 
ing resumed the chair as Speaker pro tempore, Mr. DocKERY reported 
that the Committee of the Whole House, having had under considera- 
tion the Private Calendar, had directed him to report sundry peysion 
bills with various recommendations. 

ORDER OF BUSINESS. 

Mr, LYMAN, I rise toa parliamentary inquiry. On last Friday 
evening Senate bill No. 3018 was considered so far as to reach the 
question of third reading, when it went over, the hour for adjournment 
having arrived. I wish to ask whether that bill is not now the first 
business in order? 

Mr. DOCKERY. I suggest that the bill to which the gentleman re- 
fers 1s on ths Calendar of unfinished business, and should not interfere 
with the bills just reported from the Committee of the Whole House. 

Mr. LYMAN. Very well: let this bill go over until next Friday 
evening. - 

HOUSE BILLS PASSED. 

House bills of the following titles, reported from ihe Committee of 
the Whole House without amendment, were severally ordered to be en- 
grossed and read a third time; and being engrossed, they were accord- 
ingly read the third time, and passed: 

A bill (H. R. 10825) granting a pension to Mary Jane Jelly; 

A bill is R. 9663) granting a pension to Jesse Spencer; 

A bill (H. R. 5740) granting a pension to Anson Ward; 
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A bill (H. R. 9371) granting a pension to Betsy Williams, widow of 
William R. Williams, private Company C, Eighth Regiment Michigan 
Volunteers; 

A bill (H. R. 9784) granting a pension to Anna Boppell; 

A bill (H. R. 10881) granting a pension to Nancy J. Cotner; 

A bill (H. R. 10433) for the relief of Leaman L. Bowers; 

A bill (H. R. 11362) for the relief of William R. Rogers; 

A bill (H. R. 10908) granting a pension to Mrs. Almira J, Towner; 

A bill (H. R. 9310) granting a pension to Capt. William J. Duley; 

A bill (H. R. 11332) granting a pension to Eliza S. Glass; 

A bill tE R. 10274) granting a pension to Joseph W. Filler; 

A bill (H. R. 8613) granting a pension to Ann Bryan; 

A bill (H. R. 10911) granting a pension to Ira E. Baldwin; and 

A bill (H. R. 11317) granting a pension to Fredericka Liesegang. 

House bills of the following titles, reported from the Committee of 
the Whole House with amendments, were taken up, the amendments 
agreed to, the bills as amended ordered to be engrossed andread a third 
time; and being engrossed, they were accordingly read the third time, 
and passed: 

A bill (H. R. 968) granting a pension to H. S. Sayre; 

A hill (H. R. 2061) granting an increase of pension to Francis De 
Freitas; i 

A bill (H. R. 10488) granting a pension to Myra Sinclair; 

A bill (H. R. 7305) granting a pension to Aaron R. Gilkison; and 

A bill (H. R. 5985) to increase the pensions of Mrs. Mary Ann Cross, 
Mrs. Minnie L. Gardner, and Mrs. Lillie Pavy, to $30 per month. 
[Title amended by striking out ‘‘Gardner,’’ and inserting ‘‘Gardener,’’ 
and by striking out ‘‘ Lillie,” and inserting ‘‘ Lilla.’’] 

SENATE BILLS PASSED. 


Senate bills of the following titles, reported from the Committee of 
the Whole House without amendment, were severally ordered toa third 
reading, read the third time, and passed: 

A bill (8. 2951) granting a pension to Mrs. Mary Morrison Elliott; 

A bill (S. 2713) granting a pension to Pierre Bottineau; 

A bill (8. 3130) granting a pension to Patrick Welch; ~ 

A bill (S. 3236) granting an increase of pension to George A. Wash- 
burn, late major Sixteenth Connecticut Volunteers; 

A bill (S. 2938) granting a pension to James McDonald; and 

A bill (S. 124) granting a pension to Henry F. Kaiser. 

The bill (S. 2862) granting a pension to William M. Dean (reported 
from the Committee of the Whole House with amendments) was taken 
up, the amendments agreed to, the bill as amended ordered to a third 
reading, read the third time, and passed, the title being amended by 
striking out “M ” and inserting “R.” 

Mr. DOCKERY moved to reconsider the votes by which the various 
bills reported from the Committee of the Whole House on the Private 
Calendar were passed; and alsomoved that the motion to reconsider be 
laid on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


CHRISTIAN KUNZIE, 


Mr. CHIPMAN. I ask unanimous consent (this is the first time I 
have made such a request) that the bill (H. R. 9385) for the relief of 
Christian Kunzie be taken up and passed. This bill is for the relief of 
an old man seventy years of age. 

There beitig no objection, the House proceeded to the consideration 
of the bill; which was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior is directed to place on the 
pension-roll, subject to the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the 


name of Christian Kunzie, dependent father of Henry Kunzie, of Company G, 
First Regiment Michigan Sharpshooters, killed in battle. 


The report (by Mr. CHIPMAN) was read, as follows: 


Christian Kunzie is the surviving father of Henry Kunzie, of Company G, 
First Regiment of sep th ay Sharpshooters, who is returned by the Adjutant- 
General as killed in battle before Spottsylvania Court-house, Va., May 12, 
Henry left no widow or child, as is shown by testimony before the committee 
and by the files of the Pension Bureau, to which Christian applied for pension 
as a dependent father in 1874, he being then sixty years of age. The application 
was rejected on the ground that at the time of the son’s death he was self-sup- 
porting. This decision was then right, because the evidence showed that he 
was Saer A at work regularly on the streets, but he is now no longer able to 
do manual labor, is over seventy years of age, and dependent upon charity for 
support. He was a soldier in the regular Army and engaged in Indian wars 
when he was a young man, 

In view of his advanced age and dependent condition we recommend that 
the bill pass. 


The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time; and be- 
ing engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. CHIPMAN moved to reconsider the vote bhy which the bill was 
passed; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 
table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

WILLIAM H. STARR. 


Mr. PETERS. Iask unanimous consent for the present consider- 


‘ation of the bill (H. R. 206) granting a pension to William H. Starr. 


Theré being no objection, the House proceeded to the consideration 
ofthe bill; which was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be directed to place the 
name of William H. Starr, late a private in Company D, Eighth Illinois Infantry 
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Volunteers, on the pension-roll, subject to the provisions and limitations of the 
pension laws. 


The report (by Mr. MORRILL) is as follows: 


Claimant was a member of Company D, Eighth Illinois Infantry, and filed 
his application for pension on October 10, 1882, alleging ouy to drum of left 
ear by concussion at Shiloh, Tenn., and injury to back ca) by explosion of 
a shell at Vicksburg, Miss., in May, 1863, 

The Pension Office calls for the testimony of an officer as to incurrence and 
surgeon as to treatment for deafness of left ear, which claimant says he is un- 
able to ol . He has filed affidavits of two comrades as to incurrence, show- 
ing that immediately after the battle of Shiloh claimant complained of deaf- 
ness in his left ear. One of the witnesses, J. M. Honey,ina letter to the Com- 
missioner of Pensions, in reply to inquiries of the Commissioner, says: 

“I never heard his hearing called in question until after the battle of Shiloh. 
From that time until my armat if (in August, I think, 1864) I always under- 
stood Starr got his hearing inju there. * * è I got my information this 
way: First, Starr always claimed after the battle that his hearing was injured 
there. Second, I was until my nose bled, and am deaf in one ear when 
I have a cold, fever, or take medicine, and can not distinguish the direction of 
sound when I hear it. Third, we were to the right a little, and were in front of 
some heavy guns there, and the firing was terrific. They opena the battery 
very sudden, and we were jarred and shook up generally. I was thtre, and I 
know Starr was, too.” 

Daniel N. Osborn, another comrade, corroborates the above. Both of these 
witnesses are vouched for as reliable men. Claimant can not furnish medical 
evidence of treatment, as required, never having been treated; he was exam- 
ined by Dr. Edmonson, at Denver, Colo., who could not giveany treatment bene- 
ficial to his ear. 

Several acquaintances and neighbors testify to claimant’s soundness prior to 
his enlistment, and that he is now deaf in his left ear, and has been since his 

. The board of medical examiners at Wichita, Kans., report on July 


l We find left ear-drum gone, with resulting total deafness, as shown by fail- 
ure to hear tick of watch or loud conversation on closing right ear.” 

The evidence seems to establish that claimant was free from deafness up to 
the battle of Shiloh, and that he has been deaf in his left ear ever since. 

Your committee therefore recommend the passage of the bill. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time; and being 
engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. PETERS moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill was 
passed; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 
table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


GEORGE W. BARR. 


Mr. LAIDLAW. I ask unanimous consent for the present consid- 
eration of the bill (H. R. 935) to grant an honorable discharge to George 
W. Barr from the Army. 

Mr. DOCKERY. That bill can not be considered under the special 
order for this evening’s session. 

Mr. KILGORE. I move that the House adjourn. 

The motion was agreed to; and accordingly (at 10 o’clock and 29 min- 
utes p. m. ) the House, in accordance with its previous order, adjourned 
until Monday next. 


PRIVATE BILLS INTRODUCED AND REFERRED. 


Under the rule private bills of the following titles were introduced 
and referred as indicated below: s 

By Mr. BLOUNT: A bill (H. R. 11432) for the relief of A. V. 
Toole—to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 11433) for the relief of William T. Maynard—to 
the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. CARUTH: A bill (H. R. 11434) for the relief of James D., 
Maclay—to the Committee on Patents. 

By Mr. CHIPMAN (by request): A bill (H. R. 11435) granting an 
increase of pension to Mrs. General Ward B. Burnett—to the Committee 
on Pensions, 5 

By Mr. GOFF: A bill (H. R. 11436) for the relief of the heirs of 
Brittan Marshal Odam—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. HUNTER: A bill (H. R. 11437) granting a pension to Wm. 
C. Bowman—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. McCOMAS: A bill (H. R. 11438) for the relief of Joseph 
Wilburn—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. x 

By Mr. PERKINS: A bill (H. R. 11439) to provide for the final set- 
tlement with the Mexican Pottawatomie Indians of Kansas in accord- 
ance with certain treaty stipulations—to the Committee on Indian Af- 
fairs. 

By Mr. RAYNER: A bill (H.R. 11440) granting a pension to George 
D. D. Decker—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. ROWLAND: A bill (H. R. 11441) for the relief of M. J. 
Edwards—to the Committee on War Claims. 


PETITIONS, ETC. 


The following petitions and papers were laid on the Clerk’s desk, 
under the rule, and referred as follows: 

By Mr, C. L. ANDERSON: Petition of Mrs. Rachael R. McMullan 
and of John McGuire, of Alabama, for reference of their claims to the 
Court of Claims—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. FELIX CAMPBELL: Petition of John Wilson, for relief— 
to the Committee on Naval Affairs. : 

By Mr. CRAIN: Petition of Henry Simmons, for relief—to the Com- 
mittee on War Claims. 

By Mr. KENNEDY: Petition of William H. Tipton and 29 others, 


citizens of Pickaway County, Ohio, for a bill granting every soldier 
160 acres of land—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. NEAL: Papers in theclaim of Oliver M. Thurman, of Warren 
County, Tennessee—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. RAYNER: Petition of George D. D. Decker, for an original 
pension—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. STONE, of Missouri: Petition of Thomas J. Freeman and 
others, citizens of Cedar County, Missouri, for re-enactment of arrears-of- 
pension act—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


SENATE. 
MONDAY, September 17, 1888, 


Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. J. G. BUTLER, D. D. 

Lica Journal of the proceedings of Friday last was read and ap- 
provi 

FORFEITURE OF MICHIGAN RAILROAD GRANT. 

Mr. HOAR. I rise to a privileged motion. I desire to enter a mo- 
tion to reconsider the vote whereby the Senate passed the bill (S. 947) 
to declare forfeited certain lands granted to the State of Michigan to 
aid in the construction of a railroad from Ontonagon to the Wisconsin 
State line, etc. 

When that bill was passed on Friday the Senator from Michigan [Mr. 
PALMER] said that if on examination it turned out not to be a literal 
and exact copy of a certain modification of the general bill which had 
passed the Senate, being somewhat of a compromise of different views, 
he would consent that it might be reconsidered. The Senator from 
Michigan informs me this morning that he has found that without his 
knowledge there was a slight verbal change from the language which 
had been contained in the old bill. 

That was, I am sure, without the knowledge of the Senator from 
Michigan, and I am also reasonably sure that it is a mere change of 
phraseology, not in the least affecting the substance, so that the sub- 
stance of the assurance which the Senator from Michigan made to the 
Senate on Friday is doubtless absolutely and precisely true and well 
founded. 

I am not familiar with this matter myself. All that I knew about 
it when I engaged in the discussion before had been recently pumped 
in, I might almost say, by some constituents of mine who had an in- 
terest in the matter. I desire out of abundant caution to have the 
motion to reconsider entered, and let it stand a day or two until I can 
refer the matter to them. I have no doubt that at the end of two or 
three days I shall withdraw the motion and allow the bill to be passed. 

Mr. PALMER. Ishall not oppose the reconsideration, if the Senator 
from Massachusetts desires it. I would state, however, that when the 
bill left my hands section 2, which was intended to be identical with 
section 9 of the general forfeiture bill, was the same, but it was reported 
back with a slightinterpolation, making it alittle more particular. It 
does not affect the sense at all, but I thought under the circumstances 
it was my duty, as long as I had assured the Senator from Massachu- 
setts that it was identical with the other bill, tostate the circumstance 
to him this morning; and he now enters a motion to reconsider, that he 
aay ae advantage of it if he thinks it affects the particular features 
of the bill. 

Mr. HOAR. My own belief is that they are identical. 

Mr. PALMER. I have no doubt of it. 

es ERS pro tempore. The motion to reconsider will be 
entered. 

REGISTERED-MAIL LOCKS, 


Mr. PLATT. I wish to enter a motion to reconsider the vote upon 
House bill 11391, which*was passed by the Senate on Friday. It was 
reported by the chairman of the Post-Office Committee [Mr. SAWYER], 
and passed without being printed. I desire to examine the bill further, 
and to understand, if I may, what the object of the bill is. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The title of the bill will be stated. 

The CHIEF CLERK. A bill (H. R. 11391) to authorize the Postmas- 
ter-General toadvertise for and purchase improved registered-mail locks 
and keys therefor. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
to reconsider the vote—— 

Mr. PLATT. I wish to enter a motion to reconsider until I can 
have an opportunity to examine the matter. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. TheSenator from Connecticut moves 
to reconsider the vote by which this bill passed the Senate. The bill 
having gone to the House of Representatives, the motion will be ac- 
companied by a request to the House of Representatives to return the 
bill, 

Mr. PLATT. Very well. 

ATTORNEYS’ FEES. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate a communica- 
tion from the Department of Justice, inclosing a letter from the office 
of the First Comptroller of the Treasury, transmitting a list of accounts 


The Senator from Connecticut moves 
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approved by the Attorney-General and requesting that provisi 

made in the pending deficiency appropriation bill for the payment of 

such accounts; which, with the accompanying papers, was referred to 

the Committee on Appropriations, and ordered to be printed. 
PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore presented petitions of citizens of New 
York, Tennessee, and California, praying for the repeal of so much of 
section 2804 of the Revised Statutes as relates to the affixing of a spe- 
cial stamp on the boxes of foreign-made cigars; which were referred to 
the Committee on Finance. 

Mr. BROWN presented resolutions adopted by the Clem Farmers’ 
Alliance, of Georgia, condemning the cotton-bagging trust and asking 
legislation for its suppression; which were referred to the Committee 
on Finance. 

REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. ; 

Mr. FAULKNER, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom were 
referred the following bills, reported them severally without amend- 
ment, and submitted reports thereon: 

A bill (H. R. 8) to restore Mrs. R. S. Horton upon the pension-rolls; 

A bill (H. R. 10258) to place the name of Cyrus Millins, of Ogden 
Centre, Mich., on the pension-rolls; and 

A bill (H. R. 6022) granting a pension to Smith Bodkins. 

Mr. STEWART, from the Committee on Military Affairs, to whom 
was referred the bill (S. 3439) authorizing the Secretary of War to as- 
certain the amount of money which has been expended and the obliga- 
tions assumed by the State of California, growing out of Indian hostil- 
ities therein and upon the borders thereof, not heretofore reimbursed 
by the United States, reported it without amendment, and submitted 
a report thereon. 

Mr. PLUMB, from the Committee on Public Lands, to whom waste- 
ferred the bill (H. R. 11006) to provide for the revocation of the with- 
drawal of lands made for the benefit of certain railroads, and for other 
purposes, reported it with amendments. 

Mr. VEST, from the Committee on Commerce, to whom was referred 
the bill (S. 3528) to authorize the maintenance of a bridge across the 
Coosa River at Gadsden, Ala., reported it with amendments. 

Mr. TURPIE, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred 
the bill (S. 3540) granting a pension to Mary P. Myers, reported it 
without amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 

Mr. EVARTS, from the Committee onthe Library, reported an amend- 
ment intended to be proposed to the general deficiency appropriation 
bill; which was referred to the Committee on Appropriations, and or- 
dered to be printed. 

LIGHT-IIOUSES AND FOG-SIGNALS. 

Mr. PALMER. I am instructed by the Committee on Commerce, 
to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 8751) providing for the erection 
of sundry light-houses and fog-signals in Lake Superior, Lakes Huron, 
Erie, and Michigan, and range-lights in Lake Saint Clair and Detroit 
River, to reportit favorably without amendment, and I ask unanimous 
consent that it be considered now. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
information, subject to objection. 

The bill was read. 

Mr. HARRIS. I wish to ask the Senator from Michigan if this isa 
unanimous report from the Committee on Commerce. 

Mr. PALMER. Iwillstate to the Senator from Tennessee that the 
subcommittee on light-houses are authorized to report when a majority 
agree. Therearefiveon thatsubcommittee. The majority haveagreed 
to the report. 

Mr. HARRIS. The majority of the subcommittee? 

Mr. PALMER, Themajority of the subcommittee. Ihave notseen 
the others, because they arenot here. The Senator from West Virginia 
eg KENNA] was not here when the subcommittee considered the 


The bill will be read at length for 


ill. 

Mr. HARRIS. Idonotwant to object to the consideration of the bill. 
Does the Senator know whether any Senator representing this side of 
the Chamber on the subcommittee is present? 

Mr. PALMER. The Senator from North Carolina [Mr. RANSOM] 
has given his assent to it, and if it were not very patent that the bill 
should be passed I should not ask the Senate to consider it. 

Mr. HARRIS. As there is a representative of the subcommitteé on 
this side present, I shall not object. 

By unanimous consent, the Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, 
proceeded to consider the bill. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

LOUISIANA QUARANTINE LANDS. 

Mr. WALTHALL. Iam directed by the Committee on Public Lands 
to report favorably with amendments the bill (H. R. 10931) to donate 
and transfer to the State of Louisiana for quarantine purposes certain 
lands on the Mississippi River belonging to the United States, subject 
to reversion to the United States in the event of their non-nsage for 
quarantine purposes, and requiring the proper department of the United 
States Government to execute the necessary transfer to the State of 
Louisiana on the condition aforesaid. 


ision be Mr. PLUMB. That is somewhat urgent, and in view of the neces- 


sity for quarantine areas in that vicinity I will venture to ask that the 
Senate proceed at once to the consideration of the bill. It is a House 
bill. A 

By unanimous consent, the-Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, 
proceeded to consider the bill. 

The first amendment of the Committee on Public Lands was, in sec- 
tion 1, line 4, after ‘‘hereby,” to strikeout ‘‘ donates and;” and in line 
5, after the word ‘‘ Louisiana,” to insert ‘‘ the possession of;’’ so as to 
read: 


That for the purposes of maintaining a quarantine station on the Mississippi 


River the United States hereby transfers to the State of Louisiana the 


posses- 
sion of all that portion of land known as sections 13 and 14, in township 21 
south, range 19 east, southeastern district of Louisiana, east of the Mississippi 
River, said lands measuring 1,272 feet front on the Mississippi River, D 
swamp lands, and extending a half mile to the sea in the rear, an un 
above by section 12, patented to Jonathan Jones and Peter Runder in 1843, and 
bounded below by section 15, patented to Janet Bister and Angelo Laussade in 
1839, which sections 13 and 14 were withdrawn from public sale or entry by 
proclamation of the President in 1875. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in section 1, line 18, to strike out the pro- 
viso in the following words: 


Provided, That should the State of Louisiana at any time cease to use said 
lands for quarantine parposes; then and in that eyent said lands shall revert to 
the Government of the United States. 


And to insert— 

Provided, That should the State of Louisiana at any time cease to use said 
lands for quarantine purposes, or should the same be needed for the Lig era 
for which they were originally reserved, then the Government of the United 
States shall resume the possession of said lands on the order of the President, 
whose decision in the premises shall be final. 

The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was to strike out section 2, in the following 
words: 


Src. 2. That the proper Department of the Government of the United States 
shall, on and after ue pamage of this act, execute to the State of Louisiana the 
proper transfers of said lands, on the conditions hereinbefore expressed. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ments were concurred in. 

The amendments were ordered to be engrossed and the bill to be read 
a third time. 

The bill was read the third time, and passed. 

The preamble was agreed to, 

The title was amended soas to read : ‘‘A bill to transfer to the State 
of Louisiana for quarantine purposes the possession of certain lands on 
the Mississippi River belonging to the United States, and for other pur- 

n 


Mr. WALTHALL. I move thata conference be requested with the 
House of Representatives on the bill and amendments, 

The motion was agreed to. 

By unanimous consent, the President pro tempore was authorized to 
appoint the conferees on the part of the Senate, and Mr. WALTHALL, 
Mr. PLUME, and Mr. BERRY were appointed. 


BILLS INTRODUCED. 


Mr. DAWES introduced a bill (S. 3557) to ratify and confirm cer- 
tain agreements with the Upper and Middle bands of Spokane Indians, 
the Cœur d’Alene Indians, the Lower Pend d’Oreille or rein Pg In- 
dians, and the confederated bands of Flathead, Pend d’Oreille, and 
Kootenai Indians, in Washington, Idaho, and Montana Territories, and 
for other purposes; which was read twice by its title, and referred to 
the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

Mr. MITCHELL introduced a bill (S. 3558) to reduce letter postage 
to 1 cent per ounce from and after March 4, 1889; which was read 
twice by its title. 

Mr. MITCHELL. I ask that the bill be printed and lie on the table; 
and I give notice that at an early day I shall move to proceed to its 
consideration for the purpose of enabling me to submit a few observa- 
tions before it is referred to the appropriate committee. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill will lie on the table for the 

resent. 

Mr. MANDERSON introduced a bill (S. 3559) to amend section 2304 
of the Revised Statutes of the United States to allow honorably dis- 
charged soldiers and sailors of the late war who have abandoned or re- 
linquished their homestead entries before the expiration of the six 
months allowed by section 2304 of the Revised Statutes to make an- 
other entry; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Public Lands. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 3560) for the relief of William S. Rose- 
crans; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee 
on Military Affairs. 


Mr. STOCKBRIDGE introduced a bill (3561) granting a pension to 
Edwin W. Warner; which was read twice by its title, and, with the 
accompanying papers referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. DAVIS introduced a bill (S. 3562) granting increase of pension 
to James A. Patterson; which was read twice by its title, and referred 
to the Committee on Pensions. : 

Mr. HISCOCK introduced a bill (S. 3563) to amend section 7 of the 
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act entitled ‘‘An act making appropriations for the construction, re- 
pair, and preservation of certain public works on rivers and harbors, 
and for other purposes,’’ approved July 5, 1884; which was read twice 
by its title, and, with the accompanying papers, referred to the Com- 
mittee on Commerce. 

Mr. GEORGE (by request) introduced a bill (S. 3564) for the relief 
of Caroline C. Hedges; which was read twice by its title, and, with 
the accompanying papers, referred to the Committee on Claims. 

He also (by request) introduced a bill (S. 3565) for the relief of Allie 
V. Askew, administratrix of W. W. Neeley, cezeased; which was read 
twice by its title, and, with the accompanying paper, referred to the 
Committee on Claims. 

AMENDMENTS TO BILLS. 


Mr. STEWART submitted an amendment intended to be proposed 
by him to the bill (H. R. 8990) to provide for the adjudication and 
payment of claims arising from Indian depredations; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on Indian Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. MITCHELL, Mr. CHANDLER, and Mr. PALMER submitted 
amendments intended to be proposed by them, respectively, to the gen- 
eral deficiency appropriation bill; which were referred to the Commit- 
tee on Appropriations, and ordered to be printed. 


PRESIDENT’S ANNUAL MESSAGE. 


Mr. MITCHELL. I desire to give notice that on Thursday morning 
next, immediately at the conclusion of the morning business, I shall 
ask the Senate to proceed to the consideration of the resolution offered 
by the Senator from Ohio [Mr. SHERMAN] to refer the President’s 
annual message to the Committee on Finance, for the purpose of en- 
abling me to submit some remarks thereon. 


RELATIONS WITH GREAT BRITAIN AND CANADA. — 
Mr. SHERMAN submitted the following resolution; which was 
read: 


Resolved, That the Committee on Foreign Relations be directed to inquire 
into and report at the next session of Congress the state of the relations of the 
United States with Great Britain and the Dominion of Canada, with such meas- 
ures as are expedient to promote friendly commercial and political intercourse 
between these countries and the United States, and for that purpose have leave 
to sit during the recess of Congress. 


Mr.SHERMAN. If itis the pleasure of the Senate to-morrow, when 
the resolution will naturally come up for consideration, I propose to ad- 
dress the Senate for a brief time uponit, and then will ask its reference 
to the Committee on Foreign Relations. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The resolution will lic on the table. 


DEPARTMENT OF AGRICULTURE. 


The PRESIDENT pro lempore. _If there be no further morning busi- 
ness, the Chair lays before the Senate, pursuant to the order of the Sen- 
ate on Friday last, the bill (H. R. 8191) to enlarge the powers and duties 
of the Department of Agriculture and to create an Executive Depart- 
ment to be known as the Department of Agriculture. 

Mr. PLUMB. Tho time to elapse till 1 o’clock, at which hour the 
Senate has agreed by unanimous consent to take the vote upon the 
Chinese restriction bill, isso short that I ask unanimous consent that this 
bill may go over now and be taken upimmediately after the final vote 
upon the Chinese bill. That will give some twenty minutes for the 
Calendar and prevent the interruption of the proceedings on the Agri- 
cultural Department bill, which would be, I think, unwise and un- 
necessary. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. There having been some misunder- 
standing about the extent of these unanimous agreements hitherto, the 
Chair asks more definitely whether the request is that the bill shall be 
resumed after the vote on the motion to reconsider or after the Chinese 
restriction bill shall be finally disposed of? 

Mr. PLUMB. After the bill is finally disposed of. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It is so ordered, if there be no ob- 


jection. 

: Mr. PLUMB. I wish simply to say that if the Chinese bill is to go 
on indefinitely I shall move to take up the Agricultural Department 
bill, the Chinese bill to the contrary notwithstanding. Ishall not sub- 
mit to its going on for a week or two. 


MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 


A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. CLARK, its 
Clerk, announced that the House had passed the following bills and 
joint resolution; in which it requested the concurrence of the Senate: 

A bill (H. R. 206) granting a pension to William H. Starr; 

A bill (H. R. 766) for the relief of H. L. Newman; 

A bill (H. R. 968) granting a pension to H. S. Sayre: 

A bill (H. R. 2059) for the relief of S. E. Scarborough; 

A bill (H. R. 2061) granting an increase of pension to Francis De 
tas; 

A bill (H. R. 2557) for the relief of W. W. Welch; 

A bill (HL. R. 3469) providing for the payment of $450 to pay W. Ss. 
Brantley, executor of J. H. Brantley, for damages to property by United 
States troops in 1865; 

A bill (H. R. 3494) for the relief of John F. Alsup; 

A bill (H. R. 4554) for the relief of the heirs of Preston Beck, jr. ; 


A bill (H. R. 5426) for the relief of St. Joseph Commercial College, 
of St. Joseph, Mo. ; 

A bill (H. R. 5740) granting a pension to Anson Ward; 

A bill (H. R. 6404) for the relief of Charles F. Swain, waster of the 
bark Philena; 

A bill (H. R. 5985) to increase the pensions of Mrs. Mary Ann Cross, 
Mrs. Minnie L. Gardener, and Mrs. Lillie May Pavy, to $30 per month; 

A bill (H. R. 7799) for the relief of the Albemarle and Chesapeake 
Canal Company; 2 

A bill (H. R. 7305) granting a pension to Aaron R. Gilkinson; 

a bill (H. R. 8276) for the relief of the estate of Benjamin F. Rich- 
ardson; 

A bill (H. R. 8356) to confer jurisdiction upon the Court of, Claims 
ae hear and determine the claim of David Ryan against the United 

tes; - 

A bill (H. R. 8469) for the relief of Michael Pigott; 

A bill (H. R. 8613) granting a pension to Ann Bryan; 

A bill (H. R. 8979) for the relief of Mrs. Sallie H. Carrow, executrix 
of Samuel T. Carrow, deceased; 

A bill (H. R. 9724) for the relief of A. J. McCreary, administrator of 
J. M. Hiatt, deceased, and for other purposes; 

A bill (H. R. 10633) for the relief of Dr. John B, Read; 

A bill (H. R. 9310) granting a pension to Capt. William J. Duley; 

A bill (H. R. 9371) granting a pension to Betsy Williams, widow of 
William R. Williams, private Company C, Eighth Regiment Michigan 
Volunteers; 

A bill (H. R. 9385) for the relief of Christian Kunzie; 

A bill (H. R. 9663) granting a pension to Jesse Spencer; 

A bill (H. R. 9784) granting a pension to Anna Boppell; 

A bill CL R. 10274) granting a pension to Joseph W. Filler; 

A bill (H. R. 10433) for the relief of Leaman L. Bowers; 

A bill (H. R. 10488) granting a pension to Myra Sinclair; 

A bill (H. R. 10825) granting a pension to Mary Jane Jelly; 

A bill (H. R. 10831) granting a pension to Nancy J. Cotner; 

A bill (H. R. 10908) granting a pension to Mrs. Almira J. Towner; 

A bill (H. R. 10911) granting a pension to Ira E. Baldwin; 

A bill (H. R. 11317) granting a pension to Fredericka Liesegang; 

A bill (H. R. 11332) granting a pension to Eliza 8. Glass; 

A bill (H. R. 11362) for the relief of William R. Rodgers; and 

Joint resolution (H. Res. 223) declaring the meaning of a clause in 
the river and harbor act of August 11, 1888. 

‘The message also announced that the House had elected Hon. SAMUEL 
S. Cox, a Representative from the State of New York, as Speaker pro 
tempore during the temporary absence of the Speaker. 

‘The message further announced that the House had passed the fol- 
lowing bills: 

A bill (S. 124) granting a pension to Henry F. Kaiser; 

A bill (S. 2743) granting a pension to Pierre Bottineau; 

A bill (S. 2938) granting a pension to James McDonald; 

A bill (S. 2951) granting a pension to Mrs. Mary Morrison Elliott; 

A bill (S. 3130) granting a pension to Patrick Welch; and 

A bill (S. 3236) granting an increase of pension to George A. Wash- 
burn, late major Sixteenth Connecticut Volunteers. 

The message also announced that the House had passed the follow- 
ing bills with amendments, in.which it requested the concurrence ot 
the Senate: 

A bill (S. 2862) granting a pension to William M. Dean; 

A bill (S. 1988) granting a pension to H. R. Blakiston; and 

A bill (S. 2356) to provide a pension for Mrs. Adeline Couzins. 

WILLIAM BROWN. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Calendar under Rule VITI isin 
order, and the first bill will be stated by its title. 

The Cuter CLERK. A bill (S. 3193) directing the commissioners of 
the District of Columbia to convey to William Brown a part of an alley 
in square 120, in the city of Washington, on certain conditions. 

Mr. JONES, of Arkansas. I move that the Senate proceed to the 
consideration of the bill (H. R. 10907) granting a pension to Henry 
Mitchell Youngblood. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill whose title has just been 
read being in order undey Rule VIII, the Senator from Arkansas moves 
to-proceed to the consideration—— 

Mr. SHERMAN. That is contrary to the understanding. 

Mr. HARRIS. I suggest to the Senator from Arkansas that we had 
better proceed regularly. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The motion is not debatable. 

Mr. JONES, of Arkansas. Mr. President—— 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair can not entertain debate. 

Mr. JONES, of Arkansas. I will withdraw the request as Senators 
are unwilling that it shall be granted. 

Mr. HARRIS. Iam not going to object to the consideration of the 
bill, but I think we had better go on with the Calendar. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill moved by the Senator from 
Arkansas will be read. 

The Chief Clerk read the bill. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Is there objection to the considera-. 
tion of the bill? 


1888. 


. CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 


8645 


nE SHERMAN. Ithink the order of business ought to be ob- 
served. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The first bill on the Calendar will 
be proceeded with. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Ido not want to be understood as objecting to 
the pension bill, and I do not desire to displace it, but I simply object 
to its being taken up now. 

The bill (S. 3193) directing the commissioners of the District of Co- 
lumbia to convey to William Brown a part of an alley in square 120 
in the city of Washington, on certain conditions, was considered as in 
Committee of the Whole. 

The bili was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
be engrossed for a third reading, and it was read the third time. 

Mr. GEORGE. I should like to have some explanation of the bill. 
It proposes to grant lands to somebody. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from West Virginia 
[Mr. FAULKNER] who reported the bill is not present. The report 
will be read. 

The Secretary read the report submitted by Mr. FAULKNER, from 
the Committee on the District of Columbia, July 27, 1888, as follows: 


Your committee, having carefully considered the bill, coneur in the opinion of 
ye commissioners of the District as expressed in the following communica- 
on: 
"OFFICE OF THE COMMISSIONERS, DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA, 
“ Washington, July 27, 1888. 
“Str: Referring to Senate bill 3193, ‘ directing the commissioners of the Dis- 
trict of Columbia to convey to William Brown a part of an alley in square 120, 
in the city of Washington, on certain conditions,’ submitted to the commis- 
sioners at your instance for their views, the commissioners are of opinion that 
the enactment of this bill will conduce to both public and private convenience, 
and sire reger are action upon it, 
“ Very res o 
pa 7 “W, B. WEBB, 
“ President Board of Commissioners. 
“Hon. JOHN J. INGALLS, 


“ Chairman Committee for District of Columbia, United States Senate.” 
The bill was passed. 


HARBOR OF FAIRPORT, OHIO. 

The next bill on the Calendar was the bill (S. 1107) to regulate the 
subdivision of land within the District of Columbia. - 

Mr. PAYNE. I ask unanimous consent for the consideration of the 
ioint resolution received from the House of Representatives just now, 
in reference to the meaning of a clause in the river and harbor bill. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair has been advised that ob- 
jection was to be made to the consideration of anything except the 
Calendar under Rule VIII. The Chair does not feel at liberty to en- 
ter ain the request after the agreement which has been made. 

Mr. PAYNE. Iam sure there will be no objection to this joint res- 
olution. It passed the House of Representatives on Friday. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Calendar under Rule VIII be- 
ing in order, the Senator from Ohio asks that it be laid aside for the 
consideration of a joint resolution from the House of Representatives, 
which will be read the first time by its title. 

The CHIEF CLERK. A joint resolution (H. Res. 223) declaring the 
meaning of a clause in the river and harbor act of August 11, 1888. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. The joint resolution will be read the 
second time at length. 

The Chief Clerk read as follows: 

Resolved by the Senate and House of np Preps vie elc., Thatthe phrase “ pres- 
ent low-water mark” in the river and harbor bill of August 11, 1883, in the para- 

ph referring to Fairport Harbor, Ohio, is intended to mean the inner shore- 
ine represented on map in the report of Chief of Engineers of 1881. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. This joint resolution having been 
just received from the House of Representatives, and npt referred to a 
committee, the Senator from Ohio [ Mr. PAYNE] asks unanimous con- 
sent that the reference may be waived, and that the joint resolution 
may now be considered without a reference. Is there objection? 

‘There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, 
proceeded to consider the joint resolution. 

The joint resolution was reported to the Senate without amendment, 
ordered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


CANADIAN PACIFIC RAILWAY. 


The next business on the Calendar was the resolution submitted by 
Mr. CuLLoM July 25, 1888, directing the Committee on Interstate Com- 
merce to inquire into the ownership by the Canadian Pacific Railway 
of the Minneapolis, Sault Ste. Marie and Atlantic Railway Company. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. What disposition shall be made of 
the resolution ? 

Mr. PALMER. The Senator from Illinoisnot being present I move 
that the resolution go over. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It will be so ordered, if there be no 
objection. 


EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATION, 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate a letter of the 
Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting three claims allowed by the 
Fourth Auditor and Second Comptroller, amounting to $4,445.81, inad- 
vertently omitted from the list of claims forwarded to Congress on the 


3d instant; which was referred to the Committee on Appropriations, 
and ordered to be printed. 


CORRECTION OF RECORD. 


Mr. CHANDLER. Mr. President, having occasion to look at the 
record of the proceedings of the Senate of Friday last, on page 9477 
of the RECORD published on Saturday, in thespeech of the Senator from 
Missouri [Mr. Vest], I noticed that after he finished the Senator from 
Massachusetts [Mr. Hoar] made an inquiry of him, which inquiry, 
as it seems very clearly to me, was not pertinent to what the Senator 
from Missouri appeared to have said. I therefore made inquiry of the 
Reporter and found that two words of the speech of the Senator from 
Missouri had been accidentally omitted by the Reporter. It is my de- 
sire, if I properly can raise the question, to have those two words re- 
stored in the RECORD. I will read the sentence of the Senator from 
Missouri as it is recorded. Speaking of the present President of the 
United States, he is reported to have said: 


Like a brave, honest,and true man, he sent his message to Congress, which 
struck with steely point the shield of the protective system ; and because he 
has done it he is now denounced here and we are denounced as if we attacked 
the whole protective system of this country from beginning to end. 

The Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. HoR] thereupon asked the 
question— R 

Mr. Hoar. Does the Senator understand that the Democratie pariy propose 
to overthrow what he styled just now “the infamous protective system,” or do 
they propose to retain it—which? f R 

Mr. Vest. We propose to overthrow the oppressions of the present tariff sys- 


m. 

Mr. Hoar. That does not answer my question. The question is whether he 
proposes to overthrow what he styles the "infamous protective system?” 

ME Vere. Yes, sir; the infamous part of ít I do; that part of it which collects 
money from one man in this country to enrich another without any necessity 
for the collection other than to enrich classes and individuals— 


and so on. 

The whole colloquy seems to be incongruous by reason of the omis- 
sion from the speech of the Senator from Missouri of the words “‘ this 
infamous” before the words ‘‘ protective system ” where first used. I 
learn that the words were accidentally omitted by the Reporter or by 
a copyist of the Reporter. They were not omitted at the suggestion 
of the Senator from Missouri, who did not see the report of his remarks. 
Notwithstanding that, however, I desire to have the words restored to 
the RECORD. 

Mr. VEST. Mr. President, I have not seen the report of that speech 
and have not even read the RECORD containing it. I did not supervise 
it and did not correct it, and if any change was made in it, it was with- 
out any authority from me. . 

*I have no question that I did use the expression ‘‘that infamous pro- 
tective system;”’ I repeatit now, and the Senator from New Hampshire 
and his colleagues can have the full benefit of it. I mean by the ‘‘in- 
famous protective system’’ the tariff that now exists, which the Re- 
publican party pledged itself to the country in 1884 to reform as to its 
inequalities and abuses and infamy. It has infamous features in it, 
and to those features I am opposed, and propose, with voice and vote, 
to strike them down if possible. 

I have never stated, and never intended to say that the Democratic 
party proposed to attack the entire industrial or protective system ot 
this country, but its abuses and outrages they do intend to remedy, 
and they never intend to stop the fight until they have struck them 
down. 

Mr. CHANDLER. That opinion of the Senator is exactly what I 
wished to have recorded in the RECORD and made fixed and certain, 
adjectives and all. 

Mr. VEST. Certainly; the Senator is welcome to it, adjectives, proe 
nouns, interjections, and all. f 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The correction will be made by the 
Official Reporter. 


COTTON-BAGGING TRUST. 


Mr. HOAR. What is the question before the Senate? 
The.PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Calendar under Rule VIII. 
Mr. HOAR. I ask unanimous consent to introduce a resolution,and 


ask for its adoption at this time. I will state as a reason for it that 
there came to me in the mail on Friday a petition, signed by a large 
number of colored citizens in one of the Southern States, complaining 
of what they call a cotton-bagging trust, which they say enhances un- 
duly and improperly the price of cottor-bagging. I had the petition 
laid aside with directions that it should be brought to me this morning 
in order that it might be presented to the Senate; but by some accident 
it has been mislaid and can not be found, and I think justice to the pe- 
titioners therefore requires me to introduce a resolution asking the Com- 
mittee on Finance to take the subject into eonsideration. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The resolution will be read. 

The Chief Clerk read as follows: 

Resolved, That the Committee on Finance be directed to inquire whether 
there be in existence a trust or combination whereby the price of cotton-bagging 
is increased, and what legislation is required, if any, to counteract the same, 

The resolution was considered by unanimous consent and agreed to. 

Mr. BUTLER. Task leave to present a communication that I have 
received from South Carolina on the same subject, and ask that it be 
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read. Itis very brief. It is a resolution of the convention recently 
held at Columbia. 
The Chief Clerk read as follows: 
Cro, S. C., September 9, 1883. 


Dzar Se: Pursuant to a resolution ‘passed by the State convention of the 
Democratic party of South Carolina at Columbia, S. C., on September 6, 1383, 
we herewith inclose for your attention the following resolution as introduced 
by D. P. Duncan, of Union, and adopted by said convention: 

“* Resolved, That the pine ese g dpa of South Carolina approves of the reso- 
lution offered by Representative HOOKER, of Mississippi, in the Congress of the 
United States authorizing the President to remit the duties on foreign bagging 
used in baling cotton, and urges upon Congress the prompt passage ofthe reso- 
lution, and that a copy of this resolution be transmitted by the secretary to the 
Senators and Representatives from South Carolina.” 


Respectfully submitted. 
JAS. L. ORR, President. 


Hon. M. O. BUTLER, 
Washington, D. C. 

Mr. BUTLER. I am not sure but that a bill on that subject has 
been introduced. 

Mr. HARRIS. There was one introduced in the Senate. 

Mr. BUTLER. I move that this resolution be referred to the Com- 
mittee on Finance. 

The motion was agreed to. 

MISSOURI JUDICIAL DISTRICTS. 


Mr. VEST. Iam instructed by the Committee on the Judiciary to 
report back favorably with an amendment the bill (S. 3539) to amend 
*FAn act to detach the county of Audrain, in the State of Missouri, 
from the eastern and attach it to the western judicial district of said 
State.” 

In regard to this bill, I would ask the Senate to take it up and pass 
it. It is entirely a local matter, and originates out of a mistake made 
in a bill which passed the House of Representatives and the Senate de- 
taching the county of Audrain in my State from the eastern district of 
Missouri and attaching it to the western district. The bill, by an in- 
advertence, overlooked the fact that these districts are subdivided. 
‘There are six judicial divisions in the State of Missouri, two in the east- 
ern and four in the western district, and this bill ought to have pro- 
vided that Audrain County should have been taken from the northern 
division of the eastern and attached to the central division of the west- 
ern district. Instead of that, by an oversight the bill simply provided 
for taking the county from the eastern to the western district. The 
term of court is approaching and the judge is anxious, together with the 
bar, to have this mistake corrected, as the county now belongs to nei- 
ther division. I ask for the present consideration of the bill. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Is there objection? 

Mr. SHERMAN. Let it be read for information. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill will be read for informa- 


tion. 

The Chief Clerk read the bill; and, by unanimous consent, the Senate, 
as in Committee of the Whole, proceeded to its consideration. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on the Judiciary with an 
amendment, in section 2, line 2, before the word ‘‘ courts,’’ to strike 
out ‘‘ Federal,”’ and after the word ‘‘courts,’’ in the same line, to in- 
sert the words ‘‘of the United States;’’ so as to read: 

Sec. 2. That all civil and criminal causes or proceedings pending in the courts 
of the United States for the northern division of the eastern district of Missouri 
which originated in said county of Audrain shall remain within the jurisdiction 
of said courts for that division until finally disposed of, and all offenses com- 
mitted in said county against the laws of the United States before the passage 
of this act shall also be cognizable in the United States courts for the northern 
division of said eastern district until fina] disposition of the same. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amendment 
was concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the 
third time, and passed. 

CHINESE IMMIGRATION. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The hour of 1 o’clock having ar- 
rived, the Chair lays before the Senate the bill (H. R. 11336) a sup- 
plement to an act entitled “‘An act to execute certain treaty stipulations 
relating to Chinese,” approved the 6th day of May, 1882. Will the 
Senate reconsider the vote by which this bill was passed? The yeas 
and nays having been ordered, Senators in the afirmative will answer 
**yea’’ as their names are called, and those in the negative will an- 
swer ‘‘nay.’? The Secretary will call the roll. 

The Secretary proceeded to call the roll. 

Mr. CHACE (when the name of Mr. ALDRICH was called). _ My col- 
league [Mr. ALDRICH] is paired with the Senator from New Jersey 
[Mr. MCPHERSON]. If my colleague were here, he would vote ‘‘nay.”’ 

Mr. BUTLER (when his name was called). Iam paired with the 
Senator from Pennsylvania [Mr. CAMERON] on this question. 

Mr. CALL (when his name was called). I am paired with the Sen- 
ator from Colorado [Mr. BowEn]. By arrangement with his colleague 
[Mr. TELLER] the pair is transferred and Iam allowed to vote. I vote 

yea. 


. 

Mr. CHACE (when his name was called). I am paired with the 
Senator from Georgia [Mr. CoLQuUrrr). If he were here, I should voté 

‘nay. 

Mr. DAVIS (when his name was called). I am paired with-the 
Senator from Indiana [Mr. TURPIE]. If he were present, I would voté 

nay. 

Mr. FAULKNER (when his name was called). Iam paired with 
the Senator from Pennsylvania [Mr. Quay]. 

Mr. HARRIS (when his name was called). I have a general pair 
with the Senator from Vermont [Mr. MORRILL]. I will ask if the 
Senator from Indiana [Mr. VOORHEES] is paired with any one? [A 
pause.] I will for the present transfer my pair to the Senator from 
Indiana [Mr. VoorHees], and, if it turns out that he is paired with 
any one, I shall withdraw my vote. I vote “yea.” 

Mr. KENNA (when his name was called). I am paired with the 
Senator from Minnesota [Mr. SABIN]. 

Mr. PALMER (when his name was called). Iam paired with the 
Senator from North Carolina [Mr. VANCE]. If he were here, I should 
vote ** yea.” 

Mr. REAGAN (when his name was called). Iam paired with the 
Senator from Wisconsin [Mr. SAWYER]. If he were here, I should 
vote i ea.” 

Mr. SPOONER (when his name was called). Iam paired with the 
Senator from Delaware [Mr. SAULSBURY]. If he were here, I should 
vote ‘‘nay,”’ and I understand he would vote ‘‘yea.’’ 

Mr. TELLER (when his name was called). I am paired with the 
Senator from Louisiana [Mr. GIBSON], but the pair is transferred to 
my colleague [Mr. BowEn]. I vote ‘‘ nay.” 

The roll-call was concluded. 

Mr. ALLISON. Iam paired with the Senator from Delaware [Mr. 
SAULSBURY J. If he were prenl; I should vote *‘ nay.” 

Mr. COCKRELL. The Senator from Wisconsin [Mr. SPOONER] has 
just announced a pair with the Senator from Delaware, 

Mr. ALLISON. Very well, then. 

Mr. SPOONER. Iannounced my pair with the Senator from Dela- 


ware. 

Mr. ALLISON. Ifthe Senator hasany arrangement for a pair with 
the Senator from Delaware, I will vote. 

Mr. SPOONER. Iam generally paired with the Senator from Mis- 
sissippi [Mr. WALTHALL], but the Senator from Alabama [Mr. PuGH] 
just came to me with a statement that he desired me to pair with the 
Senator from Delaware [Mr. SAULSBURY ]. 

Mr. PUGH. I had just received a telegram from the Senator from 
Delaware asking me to pair hiñ. I was not aware that the Senator 
from Delaware had any pair. 

Mr. FARWELL. My colleague [Mr. CuLLom] is absent, and the 
pair may be transferred to him. 

Mr..ALLISON. Very well, I will transfer my pair to the Senator 
from Wisconsin. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from Iowa desire 
to be recorded ? 

Mr. ALLISON. I do, as I understand the Senator from Wisconsin 
has paired the Senator from Delaware [ Mr. SAULSBURY] with the Sen- 
ator from Illinois [Mr. CuLtom]. I will therefore vote ‘‘ nay.” 

Mr. SPOONER. LIunderstand, then, that theSenator from Delaware 
is paired with the Senator from Illinois [Mr. CuLLom] and that Iam 
at liberty to vote. I vote ‘‘nay.’’ i 

Mr. BLACKBURN. I desire to announce the pair of my colleague 
(Mr. Beck] with the Senator from Maine [Mr. HALE]. 

Mr. HARRIS. Isimply desire to inquire if any pair has been an- 
nounced with the Senator from Indiana [Mr. VOORHEES] except the 
transfer that I made? `’ 

The PRESIDENT protempore. No announcement has been made. 

Mr. HARRIS. Then I shall let my vote stand. 

Mr. MANDERSON. My colleague [Mr. PADDOCK] is paired gen- 
erally with the Senator from Louisiana [Mr. Eustis]. If my col- 
league were here, he would vote ‘‘nay.’’ 

Mr. BLAIR. The Senator from New Jersey [Mr. BLODGETT] was 
paired with my colleague [Mr. CHANDLER]. If the Senator from New 
Jersey were present, he would have voted the same way. He would 
have voted “nay.” Iought to say, perhaps, that last week in pair- 
ing my colleague with the Senator from New Jersey I did so by 
authority. 

The result was announced—yeas 20, nays 21; as follows: 


YEAS—20. 
Bate, Cockrell, Hampton, Pasco, 
Blackburn, Edmunds, Harris, Pugh, 
Blair, Evarts, Hoar, Sherman, 
Brown, George, Jones of Arkansas, Wilson of Iowa, 
Call, Gorman, Morgan, Wilson of Md, 
NAYS—21L 
Allison, e, Payne, Teller, 
Berry, AN Platt, v. 
Chandler, Hiscock. Plumb, Walthall 
Coke Jones of Nevada, Spooner, 
Dolph, derson, Predate na 
Farwell, Mitchell, Stockbridge, 


ABSENT—3. 
Aldrich, Daniel Ingalls, Riddleberger, 
Beck, Davis, Kenna, Sabin F 
Blodgett Dawes, MePherson, Saulsbury, 
Bowen, ustis, Morrill, Sawyer, 
Butler, Faulkner, Paddock, ford, 
Cameron, Gibson, Palmer, ie, 
Chace Gray, Quay, Van 
Colquitt, Hale, m, Voorhees 
`: Cullom, Hawley, Reagan, 
So the motion to reconsider the vote by which the bill was passed 
was not agreed to. 


The Senate, asin Committee of the Whole, resumed the consideration 
of the bill (H. R. 8191) to enlarge the powers and duties of the Depart- 
ment of Agriculture, and to create an executive department to be 
known as the Department of Agriculture. 

Mr. GEORGE. Mr. President, as this matter has been disposed of, 
I desire to call the attention of the Senator from Oregon [Mr. DOLPH 
and the attention of the Senate to a very serious mistake which that 
Senator made in relation to the action of the State Department on the 
Chinese treaty, in the language which I will now read. 

Mr. SHERMAN. What is the pending question? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on the Agricultural 
Department bill, which was the unfinished business, by ment on 
Friday, to be resumed after the morning business on this day, and in- 
formally laid aside to enable the vote to be taken on the Chinese re- 
striction bill. That vote having been taken, the Senate resumes the 
consideration of the unfinished business and the Senator from Missis- 
sippi [Mr. GEORGE] takes the floor. 

Mr. GEORGE. In the RECORD of September 4 I find the following 
language used by the Senator from Oregon [Mr. DOLPH]: 

When the Senate Committee on Foreign Relations stirred up the question of 
atreaty last winter and took action upon the matter and reported their resolu- 
tion, there had not been, as I have very good authority for saying, a scratch of 
a pen between the two Governments in regard to this Chinese treaty since the 
lst of the preceding May. 

That is, when applied to the dates of these various transactions, from 
May, 1887, up to the Ist day of March, 1888, a period of ten months, 
the Senator from Oregon, upon what he regarded, and I have no doubt 
sincerely, as very good authority, stated that there had not been a 
scratch of a pen between the United States and the Government of China 
in relation to the subject-matter of Chinese immigration. My atten- 
tion has been called to that and also to the very serious character of 
the mistake into which the Senator had fallen. It appears that the 
Senate passed the resolution which I will now read—I have it in my 
hand—on the ist day of March, 1888: 

Resolved by the Senate of the United States, That in view of the difficulties and 
embarrassments that have attended the regulation of the immigration of Chi- 
nese laborers to the United States under the limitations of our treaties with 
China, the President of the United States be requested to negotiate a treaty 
with the Emperor of China containing a provision that no Chinese laborer 
shall enter the United States. 

The effect of the statement made by the Senator from Oregon is that 
the State Department had been negligent in its duties, had taken no 
steps to negotiate a treaty or to have any understanding or arrangement 
with China in reference to the importation or immigration of Chinese 
laborers until March 1, 1888, when that ent, touse the language 
of the Senator, had been “‘stirred up ” by the action of the Senate For- 
eign Relations Committee; that is, that no step had been taken by the 

ent from May, 1887, until March, 1888, on that subject. 

I call the attention of the Senator and of the Senate to a document 
which was sent by the President to the Senate when he sent us the 
treaty which is now pending in China. With that paper and with the 
message of the President are several communications between the State 
Department and the Chinese Government. 

On page 88 there is a letter from the Chinese minister dated January 
30, 1888, prior to the time indicated by the Senator, in which he ac- 
knowledges the receipt of a note from Mr. Bayard, dated the 28th of 
December, 1887, inclosing a draught of projét fora treaty. 

On page 88 of the document from which I quote is found the state- 
ment of the Chinese minister, in these words: 

As to your proposition for a conventional arrangement and the draught of a 
projét inclosed by you, I beg to recall to your attention the fact that this iden- 
tical projét was sent to me with your note of April 11, 1887. 

So it appears that so far from Mr. Bayard or the State Department 
having been stirred up to diligence by the action of the Senate and of 
its Committee on Foreign Relations, long prior to any action taken by 
the Senate, to wit, on the 16th of August, 1887, and even previously, 
on April 11, 1887, Mr. Bayard had written a letter to the Chinese min- 
ister proposing a treaty almost substantially the same as the one that was 
concluded. I willread an extract from the letter of Mr. Bayard dated 
the 28th of December, 1887, to the Chinese minister: 

Sır: Iam constrained, in the interests of that international comity which we 
both desire so fully to promote and sustain, to attract your excellency’s atten- 
tion to certain late disclosures in the course of judicial proceedings at San Fran- 
cisco, in which certain Chinese subjects were arraigned for violation of exist- 
ing laws of the United States relative to the restriction of the immigration of 
oe laborers, passed for the enforcement of the existing treaties with 


In that sime letter the following language is used: 
In considering the remedy I have great satisfaction in finding a complete ac- 
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cord between the Government you so honorably represent and that of the 
United States, in desiring an absolute prohibition of Chinese laborers from com- 
ing into the United States from China. 

So that in this letter of the 28th of December, 1887, several months 
prior to the time indicated by the Senator from Oregon, there had been 
such communication and interchange of views between the Chinese 
minister and Mr. Bayard, the Secretary of State, that Mr. Bayard felt 
authorized in a letter directed to the Chinese minister to inform him 
that he was yery much gratified tô know that there was perfect accord 
between them. Thereisalso the projét of a treaty communicated again, 
And so on August 17, 1887, prior to the date indicated by the Senator, 
there is ‘‘a scratch of a pen ” from the Chinese minister to Mr. Bay- 
ard, in which the following language is used: 

In view of the foregoing it is believed that you will be willing to draught an 
article, to be added to the proposed convention, somewhat similar to Article 
XIX of the treaty of 1844 and Article III of 1850, or a stipulation for ap yee 
to Chinese laborers secured by laws of Congress to the extent indicated by the 
Supreme Court as consistent with the system of government. 

In that same letter the Chinese minister says: 


Sm: I have the honor to acknowledge the receipt of the draught of a conven- 
tion which accompanied your note of April 11 last. In the interview I had the 
pleasure of having with you on the 13th of April last, I pointed out to you some 
words in the draught which I considered as not well defined, et 


„ ete. 

Soon after that interview on the 13th of April the Chinese minister 
left this country for Peru, and, as I am informed, did not return until 
August, about the date of his letter in reply to Mr. Bayard’s letter. 

So it can not be urged, as the Senator from Oregon felt authorized to 
urge upon what he deemed good authority, that the State Department 
had been negligent in this matter and had only acted when pressed by 
the action of the Senate and its Committee om Foreign Relations. 

; Ene MITCHELL. If my colleague desires to say anything I will 
yu 

Mr. DOLPH. Not at present. 

Mr. MITCHELL. Inasmuch as the Senator from Mississippi [Mr. 
GEORGE] has referred to this Chinese business, although the bill has 
passed, I desire to call the attention of the Senate to an editorial appear- 
ingin the New York Star of yesterday, an Administration paper, as Í un- 
derstand, in New York. It is headed ‘‘ The Scott Chinese bill signed.” 
Tt reads as follows: 


THE SCOTT CIIINESE BILL SIGNED, 


The President has signed the bill to prevent the further immigration of Chi- 
nese laborers to this country. It is now a law, and there is no doubt that it 
will be rigidly enforced. It originated in a Democratic House, where it was 
unanimously passed. Among the Republicans of the Senate there was somo 
disposition shown to cavil at its provisions and delay its passage, but the feeling 
on pr vereri on the Pacific coast was so strong that few Republicans dared to 
vi y 

There isadi ition among some good people to criticise the provisions of 
the bill as harsh, and the haste that has marked its passage, while a treaty is 
still pending, as discourteous to the Chinese Empire. 

If there is any truth in these charges the Republican majority in the Senate 
mustbearthe wholeblame. The President had negotiated with China a friendly 
treaty that met the case. Out of mere malignant partisan perversity the Re- 
publican Senate refused to ratify the treaty, and insisted on amendments that 
promtly have caused its rejection by China. Then came the crisis that the 

ident had wisely sought to avoid by diplomacy. 

It could not be denied that in the absence of the treaty stipulations a flood of 
Chinese immigrants was pouring into the country. There was no time for 
hesitation or parley, in view of the facts. Something had to be done and done 
at once. Mr.Scorr, of Pennsylvania, introduced his bill, and it has swiftly be- 
come alaw. The immigration will be stopped, and if this is not accomplished 
in accord with Chinese views the fault lies with those who caused the delay 
in the ratification of the treaty. 

The New York Star is a little previous, it will be seen, in announcing 
in its issue of yesterday that the President of the United States had 
signed what is known as the Scott Chinese exclusion bill. That bill 
has not yet gone to the President. Yesterday it was still pending in 
the Senate on a motion to reconsider, and that motion to reconsider was 
only disposed of this morning. Certainly the New York Star was mis- 
informed when it stated that the President had signed the bill. 

It would be well to remark in this connection that on the motion this 
morning to reconsider the vote by which the bill was passed some ten 
days or two weeks ago, there were 20 yeas, and 14 of them were Dem- 
ocrats and 6 of them were Republicans. There were 21 nays; 15 of 
whom were Republicans and 6 were Democrats. Therefore, although 
there was vigorous opposition to this bill by the Democratic in 
the Senate, it passed; the motion to reconsider has been voted down by 
the Republicans, and the bill has now gone to the President, and I hope 
he will have an opportunity, as he certainly will in a day or two, to 
sign it, and I trust he will sign it and that it will become a law. 

Mr. DOLPH. Mr. President, I see that I was mistaken in the state- 
ment I made about any negotiations in regard to a treaty after the Ist 
of May, 1887. That arises from the imperfection of hearing or of rec- 
ollection. Iderived my information from a conversation in which cer- 
tain documents were read and referred to in the meeting which was 
alluded to by the Senator from Alabama [ Mr. MORGAN] the other day, 
concerning which I undertook to make some statements. It arose from 
the fact that the Chinese minister is also accredited to Spain and Peru, 
and on or about the Ist of May, 1887, he left the United States for 
Spain; and as I understood the statement at the time, while there had 
been some negotiation prior to the time of signing the treaty, it was 
stopped by the absence of the Chinese minister at the time he left for 
Spain, and I had not recollected if there was anything said or any- 


+ 


8648 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 


SEPTEMBER 17, 


thing in the correspondence which showed that it had been renewed 
after his return, and I was in error to that extent. I was not, how- 
ever, in error in contradicting the statement made on the other side of 
the Chamber that the treaty was not negotiated before the Senate 
committee acted or before the resolution was adopted. As I stated 
before, the treaty had not been negotiated. Although there had been 
correspondence concerning it, nothing had been agreed upon, and the 
probability of suecessful negotiation was talked over in connection 
with the provision for the payment of the indemnity to Chinese sub- 
jects. 
ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 


A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. CLARK, its 
Clerk, announced that the Speaker pro tempore of the House had signed 
the following enrolled bills; and they were thereupon signed by the 
President pro tempore: 

A bill (H. R. 1216) for the investigation of the mining-débris ques- 
tion in the State of California; 

A bill (H. R. 10679) to grant the right of way through the military 
reservation at Fort Morgan to the Birmingham, Mobile and Navy Cove 
Harbor Railway Company, and for other purposes; 

A bill (H. R. 8752) providing for the establishment of an additional 
life-saving station on Nantucket Island, Massachusetts; 

A bill (H. R. 5059) to provide for the erection of a public building 
at the city of Watertown, in the State of New York; 

A bill (H. R. 925) for the relief of Mathew W. Berryman; 

A bill (H. R. 2996) to confirm the title of the heirs or legal repre- 
sentatives of Henry Volcker, deceased, to a certain tract of land in the 
Territory of New Mexico; 

A bill (H. R. 1604) to change the time of the sessions of the circuit 
and district courts for the western division of the western district of 
Missouri; and 

A bill (H. R. 8665) to create boards of arbitration for settling contro- 
versies and differences between railroad corporations and other common 
carriers engaged in interstate and Territorial transportation of property 
or passengers and their employés. j 

DETAILS OF ARMY OFFICERS TO EDUCATIONAL INSTITUTIONS. 


Mr. MANDERSON. Iask the Chair to lay before the Senate Sen- 
ate bill 186 as amended by the House of Representatives. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. Pasco in the chair) laid before the 
Senate the following message from the House of Representatives: 


Resolved, That the bill from the Senate (S. 186) entitled “to amend section 
1225 of the Revised Statutes, concerning details of officers of the Army and Navy 
to educational institutions,” etc., do pass with the following amendments: 

Page 1, line 6, after the word “ established,” insert “military institute, sem- 
inary, or academy.” 

Page 1, line 8, after the word “ Army,” insert the words ‘‘or Navy.” 

Page 1, line 9, strike out the word “ president.” Ý 

Page 1, line 20, strike out all after the word “* population,” in said line, down 
to and including the word ‘‘ president,” in line 22. 

Page 2, line 3, add, after the word “required,” the following: 

Provided, That nothing in this act shall be so construed asto prevent the de- 
tail of officers of the ye eo Corps of the Navy as professors in scientific schools 
or colleges a8 now provided by act of Congress approved February 26, 1879, en- 
titled ‘‘An act to promote a knowledge ofsteam engineering and iron-ship build- 
ing among the students of scientific schools or colleges in the United States ;’’ 
and the Secretary of War is hereby authorized to issue ordnance and ordnance 
stores belonging to the Government on the terms and conditions hereinbefore 

rovided toany college or university at which a retired officer of the Army may 
a assigned as provided by section 1260 of the Revised Statutes. 


Mr. MANDERSON. I move that the Senate concur in the amend- 
ments of the House of Representatives. 

The motion was agreed to. 

DEPARTMENT OF AGRICULTURE, 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Agricultural Department billis 
before the Senate asin Committee of the Whole. The pending amend- 
ment will be read. 

The SECRETARY. The Committee on Agriculture and Forestry 
recommend that section 5 of the bill be stricken out, as follows: 


Sec, 5. That the Weather Service of the United States Signal Service Bureau 
4s hereby transferred to the Department of Agriculture, to take effect July 1, 
1888, and shal! consist of one chief and such subordinate ofticers and employés 
as may be necessary to efficiently manage said bureau. Until otherwise pro- 
vided by law, the present organization of the subordinate force of said bureau, 
including the second lieutenants now in service, shall continue as at present: 

ded, That nothing in this act shall be construed as altering or che | in 
any way the present status in the Army of the commissioned officers of the Sig- 
Dal Gore: "tthe chief of said bureau shall receive an annual compensation of 
$1,500, and be appointed by the President, by and With the advice and consent 
of the Senate: Provided, That the Chief Signal Officer of the Army, in addition 
to his strictly military duties, may be assigned to the charge of the Weather 
Bureau until a chief shall be appointed by the President and confirmed by the 
Senate; and the compensation now paid to the employés and enlisted men of 
said service shall continue as now; and the moneys Si yh ge for said sery- 
ice and hereafter appropriated shall be disbursed under the direction of the 
Secretary of the Department of Agriculture. 

The Secretary of War is authorized and directed, within thirty gays after the 
areca jhe act, to appointa board of three Army officers, of which the Chief 

ignal Officer shall be a member. The duty of said board shall be to make an 
inventory of all property now in the controland ion of the Signal Service 
Bureau, and shall separate and turn over to the Department of Agriculture such 
portions of the property as the said board may determine to be suitable for the 
work of the Signal Service Weather Bureau. The remainder of the property 
shall remain in the control of the Secretary of War. 


Mr. BUTLER. In connection with this amendment I beg to sub- 
mit some extracts from a letter which I received awhile ago from the 


president of a State agricultural college, a gentleman of high scientific 
attainments, whose opinion is entitled to very great weight. He says: 


SEPTEMBER 15, 1888, 

DEAR SIR: By to-day's CONGRESSIONAL RECORD I have been much pleased to 
see your approbation of the transfer of the Weather Bureau to the proposed en- 
larged Department of Agriculture. Permit me to express the hope that your 
efforts to secure the rejection by the Senate of the pending amendment of the 
House bill will be vigorously renewed on Monday. 

‘There seems to be very general agreement that the Weather Service, by itself, , 
divorced from the technical signal service of the Army, is more closely relat 
to agriculture than to any other industry or interest; that the proper logical 
place tor its administration is under the Department of Agriculture; that being 
a purely civil service its organization and administration in military form 
thronghout is an anomaly—and that even as it exists (as claimed by the Chief 
Signal Officer himself) the service sadly needs reorgarrization. 

The main difference of opinion is, therefore, as to the expediency of enterin: 
upon a reorganization at this time and in connection with the he ape rationa! 
transfer, I know that 1 am not alone among those outside official circles and 
legislative halls, who have given this subject much attention from a combined 
rhage nce and scientific aspect, in believing thata better time and more favor- 
able circumstances for effecting this desirable change, easily, efficiently, and 
economically are never likely to exist. 

Seeing your interestin the subject, and the general concurrence of your views 
and ours, I venture to send some of the reasons occurring to us. 

First. If new law is desirable to “enlarge ” the ies oon of Agriculture, is 
it not well to increase in some other way than by substituting, at Simoes treble 
cost, a Secretary and an Assistant Secretary to perform the daties already well 
executed by a single Commissioner? 

Second. The House billamply provides for bridging over the transitory period 
without a break in the service. The agricultural colleges and the newly formed 
or forming experiment stations, constitute a cadreorganization upon which the 
new system can be soon developed and perfected at a very moderate cost. My 
own beliéf is that within a year, practical utility could be increased and the total 
cost actually decreased. The service thus transplanted would be ina congenial 
atmosphere, andin the hands of efficient men earnestly interested in its success. 
At every State college or university with an agricultural experiment station 
attached (and such an institution existsin almost every State) the need is already 
felt of a complete meteorological record, including observations of the physics ` 
of the soil as wellas of the atmosphere, as an essential part ofthe work. Several 
of these institutions have thought it necessary to establish weather bureaus of 
their own, lecal or covering their States, The efficient State weather service in * 
Alabama is organized at and managed by an officer of the State Agricultural 
College. The same is true of Ohio, and applies in a measure to Tennessee and 
Wisconsin. The United States Signal Service depends largely upon these State 
organizations and officers for its local information, Other Statesare at this time 
arranetee for similar service. The Massachusetts experiment station at its ag- 
ricultural college has just procured a meteorological equipment, equaled in 
this country only by those at the Government office in Washington, and at Cen- 
tral Park, New York. Only last Wednesday the Associated Press dispatches 
published the details of arrangements just perfected at Cornell University fora 
State weather service and the issue of daily bulletins with predictions or proba- 
bilities. (See New York Times, September 12.) 

Jt is absurd for the Chief Signal Officer of the Army to express a fear, as he 
did before the Senate committee, that the work would fall into incompetent 
hands if this transfer were made. In almost every State men of scientific at- 
tainments, well trained for just such service, are now on duty, and could at once 
asshme the direction of this meteorological work. They are fully the peers of 
those who now have the service in charge, and far exceed the latter in number. 
As stated, a good many of them are already the local representatives and agents 
of the present bureau. The local observers, scattered over the country and dv- 
ing only civil duty, would be but too glad to carape the unpleasant status and 
disadvantages of being "enlisted men” and tr: er their services to the control 
of these State officials, or a civil chief, at the Agricultural Department. There 
isa man at your own State University at Columbia, now engaged in work of 
like nature, who has already demonstrated his right to be classed as a meteor- 
ologist equal in ability to any in the Signal Service. Another could be named, 
in Indiana, whose experience and capability fit him to assume at any moment 
all the duties of the Chief of the Army Signal Corps that is or the Weather Bu- 
sean of the new Department of Agricuture that is hoped for without detriment 

the service. 

Third. (Personal.) It can not be doubted by candid observers that if the 
Weather Service alone were transferred to the Agricultural Department, and 
with a new civil chief, leaving the present Chief Signal Officer to his military 
service proper, there would be a great public gain, 


SENATOR BUTLER, 
Of South Carolina, 

Mr. PALMER, I ask the Senator from South Carolina if he will 
give the name of the person who wrote the letter. 

Mr. BUTLER. Ihave not given the name. The writer requests 
that for the present his name be notgiven. Itis a private letter to me, 
but I will state for the information of the Senate that the writer is one 
of the most distinguished scientific agriculturists of this country, and is 
at present president of a State agricultural college, He is well known 
to the Senator from Massachusetts, and in fact to almost all the scien- 
tificagriculturistsof thecountry. Forsomereason he begs that I will not 
give his name. Iam quite willing to vouch for him in every particu- 
lar. Ihave simply added that, as he expresses it, as a contribution to 
the consideration of this bill. 

I am not inclined personally to insist upon this amendment of the 
Senate committee being agreed to. The bill will have to go back to the 
House anyhow, Iam very clear, however, that this weather service 
of the Signal Bureau ought to be transferred to the Agricultural De- 
partment, and, for myself, itappears to me that this is about the most 
proper time to do it, and, as this gentleman suggests, it will not pro- 
duce any friction or inconvenience at all. Therefore if I were to con- 
sult my own feelings and wishes about the matter I should vote against 
the amendment of the Senate committee. 

Mr. PALMER. Mr. President, as I said on Friday that I was not 
assured in my own mind that I should not at some future time be in 
favor of this transfer, but what I deprecated was hasty legislation on 
this most important matter, both for the sake of the Signal Service 
and the Agricultural Department, and I think if there was any proot 
necessary to be adduced that we are acting unintelligibly in voting 
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for the transfer of this bureau, it would be furnished by the Senator 
from South Carolina and myself this morning. His arguments are 
from a letter from a distinguished gentleman, and I claim the consid- 
eration of the Senate while I read one from another. It shows the 
paucity of ideas and arguments in the Senate upon this most essential 


question. 
SIGNAL OFFICE, WAR DEPARTMENT, 
Washington City, September 15, 1888, 

Sır: In answer to your verbal inquiry relative to section 5 of the bill which 
creates an executive department to be known as the Departmentof Agriculture, 
i have the honor to state that the bill transfers, in block, the entire Signal Service 
force to the new department, and the proposed legislation is crude and shows 
unmistakable evidence of haste, without full consideration of the effect which 
must attend the passage of this bill. 

I would ully invite your attention to the fact that such a bureau as is 
named in section 5 of the bill is not known to law. Ifthe meteorological work 
ofthe Signal Corps is intended, the intent of the law should be made clear by 
adding after the word “service,” in Hne 1, the words “ Organized under the 
joint resolution approved February 9, 1870.” If the Senate intends to go further 
and transter the varied duties of the Signal Corps entire to the Department of 
Agriculture, it should specifically so provide, but it should be brought to the 
notice of the Senate that the office of the Chief Signal Officer of the Army existed 
for many gears prior tothe Weather Bureau, and that he has important and re- 

nsible duties, which are of a strictly military character. Itis hardly thought 
that Congress intends to impose upon the Agricultural Department the anom- 
alous charge of supervising Army signal duty, which by Statutes at Large de- 
volves on the Chief Signal Officer. z 

It should also be noted that there is signal property to the value of $100,000 
in the Army proper, which, entirely disconnected from the Weather Bureau, is 
by law and ulations under the control of the Chief Signal Officer, and this 
section leaves him without a man to care for it. Attention is further invited to 
the fact that there is in existence nearly 2,300 miles of military Kege beds lines, 
which unite military posts on the frontier, and which are entirely disconnected 
from the Weather Service. The pro) bill leaves these lines and all military 
signal duty unproy:ded for, and it will be necessary for the Secretary of War to 

for an additional appropriation of $50,000 for the maintenance of these lines 
on acivil basis, since the men now operating them are to be transferred from 
the War Department by this bill. 

“I would ask your careful attention to the provisions of section 5, which trans- 
fers this bureau in its present shape to the Agricultural Department without 
correcting any of the abuses or inefficiencies which may exist.” It is provided 
that the organization is to remain asat present until otherwise provided by law. 
Ifthe service is to be transferred, the law transferring itshould state c-early and 
specifically what its organization shall be. 

The bill provides for the transfer of the entire service toa new department, 
with provision that the pay of employés shall remain unchanged. The present 
pay is based on time of service and increases with each year of service; it de- 
pends upon the station at which service may be rendered; and, in fact, the 
conditions are so varied that there are actually one hundred and twenty differ- 
ent rates of pay for the employés of this service. Are these rates to be fixed 
according to War Department rules and regulations? Are they to continue as 
under the present organization? lt willbe seen that this proposed transfer has 
not been fully considered in detail, and that dangerous precedents and com- 
plications must result if the bill becomes a law. 

Is the Senate prepared to establish a pension-list for civilian employés, and is 
it prepared to furnish medical attendance to such employés? 


Which is the case now in the Signal Service. 


These are privileges which are now secured to the enlisted force of the Signal 
Service, and which under the provisions of this bill may be considered a part 
of their present pay and allowance. 

It is stated in the report of the committee that the Signal Service may be greatly 
extended and that it may be the means of saving millions of dollars’ worth of 
property. The Signal Service is at present accomplishing what is proposed by 
the committee, and there isno demand from the people for its transfer. A year’s 
experience with the Signal Service under its present able management shows 
that no change is necessary. There is commendation of this service from every 
section of the country. It is performing excellent work, givingits special bulle- 
tins to those interested in agriculture. For the first time in the history of this 
or any othercountry can those interested in farm products receive at the close 
of each week reliable statements of the weather conditions and the probable 
effect of same on the growing crops. This new feature of Signal Service work 
is of recent origin and its benefits are acknowledged throughout the country. 

It is proposed to try the experiment of placing this valuable service in new 
hands, chiefly for the purpose of organizing a new department. The Signal 
Service is now under the management of one who is thoroughly familiar with 
it, both generally and in detail; one who fully understands its capabilities, ap- 
pone itsimportance to the varied interests of the country, and who hasthe 

nowledge, experience, and determination necessary to make it of more value 
to the people, By extended travel as a subordinate, the present Chief Signal 
Officer has become familiar with the needs of every section of the country, and 
by years of study he has become expert in the vital work of the service, namely, 
the pre ion of weather indications, cold-wave, frost, and storm warnings. 
His skill as a signal officer has enabled him to devise a cipher system by means 
a ETE weather telegrams are sent at a saving of many thousands of dol- 

rs yearly. 

While extending the service for the benefit of the farmer, he has been able to 
reduce the annual expenses $100,000, and has made recommendations which, if 
adopted by Congress, will still further reduce the annual expenses $112,000, with- 
out impairing the efficiency of the service. He has reorganized the office force, 
and so arranged the ineteorological records as to enable the service to furnish 
data for climatic study without delay. Under the old system hundreds of vol- 
umes and thousands of forms were so badly arranged and so deficiently in- 
dexed as to render it a matter of great difliculty, and practically an impossibil- 
ity, to obtain any consecutive data pertaining to the voluntary stations of the 
country. By improved methods the Chief Signal Officer was enabled to pre- 
pare and furnish pompy in compliance with resolutions of the United States 
Senate, a most exhaustive paper treating of rainfall in the Statesand Territories 
west of the Mississippi River, which will prove of special value to the agricult- 
urists of those sections, 

Notwithstanding all this experience, which is so necessary and valuable in 
the management of a technical service, it is proposed to take it from the most 
thoroughly qualified man in the country for the work and place it in untried 
hands, Although the bill provides for the present Chief Signal Officer having 
charge, as director, of the Weather Bureau, temporarily, I am confident that he 
would decline such directorship should the service be transferred without a re- 
organization which would provide for the continued service of those assistants 
who have proved most efficient, while at the same time freeing the service of 
those who are incompetent. 

By the provisions of section 5 the Signal Corps is stripped of its entire foree 
and military signaling wholly neglected. In the organization of the lar 
Army it was the intention of Congress to have in it all the various arms of the 
service. so that it might be possible to organize an army complete in all its de- 


tails in the shortest possible time. Each branch of the service is represented 
in the small organized regular Army, so improve ments in each branch ot 
foreign armies, as made from time to time, may be utilized in ourown. The 
Engineer Battalion is so provided, and much good has resulted from the em- 
ployment of this small force. The Ordnance Corps of the Army, so far as per- 
mitted by Congress, keeps pace with the improvements in that branch of the 
service, 80 as to be ready to meet the wants on a large increase of force. The 
force of quartermaster and commissary sergeants furnishes an intelligent body 
of men ready for enlarged duties, and the Signal Corps, as part of the Army, 
with its four hundred and seventy enlisted men, stands ready to supply the ifn- 
mediate wants of a volunteer army, in furnishing men skilled in all branches 
of signaling and operations of field and permanent telegraph lines, all so new 
in armies, and now so indispensable. The Army must be supplied with a signal 
corps; and it will be in the interest of economy to keep the meteorological 
work with it, and thus save the organization of a separate service. 

The prime object of the Signal Corps and its proper functions in case of war 
are entirely ignored by this section, and certainly no action should be takenon 
this important question before the subject is considered by the Military Com- 
mittee, which by right should haye been consulted in matters pertaining to a 
bureau of the War as EAN 

If there isto be a partment of Agriculture, it would seem age! r that it 
should be required to devote its energies to that special branch of industry. 
There are many commercial interests constantly calling for information from 
the Signal Service, especially the marine interest, which receives substantial 
benefit from the storm warnings on the lakes and seacoasts.- Might it not be 
posne that these varied interests would be sacrificed if the proposed change 


made? 

It may be wise to o ize a new department of agriculture, but I doubt the 
propriety of taking this scientific and extremely valuable service from the man- 
agement of one who is specially, by education and experience, qualified to su- 
pervise and, if necessary, to perform every feature of the work required of his 
officers or assistants. 

The present organization has been in existence eighteen years, and is efficient 
for the work assigned to it. It is not spoaren how it can be made more effi- 
cient by the substitution of a wholly civil force for that now employed, as it is 
proposed to employ the same force. 

The pay received by the enlisted force is probably less than it would be under 
the civil organization; the annual pay of the enlisted force ranges from $1,175 
to per man, and this is a smaller compensation than is received by the em- 
ployés of any civil bureau. If this chance is made it will prove expensive, as 
the rate of pay will be raised to that of other bureaus, while many of the most 
worthy and efficient observers will be re by new and inexperienced 
men. The bill provides for the immediate discharge of the entire enlisted force 
on a single day. Such action would be in bad faith on the of the Govern- 
ment, as these men are all serving under an enlistment of five years. A num- 
ber of the men have served about twenty years faithfully, and are looking for- 
ward to the benefits resulting from the privilege they now have of being placed 
upon the retired-list after thirty years of service. 

While the Signal Service continues, justice demands that those who have en- 
gaged in it should be retained during the continuance of the enlistment con- 
tract, and any change from a military jurisdiction can only be equitably made 
by gradual discharge of the present force as time of service expires. This sud- 
den change would not only work injustice to the men, but would impair the 
efficiency of the service. The current work of the bureau would be injured and 
the service would be deprived of its most experienced indication officers, who 
are not included in the provisions of section 5 of the bill. These officers will be 
returned to their regiments and sixteen years’ experience in the preparation of 
weather forecasts could not be utilized. 

The pro legislation will paralyze all efforts now being made by the Chief 
Signal Officer to improve the methods of military signaling,and in case of war 
no army can afford to be without the most thorough and approved system of 


signaling. 

fris only urged that no transfer, in block, of a badly arranged, and in some 
respects inefficient, personnel be enacted, but that a detailed organization, either 
civil or military, be provided for. Crude and illy-digested provisions, put forth 
in a general form, can not but vastly injure the efficiency of this service, which 
romia importance has both a need of and a right to consideration and wise 

egislation. 5 

‘The meteorological service of this country is far in advance of any similar 
service in the world, as it renders more practical benefits to the public, and these 
benefits may be increased by proper organizationandsupport. Butnoimproye- 
ment can be looked for by depriving the service of its most experienced officers, 
making the working ferce civilian and subjecting it to partisan influence. The 
service is now non-partisan, and the best interests of the country demand that 
it should be so. Examinations have always been required of persons before 
enlistment, and the standard of the Signal Corps is much higher than that of 
any other branch of the Army. 

During the past yearthe service has been seriously crippled by the loss of Fort 
Myer as a preparatory school for instruction of the observers, who are now en- 
listed and sent at once on station to be instructed in their duties. Experience 
shows that during the past year the observers in charge of stations have been 
hampered in the performance of their regular duties by being obliged to instruct 
their assistants. It is also apparent that men entering the service without 
thorough training under a military direction in many cases fail to satisfactor- 
ily perform their duties. 

Efforts have been made during past years to transfer this service from the 
War Department, but the reasons urged for thischange do not obtain under the 
present management, The demand for the change no longer exists, and if this 
bill is forced through Congress it will be at the expense of every interest of the 
country now receiving benefits from the Signal Service. 

Very respectfully, your obedient servant. 

Hon. James Z. GEORGE, 

United States Senate, 


Mr. President, as I said before, the very fact. that the Senator from 
South Carolina and mygelf have to give the arguments pro and con as 
we receive them by letter from men who are supposed to be posted 
shows—— 

Mr. HARRIS. Who is the writer of the letter just submitted by 
the Senator? 

Mr. PALMER. I suppose I might withhold his name, but I have 
no object in doing so. I presume he would have no objection to hav- 
ing it known. Lieut. H. H. C. Dunwoody, acting Chief Signal Officer, 
wrote this letter to the Senator from Mississippi [ Mr. GEORGE], at the 
request of the Senator from Mississippi, for information. 

As I said before, I think we are about to take a very grave step with- 
out due consideration. It was so regarded in the Committee on Agri- 
culture. We felt that although we should like to magnify the Depart- 
ment of Agriculture we should not tamper with so vital an interest as 
the Signal Service. To me it appears particularly perilous, for upon 


8650- 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 


SEPTEMBER 17, 


the coast and upon the waters of the Great Lakes the Signal Service 
now has attained a reputation that gives confidence to the mariner and 
is the protector of millions of property and the lives of thousands of 
men, -On the shores of the Great Lakes there are over two- hundred 
signal stations. No sailor ever thinks of coming into or going out of 
port without looking at those signals. 

I think that to transfer this whole service in block to the Agricult- 
ural Department would at this time be very perilous, and I think 
that if it is going to be transferred it should be transferred on the joint 
reports, and favorable reports, of the Committees on Agriculture and 
on Military Affairs. If the Committee on Agriculture had supposed 
that there would be any effort to have the fifth section restored they 
would have consulted the Committee on Military Affairs, or they 
would have reported the bill and asked for its reference to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs, Nothing of that kind has been done. 
Whatever may be the ultimate legislation in regard to this transfer, 
no decisive step, in my opinion, should be taken now. 

Mr. VEST. DoI understand the Senator to state that both commit- 
tees he named reported in favor of the yopora transfer? 

Mr. PALMER. No, sir. I say if the Committee on Agriculture 
had been in favor of this transfer it would have felt bound to have con- 
sulted the Committee on Military Affairs; but the committee being 
nearly unanimous against it, we supposed that there would be no ef- 
fort on the part of the Senate to transfer it. 

I think that if the Senator from Kansas really appreciated the Sig- 
nal Service, as far as it relates to life and property upon the water, he 
would be as cautious as any of us in transferring it, without the ut- 
most care in making all the provisions essential to its success. This 

posed transfer in block appears to me as a very crude piece of leg- 
Bistion, and I hope the Senate will concur in the amendment of the 
committee to strike out section 5. 
` Mr. VEST. Iam willing to make a frank confession that I intended 
to look into this matter, but I have been so busy that I have not been 
able todo so. Ishould like the Senator tostate what is the exact con- 
dition of the question now. 

Mr. PALMER. Has the Senator the bill?” 

Mr. VEST. No. I glanced atthe bill and somebody took it off 
my desk. The Senator can state in a very few words what is the 
status of the matter at present. 

Mr. PALMER. The Department of Agriculture is created by the 
first four sections of the bill, and section 5 transfers the weather service 
of the Signal Service Bureau, as it is called, in block to the Depart- 
ment of iculture. - 

Mr. DAWES. The Senate committee moved to strike that ont. 

Mr. PALMER. The Senate committee have stricken that out and 

rted against it. 

Mr. CALL. Mr. President, unless the agricultural interests of the 
country are to be committed to the War Department generally, there 
can be no ible reason for the service of the Weather Bureau being 
placed undermilitary control. The propositions and suggestions which 
the Senator from Michigan has read relating to the military signal serv- 
ice have no kind of relation to the weather service of this bureau, which 
does not concern military operations in any The only advan- 
tage of it is that it confines the appointment of the Chief of the Signal 
Service tothe Army. That is the whole of that argument and propo- 
sition. 

It may be that a military government is the best kind of a govern- 
ment. It is perhaps true that the Secretary of War would make the 
best administrator of the agricultural and the Secretary of the Navy of 
the commercial interests of the country; but these are novel propositions 
to make here. It really seems to me that the suggestions upon which 
this retention of the Weather Bureau, designed to give information in 
agriculture and in commerce, under the control of the Army, the mili- 
tary department, with which it can have no possible connection, are 
not entirely worthy of this body. 

This service can properly rest nowhere else but in the civil depart- 
ment of the Government. You have no need of enlisted men to give 
information in regard to the weather, to operate telegraphs which are 
connected with commercial interests alone. 

‘There can be no additional strength given to these ideas by the report 
of either one or two committees. They are fixed principles in this Gov- 
ernment that the military are to be confined to military matters, to 
matters of war, and the peace establishmentis to be confined to the com- 
mercial and agricultural and industrial interests of the country. 

I can see no possible difficulty in making the proposed transfer. If 
the War Department desire a military signal service they should cer- 
tainly have it. If they require preparation in time of peace for the 
efficiency of this service in war. it is easy enough for the Committee 
on Military Affairs to recommend it, and certainly Congress should 
make provision for it. 

Eut this service as it is now established is purely a civil service. It 
has no relation to the signal service in time of war. It makes no prep- 
aration for that work. The great mass of its duties are confined to 

iving information of sudden changes of temperature, toships engaged 
commerce, and to the farmers, the fruit-growers, and the gardeners 
more particularly of the country, 


Mr. DAWES. Mr. President, the Senator from Florida [Mr. CALL] 
reminds us that this bureau has nothing military in its character, but 
is entirely in the service of the agricultural interests of the country. 

Mr. CALL. Commercial and agricultural. 

Mr. DAWES. To some extent that remark is true. There is noth- 
ing connected with this Government which I take more interestin than 
the Signal Service Bureau. The history of it will show the Senator 
from Florida how it happens to be connected with the Army. If I 
may use the remark, I was in at the first. It was on my motion that 
it first had a dollar of appropriation, and it with a little appro- 
priation of $15,000 put in an appropriation bill in the House of Repre- 
sentatives of which I had charge, and on my motion. 

It came about because there was an Army officer connected with the 
Signal Service of the Army located on the lakes at Milwaukee or near 
there who had made this subject a study and who had an idea that he 
could utilize it for the benefit of commerce on the lakes, For that, and 
with that idea alone, with no idea that it ever could be utilized for the 
farming interests of the country, a friend of his came to those who had 
charge of that bill and suggested that his investigations, voluntary as 
they were, could be enlarged and improved by a little appropriation. 
We asked him how much, and he said that if he could have only $15,- 
000 it would be enough to try this experiment. He said this man had 
of his own accord done very much for the benefit of commerce on the 
lakes by indicating what the weather was to be, and vessels cleared 
from harbors or sought refuge in harbors according to the indications 
which he gave. Out of that grew this great service from year to year. 

Mr. GEORGE, If the Senator will allow me, I desire to the 
joint resolution which first established the service, which confirms ex- 
actly what he says. 

Mr. DAWES. It grew from littlh—— 

Mr. GEORGE. Will the Senator allow me to read the joint resolu- 
tion. It will confirm what he says. 

Mr. DAWES. I will. 

Mr. GEORGE. February 9, 1870, the following joint resolution was 


That the Secretary of War be, and he hereby is, authorized and required to 
rovide for taking meteorological observations at the mili stations in the 
nterior of the continent, and at other points in the States and Territories of the 
United States, and for giving notice on the northern lakes and on the seacoast, 
by magnetic telegraph and marine signals, of the approach and force of storms. 


Mr. DAWES. It was before the of that joint resolution that 
the appropriation to which I referred was made. The joint resolution 
grew out of the success of that appropriation pomy as was the case 
with the Fish Commission. The law establishing the Fish Commis- 
sion which exists to-day on the statute-book grew the next year out of 
an appropriation of $5,000 introduced into a similar appropriation bill. 

I was going to remark that the Signal Service developed from these 
small beginnings and reached ont not only for the benefit of commerce, 
but ofagriculture, and-very many business relations have availed them- 
selves of it which were not thought of originally. 

It has come tobe true that it is of immense advantage to agriculture, 
and perhaps of more advantage to the agricultural interests of the 
country than to any other. It is of immense advantage to them, and 
no man having the interest of this bureau at heart desires anything but 
to push it as far as it can be pushed in that direction. 

So far as the creation of this Department of Agriculture, making it 
a Cabinet position, is concerned, those who desire the best development 
of this bureau desire also the passage of this measure. It may be true 
(I am coming more and more every year to think it is true) that ulti- 
mately this bureau will be more largely devoted to the interests of ag- 
riculture than to the interests of commerce, where it began. 

Mr. GEORGE. That is the fact now. It is more beneficial to agri- 
culture than it is to commerce. 

Mr. DAWES. There is no doubtabout that. The gentleman from 
whose investigations it began and who had charge of it in connection 
with the Signal Bureau in its early years, it has always seemed to me, 
had the most scientific knowledge in reference to it of anybody ever 
connected with it. At any rate it never would have been a success 
had it not been for the clear head and scientific research and ability to 
group together and make a language outof the facts gathered together 
in that bureau like Albert J. Myer. All others followed after him, and 
some of them, I am free to say, a good ways after him. 

But it has come to be a bureau of which this Government ought to 
be proud, which it ought to cherish. It may be that sooner or laterit 
ought to be with the Agricultural Department, as it is proposed to estab- 
lish it by this bill; but I for one am not ready now and in this way to 
transfer it all in block without any preparation for the change. As 
one who has stood by this bureau from beginning and have no interest 
in the advancement or the furthering of the wishes of any man con- 
nected with it, but as one who has seen it grow up and done what he 
could to help it grow up, when it goes to the Agricultural Department 
I want that it shall go there under an organization that will take it 
along as 2 civil institution in the best way. 

If this new department will contentitself by establishing itself in the 
manner provided in this bill until the next session of Congress or the 
next Congress, when this organization can be transferred without fric- 
tion, its best friends will be found helping to contribute to that end; 
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but I am unwilling for one to contribute to doing it in this crade man- 
ner and breaking up all arrangements that are being carried on under 
this system without knowing what the practical operation of this pro- 
vision will be, where those who are employed in it will be, and what 
the Signal Service Bureau will be when it is taken-out. 

Task the Senate therefore, earnestly, in the interest of this bureau and 
in no other interest, to strike this section for the present out of the bill. 

Mr. CALL. In all the Senator from Massachusetts has so well said 
as to the honorable paternity of this service there is not a single reason 
given why the service would not be as efficient if transferred in block, 
as he terms it, ander the Agricultural Department as it would be under 
the Secretary of War. What is the difference? If you choose to dis- 
charge these people, as they ought to be discharged, except the general 
in charge, who from personal considerations might be retained—if you 
choose to discharge the enlisted men from the military service it re- 
quires but three words to doit. Why should we have a large corps of 
civilians employed in civil duty ? 

Mr. GEORGE. Itis a contract. 

Mr. CALL. Acontractwiththesemen? Oh, well; if you hold that 
everything the Government does is a contract, comply with it. What 
is the contract? That they shall be employed for life or for a term of 
years? 

Mr. GEORGE. For five years. ; 

Mr. CALL. They can be employed for five years on the same terms 
they are now employed in the Army. If they do not perform the 
duties, dischargethem. You need not try them before a military court- 
martial in order to do that. But why enlarge the number of people 
who are subject to military law, who are deprived of the rights of cit- 
izens? Why in a republic assign men who are not performing military 
duties to the severe discipline of the military service? Thatisa great 
objection to the present establishment. 

Mr. GEORGE. But they do perform military duties. 

Mr. CALL. What military duties do they perform? 

Mr. GEORGE. They signal for the Army. 

Mr. CALL. There is no signaling required for the Army. 

Mr. GEORGE. They operate military-telegraph lines. 

Mr. CALL. There is no military telegraphing required for the 
Army. 

Mr. GEORGE. There are 23,000 miles of military telegraphs. 

Mr. CALL. Built when there was some necessity for it, but now 
there is little or none. We have no foreign war. Onur relations with 
the Indians do not require the maintenance of any ciass of military- 
telegraph lines. We all know that. It isa pretense. This dufy isa 
civil duty. It isa commercial interest; it is an agricultural interest. 
It is a mere pretense without any truth that there is any military in- 
terest whatever in the weather or meteorological bureau or thatit should 
have any connection with the Army. The Senator from Mississippi 
and the Senator from Massachusetts can point to none; and when they 
say there are 23,000 miles of military telegraph it is a delusion, because 
although it may have been constructed under the military service and 
for temporary military exigencies, we know that it is not maintained 
for that purpose, 

Mr. GEORGE. Itis now in operation. 

Mr. CALL. Where? I beg the Senator to say where. I aver itas 
a fact that nowhere in this country is there any existing line of mili- 
tary telegraph maintained as a necessity, or properly so, as a part of 
the necessities of this Weather Service, this commercial and agricult- 
ural interest. Where are the enemies in war that we should require 
military telegraphs at this time? 

Mr. President, these things have no kind of foundation. Transfer 
it in block. What do you transfer? So many clerks, so many tele- 
graph operators, telegraphing not for military signal service. The 
service of signaling and communicating by signals in a field toan army 
is one thing, and telegraphic service in commercial and agricultural in- 
terests is just as distinct as the judge and the jury and the court. 

There is no difficulty whatever in transferring this bureau to-day, 
these telegraph operators, these clerks in the Department here who 
have nothing whatever to do with the Army except that they are en- 
listed, they having grown up as an incident, as the Senator from Mas- 
sachusetts said, to a service already established and known as the Sig- 
nal Service for war purposes and created in time of war. 

I have no particular interest in this matter. I am in favor of ex- 
tending this bureau and maintaining it. Itis a civil bureau. Itis 
related to agricultural and commercial interests entirely. It has 
nothing to do with the Army. ‘There is no system of telegraphing and 
signaling by telegraph extending all over the country which can be 
said to be peculiarly military. Of course telegraphs are a great mili- 
tary aid in time of war, and a necessity of communication, but this is 
nothing more than the communication which belongs to us in the or- 
dinary transactions of life. It is an agency that may be used, and it 
is now entirely commercial and industrial. You might just as well 
have enlisted men to.serve as jurors and an official of the Army aş- 
signed as a judge of the courts or to fill the legislative positions here 
as to maintain this as a military department. ~ 

[Mr. PLUME withholds his remarks for revision. S2e APPENDIX.] 

Mr. GEORGE. Mr. President, in a good deal of what the Senator 


from Kansas [Mr. PLUMB] has said I entirely sympathize. I believe 
that at every Congress since I have been a member of this body I have 
introduced a bill or have voted for a bill to make the Agricultural De- 
partment anexecutive department. I havemade one or two speeches 
in this body in advocacy of that measure. My opinions upon that sub- 
ject are well known and I do not regard it as necessary to repeat them. 

I find now in the fourth Congress in which I have served that there 
seems to be a general concurrence of opinion as to the propriety of 
making the Agricultural Department an executive department, so 
that the head of the department may be a member of the President’s 
Cabinet. As there seems now to be no objection to that, I shall not 
discuss it. 

There is a different view, though, between the members of the Agri- 
cultural Committee and among the members of this body generally as 
to the disposition to be made of the weather branch of the Signal Serv- 
ice Bureau. I believe the Senator from Kansas was not present when 
the Agricultural Committee, with entire unanimity of all the members 
except him as far as I know, after very careful consideration of this 
subject, determined that it was unsafe and unwise to make the change 
provided for in the fifth section of the bill and therefore recommended 
that it should be stricken out. 

Mr. PLUMB. Will the Senator allow me to interrupt him? 

Mr. GEORGE. Certainly. 

Mr. PLUMB. I think hestated the case substantially correctly with 
a slight addition to it. There was a feeling that the bill in some shape 
ought to pass. 

Mr. GEORGE. All agree to that. 

Mr. PLUMB. And it was desirable to have eliminated anythin: 
liable to create special objection, and thereby prevent its passage; see 
in that view of the case I think some members of the committee sub- 
ordinated their view as to what ought to be done, and I know I was 
one of them. I say now that I do not care so much about the transfer 
of the burean at this time as I do about the passage of the bill; but I 
do not like to have the assertion that the committee decided that the 
bureau should stay with the War Department go without contradic- 
tion. : 

Mr. GEORGE. Mr. President—— 

Mr. PALMER. Will the Senator yield to me for a moment? 

Mr. GEORGE, Yes, sir. 

Mr. PALMER. I think the Senator from Kansas is mistaken in re- 
gard to the view of the committee. The view of the committee was 
that although it might be advisable in time to make this transfer, there 
was no reason perhaps why it should be made now, and they thought 
it would be unsafe without farther light on the subject. That was 
the view, as I understood, in the committee, and I think the Senator 
from Mississippi will agree with me in that. 

Mr. BLAIR. If the Senator from Mississippi will allow me—— 

Mr. GEORGE. Certainly. 

Mr. BLAIR. As one member of the committee my vote in the com- 
mittee for this amendment was chiefly, almost entirely, influenced by 
what I understood to be the fact, and still understand to be the fact, 
that the transfer at the present time will be likely to excite all or 
nearly all the opposition that the bill will meet with in its progress, 
and how serious that may be I donot know. I have understood that 
it might be such as to involve the fate of the bill, and with a view to 
get the department established upon the basis desired, to get it a foot- 
hold so that it will have ‘‘a local habitation and a name’? on this 
higher elevation where it is desired to place it so that hereafter it may 
attract unto itself whatever is necessary for its aggrandizement and 
increasing development, I was anxious to take this step and to have no 
mistake about it. With a view to the accomplishing of that desirable 
thing without risk of its failure, I acquiesced in this amendment and 
approved of it. Ihave no other motive now. I think the transfer 
should be made. I think without the Weather Burean, and one thor- 
oughly and appropriately organized, the Agricultural Department will 
suffer for the want of the assistance which it shonld have in the future. 

At the present time the service is largely inefficient. Our farmers 
do not realize from it, in my opinion, 10 per cent. of the good that 
they will realize from its proper development, and it may be in the 
future a question whether this existing Signal Service that we have 
should be transferred, or whether there should be a new one organized 
and established in connection with the Department of Agriculture.for 
specific uses of our agricultural people. It isa question whether it 
may be carried on efficiently in such a way as best to serve the inter- 
ests of commerce under the War Department, or whether the Bureau 
of Weather Service in the Agricultural Department should not be 
wholly and exclusively devoted to the benefit of agriculture. There 
are so many questions in regard to it, even so many personal questions 
arising as to whether the transfer should be made at this time, that I 
favor, as I stated before, the amendment in order that we may get 
something, the main thing in the bill certainly. 

Mr. GEORGE. Of course there were various views operating upon 
the minds of members of the committee in recommending this amend- 
ment. Several Senators have stated theirs. I stated mine partially 
on Friday. There is one view, however, that has not been presented 
to the Senate, and which operated largely on the minds of the members 


8652 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 


SEPTEMBER 17, 


of the committee, and that is that this legislation in section 5 was very 
crude and very imperfect, and such as would disorganize and disarrange 
the whole Signal Service, as well in its Army relations as in its meteor- 
ological relation. The first provision in the section is: 

That the weather service of the United States Signal Service Bureau is hereby 
transferred to the Department of Agriculture, 

There is no line drawn in the statutes of the United States which 
separates and marks with distinctness the weather service of the Sig- 
nal Service Office from the military service; and when you make the 
transfer you have no standard by which you can effectuate it. There 
are appropriations for several purposes, and as to those the division can 
be made; but as to the officers, from the Chief Signal Officer down to 
the privates, there is nothing in the statutes, so far as I have been able 
to learn—if I am mistaken in this the Senators who oppose my view 
can correct me—which designates any particular officer or any particu- 
lar enlisted man or non-commissioned officer for the weather bureau 
as contradistinguished from the military signal service. I ask when 
you make this transfer, how are you going to do it? 

Mr. BUTLER. If the Senator will pardon me one moment, I will 
say to him that my information is—a good deal of it has been acquired 
from the letter I read this morning—that the present bureau is de- 
pendent in very large measure upon persons connected with the various 
experimental stations and agricultural colleges in the various States. 

Mr. GEORGE. I will come to that presently. 

Mr. BUTLER, I was answering that part of your question. 

Mr. GEORGE, They are not part of the Signal Service Bureau, and 
you do not transfer them. 

Mr. BUTLER. I understand that. 

Mr. GEORGE. Iam talking about the legal effect of the section. 
The first clause of it provides for a transfer of the weather service of 
the United States Signal Service Bureau. There is no such thing. 
There is a transfer of something that does not exist. Thereis nothing 
in the statutes which draws a distinction except in the appropriations 
requiring the money to be applied in a particular way; but in the or- 
ganization of the personnel of the Signal Service there is no distinction 
drawn between military signaling and the weather service—not a par- 
ticle. How are you going to do that? When you get your board, as 
provided for in section 5, to make the transfer, where are you going 
to run the line of division? Who will say under this statute that so 
many sergeants and so many corporals and so many privates and so 
many commissioned officers shall be maintained to discharge the mili- 
tary part of it, and so many shall be turned over to the weather service 

rt? : 
ars you find in the very beginning that this legislation can not be 
adopted. It is crude; it has not been examined and perfected as was 
necessary to form a new weather service bureau. 

Then again: 

Until otherwise provided by law, the present organization of the subordinate 
force of said bureau— 

What? 
the weather service of the United States Signal Service Bureau. 

Who are these subordinates? If you transfer all, if you transfer every 

rivate, if you transfer every sergeant, if you transfer every corporal, 
if you transfer every second lieutenant, what have you left then for 
the military part of the service? 

Then it goes on and says: 

Provided, That nothing in this act shall be construed as altering or affecting 
in any way the present status in the Army of the commissioned officers of the 
Signal Corps. 

What are you going to do with the sergeants? What are you going 
to do with the corporals? What are you going to do with the privates? 
The commissioned officers are preserved in their status in the Army; 
but are you going to discharge the others? You have 150 sergeants, 
you have 50 corporals, and you have about 300 privates. What is to 

me of them? They are all under contract. TheGovernment has 
enlisted them for five years. The Government is bound to feed them 
and to clothe them and to furnish medical assistance to them. Sup- 
pose you transfer them; how is all thisto be done? They are privates, 
they are sergeants, they are corporals, and they are paid in that way, 
paid as sergeants, paid as privates, paid as corporals. Now when you 
come to feed them how are you going to doit? Have you a commis- 
sary departmentin the Departmentof Agriculture? Have you a quar- 
termaster’s department in the Agricultural Department? Have you 
a medical staff in the Agricultural Department? All these men are 
eptitled to be clothed, entitled to be transported, entitled to be fed, and 
entitled to medical assistance under their contract. How are you going 
to perform that contract ? 

Let us go on a little further to see how this thing will work: 

The chief of said bureau shall receive an annual compensation of $4,500, and 
be Sak sense eh by the President, by and with the advice and consent of the Sen- 
ate: wiled, ‘That the Chief Signal Officer of the Army, in addition to his 
strictly military duties, may be assigned to the charge of the Weather Bureau 
until a chief shall be appointed by the President and confirmed by the Senate ; 
and the compensation now paid to the employés and enlisted men of said serv- 
ice shall continue as now. . 

There are one hundred and twenty-two different rates of pay for 
these men, based upon their length of service and other considerations. 


How are you going to arrange that in the Agricultural Department? 
You will find some trouble in it. 

The measure is crude; it is ill-digested. In other words, it isan 
attempt to transfer and ingraft on a purely civil department a mili- 
tary establishment, and of course when you undertake to do that you 
will always fail to accomplish what you intend to do. 

These are some of the inconsistencies, some of the difficulties which 
attend this wholesale attempt to transfer a part of the military estab- 
lishment of the Government to a civil department. 

But, Mr. President, whatever may be our ultimate determination as 
to where this Weather Bureau ought to go, it is very certain that it 
oughtnottogotoacivil department now, and Iam notrightsure whether 
I shall ever be willing to see it transferred. 

Senators talk here about the necessity of having this weather service 
made subordinate to the interests of the farmer. Thatis very nice. I 
am a farmer and I believe every member of the Committee on Agricult- 
ure isa farmer. I know of no exception to it. I have no other inter- 
ests than farming. Will some man tell me right now, leaving out all 
gush, in what respect the service of this bureau can be made more sub- 
ordinate to the interests of farmers thanitisnow? Willsome Senator 
point out to me any defects in the service as now carried on which will 
be remedied by making the transfer? I stated on Friday thatso far as 
predictions are concerned it would always happen that the predictions 
would never reach ninety-nine out of every one hundred farmers until 
the event had happened. 

Mr. BLAIR. Will the Senator from Mississippi permit me to saya 
word here? 

Mr. GEORGE. Yes. 

Mr. BLAIR. It has been claimed, I think, that great advantage 
would result to the farmers from the head of the Agricultural Depart- 
ment having the control of this bureau, the absolute control of it, and 
in this way: That the adaptation of crops to particular portions of the 
country can be determined better by more systematic and thorough 
meteorological and climatic observations than perhaps in almost any 
other way; and that the head of the Agricultural Department will 
make that the subject-matter of inquiry, the chief duty of the Signal 
Bureau in this weather department. As it now exists, the officer in 
control is a military officer; he is in no wise by law subordinated to the 
authority of the Agricultural Department. He does what he does for 
it rather by permission and consent than by absolute obligation of law, 
and is not subject to the control of an officer who has the development 
of the agricultural interests primarily under his charge; and now by 
the transfer of the bureau to the charge of the head of that department 
we shall be likely to get all the good that can be got out of it, whereas 
at the present time it is merely an appurtenance to the duties of a mil- 
itary officer, to whom farming is altogether a matter of comparatively 
little consequence. 

Mr. GEORGE. Mr. President, the statement of the Senator from 
New Hampshire is a little plausible, but it has no relation whatever to 
any duty performed by this bureau which is thus transferred. If you 
want what the Senator from New Hampshire seems to desire, that there 
should be a scientific study of meteorology as to every section of this 
country, not with reference, as now, to predicting storms and forecast- 
ing the weather, but with reference to the adaptation of any particular 
place with its climate, with its rain, with its sunshine and storm, to the 
raising of any particular crop, then you have got something clear out- 
side of anything that is in this bureau and clear outside of any con- 
nection it has—— 

Mr. BLAIR. I do not wish to interrupt the Senator, but just there 
is the main purpose, the chief direction in which this bureau can be 
made serviceable to the farming interests of the country, with reference 
to climatology as well as the observation of weather. 

Mr. GEORGE. Thestudy of climatology, the adaptation of soil and 
climate to the production of particular crops, may be carried on prop- 
erly now at the Agricultural Department without reference to or an 
invasion of the duties performed by the Signal Service Bureau entirely 
outside of it. This bureau has nothing to do with anything of that 
sort. It is organized in its civil capacity, leaving out its military 
capacity, mainly, and almost exclusively, with the view of forecasting 
the weather for twenty-four hours, and I want to call attention now 
to the fact that the longest time which they ever undertake to fore- 
cast the weather is thirty-two hours, and they find as they add an 
hour to the length of the prediction, so is the uncertainty as to whether 
the prediction will be verified. 

Now, let us stop and talk as sensible men about this. What good 
will it do the farmers of this country? They do not live in towns; 
they do not take daily papers; they do not leave their farms every 
morning and go into some village or city for the purpose of ascertain- 
ing how the weather is going to be for the next twenty-four hours, 

Mr. CALL. Will the Senator allow me a word? 

Mr. GEORGE. Not now. I do not wish to be interrupted. 

How are they going to get it? I will take Mississippi for instance. 
I am quite familiar with that State, and there are three or four daily 
papers in Mississippi. They are published in the morning. Suppose 
they get these reports. Very few farmers take daily papers. Most of 
them live from 1 to 10 miles from any post office; and how are they te 
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be put in possession of these predictions until after the period at which 
the predictions will either be verified or falsified? à 

There is an interestin this country very largely subserved by the 
weather part of the Signal Service Bureau who do get the information 
in time to control their actions. In the large cities, in New York, in 
Chicago, in Boston, in New Orleans, and in various other large cities 
of the country where there is shipping, these reports are published 
every morning; and if a storm is forecast on the seas the owners of 
vessels may regulate their conduct accordingly. 

But I wish to say to the Senate, what probably most Senators are not 
aware of, thatin therespects in which the weather service can be of espe- 
cial benefit to farmers it hasalready accomplished and is now accomplish- 
ing the best results ever obtained in this country or anywhere else. Do 
Senators know that on every Sunday a bulletin is issued by the Signal 
Service Bureau stating the weather in all parts of this country for the 
previous seyen days and its effect upon crops? I have afew of these 
bulletins here before me, the last two, but I will not read them to the 
Senate. I will state, however, that upon an examination of those re- 
ports as applied to the State of Mississippi, from which I have infor- 
mation otherwise as to the correctness or incorrectness of the reports, 
I find that the reports are entirely correct. ‘These reports are made 
oftener than the Agricultural Department make their crop reports. 
They make theirs, I believe, once a month, not oftener. 

This bureau issues these bulletins every Sunday morning, and these 
reports are distributed all over the country, and whilst farmers now 
can not have the benefit, from the nature of their lives and the nature of 
their business, of conforming theiractions to predictions as to the weather, 
they can conform their business and make their business arrangements 
with reference to information furnished weekly by this Bureau. For 
instance, I was informed the other day that a gentleman in New Jer- 
sey had a large amount of grapes for sale. A man came from New 
York to buy them. He was offered so and so. He said, “I will wait 
until I see the weekly report of the Signal Service Bureau.” When 
he saw that, he saw that there had been rain and injury done to the 
crop, and he received 30 per cent. more than he was offered before he 
got the report. 

Mr. President, a good deal has been said about Army officers inter- 
fering in civil matters; that they are not the proper persons for this 
business. Suppose we discharge all the engineers of the War Depart- 
ment from their appropriate duties in improving rivers “and harbors, 
how are you going to supply their places? That is a peculiarly civil 
matter. Ins of endeavoring to cut off the Army from any asso- 
ciation with the business of the people, we ought to enlist them on that 
side. We are obliged to keep an army, not so much for use in peace, 
but as a nucleus for an army in war. There is a large number of en- 
gineer officers competent to build harbors, competerit to clean rivers, 
and all that sort of thing. 

What are they todo? Thereisno military duty for them todo. Is it 
not well that during times of peace when these men have nothing in 
their profession to do, for them to earn their salaries and to serve their 
masters, the American people, by doing work which they are qualified 
to do, and work which the American people have paid for teaching 
them how to do? I see no incongruity in that. 

So, Mr. President, in reference to the army signaling. I am not 
much of a military man, but I see from what I have read—and I ap- 
peal to other Senators who have more knowledge on that subject than 
I have—that it is as essential now in the present state of the world to 
have a competent signal corps for an army as it is to have an engineer 
corps. 

Mr. PLUMB. Then what—~ 

Mr. GEORGE. Let me get through, and then you can reply to me 
if you please. 

We do not send ont in the present age of the world little armies of 
eight or ten thousand men. Armies now amount to hundreds of thon- 
sands, and the same army covers a large district of territory. Itis im- 
possible, even when under fire, that the commanding general by his 
couriers on horseback should have instant communication with all parts 
ofhisarmy. So this is a useful service, and absolutely essential in the 
present system of modern warfare. Why? There is a great battle to 
be fought; hundreds of thousands of men are to be engaged in it; the 
lines are several miles long; it would take hours to communicate back 
and forth from the commanding general to the commander of one of 
his divisions. By signaling the communication is instantaneous. 

It is now understood, if am not incorrectly informed, that a compe- 
tent, faithful, well-organized, and skillful signal service corps is just 
as essential to an army in the field as an engineer corps or any other 
part of it. 

This corps is a part of the Army. Gentlemen sneer at that. You 
have provided for it; it has grown up under the Army; and because the 
people through their representatives, desiring to have a competent sig- 
nal service corps in the Army when in peace there is very little for 
them to do, see proper to annex to them the discharge of civil duties for 
which they are specially qualified, we are told that we are subordinat- 
ing the interests of agriculture and of the people of this country to the 
Army! 


Let us see how this thing has grown up, The first statute on the 


subject ot a signal service corps was passed before the late war. June 
21, 1860, it was found necessary to have a signal service, and in 1861 
belonging to that service were 108 commissioned officers and 259 en- 
listed men. In 1866, when the war was over, they ran down and there 
was only 1 commissioned officer with 7 enlisted men in the service. 
But in 1870, as we were informed by the Senator from Massachusetts 
[Mr. DAweEs], it being essential to keep up this corps of the Army, 
Congress, in order to keep it up and yet at the sime time there being 
no war to utilize the men who were qualified for the discharge of this 
signal service, passed the law alluded to by the Senator from Massa- 
chusetts, requiring them to inquire into storm signals for the benefit of 
navigation on the lakes, and then they embraced the sea; and it went 
on in that way until about 1873, doing great good, no man complain- 
ing that the duties were not performed exactly right, no man complain- 
ing that this was mercantile business or commercial business, and that 
therefore itshould be under the Secretary of the Treasury and not un- 
der the Secretary of War, The menin this service went on performing 
their duties faithfully and well, saving thousands of lives and hun- 
dreds of vessels, with no complaint from any source that they were not 
doing their duty right. 

The corps was kept up and put on that duty, and then in 1871 we 
find there were 17 commissioned officers and 230 enlisted men, and in 
1876 there were 20 commissioned officers and 398 enlisted men, and about 
1873, if I am not mistaken, or 1874, the first provision was introduced 
into the statute which required the men of this bureau to make obser- 
vations with reference to the benefit of agriculture. They have been 
doing it ever since. Now, will any Senator say that they do not do 
their duty properly ? 

Mr. PLUMB. Ifthe Senator refers to me, I say I do most decidedly. 

Mr. GEORGE. Very well. Then point out when I get through 
where they do not do it properly. I know that abont three or four 
years ago we got to meddling with this thing, and matters did not work 
as well then as they did before, and I want to call the attention of Sena- 
tors to that, for I have looked into this subject somewhat. 

As to the merely meteorological observations, you can teach the tak- 
ing of them to any intelligent man; but there is one part of this duty 
which can only be performed by a man of a peculiar order of mind and 
of great experience, and that is an important part of it. You can take 
an ordinarily intelligent man and station him at Chicago, for instance, 
and he can report to you the state of the barometer, the temperature, 
and the direction of the wind. That only requires care. But when 
you come to what is called the indicator, the man who takes the re- 
ports coming up from all parts of this country and compares them and 
interprets them, he has a duty to perform which very few men can 
perform, and none, however intelligent, can do it except with great 
experience. 

Ir. President, let me describe that operation for a minute so that 
Senators may understand it. Here are five hundred different reports 
coming into the Signal Bureau at Washington, say at 11 o'clock at 
night, from all parts of the country. All these reports are to be com- 
pared, and what they meanistobedefermined. DoSenators know that 
the examination of these reports has to be so rapid that sometimes less 
than a minute is allowed for the observation and comparison and weigh- 
ing of the different materials that comein? Here is a report saying 
the temperature is so and so, and the same report says the wind is from 
a certain direction, and then there may be other elements about which 
Iam probably not familiar. But all such reports from a particular 
section must be taken and compared, and upon that comparison a pre- 
diction is to be made. Let us see how that is done and see whether 
merely smart, intelligent men, men who understand meteorology, can 
do that thing satisfactorily: 

The tri-daily indications are now issued for a period of thirty-two hours, so 
that they hold god for twenty-four hours, or more, from the time they reach 
the general public. This increase in the length of hours, while manifestly in 
the public interest, has naturally resulted in a reduced percentage of verifica- 
tion, as might be expected; the diminution from such cause amounting so far 
to7 percent. Itis thought that with carefully selected indications officers the 
diminution in accuracy which has resulted from an increase in time may be 
eventually compensated for by increased skill through study, research, and 


practice. The difference of successful percentage between pı g officers is 
very marked. 


I desire to call the attention of the Senate to that. 


The difference of successful percentage between predicting officers is very 
marked, as is shown by the fact that between the general standing of the best 
predicting officer and of the poorest there is a difference of 13.7 per cent. Itis 
thus to be seen how greatly such public interests as depend upon accurate fore- 
casts must be benefited or goa ced by any action which tends to either raise 
or lower the standard or efficiency cf these officers. 

lt has been a subject of complaint that the indications of this service have not 
improved to the extent expected— 


That is the predictions— 


And since the statement has been officially put forth that the indications are 
made by the same officers who have made them for years, it is presumed that 
the public labors under this same misapprehension. Such is not the fact, as 
within the past three or four years the relief of the old officers detailed from the 
line of the Army has been forced upon the Chief Signal Officer by legislative 
action. In consequence, it followed that the young officers of the Si Co: 
who have only within the past year or two received any. extended jon 
in meteorology, have been assigned to this important duty. Within the past 
year three officers have necessarily been assigned to in tions work who 
never before have performed duty of this character, 


. It consequently follows 
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that through restrictive legislation the Chief Signal Officer tinds himself com- 
pelled to permit the new officers to serve their apprenticeship in predicting at 
the expense of the whole country. 


So that whenever you have a change, whenever you bring in a man 
without experience, then you have got false predictions, or, at least, 
you have got a large loss in the percentage of accurate ictions. 

Again, on page 44—I am reading from the report of General Greely— 
I find: 

The table of percentages shows that in such proportion as officers of long ex- 

and high standing have been reli from signal duty, to be replaced 

those of less experience and training, just to that extent the character of the 

service, as shown by the verifications, has decreased. If the country is to have 

the utmost benefit which can be derived from a bureau of this kind, it must be 

by insuring that the officers who make these indications shall be men of training 
and experience, with a decidedly scientific bent of mind. í 

Mr. President, where do you get men who have permanency of situa- 
tion in the Departments exceptin the Army? Talk about permanency 
in situation, long experience, and all that sort of thing in the other 
departments here excites theire of allof us. Wedenouncethat. We 
want our friends in. When the Democrats succeed they want Demo- 
crats in; and when the Republicans succeed they want Republicans in. 
So in the ordinary personnel of the Departments you are liable to have 
changes with every change of administration; and yet the experience 
of this bureau shows that if you want to have accurate predictions, if 
you want to have thorough and good work done, you must retain in 
your Departments for long periods of time the men whoare able to doit. 

What is there in all this? Will any Senator say how he could im- 
prove it? The Senator from Kansas said that the Signal Service work 
was not done well. In what respect isitnotdone well? Are the pre- 
dictions false? If that is alleged, I answer by showing you that by 

ur own legislation you have required a change of officers, and that 
i this change there was a large decrease in the percentage of verifica- 
tions, Are you going to make it any better; are you going to make 
your predictions better by tearing up this bureau and reorganizing it 
and putting in new men and putting in a man who happens to be a 
friend and supporter of the Senator from Massachusetts, or the Senator 
from Alabama, or some other Senators around; or will you preserve its 
efficiency by putting in men there who can retain their places as other 
Army officers, to be turned out when they are of no account, when 
they do not perform their duties well? 

So, Mr. President, as far as I can see, this section is not only crude 
and ill-digested, but worse than that,it introduces a law which can not 
be carried out; and not only that, butif you make the transfer and make 
it properly and make it under a well-digested, carefully-drawn bill, if 
you take the service from the Army, you arein great danger of having 
a substitute which will not be half as efficient for agriculture as the 
bureau that we now have. 

(Mr. PLUMB withholds his remarks for revision. See APPENDIX. ] 

Mr. VEST. I do not propose, Mr. President, to make any elaborate 
argument or any studied effort about this bill I take great interest 
in it as a matter of course, because the State of Missouri is one of the 

agricultural States in the Union, and my constituents almost 
always feel the very greatest possible interest in a measure of this kind. 

Itseems to me there has been a confusion as to the issues that are pend- 
ing before the Senate in this present legislation. If the question were 
here whether we were to abolish this Signal Service Bureau, or the 
weather bureau or weather division of it, a good deal that has been said 
would be entirely applicable; but as I understand it there is no such 
proposition pending before the Senate. Thesimple question is whether 
we are to establish an executive department to be known as the De- 

ment of Agriculture, and then whether we are to attach to that the 
Weather Bureau of the Signal Service. That is my understanding of 
the issue that is pending here. 

About the first issue there can be I think no sort of question. This 
Department of Agriculture will be established as one ef the executive 
departments of the Government, and the only salient point, then, is 
as to whether this Signal Service Bureau or the weather department of 
it, in the language of the bill before me, shall be attached to this ag- 
ricultural executive department after we have created it. About that, 
sir, I have not the slightest doubt, so far as my own vote and judg- 
ment are concerned. 

It seems to me there is not onesingle argument why the Army should 
retain possession of this Weather Bureau. It is an adjunct, simply 
and solely,’of agriculture, and. of nothing else. The signal part of 
this bureau is simply the handling of flags, as all of us who have been 
out in the West and amongst the mountains have seen over and over 
again an Army officer at some high point in the mountains that has a 
signal service there isolated and alone, from which he signals the con- 
dition of the atmosphere, and changes his flag from one day toanother. 
It isa mere show performance so far as the flag is concerned. It 


` amounts to nothing of consequence; and the only possible utility in 


this Signul Service Bureau is in that portion of it which attaches to the 
Weather Bureau and which gives information, not always entirely re- 
liable, but simply approximating to what may be expected to be the 
atmospheric changes in the different localities throughout the country. 

I heartily agree with what the Senatorfrom Kansas has said as to the 
absurd reports that are frequently made, and so long as men are finite, 
so long as human judgment has not arrived to the perfection which is 


given to the gods, there must be this inaccuracy, this guessing, fre- 
quently this absurdity. No living man, I care not how much science 
he may have attained, can ever tell over a distance of thousands of 
miles what a particular week or a particular day will be in any local- 
ity. That is absurd upon the face of it; but to do justice to this 
Weather Bureau I must say that there are some things connected with 
it which are of the very greatest importance. 

There is no sort of question that science has attained to an approxi- 
mate result as to great and sudden atmosphericchanges. Itis within 
my personal knowledge that cyclones in my State of Missouri have 
been foretold by this Weather Bureau; not the exact locality, for that 
was impossible; not the amount of damage, for that was equally im- 
possible, but the notice has been sent out—the storm-signal—that a 
storm would ed upon a certain extent of territory, not in any 
specific locality, but over certain regions, and subsequent events have 
shown that to be true. 

There is not a sensible man in this city who does not know when 
the storm-signal is put up here over the Weather Bureau that in sev- 
enty-five cases, at least, out of one hundred that storm comes, not al- 
ways in the full force predicted, but in some sort of shape to show that 
science has approximated to the result attained. 

That is of incalculable advantage to the agriculturists. When this 
Weather Bureau can even approximate as to what may be expected as 
to a great convulsion, a radical change in atmospheric currents, that is 
of great value to the intelligent farmer, and for that reason I would 
not vote to abolish this Weather Bureau, but at the same time I am 
clearly of the opinion that not one single argument can be made that 
is anything more than plausible why it should remain under the con- 
trol of the Army. 

If we create this executive department why not give it all the pow- 
ers that should appertain to it? If we are to make the head of this 
department—it is called a department now in Jaw but it is simply a 
great bureau of the Interior Department—if we are to make the Com- 
missioner of Agriculture an executive officer, we should give to him the 
fall powers necessary to subserve all the interests of pae pafa in this 
country. Itis not a question as to abolishing the Signal Service. It 
is a question where we should put it; and if we conclude to establish 
a great executive department of agriculture we should give it this ap- 
purtenance of the Weather Bureau which belongs to agriculture and 
not to military affairs. It seems to me in that single sentence is the 
whole argument, and certainly the one that will control my action. 

Mr. GEORGE. Ofcourse I do not know how to reply to the pecu- 
liar kind of argumentation of the Senator from Kansas rr. PLUMB], 
in which he undertakes to make me a worshiper of the Army and as 
going back on the agriculturists of the country and all that sort of 
thing. If it is any consolation to that Senator to believe that I am not 
devoted to the agricultural interests of the country, or that I have any 
special interest in the Army, be it so; but I do not believe that I am 
acquainted with a single man who belongs to the Army, I can not 
call to mind a single officer of the Army with whom I am personally 
acquainted; but if it is any consolation to the Senator to entertain this 
opinion, he is welcome to it. 

I attempted to discharge my duty in the speech I made by showing, 
as I thought I showed and I believe I showed, thatas things were now 
and were likely to remain for some time, the agriculturists of this coun- 
try would get more benefit from the Weather Bureau, conducted as it 
now is, than they would by breaking it up, getting new officers and a 
new personnel entirely and transferring it to another department. 

I endeavored to show—and that has not been contradicted by any- 
body—that the predictions as to the weather would not in one case th 
a hundred ever reach the farmers of this country before the prediction 
would either be verified or falsified. I did show that as to the com- 
merce of this country, as to the shipping in the large cities where 
these reports are published every morning in the daily papers, great 
benefits could arise. I did show, also, and there has been no contro- 
versy about that, thatas to all that anybody can claim to be the benefit 
which can be derived by the farmers of this country from weather re- 
ports, they already have them under the weekly bulletins of the Signal 
Service Office issued here. Gentlemen, instead of answering these plain 
points, get up and glorify the farmer, talk about the importance of 
agriculture and about the importance of everybody and everything be- 
ing subordinated to it. That is the answer they make to the plain 
statements I made, first, your predictions can not reach the farmers 
until it is too late, and, secondly, all the weather information that it 
is possible to give to them is given in an accurate form by the bulle- 
tins every week. 

Then, in addition, the Senator from Kansas seemed to make light of 
the idea that in time of we had any particular use for military 
signaling. That may be true. In time of peace we have very little 
use for the Army except as having a body of men and officers prepared 
to go into war, and prepared to act as a nucleus for the volunteer sol- 
diers of the country in making an army. Thatisaboutall. I thought 
it was the policy of this Government to not have a large standing Army 
—and I am opposed to that—but to have a sufficient body of men and 
officers trained in all the various departments of military knowledge 
so that if war should come there would be competent men and compe- 
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tent officers to do every single thing that is done in war. If that is 
not the policy of this country, we had better abolish the Army entirely 
and abolish West Point. 

The Senator says that Army signaling is taught at West Point. I 
answer that by saying that may be so, and yet like all theoretic knowl- 
edge it amounts to very little unless put in practice. The report of 
General Greely, from which I read, shows that the present state of 
Army signaling amongst those who have not been specially trained is 
very inefficient. - 

Mr. President, this is a plain business proposition. Here is a bureau, 
as I understand, first in importance and in usefulness in the whole 
world, that has grown up in the Army, under Army officers, to its pres- 
ent usefulness. The Senator from Kansas sneers and makes fun of some 
bulletins they have issued. I can not reply to anything of that sort. 
We do know that as to 80 per cent, of the predictions—and it has gone 
as high as 89 and it fell off when we made changes in the offtcers under 
the legislation of Congress—that as to 80 per cent. of the predictions 
made by this bureau as to the weather, there has been a verification. 
That is what the report says. The Senator shakes his head. If he 
knows more about it than General Greely he has a right to give his 
information on that subject. 

Mr. PLUMB. Will theSenator permit me a suggestion? Isuggest 
that the great storm of last winter, the greatest storm probably this 
country has ever known, was as totally unknown to any official of the 
Signal Service as to any citizen on the streets. There was no premo- 
nition of it furnished by that bureau. 

Mr. GEORGE. Thatmaybeanexceptionalcase. The reports show, 
and I hold the report of General Greely in my band, that over 80 per 
cent. of the predictions made by that bureau are verified. 

Then you seek to destroy this. Youstartoutcrudely. Noman can 
take the fifth section of this bill and say who shall go in the Agricult- 
ural Department and who shall remain. Noone can do that. You 
make your change suddenly. You makeit without due reflection; you 
make it without due preparation. You discharge the best and most 
experienced men you have, and Ishowed that wherever you discharged 
the experienced men then right off that discharge was indicated by a 
failure in a larger percentage of the verifications of the predictions. 

‘The Senator assails the engineers of the Army. I do not know how 
competent theyare. I only know that we have appropriated this year 
about $22,000,000 to be spent solely under their direction. If they 
are incompetent, the Senator from Kansas and other Senators who be- 
lieve they are incompetent ought to suggest a better means of spend- 
ing that money, ought to suggest a better personnel to superintend 
these immense works for which we pay these large sums of money. 

Mr. President, I do not join in any idolatry of the Army, nor do I 
join in any depreciation of the Army. They are our Army; the offi- 
cers are educated at our expense; and in times of I think it is 
fair to them, fair to the country, fair to the tax-payers of this country 
je Dregs should perform such civil duties as they are specially quali- 

or. 

Mr. BUTLER. I think, Mr. President, in order to have a just con- 
ception and comprehension of what we are proposing to do it would be 
as well to see what is proposed in the fifth section of the bill as it came 
from the House of Representatives. 

The intimation has been made by the Senator from Mississippi, and 
others who agree with him in this matter, that there is some intention 
to destroy the Signal Service Bureau of the Army. I see nothing of 
that kind in this bill, On the contrary, it says distinctly: 

Sec. 5. That the weather service of the United States Signal Service Bureau 
is hereby transferred to the Department of culture, to take effect July 1, 
1888, and shall consist of one chief and such subordinate officers and employés 
as may be necessary to efficlently manage said bureau. Until otherwise pro- 
vided by law, the present organization of the subordinate force of said bureau, 
including the second lieutenants now in service, shall continue as at present: 
Provided, That nothing in this act shall be construed as altering or affecting in 
any iy, Board present status in the Army ofthe commissioned officers of the 
Signal Corps. The chief of said bureau shall receive an annual compensation 
of $4,500, and be appointed by the President, by and with the advice and con- 
sent of the Senate: Provided, That the Chief Signal Officer of the Army, in ad- 
dition to his strictly military duties, may be assigned to the charge of the 
Weather Bureau untila chief shall be appointed by the President and confirmed 
by the Senate. 

In the second paragraph of that section it is said: 


The Secretary of War is authorized and directed, within thirty days after the 
passage of this act, to appoint a board of three a officers, of which the Chief 
Signal Officer shall be a member, The duty of said board shall be to make an 
inventory of all property now in the control and possession of the Signal Serv- 
ice Bureau, and shall separate and turn over to the De; ent of ture 
such portions of the property as the said board may determine to be suitable 
for the work of the Siga Service Weather Bureau. The remainder ofthe prop- 
erty shall remain in control of the Secretary of War. 


I do not see anything in that which proposes to destroy the Signal 
Service Bureau of the Army. On the contrary it remains practically 
intact, and as has been so properly said by the Senator from Kansas, 
there is now very little for the Signal Bureau of the Army todo. In 
time of war it becomes a very important service, but even that service 
has been largely superseded by the military telegraph, even on the 
field of battle; and whilst it is true that Army officers are taught mili- 
tary signaling at West Point, and perhaps when a) ted from civil 
life they are taught it, that is purely and simplya military duty; Army 


officers are supposed tobe informed instrictly military duties and noth- 
ing else. True, the engineers discharge certain civil duties in their sur- 
veys and management of the rivers and harbors, but that is merely an 
incident of their education. 

It is no reflection upon the officers of the Army to say that these 
bulletins and communications are imperfect, incorrect. The predic- 
tions made are largely guess-work. But I understand the proposition 
in this bill is to make it strictly and essentially a scientific bureau, and 
that some scientific man shall be put at the head of it as is to-day at 
the head of the Geological Survey, of the Smithsonian Institution, of 
the Coast and Geodetic Survey, and of the other scientific bureaus of 
the Government. It does notinvolve merely the knowledge of trans- 
mitting signals from one hill top to another, but involves the study of 
the currents of the wind, of the atmosphere, meteorological studies, 
which require sometimes a very high order of scientific attainment. 
It is no reflection upon the Army officers that they are not informed 
upon those subjects; and the statement of the Senator from Missis- 
sippi himself as to the manner of getting these bulletins before the 
public is a quite sufficient argument to my mind why Army officers, 
who are simply taught military duties, are disqualified for this busi- 
ness. 

If a man is stationed at a certain point and he communicates to an- 
other that the wind is in a certain direction, the atmosphere of such a 
state and character, that is communicated to the headquarters at Wash- 
ington; and then the indicator, as the Senator from Mississippi calls him, 
takes charge of it, and from the variety of reports that come in the in- 
dicator strikes a general average and issues his bulletin. Necessarily 
such bulletins are incorrect; they are bound to be incorrect, and the 
more incorrect as the man is less informed scientifically on the subject 
with which he deals. 

If I had the selection of the chief of that bureau I should try to get 
the services of the most accomplished scientific man in this country; 
but it is not to be supposed that an Army officer, simply because he 
has been in the Signal Service of the Army, which is merely a tech- 
nical duty, is necessarily informed as to these subjects which he has ta 
treat of and deal with. So I can not see with the light before me 
where there is to be any injustice whatever to the Army officers by this 
proposed change. 

I repeat, Mr. President, we had better go back to the text of the 
bill and see what that means, and it will be found to mean nothing 
whatever on earth except the transfer of the weather service of the 
Signal Bureau of the Army tò the Agricultural Department that we 
are about to organize. It provides for the transfer of the subordinate 
force of the bureau and only the subordinate force. There is no prop- 
osition in this bill to interfere with the Signal Service of the Army. 
That will go on—whatever is left of it—just as if this bill had not 
passed, and possibly General Greely will be retained at the head or 
it with such subordinate officers as may be necessary to give it efi- 
ciency; and those subordinate officers may as well be selected from the 
Army as anywhere else, because it does not require a high order of in- 
telligence simply to transmit signals for the use of the Army, and in 
time of peace there is very little need for them. 

So I repeat again that I can not for the life of me discover that there 
are the difficulties which the Senator from Mississippi has pointed out. 
The argument he makes is a very good one for the purpose for which 
he made it, but for the purposes of this bill it seems to me to have no 
possible application. No injury can result to anybody in the Army or 
outof it by the transfer, and great benefit, inmy judgment, will be con- 
ferred upon the agricultural interests and upon the commercial inter- 
ests our people. 

I am very frank to say that I think the benefit of the present 
weather bulletins to the crops is very much exaggerated, for I do not 
believe crops grow any better or grow any worse than they did before 
we had this weather service, and I doubt very much if the farmers 
would get along any better if they had the reports every morning of 
what the weather was going to be the next morning. But still, like 
a , many other things which have grown up in this Government, 
it 
partment itself, which originated about the year 1845 on an appropria- 
tion bill with an appropriation of $4,500. It has grown and grown, 
and is about to become an executive department of the Government. 
So does every other bureau of the Government spring up in the same 
way. ; 

I think, perhaps, the importance and value of the Signal Service 
Bureau is exaggerated, but still, whatever of value there is in it my 
disposition is to put that bureau where it can render the most efficient 
service for the benefit of the country and for the benefit of science, and 
I believe it can be better done in the Agricultural Department than in 
the Army, in the very nature of things. It is no reflection upon the 
Army or upon the Army officers when I say that. Ido not intend to 
make any such reflection. I have no doubt they have done the best 
they could. Very few of these lieutepants are scientific men. They 
simply learn military duties in the course of their education; they 
learn what is called military signaling, and that can be done by men 
without a very high order of intelligence. 

Mr. DAWES. The entire argument for the immediate transfer of 


> 


got to be rather a stupendous affair, like the Agricultural De- ` 
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the Signal Service or Weather Bureau to the Agricultural Department 
at this time proceeds upon the idea that it is exclusively for the use of 
the agricultural interests of this country. If Congress is prepared by 
law to put that limitation upon the burean, this is the way to do it. 
That is the idea of the letters of the two presidents of agricultural col- 
leges which have been read here to-day. That is the idea of every 


communication which I have seen that has been made upon the sub-_ 


ject. It is the idea that this Weather Bureau is exclusively for the use 

of the agriculturists of the country; and it is proposed now, when this 
department is created, to incorporate it into the active legislation of 
the country, and to appropriate it to that use. An appropriation of it 
to that use extinguishes any effort through this bureau to utilize science 
for the commercial interests of the country. ; 

Mr. HARRIS. Will the Senator from Massachusetts allow me to 
ask him if the Weather Bureau shall be as well conducted under the 
control of the Agricultural Department as under any other Department, 
is there any reason why commerce may not reap all the advantages 
from the reports of that bureau that it can while it is under the War 
Department? 

Mr. DAWES, Ifthe Agricultural Department shall conceive it to 
be a part of its duty not only to take in the breadth of the agriculture 
of this country and all that pertains to it, but also all that pertains to 
commerce, all that pertains to the interchange of business among the 
States, and all the other elements of public affairs as well, that may 
be true. 

Mr. BUTLER. Why should it not? 

Mr. DAWES. It may be that it should; I am not arguing the ques- 
tion whether it may not be proper for us to create a department and 
call it the Department of Agriculture, that shall take in and swallow 
upall other departments and all other features of administrative policy 
in this Government. Iam not arguing that question. Upon the as- 
sumption of the Senator from South Carolina, why not? It is the most 
natural thing in the world to take this bureau with all other bureaus 
and gather them in this Agricultural Department. 

I protest as one member of the Senate against putting any such limit- 
ation upon this bureau, I protest against putting it where it will be 
assumed by those in charge of it that that is the purpose of Congress 
by this legislation. I have a higher idea of the possibility and the 
comprehension of this bureau. I do not know any interest in this 
country, any pursuit in all the business affairs of this country, that 
does not come properly under the effects and benefits of the proper ad- 
ministration of this bureau. I would do everything in the adminis- 
tration of it that would contribute to its efliciency and its breadth and 
its development, in the appointment of the proper officer at the head 
of it, in furnishing him with everything that can make of that bureau 
the marvelous results that have grown out of the small beginning, not 
larger than a man’s hand. 

This proposin is belittling the bureau; and while I say it is be- 
littling it, I do not mean to belittle the great agricultural interests of 
this country or to belittle in any sense the beneticial effects of this bu- 
reau upon the aenn interests of the country. But the agricult- 
ural interests of this country have no right to appropriate it. They 
have no right to take it as their special bureau, and they have no right 
to put it where its efforts to benefit commerce and to benefit all other 
transactions of business affairs shall be crippled in the least. 

When this bureau shall be taken from the War Department, as it 
must be, and as it ought to be, early, I want to have it put in such 
charge, on such a foundation, under such men—whether they be in the 
Agricultural Department, or in the Interior Department, or in the 
Treasury Department, or in a new department—put upon such a basis 
and in such a charge as will comprehend in its administration all that 
it is possible to accomplish by means of science and scientific men. 
But to undertake in the creation of a new Agricultural Department to 
pack into its administration this bureau is equivalent to saying that 
the bureau shall hereafter be simply an adjunctand an auxiliary to the 
Agricultural Department and its interests. 

As one who has some regard and some affection for this bureau, I de- 
sire to see it lifted above all such application of it to any narrow and 
circumscribed interest, and that iswhy I want this question postponed 
to that time, and that time only, to be taken from the War Depart- 
ment, when it can be put upon the broadest and strongest and most 
efficient foundation possible that legislation can make for it. 

Mr. DAVIS. It seems apparent that the pending matter can not be 
concluded to-day. I ask unanimous consent that it be informally laid 
aside, and that the Senate proceed to the consideration of such private 
pension bills on the Calendar as ure unobjected to. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I hope that thé Senator will defer that until to- 
morrow. It is now 5 o’clock, and nearly dark. 

Mr. DAVIS. I have been waiting nearly a week to get this.oppor- 
tunity. I do not feel like withdrawing the application. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I move that the Senate adjourn. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Before submitting that motion, the 
Chair will lay before the Senate sundry bills from the House of Repre- 
sentatives, 

QOUSE BILLS REFERRED. 
The following bills, received from the House of Representatives, were 


s 


severally read twice by their titles, and referred to the Committee on 
Pensions: 

A bill tr R. 206) granting a pension to William H. Starr; 

A bill (H. R. 968) granting a pension to H. S. Sayre; 

z A bill (H. R. 2061) granting an increase of pension to Francis De 
Freitas; 

A bill (H. R. 5740) granting a pension to Anson Ward; . 

A bill (H. R. 5985) to increase the pensions of Mrs. Mary Ann Cross, 
Mrs. Minnie L. Gardener, and Mrs. Lilla May Pavy, to $30 per month; 

A bill (H. R. 7305) granting a pension to Aaron R. Gilkison; 

A bill (H. R. 8613) granting a pension to Ann Bryan; 

A bill (H. R. 9310) granting a pension to Capt. William J. Duley; 
A bill (H. R. 9371) granting a pension to Betsey Williams, widow 
of William R. Williams, private Company C, Eighth Regiment Michi- 
gan Volunteers; 

A bill (H. R. 9385) for the relief of Christian Kunzie; 

A bill (H. R. 9663) granting a pension to Jesse Spencer; 

A bill (H. R. 9784) granting a pension to Anna Boppell; 

A bill (H. R. 10274) granting a pension to Joseph W. Filler; 
A bill t R. 10433) for the relief of Leaman L. Bowers; 
A bill 10488) granting a pension to Myra Sinclair; 
( E granting a pension to Mary Jane Jelly; 
( 10881) granting a pension to Nancy J. Cotner; 
A bill (H. R. 10908) granting a pension to Mrs. Almira J. Towner; 
A bill (H. R. 10911) granting a pension to Ira E. Baldwin; 
A bill ir R. 11832) granting a pension to Fredericka Liesegang; 
A bill (H. R. 11332) granting a pension to Eliza S. Glass; and 

A bill (H. R. 11362) for the relief of William R. Rodgers. 

The following bills were severally read twice by their titles, and re- 
ferred to the Committee on Claims: 

A bill (H. R. 2059) for the relief of S. E. Scarborough; 

A bill (H. R. 3469) providing for the payment of $450 to pay W. S. 
Brantly, executor of J. H. Brantly, for damages to property by United 
States troops in 1865; 

A. bill (H. R. 4554) for the relief of the heirs of Preston Beck, jr.; 

A bill (H. R. 5426) for the relief of St. Joseph Commercial College, 
of St. Joseph, Mo. ; 

A bill (H. R. 6404) forthe reliefof Charles F. Swain, master of bark 
Philena; à 

A bill (H. R. 7799) for the relief of the Albemarle and Chesapeake 
Canal Company; 

bill (H. R. 8276) for the relief of the estate of Benjamin F. Rich- 
ardson; 

A bill (H. R. 8356) to confer jurisdiction upon the Court-of Claims 
to hear and determine the claim of David Ryan against the United 
States; and 

A bill (H. R. 8979) for the relief of Mrs. Sallie H. Carrow, execu- 
trit of Samuel T. Carrow, deceased. 

The following bills were read twice by their titles and referred to 
the Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads: 

A bill (H. R. 2557) for the relief of W. W. Welch; and 

A bill (H. R. 8469) for the relief of Michael Pigott. 

The following bills were severally read twice by their titles, and re- 
ferred to the Committee on Military Affairs: 

A bill (H. R. 3494) for the relief of John F. Alsup; and 

A bill (H. R. 10633) for the relief of Dr. John B. Read. 

The following bills were severally read twice by their titles, and re- 
ferred to the Committee on Indian Affairs: 

A bill (H. R. 766) for the relief of H. L. Newman; and 

A bill (H. R. 7924) for the relief of A. J. McCreary, administrator of 
the estate of J. M. Hiatt, deceased, and for other purposes. 

H. R. BLAKISTON, 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate the amendments 
of the Hóuse of Representatives to the bill (S. 1988) granting a pen- 
sion to H. R. Blackiston. 

The amendments of the House of Representatives were, in line 3, to 
strike out “H. R, Blackiston’’ and insert ‘‘ Henry R. Blakiston,” and 
to amend the title so as to read: ‘An act granting a pension to Henry 
R. Blakiston.’’ 

Mr. DAVIS. I move that the Senate concur in the amendments. 

The amendments were concurred in. 

INDEMNITY TO CHINESE SUBJECTS—TREATY WITH CHINA, 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill (S. 3532) to appropriate 
money for the relief of certain Chinese subjects, introduced by the Sen- 
ator from Alabama [Mr. MorGan], having been twice read, at his re- 
quest, will be referred to the Committee on Foreign Relations, If there 
be no objection, the message of the President of the United States in 
response to the resolution of September 5 will also be referred to the 
same committee. 


H. 
H. R. 
A bill (H. R. 
A bill (H. R. 
R. 
R. 


MATHEW W. DERRYMAN. 
Mr. COCKRELL. Is there a billon the desk for the reliefof Mathew 
W. Berryman? 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill to which the Senator from 
Missouri calls the attention of the Chair, being the bill (H. R. 925) for 
the relief of Mathew W. Berryman, has passed both Houses and the 


1888. 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


8657 


enrolled bill has been signed by the presiding officers of both Houses. 
It is yet here, however. What action does the Senator from Missouri 
desire? 

Mr. COCKRELL. It has not passed beyond the time to move a re- 
consideration. The only question is as to what motion must precede 
in order to get the bill into the possession of the Senate. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill passed the Senate last Fri- 
day. The Senator can move to reconsider the vote by which the bill 
was passed after it shall have been brought into the custody of the 
Senate. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Ishallenterthatmotion. I move that the House 
of Representatives be requested to return the bill to the Senate. 

The motion was to. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I simply want to enter a motion to reconsider. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The motion will be entered. 

AMENDMENTS TO DEFICIENCY BILL. 

Mr. CALL submitted an amendment intended to be proposed by him 
to the general deficiency appropriation bill; which was referred to the 
Committee on Commerce, and ordered to be printed. 

He also submitted an amendment intended to be proposed by him to 
the general deficiency appropriation bill; which was referred to the 
Committee on Appropriations, and ordered to be printed. 

DEPARTMENT OF AGRICULTURE. 

Mr. PLUMB. Isuppose the bill which was last under consideration 
will come up as the unfinished business to-morrow at 2 o’clock. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It will be the unfinished business 
for to-morrow at 2 o'clock. 

Mr. PLUMB. I ask unanimous consent that it may come up im- 
mediately at the close of the formal morning business to-morrow. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 'TheSenator from Kansas asks unani- 
mous consent that the unfinished business may be taken up at the close 
of the routine morning business to-morrow. The Chair hears no ob- 
jection, and it is so ordered. 

CONSIDERATION OF PENSION BILLS. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I desire to suggest to the Senator from Minnesota 
[Mr. Davis] that it be the understanding that immediately after dis- 
posing of the Agricultural Department bill, which will come up after 
the morning business to-morrow, we take up the unobjected pension 
cases and dispose of them. ‘There is not time to dispose of them this 
evening. 

Mr. DAVIS. Ido not see why we can not as well put in an hour 
this evening on that portion of the Calendar. 

Mr. HARRIS. At this time of the evening we can not afford to stay 
here and consider them. The proposition of the Senator from Missouri 
only delays the Senator from Minnesota a day. 

Mr. DAVIS. I feel quite certain it will delay me more than that. 
However, I do not wish to be strenuous. I accept the proposition. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Then it is the understanding that 
after the conclusion of the Agricultural Department bill the Senate will 
proceed to the consideration of private pension bills on the Calendar 
favorably reported to which there is no objection. It is so ordered, if 
there be no objection. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I move that the Senate adjourn. 

The motion was agreed to; and (at 5 o’clock and 5 minutes p. m.) 
the opata adjourned until to-morrow, Tuesday, September 18, 1888, at 
12 o’clock m. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES, 
MONDAY, September 17, 1888, 


The House was called to order at 12 o’clock m. by Hon, JOHN B. 
CLARK, its Clerk. 


ELECTION OF SPEAKER PRO TEMPORE. 


The CLERK. The Clerk is in receipt of the following communica- 
tion from the Speaker of the House: 
SPEAKER'S Room, HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES, 
Washington, D. C., September 17, 1888. 
Hon, Joux B. CLARK, Clerk House of Representatives: 


DEAR Siz: I am compelled to be absent from the city until next Friday, and 
you will therefore please ask the House to elect a Speaker pro tempore. 


Yours, truly, 
J. G. CARLISLE, Speaker. 
Under the rules of the House, in the absence of the Speaker it is 
the duty of the Clerk to proceed to the election of a Speaker pro tem- 
pore to occupy the chair during the Speaker’s absence. Nominations 
are now in order. 
Mr. MCMILLIN. I submit the resolution I send to the desk. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Resolved, That Hon. SAMUEL S. Cox, a Representative from the State of New 
York, be, and he is hereby, elected Speaker pro tempore during the temporary 
absence of the Speaker. 

The resolution was unanimously agreed to, and Mr. Cox took the 
chair as Speaker pro tempore amidst loud applause. 

Prayer by Rev. J. H. CUTHBERT, D. D. 


XIX—542 


NOTIFICATION TO THE SENATE. 


Mr. McMILLIN submitted the following resolution; which was read, 
considered, and agreed to: 
That the Clerk be directed to notify the Senate that the House has 


elected Hon, SAMUEL S, Cox, a Representative from the State of New York, as 
Speaker pro tempore during the temporary absence of the Speaker. 


The Journal of Friday’s proceedings was read and approved. 
LEAVE OF ABSENCE. 


By unanimous consent, leave of absence was granted as follows: 

To Mr. COWLES, indefinitely, on account of sickness. 

To Mr. LATHAM, indefinitely, on account of sickness, 

To Mr. PENINGYON, for two days, on account of sickness in his 
family. 

To $r. Symes, for ten days, on account of ill health. 

To Mr. SIMMONS, indefinitely, on account of important business. 

To Mr. GROSVENOR, indefinitely, on account of important business. 

To Mr. WEBER, for two weeks, on account of important business. 

To Mr. MatsuH, for three days, on account of important business. 

To Mr. Dayipson, of Florida, an extension of leave for ten days, on 
account of important business. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. My colleague [Mr. GLAss] has been called 
home on account of important business and sickness in his family, and 
I ask that indefinite leave of absence be granted to him, 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 

LEAVE TO PRINT. 

By unanimous consent, leave was granted to Mr. STEWART, of Georgia, 
to publish certain remarks in the RECORD on the tariff. 

Mr. RYAN. ‘There is already a general order covering this request, 
I think. : 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair is so advised. 

ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. The regular order is the call of States 
and Territories for the introduction of bills, etc. 


BUSINESS FROM COMMITTEE EXPENDITURES TREASURY DEPARTMENT. 


Mr. WHEELER submitted the following resolution; which was read, 
and referred to the Committee on Rules: 

Whereas there are several important bills on the Calendar reported from tho 
Committee on Expenditures in the Treasury Department; and 

Whereas said committee have had no opportunity to consider but one bill dur- 
ing the present session: Therefore, 

solved, That two days of the present week be set apart for the considera- 

tion of bills reported from the Committee on Expenditures in the Treasury De- 
partment. 


WATER RENTS, WASHINGTON, D. C. 


Mr. ROWELL introduced a bill (H. R. 11442) to abolish rents for 
the use of Potomac water for domestic purposes in the District of Co- 
lumbia; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on the District ot Columbia, and ordered to be printed. 


PUBLIC BUILDING, BROOKLYN. e 


Mr. CHEADLE submitted the following resolution; which was read, 
and referred to the Committee on Expenditures on Public Buildings: 

Whereas it is reported in the public prints that the contract for the construc- 
tion of the Brooklyn Federal building was awarded, after advertisement, toone 
Gobel, of Chicago, at his bid of $623,000, and that said Gobel failed to comply 
with the terms of said contract, and thatthe Supervising Architect has forfeited 
his check for $1,000 deposited with his bid, and that the said official has since 
awarded the contract to Bernard Gallagher, of Brooklyn, at his bid of $860,000; 


and 

Whereas it was reported that said Gobel had undue advantages in the matter 
of information; that other contractors said that with these advantages they 
could have reduced their bids: Therefore, 

Beitresolved, That the Committee on Expenditures on Public Buildings be di- 
rected to inquire into all the facts of the case, and to report to the House 
whether the Sapanani Architect was derelict in his duty in failing to read- 
verlise for proposals, and in awarding the contract at a figure nearly a quarter 
of a million of dollars more than the lowest offer submitted at the letting. 


PAYMENT OF BOUNTY. 

Mr. CHEADLE also introduced a bill (H. R. 11443) authorizing the 
payment of bounty to regular soldiers who served in the war of the re- 
bellion and who were not paid any bounty; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to 
be printed. 

DEPOSIT OF PUBLIC MONEYS IN NATIONAL BANKS. 

Mr. WEAVER introduced a bill (H. R. 11444) to prohibit the de- 
posit of public moneys in national banks or other banks except in cer- 
tain cases; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on Banking and Currency, and ordered to be printed. 

SIOUX INDIAN TREATY. 

Mr. MORRILL submitted the following resolution; which was read, 

and referred to the Committee on Indian Affairs: 


Whereas the following statements in relation to the action of the Sioux In- 
dian Commission have ap: in several of the leading newspapers of the 
country, and contain grave charges of official misconduct on the part of said 


commission: 
(St. Louis Globe-Democrat, August 8.] 


“Two of the commissioners (Judge Wright, of Tennessee, and Rev. Mr. Cleve- 
land, of Dakota), have been inclined to a fair and decent policy, which, ifadopted, 
might have secured the consent of the Indians, but unfortunately the man 
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selected as chairman has attempted to pursue the same tactics with the warriors 
of the reservation that he employs in ruling a few weak-minded children at 
Carlisle, Pa. Fordaysit has been apparent that the Indians were esmence 
bitter in their opposition to the treaty daily, but not until to-day did Pratt real- 
ize the fact. Puffed up with his importance in the East, where he exhibited 
his Indian children and educates the whites to believe that he is the greatest 
*Indian controller in the country,’ he has been slow to believe that he knows 
absolutely nothing of the true Indian character. For the past week he has had 
control of the Associated Press wire and has been dictating so-called news which 
has been misleading and unfair to the press depending upon this service. 

“ At last the conference has been closed, not by the commissioners but by the 
Indians,and he can no longer blind the public with his silly reports of the great 
work which he is accomplishing. 

“Tne commissioners again warned the Indians of what would follow their 
refusal to sign, and informed them that unless they accepted this treaty their 
lands might be taken from them without giving them a cent for them, b t the 
i of the commissioners had no effect, and when John Grass and Mad 

ear replied, it was evident that the climax had been reached. When Grass 
closed his speech by calling upon the Indians to disperse and leave the agency, 
a grand break was and but for the action of Agent McLaughlin the com- 

ion would not have n given an opportunity to adjourn. As it was, the 
Indians remained long enough to hear that the conference would now be ad- 
iourned indefinitely; that the commission would leave for other agencies, and 
that after other tribes had taken action Standing Rock would again be vis- 


ited. 
[New York World.] 


‘ALLEGED LIES TO INDIANS—HARSH METHODS BEING USED, IT IS SAID, TO CO- 
ERCE THE SIOUX, 
WASHINGTON, September 7. 

“Dr. Bland, secretary of the Indian Defense Association, of this city, is in re- 
ceipt of information, as follows: 

“~The Sioux commission, now in the Sioux country, having failed to get the 
Indians to sign the agreement to surrender half their reservation, are now re- 
sorting to telling them that if they do not sign the agreement soldiers 
will be sent to drive them from their reservation to some other, and that in such 
a contingency t will lose their lands and get nothing.’ 

“Jt is also said the Indians charge that Captain Pratt, chairman of the com- 
mission, on their refusing to sign the agreement printed in black ink, presented 
another, printed in red, which they understand to mean war unless they attach 
their signatures, TheIndians say Pratt told them they would yet be compelled 
to sign the paper. This they say bows! f will never do, nor do they believe the 
Great Father at Washington i Sree Captain Pratt to force them to sign any 


paper against their will,” 
[Omaha Bee, August 7.] 


“ And now Judge Wright, of the commission, istelling them that if they refuse 
to sign this bill the troops will distribute them among other reservations, and 
they will lose their land without compensation, The commission has taken 
possession ofthe telegraph, and no dispatch can be sent without being inspected.” 


[New York Tribune.] 
t BULLDOZING THE INDIANS, 


“In ourreport of the Standing Rock conference of Saturday the following pas- 
sage occurs: ‘Judge Wright reminded them (the Sioux) of the white man and 
the Indian who went hunting and divided the game, the white man taking the 
turkey and giving the buzzard to the Indian. He imaa them to accept 
the treaty, so that they would not share the fate of their brother in the story,’ 
Commissioner Cleveland was even more ou ken: * Before closing he re- 
minded taat if they failed to accept this treaty they might be compelled to give 
up their lands without recompense.’ 

“The American people have, we trust,a conscience, and it oughtto be stirred 
by this amazing method of recommending the treaty to the Sioux. The line of 
argument employed a dary commissioners is d ing and humiliating tothe 
national honor in the degree. They say in effect: ‘We represent a great 
nation, but one whose honesty can not be depended upon. It is true that Con- 

has that this reservation shall not be opened unless the consent of 
Gresfourths of the Indians to whom it belongs is obtained. But youmust not 
rely upon that pledge being kept, On the contrary, we now tell you plain! 
that unless you accept the „even against your judgment, there is immi- 
nent dan; that the United States will steal your land without more ado.’ 

“Let it be understood plainly that this is practically what the United States 
commissioners have said to the Indians at Standing Rock. Let it be further 
understood that, howevershameful the position taken mustar r to all right- 
minded people, the commissioners have not been drawing wholly upon their 
imagination, have notinvented a danger which has no tangible existence, for 

years ago Congress showed its entire willingness to do precisely this out- 
rageous thing, to steal the half of the Sioux reservation bodly and without pre- 
tense of right; and but for the force of public opinion then ht to bear by 
Rights © seizure = have been ca: into effect 


ing to bulldoze the Indians; trying to intimidate them into consenting to the 
treaty; and what is worst of all, to do this by alleging the dishonesty and 
poche f of their own Government, The Sioux are p! ly told that they must 


plaine of payne fete ss EO 
payment for their . Sure 
eyn ard); exhibition these com: loners are aoe 
makingatStanding Rock, This is their idea of‘ as peep fe treaty,’ tothreaten 
the other party with high-handed confiscation of their landsif they refuse to sell 
; yi ol they believe them to be worth to a Government whose good 
faith they have already had a score of reasons for doubting. 
“We are compelled to what we have said before, thatthe most brutal 
Sis geese cancel N S ES 
at presen em co! not again y 
the immorality ant baseness of its Indian policy, the commissioners at Stand- 
ing Rock must be instructed to d their bulldozing tactics and to tell the 
Indians that they are free to decide the Se for themselves, In a word, 
the country must compel Congress to stand by its own laws, and the outrageous 
intimation that unless the Sioux d to threats they will be plundered in cold 
ae the people of the U; States must be repudiated and rebuked em- 
pha y. ` 


Th 

Be it resolved, That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, re- 
quested to inform this House whether there is any foundatton for these state- 
ments, and to take such steps as may in his judgment be proper to ascertain 
whether undue influence been used to secure thesignatures of any of the 


fore, 


THE FISHERIES. 


Mr. DINGLEY submitted the following resolution; which was read, 


and referred to the Committee on Foreign Affairs: 


‘Whereas the President, in a message laid before the House on the 23d of Au- 
aiee porn ke oe & grani o power adaislona te thas piven ty tos ees 

n: n po: or a t of power to that given e act 
of March 3, 1887, which provided that— 7 

“Whenever the President of the United Statesshall be satisfied that any Amer- 
ican fishing vessels or fishermen, having a permit under the laws of the United 
States to touch and trade at any port or place in the British dominions of North 
America, are or then lately have been denied the privilege of entering such port 
or place in the same manner and under the same regulations as may exist 
therein applicable to trading vessels of the most favored nation, * * * or 
shall be prevented from purchasing such su es as may be there lawfully sold 
to trading vessels of the most favored nation, * * * itshall be the duty of 
the President of the United States, in his discretion, by a to that 
effect, to deny vessels, their masters and crews, of the British dominions of 
North America any entrance into the waters, ports, and places of or within the 
United States, and also to deny entry into any port or place of the United States 
of fresh or salt fish or any other uct of said dominions; ” and 

Whereas the President in said message informed the House that American 
a = denied in Canadian ports rights and privileges to which they 
are entitled ; an 

Whereas the President in said message further informed the House that the 
treaty negotiated by him with Great Britain in February last secured to Amer- 
ican Fishin in ports, which rights were de- 
fined in rehase 


pro and supplies for a fishing voya, pment of catch bein: 
expressly p ta pak p 1 : Therefore, = 2 
‘Resolved. That the President be requested to inform the House— 


ing bait, provisions,or supplies for a deep-sea 
of ee to be sold in Canadian territ 
ment in 

1 of such privileges. 

Third. Whether any American fishing vessels authorized by our laws totouch 
and trade have been denied the exercise of either of said rights in Canadian 
ports. or have been required to pay a special license fee not exacted of other 
vessels for the exercise of such privileges; and, if so— 

Fourth. What have been taken by the President, pursuant to the act of 
March 3, 1887, to withdraw from Canadian fishing vessels in ports of the United 
States the privileges of purchasing bait, provisions, and supplies for a fishing 
voyage, denied to American fishing vessels in Canadian ports, or to withdraw 
from Canadian fishermen the privilege of their fish into the territory 
of the United States for sale in our markets on payment of duty or for shipment 
in bond to Canada, which privileges have been denied in Canada to fishermen 


of the United States, 
LABOR MEASURES. 


Mr. O'NEILL, of Missouri, offered the following resolution: 


Resolved, That Wednesday, September 26, 1888, immediately after the reading 
of the Journal, be set apart for the consideration of measures reported from the 
Committee on Labor, and if not completed by 5 o'clock of that day, their con- 
sideration to be continued at the evening , commencing at 8 o'clock. 

Mr. O’NEILL, of Missouri. I move that the resolution be referred 
to the Committee on Labor. 
er McMILLIN. That resolution would go to the Committee on 

es, z 
Vien O'NEILL, of Missouri. I move to refer it to the Committee on 
r. 

The question was put; and the Speaker pro tempore (Mr. Cox) an- 
nounced that the ‘‘ayes’’ seemed to have it. 

A division was demanded; and there were—ayes 45, noes 39. 

Mr. BLOUNT. I make the point of no quorum. 

The SPEAKER protempore. The Chair will appoint the gentleman 
from Tennessee [Mr. MCMILLIN] and the gentleman from Missouri 
[Mr. O’ NEILL] as tellers. 

The House divided; and the tellers reported—ayes 54, noes 37. 

Mr. BLOUNT. No quorum. 

Mr. FORNEY, I rise toa privileged question. I desire to call up 
the report of the committee of conference on the sundry civil appro- 
priation bill. 

LIBRARY BUILDING. 

Mr. KELLEY. I-would ask the gentleman from Alabama to allow 
me to submit a privileged resolution, which will not take any time. 

Mr. FORNEY. With the understanding that I retain the floor in 
the event that it provokes discussion I will yield to the gentleman for 
that purpose. 

Mr. O’NEILL, of Missouri. A vote is being taken, and the question 
of no quorum has been raised. Can any business be transacted, evena 
question of privilege, without a quorum? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. A question of privilege is always in 
order, even pending a motion to adjourn. Does the gentleman from 


Alabama yield to the gentleman from Pennsylvania? 

Mr. FORNEY. Yes, sir. 

Mr. KELLEY. The resolution I desire to offer is asking an exten- 
sion of the scope of the powers of the committee to investigate the 
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construction of the Library in connection with a charge againsta mem- | FORNEY] now resumes the floor, the Chair is bound to recognize him 


ber. It is to remove the restriction confining the inquiry to ımproper 
material, and asking that the committee may investigate whether un- 
due influence was used to affect the acceptance of any material, so as 
to give the inquiry the scope which was originally intended. 
Mr. SPRINGER and Mr. O'NEILL, of Missouri. Thatis all right. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


Whereas the House of Representatives on the 4th day of instant 
passed a resolution as follows: Resolved, That the special committee engaged in 
investigating the construction of the new Li ding be directed to in- 


suasion, intimidation, or other corrupt or impro; means, to uence or con- 
f -2 architect of said building, in the se- 


terest of any com 
House is in 
by persuasion, intimidation, or any undue or improper influence to direct or 


ing, in the selection or acceptance or in procuring to be selected or 
material to be used in said building or in the management, control, or construc- 
tion of said building. 

Resolved, That said committee be further directed to inquire whether any 
member of Congress has sought, directly or indirectly, to cause the removal of 
said Smithmeyer in any way or manner from his position as architect of the 
Library building, or tó deprive or take from him any of the powers and duties 

ining to his position as architect of said building, for the reason thatsaid 

ithmeyer has refi to act as requested by said member of Congress in and 

about using or procuring to be used material of any kind in the construction of 
said Library building. 

Mr. TAULBEE. Is that resolution subject to objection? 

Mr. KELLEY. It is a privileged question. 

Mr. TAULBEE. The question I addressed to the Chair is whether 


this is subject to objection. 
That point has not been made on it as 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. 
yet. 

Mr. TAULBEE. What I mean is whether this resolution is being 
introduced by unanimous consent. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. It is offered as a matter of privilege. 

Mr. TAULBEE. Is it a matter of privilege? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair has not decided that. 

Mr. KELLEY. It pertains to the conduct of a member of the House 
and the integrity of the proceedings of the House, and is therefore 
clearly a privileged question. 

Mr. BLOUNT. Ifthe gentleman from Pennsylvania will allow me, 
I will state that the § 
that it was a matter of privilege. 


not present when the decision was made. As the Speaker has already 
ruled on the matter the Chair will hold it a privileged question. 

Mr. MORGAN. Mr. Speaker, the House, as I understood, was tak- 
ing a vote. The inquiry I would make is whether this is in order. 
The gentleman who is affected by this resolution [Mr. STAHLNECKER] 
is not present, and I think he should be when the resolution is under 
consideration. I simply ask whether the resolution is in order. 

Mr. KELLEY. The Speaker, Mr. CARLISLE, a few days ago ruled 
that it was a privileged question. First, when on Monday, under a 
call of the States and Territories I submitted it, he decided that it was 
a privileged question, and could be brought up at any time. On the 
next day he me to submit it as a privil question, and it 
"a acted upon; so that it has been twice held to be a privileged ques- 

D. 
$ Ste SPEAKER pro tempore. It is open for both amendment and 

ebate, 

Mr. TAULBEE. I desire to offer an amendment. 

Mr. MORGAN. Mr. Speaker, I would like to have a ruling on the 
point I have raised, that the House being now dividing, this matter is 
not in order. e 

Mr. KELLEY. Having submitted a privileged question, I do not 
yield for an amendment. I call the previous question. 

Mr. TAULBEE. I believe I have the floor. 

Mr. KELLEY. No; I have not yielded the floor. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair will state the situation. 
The gentleman from Alabama [Mr. FORNEY] had the right, as a mat- 
ter of privilege, to call up the conference report. He did so, and then 


yielded to the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. KELLEY] for a 
short time, as he said. 


Mr. FORNEY. Yes, sir; with- the understanding that this matter 
would take bnt a very short time. . 


If the gentlemen from Alabama [Mr. 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. 


for that purpose. 

Mr. FORNEY. Ido resume the floor. 

Mr. KELLEY. Then I withdraw the resolution. 

Mr. TAULBEE. So far as I am concerned, I have no desire what- 
ever to debate the resolution, but I desire to offer an amendment which 
I am willing shall be considered with the resolution without debate. 

Mr. KE Y. I will withdraw the resolution. 

Mr. HEARD. I hope the gentleman will not do that. 

Mr. TAULBEE. I hope the gentleman will not withdraw it. Isee 
no disposition to delay its consideration at all. Isimply desire to offer 
an amendment. 

Mr. KELLEY. Ifthe gentleman from Alabama [Mr. FORNEY ] will 
give me an opportunity to hear the gentleman from Kentucky state his 
amendment, I may be willing to adopt it. 

Mr. FORNEY. Iyield for that purpose. 

Mr. TAULBEE. Mr. Speaker, as I was proceeding to state to the 
gentleman from Pennsylvania, I have no disposition to delay the con- 
sideration of his resolution or to discuss the resolution. Isimply wish 
to offer an amendment and then let the House vote on the amendment 
and the resolution without any discussion whatever. 

Mr. KELLEY. I will hear the amendment of the gentleman before 
yielding the floor. 

Mr. TAULBEE. The amendment which I wish to offer will come 
in just after that point in the resolution where the committeeis directed 
to inquire whether or not the influence of any member of this House 
has been brought to bear for the removal of the architect from the posi- 
tion which he holds, and the amendment will be to the effect that the 
committee shall also be authorized and directed to investigate as to 
whether or notany member has used his influence to retain the architect 
in the position which he holds. 

Mr. KELLEY. My proposition is to inquire whether any member 
has used his influence in the manner stated in the resolution because 
the architect would not yield to his solicitations. I decline to accept 
the amendment. 2 

Mr. TAULBEE. Then, if the gentleman please, let the resolution 
further recite that the committee shall investigate as to whether or not 
the influence used to retain Mr. Smithmeyer in his present position 
was so used by reason of his doing or trying to do what the members 
wanted him todo. Let the resolution cut both ways and let us have 
the whole thing opened up. 

Mr. KELLEY. Let the gentleman introduce a resolution at his 
own time to that effect. I have no objection to that inquiry. 

Mr. TAULBEE. I am not given to introducing resolutions; but 
why will not the gentleman accept the amendment? 

Mr. KELLEY. Ihave no objection to the inquiry, but I do not 
want this amendment interpolated in my resolution. 

Mr. TAULBEE. Let it come in as my amendment, and then the 
gentleman will have no responsibility for it. 

Mr. KELLEY. I demand the previous question on the resolution. 

Mr. TAULBEE. Mr. Speaker, I would like to have the resolution 
in my possession long enough to indicate the point where my amend- 
ment would come in. 

Mr. KELLEY. I decline to accept the amendment. 

Mr. TAULBEE. I offer it as a matter of parliamentary right. 

Mr. FORNEY. Asthe gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. KELLEY] 
declines to accept the amendment, I now call up the conference report. 

Mr. TAULBEE. Pending that, I ask unanimous consent that the 
resolution of the gentleman from Pennsylvania be printed in the REC- 
ORD, so that we may all understand what it is when it comes up again. 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 

Mr. BLOUNT. Iappeal to the gentleman from Alabama [Mr, FOR- 
NEY] not to urge the conference report in the presence of the proposi- 
tion of the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. KELLEY] to investigate 
the conduct of amember of this House. I think we owe it to ourselves, 
I think we owe it to the gentleman whose character is involved, that 
we shall proceed to consider this resolution with the dignity, the seri- 
ousness, and the promptness to which the matter is entitled. I hope 
the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. KELLEY] will proceed, and 
that the gentleman from Alabama [Mr. ForsEy] will co-operate with 


Mr. FORNEY. I was perfectly willing that the gentleman from 
Pennsylvania [Mr. KELLEY | should offer his resolution, and also that 
the gentleman from Kentucky [Mr. TAULBEE] should offer his amend- - 
ment; but it seems they can not agree, and the only way I could see 
out of the difficulty was to call up the conference report. However, if 
it is the desire of the House to proceed with this matter, I will with- 
hold the motion to call up the report for the present. 

Mr. KELLEY. If the gentleman from Kentucky will make his 
amendment to this effect: ‘‘ Directing the committee to inquire whether 
any member of this House has used improper or corrupt influence to 
induce the retention of the architect,’ so as to make the inquiry corre- 
spond to what I propose on the other side, I will accept it. 

Mr. HEARD. That is what the gentleman proposes. 

Mr. TAULBEE. That is ali I have proposed—to insert after the 
phrase ‘‘after his removal” the phrase ‘‘or his retention.” — 


8660 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


SEPTEMBER 17, 


Mr. O'NEILL, of Missouri. I rise toa point of order. I want to 
ask whether this business can interrupt the call of States for the in- 
troduction of bills. I have always understood that that order, when 
commenced, must be gone through with. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The question now before the House is 
a question of privilege, and can interrupt the call of States. 

Mr. O’NEILL, of Missouri. That is all I desired to know. 

Mr. HEARD. I wish to ask the gentleman from Pennsylvania a 
question with regard to the scope of his resolution. As I understand, 
it goes to the extent of directing an inquiry whether any member of 
Congress has used his influence, etc., to procure the use of improper or 
inferior materials. 

Mr. KELLEY. That was the original resolution. 

Mr. HEARD. Very good. Now, what I want to know is this: I 
see it stated that Mr. Smithmeyer claims that some inferior material 
has been used, contrary to his assent. Now, I regard this question 
whether or not in the foundation of this building improper material 
has been used as more important, perhaps, to the country at large than 
the question which is immediately under inquiry. I should like to 
have the investigation broad enough to ascertain whether by the influ- 
ence of any member of Congress or otherwise inferior material has been 
used, such as may make that foundation unfit for the purpose for which 
it was intended. 

Mr. KELLEY. 
resolution. 

Mr. HEARD. That is satisfactory. 

Mr. HERBERT. I have just come into the Hall; and I wish to ask 
the gentleman from Pennsylvania whether it is likely that the broaden- 
ing of the scope of this inquiry as indicated may result in preventing 
a report this session. 

Mr KELLEY. From my knowledge of the case, I have no idca 
that it will. . 

Mr. HERBERT. It is very important in a matter of this kind, af- 
fecting the character of a member of the House, that a report should 
be made promptly. : 

Mr. KELLEY. I have not the remotest idea that this session can 
come to an end before the presentation of the report of this committee. 

Mr. HERBERT. If there is anythingin this proposed enlargement 
of the inquiry which may prevent a report before the adjournment of 
Congress, I think we ought to pause and consider before adopting any 
such proposition. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Iask the gentleman from Pennsylvania to accept 
as an addition to his resolution the clause which I ask the Clerk to 


That question is distinctly covered by the original 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Illinois asks con- 
sent to have an amendment read. 

Mr. KELLEY. I yield for the reading. 

The Clerk read es follows: 

And that said committee be instructed to report the evidence to the House, 
together with their recommendation thereon, within one week from this time. 

Mr. KELLEY. That can not be done, for the reason that one or 
two witnesses are absent, but have promised to be here during next 
week. The Speaker of the House has expressed a desire to the com- 
mittee to be heard, and has announced—— 

Mr. SPRINGER. ‘The Speaker will be here on Friday. 

Mr. KELLEY. That he can not be here until Friday. I hope that 
Senator VOORHEES, whose testimony is desired, will also be here on 
Friday. I hope that Mr. George B. Williams, of Indiana, will be here 
before Friday. If these gentlemen should attend as expected, I can 
see no reason—— 

Mr.SPRINGER. We must fix atime within which this report shall 
be made. 

Mr. BLOUNT. I ask the gentleman from Pennsylvania to yield 
to me. 

Mr. SPRINGER. This investigation, in justice to Mr. STAHL- 
NECKER, ought not to be continued beyond the present session of Con- 

The facts to be brought out should be laid before the country 
Katore we adjourn. This is due to Mr. STAHLNECKER. He may bea 
candidate for re-election; and to have this matter pending and under 
investigation until the election would be a manifest injustice to him. 
Al I desire is that there shall be a report upon this matter before Con- 
gress adjourns, so that he may have an opportunity to go before his 
constituents with all the facts in their possession. 

Mr. KELLEY. Iam very anxious to bring about that result. 

Mr. HERBERT. Let me ask the gentleman from Pennsylvania an- 
other question. Will the present proposition require the introduction 
of any more witnesses who areabsent? Is itcontemplated to bring in 
additional witnesses who are now absent? 

Mr. KELLEY. None that I know of that have not been intimated, 
if not actually named, to the committee. I know of no other cause of 
delay than securing the attendance of the two witnesses I have named, 
unless it be that we would gladly have the testimony of Judge Lamar, 
who was Secretary of the Interior and ex officio chairman of the com- 
mission. But we will make no delay on that account. 

Mr. MORGAN, I understand he is here now. 


Mr. KELLEY. We have taken all proper steps to secure the attend- 
ance of Senator VOORHEES and Mr. Williams. 


Mr. SPRINGER. Iwill modify my amendment so as to provide that 
the committee shall report during this session, but not later than ten 
days hence. 

Mr. KELLEY. Two weeks. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Well, not later than two weeks. If a report be 
made this session, that is all I desire. Let the language be inserted, 
“ but not later than two weeks from this time.’’ 

Mr. KELLEY. Allright. 3 

Mr. TAULBEE. I desire now to offer my amendment. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore, Does the gentleman from Pennsy]r 
vania yield? 

Mr. KELLEY. I yield to hear it read. 

Mr. TAULBEE. Now, Mr. Speaker, I offer this amendment, 

Mr. KELLEY. I do not yield except to have it read. 

Mr. SPRINGER. The suggestion I have made is accepted as a part 
of your proposition? 

Mr. KELLEY. Yes. 

Mr. TAULBEE. Now, let this go in also. 

Mr. KELLEY. I will hear it. 

Mr. TAULBEE,: The first words to be inserted in the resolution 
occur in the fifth line, where the words ‘‘removed from” are used, im- 
mediately after ‘‘or retention in.” 

Mr. BLOUNT. What is the effect of it? 

Mr. TAULBEE. The effect would be to ascertain whether improper 
influences were used to retain Mr. Smithmeyer in his position, as well 
as improper influences to remove him. The resolution of the gentle- 
man from Pennsylvania was to inquire if improper influences had been 
used to induce his removal. My amendment seeks to ascertain whether 
improper influences were used for his retention. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Clerk will read the amendment 
proposed by the gentleman from Kentucky. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

In the first line on the third 
moval ”— 

Mr. KELLEY. I demand the previous question. 

Mr. TAULBEE. Is the gentleman not willing to have this amend- 
ment-read for information ? 

Mr. KELLEY. I yielded for the purpose. 

Mr. TAULBEE. The Clerk is just about reading it. 

Mr. KELLEY. Very well. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

After the word “removal,” in the first line of the third page of the resolution, 
insert: “and whetherany member of the House has or is now using his position 
to retain Mr. Smithmeyer in his position, or to divert attention from the investi- 

tion now proposed, in which the said Smithmeyer is involved, or to intimi- 

ate the committee or sny member of it now engaged in the investigation of 
the construction of the Library building.” 

Mr. KELLEY. Theterms ‘‘improperor corrupt” are omitted there. 

Mr. TAULBEE. Iam willing to insert the words ‘improper or cor- 
rupt. ” 

Mr. KELLEY. Insert them; and I want to hear from my friend 
from Georgia, to whom I have twice yielded the floor. 

Mr. BLOUNT. Ihope my friend from Pennsylvania will not consent 
to the previous question operating on the amendment. The House has 
begun an investigation in relation to one particular matter, to wit, al- 
leged improper influences on the part of a member of this House in regard 
tocertain contracts. That is a distinct and unequivocal charge. An in- 
vestigation is going on, and it is important that it should be pressed 
promptly, and that we should have a report to the House without de- 


page of the resolution, after the word “re- 


y. 

This amendment contains an entirely different proposition, to wit, 
whether or not any member has improperly used or is using improper 
influences or corrupt influences to have Mr. Smithmeyer retained; and 
it savors very much, sir, of an attempt to impede the former investi- 
gation. The House can not afford to occupy that attitude. It looks 
very like two propositions contesting against each other at a time when 
the House should, as with one mind, proceed to investigate that which 
involves the question of its own honor and dignity. . 

It is perfectly competent for the House to charge another committee 
with the investigation of the question as to whether any member of 
the House, or any numberof members, have been using undue motives 
to, have Mr. Smithmeyer retained. If any member on this floor be- 
lieves that this has been done, Iam willing to unite with him, and I have 
no doubt the House will so feel, in having an investigation ordered of 
that matter. But, for one, I trust that this side of the House will give 
no semblance of partisan or personal feeling to this question, but will 
conduct itself in a manner calculated to command the confidence of the 
country in the purity of its motives and purposes; and I trust that this 
amendment will be voted down. The gentleman from Pennsylvania 
has taken the responsibility for the first investigation, and he shall not 
have from me, and I trust will not from this side of the House, the 
slightest discouragement in what he believes to be a public duty. 

Mr. TAULBEE. Mr. Speaker—— i 

Mr. KELLEY. I*believe I am entitled to the floor on my demand 
for the previous question. 
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Mr. TAULBEE. I think the gentleman has yielded to my amend- 
ment, although I believe I have the floor. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. ‘Thegentleman from Pennsylvania has 
not yielded the floor, as the Chair understands. 

Mr. KELLEY. As I said before, start an original investigation in 
the new line that you suggestand I will help you. 

I demand the previous question. 

Mr. TAULBEE, Mr. Speaker-—— 

Mr. BLOUNT. I demand the order. 

Mr. TAULBEE. I want to ask the gentleman from Pennsylvania 
if he desires, by demanding the previous question, to prevent the offer- 
ing of this amendment. 

. KELLEY. I calt for the previous question. 

Mr. TAULBEE. I wantito knowifthe gentleman feels himself justi- 
fied in demanding the previous question after having yielded to the gen- 
tleman from Georgia to discuss his side of the pending proposition, or 
that side in which he seems to concur? 

Mr. KELLEY. Regular order. 

Mr. MORGAN. I hope the gentleman from Pennsylvania will yield 
to me to explain a matter. I rose for the purpose of making a point of 
order, which may be improperly construed. Iam not o; to the 
resolution nor to this investigation, but I desire it to be as broad as 
possible. I felt that Mr. SrAHLNECKER, the person who is most inter- 
ested, ought to be present and have opportunity to present amend- 
ments, if he thought necessary. 7 

Mr. KELLEY. Regular order. 

Mr. ROGERS. I ask the gentleman to have inserted in his resolu- 
tion the words which I suggested, ‘‘ improperly or corruptly,’’ in con- 
nection with the removal of Mr. Smithmeyer. You haveit there sim- 

ly ‘‘ who sought to cause his removal.’’ 

Mr. KELLEY. The purpose is stated all through. 

Mr. ROGERS. But not there. 

The SPEAKER protempore. The Chair thought the gentleman ac- 
cepted that amendment to the resolution. 

Mr. TAULBEE. [I rise toa parliamentary inquiry. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. TAULBEE. It is this: I wish to inquire as to whether or not 
the first amendment which I suggested and read myself from the floor, 
as being inserted in the fifth line in the second paragraph of the reso- 
lution, was not that amendment accepted by the gentleman from Penn- 

lvania ? : 
pig KELLEY. No, Mr. Speaker; fearing that I am to be removed 
from the floor by a question of higher privilege, I ask that the matter 

as it is, and I for the previous question. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair understands the previous 
question affects the amendment of the gentleman from Kentucky. 

Mr. NELSON. The amendments were only read for information. 

Mr. TAULBEE. Now, I understood from the statement of the gen- 
tleman from Pennsylvania that my amendment, which was last read 
by the Clerk, was consented to. 

Mr. BLOUNT. I rise to a question of order. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr, TAULBEE. I am speaking to a point of order, and it pertains 
to the status of this resolution. My point of order is this: I want to 
know the effect of the previous question if ordered, and I want the 
House to understand before we order the previous question whether 
the resolution will include the amendment I had read. 

Mr. KELLEY. Not at all. 

Mr. TAULBEE. The amendment suggesting the insertion of ‘‘un- 
due and improperly’? before the word ‘‘influence,’’ in the resolution 
which the Clerk read. 

Mr. KELLEY. I accepted the amendment of the gentleman from 
Illinois [Mr. SPRINGER] to limit the time. Ļ did not accept the other 
amendments. 

Mr. BLOUNT. Regular order. 

Mr. TAULBEE. Is it in order to ask that the notes be read ? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. It is in order. 

Mr. TAULBEE. ‘Then I ask that the notes be read. 

Mr. KELLEY. I trust the Chair will endeavor to influence the 
gentleman from Alabama [Mr. FORNEY] not to take me off the floor. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The ir will refer to the notes. 
Does the gentleman from Pennsylvania insist that he did not yield the 
floor for the purpose of an amendment being offered? 

Mr. BLOUNT. Of course he did not. 

Mr. KELLEY. Of course I did not, and I so stated. 

Mr. ROGERS. Is it in order to ask that the second resolution be 
reported again? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The question is now on the point of 
order. After that the Chair will listen to the gentleman from Arkan- 


sas. 
The Clerk read from the Reporter’s notes, as follows: 


Mr. KELLEY. The terms “improper or corrupt” are omitted there. 

Mr. TAULBEE. I am willing to insert the words “improper or corrupt.” 

Mr. KELLEY. Insert them; and I want to hear from my friend from Georgia, 
to whom I have twice yielded the floor. 


Mr. ROGERS. Now, Mr. Speaker, I would like to have the second 
resolution reported again, 


The Clerk again read the second resolution. 

Mr. ROGERS. I want to call the attention of the gentleman from 
Pennsylvania to the fact that the words ‘‘ corrupt and improperly” are 
left out. 

Mr. HEARD. I hope the gentleman from Pennsylvania will accept 
the amendment and insert these words. , 

Mr. KELLEY. The very object is to show the impropriety; but I 
have no objection to say ‘‘ by improper or corrupt means.’’ 

Mr.TAULBEE. Let us have the whole thing open for amendment. 

Mr. KELLEY. No, you donot. I make that amendment myself, 
and continue the demand for the previous question. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. ‘The question now is on the demand 
for the previous question; and the amendments proposed by the gen- 
tleman from Kentucky are not before the House, the gentleman from 
Pennsylvania not having yielded for that purpose. 

Mr.TAULBEE. Idesire toinquire as to whether or not my amend- 
ment will be in order and whether I will be entitled to recognition if 
the previous question is refused? , 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair will recognize the gentle- 
man from Kentucky if the previous question is not sustained on the 
resolution as amended. 

The question was put; and the Speaker pro tempore announced that 
the “‘ ayes” seemed to have it. 

Mr. TAULBEE. Division. 

The House divided; and there were—ayes 74, noes 11. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair understands the amend- 
ment of the gentleman from Illinois as accepted and incorporated in 
the resolution that has just been read. 

Mr. ROGERS. I would like to hear that section again read. 

The resolution as amended was again read. 

The question was then taken on the adoption of the resolution; and 
the resolution as amended was agreed to. 

Mr. KELLEY moved to reconsider the vote by which the resolution 
was adopted; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on 
the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 

Mr. KILGORE, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, reported that 
the committee had examined and found duly enrolled bills of the fol- 
lowing titles; when the Speaker pro tempore signed the same: 

A bill (H. R. 925) for the relief of Mathew W. Berryman; 

A bill (H. K. 1216) for the investigation of the mining-débris ques- 
tion in the State of California; 

A bill (H. R. 1604) to change the time of the sessions of the circuit 
and district courts for the western division of the western district ot 
Missouri; 
A bill (H. R. 2996) to confirm the title of the heirs or legal repre- 
sentatives of Henry Volcker, deceased, to a certain tract of land in the 
Territory of New Mexico; 

A bill (H. R. 5059) to provide for the erection of a public building 
in the city of Watertown, in the State of New York; 

A bill (H. R. 8665) to create boards of arbitration for settling con- 
troversies and differences between railroad corporations and other com- 
mon carriers engaged in interstate and Territorial transportation of 

TO or ngers and their employés; 

A bill (H. R. 8752) providing for the establishment of an additional 
life-saving station on Nantucket Island, Massachusetts; 

A bill (H. R. 10679) to grant the right of way through the military 
reservation at Fort Morgan to the Birmingham, Mobile and Navy Cove 
Harbor Railway Company, and for other purposes; and 

A bill (H. R, 11391) to authorize the Postmaster-General to adver- 
tise for and purchase improved registered-mail locks and keys therefor. 

WITHDRAWAL OF PAPERS. 

Mr. MORRILL, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to withdraw 
papers filed in support of a bill in the Forty-eighth Congress for the 
relief of C. W. Keifer. 

CHANGE OF REFERENCE. 

By unanimous consent, the Committee on Pensions was discharged 
from further consideration of the bill (S. 3145) for the relief of the 
heirs of John M. Powell, deceased, and it was referred to the Commit- 
tee on Claims, 

ORDER OF BUSINESS. 

Mr. O'NEILL, of Pennsylvania. Mr. Speaker, I wish to ask what 
has become of the call of the States for bills and resolutions, and what 
has become of the resolution offered by my namesake from Missouri . 
[Mr. O NEILL]? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. 
matter, a conference report. 

Mr. O'NEILL, of Pennsylvania. Could it be interrupted until that 
order was concluded? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair has so ruled, and it has 
been so decided frequently. 


DREDGING THE ST. CLAIR FLATS CANAL. 


Mr. CHIPMAN, by unanimous consent, introduced a bill (H. R. 
11445) for completing the improvement and dredging the St. Clair 


It was interrupted by a privileged 
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Flats ship-canal in Michigan; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors, and ordered to be 
printed. 


WORKS ON RIVERS AND HARBORS. 


Mr. CHIPMAN also, by unanimous consent, introduced a bill (H. 
R. 11446) to amend an act entitled *‘ An act making appropriations for 
the construction, repair, and preservation of certain public works on 
rivers and harbors, and for other purposes,’’ approved July 5, 1884; 
which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on 
Rivers and Harbors, and ordered to be printed.* 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 
Mr. BARNES. Mr. Speaker, I desire to introduce a bill for refer- 


ence. 3 

Mr. O’NEILL, of Missouri. I demand the regular order. I can 
not be removed from the floor in that kind of a way. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman will be in order. 
gentleman from Alabama {Mr. FORNEY] has the floor. 

Mr. FORNEY. I rise toa privileged question and call up the con- 
ference report on the sundry civil appropriation bill. 

Mr. O’NEILL, of Missouri. Irise toapointof order. Rule XXIX, 
under the head of ‘‘ conference reports,” provides that the presentation 
of reports of committees of conference shall always be in order except 
when the Journal is being read, when the roll is being called, or when 
the House is dividing on any proposition. Now, the House is divid- 
ing upon a proposition for the reference of a resolution introduced by me. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair understood the tellers to 
have made their final report. à 

Mr. NEILL, of Missouri. That wasa mistake. The point of no 
quorum was made, and the tellers were still taking the vote. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The report of the tellers having been 
made, as the Chair understood, the Chair recognized the gentleman 
from Alabama [Mr. FORNEY ] on a question of the highest privilege. 

Mr. O'NEILL, of Missouri. The result of the vote was not an- 
nounced. The pointof no quorum was made, and when that point was 
madc the tellers were required to resume their places, and, in the ab- 
sence of a quorum, is not the only thing in order either a motion to 
adjourn or a call of the House? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore, The Chair will again state the situa- 
tion. The tellers, as the Chair understood, made their final report. 

Mr. O'NEILL, of Missouri. That was a mistake. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. And thereupon the gentleman from 
Alabama [Mr. FORNEY} took the floor to call up a conference report. 
If the tellers did not make their final report, then they must resume 
their places. 

The tellers resumed their places. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The question is on the motion of the 
gentleman from Missouri [Mr. O'NEILL] to refer the resolution intro- 
duced by him tothe Committee on Labor. Those in favor of the mo- 
tion will now pass between the tellers. ` 

Mr. PAYSON, Irise to a parliamentary inquiry. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. PAYSON. As business has intervened, I submit to the Chair 
that the vote ought to be taken de novo. : 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair thinksso, and the Chair 
has requested gentlemen who are in favor of the motion of the gentle- 
man from Missouri [ Mr. O’ NEILL], to refer the resolution to the Com- 
mittee on Labor, to pass between the tellers. ‘This is a new vote. 

Mr. BLOUNT. Irise to a parliamentary inquiry. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. BLOUNT. If this resolution should be referred to the Com- 
mittee on Labor, will that committee have the right to report at any 
time? 

Mr. O'NEILL, of Missouri. Regular order. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair would not be authorized to 
answer that inguiry just now. 

Mr. BLOUNT. As the gentleman from Missouri [Mr. O'NEILL] 
seems to be distrustful of the opinion of the Chair, I withdraw the 
point of no quorum. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair understands that the point 
of no quorum is withdrawn. 

Mr. BLOUNT. Yes, sir. 

Mr. OATES. I renew it. 

The tellers resumed the count. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore (after the count by tellers had continued 
sometime). Ifno other gentlemen desire to vote, the Chair willannounce 
the result. On the motion of the gentleman from Missouri [Mr. 
O'NEILL] the ayes are 60, the noes 12. Is the point of no quorum in- 
sisted on? 

Mr, OATES. It is. 

Mr. MCMILLIN (after further continuance of the count). I ask the 
Chair to announce the result. There is evidently not a quorum in the 
House; there has not been to-day, and I do not believe there will be. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The tellers report—ayes 64, noes 12. 
Does the gentleman from Alabama still insist on the point that there 
is no quorum. 

Mr. OATES. Ido. 
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Mr. McMILLIN. There isevidently no quorum in attendance, and 
if the point is insisted on this proposition can not go through. I sug- 
gest to the gentleman from Missouri [Mr. O'NEILL] that he allow the 
gentlemaf from Alabama [Mr. Forney] to bring up the conference 
report on the sundry civil appropriation bill and have it acted on. 

Mr. O'NEILL, of Missouri. That would be a wise suggestion to 
offer to the gentleman from Alabama [Mr. OATES]. 

Mr. McMILLIN. I make it, then, to thegentleman from Alabama. 
I only propose it as a practical way of doing business. It is evident 
we can not go further with the present question in the absence of a 


quorum. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Tennessee [Mr. 
MCMILLIN] asks unanimous consent that the further count by tellers 
be suspended and that the gentleman from Alabama [Mr. FORNEY] be 
allowed to bring up his conference report. Is there objection? 

Mr. O'NEILL, of Pennsylvania. I hope the call of States will be 
concluded. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. If there be no objection, the request of 
the gentleman from Tennessee [Mr. MCMILLIN ] will becomplied with. 
The States will be called through, and then the gentleman from Ala- 
bama [Mr. FORNEY] will be recognized to call up his conference report. 

Mr. O’NEILL, of Missouri. Did I understand the Chair to say that 
sneen of States is to proceed before we get through with this question ? 

object. 

Mr. JACKSON. Itis too late to make objection. 

Mr. O’NEILL, of Missouri. It is not too late. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair understood the gentleman 
con Tennessee to ask unanimous consent that the conference report be 
taken up. 

Mr. MoMILLIN. I did. $ t 

Mr. O’NEILL, of Missouri. I call the attention of the Chair to the 
fact that I am still standing here to discharge my duty as a teller. I 
have not vacated my place. 

The SEEARER pro tempore. Does the gentleman object to the prop- 
osition ? ; 

Mr. O’NEILL, of Missouri. I do. 

Mr. MCMILLIN. I ask, then, that some one be appointed a teller 
in my place. Idid not make the point of noquorum; and I have some 
business which I wish to attend to. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Alabama [Mr. 
OATES] will please take the place of the gentleman from Tennessee 
[Mr. MCMILLIN] as a teller. 

Mr. WEAVER (after a further continuance of the count by tellers). 
I move a call of the House. 

Mr. DOCKERY. Let us have the result announced. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair will announce the result of 
the count by tellers. On the motion of the gentleman from Missouri 
the ayes are 68, the noes 12. Does the gentleman from Alabama still 
insist on the point of no quorum? ‘ 

oh OATES, If I had not intended to insist on it, I would nothave 
made it. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The question is on the motion of the 
pies from Iowa [Mr. WEAVER] that there be a call of the 

ouse. 

The motion was not agreed to; there being—ayes 11, noes 35. 

Mr. DOUGHERTY. As there is no quorum here, and as if will 
doubtless be impossible to get a quorum here to-day, I move that the 
House adjourn. 

Mr. CANNON. Mr. Speaker, let me make a suggestion. 

Mr. O’NEILL, of Missouri. Regular order. 

Mr. CANNON. My suggestion is that by unanimous consent this 
matter go over until to-morrow after the reading of the Journal, re- 
taining all the rights it now has, and that to-day we go on by unani- 
mous consent and finish the consideration of the conference report on 
the sundry civil bill. 

Mr, O’NEILL, of Missouri. I have no objection to that. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Illinois asks 
unanimous consent that the matter now pending upon the count by 
tellers go over until to-morrow, and that this afternoon be given to the 
consideration of the conference report on the sundry civil bill. 

Mr. BLOUNT. I do not see what advantage is to be gained by al- 
lowing this matter to go over until to-morrow. 

Mr. CANNON. We can probably finish the conference report to- 
day. 
Mr. ROWLAND. I object. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The question is on the motion of the 
gentleman from Florida [Mr. DOUGHEÈTY ] that the House adjourn. 

The motion was not agreed to. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The tellers will resume their places. 

Mr. CANNON, I will renew my request, Mr. Speaker, for unani- 
mous consent at this point. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair will again submit the re- 
quest of the gentleman from Illinois that the business now pending go 
over until to-morrow after the reading of the Journal—— 

Mr. SPRINGER. And that the rest of the business of Monday go 
over also—the call of States. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. And retain its same position on to- 
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morrow that it occupies to-day, the afternoon of this day being dedi- 
cated to the conference report indicated. 

Mr. ROWLAND. If this evening is to be devoted to the considera- 
tion of the conference report exclusively, so far as I am concerned my 
sg eg will be withdrawn. 

e SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there further objection ? 

Mr. WEAVER. Isit understood that the rest of the business of to- 
day, under the rules, goes over? 

Mr. PAYSON. Let us understand this matter. That is not what 
was originally proposed. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. 
tleman from Illinois. 

Mr. PAYSON. Ido not understand that the suspensions are to go 
over until to-morrow. 

Mr. WEAVER. Oh, yes. 

Mr. PAYSON. Then I object. That was not my understanding of 
the request. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair did not so understand it. 

Mr. SPRINGER. We are now in the midst of the eall of States for 
the introduction of bills. If this order goes over it takes the call of 
States with it, and all other business of this day. 

Mr. WEAVER. And all the other business of to-day under the 
rules. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. |The Chair did not so understand. 

Mr. WEAVER. Then it must beso understood. 

Mr. CANNON. Iam perfectly willing to put the request in this 
shape, that the matter now pending go over until to-morrow, and all 
other matters pertaining to this day go over the same as if it was Mon- 
day, so that we may go on with the conference report to-day. 

Mr. BLOUNT. I do not see that We would remedy matters or gain 
any time by that. We would have the same contest to-morrow. 

Mr. ROGERS. ‘What is the regular order for to-day after the call 
of States? 

TheSPEAKER protempore. Suspensions by committees. Isthereob- 
jection to the request of the gentleman from Illinois just stated by him? 

Mr. BLOUNT. It is simply a loss of time, for we would have the 
same proceeding to-morrow; and I object. 

Mr. DOCKERY. But, Mr. Speaker, if this arrangement were made 
we could dispose of the sundry civil bill to-day. 

Mr. BLOUNT. I have no objection to going on with the confer- 
ence report on the sundry civil bill; but I understand that the request 
also embodies the suggestion that this matter and all other matters for 
Monday shall go over until to-morrow. We would then be in exactly 
the same condition as we are now in. 

Mr. RYAN. But we lose no time. 

Mr. BLOUNT. We will go on for three or four hours on to-morrow 
in the same way, and do nothing. 

Mr. CANNON. Is a conference report not privileged; and can it 
not be called up any time? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Not when the House is dividing. 

Mr. CANNON. It can interrupt a motion to adjourn. 


That was not the request of the gen- 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. It has been already decided once, but 
the Chair will cause the rule to be read. 
Mr. CANNON. It is not n 


Mr. PAYSON. If it be in order, I ask unanimous consent that the 

ding order be postponed temporarily, and that the conference re- 

port of the gentleman from Alabama be taken up and considered, this 
order being resumed afterward by unanimous consent. 

Mr. WEAVER, That will take the whole day, and then suspen- 
sions will be gone. 

Mr. O'NEILL, of Missouri. I object. 

Mr. PAYSON. I ask that the Chair state the request. 

The SPEAKER protempore, The gentleman from Illinois asks unan- 
imous consent that the present question be temporarily laid aside—— 

Mr. O’NEILL, of Missouri. I object. 

Mr. O'NEILL, of Pennsylvania. I have a proposition to make to 
my namesake, the gentleman from Missouri, who seems to be running 

_ the House to-day. I propose that the House take a recess until Friday 
next. 

Mr. O'NEILL, of Missouri. I am perfectly willing that the gentle- 
man may take a recess for himself. 

Mr. O’NEILL, of Pennsylvania. I do not want a recess unless my 
fellow-members have the same privilege. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman’s request is not in or- 
der. The gentleman can move to adjourn until Thursday. 

Mr. O’NEILL, of Pennsylvania. I will not do that, because there 
is too much public business pressing. I hope, however, the gentleman 
‘from Missouri will yield to let the conference report come up. 

fae TAULBEE. Idemand the regular order. This debate is out 
of order. 

Mr. DOCKERY. Mr. Speaker, in view of the fact that three hours 
remain of this day’s session I ask unanimous consent, in order to facil- 
itate the public business, that the order of business prescribed for to- 
day be pursued for three hours to-morrow, after the reading of the 
Journal, i at the call of States where we now are, and that 


the conference report be taken up for the remainder of the day. 


Mr. BLOUNT. Ithink we had better finish this matter as it isnow 


pending. 

Mr. DOUGHERTY. I object. 

Mr. CHEADLE. I move that the House now adjourn. 

Mr. DOCKERY, I understand the gentleman from Georgia will 
withdraw his objection if a slight modification is made in the request. 

Mr. BLOUNT. I have no objection to occupying two hours and 
three-quarters to-morrow to consider the business of Monday, with the 
understanding that we proceed with the conference report to-day and 
with other public business to-morrow after the time named. 

Mr. DOCKERY. Then I modify my request that we now take up 
the sundry civil conference report, and the same length of time to-mor- 
row be devoted to the pending question and to the other business of this 
day that now remains of to-day’s session. 

Mr. DOUGHERTY. 1 withdraw my objection. 

Mr. O'NEILL, of Missouri. Frenew it. We mightas well end this 
matter now. ° 

Mr. DOCKERY. Mr. Speaker, I appeal to my colleague not to ob- 
ject, and I renew the request to resume the order of business of to- 
day—— 

Mr. O'NEILL, of Missouri. Until it is disposed of. 

Mr. DOCKERY (continuing). On to-morrow until two hours and 
three-quarters shall have been consumed. 

Mr. O'NEILL, of Missouri. Iam willing to accept the suggestion 
of my colleague, if it be understood that on to-morrow I may be al- 
lowed to pursue this matter until it is disposed of; but I object to fix- 
ing any limit to the time allotted to it. 

Mr. CANNON. That is all the time you have to-day. 

Mr. O'NEILL, of Missouri. Well, then, if it is I will pursue it to- 
day untii I secure some kind of action upon it. - 

Mr. DOCKERY. The gentleman will be deprived of no rights what- 
ever that he now possesses by acceding to the request I have made, 
and it will enable us to dispose of this important conference report. 


MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE, 


A message from the Senate, by Mr. McCook, its Secretary, was re- 
ceived announcing to the House that the Senate had passed with amend- 
ments the bill (H. R. 10931) to donateand transfer to the State of Lou- 
isiana for quarantine purposes certain Jands on the Mississippi River 
belonging to the United States, subject to reversion to the United States 
in the event of their non-usage for quarantine purposes, and requiring 
the proper Department of the United States Government to execute 
the necessary transfer to the State of Louisiana on the condition afore- 
said; and that the Senate request a conference with the House of Rep- 
resentatives on the said bill and amendments, and had appointed Mr, 
WALTHALL, Mr. PLUMB, and Mr. Berry to be the conferees on the 
part of the Senate. 

The message further announced that the Senate had passed House 
bills and a joint resolution of the following titles: 

A bill (H. R. 8751) providing for the erection of sundry light-houses 
and fog-signals in Lake Superior, Lakes Huron, Erie, and Michigan, 
and range-lights in Lake St. Clair and Detroit River; 

A bill (H. R. 11336) a supplement to an act entitled ‘‘An act to 
execute certain treaty stipulations relating to Chinese,” approved the 
6th day of May, 1882; and 

Joint resolution (H. Res. 223) declaring the meaning of a clause in 
the river and harbor act of August 11, 1888. 

The message also announced that the Senate had passed the follow- 
ing bills; in which the concurrence of the House was requested: 

A bill (S. 2877) authorizing the citizens of Colorado, Nevada, and 
the Territories to fell and remove timber on the public domain for min- 
ing and domestic purposes; 

A bill (S. 3193) directing the commissioners of the District of Co- 
lambia to convey to William Brown a part of an alley in square 120, 
in the city of Washington, on certain conditions; and 

A bill (S. 3539) to amend an act to detach the county of Audrain, 
in the State of Missouri, from the eastern and attach it to the western 
judicial district of said State. 

The message further announced that the Secretary of the Senate had 
been directed to request the House of Representatives to return to the 
Senate the bill (H. R. 11391) to authorize the Postmaster-General to ad- 
ee for and purchase improved registered-mail locks and keys there- 

or. 

The message also announced that the Senate had agreed to the amend- 
ments of the House of Representatives to the bill (S. 186) to amend 
section 1225 of the Revised Statutes, concerning details of officers of 
the Army and Navy to educational institutions, ete. 


LABOR MEASURES, 


Mr. CHEADLE. I move that the House do now adjourn. 

The question was put; and the Speaker announced that the “ayes” 
seemed to have it. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Division. í 

The House divided; and there were—ayes 46, noes 29, 

Mr. SPRINGER and Mr. SOWDEN. Yeas and nays. 

The yéas and nays were ordered, 
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The question was taken, and decided in Ho negative-—yeas 37, nays Mr. O’ NEILL, of Missouri. I demand the regular order, 


92, not voting 195; as follows: 


YEAS—37. 
Abbott, Cannon, Henderson, N.C. Moore, 
Allen, Miss. Cariton, Hiestand, Q: 
Anderson, Miss, Cheadle, Hunter, Richardson; 
Barnes, Cobb, Hutton, Robertson, 
Barry, Dougherty, Kilgore, Rogers, 
Bland, Elliott, Laffoon, Rowell, 
Browne, Ind. nloe, Laidlaw, Stone, Ky. 
Buckalew, Grimes, Martin, 
Burnes, Hare, McCormick, 
Buticr, Haugen, McCreary, 

NAYS—92, 
Anderson, Iowa Dockery, Lyman, Sayera<| 
Anderson, Il. Farquhar, M Scull, 
Anderson, Kans. Forney, McKenna, ur, 
Arnold, Fuller, 6 Smith, 
Atkinson, Funston, a Merriman, Sowden, 
Baker, N. 6, Moffitt, Springer, 
Baker, Ill. Henderson,Iowa Morgan, Stahlnecker, 
Bankhead, Herbert, Morrill, Stephenson, 
Bayne, Hermann, Morrow, Stewart, Ga. 
Bl Hires, Nelson, _ Struble, 
Blount, Hitt, Nichols, Taulbee, 
Bound, Holman, O’Neall, Ind. Thompson, Ohio 
Brower, Holmes, O'Neill, Pa. Townshend, 
Burrows, Hudd, O'Neill, Mo. Turner, Kans, 
Campbell, F., N. Y. Jackson, Osborne, Vance, 

th. Johnston, N. Cc. Owen, Vandever, 

Chipman, Kell Patton, Wade, 

k, la Follette, Payson, Warner, 
Conger, Landes, Perkins, Weaver. 
Crouse, Lane, Plumb, Wheeler, 
Culberson, Lanham, Post, White, Ind. 
Davis, Lawler, Rowland, Wickham. 
Dingley, Lind, Ryan, Wilson, Minn. 

NOT VOTING—195. 
Adams, Davidson, Ala. Kerr, Romeis, 
Allen, Mass, Davidson, Fla. Ketcham, Russell, Conn. 
Allen, Mich. De Lano, ee: Russell, Mass. 
Bacon, Dibble, Laird. Rusk, 
Belden, Dorsey, Latham, Sawyer, 
Belmont, Dunham, Lee. Scott, 
Biggs, Dann, Lehibach, Seney, 
Bingham, Ermentrout, Lodge, Shaw, 
Blanchard, Felton, Long. Sherman, 
Boothman, Finley, Lynch, Shively, 
Boutelle, er, onald, Simmons, 
Poyaan, Fitch, Maftett, Snyder, 
Bow Flood, Mahoney, Sp:nola, 
Breckinridge, Ark. Foran, Maish, Spooner, 
Breckinridge, Ky. Ford, Mansur, Steele, 
Brewer, French, Mason, Stewart, Tex. 
Browne, T.H.B. .Va.Gaines, Matson, Stewart, Vt. 
Brown, Ohio Gallinger, McAdoo, Stockdale, 
Brown, J. R., Va. Gay, McComas, Stone, Mo, 
Brumm, Gear, McCullogh, Symes, 
Bryce, Gest, McKinley, Tarsney. 
Buchanan, Gibson, McKinney, Taylor, E. B., Ohio 
Bunnell, Glass, MeMillin, Taylor, J. D., Ohio 
Burnett, Glover, McShane, Thomas, I 
are inchs Goff, Milliken, ‘Thomas, Ky. 
Bynu Granger, Mills, Thomas, Wis. 
Gumbel: Ohio Greenman, Montgomery, ‘Thompson, Cal, 
Campbell, T.J., N.Y. Grosvenor, Morse, Tillman, 
Candler, Grout, Neal, Tracey, 
Caswell, Guenther, - Newton, Turner, Ga. 
Catchings, Hall, Norwood, Walker, 
Clardy, Harmer, Nutting, Washington, 
Clements, Hatch, O'Donnell, Weber, 
Cockran, Hayden, O'Ferrall, West, 
Cogswell, Hayes, Outhwaite, White, N. Y. 
Collins, Hemphill, Parker, Whiting, Mich, 
Compton, Henderson, Ill. Peel, Whiting, Mass. 
Cooper, Hogg, Penington, Whitthorne, 
Cothran, Hooker, Perry, Wilbur, 
Cowles, Hopkins, Il. Peters, Wilkins, 
Cox, Hopkins, Va. Phelan, Wilkinson, 
Crain, Hopkins, N. Y. Phelps, Williams, 
Crisp, Houk, Pidcock, Wilson, W.Va. 
Cummings, Hovey, Fugsley, Wise, 
Cutcheon, Howard, Randall, Woodburn, 
Dalzell, Johnston, Ind. Rayner, Yardley, 
Dargan, Jones, Reed, Yoder, 
Darlington, Kean, Rice, Yost. 
Davenport, Kennedy, - Rockwell, 


So the House refused to adjourn. 

On motion of Mr. WHEELER, by unanimous consent, the reading 
of the names was dispensed with. 

During the roll-call, 

Mr. DOCKERY. In view of the fact that the announcement of the 
call of the roll will disclose the lack of a quoruam—— 

Mr. O’NEILL, of Missouri. I demand the regular order. 

Mr. DOCKERY. I was about to suggest that—— 

Mr. O'NEILL, of Missouri. Idemand the regular order, and debate 
is not in order, 

Mr. DOCKERY. I desire to make a parliamentary inquiry. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. DOCKERY. I desire to know if by unanimous consent the 
announcementof the result of this roll-call was dispensed with whether 
it would not be in order to resume consideration of the resolution offered 
by the gentleman from Missouri. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Undoubtedly; but the regular order 
has been demanded. 

Mr. DOCKERY. I ask unanimous consent—— 


Mr. SPRINGER. Irise toa parliamentary inquiry. If this vote 
should show that there was no quorum would it be in order to transact 
any other business during this day? 

Mr. O’NEILL, of Missouri. It is evident that the ‘‘noes’’ have it. 

Mr. SPRINGER. No other business can be transacted. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The regular order is demanded, and 
the pairs will be announced, which is the regular order, 

The following pairs were announced until further notice: 

Mr. WILKINS with Mr. LONG. 

Mr. Scorr with Mr. McConas. 

Mr. WHITTHORNE with Mr. COOPER. 

Mr. HATCH with Mr. STEWART, of Vermont. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE with Mr. MCKINLEY. 

Mr. Compton with Mr. GOFF. 

Mr. CAMPBELL, of.Ohio, with Mr. KENNEDY. 

Mr. HOOKER with Mr. LODGE. 

Mr. COLLINS with Mr. ALLEN, of Massachusetts. 

Mr. Jones with Mr. BOWDEN. 

Mr. WILKINSON with Mr. DALZELL. 

Mr. WALKER with Mr. RoMEIs. 

Mr. Davinson, of Florida, with Mr. O'NEILL, of Pennsylvania, 

Mr. BRYCE with Mr. GAINES. 

Mr. NEAL with Mr. HAYDEN. ‘ 

Mr. TIMOTHY J. CAMPBELL with Mr. WEST. 

Mr. SPINOLA with Mr. THOMAS, of Wisconsin. 

Mr. STONE, of Missouri, with Mr. WILLIAMS. = 

Mr. BOUTELLE with Mr. WISE. 

Mr. TILLMAN with Mr. FINLEY. 

Mr. MANSUR with Mr. WARNER. 

Mr. CANDLER with Mr. BREWER. 

Mr. FISHER with Mr. LEHLBACH. 

Mr. BynuM with Mr. STEELE. 3 

Mr. VANCE with Mr. RUSSELL, of Connecticuti 

Mr. GREENMAN with Mr. SHERMAN. 

Mr. Rusk with Mr. O'DONNELL. 

Mr. DAVIDSON, of Alabama, with Mr. PATTON. 

Mr. SNYDER with Mr. YosT. 

Mr. ERMENTROUT with Mr. GROUT. 

Mr. Forp with Mr. GUENTHER. 

Mr. GLOVER with Mr. PUGSLEY. 

Mr. STEWART, of Texas, with Mr. DUNHAM, 

Mr. CLARDY with Mr. WADE. 

Mr. PERRY with Mr. SPOONER. 

Mr. O’FERRALL with Mr. MASON. 

Mr. Bicas with Mr. Morrow. 

Mr. BELMONT with Mr. DAVENPORT. 

Mr. GRANGER with Mr. RocK WELL. 

Mr. BLANCHARD with Mr. THOMAS, of Illinois. 

Mr. MONTGOMERY with Mr. HUNTER. 

Mr. MORSE with Mr. WHITING, of Massachusetts. 

Mr. TURNER with Mr. REED. 

Mr. HOWARD with Mr. HoPKINS, of Ilinois, 

Mr. CurcHEON with Mr. TARSNEY. 

Mr. DARLINGTON with Mr. Moore. 

Mr. Prpcock with Mr. PHELPS. 

Mr. RUSSELL, of Massachusetts, with Mr. CoGswEtt! 

Mr. MorGAN with Mr. MILLIKEN. 

Mr. WHITING, of Michigan, with Mr. HOUK. 

Mr. MCKINNEY with Mr. BooTHMAN. 

Mr. Lyncu with Mr. YARDLEY. 

Mr. BAcon with Mr. CASWELL. 

Mr. McAnoo with Mr. BRUMM. 

Mr. MAHONEY with Mr. Brown, of Ohio, 

Mr. McSHANE with Mr, LAIRD. 

Mr. BURNETT with Mr. JOHNSTON, of Indiana.’ 

Mr. SHIVELY with Mr. OWEN. 

“Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas, with Mr. BINGHAM; - 

Mr. LATHAM with Mr. GEST. 

Mr. STOCKDALE with Mr. GROSVENOR. 

Mr. GLAss with Mr. KETCHAM, . 

Mr. THOMPSON, of California, with Mr. PARKER: 

Mr. SENEY with Mr. DORSEY. 

Mr. WASHINGTON with Mr. WEBER. 

Mr. MILs with Mr. JOSEPH D. TAYLOR. 

Mr. Crisp with Mr. DE LANO. 

Mr. NEWTON with Mr. FELTON. 

Mr. Smrmons with Mr. BUNNELL, 

Mr. CowLEs with Mr. THOMPSON, of Ohio. 

Mr. DunN with Mr. ALLEN, of Michigan. 

Mr. MAtsH with Mr. WOODBURN. 

Mr. MATSON with Mr. Hovey. . 

Mr. ALLEN, of Michigan. I see that I am paired with the gentle- 
man from Arkansas [Mr. Dunn], and I desire to withdraw my vote. 

Mr. O’NEILL, of Pennsylvania. Iam paired with the gentleman 
from Florida [Mr. DAVIDSON], but I vote on all questions to make a 
quorum, 
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Mr. McMILLIN. I was called from the House on business during 
the roll-call, and was detained until after my name was passed on the 
call of the roll. z 

The result of the vote was announced as above recorded. 

Mr. NEILL, of Missouri. I move a call of the House. 

The question was taken, and the Speaker pro tempore declared that 
the noes seemed to have it. 

Mr, O'NEILL, of Missouri. Division, Mr. Speaker. 

The House divided; and there were—ayes 17, noes 47. 

Mr. O'NEILL, of Missouri. I call for the yeas and nays. 

The House again divided. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Fourteen gentlemen haye risen, more 
than one-fifth of the last vote. 

Mr. DOUGHERTY. The other side! 

The SPEAKER pro tempore, after counting the other side, declared 
that there were—ayes 14, noes 58; not a sufficient number. 

Mr. O'NEILL, of Missouri. I demand tellers on ordering the yeas 
and nays. 

Mr. WHEELER. Mr. Speaker, I desire to make a privileged report. 

Mr. O’NEILL, of Missouri. I demand the regular order. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore (to Mr. WHEELER). No quorum hay- 
ing been developed, that motion would not at this time be in order. 

The question on ordering tellers was taken, and the Speaker pro 
tempore announced that but nine gentlemen had voted in favor of or- 
dering tellers, not a sufficient number; and tellers on the yeas and nays 
were refused. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. I move that the House do now adjourn. 

The question was taken, and the Speaker pro tempore declared that 
the ayes seemed to have it. 

Mr. O’NEILL, of Missouri, and Mr. CHEADLE, Division. 

The House divided; and there were—ayes 63, noes 24. 

Mr. SOWDEN. I demand the yeas and nays. 

The question was taken on ordering the yeas and nays; and there 
were—ayes 17, not a sufficient number; and the Speaker declared that 
the yeas and nays were refused. 

Mr. CHEADLE, The other side. À 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The other side will rise. [After 
count.] Only sixty-nine gentlemen have risen, not a sufficient num- 
ber, and the yeas and nays are refused. On the motion to adjourn the 

ayes have it. 

Accordingly (at 2 o'clock and 50 minutes p. m. ) the House adjourned 
yntil to-morrow at 12 o’clock m. 


PRIVATE BILIS INTRODUCED AND REFERRED. 


Under the rule, private bills of the following titles were introduced 
and referred as indicated below: 

By Mr. DAVIS: A bill (H. R. 11447) for the relief of William M. 
Blye—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. HOLMAN: A bill (H. R. 11448) for the relief of William F. 
Denmure—to the Committee on Military Affairs, 

By Mr. HUDD: A bill (H. R. 11449) for the relief of Andrew Schnei- 
der—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. CHARLES O'NEILL: A bill (H. R. 11450) ting a pen- 
sion to James A. Patterson—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. WHEELER: <A bill (H. R. 11451) granting a pension to Jesse 
Edwards—to the Committee on Pensions. 


PETITIONS, ETC. 

The following petitions and papers were Jaid on the Clerk’s desk, 
under the rule, and referred as follows: 

By Mr. ENLOE: Petition of Henry King, of McNairy County, Ten- 
nessee, for reference of his claim to the Court of Claims—to the Com- 
mittee on War Claims. 

By Mr. HOLMAN: Petition and papers of William F. Denmure, in 
support of bill for his relief—to the Committee on Mititary Affairs. 

By Mr. McCOMAS: Petition of surviving legatee of Mrs. Sarah E. 
Lynch, of Frederick County, Maryland, for reference of her claim to 
the Court of Claims—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. ROGERS: Memorial to prosecute the bagging trust—to the 
Committee on Ways and Means. * 

By Mr. J. D. STEWART: Petition of heirs of Robert Jackson, and 
of Edward W. Reynolds, for reference of their claims to the Court of 
Claims—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. VOORHEES: Petition of the Tacoma (Wash.) Bar Associa- 
tion, and of practicing attorneys of Pierce County, Washington Terri- 
tory, for two additional judicial districts in said Territory—to the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary. 

Also, memorial of the Chamber of Commerce of Tacoma, Wash., for 
certain public improvements—to the Committee on the Territories. 

Also, resolutions of the Grand Army of the Republic,of Washington 
Territory, for an appropriation for head-stones for the graves of Union 
soldiers—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. WHEELER: Petition of W. H. Baugher, of Madison County, 


Alabama, for reference of his claim to the Court of Claims—to the 
Committee on War Claims. 


SENATE. 
TUESDAY, September 18, 1888. 


Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. J. G. BUTLER, D. D. 
The Journal of yesterday’s proceedings was read and approved. 


INTERNATIONAL BUREAU OF CUSTOMS TARIFFS AT BRUSSELS. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate a communica- 
tion from the Secretary of the Treasury, inclosing a copy of a letter 
addressed to the Speaker of the House of Representatives favoring the 
establishment at Brussels of an international bureau for the publica- 
tion of customs tariffs, and requesting that an item for this purpose be 
inserted in one of the appropriation bills which may now be pending 
before the Senate; which, with the accompanying paper, was referred 
to the Committee on Appropriations. 


PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 


Mr. SHERMAN. I present the petition of Lucretia Ann Elliott, 
unmarried sister of E. B. Elliott, late Government actuary in the Treas- 
ury Department, who died on the 24th of May, 1888, together with let- 
ters of the Secretary and Dr. Lincoln of this city, recommending an 
allowance of one year’s salary of Mr. Elliott to Miss Elliott, with other 


TS. 

y wish to say that this is a case of peculiar hardship. Mr. Elliott 
had been for a long time, I do not know how many years, but certainly 
for twenty years, actuary of the Treasury Department. He was of im- 
mense service to both Houses of Congress, and I suppose that every 
Senator and every member is probably familiar with the nature and 
character of his services. He was purely a mathematician, and was 
called upon in all questions of doubt in settling amounts, etc. He was 
an invaluable officer. He died, leaving a sister unmarried in certainly 
very uncomfortable circumstances, without any means whatever. 

This is an appeal to Congress to give to her as the only surviving un- 
married sister of Mr. Elliott—the other sisters being married and con- 
senting and joining in this prayer—such amount as Congress may think 
is poper on the occasion, and I sincerely trust it will be granted. 

move that the petition be referred to the Committee on Appropria- 
tions. 

The motion was agreed to, 

: WILLIAM BROWN. 

Mr. FAULKNER. I was not present in the Senate when the Cal- 
endar was reached yesterday and the bill (S. 3193) directing the com- 
missioners of the District of Columbia to convey to William Brown 
a part of an alley in square 120, in the city of Washington, on certain 
conditions, was passed. That bill was passed on a report from the 
Committee on the District of Columbia made by myself as a member 
of that committee under its instructions. The passage of the bill had 
been indorsed by the commissioners of the District of Columbia. 
When I returned yesterday and looked at my mail I found that the 
commissioners had withdrawn their approval of the passage of the bill 
after further examination, and were of opinion that it would be against 
public and private interests to have the bili passed. I therefore move 
a reconsideration of the bill, and ask that it be recommitted to the 
Committee on the District of Columbia. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. If there be no objection, the votesby 
which the bill was ordered to a third reading and passed will be recon- 
sidered, and the bill will be recommitted to the Committee on the Dis- 
trict of Columbia. The order of reference will be accompanied by a 
request to the House of Representatives to return the bill to the Senate, 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES, 


Mr. HALE, from the Committee on Appropriations, to whom was re- 
ferred the bill (H. R. 10896) making appropriations to supply deficiencies 
in the appropriations for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1888, and for 
prior years, and for other purposes, reported it with amendments. 

Mr. TURPIE, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom was re- 
ferred the bill (S. 3450) granting a pension to Carl J. Chindblom, sub- 
mitted an adverse report thereon; which was agreed to, and the bill 
was postponed indefinitely. 

Mr. DAVIS, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom were referred 
the following bills, reported them severally without amendment, and 
submitted reports thereon: 

A bill (S. 3453) granting an increase of pension to Alfred T. McKin- 


sey; 
A bill (S. 2623) granting an increase of pension to James Patterson; 


an 

A bill (S. 3462) granting a pension to John Watson. 

Mr. DAVIS, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred 
the bill (S. 3492) granting a pension to John Parkinson, reported it 
with an amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the bill (S. 
3461) granting a pension to Harrison Lansdown, submitted an adverss 
report thereon; which was agreed to, and the bill was postponed ine 
definitely. 

Mr. BLACKBURN, from the Committee on Naval Affairs, to whom 
was referred the bill (S. 3299) toauthorize and empower the Secretary 
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of the Navy to contract for certain guns and ammunition therefor, re- 
ported it with amendments. 

Mr. VEST, from the Committee on Commerce, to whom was referred 
the bill (S. 3472) to authorize the Union Gas Company to lay conduit- 
pipes across the Ohio River, reported it with amendments. 

Mr. FAULKNER, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom was 
referred the bill (S. 2363) for the relief of John W. Combs, reported it 
with amendments, and submitted a report thereon. 


JAMES HARVEY DENNIS. 


Mr. SPOONER, from the Committee on Claims, to whom was referred 
the bill (S. 3140) for the relief of James Harvey Dennis, reported the 
following resolution; which was considered by unanimous consent, and 
agreed to: 


, That the bill (S. 3140) entitled “A bill for the relief of James Harvey 
Dennis,” now pending in the Senate, together with all of the accompanying 
papers, be, and the same is hereby, referred to the Court of Claims, in pursu- 
ance of the provisions of an act approved March 3, 1883, and an act entitled “An 
act to provide for the bringing of suits against the Government of the United 


States,” approved March 3, 1887, to find and re; to the Senate the facts bear- 


port 
ing upon the merits of the claim, including the loyalty of the claimant and all 
er facts contemplated by the provisions of said act. 


BILLS INTRODUCED. 


Mr. COCKRELL introduced a bill (S. 3566) granting a pension to 
John Hicks; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Pensions. 

Mr. COCKRELL. In connection with the bill I present a petition 
signed by many citizens of Dallas County, Missouri, in which county 
the beneficiary resides, urging the passage of a bill placing his name 
upon the pension-roll. I move that the petition be referred to the Com- 
mittee on Pensions to accompany the bill. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. DAVIS introduced a bill (S. 3567) granting a pension to Mrs, E. 
C. Russeli; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Pensions. 

Mr. CALL introduced a bill (S. 3568) to prevent and suppress infec- 
tious or contagious diseases in foreign and interstate commerce of the 
United States; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Epidemic Diseases. 

AMENDMENTS TO DEFICIENCY BILL. 

Mr. STEWART submitted an amendment intended to be proposed 
by him to the general deficiency appropriation bill; which was referred 
to the Committee on Appropriations, and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. PALMER submitted an amendment intended to be proposed by 
him to the general deficiency appropriation bill; which was referred to 
the Committee on Commerce, and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. GEORGE submitted an amendment intended to be proposed by 
him to the general deficiency appropriation bill; which was referred to 
the Committee on Appropriations. 

THE PRESIDENT’S ANNUAL MESSAGE. 


Mr. BERRY. My colleague [Mr. JONES, of Arkansas] is absent 
this morning, but requested me to giye notice that to-morrow morn- 
ing, at the close of the morning business, he will ask the Senate to take 
up for consideration the resolution submitted by the Senator from 
Ohio [Mr. SHERMAN], to refer the President’s annual message to the 
Committee on Finance, for the purpose of submitting some remarks 


thereon. 
Mr. STEWART. The Senator from Arkansas [Mr. Berry] having 
ven notice that his colleague [Mr. JoNES] will call up the Presi- 
ent’s message and make some thereon to-morrow immedi- 
ately after the morning business, I desire to give notice that I shall 
submit some remarks on the same subject at the conclusion of the re- 
marks of the Senator from Arkansas. 


COAST AND GEODETIC SURVEY REPORT. 


Mr. MANDERSON submitted the following concurrent resolution; 
which was referred to the Committee on Printing: 


), That there be 
ent of the United 
rogress in said during year iin Ja sA 
said surve; e une 
, 1887, 1,000 copies of which shall be for the of the e use 
of the House, and 2,000 for 
RELATIONS WITH GREAT BRITAIN AND CANADA. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair lays before the Senate a 
resolution coming over from yesterday, which will be read. 

The Chief Clerk read the resolution submitted by Mr. SHERMAN 
September 17, 1888, as follows: 

Resolwed, That the Committee on Foreign Relations be directed to inquire into 
and report at the next session of Congress the state of the relations of the United 
States with Great Britain and the Dominion of Canada, with such measures as 
are t to promote friendly commercial and political intercourse between 
these countries and the United States, and for that purpose have leave to sit 

the recess of Congress. 

Mr.SHERMAN. Mr. President, the recent message of the President 
recommending a line of retaliation against the Dominion of Canada in- 
volves the consideration of our relations with that country in a far more 
important and comprehensive way than has ever before been 
called upon to give. The recent treaty rejected by the Senate related 


trations showing the p: 


toa ainge solders affecting alone our treaty rights on her northeastern 
coast. e act of retaliation of 1887 was confined to the same subject- 
matter. This message, however, treats of matters extending across the 
continent, affecting commercial relations with every State and Territory 
on our northern boundary. Under these circumstances I feel it is my 
duty to present my views of all these cognate subjects, and in doing so 
I feel bound to discard as far as possible all political controversy, for 
in dealing with foreign relations, and especially those with our nearest 
neighbor, we should think only of our country and not of our party. 

The problem before us would be much easier to solve if we could 
treat alone with Canada as an independent power, but this in form is 
impossible, though by the wise and generous policy of Great Britain 
the government of Canada has been practically committed to the Cana- 
dian Parliament. Our negotiations have been and must be with Great 
Britain, though our differences are with her dependencies, the Domin- 
ion of Canada and the Province of Newfoundland, which participated 
in the negotiation of the late treaty, and their consent to the treaty was 
necessary to its ratification. It can not be doubted that if the English 
Government was alone to be consulted, it would readily, in conformity 
to its avowed principles and modern practice, concede to American fish- 
ermen the right to enter its ports and harbors to purchase supplies and 
transship commodities. But, to use the language of the President, the 
Canadian authorities and officers deny us these privileges and have 
subjected our citizens engaged in fishing enterprises in waters adjacent 
to their northeastern shore to numerous vexatious interferences and 
annoyan have seized and sold their vessels upon slight pretexts, 
and have otherwise treated themina rude, harsh, and oppressive man- 
ner. He further says: 

This conduct has been justified by Great Britain and Canada, by the claim 
that the treaty of 1518 permitted it, and upon the ground that it was necessary 
to the pro protection of Canadian interests. We deny that treaty agree- 
ments justify these acts, and we further maintain that,aside from any treaty re- 
straints, of disputed interpretation, the relative positionsof the United States and 

a as near neighbors, the growth of our joint commerce, the development 
and prosperity of both countries, which amicable relations surely guaranty, and 
above ar the liberality always extended by the United States to the people of 
Canada, furnished motives for kindness and consideration higher and better 
than treaty covenants. 

Thus far I agree with the President. Not only wasa harsh and nar- 
row construction given to the treaty of 1818, but our fishing vessels 
were denied the benefit of the liberal and enlightened ideas and measures 
adopted in later years by commercial nations, and, especially, by the 
United States and Great Britain, of throwing wide open their ports and 
harbors to all vessels of friendly nations for the exchange of foreign 
commodities, subject only to such duties as by the public policy of each 
nation were deemed necessary, and without discrimination of country 
or vessels or mode of transportation. 

Our policy has been especially favorable to Canada, as the duty ov the 
articles she exported to the United States wereexceptionally low. Iler 
fresh fish were admitted free of duty into our country through onr ports, 
harbors, and adjacent waters. This public policy was adopted not by 
treaty only, but by friendly laws, in harmony with the general good 
will of our people toward a kindred race in language, institutions, und 
origin, having a common boundary of 4,000 miles, and with whom it 
is our desire and hope to establish more intimate relations, and, in due 
time, a common union and destiny. 

The President complains that on the part of Canada there was an en- 
tire want of reciprocity, that— 

While keenly sensitive to all that was exasperating in the condition, and by 
no means indi to support the just complaints of our injured citizens, I 
still deemed it my duty for the preservation of important American interests 
which were directly involved, and in view of all the details of the situation, to 
attempt by negotiation to remedy existing wrongs and to finally terminate, by 
a fair and just treaty, these ever-recurring causes of difficulty. 

I do not question the power of the President to negotiate a treaty 
subject to the advice and approval of the Senate, but I do deny that 
the treaty he negotiated would have remedied existing wrongs or ter- 
minated the causes of difficulty, or was in any sense a fair and just 
treaty. The more I have reflected upon it the more I am convinced 
that it was a one-sided treaty, that it would not have lessened but 
rather have increased the causes of irritation, and such, I believe, is the 
general sentiment of the people of the United States, and especially of 
those who are nearest in interest and in locality to the scene of the 
wrongs we complain of, . 

The exclusion of our fishermen by that treaty from the extensive wa- 
ters and bays adjacent to the fishing grounds, on which they have the 
same rights as Canadian fishermen, admitted to be ours both by treaty 
and international law, should never have been conceded except for con- 
cessions of commercial rights of equal importance. When we look in 
the treaty for such concessions we find such trivial provisions as that 
our fishing vessels need not report toa custom-house when putiinginto 
the bays and harbors for shelter or repairing damages, or for purchas- 
ing wood or obtaining water. But even this concession prohibits our 
vessels remaining more than twenty-four hours. They were not to 
be liable for compulsory pilotage and are reli¢ved from certain dues 
which are not enforced against any commercial vessel. In case of 
being driven into any bay or port under stress of weather they could 
unload when such unloading is made necessary as incidental to re- 
pairs, may replenish provisions or supplies damaged or lost by disaster. 
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In certain cases they could purchase supplies for the homeward yoy- 
age. ‘They were promised that the penalties for violating the customs 
laws should not exceed the value of the ship and its cargo, that the 

roceedings should be as inexpensive as practicable, that reasonable 

il should be accepted, and the usual incidents of a fair and speedy 
trial are promised. ‘These provisions are not concessions. Al these 
are rights which an Anglo-Saxon believes are inherent to man, as life, 
liberty, and property, rights which we have demanded from Algiers 
and Tripoli, which we have exacted from China and Japan when they 
opened their doors to European civilization, rights which Great Britain 
would not allow to be denied to Englishmen by any nation of the 
world. Any negotiation for such rights is a reproach to the framers of 
the treaty. The very fact of their concession by Canada and accept- 
ance by us is an admission that they had been denied by the Canadian 
authorities, and that we had to buy these common rights by extend- 
ing the local jurisdiction of Canada over vast bays where our fisher- 
men had plied their vocation for more than ofe hundred years. 

Nor does the fifteenth article help the treaty, for that is only an 
offer that, if we will repeal our duties on fish oil, whale oil, seal oil. 
and fish of all kinds (except fish preserved in oil), as well as on the 
usual and necessary casks, barrels, kegs, cans, and other coverings of 
the products named, whether these duties are necessary for revenue or 
for protection, then, and only in that event, they will allow our vessels 
to enter their ports for— 


k aae purchase of provisions, bait, ice, seines, lines, and all other supplies 
and outfits, 

2 Transshipment of catch, for transport by any means of conyeyance. 

3. Shipping of crews. 


But even this article does not allow our fishing vessels to have any 
rights except those specially specified in the three clausesnamed. All 
and more of the rights proposed by this article have been freely granted 
and are enjoyed by every British and Canadian vessel, of whatever 
kind, whenever its owner wishes to enter the ports, harbors, or bays of 
the United States. 

Why are not similar commercial rights conceded to our fishing ves- 
sels? Why should Canada refuse to allow American fishing vessels, 
engaged in a lawfuland hazardous business on adjacent banks, to enter 
their ports and ship their catch over a railroad chiefly of American 
ownership to the American market? The denial of this privilege, 
which costs Canada nothing, has always seemed to me so inhospitable, 
unchristian, and selfish that I wonder that it has not long since led to 
violence and retaliation. The only answer is that the fishing banks 
lie nearer to Canadian shores than our own, and that they have there- 
fore an advantage in shipping their catch that we do not enjoy; and 
yet, strange to say, we allow them to ship their fish free of duty into 
our market and thus take advantage of their own wrong. ‘The Presi- 
dent, as I will show, has the power under the act of 1887, by a simple 
order, to change all this by stopping for a time the importation of fish 
and other s from ports from which our fishermen are excluded, 
and this alone would in all probability have secured justice, hospitality, 
and equal commercial privileges to our fishermen; but he chose to ne- 
gotiate, and the result was a project of a treaty which secures none of 
these except upon a surrender of the taxing power of the Government. 

“The President complains that the treaty was rejected without any 
fs, pla disposition on the of the Senate to alter oramendit. The 
only amendment that would make thetreaty tolerable was one to stipu- 
late for the entry of our fishing vessels into Canadian ports with the 
same commercial privileges that are now enjoyed by the British and 
Canadian vessels in our ports, but it was said in the committee and con- 
curred in by all that such an amendment would not be accepted by 
the other contracting parties, that to adopt this amendment would be 
to defeat the treaty in an indirect way and be a concession of the de- 
limitation of the bays mentioned, thatit would be betterfor the United 
States, and the Administration as well, to reject the treaty entire, leav- 
ing the executive authorities to negotiate anew, or pursue the remedy 
provided by law, as deemed best for the public interest. These con- 
siderations induced me to withhold the amendment suggested, for it was 
perfectly well known that the treaty was rejected because it extended 
the exclusive waters of Canada without securing reciprocal advantages, 
and aggravated rather than lessened existing difficulties. 

The President charges that it was the evident intention of the Sen- 
ate, not wanting expression, that no negotiation should at present be 
concluded touching the matter at issue; in other words, that the Senate 
was governed by political motives. This is founded upon a single clause 
of the report of the committee, in which it is said: 

Congress came to the conclusion that the period of negotiation and unavail- 

` ing remonstrance had p: „and with almost absolute unanimity and without 
any party division enacted the act of March 3, 1887. 

This was the statement of a fact absolutely true, and is not in any 
sense a denial of the right of the President, under the Constitution and 
by and with the advice and consent of the Senate, to make treaties. 
That Congress did expect him to pursue the course marked out by the 
law which he had approved is undeniably true, but it is equally true 
that he might, before resorting to the law, continue negotiations, and 
the same right was open to him after the Senate had expressed its dis- 


approval of the treaty, and yet, in the face of this, the President says 
the Senate has declined. 


The co-operation necessary for the adjustment of the long-standing national 
arapay with which we have to deal, by methods of conference and agree- 
men 

What were these differences? None were suggested by the treaty he 
sent us except those growing out of the treaty of 1818,.which related 
alone to our fishery rights. These were not settled by the treaty ex- 
cept by new concessions and by a surrender of the taxing power. We 
believe they could have been easily and quickly settled by his execut- 
ing the law of March 3, 1887. Heseems to be unwilling to execute that 
law, which undoubtedly expressed the deliberate judgment of Congress 
without party division, and now that the Senate has declined to ap- 

rove the treaty, he neglects the execution of the law, imputes to the 
Pewutaaaentacnaen that it hasnot made, seeks to change the issue, sets out 
other causes of complaint, and invokes new and extraordinary powers 
to panion Canada for levying discriminating duties in the use of her 
canals, 

A purely executive officer, charged with the execution of a law, places 
his opinion and his will above the law, declines to renew the negotia- 
tions, neglects to carry out the plan of retaliation provided by law,and 
says he will ‘‘ therefore turn to the contemplation of a plan of retalia- 
tion” entirely different and distinct from the one provided by the law, 
and asks Congress to grant him the power of suspending a commerce 
stated by him to have amounted to $270,000,000 during the last six 
years. It is no wonder that this sudden change of base excites surprise 
in both countries and is regarded as a mere political movement to di- 
vert attention from the real issue, and, for party purposes, to broaden 
a local controversy into one that may involve the peace of two great 
countries. 

This brings me directly to the consideration of the method of retalia- 
tion provided by existing law and that recommended by the President. 
The act of March 3, 1887, provides: 

That whenever the President of the United States shall be satisfied that Amer- 
ican fishing vessels or American fishermen, visiting or being in the waters or at 
any ports or places of the British dominions of North America, are or then lately 
have been denied or abridged in the enjoyment of any rights secured to them by 
treaty or law, or are then or lately have [been] unjustly vexed or harassed in the 
enjoyment of such rights, or subjected to unreasonable restrictions, regulations. 
or requirements in of such rights, it shall be the duty of the President of 
the United States, in his discretion, by A AG eraen to that effect, to deny ves- 
sels, their masters and crews of the British dominionsof North America, any en- 
trance into the waters, ports, or places of, or within the United States, and also, 
to deny entry into any port or p of the United States of fresh fish or salt fish 
or any other product of said dominions, or other goods coming from said domin- 
ions to the United States. 

That all the injuries to our countrymen recited in the act of Con- 
gress have been committed is admitted and strongly stated by the 
President in his recent message. The ground for retaliation is spe- 
cifically pointed out by him, and the proper measure of retaliation was 
clearly and distinctly defined by Congress and is fully justified by the 
facts stated in the message. 

Can there be a doubt that, if the President had promptly, after the 
passage of this law, exercised his powers, or even now, after the failure 
of his negotiation, should exercise either of the powers given to him 
by the law—that is to prevent the entrance of Canadian vessels into 
qur pora or to deny entry into our ports of fish or other goods, the 
product of said Dominion—he would have secured to our countrymen 
the privileges referred to? And this would have been a just and proper 
measure of retaliation. He would have inflicted upon Canadian ves- 
sels the precise injury to the same extent that has been inflicted upon 
American fishermen. 

Eut, not content with this, he proposes a measure of retaliation that 
will inflict great injury upon our own citizens, in no way connected 
with the fishery difficulties; will arrest a vast commerce beneficial to 
both countries, which has been conducted in peace and safety and 
without controversy for years, which furnishes occupation for our rail- 
roads and other modes of transportation, and to a vast number of our 
people; which causes no loss to our revenue; which will create damage 
and irritation along the whole length of our border, from the Gulf of 
St. Lawrence to the Straits of Fuca. It will, without furnishing a 
remedy to the fishermen employed upon our northeastern fisheries, in- 
flict an injury to all engaged in commerce on the upper lakes, to sev- 
eral lines of railroads through New England States, will check the 
construction of railroads to and from the friendly province of Mani- 
toba, probably lead to the suspension and breaking off of the expor- 
tation of coal from Ohio and the West to Canada, and the shipment of 
wheat from the Red River country to Minneapolis, to be ground into 
flour for re-export or home consumption. In other words, it will sus- 
pend or embarrass a commerce of exports and imports aggregating 
nearly $100,000,000 a year. A proposition like this, made without 
warning in the midst of a popular election, with all the air and sur- 
roundings of a sensation, is the response to an earpest demand made 
by the fishermen of New England that they should be secured in the 
enjoyment of what they believe to be their unquestionable rights. 

On what ground is this recommendation made? If to secure the 
rights of our citizens it is necessary to make these sacrifices, a patriotic 
people will not for a moment hesitate; but if this is a mere expression 
of resentment because the Senate has not approved the treaty, or is a 
mere bluff to attract popular feeling in aid of a political canvass, in no 
way necessary to secure the object sought, the Senate should promptly 
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deny the power asked for, and appeal to the sober judgment of our peo- 
ple to support them in resisting measures so dangerous to the peace and 
prosperity of the country. The broad question is ted whether 
it is wise to canfer this power on the President of the United States 
under existing circumstances, and this involves the consideration of 
our commercial relations with Canada, their extent and importance 
both to Canada and the United States, and especially of the articles in 
the isis of Washington of 1871 and the subsisting laws to carry them 
into effect. 

Prior to the treaty of Washington there were many subjects of dis- 

mte between the United States and Great Britain in respect to Canada. 
t treaty was negotiated with the utmost care by eminent represent- 
atives of Great Britain and the United States, and was ratified on the 
17th of June, 1871. It was a broad, comprehensive, liberal, and just 
treaty, fit to be made by two great friendly nations, and was designed 
to and did put all the controversies then existing upon a course of 
peaceful settlement honorable to both parties. 

The first eleven articles relate alone to the Alabama claims. These 
have been fully executed. Besides settling these claims there were 
two clauses honorable to both countries and of good example to all na- 
tions. One was the expression by Great Britain in a friendly spirit 
of— 

Regret felt by Her Majesty's Government for the escape, under whatever cir- 


cumstances, of the Alabama and other vessels from British ports and for the 
depredations committed by those vessels: 


And, second, the three provisions in Article VI defining the duties 
of neutral governments to a friendly nation in war with another. 
These rules embrace the American idea in respect to neutral nations, 
and have been substantially adopted by other maritime powers. 

The next six articles provide for a claims commission to adjudicate 
and settle mutual claims of citizens of the ive nations against 
each other. This is an effective form of arbitration, and these articles 
have been executed. ` 

Article XVIII granted to fishermen of the United States the right to 
take fish of ing Sao except shell-fish on the seacoast and shores and 
in the bays and harbors and creeks of the maritime provinces on the 
northeastern coast of Canada, without being restricted to any distance 
from shore, with permission to land upon the shore for the purposes of 
drying their nets and curing their fish, This clause modifies the fish- 
ing rights granted by the treaty of 1818 by allowing our fishermen to 
fish within the marine league, but it grants them no commercial privi- 
lege of entering the port for provisions or supplies and transshipping 
their catch over the Canadian roads to the United States. This, how- 
ever, is provided for in Article XXIX, to be hereafter discussed. The 
nineteenth article grants reciprocal rights to Canadian fishermen on all 
bays, harbors, and creeks on the seacoast and shores of the United 
States north of the thirty-ninth of north latitude. These and 
the two following articles relate exclusively to the fishing rights of the 

ive nations. 

The four following articles relate exclusively to the Halifax Commis- 
sion, organized to estimate the difference bttween the concessions to 
the United States and to Great Britain in respect to the fisheries, and 
have been fully executed by an award that has always been considered 
in the United States as excessive and unjust; but the award was made 
and has been paid. 

Article XX VI and several articles following deal with the coasting 
and transit trade along the rivers and lakes which form the border be- 
tween the United States and Canada, a distinct subject-matter. Arti- 
cle XXVI declares that the river St. Lawrence, ranning through Brit- 
ish territory, shall forever remain free and open to the sea for the pur- 
poses of commerce to the citizens of both countries. Article XXVII 
secures to the citizens of the United States the use of the Welland, St. 
Lawrence, and other canals in Canada on terms of equality with the 
inhabitants of the Dominion, and the United States undertakes that 
English subjects shall enjoy the use of the St. Clair Canal and certain 
State canals on terms of equality with the inhabitants of the United 
States, and the navigation of Lake Michigan was to be free and open 
for the purposes of commerce to English subjects. 

The twenty-ninth article relates to goods in transit arriving at ports 
of the United States destined for Canada, and, reciprocally, that goods 
from ports in the United States through Canada to the United States 
should be conveyed in transit without the payment of duties. I shall 
have occasion to call attention in detail to the provisions of this article. 

Articles XXX and XXXI provide for the coasting trade in vessels 
of both countries reciprocally on and through the Great Lakes and the 
rivers connecting the same, free of duty. In other words, the coasting 
trade of the waters on the borders of the two countries was to be open 
to the vessels of both nations on terms of reciprocity. 

The last articles from XXXIV to XLII relate solely to the bound- 
ary between the two countries on the northwestern coast. This con- 
troversy was referred to the Emperor of Germany, who decided it in 
favor of the United States. These articles were executed by his de- 
cision in our favor. 

Thus it will be perceived that this treaty embraces four distinct sub- 
jects, each of which was of great importance, but not in any way con- 
nected with each other. 


First. The settlement of the Alabama and other claims. 

Second. The fishery controversies on the northeastern coast. 

Third. The coasting and transit trade along the Great Lakes and rivers 
which formed a large part of the boundary between the two countries, 
or transshipment of goods in bond to and through either country free 
of duty. 

Fourth. The boundary line on the Pacific. 

The first and fourth of these, relating to claims and the boundary on 
the Pacific, were settled in pursuance of the terms of the treaty. The 
fishery articles gave rise to irritation and were terminated by the act 
of March 3, 1883. The articles relating to the transit of goods, pro< 
viding for a vast interior commerce and the reciprocal use of the rail- 
roads and canals of each country, have been substantially observed by 
both countries, except as to the transit of fish belonging to American 
fishermen from Canadian ports to the United States. 

The benefits conferred are mutual, and if any other.complaints have 
arisen they have no connection with, relation to, or similitude to the 
fishery controversies. Why, therefore, blend this dispute about the 
transshipment of fish at local ports in Nova Scotia with the vast in- 
terior commerce of a continent? Why connect a controversy in the 
waters about the mouth of the St. Lawrence with the commercial re- 
lations along a boundary line extending more than 4,000 miles? No 
good can result from it unless it is desirable to establish non-inter- 
course between the two countries, and turn the minds of the two peo- 
ples from growing relations of friendship and good will to preparations 
for controversy and war. 

When a nation is compelled by a sense of wrong to seek aremedy by 
retaliation it is bound to apply a remedy suitable to the offense, and 
not to resort to extreme or unnecessary measures. If it doesso it be- 
comes a wrong-doer. The rule is properly stated by the President in 
the following words: 

There is also an evident propriety as well as an invitation to moral sup- 
port, found in visiting upon the offending party the same measure or kind of 
treatment of which we complain, and as far as possible within the same lines.;, 

And yet at once he invokes a measure of retaliation far beyond the 
range and out of all proportion to the complaint. What we complain 
of is the denial of the right of American fishing vessels to enter Cana- 
dian ports to ship their catch to the American market. 

The remedy provided by law is clear, simple, direct, and sufficient, 
visiting on the offending party the same measure or kind of treatment 
of which we complain, and there we should rest. They deny our ves- 
sels the right to enter their ports; we deny their vessels the right to 
enter our ports. They deny our right to transship our fish to our mar- 
ket; we deny them the right to bring their fish into our market. We 
base our right to enter their ports and transship our fish upon precisely 
the article of the same treaty upon which they send their fish to our 
market. If our claim is unfounded, then they should not enjoy the 
privilege they deny to us. 

We believe that the right to transfer fish in bond free of duty through 
either Canada or the United States rests upon the same law as the 
transit of all other goods. Fish can be and are freely transmitted 
from any other port or place in the United States to or from Canada, 
precisely like other goods, wares, and merchandise, but it is claimed 
that fish caught on the fishing banks by Americon fishing vessels can 
not, under the terms of the treaty of 1818, be allowed to enter the Ca- 
nadian ports in that region except for certain purposes, and that this 
trafic is not embraced in the dcn feal article of the treaty of 1871. 
It would appear upon the face of the latter treaty that there is no 

und whatever for this distinction. By the plain terms of Article 
XXIX, which supersedes prior laws and treaties, the goods, wares, or 
merchandise of American citizens arriving at any of the ports of Her 
Britannic Majesty's possessions in North America and destined for the 
United States may be entered and conveyed in transit through said 
possessions without the payment of duties. There is no restriction as 
to the character of the goods, no exception made as to fish, or as to par- 
ticular ports, or the character of the vessels, whether fishing vessels or 
commercial vessels, or as to prior rights. No reserve is made as to the 
treaty of 1818, and this right was enjoyed by our fishing vessels until 
1886. The transit of fish stands on precisely the same basis as the 
transit of wheat, potatoes, or merchandise. 

If the right to transship fish does not exist it is because Article XXIX 
is not in force. It therefore becomes important to determine whether 
this article has been in any way cha‘ qualified, or terminated by 
the notice given to terminate the articles of the Washington treaty re- 
lating to the fisheries by the joint resolution approved March 3, 1883. 
This resolution declares: 

That in the judgment of Congress the provisions of articles numbered XVIII to 
XXV. inclusive, and of Article XXX of the treaty between the United States 
and Her Britannic Majesty, * <“ * ought to be determinated at the earliest 

ible time, and be no longer in force; and to this end the President be, and 

e hereby is, directed to give notice to the Government of Her Britannic Ma- 
jesty that the prore of each and every of the articles aforesaid will termi- 


nate and be of no force on the expiration of two years next after the time of 
giving such notice. 
* 


* 
Sec. 3. That on and after 
said treaty, each and every of said articles shall be deemed and hel 
expired and be of no force and effect. 


Due notice was given by the President of the termination of the ar 


* * 2 > s 
the expiration of the two years’ time required by 
to have 


1888. 


ticles named, and an act of Congress prescribed the mode of carrying 
it into effect. 

Thus, by the plain terms of the treaty and in pursuance of a right 
reserved in the treaty, the fishery articles have been terminated, and 
by the common consent of both parties the fishing rights of the United 
States rest upon the treaty of 1818; but this does not affect any other 
portion of the treaty. This leaves the treaty of Washington, so far as 
it respects the navigation of the St. Lawrence and the Great Lakes and 
the rivers that connect them, and the shipment of goods in transit under 
Article XXIX in full force. 

The President admits the force of this position, but contends that, 
as the result of the termination of the fishery articles, Article XXIX 
has also been terminated. He, in his recent message, for the first time 
takes that position, He says: 

There need be no hesitation in suspending these laws, arising from the sup- 
position that their continuation is secured by treaty obligations, for it seems 
quite plain that Article XXIX of the treaty of 1871, which was the only article in- 
corporating such Jaws, terminated the 1st day of July, 1885. 

He supports this by a narrow and technical construction of Article 
XXXIII. Itis not pretended that either country hastaken any direct 
measure to terminate Article X XIX, but, as stated, it is a mere con- 
structive repeal, for Article XXIX is not mentioned in the joint reso- 
lution of March 3, 1883, terminating the fishery articles. The Senator 
from Mississippi [Mr. GEORGE] supports the President by a subtle ar- 
gument, plausible upon its face but not satisfactory. 

It is sufficient to say that all the contracting parties to this treaty 
have treated this article as in full force. It is a reciprocal arrange- 
ment upon a distinct subject-matter, beneficial to both parties, and of 
which no complaint has been made, either as to its fairness or its con- 
tinuance. A re by construction is not favored in law. Since the 
termination of the fishery articles the great commerce conducted un- 
der the provision of Article XXIX has been continued and is annually 
increasing. When appealed to, Great Britain insisted it was in force. 
If violated at all it has been by the refusal of Canada to allow the 
transshipment of fish from American vessels in the ports on the north- 
eastern coast, from Nova Scotia through the State of Maine to Boston 
and other points, But this grievance could be amply remedied under 
the act of March, 1887, by forbidding the entry of fish from Canada 
into the United States, or by forbidding Canadian vessels from enter- 
ing the ports of the United States. 

We are told by the President that— 

In the year 1886 notice was received by the representatives of our Govern- 
ment that our fishermen would no longer be allowed to ship their fish in bond 
and free of duty through Canadian territory to this country; and ever since 
that time such shipment has been denied. 

If this be so it is another reason why the President should have at 
once responded by a refusal to allow fish to be brought through Ca- 
nadian territory to our country or the entry of Canadian vessels into 
our ports. This would be a plain, direct, and prompt remedy which 
the President, though armed with full power, has refused to exercise. 
To make this injustice by the Canadian authorities the ground for ar- 
resting the transit of goods between the two countries along the line of 
the frontier would be to inflict a vastly greater injury on our own peo- 
ple as well as upon the Canadians, to redressa local grievance for which 
he has an ample local remedy. It is retaliation against ourselves. 

It was said in debate that President Grant in his message of De- 
cember 5, 1870, recommended the identical measure of retaliation now 
recommended by President Cleveland. ‘This is easily answered by the 
very different state of our relations with Great Britain then and now. 
All the many causes of complaint subsequently settled by the treaty 
of Washington were then pending and ae But a better answer 
is that in spite of the many causes of complaint then existing, Congress 
refused to General Grant the powers he asked for and left him to n 
tiate as a better remedy. No party then proposed to comply with hi 
request. No Democrat would then confer upon him such powers. 
Shall we now when our causes of complaint are infinitely less and have 
been localized give to President Cleveland powers we refused to Presi- 
dent Grant? 

It has been said in debate that the President has already the power 
he asks for, and sections 3005 and 3006 of the Revised Statutes have 
been quoted to sustain this view. Ido not concur in this, but agree 
with the Senator from Mississippi [Mr. GEORGE] that no such power 
is conferred by these sections, It can not be based upon the power 
granted by section 3005 to the Secretary of the Treasury to prescribe 
rules and regulations. This is merely directory to provide a proper 
mode for executing the law, but the law itself confers upon the owners 
of the merchandise the right to carry their goods through the United 
States free of duty, and that right can not be taken away by the regu- 
lations of the Secretary or by his failure to make such regulations. Nor 
does the authority conferred upon the Secretary of the Treasury by sec- 
tion 3006 to make rules, regulations, and conditions, limit or control 
the authority to import merchandise in bond or duty paid, to be trans- 
ported from one port of the United States to another over neighboring 
territory. 

The regulations must be in harmony with and not defeat the object 
of the law. Nor does it follow that powers given to the Secretary of 
the Treasury are conferred upon the President. A multitude of ex- 
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amples of this kind can be given where the head ofa Department is 
clothed with independent power denied to the President, Nor has the 
President any dispensing power. He c.n not take advantage of the 
non-fulfillment of a treaty by a foreign nation. Congress alone can 
abrogate a treaty if it is violated by the other party. It may abro- 
gate the treaty in whole or in part, but the President has no such 
power. If Great Britain has violated the twenty-ninth article of the 
treaty of Washington, cr has failed in any respect to perform its obli- 
gations, as I believe it has in refusing the entry and transshipment of 
our fish, the Congress alone may prescribe proper remedies, either by 
abrogation of a part or the whole of a treaty or by retaliation in kind. 
In this case Congress has furnished the remedy, ample, complete, and 
specific. It has not undertaken to abrogate Article X XIX, but all the 
parties to the treaty have treated it as subsisting, and, according to my 
construction, it is still in full force and effect, and neither the inter- 
ests of our people nor public policy demand that it should be suspended 
or evaded, but should be maintained and enforced. ` 

Unfortunately the President is committed against this policy; and 
disappointed in the rejection of the late treaty and dissatisfied with the 
attitude of his administration on a question involving the rights of a 
largenumber ofour people, he now, in his recent message, seeks to change 
the issue, sets up new grievances, asks for new powers to fight another 
diplomatic battle on another line. He says in his message of the 29th 
of August that the Dominion of Canada has not complied with Article 
XXVII of the treaty of Washington in allowing American vessels to use 
the Welland Canal on the same terms and conditions granted to Cana- 
dian vessels. This is quite a different subject-matter than Article 
XXIX. Article XXVII provides that— 

ARTICLE XXVII, 

The Government of Her Britannic Majesty engages to urge upon the Govern- 
ment of the Dominion of Canada to secure to the citizens of the United States 
the use of the Welland, St. Lawrence, and other canals in the Dominion on 
terms of equality with the inhabitants of the Dominion; and the Government 
of the United States engages that the subjects of Her Britannic ag moet shall 
enjoy the use of the St. Clair Flats Canal on terms of equality with the inhab- 
itants of the United States, and further engages to urge upon the State govern- 
ments to secure to the subjects of Her Britannic Majesty the use of the several 
State canals connected with the navigation of the lakes or rivers traversed by 
or contiguous to the boundary line between the possessions of the high con- 
tracting parties on terms of equality with the inhabitants of the United States. 

Though Great Britain only engaged to urge Canada to secure citizens 
of the United States the use of the Welland and other canals on terms 
of equality with citizens of Canada, yet, considering their relations to 
each other, this constitutes a substantial obligation on the part of Great 
Britain to secure to citizens of the United States the use of the canals 
on the same terms granted to citizens of Canada. It is now alleged 
that such discrimination is made against the United States, but this is 
denied by the Dominion Government. It appears, however, that as 
early as the 28th of March, 1887, by an order of council, that Govern- 
ment did levy a special reduced rate of 2 cents a ton, merely nominal, 
on wheat, corn, pease, barley, and rye, all being food products, carried 
through the Welland Canal, when shipped to Montreal or ports east of 
that, while the usual rate when shipped to other ports is 20 cents a 
ton. This does not discriminate against American vessels, for they may 
carry these articles to Montreal; but it does discriminate against Amer- 
ican ports, and is certainly a violation of the spirit of the treaty if not 
its letter. This discrimination has continued ever since. It ap 
also from the report of the Commissioner of Navigation that similar 
orders of council were in operation since July 4, 1885, during nearly 
the whole period of this Administration. 

A memorandum taken from the Canadian report of canal statistics for 1886 
throws some light upon the subject of tolls: 

‘O, O., 21st April, 1886.—On a memorandum dated 20th April, 1886, from the 
minister of railways and canals, submitting that, by an order in council 
áth July, 1885, the Dominion canal tolls on certain food products shipped from 
Montreal or any other Canadian port east of Montreal were reduced, for the then 
current season of navigation only, to 2 cents per ton. 

“©, C. 14th June, 1886.—Notice is hereby given that by order of his excellency 
the governor-general in council, dated the 4th June, 1886, the order in coun- 
cil, 21st April last, fixing at 2 cents per ton the Dominion canal tolls on 
pete food products, shall apply to the Welland and St. Lawrence Canals 
Now, the first inquiry I have to make is if this discrimination is so 
grievous as to demand the extreme remedy of retaliation, why was it 
not sooner brought to our attention? The first we heard of such com- 
plaint were statements made by a Senator on this floor during the pres- 
ent session and by a bill introduced in the House of Representatives. 
If there was just ground for this complaint it was the duty of the Presi- 
dent to inform Congress of it, and to call upon Congress without 
to the fishery controversy for power to enable him to meet this breach 
of the treaty. It is not mentioned by the Secretary of the Treasury in 
his annual report. I need not say it was not mentioned by the Presi- 
dent in his annual message. It is said it was mentioned in the report 
of the Commissioner of Navigation in December last, a document not 
likely to attract attention, and in a letter from the Secre of the 
Treasury to the Committee on Foreign Affairs of the House, January 
23, 1888. It does not seem to have been called to the attention of the 
distinguished negotiators of the late fishery treaty. It was not even 
called to the attention of Mr. Bayard, our Secretary of State, until the 
10th of July, 1888, and then in a perfunctory kindof a way. Heslept 
on this grievance until the 21st of July, when he addressed a note 
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the British minister at his summer retreat; even then did not treat it 
as a complaint against Great Britain, but closed his brief note with 
this request: 

I will thank you to bring this matter to the attention of the Canadian Gov- 
ernment, 


No doubt in due time we will hear farther from the Canadian Gov- 
ernment through Mr. West and Mr, Bayard. 

And yet this is the subject-matter of the message of the President 
of A 29, 1888, which has caused so much excitement in those 
countries, and even the facts which I state were not known to us until 
the 12th of this month of September—six days since—when they were 
communicated by the message of the President in response to a reso- 
lution of the Senate. And yet with the message of the President there 
came to the House by some grape-vine line the bill now before us, It 
was hurried through in hot haste to heal the wounded honor of our 
country, which had, according to the President, suffered almost un- 
consciously a grievous wrong for more than three years! 

Mr. President, I have in my time seen many panics. I have seen 
the Senate and the House rush in hot haste through the forms of leg- 
islation under sudden excitement many foolish measures, I haye seen 
mobs not so respectable commit violence and crimes against law and 
justice. I have read of panics in battle when the bravest of troops 
fied in a fright from imaginary dangers, but I have never known one 
so groundless as this. For us to set up these old orders of council of 
the Canadian Government now, here in the midst of the fishery con- 
troversy, as a ground for retaliation would be a departure from all the 
usages of friendly intercourse between friendly nations. It would be 
to seck a quarrel on a new pretext to fortify an old controversy. It 
would be neither manly, dignified, nor just. It is an afterthought. 
If not, why did not the’ President advise us before of the discrimina- 
tion against us in the use of the Welland Canal? Why did he, in 
June, 1887, confer bonding privileges on the Canadian Pacific Rail- 
road? Why did he not make a firm remonstrance against such dis- 
criminuations? Why did he not give notice that if continued, like dis- 
criminations would be made on the St. Clair and Sault de Ste. Marie 
Canals? Why, after giving notice to the British minister, does he not 
await an answer? Can it that he never heard of this grievance 
until now, and seized upon it to cover his refusal to obey the law fix- 
ing the measure and extent of retaliation for injuries done to the fish- 
ing rights? I can not resist the conclusion that this grievance, meg- 
lected oroverlooked by the President, is now lugged into the fishery 
controversy to divert attention from the failure to enforce the retalia- 
tiou authorized by law. 

_ And yet, Mr. President, I believe the discrimination made is a sub- 

stantial and, as the debate in the House of Representatives shows, an 
injurious infraction by the Canadian authorities of the treaty of Wash- 
ington, and calls for a firm remonstrance by the President to Great 
Britain, and, if not heeded, an act of Congress authorizing a toll on 
vessels passing through the St. Clair Flats or Sault deSte. Marie Canals 
to Canadian ports, or in the last resort authorizing specific retaliation. 
Upon the showing now made I will vote for such an act or acts after a 
fair notice and proper hearing. It may be, and has been contended, 
that the joint resolution of March 3, 1887, is broad enough to justify 
such retaliation, butif there isany doubt of it full and specific authority 
should be conferred upon the President to retaliatein kind. I can not 
doubt that Canada will on proper representation remove this cause of 
complaint. Itis not to be supposed that any such discrimination would 
be made except by inadvertence, or continued after the attention of the 
Canadian authorities had been called to it. 

We have no right to complain that Canada levies tolls on vessels pass- 
ing through her canals, though we levy none on American canals, for 
that right is expressly recognized by the Washington treaty. All that 
we can ask is that no higher or other tolls are levied on American ves- 
sels than on Canadian vessels, that no discriminations are made under 
cover of drawbacks or bounties in favor of Canadian ports against Amer- 
ican ports. If we object to tolls we should do what ought to have been 
doue forty years ago, and for which I voted thirty years ago, build a 
canal around the Falls of Niagara on American soil. 

I conclude, therefore, that it is not wise at the present time to give 
to the President the additional powers of retaliation he asks for as the 
casc now stands. It is for Congress, the representatives of the States 
and the people, to judge of the necessity and extent of powers of re- 
taliation demanded by national honor to secure national rights, and 
not for the President. If the object is to secure our fishery rights, the 
powers already granted are full, complete, and adequate. If it is to 
prevent discriminations against American vessels in Canadian canals, 
the foundation has not been laid by negotiation, remonstrance, and re- 
fusal to justify acts of retaliation. When that is done it will be time 
enough to provide such measures, and the patriotism of Congress may 
be relied upon, whatever party is in power, to assert and maintain the 
rights of our people. 

That there is no haste about this matter is shown from the very cool 
and placid manner in which Sir John Macdonald treats the whole ques- 
tion. The Welland Canal will be closed for the season in sixty days, 

we shall receive an answer from the Canadian Government or 


from Mr. West, and then we shall havea long season intervening, Sir 
John Macdonald is reported in the newspapers to have said yesterday: 


aae pouer of the Canadian Government will be to await developments in the 

United States. By this I mean that the only question from which trouble can 

arise relates to the fishing. The fishing season has closed, and it will not 

open again until May. In other words, it will be fully eight months before the 
nited States will have any chance to bring up the question again. 


Psy was not the view the House of Representatives seem to have 
ken, 

And now, Mr. President, taking a broader view of this question, I 
submit if the time has not come when the people of the United States 
and Canada should take a broader view of their relations to each other 
than has heretofore seemed practicable. Our whole history since the 
conquest of Canada by Great Britain in 1763 has been a continuous 
warning that we can not be at peace with each other except by polit- 
ical as well as commercial union. The fate of Canada should have fol- 
lowed the fortunes of the coloniesin the American Revolution. It would 
have been better for all, for the mother country as well, if ail this con- 
tinent north of Mexico had participated in the formation and shared 
in common the blessings and prosperity of the American Union. 

So evidently our fathers thought, for among the earliest military 
movements by the Continental Co was the expedition for the 
occupation of Canada, and the capture of the British forces in Mon- 
treal and Quebec. ‘The story of the failure of the expedition, the he- 
roism of Arnold and Burr, the death of Montgomery, and the fearful 
sufferings borne by the Continental forces in the march and retreat 
is familiar to every student of American history. The native popula- 
tion of Canada were then friendly to our cause, and hundreds of them 
as refugees followed our retiring forces and shared in the subsequent 
dangers and triumphs of the war. Itwas theearnest desire of Frank- 
lin, Adams, and Jay at the treaty of peace to secure the consent of 
Great Britain to allow Canada to form a part of the United States, and 
at one time it appeared possible but for the influence of France and 
Spain, then the acknowledged sovereigns of large parts of the territory 
now included within the United States. The present status of Canada 
grew out of the activities and acquisitions of European powers after the 
discovery of this cqntinent. Spain, France, and England especially de- 
sired to acquire political jurisdiction over this newly discovered coun- 
try. 

Without going into the details so familiar to the Senate, it is sufi- 
cient to say that Spain held Florida, France held all west of the Mis- 
sissippi, Mexico held Texas west to the Pacific, and England held Can- 
ada. The United States held, subject to the Indian title, only the 
region between the Mississippi and the Atlantic. The statesmen of 
this Government early discerned the fact that it was impossible that 
Spain, France, and Mexico should hold the territory then held by them 
without serious detriment to the interests and prosperity of the United 
States, and withont the danger that was always present of conflicts 
with the European powers maintaining governments in contiguous ter- 
ritory. It was a wise policy and a necessity to acquire these vast re- 
pions and add them to this country. They were acquired and are now 

e 

Precisely the same considerations apply to Canada, with greater forco. 
The commercial conditions have vastly changed within twenty-five 
years. Railroads have been built across the continent in our owncoun- 
try and in Canada, The seaboard is of such a character and its geo- 
graphical situation is such on both oceans that perfect freedom as to 
transportation is absolutely essential, not only to the prosperity of the 
two countries, but to the entire commerce of the world; and as far as 
the interests of the two people are concerned, they are divided by a 
mere imaginary line. They live next-door neighbors to each other, and 
there should be a perfect freedom of intercourse between them. 

A denial of that intercourse, or the withholding of it from them, 
rests simply and wholly upon the accident that a European power one 
hundred years ago was able to hold that territory against us; but her 
interest has practically passed away and Canada has become an inde- 
pendent government to all intents and purposes, as much so as Texas 
was after she separated herself from Mexico. So thatall the consider- 
ations that entered into the acquisition of Florida, Louisiana, and the 
Pacific coast and Texas apply to Canada, greatly strengthened by the 
changed condition of commercial relations and matters of transporta- 
tion. ‘These intensify not only the propriety, but the absolute neces- 
sity of both a commercial and a political union between Canada and 
the United States, ; 

The immense extent of our boundary line invites, has produced, and 
will more and more produce, as both countries grow, innumerable 
causes of controversy that would not exist if we were bound by the 
tie of a common government. Nearly all of the troublesome ques- 
tions that have been the subject of negotiations with Great Britain have 
related to Canada. One fruitless war led to the invasion of Canada. 
More than once we haye been on the verge of war with Great Britain 
as to the boundary line with Canada. Our present controversies as to 
the fisheries, canals, commercial and trade relations are with Canada, 
The similarity of our language and institutions makes intercourse easy 
and controversies frequent. Our proximity is more dangerous than if 
we were of different races, speaking different Janguages, and separated 
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by old traditions and usages. We are essentially one people; butsince 
the autonomy of the Dominion of Canada, composed of many prov- 
inces, we are two rival federal republics between whom union is the 
only safety, can we not therefore, as the elder and stronger republic, 
adopt a line of public policy that will peacefully and happily blend 
the two in one harmonious whole. Canada is now stronger, more pop- 
ulous and wealthier than the United States was when the Constitu- 
tion was formed: In one hundred years our country has been increased 
fifteen fold in population, five-fold in extent, and twenty fold in wealth, 
productions, and resources. We may anticipate for Canada the same 
proportionate growth in population and wealth, but neither can grow 
in extent, for the continent is shared between us. 

Shall each country protect itself from the other by lines of fortifica- 
tions, dotted by custom-houses, carefully watched by smugglers, and 
expend their resources for armies and vessels of war? Shall we dupli- 
cate canals on our borders at every natural obstacle to commerce be- 
cause we can not agree for their common use? Shall we, like un- 
friendly neighbors, build a mad-lane between us, because we can not 
agree to joinourfences? One or the other of these linesof public policy 
will very soon have to be adopted, or, like the ancient English and 
Scotch, we will be in a state of continual controversy or warfare with 
each other. I prefer a kind and generous policy to Canada rather than 
one of retaliation and force. Nor will mere commercial a; ents, 
in their nature temporary, like the reciprocity treaty of 1854 and of 
1871, liable to be set aside by the shifting exigencies of the political 
situation, meet or solve the problem we have before us. They only 
tend to emphasize our separation. 

The way to union with Canada is not by hostile legislation; not by 
acts of retaliation, but by friendly overtures. This union is one of 
the events that must inevitably come in the future; it will come by 
the logic of the situation, and no politician or combination of poli- 
ticians can prevent it. The true policy of this Government is to tend- 
er freedom in trade and intercourse, and to make this tender in such 
a fraternal way that it shall be an overture to the Canadian people to 
become a part of this Republic. 

The admission of Canadainto the Union divided into states and ter- 
ritories upon the basis of our Federal system would be of untold ad- 
vantage to both countries. Four or five States could be admitted, each 
with an already established autonomy, defined boundaries, and a suf- 
ficient population, and the remainder divided into territories would 
have the benefit of local government and become the scene of a migra- 
tion only exceeded by that of the Northwest Territory, 

The natural advantages of the union would be in closing forever all 
controversies inseparable from a long boundary line, in giving the 
broadest free trade in the productions of a continent, in combining the 
interests and pride and achievements of a kindred population fairly 
represented in the Congress of the United States, in increasing the 
powerand influence of republican institutions among the nations of the 
world, and in giving additional security against the aggression of Eu- 
ropean powers. This, as I have said, is no untrodden experiment in 
the history of American progress. The thirteen old colonies have ab- 
sorbed under their flag and jurisdiction successive regions of vast ex- 
tent and resources, some of which now exceed in wealth and popula- 
tion many times thatof the old thirteen States at the beginning of this 
century. The settlement of the Northwest Territory, the Louisiana 
and Florida purchases, the annoxation of Texas, and the acquisition 
from Mexico are examples of the adaptation of our form of govern- 
ment for expansion, to absorb and unite, to enrich and build up, to 
ingraft in our body-politic adjacent countries, and while strengthen- 
ing the older States confer prosperity and development to the new 
States admitted into this brotherhood of republican States. 

The Dominion of Canada is so situated that she would reap more ad- 
vantages from this connection than any previous acquisition. Our 
great market will be at once open to her vast undeveloped natural re- 
sources. Her fisheries would find an undisputed and untaxed market. 
Her extensive forests, far greater than any now known, will be doubled 
in present value. Her wheat, barley, and other cereals will enter into 
our consumption or add to the store of food to be conveyed to other 
markets by modes of transportation always open, free of custom-house 
oflicers or tolls at all seasons of the year. The tide of emigration that 
has steadily passed through her borders into our more favored climate 
will turn northward to the forests of Columbia, to the vast plains of 
Manitoba and adjacent provinces, to the silver, gold, copper, iron, and 
nickel mines north of Lake Superior and to the still unsettled agricult- 
ural regions in the older provinces. 

I know of no portion of the population of Canada whose interests 
would be injuriously affected by union with the United States except 
the favored few who enjoy titles or who, like their senators, hold offices 
for life; but even these will find compensation for their loss, but the 
public gain, by a broader sphere of ambition and influence. For the 
mass of their people the change would be imperceptible, while its bene- 
fits would be undeniably apparent. They now, under the British 


- North American act of 1867, form a voluntary union into one legisla- 
tive confederation. Under oursystem they would have this and greater 
security: for perpetual union, growth, wealth, and strength, with all 
their local powers, autonomy, and government. 


Nor is it likely that the British Government would object to the free 
and voluntary action of a dependency upon which it has already con- 
ferred substantially independent power; for the parent government 
will find in the extended union an enlarged market for its productions 
and will be relieved from the embarrassments under which they now 
labor of guarding and protecting interests of which they have no part, 
In any event, the independent action of two peoples, bound by so many 
ties of kinship, neighborhood, and interest could not long be denied 
their union under a common government. 

And the advantages of this union will be fully shared by the people 
of the United States. Our manufacturing industries, now greatly de- 
veloped, will find new markets in the Dominion of Canada; machinery, 
clothing, supplies will be needed with new developments. Has it not 
always been so? Has not the prosperity of the older States kept pace 
constantly with the march of prosperity westward until the shores of 
the Pacific have been reached? Every new clearing in the forest, every 
new opening in the prairie, every new ranch on the plains, every new 
mine in the mountains has contributed to the employment and wealth 
of the East; and so will it be when the Dominion of Canada is open 
for new explorers unchecked by rival lines of sovereignty and jurisdic- 
tion. The ports of the East will be open to their fisheries, the great 
rivers and lakes will be unvexed by rival interests and regulations, the 
canals of both countries will be free to all, and the common treasure of 
a greater country than now will enable us to overcome natural obstruc- 
tions to our commerce. 

And may we not hope that, with a broader area, the unhappy section- 
alism of the past between the North and the South may be dissipated 
by new questions that will arise, by a more intense patriotism invoked 
by the expansion of our institutions? It has always been so in the 
past. The North watched with jealousy the annexation of Texas; the 
South resisted to the utmost the extension of free institutions over 
California, and songht to break up the Union when the North obtained 
temporary ascendency. Both sections found their greatest good in the 
defeat of their cherished wishes. Will not theSouth see in the exten- 
sion of our domain the triumph of the principles their statesmen did 
so much to establish? Willit not invoke in the North a genuine sym- 
pathy for them in solving the grave problem they have of dealing with ` 
a rapidly-growing race in their midst, distinct and different from their 
own? Will it not make easier the blending and mingling of the dif- 
ferent races and tribes and types of men that form our population? 

I sce in the success of this policy much that is good and nothing that 
is harmful to any part of our great country. Norare there any diffi- 
culties that should deter usfora moment. The institutions of Canada 
are substantially like ourown. ‘The population is in the main of the 
same stock. Our proximity is such that while separated we may be 
enemies, if united we will be friends. The debt of Canada is no im- 
pediment, for our resources are such that it can be assumed without 
being a burden. It can only be accomplished by the free and hearty 
assent of both peoples. Any force used will defeat the object we have 
in view. It can only be approached by gradual measures that invite 
and tend to good will and intercourse. It can not be promoted by con- 
troversy or retaliation. ‘These measures lead to others, and end in war. 
There are restless spirits in every generation that seek to rise by the 
misfortunes of their country. There are narrow politicians that seek 
by tricks and popular appeals to gain an advantage; but in the end 
they fall by their own devices. 

‘True statesmanship consists in an earnesteffort by honest means to pro- 
mote the public good. Nogreater good ean be accomplished than by a 
wise and peaceful policy to unite Canada and the United States under one 
common government, but carefully preserving to each state its local au- 
thority and autonomy. ‘This controlling principle of blending local 
and national authority—many in one—was the discovery of our fathers, 
and has guided the American people thus far in safety and honor, and 
I believe can be and ought to be extended to the people of Canada. 
With a firm conviction that this consummation, most devoutly to be 
wished, is within the womb of destiny, and believing that itis our duty 
to hasten its coming, I am not willing for one to vote for any measure 
not demanded by national honor, that will tend to postpone the good 
time coming when the American flag will be the signal and sign of the 
Union of all the English speaking people of the continent from the Rio 
Grande to the Arctic Ocean. 

I ask that the resolution be referred to the Committee on Forcign 
Relations. 

Mr. MORGAN obtained the floor. 

Mr. PALMER. I ask the Senator from Alabama to yield for one mo- 
ment that I may make a motion. 

Mr. MORGAN. Very well. 


LIGHT AT OTTER CREEK. 


Mr. PALMER. I ask unanimous consent to move to reconsider the 
vote by which the Senate passed the bill (H. R. 5716) for establishing 
a light at the mouth of Otter Creek, Lake Champlain. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator desire action upon 
the motion now ? 

Mr. PALMER. Yes, sir. s 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on agreeing to the 
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motion to reconsider the vote by which the bill was ordered to athird 
reading and passed. 

The motion to reconsider was agreed to. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. What disposition does the Senator 
desire made of the bill? 

Mr. PALMER. I move that it be recommitted to the Committee on 
Commerce. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. DAWES. May i inquire what the bill is? 

The CHIEF CLERK. A bill (H. R. 5716) for establishing a light at 
the mouth of Otter Creek, Lake Champlain. 

Mr. PALMER. If there is any interest felt I can make an expla- 
nation that will satisfy all Senators that it is the proper thing to do. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill has been recommitted to 
the Committee on Commerce. 


CHINESE IMMIGRATION—PERSONAL EXPLANATION, 


Mr. HAWLEY. The Senator from Alabama kindly yields to me for 
a Aerde I wish to make a brief statement on a matter personal to 
myself. 

I was not present when the vote was taken upon the Chinese ex- 
clusion bill yesterday. Before leaving town last Wednesday I had 
arranged a pair with the Senator from Indiana [Mr. TURPIE]. I de- 
sired to vote ‘‘ yea’’ upon the motion to reconsider the passage of that 
bill. The Senator from Indiana, I understand, was to vote ‘‘ nay.’ 
By some mistake, for which I blame no one, the Senator from Indiana 
being absent yesterday, a pair between him and some other Senator 
was announced, and I did not appear to be accounted for. I wish 
merely to say that if here I should have gladly voted ‘‘ yea” upon the 
motion to reconsider. 

I do not remember haying ever heard of a bill, even in the agonies 
of war or expected war, in the face of any calamity, that was 
with such extraordinary haste and di of formality as that bill 
was originally. Considering the fact that we had then pending a treaty 
with China and that we then had in the hands of the President a bill 
unsigned which had just passed both Houses substantially providing, 
as I understood, for all that was needed to ward off Chinamen, I thought 
ita matter of propriety and proper respect to a foreign nation to recon- 
sider our somewhat hasty action and refer the bill to the Committee 
on Foreign Relations, that this important subject might take the usual 
steps of deliberate and dignified consideration. 

RELATIONS WITH GREAT BRITAIN AND CANADA. 


Mr. MORGAN. Mr. President, when I heard yesterday the resolu- 
tion of the Senator from Ohio, ‘‘ that the Committee on Foreign Rela- 
tions be directed to inquire into and report at the next session of Con- 
gress the state of the relations of the United States with Great Britain 
and the Dominion of Canada, with such measures as are expedient to 
promote friendly commercial and political intercourse between these 
countries and the United States, and for that purpose have leave to sit 
during the recess of Congress,” I was very much puzzled to under- 
stand what it was the Senator from Ohio desired that that committee 
should do in the vacation of Congress. I was not aware that the Sen- 
ate or the country was in need of any information of an accurate char- 
acter or of a general character in reference to the actual state of the 
relations between the United States and Canada, either as it concerns 
their commerce or their intercourse of any description. I was not 
aware that there was any necessity for promoting the friendly com- 
mercial and political intercourse between those countriesand the United 
States that not existed always and would not continue to exist 
until the end of time, I hope. 

I was quite surprised this psa to Saa tae Senator come in with 
aprepared written argument, a speech in which he wentintoa post-mortem 
Reamrinadient of the fisheries treaty, which has been denounced by the 
Senate. He has gone over the whole ground covered by the recent mes- 
sage of the President asking additional powers by way of amendment 
to the act of March 3, 1887, and has proceeded further to delineate in 
a more specific way a favorite idea that seems to have haunted the im- 
agination of the Senator from Ohio now for quite a while in respect of 
a zollverein between the United States and Canada, which this morn- 
ing seems to have matured into a settled purpose on his part to have 
Canada annexed to the United States. 

I admire the reach of the Senator’s statesmanlike genius and ability 
in thus grasping Canada around the waist and hauling her up into 
close embrace with the people of the United States, and I look forward 
perhaps at the end of another century to something like a realization 
of the dream of the Senator from Ohio which he has so beautifully por- 
trayed this morning, of the admission of Canada into the United States, 
unless in the mean time the Federal party of the United States, who 
are very much in love with the ancient traditions of centralized power, 
should conclude that after all it was a better movement that Canada 
should embrace us in her union, should draw us back beneath the im- 
perial crown of Great Britain rather than that we should abserb those 
provinces in this democratic Republic of ours. 

I am a little ata loss to know, after the course that has been observed 
in political campaigns in the last few Presidential elections, whether we 
are not, after all, drifting into imperialism; whether we are not disre- 


garding the injunctions of the Constitution of the United States, and 
whether we are not seeking a power higher than the Constitution con- 
tinually through which we may work out the personal or political de- 
signs that seem so much to excite the minds of some of our leading 
statesmen in this country. 

The Constitution of the United States was intended to confer upon 
the Government of the United States all the power necessary to pro- 
mote the happiness of its people in accordance with the matured plan 
which had ripened through the experience of mankind after many 
centuries into what we conceive to be the best form of government for 
these purposes that could ibly be devised—a Government which, 
I think, will be very little improved even by amendments to the Con- 
stitution of the United States. But one of the chief means by which 
this thing has been accomplished was the division of power between 
the different branches of the Federal Government. It is a very curious, 
a very instructive, a very accurate, a very exact division and distribu- 
tion of powers that has been placed in the Constitution of the United 
States, and we believe on this side of the Chamber that the religious 
observance of this distribution of powers and the refusal on the part 
of one of the departments of the Government to interfere with the 
duties enjoined by the Constitution upon another, is after all the very 
best guaranty that we are to have for the preservation of our liberties 
and the promotion of the great ends of this Government—ends that 
have been so remarkably illustrated in a hundred years’ history of the 
people of the United States as being within the highest aspirations of 
the human mind in respect of government. 

But of late years the Senate of the United States, which has a certain 
definite constitutional connection with the subject of making treaties, 
has been assuming to itself certain authority and certain powers over 
the diplomatic relations of the United States which, I beg leave to say, 
augur badly for the preservation of the proper constitutional distribu- 
tion of powers between the different departments of this Government. 
The Senate has become in later years extremely aggressive in its en- 
deavor to control by resolutions and through the action of committees 
the whole diplomatic relations between the United States and foreign 
powers, It seems entirely to discard the fact that the President of the 
United States is conjointly with it the treaty-making power, and that 
he has also resting upon him the duty, secured and sanctioned by the 
rea of an oath, that he will see that the Jaws are faithfally ex- 
ecu 

The President of the United States, considering the relations of this 
country to Great Britain in respect of a matter which has been for 
seventy years in controversy, with a great many different, varying 
phases of the question from time to time, thought it to be his consti- 
tutional privilege and his duty to institute negotiations with Great 
Britain with a view of removing these troubles. It was not sup 
until the present political campaign opened that the President of the 
United States did not have the power in virtue of the Constitution to 
enter upon such a negotiation. It was not supposed, so far as I know, 
that Congress had expressed any opposition to negotiation. It is true 
that in the act of March 3, 1887, provision was made by which the 
President could avail himself of certain powers granted by the Legis- 
lature of the United States for the purposeof bringing to terms Canadaor 
Great Britain in respect of certain features of our fisheries controversy. 

If is perhaps almost a waste of time after the long debate which has 
preceded the discussion this morning, upon the resolution on the fish- 
eries treaty, to refer to the fact that the act of 1887 was a permissive 
act, an act that clothed the President with certain power to be exer- 
cised in his own discretion, an act which made it necessary for him to 
determine, first, the existence of the causes of retaliation; second, that 
they were then of recent date or that they occurred after the passage 
of the law; third. that they were of suflicient magnitude to justity 
the President in retaliation upon the commerce of Canada; and, fourth, 
that the remedy which was to be sought through retaliation was ong 
which would not seriously cripple or embarrass the commerce and the 
financial arrangements of the people of our own country. All of the: 
conditions, all of these considerations were left open for him to deter- 
mine as the condition-precedent of his enforcing that act of Congress. 

I repeat, Congress at that time had not only the full opportunity, but 
stood in the presence of the duty of declaring that the outrages com- 
mitted on our fishermen by Canada justified and required the retalia- 
tion provided for in that act, if Congress was of that opinion. The 
Congress of the United States in dealing with a question of this kind, 
in avowing that wrongs and outrages had been committed, in declaring 
what those wrongs and outrages were, in declaring that redress was 
demanded, had not only the opportunity, but had the self-confessed 
duty resting upon it to provide adequate and sufficient means for re- 
sistance to or retaliation on account of these wrongs. 

Do we suppose that the people of the United States intend to exon- 
erate Congress from the performance of a plain and obvious duty which 
it has declared upon the statute-book, and that the Congress of the 
United States can devolve upon the Executive of this country a discre- 
tion which it refused to exercise itself, and hold him guilty of a delin- 
quency in his public office because he did not do what Congress itself 
had the opportunity to do, declared ought to be done, and failed and 
refused to do? 
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We can not hold that relation towards the President of the United 
States without self-stultification. When we admit the wrong, when 
we denounce it, when we provide the remedy, and then instead of put- 
ting it into force throw the responsibility upon the shoulders of the 
President of the United States, we do something which I can not re- 
gard as highly creditable to thé Congress of the United States. ~ 

Sir, that was not the intention of that law, or if it wasit wasso con- 
cealed as to make the law a snare and a pitfall for the President of the 
United States instead of an open, manly, brave declaration of the duty 
of the Government of the United States in respect of these vexed ques- 
tions, 

Having left the President in that attitude in regard to this question, 
he cast about for the best means of accomplishing a result which Con- 
gress seemed to desire, which it had indeed expressed a desire to accom- 
plish. He looked over the powers of negotiation conferred upon him 
by the Constitution of the United States, and he did precisely what we 
did in 1871, in 1854, in 1818, in 1793; he invited the British Govern- 
ment to come into council with him to ascertain what were the causes 
of disturbance between the two powers, and to see whether or not upon 
just and fair terms those causes of disturbance could be removed. 

He negotiated a treaty. In doing so he employed some of the very 
best intellect in this country. The Senate of the United States has 
borne witness to the capacity of the Secretary of State during many 
long years of faithful and able public service, and I dare say in his be- 
half here to-day that there is no American statesman who has had bet- 
ter opportunities for being informed in respect to the condition of his 
country, who treats them in a broader way than he does, or who has 
greater ability in their management. He then invited two very dis- 
tinguished publicists, gentlemen learned in the law of treaties, one of 
them a Republican, an experienced negotiator, who had been sent by 
Republican administrations to China, there to negotiate in respect to 
some of the most difficult problems that we have ever yet had to deal 
with; another a Democrat, a man of eminence, of high reputation, of 
such character as recently justified the people of his State in conferring 
upon him the honor of a candidacy for its chiefexecutive office, a man 
who lived almost upon the very shores of the Bay of Fundy, whose 
very life had been spent in close practical study of the facts connected 
with the fisheries, and whose legal attainments, bright and splendid as 
they are, were brought to bear in their full force, not merely in the 
diplomatic way, but before that he had been engaged in the courts de- 
fending the cause of the fishermen, seeing that their rights were pro- 
tected under the treaty and under the laws of Canada and the United 
States. This trio of able negotiators commenced last November to ne- 
gotiate about this matter, and after a long discussion they brought for- 
ward the treaty which was signed by them and submitted to the Sen- 
ate of the United States. 

For thus engaging in this negotiation, for presuming without the 
consent of the Senate of the United States to initiate this negotiation, 
the President of the United States has been censured upon this floor 
in terms that I should almost hesitate to repeat. Noepithet, it seems, 
has been sufficiently strong to characterize the contempt Senators on 
the other side of this Chamber have desired to express because the 
President of the United States availed himself of these high function- 
aries, these able men, and under his constitutional privilege and pre- 
rogative went forward to make a negotiation to be submitteg to this 
body for its consideration. 

Now, sir, had the President of the United States chosen to deal with 
this question in any mere political sense, he would have withheld this 
negotiation in order to win certain votes that seem to have been up to to- 
day the prize that is contended for by political combinations and politi- 
cians generally, the President would have commenced a retaliation that 
would have provoked, if not war, a very serious and intense state of 
hostile feeling between the United States and the people of Canada and 
the people of Great Britain. How easy was it for him to have availed 
himself of the act of March 3, 1887, to have carried forward this partic- 
ular class or species of retaliation that Senators insist he was confined 
to by that act and that he shall be confined to now. How easy would 
it have been for him to have denied intercourse between the people of 
Canada and the people of the United States. What would have been 
the result of that? Friction, anger, outbreak, collision, hostility, ulti- 
mately war, unless the good sense of these peoples on both sides of the 
line had held themselvesin check until a better time and a better temper 
could characterize their action. That was easy enough. 

Butthe President of the United States, disregardingall the contempti- 
ble tricks of a politician, resorted to his high constitutional powers to 
negotiate, as General Grant hag done, as Mr. Pierce had done, as Mr. 
Fillmore had done, as John Quincy Adams and Mr. Monroe had done. 
He resorted to the high constitutional power of negotiation for the pur- 
pose of presenting this question to the consideration of the American 
people, knowing that he had to come before a Republican Senate, and 
that it required a two-thirds majority of this body to ratify his act. 

Sir, in the presence of a political campaign, where there was eager 
searching for votes and earnest and impassioned appeals to the rankling 
prej udices of classes and of races, the President of the United States 

ound himself possessed of sufficient statesmanship, sufficient honor, 
sufficient strength, enough of the confidence of the American people, 
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to enter upon this negotiation, lay it before the Senate of the United 
States and the people of the United States, and ask them to consider 
it dispassionately even in the tumultuous time of a great political cam- 


ign. 

r hold, sir, that there has been no higher example in this country in 
all of its history of true, honest, sincere statesmanship than that which 
has characterized the conduct of the President of the United States in 
bringing this subject freely, openly, and fairly before the attention of 
the American people. When he is condemned for that he will not be 
condemned by the honest men of this nation. He will be condemned 
only by those men who prefer the success of a political party to the 
success of our country in the promotion of its interests and in the main- 
tenance of its honor. 

The debate upon the treaty was long and arduous, but it was nob 
fair. The treaty came in here under the condemnation of a party 
caucus. It was the first treaty that was ever hauled out of the Senate 
of the United States and carried into the curtained recesses of a party 
caucus, It came back into this body stamped with the disapproval of 
the Republican caucus of this Senate, and from that time until this 
time we knew then just as well as we know now that the treaty was 
to be condemned, it made no difference how strongly it might appeal 
to the American people for the principles upon which it was constructed, 
and for the justice that it secured to all persons concerned in it. 

Departing from a usage that had characterized the history of the Sen- 
ate of the United States without a single break for one hundred years, 
this treaty was thrown into the arena of politics by a vote which re- 
quired its open discussion, and yet we had proceeded but a little way 
in the discussion.of it when the very majority which required that it 
should beso discussed refused to allow the facts to come out before the 
American people upon which its discussion alone could be conducted 
with safety and with propriety. There were letters written to the De- 
partment of State by no lessa man than Edward Everett when he first 
considered the effect, bearing, and meaning of the treaty of 1818, which 
Mr. Calhoun, as Secretary of State, declined to publish, because those 
facts could not be put in the reach of the British Government without 
serious detriment to the American people. Those facts have remained 
buried in the archives of the State Department until this moment. 
They were important facts, and the Senate knows it. They were facts 
that the people of the United States ought to have heard if they were 
allowed to hear any part of the case. 

Mr. BLAIR. Ishould like to.ask the Senator a question: whether 
it is not entirely within the competency of the executive department 
of the Government to publish those facts? 

Mr. MORGAN. Itis entirely within the competence of the execu- 
tive department of the Government. 

Mr. BLAJR. Then, if those facts are essential and would have thrown 
light upon this treaty and the discussion of it favorable to the Admin- 
istration, why were they not given to the American people? 

Mr. MORGAN. Because this Administration determined it would 
do nothing to injure the American people even for its own salvation. 

Mr. BLAIR. Not even in self-defense? 

Mr. MORGAN. No; not even in self-defense. 

Mr. BLAIR. The American people will be glad to hear that excuse. 

Mr. MORGAN, Well, some of them will and some of them will 
ironically pretend that they are. The great body of the American 
people will rejoice in the fact that they have a President who is will- 
ing to withhold from the people of the United States anything that 
would damage the country in respect of a foreign negotiation. 

Mr. BLAIR. May I ask the Senator another question? 

Mr. MORGAN. I do not wish to get into any debate about it. 

Mr. BLAIR, I leave the matter with this suggestion, whether this 
repetition of matter so libelous to this country and so disgraceful to 
this country, if it exists, as the withholding of this secret knowledge 
and secret weakness of its case from the world—whether this general 
charge of dishonor to the country be not a great deal worse for the 
country to endure than to give the contents of that letter to the 
world? 

Mr. MORGAN. Not one word has been said about the honor of the 
country. It is the interests of the country that have been spoken of 
and not its honor at all. Not one word has been said that Mr. Everett 
had put into a state paper anything that was libelons—not a word. 

Mr. BLAIR. The Senator evades the point. 

Mr. MORGAN. Iam not evading anything, but I decline to besin- 
terrupted, if the Senator will excuse me, because I have something else 
to do besides swapping words with the Senator from New Hampshire 
this morning. è 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. MANDERSON in the abhair.) The 
Senator from Alabama is entitled to the floor. 

Mr. MORGAN. I repeat, sir, that the people of the United States, 
if they had the right to hear the open discussion of this treaty, had the 
right to hear all the facts upon which it proceeded; but the very party 
which compelled the open discussion withheld the facts. Now, let 
the people judge about that, where the sincerity of action is in this 
matter. Let them judge whether or not this proceeding in respect of 
the whole progress of the discussion upon this treaty has been with a 
view to its possible effect upon the existing political campaign, or 
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whether it has been with a view to the permanent interests of this great 
Republic of ours. 

There stands the record, sir, and it will speak trumpet-tongued 
through yet to come, and it will speak in vindication of the Presi- 
dent of the United States, and it will speak in condemnation of that 

maneuver which took this great subject into a party caucus and 
made it, from the time of the beginning of the discussion down to this 
morning, a matter of pure political exploit. 

I have not time this morning, neither have I the inclination, to go 
over the features of the treaty for the purpose of undertaking to justify 
the whole of it, as I think I should be very able to do, to the mind of 
any impartial, sincere man. But there are one or two matters referred 
to by the Senator from Ohio [Mr. SHERMAN], who is absent from the 
Chamber at this time, in which I totally disagree with him upon the 
facts. The Senator evidently felt embarrassed that the majority of 
this Senate had not availed themselves of their opportunity in this case, 
as they did in the case of the Chinese treaty, to improve the treaty by 
amendment; to make it, in other words, conformable to the wishes of 
the Senate. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I wish — 

Mr. MORGAN. I beg pardon. I did not see the Senator. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I wish the Senator to know that I am listening 
to him with great attention. 

Mr. MORGAN. TheSenator felt the embarrassment of the situa- 
tion. He knew very well that no important treaty had come into 
this Senate since the beginning of this Administration that the Senate 
did not take—I will not call it the liberty to exercise its privilege—its 
right of amending that treaty to suit itself—to perform its duty, sug- 
gests the Senator from Mississippi [Mr. GEORGE], and I accept the 
suggestion, of amending that treaty to suit itself. I could go over a 
number of treaties that we have ratified here, I could go over some 
that have been med, in of which there was the exercise 
on the part of the Senate of its duty of amendment so as to make the 
language of the treaty and its provisions conform to the Senatorial 
will. 

The power of amendment and the duty of amendment rest within 
the grasp of the Senate and upon its shoulders, for we, sir, let it be 
reiterated again, are a body of negotiators; we are exercising, con- 
jointly with the President of the United States, the power of negotia- 
tion, and that is all that we do. We have no power but that of nego- 
tiation. By voting with a two-thirds majority to put the treaty into 
effect we can notratify it so as to make it obligatory upon the country, 
for after we have cast our vote—two-thirds—in favor of a treaty, then 
it turns out that the President of the United States has the perfect 
constitutional right to withhold the exchange of ratifications, and 
thereby the treaty falls, 

So the Senate of the United States in its constitutional relation to 
the subject of making treaties is simply a body of negotiators. It has 
no other function but that. The Senator from Ohio well understood 
that fact, and now he says that an amendment was proposed in the 
Committee on Foreign Relations to this treaty. I suppose the honor- 
able Senator refers to an amendment offered by himself, and it was 
conceded on all hands he says that if that amendment had been put 
upon the treaty there was no chance for its ratification. Sir, Iam at 
the first of that. It is news to me that any such concession as that was 
made by any Democrat upon that committee. It made no difference 
to us whether we supposed the amendment would be accepted by Great 
Britain or not, If it was an amendment that was meet for the occa- 
sion, one proper to be put upon the treaty in our judgment, it was our 
duty as negotiators to put it there and let Great Britain accept itor re- 
fuse it, as she might see proper to do. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The hour of 2 o’clock having arrived, 
the Chair lays before the Senate the unfinished business, which is the 
bill (H. R. 8191) to enlarge the powers and duties of the Department 
of Agriculture, and to create an executive department to be known as 
the Department of Agriculture. 

Mr. MORGAN. I hope I shall have the opportunity of continuing 
my remarks to-morrow. 

Mr. PLUMB. I do not wish to interrupt the Senator at this mo- 
ment. If he desires to go ahead now I am willing that the special 
order shall be laid aside until the Senator concludes his remarks. 

Mr. MORGAN, There are some points in the speech of the Senator 
from Ohio that I wish to read. I confess that I was greatly surprised 
at that speech, at the breadth of treatment he gave to this question; 
and, if the Senate will excuse me, I prefer to break my remarks here 
and to take up the subject to-morrow morning. 

I shoul@ like to observe, if the Senate will permit me a moment fur- 
ther, that the Committee on Foreign Relations meets to-morrow, and 
House bill 11309 has been before that committee since the 10th day of 
September, and I confess that I was greatly astonished that the Senator 
from Ohio should deliberately get up here, before the committee have 
had a chance to argue the case in the slightest degree, before the sub- 
ject has even come apo consideration, and make an argument with 
a view of defeating that bill. If that committee have made up their 
minds, as I suppose they have, that the bill shall not be reported back 
at this present session of Congress, I desire to-morrow after the com- 


mittee has had its session to bring the subject to the attention of the 
Pane: and therefore I prefer that this resolution should go over for 
ay. 
MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 

A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. T. C. TowLxs, 
its Chief Clerk, announced that the House had concurred in the amend- 
ment of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 5092) for the relief of Charles L, 
Bradwell. : 

The message also returned, in compliance with the request of the 
Senate, the following bills: 

A bill (H. R. 5716) for establishing a light at the mouth of Otter 
Creek, Lake Champlain; and 

A bill (H. R. 11391) to authorize the Postmaster-General to adver- 
tise for and purchase improved registered-mail locks and keys therefor. 

The message further announced that the House had concurred in the 
amendments of the Senate to the bil] (H. R. 10931) to donate and 
transfer to the State of Louisiana for quarantine purposes certain lands 
on the Mississippi River belonging to the United States, subject to re- 
version to the United States in the event of their non-usage for quar- 
antine purposes, and requiring the proper department of the United 
States Government to execute the necessary transfer to the State ot 
Louisiana on the condition aforesaid. 

The message also announced that the House had passed the bill (S. 
3539) to amend ‘an act to detach the county of Audrain, in the State 
of Missouri, from the eastern and attach it to the western judicial dis- 
trict of said State.” 

PRESIDENTIAL APPROVALS. 


A message from the President of the United States, by Mr, O. L. 
PRUDEN, one of his secretaries, announced that the President had, on 
the 13th instant, approved and signed the act (S. 3304) to prohibit the 
coming of Chinese laborers to the United States. 

The message also announced that the following bills having been 
presented to the President on the 1st instant and not having been re- 
turned by him to the House of Congress in which they originated 
within the ten days prescribed by the Constitution, the same have 
become laws without his signature: 

An act (S. 899) for the relief of Mary M. Briggs; and . 

An act (S. 2899) granting a pension to Harriet Welch. 

The message further announced that the President had, on the 14th 
instant, approved and signed the following acts: 

An act (S. 2716) granting a pension to Carl M. Schwantes; 

An act (S. 2371) granting a pension to Jacob Pitner; 

An act (S. pad granting a pension to Mrs. Sarah J. Martin; 

An act (S. 3035). to grant a pension to William Thields; 

An act tS 3118) for the refief of Mathew O. Reagan; and 

An act (S. 3178) to remove the political disabilities of William L. 
Bradford. 

DEPARTMENT OF AGRICULTURE. 


ThePRESIDINGOFFICER. The unfinished business will bestated. 

The CHIEF CLERK. ‘‘A bill (H. R. 8191) to enlarge the powers and 
duties of the Department of Agriculture, and to create an executive de- 
partment to be known as the Department of Agriculture.’’ 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The bill is before the Senate as in 
near, T of the Whole. The question ison the amendment proposed 
by the Committee on Agriculture and Forestry, to strike out section 5. 

Mr, PLUMB. Ido not wish to prolong this debate, but I wish to 
have the attention of the Senator from Mississippi [Mr. GEORGE] fora 
moment. 

Mr. BLAIR. Unless it is apparent that there is a quorum present, 
I move a call of the Senate. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from New Hampshire 
calls the attention of the Chair to the fact that a quorum of the Senate 
is not present, which fact is quite evident upon a count by the Chair, 
and asks a call of the Senate. The roll of the Senate will be called. 

The Secretary called the roll, and the following Senators answered 
to their names: 


Berry, Coke, Hawley, Stewart, 
Blackburn, Daniel, Manderson, Teller, 
lair, Davis, Mitchell, Tarpie, 
Bowen, Dolph, Morgan, Vest, 
Brown, Edmunds, Payne, Walthall, 
Call, Evarts, Platt, Wilson of Lowa. 
Chace, Frye, Plumb, 
Chandler, George, Pugh, 
Cockrell, Harris, Sherman, 


Mr. COKE. I desire to state that my colleague [Mr. REAGAN] is 
detained at his house by sickness. ° 

Mr. BLACKBURN. I desire to state that my colleague [Mr. Beck] 
is detained from the Chamber by reason of sickness. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Onthecall of the Senate, thirty-three 
Senators have answered to their names. ‘Thereis not a quorum present. 

Mr. FARWELL, Mr. BUTLER, Mr. DAWES, and Mr. PALMER, respect- 
ively, entered the Chamber and responded to their names. 

Mr. HARRIS. Is there a quorum present ? 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. Thereisno quorum present. 
seven Senators have now responded to their names. 


Thirty- 


1888. 
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Mr. HARRIS. Imove that the Sergeant-at-Arms be directed to re- 
quest the attendance of absent Senators. 

Mr. BATE and Mr. Pasco, respectively, entered the Chamber and re- 

ded to their names. R 

Mr. HARRIS. If that makesa quoram, I withdraw my motion, 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Tennessee with- 
draws his motion, a quoram being now present. 

Mr. DAWES. Mr. President, yesterday, in undertaking from mem- 


0; ——— 

"The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair will announce the result 
of the call. On the call of the Senate thirty-nine Senators have re- 
sponded to their names. A quorum is present. 

Mr. DAWES. Mr. President, yesterday in giving from memory the 
origin and history of the Signal Service Bureau I seem to have fallen into 
an error and unintentionally done injustice to an exceedingly worthy 
and scientific gentleman who was actually the originator of it. I had 
in mind myself only what passed between me and tne then Represent- 
ative from the Milwaukee district, Hon. Halbert E. Paine. What I 
said yesterday has attracted Mr. Paine’s attention, and he has written 
me a letter which I desire to have read in order that full justice may 
be done to the persons who did actually originate this matter. I ask 
the Secretary to read that letter. I do not desire to participate in the 
debate. 

' The PRESIDING OFFICER. The letter will be read. 

The Chief Clerk read as follows: 

WASHINGTON, D. C., September 18, 1888. 


Dear Sir: In the remarks relating to the Signal Service which you made in 
the Senate yesterday, P unintentionally ed to do justice to the late Pro- 
fessor I. A. Lapham, of Milwaukee, Wis., who originated the Weather Bureau 

I was chairman of one of the House committees in 1870, and received my 
morning mail at the committee-room. One mo: 
among my letters a communication from my esteemed friend, 
Lapham, of Milwaukee. He inclosed two numbers of the Milwaukee Sentinel, 
setting forth in detail the losses of life and property occasioned corp, $ two 
successive years by storms on the northern and northwestern lakes. here 
were hundreds of casualties, and the aggregate was appalling. He suggested 
that Congress should do something to prevent these disasters. by 

My first impression was that he wanted Congress to restrain the winds; but, 
upon perusal of his whole letter, I discovered that his plan was to take daily 
meteorological observations throughout the United States and give notice on 
the lakesand seaboard of theapproach of storms. Ihad studied the movements 
of cyclones in the United States,and it seemed to me that observations taken in 
the West and communicated by would enable the authorities to give 
notice of approaching storms on the lakes and on the Atlantic coast in time to 
mitigate the losses which they ca: . After a few minutes’ consideration I 
concluded that the War Department, having military stations and men and 
money, wes at the time better equipped for the service than any other. 

Wi thirty minutes after Lopened Professor Lapham's letter I draughted the 
joint resolution under which the Signal Service was oy sperms It is printed on 
page 369 of volume 16 of the Statutes. I made several ineffectual attempts to se- 
cure the passage of the joint resolution by unanimous consent, There wasalways 
an objection from some quarter, generally from Indiana. At length I called 
upon my Indiana friend and explained my measure, begging him to permit it 
to pass. He feared that the little mustard seed planted in my joint resolution 
would, sooner or later, develop into a large and very costly tree, but at last very 
kindly,and yet very reluctantly,promised that when I should again ask the unan- 
imous consent ofthe House to the passage ofthe resolution he would interpose 
no objection. As soon as I could obtain the floor I again asked the House to 
pass the resolution, 

To my great astonishment my Indiana friend instantly objected. I hastened 
across the Hall and reminded him of his promise. He said he had forgotten it, 
and shouted, "` Mr. Speaker, I withdraw my objection.” That wasd ve of the 
fate of the resolution. If the gentleman from Indiana did not object nobody 
could. The resolution was adopted by unanimous consent. I went over 
to the Senate and requested Mr. Wilson, afterwards Vice-President, to sopas 
the measure through the Senate. He earnestly approved Professor Lap! ‘s 
plan, and secured favorable action in the Senate at once. The President ap- 
proved the joint resolution on the 9th of February,1870, Soon after that date I 
met Professor Henry, of the Smithsonian Institution, ata public reception. He 
congratulated me on the passage of the resolution, but said he apprehended that 
my troubles would commence when I reached the Committee on Appropria- 
tions with my prayer for money to meet the incidental expenses of the service. 

But Professor Henry’s predictions were not verified, Mr. DAawEsand his com- 
mittee promptly decided in favor of an appropriation. The money was appro- 
priated by the act approved April 20, 1870. (16 Stat., 90.) 

The modesty of this first appropriation is almost ridiculous in view of the mu- 
nificent He gear Meer aa of modern cities, Theappropriation for 1887 amounted 
5 ES . (24 Stat.,532.) The appropriation for 1870 was only $15,000. (16 

tat., 90. 


Before I finally obtained the unanimous consent of the House to the passage 
of the joint resolution, a stranger called upon me and introduced himself as 
Colonel Myer, of the Signal Corps. He exhibited the most intense anxiety for 
the success of the measure. It seemed to me that his zeal and enthusiasm 
marked him as the fit man to launch the new enterprise. 

As soon as the joint resolption passed, I called upon General Belknap, then 
Secretary of War, and suggested that he should consider the propriety of assign- 
ing Colonel Myerto the duty. He said at once that he had already in his own 
mind fixed upon Colonel Myer as the officer to commence the work under the 
joint resolution. 

Very respectfully, 


Hon, H. L. Dawes, U. 8. Senate. 

Mr. BUTLER. Mr. President—— 

Mr. PLUMB. I yield to the Senator from South Carolina. 

Mr, BUTLER. This question, Mr. President, has been before this 
body on a former occasion. On the 23d of February, 1887, the Senate 
passed a bill sent to us from the House of Representatives substantially, 
and in fact literally almost, the bill which we now have under consid- 
eration, with the exception of the fifth section. 

The Senate after long debate, participated in by Senators on both 
nIe, PERS Fa a ee ek tr see Dilber I will ask the Sec- 

ry . 


HALBERT E. PAINE. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. CHACE in the chair). Theamend- 
ment will be read. 

The CHIEF CLERK. On page 4 of House bill No. 190, Forty-ninth 
Co: second session, it was proposed to strike out section 6 and 
insert in lieu thereof: 

Sec. 6, That the Weather Service of the United States Signal Service Bureau 
is hereby transferred to the Department of Agriculture and Labor, to take effect 
July 1, 1887, and shall consist of one chief andsuch subordinate officers and em- 
ployés as may be necessary to efficiently man saidbureau. Until otherwise 
provided by law, the present organization of the subordinate force of said bu- 
rean, including the second lieutenants now in service, shall continue as at pres- 
ent: Provided, That nothing in this act shall be construed as al or affect- 
ing in any way the present status in the Army of the commissioned officers of 
the Signal Corps, ‘The chief of said bureau shall receive an annual compensa- 
tion of $4,500, and be appointed by the President, by and with the advice and con- 
sent of the Senate: Provided, That the ChiefSignal Officer ofthe Army, inaddition 
to his strictly military duties, may be assigned to the charge of the Weather Bu- 
reau until a chief shall be appointed by the President and confirmed by the Sen- 
ate; and the compensation now paid to the employés and enlisted men of said 
service shall continue as now; and the moneys appropriated for said service and 
hereafter appropriated shall be disbursed under the direction of the Secretary 
of the Department of Agriculture and Labor. 

The Secretary of War is authorized and directed, within thirty days of the 

of this act, to appoint a board of three aaay officers, of which the 

hief Signal Officer shall be a member. The duty of said board shall be to 
make an inventory of all property now in the control and possession of the 
Signal Service Bureau, and shall separate and turn over to the Department of 
Agriculture and Labor such portions of the property as the said board may de- 
termine to be suitable for the work of the Signal Service Weather Bureau. The 
remainder of the property shall remain in the control of the of War. 


Mr. BUTLER. As I stated, that bill was adopted by the Senate in 
February, 1887, in precisely the words of the House bill which we are 
now considering, with the exception of perhaps some verbal changes 
which were made by striking out the word ‘labor’? and making the 
department a Department of Agriculture alone. That bill, with the 
amendment—an amendment proposed by the Senator from Alabama 
[Mr. MORGAN] and amended in the Senate after it came from the com- 
mittee—was adopted by the Senate aftera long and exhaustive debate. 

I find that in the vote on the bill the yeas were 37 and the nays 15, 
and among those voting in the affirmative was the Senator from Mis- 
sissippi [Mr. GEORGE]. I will read the names of the Senators voting 


for and against on that proposition: = 
YEAS—37. 
Allison, Dolph, Mahone, s * 
k, Eustis, Maxey, Sabin, 
wry, Evarts, Miller, Sawyer, 
Blackburn, Fair, Mitchell of Oregon, Sherman, 
soe aes aie of Pa, bat Wyck, 
wn, OT Ee, organ, 
Cheney, Harris, Morrill, Walthall. 
, ngal: yne, 
Coke, Jones of Arkansas, Plumb, 
Conger, Kenna, Pugh, 
s NAYS—15. 
Bowen, Hampton, Platt, Whiithorne, 
Dawes, Harrison, Saulsbury, Williams, 
Edmunds, McMillan, Spooner, Wilson of Towa, 
Hal Manderson, Teller, > 


As I have remarked, Mr. President, this amendment which the Sen- 
ate Committee on Agriculture now strikes out was adopted in the Sen- 
ate on the recommendation of the Committee on Agriculture or the 
leading members of that committee; so when the House of Represent- 
atives passed this bill which we are now considering it incorporated 
the amendment literally, with the exceptions to which I have called 
attention, and it is sent back to us. In the debate, which I will not 
trouble the Senate with reading, it was insisted that the amendment 
was crude, imperfect, and unsatisfactory—precisely the arguments that 
we have heard on this bill. It was stated that a commission, of which 
the Senator from Iowa [Mr. ALLISON] and the Senator from Maine 
(Mr. HALE] were members, had labored for three years to reach a so- 
lution of this problem and had failed, and it was urged in debate that 
the matter had better be postponed and passed over for an occasion 
when the Senate could more deliberately provide for a more satisfac- 
tory assignment or transfer of the Weather Service Bureau to the new 
Department of Agriculture—precisely the arguments we had here yes- 
terday. And yet in the face of these arguments the bill passed by a 
vote of 37 to 15. 

The House of Representatives has now sent us-this bill with pre- 
cisely this amendment in it, and our Senate Committee on Agriculture 
turns around upon its own record, reversing its own action in this re- 
gard, and strikes out that provision of the House bill. I have not 
called attention to this with the view of convicting anybody of incon- 
sistency, but it does seem to me that it is a game of shuttlecock and 
battledore. $ 

The other House passed a bill simply organizing the Department of 
Agriculture. The Senate put the amendment on and sent it back to 
the House, and from some difficulty in reaching it it failed to become 
alaw. The House at this session has passed identically the same bill, 
and in deference to the wishes of the Senate has put the amendment 
on that we put on it before and sent to it, and now our committee 
strikes it out. 

Perhaps some of those Senators who have been insisting that this 
amendment shall not be put on may be able to explain this inconsist- 
ency. I confess I do not see how it can be explained. 
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Mr. PALMER. Theargument that the Senator from South Carolina 
advances as giving solidity and strength to this fifth section, it seems 
to me, will not produce that effect. He says it was incorporated in 
deference to the views of the Agricultural Committee four years ago. 
Am I correct? 

Mr. BUTLER. Iso understand it. The amendment was offered by 
the Senator from Alabama [Mr. MORGAN] from the Committee on 
Agriculture. 

Mr. PALMER. I do not wish to dispute that; but now the commit- 
tee almost unanimously—with only one exception—are op d to sec- 
tion 5, and it is a very remarkable thing that the only three practical 
farmers upon the committee are the most strongly opposed to this sec- 
tion 5. 

Mr. BUTLER. Has the committee, let me ask the Senator, had any 
additional light by which they should so suddenly change their position 
on this question? 

Mr. PALMER. The committee is not the same that it was four 
years ago, at least as far. as I am concernei; there are some other mem- 
bers that have been added to it and some have gone out. I do not 
know what proportion of the present members were on the committee 
four years ago, but the members of the committee now are not unal- 
terably opposed to the incorporation of this Signal Corps with the Agri- 
cultural Department. What they wish to do is to make haste slowly, 
and, in the transfer, not to involve in demoralization a great interest 
which is now recognized as one of the most important factors of com- 
merce, and if they were ofthe opinion that it should be incorporated with 
the Agricultural Department they would ask that the matter should go 
to the Committee on Military Affairs to have a proper section drawn. 
The thing is so crude now that I imagine there would be no Signal 
Corps left after this section took effect. 

My opinion is, taking a cursory view of this question, tuat the agri- 
culture of the country is deriving all the benefit that it can derive from 
the present management in regard to cold waves, predictions of storms, 
and things of that kind. But there is another very important matter 
that if it was known that this matter was being discussed here would 
flood this Senate Chamber with remonstrances against the transfer 
from the marine and commercial interest. As far as the Committee on 
Agriculture of the Senate is concerned, we have not had one single pe- 
tition for the incorporation of section 5. Therefore we who have prob- 
ably a greater practical interest in the agriculture of the country than 
other members of the committee are opposed to this transfer at this 
time, and wish, if the Signal Service Bureau is transferred, that it 
should be transferred properly and the organization or frame-work be 
preseryed so that it may be properly built up in the new department. 

Mr. BUTLER. Can the Senator indicate in what respect he would 
modify the provisions of section 5 in order to accomplish what he 
thinks ought to be accomplished? He must have reflected about it. 
I must confess I do not discover anything at all. 

Mr. PALMER, Ihave here a memorandum of my objections. I 
do not know that I have the requisite knowledge to prepare a proper 
section to take the place of section 5 in order to intelligently modify 
it. Therefore I propose, as far as I am concerned, that it shall be 
stricken out, and that was the view of the committee. 

1. The bureau named in section 5 is not known to the law. 

2. It leaves the Chief Signal Officer of the Army without a force. 

3. There are 2,300 miles of military telegraph lines disconnected 
from the weather service. The bill leaves these and all military sig- 
nal duty unprovided for. 

4. To keep faith with the men transferred Congress must establish 
a civil pension list and provide medical attendance. 

5. The present pay is fixed by time of service and is fixed now by 
the War Department rules and regulations. The present bill does not 
so provide. 

G. The Signal Corps of the Army is entirely neglected or ignored. 

7. The bill provides for discharge of the enlisted men. 

8. Section 5 provides that the compensation of enlisted men shall re- 
main as now. Will this not carry with ita civil pension list? © 

Mr. PLUMB. Let me interrupt the Senator right there. He is 
reading from a memorandum that he got undoubtedly from some mem- 
ber of the Signal Corps of the Army. Let me say that I would rather 
have his own judgment on those points than to have him repeat objec- 
tions made from that corps; and I would like the Senator to take up 
that fifth section and justify any single one of his statements in regard 
to it. 

Mr. PALMER. Is the Senator certain of what he states when he 
says that I get that from some member of the Signal Corps of the 
Army? 

Mr. PLUMB. I assumed so because it only puts in more compact 
shape what the Senator read yesterday from Captain Dunwoody. 

Mr. PALMER. I took that letter and drew my deductions from it. 
The very fact that we are so dependent on outside information on the 
subject shows to my mind that to pass this bill with section 5 would 
be a very crude, dangerous, and improper piece of legislation. 

Mr. PLUMB. The Senator from Michigan may speak for himself 
when he speaks of depending on outside knowledge, but I hope he will 
not use that expression with reference to other members of the Senate. 
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T will ask him to take up the objections numbered from 1 to 8, which 
he has just read from manuscript, and which I said (wrongfully, no 
doubt) that he got from the Signal Service Bureau, and I ask him to 
take up section 5 and justify a single one of those objections that he 
has made by reading the section. 

Mr. PALMER. Would it not be more proper for meto catechise the 
Senator from Kansas and ask him to show me wherein any one of these 
objections is faulty? $ 

Mr. PLUMB, I think, on the other hand, the onus ison the Senator 
from Michigan. Here is a proposition which comes from the House ot 
Representatives, which has had the sanction of a practically unanimous 
vote of that body. It is a proposition which also passed this House 
four years ago by a large majority, and it is, I think, proper for the 
Senator to show wherein its provisions are defective. 

Mr. PALMER. I do not suppose it is proper for us to discuss the 
legislation of the other House. 

Mr. PLUMB. We can discuss what took place there four years ago. 

Mr. PALMER. We can refer to a matter of legislation—— 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair hopes the Senator from 
Michigan will not violate the rules by making statements of what oc- 
curs in the other House. 

Mr. PALMER. I was going to make a suppositious case, Mr. Presi- 
dent. I did not intend to violate the rules. 

Mr. PLATT. May I rise to inquire whether there is any impro- 
priety in referring to the action of the House of Representatives taken 
at a previous session ? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. There is not. 

Mr. PALMER. Ifthe Senator from Kansas is right, I ask him if it 
is not true that the bureau named in section 5 is not known to the 
law? Iam so informed. 

Mr. PLUMB. I do not think it is, but—— 

Mr. PALMER. It is known as a signal corps. 

Mr. BUTLER. Here is the information which the Senator is seek- 
ing on this subject: 

HEADQUARTERS OF THE ARMY, 
ADJUTANT-GENERAL’S OFFICE, 
Washington, October 12, 1885, 


By direction of the Secretary of War the following Regulation is published, 
and will be numbered paragraph 2574} of the Regulations. 

2574}. In times of peace a detail of not less than one officer and three enlisted 
men will be kept constantly under instruction and practice in military signal- 
ing at each post in the United States, until the officers and all men who have 


sufficient intelligence are proficient in the use of the general service-code with 
flag, torch, and heliograph, and homographic code with disks. The post com- 
mander 


ll detailan a signal officer at each post to give the necessary in- 
struction and supervise fiel praetor. The monthly reports of instructions and 
practice will be rendered to the Chief Signal Officer through department com- 
manders. 
By command of Lieutenant-General Sheridan. 
. E. 0. DRUM, 
Adjutant-General. 


That extract is taken from the regulations of the War Department 
in regard to the Signal Service Bureau of the Army proper. All the 
Army officers, I take it, are instructed and these posts are established 
by order of the War Department at various points in the Union for the 
purpose of instructing certain officers and men in military signaling. 
I do not understand that this transfer interferes with them in the 
slightest degree. It simply takes the weather portion of that service, 
if I may use that expression, and transfers that to the Agricultural 
Department, and leaves the Army part where it is to-day. ` 

Mr. PLUMB. Let me say, Mr. President, by way of enlargement 
of what the Senator from South Carolina has said, that the language 
of this section is explicit, as he stated yesterday, that the transfer is 
only of the weather service; that is to say, so much’as relates to the 
indications and prognostications, or actual existing facts of the weather 
pertaining to the United States Signal Service Bureau. That is all 
that is transferred. The Senator from Michigan makes the point that 
that is not in the statute; that is to say, that that does not transfer 
something which the statute recognizes; but if it does not, no harm 
can be done. 

Mr. BUTLER. We recognize it in this act. 

Mr. PLUMB. I was going to say that we go on and prescribe in de- 
tail, a little later, enough to cover all that, if it should lack in definite 
description in the first part of the section, by saying that— 

The present organization of the subordinate force of said bureau, including the 
second lieutenants now in service, l continue as at present: Provided, Phat 
nothing in this act shall be construed as altering or affecting in any way the 
presentstatusin the Army of the commissioned officersof the Signal Corps. The 
chief of said bureau shali receive an annual compensation of $4,500, and be ap- 
pointed by the President, by and with the advice and consent of the Senate: 
Provided, That the Chief Signal Officer of the Army, in addition to his strictly 
military duties, may be assigned to the charge of the Weather Bureau until a 
chief shall be appointed by the President and confirmed by the Senate. 

The Senator knows exactly what that mears. The officers who 
would have the execution of it would know exactly what that means. 
I think there could be no doubt of what the effect would be of a bill 
that should be passed in the language proposed by the House of Rep- 
resentatives. 

Mr. PALMER. I cannot deny that I know what I think it means, 
but whether it would be so construed by the technical officers of the 
Government is another thing. But that is not so material as the fact 
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that there is a difference of opinion on many of these points, and I 
think that no Senator here will deny that the section is crudely drawn, 
and that if it is to be incorporated in the bill it should go to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs and be properly drawn, and as a matter of 
courtesy they should consider it. 

The benefit, as I say now, to be derived by the commerce of the 
country beyond what it derives at present is from the collection of 
data from which conclusions can be deduced. The delay of a couple 
of years in the transfer of this bureau or of its weather branch, which 
we all recognize as of great value, can not inure very seriously to the 
detriment or to the lack of dignity of the new department, 

Mr. BUTLER. The Senator from Michigan assumes that some of 
us who are in favor of not concurring in the amendment of the Agri- 
cultural Committee agree Lhat this provision is crudely drawn. Ido 
not make any such admission, and while I have no desire to show any 
want of courtesy to the Committee on Military Affairs, I do not believe 
that if that committee had this matter under consideration for two 
years they could improve upon it in the slightest degree. The whole 
matter was discussed elaborately in the last session of Congress, and 
while I admit that that is not conclusive on us now, it ought to have 
some potency, it seems to me, on the action of the Senate in regard to 
this bill, particularly as the House of Representatives on a subsequent 
occasion have adopted the amendment which the Senate adopted by an 
overwhelming majority, and have sent it back to us as a part of our 
action, not theirs, in deference to the wishes of the Senate. If I be- 
lieved that this provision would lead to any confusion or would work 
injury to anybody, I should be as much opposed to it as the Senator 
from Michigan. 

I must confess, Mr. President, that while there has been a general 
charge of crudeness, a general arraignment of this provision because of 
its crudeness and imperfection, I have failed to hear a single suggestion 
from any Senator pointing out wherein it is crude and imperfect and 
likely to work injury to any person. As the Senator from Kansas has 
pointed out again and again, and as I have attempted to do, it simply 
proposes to transfer the weather service of the Signal Service Bureau of 
the Army to the Agricultural Department, which we are creating by 
this bill, and it leaves the Signal Service of the Army precisely as it is. 
If there is nothing left of it, that can not be the fault of this provision 
of law. 

Mr. PALMER. I did not wish to attribute any undue ignorance to 
the Senator from South Carolina. I merely included him in the cate- 
gory of most of us—that we did not know much about it. 

Mr. BUTLER. Well— 

Mr. PALMER. And I will withdraw him from that category if he 
makes any dissent. 

Mr. BUTLER. I do not profess any profounder knowledge on the 
subject than the Senator from Michigan, and perhaps not so profound. 
As he is the leading authority upon agricultural subjects in the Sen- 
ate, I shall not undertake to put my judgment against his. All I have 
to say is that, in my judgment, if this provision were committed to the 
Committee on Military Affairs, as able and distinguished and well in- 
formed on military affairs as the members of that committee are, I do 
not think they could improve on this measure. 

Mr, PALMER. Is the Senator through ? 

Mr. BUTLER. For the present. 

Mr. PALMER. Mr. President, the telegram that I hold in my hand 
has just been delivered to me, and itisan indication of what we should 
receive in a perfect storm if it were known throughout the country 
that there was any serious danger of the transfer. 

I look at the thing in this way—that the agriculture of the country 
is dependent upon cheap transportation for its prosperity, and this isa 

ized factor now in the great commercial interests of the country. 
I will ask the Secratary to read the telegram which I send to the desk. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The telegram will be read from the 
desk, if there be no objection. 

The Secretary read as follows: 

NorTH FIELD Deror, MINN., Seplember 17, 1883. 
Senator O. K. Davis, Washington, D. C.: 


Itis the desire of the meteorological committee of the St. Paul Chamber of 
Commerce that the United States Signal Service be not transferred from the War 


Department, 
WILLIAM M. PAYNE. 

Mr. BUTLER. Now, Mr. President-— 

Mr. PALMER. One moment, if the Senator pleases, I think I have 
the floor; but I will give way to him if he wishes. 

Mr. BUTLER. I was simply going to interject the remark that 
there is no proposition in this bill to transfer the Signal Service of the 
Army to the Department of Agriculture, so that the dispatch has no 
reference whatever to what we are considering. 

Mr. PALMER. The country understands that the Weather Bureau 
and the Signal Service are identical. We look upon it on the shores of 


the Great Lakes as particularly important as a weather barometer where 
the commonest sailor may look at the signals in every port and see what 
the weather is to be. If it had been supposed that there was going to 
be any serious attempt to transfer that to a new department with the 
risk of demoralization, instead of having one telegram here this morn- 
ing I have no doubt we should have had a thousand. 


Mr. PLUMB. Let me ask the Senator from Michigan why we did 
not have them some years ago when the Senate actually adopted, after 
long debate and prolonged investigation by a committee of this body 
on the subject, this very proposition ? 

Mr. PALMER. From the very fact, I imagine, that the commercial 
men of the country hardly ever read the discussions in Congress unless 
their attention is particularly called to some imminent danger. They 
had reason to believe undoubtedly that there was danger of this pro- 
vision becoming a law and this transfer being effected. 

Mr. BUTLER. This subject has been under discussion here for 
several days, and the Senator from Michigan can produce but one single 
dispatch protesting against the transfer, and, as I insisted a while ago, 
that has no reference whateyer to the subject under consideration, ex- 
cept incidentally. 

Mr. PLUMB. I will venture to say that that dispatch does not re- 
flect the action of any meeting of the St. Paul Board of Trade at all, 
and it was sent by some understrapper who has chosen to use the im- 
primatur of that board of trade to bolster himself up. 

Mr. BUTLER. Very likely. 

Mr. PLUMB. I will wager a good farm that the Board of Trade of 
St. Paul has had no meeting on that subject. 

Mr. PALMER. If the telegram means nothing, then nothing is to 
be said. The Senator from Kansas seems to think that it comes from 
no one; that it practically originated nowhere, and will end without 
effect. I do not suppose it will have a great deal of effect. I am going 
to let the Senator from Minnesota [Mr. DAvis] speak. 

Mr. DAVIS. I have nothing to say except—— 

Mr. PALMER. Will the Senator from Kansas please listen to the 
explanation of the Senator from Minnesota? 

Mr. DAVIS. The matter of the Signal Service has been a subject 
of continued debate from year to year by that body, and it has taken 
a great deal of interest init. I have no question, indeed I personally 
know, that the dispatch represents the sentiment of the St. Paul Cham- 
ber of Commerce on that subject. I was told a month ago that it was 
a subject of conference in that body. 

Mr. PLUMB. The Senator may speak of the ocenlt thing by which 
he knows, but I speak of the actual fact. I venture to wager a good 
prairie farm in Kansas on the proposition that the Board of Trade of 
St. Paul has had no meeting recently at which it has given any ex- 
pression of that kind. 

Mr. DAVIS. Ido not know whether it has had any meeting re- 
cently, but I know perfectly well that the matter has been under dis- 
cussion for the last two years. In regard to the wager of the farm, I 
should make some question about the gentleman’s title and preliminary 
requisites before acceptingit. So faras the sentiments in that dispatch 
are concerned, I personally know, if I know anything, that it does rep- 
resent the sentiments of the community in which I live. 

Mr. PALMER. As the Senator from Kansas seems to be a little 
doubtful about any feeling upon this question, I suggest to him that 
we defer the discussion of this matter one week and invite an expres- 
sion of opinion from the different quarters of the country, of the boards 
of trade, in which the farmer is just as much interested almost as he is 
in the practical growing of his crops. 

Mr. PLUMB. Mr. President—— 

Mr. BUTLER. If the Senator from Kansas will pardon me, I will 
say that I of course do not want to defer the consideration of the bill 
any further, but if I had the privilege of doing so I would accept the 
suggestion of the Senator from Michigan, with the understanding that 
the boards of trade and various other organizations in the country be 
informed specifically exactly what the bill proposes, and I would be 
quite willing to risk its passage upon the replies which we should get 
from those organizations. If we would demonstrate to those organiza- 
tions that we simply propose to transfer the weather service of the Sig- 
nal Service Bureau of the Army to this new department, I am quite 
willing to leave it to a vote of those organizations as to whether it 
should be done or not. 

Mr. PLUMB. Let me say one other thing in that same connection. 
The Senator from Michigan says that these boards of trade represent 
the farmers. They represent them just as the wolf represents the 
lamb. They represent them to rob them. They represent them to 
plunder them. They do not stand for anything that is useful to the 
farmer, but are destructive of every interest he has in view. If th 
come here after consulting that constituency which is behind them, an 
which they evidently assume to represent, they would not tell the story 
as told in that dispatch. But they would be prompted to send dis- 
patches here which are stimulated by Army officers whose only fear is 
that they will be sent back to their commands, and who want to live 
in Washington at the public expense, performing social duties and all 
that sort of thing, and neglecting the military duties for which they 
were educated. 

If the Senator makes the issue between the boards of trade, the 
packers, and the trusts and combines that plunder the farmer, he can 
do so, but he shall not here without challenge set them up as the rep- 
resentatives of the men whom they have made poorer every year that 
they have operated. 


Mr. PALMER. It is not my mission to defend boards of trade or 
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rtation lines. I recognize the disadvantage of corners, of even- 
ers, of all those things which the Senator from Kansas so graphically 
described some time ago; I do not remember their technical names. I 
believe with him that the farmer is burdened by their exactions often- 
times, At the same time there isa great underlying interest which, 
although it may be distorted and warped by their machinations, the 
farmer is dependent upon, and that is cheap transportation. The 
cheaper the farmer can have his grain transported the less the exaction 
of these boards of trade and transportation lines which the Senator 
stigmatizes so cruelly. Underlying all these exactions and extortions 
there is some great want, and the want here is the want of transporta- 
tion. Everything that conduces to cheap and safe transportation heips 
the farmer. If it does not, we ought to legislate so that it may. 

The Signal Service upon the shores of the Atlantic andupon the bor- 
ders of the Great Lakes is a very important factor. It makes trans- 
portation cheaper. It is one of those factors that have brought the 
transportation of wheat down from 20 cents a bushel from Chicago to 
Buffalo to 2 and 2} cents a bushel. No man can say that that is an 
exaction upon the farmer. That is attributable to these various factors, 
river and harbor bills and the Signal Service, which have conduced to 
safe navigation. 

This service may be conducted just as well under the Agricultural 
Department—lI do not contend that it will not be—but I say that we 
ought to pause before we take so radical a step without getting the 
opinion of practical men. I know that the information of the Senator 
from Kansas is great and varied, but there are some things that special- 
ists know better and more exactly than he does in a general way. I 
say that we should hear from these transportation lines and from these 
boards of trade, and if they give us proper reasons we can take and use 
those reasons to sustain our argument or else to detract from the ar- 
gument of our opponents. 

Mr. BUTLER. Does the Senator from Michigan really believe that 
any number of men in this country engaged in culture would ob- 
ject to the transfer of the weather service of the Signal Service Bureau 
of the Army to the Agricultural Department? 

Mr. PALMER. I think at first blush—— 

Mr. BUTLER. Does the Senator believe that any material num- 
ber, any number that would amount to anything, would object to such 
a transfer? Does the Senator believe that there is a single scientific 
man in this country who has given this subject any consideration what- 
eyer who would not advocate the transfer, from the General of the 
Army down? 

Mr. PALMER. I think the Senator asked meif the farmers would 
object. 

Mr. BUTLER. I ask as to both. 

Mr. PALMER. We will take one at a time, if the Senator will per- 
mit me.- I think at first blush it might gratify the pride of the farmer 
to have this great department created, which I am anxious to see cre- 
ated and made an executive department. I think that he would like 
to see it graced with all the adjuncts possible. Ihave no doubt that 
the Senator from Kansas and the Senator from South Carolina, with 
their facility of expression and with their imaginative way of talking, 
could make the farmer believe that the Signal Service or the Weather 
Bureau appertained to nothing but the growing of corn and oats and po- 
tatoes; but other men could come in and show that it was just as es- 
sential to the farmer after his corn, potatoes, and wheat were raised to 
have them safely rted to market. 

Mr. BUTLER. Right there, does the Senator believe that that ser- 
vice can be as efficiently rendered under the Agricultural Department 
as under the War Department? 

Mr. PALMER. Iam not prepared to say now. I do not think it 
could be unless the service was thoroughly organized and put in per- 
fect working order, so that it could be worked when it was transferred. 
The fear that I now have is that you would demoralize the whole 
service. 

Mr. BUTLER. I ask the Senator if the bureau is not organized 
now? 

Mr. PALMER. I think it is. 

Mr. BUTLER. Then, how is the organization going to be affected 
by a transfer to the Agricultural Department? 

Mr. PALMER. You are going to take away the Chief Signal Off- 
cer, who has information on these points. You are going to take away 
four Army officers, who have been making weather predictions, and 
who are educated as far as men can be in making predictions. You 
are going to take them away and send them to their respective regi- 
ments. 

Mr. PLUMB. No. 

Mr. BUTLER. Then I understand the Senator from Michigan to 
take the position thas this service can not be efliciently rendered by 
gentlemen selected from civil pursuits—by scientific men ? 

Mr. PALMER. I think it can be; but I doubt whether you can 
take any gentlemen from civil pursuits and put them into this service 
and have it done as successfully as by the men who have been for fif- 
teen years en, in the Signal Service Bureau, and whose tastes and 


inclinations are in that line. Another thing which has to be regarded 


is the uncertainty of the civil service as contradistinguished from the 
War Department. s 

Mr. BUTLER. TheSenator, Ibelieve, introduced a letter yesterday. 
I certainly heard extracts read from a letter from Captain Dunwoody, 
who is high authority in the Signal Strvice Bureau of the Army, in 
which he stated that it was ineflicient as at present organized. I be- 
lieve that is true. I can not understand what higher authority -—— 

Mr. PALMER. I do not think he said that. 

Mr. BUTLER. What did he say? ‘The Senator from Kansas [ Mr. 
PLUMB] read from it. 

Mr. PLUMB. Iread from it. It is contained in the RECORD of to- 
day. He said it was inefficiently organized, and that was one of the 
objections to transferring it; that it ought to be properly organized be- 
fore it was transferred. 

Mr. BUTLER. Now, the Senator from Michigan says that the or- 
ganization is perfect, as I understand him. 

Mr. PALMER. No, I did not say anything of that kind. 
is perfect in this world. 

Mr. BUTLER. Well, as near perfect as human nature can make it, 

a PALMER. Ido not think the RECORD will bear the Senator 
ou 

Mr. PLUMB. Here is what Captain Dunwoody says on that point: 

Itis only u: that no transfer, in block, of a badly arranged, and in some 
respects inefficient, personnel be enacted. 

Mr. PALMER. That isthe point. The process of eradicating that 
inefficiency is now going on. 

Mr. PLUMB. In other words, a badly arranged and ineficient pér- 
sonnel would be worse in the Agricultural Department than in the 
War Department. 

Mr. PALMER, But we are not going to amend it by transferring 
it in block. We are going to interrupt the process of renovation that 
is now going on. 

Mr. PLUMB. I do not think any process of renovation is going on. 

Mr. HAWLEY. The expenses have been largely reduced. 

Mr. PLUMB. What does the Senator say? 

Mr. HAWLEY. Itis claimed by the present administration that 
the expenses have been very largely reduced, and the Chief has plans 
before Congress for still further reducing them. 

Mr, PLUMB. Senators talk about inefficiency of the bureau. It 
will get all the appropriations needed whenever Congress sees fit. The 
Senate will bear in mind that this favors the transfer. Captain Dun- 
woody only opposes a transfer in block of the present organization. 
The Senator’s authority is Captain Dunwoody for the effect of section 
5. He ought not to object to that, for the language of section 5 itself 
is sufficiently explicit on that point: 

Until otherwise provided by law, the present organization * * è shall con- 
tinue as at present, 

Then a special provision is made for the use of the services of the 
Chief Signal Officer until the President shall in his judgment send to 
the Senate the name of a person who he thinks is better qualified than 
the present head of the bureau. We therefore simply changed the de- 

tment in which this bureau shall render service; and inasmuch as 

y the confession of those who are interested in it and yet who oppose 
the change the bureau should be reorganized, where is the best place 
to reorganize it, in a department in which it can not stay permanently, 
as everybody here admits, or in that department in which it can and 
ought to stay permanently, and in which the purpose of its usefulness 
is more fully understood than it can possibly be in the War Depart- 


ment? 

Mr. BUTLER. It is so admitted on all hands. ° 

Mr. PLUMB. Yes, it issoadmitted on all hands: The factis really 
that the Senator from Michigan is contending, not that it shall not be 
transferred now, but he is contending thatit never shall be transferred. 
I do not mean to say that he believes that is the effect of his course. 
These military officers have been enjoying so long the delights of Wash- 
ington life that they never will go back to their regiments if they can 
preventit. They are begging of Congress not to transfer them to-day, 
hoping that new conditions will arise next year whereby we shall not 
transfer them atall. That is all there is about it. 

Mr. PALMER. That is collateral. 

Mr. PLUMB. It is good collateral, notwithstanding. [Laughter.] 

Mr. PALMER. Ido not think I can be accused of officer-mania or 
officer-phobia. Iam now speaking for delay in this matter that we may 
have time to discuss it and get the opinion of our constituents. I am 
certain that I have heard from none of mine in regard to the propriety 
of this proposed transfer. The Senator is speaking of a transfer in 
block. He imagines that we are going to take up this whole system of 
four hundred and ninety men and lift it right over and put it into the 
Agricultural Department without the suspicion that there are certain 
parts that will drop out—for instance, the four experienced regular 
Army officers who will go back to their regiments. 

Mr. PLUMB. Not necessarily. The President can detail them just 
as well for service under the civilian head of the icultural Depart- 
ment as he can under the civilian head of the War Department. 

Mr. BUTLER, I should like to ask the Senator from Michigan a 


Nothing 


1888. 


CONGREdSIO.NAL RECORD—SENATE. 


8679 


uestion. He speaks about delay and making hasteslowly. Will the 
Senator inform the Senate how much longer time he would like in or- 
der to perfect this organization and secure the transfer which he says 
ought to be made? This whole matter was discussed in the last Con- 
gress—exhaustively and elaborately discussed. The very same argu- 
ments were used against it then that are used to-day. 

Mr. PALMER. In the Senate? 

Mr. BUTLER. Yes,sir. It was claimed the proposition was crude. 

Mr. PALMER. I can say that I never heard a word of it. 

Mr. BUTLER. TheSenator was a member of this body at that time. 
A long, elaborate, exhaustive discussion took place, and the very same 
argument that he is offering to-day was offered then, that we ought to 
postpone the transfer, that we ought to delay it, in order that the Mili- 
tary Committee might incubate upon it. Well, sir, we have been in- 
cubating over this thing from that time until now. The other House 
has adopted the suggestions of the Senate. The proposition has been 
before the Committee on Agriculture. They have reported on the bill 
and have suggested no'remedy, and now as we put the bill upon its pas- 
sage and propose it, in order to give effect to the organization of the 
Agricultural Department, the Senator comes in and says, ‘* Letus make 
haste slowly; let us go slow; it is crude; it is imperfect,” 

Mr, PALMER. The Senator forgets that the committee who had 
this matter under consideration and who weighed it carefully were 
almost unanimous against retaining the fifth section. 

Mr. BUTLER. It is very singular what a change has come over the 
spirit of their dream, when the committee in the last Congress reported 
upon it to this body, when amendments were made in the Senate and 
the bill was passed by a vote of 37 to 15, and went to the other House. 
The other House have adopted what the Senate then proposed, and now 
it is suggested that the Senate shall turn right back upon its own action. 

Mr. DAWES. I should like to inquire of the Senator, when he 
says it is so easy to take all these Army officers and put them down 
into the Agricultural Department, what beneficial result is to come if 
the same men are to carry on this work? Why will they not carry it 
on just as well where they are as when they are moved over to the 
Agricultural Department? Is it not an absolute necessity, if you are 
going to produce different results, to change entirely the whole organ- 
ization? 

Mr. BUTLER. In the first place, I have made no such statement 
as the Senator from Massachusetts assumes that I did. Nor do I un- 
derstand that the Senator from Kansas has made any such statement. 

Mr. DAWES. Ido not know what it means, then. 

Mr. BUTLER. Nobody makes any such proposition as to transfer 
the Army officers to the Department of Agriculture. The provision of 
the bill itself makes no such proposition. On the contrary, the bill 
provides that the Chief shall be appointed by the President by and with 


the advice and consent of the Senate. The presumption is that the | ge 


President will select a gentleman of scientific attainments in civil life. 
There is no proposition in the bill to transfer the Army officers, cer- 
tainly not permanently, to the Agricultural Department. It provides 
in terms that the subordinate foree, including the lieutenants and the 
enlisted men, shall be transferred temporarily until a board to be ap- 
pointed by the Secretary of War can devise a method by which this 
regina can be assimilated with the Agricultural Department, and that 
is all. 

Mr. DAWES, It means either taking this work out of the hands of 
the persons who are now carrying it on, or it means to keep it in their 
hands, one or the other. If it means to take it out of their hands and 
puț it into more efficient, more scientific hands that will insure better 
results, the suggestion is that that will come better after you have re- 
organized the bureau and put it in such shape that new men can take 
it along. Then the answer comes. But there is no need of that; we 
are going to transfer the Army officers, the lieutenants, and we provide 
that the existing Chief himself may be utilized for that purpose. 

Mr. BUTLER. ‘Temporarily. 

Mr. DAWES. Our friends do not mean to put this service into new 
hands, or else they do. If they mean to put it into new hands, they 
ought not to put it in at once, but should wait until it is reorganized 
on a basis that will carry out that purpose. Then they turn around 
and say that we can carry it on with the existing officers just as well 
ai after it is reorganized. 

Mr. BUTLER. Will the Senator suggest some plan by which we 
can accomplish the results which he says he desires to accomplish ? 

Mr. DAWES. Iam, in common with my friend, seeking the best 
possible results. If I knew to-day what that plan may be, I could 
suggest possibly an amendment to the bill that would carry a new 
organization along with it; but I do not profess to know. 

Mr. BUTLER. We can not live always; that is very certain. 

Mr. DAWES. Will my friend tell me the necessity of doing to-day, 
on this 18th day of September, in the year of our Lord 1888, this in- 
stant, this new and radical overthrow of a system which has during 
its existence in its present o ization, though defective and not pro- 


ducing the best possible results, achieved more than any other system 
in the world of that kind? ‘There is in no other country such an or- 
ganization that has accomplished such marvelous and useful results 
as this. Now, it seems that my friend from South Carolina and my 


friend from Kansas can not wait over night, but it must be upset and 
put into new hands. 

Mr. BUTLER. Oh, no; we are not simply waiting over night; we 
have been waiting more than three years. 

Mr. DAWES. You would not have waited over night if yon had 
found a quorum yesterday. 

Mr. BUTLER. That may be; a quorum might be suflicient to settle 
the question; but I do not think there is any good reason to preventac- 
tion. The absence of a quorum might. 

In any observations I have made in regard to the Signal Service Bu- 
reau of the Army I have not made the slighest reflection upon it, and 
I do not intend to do so now. Ihave no doubt in the world that the 
Army officers have done as well as they could, perhaps, under the cir- 
cumstances. But the Senator himself admits, as I understand him, 
that the bureau is not as eflicient as it might be. He himself admits 
thatitoughttogotothe Agricultural Department; but he says, “wait.” 
If the Senator would just intimate the ground upon which he asks this 
delay I would acquiesce with him; but in view of the action of Con- 
gress upon this subject I must confess that the argument strikes me 
with no force whatever, and no sufficient satisfactory reason has been 
assigned why this provision should not be adopted now. 

Mr. BATE. Mr. President, I did not desire to take part in this dis- 
cussion, and certainly should not but for the criticism upon the Agri- 
cultural Committee, of which I am a member, which has been indulged 
in by Senators, and but for the repeated questions which have been re- 
peatedly put with emphasis by the Senator from South Carolina, call- 
ing for reasons why the committee’s amendment, striking out the fifth 
section of the bill, should be sustained; and for the further oft-re- 
peated assertion by Senators that the Signal Service can be transferred 
as an entirety, in its present shape, without inconsistency, from the 
military to a civil department. 

Mr. President, I am in favor of this bill which creates an Agri- 
cultural Department as one of the Executive Departments of the Gov- 
ernment and want to see that great interest represented in the Cabinet 
of our Chief Executive, and it is in part for the reason that I wish this 
done that I oppose the fifth section of the bill. 

The committee gave it careful consideration, sent for the Chief Sig- 
nal Officer, General Greely, and heard his statement as to the existing 
organization, and wherein embarrassments would arise in its transfer 
to the civil Department of Agriculture. 

He gave such reasons as were satisfactory to the committee, and the 
committee amended the bill by striking out the fifth section, and this ac- 
tion was concurred in, as I remember, by all but one of the committee, 
the Senator from Kansas, who has just taken his seat after vigorously 
opposing the action of the committee. Now, sir, I will not, in this 
running debate, turn from the issue to indulge, in this presence, in a 
neral discussion of agriculture, but adhere to the issue in question. 
This fifth section proposes to transfer in block the entire Signal Serv- 
ice from where it now is to another department foreign to its present 
organization. It proposes to take it up, root and branch, and plant it, 
as a whole, into a department not yet created, and with which, as this 
Signal Service is now organized, it could not be homogeneous. The in- 
consistency of mixing the military with the civil departments is appar- 
ent. But it is denied by Senators that the Signal Corps, as it now ex- 
ists, is a military organization. 

Why, Mr. President, you may trace this service from its inception to 
the present, and you will find it in all respects essentially military. If 
it is not military, it is nothing. Indeed it had a strange beginning for 
a great organized service. 1t seems to have been created by virtue of 
no regular legislation, butout of appropriations on bills to which it did 
not directly relate. It rode into existence on other bills. Beginning 
in 1860, with a small appropriation, it was organized in the simplest 
form, purely for Army purposes, by a surgeon of the Army, Dr, Myer, 
who originated it. 

It was, if I may so speak, a legal bastard, as it was really without 
legislative parentage until subsequently adopted. As the war demon- 
strated its utility other small appropriations were made. In 1866 it 
was enlarged, and I think by Army regulation was ingrafted as apart 
thereof. Not till 1870 was the Weather Bureau established as a part 
of it. In 1873 a larger appropriation was made, by which its numer- 
ical strength was greatly increased, and it became an acknowledged 
success—of wonderful advantage to both the commercial and agricult- 
ural interests of the country. A 

We are asked by more than one Senator what is to be done by way 
of reformation? I will read a short sentence from the chief of this 
corps, General Greely, which was addressed to the Secretary of War. 
It makes some suggestions at least of what changes should be made. 
He says: 

To se off fifty of the men now authorized by law; to simplify the methods of 
payment; to insist that skill, capability, and fitness shall be the tests for posi- 
tions in the Signal Corps, and that useless expenditure of public money which 
now obtains in the present organization shall no longer continue. 

Let us consider for a moment what is the present organization for the 
Signal Corps. Is it civil oris it military? It is essentially military. 
This is denied by Senators, who claim it to be more of a civil than 
military organization; but when you look for a moment ab its history, 
its components, and existing relations you can not doubt, 
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Now, it is proposed to take it up, root and branch, and throw it into 
the midst of the Agricultural Department, a civil department. It is 
a military organization. Why do I say it? Who is its chief? A 
brigadier-general who belongs to the Army of the United States. Who 
are its officers? There are fourteen second lieutenants, recognized upon 
your Army rolls as officers belonging to that peculiar duty. 

Is that all? No, sir; there are four here. And I was surprised to 
hear the Senator from Kansas make rather a fling at those gentlemen 
who have becn here in Washington attending to this duty by saying 
they had easy berths and desire this service, referring of course to 
Lieutenant Dunwoody, who wrote the letter read yesterday morning, 
and Lieutenants Craig and Thompson, and Captain Jones, the two 
former having made almost life-service of this specialty, and the two 
latter have been so engaged for a few years. 

Before I was- here in the capacity of representative I had occasion to 
know somewhat of the operations of this institution. I had occasion 
to know from the place I held in my own State, having frequent cor- 
respondence with those here connected with the Weather Bureau, and 
it was exceedingly gratifying to me to know that it was gradually in- 
creasing toward a practical perfection, if I may so speak. Those who 
are at the head of it, strange to say, by the fifth section of the bill, I 
say to the Senator from South Carolina, are the very men who have 
been excluded now from the benefits of this, if benefits there are. 

For sixteen years, if I understand his history, Lieutenant Dunwoody 
has given his time to this service. He has been twenty-one years a 
lieutenant in the Army. He was detailed to this service without his 
request, and he is now here acting as one of the chief signal officers, 
and kept here for his superior capacity and efficiency in this line, and 
is perhaps the best weather indicator in this country, and, besides, is 
known to be a worthy and accomplished gentleman. Who are his as- 
sociates here, or who have been for the past sixteen years? Lieuten- 
ant Craig is also here, and worthy, as are others, of the highest com- 
mendation. 

It is perfectly well known to the country that those two have con- 
ducted these indications and this foretelling of the weather for this 
long period. They are the men who seem to be practically acquainted 
withit. They are scientific men. They have associates, too, who have 
been assigned to duty more recently—Captain Jones and Lieutenant 
Thompson, successful and deserving officers. Yet every one vf these 
four has been left out in this fifth section. All the lieutenants, com- 

. petent, no doubt, have, however, come in. 

Mr. BUTLER. May I ask the Senator from Tennessee if the officers 
to whom he refers are officers of the regular Army, with their commis- 
sions? 

Mr. BATE. They are; yet they have been under this detail, and it 
is a life-time service. They, of course, could return to the Army; so, 
I suppose, could the lieutenants who are there and who are kept in by 
the fifth section, and so, I suppose, could General Greely return to the 
Army; butif I understand the object of this service it is to get the best 
and most perfect work from the best sources that you can, and whoare 
they? 

Will you take up a raw recruit and put him there and bring down 
anew the criticisms of the Senator from Kansas, with all his ability 
and his vigilance, and hold up as a subject of ridicule certain bulletins 
that may come forth? If you trace those bulletins thus criticised you 
will find perhaps it was ata time when neither of these gentlemen 
was off duty, for it is a conceded fact and has gone into current history 
that 80 per cent. of the predictions have turned out to be correct. 

It is true that they can not make predictions with perfect accuracy. 
They may not tell the exact momentum of the storm; they may not 
tell its exact movements, but they can sound the note of warning, 
which they have faithfully done, and been the means of saving many 
a human lifeand millions of property. They understand the currents 
of air, the disturbances of the atmosphere, which can be obtained only 
by practice and strict observation and by an analysis of the mass of 
information which they are able to gather from every point of the com- 
pass within their circuit. $ 

Mr. BUTLER. Will it disturb the Senator if I interrupt him? 

Mr. BATE. Not at all. 

Mr. BUTLER. I was going to inquire whether the Senator from 
Tennessee was in favor of the transfer of the weather service to the Ag- 
ricultural Department ? 

Mr. BATE. I will tell you in a moment with a great deal of pleas- 
ure, and I thank the Senator for the suggestion. I am in favor of this 
bill for the establishment of the Agricultural Department as an execu- 
tive department, and I willsay to the Senator from South Carolina that 
one of the reasons why I oppose the fifth section is because I believe it 
will jeopardize the success of the bill proper and the establishment of 


the Agricultural Department of the Government. I believe section 5 
oe itand that if that section is retained the bill will not become 
a law. 

Mr. HARRIS. If my colleague will allow me, I will suggest to him 
that the other House incorporated the fifth section in the bill and so 
passed it. They sentithere. The Committee on Agriculture and For- 
estry recommends as anamendment to strike it out. We may jeopardize 


the bill if we strike it out. We pass the bill and it becomes a law if 
we refuse to agree to the amendment reported by the committee. 

Mr. BATE. But my colleague forgets that there are Senators upon 
this floor who have the say-so first, before the bill goes back to the other 
House, and here is where I believe it is going to fail with the amend- 
ment rejected and the fifth section retained in the bill. 

Jn further response to the interrogatory put to me by the Senator 
from South Carolina [Mr. BUTLER] I will state that I desire not only 
to see this service established, and I do not know but that the Agri- 
cultural Department is the proper place for the service. I rather be- 
lieve that the Agricultural Department when established will be the 
place for it, but my point is that this is not the time for it. Whenwe 
are seeking to establish that Department it is pot the time to push this 
military organization right into its bosom as it goes along. 

It is taking, if you please, those who belong properly to the barracks 
and putting them in the cornfield. I object toit. I want it to go 
there properly organized, and I believe that when it is so organized and 
the proper time comes that is the place for it, because the agricultural 
interest connected with the weather bureau service is perhaps more vast 
than that of any other interest in this country, although commerce is 
a vast one. 

How, then, will that be done? is the pertinent question which has been 
put here by more than one Senator, but especially by the Senator from 
South Carolina. How will that organization take place? , I have read 
what was said by General Greely, the chief of this service, which is only 
partially in explanation of it; but it must be remembered that there are 
$100,000 worth of property which belongs to the Signal Service Corps. 
What are you going to do with it? 

Is there any satisfactory provision made for it in this bill? I know 
it was said awhile ago that part of it belongs to the Army. It all 
belongs to the Army. You would only want that part of it which 
is connected with the Weather Bureau. What becomes of the balance? 
In that connection will the Senator from South Carolina permit me to 
say that the military part of this service can not be conducted with 
less than fifty men, as is stated by its chief. Where are you going to 
get the fifty men from? Does section 5 provide for them? 

Mr. BUTLER. There is no trouble about that. As I understand 
it, the Secretary of War can detail fifty men to attend tothe duty per- 
fectly well. * 

Mr. BATE. Notatall. Not only that, but look at the danger of 
having raw recruits in a matter like this. I think not less than the 
fifty sergeants would be necessary for the proper conduct of this service 
upon the plains, from whom daily telegrams now come asa part of the 
matter from which forecasts of weather are made. 

What do we find in addition to what has been stated here? There 
are 2,300 milesof telegraph line under the direction and reporting daily 
to the chief of the service. Those telegraph lines have their operators 
there; they belong to this peculiar service; they have wires, batteries, 
and all necessary equipment, wagons and drivers, and stock, with all 
other material that is necessary to run that institution among the plains 
and the mountains where storms generate. 

This amount of property is also made up of such things as torches, 
signal flags, and the heliograph, that wonderful instrument that is be- 
ing so rapidly developed. That is one reason perhaps why it ought to 
be keptin the Army, or at least ought to be put under scientific hands, 
where they can with a ‘“‘sun-flash’’ communicate for 160 miles with 
the means of a lens, and even at night by calcium lignt, or electric 
light, they can communicate 40 miles, How remarkable. 

All this property belongs to this service, and what are you going to 
do with it? Is there anything in the fifth section of this bill which 
provides for it properly or for the men who operate it? I say not. 

Not only is General Greely a part of this organization, but I believe 
that a man like him, who has gone amidst the hazards of the Arctic 
circle for scientific purposes, and that he might serve the interest of his 
race; a man with his force of character, who has capacity for organiza- 
tion, and who has shown such efficiency with the material he has, can 
reorganize this service better, perhaps, than any other man, especially 
when we consider his familiarity with it. 

He knows what is necessary in order to perfect it. He knows where 
the rub is. He knows whoare the efficient and who the inefficient offi- 
cers under him, His proposition to the committee was that he could 
run the service efficiently with six lieutenants, a field officer, besides 
himself, and with fifty men less than now in its service. Not only 
these fifty sergeants, but the three hundred and fifty men are enlisted 
and sworn into the service, 

What becomes of them as soldiers if you transfer them to a civil de- 
partment? Isitnota violation of the contract? Have they not some 
vested rights that should be ? Can they be turned loose at 
will, if you transfer them to a civil department when they belong to 
the military? Have they notthena right toleaveat will? Dare they 
desert, however, if they belong to the military ? 

I see, therefore, another serious embarrassment that might grow up 
in this relation. This service can be better organized with its existing 
relations than it can be under those which will be created by its trans- 
fer to the Agricultural Department. This is a service that is too valu- 
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able to the country not to be treated with the proper care and atten- 
tion. Let us reorganize it where it can best one, and after it is 
thus reorganized, if it is thought proper, then let us transfer it to the 
on arash Department. Thatis the idea I have; and we can mean- 
while save the $112,000 a year and have a more perfect organization. 

I insist that those who have charge of it have a better opportunity 
to know what is necessary, and hence can reorganize it better and more 
efficiently than can be done by others. 

This service is looked to with the greatest interest. Itis a growing 
institution, and we should foster and encourage it in that manner which 
will best produce the ends and objects for which it was created. If it 
needs reorganization, that reorganization should be perfected in the 
manner that will accomplish the most good. 

The proposed transfer is crude and incongruous. Here are the mili- 
tary and the civil mingled; here is property you can not tell to whom 
it belongs, and here are three hundred and fifty men, besides the fifty 
sergeants, and you can not tell, should they be transferred under this 
fifth section, whether they belong to the civil department or to the 
military. I hope this isa matter which my military friend from South 
Carolina will take into consideration. t . 

Mr. BUTLER. Just there may I ask the Senator a question? 

Mr. BATE. Certainly. 

Mr. BUTLER. Can these three hundred and fifty enlisted men, as 
the Senator designates them, and the fifty sergeants, be ordered to any 
military duty now in the Army? 

Mr. BATE. They can be ordered tô do anything within the line of 
the Signal Service, as I understand. 

Mr. BUTLER. But may they be ordered to go on a scout or to per- 
form any purely military duty? 

Mr. BATE. Iwill say to the Senator that, as I understand it, they 
have been enlisted, and they aresworn in as regularly enlisted men of 
the Army of the United States, assigned to this duty; and whenever 
you transfer them to a civil department you have violated the contract 
of enlistment, and the men have a right to leave. If such soldier be- 
longs to a military department it would be called desertion, but if to 
a civil de ent he will have a right to leave with impunity, and 
you would have to supply his place with a raw recruit with whom to 
conduct this scientific duty. 

Mr. BUTLER. But I do not understand that the fifth section of the 
bill proposes to absolve him from the obligation of his contract. He 
still remains an enlisted man and gets the same pay. 

Mr. BATE. Exactly so, but there may be many of them who want 
to get outof the service, and they are now bound for five years by 
virtue of the terms of their enlistment; and to transfer them to a civil 
department would be embarrassing. 

Mr. BUTLER. I should think the Government would be very glad 
to get rid of them if that is the case, 

Mr. BATE. Idonot know. It ought not to be glad to get rid of 
those who render the most efficient service and who are almost the 
only men who can do the work. I think in the reorganization of this 
service there ought to be some mode of enlistment and some term of 
service observed like that, for instance, in the Senate. They should 
not go there for life, but one-third might come in after two, three, four, 
or five years, and others for a less or a longer period, so as to have at 
all times some persons in the service who are familiar with its peculiar 
and scientific duties. I think that would be an improvement. 

Mr. PLATT. I should like to ask a question of the Senator from 
Tennessee, with his permission. y 

Mr. BATE. Certainly. 

Mr. PLATT. Ihave listened to this debate with a good deal of in- 
terest, and I have heard a good deal said about the reorganization of 
this service, but I wish some one to tell me what is the matter with the 
organization as it exists, whether the plan of the organization is not a 
good one, whether there is anything else needed than improvement 
under the present organization to make it more efficient? 

Mr. BATE. Im response to the Senator from Connecticut, I will 
state that I think the service is quite efficient now, but I think it can 
be bettered. I thinkit is a growing institution. Those who have had 
charge of it, like General Greely, know exactly how and when to bring 
about a reorganization. I have given some reasons and read from his 
letter to the Secretary of Warin regard to that, It would be econom- 
ical; there would be fewer men engaged in it. He says the service 
would be equally as efficient as it is now, and he could save $112,000 

annum. 

Mr. BUTLER. May I make another inquiry of the Senator? 

Mr. BATE. Certainly. 

Mr. BUTLER. I ask him if, in point of fact, the men who are now 
in the Signal Service Bureau, who the Senator informs us are enlisted 
for five years, would not have the right at the expiration of the five 
years to abandon the service entirely, and therefore we should lose the 
experience and qualifications which they have acquired by the five 
years of enlistment from the Signal Service Bureau, and defeat the very 
end which he says he desires to attain? 

Mr. BATE. That is why I suggested that perhaps a reorganization 
was necessary and why additional legislation should be had so as to 


regulate the time and period of enlistment, and keep certain men there 
under an obligation to remain. 

Mr. BUTLER. I understand that in the civil departments of the 
Government, when the services of a scientific man are secured, he is 
there for life or during good behavior, and the efficiency of the service 
is not jeo ized by the termination of a term of enlistment. 

Mr. BATE. Who will feed these men when they come to the Agri- 
cultural Department under the provisions of this bill? Who will 
clothe these men that you place under the proyisions of this bill? 
Who will give them that medical attention under its provisions to 
which a soldier in the Army of the United States is entitled? It 
shows that the bill itself needs remodeling if the amendment of the 
committee should not be sustained and the fifth section is to become 
a law. 

Therefore I say the proposed transfer is crude and incongruous when 
you take into consideration the antagonism of the military and civil 
elements. That is the idea I have in regard toit. I believe that the 
Weather Bureau is of the greatest benefit to both commerce and agri- 
culture. As I said, it isa growing institution, and we must make it 
practical, extend its area, multiply its stations, and give strength and 
vigor to the organization, untilit may permeate the whole country and 
give notes of warning at every point where commerceis likely to touch 
upon the seacoast of our country. We need it there, 

Have I not witnessed at this session appropriation after appropria- 
tion, by the million of dollars, for the purpose of establishing light- 
houses upon the coasts, and that coast the Senator from South Caro- 
lina represents so faithfully? Though those light-houses may be the 
eyes of the ocean, yet they are near-sighted, and near-sighted to see 
the coming storm. 

Sir, we need an institution like this Weather Bureau to give the 
note of warning. Itovertops the light-house. It tells whence the 
storm comes and where the danger is. I say it should be fostered and 
eared for, and this can best be done by reorganizing it with its existing 
relations before itis placed in relations that it knows not of and which 
are unfamiliar to it. Thatis the idea I have about it. 

Look at the influence of this service. You can not get the sailor to 
go to sea if he looks at the signal flag and it indicates a storm. The 
farmer is governed by it to a great extent, for he is told of the coming 
of the approaching frost. It is true you can not by this means regu- 
late the temperature of the atmosphere and prevent the frost, but you 
can give the note of warning, tell that it is coming and prepare against 
it, and build a barrier for your defense. 

The sailor can keep from going upon the vessel, whether upon the 
Lakes or upon the Gulf or upon the rock-bound dangers of the Atlantic. 
That is a part of the utility of this service. 

I want to see the day come when this service will permeate the 
whole country, when every railroad will carry its signal-flag along, 
when every post-office will have it up, in order to benefit the common 
people of the country, especially the agriculturist, and likewise upon 
the coast to benefit the commerce‘of the country. I want to see that 
done, and to do that we should reorganize the service and put it in 
proper shape before it is transferred to the Agricultural Department 
or anywhere else. 

Mr. President, I haye made these suggestions, belonging to the Com- 
mittee on Agriculture as I do, because I want to justify its action. It 
reports almost unanimously, I believe with one exception, in favor of 
striking out the fifth section, I ask the Senate to sustain the action of 
that committee for the reascns I have urged. This is a matter of or- 
ganization. I say do not take it up root and branch and throw it into 
the heart of a civil department of the Government, crude, incongruous, 
and not thoroughly organized. 

Mr. HAWLEY. Mr. President, I rose at the same time with the 
Senator from Tennessee [ Mr. BATE], and Iam happy to say that he has 
said better than I could have said many of the things that were in my 
mind. We are asked to point out the crudities of this provision. I 
read a line or two: 

That the weather service of the United States Signal Service Bureau is hereby 
transferred to the Department of Agriculture. 

I do not see what good there is in ordering a transfer of the weather 
service unless you transfer the men who have been in the habit of doing 
the weather service and giving it to us. They must go there. 

Mr. BUTLER. That is provided for lower down in the section. 

Mr. HAWLEY. The weather service thus transferred— 


shall consist of one chief and such subordinate officers and employés as may be 
necessary to efficiently manage said bureau. Until otherwise provided by law, 
the present organization of the subordinate force of said bureau * * ® shali 
continue as at present. 

It seems to be taken for granted that the men are to go over to the 
Agricultural Department as well as the service. Then these military 
persons, officers and privates, will be under the command of the De- 
partment of Agriculture, though still remaining a part of the Army, 
for it says that the present organization ‘‘shall continue as at present’? 
and ‘‘ nothing in this act shall be construed as altering or affecting in 
any way the present status in the Army of the commissioned officers 
of the Signal Corps.” 
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What is to be done with the work that these men have been per- 
forming, not only in the service of the Weather Bureau but in the 
service of the Army? ‘There is a double function which they have 
been performing. You are going to split them in two. You are going 
to leave them undisturbed in the Army to perform their Army duties, 
and yet you are going to transfer them to the Department of Agricult- 
ure, there to be subject to the control of that department. 

They are to be paid rates that they are now receiving under Army 
regulations, but this section says that the Secretary of the Department 
of Agriculture shall direct their payment. Is he to take the payments 
out of the hands of the paymasters of the Army and pay them upon 
rates of his own as civilian employés? Then he is certaifly changing 
their status very considerably. 

/ Again, they are in the service for five years. They can be tried for 
desertion, for disobedience of orders. They can be sent to the peniten- 
tiary for a term of years for desertion. Is that to continue? Is the 
Secretary of the Department of Agriculture to order a court-martial to 
sit upon the desertion of asoldier put on duty at the top of Pike’s Peak? 
It is a very singular piece of business, 

Mr. PLATT. How is the Secretary going to prevent desertion? 

Mr. HAWLEY. My colleague inquires, how is he going to prevent 
it? The Secretary of the Department of Agriculture will have no more 
control over those men than he has over his own clerks. As the Sen- 
ator from Tennessee has very well explained, if a clerk of a Department 
says he will not serve the Government any longer, out he goes. He 
refrains from coming in the morning, and that is the end of all the 
Government has to do with him, and it settles his account. If in the 
Signal Service in a us and di ble place a man on duty 
runs away or deserts, he is liable to punishment precisely as a soldier 
in the Army is. But he has to remain with all his present rights. 
Among his rights is one that is of very considerable importance, is very 
highly valued by the private soldiers of the Army, by a large number 
of them, at any rate—those who have served many years. They have 
the privilege at the end of thirty years ofretiring upon a pension. Some 
of them have been in the service ten, fifteen, or eighteen years now. 
Are you going to forfeit that accrued interest, if I may so speak, that 
accruing right to be retired upon a pension? This matter is not so 
simple as you suppose it is when you simply order the Weather Service 
to be sent over to the Department of Agriculture and leave the men 
with all their rights in the Army, the of Agriculture to order 
a court-martial, the Paymaster-General of the Army to pay these men, 
and the Secretary of War to commission them, and the subordinates of 
the of War to swear them into the military service. 

It takes more than the dash of a pen to break up these men. They 
have been performing a double class of duty, partly civilian and partly 
military. If you try to execute this law, I do not see what is to pre- 
vent taking these men wholly away from whatever military duty they 
have been performing, deserting 2,300 miles of telegraph, and turning 
that over to somebody else—employing civilians for it or detailing pri- 
vates of the Army for it and incurring a very considerable expense. 

The Senator from South Carolina [Mr. BUTLER], I think it was, 
said that the board provided for. here would adjust the details of this 
transfer and reorganize the service, Itcan not organize the new civil- 
ian corps, That is not provided for, as he thinks. He is mistaken. 

If he will look at this paragraph, he will see that this board of three 

is to make an inventory of all property now in the control and posses- 

sion of the Signal Service Bureau, and separate and turn over to the 

ent of Agriculture such portions of it as may be suitable for 
the work of the Weather Service. Itis merely a property board to 
give prices and catalogues of the present property, and divide it be- 
tween the War Department and the Department of Agriculture. It 
is easy to do that, a that is a matter of figures—of counting; but 
it is by no means easy to divide functions of men, to retain them in 
one place and retain them in another—continue them in the Depart- 
ment of Agriculture and continue them a thousand miles away in the 

War Department at the same time. 

Mr, CALL. Mr. President, the only serious aspect of this question, 
for it is not very important it seems to me who shall conduct this Sig- 
nal Service Weather Bureau, providing it be efficiently done, and it 

is worthy of argument to say that no ability can be found to 
do it outside of the military cireles of the country. That can hardly 
be a proposition to discuss, that a military man as such, quoad hoc, as 
the lawyers say, as to this matter, has anything whatever to do with it. 

It is not military. He can not know anything of it by virtue of his 
military education. If he has any knowledge of it it is because it is 
outside of his avocation, and he has followed some pursuit that qualified 
him for a civil pursuit. He may be the greatest engineer or the great- 
est general or the best disciplinarian in the world, and yet that gives 
him no knowledge of meteorology, it gives him no capacity to deduce 
the conclusions which result from amass of observations relating to the 
weather. Certainly that is apparent, and if General Greely is so dis- 
tinguished from his short experience in this service, as I think he is, it 
is by virtue of his adventures in the North, in the polar regions; it is 
because of a capacity that is not military, but civil and scholastic and 
scientific. 

Now, Mr. President, the serious portion of this question is the dis- 


position on the part of the Senate of the United States to enlarge the 
emoluments or civil appointments which are perquisites of the Army; 
to make high civil place a mere perquisite of the military position; to 
forget that this is a government in which the civil are superior to the 
military and the military subordinate; that there is danger in enlarg- 
ing the number of people who are subject to military law and not to 
civil law. 

It is the disposition to subordinate the civil departments to the mili- 
tary. I respect the officers of the Army and Navy and their attain- 
ments and qualifications, and I am willing to be justand even generous 
with them; but I gm not willing to make this a military government, 
to exclude the people of the country from civil appointments in order 
that they may be held by military men. Iam not willing to enlarge 
tte auber of civil appointments to which military men alone are 
eligible. 

To me it seems a mockery to talk about generals and lieutenants and 
enlisted men charged with the sole duty of making observations about 
the weather and making clerical calculationsand as telegraph operators, 
and speaking of their special fitness and efficiency for this simple duty 
because.of their military capacity. If it be trne of this class of clerks 
and telegraph operators it is equally true of all the others, and we had 
better enlist them all in the Army, both men and women, and assi 
a general and lieutenant to their command; but it is not true; on the 
contrary, it is untrue and unreasonable in respect, and it is a sub- 
ject of surprise that the retention of this rane Ey civil non-mili and 
poaoefal service in the War Department should be so strenuously in- 
sisted upon. 

We have already too much of this exclusion of the great body of the 
people from offices and pursuits which are purely civil. We have 
$20,000,000—more than ten millions annually of money expended by 
engineer officers of the Army in the improvement of rivers and harbors, 
a very important work, and while I respect the qualifications of these 
officers, it is not saying too much to say that they are in no way su- 
perior to the engineers who are not in the Army. 

Why shall a clerk who has no.other employment than that of aclerk, 
who engages in nothing that imperils his life, be allowed a pension after 
thirty years’ service for performing clerical work in the Weather Bureau 
and all other Government clerks be denied it? 

Mr. President, this whole thing is entirely unreasonable. The propo- 
sition that the military are better qualified for this has nothing in it, 
because a military man can not by virtue of his military ayocation have 
any knowledge of meteorology or of weather indications; he can have 
no knowledge which relates to the efficiency of this bureau. On the 
contrary, his military capacity is an obstacle to his scientific knowl- 
edge and value to this service. 

What has the fact that this service has grown up under certain exi- 
gencies in the military de ent to do with its efficiency, either pres- 
ent or future? Here is the express company, extending all over this 
country and the world, conducting its business with the greatest effi- 
ciency; here are the great corporations, telegraphic and railroad, civil 
bodies entirely, and yet conducting their business with the greatest 
efficiency and success, 

It is for these reasons, Mr, President, that this service can not prop- 
erly be an attachment of the military department of the Government 
and that I favor, and decidedly favor, the placing of these men entirely 
under civil rule., Ido not wish tosee any American citizen subjected to 
martial law unless there be public necessity forit. Iam not willing 
that the clerks in this department shall be tried by court-martial and 
deprived of their rights of citizenship. I am not willing under any 
pretended necessity of the public service, which is entirely unreal, to 
enlarge the number of men who are subject to a despotic government. 
It is all a mere delusion in regard to this service being promoted by 
or in any wise benefited by being connected with the military organi- 
zation under which by chance it has grown to its present importance, 

The value of this service I think has been very much exaggerated, 
still it isan important one, It is very important to the farmers, the 
garden farmers, the truck farmers, the fruit growers, to those persons 
who require knowledge of cold and of wind that they may gather their 
fruit, that they may avoid planting their vegetables, that they may | 
take advantage of the seasons in the short space of time that is al- 
lowed to them between the receipt of information of coming changes 
in the weather and their arrival, and in my own section of the coun- 
try, I wish to say in reply to the Senator from Mississippi [Mr. 
GEORGE], wherethe farmers can get this information, they form clubs 
and they are everywhere now petitioning Congress to establish stations, 
telegraph stations, signal stations, at which the intelligence may be 
communicated, and to which they resort daily or whenever they are in 
sufficient nearness to it to send daily for information as to the predic- 
tions of the weather. It is for that reason that I desire that this serv- 
ice, which is valuable alone to the commercial and agricultural inter- 
ests, especially to the garden-farming and the truck interests, shall be 
conducted under the civil department of the Government. 

So far as commerce is concerned, if you see fit to do so, put it in the 
Treasury Department, which is the Departinent specially assigned to 


commerce; but whether this service is conducted under the Treasury 
Department or under the Agricultural Devartment or the War Departe 
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ment, the intellizence that is obtained will inure equally well to either 
of these two occupations. The state of the weather, if it be important 
for the farmer to know it, will be communicated to him, and whether it 
comes through the War Department, through the Treasury Depart- 
ment, or the Agricultural Department, it will be equally available; and 
so in regard to commerce. 

Therefore there is no reason, no even plausible reason, for the contin- 
uance of this bureau in the military department of the Government. 
It can just as well be transferred to-day, whether they are enlisted or 
unenlisted men; and as to that, I presume there is not an enlisted man 
in this service who would not to-day gladly exchange it for a civil em- 

loyment, retaining his pay and his position and employment which 
a has, and I think the Senator from Tennessee may spare himself any 
uneasiness as to the permanency of the service. They will stay just 
as long as they can. There need be no restrictions as to their giving 
it up. The number of those who leave the Government service when 
once employed in it are comparatively few. Very few die and none 
resign, as General Jackson said years ago. 

So, Mr. President, these are mere unreal delusions, This is an im- 
portant service and it isa strictly civil service, and it can not in any 
wise whatsoever be connected with any military employment or any 
military knowledge, or any interest ofthe Army or for the Army, even 
the most remote. 

As to its efficiency, to say that an organization of this sort can not 
be efficiently conducted by the civil department of the Government is 
to say that neither the Treasury nor the Interior Department, nor the 
Presidency, nor the Senate, nor the Post-Office nor any other Depart- 
ment can be efficiently conducted unless it is by a man who has been 
taught to manenver troops and taught the qualities of ganpowder and 
steel and the methods of warfare, all of which have nothing whatever 
to do with these pursuits and these qualifications. You may transfer 
to-day every man under this bill to the Agricultural Department, and 
there will not be the slightest inconvenience or the least difficulty, 
and if it be desirable, if the Senate think they ought to grant a pen- 
sion to every person who sits at a telegraph wire and gives information 
as to the state of the weather or to every clerk who makes calculations 
in the office here after thirty years’ service, you can attach it just as 
well to this service in the Agricultural Department as you can to the 
Army. All this is so manifest that it isa matter of surprise that it 
should even be a subject of debate in the Senate. 

Mr. BLAIR. Mr. President, I wish to offer one or two observations 
before the vote is taken upon the amendment of the committee. 

This Signal Service, growing up under the auspices of the War De- 
partment and originating in the necessities of the war, gradually devel- 
oping and spreading out into a career of usefulness in the arts and 
employments of peace, has nevertheless retained within its scope of 
operations all of its original elements. Being originally designed to 
facilitate the purposes of war and to give the necessary training to a 
body of men which under the conditions of modern warfare is indis- 
pensable to its successful prosecution, it has come to embody in the 
same organization superadded labors and efficiencies, but all are still 
performed by the same body of men, and the necessities which led to 
the original creation or organization of this body still remain. They 
may slumber to some extent in time of peace, but it is only in peace 
that we properly can prepare for war; and +he education, the training, 
the efficiency of a signal corps in actual warfare must emphatically be 
acquired by prior training in time of peace, unless the war is pro- 
longed for such a period as to give within its own duration the neces- 
sary training, and in that case in the earlier stages of war the nation 
which is without the efficiency is placed at a great disadvantage. 

So now it has come to pass, Mr. President, that the Signal Service 
Corps as it actually exists performs all the functions appertaining to a 
military organization so far as it is necessary that they should be per- 
formed, and we have an army, as you know, of 25,000 men constantly 
employed, always in readiness for war, and also thesame body of men 
performing functions which are of great service in commerce and in 
agriculture superadded to its other duties, and it isthe same men who 
are doing all this work. 

But when you come to make a provision of law by which, as in the 
attempted transfer by this bill, you carry from one Department—that 
is, from the War Department—to another Department and place under 
the control of another Department, under the order and command of 
another Department, simply one function which is jointly performed 
by all these men as one organization, you undertake what seems to me 
to be an utter impossibility. 

The fifth section of this bill proposes to transfer the weather service 
of the Signal Service Bureau of the country to the control and place it 
under the command of the proposed Department of Agriculture. If 
we undertake to analyze this thing we shall find it to be, I think, an 
utter impossibility. We can notdoit. The same men do these three 
functions. Here is a given signal station. The observations made at 
that station, the identical individual observations made on any partic- 
ular day at that particular station, are made use of for commercial pur- 
poses, for agricultural purposes, and for the purposes of war. How 
are you going to transfer the third part, if you choose to divide it mathe- 
matically, of the function performed at that particular station, and place 


it under the command of the Agricultural Department and leave the 
other two-thirds of the control there, of the commandership there, un- 
der the orders of the War Department? And you mustdoit if you un- 
dertake to carry out the provisions of this proposed bill. 

What confusion there will be of control! How would it be in war 
supposing the same army should be placed under the control of two 
different commanders, two generals, one wanting this thing done and 
the other wanting that thing done, disagreeing as to the plan of action? 
But this, if possible, would be still more impossible than that. Here 
is a united function which is to be divided by three, and one of the 
three given mathematically over to the Agricultural Department and 
the other two to remain, as now, under control of the Department of 
War. 

I admit if you could separate this function geographically that there 
might be a possibility of carrying out the provisions of the section; but 
at every single station all over the United States the thing done is pre- 
cisely the same thing, and then its uses are applied in their different 
directions, 

It seems to me, from the very nature of things, we have got to keep 
this Signal Corps under one control, as it is now, in the War Depart- 
ment. We do not undertake to transfer anything but the Weather 
Service, it is said, but in transferring the Weather Service or the service 
to be rendered with reference to a knowledge of the weather and ob- 
servations of a climatic character, but one-third of the service to one 
Department, we necessarily transfer the individuals who render not 
only that service but the other two-thirds of the aggregate which is 
rendered and for which the public pay. But, on the other hand, in 
undertaking to do that we leave the law in force so far as the control 
of the War Department is concerned, as to the uses of the same identi- 
cal act which are appropriate to commerce and to war. 

Mr. PLUMB. Will it disturb the Senator if I call his attention to 
a fact? 

Mr. BLAIR. Not the slightest. I know more than I did two years 
ago. The difference between the Senator and me is that he does not. 
During the last two years I have learned something, and the Senator 
from Kansas has failed in that regard, 

Mr. PLUMB. If the Senator is learning in that direction, of course 
he will be opposed to this transfer always. 

Mr. BLAIR. No; I may learn more next year, and by two years 
from this I may, if I have much to do about this—my attention has 
never been particularly called to it before, although I was on the com- 
mittee—I assure the Senator that if this matter passes over and I have 
occasion to discuss it two years from now, if Iam here, I shall know 
more about it than either of us at ihe present time. 

Mr. PLUMB. I have never heard turning one’s coat called a process 
of education before. 

Mr. BLAIR. I will ask the Senator right there to withdraw the ex- 
pression about turning one’s coat. 

Mr. PLUMB. No, I will not withdraw it. 

Mr. BLAIR. Very well, sir, then consider that our acquaintance is 
at an end. [Laughter.] 

Mr. PLUMB. I want to call the Senator’s attention in relation to 
the great hardship he is speaking about, that, like the Senator from 
Mississippi, he has gone off to this military view all at once and in 
place of being a bucolic advocate, he is an advocate of Mars, and he is 
afraid we shall not have a Signal Service Corps when we get into war, 
I will call his attention to the fact that one officer and three enlisted 
men—— 

Mr. BLAIR. I will say to the Senator that unless he is willing to 
withdraw the expression in regard to my coat, Ishall not feel justified 
in further extending my courtesy to him inusingmytime. [Laughter.] 

Mr. PLUMB. I did not want to reflect on the Senator’s coat. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from New Hamp- 
shire yield to the Senator from Kansas? 

Mr. BLAIR. Oh, certainly. 

Mr. PLUMB. I want tocall his attention to the fact that under the 
orders of the Secretary of War and the regulations of the War Depart- 
ment—— 

Mr. BLAIR. Ishall make one condition, and that is that the Sen- 
ator shall give us information if he is to oceupy my time. 

Mr. PLUMB. All there is, according to the Senator’s own state- 
ment of the case, would be the loss to the military service of one offi- 
cer and three enlisted men, and I donot think so ill of our military es- 
tablishment, badly as I regard it, that it would collapse if they should 
happen to be removed. 

Mr. BLAIR. ‘The Senator’s remarks and deductions and assumed 
facts are of such a character that I do not think they ought to be in- 
troduced. Ido not think he has said anything to justify the waste of 
five minutes of my precious time. However, 1 have not intended to 
be understood as saying—— 

Mr. CALL. Ishould like to ask the Senator a question. 

Mr. BLAIR. Inamoment. I have not understood myself as say- 
ing that this act was proposing to injure the efficiency of the Signal 
Service of the Army. I have not understood myself as saying that I 
was not in favor of extending all the benefits of weather observations, 
and greatly increased in scope and thoroughness and efficiency and 
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minutiæ in every regard, to the Agricultural Department. I only de- 
sired to say, and did say yesterday, and I say it now, that this thing 
shall be done with such due conservatism and discretion as not to en- 
cumber the statute-book with a very discreditable bill. 

I will now yield to the Senator from Florida for a question. 

Mr. CALL. The Senator from New Hampshire said there were 
three uses of this Signal Service, one military and the other civil. 

Mr. BLAIR. That makes but two. If the Senator will quote me 
accurately he will get the other. 

Mr. CALL. Commerce and agriculture. 

Mr. BLAIR. I said military, commercial, and agricultural. 

Mr. CALL, Very good. We will consider it that way. I should 
be very glad for the Senator to tell us what military function this 
weather bureau has, or the Signal Service Bureau? I ask what mili- 
tary function it has? 

Mr. BLAIR. There are almost 25,000 miles of military telegraph 
in this country which are still made use of. 

Mr. CALL rose. - 

Mr. BLAIR. Let me finish one sentence before the Senator inter- 
rupts me with additional questions. 

There are nearly 25,000 miles of military telegraph actually in use 
on our frontier and throughout the whole Western territory, utilized 
by the War Department in its care over our Indian wards, and at mili- 
tary stations along the shores of oceans and the boundaries between 
ourselves and other countries that have got to be maintained as part of 
the military establishment. But it is still true of them that it is es- 
sential that the observations taken at these stations shall be utilized 
for the purposes of study in climatology and for the necessary forecast- 
ing of the approach of storms, even though those may be uncultivated 
regions, w when they reach cultivated portions of our country may 
have a destructive effect, and also in order that the approach of these 
storms may give the agriculturist due warning in proper season as to 
the planting of seed and the performance of the other functions of his 
great employment, 

So every one of these stations now used at military posts—for it is 
quasi war—is still of as much service to the rest of the country in re- 
gard to the approach of storms and the acquisition of that knowledge 
which would be of benefit in the cultivated regions as in the unculti- 
vated regions to the future agriculturist when he comes to cultivate 
them—whether they may be made useful by irrigation or by other 
means—those, I say strictly military posts of observation are justas nec- 
essary as the other posts and signal stations in other parts of the coun- 
try where there is noactual work for the Army to perform. Then when 
you come to the settled and civilized portions of our country, if you 
please, where observations are necessary for the protection of commerce, 
especially all along the coasts, the coasts of the Great Lakes, the Atlantic 
and Pacific coasts—there these same observations made in remote por- 
tions of the country as yet uninhabited, if za please, are just exactly 
as essential, because it is only by virtue of their collection here at a 
central point that we are able to give to the man who ís to sail from 
New York City with a great cargo of wheat for Liverpool—it is only 
by reason of these distant observations that we are able to inform him 
of the approach of storms, and just so this observation which is taken 
on the Atlantic coast, which you might say is more particularly for com- 
merce, or taken at a commercial depot or station, a life-saving station, 
or whatever you please, or in one of the great cities, specifically you 
might assert that they were of special benefit to the commercial inter- 
est, yet they are just as essential to agriculture and to the War Depart- 
ment if this sort of knowledge is necessary by reason of actual war on 
the frontier. Storms come from all directions. 

Thus it is that I think I was justified in saying that here are three 
functions combined in one and just as indissoluble in their union as 
the three persons in the Trinity; but unless you yield to the disad- 
vantages of a divided commandership, a divided generalship, I do not 
see how you are going to place one function of the weather service of 
this bureau under the command of the Department of Agriculture ab- 
solutely, and yet, so far as the other two functions are concerned, hay- 
ing exactly the same personnel, leave it under the command of another 

ment. 

Mr. CALL. The question I asked the Senator was what was the 
military service this bureau performed, and I understand him to say it 
is operating a line of telegraph. 

Mr. BLAIR. And giving observations at signal stations, of course. 

Mr. CALL. Givingintelligence tocommerce. Now, I want to know 
if the Senator maintains that it is a military function to operate a line 
of telegraph ? 

Mr. BLAIR. Just exactly as much as it is a military operation or 
function to manufacture gunpowder. It does not follow that that is 

_ not a military business, because you may use ganpowder to explode a 
rock in time of peace. The telegraph is as much a part of the art of 
war as it is a part of the art of peace. 

Mr. CALL. Soisthe farmer. You can not have an army unless 
they have something to eat, and they can not have anything to eat 
unless it is grown out of the ground. 

Mr, B I am not careful as to what may be proven provided 


ithe true. Does theSenator controvert my statement that the telegraph 
is part of the art of war as well as of peace ? 

Mr. CALL. Unquestionably so, beyond a doubt. 

Mr. BLAIR. Very well. Then what is there between us? 

Mr. CALL. A telegraph line may be useful to the military service, 
but it is certainly not a military art or a military function, 

Mr. BLAIR. Isa guna military weapon. 

Mr. CALL. Yes. 

Mr. BLAIR. And yet it may be used to shoot a partridge, 
a military operation? 

` Mr. CALL. That is no analogy and is not in the line of the proposi- 
tion. 

Mr. BLAIR. That is what I said to the Senator. There is the 
point between us, If the Senator consents to the truth of my proposi- 
tion it is not necessary to argue it. 

Mr. CALL. The proposition is that there is a military function at- 
tached to this bureau. I say there is not; and when called upon to 
specify what it is, the Senator says it is operating a line of telegraph. 

Mr. BLAIR. ‘The Signal Service Bureau, so far as I have been able 
to learn of its statutory organization, is to be found under the head of 
“ Department of War,” on page 36 of the Revised Statutes, and there 
it is provided: 

Sec, 221. The Secretary of War shall provide for taking meteorological obser- 
vations at the military stations in the interior of the continent, and at other 
points in the States and Territories, and for giving notice on the northern lakes 
and seacoast, by magnetic telegraph and marine signals, of the approach and 
force of storms, 

Src, 222. The Secretary of War shall provide, in the system of observations 
and reports in charge of the Chief Signal Officer of the Army, for such stations, 
reports, and signals as may be found necessary for the benefit of agriculture 
and commercial interests. 

Sero, 223. The Secretary of War is authorized to establish signal stations at 
light-houses and at such of the life-saving stations on the lake or seacoast as may 
be suitably located for that purpose, and to connect the same with such points 
as may be necessary for the proper discharge of the Signal Service by means of 
a suitable telegraph line in cases where no lines are 5 operation, to be con- 
structed, maintained, and worked under the direction ofthe Chief Signal Officer 
ofthe Army, or the Secretary of Warand the Secretary of the Treasury ; and the 
use of the life-saving stations as signal stations shall be subject to such regula- 
tions as may be agreed upon by said officials. 


I think that is the substance of the statutory provision establishing 
thisSignalService. There is also a statutory provision, which I have at 
hand here, but will not trouble the Senate by delaying to read it, which 
gives the Department of Agriculture the right to call upon the War 
Department or the Chief Signal Officer for such information as may be 
serviceable to the interests of agriculture. I think that is the sub- 
stance of all the statutory law upon the subject. 

If any one will take the appropriation bills of any year and read them 
and note the items of appropriation which apply to the Signal Service, 
some twenty or more in number, it will be seen that nearly all of them 
appear naturally to be connected with the sort of service rendered in 
the War Department. 

I have been kept on the floor longer than I expected. The point I 
rose specifically to make is this: That here is a service which is a unit. 
It is rendered by certain individuals who are now a part of the war- 
making power, or rather a part of the Army of the United States, en- 
listed, sworn, examined, qualified, and experienced in this particular 
department of service; and so far as we know they are the.only effi- 
cient body which can be rapidly summoned and concentrated for this 
work, . 

They have these three separate functions to perform, and I do not see 
myself how it is possible to take the Signal Service any more than it 
is proposed to take from its existing organization and place it under 
the control of the Department of Agriculture. The other elements of 
the service must remain where they are; and this bill does not propose 
to do anything more; and if the thing is to be done, I can see no rea- 
son why it is not necessary, after mature and careful deliberation, to 
organize a signal service specifically and ‘specially for the Agricultural 
Department. 

It probably would need nearly as large a number of men as are now 
found in the corp$ which performs this joint service for these three great 
interests of our country. Probably that will be the result, but it may 
not be. Itis possible that by careful and judicious statutory enact- 
ment this whole body of men and all that it performs for the Army, 
for commerce, and for agriculture can be placed under the control of 
the Department of Agriculture; but I submit, Mr. President, that that 
is a thing that can not now very well be done, and this bill only pro- 
poses to go so far as to have a divided control, which must result in in- 
extricable confusion and in injury to the service as it is now rendered 
to all three of these great interests of our country. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on the amendment 
proposed by the Committee on Agriculture and Forestry to strike out 
the fifth section of the bill. 

Mr. PLATT. Mr. President, when the Senator from Tennessee [ Mr. 
BATE] was addressing the Senate I put an inquiry to him which I 
think he did not fully answer, namely, what was the matter with the 
organization of the Signal Service, considering it as an organization 
solely? I have heard a t deal said about the necessity of the re- 
organization of the Signal Service, and no one yet, unless it be in some 
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remarks which fell from the Senator from Kansas [Mr. PLUMB], in re- 
lation to weather prediction in Missouri, has said or indicated anything 
which shows that there is any fault with the organization of the Signal 
Service. 

Mr. PLUMB. I quoted, as all the authority I thought necessary on 
the subject, the letter of Captain Dunwoody, who signs himself ‘‘Acting 
Chief Signal Officer,” in which he says it is badly and in 
many respects inefficient; but I may say, if further testimony is needed, 
that General Greely said in his testimony before the Agricultural Com- 
mittee that the bureau was in a very bad condition, something which 
I think he has since emphasized by a letter which he has published, 
in which he reflects very seriously upon some members of the organi- 
zation. 

Mr. PLATT. But that does not touch the plan of organization. 

Mr. eng _ Captain Dunwoody says it is ineflicient and badly 
arranged. 

Mr. PLATT. When we talk about reorganization we talk about 
whether this is a good system or not, not whether the system is prop- 
erly carried out, whether it is as efficient as it might be, whether the 
conclusions and results might not be improved by weeding out the 
ineflicientmen. But the question, as itseems to me, which touches this 
transfer is whether the organization as a whole, the plan, the system, 
is going to be any better in the hands of the Agricultural Department 
than it is under the control of the Army. For there has got to be an 
organization, a plan, a framework, through the agency of which these 
results are to be obtained. It is perfectly apparent that if the Signal 
Service goes to the Agricultural Department, which is to be created, 
one of two things must happen: the present military organization must 
be retained, simply putting at the head of it a chief signal officer who 
is a civilian, or there must be a reorganization purely through civil 
appointees—one or the other. 

If the military organization is all right, then I see no occasion for 
transferring it from the Army to the Agricultural Department. If it 
is not all right and you propose to reorganize when you get the subject- 
matter into the hands of the Agricultural Department, then we have 
got to have a new organization with civilians. The organization will 
then consist of the Chief Signal Officer and all his subordinates, which 
means, I suppose, chiefs of bureaus, chief clerk, clerks of the first, 
second, third, and fourth classes. Either one thing or the other: The 
military organization is to be transferred to the Agricultural Depart- 
ment, or it is to be abandoned. If it is to be abandoned, then the 
reorganization means an organization such as we have in any of these 
Departments to carry on any particular bureau of the Government. I 
apprehend it is the latter that is meant, that it is meant to take away 
entirely from the military service of the country this business, that it is 
to take it away from the military officers, and from the enlisted privates, 
and is to reorganize the service with civilians. Thatiswhat this means, 
perhaps not in the immediate but in the near future; and the clause in 
the bill which says that the Chief Signal Officer shall go over, as it 
were, to the Agricultural Department and take charge until a civilian 
Chief Signal Officer can be appointed, shows what the intention is. 

The intention is to take this service entirely out of the hands of the 
men who are now carrying iton. Otherwise there is no sense or rea- 
son in transferring this service to the Agricultural Department, and it 
was in view of what I thought was the manifest purpose of this bill 
that I asked what was the matter with the present organization? I 
did not ask what was the matter with the operations of the organiza- 
tion, whether they were as perfect as they might be, but with the plan 
of organization, I think that I know where this matter started, Mr. 
President. 

There was a time when some people in the country conceived a very 
great dislike, not to say prejudice, to the Chief Signal Officer, and that 
dislike led to an effort to get the whole business out of the hands of 
General Hazen. Whether there was foundation for it or not I do not 
know. There was a special committee, as I remember, raised to in- 
vestigate General Hazen and his conduct of this office. It was while 
that dislike was strong, while the prejudice, if it was prejudice, was 
exceedingly strong against the Chief Signal Officer that this idea of 
transferring the Signal Service to the Agricultural Department sprang 


up. 
aan I apprehend that is all gone; that the thing which really was 
the motive for this suggestion is all gone. I apprehend that nobody 
says that the head of this service now is not as good a man for the place 
ascan be found, whether in military or in civil rank, for scientific attain- 
ment, for discipline, for executive ability. Nobody questions the ca- 
pacity, the integrity, the skill, the learning, the scientific attainment, 
or the executive ability of General Greely; so that so far as the head of 
the organization is concerned it is admitted to be in good hands. 
Well, let us look alittle at what has been accomplished. This isa 
growth of nineteen years. Nineteen years ago we knew very little 
about these matters, which have now become part of the scientific knowl- 
edge of the country and of the world. We knew very little about the 
movement of storms—very little about the laws of climatic changes. 
Perhaps we know very little now about the causes of atmospheric and 
climatic phenomena; but we have learned a great deal, and learned 
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more, I think, here in the United States than anywhere else in the en- 
tire world. 

I think the result of the knowledge which has been attained through 
the deliberations and the studies and the experiments of this Si 
Service is in advance of the knowledge of all the rest of the world at 
the present time. I think we may boast ourselves that we are a step 
further along the road to knowledge in this subtle realm than any 
other people. How has that been brought about? It has been 
brought about through this misrepresented—I will not say abused— 
organization. It has been brought about through this niilitary serv- 
ice, and the men who have made these attainments are now in the sery- 
ice to alarge extent. Possibly there has been occasionally a displace- 
ment of an officer and another officer put in his place, but largely the 
very men who have contributed to the wonderful advance in scientific 
knowledge in this direction are still in this service. 

Is it according to the dictates of common sense to take away from 
them this matter to which some of them have now devoted half of a 
lifetime, and put it into the hands of men who have had no experience, 
whatever of theory they may have, on this subject? Largely whatever 
scientific knowledge there is upon this subject outside of the military 
service has been derived through the aid which these very men have 
given to students. 

Now, shall we take away from the very men who have thus become 
accomplished this work and intrust it to the hands of those who have 
had no experience in it, who will rely purely upon theory resulting 
from a superficial study and of the knowledge which has been acquired 
as amateurs, for I take it that is what this means, It means that we 
are to have a new set of men to make these observations, to study these 
difficult scientific problems, and that they are to be civilians and not 
military men. 

So, Mr. President, it seems to me that if there were no question here 
except the bare question of whether, in the organization of a new de- 
partment, we should transfer to it this scientific work which has here- 
tofore been done by the military branch of the Government, that of 
itselfought to determine the matter. But, Mr. President, I think there 
is a wider question involved in the passage of this bill than the ques- 
tion whether we shall transfer to this new department a service which, 
with all its faults, has accomplished so much for agriculture, for com- 
merce, for scientific knowledge. To the discussion of this wider ques- 
tion I beg the attention of the Senate for a few minutes. 

This isa bill the intention of which, and the only intention of which, 
is to protect, and conserve, and develop a certain portion of the capital 
of the country. 

CONSIDERATION OF PENSION BILLS. 


Mr. DAVIS. Mr. President, the Senator from Connecticut yielding 
the floor for that purpose, I rise to ask unanimous consent that after 
the routine morning business on the day after to-morrow, Thursday, 
the Senate proceed to the consideration of such pension cases on the 
Calendar as are unobjected to. 

Mr. PLUMB. Ihavenoobjection to that, provided always the present 
order is disposed of, but I do not think it would conduce to the proper 
disposition of business tolay aside the pending bill untilit is concluded. 

Mr. DAVIS. Subject of course to the present order. 

Mr. PLUMB. Very well. I have no objection to that. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Minnesota asks 
unanimous consent that on Thursday next at the conclusion of the rou- 
tine morning business the Senate shall proceed to the consideration of 
private pension bills on the Calendar favorably reported, to which there 
is no objection, subject to the now pending unfinished business. 

Mr. STEWART. ‘The Senator from Oregon [Mr. MITCHELL] gave 
notice that he desired to make some remarks on that day immediately 
after the morning business. 

Mr. DAVIS. Then, of course, I will modify my motion. 
aware of any notice of that kind, except the one given on behalf of 
the Senator from Arkansas [Mr. JONES]. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Chair understand the Sen- 
ator from Nevada to object ? 

Mr. STEWART. Ido not object. I merely make that suggestion. 

Mr. DAVIS. I withdraw the request. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The request is withdrawn. 

Mr. CHANDLER. I should like to ask whether it was not agreed 
by unanimons consent yesterday, on the suggestion of the Senator from 
Minnesota [Mr. Davis]. that pension bills should be proceeded with 
this afternoon after the consideration of the Agricultural Department 
bill? Ifso, as this bill is certainly not to be concluded this afternoon, 
I hope the Senate will take up pension bills and go on with them for 
an hour now, pending the consideration of this bill, and to-morrow if 
the Senator from Connecticut does not object he can conclude his re- 
marks. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It all depends upon the Senator from 
Connecticnt, who is entitled to the floor. 

Mr. PLATT. It isa matter entirely immaterial to me, except this: 
I had no thought of making any remarks on this bill until I got upon 
my feet, and I can go on now or I can wait until to-morrow. 


I was not ' 
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The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator yield for the pur- 
pose of enabling the Chair to submit the request? 

Mr. PLATT. Ido. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Then I ask that the request be submitted. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from New Hampshire 
[Mr. CHANDLER] asks unanimous consent that the unfinished business 
may be info: y laid aside for the purpose of considering private 
pension bills on the Calendar favorably reported to which there is no 
objection. 

Bre PLUMB. Ishall not object if there is an understanding that 
the pending bill shall come up as the unfinished business at the con- 
clusion of the routine business to-morrow morning. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. Is there objection to the resumption 
of the consideration of the Agricultural Department bill to-morrow at 
the conclusion of the routine morning business ? 

Mr. HARRIS. I want to suggest to the Senator from Kansas that, 
in addition to the request that he has suggested, he fix an hour to-mor- 
row at which we shall take the vote upon the pending amendment. 

Mr. PLUMB. I will, then, amend my request so that the considera- 
tion of the bill shall be resumed to-morrow at the conclusion of morn- 
ing business, and that the Senate will vote upon the bill without fur- 
ther debate at 2 o’clock, or earlier if the debate is sooner concluded. 

Mr. BERRY. I gave notice this morning on behalf of my colleague 
[Mr. Jonxs, of Arkansas] that he desired to submit some remarks on 
the tariff question to-morrow immediately after the conclusion of the 
morning business, and I can not consent to any arrangement that would 
interfere with him, because he expects to address the Senate then. 

Mr. PLUMB. I will then modify my request. If the Senator from 
Arkansas will take the floor at the conclusion of the morning business 
to-morrow, then I will say that at the conclusion of his remarks the 
consideration of the pending bill shall be resumed and that the Senate 
will vote on it at 3 o’clock. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Nevada [Mr. 
STEWART] gave notice that at the conclusion of the remarks of the 
Senator from Arkansas [Mr. JONES] he would take the floor to submit 
remarks upon the same subject. 

Mr. CHANDLER. LIobject to agreeing upon a time for voting upon 
this bill. It seems to me that debate ought not to be limited upon it 
at once. 

Mr. PLUMB. Then I shall object to anything interposing now. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Connecticut [Mr. 
PLATT] is entitled to the floor. . 

Mr. IS. I want, in connection with this matter, to say, as it 
is impossible to come to any agreement by unanimous consent, that 
whenever I can get the floor to-morrow I shail move to lay the amend- 
ment of the committee on the table and endeavor to get a vote upon 
that motion. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. TheSenator from Connecticut is en- 
titled to the floor. 

Mr. DAVIS. On reflection I renew my request that at the conclu- 
sion of the remarks of the Senator from Oregon [Mr. MITCHELL] on 
Thursday the pension bills may be considered. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Minnesota asks 
unanimous consent that, at the conclusion of the remarks of the Sena- 
tor from Oregon to be submitted on Thursday next, the Senate will 
proceed with the consideration of private pension bills on the Calendar. 

Mr. PLUMB. I shall not object, provided —— 

Mr. HARRIS. I thought the Senator had asked that we proceed 


now. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. That was objected to. 

Mr. HARRIS. I did not suppose there was any objection to that 

uest. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. That was objected to. 

Mr. HARRIS. TheSenator from Kansas did not object, but wanted 
another agreement about another matter. 

Mr. CHANDLER. I ask for the consideration of pension bills at 
this time, unless there can be unanimous consent as to the disposition 
of the Agricultural Department bill to-morrow. 

Mr. PLUMB. If there can be no arrangement that debate on this 
bill shall be concluded at some reasonable period, then I shall insist, 
so far as I can, that the debate go on until it is finally talked out. 

Mr. CHANDLER. I thinkitisentirely right that the Senator should 
make that request, but I do not consider it a fair offset to a request that 
pension bills shall be considered to insist that there must be an agree- 
ment that the debate on a bill of this importance should end and the 
vote be taken at a particular time. Ihave no more interest in the pas- 
sage of pension bills than the Senator from Kansas, but I certainly 
think, as this debate is not to be concluded to-night, that we might 
let the consideration of pension bills go on for an hour at this time 
without insisting on bringing debate on the other bill to a close. 

Mr. PLUMB. I think it will conduce to the final and early dispo- 
sition of this bill to have it go on continuously until it is disposed of. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from Connecticut 
yield to the Senator From Minnesota ? 

Mr. PLATT. Ido. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Minnesota asks 
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unanimous consent that on Thursday next, at the conclusion of the ob- 

servations tö be submitted by the Senator from Oregon, the Senate will 

proceed to the consideration of the private pension bills upon the Cal- 

endar favorably reported to which there is no objection. Is there ob- 

jection to the request? The Chair hears none, and it is so ordered. 
ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 

A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. T. O. TOWLES, 
its Chief Clerk, announced that the Speaker pro tempore of the House 
had signed the following enrolled bills and joint resolution; and they 
were thereupon signed by the President pro tempore: 

A bill (H. R. pee for the relief of Charles L. Bradwell; 

A bill (H. R. 8751) providing for the erection of sundry light-houses 
and fog-signals in Lake Superior, Lakes Huron, Erie, and Michigan, 
and range-lights in Lake St. Clair and Detroit River; 

A bill (H. R. 10931) to donate and transfer to the State of Louisiana 
for quarantine purposes certain lands on the Mississippi River belong- 
ing to the United States, but subject to reversion to the United States 
in the event of their non-usage for quarantine purposes, and requiring 
the proper department of the United States Government to execute the 
necessary transfer to the State of Louisiana on the condition aforesaid; 

A bill (H. R. 11336) supplementary to an act entitled ‘‘An act to 
execute certain treaty stipulations relating to Chinese,” approved the 
6th day of May, 1882; and 

Joint resolution (H. Res. 223) declaring the meaning of a clause in 
the river and harbor act of August 11, 1883. 

THE CHINESE TREATY. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate the following 
message from the President of the United States; which was read, and, 
with the accompanying papers, referred to the Committee on Foreign 
Relations, and ordered to be printed: 

To the Senate : 
I Ley tape arara a be tothe ary ag beh ag Senate of the pe instant, 
RGliisiepetingienwukchin SO E EE 
GROVER CLEVELAND. 
Executive MANSION, Washington, Seplember 18, 1888. 
AMENDMENT TO A BILL. 

Mr. CHANDLER submitted an amendment intended to be proposed 
by him to the general deficiency appropriation bill; which was referred 
to the Committee on Appropriations, and ordered to be printed. 

ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 

A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. T. O. TOWLES, 
its Chief Clerk, announced that the Speaker pro tempore of the House 
had signed the following enrolled bills; and they were thereupon signed 
by the President pro tempore: 

A bill (S. 124) granting a pension to Henry F. Kaiser; 

A bill (S. 186) to amend section 1225 of the Revised Statutes. con- 
cerning details of officers of the Army and Navy to educational insti- 
tutions, ete. ; E 

A bill fe 576) for the relief of Semon Bache & Co.; 

A bill (S. 1988) granting a pension to Henry R. Blakiston: 

A bill (S. 2713) granting a pension to Pierre Bottineau; 

A bill (S. 2938) granting a pension to James McDonald; 

A bill (S. 2951) granting a pension to Mrs. Mary Morrison Elliott; 

A bill (S. 3130) granting a pension to Patrick Welch; and 

A bill (S. 3236) granting an increase of pension to George A. Wash- 
burn, late major Sixteenth Connecticut Volunteers. 


DEPARTMENT OF AGRICULTURE. 


The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, resumed the considera- 
tion of House bill 8191. À 

Mr. PLATT. Mr. President, this is a bill the intention of which 
and the only intention of which is to promote, to conserve, to developa 
portion of the capital of this country, namely, that portion engaged in 
agriculture or invested in agricultural business. There is nowhere in 
the bill a suggestion that any body except the farm-owner, the man who 
is carrying on the business of farming, is to be affected by the bill or 
is to be represented in the councils of the President by the new Cabinet 
officer who isto be appointed. It is to enable those who have invested 
their money in farms and agriculture, in cattle-raising, in growing 
wheat and corn and cotton to get more profitable returns upon their 
money so invested, to develop their business, to find out new methods 
by which their business may be made more lucrative. Itdoes notcon- 
template that the great number of men who are employed by the year, 
the month, or the day upon the farms of the United States shall receive 
any benefits from the measure. 

They are to have no voice, they are to have no representative, in the 
Cabinet. The great underlying interest of agriculture is not to be 
heard through this new Cabinet officer. The agriculturists who are at 
the top, not the agriculturists who are at the bottom, are to be pecul- 
iarly and particularly benefited by the of this bill. The man 
who works in the great wheat-fields of Dakota for the Dalrymples, the 
thousands of men who are there employed are not thought of. 

The men who take from the cotton-planters of the South the little 
holdings upon leases of 25-acre farms, of one-horse farms as they are 
called, and take them on shares, are to receive no particular benefit 
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from this bill. ‘The wage-earner agriculturists are outside of the prov- 
ince and pale of this legislation. ‘They are a very considerable portion 
of the agriculturists of this country. I find by the last census, which 
has been brought to me while I have been talking, that the number of 
farms in the United States is 4,008,907; the number of those employed 
in agriculture is 7,670,493; so that approximately the e-earning 
agriculturists of this country are 3,662,486. Probably that is not ex- 
actly accurate, but sufliciently so to illustrate what I am saying. 

This bill is not for their benefit. It is for the benefit of men who 
own farms, who have invested their capital in land, whether they own 
large farms or small farms; and, to a great extent, it is for the benefit 
of the men who own the large farms, and not the men who were orce, 
in a former period of our history, called the *‘small-fisted farmers.’’ 
I have no objection to doing this service to the capital invested in agri- 
culture. Agriculture, to be sure, is the foundation of the wealth and 
prosperity of the Nation, but, down underneath the men who own the 
farms are the men who work upon them for wages, The Senator from 
Alabama [Mr. MorGAn] the other day called such of our citizens the 
substratum of our society, and intimated that they constituted an in- 
ferior and humble class. Let me refer to the remarks of that Senator 
for a moment. 

The Senator from Alabama said, in making a speech on the Chinese 
question, I think? 

There are in the Senate Chamber, I dare say —I think I know there are—Sen- 
ators who have come up from what are called the inferior or humbler class of 
society, whose fathere and mothers, with themselves, toiled in the field for the 
bread of life until perhaps fifteen or twenty years of age. 

I should be the last man, Mr. President, to object to dignifying agri- 
culture. 

Iam one of the men who commenced this life in what the Senator 
from Alabama is pleased to call the inferior or humbler class of society. 
I worked with my father in the field for the bread of life until I was 
more than fifteen years of age. Some of the time I worked for other 
farmers for wages, and I wish right here to enter a protest against that 
life being called inferior or humbler in any sense than lifein any other 
occupation, profession, or calling. 

Mr. President, agriculture is honorable, it is dignified, it is a noble 
employment. If I were to go back to my native town and attempt to 
tell its citizens that when I left the farm and its hard labor I went 
up into a higher station or a more honorable position I should be 
laughed at, and justly laughed at. There is no higher or more honor- 
able or more dignified station than that of the man who cultivates the 
farm or the one who works for him who owns and cultivates the farm. 
I do not feel that my position as Senator is more worthy of respect and 
honor than was my position on the farm. 

It is because this class of men, these agricultural wage-earners, are 
not thought of in this bill that I think the scope of it is entirely too 
narrow. It is too narrow in another sense—I will speak of the inter- 
ests of labor further on; but if we are to legislate in a way to develop, 
to conserve, to protect, to amplify a portion of the capital of the coun- 
try, why not all? 

Why should we seek out the capital which is engaged in farming, in 
wheat-growing, raising cattle or corn or cotton, and give that capital a 
representative in the councils of the President—make a Cabinet offi- 
cer in order that he may call to the President’s attention the means by 
which the farmers can make money on theirinvestments, and leave out 

_the other capital of the country engaged in business? Why not pay 
some attention to the mining interests of this country and the capital 
invested in such interests? 

Mr. PLUMB. If the Senator is offended at the idea that the farmers 
should have this representative he can easily move to create a Cabinet 
minister for just as many other interests as he wishes. It is no argu- 
ment against this bill that it does not embrace every other legislative 
subject in the universe. 

Mr. PLATT. When this bill was before the Senate on a previous oc- 
casion I made some of these suggestions, and the bill went back to the 
Committee on Agriculture, as I supposed, for the widening and enlarge- 
ment of it. Now it comes back in the same limited shape; so I am 
bound to believe that there is a studied purpose to keep out from its 
sweep and scope all the capital of the United States except the capital 
which happens to be invested in farming, and also to keep out irom 
its scope all the interests and demands of labor whether engaged in ag- 
riculture or in other branches of industry. 

It is no answer to say ‘‘ pass this bill now and then enlarge its oper- 
ations by and by.” As I said, Iam the last man who would by any 
means disparage agriculture. If it were possible for me to realize in 
my declining years the dream of my life, I would find that realization 
in being permitted to leave public life, professional life, and seek once 
more the pleasure, the independence, and quiet to be found only in 
agricultural pursuits. 

So I say nothing against'the farmer, nothing against helping him; 
but why this neglect of the other industries of the country? Why the 
neglect, as I was saying, of the mining industries of the country? The 
mineral production of the country for the fiscal year 1887 was greater 
than the mineral production of any country on the face of the globe. 

Mr. PLUMB. Yes; but if it is a question of comparisons, will the 
Senator call attention to the fact that the eggs produced in this coun- 
try were worth more than all the gold and silver of the country? 


Mr. PLATT. I am not speaking about gold and silver alone. Iam 
speaking of the entire mineral production of the country—the coal and 
the iron, the copper, and all the other minerals, their value exceeding 
that of the minerals of any other country in the world. Yet we must 
have a department for the agricultural capitalist, and not for the capital- 
ist engaged in the development of the mineral resources of the country. 

I have had no time to collate statistics. Idid not expect to 
to-day. I can not say how much capital is engaged in the production 
of our minerals or how it compares with that invested in our farms, 
but it comparesfavorably in amount. Why, if we are seeking to bene- 
fit capital, should we neglect it? 

Take another branch, the commerce of the United States, foreign 
and domestic, ‘by land and by water. Think of the investment in it! 
Why, in the railroads of this country there is more money invested, 
squeezing all the water out, as I remember the statistics, than in the 
farms of the country. I may be mistaken about the exact amount, 
but at any rate the amount is vast, $7,500,000,000, as I remember the 
figures, Add to that all the shipping plying along our seacoast and 
on our rivers and such foreign shipping as we have. Why is this 
great commercial interest of the country and the capital invested in 
it—for this is a capitalistic bill alone—shut out from this new depart- 
ment and to have no voice in the Cabinet ? 

Mr. PLUMB. Will the Senator allow me to ask him a question ? 

Mr. PLATT. Certainly. : 

Mr. PLUMB. Iask the Senator if he does not think the railroads 
of this country have pretty good care taken of them by law—if he 
thinks it necessary to have a department in the Cabinet to take better 
care of them than is taken of them now? 

Mr. PLATT, Mr. President, I am not to be diverted from the line 
of my argument into a discussion of the railroad problem. I have dis- 
cussed that question here very often, and I think my views ought to 
be pretty well known. I am prepared to say, however, that it would 
bea good thing that in this new departure there should be a Cabinet 
officer with whom the President of the United States could confer in 
relation to restricting the powers of the railroads. For this should be 
a department where restriction may go along hand in hand with de- 
velopment, where the Executive may lay its restraining hand upon 
things that are wrong as well as its fostering hand upon the things 
which need to be helped. 

Then there are manufactures, Mr, President. Why should not they 
have some voice in this matter? I know thatit has becomethe fashion 
of late, even in the highest official circles, to rail at manufactures. I 
know that some people affect to believe a manufacturer to be a public 
enemy, but manufacture isa part of the business of this great coun- 
try just as mach as agriculture and railroading and mining and com- 
merce are a part of the business of the country. All go to make up 
the sum of our wonderful wealth and wonderful prosperity, and all 
branches of business work together for national development. Why 
should any beshut out? The investments in manufactures in the year 
1880 would compare very favorably with the investments in farming. 
Since capital alone is to be conserved by this bill, why should we tarn 
our backs upon and shut out from our sight all capital engaged in 
prosperous industry except the capital used in agriculture? 

If this is a Nation of diversified industries, why take one of those 
industries and make a Cabinet office for it to the exclusion of all 
others? If this measure were truly what in various quarters of the 
country it is supposed to be, a bill for the creation of a department in 
which all the industrial interests of the country should he considered 
and protected and fostered, that would be another thing. 

But it touches neither the agricultural laborer, the laborer who is 
engaged in developingand carrying on the commerce of the country, the 
laborer who is engaged in producing the vast mineral products of the 
country, nor the laborer who is engaged in the vast manufacturing pro- 
duction of the country. My objection to it, so far as it isa capitalistic 
bill, is that it is a discriminating capitalistic bill, discriminating in 
favor of a certain class of capital and against all other classes of capital. 
But my greater objection to it is that it is a bill which ignores an in- 
terest in this country which not only underlies but is greater and more 
important than capital. 

Mr. President, our civilization and progress rest upon one funda- 
mental idea, and that is the idea that work is honorable and dignified 
and blesses instead of curses where it goes, It is a civilization dissim- 
ilar from that of any other country in the world in this respect, that 
in our system the man who labors with hands or with brain shall lose 
thereby nothing of dignity and honor. Itisa civilization founded upon 
the reversal of all ideas in the world previous to the settlement of the 
United States. 

The old idea was, and it has not been entirely eradicated yet, that 
the man who worked could not be a gentleman; that the thing that 
distinguished the gentleman from the fellow was leisure and idleness 
on the part of the gentleman, and work and toil on the part of the 
fellow, illustrated in that old couplet when Wat Tyler marched on 
London and sang: 

When Adam dolve and Eve span, 
Who was then the gentleman ? 

Showing that the idea was the man who worked could not bea gen- 

tleman. This civilization of ours, our Government, all our institu- 
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tions were founded upon the idea that the man who did work might be 
a gentleman, and was not an inferior or humbler member of society 
than the man*who had leisure and lived in ease and idleness, 

That— 


Worth makes the man and want of it the fellow. 


Right at the foundation of republican government lies the principle 
that the man who works shall be honored—that his position shall be 
one of dignity, that no man shall have a right to despise him in this 
free land; and not only that, but that he shall have such wages as will 
enable him to elevate both himself and his family and those dependent 
upon him in the seale of moral, social, and financial well-being. 

The great underlying force of America is the workingman—the man 
who labors and toils, the man who receives wages, and just as he is 
elevated, just as a condition of things exists which lifts him up and 
makes him more and more a man, enables him to ascend in the scale 
of manhood, a republic grows strong; and just in proportion as any 
policy exists which beats him down and degrades him in the scale of 
manhood the republic grows weak. 

With us, this is a Government of the people. It is more than that, 
itis emphatically a Government of the common people, It is a Gov- 
crnment of the men who work. More than that, it is a Government 
of the men who work for w 

They are the majority of its voters. They set, or ought to set, the 
policy of the Government in finance, in education, in civil rights, in 
all that goes to make a Nation great and honorable, prosperous and 
beneficent. The common people for once in the world here on these 
shores, away from the tyrants and kings, were given the reins of gov- 
ernment. Whatever we have of governmené we are indebted to them 
for. Whatever we are to have in the continuance of free government 
we shall be indebted to them for. 

What, then, should be the policy of the Government? Simply to 
build up the common people. ‘The very integral idea of our system is 
that every man who works votes, and votes intelligently, knows enough 
of our system, has aspiration enough to rise and grow and develop so 
that he shall vote wisely, and thus we shall be governed wisely. - 

As I said, this is the day of the common people. It is the day of the 
workman, and the time is coming when more and more he is to be rec- 
ognized not only as the gentleman but the sovereign. Is there discon- 
tent among the men who labor? Ido not fearit. It signifies aspira- 
tion, and is full of promise and hope for mankind. 

Let nobody delude himself with the idea that capital is going to gov- 
ern this country. 
world. You can see it abroad in foreign lands, in monarchical govern- 
ments; but more here in the light of our free institutions this great 
ground-swell means that humanity is taking an upward step, and that 
the man who works is to rule, and he is to rule wisely. 

You need have no fear of him. You need have no fear that he is 
going to tear down and destroy free institutions, He is going to con- 
serve and preserve them, because he knows that they are the outcome 
of the principle which makes him what he is and what he wants to be. 

If we are going to have a new Cabinet oflicer; if we are going to 
have a new department; if we are going to have eight departments in- 
stead of seven, let us nave one which will be wide in its scope, which 
wiil be embracing in its purposes, which shall not single out a portion 
of thea pital of this country and elevate that, giving ita prominence 
ov erother capital, which above all things shall not neglect the great 
labor interests of the country. 

Whom does the President need to consult most if he is to hate ad- 
visers? Is it the men who represent merely capital, or the men who 
represent that greater, nobler, holier force in the world, labor? Time 
and again there has been an effort to incorporate into a new Executive 
Department which was spoken of, the interests of labor. By some 
mysterious process they have been overlooked. The Senator from 
Kansas says, make as many Executive Departments and Cabinet offi- 
cers as you please, have a department of mining, have a department ot 
commerce, have a department of manufactures, have a department ot 
transportation, have an executive department for each of these indus- 
tries, and an executive department of labor also. 

Oh, no, Mr. President, we shall not create more than one additional 
Executive Department in fifty years. If we donot doit now we never 
shall within the life of the present generation. It is the one oppor- 
tunity to recognize this great upheaving force of society and civiliza- 
tion and government—the labor interest of this country. 

I have therefore felt that this bill ought to be wider, grander in its 
purposes, more elevating in its aims, more beneficent in its operations 
than it can possibly be by confining it to the enlargement and-benefit 
of a portion of the capital of the country, to wit, the portion engaged 
in owning and cultivating farms. 

I have felt that the question as to whether the Signal Service should 
be transferred to it was a mere bagatelle. There is an opportunity 
now, if the time has come for another Cabinet officer and another Execu- 
tive De ent, to look out for ail these interests of the country, and 
above all for this greatest of our national interests, labor. 

There is an opportunity now to weld together, to blend intoone har- 
monious whole, all the capital and all the labor of the country, to put 


There is a great ground-swell of humanity in the” 


them where they will have a representative in the Executive council, 
where friction and contest and conflict between them may be avoided, 
where their interests shall be treated as mutual interests, as they are, 
and where, represented in the Cabinet, having the ear of the President, 
they may go on hand in hand to the future development of this great 
Nation and to the uplifting of humanity the world over. 

Mr. HARRIS. Mr. President, the Senate having devoted the last 
two or three days to making stump speeches upon the grave and im- 
portant question as to whether the Weather Bureau of the Signal Serv- 
ice should perform its functions and duties under the control of one or 
another of the Executive Departments, I think the subject well-nigh 
exhausted, and desiring, as I do, that this bill shall with or with- 
out the amendment of the committee, but preferring that it should pass 
peer it, I move that the committee’s amendment be laid upon the 

able. 

Mr. PALMER. I hope that the Senator from Tennessee will not 
press his motion. It will merely lead to the showing that we have no 
quorum. 

Mr. HARRIS. I make the motion. I am quite satisfied we have 
no quorum to do anything but to adjourn after the motion is made. 

Mr. SAULSBURY. I move that the Senate adjourn. 

Mr. HAWLEY. I hope the Senator will withdraw that motion. I 
should like to have a short executive session. 5 
A Mr. SAULSBURY. I withdraw it if the Senator from Connecticut 

esires, 


_ EXECUTIVE SESSION. 


Mr. HAWLEY. I move that the Senate proceed to the considera- 
tion of executive business. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate proceeded to the consid- 
eration of executive business. After five minutes spent in executive 
session the doors were reopened, and (at 5 o’clock and 25 minutes p. 
m.) the Senate adjourned until to-morrow, Wednesday, September 
19, 1888, at 12 o’clock m. 


CONFIRMATIONS. 
Executive nominations confirmed by the Senate Seplember 18, 1888, 


COLLECTOR OF CUSTOMS. 
William E. Bond, of North Carolina, to be collector of customs for 
the district of Albemarle, in the State of North Carolina. 
INDIAN AGENT. 
Edwin Eeils, of Washington Territory, to be agent for the Indians 
of the Puyallup agency (consolidated), in Washington Territory. 
PROMOTIONS IN THE ARMY. 
Fifth Regiment of Cavalry. 
First Lieut. George B. Davis, to be captain. 
Second Lieut. William E. Almy, to be first lieutenant. 


Ninth Regiment of Infantry. 
Lieut. Col. Alfred L. Hough, of the Sixteenth Infantry, to be colonel. 
Tenth Regiment of Infantry. 


First Lieut. Clayton S. Burbank, to be captain. 
Second Lieut. Isaac W. Littel, to be first lieutenant. 


Twelfth Regiment of Infantry. 
Capt. Jesse A. P. Hampson, of the Tenth Infantry, to be major. 
Sixteenth Regiment of Infantry. 


Maj. William H. Penrose, of the Twelfth Infantry, to be lieutenant- 
colonel. > 
Tenth Regiment of Infantry. 


Additional Second Lieut. Alexander W. Perry, of the First Infantry, 
to be second lieutenant. 
Fifth Regiment of Cavalry. 
Additional Second Lieut. Andrew G. C. Quay, of the Eighth Cav- 
alry, to be second lieutenant, à ` 
Corps of Engineers. 


Capt. Daniel W. Lockwoòd, to be major. 
First Lieut. Thomas L. Casey, jr., to be captain. 
Second Lieut. Henry C. Newcomer, to be first lieutenant. 


Tenth Regiment of Infantry. 
Second Lieut. John H. Shollenberger, to be first lieutenant. 
i Corps of Engineers. 
Additional Second Lieut. William V. Judson; to be second lieuten- 
ant. 
Tenth Regiment of Infantry. 
Additional Second Lieut. William T. Littebrant, of the Nineteenth 
Infantry, to be second lieutenant. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
TUESDAY, September 18, 1888. 


The House met at 12 0’clock m. Prayer by Rev. J. H. CUTHBERT, 
D. D. 
The Journal of the proceedings of yesterday was read and approved. 


INTERNATIONAL BUREAU FOR PUBLICATION OF CUSTOMS TARIFFS. 


The SPEAKER pro tempore laid before the House a letter from the 
Secretary of the , transmitting, with accompanying letters of 
the Secretary of State, communications from the ian minister at 
Washington and the United States minister at Brussels concerning the 
proposed international bureau at Brussels for the translation and pub- 
lication of the various customs tariffs of the world, and submitting an 
estimate of an appropriation to pay the share of the United States in 
the annual of said bureau; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Appropriations, and ordered to be printed. 

ALLEGED VIOLATION OF POSTAL LAWS. 


The'SPEAKER pro tempore also laid before the House the following 
communication from the Postmaster-General; which, on motion of 
Mr. BLOUNT, was ordered to be printed in the RECORD, and referred to 
the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads: 


LETTER FROM THE POSTMASTER-GENERAL, IN RESPONSE TO A RESOLUTION OF 
THE HOUSE RELATIVE TO THE ALLEGED DISTRIBUTION THROUGH THE MAILS 
OF THE TAX-REFORM ADVOCATE, IN VIOLATION OF THE POSTAL LAWS, 


Post-Orrice DEPARTMENT, Washington, D. C., September 15, 1883, 


Sm: I have the honor to acknowledge receipt of the resolution of the House 
of Representatives adopted on the 13th instant, and which is in these words, 


y: 

* Resolved, That the Postmaster-General be uested to communicate to this 
House whether it is true that an enormous edition of a certain publication 
called the Tax-Reform Advocate has been sent and distributed, in violation of 
the postal laws, through the mails being sent out from Columbus, Ohio, to all 
or nearly all the post-offices of the State, and if such is the case, whether any 
officers or officer of the Post-Office De: ent has been guilty of such acts, or 
has known of the same and has not taken any steps to prevent the same; and 
also what further legislation by Con, is necessary to enforce the laws of the 
United States in regard to the postal service, and to prevent the repetition of 
such offenses; and also the honorable Postmaster-General is requested to re- 

rt what steps, if any, have been taken by the Department to punish such of- 

fenses and to prevent their recurrence.” 

I have the honor to comply with the resolution, as follows: 

I, It is not true that "an enormous edition of a certain publication called the 
Tax-Reform Advocate was sent and distributed in violation of the pora Jaws 
through the mails, being sent out from Columbus, Ohio, and to all, or nearly 
all, the post-offices of the State.” 

If. It follows that it is not true that “any officers or officer of the Post-Office 
Department have been guilty of such acts, or have known of the sameand have 
not taken any steps to prevent the same.” 

IIL, It is not necessary that there should be any “further legislation by Con- 
gress to enforce the laws of the United States in regard to the service,” 
and to presso such offenses or the repetition of them, for the reason that no 
such offenses have occurred; and the resources of the Departmentand the laws 
now in force are entirely adequate to promptly detect such offenses, and to pun- 
ish them, if they ever should occur, 

IV. As will fully appear, steps have been taken by the Department to inves- 
tigate the truth or ity of complaints of offenses of the nature described in 
the resolution, but as no such offenses haye occurred, no “steps have been taken 
by the Department to punish such offenses, or to prevent their recurrence,” 

Inasmuch as every complaint or suggestion of a complaint touching the sub- 
ject-matter of the resolution and heretofore filed in the Department or comin 
to its notice has been thoroughly investigated and reported upon, and inasmu 
as all the evidence offered has heretofore been examined, and every source of 
evidence suggested by any person has been heretofore followed up and reported 
upon, I am enabled to report exhaustively on the whole subject without delay. 

The attention of the Department was not in any manner directed to the su 
ject until the resolve was offered in the House of Representatives by a distin- 

‘aished member from Ohio. Shortly thereafter, for reasons which will appear 

y the accompanying correspondence, which also sets forth the priocipal charges 
against the service REA ie part A investigated and covered b is report, I de- 
tailed a sufficient number of reliable and competent men in the inspection serv- 
ice of the Department to investigate all the evidence presented, to seek all other 
evidence suggested, to institute prosecutions of all violations of the law discoy- 
ered, and, laying all other business aside, to proceed with this duty forthwith. 


CHARGES, 
On the afternoon of August 21 I received the following communication : 
Mr. Grosvenor to the Postmaster-General, 


“ HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES, UNITED STATES, 
Washington, August 20, 1888. 

"Sw: Ihave the honor to call your attention to the resolution introduced by 
me in the House of Representatives to-day, looking to an investigation of the 
alleged abuse of mails in Ohio by the chairman and managers of the Democratic 
executive committee of that State. 

“The honorable chairman of the Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads 

informed me to-day that it _— be impossible to procure the attendance of a 
quoram of the committee, and hence advised me to address you officially upon 
the subject-matter of the resolution. 
“It is alleged in the public prints of Ohio, and by numerous letters now in 
my possession from gentlemen of high character in Ohio, that a pretended 
newspaper called ‘ The Tax-Reform Advocate, a copy of which isin my posses- 
sion, has been circulated far and wide through the mails of Ohio without the 
payment of postage. 

“The pre ne to have been published at a certain number, to wit, 
Rooms 53 and esley Block, in the city of Columbus, and the subscription 
price is placed at 10 cents for the campaign and 25 cents for annual subscription, 

_*" It is alleged, and I believe the truth to be, that there is nosuch place of pub- 
lication, nor is there such a publication within the meaning of the law. It is 
claimed, and I have in my possession written statements abundantly proving 
it, that bundles of this publication are sent from Columbus to the various 

ces throughout the State, and, by the postmasters, addressed to all or 

many of the patrons of the office, and copii of the paper thus addressed, with- 

out any payment of pos! , are placed in the boxes and personal mails of the 

ringed so nadto, and in this way a fraudulent circulation of the paper has 
rocuredd, 
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y 
mgh the mail knowingly, 
and the agency of the United States mails and the 


ence E ISRN, forwarded these packages thro 
joan 
of his office to this unwarrantable and unlawful distribution of these prints. It 


ties 


is within my personal knowledge, that at one post-office in Athens County a 
large package of this paper e its appearance on Jast Wednesday, and was 
distributed to the patrons of the office in their mail, in the handwriting of the 
postmaster, when, in fact, there were no subscribers to the publication at the 
office, and the papers thus distributed had no postage-stamps or other indication 
of prepaid postage upon them, I have information based upon reliable author- 
ity that large packages of this publication have been sent by express to the 
local offices, and thereupon the same process of distribution n carried 
on. Ican not vouch personally for any of the allegations except the one here- 
tofore referred to, but I state that the information comes to me from so many 
highly respectable sources, officers of the State qorana of Ohio, and persons 
known to me to be credible. that I can not doubt the truth of the allega ions, 
“I do not know that there is no such office of publication at Columbus as that 
all , but I do not believe that such a one exists. I do believe that the pre- 
tended newspaper publication is broughtfrom a distance in large numbers, and 
is being thus surreptitiously placed in the mails. Believing, as I do, that the 
Post-Office Department is wholly without knowledge of these violations of the 
postal laws of the country, I beg to call attention to the existing factsas claimed, 
and leave the matter in your hands. I have astatement froma high authority, 
which Iam willing to submit to you, that no lawful application has n made to 
the Columbus post-office for the transmission of this alleged AA EG PTA. and 
that that fact is well known to the postmaster, but it is said on his behalf thata 
rove peat A permit has been issued by him pending the creation of facts to justify 
en of the paperin gross quantities to the various post-offices of the 


A 7 respectfully call your attention to these facts, and remain, 


“Your obedient servant, OG GROSVENOR 
“Hon. Dox M. DICKINSON se 3 
“ Postmaster-General.” 


On the same day I received the tollowing telegram : 


Mr. Grosvenor to the Postmaster-General, covering charge of the Cincinnati Commer- 
cial Gazetle. 


[Telegram, From House of Representatives; time, 4.20.] 


“ WASHINGTON, August 21, 1888, 
“To Hon. Dow M. DICKINSON: 


“Thave just received following from Hon. Richard Smith, proprietor Com- 
mercial Gazette, Cincinnati: 

** We have evidence that our paper is opened at post-offices in Ohio and Dem- 
ocratic campaign documents stuffed in paper and thus delivered to our sub- 
scribers. This clear violation of law in every way. If we inserted such docu- 
ments and sent it through the mails, paying i postage at pound rates, it would 
subject us to heavy penalty. In all my experience I never before heard of such 
an outrage, Proofs are at hand.’ 

“C. H. GROSVENOR." 

On the same day I replied to Mr, Grosvenor as follows: 

The Postmaster-General lo Mr. Grosvenor. 
“ POST-OFFICE DEPARTMENT, 
"OFFICE OF THE POSTMASTER-GENERAL, 
“ Washington, D. C., August 21, 1888. 

‘Dear Sim: I have the honor to acknowledge receipt of your communication 
of the 20th instant, delivered by special messenger this afternoon, and I will 
give the matter the same attention and full reply as I would in reply to the res- 
olution if passed. You are entirely correct in your courteous assumption that 
the Post-Office Department is wholly without knowledge of the alleged viola- 
tions of the postal laws referred to, and is indebted to you for your full state- 
ment in regard to them, 

“Talso beg to acknowledge your Departmental telegram of this afternoon, 
 hememenirig 3 a copy of the complaint of Hon. Richard Smith, proprietor of the 
Commercial Gazette, of Cincinnati, addressed to you. 

“These are the first complaints I have received on the subject, and I can as- 
sure you of their prompt and vigorous investigation. 


“Very truly, yours, 
“DON M. DICKINSON, 
“ Postmaster-General, 

“Hon, C. Il. Grosvenor, M. C., 

“ House of Representatives.” 

I immediately directed Inspector Maxwell to call upon Hon. 0. H. GROSVENOR 
for such evidence as was in his possession and for such information as hecould 
afford,to make the investigation effective. In accordance with such request 
Mr. Grosvenor furnished the written statement which a; rs by the report of 
Inspector Holmes, hereto Sp and entitled ‘* Case No, 103706 O,” in which 
Mr. Grosvenox states, it willbe observed, “I have now given to the Post-Office 
Department all the information in my possession, and turn the matter over to 
the action of the Department." 

The details of the investigation entered upon under the matter furnished by 
Mr. GROSVENOR, together with the report thereon (except with rd to the 
charges made by Hon. Richard Smith, of the Clncinnati Commercial Gaze 
and in regard to the Newark (Ohio) American, which are made the subjects o: 
separate iggy earl appear in the appended report under the title ‘Case 
No. 103706 C,” aforesaid, 


THE CHARGE OF HON. RICHARD SMITH, OF THE CINCINNATI COMMERCIAL 
GAZETTE. 


The complaint appears in the original telegram of Mr. Smith, furnished the 


enn by Mr. Grosvenor, a copy of which is here repeated, and is as fol- 
ows: 
Mr. Smith to Mr. Grosvenor. 
[Telegram. Received at corridor House of Representatives, August 21, 1888.] 


“ CINCINNATI, OHIO, August 21, 
“To Hon. CHARLES H. GROSVENOR: 

“Wa have evidence that our paper is opened at post-office in Ohio and Demo- 
cratic campaign documents stuffed in paper and thus delivered to our subscribers. 
This is clear violation of law in every way. If we inserted such document and 
sent it through the mails, paying postage at pound rates, it would subject us to 
heavy penalty. In all my experience I never before heard of such an outrage. 


Proofs are at hand, 
“RICHARD SMITH.” 


It will be observed that Mr. Smith states in his telegram that proofs are at 
hand, and the inspector in charge of the investigation was instructed to call at 
once upon Mr. Smith for the proofs or for any evidence that he might be willing 
to furnish, and for the names of post-offices and names of their patrons whose 
papers have been treated in the manner described in his complaint. The in- 
spector called personally upon Mr.Smith,and all the data that he could obtain 
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from him on such application was the accompanying slip ofpaper, in the words 


hh S to wit: 
peng oe ge erry Beck, Aaron Beck, Louis Fagaly, Levi Mattox, Jo- 
seph fo! in Weekly Gazette ; Jacob Easter, fo! in National Trib- 


une, Bei Clermont County, Ohio,” 
And two other letters which are returned with “Case No. 108706 C,” above 
referred to. The affidavits of ns named by Mr. Smith on that memoran- 


dum appear in the accompan: report of Inspector Pous, hereto aj ded, 
SONAEE OSS . 103707 O; ” Sat Ba tar ace brief I transcribe them in this 
P: 


“STATE OF OHIO, Clermont County, ss: 

“ Personally being duty swo before me the undersigned authority, Levi Mattox, 
who, first uly sworn, says that for the past three months he has not been 
a pete ag pclae kiy Commercial Gazette, published at — 
Ohio, and pow that eho _— aces no papi in — was ar ogc or foun: 
any matter foreign to ori pul on. rther ponent not. 

“LEVI L. MATTOX. 


“Sworn to in my presence and subscribed to before me this 30th day of Au- 


“A, R. HOLMES.” 
“STATE or OHIO, Clermont County, ss: 

“ Personally came before me the undersigned authority, Jacob Easter, who, 
being first duly sworn, says that on Iypadcton day of August, 1888, he received the 
National Tribune, for which he is , from the at Bethel, 
Ohio; that with said paper he iepa a supplement arig 4 foreign to the 
original paper; that while such supplement was inside of ribune as he re- 
ceived it, yet he does not believe had been unfolded for the purpose 
of inclosing the additional sheet, but from the manner of its incl pe pl rh 
was due to accident of distribution. 

“JACOB EASTER. 


ae in my presence and sworn to before me this 30th day of August, 


“A. R. HOLMES, Post-Office Inspector.” 


“STATE or OHIO, Clermont County, ss: 
“Personally appeared before me, the undersigned authority, J. L. Fagaly, 
who, first pare sworn, says that with his Cincinnati Weekly Gazette of August 
15, 15, 1888, he received a supplement, a portion of which is hereto attached. 
*Affiant says he does not remember just how this supplement was folded, 
and can not now say whether same been folded in with the original publi- 
prem Lonas presence there was duc to manner of handling in transit or at the 


“J.L.FAGALY. 
“Subsoribed in my presence and sworn to before me this 30th day of August, 


1888, 

“ A.R. HOLMES, Post-Ofiice Inspector.” 
“STATE or Onto, Clermont Counly, ss: ` 

“ Personally appeared before me, the undersigned authority, Jerry M. Beck, 

who, first being sworn, says that with his Cinch Weekly tte of August 
15, 1888, he received a supplement that was foreign to the original publication, 
as he believes that such supplement was folded in with said paper, but as he does 
not recollect whether in a manner to indicate intent or an accident of handling 
in transit in the post-office, Oy wr DROE 


“Subseribed to before me and sworn to before me this 30th day of August, 


“A. R. HOLMES, Post-Office Inspector." 
And also thefollowing from the postmasterat the place named in Mr. Smith’s 
memorandum: = 
“STATE or OHIO, Clermont County, ss: 
“ Personally appeared before me, the undersigned authority, Charles E. Man- 
ning, who, first sworn,says that he was, on August 15, 
at Bethel, Clermont 


postmaster at hio; that on An; 
ally Tae ORRON oT Ios a 


ce, of the same was be eraen by him or 
byan; feyra =? his office; that no matter foreign to original lication was in- 

serted in nds eee of said papers, and if such matter was found therein it was an 
acci en 


istribution. 
‘Affiant further says that said package of pa papers reached his office in a com- 
pact roll with pre ne intact, and so put npea in his opinion the removal 
and return of any portion of the package would have been impossibie without 
breaking the wrappings. 


“CHARLES E. MANNING. 
“Subseribed to before me and sworn to in my presence August 30, 1888. 


“R. M. GRIFFITH, 
“ Justice of the Peace.” 
On the inspector's request for further evidence, or for any clue to further evi- 
dence, Mr. Smith kindly ered see pa ee 1a Da een Semen SE 


Thursday, August 23, 1888, in its editorial column, the follo’ 

‘We referred y to the es of the ior te interior peed 
masters. The matter has been taken ae the Postmaster-General = 
investigation ordered. The inspector at cinnati will undertake the job. 
People who have evidence of fraudsshould send their names se onceto wae ar 
mercial Gazette Office, and we will see that the statements 
hands of the inspector. It will thus be made lively for the offend g oein 

It is to be regretted that even this widely disseminated cal 
not Pot rete in Sie more egepen ae fian the ieee an ci aie 
ars Lenny lei e report of the inspector, 

titled ` Case No.1 103707 O,” ns aforesaid. 
pjan COMPLAINTS 


On or about August 25, 1888, Hon. C. H. Grosvenor kindly furnished me with 
n complaint of Mr. W. D. printed = Opon Tetee and editor of the pes o (Ohio) 


eer a 


Journal, appearing by a printed Letter” to the postmaster at Dayton, 
a copy of the Tax form Advocate had been “doubled in with 

the Dayton Weekly Journal addressed to one of my old Republican subseribers, 

whose pame I have at hand on the Tax Reform Advocate as wellason his own 


it Bete = tes that both papers were entitled to be sent through the walls: and 
y addressed to the same person with postage prepaid, and, of oe 
jtist is ae arch of the rules for any postmaster for the convenience of hand. 
Ung, to put them if vga ae atc Ri A z 
hereto repo ol e inspector, with accompanying papers, en- 
tith “Case No. 103920 C.” Pr ze 


THE COMPLAINT OF THE EDITOR OF THE NEWARK paves eas TO IN 
THE COMMUNICATION OF ME. GROSVENO: 


The immo” of the inspectoron ‘ih naaa ia PALDA A AREAN entitled "Case No. 
renk s charge having been extensively circulated in Ohio and ropeated 


presentatives, 
necessary to enforce the lawn oft the United States in porns to the 
halaa reig The charge is as follows: 
“A number of parties here have lost amounts ranging from $3 to $10 by inclos- 
notes in letters. Several instances of this kind have happened re- 
centiy when letters were sent only to Tiffin or Mansfield, and our people are 
Paia diaas aroused, The postal department should be informed of the situation 
and the mail thief brought to justice. Our people have a holy horror of one of 
the mail clerks on this route, and iia g acy iedkad up in their closets quietly 
censure this fellow. Ere this Binge praa oo Panag vA against ep for 
his fault-finding, carelessness, negligence, It is high time that the Depart- 
ment was looitla after him, ya 
‘The result erben rpg omtipe the — one. Kiraly npe 
nor eo mi who originated it 
shadow of evidenceto sustain it. This pe 


foskaed wih be puni referred to in that abeng is the one aboveset forth. The re- 
und entitled “Townsend.” 

Pte Will be seen that such of the chargesas may seem to have been made in good 

faith are —— upon the distribution of the pape per known as “‘ The Tax Re- 

rch that the = ds is 


ease, however, thata paper 
and wi sections 327 to 338, inclusive, of the Postal 
Laws and AS OE not survive beyond a given 
Neither the law nor regulations require a continuous blication, and it would 
be an absurd requirement of, and a burden to, the citizen we booty admiited 
continuance were exacted. Pubsications 


easure resorts; during “camp meetings,” ete. If ates eye lever “as 
uently as four times a year,” and are otherwise within the conditions, the 

duration or probable duration of their existence has, under the law, nothing 
whatever to do with the question of their admissibility. 

The publication known as “The Tax Reform Advocate” has filed its indem- 
nity, and otherwise formally complied witu all the uirements of the law 

ions as a second-class publication. AN the charges 

tho incidental misuse of the mails are either frivolous, entirely or 
disappear before this conclusion. 

it is butsimple justice to the postmasters of Ohio, who have been charged in 
general and in detail, in this connection, with violations of the ke arises laws, to 
say that not only has no complaint of such violation been 
them, but also that this fapechresr epee develeps no Penney x for the the alightest criti- 


All complaints, whether 
the me iyo 


moore net, hay it is not 
sent here in some form, the record A cum tue atsin te DANDA den Shia 


t. 
I have the honor to be, sir, with great respect, your obedient servant, 
"DON M. DICKINSON, 


Hon. Jons G. Carrasie, 
Speaker of the House of egitan 


[Case No. 103707 C.—A. R.Holn Holmes, post-office inspector.] 
Post-Orricr DEPARTMENT, 
. OFFICE OF POST-OFFICE INSPECTOR, 
Oincinnati, Ohio, August 31, 1888. 

Sir: Above-numbered case relates to SE AATA VTE PEOP SES 
Cincinnati Gazette that at sundry post-offices in the State of Ohio that paper is 
opened and “‘stuffed”* with Democratie campaign documents and thus deliv- 
ered to their subscribers. 

With a view to investigation of this joat I called upon Richard Smith, the 
ep ng ET “ROR a roprictors of the abo feo reannad apt 

‘or names ces names of pore porto a ose papers have 

been treated in the manner described inthe coon 

The only data obtained tee this aj Sitvation bea: 
companying slipof paper headed freetrade paper,” = 


Beck, Aaron Beck, Fagaly, Levi oseph Clair, alleged sub- 
scribérs to the Cincinnati Weekly Gazette, n ADT Easter, a subscriber to the 


National Tribune, all residents A Sethe? A Y, Two other 
were obtained relating to case 103706 C, and will be returned that case 
in envelope marked “ Com Correspondence,” A 1888, 
I the parties whose names are above given at 1, one 


Jerry Beck and J. L. Fagaly, subscribers to the Gazette, 
subscriber to the National Tribune, each received a supplement enai peparen dag 
one accompanying the affidavit of Fagaly with their paper or Aara 15, 1888, 
but none of them can state what its relation to the paper was. and their affi- 
davits herewith inclosed fail in any degree to sus tain the charge made. 

Beck are not subscribers to the W: Gazette, and have 


personal 
i ha recei shpe 
R tint uf the Ganeta ences co aids na, ‘They are sent in roll 


cereenmccar rong 4 eager Oe See eae 
reed se ng torre eapi 
oan me Sa aa e tate e E nee’ 
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in good Preia oe and jane ny <r in a manner 


recludes the idea of any for- 
penae artane part han and delivery at his 


complained of, some of aea g 


distributed by him to the "s boxes, and that in view of the loose fold: 
of the Gazette some o! siden ancy JAVO DAU ‘olds of that and 
r already ; ; but if sucha thing did happen it was without 
intent on his part, 


The evidence of the parties whose names were furnished by the Commercial 


ree in no prev sustains the charges made by that paper. 
ikai plina hirad Josep C p r Boniin Rapi Anea 
now. r, sa; e Comme wro! ge 
rian oo of ns who would pate statements of a character to sustain this 


perso: 
or ath Clare thinks the letter was written about the 16th of 1888. If 
pre ig is the fact, this request came before any one could have made complaint 
to their office, as the paper does not reach Bethel until the evening of the 14th, 
and all unite in saying that they made no personal complaint in the matter, 
but incidentally made mention of the fact they had received this supple- 
ment, in Clare’s store, when theirattention was called to the Sonor ” rai by 
the Commercial Gazette and other papers over misuse of the mails by Demo- 
cratic postmasters in connection with this document, by Clare himself. 

Clare has made it his business to huntfor complaints following their request, 
and in the issue of their daily of Auust 23 they editorially call on their patrons 


See cli inclosed. 
CÀ call at tho ots of See Comnotticl Gazette this date failed to clicit any 
furtiter evidence relating to this matter. I recommend this case be closed. 


respectfully, 
gad “4 A. R. HOLMES, Inspector in Charge. 


Hon, WILLIAM A. West, ~ 
Chief Post-Office Inspector, Washington, D.-C. 
|From the Commercial Gazette, August 23, 1888.] 

o referred aagi tne to the violation of the postal law by interior postmas- 
rah The matter has been A taken up by the Postmaster-General and an inves- 
Saon ordered. The raul shouid at P incinnati will undertake the job. People 

o poo nee evidence of fraud should send their a at once to the Commercial 

office, and we will that the state are placed in the hands of 

prey recor It will thus be made lively forthe offending officials, 
STATE or OHIO, Clermont County, ss 
Personally appeared before me. the undersigned authority, J. L. Fagaly, mien 

first being sworn, says that with his Cincinnati Weekly Gazette of A 15, 
1888, he received a po rena a portion of which is hereto attached. [A sup- 
plement containing various articles relating tothe tariff,] Affiant says he does 
not remember just how this supplement was folded, and can not now say 
whether same had been folded in with the original publication or its presence 
there was due to the manner of handling in ERARE OE EBS 9 tyre Pe 


Subscribed in my presence and sworn to before me this 30th day of August, 


1888. 
A. R. HOLMES, Post-Ofice Inspector. 
STATE or ONIO, Clermont County: 
Personally came before me, the undersigned authority, Jacob Easter, who 
ee first y Saagimin thaton the 17th day of Sr aoe he received 


the bi geire pseu tag me ane pore from th: 

Ohio; that with said received a supplement or a any ag to 
original popes; that w. mi ap cong was inside Tribune as he 
nec a Ferer does not believe that the paper had been unfolded for the 
purpose of E ee ee ut from the manner of its inclosure 
the same was due to accident of distribution. 


JACOB EASTER. 
Subscribed in my presence. and sworn to before me this 30th day of August, 


A. R. HOLMES, Post!-Ofice Inspector. 
STATE OF OHIO, Clermont County, ss: % 


ne sy rane, eae onibo aapki gps olen 
first coun says that r] three mon: e n & su 
aesae a the Eàzetto, ublished at Cincinnati, Ohio, and 


within that time has received no in w ich was folded or found any mat- 
So-peighial petAination, Wanther AAPAN 


ter foreign to t sa; 
Yavin L. MATTOX, 
Sworn to in my presence and subscribed to before me this 
ý eo HOLMES. 


STATE OF Onto, Clermont County, ss: 


mally appeared before roca} undersigned authority, Jerry M. Beck, 
who, first being sworn, says that wi y Eear. ega 
15, 1888, Sh comived paghe itinanggi fe to the original pub! ion, 
as he believes; thatsuch supplement was fold: said paper, but he does 
rage sar RON r A A Te iene et tant ae mecca So of handling 
in transit or in the post-office. 
J. M. BECK. 


Subscribed to before me and sworn to before me this 30th day of August, 1888. 
A. R. HOLMES, Post-Ofice Inspector. 


STATE OF OHIO, Clermont County, ss 
signed auth mig’ Charles E, Man- 
sworn, says that he was, on August 15, 1888, and still is, 
unty, Ohio; thaton Weekly Gazeties I4 he ies bearing 
of Cincinnati Wi 


clerk in his office; that no matter 


cations 
inany of said papers, and if such piso ie pong tet erein it was an pie 
ages amr yeers 


CHARLES E. MANNING. 
Subscribed to before me and sworn to in my presence August 30, 1888 
R. M. GRIFFITH, 
Justice of the Peace. 
Crarurs E. MANNING, Postmaster. 

[Telegram. Received at corridor of House of Representatives August 21, 1888.) 

CINCINNATI, O; ugust 21. 
To Hon. CmarLes H.Grosvexon: ~ ; F DEEN A ~ 
We have evidence that our paper is opened at post-offices in Ohio and Dem- 


are documents stuffed in paper, and thus delivered to our sub- 
peer ahs T clear violation of law in every way. If we inserted such doc- 
nmentand sent it through the mails, paying 
subject us to heavy penalty. Inallmy experience 
an outrage. Proofs are at hand. 


at pound rates, it would 
never before heard of such 


RICHARD SMITH. 


[Case No. 103920 ©. A.R. Holmes, post-office inspector.] 
POST-OFFICE DEPARTMENT, 
OFFICE OF POST-OFFICE INSPECTOR, 
incinnati, Ohio, September 15, 183s, 


copy EE which pera, submitted by Dsl C.H. Series pes Pens "ot 
I return with the case the answer of Postmaster Gillespie to this open letter, 
moe editorial comments thereon by W.D. Bickham, and the affidavit of Lee R. 
neral-delivery clerk of the Dayton (Ohio) post-office, 
ae these it will be fou found that the Tax Reform Advocate and Da; Weekly 
ae addressed to Irvin Oliver, eres folded and fro: 


m 
eral-delivery windowon August the manner as shown by copy 
oadarifi submitted. ioii 


In the portoeiar e aes under eration papers were found upon the 
streets of Dayton by Guion, formerly a delivery clerk of seo 

and by Sun ener Arra cording io dares "Me Gon ffl any ed to the 

— fice for delivery address, Mr,Guion is fully pice re of the 

ractice of the office in this matter, and thought nothing of the manner 

the papers were found folded. "The party to whom the papers were 

Ar peaa has since been seen and has no complaint to make and offers no ob- 

gois to the manner in which his mail has n handled in this . Mr. 

ham hi says that the he had in rete AREE A 


Postmaster G rpn a eee was to bring on the ware nena! Soran that means coun- 
teract’ the effect t he supposed the circulation of the ae Advocate might 


have. Having accomplished this, he had no further interest in the mat- 
ter, and it never been his intention that it should beena rae 
official investigation against the office. J recommend that the case be closed, 


Very respectfully, 
A. R. HOLMES, 
Inspeclor in Charge. 
Hon. WILLIAM A. WEST, 
Ch if Post-Office "Inspector, sect le D.C. 


HOUSE or Revassewearrvss, Washington, D. C., August 28, 1883, 

Sır: I have the honor to send you an article from the Dayton Journal. The 
card is written by Maj. W. D. Bickham, owner of the Dayton Journal. 

I was mortified to see in a Cincinnati paper that I had. sent one or more of 
the documents Rel FOTOS? to this matter to the Republican national execu- 
tive committee. [I had no communication with that committee on the subject, 
nor had I with any one but you. 

Yours traly, 


Hon. Dox M. DICKINSON, 
General. 
[From the Dayton Journal.] 
AN OPEN LETTER TO THE POSTMASTER OF DAYTON. 
ig wear ee mas eas askin some ene 
hich. my us ement, 
er, entitled Th The Tax Baiana. pe Earne rca bape 


0. H. GROSVENOR. 


a ienie È paper 


oo thana Someone 
Dayton Weekly soathel; Sathened te one of m 
ioe wong oy investigati yen fener A that neither I 
own paper, when in on shal a mystery 
nor my mail clerks can explain. That the Democratie Tax Reform Advo- 
cate was not inserted in the Journal addressed to any Republican subscriber 
by any employé of the Journal office is certain. The paper is a local-delivery 
Weekly Journal, so that a apparan ny the Democratic Tax Reform Advocate 
was into. my Sahai r's Weekly Journal in the Dayton pos 
Now, you must perceive, Mr. Postmaster Gillespie, that this, if these i is no ex- 
planation. is not only a gross outrage upon my Republican subscriber, but also 
upon the Dayton Journal, and is a violation of the United States postal lawsas 
= as of common honesty. I ully invite you to make a thorough in- 
estigation of what a; to bea grave private and pubhc wrong, and will 
lend you all assistance in my power to locate it. I will be found at my place of 
business st about noon, daily. 
Respectfully, 


with the 


WM. D. BICKHAM, 
Proprietor and Editor of the Dayton Journal. 
Hon, WILLIAM H. GILLESPIE, 
Postmaster, Dayton, Ohio. 
NOTE FROM POSTMASTER GILLESPIE. 
We have received the following from the postmaster at Dayton, Hon. Will- 
iam H, Gillespie: 
“UNITED STATES Post-Orricr, 
“Dayton, Ohio, August 27, 1888. 
“Smt: My attention is directed to an open letter published in the Dayton 
Daily Journal of this date, written by you and addressed to me as postmaster, 
wherein yon call my attention to the fact that an old subscriber of the Dayton 
Weekly Journal received his regular paper at the post-office recently, with acopy 
of a publication entitled The Tax Reform Advocate inclosed or or folded within 
the game. You do not state the name of the person upon whom 
outrage was perpetrated, and I do not care to know, for, aaning what you 
state to be the fact, there is a noana that warrants investigation, but it does, 
however, warrant an he e lanation. The Tax Reform Advocate isa publication 
regularly entered at the Columbus, Ohio, post-office as second-class mail matter, 
and is entitled to pass through the ‘mails as such, and to receive the same atten- 
tion in transit and delivery as any other publication entered in like manner, 
It is the custom at all post-offices for carriers and general-delivery clerks to 
fold together all papers addressed to the same name, and there is method in 
the custom, for it Tasilitates delivery and lightens the labor of those whose duty 
it is to deliver this class of mail matter. Now, inasmuch sae SOs of the Tax 
Reform Advocate was received at post-office, addressed to who 
had a Journal addressed to him aiso, awaiting delivery, the ae ut followed 
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the established custom in folding the one with the other. There was no out- 
rage perpetrated on the subscriber in question, nor on you as editor and pro- 
prietor of the Journal; and presuming this explanation to be satisfactory to the 
subscriber and yourself, I request that you give this letter the same minence 
in ite publication that you gave your ‘open letter’ to myself in the Journal. 
On the con , should this exp tion prove unsatisfactory, I request that 
this correspondence, together with your complaint, be s tted to the hon- 
orable Postmaster-General for investigation. 


Yours, ually, 
“W. H, GILLESPIE, Postmaster, 
“W, H. Bickuam, Esq., Cily.” 


We respectfully direct the attention of Postmaster Gillespie to the following 


facts: 
First. The Tax Reform Advocate is not, according to its face, entered inany 
t-office as ** registered at the post-office (anywhere) as second-class matter.” 
e Dayton Weekly Journal is very plainly prin at the head of the first 
column, first page, as “registered as Deh af matter.” Accordingly, the 
Democratic cam: sheet entitled “The Tax Reform Advocate, ” doesnot ap- 
pear to comply with the law. We do not, therefore, understand that it hasany 
rights as second-class matter in the United States mail unless it is so registered, 
but if co yaaa Gillespie knows it to be registered at Columbus, that settles 


t. 
Second. We do most decidedly object, as the Republican o) of this city, to 
having the Dayton Journal made a vehicle for the dissemination of Democratic 
cam; literature to our Republican subscribers, no matter what the conven- 
iences of the employés of the Dayton t-office may be. 

. Postmaster Gillespie is not altogether in, uous in saying that “ you 
(editor of the Journal) do not state the name of the person upomgwhom the 
alleged outrage was | Epona No, we did not publish his e, but we 
were careful tosend his paper, with his name on it, and the Tax Reform Advo- 
cate, with his name on it, to Postmaster oie n person, by a confidential 
member of the Journal staff, who pointedly exhibited to Postmaster Gillespie 
the name of our subscriber on both papers, the Democratic campaign document, 
as we received it, being doubled within the Journal. It may have got there in 
due post-office form, but the circumstances were calculated to excite suspicion, 
especially as the Democratic Tax Reform Advocate does notappear to have been 


en agen anywhere as “second-class mail matter,” 
e have no desire nor di: ition to press Postmaster Gillespie to an official 


investigation. Weare satisfied with the attention we have directed to the out- 
rage upon our ts to the use of the United States post-office, while we com- 

ly with the law, without being made the victim of a disagreeable imposition. 

‘he master ought to be able to see that if employés can stuff a regu- 
Jar Republican pi m with Democratic literature it is also ‘ible tomake 
it the vehicle of a lottery scheme or any indecent or unlawful publication. 
There is no objection to the circulation of Democratic literature through the 
post-office, orin any lawful way, but we do most decidedly object to being made 
a pack-horse to carry Democratic burdens. If this can be done in the post-office, 
the Democrats might as well shut down their onana and use Republican papers 
for their campaign purposes. We emphatically deny the right of any post 
officer to inclose anything whatever in any copy of the Dayton Journal de- 
posited in the post-office for distribution to any party to whom it may be ad- 


STATE oF OHIO, Montgomery County, ss: 

Personally appeared before me, the undersigned authority, Lee R. Hooper, 
who, being first duly sworn, says that he is general delivery clerk in the Day- 
ton, Ohio, post-office; that he was on duty as such clerk on Monday, August 20, 
1888, and continuously from that date up to the present time ; that on that above 
date he received for distribution and delivery the Dayton Weekly Journal of 
August 21, 1888, of which one copy was addressed to Irvin Oliver, whose post- 
office address is Dayton, Ohio. 

Affiant further says that, following a custom of the office to place all papers 
to one address inside of some one of the papers to the same address for conve- 
nience of delivery, he placed a copy of the Reform Advocate, addressed to 
I. Oliver, inside the copy of the Dayton Weekly Journal, as above described, 
and in the manner as shown by accompanying copy of Dayton Weekly Jour- 
nal. ‘effiant further says if there had been any other newspapers, or third-class 
matter, to the same address, they would have been found inclosed in a similar 
manner, and without any intention of conveying to Mr. Oliver, or any other 
panon or ms office, the idea that they were any part of the publication with 
w found, 

Affiant further says that on Saturday A’ 25, 1888, he made delivery of the 
Dayton Weekly Journal, addressed to Irvin Oliver, with inclosures as above 
descri 

LEE R. HOOPER. 


bed, and further affiant saith not. 
pros to before me and subscribed in my presence this 4th day of September, 
A. D. 1888. 
A. R. HOLMES, 
Post-office Inspector. 
Post-Orrice DEPARTMENT, 
OFFICE OF THIRD ASSISTANT PosTMASTER-GENERAL, 
Washington, D. C., August 15, 1888. 
Sır: The publisher of the Newark (Ohio) American represents tbat the in- 
closed sheet has been folded as a supplement inside of copies of his paper ad- 
dressed to subscribers at Utica, Ohio, by parties unknown to him, between the 
time of mailing and delivery, Please investigate the matter and report to this 
office as early as practicable, 


Very respectfully, HR HARRA 


Third Assistant Postmaster-General. 
Hon. W. A. WEST, 
Chief Inspector, Post-Ofice Depariment. 


[Case No. 103634 C. A. R. Holmes, post-office inspector.] 
Post-Orrick DEPARTMENT, 
OFFICE or Post-Orrice INSPECTOR, 
Cincinnati, Ohio, August 27, 1883. 
Sır: Case of above number is herewith returned and relates to a complaint 
of the editors of the Newark (Ohio) American that ences unknown had in- 
serted matter foreign to original mailing in papers delivered to his subscribers 
cdg sting Ohio. 


visited the office of the Newark American and they gave me the names of 


The Williams and Henry Bash as the parties whose mail had been so treated at 
ca. 
I procured a personal interview with Mr. Williams, Bash being absent from 


home, and found him (Williams) to have been the one who brought the inclosed 
sheet to the editor of the American, and on whose statement they base this 
a Mr. Williams could not state positively how or by what means he 
received this suppana but only supposes that it came through the post-office. 
A day or two after receiving it the matter of the circular became the = of 

emas 


conversation between him and his neighbor, Henry Bash, and it wasto 
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beeen of doubt as to whether this was a campaign document sent out b 
publican or ic committee. To settle the question, Mr. Will 
who was going in to Newark the next day, was to carry it tothe American office 
m Thl be did and now sooms susprioed thes the editors of the Aus 

e and now seems s that the editors of the American ha 
formulated this complaint on his in miry. ii 

Investigation at the Newark (Ohio) post-office, at Utica, and the route be- 
tween the two, utterly bars the idea that this matter could have been inserted 
in these papers in manner set out in the complaint, at any point except after 
distribution in the Utica post-office. The issue of the paper in which it was 
claimed they were folded as put up for the Utica office was a compact roll, with 
the wrapping secured by paste, put up in a manner that it would be impossible 
to take out and put in again any part of the contents. 

This package was tched from the Newark office within a few minutes 
after its delivery from office of publication, and received at Utica by due course 
of mail, in condition, 

Paul Knisely, postmaster at the latter place, whom I find in every way worthy 
of credence, says that none of the supplements have been folded in newspapers 
in that office. There is no evidence to sustain the charge, and in truth the thing 
charged was never done, and I recommend the case be closed. 


YEE Nearest? A. R. HOLMES, Post-Office Iı i 
3 -i clo Ch " 
Hon. WILLIAM A. WEST, : ee ee 
Chief Post-Office Inspector, Washington, D. C. 
UTICA, Onto, August 24, 1883, 
DEAR Sin: In reference to the supplement said to have been in the American, 
Ican only say that when my mail was brought to me I did find a sheet wi 
my paper. This mail was brought to me by Joseph Waters, a son-in-law. 


HENRY BAST, 
A. R. Houmegs, Post-Ofice Inspector. 


[Case No. 108706 C.—A. R. Holmes, P. O, inspector.] 
POST-OFFICE DEPARTMENT, 
atina ae 7 Eose yp eee INSPECTOR, 
incinnati, io, September 5, 1 
Hon. Wat. A. WEST, ap 
Chief P. O. Inspector, Washington, D. C.: 

Sır: Case of above number is herewith returned relating to the legal right of 
the Tax Reform Advocate, of Columbus, Ohio, to admission to the mails at 
ponpa rates — as to the alleged wrong mailing of said publication by sev- 
era asters. 

Bary charges nt san = as ae! in tee event spn sear sine vancg we 
on. C., H. Grosvenor, herein, er with c m sun rs 
=r terere in ENEE therewith, “Th aes vis kes X 
k t the postmaster at Columbus, Ohio, passed through the office there 
the above-named publication before the necessary application pe ite admission 
at second-class rates (Form 3214) had been properly filled out and filed, and 
without prepayment of y 

2. That the postmaster at Wapakoneta, Enon, East Palestine, and Oxford, 
Ohio, bad variously been guilty of violations of the laws and regulations, 
in either receiving the above-named publication express and distributing 
ee the post-office boxes without prepayment o! postage, orreceiving them 
unaddressed, writing the names of patrons of their o upon them, and mak- 
ing delivery to non-subscribers. 

The first charge is made in a communication from W. 8S. Cappeller, chairman 
of the eae foogenasy State executive committee, to the honorable gentleman. 
Mr. Cappeller wrote under a misapprehension of the report of a party whom 
he delegated to visit the -office and find out the standing of this publication 
in its relation to the mails. 

The party who did this is a Mr. Galloway, in the office of Judge Nash, at Co- 
rted to coupes: that Assistant Post- 

ication had been filed but 
rt attributed to him in 


yment of 
dence sub- 


authority to the postmaster at Columbus, Ohio, for the admission of the Tax Re- 

form Advocate to second-class rates of postage, conditioned that it was not en- 

ae aod iira of free county circulation, as the paper was printed at Cleve- 
nd, Ohio. 


In the matter of the second charge it is claimed that the postmaster at East 
Palestine, Wapakoneta, and some office in Athens County not named, received 
large numbers of these papers unaddressed with the names of the patrons of 
their offices thereon, and made delivery of same to non-su bers. 

In view of the provisions of section 579, Postal Laws and Re tions, if the 
thing charged was done, it is not necessarily a crime or a fault, but in each case 
where the post-office is named the ter denies that sucha thing wasdone 
by him, and I was unable to find through persons making the aea Rrr any 


testimony sustaining the charge. 
that the postmasters received the Tax Re- 


At Enon and Oxford it is 
form Advocate by express and distributed them through the flices with- 


out pre ment of postage. In this connection I invite attention to the affida- 
vit of 0. Q. Davis, editor of the Tax Reform Advocate, and the written state- 
ments of the postmastersat Enon and Oxford, by which it is made manifestthat 


the Tax Reform Advocate has not been gent to either of these offices by express, 
Mr. Davis claims that no rs have been forwarded by that medium. 

Another feature of the c is that at Utica, Bethel, and Dayton, Ohio, cer- 
tain Republican newspapers have been opened up, the T'ax-Reform Advocate 
and campaign literature foreign to original mailing have been folded inside and 
delivered in violation of law. 

The charge against Utica is covered in case 1038340; against Bethel by report 
in case 103707C, previously sent in, and that against Dayton covered by report 
in case 103920C, sent in this date. 

I hf W.S. Cappellarand other parties, as requested, in course of these in- 
vestigations. 

The point upon which Mr. Cappeller lays special stress has already been 
treated as charge 1,as to his claim; that the paper is not entitled to admission 
to pound rates, Neither from him nor from the other sources cited was I 
enabled to get any fact tending to show that such admission had been obtained 
by fraudulent or false representations, 

I submit in support of the foregoing the affidavits of Fred Krumm, C. Q. Davis, 
E.O. arga apere koae A prog pele! to oe all eee in 
support of or the va! y o0! charges where parties personally knew 
that of which would testify. 


1888. 
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Believing the facts show that the thing charged shows as to the several post- 
masters are untrue and no evidence is to be found that the publication named 
in title of this case has been admitted to the mails at pound rates upon false 


evidence or misrepresentation as to its character, I recommend the case be 
Very respectfully, 
A, R. HOLMES, Inspector in Charge, 
HOUSE or REPRESENTATIVES, UNITED STATES, 
Washington, August 23, 1888. 

Sim: Pursuant to your verbal request I have the honor to make the followin; 
formal statement in addition to my letter to the honorable Postmaster-Genera. 
in relation to the all violations of the postal laws in the State of Ohio: 

In the first place, I desire that the officer charged with the investigation shall 
call upon Hon. W, S. Cappeller, railroad commissioner for the State of Ohioand 
chairman of the Republican executive committee of that State, for such infor- 
mation as that gentleman may have in his ion. 

I also desire that Hon. William C. Lyon, lieutenant-governor of Ohio, whore- 
sides at Newark, Ohio, and is the proprietor of the Newark American, may be 
called to testify to the introduction into his issue of the alleged newspaper, of 
which I send you a copy, called the Tax Reform Advocate. Governor Lyon 
told me that it had come to him from various sources within the deli: of his 
office that the packages had been broken open, the papers spread out, and copies 
of the Tax Reform Advocate inserted therein. He is a fearless man and will 

ve information without hesitation. I quote from his letter of A’ 13 to 

Shairman Cappeller: “That supplement or circular, about which there has 

been so much complaint because of its being sent through the post-office with- 

out postage, and in many cases stuffed into Republican papers by Democratic 
ee made its appearance here,” 

Linclose the letter of George R. Davis, esq., of Wapakoneta, Ohio, under date 
of August 14, which makes the direct charge involved in one view of the case. 

I also inclose the letter of R.N. Chamberlain, esq., of East Palestine, Ohio, 

n the same subject. 

also inclose the letter cf D. P. Beaton, esq., mayor of the city of Oxford, 
Ohio, and in that letter it will be seen that he makes the direct charge that the 
United States Express Coropeny brought from the Democratic committee a lot 
of s ae of which this o7 which I send you is one, and that the postmaster 
put them into the boxes and delivered them without postage to a large number 
of Republican voters and others. 

I also inclose the circular letter of Mr. James B. Townsend, chairman of the 
Democratic State executive committee, addressed to a I am in- 
formed that he has called upon every Democratie post: 
comply with this circular, thereby compelling, substantially, the postmasters 
to be agents for his alleged newspaper. 

I also inclose the letter of Hon. W. S. Cappeller, dated August 17, 1888, which 
shows that the postmaster at Columbus sent out these packages without any 
legal or formal application under the law. 

will state that I was myself present at the post-office at Stewart, Athens 
County, Ohio, one week ago to-day, and that shortly after the arrival of the 
mails a number of persons came from the post-office having in their hands this 
Tax Reform Advocate, who stated to me that they had not subscribed for the 
popes nor been requested todo so. The paper contained their names, written 
n pencil, and without any postage-stamp thereon. 
telegram of Hon. Richard Smith, one of the proprietors 


I inclose the original 
of the Commercial Gazette, of Cincinnati, Ohio, Mr. ith is a man of high 
character and will fearlessly do his duty in this rae 

I have now given to the P: fice Department all the information in my pos- 


session and turned the matter over to the action of the Department. 


Yours, truly, 
C. H. GROSVENOR. 
Mr. MAXWELL, 
Inspector, Post-Office Department, 
AUGLAIZE Cousty REPUBLICAN COMMITTEE Rooms, 
i Wapakoneta, Ohio, August 14, 1888. 
Dear Sir: To-day, after the regular distribution of the mails, the post-office 
service here flooded the delivery-boxes with the first number of the Tax Reform 
Advocate, of the issue date Au 15, 1888, 
Each Sopy Pa addressed in lead pencil, which led to the general suspicion 
that they been arenes r reaching the distributing office, and , of 
aws. 
g about how this sheet is sent out from Columbus? 


GEO. R. DAVIS, Chairman. 


course in violation of 
Do you know an 
Very truly, yours, 


W. S. CAPPELLER, 
Chairman, Columbus, Ohio, 


East PALESTINE, OHIO, August 16, 1888. 
My Dear Sr: Volumel, No. 1, of the Tax Reform Advocate has reached our 
town on this afternoon’s mail, and it would seem that every voter has received 
one. I papposes this was Chairman Brice’s paper, although it purports to be 
es 


edited by © Q. Davis, 53 Wesley Block, Columbus, Ohio, and thought it 
best to advise you at once. 
R. N. CHAMBERLIN, 
Hon. W. 8, CAPPELLER, 
Columbus, Ohio. 


HEADQUARTERS OnTO REPUBLICAN 


STATE E: COMMITTEE, 
Ohio, August 17, 1888. 

My DEAR GENERAL: I had inquiry made to-day at the post-office here to as- 
certain upon what authority the Tax Reform Advocate was admitted into the 
United States mails and carried at pound rates, You will understand that 
under the ftice regulations that application for admission of publication 
at secon rates must be made on a form like the one inclosed, which you 
may be able to work in with your statement. 

The master was not in, but the deputy postmaster informed the attorney 
who called that a temporary permit had been given, but the proper application 
with the necessary affidavit had not yet been filed. 

I also inclose a copy of the pepe which they are thus illegally getting into 
the mails, and violating both postal and civil-service laws. 


Very truly, yours, 
W. S. CAPPELLER, Chairman. 
P, 8.—Your attention is also called to the letter from D. P. Beaton, mayor of 
Oxford. wi 


General C. H. Grosvenor, 
Washington, D. C. 


HEADQUARTERS OHIO STATE DEMOCRATIC EXECUTIVE COMMITTEE, 
Ohio, August 9, 1888. 


Mr, POSTMASTER: 
Dear Sm: In order to supply the enormous demand for tariff literature, the 


Tariff Reform League of this city will issue a papo beginning August 15 to be 

called the Tariff Reform Advocate, which will be backed by this committee. 

It will contain the very best literature obtainable on the tariff question. In- 

closed find a subscription blank; the price is only 10 cents for the campaign, 

and by gett us as large alist of subscribers as possible you will very materi- 

ally in the work of educating the pom on this question, : 
Please attend to this as soon as possible. 


Yours, truly, = 
JAMES B. TOWNSEND, Chairman. 
GEORGE A, BATESON, Secretary. 
Mayor’s OFFICE, Oxford, Ohio, August 16, 1833, 
Sim: In reply to your letter in relation to formation of Harrison and Mor- 


ton clubs, will say we have a live, acting, working Republican permanent club 
here, and are at work forming marching clubs for the campa ign 
y 


be getting desperate when they resort {o such means. 
Please give me your opinion of the above, and oblige 


Respectfully yours, 
: D. P. BEATON, 
Member of Republican County Central Commitiec. 
Hon, W. S. CAPPELLER, 


Chairman Republican State Executivo Committee. 


> — 
Post-Orrice DEPARTMENT, 
OFFICE OF CHIEF Post-Orrice INSPECTOR, 
Washington, D. C., August 28, 1888. 


DEAR SIR: Inclosed find additional papers in case sent you last week. Givo 
this mee your personal attention and a thorough inquiry. 


ully, 
W. A. WEST, Chief Inspector, 
Acknowledge receipt of this and other two packages on this aa 


HEADQUARTERS OHIO STATE DeMocRATIC 
EXECUTIVE COMMITTEE, 
Columbus, Ohio, August 23, 1888, 


Dear Sire; We have heard of Mr. Grosvenor’s charges; and in regard tothe 


first, that newspapers are opened in Ohio post-offices and Democratic campaign 
documents inserted in them, and thus transmitted without prepayment o 

age, we know nothing about. From post-offices where these have 
made,the postmasters inform us they are willing to make affidavit that the 


charges are wholly false and without any foundation whatever. 

In regard to the second, that a newspaper called the Tax Reform Advocate is 
circulating without prepayment of postage, thatalsois a pure fabrication. This 
committee has paa the subscription of a great many people and the paper is 
being sent out from headquarters, We know that the postage has been pre- 
paid, and there is a large balance credited now to the Tax Reform League, 
which is the publisher. 

Very truly, yours, 
JAMES B. TOWNSEND, 
Chairman, 
Hon. Dox M. Dickrsson, 
Postmaster-General, Washington, D.C. 
COLUMBUS, ONIO, August 23, 1883, 

Dear Str: Your letter of the 21st instant, regarding violations of law in trans- 
mitting the Tax Reform Advocate through the mail, was shown me to-day. T 
desire to say that there is nothing whatever in these charges, and the publish- 
ers of the Tax Reform Advocate are willing and anxious to be Inyoptigstad: 
The paper is a legitimate business enterprise, and is only assailed use it 
conflicts with the interest of the Republican party in many localities, 

The charge of circulating without prepayment of postage is so far from true 
that there is a large balance to my credit at Columbus post-office to be used in 
payment of postage. 

Yours, truly, 


Hon. Dox M. DICKINSON, 
Postmaster-General, Washinglon, D. C. 


Hovse OF REPRESENTATIVES UNITED STATES, 
Washington, D. C., August 23, 1888. 

Sır: I now hand you, in addition to my former letter, the inclosed letters of 
Hon. John H. Doane, State librarian of Ohio, and the Sopy of the letter of Mr. 
Townsend, chairman of the Democratic executive committee. From these you 
will see that the whole scheme of the Tax Reform Advocate lacks all the es- 
sential elements of a newspaper, and is only a political circular sent in fraud of 
the postal laws. 

Truly, 


C. E. DAVIS. 


C. H. GROSVENOR. 
HEADQUARTERS OHIO REPUBLICAN 
STATE EXECUTIVE COMMITTEE, 
Columbus, Ohio, August 21, 1888. 

My DEAR GENERAL: I notice that Townsend, in his telegram to Campbell, 
says that the Tax Reform Advocate is published by the Tax Reform League. 
On July 27th Mr. Townsend, as chairman of the Democratic State executive 
committee, sent a letter or letters in which he announced that this peewee 
be issued under the auspices of his committee and sent into every home in the 
State of Ohio, and in ‘the asked bids both for printing the sheet and for an ad- 
vertisement for the entire last page of it. Iinclose you a copy of his letter, but 
regret to say that I have not the original. The letter was printed in the Cleve- 
land Leader of Angu 4, and it is possible that the original is in that ofice or 
can be had on application to the Leader. 

Bids for the printing and the press-work on this sheet were received by the 
Democratic State executive committee, and the contract for printing it ven by 
Mr. Townsend to the Cleveland Plaindealer office at $3.66 a thousand copies. 
‘The papers are printed in Cleveland and sent to this city, from whence they are 
mailed as from the place of publication. The Charles Q. Davis whose name 
appears at the top of the first column of the paper is a clerk or assistant secre- 
tary, or something of the sort, at Democratic State cea geste and is under 
Townsend’s direction and control. The papers which I sent you yesterday 
were obtained from him at the Democratic State headquarters, Asyou will no- 
tice, the paper announces that it is backed by the Democratic State executive 
committee. The tmaster here, De Witt C. Jones, says that the paper is ad- 
mitted by him to the mailsat newspaper rates because the regular affidavit was 


` 
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made by Davis. The thing is a transparent fraud, and if the postal laws allow 
such matter as this to go through the mails at newspaper rates, there is no rea- 
son why any sort of an advertising circular should not also go at pound rates. 


Yours, very trul 
n JOHN M. DOANE. 
General CHARLES H. GROSVENOR, 
House of Representatives, Washington, D. C. 


CoLumBUS, OHIO, July 27, 1888. 

Dear SIR: The Tax Reform Advocate is the name of a journal that will be 
issued under the auspices of this committee and sent into every home in the 
State of Ohio. 

It will be a four-page paper, with seven columns 21 inches long. 

We already have the names of 500,000 voters, and expect to increase the num- 
ber to 700,000 before the first issue is sent out, August 4. 

It will be issued every two weeks, and we desire bids on the seven issues up 
until election day. After that time the circulation will diminish. 

We would like to sell the entire last to one firm. If you desire to bid, 
do so immediately, and if possible by wire. We desire to let the contract Au- 
gust 1, and will guaranty a circulation of 600,000. 


Yours, respe-tfully, 
JAMES B. TOWNSEND, Chairman. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES OF THE UNITED STATES, 
Washington, D. C., August 24, 1888. 
Hon. Dox M. Dicxrsox, = 

The following is from the Commercial Gazette of the 21st instant: 

“In our experience as newspaper publishers we have not known ofa greater 
outrage than is now being practiced by Ohio postmasters in the rural towns and 
villages. The postal laws are very stringent in their provisions, and for viola- 
tions of the law there are severe penalties. Newspapers are mailed at pound 
rates, but publishers are prohibited from including anything that does not prop- 
erly belong to the paper, We are not even permitted to send circulars relating 
to the publication of g ey We may send specimen copies of the paper at 
pound an but that is ail. In the face of this law Democratic postmasters at 
offices of livery have opened our paper and stuffed it with Democratic cam- 
paign documents, and thus delivered it to subscribers, creating the impression, 
of course, that the document was sent from the Commercial Gazette office. The 
same liberty has, no doubt, been taken with other publications, but in our case 
we have the proof. What the post-office authorities will do in the case we do 
not know. If we undertake to violate the law as it has been violated in this 
ease, we know what would be and should be done. The authorities are not in 
ignorance upon this subject. They know what has been done, and it remains 
to be seen whether they will punish the guilty officials. Meantime we warn 
our subscribers to be on guard, and ask them to throw the fraudulent docu- 
ments in the face of offending postmasters. It should be understood that no 
docuinent of the kind can be legally included in any, newspaper sent through 
the mails; that it is a violation of law to send anything in & newspaper except 


the paper itself, unless the is paid at transient rates.” 
poe following are from the Mount Vernon Republican, of Mount Vernon, 
Ohio: 


“TAMPERING WITH THE MAILS. 


“Under this heading the Newark American of Saturday has the following : 

** Quite a number of our readers living in and about Utica have brought us 
papers in the form of a supplement and the same th sent out as a supple- 
ment in this week's Advocate. They tell us these supplements were folded in 
their Americans when handed to them by the postmaster at that place. None 
of these were in the American when it was placed in the office in this city, and 
hence must have either been placed in our papers by the postmaster in this city 
or at Utica, it matters little ‘which. It is adirect violation of the postal lawsand 
we shall see to it that an investigation is made by the proper authority. Itis 
too small and d work for any decent official to engage in, and we can not 
Jead ourselves to think that Postmaster Brady would permit such a transaction 
in his office. Whoever did it should be removed from the service, and that 


wT he same trouble occurred in this county last week, all of which was duly 
Loe oat ii tea M huna py pe eee Ey The fellows engaged in this work 
will find out before the thing is over that Uncle Sam's mails are not maintained 

for De The matter so fraudulently 


exclusive! mocratic urposes, 
` sent rr dita the mails was subject to oat should have paid transient rates of 


pa „ and to permit it to pass otherwise constitutesa crime; butthesupreme 
aae ma and gall consists in folding Democratic campaign documents into 
Republican ne pers.” 

“Stuffing Re ican rs committed to the United States mail for trans- 
mission and delivery wi mocraticcampaign documents will prove a trouble- 
some enterprise for Bourbon postmasters.”’ A 

“Any of our subscribers who received a Bourbon campaign supplement folded 
into their Republican last Wednesday are hereby informed that the nasty busi- 
ness was done by Democratic throughout the county. Our friends 
have done right in returning them to this office, and we give them a pointer that 
there will be some loud in connection this mattter fı 


transaction. 

i need not add to the suggestions already made. 

‘The Department will have no trouble to ascertain how, when, and by whom 
this whole matter has been done. 


Yi truly, 
oat 7 C. H. GROSVENOR. 
Exox Srariox, OHIO, August 21, 1588. 
General GROSVENOR, 
Washington, C. D.: 


Noticing your resolution to investigate the violation of the postal laws as re- 
gards the sending of the Tax Reform Advocate, will say that they are being 
sent to this place by express from Columbus. I have seen the express bill, con- 
taining charges, being sent to the postmaster for distribution. 

Yours, respectfully, 


Temporary permit for entry of publication at second-class rate. 
Post-OFFICE AT oa" 

s ——, 1888. 

U affidavit and other proofs submitted to me, and by virtue of authority 

Prk aan by section 333 of the Postal Regulations of 1587, permission is hereby 


given to the publisher of the to mail it at this office, at the pound rate of 
S age. until the Post Offices Department shall determine whether it is admis- 
sibl» as second-class matter. 


Postmaster. 


Application for admission ef publication at the second-class rates of postage. 
[This application and the appended questions are required to be made out and 
ered by the lisher ib} of 
seat by — page Say or Seen sa 


ed, ee TRB 
Application is hereby made to have the a published in this pl 
admitted to the mails at the second-class rate el Pare , full particulars of i 
being given in the sworn answers to the subjoined interrogatories. 


——, Publisher. 
1. Magazine or newspaper ?—Answer. 
How often published ?—Answer 
Where is the paper printed ?—Answer. 
Who are the proprietors of the paper or magazine ?—Answer, 

5. Are they in any way interested pecuniarily in any business or trade repre- 
sented by the publication, either in the reading matter or in the advertisements? 
If so, what is the interest?—Answer. 

6. Who are the editors of the publication and how is their compensation de- 
termined ?—Answer. 

7. Have the editors any pecuniary interest in any business or trade repre- 
sented by the publication, either in the reading matter or in the advertisements? 
If so, what is the interest ?—Answer. 

8. Is your publication regarded by the trade which it purports to represent as 
a general organ of the trade, or is it considered as representing the business in- 
terest of a special house in that trade, whose price-currents or advertisements 
appear therein ?—Answer. 

9. Asa result of the publication of your pe or magazine, is the interest of 
any business house in the trade especially advanced by it, notwithstanding 
your design of making the publication a journal representing the trade?—An- 
swer. 3 

10. Can any house in good standing advertise in your publication at the reg- 
ular published rates ?—Answer. 

_ li. Have any of the business houses which advertise in your publication any 
inierest (either by past connection or special contract) therein respecting adver- 
tisements or subscriptions? And if so, what is that interest ?—Answer. 

12, What is the greatest number of copies furnished to any person or firm who 
advertises in your publication ?—Answer. 

13. On what terms are these papers furnished ?—Answer. 

14. What number of papers do you print of each issue ?—Answer. 

15. About what num of bona fide subscribers (that is, subscribers who pay 
their own money for the publication and receive it regularly) have you to the 
next issue of your paper?—Answer. 

16, What is the subscription price of your Á acanar per annum ?—Answer, 

17. How many pounds weight will cover papers furnished to regular sub- 
seribers?—Answer: 

18. What average number of specimen copies with each issue do you desire to 
send through the mails at pound rates ?’—Answer: 

19. How are the names of the persons to whom you wish to send sample cop- 
ies obtained by you?—Answer: 


pepo 


Sworn to and subseribed before me this —— day of ——, 188-. 


This paper, when properly filled out, is to be sent the postmaster to the 
Third jew wih Postmaster-General, Washington, Do with ane OAN vents 
that may be offered, and with one copy of the for the adm: of 
Toten ication ismade. (See sections 333.and 334 of the Postal Laws and 

ions. 

Extracts from the postal laws and regulations of 1887: 

$ * * * s 


STATE OF OHIO, Franklin County, ss: 

Personally apprared before me, the undersigned authority, Fred Krumm, 
who, first being duly sworn, says that he is the duly appointed and qualified as- 
sistant postmaster of Columbus, State of Ohio; that on or about the 15th day of 

rm Advocate, submitted his afi- 


Angust, 1888, C. Q. Davis, editor of the Tax Refo: 

daviton Form No.3214 with $100 for tof postage, and after full ex- 

amination, satisfied of his right under the postal laws and 

to have ere Ad = a a yaaa na 
permi accordance postal laws ani 

soe was by me filled out and issued to him, and his affidavit 

noted, oe erences os the paper DO forwarded to the Third 


compliance with the postal 
. for final disposition. By authority of above-named *' tem- 
oA allowed to through this 


admit 
ty of the honorable Third Assistant Postmaster-General. 


atone EERE 
Assistant Postmaster, Columbus, o. 
Subscribed and CEA than eranen ee pee, io eae E an 

A. R. HOLMES, Post-Office 


CoLUmBUS, OHIO, August 29. 
STATE OF OHIO, Franklin County, ss: 

Charles Q. Davis, being first duly sworn, says that heis editor of the Tax Re- 
form Advocate, issued at Columbus, Ohio, and recently admitted to the mails 
as second-class matter at that fice. Affiant says that since the original 
application for the admission of said publication to pound rates that no change 
in the or intent of the publication have been made Ens in any manner 
alters t of his o vit; that atthis time he a bona fide sub- 
scription list in excess of 3,000 copies. Affiant further says that he has sent no 

paper Ohio, Oxford, Ohio, or any other 
master, and that he has in all regards vored to comply with 
regulations of the Post-Office Department in the handling of his paper. Fur- 


ther deponent sayeth not. ; 
CHARLES Q. DAVIS. 
Subscribed to in my presence, and sworn to before me this 29th day of August 


A. R. HOLMES, Post-Office Inspector. 


Exon STATION, OHIO, September 4, 1888, 
A. R. HOLMES, 
Cincinnati, Ohio: 

Yours of the 3d at hand, and will say the same to youas I did to General 
Grosvenor, that I saw a bundle of son papora f = Advocate) that came 
via Erie Express to the postmaster at Enon. I saw the way billandthe 
ac Aaaa aA JS aani , the same paper came in same manner to the 
aranes at Mad sb post-office. 

urs, uly, 
= acre W. K. MILLS, 


P. S.—Can produce all the evidence you may wish as to the above facts. 


‘ 
. 
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Clarke County, Ohio; mira verig i888, 
Mr. A. R. Houmes, s $ 
Post-Office 


Inspector, Cincinnati, Ohio: 

Sım: Your circular received. In reply I do swear that I did not receive any 
package of Tax-Reform Advocates by express at this office. 
M. MULRONY, Postmaster. 


Sworn to and subscribed before me this 4th day of September, A. D. 1888. 
[sea] DANIEL BAKER Notary Public, 


POSTMASTER AT ENON, Onto: 

Jt has been charged that you have received a package of Tax-Reform Advo- 
cates by express, and distributed same through your post-office without prepay: 
ment of e. If such is the fact please give to me the numbers so distri 
uted, with the explanation of how it occurred you did so. But if it is not so 

lease state the facts under oath and return affidavit to me at Cincinnati, Ohio, 

y first mail. 
Yours, truly, 
A. R. HOLMES, Post-Ofice Inspector. 


P. S.—This charge relates to Tax-Reform Advocate, and not to the supplement 
sent out by the Democratic executive committee. BOL: 


United Slates Express Company. Freight way biil, from Columbus, Ohio, to Oxford 
Ohio, August 14, 1888, 


No. | Description. Remarks. 


Weight. | Address. | Prepaid.| 
| 


1 | Package. .| 12 | TORRE i $0.45 | Democratie committee. 
[Case No. 103706 ©. Joseph Townsend, post-office inspector.) 
POST-OFFICE DEPARTMENT, 
OFFICE or POST-OFFICE INSPECTOR, 
Oxford, Ohio, September 5, 1888. 

D.O. Corcoran, being first duly sworn, deposes as follows: I am forty years 
of age; I have resided in Oxford about six years; I have been postmaster at 
said place since March 12, 1888. 

Q. Have Zon ver received any copies of a certain newspaper published at 
Columbus, Ohio, known as the Tax-Reform Advocate, atthe Oxford post-office ; 
ifso, how were said papers received? 

A. Copies of said peper have been received at said office. They came regu- 

t -class matter,with addresses thereon. 
parties addressed just as any other mail matter. 

Q. Have you ever received any copies of said paper by express, or in any 
tA Thee eg eh pa bongo at the office regularly through 

ven papers have always come to 
the United States mails, as seencid class matter comes, and still continue 
to come in the same wer I have never received any through any other chan- 
nel. Ihave treated sai per just as I would any other newspaper received 
at said office in it to the I receive lots of other news- 
papers about this time for patrons of the office which I am satisfied are not 
sent to them as regular subscribers; for example, I received last week about 
thirty copies of the Weekly New York Tribune, addressed to parties here who 
never have been receiving it before. It came as other second-class matter, and 
was so distr’ I have shown no partiality in management of the post- 


D. O. CORCORAN, Postmaster. 


Subseribed and sworn to before me at Oxford, Ohio, September 5, 1888. 
JOSEPH TOWNSEND, Post-Office Inspector. 
Oxrorp, Onto, August 31, 1888. 
The papers in question, as I understand it from different citizens of this place, 
were received by the United States Express from Columbus, Ohio, and dis- 
tributed through the post-office boxes without addresses. These facts were re- 
ported to me by different citizens, I not having received any Pag IN 


Subscribed to and sworn before me by D. P. Beaton this 3ist day of August, 
G. R. SNEED, Post-Ofice Inspector. 


[Referred to in report as Commercial Gazette correspondence. ] 


Exon STatiox, OHIO, August 22, 1888. 
Dear Sm: The Tax Reform Advocate, a lying, blackguard, free-trade paper 
edited in Columbus, is being sent to postmaster here by = d; then 
delivered by said aig ce! to any one who calis for They are being 
Jargely circulated in this manner, in direct violation of the postal laws,” Notic- 
ing your editorial in to-day’s issue, I give you. the manner in which they are 
ing the scheme here and in surrounding country towns. 


Yours, etfully, 
pute W. K. MILLS, Secretary. 
Editor COMMERCIAL 


wor 


GAZETTE, 

Cincinnati, Ohio. 

[Referred to in report as Commercial Gazette correspondence.) 
NEPTUNE, OHIO, August 25, 1888. 


4 ed b 
paper (or rather editor) complied with 
rdly think so, Ithink if th 
the postage on their documents they are getting hard up and had beiter throw 
up the sponge, which they will have to do the 6th of November, in my opinion. 
If there is anything like violation of the postal laws and any evidence is 


Editor DAILY COMMERCIAL GAZETTE. 
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had said anything to 
Swigert, who said that he had expected a letter in which he supposed 
would be a postal-note or some money, and had never received the letter, but 
that he had since seen the writer of the letter, and he had informed him (Swi; 
ert) that there was no inclosure in the letter, nothing of value. I diligently 
inguired around for anybody who had lost anything in the mails, but heard of 
only one other loss, a man who said he had incl a five-dollar bill in an or- 
dinary letter, addressed to a firm in Tiffin, which they claimed never to have 
received; but he never suspected that the loss occurred in the mails, but after 
its delivery at place ofaddress. of no one who had lost a l-note. 

I inquired of the editor to which oneof the clerks he referred in his statement 
that “ Our people have a holy horror, etc.;” he replied that he did not know to 
which one it referred. I then asked for the name of the person who gave him 
information about the matter; he said it wasone W.S. Lowry, formerly a mail- 
messenger from depot to post-office, We called upon Mr. Lowry, who stated 
that he knew nothing about any losses or any carelessness or negligence upon 
the part of either of the clerks; and as to ‘‘fault-finding” of one of the clerks, 
it had nothing to do with the public, but referred simply to the clerks finding 
fault with the postmaster for not making up the mail as he thought it ought to 
be made up. The editor was compelled to acknowledge that there was no 
foundation for his 

The postal clerks on the Northwestern Ohio route are M. A, Ridenour and A, 
F. Ackerman, both men of good reputation, capable and efficient. They are, 
however, both Democrats, while this editor of the Seneca County Record is a 
Republican, This appears to be the cause of the charges, which investigation 
proves to be utterly groundless, without any foundation whatever in fact, and 
apparently arising only out of a desire of a reckless Republican editor to bring 
discredit upon Democratic postal clerks and the postal service; and also out of 
the natural disposition of a class of newspay men to publish something sen- 
sational, i. ¢., to make “a mountain out of a mole-hill.”’ The article referred 
to wasextensively copied in other Republican newspapers in the State. 


Very respectful, 
or ED JOSEPH TOWNSEND, 
Post-Ofice Inspector, 
A. R. Hotwes, Esq., 
Inspector in Charge, Cincinnati, Ohio. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 

Mr. FORNEY. I call up the conference report on the sundry civil 
appropriation bill. 

TRANSFER OF LANDS TO STATE OF LOUISIANA. 

The SPEAKER protempore laid before the House the bill (H. R. 10931) 
to donate and transfer to the State of Louisiana for quarantine pur- 
poses certain lands on the Mississippi River belonging to the United 
States, subject to reversion to the United States in the event of their 
non-usage for quarantine p , and requiring the proper depart- 
ment of the United States Government t6 execute the necessary trans- 
fer to the State of Louisiana on conditions aforesaid, with amendments 
of the Senate thereto. . 

Mr. ROBERTSON. Iask unanimous consent that the House con- 
cur in the amendments of the Senate. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Let the amendments be read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Page 1, line 2 of the bill, strike out “donate and,” 
Page 1, line 3, after “ Louisiana,” insert “the 
Page 1, strike out all after “seventy-five,” in 18 of the bill, down to and 
including “ United States,” in line 16, and insert: ‘‘ Provided, That should the 
State of Louisiana at any time cease to use said lands for quarantine pi G 
or should the same be needed for the purposes for which they were o ally 
resume the possession 
in the premises shall 


of.” 


reserved, then the Government of the United Statesshall 
of said landson the order of the President, whose 


be 

Amend the title so as to read: “ An act to transfer to the State of Louisiana for 
quarantine purposes the possession of certain lands on the Mississippi River 
belonging to the United States, and for other purposes.” 


The amendments were agreed to, 

CHARLES L. BRADWELL, 

The SPEAKER pro tempore also laid before the House the bill (H. R. 
5092) for the relief of Charles L. Bradwell, with the amendments of 
the Senate thereto. 

Mr. CLEMENTS. I ask unanimous consent that the Honse concur 
in the Senate amendments. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. Let the amendments be read 
or explained. 

The amendments were read, as follows: 


Line 4 strike out “three” and insert “one.” 
Line 4 strike out “ seven” and insert “five.” 
Line 5 strike out “fifty” and insert “ thirty-two.” 


Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. What is the effect of those 
amendments ? 

Mr. CLEMENTS. ‘This isa private bill, and the effect of the amend- 
ments is to reduce the amount which the beneficiary is to receive. 

The amendments were agreed to. 

INTERSTATE-COMMERCE ACT. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair will lay before the Honse a 
bill (8. 2851) —— 

Mr. BURNES. Mr. Speaker, I rise to a parliamentary inquiry. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. BURNES. I wish to inquire by what rule this business takes 

ence of a conference report. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. By unanimous consent, 
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Mr. BURNES. The gentleman from Alabama [Mr. FORNEY] rose 
and called up the conference report on the sundry civil appropriation 
bill, but nevertheless I see this business is going on. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. If the gentleman from Alabama [Mr. 
FORNEY ] chooses to interrupt this business by calling up the confer- 
ence report he can do so, but the regular order is to lay these Senate 
bills before the House immediately after the reading of the Journal. 
The Chair lays before the House a bill (S. 2851) to amend an act en- 
titled ‘‘An act to regulate commerce,” approved February 4, 1887. 

Mr. CRISP. The Senate has rejected the amendments of the House 
and requested a conference on the bill. I moye that the House insist 
upon its amendments and agree to the conference asked for. 

The motion was agreed to. 

PREVENTION OF CONTAGIOUS DISEASES. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore also Jaid before the House the bill (S. 
3467) to prevent the introduction of contagious diseases from one State 
to another and for the punishment of certain offenses; which was read 
a first and second time, and referred to the Committee on the Judi- 


ciary. 
JUDICIAL DISTRICT IN MISSOURI. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore also laid before the House the bill (S. 
3539) to amend an act to detach the county of Audrain, in the State 
of Missouri, from the eastern and attach it to the western judicial dis- 
trict of said State; which was read a first and second time. 

Mr. BLAND. The object of this bill is simply to cure a defect in 
an act which was passed a short time ago. I ask unanimous consent 
that the bill be taken up and put on its passage. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

. Be it enacted, elc., That an actentitled “An act to detach the county of Audrain, 
in the State of Missouri, from the eastern and attach it to the western judicial 
rena of Missouri,” approved May 21, 1888, bo so amended as to read as fol- 

ows: 

“That the county of Audrain, in the State of Missouri, be detached from the 
northern division of the eastern judicial district of Missouri and attached to the 
central division of the western judicial district of the State of Missouri.” 

Sec. 2. That all civil and criminal causes or p: ings pending in the courts 
of the United States for the northern division of the eastern district of Missouri 
which originated in said county of Audrain shall remain within the jurisdiction 
of said courts for that division until finally disposed of, and all offenses com- 
mitted in said county against the laws of the United States before the passage 
of this act shall also be cognizable in the United States courts for the northern 
division of said eastern district until final disposition of the same. 

There being no objection, the House proceeded to the consideration 
of the bill; which was ordered to a third reading, read the third time, 
and passed. 

Mr. BLAND moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill was 
passed; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 
table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

SENATE BILLS REFERRED. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore also laid before the House bills of the 
following titles; which were respectively read a first and second time, 
and referred as indicated: 

The bill (S. 3193) directing the commissioners of the District of Colum- 
bia to convey to William Brown a part of an alley in square 120, in the 
city of Washington, on certain conditions—to the Committee on the 
District of Columbia. 

The bill (S. 2877) authorizing the citizens of Colorado, Nevada, and 
the Territories to fell and remove timber on the public domain for min- 
ing and domestic purposes—to the Committee on the Public Lands. 

REGISTERED-MAIL LOCKS, ETC. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore also laid before the House the following: 


IN THE SENATE OF THE UNITED STATES, September 17, 1888, 


Ordered, That the Secretary be directed to request the House of Representa- 
tives to return to the Senate the bill (H. R. 11391) to authorize the Postmaster- 
bp carb to advertise for and purchase improved registered-mail locks and keys 

erefor. 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. If there be no objection, this request 
of the Senate will be complied with. The Chair hears no objection, 
and it is so ordered. 


LEAVE OF ABSENCE. 

By unanimous consent, leave of absence was granted as follows: 

To Mr. O'DONNELL, indefinitely, on account of important business. 
To Mr. DIBBLE, indefinitely, on account of important business. 

. To Mr. O'NEILL, of Pennsylvania, for three days. 
To Mr. DocKERY, indefinitely, on account of sickness in his family. 
To Mr. Dunn, on account of the death of his little daughter. 
ROAD THROUGH PLATTSBURGH MILITARY RESERVATION. 


Mr. MOFFITT introduced a bill (H. R. 11452) to construct a road 
from the village of Plattsburgh, N. Y., through and along the Govern- 
ment military reservation in said village; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee on Military Affairs, and or- 
dered to be printed. 

SALE AND SHIPMENT OF SPIRITUOUS LIQUORS, ETC. 

Mr. BLAND, by unanimous consent, introduced a bill (H. R. 11453) 

to amend section 18, act of February 18, 1875, as amended by section 
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4, act of March 1, 1879, relating to the sale and shipment of malt, 
spirituous, and vinous liquors; which was read a first and second time, 
ena Niey to the Committee on Ways and Means, and ordered to be 
printed. 


EXTIRPATION OF YELLOW FEVER. 


Mr. BARNES, by unanimous consent, introduced a bill (H. R. 11454) 
offering a reward of $100,000 to any person of any nationality who will 
discover the true cause or germ of yellow fever, with any certain means 
of effecting its prevention, destruction, or material modification, or who, 
without discovering the cause or germ of said disease, shall discover a 
certain and practical mode of effecting its prevention, destruction, or 
material modification; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Commerce, and ordered to be printed. 


TRANSPORTATION OF DUTIABLE GOODS. 


Mr. LAWLER, by unanimous consent, introduced a bill (H. R. 11455) 
to amend an act entitled ‘‘An act to amend the statutes in relation to 
the immediate transportation of dutiable goods, and for other pur- 
poses; ’? which was read a first and second time, referred to the Commit- 
tee on Ways and Means, and ordered to be printed. 


SUNDRY CIVIL APPROPRIATION BILL. 


Mr. FORNEY. I now call up for consideration the report of the 
committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses 
upon the bill (H. R. 10540) making appropriations for sundry civil ex- 
penses of the Government for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1889, and 
for other purposes. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. That is a privileged question, and the 
gentleman is recognized for that p a 

Mr. FORNEY. Mr. Speaker, I suppose it is not necessary that the 
report should be now read, as it has ulready been read and printed. 
When this matter was up last Friday it was generally agreed, I un- 
derstand, that the only part of the report which was objected to was 
that relating to the Congressional Library; in regard to the residue of 
the report there was, I believe, no dissent. I now wish to show the 
House what is proposed by the conferees in this report. 

This bill as passed by the House proposed to suspend all work upon 
the Library building, to repeal the law relating to the commission, to 
authorize the Committees on Public Buildings and Grounds of the Sen- 
ate and House of Representatives acting conjointly, to invite eminent 
architects, not Sies f g five in number, to submit designs and general 
specifications for the Library building, $10,000 being appropriated for 
that purpose. The Senate disagreed to that proposition and presented 
another, to which the House refused toagree. The conferees have now 
presented the proposition before the House which I will endeavor to 
explain. 

‘The Senate proposition was to continue work on the Library build- 
ing, appropriating $1,000,000 for that purpose. The proposition now 
before us is to continue the construction of the Library building and 
to appropriate $500,000 ‘‘ for the construction of the western front of 


the building and reading-room and book-repositories connected there- - 


with, as shown by sketch termed ‘Plan No. 1,’ on file in the office of 
the Librarian of Congress.” It is further provided that this money 
“shall be expended under the direction and supervision of the Chief 
of Engineers of the Army, who shall have the control and management 
of all of said work, and the employment of all persons connected there- 
with; and all contracts for the construction of said building or any part 
thereof shall be made by the Chief of Engineers of the Army.” 

The proposition also repeals so much of the first section as provides 
for a commission, together with the eighth section of the act anthor- 
izing the construction of the building, the act in January, 1886; 
“and the duties of said commission under said act are hereby devolved 
on the Engineer-in-Chief of the United States Army.” 

Now, Mr. Speaker, by this report it is proposed the Library build- 
ing shall be turned over to the Chief of Engineers, that $500,000 shall 
be given to him, that he shall have full control of the construction of 
the bhilding and of the employés and of the making of the contracts. 
He is limited and confined-to what is known as the western front. 

[Exhibiting the plan to the House.] There is the picture before the 
House. Any one can seeit. The picture is taken from the Capitol. 

Mr. TAULBEE. Does it give to the Chief of Engineers the right to 
select the material as well? 

Mr. FORNEY. He has the right to make all contracts. 

I notice, Mr. Speaker, in the remarks made by the gentleman from 
Illinois [Mr. PAyson] that he said that he hoped this plan would not 
be adopted, and I will read what he said: 

I hope this plan which I hold in my hand is within the view of every mem- 
ber. Here is a building 459 feet long; there [illustrating] is the width of it—44 
feet—and it is to be 70 feet high. The chairman of the conference committee 
{Mr. Foryey] does not know himself whether these connecting corridors are 
contemplated by the plan, but doubtless this is one [illustrating]. All the rest 
of the original plan is abandoned. 

Mr. Speaker, any one who supposes we have what he said further 
on, ‘‘a building suitable for a ten-pin alley,” ‘‘an architectural mon- 
strosity,’’ that it was 459 feet long—that is the impression he made 
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upon the House—and only 44 feet in width, will be undeceived by look- 
ing at the plan which I have before me. 

What are the facts? I have before me the original ‘‘ Plan No. 1” 
referred to in this proposition. No gentleman can look at it without 
seeing what we get in this building. The length of the front toward 
the Capitol is 460 feet and the width from the central front to the end 
of the book-depositories from west to east is 300 feet, instead of the 
width being only 44 feet. The diameter of the rotunda or reading- 
room is 100 feet. It is marked A on this plan. Width of book-depos- 
itories, 144 to 160 feet (that is the building behind the west front and 
connected therewith throughout as an integral part of the same build- 
ing); length of curtain (or corridor) connecting the main building (west 
front) with the corner pavilion, 100 feet; width of same atits narrow- 
est part, 45 feet. 

Mr. COBB. ‘Is that the plan of the proposed building? 

Mr. FORNEY. It is; and instead of being 459 feet by 44 feet, as 
stated by the gentleman from Illinois, we have a building of the pro- 
portions I have just stated. 

Mr. McCREARY. What part do you propose to build first? 

Mr. FORNEY. ‘The whole of that part. I presume that building 
will cost $4,000,000. We donot know exactly, as itdependson whether 
it shall be constructed of granite or marble. 

Mr. PAYSON. Who determines that? Will the gentleman from 
Alabama say ? Š 

Mr. FORNEY. That will be determined by General Casey, Engi- 
neer-in-Chief of the Army of the United States. Under this bill it is 
proposed that all the duties conferred upon the Library Commission by 
the act to which I have already referred are to be devolved on the En- 
gineer-in-Chief. Whatever were the duties imposed on that commis- 
sion are devolved upon the Engineer-in-Chief; and I refer the gentle- 
man to that act, where he will get a full and accurate statement of the 
duties of that commission. 

Here we have a building, ample and sufficient for the next twenty- 
five years. We have in the Library over 600,000 volumes, and this 
building will hold, I suppose, one million more, sufficient for the next 
twenty-five years. 

Mr. PAYSON. By what authority, and I ask in all deference, does 
the gentleman make that statement as to the book capacity of the plan 
he has now before him? The reason for my asking the question, and 
I will be frank if the gentleman will permit me to interrupt him, is 
that the architect who drew that plan, Mr. Pelz, who is the associate of 
Mr. Smithmeyer, and who is the man who has done all this work, told 
Mr. HOLMAN and myself on Saturday last that the book capacity ot 
this ‘‘ Plan No. 1” will be insufficient for the needs of the Library 
when it shall be constructed. That is to say, there is not capacity 
enough in ‘‘Plan No. 1” for the present needs of the Library and the 
additions during the time there will be required to construct it. That 
statement was made to us on Saturday last. I ask, therefore, what 
authority the gentleman has for stating the book capacity of this pro- 
posed ‘‘Plan No. 1” is upwards of a million of volumes? 

Mr. FORNEY. It is the evidence of Mr. Spofford, one of the com- 
missioners, before the Senate committee. > 

Mr. PAYSON. I should be glad to have a reference to it. 

Mr. FORNEY. I will do that later on. 

Mr. RYAN. Permit me to suggest to the gentleman from Illinois 
that it was represented to the managers on the part of the House in 
conference, and I think I have a right to state it here, that the Libra- 
rian, Mr. Spofford, is authority for the statement that it will be suffi- 
cient for the purposes of a library for the next quarter of a century, 
and perhaps more. 

Mr. FORNEY. 
gentleman. 

Mr. PAYSON, In order that there may be no misunderstanding in 
regard to this matter, I would be glad to have the recollection of the 
gentleman from Indiana [Mr. HoLMAN] upon that point as to the ca- 
pacity of this building on the authority of Mr. Pelz on Saturday last. 

Mr. HOLMAN. The statement made by the gentleman from Illinois 
is, of course, correct. g 

Mr. FORNEY. Ihave the information here at hand, showing the 
testimony taken upon this point. Mr. Spofford in his statement says: 


I will losk the matter up for the information of the 


.1. Therequirementsof the growing Library and the necessary storage of copy- 
right publications, the entries of which now exceed 36,000 annually, will demand 
ultimately every foot of space embraced in the foundation plan of the building, 
being nearly three acres, 


Then he goes on further to say in answer to the question of the 
chairman: 


Q. Sup the building contemplated in Plan No. 1 should be constructed, 
for what length of time, in yourjudgment, would that accommodate the growing 
wants of the Library? 

A. From the present rate ofaccessions, [haye computed that it would be ample 
for storage for fifteen years to come. 


So it will be seen, Mr. Speaker, that with the continued annual in- 
crease, estimated at 36,000 volumes, this building, according to the 
testimony of the Librarian himself, is sufficient for the next fifteen 
years. That is my authority for the statement I have made. We have 
a building, then, that is not only sightly in appearance, but sufficient 


for all of our purposes, the accommodation of the public Library, fora 

generation to come. f . 

Again, as to the “‘architectural monstrosity” of which the gentle- 

man from Illinois speaks, Mr. Spofford says, in response to questions: 
By the CHAIRMAN: 

Q. We were looking into this matter a little further. Some things occurred 
to us upon which we were not quite clear. We had doubtabout the ap neo 
of the building. Whatdo you think ofthat? Will it be an ornate building? 

A. It will be, from the Capitol], a very sightly edifice. From other points of 
view, as you go along the si it will be neither sightly nor unsightly. It will 
look somewhat like any unfinished building. Some of the walls will not be 
ornate, but it will be a most creditable and handsome building. You 1: st ob- 
serve that there will be nothing visible from the Capitol except a very handsome 
facade or elevation. 

By Mr. HALE: 

Q. The top of the dome will show? 

A. Very slightly. The dome isto be kept down because of the immediate 
vicinity of the Capitol. It would not do to havea pons building that would 
be soaring in r so near this magnificent Capitol, which ought to be left 
the unique ornament of Capitol Hill. 

Q. What is to be the height of the dome? 

A. It will be less than 110 feet. 

Q. What is the height of the Dome of the Capitol? 

A. Two hundred and eighty-eight feet. My idea is to have ne roof visible; 
that is the handsomest building which exhibits a fine front elevation or facade. 

By the CHAIRMAN: 


Q. According to the plan, what will all this part of the building [indicating] 
be used for? Here is the Library reading-room [indicating],and here are the 
alcoves around it, and here are the repositories for boo! 

A. They will be filled tothe utmost ca: ty with the existing Library andthe 
growth for the coming fifteen years. is section will be used primarily, near- 
est to the Lib , for the copyright and record rooms, and for lesse: rooms 
for Senators an ne to have a quiet place to study, which they 
never can have in Capitol, 

This work is proposed to be placed under the control and manage- 
ment of the Chief of Engineers, General Casey. Some gentlemen may 
be inclined to question the wisdom of that selection and say, ‘‘ Who is 
the Chief of Engineers, and why give him control of the matter?” 
The other day, Mr. Speaker, he was selected from the Army to fill the 
position of Chief of Engineers by the President. He comes highly in- 
dorsed; he was nominated by Mr. Cleveland for that position, and con- 
firmed by a Republican Senate. He is not only able but has had ex- 
perience, and his work has been tested in the past. We know him as 
having had charge of the Washington Monument. We know that he 
has also had control and charge of the building known as the State, 
War, and Navy building, and that he discharged his duties not only 
faithfully but with signal ability, and at a saving of immense sums 
to the Government; and in this connection I wish to call the attention 
of the House to what was really done in that regard by him. We 
commenced the construction of the State, War, and Navy Department 
building in 1871. The construction was under the control of the Sec- 
retary of State, who had exclusive charge of it. The designs for the 
building were prepared by Mr. Mullett, who was three or four years 
engaged in building the south wing of that building, what is now 
known as the State Department wing. 

The cost of the south wing was $3,373,939.35. Colonel Casey had 
nothing to do with that portion of the building, but in course of time 
there was much noise and confusion here about something going on 
wrong—something rotten in Denmark—in connection with the work of 
that building, and the chargeor control of the work was changed. In 
course of time it came under General Casey’s charge, the present Chief 
of Engineers. He had exclusive control of the building of the north 
wing, identical in all respects with the south wing, both having the 
same plans, containing the same floorspace—I think about73, 241 square 
feet. Colonel Casey took control of that construction and finished that 
portion of the building at a cost of $1,914,501.99, a saving to the Gov- 
ernment, to the people, and to this country of $1,459,437.36. 

Mr. SOWDEN. You mean as compared with the south wing? 

Mr. FORNEY. Yes. He went on, Mr. Speaker, with the same re- 
sult in connection with the west wing. The east wing was not under 
his control during the whole time, and cost $2,617,287.43, against the 
cost of the west wing, precisely like it, under Colonel Casey’s charge, 
of $1,773,476.24, showing really that that building under the charge 
of Colonel Casey, the gentleman wko has lately been appointed the 
Chief of Engineers, was constructed at a saving of over two and a quar- 
ter millions of dollars to the people. So I think we need have no fear 
of intrusting to him the new Library building. 

But the gentleman from Illinois says that this is an architectural mon- 
strosity. Here we have a man who understands his business. Colonel 
Casey has had wide experience. He is skilled in his profession. He 
is honest, and he has the power under this very law to change the mat- 
ter as he moves along. He has a right to make modifications here, so 
that instead of being an ‘‘ architectural monstrosity,” it will be, if con- 
structed on the present plan, like the building the drawings of which 
are now in front of you. 

Mr. PAYSON. Does the gentleman from Alabama understand that 
there can be specific modifications of the plan under the amendment 
pro by the conferees? 

Mr. FORNEY. Whatever modifications General Casey thinks arein 
the interest of the country he will have a right to make. Of course he 
could not vary materially from the plan. 


8698 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


f 


SEPTEMBER 18, 


Mr. PAYSON. And that the material ont of which it is constructed, 
the entire arrangement, and al] the details are to be committed to him? 

Mr. FORNEY. Unless Congress shall hereafter determine differently. 
We require a report annually, and of course Congress will retain the 
power in its own hands. 

Mr. PAYSON. And the gentleman from Alabama thinks that a 
proper discretion to be confided to any one man? 

Mr. FORNEY. I think it is a proper discretion to confide to him. 
But to whom is it confided now? You have a commission of three per- 
sons; and I would rather have it in the hands of a man like General 
Casey thanin the handsofany commission. We know hecan be trusted. 
We have had experience of his capacity. Whom do you propose to give 
it to? A commission? You have done that already, and what is the 
result? 

We want the Honse to understand that that building has cost us 
over a million dollars already. We gave $585,000 for the site, and for 
the building we have appropriated $500,000. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The time of the gentleman has ex- 

ired. 

Mr. FORNEY. I understood that we were to commence over again, 
and that I should have an hour. 

Mr. PAYSON. Iask unanimous consent that the gentleman from 
Alabama [Mr. FORNEY] may be allowed to proceed without limit. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Alabama had 
fifteen minutes of the hour remaining from Monday. Is there objection 
tothe request that he be permitted to proceed without limit? The Chair 
hears none. 

Mr. McCREARY, I would like the gentleman from Alabama to ex- 
plain to the House how much work has been done already. It is im- 
possible for ns to get in there and see for ourselves, 

Mr. FORNEY. Idonotknow. But we have spent over $1,000,000. 

Several MEMBERS, We have a hole in the ground. 

Mr. McCREARY. Has the foundation been finished? 

Mr. FORNEY. I do not think it has. We gave them $500,000. 
Payments have been made on rolls and vouchers of $195,349.56; pay- 
ment of other expenses $304,000. Now here are liabilities now exist- 
ing of $298,142, on miscellaneous accounts about $1,500, a balance re- 
maining available of $5,007.76. This is in addition to the $585,000 for 
the site, One milliondollars has gonesomewhere. Now, I think itis 
time to make a change, and we have brought in Colonel Casey. He 
does not get any pay and he does not seek this job. He is aconscript. 
We direct him to do this thing. He is the right man, and you need 
have no fear about his doing it well. Inone building that would have 
cost $15,000,000 for construction if the construction had been allowed to 
goon under the Secretary.and some architects, Colonel Casey was placed 
in charge and it only cost about $10,000,000. In this case it would be 
the same. He has the right, if it is to become a monstrosity, to change 
it, and he knows how to do so, because he is learned, skilled, and in 
every way fit for the position. 

Now, here is the report of the Library Committee. I want the gen- 
tleman from Illinois to learn from it what books the proposed building 


would hold. 
Mr. PAYSON. What report is that? 
Mr. FORNEY. Idonot know. It is a House report, first session 
Forty-eighth Congress, on the Congressional Library building. 
Mr. PAYSON. Is that the Singleton report ? 
Mr. FORNEY. I read this from the report: 


The proposed building, as stated, will contain 3,000,000 volumes with suitable 
economy of storage. It is notdesigned tofit up the whole interior at once with 
iron shelving, but to introduce it gradually, finishing off the central portions, 
rotunda, connecting rooms and entire exterior structure. The chief cle- 
ment of cost is in the iron alcoves of the interior, and in a building so extensive 
these may be finished in s e years,as wanted for the increase of books. 
The most carefully guarded estimates of cost contemplate an expenditure of 
$500,000 the first year, about $1,000,000 the second, and ,000 the third, which 
per enone parria building for occupancy in al! its parts sufficient for shelving 

Mr. PAYSON. That refers to this plan. 

Mr. FORNEY. That refers to this plan. So, then, Mr. Speaker, 
the proposition of the conferees on the part of the House at the ent 
time is to ask you to give $500,000 tocontinue the work on the Library 
building, and at the end of four or five years we will have a Library 
similar to the one you see in front of you, 460 feet long by 300 feet in 
width, and it will hold all the books necessary for the next twenty or 
thirty years. 5 

Now I wish to reserve the remainder of my time and yield to gen- 
tlemen in their own time. 

Mr. PAYSON. Why have the Senate and the conferees on the part 
of the House agreed to abandon this original plan for the construction 
of the entire building? What information have they received which 
causes them to recommend the repeal of the law as to the entire plan? 
I would be glad to have the gentleman state that. 

Mr. FORNEY. We understand that the completion of this plan 
would cost some $14,000,000. We did not think the country required 
that at this time and we proposed to cut it down to about $4,000,000. 
This is the only way we could get out of it, and the best way. So we 
took Colonel Casey, a man whom we can trust—because it seems that 
everybedy can not be trusted—and in that way we get a magnificent 


building at a cost of $4,000,000, depending upon what material Con- 
gress may direct Colonel Casey to construct it of—granite or marble. 

I wish to call the gentleman’s attention to our proposition, which 
repeals the law so that there can be no trouble hereafter about this 
other plan. We cut that off entirely, and confine ourselves simply to 
a building to be known asthe ‘‘ West Front.” Here is the proposition: 

And so much of said act entitled “An i 
building for the accommodation of the “ilar por TA iseinean yh 
15, 1886, as authorizes‘the construction of a building for the accommodation of 
the Congressional Library and as provides for plans for the same, excepting only 
so much of said building as is shown by the sketch termed “ Plan No. 1,” on file 
in the office of the Librarian of Congress, be, and the same is hereby, repealed. 

So that if the proposition of the conferees be adopted, we shall have 
but one building, which will be known as the ‘‘ West Front,” 460 feet 
long and 300 feet through the center, furnishing sufficient space to con- 
tain all the books that the country will need in the next fifteen, twenty, 
or thirty years. 

Mr. CANNON. Mr. Speaker, necessary absence after to-day causes 
me to occupy a few minutes now in calling attention to the appropria- 
tions that have been made at this session of Congress. For the first 
time in my life I believe, as my remarks deal largely with figures, I 
have reduced much of what I have to say to writing, and, with the per- 
mission of the House, 1 will now proceed to read it. 

Mr. Speaker, the work of the first session of the Fiftieth Congress is 
almost completed. At least, we have long passed the ordinary time of 
adjournment. I avail myself of the present opportunity to present a 
statement for the consideration of the House of the regular annual es- 
timates for the service of the Government for the fiscal year 1889, and 
the appropriations therefor. I also submit a comparison of the regu- 
lar annual estimates for four years nnder Republican administration 
(Mr. Arthur’s), and for the four years under Democratic administra- 
tion (Mr. Cleveland’s), afterwards submitting facts touching the in- 
crease of offices under this Administration, and the increase of i 
with such other facts as may bear upon the present fiscal condition of 
the Government, and that may be of interest to the House to consider. 
I will proceed in order: 


REGULAR ANNUAL ESTIMATES, 
The regular annual estimates for the fiscal years 1856, 1887, 1588, 
and 1889 amount to .-..esee sseosrooresesssseres seresa sensed tesenesseore senses acanna $1, 002, 442, 148,17 
For the years 1882, 1883, 1884, and 1885 they aggregated.............. 989,122, 355. t4 
ar aged for four years under Cleveland’s administra- 
ONE EE NEER 


I insert a table showing these estimates by years: 
Regular annual estimates. 


113, 319, 791. 23 


tae sessereposeesssess svee. eee 


Increase of estimates for 1886 to 1889, inclusive, over esti- 
mates for 1882 to 1855, inclusive...........ccecesescersesesvorsenees 113, 319, 791. 23 
The law requires the Secretary of the Treasury to forward to each 
Congress on the first Monday of December estimates made by the dif- 
ferent Departments of the Government for their support for the coming 
fiscal year. As the Executive directs the expenditures of all moneys 
appropriated for the service of the Government, and in the main ap- 
points the agents for its expenditure and disbursement, the law pre- 
sumes that he should have complete knowledge as to the necessities of 
the service in every branch of the Government; and the very object of 
submitting estimates is to inform Congress, which grants the money 
from the Treasury for the public service, what the necessities of that 
service are. The Republican party held power continuously from 1861 
to 1885. It will be noted that during its last four years of power the 
estimates submitted to Congress asking appropriations of money for the 
public service were, in round numbers, $113,000,000 less than was asked 
and estimated for by Mr. Cleveland’s administration. When the esti- 
mates are received, as gentlemen are aware, they are printed and re- 
ferred to the appropriate committees by the House for consideration, 
and reported with favorable or unfavorable recommendation to the re- 
spective Houses for consideration and action. In this way the esti- 
mates submitted by the administration ripen into appropriations ot 
money for the public service. 
REGULAR ANNUAL APPROPRIATIONS. 


The regular annual appropriations, including deficiencies and 
miscellaneous, for the years 1836, 1887, 1888, and nt 
to $1, 039, 558, 444. 42 
And for the years 1882, 1883, 1884, and 1855 to. wwe 913, 173.130. 63 


Increase under four years of Cleveland's administration over 
four years of Arthur's administration............0.... Sre 


96, 335, 313. 73 


I call attention to the fact that the regular annual appropriations for 
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the last four years under Cleveland exceed those under Arthur by over 
$96,009,000; and I insert in my remarks a table: the appropri- 
ations for these years, respectively, and a comparison between the same. 


Table comparing by bills the regular annual appropriations, including de- 
ficiency and miscellaneous appropriations for the four fiscal years 1882 to 


1885, inclusive, with those for the four fiscal years 1886 to 1859, inclusive, 


Agriculturall....ccecessesseoes | $1, 716, 010, 00; $1, 023,730. $654, 715. $585, 799. 00 
“Army... asese} 24,471, 300,00] 23,724, 718.69) 23, 753,057. 21| 24, 014, 052. 50 
Diplomatic and co consiglar. 1, 428, 465. 1, 429, 942. 1, 364, 065. 1,242, 925. 00 
District of Columbia....... 5,046, 410.32) 4,284, 590.66) 3,721, 050.99} 3,622,683. 20 
Fortification... ef BTR OOOO RE EEA 725, 000,00 
Indian........ f 8, 260, 129. 13} 5, 226, 897. 5, 546,262.84) 5, 762,512.70 
Legislative, eto 20, 668, 058. 07| 20, 646, 143. 67| 20, 654, 346. 37| 21,376, 708.70 
i 515, 043. 81| 419, 936. 297,805.00) 310,021. 64 
Navy... 19,913,339. 95| 25, 767, 348. 19| 12, 989, 907. 20| 15, 070, 837. 95 
Pension... | 81,758, 700.00) 83, 152, 500, 00| “76, 075, 200.00} 60, 000, 000. 00 
Post-Office..... | 60,860, 233.74) 55, 694, 650. 15) 54, 365, 863. 25| 53, 700, 990. 00 
River and har! 22, 397, 616. 90} <.......0ss000-en0s0e 14, 473, 900, OO)... ..0re-cecceceeree 
Sundry civil | 26; 245, 454. 82| 22, 385, 540. 96| 22, 662, 310. 58| 26, 079, 257. 49 
E A A EES FTI OS gu 74, 761, 999. 35236, 558, 483. 44| 212, 490, 779. 18 
Deficiencies.. u.. vs:siss: {la EATE a 13,866,719.62| 4, 926, 855.80 
NORE: E (205, 998, 579. 243, 751, 999. 35 250, 425, 208, 06/217, 417, 634. 98 
8, 975, 977. 
Miscellaneous nsss... { + 2,500, 000.00 } 4 SUL, 991.40 13,489, 410,19} 2, 177, 648. 20 
Grand total... por, 474, 557. 15 248, 573, 990. 84 259, 914, 613. 25}219, 595, 283. 18 
Title. | 1835. iss. 1883, | 1882. 

$480, 190. $405, 640. $427, 20.00 $335, 500. 00 
Army w:ssses| 24, 454, 450. 00) 24, 681, 250. 00| 27, 258, 000.00, 26, 687, 800. 00 
Diplomatic an r.| 1,219, 390.00} 1,296, 755.00} 1, 256,655.00, 1,192, 435.00 
District of Columbia ....| 3.559 835.54) 3,507,247, 3, 498, 840. 58| 3) 378. 617.44 
Fortification....... “| 700, 000. 670, 000. 875, 000, 575, 000. 00 
Indian......0... 5,859,402, 91! 5,358,655. 91) 5,229, 374.01! 4,587,866. 80 
ive, ete... 21, 393; 141. 85| 20, 454, 246. 22| 20, 038, 000. 65| 17, 678, 508. 99 
Military Academ 314, 563. $18, 657 835, 557. 822, 435. 37 
NAVY... seoveeceee «| 14,980, 472.59) 15,894, 434. 23| 14, 819, 976. 80, 14, 566, 037. 55 
Pension... 20, 810, 000. 00| 86,575, 000. 00/100, 000, 000. 00) 68, 282, 306. 68 
Office... 7| 49, 040, 400.00) 44, 489, 520. 00| 44, 643, 900.00) 40, 957, 432. 00 
River and harbo: 13, 949, 200, 00!......0vesesseeseenee 18, 738, 875. 00, 11, 441,300.00 
Sundry civil Seen 23, 679, 575 saci 21, 984, 194.12 
—Total...... ..| 179, 060, 480. 69:227, 330, 982. 26 262, 210, $23, 1. 989, 433. 95 
Deficiencies... | 7,057,509.00, 2,749, 911. 951.10) 5,092. 138. 92 
Total.. a See 7, 081, 572. 87 
Miscellaneous -f 9,592/598.40| 1, 912,723.88] 9,413, 614. 1 072, 933. 64 

Grand total ............ p, 710, 588.09 231, 993, 647. 63297, 314, 388. 
Total appropriations for four years 1886 to 1889, inclusive....... . $1,039, 558, 444.42 
Total appropriations for four years 1882 to 1585, inclusive......... 943, 178, 130. 63 
96, 385, 313. 79 


The regular annual appropriations made at this session of Congress 
for the fiscal year 1889, as will be seen from the above table, amount 
to $307,474,557.15. A part of the service of the Government is pro- 
vided for by permanent appropriation. Among these items perma- 
nently provided for is the interest on the public debt, the sinking fund, 
the customs service, etc. The estimate of expenditures for these pur- 
poses can be closely approximated and are fixed by the Secretary of the 
Treasury for 1889 at $115,640,793.90, making the grand total of regu- 
aie 908 0K and permanent appropriations for the fiscal year 1889 $423,- 

The estimated revenue for the fiscal year 1889, as submitted by the 
Administration, from all sources—customs, internal revenue, public 
lands, ete.—amounts to $440,563,734.32, which will leave a balance of 
surplus revenue in the Treasury, after paying the above appropriations 
for the coming year, of $17,448, 378.27. 

I am satisfied that this estimate of revenues is quite liberal for the 
coming year, and will be under, rather than over, that amount at the 
close of the year. 

The attempt at legislation changing the revenue laws has attracted 
the attention of the country, and the uncertainty as to what is to be 
the action of Congress, as well as to what will be the policy of the in- 
coming administration, to be chosen in November next, necessarily af- 
fects business throughout the country and will be felt in the revenues 
of the Government. 

Mr. Speaker, it is but fair that I should call attention to the fact that 
the President gave a pocket veto last year to the riverand harbor bill, 
thereby suspending many mericorious works connected with the public 
improvements throughout the country, which was followed by loss to 
the Government in the wear and destruction of partially completed 
work. All this, as deemed by called for a larger appropria- 


tion for the improvement of rivers and harbors, this year NANE to 


over $22,000,000, than is ordinarily made. These appropriations for 
the year 1889 are much larger than any made since the close of the 
period of extraordinary war expenses. The appropriations for 1839 over 
1888 are $58,900,566.31. The increase over 1884 is $75,480,909. 52. 


But, Mr. § , this is not all. I call attention to the fact that 
to complete th ew ships authorized since the commencementof Cleve- 
land’s and the monitors, will cost, in addition to the 


pacers heretofore and this year made, in round numbers, $18,- 
000,000, while the armament of these ships, in addition to the appro- 
priations made, will cost $9,000,000. We have also passed at this ses- 
sion of Congress a fortification bill providing for the purchase of guns 
and mortars at a cost, in addition to appropriations made, of $6,000,- 
000, making a grand total of expenditures authorized and to be appro- 
priated for in the coming fiscal years of $33,000,000. 

The estimates as to the cost of ships and armamentare made by the 
appropriate bureaus of the Navy Department. With this enormons 
expenditure authorized and made necessary by the enactment of law, 
and the work entered upon or to be entered upon during this fiscal year, 
it is plain to all that the appropriations in the immediate future for the 
public service will probably be increased rather than decreased. 

I call especial attention to the fact that the increase of appropriations 
for 1889 over those for 1888 amounts to $58,900,566.31. The increase 
of appropriations for 1889 over those of 1884 amounts to $75, 480,909.52. 
Many of the items of appropriation no doubt are proper. Perhaps I 
may say most of the appropriations are proper. But when we recollect 
that in the canvass of 1884 the Democratic rallying cry was that the 
publie service was honeycombed with corruption and extravagance, and 
that a change should be had in the conduct of public affairs so thatan 
era of economy might be restored to the country—I say in the light of 
all that, this increase of appropriations over those made under Repub- 
lican administration is significant. One of two things is true, either 
the Republican administration was wonderfully economical—we all 
recollect that it was efficient—or Mr. Cleveland’s administration is 
wonderfully extravagant. The truth is, both statements are true. 


POSTAL SERVICE. 


The increase of appropriations for the postal service has been most 
extraordinary. The appropriations for the service for the year 
1889 are, in round numbers, nearly $61,000,000, while the average ap- 
propriations for the four years under Arthur’s administration were less 
than $45,000,000 per annum, an increase under this present Adminis- 
tration for the year 1889 of $16,000,000 over that period. 

I know that the country is growing and that there is necessarily a, 
large increase in this branch of the public service, but the truth is that 
under Republican administration the estimates submitted by the ad- 
ministration for the postal service were not met by full appropriation. 
On the contrary it was the uniform of Congress to appropriate 
a much less sum than was asked for, while under Mr. Cleveland’s ad- 
ministration, under the lead of the Post-Office Committee of the House, 
with my excellent friend Mr. BLOUNT at its head, the full estimates 
submitted by the Department have been given, and in one instance at 
least, as I am told, the suggestion went from the committee to the Ad- 
ministration that its estimates for the appropriations were not large 
enough, and an increased estimate was forwarded for the consideration 
of Congress and that estimate was appropriated for. 

I do notcomplain atall ofthe proper expenses of the Government for 
this and other Departments, but I do state that the service of the Post- 
Office ment, as now administered and asit has been administered 
under this Administration, is far below, in efficiency and promptness, 
the service under Republican ion. I need not instance 
wherein this service has fallen off, but state the fact, and its truth will 
be recognized by almost every citizen throughout the country, because 
all come in contact with this service. 

ORDINARY EXPENDITURES, 


expenditures of the Government for the years 1886. 

1887, and 1 excluding arp service and sinking fund \ Were. $778, 340, 119. 60 
Add the ordinary expenses of the postal service for the same three 

Ta ees EEE at Siri aero eed eas a See ti FS .- 159, 360, 597. 65 


The ordi 


es RT EEE a ES Set en Be RS 769, 761, 318. 93 
Add postal service... ee 140,553, 739. 91 


T wee, 910, 315,056. 89 , 


three ‘years of 
ewe 27, 385, 650. 36 


Mr. Speaker, it may be of interest to nemibers to have a statement 
of the total ordinary expenditures of the Government for the year 1888, 
including the sinking fund and from postal receipts. I therefore in- 
sert the same in my remarks: 

Toeni Cerin arab expendit 


‘or fiscal year. 
Photo teed. 
Expenditures from postal receipts.. 


364, 555, 674. 03 
Norr.—The amount stated as expended from postal receipts is the sum total 


of those receipts as ascertained for first three quarters of the year and 


approx- 
imated forthe last quarter on basis of prior quarters, 
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INCREASE OF CFFICERS. 

In the campaign of 1884 much was said upon the stump by the sup- 
porters of Mr. Cleveland about the army of unnecessary and over-paid 
officials fastened like barnacles upon the public Treasury, and the ne- 
cessity for whose removal justified the election of Mr. Cleveland. In 
the light of this statement and the pledges of the Democratic party, I 
call attention to the new offices created by legislation since Mr, Cleve- 
land was inaugurated. I hold in my hand a statement of the Clerk of 
the House of Representatives and Secretary of the Senate, made under 
the act of 1836; and from that statement and from an examination of 
the laws passed at this session it appears that there has been an in- 
crease of 799 new oflices under this Administration; that the aggregate 
annual pay of 675 of these is $762,216.50, while 124 of them receive 
per diem pay estimated at an aggregate of $100,090 per annum. This 
statement does not include an army of additional employés provided 
for under his administration in the navy-yards, in public buildings, in 
the customs service, and the postal service. 

I will attach to these remarks a statement in detail touching this in- 
crease of officers and increase of salaries, of which I will speak pres- 
ently, as an appendix. Twenty-five of these new officials are to be 
found in the Agricultural Department, 45 in the office of the Secretary 
the Interior, 35 in the General Land Office, and 100 in the Patent 

ce. 

In the fluctuations of the service of the Government, in fairness I 
should state there has been some decrease in offices, but of slight con- 
sequence in comparison with the increases. 

INCREASE OF SALARIES. 

From this same official statement it appears that under Mr. Cleve- 
land’s administration the salaries of 350 officials have been increased, 
at anannual cost of $52,431.90. And after careful examination of this 
document and of the laws passed, I find that the number of salaries 
reduced under this Administration is 0, and the annual saving by re- 
duction of salaries, 0. 

Mr. Speaker, where, oh where is my honorable and honored friend from 
Indiana, Judge HoLMAN? Why is his harp hanging on the willow? 
Why are the economists on the other side silent? What has become 
of the startling statements that vexed the ear but four short years ago, 
that salaries of public officials were extravagant and extortionate, and 
should be reduced if the Democratic party came into its kingdom? 

I note a few of the increases of salaries: In the Agricultural Depart- 
ment, a botanist, who received $1,800 a year during all the past, is 
now increased to $2,000; a microscopist, from $1,800 to $2,000; an as- 
sistant entomologist, from $1,400 to $1,800; and the Commissioner of 
Agriculture himself has an increase of $500 thrust into his unwilling 
pocket, making his salary $5,000 per annum. 

I do not object to paying proper salaries; but are the loins of these 
Democratic office-holders thicker than were the loins of their Repub- 
lican predecessors? Are they more competent? Are they more vigi- 
lant? Do they ope better service forthe Government? Iam will- 
ing to let the public answer these questions. 


CLEVELAND'S RECORD ON THE SURPLUS AND FINANCE. 


Mr. Speaker, I will present the facts connected with and covering 
the fiscal policy of this Administration, and when presented I willask 
the members of the House and others to draw the proper conclusions 
from the facts I shall present. Forafterall, actions of men and public 
officials speak louder than words. Professions of economy and other- 
wise can be made by any one. But “‘it is not every one that sayeth, 
Lord, Lord, shall enter into the kingdom.”’ 

Mr. Cleveland, on the 25th of February, 1885, before he was inau- 
gurated as President, wrote a letter to Hon. A. J. Warner, then a mem- 
ber of the House, in which, at considerable length, he argued the neces- 
sity, which he claimed to be immediate and imperative, of instant 
legislation authorizing the suspension of the coinage of silver. If Con- 
gress failed to give that legislation and give it at once, he predicted 
bankruptcy and destruction to the business interests of the country. 
I know of no public paper, not excepting his last annual message to 
Congress, that was so positive in its statements and direct in its con- 
clusions as his letter to General Warner. Congress refused the legisla- 
tion, and has refused it since. And the country still survives. 

Further than this, Mr. Cleveland, in his first annual message to Con- 
gress, December, 1886, strongly recommended legislation authorizing 
the discontinuance of the coinage of silver. More than that, he ap- 
pointed Mr. Manning as his Secretary of the Treasury; and Mr, Man- 
ning, in his first report, at great length sought to convince the judgment 
of Congress and of the country that it was absolutely necessary to enact 
legislation authorizing the suspension of silver coinage and the retire- 
ment of United States Treasury notes, commonly called greenbacks. 
In addition to all this, it is in the recollection of gentlemen that the 
President’s chosen friend and representative, Manton Marble, was sent 
to Europe to discuss the problem of bimetalism, and a little later on 
Congress was deluged with the result of his observations and a strong 
recommendation for the suspension of silver coinage. 

In all this Mr. Cleveland had proved himself to be in harmony with 
and active for the interests of those citizens of the United States who 
mostly center in and congregate about Wall street; who have fixed in- 


comes, large blocks of wealth, and are interested in having the pur- 
chasing power of their money appreciated. 
THE SURPLUS, 

From the time of Cleveland’s inauguration to the present, in almost 
all of his messages and public utterances to Congress and otherwise, he 
has discoursed upon the subject of the surplus in the Treasury. The 
surplus has been his care by day and his burden by night. 

I desire to examine the facts touching the surplus in the Treasury, 
its accumulation, and the reasons therefor. It had always been the 
policy of the Republican party to use the surplus revenues in the pay- 
ment of the interest-bearing indebtedness of the United States. So 
thoroughly did President Arthur carry out this policy that on the 4th 
day of March, 1885, when Cleveland was inauguratéd, as shown by the 
finance report of 1885, pagre 12 and 13, the net cash balance (surplus) 
in the Treasury was only $8,764,590.11. 

I here insert in these remarks a statement of the net cash balance, or 
surplus, in the Treasury on the last day of each month from July 31, 
1885, to August 31, 1888, inclusive, as follows: 

Net cash (surplus in Treasury) on dates stated, as shown by public debt 
statements. 
March 4, 1885, commencement of Cleveland’s administration. 


(Finance Report, 1885, pages xii, xiii)... $8, 764, 590. 11 
July 31, 1885..... . 44, 052, 929. 85 
A 31, 1885 + 49,716, 572. 69 
September 30, 1885. 63, 903, 106, 30 
October 31, 1885. 66, 818, 292. 38 
November 30, 1885. 61, 930, 595. 34 
December 31, 1885 ‘71, 018, 872. 23 
January 31, 1886. 79,689, 862, 24 
Feb 28, 1886. ‘72, 298, 202. 92 
March 31, 1896...... . 76,881, 099, 54 
ade 80, 1886. 77, 030, 999, 35 

ay 31, 1886 76, 142, 611. 83 
June 30, 1886. 75,191, 109. 95 
July 31, 1886. 80, 206, 325. 98 
August 31, 1886, 76,527,561. 24 
Bepmenn Dar BLA, coca chaise sasoncnasess eve spunvasrccveesesnecarsbeveres cabs iecabs ates 67, 896, 321. 01 
October 31, 1886... 52,783, 199, 98 
November 30, 1886. , 093, 556. 22 
December 31, 1886 . 42,196, 632.77 
January 31, 1887.. 27,780, 050, 87 
February 28, 1887 . 19,148, 975. 45 

31, . 21,859, 983. 51 
April 30, 1857 84, 886, 088, 20 

ay 31, 1887 23, 951, 692. 44 
June 30, 1887. 40, 853, 369, 28 
July 31, 1887... » 45,698, 594,15 
August 31, 1887 ... . 44,760, 908. 86 
September 30, 1 45, 269, 665.15 
October 31, 1887 56, 758, 704, 83 
November 30, 1887, 55, 258, 701.19 
December 31, 1887... - 69,842,879. 11 
January 31, 1888 . . 85,230, 746.00 
February 29, 1888. . 92,987, 796. 82 
March 81, 1888. 104, 573, 930. 34 
April 30, 1888. 110, 244, 969. 60 
May 31, 1888 94, 706, 617. 08 
June 30, 1888. „ 103, 220, 464.71 
AR UBE SI LBBB ooisccassissho troantstasentsnacessdsocusgsooasaceeenoasa chess ppvadeneysoebens 107, 673, 320, 92 


From the above it will be seen that by July 31, 1885, the surplus 
had increased from $8,000,000, in round numbers, on the 4th of March, 
1885, to $44,000,000, in round numbers. Month by month it steadily 
increased, until the 31st day of December, 1885, it had amounted up 
to $71,000,000, and on the 31st day of July, 1886, to $80,000,000, 

There were outstanding, payable at the option of the Government, 
when Grover Cleveland was inaugurated, $194,000,000 of 3 per cent. 
interest-bearing bonds. Instead of paying these bonds with the7sur- 
plus in the Treasury, the President allowed the surplus to accumulate 
until in July, 1886, the House and Senate united in passing an act 
directing that when the surplus or net cash balance in the Treasury 
exceeded $20,000,000 the President of the United States shonld call 
and pay not less than $10,000,000 of 3 per cent. bonds per month. 
Mr. Manning, then Secretary of the Treasury, insisted that in addition 
to the $100,000,060 in specie held for the redemption of greenbacks 
there should be a working balance of $20,000,000 in the surplus fund. 
Congress agreed with him, and so passed the act, This was near the 
close of the first session of the last Congress, the Forty-ninth. The act 
went to the President for his approval; aud setting a precedent which 
he has followed in many instances since, he held it for ten days, as he 
might under the Constitution, knowing that Congress would adjourn 
before that time. In other words, he gave it a pocket veto. And the 
surplus remained in the Treasury, and the bondholder still continued 
to draw his interest on his bond. 

However, the Congressional elections were approaching in Novem- 
ber, 1886, and this action upon the part of the President aroused so 
much indignation throughout the country that, for the purpose of af- 
fecting the Span as I charge and believe, and perhaps also in com- 
pliance with a positive public opinion, he procecied to calland pay the 
3 per cent. bonds in installments. If he had used the surplus in the 
Tr to call and pay the 3 per cent. bonds they would all have 
been paid in October, 1886, and the most of them long prior to that 
time. And the truth is, they were not called and paid in full until 
July, 1887. If this idle money in the Treasury had been promptly 
paid upon 3 per cent. interest-bearing bonds the people would have 
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saved $4,000,000, in round numbers, of interest that had to be paid on 
account of the action, or rather the non-action, of the President. 

On the 31st day of August, 1887, with the 3 per cent. bonds all paid, 
the surplus had again mounted up to $44,000,000. There were two 
policies open to the President to pursue. One was to purchase 4} per 
cent. interest-bearing bonds, due the Ist of September, 1891, of which 
there were then outstanding $244,000,000, and of which there is now 
outstanding $220,000,000; or the bonds bearing 4 per cent. interest, due 
on the Ist of July, 1907, of which there are outstanding over $700,000,- 
000; or the bonds bearing 6 per cent. interest, due in 1895 and 1896, 
of which there were then and are now outstanding $64,000,000. The 
interest-bearing 4} per cent. bonds due in September, 1891, were 
worth, on the Ist day of September, 1887, 8} per cent. premium. It 
cost to buy a $100 bond on the Ist of September, 1887, $108.50. It 
will cost to pay a $100 bond on the Ist of September, 1891, $100. In 
the mean time four years’ interest at 4} per cent. will have been paid, 
amounting to $18; total, $118. The purchase of these bonds with the 
surplus on the 1st of September, 1887, would have saved to the pock- 
ets of the people $9.50 on every $100 bond. 

The other policy open tothe President was to pile “ee surplus rev- 
enues in the Treasury. He chose thelatterpolicy. Butas the money 
lay idle in the Treasury withdrawn from circulation, as a part of that 
policy he chose to deposit in the national banks, about two hundred 
and fifty in number, $60,000,000 of this surplus, withoutinterest. Ever 
since the organization of the national banks the President has been au- 
thorized to use such banks as the necessities of the Government re- 
quired, as public depositories. But always before this Administration 
they were only used as national depositories when the necessities of 
the Government demanded that they should be so used. The law pro- 
vides that, as security for the Government deposit, the bank shall de- 
posit with the Secretary of the Treasury United States bonds, and under 
the practice and regulation of Republican administrations the average 
deposit was $80 of money to $100 of bond security. Mr. Cleveland’s 
administration, to make it easy for the banks and get the money back 
into circulation, increased the deposit of money upon the bond security 
filed by the banks to $100 and $110 for every $100 bond deposited. In 
the very nature of things this increased the value of the bond; because 
it gave them another and more valuable use than they had before. 
These banks were loaded up with Government deposits through the 
Western National Bank of New York, which was organized and con- 
ducted by Mr. Cleveland’s late Secretary of the Treasury, Mr. ing, 
and his late Treasurer of the United States, Mr. Jordan, the latter of 
whom still conducts that bank. 

Mr. Speaker, I find myself inquiring, why the President adopted the 
policy of miners this large surplus in the Treasury when he could 
have saved to the people over $8,000,000 by purchasing the 4} per cent. 
bonds. Let facts answer the inquiry. 

The President devoted the whole of his annual message at the begin- 
ning of this Congress, in December last, to the discussion of revenue 
legislation, practically recommending a revision of the tariff from the 
standpoint of revenue only, and urged the absolute necessity therefor 
arising from the existence of the large surplus in the Treasury which 
he himself had with so much pains artificially accumulated. In this 
message, anticipating that he would be criticised for not purchasing 
the 44 per cent. interest-bearing bonds, he professed to doubt his an- 
thority to do so for the reason that the legislation was enacted upon an 
appropriation bill, forgetting or not knowing that over half of all the 
legislation resting upon the Federal statute-books was enacted upon 
appropriation bills; forgetting, too, as it seems to me, that the provision 
under which he draws his salary of $50,000 a year was enacted upon an 
appropriation bill, I read the law of 1881 so that the House and the 
country can again see whether there was doubt, legitimate doubt, 
touching its efficacy and permanent force. It is as follows: 


That the Secretary of the Treasury may, atany time, apply the surplus money 
in the Treasury not otherwise appropriated, or so much thereof as he may con- 
sider proper, to the purchase or redemption of United States bonds, provided 
that the bonds so purchased or redeemed shall constitute no part of the sinking 
fund, but shall be redeemed and canceled, 


It was so clearly the judgment of Congress that these bonds should 
be purchased with the surplus deposited in the national banks and in 
the Treasury, that on the 29th day of February of this year the House 
of Representatives, so far as it could, by its passage through the House, 
re-enacted the law of 1881. ItwenttotheSenate. TheSenateamended 
the House bill by providing for an increased coinage of silver, and sent 
it back to the House for its approval. The President, still retaining 
his dislike, amounting to almost hatred, for silver coinage, made haste 
to por non-action upon the Senate amendment by the House; and 
to let himself down from the false position he had placed himself in by 
his message, and if possible relieve himself from adverse criticism for 
his failure to purchase interest-bearing bonds of the Government, 
through his friends in the House secured the passage of a resolution 
declaring, as the sense of that body, that the law of 1881 gave him the 
authority to purchase bonds with the surplus. This declaratory reso- 
lution was passed on the 16th of April last. Since that time the Presi- 
dent has purchased $18,000,000 of 4 per cent. bonds and $8,000,000 of 
4} per cent. bonds; and thatisall. Jn the mean time the surplus in the 


increased until, on the 3ist day of August last, it amounted 
to $107,000, 000. 

The $220,000,000 of bonds of the United States due in September, 
1891, three years from now, can be bought to-day at 6} per cent. pre- 
mium. Why does not the President buy them? Of this $107,000,000 
surplus $20,000,000, as claimed by the Treasury Department, should 
be held for a working balance, leaving the surplus that could be de- 
voted to-the purchase of bonds at $87,000,000, If applied to the pur- 
chase of $80,000,000 of 44 percents the account would stand as follows: 

If these bonds are not purchased, but run to maturity, it will cost to 
pay $80,000,000, the principal, Ist of September, 1891, $80,000,000; 
with three years’ interest added, $10,800,000; making total $90,800,- 
000. If purchased to-day, with the surplus, at 6} per cent. premium, 
it will cost to pay for the same, $85,200,000, thus saving by the pur- 
chase thereof $5,600,000. 

This would place the money now idle in the Treasury and deposited 
in the national banks in circulation among the people. What objec- 
tion, what valid objection, to the purchase of these bonds can be made 
by the President or any one else? It is true, if the money were so ex- 
pended it would effectually dispose of the surplusin the Treasury, and 
the revenues for the coming year would but slightly exceed the expend- 
itures under the appropriations we have made during this Congress for 
the public service. Itis true, too, that if this policy were pursued there 
would be no surplus with which to alarm the country. The artificial 
foundation which the President has built up to stand upon while he 
demands a revision of the tariff laws from the free-trade standpoint, 
would be swept away. It would then be out of his power to satisfy 
the free-trade sentiment in the South by harping about the surplus and 
the necessity for its reduction. It would seriously inconvenience the 
pet national banks of the Administration who now enjoy the $60,000,- 
000 of deposits without interest. It would disgust the great importing 
interest of New York, that has its head and pocket in Europe and one 
of its hands in New York ready to gather profit by the increased im- 
portation of foreign goods and the levying of commissions on the sale 
thereof in the United States. 

Mr. Speaker, I say again there is but one correct course to pursue. 
Call in that portion of the surplus deposited with the national banks. 
That will relieve, in round numbers, $60,000,000 of bonds held for 
its security, and we will thus lower the price of the bonds that the 
Administration should purchase under the law. 

Mr. Speaker, in conclusion let me say I have hurriedly stated some 
facts concerning the fiscal policy of the Government under this Admin- 
istration. When fully understood throughout the length and breadth 
of the country by the masses of the people they will correctly deter- 
mine the reason why the President adopted such a policy. 

Let me give my opinion now. The President came into power 
under a declaration in favor of one term, pointing out with great 
clearness the danger to the Republic from a second term, reflecting 
the sentiment expressed in the last clause of the fifth resolution of 
the national Democratic platform of 1872, which says: ‘‘It is imper- 
atively required that no President shall be a candidate for re-election.’ 
No sooner was he elected, however, and inaugurated, than he 
to pave the way for a renomination and, as he hoped, a re-election to 
the Presidency. The solid South, in favor of a tariff for revenue only, 
and New York, New Jersey, and Connecticut, or their equivalent, 
would not only dictate his nomination, but, as he hoped, insure his 
election. And I am justified in saying, from the facts above detailed, 
that his fiscal policy was deliberately entered upon to satisfy the South. 
force a revision of the tariff from the standpoint of revenue only, an 
at the same time to secure the influence of the t wealth concen- 
trated in our commercial metropolis of New York, including the im- 
porting interests of the country. 

Mr. Garfield, in addressing the House at one time touching the ap- 
propriations for the support of the Government and the raising of the 
necessary revenue to pay the same, said: 

Singdees aN Af one Of Gils sonnel OE alone abana seryire Ue wast 
deluge, ifit were the only fragment left after dry land appeared, from that an- 


ig budget alone could be read and reconstructed the entire history of thena- 
ion, 


I indorse the correctness of this statement, and assert that from 
the budgets covering the appropriations and the fiscal policy of this 
Administration, from the President’s message to this Congress, from 
the President’s policy in piling up the surplus in the Treasury instead 
of paying the bonds, and later purchasing the bonds, and from his rec- 
ommendations from time to time touching the fiscal relations of the 
Government, that he deliberately conspired to weld the solid South 
together with Wall street, and upon the structure thus erected climb 
into a second term as President of the United States. 

A word in conclusion. I do not believe that the revenues can be 
safely reduced, with the appropriations for 1889 staring us in the face, 
to the amount of $75,000,000, or $50,000,000, or even $30,000,000 per 
annum. If the Republican party comes into power, I have no doubt 
that with its experience, the intelligence of the people composing it, 
and their devotion to the country, it will be enabled to administer the 
affairs of thé Government with greater economy and greater efficiency 
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ment. Yet atleast in one direction we would have to increase the ex- 
peniitures of the Governmént under the pledges made in our plat- 
form and to carry out the real desire of-the party. We are pledged 
to the enactment of laws giving just pensions to the soldiers of the late 
war. And asone member of that party, while I am in public life rep- 
resenting the poopie I will not be content until the soldiers of the late 
war are placed at least in as favorable a condition as to pensions by the 
laws of the country | which they preserved as the soldiers of the Mexi- 
can war. In my opinion the tariff can not be successfully revised with 
safety to our industrial interests and to labor until it is revised by that 
party under whose policy the industries of the country have been di- 
versified, and while I believe the friends of protection can and will 
amend our revenue laws as wisdom shall dictate, yet it is true ac- 
cording to present appropriations and expenditures there can not be 
any great reduction of revenues without causing a deficiency. I thank 
the House for its attention. 


APPENDIX. 
Vew offices created during the Forty-ninth and Fiftieth Congresses. 
FORTY-NINTH CONGRESS, FIRST SESSION. 


‘MISCELLANEOUS. 


onnl ag ge Oo ea persons actually em- 


engineer 
Expert A antet ALTAE Rel pee Car AMNS ER 
pisipay at $5 day each... 


Sculptor, at $5 per day ........0-.ccecseccrsevscersscsovenereccewrenssoseen ser 
Foreman, at $4 per day..... ‘ 
‘Time-keeper and 7 


tchmen, ‘at $6) per month 
Laborers, at $1,50 per day. = 
ages agente mech two additional land districts in 

and one in Colorado, at $500 each and fees.........-.. 


OD ST bo H HA pa fk ak pead fat fd ta fd OÒ BO BO P ad past ad pad pat 


1 500.00 
1 2,000. 00 
1 1,000.00 
1 1,600, 00 
1 1,400.00 
1 2,000. 00 
1 3,000.00 
2 960.00 
1 1,200.00 
1 ‘000. 00 
a 385.00 
1 800.00 
1 180. 00 
1 300,00 
10 9, 000.00 
2 720.00 
Laborer. 1 400.00 
Janitors of school buildings, at $500 each. E OERA KAKEN 3 1,500. 00 
MONTANA TERRITORY, 
Additional associate justice.............eeserseeserrse-soresse wie riae 1 3,000.60 
UNITED STATES SENATE. 
Messen ger.......ccrereetecseensererterss errors revenersesonses sessenssevewaes cesses coves 1 1, 440.00 
CIVIL SERVICE COMMISSION, 
aquysesereuy seven eevbedssdossscesescossccsssbpeceupsovorenooseel 1 | 1, 600. 00 
wonseed| 2 i 1,800. 00 
STATE DEPARTMENT, 
Telegraph Operator. ..c....:.10cc.scpcrcscesososccssesssseevsvonsosaeeessseses nepon 1 1,250.00 
TREASURY DEPARTMENT. 
Sowas Ante eae Š DAD 
ORE 1 680.00 
1 500. 00 
5 1, 290.00 
„4| 2000.06 
2 2,800.00 
1 1,000. 00 


tinued. 


FORTY-NINTH CONGRESS, FIRST SESSION—continued. 


Title. 
annum. 
TREASURY DEPARTMENT—continued. 
Secretary's ary Raa RAE 
= presi Rt F900 ENOld...........ccc0e. 2 $1, 890.00 
ESSENER... nereo 2-cecee 1 840,00 
paa at $660 each. 2 1, 320,00 
Laborer... soose une bavieceus sowensecesenenbe 1 550.00 
Office First Comptroller: 
a at $1,600 EE firma PERTEN 2 3,200, 00 
Sii I raa 
10, 
Second Auditor's 
Messenger.. 1 810.00 
Trevanit clerk 1 
au erk. 2,500.00 
Cat ESNE 1 1,890, 00 
bases 1 2, 400.00 
1 1,200, 00 
Se Se 1 840.00 
2 2, 400,00 
Separators, at $660-each ...... 3 1,980.00 
Su 2 3, 200.00 
Folders, at $660 3 1, 980,00 
Subtreasury, “Philadelphia: 
Watchmen, at $720 €8.ch qu. 0.2... sccsscscses seoesses rossoqnseses sadessesened 2 1,440.00 
WAR DEPARTMENT. 
RI a T RER ssvotesncedessnnsenee tee pqscmee $ 1 660. 00 
rarasaan a at $240 each... ........c<000- J 4 960.00 
W: in public reservations, at $660 ench... -oo 7 2 1,320.00 
NAVY DEPARTMENT. 
AT a IE ons secs cpensceccnccivcsctebs ves 1 ‘800, 00 
Watchman.........eceree 1 720. 00 
Assistant draughtsman. .......0.00000s ccs res serine as svecersseuer eneeress: 1 1,600. 00 
-- INTERIOR DEPARTMENT. 
Secretary's Office: 
Members board pension appeals, at $2,000..... 12, 
imspectors public land merc at $2, 5, 
1 
8, 


Telephone operator .. o 
Charwomen, at tamo COE NETRANE ERII 
General Land O: 

| Law 


Phe 


a 


Siion laborers, at $720-each... 
at $360 each... 
mra ta Eabar S 


Bisbee tsisdtotots GSRR GRA oni amamiia 
Hippies oF RRS 

BESESUSESSEES 5835858 SSS 882838 

SSSSSSSSSSSSS 28233828 SES 238383 


5, 
1 1,800. 00 
1 1,400.60 
4 2, 880. 00 
8 1,980. 00 
3 720. 00 
Additional district judge. ........1....sscesseovessevsemnsssneseorecsn teense te wm ere: S 8,500.00 
FORTY-NINTH CONGRESS, SECOND SESSION, 
MISCELLANEOUS. 
Additional United States circuit judge.......cecececseseeee senrenereres $6, 000.00 
Additional land officein W: oming Territory, egisterand re- 
ceiver, at $500 each, aNd 10€S........0eceecrecesnenseseersersnssees e 6, 000.00 
INTERSTATE COMMERCE COMMISSION. 
Commissioners, at $7,500 5 37,500. 00 
Seoretary. eS 1 8, 500. 00 
NEW MEXICO TERRITORY. 
Additional associate justice............. soneue eenssreenrnersesneorsnennennesnesee 1 3,000, 00 
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FORTY-NINTH CONGRESS, SECOND SEssIoN—continued. FIFTIETH CONGRESS, FIRST SESSION—continued. 


Title. 


DIPLOMATIC AND CONSULAR SERVICE. SENATE—continued. 
Secretary of My yee and consul-general at Corea.......0+ ERRORS A E 
Consuls, at $2,500 each ‘ 

Consuls, at $2,000 each.. 
Consuls, at $1,500 each, 


Draughtsman... wevoveusen eownens aap 1 2,000.00 
‘Assistants in folding-room, ‘at $600 each... 2 1, 200,00 
on RE E RESTS 1 660, 00 
Watchmen, at $720 each, 2 1, 440. 00 
Botanical elerk ... 1 840,00 
1 2, 000. 00 
1 1, 400, 00 
os 1 1, 000, 00 
1 2,500. 00 
1 1, 600, 00 
1 1, 500.00 
1 1, 200.00 
1 660.00 
1 600. 00 
1,000, 00 
DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA. 1,500.00 
1, 200. 0¢ 
Janitors, school buildings, at $500 Cach.......,..csseccssssseereeeseneeees 2, 000. 0¢ 
Policemen, at $900 each ...... 0... nesete 1, 200.08 
Dfivers of patrol wagons, at $260 cach... 1,000. 00 
NAVY DEPARTMENT. 
Under a general provision contained in the naval appropria- 
tion act authority is given to employ and pay from appro- 1,400.00 
prenions for increase of the Navy,without limitas to num- 900,00 
r or compensation, draughtsmen, clerks, and other em- 1, 440.00 
ple ‘és. On April 7, 1888, as shown Ales the report on the 1, 600. 00 
slative ap; priation bill of this session, there were 
kes ployed under this authority ninety persons at compen- 
gation ranging from $1.50 to $5.50 per ABy.........0-.ccccsssssenenses a ae eaters 3 
Assistant BEA BE DOO Bn E tise EE SRAD, 2, 
HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. Watchmen, at $720 each .. 7, 


Plumber. 


sesessee esenee] 


Assisiant file Clerk.......ccccscsess seos sceneseees 
GIVIL-SERVICE COMMISSION, 


Booman Sr. 
BERSSSSSS 
883328888 


Prppnm 


= TREASURY DEPARTMENT. 3 
Charwomen, at S240 each .....ssessessessenesosssorsisssessscerssetssasoosssessnn 


b 
2°. 


Second Auditor's Office: Computer, Naval Observatory. 1 200.00 
Cierks, at $1,300 each.. 2 3,600.00 Assistant draughtsman. 1 1400-00 
Clerks, at $1,600 each... pi 3, 200. 00 EEE RY, 1 1,200.00 
Charwomen, at $240 each 2 1 900, 00 

Sixth Auditor's Office: 1 1, 800.00 
Assorter of money orders., 1 720.00 Clerks, “at $1,200 each... 4 4, 800. 00 
conto Omen: wececevess. ee ceessen case: 1 660.00 for naval records . ~ renad 

Treasu £ Copyista, at $720 . 
irangers iga ony h.. 7 Tmo =i ey ‘MENT. : g 

at eac 
Feeders, at $660 each .. 6 ~i E = 
Clerk in subtreasury a! 1 2 1, 800. 00 
3 6,000. 00 
WAR DEPARTMENT. 
Clerk to retired General of the Army .....--..-sseeeseneesseneneen seen 3 7s 
4 6, 400.00 
INTERIOR DEPARTMENT. 3 4, 200.00 
2 400.00 
= TOO 5 5O00 
REE Bee he 
. Clerks, ai ry $1,200 each... ST OSEN A ESEE 3 600, 00. 
2| 1,800.00 | Patent Office: a 
Laborers, at 3 1820.00 Oapel gamine ats = os 9 spite SEES D 12ean 
+ LADOrerS, BE FOOU CACI.......sccccsesseosoeeoseeocceccessocooseesososeeessesosoceesse 5 T] at each. 
Law cl at $2,000 3 6, 000. 00 
Clerks, at $2,000 each... nns 2| 4,000.00 eee. A I acct 
COURT OF CLAIMS. Office P G l: 3 er 
Clerks, at $1,200 Ca ch..........0csc0ce+ssecrresereeceeresnnsses Aog o Paa o pea S PPT ps 1. 
Total, Forty-ninth Congress.............:csscecseesesssenseeensen =) Peover bea : xen 
FIPTIETH CONGRESS, FIRST SESSION. Letter Office. 1 1,000.00 
a a at = OR E TEAT bina 2,700.00 
oney: er Office: 
AONAR OAE ESERE AEEY 5 moe rks, s at $1,200 each...... eg ear t A 2| 2,400.00 
Clerk to the Speaker. 1 600.00 kx p ons: 
Seena dn cae 2| too | an Clerk a ce aes! 
er each 4 000, 00 

Clerks, at $800 each 2 Í 600. 00 $ aea 

Clerk, to continue Di REARS Se 1 2,000. 00 

Committee clerks, at $5 per day each during 8 5, 804.00 : vores 

SENATE. 2 430.00 

Clerks to committees, at $2,220 each... 2 4, 440. 00 

Messenger.......... enadoccceroee: 1 1, 800. 00 3,000.00 
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Salaries increased during the ae and Fiftieth Congresses—Con- 
tinu 


Till No. i 7, Increase 
. a eee Tis No. |ptrannun. 
DEPARTMENT OF LABOR. LIBRARY co 
Disbursing clerk ynni nonne nenn 1| $1,900.00 ASEN 
Clerks, at each. .00 | Assistants, from $430 to $600....cccssecssseressesssessuee atanla 240. 
gem Aem S a a R = a 
ler) at each. < , 600. Y 
Clerks, at $1,200 each. | á| 4800.00 La ia 
Clerks, at $1, *000 each. a 3 3, 000. 00 sree of electric-light plants at $1,900 in lieu ofa clerk at 
Messenger Soddecta conan ber 1 340.90 300.00 
+ Watchmen, at $720 each... “4 3 1, 440. 00 PP SOES from $180 to $240.. 5, 100.00 
Special agents, at $1,600 es 2 8, 200.00 | Additional to bookkeepers, $100 200.00 
DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA. Chief of warrant division, from 2. 750 to 250. 00 
Collector's office: 
Cherie, at GL B00 Ghali sieas as yon ons cas eos tnhntndannceesabdundicennsnavees 2 2, 400. 00 WAR DEPARTMENT, 
Motzepoihas popa: 1 1,320.00 
eutenant weed +320. Charw: , fro BO CO SEW oe car ceocesnchunsretecnad -wheacasendee ANDA . 
Sergeants, ai $i,140 each 2| 2280.00 ee EES R 3 =e 
Privates, at $900 each... 30 | 27,000.00 , T 
Station-keepers, at $720 each.. 2 1,440. 00 STATE, WAR, AND NAVY BUILDING. 
oe > $000 | Charwomen, from $180 {0 $240..scsssssssssmscessesssenice sees eneesecens sa] 3,240.00 
2 2,000. 00 POST-OFFICE DEPARTMENT. 
= 1, ees Superintendent free delivery, from $2,100 to $2,500... t 400. 
i 810.00 | Charwomen, from $180 to $240 19| 1,140.00 
6 4,800.00 
1 600.00 DEPARTMENT OF JUSTICE. 
$960. Engineer, from $1,000 to $1,200... 1 200. 00 
Public DARAN 5 cog Charwomen, from $180 to $240.... 5 300.00 
Janitors, at $500 each... | 6| 8,000.00} _ 
Janitors, at $250 each.. 5 750. 00 
Janitors, at $165 each > 9 | 1,485.00 FORTY-NISTH CONGRESS, SECOND SESSION. 
AGRICULTURAL DEPARTMENT. | 
Clerk to disbursing officer............... 1 1, 400. 00 3N 
Assistant botanist.. 1| 1,400.00 ina tas ONE 
1 1,000. 00 Interpreter to Jewstion in Prete on $2,500 to $3,000........... x $500. 00 
DIPLOMATIC AND CONSULAR SERVICE. nsul at Antwerp, from to a = 500. 00 
Consular clerk, fr 1,000 to $1,200. 00 
Secretaries of legation to Argentine Republic an Venezue- en oma a He ii 
Son, m4 G1; n case A E a A TE A sdacotsicsadoboasvs esee] 2| 3,000.00 SENAT 
Commercial tat Boma, in the Lower Gongo Basin, 1 4,000.00 
Consular clerks at Toronto and Brussels, at $800 each..... 2 1,600.00 | Clerk to committee at annual instead of session 2 1 1, 230.00 
Assistant clerk to committee, from $1,600 to $1, 300. 1 200. 00 
Grand total........... A E ANEA A boven R CR 799 | 762,216.50 | Assistant doorkeeper, from $1,600 to $1,800... 1 200. 00 
Superintendent document-room, from $2, 592 to SB 1 408. 00 
ade thet hundred ge pies Bor aal nen new omes above rofeered to in- | Page in document-room, from $720 to $900........ccecsesersensersesrerene 1 | 180. 00 
clude four under the Con jon: brary Commission and n ety j 
under ee Department paneer ad pow diem compensation, the aggro- re HOUER OF- REPRESENTATIVES. | 
gate Ng Shion; g indefinite, is not theluded in the above sum total of 62,- Private seerctary to Speaker, from $1,800 to > $2,102 40 1 302. 40 
xd Clerk to eee table, from $1,600 to $2,102. 1 502.40 
pass z s A Clerks, from $3,000 to $3,600 each... 4 2, 400, 00 
Salaries increased during the Forty-ninth and Fiftieth Congresses. Disbursing clerk, from $2,250 to $2, 1 250. 00 
į Committee clerk, from $2,500 to $3,000. 1 500. 00 
FORTY-NINTH CONGRESS, FIRST SESSION. | Assistant committee clerk, from $1,200 to § 1 400.00 
1 
| ly, ! WEST POINT MILITARY ACADEMY, 
Title. No, | Increase | 
| perannum. Clerk to disbursing officer, from Eae wae nice 1 300. 00 
— ! | Clerk to adjutant, from $1,200 to $1,500... 1 300.00 
FOREIGN SERVICE. j | DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA, 
TE at Srpndy, and Navigator's Islands, from $1,500 to i Assistant attorne; 1 100, 00 
eet erie aca RK GOL), 11 Re tee hee eee basa Ba 1| s00-00 
neral al ova m x 0 Janitor school bu ing, m o x 
| Laborers, from $420 to H80.......ccceee NPD 8 480.00 
SENATE. 
{ TREASURY DEPARTMENT. 
Committee clerk, from session to annual pay.........++ coessesesceeeee R. 1,230.00 | 
Secretary to Vice-President, fro m $2,102.40 t N S2220.. sos soeses sesse i 1 117.69 | Clerk to the Secretary of the Treasury, from $2,000 to $2,400... 1 400. 00 
HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. | $ POST-OFFICE DEPARTMENT, 
Committee clerks, from session to annual pay . 2, 2,020.0 , Superintendent free delivery, from $2,500 to $3,000... 500. 00 
Page, from session to annual pay.... 1i 487.50 
i f 
INTERIOR DEPARTMENT. : | : 
Indian Office: 4 | FIFTIETH CONGRESS, FIRST SESSION. 
Assistant Commissioner of ee Affairs, MEN in lieu È t 
E rr at $2,000. ESELA E SI SS TE PEEN aosotousens| Í 1,000.00 | j j 
General Lan S 3! os i HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES, 
Law clerks, from 000 to Each.. nosos penoreds cesses sence: mines i . CD į 
z Í Assistant Erra ETA from $1,440 to $1,800 each... 2 $720.00 
AGRICULTURAL DEPARTMENT, : Electrician, from $1,150 ENO ESR 1 100, 00 
i ‘Annual instead of session clerk to the Committee on Elec- 
Botanist, from $1,800 to A pag 1; 200.00 IDS seccccses saceue: esaverosevecevense: eusesbbabers ands cesencasobesscaneacongensseseneuienpes 1| 1,280. 00 
from $1,800 1 200. 00 ' 
Assistant entomologist, on S400 to $1,800... 1 400.00 SENATE. i 
DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA. Annual instead of session clerk to omua anesso puestuceues eetese 1 1,494.00 
j ae Assistant in document-room, from $900 to $1,200. shies 1 | 300.00 
1 140. 00 LIBRARY OF CONGRESS, 
7 280.00 
2 89.00 | Assistant, from $960 to $1,400, .............. se 1) 440. 00 
9 360.00 
5 1, se on TREASURY DEPARTMENT. 
Sonics oa ens 1 300.00 | First st Comptroller's Office: 
Janitor, school building, from 1 300. 00 Clerks, from $1,600 to $1,800... 2 400. 00 
Clerk, from $1,200 to $1,400 1 200. 00 Clerks, from $900 to $1,200..... 3 900. 00 
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Salaries increased during the ie are and Fiftieth Congresses—Con- 
tinued. 


FIFTIETH CONGRESS, FIRST sEssioN—continued. 


Title. No. | 2nerease 


TREASURY DEPARTMENT—continued, 
re 


Bureau of Navigation: 
Clerk, acting deputy commissioner, from $1,800 to $2,000... $200. 00 
Mint Bureau: 
1 300.00 
1 200, 00 
1 300, 00 
WAR DEPARTMENT. 
J sag Ap A ough at Office: 
Shief Clerk, from $1,800 to $2,000.......sscssceseeesereenesesseneessnane 1 200. 00 
Office Architect of the Capitol: 
Watchmen, from $720 to $840 Cachy.......66 ccscsessesserenceerennenees 7 840. 00 
POST-OFFICE DEPARTMENT. 
easaperintendent, from $2,250 to $2,500. 1 259.00 
uperini en m PR GOO scnnsscsnnsenesesde bbdévessvovas i 
Money-Order Office: 
Firemen, from $720 to $1,000............-scsseccseccssesscsenesenerneseeen 1 280. 00 
n DEPARTMENT OF JUSTICE, 
Telegraph operator, from $1,000 to $1,200.......ssessssssssesersensnsnounes 1 $200. 00 
DEPARTMENT OF LABOR. 
Cómmissioner, from $3,000 to $5,000........ssrsrsspesensrsesssenenrarserserss 1 2, 000. 00 
Chief Clerk, from $2,000 to $2,500... en 1 500.00 
Special agents, from $1,400 to $1,600........ssisssnesssrsssnarnrenrnunsesaese 4 800. 00 
DEPARTMENT OF AGRICULTURE. 
Commissioner, from $4,500 to $5,000.....:ccccccssssssessserseeeneereeseese 1 500. 00 
Chief of accounts division, from $1,800 to $2,000.. att 1 200. 00 
Librarian, from $1,400 to $1,800..............e00000 1 400. 00 
Fireman, from £0 E RIIET E 1 280. 00 
Superintendent folding-room, from $1,200 1 200, 00 
Assistant microscopist, from $1,000 to $1,200. 1 200.00 
Assistant chemist, from $1,600 to $1,800..... 1 200. 00 
Assistant chemist, from $1,400 to $1,600..... 2 200. 00 
Superintendent garden and grounds, from $2,250 to $2,500.. ...... i 250.09 
Chief of seed division, from $1,800 to $2,000............sssssersrsesaessee 1 200. 00 
DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA. 
Inspector of plumbing, from $1,800 to $2,000., .........rrrrrrrrsreersess 1 200. 00 
Superintendent of police, from $2,600 to $2,700. ...........+-rseseneeeee 1 100.00 
DIPLOMATIC AND CONSULAR SERVICE, 
Minister resident and consul-general in Corea, from $5,000 to y EGON 
Minister resident at Uruguay and Paraguay, from $5,000 to : 
IT SID ERIAN IO sca PIEI saveve paansekaheovnre senses cudacedbndosci dgdouseisans veer nee 1 2,500, 00 
Consul at Prague, from $2,000 to $3,000. 1 1,000. 00 
=| 350| 52,431.90 


The following interruptions occurred in the course of Mr. CANNON’S 


speech: 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. Then, if I understand my friend, not only 
will there be no surplus, but there really will be a deficiency if these 
appropriations are made, 

Mr. CANNON. - Yes, sir. I will discuss that further on. But I 
will say to my friend at this point that these appropriations for the 
year 1889 are within $17,000,000 of the estimated revenues, and the 
estimates are certainly high enough. Gentlemen may say that these 
appropriations will not all be expended in 1889; but I took occasion 
yesterday to examine the records for a number of years back, and I 
found that, taking one year with another, the expenditures have usu- 
ally been substantially equal to the appropriations. It is true that all 
the exact sums which we appropriate this year may not be paid out, 
but other money will go out of the Treasury in consequence of works 
heretofore provided for by law. 

I hope I shall now have the undivided attention of the gentleman 
from Indiana [Mr. HOLMAN], as I approach ground which I shall tread 

- with hesitating steps, because of the pain which I will necessarily in- 
flict upon the economists of this House who have built up their repu- 
tations by a quarter of a century of faithfal watching, and are now 
doomed to have them all blasted in the twinkling of an eye. [Laugh- 
ter.] Irefer to the increase in the number of offices under this Ad- 
ministration. 

Mr, TAULBEE. Mr. Speaker, would it disturb the gentleman if I 
should ask him a question? 

Mr. CANNON. If the gentleman has something upon his mind 
which he desires to get off I will give him an opportunity to do so, and 
will put it in at the end of my manuscript. [Laughter. ] 

Mr. TAULBEE. I will not break into the gentleman’s manuscript 
now. I would like to ask the gentleman a guestion at this point. 


XIX—545 


Mr. CANNON, I will hear the gentleman’s question and answer it 
at the end of my remarks. 

Mr. TAULBEE. I would like very much to have it appear in the 
RECORD in connection with the statement which the gentleman has 
res made. Iam quite sure the gentleman does not intend to be un- 


Mr. CANNON. I have my remarks in manuscript, and if the gen- 
tleman wants to shine in the RECORD in connection with myself, he 
can do so at the end of my remarks. 

Mr. TAULBEE. I believe the gentleman has stated—— 

Mr. CANNON. A question, if you please. 

Mr. TAULBEE. My question will appear presently. The gentle- 
man read from his manuscript that over seven hundred new offices had 
been created. Now, I want to know whether he wishes to be under- 
stood that there have been more than seven hundred offices created in 
addition to the temporary force assigned to the Agricultural Bureau 
and the Pension Bureau from year to year? 

Mr. CANNON. I meant to say just this: that by the official docu- 
ments prepared annually under authority of law every year since 1636 
by the Clerk of the House and the Secretary of the Senate, whose duty 
it is made by law to prepare a statement of the new offices created, it 
does appear that these seven hundred and ninety-nine new offices of 
which I have spoken have been created since Grover Cleveland was 
inaugurated. That is what I say, and that is all I meant to say. 

Mr. TAULBEE. Let me understand the gentleman. Is that in ad= 
dition to the temporary force that was assigned during the year prior 
to the advent of this Administration—for instance, to the Agricultural 
Bureau, and the seed department, and the special examiners in the 
Pension Office? 

Mr.CANNON. Oh, certainly. I am speaking now from the official 
documents of the last Congress, and from a careful examination of the 
laws passed by this Congress. For the gentleman’s satisfaction I will 
append to my remarks a statement in detail touching the increase in 
the offices and of salaries. i 

Upon that resolution, being an expression of opinion by such emi- 
nent financiers as the chairman of the Committee on Ways and Means, 
all the gentlemen from Missouri, and the balance of us, the President 
agreed to commence buying Government bonds. 

Mr.BLAND. Did the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. CANNON] vote 
for that resolution? 

Mr. CANNON. Oh, yes. Why, my friend, when you elect a Presi- 
dent who has not sufficient knowledge of public affairs, or sufficient 
ability, to construe the laws, or sufficient patriotism to administer the 
laws, and who, for wise or unwise purposes, for pure or impure pur- 
poses, halts in their execution, or declines to execute them until I pass 
my opinion, I will pass that opinion every time, because it is the best 
I cando under the circumstances. [Applause on the Republican side. } 

And, Mr. Speaker, although the President has failed to do this for 
months and for years past, and although he has outraged good sense 
and good judgment for months and for years past by that failure, even 
now, if he would come in to-morrow and buy eighty millions of those 
bonds, take the money out of the national banks and save that $80,- 
000,000 of interest to the people, it would be worth more to him 
than ten thousand retaliation messages. I do not think that “‘ burnt 
brandy” will save him, so far as the next election is concerned. 
[Laughter.] But if he wants to do some good electioneering, the 
course I have suggested is the best that he can adopt. That is what 
President Harrison is going to do shortly after the 4th of March next. 
[Laughter and applause on the Republican side. J 

[Mr. BURNES withholds his remarks for revision. See APPENDIX. ] 

Mr. BURNES. I do notsee my colleague on the committee, the 
gentleman from Alabama [Mr. FORNEY], present, but in his behalf I 
now ask unanimous consent that further debate be limited to one hour 
upon the pending proposition, and fifteen minutes more which the 
gentleman from Arizona [Mr. SMITH] desires to occupy. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection to the request of 
the gentleman from Missouri? 

Mr. PAYSON. I object. ; 

Mr. BURNES. What time will suit the gentle:z2u from Illinois ? 

Mr. PAYSON. Ican not tell. If I may make a single suggestion, 
it seems to me that after the gentleman from Missouri itr. BurRNeEs] 
and my colleague from Illinois [Mr. CANNON] have consumed the 
greater part of a legislative day in discussing a matter with which 
this audience has no more concern than it has with the question of 
which animal first entered the ark, the suggestion comes with rathera 
bad grace from that quarter that only one hour shall be devoted to the 
discussion of a proposition which confessedly involves the expenditure 
of fourteen or fifteen millions of the public money. 

Mr. BLOUNT. I ask unanimous consent that the gentleman from 
Illinois [Mr. Payson] may proceed for one hour if he so desires. 

Mr. PAYSON. I thank the gentleman. 

Mr. KELLEY. In connection with that request, I would like to 
have permission to make a brief response to the hour speech of the gen- 
tleman from Illinois [ Mr. pea ag 
. Mr, PAYSON. Mr. Speaker, I think that the discussion had better 
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goon in the regular way. We understand well enough that there is 
not a quorum present, and no matter what conclusion may be arrived 
at, whenever any proposition is presented to which there is earnest op- 
position nothing will be done but raising the point of no quorum, a 
cali of the roll, and probably a call of the House. The debate upon 
this Library proposition, if I may venture to say so, will not be entirely 
uninteresting. Atall events, it will be more profitable than an empty 
roll-call, and I therefore suggest that the debate had better go on in 
the regular way. The gentleman irom Pennsylvania [Mr. KELLEY] 
feels a deep interest in this discussion, not only in the subject-matter of 
the debate, but also in some of the gentlemen connected with it. 
Whether anything will be said which will require a reply from him I do 
not know. 

Mr. FORNEY. I suggest that the gentleman from Minois [Mr. 
Payson] proceed in his own hour. 

Mr. PAYSON. Verywell. Mr. Speaker, at the outset I wish to say 
to the House, though perhaps it is not necessary, that I shall endeayor 
to confine myself to the pending subject-matter, in a parliamentary 
sense, which is the adoption of the report of a committee of conference 
with reference to the further construction of the public Library build- 
ing; it being conceded, as I understand, that of the different amend- 
ments, including this, which have been submitted to the conference 
there isonly one about which there will be any discussion here, namely, 
the proposition with reference to the continuation of the construction 

-of the building for additional accommodations for the Congressional Li- 
brary as proposed. 

I said to the House on Friday last, when I had the honor to receive 
its attention for a time, that, the bill being called up as it was withont 
a moment’s notice, I had not at hand the figures and records to verify 
accurately the statements which I then made or pro to make as 
to dates, as to amounts, and as to details of the history connected with 
the erection of this building so far as it has progressed. And I regret 
that the duty seems to devolve upon me at the outset, in opposition to 
the views which have been presented by the gentleman from Alabama 
[Mr. FORNEY] as chairman of the committee of conference, to take 
upon myself the burden of going somewhat into the details of the situ- 
ation and in opposition to the committee. But I promised on Friday 
last that I would be ready on Monday, or as soon thereafter as I could 
get the floor, to state in a more methodical way and with greater ac- 
curacy some facts bearing on this question to which I then alluded. 

The conference report now being considered is as follows: 

Amendment numbered 110: That the House recede from its disagreement to 
the amendment of the Senate numbered 110, and agree to the same with an 
amendment as follows: In lieu of the matter proposed to be inserted by said 
amendment insert the Anh 

“ For continuing the construction for the building for the Library of Congress, 
and for each and every purpose connected therewith, including the cost of all 
professional and other nal services that the Chief of Engineers of the Army 
may deem sraon Sagal the prosecution of the work, and shall specially order 
to carry into effect appropriation of money forthe construction of the 
said piy Aarena building, and to be paid from such appropriation for the construc- 
tion of the western front of the building and g-room, and the book repos- 
itories connected therewith, asshown by sketch termed ‘ Plan No.1" on file inthe 
office of the Librarian of a, ,000, This appropriation and all appro- 
priations hereafter made, and allsums available from appropriations heretofore 
made for this purpose shal! be expended under the direction and supervision of 
the Chief of Engineers of the Army, who shall have the control and ent 
ofall of said work and the employmentof all sons connected therewith. 
And allcontracts for the construction of said building, orany part thereof, shali 
be made by the Chief of Engineers of the Army, and so much of the first section 
as provides for a commission, together with the eighth section of the act entitled 
‘An pasatear secret J the oe yes Saige a for the Ea Peg = ys 

gress rary,’ Y , are hereby repealed, an e 
pA of said pipera Eag iaa A aE hereby evolved upon the Chief of 
Engineers of the Army, who shall annually report to Congress at the com- 
mencement of each n a detailed statement of all the p gs under 
the provisions of thisact, and hereafter, until otherwise ordered by Congress, 
no work shall be done in the construction of said Library except such as is con- 
templated on the sketch or ‘ Plan No. 1’ herein referred to, and all contracts 
for work or materials outside of the space covered by said plan are hereby re- 
scinded. And all loss or damage occasioned thereby orarising under said con- 
tracts, together with the value of the plan of said Library building submitted 
to the Joint Select Committee on Additional A: tions forthe Library of 
Congress by John L, Smithmeyer in the Italian renaissance style of architect- 
ure. may be adjusted and determined by the Secretary of the Interior, to be 
paid out of the sums heretofore or hereby appropriated. Al skei lans, 
and computations heretofore made under the commission crested by the act of 
April 15, 1885, or he: made cting said Library building, or any part 
of the same, shall be the property of the United States. 

“And so much of said act entitled ‘An act authorizing the construction of a 
building for the accommodation of the Congressional Library,’ approved April 
15, 1886, as authorizes the construction of a building for the accommodation 
of the Congressional Library and as provides for plans for the same, excepting 
only so much of said building as is shown by the sketch termed ‘Plan No, 1,’ 
on file in the office of the Librarlan of Congress, be, and the same is hereby, 


ee the Senate agree to the same. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, Iam opposed to the proposed action in detail 
and as a whole. 

The current newspapers condemn the delay caused by the action of 
the House, and it seems to be understood by them and by some mem- 
bers here that Congress in 1886, when it passed the bill authorizing the 
erection of this building, had fall discussion and accurate information 
on which it acted, and therefore we are bound to continue as they 


gan. 
Others insist that Congress acted inconsiderately and without due 
prudence; that its steps were hasty—without due care. É 


ras this is erroneous. Both positions are wrong, as I shall fully 
show. 

The fact is, Mr. Speaker, that Congress did act with care and caution; 
that its acts were deliberate and prudent. But the trouble was Con- 
gress and its committees were all wofully, if not wilfully, deceived, 
and by those who had charge of the plan for the building we adopted. 
This I charge and will prove before I am through to-day. 

I asserted on Friday last that Congress did not act without securing 
proper information, as it belieyed, and that the information it had, se- 
cured by its committees, where it expected and had a right to expect 
substantially accurate information, was wholly deceptive, totally mis- 
leading, and I charged then that thearchitect, Mr. Smithmeyer, was the 
person wholly responsible therefor; that the only fault to be found with 
the committee, if any is, is that they depended upon the statements of 
this man. Ishall speak plainly as to him, but I wish to be understood 
that in what I say I have no personal feeling as to him as an individ- 
ual. Ishould say the same as to any onein his place who has acted as 
he has. Idonot know him. Ineversaw him till Saturday last, when 
I by accident happened to see him in a committee-room. Nor would 
I know him now should he pass me. 

Mr. Speaker, it has been assumed, indeed alleged, on prior days, when 
this matter was up in the House, that the element of cost as to this 
building was not seriously considered, and that the principal question 
that Congress concerned itself about was the building, as a piece of archi- 
tecture, to be grand, imposing, worthy the nation that was erecting it, 
and of the purpose to which it was to be dedicated, the housing of one 
of the great libraries of the world, and its adaptability to that end, and 
that the item of expense was in some way, if not overlooked, at least 
not specially noticed or cared for; and at all events, whatever was said 
ordone by members of Congress as to that, the cost of the building, 
Mr. Smithmeyer was in no way responsible, for his opinion as to that 
was never asked or given by him; that he made no estimate of its cost 
and of course farnished none. 

This, his friends, the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. KELLEY] 
and the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. STEELE], have earnestly asserted. 

I read from the debate on September 1 in the Honse on that question: 

Mr. Hormax. Let me say to the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. Payson] that I 
would gladly see the whole scheme abandoned, but the reduced building which 
is proposed would not be an architectural abortion in the opinion of architects _ 
and those who understand such matters and are necessarily more familiar with! 
them than most of us are. That partial building with a sloping down of the 
banks, it is said, would be a very respectable structure. I know nothing about 
architecture. That isthe idea of men who understand this matter,as architects, 
much better than most of us do here, 

I wish to add a word, and will then yield the floor to the gentleman from Wis- 
consin, who is a member of the committee to inquire into the Library building. 

The one question is whether you will save by this proposition to expend the 
balance nate irene on the foundation for the reduced plan. The amount un- 
der the control of the commission is not large. It is the balance of the $500,000 
already appropriated. Under the House po ition suspending the work and 
inviting new plans you will have plan No. ienee is now in progress, and 
pns No. 2, the original plan which was before us when the House voted forthe 

ill, and then we will have beside very valuable matter, that is, full information 
on the whole satge As to the balance of the $ 00,000— 


Mr. Payson. That was used in putting in the foundations. 
Mr. Maisu. I wish to ask the gentleman a question before he takes his seat. 


Mr. HOLMAN. nly. 
Mr. Marsu. The question has ct og Rept asked, but the gentleman has not 
answered it. itis in reference to Mr. meyer, the honorable and worthy 


architect, a gentleman of high reputation. I want to ask if it is true as a mat- 
ter of fact, as was alleged by the gentleman from Illinois, that Mr. Smithmeyer, 
the architect, submitted an estimate that the entire structure would cost only 
$2,500,000? I think that was the amount stated. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I ought to answer that question, and yet I do not wish to do so 
without the testimony before me, and yet the testimony upon that point is 
neither satisfactory nor complete. Mr. Smithmeyerstates emphatically, states 
under oath, that he made no definite estimate. There is a paper which he sub- 
mitted, perhaps to the Senate committee, which had the matter in charge for a 
long time, for it was, as gentlemen know, a Senate measure, in which there was 
at least a partial estimate; but I am not able to state, either on the authority of 
General Singleton or any other person, Mr. Smithmeyer knew the terms of 
General Singleton’s report or was cognizantof the preparatiog of the report, or 
tine measa specific estimates of the cost of the building. e matter is sin- 

yo e. 

Mr. KELLEY. Ihave always understood exactly to the contrary. 

Mr. Horan. I have of course no personal knowledge on the subject, but I 
understand that this gentleman is a competent architect, 

Mr. Payson. Will the gentleman from Indiana permit me to read an extract 
from the report of General Singleton’s committee? 

Mr. HoLMAN. Certainly. 

Mr. Payson. Coupling it with the statement that this is a report on a bill 

roviding additional accommodations for the Library; and it will be remem- 

red that Mr. Smithmeyer was on the committee and was in constant com- 
munication with the members of the House engaged in that service. 

Mr. STEELE. Was a member of what committee? 

Mr. Paysox. A commission which was appointed to look into the question 
of the enlargement of the Capito! for this pu ; and he wasin daily com- 
munication with the members of House who were charged with the work 
during several Congresses while they were engaged in that duty. 

This report goes on to state: 

“The Lhe poe building, asstated, will contain 3,000,000 volumes, with suitable 
economy of storage. Itis not designed to fit up the whole interior at once with 
iron sl , but to introduce it gradually, finishing off the central portions, 
rotunda, and connecting rooms, and the entire exterior structure. The chief 
element of cost is in the iron alcoves of the interior; and in a building so ex- 
tensive these may be finished in successive years as wanted for the increase of 
books. The most carefully guarded estimates of cost contemplate an expendi- 
ture of only $500,000 the first b yonr about $1,000,000 the second, and $800,000 the 
third, which will complete building for occupancy in all its parts sufficient 

shelving 1,000,000 books and leaving space for the gradual introduction of 
additional iron alcoves in the coming fifty years, the ultimate grosscost of which 
will not exceed $700,000, or an average of less than $14.000a year. When it is 
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considered that the copyright fees paid into the Treasury amount to over $20,000 
a year, while the pecu value of eh publications received annually 
is very much greater than this, the expe: re will a moderate in com- 


en) with the great resulting benefits and the national importance of the 
work. 


That makes the total cost.of the building, with the exception of the additional 
shelving required, about $2,323,000, 

Mr. Srexis, But Mr. Smithmeyer did not make any such report as that, 

Mr. Parqusar. And it was not a report on plan No.2 either, 

Mr. HotMay. There isno question thatsome one estimated the cost of the 
whole stractare at $3,000,000, I now yield to the gentleman from Wisconsin 
[Afr, CAswELrL]. 


Again— 


Mr. Payson. Of course not; but I ask the gentleman from Pennsylvania to 
remember that the point of contention is whether the House did what it did un- 
derstandingly. À 

Mr, KELLEY, No, sir; I understood the gentleman to be contending that Mr, 
erseirean Aa was responsible for this extension of the work according to the 
whole plan. 

Mr. BAYO: My friend does not seem yet to apprehend the point of conten- 


tion. 
Mr. KELLEY, Yes, I do. You insist that while Mr, Smithmeyer proposed to 


es, 
put up a building which should be complete in itself and yet should constitute 
a part of a great building susceptible of enlargement so as to cover the whole 
ground purchased by the Government, he said the building would house 3.000,- 
000 volumes and would cost only about $3,600,000, Mr. Smithmeyer never said 
that the building would cost $3,600,000, or any other precise sum. n 

Mr. Paysos. Butthe chairman of the Library Committee, at that time Mr. 
Singleton, said that he said so. In aspeech, a copy of which I now hold in my 
hand, Mr. Singleton stated that this estimate was made by Mr. Smithmeyer, the 
architect; and npon that statement the Housevoted. The same statement was 
made repeatedly in theSenate. And Mr. Smithme: 


was in the galleries and 
about these corridors; he visited members at their hou as I happen to know, 


P) 
and he never disputed from that time until now what Mr. Singleton said he had 
stated. Mr. Singleton would go to anybody else for information; and the pic- 
ture of the building, as designed by Mr. Smit er, stood in this Hall for weeks 
in front of the Reporters’ desk. The statements made at that time by General 
Singleton were never contradicted by anybody. 


I have said, in a general way, Mr. Speaker, that the project of erect- 
ing a building for this purpose is not new or recent, it has been pend- 
ing for years, was a prominent matter when I came to Congress; a ne- 
cessity for some provision for the large stock of books we had was con- 
ceded. The condition of the Library in its inadequate and indeed in- 
convenient quarters the pressing need of additional facilities was ap- 
preciated. A half million books were crowded into aspace insuficient 
for one-half that amount. All kinds of literary productions, books, 
pamphlets, music, newspapers, periodicals, works of art, etc., miscel- 
laneously piled on the floors and benches, all appealed, mutely, for ac- 
rece and so for years, various attempts were made to secure 
relief. 

‘These resulted, sir, in the selection by the joint committee of Con- 
gress of threearchitects of recognized skill and attainments to examine 
and report to the committee fally as to the expediency of enlarging 
the Capitol for the purpose of securing additional room for the Library, 
or for a separate building if they should agree that the Capitol could 
not properly be enlarged. 

Their report can be found in Senate Report 753, third session Forty- 
sixth Congress. 

For the point now being presented, and which I beg the House to 
keep in mind, thatis, that the element of cost was always hand-in-hand 
with any change or proposed building, these gentlemen reported that no 
enlargement of the Capitol was practicable in an architectural sense; 
that the cost of any such enlargement would range from $4,200,000 to 
$4,500,000, and all agreed that a separate building should be provided, 
and each submitted a plan, Mr. Smithmeyer among them, and to 
each of which I will allude later, but call especial attention to the fact 
that while Mr. Smithmeyer did not append to his separate report then 
an estimate of the cost of his structure in terms, he quoted approvingly 
from the American Architect of date April 19, 1879, that for less than 
the estimated cost of an extension of the Capitol—$4,000,000—an in- 
finitely superior building could be built, and at the end of his report 
avers the same thing in about the same words, 

Finally, Mr. Speaker, Mr. Smithmeyer’s plan was adopted by the 
passage of the act of 1886 as the best, and the question of its cost was 
constantly pressed and stated, not only by Mr. Singleton, chairman, 
and by members of the House committee, but by Senator MORRILL, 
chairman of the Senate committee, and Mr. Smithmeyer was quoted by 
all as the authority for the statement. 

Mr. Singleton said in the committee report: 

Any enlargement of the Capitol which would accommodate the Library even 
as it stands, with room to arrange it. would cost much more than a separate 
building. because it must necessarily be constructed in the same costly style, 
with carved Corinthian architecture. Mr. Walter, the former Architect of the 
Capitol, estimated the cost of an extension of the west front at $4,500,000. The 

nt Architect, Mr. Clark, estimates it to cost $4,200,000, while the plan of a 
uilding adopted by the committee is to cost only $2,323,000, 
. s = . . . 


. 

The proposed building, as stated, will contain 3,000,000 volumes with suitnble 
economy of storage. Itis not designed to fit up the whole interior at once with 
iron shelving, but to introduce it gradually, finishing off the central ons, 
rotunda, and connecting rooms, and the entire exterior structure. chief 
element of cost is in the iron alcoves of the interior, and in a rage ey Sects 
pire OSR Say Ue: Ra SUST 1n mapneeel ve YEA ae VAGINE We Cie of 


The most carefully guarded estimates of cost contemplate an expenditure of 
my $500,000 the ing paat about $1,000,000 the second, and $800,000 the third, 
which will complete buil for occu; in all its ee for 
shélving 1,000,000 books and ig space for the gradual uction of ad- 


ditional iron alcoves in the coming fifty the ultimate gross cost of which 
will not exceed $700, pr of less 
considered that 


annually 
greater than this, the expenditure will appear moderate in com- 


He said to the House in his speech on the bill and report when the 
bill was passed: 

Sixthly. If economy is to be our watchword, a separate building must be 
erected, aor extension of the Capitol heretofore proposed, affording adequate 
accommodations for the Library, even for twenty years, would involve an ex- 
penditure, according to the opinion of Mr, Walter, the former Architect of the 
Capitol, of $4,500,000, and according to the present Architect, Edward Clark, of 
$4,200,000, while the estimate for the building proposed by the committee, made 
by J. L. Smithmeyer, who drew the plan, cost $2,323,600, making a differ- 
ence in favor of the Government, according to Walter's estimate, of $2,176,400, 
or a saving of nearly one-half, and according to Clark's estimate a difference of 
$1,876,400. : 

Further along in the same speech Mr. Singleton used this language: 

The appropriations asked for— 


Showing what the bill contemplated, and that the amount proposed 
in the bill was for the erection of a building and was entirely outside 
and independent of the $600,000 appropriated for the purchase of the 
site— 

The appropriations asked for will be $500,000 to begin the work, $1,000,000 at 
the next session to continue it, and $823,600 at the s ng session to com- 
plete it. This, of course, does not embrace the purchase of the site. It is con- , 
fidently believed that these sums will finish the building so far as needed at 
present and for eos years to come; and no further outlay need be made by 
the Government, utilizing, as before stated, the fees from the copyright system 
to put in shelving, etc., to meet the growing wants of the Library. 

Bear in mind, sir, that Mr. Singleton says that.the estimates were 
“most carefully guarded” and ‘‘made by Mr. J. L. Smithmeyer, who 
drew the plans,” ete. 

Senator MORRILL said to the Senate, first in his report made at the 
same date that the reports of Clark, Esty, and Smithmeyer were made 
to the Forty-sixth Congress: 

Tenth. It should be noticed that in the selection of a plan forthe Library build- 
ing, the difference in the estimate of the cost of the one selected and any others, 
would cover the entire cost of the site east ofthe Capitol. The question of econ- 
omy, has, therefore, had due consideration, and need not be farther pushed. 

JUSTIN 8. MORRILL, 

The Clark plan was to cost $4,924,343; the Esty plan $3,885,000, 
and the plan selected, Smithmeyer’s, Mr. MORRILL. said, was enough 
less than either to pay for the proposed site east of the Capitol, then 
estimated at a half million dollars, thus making the cost of the Smith- 
meyer building about $3,300,000, as I have charged, he, Smithmeyer, 
always to claim before we adopted his plan. 

Again, Senator MoRRILL said in his speech in the Senate on the bill, 
and I read only so much as relates to the question of cost: 

This bill has the approval of the special committee and will not involve a 
larger expenditure is rigidly required for an appropriate building, nor 
nora bee will harmonize with the views of the most careful and prudent leg- 

5. 5 

No question of submitting the building to the discretion of one, three, 
or five persons as to its cost. Thecost had been ascertained and would 
commend itself to prudent, careful legislators. 

Here is his language: 

The estimate of the architect, for the building, constructed with limestone or 
sandstone, with three hundred alcoves, or suflicient for 800,000 or 1,000,000 vol- 
umes, with the heating and ventilating apparatus, elevators, and other fixtures, 
is $2,323,600. When fally completed there will be seven hundred additional 
alcoves, which will cost $700,000 more; and the entire completion of the whole 
interior, including the basement, will requite a further sum of $239,000. This 
is a carefully revised estimate. 

Is there any suggestion about its being an ‘‘approximate’’ estimate 
of the cost? No, sir; a carefully revised estimate, down to an odd 
hundred dollars, in the aggregate millions— 

And shows that the building-may be put into a condition of readiness to be 
oceupied with very large accommodations at an expense already mentioned, 
and when it shall be hereafter completely finished, with a capacity to hold over 
3,000,000 books, with facilities for éven ly increasing even this vast stock 
when absolutely necessary, in addition to allot its other extensive and impor- , 
tant accommodations, its ultimate cost will be $3,262,600, 

Its ultimate cost, Mr. Speaker, its total cost, finished and complete, 
on the “ estimate of the architect,” was to be $3,262,600. : 

I am keeping in mind that the architect has said, and solemnly taxen 
his oath, that he was not responsible for these figures; that he did not 
furnish them; that he did not know where Mr. Singleton obtained the 
information on which his report was based, etc.; in fact, that he has, 
in general and in detail, denied all responsibility for these figures 
and estimates. Iam keeping this in mind, and intend to disprove it 
all—all that he has said, and fix the responsibility upon him for the 
error into which Congress was led in adopting the reports of Senator 
MORRILL and Mr. Singleton, and that Congress was deceived, inno- 
cently so far as its members were concerned, but by these estimates, 
which I shall prove upon this architect fully and completely before I 
close. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, I said on last Friday that the House of Repre- 
sentatives was informed by the present architect of this building, Mr. 
Smithmeyer, that its cost when entirely completed would not exceed 
the sum of $3,262,600. It was stated by the gentleman from Penn- 
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sylvania [Mr. KELLEY], as I have read to the House, and with the 
earnestness and vehemence for which he is noted, because of his sin- 
cerity-in what he says, that no such estimate was ever made by Mr. 
Smithmeyer. The gentleman from Pennsylvania stated to the House 
that his relations with that gentleman were of the most confidential 
character; that he had known him for years; that he had become in- 
terested in the construction of this building and its architecture from 
the fact that he had carly been connected with library enterprises in 
his own city; and, if I recollect the statement correctly, he said that 
he and Mr. Smithmeyer had sat at the same table at a hotel in this 
city for some seven or eight years past. The gentleman from Pennsyl- 
vania in saying what he did on that occasion assumed to speak as the 
mouthpiece for that gentleman; and he said (as I have read to yon) 
that he had always understood that no estimate-was made by Mr. 
Smithmeyer with reference to the cost of this building. 

The fact is, Mr. Speaker, that in 1884, two years before this bill was 
passed, and while the identical plan now displayed before the House 
at the lteporters’ desk was being examined by members, Mr. Smith- 
meyer prepared and submitted to a member of Congress over his sig- 
nature a pamphlet containing a detailed description of that building, 
its style of architecture, the uses to which the rooms were to be put, 
the manner in which the alcoves on which books were to rest should 
be constructed, their location and material, its system of ventilation in 
great detail, elevators and heating appliances, and all that sort or 
thing; and he supplemented that statement with a paragraph in which 
these figures were given: that to complete this entire edifice in its in- 
terior with shelving enough on the inside to accommodate 1,000,000 to 
1,500,000 volumes would cost $2,323,600; that the additional shelving 
which would be required to run through a period of seventy-five to one 
hundred years, and complete the entire two upper stories of the build- 
ing would be, as he estimated, $700,000; that this could be extended 
over a period of about fifty years, and that the money received for 
copyrights would pay this expense; that to finish the basement and 
subbasement or cellar and ev ing complete would require $239,- 
000 more, so that the cost of the entire edifice fully completed, en- 
tirely so, would be $3,262,600. à 

Mr. BLOUNT. Will the gentleman state whether that estimate was 
ever printed? 

Mr. PAYSON. I am coming to that. If gentlemen will not an- 
ticipate me, my statement will be complete, I think. 

The statement to which I have referred was in manuscript; and it 
was furnished to a member of this House—who I do not now know. 
But on the 3d of April, 1884, my colleague [Mr. ADAMS] introduced a 
resolution, which I read from the CONGRESSIONAL RECORD: 

Mr. ApAms, of Illinois. Iask unanimous consent to offer for immediate con- 
sideration the resolution which I send to the desk. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

* Resolved, That the Committee on the Library be directed to cause to be printed 
for the information of members of the House 500 copies of a description of the 
plans for a new Congressional Library building, referred to in Senate bill 1139, 
and which was made a ial order for April 3.” 

Mr, Hormax. What will be the probable expense of this printing? 

Mr. ADAMS, of Illinois. I haye seen these papers, and they cover five or six 
pages of printed matter. I think the cost will be but trifling. 

There being no objection, the resolution was considered and adopted. 

Then the usual motion to reconsider was laid on the table. 

Those 500 copies were printed.. The paper was entitled “‘ Descrip- 
tion of the plans for a new building for the Congressional Library; 
ordered to be printed for the information of the House, April 3, 1884.” 
And that paper, as I have said, contained the information the sub- 
stance of which I have given,and which was overthe signature of Mr. 
Smithmeyer. Those documents have all become lost; I know of the 
existence of only a single copy; and indeed I do not know that that is 
now inexistence. But since this matter was debated on the Ist day of 
September, and since the earnest statements and denials were made by 
the gentleman from Pennsylvania and the statement of the gentleman 
from Indiana [Mr. STEELE] and some others on this floor, a copy of 
that paper happened to be found; and it went into the hands of the 
chairman of the special committee appointed to investigate this Library 
business, the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. HOLMAN], and was in the 
room of the Committee on Public Lands, It was there for the purpose 
of reference in the examination of gentlemen with toit. Mr. 
Smithmeyer was partially examined with reference to that paper. 
Strangely enough, it has now disappeared—perhaps I ought not tosay 
mysteriously; but it is a singular circumstance thatof all the papersin 
that room which were there when that examination was going on, the 
one which is ofso vital importance in connection with the matter this 
House is now considering—the paper which is believed to be the only 
copy now in existence, and the preparation and existence of which have 
been so solemnly denied by its author—should have disappeared and 
nobody know anything about it. Diligent search for it was made by 
the clerk of the committee, by the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. HOL- 
MAN], and others, as Iam informed by them, andas I happen to know, 
having taken partin the search myself. That paper could not be found. 
It was a printed copy—printed under the resolution of my colleague 
[Mr. ApAms]. 

Mr. BLOUNT. Are there no copies in the document-room ? 

Mr, PAYSON. There are no copies in the document-room. There 
are no copies in the Printing Office. The original manuscript has been 


searched for for two days and it can not be found, though the records 
of the Printing Office show it was received and the edition printed and 
delivered. The file-room has been searched from topto bottom. Noth- 
ing remains, after the most careful search by gentlemen interested in 
getting at the bottom of this matter, except the recollection of the gen- 
tleman from Indiana [Mr. HOLMAN ], and the gentleman from Wiscon- 
sin [Mr. CASWELL], whom I do not now see in his seat, and myself; 
and also except on Saturday last Pelz, who is the partner of Mr. Smith- 
meyer, and who drew all these plans, who, in fact, has done the brain 
work for this entire business —— 

A MEMBER. Who is that? 

Mr. PAYSON. Mr. Pelz, who does all the work and has drawn all 
the plans, who is the associate and partner of Mr. Smithmeyer, this 
man who is the brains of this architect’s office, was examined before 
the committee of which Mr. HOLMAN is chairman with reference to 
his knowledge of it. Isee the gentleman rises, and I will yield to 


him. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Reference is made to that pamphlet and quota- 
tions are made from it in the testimony to which the gentleman is 
now referring. 

Mr. PAYSON. Yes; I will state that Mr. Smithmeyer was exam- 
ined in reference to it, and after the examination of Mr. Smithmeyer 
the paper was laid on the table in the room of the committee under 
the control of the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. Hotman]. I cited 
from Mr. Smithmeyer’s statement made long before that that he had 
never made any statement or that he had never made any estimate in 
reference to the cost of this building and never was asked to. Now, 
as to that statement I present the testimony taken before the com- 
mittee of which the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. HOLMAN] is chair- 
man on Saturday last. It is as follows. 

A MEMBER. Have it printed. 

Mr. PAYSON. Perhaps I had better. Or I will ask the Clerk to 
read it. No, it will be better for me to read that part which relates 
to the pending matter and omit the rest. ; 


STATEMENT OF PAUL J. PELZ. 
Wasurxeron, D. C., Seplember 15, 1888. 
Paul J. Pelz sworn and examined. 
By Mr. HOLMAN: 
x a. eae state your full name and your official relations to the new Library 
milding. 
A. My name is Paul J. Pelz; I am employed on the new Library building as 
assistant architect. 
Q. How long have you held that position? 
A. Since November 8, 1886. 
Q. You hold you appointment from the Library Commission? 
A. I have no letter of appointment from the commission. I was appointed 
by Mr. Smithmeyer. 
Q pus your appointment was recognized by the commission? 
s sir, 
Q. Will you state what was the plan first entered upon in making the first 
contracts and in di, the cellar for the structure? 
A. The plan for the contracts for the excavation, trenches, drainage, cte., were 
based Span the entire building, as they show. 
Q. When was the plan of the structure changed so as to proceed on the idea 
o me mre ri building; was it before orafter Mr, Vilas became Secretary 
of the Interior 


A. It was after Secretary Vilas had entered upon his duties as chairman of 
the commission. 

Q = pre seen the two plans called Nos.1 and 2. 

es, sir. 

Q. Please state when, if you remember, was plan No. 2 for the whole building 
pay ag by the commission as the plan upon which the structure should be 

u 

A. Ido not know; but I understood plan No.2 was the plan until Secretary 
Vilas came in, when some estimates were taken on both plans, for when the 
estimate showed in the opinion of the commission that plan No.2 would em- 
brace too much, tary Vilas, I believe, advocated taking estimates upon 
both. The stone-work estimates for the cellar wero taken upon both plans. 
Very likely the Secretary had formed an idea that they were not to p with 
the whole building then, 

Q. How long after he came in was it that the first plan was abandoned and 
the reduced plan was adopted? 

A. The date of this plan here shows it as ed March 5, 1888. 
í a. xen ney state whether since that time the whole work has been confined 
o n No, 1. 

Yes, sir; so far as my knowledge goes, 

Q. What have been your special duties in connection with this structure? 

A. That of seenering Aonga 

Q. You may state whether or not you have supervised that entire work? 

A. No, sir; I have not. 

Q. Who has? 

A. During what period ? 

From the time of your appointment, f 

A. Officially speaking, Mr. Smithmeyer was at the head of the establishment, 
but it was my special duty to design the plans for the elevations, sections, per- 
spectives, and everything that belongs to the duties of an architect. 

Q. How long have you been engaged in the business or profession of an archi- 
tec’ 


t? 

A. I entered into my profession in 1859, I studied in New York with Mr. 
Lienau for seven years and have been en in that profession ever since. 
I was engaged in the Light-House Board for about eighteen years; fifteen years 
in charge of the office as assistant civil engineer. 

Q. Please state whether before the commencement of the work—before the 

of the act by Congress authorizing the construction of a new Library 
banding—you yourself made any estimate of the probable cost of the structure 
on the plan entered upon now known as No.2? 

A. I never made any estimate, but assisted in getting out quantities for Mr. 
Smithmeyer. I got out the quantities and he fixed the prices and procured the 
estimates. 4 

Q. Did you reach any conclusion yourself as to what the entire structure, as 
originally proposed, would cost? 

A. Approximately I had an idea of what it would cost, 

Q Did you eyer make any statement on the subject? 
. No, sir, 
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Q. What is your espe cbremare as to the probable cost of the building according 
to the plan originally entered upon? 

* A, I formed an idea at the time that it would cost in the neighborhood of 
$6,000,000, but I never made any figures that I would subscribe my name to as 
an architect. It was simply an idea I had formed. 

Q. Your duties have been confined to supervising the plans? 

A. Yes, sir; and preparing them. I have been in charge of the designing. 

Q. How eee peers have you employed under you? 

A. I believe there are eighteen altogether, men and boys. 

Q. General Singleton, in making his report to the House of Representatives 
on the 26th day of January, 1886, makes the following statement: “The most 
carefully guarded estimates of cost contemplated an expenditure of only $500,- 
000 the first year, about one million the second, and $500,000 the third, which 
will complete the building for occupancy in all its parts sufficient for the shely- 
ing of 1,000,000 books, and leaving s for the gradual introduction of ad- 
ditional iron alcoves in the coming fifty years, the ultimate cost of which will 
not exceed $700,000, or an average of less than $14,000a year.” Have you any 
knowledge yourself as to the source of his information upon which that report 
was predicated, or as to the estimates made? 

A. I believe this statement was based upon information given by Mr. Smith- 
meyer, 

Q. You made no statement upon the subject yourself? 

A. No, sir; I never appeared before any committee. This is the first time I 
ever appeared before a committee. 

Q. You made a statement in reference to quantities, ete. 

A. I prepared them. 

i o: Was that with the view of making an estimate of the cost of the build- 
ng 
A. Yes, sir. 

Q. pa Tos know whether any estimates were based on those quantities? 

A. I think Mr, Smithmeyer used those quantities in making up his estimates, 
I carried on considerable correspondence with a friend in ron business to 
ascertain the cost of alcoves, and I computed the amount of stone, brick, and 
iron, the roof surface, ete., but I did not fix the prices. Mr. Smi eyer col- 
lected that information from mechanics engaged in the different kinds of busi- 
ness and made up his estimates. The computation of quantities has nothing 
to do with the estimates. I used a draughtsman we had at the time. Iwas 
only pariy engaged in making up the quantities. 

Q. What length of time ought to be occupied in the construction of a build- 
ing npon plan No. 1 now in progress? 

A, If the building was proper Rite perl no delay in money, I think that be- 
tween four and five years would build it. : 

Q. Youspoke of the estimates. I would be glad if you would state whether 
you haye seen a pamphlet purporting to have been printed by order of the 
Touse, the concluding paragraph of which contains an approx te estimate 

of the cost of that building. 

A. I have scen that pamphlet. It isa pamphlet of Mr. Smithmeyer's, and 

gives a description of the new Library building,and contains a passage relat- 

ng to the estimates. 

Q. Do you know to whom that was furnished; whether to the House com- 
mittee or the Senate committee, or to the Joint Committee on the Library? 

A. Ido not know; I think its object was to furnish information to members 

of Congress, or semething of that kind. I think it was a description of the Li- 

brary building. 

Q. Do you know whether or not it was printed? 

A. Yes, sir; it was printed, 


By Mr. Payson: 

Q. Asa public document? 

A. Well, it had all the ear-marks of a public document. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, I call upon the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. 
HOLMAN] and the gentleman from Wisconsin [Mr. CASWELL], who 
are the only gentlemen who have seen that paper, so far as I know, 
whether the statement of figures is not the exact statement which was 
given by Senator MORRILL in the Senate and Mr. Singleton in this 


y. 
Mr. HOLMAN. The gentleman no doubt is aware that the con- 
cluding paragraph of the pamphlet is given in the testimony. 
Mr. PAYSON. It is in Mr. Smithmeyer’s testimony. I have it 


here. 
Mr. HOLMAN. I would much prefer to have that quoted. 
Mr. PAYSON. I beg the gentleman’s pardon. I will do that. I 


have just received this testimony from the gentleman’s clerk this 
morning. 

Mr. RYAN. Is that Mr. Smithmeyer’s testimony ? 

Mr. PAYSON. Itis, and I will read from it: 

Now, will you please state, colonel, whether that statement— 

The one I have alluded to as made in the Senate by Mr. MORRILL 
and in the House by Mr. Singleton— ; 
was filed by zon with the committee and printed by order of the House, and 
whether that is or is not, as far as you are informed, the basis upon which Gen- 
eral Singleton made his statement in the report and in the House ? 

A. I ean not tell whether Mr. Singleton made his statement on this or what 
he madeiton. As you are aware, Mr, Singleton told you that we did not know 
each other until about two weeks after the bill was passed. I never knew Mr. 
Singleton until two or three weeks after the bill was passed. 

Q. Did you give any other data he had before him except that report which 
was printed the 2d of April, 1884? 

A. I never had a word of conversation with the gentleman until the bill had 
passed Congress. What he had to guide him I do not know. 


Mr. HOLMAN, I call my friend’s attention to the fact that the date 
of the adoption of the partial plan is upon the paper; it is March 5 of 
this year. 

Mr. PAYSON. Yes, my friend from Indiana calls my attention to 
the fact that the date is indorsed upon the plan, March 5, 1888, the 
present year. These transactions were years ago, in 1884 and 1886. 

Mr. HOOKER. Let me ask the gentleman from Ilinois this ques- 
tion, whether that is only a part of the original plan; I refer to the 

r before him—a and only a part of the original plan? 

Mr. PAYSON. It is; it is only a portion of the entire structure; 
the west front and the central tower only; the other three sides and 
the interior galleries, which in the plan was all the space devoted to 


Library purposes, the storing of books is entirely omitted now and 
abandoned. y 

Mr. KELLEY. The date to which reference is made is the date of 
that particular drawing, but there was a similar plan known as plan 
No. 1, years ago, embodying the other, and made on a different scale. 

Mr. PAYSON. Thegentleman isentirely mistaken. Plan No. 1, the 

lan now being considered, was never thought of till March of this year. 

his I will fally prove by the testimony taken before the Committee 
on Appropriations, that the plans and the only plans under considera- 
tion when the estimates were made contemplated the erection of the 
entire building, and that the plan No. 1, for constructing the west front 
of the building with the rotunda, as exhibited in this drawing, was 
never suggested or talked of until March 5 of this year, and had noth- 
ing under the sun to do with the estimates and figures of which I have 
been talking. 

Mr. RYAN. The committee’s report show that fully. 

Mr. PAYSON. Why, of course, as my friend from Kansas informs 
me that the reports of the Committee on Appropriations show that; he 
is on the committee and knows this. 

Mr, FORNEY. Do I understand the gentleman to say that the plan 
No. 1 was not thought of until here the other day, or a few days ago? 

Mr. PAYSON. Notatall, what I said was that this plan No. 1 was 
not thought of until March of this year. After Mr. Secretary Vilas 
became a member of the commission. 

Mr. FORNEY. If the gentleman will look at the testimony of Mr. 
Smithmeyer he will find that it was shown in 1880. 

Mr. PAYSON. I know what Mr. Smithmeyer says, but I do not 
want to confound two different things now. Iam talking of what the 
estimates are based upon, and that I propose to show to the satisfaction 
of this House. 

Mr. DAVIS. Will the gentleman allow me one question just here? 

Mr. PAYSON. With pleasure, 

Mr. DAVIS. This isa recent plan, or a section of the original plan? 

Mr. PAYSON. Yes, sir; it is merely a section of the original plan; 
only a part of the building as originally contemplated. 

But coming back, here is the concluding paragraph of the pamphlet 
over Mr. Smithmeyer’s signature : 

The approximate estimate of the cost of building this structure, made from 
the drawings on hand atthis date, i. e., the plan adopted by the committee in the 
Italian renaissance style of architecture, in stone and iron, will be $3,252,000. 


The cost of building such portions of the inside finished for occupation as will 
accommodate 1,000,000 of books will be $2,323,600, 


Mr. HOLMAN. These are the figures that were given by General 
Singleton in his speech. 

Mr. PAYSON. ‘The identical figures. 

To resume, Mr, Speaker, I have under my hand the speech made by 
Senator MORRILL in the Senate, the chairman of the committee at that 
end of the Capitol, Mr. Singleton being the chairman of the House com- 
mittee, in reference to the bill which was passed, and in order to show 
that the question of cost of this building was regarded as material and 
essential, and was considered, I desire to again call the attention of the 
House to the extracts I have already read from Senator MoRRILL’s 
speech. Mr. MORRILL says: 

The estimate of the architect for the building, with 300 alcoves, sufficient for 
800,000 or 1,000,000 volumes, heating and ventilating apparatus, elevators, and 
other fixtures is $2,323,600. Seven hundred more alcoves, and the entire com- 
pletion of the interior, including the basement, $239,000. This is a carefully re- 
vised estimate; * * = the ultimate cost will be $3,262,000. 

Is there any question, I repeat, about this being an approximate es- 
timate, or about approximating the cost upon so many cubic feet in the 
building or any other ground ? 

The precise amount is given as stated in Mr. Smithmeyer’s pamph- 
let, and in the same language, and that is corroborated in the sworn 
testimony of Mr. Pelz, the partner of Mr. Smithmeyer, who estimated 
all the quantities, knowsof the correspondence with iron dealers and iron 
| manufacturers for the alcoves, ete., to procure prices etc., to complete the 
| estimates, who knowsand testifies that these estimates were made by him 
| and Smithmeyer for the use of Congress and printed over the signature of 
| Smithmeyer. Every memberof Congress, Mr. Speaker, knows that that 

testimony would send any man tothe gallows onan indictmentfor murder 

if that was the question to be provenand upon which hisguilt or innocence 
depended. Let me be understood. I have no personal feelings in the 
matter beyond that involved in every matter of important legislation, 
for, as I have said, I do not know Mr. Smithmeyer. I had never seen 
him until on Saturday last when I happened to go into the room in- 
vestigating what is known as the Kelley resolution in regard to the al- 
leged connection of Mr. StAHLNECKER, of New York, with some of the 

contracts for the building; but I have a suspicion; I know as well as I 

know my own existence that the House was deceived, and deceived by 
| his action and his paper, in voting for the bill, and I do not propose to 
stand here as the representative of a hundred and sixty thousand con- 
stituents, tax-payers of this country and see $14,000,000 or$15,000,000 
expended in an enterprise that not one of this House who was a mem- 
ber of the Forty-ninth Congress would have voted for had the facts 
that we know to-day been known then, and I venture to assert that 
there is not a member present who will not agree with me that this 
plan would have received no sanction had it been understood that it 
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was to involve such an expenditure. No one would have voted for it; | thing of that character required to make it a complete building, and 


it would not have been reported from the committee. 

Mr. WHITE, of Indiana. What object do you think Mr. Smith- 
meyer had in view? 

Mr. PAYSON. Mr, Speaker, a man who is here in and has 
been in active business life for years asks me what object an architect 
could have in view in having his plans selected out of twenty-eight 
others, involving an expenditure of millions of dollars, and he appointed 
at a liberal salary of five or six thousand dollars a year, with a pay-roll, 
as contemplated, which might be supposed to amount to thirty or forty 
thousand dollars under him as architect and have that under his super- 
vision. Ifthe statements of these facts are not an answer to the gen- 
tleman’s question, then it is idle for me to endeavor to answer him. 
[Applause. ] 3 r 

It was to secure what he succeeded in securing, the adoption of his 
plan; and believing that if the plan was adopted, and if this site for 
the building in front of the Capitol was secured at the expense of half 
a million dollars, and the foundations, extending over the whole area, 
covering 3.9 acres, were commenced with him as the architect, the Goy- 
ernment would be committed to this work; he knew the factas well 
as he knew the truth of revealed religion that this Congress would re- 
gard itself committed to the project and it would goon. And yet gen- 
tlemen will stand here, as the gentleman from Alabama is standing 
now, and insist that a substantial portion of this plan shall go on and 
go on when they must know that if that is done the balance of this 
structure will have to be erected. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. I donot wish to interrupt the gentleman, but 
I would like to ask him a question there. 

Mr. PAYSON. Nothing will interrupt me when discussing a ques- 
tion of public importance. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. What answer did Mr. Smithmeyer make as 
to the amount he estimated it would require to construct this build- 
ing when before the committee of which Mr. HOLMAN is chairman? 

Mr. PAYSON. He confessed that he did not remember anything 
about it. He thought he rather did it pro bono publico—for the gen- 
eral good. Now, gentlemen may believe that, but I do not. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. He does not deny the authenticity of the 
pamphlet that was issued by him? . 

Mr. PAYSON. He did before it was discovered and presented to him; 
then he admitted its authenticity. . 

Mr. WHITE, of Indiana. This Congress could have guarded itself 
by getting bidders on this building and finding out what it would cost. 

Mr. PAYSON. In answer to the gentleman, and in speaking to the 
point that I am trying to make, I will say that Congress relied upon 
the integrity, good faith, and judgment of this architect. He camein 
and stated to us that the building will cost completed so much money, 
and we took his word forit; foolishly, lconcedenow. Unsuspectingly 
and confidingly we did this. I hope I will beableto make the gentle- 
man from Indiana understand thatif an architect comes tome and says 
“I can erect a building for you for $3,000,000,” and I give him $6,000 
a year for superintending that building, then some other architects and 
other people come to meand say ‘‘ You can get no such building with- 
out an expenditure of from twelve to fifteen million dollars,” and I 
ask him about it, and he does not say anything as to what it would 
cost, and when he finally says that it will cost three or four millions 
of dollars to build less than a quarter of the building, I think that man 
is in one of two positions. He either wilfully deceived me in the start, 
or else he is an ignoramus, who, in the org ay, ot the gentleman from 
Pennsylvania [Mr. KELLEY], ought not to be permitted to build a 
stable. 

Mr. WHITE, of Indiana. Ithink you deceived yourselves. He did 
not agree to erect that building. He simply agreed to furnish the 
plan. [Laughter.] 

Mr. PAYSON. Mr. Speaker, I abandon the attempt to enlighten 
the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. Wutrr]. He is clearly beyond my 
reach. [Laughter.] 

Recurring, Mr. Speaker, to the report made by Senator VOORHEES 
in the Forty-sixth Congress, and to the estimates made by Clark, Esty 
& Walker as to the cost of ing the Capitol, and to Smithmeyer’s 

and statements, it is perfectly clear that he, the architect, was in- 

ing the committee and Congress as to cost of the structure he was 
pro He had the same general plan as now, except the style was 
Gothic and more florid in its ornamentation. He omitted to give any 
estimate ot the amount, but made this statement, to which I ask spe- 
cial attention: ‘‘ However, the cost of the most expensive one of these 
designs [he submitted two] may be safely estimated to be less than 
that of a wing added to the Capitol of the same dimensions.’ 

The highest of the estimates which had been made for these added 
wings of the Capitol was $4,500,000, and, without going into the de- 
tails of an estimate, Mr. Smithmeyer said that either one of his two 

would cost less than the wings that were proposed to be added 
to the Capitol building. Now, supplement that with the evidence of 
Mr. Pelz, that he did make the estimate upon Pelz’s computation of 
quantities of material, and made it for that purpose, to inform Con- 
gress, giving a detailed d tion of that building, which included 
elevators, ventilating and heating apparatus, water-closets, and every- 


which was printed upon the motion of my colleague from Illinois [Mr, 

ADAMS], showing that the entire cost of the structure would be $3,262,- 
600, it makes a case that can not be swept away by the assertion of 
anybody, however friendly to this architect or however intimately as- 
sociated with him, that he does not believe this man would inten- 

tionally deceive this House. It is not necessary for us to determine 
here whether he would intentionally deceive the House or not. 

It is enough for this House to be put in a position to determine 
whether or not the Congress acted with knowledge of the real situation 
when it adopted that plan. 

Again, when this matter was being considered the question of cost 
was before the committee, as is shown by some of their proceedings. 
Members of that committee had had experience of what Congress had 
done with regard to other public buildings. Bear in mind that in all 
the speeches made in both Chambers with reference to the construction 
of this building, the question of prudent and economical expenditure 
of the public money was being constantly debated; and, as I have said, 
the committee had before them the experience of Congress as to other 
public buildings in this city. I have here a table showing the cost of 
our public buildings. This Capitol, constructed as it was, has 
according to the authorities, about $15,000,000. The Treasury build- 
ing, with two hundred rooms, many of them elaborately decorated, 
cost a trifle in excess of $6,000,000. The Interior Department, with 
one hundred and ninety-five rooms, cost less than $3,000,000. The 
Post-Office Department cost $1,700,000; and the State, War, and Navy 
Department somewhere about $10,000,000. $ 

Mr. ROGERS. I desire to ask my friend whether we have any esti- 
mate now as to the cost of either of the wings proposed to be con- 
structed, or of the whole building as proposed to be constructed, from 
any other source than Mr. Smithmeyer? 

Mr. PAYSON. None whatever; and none from him now, only a 
passive acquiescence in the general estimate that this wing and tower 
will cost probably four millions, and the whole structure, as stated by 
the gentleman from Alabama, about fourteen millions; the lowest I 
have heard is ten to twelve millions. 

Mr. ROGERS. It follows, therefore, that the committee are pro- 
ceeding upon estimates submitted by the man who originally estimated 
that the whole building would cost only something over three millions, 

Mr. PAYSON. Precisely; and the statement which he assents to 
with reference to the cost even of this wing is in the most general 
terms—‘‘ from three to four millions.” The exàct cost he can not tell; 
nobody knows. Mr. Speaker, on another point. Has it been observed 
that in this conference report a discretion is to be confided to an officer 
in the War Department, the Chief of Engineers (at present General 
Casey), the like of which has never been given by any = ego in 
connection with the erection of any public building ? o can tell 
what this building ought to be constructed of? The committee do not 
inform this House. ‘There are gentlemen who believe that for an en- 
during fire-proof structure brick is the best material. Others believe 
that granite is best; others believe that limestone is the best material. 
Still others believe that a marble edifice, with all the florid ornamenta- 
tion which the stonecutter’s art can supply, is none too good. 

Who isto determine this? Iask the gentleman from Alabama, whose 
constituents have to bear theirshare in paying this expense, have we the 
right to be heard and say to something with reference to this matter? 
The gentleman from Alabama says this matter may all be safely con- 
fided to General Casey. Why? Because he has shown himself to be 
a competent man as an executive to be placed in charge of the expendi- 
ture of a large amount of public money, as was demonstrated by his 
conduct in the control of the erection of the north and west wings of 
the State, War, and Navy Department building. Let me suggest to 
the gentleman from Alabama and to members about me to whom this 
appeal may have been made with a certain force, that General Casey’s 
duties in that regard were purely administrative; there was nothing 
confided to his judgment or discretion as to plan or material. The 
plan of that building had been settled and agreed upon. Its east front, 
with which the west front was to be identical in structure, had already 
been erected; the south front, which was the exact counterpart of what 
the north front was to be, had already been constructed. All that was 
needed, when General Casey was putin charge of that work, was to 
see that rigid economy was practiced in the expenditure of the public 
money in following specific plans—nothing else. He had nothing to 
do with the architectural plan, because Mr. Mullett’s plan was the plan 
followed; and, as I have said, the west front was to be erected as an 
exact counterpart of the east front, and the north front as an exact 
counterpart of the south front. It is no discredit to General Casey to 
say that he is not an architect. It is no discourtesy to him to say that, 
though he is an honest man and has expended the public money with 
rigid integrity, I, for one, do not believe that I should-place in his 
hands a discretion to determine not only the material out of which this 
building shall be erected, not only its style of architecture, but its in- 
terior arrangements for holding and storing books, with reference to 
their safety and the convenience of the patrons of the Library. 

Let it be remembered, Mr. Speaker—and I may as well allude to it 
at this point—that the interior arrangement of a great library building 
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isa matter of nosmall concern, You can not take a room like this 
Hall and say, because you have so many cubic feet of space and so 
many feet.of wall surface, therefore it is an appropriate place in which 
to store books with a view to their preservation and convenient use. 
The judgment of the librarians of this country does not concede that 
Mr. Smithmeyer’s plan is the best for this purpose. Without allow- 
ing myself to be diverted from the point I am making, and to which I 
intend to cling, but.only in illustration of the fact that this discretion 
ought not to be confided to any one who does not know anything about 
the subjects in question, I assert now, and I have the proof in my hand, 
that this plan of Mr. Smithmeyer for the interior arrangements of this 
Library building has been unanimously condemned by conventions of 
the librarians of the United States that have passed upon it. 

Tivo such conventions I remember, and I think there were three. 
This plan has never had a single vote from a librarian in any one of 
these conventions, the statement of the gentleman from Pennsylvania, 
or rather the inference from his statement, as made the other day, to 
the contrary notwithstanding. That gentleman spoke in terms notof 
the highest respect of a librarian somewhat known in my part of the 
Union, Mr. Poole, of Chicago. What I am now saying is not in defense 
of Mr. Poole, nor in condemnation of Mr. Smithmeyer’s plan for the in- 
terior of this Library. Iam simply emphasizing the point that an un- 
skilled, unaccustomed mind ought not to be entrusted with full power 
and discretion in the details of the construction of the interior of a li- 
brary building in which are to be housed and careẸ for a million vol- 
umes, and perhaps in my lifetime, if I live the allotted term of man, 
3,000,000 volumes. The point I am making as against the proposition 
of the gentleman from Alabama and this committee, to confide all this 
discretion to the Chief of Engineers—General Casey to-day, but in case 
of his death somebody else promoted to his place, somebody inexpe- 
rienced in these matters—is the fact that this plan, although now ap- 
proved by Mr. Spofford, our present Librarian, has been, as 1 have said, 
condemned unanimously by two conventions of the librarians of this 
country, and has never received in any one of those conventionsa single 
approving vote. Yet upon thestatement made by the gentleman from 
Alabama, because General Casey is anhonest man, which nobody ques- 
tions, and he has never done more than his duty, we are asked to con- 
fide to him the details of this entire business. 

The gentleman from Alabama when on the floor stated, in answer 
to a question of myself, that the Chief of Engineers, who will be in 

of this building, could change the plan of the structure if he 
desired to do so; could cut itdown orexpand it; could determine what 
materials should be used, what should be the style of ornamentation, 
and all that sortof thing. Mr. Speaker, what part has Congress inall 
this business? What is the use of having a Congress in reference to 
any of these matters? 

Mr. FORNEY. ‘The law of 1886—— 

Mr. PAYSON. Iremember the first section of the act of 1886. 

Mr. FORNEY. The law of 1886 conferred upon a commission com- 
posed of the Secretary of the Interior, the Architect of the Capitol Ex- 
tension, and the Librarian of Congress the same power which this 
proposition contemplates giving to General Casey. 

Mr. PAYSON. Precisely; but if the gentleman will read that 
act further he will find that it restricts the commission to the plan 
which had been presented by Mr. Smithmeyer and adopted by Con- 
gress. No-changes were to be permitted in that plan which would add 
anything to the cost or interfere with its general outline. If the gen- 
tleman will refer to the act he will find that I do not misquote it. 

Mr. FORNEY. Allow me tocorrect the gentleman. This commis- 
sion had therightto make changes. It is provided in the act that they 
should follow the plan ‘‘submitted, with such modifications as may be 
found necessary or advantageous without materially increasing the 
cost of the building.’’ t 

Mr. PAYSON. Certainly. 

Mr. FORNEY. Now, General Casey will have the same authority 
that this commission has had. We have got to confer authority on 
some one, 

Mr. PAYSON. But before conferring power on any one should not 
Congress determine what ought to bedone? Who shall determine it? 
We are now trying to determine it so that this matter shall not be left 
to the Chief of Engineers, with no restriction whatever except his 
own judgment, no restriction as to details or cost or anything else. 

Mr. FORNEY. He is required every year to make report to us. 
We can tell him from year to year what we want done. We have him 
under our entire control. He belongs to us and is governed by us. 

Mr. PAYSON. He does not “belong to us” any more than Mr. 
Smithmeyer belonged to us at a salary of 36°00 a year. And what 
have we now? We have a hole in the ground, at an of some- 
thing over $400,000, outside of the cost of the land. And confessedly, 
Mr. Speaker, the action of this man in connection with this building 
chas driven both Houses of Congress to repeal the act of 1886, When 
we passed that law we believed we were going to have a building sim- 
ilar to the representation in front of us. We were wearied here by 
vivid descriptions of its beauty, of how it would attract the attention 
of the people who would come here from abroad. We turned out of 


their homes a number of persons whose residences were upon the land 
selected for a site; we paid them $580,000 to get the ground. Wecom- 
menced an excavation, 350 feet by 459 feet. We have the trenches dug 
and a good deal of the grouting in, when suddenly this thing comes to 
ahalt. Why is the work stopped? Why is not the work going on as 
contemplatedin 1886? It is because we stand before the people of this 
country confessing that we have been deceived by somebody, whether in- 
tentionally or not it isidle and unprofitable now to discuss, but we have 
been so far deceived by somebody that the work has got to stop. 

Mr. Speaker, this conference report is a formal confession that we have 
been so deceived, both Houses, so that the plan of the whole building 
must be abandoned and the act repealed. 

=~ FORNEY. What do you propose todo? That is what I want 
to hear. 

Mr. PAYSON. I will tell the gentleman what I propose to do, and 
tell him gladly and quickly, for it isan easy answer, and ought to sat- 
isfy him. 

Mr. ROGERS. Allow me a question. What safeguards are there 
in this conference report against a repetition within six months of the 
same thing which has already happened ? 

Mr. PAYSON. Nosuch rd is provided. When the gentle- 
man from Alabama asks me whatitis proposed todo I answer him from 
his own mouth, from his own pen, in the language of the bill that he 
stood up here to report, and for which I voted— 

That the Committees on Public Buildings and Grounds of the Senate and 
House of Representatives, acting conjointly, shall, within thirty days after the 
assage of this act, invite from eminent architects, not.exceeding five in num- 

r, designs and general specifications fora building for the Library of Con- 

to be erected on the site purchased for that purpose in the city of Wash- 
Eata. the cost of building not to exceed $3,000,000; and the sum of $10,000 is 
hereby appropriated to be bet eer under the direction of the above-named 
committees, to pay for the said designs and general specifications. The said 
committees shail jointly report to Congress its action in the mises on or be- 
fore the 20th hen December, 1888. That the work now in progress on the 
building for the Library of Congress shall be suspended and the commission au- 
tho: by act of Congress approved April 15,1886, be, and the same is hereby, 
dissolved. That the property purchased for a site for the Library of Congress, 
including the buildings thereon, together with all records, and other 
property of the United States connected with the building for said Library of 
ngrss, be and the same is hereby, transferred to the care and custody of the 
Interior Department, the expenses of such care and custody shall be paid out 
of any money already appropriated for the construction of the building for the 
Library of Congress 

That is the proposal that came from the committee, for which we 
all voted before the bill went to the Senate on this conference, the pro- 
posal that the gentleman was instructed by the Hou se tostand by, by 
a decided vote, and which he abandoned for the proposal {now before 
us. It was a proposal that he himself favored. 

That is what I would do and think a majority of the House would 
do. 

But I would add this provision: that these committees when ap- 
pointed should be deemed privileged and should have power to report 
their bill for consideration at any time. This will prevent delay and 
insure early action. 

Mr. FORNEY. Bear in mind the Senate has disagreed and this is 
a compromise. 

Mr. PAYSON. Let me say to the gentleman from Alabama that 
the Senate is only one-half of the legislative department of this Gov- 
ernment. I wish it distinctly understood that when I am standing 
here for the Ninth district of the State of Illinois I am not under the 
wing of either Senator from that State. There are other gentlemen 
who are in the same way of thinking; that the gentleman from Ala- 
bama knows, and that I know. If the House sets itself resolutely 
against this enormous outrage, no money will be voted for it, for the 
purse-strings of the country are still in our control, thanks to God and 
the fathers of the Constitution. [Applause.] 

That is the proposition I intend to submit to the House. Why is it 
we shall go on smoking a poor cigar to the end because we have begun 
on the small end? [Laughter.] This is an ‘Early York” of the 
worst character. We have bitten off the end of it only. [Renewed 
laughter.] We have squandered forty or fifty thousand dollars ina 
foundation. Whatis therein that? Itisas nothing. The whisky 
tax eollected in Peoria, in Illinois, in two days will pay that. But what 
I wish done, and I submit to the gentleman from Alabama that he and 
his coadjutors and colleagues on the Committee on Appropriationsstand 
with us, is to have this provision inserted and to Jet the House of Rep- 
resentatives stand by that. Whois going tobe harmed by it? Sup- 
pose there is a delay for afew months in the progress of this public Li- 
brary? Who is going tobeinjured byit? Nobody expects the woos 
fora Library building will stop, but we ought to have men of high char- 
acter as architects to look at it. I hope the gentleman from Alabama 
and his associates will stand by our rights until we can look into this 
matter and determine for ourselvesand our censtituents what the build- 
ing shall be. 

Let me be understood in reference to this matter, Mr. Speaker, and 
Iwish to be understood emphatically. Iam notopposed, when we have 
decided upon the erection of a public building, to make liberal appro- 
penn for that purpose. When I look about me and see a building 


the Interior Department—although I am not an architect I hope 
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I have am average amount of common sense and can fully appreciate 
the fitness as well as the beauty of a public building—Iadmire it. Such 
ought to be the character of our public structures. Devoid of mere 
meretricious ornamentation, manifesting only the carver’s skill, that 
Interior Department building stands out as a thing of beauty in its 
severe simplicity and plainness, but in imposing beauty. ` I have heard 
from time to time the State, War, and Navy building commended as 
the most beautiful in the city; but the Interior Department building 
in its modest simplicity and noble outlines will do for me and the peo- 


ple I represent. z 

Mr. FORNEY. What did it cost? 

Mr. PAYSON. Less than three millions, and it has one hundred 
and ninety-seven finished and highly-decorated rooms. [Applause.] 
The SPEAKER pro tempore, The gentleman’s time has expired. 

Mr. ROGERS. Itthegentleman wishes mo re time I will yield to him. 

Mr. PAYSON. I would be glad to be indulged a little further. 

Mr. ROGERS. I yield for that purpose. 

Mr. PAYSON. I thank the gentleman for his kindness. 

I was saying, Mr. Speaker, when interrupted, that I was in favor ot 
a Library building, and so Iam. Iam in favor of such a building as 
the greatness and the grandeur and the power of this country will war- 
rant and typical of our people, and such we can afford; and I favor the 
appropriation of necessary sums of money for that purpose; but I want 
it understood from one, at least, that the amount of expenditures upon 
any building of a public character ought not to be the amount of money 
in the Treasury upon which an architect or a designer may draw for 
the purpose of erecting a memorial building to himself and in honor of 
his own name. 

We all know the ambition, laudable, no doubt, amongst architects 
and builders, particularly those connected with the public buildings, 
to see some grand edifice erected under their control to stand far su- 
perior in its proportions, cost, and grandeur to anything that has been 
done by any predecessor or rival in the same line, whether it be erected 
by public or private enterprise. So strong is this influence in the 
minds of some men that I have been told of instances, without men- 
tioning names, in comparatively recent years, where architects of the 
‘Treasury have necessarily been removed because of the prevalence of 
that influence, controlling in their own minds, that every building 
they erected was to be better, more costly, and grander in its propor- 
tions than those erected by others previously employed in the same 
eae: We all know that these tendencies to extravagance exist. 

t may be a laudable ambition for the architect, but we are to de- 
termine what is to be done with the money of the people. Weare en- 
trusted with the control of the public funds, and for myself I would 
greatly prefer, as more in accordance with the simplicity of our form of 
government, for a great public structure a building to be like the In- 
terior Department, rather than one whose outside is covered with pin- 
nacles and carvings like the State, War, and Navy Department build- 
ing. I think there is no comparison between them. But I would be 
perfectly willing to vote, and vote to-day, for a building involving an 
expenditure of $4,000,000 for the purpose of building a proper structure 
for this purpose, although I think the amount is largely more than is 
necessary. 

I have taken occasion to Jook into the cost of some of the public 
buildings throughout the world, and especially the one which was 
alluded to by my distinguished friend, the gentleman from Pennsyl- 
vania, who is always eloquent, the British Museum, but who does not 
remember its cost. As we sat here and listened to his vivid descrip- 
tion of that museum, with which the library is connected, I felt my- 
self somewhat ashamed as a granger coming from an agricultural con- 
stituency, reared up amongst farmers and laboring men exclusively, 
coming from that walk in life myself—and I felt that perhaps I was 
guilty of a niggardly action in that I was not willing that the extrava- 
gant plan of Mr. Smithmeyer or some other gigantic expenditure should 
be adopted to erect a public Library building in this country which 
might fittingly compare with the British Museum. 

But since the gentleman has made his speech I have looked into the 
matter in regard to the British Museum somewhat in detail. It is more 
than merely a public library. True, the library is connected with it 
and forms a portion of it, but in connection with the library is a vast 
ony of art, antiquities, and there are numerous rooms filled with 
all curiosities which the most laborious searcher after knowledge could 
not exhaust; strange things from strange lands; room after room filled 
with art treasures; a vast collection of works of art and illustrations of 
archeology, the results of the researches of scholars for many years in the 
rich fields of ancient ands; a perfect polytechnicschool, where thestudent 
can spend months and months and then not have half exhausted them, 
nor would half be told him. Amidst them all is the London library, 
with its magnificent reading-room, I do not wonder that the distin- 
guished gentleman from Pennsylvania felt inclined to worship the 
grandeur of the structure he so graphically portrayed. But wait. 
What did it cost? I find that the great reading-room and its attach- 
ments of the British library cost £160,000, or about $800,000. This 
has been the expense of that immense reading-room, with all its alcoves 
connected with it, about which my friend from Pennsylvania was awe- 
etricken as he saw it; and the entire cost of the museum proper in 
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every department and of all the buildings that it has connected with 
it from first to last, from turret to foundation stone, during the one 
hundred and ten years of its existence, cost £1,300,000, or about $6,- 
500,000 for the entire edifice, all the buildings complete—less than 
one-half the cost of this building if the plan suggested here is pursued. 
I now feel, then, that we are generous, more than generous, in this 
business when we provide three and a half or four millions of dollars 
here. That sum (and I do not speak as an architect, but I have con- 
versed with persons and prominent architects about this) will erect an 
edifice that the country might well regard with honest pride. 

We must bear in mind that not a great deal of money is to be ex- 
pended on the inside of the building outside of the aleovesand shelves. 
It is not like any of those buildings, like the War Department, or the 
Navy, or the Interior Department, where there are immense fire-proof 
rooms beautifully decorated inside, Ontside of the central structure to 
be used as a reading-room, and which will be expensive for its interior 
adornment, the cost of the building will be mainly on the outside, on 
the exterior walls. 

Iam in favor, Mr. Speaker, I repeat, of appropriating for a public 
library, but before meine so I want to see the plans on which we are to 
operate, and to know what we are doing. We have been told that we 
are amply protected because we are to have an Army officer in charge 
of this building, and that we can depend upon its construction and the 
limit of its cost. But we should not forget that a gentleman connected 
with the Army was also connected with the constraction of the Pension 
building in this city, in Judiciary Square, about which I will utter no 
further comment than to recite a remark which was attributed to the 
late General Sheridan, that the only fault he had to find with it was 
that it was fire-proof. fasten | 

It is a fair model, in its exterior, of a grain elevator in Chicago. One 
such edifice is enough for the Republic. Ifthe Army is satisfied, Iam, 
with that example; the sample does not suit. Nor do I want anything 
more of this architect. He has manifested toward Congress the same 
feeling of regard that is attributed to a distinguished railroad magnate 
in New York toward the public. [Laughter and applause. ] 

I see I need not repeat the language! 

What do they care for Congress, ifon any pretense they secure the 
contract? 

We were fed from the spoon of promise, but tasted only disappoint- 
ment as the result. 

And if this thing had gone on, itwould have been a standing monu- 
ment to the folly of gentlemen who when their eyes are open will per- 
mit it to proceed. Forone, I will not. 

Mr. Speaker, I spoke about the cost of the British Museum building. 
Now I would like to call attention to other libraries to which the 
gentleman [Mr. KELLEY] alluded, among them the great library in 
Munich, which is the second or third largest in the world. I had oc- 
casion to see how their books were housed, and what care and atten- 
tion were given to the matter there, and how much wealth the gov- 
ernments of the Old World who have these fine buildings and these 
grand structures, as was said, expended on them. I find that library 
contains 980,000 volumes of books, with all the accompaniment of 
maps and all that sort of thing, with works of art distributed here and 
there. The cost of that entire structure, sufficient for that immense 
library, which has received such favorable comment from scholars the 
world over, was £83,000—$415,000. That was all the money expended 
upon that magnificent building, as shown by authority furnished me 
by Mr. Spofford, our eminent librarian. And the great library at St. 
Petersburgh, containing 1,500,000 volumes, with all the accompanying 
manuscripts, which will bear about the same proportion in other conn- 
tries as they do here, cost less than $1,500,000. 

It is sufficient for all Russia, and yet we are to be impliedly charged 
here with a niggardly disposition in the attempt to control the expendi- 
ture of the public money, because we do not approve and vote for a 
building costing anywhere from twelve to fifteen millien dollars. The 
gentleman from Alabama [Mr. FORNEY] said that fourteen millions 
was the estimated cost of this building, if I got his figures correctly. 

Mr. FORNEY. Somewhere between ten and fourteen millions. 

Mr. PAYSON. And a matter of $4,000,000 amounts to nothing! 
You can see, Mr. Speaker, how glibly we talk about millions. Now 
here is a little margin of four millions from ten to fourteen millions ! 
Four million dollars to be furnished by the tax-payers of this country, 
when every dollar that is raised by taxation has the sweat of some la- 
borer’s brow upon it and has felt the touch of the toil-hardened hand 
that prodaced it. It is to cost from ten to fourteen millions, a margin 
of something like fouy millions! 

Mr. KELLEY. Five cents per head of the present population of the 
United States. 

Mr. PAYSON. Five cents per head of the present population, and 
to a man with a family of six that means six loaves of b It may 
be that there is some force in dealing in pennies in argument, but every 
5 cents that comes out of the laborer takes from him the price of a loaf 
of bread. [Applause.] 

And, Mr. Speaker, 1 cent a head for the sixty millions of people, if 
devoted to extravagant and improper appropriations, is just $600,000 
of wasteful extravagance that will not receive my vote or approval. 
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I thank the gentleman for his sneering allusion to cents—pennies. 
It shows the necessity for guarded, careful, prudent legislation in all 
these matters. 

Care as to small matters begets prudence in greater affairs. 

In the great appropriation bills that we pass we speak with such 
lightness on the addition of millions to them as would startle the ay- 
erage business man. Just think of putting up one building, one edi- 
fice, about which we say that it is to cost ten or fourteen million dollars! 
Mr. Speaker, if we proceed as now proposed, it means completing this 
whole structure as proposed by the original plan. This appears by 
the testimony of Mr. Green. He says the commencement of this 
structure, plan No. 1, means the continuation of the whole of it. The 
partner of the architect, whose name appears on this paper [Mr. Pelz], 
was before the committee which sits in the room of the Committee on 
Public Lands, and he said it was the height of absurdity to erect this 
portion of the building unless it was ultimately intended to build the 
rest of it. He said it would present the appearance ofa jail. I think 
that was his illustration; that this building, looked upon except in a 
direct front view from this Capitol, would look like a jail. Other gen- 
tlemen testified before the committee, and I regret that their testimony 
has been mislaid. One of them, an architect, Mr. Green, of whom I 
have spoken, says that from every point of view that you would ap- 
proach this building, except from its direct front, it would ‘‘ present 
the view of a row of city buildings looked at from a back street.” That 
is his simile, and a very accurate one. Just stopand think of it—from 
any point of vantage you choose to view it, it would be plain exterior 
walls having no windows, and would just look ‘‘like a row of city 
buildings looked at from a back street.” That is the building we are 
asked to erect. . 

The gentleman from Alabama, let me say in passing here, called the 
attention of the House to what he thought weresome mistakes of mine 
as to this reduced structure, and read from the RECORD. 

Here is what I said: 


We have hay epee gor to construct a building which, in the observations I 
made the other day, I 
of emphasiz 


to construct for the accommodation of our public Library, as a piece of 
architecture in reference to which you and I are expected to feel. 


Mr. FORNEY. Iread below that. 
Mr. PAYSON. I said, and adhere to the statement, “Here is a 
- building 490 feet long, there [illustrating] is the width of it, 44 feet, 
and it is to be 70 feet high.” This plan, Mr. Chairman, contemplates 
a square tower there [indicating] which is 60 feet square in exterior 
dimensions. There is a corridor, or a gallery, or a curtain, or what- 
ever architects call it, of which the interior dimensions are 38 feet, and 
its length is a little over 100 feet. Thirty-eight feet is only about8 feet 
wider than the corridor that we walk through as we go over to the Sen- 
ate. There, then, is a room over 100 feet long and only 8 feet wider 
than that corridor. These on each side, two of them. Iam told by 
the architect that it is 70 feet high, which is the height of this build- 
ing. Seventy feet high, 38 feet in interior dimensions, and 1,000 miles 
long! [Laughter.] 

Then comes this structure here [indicating], the central structure 
which the gentleman from Alabama [Mr. FORNEY] says is so roomy. 
If you look at the elevation and the plans connected with it, you will 
see that every foot of it is to be taken up with staircases and corridors 
and wash-basins, and all that sortof thing. Nota place for a book con- 
templated. Pass over to the other side and you find it is the same. 
The interior dimensions are 38 feet and the thickness of the walls 
brings the exterior dimensions up to 44 feet, the width which I stated. 

And here let me call the attention of the, gentleman from Alabama 
[Mr. Forwty] to one thing which seems to have been entirely over- 
looked. In the testimony taken by the Senate committee it is stated 
that there is no room for any books and no intention to put a volume 
in any of that space. The only provision for books that is made in 
this plan is in the reading-room, which was not contemplated at the 
outset to be used as a library, but, as its name indicates, was to be a 
central tower for a reading-room 100 feetin diameter; and yet within 
the entire area of this building, 459 feet long, and this immense cen- 
tral structure, there is no space except what Mr. Spofford, the Libra- 
rian, says he will need for his maps, for his co ht registers, for the 
performance of the administrative duties of his office, for the bindery 
which it is intended to establish in connection with the Library, and 
for the staircases. No provision for books at all. Mark that. 

Is that the kind ofa Library building that weshould beasked to build? 
Thescheme originally contemplated the storage of books in, and only in, 
that portion of the building which this conference report repeals. DoI 
make myself understood upon that point? Here [indicating] is where 
the books are to be stored. Here is the central tower, which is to be 
a reading-room, one story high, with a gallery above from which ad- 
miring Americans can look down upon those who are filling their minds 
with lore below. [Laughter.] There is no provision for books in any 
part of this building as shown by the plan except the part which this 


conference report repeals! More than that, Mr. Spofford is on record 
as saying that the building when erected will be crowded to its utmost 
capacity within fifteen years even by utilizing all the wall space. 
As there may be some question about that later, I think I had better 
turn to his testimony. It is found on page 137 of the testimony taken 
by the Senate committee. I read: 

Q. According to this plan, what will all this part of the building be used for? 

A. Here is the Library reading-room and here are the alcoves around it. Th 
will be filled to the utmost capacity with the existing library and the growt 
for the coming fifteen years. 

Mr. BAKER, of New York. Does he mean the whole building? 

Mr. PAYSON. Everything that is proposed in this plan that I hold 

in my hand. As to that Mr. Spofford testifies that it will be crowded 
to its utmost capacity within fifteen years. Now, what are we build-: 
ingfor? For this year or the next year? We have been told here con- 
fidently of the duty that devolves upon us when we take into account 
the greatness and the grandeur of our country as it is now, and we have 
been urged to remember that it has a future, and that we are building 
not only for ourselves but for generations tocome. That was the ex- 
cuse; that was the apology for this immense pile when it was first pro- 
posed in 1886. Now weare told that the fragment represented by plan 
No. 1 is sufficient for the purposes of the Library; and yet the Li 
rian of Congress testifies that if erected it will be crowded to its utmost 
capacity within fifteen years. 
- I said I would refer to the evidence to show that the main structure 
and these two wings were not arranged for the storing of a single book. 
Upon that point I quote Mr. Smithmeyer. He was interrogated by 
Senator BECK: 

Q. How long is the third story? You thought the back of the third story 
should have books? 

A. Well, I think so. 

Q. There is not any book re tory in the west front, so far as I can see. 

A. Well, you can put them there. 

Certainly, ‘‘you can put them there.’’ 

Think of it! A building designed to meetall the requirements ot a 
great national library for fifty or one hundred years to come, and when 
it is proposed to reduce the structure so as to meet immediate neces- 
sities and yet adapt it to convenient occupation by the Library, and 
when this gentleman is asked as an architect skilled in the business, 
as a public servant with a salary as great as yours or mine—when he 
is asked to explain how it is that his plan does not provide any place 
for books, he answers, ‘‘ Well, you can put them there!” Why, Mr. 
Speaker, they could be putin this room. We could put up shelves 
and book-cases against a portion of these walls and utilize them. This 
is simply a part of the general slip-shod way in which we are asked to 
deal with this subject. 

More than that, Mr. Speaker, I said I would refer to the testimony 
to show that it was in contemplation to complete the construction of 
this entire building, no matter what its cost might be, if we once com- 
mitted ourselves to this part ofit. To that task I now address myself. ~ 
On page 136 of the testimony of Mr. Green, the superintendent of the 
building, he testifies as follows: 

Q. Do you know something about what buildings cost? 

Here is what he says: 

This rotunda is in keeping with the whole plan of the building, to accommo- 
date a many more books than these little repositories would hold. You 
see all these are book magazines for generations yet to come— 

This is no fifteen-year business with him— 

For the accommodation of books in greater quantities than these which come 
in, in magazines, etc. 

So I say that to carry out that plan with a view to an ultimate completion of 
the whole building and to an extent of ornamentation and finish which would 
be in keeping with it— 

The whole building— 

Three millions of dollars would be too much of a limitation to make on this 
building. 

This shows what is intended to be done, and the testimony of others 
in this book is in the same direction. I now recur to the testimony of 
Mr. Pelz, the author of this plan—— ; 

Mr. KELLEY. Ob, no. 

Mr. PAYSON. I say it advisedly. I say that this plan and this 
drawing are emanations from the brain of Mr. Pelz; he is entitled to 
the credit, not Mr. Smithmeyer, as I am informed by Mr. Pelz and 
others who know the circumstances. 

Mr. KELLEY. It is a mistake. 

Mr. PAYSON. Possibly, but I am otherwise advised. Now re- 
curring to what Mr. Pelz says, and at any rate he is the assistant of 
the architect, he has been a partner of Mr. Smithmeyer for years. He 
says it would bean outrage upon architectural taste to erect that struct- 
ure unless Congress intended to go on and erect the remainder of it. 
It did not require any architect to tell me that, My convictions on 
that point were as strong before I heard that statement as they are 
now. It is idle, it is childish, it is the depth of puerility for anybody 
to say that this structure represented here, this part of the whole plan 
[illustrating], is one which, ‘‘while not very ornate, would not be un- 
satisfactory to the citizens of the country,’’ as Mr. Spofford says in his 
testimony here. It would be, of course, a botch, and, briefly summar- 
ized, my objections to the proposed building are these. 
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1. It is part only of a building, all the exterior of which is necessary 
to be pleasing in effect; this is now conceded. 

2. The cost of this plan is now estimated as high as that of the com- 
pleted buildings of k and Esty. 

3. It will not suffice for the needs of the library for but afew years, 
even if all the wall space should be utilized, as there is only little 
room arranged for book space, as clearly appears from this sketch. 

4. The rooms on this plan are all, except the reading-room and the 
immediate galleries, arranged for and with reference to the whole gen- 
eral structure, and could not properly or profitably be used as library 
rooms. 

Sce these pavilions at the corners and these long galleries connect- 
ing the corner pavilions with the central building, narrow, only 38 
feet in interior width and pierced full of windows,they could not,should 
not be used for book storage. In short, all this plan was designed for 
other uses than book storage, and hence is not adapted tothat purpoze. 

Now, let me put the matter in this way—and I invite the attention 
of the chairman of the conference committee to this proposition: In 
this conference report you propose to repeal thestatute except so far as 
the plan is represented on this blue papor [illustrating]. If this con- 
ference report is adopted, the law stands as if it had never existed, and 
the present planis presented to us without reference to any probability— 
and the gentleman assents to what I say—withont reference to any 
probability of the erection of the balance of the structure. 

Mr. FORNEY. Whether the balance shall be constructed is aques- 
tion for posterity to determine. Those who come after us twenty-five 
or thirty years hence can settle that question for themselves. Weare 
not bound to erect the balance of the building; but if they wish to do 

they can. 

Mr. PAYSON. Ido not ask what we are ‘‘ bound” to do, but what 
is in contemplation here? If any architect should come before this 
body, and as an original proposition submit this plan, this part of the 
whole structure, to us as that of a building suitable in point of archi- 
tecture for this Congress to approve—a building suitable for the storage 
of the books now in the Congressional Library—he would be branded 
as an idiot by every man here, and by nobody sooner than by the dis- 
tinguished gentleman from Alabama, and therefore this partial plan 
should not be proceeded with. 

Mr. CHEADLE. Of what kind of material is this building to be? 

Mr. PAYSON. Nobody knows; nothing is specified. That is one 
of the many matters to be confided to the discretion of the gentleman 
who for the time being shall occupy the position of Chief of Engineers 
under the War Department, To-day that officer is General Casey; to- 
morrow he may be somebody else, who may be promoted to the posi- 
tion. Everything connected with this building, the architectural style, 
the internal arrangement, the material, the cost, tc., will, unless we 
shall now adopt some limitation, be confided to the discretion of that 
officer under this conference report. 

Mr. Speaker, it is proper that this House when called upon to act 
should act upon information which is atleast prima facie reliable. The 

lan of every building, so far as I know, which has been constructed 

yy the General Government has been submitted to Congress for its a 

roval. I had hoped when I ceased my opposition to the Library bill 
n the Forty-ninth Congress that we were entering upon the construc- 
tion of a public building as to which no breath of scandal or improper 
criticism should ever arise. Inever believed that weshould be within 
a ycar and s half from the time we voted for the erection of that build- 
ing met face to face with a proposition that we should suspend its con- 
struction, repeal the Jaw under which it was begun, and makea change 
in its entire plan, that change brought about, as is confessed by the 
chairman of the conference committee, because Congress was utterly 
deceived by somebody, the architect, as I believe from the evidence 
before me, because of his denial under oath before the distinguished 
gentleman from Indiana [Mr. HOLMAN ] of any responsibility for this 
estimate, now followed by a confession that it was made and circulated 
over his signature by Mr. Smithmeyer, supplemented again by the 
statement of his partner who made the estimates on which those fig- 
ures were submitted—because we have been deceived, and by him. 
Silence is inexcusable when truth ought to be spoken, 

On the ist day of September, in this House, thedistinguished gentle- 
man from Pennsylvania, as spokesman for his friend, Mr, Smithmeyer, 
asserted that none of these tstimates were ever made by the authority 
of Mr. Smithmeyer. Thatstatementhas been printed in the RECORD; 
the debate has been copied into the public press; everybody knew what 
the charge was; the daily papers of this city have been discussing it in 
issue after issue; and Mr. Smithmeyer’s mouth is closed. No word 
came from him admitting what he has done, or saying that he was mis- 
taken about it, voluntarily. Only after the paper was found and he 
called asa witness would he admit anything. 

It would have been honorable for him voluntarily to have done it. 
His duty to this Congress, his duty as a public servant drawing public 
money as compensation for his time in this business, demanded he should 
be speedy and not tardy in coming forward and correcting these mis- 
takes out of which this action, now most shameful, I regret to say, 
arises, in which we are compelled to take part, to retrace our steps, to 
calla halt, and ascertain from somebody, because we can not from him, 


what this building will cost, or what some building will cost which is 
necessary for the purpose to preserve and protect what I hope will be 
the grandest collection of the literature of the world. 

I wish that time tocome. Itcan notcometoospeedily. I will vote 
liberally for that; but whatever I do will be done in performance of 
public duty, with some d of right, of prudence in the care of 
money, that would be done if I had the Treasury of the United States 
as my individual property and expending the money asmy own. At 
least that degree of prudence will be exercised by me, and I hope by 
other members of the House. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, let this House vote down this conference report. 
No one is harmed by it. Weare on everything else to do when 
that time shall come. I will offer the substance of what I read to the 
House, which is the proposition we sent to the Senate, and with the 
privilege on the part of the committee to report at any time. [Ap- 
plause.] I thank the House for its kind attention. 

Mr. ROGERS. I will now yield to the gentleman from Pennsylva- 
nia [Mr. KELLEY]. 

Mr. KELLEY. Mr. Speaker, we have a magnificent Library, not 
comparable in extent to some of the great libraries of Europe, but the 
foundation of one of the finest and greatest Libraries of the world. We 
have a librarian in Mr. Spofford who is said by those competentito speak 
on the subject to be unequaled among librarians. Yet we have aceess 
to but a comparatively small of our Library. While it is theoret- 
ically open to the whole people of the country and of the world, it is 
not practically open to any of us. I ask why this deplorable condition 
of things exists? Because there is not accommodation for the books 
we own, and with the best possible system for the preservation and đe- 
livery of books it is often impossible for the attendants to find a book 
or a set of the volumes of a book. 

It was, I think, Lord Palmerston who defined ‘‘dirt.as matter out 
of place,” and if anybody will go through the crowded alcoves.and 
corridors of our Library he will see costly works of art which come under 
Lord Palmerston’s definition of dirt, and they are not in place simply 
because has not provided accommodation for them. Itis not 
that we are or have been too poor to provideample accommodation for 
them, together with future accretions under the copyright law. The 
pending question is, do we want. a Library building that will relieve 
this engorgement and afford facilities for the use of“books which we 
have, which will enable our distinguished Librarian to systematize our 
engravings, charts, and maps, and to proper positions to the an- 
nually accumulating books to be received as donations. as well as un- 
der the copyright law, and purchases made with the annual appropri- 
ation makes, to give ready access to the two bodies of the 
national law-makers, to the judges of the United States and other 
courts, tothe executive officers of the Government and others—current 
contributions to anomena 

That is the question before the House. The gentleman from Illinois 
seems to have lost sight of it in his eager denunciations of my friend, 
John L. Smithmeyer, whose plan for a Library building was adopted 
by the Forty-ninth Congress. And in passing to the consideration of 
this question I may, in view of the manner of the gentleman from 
Tilinois, under whose architectural wisdom and ience that of 
John L. Smithmeyer has been extinguished, tell the House some- 
thing of Mr. Smithmeyer’s professional history. It began while a mere 
lad in Vienna. Betore he came to manhood the revolution of 1848 oc- 
curred, and he found himself a fugitive patriot in a strange land. He 
gained his living as he could, while he devoted himself to the passion 
of his life, architecture. With what measure of success? I point you 
to yonder drawing as evidence of his competency; anil I recall to the 
memory of the older members of the House the noble drawing that 
stood where it does for one session after another. The interior of the 
building has not been modified, but the exterior was Gothic, and to 
my eyes more beautiful in its Gothic elegance, of which style there are 
no illustrations in the architecture of the capital city mare beautiful, 
than any I ever saw in foreign countries. 

He has been a practitioner, and a successful one, of his profession in 
this country for over a quarter of a century, and is one of the oldest 
members of the American Institute of Architects. He is a fellow of 
that national institute. He is president of the Association of Archi- 
tects of the city of Washington. He is president of the Association of 
Technics, composed of civil and topographical engineers, etc.; and I 
have never heard, in all the wild slunders which now flood the corri- 
dors of the Capitol, and of every hotel in and about Washington, an 
authentic case of his failure to satisfactorily execute one of accepted 
designs. Indeed, the only fault I have heard found with him by build- 
ers has been his excessive rigidity in demanding that the material 
adopted shall be adequate for the contemplated work and in so testing 
materials submitted by contractors as to insure to the builders such 
materials as were advertised for and agreed to be paid for. He has 
practiced his profession for nineteen years in the city of Washington, 
and strangely enough, according to the allegations of the gentleman 


from Illinois [Mr. Payson], for three of these years he was withont 
architectural training or skill, as Mr. Pelz, to whom he ascribes the 
brains and skill of the firm, has been in copartnership with him for but 
about sixteen of the nineteen years. 
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The relations between them are these: Mr. Pelz is one of the best 
draughtsmen in the country, while Mr. Smithmeyer is the designing 
architect. He was for nine years, while Mr. Smithmeyer was working 
out his plans for the Library building, employed as a draughtsman by 
the Light Board. 

How Mr. Smithmeyer’s skill as an architect, and especially in con- 

nection with library structures, is estimated, I ask the House to learn 
from the highest authority on building and architecture known to the 
American people, and if the Clerk will please read what I send to the 
desk it will, I think, hear satisfactory testimony upon this point. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

[From the American Architect and Building News, January 5, 1834.] 


Mr. J. L. Smithmeyer, architect of the intended building for the Congressional 
library, has published a little pamphlet mpg y an account of the various 
ag “arr Peay for the design of the building, as well as a review of the paper of 
Mr, William F. Poole, of Chicago, upon the construction of library buildings, 
which excited so much comment in and out of the profession some years ago. 
Mr. Smithmeyer’s criticism of this paper is well considered, and is certainly ef- 
fective in many points,showing conclusively that Mr. Poole’s model plan is 
anything but an economical one, either in first cost or in the expense of admin- 
istration, while it fails in its provision of light. For small libraries there are 
probably advantages in Mr. Poole’s arrangement, but for the iar require- 

~ments of lights for the Congressional Library building, it would be, as we have 
before suggested, quite unsuitable. 

In ing of his investigations into the necessary conditions of library con- 
stru Mr. »mithmeyer makes the remark which should be remembered by 
all young architects that the first consideration in such buildings should be 

light, and, second, heat and ventilation, and the third security fire and 
dampness. All other es, important as they may be, must be regarded as 
subordinate to these. It is gratifying to have some of the observations of one 
who is competent to make them in a form to be useful to the profession, and 
we are only sorry that Mr. Smithmeyer should not have made his book larger. 
If, as seems likely, his design for the new building should be speedily carried 
out, we hope that he will collect the special knowledge which he has acquired 
or may acquire during its progress in a permanent work for the benefit of his 
feilow-architects, 

Mr. KELLEY. In view of the manner in which his name and his 
attainments, as well as his labors and his personal character, have been 
treated by the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. Payson], it is something, 
Mr. Speaker, to know that the highest authority among architects and 
builders themselves should record its regard for the man and its appre- 
ciation of his ability to instruct his professional brethren of this coun- 
try, while expressing the hope that he would embody his views and 
experience ine book, instead of contenting himself with the dimensions 
of this modest little pamphlet of but 31 pages. 

I said the other day that I was proud of my acquaintance with Mr. 
Smithmeyer, and I repeat the assertion. A more shrinking, modest, 
diffident man I never kney. The author of eleven all of which 
were submitted to Congress in competition with forty competitors 
from all parts of the world, the controversy lingering through seven 

. Congresses, or more than fourteen years, thismodest man, who is talked 
aboutas ‘‘ boring for the job,” came to know but few members of either 
House, and did not even become acquainted with Colonel Singleton, 
chairman of the Committee on the Congressional Library, who cham- 
pioned his plan, until nearly a fortnight after the bill for the construction 
of the building on his plan had become a law. 

I do not know but what my friend from Mississippi [Mr. HOOKER] 
might have heard Colonel Singleton make the statement as he made it 
to me and as I have heard its having been made to others. 

Mr. HOOKER. I have not had any conversation with Colonel Sin- 
gleton on the matter. 

Mr. KELLEY. As an illustrative incident let me state that on the 
day on which the bill passed the House, so little of a lobbyist was he 
that he did not know it was proposed to be called up, his office being 
near my hotel, before dining I went to it and found him at his work 
and saluted him with a tender of my congratulations. ‘* Congratula- 
tions on what?” said he. ‘* Why, on the passage of the Library bill 
by the House.” Grasping my hand his exclamation was, ‘‘ Judge 
KELLEY, is my long anxiety ended? Do yon tell me the truth in say- 
ing the bill has passed?” This was not characteristic of a borer for 

al advancement or of a lobbyist about the halls of Congress. 
Thus it is that I have had the fullest opportunity of studying this 
man’s character, the combined manner and gentleness of which have 
bound me to him in grateful friendship. I donotdisavowit. I speak 
of him here under the influence of grateful friendship. 

The gentleman from Illinois spoke of this terrible outrage which he 
said would involve an ultimate expenditure of twelve or fifteen million 
dollars, Sir, it isan outrage that is to be begun with about $4,000,- 
000, and which expenditure we are assured by the chairman of the 
conference committee, quoting Librarian Spofford’s statement, will 
answer the exigencies of the country for at least fifteen years. It in- 
volves in the providing of housing for our growing library the awful 
outrage of 4 cents a head upon sixty millions of people, and it is said 
our present population is 63,000,000, By the timesixty, seventy-five, 
or one hundred years shall have passed, when the requirements of the 
National Library may demand the completion of that building, our 
population will probably be 300,000,000 of people and the final pay- 
ments will be less than 2 cents per capita of those distant generations, 
The gentleman replied asthongh I spoke of an annual tax of 5 cents. 

All know taxa is annual and recurring. Like death, it is one of 
the two things we are certain to meet. But this is a single appropria- 


tion for an enduring object. As it is expended it will raise above the 
ground the edifice of which we behold the external plan before us in 
its completed form of the distant future. It is an appropriation for all 
time, and I can not see the kind of outrage there would be in appro- 
priating 4 cents per capita for a building that is to answer for the in- 
tellectual wants of the country for a period of from fifteen to twenty- 
five years. 

In this connection the gentleman classes himself with the grangers 
andclaims to speak forthem, Ido not believe that the grangers would 
complain of spending 4 cents per head to make it sure that when they 
visit the National Library they may see the wonders of art embodied 
in its magnificent volumes. One book there, to which I have called 
the attention of a great many farmers and their families, is a book on 
humming-birds, the most magnificent thing of the kind I have ever 
seen or read of. Noneof the great ornithologists have produced a book 
like it; not Audubon’s nor even Wilson’s ornithology, wonderful as 
each is in its letter-press and its illustrations, excels or, in my judg- 
ment, equals the volume on humming-birds to which I refer. There 
aresix hundred and forty-three varieties, if my memory serves me right, 
and each one is illustrated, with the food on which that species feeds, 
and on each is thus marked the temperature in which itis found. I 
do not believe that the grangers will object to a contribution of 4 cents 
every twenty-five years during a century for the purpose of securing to 
their sons and daughters and to their old wives when they come to the 
capital ready access tosuch treasures of art and literature. It belittles 
the farmers of our country to intimate that they groan in spirit at the 
thoughtof such an expenditure, and regard it as a grand outrage upon 
them. The question is, I repeat, shall we house these books and pro- 
tect them against dampness, and against fire, and give them adequate 
protection from dangerous conditions under the supervision of libra- 
rians? 

I see the Speaker is about torapmedown. I understood that I was 
to in my own time; that the gentleman from Arkansas [Mr. 
RoGERs] yielded to me for that purpose. 

Mr. ROGERS, Iyielded to you in my time, but I reserved my time. 

Mr. KELLEY. To this question Mr. Smithmeyer is but an inci- 
dent. He is not involved other than incidentally in the Senate amend- 
ment now under consideration. By thatamendment the work is to be 
put under the charge of General Casey, and unless that experienced 
officer shall find in Mr. Smithmeyer the most capable person forthe work 
he will be at perfect liberty to pnt some one else in charge of it. 

A pay-roll set down at from thirty-five to forty thousand dollars a 
year under Mr. Smithmeyer was spoken of by the gentleman from Illi- 
nois. Whendid Mr. Smithmeyer havea pay-roll? He has never been 
permitted to employ anybody but technical assistants, draughtsmen, 
and the like. He has heretofore been held up here for criticism 4s to 
the number of carts and horses and laborers he employed, while his 
power to employ has been confined, as I have said, to draughtsmen 
and other technical assistants, under the supervision and with approval 
of the commission. 

This statement can not be gainsaid. He has, unhappily, incurred 
the displeasure of powerful men by insisting upon the delivery of such 
goods and adequate materials as had been contracted for, and if his 
practice in this respect shall be departed from the day may come when 
the nation will lament and deprecate the popular hatred which drove 
a pure and capable man from the line of his duty. Iread to-day, as 
probably most of you gentlemen did, that the new vault—the silver 
vault—of the Treasury Department had been so badly constructed in 
its foundations and substructure that yesterday 4 inches of water was 
found to have flowed in and was drowning ont the silver. 

We do not want a Library building with leaky or shaky foundations, 
from the saturated base of which vapors shall ascend to deface and de- 
stroy the contents and the bindings of rare and precious volumes, 
Nothing is more detrimental to books than to be over damp earth from 
which they may absorb ascending vapors. Nor are there many more ef- 
fective means of distributing the germs of disease than keeping popu- 
lar libraries in damp vaults, or over them, so that the diseases of suc- 
ceeding seasons shall be imparted to books, which, when carried into 
the warm rooms of our households and exposed to heat, will develop 
and diffuse those germs. 

Mr. Speaker, I would gladly detain the House longer, but I have 
been in the Capitol since before 10 o’clock this morning, during all of 
which time my mind has been engaged. I feel, too, that I have prob- 
ably said enough to induce this House to stand by the report of the 
committee of conference and appropriate $500,000 to be expended under 
the ablest of the engineers of the Army, a man who has proven himself 
competent to the grandest works and capable of administering large 
sums of money with great economy. I wasasked, within a few minutes 
of taking the floor, whether an engineer was always an architect, I 
reply that architecture and engineering are twin branches of science. 
In proof of this I point to the fact that it was an Army engineer, Gen- 
eral Montgomery C. Meigs, whoplanned the building in which we now 
are, and also the other wing of this Capitol, and reduced the scale of 
expenditures, as Brigadier-General Casey did in connection with the 
Army and Navy building. Also to the fact that it was the same Army 
engineer, General Meigs, who reared that dome of iron and made it 
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firm without removing the roof which meanwhile sheltered the Capi- | [Extract from the minutes of proosediogs x the Congressional Library Com- 
tol n, 


This afternoon while the debate was going on I heard a sneer at the 
Pension Office. Ignorant laymen may sneer at that building, yet it is 
modeled after one of the most famous buildings of a great Grecian archi- 
tect, but expanded and enlarged, and it is to-day an unequaled struct- 
ure for the purposes for which it was constructed, which require a great 
number of rooms with ample light and means of ventilation. 

When Fanny Kemble first came to this country she wrote of the 
United States Bank building as ‘‘a beautiful little copy of the Parthe- 
non.” A “little” copy, twenty feet longer and proportionately wider 
and higher than the Parthenon! It stands to-day as the United States 
custom-house at Philadelphia, a monument of the classic taste and archi- 
tectural ability of an engineer who had quitted the Army and been the 
civil engineer of the Baltimore and Ohio Railroad, William Strickland. 
I could go on giving instances, but itis unnecessary. I ask this House 
to confide to a man of that type $500,000, with instructions to exam- 
ine the foundations of this building as far as they have gone, to see that 
the money applied to its further construction is used economically, as 
was the money he expended on the War, State, and Navy Department 
building, and at the same time to hasten a section of this building to 
such completion as will give Congress access to the rich treasures of its 
own Library. [Applause. ] 

Mr. HOLMAN subsequently obtained unanimous consent to have 
paa in the RECORD the following statement by the Architect of the 
Capitol: 

$ WAsnIxGToON, D. C., September 12, 1888. 


Sim: As relates to the sworn statement of Mr. J. L. Smithmeyer, architect of 
the Congressional Library building, which was read in the House of Repre- 
sentatives on the 4th instant, I desire to make the following statement, which I 


wish to be considered as a of my testimony in the case. 
What I said. or intended to say,in regard to the bricks which were obtained 
from the buildings which were torn down by direction of the commission, and 


which were disposed of and taken from the grounds, in order to make room for 
the new materials to be used, is as follows: A number of bricks and broken 
bricks, or bats, were thus |, which were either sold or, as in the case of 
some of the broken bricks, hauled to the dumpin und. was done in 
compliance with the request of the architect, I didnot concur in such disposal 
of these brick, as I was, and still am, of the opinion that all this material could 
have been used advantageously in the construction of the building—the brick 
in the walls, and the “bats” for interior concrete—that is for the cellar floor 
and gume up the other floors, and for various purposes in connection with the 
work, 

1 have no knowledge of the amount received from the sale of the brick, asthe 
secretary of the commission had that matter in charge, with directions to make 
returns to the Secretary of the Interior, the officer named by law to disburse the 
money appropriated for this building, and consequently to receive moneys ob- 


tained from sales and for rents. 
As to the grading referred to by the architect, I will say that after the old 
buildings on the Lib: square were torn down the commission began d- 


rary gra 
ing the groundsand clearing the débris from the sites of theold buildings. The 
jon that the Library grounds should be 
graded in a manner to suit the e of the neg ara grounds, so that the roads 
and walks of the latter would connect and run intothe former grounds. It was 
supposed so far as I was concerned that the two grounds would form, when 
completed, a harmonious whole. 

After Mr. Smithmeyer became connected with the work, he protested against 
this manner of grading and at once proceeded to grade as can be seen at present, 
that is, to set the buil: gon a mound atits western front. Mr. Olmsted, land- 
scape architect, made a p for the treatment of the Library grounds (which I 
furnish herewith), looking to the grading of the same in a manner correspond- 
ing to those of the Capitol,and showing how the building icy St be pissa on 
the reservation without shutting out the whole view of the Capitol building 
from Pennsylvania avenue, the main approach from Capitol Hill. 

Much if not the greater portion of the expense for this grading was incurred 
after the architect took and under his direction,as may be seen from 
the following letter from Mr. John T. Morgan, foreman: 


“Orrick oF THE CoMMIS""ON FOR THE CONSTRUCTION 
“Or THE CONGRESSIONAL LIBRARY BUILDIXG, 
“No, 145 East CAPITOL STREET, 
“Washington, D. C., September 12, 1888. 


“ DEAR SIR: In reference to the grading done by days’ labor on the site of the 
Congressional Library Building, in ding and cutting down the grounds out- 
side of the building line, I have the honor to state that after the work was tem- 
porarily suspended, on Febr 21, 1887, it was again resumed in March, 1887, 
and continued until the end of the year, under the direction of the architect. 

“A deal of the cutting down of the Pour above referred to, the larger 
part of it, was done after February, as the following statement from the books 
of the office, made up from my reports of daily labor, will show: 


grading was begun on the assum 


seses: 


A total of........ A svensenesseneeessacees: sd nosen sseveeeseesastecesoete pesensnecees sessenaveoesereee 5, 580. 87 


“This does not include the cost of filling up and making the terraces and other 
similar work, and was only for the cutting down of the grounds to grade. 


“Very respectfull, 
z £ “JOHN T. MORGAN, Foreman. 
“Mr. EDWARD CLARK, 
“ Architect of the Capito! and Commissioner of 
“Congressional Library Building.” 


I had no agency in procuring for the use of the contractor the cement-mixing 
plant. This was loaned to the contractor under certain conditions, as may be 
scen from the following extract of the minutes of the commission : 


“SATURDAY, November 12, 1887, 
s s a $ * 


s s 
“It was decided to loan Mr, E. E. Barnes certain material and tools obtained 
from the hay vaira yee y of the State, War, and Navy De ent building, to 
be used by Mr. Barnes in the execution of his contract for laying of concrete 
foundation, with the understanding that an account should be keptof the wear 
and tear of such tools, and that while Mr. Barnes should be credited with any 
sum he might expend in the repair of such tools, he should also pay for any 
ge to the same.” 
. + 


s * + 
I am, very respectfully, 


EDWARD CLARK, 
Architect United States Capitol, 
Commissioner for the construction of the Congressional Library Building, 


Hon. WiLra{m S. HOLMAN, 
Chairman of the Commiitee to Investigale the Construction of the 
new Library Building, House of Representatives, 

Mr. FORNEY. Mr. Speaker, it is very desirable that we should 
dispose of this bill as soon as possible, and I now ask unanimous con- 
sent that the debate be limited to one hour to-morrow, the time to be 
equally divided. 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 

MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 


A message from the Senate, by Mr. McCook, its Secretary, announced 
that the Senate had agreed to the amendments of the House to the bill 
(8. 1988) granting a pension to H. R. Blackiston. 

The message further announced that the Senate requested the House 
to return to the Senate the bill (H. R. 925) for the relief of Matthew 
wW. ; and the bill (S. 3193) directing the commissioners of 
the District of Columbia to convey to William Brown part of an alley 
in square 120 in the city of Washington, on certain conditions. 


SENATE BILLS RETURNED. 


The SPEAKER pro tempore laid before the House a request from the 
Senate for the return to the Senate of the bill (S. 3193) directing the 
commissioners of the District of Columbia to convey to Samuel Brown 
a part of an alley in square 120 in the city of Washington, on certain 
conditions; and also for the return of the bill (H. R. 925) for the relief 
of Matthew W. Berryman. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. 
will be complied with. 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 


PRINTING OF TESTIMONY. 


Mr. RICHARDSON, from the Committee on Printing, reported back 
favorably the following resolution: 

Resolved, That the testimony taken by the Select Committee to Investigate the 
Construction of the New Library Building be printed. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. The estimated cost is $435. 

The resolution was adopted. 

Mr. RICHARDSON moved to reconsider the vote by which the reso- 
lution was adopted; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be 
laid on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 


Mr. KILGORE, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, reported that 
they had examined and found duly enrolled bills and joint resolution 
of the following titles; when the Speaker pro tempore signed the same: 

A bill fe 124) granting a pension to Henry F. Kaiser; 

A bill (S. 186) to amend section 1225, Revised Statutes, concerning 
details of officers of the Army and Navy to educational institutions, 
ete. ; 

A bill (S. 576) for the relief of Semon Bache & Co.; 
A bill (S. aan granting a pension to Henry Blakiston; 

A bill (S. 2713) granting a pension to Pierre Bottineau; 

A bill (S. 2938) granting a pension to James McDonald; 

A bill (S. 2951) granting a pension to Mrs. Mary Morrison Elliott; 

A bill (S. 3130) granting a pension to Patrick Welsh; 

A bill (S. 3236) granting an increase of pension to George A. Wash- 
burn, late major Sixteenth Connecticut Volunteers; 

A bill (H. R. 5092) for the relief of Charles L. Bradwell; 

A bill (H. R. 11336) supplementary to an act entitled ‘‘An act to 
execute certain treaty stipulations relating to Chinese,” approved the 
6th day of May, 1882; 

A bill (H. R. 8751) providing for the erection of sundry light-houses 
and fog-signals in Lake Superior, Lakes Huron, Erie, and Michigan, 
and range-lights in Lake St. Clair and Detroit River; 

A bill (H. R. 10931) to donate and transfer to the State of Louisiana 
for quarantine purposes certain lands on the Mississippi River belong- 
ing to the United States, subject to reversion to the United States in the 
event of their non-usage for quarantine purposes, and requiring the 
proper department of the United States Government to execute the 
necessary transfer to the State of Louisiana on the condition aforesaid; 


and 
Joint resolution (H. Res. 223) declaring the meaning of a clause in 
the river and harbor actof August 11, 1888, 


If there be no objection these requests 
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ST. CLAIR FLATS CANAL, 


Mr. CATCHINGS, from the Committee on Rivers and Harbors, by 
unanimous consent, reported back with a favorable recommendation a 
bill (H. R. 11446) to amend an act entitled ‘‘ An act making appropri- 
ations for the construction, repair, and preservation of certain public 
re on rivers and harbors, and for other purposes,” approved July 5 
1884. 

Mr. CATCHINGS. I ask unanimous consent for the present con- 
sideration of that bill. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection to the request otf 
the gentleman from Mississippi that this bill be now considered? 

Mr. DINGLEY. Let the bill be read. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, ete., That section 7 of the “ Act making appropriations for the 
construction, repair, and preservation of certain public works on rivers and 
harbors, and for other purposes,” approved July 5, 1884, be, and the same is 
hereby, amended, so that the same shall read as follows: 

“Src. 7. That it shall be the duty of the Secretary of War to prescribe such 
rules and regulations in respect to the use and administration of the Des Moines 
Rapids Canal, the St. Mary’s Falls Canal, the Louisville and Portland Canal, 
and the St. Clair Flats Ship-Canal as in his judgment the public necessity may 
require, which rules and regulations shall be posted in some conspicuous place 
for the information of the public; any person knowingly and willfully violat- 
ing such rules and regulations shall be liable to a fine not exceeding $500, or 
imprisonment not exceeding six months, to be enforced in any district court in 
the United States within whose territorial jurisdiction such offense may have 
been committed.” 

Sec. 2. That this act shall take effect immediately. 3 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection to the consideration 
of this bill? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. MCMILLIN. Let ushave the reportread. We want to under- 
stand the object of this legislation. 

Mr. CATCHINGS. Ican explainitinamoment. The effect of the 
bill is simply to extend to the St. Clair Flats Canal the provisions of 
the act of 1884, which now apply to the Louisville and Portland Ca- 
nal, the Des Moines Rapids Canal, and the Sault Ste. Marie Canal. 
By this legislation the Secretary of War will be enabled to prescribe 
proper rules and regulations governing the passage through that canal 
of ships navigating the lakes. He now makes such regulations with 
reference to the other canals I have named. 
TE enemas: What evil is sought to be remedied by this legis- 

tion . 

Mr. CATCHINGS. ‘The Secretary of War has now no power to make 
these regulations with reference to the St. Clair Flats Canal; and the 
necessity of such regulations has been shown by the fact that there has 
recently been in that canal an absolute blockade. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I donot know whether I correctly understood the 
reading of the bill; but if I did, it provides for the indictment of per- 
sons who may violate these regulations of the Department. 

Mr. CATCHINGS. The bill does not embrace any new legislation 
beyond extending to the St. Clair Flats Canal the act of 1884, which 
now applies to the other three canals I have named. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Can we authorize the Secretary of War to pre- 
scribe rules and regulations the violation of which will be punishable 
in this way ? 

Mr. CATCHINGS. I hope we shall not go into a discussion of any 
question of that kind. 

Mr. FARQUHAR. I will state to the gentleman from Illinois that 
in the act of 1884 the St. Clair Flats Canal was inadvertently omitted. 
This bill simply amends that act so that the Secretary of War may pre- 
scribe rules and regulations with referenceto this canal, as he now does 
with regard to the others. In this way the passage of the craft up and 
down will be regulated by tules of the Department, and the liability 
to a blockade will be averted. [Cries of ‘‘ Vote!” ‘‘Vote!??] 

Mr. KILGORE. What objection is there to the reading of the re- 
port? 

Mr. CATCHINGS. Ihave none; but I have already stated its sub- 
stance, 

Mr. KILGORE. I believe it is a good idea to have the report read. 

Mr. CATCHINGS. If there is time before the hour of adjournment, 
let it be read. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I ask unanimous consent that the session be ex- 
tended five minutes. ye 

Mr. SPRINGER and Mr. McMILLIN. Or until this bill is disposed 


of. , 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection to extending the 
session five minutes? 

Mr. McMILLIN. I do not object, with the understanding that the 
eps is extended only for the completion of action on the pending 

ill. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection to extending the ses- 
sion for five minutes, subject to the condition stated by the gentleman 
from Tennessee [Mr. MCMILLIN]? The Chair hears none. 

The report was read, as follows: 


The proposed bill seeks to amend section 7 of the act named by including in 
the rules and Sy Seni provided therein for the proper careand management 
of Des Moines ids Canal, St. Mary’s Falls and Louisville and Port- 


Canal 
land Canal,the St. Clair Flats Ship Canal. The late blockade of lake craft in the 
&t. Clair Canal, on account of lack of proper regulations for the passage of ves- 
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sels through the same, makes it imperative that Congress shall empower the 
Secretary of War to place said poe under the same rules and regulations as 
obtain over the other canals named in said section, not only to thus secure 
speedy and safe passage of our lake craft, but to save our marine from great 
pecuniary loss. 

Your committee recommend the adoption of the measure, and urge its speedy 
consideration and passage by the House. 


Mr. WILSON, of Minnesota. From what committee does this bill 
come? 

Mr. CATCHINGS. From the Committee on Rivers and Harbors, 
It is approved by the Chief of Engineers, the Secretary of War, and the 
President. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time; and be- 
ing en , it was accordingly read the third time, and S 

Mr. CATCHINGS moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill 
was passed; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on 
the table. ; 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

Mr. FARQUHAR. Iask unanimous consent to have printed in the 
RECORD several communications relating to the subject of the bill just 
passed, including, the orders of the President of the United States to 
General Poe in regard to the removal of the recent obstructions in the 
St. Clair Flats Canal. > 

There being no objection, leave was granted. 

The following are the documents: 


DETROIT, MICH., September 6, 1888, 

To the PRESIDEST: 

The commerce of the lakes and the entire Northern and Northwestern fron- 
tier is in hourly danger of a permanent blockade at the St. Clair Flats, Canada. 

EPE maalie intrusted to General Poe is entirely inadequate to enforce the 
needed regulations for the safety of commerce and the protection of the Goy- 
ernment works. 

Please issue the necessary order to General Poe to use all means necessary 
for protection of the canal and safety of the commerce passing through the 


same. 
James A. Millen; Jesse H. Farwell; W.B. Morley; A.A. Parker; J. 
W. Westcott; Eber Ward; John Pudgeon; John Pudgeon, jr.; 
H. P. Lilibridge, vice-president Cleveland Vessel Owners’ Asso- 
ciation; R.P. Fitzgerald, president Milwaukee Vessel Owners’ 
Association; Thos. Adams; E.M, Peck, president N. W.T. Co. 


EXECUTIVE Mansion, Washington, September 6, 1888, 
Gen, THOMAS L. CASEY, 
Chief of Engineers: 

The accompanying telegram requires immediate attention, and I hope the 
most prompt measures will be taken to remove the obstructions to commerce 
referred to. If it is possible to give any additional powers to General Poe, and 
it is necessary, they should be given at once. 

F GROVER CLEVELAND. 


WAR DEPARTMENT, September 7, 1888, 
To Colonel LAMONT: 


Colonel Poe was directed by telegraph to take prompt measures to remove 
obstructions. Was authorized to hire or purchase in open market all necessary 
plant and do work by day’s labor, 

CLINTON B. SEARS, 


Capiain Engineers, in Charge of Office. 


HEADQUARTERS OF LAKE CARRIERS’ ASSOCIATION, 
Buffalo, September 15, 1883. 

Dear Str: The commerce of the lakes has been recently seriously obstructed 
atthe St.Clair Flats Ship Canal, causing embarrassment, wement of 
business, and serious financial loss, all of which is liable to be repeated at any 
moment in consequence of the unfit condition of the canal to satisfy the de- 
mands upon it and accommodate the traffic. The President has directed the 
engineer-in-charge to make temporary repairs to meet the present emergency, 
but this is not sufficient. 

We find that under the laws the control of the canal is not in the hands of a 
proper Government official, and the danger of navigating the canal is greatly 
enhanced by the lack of proper regulations, with power to enforce them, for 
controlling and directiag the movements of vessels. The act approved Jualy5, 
1884, makes it the duty of the Secretary of War to prescribe rules and regulations 
for the Des Moines Rapids Canal, the St. Mary’s Falls Canal, and the Louisville 
and Portland Canal, and why the St. Clair Flats Ship Canal was omitted no one 
seems to be able to explain. As it is absolutely necessary that this omission 
should be remedied, and immediately, we have prepared an amendment to the 
act above referred to, with the object of bringing the St. Clair Flats Ship Canal 
under the operations of the act, and inclose it herewith, with the request that 
you will at once introduce it in the House and urge its immediate passage. 

We understand that it is very late in the session and that new legislation will 
not at this time be looked upon with much favor, but this is a very simple mat- 
ter, and the passage of the amendment isan absolute necessity, Thecontrol of 
the St. Clair Flats Canal should be in the hands of General Poe, the engineer in 
charge of the public works in that vicinity, who could prescribe rules for the 
navigation of the canal which would averta repetition of the late disastrous 
obstructions there, caused by the grounding of overloaded vessels, 

Ishall be glad to learn from you that you have introduced the bill and that 
there is a prospect of its being pushed through. 


Yours, very truly, 
S. D. CALDWELL, President, 
Hon, Joun M. FARQUHAR, 
Washington, D. C. 


LEAVE TO PRINT.» 

Mr. HOLMAN. Iask leave to have printed in the RECORD a letter 
from the Architect of the Capitol touching the subject under discussion 
to-day. 

There being no objection, leave was granted. 
found in a previous part of the RECORD. ] 

WITHDEAWAL OF PAPERS. 
Mr. ADAMS, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to withdraw 


[The document will be 
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from the files of the House, without leaving copies, papers in the case | We, therefore, think there is no merit. in the proposition, and that 


of J. W. Chickering. 


LEAVE OF ABSENCE. 
Mr. FORD, by unanimous consent, obtained indefinite leave of ab- 
sence, on account of important business. 
The hour of 5 o'clock having arrived, the House, in accordance with 
its standing order, adjourned. 


PRIVATE BILLS INTRODUCED AND REFERRED. 


Under the rnle private bills of the following titles were introduced 
and referred as indicated below: 

By Mr. BLAND (by request): A bill (H. R. 11456) to pay Philip 
Henkel for property unlawfully confiscated and destroyed—to the Com- 
mittee on War Claims. 

Ly Mr. BUTLER: A bill (H. R. 11457) for the relief of Mrs. Mary 
Gentry—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. McCREARY: A bill (H. R. 11458) for the relief of 8. P. 
Martin—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. SHERMAN: A bill (H. R. 11459) granting a pension to 
Erasmus W. Jones—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


PETITIONS, ETC. 


The following petitions and papers were laid on the Clerk’s desk, 
under the rule, and referred as follows: 

By Mr. FORD: Petition of W. H. Hoffman and others, citizens of 
Michigan, for legislation to prohibit the shipment of liquors to heathen 
nations—to the Select Committee on the Alcoholic Liquor Traffic. 

By Mr. LODGE: Petitions of Abby Morton Dias and 119 others, citi- 
zens of the United States; of T. W. Caldwell and 35 others, citizens of 
Bourbon County, Kansas; of Clara Patterson and 33 others, citizens of 
Crawford County, Kansas, and of Mary Chace Tolman and 16 others, cit- 
izens of Barnstable County, Massachusetts, to remunerate Anna Ella 
Carroll for services during the late war—to the Committee on War 


Claims, 

Ey Mr. PUGSLEY: Petition of J. P. Mathews, for the passage of a 
special pension bill—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. RICHARDSON: Petition of Robert F. Bell, of Davidson 
County, Tennessee, for reference of his claim to the Court of Claims— 
to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. WHITTHORNE: Petition of Ann M. C. MeNicholas, of 
Dickson County, Tennessee, for reference of her claim to the Court of 
Claims—to the Committee on War Claims. 


SENATE. 
WEDNESDAY, September 19, 1888. 


Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. J. G. BUTLER, D. D. 
The Journal of yésterday’s proceedings was read and approved. 


PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 


Mr. PASCO presented the petition of Mrs. Mary E. Boyd, of Palatka, 
Fla.. widow of Robert T. Boyd, praying for the payment of a claim 
against the United States in behalf of the successors in interest of the 
late firm of Boyd & Monroe, and the heirs of the partners of that firm, 
on account of the seizure of the schooner Richard Law; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. FAULKNER presented the petition of Jonathan W. Thatcher, 
of Rerkeley County, West Virginia, praying Congress to refer his claim 
to the Court of Claims foradjudication; which was referred to the Com- 
mittec on Claims. 

REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 

Mr. BLAIR, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred 
the bill (H.. R. 968) granting a pension to H. S. Sayre, reported it with- 
out amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Iam instructed by the Committee on Foreign Re- 
Jations, to which was referred the joint resolution (S. R. 71) providing 
for the ascertainment and report by the Secretary of State of the claim 
of the legal representatives of Walter H. Stevens, deceased, to report 
the same adversely, with arecommendation that it be indefinitely post- 
poned. We have not drawn up a written report, but I can state the 
grounds upon which the committee proceeded in two minutes. 

In the first place, the claim, if it ever had any existence, arose be- 
fore the time of the Mexican Claims Commission, and it should have 
been presented to that commission, it being a claim against the Re- 
public of Mexico. There is no ground to impute to the authorities of 
the United States any failure of their duty in respect of the presenta- 
tion of the claim or the non-presentation of it to that commission. 

In the second place, the committee are satisfied that the claim never 
had any rightful foundation in the beginning, it being, as we believe, 
a fraudulent transfer by a French quartermaster, just as the French 
were being expelled from Vera Cruz in Mexico, to the original claim- 
ant, of a quantity of coal that was French public property, and was 
immediately seized by the Republic of Mexico, as it ought to have 
been, as the property of the expelled enemy. : 


it ought to be indefinitely postponed. 

Te report was agreed to, and the joint resolution indefinitely post- 
poned. 

Mr. PALMER, from the Committee on Commerce, reported an 
amendment intended to be proposed to the general deficiency appro- 
priation bill; which was referred to the Committee on Appropriations. 

Mr. WILSON, of Maryland, from the Committee on Claims, to whom 
were referred the following bills, reported them severally without 
amendment, and submitted reports thereon: 

A bill (H. R. 341) for the relief of John Farley; and 

A bill (S. 729) for the relief of J. A. Henry and others. 

Mr. CHANDLER, from the Select Committee on Indian Traders, to 
whom was referred the bill (S. 3522) regulating the purchase of timber 
from Indians, reported it with an amendment. 


CHINESE IMMIGRATION. 


Mr. EDMUNDS. I am instructed by the Committee on Foreign 
Relations to report an order, for which I ask immediate consideration. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It will be read by the Secretary. 

The Chief Clerk read as follows: 
Ordered, That the President of the Senate be directed to withhold the trans- 
mission to the House of Representatives of the act (House bill 11536) entitled “An 


act to prohibit the coming of Chinese laborers to the United States” until the 
further direction of the Senate. 


Mr. TELLER. I object to the present consideration of that order. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It will lie over under the rules. 
Mr. STEWART. Ishould like to have the resolution again read. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It will be again read. 

The Chief Clerk read the order. 

Mr. VEST. I should like to make aninquiry. What would be the 
effect of non-action on the part of the Senate as to that resolution? 
Will the Chinese restriction bill remain here until the resolution is 
taken up and acted upon, or will the officers of the Senate in the dis- 

of their routine duties be compelled or required to take the bill 
to the other House? ‘ 

We have had a little experience on that subject lately, not directly 
in the line of action between the two Honses, but with the commis- 
sioners of the District of Columbia. Whilst a resolution was pending 
here forbidding them to put up certain overhead electric wires, they 
proceeded to put them up without any regard to ourresolution or with- 
out any regard to our non-action, if I may so express it. 

Ishould like to know what the officers of this body will do if the 
resolution lies here for one day or five days? In other words, does the 
offering of the resolution suspend the action of the officers of the Senate 
in transmitting the action of the Senate upon the bill to the other 
House? . 

Mr. TELLER. If I may say a word on this remarkable resolution, 
it seems to me that if the Senate should pass it it would be a very 
singular thing torequest the President of the Senate to withhold a bill, 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator misapprehends the 
tenor of the resolution. It will be again read for the information of 
the Senate. 

Mr. TELLER. I tried to listen to it, but I could not tell jnst what 
it meant. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Senators will resume their seats and 
refrain from audible conversation. The resolution will be again read. 

The Chief Clerk read the resolution. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Objection having been made, the 
resolution lies over under the rules. 

Mr. TELLER. Iwillsay that I object to that. I did not under- 
stand on the first reading exactly what the import was; but as it is to 
delay the bill in reaching the President, I object. 


KENTUCKY RIVER BRIDGES. 


Mr. VEST. Iam instructed by the Committee on Commerce to re- 
port with amendments the bill (S. 3471) to authorize the construction 
of bri across the Kentucky River and its tributaries by the Louis- 
ville Southern Railroad Company. The Senator from Kentucky [Mr. 
BLACKBUEN], who introduced the bill, was called home last night and 
compelled to leave the city. He requested me to ask the Senate to con- 
sider the bill and pass it, as the company who are building their road 
had built it up to the vicinity of the Kentucky River and are anxious 
for the passage of the bill throngh both Houses, so as not to be delayed 
in the work. It is just an ordinary bridge bill, and I ask the consid- 
eration of it now by the Senate. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I should like to have the bill read. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill will be read at Iength for 
information if there few objection. 

The Chief Clerk read the bill, and, by unanimous consent, the Senate, 
as in Committee of the Whole, proceeded to its consideration. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendments reported from the 
Committee on Commerce will be stated in their order. 

The first amendment was, in section 3, line 9, before the word 
“ built,” to insert ‘‘ commenced or;” so as to read: 


And until the said plan and location of the bridge are approved by the Secre 
tary of War the bridge shall not be commeneed or built. 
The amendment was agreed to. 
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States, out of its Treasury, for humanity and for the publie good in 
still further trying to repress the spread of it, ought to make a contri- 
bution out of the Treasury of the United States to aid not only the 
sick but those who are driven from their homes, and to help up those 
communities in this dreadful distress. 

Tt is not within the competence of the Legislature of the State of 
Florida to meet and provide for it now under such conditions, and I 
know of no better use to which a proper amount of public money can 
be put than to make this contribution, to be expended under the di- 
rection of the President immediately, to help in every way we can. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. Is there objection to the present con- 
sideration of the joint resolution? 

There being no objection, the joint resolution was read the second 
time by its title, and considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

Mr. BROWN. I beg leave to ask the Senator from Vermont why he 
proposes to confine the appropriation to the State of Florida while the 
disease is spreading into other States? 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Idonot. I onlyspeak of it as adisease existing 
there; but it is in aid of all sufferers, wherever they may be. 

Mr. BROWN. I misunderstood it, then. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Ionly speak of the present locality of the disease, 
as in Florida, but the relief will apply to every sufferer, whether in 
Georgia, or North Carolina, or in the city of Washington, or wherever 
it is thought proper to expend the money. 

Mr. BROWN. I probably did not understand the joint resolution, 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I have no objection to making it perfectly safe. 
Perhaps it is better to say ‘‘ or elsewhere in the United States ” after 
“ Florida,” so as to make it perfectly sure. 

Mr. BROWN. That will make it all right. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment will be stated. 

The CHIEF CLERK. It is proposed to add to the joint resolution the 
words ‘or elsewhere in the United States;’’ so as to read: 


In the relief of the suffering caused by the yellow fever now prevailing inthe 
State of Florida or elsewhere in the United States, 


Mr. BROWN. That makes it all right. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. CALL. Mr. President, I am very much gratified that this joint 
resolution has been presented, and I hope that it will pass without any 
dissent in this body. 

I do not propose to enter into any discussion of it further than to 
say that here is a disease of almost unprecedented malignity, entirely 
new in that. portion of the State of Florida where it now is, and that 
the indications are that it is rapidly spreading or will spregd through- 
out the country. 

Mr. PASCO. Mr. President, I simply desire to say that I coneur 
entirely with what has been said by my colleague. I wish to express 
my gratification that the joint resolution has been brought in. I trust 
it will pass by the unanimous vote of the Senate. 

The joint resolution was reported to the Senate as amended, and the 
amendment was concurred in. 

The joint resolution was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, 
read the third time, and passed. 


AMENDMENT TO DEFICIENCY BILL, 


Mr. TURPIE submitted an amendment intended to be proposed by 
him to the general deficiency appropriation bill; which, with the ac- 
companying papers, was referred to the Committee on Appropriations, 

INVESTIGATIONS BY FINANCE COMMITTEE. 


Mr. HARRIS submitted the following resolution; which was referred 
to the Committee to Audit and Control the Contingent Expenses of the 
Senate: 


Resolved, That the Committee on Financo have authority to employ a stenog- 
rapher and such other clerical assistance as may be necessary in connection 
with matters referred to that committee for investigation, such expenses to be 
paid out of the contingent fund of the Senate. 


RELATIONS WITH GREAT BRITAIN AND CANADA. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair lays before the Senate the 
resolution offered by the Senator from Ohio [Mr, SHERMAN] on the 
17th instant, coming over from yesterday, which will be stated. 

The CHIEF CLERK. A resolution by Mr. SHERMAN directing the 
Committee on Finance to inquire into and report at the next session of 
Congress the state of the relations of the United States with Great 
Britain and the Dominion of Canada. 

Mr. MORGAN. On an agreement with the Senator from Ohio, that 
resolution will go over until to-morrow. I have some private engage- 
ments this morning. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. ‘The resolution will be presented by 
the Chair to-morrow as current business, if there be no objection. It 
is so ordered. 


The next amendment was to add at the end of section 3: 

And any chan; required by the Secretary of War, or the entire removal of 
said bridge or blaps ation completion, if required, shall be at the expense of the 
company owning said bridges. 

The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, to add, at the end of section 4: 


And if said bridge or bridges shall be built for the passage over the same of 
vehicles and the transit of animals, and for foot passengers, the rates of toll 
sabe shall be approved by the Secretary of War before any toll can be col- 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amendments 
were concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third 


time, and passed. 
WILLIAM THOMPSON. 


Mr. ALLISON. Iask the unanimous consent of the Senate to re- 
eonsider the vote by which the bill (H. R. 166) for the relief of William 
Thompson was indefinitely postponed. On the 12th day of April the 
bill was reported back adversely from the Committee on Military Af- 
fairs and indefinitely postponed. I have some additional papers and 
testimony that I wish to submit to the Senate. I ask unanimous con- 
sent that the vote postponing the bill may be reconsidered, and that it 
may be recommitted to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The period within which that mo- 
tion could properly be made having elapsed, the Senator from Iowa 
asks unanimous consent that the vote by which the bill was indefinitely 
postponed may be reconsidered, and the bill referred to the Committee 
on Military Affairs, with the papers that he submits to the Senate. It 
is so ordered, if there be no objection. 

MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 

A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. CLARK, its 
Clerk, announced that the House had passed a bill (H. R. 11446) to 
amend an act entitled ‘‘ An act making appropriations for the construc- 
tion, repair, and preservation of certain public works on rivers and 
harbors, and for other purposes,’’ approved July 5, 1884; in which it 
requested the concurrence of the Senate. 

The message also returned to the Senate, in compliance with its re- 
quest, the following bills: í 

* A bill (S. 3193) directing the commissioners of the District of Co- 
lumbia to convey to William Brown a part of an alley in square 120, 
in the city of Washington, on certain conditions; and 

A bill (H. R. 925) for the relief of Matthew W. Berryman. 

BILLS INTRODUCED. 

Mr. BLAIR introduced a bill (S. 3569) granting a pension to Sarah 
G. Hall; which was read twice by its title, and, with the accompany- 
ing papers, referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 3570) granting a persion to Sarah D. 
Lewis; which was read twice by its title, and, with the accompanying 
papers, referred te the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr, COCKRELL introduced a bill (S. 3571) for the relief of James 
Harvey Dennis; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Claims. 

Mr. FAULKNER introduced a bill (8. 3572) to pay the stenogra- 
phers for reporting the several trials of the case of Hallet Kilbourn vs. 
John G. Thompson; which was read twice by its title, and, with the 
accompanying papers, referred to the Committee on Claims. 

YELLOW-FEVER SUFFERERS. 


Mr. EDMUNDS. I offer a joint resolution and ask for its present 
consideration. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The joint resolution will be read 
the first time at length for information. 

The joint resolution (S. R. 110) in aid of the sufferers from yellow 
fever was read at length, as follows: 

Resolved, ete., That the sum of $100,000,or so much thereof as may be neces- 
sary, be,and the same is hereby, appropriated. out of any money in the Treas- 
ury not otherwise appropriated, to be expended under the direction of the 
President of the United States in the relief of the suffering caused by yellow 
fever now prevailing in the State of Florida. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Vermont asks 
unanimous consent that the joint resolution may be read the second 
time and considered. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. If I may be permitted by unanimous consent to 
make a single statement, I should be glad to do so. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Is there objection? The Chair 
hears none. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. It is obvious from the public reports, about which 
there can be no doubt, that this most dangerous and fatal plague is 
rapidly extending, not only in the stricken State of Florida, but into 
adjacent States, and that a vast amount of suffering is being caused 
thereby, which under present appropriations for the restraint and 
Sees ges of the disease can not be aided by any money of the United 

states, 

I think, therefore, while the citizens of the United States from their 
private means are contributing as liberally as they can everywhere in 
nid of these stricken people, that the whole people of the United 


PRESIDENT’S ANNUAL MESSAGE. : 

Mr. JONES, of Arkansas. I ask the consent of the Senate tocall up 
the resolution to refer the President’s message for the purpose of mak- 
ing some remarks. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Calendar under Rule VIII being 
in order, the Senator from Arkansas asks unanimous consent that the 
Senate proceed to the consideration of a resolution which will be read, 
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The Chief Clerk read the resolution submitted by Mr. SHERMAN De- 
cember 19, 1887, as follows: 
Resolved, That the President’s annual message be referred to the Committee 


on Finance. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. If there be no objection, the reso- 
lution is before the Senate, and the Senator from Arkansas will pro- 
ceed. 

Mr. JONES, of Arkansas. Mr. President, being now satisfied by 
speeches made in the Senate within the last day or two by leading Re- 

ublican members that there is very t uncertainty as to when the 

ills bill will be reported back to this body, I have determined to 
change my original purpose to wait for the debate upon that bill, and 
have concluded to submit at this time some general remarks upon the 
question of tariff taxation, not attempting, of course, in the absence of 
the bill to discuss details, and for this urpose I ask the indulgence of 
the Senate. 

The national revenues are excessive. Nobody denies that the col- 

lection of millions of dollars annually into the Treasury of the United 
States more than is needed, more than can be used by the Govern- 
ment, and every dollar of which is needed in the ordinary channels of 
business in the country, is little if any short of a crime. So much 
was the President impressed by the necessity of some relief from this 
evil that he devoted his last annual message to a discussion of it and 
urged upon Congress the necessity for prompt action. Commenting 
upon the present system and estimating the probable surplus at the 
beginning of the present fiscal year at $140,000,000, he said: 
The public Treasury, which should only exist as a conduit, conveying the 
people's tribute to its legitimate objects of expenditure, has become a hoarding 
place for money needlessly withdrawn from trade and the people's use, thus 
crippling our national energies, suspending our country’s development, prevent- 
ing investment in productive enterprise, threatening financial dimeehon and 
inviting schemes of public plunder. 

The House of Representatives almost two months since a bill 
intended to remedy this evil, but, as is now evident, that bill will not 
become a law; in fact it requires no power of prophecy to say that 
nothing will be done at this session of Congress to remedy this wrong. 
Both political parties desire the surplus reduced, but they differ widely 
as to the reasons for it and consequently as to the method of reduction, 
and so strong is the feeling in each party apaina the methods proposed 
and the purposes intended by the other that no compromise is proba- 
ble and no reduction is likely to be accomplished. 

In the opinion of the Republican party the surplus—the mere ac- 
cumulation of money in the Treasury—is the only evil in this situa- 
tion, and*®any means which will prevent this accumulation or dissi- 
pate it after it is accomplished seems in the opinion of that party to 
meet all the requirements of the situation. On the other hand, the 
Democratic party not only consider the surplus an evil of itself, but 
they consider it also the accompaniment, the shadow merely, of a 
graver one, excessive taxation. 

Our national revenues are derived mainly from two sources—internal 
taxes and a part of the tariff taxes. The internal taxesare simple and 
direct; the tariff, complex and not readily understood. Every cent 
collected under the one goes into the Treasury, while much the larger 
part of that which is collected under the other does not. 

For every dollar of revenue remitted under the one there will be ex- 
actly the same amount of tax reduction and no more, while for every 
dollar of revenue remitted under the otherthere will bea largely greater 
reduction of texation. 

The Republican party are agreed in desiring the reduction of the 
surpius with the least possible reduction of taxes, one part of them for 
this reason favoring a reduction by the remoyalof internal taxes, while 
another part absolutely advocate a reduction of revenue by increasing 
taxation. 

The Democratic party, on the other hand, believing that there is no 
constitutional power in Congress to lay taxes except to raise revenue, 
would decrease the surplus by the largest possible reduction of taxa- 
tion necessary to bring about the result. 

Great and threatening as are the evils of this mere accumulation of 
money in the Treasury, the taxes from part of which it grows are a 
much graver one; while that class of taxes which, bearing heavily upon 
all, does not contribute one cent to the revenue or to the surplus is the 
most indefensible and inexcusable of the entire lot. 

The issue is distinct; one party desires to be rid of the surplus only, 
and is willing to do this even by increasing the burden of taxation, 
while the other insists that the surplus shall be removed by removing 
the unnecessary taxation upon which it rests. 

It will be well for us to remember in this discussion that when we 
have failed to agree here we must appeal to the great body of Ameri- 
can people to determine this question, and that they must at last decide 
between us. The plain, practical, commonsense of the masses must at 
last determine this great problem, and we had best consider the lights 
in which it will appeartothem. The principlesupon which the whole 
question rests are easily understood. 

Our people are slow to make important changes in matters of public 
policy. As our fathers expressed it in the Declaration of Independ- 
ence— 

All experience hath shown that mankind are more disposed to suffer while 


evils 

ime m aS than to right themselves by abolishing the forms to which 
_ This conservatism is perhaps more strongly marked in our race than 
in any other on the face of the earth, and it has been held by many 
wise men to be the great hope and security for the future. Always 
willing to endure the ills they have rather than fly to others they know 
not of, so long as there can be any doubt of the propriety of a change, 
our people are ‘‘slow to wrath’’ and there need be even now no fear 
of any hasty, passionate, or inconsiderate action; but if it is thought 
that the people will never act, that because they ap to hesitate 
they will always submit to wrong, let me say that they only intend 
to be sure that they are rightand then they will goahead. Remember 
that for years complaints came up from all quarters that the railroad 
managers were guilty of greatinjustice to the masses of the people in 
the management of their roads; that they were building up one indi- 
vidual or town at the expense of another; that they were making and 
unmaking fortunes by their favoritism or prejudice; and were charg- 
ing unreasonable rates for services, etc., yet the people, so unwilling 
were they to act hastily, hesitatedlong. The matter was discussed in 
newspapers, upon the hustings, and in Congress, but at last, in God’s 
own good time, action came and all the money, influence, employés, 
and power of the railroads could not prevent the enactment of the 
interstate-commerce law. That law has come to stay; it will be im- 
proved as time and rience shows its defects, but it will live, and 
henceforth the railroads are subject to the law. 

The present problem of reform of taxation by the National Govern- 
ment is a greater question than that, more far-reaching in its effects 
and more important in its consequences. It has been widely consid- 
ered and the people are slowly but surely working out a solution of 
this also. Attempt after attempt has been made, but not until this 
session has a bill passed the House of Representatives. This is an im- 
portant step and clearly indicates that the people are coming to a con- 
clusion, for there is no surer representative of public opinion than 
this great body coming directly from, in full sympathy with, and fre- 
quently elected by the people. 

To clearly appreciate the opposite purposes of the two parties in the 
present contest, and to fully and plainly understand the consequences 
and effects of the plan proposed by each, it may be well to attempt to 
state in plain and simple language the Ler eee involved, and to con- 
sider them in so practical a way that they will be clearly comprehended 
and fully understood by those who are most interested and who must 
finally decide this controversy—the “‘ plain common people.” 

THE RIGHT AND POWER OF TAXATION. 

‘f The power to tax is the power to destroy.’ It is an attribute of 
sovereignty, and as such should always be exercised with the greatest 
care and circumspection, for a wrong committed in the exercise of this 
high function is practically without a remedy. Honest and patriotic 
men, in view of this solemn responsibility, will not act in any doubt- 
ful case in the exercise of this power against the interest of the general 
public except under circumstances of the greatest emergency. 

No good citizen will hesitate for one moment to contribute his fair 
share toward the support of the Government. We are a law-abiding 
and a law-respecting people, and no American wishes to be freed from 
his proper share of the public burdens. In truth, in times of peril the 
people have shown a willingness to come to the relief of the Govern- 
ment without stopping to consider the question of obligation, as has 
been shown in every such instance in the nation’s life; but while the 
are thus willing to do all “‘that may become a man,” they are not will- 
ing to submit to injustice under any form nor on any pretense. The 
people are willing to pay any just and n tax—certainly no un- 
necessary tax ought to be now collected, and no unjust tax ought ever 
to be, under any circumstances. 

Any tax, even for the best and most commendable purposes, if im- 
properly or unfairly levied and collected, is wrong, but levied and col- 
lected for an improper or unauthorized purpose it is an injury to the 
public, an injury to the state, of the very greatest character, amount- 
ing toacrime. The proper purpose of taxation is to raise money for 
public uses, and excludes any idea of private benefit or gain. A tax 
levied for any other purpose is despotic and tyrannical. In this free 
country where we are glad to claim thatall men are ‘* born equal,” and 
where all admit that the laws ought to bear equally upon all men, the 
taxes should be levied and collected from the property of the country 
in equal and uniform proportions. 

As the real value of property depends upon its productive capacity I 
confess frankly that I would prefer, if possible, to see the revenues of 
our country collected from the incomes derived from the wealth, the 
accumulated property of the people, but as it has seemed difficult to 
accomplish this, the plan adopted by most States seems reasonably fair 
in its practical operation. These as a rule lay and collect taxes upon 
the property of their citizens ad valorem. By this means a citizen with 
$10,000 worth of property pays ten times as much tax as one with 
$1,000 worth. This is fair, gives sati ion, and commends itself to 
all justmen and all loversof liberty and equality. If this system is ob- 


jectionable at all, it is in that it bears equally upon all in proportion 


to property without regard to the circumstances or condition of the 
owner. 
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THE HOME. 

The very foundation of our civilization is the family, the home; “‘it 
is the grandest of all institutions,” and is ‘‘the chief school of human 
virtue.” In the language of President Cleveland— 

The tsb ah the perpetuity, and the destin Sheraton peat aon by poe os 


homes, established by the law of God, guarded 
parental authority, and sanctified by parental love. 


It is, then, the wisest statesmanship to build up and guard the homes 
of our people by wise laws and jealous care. Whatever is for the 
good of this great institution should be carefully nurtured, and any- 
thing in our laws inimical to its welfare and development ought to be 
abolished. Every dollar of the proceeds of aey labor which goes to 
the simple support of the home ought to be from the burdens of 
taxation. We exempt from taxation institutions of learning and 
churches on account of the close connection of these with our ad- 
vancement and well-being, and the home for similar reasons ought to 
be also exempt, at least to the extent of the necessaries of life, for ‘‘a 
home is no home unless it contains food and fire for the mind as well 
as for the body.’’ 

Itis with this idea, that the mere subsistence of the family ought not 
tobe taxed, that many of our States exempt from taxation a few hundred 
dollars and collect their revenue from that which is owned beyond and 
in excess of thatamount. ‘This is wise, humane, and statesmanlike, es- 
pecially in this country where the laws should beso framed as to bear 
least upon the members of society who are struggling with adverse cir- 
cumstances, and should rest mainly upon those who are in affluence. 
This is precisely the principle that underlies our free-schoolsystem. In 
that the property of every one is made to contribute to the education 
of all, the child of him who pays the most receiving no more benefit 
therefrom than the child of him who pays none. 

Thus the policy of the States is seen to be to relieve from the exactions 
of taxation the absolute necessaries for the home, the family, and after 
this that all property, all accumulated capital shall be taxed in uni- 
form proportions for the support of the Government and for the educa- 
tion of the young. 

In our national finances this beneficent purpose is entirely wanting, 
and in its room we find what appears to be a determination that taxes 
for national purposes shall not be laid upon the wealth of the country 
at all, but upon the poverty and necessities of the people instead, the 
great burden of the support of the National Government being laid upon 
the homes, and not upon the property of the people. It would seem 
that those who conceived and organized the system had framed it upon 
the idea that— 

To him that hath shall be given, and he shall have abundance; but from him 
~ that hath not shall be taken away even that which he hath. 

There is no assessment of property for Federal taxation, there is no 
account taken by the Federal Government of the fact that one man 
owns a million of dollars’ worth of property, while his neighbor lives 
by his daily labor, when contributions from each are required for the 
support of the Government. No beneficent exemptions in favor of the 
family and the home find their place in the national statute-books, but 
on the contrary, as if the home and the family were institutions to be 
taxed out of existence, the burdens of taxation are nicely arrangedand 
adroitly adjusted to bear directly upon them, and with a weight in- 
creasing as the scale of poverty increases; itis a tax upon consumption, 
a tax upon liberty, a tax upon poverty, but not a tax upon property. 

The rule is that the lower-priced and cheaper imports must pay a 
higher rate of taxation than the more costly goods of the same kind— 
$100 worth of diamonds is taxed $10, while $10 worth of castor-oil is 
taxed $18. The poor man who consumes of necessity articles of cloth- 
ing which are protected pays in proportion to his consumption—each 
article pays its share; clothing, hats, and shoes he must have, and 
when he buys them he pays the tax; if his income is $500 a year and 
all of it is spent for these things, he pays just as much toward the sup- 
port of the Government as he whose income is $100,000 a year if his 
family consumes only as much asthe other. This is so plain that there 
can be no misunderstanding it, and it does not require a professor of 
political economy to know that this is an outrage, that there is no 
equality in it; and the great tribunal before whom this question is 
soon to be appealed for trial will readily see and promptly condemn 
this wrong. 

PURPOSES OF FEDERAL TAXATION. 

Having considered to some extent the unjust methods of laying and 
collecting our national taxes, I propose now to consider for a few min- 
utes the graver evil of the purposes for which they are collected. In 
presenting my views upon this question I shall attempt to illustrate 
what I mean, by instances here and there, so that ‘“‘he who runs may 
read’? my meaning. 

Whenever a tariff tax is laid upon any article, from thatmoment any 
man, citizen or foreigner, bringing such an article into this country 
must pay this tax at the custom-house of the port in which the article 
is landed. From this one of two resultsis inevitable, either the article 
will not be brought in, orif it is imported it must cost the consumer 
just that much more than he otherwise would have to pay for it. 

If there is no importation of the article the Government will derive 
wo revenue from the tax, because there is none to collect; but if the 
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article is imported the Government will derive revenue in exact pro- 
portion to theimportations. If, now, an American manufacturer, see- 
ing that by reason of this increased price the manufacture of the arti- 
cle in this country will be profitable, enters into the business, he will 
sell his product at the market price, 7. €., the foreign price with the tariff 
added. The increase in this price is caused by the tax, but when the 
domestic productis sold the manufacturer collects the increase, the tax, 
and not the Government. If the manufacturer sells ten times as much 
of the article as is imported, the result is clear that he inhis increased 
prices collects ten times as much tax as the Government does, 

In such a case we have the price to consumers increased upon domes- 
tic and foreign goods; the consumer pays the tax in every purchase, but 
the Government only collects upon the-imported articles, while the 
manufacturers collect upon the domestic product. It is clear in the 
illustration above that the tax is making the manufacturer rich; but 
there is no difficulty in also seeing clearly that the consumers are taxed 
into poverty at just the same rate, and the community as a whole of 
which they form a part are neither poorer nor richer thereby. 

When the Government needs revenue for public purposes it is doubt- 
less wise to lay and collect such taxes, due care being had that the tax 
is not so high as to prevent importations and thereby defeat the pur- 
pose of raising revenue. This being done there can be no harm to any 
one in any citizen taking advantage of this state of things to begin 
manufacturing; there would in such a case be an increase of price re- 
sulting from this tax which would be protection to him, incidental to 
a revenue tax. 

But when the Government, not needing the revenue, deliberately 
lays a tariff tax upon an article so high as to prevent importation, so 
as to defeat the collection of any revenue, and to serve only to increase 
the cost to the customer, and to raise the prices received by the man- 
ufacturer, then, while the pretense is that the object is to raise reve- 
nue for the Government, its real purpose is manifestly to lay a tax on 
all consumers to be collected by the manufacturers. 

This is illustrated in the case of cotton bagging. As I had occasion 
to state to the Senate when I presented a resolution directing the Com- 
mittee on Finance to investigate the combination of cotton-bagging 
manufacturers, there are used in the United States 50,000,000 yards of 
this article yearly. Thereisa tariff tax of 3 cents peryard upon it, and 
as a result not a yard is imported. That the manufacturers get the 
full benefit of this 3 cents per yard is shown by the statement of one 
of them that a slight advance in price produced importations, showing 
that at a figure slightly above our usual market price, foreign manu- 
facturers could ship their products to us, realizing, of course, for them- 
selves 3 cents per yard less than our market price. 

Thus it will be seen clearly that these American manufacturers, 
under the operation of this law, collect out of the cotton-growers the 
sum of $1,500,000 per year, while the Government does not get a 
nickel and the surplus is not increased one cent. Can the plain, com- 
mon people be misled into believing that this is just and constitutional 
taxation? The Constitution authorizes the Government to lay and 
collect taxes, not lay taxes that a class of favored private citizens may 
collect. Here, then, is a tax which clearly ought to be abolished, yet 
m surplus would not be affected thereby to the extent of a single 

ollar. 

If any doubt existed in the mind of any man as to whether this tax 
was too high the recent dishonest swindling combination of manufact- 
urers to raise the price has removed it, aud I take it that no man will 
be so lost to every sense of justice as to be willing to allow this in- 
famous proceeding to be longer continued or repeated hereafter. For 
such taxation in our form of Government there can certainly be no ex- 
cuse or palliation. 

In the language of the President— 

When we consider that the theory of our institutions guaranties to every cit- 
izen the full enjoyment of all the fruits of his industry and enterprise with only 
such deductions as may be his share toward a careful and economical mainte- 
nance of the Government which protects him, it is plain that the exaction of 
more than this isan indefensible extortion and a culpable betrayal of Ameri- 
can fairness and justice, 

Yet the fact remains that while our tariff taxes are so laid as to 
bring into the national Treasury about $200,000,000 per annum they 
take from the people for the benefit of the protected industries many 
times this vast sum. This legislating by indirect and unfair means 
against the masses and in favor of the industries is so arran as to 
come like a ‘‘thief in the night,” and it is next to impossible to tell 
accurately how much is abstracted, but enough is known to know that 
it aggregates perhaps a thousand millions of dollars each year. It has 
been so estimated again and again by skilled and competent men after 
the most careful examination. This is protection, pure and simple, 
and this is what the Republican party solemnly declare shall not.be 
abandoned. 

INFANT INDUSTRIES, 

The pretenses under which this system of naked robbery is defended 
are various, inconsistent, and unphilosophical. 

When it was just beginning, the purpose was alleged to be to protect 
‘infant industries.” The understanding was that this was to continue 
but a limited tinfe, and the quantum of protection was quite moderate 
indeed, being from 5 to 15 per cent. prior to the beginning of the pres- 
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ent century; but as time has passed and the infants have grown and 
waxed fat, instead of being willing to stand alone, they have grown 
strong enough to defy for years all efforts to reduce their share of ‘*pap,’’ 
until now, in this year of our Lord 1888, at the end of a century of na- 
tional life the convention of a great party has boldly declared that— 

We favor the entire repeal of internal taxes rather than the surrender of any 
part of our ve system, 

And upon this declaration in favor of free whisky rather than cheaper 
clothing and necessaries, the venerable and able leader of protectionists 
exclaimed in his place in the House of Representatives: 

Now Lord lettest thou thy servant depart in peace, for mine eyes have seen 
the salvation of the Republican party. 

This exclamation on his part is not to be wondered at, for he had 
long since turned his back on this false pretense and had said twenty 
years ago that he would— 
tn every feeble or infant branch of industry and quicken those that are 
ro! 


The Republican party now boldly declares that ‘‘ the protective sys- 

- tem must be maintai = All pretenses that it is for a temporary 

purpose or for infant industries is at last laid aside, and the American 

people are put upon notice that their slavery is to be, not temporary 
as at first promised, but eternal. 

I thank the Republican party for throwing off the disguise and avow- 
ing their real purpose. The Democratic party on the other hand de- 
clares that it— 

Indorses the efforts of our Democratic representatives in Congress to secure 
a reduction of excessive taxation. 

And thus the issue is joined. 

The Democratie House of Representatives have reported and 
and sent to us for our sanction a bill providing for a moderate reduc- 
tion of taxation, a reduction of the present average tax of 47 per cent. 
toabout 42 percent. To this the Republican party will not agree, 
but will either adhere to the declarations of the Chicago convention 
and boldly advocate high-priced necessaries and low-priced whisky, or 
else, driven by the public sentiment of an outraged people, they will 
pretend to abandon this doctrine and offer some reduction of tariff tax- 
ation which will relieve the people as little as possible; while ‘‘ keep- 
ing the word of promise to theear will break it to the hope;? which 
will remove those taxes only which are collected by the Government, 
and will allow those more oppressive and unjust which are collected 
by the manufacturers to remain. 

THE INTEREST OF LABOR. 

This pretense of protecting infant industries having been practically 
outgrown, and a century of protection having demonstrated that the 
infancy of these protected industries is to be eternal, the protectionists 
found it necessary to present the pretense that labor has in some way 
an interest in this, and they at once declare themselves ‘‘ devoted to 
the protection of American labor and industries.” That they are de- 
voted to the protection of the industries—to the manufacturers—needs 
no proof; their conduct demonstrates that. But their conduct just as 
conclusively proves that they are not devoted to the interests of Ameri- 
can labor. ‘The truth is ‘‘they are blindly wedded to the corporate 
powers of the country and have no proper regard for the interests of 
labor.” : 

That the manufacturers reap a rich harvest from protection is self- 
evident, but that the laborers receive any benefit from itis as certainly 
untrue. Every citizen knows that the supply and demand, the regu- 
lar market price, will regulate the price of labor. Ashas been well 
said, when there are twodaborers and one employer the employer will 
fix the price of labor, but when there is one laborer and two employers 
the laborer will make the price. Those who have put themselves to 
the trouble to notice have seen reductions in wages immediately upon 
the increase of the tariff too often to be misled by any pretense that the 
object of the tariff is to protect labor. The protectionists themselves 
demonstrate the dishonesty of this pretense. 

The claim is that American labor can not compete with the poorer 
fed and poorer paid labor of Europe, and yet, while they have covered 
our statute-books with laws to keep ont the products of the labor of 
foreigners, have lined the coasts with custom-houses and covered the 
zeas with ships to prevent the importation of the products of labor, 
they have not made an effort to prevent the importation of the very 
labor itself against the products of which the laws are passed, and they 
rejoice that ** men were on the free-list,’’ and consider them *‘ the most 
valuable commodity we can import,” while their candidate for Presi- 
dent. “can not easily let go of the old idea that ours is the free home 
of all comers.” 

The 1abrie is protected versus the foreign fabric, but there is no pro- 
tection to the laborer against the foreign laborer. The very men are 
brought into this country to drive Americans out of the protected in- 

dustries because these foreigners will work cheaper than Americans, as 
the investigations of the House committee recently in session in New 
York show, wages having been reduced 60 per cent. in some instances, 
while protection has been kept up all the time; and yet the plain peo- 
ple of this country are asked to continue this tax upon themselves to 
enable these pets of unjust laws to pay high wages to American labor. 

The Senator from Ohio [Mr. SHERMAN], the foremost man of his 


party in ability, statesmanship, and experience, has, during this session, 
said that the leading question at issue is— 

The duty of Congress to protect the industries of this country from undue 
competition with the labor of Europe. 

I invite special and critical attention to this declaration. He who 
made it weighs his words and speaks with deliberation and care. It 
will be seen that if this is the real purpose of the party to which he 
belongs that it is not to protect American labor. ‘The candid, open, 
refreshing ayowal seems to be made in this declaration that the object. 
of the Republican party is to protect industries against undue compe- 
tition with the laborof Europe. It is industries and not the labor in 
them that is to be protected. This declarationis a charming confession 
of the truth of what I have been trying to demonstrate—that all this 
pretense of solicitude for American labor is mere acting to catch votes, 
while the real purpose is toenable the manufacturers to sell their prod- 
ucts to American consumers at advanced prices while they employ the 
cheapest labor the world affords. 

The commissioner of labor of New York only last year reported 
officially (I quote his own words): 

in many large industrial establishments there is not a single American at 
work. This isthe sworn testimony of several of the largest manufacturers in 
the State. Of course, the presence of so large a number of foreign-born work- 
ers can not but have an injurious effect upon the trades in which they have 
practically secured a monopoly—for that monopoly means the exclusion of 
American labor. 

And just here it may not be amiss to note that while the rapacity of 
these people leads them to sow the wind, that the natural consequence 
of their own conduct will be to reap the whirlwind, for this same re- 
port also has the statement of a manufacturer, as follows: 


So far as my observation goes in regard to strikes the most unreasonable and 
hot-headed are foreigners, many of them not naturalized citizens and who care 
little or nothing for our institutions. 

Their greed may yet be their ruin. Theyshould remember that the 
laws of God are eternal and always work out just results, and He bas 
said that— - 

He that oppresseth the poor to increase his riches and he that giveth to the 
rich shall come to want. 

Upon this subject Mr. Powderly, a leading representative of labor, 
recently used the following language: 

Nine million seven hundred thousand immigrants have landed since 1833>— 
more than the combined population of New York and Pennsylvania, aud as 
much as the total population of Arizona, Arkansas, California, Colorado, Con- 
necticut, Dakota, Delaware, Florida, Idaho, Kansas, Lo aine, Maryland, 
Minnesota, Montana, Nebraska, Nevada, New Hampshire, New Mexico, Oregon, 
Rhode Island, Utah, Washington Territory, West Virginia, and Wyoming. The 

ulation which came previous to 1860 was civilized; that which comes to-day 
1s, in a great proportion, semi barbarous. 

So long as this tide of unrestricted immigration is permitted to sweep in they 
will take no steps to reform conditions athome. We must check it at once, or, 
instead of Americanizing those who come, they will Europeanize us. 

These proofs of the falsity of the pretense that labor is protected by 
the tariff ‘‘ against the pauper labor of Europe” are not needed tocon- 
vinee the masses, as their experience teaches them that the protected 
industries will get all they can by protection and pay just as little as 
possible for labor. 

The tariff was enormously increased during the war. This was done 
to raise revenue, as the Government required extraordinary sums in the 
emergencies of the period. It was distinctly understood at the time 
that these ex i rates of taxation should continue only so long 
as the emergency continued, and the promise of reduction has been re- 
peated a thousand times since by the leading men of the Republican 
party. But those who are reaping the lion’s share of the profits of this 
system, having become accustomed to the vast advantages they derive 
from it and being now the absolute masters of the Republican party, 
will not consent to any reduction, but insist instead that the system 
shall become perpetual. 

One of the ablest advocates of this system recently, in the course of 
an argument intended to persuade us that all that we have of prosperity 
comes from protection, uses the following language: 

What country can show such a trade as ours, such commerce, such immense 
transportation lines, such a volume of exchanges, and such marvelous produc- 
tion from the raw material to the finished product? Its balance-sheet is with- 
outa parallel in the world’s history, richest in agriculture, greatest in its do- 
mestic trade and traffic, and leading in manufactures any nation in Europe. 
Why abandona policy which can point tosuch achievements and whose trophies 
are to be seen on every hand? The internal commerce of the United States is 

ter than the entire foreign commerce of Great n, France, Germany, 
ussia, Holland, Belgium, and Austria-Hungary. Why, a single railroad sys- 
tem in this country (that of the Pennsylvania Railroad hevirnager / carries more 
tonnageand traffic in a single year than all the merchant ships oi Britain, 
The whole of Europe has not builtas many miles of railroad as this country has 
during some recent years, and in 1880 the whole known world did not lay as 
many miles of track as were laid across this country. Great Britain's foreign 
commerce equals about one-sixth of our domesticcommerce. Can we do botter 
under any other fiscal poloy? Wesaynot. Wise statesmanship commands ns, 
therefore, to let well enough alone. i 

Another distinguished protectionist in an open letter to the Presi- 
dent of the United States and to the Speaker of the House of Repre- 
sentatives, which he thought of sufficient importance to be printed in 
pamphlet form and laid upon all our tables, uses the following lan- 
guage: 

The period since the war—1865~87—has witnessed strikes, lockouts, tho or- 

nization of labor, offensive and defensive, to an extent never before known 

n this country. and to-day showsa feeling of widespread discontent among the 
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masses of the people, and the avowal onthe part of nota few, of adesire to over- 
throw the present organization of society. It winds up with the execution of 
several men and the sentence of imprisonment for life of others for consequences 
wing out of these feelings, these avowals, all unmistakable indications of 

d government, 


Here certainly is a case calling for thoughtful, rational investigation, for 


something of a higher order than either poson: partisanship, or mere po- 
litical expediency. ere are involved the lives, the fortunes, the morals, the 
happiness of 60,000,000 of people—as great, as absorbing an issue as eyer man- 
kind has been forced to face. 

Here seems to be a marvelous difference in the statement of the con- 
dition of the country by two of the most pronounced advocates of the 
present system of national taxation, yet the facts stated by each are 
substantially true. How can these apparently conflicting conditions 
exist at the same time? 

A little reflection will plainly show us how. Itis because under the 
unequal operation of unjust laws one sows and another reaps; it is be- 
cause our laws do not permit each man to have and enjoy the results 
of his own labor. A few havearrogated to themselves by shrewd ma- 
nipulation of the laws the right to absorb and do absorb the result of the 
labor of the many, to the extent of depriving them of a comfortable 
support. For centuries the great drawback to the general elevation 
and advancement of our race has been the unjust and unequal division 
of the products of labor between laborersand capitalists. ‘Theshare of 
capital bas been unduly great and that of labor unreasonably small. 
Money has been regarded as of more value relatively than men. This 
has been a natural outgrowth of the social condition of the English 
people at the dawn of our civilization. In the early times the masses 
of our own race were owned by the landlords and sold by them like 
cattle, When we read in the old laws that— 

Na bondman may buy or purches his libertie with his awin proper gudes 
or geir, because all the cattell and gudes of a)l bondmen are understand to be 
in power and dominion of the maister; Swa that without consent of his mais- 
ter he may not redeme himself out of bondage with his awin proper denires or 
money, 
and that these miserable people were at the absolute disposal of the 
lord and were transferable by deed, sale, or conveyance from one owner 
to another, and that they were actually a regular article of commerce, 
it is easy to understand that the favored classes, having been ‘always 
accustomed to this state of things, should be firmly fixed in the belief 
that the poor people had no rights except such as their masters chose 
to grant them. ‘The natural consequence of this was, when by slow 
anil painful processes the people became free from this bondage, being 
without property and almost withoutrights, when wages came to be paid 
them for their labor, that their old masters would pay them the smallest 
possible compensation for what they had been accustomed to have 
without pay. 

We can readily see that in such a state of society in fixing the wages 
of the laborer little attention was given to what the product of his 
labor might be, and the fact thut it brought great returns to the lord 
was; considered as largely a ‘‘ private affair,” a thing with which the 
public was supposed to have ‘‘no particular business.” These ideas 
stiil prevail toa great extent, though they have been shaken by the 
intelligent and just demands of organized labor in our time. Still, in 
the great mass of our business affairs there is not yet any fair division 
between labor and capital. 

We have progressed so far towards freedom, towards a belief that 
every man ought to own and enjoy the products of his own labor, that 
we are shocked now to read that only a century ago a farm laborer re- 
ceived but a shilling for a day’s labor, while a bushel of wheat was 
worth 12 shillings and an acre of land rented by the year at 60 shil- 
lings. Such a state of things as this could not now of course exist for 
an:oment. The scarcity of land and the abundance of lahor, together 
with the prevailing ideas of the rights of capitalist and labor, brought 
its inevitable result. 

The overflow of dense populations into the new world of fertile and 
abundant lands gave birth to the idea in the course of time, amongst 
those who grew up accustomed to the boundless extent and resources 
of this b continent, that ‘all men are created egual,” and at last 
the world was startled by the declaration made by ‘‘a nation born in 
a day” that this was ‘‘a self-evident truth.” 

The absolute truth of this declaration has, however, never yet been 
fully accepted and acted upon, even by our own people. While we 
read these words on every Fourth of Julyand declare our faith in them, 
like many a believer in the cause of Christ, we do not come fully up 
to our declaration of faith. In the course of time, however, this will 
be done, and when it is, it will be admitted that manhood is above 
money. That the right of the laborer to the full product of his labor 
is fully as sacred as is the right of the capitalist to a reasonable com- 
pensation for the use of his capital. The division will then be fair and 
there will be no enormous and unreasonable fortunes madein a year 
by capitalists, while laborers are without the ordinary comforts of life. 

The oppressions of the poor which resulted from the power of the 
favored classes in the early times has been of course much affected by 
the increasing intelligence of the masses and the slowly acquifed right 
of suffrage—and now in our country so universal is the right of suffrage 
that the old system of unjust distribution can only be maintained by 
deceiving those who have the power by their ballots to right their 
wrongs. 


They have been deceived in the past and it is being attempted now, 
and will be continued until the intelligence of the masses shall see 
through and dissipate false pretenses. I am rejoiced to know that 
there has never been such a spirit of inquiry abroad in the land as now. 
Public attention being once arrested and directed to these inequalities, 
their correction is inevitable. The power of public opinion backed by 
a clear and intelligent understanding is in this country irresistible. 

Let us see for a moment how the products of labor in some of our in- 
dustries are distributed. A manufacturing establishment is worthless 
without muscle and brain. It would seem that in the distribution of 
profits in such an establishment the relative value of money and men 
could be easily ascertained and that each should have the fair products 
of his contribution to success. There should be a fair co-operation be- 
tween labor and capital. If the reports made by the manufacturers 
themselves to the census bureau in 1850 are to be believed there is now 
no fairness in this distribution. Let us examine a few tables. 


In cotton manufacturing there were, according to the tables in the 
census reports in 1880, employed— 


This gives as the average of wages paid the operatives in this indus- 
try $243.65 per year. Let us see about how valuable, relatively, the 
manufacturers consider their capital and the men they employ. De- 
duct the total amount paid for materials used, $102,206,347, and also 
the amount paid for wages, $42,040,510, from the value of the product, 
and we have left $47,843,233, the net profit in one year upon an invest- 
ment of $208, 280,346. 

We have been told in glittering generalities about ‘‘the brother- 
hood of man,” the ‘‘dignity of labor,” and the great importance of the 
American workingman. Any amount of eloquence, pathos, and gush 
has been expended upon him here and elsewhere, and in many instances, 
with the fervor and spirit of him who thanked God that he was not as 
other men, those of us who come here from the South have been taunted 
with the fact that slavery once existed in our section of the Union. 

Sometimes people talk for effect, but of course no man here would 
obscure hard facts by eloquence and glamour. As, however, this is a 
practical age, I want to see how much of the sympathy which goes out 
from these good people to labor generally finds its way to the laborers 
at their own doors, and how much of this fine talk is for ‘‘ campaign pur- 
poses merely,” and how much is, like some of our cheap novels, ‘“‘founded 
on a fact.” 

By asimple calculation, which any school-boy can make, the above 
figures show that the mill-owners, after having all that they have spent 
in the current year for wages and for material used returned to them, 
then take as much for every sum of $1,075.28 invested as they pay for 
a year’s work to an operative. The operative works the year through 
for $243.65, and the manufacturer takes for his profit $243.65 each year 
for every $1,075.28 invested in his mill. In other words, in his opin- 
ion the cash value of a man who feeds and clothes himself and works 
faithfully is $1,075.28. 

I have often been told that slave labor could not compete with free 
labor, and have heard that the reason for it was that it cost too much; 
I had always supposed that this costof slave labor came from the waste- 
fulness and bad management and want of thrift which I have been told 
characterized slaveholders; but I never for an instant, until I made this 
calculation, supposed that it was because a slave had a greater cash value 
than an American freeman. I had always believed that the same man 
was worth twice as much to society and to his employers as a freeman 
as he was to his master as a slave; and never until these figures re- 
moved the scales from my eyes did I know that a freeman, intelligent, 
industrious, skilled, and educated, was worth less in money than an 
ignorant, unlettered, untutored slave; but thus it is written by the 
hard task-masters of our American cotton mills. 

The owner of a slave had him to feed and clothe and to insure his 
life or incur the risk of his loss before be could receive any profit from 
the investment. ‘The intelligent workingman in the cotton mil? is not 
fed nor clothed nor insured by the mill-owner, but he has all that to do 
for himself. His food and clothing is the ‘‘raw material’? consumed 
by him in making out a year’s labor; no deduction is made to him for 
this, while all the ‘“‘raw material’? used by his employer is first re- 
turned to him before this calculation begins. Make any reasonable 
allowance for ‘‘ materials’? to the laborer and you demonstrate that 
about all he gets is his daily bread for his life work, or, in other words, 
that he is practically a slave. 

But to follow this idea up a little, I examined the table for woolen 
manufactures, and found that there were employed in capital and labor 
for different items as follows: 


OM Pitad Tn Vested Searas cos cecsnesns seven cesucesapcouss eanbsuncedstongaveessinnsnaseneese | Dy O00 DOO 
FRBINES VIARI E toe 86,504 
Wages and salaries paid. . $25, 836, 392. 00 
Value of materials used.. 100, 845, 611.00 
Products (whole value).. 160, 606, 721. 00 
Average wages per hand... 298. 77 
Amount invested in plant 

ducting wages and material 846.95 


Here, then, we have the owners of the woolen mills insisting that the 
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sum of $846.95 is of equal value to one of their men in whose welfare 
we are assured they feel such a deep and abiding interest. They are 
willing, in the liberality of their great hearts, to give to one of their 
laborers after he has fed and clothed himself and his family, provided 
he keeps well and does good and faithful work, just the same amount 
that they take for the use of $846.95 capital invested in this “industry ” 
which must be protected against the cheap products of Europe. 

The census reports also show that there are invested and employed 
in Bessemer and open-hearth steel manufactures as follows: 


2 452.53 

Deduct wages and materials from gross products as before and we find 
$14,047,933 as the net product per annum on the investment of $20,- 
975,999. After repaying total amounts paid for material and wages, this 
yields to the manufacturer $452.53 net profit upon every amount of 
$675.66 invested. 

Yet when there is a proposition to reduce the tariff on steel rails the 
laborers are notified, by the report on the Mills bill of the minority of 
on Committee on Ways and Means, that any cut comes upon them, as 
‘ollows: 


If the majority desire to insure the handing over of our steel-rail market to 
our English rivals, the proposed duty of $11 will accomplish this pu unless 
the workingmen who are employed in producing the raw material and finished 
products of our steel-rail works are willing toacceptstill lower w: than they 
are now receiving, and the railroad Companies which transport the raw mate- 
rials are willing to greatly reduce their freight rates. Haye the majority any 
assurance that the workingmen and the railroad companies are willing toac- 
cept these conditions? 


Think of it! For every $675.66 invested these people are pocketing 
clear as much as they pay their laborers gross, and yet their friends 
defiantly announce that they will remit none of this ‘‘ pound of flesh,” 
but that any reduction in their tariff will be taken ont of the wages of 
their laborers! And the laborers are told that all this is in their in- 
terest. 

So we find that the gentlemen who own these great ‘‘industries’”’ 
consider the amount of $675.66 as the proper equivalent of a man—his 
actual cash value. Looking at these figures who would doubt that the 

of this system of taxation is to ‘‘ protect industries,” and who 
would. in the face of this record, pretend that the laborer has any in- 
terest in it? 

But why is it that a cotton manufacturer does not demand as much 
upon his investment as the woolen manufacturer or as the Bessemer- 
steel manufacturer? 

Invested in cotton manufacturing it requires $1,075.28 to yield the 
manufacturer net the gross amount his operative gets for a year’s labor, 
which is only $243.65, while $846.95 invested in woolen manufactures 
pays the owner as much as a laborer receives in that industry, while 
$675.66 invested in Bessemer-steel manufactures yields as much net 
as is paid a laborer gross—$452.53. It would only take $692.09 of the 
capital of the woolen mills to yield $243.65, the wages of the cotton- 
mill operatives, while $345.72 would yield to the Bessemer-steel man 
as much as the cotton manufacturer pays his operatives. So, $345.72 
of stock in a Bessemer-steel works will produce just as much net, year 
by year, as the labor of an operative will gross in a cotton mill; yet 
we ar told, and asked to believe, that this protection to industries is 
a matter of interest to the laborers. That ‘‘it is the labor as well as 
the industries that are protected,” and that these laborers have a fair 
share of the products of their own labor. 

I will call attention to one more fact in connection with this. The 
average tariff on cotton goods is 40.17 percent. ; on woolens is 67.21 per 
cent.; and upon steel rails is 84.33 per cent. In a cotton mill with 40 
per cent. protection a man is worth $1,075.25; in a woolen mill with 67 
per cent. he is worth $846.95; and in Bessemer steel rails with 84 per 
cent. he is worth $675.66_ As the tariff goes up the value of the man 
goes down! 

Mr. President, the wrongs of African slavery have been often and 
pathetically told; the marring effect of that great curse upon the prog- 
ress and development of our country has been argued with great force 
and ingenuity; the inhumanity of the system has stirred the deepest 
feelings at the North and doubtless amongst these very people; but the 
time never was when any slaveholder would have insulted a slave by 
considering him for one moment worth only the miserable, paltry sum 
of $675.66! But such is the estimate put upon the free laborer now 
by these task-masters, whose grinding extortions render insignificant, 
by comparison, the barbarity of the Egyptians, who ‘‘made the children 
of Israel to serve with rigor and made their lives bitter with hard bond- 
age,” which called down upon that wicked and selfish people the ven- 
geance of an offended God. 

This unjust distribution, this belittling of labor and magnifying cap- 
ital, has aroused the attention of the laborers themselves, and they are 
trying to compel areadjustment. In agreat speech made in the House 
of Representatives some years ago, Mr. Hewitt, now the mayor of the 
city of New York, himself a manufacturer, but one of the type of men 
capable of looking above and beyond any mere selfish and personal in- 
terest, gave an account of his personal observation of steps taken by 


an organization in England to correct an evil of this character. I quote 
from his speech as follows: 


In a strike I witnessed on the Brighton Railway, in England, I had an inter- 
view with one of the chief officers of the great Association of Amalgamated En- 
gineers. I asked him what was the limit of the wages which they expected to 
get from the railway. Hesaid “There is no limit; weintend to have allthenet 
earnings of these railways except a fair remuneration for the capital actually in- 
vested and fair salaries for those who administer them; and the only question 
with us is how to find out what the amount is, and we intend to have it.” 

That great association contained as its members all the engineers of Great 
Britain, numbering many thousand. It hasa great fund in its treasury of nearly 
= million of dollars, and it has had as muchas a millionand a half dollars at one 

me. 

It selects one concern at atimeand ape the men there apon a strike until their 
demands have been acceded to. The hours of labor have n cu$ down by this 
process to fifty-five hours per week and the wages of labor have been largely in- 
creased. for no man can say them “ rs within the limits of right and justice 
which they strive to observe. With this example other trades have organized, 
and these trades have confederated together and now constitute a great congress, 
They met in 1881 when I wasin London, and the figuresof that time are the latest 
that I happen to have. F 

There were 157 delegates in that congress, representing a constituency of 463,899 
members. They met then to consider what could be done to raise the average 
condition of the British workmen. Their deliberations were conducted with a 
calmness, with acourage, with an intelligence that would do honor to this House 
or to any other deliberating body inthe world. They did not seek to attack cap- 
ital. They have learned that capital is their best friend, but they intend to make 
it their servant, and they can make it their servant. 

There is a steady increase in the growth and influence of this great organi- 
zation, but what concerns me here is to define the erralneeucs of such organi- 
zation. The labor of Great Britain to-day js practically pooled for the purpose 
of securing out of the products of industry the full portion which ouglit to be 
allotted to labor after paying the current rate of interest upon capital anda proper 
remuneration for management. Thisresult they have been able toaccourplish. 
The rate of wi has steadily tended upward in Great Britain,and although 
much time has n lost in disputes ending in strikes, the result of the organi- 
zation has been to introduce arbitration between the master and men, so that 
strikes are becoming the exception rather than the rule in trade disputes, 

In these arbitrations the master and the workmen mect upon equalterms, The 
result is a better understanding of each other's rights, interests, and duties, and 
out of which is slowly growing,through the agency of co-operation,the associa- 
tion of the workmen with the owners in ownership and Nene FTES of the 
property: That process isonly at its beginning; but, thank God, the day is at 

and and will surely come, in my time I hope, when workmen themselves will 
be the owners ofall the machinery upon which they expend their daily toil and 
shall themselyes have whatever profits the God of nature intended them to 
have as the fruit of their labor, T rocess in England will precede its pos- 
sibility in this country, but it will be then as a great example. 3 

In this country it can not begin until protection is broken down. I repeat 
that eee is in the nature of artificial friction, causing so large a deduc- 
tion from the earnings of labor as to prevent the accumulation of capital in the 
hands of workmen. Hence I have changed my views. I have chan, my 
views because I am a Democrat who believes that the welfare of the people is 
to be considered before the welfare of any single interest or of any single man. 


Labor is organizing in this country, too—organizing, as I firmly 
believe, not to do any wrong to any man or interest, but for the pur- 
pose of enforcing their rights and to secure for themselves a fair share 
of the profits of the industries that they make pr us. In this 
struggle from my heart I wish them God-speed. I believe that not only 
their interest but the interest of all mankind is involved; in their suc- 
cess the future freedom, happiness, and progress of man are assured; 
with their failure—but I will not consider that; they will not fail; their 
contest may be obstinately resisted, it may take years to accomplish 
their emancipation, but the truth is mighty and it will prevail. 

The aggregate of wealth made here, produced here, would be here 
still in just as large quantities as now if it had been differently dis- 


-tributed, and I believe that the country wonld be much more pros- 


perous if of all this wealth those who produced it now owned it in- 
stead of its being, as it is, collected into comparatively few hands. 

The glorious state of things of which Mr. MCKINLEY speaks in the 
extract quoted above is the result of the labor, industry, and economy 
of the American people; the calamities of which Mr. Baird speaks 
come from the fact that the law takes unjustly and in insidious ways 
this product of the labor of the masses and transfers it to the hands 
of people who did not earn it. 

If the hundreds of millions of dollars which are thus taken annually 
from the masses could be retained by them, who can estimate the dif- 
ference in the condition of those who earn day by day their daily bread? 
Falling like the gentle dew of heaven upon all, its effect would be to 
relieve many a burden, save many a mortgaged home, educate many a 
boy and girl, and improve the condition of the masseseverywhere. The 
effect of this in a series of years would bean absolute revolution in the 
social advancement and well-being of those upon whose well-being the 
future not only of this country but of human liberty in all the future 
absolutely depends. The conservatism of the people will not always 
lead them to submit to these outrages so thinly veiled, and it will not 
always do to try to satisfy the demand of the poor for lightened bur- 
dens by telling them of the prosperity of the rich, made so by robbing 
them, nor of the prosperity of the country as a whole. 

SELFISHNESS APPEALED TO. 


The laborers in protected industries are urged to vote for a continu- 
ance of these wrongs upon the plea that they are benefited thereby. 
There doubtless is a class of persons who are so selfish and unfair as to 
be willing that the masses may be robbed if only they can be thereby 
benefited, but I am persuaded that this is not a large class. The 
American citizen as a rule demands fair play, not only for himself but 
for all others as well; he is unwilling to see any injustice done. He 
believes that justice to each is the best interest of all, and that *' the 
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injury of one is the concern of all,” and when the real nature of this 
unjust taxation is fully understood the mass of the laborers them- 
selves will repudiate it and scorn to receive as theirs the result of the 
labor of other men, even if it should appear that labor gets some share 
of the profits of protection. And when they learn, as they will, that 
they are being used simply as a convenience in the robbing of others, 
and that they get no part of it, they will rise in their wrath and in- 
dignantly overthrow the system. f 
A LOSING BUSINESS. 

Recently, in a debate in the House, a member of that body, himself 
a strong advocate of protection and one who can not be suspected of 
stating the case against his own side too strongly, said: 

It has been time and again proven here, and we assert tively and acknowl- 
edge that the protectionists are not any more the friend of the laboring men by 
reason of being employers than other men are, and that they will get their em- 

loyés to work as cheap as free-traders will get theirs; that it is nota matter of 
ove but it is a matter of square business, it is a matter of dollarsand cents. We 
only claim that by protection we make a demand for labor, and that makes a 
demand for higher wages. 

This argument will not bear investigation. When protection is nec- 
essary it must be admitted that without protection the pro; busi- 
ness would not be profitable; in other words, would be a losing busi- 
ness. The effect, then, is that the law is invoked to compel the country 
at large to contribute to those who en in a losing business, enough 
not only to make up all losses, but also to make the investment pay 
them what they call a reasonable profit, after paying interest, insur- 
ance, expenses, etc. 

It requires no argument to satisfy practical men that a losing busi- 
ness does not pay, and it does not make the case any better to have 
forced contributions taken from the public at large to indemnify the 
owners for losses, because then the loss falls upon the community in- 
stead of upon those who own the business. There is a loss to the com- 
munity as a whole as the result of this sort of financiering, and if it 
is prosecuted far enough the result would be the bankruptcy of the 
entire country. The more there is of such losing business the worse 
for the country at la 

* We have all heard of the pedlar who, trying to convince his country 
customer that he sold goods for less than they cost him, explained it, by 
saying he sold so many goods that he could afford it. But the people 
are few in this country who believe that prosperity results from either 
conducting a losing business or from taxing themselves, 

LABOR COST, 

The truth is our difficulty in manufacturing in competition with the 
world is not one of labor cost. Americans ‘‘used not aforetime’’ to 
confess themselves inferior to anybody; they are not now. Investiga- 
tion has shown that owing to the better work, the superior skill, and 
machinery in this country that the labor cost of the productof American 
labor is often less than the labor cost to English or other foreign pro- 
ducers. But if this is true our manufacturers can not produce goods as 
cheaply as their English rivals, for the reason that they are handicapped 
by the tariff. 

* It was stated toa committee of Congress that the machinery of a mill 
which cost $300,000 in: this country could be had by an Englishman 
for $200,000. ‘The tariff was the cause of this difference. Then when 
a tariffis paid upon all the material used in such a mill, it is clear that 
with the same labor cost Americans can not produce as cheaply as an 
Englishman, consequently Americans are driven out of the markets of 
the world, the English being able to manufacture goods and sell them 
at a profit at prices that Americans can not produce them. The only 
market open to Americans for the product of protected industries is our 
own home market, and this they confess by their actions that they keep 
only because the law compels the American people to pay higher prices 
for their goods than any other people on earth will pay. 

If the American manufacturer had the right to buy his machinery 
as cheaply as his English rival and could procure his material on as 
favorable terms, I have faith enough in the thrift, energy, and intel- 
ligence of our people to believe that they can ‘“‘ hold their own” against 
the world, and that without any reduction of wages. I believe that 
our manufacturing interests would, under such a system, spring for- 
ward at a rate that would startle the world; and without asking any 
advantages of anybody, without skulking behind this Chinese wall, 
protection, that our manufactures, on account of superior skill of our 
workingmen, could and would pay higher wages, and hold our own 
markets and also those of the world against all competitors, and that 
our people would then have their goods on as favorable terms as others. 

DRAWBACKS, 

This mode of taxing our own manufacturers, so as to render them un- 
able to contend for a share of the foreign trade, is so manifestly suicidal 
that to avoid in some degree the effect of our own folly we have adopted 
our system of drawbacks, under which, when a manufacturer imports 
certain materials to be manufactured and then reshipped abroad for 
foreign consumption, the tariff tax paid by him on the importation 
shall be refunded to him upon reshipment after manufacture. The 
design of this, of course, is to enable our manufacturers to compete 
for foreign markets by giving them their raw materials free whenever 
they manufacture for foreign consumption; but the outrage of the sys- 
tem is that the very same article, manufactured by the same man, when 


intended for American consumption, is taxed, discriminated against, 
so that the foreigner under thissystem is by American law deliberately 
provided with American products at lower rates than Americans can 
have them. 

Under this system we have in the last three years remitted upon ar- 
ticles intended for pete 2 consumption the amount of $23,336,030.89, 
while if these same g had been kept here for American consumers 
not one cent of this great sum would have been remitted, and still the 
people are expected to believe that we are only protecting our poor, 
discriminating in their favor against foreigners. Having tried this in 
a few articles, such as sugar, tin-plate, etc., this plan of discriminat- 
ing against our own people and in favor of foreigners so captivates the 
protectionists that one of theirchampions, the Senator from New Hamp- 
shire [Mr. BLAIR], on the 16th of December, 1886, presented the fol- 
lowing resolution to the Senate: 

Resolved, That the Committee on Finance be directed to inquire into the sub- 
ject, and if in their opinion it be for the public interest to prepare and report to 
the Senate a bill providing for the payment ofa rebate upon all imported ma- 
terials which are incorporated with domestic materials, or which may be con- 
verted into other articles without inoorporation with domestic materials and 
exported to forei, countries for sale,thereby providing for the extension of 
our foreign trade by paon the domestic producers and manufacturers upon a 
fair basis of competition with foreign producers and manufacturers in foreign 
markets without reducing the price of American labor or in any wise interfer- 
ing with the existing prices of labor or production in the home market. 

In presenting his reasons for the adoption of this resolution Mr. BLAIR 
said: 

It has seemed to me for a long time that upon this line there could be legisla- 
tion which, while not interfering with the control of our own markets tor our 
own manufacturer and producer, would yet give the poea namig of a great ex- 
tension of our foreign trade, and that, too, without disturbing the laws under 
which our domestic prosperity has been built up, and by the preservation of 
which alone can that industry and prosperity be retained, 

In other words, Mr. BLAIR wants absolute free trade when we are to 
manufacture for foreigners, but when Americans are to be supplied he 
wishes the taxes piled up, ‘‘ heaping Ossa upon Pelion.” He wishes 
goods manufactured here and sold to all the pauper laborers of the 
world at low prices while the American consumer is to pay the old 
high rates. 

This seems to be a very cunning device. The foreign consumers not 
living under our laws, we can not compel them to buy from our manu- 
facturers; hence it is necessary that our manufacturers must be relieved 
from the tariff for enough to enable them to make their goods and sell 
them as cheaply as foreigners. This enables them to enter into com- 
petition with the pauper labor of Europe successfully, but Mr. BLATR 
and our protectionists are very careful that the American laborer shall 
not be permitted to buy these American products as cheaply as these 
favored foreigners do. 

I confess that until I saw this resolution introduced by a leading 
advocate of protection I did not believe that any human being could 
be found on this continent who would openly advocate adopting a gen- 
eral plan by which Americans were to manufacture eheaply for the 
benefit of foreign pauper laborers, while in direct and plain terms ib 
would be proposed to exclude by name the American consumers from 
all participation in its benefits. 

It is clear that the professions of the protectionists of interests in 
the welfare of American labor are only a ruse to keep laborers quiet 
while the industries are cared for; while they profess a desire to protect 
our labor against the competition of pauper labor I did not look for so 
open an avowal of a desire on the part of our protectionists to benefit 
this same pauper labor at the expense of ourown. Yet this is the legiti- 
mate and natural outcome of the restrictive principles of protection, 
and this will be the inevitable result of a continuation of the present 
system. 

American consumers are assured that they suffer no wrong under this 
system of protection because it is alleged that the tax is not paid by the 
consumer, but that it is paid by the foreigner, who is only thereby com- 
pelled to pay for the privilege of coming into our markets. 

The protectionists do not explain that if the price of the imported 
article is not raised to the consumers by the tariff just how it is thatit 
furnishes any protection to the manufacturer, how it is, if the price is 
not raised by the tax, that there can be any increase in wages to the 
American laborer by reason of the tariff. 

The keen interest of the manufacturers, the papers they publish, the 
documents they scatter broadcast over the country, the “‘fat’’ that is’ 
“fried” out of them for every national campaign, all show that they 
have, or imagine they have, a real live interest in the tariff. ‘The as- 
sertions so often made that even a very slight reduction of our unrea- 
sonably high tax will close up this or that business all speak in tones 
that can not be mistaken that they believe they are getting a real im- 
portant pecuniary advantage under this system such as can come only 
from an increased price. Why is a bill reducing the average tariff on 
protected articles from 47 to 42 per cent. resisted so vigorously by 
protected interests if prices are not kept up by it? 

Protectionists are forced to admit that absolute free trade amongst the 
States has been productive of great good, and all rejoice that this in- 
ternal commerce is the greatest on the globe. If any good comes of 
restricting trade with the world by the United States, why would not 
the same reasons demonstrate that New York or Pennsylvania or 
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Georgia would be in a like manner benefited by protection of theirown 
citizens against the people of all other States? these ents are 
why is it not necessary to protect the white farmer of Ohio or 
the white mill laborer of Massachusetts against the poor and ignorant 
negro laborer of Mississippi and Louisiana? Yet here in this country 
we have the spectacle of educated intelligent labor in the Northern 
States entering without complaint and without injury into competition 
with the unlettered, unskilled, yes, pauper negro labor of the South. 

These people live in cabins, wear coarse clothes, are accustomed to 
the plainest food, are unlettered and untaught, and so far undeveloped 
as to create doubts in many minds whether they can be developed to a 
high degree; yet with this competition (which was, too, at one time 
greatly feared) this intelligent labor competes successfully and has not 
been in any sense injured. All this shows the power of superior skill 
and brains, 

If this freedom to trade with whomsoever they chose has been bene- 
ficial in such a d amongst the States might it not be well to have 
the right to trade with other countries, hampered only so far as is nec- 
essary to raise revenue? z 

Centuries ago there was almost no trade amongst the nations of the 
earth, and what little there was was slow, diflicult, and dangerous» 
Whata protectionist’s paradise, when there was practically nocommerce 
amongst the nations of the earth; yet who wishes the old order of 
things restored? If this theory of protection, of restriction, and em- 
barrassment of trade, for after all that is just what if means, is the 
true idea, then all facilities of commerce are a mistake or worse. The 
cheap and quick transit across the the communication by steam 
and lightning is a great misfortune, It is astonishing that anyhody in 
this age should advocate a doctrine which leads to such a conclusion, 
yet such is the result of protection. It would turn back the wheels of 
progress; would clip the wings of the lightning; would undo all that 
the marvelous advance of this age has done and leave us unknown to 
the world. , 

Another proof of the falsity of their claim that the purpose of pro- 
tection is to raise wages is the fact, which no one will deny, that no 

higher wages are paid in protected than in unprotected industries. 
HOW FARMERS ARE AFFECTED. 

But suppose, for the sake of argument, that the laborers in the pro- 
tected industries do get the benefit of this tax, why should the 15,- 
892,099 workers who are not engaged in protected industries be taxed 
to make high wages for those who are, being fewer in number than 
1,000,000 people? 

The laborers in protected industries are assured that while the 
masses are taxed they got the benefit of it, that it raises their wages. 
At the same time the farmers are assured that the real purpose of pro- 
tection is to build up a market for their products, and in an argument 
to farmers years ago Mr. KELLEY said: 

I find that whenever our duties have been low immigration has fallen off, and 
whenever our duties have been high the volume of immigration has increased. 
This seems to be a fixed law. 

This was perhaps not the kind of argument to use to convince the 
laborers in protected industries that the sole purpose of protection was 
to protect them against competition with pauper labor of Europe, for 
this would plainly show that whenever protection is high and the man- 
ufacturers are reaping great harvests the European laborers are brought 
over in greatest numbers to take the place of high-priced American 
labor; but it was good to show to farmers that more consumers of farm 
products are by this means brought into this country, with the purpose 
of making them believe that this would insure them a ‘‘ magnificent 
market,” 

The logic of events always exposes a false position. If this increase 
of population was to insure high prices for farm products, why is wheat 
now worth only one-third of what it was twenty years ago? We have 
had high protection all the time just for the purpose of making wheat 
high, if protectionist argument to wheat-growers are true; yet wheat 
has declined greatly. Mr. President, the farmers who make the wheat 
of this country know that the price of their product is fixed by the 
markets of the world. They know that if the manufacturer whosup- 

lies his laborers can buy his wheat or his flour cheaper in Europe than 
pes he will do so; so the price of his wheat here in the United States 
is fixed by the price in Europe. He thus comes without any sort of 
protection in open and direct competition with the real pauper labor 
of India and the serf labor of Russia. That argument will not serve 
to deceive the practical men of this time. 

The cotton-grower knows well enough that the price of his crop is 
fixed by the Liverpool price. He knows that this brings him in direct 
and personal competition, not with English and European labor, but 
with that of Egypt and Brazil, and it will be long before you make 
him believe that while he is thus forced into open competition with the 
lowest and poorest paid labor on the globe, that he and his little ones 
ought to be taxed to save others of his fellow-citizens from an equally 
open competition with intelligent European labor. 

The cotton-grower is compelled to tind a market for his cotton in 
England, but he is not allowed to buy his cotton goods of the man who 
buys his cotton, but is compelled to come back to this side of the ocean 
to buy of an American manufacturer—all this because the Englishman 


will sell his goods to the cotton-grower too cheap, in the opinion of the 
American manufacturer. 

The farmers of this country are an honorable class. They eat their 
bread in the sweat of their faces all the days of their lives; they furnish 
us nine-tenths of all our great exports; they supply the food for the 
millions of this great continent; they supply cotton to clothe the world. 
In times of danger by millions they are ready to present their bosoms 
like a stone wall in opposition to any foe; they are the foundation, sup- 
port, defense, and hope of this country. From their ranks comes al- 
most every man who towers above his fellows. The President of thirty 
or forty years from now is somewhere ona farm. Your future generals 
and statesmen are now in that nursery of great men. Why should this 
great class of honored citizens be discriminated against, be made hew- 
ers of wood and drawers of water to their brethren? This will not al- 
ways beso. The spirit and the numbers are with them, and their 
modesty and conservatism will notalways prevent an assertion by force 
of their superior numbers and the justice, fairness, and righteousness 
of their cause, of their rights to equality under the law. Great as are 
the manufacturing industries in this country, all-important as the pro- 
tectionists assure us they are, the census of 1880 shows that the capital 
inyested in them and in farming was as follows: 

Manufacturing... $2, 790, 223, 506 
Farming.............. s... 12, 104, 081,440 

While from the same authority we find that of persons employed in 

each there were— 


Manufacturing........ 
Farming. ...seeresssses. - 


From which it 


seems that there are employed almost five times as 
much capital in farming as in manufacturing and three times as many 
people. Yet the gross product was: 

Mari eiiptiartings Soh ENRE DASA C AR crac tenia seer 


The average product of a laborer in manufacturing is $1,960.49, 
while the average product of a laborer in farming is $288.44. . 

Yet we are gravely told that farmers must be taxed, not only now 
but for all time, to benefit this other class. 

Living apart from each other,constantly employedin mind and body 
in the struggle for a living, the farmers have been slow to note the ef- 
fects of combination amongst others; but the lesson has at last been 
forced upon them, and they too are moving; with the same high pur- 
pose which Mr. Hewitt imputes to the English workingmen, they in- 
tend to observe the *‘ limits of right and justice,” but conscious that 
they are the great interest of this country, that they have more men, 
more money, and more homes involved in this great controversy than 
any other class, they are learning their power and their rights and are 
preparing to assert them. There is now a greater spirit of inquiry, a 
more earnest seeking for light and the truth amongst this great body of 
men thian has ever been seen before. They are perhaps the most con- 
servative class of all our citizens. They will think well and calmly 
before they strike. They will dono injustice to anybody, but they 
will understand their rights, and will demand them, 

Of course the cohesive power of public plunder will hold the pro- 
tectionists together. They are a drilled, disciplined, and thoroughly 
organized army, compact and active, and have unlimited money at 
their disposal. The stakes they play for areimmense. They know 
that to succeed they must mislead all the voters they can into joining 
with them. Their great enemy is the Democratie party; they fear 
nothing but this. It has for years denounced their wrongs and has 
steadily demanded reform. It has grown in power and strength and 
influence in each contest. It has shown i to be the party of the 
people and liberty, until now it is almost within reach of the power to 
accomplish the great purposes for which it has struggled so long, and 
with a leader who has shown himself wise, able, and patriotic, and an 
unselfish man of the people. 

The protectionists know that withoutdissensionsand division amongst 
the Democrats they can no longer resist the reduction of unjust taxa- 
tion, hence their unlimited campaign fund will be used without stint 
or scruple in misleading, deceiving, and dividing them if possible; 
shrewd, able, unscrupulous men will not be wanting to urge cunningly 
devised complaints against that party; wrongs, real or fancied, will be 
paraded and exaggerated with the purpose of dividingand thereby weak- 
ening those who ought now to act together; hired candidates will ap- 
pear everywhere howling ‘‘down with the Mills gang;”’ hireling, venal 
newspapers will be enlisted and paid for everywhere to foment discord 
amongst those who are being plundered for the purpose of dividing the 
only party that can bring relief and continuing for ‘‘ yet a little while” 
this system of iniquity. 

Despots and tyrants in past ages were able to maintain their control 
over their people only by divisionsamongst them, fomented by the hire- 
ling minions of power. The hydra-headed monster which is now ab- 
sorbing the entire wealth produced by this nation must, if it retains 
its grasp upon the country, resort to these tactics. It isclearly inthe 
minority; force will not serve its purpose now; fraud and deception, the 
corrupting power of money, are the only means left by which it can 
hope to control the majority. 

These means are being unscrupulously resorted to at this moment, 
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and will be used for all they are worth every day and hour untit this 
struggle is over. 
The carefully sown seeds of discord are beginning to bear fruit on 


every hand. Every enthusiast is encouraged to believe that thisis the 
auspicious moment to press his hobby toa successful issue and save 
mankind. When was it ever the case until now that there were seven 
candidates for the Presidency of the United States? Such efforts at 
tricks and schemes in politics as are being made at this moment were 
never before known. Only a few days ago the dispatches announced 
that in my State there would be in the present Presidential election a 
fusion between the Republican and Union Labor parties. The purpose 
of,this is manifest, but it will fail. 

There is in Arkansas, as well as in other States, an organization of 
farmers known as the Wheel. ‘It is not a political organization in any 
sense, but is simply an association of farmers, intended to secure co-oper- 
ation among themselves for the purpose of bringing about the weil-be- 
ing and advancement of the great mass of people who engage in that 
business. It is intended to promote investigation and a better under- 
standing of the moral, social, economic, as well as political forces affect- 
ing their interests. A strong effort is being made to divert this organ- 
ization from its real purposes to serve the personal ends of artful dem- 
agogues. Certain political pariahs, blatant, self-seeking demagogues, 
have sought to “have” this organization as the devil sought to have 
Peter, but they will not succeed. 

In a recent interview in a Western paper of wide circulation the can- 
oe for Vice-President on the Union Labor ticketis reported to have 
said: 


The Union Labor party afforded the Wheelers the means of accomplishing 
their ends in — I ay pwd that there is not a prominent Union Labor 
party man in Arkansas who is not a Wheeler. That will show you how close 
the relationship between the two is, 


The fact ‘‘ that there is not a prominent Union Labor party man in 
Arkansas who is not a Wheeler,’’ and the other fact, carefully left out 
of view by this aspirant for the Vice-Presidency, that not one Wheeler 
in a hundred isa member of the Union Labor party, shows the whole 
case very distinctly. The ‘‘ prominent’? Union Labor party men have 
gotten into the Wheel to play the part that the serpent did in Eden. 
They have hoped that the Wheel afforded them the means of accom- 
plishing their ends in politics, and they have gone about doing their 
master’s bidding to the best of their ability. 

By false promises, by perversions of records they hope to lead earnest 
men into the support, either directly or indirectly, of a party and prin- 
ciples which they detest. I our-fifths of the intelligent people of Ar- 
kansas are to-day in thorough accord with the President in his great 
struggle for the rights of our outraged and plundered farmers. They 
are, whether Wheelers or not, earnestly devoted to the cause of Democ- 
racy and the great principles it has always taught. If by any means 
this great mass of people could be induced to throw the vote of their 
State away in this struggle it might be the salvation of the present 
system of robbery. What would the great protected interest not give 
for such a result? 

If by insidious and devious methods the willing and pliant tools of 
rotection can so far divide and mislead the voters of this great strong- 
old of freedom, as to prostitute this great agricultural organization to 

the purposes 6f protection, they will have deserved well of their mas- 
ters, and will be amply rewarded. 

But I know the people of Arkansas too well to have any, the slight- 
est, fear of their success. Cunningly devised, adroitly managed, and 
unscrupulously followed up, this scheme will fail of its purpose, and the 
authors of it will be covered with the confusion and shame that the 
contempt of all good men will shower upon them as the reward of their 
unholy attempt to betray the cause of liberty. The Democrats of 
Arkansas, those who believe in the eternal principles of that great party, 
whether farmersor not, whether Wheelers or not, will be found recording 
their votes in November as they have always done, in favor of the great 
paity of the people and its nominees. 

Some good men will doubtless be led astray by these minions of 
protection—the very elect are sometimes deceived—but their purpose 
in fomenting discord amongst Democrats will be plainly seen in time 
to avoid all danger. I believe as Mr. Lincoln is quoted as saying: 


You may deceive part of the le all the time, and all of the people part of 
the time; but no ane can deoive all of the people all the time. = 


The hope of this country is in the honesty, sincerity, and good sense 
of the masses; all of them will not be led astray, and honesty and good 
government will prevail. 

In the language of a great editor I believe— 

That humanity is advancing, and that there is progress in human life and hu- 
man affairs, and that as sure as God lives the future will be greater and better 
than the present or the past. 

Believing this, I have no doubt that unjust and unequal laws must 
go, and that in this country people will not only be created equal but 
that they will yet live equals, under the equal operation of just and 
impartial laws. 

Mr. STEWART. Mr. President—— 

Mr. PALMER. I ask the Senator from Nevada to give way for two 
or three minutes. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER {Mr. CHace in the chair). 
Senator from Nevada yield to the Senator from Michigan? 


Does the 


Mr. STEWART. If it involves no discussion, I will yield. 

Mr. PALMER. If it does I will withdraw the bill I wish to call up. 

Mr. STEWART. Very well. r 

ST. CLAIR FLATS SHIP-CANAL. 

Mr. PALMER. I ask the Senate to proceed to the consideration of . 
the bill (H. R. 11446) to amend an act entitled ‘‘An act making appro- 
riations for the construction, repair, and preservation of certain pub- 
= Works on rivers and harbors, and for other purposes,” approved July 

, 1884. 

The bill was read twice, and by unanimous consent considered asin 
Committee of the Whole. 

Mr. PALMER. The object of the bill is to include the St. Clair 
Flats Canal in the list of canals which are under the supervision of the 
War Department. By some inadvertence in the river and harbor act 
of 1884 it was omitted. In that act the Des Moines Rapids Canal, the 
St. Mary’s Falls Canal, and the Louisville and Portland Canal were in- 
cluded. The object of the bill is merely to amend section 7 of the act 
of 1884 in that respect. 

The bill has the approbation of all the members of the Committee on 
Commerce of the Senate whom I could find, with the exception of the 
Senator from Texas [ Mr. Coke]. I would have approached him if it 
had not been for the discourtesy of talking in front of the Senator from 
Arkansas [Mr. Jones], who was making a speech. The Senator from 
Maine (Mr. FRYE], the Senator from Oregon [Mr. DoLPH], the Sen-, 
ator from Missouri [Mr. VEST], and myself, all approve of the measure. 

Mr. PLATT. May I ask a question? 

Mr. STEWART. If Senators are going to discuss the bill I mustin- 
sist on proceeding with my remarks. 

Mr. PALMER. There will be no discussion of it. 

Mr. PLATT. I am not going to discuss it. I wish to ask if the 
bill in any way touches the question of the disputed jurisdiction of the 
St. Clair Flats Canal. 

Mr. PALMER. Not at all. It merely puts it under Government 
supervision. The action is so necessary that I think the Senate will 
not object to it. 3 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to . 
a third reading, read the third time, and’passed. 

MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 

A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. CLARK, its — 
Clerk, announced that the House insisted on its amendments to the bili 
(S. 2851) to amend an act entitled “An act to regulate commerce,” 
approved February 4, 1887, disagreed to by the Senate, agreed to the 
conference asked by the Senate, and had appointed Mr. Crisp, Mr. 
ANDERSON of Iowa, and Mr. O'NEILL of Pennsylvania the managers 
at the conference on the part of the House. 

PRESIDENT’S ANNUAL MESSAGE. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. TheSenate resumes the consideration 
of the resolution submitted by the Senator from Ohio [ Mr. SHERMAN] 
to refer the President’s annual messege to the Committee on Finance, 
on which the Senator from Nevada [Mr. STEWART] has the floor. 

Mr. STEWART. Ipropose to discuss the tariff, money, and politics, 
and shall begin with a brief review of the origin of the American sys- 
tem for the protection of home industry. 

Commercial and industrial independence absorbed the attention of 
the colonies for generations before political independence was considered, 
The various devices adopted by Great Britain to depress the industries 
of the early American colonies for the benefit of the mother country 
attest the genius, brutality, and selfishness of the British Government 
in her efforts to hold the colonies in a state of poverty and dependence, 
She denied them the privilege of trading with any foreign country, and 
the whole force of the British navy was used asa guard to prevent for- 
eign intercourse with America. 

The laws enacted by Great Britain to prevent manufactures in the 
several colonies and trade between the colonies are monuments of 
cruelty, stupidity, folly, and despotism. The people were not allowed 
to use a boat, or a ship, ora carriage, or a pack-horse, to carry wool, 
or any manufacture of wool, from one colony to another; they could 
not land wool from an island in a harbor or convey it across a river. 
No British soldier stationed in America was allowed to buy more than 
40 shillings’ worth of -woolens in the colonies. Many families were 
destitute of the English Bible, and yet they were not allowed to print 
itin America, The country was the home of the beaver, and to prevent 
the colonists from manufacturing their own hats no man could be a 
hatter or a journeyman hatter unless he had served seven years’ ap- 
prenticeship. No American hat could be sent from one colony to an- 
other or loaded on a horse or cart for conveyance. America abounded 
in the best quality of iron ore, wood, and coal, but slitting mills, steel 
furnaces, and plating forges were prohibited. These are specimens 
of the Jaws of Great Britain which forced the colonies into revolt. 

Mr. Bancroft, in his history of the United States, gives many pages 
of the common talk among the colonists, showing their condition and 
the oppression of Great Britain. Tor the purposes of illustration I 
quote the following: 

“Tt is plain,” said even the calmest, " Englishmen do not regard Americans 
as members of the same family, brothers and equals, but as subordinates, Doaa 


to submit to oppression at their pleasure." “A bill was even Dre < 
men warned each otheragainstnew dangers, ‘that authorized quartering Brit- 
` 
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ish soldiers upon American private families.” “And isnot our property seized,” 
they further exclaimed, “ by men who pa Essa give,’ and neversay, ‘Enough,’ 
o 


and thrown into a prerogative court t forfeited without a jury?” 

“There is not silver enough in the colonies to pay for the stamps,” computed 
patriot financiers, “and the trade by which we could get more is prohibited.” 
“And yet,” declared the eager merchants of New York, “we have a natural 
right to every freedom of trade of the English," ‘To tax us and bind our com- 
merce and restrain manufactures,” reasoned even the most ponent, “tis to bid 
us make brick without straw.” ‘‘The Northern colonies will be absolutely re- 
stricted from using any articles of clothing of their own fabric,” predicted one 
colony toanother. And men laughedas they added, ‘Catching a mouse within 
His Majesty’s colonies with a trap of our own making will be deemed, in the 
ministerial cant, an infamous, atrocious, and nefarious crime.” “A colonist,” 
murmured a Boston man who had dipped into Grenville’s pamphlet, “a col- 
onist can not make a horseshoe or a hob-nail but some iron-monger of Britain 
shall baw] that he is robbed by the ‘Americanrepublican.'” “Yes. theyareeven 
stupid enough,” it was said in the town of Providence, "to judge it criminal for 
us to become our own manufacturers.” 

“We will eat no lamb,” promised the multitude, forking: to retaliate; “we 
will wear no mourning at funerals.” “We will none of us import, British 
goods,” said the traders in the towns, The inhabitants of North Carolina set 
up looms for weaving their own clothes and South Carolina was ready to follow 
the example. “The people,” wrote Lieutenant-Governor Sharpe, of Mary- 
land, " will go on upon manufactures.” ‘‘ We will have hom un markets of 
linens and woolens,” from mouth to mouth, till it found its way across 
the Atlantic and alarmed the king in council: ‘the ladies of the first fortune 
shall set the example of wearing home-spun;”" “it will be accounted a virtue 
in them to weara garment of their own spinning,” “A little attention to manu- 
factures will make us ample amends for the distresses of the present day, and 
render us a great, rich, and happy people.” 

Volumes of sentiments of this character might be collected showing 
how keenly the colonies suffered from the tyranny of Great Britain, 
which deprived them of the natural rights of trade and manufacture. 
The separate protests of the colonies were found unavailing; every pe- 
tition was met by the enactment of more rigorous and cruel laws. 
Many efforts were made among the colonies to unite in a demand for 
the redress of their common grievances. 

These efforts finally resulted, in 1765, in a convention or congress, 
which met in the city of New York. The subject of discussion was 
how to obtain redress from the mother country and the repeal of ob- 
noxious laws. Otis, of Massachusetts, was instructed to support not 
only colonial liberties but chartered rights; Johnson, of Connecticut, 

leaded chartered rights from the Crown; Robert Livingston, of New 

ork, placed the rights of the colonists on broader grounds than the 
narrow limits of chartered rights. He contended that all the rights 
and privileges of Englishmen belonged to the colonists as a common 
heritage, and warned his associates to avoid the danger of technical 
quibbles growing out of the construction of particular charters, Gads- 
den, of South Carolina, was the inspiration of the assembly. He de- 
clared that they must stand on the broad and common ground of those 
natural rights that all feel and know belong to them as men and as 
descendants of Englishmen. Continuing, he said: 

I wish the charters may not ensnare us at last by drawing different colonies 
to act differently in this great cause. Whenever that is the case, all will be over 
with the whole, There ought to be no New England man, no New Yorker, 
known on the continent, but all of us Americans. 

His views prevailed and America was united, although a perfect 
union was not formed until after years of struggle and a most bloody 
and exhausting war, yet the sentiment remained and grew that ‘‘all 
of us are Americans,” until it finally culminated in the Constitution of 
the United States. The discussion of grievances and the union of the 
colonies occupied the attention of the people until the immortal Decla- 
ration of Independence was proclaimed on the 4th of July, 1776. The 
seven years of war that followed impressed upon the colonies a realiz- 
ing sense of the terrible privations and sufferings which befall a people 
who are compelled to endure the hardships and trials of war without 
manufactures, and who are forced to improvise not only the instru- 
ments and munitions of war, but the means of clothing, feeding, and 
transporting armies while the war is raging and danger is imminent. 

During the war no protective tariffwas necessary; ali American ports 
were blockaded. An industrial crisis came with the close of the war. 
The Confederation had no power to impose duties on imports or deal 
with national questions. Some of the States passed tariff laws and 
started manufactures, but there was no uniformity of action or freedom 
of intercourse between them. Great Britain pursued her accustomed 
policy to destroy the manufactures of other countries and glutted the 
markets of the States with her cheap manufactures without regard to 
temporary loss. The advice which Lord Brougham gave after the 
war of 1812, ina speech in Parliament, was anticipated and acted upon 
in 1784. WHesaid: - 


It is well worth while to incur a loss upon the first exportation, in order by the 
glut to stifle in the cradle the rising manufactures in the United States which 
the war had forced into existence contrary to the natural course of things. 

During the first seven years after the war of the Revolution the bal- 
ance of trade against the States was over $50,000,000, which was at that 
time more than $15 for each inhabitant. The condition of the Confed- 
eration became desperate and the people of the several States, actuated 
by a common impulse, formed associations to encourage home manu- 
facturing. The ladies in Connecticut.and North Carolina formed asso- 
ciations pledging themselves to retrenchment in their domestic expenses 
and to give encouragement to home manufactures. Numerous citizens 
of Richmond, Va., formed a similar association and passed the follow- 
ing resolutions: 

Resolved, That we will be at all times ready, bv every encouragement in our 


power, to promote any well-founded scheme of trade and manufacture to which 
the circumstances of this State are adapted and the profits of which shall arise 
and center with her own citizens. 

Resolved, That the present circumstances of this State are adapted to the 
manufacture of the coarser woolens, cottons, linens, cordage, leather, and iron 
and Po production of salted pork and beef, of butter, cheese, soap, tallow, an 
candles, 

Resolved, therefore, That we will use the utmost of our exertions to promote 
agriculture in general, and more particularly those parts of it which tend most 
Ne the Acoonregemaok of our manufactures and tothe diminution of our foreign 

nportations. 


_ The Association of Massachusetts expressed its views in the follow- 
ing manner: 

Whereas the excessive use of articles of foreign growth and manufacture has 
been attended with the most pernicious consequences by exhausting our circu- 
lating medium and by diffusing a taste for extravagance; and 

Whereas it is of the utmost importance to encourage industry, frugality, and 
our own manufactures, to recover a circulating medium, to restore publiccredit, 
to facilitate the payment of public and private debts, and thereby to promote 
the welfare and happiness of our country : 

With a view to these salutary and important purposes, we, the subscribers, do 
hereby enter intoa solemn agreement and association to refrain from and, as 
far as in our power, to prevent, the excessive use and consumption of articles of 
foreign manufacture, especially articles of luxury and extravagance; and that 
we will exert our best endeavors for the promotion of industry and our own 
manufactures, 

_ The people of Pennsylvania were thoroughly aroused. The inhab- 
itants of Germantown adopted the following resolution: 

We will individually exert our utmost influence for the promotion of indus- 
try and our own manufactures, and will refrain from, and, as far as in our 
power, prevent, the excessive use of foreign articles of luxury. 

The Society of Pennsylvania for the Encouragement of Manufactures 
and Useful Arts declared: “ 

The United States, having assumed the station of an independent Govern- 
ment, require new resources to support their rank and influence, both abroad 
and athome, Our distance from the nationsof Europe; our possessing within 
ourselves the materials of the useful arts and articles of consumption and com- 
merce; the profusion of wood and water, those power!ul and enipe d agents 
in all arts and manufactures, the variety of natural productions with w. ich this 
extensive country abounds, and the number of Ros in our towns and most 
ancient settlements whose education has qualified them for employments of 
this nature all concur to point out the necessity of promoting and establishing 
manufactures among ourselves. 

Ata meeting of the State University of Pennsylvania, over which 
the governor presided, it was declared— - 

That an extravagant and wasteful use of foreign manufactures has been too 

iust a charge against the people of the United States since the close of the war. 
They have been so cheap, and so easily obtained on credit, that the consump- 
tion of them has been absolutely wanton, * * * It behooves us to consider 
our untimely passion for European luxuries as a malignant and alarming 
symptom, threatening convulsions and dissolution to the political body, Let 
us hasten, then, to apply the most efficient remedies ere the disease becomes 
inveterate, lest unhappily we should find it incurable. 
_ Other States passed similar resolutions. The voice of the press was 
in harmony with the sentiments of the people, but there was no power 
in the Confederation, as I before stated, to remedy these evils. A more 
perfect union was required, and when the States met in constitutional 
convention they gave the General Government express power to deal 
with the whole subject of commercial intercourse between the States 
and with foreign governments, and expressly conferred upon Congress 
the power to lay duties on imports. This is the language of the Con- 
stitution: 

The Congress shall have power to lay and collect taxes, duties, imposts, and 
excises, to pay the debts, and provide for the common defense and general wel- 
fare of the United States, 

The power granted is complete and comprehensive. Taxes, duties, 
imposts, and excises may be laid and collected, not only ‘‘ to pay debts 
and provide for the common defense,” but also to provide for the 
** general welfare of the United States.” No doubt was expressed by 
the framers of the Constitution or their contemporaries that the power 
to impose duties for the protection of manufactures was granted by the 
Constitution. The contemporaneous discussions show that such pro- 
tection was universally regarded as necessary for the general welfare. 

Immediately npon the assembling of the First Congress, in 1789, 
petitions were presented by the people of the several States urging the 
passage of laws for the protection of home industries, The tradesmen, 
mechanics, and citizens of Baltimore presenting the following: 

The happy period having now arrived when the United States are placed in 
a new situation, when the oo of the General Government gives one sov- 
ereign legislature the sole and exclusive power of laying duties upon imports, 

your petitioners rejoice at the prospect this affords them, that America, freed 
rom the commercial shackles which have so long bound her, will see and pur- 
sue her true interest, becoming independent in factas well as in name; andthey 
confidently hope that the encouragement and protection of American manu- 
factures will claim the earliest attention of the supreme L ature of the na- 
tion, as it is a universally acknowledged truth that the United States contain 
within their limits resources ss a suficient to enable them to become a great 
manufacturing country, and only want the patriotism and support of a wise, 
energetic government, 

Similar petitions were presented from New York, Massachusetts, and 
other States, 

The immortal Washington knew as well as any man could know the 
grievances that forced the colonies toseparate from the mother country, 
the embarrassments under which the Confederation labored for the want 
of power to protect home industries and maintain financial and indus- 
trial independence, and also the purposes of the Constitution and the 
intent and meaning of the language used. In his first annual message, 
in 1790, he used the following language: 

The advancement of agriculture, commerce, and manufactures by all proper 
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means will not, I trust, need recommendation; but I can not forbear intimating 
to you the expediency of giving effectual encouragement as well to the intro- 
duction of new and useful inventions from abroad as to the exertions of skill 
in producing them at home, 

In his second message, in discussing the rivalry of nations, he said: 

I recommend it to your serious reflections how far and in what mode it may 
be expedient to guard against embarrassments from these contingencies by 
such encouragement to our own navigation as will render our commerce aud 
agriculture less dependent on foreign bottoms, which may fail us at the very 
moments most interesting to both of these objects. Our eries and the trans- 
portation of our own produce offer us abundant means for guarding ourselves 
against evil. 


In pursuance of the understanding and expectation of the people of 
the several States, among the first acts which were passed bẹ the first 
Congress was an act to levy duties on imports, to raise revenue, and to 
protect home industry. It was entitled: “An act laying a duty on 
goods, wares, and: merchandises imported into the United States.’ It 
was recommended and approved by President Washington, and its pre- 
amble is in the following significant language: 

Whereas it is necessary for the support of the Government, the discharge of 


the debts of the United States, and the encouragement and protection of manu- 
factures, that duties be laid on goods, wares, and merchandises imported. 


Mr. Madison, who, as a member of the Constitutional convention 
contributed more than any other individual in the formation of the 
Constitution, took a leading part in the discussion of this bill in the 
House of Representatives. A few extracts from his remarks will be 
instructive. In speaking of the general purposes of the bill, he said: 

The Union, by the establishment of a more effective government. having re- 
covered from a state of imbecility that heretofore prevented a performance of 


its duty, ought, in its first act, to revive those principles of honor and honesty 
that have too long lain dormant. 


Mr. Fitzimons, of Pennsylvania, offered an additional proposition or 
amendment, and remarked: 


I haye prepared myself with an additional number, which I wish subjoined 
to those already mentionedin the motion on your table; among these are some 
calculated to encourage the productions of our country and protect our infant 
manufactures. 

In discussing this proposition Mr. Madison said: 

Duties laid on imported articles may have an effect which comes within the 
idea of national Lg mnnyoaen It may happen that materials for manufactures may 
grow up without Any encouragement for that purpose. It has been the case in 
some of the States, but in others regulations have been provided and have suc- 
ceeded in producing some establishments which ought not to be allowed to 
perish from the alteration which has taken place, It would be cruel to neglect 
them and direct their industry to other channels, for it is not possible for the 
hand of man to shift from one employment to another without being injured by 
the change. There may be some manufactures which, being once formed, can 
advance toward perfection without any adventitious aid, while others, for want 
of the fostering hand of Government, will be unable to go on at all, 


In giving his assent to Mr. Fitzimons’ amendment he said: 


I have no objection to the committee's ay gree) the proposition offered by 
the gentleman from Pennsylvania. * * * Ithink some of the propositions 
may be productive of revenue and some may protect our domestic manufact- 
ures, ete. 


In the course of the debate Mr. Bland, of Virginia, said: 


There are mines in Virginia capable of supplying the whole United States, 
and if some restraint were laidon the importation of foreign coal these mines 
might be worked to advantage. 

Mr. Madison, continuing the debate, said: 

The people adopted the new Constitution, I believe, under a universal expecta- 
tion that we should collect higher duties; we must do this if we mean to avoid 
direct taxation, which was always means of revenuein particular States. * * * 
Let us review the policy of Great Britain toward us. as she ever shown any 
disposition to enter into reciprocal regulations? Has she not by a temporary 
policy plainly declared that until we are able and willing to do justice to our- 
selves she will shut us out of her ports and make us tributary to her? 


Washington, in his last message, said: 

Congress have repeatedly, and not without success, directed their attention 
to the encouragement of manufactures. The object is of too much consequence 
nok Ae insure a continuation of their efforts in every way which shall appear 
eligible, 

And after his retirement from office, in a communication to the peo- 
ple, he said: 

Ought our country to remain in such cases dependent on foreign supply, pre- 
carious because liable to be interrupted? If the necessary article should a this 
mode cost more in time of peace, will not the security andindependence thence 
arising form an ample consideration? 

At this time Washington was not only familiar, as I have already 
shown, with the grievances of the people before the war, their priva- 
vations and necessities during the war, their embarrassments after the 
war, and before the tariff he had approved went into effect, and with 


the fact that during the seven years previous to that event the balance, 


of trade was more than $50,000,000 against the States, but he also 
knew another important and material fact, showing the practical op- 
eration and effect of the new tariff. During the seven years from 1795 
to 1801, both inclusive, after the new tariff went into effect, the bal- 
ance of trade, instead of being against the United States, was in its 
favor more than $31,000,000, and the people were enjoying a degree of 
prosperity, progress, and contentment never before known on the 
American continent. 

The principle of protection was maintained without compromise or 
opposition from any source of the slightest importance until after the 
“election of Andrew Jackson in 1828. John Adams approved the prin- 
ciple in all his messages. Jefferson, the father and founder of the 
Democratic party, was a strong advocate of protection for home in- 


dustry. In 1806, when it became evident that there would be a sur- 
plus in the Treasury, Mr. Jefferson, in his annual message, said: 


The question, therefore, now comes forward, to what other objects shall 
these surpluses be appropriated and the whole surplus of import, after the dis- 
charge of the public debt and during these intervals when the purposes of war 
shall not call for them’? Shall we suppress the impost and give that advantage 
to foreign over domestic manufactures? Ona few articles of more general and 
necessary use the suppression in due season will doubtless be right; but the 
great mass of the articles on which impost is laid are foreign luxuries, pur- 
chased by those only who are rich enough to afford themselves the use of them. 
Their patriotism would certainly prefer its continuance and application to the 
great purposes of public education, roads, rivers, canals, and such other objects 
of public improvement as it may be thought proper to add to the constitutional 
enumeration of Federal powers. 


The contrast between the method proposed by Mr. Jefferson and that 
of the present Executive to dispose of the surplus revenue is significant. 
Mr. Jefferson preferred to use the surplus revenue for education and 
internal improvements rather than to reduce or repeal the tariff, and 
disturb or destroy home industry. Mr. Cleveland’s plan is to retain 
the internal-revenue war tax as an excuse for free trade and the de- 
struction of American manufactures. Mr. Cleveland claims to be a 
Jeffersonian Democrat. 

Mr. Madison, after he became President, maintained the same views 
with regard to a protective tariff which he had entertained as a mem- 
ber of the constitutional convention and of the House of Representa- 
tives. In his annual message of 1815, immediately after the war with 
Great Britain, he said: = 

But there is nosubjeet that can enter with greater force and merit into the de- 
liberations of Con than the consideration of the means to preserve and 
promote the manufactures which have sprung into existence and attained au 
unparalleled maturity throughout the United States during the period of Euro- 
pean wars. This source of national independence and wealth I anxiously recs 
ommend, therefore, to the prompt and constant guardianship of Congress. 

In pursuance of this recommendation a bill was presented to increase 
thedutiesonimports. John Randolph, of Virginia, delivered one of his 
characteristic philippics against the whole system of protection, while 
Mr. Calhoun defended it in a most forcible argument. He said: 


Neither agriculture, manufactures, nor commerce, taken separately, is the 
cause of wealth; it flows from the three combined and can not exist without 
each. The wealth of any single nation or any individual, it istrue, may notim- 
mediately depend on the three, but such wealth always presupposes their exist- 
ence. He viewed the wordsin the mostenlargedsense. Without commerce in- 
dustry would have no stimulus, without manufactures it would be without the 
means of production, and without agriculture neither of the others can sub- 
sist. When separated entirely and permanently they perish. 


‘Protection never had a better friend than Mr. Monroe. In his in- 
augural address he declared the principles upon which he acted during 
his entire administration. He said: 


Our manufacturers will require the systematic and fostering aid of the Gov- 
ernment, Possessing, as we do, all the raw materials, the fruit of our own toil 
and industry, we ought not to depend in the degree we have done on supplies 
from other countries. While we are thus dependent the sudden event of war, 
unsought and unexpected, can not fail to plunge us into the most serious difi- 
culties. It is important, too, that the capital which nourishes our manufactures 
should be domestic, as its influence in that case instead of exhausting, as itmay 
doin foreign hands, would be felt advantageously to agriculture and every 
branch of industry. Equally important is it to provide at home a market for 
our raw materials, as by extending the competition it will enhance the price 
and protect the cultivator against the casualties incident to foreign markets. 


In the last year of his administration (1824) another act was passed 
giving additional protection to home manufactures. 

The candidates for the Presidency in 1824 were John Quincy Adams, 
Andrew Jackson, Henry Clay, and William H. Crawford. Adams was 
Secretary of State under Monroe and Crawford was Secretary of the 
Treasury, and both were advocates of Monroe’s policy of protection and 
of the actof 1824. Andrew Jackson, another illustrious Democrat who 
had been a protectionist during all his public life, supported Monroe’s 
policy of protection and voted for the act of 1824, Clay was at this 
time Speaker of the House of Representatives, and also supported and 
voted for that law, as he previously had voted for and supported the 
tariff of 1816. None of the candidates had a majority of the electoral 
votes, and the election was thrown into the House, where, by a combi- 
nation between Clay and Adams, the latter was elected. 

After the Presidential election of 1828, in the last session of Congress 
of John Quincy Adams’ administration, in obedience to public senti- 
ment and on the recommendation of the President, an act was 
further increasing the duties on imports. This set at rest all question 
as to the views of Mr. Adams in regard to the principle of protection. 
Before ihe election, however, and during the campaign, it was con- 
tended that Mr. Adams, who was a candidate for re-election against 
General Jackson, not having recommended further protection during 
his term of office previous to the election, was not as good a protection- 
ist as Jackson, who had been a consistent protectionist from the time 
of the administration of Washington. In addition to this, Jackson, on 
the 28th of February, 1828, in response to a resolution of the senate ot 
Indiana requesting him to give a full explanation of his views on the 
tariff issue, addressed a letter to J. B. Ray, governor of Indiana, re- 
viewing his own record on the question of protection, and declaring 
most unequivocally that he was in favor of protecting home mannfact- 
ures. 

President Jackson in his first message to Congress, in December, 1829, 
discussed at length the question of the protection of home industry, and 
among other things he said: 


The agricultural interest of our country is so connected with every other, and 
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so superior in importance to them all, that it is scarcely necessary to invite to it 

ur special attention. It is principally as manufactures and commerce tend to 
Taarenne the value of agricultural productions, and to extend their application 
to the wants and comforts of society, that they deserve the fostering care of Gov- 
ernment. 

Looking forward to the period, not far distant, when a sinking fund will no 
longer be required, the duties on those articles of importation which can not 
come in competition with our own \ herr are the first that should engage 
the attention of Congress in the modification ofthe tariff. Ofthese teaand coffee 
are the most prominent; they enter largely into the consumption of the country, 
and have become articles of necessity to all classes, A reduction, therefore, of 
the existing duties will be felt as acommon benefit, but likeall other legislation 
bars nape vip commerce, to be efficacious, and not injurious, itshould be grad- 

and certain 


Nomore definite declaration of the principles of protective tariff could 
well be enunciated. The duties on articles that could be produced in 
this country were to be maintained, and any reduction which the state 
of the revenue would permit was to be made on articles that could not 
be produced in this country, and consequently did not come in com- 
petition with American productions, The surplus in the Treasury at 
the time of the delivery of this message was $5,000,000, and it was 
estimated that it would be about $4,000,000 on the Ist of January, 
1830. Jackson, like Jefferson and Monroe, found a surplus in the 
Treasury with which he was called upon to deal at the commencement 
of hisadministration. He did not recommend a reduction of thatsur- 
plus by reducing the duties on protected articles, but recommended 
the disposal of it by distributing it among the States according to pop- 
ulation. He said: 


To avoid these ified (remy the evils of a surplus] it appears to me that 
the most safe, just, and federal disposition which could be made of this surpius 
revenue, would be its apportionment among the several States, according to 
their ratio of representation; and should this measure not be found warranted 

“by the Constitution, that it would be expedient to propose to the States an 
amendment authorizing it. 

Some years afterwards he stated that his opinion had changed with 
regard to the necessity of amending the Constitution. But that is 
immaterial. The only materiality in the suggestion is that General 
Jackson would reduce the surplus by any other means that could be 
devised rather than destroy our manufactures. In his second annual 
message he said: 

to i duti imports ori, My bel to th 1 

Sates: Sia igus ts ecient thes Gute wis paraga in 
domestic branches of industry is so completely identical with that power that 
it is difficult to su the existence of the one without the other. The States 
have delegated thelr whole authority over imports to the General Government, 
without limitation or restriction, saving the very inconsiderable reservation re- 
lating to the i ion laws. This authority having thus entirely from 
the Sta: the right to exercise it for the purpose of praan does not exist in 
them; and consequently, if it is not possessed by Gen Government, it 
must be extinct. Our political system would thus present the anomaly of the 
people stri of the right to foster their own industry, and to counteract the 
and destructive policy which might be adopted by foreign nations. 

‘This surely can not be the case; indispensable power thus surrendered by 

the States must be within the scope of the authority on the subject expressly 

delegated to scan cba 

In this cone! n [am confirmed as well by the opinions of Presidents Wash- 
ington, Jefferson, Madison, and Monroe, who have each re ly recom- 
mended apas exercise < this rp ph — the ee a Aed ps tie varar 

ce ngress, the con ul escen: ie genera. 
understanding of the people. at 

The effect of the tariff of 1828 on the industries of the country was 
marvelous. General Jackson, in his annual message of December, 
1831, had occasion to congratulate the country on the growth of man- 
ufactures, agriculture, and commerce. The excess of the revenues over 
the expenditures for the preceding year had been over $13,000,000, and 
the plan sap of the country was unparalleled. 

Up to this time the United States had been regarded by statesmen as one 
common country. Its industrial, financial, and commercial independ- 
ence was regarded by all statesmen as the object to be promoted by 
national legislation. In the mean time a disturbing element was de- 
veloped. It was ascertained that the new and fertile lands of the 
South, by slave labor, could produce cotton cheaper than any other 
country in the world. The people of South Carolina abandoned the 
traditions of the fathers of the Republic and the principles upon which 
the nation had been founded for the common good of all. They were 
beguiled by the free-trade arguments of Great Britain and induced to 
believe that their interests demanded as free intercourse with the Brit- 
ish Empire as South Carolina enjoyed with her sister States. 

The discussions between Hayne and Webster presented a new issue 
between the cotton planters of the South and the manufacturers of the 
North, the same issue which is to-day under consideration. Although 
King Cotton now has no slaves, and although there is now greater ne- 
cessity for protecting manufactures in the Sonth than in the North, 


_ still the war for the desiruction of Northern manufacturers for the bene- 


fit of England is raging as fiercely to-day as when it first begun. The 
arguments of Mr. Cleveland are borrowed from Hayne and McDuffie. 
I call particular attention to the language of Mr. McDuffie, of South 
Carolina, in the House of Representatives in 1832, when a bill was un- 
der consideration amending the tariff act of 1828, which was the last 
tariff act before the fatal compromise of 1833, to which I shall 
hereafter call attention. Mr. McDufiie said: 


itis against domestic and not foreign industry that the manufacturers call 
for protection. But why is it that they need this very high and extravagant 
protection? It is because foreign manufactures are purchased with the pro- 
ductions of the Southern States, and because these are produced by slave labor, 
which is four times as cheap in the operations of agriculture as the white labor 


of the Northern States. This is the true and only cause why the manufacturers 
aoe the Government to inte its powerful arm to keep down compe- 
tition, It is, when properly dered, the greatest of all absurdities to sup- 
‘e that itisagainst the English manufactures that this protection isdemanded, 
trated 
ENOR rose the place 


T have any more sense or 
infuriated mob. And it is worthy of special re- 
that the despotism of an irresponsibile majority never existed in 
any country in a form so dangerous and so dificult to be resisted as it does at 
this moment in this Confederacy, 


I call the attention of the laborers of this country to the frank ad- 
mission of Mr. McDuiflie, that the slave labor of the South was four 
times as cheap as the free labor of the North, and that therefore the 
planters of the South required no protective tariff against the under- 
paid labor of Europe, and also to, his fierce denunciation against the 
American system and the government of the fathers, because they fos- 
tered and protected free labor from ruinous competition with the ser- 
vile laber of foreign lands. He did not pretend that the system of 
government which he advocated was applicable to the whole country 
or any section of it, except where cotton was produced with slave 
labor. There, and there only, where slave labor was four times as 
cheap as free labor, no necessity existed for a protective tariff, and he 
boldly declared that the cotton planters would not submit to the pay- 
ment of duties on imports, however beneficial it might be to the great 
majority of the people of the United States. His policy was predi- 
cated upon the cheap labor of African slaves, aud the foundation of it 
was removed with the abolition of slavery. He never pretended that 
free trade was beneficial to free labor; he was opposed to free laborand 
to any legislation that would benefit it. He was more honest in the 
expression of his sentiment than the emissaries of the Cobden Club, 
who advocate free trade under the false pretense of increasing the 
wages of labor in thiscountry by depriving the laborers of employment. 

Jackson remained firm, and the act of July 14, 1832, continuing the 
protective policy was passed. He was re-elected in 1832 without the 
aid of South Carolina. A cotton rebellion was then inaugurated with 
the avowed p of obtaining free commercial intercourse with 
Great Britain for the benefit of cotton-planters, and in November, 1832, 
the celebrated nullification ordinance of South Carolina was adopted. 
The sole ground of complaint of South Carolina, and for which she 
passed the ordinance, was because of the policy of the United States of 
protecting home manufactures, which had been established by the Con- 
stitution, and had been maintained by patriotic statesmen for more 
than forty years. 

The language of the ordinance is as follows: 


1. That the tariff law of and the amendment of the same of 1832 are null 
and void, and no law, nor binding upon this State, its officers, or citizens. 
2, No duties Sajona by that law or its amendment shall be paid or permitted 
ae ees og rice a validity of th ne Danar fife ot of the Leg: 
b no case involving the yo eex ni act of the = 
islature shail an ap to the Supreme Court of he United bates be permitted, 
Ao ODT ED . De toro BS AIORA 1O DO REDE ORS i it oe Po 
tem; o the Suprem uré “ ma; t wit! contempt 
the soert eam io appeal is taken.” oy ae 


which the en. 
State, whether in the civil or military service, 


4. Every office-holder of 
and every person h assuming an office,and every juror,shall take an 
of ture in accordance there- 


ereafter 
oath to obey this ordinance, and all acts of the Legisla 


with or s thereby. 
vernment of the United States shall attempt to enforce the tariff 


5. If the 
laws now existing by means of its Army or Navy, by closing tbe ports of the 
or shall in any way barass 


State, or preventing the egress or in of vesse 
or obstruct the Fes Fo commerce of State, then South Carolina will no longer 
consider herself a member of the Federal Union. “The pore a of this State 
will thenceforth hold themselves absolved from all further obli to main- 
tain or har be their political connection with the people of the other States, 
and will forthwith t eemeenes to organize a separate government, and doall other 
acts and things which sovereign and independent States may of right do.” 


Although the firm action of General Jackson prevented the final con- 
summation of the secession of South Carolina atithe time, an humiliating 
compromise was made, whereby the industries of the nation were em- 
barrassed, the finances deranged, the credit destroyed, and universal 
bankruptcy and misery throughout the country produced. 

Great injustice has been done to the memories of Jackson, Clay, and 
other great statesmen who submitted to this compromise, by assuming 
that it expressed their real views upon the American system of protec- 
tion, and by quoting them as favoring free trade. This is refuted by 
their long and patriotic services in support of measures for the protec- 
tion of home industry. The only motive on their part for consenting 
to this legislation was a patriotic desire to preserve the country from 
anarchy and disunion by conciliating the cotton-planters by conces- 
sions to a policy which they knew was at war with the industrial in- 
terests of the whole country. ‘These concessions, it was well known, 
would be injurious to the best interests of the country, but they were 
made to avoid the disruption of the Union, but were not accepted in 
the spirit of generosity and conciliation in which they were made. 
South Carolina never forgave General Jackson for forcing her to remain 
in the Union. p 

Mr. Clay was tL awthor of this compromise measure. It is known 
as the tariff act of 1833. It provided that, from and after the 31st day 
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of December, 1833, in all cases where duties are imposed on foreign 
imports by the act of the 14th of July, 1832, or by any other act, which 
shall exceed 20 per cent. of the value thereof, one-tenth of such 
excess shall be deducted; from and after the 31st day of December, 
1835, 1837, and 1839, respectively, a further deduction of one-tenth of 
said excess shall be made; and from and after the 31st day of Decem- 
ber, 1841, a further reduction of one-half of the remainder of such ex- 
cess; and from and after the 31st day of December, 1842, the residue of 
such excess shall be deducted. 

As these reductions took place from time to time foreign imports in- 
creased and home manufacturing decayed. England availed herself of 
this opportunity to glut our markets, destroy our manufactures, and 
involve the people in debt, From that time forth it was unnecessary 
to discuss what disposition should be made of the surplus, because 
there was none, 

Van Buren was elected to succeed Jackson in 1836, and during his 
term he was compelled from time to time to issue Treasury notes to ob- 
tain money to carry on the Government. Theinflux of foreign manu- 
factures was such as to withdraw from the country its circulating me- 
dium in payment of foreign debts and in the purchase of foreign goods, 
and in 1837 bankruptcy prevailed throughout the United States. The 
crisis of 1837 will be memorable as one of the gieatest calamities that 
has ever befallen this country. The causes that produced it were sim- 
ple, direct, and certain—reduction of the tariff, destruction of home 
manufactures, glut of foreign goods, and loss of circulating medium. 

The restoration of the tariff was the issue of 1840, as the preservation 
of the tariff is the issue of 1888. Van Buren, whose administration had 
been ruined by the operation of the compromise tariff of 1833, ran 
against General Harrison, who was opposed to that compromise and in 
favor of protection. General Harrison was elected by an overwhelm- 
ing majority. He found the condition of the Treasury such, and the 
credit of the nation so far impaired, that he was compelled to convene 
Congress in extra session in June, 1841, to provide means to carry on 
the Government; but before the meeting of Congress he died. John 
‘Tyler, the Vice-President, succeeded to the Presidency. 

The Presidential contest in 1840 between Martin Van Buren, of New 
York, and William Henry Harrison, of Ohio, was made on the issue of 

rotection for free labor in the United States, or free trade for slave 

abor on the cotton plantationsof the South. The Presidential contest 
of 1888 is between Grover Cleveland, of New York, and Benjamin Har- 
rison, of Indiana, and the issue is between the free labor of every sec- 
tion of the United States and the underpaid labor of Europe. Slavery 
in the United States is dead and eliminated from the contest, although 
its ghost stalks abroad and gives comfort to the enemies of free labor. 
History repeats itself, and the election of Harrison in 1888 will be a 
repetition of the victory for protection achieved in 1840. 

Tyler undertook to reverse the verdict of the people and to sustain the 
free-trade compromise act of 1833. He vetoed two bills by Con- 
gress to restore the tariff and revive the industries of the country, and 
eight other bills during his term of office, and merited and received the 
just condemnation of John Quincy Adams, Henry Clay, and other lead- 
ing patriotic statesmen for his usurpation of the legislative power of 
Congress. The bad precedent set by Tyler is bearing, and will con- 
tinue to bear, bitter fruit containing the seeds of monarchy. ‘But finally 
the condition of the country became so desperate, and the popular de- 
mand so strong, that Tyler was forced to sign the tariff bill of 1842, 
which was a bill not only for revenue, but for protection. The bene- 
ficial results of this legislation were manifest on every hand. Trade 
revived, manufactures increased, confidence was restored, the Treasury 
was replenished, and the people were relieved for a time from depend- 
ence upon foreign markets. 

The election of 1844 was a contest between Mr. Polk and Mr. Clay. 
Although the tariff was an issue in that contest, it wassubordinated by 
other issues which diverted the attention of the people and secured the 
suecessof Mr. Polk. The Democratic party claimed the northwest ter- 
ritory to 54° 40’, and the motto was ‘‘ Fifty-four forty or fight.’ It 
wasalso in favor of theannexationof Texas. These issues were popular. 
The American people have always been in favor of the acquisition ot 
new territory. President Polk compromised with Great Britain and 
surrendered to her all north of the parallel of 49°. The annexation ot 
Texas involved war with Mexico. The acquisitions of territory, in- 
cluding Texas and California, brought about by this war, were of im- 
mense value tothe United States, and if Mr. Polk had secured a fair 
settlement of our Northern boundary, and had refrained from making 
war on Northern industries by a reduction of the tariff, his adminis- 
tration would have been as illustrious as any of his predecessors. His 
Secretary of the Treasury, Robert J. Walker, wasa politician of the South 
Carolina school, and an advocate of free trade. Underhis auspices the 
tariff act of 1846 was passed. It largely reduced the duties on imports 
and changed many specific duties into ad valorem duties. The evil 
effects upon the business of the country of the tariff of 1846 were some- 


what mitigated by the Mexican war, which, while it involved the 
country in debt, furnished a market for the people and created activity 
in business, and after the close of the war a new element of prosperity 
came into existence. 


The discovery of gold in California changed the condition of things 


everywhere, revived business, increased imports, and provided the 
money to pay for them. Railroad building and the importation of iron 

y increased the revenue, and enabled the Government to obtain 
= money for ordinary expenses without largely increasing its 

The tariff of 1846 lasted for eleven years, when the cotton States 
asked for a further reduction. Under Buchanan’s administration, in 
1857, a further reduction was made, and, notwithstanding the flow of 
gold continued and the energy of the people was unabated, this last re- 
duction gave Great Britain another opportunity to glut the markets 
and exhaust the circulating medium of the United States, whereby the 
celebrated crisis of 1857 was brought upon the country. Cotton was 
ae ray the Northern industries were prostrated by the edicts of His 

esty. 

In the mean time Great Britain had not been idle in her efforts to 
make the people of the United States tributary to her wealth and pros- 
perity. She liberated her slaves in the West India Islands in 1833 and 
commenced the agitation of the abolition of slavery amongst the peo- 
ple of the North, while she cultivated intimate social and commercial 
relations with the South. By these méans she was able to array the 
two sections against each other, her purpose being the destruction of 
not only the political but the industrial independence of both. The 
war that she intrigued to produce came. It found the United States 
with an empty Treasury, without credit, and the South without man- 
ufactures, relying on Great Britain to supply her with arms and muni- 
tions of war. The North had mannufactories and mechanics, railroads, 
and all other means necessary to supply, equip, and transport armies, 
The conflict shook the continent; the South failed from exhaustion, 

ly produced by her want of manufactures; the North was victori- ` 
ous and the Union was saved, and the supposed reason for a different 
policy for the two sections removed. Slavery, which had excluded 
manufactures from the South, was abolished. The real interests of the 
North and the South were made the same. Free labor, both North and 
South, thereafterdemanded protection from foreign competition. Cheap 
men and cheap labor no longer existed in any State of the Union by 
force of law. ; 

In 1861, after the South had seceded, the loyal States adopted a tariff 
to protect home manufactures and encourage home production, which 
tariff, with some reductions, still remains, and under its benign influ- 
ence, notwithstanding the destruction of war, the wealth of the nation 
has been increased in twenty-seven years from sixteen thousand mill- 
ion dollars to about sixty-five thousand million dollars. 

The prosperity of the United States during that period is without 
a parallel. The depression of the last few years does not result from 
the tariff. On the contrary, the existing stagnation in business is 
caused by an insuficient supply of the circulating medium, and arepe- 
tition of the financial disasters of 1837 and 1857 has only been averted 
by a tariff which preserved the large balance of trade in favor of the 
United States until the renewal of the agitation of free trade by the 
message of President Cleveland. 

The passage of the Mills bill in the present stringency of the money 
market would be followed by a glut of foreign manufactures and the 
withdrawal of our meager supply of money to pay for increased im- 
portation; home industry would be destroyed, millions thrown out of 
employment, and bankruptcy and ruin would be inevitable. The 
President’s message and the passage of the Mills bill through the House 
are bearing fruit. We arealready buying more than we sell in foreign 
markets. Money is leaving the country to pay balances. The prudence 
of business men withholds the means of creating new manufactures or 
enlarging existing establishments. The fear of a glut in the markets 
by cheap importations has checked production, reduced the number of 
laborers, and increased the army of the unemployed. ‘The bare fear of 
the passage of the Mills bill and the contraction of the currency by 
shipping gold to Europe to pay for increased importations has brought 
us to the brink of financial ruin. 

In order to show the real cause of the depression which now prevails, 
and to answer the argument which falsely ascribes it to the tariff, itis 
necessary to examine briefly the question of money. I will first point 
out the injurious effects upon commerce, agriculture, and production 
by the contraction resulting from the manipulations of interested par- 
ties to demonetize silver, after which I will compare the one-crop agri- 
cultural countries with the countries having a multiplicity of indus- 
tries and a high state of manufactures, and I will also call attention to 
the new industries that are springing up in the South, and the ruin 
that will result in that section if the free-trade policy of President 
Cleveland shall prevail after the system of raising cotton by slave labor 
for the benefit of England, which produced the free-trade party in Amer- 
ica, has been abolished. I shall also expose the absurdity of acquiring 
foreign markets by the destruction of our own, and show that there are 
no foreign markets to be acquired. 

FINANCE. 

Financial independence is equally as necessary to the prosperity of a 
nation as industrial independence. Neither can exist without the other. 
Products can not be interchanged or business enterprises conducted 
withoutmoney. The price of property, including services, isthe amount 
of money for which it can be exchanged. The value of money is gov- 
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erned by the same law of supply and demand that fixes the price of | be afforded by the joint annual production of two hundred millions of 


property. A deficient supply of money iscalled contraction. An over 
abundance is called ex ion. The more stringent the contraction 
the more property will be required in exchange for a given amount of 
money. The greater the expansion of the circulating medium the larger 
the amount of money which can be acquired with a given quantity of 
property. From which it follows that the value of money depends upon 
the volume of the circulation and not upon the material of which money 
is made. 

Gold and silver were selected in the early ages of civilizationas money 
metals, They have always determined the price of property and the 
value of obligations for the payment of money, including issues of paper 
circulation redeemable in coin. The quantity of gold and silver in ex- 
istence in the commercial world has consequently determined the price 
of all other things. Property and services have been forced to corre- 

nd in price to the volume of these metals. It is a significant fact 
that civilization itself has advanced, remained stationary, or receded, 
in nse to the increase or failing supply of the precious metals, 
e Rome augmented her stores of gold and silver from the treas- 
ures of conquered nations and from the toil in the mines of the van- 
quished armies she enslaved, she advanced in power, wealth, and do- 
minion until her circulating medium in gold and silver, at the time ot 
the zenith of her glory, is variously estimated at from two thousand to 
three thousand millions of dollars. When she ceased to acquire the 
precious metals her ruin commenced. 

During the fifteen hundred years which followed the reign of Au- 
gustus this vast accumulation of gold and silver gradually disappeared 
by wear and loss, by war, and by accident on land and sea, until, in tne 
year 1500, less than $150,000,000 remained in the commercial world. 
‘The price of property and labor during all this dreary period, called the 
Dark Ages, declined as the volume of the circulating medium was con- 
tracted, until the laborers of Europe were feudal slaves. 

The flow of gold from Mexico and South America, commencing with 
the fifteenth century, in three hundred years replenished the exhausted 
circulating medium of the civilized world and increased it to near the 
same amount which existed in the Roman Empire at the beginning of 
the Christian era. Civilization revived with this new supply of the 
precious metals and advanced without embarrassment so long as the 
supply continued. 

‘The Spanish-American wars retarded mining in the early part of the 
present century and its depressing effects were immediately felt through- 
out the civilized world. Notwithstanding the enormous impetus which 
civilization had received during the preceding three hundred years from 
a continued supply of the precious metals, the diminution of thatsupply 

roduced stagnation, low pricesof labor and of commodities throughont 
atone and America from about 1810 to 1850, when the gold discoveries 
in California and Australia furnished new life-blood to commerce, busi- 
ness, and enterprise, and advanced the prosperity of the world in the 
twenty-five years from 1849 to 1875 more than it had advanced in any 
period of one hundred years which had preceded it. 

At the end of the year 1875 a conspiracy, which commenced in Ger- 
many in 1871, to discard one of the precious metals, for the purpose of 
enhancing the obligation of contracts by contracting the world’s money, 
was so far consummated that silver was excluded from every mint in 
the United States and Europe and discarded as a money metal ex- 
changeable for coin at any fixed standard. Since 1875 the civilized 
world has been contending against the relentless pressure of contrac- 
tion. From 1810 to 1850 the price of property and of labor decreased 
with the shrinking supply of the precious metals, and at the latter date 
it reached a lower point than it touched at any time within the pre- 
vious century. From 1850 to 1875 the annual product of gold and 
silver averaged nearly $200,000,000 and the price of property and of 
services increased more than 30 per cent. More wealth was produced 
and more of the comforts of life were enjoyed during that period than 
during the whole century that preceded it. 

From 1875 to the present time gold alone has been treated by Europe 
and America as a money metal, and although the aggregate supply of 
the two metals has increased rather than diminished, the annual sup- 
ply of gold has been but little more than one-half of the annual prod- 
uct of the two metals combined for the twenty-five years preceding the 
exclusion of silver from the mints of Europe and America, which has 
reduced the supply of money metals nearly one-half and inflicted upon 


the world the withering blight of violent contraction. Notwithstand-, 


ing the accumulations of gold and silver furnished by the new discov- 
eries, and notwithstanding the various devices by which paper cireu- 
lation has been maintained, the contraction occasioned by the rejection 
of silver has already checked the progress of the civilized world and 
reduced the price of property more than 33 per cent., which is now as 
low, if not lower, than it was in 1850. 

The act of 1878, which requires the purchase and coinage of not more 
than four million nor less than two million dollars’ worth of silver 
bullion per month, has saved the United States from utter bankruptcy 
by adding to the circulating medium more than $300,000,000. 

The t financial question of the hour is the restoration of silver 
to its p. as money, and the revival of business and the renewal of 
prosperity by a generous supply of the circulating medium, which would 


gold and silver. 

The Republican party and its nominee for President are pledged by 
the platform adopted at the Chicago convention to favor the use of both 
gold and silver as money, treating neither as a commodity of depreci- 
ated value, and although the great mass of the Democratic party are in 
favor of the free coinage of silver, that party was restrained from an ex- 
pression of its honest views upon this vital question on account of the 
ea position its candidate for President occupies with regard 

it. 

President Cleveland, by the use of the enormous power of his great 
office, has during his short administration depressed the price of silver 
more than 17 per cent. His exertions to prevent its use as money in 
any form have been vigórous and persistent. Before his inauguration 
he addressed a letter to the Democratic members of the Forty-eighth 
Congress urging the repeal of all laws providing for the coinage of sil- 
ver, and assumed that the bonds of the United States were payable in 
gold alone, notwithstanding that the statutes under which every debt 
of the United States was contracted provided that it might be paid in 
coin of either gold or silver. 

In July, 1885, the President, through his authorized agent, George 
Walker, consul-general to Paris, informed the Latin Union Monetary 
Conference assembled in that city that there was a growing sentiment in 
the United States in favor of the repeal of the Bland act, and that the 
Administration would do all in its power to secure its repeal. In his 
annual messages to Congress in 1885 and 1886 he urgently advised the 
repeal of all laws providing for silver coinage, and predicted ruin and dis- 
aster if this werenotdone. In 1885 and 1887 he sent commissioners to 
Europe, who entertained views on this subject in harmony with his 
own, to junket about in that country at the expense of the United 
States and inculeate theories adverse to the free use of silver as money, 
namely, Manton Marble in 1885 and Edward Atkinson in 1887, both 
abundantly competent to misrepresent the United States on the vital 
question of the free coinage of silver. When thé Senate, in April last, 
amended the House bill authorizing the purchase of United States 
bonds by requiring the purchase and coinage of sufficient silver to take 
the place of the national-bank notes retired, and thus stop further con- 
traction, the bill, through the alleged influence of the Administra- 
tion, when it was returned to the House, was smothered in the Dem- 
ocratic Committee of Ways and Means, from whence it will never 
emerge. 

The opposition of President Cleveland to the use of silver as money 
is so intense that he refuses to allow the Secretary of the Treasury to 
purchase and coin more than: $2,000,000 worth of silver per month, al- 
though the surplus in the Treasury and the stringency of the money 
market indicate that the contingency exists contemplated by Congress, 
when it is the duty of the Secretary of the Treasury to purchase and 
coin $4,000,000 worth of silver per month. The President advocates 
the purchase of bonds at 27 per cent. premium, and the destruction of 
our manufactures by free trade to reduce the surplus, rather than re- 
lieve the stringency of the money market by exercising the discretion 
conferred upon him by Congress to coin more silver. 

Whatever may be the views of the Democratic party or the suffer- 
ings of the people in consequence of contraction, Mr. Cleveland will 
never sign a bill for the free coinage of silver to afford them relief. 
He does not regard it as a calamity that the prices of wheat and cot- 
ton, the staple farm products of this country for export, have fallen so 
low that there is no profit in their production. He makes no account 
of the fact that silver has the same purchasing power in India and 
other Asiatic countries that it ever possessed, and that 412} grains ot 
silver will purchase the same amount of wheat or cotton to-day in all 
countries retaining the silver standard as it would before that metal 
was excluded from our mints, and that the prices of wheat and cotton 
have declined and must decline in the markets of Europeand America 
in exact accordance with the fall of the price of silver. 

The fact that silver can be bought in this country at 30 per cent. dis- 
count and exchanged in India at par is immaterial to the President. 
It makes no difference to him that the wheat bought in India with sil- 
ver costs the importer in European markets 30 per cent. less than wheat 
bought in America with gold, and that therefore India wheat is fast 
supplanting wheat from America, and that importers of wheat from 
America are forced to sell in the Liverpool market at prices fixed by 
India wheat. In proof of this assertion I will print in the appendix 
to my remarks tables showing that the purchasing power of silver 
bullion has not decreased in India or any other country which main- 
tains the silver standard, while the price of that metal has declined in 
this country over 30 per cent. since its exclusion from the mints, and 
the prices of wheat and cotton in the United States have kept pace in 
their decline with every fall in silver. (See Exhibits A, B, C, D, 
and E. 

It u ueia for the Democratic party to point to their votes in Con- 
gress in favor of remonetizing silver while they indorse the adminis- 
tration and advocate the election of a President whose avowed policy 
on all financial questions is in accordance with the views of the most 
avaricious Shylock, who, without remorse, would enslave mankind to 
enhance the value of his bonds and increase the burdens of his debtoz. 
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MANUFACTURES, 

While financial independence and commercial success can only be 
maintained by an ample and permanent supply of money, the state of 
manufactures always indicates the prosperity enjoyed by the people. 
This proposition is verified by comparing the condition of manufactur- 
ane cone ics with that of purely agricultural countries at any period 
of history which may beselected. Such comparison will in every case, 
without an exception, prove the truth of my proposition. A few ex- 
amples will illustrate this. 

During the eighteen years that Ireland had an independent parlia- 
ment (from 1782 to 1800) her manufactures developed enormously un- 
der jaws protecting her home industries. At the time of the union 
with England, in 1800, there were employed in manufacturing in Ire- 
land about 250,000 people. Her manufactures are now nearly all de- 
stroyed, except the flax industry in the north of Ireland, which the 
English Government has not suppressed. The magnitude of the man- 
ufactures of Ireland when 250,000 people were employed in industrial 

ursuits will be appreciated by an example of three American States. 

llinois, Indiana, and New Jersey, in 1880, contained a population ot 
6,187,288, which was about the same as that of Ireland at the time of its 
union with England. The number of persons employed in mannfact- 
uring in the three States named in the year 1880, was 240,266, not 

uite equal to the number employed in Ireland in manufacturing at 
the time in question. The value of manufactured products in these 
three States was $817,046,420, which was over $200,000,000 more than 
the products of all the manufactures of the sixteen Southern States. 
The manufacturing industries of Ireland were destroyed by English 
laws. After the union England required Ireland to receive free of duty 
English manufactured commodities, and by glutting her markets de- 
stroyed her manufactures, according to the advice of Lord Brougham, 
to which I have already alluded. 

Many apt-illustrations might be given showing the effect of manu- 
facturing in our own country upon the growth, prosperity, wealth, and 
development of those sections of the United States where the energies 
of the people have been directed to multifarious industries, as compared 
with those other sections where the industries of the people have been 
mainly confined to the pursuit of farming. The products of manu- 
factures in the State of Ohio in 1880 amounted to $348,305,390, while 
the value of the products of all the manufactures of the late Confed- 
erate States, namely, Alabama, Arkansas, Florida, Georgia, Louisiana, 
Mississippi, North Carolina, South Carolina, Tennessee, Texas, and Vir- 

was, in the same year, only $240,544,295. The area of farms in 
the late Confederate States was at the same date 197,554,865 acres, of 
the aggregate value of $1,229,958,624, while the entire area of farms 
in Ohio was only 24,529,226 acres, and the aggregate value thereof was 
$1, 127,497,353, only $102, 461,271, less than the value ofall the farms in 
the late Confederate States; an acre of farm land in Ohio being equal 
in value to about eight in the late Confederate States. 

The area of farms in Indiana and Kentucky were about equal, the 
former containing 20,656,259 acres and the latter 21,941,974 acres, 
while the products of manufactures in Indiana were about double in 
value of those of Kentucky, the former being $148,600,411 and the 
latter $75,483,311. The value of the land in Indiana, following the 
value of the products of manufactures, was more than double that of 
Kentucky, the former being $635,236,111; and the latter $299,298, 631; 
an acre in Indiana being worth more than two acres of farm land in 
Kentucky, and an acre in the former being worth more than $31 while 
an acre in the latter was only worth about $14. 

If we were to compare the great manufacturing States of Pennsyl- 
vania, New York, New Jersey, and New England with the South the 
contrast would be more apparent. For example, the products of man- 
ufactures in the State of Massachusetts in the year 1880 was $631,511,- 
484, while the products of all the manufactures of the sixteen Southern 
States was in the same year only $631,401,105. The number of acres 
of farms in the State of Massachusetts was, in 1880, 3,359,079, and was 
of the value of $146,197,415, while 22,639,644 acres of farms in the 
State of North Carolina were valued at only $135,793,602; an acre in 
Massachusetts being worth about $48 while an acre in North Carolina 
was worth only about $6. 

The value of the products of the manufactures of North Carolina in 
1880 was only $20,084,237. The value of manufactured products of 
New York and New Jersey in 1880 was $1,335,013,932, being more than 
double the value of the products of manufactures of the sixteen South- 
ern States; and the estimated value of real and personal property of 
New York and New Jersey was $9,052,000,000, while the total esti- 
mated value of the real and personal property of the sixteen Southern 
States was only $8,569,000,000. Take the States of California and 
Texas, which are about equal in age, for another comparison. Texas 
in 1880 had 36,303,454 acres of farms, while California had only 16,- 
593,742 acres. The value of the products of the manufactures of Cali- 
ifornia in 1880 was $116,227.973, against $20,719,928 for Texas. The 
value of the farms in California was $262,051,282, while those of Texas 
were valued at only $170,468,886; an acre of land in California being 
worth about $19 and an acre in Texas about $4. 

THE NEW SOUTH. 
The foregoing comparisons between the agricultural States of the 


South and the manufacturing States of the North are made from the 
census of 1880. Since that time a new South has sprung into existence, 
which exhibits a growth of varied industries which can not fail in the 
near future to rival the Northern States. I found it impossible to 
gather statistics as to the value of the products of manufactures in the 
Southern States since 1880, but the various publications in the South 
furnish very accurate data of the new capital employed in the South in 
manufactures, and also the number of new factories established during 
the years 1886, 1887, and the first six months of 1888, 

In 1880 Alabama had only $9,668,008 invested in manufactures, and 
on June 30, 1888, she had $62,922,000 invested in manufacturing es- 
tablishments. Arkansasin 1880 had $2,953,130 as against $22,216,000 
invested in manufactures on June 30, 1888. Florida increased her in- 
vestments in manufactures from $3,210,680 in 1880 to $6,996,680 on 
June 30, 1888, and between the same periods Georgia increased her 
investments from $20,672,410 to $40,464,510; Kentucky, from $45,- 
813,039 to $99,010,039; Louisiana, from $11,462,468 to $21,116,668; 
Maryland, from $58,742,384 to $76,355,909; Mississippi, from $4,727,- 
600 to $10,328,640; North Carolina, from $13,045,639 to $18,617,890; 
South Carolina, from $11,205,894 to $16,748,720; -Tennessee, from 
$20,092,845 to $60,886,500; Texas, from $9,245,561 to $34,540,600; 
Virginia, from $26,968,990 to $41,854,000, and West Virginia, from 
$13,883,390 to $22,950,500. The total investments in manufactures 
of the States above named was in 1880 $261,822,138, while on June 
30, 1888, it had reached $535,018,656, an increase in eight and one- 
half years of 104.6 per cent. The greater part of this increase has 
been made in the last thirty months. 

The following table will show the number and kinds of factories 
established in the fourteen States above named during the last thirty 
months: 


| 1887. | 1888.* 


Kinds of factories. 1886 

Agricultural implements... ll 25 6 
Brick works .........0060655+ 53 169 95 
Canning factories........... 13 83 170 
Carriage and wagon factories .. 16 44 36 
Cotton compresses.............-+.. 13 36 20 
Cotton-MillS......00.0. + 9 77 45 
Cotton-seed oil mills.. 4 18 15 
Electric-light compan u 82 80 
Flour-mills.........010s00++ 92 135 72 
Furniture factories 23 55 33 
Gas-works....... 24 35 18 
Ice factories. 50 96 33 
Tron furnaces 23 29 6 
Lumber, saw-m 448 726 450 
Machine-shops and foundries... 68 103 72 
Mining and quarrying companies 174 562| 280 
Natural-gas com; i 21 DS. isd cvectecia 
Stove foundries.. 8 4| 4 
Water-works....... 42 88 | 53 
Miscellaneous enterprises. „| 444) 1,010 | 555 

PRO a A NA E E N O a | 1,575 | 3,430 | 2,023 


* First six months of. 

The foregoing table shows that the number of factories established in 
1887 was nearly 100 per cent. greater than the number in 1886, and the 
number established in the first six months of 1888 shows that there 
will be a corresponding increase for the year 1888 over the year 1887 
with the latter year over 1886. The articles to be manufactured by 
these establishments are such as would be forced in competition with 
foreign commodities under free trade, and these establishments would 
be easily destroyed by the glut from Great Britain which would follow 
a reduction of the tariff. 

I am indebted to Mr. MCKINLEY for the following table, compiled 
i recent Georgia speech, also showing the growth of the New 

uth: : 


Items. 1880, 1888. 
Cotton mills 179 300 
Miles of railroad 9,435 36,737 
Tons of pig-iron . 397, 301 929, 436 
Tons of coal mined. 6, 049, 471 16, 476, 785 
Bales of cotton 5,755, 350 6, 800, 000 
Bushels of grain 431, 074, 630 626, 235, 000 
Value of live-stoc! $391, 312,254 | $573, 695,550 
Value of farm products.. 571, 098, 454 744, 066, 460 
Value of cotton goods .......cssssssseeesecesesesveaseenenseeee = 21, 000, 000 43, 000, 000 


This new development of manufactures in the South is a glorious 
promise for that section if the American system of protection can be 
maintained. It is hardly necessary to call the attention of the coun- 
try to the superior advantages of the South for the development of her 
manufactures. Excluding a narrow strip of country bordering on the 
Atlantic Ocean and the Gulf, peculiarly adapted to the production of 
rice, sugar, and cotton, the balance of that vast region south of Mason 
and Dixon’s line has a climate as well suited to promote the health, 
vigor, activity, and intelligence of white as well as black laborers as 
that of any section of the United States; its soil abounds in every prod- 
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uctof the temperate zone, and particularly such articles as are used in 
the manufacture of textile fabrics, including hemp, flax, jute, wool; and 
over a large extentof this area cotton is also produced; and besides, all 
the great cotton-fields of America, if not included within, lie adjoining 
and form parts of the great States of the South. Wood, coal, iron, and 
every mineral necessary for use in the manufacture of iron and steel 
abound in unlimited quantities. Water power for the use of manu- 
factories exists on every hand, and the climate is such as to render its 
use available throughout the year, in winter as well asin summer. In 
short, nature has done everything for the South that she has done for 
the most favored land, and this new birth of industry indicates a dis- 
position of the people to discard dependence upon any other section of 
this country, or any foreign land, and join in a noble rivalry with the 
East and the great and growing West in the development of the vast 
resources of our common country, and in the development of the intel- 
lectual faculties of the people by making the whole eountry a school, 
so to speak, of technology, in which every youth shall be taught some 
useful employment. 

Already the names of the growing centers of industrial development 
in the South are familiar throughout the land. South Pittsburg, in 
Tennessee, bids fair to rival its namesake in the great State of Penn- 
sylvania, and the day is not far distant when Birmingham, in Ala- 
bama, will be as well known throughout the world as the Birming- 
ham ofold England. Anniston, Talladega, and Tuscaloosa, in Alabama; 
Atlanta, Augusta, Columbus, and Rome, in Georgia; Chattanooga and 
Lawrenceburgh, in Tennessee; Burlington and Charloite, in North Car- 
olina, and Little Rock, in Arkansas, exhibit the same thrift, enter- 
prise, activity, and p ity that is witnessed in the most thriving 
manufacturing towns in the North. Skilled artisans and mechanics 
are already flocking to these centers of industry. Both Northern and 
local capital find profitable investments, and industries of every kind 
are multiplying and developing in these and many other places in the 
growing South. Nothing but unwise legislation can prevent the de- 
velopment of the resources or mar the prosperity of the South. 


THE NECESSITY OF MARKETS. 


The fact that manufactures can not be maintained without markets 
seems self-evident; but strange as it may appear this truth is generally 
ignored by the advocates of free trade. The efforts of Great Britain to 
secure markets for her manufactures show what importance she at- 
taches to them; the skill of her diplomats, the power of her army and 
navy, and the resources of her treasury have been exhausted by the use 
of strategy, force, and money to protect the markets of her own country 
and to secure the markets of foreign countries for her manufactured 
commodities. She holds in her despotic grasp Ireland, India, Egypt, 
and more than fifty other countries, for the sole purpose of compelling 
their inhabitants to purchase her wares. Her cruel exactions from her 
American colonies, and her vindictive war to retain them as tributaries 
to her industrial resources, I have already mentioned. 

Her utter lack of all sense of moral obligation in pursuit of foreign 
markets is illustrated by her encouragement of slavery in the Sonthand 
of the abolition of slavery in the North, by her acknowledgment of the 
belligerent rights of the South while she maintained friendly diplo- 
matic relations with the North, by her building armed cruisers to run 
the blockade and carry on contraband trade with the South while she 
retained all the advantages afforded by the markets of the North for 
military supplies and munitions of war, and by the ruin and demorali- 
zation she has produced in China, in forcing that unwarlike people to 
make a market for her opium, and also by corrupting the minds and 
warping the judgment of the youth of America by awarding prizes to 
students of our colleges and universities for writing essays in favor of 
the surrender of our markets to English manufacturers. 7 

'The influence of the Cobden Club in institutions of learning, which 
are the pride of America, such as Harvard, Yale, Williams, and others, 
is most unfortunate. It is strange that the educators of this country 
fail to realize that there may be some sinister motive in the contribu- 
tions of the aristocracy or England for the education of American youth. 
The influence of the Cobden Club is also felt in the public press, where 
hundreds of editors, who have been taught at the seats of learning of 
both England and the United States the arguments of the Cobden Club 
in favor of free trade, are daily flooding the country with arguments to 
show that the prosperity of this country would be enhanced by surren- 
dering our markets to England. The character of these arguments is 
well illustrated by a short extract from the last report of the Cobden 
Club, published in London, showing its membership, operations, and 
purposes. It is as follows: 

Your committee have neverdespaired of the ultimate adoption of free trade 
by the commercial nations of the world, in accordance with the irations of 
Richard Cobden. They do not fo 


Medley and oth that the adap! 
nations like Ame 


therefore your committee see 
Government of the United Sta’ by the very inconvenient excess of 
its tariff revenue, is being driven irresistibly to the reduction of its tariff. A 
considerable red: American tariffs would have the effect of educating 
the people of the States in the true principles of international 


Competition with “all comers in neutral markets ” is good; itwould . 
be better, however, if the report had continued and stated where such 
“*nentral markets”? exist for the products of the United States. 

THE UNITED STATES EXCLUDED FROM FOREIGN MARKETS BY FOREIGN TARIFFS, 

An examination of the tariffs of England and her various colonies, 
together with the protection she extends to her steam-ship lines by sub- 
sidies amounting to near $4,000,000 per annum, and the credit facili- 
ties her banking institutions afford to exporters of her manufa 
will show with what care and ingenuity she has guarded inst the 
possibility of any product of the United States entering her dominions 
which she can obtain elsewhere; and an examination of the tariff laws 
of all other organized governments will also show that all American 
products are shut out from every foreign market in the world, except 
such products of the United States as can not be obtained from any 
other source. 

I will print in the appendix to my speech tables showing the tariffs 
of d and her colonies, and also the tariffs of other nations. (See 
Exhibits F, G, and H.) I chullenge any free-trader to examine these 
tables and point out where there is a foreign market in any country 
for the products of the United States, which that country can produce 
in sufficient quantities or obtain elsewhere, or where the United States 
could obtain any additional foreign markets for her products if she ex- 
tended free trade to all the world. 

The following brief statements of the main features of some of the 
foreign tariffs will illustrate how other countries protect their markets: 

On cotton gloves France levies a duty of $88.44 per 100 pounds. The 
importation of tobacco on private account is prohibited, and only a few 
privileged importers are allowed 22 pounds per annum for their per- 
sonal use. Ci and cigarettes are taxed $315.15 per 100 pounds; 
smoking, snuff, and chewing tobacco, $131.32 per 100 pounds. im- 
portation of tobacco, raw or cured in the leaf, is absolutely prohibited, 
and the importation of pork is virtually prohibited. Woolen goodsare 
taxed from 40 to 110 per cent. 

The German tariff regulations as to pork are virtually prohibitory. 
Tn 1872 the German Empireinaugurated the system of protection. In 
that year the imports amounted to $824,432,000 and the exports to 
$593, 096,000, while in 1886, under the infiuenceof her protective tariff, 
her exports rose to $726,225,000 and her imports fell to $700,902,000. 
In seven years Germany has increased her tariff on foreign wheat. In 
1879 the duty was 63 cents per bushel; in 1881, 20 cents per bushel; 
and in 1887, it was increased to 33} cents per bushel. 

The tariffof Russia is virtually prohibitory. Plain woolen goods pay 
a duty of 79 cents per pound, and if colored 30 per cent. is added. The 
duties on cotton goods vary from 40 to 120 per cent. On American 
tobacco Russia levies duties of from 250 to 680 per cent., and on Ameri- 
can wines from 80 to 125 per cent. 

Spain collects on cotton goods from 30 to 70 per cent., and on woolen 
goods from 20 to 66 per cent. A duty of $16 per ton is levied on iron 
and steel rails, and per ton on iron nails. 

A duty of 120 per cent. is levied on American clocks by Italy. On 
cotton and woolen goods the duty is from 30 to 70 cent. 

Mexico taxes unbleached cotton cloth 150 to iss per cent., and 
bleached cloth from 150 to 200 per cent. Common cotton covers for 
umbrellas pay a duty of $1 per pound, while they are not worth 26 cents 
per pound. Her duty on iron nails is over 100 per cent. ; on tobacco 
from 100 to 300 per cent. The duties on woolen goods are virtually 
prohibitory. 


Brazil lays a duty of from 45 to 125 cent. on to besides a 
special duty of 40 and GO per cent., making the duty 145 to 225 per 
cent. On cotton and woolen her tariff is almost bi 


Argentine Republic levies a general duty of 25 per cent. ; buton wheat 
she exacts from 80 to 100 per cent. The duty on American clocks is 
from 100 to 200 per cent. 

Our tobacco has to pay a duty of 150 per cent. and our cigars 300 
per cent. in Chili. The duty on American clocks is 80 per cent., and 
some of our boots and shoes are taxed at from 75 to 125 per cent. 

Peru charges a duty of 70 per cent. on spirits, 40 per cent. on cotton 
and woolen goods, and 70 per cent. on cigars. 

The duties of Venezuela on cotton and woolen goods are almost pro- 
hibitory. 

I desire to call especial attention to a few itemsin the tariffsof Great 
Britain and her provinces. The import duties collected in England in 
1887 amounted to $101,564,430 (see Exhibit I), which was $2.73 for 
every man, woman, and child in Great Britain and Ireland, while the 
duties collected in the United States during the same year amounted 
to about $217,000,000, which was $3.46 per capita, estimating the pop- 
ulation at 62,000,000. Although the duties collected in the Uni 
States exceed those of Great Britain per capita, yet the various devices 
adopted by Great Britain furnish her manufacturers far more protec- 
tion from competition with foreign countries than the manufacturers of 
the United States enjoy. The reason why duties in England do not 
amount to as much per capita as duties in the United States is not be- 
cause England practices free trade (which she urges us to adopt), but 
because the principles of protection are fuliy complied with by the 
duties she levies. 

She can not collect duties on articles of food which are not produced 
in sufficient quantities at home without injury to her manufactures by 


1888. 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 


8735 


increasing the price of living so as to deprive her of the power of cheap 
production, even with starvation wages. Hersituation as to food for her 

ple is similar to that of the United States with regard to tea and cof- 
ae We produce no tea or coffee, and therefore admit them free of duty. 

Great Britain does not levy a duty on manufactured commodities be- 
eause the advantages she furnishes to her manufacturers in ample and 
stable markets throughout the world, and in large subsidies to steam- 
ships, etc., enable them to manufacture cheaper than any other peopie, 
and consequently they are freed from competition from abroad. 

On articles imported from the United States which are not indispensa- 
ble to enable her to manufacture cheaply she levies enormous duties. 
From tobacco alone, principally imported from the United States, she 
collected in 1887 $47,374,440 of duty, and the duty so collected per 
pound was 775 per cent. of the cost of that commodity in this country. 
She also collected during the same year from rum, brandy, and other 
spirits, mostly imported from the United States, $21,235,845, 

The duties collected in the various colonies of Great Britain, except 
India, are enormous. India is held under the military control of Great 
Britain and its business is conducted by the East India Council in Lon- 
don. Its people are practically the slaves of Great Britain, but little 
foreign intercourse is tolerated, and therefore only $6,165,000 was col- 
lected from duties in India in 1887. India is held by Great Britain for 
two purposes: first, to furnish an exclusive market for the wares and 
products of Great Britain, and, second, to contribute to the support of 
that government. 

I have already stated that the duties per capita collected in England 
amounted to $2.73 in 1887, and that the duties per capita amounted to 
$3.46 in the United States. The following were the duties per capita 
collected in 1887 in the various colonies of Great Britain, with the ex- 
ception of India: 

Malta, $4.50; Ascension Islands, $6.35; Lagos, $2.55; Bermudas, 
$7.95; Falkland Islands, $9.74; British Guiana, $3.85; British Hon- 
duras, $5.09; Newfoundland, $4.85; Jamaica, $2.60; Trinidad, $7.40; 
Barbadoes, $3.04; Ca $4.35; Cape of Good Hope, $4.13; Mauri- 
tius, $3.22; Natal, $1.92; Fiji, $1.16; New South Wales, $9.48; New 
Zealand, $10.90; Queensland, $14.15; South Australia, $15.01; Tasma- 
nia, $16.49; Victoria, $10.66; Western Australia, $20. (See tabulated 
statement giving population and duties collected, Exhibit J.) 

The false pretenses of the Cobden Club are rebuked by their own 
countrymen in the following extract. from the Financial Reform Al- 
manac for 1887, page 161, in this impressive language: 

It thus becomes clear that the free-trade sermons so constantly preached to 
foreign nations and to her colonies by Great Britain are all spoiled by the prac- 
tice not axrecing with the precept. It is the old case of ** Don’t do as I do, but 
do as I tell you,” and every people under the sun must realize our hypocrisy in 
posing as a free-trade nation while taxing their products. 


The duties imposed by Canada are mainly directed against the prod- 
ucts of the United States. On agricultural machinery the duty is 35 
per cent., while on all other machinery it is from 10 to 25 per cent. 
The machines exported from the United States to Canada are princi- 
pally agricultural. Petroleum imported from this country pays 100 
per cent. duty, while other oils imported from elsewhere pay only from 
10 to 25 per cent. duty. On anthracite coal from the United States 
Canada charges 56 cents a ton duty, while the United States imposes 
no duty on thatarticle imported from Canada. The United States im- 

no duty on tea and coffee, and to prevent our merchants from 
porting those articles and selling them in Canadian markets Canada 
imposes a duty of 10 per cent. when imported from the United States, 
admitting them free from all other sources. This duty was levied by 
Cansda atter the establishment ofan American steam-ship line to China. 
Whisky and spirits of all kinds pay a duty of from $1.33 to $2.02 per 
gallon. The people of several of the States of the West are anxious for 
cheap lumber, and it has been suggested that the repeal of the duty ot 
$2 a thousand feet on lumber might give them some relief. This isa 
mistake, as shown in the case of logs forlumber imported from Canada. 
The United States imposes no duty on logs, but Canada, finding that 
they will beara duty and still compete successfully with logs cut in the 
United States, imposes an export duty of $1.01 per thousand feet on logs. 

The famous Joggins raft, which attracted so much attention on its 
passage from Canada to New York, contained 3,000,000 feet of lum- 
ber, upon which Canada collected a duty of $3,030, but it was admit- 
ted free of duty into the United States. If the United States should 
repeal the duty on lumber, can there be any doubt that Canada would 
collect an export duty, and that the only party who would be bene- 
fited by such repeal would be the Government of the Dominion of 
Canada instead of the Government of the United States? 

Canada has still another method of collecting a tax on timber which 
she might resort to in lieu of an export duty in case lumber were put 
on the free-list, so that an additional burden or tax could be put upon 
it in Canada and still compete with lumber cut in the United States. 
Nearly all the lumber in Canada is on land belonging to the Dominion. 
She now charges for the privilege of cutting it $5 per square mile and 
a royalty of 5 per cent. on all salesof lumber so cut. Thisis regulated 
by the Canadian Parliament, and if we put lumber on the free-list it 
would be easy to increase the royalty to an equivalent amount of our 
tariff reduction. There is no way of getting cheaper lumber from Can- 
ada by any legislation on the part of the United States. If we remove 
the duty, Canada will replace it by an export duty or a royalty. 


The United States made a mistake when it removed the duty from 
coffee. Since coffee was admitted free into the United States Brazil 
has collected an average export duty annually of $8,900,000 from coffee 
imported into the United States, which duty was levied by Brazil im- 
mediately aiter the abolition of the duty on coffee by the United States. 

The proposition to abolish the duty on salt is another mistake. No 
benefit would be afforded to the consumer by such legislation. The 
foreign salt imported into this country comes principally from Turks 
Island, a colony of Great Britain and one of the group of the West In- 
dia Islands, An export duty of 10 per cent. on salt from that island 
is now exacted. If we admit it free, as a matter of course that export 
duty would be correspondingly increased and Great Britian would get 
the benefit instead of the United States. 

About fifteen years ago we repealed the duty on logwood. Imme- 
diately thereafter Jamaica, also a colony of Great Britain, and from 
which we obtain our logwood, imposed an export duty of 12} cents per 
hundred-weight. 

The following significant item from New Zealand, another colony of 
Great Britain, appeared in the New York Herald of July 17 last: 


A new tariff bill has been proposed by the New Zealand Government which 
will considerably diminish the large free-list now in existence there and in- 
crease small ad valorem duties. The class of goods affeeted principally are such 
as can be exported from the United States, and includes dried, salted, or pickled 
fish, olives, oysters, provisions, vegetables, wooden-ware, er patent 
medicines, earthenware, dry goods, machinery, cotton and woolen goods, boil- 
era, ironware, and manufactured carriages and wagons. 


These examples are sufficient to indicate the policy of Great Britain 
and her colonies of not only excluding the products of the United States 
from their markets, but also of taxing by export duties articles admit- 
ted free into the United States to the full extent that the trade will 
bear. The more the various tariffs of the world are examined, and 
particularly of Great Britain, the more clearly it will appear that there 
is no free trade, and that there is not likely to be, in any foreign coun- 
try for the United States. The markets of the United States are the 
best in the world; our people produce more, consume more, and enjoy 
more of the comforts of life than any other people onearth. The nat- 
ural resources of this country in variety and extent equal, if they do 
not surpass, the whole continent of Europe. The Cobden Club was 
formed to aid England to acquire the markets of this country. The 
United States is the fat goose that the English fox is seeking to devour 
and all other nations endeavoring to pluck. 

The legislation of Austria since the reduction of our tariff by the act 
of 1883 is a fair sample of the conduct of foreign nations. She has in- 
creased the duty on cotton cloths, unbleached, from 7 to 10 per cent. ; 
on bleached cloth, 11} per cent.; on woolen goods, 16} per cent.; on 
barley, 200 per cent.; on Indian corn, 100 per cent. ; on wheat, 100 per 
cent.; on flour, 150 per cent.; on clocks and clock-works, 100 per cent., 
and on manufactured India-rubber goods, 50 per cent. 


PROTECTION BY SUBSIDIES TO VESSELS. 


In the act for the protection of home industries, passed by the First 
Congress, in 1789, to which I have already alluded, our merchant ma- 
rine was also protected. On goodsimported in American vessels 10 per 
cent. less duty was levied and collected than on like goods imported in 
foreign vessels. The result was an enormous increase in our carrying 
trade with foreign nations. American tonnage engaged in foreign trade 
in 1789, when the act was passed, was 127,329 tons, and in 1807 it had 
increased to 848,306 tons. 

This discrimination between American and foreign vessels continued 
as to all the world until 1815, when a treaty was made with Great 
Britain agreeing to charge no discriminating duties or tonnage against 
English vessels coming into our ports if England would charge none 
against American vessels entering her ports, ‘This discriminatingduty 
as to other nations was repealed from time to time by fifty different 
acts between 1816 and 1846. Among the last abolished were those on 
Spanish vessels. We could always build wooden ships cheaper than 
England, and from the treaty of 1815 to the year 1851 the carrying 
trade was continued in wooden bottoms, and we were enabled to com- 
pete with her for the carryéng trade of the world on about equal terms, 
and we succeeded in securing our full share of that trade. Steam-ships 
commenced to take the place of sailing vessels in 1840. 

It was not expressly stipulated in the treaty of 1815 between the 
United States and England that neither country should t subsi- 
dies to their vessels, but it is dificult to understand why the granting 
of subsidies is not an evasion of the treaty. What difference does it 
make to a vessel whether the Goverment remits a portion of its revenue 
in the way of duties, which would be charged and collected if the goods 
were imported in foreign bottoms, and thereby give an American ship 
an advantage over an English ship engaged in the same business, or 
paying to the ship-owner an equivalent amount of money from the 
‘Treasury which had been collected from duties, under the pretense of 
paying for carrying the mails, but, in fact, to give the American ship- 
owner an advantage over his foreign competitor ? 

The Cunard Line in 1840 received a subsidy of $291,960 a year from 
Great Britain for a monthly line of steamers between Liverpool, Hal- 
ifax, and Boston, which was increased in 1849 to $437,940. The United 
States soon after subsidized the Collins Line. England immediately 
granted asnbsidy to the Cunard Line of $705,570 between Liverpool 
and New York. On June 14, 1858, an act was passed by Congress for- 
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bidding the Postmaster-General from making a contract for carrying 
ocean mails for more than two years, or to involve a higher rate of ex- 
pense than the amount collected on the sea and land postage. This 
destroyed the Collins Line and the Havre and Bremen American lines. 
Mr. Cobden, the father of the cardinal principles of modern democ- 
racy, in examining a witness before a Parliamentary committee with 
regard to contracts for subsidies in 1859, asked the following auestion, 
which the witness answered in the affirmative: 

You are aware that it ee Conis Line) ceased because the American Goy- 


ernment withdrew the subsidy? 

Mr. Wilson, another free-trader, during the same examination asked 
the following question: 

Mr. Cunard’s contract is £191,000, is it not? 

A. Yes; £191,400. 

Q. Three hundred and twenty thousand pounds is the amount which is now 
pea by this country and the colony for the trans-Atlantic postage, including the 

P Line? 

Q. And in the face of these increasing subsidies the American Government 
has altogether relinquished the practice of subsidizing their vessels, and their 
vessels, of course, have been driven off the passage? 

The astonishment expressed in these questions at the folly of the 
American Government by these English free-traders is significant. In 
1851 England commenced building steel ships. The cotton tarifis of 
1833 and 1846 had rendered it impossible to manufacture steel in the 
United States. As these steel ships supplanted wooden ships it was 
impossible for the United States ship-builders longer to compete with 
Great Britain in the building of ships. England, however, continued 
to increase her subsidies for the purpose of driving our ships off the 
ocean, and finally, when the war broke out, she sent her armed cruisers, 
which destroyed our wooden ships and ended the contest. She was 
then enabled to decrease her subsidies somewhat, but every time the 
United States has made an effort to increase her carrying trade by sub- 
sidies, as in the case of the China line in 1870, Great Britain has in- 
creased her subsidies and put on competing lines. The following table 
will show the annual subsidies paid to steam-ships by Great Britain 
from 1848 to 1882, both inclusive: 
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Since 1882 these annual subsidies have been somewhat increased, 
averaging about $3,800,000. France and Germany have also adopted 
the policy of subsidizing their steam-ship lines, while the United States 
has returned to the policy inaugurated by Mr. Cobb, Secretary of the 
Treasury in 1858, of making money on our letter postage through the 
mails carried on American vessels. By means of these subsidies Eng- 
land increased her shipping to 5,500,000 tons, valued at one thousand 
millions of dollars; employed two hundred and forty thousand men in 
the construction and repair of ships and two hundred and twenty thou- 
sand more in sailing them, and added to her national earnings $350,000,- 
CO0ayear, while the United States got cheap postage by sending her mails 
on American ships for 2 cents per letter if she could find such a ship 
afloat, otherwise by paying foreign ship-owners for carrying our mails. 
The present Administration is keenly alive on this subject, as on all 
others, to the interest of Great Britain, and bitterly opposes a dollarin 
subsidy to American vessels, but kindly advises the people of the United 
States to cultivate foreign intercourse and find foreign markets. 


NO NEW POLICY WANTED. 


I would not have the United States enter upon any new or untried 
policy. I would have it return to the policy for which the colonies 
separated from the mother country, for which the patriotic soldiers of 
the Revolution fought, and which was incorporated in the Constitution 
and carried into effect during the administrations of Washington and 
his successors in the early and better days of the Republic. That pol- 
icy included not only political but financial, commercial, and indus- 
trial independence. Financial independence was secured by the free 
coinage of both gold and silver. Commercial independence was main- 


tained by charging less duties on goods imported in American ships 
than on goods imported in foreign bottoms, thereby discriminating in 
favor of American vessels. If treaty obligations would be violated by 
such discrimination, I would use the methods of avoiding those obliga- 
tions which Great Britain, France, and Germany have adopted by ap- 
plying a part of the customs revenues in subsidizing steam-ship lines 
to South American ports and every other part of the world which would 
buy our products. 

Industrial independence was encouraged by laws for the protection 
of manufactures. I would so extend those laws as to give to the labor- 
ing people of this country the entire market of the United States for 
every product of both farm and factory which can be produced in our 
own country, and I would secure to them the permanent and exclusive 
right to supply such markets, and thereby give confidence to capital 
invested in manufactures. The laborers of this country, with the fixed 
market for their productions which our great and growing country 
would afford, would be more independent than any other people on 
earth. The vast amount of manufacturing necessary to supply such a 
market would cheapen production and increase the priceof labor, Ex- 
perience has taught us that the morea people manufacture the cheaper 
they can produce. The people of this country would have the best 
market in the world, and in time might be able to send their surplus 
products abroad, where none now go. This was the policy of the fathers 
of the Republic, and to it I would return. 


POLITICS. 


There are 401 yotes in the electoral college; 153 of these are in the 
sixteen Southern States, which compose the solid South; 197 of them 
are in those Northern States in which there is no city where European 
influence is predominant; 51 of them are in New York, New Jersey, 
and Connecticut, which added to the vote of the solid South make 204 
votes, which is a majority of the electoral college. ‘The51 votesin the 
three States last named are expected to be carried for the Democratic 
party by the overwhelming majority which will be given in New York 
and Brooklyn and their suburbs in New Jersey and Connecticut. If 
the President and his associates succeed in this scheme it will be inter- 
esting to inquire by what influenceit isto beaccomplished, and whether 
such influence is American or foreign, and who is to receive the bene- 
fits from the victory. During the twelve months ending June 30, 1888, 
foreign imports into the city of New York amounted to $470,426,774, 
while the total imports into all the ports of the United States was only 
$723,865, 146, and during the same period the exports from New York 
City to foreign countries was $310,627,476, while the total exports of 
the United States from all the ports was only $695,971,619, showinga 
balance of trade against the United States during the fiscal year end- 
ing June 30, 1888, of $27,890,527, which was increased on July 3i to 
$43,210,538. I do not give these figures in this connection for the pur- 
pose of showing the balance of trade, but to show the vast amount of 
trade which centers in New York and its surroundings, 

The persons engaged in this trade must be very numerous and have 
command of vast capital. They are either agents of foreign merchants 
or foreign manufacturers. They are called ‘‘consignees,”’ ‘‘brokers,’’ 
‘‘ merchants,” and ‘‘importers.’’? Their enormous business gives them 
vast control of merchants, bankers, tradesmen, newspapers, and, in 
short, over all the people living or doing business in New York City 
and its surroundings, The value of the products of the manufacturers 
of the United States in 1880 was more than five thousand millions of 
dollars, and undoubtedly the value of such products during the past 
year was more than seven thousand millions of dollars. Neaely all of 
this vast product was consumed by American markets. The increase 
of foreign productions which would find a market in the United States 
under free trade can hardly be overestimated. If two or three thou- 
sand millions of dollars could be added to our imports by admitting 
foreign manufactures free of duty the business and profits in New York 
of these ‘‘consignees,’’ ‘‘brokers,’’ ‘‘agents of foreign merchants,” 
‘agents of foreign manufacturers,” and ‘‘importers’? would be enor- 
mously increased. 

New York is the center of another interest equally powerful and im- 
portant, which would be subserved by the election of Mr. Cleveland. 
He isasingle gold standard contractionist. The people of the United 
States owe vast sums of money to England and other Euro coun- 
tries formoney borrowed for the construction of railroads and other 
enterprises. Most of the agents of these foreign creditors reside in the 
city of New York. The bonds and other evidences of indebtedness 
which they hold as agents for European capitalists have already been 
enhanced more than 33} per cent. by the contraction of the currency 
resulting from the demonetization of silver. 

The capital stock of the national banks of the United States amounts 
to the enormous sum of about $578,000,000. New York City controls 
the policy of the national banks and directs it in harmony with the 
schemes of the bankers, money-lenders, and bondholdersof Europe. I 
do not intend to reflect on the patriotism of American bankers. They 
do not differ from the members of any other trust or combination or- 
ganized to benefit themselves and draw money from the people. I 
simply desire to say that when the interests of bondholders and money- 
lenders are involved it is as natural for a banker to defend them as it 
is for a member of the sugar trust, the oil trust, the whisky trust, the 
cotton-bagging trust, or of any other trust, to defend the principles of 


1888. 


the institution or organization which he represents and from which he 
derives large profits. 

The good money of the banker means bad times for the community. 
No money is good in his estimation unless it is scaree and dear. The 
dearer the money the. sounder the currency in the estimation of the 
banker. The more wheat or cotton it requires to procure a given quan- 
tity of money the more precious and desirable to the banker the money 

mes. Quoting the opinion of bankers where their interests are in- 
volved to influence legislation is as absurd as it would be to rely on 
the arguments of the Cobden Club as to the benefits of free trade to 
the manufacturers of the United States. It is natural for the National 
Bank Association to advocate the repeal of the Bland act and contrac- 
tion to the gold standard, because it will make money dearer and prop- 
erty cheaper. In other words, it will produce good money and bad 
times. 


The National Bank Association also controls the indebtedness of the 
United States, the value of which they have largely increased, and de- 
sire farther to increase, by contraction tothe goldstandard. The South 
and the West, by the demonetization of silver, are sorely depressed, 
both by the low price of wheat and cotton and other farm products, 
which are governed in foreign markets, as I have already shown, by 
the price of silver, and also by contraction of the currency which has 
involved them in debt and compelled them to mortgage their farms. 
‘This vast moneyed interest centered in the city of New York, and co- 
operating with the foreign influence which I have already described, 
threatens both the industrial and financial independence of the United 
States, and if not successfully resisted will destroy our manufactures, 
ruin our farmers, and render the United States dependent upon Great 
Britain. 

It is easy to see why foreign manufacturers and foreign importers 
and all persons engaged in foreign trade should support Mr. Cleveland, 
because he is in favor of free trade. And it is also easy to see why the 
agents of bondholders, both foreign and domestic, and money-loaners 
and dealers in money should support Mr. Cleveland, because he is in 
favor of the gold standard and contraction, which will increase their 
wealth. But it is difficult to comprehend how any patriotic person 
who desires the prosperity of the United States can join in that sup- 
port, and particularly how the South and the West, which are develop- 
ing manufactures and desire good prices for their farm products, can 
support a candidate for the Presidency who would destroy their manu- 
factures by free trade, and who is laboring to enhance the obligations 
of contracts, to increase the burden of debts, and reduce the price of 
all the productions of the United States by the demonetization of 
silver. 

It is incomprehensible that anybody should believe that Mr. Cleve- 
land was sincere when he suggested in his message that free trade and 
the surrender of our markets to foreign competition would enable the 
people of the United States to supply foreign markets and increase home 
production when he knew, or ought to have known, that the people of 
the United States were shut out from every foreign market by exorbi- 
tant foreign tariffs, by vast steam-ship subsidies to foreign vessels, and 
every device possible to exclude the products of this country from for- 
eign lands; when he knew, or ought to have known, that it is necessary 
for the life and existence of manufacturing establishments that they 
shall have a secure and permanent market to justify investments and 
insure steady production, and that all other countries in the world 
have ample tariffs to secure their markets for their own establishments 
to enable them to manufacture cheaply and send their surplus abroad, 
and that it would be the extreme of folly and madness for the United 
States to surrender its markets to foreign countries without the possi- 
bility of reciprocal favors. The statesman who will compel the people 
of the United States to compete with the underpaid labor of Europe 
tid behind breastworks of protection is either incompetent or 
wicked. 

In view of the depression of business in consequence of contraction, 
how could the President contemplate a reduction of the tariff in the 
present stringency of the money market which must be followed by a 
glut of foreign commodities, the closing down of our manufactures, and 
the withdrawal of our circulating medium in payment for foreign goods? 
Is it possible that he considered the inevitable consequence of his ad- 
vice and the ruin and disaster which followed the tree-trade tariffs of 
1833 and 1857, which stand out as warnings to the American people 
against the commission of similar blunders? The necessity of the situ- 
ation must have been pressing to have induced the President to have 
preferred the bankruptcy of his country to some more patriotic method 
of securing his re-election. How any representative of the people and 
particularly from the South or the West, can desire destruction of their 
new and growing manufactures, the contraction of the currency by the 
withdrawal of our circulating medium for the purchase of foreign goods, 
and its farther contraction by the repeal of all laws for the coinage ot 
silver and the continual decline in the price of wheat and cotton, is in- 
comprehensible, 

I appeal to every voter in the United States who is in favor of honest 
money and a steady and constant supply of the circulating medium, 
who is in favor of home production, who is in favor of employment for 
labor and wages sufficient to save the wage-workers of the United States 
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from want and dependence, to avoid all entangling alliances with agents 
of foreign manufacturers and the representatives of money syndicates, 
money-loaners, and bondholders, and join in a patriotic effort to secure 
such legislation as shall protect the rights of labor, afford an honest 
measure of the obligations of contracts, and establish for the United 
States financial and industrial, as well as political, independence. 


APPENDIX, 
Exurerr A.—WHEAT. 


Comparative lable showing the decline in the price of wheat in the Uniled Slates and 
its stability in India sincs the demonetization of silver in 187 


a 


g2 | 228s | 228 
ae | bes | 25 
Se, | Baan | sa8 
pes BERS aay 
EA k 
Bee | RSES| foe. 
` oH S2ss Sats 
Years. Sas | th E] 
223 | $308 SE ae 
Sus | Geese | sees 
sie wags «= 235 
ese | seed 38 
ees | paSF |248 
iw om 
a7 jak 
$1. 2929 $1.42 $1. 
1,27 1,12 1. 
1,26 1,24 . 
1.14 1.16 Ś 
1.18 1.33 1. 
1.13 1.06 L 
1.11 LH E 
1.13 1.11 1. 
1,10 1.18 x 
1.10 1.12 1; 
1,09 1.06 L 
1. 0875 -86 L 
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Exuninir B.—Corron. 
Comparative table showing the decline in the price of coilion in the Uniled Slates and 
its stabil demoneti 


ity in India since the ‘ization of silver in 1873. 


5 Tie 
gg | 228s | aks 
Sa EEUE | aS 
SS 3o87 | 322 

i | 8ER | gaa 
bes Rees z 
PPE gees gah 
noe 355 ats. 

rom Ese | 82-3 | sEae 
Pe © 
mm g $75 Sosa 
aag EER 3228 
ot wags =e? 
s63 | seca | pees 
232 | 2225 | 252s 
By È Å 
Cents. Cents. 
$1. 2929 15} 1$ 
1.27 15 ll} 
1.26 13 1 
1.14 12 iit 
fee wt 
111 114 12} 
1.13 11 u 
| | gt 
1.09 10} 11 
1.0875 10} 1} 


Exuisir ©C.—MEXxIco. 


Table showing thal while Mexico maintains the silver slandard the average prices of 
the following leading productions of that country have remained stable. 


| Rubber, 


x Lead, Wool, Cocoa, Coffee, 
Years. ee pound, ier pound. |per pound. aes pound, [per pound. 
Cents. Cents. Cents, Cents. 
9 16 40 19% 
8} 14} 4i} 20 
ot 13 | 40 21 
10} at 37, 18, 
8} 12 31i 
9 12 38} 17: 
8 12 39 16} 
uf 12 it 164 
11} 52 123 
9} 12 502 10} 
9} 12} Sli 1 
8} 12 49 11 
8 16 45 10 
8 18 39} 9 
8 18 E5] 123 
8} | 13} 40,5 | l4 
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Exurerr D.—Rvssta. Exner F.—Duties on imports, ete.—Continued. 
that while Russia maintains the silver standard, the average of 
the following leading productions of that country have remained 
Wheat, Corn, Wool, Linseed, Butter, 
Years. grb er tee ere per pound.| per bushel.| per pound. 
$1.49 84} 23k $1.47 19 
1.35 914 23) 1.38 19 
1.28 54 1 1.32} 19%} 
1.34 57 1.365 20 
1.47} 67 u 1.63 17} 
1.45 Slt 22 1.64 18} 
1.66} 23 1,72} 19 
1. a si} 174 1.67 1 
1. 51 21; 1.50 18 
ig] os] Bl ER) g oy 
LA} H 13 “ot 23 Bermuda.......... $4.86} 
1,03} Tå: 1 1.24 15} Honduras....... oy .| $5.80 
1.01 76 l 1.10 16 British Guiana.......... 78 cts. 
1.02 75 1 1.12 16 i $2 per: 000 and 15 
|)  _ P. 
1.40} | 73 i74 1.43 | 185%, gi cts. per 1,000. 
.25 ets. per lb. 
75 cts. per lb. 
Exursir E.—HOLLAND. 75 cts. per Ib. 
Table showing that while Holland has for years maintained the silver standard, hav- Daa nai perlb, 
ing only of late years returned to bimetalism, the average prices of the following 25 p. et.ad val. 
leading productions of that country have remained stable, 
Wool, | Flax, Tallow, | Butter, | Cheese, 25 cts. per Ib, 
Years. per pound.’ per pound.! per pound.| per pound. per pound, area bed 5 ct, 
PE GAR ees | s 4 e. p. ct, ad val, 
Cents. PE Cents. Cents. Cenis. es iain lc 50 cts, per Ib. 
ay 13 ot a a me 
~ : z hi a m (bottled, donble 
is: E iit é 
16 134 of 14} ot . gal. 
19 iat 9 l4 6} 6 p. gal. 
18 1 9} 1 6 3 z p. gal. 
- iat 9 14 6} 3 w gal. 
ai 15} 6} cts. ome p. gal. 
21 13 if cts. 18 to 24} ets. p. gal. 
21. 1243 1 cts. 7 cts. p. gal. 
21 13} 144 i -| 62} 31 ets. p. gal. 
21 13 14} $p. «| SL25 A gal. 
13} 9 14} GE | Ceylon......cocreccsceceoscrsesessecerecevecesees] SL 40 .| 23 to 34 cts. p. gal, 
— — a | Manita 5a. censeorvesosocees succsemnccecsee] SRO .| 16} cts. p. gal. 
AVETI Cnossens 20} 13} | 9} 14} | 63 | Victoria ........... peas =| $2.50 + $1.80 p. gal. 
South Australia .. -| $3 p. So p> L86} p. gal 
ustralia $3.50 a to $3 p. gal. 
Exurerr F.—Duties on imports levied by Great Britain and Ireland and the colo- $3 $i to 33 p. wal. 
aties of Great Britain. x $3.50 ý «| $1 to p, gal. 
i 7, -| $2.50 «| $1.50 to p. gal. 
Unmanufactured, containing 10 pounds or more of moisture in every 100 E an 4 4 res to = p. = 
pounds weight thereof, 874 cents per pound, | GM eragoen $2.06 p. | 98 ets. to $2.16 p ral 
Cremeans es than 10 pounds of moisture in every 100 pounds, % cents | Pagos... o... 12 to bd | 25 to 50 AED . gar. 
r pound. . eal. 
Manufactured cigare, $1.37 per pound. | Saas | tn and $ ft, to 
ve or ni r ` 
Snuffe containing more than 13 pounds of moisture in every 100 pounds $1.90 to PA pete y=) os pa 
„Weight thereof, $1.02 ponnd, $1.04 to 30 cts. to $1.87} and 
Not containing more 13 pounds of moisture, $1.20 per pound. 124 p. ct. 
Other manufactured tobacco, $1.08 per pound, 20 AA wal 
Tea, 12 cents per pound, 24 a 
Coffee: 36 
Raw, $3.50 per cwt, 50 
Kiln-dried, roasted, and ground, 4 cents per pound, Aà 


cory: 
Roast eh pisces and mixed, 4 cents per pound, 
Raw, $3. cwt. 

Cocoa or chocolate, 4 cents per pound, 

Spirits, brandy, rum, Geneva, ete., $2.58 per gallon. 

Liqueurs, pona Gug orother preparations containing spirits in bottles, $3.50 per 

lion. a 

S perfamed spirits, $1.12} per gallon, 

Chloroform, 75 cents per pound. 

Chloral hydrate, 31 cents per pound. 

Collodion, $5.86 per gallon. 


Ether, $8.11 per gallon. a 
per gallon. 
L 


— 1, iodide of, $3.25 
Wine, from 25 to 624 cents per ee as to strength. 
Curran! 


75 per ai 
Beer and ale, $6.35 to $7.48 per gallon as to 


13 cts. p. bush, 
mee sis is 
lonies. P: 
Go 8 cts. p. bush, 
Raw. Manufactured, Cigars. 8 8 cts. p. bush. 
20 20 cts. p. 100 Ibs, 
18 18 cts. p. 100 Ibs. 
Taba... torasses sate t 12 12 cts. p. bush. 
Falkland Isiands...... 75 cts, per Ib. $i. 4 4 cts. p. bag. 
St. Helena............ 24 cts. per lb... 2 per Ib, 16 1 ets. p. 100 Ibs, 
GRATED so npccetedesinontens 75 ots. per lb... 75 cts. per lb. 4p. 4 p.ct.ad vals 
New South Wales..... 48} cts. per lb. $1.25 per Ib. --| 15 cts. 7} cts. p. bush. 
1 8 cts. 22} cts. per Ib. 5 ots. 5 cts. p. bush. 
43 cts. 47 cts. per Ib. 6 cts. 6 cts. p. bush. 
75 ets. $1.50 per Ib, .| 4 cts. 4 cts. p. bush, 
50 cts, $1, 25 per lb. 18 cts. 8 cts. p. bush, 
75 cts. $1. 25 per Ib. .| 12 ets. 12 cts. p. bush, 
7 cts. $1. 25 per Ib. „| 6 cts. 6 cts, p. bush, 


Exner F.—Duties on imports, etc.—Continued. 


Tobago... 
Virgin Islands .., 


BENE 
PERG 


St. Christopher.. 6 cts. p. 
Névis sesser 6 cts. p. 
6 cts. p. bush. 
8 cts, p. bush, 
v 8 cts. p. bush, 
Trinidad ......csesereeeree 10 cts. p. bush. 


Colonies. Petroleum. Batter, 

New South Wal H 12} cts. p. gal siie 
ew Sou AES... -50 |.. cts. p. sno socecojesosssescoacess 
$ 1.35 |. 5 p. ct. ad val n... 1.37 
pes T wee peas ean sieunoes ri . L 

P. LAL... severe 3 
4,50 6 cts. p. Bal... 4,50 
West Australia......... 6.80 A 4s |svovoeens meogsowessoovesesvens| 4.50 
TASMAmia.,...ccceesecersees 4.50 | 42 cts. p. cwt sevens! 50 
New Zealand .......0000 BD RE eoeenecse sorse 
MeeNS]ANA......sererser E50 | oneepee osedscnseest 4.50 
Aphis csvcanstnsusosiahabsobeosee! 4.54 |. 4,50 
Cape Good Hope...... 1.37 wages eel ovokeee 1.37 
AAA... .2neeccenes covers 2.27 J cts. P. GAL. ..rceer nee 4.50 
Newfoundland ......... 2.02 4 ots. p. Gal... sessssen] 1.13 
Guiana... seess sssesssess 2.27 «| 15 ots. p. gal... 2,27 
Babamas... 1.64 15 cts. p. gal. 4.50 
Turk’s Island.. 1.13 8 cts p. 2.27 
JAMAICA noonoo eres eseer oe 4.54 l ets. 4.54 
St. Lucia... 4.50 5 4.50 
St. Vincent.. W 2.27 2 2,27 
Barbadoes. ° 1.35 5 2. 04 
Grenada, 1,35 18 2.27 
Tobago ..... Sah 4.54 | 12 4,54 
Virgin Islands. | .56 15 56 
St. Christopher.. à 1.13 | 1.13 p.cwt.........) 15 2.27 
NNOVIB SOPA SE 1.13 | 1.13 p.cWwt.........| 15 2.27 
Exner G. 
Export duties collected by the colonies of Great Britain. 
INDIA. 


An export duty of 11 cents per 100 pounds is collected on rice, amounting on 
an average for the t seven years to $3,432,820.48, of which at least two mill- 
ions have been by the United States, while the whole duty collected on 
rice in the United States in 1887 was only $971,454.89, half of which was collected 
on rice from China, ‘ > 

> CANADA. 

Canada charges export duties of $1.01 per 1,000 feet on pime and spruce logs, 
and $1.04 per cord of 128 cubic feet on shingle bolts, while logs are admitted free 
of duty into the United States. Canadaalso hoop. yet $5 per square mile on tim- 
ber Jand and a royalty of 5 per cent. on all sales of timber cut, as stumpage. 

GAMBIA, 

Ground nuts, $1.62 per ton. 

CEYLON, 

Duties on elephants, $91.20 each; plumbago, 11 cents per ewt.; 3 cents per cwt. 
on em coffee, and cocoa, and 12} cents on rice; 4} cents per cwt. on Peruvian 

rk, 


On serap-iron, $14.59 per ton, 
SOUTH AUSTRALIA. 
Twenty-four cents per ounce on gold. 
WESTERN AUSTRALIA. 
One dollar and twenty-one cents per cwt. on sandal wood; $19.46 per ton on 
pearl shells, and $4.86 per ton on other sh@ls. 
NEW ZEALAND. 
Forty-eight cents per ounce on gold. 


QUEENSLAND. 
Forty-eight cents per 100 feet on cedar logs per inch thickness, and 48 cents 
per 100 feet on same logs per 4-inch thickness. 
FIJI. 


Twenty-four dollars and thirty-three cents per cwt. on sandal-wood, and 2} 
per cent. on silver coin. 


VICTORIA, 


BAHAMAS, 
Forty-eight and a half cents per cwt. on guano, 


TURK'S ISLAND. é 
Ten per cent. on salt, 
JAMAICA, 
Twelve and a quarter cents on logwood per cwt.; while the United States ad- 
mits the same free of duty. 
ST. VINCENT. 


Eighteen cents per cwt. on arrowroot; 16cents per cwt. on cotton and cocoa; 

64 cents per puncheon of 52 gallons on spirits of all kinds, 
GRENADA. 

Thirty-two cents per 160 pounds of cocoa; $1 per puncheon of rum; 54 cents 

per cwt. on spices. 
VIRGIN ISLANDS. 7 

Two dollars on every bull, cow, and ox; $1 on each calf; $1.50 on each horse 
mule, ass, and foal; 75 cents on each sheep and lamb; 37 cents on each tand 
kid; 24 cents on each pig and hog; 12 cents on each sucking pig; and 4 cents 
on each pound of butter. 

On sals 6 —_— ao 4 = per barrel on maron and lime; 54 cents 

r cwt, on coffee; 26 cen’ T cwt, on cotton, yams, sweet ; 
Is conis per cord on Brewood. iS ranr npin 

ST. CHRISTOPHER, 
On salt, 5 per cent. ; 50 cents on each puncheon of rum, 
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NEVIS. e 
Seventy-seven cents per puncheon of rum; 15 cents per bushel of charcoal. 
DOMINICA, 


Sevety-five cents on each head of cattle; on cocoa and coffee 12 cents per cwt. ; 
12 cents per gallon on essential oils; 2cents per gallon on strong lime-juice; on 
Manioc e 6cents per bushel; 75 cents on each puncheon of rum; on starch 
and arrowroot, 12 cents percwt. 5 

MONTSERRAT. 

Twenty-four cents on each goat; $2 on each horse, mule, and horned cattle; 
24cents on each pig and sheep; on lime-juice $1.87 per 120 gallons; and 4 cents 
per barrel on tamarinds, 

TRINIDAD, 


Eighteen cents per ton on raw asphalt and 35 cents per ton on boiled asphalt; 
75 cents per 240 gallons of crude petroleum and 92 cents per 240 ons of re- 
fined petroleum. On cocoa and coffee, 22} cents per cwt.; and $1 per 100 gal- 
lons of rum. 

SIERRA LEONE. 


One dollar and twenty-one cents per cwt. on cocoanuts; 48} cents per cwt. on 
gum copal; 4 cents per cwt. on benny-seed, palm-kernels, and decorticated 
ground-nuts; 4 cents on each hide, and 2 cents per gallon on palm-oil. 


EXPORT DUTIES OF SUGAR AND MOLASSES. 


Jamaica, $1.39 per hogshead on sugar. 

St. Lucia, 8 cents per 100 pounds on sugar. 

St. Vincent, 24 cents per puncheon of 90) ons molasses, 

Grenada, $1 per 100 gallons molasses and 50 cents per 1,000 pounds of sugar. 
St. Christopher, $2.05 per hogshead on sugar, 

Nevis, $2.31 per hogshead on =e 

Antigua, $1.21 per hogshead, 81 cents per tierce, and 15 cents per barrel on 


sugar. EE 

Montserrat, 74 cents per hogshead on sugar. 

Dominica, 60 cents on 100 gallons molasses, $1 on 100 gallons sirup, 

Trinidad, 74 cents on 1,000 pounds of sugar or $1.48 per hogshead. 

Mauritius, 9 cents on sugar per cwt. 

During the fiscal year ending June 30, 1887,we imported from the aboye-men- 
tioned countries 435,642,831 pounds of sugar on which we have paid over $1,000,- 
000 in export duties to these countries. 


Exursre H.— Tariffs of foreign countries, 
AUSTRIA. 


Cotton yea. per cwt., $1.20, 

Cotton yarns, single, from $L.44 to $3.84 perewt.; double, from $1.92 to $3.88 per 
cwt. 

The duty on spool-cotton has been raised lately 19 per cent., and is now $8.40 
per cwt., wooden spools and all packages included. 

Cotton manufactured as cloth, unbleached, has been 7 per cent., and is now 
$8.16 per cwt.; bleached raised 11} per cent., and is now $10.80; dyed raised 10 
per cent., and pays a duty of $13.20; woven, in various colors, raised 16} per 
cent., paying now a duty of $16.80 per cwt. 

Wool, tablets, hat-felts, etc., $1.67 per cwt. 

Woolen yarns, from $1.49 to $2.23 per ewt. 

Woolen carpets, $7.42 per cwt. 

Woolen woven goods, from $9.28 to $14.84 per cwt. 

Light woolen and woven goods, $18.55 per cwt. 

Shawls and like textures, $27.83 ped owt. 

shin cit Barley duty was raised 200 per cent., and is now paying 18 cents 
per ew 

Indian corn raised 100 per cent., now paying a duty of 12 cents per owt. 

Wheat was raised 200 per cent., now paying 36 cents per cwt. 

Flour was raised 150 per cent., now paying 90 cents per cwt. 

Clocks and clock-works were raised 100 per cent., now paying $24 per cwt., 
including packages, which pay as much as the clocks, 

Manufactured India-rubber goods haye been raised 50 per cent., now paying 


$7.20 per cwt. 
Ralis: Iron, $13,20 per ton. 


Cotton wadding, 88 cents per 100 nds gross. 

Cotton fabrics, unbleached, from $5.43 to 75 per 100 pounds. 

Cotton fabrics, unbleached, weighing from 14 to 24 pounds to each 109 yards 
square, from $8.32 to $21.89 per 100 pounds, increasing the duty with increase of 
fineness of texture up to $67.45 per 100 pounds net, 

Cotton gloves pay $88.44 per 100 pounds net. 

Cotton curtains pay $78.79 per 100 pounds net. i 

Unbleached muslin cotton, $31.52 per 100 pounds net, 

Bleached muslin cotton, $36.24 per 100 pounds net, 

Cotton wicks, $6.48 per 100 pounds net, 

Ribbons and trimmings, cotton mixed with silk, $32.57 per 100 pounds net. 

Cotton yarn, single, unbleached, from $1.62 to $32.57 100 nds net, ac- 
cording to fineness of the thread; it bleached, from $1.86 to $37.45 per 100 pounds. 

Cotton yarn, unbleached, twisted, from $2.10 to $42.34 per 100 pounds net; if 
bleached, $2.42 to $48.69 per 100 pounds, 

T on Government unt only allowed to be imported, The French 
Government has the monopoly of the tobacco trade. 

Tobacco on private account prohibited. 

Manufactured tobacco for the personal use of the importer up to the amount 
of 22 pounds per year, and subjeet to prohibition against offering for sale and 
under reserve of the administration granting permission, namely: . 

Cigars and cigarettes, $315.15 per 100 pounds net. 

Smoking, snuff, and chewing tobacco, $131.32 per 100 pounds net, 

Other man ured tobacco prohibited. 

Wool, single thread, from $1.93 to $19.30 per 100 pounds; bleached, combed, ete., 
from $5.98 to $23.93 per 100 pounds, 

Woolen yarn, pure, for weaving: from $7.72 to $31.07 per 100 pounds net; if 
twisted and colored, as high as $41.88 per 100 pounds net, F 

Woolen cloth, from $23.93 to $40.72 per 100 pounds net. 

Woolen carpets, from $23.93 to $35.90 per 100 pounds net, 

Woolen gloves, $125.45 per 100 pounds net, 

Woolen ribbons, $47.86 per 100 pounds net. 

Woolen tapestry, $119.66 per 100 pounds net. 

Woolen shawls, $76.62 per 100 pounds net. $ 

Woolen carpets mixed with cotton, same duty as pure woolen carpets, 

Woolen trimmings, fringes, $193 per 100 pounds net. 


GERMANY. 


Manufactures of cotton, unbleached, $9 per 100 pounds. 

Manufactures of cotton, bleached, $10. = 100 pounds, 

Cotton curtain stuffs, $24.75 per 100 pounds. 

Cotton laces, $38.20 per 100 pounds. 

dong Byres ger ch per reoni] $9 per bi nova Ph 
‘obaceco, and cigarettes, per poun: 

Tobacco, slakar kinds, $18 per 100 pounds, 

Wool, combed, 22 cents per 100 pounds, 


FRANCE. 


8740 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 


SEPTEMBER 19, 


100 pounds. 
Wool shawls, $49.20 per 100 pounds. 


Woo! laces, trimmings, ete. 60 per 100 pounds, 
India rubber .80 per 100 pounds. 
Tron rails, $5,50 per ton, 

RUSSIA. 


cultural implements, $1.05 per 100 pounds, 
ng, $5.40 per 100 pounds. 
Brass manufactures, $9 per 100 pounds, 
Brooms, $6.50 per 100 pounds, 
Cars, horse, $130 each. 
Cars, 2-horse, $165 each. 
Clocks, tower, $16.30 each. 
Clocks, alarm, in brass cases, $9 per 100 pounds, 
Cotton, raw, 99 cents per 100 pounds, 
Cotton, partly prepared to be used in spinning, $1.30 per 100 pounds; if dyed, 
wae 100 pounds. 


Yarn, unbleached, $7.50 per 100 pounds. 
Yarn, bleached, $9.86 per 109 pounds, 
Yarn, sewing and knitting, $12.50 per 100 pounds, 
Lamp-wicks, $10.50 $i 100 pounds, 
Drills of all kinds, 42 cents per pound. 
Bed-ticking, 14 cents per pound. 
Oil-cloth, 10 cents per pound. 
Handkerchiefs, 11 cents per pound. 
Woolen blankets, 36 cents per pound. 
Woolen stuffs, pao, 79 cents ah pee 
Woolen stuffs, if printed or colored, 79 cents per pound and 30 per cent. added. 
Woolen scarfs, handkerchiefs, plaids, 22 cents per pound, 
Woolen shawls, bunting, $2.72 per pound. 
Woolen galloon, braid, knitted goods, 46 cents per pound. 
Cotton tissues, b! ed and dyed, 26 cents per pound to $1.04 per pound as to 
— of quality ; if printed, from 46 cents to $1.10 per poundas to quality, 
on: 
Velvets, plush, and plush ribbons 42 cents per pound. 
Galloon, braid, ete., 34 cents per pound. 
Laces, 26 cents per pound. 
Clothing, ready made, woolen and mixed with cotton, $1.30 per pound, 
Ladies’ dresses of cloth, $1.75 per pound, 
Other feminine attire, woolen and mixed goods, $1.97 pound, 
Women’s hats and other head-dresses, $5.50 per pound. 
Buttons, from 14 cents to 46 cents per pound, as to quality of material, those 
mt 46 cents woolen. 
India-rubber boots and shoes, $26 per 100 Bonnas 
won ana in the arts, trades, factories, mills, and works of all kinds, $2.10 per 
pounds, 
Portable engines, tenders, fire-engines, $2.25 per cwt. 
Scythes, knives, spea, rakes, etc., 36 cents og 100 pounds, ` 
oaet A scissors, knives, and knife-blades, per 100 pounds, 
re: 


Steel or iron, $2.50 per 100 pounds. 

Copper, brass, etc., $3.75 per 100 pounds, 

Manufactures of, $5.75 per 100 pounds. 
Tobacco: 

Leaf, $35 per 100 pounds, 

Smoking, snuff, ete., 87} cents per pound, 
ees eee ay a per bt 

vines, sparkling, cents per e. 

Hides, dressed : 

Calf skin, ete., $20.28 per 100 pounds, 

Ox, cow, horse, etc., $14.50 per 100 pounds, 


SPAIN. 
Cotton: 
Spun and twisted, 7} cents per pound. 
Spun and twisted, colored, 9 cents per pound. 
Spun and twisted, three or more threads, 14 Sna eo) pound, 
Woven textiles, from 16 cents to 28 cents per pound. 
Woven textiles, printed, 35 cents per pound. 
Laces, 62 cents per pound, 
Knitted fabrics, undershirts and drawers, 19 cents per pound, 
Ww ons gloves, ete., 13 cents per pound, 
ool: 
Worsted, spun and twisted, 10 cents per pound. 
Worsted, spun and twisted, dyed, 18 cents per pound, 
Carpets, from 8 to 11 cents per pound, 3 
Blankets, 19 cents per pound. S 
Hosiery, 35 cents per pound, 
Cloths, from 44 cents to 80 cents per posna 
All other textiles, 48 cents per pound. 
Leather: 
Tanned, 45 cents per pound, 
Gloves, $3 per pound. ; 
Wool hats and capa; 19 cents each, D 
Iron and steel rails, $16 per ton. 
Iron wire, $16 per ton. < 
Tron wire in nails and screws, $38 per ton. 
Tron pipes, $26 per ton. 
Knives, pen and carving, 9 cents per pound. 
Scissors, 20 cents per pound. 


Clocks, 96} cents each. 
Cotton: 
Wadding, 52 cents per 100 pounds. 


ITALY. 


Thread, untwisted and unbleached, from $1.60 to $7.20 per 100 —— 
Thread, twisted and unbleached, from $2 to $9,68 per 100 poun 
Warps, single and unbleached, from $1.80 to $7.20 


Warps, twisted, dyed, from $6 to $11.50 per 100 pounds. 
Warps, twisted and unbleached, $2.35 to $9.40 per 100 pounds. 
Cloths, tissues, ete., unbleached, from $4.90 to $8.87} per 100 pounds. 
Cloths, tissues, etc., bleached, from $6.85 to $10.50 per 100 pounds; if col- 
ored, from $8 to $11.50 per 100 pounds. 
Clothes, printed, from $12.15 per 100 pounds to $16.75. 
Gauze and muslin, from $21.80 to $43.50 per 109 pounds, 
Galloons and laces,"from $8.25 to $26.50 per 100 pounds, 
am ait boots and shoes, $2.80 per 100 pounds, 
ool; 
Yarn, untwisted, $4.35; if dyed, $6.56 per 100 pounds, 
Xam, twisted, $5.25; if dyed, $7.87 per 100 pounds. 


oolen: 
Textures from, $12.25 to $14.95 per 100 pounds. 
‘Textures, embroid: $35.20 per 100 pounds, 
Knitted goods, $18.75 per 100 pounds 
Carpets, $9.65 per 100 pounds, 


MEXICO, 
Cotton, manufactured: 
Scarfs aoe handkerchiefs, 81 cents per pound; if embroidered, % cents per 
pound, 
Canvas, 29 cents per pound. 
Clothing, ready-made, $1.14 per pound. 
Collars, cuffs, ete., $1.60 per pound. 
Corsets, ete., 86 cents per pound. 
Cloth, unbleached, per square yard, 9} cents. 
Cloth, mottled, dyed, or stamped, 13} cents per square yard, 
Cloth, bleached, 18 cents per square yard. 
Blankets, coverlets, 31 cents per square yard, 
Covers for umbrellas, etc., $L per pound. 
Curtains, 17 cents per square 
Dress goods, 86 cents per pound. 
Fringes, oons, etc., $1.14 per pound. 
Gloves, $1.70 per pound. 
Handkerchiefs, 7} cents per square yard. à 
Laces, $3.04 per pound. 
Shawls, 55 cents per square yard. 
Shawls with fringes, $1.10 per pound. 
Socks, stockings, and underwear, 80 cents per pound. 
Thread, 74 cents per pound, 
Yarn, white, 32 cents per pound; colored, 50 cents per pound, 
Hides, tanned, 70 cents per pound. 
or foot-wear, 23 cents per pound gross weight. 


ron: 
Cots, cte., 11} cents per pound. 
Nails and brads, 6 cents per pound gross weight. 
Needles, 16 cents to 43 cents per pound gross weight. 
Scissors, from 9 cents to 43 cents per pound gross weight. 
Manufactures of wire, 15 cents per pound gross weight. 
Manufactures of copper and brass, 60 cents per pound gross weight. 
Leather: 
Boots of cowhide, $1.50 per pair, 
Boots of calfskin, $2.50 per pair. 
Gaiters, 90 cents per T. 
Gloves of all kinds $4.75 per pound, 
Saddles, 90 cents per pound, 
Slippers, 19 cents per pound. 
Uppers for gaiters, $1.50 per pound. 
Tobacco: 
Chewing, 31 cents per pound. 
Fine-cut chewing, 50 cents per pound. 
In the leaf, 60 cents per pound, 
Cigars, $2.50 A vet pound, 
Cigarettes, 60 cents per pound, 
Smoking, 60 cents per pound. 
Wool, manufactures: 
se 9T Lea per pound; hans page ong! per sions w 
rpets, 54 cents per square ; rugs, 85 cents per square 
Carpets, Brussels, $1.22 square yard. 
Clothing, ready-made, $2.10 per d. 
Coverlets and counterpanes, $1.29 per square yard. 
Cravats, $1.25 per pound. 
Drawers, Saua hp 82 cents per Dag yes’ we sis a 
patterns, % cents per pound ; if mixed goods, per pound, 
Fringes, galloons, tape, ooed. ata, $1.22 per pound, 
Garters, rps Eny etc., 49 cents per poun: 
Gloves of all kinds, $1.74 per pound. 
Laces, ete., $3.20 per pound. 
Muslins, $2.50 per pound. 
Shawls, from $1.50 to $2.20 = pound. 
‘Tassels, 45 cents per pound. 
Goods cut in dress patterns, $1.45 per pound, 


BRAZIL. 
Cotton manufactures: 

Muslin, coarse, 15 cents per pound. 
Muslin, if embroidered, from % cents per pound to $1.90 per pound, 
Muslin, in cuts for dresses, $1.14 per pound. 
Shawls, handkerchiefs, ete., 23 cents per pound. 

, 30 per cent. ad valorem. 
Girts, 12 cents each, 
Quilts, 11 cents per pound. 
Cords, plaits, ete., from 15 cents to % cents per pound, 
Corsets, 50 cents each. 3. 
Knit work, smooth, plain, $1.33 cents per pound. 
Velvet and bombazines, 28} cents per pound, 
Caps of knit work, 57 cents per pound, 
Linings, 19 cents per pound. 
Satinets, 28} cents per pound. 
Galloons, ribbons, and fringes, 47} cents per pound. 
Cravats, 25 cents per dozen. 
Sheets, spreads, pillow-cases, towels, 30 per cent. ad valorem. 
Gloves, common, 29 cents per dozen; other kinds, 75 cents per dozen, 
Saddle blankets, 9} cents per pound. 
Socks and stockings, 50 cents per dozen pairs, 
Socks and stockings, long, $1 per dozen pairs. 
Oil cloths, 9] cents per pound, 

e Cloth, smooth or twilled, 8 cents per pound. * 
Cloth, bleached, 11 cents per pound. 
Table-cloths 23 cents and 30 per cent. ad valorem, 
Knit skirts, 42 cents per aozen. 
Knit skirts, fancy, from 84 cents to $3.57 per dozen, 
Drawers, knit, from 84 cents to $1.50 per dozen. 
oes 3 yy er sonen, 4 
Suspenders, 49} cents per pound, 
Window-shades, 42 cents cach. 
Leather: 

Boots, high, from $1.68 to $2.52 per pair. 
Shoes, from 25 to 67 cents per pair. 
Gloves, from $1.26 to $2.01 per dézen. 
For shoemakers’ use, from 34 to 45 cents per pound. 


Cigars, $1.26 hundred. 
Cigarettes, 38 cents per pound, 
Chewing, 11 cents per pound. 
Snuff, 34 cents per pound, 
All other, 68 cents per pound. 

Nore.—On tobacco there is a special duty of Pips cent. in addition to those 

given above and to the regular additional tax of 6) per cent. 

Clocks, alarm or others, metal, 42 cents each. 

Brooms, $1 per dozen. 

Brushes of straw for clothes, $1 per dozen. 
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Wool: 


Wooden chairs, rocking, $1.26 each. 

Wooden beds for one person, $3.36 each. 
Wooden beds for two persons, $5.04 each. 
Wooden spoons, 28} cents to 9% cents per pound, 


ARGENTINE REPUBLIC. 


All paw, A merchandise shall pay a duty of 25 per cent. on its value, except 
ae follo articles; 

Tobacco of all kinds, 55 per cent. 

Perfumery, rs, and snuff, 50 per cent. 

Ready-made othing, hats, caps, shoes, saddles, harness, carriages, matches, 
arniture, 45 per cent. 

heat, 75 cents per 100 pounds, or 45 cents per bushel, 

Starch, 2 cents per pound. 

Flour and corn-meal, 1} cents per pound, 

Alcohol, in bottles, 25 cents per bottle. 

Liquors, in bottles, 25 cents per bottle. 

Playing cards, $10 per gross. 

Spades, 25 per cent. 
Axes and hatchets, 25 
Brass manufactures, 
Corn, $1.08 per bushel. 
Clocks, from 50 cents to $3 each. 
Cotton manufactures, 25 per cent. 
Woolen manufactures, 25 per cent. 


CHILI. 
Brooms, 88} cents per dozen. 
Clothes brushes, cents per dozen, 
American watches, 75 cents each to $1.80 each, 
American clocks, 45 cents each. 
Cotton sheetings, prints, etc., 25 per cent, 
Goat skins, $1 per dozen. 
Leather: 


Boots and shoes, $16.80 per dozen. 
Sailors’, $10.50 per dozen. 
Women's boots and shoes, from $5.60 to $18.20 per dozen. 
Children’s boots and shoes, from $3.50 to $12.60 per dozen. 
Tobacco, 150 per cent, for leaf. 
Tobacco, cigars, 300 per cent. 
Wooden buckets, 75 cents per dozen, 
Wooden buckets, oak, $1.25 per dozen, 
Woolen manufactures: 
Carpetings, 35 per cent. 
Clothing, ready-made, 35 per cent. 
Skirts, underwear, 35 per cent, 
Fringes, 35 per cent. 
Gloves, 35 per cent. 
Hats, 35 per cent. 
Blankets, 25 per cent, 
Punting, 25 per cent, 
Baize, 35 per cent. 
Cloth, 35 per cent, 
Ribbons, 25 per cent. 
Felt, 25 per cent. 
Stockings, 25 per cent. 
Flannel, 25 per cent. 
Boots and shoes, 35 per cent, p 
‘American lamps, 35 per cent. 
Iron spades, 15 per cent. 
Horse cars, 35 per cent. 
Flax drills, sheeting, 35 per cent. 


ECUADOR. 


r cent, 
per cent. 


Clocks, 11 cents per pound. 

Cotton, manufactured, 11 cents per pound. 

Flax, manufactured, 11 cents per pound. 

Leather, manufactured, 11 cents per pound, 

Woolen goods, 22 cents per pound. 
NICARAGUA, 


Button, bone, 30 cents per pound. 
Cotton: 


Canvas, 2} cents per pound, 
Wicks, 9 cents per pound. 
Denims, 15 cents per pound. 
Blankets, towels, rugs, 18 cents per pound. 
Ribbons of all kinds, 24 cents per pound. 
Ginghams, 18 cents per pound, 
Sateens, 30 cents per pound, 
Hose, 30 cents per pound. 
Prints, 24 cents per peund. 
Lawns, 36 cents per pound. 
Handkerchiefs, collars, cuffs, ete., 42 cents per pound, 
Fringes, 72 nyt es pound. z 
edgings, 90 cents per poun 
y Ea ges el pe So 
paca, merino, gloves, hose, 60 cents per pound, 
Broadcloth, serges, flannels, 75 cents per pound. 
Carpets, curtains, 42 cents per pound. 
Blankets, „ pouches, 24 cents per pound, 
Homespun, 42 cents per pound. 
Thread, hats, 72 cents per pound, 
Tape, ribbon, and braid, 75 cents per pound, 
nges, laces, etc., $1.20 per pound. 
PERU. 
Cotton manufactures, 40 per cent. 
Lam ae per cent, 
Leat manufactures, 45 per cent, 
Paper, 45 per cent. 
Soap, 70 per cent. 
Spirits, 70 per cent. 
Motene, teat, Te pox cenk;: cl te., 70 t 
‘ol a s 70 per cent; cigars, ete., 70 per cen 
Woolen manufactures, 40 per cent. 


UNITED STATES OF COLOMBIA, 


Oot nbleached cloths, 18 cents a. 
ni ceni r poun 
Bleached, 24 cents per pone EE 


Cotton manufactures—continued : 
Drills, etc., 29 cents per pound. 
Coverlets, 31 cents per pound. 
Handkerchiefs, 38} cents per pound. 
Socks and other textiles, 42} cents per 
= taread, 19} cents per pound; colored, 
ool: 
Blankets, 23} cents per pound, 
Thread, 28} cents per pound, 

334 cents per pound. 
anes etc., 44 cents per pound. 
All other, 60 cents per pound. 
India-rubber foot-wear, 3 ec cents per pound, 
Boots and shoes, 48 cents per pound. 


URUGUAY, 


und, 
cents per pound, 


Cotton: 


Iron manufactures, 20 and 30 per cent. 


VENEZUELA, 
Brass: 


Manufactures, $6.63 per 100 pounds. 
Buttons, buckles, $22.11 per 100 pounds, 
Clocks, $22.11 per 100 pounds, 
Cotton manufactures: 
Sails, 88 cents per 100 pounds. 
Cordage, $2.21 per 100 pounds. 
Canvas, duck, mats, twine, $6.63 per 100 pounds, 
Cloth, unbleached, $11.05 per 100 pounds. 
Drills, blankets, thread, 11 per 100 pounds. 
Undershirts, knit-goods, ete., $44.22 per 100 pounds, 
Clothing, ready-made, $88.46 per 100 pounds, 
sag ve $88.46 100 ls. 
oves, per 100 pounds. 
Boots and shoes, $176.93 per 100 pounds, 
Woolen manufactures: 
Blankets, $11.65 per 100 pounds. 
Counterpanes, etc,, $22.11 per 100 pounds, 


Braid, trimmings, etc., $44.22 per 100 pounds. 
Curtains, shirts, shawls, table-cloths, undershirts, $88.46 per 100 pounds, 
Clothing of all kinds, ready-made, $176.93 per 100 pounds, 

Exurnir I.—Import duties collected by Great Britain in 1887. 


Great Britain levied and collected during the past year, 1887, the following 
duties on imports: 


Exursit J.—Custom duties collected by Great Britain and her colonies in 1886-87. 


; Duties col- | Per 
Great Britain and colonies. Population. | lected, capita, 

Great Britain and Ireland 37,091,564 | $101,564, 430 $2.73 
‘alta, 159, 231 714, 340 4.50 
Ascensi 5, 280 33, 400 6.35 
Lagos.. 87,165 222, 135 2.55 
Bermu „177 119,750 7.95 
Falkland , 800 17,590 9.74 
British Guiana. 270, 042 1, 350, 210 3.85 
British Honduras. 27,452 136, 805 5.09 
Newfoundiand..... 197, 335 948, 680 4.85 
Jamaica...... 585, 582 1, 430, 000 2, 60 
Trinidad.. 178, 270 1,317,740 7.40 
r 173,522 516, 055 3.04 
Canada....... 4, 450, 000 19, 373, 551 4.35 
Cape of Good Hope S 1,252, 347 1,031, 947 4.13 
Mauritius .. A) š 361, 404 1,162, 47 3.22 
Natal... 442, 697 850, 400 1.92 
Fiji 126, 010 146,760 1.16 
New South Wales. 1,001, 996 9, 492, 875 9.48 
New Zealan: 589, 386 6, 428, 820 10.90 
Queensland. 342,614 4, 837,450 14.15 
South Australia 312,758 4, 685, 000 15.01 
Tasmania 137, 211 2, 259, 380 16.49 
Victoria 1, O43 10, 661, 805 10. 66 
Western Aust „584 | 797, 605 20.00 


DEPARTMENT OF AGRICULTURE, 


Mr. PLUMB. Owing to the late hour of the day and the thin con- 
dition of the Senate, I prefer that the vote on the amendment to the 
bill creating the Agricultural Department should be taken to-morrow. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair will first lay before the 
Senate the unfinished business. 

The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, resumed the considera- 
tion of the bill (H. R. 8191) to enlarge the powers and duties of the 
Department of Agriculture, and to create an executive department to 
be known as the Department of Agriculture. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. ‘The pending question is on the mo- 
tion of the Senator from Tennessee [Mr. HARRIS] to Jay upon the table 
the amendment of the Committee on Agricultttre añd Forestry pro- 

ing to strike out section 5. 

Mr, PLUMB. I ask unanimous consent that to-morrow at 2 o'clock 
the vote shall be taken upon the amendment, and immediately there- 
after upon the bill, without further debate. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Kansas asks unan- 
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imous consent that the vote upon the motion ot the Senator from Ten- 
nessee to lay upon the table the amendment of the committee propos- 
ing to strike out section 5 shall be taken at 2 o’clock to-morrow, and 
that subsequent proceedings upon the bill shall be had without debate. 
Is there objection? 

Mr. HARRIS. I suggest to the Senator from Kansas that there are 
one or two Senators, I think, who desire to submit some remarks upon 
the merits of the bill. Perhaps it would be best to confine the request 
to taking the vote upon laying the amendment upon the table or the 
final disposition of the amendment. 

Mr. PLUMB. I will modify my request in accordance with that 
suggestion. 

Mr. GEORGE. Let it be confined to the vote on laying the amend- 
ment on the table. I shall object otherwise. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair has been notified by two 
Senators of an intention to speak upon the pending proposition in the 
bill. They are not present. The request as modified is that the vote 
upon the motion of the Senator from Tennessee be taken at 2 o’clock 
to-morrow. 

Mr. HARRIS. Is it proper that I should state to the Senator from 
Kansas that I have already consented, upon the appeal of at least one 
Senator who desires to address himself particularly to the merits of this 
amendment, that I would not insist upon my motion to lay on the table, 
so as to cut him off from the privilege of debating it? I am exceed- 
ingly anxious to come to a vote upon it, but I can not arbitrarily insist 
upon the motion when appealed to by a Senator who desires to discuss 
the merits of the amendment proposed to be laid upon the table. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair then understands the re- 
quest for unanimous consent to be withdrawn. 

Mr. PLUMB. Ido not withdraw it. I will prefer the request to 
the Senate. If itis not desired to have the bill disposed of in that 
way, I shall not prefer any other request, and will let the bill take its 
chances in the mélée hereafter, as far as I am concerned. 

Mr. BUTLER. Mr. President—— 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. If the Senator from South Carolina 
will pardon the Chair one moment, the question would recur on the 
motion of the Senator from Tennessee to lay the amendment on the 
table. 

Mr. PLUMB. I make my request. I say I do not modify the re- 
quest. I prefer the request to vote to-morrow at 2 o'clock, and leave 
it with the Senate. . 

Mr. BUTLER. I was going to suggest to the Senator from Kansas 
that he say 4 0’clock to-morrow. That would give everybody an op- 
portunity to be heard who desires to be heard. Let us get a vote at 4 
o’clock to-morrow. 

Mr. HARRIS. Say 40’clock, and let the bill be open to debate un- 
til that hour, and take the question then upon the ameadment and the 
biil. 

Mr. BUTLER. I make that suggestion to the Senator from Kansas. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Oregon [Mr. 
MITCHELL] has given notice of a desire to speak to-morrow at the close 
of the morning business. 

Mr. BUTLER. Hecan speak after 4 0’clock, I should think. 

Mr. MITCHELL. I do not prefer to speak after 4 o’clock. IfIcan 
not commence before 4 o’clock, I shall not commence at all to-morrow. 

Mr. HARRIS. Would it be convenient to the Senator to postpone 
his notice until the day after to-morrow? 

Mr. MITCHELL. I have very strong reasons why I should like to 
go on to-morrow, if consistent with the convenience of the Senate. 

Mr. PLUMB. If there is to be no further debate except that sug- 
gested by the Senator from Tennessee, we ought to dispose of the bill 
within halfan hour. A vote on the motion to lay on the table is prac- 
tically a voteontheamendment. Ifthat motion should be voted down, 
of course the vote on the amendment will go without anything except 
the ordinary viva voce division. As far as I know there are no other 
amendments to be proposed, and I do not.see why the bill can not be 

of to-morrow; but if it is not convenient to the Senate, I am 
willing to ask that it be postponed until the middle of next week and 
see if we can get a vote on it then. 

Mr. BUTLER. I hope that will not be done. We ought certainly 
to get a vote within three hours after we meet to-morrow. Iask the 
Senator from Oregon if it would be convenient to him to speak after 
3 o'clock to-morrow ? f 

Mr. MITCHELL. I stated to the Senator from Kansas on my left, 
in answer to a request made by him to myself as to whether I would 
give way in case I got the floor to-morrow morning for a vote, that cer- 
tainly I would, but—— 

Mr. PLUMB. I withdraw the request. 

Mr. MITCHELL. I should like very much for certain reasons to go 
on in the morning, but I am willing to give way if a vote can be taken 
at any reasonable time on this other question. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question recurs on the motion 
of the Senator from Tennessee to lay upon the table the proposed 
amendment of the committee to strike out section 5 of the bill. 

Mr. CHANDLER. I ask the Senator from Tennessee to be kind 
enough to withdraw the motion to lay upon the table so that I may 
submit s few remarks on the pending amendment. 


Mr. HARRIS." Of course, if the Senator from New Ham de- 
sires to debate the merits of the amendment, I shall not cut him off by 
insisting on my motion. I suggest to the Senator if he proposes to dis- 
cuss the merits of the bill that he can do so as well after the vote has 
been taken upon my motion as before. 

Mr. CHANDLER. I propose to speak to the merits of the amend- 
ment. 

Mr. HARRIS. I withdraw the motion in order that the Senator 
may be heard. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The motion to lay on the table is 
withdrawn. The question recurs on the amendment proposed by the 
committee. 

Mr. VEST. Does the Senator from New Hampshire propose to pro- 
ceed now? 

Mr. CHANDLER. I would as soon proceed to-morrow, or I can 
on aow if there is no other business. I intend to speak but a little 
while. 

Mr. VEST. I wanted to ask the Senate to pass a bridge bill, about 
which there is an exigency existing. I want to get it through now. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Very well. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Missouri asks 
Sneaimens consent that the unfinished business may be informally laid 
aside. 

Mr. VEST. Iwish to call up Order of Business 2024, House bill 
9619. It will lead to no debate and will only take a few moments. 


MISSOURI RIVER BRIDGE, 


By unanimous consent, the Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, 
proceeded to consider the bill (H. R. 9619) to authorize the construction 
of a bridge across the Missouri River at some accessible point within 1 
mile north and 1 mile south and east of the mouth of the Kansas River. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Commerce with amend- 
ments. 

The first amendment was, in section 1, line 7, before the word 
t‘ point,” to strike out ‘‘a;”’ and in line 8, after the word ‘‘assigns,”’ 
to strike out the words: 

Within 1 mile north of the mouth of the Kansas River, in the county of Wy- 
andotte, in the State of Kansas, and 1 mile south and east of the mouth of the 
Kansas River, in the county of Wyandotte, in the State of Ka: and in the 
county of Jackson, inthe State of Missouri, to the county of Clay, in the State 
of Missouri, as shall best promote the public convenience and welfare and the 
necessities of business and commerce. 

And in lieu thereof to insert: 

In Jackson County, Missouri, within 1 mile north and 1 mile south and east 
of the mouth of Kansas River, Kansas, A 

So as to make the clause read: 


That the Missouri River and Land Improvementand Construction Company, 
a corporation organ: under the laws of the State of Kansas, or its assi, eH 
hereby authorized to cohstruct and maintain a bridge across the Missouri River 
at such point as may be hereafter selected by said Ney porn or its assigns 
in Jackson County, Missouri, within 1 mile north and 1 mile south and east of 
the mouth of Kansas River, Kansas. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in section 1, line 25, after the word ‘‘ re- 
ceiving,” to insert ‘‘such;’’ so as to read: 

And also to construct accessory works to secure the best practicable channel- 
way for navigation and confine the flow of the water to a permanent channel 
at such point; and also to lay on and over said bridge a railway track or tracks 
for the more perfect connection of any railroads that are or shall be constructed 
to said Missouri River at or opposite said point; and said corporation may con- 
struct and maintain ways for wagons, carriages, horses, or other animals, and 
for foot passengers, charging and receiving such reasonable toll therefor as may 
be approved from time to time by the Secretary of War. 

. The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in section 6, line 3, before the word ‘‘ ob- 
structions” to strike out ‘‘material and substantial;’’ so as to make 
the section read: 

Sc, 6.. That Congress shall have power at any time to alter, amend, or repeal 
this act so as to prevent or remove all obstructions to the navigation of said 
river by the construction of said bridge and its accessory works; and the ex- 
penses of altering said bridge or chp such obstructions shall be at the 
expense of the owners of or persons controlling such bridge, 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. WILSON, of Iowa. I desire to call attention to the provision 
in section 3 with reference to the description of the court. The court 
is described ds ‘‘the circuit court of the United States of the State of 
Kansas or State of Missouri.’’ There is no such court. 

Mr. VEST. That isa t, phical error; it ought toread ‘ circuit 
court of the United States for the district of Kansas or for the district 
of Missouri.’’ 

Mr. WILSON, of Iowa. I move that amendment. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore.. The Secretary will state the pro- 
posed amendment. 

The SECRETARY. Insection 3, line 17, after ‘‘ United States,” it is 
proposed to strike out the words “‘ of the State,” and insert “for the 
district; and in line 18, after the words ‘‘ Kansas or,” to strike out 
“ State” and insert ‘‘ for the district;’’ so as to read: 

And should any change be made in the plan of the bri or said accessory 
works, during the proar of work thereon, such change shall be subject like- 
wise to the approval of the Secretary of War, and be made at the expense of 
the com y making the same; and in case of any litigation arising from any 
obstruction or alleged obstruction to the free navigation of said Missouri River. 


caused or alleged to be caused by said bridge, the case may be brought in the 
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circuit court of the United States for the district of Kansas òr for the district 8£ The next amendment was, in section 2, to strike out the following 


Missouri in which any portion of said obstruction or bridge may be located. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair calls the attention of the 
Senator from Missouri to line 3of section 7, and suggests that the word 
‘‘within’’ should be inserted before the word ‘‘one;’’ so as to read: 
“he not commenced within one year.’ 

Mr. VEST. ‘That is also a mistake of the printer. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The clerks will insert the word 
é within” before the word ‘‘one.’’ 

The amendments were ordered to be engrossed and the bill to be read 
a third time. 

The bill was read the third time, and 

Mr. VEST. I move that the Senate insist on its amendments and 
ask for a conference with the House of Representatives thereon. 

The motion was agreed to. 

By unanimous consent, the President pro tempore was authorized to 
appoint the conferees on the part of the Senate, and Mr. VEST, Mr. 
COKE, and Mr. SAWYER were appointed. 

POST-OFFICE AT ST. PAUL, MINN. 


Mr. DAVIS. I desire to call up Senate bill No. 1574, and ask unani- 
mous consent for its present consideration. à 
By unanimous consent, the Senate, asin Committee of the Whole, 
roceeded to consider the bill (S. 1574) for the erection of a post-office 
nilding at St. Paul, Minn. i Ace 
The bill was reported from the Committee on Public Buildings and 
Grounds with amendments. The first amendment was, in section i 
line 14, after the words ‘‘sum of,” to strike out ‘fone million two 
hundred ” and insert ‘‘ seven hundred and fifty;’’ so as to read: 

That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and he hereby is, authorized and di- 
rected to accept, as adonation from the city of St. Paul, in the State of Minne- 
sota, a suitable lot of land, and cause to be erected thereon a commodious and 
substantial building, with fire-proof vaults therein, for the accommodation of 
the United States racer, inthateity. The plans, specifications, and full esti- 
mates for said building shall be eroen made by tho Supervising Architect 
of the Treasury Department and approved according to law, and shall not ex- 
ceed, for the building complete, including heating and ventilating apparatus, 
elevators, and approaches, the sum of $750,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in section 2, line 1, after the words ‘‘sum 
of,” to strike out ‘one million two hundred” and insert ‘seven hun- 

dred and fifty; so as to make the section read: 

That the sum of $750,000 be, and the same is hereby, by, aie ni nen out of any 
money in the Treasury not otherwise appropriated, to used and expended 
for the purposes provided in this act. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ments were concurred in, 

The amendments were ordered to be engrossed and the bill to be 
read a third time. 

The bill was read the third time, and passed. 


POTTAWATOMIES OF MICHIGAN AND INDIANA, 


Mr. DANIEL. I beg leave to ask the Senate to take up Senate bill 
2176, for the ascertainment of the amount due the Pottawatomie In- 
dians of Michigan and Indiana. 

By unanimous consent, theSenate, as in Committee of the Whole, 
resumed the consideration of the bill. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. This bill having been read at length 
in Committee of the Whole upon a previous occasion, it is now before 
the Senate as in Committee of the Whole and open to amendment. 
One amendment has been agreed to. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Let the bill be read as amended. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill will be read as amended. 

The Secretary read the bill. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amendment 
was concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the 
third time, and passed. 3 

INDIAN RESERVATIONS. 


Mr. SABIN. Iask that the bill (H.R. 10112) granting to the Du- 
luth and Winnipeg Railway Company the right of way through the 
Fond du Lac Indian reservation, in the State of Minnesota, be now 
considered. 

By unanimous consent, the Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, 
proceeded to consider the bill. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Indian Affairs with 
amendments. 

The first amendment was, in section 1, line 4, after the word ‘‘ Com- 
pany,” to insert: 

Commencing at Duluth and running A the most practicable route to a point 
at or near Grand Rapids, on Mississippi River. ‘ 


So as to read: 


That there is hereby granted to the Duluthand Dlg Railway Company, 
commencing at Duluth and running by the most practi e route to a pointat 
or near Grand Rapids, on Mississippi River, a corporation organized and exist- 
ing under the laws of the State of Minnesota, and its assigns, 


The amendment was agreed to. 


words: 


That it shall be the duty of the Secretary of the Interior to fix the amount of 
compensation to be paid to the Indians for such right of way, and provide the 
time and manner for the payment thereof; and also to ascertain and fix the 
amount to be paid to individual members of the tribe for damages sustained by 
them by reason ofthe construction of said road. 


And in lieu thereof to insert: 


That before said railway shall be constructed through any land, claim, orim- 
provement held by individual occupants, according to any treaties or laws of 
the United States, compensation shall be e such occupant or claimant for 
all opa to be taken or damage done by reason of the construction of said 
railway. case of failure to make satisfactory settlement with any such claim- 
ant, the just compensation shall be determined as provided for by the laws of 
Minnesota, enacted for the settlement of like controversies in such cases, The 
amount of damages resulting to the Fond du Lae tribe of Indians in their tribal 
capacity by reason of the construction of said railway through such lands of the 
reservation as are not occupied in severalty, shall be ascertained and determined 
in such manner as the Secretary of the Interior may direct, and to be subject to 
his final approval. 

The amendment was agreed to, 
Mr. DOLPH. I offer the following amendment to be inserted just 


before the last section, the sections to be renumbered by the Secretary 
to correspond: 

Sec, —. That there be, and is hereby, granted to the Oregon Railway and 
Navigation Company, a corporation organized and existing under the laws of 
the State of Oregon, for the purposes of station buildings, depots, machin 
side-tracks, turn-outs, and water stations, and other railroad pu and for 
the E of access to and egress from said station, the fo pidis hasar e 
tracts of land, being a portion of the Indian reservation in the State of n 
known as the Umatilla reservation, namely: Commencing at a point 1,038} feet 
north of the southeast corner of section 4, township 3 north, range 34 east, Wil- 
lamette meridian, and on the east line of section 4; thence north 57 degrees west 
250.3 feet to a point 314.8 teet from the main track of the O. n Railway and 
Navigation Company’s railroad; thence north 33 degrees east 1,050 feet in a line 
parallel with the main track of said railroad at this point; thence south 57 de- 
grees east 414.8 feet; thence south 33 degrees west 1,050 feet; thence north 57 
degrees west 100 feet to the center of the main track of said railroad; thence 
north 57 d west 64} feet to the place of beginning, containing 10 acres. 
Also a strip of land 62.2 feet wide on each side of a line commencing at a point 
on the northwest side of said 10-acre tract, 100 feet from its northwest corner, 
and running thence north 10 degrees and 24 minutes west 700 feet to the center 
of Wild Horse Oreek. 

Sec.—, Thatit shall be the duty of the Secretary ofthe Interior to fix theamount 
of compensation to be paid the Indians for such tracts of land and to provide 
the time and manner of the payment thereof, and until the compensation afore- 
said has been fixed and paid no rightof any kind shall vest in said railway com- 
pany. 

Sec. —. That said railway company shall accept this grant upon the expressed 
condition, binding upon itself, its successors and assigns, that they will neither 
aid, advise, nor assist in any effort looking towards the changing or extinguish- 
ing the present tenure of the Indians in their land, and will not attempt to se- 
cure from the Indian tribes any further grant of land or its ocoupancy than is 
hereinbefore provided: Provided, Thatany violation of the condition mentioned 
in this section shall operate as a forfeiture of all the rights and privileges of said 
railway company under this act, 

Src. —. The preceding three sections shall not take effect until the consent of 
said Indians to the provisions thereof shall have been obtained; which consent 
shall be expressed in writing, signed by a majority of the male adults on said 
reservation and by a majority of their chiefs in council assembled for that pur- 
pose, and shall be filed with the Secretary of the Interior. 


Mr. DAWES. Task the Senator from Oregon to state to the Senate, 
so that it may go upon the record, just the scope of this amendment. 

Mr. DOLPH. ‘The Oregon Railroad and Navigation Company has 
constructed a road from Pendleton to Centreville across the Umatilla 
Indian reservation. The town of Adams is located near the reserva- 
tion and on the line of the road between two tracts of land which were 
secured to the company by agreement with the Indians for depot pur- 


It is found necessary for the convenience of the public that there 
should be an additional station on the reservation near the town of 
Adams. The Secretary of the Interior is of the opinion that when the 
right of way was acquired of the Indians by agreement, as was provided 
for in the treaty with the Indians, the right of the company to acquire 
lands was exhausted, and it now requires legislation to authorize the 
company to secure the additional Jands needed. The object of this 
amendment is simply to authorize the company to purchase lands to 
the extent of 12 acres for station purposes. 

Mr. DAWES. Is there anything contained in the amendment ex- 
cept what was in the bill reported by the Indian Committee on that 
subject ? 

Mr. DOLPH. No; it is the bill reported by the Indian Committee, 
except that the Jast section of the bill reported by thecommittee, which 
provided that Congress might alter and amend the act at any time, is 
not in the amendment, because it is in the original bill to which this 
amendment is offered, and will come in at the close of the entire en- 
actment. 5 

Mr. DAWES. That is the way I understood it, but I proposed to 
have it so stated upon the record. 

Mr. DOLPH. The amendment has been favorably reported by the 
Committee on Indian Affairs as a separate bill. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment of the Senator from Oregon [ Mr. DOLPH]. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. MITCHELL. I move to amend the bill by adding a new sec- 
tion, to read as follows: 


Src. —. That the act entitled “An act providing for allotment of lands in sev- 
eralty to the Indians residing upon the Umatilla reservation, in the State of 
Oregon, and granting patents therefor, and for other purposes,” approved 
March 3, 1885, be, and the same is hereby, amended by repealing so much 
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thereof as limits the total gusa of the diminished reservation proposed to 
120,000 acres, and the Secretary ofthe Interior shall set apart such further quan- 
tity of land of the existing Umatilla reservation, in addition tothe 000 
acres thereof required by said act to be selected, desi and reserved for 
the usesand of said Indians, as therein provided, as shall enable him 
to fix, define, ae establish the metes and bounds of said reserved tract ina sat- 
isfactory manner, and to include therein such portions as he may deem advisa- 
ble of certain lands in the eastern part of the reservation, which the Indians 
desire shall be reserved for them; and tbe said Secretary is authorized by or- 
der to establish such diminished reservation accordingly; and in all other re- 
spects said act shall continue and remain in force, 

Mr. DAWES. I desire that the Senate shall put on record a state- 
ment of the character of this proposition. 

Mr. MITCHELL. This amendment is taken from a bill introduced 
by myself some weeks ago and referred to the Committee on Indian 
Affairs and reported favorably by the Senator from Massachusetts, who 
is chairman of that committee. It is recommended by the Secretary 
of the Interior in a letter which I hold in my hand, but I will not have 
it read unless some Senator desires to hear it. 

Mr. DAWES. Some five orsix years ago, bya ial act, there was 
an undertaking to set out in severalty a portion of the Umatilla reserva- 
tion and offer for sale the rest of it. A commission was appointed for 
that purpose which was ineffectual. They were unable to make an 
agreement with the Indians. At the head of that commission was the 
late Senator from Oregon, Mr. Grover. Another commission was ap- 
pointed with a like result. The Secretary of the Interior has recom- 
mended a new survey of the land so as to make the measure more ac- 
ceptable to the Indians. That is the scope of this proposition which 
was reported by the committee as a bill andis now offered as an amend- 
ment to the pending bill. z 

Mr. DOLPH. Ifthe Senator from Massachusetts will permit me a 
moment, I think the provision of the law was that after allotting lands 
in severalty to the Indians there should be reserved a tract of land for 
pasturage purposes. An amount was named, 120,000 acres. The Sec- 
Tetary of the Interior is of opinion that there should be a larger tract 
reserved for the use of the Indians in common and that there should 
not be as much sold as was provided for in the original act. 

Mr. DAWES. The dissatisfaction of the Indians grew out of the 
character and perhaps the quality of the land that was reserved under 


the old survey. 
Mr. DOLPH. This authorizes the Secretary of the Interior to re- 
serve a greater quantity. 


Mr. COCKRELL. Let the amendment be read again. 

Mr. DAWES. I think it is in the interest of the Indians. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment will be again read. 

The Secretary read the amendment. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I should like to know why it is that this amend- 
ment is to go on a bill which is simply for the purpose of granting the 
right of way through an Indian reservation? 

Mr. MITCHELL. I will state to the Senator from Missouri—— 

Mr. COCKRELL. I have got two or three bills that I want to put 
on if this is an omnibus bill. 

Mr. MITCHELL. There has been great delay in executing the law 
providing for the allotment of the land of the Umatilla Indian resez- 
vation to the Indians in severalty. 

Mr. COCKRELL. So there has been in passing the bills that I want 
to put on. 

Mr. MITCHELL. The Secretary of the Interior has written a let- 
ter stating the importance of early legislation so as to enable him to go 
on and finish what he is engaged in doing, and unless we get it in one 


of the House bills, as the Senator from Missouri will readily see, we |; 


are not likely to get the legislation during this session. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Is this ific amendment, now offered by the 
Senator from Oregon, recommended by the Secretary of the Interior? 

Mr. MITCHELL, It was prepared in the office of the Secretary of 
the Interior and sent to me with an accompanying letter, which is now 
on my desk. 

The amendment was agreed to. . 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amendments 
were concurred in. 

The amendments were ordered to be engrossed and the bill to be 
read a third time. 

The bill was read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Let the title be amended. 

The title was amended so as toread: ‘A bill (H. R. 10112) granting 
to the Duluth and Winnipeg Railway Company the right of way through 
the Fond du Lac Indian reservation, in the State of Minnesota, and 
for other purposes.” 

Mr. DAWES. I move that a committee of conference be asked for 
on the bill and amendments, 

The motion was to. 

By unanimous consent, the President pro tempore was authorized to 
appoint the conferees on the part of the Senate, and Mr. SABIN, Mr. 
DANIEL, and Mr. DOLPH were appointed. 

FORFEITURE OF MICHIGAN RAILROAD GRANT. 

Mr. PLUMB. I move that the Senate proceed to the consideration 
of Senate bill 858, Order of Business 2172, the regular order of busi- 
ness being laid aside temporarily for that purpose. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore, The Senator from Kansas asks unan- 


imous consent that the unfinished business be informally laid aside, 
nig that the Senate proceed to the consideration of the bill named by 


Mr. BLAIR. Iask the Senator from Kansas to allow me the court- 
esy of making an inquiry of the Senator from Missouri, and that is if 
it is convenient to him to proceed this evening to the consideration of 
the Army nurses bill? 

Mr. COCKRELL. I prefer not. I have not got the report that I 
expected, and I am expecting it every day. I will write again for it. 

By unanimous consent, the Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, 
proceeded to consider the bill (S. 858) to forfeit lands granted to the 
State of Michigan to aid in the construction of a railroad from Mar- 
quette to Ontonagon, in said State. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Public Lands with 
amendments. 

The first amendment was, after “‘subject-matter,’’ in line 9, to strike 
out ‘‘which are uncertified lands within the limits of the grant, to- 
gether with all the lands, certified or uncertified;’’ after the word ‘‘On- 
tonagon,”’ in line 13, to insert ‘‘including lands within indemnity 
limits;”’ in line 17, after the words ‘‘subject to,” to strike out ‘‘ sale 
and;’’ and in the same line, after the word ‘‘settlement,’’ to insert 
‘‘only;’? so as to make the bill read: 


Be it enacted, etc., That all the lands granted to the State of Mi for the use 
and benefit of any railroad company or ee eir corporate 
name, to aid in building and completing a M: ette to Ontona- 
gon, in said State, by an act of Congress approved June 3, and by any and 
all acts of Congress amendatory or supplementary thereto relate to the 
same subject-matter, which lie opposite the uncompleted portion of said road, 
extending from L’ Anse to Ontonagon, including lands within reete Peay 
are hereby declared, by reason of the breach of the conditions supo which the 
paotr made, forfeited; and that all of said lands be resto to the public 
om and made subject to settlement only under existing laws of the United 

es. 

Mr. PLUMB. I move to amend by inserting, after the word ‘‘set- 
tlement,’’ in line 17, the words ‘‘and entry;’’ so as to read: 

And that all of said lands be restored to the public domain and made subject 
to settlement and entry only under existing laws of the United States. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ments were concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the 
third time, and passed. 

PUBLIC BUILDING AT KALAMAZOO, MICH. 


Mr. STOCKBRIDGE. I ask the Senate to proceed to the consid- 
eration of Order of Business 2157, being Senate bill 3431. 

By unanimous consent, the bill (S. 3431) for the erection of a public 
building at the city of , Mich., was considered as in Com- 
mittee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and pussed. 

CITADEL ACADEMY AT CHARLESTON. 


Mr. HAMPTON. Iask unanimous consent to call up Senate bill 
3486, Order of Business 2165, 

By unanimous consent, the Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, 
proceeded to consider the bill (S. 3486) for the relief of the State of 
South Carolina. 

Mr. FRYE. I desire to inquire of the Senator from South Carolina 
if this is a unanimous report of the Committee on Military Affairs, 

Mr. HAMPTON. I think itis a unanimousreport. I will explain 
to the Senator that a joint resolution was reported by the Military 
Committee, referring to the Secretary of War the question as to the 
proper amount of rent to be paid. He referred it to the Quartermas- 
ter-General, who fixed this rent at only one-half the amount that the 
State had asked. The Secretary of War has sent in his report, saying 
that the Quartermaster-General has fixed the amount and that he ap- 
proved it. 

Mr. PLUMB. What is the purpose of this bill? 

Mr. HAMPTON. To pay the rent of the Citadel Academy. 

Mr. PLUMB. That item has been put on the deficiency bill by the 
Committee on Appropriations, if the Senator will observe that bill, and 
that therefore obviates the necessity of passing this bill. 

Mr. HAMPTON. Ido not care to press it, then. 

Mr. PLUMB. The Senator from Illinois [Mr. FARWELL], who isa 
member of the committee, will recollect the case, and so will the Sena- 
tor from Missouri [Mr. COCKRELL]. 


Mr. HAMPTON. Very well. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. What disposition shall be made of 


the bill? 

Mr. HAMPTON. I propose that it lie on the table. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Shall it be returned to the Calen- 
dar? 


Mr. HAMPTON. Yes, let it retain its place on the Calendar. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill will resume its place on 
the Calendar. 
AGREEMENT WITH FORT HALL AND LEMHI INDIANS. 
Mr. DAWES. I ask unanimous consent that the Senate proceed to 
the consideration of Calendar No. 1465, Senate bill 2992. : 
There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, 
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resumed the consideration of the bill (S. 2992) to accept and ratify the 
agreement submitted by the Shoshones, Bannacks, and Sheepeaters of 
the Fort Hall and Lemhi reservations in Idaho, May 14, 1880, and for 
other purposes, 
Mr. DAWES. TheSenator from Alabama [ Mr. MORGAN ] submitted 
an amendment as a substitute for this bill which meets the approval 
of the committee, and I ask that that may be read instead of the orig- 
inal bill. I believe the original bill has been read heretofore. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment will be stated. 
The amendment was to strixe out the preamble and the bill, and in 
lieu thereof to insert: 


Whereas certain chiefs of Shoshone, Bannack, and Sheepeater tribes of Indians 
have agreed and submitted to the Secretary of the Interior anagreement for the 
sale of a portion of their lands in the Territory of Idaho, their settlement upon 
lands in severalty, and for other purposes: Therefore, 

Be it enacted, cte., That said agreement be, and the same is hereby, accepted, 
ratified, and confirmed. Said agreement is assented to by a duly-certified ma- 
jority of the adult male Indians of the Shoshone and Bannack tribes occupying 
or interested in the lands of the Fort Hall reservation, in conformity with the 
eleventh article of the treaty with the Shoshones and nacks of July 3, 1868, 
(fifteenth Statutes at Large, page 670), and in words and figures as follows, 


namely: 

First. The chiefs and head men of the Shoshones, Bannacks, and Sheepeaters 
of the Lemhi agency hereby agree to surrender their reservation at Lemhi, and 
to remove and settle upon the Fort Hall reservation in Idaho, and to take up 
lands in severalty of that reservation as hereinafter provided. 

Second. The chiefs and head men of the Shoshones and Bannacks of Fort 
Hall hereby agree to the settlement of the Lemhi Indians upon the Fort Hall 
reservation in Idaho, and they to cede to the United States the following 
territory, namely: nning w the north line of township 9 south inter- 
sects with the eastern lineof their reservation; thence west with the extension 
of said line to the Port Neuf River; thence down and with the Port Neuf River 
to where said township line crosses the same; thence west with said line to 
Marsh Creek; thence up Marsh Creek to where the north line of township No, 
10 south intersects with the same; thence west with said line to the western 
pounds of said reseryation; thence south and with the boundaries of said 

on to the beginning, including also such quantity of the north side of 
Port Neuf River as H.O. Harkness may be entitled to under existing law, the 
same to be conformed to the public surveys, so as to include the improvements 
of said Harkness, 

Third. In view of the cessions contained in the above articles the United States 
agrees to pay to the Lemhi Indians the sum of $4,000 per annum for twenty 
years and to the Fort Hall Indians the sum of $6,000 per annum for twenty years, 
the same to be in addition to any sums to which the above-named Indians are 
now entitled by treaty, and all provisions of existing treaties, so far as they re- 
late to funds, to remain in full force and effect. 

Fourth. Allotments in severalty of the remaining lands on the Fort Hall res- 
ervation 1 be made as follows: 

To each head ot family not more than one-quarter of a section, with an addi- 
tional quantity of grazing land, not exceeding one-quarter of a section. 

To each single person over eighteen years and other person under eight- 
een years now living, or may be born lye? to said allotments, not more than 
one-eighth, with an additional quantity of grazing land, not exceeding one- 
eighth of a section; all allotments to be made with the advice of the agent of 
the said Indians, or such other person as the Secretary of the Interior may des- 
ignate for that purpose, upon the selections of the Indians, heads of families 
selecting for their minor children,and the agent making allotments for each 


orphan child, 

Tifth. The Government of the United States shall cause the lands of the Fort 
Hall reservation above named to be properly surveyed and divided among the 
eaid Indians in severalty and in the proportions hereinbefore mentioned, and 
shall issue nts to them res ively therefor so soon as the necessary Jaws 
are Con, . The title to be acquired thereto by the Indians shall 
not be subject to alienation, lease, or incumbrance, either by voluntary convey- 
ance of the repoa bd heirs, or by the judgment, order, or decree of any 
court, or subject to ion of any character, but shall be and remain inalien- 
able and not subject to taxation for the period of twenty-five years, and until 
such time thereafter as the Preident may see fitto remove the restriction, which 
shall be incorporated in the patent. 

Done at the city of Washington this lith day of May, A. D. 1880. 

TEN Y, his x mark. 


TESEDEMIT, his x mark. 
GROUSE PETE, his x mark. 
JACK G N, his x mark. 
TI HEE, his x mark. 
CAPTAIN JIM, his x mark. 
JACK TEN DOY, his x mark. 


CHARLES RAINEY, Acling Interpreter. 
Jons A. WRIGHT, United States Indian Agent. 


Sec, 2. That the Secre of the Interior be, and he is hereby, authorized to 
cause to be surve: a sufficient tity of land on the Fort Hall reservation 
to secure the settlement in severalty to said Indians as provided in said agree- 
ment. Upon the completion ofsaid survey he shall cause allotments of land to 
be made to each andall of said Indians in quantity and character as set forth in 
the agreement above mentioned; and upon the approval of said allotments by 
the Secretary of the Interior, he shall cause patents to issue to each and every 
allottee for the lands so allotted, with the conditions, restrictions, and limita- 
tions mentioned therein as are provided in the agreement, : 

Sec. 3. That for the purpose of carrying the provisions of this act into effect 
the following sums, or so much thereof as may be necessary, be, and the same 
is hereby, set aside, out of any moneys in the ry not otherwise appropri- 
ated, to be expended under the direction of the Secretary of the Interior, as fol- 


WS: 

For the expense of the survey of the land as provided in section second of 
this act, $12,000, 

For the first of twenty installments as provided in said agreement, to be used 
by the Secretary of the Interior for the benefit of the Indians in such manner as 
e eg“ may direct: For the Lemhi Indians, $4,000, and for the Fort Hall 

ans, 

For the expense of removing the Lemhi Indians to the Fort Hall reservation, 


000. 

Bec. 4. That this act, so far as the Lemhi Indians are concerned, shall take ef- 
fect only when the President of the United States shall have presented to him 
gat ry evidence that the agreement herein set forth has been accepted by 
the majority of all the adult male members of the Shoshone, Bannack, and 


Sheepeater tribes occupying the Lemhi reservation, and shall have signified 


his approval thereof, 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ment was concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the 
third time, and passed. 

The preamble was agreed to. 

WILLIAM BROWN. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair lays before the Senate a 
message from the House of Representatives, which will be read, 

The Chief Clerk read as follows: 

In THE House or REPRESENTATIVES, September 18, 1888. 

Ordered, That the Clerk be directed to return to the Senate, in compliance with 
its request, the bill (S. 3193) directing the commissioners of the District of Colum- 
bia to convey to William Brown a part of an alley in square 120, in the city of 
Washington, on certain conditions. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill being returned pursuant to 
the request of the Senate upon the motion of the Senator from West 
Virginia [Mr. FAULKNER], the votes by which the bill was and 
by which it was ordered to a third reading will be reconsidered and 
the bill referred to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I move that the Senate do now adjourn, 

The motion was agreed to; and (at 5 o'clock and.5 minutes p. m.) 
the Senate adjourned until to-morrow, Thursday, September 20, 1888, 
at 12 o’clock m. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
WEDNESDAY, September 19, 1888. 
The House met at 12 o’clock m. Prayer by Rev. J. H. CUTHBERT, 


. D. 
The Journal of yesterday’s proceedings was read and approved. 
FINDINGS OF COURT OF CLAIMS. 


The SPEAKER pro tempore laid before the House a communication 
from the assistant clerk of the Court of Claims, transmitting copies of 
the orders of the court and findings of fact in the following cases, 
namely: John C. Jones vs, The United States, James G. Spencer vs. 
The United States, Nora Walsh vs. The United States, and Jacob Rich- 
ards vs. The United States. 


REFERENCE OF SENATE BILLS, 


The SPEAKER pro tempore also laid before the House the bill (S, 
1078) for the relief of Florida Kennerly; which was read a first and 
second time, 

Mr. STONE, of Kentucky. Iask for the reading of that bill. 

The bill was read at length. 

Mr. STONE, of Kentucky. I now ask unanimous consent for its 
present consideration. 

Mr. HOLMAN. With the statement of facts, which do not appear 
on the face of it. : 

Mr. STONE, of Kentucky.” This is for the payment of the sum of 
$126 due to Mrs. Kennerly here, and has been passed by the Senate 
and favorably reported from the War Claims Committee of the House. 
A reference to the Committee on War Claims will simply bring it back 
in its present shape. 

Mr. HOLMAN. What is the character of the claim? 

Mr. STONE, of Kentucky. There is no doubt of the justice of the 
claim. 

Mr. FORNEY. Regular order. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Let this bill go through. 

Mr. FORNEY. I call up the conference report on the sundry civil 
bill. It will take only an hour, and then gentlemen can have an op- 
portunity to dispose of such matters as this. g 

Mr. STONE, of Kentucky. I ask unanimous consent, then, that 
this bill be allowed to remain on the Speaker’s table, 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 


> ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


Mr. FORNEY. I call up the conference report,-but pending that I 
ask unanimous consent that gentlemen having reports from committees 
may be permitted to file them with the Clerk. 

There was no objection. : 


REPORTS FILED. 


The following reports were filed by being handed in at the Clerk’s 
desk: 
JOHN W. HART. 


Mr. THOMPSON, of Ohio, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 
reported the bill (H. R. 11460) for the relief of John W. Hart; which 
was read a first and second time, referred to ihe Committee of the 
Whole House on the Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying 
report, ordered to be printed. 
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SQUIRE WALTER. 


Mr. THOMPSON, of Ohio, also, from the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions, reported back favorably the bill (H. R. 10448) granting a pension 
to Squire Walter; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole 
House on the Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, 
ordered to be printed. 

EMANUEL P. STEED. 


Mr. THOMPSON, of Ohio, also, from the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions, reported back favorably the bill (H. R. 10253) granting a pension 
toEmanuel P, Steed; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole 
House on the Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, 
ordered to be printed. 

W. G. ANDERSON. 


Mr. STONE, of Kentucky, from the Committee on War Claims, re- 
ported back the bill (H. R. 7922) for the relief of W. G. Anderson; 
which was laid on the table. 

He also, in the nature of a substitute for the foregoing, reported a bill 
(H. R. 11461) for the relief of W. G. Anderson; which was read a first 
and second time, referred tothe Committee of the Whole House on the 
Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be 


printed. 
WILLIAM T. MAYNARD. 


Mr, STONE, of Kentucky, also, from the Committee on War Claims, 
reported back favorably the bill (H. R. 6765) for the relief of William 
T. Maynard; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House 
on the Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered 
to be printed. 

WILLIAM S. THATCHER. 

Mr. STONE, of Kentucky, also, from the Committee on War Claims, 
reported back favorably the bill (H. R. 6765) for the relief of William S. 
Thatcher; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House 
on the Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered 
to be printed. 

CAPT. MICHAEL PIGGOTT. 


Mr. LANE, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, reported back 
favorably the bill (H. R. 7633) granting a pension to Capt. Michael 
Piggott; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House on 
the Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to 
be printed. 

ANTHONY SHAFER, 

Mr. LANE also, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, reported 
back favorably the bill (H. R. 3512) granting a pension to Anthony 
Shafer; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole Honse on 
the Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to 
be printed. 

JAMES S. HARDEN. 


Mr. LANE also, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, reported 
back favorably the bill (H. R. 11378) granting a pension to James S. 
Harden; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House on 
the Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to 
be printed. 

JOHN W. BARRETT. 


Mr. LANE also, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, reported 
back with amendment the bill (i. R. 3570) granting an increase of 
pension to John W. Barrett; which was referred to the Committee of 
the Whole House on the Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying 
report, ordered to be printed. 


ADVERSE REPORTS. 


Mr, LANE also, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, reported 
back adversely bills of the following titles; which were severally laid 
on the table, and the accompanying reports ordered to be printed: 

A bill (S. 3266) granting a pension to Mrs. Adelaide H. Woodall; 


and 
A bill (H. R. 5507) granting a pension to Julia G. Morse. 
ELLEN G. KING. 


Mr. FRENCH, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, reported 
back favorably the bill (H. R. 9107) granting a pension to Ellen G. 
King; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the 
Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be 
printed. 

ORDER OF BUSINESS. 

Mr. FORNEY. Under the order of the House adopted on yesterday, 
one hour remains for debate to be equally divided. The gentleman 
from Arkansas [Mr. ROGERS] I presume will control the time in oppo- 
sition to the report with the understanding that Mr. SMITH, of Arizona, 
is to have fifteen minutes. I yield now to the gentleman from Penn- 
sylvania [Mr. JACKSON] ten minutes of the time allotted to me. 


LEAVE OF ABSENCE. 


By unanimous consent, leave of absence was granted as follows: 
To Mr. TARSNEY, indefinitely, on account of important business, 
To Mr. NICHOLS, for two weeks, on account of important business. 


SUNDRY CIVIL APPROPRIATION BILL. ` 


The SPEAKER protempore. The gentleman from Alabama calls up 
the conference report which he has indicated. The gentleman from 
Pennsylvania [Mr. JACKSON ] is recognized for ten minutes, 

Mr. JACKSON. Mr. Speaker, the gentleman from Alabama [Mr. 
FORNEY] in calling up this report for consideration, stated that the 
appropriation to continue work on the new Library building was the 
only part of it to which objection was made in the House. I consider 
it a matter of great public importance that a reasonable amount of 
money shall be appropriated by Congress at this session for that pur- 


pose. 

The sum proposed of $500,000 is certainly not too large, and the 
plan of placing its expenditure and the entire charge of constructing 
the building in the hands of the Chief of Engineers of the Army meets 
my hearty approval. 

A library at the seat of Government, worthy of our nation, is so de- 
sirable, and the immediate urgent need of a building suitable for its 
accommodation so apparent, that I did not expectit would be necessary 
to consume time in discussing the general proposition. The debate, 
however, to which we have listened makes it plain that there are mem- 
bers here who feel no great interest in such a library. Some, I trust 
the number is not large, are wholly opposed to it, whilst others have 
so little friendship for it that they are willing torisk the entire defeat 
of the project in tedious, profitless discussion of opinions about details 
if it shall enable them to renew their professions of economy. 

Under these circumstances I consider it proper to urge upon Con- 
gress the duty of making this appropriation, and to state some of the 
many reasons that can be given why we should make liberal provis- 
ion for a national library. 

Mr. Speaker, the collection of books in the Capitol known as the 
Library of Congress was commenced by authority of Congress in the 
year 1800. It was destroyed with the Capitol in 1814 by the British 
army. After this it was replenished by the purchase of the library of 
ex-President Jefferson, and additions annually made by appropriations 
made by Congress for oe ee In 1851 it contained 55,000 vol- 
umes, but by an accidental fire in that year all were destroyed except 
20,000 volumes. Congress at once made an appropriation of $75,000 
to replenish the loss and has since made annual appropriations for the 
same purpose. In 1865 it contained 92,450 volumes; in 1881, 390,000 
volumes, and it has now reached the magnificent size of 590,000 vol- 
umes, besides 180,000 phlets. 

The collection is rich and valuable, and has grown far beyond the 
capacity of all the rooms in the Capitol that could be appropriated to 
its use. Vast quantities of books are stored in piles, inaccessible to 
readers, whilst maps, charts, and pamphlets that could not be replaced 
if lost are exposed to destruction for want of even safe storage rooms, 
The rooms used are unfit for the purpose, are disconnected, some on the 
main floor and others in the basement. 

Itis safe to say that no such valuable library in the world is so poorly 
housed and cared for as this one. In addition to this, the scant room 
furnished is taken at the great inconvenience of Congress, which has 
use for it all for legislative p 

For many years the need of a separate building to accommodate this 
growing Library has pressed itself upon Congress. Committees of both, 
House and Senate, at different times, have given full and careful con- 
sideration to the subject. There were differences of opinion as to 
whether the building should be made an addition to the Capitol or 
built separate. Then the question of location of a separate building 
was the source of a long contention. 

Finally, some two years since, in the Forty-ninth Congress, all cou- 
flicting opinions were so far united that the law was enacted which 
fixed the location on ground east of the Capitol, adopted a plan for the 
building, and appropriated money to purchase the land and commence 
the work of construction. 

The matter seemed to be finally settled, and from all parts of the 
country came congratulations on the prospect of our having at no very 
distant date a library worthy of the name. 

Since then the ground has been purchased, excavations made, and 
the foundations of the building commenced. 5 

Mr. Speaker, I stop now to inquire what objection is made to this 
appropriation to continue this desirable work. Has it been discovered 
that the location is not a good one? Not at all. It is evidently a 
wise one. Is the general plan of the building unsuited for the pur- 
pose? - Not by any means. With scarce a dissenting voice it is con- 
ceded to be an admirable design, uniting beauty with strength and 
utility. What, then, again I ask, is the objection? Judging by the 
long debate to which we have listened there is but one avowed objec- 
tion, and it isa most remarkable one. It is this: The building will 
cost when finished more than certain members of Congress supposed it 
would when they voted in the Forty-ninth Congress to authorize its 


1888. 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


8747 


erection. It is not even claimed that the building is too large for the 
future uses of the Library or that there is any useless expenditure as 
to plan or material. 

These objections, Mr. Speaker, we have been surprised to hear com- 
ing from gentlemen who allege they are in favor of a suitable building 
for our great Library. If they are sincere in their statements their 
objections have less substance than any I have ever heard offered to 
a great public work. I can scarcely refrain from expressing the opin- 
ion that there is somewhere concealed in these trifling objections a 
design to defeat the erection of a Library building. 

The arguments to support these trivial objections are only applicable 
to the side of those who are opposed to the whole project. The best 
that can be said of them is that they are contests over matters of detail 
that are usually confided to subordinate officers of the Government. 
As to the complaint made against the architect that members of the 
Forty-ninth Congress did not know that this building would cost near 
as much as it is now apparent that it will and that he is responsible for 
their mistakes, I have but little to say. 

There is not much evidence if any of statements of cost being submit- 
ted to Congress by the architect, and there igat least room for honest be- 
lief that the estimates referred to in the Forty-ninth Congress were for 
pe o ees of the building. One thing the records of that Congress 
do disclose, namely, that gentlemen then opposing the whole measure 
made the same charges of probable great cost against the plan of the 
architect thatare madenow. These charges of extravagance were used 
then to defeat the bill and failed; they are now renewed for the pur- 
pose of stopping work on the building. 

If it be true that some gentlemen now on this floor who were mem- 
bers of the Forty-ninth Congress voted for the Library bill because 
they did not know how much it would cost, I can not see how they 
can gain much credit by the statement. We had the plans before us 
in that Congress; a very little investigation would have satisfied any 
one that the building would, when entirely finished, cost more than 
two or even three million dollars, as some now allege they expected it 
to cost. We ought to build a building worth two or three times that 
amount, and how gentlemen were expecting to get a building for one- 
third of its value it would be difficult to explain. 

With all the light I have been able to obtain on the subject, I re- 
gard my vote in favor of the passage of the original bill in the Forty- 
ninth Congress with great satisfaction. I consider it a honor to 
have had the opportunity to aid in the passage of that bill by my vote, 
for the very reason that I think it provided for the erection of a suit- 
able building for the Library—one none too large, but of a size suffi- 
cient to accommodate the growing requirements of the Library for 
many years to come. : 

If any gentlemen were induced to support the original measure by 
want of knowledge of the cost, I ask to be allowed to suggest to them 
that it would be good policy to say nothing about that now and enjoy 
the full credit of having supported a most worthy measure. 

Mr. Speaker, I have already stated that the proposed plan of this 
building is conceded to be suitable for the purpose of the Library. I 
understand that Mr. Spofford, the most eminent librarian in the coun- 
try, gives it his hearty approval. Other gentlemen competent to judge, 
who have examined it, are well satisfied withit. Iam not i 
that some criticisms have been made upon it, but so far as I have ob- 
served these criticisms can be traced to either jealous or aspiring archi- 
tects or their immediate friends. This is nothing more than might be 
expected. No one would say that it is unusual. ? 

I feel confident we can go on with this building with the full as- 
surance that it will well answer the purpose for which it is designed. 
The discussion has been so entirely taken up with collateral matters 
and questions of detail in architecture that we are perhaps in danger 
of losing sight of the main question. 

I consider the main question to be what is necessary, and what is the 
best to hasten the construction of the building. On minor mat- 
ters I am ready to yield to the judgment of others if necessary to se- 
cure agreement. 

It is a subject of regret with me that my friend from Ilinois [Mr. 
Payson], who is, as we all know, so zealous, earnest, able, and con- 
scientious in everything he advocates, has allowed himself to be car- 
ried away from the main question. He has made a very plausible ad- 
dress on what I consider the contest between the different architects, 
and which I think is an issue that should not have been raised at all. 
Of course in that issue it is to be expected that he will take the side of 
the architect who lives in his own Prairie State. It is at most buta 
difference of opinion, and, I may add, a question that but few members 
of Congress are competent to pass upon. He devoted himself so faith- 
fully to this question that he has not given any of the very liberal time 
that has been accorded to him to urging upon Congress its duty 
of providing for the prompt construction of the Library building, this 
being, in fact, the real and main question. 

_ But I still more regret that he seems to have felt himself compelled 
in the line of argument he undertook, inJorder tosupport his position, to 
belittle the objects, purposes, and designs of the Library. He utterly 
opposes the construction of the whole building, and then attempts to 


ridicule the appearance that a part of the building will make, comments 
on the cost, and says all this is to be expended to ‘‘cover some books.”? 

When pressed on the proposition that money will not likely be 
wasted, that is expended under charge of the Chief of Engineers, he 
is compelled to admit it, but adds, ‘‘ This is not a question of honest 
expenditure.” If he is in favor of a building for a Library I should 
like to know what more can properly be in it than to see that money 
for the purpose is expended by competent men honestly. 

In the last position which he assumed on yesterday he undertook to 
compare the wisdom of the construction of this building on the plan 
proposed with the library in a little province of Europe, the library at 
Munich in Bavaria. He certainly does not suppose that the people of 
the United States, and the Government of the United States of - 
ica, are to model their institutions, their improvements, and their pub- 
lic buildings upon the buidings of a small country composed, I believe, 
of less than 5,000,000 people, whose whole annual revenue does not 
exceed some $20,000,000 or $30,000,000. 

That is not a model on which the people of the United States ought 
to shape their institutions, and I should regret very much, sir, if we 
allowed ourselves to be so far drawn from the main question here that 
we could not do justice to our own country and to ourselves, but would 
allow the subject to be obscured by such ents as that. It is not 
sufficient that gentlemen say they do not intend to defeat the Library; 
that must be the effect of these attacks if a sufficient number persist in 
them. Weall know who have looked into this matter and examined ~ 
the records on the question, so as to become familiar with its begin- 
nings and growth, that it took a great many years to formulate a plan 
upon which the Senate and the House could agree at all in regard to 
the construction of this building; that its consideration was repeat- 
edly set aside and delayed by other matters; that whilstit is a most 
worthy project it had no particular locality or interest to press it. 

To reopen the question now means indefinite delay and would leave 
ithardertosettlethanatthe first. Itmeans topull down and destroy all 
that has been accomplished. It is always easy to obstruct legislation. 
At this late day in the present session every one knows that it is the 
very easiest thing to stop, delay, or even prevent legislation. There 
is not much credit to be gained in doing it. Any man can pull down. 
It is one of the easiest things in the world to destroy, but it requires a 
great mind to create, to build up, to encourage, and originate plans 
that shall make better and happier his fellow-men. 

Mr. Speaker, I would be better pleased if we had before us a propo- 
sition for the construction of the entire building according to the origi- 
nal plans. But as the committee have concluded for the present to 
proceed with a part of the building which can be erected by itself, and 
which it is believed will be sufficient for the immediate use of the Li- 
brary, I am satisfied to do this. 

Whilst agreeing to the present proposition, I think it would be still 
better to proceed with the whole building, and that it shows wisdom 
in the architect when he planned a building the size of this one. It 
would not be very many years until the Library would need it all, and 
it would be considered a proper investment of money and a wise meas- 
tire in the end. 

Let me call the attention of the House to the rapid rate at which 
the Library has grown. Recollect it has done this without suitable 
room and when there has been little to encourage parties to make do- 
nations. In 1851, after the fire, there were but 20,000 volumes in 
the Library; in 1865 the number had risen to 92,450; in 1881 it had 
reached 390,000, and in 1888 it has reached 590,0000 volumes, besides 
1£0,000 pamphlets. This has gone on notwithstanding it has been 
known for years and years that we had not sufficient room to house 
them. Every gentleman who has given the subject attention knows 
that the most important means by which libraries are increased is by 
gifts and donations. 

To secure these you must first provide adequate and suitable room. 
Then you may expect liberal gifts and additions year by year, such as 
have been made by Dr. Joseph M. Toner and others. It would be 
reasonable and proper to plan and erect a building now with asize and 
capacity at least two or three times larger than the present Library re- 
quires. The British Museum was erected in 1823 for a library of 200,- 
000 volumes. It has now grown to 600,000. To accommodate the 
increase additions have been from time to time built, co that it is badly 
planned and very defective in light and ventilation. 

The general history of library buildings shows that they have nearly 
always been found too small. I have never heard of one that proved 
to be too larga S 

Mr. Speaker, I would call the attentionof the House to the fact that 
the Government buildings in this city, and, I believe, generally over 
the country, have been complained of always as being on two small a 
scale. There is not to-dayasingle Department of the Government that 
is adequately provided with room, unless it is the Pension bureau. 
And so much are the others crowded that there are numerous propo- 
sitions to transfer other business to that building. 

Those buildings that have been planned within the last thirty or 
forty years are wholly inadequate to-day for the business of the Gov- 
ernment, You know very well that there is not a single department. 
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of the Government but is seeking additional room to properly transact 
the public business. This year we are paying thousands and thousands 
of dollars rent within the city of Washington for buildings for the use 
of the Government. If to-day the Library building was completed, 
and only one-half required for use of the Library, the Government 
could to a great advantage use the other half for other purposes and 
save rent it is now paying. We could well use part of that Library 
building for years until it could be gradually absorbed by the increase 
of the Library, as it certainly would. 

Our forefathers, far-seeing and wise as they were in laying the foun- 
dations of the Government, never anticipated fully the great and glo- 
rious future that was before them. No ordinary man consulting the 
history of other nations could have anticipated such marvelous growth 
as ours has had. Indeed, we who are now in active life can scarcely 
comprehend it when we look backward and try to study its causes. 

When the corner-stone of this Capitol was laid, September 18, 1793, 
the Congress consisted of thirty Senators and one hundred and five Rep- 
resentatives. Each of the Representatives in the House had a constit- 
uency of 33,900 people. = 

To-day Congress is composed of seventy-six Senators and three hun- 
dred and twenty-five Representatives. Each of these Representatives 
had by the apportionment a constituency of 151,912 people. This was 
based on the census of 50,155,783 taken in 1880. But our population 
is to-day estimated at 62,000,000, so that each one of the three hundred 
and twenty-five members of Congress represents on this floor 190,000 


le. 

T have not time or I would reply to some of the arguments used by 
the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. PAyson] why we ought not to com- 
plete this building. He spoke of the cost of the British Museum. He 
tells you that the ag; te cost was nine millions; but the gentleman 
knows very well, for he shows that he has examined the statistics, that 
the British Museum would not be a model for us to-day; that it is alto- 
gether different from what it was intended to be in the beginning, and 
that it was wholly inadequate for the purposes which it is now used 
for; that it is a piece of patchwork, increased by additions from time 
to time like a Rarharivents farmer’s barn built in the olden time; 
these additions having been added to as required, and that it would 
not be a suitable pattern for us at this time at all. In fact, as I before 
mentioned, we ought to learn by their experience to build a Jarge build- 
ing at once. 

Mr. PAYSON. 
there? 

Mr. JACKSON. Certainly. 

Mr. PAYSON. I simply alluded to the cost, as the gentleman’s col- 
league [Mr. KELLEY ] had stated to the House that he was surprised 
that there should be on the part of any member of this House a dispo- 
sition to curtail the expenses; and he told of what he had seen ab: of 
these great buildings which were put up in Europe as patterns for us, 
and I came to the same conclusion as the gentleman now addressing 
the House, that Mr. KELLEY was mistaken about their being any cri- 
terion for us to go by, and the distinguished gentleman coincides with 
me. And the fact that they had erected buildings costing from five to 
six millions is no reason why we should erect a building costing fifteen 
to twenty millions to produce the same results. 

Mr. JACKSON. ‘The gentleman from Illinois [Mr. PAYSON] now 
gives a very different conclusion to his illustration than I supposed at 
the time he intended us to draw. When he referred to the eloquent 
and masterly description of the interior arrangements of the British 
Museum given us by Judge KELLEY, and then told us that this grand 
and gorgeous institution only cost seven or eight million dollars, and 
feelingly spoke of what plain people in Illinois where he lived would 
be satisfied with, I supposed he meant that for the Congress of the 
United States to spend seven or eight million dollars on a library would 
be reckless extravagance. 

I trust the gentleman may conclude to explain all he has said on the 
same plan. Now, if it be true that the British Museum is not good 
enough for us, we ought not to hear any more on the subject of the 
present Library building being extravagant. Iam free to say that I 
think we ought to build a better building than the British Museum. 

lt seems, then, that the principal objection of the gentleman from 
Illinois [Mr. Payson] to making this appropriation is the general one 
to which I at first referred, namely, that in the original adoption of 
the plan the House was deceived and did not know what it was getting. 
I undertake to say, sir, that it does not make any difference now 
whether the House was deceived in regard to the plan or not. The 
question now is, is this a reasonable and proper plan, one which we 
ought to carry out? If we settle this in the affirmative, as I think we 
should, the matter is ended. All further debate is superfluous. 

The gentleman from Illinois said yesterday that he would not vote 
any money for any public building the plan for which he did not un- 
derstand or did have an opportunity to carefully examine and consider. 
Why, sir, that isa very remarkable statement. Every year we vote 
large sums of money to be spent under the direction of others without 
attempting to consider the plans of expenditure in detail. It is not 
within the province of Congress to do such work, and I am surprised 


Will the gentleman permit me to interrupt him 


that this body should undertake to examine and pass upon details of 
this character. There are matters which can be passed upon intelli- 
gently only by those who are especially skilled in the science and art 
that is involved. 

This very session Congress voted over twenty millions of money to 
be expended upon our rivers and harbors and similar public improve- 
ments, but in all the discussion on the subject I did not hear the gen- 
tleman from Illinois, nor any other member, speak of prescribing the 
details of the plans of those improvements. The details of all such 
expenditures are left to the Engineer Department of the Government. 
Every session Congress votes millions of money to build Government 
buildings and the plans, materials,and contracts are all subject to the 
approval of officers of the Government. We intrust all these things, 
and properly so, to men we believe to be honest and capable, men who 
are specially trained in that direction. 

In my judgment we are wasting our time in discussing the details of 
this building. As I said before, itis not within the province of Con- 
gress to consider such matters. Having determined that we ought to 
havea Library building suitable for the greatest nation on earth,a nation 
that prides itself on a government founded on the general intelligence 
of its people, we ought to goon and provide liberally for the work, 
place it in what we consider proper hands, and then trust to the hon- 
esty, skill, and ability of those men to expend the money wisely. We 
will never succeed in building a suitable building any other way. 

Let it be remembered that this is not a library for the city of Wash- 
ington alone, although its free use should be one of the attractions of 
this growing and now beautiful city of more than a quarter of a million 


of people. 

bi and should be the distinctive library of the nation. The best 
furnished, best equipped, and largest in the United States. It ought 
in its buildings and surroundings to be a model that the cities of the 
country so far as necessary might copy. 

We owe it to the nation and to ourselves to make liberal appropria- 
tions for this purpose. It is unfortunate that the work had not been 
commenced sooner. The intelligence, virtue, and character of anation 
has always been estimated by its care of books and archives. Noneof 
the other great reading nations of the earth are to-day as deficient ina 
great national library as we are. This is justly a reproach to us. 

We should have the greatest library in the world. With fair treat- 
ment of the subject by Congress we soon can have. We should recol- 
lect that we are building for a nation that will soon bea hundred mill- 
ion of people; that our present form of government can not long exist 
without general education and intelligence among the people, This 
Library should be a national repository, the greatcollection of the lit- 
erature of the people of the United States. - More than this, it should 
be enriched by the treasures of all lands and of all generations of civ- 
ilized men. It is to-day worthy of the best building proposed for it, 
but with that building a few years will more than double it. Itis a 
library for all the people of the United States, and it should be such 
a collection and have such a safe and convenient building for its ac- 
commodation that it would be inquired for by visitors when they come 
here next after the Capitol itself. 

Under our laws the copyright fees paid to the Library amount to 
$20,000 yearly, and copies of books deposited for preservation and in 
pursuance of law are worth $25,000 more each year. These are addi- 
tional reasons why we should make a liberal appropriation. 

If there be any one who thinks we can temporarily suspend work on 
this building and omit the appropriation for this session and provide 
for it again without danger to the whole project, I fear he is greatly 
mistaken. 

If the appropriation to continue the work fails this session, that fact 
will be used as a reason for omitting it next session. In the suc- 
ceeding Congress objecting economists will find increasing reasons for 
delay, and there is but little doubt that the hopes of having erected a 
suitable building forthe Library will be deferred for many years. This 
would be a great national loss. The only safe plan is to agree to the 
conference report and make an appropriation now, which I most sin- 
cerely hope will be done. i 

Mr. WHITE, of Indiana. Mr. Speaker, there are sin two main 
points involved in this question. One is whether we shall go on with 
this building or not, and the other is whether we shall disgrace the 
architect who has designed the keyring» These, I say, are the two 
main points for the consideration of the House; and in the little time 
allotted to me I will devote myself to those points exclusively. 

In the first place, sir, is there any good reason why we should hesi- 
tate to go on with this building? We have already commenced it, we 
have accepted the plans, and the work is in progress. If any one will 
take the trouble to go over to the ground that has been purchased for 
the erection of this building, he will see the great excavations that have 
been made there for the main foundation and the central walls; he willsee 
the filling up that has been done with the finest kind of Portland cement. 
The trenches are filled with this cement 6 feet deep and 3 or 4 or 5 feet 
thick. Thenif he will look around the yard he will see the great blocks 
of granite ready to be placed on that foundation, provided Congress will 
say, ‘‘Go on withthe work.’ But we are asked to hesitate about com 
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tinuing this work. Sir, this isnot the time to hesitate. If such hesita- 
ion would have been proper at any time, if would have been at the 
beginning, and not now, in the middle of the work. Half a millien 
dollars at least has already been expended on the building, and now, 
when we have come to a point where we ought to go on and complete 
it, we are asked to stop, upon the ground that we were deceived as to 
the extent or the cost of the work. That is the main argument of the 
gentlemen who are antagonizing this project. Deceived by whom? 
What object has this architect in deceiving Congress? Can any man 
give a satisfactory answer to that question? Certainly not. 

Thearchitect was simply instructed to draw a plan for a Library build- 
ing, and he did it in competition with twenty or twenty-five others, 
and his plan was selected. When he furnished his plan he did not agree 
that he would construct the building. That was leftto Congress. Su 
pose a client should consult an attorney, and the attorney should ad- 
vise him to go into a suit, because he believed the case was a good one, 
and suppose that after the litigation had been prolonged for years at 
great expense the client should finally lose the suit, what would you 
think of him if heshould go around denouncing his attorney as arogue 
and a scoundrel upon the ground that he had deceived him into begin- 
ning the lawsuit? This is just the position of the architect. 

There is no deception about it. An attorney simply tells his client 
that he thinks he has a good case and that he will win the case for him 
if he can, and, to the credit of the attorneys, members of the grandest 
profession under the sun, thatis their highest aim in life. They donot 
deceive the parties who employ them. They are, as a rule, high- 
minded men, and so the architects as a class are high-minded scientific 
men who have no object in deceiving those who employ them. I know 
an instance of a building that is going on now for which the architect 
made an estimate of $12,000, but in the face of that estimate the man 
for whom the building is constructing let the contract for $17,000. 
There is an increase of five thousand on an estimate of twelve thou- 
sand, a difference not much greater in proportion than that which is 
charged against the architect here. 

Architects are not, as a rule, familiar with the business of building. 
They are not contractors; they do not know how to manage labor; they 
do not always know the price of the materials that go into a building. 
They simply make an estimate and then it is for the party who under- 
takes to construct the building to protect himself against the archi- 
tect’s estimate if it is wrong. Will any one say that this House had 
not an opportunity to do that in this case? Is there a member on this 
floor who will say that this House, or the committee in charge of this 
building, had not full opportunity to protect themselves against any 
mistake which this architect may have made, if he did make any mis- 
take? Could they not have advertised for bids, and would there not 
have been a hundred builders from all over this land looking at their 
plans and specifications and bidding upon the work and upon every part 
of it from the cellar to the turret? 

In that way we could have found out exactly what it would cost to 
construct the building, and then if we found it would cost too: much 
we might have hesitated. But, sir, as I have already said, it is too 
late to hesitate now; it is almost a scandal to find this great Congress 
hesitating upon the paltry sum of a few million dollars for a great work 
ofthis kind. Furthermore, sir, there has been nothing brought outin 
this whole debate to show that this architect really made an incorrect 
estimate, Gentlemen charge that he made an estimate lower than his 
present one, but that is in dispute, and I say there has been no proof 
produced here to show that whatever estimate he did make is wrong, 
or would be wrong if the builders of the country were permitted to bid 
upon it. It is quite possible that if this plan which is now before us 
was put into the market, so to speak, to be bid upon by the builders of 
this country to-day, the result would show that the work could be 
done for five millions. We have no assurance that it could not. 

It is true that members here say that it will cost from twelve to fif- 
teen millions, but how do they know that? Where do they get the 
evidence of it? Do they getit from their talk? There is no evidence 
except talk. It is probably true thatsome disappointed architects, not 
having this job thrown into their hands, and their friends not having 
the contracts to furnish the material, may have interfered in this mat- 
ter; and I believe that is where the trouble is. Whatisit proposed to 
do? To stop the erection of a great public building at the behest of 
these gentlemen; and at the same time the attempt is made to degrade 
and disgrace a man against whose character there is absolutely no 
charge which can be plausibly sustained. If there were any evidence 
here to show this man guilty of malfeasance, to show that he had been 
in any way corrupt, I would say he ought to be removed. But on the 
contrary there is nothing whatever to impeach his character. He is 
charged with having deceived this Congress, which is a very trifling 
way of getting out of our responsibility. 

I assure this House (and I am in earnest—I will be bound by my 
statement) that, taking that plan there (I do not know what the esti- 
mate is), I will give my bond to find a builder who will construct that 
building in keeping with that plan of the architect for $7,000,000, and 
I should make a million dollars by the undertaking. These people 
should stop their talk about this building costing twelve to fifteen mill- 
ion dollars. Without leaving the Eastern coast, I will find a builder 


, 


who will construct that building from top to bottom for $7,000,000. 
This attempted scare about the great expense of the present plan ought 
to be stopped. We do not want any of this pretended economy. Itis 
not economy; it is parsimony. Economy is a virtue, and is a proper 
thing to exercise, but parsimony is not. It is looked upon with con- 
tempt as a vice. A parsimonious person is never admired or respected. 
Neither is a parsimonious government. 

It is our duty ina matter of this kind to consider whatisright. This 
question has been considered for years, It is no hasty step that Con- 
gress has taken. This matter has been under consideration for fifteen 
years; and now when the building is under way we have these fault- 
finders, who, under pretense of economy, insist that we must stop the 
work on this building. Why should you stopit? Suppose you dostop 
it; suppose, as now proposed, you advertise again for bids; suppose you 
advertise to the world that you want bids for a new building. Arch- 
itects come down here in great numbers with théir plans, which they 
submit. Your committee agrees on a certain plan. The architect says 
the building on that plan will cost $5,000,000. You adopt that plan, 
and the work begins anew. You discard entirely the old plan and go 
to work on this new one. Six months after the work has 
under this new plan some other architect or some disappointed con- 
tractors make the statement the building will cost you $10,000,000 or 
$15,000,000. You then stop the work and consider the question of recom- 
mencing it upon a new plan. Whereare you? Just where you com- 
menced. You will have to advertise for new plans, get another arch- 
itect. In this way the work may be delayed indefinitely, and incalcu- 
lable expense entailed on the Government and no assurance of ever get- 
ting a building. 

Here the hammer fell.] 

Mr. ROGERS. Iyield tothegentleman from Indiana [ Mr. HOLMAN] 
five minutes, and more if he desires it. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Mr. Speaker, in a few days my colleague from the 
Fort Wayne district [Mr. WHITE], who has just spoken, will, I hope, 
be able to meet his constituents and talk over matters with them. 
He will take with him to Fort Wayne, I have no doubt, a copy of the 
speech delivered yesterday by my distinguished friend from Illinois 
[Mr. Cannon], and will read to his constituents that gentleman’s ar- 
raignment of Congress for excessive appropriations of the public money. 
When my friend looks his constituents in the face and calls attention 
to that exhibit I want him to add to that speech the following lan- 
he has just used, which will be a suitable commentary upon it: 
“It is disgraceful for the Congress of this great nation to cavil over 
the paltry sum of a few million dollars;’’ and let him add that it was 
in this spirit the Senate of the United States, my colleague himself, 


and his political associates, as a rule, ran up those excessive appropria- - 
trust 


tions to which my friend from Illinois referred on yesterday. I 

my colleague will not forget this. If he should forget to call the at- 
tention of his constituents to the spirit which has inspired this appro- 
priation of excessive millions, I certainly would be justified in calling 
their attention to the spirit in which he himself has voted for the ap- 
propriation of the public money, voting for the largest sums, the largest 
number of officers, and the largest salaries, during the period that he 
has honored this House with his presence. 

Mr. Speaker, I regret that the committee appointed by this House 
some months ago to inquire into the construction of this Library build- 
ing has not been able up to this time to submit its report, with the tes- 
timony taken, to the House. The absence of a member of the commit- 
tee—the only memberwho found it convenient to attend its meetings, 
except myself, the gentleman from Wisconsin [Mr. CASWELL ]—has 


prevented that report from being submitted. Iwish to state ina word ° 


what that report will be, in substance, when presented. 

The committee will report that the whole history of the period dem- 
onstrates the fact that Congress passed the act of 1886, authorizing the 
construction of this Library building, with a distinct understanding that 
a properand careful estimate had been made, and that the building to 
be erected, the plan of which was then exhibited to the House, as it is 
to-day, would cost, when completed in all its parts, $3,262,600; that 
the House acted on thatinformation; that the estimate was before the 
House not only by two successive reports of the Committee on the Con- 
gressional Library, but also in the elaborate speech made by the able 
and distinguished gentleman, then a Representative from the State of 
Mississippi, General Singleton, who was chairman of that committee— 
a gentleman of the highest standing, and who was himself undoubtedly 
deceived by the estimates which had been made; that as soon as that 
bill had passed and proper steps had been taken to begin the work, the 
commission, under the supervision of which the building was to be 
erected, entered upon the construction of the entire building, and that 
while the work is only fairly commenced it is now known that the 
building will cost at the lowest estimate $7,000,000, and in all human 
likelihood nearer $15,000,000 than $7,000,000, 

As soon as General Vilas, as Secretary of the Interior, became the 
presiding officer of that commission he suspended the work upon the 
gigantic plan which was then in progress, and believing the commis- 
sion possessed the power under the act of 1886 to modify the plan, a 
plan was pe Hay to construct only a fragment of the building, and the 


cost eyen of is estimated at $4,000,000; but that effort will fail, as 


8750 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


SEPTEMBER 19, 


all such efforts fail, because where a part is entered upon it will be 
absolutely certain Congress will find it necessary, having spent millions 
on the work, to go on and finish it in its entirety—the most gigantic 
structure, in cost at least, this Government has ever entered upon, not 
excepting even the National Capitol. 

If the report of the committee was before the House it would rec- 
ommend the work be suspended, that the House owes it to itself and 
to its sense of honorable legislation to suspend the work until the facts 
can be more carefully considered, and then further on we can begin the 
erection of a structure on the foundation already secured, and ona 

the cost of which shall be known in advance. I think, Mr. 
peaker, the original proposition of the House Committee on Appro- 
priations was the correct one, to suspend the work where it is and place 
the property under the charge of the Secretary of the Interior, ad- 
vertise for new proposals for the structure to be erected, and it appro- 
printed $10,000 for that purpose. When Congress meets in December 
next it will then, for the first time in the history of this long contro- 
versy, be able to legislate intelligently on this subject. I trust that 
line of policy will be adopted, and the House having proper regard for 
the integrity of our legislation will not hesitate to d this work, 
and will not carry out a law now known to be the result at least of 
misunderstanding and misrepresentation whether excusable or not. 
The enormous sum involved, if nothing more, demands this. I have 
said all I desire to say on the subject. The able speech of the gentle- 
man from Illinois [Mr. Payson] has exhausted the subject. I ask 
the House to non-concur in the conference report, and to instruct the 
conferees on the part of the House to insist on the proposition adopted 
“by the House, suspending this work until Congress, fully informed, 
can safely legislate on the subject. 

[Here the hammer fell. ] 

Mr. ROGERS. How many minutes have I remaining? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman has seven minutes re- 
maining. 

Mr. ROGERS. I will yield five minutes to the gentleman from 
Illinois [Mr. ADAMS]. 

Mr. ADAMS. Mr. Speaker, I remember distinctly the feeling with 
which I supported the Library bill two yearsago. I think many gen- 
tlemen voted for that bill almost under protest. My protest, my hesi- 
tation about the bill, was due to a doubt I had whether the plan 
adopted for the building was a good one. Other gentlemen who sup- 
ported the bill had some objections either to the plan of the building 
or to the commission which was to have charge of it. Yet we voted 
for it, and I, for one, am not sorry that we did so. 

Why did we support the bill in spite of some objections we had to 
some of its provisions? Thereason was undoubtedly this: We wanted 
a national library worthy of this great and enlightened nation. We 
thought this was the only chance to get it. We found that there were 
many gentlemen in Congress, some of them of national reputation and 
great influence, who we thought were opposed to the project of having a 
national library at all. In view of that fact we voted for that bill in 
spite of our doubts as to some of its provisions for fear that if the bill 
failed we should not only not getsuch a library as the American people 
ought to have, but we should not get a national library at all. 

I remember distinctly that the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. HOL- 
MAN], who has just addressed the House, was in favor of asmall library 
to be located in the Capitol. He wanted a Congressional library in the 
strict and original senseof theterm. It wasto contain only such books 
as would aid Senators and Members of Congress in the discharge of 
their Congressional duties. He proposed that all the books now in the 

* Library of Congress not required for that purpose should be given away 
tosome municipality which was willing to take charge of them and make 
them the basis of a circulating library. 

Mr. HOLMAN. My plan was a Congressional Library and a Dis- 
trict Library, the surplus books not required by the Congressional Li- 
brary to be deposited in the latter. 

Mr. ADAMS. Very well. It was the impression that many gen- 
tlemen in the House were like the gentleman from Indiana, opposed 
to a national library, properly so called, which induced many of us 
to vote for that bill as the thing we could do. I know I voted for 
it under that impression, although I had some doubts as to the wisdom 
of adopting the plan of the building which was then before us. 

Now, what is the proper thing to do? I am as anxious to see a 
proper building started as I was two years ago. The considerations 
which prevailed on me then to vote for the bill regardless of objections 
or doubts as to some of its provisions no longer exist. It is no longer 
a matter of doubt that a building suitable for a national library for 
this great Republic will be favored by a majority of the members of this 
House. Thesite is already purchased and I believe will not bechanged. 

The of the bill and the discussion that has taken place make 
it certain that if a reasonable plan is presented a majority of this House 
will favor its adoption. Now, what is the quickest way to reach the 
result? We can not do it by the mere adoption of this conference re- 

port. me lores need large a za rana year ast several 
years. i mgress appropriate liberally purpose when sus- 
picion has been cast, justly or unjustly, on the plan proposed two years 


` 


ago? Ido not believe it. If we go on under this plan upon which 
some suspicion has been cast, Congress will appropriate in a niggardly 
way and with hesitation. If we wait three months and allow full in- 
vestigation to be made and other plans to be presented, we shall lose 
no time whatever. Whether the present plan prevails or some other 
plan prevails, lam convinced that we shall make real progress by means 
of this short delay. At the end of five years we shall find ourselves 
nearer to the completion of such a Library building as we ought to have 
than if we adopt the conference report. ` 

I am in favor of refusing to adopt the conference report because I am 
in favor of having a national library in the best and most beautiful 
library building in the world, whether it cost $3,000,000 or $10,000,000, 
and because I believe that at the end of five years we shall find that 
we have made more real pr in that direction than if we follow 
this line on which suspicion, just or unjust, has been cast. 

I do not believe that a proper building will cost $10,000,000. Iwas 
struck by the figures presented by my colleague [Mr. Payson] in re- 
gard to the cost of the British Museum and other great library build- 
ings abroad. I was surprised that they cost so little. Whatever a 
suitable building honestly and thoroughly built may cost, I am willing 
to vote for, for the sake of having a national library in the United States 
such as the people of this country desire and ought to have. 

[Here the hammer fell. ] 4 

Mr. ROGERS. I now yield five minutes to the gentleman from 
Iowa [Mr. Kerr]. 

Mr. KERR. Mr. Speaker, I am not disposed to question the line of 
policy a by a former Congress as to the construction of a Con- 
gressional Library building. I will assume that question has been al- 
ready settled; and I think we ought to assume that another question 
has been also settled, that is, that the cost of whatever building may 
be erected shall not exceed the sum of three or four millions of dollars. 

The estimates made to a former Congress in regard to the cost of the 
building certainly did not exceed the sum that I have named; and the 
action of Congress was doubtless influenced by that estimate. The 
most correct figures that I have been able to obtain indicate that be- 
tween three and four millions of dollars was understood to be the total 
cost. We have already expended in regard to that matter, as I under- 
stand, the sum of $500,009 for a site. 

Regs HOLMAN. Five hundred and eighty-five thousand dollars for 

e site. 

Mr. KERR. Five hundred and eighty-five thousand dollars, the gentle- 
man reminds me; and about $400,000 for excavation and foundations. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Five hundred and eighty-five thousand dollars for 
the site, and nearly $500,000 up to this time for work. 

Mr. KERR. Five hundred thousand dollars for the excavations and 
foundations. 

Mr. HOLMAN. The expenditures up to the present time, includ- 
ing the existing contracts, cover nearly $500,000. 

Mr. KERR. Solunderstood. Now, it seems that the sumsalready 
expended, with the exception of the foundations, have been properly 
expended in the line understood to be adopted by the House; but I do 
not think the foundations are laid in accordance with what was the 
understanding of the country, and especially of the House, when the 
building was begun. Ido not think the plan proposed, at the cost now 
indicated, was what the House understood it was to be when the build- 
ing was started. It was not the understanding of the House that this 
nation was about to expend in the erection of the Congressional Li- 
brary building from ten to sixteen millions of dollars. And I think 
the architect who furnished the plans, and who published a circular 
stating to the House that the building could be erected for less than 
$3,000,000, deceived the country and the House to the extent of $13,- 
000,000. Iwould not, therefore, expend one dollar—one other dollaz-— 
in the erection of that building under his supervision. ` 

I think we owe it to the people, we owe it to the tax-payers of this 
country to see to it that the men who make estimates for our public 
buildings shall be required to tell the truth in to the sums of 
money that are to be expended in ihe consummation of the plans they 
propose; and I think when the estimates they make deceive the country 
to the extent of ten millions of dollars, where an appropriation was 
originally only proposed for three millions of dollars, they should not ex- 

and certainly weshould not undertake to grant adollar more 
to be expended under their control in the construction of the building. 
It does not add any weight, in my mind, that men whom we all honor 
and admire stand on the floor of the House and say that these archi- 
tects are their friends; that they were distinguished men from foreign 
countries and patriots thirty years ago. ‘The question is whether they 
have faithfully, as architects, made recommendations in regard to the 
building intrusted to their charge that we could rely upon and say to 
our constituents, ‘‘ You are to expend, you who pay the taxes, the sum 
named in this estimate, which is the sum we contemplated expending 
when the original appropriation was made.’ If that is not done, if we 
are not sure that is to be the cost, then we ought to the building 
just where it is. I donot believe in going on with the work under 
such circumstances. Let us find out where we stand. There can be 
no great harm in waiting for a few months. The winter will be on us 
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in a month orsix weeks, so that this work would necessarily be stopped 
for a time, and no harm can accrue from stopping it now. The whole 
matter can then be settled by competent architects and experts in whom 
we have confidence before any great delay will occur in the construction 
of the building. 

I therefore favor the proposition to pause and find out where we are 


and understand what we are doing before another appropriation is made.. 


[Here the hammer fell. ] 

Mr. ROGERS. I now yield five minutes to the gentleman from 
Alabama [Mr. Cons]. 

Mr. COBB. I do not desire to occupy the floor at this time. 

Mr. ROGERS. Mr. Speaker, the object whigh prompted me in the 
beginning to seek the floor to submit certain observations in regard to 
this conference report has been in a great measure removed by the able 

resentation of the subject in the speech of the distinguished gentleman 

m Illinois [Mr. Payson]. I will, however, present two or three ad- 

ditional points which suggest themselves to me now, and to which I 
desire to invite the attention of the House. 

As an original proposition, how many members of the present Con- 
gress, or how many of the last Congress, would have voted for the con- 
struction of a public library at a cost of $15,000,000? I have not fully 
investigated the subject, but I have heard no expressi except from 
one source, that indicated more than one gentleman on this floor would 
have voted for that proposition. Secondly, as an original proposition, 
how many gentlemen now in this Congress would vote for the building 
now proposed to be constructed, which has been designated as a ten-pin 
alley by the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. Payson]? I undertake to 
say that if it were tocome up as an original proposition for the build- 
ing to be constructed on that plan for a library for the people of this 
country it would be ridiculed and hooted out of this body. It would 
not have received respectful consideration. What, then, isthe con- 
clusion, and the logical and inevitableconclusion? Itis that if we pro- 
ceed with the erection of the west wing of the Library, ultimately this 
entire building, as was intended by the original Smithmeyer plans, shall 
be constructed. 

That is the proposition. So that it makes no difference what this 
report says; it makes no difference what this committee of conference 
may say; it makes no difference who draughted this report which has 
been read. It leads to the ultimate question of the expenditure of 
ten or fifteen millions to construct this Library building on the orig- 
{nal Smithmeyer plan It is not contended, so far as I can ascertain, 
that anybody except Mr. Smithmeyer has offered to this House any 
opinions even approximating the cost of this building. Nobody has 
attempted to deny—or, if so, it is demonstrated beyond all contro- 
versy and beyond all reasonable doubt—that there has been a miscal- 
culation made upon his part of from seven to ten million dollars on 
the cost of this building on the original plan. And will the Congress 
of the United States, the representatives of the people, with these 
facts staring them in the face and confronting them, proceed with the 
construction of a building of this kind, based upon an estimate which 
has been demonstrated to be so far at variance with the real facts, and 
upon that estimate alone? I take it that the statement of the propo- 
sition is all the argument that could be required against it. And it 
for any reasons that could be assigned you would not construct this 
west wing as an original proposition, what reason can be assigned for 
the construction of it now? 

I have been unable in the scope of my inquiries to find any more 
than two reasons. One is that we have sunk a large amount of money 
in that excavation—say, $40,000; I do not know how much more in 
foundations, grouting, and thingsofthatsort. Is it possible that having 
embarked in a scheme to construct a library upon estimates so false as 
to be at variance from seven to fifteen millions of dollars, and having as- 
certained that fact after we have mn forty or fifty thousand dollars in 
it, we should go forward on this plan and spend $15,000,000 ultimately 
in the construction of the building? It doesseem to me that the mere 
statement of that fact is all the argument required on that point. That 
reason does not justify it. In the second place, it issaid that the Gov- 
ernment will be sued by Mr. Smithmeyer for these plans; and itis very 
true the courts are open to him to his suit. But, Mr. Speaker, 
the Congress of the United States, after a full and thorough investiga- 
tion of this subject, will be enabled to deal with any judgment that 
Mr. Smithmeyer may recover in this matter. It will be enabled to do 
him justice and enabled to do the people whom we have the honor to 
represent justice when we come to pay him for any judgment he may 
recover. 

And in this connection I submit this question: In view of this in- 
vestigation and in view of the statement of facts made by the gentle- 
man from Indiana [Mr. HOLMAN] as to what the report must be from 
the investigation already made, in view of the argument and the con- 
ceded and demonstrated facts shown here by the gentleman from Illi- 
nois [Mr. Payson] yesterday, is it wise even to submit to a non-judi- 
cial investigation the ascertainment and payment of his claims or 
equities in this controversy without having it reported back to Con- 
gress? Yet that is one of the propositions embraced in the conference 
report now under consideration. I submit, therefore, Mr. Speaker, 


that the construction of the west wing of this building as determined 
upon by the conference report is not the real proposition presented here. 
The proposition presented is the construction, at a cost unknown and 
unestimated for, except by Mr. Smithmeyer, of the original building 
which he first said would cost three millions, but which, I understand, 
he now admits must cost at least ten millions, and, it is said, even as 
much as $15,000,000. 

That is the proposition, and it is the only proposition. That is the 
proposition that is to be read between the lines of this conference re- 
port, and the question presents itself now, as it did in the Forty-eighth 
Congress: Are we willing to construct in the District of Columbia, for 
a public library, a building that shall cost more than the Capitol of 
the nation? I think, Mr. Speaker, that the statement of that propo- 
sition—and it is the real proposition presented—is all the argument 
that can be required. Can we defend it before our constituencies? 

But, again, what guaranty have we in this conference report that if 
we shall surrender the future management and construction of this 
building to the War Department we shall not have a repetition of the 
same thing? 

In putting this question I put it upon the broad assumption of the 
perfect integrity, of the great ability, of the architectural capacity, of 
everything that is complimentary to the present head of that Depart- 
ment. But, as was said upon yesterday, in a day he may be under 
the sod, his hands may be folded across his breast, and his eyes closed, 
and another may take his place. That other may be his equal in evéry 
regard, or may be infinitely his inferior, So when we intrust to the 
De ent this building, without estimate, without plan, with the 
pre to alter, with the power to do everything that the commission 

ad originally power to do, what guaranty have we that when Con- 
gress shall assemble on the 4th of next December we shall not have 
upon our hands the same white elephant that we have to-day? Iin- 
sist, therefore, that it is the partof wisdom, the partof business sense, 
the part of representatives of the people who are charged with the 
proper and correct appropriation of the public money, that before we 
take another step in the direction of the construction of this building 
we shall know what we are going to build, we shall have reliable and 
just estimates as to the cost of what is to be built, so that the Con- 
gress of the United States, when it is called upon to assume that re- 
sponsibility which belongs to it, can demonstrate to the country, what 
it is now unable to demonstrate, that it has taken all proper precau- 
tions and thrown all proper safeguards around the expenditure of pub- 
lic money. 

Tt was said by the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. JACKSON ] that 
this was a contest between architects. That may be true in his mind, 
but it is absolutely untrue in mine. I do not know Mr. Smithmeyer. 
Ido not know any other of the architects that have had connection 
with this building. With me it is solely a practical business question 
which presents itself, a question which would present itself to the mind 
of every member of this body if he were engaged in the construction 
of a building for his own use, to be-paid for from his own bank ac- 
count. From this point, and this point alone, I view it. It was the 
pleasure of the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. KELLEY] in his 
place yesterday to express his friendship and his gratitude toward the 
distinguished gentleman who has been engaged on that work. Mr. 
Speaker, the most unwise, the most unsafe standpoint from which any 
legislator can view a business proposition involving the expenditure of 
ten, twelve, or fifteen millions of public money is the standpoint of 
strong personal friendship and profound gratitude. 

We can not consider business propositions from that standpoint; and 
even the gentleman from Pennsylvania, the long personal friend of this 
architect, and who, as he says, is under the obligation of gratitude to 
him, is unable on this floor to meet the facts as developed by this Mm- 
vestigation, which, as said by the gentleman from Illinois, and as I 
repeat, unless they can be overturned, would be sufficient to warrant 
the verdict of a petit jury—facts which demonstrate this architect’s in- 
capacity or his bad faith toward the Congressof the United States. Tho 
highest principle of equity and good conscience required this man to 
speak when he ascertained that Congress was laboring under a misap- 
prehension which had grown out of his estimates, If he stood by in 
that hour and remained silent when good conscience required that he 
should speak, every principle of common justice and equity denies him 
the right to be heard now, when he seeks to speak. 

Therefore, Mr. Speaker, in view of what has been developed in the 
progress of this investigation (I have personally made no examination 
so far as the facts are concerned) it would be the height of absurdity, 
it would be the extreme of injustice toward the people of the United 
States, if we did not now temporarily suspend the work on this build- 
ing until we can get plans and estimates, and determine approximately 
the cost of construction, so that we may then go forward in the dis- 
charge of public duty with such reasonable light as will enable us to 
do justice to ourselves and those whom we represent. 

Mr. Speaker, I reserve the rest of my time. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman’s time has expired. 

Mr. FORNEY. Mr. Speaker, there was an understanding that the 
gentleman from Arizona | Mr. Smrru] should have fifteen minutes. 
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The SPEAKER pro tempore. Outside of the hour? 

Mr. FORNEY. Yes,sir. He willnow occupy those fifteen minutes, 

[Mr. Samrn, of Arizona, withholds his remarks for revision. See 
APPENDIX. ] ; 

Mr. FORNEY. I yield five minutes to the gentleman from New 
York [Mr. FARQUHAR]. > 

Mr. FARQUHAR. Mr. Speaker, as a member of the Forty-ninth 
Congress, and as one who paid some attention to the pending matter 
when it was then discussed, permit me to say that I am sorry to find 
in this debate some remarks which seem to cast doubt on the fidelity 
of General Singleton, the chairman of the Library Committee, as well 
as upon the good sense of the two-thirds of the members of that Con- 
gress who voted for the passage of the bill. 

My recollection of that debate, which began on the 24th day of March, 
1886, and finished on April 5, is that there were two main features dis- 
cussed; and in the debate the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. HOLMAN] 
and the gentleman from Tennessee [Mr. MCMILLIN] and others made 
the chief contention that there was a ‘‘job’’ involved in the amount 
of money appropriated for the purchase of the site. It was contended 
at that time (while $550,000 was named as the sum to be paid for that 

mrpose) that no one could tell, considering the valuable buildings to 
torn down, whether or not in the end it would not amount toa 
million of dollars or over. Well, time has proved, sir, that it did not 
cost more than the estimate at that time made by the Library Com- 
mittee. 

The other feature of the debate was as to whether the Library should 
be an extension of the present Capitol building or an entirely new 
structure; the contention being on the part of members of this House 
that the present Library was not fire-proof. It was also contended that 
it would be marring the present architectural beauty of the Capitol to 
add the new building to it. 

Now, I wish to refer simply to General Singleton’s position, because 
I believe it is due to an absent member that he should be placed right 
on this question, and to show that not one member of the Forty-ninth 
Congress was hoodwinked as to the action proposed to be taken on the 
cost of the png 

Mr. MCMILLIN. Will the gentleman permit me to interrupt him 
a moment? 

Mr. FARQUHAR. Yes, sir. 

Mr. MCMILLIN. It never was intimated on tbis floor at any time 
that this building wasto cost $10,000,000. If it had been, Ido not be- 
lieve, with all the job that was in it, that it would ever have gone 
through. 

Mr. FARQUHAR. In response to the gentleman from Tennessee 
let me quote the closing remarks of the gentleman from Texas [Mr. 
REAGAN], who gave as much care and attention to the subject as any 
member of the House. He used this language: 
‘This bill makes an neki eer but it is only for the purchase of the site or 
ees? for the purchase of a part of the site and for the beginning of the build- 
, without any statement in the bill as to what the ay. building is to cost. 
We have had estimates all the way from two millions and a half to eighteen 
million dollars for the construction of the Congressional Lib: a 

[Applause. ] 3 

Mr. McMILLIN. There was no estimate. 

Mr. FARQUHAR. And not one word wassaidin opposition to that 
statement. Let me state to the gentleman from Tennessee that I was 
looking at the record of this debate, because my recollection ran back 
to it, and that the gentleman himself said on the floor of the House 
that while they named $2,000,000 as the sum, no man in the world 
knew whether it was going to cost six, eight, or ten millions. 

Mr. MCMILLIN. I said then, as I say now, that it was an enormous 
job; and that the amount was not properly stated by those in charge 
of the bill. But it never was intimated that this building was going 
to cost anything like $8,000,000. 

Mr. FARQUHAR. I have just read the statement of Mr. REAGAN, 
ang now I wish to read from General Singleton’s own speech when 
this matter was presented to the House in the Forty-ninth Congress. 

He says: 


The appropriations asked for will be $500,000 to begin the work, $1,000,000 at the 
next session to continue it, and $823,600 at the succeeding session to complete it. 
This, of course, does not embrace the purchase of the site. Itis confidently be- 
lieved that these sums will finish the building so far as needed at present and 
for many years to come. 


[Applause. ] 

And I pretend to say that no man, independent of the pamphlet or 
otherwise, can prove but what in the Forty-ninth 
blindly of the ultimate cost, or voted the exact amount that was be- 
lieved to be necessary to complete the building. In view of the state- 
ments made I am satisfied that the exact amount was not known, and 
I think any man who will look at the debates will be satisfied of the 
fact. I think, therefore, the Library Committee ought to be freed from 
any taint of suspicion, or Mr. Smithmeyereither, in having hoodwinked 
any member of the House in regard to this question of cost. 

Mr. PAYSON. I hopethe gentleman from Alabama [Mr. FORNEY] 
will yield me a single minute that I may ask a question of the gentle- 
man from New York [Mr. FARQUHAR], 


Congress we voted | pro tempore 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman’s time has expired. 

Mr. FORNEY. I would like to have this letter read. I will say, 
Mr. Speaker, I made a statement yesterday that the building under 
Plan No. 1 would hold a million and a half volumes. Since that time 
Mr. Pelz, one of the architects, has made an estimate. He says that 
instead of holding a million and a half volumes it will hold 1,778,592 
volumes, when that building is completed under Plan No. 1 which is 
now before the House; and it will be sufficient for thirty-four years to 
come. I ask that the Clerk read the letter. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

OFFICE OF THE ARCHITECT OF THE 
CONGRESSIONAL LIBRARY BUILDING, 
Washington, D. C., September 19, 1888. 

DEAR Str: In my verbal statement to Hon. Lewts E. Payson, of Illinois, re- 
garding the amount of space in the reduced plan of the Library building, desig- 
nated as Plan No. 1, I had made no detailed computation, as I was uninformed 
dur actual uses to which the various spaces in the reduced plan would be ap- 


I had supposed that the ori design for a large gallery for the exhibition 
of works of the ee ya arts nging to the Library would be preserved, and 
that the corner pavilions would be applied, not to the storage of books, but to 
the copyright records and other uses. 

I now find that your design upon which you based your testimony before the 
Senate Committee on Appropriations contemplated the devotion of all the space 
in Plan No. 1 to the uses of a library proper, except the large rooms immedi- 


ately adjoining the rotunda, which are fitted for the copyright business and for 
reading-rooms for Senators and Representatives, the art also being post- 
poned in the reduced design. 
Upon a careful computation now made I find that the actual accommodation 
for books in Plan No, 1 will be as follows: 
Volumes, 
Tn terior Of TORI -TOOK O socseecaahasonteovardods wesdieasinceues svssoressete 260, 000 
Four book repositories connected with rotunda... ... 888,592 
IPO DOENOL PRVINOUG T EIN IE O IPEA A RE SOA . 350,000 
Two curtains or corridors connecting pavilions with main Library..... 780, 000 


Total. ......rercrersssesesnsenceconssnsscevss sognmeeyent sensessonengevag nesses seoventnensesseseonse 1,778, 592 


On the basis suggested by you of 600,000 volumes for the existing Library, and 
fifteen ’ growth at the rate of a volumes per annum, you will have a 
total of 1,140,000 volumes at the end of fifteen Fayre giving room in Plan No. 1 
for pes storage of 668,592 —— more than computed increase. 

ours, very respectfully, 
PAUL J. PELZ. 

Hon. A. R. Sporrorp, 

Li ian of Congress. 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. The time for debate has expired. 
REGULATION OF COMMERCE, 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair will announce as conferees 
on the part of the House on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses on 
the House amendments to the Senate bill 2851, to amend an act en- 
titled ‘‘Anact to regulate commerce,” approved February 4, 1887, the 
gentleman from Georgia, Mr. Crisp, the gentleman from Iowa, Mr. 
ANDERSON, and the gentleman from Pennsylvania, Mr. O'NEILL. 


SUNDRY CIVIL APPROPRIATION BILL. 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. The question now is on agreeing to 
the conference report on the sundry civil appropriation bill. 

The question was put, and the Speaker pro tempore announced that 
the ‘‘noes’’ seemed to have it. 

Mr. FORNEY. [I ask for a division. 

The House divided; and there were—ayes 45, noes 48. 

Mr. FORNEY. I ask for tellers. 

Mr. BLOUNT. Mr. Speaker, let us have the yeas gnd nays. 

Mr. PAYSON. I hope my friend from Georgia will withdraw the 
call for the yeas and nays. 

Mr. BLOUNT. Iwill for the present withdraw the call for the yeas 
and nays. 

Tellers were ordered. 

Pending the count, 

Mr. BLOUNT said: I ask for the yeas and nays. I think it is for 
the interest of this House to have a yea-and-nay vote. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair will announce the result of 
the vote as reported by the tellers. The ayes are 63, the noes 65. 

Mr. BLOUNT. I renew my request for the yeas and nays. 

Mr. FORNEY. I hope the yeas and nays will not be ordered. 

Mr. DINGLEY. I would suggest to the gentleman from Georgia 
that if the yeas and nays be ordered it will disclose the want of a quo- 
rum and prevent any business being transacted. 

Mr. BLOUNT. That would not be hurtful. 

The question was put on ordering the yeas and nays, and the Speaker 
announced that twenty-one gentlemen had arisen in sup- 
port of that demand, not a sufficient number. 

The other side was demanded. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore (after a count). Seventy-five gentlemen 
have arisen, and the yeas and nays are ordered. 

Mr. BURROWS. Let us have tellers on ordering the yeas and nays. 

Tellers were ord and the Speaker pro tempore appointed the gen- 
fen Bosom i Mr. BURROWS] and the gentleman from Georgia 

Mr. UNT]. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The tellers report—ayes 22, noes 17; 

and the yeas and nays are ordered. 
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The question was taken; and there were—yeas 68, nays 77, not vot- 
ing 179; as follows: 


.YEAS—68, 
Allen, Miss. Forney, Laird, Robertson, 
rnold French, Lind, Rowell, 
Atkinson, Funston, Lyman, Rassell, Conn 
Baker, N. Y. Gay, cComas, Ryan, 
Baker, lll. Grout, McCormick, Prati taai 
Bayne, Hermann, McKenna, É 
Bound, Hiestand, Milliken, Seney, 
Browne, Ind. ires; Morrill, Seymour, 
Bunnell, ARY Morrow; Taul! 
Burrows, er, elson,' Taylor, E. B., Ohio 
Cannon, Hopkins, N, Y. Nutting, Thompson, 
Caruth, Hovey, O'Neill, Mo. andever, 
Catchings, Hudd, me, ‘arner, 
Crouse, ackson, ` Owen, White, Ind 
Dingley, Kelley, Patton, Whitthorne, 
Dougherty, Kennedy, Perkins, Wick $ 
uhar, Lagan, Post, Yoder., 
NAYS—77. 
Abbott, Cummings, Laffoon, Richardson, 
Adams, Dockery, La Follette, 
Anderson, Iowa Elliott, des, Rowland, 
Anderson, Miss, Flood, Lane, Sayers, 
Bankhead, Fuller, Sowden, 
Barnes, Gibson, Lawler, Spinola, 
Bland, Grimes, 4 jpringer, 
Bliss, 1, Martin, Stewart, Ga, 
Blount, Hare, McClammy, dale, 
Burnes, augen, McCreary, Stone, Ky. 
Campbell, F., N. Y. Heard, McMillin, Stone, Mo. 
riton, Henderson, N.C. Merriman, Struble, 
Cheadle, Herbert, Moffitt, Turner, 
lark, Holman, Moore, Wheeler, 
Clements, Holmes, b Williams, 
bb, ne rong Va. Payson, Wilson, Minn, 
Conger, utton, Peel, Wilson, W. Va. 
Cothran, Johnston, N. O, Penington, 
Crisp, err, Phelan, 
Culberson, Kilgore, Plumb, 
NOT VOTING—179. 
Allen, Mass, Dalzell, Kean, Romeis, 
Allen, Mich. Dargan, Ketcham, R i 
Anderson, Ill, Darlington, Laidlaw, Rusk, 
Anderson,Kans, Davenport, Latham, Scott, 
m Davidson, Ala. e Shaw, 
rry, Davidson, Fla. Lehibach, Sherman, 
Belden, vis, Lodge, Shively, 
Belmont, De Lano, Long, Simmons, 
Biggs, Dibble, Lynch, Smith, 
Bingham, Dorsey, onald, Snyder, 
lanchard, Dun i Matffett, Spooner, 
Boothman Dunn, Mahoney, Stahlnecker, 
Boutelle, Enloe, Maish, Steele, 
Bowden, Ermentrout, Mason, Stephenson, 
Bowen, Felton, Matson, Stewart, Tex, 
Breckinridge, Ark, Finley, McAdoo, Stewart, Vt. 
Breckinridge, Ky. Fisher, McCullogh, Symes, 
Brewer, itch, McKinley, ey, 
Brower, Foran, McKinney, Taylor, J. D., Ohio 
Browne,T.H.B,,Va, Ford, McRae, ‘Thomas, T 
Brown, Ohio Gaines, McShane, Thomas, Il 
Brown, J. R., Va. Gallinger, Mills, Thomas, Wis, 
Brumm, Gear, Montgomery, Thompson, Ohio 
Bryce, i. Morgan, Tillman, 
Buchanan, Glass, Morse, ‘Tracey, 
Buckalew, Glover, Neal, ‘Townshend, 
Burnett, ff, Newton, Turner, Kans, 
Butler, Granger, Nichols, Vance, 
Butterworth, Greenman, Norwood. ade, 
ynum, Grosvenor, O'Donnell, Walker, 
Campbell, Ohio Guenther, O'Ferrall Washington, 
Campbell,T.J.,N.Y. Harmer, O'Neall, Ind. eaver, 
Candler, h, O'Neill, Pa. Weber, 
Caswell, Hayden, Outhwaite, est, 
Chipman, Hayes, Parker, White, N. Y. 
Clardy, Hemphill, Perry, Whiting, Mich, 
ran. Henderson, Iowa Peters, Whiting, 
Co well, Henderson, Ill. Phelps, Wilber, 
go ata — Sere eae 
Compton, opkina, Ill, ey, nson, 
Cooper, Houk, Randall, Wise, 
Cowles, Howard, Rayner, Woodburn, 
Cox, Hunter, A Yardley, 
Crain, Johnston, Ind. Rice, Yost. 
Cutcheon, Jones, Rockwell, / 


On motion of Mr. NELSON, the reading of the names of members vot- 


ing was di with. 

Mr. DALZELL. Mr. Speaker, I voted ay under a misapprehension. 
I find that I am paired, and I therefore withdraw my vote. 

The following-named members were announced as paired on all polit- 
ical questions until further notice: 

Mr. WILKINS with Mr. Lona. 

Mr. RANDALL with Mr. LODGE. 

Mr. Scorr with Mr. GROSVENOR. s 

Mr. WILSON, of West Virginia, with Mr. McComas, 

Mr. HATCH with Mr, STEWART, of Vermont. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE with Mr. MCKINLEY. 

Mr. Compton with Mr. GOFF. 

Mr. CAMPBELL, of Ohio, with Mr. KENNEDY. è 

Mr. CoLLINS with Mr. ALLEN, of Massachusetts. 

Mr. JoNEs with Mr. BOWDEN. : 

Mr. WALKER with Mr. Romets. 


XIX——3# 


Mr. DAVIDSON, of Florida, with Mr. O'NEILL, of Pennsylvania, 

Mr. Brice with Mr. GAINES. 

Mr. NEAL with Mr. HAYDEN. 

Mr. TIMOTHY J. CAMPBELL with Mr. WEST. 

Mr, SPINOLA with Mr. THOMAS, of Wisconsin. 

Mr. BouTELLE with Mr. WISE. 

Mr. TILLMAN with Mr. FINLEY. 

Mr. CANDLER with Mr. BREWER. 

"Mr. FISHER with Mr. LEHLBACH. 

Mr, BYNUM with Mr. STEELE. 

Mr. GREENMAN with Mr. SHERMAN. 

Mr. Rusk with Mr. O’DoNNELL. 

Mr. DAVIDSON, of Alabama, with Mr. PATTON. 

Mr. SNYDER with Mr. YosT. 

Mr. Forp with Mr. GUENTHER. 

Mr. STEWART, of Texas, with Mr. DUNHAM. 

Mr. CLARDY with Mr. WADE. 

Mr. PERRY with Mr. SPOONER. 

Mr, O'FERRALL with Mr. MASON. 

Mr. Biacs with Mr. MORROW. 

Mr. BELMONT with Mr. DAVENPORT. 

Mr. GRANGER with Mr. ROCKWELL, 

Mr. BLANCHARD with Mr. THOMAS, of Illinois. 

Mr. MONTGOMERY with Mr. HUNTER. 

Mr. Morse with Mr. WHITING, of Massachusetts, 

Mr. TURNER, of Georgia, with Mr. REED. 

Mr. HOWARD with Mr. HOPKINS, of Illinois. 

Mr. CUTCHEON with Mr. TARSNEY. 

Mr. DARLINGTON with Mr. Moore. 

Mr. Prpcock with Mr. PHELPS. 

Mr. RUSSELL, of Massachusetts, with Mr. COGSWELL, 

Mr. WHITING, of Michigan, with Mr. HOUK. 

Mr. MCKINNEY with Mr. BOOTHMAN. 

.Mr. ANDERSON, of Mississippi, with Mr. PETERS. 

Mr. Lyncu with Mr. YARDLEY, until further notice. 

Mr. BACON with Mr. CASWELL, until further notice. 

Mr. McAnoo with Mr. BRUMM, until farther notice. 

Mr. MAHONEY with Mr. Brown, of Ohio, until further notice. 

Mr. McSuAner with Mr. LAIRD, until further notice. 

Mr. BURNETT with Mr. JOHNSTON, of Indiana, until further notice. 

Mr. SHIVELY with Mr. OWEN, until farther notice. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas, with Mr. BINGHAM, until farther 
notice. 

Mr. LATHAM with Mr. Gest, until further notice. 

Mr. GLAss with Mr. KETCHAM, until further notice. 

Mr. WASHINGTON with Mr. WEBER, until further notice. 

Mr. Mints with Mr. Josep D. TAYLOR, until further notice. 

Mr. Newron with Mr. FELTON, until further notice. 

Mr. SIMMONS with Mr. BUNNELL, until further notice, 

Mr. Cowes with Mr. THOMPSON, of Ohio, until further notice. 

Mr. DIBBLE with Mr. BELDEN, until further notice. 

Mr. GLOVER with Mr. Cooprr, until further notice. 

Mr. Norwoop with Mr. PARKER, until further notice. 

Mr. RAYNER with Mr. DE LANo, until further notice. 

Mr. DuNN with Mr. Dorsey, until farther notice. 

Mr. MERRIMAN with Mr. STEPHENSON, until farther notice. 

Mr. WILKINSON with Mr. DALZELL, until further notice. 

Mr. ERMENTROUT with Mr. GALLINGER, until further notice. 

The following-named members were announced as paired for this 
ay: 
Mr. Rick with Mr. HARMER. 

Mr. ENLOE with Mr. NICHOLS. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND with Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. 

Mr. JOHNSTON, of North Carolina. The gentleman from South 
Carolina [Mr. DARGAN] is detained at his room by illness. 

Mr. LEHLBACH. Mr. Speaker, I voted not understanding “that I 
was paired. I withdraw my vote. 

Mr. TURNER, of Georgia. Mr. Speaker, although paired with the 
gentleman from Maine [Mr. REED], I have voted in order to make a 
quorum. $ 

LEAVE OF ABSENCE. 


By unanimous consent, Mr. BUTTERWORTH was granted indefinite 
leave of absence, on account of important engagements. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Upon this question the yeas are 67 
and the nays are 77. No quorum has yoted. 

Mr. MCMILLIN. Mr. Speaker, there being no quorum present, I 
move that the House do now adjourn, 

The motion was agreed to; and the House accordingly (at 2 o’clock 
and 25 minutes p. m.) adjourned. 


PETITIONS, ETC. 


The following petitions and papers were laid on the Clerk’s desk, 
under the rule, and referred as follows: 
By Mr. BUTLER: Petition of the son of Sarah L. McFarland, of 
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Washington County, Tennessee, for reference of his claim to the Court 
of Claims—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. CATCHINGS: Petition of John Bianchi, administrator of 
Nicholas Sanguinetta, of Warren County, Mississippi, for reference of 
his claim to the Court of Claims—to the Committee on War Clai 

By Mr. DAVIS: Papers in case of the widow of Capt. William M. 
Blye, for relief—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. DINGLEY: Petition of Alden Chase and 25 others, citizens of 

-North Woodstock, and of the And: in County Grange, of Maine, 
in favor of pure food—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

By Mr. GAY: Petition of Emarante W. Gaule, of Lafourche Parish, 
Louisiana, for reference of his claim to the Court of Claims—to the 
Committee on War Claims. 4 

By Mr. HOGG: Petition of George McKendree, administrator of 
America Holderby, of Cabell County, West Virginia, for reference of 
his claim to the Court of Claims—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. RICHARDSON: Petition of Andrew J. McNabb, of Ruther- 
ford County, Tennessee, for reference of his claim to the Court of 
Claims—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. ROBERTSON: Petition of Charles Sidney Lobdell, of West 
Baton Rouge Parish, Louisiana, for reference of his claim to the Court 
of Claims—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. WHITTHORNE: Petition of Mrs. Sue Milhouse, of Giles 
County, Tennessee, for reference of her claim to the Court of Claims— 
to the Committee on War Claims. 


SENATE. 
THURSDAY, September 20, 1888. 


Prayer by the Chaplain, Rey. J. G. BUTLER, D. D. 
The Journal of yesterday’s proceedings was read and approved. 


PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS, 


Mr. FRYE. I present resolutions in the nature of a petition from 
citizens of Bath, Me., which read as follows: 

Whereas that fearful scourge and dreaded disease, yellow fever, has again at- 
tacked a portion of our land, and rendered large, populous, and thriving cities 
and towns helpless; and 

Whereas the pestilence bids fair to spread to other sections of our country, 
with sorrow, pain, and death following in its wake: Therefore. 

Resolved, That the citizens of Bath, in mass meeting assembled, believing that 
private aid will fail to fully meet the exigency, are earnestly of the opinion 
that the strong arm of the National Government should be promptly extended 
to the relief of a suffering people. 

Resolved, That we most respectfully urge our Senators and Representatives 
in Congress to use their best efforts in securing a generous appropriation by the 
National Government that may be expended under wise and prudent direction 
in alleviating the suffering of our fellow-citizens of the South. 

J. W. WAKEFIELD, Chairman. 
CHAS. F. HOLBROOK, Secretary. 


I move the reference of the resolutions to the Committee on Epidemic 
Diseases. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. WILSON, of Iowa, presented a petition of the Yearly Meeting 
of Friends of the State of Iowa, praying for the passage of the joint 
resolution providing for the submission to the several States of an 
amendment to the Constitution of the United States prohibiting the 
manufacture, sale, etc., of all alcoholic beverages in the United States; 
which was referred to the Committee on Education and Labor. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 


Mr. DAWES, from the Committee on Indian Affairs, to whom was 
referred the bill (H. R. 6619) for the relief of Eliza A. Cutler Jones, 
reported it with an amendment. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the bill 
(H. R. 7843) granting to Citrous Water Company right of way across 
Pa Indian reservation in Maricopa County, Arizona, reported it 
with amendments. 

Mr. DAWES. Iam instructed by the Committee on Indian Affairs 
to report favorably, without amendment, the bill (S. 3557) to ratify 
and confirm certain agreements with the Upper and Middle bands of 
Spokane Indians, the Cœur d’ Alene Indians, the Lower Pend d’Oreille 
or Calispel Indians, and the confederated bands of Flathead, Pend 
d’Oreille, and Kootenay Indians, in Washington, Idaho, and Montana 
Territories, and for other purposes. 

Mr. President, I have had occasion to ask many indulgences of the 
Senate in regard to bills from the Committee on Indian Affairs, but 
this bill comes to the Senate under peculiar circumstances, and I should 
like to state what it is and ask further indulgence that it may be put 
on its now. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair will receive formal morn- 


fng business, if there be no objection, and recognize the Senator later. 

Mr. DAWES. Very well. 

Mr. JONES, of Arkansas. Iam directed by the Committee on In- 
dian Affairs, to whom was referred the bill (S. 2407) to authorize the 
conveyance of certain Absentee Shawnee Indian lands in Kansas, to 
report it with certain amendments in the preamble. I ask leave of 


the Senate to present a report in writing on the bill at a subsequent 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill will be placed on the Cal- 
endar. The report in writing will be received hereafter. 

Mr. HAMPTON, from the Committee on Military Affairs, to whom 
was referred the bill (S. 3225) for the relief of David Morrow, reported 
adversely thereon; and the bill was postponed indefinitely. 

Mr. STOCKBRIDGE, from the Committee on Indian Affairs, to 
whom was referred the bill (S. 1830) for the relief of the Stockbridge 
and Munsee tribe of Indians, in the State of Wisconsin, submitted an 
adverse report thereon, which was agreed to; and the bill was postponed 
indefinitely. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was. referred the bill (S. 
1881) to amend an act entitled ‘‘ An act for the relief of the Stockbridge 
and Munsee tribe of Indians in the State of Wisconsin,” approved 
February 6, 1871, reported it with amendments, and submi a Te- 
port thereon. 

Mr. DOLPH, from the Committee on Commerce, to whom was re- 
ferred the bill (H. R. 11101) to include Sa Sound, Sapelo River, 
and Sapelo Island, in the Brunswick collection district in the State of 
Georgia, reported it without amendment. 

Mr. DAVIS, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred 
the bill (S. 3104) granting an increase of pension to Albert H. Smith, 
reported it with amendments, and submitted a report thereon. 

Mr. MANDERSON, from the Committee on Printing, reported an 
amendment intended to be proposed to the general deficiency appropri- 
ation bill; which was referred to the Committee on Appropriations, and 
ordered to be printed. 

He also, from the Committee on Military Affairs, to whom was re- 
ferred the bill (S. 2661) to amend the act approved March 1, 1887, con- 
cerning the pay of hospital stewards, United States Army, reported it 
with an amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 

Mr. DANIEL, from the Committee on Indian Affairs, to whom was 
referred the bill (H. R. 6364) to provide for the sale of land allotted 
and patented to certain members of the Black Bob band of Shawnee 
Indians, and for other purposes, reported it with an amendment, and 
submitted a report thereon. 

Mr. PALMER, from the.Committee on Commerce, to whom was re- 
ferred an amendment submitted by Mr. CALL on the 17th instant, in- 
tended to be proposed to the general deficiency appropriation bill, re- 
ported it favorably, and moved its reference to the Committee on Ap- 
propriations; which was agreed to. 

He also, from the Committee on Commerce, to whom was referred 
the bill (H. R. 5716) for establishing a light at the mouth of Otter 
Creek, Lake Champlain, reported it with amendments. 

Mr. BUTLER, from the Committee on Naval Affairs, reported a bill 
(S. 3573) granting the right of way to the Pensacola and Memphis Rail- 
road Company over and through the public lands of the United States 
in theStates of Florida, Alabama, Mississippi, and Tennessee, and grant- 
ing the right of way to said railroad company over and through the 
United States naval and military reservations, near Pensacola, in the 
State of Florida; which was read twice by its title. 

CIRCUIT COURT POWERS. 


Mr. EDMUNDS. Iam instructed by the Committee on the Judi- 
ciary, to which was referred the bill (S. 3234) to abolish circuit court 
powers of certain district courts of the United States, and for other pur- 
poses, together with an amendment proposed by the House of Repre- 
sentatives, to report the same back with a recommendation that the 
Senate disagree to the amendment of the House, and request a confer- 
ence thereon. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. If there be no objection, the motion 
of the Senator from Vermont, reported from the Committee on the Ju- 
diciary, will be ed as agreed to, and the managers of the confer- 
ence will be appointed by the Chair if there be no objection. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore appointed Mr. EDMUNDS, Mr. WIL- 
son of Iowa, and Mr. VEST as the conferees on the part of the Senate. 
MRS. ADELINE COUZINS. 

Mr. DAVIS. I desire to call up at this time the bill (S. 2356) to pro- 
vide a pension for Mrs. Adeline Couzins, for the purpose of moving to 
concur in the amendment of the House of Representatives. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. The Chair will lay before the Senate 
the veers of the House of Representatives to the bill, which will 
be stated. 

The CHIEF CLERK. In line 3, before the word “dollars,” strike out 
the word “‘fifty’’ and insert ‘‘ thirty;’’ so as to make the bill read: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is age au- 
thorized and directed to place on the pension-roll the name of Mrs. Adeline 
Couzins, at the rate of $30 per month. 

Mr. DAVIS. I move that the Senate concur in the amendment of 
the House of Representatives. 

The motion was agreed to. 

: BILLS INTRODUCED. 

Mr. DANIEL introduced a bill (S. 3574) for the relief of the Potomac 
Steam-boat Company; which was read twice by its title, and referred 
to the Committee on Claims. 
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He also introduced a bill (S. 3575) for the relief of the Norfolk 


REMOVAL OF INDIANS. 


County Ferry Committee; which was read twice by its title, and referred | My, DAWES. I ask unanimous consent that the bill I reported this 


to the Committee on s 
CALIFORNIA CLAIMS. 


Mr. DOLPH submitted the following resolution; which was consid- 
ered by unanimous consent, and agreed to: 


Resolved by the Senate, That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and he is hereby, 
directed to transmit to the Senate a statement of the allowances heretofore 
admitted by. vaa several accounting officers of the Treasury in behalf of the 
State of California, and certified in settlement No, 3249 of 1888, on account of re- 
imbursement to certain States and Territories for expenses incurred in repelling 
invasions and suppressing Indian hostilities, act June 27, 1882. 


PURCHASE OF SEEDS. 


Mr. HAWLEY. I presentthe petition of D. Landreth &Sons, of Phil- 
adelphia; J. M. Thorburn & Co., of New York City; Crosman Brothers, 
of Rochester, N. Y., and eight other firmsand individuals of the Ameri- 
can Seedsmen’s Protective League, praying that a committee be ap- 
pointed to ascertain and report the facts concerning the purchase of 
seed by the seeds division of the Department of Agriculture. 

I offer also a resolution, to be, with the petition and sundry papers, 
referred to the Committee on Agriculture and Forestry. 

The resolution was read, as follows: 


Resolved, That the Committee on Agriculture is instructed to uire and re- 


port concerning the purchase of seeds for distribution by the division of 
the Department of Agriculture, and for that gpg it shall have r to send 
for ns and papers and administer oat The expenses of said inquiry 


shall be paid out of the contingent fund of the Senate upon vouchers approved 
by the man of said committee. 

Mr. BUTLER. I should be very glad, if the Senator from Connec- 
ticut would have no objection, that the scope of the resolution might 
be enlarged a little, and that the committee be also instructed to report 
as to the advisability of abolishing the purchase of seeds by the Depart- 
ment of Agriculture. 

Mr. HAWLEY. That is a very serious business, as gentlemen will 
find if they undertake it. I prefer that the investigation shall be con- 
fined to this matter, and that so great a change in the Agricultural 

ent shall be left for independent consideration. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The resolution, under the rules, will 
be referred to the Committee to Andit and Control the Conti t Ex- 
penses of the Senate; and the petition will be referred to the Commit- 
tee on Agriculture and Forestry. 


CHINESE IMMIGRATION. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. If there be no further resolutions, 
concurrent or other, the Chair lays before the Senate an order coming 
over from yesterday, which will be read. 

The Chief Clerk read the order reported from the Committee on For- 
eign Relations September 19, 1888, by Mr. EDMUNDS, as follows: 

Ordered, That the President of the Senate be directed to withhold the trans- 
mission to the House of Representatives of the act (House bill 11336) entitled “An 
act to prohibit the coming of Chinese laborers to the United States” until the 
further direction of the Senate. . 

Mr. DAWES. I ask unanimous consent that that may be laid aside 
for a moment, that I may ask for the consideration of the bill I re- 

this morning. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. If the Senator will pardon me, I will state that 
I understand the Chinese restriction bill has left the possession of the 
Senate in due course and has gone to the House of Representatives. 
The resolution of the Committee on Foreign Relations yester- 
day is, therefore, no longer applicable, and for aught I see we must 
leave the bill to take the fate there or elsewhere which I think it de- 
serves. This resolution, therefore, may be laid upon the table. 

Mr. TELLER. We do not hear in these back seats what the Sena- 
tor says. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I was saying that, for the reasons I stated, as the 
bill has gone out of the possession of the Senate, the resolution re- 
ported yesterday is not applicable to the present state of the case, and 
therefore, so far as I am concerned, it may lie on the table. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. If there be no objection, the resolu- 
tion will lie on the table. 


RELATIONS WITH GREAT BRITAIN AND CANADA. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair lays before the Senate, 
under the order of the Senate yesterday, the resolution submitted by 
the Senator from Ohio [Mr. SHERMAN], on the 17th instant, directing 
the Committee on Finance to inquire into and report at the next ses 
sion of Congress the state of the relations of the United States with 
Great Britain and the Dominion of Canada. 

Mr. PLUMB. I understand that an understanding has been had 
between those who are interested in the resolution and its discussion 
that it shall lie over for the time being. 

Mr. MORGAN. Until Monday. 

Mr. PLUMB. Until Monday. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Shall it then be called up as cur- 
rent business under the call for resolutions or go to the Calendar? 

Mr. MORGAN. Let it be called up then as current business. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. If that be the understanding, that 
order will be made. 


moming from the Committee on Indian Affairs may be considered at 
this time. I will state to the Senate, if itis desired, the reason why I 
ask action now. 

Mr. MITCHELL. I wish to inquire if it will take any time. 

Mr. DAWES. No longer than to read the bill, I am confident. If 
it should, of course I would not press its consideration now. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The title of the bill will be stated. 

The CHIEF CLERK. A bill (S. 3557) to ratify and confirm certain 

agreements with the Upper and Middle bands of Spokane Indians, the 
Coeur d’ Alene Indians, the Lower Pend d’ Oreille or Calispel Indians,and 
the confederated bands of Flathead, Pend d’Oreille, and Kootenay In- 
dians, in Washington, Idaho, and Montana Territories, and for other 
purposes. 
Mr. DAWES. The purpose of the bill is to provide for the imme- 
diate relief of these Indians, The Department of the Interior has infor- 
mation that they are in a very destitute and starving condition at this 
moment. The bill provides for their removal to the Cœur d’ Alene and 
Colville reservations, where they will be abundantly well taken care 
of. The agreements made for that purpose were made two years ago, 
but have failed to be brought to the consideration of Congress for rati- 
fication until now. 

A special messenger, an exceedingly intelligent Catholic priest, has 
been sent here on purpose to bring to the attention of the Department 
the destitute condition of these Indians at this moment. ‘The Depart- 
ment sent him to the committee this morning. ‘The bill has been re- 
ported unanimously. ‘To pass it will take no longer time than to read 
it. 

By unanimous consent, the Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, 
proceeded to consider the bill. 5 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. - 

The preamble was agreed to. 

ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. If there be no further morning busi- 
ness, the Calendar under Rule VIII is in order. The first bill on the 
Calendar will be stated. 


The CHIEF CLERK. Order of Business 1995, a bill (S. 3348) for the 
relief of George K. Otis. 

Mr. MITCHELL. Mr. President—— 

Mr. PLUMB. Iask the Senator from Oregon to yield to me for a 
moment. If he is to speak according to the previous notice given, I 
desire to say that at the conclusion of his remarks I shall ask the Sen- 
ate to continue the consideration of the bill creating the Department 
of Agriculture, with the hope and expectation that it will be di 
of before adjournment and in fact very soon after the consideration of 
it is resumed. 

PRESIDENT’S ANNUAL MESSAGE, 

Mr. MITCHELL. I move that theSenate proceed to the considera- 
tion of the resolution offered by the Senator from Ohio [Mr. SHERMAN] 
referring the President’s annual message to the Committee on Finance. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The resolution will be read. 

The Chief Clerk read the resolution submitted by Mr. SHERMAN 
December 19, 1887, as follows: 

Resolved, That the President’s annual message be referred to the Committee 
on Finance. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. If there be no objection, the reso- 
lution is before the Senate, and the Senator from Oregon will proceed. 

Mr. MITCHELL. However widely the people of this country and 
the two great political parties may differ on some financial and polit- 
ical problems, thereare certain propositions upon which in a great meas- 
ure all are agreed. For instance, it is agreed on all sides by all polit- 
ical parties that such tariff and other revenue legislation. should be 
enacted by Congress, as speedily as may be consistent with the impor- 
tance of the subject, as will tend, first, to the reduction of our revenues 
and of the surplus in the Treasury; and second, that will remove ex- 
isting inequalities in the tariff, and by the reduction of internai-reve- 
nue taxes reduce and equalize the burdens of taxation so far as possible. 
Furthermore, all must concede that constitutionally the Senate of the 
United States could have no jurisdiction of this subject, could make no 
legislative suggestion whatever by any bill, nor report any measure re- 
lating to it, until the House of Representatives had first taken the in- 
itiative by passing a bill and sending it tothe Senate. This is, as we 
all know. fundamental, as clause 1, section 7, Article I, of the Consti- 
tution provides that— 

All bills for raising revenue shall originate in the House of Representatives, 
but the Senate may propose or concur with amendments as on other bills. 

All bills providing for a reduction or reform of the tariff are revenue 
bills. The two Houses of Congress as at present organized are divided 
politically, the Senate being Republican in majority, the House, Demo- 
cratic. The present Congress convened on the first Monday of Decem- 
ber last, now nearly ten months ago. Notwithstanding the fact that 
the President of the United States had on the second day of the pres- 
ent session, by an annual message in which no reference was made to 
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any other subject, called attention to this question, making such rec- 
ommendations as he deemed wise, and which, by the way, were di- 
rectly in the line of the doctrines and theories of a tariff for revenue 
only, which is but another designation of free trade, not until July 24 
last, a period ofseven and one-half months after the convening of Con- 
gress, oa the House of Representatives present the Senate with a reve- 
nue b 

Then, although the dog-days were upon us, although we had been in 
continuous session for nearly two-thirds of the entire year, although 
a great Presidential election is being waged and to be fought out before 

* the American people and determined in the next three months, and in 
which it was expected by constituencies Senators and Members would 
give a helping hand in theshape of campaign work—although all these 
circumstances so patent to all would have more than justified the ma- 
jority of this Senate in postponing even in committee a consideration 
of this important subject until the beginning of the next session, three 
months hence, it was determined by the Republican majority to waive 
all these objections, weighty as they are, and in the interest of good 
government meet and in so far as possible proceed with the investiga- 
tion of this great question here and now before an adjournment shall 
take place; and in pursuance of this determination the subcommittee 
of the Finance Committee of the Senate have held sessions continued al- 
most uninterruptedly by day and by nightsessions with open doors, where 
not only Senators and Representatives of all political parties, but also 
the representatives of all the great industries and occupations of the 
country could be heard—where the laboring man and the artisan, as 
well as the manufacturer, the wool and cotton grower, the jumberman, 
the miner, the agriculturist, the fruit-grower, the ship-builder, the hop- 

roducer, and the importer as well, had iull opportunity to be heard. 
Those hearings are still progressing as rapidly as possible, and it is ex- 
pected that at no distant day the full Committee on Finance will be 
ready to present, as they constitutionally may, an amendment in the 
shape of a substitute to what is known asthe Mills or House bill. 
This House bill and the Senate substitute when reported, as we are 
already advised by that committee, will be each complete in and of it- 
self and independent of the other. 

The one—the House bill—following in the main the recommenda- 
tions of the President, is a measure based in the main, except as to 
certain Southern products, upon the theory of a tariff for revenue only, 
or in other words, free trade pure and simple, clean cut and absolute, 
in so far as the principle upon which it is based is concerned, and ab- 
solutely in so far as very many of the great industries of this country 
are involved, and which in that bill are placed upon the free-list. It 
is free trade also professedly as to every article upon which a duty is 
exacted, inasmuch as it is publicly insisted by the friends of the meas- 
are that no duty, except just so much as may be necessary to raise 
sufficient revenue to meet the ordinary expenses of the Government, 
should be exacted. While this is the theory of the Mills or House 
bill, it is however a noticeable fact that the principle of protection is 
applied in the House bill as to duties on certain importations, mainly, 
however, as it will be seen, to those that come in competition with the 
productions of the Southern States, and for this reason I should not be 
surprised to hear it defended by some Senators who are not yet ready 
to swallow the doctrine of free trade, as a bill based on the principle of 
protection. The House bill, therefore, may very properly be regarded 
as a bill in the interest of the importer, a bill in opposition to American 
labor and American industries, a bill in the interest of free trade, and 
one which secures the hearty and enthusiastic approval, not only of 
every professed free-trader in the United States, but also of every free- 
trader and every free-trade journal throughout the domain of the 
British Empire. 

On the other hand, the proposed Senate substitute will, we are as- 
sured, be one based from beginning to end, every schedule and every 
line, on the American doctrine of protection to American labor and 
American industries. While this substitute, if enacted into law, will, 
we are assured, reduce the annual revenues of the Government very 
materially, perhaps from $50,000,000 to $60,000,000, and will thus tend 
materially and rapidly to all necessary reduction of the surplus now in 
the Treasury, the amount of which has been fearfully misrepresented 
as we shall see later; while it will remove opportunities for frauds by 
false classifications and undervaluations, and reduce and equalize all 
irregularitiesin existing tariff laws; while it will largely reduceinternal 
revenue taxes, it at the same time will do no injustice to any of the great 
industries of the country; it will nowhere bear down on either the la- 
boring man, the agriculturist, the miner, or the manufacturer; it will 
strike at no struggling industry, either great or small; it will protect 
alike the interest of the producer and consumer, and give to each and 
all encouragement, support, and cause for future hope. 

The Senate and the country therefore, to use a borrowed term, are to- 
day confronted with a question more important still, a question of more 
vital interest to the people of this country, a question that more nearly, 
and seriously, and vitally affects the general welfare and the present 
and future prosperity of thé American people than can possibly in any 
possible event the condition of the national finances which the Presi- 
dent in his annual m stated confronted Congress at the threshold 
of their legislative duties in December last. And that question is, as 
will be and as is virtually now, fully and fairly presented in the issue 


joined by these two bills—the House or Mills bill and the Senate sub- 
stitute to be soon reported, and the general character of which all now 
fully understand—whether or not the Congress of the United States 
shall abandon the American doctrine of protection to American labor 
and American industries—a doctrine that nearly every government on 
earth except England has recognized, or is rapidly coming to recognize 
as the correct one, a doctrine which England herself practiced for hun- 
dreds of years, until she becameso great and strong and powerful that she 
could compete successfully with all or any of the nations of the earth. 

The great question is, shall we now abandon this theory and prac- 
tice and adopt the free-trade policy of not only our greatest rival but 
our greatest and most formidable enemy? The question is, shall we 
turn our laboring men, our artisans, our producers, our manufacturers, 
our agriculturists, over to the tender mercies of a competition that 
lives and thrives and flourishes on the pauper labor of Europe, Asia, 
Africa, South America, and the islands of the seas? In other words, 
shall the Cobden Club of England and other free-traders of that coun- 
try, dead and alive, dictate our policy, or shall we legislate in the in- 
terest of our own people without dictation from any foreign power or 
any foreign people? ‘This is the great issue of the hour. This is the 
issue that must be fought out and determined, not alone by the Amer- 
ican Congress, but by the people, the twelve million of voters of these 
United States of America at the approaching election in November next. 

The question is not any longer what party is or is not in favor of re- 
adjustment. That is a dead issue, because it is favored by all parties. 
It is no longer a question which party is or is not in favor of reducing 
the surplus. That isobsolete for the samereason. The question is not 
now who is or who is not in favor of redu taxation. This we all 
favor. The great financial problem, however, the overshadowing issue 
of the hour, is, how shall all this be done? Shall we accept the Mills 
bill and thus abandon the great fundamental doctrine of protection, a 
doctrine admitted, advocated, and urged by George Washington, Ben 
Franklin, Alexander Hamilton, Thomas Jefferson, James Madison 
James Monroe, Andrew Jackson, Henry Clay, Daniel Webster, and 
others of our illustrious men, or shall we reject the Mills or House bill 
and by the adoption of a Senate substitute, such as has been indicated, 
adhere toa policy approved and supported by these great founders, 
builders, and defenders of the Republic, and under which it has bounded 
forward in the grand race of nations with such marvelous rapidity that 
in the great contest it has outstripped them all? 

Under ordinary circumstances, Mr. President, I should have remained 
silent while the subject of the revision of the tariff was under consid- 
eration leaving the discussion to those whose experience and financial 
education as well as position on the Committee on Finance more thor- 
oughly equip them for such duty. In view, however, of the very em- 
phatic free-trade policy urged upon Congress by the President, and of 
the substantial adoption of that policy by the national House of Rep- 
resentatives, and of the.absolutely blighting effect of such a policy, were 
it adopted, upon nearly every important industry of the Pacific coast, 
no Senator or Representative rom thatsecticn of our common country 
can, in justice to himself or his constituency, remain silent when 
this subject is under consideration. To remain mute at such a time 
would be to trifle with duty; to dodge responsibility would be coward- 
ice; to fail to protest would be little less than criminal. 

It is to be regretted, Mr. President, that in a great nation such as 
ours, first in wealth and in the greatness and grandeur of its institu- 
tions and the elevated plane of its public thought and political action, 
if not in population, there can not come to the assembled Congress from 
the pen of the Chief Executive recommendations upon this as upon all 
subjects, which, though in other respects might be subject to criticism, 
might be so essentially American in their nature, so pregnant with the 
vitalizing influences of American thought and American policy, and so 
distinctly opposed to all that is un-American or in any degree in 
sympathy with the thought or policy or interests of foreign powers, 
orinany respectin antagonism to our own, as to have commanded, with- 
out distinction of party, the co-operation of the American Congress. 

To expect that much, however, 1s perhaps more than can with any 
reason be hoped for in a country divided into two great political a 
ties, each struggling for the mastery, especially when the head of the 
administration is the nominee of his party for re-election, and hence 
we are divided here, and as we can not agree, the great controversy 
resolves itself into a gigantic inquiry, a great national, political in- 
quirendo before the American people as the jury, as to whether the 
policy upon the subject of the tariff recommended by the President in 
his annual message and adopted by the national House of Representa- 
tives is one founded in justice to and in the interest of American labor, 
American industries, American development, and American progress, or 
whether it is not, upon the contrary, one calculated to depress and de- 
grade labor, reduce wages, repress development, hinder progress, dis- 
courage enterprise, dwarf individual effort, paralyze capital, discourage 
friends at home, and encourage enemies abroad; and, in a word, a policy 
that will benumb the energies and arrest the development and progress 
of our nation. 

This, Mr. President, is the vital question which the Fiftieth Con- 
gress is called upon to determine. And in this connection, it may be 
premised, it is once more, and more clearly than ever before, defined 
the old conflict which has so often in the past engaged the attention of 
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the American people, the conflict between the doctrines of free trade 
and the principle of protection to American industries in all their varied 
forms and American labor. Upon one proposition we can all agree, and 
that is that the great object in the administration of any government is, 
or at least should be, especially in a republican government, to bring 
the greatest possible good to the greatest number. We mustallagree, 
furthermore, that whatever policy will bring the greatest strength to 
our national energies, that will more thoroughly infuse vitality into the 
great arterial ducts of the nation, that will more effectively animate the 
country’s industries and promote their development, and thus equip 
our nation and our people for vigorous, prolonged, and successful effort 
in the great contest for supremacy among the nations of the earth, is 
the policy that should receive the approbation of each and every Amer- 
ican citizen; and whenever a policy the reverse of this is proposed to the 
people of this country for their adoption, and it is sought to ingraft it 
upon national legislation, whether that course is suggested by a Presi- 
dent elected to his high position by our votes or in spite of them, it 
should be met with our stern, resolute, united, and vigorous opposition. 
And it is a fact, moreover, that the great masses of the people of this 
country never have been in the past, and will not now be, slow tocom- 
prehend the effect upon their individual interests, and upon the general 
welfare, ofany suggested legislation; andifitis deemed to be ofa nature 
hostile to theirinterests, they will not hesitate to oppose it by their voice 
and votes, even although in so doing they may come in conflict with the 
views, policies, and recommendations of the head of an administration 
who succeeded to power in part by their influence and their votes. 

Party ties are strong, I admit, but there are ties of national and in- 
dividual interests that are stronger still. Great party leaders may, for 
the sake of sustaining the standard-bearer of their party, suffer their 
party ties to lead them unwilling captives in one direction, while 
their better judgments are all the while pointing in the opposite di- 
rection net only as the proper, but also the more politic, course; but 
the great masses of the people—the individual, intellectual, patriotic 
voters of this great country—never have been and never will be led 
into an indorsement by their votes of any policy which their educated 
judgments disapprove. 

‘The history of the past furnishes many instances of the verification 
of this statement and of the operations and effects of combination in 
the interest of individual and national interests and by which admin- 
istrations have been ruthlessly and sometimes mercilessly hurled fron» 
power. Thomas Jefferson was not by the American people elected to 
the Presidency so much on any distinctive principles or policy ot his 
own, as by a combination of those interests and opinions which were 
opposed to the administration of Mr. Adams and to the measures of 
his administration, chief among which were the alien and sedition laws. 

The administration of Martin Van Buren went down in the election 
of General Harrison, not so much because of any distinctive policy on 
the part of either personally, but rather by a combination of those in 
favor of a more rigid economy, of a protective tariff, and by those favor- 
ing the rights and interests of the soldiers of the war of 1812. So, also, 
in the case of Mr. Polk. The Democratic party had in the campaign 
of 1844 inscribed upon their banners in Pennsylvania and other manu- 
facturing States, ‘‘ Polk, Dallas, and the tariff of 1842;’’ in Pennsyl- 
vania it was *‘ Polk, Dallas, Shunk, and the tariff of ’42,’’ and when 
power was reached they violated their pledges and enacted the free-trade 
tariff of 1846, and the result was that hundreds and thousands of the 
men who had voted to elevate Mr. Polk to the Presidency combined 
with the Whigs and hurled him from power by the election of Zachary 
Taylor. But in turn, four years afterwards, a great portion of the 
Whigs, becoming dissatisfied with the administration of Mr. Tyler, who 
succeeded General Harrison by death of the latter, and who apostatized, 
combined with the Democratic party, and the result was the dethrone- 
ment of the Whig party by the election of Franklin Pierce. And so 
it is, and so it ever has been, and so it always will be, that by the 

wer of combination of intelligent, patriotic men, personally and po- 

itically opposed to each other on many questions, the equilibrium ot 
things has been maintained, fundamental errors have been arrested, 
the general welfare has been promoted, and the interests of the nation 
and of the people for the time-being have been advanced. 

This idea which I have thus briefly hinted at was illustrated most 
beautifully more than a quarter of a century ago by one of the purest 
as well as one of the ablest of our now departed statesmen, when he said: 

The battle which perhaps decided the fate of most of Europe was won by the 
force of allied powers, and the chaplet that decked the brow of tlie world's 
mightiest hero was torn away by the power of combination. The tyranny and 
despotism of the mother country was overcome and destroyed by the flowing 
and fusion of French and Ame n blood. Without this power of combination 
the sun of England might have set at Waterloo, and the reverberation of the 
last feeble echo of liberty might have been heard upon the hills of Yorktown. 
Side by side in these les were ee the voices of soldiers 

of different 


great 
different languages, the blood of patriots nations struggling 


5 
for the attainment of one common end—the disenthrallment of millions then 


and yet unborn. 

Possibly, Mr. President, that combination of dissatisfied Republic- 
ans with the Democratic party in 1884 may have in a certain sense 
and in a certain direction been productive of some temporary good to 
the. wuntry, although it must confessed it is difficult to define at 
this time just in what respect, exceptit be the more perfect unification 
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of the Republican party to-day. But now for the first time in the his- 
tory of the present Administration a great fundamental proposition? 
has been submitted for the consideration of the American Co: and 
American people. This recommendation ofthe President of the United 
States is entitled to respectful consideration; the views expressed in 
the last annual message of the President must not be brushed aside 
without examination, or with no more than a mere perfunctory investi- 
gation, as unworthy of careful consideration; upon the contrary, they 
must be met and considered fully, carefully, intelligently, from every 
conceivable standpoint and from all their different bearings, and if 
upon examination found to be reasonable, proper, and just, in harmony 
with the best interests of the Government and the people, then they 
should receive the cordial, hearty indorsement of every Senator upon 
this floor, whatever our political views have been or may be, and also 
by the great masses of the people of this country; but if, on the other 
hand, they are, after this careful investigation, found to be fallacious, 
un-American, and opposed to the true interests of our country and our 
people, then there should be no hesitation in resisting them to the ex- 
tent of our power, irrespective of the question as to how we may have 
voted heretofore. 

And speaking in part for the constituency west of the Rocky Mount- 
ains, and more especially for the people of the Stateof Oregon and the 
adjacent Territories, I submit through this instrumentality to them— 
Democrats, Republicans, and Prohibitionists alike—whether it is not 
a fact that the suggestions and recommendations of the President, and 
which have been practically adopted by the national House of Repre- 
sentatives in what is knownas the Mills tariff measure, now here under 
consideration, is not absolutely destructive of almost every industrial 
interest onthe Pacific coast; that whatever may be its effect elsewhere, 
that there its effect on the wool, the lumber, the wheat, the barley, the 
fruits, the lead, and nearly every other industry that can be named, is 
absolutely paralyzing and destructive in every sense of the term. Anti 
if this is so, if in this we are not mistaken, if the adoption of the free- 
trade doctrines recommended by the President and incorporated in the 
Mills bill, only with such modifications as to give protection to certain 
great industries of the South, such as rice, sugar, ete., will, in our judg- 
ments as a people, tend to prostrate our industries, discourage agricult- 
ure, prohibit mining, paralyze our business energies, destroy our inde- 
pendence, and place us ona level with European and Asiatic prices, and 
drive us, especially our laboring classes, in direct competition, not only 
with the pauper labor of European countries, but with that of Austra- 
lia, China, South America, and the islands of the sea, then I assume 
that, no matter how we may have voted in 1884, no matter what we 
may have been denominated then—whether Republicans, Democrats, 
Prohibitionists, or Mugwamps—we will now, in defense of our inter- 
ests, assert our personal and political independence and protest indi- 
vidually and collectively against the adoption of such a policy—a policy 
that will close our mines, will lay waste our orchards of figs, and grapes, 
and pranes; that will destroy our herds; that will close our mills; that 
will shut down our collieries; that will destroy our every industry; 
that will paralyze labor: that will reduce wages; that will roll back- 
ward the wheels of our prosperity, and reduce us to a state of vassalage 
dependent upon the will of foreign powers. However we may have 
voted in 1884, we will not submit to a policy that undermines our pros- 
perity, that compels us to enter the unequal race and unjast competi- 
tion with the cheaply-paid labor and the cheaply-wrought productions 
of foreign countries. 

I shall assume, as it seems to me the facts justify, that the President 
is an advocate of the doctrines of free trade; that he is, therefore, op- 
posed to the policy of protection to American industries and American 
labor through the medium of the levying of custom duties on foreign 
imports. Or, in other words, if revenue sufficient to meet the require- 
ments of the Government can be collected without any resulting pro- 
tection whatever to any of our industries or to American labor, then 
he favors that policy to the adoption of one that will give this protec- 
tion. He certainly recommends that wool, lumber, lead, vegetables, 
brick, and some over one hundred other articles, be placed on the free- 
list, and these are the great industries in which the people whom I in 
part represent are so vitally interested. To place these articles on the 
free-list would be to virtually destroy these industries. The States 
and Territories of the Pacific coast are yet a new country; all their 
industries are yet in their infancy and only partially developed. The 
most strenuous advocates of free trade that have ever lived admit that 
the application of the doctrine of free trade to either a new country, 
or an old country with its industries undeveloped, would be ruinous, 
The great English free-trader, G. Smythe, the co-operator with Sir 
Robert Peel, in his scheme of free trade in England, inan address at 
Canterbury in 1847 said: 

I can not quit this subject of free trade without expressing my opinion on its 
abstract principle. I by no means hold that the principle of free trade is abso- 
lutely true or that it is of universal application, If Í were an American, the 
citizen of a young country, I should be a protectionist; if I were a Frenchman, 
the citizen of an old country with its industries undeveloped, I should equally 
be a protectionist. 

Here, then, we have the testimony of one of the ablest and most 
earnest English advocates of the doctrine of free trade publicly admit- 
ting that its application, either to a young country like the United 
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States or an old country like France with its industries undeveloped, 
“ewould be ruinous, 

In arriving at a correct conclusion as to the intentions of the leaders 
of the Democratic party we must consider the character of the bill as 
originally reported from the Committee on Ways and Means of the 
House of Representatives and before the various concessions and sur- 
renders that were subsequently found necessary to be made in order 
to obtain enough votes to secure its passage were indulged in. An ex- 
amination of that bill will show that nearly two hundred articles on 
which duties more or less are now collected, were placed by that bill 
on the free-list. On the bill as it passed the House there are about 
one hundred and fifty articles, and upon which it is asserted the ag- 

te duties now collected amount to $19,773,599.34. But it is a 
noticeable fact, as stated in the minority report of the committee, that 
**more than one-third of the free-list is made up from the products of 
the farm, the forest, and the mine.’’ It is a further noticeable fact 
that considerably over one-fourth of the whole proposed reduction re- 
sulting from those additions to the free-list arises from the one article 
of wool—the revenues derived from wool during the last fiscal year be- 
ing $5,899,81€.63, the next largestitem being tin-plates, $5,706, 433.89. 


WILL THE HOUSE BILL REDUCE THE SURPLUS? 


True, the Mills bill as it passed the House placed upon the free-list 
articles which during the last fiscal year contributed revenues to the 
amount of $19,773,599.34, and itis also true that internal-revenue taxes 
will by that bill be reduced, it is claimed, to the extent of about $24,- 
000,000, making as a starting point to be either increased or diminished 
by either a reduction or increase of revenues in the turther modifications 
of duties contained in the bill about $43,000,000. But after this point 
is reached you enter at once on the domain of prophecy and uncertainty, 
or rather whatever of certainty there is in reference to the matter 
points directly and empha mi in the light of past history, where 
largely reduced duties have resulted in largely increased importations 


and consequently largely increased reven to an absolute increase, 
rather than po arena of the surplus. sii 

And while Mr. MILLS claims that the bill will save $30,000,000 more 
in the reduction of duties on other articles, to any one conversant with 
the history of the reduction of duties in its effect in increasing impor- 
tations rather than reducing them, and thus in ing rather than re- 
ducing the revenue, the iction must seem wild in the extreme, and 


unsupported by either past history, reason, or common sense. It is, 


„therefore, a matter of very serious doubt whether the duties received 


under the Mills or House bill, were it now a law, would not by reason 
of vastly increased importations be equal to the amount collected un- 
der existing law, in which event there would by that means be no re- 
duction in the surplus whatever. 
FREE TRADE IN WOOL. 
It is my purpose to discuss, in so faras I may be able in the limited 
time in which it may seem reasonable to detain the Senate in one 
after nearly ten months of continuous session, the effect on 
some of the great industries of our country of the application of the 
free-trade doctrines tendered by the Mills or House Dal. And I will 
first attract attention to the subject of wool. The House bill places 
wool on the free-list. Theeffect of such action, were it adopted would, 
in my judgment, and I believe it is susceptible of demonstration, be to 
destroy that industry in the United States. 
THE EFFECT OF THE REDUCTION OF TARIFF ON WOOL BY THE ACT OF 1883, 
The great increase of importations in foreign wools and the conse- 
quent disastrous effects upon the interests of the wool-growers of this 
country even by the small reduction of duties on wool made in the 


tariff ot March 3, 1883, will be seen by a com of importations 
in the three years subsequent to the of that act with the im- 
portations for the three years preceding its I submit the 
following table of statistics computed from ial statistics of the 


Treasury Department by the Philadelphia Wool Merchants’ Association: 


Imports for three years previous and three years subsequent to the reduction in the tariff of March 3, 1883. 
{Compiled from official statistics of the Treasury Department by the Philadelphia Wool Merchants’ Association.] 


WORSTED CLOTHS. 


such in part of wool— 
MeeVatued att Saena pae techs 


'alued at over 40 cents and not g 60 cents... 
Valued at over 60 cents and not 80 Cents... seere sonn echanecduocsescess: 
Valued at over 80 cents per 
Torttall..........0+..,:ecccosscsceseoonesevessrsnoneoes no vosenspssseonesessssoores oun 
Amount of duties collected on cloths ......sse.s.esesssseoreessesses, snecensneees cennensenseeneenenscsens seneennanens mr-nnn nennen en 


Valued at over 60 cents and not exceeding 8 
Valued at over 80 cents per pound........,..s00 -rsseeeee 


and other knit 


drawers, 


Valued at over 80 cents per 


5 Total... ...cr-ceecsrssernses see 

‘Amount of duties collected.. W 

ores dolmans, jackets, talmas, ulsters, or other outside 
n’ 


apparel, goods of similar description or used for like purposes ......,.. 

haouad of mph aaa a SRAM Rite be ats saa 
RAW WOOLS, 

Claas No. 1—Clothing Wool... ...<..ccsssssscssssssstereesnenceeesssnnsnasecenenen snesccse” eossscsnenasannees 

Amount of duties collected.............+« ac one 

Class No. 2—Combing Wool............sssrsesunsesteceessenenanecnes 


ts for ladies’ and chil- 
eserse | 00, p. Ib, and 40 p. ct. 


Rates of duties. 


20c. p. Ib. and 35 p. ct.. 
.| 30c. p. 1b, and 35 p. ct.. 
.| 40c. p. lb. and 35 p, ct.. 
.| 500, p, lb. and 35 p, ct.. 


10c. p. lb. and 11 p. ct. 
"= || 12c. p. 1b. and 10 p. ct. 


aed 


Rates of duties, 


t 
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Imports for three years previous and three years subsequent to the reduction in the tariff of March 3, 1883—Continued. 


YARNS, 


TR OUR E TS 
Amount of duties collected on 
Increase in revenue .. 


KNIT GOODS. 


And al! goods made on knitting frames— ae 
Valued at not 30 cents per POUNd........sccrserseere 
Valued at over 30 cents and not exceeding 40 cents... 
Valued at over 40 cents and not exceeding 60 cents. 
Valued at over 60 cents and not exceeding 80 cents. 
Valued at over 80 cents per pound:........sreressrssssessi 


TOE amannan en ia oen iaei r ooe: 
Amount of duties collected.. 
Ei ORGS iN TOVOR eepose it:par dco adesso doe svssaaoapeeinobspopsbaraçoese doseren ssena em 


Cloaks, dolmans, jackets, talmas, ulsters, or other outside garments for ladies’ and chil- 
of similar description or used for like purposes.....,... 


dren’s apparel, and 
Amount of duties collected 


Increase in reyVenUe....seeeeresrtnse < oe ceesessensonseneneees soseseeas cesses sonore socseupscotenorecooonseseseweee 


Amount of duties collected. 
Increase in revenue............. 


Class No. 2—Combing wools..,. 
Amount of duties collected 
Increase in révenue........+.. 
Class No. 8—Carpet wools.... 


Amount of duties collected.. 
Increase in revenue............- 


From this it will be noticed that the effect of that reduction in the 
tariff on wool and woolen goods was, first, to vastly increase foreign 
importations; and secondly, an increase of the revenue in the three 
years subsequent to the date when duties were thus lowered, of $11,- 
465,503.27 over the duties collected for the three years prior to the re- 
duction in duty. 

While for the three years preceding March 3, 1883, the total num- 
ber of pounds of worsted cloths imported were but 2,939,226, the im- 

rtation of worsted cloths for the three years subsequent to the tak- 
ing effect of the act of March 3, 1885, reached the enormous sum of 
12,966,493 pounds, and upon which there was an increase of revenue 
in duties collected over that raised on the importations of the three 
prior years of $4,910,863.62. 

While but 1,259,784 pounds of woolen yarns were imported in the 
years 1881, 1882, and 1883, there came in under the reduced tariff of 
March 3, 1883, in the three years of 1884, 1885, and 1886, 6,427,278 
pounds, or over 500 per cent. of an increase, and upon these importa- 
tions there was an increase in the revenue for the three years over that 
of the three prior years of $1,657,563.50. 

On knit goods we find asimilar result. The total number of pounds 
of knit goods imported during the three years preceding the date when 
the tariff of March 3, 1883, went into effect was 1,318,807 pounds, 
while for the three subsequent years the importations increased over 
250 per cent., and reached a total of 3,433,480 pounds, and the revenue 
on knit goods was for the latter period increased from $1,722,483.68 to 
$3,617,364.71, being an increase for this period of $1,894,881.03. 

In the matter of clothes, dolmans, jackets, talmas, ulsters, or other 
óutside garments for ladies’ and childrens’ ns ge and goods of simi- 
Jar description or used for like purpose, but 330,908 pounds were im- 
prie durog fas three years preceding the date when the tariff of 

3, 1883, went into operation, whereas for the three years follow- 
ing, the importations of this class of goods advanced over 700 per cent. 
and reached the enormous sum of 2,407,605 pounds, while there was 
an increase of revenue on this class of goods of nearly 500 per cent., the 
total revenue for the three prior years being only $502,103.45, and for 
the three latter $2,401,930.61. But what was the resultin reference 
to raw wools? It is equally emphatic and significant in the lesson it 
teaches. Of class No. 1, or clothing wools, the importations for the 
last three years of tne higher rates of tariff duties (the tariff of March 
3, 1867), were 45,646,160 pounds, on‘which a revenue of $5,737,712.96 


sseeeeeeeeenrenennrseseassseneseras seaeneenases ROSEEE ESSE OEDSOREESTENET IGT 


at | 45c. p. lb. and 40 p. ct... 


eserse oe 


was collected, while for the three succeeding years the importations 
were 57,498,033 pounds, on which was collected a revenue of $5,905,- 
430.42, or an increase of importations of 11,851,873 pounds and in reve- 


nue of $167,717.66. On class No. 2, or combing wools, the importations 
for the three por years were 8,113,274 pounds, with a revenue of $1,- 
065,814.12, while for the three succeeding years the importations were 
13,239,048 pounds, upon which was collected duties to the amount of 
$1,337,340.02, or an increase in pounds of 5,125,774, and in revenue 
collected of $271,525.90. On class No. 3, or carpet wools, a like lesson 
is taught, as the importations for the three years preceding the reduc- 
tion in tariff rates by the act of 1883 were 129,724,266 pounds, bring- - 
ing a total revenue of $5,086,569.72, while there came in under the 
reduced rates the three succeeding years 193,024,049 pounds, with a 
revenue of $5,570,459.69, or an increase in importations of 63,299,783 
pounds and an increase in revenue of $483,889.97. 

On woolen rags, shoddy, mungo, waste, and flux the comparison 
stands thus: Two million four hundred and thirty-two thousand one 
hundred and thirty-eight pounds imported during the three years of 
high rates, with a revenue of $291,857.37, while during the next three 
years following 4,710,917 pounds were imported, on which a revenue ot 
$471,091.80 was realized, or an increase for this period of 2,278,779. 
pounds in our importations and of $179,234.47 in our revenue; or, in 
other words, or to state the case in a different form, under the higher 
rate of tariff on wools and woolen goods (that of 1867) in existence prior 
to the date when theact of March 3, 1883, went into effect, our imports 
for three years reached only 191,764,463 pounds, on which was collected 
a revenue of $17,964,907.52, while during the three subsequent years, 
or the first three years of the operation of the lower tariff of 1883, our 
importations reached the enormous figure of 293,706,903 pounds, or an 
increase over the importations of the three preceding years of 101,942,340 
pounds, or more than 150 per cent., and on which a revenue of $29,430, - 
410.79 was collected, or an increase in the latter period of three years 
over the former period of same length of time of $11,465,503.27. 

But coming down still later in considering the illeffects on this great 
industry of the reduction of the tariff on wool by the act of 1883, we 
find thatin the year 1837, ending June 30 of that year, our importations 
of wool from foreign countries amounted in value to over $18,000, 000, 
upon which we swell the surplus in the Treasury by collecting duties 
to the amount of $6,390,055. 

But the effect of the reduction of the tariff on wool by the act of 
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March 3, 1883, was not only a large increase in imports of wool and 
woolen goods, and a large increase in the revenue, as has just been 
shown, but its tendency to the absolute destruction to a certain and 
indeed a very alarming extent of the sheep industry of this country 
is clearly manifest by the decrease in the number of sheep and of 
course in the yield of wool. 

We have in this country to-day over 5,500,000 less sheep than we had 
when the act of 1883 went into operation. Then there were in the 
United States, according to these statistics, 50,360,243 head of sheep, 
while to-day there are but 44,759,314, 


Had our sheep industry in the United States in the matter of the 
number of sheep increased since July 1, 1883, when the wool tariff of 
that year went into operation, in the same ratio it did during the in- 
crease under the former protective tariff of 1867, there would be to-day 
in the United States 64,000,000 head of sheep, instead of but 44,759,- 
314, in that event a gain to the country of 19,240,686 head of sheep. 
These facts are fully illustrated in the following interesting table, re- 
cently published by the Philadelphia Wool Merchants’ Association, 
and which I will incorporate in my remarks: 


[Published by Philadelphia Wool Merchants’ Association. ] 


Table showing the number of sheep in the United States, with estimate of probable number if rate of increase had continued. 


` Total numter of sheep. 


The reduction in tariff on wool went into effect July 1, 1883. 


Another table is given in which its effect on groups of States and the 
Territories is shown, as follows: Western States, Southern States, Pa- 
cific Coast States, Middle States, New England States, and the Terri- 
tories. While it shows that the number of sheep in the Pacific States 
as a group did not decrease, the number in 1887 being 276,560 more 


than the number in 1884—the number in 1884 being 9,616,092, and in 
1887, 9,892,652—yet the proportion of increase over that of the imme- 
diately preceding years was most materially lessened, as the increase 
alone in 1884 over that of 1880 was 704,192, while in every other one 
of these groups, including that of the Territories, the decline in num- 


ber of sheep after 1884, when the tariff of 1883 had come to have full 
effect on this industry, was marked and uniform, as will be seen from 
the following table, prepared by the same association, and which I make 
a part of my remarks. 

Notwithstanding all the superior facilities for sheep-raising in Ore- 
gon, California, and Washington Territory, the ruinous effect in this 
section, while not so marked as in other groups of States, is made 
clearly apparent, while in the groups of Territories it will be seen there 
were in 1887 only 7,087,558 head of sheep as against 8,495,039 in 1885, 
a decrease it will be seen in two years of 1,407,481. 
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[Published by Philadelphia Wool Merchants’ Association.] 


Table showing the number of sheep in each group of States, 1880-1887, 
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Total United States, 


Total United States. 


Western States. 


Western States. 


Southern States. Pacifice Coast. 


os Sy 3.067.587 | Na.a706r77| | 9.242.449, 
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Territories. 


46.320.000 feo eee ree 


5,426,460: 


Territories. 
Middle States. 


Middle States. 


New England States. | 1,525,600 2979: 902 


| 88 5, 6207-1388. 252 A. 354.5597, 283,509. -1.249.325+-L 237.085._| 


The reduction in tariff on wool went into effect July 1, 1883. 


New England States. 


As further showing the effect on its price that would necessarily fol- | 


low the placing of wool on the free-list, attention is attracted to the 
following table, showing a comparison of the scoured value and the 
value in the grease of competing grades of American and foreign wools 
on the basis of the scoured value in London in December, 1887. This 
table was pene repared by Justice, Bateman & Co., 122 South Front street, 
Philadelp That the table may be intelligent to all and fully com- 
silende I repeat the explanation by its author as follows: 


The first column of figures on the left containsthe av Tea, rice for each grade 
of pragia wool at this date (January 2, 1888) in Philade New York, and 
on. 
The second eyes contains the percentage of shrinkage in scourin; 
various grades of American wool. and the third column shows the seo 
of the same to the manufacturer here. The fourth column the free-trade price 
for each grade of American wool, or in other words, it shows the price which 
would have to be accepted for domestic wool on the basis of the present values 
in London if the duties were taken off. The fifth column shows the decline, in 
cents, per oe in fleeces, which must occur to domestic wool to reduce it to 
the free-trade level, This column also shows the actual amount of protection, 
in cents, per pound, which the different qualities of domestic wool now have. 
The list of foreign wools on the right-hand side of the paper enumerates some 
h compete with domestic wools named on the same line on 
first column of figures to the right of the foreign list is 
the foreign pele orien | in cents in London. The last column on the extreme right 
shows how much decline would have to take place in the value of domestic 
scoured wool to reduce it to the London basis of value to-day, 


the 
cost 


This last, or ninth column, is also the difference in cents per pound between 
the scoured cost of American wool and the scoured cost of the correspondin ng 
grade of foreign wool in London, and is the actual amount of eon whi 
the American wool-grower now gets on scoured wool when itis imported in 
the unwashed condition, 


The following is the table referred to, and the key or explanation to 
which has just been given: 

[See table next page. ] 

This table comprises a comparison of prices and shows conclusively 
to theintelligentstudent how itis that “‘ protection protects ’’ the wool- 
grower, and how without adequate protection the American wool- 
growers would be driven from their business. It will be observed from 
this table the Philadelphia price in 1887 of Eastern Oregon and Wash- 
ington Territory X fine and above heavy was in the grease 16 cents 
per pound; if there had been no duty this wool must have sold at 10} 
cents per pound in order to compete with similar wool from Buenos 
Ayres. A scoured pound of the Oregon wool was then worth, it will 
be seen, 55 cents; a scoured pound of the Buenos Ayres wool, if there 
had been no tariff, could have been sold,as shown by this circular, for 
36 cents. In other words, the Oregon and Washington Territory wool- 
grower got 19 cents per pound more for his scoured wool by reason of 
the tariff, or that much more than he would have obtained had wool 
been on the free-list. 
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FIGURES FOR WOOL-GROWERS TO STUDY, SUGGESTED BY THE PRESIDENTS MESSAGE, 
Comparison of the scoured valus and the value in the grease of competing grades of American and foreign wools on the basis of the scoured value tn 
London, 


- [Prepared by Justice, Bateman & Co. 
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ASHED COMBING. 
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Ohio and Pennsylvania fine delaine, X, XX, and above... 33] 50| 70 2 10} 49 21 
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Ohio and Pennsylvania ł blood,combin. 37| 23| 48 20 17 26 29 
Ohio and Pennsylvania braid u 20 42 20 14 25 I7 
Canada combing „e.s... 3} 17) 42 21 |- 1l 29 13 
WASHED CLOTHING. ' 
Ohio and Pennsylvania XX and above, choice...... 32 51 65 18} 13} 58| 38 27 
Ohio and Pennsylvania XX and above, average.. 3| 53 63 18 12 58 | 38 25 
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Ohio and Pennsylvania coarse, + blood...... 37) B| 48 20 17 16 | 26 22 
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Medium unwashed clothing, } to + A 29 52 60 22 DES 40 | 46 l4 
eee ptm oon | ct er avean o 4 ed Bae is. 15 i| 2 n 
un Ra A 
Coarse unwashed clothing, $ blood, average.......... oo 27| 44) 48 14} 12} 16 | 26 22 
Common and burry un A nr 20; 50| 40 13 7 16 | 26 l4 
TERRITORIAL, 
nsas and Nebraska fine unwashed, X and above.............. 17| 69 | 55| 12} 4} | Montevideo poor........ 68 | 40 15 
red and Nebraska medium unwashed..............crscsseerssees 2| 6&| 50 as at Montevideo secundo.| 16 | 56| 36 4 
Kansas and Nebraska coarse unwashed, } blood... = > = r best... et = S a = 
18| 67| 5 113 6} 12 | 67| 3 19 
16| 71| 5 10} Sh 12 | 67| 36 19 
East Q: 
ead F DOON A oe eaS 13| o| 52 12% 5} 1 | s| 36 16 
eao eng Washington Territory, fine medium = S = a = Urs EAE is 
an s e sesererereseeven serene tonnes eeeeseteaeeresesessns casees peeves 
Eastern Oregon and Washington Territory, coarse, } blood.. 20 55 45 1 9} 19%} | 16| 23 22 
Valley Oregon fine X and above.......-... 0+ ~4 4 4 1a st 10 = a a 
254 45| 4 l4 1l 21 | 10| 2) 19} 
2 40 37 12 10- 18 10| 2 7 
20 64 55 14} Sk 13 68 | 40 J5 
l4| 7| 47 12 2 13 | 68| 40 7 
22| 56| 50 15 7 15 | 5| 3 16 
Texas it] ali i ry is | 3| 36 it 
17 
Texas epa ieas fall cli: 14 70 47 i 3 16 56| 36 ll 
Texas CATPC........100--r++ eens renees: eee 135| 50| 30 Jl 4 20 | 10| 2 8 
Wyoming and Idaho fine, choice.. 18| o7| 55 124} 5} 12 | 6&6 | 38 z 
Wyoming and 16| 71| 55 10} 5} 12 | 67| 33 19 
Wyoming and 2| oo]; 5 13 7 15 | 56| 4 16 
Wyoming and 17 66 50 J1} 15 5| 34 16 
Wyo 21 53 45 10: 1 19} | 16; 2 2 
Utah an 18 67 55 iL 12 67| 36 19 
Utah and Nevada fin 135| 73) 5 1. 13 | @ 40 15 
Utah and N 20 60 50 1 16 56| 36 li 
Utah and Nevada 16 67 48} 1u 5 16 55| 3 wi 
Utah and pone coarse, + æ = * “4 ot eset = = = = a. 
Monten aj 5| 55 16, 8 Montevideo secundo... 16 | 56| 3 19 
tana average 22 60 9 
Sa Bie eiccust oe SIEEN i 
19| 67 A 
Montana fine 21 6 60 l4 7 13 | 68 | 40 2 
Montana fine XX hea 18| 69) 58 12% 5t 13 | 68} 4 18 
Montana coarse 22| 56| 50 1 i 21 10| 5 3 
Colorado, New 17| 6) 55 “1 4 13 | 63| 40 15 
ew Mexican, an 13| 76| 55 A ll 2 15 63| 47 8 
Colpanto New Mexican,and Arizona fine medium 18| 6| 52 12} 5h 16 | 56| 36 16 
c 
Colorado, New Mexican, and Arizona fine medium } blood 16 69 52 n 5 16 56| 36 16 
eo New Maxican, and Arizona medium f cbolce........ 1| 62| 50 naamani] 18] 56| 36 u 
Colorado, New Mexican, and Arizona medium Ẹ heavy.......... 16 68 50 it AEE OE | 56| 36 4 
Colorado, New Mexican, and Arizona coarse or } blood........ 20 56 45 19%} | 16| 23 2 
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The first inquiry is: 
How are wool-growers protected by the tariff? 
This general question, it seems to me, has already been answered 
in what has just been said. 
My correspondent next remarks: f 
ported, has to pay 10 cents un: 
OTe and It por cont ad valorem duty, or on wool at 16 cents per pound the 
duty would be a little more than 11} cents per pound; on wool rated at 23 cents 
eae pote roia tape fg en Ca This isa very complex style of 
This, to a certain extent, may be true, and, as a rule, had I my way 
all ad valorem duties would be abolished and specific duties only would 
be imposed, although in the matter of wool, if we are to have an ad 
valorem duty, then it should be accompanied also by a s œ duty, as 
will be shown later on. Many frauds on the law wo in my judg- 
ment, be avoided by having a simple and specific duty. Still the law 
as it stands, and it has been correctly quoted by my correspondent, is 
not difficult to understand. . The average intelligence of those engaged 
in this great industry, which has been regarded so worthy and honora- 
ble since the days of our Saviour,when, as we are told, ‘‘shepherds 
watched their flocks by night,” must not be underestimated. The 
sheep-owners of this country understand the law thoroughly and its 
operation and effect. The officers charged with the duty of executing 
the law understand it, and my correspondent, it is quite apparent from 
the general intelligence exhibited in his letter, understands it. There 
is a reason for the complex or double system, part specific, part ad va- 
lorem. If an ad valorem duty alone were charged it would open the 
door to immense frauds. The specific duty is higher on more valuable 
wool and lower on cheaper wool, because the finer grades require greater 
protection to encourage their production. 
Again, my correspondent calls on me to answer this conundrum: 


If our wools sell for 23 cents per pound, and the tariff adds 12} cents of that 
price to us,its real price without the tariff would be 10} cents, would it not? 
and at 15 cents per pound, the price we received in 1886, the real value of our 
wool was 3} cents per pound, if figures do not lie and if I know the meaning 
thereof. Now, sir, if you can explain these discrepancies I will be obliged to 


you, 

In the first place, my correspondent, as is the President in his last 
annual message on this subject, is in error in assuming that the value 
of wool is always, at all times, and under all circumstances, ascertained 
and fixed by deducting the amount of the tariff from the selling price. 
Suppose, for instance, the tariff were $1 a pound, wool would not be 
increased in price $1 per pound, as we all know. Such a tariff being 
prohibitory, would simply shut out all im portekont; but our price 
would be fixed by the relative value of wool as compared with other 
products of the farm. 

A tariff of even 20 cents per pound on wool would bejust as protect- 
ive, no more, no less, as would bea tariff of $1 a pound, because either 
would shut out the foreign wool and give the American wool-grower 
the exclusive American market. While this is true, while it is cer- 
tain that the value of wool is not always measured by taking the sell- 
ing price and deducting therefrom the amount of duties imposed, yet 
it is true that a tariff gives to the American producer an advantage over 
the foreign producer in this—if the foreign producer can raise wool and 
ship it to Boston and sell it for 10 cents a pound and there is no tariff, 
then the American producer must sell for 10 cents or go out of the 
business. This, it seems to me,'is plain to everyone. Bat if the for- 
eigner is met at the custom-house with a duty of 10 cents on his for- 
eign product, then he must sell his wool for 20 cents per pound in order 
to get 10 cents for himself—10 cents going to the United States through 
the custom-house; and thus it is the American wool-grower will get 
20 cents for his wool and thus have an advantage of 10 cents per pound 
over the foreigner. South American merino wool can be raised at Buenos 
Ayres for 6 or 7 cents a pound, and the country is so vast and pastur- 
age so plentiful and cheap and the wages of herders so low that with- 
out a tariff our people can not raise wool in free-trade competition with 
them. It is simply out of the question, and to me it seems absurd to 
insist that they can. 

President Cleveland in his recent letter of acceptance reiterates in 
these words this statement, which is substantially the declaration con- 
tained in his last annual message: 

Isu that it is needless to explain that all these duties and assessments 

are added to the price of the articles upon which they are levied, and thus be- 
come a tax upon all those who buy these articles for use and consumption. 

I suppose, too, it is well understood that the effect of this tariff taxation is not 
limited to the consumers of imported articles, but that the dyties imposed upon 
such articles permit a corresponding increase in price to be taid upon domestic 
productions of the same kind, which increase, paid by all our people as con- 
sumers of home productions and entering every American home, constitutes a 
form of taxation as certain and as inevitable as though the amount was annu- 
ally paid into the hand of the tax-gatherer. 

From this proposition I most emphatically dissent. It does not fol- 
low that because a duty of 10 per cent., or 20 per cent., or any other 
amount is levied on any foreign product, this amount is necessarily 
added to the price of the article to be paid by the consumer; much 


less that the effect of such tariff laid on the foreign product is to in- 
crease correspondingly to the amount of duty the price on the do- 
mestic or home product of the same kind, Possibly where the article 
imported is not produced at all in this country there may be some 
reason for concluding that the tariff duty im is added to the price 
that is paid by the consumer, as in that case there is no competition, 

ing whatever to regulate the price; but where the imported prod- 
uct is one produced here, and there is competition between the home 
and the imported product, then it does not follow that the amount of 
duty imposed is added to the price to be paid by the consumer, even 
for the imported product, much less has a tariff duty levied in such a 
ease the effect of adding an equal tax on the like home product to be 
paid by the consumer. 

But suppose the President is right in his position; then it follows, 
absolutely, logically, and necessarily, and there is no escape from it, that 
for every cent of tariff that is imposed on each pound of imported wool, 
then the domestic product is increasad in price to the wool-grower to 
just that amount; if the tariff on wool is 10 or 12 cents a pound, then 
clearly, under the President’s reasoning, the price of wool would under 
all circumstances be just 10 or 12 cents per pound higher than it would 
be otherwise. And so with wheat. There is under existing law a 
duty of 20 cents a bushel on all imported wheat. So, according to 
the President’s theory, there is just 20 cents added to the price of 
every bushel of domestic wheat raised and sold in the United States, 
and the producer of wheat is just that much better off by reason of- 
the tariff, according to the President’s theory, although the man who 
is purchaser and the consumer of wheat would in such a case be com- 
pelled to pay 20 cents per pound more for his wheat than he would in 
the absence of a tariff on wheat. And so it would be all through the 
list on every domestic article where the foreign article of the same 
kind is subject to a tariff. 

But the President is wrong. The philosophy of a protective policy 
does not operate in this manner; while its effect is highly beneficial to 
the home producer, while it upholds prices both of labor and product, 
its operation is not on the scale or regulated in the manner indicated 
by the President; but the effect to be produced by an import duty is 
controlled and ted by a variety of cireumstances and economic 
conditions as indicated by me in the answer given tothe interrogations 
of my constituent. 

But another great historical factin connection with the constant de- 
cline in the price of cheap clothing, since the enactment of the tariff 
of 1867 is worthy of note. Clothing can be purchased to-day in any of 

Eastern cities, Phi New York, Boston, for about 
f its cost twenty-five years ago; and not only is this a fact, but 
actually cheaper by from 10 to 20 percent. than the same kind and qual- 
ity of goods can be purchased in Liverpool or London. While therefore 
under the operation of our protective tariff the past twenty-one years our 
flocks of sheep have vastly increased in numbers, our wool and mutton 
have improved in quality and price, clothing has become materially 
ray 2058 But sincethe Democratic party insists on placing wool on 
the free-list, and the House of Representatives has passed a bill to that 
effect, what has been the effect on the Pacific coast? Simply this: The 
price of wool has dropped from 25 cents to an average of 8 to 12, 
while the price of clothing is in no wise cheapened. 

Already have the wool-growers in the West suffered immensely on 
account of the proposed repeal of the tariff on wool. Wool is selling 
to-day in Michigan, we are told, for from 15 to 17 cents per pound, a 
reduction of 10 or 12 cents per pound from last year. The highest 
price paid for wool in the interior of Eastern Oregon and Washington 
Territory this year until very recently was 12 cents per pound, while 
much, it is said, has been sold as low as 8 cents per pound. Recently 
since it has become known that the Republican Senate will maintain 
present rates on wool and perhaps advance the rates somewhat, wool 
in Oregon is selling from 13 to 15 cents per pound, 

Again, our wool product is to-day less by 33,700,000 pounds than it 
was under the tariff of 1867, or when the act of 1883 went into force; 
then it was little if any more than 300,000,000 pounds; now, accord- 
ing to the best statistics, it is only about 265,000,000 pounds. These 
are the figures of reliable statisticians—although I am aware the wool 
merchants’ figures differ materially, some placing the present product 
as high as 333,000,000 pounds. This is not all nor yet the worst ef- 
fects by any means of the reduction in the tariff on wool by the act ot 
March 3, 1883, A further ruinous effect of this reduction was in bear- 
ing down the price of wool in the United States; adecline in the price 
of wool immediately followed of over 5 cents per pound, and the sheep- 
owners of the United States suffered the first year of this reduction 
a loss of between fifteen and sixteen million dollars. 

THE BENEFICIAL EFFECTS OF THE WOOL TARIFF oF 1867. 

How different and beneficial was the effect of the tariff of March 2, 
1867! Under the stimulating influence of the protection afforded by 
that tariff the number of sheep in the United Statesrapidly increased, 
the yield of wool increased, and the quality was improved. In 1850 
there were in the United States but 21,723,220 head of sheep, yielding 
only 52,516,959 pounds of wool. In the ensuing teu years but small 
protection was given to this industry and the increase in the number of 
sheep and in the yield of wool was comparatively small, as in 1860 there 
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were only 22,471,275 head of sheep, or an increase in ten years of only 
748,055 or about 34 per cent., while the yield of wool in 1860 was but 
60,264,913 pounds, an increase in ten years without adequate protection 
of only 7,747,954 pounds. The decade from 1860 to 1870 had in it 
three years of protection under the act of March 2, 1867, and the result 
was an increase in that decade in the number of sheep of 6,608,675, or 
an increase of 27 per cent, ; while the yield advanced during the same 
period from 60,264,913 pounds to 100, 102,387 pounds, while in the next 
ten years, from 1870 to 1880, during the whole of which time the tariff 
of March 2, 1867, was in operation, the increase in the number of sheep 
was 12,287,949, or 44 per cent.; in the four succeeding years, from 1880 
to 1884, when the tariff of 1867 was modified by that of 1883 going into 
operation, the increase in the number of sheep in the United States 
was 9,594,703, making a total of 50,360,243, since which time under 
the less protective duties under the act of 1883 there has been a de- 
cline in the industry, and the number of sheep has been reduced as has 
also the yield of wool. The statistics are taxen mainly, but found to 
be entirely correct by comparison with others, from an address deliv- 
ered by Hon. William A. Lawrence, of Ohio, November 11, 1887, be- 
fore the Farmers’ National Congress at Chicago, and they are authentic. 

True it is a Republican Senate consented to the reduction in the tariff 
on wool made by the act of March 3, 1883, not, however, because of 
any belief that such a policy as to wool was the correct one, but simply 
because the clause in the tariff bill of that year making this reduction 
was part and parcel of a general act which contained many other pro- 
visions whereby the revenue could be reduced and yet do no injustice 
to the industry taxed. Noone believes for a moment that the majority 
of this fonas then more evenly divided politically, would have voted 
a reduction of the tariff on wool had it been presented as a separate and 
independent proposition. The alternative was presented of either vot- 
ing this modification in the wool tariff or refusing to vote a reduction 
of taxes on a variety of imports upon which the duties were admit- 
tedly too high, the removal of which would not only do no injustice 
to the industries taxed but effecta large decrease in thesurplus. And 
what seems most remarkable, if not indeed somewhat amusing and in- 
deed ludicrous, is the fact that the Democracy, especially of the Pacific 
coast, denounced this reduction of the tariff on wool as an unjust dis- 
crimination against a great industry, declaring it to have been the re- 
sult of the recommendations of a Republican commission appointed by 
a Republican President, and yet we are to-day greeted with the sublime 
spectacle of a Democratic President demanding not merely that the 
tariff of 1883 be retained, not merely that a further reduction in the 
tariff on wool be arranged, but that wool be placed on the free-list; a 
Democratic House of Representatives seconds that demand by an almost 
solid party vote, and Democratic leaders throughout the country—not 
by any means all of them, I am gratified to say—are crying oui at the 
top of their voices: ‘‘Greatis Allah! Give us free wool!’’ 

As a forcible illustration of what has just been stated and of the hu- 
miliating subserviency to the behests of party leaders, I desire to at- 
tract attention to a plank in the State platform of the Democratic party 
of the State of California of 1836, and on which two of the present mem- 
bers of the national House of Representatives of that State were 
elected. It read as follows: 

The present tariff on wool, prepared by a Républican commission appointed 
by a Republican President, is an unjust discrimination againsta great industry, 
and we denounce the same and demand the restoration of the tariff of 1867. 

The recent vote elsewhere on the Mills bill indicates pretty strongly 
that the Democratic representation in the national House of Repre- 
sentatives from the State of California have changed their minds if 
they ever indorsed their own platform on that subject, otherwise their 
votes have been cast contrary to their convictions. 

THE MAGNITUDE OF THE INDUSTRY ASSAILED. 

And what is the extent in value and importance of the wool indus- 
try in the United States thus assailed by the President and by the 
Mills or House bill? Only five of the great agricultural industries of 
the country exceed it in value. These are corn, hay, wheat, cotton, 
and oats, inthe order named, wool coming sixth. It is estimated there 
are in the United States 1,020,728 owners of flocks of sheep. Of these 
over 700,000 are engaged almost exclusively in the business of sheep- 
raising as an industry. These give employment continually on an 
average to more than half a million of men, ‘The value of the wool 
crop last year was $75,000,000. But not only so. Mutton is a choice 
and cheap food. About 15,000,000 mutton sheep are sold annually in 
the United States for home consumption and export. These, while 
furnishing an excellent and cheap food to the consumer—the laborer, 
the mechanic, and others—bring to the producer or sheep-raiser annu- 
ally an average of at least $3 per head, or an aggregate in coin of about 
$45,000,000, thus making the annual aggregate value of the wool and 
mutton crop of the United States over $120,000,000. 

A writer of ability and accuracy, Mr. Washington Belt, of New York, 
in a recent article on this subject, foots up the damage that will ensne 
in the destruction of values by placing wool on the free-list in this wise: 


These 700,000 farmers engaged in the wool industry will ave: to own at 
least 160 acres of land each, making a total of 112,000,000 acres; devoting the 
more desirable parts of their farms to the raising of n and hay, and se- 
lecting the poor, rough, and hilly portions for the urage of their sheep, 
thus putting to profitable use their entire farms, you remove the duty on 


wool, and so make the growing of it an unprofitable business, it would render 
almost valueless the portions of their farms devoted to sheep-raising, and would 
thereby decrease the average price of the whole farm at least $2.50 per acre, 
making a loss from this source alone of $20,000,000. Sheep would also decrease 
in value 50 cents per head, making another shrinkage of $25,000,000. Wool 
would decline from 7 to 8 cents per pound at least from the average price of the 
last fifteen years, adding another loss of $25,000,000, and the farmers would be 
so impoverished by the low prices obtained for their wool that ont of actual 
necessity they would be compelled to reduce the wages of 500,000 persons em- 
ployed to assist in the growing of their flocks to the extent of at least 15 cents 
por nes or about $50 per year, making a still further loss of $25,000,000 from this 
ree alone, 


This writer concludes with the following very pertinent remarks: 


Now, for the sake of reducing our revenue between five and six million dol- 
lars we must virtually impoverish this vast number of persons en in this 
industry, and those dependent on them as employés and their ies, and 
those dependent on this industry, numberin on sA kesnth of the entire popula- 
tion of tho United States, asa majority of these flock-masters, as well as their 
employed help, are heads of families, and so force this large body of people to fol- 
low a business that will yield no profit, and compel them to raise wool in com- 
petition with all the poorand poverty-stricken nations of the earth, where land 
and labor are fully one-half less than in this country; and in doing this we in- 
nos upon maa most honorable and respected American industry the following 

osses, namely : 


Spina! in value of land.......0....0s0000 nee sensecreveccessnsavecesessosseeseressee $290, 000, 000 


nking in value of labor... Ad 
Shrinking in value of flocks . 2 000, 000 
Shrinking in value of woolls........... 25, 000, 000 
Total loss to the wool industry... Pre. „» 855,000,000 
The fallacy of the argument advanced by the promoters and defend- 


ers of the Mills bill proposition to place wool on the free-list is made 
manifest by the very contradictory reasons given in favor of it and the 
diversity of prediction as to the effect the placing of wool on the free-list 
will have on its price. For instance, it is asserted confidently by the 
President and by Mr. MILES and others that the effect of placing wool 
on the free-list—and, in fact, this is given as the main, if not the sole 
reason for placing it there—will be to reduce the price of wool and thus 
cheapen, as they claim, the cost of clothing to the people. But while 
this is so, in the great debate recently held elsewhere, Representative 
SPRINGER, one of the leading Democrats of the national House of Rep- 
resentatives, and other leading advocates of the Mills bills, declared, 
and supported their declaration by various arguments, that the effect 
of free wool would be to advance the price of wool for manufacturing 
purposes. Surely both of these propositions can not be true, and, in 
fact, neither is absolutely true. It is true, however, as stated by the 
President and Mr. MILLS, that the effect of placing wool on the free- 
list will be to reduce the price of wool to the wool-grower, but it is not 
true, as it is believed, that the effect of such reduction will be to 
cheapen manufactured woolen clothing. 


THE SHEEP INDUSTRY IN OREGON, 

The sheep industry in Oregon is in its infancy. Prior to 1867 there 
were less than 150,000 sheep all in the State of Oregon. In 1860 there 
were but 86,052, and in 1850 only 15,382. Stimulated, however, by 
the protection afforded by the tariff of March 2, 1867, this industry 
made gigantic strides until checked in a great measure by the reduction 
made in tariff by the act of 1883. For instance, there were less than 
150,000 head of sheep in 1867; the number in the next three years had 
increased to 318,123; in 1880 the number reached 1,083,182, while in 
the next three years, to 1883, the number more than doubled, reaching 
the limit of 2,403,157. Then, under the depressing influence of the 
tariff of 1883, there was in the next three years, down to 1836, an aver- 
age annual increase of only about 18,000 head, as the statistics show 
the number in 1886 to have been but 2,469,533, while in 1887, accord- 
ing to the reported statistics, which by the best judges are estimated 
as being too low by 20 per cent., the number was 2,593,029. 

It may be safely stated, therefore, that there are now in the State of 
Oregon in round numbers about three million head ofsheep. These rep- 
resent a capital of not less than $6,500,000, irrespective of capital in- 
vested in outfits, teams, horses, etc., for each flock, besides necessary 
land and improvements. Its but safe to estimate that these give con- 
stant employment to at least three men for every one thousand head of 
sheep, thus giving employment to about nine thousand men as herders 
and shepherds, not including shearers, ete. And this is the character 
of the wool industry alone in the State I in part represent here, which 
the President of the United States, and the present candidate of the 
Democratic party for re-election, would strike downand forever destroy 
by placing wool on the free-list. To this industry perhaps more than 
that of any other, and, indeed, I might perhaps with propriety say, as 
much as all others combined, is our State to-day indebted for the mar- 
velous development and the rapid settlement of its eastern section, 

For many of these statistics and comparisons I am indebted to Col. 
Thos. S. Lang, of the Dalles Oregon, who is thoroughly informed on 
the subject. 

Prior to the act of March 2, 1867, the destruction of the wool indus- 
try of this country was threatened by the rapidly increasing flocks in 
Australia, the Aryan Republic, and other foreign countries. Then 
our wool production was but 168,009,000 pounds annually, while that 
of South America and the African colonies alone reached over 300,000,- 
000 pounds. Then it was the American Congress, becoming alarmed 
at the peril to which this great American industry was being subjected, 
sought by wise legislation contained in the act of March 2, 1867, to stay 
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the flow of foreign importation and give protection and encouragement 
to the wool-growers of the United States by an increase of duties on 
foreign importations of wool, and what was the result? Our yield of 
wool generally rapidly increased in the succeeding sixteen years, as 
follows: 


amount of army clothing thrown on the markets in the first few years 
succeeding the close of the war. But all the beneficial effects of the 
act of 1867 were, as I have already stated, checked by the act of 1883, 
as will be further conclusively shown by two significant facts: First, 
that since 1883 our yield of wool has decreased from 300,000,000 pounds 
to 265,000,000 pounds, although, according to McCarthy, statistician, 
the product reached high-water mark in 1885, when it reached 308,- 
000,000 pounds, while the average price of wool at New York and Bos- 
ton has decreased from 47 cents per pound, the average price from 1867 
to 1883, to 33 cents per pound, the average price since 1883 to the pres- 
ent time—a falling off, as will be seen, of 14 cents on each pound of 
wool. These rates are those of Ohio washed fleece. 

If a reduction, therefore, in the duty on wools from 2} to 3 cents 
per pound by removing the ad valorem duties, as was done by the act 
of 1883, has been followed by such disastrous effects, what may we ex- 
pect in the shape of calamity and absolute destruction to this great 
industry which now contributes annually to the wealth of the country 
over $75,000,000—I make no mention of flocks valued at $90,000,000 
more—if all duties are removed and wool, as is proposed by the pend- 
ing House bill, be placed on the free-list? The resultin such an event 
is not difficult of divination. England, free-trade England, has her- 
self furnished ample evidence of the effects of free trade on the wool 
industry in her own country. Less than eighteen years ago England 
produced over 250,000,000 pounds of wool, while to-day, under the 
baneful influence of free trade, her product is less than 100,000,000 
pounds. 

WOOL AS RAW MATERIAL. 

Those who speak of wool as the raw material should remember it 
costs money, first for sheep, for pasturage, for salt, for herders, for 
shepherds, for doctoring, and for general care. The average expense 
of keeping a sheep in Eastern Oregon is about 5 cents a month or 60 
cents a year, while at present rates each sheep will perhaps net him 
from 65 to 70 cents, which leaves the owner under existing duties 
from 5 to 10 cents a head on which to pay interest on money invested 
and support his family; and in this estimate no account is taken of 
the risks of destruction from dogs, wild beasts, winter storms, and 
sheep epidemics. It costs about 10 cents a head, as I understand, for 
shearing, or over 14 cents per pound. For hauling it to æ point of 
shipment it costs from one-half to 2 cents a pound, depending on loca- 
tion. Another high tax must be added to the Eastern Oregon shipper 
or the purchaser of wool to get it to Chicago; and yet wool is said to 
be the raw material. 

FREE TRADE IN LUMBER. 


The Mills or House bill places lumber on the free-list, and it is as- 
serted by the advocates of that measure that if this is done the cost to 
the consumer will be reduced. Butis thisso? If the placing of lum- 
ber on the free-list would in no wise tend to crush out the manufact- 
urer of lumber in this country, if our mill-owners could afford in such 
& case to compete with the cheaply obtained timber and cheaply man- 
ufactured lumber of the Canadian provinces, and could keep up their 
annual product to its present figures, then it is reasonable to suppose 
that the price of lumber to the consumer would be materially reduced, 
although in such event the profits to the producer would of necessity 
be materially lessened. 

But is it not a fact that if an open, free market is given by us to the 
Tumbermen of our northern neighbors they will have such an advan- 
tage over the mill-men of this country, and especially those of the Pa- 
cific coast, that the first and ruinous effect will be to cripple and finally 
close American mills, thus driving the millions of capital now invested 
in that great industry into other avenues that will warrant better re- 
turns; and in the next place, will it not inevitably follow that, having 
a market all to themselves, our British neighbors along our northera 
boundaries engaged in the lumbering business will at once advance the 
price even beyond what it is now, so that in the end the last condition 
will be worse than the first and the price of lumber to the consumer, 
instead of being reduced, will be higher than it is at present? 


It is a conceded fact that everything necessary to produce lumber in 
British Columbia and throughout Canada is at least 25 per cent. cheaper 
than in the United States. - The Crown lands, covered with magnificent 
forests, are leased to mill-owners for long terms at merely nominal 
rentals; Chinese labor is employed almost exclusively in the mills of 
British Columbia, and the wages for this character of labor is now being 
reduced still lower than heretofore, since thousands of Chinese laborers 
are arriviug every month over the subsidized line of British steamers 
running between Vancouver, the western terminus of the Canadian Pa- 
cific, and the British port of Hong-Kong, in China. Again, freights 
from British Columbia to California are as low, and perhaps lowerthan, 
from most ports in Oregon and on Puget Sound, while by reason of the 
necessarily higher freight rates from Alaska (by reason of its distance 
away) the British mills would, in case of free trade, have a monopoly 
as against Alaskan lumber. 

Again, the Canadian lumber mills, which line the whole Canadian 
border, being located so much nearer the markets of the Eastern States 
than are the mills of the pine-producing regions of the United States, 
have here again a most decided advantage in the matter of freights, 
amounting at present to more than one-half the present duty on lum- 
ber. If, therefore, lumber were made free, the effect would unques- 
tionably be to give the Canadians control of the markets of the Eastern 
States, and thus keep out the products of our lumber regions from our 
home markets. 

A continuing duty, therefore, equal to that imposed by existing law, 
and which will doubtless be recognized by the Senate substitute for 
the Mills or House bill, is absolutely essential, in order that Western 
pine lumber may be able to reach Eastern markets, and to the end that 
the lumber industries of Oregon, California, and Washington Territory 
may not be crushed out by the mills of British Columbia. 

But aside from the fact that free lumber would tend to crush out 
the mill-owners and lumbermen of this country, without any resulting 
benefit to the consumer, if not, indeed, a positive injury by an increase 
in its price—that price, moreover, going into foreign lands instead of 
our own people’s pockets—there are other interests of gm magni- 
tude, as we all know, depending on the maintenance of this great in- 
dustry. Three hundred million dollars in capital and over 1,000,000 
men are en in this business in the United States. Thirty million 
dollars annually go into the pockets of the farmers of the United States 
for supplies for men and animals engaged in the lumber industry of 
the United States. On the Pacific coast, for instance, the lumber in- 
dustry is the largest and most important manufacturing interest of that 
region of country; the capital invested is enormous, and more than in 
any other manufacturing interest. There are in Oregon, California, 
and Washington Territory nearly 200 saw-mills, employing over 35,- 
000 men, while a fleet of more than 200 vessels, with crews numbering 
in the aggregate 8,000 men, are constantly engaged in freighting lum- 
ber, mostly coastwise. 

Some idea may be formed of the magnitude of the lumber interests 
of the great Pacific Northwest by an examination of the following table, 
showing the lumber exports, board measure, to foreign countries in the 
year 1886 from the port of Puget Sound: 


In o. 


Destination. Feet. | Destination. No.| Feet. 
oa AAE O PEEN 32 | 25,082, 342 | 2 1, 210, 000 
Melbourne. «| 27 | 19,053,426 2 1, 127, 000 
Hawaiian Is 26 | 14,244,111 2 1,266,716 
Val Š 24 | 14,990,372 1 868, 365 

9 | 4,720,232 1 473,108 
| 6} 4,818,111 1 551, 493 
| 5 | 2,404,562 1 814,000 
5| 2,794,460 1 837, 817 
4| 2,402,666 1 607, 305 
4| 1,204,494 1 423, 862 
Townsvil | 8| 2,192,558 
New Caledonia... s.e... AES a D s E sonees 103, 102, 241 


In addition to the above, three cargoes of lumber, aggregating 2,576,- 
432 feet, were shipped to Boston; 289 spars, equal to 300,000 feet, to 
New York, and 323 spars, equal to 200,000 feet, to Bath, Me., all 
shipped the same year; while in the State of Oregon the sawing capacity 
of the mills in operation in 1886, according to the latest official statis- 
tics in the Department of Agriculture, amounted to over 500,000,000 
feet, board measure. 

The chief of the division of forestry in his latest annual report, in 
speaking of the lumber trade of Oregon, says: 

Already the lumber traffic between Oregon and the southern markets of San 
Francisco, Mexico, and South America has reached eos roportions, and shi 
ments are made even to China and Australia. The rapid Sg di g supply 
of pine in the district embracing Michigan, Wisconsin, and Minnesota, fogether 
with the increased railroad facilities, have recently led to the sale of Oregon 
lumber in the Eastern markets. This inland trade began in 1885, and shipments 
were made last year (1886) at the rate of 5,000,000 feet a month, the lumber goin 
as far as Denver, Omaha, and Chicago, mostof it in the form of timber, U 
of it was used for railroad and bridge construction. 


It requires no argument, therefore, to make it portent clear to all 
that upon the success of such an industry depend for their existence 
numerous other, although less important, yet in themselves very im- 
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portant industries not only to those engaged in them and to the men 
they employ, but to the community at and all of which com- 
bined are engaged on the Pacific coast in the great work of the devel- 
opment of our many resources. To weaken, therefore, or strike down 
the former by bringing it into a ruinous competition with British mills 
is simply to lay a heavy hand on many other important industries de- 
pendent for their existence on this larger and still more important one, 
The effect. would be to reduce wages, throw men out of employment, 
bring stagnation on our shipping interests, paralyze trade, benumb the 
prosperity, retard the development, and check the progress of our coast. 

The protection of our magnificent forests against the destroying agency 
of incendiary and accidental fires is worthy the serious attention of the 
General Government, but the protection of these grand forests as against 
legitimate industry and the necessities of domestic and foreign com- 
merce may not thus early in our history be urged with propriety as a 
reason for abolishing the duty on lumber. It is alleged upon what 
seems to be reliable data that not one hundredth part of the forest 
lands of Oregon, California, and Washington Territory have yet been 
touched, while in the great timber districts of Alaska the sound of the 
millman’s ax has never yet been heard. Moreover, it is true that the 
Douglas spruce, or red fir, as it is locally called; Lawson’s cypress, or 
cedar, pine, hemlock, and other coniferous trees of the Pacific coast are 
reproducing in their nature, and where but a few years since these for- 
ests have been hewed down there are to-day magnificent young forests 
coming forward rapidly in their stead. 

This same xopor’, in speaking of the destruction by great forest fires 
in Oregon and Washington Territory and of the rapid reproduction ot 
the Oregon forests, says: 

The forests of Washington Territory have been subject to very destructive 
fires. The mountains are often invisible for weeks if not for months together, 
on account of the enveloping smoke of the cons: ng forests. Owing to the 
moist atmosphere, however, which pervades the western portion of the Terri- 
tory, a young growth rapidly gs up to replace the trees which are burned, 
and thas the forest character of the on is preserved, as it is not and can not 
be in the drier regions east of the mountains. 

In speaking further in reference to this matter in regard to the Ore- 
gon forests, the report says: 

Forest fires have been even more prevalent and destructive in Oregon than 
in the Neng earns Fela A 132,320 acres having reported as burned in 
1880. The forests, however, re} uce themselves here as they do there and for 
the same reason, and with a little care this Pacific coast region might be pre- 
served as a source of wealth more continuous and valuable than the mines, 
which are so highly estimated, while the worth of the forests isso generally 
overlooked. 

tten 


In considering this question, moreover, it must not be fo: 
that Canada is the largest exporter of timber of any country in the 
world. Her exports last year were 160,028,850 cubic feet, being 18,- 
418,895 cubic feet more than that exported by Russia, the next largest 
exporter of timber in the world, and 46,062,830 cubic feet more than 
that exported by Sweden, which stands third on the list of exporters 
of this product; she exports 53,954,480 cubic feet more than the United 
States, the fourth on the list; she exports within a fraction of three 
times as much as Norway and Germany, the fifth and sixth, respect- 
ively, on the list of exporters of timber; four times more than Finland, 
the seventh in importance as an rter of timber, and over three 
hundred times as much as Italy, the eighth and only remaining country 
that sends out exports of this character—and these in the case of Italy 
are limited tooak staves. The world’s greatest competitor, then, asan 
exporter of wood and wood products, stretches her timber-decked for- 
ests the entire length of our northern frontier from sea tosea, only sep- 
arated from us by an artificial boundary line. 

It is to the United States, moreover, Canada and her several prov- 
inces look for their best market for their timber and lumber. Of the 
300,000,000 feet of Canada spruce exported last year, 170,000,000 feet 
of the amount found a market in the United States, while only 130,- 
000,000 feet went to Great Britain. This should not be so. The 
United States with her vast forests and her mill capacity, estimated at 
200,000,000 feet board measure daily, and not Canada, should be not 
only the largest manufacturer and our people the largest home con- 
sumers of these wood products, but also the largest timber and timber 
products exporter in the world; and yet her unmanufactured timber 
export trade in 1887 was but 114,074,370 cubic feet, while Canada ex- 
ported 168,028,850 cubic feet. Of the 275,451,000 cubic feet of hewn 
and sawn wood, exclusively of staves and furniture wood valued at 
$6,555,733, imported into Great Britain in the year 1887, the United 
States furnished but 6.7 per cent., while Canada furnished 21,5 per 
cent., Germany 4.4, Russia 22.3, Norway and Sweden 36.8, and all 
other countries 8.3 per cent. 

to-day, according to the recent report of the United States 
Department of Agriculture (annual report of Division of Forestry for 
1887, B. E. Fernow, chief of division), sends 45.7 of her total export of 
raw material to the United States, while 46 per cent. goes to Great 
Britain. But not only so. In our trade with Canada of wood and its 
manufactures and of forest products for the year 1887, in reference to 
which there are exchanges between the two countries, Canada has in 
all respects a most decided advantage. The term “‘reciprocity ’’ can 
in no sense be properly applied to this trade between the two countries. 
While our imports from Canada of these products amounted in value 
to $9,790,892, our exports to that country of like articles were only 
worth $2,607,438, leaving a balance of trade against us in respect of 


these exchanges of $7,183,454. -Of lumber and timber that are dutiable 
we sent Canada these products in the year 1887 to the value only of the 
mere bagatelle of $95,616, while Canada sent into our market the same 
year like products to the value of $7,630,431. The following state- 
ment from the official document just quoted will show the articles ex- 
changed and their respective values: 


Comparative statement of imports and exports of wood and its manufactures 
and forest products between Canada and the United States in the year 1887. 


Articles. 


Logs and round 
ured timber....... ..... 
PERO OUOOERG tenon T E E S 
Lumber and timber (d 
Lumber and timber (du 
Tan-bar! 


Musical instruments .... 
Other manufactures of 


It is true, taking our total export and import trade in wood and 
wood products, with all the wood-producing countries of the world with 
which we have exchanges, the balance for the year 1887 is largely in 
our favor, as our total imports of these products for that year was, in 
cubic feet, 87,796,860, and in value $13,341,609, while the total of our 
exports for the same year was, in cubic feet, 120,749,725, and in value 
$28,812,881, making a balance in cubic feet in our favor of 32,952,865 
and in value of $15,501,272. 

It may be a matter of public interest to know the precise articles and 
amount and value of each product that constitute these exchanges re- 
spectively, and also those articles of our imports of these productions 
on which duty is paid, and they will appear from the following tables 
for the two years, respectively, of 1886 and 1887: 


Exports of wood and wood products, 1886-’87. 


1886. 1887. 
Articles. 
Cubic feet. Value, Cubic feet. Value. 
Fire-wood 261, 408 $8,568 160, 600 $4,975 
Boards, deals, and pla: 36, 155,464 | 6,620,911 35, 396, 666 6,531, 144 
Joists and scantling.. 898, 143 151,119 * 717,250 126, 284 
Hoops and hoop-poles, 2,804,850 | 224,385 | 2,673, 150 213) 852 
ARE) PRES EES 295, 895 877 221, 008 32, 940 
Palings, pickets, and bed- 
oes w 150, 645 19,544 ; 13, $53 
581,996 103,0419 541,016 101, 282 
604, 498 174,723 547,016 136, 754 
295,041 | 1,198,444 815,515 938, 506 
451,500 | 2,030,097 30, 089, 325 2, 005, 955 
792,500 | 1,175,099 | 10,036,600 | 1/204. 392 
112,000 | 2,092,557 | 13,967,410 | 1,976750 
829, 019 260, 697, 915 
1 1, O41, 278 


Total unmanufactured., 


Manufactures of— 
Doors, sash, and blinds*.. 
Moldings, trimmings, 


1,978, 745 
Woode 325, 986 
1,479, 943 


WA WATE .......0 soes 2000 
All other manufactures... 


TAY. .0ccccvesseocnasenseseee 
3 ae tine and pite! 
Spirits of turpentine... 


Total naval stores and 
spirits of turpentine...) -esee sss sesse meso 


JET ral implements...... 

u AO FE |.s000+ ernses are naneve 
Sewing-machines.......... 

Musical instruments. 


31, 676,109 | 120,749,725 


* Until 1884 the exports of doors, sash, blinds, moldings, ete., are included by 
the Bureau of Statistics in “all other manufactures,” and can not be given sepa- 
rately. For the same reason the exports of some other articles can not be given 
separately for every year. 
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Imports of wood and wood products, 1880-87. 


1886. 


Articles. 
Cubic feet.| Value. 


FREE OF DUTY. 


Wood, unmanufactured, not 
tied: 


elsewhere il 
Fire-w 16,910,400 | $349, 
I and roun 5, 748, 000 459, 
Ra ties. 7, 265, 685 377, 
Shingles and stave-bolts....... 5, 374, 280 134, 
Ship timber 3 156, 076 39,01 
Ship planking ... . 56,571 18, 
Hop-poles . 100, 000 12,5 
Wood pulp S on 

xe heh 
DUTIABLE. 
Wood, unmanufactured, uo ` 
elsewhere specified des 206, 616 26, 827 


MODs INE, 
Shooks and packing boxes.... 


Staves... 
Bark extracts, chiefly hemlock...)..............04 


Manufactures: 
Casks and barrels ..........:0... 
Cabinet ware and furniture.. 808, 191 
Osiers and willows, peeled 

and dried 


Lancewood... 
Lingnum-vite.. 
ogany. 


All other cabinet woods. 
Cork wood or bark, unmanu- 
factured 


While, therefore, the general balance is in our favor, should there be 
such balances of trade against usin respect of our exchanges with Can- 
ada, when our forests are comparatively unlimited, and when we have 
milling establishments in which are invested hundreds of millions ot 
dollars, with a capacity of turning out 200,000,000 feet board measure 
of lumber daily ? 

As showing the number and capacity of the saw-mills and shingle- 
mills of this country, attention is attracted to the following table found 
in the annual report for 1887 of the division of forestry, Agricultural 
Department. This table may or may not be entirely accurate, but 
probably is not very much out of the way: 


[S. indicates saw-mills and Sh. shingle-mills.] 


Daily capacity. 


HHS hy 
R 


pps 
BsBRhsees5e088 
33888888883385 


Lowest. | Highest. 


Feet. Feet. 
452, 000 840, 000 
5, 000 10, 000 
3,260,000 | 6,310, 000 
126, 000 240, 000 
$59,000 | 1,690,000 
99, 000 170, 000 
367,000 715, 000 
30, 000 60, 000 
1,868,000 | 3,535,000 
164,000 300, 000 
1,670,000 | 3,055,000 
444, 000 780, 000 
2,413,000 | 4,525,000 
257,000 490,000 
1,241,000 | 2, 285, 000 
55, 000 110, 000 
1,057,000 | 1,985,000 
412, 000 670, 000 
2,421,000 | 4,555,000 
1,000,000 | 1, 600,000 
23,789,000 | 40,370, 000 
12, 742,000 | 20,045,000 
10, 260,000 | 17,830,000 
2,000,000. | 3,525,000 
5,132,000 | 7,780,000 
799,000 | 1, 350, 000 
048,000.| 9, 660, 000 
69, 000 130, 000 
775,000 | 7,430, 000 
108, 000 200, 000 
1,659,000 | 2,895,000 
795,000 | 1,545,000 
12, 000 20, 000 
2,036,000 | 3,905, 000 
153, 000 270, 000 
260;000.| 6,310,000 
066,000 | 5,785, 000 

‘ 
583,000 | 1,000,000 
523,000 | 2,855, 000 
85, 000 170,000 
060,000 | 2,945, 000 
550,000 825, 000 
5,000 10, 000 
65, 000 130, 000 
199, 000 365, 000 
22, 000 40, 000 
51,000 90, 000 
12,000 20, 000 
87,000 170, 000 
25, 000 50, 000 
79,000 155, 000 
35, 000 70, 000 
524,000 915, 000 
1, 346, 000 2, 380, 000 
105, 000 210,000 
3, 885, 000 
77,000 
Approximate total daily mill capacity of tho United States: 

MAA WOW ens E A E EOE P E ASTR, feet B. M... 123,936, 000 
ERIS S PEN D AE TE AE ELPA ag AOA ween seein hsaeso vossos segues’ dO... 200, 815, 000 


Again, the value of all imports from Canada inte the United States 
for the year 1887 of wood and wood products, both dutiable and free, 
was $13,341,609. Besides, it is a fact that Canada protects herself by 
tariff legislation by imposing higher import duties than those imposed 

“by the United States on forest products. She hasan import duty of 25 
p cent. ad valorem, which is on a general average about 10 per cent. 
higher than our present duty, as it is on an average only about 15 per 
cent. when reduced to ad valorem. But not only so, instead of giving 
us free lumber from her extensive forests, she has put an export duty 
on her products, not confining it by any means to such articles as are 
subject to duty under our laws, but including also logs, shingles, and 
stave-bolts, which are by us admitted free of duty. 

If, therefore, Mr. President, I could be convinced that free lumber 
would not have the effect I have indicated of destroying, not only our 
great lumber industry, upon which a million laboring men depend for 
their daily bread, and the other many important industries depending 
on this, and would bring cheaper lumber to the consumer, or if I be- 
lieved, as many honestly do believe, that the farmers of the land, the 
tillers of the soil, the producers of wheat, and corn, and barley, and 
vegetables, and fruits, and butter, and cheese, were to be benefited by 
placing lumber on the free-list, then I would hail with joy the day 
of free trade in lumber, and would gladly co-operate with those who 
formulated and passed the House bill; but conscientiously holding to 
the views I have just indicated, I must, in what I conceive to be the 
true interests, not merely of the manufacturer and consumer of lum- 
ber, but of the farmer and laboring man as well—believing the main- 
tenance of these great industries tends directly to foster and build up 
a great diversity of other important industries, and thus to create home 
markets for the surplus products of the farmer, a ready and convenient 
market for the merchant, and home employment at good wages for the 
artisan and the common laborer as well—protest at present and until 
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the conditions shall seem to me to be changed against free trade in lum- 
ber. And holding to these views I am gratified in the assurance that 
the Senate substitute for the House bill will take direct issue with the 
latter on the lumber question, and the existing duties on lumber will 
be retained. 

As bearing upon this general subject I submit the following commu- 
nication, received by me in December last; also a copy of the petition 


referred to: 
SAN Francisco, CAL., December 6, 1887. 


Srr: By to-day’s mail is forwarded to your address a petition Cpe Eog the 
present tarif on lumber remain unchanged; and by authority of the many 
to it, we are authorized to further address you on the subject, 
signers earnestly request that you will not allow yourselves to be de- 
ceived by representations made by owners of timber lands in Canada, in order 
to belittle the magnitude of the interests at stake. 

We have in fornia, Washington Territory, and O: one hundred and 
ninety saw-mills, employing 35,000 men, without counting the crews of over 
two hundred vessels ceed in freighting lumber. Are not these men, who 
are contented in the receipt of good wages, interested in the protection of the 
industry to which they owe their livelihood? Are not the farmers who furnish 
ne ed for all these men and mills also interested in the protection of this 

usi 

If lumber is placed on the free-list, it will at once and most unfavorably affect 
the prosperity of this coast, and by just so much increase that of British Colum- 
bia, where timber lands are given to mills at the rate of 20 cents per acre, and 
w are now more accessible to water, and where labor is cheaper, owing to 
the large employment of Chinese. 

In fact, many of our mill-men would in such case at once move their “plant” 
across the border to avail themselves of better facilities of manufacture. 

The duty now imposed on lumber is low indeed in comparison with that 
which protects iron, woolen goods, and other manufuctured articles, and its re- 
peal is asked by no class or interest on this coast, 

The argument for abrogation of the duty, because only a certain part of our 
people are directly protected, is entirely applicable to any other industry asking 
the protection ofa À 

A protective tariff is demanded as a whole because it protects so many indus- 
tries that all combined include, as it were, the nation itself. 

One thing is certain, if the duty on lumber is taken off all citizens in the trade 
on this coast, employers and employés, will demand in justice that the duty on 
iron, cordage, sugar, and other things making up the cost of lumber be also re- 
pealed in order , if the lumber interest is to be placed in full and open com- 

ition with mills in the conditions of cost and manufacture may also 


ireren AEI a statesman, looking beyond the mere interests of the hour, 
would shape our policy and legislation so as to give us a continuous shore-line 
from Mexico to Behring’s ts, and thus connect our immense outlying ter- 
ritory of Alaska with rest of the ary agate 

You can judge if such a policy would be furthered by throwing open to Brit- 
ish Columbia our home markets, without asking her people to bear any of our 
burden of tariff or taxation. 

The sentiment and desire of annexation to the United States, known to exist 
and to be on the increase in that province, would quickly disappear, and with 
reason, were we to pursue this latter course. 

Yours, truly, 


. J. ADAMS, 
Commitize, 
Hon. JonxN H. MITCHELL, 
United States Senate, Washington, D. C. 


[Copy of a petition, the original of which has been sent to the Pacific coast Con- 
gressional delegation, Washington, D. C.] 


To the honorable the Senators, Representatives, and Delegates 
to the Congress of the United States from the Pacific States and Territories : 

The signers hereto are citizens of the State of California engaged in the man- 
ufacture of lumber in said State, the State of O n, and Washington Terri- 
tory (an industry that, having experienced the viclasitudes inseparable from 
pioneer operations, is now becoming the most important on this coast), and 
viewing with extreme apprehension the current efforts made in other sections 
to abrogate the existing “tariff” on lumber, beg most earnestly to solicit your 
votes, your influence, and your every action to oppose any disturbance of the 

resent import duty on said commodity. In support of such solicitation the 

` followin presentation of reasons for the maintenance of such duty, so far as 

the c coast section is concerned, is most respectfully e; reasons so 

manifest and weighty as to remove the entire question from the domain of 

party politics, and this appeal is made regardless of the party affiliations of 
your petitioners. 

First. In proportion to population the State of California has yearly added 
more to the customs revenues of the General Government than any State in the 
Union, New York alone excepted; its manufactures have been few, and since 
its settlement and continuing until the poen time it has been a con- 
sumer of the protected products of the older States. and now, when its own in- 
fant industries are struggling to their feet, it demands for them, as a right, the 
same fostering care at col hands of the Government that has brought those of 
other sections to full i 

Second. The forest poidat red of this State, Oregon, and Washington Territory, 
the smallest fraction of which has only been touched by the ax, offer to gener- 
ations to come the fullest supply of their most lavish needs of lumber and with- 
out the supplement of the extensive virgin tracts of Alaska. There is not, and 
can not be, any justification on the score of scarcity or monopoly ig offering to 
adjacent British Columbia the trade this coast is abundantly able to supply. | 

rices of this product have been for years, and are now, low, compared with 
those ruling in other parts of the United States, and despite the higher cost of 
labor here must remain low by reason of local competition. 

The recent phenomenal growth of this coast has stimulated additional invest- 
ments in the manufacture of lumber, and consequently in competition, 
and with such further lowering of margin of — that any attempt at meeting 
the foreign product of cheap labor would be futile. 

Vigorous, manly labor is required for and stimulated by the prosecu- 
tion of the Taba industry; mechanical trades find employment in the con- 
struction and repair of its “ pas ;” the needs for trai rtation of this prod- 
uct on land stirs to progress that “civilizer,” the railroad, and by sea bids 
fair to save to our country the dying industry of ship-building, once its 
lacy and restore to it on this tim coast the lost “American merchant ma- 
rine. 


Admit to our State free of duty the lumber of British Colambia, produced by 
* Chinese labor,” from exhaustless forests donated to its mills by a willing Gov- 
ernment, and all these industries will be throttled to their death ; hosts of labor- 
ing men from mills and woods will be idle; skilled trades will lack employ- 
ment; our ships will rot at decaying wharves, for the carrying trade of the prin- 
cipal product that now keeps our flag afloat will inevitably be by foreign bot- 


toms if the production of their cargoes be in foreign hands; vast milling plants 
will be made valueless, and the capacity of our forest wths to add to the 
national wealth dwindle into ificance. aie 

Fourth, The timber lands of this coast, both red-wood and pine, are repro- 
ductive, and like those of Norway, when denuded, are soon recovered with a 
new and rapid growth of the parent ; this power itself were a sufficient 
heritage for posterity, did the fear of obliteration of standing supply within 
the limits of following generations have any force; but with p: cally inex- 
haustible present and cS iy mach forest wealth, is it meet that a Government 
deemed paternal should ignore its existence and give to alien lands and alien 
labor the trade its own people might and should derive from such ions? 
Better would it be for this nation’s good and gain that the alle; 
denizens of the fractional fringe of its northern border should appease their 
cravings from the vast timber tracts of the south and southwest for a brief 
time, or until the infant lumber industries of this coast attain a fulle 
and by d cost of production and increased means of transpo: 
coincident reduction of “rates” be able to lay at their doors at seductive prices 
the superior products of this unlimited lumber region. 

repeat G from a sectional standpoint, in the interests of the capital invested in 
the lumber basiness of the Pacific Slope, the large number of workmen en, 
therein in woods and mills, on sea and jand, the collateral industries dependent 
thereupon, and stimulated by its continuance, and from a national one, that this 
great item of our country’s possessions may continue to augment her wealth in 
resources, we therefore most respectfully beg of you that your every effort will 
be used to the end that no change shall be made in the existing duty on manu- 
factured lumber. 

And your memorialists will ever pray. 

nton, Holmes & Co., San Francisco; Moore & Smith, San Fran- 

m & McKinnon, San 


Francisco; Arcata Milland Lumber Com y, Arcata, Humboldt 
County, California; E.M. Herrick, San Francisco; Adams, 
ran G ee S J. A. Hooper, San ; Colusa 


Lumber Company, A. W. Jackson, president, Colusa County, Cal- 
y. C. A. Hooper, president, 


rancisco; Russ Lumber and Mill Company, by ©. A. Hooper, 
president, San Diego, Cal.; L. 
Allen, secretary,” Humboldt County, California; Shoal Water 


Francisco; Washington Mill Company, Hadlock, Wash.; Wash- 


Jolmes, president, Port Blakely, Wash.; Port seta! Ma pad 


i "Prancieco} 
Costa County, California; C. A. Hooper & Co., San necisco; 
cisco; Hanford 
. Moore. 
bird & Goldstone, San Francisco; 
Company, Bucksport, Humboldt 
bara Lumber Company, Santa Barbara, Cal.; Tocoma Mill Com- 


& 
J.F. Keimaly, president, San Francisco; Port Madison 
Madison, Wash. ; Fort Bragg Redwood rarr, ngr Aine Sed C. Hig- 
gins, secretary, San Francisco; S. E. Slade & Co., neisco ; 
Chandler, Henderson & Co., Riverside Mill, Humboldt County, 
California; G. F. Smith & Co.,San Francisco; Gardner Mill Com- 
pany, Gardner City, Oregon; Northwestern Lumber Company, 
Gray’s Harbor, Wash. ; Casper Lumber Ponpany per F, A. Wil- 
kins, secretary, Casper, Cal. ; aoge w. ler, 15 Market 
street, San Francisco; S. W. Blinn Lumber Company, by ©. A. 
Hooper, president, Arizona, N. Mex.; J. G. Jackson, Fran- 
cisco; Minor, Kirk & Co., per T. H. Minor, proprietor Warren 
Creek Mill, Humboldt, Cal. ; Charles Nelson, 15 Market street, San 
Francisco; T. H. Minor, 18 Market street San Francisco; KcKay 
& Co., proprietors Occidental Mill, by J.J. Loggis, Eureka, Hum- 
boldt County; Sierra Lumber Company, by Peter Dean, presi- 
dent, Red Bluff and Chico, Cal, ; Simpson Brothers & Co., 48 Mar“ 
_ ket street, San Francisco; Isaac Minor, per T, H. 
prietor Glendale Mill, Humboldt County, 
Lumber Company, C. A. Hooper, 3 i as 
Puget Mill Company, by C. F. A. bot, president, Port Gam- 
ble, Port Ludlow, and Utsalady, Wash. ; ‘ay & Talbot, San 
Francisco; Navarro Mill Company, by R. G. Byxbee, manager, 
San Francisco; E. B. Dean & Co., mills, Coose Bay, Oregon; 
Southern Oregon Company and Oregon Improvement Sompany, 
by John L. Howard, manager ; Seattle, Wash., and Empire City, 
Oregon ; Pollard & Dodge, San Francisco, Cal.; Eel River Valle 
Lumber Company, by Pollard & Dodge, Humboldt County, Call. 
fornia; Gualala Mill Company, by C. L, ry mins Sab aac aah 
Jason Springer & Co., Butte County, California; Chas. F. Doe 
& Co., San Francisco, Cal.; Hobbs, Wall & Co., San Francisco 
and Crescent City, Cal. ; 8S. H. Harmon & Co., E.N Harmon, 
secretary, San Francisco; J. M, Weatherwax, by 8. H, Harmon 
& Co., agents, mills at Aberdeen, owe Harbor, Wash.; Little 
and Knowles Lumber Company, per W. O. Little, president, San 
Francisco; Del Norte Commercial Co mpany, per Little & 
Knowles Lumber Company,agents Smith River, Del Norte 
County, California. 


LEAD. 

The House or Mills bill, while it does not place lead on the free-list, 
does that which is equivalent in so far as striking a deadly blow at the 
silver and lead mining industry of this country. The present rates of 
duty: under existing law and the rates proposed by the Mills bill and 
the difference between the two will be seen and appreciated by the fol- 
lowing table: 


Lead. Present rates | Rates of duty 


of duty. | by Mills bill. 
Molten and old refuse lead run into blocks 
and bars, and old scrap lead fit only to be 

«| 2cts. per Ib. 1 ets. per Ib. 

esol. ý o 2 cts. per Ib. 

2 cts. per lk. 1} cts. per Ib. 

epee pipes,and shot... RAGS a| 3 ets. per lb. cts. per lb, 
Man ures not specially enumerated or 

provided for, ......0... weeseeenavesesee ssreeesesecresseees] 45 per cent 40 per cent. 
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It requires no argument to convince the intelligent that such a pol- 
icy would strike an almost fatal blow to the silver and lead mining in- 
dustries of this country, and this in the great Pacific Northwest is 
one that adds much of the life-blood that goes fo swell the business 
arteries and promote general prosperity in that region. Without ad- 
verting to the enormous silver and lead industries of Colorado, Utah, 
Montana, Dakota, Wyoming, and other silver and lead producing sec- 
tions lying along the base of either side of the Rocky Mountains, and 
of the millions of capital invested therein, and of the employment at 
fair wages this great industry gives to thousands of the laboring peo- 
ple of this country, men and women, it may be said the silver and 
lead mining industry in the Pacific Northwest—Oregon, Idaho, and 
Washington—is, although of immense importance prospectively, com- 
paratively in its infancy. 

Millions of dollars have been recently invested in that section of our 
country in prospecting and developing mines, in bringing in and plac- 
ing machinery, anda new mining era is about to dawn upon our coun- 
try in that direction that will develop untold millions of wealth in the 
near future, if the industry is not strangled or obstructed by legisla- 
tions, not only from that industry alone, but from various others that 
will be fostered by it. The greater portion of the mines in the far West 
are what are known as low-grade silver-lead mines, So long, there- 
fore, as the price of lead is not brought lower than ithow is by importa- 
tion from England, Germany, Spain, Mexico, the Central American 
states, and other lead-producing countries, lead and silver mining, and 
they go together, can be carried on with a fair profit and with magnifi- 
cent results in the general development of the country and in the pro- 
motion and advancement of the material interests of the whole people. 
Flood this country, however, with the cheaply-produced lead of foreign 
countries, and a staggering blow, one from which it may not hope soon 
to recover, is struck at the age silver and lead mining industries of 
this country, especially in the Pacific Northwest, where transportation 
rates are exceedingly high. Now why should this be done? As a 
meansof reducing the revenue and bringing down the surplus it amounts 
to nothing. Even according to the estimate of the Mills bill the re- 
duction in duties on lead proposed by that bill would only reduce the 
revenue to the amount of $6,000 annually. Asa matter of fact, how- 
ever, this proposed reduction in the duties on lead would unquestion- 
ably increase the revenues, asit would vastly increase the importations. 

Our importations of lead in 1887 were less than one-twelfth in pounds 
than in 1870. In the latter year the importations were 85,897,720 
pounds, while in 1887 the importations of lead upon which duty was 
paid were only 12,016,694 pounds. The price of lead has been reduced 
nearly $2 per 100 pounds, the price in 1870 being $6.30 and last year 
only $4.50 per 100 pounds, so there is no room for complaint on the part 
of the consumer. Reduce the present duty as proposed by the Mills bill 
so as to enable the foreign importer to bring in his lead at a profit, and 
we may expect as a natural result there will be a vast increase in the 
importations. In that event this industry, which has in the past fifteen 
years increased over 400 per cent.—the value of the lead production in 
1872 being only about $3,000,000, while in 1887 it was $14,463,000, 
estimated at $90 per short ton—would cease to expand and would at 
once retrograde. 

This industry has been, and will continue to be, if not throttled by 
applying to it the doctrine of free trade, or a tariff for revenue only, 
which is the same thing in substance and effect, one of the most pow- 
erful and influential agencies extant in developing the vast areas of the 
almost inaccessible portions of our public domain, and in tapping and 
penetrating the moun®iins of the Pacific Northwest with shafts and 
tunnels from which flow streams of wealth which increase the busi- 
ness of transportation to the common carrier, furnish a ready and in- 
viting home market for the surplus products of the farmer, which pre- 
sents favorable facilities for the aporna of labor at fair wages, 
while trade and commerce generally are stimulated, new and varied 
industries called into existence in every city, town, and hamlet, and 
the prosperity of the people generally promoted. 

The truth is, there should be no importations of lead-permitted into 
this country. The tariff should, in my judgment, be a prohibitory 
one. The average wages paid lead miners in Spain are less that 50 
cents a day, those in England and Germany do not average 40 cents a 
day, while those of the United States average about eight times the 
latter amount, or from $3 to $3.50 per day, while the freight rates from 
Europe to New York are only about one-fifth on an average of the 
transportation rates from Colorado, Montana, Utah, Idaho, Washing- 
ton Territory, and Oregon tothesame point. Although there has been 
a large annual increase in this country and will bein the future in the 
consumption of lead, the increase in our production in the past few 
years justifies the statement that with reasonable protection we will 
not only be able to supply our home demand for lead and its products, 
including the chemical products from lead, such as white lead, carbon- 
ate of lead, oxide of lead (litharge), red lead, orange mineral, sugar 
of lead, nitrole of lead, ete., but should become an exporter to foreign 
countries to a large extent. , , 

years ago there were not 2,000 tons of lead produced in the 
nited States, Sixteen years ago our product was only 25,800 tons. 
Tn the eight years succeeding 1872 the increase in our lead productions 
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nearly quadrupled. In 1872 it was 25,800 tons; in 1880 it reached 
97,800 tons, while in 1886 it was 135,000 tons, and in 1887 160,700 
tons. In 1887 the home consumption of lead was about 164,000 tons, 
a fraction perhaps, or only about 3,300 tons, less than our total product 
for the same year. If this industry, therefore, is not affected by this 
proposed adverse legislation as set out in the House bill, there is no 
reason why the United States should not only be able to meet the 
home demand at fair and reasonable rates to the consumer, and in fact 
at largely reduced rates over those prevailing a few years since, bui 
like our wheat and cotton growers, supply a portion of the de 

from non-lead-produving countries. 

The Senate substitute for the Mills bill will, I am confident, not only 
not reduce the tariff on lead below the rates prevailing under existing 
law, but it will correct an evil and gross injustice caused by a raling 
of the Treasury Department to the effect that imported silver-lead ore 
if it is more valuable in silver than in lead shall come in free—this 
notwithstanding the fact that all lead ore is by existing law made dutia- 
ble. Under this construction of the law, the soundness of which may 
be seriously doubted, thousands of tons of lead are coming in annually 
from Mexico and other lead-producing countries free of duty. This 
practice will be longer impossible under such a substitute as it is be- 
lieved will be reported by our Committee on Finance should it be- 
come a law. 

Mr. David T. Day, chief of mining statistics and technology, in his 
summary of report for 1887, in speaking with reference to this matter 
says: 

The heavy increase of “ desilverized"’ lead from 114,829 short tons in 1886 to 
135,552 in 1887 was probably due to the importation of Mexican lead-silver ores. 
The large prodno of non-argentiferous lead of 25,148 short tons is due chiefy 
tothe development of the St. Jo district in Missouri. The production of white 
ae and the silver oxides from pig-lead increased to a total of about 75,000short 

ons, 

This statistician in speaking of our present lead production, that of 
the year 1887, says: 

The production of lead was 169,700 short tons, valued at $14,463,000, at $90 per 
short ton. a 

Hon. B. Goldsmith, late chairman of the Democratic State central 
committee of the State of Oregon, correctly and intelligently voiced 
the sentiment of the people of the Pacific Northwest, irrespective of 
party, in opposition to the proposition of the Mills bill to reduce the 
tariff on lead, in a speech made by him last spring before the Portland 
(Oregon) Board of Trade, and while he was still chairman of the Dem- 
ocratic committee, in which he is reported as follows: 

Mr. B. Goldsmith said that foreign countries should not be allowed to drive 
American lead from the markets of the world. The main lead producing coun- 
Kenos naps eoe. emene sa England, and Germany. The duty is2 cents per pound. 
The price of lead in New York is about 4} cents per pound. Lead miners in 
Europe earn on an averave 40 cents a day. The freight from Europe to New 
York is $3 to$5 aton, Lead minersin America earn $3 to $3.50per day. Freight 
on base bullion and lead from Idaho, Montana, and Colorado is $15 to $18 a ton. 
It would be destruction to the mining interests of the North Pacific coast if the 
duty on lead is repealed. Such an act would close three-fourths of the mines 
now operated. It would throw out of employment thousands of men directly 
engaged in the mining industry and thousands indirectly interested. 

Mr, Goldsmith moved that a committee of three be appointed to investigate 
the question and report to the board a memorial to Congress asking that the 
duty on lead be not repealed. 

General Kapus, a prominent German citizen of Portland, and at 
present an elector on the Republican Presidential ticket in Oregon, is 
at the same meeting reported as follows: ` 

Mr. William Kapus heartily favored the motion. He wasa protectionist, He 
wanted not only to protect the mining industries of the country, but the great 
lumber and the wool interests of the State. The free-traders were making an 
especial fight on wool. Mr. Kapus moved an amendment to include wool and 
lumber in the investigation by the committee 


The motion as amended prevailed, and Messrs. Goldsmith, Kaptis,and Cam- 
eron were appointed as such committee, 


THE FARMER. 

It is customary in free-trade circles to proclaim that the farmer—the 
grower of wheat, oats, barley, and other cereals, the producer of cat- 
tle, horses, hogs, dairy products, hops, vegetables, sheep, and especialy 
the producer of wheat—is injured by a protective tariff; or, in other 
words, that while existing laws extend protection to the manufacturer, 
no such protection is guarantied the farmer. It is a common thing to 
declaim that the interests of the farmer and the consumer are sacri- 
ficed to those of the manufacturer, and that the interests of the former 
are subordinated to those of the latter. Never was a more stupendous 
fallacy uttered. On the direct contrary, it may be asserted without 
fear of successful contradiction that no class of people in this country, 
all things considered, are any more ihterested in the maintenance of 
the protective principle, as applied in the United States, than are the 
farmers. 

This is capable of absolute demonstration; the history of the past in 
this country attests the fact. All will agree that whatever tends to in- 
crease home demand or a home market for wheat or any other farm 
product tends directly to benefit the farmer. If our population and 
home industries were suddenly doubled the home consumption of wheat 
would necessarily be largely increased, if not doubled; the establish- 
ment of a great variety of industries, giving employment to millions 
of men, tends directly to increase the home market and to induce bet- 
ter prices; and while the employé may be compelled to pay an in- 
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creased price for a barrel of flour, he is by reason of steady and profit- 
able employment at good wages better able to purchase a barrel of 
flour for himself at a fair price to the farmer and producer than in the 
absence of thanufactures and other industrial enterprises, and conse- 
quently lack of employment, or if employed, at low wages, he would 
be to purchase a single bag, though flour could be had at cheaper rates. 

John C. Calhoun, in the early days of the Republic and before he 
became a convert to the heresy of free trade, in a speech then made by 
him, correctly stated the question as to the effect on the farmer in se- 
curing him a good market and a ready and cheap supply of those 
articles he is compelled to purchase by ùa policy that would foster our 
manufacturing industry. He said: 

When our manufactures are grown to a certain proportion, as they will under 
the fostering care of the Government, the farmer will find a ready market for 


his surplus produce, and what is of equal consequence a certain and cheap sup- 
ply for all his wants. 


This sentence from the lips of John C, Calhoun is a perfect answer 
in and of itself to the charge so often and glibly repeated to the effect 
that the farmer is not benefited by the policy of protection, Calhoun 
saw the cotton and cotton fabrics of South Carolina brought into rnin- 

* ous competition with those of India, where 4 pence bought a pound of 
cotton, and the weaver’s wages did not exceed 4 pence a day; and 
hence it was that he while a member of the national House of Repre- 
sentatives boldly and ably advocated a protective tariff on imported 
cotton and cotton fabrics equal to 75 per cent. of the cost of production 
at that time in India. But did time warrant, arguments both innu- 
merable and convincing might be produced. 

But the farmers of this country are not only interested in creating 
and building up a home market for their wheat and other products; 
they are also interested in keeping out of this country, out of that home 
market, so far as possible, the cheaply produced icultural products 
of foreign countries which, under free trade, would to a very large ex- 
tent flood this country in ruinous competition with our farm products. 
In that respect the interests of the farmer are, under our present tariff 
laws, in the main, and by the Senate substitute, will, I have no doubt, 
be still more, carefully guarded and protected. And notwithstanding 
the present duties imposed on foreign agricultural products, there were 
of these brought into the United States last year to the extentin value 
of nearly $150,000,000; of this amount were breadstuffs, including 
wheat, flour, rye, oats, and barley—10, 355,594 bushels of the latter—to 
the aggregate value of $6,640,228; fruits—and the most of which we 
can raise here in abundance—including figs, to the value of $500,000; 
lemons, to the value of $3,835,147; oranges, to the value of $2,408,140, 
and prunes to the value of $2,999,645, making an aggregate in value of 
fruits imported of $15,840,827; hops, to the value of $3,404,000; ani- 
mals, including sheep, to the value of $1,187,847; horses to the value 
of $3,464,303, and cattle to the value of $1,085,000, aggregating in value 
$5,737,150; raw wool of the value of $16,424,479; vegetables, including 
beans, pease, potatoes, pickles, and other articles, of the value of $7,- 
333,749; dairy products, butter, cheese, and milk, of the value of $1,- 
806,239; flax, hemp, jute, and sisal grass, of the value of $12,312 833. 
Suppose there had been no duties on any of these products; can any 
one doubt that the importations, instead of being but $149,254,784, 
would have reached many times that amount, and all of which would 
have come in direct competition in our home markets with the produce 
of the farm? - 

The Mills bill proposes to place most of these on the free-list, and it 
must not be forgotten that most of these agricultural products thus 
placed on the free-list by the House bill are produced in abundance 
and very cheaply just across our northern boundary line, at our very 
door, in the Canadian provinces. Even under existing duties Canada 
sent into the United States in 1887, and sold in our markets in compe- 
tition with our farm products, Canadian agricultural products of the 
aggregate value of about $18,000,000. Included in that list we find in 
the reports of the Bureau of Statistics 10,331,895 bushels of barley, of 
the value of $6,170,660; 59,653 head of cattle, of the value of $1,086,645; 
25,525 head of horses, of the value of $3,430,594; 450,175 head of sheep, 
of the value of $1,215,437; 13,682,914 dozens of eggs, valued at $1,930, - 
844; 1,228,406 bushels of potatoes, valued at $339,163; and 1,610,123 
pounds of wool, of the value of $357,142. 

Nor is the farmer in any portion of the United States more interested 
in the protective policy than are those residing inthe Pacific States and 
Territories. It is to the protective policy we must look for the estab- 
lishment and building up of manufacturing industries in that section of 
the country. Who does not kiow that every factory in whatever in- 
dustry erected in Oregon, or California, or Washington, or Idaho isa 
direct benefit to the farmer? Suppose the magnificent water-pewer of 
Oregon, Washington, and Idaho were utilized toits full capacity; sup- 
pose ten thousand wheels were set in motion in the utilization by me- 
chanical processes in working up in manufactures our home products 
of wood, iron, lead, wool, fruits, and other products, converting our 
timber into every variety of farm implements, our iron mines into bars 
of iron and steel and foundry products of every description, our wool 
into blankets, clothing, and hosiery, and other articles into the manu- 
facture of which wool enters, our fruits into brandies and wines and 
jellies, our hides into leather, our flax into linen and bags and rope. 


In that event would not onlv the interest of every farmer in that sec- 
tion, but every laboring man, artisan, merchant, and every other class 
be immensely benefited? Would not the consumer, moreover, be bene- 


fited in being ablé to secure all these necessaries of life free from the 


tremendous tax he is now compelled to pay on each and all of these in > 
the shape of transportation charges across the continent? And would 
not such a state of things retain among our own people millions of dol- 
lars that are annually sent from the Pacific coast to the East and Europe 
to pay for those articles of home use, every one of which should be 
manufactured at home? And it is toward such a consummation a pro- 
tective policy, with an economic force that is invincible and grand, 
directly tends, while to open our doors by the key to free trade which 
England places in our hands would tend directly and with an irre- 
sistible force in a directly opposite direction and toward the prevention 
of such a consummation. ‘The farmers of this country can not depend 
with any degree of certainty on a foreign market for their wheat. 

The great increase in the production of wheat in India and Russia, 
especially the former, where the labor of the Indian farmer's ryots can 
be had at from 6 to 10 cents a head, and wheat can be put down in 
London and Liverpool at a clear profit at from 65 to 70 cents a bushel, 
is gradually crowding out American wheat from- European markets. 
While for the year ending June 30, 1887, our total exports of wheat 
were but 101,9719949 bushels, India alone for the year ending March 
31, 1887—substantially the same period—exported 41, 250 bushels 
of wheat, while Russia during the twelve months ending July 1, 1888, 
exported 113,000,000 bushels, or 9,000,000 bushels more than she ever 
exported in any one year before, which was in 1878, when her exports 
were 104,000,000. In occasional years like the present perhaps, where 
there has been a great falling off of crops in other wheat-growing coun- 
tries, there may be a liberal demand abroad and at fair prices for our 
surplus wheat, but this all must agree is exceptional, accidental, and 
not stable, and consequently it is to the building up of a great diver- 
sity of industrial pursuits at home, thus reducing in a measure the 
number of our farmers, multiplying the various industries of the coun- 
try, and extending them into every State and Territory of the Union, 
and thus creating a permanent home demand for our surplus wheat, 
that our farmers must direct their attention. 

The present advance in the price of wheat in this country is purely 
the result of accidental, unusual, and abnormal conditions in the Old 
World, such as grasshoppers in Algiers and storms and other climatic 
causes in Great Britain, France, Germany, Austria, and Hungary. 
France, generally a large exporter of wheat, will, it is said, be an im- 
porter the present year of from 80,000,000 to 100,000,000 bushels. But 
while the failure in these European countries will bring down this year 
the aggregate foreign product, thus giving us temporarily better prices 
for our American wheat, it must not be forgotten that the acreage, 
number of bushels, and quality of wheat are all vastly increased even 
this year in both Russia and India. The increase in Russia over that 
of 1887 is estimated at nearly 50,000,000 bushels, and in India about 
23,000,000 bushels over thatoflast year. . 

Mr. EDMUNDS. With the permission of my friend from Oregon, I 
move that the Senate to the consideration of executive busi- 
ness for a short time. shall move to open the doors again. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Vermont moves 
that the Senate proceed to the consideration of executive business, 

The motion was agreed to. 

MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 

A message from the House of Representatives, Ae Mr. CLARE, its 
Clerk, announced that the House had passed fhe bill (S. 1078) for the 
relief of Florida Kennerly. $ 

The message also announced that the House had disagreed to the re- 
port of the committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the two 
Houses on certain amendments of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 10540) 
making appropriations for sundry civil of the Government for 
the fiscal year ending June 30, 1889, and for other purposes; insisted 
upon its amendments to the one hundred and nineteenth amendment 
of the Senate; still farther insisted upon its di ment to the amend- 
ments of the Senate numbered 105, 106, 107, 110, 118, 121, 127, 128, 
221, 222, 223, 233, 234, 236, 238, 239, 240, 242, 243, 244, 248, 254, 255, 
256, and 257; and asked a futher conference with the Senate on the dis- 
agreeing votes of the two Houses thereon; and had appointed Mr. For- 
NEY, Mr. BuRNES, and Mr. RYAN managers at the conference on the 
part of the House. 

EXECUTIVE SESSION. 

The Senate proceeded to the consideration of executive business; and 

after fifty-three minutes spent therein the doors were reopened. . 
PURCHASE OF SEEDS. : 

Mr. BUTLER submitted the following resolution; which was re- 

ferred to the Committee on Agriculture and Forestry: q 

Resolved, That the Committee on Agriculture and Forestry be, and hereby is, 
instructed to inquire and report upon the advisability of suspending the pur- 
chase by the Commissioner of Agriculture of seed for distribution by members 

of Congress and Senators. 
JAMES ALBERT BONSACK. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator 


from Oregon fic. 
MITCHELL] is entitled to the floor. ; : 
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Mr. MITCHELL, I yield to the Senator from Virginia [Mr. Dan- 


IEL]. 
ie DANIEL. By the consent of the Senator from Sopa, I ask 
the Senate to take up the bill (H. R. 593) for the relief of James Al- 
bert Bonsack. ; 

Mr. COCKRELL. Iobjecttothat. I want to be heard about twenty- 
four hours on that bill when it comes up. Iï have some statistics and 
data that I think will consume at least that much of the time of the 
Senate. 

Mr. DANIEL. Of course I withdraw the request. 


SUNDRY CIVIL APPROPRIATION BILL. 


Mr. ALLISON. I ask the Senator from Oregon to yield to me. 

Mr. MITCHELL. I yield to the Senator from Iowa. 

Mr. ALLISON. I ask the Chair to lay before the Senate the action 
of the House of Representatives on the sundry civil appropriation bill, 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair lays before the Senate a 
message from the House of Representatives; which will be read. 

The Secretary read as follows: 

5 > IN THE HOUSE or REPRESENTATIVES, September 20, 1888. 

Resolved, That the House non-concur in the report of the committee of confer- 
ence on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses on the amendments of the Senate 
to the bill (H. R, 10540) making appropriations for sundry ciyil expenses of the 
Government for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1889, and for other porone 

Resolved, That the House insists upon itsamendments to the one hundred and 
nineteenth amendment of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 10640) making g appro rin- 
tions for sundry civil expenses of the Government for the fiscal year g June 
20, 1889, and for other purposes, and still further insists upon its disagreement to 
in oe ae a Ses ne a ro a 
257, and asks a further conference with the Senate on the 7 se ean mis votes of 
the two Houses thereon. 

Ordered, That Mr. FORNEY, Mr. Burnwes, and Mr. Ryan be the managers of 
the further conference on the part of the House, 3 

Mr. ALLISON. I move that the Senate still farther insist upon its 
prior action, and agree to the further conference asked by the House 
of Representatives. 

The motion was agreed to. 

By unanimous consent, the President pro tèmpore was authorized 
to appoint the conferees on the part of the Senate, and Mr. ALLISON, 


Mr. HALE, and Mr. COCKRELL were appointed. 
NORTHERN PACIFIC RAILROAD LANDS. 


Mr. MITCHELL. Iyield to the Senator from Kansas [ Mr. PLUMB]. 

Mr. PLUMB. I wish to give notice thaton Monday morning, im- 
mediately at the conclusion of the formal morning business, I shall 
move that the Senate proceed to the consideration of Senate bill 3504, 
Order of Business 2189, being a bill to restore certain of the lands 
granted to the Northern Pacific Railroad Company to settlement. I 
shall ask the Senate then to indulge me in the time necessary to make 
some remarks upon the bill, and upon the general subject of land grants, 
land-grant forfeitures, and the land system of the country generally. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Upon what day? 

Mr. PLUMB. On Monday. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. At what hour? 3 

Mr. PLUMB. Immediately at the conclusion of the morning busi- 


ness. 

Mr. DOLPH. I should like to suggest, in regard to the bill just re- 
ferred to by the Senator from Kansas, that if there is no other business 
before the Senate more important he modify his notice so as to take up 
the bill for consideration. 

Mr. PLUMB. That is what I said. I should move that the Senate 
proceed to the consideration of the bill, and I shall ask the Senate then 
to indulge me while I make sume remarks, my purpose being that the 
bill, so far as I have any control over the action of the Senate, shall be 
pressed to its passage. 

THE LOUISIANA ELECTION, 

Mr. CHANDLER. I desire to give notice that on Tuesday next I 
shall ask the Senate to take up the resolution for the investigation of 
the Louisiana election, and if no Senator at that time desires to speak 
on the same, I shall ask unanimous consent that an hour may be fixed 
for taking the vote upon its passage. 

PRESIDENT’S ANNUAL MESSAGE. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senate resumes the considera- 
tion of the resolution submitted by the Senator from Ohio [Mr. SHER- 
MAN] to refer the President’s annual message to the Committee on 
a on which the Senator from Oregon [Mr. MITCHELL] has the 

r. 
i TRUSTS. 

Mr. MITCHELL. Butadvocacy of a protective tariff on lumber, or 
wool, or wheat, or fruit, or hops, or lead, or vegetables, or barley, or 
oats, or any other of our great industries, must not be confounded or 
in any manner construed into an advocacy of trusts. The protective 
principle prudently and properly applied to any industry, so far from 
giving aid and comfort to those engaged in promoting or perpetuating 
trusts, has precisely the contrary effect. The fewer associations of per 
sons or combinations of capital there areengaged in any great industry, 
the easier it is, as must be apparent to all, to create a trust in respect 


of such industry, and thus control the market and increase the price of 
the article produced to be paid by the consumer. 

If there were but three or four persons or firms or corporations en- 

in manufacturing lumber in the United States, how easy a matter 
would it be for them to create a trust and run up the price of lumber 
to an extortionate figure, and so with iron, coal, petroleum, lead, cord- 
wood, grain, or any other great industry. Now, the effect of a protect- 
ive tariff, as conclusively shown in all the past history of this and other 
protective countries, is not only to lead to a great diversity of indus- 
trial pursuits, to a multiplication of business industries, but also to a - 
great diversity of capital, or rather the investment by a great number 
of capitalists in the same industry, while the effect of free trade is to 
crush out all small concerns, compel capital to flee to other pursuits not 
affected by competition from abroad that free trade invites, thus leav- 
ing but few engaged in the business, who in turn will readily enter 
into great trust combinations pot only with themselves, but with the 
importer of the same product, and thus practice an imposition on the 
consumer. 

A protective tariff, therefore, is the friend of the people as against 
trusts and every other kind of monopoly. Trusts, moreover, in my 
judgment, so far from receiving encouragement in legislation, should 
be held in check, and their acts subordinated to the true interests of 
the people to the full extent to which Congress may constitutionally 
go in the premises; further than this will receive theadvocacy of none. 
And in this connection I must not be understood as implying that the 
Congress has not the constitutional power to control these enormous 
combinations of capital in the interest of the people, especially and 
particularly where they affect interstate-commerce or enter into it, be- 
cause I believe it has. I can not believe that the legislative power of 
a great nation, whose fundamental law was ordained by the people of 
the United States for the great purpose, among others, of promoting 
the general welfare, and which by the express authority of that fanda- 
mental charter is endowed with plenary power, not only to ‘‘ establish 
justice,” and “‘ promote the general welfare,’’ but also ‘‘ to regulate 
commerce with foreign nations and among the several States,” is in 
any respect deficient in power to enact such legislation as will protect 
the sixty-four million of its people against an injurious conspiracy and 
combination of the other one million of our population to rob them. 
So much for trusts. 

THE SURPLUS, 


It may be conceded that an abnormal surplus in the United States 
Treasury is in some respects fraught with danger as tending to improvi- 
dent legislation in the matter of appropriations. But after all a pleth- 
oric purse is better than an empty one; a full, or even overflowing treas- 
ury is, if an evil at all, a lesser one than a depleted one. An expected 
annual surplus of $55,000,000, and I shall endeavor to show later on 
that we are quite as likely to have an annual deficiency as an annual 
surplus, is not so objectionable, it seems to me, in any possible point 
of view as an e annual deficiency of like amount. Especially 
must this be so in a great Government like ours, the annual ordinary 
expenses of which, and not including ‘* permanent appropriations,” 
reaches the enormous sum of $306,000,000, and including ‘‘permanent 
appropriations,” $421,000,000, and that is the estimate of the honor- 
able chairman of the Committee on Appropriations of this body for the 
ensuing fiscal year; and the sum total of which only falls about $19,- 
000,000 short of the estimated revenues for the same fiscal year. 

That estimate, let it be borne in mind, is $440,000,000, It must 
not be forgotten, moreover, that the appropriations for the present fis- 
cal year, if they reach $306,392,296, as estimated by the chairman of 
the Appropriations Committee of the Senate, then they will exceed ap- 
propriations made for the same purpose the last fiscal year by nearly 
$58,000,000, while the sum total of appropriations for the last four 
years of Republican administration is less by $95,000,000 than that 
appropriated for the four years of President Cleveland’s administra- 
tion. But not only so; were the nation freé from debt, were the tax- 
payers of the country released from the payment of millions annually 
in the shape of interest on outstanding bonds, or if in debt largely as 
we are, were there no means of stopping this immense annual interest 
and thus reducing this enormous debt, then there would be more ele- 
ments of real danger in the constant alarm that is being sounded over 
an overburdened Treasury. But this, as we all know, is not so. 

We are a debtor nation to the tune of $1,200,000,000, upon which 
the tax-payers of this country are paying into the pockets of the 
bondholders annually interest to the amount of $46,000,000, to say 
nothing of the millions of non-interest-bearing debt. Suppose it is 
true, as alleged by one official of the Treasury Department, that there is 
now asurplusof $106,000, 000, or, asaverred by another, ef $130,000,000, 
in the United States Treasury and the Governmentis in debt over ten 
times that amount, as it is, how can it be properly said we have more 
money than we know what to do with or that there isdangerous surplus? 
Would it not be infinitely better to do as an individual would be ex- 
pected to do under like circumstances; thatis, pay our debts, discharge 
our obligations, and stop the payment of nearly one-half a hundred 
million of dollars of interest annually? - But not enly so. Although 
thus heavily bowed down by national indebtedness, the result of a war 
into whose consuming flames fell sacrificial offerings not only of life 
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and property but of the choicest jewels of love, affection, kindred ties, 
and hallowed associations that ever clustered around the human heart 
or beatified the human soul, and whose value can never be measured— 
notwithstanding all this, there is, as we all know, conferred upon the 
Secretary of the Treasury by existing law the present, ever-continuing, 
never-ceasing power to callin, purchase, and pay for out of this surplus 
any part of this debt, thus not only releasing the country from debt, 
the tax-payer from the payment of interest, but thus distributing the 
surplus in the Treasury back to its original source among the people. 


WHY NOT ESTABLISH COAST DEFENSES, RECONSTRUCT OUR NAVY, REHABILITATE 
OUR MERCHANT MARINE, AND IMPROVE OUR RIVERS AND HARBOES? 


But aside from all this, ifthe vaults of our national Treasury are full 
to overflow, as alleged, if they are suffering from a plethora that indi- 
cates danger, are not there subjects of national development and na- 
tional defense to which a portion at least of the present excess in the 
‘Treasury and of the alleged expected annual surplus of over $50,000,000 
could be properly and legitimately applied, and which could in no sense 
be regarded as speculative or in any degree improvident, and which 
would tend to strengthen, advance, elevate, and adorn our nationality 
and promote our prosperity; that would develop our country’s re- 
sources, increase its commercial prestige and power; that would aug- 
mentour national importance, and add vigor, energy, vitality, and power 
to our national existence, and impress upon the governmental mind of 
the nations of the earth the real greatness, invincibility, grandeur, and 
power, not only of our country territorially and commercially consid- 
ered, but as a nation, quickened with the inspirations of patriotism, 
imbued with the spirit of progress, and guided and impelled onward 
and upward by the genius of a civilization transcendent in character, 
second to none, but superior to all the governments of earth upon which 
the stars ever shone, of either ancient or mordern times? 

It is universally conceded that our coasts are, on sea and lake and 
sound and gulf, comparatively unfortified, and in ashamefully defense- 
less condition. It is not denied that even New York City, the great 
metropolis of the nation, with its untold millions of property, could, 

-and in all probability would, in the event of war,with any, even a 
third-rate, naval power, be placed under contribution and its inhabitants 
forced to the alternative of the payment of millions of tribute or having 
a still greater number of millions of dollars’ worth of its property sacri- 
ficed, tosay nothing of human life. And so with Chicago on the Lakes, 
with New Orleans on the Gulf, with San Francisco on the bay—so with 
every city, town, and hamlet on the Pacific coast and on the adjacent 
and communicating waters of the Pacific Ocean. 

Indeed I am impressed with the belief that possibly the best thing 
for the future of this nation and for theapproaching millions now emerg- 
ing from the “‘ gray dawn of coming years,” and who shall soon fill 
our places in the succeeding generations, would be, that the mailed 
hand of an unfriendly naval power should to-day, or to-morrow, or 
within the coming year be laid upon the princely palaces, the tower- 
ing steeples, the myriad money receptacles, and, if you please, the ten 
thonsand happy homes of the greatest city on the continent, and that 
her people should be brought to a realizing sense of our insecurity, 
The bombardment or the placing under contribution by a hostile fleet 
of the chief city of America in the closing years of the nineteenth cen- 
tury may be necessary to avert a still greater national catastrophe and 
national humiliation, and result in the preservation not only of that 
great city, but of many other great cities and untold millions of the 
nation’s wealth in the beginning of the twentieth century. The mis- 
fortunes of the near future may be necessary to dispel the drowsiness, 
arrest the attention, and provoke wise, immediate, energetic action 
upon the part of the people and the people’s representatives, and thus 
facilitate the preservation of the general welfare and contribute to the 
general defense, 

Why, then, let us inquire in the name of an intelligent patriotism 
worthy of the men whose present duty it is to dictate the policy, shape 
the legislation, and direct the destiny of this great nation, should we 
hesitate now in times of peace and of a full Treasury to take immediate, 
energetic, progressive steps in the direction of the fortification of this 
country, and the establishment of such a system of coast defenses as 
will bring to the people of the cities, towns, and hamlets that lie upon 
our now unprotected coasts a sense of security, that will inspire con- 
fidence in our people at home and demand respect abroad? Why not 
properly apply a portion of thissurplus in building our Navy, in re-estab- 
lishing our merchant marine, in the construction of armored ships, and 
in the manufacture of modern guns; in placing our country generally 
in a condition of proper defense? Why not improve our great rivers 
and harbors, open up the magnificent water ways of ourcountry, cleanse 
and place in condition for practical use our great transportation routes 

‘to the seaboard, make roem for the ships of commerce, establish means 
of successful competition with the railways of the country by making 
free and uninterrupted the great natural highways of the land? Why 
not while making all necessary and proper reduction in the revenue, 
-while equalizing our system of taxation, while correcting evils (and 
there are many) in the existing revenue laws of the country—why not, 
while doing alt these things, move also in the directions I have just in- 


timated in an intelligent, statesmanlike, patriotic manner: and in this 


way properly, wisely, but not improvidently, foolishly, wastefully, or 
extravagantly, utilize at least large portions of the surplus in national 
development and defense, and thus give employment also to hundreds 
and thousands of laboring men and women throughout the land? Why 
not do this rather than attempt a reduction of the surplus by standing 
in with English free-traders, with European and Asiatic free labor, 
adopting English theories and English practices, and conforming to 
English desires and English interests, by placing so many of the great 
products of our country upon the free-list, as has been done by the Mills 
or House bill; thus striking a deadly blow at American industries and 
American Jabor and dragging down the wage-rates of this country to 
the level of the ruinously degrading prices received by Belgian, German, 
English, Chinese, and other European and Asiatic laborers. 

But in view of the appropriations already made at this session of 
Congress, and of others likely to be made, and considerable amounts 
of which are for the purposes and to be applied in the direction just 
suggested, and of the further significant fact of the largely increased 
amount of the ordinary annual expenditures of the Government over 
those of former years, the great fact is beginning to dawn upon the 
country and can not be overlooked or obscured by the President and 
his party that the surplus now in the Treasury is not likely to increase 
much in the near future. Indeed, all the present indications point most 
decidedly in the other direction, namely, toa deficiency. The state- 
ment recently made in the Senate by the chairman of the Committee 
on Appropriations, and which was not denied by any one on that com- 
mittee, as I remember, was to the effect, as I stated a moment ago, that 
the total appropriations for the current fiscal year, not including what 
are known as “permanent appropriations,” would amount to $306,- 
000,000, and including ‘‘permanent appropriations,” they would 
amount to $420,000,000, and that the estimated revenue for the pres- 
ent fiscal year would be $440,000,000, or only about $19,000,000 more 
than the expenditures. 

Now, if this be so, and there can be no reasonable doubt of it, except, 
perhaps, in this, that the appropriations may exceed the estimate made 
by the chairman of the committee, what would be the result of the 
surplus provided, first, that the Mills or House bill should become a 
law, and second, provided, furthermore, it would, ifit became a law, 
have the effect its authors and friends claimed for it of reducing the 
revenue $70,000,000 annually? Simply this, that instead of a surplus 
of revenue over expenditures for the present fiscal year of even $19,- 
000,000, as there would be under the laws as they now stand, there 
would be a deficiency of $51,000,000. While again, if the Mills bill, 
as originally reported to the House by Mr. MILLS from the Committee 
on Ways and Means had been enacted into law without amendment 
and the Secretary of the Treasury made no mistake in his estimate that 
it would reduce the annual revenue $78,176,054. 92, so far from their 
being a surplus then there would be a deficiency for the present fiscal 
year of more than $59,000,000. 

BALANCE OF TRADE NOW AGAINST US, 

Again, the balance of trade is now against us. Never, Mr. President, 
were the times less propitious for launching upon the country a species 
of tariff legislation that will tend to increase our tariff importations 
than now. A critical survey of our import and export trade for the 
past fiscal year will clearly indicate that a condition confronts us in the 
shape of not only largely increased and abnormal importations, but 
also of a balance of trade largely against us, that is as potent, or should 
be at least, in justifying alarm as is the alleged enormous surplus in 
the Treasury. Never but once before in the history of this country has 
the value of importations been so great in the aggregate as the year just 
closed. The year 1882 is the only exception, and without any excep- 
tion were the imports the largest in volume, low prices being taken 
into account, that ever entered our ports in a single year. 

And here again the question of undervaluations is not considered; 
and it must be remembered that it was recently stated upon this floor 
by the honorable chairman of the Committee on Finance, than whom 
no Senator is more thoroughly conversant with the subject, that if the 
report of the Subcommittee on Finance on undervaluations, of which the 
honorable Senators ALLISON and BECK are members, was correct, as he 
had no doubtit was, to the large extent ourimports are undervalued, that 
the amount of the balance of trade against us in the last fiscal year would 
be actually $100,600,000. But not only so. The balance of trade is 
largely against us, and increasing now in amountat the rateof $4,000,060 
per month, acondition that has not confronted ussince the years 1873—’74. 
The past year the balance against us was nearly $40,000,000. Ourim- 
portations of merchandise, gold and silver coin and bullion included, 
amount to $785,217,799, while our exports were but $742,368,822, the 
exact deficiency being $40,848,977. 

To this enormous amount were the consumers of this country com- 
pelled to go down into their pockets and hand out solid gold coin the 
past fiscal year to those foreigners who are taking possession of our 
markets; and in this alarming condition of affairs in reference to our 
exterior trade are we to legislate still further in the interest of the foreign 
manufacturer and importer by placing upon the free-list foreign prod- 
ucts on which duties arenow collected to the amount of about $20,000,- 
000 annually, and in addition reduce duties on a great variety of other 
products, which will necessarily swell importations? If we are to de 
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this, then we may confidently look forward to a deficiency in our for- 
eign account and balance against us of over $100,000,000 the present 
fiscal year, even though the evils of undervaluation may be corrected. 
Our policy in theinterest of a home market, home manufacturers, home 
producers, home labor, and our home consumers as well, should be the 
very reverse of this. Our trade for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1897, 
showed a balance of $10,703,155 in our favor; our exports of merchan- 
dise alona for that year were $703,022,907, while our importations of 
merchandise were $692,319,768, or $31,545,378 less than for the last 
fiscal year. It may be interesting to inquire how this enormous aggre- 
gate of imports of merchandise alone the past year, not including gold 
or silver coin or bullion, amounting to $723,865,146 was apportioned. 
The report of the Bureau of Statistics of the Treasury Department 
shows it to have been as follows: 


Breadstuffs, mostly barley. $8, 755, 773 
Chemicals, drugs, ete. 13, 337, H3 
Cotton manufactures. 28, 917, 660 
Earthen and china ware.. 6,410, 612 
Flax, hemp, jute, and manufactures of 4), 287, 248 
Fruits and nuts.....ssosssssicsssesssse sese 14, 714, 142 
Glass and glassware. ........... 7, 851, 528 
Iron and steel, and manufac’ , 992, 022 
Leather, and manufactures of.. 11, 965, 125 
Silk manufactures.............s00+ , 350, 928 
Papari gp per and confectionery... use 69, 494, 409 
To and manufactures Of.....000-e seers EnF aoe. 117 

365, 233 


TAAR os essrse reserse Cesecbiizeasaneens tanasin eka AAA sas us sereeanerors: ssssessersesieraceene 123, 865, 146 

The past political history of this country teaches us that it is not 
entirely safe to become alarmed at a full Treasury, and through fright 
or any other reason seek, without careful consideration, to cut down 
revenue or distribute the surplus. Fifty years ago the Government 
became alarmed at what was supposed to be a rapidly-increasing sur- 
plus, and Congress, on the recommendation of President Jackson, dis- 
tributed it among the States, butscarcely had the act become operative 
until the tide of our foreign trade set in against us. Our annual sur- 
plus was succeeded by an annual deficiency, and Congress was com- 
pelled to repeal the act providing for distribution among the States. 
In 1857 a similar alarm of an increasing and dangerous surplus was 
sounded throughout the country. President James Buchanan, in his 
inaugural address of March 4 of that year, said: ‘‘Our present condi- 
tion is without a parallel in history. No nation has ever before been 
embarrassed from too large a surplus in its Treasury.” And yet, as 
history tells us, and as was suggested by Senator SHERMAN the other 
day, who was then a member of the lower House of Congress, in less 
than a year there was not money enough in the Treasury to pay the 
salaries of members of Congress, and a law was passed providing for 
the issue-of Treasury notes for this purpose. Notwithstanding this 
declaration of President Buchanan in his inaugural address, in his very 
first message, in the following December, he referred to the fact that 
the revenues of the Government had been greatly reduced and the ap- 
propriations largely increased, and concluded by saying: 

Under these circumstances a loan may be required before the close of our 
present session. 

And a loan was necessary and was authorized by Congress of $20,- 
000,000, in addition to the issue of $20,000,000 of Treasury notes. 
And Buchanan, in his second annual message, December 6, 1858, re- 
fers to the fact in these words: 


To supply the deficiency Congress, by the act of December 23, 1857, authorized 
the issuance of $20,000,000 of Treasury notes, and this proving inadequate they 
authorized, by the act of June 14, 1858, a loan of $20,000,000, to be applied to the 
payment of appropriations made by law. 


The tariff had been remodeled in 1857, in the interest of the South 
and of free trade, and from that date the business prosperity of the coun- 
try had gone from bad to worse—the crash came; the step of industry 
faltered, the progressive mind of the nation wavered, the great van- 
guard in the grand march of American progress hesitated, the indus- 
trial life of the nation became inert and spiritless, and Mr. Buchanan, 
when December, 1860, came, was compelled, as he stood hesitating and 
nerveless in the shadow of a great rebellion, beside a Treasury he had 
helped to wreck, to declare, and he did in his last annual message 
make this declaration: 


It is now quite apparent that the financial necessities of the Government will 
i bab a modification of the tariff during your present session for the purpose 
of increasing the revenue. 


WILL THE MILLS BILL REDUCE THE SURPLUS? 

One great purpose ostensibly of the authors and defenders of the 
Mills or House bill is a reduction of the revenue. To the alleged rap- 
idly increasing surplus in the Treasury the cyes of the people of this 
country are by these authors and defenders of the Mills bill directed as 
the dangerous rock upon which the best interests of the Government 
are to bestranded. Assuming for the present that this isso; that there 
is a large.and rapidly increasing surplus as alleged, and that therefore 
this danger is imminent; that the note of warning is well founded, is 
it a fact that the House bill, if enacted into law, would to any appre- 
ciable extent or at all accomplish this purpose? Who can certainly 
tell; who has in all this great debate in either House ventured to pre- 


dict, and at the same time supported that prediction by either state- 
ment of fact or argument, that in any certain measure justifies the 
prophecy? For one, after somewhat careful study of the effect hereto- 
fore of a reduction of duties in largely stimulating importations and 
increasing the revenue, and a comparison of such tariff reduction 
bills with the House bill, I am forced to the conclusion that were the 
Mills bill, so called, to become alaw as it passed the House our national 
revenue from customs dues would not be reduced a single dollar, but, 
on the contrary, would in all human probability be increased. 

A large reduction would result from the articles this bill places on 
ne free-list and which are now under existing law notincluded in that 

ist. P 

But who does not know that on an infinite variety of importations 
mentioned in that bill and not included in the free-list, and on which 
large reductions of duties are made, there would at once be an enormous 
increase of importations, and as a consequence the revenues realized 
therefrom annually, although the rates proposed are reduced below 
those fixed by existing law, would on those lower rates of tariff be 
largely in excess of those now collected on the same articles? 

It is an axiom in political economy applicable in determining the 
effect of a high or low tariff respectively on manufactured articles, to 
which all must assent, that the moment the tariff reaches a point where 
it no longer performs the function of protection, then the effect is to 
increase the revenue and not reduce it. And the whole theory of a 
tariff for revenue only as contradistinguished from a protective tariff 
proceeds on the assumption that the tariff imposed shall only be im- 
pressed on those articles which do not comein competition with our own 
productions, and in reference to which, therefore, there can not possibly 
be even the slightest incidental protection. And the reason is that the 
underlying idea of a tariff for revenue only is that the rate in all cases 
shall be the very lowest that will realize to the Government the largest 
amount of revenue. ‘To accomplish this, therefore, it is manifest that 
the aim of the contestant for the principle of a tariff for revenue only 
will invariably seek to impose his customs tax on such articles as do 
not come in competition with our products, and will avoid, so far asin 
his power, levying any tariff whatever on any article which does come 
in contact with our products, 

WAR TAXES. 

It is said, and with much force, that war taxes should not be con- 
tinued in times of peace. But what was the war tax and what has 
been done by the Republican party since the close of the war for its 
abolition? The internal-revyenue tax and not the customs tax is the 
extraordinary war tax, and so recognized, or should be at least, by all. 
But, Mr. President, war taxes, neither internal revenue nor customs, 
have been continued in timesof peace. Theassumption that they have 
is not well founded. The amount of internal-revenue taxes collected 
annually now is not one-third of the aggregate collected at the close of 
the war. In 1867 $309,000,000 were collected, and this after a reduc- 
tion of over $100,000,000 had been made by the Republican party by 
the acts of July 13, 1866, and March 2, 1867. 

The following, taken from the very able and elaborate minority re- 
port on the Mills bill, submitted to the House of Representatives the 
presentsession by Representative WILLIAM McKINLEY, Jr., will show 
what has been done by the Republican party in the way of reducing 
war taxes. I quote from that report: 


Of internal taxes the following have been the reduction made by the party 
now in the minority since the conclusion of the war: 


By the acts of July 13, 1866, and March 2, 1857. n ue 331,199 


By the acts of March 31, 1868, and February 3, 802,579 
By the act of July 14, 1870...........-...00++ 55, 315, 321 
By the act of December 21, 1871. , 436, 862 
By the act of June 6, 1872 897, 618 
By the act of March 3, 1883 40, 677, 682 

SUN a E A A EE AEA A A E SIN OAA TE T » 284,421, 260 


This we presentas the result of Republican legislation from July 13, 1866, 
down to and including March 3, 1883. 

The Republican party wasin control of the House of Representatives from 
the first-named date to March 4, 1875. During that period it will be observed 
that taxation was reduced and revenue diminished in the aggregate sum of 
$284,421,260. On the 4th of March, 1875, the control of the House passed to the 
Democratic party and remained with it until the 4th day of March, 1881, a period 
of six years. During these years the internal revenue was reduced $6,358,935, 
On the 4th day of rch, 1881, the Republican party was reinvested with cons 
trol of the House of Representatives, holding it for two years, during which 
time it reduced taxation and the revenues from customs sources in the estimated 
sum of $20,855,799, and upon internal yevenue $40,677,682, a grand total of $61,- 


432,451. 

Since the 4th day of March, 1883, the House of Representatives has been dom- 
inated by the present majority party, a period of five years, and no taxes have 
been need and no curtailment of the revenues has taken place, although 
warned of a threatened surplus not only by the present Administration, but by 
the preceding one of President Arthur, It will be observed that from 1866 te 
en period of twenty-two years, the control of the House of Representatives 
has n equally divided between the two political parties, each having eleven 
years. 

During the eleven years of Republican control the revenues were 

reduced (estimated) 

paring oe eleyen years of Democratic control the revenues were 
u 


$362, 504, 569 
6, 368, 935 


Difference in favor of the present minority party in the 
House of......... Bee PEAS RN OCR LRT ar OOP TROT PCT PE 356, 135, 634 


But not only so, the Republican party while in power did in July, 
1870, May, 1872, June, 1872, and March, 1883, remodel the custom du- 
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ties, and by these several acts of tariff reduction reduced the revenue 
from that source, taking the estimates made officially when these sev- 
eral acts were passed, to the amount of $78,083,409. I quote from the 
minority an of Representative MCKINLEY in support of these asser- 
tions, as follows: 

It is a striking fact that all of the reductions of taxation which have occurred 
since the conclusion of the war, with the exception of the trifiing ones made by 
the acts of March 1, 1879, and of May 28, 1880, ting a little over $6,000,000, 
Were accomplished while the party now inthe minority was in the majority and 
in control of legislation. i 

A brief summary of what has been done in this regard will be both suggestive 
and instructive. 

By the act of July 14, 1870, the reduction of the revenue from custom duties 
was: . 


SN RAMI Ge TARI ASEN PE EAER AT ER A IR s.essese $2, 403, 000 
Estimated reduction from dutiable list.......es.s.sresesessnerssrsreerrnenensssesreesse Z3, GOL, 748 
PIRI TE A L E ES A a N ET 26, 054,748 

By the act of May 1, 1872, tea and coffee were placed upon the free- 
list, Making @ reduction Of,..............0s.csesssssesconiseocnns sasessseevensesanseeesesers 15, 893, S47 


+ ae the act of June 6, 1872, tariff duties were further reduced, and the reduction 
y the— 


By the act of March 3, 1383, from tariff— 
tion from dutiable | 


The foregoing estimates were made when the several bills were passed. 

When, therefore, the Republican party while in power in the national 
House of Representatives eleven of the twenty-two years since the close 
of the war reduced taxation, customs, and internal revenue to the esti- 
mated amount of $362,504,569, it can not with propriety be said that 
the Republican party has not reduced taxation or that the war taxes 
still prevail. Especially can not our Democratic friends urge this as 
an offense or dereliction on our part when they, having the control of 
the House of Representatives for one-half the period since the war, 
including the past five and one-half years, have during that whole pe- 
riod only reduced taxation in the aggregate the sum of $6,368,935, and 
have sent no revenue bill or tariff-reform measure of any kind to the 
Senate the past five years until the Mills abortion—infinitely more ob- 
Sag and dangerous in its free-trade tendency than was ever the 

orizontal-reduction bill of Mr. Morrison—came over here less than two 
months ago. 

But the Republican party has not only thus reduced taxation, but 

` while doing it has grappled with one of the largest public debts of either 
ancient or modern times—the result of the war of the rebellion—and 
reduced it from $2,756,000,000 in 1866 to considerably less than one- 
half the amount, or about $1,375,000,000, in 1885, and thus reduced 
the annual interest over $60,000,000, in addition to this reduction of 
nearly $1,400,000,000 on the principal. 
DOES THE MILLS BILL MEAN FREE TRADE? 

Frantic efforts are being made by the friends of the House bill, 
especially since the result of the elections in Oregon, Vermont, and 
Maine are known, to convince the people that the Mills bill does not 
mean free trade; and yet we find all pronounced free-trade advocates, 
not only in England but in the United States, welcoming it with ho- 
sannas as the beginning of the end of their fondest aspiration upon 
this subject. We find them not only proclaiming in favor of the Mills 
or House bill, but asserting that the administration of President Cleve- 
land has frem its inception done great work for the cause of free trade. 
Professor Perry, of Williams College, known as one of the great free- 
trade leaders, if not, indeed, the chief of such in the Democratic party, 
a year since said: 

Secretary Manning has done for free trade in the United States the past year 
more effective work than any other man inthe country. Postmaster-General 
Vilas is an outspoken and undoubted friend of a free commerce. President 
Cleveland will go, as fast and as far toward that goal as the people and Con- 
gress will permit him, 

As has been repeatedly shown by speeches here and elsewhere re- 
cently, all the great free-trade journals of England welcome the views 
and recommendations of the present Administration as a long and vig- 
orous step in the direction of free trade. I will not weary by repeat- 
ing, but will attract attention to a few of the more recent utterances of 
some of these leading journals on this subject. 

The London Times but recently said: 


The political contest now being waged in the United States is one between 
English free trade and the continental system of protection. 

The Liverpool Mercury, in discussing the President’s views on the 
tariff as enunciated in his message, says: 

If all this does not tend in the direction of free trade we do not know the ef- 
fect of plain language. President Cleveland favors the unfettered influx of 
necessaries and raw materials; he would abolish the duties on articles which 
are simply taxed for the sake of the protective system; he would eliminate from 
the list bed Arann, 3 which does not compete with American industry, and he 
would depend for his customs revenue mainly upon luxuries. He will find free 
trade all over the world acclaiming him for so enlightening a policy. 

After quoting still further from the President’s opinion, the May ae e 

That he isat heart a free-trader is perfectly obvious, however cautiously ha 
has dealt with his subject. The only agriculturist who profits by the tariff, he 
gays, is the wool-grower, and then he points out that the wool-grower does not 
profit much, since he loses as a consumer, and, it may be added, every consumer 


of the wool loses also by the artificial price. We are so satisfied with the ad- 
dress as a plea for free trade that we commend it as a study to the reactionaries 
who are nen me, io raise a fair trade agitation in England, It may not 
please them, but it will give comfort to Mr, John Bright ‘and liberals in general. 


The London Chronicle, no longer since than in its issue of September 
11 instant, said: $ 

The exclusion of the fisheries question from the letter of acceptance of Presi- 
dent Cleveland is strong testimony as to the purely factious character of the re- 
jection of the treaty. Itis utterly impossible to doubt that the re-election of 
President Cleveland would mean the eventual revival and ratification of the 
Leen A It is immaterial to discuss what President Cleveland's crusade should 
be called. He may give it any name he likes as long as we know it is in facta 
crusade of free trade. 

What does Sir Charles Tupper, the Canadian commissioner who had 
such prominent part in the formation of the now deceased fisheries treaty, 
and who was knighted for his services in that connection, have to say 
in reference to the Mills bill? Hear him: 

Tam very sanguine that this bill (the Mills bill) will pass during the present 
session. Modified it may be, but I am inclined to think that the amendments 
will be still more in the interests of Canada than as the bill stands to-day. If 
this is the case, I think we may congratulate ourselves upon securing the free 
admission of our lumber, upon which we paid during last year no less than 
$1,315,450, On copper ore, made free by the Mills bill, we $96,955. On salt 
$21,992 duty was paid. This is rende free by the Mills bill, 

The Shefiield Independent, an English free-trade journal, recently 
said: 

It (the Mills bill) is viewed by all partiesalike as the first decisive and certain 
step in the direction of free trade. We donotanticipate the victory of absolute 
free trade in a country which has been so long held captive by rigid protection- 
ists in one year or in two or even in a dozen years, butevery year will bring its 
final triumph nearer. * * è Thesuccess of the Democrats at the Presidential 
el-ction would necessitate their bringing in another tariff-reform measure upon 
far more advanced lines in the direction of the abolition or reduction of duties 
than Mr. MILLS’s present bill, and that it would thus aecelerate the ultimate suc- 
cess of free trade in the States. 

The London Iron and Coal Trade’s Review in its issue of July 27, 
ultimo, says: 

The Mills bill was successfully carried through the House of Representatives 
on Saturday by a majority of 164 votes against 149, nearly every member of the 
House being present and recording his vote. The subject of tariff reform has 
now been made a y question, the Democrats, of whom President Cleveland 
is the zed chief, i ennhan Aee with those favoring reform, while 
the Republicans fiercely oppose change, but want tosaddiethe country with 
even more rigorous charges. Our readers will remember with what a storm of 
indignation from the Republicans President Cleveland's speech on the question 
of tariffs was greeted at the nning of the session; butit is eviden’ oon the 
events of the past few weeks, the progress towards free trade in United 
States has been much greater than was generally expected. 

It may be well to note that the Mills bill has not yet become law; some peo- 
ple, especially those connected with the rd ere trade, talk and write as if it 
were finally placed upon the statute-book of the United States, and for them it 
would be well if it were, for under it tin-plates—the duty on which now con- 
tributes $5,700,000 to the revenue—will be admitted free, despite the incessant 
labors of the iron manufacturers to obtain an increase rather than an abolition 
of the duty. However much the manufacturing interests may deny it, the fact 
is patent aat Ged akg Repina been made on the road toward absolute free- 
trade, and particularly this been the case since the date of the delivery of 
the President’s message. Our iron and steel man’ rs look with very 
much interest on the movement which isnow going on ‘on the other side,” for 
trade there so intimately influences our own. 

But why, in the light of the past history of the Democratic party, of 
its solemn declarations in national convention assembled, and in face of 
the real character of the Mills bill, should the leaders of that party 
now attempt to hoodwink and deceive the people of this country by 
the claim that they are not a free-trade party, and by the assertion that 
the Mills bill is not a bill based upon the doctrines of and which leads 
directly on to free trade? What did the Democratic party say in its 
national convention in 1876, twelve years ago? They said: 

Rented, That we demand that all custom-house taxation shall be for revenue 
only. s 
Four years later they declared in national convention, first, that— 

The system of direct taxation known as internal revenue is a war tax. 

And yet to-day, twenty-three years after the close of the war, and, 
with slight exception, we find that party opposing the abolition of the 
internal-revenue taxes which they in 1880 denounced as war taxes. 
But further, in 1880 the Democratic party in national convention pro- 
claimed in favor of a tariff for revenue only. So that for the past 
thirty-two years—while at times, as in 1872, when they nominated 
and had as their candidate the most pronounced protectionist that ever 
trod the soil of America, on a platform suggesting that inasmuch as 
there are in this, country— 
irreconcilable differences of opinion with regard to the tive systems of 

rotection and free trade, we remit the discussion of the subject to the people 
n their Congressional districts and to the decision of Congress thereon, free 
from Executive interference or dictation— 
they sought to evade the issue—the constant tendency of the Dem- 
ocratic party on this great and economic question of the tariff has been 
in accordance with its solemn declaration made in its national conven- 
tion in Cincinnati in 1856, when it adopted this resolution: 

Resolved, That the time has come forthe poopie of the United States to declare 

themselves in favor of progressive free trade throughout the world. 


That was the open, bold, heroic declaration of the Democratie party 
of this country in national convention thirty-two years ago, and that 
is their real sentiment to-day. 

The friends of the Mills bill, moreover, assert that one of the great 
features of that bill is to relieve the consumer of burdensome taxes on 
the necessaries of life. Let us see how this is. The Mills bill main- 
tains in the main the tariff on sugar, an article of universal consump- 
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tion by rich and poor alike. The removal of the whole tax on sugar 
would remove a tax of 96 cents annually from the sugar of each man, 
woman, and child in the United States, and which gives protection 
merely to a local industry in Louisiana and a few other States, and in- 
stead places wool on the free-list, saving duties to something less than 
$6,000,000 annually, about 8 or 9 cents per capita, and with it breaks 
down an industry in which nearly every State and Territory in the 
Union is vitally interested. ‘Che Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. 
DAWEs] brought out this point very forcibly in his speech on the 
President’s message, made December 13 last, when he said: 
We are told in his report— 

Referring to the report of the Secretary of the Treasury— 
that it isnot worth while to reduce the receipts by removing $51,000,000 0f duties 
from because that is only 90 cents to each individual, and he turns from 
that to removal of $5,000,000 of duties upon raw wool, which is only 8 cents 
to each individual, and to the removal of the duty upon ready-made clothing 
that would relieve the people of only 2 cents per capita. If it be any reason 
why we should retain the duty on sugar that it is only 90 cents per capita, is it 
any reason that we should remove the how Peas raw wool that it is only 8 cents 
per capita, or upon ready-made clothing which is only 2 cents a capita? The 
grand climax is reached in the single sentence printed in capi : “Untax the 
clothing of sixty millions of people.” And the people are to be relieved just 2 
cents each in the cloth: 
pecan yy oem their table, and, if the 
pound tax 

THE MILES BILL A SECTIONAL MEASURE, 

But another feature of the House bill stands out prominent and can 
not fail to attract universal attention, and that is its sectional aspect. 
In so far as the ; proteofivo principle is recognized at all in the House 
bill, itis applied almost exclusively to foreign products of the same 
character produced by the Southern States. e States of the solid 
South, those States that are always, even in advance of the joining of na- 
tional issues or the arin, hes national candidates, ready to deliver 153 
electoral votes. This is why the tariff rate, except a mere fraction, is 
not removed from sugar. ‘This is why rice is protected as it is by the 
House bill by a duty of over 100 per cent, on cleaned and 59.60 per 
cent. on uncleaned rice, while the wool industry of Ohio and other 
Mississippi Valley States and of the Pacific States and Territories, the 
iron and lumber, and lead and fruit, and provisions and vegetables, and 
other products of the Northern States are assailed en masse, many of 
them being placed on the free-Jist. The bill proposes free trade for the 
North and protection for the South. But why not, when six of the 
eight Democrats composing the majority of the Ways and Means Com- 

ttee of the House of Representatives, who framed the bill, namely, 
Mr. MILLS of Texas, Mr. MCMILLAN of Tennessee, Mr. BRECKINRIDGE 
of Kentucky, Mr. BkecKINRIDGEof Arkansas, Mr. TURNER of Georgia, 
and Mr, WILSON of West Virginia, are from the Southern States? 

WAGES. 

As European countries are not only our great competitors in the mar- 
kets of the world outside the limits of our country, but also with our 
producers and manufacturers in a multitude of products in our home 
markets, it becomes pertinent, therefore, to inquire as to the wages paid 
in these European free-trade countries and to institute a comparison 
between such wages and those paid in the United States. Itis impor- 
tant to know how ms in different occupations as well as those who 
are common laborers fare respectively in these different countries in the 
matter of wages. 

The following table, from a recent report of the Commissioner of 
Labor Statistics, will, in a measure, not only give the prices in different 
countries, including the price of wages in the United States, but pre- 
sent in convenient form the comparison and lesson taught by each: 

REPORT OF THE COMMISSIONER OF LABOR STATISTICS, 


[Comparative wages—Europe and United States. ] 


United 
France. gium.| Austria, States. 
$7.56 #4. 21 $5.74 $4.56 $3.55 1.00 
7.68 4.07 5.33 5.22 3.73 21.00 
7.80 4.43 6.34 4.66 4,01 21.50 
7.66 4.11 6.20 4.07 5.10 00 
4.94 2,92 3.13 3.22 So A knee 
7.87 4.00 5.81 5.38 8.18 13. 
7.68 4.25 6.14 5.66 4.40 18.00 
6.07 3.63 4.69 6.28 IS E RONIE 
7.50 3.97 5.58 5.17 3.64 13.25 
8.76 5.21 6.24 6.84 BOD EA 
4.70 3.11 3.93 3.77 3.00 8.00 
6.97 4.18 6.74 5.00 LA, eee es 
5.20 8.60 4.78 4.86 3.17 18. 30 
acon 6.64 . 3.85 13.40 
Sa publio; {38 7.00 Se, 
3.69 5.70 BBO SR 
2.6 2.90 |. ea 
5.11 6.92 
3.55 5.46 
4.60 oa N. 
4.82 
3.06 72 | 


This table shows what free trade has done and is doing for the labor- 
ing man in Europe, and how he fares under the protective system in 
the United States. It will be seen from this that men employed in 
the building trades in the United States get on an average nearly three 
times as much as in England and Wales; over four times as much on 
an average as in Germany, France, Belgium, and Austria; while those 
engaged in other trades, including day laborers, receive about double 
on an average those received in England, and over three timesas much 
on an average as dosimilar tradesmen and laborers in Germany, France, 
Austria, and Belgium. 

The following table shows the difference in wages in a list of fifty- 
seven different occupations between those paid in England and in the 
United States: 


England. | United States, 


Occupation. 


$6.00 | $15.00 to $18. 00 
6. 15, 00 to 20.00 


00 
7.75 16.50 
3.54 11, 85 
8.00 21.00 
6,00 13, 30 
6.00 12.00 
ets 6.25 12.75 
Blast-furnace keepers... 10,00 18.00 
Blast-furnace fillers.., aaa! 7:50 14.00 
Bolt-makers.. ae 6.50 16,50 
Bolt-cutters . eresoesons 3.00 10.00 
Coal-miners. 5. 83 10.00 
Cotton-mill 4.00 6.72 
Carpenters....... 7.50 15.00 
Coopers......-...+ 6.00 13.25 
Carriage-makers.. 6.75 | 13,00 to 25.00 
Cul 6.00 | 12.00 to 20.00 
Chemicals. $4.00 to 6.00 | 13.00 to 16.00 
Clock-makers. 7.0 18.00 
Cabinet-makers 7.00 18.00 
Farm hands... 3.00 7.50to 9.00 
Glass-blowers . a! 6.00 to 9.00 | 25.00 to 30.00 
Glass eaea free yes A „| 6.00to 7.00 | 12.00 to 15.00 
Glass (unskilled)........ 2.00 to 4.00 7.00 to 10.00 
Glove-makers 2.50 6.00 to 9,00 
Glove-makers 4.50 | 10.00 to 20.09 
Hatters ........ 6.00 | 12.00 to 24.00 
Iron-ore mi 5.50 12.00 
Iron molders... 7.50 15.00 
Iron, per ton (finished). -| 2.00 to 3,00 5.31 to 8.71 
Heaters and rollers... .| 10.00 to 12.00 | 20.00 to 30.00 
Instrument-makers... $ 7.00 | 18.00 to 20.00 
Laborers onenn 4.10 8.00 
Longshoremen... 8.00 15.00 
Linen thread (me 5.00 7.59 
Linen thread (women). 2.35 5.22 
Machinists.............s0seses avececss 8,50 18.00 
MASONS .......06..0000 8.00 21.00 
Printers (1,000 ems) 20 -40 
Printers, week han 6.65 13.40 
Pa’ 7.50 18,00 
7.50 15,00 
8.00 18,00 
7.50 * 21,00 
8.67 18.3) 
7.00 18.00 
Paper-makers. 5.20 | 12.00 to 24.09 
Puddlers, per 8.00 to 10.00 | 18.00 to 20.00 
Quarrymen . 6.00 | 12.00 to 15,00 
Ropemakers. 5.25 9.00 to 12.00 
Railway engineers, A 10.00 21.09 
Railway flremen............ RE E ETE NESA 5,00 12.00 
Shipbuilding — 
Boiler-makers . 7.00 14,00 
Machinists 7.00 14,15 
Coppersmit 6.50 16.5) 
Platers ..., 8.00 18,00 
Drillers 6,00 12.00 
Riveters 8.00 17.49 
Riggers......... 5.50 11.09 
Pattern-makers .„. 8.00 24.00 
Salt-makers. 6,00 9.00 to 10.50 
Silk Taea) 5.00 10.09 
Silk (women. 2.50 6.00 
Scari-makers... 1.50 to 2.25 6.00to 9.00 
Servants (month)... 5.00 15, 00 
Stationary engineers. 7.50 | 15.00 to 18.00 
Soap-makers... 5.00 10.60 
Tinners ... 5.00 8.00 to 10,00 
Teamsters 5.25 | 12.00 to 15.00 
Upholstere: 8.00 18.00 
Watchmakers .... 8.0C 18.00 
Wire-drawers. 11.00 22, 00 


The following table gives the wages paid respectively for work in 
Glasgow, Scotland, and in Philadelphia, Pa., to those engaged in ship- 
building and allied branches of Jabor: 


H 
i 


E | så 

PEE 

Occupation and allied branches of labor. 2 A | 2s 

ia re 

es | 52 

a | AA 
Foremen (men)... | $10.00 | $30. 00 
Platers (men)... 7.50: 1800 
Fitters (men)... 7.530 | 18,00 
Fitbers BU PP Ore see ose nsacysossvarsnvsdvuvecdonssosonsezevssesuddeevedsivehotats joavcoasivel | 6.00; 9.00 


- 
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Occupations and allied branches of labor. 


Per week in 
Glasgow. 
Philadelphia. 


Per week in 


te) 
eh ad ad ak wd te 


$6.00 | $10.50 

5.00 9,00 

Ri 5.00 12.00 
5.00 14.00 

Ship-smiths..... 5.00 18.00 
Ship-smiths’ boys... 2.50 4.00 
Ship-smiths’ strikers.. 4,50 9.00 
Forgemen .... 4.50 9.00 
Holders-up .. 4,25 9,00 
Helpers (boys 2.50 4.00 
Calkers and chi 7.50 12,00 
7.75 18.00 

$7.25 | $15.00 

4% 25 

4.80 00 

4.25 50 

5.00 00 

5.75 00 

4.10 c 

2.00 00 


It is asserted by high authority that for work done by the week in 
all classes of work American wages are as nearly as possible double 
those paid in Great Britain. And, Mr. President, as was so perti- 
nently stated by Senator TELLER in his speech some time since— 


If itis not true that the American laborer gets better pay, gets better com- 
pensation for his labor than any other laborer in the world, why is it that since 
1860 there have come to this country 9,129,945 foreigners? Why have they come? 
Why have they sought this region if it is not to better their condition ? They 
are laboring people. They do not flee entirely from bad government, and they 
do not come, as it is frequently said here and elsewhere, to get our cheap lands. 
Why should more than 700,000 Canadians, with cheap lands in Canada, come to 
the United States? They do not come for that purpose at all. Where do they 
go when they come? They go to the med agen peA s States and to the manu- 
factoring cities, where labor is compensated, where it is well paid. I have be- 
fore me the census reports showing where they go. Of the 6,679,943 foreigners 
in the United States in 1880, how many were found in the State of Alabama? 
Nine thousand seven hundred and thirty-four. In Arkansas only 10,350. Does 
anybody say that Arkansas and Alabama do not present an attractive field for 
the agriculturist? ‘Texas only had of this great number of people a compara- 
tively few, 114,616 only. Examination of the report will further show that Bos- 
ton had 114,000 of them; that Massachusetts, without any agricultural grounds 
for them, had 443,491; that Baltimore had 56,136; that St, Louis had 105,013, and 
New York had 478,694. 5 


I beg further to incorporate in my remarks the following table show- 
ing the amount paid per month to workmen in plate-glass manufactories, 
respectively, in England, France, Germany, Belgium, and the United 
States: 


Statement showing the amount paid per month to workmen in plate-glass 


manufactories. 
Pi dae ior 
Department, pit tad ‘| England. oe 
Belgium. 


Casting department: 


n 
= 


5888 88888 
ESRA SASSS 


8223233828 883 82282 ssss sssss 
SSBENNSS SES oBBB ofBB VNNSS 


SSSsssss SSS SBZ 


QSeaSSRNS NBB EESs 


00 
00 
00 
00 
00 
00 
00 
00 
00 
00 
00 
00 
00 
00 
00 
00 
00 
09 
00 
00 
00 
00 
00 
00 
00 


SSEEESEEN NB »BES ESN BEBER 
s 


g 
s 


Carpenters... 


It may be well for the laborers of the United States to take a glance 
at the wages paid in these different European countries as above indi- 
dicated, and especially would I attract attention to wages paid in Nor- 
way, a free-trade country, and because it is a free-trade country does 
not in manufacturing, but looks to outside countries for its man- 
ufactured How do the wages of the laboring man there compare 
with those paid in the United States? The census of 1880 shows the 
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average yearly wages of the common laborer in the United States to be 
$345, or $1.11 for each and every working day in the year, while the 
Norwegian in his native country, onan average, gets ouly $22 per year, 
or anaverage of 7 cents for each working day in the year, or one-fifteenth 
as much as does the Norwegian who leayes his native land and comes 
to the United States to reside. 

THE SAVING-BANKS, 

But not only so. The moneys deposited in the saving-banks of any 
country truly represent the thrift and general prosperity of the laboring 
classes in thatcountry. Thelarger proportion of the deposits in saving- 
banks is the surplus wages—the savings of the laboring-classes. Now, 
compare these deposits in the saving-banks of the United States with 
those in European free-trade countries, and the argument furnished by 
such comparison can not be otherwise than convincing. ‘The figures are 
absolutely conclusive. These figures and comparisons are not by any 
means new, and although their presentation is somewhat stale, the 
lesson they teach is none the less convincing, and their frequent repe- 
tition is therefore fully justified. For instance, the aggregate of the 
wage-workers’ savings now in saving-banksin England, Scotland, 
Wales, and Ireland is but §182,000,000, while the amount of wage- 
workers’ sayings in the saving-banks in the six New England States of 
Maine, New Hampshire, Vermont, Massachusetts, Rhode Island, and 
Connecticut, and including the State of New York, in all seven out of 
the thirty-eight States that sho er our Union of States, is $715,000,- 
000, or nearly four times as much as in the four countries of England, 


Scotland, Wales, and Ireland, and yet;the population of these is over 


38,000,000, while that of the New England States and New York is 


considerably less than one-third that number, or only about 11,000,000. 


DESTRUCTION OF IRELAND'S INDUSTRIES BY FREE TRADE, 
Not unfrequently and more than once during this debate are we 


cited by the opponents of the protective system to what is alleged was 
the prosperity of Ireland during the closing years of the last century 
and to what is alleged to have been a reign of free trade. 
laration, the premises being false, the conclusion is illogical, insignifi- 
cant, and of no force. That there was a degree of prosperity in Ireland 
during those years is not denied, but that it was due to free trade, as 
these terms are understood to-day, is absolutely false. Not only this; 
but the free trade for which Ireland contended, and which was in a 
measure wrested from England by Grattan and the Irish volunteers in 


In this dec- 


1775 and 1776, and from that to 1782, was a free trade of an entirely 


different character than the free trade of the Smiths, the Cobdens, and 


their followers in England and in other countries, and the origin of 
which may be traced to Adam Smith, whose first publication was sub- 
sequent to the time that concessions were wrested from the English 
Parliament by Grattan and his Irish patriot followers under the com- 
mand of the Earl of Charlemont. 

The iron hand of despotic power had prior to that Irish revolt been 
puen by England upon the export trade of Ireland. The [Irish people 

ad been prohibited from sending Irish exports not alone to England, 
which might have been defensible as a proper means of protecting her 
own industries, but to France, the American colonies, and other coun- 
tries. Commercial intercourse on any basis directly with any foreign 
power was denied her and her people, and it was against these acts of 
English tyranny that the Irish patriots, under the lead of Grattan and 
supported by 85,000 volunteers, protested. 

It was to rend asunder these English fetters that bound Ireland com- 
mercially hand and foot, and by which an absolute and unyielding em- 
bargo was laid by England upon their export trade, not alone with 
England, but with all other countries, that the great patriot Grattan 
and his Irish soldiery invoked what was then by them denominated 
free trade—a free trade, however, in no sense or in any particularqual- 
ity similar in principle to the free trade of the present day. Ireland 
demanded the right to sell her surplus of wheat, wool, potatoes, laces, 
linens, blankets, and other products wherever she could find a market, 
unless, indeed, prohibited by the country or the government of the 
country in which she sought that market. This right England denied 
her, Ireland insisting that this inhibition on her exports by any coun- 
try, save and except that one to which she desired to send her exports, 
was the denial of the right of free trade, to which she believed herself 
justly entitled. In this revolt the concessions demanded by Ireland 
were, under the extreme pressure of foreign wars and other circum- 
stances, reluctantly granted by England, and coupled with the removal 
of these arbitrary restrictions on their export trade, the doctrine of 
protection was by the Irish Parliament ingrafted on its legislation. 

The tariff enacted by the independent Irish Parliament of 1783 was 
distinctively a high protective tariff. It was one of the first great 
measures of legislation placed upon the Irish statute-book after Eng- 
land had recognized the independence of the Irish Parliament; and 
when, later on, in 1799, union was again proposed by Mr. Pitt, based 
on the theories of free trade, the Irish Parliament protesting, asseverated 
in its addrsss to the Crown that union on such a basis would subject 
Trish manufactures and Irish industry to the ruinous fate of English 
competition, and the result would be that the great industrial interests 
of Ireland through free trade with England would not only be jeop- 
ardized, but absolutely rnined. And when, overpowered and forced 
into objectionable and hopeless union, the lament of the Irish people 
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and of the Irish nation was echoed throughout the world by the illus- 
trious Grattan in these disheartening but truthful words: 

All the policy— 

Said he— 
of nursing our growing fabrics, and thereby of improving the industry of our 
country, employing her children and expending her wealth upon her own labor, 
is now abandoned, and the language of the Union is,“ Buy where you can, and 
as cheap as you can,” 

And it was under this economy inaugurated by the independent 
Irish Parliament in 1783 by the enactment of a protective tariff that 
Irish industries, which had for years been lacking in vitality, were for 
a time resuscitated and revived. But the day of her resurrected pros- 
perity was of short duration. England was no longer involved in war 
with her American colonies or with other nations. The Irish volun- 
teers had been disbanded and England again assumes an aggressive 
and oppressive policy toward Ireland. Her Parliament is destroyed; 
the union and the supremacy of the English Parliament are re-estab- 
lished. Inhibitions and restrictions on her exports are reaffirmed, and 
although an effort is made to resist the proffered yoke, it is unsuccess- 
ful; while to all these there is added the blighting influence of the 
doctrine of free trade as practiced by England for the past forty years 
and under which Ireland’s industries have been paralyzed, her manu- 
factures destroyed, her hopes blasted, free speech throttled, and her 
people, brave, intelligent, patriotic as they are, are made dependent, 
not only for bread, but in many instances for life itself, upon the will 
of English landlords, 

No, the prosperity of Ireland from 1782 to 1800, so far from being 
due to free trade, was due, first, to the fact that during these eighteen 
years her Parliament was independent. The statute which had been 
in existence since the tenth year of Henry VII, and which asserted 
the supremacy of the English Parliament over that of Ireland, had 
been wiped out; and second, because during seventeen of these eigh- 
teen years—from 1733 to 1800—when the Union was re-established 
and the Parliaments consolidated, the people of Ireland had a highly 
protective tariff enacted by their own independent Parliament. 

England, although for centuries the advocate of protection, has, dur- 
ing the reign of Queen Victoria, urged and advocated the policy of free 
trade. Looking to the early and final destruction of all the mannfact- 
uring industries of Ireland, she was careful to stipulate in the articles 
of union of 1800, not only for a rapid approach toward free trade, but 
that at the expiration of twenty years there should be absolute free 
irade between England and Ireland. This was the ringing of the death- 
knell of the prosperity of Ireland. It was the sounding of the death- 
rattle in the throat of Ireland’s industries, and upon which her wage- 
workers depended for bread. It was the sad requiem that signalized 
not only the decay but the absolute destruction of that principle of vis 
vitæ upon which the very existence of the prosperity and material de- 
velopment of Ireland depended. It was the sad note of warning that 
predicted the coming of wretchedness, and misery, and suffering, and 
actual famine to the people of Ireland. It was a policy the inevitable 
result of which was first, famine; second, evictions, and third, the scat- 
tering of dismayed and discouraged emigrants in vastly increased and 
increasing numbers to other lands, and by means of all which the land 
of Erin, the home of the Irish patriot, the land made historic, not alone 
by the patience and patriotism of its people, but by oppressions to 
which its brave, whole-souled, generous people have been subjected, 
has become a desolation. Hear what an Englishman testifies on this 
subject. The statistician, Mulhall, in his publication entitled ‘‘ Fifty 
Years of Material Progress,” in referring to Ireland, says: 

The present reign has been the most disastrous [to Ireland] since that of Eliz- 
abeth, as the following statistics show : 


Died of famine.... 1, 225, 000 
Persons evicted... 3, 668, 000 
Number of emigrants. 4,186,000 
Number evi “from 1849 to 1851. 1, S41, 000 
Number evicted from 1852 to 1860. 770, 000 
Number evicted from 1861 to 1870. 320, 000 
Number evicted from 1871 to 1886.. 728,000 


Th iber of persons evicted is al la- 
tion. | No country in Sone or elsewhere has uffered such Balnea ASLON 
m on. 

What a sad but truthful recital of Ireland’s woes! From being an 
exporterof manufactured goods under a protective tariffto the value an- 
nually of $17,500,000, a large proportion of which was, as stated by 
Mr. O’Connell in a speech in 1844, paid to Irish laborers and artisans, 
and which moneys in turn were distributed among the farmers and 
merchants, it was by the application of the policy of free trade, forced 
upon her by the mandatory power of Great Britain, reduced toa non- 
manufacturing, non-producing, and famine-stricken country. Mr. 

. O'Connell. the Irish patriot and statesman, in referring to this subject 
in a speech delivered by him in 1844, used the following language: 

How does the case stand at present? Youall know too well. When we exported 
£3,500,000 of manufactured goods, you are aware that a very large proportion of 
that amount consisted of wages paid to the laborers and artisans employed, and 
that money was again expended with the farmer and the shopkeeper, and thus 
wenton increasing comfort and prosperity throughout the wholecountry. But, 
alas! what is the case now? Wretchedness and misery prevail where wealth 
and nappien once had their abode. 

John F. Scanlon in his work * Why Ireland is poor”— 

And I am now quoting from an able editorial in a recent issue of the 
San Francisco Chronicle— 


givesa graphic description of the unhappy result. He says that before union 
there were fully 200,000 persons employed in factories in Ireland; in 1850 there 
were only 24,725. His assertion is corroborated by extended details and careful 
tables derived from excellent authorities. rom one of these we cull the fol- 
lowing figures toshow how disastrously the industries of Ireland were affected: 


Number of Number of 
employés be- | employés 1831, 
fore union. after union. 
Limerick, one branch of trade........:.00.000 15, 000 None. 
Cork, glovemakers.... nail 3,000 
Cork, shoemakers . 300 
Youghal.............. 7 tanneries. 
Youghal, wool-co 200 
Dublin, all trades....... 30,000 
Dublin, prosperous weavers 5, 000 
Dublin, stocking-making...... 600 
Drogheda, stocking-making. 2,000 
Kilkenny, one parish...,........ 4,000 
All Ireland, working at cotto 30, 000 
All Treland, working at cotton 20, 000 
Dublin, silk-workers............. 15, 000 |" 
Balbriggan, Calico.........ssccscasssssorsssesesseneeecess 2,500 


No, Mr. President, the silk factories of Dublin no longer echo with the 
sound of the shuttle. The halls of her factories no longer resound to 
the tread of her 15,000 silk operatives or that of her 30,000 operatives 
of all trades. Limerick sighs for the prosperity that gladdened the 
hearts of her factory employés when her lace productions brought plen- 
tiful returns from all the markets of the world. Kilkenny, by reason 
of having British free trade imposed upon her, no longer covers the peo- 
ple of surrounding nations with her woolen blankets. Her factories are 
now as silent as the grave. Hercotton manufactures, which gave em- 
ployment to 15,000 operatives, have been destroyed, as have the fac- 
tories at Rathdrum, and Balbriggan, and Bandon, and Carrick-on-Suir, 

Will the Irish-Americans of this country, the descendants of a people 
oppressed by military violence through long centuries—a period of over 
four hundred years—men who revere with ancestral pride the illus- 
trious names of the Thorntons, the Barrys, the Carrolls, the Sullivans, 
the Emmets, the Careys, and the O’Connors, and of hosts of other 
patriots whose names are immortal, can they, looking back to and re- 
membering these oppressions upon the part of England, remembering 
the great famine that desolated their numbers by the thousand, and 
the great procuring cause of which, more than all other causes com- 
bined, was the destruction of Ireland’s industries by England—will they, 
remembering all these things, be found to-day speaking or voting in 
favor of enlarging and perpetuating British influence, British policies, 
British aggressions, and British demands, in this free Republic? 
ENGLAND’S SUPREMACY DEPENDS ON THE DESTRUCTION OF THE MANUFACTURES 

OF THE WORLD. 

Who can doubt the attitude of England in the great political contest 
now pending in the United States? Is there, can there be any doubt 
as to the direction her sympathy takes? Who, in the face of the over- 
whelming testimony to the contrary, can do otherwise than believe - 
that she asa nation; that her leading public men, members of the Cob- 
den Club, advocates of the doctrine of free trade throughout tke world, 
regard the present step taken by President Cleveland and the Demo- 
cratic House of Representatives as one leading directly and rapidly on 
to their favorite policy of free trade? Who, in the light of the testi- 
mony of the great cloud of witnesses that surrounds us, can fail to 
comprehend or hesitate to believe that England regards the permanent 
existence of her supremacy as depending on the breaking down or seri- 
ously crippling of American manufactures and American industries? 
It was the English historian Hume who said: 


If England would maintain her supremacy, she must throttle the manufactures 
of the world in their cradles. 


But hand in hand with England’s efforts to destroy our industries 
and degrade our wage-workers by reducing wages in this country to 
the standard of that paid in England, goes continually on an effort not 
to increase the wages of the wage-workers in England, but to reduce 
still lower the price of wages in that country. The recent English 
Parliament report, among other similar expressions in other forms, con- 
tains the following: : 

In order to give capital a fair remuneration the price of labor must be kept down. 

Mr. Labouchere, editor of the London Truth, and member of Par- 
liament, said within the last six months: 


Were I an American I should be a protectionist, but protection means high 
s, and England can not pay higher wages and keep her control of the 
markets of the world. 


THE NATION'S PROGRESS UNDER THE PROTECTIVE SYSTEM. 

Had our nation decreased in wealth, had there been a failure to make 
such advancement as the increase of population and progress in the arts 
of civilization and material development would seem to demand, then 
there would perhaps be more reason for such a bold, aggressive, and 
deadly attack on the protective policy as has been made by the present 
Administration. Butsuchisnotthecase. On the contrary the mighty 
strides which this nation has made in national wealth in the past 
twenty-eight years, notwithstanding the fearful amount of property 
destroyed by the war, stands without a parallel in the history of na- 
tions in either ancient or modern times, and challenges the admiration 
of the world. 
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Since 1860, although the one-halfof the aggregate wealth ofthe United 
States was in the lour succeeding years swallowed up and absolutely 
annihilated in the vortex of civil war, our national wealth has nearly 
quadrupled. Deducting our losses in war, it was in 1887 more than 
seven and a half times greater than in 1860. In 1860it was less in 
value than $16,000,000,000; in 1887 it was more than $60, 000,000,000, 
and stands first in the list in point of wealth among the nations of the 
eart. Compare this with haughty England with her boasted and con- 
ceded power and influence among the nations. Hernational wealth in 
186U was rated at $30,000,000,000, nearly double our then national 
wealth, while to-day $42,000,000, 000 is all she can boast of against our 
$60,000,000,000. The value of our manufactured products annually has 
nearly quadrupled since 1860. Then they were about $2,000,000,000 
annually. Now they are about $7,000,000,000 in value annually. 

The value of farms had more than trebled between the breaking out 
of the war and the census of 1830. At the beginning of the war their 
valuo was about $3,000,000,000, while in 1880 it was over $10,000, 000,- 
000, and to-day is much more. 

Twenty-five years ago, had the total. wealth of the United States been 
divided equally among our population, each person would have had but 
about $400, while to-day, notwithstanding the marvelous increase of 
population from 32,000,000 in 1860 to over 62,000,000 in 1887, if our 
wealth were equally divided, each man, woman, and child throughout 
the Republic, of every color, caste, and condition, would have more than 
$1,000. Our $60,000,000,000 of wealth to-day is increasing at therate 
of $375,000,000 each year, or within a fraction of the aggregate annual 
increase of wealth of Great Britain, France, and Germany. 

Their annual increase in the aggregate reaches about , 000,000, 
divided as follows: France, $375,000,000; Great Britain, $325,000,000; 
and Germany, $200,000,000. And when it is remembered that the 
population of Great Britain, France, and Germany is in the aggregate 
about double that of the United States the comparison presented above 
of our annual increase in wealth as compared with the three countries 
named illustrates more forcibly still the enormous rapidity of the ac- 
cumulation of our nation’s wealth and the tremendous increase per 
capita over that of European nations. 

Mr. Mulhall, the most eminent statistician of the world, in his recent 
“Balance Sheet of the World,” says: 

It would be im ble to find in acon So 
United States in the last ten years. Eve: y that the sun rises upon the Amer- 
ican people it sees an addition of two and a half million dollars to the accumu- 


lation of wealth in the Republic, which aie aes to one-third of the daily accumu- 
lation of all mankind outside of the United States. 


This is the statement, moreover, of an Englishman and a member of 
the royal society of London. 

The value of our annual industries to-day is over 22 per cent. greater 
than that of the United Kingdom of Great Britain and Ireland, the sum 
of the latter being but $9,200,000,000, while that of the United States 
is $11,405,000, 000. 

And all this wonderful development, increase of prosperity, and mul- 
tiplication of wealth have occurred during a time when the protective 

rinciple to a greater or less extent was applied in the matter of col- 
Peting revenue on foreign imports. And during no part of this time 
was the doctrine for a tariff for revenue only, which is but another name 
for the doctrine of free trade, in force in the United States. 

That this remarkable advancement of the United States in material 
wealth is largely due to our protective system was recently affirmed 
by Prince Bismarck in a speech before the Reichstag, wherein he urged 
the necessity on the part of the German Empire of imitating the tariff 
system of the United States. In that speech he said: 


The success of the United States in material development is the most illus- 
trious of modern times, The American nation has not only successfully borne 
and suppressed the most tic and expensive war of all history, but imme- 
diately afterward disban its army, found work for all its soldiers and ma- 
rines, paid off most of its debt, given labor and homes to all the unemployed 
of Europe as fast as they could arrive within the territory, and still bya system 
of taxation sò indirect as not to be perceived, much less felt. Because itis my 
deliberate judgment that the prosperity of America is mainly due to its system 
of protective laws, J urge that Germany has now reached that point where it is 
necessary to imitate the tariff system of the United States. 


CONCLUSION. 

. Protection, Mr. President, and high tariff are not convertible terms. 
They are not synonyms in signification. A tariff which will intervene 
to prevent the products of cheap foreign labor from crushing out or 
materially crippling home industries, whether it be a low or a high 
tariff, is protection in its plainest and yet most comprehensive Ameri- 
can sense. A tariff, whether high or low, that would simply increase 
the profits of the capitalist with no corresponding benefits to the wage- 
worker or the consumer in the shape of higher wages for the former and 
more favorable conditions for the latter, is not protection in the Ameri- 
can sense of that term; upon the contrary, such a system would be le- 
galized robbery. 

No party in Christendom favors such a policy. I will not say that 
capital, always more or less avaricious, oftentimes unreasonable, and 
generally conscienceless, is in its demands for protection always con- 
sidcrate of the rights and interests of either the bread-winner or the 
consumer; and the manufacturer, looking solely to his own individual 
temporary interest, may, it is true. at times become a protectionist and 
again a free-trader, he may demand a high duty to cut off foreign com- 
petition, or if this be denied him, in turn be found insisting on free 


rallel to the progress of the 


raw material, to the end that his expenses may be curtailed and his 
profits multiplied, irrespective of the effect on labor or the interests of 
the consumer. To conform to such a demand, which is by no means 
general with the manufacturer, but only sporadic, and where self pre- 
dominates over the general good, is not protection in its proper Ameri- 
can sense. 

It is not the protection of the Republican party or its platform, Itis 
only that system of tariff duties that contributes in just, reasonable, 
and fair proportions, all conditions and interests being considered, to 
the protection of both capital and labor, of both producer and con- 
sumer, and which guards all these important interests and classes, and 
those dependent for their existence on their prosperity impartially 
against the encroachments of foreign capital and cheap foreign labor, 
that can rightfully be termed protection. Itis only such a system that 
the Republican party, following in the line of the opinions and advocacy 
of such illustrious men as Washington, Jefferson, Madison, Monroe, 
Jackson, Clay, Webster, Lincoln, Grant, and a host of others, ‘‘ whose 
names were not born to die,’’ advocates and approves. 

It is that system which, while it tends to protect American capital 
against the ruinous competition of cheap foreign products, to the end 
that it may realize fair and reasonable returns for investments made, 
at thesame time surrounds labor, struggling in the shadow of adversity, 
withits protective arms, shielding and guarding it from unjust assaults, 
from the unreasonable and unfair competition of cheap European and Asi- 
atic serf and criminal labor, to the end that the American wage-worker 
may receive a fair remuneration for his toil, Itisthat system that will 
tend to increase the home market for the farmer for his products of 
wheat and corn and oats and barley and vegetables and fruits, and that 
will relieve him from being to any extent, if possible, a dependent on 
the foreign markets of the world; that will tend to build up a wide 
diversity of industrial pursuits in this country; that will open innumer- 
able avenues for both capital and labor; that will shut out from Amer- 
ican competition the convict labor of other Jands; a system that recog- 
nizes not only the right but the duty of the people of the United States 
to protect themselves against the products of foreign countries when- 
ever in our judgment the real interests of American industries and 
American labor demand it; to the end that a diversity of industrial 
pursuits may be stimulated, new, varied, and important avenues of 
labor developed, the home market for the farmer and manufacturer in- 
creased; that the daily toiler in the mill, the factory, the field, the 
mine, and in the streets of the crowded city; in the fertile valleys, and 
underneath our mountains, rich in both base and precious metals, and 
thus aid in leading us as a people and nation upward and onward in 
the grand march of human progress, material development, and ad- 
vanced civilization, and towards the commercial supremacy of this 
great nation, and the elevation of all its people of every class and con- 
dition. That is what is meant by the doctrine of protection as con- 
tradistinguished from that of free trade, and these are some of the 
beneficent results which are expected from it. 

This is the great fundamental idea we expect confidently to find 
enunciated in the Senate substitute fo” the House bill; while the House 
bill is a most significant and dangerous step in the direction of that 
system of free trade which can only result in bringing us into ruinous 
competition with all the cheap products of every nation under the sun, 
which will destroy our home market, reduce wages, paralyze capital, 
call a halt to industrial enterprise and material ity, and reduce 
us as a nation and a people to the condition of dependen!s on foreign 
countries and capitalists; that, in a word, in so far as our domestic in- 
terests and domestic trade and internal and external commerce are 
concerned, constitutes us a servile dependent on the will of an English 
suzerain. 

DEPARTMENT OF AGRICULTURE, 

The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, resumed the considera- 
tion of the bill (H. R. 8191) to enlarge the powers and duties of the 
Department of Agriculture, and to create an executive department to 
be known as the Department of Agriculture, the pending question be- 
ing on the amendment reported by the Committee on Agriculture and 
Forestry to strike out section 5. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Mr. President, while I am willing to vote for the 
bill to create a Department of Agriculture, I am not certain that it will 
prove a wise step. It is not sure that the interests of agriculture will 
be promoted by making the head of the Department of Agriculture a 
Cabinet minister. Ican not quite conceive why those interests can not 
be as well subserved as the Department of Agriculture is now consti- 
tuted under the Commissioner of Agriculture, as they will be after 
making the Commissioner a member of the President’s Cabinet. 

The present members of the President’s Cabinet are at the head of 
political departments of the Government. They are all political, they 
are all in some way connected with and essential to the political gov- 
ernment of the country. But agriculture is in no sense an essential of 
political government. The fostering of agriculture is not a necessary 
part of government. Therefore, for reasons to which I shall advert a 
little later, I am not inclined to believe that there is as much wisdom 
in the creation of the Department of Agriculture as is claimed by the 
friends of the measure. Nevertheless, as the agriculturists of the 
country profess to believe that the change will be on the whole helpful 
to agriculture, I am willing to give my vote for the bill to create the 
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department and to make its head a member of the President’s Cabi- 
net. 

But I do not wish in this connection and at this time to vote to trans- 
fer the Weather Bureau from the War Department to this newly created 
Department of Agriculture, and I hope that the friends of this new de- 
partment who wish to see it now established will refrain from press- 
ing this bill of transfer, this seizure of the Weather Bureau of the War 
Department, this ruthless tearing up by the roots of the Weather Bu- 
reau, and transferring it to this department which is yet to come into 
existence, 

I hope that the advocates of the change will wait until the new de- 
partment is organized and in operation, until the Secretary of the De- 
partment of Agriculture has taken his seat at the Cabinet table and 
begun to advise the President of the United States concerning the bus- 
iness of the political Departments of the Government, and until it is 
found that this first change works well, so that there shall be no occa- 
sion to recede from the action taken and to remove the Secretary of the 
Department of Agriculture from the President’s Cabinet as suddenly 
as he was placed there. I trust, I say, that Senators will refrain from 
pressing this transfer of the Weather Bureau until the doubtful exper- 
iment of making the Commissioner of Agriculture a Cabinet minister, 
which they are about to try, bas proved successful. 

There have been some prior investigations of the Signal Service Bu- 
reau of the War Department, and those investigations have not, as it 
seems to me, developed the necessity or the propriety of the proposed 
transfer of the Weather Bureau from the War Department to an agri- 
cultural department. 

I have in my hand a very bulky volume. It is the testimony taken 
and the reports made by a commission of somewhat extensive jurisdic- 
tion, which took a large amount of evidence, and haying taken it felt 
obliged to make and did make reports to Congress. The commission 
has no short name. I have found it difficult to describe the volume so 
as to secure a copy of it from the Senate Library, owing to the fact that 
there is no short name to be given to the commission or to the report. 
I think asimple, brief name ought to be found for the book, because it 
is really a document which embodies many important facts, and al- 
though its conclusions have not met full fruition nor been embodied in 
law, yet I wish to say nothing in derogation of the investigation. 

Testimony before the joint commission fo consider the present organizations 
of the Signal Service, Geologi Survey, Coast and G tic Survey, and the 
Hydrographic Office of the Navy Department, with a view to secure greater effi- 
ciency and economy of administration ot the public service in said bureaus, au- 
thorized by the sundry civil act approved July 7, 1884, and continued by the 
sundry civil act approved March 3, 1885. 

‘The reports are made to the Forty-ninth Congress, first session: House 
of Representatives Report No. 2740. 

This commission, in pursuance of the cuthority given, made a full 
and exhaustive inquiry into the management of the Signal Service and 
made lengthy reports. Now, I am unable to find that there is a sug- 
gestion anywhere in those reports that the Signal Service, or rather the 
Weather Bureau of the Signal Service, could be wisely transferred to 
the Department of Agriculture, or that a department of agriculture 
should be created for the purpose of having in connection with its es- 
tablishment the Weather Bureau transferred to such a department. 
There is no suggestion in the report or in the testimony, I believe—if 
I am incorrect the Senator who has charge of the bill will please cor- 
rect me—that to the Commissioner of Agriculture should be committed 
the Weather Signal Service of the country. 

There were two reports made by the commission, and I will read 
from one of them. It is signed on page 54 by Senators ALLISON and 
HALE, and by Representative Lowry, and there is an addendum by 
Representative Wait, of Connecticut, who concurs in the report, ex- 
cept that part relating to the Signal Service, on which subject he states 
that he agrees with Messrs. MORGAN and HERBERT in their report, 
which follows. The first branch of the committee say of the Weather 
Bureau on page 19: 

If the question was a new one, and whether a civilian bureau, with a civil 
head, should be organized, or whether it should be attached to the military 
establishment, as now, it is probable that the commission would recommend a 
civil burean. But that is notthe question. We are authorized to consider this 
candice “with a view to secure greater efficiency and economy of administra- 
tion of the publie service in said bureau,” ctc, The present organization has 
been in existence for fourteen years, and is efficient for the work assigned to it, 
and unless its force is greatly cut down it is not apparent how it can be made 
more efficient by the present substitution of a w. y civilian force for that now 
employed; and if the force is excessive, it is as easily cut down under the present 
organization as under a new one. 

That is the whole sum and substance of the report on the Weather 
Bureau of this subdivision of the commission. Senator MORGAN and 
Mr. HERBERT, of the House, in their report discuss the extravagances 
of the Signal Service and recommend some economies, and conclude by 
reporting a bill entitled ‘‘A bill to establish a Weather Bureau in the 
War Department, and for other purposes,” which has five sections, the 
effect of which apparently is to organize a civil corps in the War De- 
partment for the management, under military officials, of the Weather 
Bureau. But nowhere, as I stated in the beginning, is there a sugges- 
tion, coming either from the majority or the minority, from either one 
branch or the other branch of the commission which had made this in- 
vestigation, that it would be expedient to transfer the Weather Bureau 
from the War Department to the Commissioner of Agriculture or to the 


Department of Agriculture or anywhere else; and so far as I can learn 
there is no report on file anywhere that recommends such a transfer. 
If there is any such report I should like to examine it. I ask the 
Senators who advocate this transfer whether they can place their hands 
upon a well considered argument in favor of the transfer which they 
now propose? If they can not, I point them to the fact that this com- 
mission, which made this full and exhaustive inquiry and report to 
Congress, concluded without either recommending or suggesting any 
such transfer; and I say it seems to me that before Congress undertakes 
to make it there should at least be the report of a committee giving the 
reasons why it should be made. On the other hand, we do have the 
report of the Senate Committee on Agriculture, almost unanimously 
opposing the change and saying the time has not come for the transfer ' 
of the Weather Bureau from the War Department to some other De- 
partment, 

There has been no reason given in this debate, so far as I have list- 


ened to it, sufficiently weighty to require the change to be made. The 
Weather Bureau is not entirely for the benefit of agriculture. It is 
partly for the benefit of the military establishment. Its functions have 


been performed by the Signal-Service Corps of the Army as a part of 
the necessary work of that corps, Itakeit that there is no army under 
the whole heavens having a signal corps, which is not charged either 
in form or in fact with the duty of ascertaining the condition of the 
weather and making predictions concerning the weather for the benefit 
of military movements. And are we, whenever it becomes n 

for military purposes to know what the weather is, whenever it be- 
comes necessary for military purposes to have predictions made con- 
cerning the weather, are we—— 

Mr. PLUMB. Will the Senator allow me? 

Mr. CHANDLER. In one moment, when I state the proposition. 

Are we to have the Army of the United States enter into communi- 
cation with the Secretary of the Department of Agriculture for the 
purpose of finding out what the weather is in order that military move- 
ments may be directed accordingly? I now yield to the Senator from 
Kansas. 

Mr. PLUMB. Will the Senator please advise me or tell the Senate 
in what respect information of the state of the weather is to be of value 
in military movements? I haye known of armies in all sorts of con- 
ditions and and circumstances, but I have never yet known one 
‘to be taken in ont of the wet. [Laughter.] 

Mr. CHANDLER. The Senator from Kansas is a gentleman of ex- 
traordinary knowledge and acuteness. I certainly credit him as pos- 
sessing such; and he can not mean to have the Senate understand that 
information of the condition of the weather, actual and prospective, 
is of no importance to the movements of an army. I think we have 
heard that not only battles in military warfare, but battles on elec- 
tion on have been won or lost, according to the condition of the 
weather. P 

I have just received a communication from General Greely, which 
contains, perhaps, an answer to the inquiry of the Senator from Kan- 
sas. General Greely says: 


The allied fleet before Sebastopol in 1856 was almost totally desiroyod by a 
violent storm which swept unannounced across the Mediterranean and Black 


I think the Senator from Kansas will agree that if the allied fleets 
had been aware of this prospective storm it would have been of some 
use in a military sense. 


In these days the advance of the storm would bave been heralded and enor- 
mous loss of men and supplies, which brought so much suffering upon the allied 
armies, would have been avoided. In our own war— S 


The Senator having asked me a question, I hope he will listen— 
to quote no further, the advance of Burnside upon Fredericksburg was in- 
itiated at the commencementof a three days’ storm, which yzed the efforts 
of the Army of the Potomac and sent it back to its camp demoralized more by 
the clements than it would have been by a pitched battle. 

I believe I have answered the Senator from Kansas; and now, as I 
see he is about taking the floor again, I will ask him whether he thinks 
it would have been a natural performance of the function of govern- 
ment for General Burnside to have telegraphed to Washington asking 
the Secretary of War to consult with the Commissioner of Agriculture 
as to what the weather was likely to be about the time when his army 
was to advance? 

Mr. PLUMB. - It would be owing to what the Army was going to 
do. If it was going to raise a crop of potatoes, I should have thought 
it a good thing. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Is that the best answer the Senator can make? 

Mr. PLUMB. I regard that whole performance as entirely puerile. 
The Senator says the actual condition of the weather is necessary to be 
known. How isa man to know there is rain until he gets into the 
rain and feels the drops on his back? As to the prospective condition 
of the weather, I suppose that under the kid-glove and plug-hat idea 
of warfare, of course no man should go out into a combat when there 
was liable to be a precipitation of moisture. 

If this theory of General Greely is to be developed to its final con- 
clusion our warfare will be all carried on in Newport, and in very 
large tents, and things of that kind. I can not conceive that a modern 
soldier, according to that idea, would ever go out in an apparel that 
would be damaged by either dust or rain. It opens up a new idea of 


8780 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 


SEPTEMBER 20, 


warfare to me, I confess, There certainly will not be any bloodshed 
in that time. It will be as inoffensive as a woman’s quilting bee, and 
I suppose, probably, instead of having guns and so on to carry it on, 
it would be better to turn it over to a Quaker meeting. I confess, 
really, that I am a little bit surprised at the suggestions about the 
millennium being so near at hand, which I have been rather hoping 
would not come in my time, for fear that I should not be ready for it. 
(Laughter.] But if, as is now suggested, we are to have a condition 
of warfare in which the element of this question of rainfall is to be 
taken into account, so that armies can move, and all these other ques- 
tions that concern the convenience and comfort of the soldiers and so 
on, it will certainly be a millennial condition of things in which that 
will be seriously taken into account, and, as the Senator from South 
Carolina [Mr. BUTLER] suggests, they will cease firing whenever it 
commences to rain. 

Mr. CHANDLER. The Senator from Kansas is always as breezy as 
one of the cyclones upon the prairies of his State, and is never at a loss 
for an argument based upon ridicule, or, as I may say, a ridiculous 
argument. ‘Che Senator resorts to ridicule because he is unable to 
maintain the proposition that a knowledge of the weather, present and 

tive, is not essential to military operations. If it is not essen- 
tial to military operations, I am unable to see how it is of great im- 
portance to agriculture. I think that if a farmer wants to know 
whether it is likely to rain or not, or whether heats or frosts are to be 
sxpecten * is also important to a general in command of an army to 
know what the weather is and what the weather is to be, and if this 
transfer is made we must leave the Army without this information, 
without weather examinations and weather prognostications, or be 
obliged to duplicate the service, or else to i the General of the Army 
into the absurd attitude which I have depicted of calling upon the 
Commissioner of Agriculture to find out what the weather is going to be. 

I submit that it is a great deal better to let theSignal Service Corps 
of the Army find out what they need to know about the weather by 
their own investigations made at the different military posts—and there 
are not only military posts upon the plains and along the frontier, but 
in every one of our large cities and upon our whole coast—to let them 
find it out by their own machinery and not make this important branch 
of the military service an adjunct of the Department of Agriculture. 

Moreover, Mr. President, I believe that the larger part of the benefit 
derived from the Weather Bureau is to the commerce of the country, 
to our commercial interests, to the shipping which enters and goes out 
from our ports. Unquestionably there been a large benefit of that 
kind. Shipwrecks have been avoided, great losses of life and of prop- 
erty have been prevented by the prognostications of the Weather Bu- 
reau of the War Department, and I think that when we consider the 
millions of our shipping engaged in our coastwise traffic and the mill- 
ions of foreignshipping that enter our ports, it must be concluded that 
it would be the height of folly to impair the benefits which have been 
and are to be derived by this shipping from the notices of the Govern- 
ment Weather Bureau by doing anything that will diminish the effi- 
ciency of that service; and yet it is proposed by the advocates of this 
transfer that the secretary of agriculture shall issue storm signals to 
our shipping along our coast and that this whole exhibition of weather 
bulletins and weather and storm signals, in which our country has 
taken the lead of all the maritime nations of the world, shall be putin 
charge of the Department of Agriculture. 

Mr. President, nothing that I can conceive of in administration is 
any more absurd than this proposition when it is reduced to its last 
analysis; and yet it is said use the Senate of the United States has 
once foolishly adopted the proposition and now the House of Repre- 
sentatives has still more foolishly done it, while no committee that 
ever investigated the subject has ever reported the reasons in favor ot 
it, that at one blow we should not only create a department of agri- 
culture and send the secretary of the department of agriculture to 
sit around the Cabinet table, but that we shall put him in charge of 
the Weather Bureau of the War Department, of that Weather Bureau 
which is of so much importance to the ships and commerce of the 
country. 

Mr. President, if the Weather Bureau has been extravagantly man- 
aged, if the Signal Service has not been wisely or economically con- 
ducted, then I trust that Congress has wisdom enough, has investigat- 
ing and deciding capacity enough, to reform the service and make it 
what it ought to be; but I stand upon the proposition of the commis- 
sion which I have read, that any reform which it is expedient to make 
can be as well and as wisely accomplished with the bureau where it 
now is as it can be after any transfer of it to any other department of 
the Government. 

But, Mr. President, itis my individual preference and judgment that 
this weather service should remain permanently asa part of the duties 
of the Army of the United States. It is my belief that the weather 
service of the country can not be so well performed in any other way 
as it can in connection with the Army and when under the control of 
the officers of the Army. 

I have no jealousy of the Army and Navy of our Republic. It is 
true that the Army and the Navy are the only aristocracy that we have 
in this country, but they are an aristocracy that is necessary for the 
efficiency of the Army and the Navy, and for the good of the nation. 


We can have no Army and no Navy that is valuable unless we main- 
tain, as a nucleus, at least, of a large force, a regular Army and Navy 
composed of military men highly educated, appointed for life, and 
placed at the proper time upon the retired-list, and this aristocracy of 
the Army and Navy has no fears for me. 

I believe that we should cherish and protect our Army and Navy 
and that weshould not be continually sneeringand decrying them in time 
of peace. I think a regular Army and Navy that served this country 
as bravely, as faithfully, and as successfully as our Army and Navy did 
during the late rebellion, are entitled to the kindest and most charita- 
ble judgment, are entitled to the warmest and most earnest support of 
every American citizen; and I very much regretted the other day to 
hear the criticisms made by the Senator from Maryland [Mr. GORMAN], 
whom I do not now see in his seat, upon the Ordnance officers of the 
Army. I believe that the Ordnance Corps, like every other corps of 
the Army, is abundantly competent for its business, and that its mem- 
bers, who are patriotic as well asskillful, are eminently fitted to do the 
ordnance work of the Army and of the Government of the United States. 
I also believe that the Engineer Corps of the Army, which the Senator 
from Kansas has so sneeringly and sarcastically criticised upon this 
floor, is an able body of men, well qualified for the business which is 
committed to them; and I regret that any Senator in the discharge of 
his duty feels called upon to utter such slurs upon so useful and com- 
petent a corps as have been hurled against the Engineer officers by the 
Senator from Kansas, 

The officers of the Army and Navy of the United States are cultured 
men. They are educated men. They have received their education at 
splendid governmental institutions of learning, maintained at large ex- 
pense, and which no American citizen is willing to blot out of existence. 
The young men of the nation go to these schools, the best young men 
the country can furnish, and they are highly educated. They are 
taught the science of modern warfare; for war is a science, and is be- 
coming more and more a matter of precision and accuracy, a matter of 
scientific knowledge and training. 

Mr. President, why do we educate at West Point and at Annapolis 
these men and give them life commissions, saying that we will em- 
ploy them as long as they are able to work for their country, and will, 
when they are disabled by age or otherwise, place them upon a retired- 
list and support them and theip families as long as life shall last, if it 
is not solely because we wish to avail ourselves to the fullest extent of 
their learning and of their scientific ability and attainments in the 
service of the Government of the United States? Then, as we have 
this great body of public servants, the officers of the Army and the 
Navy of this Republic, why should we not utilize them in every busi- 
ness that requires this high education, that requires this scientific 
knowledge, whether it be wholly a work of war or whether it be an 
honorable and dignified work of peace? 

Mr. President, I believe most thoroughly in utilizing the Army and 
Navy in the works of peace. I believe in making the largest possible 
use of both these great cultivated, scientific bodies of men in all the 
arts of peace for which their education, their culture, and their experi- 
ence have fitted them. I early came to this conclusion with reference 
to the Navy of the United States. In 1882 I had the honor to urge 
that there should be transferred to the Navy Department the Light- 
House Service, the Coast Survey, the Revenue Marine, the Life-Saving 
Service, and the Marine-Hospital Service. The work of these different 
branches of the Government was conducted and is now conducted 
mainly by naval officers. I believed and still believe that they should 
do that work under the Navy Department, to which these branches of 
service more properly belong than they do to the overloaded Treasury 
Department, by which they are now su i 

Later, in 1883, I attempted to answer the argument which is so freely 
made against the employment of military men in works of peace. I 
ask the indulgence of the Senate while I read the statement which I 
made on the subject, and which is expressed better than I can newly 
state the ideas. I read from page 40 of the report of the Nayy Depart- 
ment for 1883: 

One general argument has been presented against the transfer, in the form of 
an objection to employing military officers in civil duties. ‘This is wholly out 
of place when ap lied | to the army or navy of a popular government in a law- 
abiding community. In a despotism, where a standing army is maintained 
without the consent of the people and may be used for the repression of liberty, 
it would be wise to resist the extension of military employment to civil labors, 
even though the saving of expense should partly balance the evils resultin, 
from an increase of despotic control. But in the United States the Army an: 
Navy are the creation of the popular will. They are organized and supported 
only because the ple deem them necessary for national existence and safety, 
and they can be disbanded at the pleasure of the people, They are equally with 
all other officials under the d on of a civil administration, They can there- 
fore be wisely and safely employed in any work that will not impair their efi- 
ciency or discipline, and where their employment would save money that would 
otherwise be paid to maintain an unnece civil establishment. They should 
by all means be so employed when the service will not only relieve and benefit 
the people, but will add to the professional experience and to the fitness for war 
duties of the officers and men. Their exclusion can only be justified on the the- 
ory that. to render them harmless they must be rendered inefficient; a theory 
which, if carried out, would result in the immediate abolition of the service, 


The argument in favor of the full use of the Navy in all appropriate labors of 


becomes stronger as the nation seems more unlikely to engage in actual 


warfare. Our international policy tends to peace with all the world; our con- 
flicts will be infrequent; and therefore more than all other nations we should 
utilize our officers, seamen, and ships in the nautical works which peace times 
require. Such are their appropriate sphere, not for their private benefit, but 
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for the greater good of the Government to which they desire to give the fullest 
possible service. 

But the question might naturally be asked, if the Army and Navy are 
utilized in these works of peace will there not be difficulty when war 
breaks out? That question was asked me before this commission with 
the long name, whose report I have here, and I beg to read the reply 
which I made, on page 73 of the testimony: 

Q. You have stated that you would favor the utilization ofthe personnel of the 
Navy and War Departments forthe d of those functions connected with 
the arts of peace in time of peace, but I desire to inquire now what your views 
would be touching the utilization of these officials to these functions 


of the Departments in time of war. 
A. When a war should beppen to be upon us, it might be necessary to make 


ents were 


Therefore I say about the Army now what I said about the Navy 
then. Let us utilize this great body of skillful men in every work of 
peace to which they are adapted, which it is dignified and honorable 
for them to perform, and let, us allow this not great although impor- 
tant work of taking observations concerning the weather, of promul- 
gating those observations, and of mag weather prognostications, 
whether for the benefit of the Army or of the shipping of this and other 
countries, or of the farmers and agriculturists of the country, to remain 
with the Army of the United States. 

The Senator from Kansas knows that the work of the Engineer Corps 
of the Army upon rivers and harbors has no necessary relation to war- 
fare. The whole river and harbor appropriation might be expended 
under a corps of civil engineers without one Army officer connected 
with the work. I believe the Senator from Kansas has intimated, if 
he has not directly stated, that he would be in favor of taking the ex- 
penditures upon our rivers and harbors entirely away from the Engi- 
neer Department of the Army and placing them in the hands of a civil- 
ian corps. The Senator nods assent; and I take occasion most com- 
pletely and emphatically to differ with him, and to say that I believe 
this appropriate and most important work should be left right where it 
is, in the control of the engineer officers of the Army of the United States, 
whom we educate at West Point for work of this kind, and who are 
doing it more efficiently than it could be done by a corps of civil engi- 
neers, 

Whether it is creditable to civil administration or not, it is an un- 
deniable fact that there are fewer defalcations, fewer corruptions, fewer 
misappropriations of the public money in work conducted by the 
officers of the regular Army and Navy than there are when similar 
work is conducted by civil officers of the Government, and on this one 
ground alone, that of the greater security of the public money, it is 
wiser to utilize these officers, holding life positions of infinite value to 
them, in all kinds of service for the Government, which they may ap- 
propriately perform much better, than it is to double the expense of 
doing the work by committing it to civilian employés, while allowing 
your Army and your Navy to rust out only because jealousy, forsooth, 
of the Army and Navy of our Republic comes in to take from them 
work which they are so admirably educated and fitted to perform. 

Returning, Mr. President, to the question of the wisdom of creating 
a Department of Agriculture, I desire to restate briefly my doubt upon 
that point, which I however waive in deference to the wishes, as repre- 
sented by gentlemen in whom I have confidence, of the agriculturists 
of the country. My doubt is whether it is wise to add to the Cabinet 
ministers of the President one official whose labors have no relation 
whatever to the political conduct of the Government. 9 

Mr. PLUMB, Will the Senator make that distinction alittle plainer? 
When hesays ‘‘ political ” of course he does not mean in a party sense. 

sMr. CHANDLER. I suppose that the Senator did not rise to ask 
me that question; did he? 

Mr. PLUMB. Yes, I did. Do you mean it in a party sense? 

Mr. CHANDLER. I know the difference between “‘ political’ and 
“ partisan,” and I supposed the Senator did. 

Mr. PLUMB. Thenif I understand the Senator now, he means 
that the members of the Cabinet are simply the party agents of the 
President to discuss the questions relating to party and not of course 
those relating to the country in the larger sense of the term. 

Mr. CHANDLER. I never said anything of that kind. Ido not 
think any other Senator understood me tosay that; and Ido not think 

_ the Senator from Kansas did. 

Mr. PLUMB, ‘Then the Senator declines to make any explanation 
as to his meaning. JI desired to predicate on that—— 

Mr. CHANDLER. I had barely entered on the subject when the 
Senator from ‘Kansas rose and asked me to make my meaning a little 

Now, if the Senator will contain himself I shall go on and 


The PRESIDENT protempore. Does the Senator from New Hamp- 
shire yield? 


Mr. PLUMB. The Senator will try to contain himself. It is hard 
to do it, but still he will do it. 

Mr. CHANDLER. I do not understand that the Senator asked me 
any question. I do not understand that it is asking a question, when 
a Senator enters upon a subject that is being discussed and says that 
he proposes to make his ideas clear, for another Senator to get up and 
ask that Senator to be a little more distinct. 

Mr. PLUMB. I wish the Senator—— 

Mr. CHANDLER. Of course I recognize the right of the Senator, 
after I get through, to say that I have been very muddy, and that I 
have not explained the point at all; and I certainly would be glad to” 
have him ask me any question that he wishes to ask, but not rise to 
ask me to speak more distinctly or plainly than I am doing when I 
begin a statement on a point, Now, if the Senator has any question 
to ask me I shall be very happy to hear it. 

Mr. PLUMB. I wanted to know, when the Senator speaks of poli- 

tics under the Administration as applicable to the other Cabinet minis- 
ters, whether he means party politics in the ordinary sense of the dis- 
tribution of patronage, or whether he means in a larger sense; and if 
he means in a larger sense, in what way does he impute politics of that 
kind to the presence of the Attorney-General in the Cabinet, for ins 
stance? 
Mr. CHANDLER. Iam going to explain it to the Senator, if he 
will have patience. He knows I did not mean partisan members of 
the Cabinet. He knows I did not mean, when I spoke of the connection 
of the Secretary of State or the Attorney-General with the Cabinet, 
that they were to be partisans while the Commissioner or Secretary of 
Agriculture would be a non-partisan. The Senator knows I did not 
mean that. I think he does, at any rate. 

While giving the testimony from which I have been reading I was 
called upon to state to the commission with the long name my views 
as to various suggested transfers from one Department of the Govern- 
ment to another, and especially with reference to a su m that 
there should be a department of science created, into which should be 
gathered all the Government officials engaged in doing scientific work; 
that we should have one department of that kind; and in that connec- 
tion, also, it was directly suggested that there might be a department 
of public works. I conceded that there might be well enough, if Con- 
gress saw fit to create it, a department of public works; but I did not 
conceive that it was in accordance with our frame of government or 
with any legitimate method of carrying on the Government to have a 
department of science. I will read from my statement on that point, 
which I think ought to satisfy the Senator from Kansas as to my mean- 
ing, and I believe will do so if he is in his usually intelligent and re- 
ceptive mental condition. I said: 

My view is that all scientific work or art work which the Government of the 
United States has been engaged in, which is necessary or convenient for carry- 
ing on the Government, should be conducted within and under the direction of 
that Department which needs the scientific assistance, or the assistance of ai 
and that it would be a most anomalous proceeding to erect as a governmental 
department a department of science or of art. It would be very extraordinary 
to undertake to search the various political departments of the Government to 
see wherein any one of them ayails itselfof art processes or those of applied sci- 
ence, and in every such case to take that subject out from the political depart- 
uae and turn it over to a department the head of which should be only a sci- 
ott would be unjustifiable, I should say, to thus set the scientists to grasping 

vernment. If the Government chooses, as it may properly, within certain 

imits, to go beyond the use of science and art in the actual conduct of govern- 
mental affairs and undertake to foster science, or art, or agriculture, or anything 
else not absolutely essential to government, then, as to these subjects so bein 
fostered, my idea is that each should be placed under that department wi 
which it has the most natural relation, and that you should notextend the pow- 
ers of government to the fostering of either science, or art, or ulture, or 
education, by establishing them as separate departments of the Government, 


Q. Political departments? 
A. Political departments, 


I do not suppose that it ever occurred to any member of that com- 
mission, certainly it did not occur to the person whom they were in- 
terrogating, thatthe word ‘‘ political ’’ in that connection meant ‘‘ par- 
tisan.’’ It was reserved for the Senator from Kansas, when a Senator 
spoke of the seven present Cabinet ministers as engaged in the polit- 
ical work of carrying on the Government of the United States, and 
stated that a Department of Agriculture would not have any relation 
to the political conduct of the Government, to charge that it was meant 
that the seven existing members were to be partisans, members of one 
party only, and that the chief of the new department was to be non- 
partisan. I proceeded further: 


The Constitution does not contemplate anything of that kind. It izes 
but three branches of the Government, tbe executive, legislative, and judicial. 
It does not recognize a scientific branch. It places the whole executive work 

n the President. Toaid him the Departmentsare established, and the h 

of the Departments represent him, for although many duties are by statute 
specifically imposed upon the different Secretaries, yet after all they are placed 
upon them, so to speak, not in their own right, but as the representatives of the 
President of the United States. Those Executive Departments which the Con- 
stitution contemplates are political departments, 

And now, if the Senator from Kansas will give me his attention, I 
notice that I defined what political departments are: 

Departments that are actually necessary to the government of the country. 
The nation bas foreign relations, soit has a State De ent; it must have 
money, so it has a Treasury De ent; itis liable to go to war, and so it has 


a War Department and a Navy ent; it must proceed according to law 
and enforce law, and so it has an Attorney-General, 
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I ask the Senator from Kansas and the Senator from South Carolina, 
who I am anxious shall also get my point, to note that an Attorney- 
General is in my judgment an essential part of the Government, and 
the work which he does is political work—not partisan work, but po- 
litical work: 

It must proceed according to law and enforce law, and so it has an Attorney- 
General. 


But it is not equally necessary that it should have a Department of 
Agriculture. 

It owns the public lands, and has the Indians on its hands, and so it needs an 

“Interior Department; it chooses to make the mails of the United States a part 
of the Government, and so choosing it must have its Post-Office Department. 
All these functions are necessary to carry on the Government, but no partiou- 
Jar scientific or art process is necessary in any one of them, or if it is, it is the 
appropriate duty of the Department which is aided thereby to take the subject 
under its charge. 

Mr. PLATT. Mr. President—— 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from New Hamp- 
shire yield to the Senator from Connecticut? 

Mr. CHANDLER. Ida. 

Mr. PLATT. I rose for the purpose of asking the Senator from New 
Hampshire if he would yield to a motion for adjournment, but first I 
desire to obtain an order from the Senate. 

J ask that an order be made that the bill (S. 2851) to amend an act 
entitled “An act to regulate commerce,” approved February 4, 1887, 
may be printed with the amendments which have been adopted by the 
House of Representatives numbered in order. I ask that the usual 
number of copies may be printed. There is a call for it. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The order to print will be entered, 
if there be no objection. 

Mr. PLATT. Now, with the permission of the Senator from New 
Hampshire, I move that the Senate adjourn. 

Mr. PLUMB. I wish before that is done to see if there can not be 
some agreement made about taking the vote. I ask unanimous con- 
sent that the consideration of the bill may be resumed at the conclu- 
sion of the morning business to-morrow, that the vote be taken either 
on the amendment or on the motion to lay the amendment on the table 
if it be renewed, at 2 o’clock, and that the succeeding votes necessary 
for the determination of the pleasure of the Senate in regard to the 
bill may be taken without intervening debate. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Kansas asks unan- 
imous consent that the consideration of the bill may be resumed to- 
morrow morning at the close of the routine morning business; that the 
vyote on the amendment, or the motion to lay it upon the table, may be 
taken at 2 o’clock; and that the subsequent proceedings in the consid- 
eration of the bill, including its passage, may be had without debate. 

Mr. WILSON, of Iowa. Ido not know how much time the Senator 
from New Hampshire will occupy in concluding his remarks. 

Mr, PLUMB. I will change the time to 3 o'clock, so that there 
shall be no doubt about there being ample time. I shall not want to 
say anything myself at all. 

Mr. HARR HARRIS. If consent is given I shall not renew the motion to 
lay on the table, but leave the whole question open for debate until the 
hour comes for taking the vote. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chairsupposes the understand- 
ing to be thatif debate shall be concluded earlier than 3 o’clock the 
vote may then be taken. 

Mr. HARRIS. Necessarily? 

Mr. PLUMB. Yes. . 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. And that the subsequent proceed- 
ings shall be had without debate. 

Mr. HAWLEY. Mr. President, a single suggestion. I have no re- 
marks of any length to make upon the bill, for I have said what I 
desired to say; but if the motion the Senator from Tennessee proposes 
to make should not dispose of the subject, and we are still to have that 
provision in the bill after his motion has been acted upon, it will be 
open to amendment. I think that the proposition to transfer the Sig- 
nal Service, if it is to remain in the bill, should be amended, and it 
may be necessary to say a few words in explaining an amendment. 

Mr. PLUMB. Then I suggest that there shall be the usual debate 
under Rule VIII. 

Mr. HAWLEY. Five minutes. 

Mr. PLUMB. The limitation of Rule VII. 

Mr. BUTLER, and others. That is right. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair will then restate the pro- 
posed agreement, that there may be no misunderstanding. It is pro- 
posed that at 3 o’clock to-morrow, or earlier, the vote shall be taken 
upon the amendment of the committee, or upon the motion to lay the 
amendment on the table, and that the subsequent proceedings, includ- 
ing the vote upon the passage of the bill, are to be had under Rule 
VIII. Is there objection? The Chair hears none. 

Mr. CHANDLER. I wish to inquire how much time that is likely 
to leave for debate prior to 3 o’clock? 

Mr. HARRIS. Ali the time after the close of the routine business. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. All the time after the conclusion of 
the routine m A 

Mr. CHANDLER. Ishould dislike very much to conclude my re- 
marks and not leave time for the Senator from Kansas. 


Mr. PLUMB. I do not wish to say anything at all. 

Mr. CHANDLER. I do not want to cut him off. 

Mr. PLUMB. I will say to the Senator that he can have all the 
vas, bl he sees fit, from the conclusion of the morning business until 

o'clock. 

Mr. CHANDLER. If the Senator does not appreciate my courtesy 
of course I do not press the suggestion, but I was really anxious that 
he should not be cut off. 

* Mr. PLUMB. I had stated before that I did not desire to say any- 
thing on the subject. 

Mr. PLATT. I move that the Senate adjourn. 

The motion was agreed to; and at (5 o'clock and 25 minutes p. m.) 
the Senate adjourned until to-morrow, Friday, September 21, 1888, 
at 12 o’clock m. 


NOMINATIONS. 
Executive nominations received by the Senate September 20, 1888. 
APPOINTMENTS IN THE NAVY. 
Naval constructors. 
To be naval constructors in the Navy subject to examination, namely: 
John F. Hanscom, of Massachusetts; 
John B. Hoover, of Pennsylvania; 
Joseph Feaster, of Pennsylvania; 
Richard Gatewood, of Virginia; and 
Francis T. Bowles, of Massachusetts. 


CONFIRMATIONS. 
Executive nominations confirmed by the Senate September 13, 1888, 
PROMOTIONS IN THE ARMY. 
Subsistence Department. 

Lieut, Col. Amos Beckwith, assistant commissary-general, to be as- 
sistant commissary-general with the rank of colonel. 

Maj. Michael R. Morgan, commissary of subsistence, to be assistant 
commissary-general with the rank of lieutenant-colonel. 
Capt. Samuel T. Cushing, commissary of subsistence, to be commis- 
sary of subsistence with the rank of major. 


Inspector-General’s Department. 


Lieut. Col. Robert P. Hughes, inspector-general, to be inspector- 
general with the rank of colonel. 


Maj. George H. Burton, inspector-general, to be inspector-general 
with the rank of lieutenant-colonel. 


WITHDRAWAL. 
Executive nomination withdrawn by the President of the United States Sep- 
tember 18, 1888. 
UNITED STATES MARSHAL, 
John Fitzpatrick, to be marshal of the United States for the eastern 
district of sie pres a delivered to the Senate September 13, 1888. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES, 
THURSDAY, September 20, 1888. 


The House met at 12 o'clock m. Prayer by Rev. J. H. CUTHBERT, 
D. D. 
The Journal of the proceedémgs of yesterday was read and approved, 


SUNDRY CIVIL APPROPRIATION BILL. 


Mr. BURNES. Irise to call up the conference report on the sundry 
civil appropriation biil. 

Mr. HERMANN and others addressed the Chair, 

Mr. BURNES. I can not yield at this time. We can dispose of 
this conference report, I think, in five minutes, and then go on with 
other business. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The question is on agreeing to the re- 
portof the committee of conference. On this question the yeas and 
nays were ordered, and the question being taken no quorum voted. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I move that the order for the yeas and nays be re- 
scinded. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. If there be no objection, that order 
will be rescinded. The Chair hears none. The question is now on 
agreeing to the report of the committee of conference. 

The question being taken, the report was not agreed to; there being— 
ayes 30, noes 47, 

Mr. PAYSON, Mr. Speaker—— 

Mr. BURNES. Irise to a parliamentary inquiry. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. BURNES. Is it necessary that I should now ask fora further 
conference ? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair presumesa motion that the 
House further insist on its disagreement, and that a further conference 
with the Senate be requested would be in order. 

Mr. BURNES. I make that motion. 
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Mr. PAYSON. Before that question is put I desire to offer a reso- 
lution in connection with the pending matter. è 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Does the gentleman from Missouri 
[Mr. BURNES] move that the House insist on its disagreement? 

Mr. BURNES. I make that motion. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Missouri moves 
that the House insist on its di ent and ask a further conference, 
to which motion, as the Chair understands, the gentleman from Illi- 
nois [Mr. PAYSON] moves an amendment in the nature of instructions. 

Mr. PAYSON. Yes, sir. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Clerk will read the proposition of 
the gentleman from Illinois. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Resolved, That the House insist upon its disagreement to the Senate amend- 
ment to the sundry civil appropriation bill No. 110, in regard to the Library of 
Con , and that the House uest a further conference on the said bill, and 
it is hereby deciared to be the ju entof this House thatthe following course 
should be followed: That the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds of 
the Senate and House of Representatives, acting conjointly, shall, within thirty 
days after the e of this act, invite from eminent architects, not exceeding 
five in number, designs and general specifications and estimates of cost for a 
building for the Library of Congress, to be erected on the site purchased forthat 
purpose in the city of Washington, the costof building not to exceed $1,000,000, 
and the sum of $10,000 is hereby appropriated, to be expended under the direc- 
tion of the above-named commi to pay tor the said and general 
specifications and estimates of cost. Thesaid committees jointly report to 
Congress its action in the premises on or before the 20th dayof ber, 1888, 
and the said committees have the right to report at any time, and their re- 
ports on this subject shall be regarded as privile; and to be considered as 
such ; that the work now in progress on the building for the Library of Con- 
gress shall be suspended and the commission authorized by act Congress ap- 
proved April 15, 1886, be, and the same is hereby, dissolved; that the property 

fora site for the Library of Congress, including the buildings thereon, 
together with all plans, records, and other property of the United States con- 
nected withthe buildings for said Library of Con, be, and the same is hereby, 
transferred to the care and custody of the Interior Department, The expenses 
of such care and custody shall be paid out of any money already appropriated. 

Mr. PAYSON. Mr. Speaker, I desire to say that with the exception 
of the provision that the reports of these two committees shall be priv- 
ileged and entitled at any time to consideration, and the further pro- 
vision that the maximum cost of the building shall not exceed $4,000,- 
000 (instead of $3,000,000, as stated in the original propdsition to the 
House), this measure is precisely the same as that which the House 
adopted in the first instance and sent to the Senate. It is taken from 
the print of the sundry civil bill as it passed the House. This is all 
I care to say. 3 

Mr. ROGERS and Mr. BURNES addressed the Chair. 

Mr. PAYSON. I will yield—— 

ca ROGERS. I would like to ask one question. Do I under- 
stand—— 

Mr. FARQUHAR. Irise toparliamentary inquiry. There béing a 
privileged motion of the gentleman from Missouri (fr, BuRNES], to 
which an amendment is offered by the gentleman from Illinois, is this 
question debatable for an hour by any one moving an amendment? 

Mr. PAYSON. Why not? 

Mr. FARQUHAR. I merely wish to know. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The matter is open for consideration, 
the previous question having been ordered. 

Ao PAYSON. If any question of order is made, I shall be glad to 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair does not understand that 
any question of order is raised. 

Mr. ROGERS. There was considerable disorder while this resolu- 
tion of the gentlemfm from Illinois was being read; and as I am not 
familiar with the provision as passed by the House in the sundry civil 
bill, I desire to put one or two questions to my friend from Illinois for 
information. First, is it understood that under the proposed instruc- 
tion just read the entire disbursement of these funds is to be made 
by the Interior Department? 

Mr. PAYSON. ‘The only proposition in this resolution with refer- 
ence to disbursement of funds is such as is necessary to secure proper 
care for such property as will be confided to the Interior Department 
during the suspension of the work. 

Mr. ROGERS. Then it does not revive in any sense the original 
statute ? 

Mr. PAYSON. Oh, not at all. 

Mr. ROGERS. Does it repeal it? 

Mr. PAYSON. It dissolves the commission. Such property of the 
Government as is on hand connected with this work (being the real 
estate, some tools, and other property) is to be confided to the charge 
of the Interior Department; and for such expenses as may be incident 
to the care of this property, and for this alone, the Interior Depart- 
ment is allowed to make disbursement. 

: Mr. ROGERS. Everything else then—— 

ne PAYSON. Everything else is suspended until the next session 
0 ngress. 
, Mr. REED. And the building of the Library is postponed for 

_ another ten years. 

{ Mr. PAON : Fie , amie from Maine has not been in attend- 
-ance, or he wo ow the proposed reports of this committee are priv- 
‘ileged and entitled to consideration as soon as made. , e ; 


Mr. REED. The gentleman from Illinois knows perfectly well what 
the effect will be. The gentleman has been an opponent of the Library 
building from the beginning. 

Mr. PAYSON. He hasbeen. The gentleman from Maine will re- 
member that before the committee had no privilege, and having the 

pposition of Mr. RANDALL, who was in a position on the other side 
of the House to defeat consideration, it was defeated. I wish to say 
to the gentleman from Muine I am not now opposed tothe Library. I 
am in favor of the Library building and in favor of an appropriation 
for it. 

Mr. REED. The gentleman from Illinois has been part and parcel 
of the resistance to the Library building which cost over ten years. I 
leave the inference to the House. 

Mr. PAYSON. I have the majority of the House with me and I 
hope it will continue so. 

Mr. FARQUHAR rose. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Does the gentleman yield ? 

Mr. PAYSON. Ido, but only for a question. 

Mr. FARQUHAR. Iwishtoaskthe gentleman this question. Sup- 
pose this amendment which is proposed by the gentleman should pass, 
then in what condition would that leave any pending contracts? Does 
it cancel them at the cost to the United States? 

Mr. PAYSON. Exactly. 

Mr. FARQUHAR. It does. 

Mr. PAYSON. If the committee should report against allowing the 
building to go on, it would leaye the Government liable for damages 
for non-fulfillment of outstanding contracts. But I wish to say to the 
gentleman from New York, as I understand the report of the commit- 
tee, there are only outstanding contracts for cement work and such 
work as is being performed in connection with the foundation of the 
west wing. ‘Those are the only contracts so far as I understand, and 
no contract has been let for any portion of the superstructure or any 
work connected with it. I reserve the remainder of my time. 

MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. x 

A message from the Senate, by Mr. McCook, its Secretary, an- 
nounced the passage of bills and joint resolution of the following titles; 
in which concurrence was requested: 

A bill (S. 2176) for the ascertainment of the amount due the Potta- 
watomie Indians of Michigan and Indiana; 

A bill (S. 858) to forfeit lands granted to the State of Michigan to 
aid in the construction of a railroad from Marquette to Ontonagon, in 
said State; 

A bill (S. 343) for the erection of a public building at the city of Kal- 


mazoo, Mich. ; 

A bill (8. 1574) for the erection of a post-office building at St. Paul, 
Minn. ; 
A bill (S. 3471) to authorize the construction of bridges across the 
Kentucky River and its tributaries by the Louisville Southern Rail- 
road Company; 

A bill (S. 2992) to accept and ratify the agreement submitted by the 
Shoshones, Bannacks, and Sheepeaters of the Fort Hall and Lemhi 
reservation, in Idaho, May 14, 1880, and for other purposes; and 

Joint resolution (S. R. 110) in aid of the sufferers from yellow fever. 

It further announced the passage of the bill (H. R. 9619) to authorize 
the construction of a bridge across the Missouri River at some accessible 
point within 1 mile north and 1 mile south and east of the Kansas 
River, with amendments, and with the request for a conference on the 
disagreeing votes of the two Houses, and that the Senate had appointed 
Mr. Vest, Mr. COKE, and Mr. SAWYER as conferees on its 

It farther announced the passage of the bill (H. R. 10112) granting to 
the Duluth and Winnipeg Railroad Company the right of way through 
the Fond du Lac Indian reservation, in the State of Minnesota, with 
amendments, and with the request for a conference on the disagreeing 
votes of the two Houses, and that the Senate had appointed as the con- 
ferees on its part Mr. SABIN, Mr. DANIEL, and Mr. DOLPH. 

It further announced the passage of the bill (H. R. 11446) toamend an 
act entitled *‘An act making appropriations for the construction, re- 
pair, and preservation of certain public works on rivers and har ve 
approved July 5, 1884, 

SUNDRY CIVIL APPROPRIATION BILL. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The House resumes consideration of 
the conference report. 

Mr. REED. I have just come in and do not understand the situa- 
tion. Is there an opportunity for a point of order? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. It is toolate. The House is consider- 
ing the proposition. 

Mr. REED, And it has been discussed? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The House is in process of consider- 
ing it now. 

Does the gentleman from Illinois yield the floor? 

Mr. PAYSON. Before insisting on my right to the floor I desire to 
hear from the gentleman from Missofiri. 

Mr. BURNES. Have I the floor? 

The SPEAKER protempore. The Chair does not understand the gen- 
tleman from Illinois as haying yet yielded the floor. 


a 


8784 CONGRESSIONAL 


Sometime subsequently, 

Mr. PAYSON said: I will withdraw the resolution after a conference 
I have had with the gentleman from Missouri. 

Mr. BURNES. Then I insist on my motion that the House non- 
concur in the amendments of the Senate and agree to a further confer- 
ence, ? 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. BURNES moved to reconsider the vote by which the motion was 
agreed to; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 
table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore announced as managers on the part of 
the Honseat said conference Mr. FORNEY, Mr. BURNES, and Mr. RYAN. 


I, L. CAIN, 


The SPEAKER pro tempore laid before the House the bill (S. 97) 
for the relief of I. L. Cain; which was read a first and second time, 
and referred to the Committee on War Claims. 


MRS. FLORIDA KENNERLY. 


The SPEAKER pro tempore also laid before the House the bill (S. 
1078) for the relief of Florida Kennerly. 

Mr. STONE, of Kentucky. Iask for the present consideration of 
that bill, which was read on yesterday morning. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Let the bill be again read. 

‘The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enaeled, etc., That the Secretary of the Treasury is hereby authorized to 
pay to Mrs. Florida Kennerly, out of any money in the Treasury not otherwise 
appropriated, $126.60. 


There being no objection, the bill was considered, ordered to a third 
reading; and being read the third time, was passed. 

Mr, STONE, of Missouri, moved to reconsider the vote by which the 
bill was passed; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid 
on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. If there be no objection, the bill (H. 
R. 5142) of the came title will be laid upon the table. 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 

LEAVE OF ABSENCE, 

By unanimous consent, leave of absence was granted as follows: 

To Mr. LAWLER, indefinitely, on account of sickness in his family. 

To Mr. STEPHENSON, for two weeks, on account of important busi- 
ness. 

To Mr. SAWYER, for ten days, on account of important business, 

To Mr. BROWER, indefinitely, on account of important business. 

To Mr. SHERMAN, indefinitely, on account of important business. 

To Mr. ELLIOTT, indefinitely, on account of important business. 

WILLIAM F. C. NINDEMANN. 

Mr. FARQUHAR. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to dis- 
charge the Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union 
from the further consideration of the bill (H. R. 7801) for the relief of 
William F. C. Nindemann, formerly a seaman in the Navy, and put it 
upon its passage. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The bill will be read subject to the 
right of objection. 

The bill was read, as follows: - 


Be it enacted, etc., That the proper accounting officers of the Treasury of the 
United States be, and they are hereby, authorized and required to ust the 
accounts of William F. C. Nindemann, formerly a seaman in the Navy of the 
United States, serving on board the Arctic exploring steamer Jeannette, and to 
pay to him, out of any money in the Treasury not otherwise appropriated, the 
difference between the pay of a seaman and the pay of a carpenter in the Navy 
from the 29th day of June, 1879, to the Ist day of June, 1883. 


Mr. McMILLIN. Reserving the right to object, I ask that the re- 
port in this case be read. 

The report of the Committee on Claims was read at length. 

Mr. McMILLIN. What is the length of time for which this differ- 
ence in pay is asked ? 

Mr. FARQUHAR. A little over three years. The difference be- 
tween the two is only a few dollars in point of fact, and under the 
agreement with Lieutenant De Long he is entitled to the pay because 
he performed the duties, 

Mr. MCMILLIN. Ido notthink that with the light before me now— 
although I will try to examine and give my consent to the request of 
the gentleman from New York if I think it quite proper to do so—but 
with the lights before me I do not see the propriety of giving him this 
additional pay for three or four years when the expedition itself did not 
last so long. ; 

Mr. FARQUHAR. Iwill state to the gentleman from Tennessee 
that originally when Mr. Nindemann joined this expedition he joined 
it with the assurance that he should have the position of a boatswain 
of the vessel, and by reason of the fact that he had much experience in 
Arctic expeditions as one of the crew of former expeditions, and Mr. 
Nindemann performed the dutigs of a carpenter and as watch-oflicer, 
as the log-book of Captain De Long shows. ‘There were other arrange- 
ments made by which an appointee of Mr. Bennett secured the posi- 
tion, which arrangements, of course, De Long knew nothing of; but 
Nindemann being an active, competent man, a good seaman, and a car- 
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penter, was placed on duty as such and was so borne on the rolls ac- 
cording to De Long’s report. Afterwards when the vessel was aban- 
doned and sunk in the Arctic Ocean, Nindemann led the retreat into 
Siberia and through Siberia, and was largely instrumental in saving the 
lives of the survivors. There is another point which does not appear in 
the report, that there has been a considerable impairment of his health 
onaccount of the rigors of that retreat. The claimant isa most worthy 
man, and as the matter involves but a few dollars I hope there will be 
no objection. ` 

Mr. MCMILLIN. I will look into it and give it a careful examina- 
tion. It does not impress me favorably at present; but I will examine 
it ae make a statement to the House lateron. I demand the regular 
order. 

Mr. FARQUHAR. Do I understand that this is still subject to be 
called up at any time? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Tennessee has 
objected at present, 

PUBLIC LANDS. 


Mr. HOLMAN. Iam instructed by the Committee on Public Lands 
to report back to the House the bill {H. R. 11297) to suspend all laws 
touching the disposal of public lands except the homestead law, and 
for other purposes, with an amendment, which I desire to be submitted. 

The bill is as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That th@public lands of the United States shall be disposed 
of only under and according to the provisions of the homestead laws, except 
section 2301 of the Revised Statutes, until the pending 1 lation affecting such 
lands shall be di of orthe present Congress shalladjourn: Provided, That 
any isolated or disconnected tracts or parcels of the public domain less than 160 
acres may be ordered sold at private or public sale for not less than $1.25 per 
acre by the Commissioner of the General Land Office, when in his judgment 
it would be proper to do so. 

Sec. 2. That during the pendency of the measures now before Congress inre- 
lation to the forfeiture of certain lands heretofore granted by Congress to rail- 
road corporations and thereafter no act done or performed by any such corpo- 
ration shall in any wise enlarge the right or claim of say such corporation to 
any lands covered by any suc nt, or diminish any right now existing in the 
United States to declare the forfeiture thereof. This provision shall not be con- 
strued to in any wise affect or diminish or waive any right now existing in be- 
omr an the United States to declare the forfeiture of any of the lands embraced 

such grant, 


The Clerk read from the report, as follows: 
; It is proposed to strike out all after the enacting clause and insert the follow- 


ng: 

That all Jaw iding for the disposal of the publie lands, t the | 
stead law and tho laws in relation te mineral lands, and the laws touching the 
selection of public lands by States for educational or other porposss: shall be 
suspended until the pending legislation affecting the public lands shall be dis- 
posed of, or the present Congress shall adjourn. 

Provided, however, That section 2301 of the Revised Statutes of the laws in rela- 
tion to the entry of coal lands shall also be suspended during the period named, 

And in the last line of section 2 of the bill, after the word ‘‘in,’’ in- 
sert ‘‘any;’? so as to make the section read: 

Src. 2, That during the pendency of the measures now before Congress in re- 
lation to the forfeiture of certain lands heretofore granted by Congress to railroad 
corporations and thereafter, no act done or performed by any such corporation 
shall in anywise enlarge the right or claim of any such Sgr? He ogi toany lands 
covered by any such t,or diminish any right now existing in the United 
States to declare the forfeiture thereof. This provision shall not be construed 
to in anywise affect or diminish or waive any right now existing in behalf of 
ae pares States to declare the forfeiture of any of the lands embraced in any 
such grant. 

Mr. DINGLEY. Reserving all rights on the point of order, I desire 
to ask how this bill comes in here? 

Mr. HOLMAN. Itis a privileged report, and comes in as such under 
the rules of the House. I submitted the mattergo the Speaker of the 
House a few day ago, and it was found that it was within the rule. 

Mr. RYAN. What laws are suspended by this bill? 

Mr. HOLMAN. The timber-land laws, the right of pine entry of 
the lands, the timber-culture laws, and the desert-land law. I wish 
to say in regard to the desert-land law that the operation of the bill is 
unimportant in view of the action already taken, if the Senate should 
not modify the provision now pending in the sundry civil appropria- 
tion bill. 

Mr. ROGERS. I would like to ask the gentleman from Indiana a 
question. 

Mr. RYAN. The provisions in the sundry civil bill only apply to 
certain kinds of land. 

Mr. HOLMAN. That is true. 

Mr. RYAN. It is limited particularly to such lands as may be irri- 
gated from certain reservoirs and ditches; but this, as I understand the 
gentleman, s' nds the law as regards all land. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Yes. It applies toall lands that were desert lands 
in the first instance, and this only applies to such lands as are capable 
of being made agricultural lands. 

Mr. ROGERS. There are two questions I desire to ask the gentle- 
man from Indiana. The first is this: Whether or not the bill in any 
way affects the commutation feature of the homestead law ? 

Mr. HOLMAN. Itsuspends that entirely for the time being; during 
the time it covers. 

Mr. ROGERS. What is the period covered? r 

Mr. HOLMAN. ‘The present Congress or until pending bills sha? 
be acted Ay gee 

Mr. ROGERS. During this Congress? 
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Mr. HOLMAN. During the present Congress or until House bills 

before the Senate shall be acted upon. 

Mr. ROGERS. Iask whether I understand the amendment was also 
reported from the Committee on Public Lands. e 
- Mr. HOLMAN. Yes, sir. I would like to make a statement here 
that there are two House bills pending before the Senate. The first 
section applies to the bill we passed. The bill passed provided that all 
agricultural lands shall be reserved for the benefit of actual settlers. 
That bill seeks to protect the coal lands. It seeks to protect from mo- 
nopoly also the water lands. It is thought by those who have exam- 
ined this subject that it is of the highest importance that there should 
be retained as part of the public domain lands that may by irrigation 
be adapted to agriculture and that they may be retained for actual set- 
tlers. In regard to the desert lands it may be said that under the pres- 
ent law these lands may be entered in sections of 640 acres. A great 
deal of the land reported as desert land is in fact agricultural land, as 
is well known; especially if you go North. s 

The present law throws no safeguards around these entries. Any 
person, no matter where he lives, may enter a section of desert lands; 
and in a recent case tried before the Commissioner of the Land Office 
it was found that lands to the extent of fifty or sixty thousand acres 
liad been entered through a single movement by persons residing in 
New Jersey and New York, having no relation to the Territory ot 
Wyoming where the lands are situated. The Commissioner of the 
Land Office found that these lands were entered for the benefit of a 
particular organized body and not for the benefit of the particular 
cntryman; and inasmuch as these desert lands when they shall be re- 
claimed (and many of them have been reclaimed) prove to be the most 
valuable land we have, it would seem to be a very proper thing to 
suspend the law authorizing these entries at least so long as the 4th 
of March or until the general law has been passed. 

The bill which has passed the House and which is now pending in 
the Senate, but which perhaps will not be acted upon during the pres- 
ent session, approaches as near as may be to the homestead law. It 
provides that no person shall enter these lands unless he be a resident 
of the State or Territory where the lands are situated, and it requires 
a payment of only 25 cents per acre as a guaranty of good faith in mak- 
ing the entry. Itapproachesas near as possible to the homestead law, 
but it allows entry to the extent of 320 acres instead of 160 acres as 
provided in the homestead law. So much as tothe first section. The 
bill, however, leaves the homestead law in full operation and also the 
mining laws. They will remain in any event. It also leaves in force 
the existing laws in regard to the selection of lands by the States for 
educational and other purposes. But as to all the other land laws, the 
timber-land law, the pre-emption law, the timber-culture law, the 
right of private entry after the land has been offered at $1.25, it sus- 
pends them all until the further action of Congress. 

Mr. RYAN. Is there any saving clause as to entries already made 
under those laws? 

Mr. HOLMAN. They are not affected. 

Mr. RYAN. But they would be affected unless there is some saving 
clause in the bill, If you suspend all those other laws, of course en- 
tries made under them can not be perfected. 

Mr. HOLMAN. ‘The gentleman’s criticism is perhaps proper. My 
impression was that the language used was ‘‘lawsauthorizing the entry 
of,” but I see that the gentleman is right and that there ought to bea 
proviso added that no provision of this act shall affect the right to carry 
into final effect any entries heretofore made. 

Mr. PERKINS. I said that it ought to apply not only to lands 
heretofore entered, but should also provide that this bill shall not be 
construed to interfere with existing rights under the existing laws. 

Mr. HOLMAN. That is right. 

Mr. PERKINS. For instance, where settlers have gone upon the 
public domain and have secured rights but have not perfected them. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I think that rights already secured under the 
public-land laws should be preserved. 

Mr. SMITH, of Arizona. I would like to ask the chairman of the 
Committee on Public Lands to explain what would be the effect of this 
bill on the entry of lands of a region that is all ‘‘ desert’? lands. 

Mr. HOLMAN. The effect would be that only entries under the 
homestead law would be made. 

Mr. SMITH, of Arizona. But supposing a man has to go 40 miles 
for a drink of water in the morning, how is he going to live on his land 
as the homestead law requires? franghtee 

Mr. HOLMAN, I take it for granted that there will not be many 
bona fide homestead entries on such lands, Besides, this bill does not 
interfere with the mining land laws at all. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, I wish to call the attention of the House to the 
effect of the second section, which I think is the most important sec- 
tion of the bill. 

RENOMINATION OF MR. KELLEY. 


Mr. KELLEY. Mr. Speaker, will the gentleman pardon me for a 
moment to have a short personal telegram read. I make this request 
not so much as a matter of vanity, as to give notice to certain gen- 
tlemen who are looking forward to the occupancy by another of my 
seat here. asteri 


XIX—550 


Mr. HOLMAN. I yield to the gentleman. 
The telegram was read, as follows: 
PHILADELPHIA, PA., September 19, 1888. 
Hon, WILLIAM D. KELLEY, Member of Congress: 

At noon you were unanimously renominated with the grandest hurrah. The 
convention say they will return yeu to Congress while you have breath left in 
your body. They will certainly do so. Now prepare for 1892. 

[Laughter and applause. ] 
Mr. KELLEY. ‘The man who is traveling toward this seat had bet- 
ter hold his horses for the present. [Renewed laughter. ] 
Mr. STOCKDALE. Does the gentleman from Pennsylvania vouch 
for the veracity of the author of that telegram? ([Laughter.] 
Mr. KELLEY. Oh, yes. 
SUSPENSION OF PUBLIC-LAND LAWS. 


Mr. HOLMAN. Now, Mr. Speaker, I will ask the attention of the 
House to the provisions of the second section of the bill, and in order 
that they may be clearly understood by the House, I ask that that 
section be again read. 

Mr. PERKINS. Mr. Speaker, I wish to make a suggestion before 
that isdone. As I understand, the gentleman from Maine [Mr. DING- 
LEY] made a point of order against this bill, and the gentleman who 
made the point of order and those who are interested in it do not de- 
sire to have it understood from this debate going on that the point of 
order is waived. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Of course not. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair understood the gentleman 
from Maine to reserve the point of order. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I now ask that the second section be read, and I 
ask gentlemen to give it their close attention. 

The Clerk read the section, as follows: 

Sec. 2. That during the pendency of the measures now before Congress in re- 
lation to the forfeiture of certain lands heretofore granted by Congress to rail- 
road corporations, and thereatter, no act done or performed by any such corpo- 
ration shall in any wise enlarge the right or claim of any such corporation to any 
lands covered by any such grant, or diminish any right now existing in the 
United States to declare the forfeiture thereof. This provision shall not be con- 
strued to in anywise affect or diminish or waive any right now existing in be- 
Fogel or the Upurea States to declare the forfeiture of any of the lands embraced 

such grant. 


Mr. VANDEVER. I desire to ask the gentleman from Indiana 
whether this bill comes before the House as a report from the com- 
mittee ? 

Mr. HOLMAN. Yes, sir; it is the report of the Committee on Pub- 
lic Lands. 5 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Illinois. I suggest tothe gentleman from In- 
diana that this substitute ought to be printed. 

Mr. HOLMAN. The bill was printed long ago. 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Ilinois. But not the substitute. 

Mr. HOLMAN. The bill was reported to the House and printed 
weeks ago. è 

Mr. DORSEY. On the 28th of August, I believe. 

+ Mr. DINGLEY. Has the substitute been printed ? 

Mr. HOLMAN. There is a substitute for the first section; and I 
will state that, if any objection be made to that section, if any gentle- 
man is opposed to that section and thinks we ought not to try to re- 
serve for public settlement the remaining lands, I will, as I am aware 
there is no quorum present, consent to withdraw that section. 

Mr. VANDEVER. The objectionable feature of the first section is 
that it gives the Commissioner of the Land Office the authority at his 
discretion to sell the land at private sale. 

Mr. HOLMAN. ‘That paragraph is notin thisamendment, although 
it is in the original proposition. 

Mr. DORSEY. Ishall have to object to the consideration of the first 
section. I have no objection to the consideration of the second section; 
but in regard to the first, I give notice now that I object to it, and shall 
use all means in my power to defeat it. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Mr. Speaker, the principle involved in the substi- 
tute is exactly the same as that involved in the original proposition, 
except that the substitute continues in operation the mineral-land law 
and the laws which confer upon States the right to make selections of 
lands for educational and other purposes under various laws already in 
existence. That is the only difference between the two propositions. 

Mr. BAKER, of New York. How will this affect land which may 
be acquired by the Government through the extinguishment of Indian 
titles—in the Indian Territory, for instance? 

Mr. HOLMAN. It affects all those Jands which have been restored 
to the public domain. 

Mr. BAKER, of New York. But how as to lands that may hereafter 
be restored ? 

Mr. HOLMAN. 
of March next. 

I wish to explain further that the first section suspends for the time 
being the right to enter coal lands; and I will state the reason for this 
suspension. The House has already passed a resolution on this sub- 
ject. It has been found that when coal land is discovered in our West- 
ern country it is regarded of such Value that-insiantly organized move- 
ments are set on foot to appropriate it. In Wyoming, where there is 


In the mean time this only operates until the 4th 
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a very considerable body of coal land, 2,000 acres have already been 
entered. That is said to be the finest coal bed in the whole West. It 
is claimed that it has a depth of 125 feet. An attempt has been made 
to take up all that land by entries of persons living in the city of New 
York. Those entries have been held in suspense for a number of years, 
but now patents to the extent of some 2,000 acres have been issued, 
leaving perhaps in that whole body ten or twelve thousand acres which 
are yet to be entered, or in regard to which the entries are questiona- 
ble—where it is believed they are not bona fide. Under the authority 
of the House the Committee on Public Lands has made some inquiry 
into that subject. We had before us a witness who made a long detail 
of the facts in regard to a combination formed in New York for the 
purpose of entering the whole of that great body of coal lands in the 
Territory of Wyoming. It is for this reason we present this proposi- 
tion to suspend for the time being the mineral-land law. As gentle- 
men will remember, the House passed some time ago a bill to reserve 
those lands from monopoly—to retain over them in some degree the 
control of the Government. 

I should add further, as perhaps the strongest argument in favor of 
the passage of this bill, that during the past winter and spring it was 
found that the public lands in the five land States of the South were 
being entered upon with startling rapidity. Gentlemen from three of 
those States asked Congress to pass a resolution suspending, as to those 
States, the operation of the laws authorizing the entry of those lands, 
except the homestead law. ‘Chat was done. Immediately the specu- 
lators turned their attention toward the other two States, in conse- 
quence of which a joint resolution was introduced in the Senate amend- 
ing the first resqlution so that it would apply to all of the five land 

' States of the South, suspending during the present Congress or until 
this legislation shall be perfected the right of entry on the lands in 
those States except under the homestead law. Gentlemen can see the 
effect of this. The large field of speculation in the Southern States 
being thus closed, the attention of the land tors is directed to- 
ward the lands in the West and Northwest. Perhaps nostronger argu- 
ment in favor of the passage of this bill can be presented than that those 
five States of the South have thought it prudent that their lands should 
be thus reserved for actual settlers. The eyes of the land speculators 
have for this reason been turned to the West, especially to your timber 
lands there. Gentlemen must remember that in the present state of 
the law timber lands in the Pacific States and Territories may be entered 
at $2.25 an acre; and we are informed that recently a land syndicate 
in Scotland, through their agent in California—in Humboldt County, 
I believe—entered 49,000 acres of that land, the entrymen receiving for 
the services they rendered sometimes $50 and sometimes $100. The 
persons who carried on the transaction for the Scotch syndicate, mak- 
ing the contracts in their behalf, are to receive several dollars an acre 
for the land, though, as the Commissioner of the General Land Office 
tells me, large portions of that Humboldt County land are worth from 
$100 to $200 an acre. 

I think in view of this statement gentlemen will see it is not a se- 
rious matter to anybody while it will be beneficial to thousands of 
people that these laws be suspended until Congress shall act on this gen- 
eral bill which has been carefully considered. 

As to the second section, the House is aware there is an irreconcila- 
ble difference between the House and the Senate as to the forfeiture of 
land grants. The Senate insists on forfeiting only such lands as re- 
main where no road has been constructed up to this time. Thatleaves 
about 5,000,000 acres of land. Some of it is valuable, but I can say a 
large part of it will not justify the construction of a road—that is, it 
is not of sufficient value to constructaroad. Still it will be something, 
and of course those lands could be saved. 

The House insists by its action, almost by a unanimous vote, only 4 
negative votes I believe, and the principle is a correct one, that all 
lands not earned in conformity with law shall be declared forfeited. 
The House seems to have taken this position, that when you make a 
grant of public lands to a corporation you have the right to hold them 
to a strict accountability to the terms of the grant, and when they do 
not observe the law the lands shall be forfeited. The substitute for 
the Senate bill covers nearly 55,000,000 acres of land. 

That is the state of the case. The Senate insist on their proposition 
and the House conferees insist on their proposition. 

I submit this provision, that matters be suspended where they are for 
the time-being until that difference between the House and the Senate 
can be reconciled if possible. The suspension continues only until 
that general legislation is accomplished or until the present Congress 
adjourns on the 4th dayof March next. It suspends the matter merely. 
It declares nothing done by railroad corporations hereafter shall change 
the status of matters; that the rights of the Government shall be here- 
after what they are now, and shall continue in the same condition until 
the 4th of March next. 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Illinois. I should like to ask the gentleman 
from Indiana a single question. ; 

Mr. HOLMAN. Certainly. 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Illinois. _ My question is, whether the gentle- 
man knows action on this bill will not interfere with the rights of per- 
sons who have made settlements upon the public lands of the United 
States under the law as it now exists? 


Mr. HOLMAN. Asamatter of fact they will be affected beneficially, 
as my friend will see, because it leaves the matters between the Gov- 
ernment and the railroads as they are. 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Illinois. I do not refer torailroadlands, but 
does it leave settlers upon the public lands under the present laws to 
go on and perfect their titles? 

Mr. HOLMAN, If the first section of the bill is subject to criticism 
on that score, let it be amended. 

_ Mr. HENDERSON, of Illinois. I have no objection if it docs not 
i with the rights of the settlers to go on and perfect their ti- 
es. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Iam willing there shall be added this provision, 
that nothing contained in this act shall interfere with the rights of 
persons who enter public lands to perfect their titles. 

r Mr. HERMANN. That will not embrace those who have made fil- 
ings? j 
Mr. HOLMAN. Formulate that amendment and I will accept it. 

Mr. HERMANN. Save and except all rights already accrued. That 
will embrace those persons to whom I have referred. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Iwill move, then, to add "subject to all rights 
heretofore accrued.” 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Illinois. Acquired. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Yes, ‘subject to all rights heretofore acquired.” 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Illinois. I suggest further whether it is not 
entirely competent for us to make some provision by which these for- 
eign syndicates shall not be permitted to enter upon the public lands? 

Mr. HOLMAN. That is the law now. It was the Jaw of last Con- 


gress, 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Illinois. When were these entries made? 

Mr. HOLMAN. Four or five years ago. Under the present Jaw no 
further alien entries of public lands can be made. 

Now, sir, I should be glad, if there is no objection, that the point 
of order suggested by the gentleman from Maine may be at once dis- 
posed of. While I still wish to retain the floor for a moment, I hope 
my friend from Maine will present his point of order. 

Mr. DINGLEY. The point of order, Mr. Speaker, was directed 
against the substitute for the first section, which it seems to me is not 
within the rule giving to this committee the right to report at any 
time; and if not within the ruleit can not be offered as an amendment 
to a privileged report by the committee. As I understand, the rule 
provides that the Committee on the Public Lands shall be permitted to 
report at any time— 

Bills for the forfeiture of land grantsto railroad and other corporations; bills 


preventing speculation in the public lands, and bills for the reservation of the 
publiclands for the benefit of actual and bona fide settlers. 


It seems to me that the substitute proposed is neither of these; and 
hence under the rulings of Mr. S er CARLISLE it can not be pro- 
posed as an amendment to a privileged bill. If the amendment is not 
privileged, of course it can not be offered or reported by the committee 
as a matter of privilege. 

I wish to say while on this point that I am not certain I have any 
objection to this amendment itself, if it could be properly considered 
by the House and examined into. It seems to me that an amendment 
of this character which is so broad in its scope should not be consid- 
ered without being printed and opportunity being given for an examina- 
tion. Here is.a measure which suspends all sm AN of public lands for 
a year—— 

Mr.. HOLMAN. Oh no; only until the 4th of March. 

Mr. DINGLEY. Well, until the 4th of March; and presenting as 
it does a matter of so much importance, it should at least be printed, 
so that members may have an opportunity of studying its effect and 
examining carefully what may result from its adoption. The point of 
order I make is that this is not within the rule, however, permitting 
this committee to report at any time, not being either one of the three 
features committed to the Public Lands Committee, and on which said 
committee is privileged under the rules to report at any time, 

Mr. HOLMAN, My friend makes the point of order, then, upon the 
substitute alone? 

Mr. DINGLEY. Yes, sir; entirely upon the substitute. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Does my friend think the original section is better 
than the substitute? 

Mr. DINGLEY. Ido not undertake to compare them. I do not 
speak of that. And I suggest that I would be entirely willing to with- 
draw the point of order if this could be printed and allowed to lie over 
for a day or so, so that the House could examine into its effect. It 
seems to me that to bring in a sweeping measnre and pass it, as pro- 
posed here, without much consideration, is entirely wrong. What its 
effect may be I am unable to say atthis time. Ithink the House should 
examine it; and if it can be laid over until to-morrow I am willing to 
withdraw the point of order. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I think that is a very reasonable and proper request, 
and I therefore ask unanimous consent that this matter may be recom- 
mitted to the committee and go over until to-morrow morning, with 
the understanding that it is to be printed in the RECORD. 

Mr. DINGLEY. Then I withdraw the point of order. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I now ask unanimous consent that this may be 
printed in the RECORD and go over until to-morrow, to come up im- 
mediately after the reading of the Journal. 
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The SPEAKER protempore. The gentleman asks that it be printed. Mr. MORROW. The resolution, as indicated, is foundedin partupon 


Mr. HOLMAN. I mean that the substitute be printed. 

Mr. STONE, of Kentucky. I will suggest that to-morrow is private 
bill day, and that this ought to go over until Saturday. i 

Mr. MCRAE. This is a privileged matter and can be called up at 
any time. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Then I ask unanimous consent that the substitute 
be printed and that the report be recommitted to the Committee on 
the Public Lands, so as to retain its privileged character, to be called 
up to-morrow or the next day. 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 

[The substitute is printed in the preceding part of to-day’s RECORD. ] 

THE CHINESE BILL. 


Mr. MORROW. Irise to a privileged question. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman will state it. 
Mr. MORROW. I send to the desk a resolution which I ask to have 


read. 

The Clerk read as foliows: 

Is THE HoUsE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 

-Whereas the House of Representatives did, on the 3d day of September, 1883, 
pass the bill H. R. 11336, entitled "A supplement to an act entitled ‘An act to ex- 
ecute certain treaty stipulations face nm to Chinese,’ approved the 6th day of 
May 1882,” which said bill was on the same reported to the Senate; 

That it appears from the RECORD that said bill the Senate on the 17th 
day of September, 1858, and on the 18th day of September, 1888, was reported 
to this House by Mr. KILGORE, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, as truly 
pepe whereupon the said bill was duly signed by the Speaker pro tempore 

the House; 

That thereafter and on the same day the said bill was reported to the Senate 
as having been so signed by the Speaker pro tempore of the House, whereupon 
it was duly signed by the President pro sapere of the Senate; 

That the said bill having then passed both Ho and having been duly en- 
rolled and ed by the presiding officers of both Houses, was ready for trans- 
mittal to the dent of the United States for his approval ; 

That it further a; that said bill was delivered to the Committee on En- 
rolled Bills of the House on the 19th of September, 1888, and is now in the pos- 
session of the acting chairman of said committee, Mr. KILGORE, for such trans- 
mittal to the President; 

That it is reported in the Washington Post of this morning that said bill is 
being withheld from the President by said Committee on Enrolled Bills; that 
such action of the committee is without authority of law: Therefore, 

Be it resolved by the House of Representatives of the United States, That said 
Committee on Enrolled Bills be directed to transmit said bill to the President 
of the United States forthwith and without further delay. 


Mr. MORROW. This resolution is founded in part upon an article 
in the Washington Post of this morning, which I send to the desk and 
ask to have read, 

Mr. MCMILLIN. How does this matter come before the House? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from California states 
that he rises to a question of privilege. 

Mr. McMILLIN. I reserve the point of order as to this being a 


matter of privil 
Mr. MORROW. I ask the Clerk to read the article from the Wash- 


ington Post which I send to the desk. 
‘Che Clerk read as follows: 


THE CHINESE BILL AGAIN—A NEW POINT OF PARLIAMENTARY LAW RAISED 
YESTERDAY—AN EFFORT TO RECALL THE BILL—A PROBABILITY THAT IT MAY 
BS SUCCESSFUL—THE LIBRARY APPROPRIATION FURTHER DISCUSSED—OTHER 
CONGRESSIONAL NEWS. 


Ordinary people thought that when the Chinese exclusion bill was passed it 
was , but that was a mistake. Senator BLAIR’s motion to reconsider 
held it back for another week. The disposition of Senator BLAIR'S motion was 
regurded, even by parliamentarians, as the removal of the last bond that tied 
the bill to Congress and kept it back fromthe President. Butthose who thought 
so were only tyros in parliamentary law. Senator Epmcnps showed the world 
yesterday that Congress had still a hold on the bill when he reported from the 
Committee on Foreign Relations the following order : 

“ Ordered, That the President of the Senate be directed to withhold the trans- 
mission to the House of Representatives of the act (House bill) to prohibit the 
ne of Chinese laborers to the United States until the further direction of 

e ate.” 

He asked for its immediate consideration, but Mr. TELLER objected, and the 
order went over till to-day. 

What will happen soar depends on circumstances. Possib! 
muUNps's order may prevail, but it can not do so without the consent and co-op- 
reine of several officers of ga ae Senate, z 

ias already passed out o: ê Senate's a t had already pas: 
out of the Senate’s possession when Senator EDMUNDS reported his order. Hav- 
ing passed out of the Senate’s possession, it is out of the Senate’s jurisdiction, 
and only hy agpantin can Senator Epmunps’s order become effective. At 12.45 
yesterday Mr. Otis, clerk of the Senate Committee on Enrolled Bills, delivered 
the bill in the acting chair- 
man of the House Committee on Enrolled Bills. Such is the course always pur- 
sued in regard to bills which originate in the House, Senator LYGALLs's signa- 
ture as Presiding Officer of the Senate was appended to the bill at 5 o'clock on 
Tuesday, the Speaker of the House's signature having already been put to it, 

Whatever Senator EDMUNDS or the entire Senate might do, tative 
KILGORE, in his capacity as acting chairman of the House Committee on En- 
rolled Bills, a. send the parchmentto the President at any time, He might 
have sent it to the White House yesterday, for the Senate has no authority over 
him. The House might enjoin him, as Senator Epmunps is seeking to enjoin 
his committee, but with regard to him the Senate is powerless. However, Mr. 
K1.core is going to be accommodating. He will hold back the bill until the 
Senate acts on Mr. EDMUNDS’S motion, and if the Senate wants to have the bill 
back he will give it to them—that is to say, unless the House should in the mean 
time step in and order him to deliver the bill to the President instead of return- 
ing it to the Senate. The House has certainly that power if the Senate has the 
power which Senator Epmunps’s order assumes. The opinion seems to prevail 
that this Chinese exclusion bill should not become a law in the face of the fact 


uestion, duly signed, to Representative 


that it flies in the face of the treaty now pending between the United States and 


the statement contained in thatarticle, that the acting chairman of the 
Committee on Enrolled Bills of the House is withholding this bill from 
the President, notwithstanding it has passed through all the various 
stages of legislation and is now ready for delivery to the Executive for 
his signature. 

Mr. McMILLIN. 
the House. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. It came up as a question of privilege. 

Mr. MCMILLIN. I reserve all points of order. 

boise SPEAKER pro lempore. Does the gentleman make the point of 
order ? 

Mr. MCMILLIN. I reserve all points of order. I will now make 
this point of order, that the resolution and statement accompanying it 
offered by the gentleman from California, which have been read from 
the Clerk’s desk, do not constitute a question of privilege. There is 
no allegation of delay that is undue, unreasonable, or that is unusual; 
and as a matter of fact the delay in reference to bills is frequently 
much greater than it has been on this one. No wrong is imputed to 
the committee or to the gentleman from Texas. It does not present a 
question of privilege, and as such can not come before the House. 

The foundations for the chargeare rather against the Senate than the 
House, as the principal delay in passing the bill has been there. The 
rules provide no time within which a bill shall be transmitted from the 
Committee on Enrolled Bills to the executive department of the Gov- 
ernment, nor is there a law that has been infringed that requires this 
action to be taken within a specified time. 

Mr. MORROW. In reply to the gentleman—— . 

Mr. HERBERT. Mr. Speaker, let me state an additional ground of 
objeetion besides the point of order made by the gentleman from Ten- 
nessee [Mr. MCMILLIN]. Even if this isa matter of privilege, thestate- 
ments here are simply ex parle statements of a newspaper. Thereisno 
way to verify what is said. The newspaper itself simply gives it as a 
matter of current rumor. There is no way of vouching for thesestate- 
ments upon which the House is expected to act, and this statement it- 
self, as the gentleman from Tennessee says, simply goes on to state, but 
does not show, that there has been any unreasonable delay. My ad- 
ditional point, however, is that there are no facts presented as a ques- 
tion of privilege to the House out of which any question of privilege 
could arise. 

Mr. MORROW. In reply to both the gentleman from Tennessee 
[Mr. MCMILLIN] and the gentleman from Alabama [Mr. HERBERT], 
who have addressed the House on the point of order, I desire to say 
that this resolution is presented under Rule IX of the rules of the 
House of Representatives, which provides: 

peor of privilege shall be, first, those affecting the rights of the Houso 
collectively, its safety, dignity, and the integrity of its proceedings. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, this bill (H. R. 11336) was introduced in the House 
on Monday, September 3, by Mr. Scott, of Pennsylvania. It passed the 
House on that day. The privilege of introducing it was obtained by 
unanimous consent. There was no objection made to the bill, and it 
passed after only a few minutes’ debate. On the same day the bill was 
delivered to the Senate. I have referred to pages 9045 and 9044 of the 
CONGRESSIONAL RECORD concerning the introduction of the billin the 
House. On page 9064 I find that the bill on that day was delivered to ~ 
the Senate. This is the record: Bill (H. R. 11336) a supplement to 
an act entitled ‘‘An act to execute certain treaty stipulations relating to 
Chinese,’’ approved the 6th day of May, 1882. 

The next record we have of this bill is on page 9215 of the RECORD, 
from which we learn that the bill passed the Senate on September 7 on 
a vote of yeas 37, noes 3; but a motion to reconsider was-at once inter- 

The next we find of this bill is on page 9527, where the motion 
to reconsider was voted upon, resulting in ayes 20, noes 21. 

The bill was thereupon reported to the House, and Mr. KILGORE, 
from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, on September 18, ‘‘reported that 
they had examined and found truly enrolled bills and joint resolutions 
of the following titles; when the Speaker pro tempore signed the same;’’ 
and in the list is to be found the bill (H. R. 11336) a supplement to 
an act entitled “‘An act to execute certain treaty stipulations relating 
to Chinese,” approved the 6th day of May, 1882, delivered to the Sen- 
ate by Mr. Towles. 

On the same day we find this bill was reported to the Senate as hay- 
ing been enrolled and ready for the signature of the President, and it 
appears that the President did sign the bill. 

Mr. DINGLEY. ‘The President of the Senate. 

Mr. MORROW. Yes, the President pro tempore of the Senate. We 
find on September 18 it was signed. It then had the signature of 
the Speaker pro tempore of the House and the President pro tempore of 
the Senate. All that was necessary after that bill had been thus signed 
was for the Committee on Enrolled Bills to return it to the House for 
transmittal to the President of the United States. 

Now, thé only information contained in the preamble of this resolu- 
tion that is not contained in the record of the House and Senate pro- 
ceedings is the statement that the bill is withheld by the acting chair- 
man of the Committee on Enrolled-Bills. As to that I can say thatL 
spoke to the acting chairman of that committee yesterday, and he în- 
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formed me that he had that bill; I applied to him to-day, and he in- 
formed me he still has the bill. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, I think, so far as the point of order is concerned, 
that with reference to the evidence upon which the facts are presented 
it may be found in the official record of the proceedings of the House, 
and I claim that upon the facts therein contained the resolution is 
sufficiently founded. If the bill has gone to the President, that fact 
can be stated by the Committee on Enrolled Bills, and that will dis- 
pose of this resolution. 

With reference to the delay, or with reference to the fact that this 
may be a violation of the rules of the House, it makes no difference 
whether the bill is withheld one day or three months. If it is with- 
held at all that constitutes an offense against this House, because if 
the committee have a right to withhold it for any time they have a 
right to withhold it indefinitely, and the action of the House may thus 
be defeated by one of its committees. 

The presumption must of course be that the officers of this House 
perform their duties according to law faithfully and promptly. There- 
fore if this bill was deliv: to the Committee on Enrolled Bills the 
day hefore yesterday, signed by all the officers required by law to sign 
it, and was duly enrolled and signed and ready for delivery to the 
President of the United States, I submit that the rules of law and the 
rules of this House have been violated, because the rules require—not 
perhaps the express language of any rule, but our unwritten rules re- 
quire that bills shall be delivered promptly to the President after they 
shall have gone through the various steps of action by Congress that I 
haveindicated. __ 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. Will the gentleman please 
turn to the rule of law which in hisjudgment has been violated? Will 
he have it read at the Clerk’s desk so that we may know its provis- 
ions? 

Mr. MORROW. There is no written rule upon the subject as I un- 
derstand, no written rule requiring the committee to transmit bills to 
the President at any given time; but I submit to the gentleman from 
Kentucky, who is an exceedingly good lawyer, that one of the rules or 
law, and one of the presumptions of law is that an officer charged with 
a duty will perform that duty faithfully and promptly; and with ref- 
erence to the delivery to the President of the United States of a bill 
which has been passed by both Houses of Congress, one of the most 
important presumptions of duty that can exist is that that delivery 
will be made promptly. 

Mr, BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. My question was simply for 
information. If this is a question of privilege for the reason that some 
rule of the House has been violated or because there has been a dere- 
liction of duty under some law, then I ask the gentleman to have that 
law or rule read for the information of myself and other members of 
the House so that we may know what its terms are. 

Mr. MORROW. Rule IX provides that questions of privilege shall 
be, first, those affecting the rights of the House collectively, its safety, 
dignity, and the integrity of its proceedings—— : 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. ‘That, however, is not a rule; 
it is merely a description of what a question of privilege is. As I 
understand the gentleman from California [Mr. Morrow], he thinks 
there has been a rule violated by some one, either the Committee on 
Enrolled Bills or itschairman. Itseems clear, however, that the chair- 
man does not violate a rule by failing to do something which it is the 
duty of his committee to do; and if there is any violation it is by the 
committee. However, I understood the gentleman from California to 
say that there was some rule or some law which had been violated in 
this case, and I simply asked that he should have read for the informa- 
tion of the House the rule of law which in his judgment has been vio- 


lated. 

Mr. MORROW. Iunderstood the gentleman’s question. As Ihave 
said, there is no written rule requiring that the Committee on Enrolled 
Bills shall deliver a bill to the President within any specified time, 
but—— 

Mr. McMILLIN. The gentleman admits that he knows of no rule 
that has been violated. 

Mr. MORROW. No written rule. 

Mr. McMILLIN. Now, what law has been violated? 

Mr. MORROW. The law which requires the prompt and orderly 
proceeding of the House for its own protection. 

Mr. BRECKIN RIDGE, of Kentucky. Will the gentleman be kind 
enough to have that law sent to the Clerk’s desk to be read for the in- 
formation of the House? 

Mr. MORROW. Of course, if the gentleman from Kentucky insists 
that every proceeding in this House shall be tested by a written rule, 
there will be many cases where we shall be unable to bring an offense 
against the integrity of our proceedings within any specific rule, al- 
though it may be such an offense as will not only impede but destroy 
the prompt and orderly proceeding of the House. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. I take for granted that the 
gentleman from California has examined this question carefully before 
undertaking to arraign at the bar of the House and of public opinion 
one of his colleagues on this floor in his official capacity, and my point 


was to get the gentleman to furnish the House the information which 
he presumably has himself as to the rule of the House or the rule of 
law which in his judgment has been violated. 

Mr. MORROW. he resolution recites the proceedings in this House 
from the introduction of the bill down tothe present time. From that 
recital it appears that a bill which has passed both Houses of Congress 
and has been signed by the proper officers of both Houses, has not been 
sent to the President of the United States. Now, I sayif a committee 
of this House may withhold a bill at all, it may withhold it for three 
months, or indefinitely. 

Mr. MCMILLIN. Will wy friend from California permit me to ask 
(for when he undertakes to smirch any of his fellow-members on this 
floor he ought at least to have law on bis side) that he point out the 
rule or the law which fixes any particular time within which bills 
which have been signed by the presiding officers of the two Houses 
shall be transmitted to the President? 

Mr. MORROW. I have told the gentleman already that there is no 
written rule or law; but there is the unwritten law which governs the 
parliamentary proceedings of a body of this character. 

Mr. MCMILLIN. The gentleman admits, then, that there has been 
no violation of any rule or any law; that the trouble is in his mind, 
and the foundation for it has not existed twenty-four hours. That is 
the fact which I wanted to get before the House; and upon that I am 
ready to rest the case. 

Mr. OATES. The resolution itself states that the bill did not come 
into the possession of the chairman of the Committee on Enrolled Bills 
until yesterday. . . 

Mr. McMILLIN. The statement made by the gentleman himself 
shows that this bill has not been for twenty-four hours in the custody 
of any one whose duty he claims it was to carry it to the White House. 
I have never seen such precipitancy, such anxiety to do something, as 
the gentleman exhibits, and so little foundation for such great com- 
plaint. 

Mr. MORROW. Well, I desire to say that, representing a constit- 
uency interested in this question, I have the right on this floor to in- 
sist that the bills which pass this House shall receive proper consider- 
ation and proceed in a prompt and orderly way through the various 
stages until submitted to the President for his sanction. 

Mr. MCMILLIN. ‘The gentlemanis exercising now a right toarraign 
a fellow-member—for home consumption. That is all there is in it. 

A MEMBER. What is the arraignment? 

Mr. MCMILLIN. You pretend to arraign him for a violation of the 
rules of the House, and yet admit that no rule has been violated; you 
pretend to arraign him for a violation of law, and admit that no law 
has been violat While doing this, you say that you represent your 
constituency; and we must assume that you are simply talking for 
home consumption. [Applause. ] 

Mr. ROWELL. Was this bill introduced ‘‘ for home consumption ?’’ 

Mr. McMILLIN. I was here co-operating in the effort to impose 
proper restrictions on Chinese immigration long before the gentleman 
from California [Mr. Morrow] or the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. 
ROWELL] was thought of as a member of Congress. [Applause. ] 

Mr. MCKENNA. Why were you in such a hurry the other day to 
pass this bill, and why are you not in a hurry to-day to have it trans- 
mitted to the President? [Applause on the Republican side.] Why 
hasten the passage of the bill, and then delay sending it to the Presi- 
dent? Is that ‘‘ for home consumption ?’’ 

Mr. McMILLIN. I will state to my friend from California that I 
have at all times been ‘‘in a hurry ” to try to put proper restrictions 
on the immigration of the Chinese—— 

Mr. McKENNA. Keep it up, old fellow. [Laughter.] 

Mr. MCMILLIN. Butthere isno power on earth, not even the loved 
ones leit behind, that can cause me to do any such act as this toward 
a colleague ‘‘ for home consumption.” 

Mr. MCKENNA. You will be one of ‘‘ the loved ones left behind ”’ 
next November. [Laughter. ] ; 

Mr. McMILLIN. Ah, my friend, I am willing to leave that to my 
constituents. 

Mr. BAKER, of New York. I desire to raise the question—— 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair would like to hear from gen- 
tlemen on the point of order. é 

Mr. MCMILLIN. Well, as I made the point of order, I will state 
this fact in support of it—— 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. 
floor on the point of order. 

Mr. MORROW. [had not surrendered the floor, I desire now to 
yield some time to the gentleman from New York [Mr. BAKER]. How 
much time does he desire ? 

Mr. BAKER, of New York. Five minutes. 

Mr. MORROW. I yield five minutes to the gentleman from New 
York. 

Mr. BAKER, of New York. With regard to the question raised by 
the gentleman from Tennessee—— 

Mr. McMILLIN. I did not desire to cut off the gentleman from 
California; but I submit that wken he is addressing the Chair on a 
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question of this character—a point of order—he can not yield his time 
to anybody. The Chair controls debate on those questions. 

Mr. MORROW. We are discussing the point of order. 

; a McMILLIN. Well, on the point of order you have no time to 
ield. 

3 The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair has control of the time ona 

point of order. 

Mr. MCMILLIN. The gentleman is ‘off’? on his points of order, 
as on his other questions, all along the line, 

Mr. Speaker, sufficient has been disclosed by the gentleman’s’ con- 
fession to show every officer of this House guiltless of any impropriety 
in this matter. He admits substantially—and I submit this as perti- 
nent to the point of order—that no question of privilege has been pre- 
sented here. He admits that no law has been violated, that no rule 
has been transgressed, that this bill was not ready for transmission 
until within the last twenty-four hours; and I submit that to under- 
take the smirching of officers and the questioning of men’s motives 
upon such a state of facts is an unheard-of proceeding. I resist any 
temptation to characterize the motive which may be the foundation of it. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair now recognizes the gentle- 
man from California on the point of order. 

Mr. MORROW. I had desired to yield some time to the gentleman 
from New York [Mr. BAKER]. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. 
man from New York. 

Mr. BAKER, of New York. Mr. Speaker, the gentleman from Ten- 
nessee made the point of order that no rule or law has been violated in 
withholding this bill; that there is no rule or law requiring its trans- 
mission. I desire to call his attention and the attention of the House 
to the provision contained in section 7 of Article I of the Constitution, 
where it is provided that every bill after it has passed both Houses 
shall be submitted to the President for his approval or disapproval. 
In the contemplation of that provision of the Constitution, a bill, when 
it has passed both Houses, should be immediately transmitted to the 
President. 

Mr. SPINOLA. Is that the language of the Constitution ? 

Mr. BAKER, of New York. That is the substance of it. 

Mr. WARNER. Allow me tosuggest to my friend from New York 
whether in construing statutes we do not frequently take into consider- 
ation the urgent necessity of the measure—— 

Mr. BAKER, of New York. Most assuredly. 

Mr. WARNER. And therefore, in regard to acts of Congress, it is 
reasonable to infer that in accordance with the Constitution they should 
be immediately transmitted to the President. 

Mr. BAKER, of New York. Certainly. 

Mr. MCMILLIN. Does any law so provide? 

Mr. WARNER. Pardonmeamomentfurther. Taking the circum- 
stances connected with the action of this law-making body in regard to 

. the passage of this bill, its introduction by a gentleman not a member 
of the Committee on Foreign Affairs, and its passage by unanimous 
consent, without consideration by that committee, is there not implied 
some great necessity for the immediate passage of this bill? Now, why 
should gentlemen object to a proposition which looks to itsspeedy trans- 
mission to the President? 

Mr. BAKER, of New York. I desire simply to suggest that on this 
matter the Constitution ought to have some weight—— 

Mr. MCKENNA. I wish to be heard on the point of order. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. If the gentleman from New 
York [Mr. BAKER] does not object, I would like to ask him a question, 
as he seems to have examined this matter. Has there been in the par- 
liamentary history of this House any rule or law as to the modein which 
bills should be presented to the President in pursuance of the consti- 
tutional requirement? I take it for granted the gentleman from Cali- 
fornia, in the absence of some provision of that kind, would not bring 
in a resolution like this, 

Mr. BAKER, of NewYork. I presume the Constitution should have 
some weight. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. Iam not disposed to take 
advantage of the point of order to discuss the political issue which my 
friend from Missouri [Mr. WARNER] has undertaken to inject into this 
debate. 

‘Mr. WARNER. If the gentleman from Kentucky will pardon me, 
I suggest that we tie this bill and the retaliation bill together-—— 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. That suggestion is not rele- 
vant—I will not use the legal word ‘‘impertinent,’’ butit is not relevant 
to this discussion. The question which I desire to put to the gentleman 
from California and the gentleman from New York is whether there 
has eyer been any legislative declaration by rule or law as to the mode 
in which the constitutional provision regarding the presentation of 
bills to the President should be executed. Ifso, what has it been? 

Mr. BAKER, of New York. The Constitution is explicit; and I sub- 
mit that in conformity with it this bill should be transmitted to the 
President immediately. The Constitution is explicit in its direction. 

Mr. CRISP. The gentleman is mistaken when he says that the Con- 
stitution is explicit or uses the words ‘‘ immediately transmitted.” 

Mr. BAKER, of New York. But that is a fair inference, 
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Mr. McKENNA was recognized. 

Mr. CRISP. Ah! but that is not what the gentleman said. The 
gentleman undertook to quote the Constitution. 

Mr. BAKER, of New York. It does not say that he shall transmit 
it next week or in ten days. It says—— 

Mr. CRISP. But the gentleman when he undertakes to quote the 
Constitution of his country should do it properly. 

Mr. MCKENNA. Mr. Speaker, who has the floor ? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair has recognized the gentle- 
man from California. 

Mr. MCKENNA. Ishall assume, then, for the purpose of argument, 
that it is the duty of the Committee on Enrolled Bills to transmit a bill 
to the President whenit isina condition to be transmitted, and whether 
it must be done instantly or in one hour or in two days is not a ques- 
tion for the Speaker to determine as a question of privilege. As soon 
as it is ready for transmission it is the duty of the Committee on En- 
rolled Bills to transmit it; and whether it has been done within a rea- 
sonable time by that committee or whether it has been retained an un- 
reasonable time in its hands is not for the Speaker to decide, although 
that is a question possibly forthe House to consider in determining 
whether it will pass this resolution or not. The basis of this resolution 
is founded in the newspaper charge which alleges that the committee 
has been derelictin itsduty. Idonotsay thatithas been. Thisisnot 
the time to say that, ifever. Butthatis the allegation; and on the face 
of it it involves a charge against a committee of the House, in which the 
House is interested, and it presents a question, therefore, of the highest 
privilege for the immediate consideration of the House, namely, the ac- 
tion of its own committee. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. Will the gentleman permit 
me toask him this question? Why doesthe gentleman assume that itis 
the duty of the Committee on Enrolled Bills to deliver bills to the 
President? Since that is the foundation of the gentleman’s argument, 
why does he assume it? 

Mr. MCKENNA. Whose duty is it, then? 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. Iam notanswering questions, 
I am suggesting questions for the gentleman to answer. f 

Mr. PAYSON. I can answer the gentleman’s question. 

Mr. MCKENNA. Mr. Speaker, I will yield to the gentleman to 
answer. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. Why do you assume that it 
is the duty of the Committee on Enrolled Bills? 

Mr. MCKENNA. I will give the gentleman from Kentucky an an- 
swer if he will permit me. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. That is what I want. 

Mr. MCKENNA. I will say it looks to me—only characterizing it 
as my own opinion, and not characterizing the action or opinion of any- 
body else—it looks to me like trifling with the subject to say here that 
after the Senate and the House have passed a bill and provision is made 
that it shall be transmitted to the President to sign, that it is not the 
duty of the committee having charge of this matter to sce that it is 
promptly so transmitted. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. But that does not answer the 
question. I know that we have a Committee on Enrolled Bills. [ 
agree with the gentleman that it is a duty which somebody ought to 
perform. Now, why does the gentleman say that it is the duty of the 
Committee on Enrolled Bills? 

Mr. PAYSON. Mr. Speaker, I will answer for the gentleman from 
California. The answer is because itis the universal custom of the 
House, and has been such from time immemorial, from the time whereof 
the memory of man runneth not to the contrary. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. Is that a correct statement? 

Mr. PAYSON. It is a correct statement, and the only exception is 
when, in individual cases some member may feel a personal interest in 
an individual bill, and by the courtesy of the Committee on Enrolled 
Bills he may be intrusted with it and take it himself to the President 
for his signature. But it has been the invariable custom, itis the com- 
mon Jaw of the House in the transmission of bills to the President of 
the United States, and the only exception is as I have indicated. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. Has the gentleman ever 
served as a member of the Committee on Enrolled Bills, since he vol- 
unteers this opinion ? ; 

Mr. MCKENNA. Now, Mr. Speaker—— 

Mr. PAYSON. The gentleman from Kentucky wants information. 
Let us give it to him. The billis detained, without doubt, because the 
President of the United States wants more than the constitutional ten 
days. The unwarranted delay and tardiness now on the other side is 
a fitting sequel to the haste attending the presentation of the bill. This 
is a continuation of the performance begun by the gentleman from 
Pennsylvania [Mr. Scone) ts attempt in a demagogical way to make 
some capital for himself and his party. Everybody knows it. Now 
let the country and the House know just what it is and why itis. It 
is a `‘ performance ” from first to last, and let the House and the coun- 
try understand it. [Applause on the Republican side. ] 

Mr. MCKENNA. I believe I have the floor. 

ost SPEAKER protempore. The gentleman from Illinois is out of 
order. 
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Mr. PAYSON. Then I beg pardon of the House forit. [Laughter. ] 

Mr. SPRINGER. I hope the gentleman from California will not in- 
terrupt my colleague, who does not speak often. 

Mr. McKENNA. I believe I have the floor. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. The gentleman yielded the 
floor to the gentleman from Ilinois—— 

Mr. MCKENNA. Now, Mr. Speaker—— 


Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. Let me suggest-—— 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from California is en- 
titled to the floor. 

Mr. BRECKENRIDGE, of Kentucky. Iam addressing a suggestion 
to the gentleman from California. s 

Mr. MCKENNA. Very well. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. And it hardly seems to me it 
was due courtesy on the part of the gentleman from California to per- 
mit the gentleman from Ilinois, in answer to a question I put to the 

tleman from California, to be offensive and discourteous. 

Mr. McKENNA. I will say to the gentleman from Kentucky that 
I am not responsible for anything the gentleman from Illinois said. 

Mr. PAYSON. No, sir; the “gentleman from Illinois ™ is responsi- 
ble for himself. 

Mr. McKENNA. If the gentleman from Kentucky desires a por- 
tion of my time to reply I will gladly yield it to him. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. I wish to put on record the 
statement that the interruption of the gentleman from Illinois was 
wholly voluntary; that in using the word ‘‘demagogical’’ he was un- 
doubtedly both gratuitous and false, and that the discourteous and 
offensive manner of the gentleman, in his appeal to the galleries, was 
absolutely uncalled for and was evidence that he himself was guilty of 
whet he was charging upon an absent member of the House—that is, 
guilty of an evident piece of miserable demagogy. [Laughter and 
applause. ] 

Mr. ROWELL. The gentleman from Tennessee was the first one to 
talk about demagoging in this case. 

Mr. BRECK IDGE, of Kentucky. Another eruption from Illi- 
nois., [Laughter.] 

Mr. MCMILLIN. I did not hear what the gentleman said. 

Mr. ROWELL. I say the gentleman from Tennessee was the first 
man who accused gentlemen on this side of acting in a demagogic 
manner, 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from California has the 
floor. 

Mr. MCKENNA. I am trying to retain the floor, but I can not. 
[Laughter. ] 

Now, Mr. Speaker, in insisting upon this resolution and in arguing 
against this point of order it is no part of my purpose to cast a single 
reflection upon any gentleman; but still, Mr. Speaker, when itis stated 
in the public press, and not denied, that a bill is being held for other 
purposes besides proper legislative purposes, I think we have a right to 
take izance of it. 

Mr. TIMOTHY J. CAMPBELL. Senator EDMUNDS has beeu the 
cause of all this trouble. [Laughter.] 

Mr. McKENNA. In fairness to the chairman of the Committee on 
Enrolled Bills I should say that my colleague [Mr. Morrow] and my- 
self went to him this morning and told him that Senator EDMUNDS had 
withdrawn his resolution, or it had been put upon the table, and Mr. 
Morrow asked him to transmit the bill to the President of the United 
States, and he said he would do his duty in that regard. [Applause on 
the Democratic side.] That may or may not be an evasive answer. 
Lest it might be an evasive answer, and to prevent its being an evasive 
answer, we have introduced this resolution; and I submit to you, Mr. 
Speaker-— 

Pr. McMILLIN. After he had told you he would do his duty! 
When it had been signed. 

Mr. MCKENNA. I expected you to ask that question, and you know 
it is very easy to say ‘I will do my duty;’’? which looks as if it were 
going to be executed, and yet it may not be done. 

Mr. MCMILLIN. That is a nice implication on a member of this 
House! Our method in my State is to do duty within the time that 
duty requires. 

Mr. MCKENNA. Without being as familiar with the amenities be- 
tween gentlemen in Tennessee as I am in California, I will say if the 
gentleman will come out there we will give him as good evidence ot 
nice and delicate sentiment as ever he came across in his life. We think 
we have the right to have this bill transmitted; that it ought not to be 
held here after it is ready to be transmitted to the President. We think 
it does present a question of privilege, and of the highest privilege; and 
as to the fact of the length of time, to repeat myself, that is a question 
of fact for the consideration of the House. 

Mr. McMILLIN. Will my friend from California extend the court- 
esy of allowing me to make an explanation? 

Mr. MCKENNA. Yes, sir; if you have any explanation to make. 

Mr. McMILLIN. I desire to say that I have found my friend from 
California uniformly courteous, and if, in the heat of debate, I have 
gaid an that implied differently I would be sorry for it. 

Mr. McKENNA. I accept the apology. 


Mr. McMILLIN. What I want to ask the gentleman is, in view of 
the fact that this is in a certain measure a criticism of an officer of the 
House and one of its members, whether he does not know the fact that 
yesterday afternoon we had a roll-call when there was no quorum, and 
that members here would hardly feel it to be their duty to leave dur- 
ing that call? They would be compelled to remain here or leave the 
House without a quorum, 

Mr. MORROW. We adjourned at half past 2. 

Mr. MCKENNA. Idonotthink this has anything to do with the fact 
there was noquorum, Mr. Speaker, I certainly think it is the duty of 
the committee to transmit the bill, and in view of the fact that Congress 
may adjourn at any moment, I think as this House passed this bill, as 
the gentleman from Kentucky [Mr. BRECKINRIDGE] implies, in 
faith, and not for demagogic reasons, it is the duty of the committee 
to transmit it to the President so that he will have time enough to 
sign it and it may become law, or of sending it back with his reasons 
for not doing so. 

Mr. CRISP. Mr. Speaker, I would like your attention fora few mo- 
ments, because this is a question of some importance as a matter of 
practice. This is a resolution to instruct the Committee on Enrolled 
Bills to present a particular bill to the President. 

The gentlemen say that it is the duty of that committee to present 
to the President bills which have passed and been duly enrolled and 
signed by the presiding officers of the respective Houses, and that there- 
fore this resolution instructing that committee so to do is a privileged 
resolution. The gentleman from California who presents this resolu- 
tion does not charge that the Committee on Enrolled Bills have failed 
in the discharge of their duty. He quotes from a newspaper some- 
thing as being ‘‘reported.’? The paper gives no one as authority for 
the statement, as I caught it from the hurried reading, but adds that 
it was in the power of Mr. KILGORE, on that committee, to hold this 
bill for some time. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, it can not be conceived to be a matter of privi- 
lege to instruct any committee of the House under such circumstances 
todo any act. Ido not wish to be understood as saying that it is not 
within the power of the House to instruct them, but it is not a matter 
of privilege. If they are to be instructed in the matter, it must be done 
upon the statement of some member of the House that the committce 
have failed to do what they ought to do. 

Mr. MORROW. ` Will the gentleman permit a question? 

Mr. CRISP. Certainly. 

Mr. MORROW. If it should appear upon investigation, or from any 
proper report of a member of this House, that a bill was being retained 
unreasonably, would not that be such a case as would come under that 
provision of Rule IX which relates to the integrity of the proceedings 
of the House? =~ 

Mr. CRISP. I am not prepared to say that it would come under 
that rule; but Iam prepared to say that it would be in the power of 
tho House to order the bill to be transmitted to the President either 
by the Committee on Enrolled Bills or the Clerk, 

Mr. REED. Why not as a question of privilege? - 

Mr. CRISP. Because it is not defined as one of the questions of 


privilege. ž 

Mr. REED. Is it nota part of the integrity of the proceedings of 
the House? Does it not concern the honor and the dignity of the 
House? 


Mr. CRISP. Clearly not, I think, unless, as I have suid, some gen- 
tleman should state in his place here that the proper and ordinary 
course of proceeding had been violated. 

Mr. REED. That is addressed not to the question of privilege, but 
to the question of how the House shall act uponit. Whether the evi- 
dence is sufficient is one thing; whether this is a question of privilege 
is another. 

Mr. CRISP. Mr. Speaker, if you accept the statement of the g:n- 
tleman from Maine, it follows that on every occasion when the Speaker 
lays before the House an enrolled bill and signs it, it shall then be in 
order for a member to rise on the floor and move that the bili be at 
once transmitted to the President. Would that be the ordinary course 
of business in the House? Is it any violation of privilege to avoid 
that rule when, in fact, in the whole history of the Government it has 
never been done? For, so far as I know, there has never been an ex- 
ample of that sort. 

Mr. REED. There has never before been a blunder such as this. 

Mr. CRISP. Why, Mr. Speaker, coming to the merits of the ques- 
tion, perhaps the gentleman from Maine does not know that this bill 
only reached the gentleman from Texas [Mr. KILGORE] on yesterday. 
I assume that the gentleman from Maine did not know that fact, or he 
would not have been guilty of the injustice of making the statement 
that has just fallen from him. ri 

Mr. REED. Oh, I did not refer to that blunder. I referred to the 
blunder of introducing the bill and runningitthrough here. [Laughter 
on the Republican side. ] 

Mr. CRISP. ‘ I beg the gentleman’s pardon, 

Mr. REED. But you have made so many blunders over there that 
I do not wonder you were in doubt as to which one I referred to. 
(Laughter. ] 
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Mr. CRISP. Ishall not wander off into that question at this time. 
But, Mr. Speaker, no member rises here and says that the Committee 
on Enro! Bills have failed to do what they ought to have done. No 
member rises and says, by his own statement of fact, or even as a mat- 
terof rumor, that they have failed to do anything which they ought 
to have done. And yet, sir, a new practice is proposed to be intro- 
duced here for the first time. Within less than twenty-four hours 
after the receipt of a bill by the Committee on Enrolled Bills this reso- 
lution is introduced, and the framer of the resolution, seeking to make 
a question of privilege, quotes his ‘‘whereases”’ from a newspaper 
article, and does not take the personal responsibility of making the 
statement himself. 

Mr. MORROW. Let me correct the gentleman. The statement in 
the ‘‘whereas”’ is taken from the record of the official proceedings of 
the two Houses. In my remarks I had read an article from the Wash- 
ington Post, but that is not contained in the ‘‘ whereas.’’ 

Mr. CRISP. Further, Mr. Speaker, to show the impropriety of this 
course, the gentleman recites in his resolution the action of the Senate, 
Whether he does that for the purpose of condemning his Republican 
friends who delayed the bill in the Senate I do not know; bub, how- 
ever that may be, he recites the proceedings of the Senate which show 
that the bill only came to the House Committee on Enrolled Bills yes- 
terday. Now, if itis to be understood that this is a question of privi- 
lege, then the rule will be established that whenever the presiding 
officer lays before the House a bill as duly enrolled, and signs it, any 
gentleman may rise upon the floor and, as a matterof privilege, imme- 
diately move that that bill be transmitted to the President. 

That is the ruling which you are asked to make. I submit, Mr. 
Speaker, that there is nothing in this case to even suggest the propriety 
of such a ruling, as there is nothing in the rules to authorize any pro- 
ceeding of this sort. My idea is that whenever a member rises and 
states on his own responsibility that the orderly course of the trans- 
mission of bills from this House to the President of the United States 
has been interrupted or has not been carried out, then he has the right 
to ask an order of the House that the usual course be observed. But 
he must state or show in some satisfactory way that the orderly rule 
or custom of the House is not being observed. In this case nothing 
whatever of that sort appears, and I think it would be both PERG 
venient and improper to hold, under the circumstances, that this reso- 
lution was a privil: one. 

Mr. HERBERT. Mr. Speaker, a point of order made upon a reso- 
lution like this is in the nature of a demurrer to the legal sufficiency of 
the resolution. Unless that resolution states in an orderly legal man- 
ner facts out of which a question of privilege necessarily arises, then 
the Chair must sustain the point madeagainstit. Now, what are these 
statements? The resolution goes on to aver under a whereas several 
occurrences, and then says this bill came into the possession of the 
chairman of the Committee on Enrolled Bills yesterday. If now it 
had gone further and said, ‘‘ Whereas the chairman has failed, does fail, 
and refuses to carry that bill to the President,’’ that would have been 
an allegation which would perhaps have raised a question of privilege. 
But the resolution does not state at all that the chairman of the com- 
mittee has refused to carry the bill to the President or that he fails in 
any duty whatever. It simply states that it is reported in the Wash- 
ington Post that he does not intend todoit. Asalawyer, Mr. Speaker, 
I submit to you the question whether such an allegation is good in law. 
It is an averment not that a fact exists, but that a newspaper reports 
that it exists. The resolution does not even aver that the newspaper 
states it is true. The averment is simply that the newspaper gives it 
asareport. Now, it is very certain that in order to make this a ques- 
tion of privilege the resolution ought to charge in plain language a 
willful failure of duty. If there were such an allegation, this would 
be a question of privilege; but the resolution simply avers that there 
is a report in a newspaper or somewhere else that Mr. KILGORE fails or 
refuses to perform his duty, and that is no sufficient allegation at all. 

Mr. REED. There isa statement made by a member that he has 
not performed his duty. 

Mr. HERBERT. When we come to statements made by a member 
we take them to be true; but I submit that no imputation against the 
gentleman from Texas [ Mr. KILGORE] can arise— 

Mr. REED, Thisis nota question of ‘‘imputation;’’ it isa question 
of having the business done. 

Mr. HERBERT, It is a question of having the business done in a 
manner affecting the integrity of the proceedings. Now, as I under- 
stood the gentleman from California Mtr. Morrow], he simply said 
that on yesterday morning he asked the gentleman from Texas—— 

A- MEMBER. This morning. 

Mr. MORROW. No; yesterday morning I asked him, and he told 
me he would send the bill to the President yesterday. The House ad- 
journed at half past two, which, it would seem, gave him the oppor- 
tunity to send it, but it was notsent. I asked him this morning about 
it and he told me—— 

Mr. HERBERT. That he still had it. ~ 

Mr. MORROW. That he still had the bill. 

Mr. HERBERT. That is the way I understood the statement of the 
gentleman from California. 


Mr. REED. There seems to be something more than rumor. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. Doyou argue that the bill has gone to the Presi- 
dent, notwithstanding that statement? 

Mr. HERBERT. No. Now let mecome tothe question. Does the 
statement of the gentleman from California which he makes on the 
floor when taken in connection with the resolution constitute this a 
question of privilege? I say clearly not. In the first place, the reso- 
lution must be judged by itself. It can not be supplemented by an 
oral statement. The resolution of itself, as I have shown, raises no 
question of privilege. What the gentleman from California says, even 
if incorporated in it, could not help the case. The gentleman from 
California says, and that is all he does say, that the gentleman from . 
Texas bas had the bill in his possession for twenty-four hours. It is 
perfectly clear that no inference of any intent against the dignity or 
safety of this House or the integrity of its proceedings can be drawn 
from this. Now, I wish to go astep farther. Thatcompletely disposes 
of the question of privilege so far as the resolution is concerned. We 
will suppose that, complying with what seems to be or may be a wish 
on the part of the Senate, the chairman of the Committee on Enrolled 
Bills has retained in his possession for one, two, three, or four days or 
any other reasonable time a bill to see what action the Senate would 
take on it. 

Mr. BOUTELLE, Has not the bill been already passed by the Sen- 
ate? 

Mr. HERBERT. Yes; it has been already passed by the Senate. 

Mr. RYAN. Is it within the jurisdiction of the Senate? 

Mr. HERBERT. If the gentleman will let me state my point I will 
proceed to do so. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. Certainly; I will not interrupt him if he does 
not wish it. 

Mr. HERBERT. I understand that Senator EDMUNDS, one of the 
best Jawyers in either branch of Congress, as well informed in reference 
to the rules pertaining to the conduct of business of both Houses as 
any other gentleman, has introduced a resolution—— 

Mr. REED. He has had that resolution laid on the table and pro- 
poses to take no further proceedings. 

Mr. HERBERT. I do not know about that. 

Mr. REED. That is the trouble. 
joe BOUTELLE. It has passed beyond the jurisdiction of the 

nate, 

Mr. HERBERT. Was that done to-day? 

Mr. ROGERS. In the last hour and a half. ` 

Mr. HERBERT. In the last hour and a half, or that is while we 
have been discussing thisquestion. Suppose Senator EDMUNDS intro- 
duced a resolution—— 

Mr. BOUTELLE. What was the resolution? 

Mr. HERBERT. I understand the effect of the resolution was that 
Congress should retain the bill in its possession. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. It makes a difference to know exactly what that 
resolution is as bearing on yous remarks. I do not think you under- 
stand what it is. 

Mr. SPINOLA. Here is the resolution. 

Mr. HERBERT. I will yield to the gentleman from New York so 
he may read it. 

Mr. SPINOLA. I will read the resolution adopted in the Senate on 
motion of Senator EDMUNDS. It is as follows: 

Ordered, That the President of the Senate be directed to withhold the trans- 
mission to the House of Representatives of the act (House bill 11336) entitled 

* An act to prohibit the coming of Chinese laborers to the United States” until 
the further direction of the Senate. 

Mr. REED. Yes. 

Mr. SPINOLA. That was laid over. 

Mr. REED. That isa direction to the officers of the Senate, and 
not a direction to the chairman of the Committee on Enrolled Bills of 
the House. 

Mr. SPINOLA. That was the direction. 

Mr. HERBERT. Ido not yield further. Without undertaki 
ay what they were, Senator EDMUNDS took steps to arrest that bi 


ngress. 

Mr. REED. Not here, but in the Senate—— 

Mr. HERBERT. To prevent it going to the President. Now, sir, 
if to await the result of such a proceeding, inaugurated in the Senate 
by a distinguished member of that body, the chairman of the Commit- 
tee on Enrolled Bills should delay a reasonable time to see whether or 
not the House would respond to the action of the Senate, would it be 
anything more than simply a courteous act? He certainly would 
not be guilty of an intentional violation of the law by so doing. He 
would not, by conduct of that sort, furnish ground for a resolution 
which proceeds upon the idea that he is guilty ef gross misconduct— 
that is it—that by his misconduct he is striking a blow at the integ- 
rity of the proceedings of the House. 

Mr. MILLIKEN rose 

Mr. HERBERT. I do not yield. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, this is not a question of privilege unless some- 
thing has been done or is being done which strikes at the integrity of 
the House. Would any member on the facts before the House, upon 
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- the statement in the resolution, this bill being in his hands only for 
twenty-four hours, would the gentleman from California say that the 
gentleman from Texas disregarded his duty to the extent of violating 
the integrity of the proceedings of this House? Would any gentleman 
dare to do it? á 

When he framed tho resolution the gentleman from California had 
that in his mind, but when he came to putting it down on paper he 
hesitated and dared not so state. He simply said in the resolution 
that a newspaper had published such a report. Whether the report 
was true ornot, the writer of the resolution would not take the respon- 
sibility of averring even in an unsworn resolution. That is all there is 
in that. And then twenty-four hours in the hands of the committee ! 
That is a short time. What is the average? Since this matter has 
been under consideration, I am informed that two hundred cases have 
been examined, and that the average time a bill is kept by the com- 
mittee is three days and over. If so, is not this resolution just alittle 
premature ? 

Mr. BOUTELLE. Why does the gentleman state that there is no 
allegation except a ‘‘newspaper statement” that this bill has not been 
properly forwarded, when the gentleman from California states that 
on two occasions the chairman of the committee told him it had not 
been carried to the President—two interviews twenty-four hours apart? 

Mr. HERBERT. Now, Mr. Speaker, to continue—— 

Mr. BOUTELLE. Have you any reason to believe that the Presi- 
dent has come here and got the bill himself? 

Mr. HERBERT. None in the world. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. Do you think he ought to have come for that 


purpose ? 
Mr. HERBERT, Wo, And, Mr, Speaker, that is the kind of ques- 
tion the gentleman from Maine has interrupted me to ask ! 
Mr. BOUTELLE. And to which I would like to have an answer. 
Mr. HOLMES. Will the gentleman from Alabama state what is 


the rule in rd to the transmission of bills to the President after the 
signatures of the presiding officers of both Houses have been appended ? 
Mr. HERBERT. Of course the rule is that rule of law which al- 


ways prevails in the House, and in every other body everywhere the 
common law prevails, that where no time is mentioned it must be a 
reasonable time. But it is utterly unreasonable for gentlemen, when 
a bill has been in the hands of the chairman of the Committee on En- 
rolled Bills only twenty-four hours, to complain of delay in its trans- 
mission when the precedents show at least three days to be the time 
ordinarily occupied in transmitting a bill. 

Mr. HOLMES. Does not the gentleman from Alabama know that it 
is the custom of the Committee on Enrolled Bills to transmit bills to the 
President on the same day they come into the hands of the membersof 
the committee? 

Mr. HERBERT. No, I do not know anything of the kind. On the 
contrary, I have been informed, and I believe the information to be 
true, that the average is three days. 

Mr. HOLMES. Thatis not the rule. I have been a member of the 
Committee on Enrolled Bills and know the facts and the custom. It 
has been customary to send them to the President on the same day. 

Mr, PAYSON. Mr. Speaker—— 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair will hear the gentleman 
from Illinois on the point of order, and is then ready to rule. 

Mr. PAYSON. I shall endeavor to confine myself directly to the 
point of order against the resolution, which I believe to be a privileged 
resolution. I believe the gentleman from California had a right to 
present the resolution, and I think the decision on the point of order 
ought to be against it, 

Whenu this matter was first presented, I had some doubts on the ques- 
tion, but upon five minutes’ reflection I have come to what I believe 
to be the correct conclusion—certainly it is the settled conclusion in 
my own mind, whether the Speaker agrees with me or not—that this 
is a privileged matter. 

First, I concede that there is no written rule of this House that is 
heing violated by the conduct of the Committee on Enrolled Bills with 
reference to this matter. I agree that there has never been since I 
began a course of service in publie life any rule in express terms re- 
quiring the Committee on Enrolled Bills to go individually as an errand 
boy between the House and the President to convey bills for his sig- 
nature. But what member does not know that, all through the his- 
tory of the jurisprudence in this and in every other country, there are 
certain presumptions that always attach to the acts of public officers? I 
know that there are certain axioms at the basis of official action that are 
as binding and effective upon public officers in the performance of duty 
as though contained in express terms in statutes or constitutions. 
Among them is this: That whenever a duty is imposed upon a public 
officer the obligation rests upon him to perform it within a reasonable 
time and with due diligence, and that to be determined by the im- 
portance of the duty devolved upon him by law. The instances are 
not infrequent; they are found in the pages of nearly every report ot 
decided cases in every State of the Union, and without exception, that 
officers have been held liable upon their official bonds for failure to 
perform a duty wherein no time is fixed, because it was not performed 
within a reasonable time. 


Now, sir, does any presumption attach when the Constitution of the 
United States requires that every act of Congress when passed shall be 
transmitted to the President of the United States for his signature? 
There is unquestionably a presumption attaching that this duty is to be 
performed within a reasonable time. Does any responsibility rest with 
the party upon whom that duty devolves? Upon whom does it de- 
volve? That duty devolves, by the common law of the House, upon 
the Committee on Enrolled Bills. It has ever been so, and it is so to- 
day, and by the uniform rule and practice of the House and the con- 
stant custom of the House nobody has the right to the possession of a 
bill after it receives the indorsement of the President of the Senate 
and the Speaker pro tempore of the House, as now organized, except 
the Committee on Enrolled Bills or some member of the House to whom 
the Committee on Enrolled Bills may by courtesy see proper to intrust 
the duty of transmission to the President. 

The whole course of conducting and the whole control of all bills 
under our rules goes to that committee. There are seven members of 
it. Now, then, what is theirduty? Here is a bill as submitted to it, 
and the question is whether or not the chairman is going to do his duty 
within a reasonable time. Here is a bill that upon its face affects the 
relations between this nation and the most populous nation on the 
globe. This is a question of intercourse between ourselves and them. 
I do not reter to this as bearing upon the point of order, but as being 
of sufficient importance to justify its being presented here by a prom- 
inent gentleman upon the other side without notice to anybody rep- 
resenting the section of country directly affected. It was passed with- 
out an opportunity of inspecting its provisions scarcely, and sent to the 
Senate only a short time after it was introduced here. There it was 
passed, and comes back to this body as the body in which it originated, 
and is a matured bill so far as the legislative branch of the Govern- 
ment is concerned. It has been signed by the executive of the other 
brauch, has received the approval of the Speaker pro tempore, and it is 
now in the orderly course of business covered by that provision of our 
rules where the expression is used ‘‘ the integrity of its proceedings,” 
It would go in the regular way to the chairman of the Committee on 
Enrolled Bills yesterday morning. 

Mr. McMILLIN. Will the gentleman permit me to ask him a ques- 
tion? 

Mr. PAYSON. Yes; I will permit you to ask a question simply. 

Mr. MCMILLIN. I ask the gentleman if it is not a fact, or if it is 
not a part of the custom, that the Committee on Enrolled Bills retain 
these bills for three days or about that time? 

Mr. PAYSON. I will come to that. I beg the gentleman will not 
anticipate me; and I hope if the gentleman desires to ask me a question 
he will honor me with his attention. I said a few moments ago on the 
question of what was a reasonable time for the performance of any duty 
on the part of a public officer would depend upon the character of the 
business he was called upon to transact and its importance, and all that 
sort of thing. 

Now I am coming to the question. What may be a reasonable time 
within which the chairman of the Committee on Enrolled Bills and its 
members may be permitted to retain a bill providing for the issuing of 
a dog-tax for the District of Columbia or may be involved in the pay- 
ment of $8.27 excess of customs duties is another matter. The Com- 
mittee on Enrolled Bills may be warranted in retaining bills of that 
trifling character for a day or two days when they might not to be just- 
ified, Mr. Speaker, in retaining a bill which affects the relations of 60,- 
000,000 of people here and 300,000,000 of people across the sea. 

What may be a reasonable allowance to the gentlemen on that com- 
mittee in one case clearly would not be in another. Every bill passed 
by Congress is an expression of legislative will. We are here repre- 
senting in a legislative capacity the judgment of 60,000,000 people, 
and when this Chinese-restriction bill was passed itevinced upon paper 
and crystallized into law the judgment of the people of this country 
in so far as it could what was our will and determination; and it was 
the duty of the Committee on Enrolled Bills to see to it that a bill of 
that magnitude and of that character should go into the hands of the 
Executive at the earliest possible moment. Now, I cali the attention 
of gentlemen to the fact that we adjourned yesterday at 2 o’clock, as 
the RECORD shows, after which presumably the members of that com- 
mittee would have had ample time to perform other duties, The busi- 
ness of the House of Representatives detained not one of its members 
after 2 o’clock from the performance of their duty with reference to 
this bill, and yet it is still in the hands of one of the gentlemen com- 
posing that committee. Now, what is the condition? Gentlemen 
representing the Pacific coast on this floor, being desirous that the bill 
should become law and desiring that the President should have the 
power of approval or disapproval, go to the gentleman having charge 
of it and ask him what is its condition. It went to that committee 
yesterday, and it is detained there; and to-day these gentlemen, Mr. 
Morrow and Mr. MCKENNA, go and make the same inquiry of the 
gentleman from Texas [Mr. KILGORE]. What reply do they get from 
him? Simply the lofty announcement that he will perforia his duty. 
Now letusstop and think a minute. Are the interests of both Houses 
of Congress and the expressed will of sixty millionsof people to derend 
on the discretion and judgment of the gentleman from Texas as te 
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when or how he shall perform his duty? That is the first question, 
and it stands in limine upon the threshold of this proposition. What 
discretion has he about it? It is his business to do this duty at the 
earliest practicable moment, but he allows two days to lapse (because 
to-day is practically gone), and he still sits here in his seat. 

Now, these facts are brought to the official notice of this body, for 
I assert a proposition which I think nobody on the otherside will deny 
when I say that the official statement made by the two gentlemen from 
California in their official capacity is of equal weight in this House as 
if it had been reduced to writing and read from the Clerk’s desk. 
These two gentlemen aver to this House that for two successive days 
they have endeavored to get this bill to the President, and that theonly 
reason it has not gone there is that the gentlemam from Texas [ Mr. 
KILGORE], in his judgment and in the exercise of his discretion as to 
how he shall perform his public duty, prefers to retain it in his desk 
in his committee-room. If that does not present a question of privi- 
lege nothing can. What is the integrity of the proceedings of this 
body? Itis the orderly conduct of the public business here and its 
transaction in such a way that not only shall the acts of the House 
not be*rendered nugatory, but that they shall proceed in an orderly, 
practical, and reasonably speedy manner. 

There is nothing in this resolution reflecting on the Committee on 
Enrolled Bills. The recital of facts is taken from the records of this 
House and supplemented by the official statement of both the gentle- 
men from California as to the position assumed by the gentleman from 
Texas. The question is presented: If the gentleman from Texas chooses 
to retain a bill to-day, why may he not choose to retain it to-morrow 
and the nextday? Why may he not retain it for four or five days yet 
to come, or much longer? Possibly there is no violation of any ex~ 
press provision of the technical rules of the House, but the question is 
presented by this resolution: Has the House of Representatives the right 
to instruct its committees to do their duty and to do it promptly? 
That is all there is about it. Does anybody deny that it is the duty 
of the Committee on Enrolled Bills to take this bill to the President? 
Nobody denies that. Have they had an opportunity to take it there? 
Nobody denies that they have. The House was in session only a short 
time yesterday afternoon, and some member of the committee could 
have taken the bill to the President yesterday, or if not yesterday it 
could have been done to-day. This duty is unperformed. It ought 
to be performed, and this resolution simply instructs the commitice 
that the will of the House must be enforced even against the exercise 
of the discretion of the gentleman from Texas as to when this bill shall 
reach the President of the United States. If that is not a privileged 
question, it seems to me to be idle to-undertake to assume that any- 
thing is a privileged question. ‘The case seems perfectly clear. The 
duty is unperformed and the House is not advised that it ever will be 
performed unless the gentleman from Texas shall, in the exercise of his 
discretion, determine that the time has come for him to take a car- 
riage and go to the White House with this bill. It seems to me that 
the question is a question of privilege and that this resolution ought 
to prevail. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. Mr. Speaker, it seems to me 
that this is a question not so much about the pending bill as about the 
general business of the House, and when the discussion was opened 
this morning, I in good faith asked the gentleman from California 


[Mr. Morrow], who had introduced the resolution, whether there was” 


any written rule of law governing this matter. He frankly answered 
that there was none that he knew of. I then asked his colleague, 
equally in good faith, without any disposition to take part in any par- 
tisan debate upon the merits of the bill, whether there had ever been 
any written rule as to the mode of executing the constitutional pro- 
vision. I knew there had been joint rules between the Senate and the 
House in former days at different times, and that those joint rules were 
not now in existence, but I thought it possible that there had been at 
some time in the nearly one hundred years of ourconstitutional history 
some written mode agreed upon for the execution of this constitutional 
provision. Ido not know yet whether there has been or not. It 
seems that there is a different practice in the Senate from that in the 
House. The Senate, as I am informed, sends its bills to the President 
by its Secretary, one of its ministerial officers. The custom of the 
House is and has been for some years—how many I donot know—that 
the members of the Committee on Enrolled Bills, indifferently, take 
the bills to the President for his signature. Sometimes, I am informed, 
this is done by the chairman of the committee, and sometimes by the 
other members; there has been no uniform custom about it, and the 
committee as an official body does not habitually meet and in organ- 
ized form as a committee go over the bills and then take them to the 
President. , 

Mr. Speaker, it is the duty of the Committee on Enrolled Bills to 
present these bills to the President or it isnot. If it is theirduty todo 
it, then it is the duty of the committee, not of the chairman, and it 
must be done as the official act of the committee. Therefore. if that 
be true, this resolution, when you reduce it to its plain English mean- 
ing, is simply to discharge the Committee on Enrolled Bills from the 
performance of this duty. That committee stands in no higher rela- 
tion to this House than do our other committees. It issimply an organ 
of the House, exactly like the Committee on Private Claims, or like 
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the Committee on Elections, or any other committee. It is the duty 
of those committees to act upon the matters referred to them within a 
proper and reasonable time; but who ever claimed that it was a ques- 
tion of privilege for any member to rise here and offer a resolution to 
discharge a committee from the consideration of a measure and to bring 
that measure back to the House. That is done by unanimous consent 
or on suspension day? The Committee on Enrolled Bills, acting asa 
committee. is charged with certain duties. Assuming that the presen- 
tation of bills to the President is one of the duties of the committee, 
the gentleman from California [Mr. Morrow] moves that the commit- 
tee be discharged from the performance of that duty, and that the » en- 
tleman from Texas [Mr. KILGORE] by name be required to perform it. 

Mr. MORROW. The gentleman is quite incorrect in that statement, 
The resolution simply requires that the Committee on Enrolled Bills 
shall transmit this bill to the President. The name of the gentleman 
from Texas [Mr. KILGORE] is not mentioned. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. Upon what ground is it a 
question of privilege to move that the committee be discharged from 
doing this duty in a certain way and be ordered to doit in another given 
way and at a given time? 

Mr. MORROW. There are two propositions involved. The first is 
that this resolution is privileged under the rule as to the integrity of 
the proceedings of the House and the integrity of its proceedings au- 
thorizes a member to introduce a resolution ordering that a certain 
thing shall be done; but the question of privilege does not necessarily 
extend to the execution of the order of the House, The House having 
co sidered the matter under a question of privilege, executes its order 
withont regard to the question of privilege. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. This relates, the gentleman 
says, to the dignity and integrity of the proceedings of the House. 

Mr. MORROW. Yes, sir. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. And my point is, that this 
question does not come under that head any more than a motion for 
the discharge of any committee from the consideration of any bill that 
may be before that committee. It is not a question of privilege for 
the gentleman from California or any other gentleman to rise in his 
place here and move that a committee, as for instance the Committee 
on Elections, a committee having the highest privilege, be discharged 
from the further consideration of a matter which may have been re- 
ferred to it. 

Mr. MORROW. If the gentleman will pardon me, I will state one 
more, for I do not think he desires to misconstrue my remarks—— 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. If the gentleman from Kentucky is 
through with his remarks, the Chair is ready to rule on this question. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. If the Chair is ready to de- 
cide the question, I will only say, in conclusion, as I think I ought to 
say, that, so far as I am concerned, I have not voluntarily or of my 
own motion entered into any dispute about the merits of this bill, nor 
did Lintend to participate in any partisan debate. What I have done 
that may be so construed it seemed impossible for me to ayoid under 
the circumstances. 

Mr. MORROW. Mr. Speaker—— 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair is ready to rule. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Will the Chair pardon me one moment. Idonot 
wish to speak to the question of order. I only desire tosubmitto the 
Chair, as preliminary to a decision, this remark—that the question 
whether this matter presents a question of privilege is one of fact, that 
fact depending upon the conduct of the gentleman from Texas [Mr. 
KILGORE]. If he is in default, if he is not performing his duty, then 
it is our privilege to instruct him. If he is pororming his duty, then 
this matter does not raise any question of privilege. I think that be- 
fore this question is decided we ought to hear from the gentleman from 
Texas as to what his course on this subject has been or what the course 
of the committee has been. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. Cox). In the opinion of the Chair 
this resolution does not present a question of privilege. If the reso- 
lution were properly before the House, being a resolution directing the 
Committee on Enrolled Bills to transmit a certain bill to the President 
of the United States forthwith, the House could no doubt adopt the 
resolution. But the point raised here is whether, as this resolution 
now reaches the House, it is a question of privilege. The point in- 
volved relates to the presentation of bills to the President after they 
are signed by the Speaker of the House and the President of the Sen- 
ate. In the absence of any law on the subject or any rule governing 
the House in respect to this matter, reference has been made to the 
Constitution, which provides in section 7 of Article I that— 

Every bill which shall have passed the House of Representatives and the 
Senate shall, before it become a law, be presented to the President of the 
United States. 

No time is fixed within which this presentation shall be made; there 
is no limit; the provision does not say ‘‘ forthwith”’ or ‘‘ immediately.” 


‘The question presented therefore is not so much a question of law or 


constitutional interpretation as a question of practice. The custom 
has grown up within the knowledge of the Chair—it is an old custom— 
for the Committee on Enrolled Bills to carry these bills to the Presi- 
dent. We do not do as the Senate does. According to the practice of 
the House the chairman of the Committee on Enrolled Bills, either by 
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direction of his coinmittee or by reason of his function as chairman, 
takes these bills to the President. Within what time? There is no 
rule or law operating upon him in this respect. 

In this resolution there is no reflection made upon this committee, 
none whatever. The only allegation in the resolution is based upon 
a statement taken from the Washington Post ‘‘ that said bill is being 
withheld from the President by said Committee on Enrolled Bills; that 
such action of the committee is without authority of law.” That is 
the statement of a newspaper; it is a part of the allegata; there is no 
proof ofit. There is no statement of anything reflecting on the com- 
mittee; no allegation of any impropriety; nothing involving the in- 
tegrity of the committee or the integrity of the House in any sense of 
the word “‘integrity.”’ 

Is this a question of privilege under those circumstances? What is 
a question of privilege? It is that which involves the safety, the dig- 
nity, or integrity of the House or its members or of its proceedings. 
This does not in any way involve the safety or dignity of the House, 
and according to the statement of the gentleman submitting the prop- 
osition it does not involve the integrity of the gentleman from Texas 
or of the committee, 

Has there been in this case unusual delay? The actual lapse of time 
appears to have been one day. The Chair has made inquiry into this 
matter, and finds, according to the report of the Clerk, that the time 
within which bills passed by the Senate and House and signed by their 
respective presiding officers reach the President varies from one to ten 
days, the average being three days. Non constat that the President 
may be out of town, or that there may be some other impediment. 
Possibly this Committee on Enrolled Bills is obliged to compare this 
bill in accordance with its function in these cases. 

So that, neither in the statement of the resolution nor the statement 
of members on the floor, is there any imputation upon the Committee 
on Enrolled Bills. Hence the Chair decides that this is not a question 
of privilege. If the resolution should properly come before the House 
it would no doubt be entertained; and the House could direct, accord- 
ing to its own judgment, the action which the Committee on Enrolled 
Bills should take in reference to this bill. If this matter should come 
up on a subsequent day, when there had been an unreasonable delay 
in transmitting the bill to the President, the Chair is not prepared to 
say what he might do in the premises, for lapse of time might raise 
some inference upon which to predicate a question of privilege. 

The Chair sustains the point of order. If the gentleman from Cali- 
fornia [Mr. Morrow] will take anappeal from this decision, the Chair 
would like to submit the question to the House. 

Mr. MORROW. In view of the statement of the Chair that this res- 
olution might be adopted if it should come before the House in a proper 
way, I ask unanimous consent that the resolution be taken up for pres- 
ent consideration. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman asks unanimous con- 
sent that this resolution be now considered. 

Mr. MCMILLIN. Icall for the regular order. I do not desire that 
there shall be any reflection upon officers of the Eine when there has 
been no dereliction, 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. 
gentleman from Illinois? 

Mr. MCMILLIN. I demanded the regular order. 

Mr. REED. What will be the proper form to bring this matter be- 
fore this House? 

Mr. ROGERS. ‘‘Sufficient unto the day is the evil thereof.” 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair will not decide that now. 

Mr. REED. I ask it in consequence of the Chair intimating the 
House would pass it if it came properly before it. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair will not decide that now. 
By Monday—— 

Mr. REED. The Chair decided the question of privilege. ‘The ques- 
tion now is how yon shall bring it before the House. This is an im- 
portant matter. How is it possible for us to prevent the gentleman 
from Texas, or any other similarly situated, from having an arrange- 
ment with an executive officer who may desire to receive a bill some- 
what later than he would receive it in the natural course? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair will not anticipate those 
questions. [Laughter.] 

Mr. REED. Oh, the Chair will not anticipate them ! ous? 

The SPEAKER . No. [Renewed laughter. 

Mr. BRECKINEIDGE. of of Kentucky. I move that the House do 
now adjourn. 

The House divided; and there were—ayes 49, noes 48. 

Mr. STEWART, of Georgia. Tellers. 

Tellers were ordered. 

Mr. BAKER, of New, York. I demand the yeas and nays. 

. The yeas and nays were ordered. 

The question was taken; and it was decided in the negative—yeas 
58, nays 90, not voting 176; as follows: 


Ts there objection to the request of the 


YEAS—5s. 
Abbott, Barnes, av tgaan T.J.,N.Y¥.Compton, 
Allen, Blount, Carlton, 5 
Anderson, Il Breckinridge, Ky. Clements, 


Bankhead, ~ Burnes, Cobb, Crisp, 


Culberson, Hooker, Morgan, Say 
Dargan, Hudd, ; ping 
Dougherty, Hutton, O’Neall, Ind. Shaw, 
Foran, pigs. Peel, Spincia, 

‘oon, Penington, 
Gay, Landes, elan. Thompson, Cal. 
Grimes, Lane, z Turner, 

5 Lanham, Robertson, Vandever, 
Heard, Maish, Rogers, Whitthorne, 
Herbert, Mansur, Rowell, 

Hiestand, MeMillin, Rusk, 
NAYS—90. 

Adams, Haugen McCreary, Sowden, 
Alien, Mich. piss pase A N.C. MeKenna, Springer, 
Anderson, Jowa . Henderson, DL McKinney, Stah!necker, 
Anderson, Miss, Hermann, McRae, Stockdale, 
Atkinson, Hires, Merrim Stone, REI. 
Baker, N. Y. Hitt, Milliken, Taulbee 
Baker, lil Holman, Moflitt, Taylor, J. D., Ohio 
Bayne, Holmes, Morrill, Thompson, Ohio 
Bound, Hopkins, Va. Nelson, Tracey, 
Boutelle Hopkins, N. Y. Nutting, aeon, 
Browne, Ind. Hunter, O'Neill, Pa. Turner, Kans. 
Buckalew, Jackson, Osborne, Vance, 
Bunnell, Johnston, N. C. Patton, Wade, 
Butler, Kennedy, Payson, Warner, bd 
Carauth, err, Perkins, Weaver, 
Cheadle, La Follette, Plumb, Wheeler, 
Conger, SONDRE Post, White, Ind 
Dalzell, Lind, Rice. Whiting, Mich, 

vis, Lyman, Rowland, Wickham, 
Dingley, ‘acdonald, Russell, Conn, Williams, 
Faller, Martin, Ryan, Wilson, Minn, 
Grout, McClammy, Seymour, 
Harmer, McCormick, Smith, 

NOT VOTING—176. 
Allen, Mass. Cummings, Houk, Pidecck, 
Anderson, Kans, Cutcheon, Hovey, Pugs ley, 
Arnold, Darlington, Howard, Randall? 
Bacon, Davenport, Johnston, Ind. Rayner, 
Barry, Davidson, Ala, ones, Reed, 
Belden, Davidson, Fla. Kean, Rockwell, 
Belmont, De Lano, Kelley, Romeis, 
Biggs, Dibble, Ketcham, Russell, Mass, 
Bingham, Dockery, La 4 . Sawyer, 
Blanchard, Dorsey, Laidlaw Scott, 
Bland, Dunkam, Laird, Scull, 
Bliss, Dunn, Latham, Sherman, 
Boothman. Elliott, Lawler, Shively 
Bowden, Enl Lee, Simmons, 
Bowen Ermentrout, Lodge, Snyder, 
Breckinridge, Ark. Farquhar, Long, Spooner, 
Brewer, Felton, Lynch. Steele, 
Brower, Finley, Matfett, Stephenson, 
Browne, T.H.B., Va. Fisher, Mahoney, Stewart, Tex, 
Brown, Ohio Fiteh Maso: Stewart, Vt. 
Brown, J. R., Va. Flood, Matson, Stone, Mo. 
rumm, Ford, McAdoo, Struble, 

Bryce, Forney, McComas, Symes, 
Buchanan, Funston, McCullogh, Tarsney, 
Burnett, Gaines, McKinley, Taylor, E. B., Ohio 
Burrows, Gallinger, McShane, mas, Ky. 
Butterworth, Gear, Mills, Thomas, ill 
Bynum, est, Montgomery, ‘Thomas, W 
Campbell, F., N. Y. Gibson, oore, Tillman, 
Campbell, Ohio Glass, Morrow, Walker, 
Candler, Glover, Morse, Washington, 
Cannon, off, eal, Weber, 
Caswell, Granger, Newton, W 
Catchings, Greenman, Nichols, White, N. Y. 
Chipman, Grosvenor, 0 4 Whiting, Mass. 
Clardy, Guenther, O'Donnell, Wilber, 
Clark, Hall O'Fe: Wilkins, 
Cockran, Hatch, O'Neill, Mo. Wilkinson, 
Coreei; Hayden, Outhwaite, Wilson, W. Va, 
Collins, Hayes, Owen, Wise. 
Cooper, Hemphill, Parker, Woodburn, 
Cowles, — oo Iowa Perry, Yardley, 
Crain, Yoder, 
Crouse, Hoskins, ni. Phelps, Yost. 

So the motion was disagreed to. 

During the roll call, 


Mr. DAVIDSON, of Alabama, said: I move my colleague, General 
FoRNEY, who is not well, be granted leave of absence. 
There was no objection, and it was ordered accoidingly. 


The following-named members were announced as paired on all po'it- 
ical questions until further notice: 

Mr. WILKINS with Mr. Lona. 

Mr. RANDALL with Mr. LODGE. 

Mr. Scorr with Mr. GROSVENOR. 

Mr. WILSON, of West Virginia, with Mr. McComas. 

Mr. HATCH with Mr. Stewart, of Vermont. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE with Mr. MCKINLEY. 

Mr. Compron with Mr. GOFF, 

Mr. CAMPBELL, of Ohio, with Mr. KENNEDY. 

Mr. CoLLINS with Mr. ALLEN, of Massachusetts. 

Mr. JoNEs with Mr. BOWDEN. ` 

Mr. WALKER with Mr. ROMEIS. 

Mr. Davinson, of Florida, with Mr. O'NEILL, of Pennsylvania. 

Mr. Bryce with Mr. GAINES. 

Mr. NEAL with Mr. HAYDEN. 

Mr. TIMOTHY J. CAMPBELL with Mr. WEST. 

Mr. SPINOLA with Mr. THOMAS, of Wisconsin. 

Mr. BOUTELLE with Mr, WISE. 

Mr. TILLMAN with Mr. FINLEY. 
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Mr. CANDLER with Mr. BREWER. 
Mr. Cox with Mr. CANNON. 
Mr. BLAND with Mr. BUTTERWORTH. 
ANDERSON, of Mississippi, with Mr. PETERS. 
BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas, with Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana. 
ELLIOTT with Mr. BINGHAM. 
BYNUM with Mr. STEELE. 
GREENMAN with Mr. SHERMAN, 
Rusk with Mr. 0’ DONNELL. 
DAVIDSON, of Alabama, with Mr, Patron, 
SNYDER with Mr. Yost. 
FORD with Mr. GUENTHER. 
STEWART, of Texas, with Mr. DUNHAM, 
CLARDY with Mr. WADE. 
PERRY with Mr. SPOONER. 
O’FERRALL with Mr. Mason. 
Biees with Mr. Morrow. 
BELMONT with Mr. DAVENPORT. 
GRANGER with Mr. ROCKWELL. 
BLANCHARD with Mr. THOMAS, of Illinois. 
MONTGOMERY with Mr. HUNTER. 
MoRsE with Mr. WHITING, of Massachusetts. 
HowARD with Mr. HOPKINS, of Illinois. 
CuUTCHEON with Mr. TARSNEY. 
DARLINGTON with Mr. Moore. 
Pipcock with Mr. PHELPS. 
RUSSELL, of Massachusetts, with Mr. COGSWELL} 
WHITING, of Michigan, with Mr. HOUK. 
Lyncu with Mr. YARDLEY. 
BACON with Mr. CASWELL. 
McApoo with Mr. BRUMM. 
Mr. MAHONEY with Mr. BROWN, of Ohio. 
. McSHANE with Mr. LAIRD. , 
. BURNETT with Mr. JOHNSTON, of Indiana, 
. SHIVELY with Mr. OWEN. 
. LATHAM with Mr. GEST. 
. GLASS with Mr. KETCHAM. 
. WASHINGTON with Mr. WEBER. 
. Minis with Mr. JOSEPH D. TAYLOR. 
. NEWTON with Mr. FELTON. 
. SIMMONS with Mr. BUNNELL. 
. COWLES with Mr. THOMPSON, of Ohio. 
. DIBBLE with Mr. BELDEN. 
. GLOVER with Mr. COOPER. 
Mr. Norwoop with Mr. PARKER. 
Mr. RAYNER with Mr. De LANO. 
Mr. Dunn with Mr. DORSEY. 
Mr. MERRIMAN with Mr. STEPHENSON. 
Mr. WILKINSON with Mr. NICHOLS. 
Mr. ErMENTROUT with Mr. GALLINGER. 
The following-named members were announced 
day: 
Mr. CRAIN with Mr. KELLEY. 
Mr. ENLOE with Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. 
- Mr. LAWLER with Mr. STRUBLE. 
Mr. STAHLNECKER with Mr. SAWYER. x 
Mr. BAKER, of New York. I ask unanimous consent to consider 
this bill, a Senate bill. | 
Mr. SPRINGER. Irise to a parliamentary inquiry. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman will state it. 
Mr. SPRINGER. Will the Chair be kind enough to announce the 
result of the vote just taken again? : 
The SPEAKER protempore. On the motion to adjourn the yeas were 
58 and the nays were 90, no quorum having voted. 3 
. Mr. SPRINGER. While it does not require a quorum on a motion 
to adjourn, yet when a call of the roll on a motion to adjourn discloses 
the fact that no quorum is present, it is the duty of the Chair to take 


PPPPRERPRPPERP EP SREREREPEEEE 


‘as paired for this 


cognizance of the fact; and there is then left nothing to be done except |- 


a motion for a call of the House. 

Mr. PAYSON. ‘That is not the rule, except where a vote has been- 
taken by yeas and nays. P. 

Mr. SPRINGER. As in the present case. The vote here has dis- 
closed the fact that no quorum is present; it hasalso shown that a ma- 
jority is against adjournment. Now, under the rule there is but one 
monon in order, to wit, a call of the House. I move a call of the 

ouse. 

Mr. HOOKER. I rise to a parliamentary inquiry. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. HOOKER. The motion to adjourn, whether determined by a 
yea-and-nay vote or otherwise, does not require aquorum. ‘Therefore 
the proposition of the gentleman from Illinois is not correct in a par- 
liamentary point. I venture to assert that this is the first time the 
point has been made. 

BS ate: SPEAKER pro tempore, The Chair will cause the rule to be 


Mr. HOOKER. I desire to call the attention of the Chair to another 
fact, that there are a large number of pairs which have not been read, 
and probably many gentlemen are paired who have not voted. You 
can not disclose the absence ofa quorum unless it be determined whether 


these gentlemen who are paired 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. 
The Clerk read as follows: 
When the vote taken by yeas and nays shows that no quorum has voted, itis 
the duty of the Chair, under the Constitution, to take notice of that fact, and 
the House thereby becomes constitutionally disabled to do further business ex- 
cept that business which the Constitution authorizes the House to do when a 
quorum is not present, namely, to adjourn or order a call of the House. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. It will be seen that there is no limita- 
tion on the rule if the call of the roll develops the want of a quorum. 
The motion of the gentleman from Illinois is in order; and the ques- 
tion is, Will the House order a call of the House? 

The question was taken; and on a division there were—ayes 11, 


oes 63. 
Mr. SPRINGER. I ask the yeas and nays on that. 
Mr. HOOKER. Pending the demand, I move that we do now ad- 
journ. 
The question was taken; and on a division there were—ayes 93, 
noes 25, 
Mr. SOWDEN. I demand the yeas and nays. 
The yeas and nays were not ordered. 
So the motion was agreed to; and accordingly (at 3 o’clock and 15 
minutes p. m.) the House adjourned. 


are or are not present. 
The Clerk will read. 


n 


PRIVATE BILLS INTRODUCED AND REFERRED. 


Under the rule private bills of the following titles were introduced 
and referred as indicated below: : 

By Mr. ADAMS: A bill (H. R. 11462) to authorize the appointment 
of Thomas P. Mulcahy to the rank of second lieutenant—to the Com- 
mittee on Mili Affairs, 

By Mr. GROSVENOR: A bill (H. R. 11463) to reimburse Hiram A, 
Doty for property taken by Government officials in Roane County, 
West Virginia, in 1861—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr, STONE, of Kentucky: A bill (H. R. 11464) granting an in- 
crease of pension to James Dunn—to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. J. R. WHITING: A bill (H. R. 11465) granting a pension to 
Russel L. Doane—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. YODER: A bill (H. R. 11466) granting a pension to Mary 
A. Selbach—to the Committee on Inyalid Pensions. 

By Mr. O’DONNELL: Joint resolution (H. Res. 224) providing for 
re ere of the claim of John H. Hamlin—to the Committee on 

ims. 


PETITIONS, ETC. 


The following petitions and papers were Isid on the Clerk’s desk, 
under the rule, and referred as follows: 

By Mr. J. M. ALLEN: Petition of Mrs. J. A. Sorrell, widow of E. 
F. Sorrell, of Alcorn County, Mississippi, for reference of her claim 
to the Court of Claims—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. ATKINSON: Petition of citizens of Pennsylvania, for the 

of House bill 10320—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

By Mr. COBB: Petition of members of the Farmers’ Alliance of El- 
more County, Alabama, in favor of pure food and pure lard—to the 
Committee on-Agriculture. 

By Mr. FRENCH: Petition of Richard Davis and 17 others, of Mid- 
dletown, Conn., in favor of pure lard—to the Committee on Agricult- 


ure. 

By Mr. HALL: Petition of J. D. Heath and 36 others, citizens of 
Townville, Pa., in favor of House bill No. 10320—to the Committee on 
Agriculture. 

By Mr. HIRES: Petition of citizens of Vineland, N. J., in favor of 
pure food—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

By Mr. LAWLER: Petition of clerks in the Chicago post-office, for 
the of House bill No. 5664—to the Committee on the Post- 
Office and Post-Roads. 4 

By Mr. LEE: Petition of the trustees of the Presbyterian congrega- 
tion of Lovettsville, Va., for relief—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. McCOMAS: Petition of William Jennings and of Eli Wade, 
heir of Henry Wade and administrator of John H. Wade, of Washing- 
ton County, Maryland, for reference of their claims to the Court of 
Claims—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. ROGERS: Memorial relating to trusts—to the Committee on 
Ways and Means. 

By Mr. SHIVELY: Petition of Local Assembly No. 1028, Knights 
of Labor, of Elkhart, Ind., to have the report of the Pacific Railway 
Commission printed—to the Committee on Printing. 

By Mr. WILLIAMS: Petition of Mrs, L. K. Miller and 300 citizens 
of Indiana, for legislation to prohibit the shipment of intoxicating 
liquors to heathen nations—to the Select Committee on the Alcoholic 
Liquor Traffic. 
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+ FRIDAY, September 21, 1888. 


Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. J. G. BUTLER, D. D. 
The Journal of yesterday’s proceedings was read and approved. 
AFFAIRS IN UTAH. 


Mr. EDMUNDS. I present the memorial of Mrs. Angie F. New- 
man on behalf of loyalists of Utah Territory, whom she represents, ad- 
dressed to the Senate and House of Representatives, on the subject of 
polygamy in Utah and the government and effect of the hierarchy 
which she believes to exist there, controlling all the social and polit- 
ical forces of the Territory, and adverse to its admission as a State. 

‘This memorial is principally not argument or oratory, but is a state- 
ment with extracts from the hierarchy’s laws and regulations concern- 
ing marriage, and so on, which are verified, and the document is there- 
fore of much value for public information. 

I move that it be printed and referred to the Committee on Territo- 
ries, as it bears on the political aspirations of that hierarchy to be ad- 
mitted as a State, and I believe for the first time in my career here I 
feel justified in asking also that it be printed in the RECORD. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The memorial will be printed as a 
document and printed in the RECORD, if there be no objection, and 
referred to the Committee on Territories. 

The memorial is as follows: 

To the honorable the Senateand House of Representatives of the Fiftieih Congress : 

GENTLEMEN: As the legal representative of the loyal element of Utah Terri- 
tory, I have the honor herewith to submit for your consideration the following 
transcript of official documents and speeches of the Jeaders of the Mormon 
Church, as reported by Mormon authorities. These are but types of facts end- 
lessly cumulative, touching the following points in the speech made in the 
House of Representatives August 25, 1888, by Hon. Joun T. Carseg, of Utah: 

“First. There is no longer a possibility of objecting to Mormons on account 
of polygamy. That is a dead issue, It has ceased to exist. Less than l per 
cent. of the ulation of Utah to-day have been polygamous. 

“Second, j an that it is utterly false that the Mormons attach a meaning 
to the words bigamy and polygamy different from their common acceptation, 


ete. 

“Third. There is not an almshouse or the necessity for one in any settlement 
where my people alone are found. 

“ Fourth. Tdenadnce as an infamous slander that it (the constitutional con- 
vention) was an attempt to gain admission to the Union under false colors, and 
upon false pretenses, z ? 

‘Fifth. Several times the people of Utah have presented in form their appli- 
cation for admission to the Union. 

“Sixth. The Legislative Assembly has enacted a i law, ete. 

“Seventh. The men who insist, for a purpose, that the Mormon people are in 
favor of a union of church and state know better. 

“Eighth, Why should this people be suspected of such crimes as perjury ? 

“Ninth. ‘The non-sectarian school-system, the opening of the mines,’ the 
‘amnesty’ proposition, the general ‘morality’ (?) and ‘sobriety’ (?) of my peo- 

” 


In reply to No.1. The indisputable statistics given by Hon. F, T. Duzors, of 
Idaho, that more than one-half per cent, have been convicted of these crimes, 
that the number of indictments out is larger than the number of convictions, 
that not one-twentieth of those who are in polygamy have been convicted, Í 
would emphasize by the following personal observations: On the second Sun- 
day in March, 1888, I visited the penitentiary in Salt Lake City and addressed a 
great host of pol ous brethren. These men are mostly incarcerated for a 
term of six months, and therefore many such groupe have come and gone since 
the famous Rudger Clausen case of which Joun T. CAINE had the temerity to 
declare before the committee, “it was the last of which he had knowledge.” 

I found in one cell, 10 by 13}, without floor, six women, three of whom had 
babes under six monthsof age, who were incarcerated for * contempt of court” 
in refusing to acknowledge the paternity of theirchildren. When } plead with 
them to answer the court and be released they said, “If we do, there are many 
wives and children to suffer the loss of a father.” One of these, a sweet-faced 
girl, the alleged wife of Bishop ad in her arms a babe three months 
old, A few weeks later this babe was very ill with measles., The Salt Lake 
Tribune of April 4, 1888, has the following touching the case: 

“The woman wrote to her plural husband asking advice as to what she ought 
to do, whether testify or not. He replied as ‘her bishop,’ declining his per- 
mission, Marshal Dyer sent to the husband-bishop the following dispatch on 
Monday: 


“Your child in the penitentiary ig dangerously sick. If you have onespark 
of humanity left in your soul you will provide a doctor and better care for it 


th: ri n give. 3 
rey ee “FRANK H. DYER, United States Marshal,’ 


“Tothisno reply wassent. The case, then, is summed up this way: A woman 
defies the law, Sa persists in that defiance; while lawfully held to answer for 
her contempt, her baby takes sick; she writes her husband for permission to 
testify, which he refuses; the father is notified of the illness of his child, and 
refuses even to reply to that notice.” ` 

Soon after the child died in the penitentiary. i 

In another cell was a girl sixteen years of age, the wife of her own father. 
Her two-months’ old babe had a divided upper lip and no roof to its mouth; and 
yet polygamy is a lost art. ae A j 

I hate taken the testimony of one missionary in Utah who in the year 1887 
visited in four hundred polygamous families in a town of five thousand inhabit- 


ants, 

Judge C. C. Goodwin, editor of the Salt Lake Tribune, than whom no man has 
more accurate knowledge of existing facts, ae in an editorial August 23, 1885 ; 

‘Again Mr. CAINE reports, and this time to the House of Representatives, that 
‘it has been proven in judicial proceedings that the Mormon church no longer 
gives permission for plural marriages.’ No one knows better than Mr. Caine 
that no such thing has been proven. He further knows that plural marriages 
are still being regularly celebrated; that the fact is known to hundreds and 
thousands of people, and that from the head of the church, the only power that 
is recognized br e Mormon masses, no sign has been made of any determina- 
tion to relinquish or even to suspend the operations of that tenet of the Mormon 
faith which the teachers hold to be one of the sacraments ordained of God.” 

The local column of the Tribune A 26 has the following: 

ï According to a speech delivered by Delegate Carne in the United States 


House of Tap gnc panes yesterday Pies peg is adead issue in Utah. This is 
rather a n 


bold statement to make i face of the fact that polygamous mar- 


riages are constantly taking place all over the Territory in sett!ements that are 
exclusively Mormon. And then doesn’t Delegate CAINE know that within two 
yee o mayor of one of the principal cities in Utah took unto himself a 
plural wife 


Another editorial runs thus: 


How persistently he (Carve) sticks to the fraud that the non-Mormons took 
the bits in their teeth and ran away with the polygamists when they framed that 
bogus constitution. A conclave of priests resolving that an article of faith which 
they have all subscribed to and all believe in is a misdemeanor which they will 
punish if the Government will buttrust them with absolute power! Does Mr. 
Carve believe that the American Congress is composed of idiots? Does he im- 
agine that any one who ever read a Mormon book does not know that he would 
have cut off his right arm before he subscribed to that constitution, except that 
he had first received instructions to do so from his polygamous chiefs? With 
servant girls daily leaving the houses in which they have been employed, frankly 
acknowledging they are going to Logan to enter into polygamy, Mr. CAINE as- 
sures a Washington newspaper man that it has been proved here that no more 
permits forsuch marriages are being given. 

At the conference April 10, 1888, Rudger Clausen (of 
toriety) gives emphasis to the `“ dead issue” thus: 

“It fell to my lot to go to prison in the year 1484, and for three years and one 
month I was confined within prison walls for daring to believe in the truth of 
heaven and having obeyed the principles of celestial marriage, which is from 
God. And during these three years and one month I saw some three hundred 
of my brethren comein that prison for listening and obeying what they felt 
would give them the highest exaltation. And some two hundred and twenty 
served out their terms of imprisonment, while I was there, and were set at 
liberty again. I feel first rate myself. I feel that the laws which God has given 
us are true. [have greater faith in the work of God to-day than I had three 
years ago, and my faith will increase. 

“It is marvelous how patiently those men who were imprisoned for con- 
science’ sake stood the imprisonment they did with willingness, rather than re- 
nounce the wives and children which God had blessed them with. And though 
by asimple answer to the proposition ‘to live within the laws’ some could have 
been released, they feel they would rather remain even unto death. They 
would rather die than renounce that which the Lord has given them. One 
brother,especially, received a letter, which, ifhe should butsign and say he would 
live within the law,.he was offered his liberty, and though he was sentenced to 
three and one-half years he put the letter in {is pocket, and I presume it is there 
things I feel like honoring the law of God. We will not make promises we can 
not keep. 

The Mormon report of the conference of October 13, 1887, speaks thus of the 
opening session: X 

“There were many conspicuous vacancies, and the seats once filled by rever- 
enced men that were now empty gave rise to many curious thoughts in the 
minds of those present. President Taylor dead and at rest; Apostles George 
Cannon and Joseph F. Smith, who occupied seats beside him, are exiled; Presi- 
dent Wilford Woodruff also kept away because of cruel and unjust laws; Apos- 
tles Erastus Snow, Moses Thatcher, F. M. Liman, Brigham Young, and George 
Teasdale, for the same reasons could nut be present.” 

(This is surrender of the system, surely.) 

In the report of thespeech of President Angus Cannon occurs the following: 

“ Mothers are driven in hiding from the ungodly (marshals) bearing children 
in the everlasting covenant, fathers are banished from homes, others are in 
prison, and some pursue a course that makes them tools to the ungodly, circu- 
lating false reports (serving as witnesses) that drag their fellow brothers and 
sisters into trouble. I have often thought what would be the fate of those who 
take part in testifying against their brethren and sisters. Children die whose 
mothers are driven into hiding; * * * many of our wives and children can 
not be acknowledged before the law. Jesuskept the station pe, Ty him. He 
made no compromise to give up any principle which he held, he imprison- 
ment and exiie of men, because of the hatred and inhumanity of their fellows, 
and the suffering and want and death consequent upon this exiling of fathers, 
will raise up before the guilty an awful form and convict those who perpetrated 
them of crimes I would not that my worst enemy should be guilty.” 

With the leaders qf the church in voluntary exile, or on the “underground,” 
with men daily going to the penitentiary, not for violation of law (?) but (to use 
the language of the Mormon press) “for living with their wives,” ‘for commit- 
ting adultery with their wives,” with horsemen stationed at the outposts of the 
settlement (as I am assured by the marshals, and of which I have been personal 
witness) to fly with the speed of the wind to notify Hey icy oyed of the approach 
of the marshals, that the polygamists may rush to their hiding bape Surely 
the “dry bones” of this ‘‘dead”’ thing of the valley make a good deal of rattling! 

In reply. to No, 2 I summon the Deseret News, official organ of the Mormon 
Church, May 20, 1886, as evidence: 

“Polygamy in the ordinary and Asiatic sense of the term never was and is 
not now a tenet of the Latter-Day Saints. That which Joseph and Hiram Smith 
denounced, and for preaching which without authority, an elder was cut off 
the church in Nauvoo, was altogether different to the order of celestial mar- 
riage, including aplurality of wives. Theerrors which those ladies who signed 
the affidavits declared were not known to them as doctrinesof the church, were 
not, are not, and never will be, part of the creed of the Church of Latter-Day 
Saints. (The affidavits alluded to aro purto denials that polygamy was a doc- 
trine of the church. Affidavits signed by women styling themselves ‘married 
females,’ the wives of Joseph Smith.) 

“‘ Joseph and Hiram were consistent in their action against the false doctrine of 
polygamy, advocated by men who did not comprehend the pon of celestial 
marriage. It has frequently been asserted by the enemies of the church that 
President John Taylor, when in France, publicly denied that the church en- 
tertained the doctrine of plural .”” (It has been established by unques- 
tioned authority that at the time of this denial John Taylor was the hushand 
often wives.) ‘‘ Directly he denied nothing—indirectly he disputed the assertion 
that polygamy was a part of the creed of the church. The doctrine of celestial 
marr . including the plurality of wives, was revealed to Joseph Smith, the 
prophet, from the same source as the other revelations, and they stand or fall 
together. That oye racticed what he taught,and was himself the husband 
of several wives in the holy order of celestial marriage has been thoroughly 
authenticated, The world may not receive the glorious doctrine of eternal 
matrimony by which husbands and wives are made one and forever, nor the 
principle of plural marriage, which is an essential part of that doctrine, but 
those who have come out of the darkness into the light will see the beauty and 
divinity of that comprehensive relation.” 

No. 3, “almshouses:™ I have personally visited the large and well-appointed 
poor-house of Salt Lake County, filled with Mormon inmates and officials, For 
the past twelve years I have annually passed weeks or months in the Territory. 
I know not what may be the Mormon standard of “necessity.” Measured by 
any known American standard the average house in the settlements is an alms- 
house per se. Polygamous families live largely in houses of one or at best two 
rooms, under conditions at which thought revolts. 

Many applicants at the home established by Congressional appropriation rep- 
resent a poverty without poaae There are comfortable, even luxurious,homes 
amon © Mormon people. Thereis corporate enterprise and individual wealth; 
but it is in priesthood circles, is based on church income and es, and is 
maintained at the expense of the rank and file. The tithing fund, the temple 


supreme court no- 


1888. 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 


8797 


fund, the immigration fund, the defense fund, the Congressional fund, collected 
by tax levied by priesthood from the people, exhaust the limited resources of 
the masses. Labor is largely paid in orders on the tithing yard, which is in it- 
self a great market house, whose supplies are the tithing contributions. 

No. 4, “admission :” On file in the Senate document-room is the petition of 
1872 of 400 women of Utah Territory, “ praying that the protection of the Gen- 
eral Government may not be withdrawn from them by the admission of that 
Territory as a State.” That the Territorial government from that hour to the 
present extended additional protection to women is not susceptible of proof. 

Hear the petitioners: 


“ To the Senators and Representatives 
of the United States of America in Congress assembled : 


“We, your petitioners, appeal to you in the name of justice and humanily 
not to withdraw your protection from us. Our sole dependence is be sary gon 

“ For more than twenty years Utah, although a Territory of the United States, 
and as such nominally under the jurisdiction of Congress, has been in reality 

verned bry agra 4 the Mormon priesthood. No more bloody despotism 

disgraced the in modern times, 

“Brigham Young, in the self-appointed character of God's vice- nt, has 
held the lives, liberty, and property of the people in his hands. Diso! lence 
to him has nm accounted a crime not to beatoned forexcept by blood. Noth- 
ing that the people possessed could be called their own except by his will. Not 
only were they required to pay into the church pote penal | one-tenth of all their 

rop) but they were liable at any time to be ordered to give up their homes 
to the prophet, and this order none dared disobey, 

“Many of your petitioners haye been robbed thus in years past. Women 
who, by the rof their own hands, have earned the shelter of a roof for 
themselves and their little ones, have been deprived of that shelter by Brigham 
Young's command. The bread hasbeen taken from the little children’s mouths 
to swell the revenues of the church and enable its rulers to add house to house 
and field to field, But these robberies are a little thing com with other 
enormities perenne by despotic rulers of this people in the name of their 
religion. ring all the years that their will have been law in Utah no man’s 
life, no woman's honor, has been gafe, if either stood in their way. Never in 
this world will the history of their dark and bloody deeds be fully written, for 
the victim and witness of many a tragedy are hidden together in the ve, 

“We know it been urged that polygamy, the curse and blight of the 
homes of Utah, is hastening to its death,and that even if the people do not 
agree to relinquish it, it will shortly fall by an attack of naturaland social forces 
consequent upon being brought in contact with the Christian civilization of the 
nineteenth century. ut do the facts which are constantly transpiring support 
this assertion? 

“But the continuance of polygamy is not the only und npon which your 
petitioners deprecate the admission of Utah in the Union. There are other 
crimes and other tyrannies that will most assuredly be perpetuated and greatly 
intensified by the admission of Utah into the Union and the consequent acces- 
sion of power to the Mormon priesthood. We have been told repeatedly 
toronga the columns of the Deseret News, the official organ of the Mormon 
Church, that in the event of Utah becoming a State if we do not choose to be 

. ruled by the majority we can leave; the railroad is open. - 

“ We adjure you, in the names of the mothers who bore you,of the wives you 
love, of the sisters whose honor is dear to you, not to turn a deaf ear to the ery 
of those who seck protection from a tyranny of a system that, throughout its 
whole existence, has sought only to crush and degrade womanhood. Thou- 
sands of women within the Territory of Utah are to-day in a condition of abject 
slavery. Many of them would proclaim their wrongsto the world ifthey dared. 
We appeal to you not to take any step that will cut off all hope of their deliv- 


erance. 

“ Will not the Representatives of this great nation listen to our appeal?” 

Of these petitioners twenty-five had been members of the Mormon Church 
from five to fifteen years, fifty-two from fifteen to twenty-five years, and fifteen 
from twenty-five to thirty-five years. The writer has personal acquaintance 
with some of these petitioners,who have stated to her that when the fact of the 
petition was known in the church, they were given the alternative to proclaim 
that their signatures were fraudulently obtained or suffer the penalties the 
Church knew so well how to inflict, That any additional protection, 1 la- 
tive or otherwise, has been extended to women in this interim of years is not 
susceptible pi prouti Since the death of the great dictator there is more oxygen 
in the air. is is all, That even the apparent guaranty of allegiance set 
forih in the constitution of the Territorial convention is a deception is proven 
by ste tovine from the Deseret News, August 2, 1887, official organ of the Mor- 
mon Church, 

“That polygamy has been declared ‘incompatible with a republican form of 


eee must be known to every reader of the leading papers of the 
Jnited States. Itis for that reason that the admisson of Utah into the Union 
as a State has been opposed in Congress and in the papers. * * * But we 


wish it to be understood that neither the ‘Deseret News nor the constitutional 
convention bas affirmed that polygamy is incompatible with a republican or 
any other form of government.’ It is stated in the Constitution that it is so 
‘considered,’ and * * * the woting people of Utah, who are mon ‘istsin 
practice, declare that it shall be deemed a misdemeanor and punished with cer- 
tain penalties, * * * We have neveradmitted in all the controversy of years 
on this question that polygamy was ‘incompatible with a republican form of 
government. The conceit was not ours.’ * * * 

Fifth. Mr. CAINE says: “The people in 1549 formulated a constitution and de- 
clared in their * bill of rights’ pmione other things ”—but fails to quote the open- 
ing sentence of that constitution (bill of rights)—'** We, the people, do ordain 
and establish a free and independent government by the name of the State of 

Sixth. (Marriage law). The Utah Legislature since the organization of the 
Territory has been solidly Mormon—largely polygamous—until the Edmunds 
law, which declared the polygamist ineligible to office. During these years no 
marriage law against incest, adultery, or any sexual crime w. ver (save 
rape) was eyer pat upon the statute-books. Is there no significance in the fact 
that in thirty-eight years of Mormon dominion no marriage law was enacted 
until after the constitutional convention ? 

Have any arrests been made under the Territorial law in the seven months 
since its ge t 

Seventh. (Church and state.) “Know better?” Yes, theydo. The ecclesi- 
astical polity of the Mormon Church abrogates state and recognizes only church 

vernment, The accompanying extracts, from official statements of Brigham 

oung,John Taylor, and Wilford Woodruff, the three consecutive presidents 
of the Mormon Church; from the Congressional Delegate, George Q. Cannon; 
from ©, H. Penrose, editor of the Deseret News, the official exponent of the 
Mormon Church; from Orson and Parley Pratt, the great theologians of the 
Poman Church, are offered in evidence. These utterances can be multiplied 
ibilum. 

Quotations from John Taylor, late president of the Mormon Church, 1882: 

“American citizens: We shall contend for our liberties, rights, and immuni- 
ties, guarantied to us by the Constitution, and no matter w. action may be 
taken by inimical tion, we shall contend inch for inch for our freedom 
and rights. The internal fires of revolution are already smoldering in this na- 
tion, and they need but a spark to set them ina flame. Of all bodies in the 
world Ponaress can ill afford to recklessly trample upon human freedom and 
to send and destroy that great palladium of human rights, the Constitution of 


the United States. We will stand by our covenants. and the Constitution will 
bear us oat in it. fescue ober things thatinstrument says that ‘Congress shall 
make no law impairing the validity of contracts.’ You have contracted to be 
united with your wives in time and in eternity, and it would not do for us to 
break ~ constitutional law. Others may do it, but we can not. 


We What are we offered by vou in your proposed I lation? First, confis- 
cation of property; our lands, houses, and vineyards legislated awa: by men 
who have no propan PP ph ed, (ap pettifoggers, adventurers, and robbers, 
for you offer by your bills a premium for fraud and robbery. ‘The first robs us 
of our property and leaves us the privilege, though despoiled, of retaining our 
honor. e have been robbed before; this we could stand again. Now forthe 
second, the great privilege which you offer by obedience. Loss of honor and 
self-respect, the renunciation of God and our religion, the prostitution of our 
wives and children to a leyel with your civilization, to be cursed with your de- 
bauchery, to be forced to countenance infanticide in our midst, and have your 
professional artists advertise their dens of murder among us, to swarm as you 
do with pimps and harlots and their paramours; to have gambling, drunken- 
ness, whoredom, and all the pestiferous effects of debauchery; to be involved 
in debt, and crime forced upon us; to despise ourselves; to be despised by our 
wives, children, and friends, and to be despised and cursed of God in time and 
in eternity, This you offer us and your religion to boot, We have and prefer 
purity, honor,and a clear conscience. Our motto to-day is as it ever has 
and I hope ever will be, ‘The kingdom of God or nothing.’ ” 

At the funeral obsequies of President Taylor, “ Champion of Liberty,” August 
1, 1887, George Q. Cannon says: 

“ President Taylor has been killed by the cruelty of officials who have in this 
Territory misrepresented the Government of the United States. His blood 
stains the clothes of men who with insensate hate have offered rewards for his 
arrest and have hounded him to the graye. History will yet call:their deeds 
by their right names, but One greater than the combined voices of all histori- 
ans tis yet pronounce their dreadful sentence. John Taylor had not broken 
any law.” 

It will be remembered that John in vie went to the underground to avoid 
arrest for polygamy and there died. His exile was voluntary, and had he chosen 
to return and live with one wife he would have had no fear of arrest. 

Extracts from sermon by Charies H. Penrose, editor Deseret News, official 
organ of the Mormon Church, delivered in the Tabernacle July 26, 1884, and 
published in the News: 

“I have been pleased in listening to the remarks of Brother Carxe (Hon. J. 
T. Carne), who has just returned from Washington, GIad to hear that his de-- 
sire, in common with ours, is to build up the kingdom of God in the earth and 
to contend for the rights which belong to us as American citizens. 

“The establishment of God’s kingdom and government on the earth will be 
fulfilled. This Church of Jesus Christ of Latter-Day Saints, to which we belong, 
is established by the Almighty for the ba ochre purpose of the accomplishment 
iiy great work. The time has como for the building up of the Latter-Day 
kingdom, 

“ Every law the United States may pass with the intent to disintegrate this 
work, to divide fnis People, to crush this power that exists in the midst of the 
Latter-Day Saints will only tend to consolidate them and to make their deter- 
mination more persistent. 

“Tn regard to that feature of our faith against which laws have been passed 
in Congress, framed to prevent our carrying out the commandments of God in 
regard to our family relutions (a right we claim under the Constitution of the 
United States), we believe marriage to be an estate with which Congress has 
no right to interfere. We consider that we have a perfect right under the Con- 
stitution of our country to believe what seems right to us and then to carry it 
out, As has been said by Brother CAINE this nb pores in passing certain enact- 
ments which infringe upon our religious liberties, the Congress of the United 
States is doing something that will come back upon the very individuals who 
have been trying to enact these laws. 

“t We believe that good men may obtain more wives than one. May have 
them sealed by the same command to be their wives in the eternal world. If 
Abraham were on the earth to-day, they would put him in the penitentiary. 
If Jacob were here with his four wives, they would put him in jail. Looking 
upon this as an establishment of our religion, we claim the right to the free ex- 
ercise thereof before God and man. 

“ When, therefore, our constitutional privileges are trampled upon, we feel 
like resisting. We intend to contend for our rights inch by inch. In this we 
are as firm as the everlasting hills, that are not moved by the blasts of winter 
or the heat of summer. Every nation and people and institution and societ; 
that fights against Zion shall become like the dream of a night vision. It shall 
passaway, * * * 

“This kingdom (of Latter-Day Saints) will break in pieces all other govern- 
ments, and it will stand forever, for God Almighty has decreed it. 

“WILFORD WOODRUFF, 
“Present head of the Church, July 29, 1884." 


Discourse by President George Q. Cannon, delivered in the Tabernacle, Salt 
Lake City, August 31, 1884 : 

“ We have been taught to believe that the time will come when constitutional 
government will be overthrown upon this land and that it will be the province 
of the Latter-Day Saints to uphold those principles which God inspired the 
founders of this Government to embody in the Constitution, and it seems to 
be fast approaching. Every settlement in this valley has been founded under 
the direction of men who hold the holy priesthood of the Son of God. * * * 
God designs that this people, called Latter-Day Saints, shall be a kingdom of 
priests and beings. The struggle that is now going on is to destroy the influence 
of the priesthood. Our effort is to have the Latter-Day Saints throughout all 
these valleys be obedient to the priesthood.” 


“The kingdom of God is an order of government established by divine au- 
thority; it is the only legal government that can exist in any part of the uni- 
verse; all other governments are illegal and unauthorized, and again, any people 
AAS Hae to govern themselves by laws of their own making, or by officers 
of their own appointing, are in direct rebellion against the kingdom of God."— 
Orson Pratt. 

“Our ecclesiastical government is the government of Heaven, and in 
rates all goveruments on earth; it is the fountain, the mainspring, the source of 
all light and power and government thatever did or can exist; itcircumscribes 
the governments of this world.”— Brigham Young. 

“A system shall be developed by which there shall be one spirit, one doc- 
trin *, one order of priesthood, worship, power, government to lead, direct, 
control, and say what religion they shall adopt, including every department of 
government sufficient for all the affairs of state, both internal and external, 
and that would contribute to their enlightenment, environment, defense, ex- 
altation, and their relations with all the world. * * * Hence the gathering 
ot the saints, the organization of the Kingdom of God, religiously and polit- 
ically. * * * We need not look to any other place where we may find this 
kingdom than mone ae saints right here, where they compose the majority, 
where there is no other larger government, where they are hemmed in with 
mountains and can establish peace and a kingdom and a government and a law. 
‘Well,’ says one, ‘you are a republican, government, how does that ch: in 
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with the word kingdom?’ It matters not as to the outward name, whether it 
takes the name of republic or kinga era Nein that, or theother. Itis notthe 
—Pa 


name that does the business.” 
most to see in the following the Presidential 
summons to organized resistance to national law: - = 
[Secret circular issued to the Mormon Church by the first presidency, May 5, 
1885, John Taylor. George Connon. 
DEFENSE FUND, 

" Attempts are now being made to destroy our rights under the Constitution. 
An attack has been made upon our religion. At the nning of these attacks 
upon us we formed a defense fund, it being the intention to use it for the de- 
fense of all who might be assailed on religious grounds. Counsel has been given 
to the church in Idaho and Arizona to form in each of these Territories a simi- 
lar defense fund, as it is equally necessary the Saints in Idaho and Arizona 
should make common cause in defending themselves whenever they may be at- 
tacked, in violation of the Constitution, Of course the funds will be handled 


by the committees. 
“It is of the utmost importance to us asa ae? that these cases should be 
contested before the courts. We do not think it advisable that brethren gointo 


court and plead guilty, Every case should be defended with all the zeal and 
energy possible. Let us contend for our rights inch by inch and not yield a 
pues to the demands of those who are assailing us,” 


[Conference Epistle, October 6, 1885. John Taylor, George Q. Cannon. j 

“Forty years ago the Lord revealed to His Church the principle of celestial 

The idea of marrying more wives than one was naturally abhorrent. 

But the command of God was upon them; in consequence no soul dared diso- 

bey. was the awful penalty affixed to a refusal to obey these laws, 

It never entered into their minds to suppose Congress would enact a law which 

would present the alternative of being consigned to the penitentiary if they 
obeyed alaw of God which would deliver them from Ccamnation.” 


[Extract Woman’s Exponent. Joux T, Carse’s letter to President Cleveland.] 


“ By courtesy of Hon. Joux T. CAINE we are favored with a copy of the fol- 
towing letter, which he presented to President Cleveland on the date men- 


“WASHINGTON, D. C., December 10, 1885. 


“*Srr: I have the honor to transmit herewith the result of the inquiry made 

. by the council of Salt Lake City (Mormon) touching the unfounded representa- 

tions made to you by the governor of the Territory of Utah and other Federal 
officials, * * * Controlling, as these officials do, an intemperate and violenti: 

san newspaper, and through it the Associated Press dispatches sent from Salt 

e City, they have been able to give wide circulation to theirdeliberately man- 

mmancred falsehoods, * * *. Ires; ully submit, Mr. ent, that the men 

who have so grossly deceived you in this matter (sending troops to Utah) are 

unworthy of your confidence and unfit to represent the Federal Govyernment.’”' 


[Conference Epistle, April 9, 1883. John Taylor, George Q. Cannon.] 

“ We are inconsiderately asked to rend our family relations and throw away 
our ideas of human freedom, political equality, and the oy (a of man, and ‘to 
become like them.’ Be like t , for what? Like them in sapping the foun- 
dations of human ey, ; like them in violating our constitutional oaths; like 
them in covenanting th wives and children till death parts them, and no 
more but a dead blank? What does it mean to be like them? It means that 
E pluribus unum is a fiction; it means that we tamper with and violate that 
grand palladium of human libert: , the Constitution of the United States, and 
substitute expediency, anarchy, icism, intolerance, and religious bigotry 
for those glorious fundamental principles of liberty, equality, brotherh , hu- 
man fi om, and the rights of man. It means judicial corruption, perve: 

ustice, missionary judges, class rulings, and minority i shor wage om It means 
udicial tyranny and oppression; the introduction o ies and spotters; of 

ked juries and intolerance; of prisons, chains, and terrorism; and intro- 
p pam cruelty, oprani and despotism in the place of liberty, equality, and 
feotherhood. e can not do it. 

“We do not ask freedom as a favor—we demand it asaright. The Edmunds 
por was begotten by prejudice, conceived in ignorance, and brought forth in 

te.’ 

In the Territorial Legislature of 1886, pending the discussion of “the open 
venire” jury system to which the writer liste: , one member said: 

“We want juries who will not be brow-beaten or commanded by the judge 
mip eves i a verdict not in accordance with evidence,” 

nother: 


lets me live I will never sustain such | 
Government is free to choose his own 
stand by it if Iam guillotined. If I have not liberty I might as well be dead.” 


Another: 

“The Edmunds Iaw is an unjust law, and it will be so until itis buried. That 
we have lived under it is proof of our loyalty. Weare not here in this Territory 
under the laws%of the United States, but under Territorial law. I know full well 
the inherent cussedness of the Edmunds bill. I dare not assist in putting this 
yoke of bondage upon the necks of our people.” 


[Epistle of first presidency, October 6, 1886.] 

“The brethren who are now lingering in prison for declining to repudiate 
their wives. Itis well known that every one of them would have escaped the 
penalties of the law if they would but promise to obey the law inthe future as 
construed by the courts. It would have been easy to make the promise and 
avon Ae an They would not make a promise which they did not in- 
tend to keep. 

“Filled with anger at their non-success at the last session our opponents are 
preparing for the onslaught at the coming session of Congress, and we are 
threatened with vengeance of the mostdreadful description. * * * Butthose 
who fight against us will share the fate of all who have ever fought against us, 
* * © We have seen generation after generation of our Ph soa pass onc after 
another into cold oblivion. They have strutted their brief hour upon the s 
But they have passed away, and the memory of their deeds cen Barhi in our hi 
torical archives. * * * And woeto the people or the nation that fights against 
Zion! tor.as we have often had occasion to say, God will fightagainst them, His 
wrath will be poured out upon them. 

“JOHN TAYLO 


R, 
“GEORGE Q. CANNON." 
January 15, 1887,the Woman's Exponent, in an article on the “Situation of 
Utah,” contains the following reference to the death of Senator 
“When Senator Logan was here with the Grand Army of the 


public he 
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said in his if we do not like the treatment we are getting we might emi- 
grate, Kind, very kind! But he has gone first. I should not be surprised if 
more of the wolves were stopped in their mad career. Has the whole nation 


got Mg ares ant Mc 
At conference of A 6, 1888, Bishop Whitney read the following from 
ent of the church, now in exile because of his plural 


Wilford Woodruff (presi 

relations): 

“Epistle to the officers and members of the Church of Jesus Christ of Latter- 
Day Saints in general conference assembled : K 


“The present is an extraordinary time which a rs to uire more help 
and stren; from the Lord than usual. There n no fears indul in con- 
cerning the effect of the Edmurids-Tucker law if the Day nts will 


only be true to the covenants they have made with their God and strictly carry 
out the principles which he has told us must govern us in the building up of 
His Zion. If, however, we forget our covenants, snd from and disregard 
the may i op which he has given us, then be assured, Latter-Day Saints, our 
position is full of peril to us.’ 

The Deseret News, of September 4, 1886, publishes the following: 


“Open letter to the Federal judges of Utah, the prosecuting attorney, and all 
ot who are engaged in the present crusade against the ‘Mormon’ peo- 
ple: 

“It is nearly two years since persecutions were actively commenced under 
the Edmunds law in this and the oining Territories, during which time the 
presidency of the church, several of the oe apostles, presidents of 


ver, <r to increase their faith 
associations with the people in various 
parts of this Territory, as well as in the Territories adjacent. It may be that in 
the near fature the Latter-Day Saints may not only be tolerated but protected 
in their religious rights by legislative enactments. And when we are left free 
to govern ourselves, to make and execute our own local laws—a right guaran- 
tied by the Constitution of our country—we will place such safeguards around 
the people that they shall not be subject to the encroachments that are being 
made upon our li to-day.” 

On the 6th of March, 1886, I had the honor to attend the mass-meeting in Salt 
Lake City, when two thousand women gathered from all parts of the Territory 
to memo © Congress against the execution of national law touching the 
“divine order” of marriage. For four mortal hours I listened to utterances, 
the character of which may be inferred from the following pee from my pen. 
Anextract from the Tribune's editorial comment thereon follows: 


H PROTEST OF A LOYAL WOMAN—THE OUTRAGEOUS SPEECHES AT THE THEATER. 
“Editor Tribune: 

“Mrs Hannah T. King, in her speech to-day in the theater, says: ‘I can not 
refrain from asking, Am I in America?’ z A 

“ Myself a New Englander by birth and education, reared in the atmosphere 
of loyalty, my 6wn heart puts forth gen 4 the question, *Am Iin America?’ 

“I have traveled all over this fair land; I have sat in the councils of the 
women of the nation; I have participated in the discussions of the various or- 
ganizations of women, h State and national; in benevolent, reformatory, in 
political action; and I have to-day heard for the first time treasonable utter- 
ances from the lips of my own sex; for the first time a defiance of the laws 
which shelter womanh And I desire to state in your columns, as a repre- 
sentative of the loyal women ofthe States, that there is not a spot on this con- 
tinent, outside of Utah, where the seditious sentiments expressed in the theater 
to-day could haye a hearing or receive a single personal indorsement from any 
woman of any race, color, or tpt condition of servitude. Any woman in 
the States who should so insult the representatives of this great Republic would 
eee more speedy and none the less terrible than that of J. Wilkes 

t 


Booth. 
As a Christian wife and mother, I, in behalf of the Christian homes of this Re- 
ublic, repudiate the oft-repeated charge of the speakers in the theater that the 
jasciviousness of the age is due to monogamous or Christian marriage. 

The * 30,000" demi-monde of New York mentioned to-day are such in defi- 
ance of the laws of Christian homes over whose threshold they can not pass. 

And be it known to the women of this Territory that nowhere in the States 
did woman ever sink to such depths of dishonor as to stand before a public au- 
dien ce and vindicate their illicit alliances, much less declare they were entered 
into and porpotoniod by direct command of God, 

Again, there is not to be gathered out of the vilest slums of our cities, from 
the most abandoned classes, an audience who would listen to such monstrous 
blasphemy. I speak whereof I know, and my woman’s soul hurls back the in- 
sinuation of dishonor in Christian domestic life. 

I agree with Dr. Eliss Shipp. “It is no longera virtue to be silent,” and there 
are sone in this meno armen Mags mae may = be felt AA a 
gress with a potency and in a line unfe! fore. may yet appear t the 
women of this Territory are“ building the gallowsto hang themselves.” Build- 
ing it with their own bands (since they declare themselves free from priestly 
authority), building it faster than they know. 

‘The blessed Stars and Stripes which h) in mocking irony above the heads 
of disloyal women, to-day are crimson with the blood of sons of loyal mothers, 
The stars have been set in that field of blue through tears and toil and ggs 
to the God of battles, to the Christian’s God (not Mormon god), to the of 
Christian homes. . 

Homes are the rock on which this Republicis built. Homes where one woman 
reigns as queen sitting upon a ne whose honor knows neither compromise 
nor division. And I, in whose veins flow the blood of the Pilgrim Fathers, 
“protest” nst the unfurling of that flag above any people, over any home, 
where priestly edicts and the law of lust dominate, 

‘Treason is not to find shelter under the flag, and whatever of sympathy or 
protection the women of Utah expect from this Government is disclaimed in 
their present hostile attitude. They cut the cords which bind them to the 
world's heart when they thus blaspheme the nation’s God, repudiate the na- 
tion’s sovereignty and the Christian home, 

Liberty protected by law is the only liberty under the flag. 


Yours, 
ANGIE F. NEWMAN. 

DAILY TRIBUNE, Salt Lake, March 9. 

A TRUE WOMAN'S PROTEST. 
[Daily Tribune editorial, Salt Lake, March 10.] 

That was a stingin 
day's Tribune. It ought to be printed side by side with th 
theater on Saturday, and Mormon women ot to read both just to see how 
they stand in the estimation of civilization. 
read the terse closing sentence of her communication, try to its meaning, 
and then, if possible, to estimate how far out upon the sea of uncertainty they 
have already drifted. ‘Liberty protected by law is the only liberty under tke 


1888. 
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.” That liberty which, regardless of government, makes every man the 
of what laws he shall obey, is merely license, and does not belong to civil- 


ion, 

Has such a spectacle ever been witnessed since the foundation of this Govern- 
ment as that of polygamous women memorializing Congress against the execu- 
tion of national law? It may be expedient, to ask, has “ veneration for Ameri- 
can institutians” ever led any other class of law-breakers in to me- 
morialize Congress touching the execution of law ves? 

The memorial thus presented made reckless charges inst the Federal offi- 
cers. It was my privilege to place in the hands of President Cleveland, for the 
use of the President and the National Con; acopy of an affidavit which was 
filed by the clerk of the court, in which the deputies each declare those state- 
ments are without foundation in truth; alsoa personal letter from Marshal Jre- 
Jand, in which he states that he has personally visited and spent weeks in the 
localities where the testimony submitted in the “‘ memorial” was taken. He 
finds the charge of “outrages” is entirely unwarranted, and the editors who 
published the statements in the Southern Utonian have been arrested for crimi- 
nal libel and held to answer in the district court of the third judicial district. 
Later—plead guilty in the courts. 

Resistance to law, “ as construed by the souna isopenly taught. Thusthey 
recognize the courts as thejudicialarm of the law, or the Federal judges 
as interpreters of the law. The“ undslaw they designate asthe Edmunds- 
Tucker infamy.” The "highest veneration" of Mr. CAINE for the institutions 
of his country is vouched for in the Penrose sermon. That of his adherents is 
vouched for in the Penrose sermon. That of his adherents isemphasized in the 
“Exponent” articles from Elder Bowring and the “ City of Refuge,” 


THE WOMAN'S EXPONENT—WOMEN CAN DO MUCH IN THE PRESENT EMERGENCY. 


[By a wife in exile.] 
Crry OF REFUGE. 

In answer to the question, “ Whatcan women do in the present emergency?” 
I pen the following ideas to prove the unity of thought that exists among the 
Latter-Day Saints on the present situation of affairs, cting us asa people, par- 
ticularly t class who have entered into celestial marriage. 

Women of Israel, a crisis has come in our lives, With a knowledge that God 
had revealed the law of celestial marriage, * = * many of ustook upon our- 
selves the sacred obligationsof plural wives with the full understanding that 
we could henceforth bear the proud distinction of honorable wives, not con- 
cubines, not bond-women, not women of any inferior tion in the marriage 
covenant, for the same ceremony that bi the first wife binds also the plural, 
and each is under exactly the same obligations, The children of each in the 
pi of God ànd angels, who bear witness of the ekre aly ren are honorable. 

Shief-Justice Zane may openly and maliciously insult thousands of noble 
and pure women and innocent children in this community whose stations I 
have thus defined, but that does not alter facts. * + * Patient waiting brings 
its own reward, but in the mean time we will not sit idly down and allow 
might to triumph over right without an earnest protest and a brave struggle. 

We will fearlessly assert our rights as defenders of that glorious document 
which onone to all the right of conscience and the free exercise thereof, 
with “life, liberty, and the pursuit of happiness,” and we will maintain our 
true positions by virtue of conscience and È 

The nation may cry “Unclean! “ Unclean !” but until its statistics show a 
better state of morality under monogamic sway we will answer back, “First 
cast the beam out of thine own eye.” “Letthose who aro without guilt cast 
the first stone.” While the ized wail from thousands and thousands of 
God's fair daughters, d ed and debauched by man’s consuming lust, 
reaches up to heaven from the soil of America, is not the n’s boasted 
lantry, ay humanity, to women a burning sarcasm, a stink in the nostrils of 
Jebovah? Congress may pass laws to imprison the virtuous brotherhood of 
the Latter-Day Saints. * * * Itmay compel us, under penalty of fine and 
imprisonment, to give evidence that would make us worse than widows, and 
our children worse than orphans. But shall we fear man who can at mostonly 
destroy the frail body in which are sown the seeds of death, and which must, 
sooner or later, molder in the dust? z 

The time has come when our husbands must entirely, both in theory and 
praias; take from our heads the glorious crown of wifehood, put us away, 

isown us, or be humiliated to a prison cell, wear the prison garb (recently en- 
forced, it would seem, in the Utah penitentiary for the especial humiliation of 
r trons Saf victims), and be placed on equal footing with men guilty of 

eepest-d crimes. 

Now, the question with us is, Shall we agree to these measures; shall we assist 
in any way or even urge our husbands in working out their eternal condemna- 
tion by breaking the covenants mutually made in sacred places, buying their 
liberty at the price of honor, and thus robbing ourselves of the cherished dis- 
tinction of wives? Or shall we say to them, Stand firm for conscience’ sake; 
yield nottothe unlawful, unreasonable requiremeuts of bigoted, tyrannical law- 
makers who seek to bind man’s heaven-born right of conscience in all matters 
between himselfand his Creator? Rar pa rathera prison or exile, assome of us 
women have proven that we can do willingly rather than betray you. * * * 

(This writer evidently understands the law of the land. Her exile is volun- 
tary. Her defiance is willful. The sentiment is in fall harmony with the con- 
stant utterances of “the organ of the Lord” which publishes it.) 

January 15, 1887.—The Woman’s Exponent publishes the following articles 
(abbr¢viated) from an elder in Israel. (Surely we are a loyal people.) 


SHALL WE BE LIKE THEM? 
[By Elder H. E. Bowring.] 


“Why can’t they be like the rest of us?” This remark was made by Grover 
Cleveland, President of the United States of America, in reference to the church 
of Jesus Christ of Latter-Day Saints in Utah, and was no doubt elicited by the 
thought that if that people could be induced to give up their faith in the reve- 
lations of the Almighty (which the President and the jority of mankind do not 
recognize), it would save the Government and hi much trouble and ex- 
pense, and the people vexatious prosecutions, imprisonment, and much suffer- 

ng. There is no doubt that the President was honest in the thought that it 
would be for the benefit of those alluded to; but let us consider the question, 
and see what we would be like. 

Would it benefit us to be like their corrupt politicians, pettif ng lawyers, 
and time-serving priests? Shall we conform to the practices and vices that ap- 
pear inseparable with the boasted civilization of the present age, and be like 

‘the rest of them” in their licentiousness, debauchery, and drunkenness, their 
swindlings, robberies, and defaleations? Shall we adopt their dreadful prac- 
tices of infanticide, foeticide, and abortion; their ions, seductions, and 
adulteries, their murders, suicides, and pollutions? hall we imitate them in 
what is admitted by themselves to be a social evil, and have our beautiful cities 
infested with thousands of prostitutes, bringing disease, death, and perdition to 
our once happy homes, corrupting our virtuous, and lovely sons and 
daughters, and instead of a comparative heavyen, a very pandemonium of 
evils into our midst? Shall we repudiate our wives w. we have covenanted 
to love and cherish, not only for time, but for eternity? Shall we turn them 
out and trust them to the tender mercies of a cold-hearted and cruel world, and 
have them branded with the name of harlot,.and consign them to a life of 
sham?? Shall we allow our much loved and cherished sons and daughters to 


be branded with the name of bastard? Shall wedisobey the commands of God, 
and ally ourselves with the world, the flesh, and the devil? Our answer is no, 
no, no! A thousand times no! 

Now, in the celestial order of marriage, to which, evidently, the President was 
alluding, whois injured? Who complains? Who murmurs? Have the par- 
ties who of their own free will and choice have entered into the covenant of 

com jonship asked for protection from the courts of the Federal Gov- 
ernment? * * + . then, shall we imitate? Shall we not strive to belike 


the ancient worthies, who, through faith, subdued kingdoms, t right- 
cousness, obtained promises, stop the mouths of lions, quen the vio- 
lence of fire, escaped the edge of the sword, waxed valiant in fight, and put to 


flight the armies of the aliens? Like them, and like those noble saints of 
days, when persecuted, imprisoned, or tormented, we will not accept deliver- 
ance at the expense of our honor and integrity to our covenants, knowing that 
we will obtain a better resurrection and an exaltation in the kingdom of our 
God. We will rather follow in the footsteps of Abraham, Isaac, and Jacob; of 
Moses, Elkanah, and Hannah; of ancient apostles and prophets; also those of 
ourownday. We will imitate the example of those noble women of Utah, who 
recently met in convention at the Salt Lake City Theater, where thousands of 
our wives and mothers, sisters and daughters, young and old, protested against 
prosecutions and persecutions of their husbands and fathers for their faith 
in and obedience to the commandments of the Almighty. Their resolutions 
and protestations were echoed and indorsed by theirsisters in every city, town, 
and et of the Latter-Day Saints. In the words of our immortal s 
“Onr hearts are fixed; we know in whom we trust.” We will follow their 
noble examples; our faith is as firm as the everlasting hills, as le as 
the immutable laws of Jehovah. 

Eighth. “Whyshould this eer pike Tp of perjury?” Inevidence the 
Deseret News editorially declared: “The Mormons use no other Bible than the 
regular orthodox book commonly known as the King James translation of the 
Holy Scriptures.” I have in my A pa rnc the Joseph Smith revision of the 
King James version of the Holy Scriptures. The preface states, “ This work 
is given to the Mormon Church of Jesus Christ of Latter-Day Saints and to the 
public in pursuance of the direct command of God;” and charges “the y 
and abominable church (the Christian church) have taken away plain and pre- 
cious things from the book.” 

By most adroit interpolations the special tenets of the Mormon Church are 
“ restored" by Joseph Smith. 

This blasphemous translation is the Holy Scriptures in use by the Mormon 
Church (the Book of Mormon is another publication entirely). 

When the Federal couris demanded in evidence the church records of mar- 
riage, the leaders of the church took oaths that no such records were kept. 
The following excerpt I have myself copied from the Celestial Marriage Laws 
of the Mormon Church. 

* When the day set apart for the ceremony has arrived, the bridegroom and 
his wife, and also the bride, together with their relativesand guests, assemble at 
the appointed place. The scribe then proceeds to take the names and ages and 
native towns, countries, counties, or stakes of the parties to be married, which 
he carefully enters on the record. The president who is prophet, seer,and rev- 
elator over the whole church throughout the world, calls upon the bridegroom 
and his wife to arise, which they do, fronting the president. The wife standson 
the left hand of her husband. The bride stands at her left. The president puts 
the question: ‘Are you willing to give this woman to your husband, to be his 
lawful and wedded wife for time andall eternity? If youare you will manifest 
it by putting her right hand in the right hand of your husband,’ This done, 
the usual form of ceremony is performed between the husband and the bride. 
The serive then enters on the general record. the date and place of marriage, 
together with names of witnesses.”’ 

The ordinance incorporating the Church of Latter-Day Saints reads: 

“Sec. 4. And be it further ordained, That said church shall keep in every or- 
ganized branch or stake a registry of marriages; free forinspection of all mem- 
bers.” 


Mr. Came exalts the “non-sectarian school system.” 

After the American standard there is no public school system in Utah. The 
inadequate legislative appropriation thereto is supplemented by tuition. The 
scbool buildings are principally ells to ward meeting-houses, or the church it- 
self. The special qualification of a teacher is his or her status in the church. 
The average grade of scholarship does not approximate the American average 
of forty yearsago. The average mentality is strangely marked by the law of 
heredity. I am told by those who have had large experience, it seems im- 
ps to carry the pupils beyond the crudest elementary knowledge. The 

in capacity seems to exhaust itself at given points. They have had an an- 
cestry of illiterates for three or four generations, and mental tations are the 
per ee The following from the Salt Lake Tribune is but a link in the chain 
of evidence: 

“The Federal court-room was crowded to its utmost capacity last evening by 
an intelligent audience of ladies and gentlemen, who came to hear the able 
argument and arraignment of Mormonism by J. D. Stoddard, whohad accepted 
the challenge made by the first presidency of the Mormon Church at the 
ville conference in October, 1886, which was ‘The wicked and absurd construc- 
tion of the Edmunds law and improper and unprecedented administration, 
prompted by malice and approved by Satan, and intended to crush out a sys- 
tem tr Shee: pian which can not be overcome by truth, reason, and the agencies 
of ci humanity.’ 

“THE NON-SECTARIAN SCHOOLS. 


_ It was asserted by the a that in a competitive examination for a po- 
sition in a public schoolin Territory the only requirement was, not a knowl- 
edge of the branches of education, but a prejudiced mind that wouldi still into 
the minds of his paps the same fanaticism and superstition in which the in- 
structor believed. He read a certificate that was awarded him after passing an 
examination as to his religious status, and notas to his education, and based 
his success in obtaining the certificate on the fact that he had been baptized a 
few months before and was a member in good standing in the church,” 

hat Mr. Stoddard was born and reared in the Mormon faith and knew 
whereof he spoke will appear from the following: 

“My father entered into a contract with a man’s wife and two daughters in 
England that if he would furnish the money to pay their fares to Utah the two 
daughters would marry him in polygamy on their arrival here. They deceived 
the husband and father in England and before he could overtake them they 
had sailed from Liverpool. . My father married the two girls and they are liv- 


a him Spent 
e Book of Mormon has been the standard reader. Within the last year the 
Gentiles have gained control of some of the ward schools in Salt Lake City, 
which has caused general alarm to the extent that although in the several the- 
ological academies of the church Mormon theology is a distinctive feature of 
the curriculum, yet at the last session of the conference, September 1, 1888, the 
chureh declared in favor of exclusive sectarian education and organized a 
church Territorial board of education. ss per resolution: 

by That we sustain Angus M. Cannon, W. B. Dougall, John Nichol- 
son, Elias Morris, James Watson, Francis Cope, and W. A. Rossiter as mem- 
bers of the board of education for this State, to act in harmony with the Terri- 
torial board of education appointed at the last general conference of the church,” 

The following brief quotations from the conference es will afford 
glimpses of the sentiment on the subiect: 
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“Our academy will be open Monday next. This isa church school. If we 
have any for our children, we should see that they be educated in the 
glorious principles of the Gospel. We know how we are surrounded, and that 
the enemy usesevery iufluence to check our work and draw away our children.” 
(Elder Watson.) 

“I hope to see the day when adequate facilities of this nature will be within 
the of the poor, and when the children of the ple of God will not only 
be able to graduate as ripe scholars, but also as full-grown Latter-Day Saints. 
There is an imperative obligation upon us as a community to see that a gener- 
ation of Saints are reared unto the Lord, but we can take care of the future.” 
(Nicholson—News Editor.) 

“The authorities of the church have taken steps to have institutions of learn- 
ing established throughout Zion. Thisis avery important work.” (F.T. Rich- 


s. 

“At this conference we have voted in favor of establishing educational insti- 
tutions of a character enapees to the proper training of the children of the Lat- 
ter-Day Saints, and it is doubtless a good thing that we have been placed in a 
position that has made this course necessary.” (W. T. Richards. 

The “opening of the mines,” which Mr. Carxg imputes to the Mormon peo- 

le, was a Gentile enterprise attended with Mormon legislative restriction, of- 

cial proscription, and anathema, even to the extent of excommunication from 
the church of men who had the audacity to advocate mining interests in cur- 
rent literature. 

Mr. Carne says further, No amnesty has been granted to classes,” '* Classes" 
is the saving clause in that declaration. There is but one class subject to par- 
don, namely, the guilty. 

It isa matter of public record that one of the first official acts of Governor 
West was—in conjunction with the Federal officers—to a make a proposition to 
all the polygamists in the penitentiary to unite ina petition to the President for 
general amnesty for the whole body of offenders, on condition of agreement to 
obey the law in the future. Every man of them, including the great apostle 
Lorenzo Snow, refused release on such terms. Every man convicted under the 
Edmunds law has offered him, before sentence is pronounced, the alternative 
of a pledge to obey the laws in the future or be sent to the penitentiary. The 
penitentiary is the almost universal choice. 

Bishop Sharp, one of the most able men in the church, had the honor to pledge 
fealty to the Government. In consequence he was set at liberty by the courts, 
but deposed from his bishopric by the church. Thus, loyalty to national law 
is held as disloyalty tothe church, and cost the official head of a distinguished 
leader in the church. Mr. Carne does not “consider it necessary to the safety 
of the nation and the perpetuity of American institutions that men overseventy 
years of age should be imprisoned for unlawful cohabitation.” The safety of 
the nation is the standard of the American home. It is the home that law en- 
virons, notthe betrayer. Ageis nodefense. What ofthe “safety of the young 
giri, the usual victim of the seventies? 

The“ morality” (?)and “sobriety ” (?) ofthe Mormon people areamply attested 
to by their own ers, Brigham Young, in 1856, said in a Tabernacle sermon: 

“I have many a time in this stand dared the world to produce as mean devils 
ns we can; we can beat them at anything. We have the greatest and smooth- 
est liars in the world, the cunningest and most adroit thieves, and any other 
shade of character you can mention. We can pick out elders in Israel right 
here who can beat the world at gambling, who can handle the cards, cut and 
shuffle them with the smoothest e on the face of God's foot-stool. I can 
produc elders here who can shave theirsmartest shaversand take their money 

m them, We can beat the world at any game.” 

How much this standard has been elevated in the interim of years may be 
seen in the following quotations from the speech of Augus Cannon, brother of 
George Q., at the conference, Salt Lake City, October 13, 1887, reported in Mor- 


mon papers: 

“You will find seventies, you will find high priests and elders erecting bouses, 
renting them to men bartering away fire water, that inflames men’s blood, 
corrupts their minds, degrades their beings and makes them slaves, and other 
sins and a snare to other virtues. Not only do they rent houses for such pur- 
poses, but they build houses and rent them for the most infamous uses, They 
take the revenue coming from such a source and then pay tithes from it. When 
the records are exhibited revealing the degradations to which they consented 
to force God’s daughters and the evils that strewed the paths they trod, how 
they can stand before that God. Not only this, but you will find men clothed 
upon with the priesthood disposing of these very intoxicants; and if you ask 
them why they follow such pursuits, they will answer: ' Because we must have 
bread.’ Brethren holdisg the priesthood have deserted Lepper brought 
trouble and affliction upon their fellow-men By. vacating the lands they pos- 
sessed, and letting them go into the handsof theirenemies. Misery and suffer- 
ing have Tesalia. blood shed, and men made cripples through neglect to 
observe the principles of equity and justice. The sainte were the sons and 
daughters of God.” 

It is in no wise a pleasant duty to bave given even these glimpses of Mormon 
fealty. The Mormon Church has furnished brave men and heroic women— 
men and women of high character and high endeavor. Only such have been 
able to resist the gravitation abyssward, which is the law of the system. But 
the leaders who have m ward unfortunately have their hands upon the 
lower end of the incline down which the masses are moving. Nor do the 
lessen the angle of descent. Therefore, in behalf of the loyal people of Uta 
who were not represented in the constitutional convention and who "seek pro- 
wn from the Federal Government, we ask, gentlemen, your careful con- 

eration : 

First. Of this official record of a people who, under the guise of love for the 
American flag, are seeking a stateh at your hands. 

We ask, second, that on that emblem whose crimson bars have been made 
indelible only by the blood of heroes you will see that to its field of blue nostar 
of dishonor s pees 

Respectfully submitted, 

MRS. ANGIE F. NEWMAN, 
In behalf of the Loyalists of Utah Territory. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 


Mr. EDMUNDS. Iam instructed by the Committee on the Judi- 
eciary, to which was referred the bill (H. R. 9268) to punish dealers 
and pretended dealers in counterfeit money and other fraudulent de- 
vices for using the United States mails, to report the same back, to- 
gether with sundry papers and correspondence that have been sent to 
the committee by the Postmaster-General, with the request that the 
committee be discharged, and that the bill, with the accompanying 


papers, be referred to the Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads, 
Although this is a crimes bill, and would properly, if it were entirely 
by itself, go to the Committee on the Judiciary, we thought, inasmuch 
as the Post-Office Committee have usually taken charge of the post- 
office criminal legislation, it would be better for them to have it than 
for us to endeavor on one single bill to yo into this branch of the 
matter. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. lf there be no objection, the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary will be discharged from the further considera- 
tion of the bill, and it will be referred, with the accompanying papers, 
to the Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads, The Chair hears 
none, and it is so ordered. 

Mr. TURPIE, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom were re- 
ferred the following bills, reported them severally without amendment, 
and submitted reports thereon: 

A bill (H. R. 9371) granting a pension to Betsey Williams, widow of 
William R. Williams, private Company C, Eighth Regiment Michigan 
Volunteers; 

A bill (H. R. 5740) granting a pension to Anson Ward; 

A bill (H. R. 10274) granting a pension to Joseph W. Filler; and 

A bill (H. R. 11332) granting a pension to Eliza S. Glass. 

Mr. TURPIE, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom was re- 
ferred the bill (H. R. 10881) granting a pension to Nancy J. Cotner, 
reported it with an amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 

WILLIAM R. DEAN. 

Mr. DAVIS. I desire to call-up the bill (S. 2862) for the relief of 
William M. Dean for action on the amendments of the House of Rep- 
resentatives. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. The Chair lays before the Senate the 
amendments of the House of Representatives to the bill referred to by 
the Senator from Minnesota, which will be stated. 

The CHIEF CLERK. In line 3, strike ont ‘‘ William M. Dean” and 
insert ‘* William R. Dean;’’ in line 5, before the word ‘‘dollars,’’ strike 
out ‘‘seventy-two’’ and insert ‘‘fifty;’? and amend the title so as to 
read: “An act granting a pension to William R. Dean;’’ so as to make 
the bill read: 

An act granting a pension to William R. Dean. 

Be it enacted, elc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to place on the pension-roll, subject to the provisions and 
limitations of the pension laws, the name of William KR. Dean, late a member of 
Company G, Fifteenth Regiment Massachusetts Volunteers, and pay him a pen- 
sion of $50 per month, in lieu of the pension he is now receiving. 

Mr. DAVIS. I move that the Senate concur in the amendments of 
the House of Representatives. 

The motion was agreed to. 

BILLS INTRODUCED. 

Mr. STEWART introduced a bill (S. 3576) regulating the presenta- 
tion of bills and resolutions to the President; which was read twice by 
its title. 

Mr. STEWART. I think the bill should be referred to the Com- 
mittee on Privileges and Elections. 

Mr. SHERMAN, It should go to the Committee on Rules, properly. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair thinks the proper reference 
would be to the Committee on Rules, 

Mr. STEWART. I have no objection, though I think, as it relates 
to the privileges of the two bodies, it should be referred to the Commit- 
tee on Privileges and Elections. 

Mr. HARRIS. Let the title be read again. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill will be read at length for 
information. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That whenever a bill or resolution requiring the signature 
of the President shall have both Houses of Congress and been enrolled 
and signed by the Speaker of the House of Representatives and the President 
of the Senate, it shall be the duty of the S er of the House of Representa- 
tives, when the bill or resolution originated in that body, and of the President of 
the Senate, when the bill or resolution originated in the Senate, to cause such 
bill or resolution to be forthwith presented to the President of the United States 
in person, and a report of the fact to be made to the House in which the bill or 
resolution originated, and the date of such presentation. 


Mr. SHERMAN, The Constitution provides that each House shall 
govern its own proceedings, and as a matter of course we can not inter- 
fere with the enrollment of bills in the other House and their presenta- 
tion to the President. Itis only within the power of the Senate so 
far as Senate bills are concerned. So far as House bills are concerned, 
we have no power by law to regulate their mode of managing and de- 
livering their bills. ‘Therefore this is a matter proper for the Commit- 
tee on Rules, and no doubt they will provide, if there is any necessity 
for it, for the prompt sending of bills backward and forward between 
the two Houses or to the President of the United States. Each body 
must regulate that matter for itself. 

Mr. STEWART. I differ with the Senator on that point. I think 
that Congress, after a bill has passed, has the right to have it presented 
to the President, and it is for the two Houses to see that the bill is pre- 
sented. The Constitution provides that a bill sliall be presented be- 
fore it becomes a law, and it may be n to havea law passed for 
the purpose of securing such a presentation. The Senate rule provides 


that a bill shall be presented forthwith to the President. I shall offer 
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also a resolution when that order is reached, and then I should like to 
make a few remarks referring to the rules, which may meet the whole 


case. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. As casting some light on this sub- 
ject the Chair will haye the clause of Rule XXV, referring to the sub- 
ject, read. 

The Chief Clerk read as follows: 

RULE XXV. ° 
A $ Ld * = $ s 

A Committee on Enrolled Bills, to consist of three Senators, which shall have 
power to act jointly with the same committee of the House of Representatives, 
and which, or some one of which, shall examine all bills or joint resolutions 
which shall have ed both Houses, to see that the same are correctly enrolled, 
and, when signed by the Speaker of the House and President of tne Senate, shall 
forthwith present the same, when they shall have originated in the Senate, to 
the President of the United States in person, and report the fact and date of 
such presentation to the Senate. 

Mr. STEWART. I was about to remark on that rule, which I have 
here, and some other rules connected with the same subject, upon the 
presentation of a resolution which I have to offer, which, I think, is a 
legitimate way of reaching this subject. Ithink, however, there should 
be a law passed on the subject. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. This debate can proceed only by 
unanimous consent, the bill having been read twice, Is there objec- 
tion? 

Mr. SHERMAN. Let it go over until to-morrow. Wherever there 
is any debate at all, that is itself an objection. 

Mr. STEWART. Is there objection to the bill being referred to the 
committee ? 

Mr. SHERMAN. Oh, no. 

Mr. STEWART. Let it go to the Committee on Rules. 

Mr. HARRIS. Doesthe Senator from Nevada object to the bill being 
referred to the Committee on Rules? 

Mr. STEWART. No; I desire it to go to any committee to which 
the Senate seems disposed to send it. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill will be referred to the Com- 
mittee on Rules. 

Mr. CHANDLER introduced a bill (S. 3577) to carry into effect the 
provisions relating to colonization of the twelfth section of the act ot 
June 7, 1862, entitled ‘‘An act for the collection of direct taxes in the 
insurrectionary districts of the United States, and for other purposes; ” 
which was read twice by its title. 

Mr. CHANDLER. I move that the bill be referred to the Committee 
on Commerce. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I thinkit should go to the Committee on Finance. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair thinks that, under the 
precedents, it would go to the Committee on Finance. 

Mr. CHANDLER. It would naturally go to the Committee on Fi- 
nance, according to the title, but for the fact that it has reference to a 
provision in the original direct-tax law appropriating a certain portion 
of the proceeds of the sales of land acquired under the direct-tax law to 
the aid of African colonization. The bill which I offer proposes that 
some portion of the money shall be appren to making a contract with 
a projected steam-ship company, which intends to puton a line of steam- 
ers between New York and Monrovia, Liberia. In that aspect of the 
case it seems to me that the Committee on Commerce would be the most 
appropriate committee to give the subject consideration. à 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill will be so referred if there 
be no objection. 

Mr. CHANDLER. 
prefer otherwise? 

Mr. SHERMAN. No; that is satisfactory. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill will be referred to the Com- 
mittee on Commerce. 

Mr. COLQUITT introduced a bill (S. 3578) to perfect the military 
record of James T. Hughes; which was read twice by its title, and re- 
ferred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 


PRESENTATION OF BILLS TO THE PRESIDENT. 


Mr. STEWART submitted the following resolution; which was read: 

Whereas it is all in the public press and elsewhere that the presentation 
of bills to the President of the United States which have passed both Houses of 
Congress, been duly enrolled and signed by the Speaker of the House of 
resentatives and the President of the Senate, is frequently delayed for several 
days, and sometimes for weeks, by the Committee on rolled Bills of the 
House: Therefore, 

Resolved, That the Senate, as a branch of the legislative department of the 
Government, do call the attention of the House of Representatives to said al- 
leged delays on the part of its Committee on Enrolled Bills in presenting bills 
to the President of the United States which have been duly enrolled and signed 
by the Speaker of the House of Re tatives and the President of the Sen- 
ate, and iy ask the House to require its officers to present such bills 
to the President without unnecessary delay. 


Mr. EDMUNDS. Let that go over. 

Mr. HARRIS. Let that resolution go over and be printed. 

Mr. STEWART. I ask unanimous consent to make an explanation. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. If itis only a word, that is all right; but it was 
agreed yesterday that immediately after the routine business was 
through the Agricultural Department bill should come up, and we 


ogas to have all the time there is before the hour of voting to discuss 
at. 


Does the chairman of the Committee on Finance 
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Mr. TELLER. Letitgoover, and make the explanation to-morrow. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. The resolution will go over and come up to-mor- 
row in regular course. 

Mr. STEWART. After we get through with the agricultural bill, 
I shallask leave to make an explanation of the resolution. I thinkit 
is a matter of very grave importance, and I think it will appear to be 
of very grave importance. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The resolution, under objection, lies 
over until to-morrow, and will be printed. 

ADJOURNMENT TO MONDAY. 


Mr. MANDERSON. I move that when the Senate adjourn to-day 
it be to meet on Monday next. 
The motion was agreed to. 


DEPARTMENT OF AGRICULTURE. 


The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, resumed the considera- 
tion of the bill (H. R. 8191) to enlarge the powers and duties of the 
Department of Agriculture, and to create an executive department to 
be known as the department of agriculture, the pending question be- 
ing on the amendment reported by the Committee on Agriculture and 
Forestry to strike out section 5, ` 

Mr. CHANDLER. ` Mr. President, I called the attention of the Sen- 
ate on yesterday to the fact that all the existing Cabinet ministers were 
at the head of political departments of the Government, and that the 
creation of a department of agriculture with a Cabinet minister at its 
head would be the introduction into the Cabinet for the first time of 
the head of a department in no sense political in its character. I 
meant to indicate by the word *‘ political’? a department necessary to 
the conduct of a modern civilized government. It is not often that I 
expect to be able to explain to the Senate, at the request of a Sen- 
ator, my meaning by reading from the dictionary. I find that there is 
no mistake about the meaning of the word “‘political.’’ According to 
Webster’s Dictionary it means: 


Furnished with fixed or regular system or administration of government. 

Pertaining to public policy or politics; relating to state affairs; concerned 
in national measures especially, pertaining to a state in distinction from a city 
or municipality. 

Derived from office or connection with government; public; as, political 
character. 


Of course all are familiar with the use of the word in connection 
with political economy. 

The distinction is perfectly clear and plain, and it will bea new depart- 
ure in our conduct of the Government to create this department of agri- 
culture. It will be the introduction into the political administration 
of the Government of a Cabinet minister who does not perform either 
by himself or his subordinates any necessary function of govern- 
ment. There will be at the Cabinet table a secretary of the depart- 
ment of agriculture, and upon questions of a public character, con- 
cerning the administration of foreign affairs, involving war or peace, 
or affecting any of the existing Departments of the Government, sub- 
mitted by the President for the advice of the members of his Cabinet, 
there will be this eighth member from the department of agriculture, 
expressing his opinion, giving his advice, exercising whatever influence 
may be attributed to the head of any one of the Departments, 

The natural result of this will be that the other industries of the 
country will ask a similar representation. Agriculture is perhaps our 
greatest interest; it is probably the interest which occupies more of 
our people than any other, and the agriculturists of the country, I am 
satisfied, believe that the interests of agriculture are to be promoted 
by the measure for which we are to vote; but it is the stepping-stone 
to the representation in the administration of the other industries of 
the country. Can it be otherwise? The result is inevitable. 

The outcome will be, if this department is created, the change at 
no very distant date of its name and the enlargement of its functions, 
so that instead of being the department of agriculture it will become 
the department of national industries. I shall vote for the bill with 
the expectation that we shall, as the result of its passage, have a de- 
partment of national industries, 

That dspartment should take charge of all the industries which the . 
Government of the United States may be induced in the exercise of its 
ample powers to care for and foster, It should have charge of all sub- 
jects relating to commerce, including ships and the revival of our mer- 
cantile marine. This subject has already been deemed of such im- 
portance that there is already in the Treasury Department a Commis- 
sioner of Commerce, and his bureau should be transferred to this new 
department. Our railroads and telegraphs are great national indus- 
tries which have not been taken possession of by the Government in 
this country as in some countries, and those industries need the super- 
vision and to some extent the care and protection of the National Gov- 
ernment, and this subject will naturally find a place in this new de- 
partment. Mines and mining, manufactures, forestry, the production 
of food-fishes, education, labor, and labor statistics (each of which 
three now hasa Commissioner), immigration, the census, and generally 
all statistics concerning our national industries, should, if this depart- 
ment is created, be transferred thereto. 

At some time I suppose this Government will, like all other civil- 
ized and cultivated governments, systematically extend its assistance 


8802 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE, 


SEPTEMBER 21, 


and patronage to art, and whenever this shall be the case the depart- 
ment of national industries will have within it an art bureau; and I 
trust that we may then have some standard of art, that we may have 
art critics or art censors or art committees which will supervise pur- 
chases of works of art for the National Government. If such super- 
visors had existed hitherto when the Government has been purchasing 
works of art, it might have saved us from some of the purchases of 
abortions of art in the way of painting and so-called sculpture for which 
the money of the Government has been expended. 

With this idea in view, asking the Senate to contemplate the result 
which is sure to follow, I shall vote, as I said yesterday, in favor of the 
establishment of this Department of Agriculture. I believe, as a per- 
sonal opinion, that it would be better to defer its creation until the 
time has arrived for the creation of a department of national industries; 
but if it is to be pressed at this time I shall vote for it, feeling that it 
will result in the establishment, to be represented in the Cabinet of 
the United States, of a department of national industries, which will 
extend the supervision and fostering care of the United States to all 
branches of industry within our great and growing country, 

Mr. BLAIR. Mr. President, having been upon the Committee on 
Agriculture and Forestry some little time, I wish to say in reply to 
some of the suggestions of my colleague that the bill hasat times been 
in the form of a bill for the establishment of a department of indus- 
tries, but difficulties have arisen, Theagricultural people of the coun- 
try have almost universally been opposed to the establishment, at least 
at present, of a department which would take in the other great inter- 
ests, having a feeling that they would be submerged and lost sight of 
and fail to receive that specific attention which they feel that the great 
interest of agriculture demands. 

So the bill has come in these later days to assume its present form. 
What may be the result after it has demonstrated its usefulness in re- 
gard to the accretion to itof the other great interests of the country, ot 
course no one can precisely foresee; but I think that no bill will be 
likely to receive at the present time the support of the general labor 
interests of the country, or of the agricultural interests either, if the 
whole were combined at present in one. 

Mr. CALL obtained the floor. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Ishould like to ask my colleague whether the 
agriculturists of the country do not seethat the moment a secretary 
of agriculture takes his seat at the Cabinet board the other industries 
of the country will be jealous and will demand equal or similar recog- 
nition; and would it not be wise to meet that question now by substi- 
tuting a department of industries for a department solely of agri- 
culture? 

Mr. BLAIR. Mr. President— 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from Florida [ Mr. 
CALL] yield to the Senator from New Hampshire [Mr. pan 

Mr. BLAIR. Iwas not aware that the Senator from Florida had the 
floor. I addressed the Chair before the Senator rose. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair recognized the Senator 
from Florida after the Senator from New Hampshire [Mr. BLAIR] had 
taken his seat. 

Mr. BLAIR. Iask the Senator to yield to me one moment just to 
reply to the last suggestion of my colleague. I was not aware that I 
was trespassing. 

Mr. CALL, Certainly. 

Mr. BLAIR. Iam not aware that the farmers of the country are 
careful upon that subject. They want their own department. They 
are not particular whether others are recognized or not; but they desire 
a distinctive department on account of the danger which they appre- 
hend of their being lost sight of among the more dominating and active 
interests of manufactures—mining and the like. They do not wish to 
be lost sight of by reason of the greater activity and intensity with 
which these other interests press attention upon themselves. For that 
reason the bill has in the last Congress and this embraced nothing, so 
far as I know, except a department of agriculture proper. There are, 
of course, many logical reasons to suppose that the result which my 
colleague suggests will follow. 

Mr. CALL. Mr. President, it chanced a few days since, when the 
bill was before the Senate, on the question of agreeing to the commit- 
tee’s amendment to strike out the fifth section, that I made a few re- 
marks upon the subject. I stated on that occasion that I did not think 
there was a single mile of military telegraph in this country. In re- 
ply to that I received a very polite note from the Chief Signal Officer, 
General Greely, and I think it is but just to him that before the debate 
is concluded I should put it in the RECORD, and the extract from the 
report to which he refers. The note is as follows: 


SIGNAL OFFICE, WAR DEPARTMENT, 
‘ashingto 


n City, September 19, 1888, 


y This serv- 
ice has under its control 2,475 miles of strictly mili telegraph lines used for 
I ALATASA on this matter 
that class who think they can reorganize a great bureau with- 


outa knowledge of its details. You will see that military telegraph lines are 
s on page 31 and seacoast lines on page 32 of the inclosed copy of my last 
annual repo: 


Sincerely yours, 
A. W. GREELY, 
Chief Signal Oficer. 
Hon. WILKINSON CALL, ; 
United States Senate. 
The citation from the report is as follows: aI 


There were in operation at the beginning of the year 2,475 miles of military 
telegraph lines, and at the close of the year 2,022 miles, showing « net decrease 
of 453 miles. On the recommendation of the Chief Signal Officer, as being no 
longer necessary, 456 miles of line were abandoned and sold at public auction, 
and the proceeds turned into the Treasury. The only additional new line con- 
structed during the year was s short extension of 3 miles, rendered necessa 
to connect Fort Robinson with a new railroad tel ph office at Crawford, 
Nebr. There is now under construction, out of old material collected from 
abandoned lines, a connection between Fort Du Chesne and Price Station, 
Utah, a distance of 87 miles, This work is being done by the labor of troops 
and without expense to this service. Whenever a section of Government line 
has been abandoned and sold at public auction, it has been the rule to sell it on 
condition that if the purchaser maintains it asa working telegraph line the 
United States may have the right of transmitting its business over such line at 
Government rates, 

It may be added that the Chief Signal Officer has followed the policy of aban- 
doning and selling the military telegraph lines whenever the advance of rail- 
ways or the extension of the general telegraph system affords the Government 
an opportunity of reaching military stations over a private wire. It is obvious 
that no private corporation would transfer messages by a circuitous route, and 
the maintenance of these duplicate lines would entail a considerable expenso 
upon the Government withoutany corresponding benefit therefrom. 

‘The important services which these lines have rendered to the Army at large, 
while obvious to the General of the Army and division and department com- 
manders, have hardly been insisted upon in past reports. Department com- 
manders, almost without exception, have emphasized the importance, and in 
some cases the military necessity, of these lines, Every exertion is now being 
made to put them in the most efficient working order. The abandonment of a 
considerable portion of the lines enables the Chief Signal Officer to considerably 
reduce his estimates for this branch of the service without in any way interfer- 
ing with its future efficiency. 

I thought it just to the Chief Signal Officer to give his statement 
upon this subject and to correct the statement I made to that extent. 
Laflirm that there was no military telegraph line, because a military 
telegraph line must be a line that is used chiefly for military purposes, 
and for a military purpose there must be a military necessity. In that 
point of view, in the present condition of this country, without hos- 
tilities anywhere, it may properly be affirmed that there is not a mile 
of telegraph line now maintained and operated necessarily for military 
purposes. There can beno military purpose requiring the maintenance 
of a line of telegraph in the condition that this country now is, when 
there can be no military necessity for it, and even if here and there 
military telegraph lines have been established and are still operatedin 
the convenience of the military service, it is only occasional and here 
ahd there, and in nearly all the lines operated by the War Department 
the business done for the Weather Bureau is probably ninety-nine 
hundredths of the whole. It is therefore not correct to describe that 
as a military telegraph because it is operated by the military, when the 
business done is not military nor in any way connected with military 
objects, but is altogether civil and connected with civil p 

When I made that observation I had not supposed that there was any 
one who would conceive that observations regarding the weather were 
a military purpose, and that a telegraph line maintained for the pur- 
pose of communicating weather observations could be regarded as main- 
tained for a military purpose; nordid I consider that if it was builtand 
operated by troops it would make it a military pu ora military 
necessity. On the contrary, the report of the Signal ice shows con- 
clusively that I was substantially right in the statement I made, that 
there is not and can not be a telegraphic line in this country now in a 
time of peace operated for military purposes. Says this report, on 
page 30: 

The work of the telegraph division has involved the receipt of over a million 
and a half of cipher weather reports and the receipt or transmission from the 
central office of seventy-five thousand service telegrams. The efficiency of this 
division is an important matter to this bureau, and the proper and satisfactory 
transactions of the division, as during the past year, can only be obtained and 
maintained by the presence of careful and experienced men of long service. 

There is the service that this military telegraph line has rendered, 
the sending of these weather observations, and unless the argument of 
the Senator from New Hampshire is a correct one, that a weather ob- 
servation is a necessary och of the military service in time of peace as 
a means of offense or defense, this service can have no connection with 
the military branch of the Government. But if it were true that these 
telegraph lines have a connection with the Military or War Depart- 
ment, it does >ot make it military—a means of communication, an ave- 
nue of transportation. Because it may be made useful in time of war 
it does not become an arm or branch of the military service. Why was 
the Engineer Corps put in charge of the public works of the country ? 
It was because at that time civil engineering was comparatively un- 
known and the whole science of engineering was made use of exclu- 
sively for military Therefore you can not assume because a 
thing has a possible military use, that it is in consequence of that a 
part, and properly a part, of the military service, of the military or- 
ganization of the country. 


The propriety and wisdom of this amendment depend ‘entirel y upon 
the proposition whether it is wiser to have a civilian as the head of the 
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civil departments of the Governmentor to have a military head of the 
civil departments; whether the clerks of the departments should be 
enlisted men under military control and subject to mili subordi- 
nation, trial, and punishment. ‘Those who insist on re this 
bureau in the Department must maintain the affirmative of these prop- 
ositions, otherwise they admit the argument to be against them. 
What has surprised me in this debate has been the number of per- 
sons in the Senate who are prepared to subordinate the civil depart- 
ment of the Government to the military, to make a military republic 
of this. There can be no argument whatever for it, except the one of 
mere temporary expediency, the idea that an organization already 
made had better not be disturbed, which was made two years ago, and 
which seems to be continued to be made whenever there is an effort to 
subordinate the strictly civil attachments of a military organization 
to the civil department of the Government. Every year for the past 
five or six years there has been an attempt to place the civil service of 
the Government under the control of the civil departments, andevery 
year, as I have observed, it has been opposed, and successfully opposed. 
I feel very little interest in the question whether the Signal Service 
Bureau be under the Agricultural Department, or the Treasury, or the 
Interior, or the Secretary of War; any of them may manage it with 
efficiency. 
I should be very glad to see the present distinguished head of the 
` Signal Service retained and retained for life, because I think a man 
who has adventured his life and has acquired scientific skill in lines 
outside of his profession, as General Greely has done, has a right to 
public respect and to preference in all employment for which he is 
equally capable with others; but the serious part of this proposition is 
the disposition on the part of Senators to forget that this is a Govern- 
ment in which the civil departments of the Government are supreme 
and the military is subordinate. It is a Government not for military 
purposes, but for the objects of peace; not for offensive war, but for 
defensive war, and its great object is to advance the welfare of the great 
body of the people, not through military organizations, but through 
the arts of peace and their development. It isa Governmentin which 
the civil power is supreme and the military subordinate, and thereby 
limited and confined to military purposes. 

If the argument used by the Senator from New Hampshire [Mr. 
CHANDLER] yesterday be true as he has stated it, then the only hope 
of this country is in a government of classes, and that class a military 
class gradually absorbing all the Executive Departments of the Gov- 
ernment. It is for that reason that I, having no very great interest in 
this subject, could not conceive why there should be an objection to 
making this Signal Service a part of the civil Executive Departments 
of the Government, why if should not be put either in the Agricult- 
ural or in the Treasury or in the Interior Department, why we should 
have enlisted men for telegraph operators and for clerks and sergeants 
and brigadier-generals and lieutenants commanding a company of men 
operating the telegraph lines, which, as this reportitselfshows, have prac- 
tically no other duty to perform but the duty which relates to the ob- 
servations of the weather and of their being reported for the benefit 
of commerce and agriculture, and whomsoever they may benefit. 

That is the only point I have made in the matter, and while giving 
to General Greely, for whom I have very great respect from all I have 
heard of him, having very little personal acquaintance with him, great 
respect for his heroism, for his devotion to the interests of science, and 
for the hardships which he has had the courage to endure, I still think 
the fact was as I stated it, that there is not now in this country any 
telegraph line, or a very small proportion of them, if any, which is 
required to be maintained for military pu and in the necessary 
interests of the military seria, SLEE from the Weather Bureau. 

Mr. WILSON, of Iowa. . President, the Senator from Kansas 
[Mr. PLUMB], who has charge of this bill, in his remarks the other day 
took occasion to criticise the letter of the Acting Chief Signal Officer, 
which had been communicated to one or more members of the Senate 
in favor of the pending amendment, and stated that the argument 
of that letter lost its force for the reason that it was written in self-in- 
terest, and that the author of it was arguing for the purpose of re- 
maining away from his proper military command, and that he was of 
the class of officers who never return to duty with their companies if 
they can avoid it. 

Mr. President, the remarks of the Senator from Kansas were entirely 
unjust toward that officer and without foundation to support them. 
He does not know Lieutenant Dunwoody as wellasIdo. Ihave known 
him since his boyhood. He went as cadet to the Military Academy at 
West Point in 1862 upon my nomination. I have watched his course 
with interest from that day down to the present. His career in the 
Military Academy was a creditable one; hisgraduation wasoneof honor, 
and in every particular he has been a faithful officer since, competent 
and skillful. He has not resorted to the infinences referred to by the 

~ Senator from Kansas the other day in order to retain his place in Wash- 
ington. It was not necessary that he should doso. His efficiency has 


kept him here. When, in 1882, an effort was made to have him re- 
turned to his battery, the Chief Signal Officer protested against it, and 
in an indorsement which he filed with the Adjutant-General he re- 
marked as follows: 


Lieutenant Dunwoody is one of the three only officers now available for the | 


indispensable work of weather indications who is thoroughly instructed in that 
duty. He is also in most important matters in this bureau sry Fag ey and 


chief reliance and advisor, and his can not be spared here without such 
great detriment to the service as to greatly outweigh any and all other con- 
siderations. I therefore most earnestly request that this application be not 
granted. With the loss of this officer I would feel that a large element of the 
work of the Signal ce Bureau was actually neutralized. 

That was the opinion of his chief in 1882. Then there was an exam- 
ination made by the joint commission which investigated the scientific 
bureaus of the Government a few years ago, and in that report I find 
the following paragraph: 

To make these weather indications and others within the scope of this bureau 
requires skill and education in the science of meteorology and ce in the 
application of the science to the conditions found each day, so that a 
reasonable appropriation should be made for such skilled civilians now in the 
employ of the bureau as may be necessary in order that their knowledge may 
be utilized in the practical work required. The commission also believe that 
the Army officers, notably Lieutenant Dunwoody, as also Captain Storey and 
Lieutenants Craig and Greely, have been of very great service in the past, and 
that their knowledge and experience should bo utilized in the future, astothem 
me ly due the credit of building up the service to its present condition of 
ulness. 


Now, I suggest, Mr. President, that when such commendations as 
these I have read come from the chief of the bureau and from a joint 
commission whose definite duty was to ascertain the condition and ef- 
ficiency of the various branches of the public service embraced within 
the resolution of its establishment—when these are given, it is a little 
out of place to make such assaults upon such an officer as Lieutenant 
Dunwoody as was made by the Senator from Kansas the other day. 
As I have remarked, I have known him from his boyhood. Heisa 
conscientious, faithful, efficient officer, and because of those qualities 
he has been kept in his place here, as he deserved to be. 

One word more with reference to this amendment. I represent in 
part one of the leading agricultural States in the Union. I have had 
no demands made upon me from that great agricultural community to 
support a proposition to transfer the Signal Service to the proposed De- 
partment of Agriculture. This is not because the farmers of Iowa do 
not give attention to their interests. They are not only numerous, but 
they are intelligent and practical, and if they had discovered that their 
interests would be promoted by this transfer, undoubtedly I should 
have heard from some of them, for there has been no little agitation in 
the public press and otherwise in respect of this proposed change. I 
have had nocall upon me to give support to this section of the bill, and 
I do not desire to occupy the attention of the Senate longer, knowing 
the general wish to reach a vote upon this subject. I will content my- 
self with saying that as one of the Serators representing one of the 
leading agricultural States of the Union, I shall vote in favor of the 
amendment and against this transfer. 

Mr. PALMER. Mr. President, I should like to say a word by way 
of supplementing what the Senator from Iowa has just stated in re- 
gard to the letter which the Senator from Mississippi [Mr. GEORGE] 
received from Lieutenant Dunwoody. I would say that it was not 
sent unsolicited. I sent to the Signal Service Office to hearif we could 

t a little information on this subject. It struck me that we were 

ealing with a very grave question involving great public interests, 
and we should proceed cautiously. I found that the Senator from 
Mississippi had preceded me and solicited the same information, and 
in that way the letter was written. I think that Lieutenant Dun- 
woody could have done nothing else in the matter than to respond to 
our request by sending us information on the subject; and I think if 
the party that drew the bill—I have forgotten now by whom it was 
introduced—had consulted with him before introducing it, section 5 
would have been left out. I think possibly the phraseology might 
have been changed so as to have given us the transfer in a proper man- 
ner, and there would have been no discussion over this section. 

In regard to what the Senator from New Hampshire [Mr. CHAND- 
LER] states as to the impropriety of establishing the new department, 
I would say that I believe it is the wish of the farmers generally through- 
out the country that this department should be made an executive de- 
partment. They feel that it would dignify their occupation. I know 
in other countries there are ministers of agriculture as part of the cab- 
inet, and this great interest, representing half, or nearly half, of those in 
the enumerated employments according to the census, I think is en- 
titled to recognition inthisway. Ifhereafter it shall appear that trade . 
and transportation, professional and personal services, manufactures and 
mining require a department, they possibly will be accommodated, or 
else they can be ingrafted upon the Department of Agriculture, and the 
title of it changed to make it a department of agriculture and industry. 

I hope that the bill will pass, and [hope that section 5 will be stricken 
out in accordance with the report of the Committee on Agriculture and 


Forestry. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. Is the Senate ready for the question? 

Mr. PLUMB. I think that probably some Senator may be absent, 
relying on the unanimous consent of yesterday for an assurance that 
the vote will not be taken until 3 o'clock. $ 

The PRESIDENT protempore. The understanding was that it should 
be taken earlier if the debate was concluded. 

Mr. PLUMB. Earlier, by unanimous consent. 

Mr. REAGAN. Mr. President—— 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Doesthe Senator from Kansas yield? 

Mr. PLUMB. Yes, sir. 
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Mr. REAGAN. The Senate seems to be now considering an amend- 
ment proposed by the Committee on Agriculture to strike out the sec- 
tion transferring the Signal Service. I do not care to speak on the 

ding amendment; but if the Senate is not now going to act on the 

, I will ask if it be in order to offer a substitute for the pending 
bill, and I will state to the Senate that it is the samesubstitute which 
I offered for the bill creating a department of labor, and I would like 
to have the amendment read. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It will be in order to have the amend- 
ment read for information, but the Chair can not recognize the Senator 
to offer it now under the agreement of the Senate. 


Mr. REAGAN. Iam not apprised what the agreement of the Sen- 
ate was. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The agreement of the Senate was 


that the voteshould be taken on the pending amendment, which is 
that offered by the committee to strike out section 5, at 3 o’clock or 
earlier, if unanimous consent could be obtained, and the debate was 
concluded, and that amendments submitted after that time should be 
considered under Rule VIII. 

Mr. REAGAN. I have no disposition to interfere with any arrange- 
ment adopted by the Senate. I desired to submit my amendment 
now, in order that Senators may be considering it. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair supposes that the pro- 

amendment may be read for information by unanimous consent. 

Mr. REAGAN. I then ask unanimous consent that the amendment 
may be read. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Is there objection? 

Mr. PLUMB. I shall object to any amendment being offered now 
until we can dispose of the pending question. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. It is merely to be read for informa- 
tion. 

Mr. PLUMB. I will state to the Senator that if he desires to ad- 
dress the Senate it is in order for him to do so now, and there will be 
plenty of time between now and the hour fixed for the execution of 
the order of the Senate when the vote is to be taken. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair state that the proposed 
amendment could be read for information, if the Senator from Kansas 
had no objection. 

Mr. PLUMB. I have no objection. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It will be read. 

‘The Chief Clerk read as follows: 

Sec.—. That there shall be in the de ment of industries a division of ag- 
riculture, and to superintend said division a commissioner of agriculture, who 
shall be a practical agriculturist, and who shall be appointed by the President, 
by and with the advice and consent of the Senate, and who shall be entitled to 
receive a salary of $5,000 per annum, 

Sec. —. Thatfor the purpose of collecting and disseminating all important and 
useful information concerning agriculture, and also concerning such scientific 
matters and industrial pursuits as relate to the interests of agriculture, the sec- 
retary of industries shall organize the following bureaus in the division of ag- 
riculture, namely: 

First. The bureau of agricultural products, which shall include divisions of 
botany, entomology,and chemistry; and the chief of which bureau, who shall 
bea practical agrieulturist, shall investigate the modes of farming in the sev- 
eral States and Territories, and shall report such practical information as shall 
tend to increase the profits of the farmer respecting the various methods; the 
crops most profitable in the several sections; the preferable varieties of seeds, 
vines, plants, and fruits; fertilizers ; implements ; buildings, and similar matters. 

Second. The bureau of animal industry, to be in cha of a competent tet- 
crinary surgeon, who shall investigate and report upon the number, value, and 
condition of the domestic animals of the United States; their protection, growth, 
and use; the causes, prevention, or cure of contagious, communicable, or other 
diseases; and the kinds, races, or breeds best adapted to the several sections for 
profitable raising. ` 

Third. The bureau of lands, the chief of which shall investigate and report 
upon the resources or capabilities of the public or other lands for farming, stock- 
raising, timber, manufacturing, mining, or other industrial uses. And all 
powers and duties vested in the commission now known as the Geological Sur- 
vey, together with all clerks, employés, and agents, and all instruments, rec- 
ords, books, papers, ete., are hereby transferred to the department of indus- 
tries. And the secretary of industries shall institute such investigations and 
collect and report such information, facts, and statistics relative to the mines 
and mining of the United States, and facilities for their ventilation and general 
operation, as may be deemed of value and importance. 

Sec. —. That in addition to the duties imposed by chapter 10, Title VII, of the 
Revised Statutes, the secretary of industries shall cause to be collected and re- 
port the agricultural statistics of the United States; and, in addition, all impor- 
tant information or statistics relating to industrial education and agricultural 
colleges; to marketsand prices; to modes and cost of rting agricultural 

roducts and live-stock to their final market; to the demand, supply, and prices 

foreign markets; to the location, number, and products of manufacturing es- 
tablishments of whatever sort, their sources of raw material, methods, markets, 
cost of transportation, and prices; to such commercial or other conditions as 
may affect the market value of farm products or the interests of the industrial 
classes of the United States, And the secretary is hereby authorized to estab- 
lish such divisions in this bureau, and to make such monthly or other reports, 
as he shall deem most effective for the prompt dissemination of such reliable 
information respecting crops and domestic and foreign markets as will be of 
service to the farmers, miners, mechanics, laborers, or other industrialists of the 
United States. 

Sec. —. That there shall be in the department of industries a division of labor, 
which shall be under the superintendence of the Commissioner of Labor; and 
the u of Labor,as provided for in chapter 127 of the acts of the Forty- 
eighth Con „with its officers and duties, shall be transferred from the De- 
partment of the Interior to the department of industries, 

Src. —. Thatthere shall be in the department of industries a division of com- 

d said division acommissioner of commerce, who shall 
ith the advice and consent of the Sen- 
and shall receive a salary of 


ate, 000 co annum, 
SEC. —. That all divisions and subdi ions, bureaus or pare thereof, hereto- 
e 


fore attaching to the De ent by virtue of visions of cha: 
ter 10 of Title VII of the Biatutes, relating to the Bureau of Statistics, 


which shall hereafter be known as the Bureau of External Commerce; Title 
XLVIU, zals to commerce and navigation; Title XLIX, relating to the reg- 
ulation of vessels in foreign commerce; Title L, relating to the regulation of 
vessels in domestic commerce; Title LII, relating to the regulation of steam- 
vessels; Title LVI, relating to the Coast Survey; Title LV, relating tolightsand 
buoys; sections 4801, 4802, 4803, 4804, 4805, and 4806 of chapter 1, Title LIX, relat- 
ing to hospital relief for seamen, and chapter 265 of the acts of the Forty-fifth 
Congress, second session, relating tothe Life-Saving Service, or by virtue of any 
law amendatory of said several provisions or facetations in pursuance thereor, 
shall from and after the age of this act be parts of the division of commerce 
in the department of industrics, and the secretary of industries shall establish 
in said division of commerce a bureau of internal commerce, to be organized 
and governed as other bureaus in said division. 

Src, —. That all duties devolving upon the Secretary of the Treasury by vir- 
tue of the several provisions mentioned in the preceding section shall, from and 
after the passage of this act, be performed by the secretary of industries. The 
authority conferred and the duties imposed by saidseveral provisions upon the 
Register of the Treasury shall, from and after the passage of this act, be exer- 
cised and discharged by the commissioner of commerce. AJl bonds authorized 
by any of the provisions aforesaid to be made payable to the Register of the 
Treasury shall, from and after the passage of this act, be made payable to the 
commissioner of commerce. 

Sec. —. That section 158, Title IV, of the Revised Statutes, is hereby amended 
m SE atthe end thereof the words: “Eighth. The department of indus- 

SEC. —. That this act shall not be construed to interfere with the present or- 
ganization of the various departments, divisions, subdivisions, and bureaus 
embraced herein, except with reference to the transfer thereof to the depart- 
ment of industries, subject to the general provisions of law relating to regula- 
Py os Boon various Departments of the Government and appointments to of- 

ice a 

Src, —. That all acts and parts of acts inconsistent with this act are hereby 
repealed, 

Mr. REAGAN. Mr. President—— 

Mr. HALE. My attention was diverted from the reading of the 
amendment of the Senator from Texas. Does it include the Geological 
Survey? 

Mr. REAGAN. I believe it does. 

Mr. HALE. I think it should be included. 

Mr. REAGAN. Iam not sure as to that, but I believe it is. 

Mr. President, I do not feel strong enough to discuss this subject to any 
extent, but I will sabmit a few remarks for the purpose of calling the at- 
tention of Senators to it. I believe that an additional executive depart- 
mentis properand necessary, Instead of making that departmenta de- 
partment of agriculture alone, I think the best interests of the country re- 
quire that the new department should embrace commerce as well as 
agriculture, both internal and foreign commerce; and as it should be 
made to cover that subject, it was deemed advisable in the amendment 
to suggest that it be styled a department of industries, 

The agricultural and commercial interests of the country are its two 
great interests. Other governments have seen proper to establish de- 
partments embracing one or both of these great interests. It seems to 
me that they are so paramount that they ought to have the supervision 
and direction of a first-class man, as much so as any of the other de- 
partments of the Government. ` 

The duties of the Secretary of the Treasury are very onerous, as all 
persons familiar with the operations of the Government understand, 
They are made so, not only by the duties that legitimately devolve on 
the Secretary of the Treasury, but by the fact that a number of bu- 
reaus have been added to the Department, seemingly because 
it was not known where else to put them. I need not enumerate them. 
They are specified in the amendment which I have offered. The du- 
ties of the Secretary of the Treasury with reference to the financial in- 
terests of the country alone are suflicient to occupy the full time of the 
best of intellects. 

The preparation of this amendment is the work of a year or two oc- 
casionally, after conference with the various Departments whose juris- 
diction is to beaffected by the measure if it becomesa law. This work 
was mainly done by the Senator frog West Virginia [Mr. Kenna] 
some years ago in the House of R tatives. He and myself 
worked together with a view to try to secure the establishment of a 
department of industry, embracing agriculture and commerce, as pro- 
vided for in this amendment. 

It will be seen that the amendment specifies the various bureaus in 
the Treasury Department and in the Interior Department which are to 
be transferred to this new department. It specifies some new bureaus 
and defines the duties which are to be devolved on them, and enlarges 
the duties of some of the additional bureaus, so as to cover as com- 
pletely as it was thought we could do the necessities of the country 
with respect to these two great interests, 

All I desire to do now is to invoke the attention of Senators to the 
amendment, so that, if they feel disposed to do so—it will appear in 
the Recorp in the morning, having been read at the desk—they can 
see the amendment and see what it means, and verify, if they desire to 
do so, the provisions of it by reference to the statutes and by reference 
to the various departments affected. 

The interests of agriculture and of commerce are inseparable; they 
are equally important to each other and to the country. Neither of 
them can be neglected without injury to the best interests of the coun- 
try, and the promotion of the welfare of either is the promotion of the 
welfare of the other. Successful agriculture gives us larger exports, 
more active business, and more extended commerce. Successful com- 
merce rewards agricultural labor by furnishing markets and trans- 
portation for the articles created by agriculture. i 

It seems to me that it will be a mistake to pass a bill on this subject 
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which omits either, and I am notinclined to think that either the Sen- 
ate or the country would sanction the creation of two new executive 
departments at this time; I think one executive department, to be de- 
nominated the department of industries, will be sufficient, embracing 
a commissioner of agriculture, who shall be a practi¢al agriculturist, 
with a salary of $5,000, which would secure a Rrst-class man for that 
position, and a commissioner of commerce, with alike salary of $5,000, 
which would secure a first-class man for the head of that division, and 
then the various bureaus which are specified by the amendment would 
show exactly what is necessary to be done. 

It will be seen by reading the committee’s bill which has been re- 
ported for a department of agriculture, that it falls far short of indi- 
cating the full extent to which it is necessary such a bill should go, 
and I invite a comparison between the provisions of the two bills, in 
order that we may see what it is our duty to do and what the best in- 
terests of the country require that we should do in acting upon this 


subject. 

i PLUMB. -Mr. President, I did not desire to detain the Senate 
at all.and would not now except for the period of time to elapse before 
the vote is taken unless the order is changed; but I will say to the Sen- 
ator from Texas [Mr. REAGAN] that, while I am familiar with the 
general scope of his proposed amendment and there is very much in it 
to which I could subscribe, it is so radical a change of the existing 
order of things that I do not think it will be worth while to impede 
the passage of that which is, I think, entirely obvious, which has 
long considered, and which now is in a fair way to go through if it is 
not impeded by the adoption of amendments bringing up new subjects. 

I do not at all believe with the Senator from New Hampshire [Mr. 
CHANDLER] that the Cabinet of the President as now constituted covers 
the entire scope of proper administration, such as may be properly as- 
sembled around the President’s table and brought directly into his 
consultations. I think the Senator’s distinction between what he calls 
political office and the functions of a Commissioner of Agriculture or 
of a secretary of agriculture, if we bestow upon him that title, is en- 
tirely without merit. All the officials of this Government exist for the 
purpose of carrying out existing law primarily. None of them, except 
the President himself, are expected by law to do anything else except 
incidentally to communicate to Con the things which come within 
the purview of theiradministration. But practically what they are for 
is to carry out the statutes relating to their respective duties. Wher- 
ever, therefore, we provide a duty, we provide an officer to perform that 
duty, and give the proper character of the duty, its extent, and its gen- 
eral relation to the welfare of the American people, and it is entirely 
competent and propa in every respect that the person who performs 
this duty should be drawn into as close association as poe with the 
Chief Executive. Ifit is more important that a suitshould be brought 
and defended in the name of the United States than that consideration 
should be given to that occupation which underlies all other industries 
and all other occupations, and is more essential than all of them put 
together, then Iam entirely lacking in an appreciation of the situation. 

The first Napoleon'‘in the plenitude of his power gave great personal 
attention to the development of the agricultural interests of France. All 
statesmen of all ages have done the same thing, and it is a question 
now, and the only question, whether this interest is of sufficient im- 
portance in itself, with reference to the other interests which have been 
depicted, to warrant the Congress of the United States in practically 
requiring the President to take into his councils, with a view to such 
recommendation as he may make to Congress, the person who presides 
over the Department of Agriculture, and to whom are committed the 
interests of that great calling, so far as they can be promoted or as they 
are related to the administration of the affairs of this country, and it 
is not a matter about which it is proper to draw fine distinctions. 

As I said the other day, these gentlemen are assembled by the Presi- 
dent not only to advise him in regard to matters occurring in their re- 
spective departments, but to advise him or to be consulted by him in 
regard to all things that concern the people of the United States, so far 
as they are embraced within the purview of the general executive func- 
tions, and in adding to that number the person who represents this 
great interest we are taking, I think, a step in the right direction. It 
may be desirable, it may be necessary that there shall be added other 
officials of the same kind. We have now a Departmentof Labor. Ex- 
perience with that department may prove after a time that it is desir- 
able to make the person who presides over that department also a sec- 
retary. It is only a question of the importance of the duties to be 

. performed actually and relatively; and while I can appreciate to some 
extent the feeling which the Senator from New Hampshire [ Mr. CHAND- 
LER] has derived no doubt from his experience in the Cabinet of Presi- 
dent Arthur, that when you have got a good thing it is well to have it 
at pretty close quarters and distributed among a very few persons, to 
make the crowd as small and therefore as select as possible, yet that 
idea is opposed to the republican theory of government. 

We want a larger foundation, and I can conceive that the presence 
of the proper person as secretary of agriculture, who has given his atten- 
tion to this great interest, who has made a study of the resources of the 
country in that line, who has seen the bearing which the existing con- 
dition of things has upon the welfare of the people engaged in agricult- 


ure, and all the other people—that the presence of such an officer in 
the Cabinet councils of the President of the United States might be a 
thousand-fold more significant for good than the presence of the Sec- 
retary of the Navy or the Secretary of War. 

In fact, in time of peace there is no reason why the Secretary of War, 
as such, or the Secretary of the Navy, as such, should be a member of 
the Cabinet. Thedutiesare merely nominal; they are never performed 
by other than civilians; and if there were no purpose beyond that of 
giving the President information in regard to what was going on in 
those Departments, I venture to say he would not have them there at 
all. Itis because he has chosen to place at the head of these Depart- 
ments persons with whom he wishes to consult in’ regard to matters 
generally, whose advice he wants in matters not connected with the 
building of ships, or the cut of the uniform of the cadets or officers, 
or something of that trivial character, but because in that larger sphere 
in which he himself moves in the performance of duties committed to 
him by the Constitution and by law he wants the advice of such per- 
sons, he wants their counsel, and they might as well for any practical 
purpose be called the secretaries of the exterior as to be called the 
Secretary of the Interior or the Secretary of War or the Secretary of 
the Navy. They are simply councilors of the President. 7 

It is perfectly plain to be seen that the opposition to the transfer of 
the Weather Service Bureau is designed to keep the Department of 
Agriculture in its present unsatisfactory condition, lacking in dignity, 
lacking in power, lacking in breadth of operation and purpose, and that 
what is assumed now to be a temporary opposition to this transfer is a 
permanent one. Since the manifestation of interest on this subject by 
some staff officers of the Government, I do not believe it will ever be 
made, because I have never known a controversy between the staff of the 
Army and def and Congress to result otherwise than in the victory 
of the staff. I have been here long enough to know that when the 
staff sets out to say that a thing shall not be done by Congress, it never 
is done. 

I was not entirely prepared to hear the Senator from New Hamp- 
shire say that the only way you can get on with the administration of 
this service is to have officers of the Army in control of it, but I hear that 
every day of my life. ‘That is the whole theory upon which they pro- 
ceed, that they are of the elect, and when once they get into a good 
place they are to stay there; it does not make any difference what the 
public interest calls for. I do not seek to depreciate them as men, or 
to say that they are not honorable persons, but what I do say is that 
when one of them gets located in Washington once, the one thing that 
he i more than war or famine or pestilence is to return to his com- 
mand. 

The Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. DAWES] suggests that there 
is a great deal of human nature in that, and it is applicable in other 
places as well as to members of the Army and Navy. ‘That I admit. 
I am speaking now of that unequal contest which has been going on 
ever since I have been here, which arises in different ways, and which 
manifests itself at different periods, and in which Congress is always 
ata disadvantage, and so these staff officers having made up their 
minds that the Signal Service Bureau shall not be transferred, I am 
constrained to say that I believe they will prevail. I am only glad 
they did not make up their minds that there should be no Department 
of Agriculture, for they would have had their way about that, too, of 
course, 

The fact that it is that and nothing else practically is shown by what 
I consider the trifling character of the arguments against it. The 
Senator from New Hampshire, fresh from his contact with these peo- 
ple, called the attention of the Senate in blood-curdling tones yester- 
day to the idea as proposed by this bill that a record of a storm which 
affected a ship at sea or along our coast anywhere should be by means 
of a bulletin issued by the Agricultural Department, and it did seem 
to me when I heard that as though the foundations of the Constitution 
itself were tumbling down. That only shows the regard in which the 
Agricultural Department is held by the staff officers of the Army ot 
the United States and the ease with which they can get their ideas re- 
peated upon this floor. The idea that the Department of Agriculture, 
presided over by somebody equal in personal dignity and ability and 
character to any one who has ever presided over either the War orthe 
Navy Department, selected as the President’s councilor, engaged in 
looking after the interests of that which concerns directly or indirectly 
all the people of the United States—the idea that the Agricultural De- 
partment representing the agricultural interest should have to do 
with the transmission of the intelligence of storms which concerns 
shipping, although they may well concern the people who raise the 
crops, is something to affright those who believe in the existing order 
of things and who are specially concerned about their soft places! 

And so the Senator from New Hampshire, looking forward to that 
millennial period when our Army shall go out with white clothes and 
stove-pipe hats, conjured up the terrible consequences of their getting 
a weather report from the Agricultural Bureau which would enable 
them to save their fine clothes from being spoiled! But the Senator 
from New Hampshire once presided with grace, if not with efficiency, 
over the Navy Department. This record of storms at sea and along the 
coast is of consequence to the ships. I suppose, and the men who go 


8806 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE., 


SEPTEMBER 21, 


down to the sea in them; and yet I suppose he would not object or 
have any hesitancy in taking his record of approaching storms for the 
purpose of enabling the Tallapoosa to put in or put ont, as the case 
might be, from the War Department; but I think on the whole that 
some of those who might wantan excuse for not fighting a battle and 
not moving troops might be willing to take the report of the weather, 
present and prospective, from the Agricultural Department. 

However, this but thinly veils what is at the bottom of this whole 
thing, and that is that there shall be no Agricultural Department. The 
Senate, when the bill was before it, and on the very report the Senator 
from New Hampshire discussed yesterday, in a preceding said 
that it was proper and desirable, and in fact necessary to the useful con- 
trol of the Si, Service Bureau that the weather service of it should 
be transfi to the Agricultural Department, and by a vote of 37 to 
15 put the amendment on making that transfer. It went back to the 
House, and because the House Ea peaa to put that amendment on the 
bill it did not pass at that Congress. It led to some controversy over 
there, and so the House wanted to look at it and the bill failed. This 
time when the House took up this bill they said in substance ‘* We will 
accommodate ourselves to the Senate’s desire in this matter, and we will 
provide in thesame language in which the Senate provided in the former 
bill for the transfer of the weather branch of the Signal Service Bureau 
to the Agricultural Department,” 

It comes over to the Senate, and the Senate now proposes to change 
its mind and to strike it off and send the bill back, and thus to inau- 
gurate and promote a little game of battle-dore and shuttle-cock, by 
which the purpose of this billshall be defeated. That is entirely legiti- 
mate; it is parliamentary, and it will very likely accomplish its pur- 
pose. So I think that I ean congratulate the Senator from New Hamp- 
shire in advance that his determination that there shall be no Agri- 
eultural Department created, because the idea of it is, as he thinks, a 
monstrosity, totally unwarranted by the Constitution and by the 
natural and a aha: of things, will be carriedout. I hope thatin 
due time he be candid enough to put his opposition on the true 

und and vote against the bill, in order that it may be known who 
and who is not in favor of the creation of this department. 

Mr. SAULSBURY. Mr. President, I believe the immediate ques- 
tion is upon the transfer of the Signal Service Bureau to the Agricult- 
ural Department. I have heard no arguments sufficient to satisfy me 
that that transfer will at all improve the service. If the service can 
be improved by a transfer I shall certainly be willing to consent to it; 
but I have heard no one say in this debate that the service will be at 
all improved by the transfer proposed. If that is true, then I can see 
no reason why we should take this Signal Service Bureau and put it in 


the Agricultural Dopet 

It occurs to me, however, that mah potek arrangement is the best 
for that service, because itis under itary rule. ies are sent 
out to the different sections of the country, and any dereliction of 
duty is subject to be inquired into more vigorously and energetically 
than would be the case under a civil department. In my opinion, 
therefore, this service can be rendered more efficient by the discipline 
required and the strict observance of duty which must be rendered 
than it can be by a transfer to the Agricultural Department, which is 
a civil department and which‘has not the same means of enforcing its 
orders upon the employés. 

In reference to making tho Agricultural Bureau a Department and 
the head of it a Cabinet officer, if I were satisfied that that would im- 

rove the agricultural interests of the country, I would certainly vote 
brik There is no greater interest in the country than the agricultural 
interest, and no interest, in my opinn, that has been as much neg- 
lected as the agricultural; but I do not know that it would improve 
the advantages of this bureau by making the head of that office a Cab- 
inet officer. I suppose if he went to a Cabinet meeting and sat down 
and discussed the agricultural interests at all, he could derive but 
very little assistance from the President and the Secretary of State and 
the Secretary of the Interior. If he wanted to inquire about the char- 
acter of fertilizers, I do not know that they could give him any infor- 
mation on the subject. I am very certain they could not make any 
suggestions to him by which the improvement of the soil would be ad- 
vanced, and I can not see, therefore, that his being a member of the 
President’s Cabinet would promote the interests of agriculture in the 
least. If I could believe it would I would gladly see him around the 
council table of the President. I do not know of any good that will 
arise to the agricultural interests of the country by making the Com- 
missioner of Agriculture a Cabinet officer. 

Mr. BLAIR. May I ask the Senator a question ? 

Mr. SAULSBURY. Certainly. 

Mr. BLAIR. Is there not a little chance that it may do the Presi- 
dent and his other councilors good to receive the assistance of a man 
who is specially conversant with the agricultural interests of the coun- 
try? It may not do them much good, butit has been the idea of the 
friends of this bill that such an officer thus instructed might do some 
good and improve this Government. 

Mr. SAULSBURY. I believe it is written in the Book that ‘in the 
multitude of counselors there is safety,” but I am not certain but what 
there is such a thing as the possibility of having too much counsel for 


the President, and I haye heard it said in reference to some President 
that he sometimes took counsel of other people than those immediately 
around him, and I am notsure that all Presidents would not sometimes 
advance the interests of the country if they would do a little more of 
that thing. 

Mr. BLAIR. I presume the Senator has never heard of that until 
within the last two or three years. I do not know that I ever heard 
of it before. 

Mr. SAULSBURY. There are none so deaf as those who will not 
hear. [Laughter.] I have no very strong objection to the Commis- 
sioner of Agriculture being made a Cabinet officer, but I can not for my 
life see any advantage it is going to be to the agricultural interests. 

I would gladly see anything adopted that would advance the inter- 
ests of the agriculturists of this country. There is no class of men to- 
day who labor more assiduously and have less remuneration for the 
service they perform. If there is any man in this country who is en- 
tirely dependent upon other people it is the farmer. He scarcely raises 
an article but what he has to ask somebody what he will give for it, 
and when he goes to buy anything he has to ask what the seller will 
take for it. 

If, therefore, this bill could promote in any way the interests of the 
farmer—advance the price of his products in any way—I should favor 
it. Perhaps if we were to get a man around the council board repre- 
senting them he might insist that the protective-tariff system of this 
country was operating disadvantageously to the farmer by shutting 
him off from the market he ought to have and by depressing the price 
of his products. He might perhaps in that direction be of some serv- 
ice. But Ido not know that his counsel would be taken, especially 
if certain parties in this country should come into power im the exec- 
utive department. 

I shali vote against the transfer of the Signal Service Bureau to the 
Agricultural Department because I do not believe it will improve that 
service. On the contrary, I am fearful and apprehensive that it would 
militate against that service, and therefore I shall vote against it. 

Mr. CALL. Will the Senator from Delaware allow me to ask him 
a question? 

Mr. SAULSBURY. Certainly. 

Mr. CALL. I understand the Senator from Delaware to say that he 
is opposed to the transfer of this service to the civil department of the 
Government on the ground that its employés will be held to a more 
rigid and severe responsibility under military control by court-martial 
and otherwise? 

Mr. SAULSBURY. I meant to say that they are under rules which 
hold them to a more strict accountability than the employés in the 
civil service. 

Mr. CALL. TheSenator then would favor the strict rule of the mili- 
tary service as to the employés of the Government in the Signal Service? 

Mr. SAULSBURY. I believe if we have that service we ought to 
have such a system of administration as will secure the most eflicicnt 
service that we can have from the persons employed therein. 

Mr. CALL. Thatis the military. Now I wish to ask the Senator 
if that is not equally true of all the clerks in the Treasury Depart- 
ment, in the War Department, and all the other Departments of the 
Government; and if upon his own proposition he is an advocate of hay- 
ing them all enlisted men, subject to trial by court-martial, and excluding 
from the position of Secretary of the Navy and the War Department 
and the Treasury Department and the Interior Department, which by 
our established policy have been required to be civilians, from all these 


places? 

Mr. SAULSBURY. The Senator certainly knows that there is a 
very great difference between the service of persons employed in the 
Signal Service and those employedin the ents. ‘There are men 
out on the mountain tops, on Mount Washington and other high peaks, 
away from the supervision of the men to whom they are responsible, 
whereas in all the Departments of the Government the clerks to whom 
the Senator refers are under the immediate supervision of the head of 
the Department or some person in charge of one of the bureaus of the 
Department, It is a very different service, entirely different. 

Mr. CALL. I should like toask the Senator from Delaware another 
question. I should like to ask him if for the one man who is upon 
the peaks of Mount Washington, or any mountain peak, or any other 
isolated place, there are not a hundred men in this service who are 
employed in places where there is commerce and population, and in 
all other respects like the employés of the other Departments of the 
Government? Where there is one in an isolated place there are per-» 
haps a hundred, orin that proportion, in Washington City and in other 
places where commerce is carried on and the ordinary civil conditions 
exist. 

Mr. HALE. Mr. President, I should say that if we were starting 
out to establish a weather bureau as a part of the administration ot 
the Government, with no knowledge or experience as to its being con- 
ducted in the War Department, we should probably create it asa civil- 
ian department. But the situation is not that by any means. 

Some years ago, as a member of a commission which examined into 
the workings of the semi-scientific branches of the Government, thesur- 
veys and the Signal Seryice, I gave much attention to this subject, in 
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common with other Senators upon that commission. The question 
whether or not we should recommend the transfer of this important 
work toany other Department of the Government than the War Depart- 
ment, which now administers it, came before us, and we were not able 
to arrive at that conclusion. In a long investigation as to the work- 
ings of this service, in which we summoned its chief and dozens, and 
perhaps scores, of its subordinate officers, we were led to see certain 
great advantages in this service arising from the military conduct of 
it. It is not intrinsically a military branch of the Government. That 
I grant; but it is a service, though civilian in its nature, that requires 
certain things, a certain discipline, which result rather from a military 
organization than a civilian one. The work and the results of the 
Weather Bureau are military in their immediate operations, so far as 
speed, swiftness, definiteness, and immediate results go. It will not 
do for the work of this bureau to be delayed and postponed and go 
through the red tape that characterizes all civilian departments, which 
results in delay as to conclusions. 

It is as important that all the results gained from observation of 
winds and rains and weather currents throughout the United States 
should be brought to one conclusion unerringly and swiftly to be ot 
any service, as that the orders of a commander-in-chief on a battle-field 
shall be at once delivered; and the commission that investigated this 
subject were impressed with this feature of its work, and this feature 
has been constantly insisted upon, advanced, and, I think, improved 
under the present management. I give General Greely great credit 
for having given his days and nights to the work of this bureau, and 
having made it as eficient as perhaps it is possible for man to make it. 
The discipline, I know, is hard, arduous, and exacting, and it ought 
tobe. General Greely has the instincts of a military man, and he 
knows that every observer, every subordinate, wherever he may be sit- 
uated, whether it is upon the shore by the sea or off in the far mount- 
ains or on the plains or on the hill-tops, shall be at his place at the 
moment and make his returns with military precision, exactness, and 
promptness, and, if he does not, that subordinate of his is at once dealt 
with in the military fashion, and a better man is put in his place. 

I doubt whether you can make the work of a bureau of the sort I 
have so imperfectly delineated efficient, accurate, prompt, and swift in 
dispatch, unless you have that discipline. I was impressed in the ex- 
amination we made on this subject three or four years ago with this 
view, although my natural predilections went in favor of making it a 
civilian service, 

For these reasons I can not see my way clear to vote for the transfer. 

Iam glad to see the officers of these military establishments of the 
Government, wherever we can do it, put to important civilian work. 
There is not any too much for the Army or Navy to do in time of peace 
that we may begrudge their entrance into any civilian avocation. We 
may pay them and ought to pay them, and we educate them at the 
eee expense. We turn out an accomplished set of men in both 

ranches, with an education higher and better in some fields, in some 
lines of scholarship, than any institution in the country that is not 
maintained by the Government. These men stand equipped for the 
work of the country. Wherever that can be done by officers of the 
Army and the Navy it is done with profit to the country; it-is done 
with saving to the Treasury; it is done with benefit tothe people. The 
work that the Engineer Corps does in the examination and surveys with 
reference to river and harbor improvements and the expenditure of 
money thereon is better done, I presume, than it could be done by any 
other set of men. 

The work that is done upon the light-houses all along our shores is 
of an admirable kind, and has kept that branch of the service from the 
objections and the scandals that have arisen in some other branches of 
the Government.. I always bid them welcome when they enter into 
that fleld of duty. 

Take the Navy. The work that it does upon the coast survey is 
valuable, and gives employment to its officers that prevents their life 
from rusting. IfI had a bright boy of my own that was to enter into 
the military or naval service of the Government I should look forward 
to his life being a comparatively useless and sterile life but for this 
civilian or semi-civilian vocation into which he might be launched. 

For a young officer entering the service now or in the last twenty-five 
years, having had no participation in the great military strife that his 
elders joined in, living under the shadow of the recollection, the ob- 
servation of other men, with nothing to do, there would be little to 
invite a bright lad into either of these branches of the military serv- 
ice; but if you can put them to surveying, if you can put them to river 
and harbor work, to light-house work, to coast-survey work, not to 
engross, not to monopolize, but to add and supplement, you are doing 
& good thing both for the officer and for the country. 

Take the surveys that are made of ocean regions all over the habita- 
ble globe by the naval officers. That is not naval work. It has noth- 
ing more to do with the fighting of a battle-ship than would be the 
erecting of stately mansions cr of palaces or of public buildings; and 
yet it isa valuable and important work, and the naval officers do it 
better than anybody else. Here in this field there has been trained 
from the Army a.set of men who have a wonderful expertness in their 
work; they have been devoted to it for years. They are, someof them, 
enthusiasts upon it. Change all this, subvert this structure, raise in 


its place a civilian bureau, and it will be attended, of course, with 
friction, of course with damage immediately, that perhaps can not be 
cured in a long time. 

For all these reasons, which to me are strong, my original predilections 
in favor of transferring this bureau to a civilian branch of the Govern- 
ment have passed away. I believe it will be better policy, better legis- 
lation to keep it where it is. 

Mr. CALL. Mr. President, this debate is now placed upon its true 
ground, ‘The retention of the Signal Service in the War Department 
is advocated upon the idea thata separate class of men, educated at the 
public expense, shall be assigned to the civil departments of the Gov- 
ernment, that the area of official employment for them, holding their 
offices for life, supported by the labor of the great body of the people, 
shall be enlarged, and that they shall have a monopoly of publie p 
and of the high official positions of the Government, that this line of 
employment shall beextended instead of being limited, asit is required 
to be by the institutions of this country and the principles on which 
government is founded. The proposition is that only men educated at 
the public expense at West Point shall be employed in high official 
place, and that they shall hold office for life, and those who serve the 

ublic in inferior places shall be under them and be subject to martial 

w and military discipline; we shall have brigadier-generals and cap- 
tains and sergeants of clerks engaged in the military but bloodless busi- 
ness of observing the weather and reporting whether it is wet or dry, 
cold or warm. 

Iwish to put on record my dissent from these propositions, Ido 
not believe that the men educated at West Point or at the Naval 
Academy are the superiors of the boys who are educated with no con- 
tribution from the public. Ido not believe that the proposition can 
be sustained that in any department of scientific research or practical 
ability they are above the people who are employed in civil life. I 
am aware that there is a greater efficiency in some respects and a 
greater despotism, and one very unfriendly to the perpetuation of re- 
publican government, in the existence of a large military class per- 
forming the civil functions of government, but where there is efficiency 
there is a lack of superior talent and knowledge, and where there is 
greater efficiency it is accompanied by agreater despotism and by habits 
of life and opinions and action which are unfriendly to the govern- 
ment of the people. f 

It is subjection of one man to another’s obedience that gives efli- 
ciency; itis the movement of a body of men at the will of one man 
under the severe penalties of martial law that makes the greater efi- 
ciency, and it is the want of the broader and deeper culture of civil 
life which makes the deficiency in ability and scientific and general 
knowledge of the militaryas compared with the civilian class of people. 

Suppose we take a look at the desertions from the Army of the 
United States and see what the people think who are placed under the 
lawless despotism of military rule, Suppose we look at the compen- 
sation these people receive, with the exception of this favored branch 
of the Signal Service, and see at how great a distance they are from 
the great mass of the people in the compensation for their labor which 
they receive. This will instruct us that this method of military gov- 
ernment is not one agreeable to the American people. The habit of 
absolute subjection, which gives greater efficiency; the apprehension of 
a court-martial, in which none but a privileged and separate class shall 
sit in judgmenton inferiors, and the absolute immunity of these judges 
from responsibility is not a kind of government to be extended further 
than the absolute necessities of the public service require, and that it 
should not be extended beyond the military service strictly considered. 

I am entirely indifferent as to what executive department of this 
Government shall control the Signal Service, devoted as it is alone to 
observations upon the weather, and which can haye no possible con- 
nection with the War Department or with the military service, for» 
the idea can not be maintained that a weather observation can be 
made the basis of any military campaign or any strategic operation; 
its uncertainties are too great; the necessities of military life are abso- 
lute in time of war, and wait not upon either time or tide; but it is the 
opinion that seems to be growing in the Senate of indifference to the 
extension of military rule and military methods over the civil depart- 
ments, and placing the people of the country under court-martial and 
martial law and removing them from the responsibilities and obliga- 
tions of civil life that needs to be checked by the representatives of 
the people. The public opinion of this country, in my opinion, does 
not approve the extension of military rute over the people. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. Berry in the chair). Will the 
Senate agree to the amendment reported by the Committee on Agri- 


-culture and Forestry? 


Mr. PALMER. I should like to ask the Senator from Kansas if it 
is his pleasure that the vote shall be taken now? 

Mr. PLUMB. I should be very glad to have it taken now. 

Mr. PALMER. I see no objectiontothat. Ishould like first, how- 
ever, to read a telegram handed to me by the senior Senator from Min- 
nesota [Mr. SABIN], which is as follows: 


Norta Fretp Depot, Mrxv., September 17, 1888, 
Senator Ð. M. SABIN, 


1213 Connecticut avenue: » 
It is the desire of the meteorological commitice of the St. Paul Chamber of 
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Commerce that the United States Signal Service be not transferred from the War 
Department. 
WILLIAIM M. PAYNE. 


I do not wish to make any remarks, but I wish the Chair would state 
what the status of the bill is and what the effect of the vote will be, so 
that Senators may vote intelligently upon the subject. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The bill is a House bill. The fifth 
section of the bill, asthe Chair understands, transfers the weather branch 
of the Signal Service Bureau to the proposed new department of agri- 
culture. The Senate Committee on Agriculture and Forestry recom- 
‘mend that the section making the transfer be stricken out. The effect 
of the amendment, if adopted, will be toleave the Signal Service where 
it now is. Senators in the affirmative will say ay-—— 

Mr. PALMER. I pardon. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the adoption of 
the amendment proposed by the Committee on Agriculture and Fores- 
try to strike out the fifth section of the bill. If the amendment is 
adopted, it will leave the Signal Service where it now is. 

Mr. HALE, Let me see if I understand this. The fifth section 
transfers the weather branch of the Signal Service to the Agricultural 
co pelea gi The amendment of the committee is to strike out that 
section. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment proposed by the com- 
mittee is to strike out section 5. If the fifth section remains, the 
transfer is made; if stricken out, it is not, 

Mr. PALMER. A vote in the affirmative on this amendment means 
to strike out the fifth section and leave the Signal Service Bureau in 
the War Department. 

Mr. CHANDLER. I ask for the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. SABIN. Before the vote is taken upon this motion, by way of 
explanation of the vote I shall give, I desire to say a single word. 

My sympathies are entirely with the bill as it is, but there seems to 
have arisen doubt in the minds of Senators who have paid much atten- 
tion to this question as to the advisability of making the transferat this 
time, and it is believed by many that the fifth section of the bill is 
crude and that the Weather Bureau will be injured by an immediate 
transfer. I hope at an early day that a bill will be perfected which 
will look to the transfer of the Signal Service Bureau to the Agricult- 
ural Department, which, I think, will be of great benefit and add dig- 
nity to that Department, and I hope such a bill will receive the care- 
full attention of the proper committee. 

The Secretary proceeded to call the roll. 

Mr. CHACE (when Mr. ALDRICH’s name was called). My col- 
league [Mr. ALDRICH] is paired with the Senator from New Jersey 
[ Mr. MCPHERSON]. If present, my colleague I presume would vote 

yea.’ 

Mr. DAWES (when Mr. HoAr’s name was called). My colleague 
[Mr. Hoar] is paired with the Senator from Arkansas now occupy- 
ing the chair [Mr. Berry]. If my colleague were here he would vote 
‘*vea,’’ and the Senator from Arkansas would vote ‘‘nay.’’ 

Mr. MANDERSON (when his name was called). Iam paired with 
the Senator from Kentucky [Mr. BLACKBURN]. If he were present, I 
should vote ‘“‘ nay.” 

Mr. SABIN (when his name was called). I am paired generally 
with the Senator from West Virginia [Mr. KENNA]. On this ques- 
tion I feel at liberty to vote, and I vote ‘‘ yea.” 

Mr. WILSON, of Iowa (when his name was called). I have a gen- 
eral pair with the Senator from Maryland [Mr. WILSON], who is now 
absent, but before he left the Chamber he informed me that I might 
vote as I pleased on this amendment. I therefore vote “' yea.” 

The roll-eall was concluded. 

Mr. HARRIS. Ihave a standing pair with the Senator from Ver- 
mont [Mr. MORRILL]. I transfer the pair to the Senator from In- 
diana [Mr. VOORHEES], who is absent, and record my vote ‘‘nay.”’? I 
announce, however, while on the floor, that the Senator from Ken- 
tucky [Mr. Beck] is paired with the Senator from Maine [Mr. HALE]. 
I do not know how the gentleman from Kentucky would vote on this 
question if present. He is detained from the Senate Chamber by ill- 


ness. 

Mr. HALE (after having voted in the affirmative). I havea general 
pair with the Senator from Kentucky [Mr. Beck]. I was proposing 
to transfer that to my colleague [Mr. FRYE], who is absent. I have 
voted, but I learn from the Senator from Connecticut [Mr. PLATT] that 
my colleague is paired with the Senator from Maryland [Mr. Gor- 
MAN]. If that is so, I withdraw my vote. 

x The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Maine withdraws 
is vote. : 

Mr. TELLER. I have a pair with the Senator from Louisiana [Mr. 
GIBSON], who is kept away from the Senate by illness. Iam informed 
that he would ‘‘yea,’’ if present. Therefore I vote ‘‘yea.’’ 

Mr. PLATT. I wish to say that the Senator from Maine [Mr. 
FRYE], being compelled to goaway from the Senate, wished me to state 
that he was paired with the Senator from Maryland [Mr. GORMAN], 
and that if present he would vote for the amendment, but he did not 
know how the Senator from Maryland would vote. 


Mr. SPOONER. I am paired generally with the Senator from Mis- 
sissippi [Mr. WALTHALL], but consider myself at liberty to vote on 
this question. I vote ‘‘nay.’” 

Mr. DOLPH. The junior Senator from Nebraska [Mr. PADDOCK 
is necessarily detained from the Senate, and before leaving he reques 
me to announce that he is paired with the junior Senator from Louisi- 
ana [Mr. Eustis]. I should say that I neglected to make that state- 
ment when the roll was called on the Chinese bill. 

Mr. MANDERSON, I made the statement at that time. 

Mr. EVARTS. I am paired with the Senator from Alabama [Mr. 
MorGAN]. Ido not perceive him now in his seat, and I suppose he 
has not voted; but, as I do not regard the position as precluding my 
voting, I will vote ‘‘ yea.” 

Mr. PASCO. Iam requested to give notice that the Senator from 
New Jersey [Mr. MCPHERSON ] is paired with the Senator from Rhode 
Island [Mr. ALDRICH]. The Senatorfrom West Virginia [Mr. FAULK- 
NER] is paired with the Senator from Pennsylvania [Mr. QUAY]. 

The result was announced—yeas 33, nays 9; as follows: 


YEAS—33. 
Bate, Davis, Hawley, Saulsbury, 
Blair, Dawes, Jones of Arkansas, Sherman, 
Bowen, Dolph, Mitchell, t 
Cameron, Edmunds, Palmer, Stockbridge, 
Chace, Evarts, Teller, 
Chandler, Farwell, Payne, Wilson of Iowa. 
rell, George, Platt, 
Colquitt, Gray, Pugh, 
Daniel, Hampton, Sabin, 
NAYS—9. 
Brown, Coke, Plumb, Turpic, 
Butler, Spooner, Vance, 
Call, 
ABSENT—S. 
Aldrich, Frye, Kenna, Riddleberger, 
Allison, Gibson, McPherson, Sawyer, 
Beck, Gorman, Manderson, Stanford, 
pny Hale, Morgan, Vest, 
Blackburn, Hearst, Morrill, Voor 
Blodgett, Hiscock, Paddock, Walthall, 
Cullom, Hoar, Quay, Wilson of Md, 
Eustis, Ingalls, _ m, 3 
Faulkner, Jones of Nevada, Reagan, 


So the amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. CALL. Before the vote is taken upon the bill, I desire to put 
in the RECORD an extract from the report of the Secretary of War for 
1887. On page 33 the Secretary of War says in regard to the Signal 
Service Bureau: 

Both the tendency of legislation and the demands ot the Weather Bureau 
have led the Signal Service further and further away from military duties to 
scientific and meteorological observations and labors, which w and extend 
with each year. Even if this semi-military organ on should continue, it is 
obvious that it must be devoted eventually to meteorological and kindred scien- 
tific studiesalone. In view ofthis prospect, the Army has ceased to place reliance 
on the Signal Corps, but provides for its own instruction in military signaling. It 
is taught at West Point, at the schools of instruction, and at all Army posts. In 
1885 General Hazen recommended a more military organization of his bureau 
by adding a colonel and lieutenant-colonel, a major, and eight captains, and in 
the report of that year the recommendation was disapproved by the Secretary 
of War, as follows: 

“The duties in which the corps is now en; 

rforms no military service; its only exercise that is military in its character 

s the art of military signaling, which, owing to the pressure of meteorological 
duties, has been neglected in the though it is proposed to press the study 
more vigorously in the future, Nor is this study as pursued in the corps im- 
rtant to the Army, which receives, through its own officers, all the necessary 
nstruction. It is evident that the studies and laborsof the Signal Service in the 
scientific field upon which it has entered will more and more absorband engross 
its energies, and it must ultimately become a purely civil organization. It 
would therefore be unwise, with this prospect before us, to provide for its per- 
manent attachment to the Army, and to give to it the unbending organization 
and discipline of a military body. It must depend upon the efforts of men who 
are enga; in technical study, and any officer who takes part in its work must 
be val le for his studious and scientific labor, rather than for his mili.ary 
ability and his soldierly qualities,” 


I only desired to have it go upon the record that this bureau is re- 
tained in the Army against the recommendation and the opinion of 
those in control of military affairs. 

Mr. REAGAN. Iwas not present when the vote was taken upon 
the amendment. Iam paired with the Senator from Wisconsin [ Mr. 
SAWYER], and could not have voted. If I had been present I should 
have stated, as I state now, that I should vote against the amendment 
and in favor of the transfer of this bureau. 

Mr. GEORGE. In order to correct the phraseology of the bill, I 
move, in section 1, line 3, after the word ‘“‘agriculture,’’ to strike out 
the words ‘‘established at the seat of Government of the United 
States;’’ and in line 5, after the word ‘‘ department,” to strike out ‘‘ to 
be known as the Department of Agriculture;”’ so as to read: 

That the Department of Agriculture shall be an Executive Department, under 
the ra gat bree and control of a Secretary of Agriculture, who shall be ap- 
pointed by the President, by and with the advice and consent of the Senate, 

Mr. PLUMB. [I have no objection to that amendment. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. REAGAN. At the proper time I desire to offer a substitute for 
the bill. Is it now in order? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Amendments are in order. ~ 

Mr. REAGAN, I will offer, then, the substitute which I had read 
this morning. 


are civil and not military. It 
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The PRESIDING OFFICER. Theamendment has been read. The 

gauan ison agreeing to the amendment proposed by the Senator from 
‘exas [Mr. REAGAN]. 

Mr. REAGAN. I will state—and I call the attention of Senators 
who did not hear the amendment read—that the object of the substi- 
tute is to provide for a department of industries, which shall embrace 
both commerce and agriculture, ins of a department of agriculture 
alone. The amendment is, I think, very well matured. It provides 
for the transfer of the various bureaus connected with the Pccsary 
Department and the Interior Department that may properly go to this 
department of industries. It enlarges the powers of the Department 
of Labor and it enlarges the duties of the bureaus in relation to com- 
merce. 

The amendment has been carefully prepared, after consultation with 
the Departments of the Government that are affected by it. It makes 
specific provisions for the transfer of the several bureaus from the Treas- 
ury Department and the Interior Department to this department. 

I shall only occupy the attention of the Senate far enough to repeat 
that agriculture and commerce go together and must p or be in 
adversity together. Neither can prosper without the aid of the other. 
They are the two great material interests of this country; and it seems 
to me that provision ought to be made for both of them to have a more 
thorough and an abler supervision than is now provided for. 

While I say this I desire to say that I favor the creation of an addi- 
tional executive department, but I do not think that the country or 
that the Senate is prepared to agree now upon two additional execu- 
tive departments. I believe the best interests of the country will be 
subserved by adopting the amendment. 

Mr. COKE. Mr. President, the substitute offered by my colleague 
is, in my judgment, a better bill than the House bill before us; but 
there is no earthly chance to pass it, while I believe we can and will 
pass the House bill. The House bill, while not embracing all I desire 
in such a bill, is stilla good beginning. The — subject of agricult- 
ure which it is wholly devoted to and thoroughly covers and embraces 
may hereafter by amendment be added to, and the other subjects em- 
braced in my colleague’s substitute become in that way incorporated 
in the law. I vote for the pending bill as a beginning, to be advanced 
and improved hereafter. 

Mr. PALMER, Ido not wish to be regarded as wanting in defer- 
ence to the junior Senator from Texas, but I think that if we proceed 
to discuss the amendment it will take another two or three weeks. 
Therefore I move to lay the amendment on the table. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ments were concurred in. 

The amendments were ordered to be engrossed, and the bill to be read 
a third time, 

The bill was read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. GEORGE, I move that the Senate request a conference with 
the House of Representatives on the bill and amendments. 

The motion was agreed to. 

By unanimous consent, the President pro tempore was authorized to 
appoint the conferees on the part of the Senate; and Mr. PALMER, Mr. 
SABIN, and Mr. GEORGE were appointed. 


MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE, 

A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. CLARK, its 
Clerk, announced that the House had passed the following bills: 

A bill (S. 320) for the relief of John D. Adams; and 

A bill (S. 3471) to authorize the construction of bridges across the 
earn) River and its tributaries by the Louisville Southern Railroad 

mpany. 

The nÑssage algo announced that the House had passed the bill 
(S. 858) to forfeit lands granted to the State of Michigan to aid in 
the construction of a railroad from Marquette to Ontonagon, in said 
State, with amendments; in which it requested the concurrence of the 
Senate. 

The message further announced that the House had agreed to the 
amendments of the Senate to the bill (H. R 9619) to authorize the con- 
struction of a bridge across the Missouri River at some accessible point 
within 1 mile north and 1 mile south and east of the mouth of the Kan- 
sas River. 

ENROLLED BILL SIGNED. 

The message also announced that the Speaker pro tempore of the 
House had signed the enrolled biil (H. R. 11446) to amend an act en- 
titled “‘An act making appropriations for the construction, repair, and 
preservation of certain public works on riverand harbors, and for other 
purposes, ’’ approved July 5, 1884; and they were thereupon signed by 
the President pro tempore. 

CONSIDERATION OF PENSION BILLS. 


Mr. DAVIS. I move that the Senate proceed to the consideration 
of pension cases on the Calendar fayorably reported and unobjected to. 

‘The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. ALLISON. Task the Senator from Minnesota to yield to me 


that I may submit the conference report on the sundry civil appropri- 
ation bill. 


Mr. DAVIS. Very well. 


SUNDRY CIVIL APPROPRIATION BILL. = 
Mr. ALLISON submitted the following report: 


The committee of conference on the d ing votes of the two Houses on 
certain amendments of the Senate to the bill (H. R, 1o) “making Appro! ria- 
tions for sundry civilexpensesof the Government for the l year ending aa 
30, 1889, and for other purposes,” haying met, after full and free conference have 
agreed to recommend and do recommend to their respective Houses as fol- 


lows: 
That the Senate recede from its amendments numbered 108, 107, 118, 222, 223, 233, 
ap SS peels Seeds tently rey re 257. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the Sen- 
ate numbered 240; and agree to the same, 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the Senate 
numbered 105, and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: In lieu of 
the sum named in said amendment insert ‘‘ $25,000;” and the Senate agree to 
the same. 

That the Senate recede from its disagreement to the amendments of the House 
to S-nate amendment numbered 119, and agree tothe same with an amend- 
ment as follows: Addat the end of the matter proposed to be inserted by House 
amendment numbered 4 the following: 

** Provided, That the President may, at any time in his diseretion, by precla- 
mation open any portion or all of the lands reserved by this provision tosettle- 
ment under the hom laws.” 

And the House agree to the same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the Senate 
numbered 121, and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: In lieu of 
the sum named insert “ $502,000; ” and the Senate agree to the same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the Sen- 
ate numbered 127, and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: Add, 
snar the word “industrial,” the words "and primary;"’ and the Senate agree 
to the same, 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the Sen- 
ate numbered 128, and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: In 
lieu of the sum proposed insert “'$40,000;"’ and the Senate agree to the same, 

‘That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the Sen- 
ate numbered 221, and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: In 
lieu of the sum pro) insert ‘‘ $20,000; "° and the Senate agree to the same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the Senate 
numbered 234, and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: In lieu of 
the matter proposed to be inserted insert the sega hs, x 

“Catalogue of the Congressional Library: To enable the Librarian of Con- 

to continue the work upon the catalogue of the Congressional Library, 


„000. 

And the Senate agrte to the same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the Sen- 
ate numbered 242, and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: In 
lieu of the sum proposed insert *' $2,067,000; ” and the Senate agree to the same, 

Upon amendment numbered 110 the committee of conference has been unable 


to agree. 
W. B. ALLISON, 
EUGENE HALE, 
F. M. COCKRELL, 
Managers on the part of the Senate. 


JAS. N. BURNES, 
THOS, RYAN, 
Manazers on the part of the House. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on concurring in 
the conference report. 

Mr. STEWART. Mr. President, I desire to inquire of the chairman 
of the Committee on Appropriations what disposition has been made of 
the. amendment of the Senate prohibiting the use of any money appro- 
priated by this bill to prosecute miners for cutting timber in the min- 
ing regions for mining and domestic purposes. 

Mr. ALLISON. The Senate conferees yielded that amendment. 

Mr. STEWART. The reply of the Commissioner of the General 
Land Office to the resolution of the Senate calling for information on 
that subject having been received, I had reason to hope that the com- 
mittee would sustain the Senate amendment, inasmuch as the reply of 
the Commissioner furnishes no justification whatever for his opposition’ 
to the amendment. On the contrary, it abundantly proves the neces- 
sity and propriety of withholding from him money to squander on 
spies, informers, special counsel, and other favorites for the purpose of 
harassing the people of my State. 

There are contained in the sundry civil appropriation bill now under 
consideration the following items, which enable the Land Department 
to maintain an army of spies and leeches, who infest the States and 
Territories where public lands are situated, with power to levy black- 
mail on the rich, who will buy their peace, and annoy and oppress poor 
settlers, namely: 

To meet the nses of protecting timber on the public lands, $75,000. 

For the protection of public lands from illegal or fraudulent appropriation, 

For expenses of hearings held by order of the General Land Office to deter- 
mine whether alleged fraudulent entries are of that character, or have been 
made in compliance with law, $30,000. 

For salaries and expenses of agents employed in adjusting claims for swamp 
lands and for indemnity for swamp lands, $20,000. . 

And it is provided that of the $100,000 nominally appropriated for 
surveys, $20,000 shall be used for various investigations, aggregating 
$245,000, which is mainly used for the support of a detective bureau, 
which Has no place in our form of Government. 

I was well aware that a bureau with such an cnormous sum of Goy- 
ernment money to use at discretion must necessarily be very powerful 
and influential in securing appropriations. Unjust and illegal prose- 
cutions having been commenced, and others threatened against the 
miners of my State for cutting wood in the mining regions for mining 
and domestic purposes, I sought to avert the evil by the following 
amendment: 


That no part of the money appropriated by this act shall be used in the in- 
vestigation of ox case, or the prosecution of any person in the mining re- 
gion of the United States, for cutting, for mining, or domestic purposes, dwarfed 
or scrubby timber unfit to be sawed or hewed iuto lumber of commercial value, 
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The CONGRESSIONAL RECORD of August 1, page 7776, shows that my 
amendment was offered by me to follow immediately after the item ap- 
propriating $75,000 to protect timber, as is shown by the following en- 
try in the RECORD: ` 

The SECRETARY. On page 57, after the word “dollars,” in line 22, it is pro- 
posed to insert, ete., 
reciting the amendment I offered. By the print of the sundry civil 
bill of July 17, then under consideration, it will be seen that the word 
“ dollars” in line 22 was the last word of the paragraph providing for 
an appropriation for the protection of public timber. By a mistake of 
the Clerk the amendment was inserted after the word “dollars” in 
line 19 of the same page, which was the last word of the paragraph ap- 
propriating $10,000 for expenses in depositing public moneys. This 
clerical mistake was the occasion of the following remarks by a Demo- 
cratic member of the Committee on Appropriations, made elsewhere: 

The amendment of the Senate is placed upon the House bill, and is now 
urged upon us by the Senate conferees with full knowledge that its principal, 
if not only, object is to effect the dismissal of various suits of law instituted 
and to be instituted by the law officers of the Government nst six or seven 
of the pas mining corporations of Nevada for timber cut on public lands of 
the United States and converted to their own use, amounting to the handsome 
sum of $10,000,000. This being the issue, let us consider it in its nakedness and 
view it in all its deformity, 

The House bill as sent to the Senate contained the following provision: 

“Yor ses of depositing public moneys received from the disposal of 
public lands, $10,000.” 

This was the innocent and harmless little provision upon which the Senate 
draughted its rider, without kinship or parliamentary connection, and obnox- 
ious to the rules of the Senate, as well as of this House, prohibiting legislation 
on appropriation bills. 

Upon that provision, relating only to the transportation of certain public 
moneys of the United States, the Senate amendment now under consideration 
is before you, and was before us in conference, as follows: 

“No t of the money appropriated by this act ’— 

cr ad oan provision, mark you, but no part of the money appropriated by this 

re — 
Shall be used in the investigation of any case ”— 

Observe, Mr. Speaker, the audacious proposition, that investigation must 
cease, and in every case, too— 

“or in the prosecution of any person in the mining regions of the United States, 
for cu for mining or domestic purposes dwarf or timber unfit to be 
sawed or hewed into timber of commercial value." 

I have called the attention of the Senate to this matter to refute the 
charge that I was attempting to do anything by indirection, and to 
show that it was not my fault that the amendment was not inserted in 
its right place. ‘The following extract from the remarks I made when 
I offered the amendment will show that I informed the Senate of the 
exact object for which it was offered: 

I offer this for the reason that some question has arisen in the last year with 
regard to which there is a difference of opinion. I think it would well to 
guard this bp ne erage is a large one, $75,000—so that all parties may be 
advised and 5o t no misunderstanding shall occur and no oppression be 

racticed. There were a few arrests made in Nevada during the last year, but 
the court discharged the men, and I understand that there has been some other 
investigation. Ido not apprehend any convictions, because it has been sanc- 
tioned so thoroughly for years. But still,in making a large appropriation like 
$75,000 for this purpose, it might as well be so fixed that there can be no misun- 
derstanding about it, (RECORD, page 7777.) , 

Before I proceed to show the conspiracy to absorb the public money 
and annoy innocent citizens of Nevada, which originated with a Demo- 
cratic district attorney in my State and has been indorsed by a Depart- 
ment of this Government, and by a Democratic House of Representa- 
tives, I desire to state how differently the miners were treated by the 

, Republican party. Iam sorry that the right of my people to live in 
the mining regions and cut fire-wood for mining and domestic purposes 
according to law has been made a party question, and that the exigen- 
cies of the Democratic party are such as to make it necessary for its 
success to harass miners for doing that which the law authorizes. 

From 1849 until, 1866 there was no law of Congress which author- 
ized mining or the cutting of timber on the public Jands for mining 
purposes. Under the letter of the statute it was a trespass either to 
mine or to cut timber for that purpose, but the Supreme Court of the 

- United States declared that it would recognize the fact that the people 
of the mining regions had possessory rights which the law would pro- 
tect, the statutes to the contrary notwithstanding; that eighteen years 
of non-action by the Government, during which time a great commu- 
nity, consisting of near 1,000,000 people, had been allowed to occupy 
the publie lands for mining purposes, had conferred upon them some- 
thing more than the character of trespassers; that they were settlers 
in good faith, whose rights would be protected. 

In March, 1865, the United States district attorney for Nevada and 
the receiver of the land office commenced to investigate and prosecute 
miners for cutting timber for use of the mines on the Comstock. 

There was then no law under which timber land could be purchased. 
The State had just been admitted into the Union, but there was no 
legislation of Congress authorizing either mining or cutting timber for 
mining purposes. In the technical sense of the term nearly every in- 
habitant of the State was a trespasser. I called on the Commissioner 
of the General Land Office and explained to him the situation. He 
said no recent instructions had been given and that he had no authority 
to revoke the existing instructions or to change the law, and that the 
district attorney and local Jand officer had authority to institute the 
prosecutions and that he had no power to prevent them from doing 
so, although he regarded it as a great hardship on the people of Ne- 


vada. I then called on the Secretary of the Interior, Mr. Browning, 
and received substantially the same reply which I had received from 
the Commissioner. I then called on President Lincoln and explained 
the situation to him. After a moment's reflection he asked me if I 
could give him the names of two gentlemen in Nevada in whom I had 
confidence. I gave him the names of Robert M. Clarke for district at- 
tory and David L. Gregg for reeeiver, He appointed them af once, 
and the prosecutions ceased. 

During the following session a Jaw was passed allowing the State of 
Nevada to sell the 500,000 acres which were granted to her for internal 
improvements and devote the money to the cause of education. The 
people of the Comstock Lode thereafter purchased timber land from 
the State on the eastern slope of the Sierra Nevada Mountains, and 
have ever since refrained from cutting timber on the public lands, and 
no prosecutions have ever been attempted by the Government officers 
in my State, as I recollect, until the appointment of Mr. Haydon, the 
present United States district attorney for Nevada. 

In 1878, prosecutions haying been instituted in various Territories 
in the mining regions for cutting timber for mining and domestic pur- 
poses, the following law was passed by Congress: 

Be it enacted, eic., That all citizens of the United States, bona fide residents of 
the State of Colorado or Nevada, or either of the Territories of New Mexico 
Arizona, Utah, Wyomirg, Dakota, Idaho, or Montana, and all other min: 
districts of the United States, shall be, and are hereby, authorized and permit- 
ted to fell and remove for building, agricultural, mining, or other domestio 
pu any timber or other trees growing or being upon the public lands, 
said lands being mineral and not subject to entry under laws of the 
United States, except for mineral entry, in either of said States, Territories, or 
districts of which said citizens or persons be at the time bona fide residents, 
subject to such rules and regulations as he Bacctaee of the Interior may pre- 
scribe for the protection of the timber and of the undergrowth wing upon 
such lands, and for other purposes: Provided, 'The provisions of this aot shall 
not extend to railroad corporations. 

This act was based upon the following report of the Senate Commit- 
tee on Public Lands, which concisely states the reason and the neces- 
sity for a law prohibiting the prosecution of miners for cutting timber 
on the public lands for mining and domestic purposes: 


The committee have carefully considered the subject of timber and timber- 
lands and, after mature deliberation with the view of devisin, 


poses. Even were this otherwise, it is usually found in such inaccessible places 
as to preclude its transportation to market, msequently itis used by the pros- 
pector, the miner, and other members of mining communities for domestic and 
other practical purposes incidental to the development of mineral districts, 
The committee do not believe that it would be vee ee on the part of the 
Government to seek to profit directly by the sale of this kind of timber nor to 
tax the pioneer by Regen reg pd him to purchase it. Except as a source of rev- 
enue, by sale to the settler, it never can be of any value to the Government. 
Should the experiment be tried of requiring payment for it, it would be found 
that the cost of keeping agents for its sale and officers to prevent or punish in- 
fractions of the law at remote and widely-separated settlements would largely 
consume allsums received for this timber by the Government, 


been the custom of Congress to encourage 


development of the rich gold and silver districts of the country. What would 
be the condition of this country to-day had it not been for our product of gold 
and silver duringthe last quarter of a century? ‘The $100,000,000 annually added 
by the United States to the world’s stock of bullion will amply pay for the use 
of the scattering timber found in those localities. Instead of imposing this tim- 
ber as a tax upon this important branch of Mona the committee are of opin- 
ion that, under the restrictions provided in this bill and on unds of equity 
and public policy, the Government should allow its free ue by ie act set- 
tler for the purposes alluded to herein. 

In 1866 Congress, by express statute, authorized the occupation and use of these 
mineral lands, as follows: 

“Be tt ena etc., Thatthe mineral lands of the public fomain, both surveyed 
and unsurveyed, are hereby declared to be free and open to exploration and 
occupation by all citizens of the United States and those who have declared 
their intention to become citizens, subject to such regulations as may be pre- 
scribed by law, and subject also to the local customs and rules of miners in the 
several mining districts, so far as the same may not conflict with the laws of 
the United States.” 

This is an express grant by the Government to the ple who agrees? f this 
portion of the public domain. There was no law by which settlers cou ur- 
chase either the timber necessary for such occu; on or the land upon which 
that timber is found. It is a well-settled principle applied to grants that the 
grant carries with it all the incidents necessary to enable the grantee to make 
the grant available. It is absolutely necessary for settlers to have timber for 
domestic use in order to enable them to Roser these mineral lands. It would 
have been a mockery to make this nt without including such use of timber. 
It can‘not be said that it was ever intended the occupants should pay for this 
timber, since no provision has ever been made for its sale or purchase. The 
Government is more than paid for its value by the increased wealth added by 
mining operations to the grand total of e property. 

This law made it lawful to cut timber for mining and domestic pur- 
poses in every part of the State of Nevada, the whole State being in 
the mining region. The timber in Nevada east of the Sierra Nevada 
Mountains consists of a scrubby growth of nut pine, juniper, and mount- 
ain mahogany. This timber—if such a scrubby growth, which is only 
fit for fire-wood, can be called timber—is found at an elevation above 
5,000 feet and generally in the rough and often almost inaccessible 
mountains. Itis scattered, very diflicult to get, and reget ex- 
pensive, wood in the mining camps ranging from $8 to $24 a cord and 
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coal from 25 to 30 cents per bushel. As difficult as itis to obtain this 
ae it is all the people have, and without.it no mining could be 
ne. 

It will be observed that the act of 1878 expressly authorizes the 
cutting of this wood for mining and domestic purposes. ‘The Commis- 
sioner of the General Land Office, however, attempted to repeal this 
law, so far as Nevada was concerned, by a regulation prohibiting the 
cutting of timber under 8 inches in diameter. As nearly all of the 
timber in Nevada is less than that size, the instruction, if enforced, 
will abrogate the law. Soon after Mr. Haydon was appointed district 
attorney he addressed a communication to the Secretary of the Interior 
and the Commissioner of the General Land Office, a part of which the 
Commissioner has graciously permitted the Senate to see, in compliance 
with the resolution adopted on August 27, calling for information in 
regard to this matter. The letter is as follows : 3 


Exursrr D. 

Reno, Nev., Apri 28, 1887. 
DEAR Sins: As the subject of this communication falls within scope of your 
ciroular of date May 7, 1886, to ey pry and receivers of United States land 
office and special agent of General d Office, issued by honorable Commis- 
sioner and approved by honorable cee and is of rtance to the De- 
partment as well as to the General Land Office, I trust prove a sufficient 
excuse for making this communication a joint one. As you are doubtless 
aware, I have been eupoteed recently as attorney for Unii States of district 
of Nevada. Complaints have been made to United States Marshal Thomas E. 
yself, as district attorney, within a few days 
t for years past, and still continuing, hundreds of men—mostly Italians. 
f them—have been ERAN engaged in ontok off 
acres of timber on land 


g it or 


a 
to 30, and from 8 or 10 feet to 30 feet in hei 
in diameter and height, have been swept and probably 1,000,000 or 2,000,- 
000 cords of wood have thus been taken off of public land and mostly consist- 
ing of mineral land without any color or pretense of right to the same, all, too, 
for p of commerce, not by miners for their mines or for improvements 
onthe land, In a district of mineral land 30 to 40 milesaway from Eureka and 
outside of the mining district that embraces Eureka on or near the Eureka and 
Palisade Railroad, at or near what is called Pine Station, Alpha, Antelope 
mining district, Cedar Station, etc., there are boss Italians or leaders among 
their countrymen who have grown quite rich on these peculations, or rather 
wholesale robberies of the timber on the public lands. 

That railroad is constantly engaged in carrying and in buying and selling 
this wood at Eureka and other points, all directly contrary to the actof June 3, 
pach! referred to by you in your circular above referred to, and contrary also to 

ion 4of act of same date, providing for sale of timber land in Nevada, etc. 
paaa aad TR sales at ). C. Boltiere has now 500 cords cut, Ga- 

1 Zonola, at Alpha, over 1,000 cords, and eight orten other leading men have 
considerable amounts. The Eureka and Palisade Narrow-gauge is 
engaged in posi, Bee in their cars every day. This wood spoken of, four-fifths 
of it, is not over 5 inches in diameter, and scarce one tree out of fifty is over 8 
inches in diameter. The fact is all that land was culledand cut over once, tak- 
ing all trees of any size, and now they are cutting it over a second time and 
sweeping every young tree and bush over 2 or 3 inches in diameter, 

These men bave all been notified by men owning mines right among this 
timber to desist from cutting it; told if they would leave what was standin 
and haul off only that al cut they would not be complained of. The rail- 
road company aforesaid has n notified to desist hauling the wood thus cut, 
but the parties thus complaining have been treated with contempt. 

This information l have from a mining man, the president and gps PEN ran 
ent of several mines in the immediate vicinity of thistimberland. His motive, 
of course, is to preserve the timber for the lawful purposes provided for by the 
acts above referred to, namely, for purchase and for mining and domestic pur- 
poses, ete., as permitted by the act. He is verified in his statements by the ob- 
servation of the marshal,Thomas E. Kelly, who has been very recently, namely, 
within ten days or so last past, through cou: v- -In the same state 
of facts of my own knowledge will be found to exist in the vicinity of Austin, 
White Pine, Belmont, Pioche, and every other large mining camp in this State 
and throughout all the mountainous timbered regions of fornia where ex- 
amples have not been made. 

I have no doubt that many thousand cords of wood could now be found and 
seized in various parts of this State, cut off of mineral land reserved from sale 
and public land notsold. Ihave no doubt this state of affairs will continue 
unlessexamplesare made, I have no doubtlarge recoveries could be made and 
large seizures made from persons taken red-handedin the act. Ihave nodoubt 
the former re; and receiver of the Eureka land office must have known, or 
shut his eyes and ears to keep from knowing, about this wholesale robbery of 
the timber of the United States cut in the eastern of the State. Thereis but 
little timber of any kind near Carson, east of California State line, except what 
was og rsa or at least pre-empted or purchased by men who appeared 
to have ly pre-empted or perohaned such timber bona fide. 

These complaints have only come to my ears since I have been officiating as 
United States district attorney, yet I feel they are true, or far less than the truth 
and that any honest, capable inv tion will demonstrate the entire truth of 
all that has been said. The General nd Office has been promising in one or 
es I know of to send out a special agent to investigate land irregularities 
in State. 

To develop the amount of these timber spoliations, to punish the offender, to 
recoup what can be done, would require a smart, quick, active agent, with 
largely~leveloped detective faculties, to go around in these several mining dis- 
tricts and ascertain approximately what amount of timber or wood has been 
Stolen,who stole it, what witnesses can prove it, then like a thunderbolt make 
or have made his arrest, and seizures of wood and timber remaining, and in- 
augurate suits to recover values from all solyent persons and corporations. 

k é * * 


> * * 

Would do all in our individual power to prosecute, convict, and punish these 
bold robbers of the public domain, but without the direction and assistance of 
the proper department, its influence, direction, and means at our back, we can 
do but little and might be blamed for that, both by the Government on account 
of the expense incurred and the citizens and communities affected. 

So, gentlemen, we most respectfully refer these matters to you. If you think 
these people ought to be prosecuted for laying waste the small amount of not 
very high or very thick timber in this State, and that acts of Congress should 
be enforced, then send a special agent or a; int one here (to the manner born) 
to pci tp these charges, to marshal the evidence, array the witnesses. I 
can put him on track in some cases, refer him to persons and their residences 


reek xu take warm interest in giving him all the information and assistance 
ir power. 
If you do not think that course advisable, please inform meof your views and 
wishes in the premises. 
Lhave the honor to be, your obedient servant, 


Altorney fi 
United Slates District ‘or Nevada. 
Hon L, Q. C. Lamar, 


of the Interior, and 


Hon, Wm. A. J. SPARKS, 

Commissioner General Land Office. 

If the portion of this letter which is suppressed was worse than that 
which we have, it is perhaps well for public decency that the Senator 
from Vermont [Mr. EDMUNDS) modified my resolution and left it to 
the Commissioner to give the Senate such scraps of information as he 
thought proper. The eager ferocity of this letter is one of its principal, 
characteristics. It isa pity that the fact that this patriotic district 
attorney holds an office the emoluments of which depend upon fees, and 
the fees upon the amount of litigation which can be stirred up must be 
taken into consideration in estimating his motives. Hisidea of pounc- 
ing down on every woodchopper like a thunderbolt and seizing his wood 
is a sad commentary either upon his knowledge of law or his moral per- 
Soum a appears to have a special spite against the Italians, and 
tells us that— 


©. Boltiere has now 500 cords cut; Gabricl Zonola, at Alpha, over 1,000 cords, 
and eight or ten other leading men have considerable amounts. 


He says further that— 

Thave no doubt that many thonsand cords of wood could now be found and 
seized in various parts of this State, cut off of mineral lands reserved from sale 
and public land not sold. 5 

He wants— 

A smart, quick, active agent, with 1 ly developed detective faculties, to go 
around in these several mining districts and ascertain approximately what 
amount of timber or wood has been stolen, who stole it, what esses can 
prove it, and then, like a thunderbolt, make, or have made, arrests and seiz- 
ure of wood and timber remaining and insugurate suits to recover value from 
all solvent persons and corporations. 


In pursuance of this policy Mr. Haydon had a number of Italians 
arrested for cutting wood near Battle Mountain, Nevada, and taken 
before Judge Sabin, of the United States district court for Nevada. 
After full hearing the judge discharged the defendants and gave a cor- 
rect interpretation to the law of 1878. ‘This I find in another commu- 
nication from Mr. Haydon, dated April 18, 1888, which is as follows: 


Exit H. 
RENO, NEV., April 18, 1888. 

Sm: As ee under section 2 of instructions to district attorneys, etc., of 
your office, that a United States attorney should report any information of im- 
pores fe that he in any manner may become possessed of, I desire to say that 

itfallamong many other miners at Bullion mining district, near Battle Mount- 
ain, Lander cone Nevada, made complaint under oath that one J.C. Latta, 
Joaquin Estrada, Jesus Maria Eucinas, Hillano Meza, Refino Mamfo, and Sera- 
fino Crimnia were cutting and causing to be cut, forsaie and commerce alone to 
whomsoever would buy, the timber and other trees and undergrowth on the 
public land in Bullion mining district, and were severally packing and hauli 
such wood and timber chiefly to the Pittsburgh mines and to dealers in w 
and others, some to the railroads, etc. r 

Other complaints were made by parties at Pine Station, near Eureka, others 
at Elko, etc. I knew this was the case all over the country wherever there were 
mines. I once drew the attention of the Secretary of the Interior and Commis- 
sioner of the General Land Office and your office to this state of facts in the line 
ofasking that a aig agent might be appointed for this State to prevent the 
Raho rio A spoliation of the few timbered s intheState. . 

The fact is that they were sweeping the land clear of the undergrowth under 
S8inches in diameter and leaving the brush and foliage to spread fires and con- 
sume the small undergrowth left. 

I laid these complaints before Hon. G. M. Sabin, and he, after consideration, 
gave me leave to file and I filed informations against the six men above named, 
who had made a business for years, had them arrested and their trial set forthe 
2d of April, instant. Meantime the local papers in the State took up the matter, 
and claimed it would kill out all mining, stop all such enterprises, ete. 

I arraigned these parties in the information of cutting such timbers not as 
miners, agriculturists, builders, or for their own domestic use or as agents of 
others, ete., who were of such classes, but for cutting and removing the wood 
purely for sale, commerce, and speculation, also of cutting trees under 8 inches 
in diameter, and leaving the brush to spread forest fires. 

At the time of trial I proved the cutting and selling without previous contract 
or agency to the Pittsburgh Mining Company, proved generally such cutting 
under 8 inches in diameter and leaving all the brash to spread forest fires—first, 
as to Reflno Mamfo; second, more definitely as to Serafino Crimnia; and tomy 
astonishment and oompie nonplusage the district judge directed the jury to 
acquit, pene) 3 that as long asthe wood and timber was not exported out of the 
State or sold therein to railroad companies, that all other cutting and sale was 
warranted by chapters 150 and 151, 20 Statutes at Large, pages 88, 89-91; that 
the provisions of the rules and regulations of the Secretary of the Interior made 
in the spring of 1886, which took effect June 1, 1886, in so far as they forbid other 
than the felling or removing of such timber in Nevada except for building, ag- 
ricultural, mining, or other domestic purposes by such classes of persons and 
their agents, were obiter restrictions by the Secretary of the Interior that he had 
no power or authority to make, granted to him by section 1 of chapter 150, 
above cited. Under such ruling I discontinued the other four cases, 

Now, this agitation has created quite a flutter of excitement all over theState 
in mining communities, particularly about Eureka, where the country has been 
divested of timber for an area of over 30 miles from it in every direction, with 
scarcely a dollar paid tothe Government for either land or timber. 

Ai is all premised of what I am about to inform you, which is all ina 
nut-shell. 

A leading attorney and ex-district judge of Eureka informs me that $4,000,000 
could be recovered against the Richmond and Eureka Consolidated Mining 
Companies alone for wood and coal unlawfully obtained by them from the min- 
eral and other public lands of the United States, surveyed and unsurveyed. 

‘That the mooting of this question caused by the prosecutions above referred 
to has thoroughly alarmed these companies, and many private individualsalso, 
to that extent that they have sent W. Baker to Washington City with 
offers to settle with the Government for their trespasses on its lands. 

If Judge Sabin’s decision is law (which I have vigorously protested against) 
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these ies have nothing to settle for, as the wood was not exported from the 
State, but was ret! — Mer ng op = parr domestic prrponeepe DO RSNA IDa 
every purpose in the e is a domestic purpose except selling w erail- 
road, which is inhibited by thestatute. 

The rules and ons I refer to are those signed by Commissioner Sparks 
bee a wine by Secretary of the Interior Lamar, and are published in decisions 
of the met of the Interior for 1886 (page 659 I think, or as I remember). 

Now, I would like your advice on this subject—whether if persons cut no trees 
under 8 inches in diameter and burn the brush or di of it so as to prevent 
the spread of forest fires can they strip the wnole public land, mineral and non- 
mineral, of timber and wood over 8 rea | dae or sale and commerce if they 
do not export the wood and timber from the State and do not sell it to railroad 
companies or owners? ‘This is the logical sequence of Judge Sabin’s ruling. 

I put this case to him: A man named Asc meng f has fifteen or twenty China- 
men hired to ċut wood for him at what is called Nut Pine, about 18 miles south- 
westerly from Carson City, which he intends to float down Carson River to Day- 
ton, there to sell; and he decided if he cut no trees under 8 inches in diameter, 
and took care of the brush so as to prevent, the spread of forest fires, then he 
was not liable to any penalty unless he sells it to a railroad company. 

I do not think that is the law, but that in this State a miner, farmer, builder, 
and citizen of the United States, or bona fide resident of this State, for his or her 
domestic purposes can take the timber ortrees over 8 inches in diameter, taking 
care of the brush by his own actor that of his personal agent, for the uses of the 
above classes of business and praa and nototherwise; and I want to put the 
Treasury on notice that Mr. G. W. Baker’s mission is to settle for millions b 
paying, if anything, mills on the dollars of which the Government is defrauded. 


ery ully, 
THOS. E. HAYDON, 
Attorney of the United States for Nevada. 

SOLICITOR or THE TREASURY OF THE UNITED STATES. 

It will be observed that the Department was informed by this letter 
that the district court of Nevada had decided that cutting timber for 
mining and domestic purposes and for sale to mining companies was 
authorized by the act of 1878. I call particular attention to the fol- 
lowing portion of the letter above quoted: 

At the time of trial I proved the cutting and selling, without previous contract 
or agency, to the Pittsburgh Mining Company, proved generally such cutting 
under 8inches in diameter and leaving all the brush tospread forest fires—first, 
as to Refino Mamfo; second, more d itely as to Serafino Crimnia; and to my 
astonishment and complete nonplusage the district judge directed the jury to 
acquit, holding that as long as the wood and timber was not exported out 
of the State or sold therein to railroad companies, all other cutting and sale 
was warranted by becom Fo 150 and 151, 20 Statutes at Largo, pages 88, 89-vl; that 
the provisions of the rules and regulations of the £ of the Interior made 
in the spring of 1886, which took effect June 1, 1836, in so far as they forbid other 
than the felling or removing of such timber in Nevada except for building 
agricultural, mining, or other domestic purposes by such classes of persons an 
their agents, were obiter restrictions by the Secretary of the Interior that he 
had no power or authority to make, ted to him by section 1 of chapter 150, 
nbove cited. Under such ruling I discontinued the other four cases, 

A decision of this character would have ordinarily caused an execu- 
tive officer to stop and inquire before he inaugurated a general system 
of litigation very expensive to the United States and vexatious and 
ruinous to the miners; but, strange to say, its only effect upon the 
Commissioner was to order more prosecutions and spend more of Gov- 
ernment money contrary to law, and not only that, but to rush into 
the public prints to abuse a Senator for offering an amendment to save 
needless waste of the public money and protect his constituents from 
vexatious prosecutions. 

The suits instituted by Mr. Haydon caused some anxiety, and the 

` attorney for the defendants in these cases, Mr. MacMillan, wrote me 
for the instructions of the Department with regard to the cutting of 
timber and the rulings under the act of 1878. I addressed a com- 
munication to the Commissioner of the General Land Office requesting 
him to forward copies of these papers to Mr. MacMillan, if he had them, 
for distribution. I supposed I had a right to do this either as Senator 
or citizen, but it seems not; on the contrary, the Commissioner has 
transmitted my request to the Senate in answer to its resolution of in- 
quiry as one of his reasons for instituting these prosecutions. My let- 
ter is as follows: 

Exner G. 
UNITED STATES SENATE, Washington, D. C., April 3, 1888. 

Sır: If you have copies of all decisions, instructions, and regulations of your 
office for distribution relating to the act of Junc 3, 1878, in regard to timber 
cutting on the public domain for mining and domestic purposes, I would be 
much obli; if you send copies to Hon. J. H. MacMillan, attorney-at-law, Win- 
BY care rapel 

i : WM. M. STEWART. 

Hon. S. M. STOCKSLAGER, 

Commissioner of the General Land Ofiice. 

The foregoing document, which is marked ‘‘ Exhibit G,” appears to 
have been regarded by the Commissioner as an intrusion upon his royal 
prerogatives. 

We what meat doth this our Cæsar feed, 
at he is grown so great? 

But the fairness, decency, and judicial impartiality of this great man 
is more forcibly illustrated in what follows than in what has preceded. 
The prosecutions of the Italians, to which I have already alluded, 
called attention to the possibility of suits against all persons who had 
cut fire-wood in Nevada, and created considerable anxiety in my State, 
and was the occasion of the call of Mr. MacMillan and others for the 
laws and rulings of the Department, etc. Among others who had 
bought timber to be used in the mines were W. C. Price and G. W. 
Peltier, who conducted several mining companies at Tuscarora, Nev., 
a mining camp about 50 miles north of the town of Elko, on the Cen- 
tral Pacific Railroad. These gentlemen, having been the responsible 


agents of several mining corporations, were anxious to have the busi- 


ness of those corporations settled before the mines were exhausted, and 
preferred to pay for what wood they had purchased rather than be an- 
noyed by lawsuits after the mining companies had gone out of exist- 
ence. They made a statement from their books as to the amount of 
wood used by the several mining companies under their charge, and 
offered to pay 50 cents a cord for it to the Government. 

Mr. G. W. Baker and Mr. J. W. Dorsey came to Washington as the 
agents of Messrs. Price and Peltier. They showed me their state- 
ment and told me the object of their visit. I told them that the law 
authorized the cutting of this timber to be used for mining and do- 
mestic purposes, and that they did not owe the Government a cent. 
They said that they were perfectly aware of that, but that they had 
rather pay 50 cents a cord for the wood, which was the highest price 
paid for stumpage on private land in the State, thanto be sued. I in- 
dorsed their application and my indorsement is transmitted to the Sen- 
ate in answer to its resolution and for the purpose of showing that the 
amendment which I offered ought not tobeadopted. My indorsement 
is as follows: 

Wasnuiseron, D. C., April 27, 1888. 

I, WILLIAM M, Stewart, Senator of the United States from the State of Ne- 
vada, do hereby certify that I am personally acquainted with G. W. Baker and 
J. W. Dorsey, the attorneys representing the partics herein named, and also 
with George W. Peltier and W. C. Price, Keesler’ the firm of G. W. Peltier 
& Co., and also with the mining corporations mentioned in this proposition of 
settlement and the mining claims and mining operations carried on by each of 
mn a ai in the Tascarora mining district, county of Elko and Siate 
Q e a. 

That I have visited Tuscarora and am familiar with the character of the wood 
and fuel consumed by said mining companies, and am satisfied that the repre- 
sentations herein contained are candid and truthfal and fully and fairly present 
the volume and value of the wood and timber consumed by each of said com- 
panics Pagosa! gi and further, that the scattered and scrubby Pareng cedar 
which is gathe in the region within a radius of more than 40 miles about 
Tuscarora never has been regarded as timber within the prohibition of the 
statutes. These scattered and scrubby bushes would never be used for any pur- 
pose if any other timber existed in that region, and besides there would be no 
necessity for using it if mines had not been discovered. 


There would be very little of this scrubby stuff gathered from the of the 
mountains, where it grows, if only ordinary firewood was uired; but itis 
necessary to have some hard wood to roast ores. The princi fuel, ‘however, 


at Tuscarora, and which is consumed by the amog pie y eye in carryin, 
forward their operations, is sage-brush, which is ered from the Seali J 
ing country. Under these circumstances I think t the offer of acompromise 
made is extremely liberal and should be accepted by the Government without 
hesitation, particularly in this case, where it would be pipero 4 doubtful 
whether the Government would be able to make proof the cutting of any wood 
(because it is a misnomer to call this scrubby stuff timber) or to estabiish any 
violation of the timber laws upon the part of any of the parties to this offer if 
they had put themselves upon the defensive and denied the commission of such 
trespass. Their frank admission and offer of settlement should insure for them 
fair treatment and prompt response on the part of the United States, 
WM, M. STEWART. 


The foregoing indorsement was read in the House and prefaced by 
the following statement: 


One of ‘he epic’ prosecutions is for the recovery of $126,890.04. The de- 
fendants made overtures for a compromise, and finally submitted an offer to 
pay $3,000 for a release and acquittance. Three thousand dollars for $126,850.94 
of Government property! The offer was of course rejected by the faithful rep- 
resentative of our Government, but not until such offer had received the fol- 
lowing eminent indorsement, which I send to the desk to be read. 


The Commissioner of the General Land Office states in his reply to 
the Senate resolution that— 


‘This office has recommended no suits in Nevada except against the two pow- 
erful and wealthy corporations (meaning the Eureka and Richmond Mining 
Companies) referred to in my letter to Mr. Burnes. 


The Commissioner has also given us the information which he has in 
regard to the matter of the compromise with Messrs. Price and Peltieron 
account of the wood cut by them, and which compromise I indorsed, and 
for which he has taken occasion to represent, or have represented, that 
I indorsed a compromise for $3,000 of a claim of $126,880.94. The fol- 
lowing is the report of Special Agent George D. Temple on that subject: 

Exar N. 
BLACKFOOT, IDAHO, July 26, 1888. 

Sm: By same mail with this I forward reports in duplicate of timber tres- 
pass by the following-named mining Sampan es whose minesare located at Tus- 
carora, Nev., naay, Navajo, Grand Prize, North Belle Isle, Nevada Queen, 
Commonwealth, and Independence, having been detailed tosuch duty by your 
letter “P” of May 25 last. 

The total value of timber, logging, cord-wood, and charcoal involyed in such 
trespass, as ascertained, is $126,880.94. This amount appears small when the 
number of companies concerned and the length of time covered by the reports 
is considered, but an explanation is found on reference to their books, which 
shows that no one of the mines operated continuously, that through 
dealers at Elko and Tuscarora large quantities of mining timber and logging 
were obtained from mills on the Truckee River on the eastern slope of the Sierra 
Nevada range, and that for at least ten years past immense quantities of sage- 
brush have been used for fuel. 

Hundreds of thousands of dollars have been paid out for sage-brush alone, 
At this time there are estimated to be 20,000 cords of rush valued at $60,000 
at the mills of the Navajo and Grand Prize mines. Wood is now used for the 
purpose of roasting ore only. 5 

In the proposition for settlement made by these companies under date of 
April 27. , they claim a deduction of 25 percent, on account of timber alleged 
to have been cut on State lands. I can not believe them entitled to such deduc- 
tion. The timber in question, from the best information I could get, came from 
the crests and cafions of the mountains (the only places where it grows in Ne- 
vada), having, in large to be transported therefrom to the wagon-road be- 
low, upon the backs of mules and asses. 

These lands being, as I suppose, unsuryeyed, are not in condition to be and 
are not desirable as State selections. 

In the course of my inyestigation every facility was afforded me by the per- 
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sons in of the offices of the companies named, and I saw no tion 
to cyadea showing of their timber ea ri epon 
Very respectfully, 
3 GEO. D. TEMPLE, 
Special Timber Agent. 


COMMISSIONER GENERAL LAND OFFICE, 
Washington, D. C. 


It will be observed that these mining som pana furnished the spe- 
cial agent their books and gave him every facility in their power to 
make the investigation. He could not have investigated the matter 
in the field in five years, if atall. It would have been utterly impos- 
sible for him to ascertain the amount of wood consumed by these com- 
panies if they had not furnished it. The companies estimated that 
one-fourth of the wood they purchased had been cut on private land, 
and offered to pay for the other three-fourths. The agent reasons, for 
he had no means of knowing, that they probably got more than three- 
fourths of the wood from the public land. He says that this wood, 
timber, etc., was worth just $126,880.94. He does not tell us how he 
arrived at this conclusion; whether he estimated the value of the wood 
where it grew in the cañons and cliffs of the mountains and before it 
was cut, or after it was packed on mules and asses to where it could be 
reached by wagons, or after it was hauled to the mines, or whether he 
arrived at this conclusion by estimating the amount of bullion pro- 
duced from the mines by the use of the wood. Here again the Com- 
missioner is willing to make the impression that a Senator attempted 
to defraud the Government by recommending a compromise of a claim 
of $126,880.94 for the paltry sum of $3,000, and either fails or de- 
clines to give any authority for his statements. 

This is not all. He makes this insinuation after he had been in- 
formed by the district attorney that the district court of the United 
States had decided that the cutting of timber on the public lands in the 
mining region to be used in reducing ores was lawful and proper, and 
he had been particularly advised by that official that the mining com- 
panies proposing to compromise were not liable under the rulings of 
the court. The following is from the letter of District Attorney Hay- 

don of April 18, 1888, which I have already quoted: 

S That the mooting of this question caused by the prosecutions above referred 
to has thoroughly alarmed these companies, and many private individuals also, 


to that extent that they have sent George W. Baker to Washington City with 


offers to settle with the Government for their trespasses on its lands. 


If Judge Sabin’s decision is law (which I have vigorously protested against) 
these parties have nothing to settle for, as the wood was not exported from the 
State, but was used for mining and other domestic purposes, and he holds that 
every purpose in the State is a domestic purpose except selling wood to the 
railroad, which is inhibited by the statute. 

It is true that the resolution of the Senate simply called for informa- 
tion which, in the opinion of the Secretary of the Interior, ‘‘ ought not 
to be withheld for purposes of justice.” What purposes of justice 
could be subserved by withholding from the Senate information show- 
ing how the special agent arrived at the exact sum of $126,880.94 as the 
value of the timber cut by Price and others is difficult to comprehend. 
If he had no information, the charge was gratuitous and ought never to 
havebeen made. Ifhe has the information, the withholding ofit shows 
that his ideas of justice and propriety are hardly in accord with decency 
and fair play. An official slander so poorly supported is a disgrace to 
the Land Department. 

The reports of Special Agent Temple as to the timber cut by the 
Eureka and Richmond Companies are equally meager, and bear on 
their faces that they are manufactured and hearsay. Temple could 
not have gathered the alleged information by a personal examination 
in twenty years. He evidently was stuffed by somebody to make up 
a sensational report as a justification for lawsuits. It is not pretended 
that the timber used by these companies was transported out of the 
State or that they dealt in it asa matter of commerce; on the contrary, 
it is admitted that it was used in mining operations in reducing the 
galena ores which that camp produces, and without it no mining could 
have been done in that part of the State. It is conceded that the com- 
panies have done with the wood just what the court decided they might 
do, and just what the statute declared they might do. 

The gratuitous attack of the Commissioner on Mr. Probert, the man- 
ager of the Richmond Mining Company, because he is an Englishman, 
is equally reprehensible with the attack of the district attorney on the 
Italians who cut the wood. The Richmond Company is a Nevada cor- 
poration,not an English corporation. The fact that a larger portion of 
the stock is owned by Englishmen does not depriye it of the right to 
work mines in Nevada. The Richmond and Eureka Companies have 
paid for their coal and wood very large sums of money to thousands of 
poor men who have gathered it from the cliffs and cafions of the 
mountains and sold it to these companies for mining purposes. The 
value of the wood thatthey have cut was created by the companies them- 
selves. If the mines had not been worked, the wood would have had 
no value. How this special agent ascertained that the Government 
had been robbed of $10,000,000 by these two companies does not appear. 
He either failed to give the Commissioner the facts upon which he based 
his estimate, or the Secretary of tLe Interior thought it would be in- 
jurious to the public service to inform the Senate of the facts. 

The coolness with which the Department asks for hundreds of thou- 
sands of dollars forspies and prosecutions, while it declines to inform 


the Senate of the basis of its calculations, is worthy of remark. It 
seems to me we have a right to know what was the value of this tim- 
ber for other purposes than the use to which it was put in working the 
Eureka mines, and whether it would have had any value whatever if 
the mines had not been discovered, and why he proposes to prosecute 
these companies for doing what the statute declares they may do, and 
what the United States court has decided they may properly do, and 
whether his proposed prosecutions are simply for the purpose of mak- 
ing fees for district attorneys and other officers, and for furnishing ex- 
cuses for squandering money on special agents. 

I do not ask the Senate to refuse to adopt the conference report with 
any expectation of eliminating from the sundry civil appropriation bill 
the enormous corruption fund appropriated for the use of the Com- 
missioner of the General Land Office, or for the purpose of adopting 
my amendment, because Iam well aware that the decree has gone forth 
and that the Democratic party is committed to the prosecution of the 
miners of my State, notwithstanding the statute and the decision of 
the district court, and that the star-chamber must be maintained, the 
titles of the people of the West must remain subject to the whims 
and caprices of a secret tribunal, whose agents are legion and whose 
p are the acquisition of money, no matter how, whether 
from the Government or from persons who can afford to purchase im- 
munity. 

Iam determined, however, that my people shall know from what 
party this blow has come. Itis impossible to conceal from them the 
motives which have promptedit. It is a great hardship that is in- 
flicted upon my State. It is true the Commissioner says he has au- 
thorized only two suits to be brought, while we are informed by a 
speech made elsewhere that the people of Tuscarora are also to be pros- 
ecuted, and that suits against the companies who offered to compromise 
is a part of the programme. Wearetold by the district attorney that 
Austin, White Pine, Belmont, Pioche, and every other large mining 
camp in Nevada and throughout all the mountainous timbered regions 
of California are in the same situation and subject to the same prose- 
cution that is proposed for the people of Eureka. 

The people of Nevada will not be deceived; they know very well 
that if these prosecutions can be sustained against the Eureka and 
Richmond Companies they can be sustained against every miner who 
has cut a stick of wood to cook his beans or to timber his tunnel; and 
whether these actions can be maintained or not, every citizen knows 
that he is liable under this Administration to be dragged from his 
home and prosecuted, however innocent, and left in Carson, hundreds 
of miles from his home, to find his way back at his own expense and 
as best he can. They have the example of the Italian wood-chop; 
who were arrested, tried, end acquitted last winter, and they know the 
trouble and expense the Government of the United States has power 
to inflict upon honest citizens. 

There is no use in the Commissioner attempting to avoid the respon- 
sibility by saying that he is only going to prosecute ‘‘ powerful and 
wealthy corporations’? andlet othersgo free. There are no ‘‘ powerful 
and wealthy corporations’? in Nevada. The mining companies have 
no property when the mines are exhausted. During the life and pros- 
perity of the mines they pay out at least 95 per cent. oftheir product in 
supplies and labor, and many of them pay out largesums and get noth- 
ing. But these mining companies are the life of the country. All the 
people are dependent upon them. ‘The effect upon the country by de- 
stroying these companies by prosécutions is well stated in the follow- 


ing dispatch from Eureka, which is signed by the leading and respon- - 


sible men of that town, including both Democrats and Republicans, 
‘ EUREKA, NEV., August 31, 1888, 
Hon, WILLIAM M. STEWART, 


United States Senator, Washinglon, D. 0.: 

To stop cutting scrubby timber on the public mineral lands for our mining 
companies would ruin this community. The companies would not suffer ma- 
hook rt as they can shut down and await the result of the litigation without 
material loss, but hundreds of poor men, many of them with families, are de- 
pendent upon the companies for their daily bread. They would be thrown oub 
of employment without the possibility of obtaining it in any other business 
here, and universal distress and destitution would follow amongst them, and 

neral financial distress amongst our business men. Can there not bean open 
nvestigation by responsible parties before a Sot bcm 


©, 0. WALLACE, 
A. L. FITZGERALD, 


THOS. WREN. 

A. E. CHENEY. 

D. A. HALL, 

WM. O. MILLS, 

REMINGTON, JOHNSON & CO. 

To show that I am not drawing any fancy sketch of the evils grow- 

ing out of the cherished policy of the Commissioner of the General Land 
Office and the Democratic House of Representatives, I call attention to 
the forcible and graphic letter of Hon. Thomas Wren, ex-Congressman 
from Nevada, a lawyer of emmence and resident of Eureka, published 
in the Eureka Sentinel on September 1. I do not do this use I 
expect to influence the Commissioner of the General Land Office to de- 
sist from his wicked work, but because I desire to discharge my whole 
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duty in informing the country of the plans and purposes of the Demo- 
cratic party in its treatment of Nevada. The letter is as follows: 


THE TIMBER QUESTION.—WHAT WILL RESULT IN THE EVENT OF THE SUITS BE- 


ING COMMENCED. . 

EUREKA, August 30, 1888. 
~ EDITOR SESTINEL: It appears from the CONGRESSIONAL RECORD of the 22d in- 
stant that upon the recommendation of the Commissioner of the Land Office 
that suits have been ordered against the Eureka Consolidated and Richmond 
Companies for wood cut upon the public mineral lands parties engaged in 
the Lusiness and sold to those companies to enable them to mine and reduce 
ores. 

Senator STEWART, when informed of the arrest of parties for cutting wood 
on public mineral land for mining al mee in the central part of the State, of- 
fered an amendment to the sundry civil appropriation bill, then pending in the 
Senate, providing that no part ofthe appropisson made by that bill should be 
used for the prosecution of any person for cutting for miningand domestic pur- 
poses “dwarfed or scrubby timber unfit to be sawed into lumber of commercial 
value” on the publiclands, Thisamendment was propos in the Senate, but 
was not con by the House of Representatives. In order to prevent 
the House from adopting the amendment the Commissioner of the Land Office 
wrote a letter to James W. BURNES, a member of the House, attacking the min- 

companies and STEWART To. 

On the 20th instant the New York Herald contained an editorial based upon 
the letter of the Commissioner, also violently attacking Senator Stewart, On 
the 22d instant the Senator, speaki: gto a question of personal Se Mana be vindi- 
cated himself from the charges made by the Commissioner and denounced the 
statements made by him as untrue, not holding the Commissioner responsible, 
however, for the statements, but his informers, and so the matters stood 
at last advices. Now, if the Senate should recede from Senator STEWART'S 
amendment the suits will undoubtedly be commenced at once, In that event 
all smelting and mining operations must immediately cease in Eureka district. 
There is no timber in Central and pine, 
cedar, and mahogany growing upon the public mineral land. The public min- 
eral land is reserved from sale and is not surveyed, except in cases where mine 
owners haye had surveys made for the purpose of procuring patents, and could 
not be sold except as mining ground if they were surveyed, there is no way 
in which the title to any considerable portion of these timber lands can be ac- 
quired from the Government. 

Under the law, as construed by the Commissioner, it will be his duty not only 
to commence the contemp! suits, but to seize all wood now cut upon the 
— mineral lands and prevent all persons from cutting for these companies 

n the future, The mining companies can only in part procure the necessary 
fuel elsewhere to carry on smelting and mining purposes. Our citizens 
will realize at once the extent of the disaster impending over them, The ruin 
wrought by our great fires will be as nothing compared to it. Hundreds of our 
citizens are dependent for their daily bread, directly or indirectly, upon the op- 
erations of our great mining companies, Stop their operations, and what are 
allof these poor people to do? Manyof them have not even the means toseck 
employment elsewhere; and w are they to go to get it? The construction 
of the law by the Commissioner applies to all ot parts of the State, and the 
conditions are the same throughout Middle and Eastern Nevada; Austin, Taylor, 
and all of the other mining camps in the middle and eastern part of the State 
are equally unfortunate with ourselves, except, perhaps, that there has been no 
ne found in their midst as despicable as the lying wretches who have brought 
this trouble upon us by their misrepresentations. 

We may repose full faith that Senators Stewarr and Jonps and Representa- 
tive Woopsvurn will do all they can for the best interests of the State; but it is 
difficult, as I found while in Congress, to make Eastern Representatives under- 
stand the real state of affairs in the mining regions of the Pacific States and 
Territories, and while we hope for the best, let us prepare for the worst, 


Yours, 
THOMAS WREN. 


I can not refrain from reading to the Senate a letter from Mr. Probert, 
the superintendent of the Richmond Mining Company, who is sọ gra- 
tuitously denounced by the Commissioner of the General Land Office 
in his attempt to change the issue from the real crime against law and 
decency, which he himself has committed, to an attack on a gentle- 
man who has committed no other offense than having been born in 
England. If this letter does not sufficiently rebuke the Commissioner 
for his unwarranted attack upon a private gentleman words are inade- 
quate to reach his opaque and dormant conscience. This is Mr. Prob- 
ert’s letter: 

306 LEAVENWORTH STREET, SAN FRANCISCO, September 3, 1888. 
Dear Sie: A copy of the CONGRESSIONAL RECORD, containing a report of your 
able defense of the mining interests of the people of Nevada as regards their 
right to cut timber under the law of 1878, bas just been forwarded to me by Mr. 
Wren, and I can not but write a line to thank you in the name of my company, 
as well as in my own, for your vigorous denunciation of the secret service sys- 
tem of the Government lately put in operation against the mining companies 


“Alien” though I am, I have never abused the hospitality of the United States 
by breaking its laws, and I hardly think I deserve to be branded as a timber 
thief, but it seems that the bare word of the secret informer, who hopes to profit 
by making the accusation against me, is sufficient for the Land Commissioner, 
who proceeds forthwith to set the law in motion, who on the same author- 
ity folsely credits me with the (to him) invidious distinction of being a British 
nobleman and connected with a distinguished noble family of the highest rank— 
the name of which it is an outrage to draginto publicity merely to excite prej- 
udice against my unfortunate company. 

I wonder thata gentleman occupying the high position of Land Commissioner 
of the United States could be so easily imposed upon or allow himself to repeat 
in public such questionable on, 

his to be hoped that the Secretary of the Interior will see fit to order an im- 

al in on before on the recommendation of the m- 
partial investightion befe th dati f the Land Co! 
mer to prosecute the two reka companies, who have dore nothing 
more than avail themselves of the only possible means of obtaining fuel to smelt 
the ores from which the Government have derived such ] revenues in the 
shape of taxes during the last twenty years, and against which no protest was 
ever entered till now * * + ' 
Yours, truly, 


Hon, WiLLiaĮm M, STEWART. m" 
The editor of the Salt Lake City Tribune, Judge Goodwin, is not 
only one of the ablest writers in the United States, but he is a good 


lawyer and a pioneer of California and Nevada. He lived for several 
years at Eureka, and was engaged in mining there at an early day. 


rn Nevada, except the scrubb: 


EDWARD PROBERT. 


He has a personal knowledge of the whole subject of these prosecu- 
tions. In the issues of the Tribune of September 7 and 9 he has given 
his views at length, and for fear that the Commissioner will not haye 
an opportunity to read them I will insert them in my remarks. They | 
are as follows: 

IDIOTS AND ROBBERS. 


DE pa Aiae ugust epy Senator airite Nevada, as dhe amend- , 
men e wi proposed to appropriate $350,000 per annum to jes 
in the desert and prosecute settlers, pro the following: Edie 


Stocks): , telegraphed to his that the Stewart amendment fe 
in behalf of two a airi Ona A bfad 


rations. Nat-! 
© at once took 


" su; 
letter from him declaring that the Stewart amendment was purely Ha re Rare 
ouse ng, 


Senator STEWART denounced the letter as a tissue of falsehoods founded on 
the reportof spies, and with grent force showed the infamy of the business of 
prosecuting poor settlers in the desert on a false construction of the law, which 
never contemplated any such prosecutions and under which the people pursued 
id in th I mgitude it 4 iate much ha 

course ongitu: tis not necessary to expat much upon that 
policy which on the part of the ent seeks to recover from the men of 
the desert for having cut and used the scrubby juniper and pine trees on the 
barren mountains. To show how little the men in authority know of what 
they are doing it will only be creeper d to state that Stockslager laid particular 
stress on the fact that these men actually cut the mahogany timber and 
burned it as wood or into charcoal. Itisa pity that a mountain mahogany tree 
can not be dug up by the roots and sent to him. He would see at a glance how 
infamously his spies have been imposing upon him, and how utterly contempti- 
ble and mean are the prosecutions which perbe set on foot and which he is * 
continuing. It is a mighty pity that all sensitive gentlemen, whose 
cutand burned beautiful timber of the East, can not be forced to 
camp for a single month in Nevada and be ee to provide the fuel for 
their cook from the native timber of the State. is simply a shame for those 
educated asses—and their educations are not sufficient to excite any envy—to 
sit there in Washington and, without the slightest knowledge of what they are 
really doing, set forces in action which can have but two results. One is to 
supply fees to broken-down tramps who want to make a living out of the party 
which they disgrace; the other is to harass, annoy, and put fo cruel expense 
the men who are building signal stations to civilization on the desert. the 
men of the West can find one act of the party in power performed since the 
inauguration of President Cleveland that has not n apparently controlled , 
by utter ignorance or a disposition to harass and oppress them, we should be 
glad to sce the exception pointed out,—September 7. 7 


MORE OF THE TIMBER FRAUDS, i 

The dispatches inform us that the Acting Secretary of the Interior is still in- 
tent upon making a point nst the two mining iag mage Eastern Nevada 
that have made it possible for the past eighteen years nee poten aelon of several 
thousand people to maintain themselves and make a fair livelihood. His spies 
inform him that for a cirouit of 35 miles around Eureka these companies have 
denuded the country of timber, and the pro tion is to make them reimburse 
the Government for the amount taken, which he estimates at several millions 
of dollars. One would think thatsome Congressman would analyze the res 
of these spies and show their absurdity, The Eureka Com y n to use & 
little charcoal in 1870; the Richmond two years later, They have not since 
averaged two furnaces apiece. 

If four furnaces have in seventeen yau denuded 850,000 acres of land of tim- 
ber, or 50,000 acres annually, what kind of timber must it have been? A fur- 
nace consumes from 900 to 1,200 bushels of coal, which is equal to from 15 to 20 
cords of wood. Four furnaces would average probably 75 cords per day, or 
22,500 cords per annum, Ifit requires 50,000 acres of land to supply B50 cords 
of wood, what kind of timber land must it be? Then during the past ten years 
half the fuel has been coke from England. The whole business iscontemptible 
beyonf expression, It is founded in ignorance, behind which is a petit-larceny 
and partisan motive. As we noticed yesterday, the Stewart amendment was 
defeated in the House; but last Satu it was called up n on motion of 
Mr. WOODBURN, of Nevada, that the House recede from its d ent to the 


. -> . * 

Symes, of Colorado and others participated in the debate and then the mo- 
tion to recede from the d ment to the Senate amendment was stolidly 
voted down. It will result merely in putting poor men to a world of trouble 
and expense, and every suit will finally be beaten. No {edge in the West would 
permit a suit of the kind to goto a judgment. Some en-lown politicians 
will get petty-larceny sinecures for spying out supposed cases; there will bea 
biow about the vigilance of the Government in prosecuting offenders, and then 
the whole business will fall flat.—September 9. 

I desire to call attention to another very important and intelligent 
witness, Mr. Osborne, the editor and proprietor of the Los Angeles Ex- 
press, an able and influential daily paper, published in the city of Los 
Angeles, Cal. Mr. Osborne is also a pioneer of Nevada and California 
east of the Sierra Nevada Mountains, and is thoroughly conversant 
with the facts whereof he speaks. His views are essed in the fol- 
lowing editorial in the Express of August 30, to which I call particular 


attention: 
TIMBER FOR MINERS. 


Senator STEWART, of Nevada, has made a gallant fight in the Senate in behalf 
of the people of his State, and of those of Colorado and the Territories as well, 
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ing and domestic purposes. In this teous struggle he has been bitterly op- 
posed by the AA iaee of the General Land ‘Om who, in an interview 
oan co! ndent of the New York Herald, the Senator with at- 
tempting to 


poor people who undergo the hardshi ood cutting e 
reek us moun 


spe- 
cial agents, and the poor wood-choppers in the mining regions have beer par- 
ticularly badly used. In this matter Commissioner Stoe! appears to be 
following in footsteps of Commissioner Sparks. Neither of these men were 


probably ever in a mining camp in their lives, or have traveled in the region 
over which they exercise so great control. Senator STEWART in his spirited 
fight, in which he is ably seconded by Senator Joxes, has the backing of every- 
Boa po the Pacific coast who has any practical knowledge of the question in- 
voived. 

The foregoing extracts furnish abundant evidence that so far as the 
prosecution of any mining company is concerned there is no reason or 
excuse for such proceeding. At Eureka and other places where the 
mines consist of galena ore there is no possible way of working them 
except by the use of the scrubby timber in the vicinity for smelting 
purposes, If the Eureka and Richmond Companies are restrained 
from the use of wood for that purpose thousands of people will be 

. thrown out of employment and left without the means of a livelihood, 
and that section of the country must be abandoned. The animus of 
this prosecution is clearly indicated by the fierce persecution advocated 
by the district attorney against the rulings of the court, and by the 
foolish, extravagant, aud absurd exaggerations of Special Agent Tem- 
ple, upon which the Commissioner pretends to predicate his action. - It 
is not trne that there is a conflict between the smelters and the min- 
ers. In the regions where smelting is pursued there can be no mining 
without smelting, and consequently their interests are identical. But 
the disingenuousness of the Commissioner’s reply to the Senate resolu- 
tion is made manifest by the last paragraph of that reply. He says: 

The amendment, if agreed to, can hardly fail, as I stated in my letter to Mr. 
Buryes, to operate with great injustice and hardship tothe large class of honest, 
thrifty,and hard-working settlers who must have the timber upon the mineral 
lands, however worthless for ‘‘ lumber of commercial value,” saved to them for 
their individual, mining, and other domestic necessities. It will not be con- 
fined in its operations simply to the ‘scrubby and dwarf” timber of the min- 
ing regions, but will extend to the forests of valuable timber, and will operate 
as a license to cut for sale in the general market the timber demanded for min- 
ing or domestic purposes, whereby it becomes an article of traffic and com- 
merce; which, as has always been held by this Department, the law neither au- 
thorizes nor intends, 


Why will notmy amendment be confined inits operations toscrubby 
and dwarfed timber of the mining region, and why will it authorize, 
or tend to authorize, the destruction of forests of valuable timber or 
operate as a license to cut for sale in the general market the timber de- 
manded for mining or domestic purposes? Is it possible that the Com- 
missioner had read my amendment and observed its contents, or was 

e ignorant of the intent or meaning of that amendment, or did he at- 
tempt to deceive the Senate by a false statement of its tenor and effect ? 
The language of my amendment is as follows: 

That no part of the money appropriated by this act shall be used in the in- 
vestigation of any case or the prosecution of any person in the mining region 
of the United States for cutting, for mining or domestic purposes, dwarfed or 
scrubby timber, unfit to be sawed or hewed into lumber of commercal value, 

In what way would this amendment prevent the Commissioner of 
the General Land Office from protecting our forests or from prosecuting 
trespassers upon timber upon the publiclands? My amendment simply 
prevents the prosecuting for cutting scrubby timber which can not be 
manufactured into commercial lumber in the mining regions of the 
United States to be used for miningand domestic purposes. And when 
it is declared by the Democratic House of Representatives that my 
amendment would prevent the prosecution of the Eureka and Rich- 
mond Mining Companies, or any other corporation, for cutting or using 
timber, and would prevent the Government from recovering from those 
companies$10,000,000, orany other sum whatever, they admit that those 
companies have neither cut nor used timber of any commercial value 
as lumber, nor have they used it outside of the mining regions, nor that 
they have used it for any other purpose except for mining and domestic 


purposes. 7 r 

The Commissioner is careful to disclaim any present intention to 
prosecute miners for cutting scrubby timber in the mining regions for 
mining and domestic purposes. On the contrary, he argues that such 
cutting and use are legitimate and proper. Why, then, did he, asub- 


ordinate in the Interior Department, for the first time in the history 
of the Government, attack a Senator in the newspapers for offering an 
amendment in the Senate, the correctness of which neither he nor any 
one else can gainsay or question? If the Commissioner did not desire 
and intend to prosecute the citizens of my State in the mining regions 
“for cutting, for mining or domestic purposes, dwarfed or serubby 
timber, unfit to be sawed or hewed into lumber of commercial yalue,’’ 
why did he misrepresent the scope and meaning of my amendment in 
his letter to Mr. buRNEs, and contend that I was attempting to shield 
railroad corporations or other great corporations, and to cheat the Gov- 
ernment out of vast sums of money? The Commissioner either in- 
tends to prosecute, and is prosecuting suits against persons ‘‘in the 
mining regions of the United States for cutting, for mining or domestic 
p dwarfed oescrubby timber, unfit to be sawed or hewed into 
lumber of commercial value,” or my amendment does not affect his 
operations in any manner whatever, and his attack on me and my 
amendment is gratuitous without the slightest shadow of reason or 
decency. 

It seems to me that the orderly conduct of business between the Sen- 
ate and the Departments, and decency and propriety between gentle- 
men, should have restrained Mr. Stockslager from falsely representing 
that my amendment had any tendency whatever to prevent him from 
protecting timber on the public lands. On the contrary, no man is 
more anxious for the protection of our forests than Iam. I hardly think 
the Commissioner of the General Land Office is as watchful as he might 
be in that respect. There may be places in the United States where 
timber spoliations are not restrained, and it is barely possible that the 
Commissioner is raising this outery against the people of Nevada to 
cover real delinquencies of himself and his subordinates in other sec- 
tions of the country where our forests are being despoiled by monopo- 
lies and rich corporations. I desire to call the attention of the Senate 
in this connection to the following significant editorial in the Inter- 
Mountain of August 30, published at Butte, Mont. : 

TIMBER SPOLIATION. 

In the New York Herald of the 22d we find a Washington depatoh explan- 
atory of Senator STEWART'S position as to Government timber lan In the Sen- 
ate Mr. STEWART had moved that no part of el item of $300,000 for the preven- 
tion of timber spoliation should be in the investigation of any case, or the 
prosecution of any person, in the mining region for cutting (for mining or do- 
mestic purposes) scrub timber unfit to be sawed into lumber. The Herald dis- 
patch says: “Mr. STEWART proceeded to explain the matter and to defend his 
own action. The whole Western country, he said, was infested by innumerable 
spies who made their investigations and their reports secretly. Those who 
were really guilty of timber depredations had time to buy their peace, and did 
buy their peace; but the innocent settlers were persecuted. He regarded ap- 
propriations for such persecutionsabominable. ehad not (in his amendment) 
attacked the principle. but he had sought to protect the people of Nevada from 
S persecution. The miners had been permitted for the last forty years to 
cut serub timber, which was not regarded as timber to be protected by law. He 
read correspondence between himselfand Mr. MacMilian, of Winnemucca, and 
Mr. Cassidy, of Eureka, commending his action.” 

The point in the above explanation is that some of the spies sent out here “i 
the Government are zealous in the persecution of poor men, but are quite will- 
ing to overlook the wholesale spoliation of forestlands by wealthy corporations 
for purely epeculative purposes. It is fair to presume that Senator STEWART 
knows what he is talking about. There is solid foundation for his statements 
and the Inter Mountain desires to add its testimony to their entire correctness, 
The extent to which the Western and Northwestern public lands are being de- 
nuded of timber is little appreciatedin Washington. Noris it understood there 
to what extent the facts are suppressed by the very men sent out here by the 
Government to keep the Interior Department informed. : 

a s kd Ea s = a 
If the employés of the Government would do their duty, there would be no 
oceasion for Senators to rise in their seats and demand justice for their constit- 
— The timber interests of this country demand immediate and intelligent 
action. 

The publiclands should all be surveyedso that land-grant railroad companies 
and their allies shall not be allowed to speculate in timber which does not be- 
long to them, and when any person or corporation is found cutting timber from 
Governmentiand without authority of law and for purely speculative purposes, 
measures should be enforced to reimburse the Government. This can only be 
accomplished by the appointment of competent and trustworthy agents, sup- 
ena by — paniioprostoutors. The Inter Mountain believes that timber 

‘or mining, estic, and agricultural purposes should be freely allowed to the 
people for their own use, but it opposes and will continue to oppose the idea 
that monopolies shall be tolerated which, having plenty of timber of their own, 
the forests, prena helping themselves to timber belonging to 

fixing thereon, in collusion with the railroads, fanc; ces 

which they compel the e to pay. Yet that is exactly the condition of 

which has been allowed to ng up under the loose administration of 

President Cleveland. And for the information of Senator STEWART and other 

champions of the ple, the Inter Mountain proposes to demonstrate the exact 
truth of the assertion. 


I know nothing personally of the matters alluded to in the foregoing 
editorial, but it is fair to presume that an officer who would violate 
every rule of propriety and attack a Senator for doing his duty in this 
body, for the purpose of misrepresenting him and attempt to acquire a 
reputation for zeal in the public service, has something in his official 
record which he desires to conceal, and for that purpose raises the cry 
of “‘ stop thief.” 

I shall on a future occasion expose some of the enormities of the 
secret-service division in the Land Department, which now holds the 
destinies of millions of people atitscapriciouswill. Two hundredand 
forty-five thousand dollars per annum, with numerous deficiency ap- 
propriations added, to conduct a secret tribunal in the Land Depart- 
ment to pass upon the rights of settlers in the Westis an anomaly in 
our form of Government. 

In the very nature of things such an administration of justice must 
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be corrupt and its rulings and proceedings must be cruel and unjust. 
We are in the habit of referring to the ancient Star Chamber and the 
Spanish Inquisition as the most oppressive of all human institutions. 
Their p ings were no more secret than the secret-service division 
of the General Land Office. ‘The only difference between the admin- 
istration of justice between the Star Chamber and the Inquisition and 
our Land Department is that the former were composed of the leading 
men of the times, wHo claimed to act conscientiously for the government 
of the people, and their proceedings, though secret, cruel, and unjust, 
were aimed for the professed purpose of securing good government, 
while the secret-service division of the General Land Office is equally 
secret with either of the tribunals mentioned, no man being allowed to 
know the charges upon which the title to his homestead is being tried, 
or by whom they are made, has not the excuse @t aiming at high gov- 
ernmental objects, but is engaged all along the line in pursuit of gain, 
either in the shape of large appropriations from the public Treasury or 
other and more reprehensible means, 

Noparty or his attorney is allowed to enter the precincts of the secret- 
service division of the Land Department and learn whether or not a 
trial is there taking placé involving the right to his home in the West, 
and we are coolly informed that the poopie of the West haye forfeited 
theright to a public trial based upon charges and to be confronted by the 
witnesses of their adversaries. Not only this, but a United States Sen- 
ator, whose character is attacked in the public press by the head and 
representative of this secret tribune, is not allowed to see the papers 
upon which the charges are based, and the head of that secret tribunal 
sends in response to the inquiry of the Senate only such evidence as his 
inquisitorial majesty sees proper to make public, and in that same com- 
munication boldly and defiantly again misrepresents the facts and re- 
news the attack. 

If a Senator of the United States is subject to slander and misrepre- 
sentation from a subordinate in a department for discharging his duty 
here, what must be the condition of the thousands and tens of thou- 
sands of pioneer settlers in the West whose rights are daily tried and 
disposed of on the ex parle evidence furnished by spies and informers at 
the expense of the United States? 

I shall continue to protest against this extraordinary, wicked, and 
secret tribunal. I have abundant information of particular instances 
of abuse of trust of the agents of this secret-service division, which I 
shall from time to time lay before the Senate and the country for the 
purpose of eradicating, if possible, from the Land Department this se- 
cret institution of oppression and fraud, 

Mr. COCKRELL. Mr. President, from the wanton attack made by 
the Senator from Nevada [Mr. STEWART] upon the Commissioner of 
the General Land Office, one would suppose that the Commissioner 
had sent an army of detectives and spies into that State and that they 
had been oppressing and arresting all the citizens of the country. If 
there has been an agent of the General Land Office sent into the State 
of Nevada under this Administration, the Senator from Neyada had 
him taken there and is responsible for it. 

Let us look at the cold, naked factsin this case about which the Sen- 
ator has been making so much noise. I holdin my hand the law of June 
3, 1878, entitled ‘‘An act authorizing the citizens of Colorado, Nevada, 
and the Territories to fell and remove timber on the public domain for 
mining and domestic purposes,’ which reads as follows: 

An act authorizing the citizens of Colorado, Nevada, and the Territories to fell 
and remove timber on the public lands for mining and domestic purposes. 
Be it enacted, ete., Thatall citizens of the United States and other persons, bona 

fide residents of the State of Colorado or Nevada, or either of the Territories of 

New Mexico, Arizona, Utah, Wyoming, Dakota, Idaho, or Montana, and all 

_ other mineral districts of the United States, shall be, and are hereby, authorized 

and permitted to felland remove for paling. Senenvarels mining, or other do- 
mestic purposes any timber or other trees growing or being on the public lands, 
said lands being mineral and not subject to entry under existing laws of the 
United States, except for mineral entry, in either of said States, Territories, or 
districts of which such citizens or persons may be at the time bona fide resi- 
dents, subject to such rules and regulations as the Secretary of the Interior may 
prescribe for the protection of the timber and of the undergrowth growing upan 
such lands, and for other purposes: Provided, The provisions of this act shall 
not extend to railroad corporations. 

Src. 2. That it shall be the duty of the register and the receiver of any local 
land office in whose district any mineral land may be situated to ascertain trom 
time to time whether any timber is being cut or used upon any such lands, ex- 
cept for the purposes authorized by this act, within their respective land districts; 
and, if so, they shall immediately notify the Commissioner of the General Land 
Office of that fact; and all necessary expenses incurred in making such proper 
examinations shall be paid and allowed such register and receiver in pain ae 
up their next quarterly accounts. 

Src, 3. Any person or persons who shall violate the provisions of this act, or 
any rules and regulations in pursuance thereof made by the Secretary of the 
Interior, shall be deemed guilty of a misdemeanor, and, upon conviction, shall 
be fined iu any sum not exceeding $500, and to which may be added imprison- 
ment for any term not exceeding six months, 

Approved June 3, 1878. 

It will be observed that that law excluded from its privileges all 
railroad corporations. I hold in my hand the rules and regulations 
prescribed by the Secretary of the Interior for the protection of timber 
under that law. They are signed by “J. A. Williamson, Commis- 
sioner of the General Land Office,’’ and are dated August 16, 1878, and 
approved by Hon. Carl Schurz, Secretary of the Interior. 


RULES AND REGULATIONS PRESCRIBED BY THE SECRETARY OF THE INTERIOR 
FOR THE PROTECTION OF TIMBER, ETC, 


Rules and regulations prescribed by the Secretary of the Interior for the pro- 


tection of the timber and of the undergrowth growing upon mineral lands of 
the United States, not subject to entry under existing inact the United States, 
oe for mineral entry, in the States of Colorado and Nevada, or in the Ter- 
ritories of New Mexico, Arizona, Utah, Wyoming, Dakota, Idaho, or Montana, 
and in all other mineral districts of the United States, ia compliance with the 
provisions of an act approved June 3, 1878, entitled “An act authorizing the 
citizens of Colorado, Nevada, and the Territories to fell and remove timber on 
the public domain for mining and domestic purposes.” 

With a view to and the intention of preserving the young timber and under- 
growth upon the mineral lands of the United States, and to the end that the 
mountain sides may not be left denuded and barren of the timber and under- 
porn necessary to prevent the precipitano of the rainfall and melting snows 
n floods upon the fertile arable lands in the valleys below, thus destroying the 
ibaa and pastu: interests of the mineral and mountainous portions 
of the country, I do hereby make and cause to be promulgated, by virtue of the 
power vested in me by the act entitled “An act authorizing the citizens of Col- 
orado, Nevada, and the Territories (excepting Washington Territory) to felland 
remove timber on the public domain for mining and domestic purposes,” the 
following rules and regulations: 

1. Section 2461, Revised Statutes, is still in force in all the States and Terri- 
tories named in the bill, and its provisions may be enforced, as heretofore, 
against paana trespassing upon any other than lands which are in fact min- 
eral, or have been withdrawn as such; and in all cases where trespasses are 
committed upon the timber upon public lands which are not mineral, the tres- 
passers will be prosecuted under said section. 

2, It shall be unlawful for any person to cut or remove, or cause to be cut or 
removed, from any of the min lands of the United States any timber or un- 
dergrowth of any kind whatsoever less than 8 inches in diameter, and an r- 
son so offending shall be liable to be fined,in compliance with the Ses 8 ose 
of the third section of said act,in any sum not exceeding $500, and to which 
may be added imprisonment for any term not exceeding six months. 

3. It shall be the duty of the and receiver of each and every local land 
office in whose district any mineral land may be situated to ascertain by per- 
sonal observation, or by sending persons to examine thesame from time to time, 
whether any timber is being cut or used upon any such lands except for the pur- 
pose of building,or for agricultural, mining, or other domestic pu „or 
whetherany timber is cutin violation of these rules and regulations within their 
respective land districts; and if they shall ascertain that there is any such viola- 
tion they shall mag venta d report the same to this office, giving in detail the 
facts, designating the location of the land, and if surveyed giving description by 
legal subdivisions, giving the names and residences of persons who have vio- 
lated the provisions of the act above referred to,or the rules and regulations 
prescri thereunder, and also the names and residences of witnesses by whom 
the facts of such violation can be proven. 

4, All necessary expenses incurred by registers and receivers for traveling and 
other necessary expenses in making personal examination, or for the payment 
of the services and expenses of persons employed to make such examinations, 
will be paid and allowed to such registers and receivers in making up their next 
quarterly accounts after such expenses shall have been incurred. 


Very respectfully, 
J. A. WILLIAMSON, Commissioner. 
DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR,, August 16, 1878. 


The foregoing is hereby approved. 
C. SCHURZ, Secretary. 


On June 1, 1883, a circular of instructions to timber agents was issued 
from the General Land Office, certain paragraphs of which form Exhibit 
R, accompanying the letter of the Secretary of the Interior in this mat- 
ter, which circular is as follows: 


Exnuinir R. 


INSTRUCTIONS TO SPECIAL TIMBER AGENTS, 
s . d s < 


e ò 


OBJECT OF PROTECTING TIMBER UPON GOVERNMENT LAND. 


3. The object of the Government in endeavoring to prevent the waste and de- 
struction of public timber is, primarily, to preserve it for the wants of future 
neraicns, having, of course, due regard for the requirements of the present, 

he result of the destruction of forests in permitting a more rapid melting of 
the snows in spring than would occur in the same region if well sheltered, and 
in decreasing the cepeoy, of the soil to retain moisture after rains, in both cases 
increasing the liability to sudden and devastating floods, not only in the de- 
nuded sections, but sometimes hundreds of miles distant; also, the well-estab- 
lished climatic influence of such destruction in diminishing the annual rainfall, 
to the serious detriment of regions already subject to ache) vor droughts, are 
other reasons which render the preservation of the public timber a matter of 
vital importance not only to the agricultural but to many other extensive in- 
terests. 

s e e s + * ka 

4i. Special timber agents should remember that it is not the popost of the 
law nor of the regulations of this Department to prohibit the use of so much of 
the public timber as may be actually needed prpans fide settlers for cult- 
ural and domestic purposes, but to prevent its ng made an article of specu- 
lation for the pecuniary gain of a few individualsto the detriment of the many, 
or from being wantonly wasted or destroyed. Whenan t understands this, 
and convinces the people in the district to which he is assigned that such is the 
case, he will find no difficulty in securing their active support and co-operation. 

. * * $ * * $ 


50. It is notthe object of the Government to persecute poor wood-choppersor 
cutters who are employed or induced to fell or remove the timber for others 
who are to reap the profits therefrom, but to punish the principals therein or 
the parties to be directly benefited in the case, they being the more guilty par- 
ties. 

51. Care should be taken to ascertain whether the alleged trespasser has any 
right or authority to take such timber as specified under heads of “ Homestead 
or pre-emption entry,” “Right of railroad companies, etc.,"" and ‘* Mineral 
lands,” pages 6 to 11. 

$ s s » s id * 

53. Having all the facts in your possession you should (see section 3, circular 
of May 27, 1885) at once fill out a form of report (in pene oe and transmit the 
same to this office, being particular to state the facts in full under each head, 
and in accordance with instructions given under the head of “Manner of mak- 
ing reports of timber has igual You should call upon the trespasser in every 
instance where practicable and request him to state his side of the case under 
oath, 

This whole system of special agents of the Land Department orig- 
inated about 1878 or 1879, and has been in operation under every ad- 
ministration and every Secretary of the Interior since. The Commis- 
sioner of the General Land Office inherited the system from a former 
administration. I have read the regulations prohibiting the cutting or 
felling of any timber less than 8 inches in diameter. 


1888. 


, Mr. STEWART. What is the date of the regulations? 
Mr. COCKRELL. The date is August 16, 1878. 
| The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair desires to state that the 
rules expressly prohibit the interruption of Senators in debate without 
their consent first obtained by addressing the Chair. The Chair will 
insist upon the observance of that rule. $ 
Mr. COCKRELL. Iam quoting from the document which the Sen- 


ator held in his hand. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senatorfrom Missouri yield 


to the Senator from Nevada? 

Mr. COCKRELL. Certainly, but I am quoting from Senate Execu- 
tive Document No. 259, Fiftieth Congress, first session, which the Sen- 
ator had furnished to the Senate under his resolution. I am quoting 
from the same document that the Senator from Nevada used except the 
part that be did not quote. Another circular from the General Land 
Office on this subject is as follows: 

[Cireular.] 
DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR, GENERAL LAND OFFICE, 
Washington, D. C., August 5, 1886. 

By virtue of the power vested in the Secretary of the Interior by the first sec- 
tion of the act of June 3, 1878, entitled “An act authorizing the citizens of Colo- 
rado, Nevada, and the Territories to fell and remove timber on the public domain 
for mining and domestic purposes,” the following rules and regulations are 
hereby prescribed: 

1. The act applies only to the States of Colorado and Nevada, and to the Ter- 
ritories of New Mexico, A na, Utah, Wyoming, Dakota, Idaho, and Montana, 
and other mineral districts of the United States not specially provided for. 

2, The land from which timber is felled or removed under the provisions of 
the uct must be known to be of a strictly mineral character and that it is “ not 
subject to entry under existing laws of the United States, except for mineral 


entry.” 

3. No person not a citizen or bona fide resident of a State, Territory, or other 
mineral district, provided for in said act, is permitted to fell or remove timber 
from mineral lands therein, And no n, firm, or corporation felling or re- 
moving timber under this act shall sell or dis 
manufactured therefrom, to any other than citizens and bona fide residents of 
the State or Territory where such timber is cut, nor for any other purpose than 
for the legitimate use of said purchaser for the purposes mentioned in said act, 

4. Every owner or manager of a saw-mill, or other person felling or removing 
timber under the provisions of this act shall keep a record of all timber so cut 
or removed, stating time when cut, names of parties cutting the same or in 
cha of the work, and describing the land from whence cut by legal subdivis- 
ions if surveyed, and as near as practicable if not surveyed, with astatementof 
the evidence upon which it is claimed that the land is mineralin character, and 
stating also the kind and quantity of lumber manufactured therefrom, together 
with the names of parties to whom any such timber or lumber is sold, dates of 
sale, and the purpose for which sold, and shall not sell or dispose of such tim- 
ber, or lumber made from such timber, without taking from the purchaser a 
written agreement that the sameshall not be used except for building, agricult- 
ural, mining, or other domestic purposes within the State or Territory; and 
every such purchaser shall further be required to file with said owner or man- 
ager a certificate, under oath, that he purchases such timber or lamber exclus- 
ively tor his own use and for the purposes aforesaid. 

5. The books, files, and records of all mill-men or other persons so cutting, 
reornp and selling such timber or lumber, required to be keptas above men- 
tioned, shall at all times be subject to the inspection of the officers and agents 
of this Department, 

6. Timber felled or removed shall be strictly limited to building, agricult- 
ural, mining, and other domestic purposes, within the State or Territory where 


it grew. 

All cutting of such timber for use outside of the State or Territory where the 
same is cut, and all removals thereof outside of the State or Territory where it 
is cut are forbidden, 

7. No person will be permitted to fell or remove any growing trees of any 
kind whatsoever less than 8 inches in diameter. 

8. Persons felling or removing timber from public mineral lands of the United 
States must utilize all of each tree cut that can be profitably and must 
cut and remove the tops and brush, or dispose of the same in such manner as 
to prevent the spread of forest fires. The act under which these rules and reg- 
ulations were p bed provides as follows: 

Sec. 3. Any person or persons who shall violate the proyisions of this act, or 
any rules and regulations in pursuance thereof made by the Secretary of the 
Interior, shall be deemed guilty of a misdemeanor, and upon conviction shall 
be fined any sum not exceeding $500 and to which may be added imprisonment 
for any term not exceeding six months. 

9. These rules and ulations shall take effect September 1, 1886, and all ex- 
isting rules and ations heretofore prescribed under said act, inconsistent 


herewith, are hereby revoked. 
WM. A. J. SPARKS, Commissioner. 


Approved August 5, 1886. 
L. Q. ©. LAMAR, Secretary. 


I have here the letter of the Commissioner of the General Land Office 
to the Secretary of the Interior giving information in reply to the reso- 
lution of the Senator from Nevada, which says: 


DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR, GENERAL LAND OFFICE, 
Washington, D. C., September 3, 1883, 
Sin: I have received by reference from the Assistant Secretary for report, etc., 
Senate resolution of August 27, 1888, directing the forwarding of copies of all 
pers, “except such asin your opinion ought to be withheld for purposes of 
justice," upon which were based the statements in my letter of the 18th ultimo, 
to Hon, JamMrs N. Burnes, of the House of es alas eae with regard to the 
following amendment to the sundry civil approp! ion bill: 5 
“That no part of the money appropriated by this act shall be used in the in- 
vestigation of any case or the prosecution of any person in the mining region 
,of the United States for cutting, for mining or domestic purposes, dwarfed or 
scrubby timber, unfit to be sawed or hewed into lumber of commercial value.” 
> * * La * * > 
Inasmuch as it may be inferred and believed from the debate had in the Senate 
in offering and adopting the resolution calling for the inclosed papers that this 
office opposes the amendment therein referred to, in order to maintain a policy 
which it is alleged this Department attempts, namely, “a general prosecution 
now pro against all the miners who cut timber on the public lands for fire- 
wood,” andas itis claimed that the amendment is necessary and was offered in 
order to save the people of Nevada, and of all other inining regions, from such 
special persecution by the Government as occurred in the case of some Italians 


of the same, or the lumber 
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in Nevada against whom criminal proceedings were instituted last January for 
cutting fire-wood in the high mountains of a certain mining region—which case 
was spoken of as my “first proceeding” in the history of this matter touching 
the amendment—I deem it Roy oo to state that the proceedings againn these 
Italians were had without the knowledge or recommendation of this office, and 
were not based upon any investigation or information furnished by an agentof 
this office. Futhermore, this office does not permit, so far as its action can ex- 
tend to prevent it, any interference with wood-choppers hired by miners or 
other persons to cut for fuel for their own consumptiop, for mining or other do- 
mestic purposes, such timber or trees as the law allows to be cut upon the pub- 
lic lands mineral in character, (See extract herewith from Instructions to 
cial Timber Agents, Exhibit R.) 2 

My action in the premises, indicated in the letter to Hon. JAMES N, BURNEs, 
upon which the Senate resolution is based, was not directed against the wood- 
chipbars and miners and the body of settlers in general, but against the large 
monopolizing mining corporations only, whose interests are mainly those of 
self- ndizement, and frequently com d, as they are known to be, of 
aliens holding few interests in common with those of our own citizens. These 
large mining corporations, for the smelting and reduction of the ore, consume 
through the charcoal-burnersevery vestige of timber, which, though “ scrubby 
and dwarf,” is about the only fire-wood the country affords, and is required for 
the individual necessities of the minerand settler. lts guarded use is therefore 
rendered all the more essential to the welfare and comfort of the settlers and 
the general community; essential also to the preservation of such small degree 
of moisture and fertility as the soil may , and to averting the damag- 
ing results to the country which follow the laying bare of mountain and hill 


sides, $ 

This ofice has recommended no suits in Nevada except against the two pow- 
erful and wealthy corporations referred to in my letter to Mr. Burnes. Thero- 
port of the special agent, and not of any possible informer hoping for moiety, 
as intimated, was the basis of those proceedings. That agent was not sent to 
Nevada until some time in May last, Until then there had been no special 
agent in Nevada for several years. There is therefore no ground upon which 
any of the citizens in that State can characterize and complain of the special 
agents as “spies.” The ordering of a special agent to Nevada in May last grew 
out of the fact that in advance of any investigation of facts in the case there had 
been presented to me in person, by the cane Se be of George W. Peltier & Co., 
the Navajo and five other mining com ies in that State, astatementand offer 
of compromise, indorsed and approved by Hon. W. M. STEWART (copy herewith 
marked Exhibit I), in the matter of the cutting of certain timber by the said 
mining coe ey ae No action therein could properly be taken by this office 
without having first investigated and thereby informed itself of the facta in the 
ease. These parties were so informed, and they thereupon uested that an 
agent be sent at as early a day as possible (copy of letter herewith, marked Ex- 
hibit I). It was upon this Special Agent Temple was sent to Nevada, and he 

e no investigations except of these and other corporations who use the 
timber for aero 3 purposes. 

It has long been held that the Jaw does not contemplate that charcoal-burners 
or others shall be allowed to sweep the entire country of the timber thereon. 
It provides that only such timber and undergrowth as is growing upon mineral 
lands may be cut, subject to such rules and regulations as the Secretary of the 
Interior may prescribe for the protection thereof, etc. The Department has 
therefore prescribed that no trees less than 8 inches indiameter may be cut for 
mining or other domestic purposes, (See copy herewithof circular dated Au- 
gust 15, 1878, approved by Secretary Schurz August 16, 1878; i es circular ap- 

roved by Secretary Teller June 1, 1883, paragraphs 3, 44, 50, 51,53; and of circu- 

r approved by Secretary Lamar August 5, 1886, all included in Exhibit 8.) 

It seemed to this Department to be an erroneous construction put upon 
the act of June 3,1878, by minin rations, whereby they claim as lawful 
the wholesale cutting and stripping the face of the country of every vestige of 
timber, no matter how small and young, so long as it is for mining purposes. 

In the report from this office, dated October 3, 1887, requested and concurred 
in by the partment (see copy of Acting Secretary's letter dated October 11, 
1887, Exhibit Q), upon the petition of A.C. Dake et al., Colorado, asking for a 
change of the rules and regulations prescribed under the act of Juno 3, 1878, 
> approved by the Secretary of the Interior August 5, 1886, it was stated as 

‘follows: 

“From the records of this office it appears that the use of charcoal is detri- 
mental to the mining interests, in that the charcoal-burners take everything 
large and small, and the miners allege that by so doing mining operations are 
materially retarded, since, except in operations of the largest scale in clearly- 
developed mines, like those of the Richmond Mining Company andthe Eureka 
Consolidated Mining Company, the use of timber for mining purposes is neces- 
sarily slow, while for charcoal the rapidity of its use is only limited by the size 
of the kilns and the number of men employed, who have only to felland cut up 
the trees. 

“There appears in fact to be an open issue on this point between the mining 
and the smeiting interests; the smelters maintaining that they must have char- 
coal or raise the price of smelting; the miners objecting to the unlimited con- 
sumption of public timber by the burners, but being in a sense at the mercy of 
the smelters, who represent a skilled industry, they are not prepared to stand 
the threatened rise in the price of smelting. Not only does it appear that smelt- 
ing is a distinct industry from mining: but it is further shown that the smelters 
are not themselves directly engaged in charcoal burning, but purchase the char- 
coal from those who make a business of burning it and placing it upon the mar- 
ket as an article of ‘traffic,’ Official statements received from several of the 
States and Territories affirm ‘that the use of charcoal is not absolutely neces- 
sary in smelting ores,’ and ‘that it is only a question of short time before wood 
ASi for smelting purposes will give way entirely to coke and coal.’ 

The amendment, if to, can hardly fail, as I stated in my letter to Mr. 
Burnes, to operate with great injustice and hardship to the large class of hon- 
est, thrifty, and hard-working settlers, who must have the timber upon the 
mineral lands, however worthless for “‘ lumber of commercial value,” saved to 
them for their individual, mining, and other domestic necessities. It will not 
be confined in its operations simply to the “scrubby and dwarf” timber of the 
mining regions, but will extend to the forests of valuable timber, and will oper- 
ate as a license to cut for sale in the general market the timber demanded for 
mining or domestic pu: . whereby it becomes an article of traffic and com- 
merce; which,as has always been held by this Department, the law neither 
authorizes nor intends. 

Returned herewith is the Senate resolution. 


Very respectfully, 
S. M. STOCKSLAGER, Commissioner. 

Hon. Wo. F. VILAS, 

Secretary of the Interior. 

There had not been a solitary special agent of the General Land Office 
sent into the State of Nevada. On September 18, 1886, according to 
this report, the surveyor-general of Nevada, Mr. C. S. Preble, a dis- 
tinguished Republican, appointed under a former administration, sent 
to the Commissioner of the General Land Office this letter, marked 
“Exhibit A,” in Senate Executive Document 259, already referred to; 


. 
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itis one of the parts of that document that were not quoted by the Sen- 


ator from Nevada: 
Exurerr A. 


Carson Crry, NEV., Seplember 18, 1886. 


Sm: The inclosed came to this office to-day, and I take the liberty of forward- 
ing it to you. > 
z C. 8. PREBLE, 
Surveyor-General Slate of Nevada. 


Wn. A. J. SPARKS, 
Commissioner General Land Office, Washington, D. C. 


What was the ‘‘inclosed?’’ It is as follows: 
Avrora, ESMERALDA Country, NEVADA, September 13, 1836, 
TIMBER AGENT: s : ’ 
If you would come out to Hawthorn, Nev.—I live in Coreyvilleand Aurora— 
I will put you on track of timber cut on Government land. Iam a miner and 
smomnene and well acquainted with the country, 
ours, respectful: 
nig re? LEW C. FINNEY. 
‘cud ce sent to Colonel Deancy three years ago; he found everything as I 


So it seems there had been an agent out there under a former ad- 
ministration, some three years before 1886. The man continues: 


Isend you small piece from the Walker Lake Bulletin,published in Hawthorn, 
flan alee It is 12 miles from Hawthorn to Corey. I will be there. This 
vate. 


L. FINNEY, 
Slip inclosed reads: 


The Government timber agent might pup in some time profitably around 
Aurora and Bodie. 


The following letters form part of Senate Executive Document 259, 
Fiftieth Congress, first session, from which document the Senator from 
Nevada has read in part: Ee 


Warre Rock, ELKO COUNTY, NEVADA, October 2, 1856. 

Dear Sm: One Perry Gosset is making a practice of cutting timber on non- 

mineral lands for sale and barter, at present on the Bull Run Mountains, where 

the feeders of the Owhyhee River rise, and it is the opinion of this community 

that it should be stopped. This man has made a practice of it for the last few 
years, at present filling a contract for two thousand posts for cattle-men. 

Respectfully, 

CHAS, H. WALL. 


To the COMMISSIONER, 


Exursir C. 
WINNEMUCCA, February 7, 1887. 

Dear Sim: I wish to refer you to an order made taking effect on the Ist of 
May last, referring to an act of June 3, 1878, relative to felling timber in Colo- 
rado, Nev: ete., restricting parties non-citizens, and cutting for commerce 
and merchandising was strictly forbidden. Law-abiding citizens in this local- 
ity regarded the order, while about forty to fifty Italians, many of them non- 
citizens, disregarded the order and sneer at it, and are making money of the 
timber they cut and destroy. The boss Italians work the new-comers in the 
mountains as peons, at low wages, as they can not talk our language, and by 
Seeing ten in that way they can not learn to contract, and the bosses make 
money by keeping this p noege; and also monopolize the country as they claim 
locations and drive individual citizens off their pretended claims. I would sug- 
gest that this order is carried into effect—as it is a good one—or be counter- 
manded, so that a good law-abiding is not intimidated fear he might get en- 
tangled with the Government, 

Most respectfully yours, 


The honorable SECRETARY. 
P. 5.—A deputy marshal can get all the information desired by calling at this 
place (Winnemucca, Nev.). 


J. F. ABEL, 


Exureir D, 
5 Reno, NEV., April 28, 1887. 


Dear Sirs: As the subject of this communication falls within scope of your 
circular of date May 7, 1886, to and receivers of United States land office 
and special agent of General Land Office, issued by honorable Commissioner 
and approved by honorable Secretary. and is of importance to the Department 
as well as to the General Land Office, I trust will prove a sufficient excuse for 
making this communication a joint one. As you are doubtless aware I have 
been appointed recently as attorney for United States of district of Nevada. 
Com lalnts have been made to United States Marshal Thomas E. Kelly, of this 
district, and to myself, as district attorney, within a few days past that for years 
past, and still continuing, hundreds of men—mostly Italians, maybe thousands 
of them—have been system: ly en, in cutting off into cordwood or burn- 
ing into charcoal thousands of acres of timber on land belonging to the Gov- 
ernment without even the pretense of pre-empting it or buying it from either 
State or United States. 

In the region about Eureka, in this State alone, there have probably been 
several hundred square miles of land covered with a growth of nut-pine timber 
from 8 to 10 inches in diameter to 30, and from 8 or 10 feet to 30 feet in height, 
and with cedar considerably less in diameter and height, have been swept bare, 
and probably 1,000,000 or 2,000,000 cords of wood have thus been taken off of 
public land, and mostly consisting of mineral land, without any color or pre- 
tense of right to the same, all, too, for purposes of commerce, not by miners for 
their mines or for improvements on the land. In a district of mineral land 30 
to 40 miles away from Eureka and outside of the mining district that embraces 
Eureka, on or near the Eureka and Palisade road, at or near what is 
called Pire Station, Alpha, Antelope mining district, Cedar Station, ete., there 
are boss Italians or leaders among their countrymen who have grown quite 
cient ey Mg peculations, or rather wholesale robberies of the timber on the 
public lands, 

That railroad is constantly engaged in carrying and in buying and selling this 
wood at Eureka and other points, all directly contrary to the act of June 3, 1875, 
referred to by you in yourcircular above referred to, and contrary also to section 
4 of act of same date, providing for sale of timber land in Nevada, ete. (pages 89 
and 90, 20Statutes at ). CO. Boltiere has now 500 cords ent, Gabriel Zonola, at 
Alpha, over 1,000 cords, and te, a or ten other leading men have considerable 
amounts, The Eureka and Palisade Narrow-gauge Railroad is engaged in haul- 
ing it in their cars every day. This wood spoken of, four-fifths of it, is not over 
5inches in diameter, and scarce one tree outof fifty is over 8 inches in diameter, 


will pay a profit to the individual wii 


The mee is all a land we panes and cut oe ones, taking = trees of any 
size, and now theyare cutting it over a second time and swee every you 
ra a nee Ne eee 

men have no! y menowning mines right among this tim- 
ber to desist from cutting it; told if they would leave what was standin and 
haul off ony. that already cut would not be complained of. The road 
poagone # foresaid has been n ied to desist hauling the wood thus cut, but 
the parties thus complaining have been treated with contempt. 

This information I have from a mining man, the president and superintend- 
ent of several mines in the immediate vicinity of this timberland. His motive, 
of course, is to preserve the timber for the lawful Tapara provided for by the 
acts above referred to, namely, for purchase and for mining and domestic pur- 
poses, etc,,as permitted by the act. He is verified in his statements by the ob- 
servation of the marshal, Thomas E. Kelly, who hasbeen very recently, namely, 
within ten days or so last past, through this country. In fact thesame state of 
facts of my own knowledge will be found to exist in the vicinity of Austin, 
White Pine, Belmont, Pioche, and every other large mining camp in this State 
and throughout all the mountainous timbered regions of fornia where ex- 
amples have not been made, 

* s $ * * . è 

So, gentlemen, we most respectfully refer these matters to you. Ifyou think 
these people ought to be prosecuted for laying waste the small amount of not 
very high or very thick timber in this State, and that acts of Congress should 
be enforced, then send a agent or appoint one here (to the manner born 
to inv to marshal the evidence, array the wi 
can put him on track in some cases, refer to persons and their residences 
on will take warm interest in giving him all the information and assistance 

their power. 

If you do not think that course advisable, please inform me of your viewsand 
wishes in the premises. 

I haye the honor to be, your obedient servant, 
THOS, HAYDON, 
United Slates District Altorney for Nevada, 
Hon. L. Q. O. LAMAR, 
Secretary of the Interior, and 


Hon. Wo. A, J. SPARES, 
Onmmissioner General Land Office, 


The last letter shows that many depredations were being committed 
in that region. There is another letter from Mr. Haydon, dated July 
27, 1887, addressed to the Solicitor of the Treasury, calling attention 
to the depredations, etc. It is as follows: 


Exurerr E. 
Reno, NEV., July 27, 1887. 

Sm: Some two months or more since I wrote n long letter conjointly to the 
honorable Secretary of the Interior and the Commissioner of the General Land 
Office, informing them of a wholesale despoliation of timber on the public lands 
of one mineral district in this State, much of which was of timber less than 8 
inches in diameter, for firewood, for sale and as a matter of commerce to inhab- 
itants of Eureka out of said mining district where cut, to the amount of several 
thousand cords. Told them the same practice was common to all the mining 
towns and camps in this State; requested them toappointa a ages agent of the 
Land Office to look into and investigate the matter, prepare evidence, and 
bring the guilty parties to justice. 

I was induced to write a joint letter because the Commissioner had issued a 
circular to the register and receiver of the land offices in the State, calling upon 
them to investigate such cases, etc. 

Without entering into particulars it is notorious in this State that a wholesale 
robbery of the public lands here of their timber is indulged in in every minin 
section of the State wherever eee hauling, and transporting such wo: 

out regard to the rights of the Govern- 
ment and the protests of individuals interested in the mining districts where 
such timber is found. I have had complaints from three different, widely sep- 
arated mining districts of such trespasses. 

Railroads make s business of carrying such wood and selling it, even against 
the notification and protests of miners in such districts. 

The honorable Commissioner of the General Land Office and Secretary of the 
Interior have not even had the courtesy to notice my commun 

I read an injunction to communicate such matters to you, in my search for 
the bd cr of my ee and therefore this. 

ery respectfully, 
THOS. HAYDON, 
Uniled States District Attorney for Nevada, 
Hon. A, McCue, 3 
Solicitor of Treasury of United States, Washington, D. C. 


All this had taken place, and not an agent had been sent there. 
These complaints had been made by citizens and by officials of Nevada— 
complaints of lawless depredations on the public domain and the cut- 
ting of timber in direct violation of law and in direct violation of the 
orders of the Secretary of the Interior and the Commissioner of the 
General Land Office as to the diameter of the timber. 

The next thing that comes in is a letter from Mr, G. R, A. Browne 
and Joseph M. Jones, dated Candelaria, Esmeralda County, August 30, 


1887: ° 
Exnwrr F. 


CANDELARIA, ESMERALDA COUNTY, NEVADA, August 30, 1887. 

DEAR Sır: Believing, as we do, the current reports published from time to 
time in the public press of the country to the effect that the chief officials of the 
Land Department at Washington are doing their whole duty, under the laws 
and with the facts before them, by their untiring efforts to put a stop to the 
present and heretofore $ aep system of defrauding the General Government 
of its public lands and the valuable timber on the public domain by false and 
fraudulent entries and the various other ways and means known only to the 
initiated, and as far as possible by bringing to the bar of public justice such of- 
fenders, we are therefore greatly strengthened in our self-conceived duty, as 
manifested by forwarding this communication, and at the same time resting 
under a sanguine belief that should it receive your credence and the indorse- 
ment of your Department it must ultimately, and perhaps at a very early day 
lead to desirable results by breaking up and bringing to justice and merit 
punishment the leading spirits at least of one of the most tic, open, and at 
the same time insolent associations of land and timberthieves ever known west 
of the Rocky Mountains. 

It is a fact well known to many persons residing in this particular and com- 
paratively isolated part of the Siate of Nevada that there is now and for more 
than five years last past has been an association or secret organization composed 
of wealthy and influential men residing and doing business in this State, who, 
aside from their legitimate callings, have heretofore and now do make a busi- 
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ness of surreptitiously ge rape stond to their own uses and fit the valuable 
ee on Government lands situated more particularly this Esmeralda 
ounty. 

The said lands are in all cases mineral lands, but their present and prospect- 
ive value lies chiefly in its abundant timber tracts, which, however, are fast dis- 
appearing by and under the vandal system of this particular syndicate. 

During the last few years and up to April last they had cut over and thus de- 
nuded many square miles and thousands of acres of such public woodland the 
timber of which has been chiefly manufactured on the ground into cord-wood, 
and thus sold and delivered, and again resold and delivered to consumers atan 
immense profit all around. Thechief beneficiaries of this spree sro niet parece 
leadin: nna of a certain railroad system in this State, one of whose lines passes 
through the country and timber tracts referred to, and whose aggregate profits 

_are on the whole almost beyond credence. 

In the mean time, should you deem this communication worthy of consider- 
ation and attention, we can assure you that by proper and discreet investiga- 
tion your Department will find a rich and fertile field of fraud against the Gov- 
ernment in which to delve and explore. 

In conclusion, and for all farther facts and particulars and of names of per- 
sons and witnesses in connection with the subject-matter hereof, we cg mee Wet f 
and cheerfully introduce and refer you to our worthy fellow-citizen, Hon. A. C. 
Turner, who is now and for six of the last ten years has been a justice of the 
peace in and for said county of Esmeralda. Any communication addressed to 
A, G. Turner at Candelaria, Nev., will receive prompt attention. 

We remain, very respectfully, 
z G. R. A. BROWNE. 


JOSEPH M. JONES. 
Hon, WILLIAM A. J. SPARKS, 
United States Land Commissioner, Washington, D. C, 


. . 

These complaints were made to the Department and yet no agent was 
sent there. What comesin next? On the 3d of April, 1888, the Sen- 
ator from Nevada, in a letter, requested the Commissioner of the Gen- 
eral Land Office to send to J. H. MacMillan, attorney-at-law, of Win- 
nemucca, Nev., all decisions, instructions, and regulations relating to 
the cutting of timber. The letter is as follows: 


EXHIBIT G, 
UNITED STATES SENATE, Washinglon, D. C., April 3, 1888. 


Sır: If you have copies of all decisions, instructions, and regulations of your 
office for distribution relating to the act of June 3, 1878, in regard to timber cut- 
ting on the public domain for mining and domestic purposes, I would be much 
obliged if you send copies to Hon. J. H. MacMillan, attorney-at-law, Winne- 
mucca, Ney, 

Yours, respectfully, 


Hon. 8, M. STOCKSLAGER, 
Commissioner of the General Land Office. 


Then comes this letter from the district attorney in Nevada: 
Exuisit H. 


WM. M. STEWART. 


Reno, NEY., April 18, 1888. 


Sır: As required under section 2 of instructions to district attorneys, ete., of 
your office, that a United States attorney should report aay information of im- 
peos tbat he in any manner may become possessed of, I desire to say that 

ast fall among many other miners at Bullion mining district, near ttle 
Mountain, Lander County, Nevada, made complaint under oath that one J.C. 
Latta, Joaquin Estrada, Jesus Maria Eucinas, Hillano Meza, Refino Mamfo, and 
Serafino Crimnia were cutting and causing to be cut for sale and commerce 
alone to whomsoever would buy the timber and other trees and undergrowth 
on the public land in Bullion mining district, and were severally packing and 
hauling such wood and timber chiefly to the Pittsburgh mines and to dealers 
in w and others, some to the railroads, etc. 

Other complaints were made By parties at Pine Station, near Eureka, others 
at Elko, ete. I knew this was the case all over the coun! wherever there 
were mines, I once drew the attention of the Secretary of the Interior and 
Commissioner of the General Land Office and your office to this state of facts in 
the line of asking that a A Sg Eat ene pointed for this State to pre- 
vent the whol le spo! on of the few timbe: spots in the State. 

The fact is that they were sweeping the land clear of the undergrowth under 
8 inches in diameter and baniag the rush and foliage to spread fires and con- 
sume the small undergrowth 1 

I laid these complaints before Hon. G. M. Sabin, and he, after consideration 
gave me leave to file and I filed informations against the six men above nam: 
who had made a business for years, had them arrested and their trial set for 
2d of April, instant. Meantime the local papers in the State took up the mat- 
imed it would kill out all mining, stop all such en: rises, etc. 
at ooting of this question caused by the prosecutions ve referred to 
Heasta Gd alarmed these com ies, and many private individuals also, to 
that extent that have sent W. Baker to Washington City with 
offers to settle with the Government for their trespasses on its lands. 


Now, I would like your advice on this subject—whether if persons cut no 
trees under 8 inches in diameter and burn the brush or dispose of it so as to pre- 
vent the spread of forest fires can they strip the whole public land, mineral and 
non-mineral, of timber and wood over 8 inches purely for sale and commerce if 
they do not export the wood and timber from the State and do not sell it to 
oe companies or owners? ‘This is the logical sequence of Judge Sabii’s 
ruling. 

I put this case to him: A man named Walmsley has fifteen or twenty China- 
men hired to cat wood for him at what is called Nut Pine, about 18 miles south- 
westerly from Carson City, which he intends to float down Carson River to 
Dayton, there to sell; and he decided if he cut no trees under 8 inches in diame- 
ter, and took care of the brush so as to prevent the spread of forest fires, then 
he was not liable to any penalty unless he sells it to a railroad company. 

I do not think that is the law, but that in this State a miner, farmer, Puilder, 
-and citizen of the United States, or bona fide resident of this State, for his or her 
domestic Leeder can take the timber or trees over 8 inches in diameter, 
taking care of the brush by his own act or that of his personal agent, for the 
uses of the above classes of business and persons and not otherwise; and I 
want to put the Treasury on notice that Mr. G. W. Baker’s mission is to settle 
for millions by paying, if anything, mills on the dollars of which the Govern- 
ment ds defrauded. 

ery respectfully, 
THOS. E. HAYDON, 
Attorney of the United States for Nevada. 
SOLICITOR oF THR TREASURY OF THE UNITED STATES. 


On the 27th of April, 1888, there was presented to the Commissioner 


of the General Land Office a letter signed on behalf of George W. Pel- 
tier & Co. and a number of corporations by George W. Baker and J. 
W. Dorsey, their agents and attorneys, addressed to the Commissioner 
of the General Land Office, which states that these gentlemen had cut 
wood upon the public domain, etc., and gave a statement of what they 
sup they were liable for and offered a compromise. 

‘The letter is as follows: 

Exum I. 


Sır: In accordance with what you deem the proper course to pursue in the 
matter of timber depredations committed by Mr. G. W. Peltier et al., in Tusca- 
rora, Elko County, Nevada, and for which asettlement or compro! been 
solicited with this Department, we beg leave to state that we have filed with 
the honorable Assistant Commissioner a statement of the facts in the case as 
originally submitted to you. We desire at the earliest moment practicable that 
a special agent be sent to investigate the trespasses herein-complained of, and in 
their behalf would state at any time after the 15th instant the manager of the 
corporations mentioned will be in Tuscarora and will furnish to such agent all 
the data in their possession, such as books, vouchers, ete,, in order to facilitate 
ever tfull 

ery respectfully, yours, 
G. W. BAKER, 
J. W. DORSEY, 
Attorneys Jor Petitioner, 
Hon. COMMISSIONER GENERAL LAND OFFICE. 


Wasutneton, D. O., April 27, 1888, 
Sm: George W. Peltier & Co.,a copartnership composed of W.O. Price and 
George W. Peltier, doing business in Tuscarora, Elkd County, State of Ne 
the Navajo Mining Company, the Nortlr Belle Isle Mining Comany, the Gran 
Prize Mining Company, the Nevada Queen Mining Company, the Common- 
wealth Mining Company, and the Independence Mining Company, each of 
which said mining companies is a corporation duly organized and existing un- 
der and by virtue of the laws of the State of California, having its office and 
principal place of businessin the oe RM county of San Francisco, in said State, 
and having its mining property and plants in the Tuscarora mining district in 
the county of Elko aforesaid, do, by and through the undersigned, the attor- 
neys and agents of each and every of said corporations and said firm of George 
W. Peltier & Co., respectfully represent and certify as follows, to wit: 

That during the years commencing January 1, 1832, and continuing down to 
and including January 1, 1888, the said Gerge W. Peltier & Co., and said mining 
corporations above named, have been engaged in the business of mining, ex- 
tracting, and reducing ores in said county to a greater of less extent in, from, 
and upon the mines and mining properties of said corporations; and the said 
George W. Peltier & Co. have been engaged, among other things, in furnishing 
mining supplies and material to said corporations in conducting their mining 
operations; and the said W. C, Price, who is a member of said firm, is now and 
during the active operations of said corporations has been the superintendent 
and managing agent of each. 

That during each of said years, beginning with the said date, January 1, 1882, 
one or more of said corporations have been actively engaged in mining and 
extracting gold and silver bearing ores, and in reducing the same by what is 
known as the milling process. That in prosecuting such mining and muua 
operations a considerable quantity of fuel and timber has been consumed by sai 
corporations, a portion of which has been transported from the Sierra Nevada 
Mountain range by rail and wagons, a distance of nearly 700 miles, and a part 
has been taken from the publiclands of the United States, by and for the parties 
hereto, the extent and amount of which portion will more fully appear by refer- 
ence to the itemized statement hereto annexed, marked Exhibit A, and hereby 
made a part hereof. 

That as near as can now be ascertained the said last-referred-to timber and 
fuel was taken from and in the vicinity of Beaver Creek, Jack Creek, Rock 
Creek, Columbia and Independence Mountain ranges, each of the same being a 
part of the great Humboldt Mountain range, and taken from an area embraced 
within a radius of 40 miles from the town of Tuscarora, in said Elko County, 
which town is located in section —, township — north, range — east, M, D. B. M. 

That said timber was cut and removed from 'said section by and for said min- 
ing companies and said George W. Peltier & Co. under the following extenu- 
ating circumstances, namely: That the State of Nevada is chiefly uable for 
its mineral resources; and that portion of the State adjacent to and surround- 
ing the mining plant and properas; and from which the wood herein re- 
ferred to and particularly shown by the annexed statement was taken, is not 
adapted to the pursuit of agriculture or any other industrial pursuit, 

That from the earliest settlement of Nerada Territory to the peana time the 
pursuit of mining has been the dominant and in many localities the only in- 
dustry engaged in by her citizens, and nearly every mountain range in the State 
has been preoees for the precious metal,as the hundreds of m ning districts 
and the villages and hamlets on her mountain sides abundantly testify. 

That in every mining town and district in Neraca Snes the organization of 
the State government, and long prior thereto, it has n the universal custom 
of its citizens to go upon the public domain, surveyed and unsuryeyed, for the 
purpose of procuring such wood, timber, and fuel as its rugged, barren, and 
desolate mountain ranges afforded, and therewith to satisfy their necessitiesand 
prosecute their mining industries. 

The numberless mining locations in the State have for more than twenty years 
been operated by their respective owners by fuel and timber, so far as the same 
could be proceed from the adjacent territory, without molestation or hinder- 
ance on the part of the Government. 

And it has been during all of these years generally understood and believed 
by the miners and those engaged in mining pursuits, and the belief is still preva- 
lent, that the scrubby, bastard, stunted, and isolated trees found among the rocks 
and crags and along the streams of the mountains of Nevada, are not included 
and were not intended to be embraced by the laws relative to the protection and 
preservation of American forests, This Delict was generated by the decisions of 
our State courts, local and supreme, in adjudging title in the prior appropriator 
or first possessor of such so-called wood claims or ranches as were from time to 
time the subject of litigation, and strengthened by the long silent acquiescence 
of the Federal Government and the universal custom of the citizehs of said State. 

The understanding that wood might be taken from all lic lands within 
the boundaries of said State, save from the forests along the great Sierra Ne- 
vada timber belt, for mining and domestic purposes was fully entertained by 
the various managers and agents of said corporations, and by the members of 
said firm of George W. Peltier & Co.. until after the publication of the ruling of 
the honorable Commissioner of the General Land Office in the matter of a cer- 
tain petition or application of one A. C. Dake, of Colorado. That it was ow- 
ing solely to the belief upon the part of the parties to this statement of their 
right to go upon the public domain and procure the timber necessary for their 
mining and milling purposes, rather than a desire or intention to evade the law 
or to defraud the Government of the United States out of its property or pos- 
sessions, that induced the trespasses herein stated and explained. 

That immediately upon ascertaining that the greater portion of the wood cons 
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sumed by said corporations in prosecuting theirseveral miningand milling op- 
erations had been obtained by and through trespasses upon the public lands of 
the Government, and without any complaint from the agents of the Govern- 
ment or any suit pending or threatened, but actuated solely by a sense of jus- 
tice and a desire to make reparation for such unintentional trespasses, the par- 
«ties hereto instructed their attorneys, Messrs. George W. Baker and J. W. 
Dorsey, to proceed without delay to Washington City, and offer to the agents 
of the Government a fair and reasonable payment and make full and final set- 
een for all such trespasses committed by said parties and cach and every of 
em, 

That said parties haye no sufficient knowledge of the whereabouts of the lands 
from which the wood used by them was obtained to describe the same with 
more particularity than as hereinbefore set forth, and owing to the fact that 
many of the persons who cut and hauled such wood have left the country and 
there is no source from which to obtain any reliable and authentic information 
upon the subject, it will be impossible to ever accurately describe such lands, 
The wood was cut in part from the unsurveyed publicland and in part from the 
surveyed lands of the State of Nevada, ceded to it by the United States, and it 
is impossible to accurately ascertain in what relative proportions the same was 
taken from Government and State lands; this can only be approximated, and 
from all sources of information within the power of the parties to ascertain itis 
estimated that about 75 per cent. was taken from lands now owned by the United 
States.’ The stam usually demanded by local owners of w claims and 
ranches in the vicinity of where this wood was taken is50 revel parori which 
is a liberal price, and at that figure every cord of wood obtained by the parties 
hereto has n at a cost of from $10 to $16 per cord, depending largely upon the 
season of the igs distance hauled, price of labor, etc. 

The timber in the localities from which this was taken would average from 3 
to 8cords per acre, 5 cords being a fair average, and an area of about 1,200 acres 
were cut; at $2.50 per acre the value of the timber taken would be $3,000, and 
this valuation is greater than could ever be obtained by the Government by any 
other disposition of the property t edupon. Reducing all of the timber 
cut to cord-wood, and the tables hereto attached show that 6,435 cords were cut; 
at 50 cents per cord stumpage, its value is $3.217.50 Buta portion of this wood 
was cut upon State lands, and therefore should not be considered or taken into 
account in making this settiement, 

liowever, in view of the difficulty of arriving at the proportion cut from the 
State lands and for the purpose of avoiding future litigation or controversy, 
and to the end that a speedy, full, and final settlementand compromise may be 
had, suid parties, through their undersigned agents and attorneys, hereby offer 
to pay to the United States for said timber, and in full sutisfaction thereof and 
for complete release from any civil or criminal liability therein, the sum of 
$3,000; said payment to be made in such a manner as this Department may 
direct, within ten days from the date of notification of the acceptance of this 
offer; and in consideration of such payment and the circumstances herein- 
before set forth, it is respectfully asked that each of the parties hereto be sev- 

erally relieved from all liability in the premises. 
GEO. W. PELTIER & CO., 
NAVAJO MINING COMPANY, 
NORTH BELLE ISLE MINING COMPANY, 
GRAND PRIZE MINING COMPANY. 
NEVADA QUEEN MINING COMPANY, 
COMMONWEALTH MINING COMPANY, and 
INDEPENDENCE MINING COMPANY, 
By G. W. BAKER and J. W. DORSEY, 
Their Agents and Altorneys, 
Hon. COMMISSIONER GENERAL LAND OFFICE. 


Exnreir A, 


Mining | Lagging 
timber, | timber. 


Name of mine. Sir Charcoal. 


wi le 


Total ....c2-c.copseressccen snsees [oeedsees| 


$2, 221 


Reducing all of the fo: ing wood and timber and charcoal to cord-wood 
upon the basis of 150 running feet of mining timber, 300 feet of lagging, and 40 
bushels of charcoal to the cord, and'we have the total number of cords aggre- 
gating 3,804, which is the entirenumber of cords of wood, timber lagging, and 
charcoal consumed by the Navajo Mining Company from the Ist day of Jan- 
uary, 1882, up to the Ist day of January, 1888. 


Tim- | Cord- | Char- 
Name of mine. Date. ber.. | wood. | . coal. 
Feet, Bushels. 
Grand Prize....cceereseccrooeses seecaias ecsonesceseumseseeceet 1087 | 3,600 525 


The foregoing timber and charcoal reduced to cord-wood at the rate of 150 run- 
ning feet of timber and 40 bushels of charooal to the cord makes the total number 
of cords of wood 1,017 consumed by the Grand Prize Mining Company during 
the period embraced in the peapoaislan of settlement, 


Date. 5 end Lagging. 


Name of mine. 


North Belle Isle..... 
Do.. 
DOs dicen 
The fo: ing timber, lagging, and charcoal reduced to cord-wood at the rate 


of 150 running feet of timber, 300 running feet of lagging, and 40 bushels of char- 
. coal to the cord makes a grand total of 1,329 cords of wood consumed by the 


North Belle Isle Mining Company during the entire period embraced in the 
proposition of settlement. 


z. Tim- | Cord- 
Name of mine. Date. | ber, wood. Charcoal, 
Feet. Bushels. 
Nevada QUEEN. ...asesesesasssre ses] 1885 E: OE 20%, ee 
D cepschenscsres| BBB: 7,500 43 850 
43 850 


EEA EESIN D500 | 


The foregoing timber and charcoal reduced to cord-wood at the rate of 150 
running feet of timber and 40 bushels of charcoal to the cord makes the total 
number of oqrds J24 consumed by the Nevaaa Queen Mining Company during’ 
the period embraced in this proposition of settlement. 


Name of mine. Date. | Timber. | Charcoal, 


Bushels. 
200 


Feet. 
8, 200 


Commonweàlth....isses.isssis ssesersesopnnss nan 1887 


Reduced to cord-wood measure at 150 running feef of timber, 40 bushels of 
charcoal to the cord, we have 60 cords of wood consumed by the Common- 
ene Company during the period embraced in this proposition of set- 

ement. 


Name of mine. 


Feet, Feet. Bushels, 
Independence ... TER i LAMOM ARA A PREE 1,200 
Dos. 1883 | 3,500 1,100 1, 200 
Do.... eae pemessosesoesesscovoasenses] LOOK DID | SEA E S 
A Y PARE W tp dean E TEENS TOE 4,450 1,100 3,300 


l 


The foregoing timber, lagging, and charcoal reduced to cord-wood at the rato 
of 150 running feet of timber, 300 feet of 1 ng, and 40 bushels of charcoal to 
the cord, and we have the total number of 91 cords consumed by the Independ- 
ent aged Company during the period embraced in this proposition of settle- 
men 


The distinguished Senator from Nevada accompanied that application 
with a very strong letter, dated Washington, D. C., April 27, 1888, in- 
dorsing these gentlemen and their application for a compromise, in 
these words: 

WASHINGTON, D. O., April 27, 1888. 

I, WILLIAM M. Srewant, Senator of the United States from the State of Ne- 
vada, do hereby certify that I am personally acquainted with G. W. Baker and 
J. W. Dorsey, the attorneys representing the parties herein named, and also 
with George W. Peltier and W. C. Price, Veg cpm the firm of G. W. Peltier 
& Co., and also with the mining corporations mentioned in this pro: tion of 
settlement and the mining claims and mining operations carried on by each of 
rR reipeaively in the Tuscarora mining district, county of Elko and State 
of Nevada, 

That I have visited Tuscarora and am familiar with the character of the wood 
and fuel consumed by said mining companies, and am sat that the repre- 
sentations herein contained are candid and truthful and fully and fairly present 
the volume and value of the wood and timber consumed by each of said com- 
panies respectively; and further, that the scattered and scrubby pos and cedar 
which is gathered in the region within a radius of more than miles about 
Tuscarora never has been regarded as timber within the prohibition of the stat- 
utes. These scattered and scrubby bushes would never bo used for any purpose 
if any other timber existed in that region, and besides there would be no neces- 
sity for using it if mines had not been discovered. 

There would be very little of this scrubby stuff gathered from the crags of the 
mountains, where it grows, if only ordinary fire-wood was required; but it is 
necessary to have some hard wood to roast ores, The principal fuel, however, 
at Tuscarora, and which is consumed by the mining companies in carrying for- 
ward their operations, is sage-brush, which is gathered from the surrounding 
country, Under these circumstances I think that the offer of a compromise 
made is Spahia & liberal, and should be accepted by the Government without 
hesitation,particularly in this case, where it would be extremely doubtful whether 
the Government would be able to make proof of the cutting of any wood (be- 
cause it is a misnomer to call this scrubby stuff timber) or to establish any viola- 
tion of the timber laws upon the p ofany ofthe parties to this offer, if they had 
put themselves upon the defensive and denied the commission of such trespass, 
Their frank admission and offer of settlement should insure for them fair treat- 
ment and prompt response on the part of the United States. 

WM, M. STEWART. 


Here are these guilty parties themselves voluntarily offering to come 
in and make a compromise, and they get in under the ægis and pro- 
tection of the Senator from Nevada. He escorts them into the General 
Land Office, and asks that their application may be considered for a 
compromise. They make their own statement. Now, how could the 
Commissioner of the General Land Office act upon that proposed com- 
promise of the Senator and his constituents without having some more 
information than was given in that simple application? There was the 
question. How was the Commissioner of the General Land Office to 
ascertain the facts? These same gentlemen knew how he ought to as- 
certain the facts, and how he could ascertain the facts in regard to their 
own statements. The Senator from Nevada escorted them into the 
Land Office under his special Senatorial protection. What did they ask 
the Commissioner of the General Land Office to do? 

The Senator himself through his constituents demanded that a spe-_ 
cial agent should be sent there. The special agent was sent, az the 
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Senator from Nevada wanted and as his constituents demanded. Mr. 
Temple was selected. In Exhibit J ıs found the letter of the Com- 
missioner of the General Land Office, dated May 25, 1888, addressed 
to Mr. Temple, giving him his instructions. 
Exutsir J. 
DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR, GENERAL LAND OFFICE, 
Washington, D. O., May 25, 1888. 

Sır: Inclosed is a copy of a communication, dated the 18th ultimo, addressed 
by the United States array, for Nevada, Thomas C. Haydon, to the Solicitor 
of the Treasury and refe: to this office, concerning certain public timber 
trespass matter in Nevada; also copy of statement respecting timber trespass 
committed by G. W. Peltier & Co. et a/., with offer of compromise therefor, dated 
the 27th ultimo, and filed in this office by Messrs. G. W. er and J. W. Dorsey, 
agents and attorneys for the trespassers, ani ng E Mis nab Peltier & Co., of 

n 


‘Tuscarora, Eiko County, said State; the Navajo m y, North Belle 
Isle Mining Company, Grand Prize Mining Company, Nev: Queen Mining 
Company, Commonwealth Mining Company, and Independence Mining Com- 


pany,all of which mining companies have their office in San Francisco and 
their mining property in the Tuscarora mining district, Elko County. 

They state that tioy have been procuring their mining timber since January, 
1882, from the public lands in certain descri portions of Nevada, and estimate 
the amount at 6,435 cords of wood. They offer to pay the Government thesum 
of $3,000 ın full satisfaction thereof, and for a complete release from any civil or 
criminal liability therein. Their statement and offer is indorsed by Hon, WIL- 
Jam M. STEWART. United States Attorney Haydon refers to the matter in his 
letter by stating that the offer “is to settle for millions by Paying, if anything, 
mills on the dollars of which the Government is defrauded.” 

Before taking any action on the offer this office must be fully informed of all 
the actual facts in the cases, obtained by a careful and thorough examination. 

Relying on your efficiency and ability,and your courage and integrity, it is 
deemed advisable to intrust to you the work of investigating so important a case 
as this seems to be, You are therefore directed to so arrange the work you now 
have in hand as to admit of your leaving it for a time,and to proceed to Reno, 
Nev.. for the purpose of consulting with the United States attorney in regard to 
the trespass committed by Peltier & Co., and the said mining companies, and 
also by the Richmond and Eureka Consolidated Mining Companies, referred to 

. by the United States attorney in his letter above noted, andin regard to the best 
course to pursue in the work of examination. You willthen make a full, care- 


ful,and searching investigation of all the facts in every case of trespass upon 
the public timber committed by the said parties respectively, and fully report 
thereon, making each case the subject of separate report to office, Be par- 


ticular to have your reports full and complete on all essential points, 

The local officers in the land districts embraced in your field of duty in Idaho, 
and United States Attorney Hawley, should be informed of your address while 
in Nevada in order that they may be able to communicate with you whenever 
necessary relative to any hearings or timber-trespass suits pending. 


Respectfully, 
S. M. STOCKSLAGER, 
Commissioner. 
Gro. D. reo 4 
Special Ti Agent, Blackfoot, Idaho. 


The gentleman proceeds to make his examination and then forwards 
his reports, He hasa regular form containing questions, and his re- 
ports give answers to those questions. Those reports and some of the 
remaining exhibits in Senate Executive Document 259, of this session, 
are as follows: 

Exursir K. 


REPORT OF TIMBER TRESPASS. 


Name of trespasser: Eureka Consolidated Mining Company of San Fran- 

. cisco, Cal.. eeoerpeneres under the laws of California, with principal office at 

oe ol poem Jal,, but operating mines at Eureka, Nev.; superintendent, 
enry Donnelly. 

Land trespassed upon: The unsurveyed public lands of the United States, 
mineral in character, including hills, mountain ranges, and cafions within a ra- 
dius of 35 miles from the town of Eureka, in Eureka County, State of Nevada, 

Character of land: Mountainous, mineral; formerly timbered; now bare. 
Never susceptible of cultivation. 

Date or dates upon which trespass was committed: At different dates between 
July 1, 1878, and July 1, 188s. 

ind of trespass—cutting or removing, or both: Both. Also the purchase 
from others with knowledge of trespass. 

Kind of timber: Cedar, pine, and mahogany. 
pamper yf each kind of trees cut: Not ascertained, but many million, trees 

ng small. 

Quantity of timber or lumber cut: Seven million one hundred and four thou- 
sand six hundred and sixty-two bushels charcoal, at 30 bushels¢o the cord, equal 
to 236,822 cords of wood, also cord-wood to the number of 236,822 cords in addi- 
tion to that burned into charcoal. 

Location of timber or lumber: Nearly all consumed, Procured for and used 
in reduction and smelting of ore. 

Values: Value of charcoal at reduction works 25 cents per bushel, $1,776,165. 
Value of cord-wood at reduction works at $8 per cord, $1,894,576. Total value 
coal and wood, $3,670,741. 

Where timber was to be delivered: At the farnace in Eureka, Nev. 

Agent’s testimony: In a trip of about 20 miles thryugh the district referred to 
I observed the complete denudation of the hills and mountain sides, even to the 
wenovat of the stumps of the trees, also many locations of charcoal burning or 
pits. 

Was the trespass willful? Yes. 

Have any | proceedings been instituted? Not to-my knowledge. 

Are the parties to the trespass financially responsible? They are. 


Action recommended by agent: Suit for value of material at point of delivery 


or receipt at the works of the company. 
Remarks: I noticed in cord-wood not consumed or hauled, that everything 
was cut from 3inches in diameter to the largest. 
GEO. D. TEMPLE, 
Special Timber 


Agent, 
EUREKA, NEV., July 10, 1888. 


Exurerr L, 
REPORT OF TIMBER TRESPASS. 
Name of trespasser: The Richmond Mining Company of Nevada, organized 
under the laws of Nevada; principal place of business, Earoxa, Nev. R.K, 


rrison, 3 
Land trtepeesed pony The ENATS 


e unsurveyed land of the United States, mineral in 


character, including hills, mountain ranges, and cafions, within a radius of 35 
miles from the town of Eureka, County of Nevada, State of Nevada. 

C er of land: Mineral, mountainous, formerly timbered, now bare. 
Never susceptible of cultivation. 

eor upon which trespass was committed: Continuously between 

January 1, 1873, and January 1, 1885, and since. 

Kind of trespass—cutting or removingor both: Both. Also by purchase from 
others with knowledge of tres; 

Kind of timber: Cedar, pine, and mahogany. 

Number of each kind of trees cut: Not ascertained, but millions, trees being 


small. 

Quantity of timber or lumber cut: Twenty-one million six hundred thousand 
bushels charcoal, equal to 720,000 cords of wood, at 30 bushels to the cord; 86,400 
cords of wood used as fuel at furnace and refinery; 25,920 cords of wood as 
fuel at mine. 

Location of timber or lumber: Nearly all consumed. Procured for and used 
in the reduction, smelting, and refining of ore and at the mine of the someeny. 

Values: Value of charcoal at delivery, at 25 cents per bushel, $5,400,000. Value 
of w: for furnace and refinery, at 
used at mine, at $6 per cord, $155,520. Total value charcoal and wood, $6,246,720. 

Agent's testimony: In a trip of about 20 miles through a part of the district 
referred to [observed the complete denudation of the mountains, even to the re- 
moval of the stumps of trees, the consequent increased dryness of the region, 
and failure of streams. Locations of charcoal burnings were frequently seen. 

Was the trespass willful? Yes. 

Have any legal proceedings been instituted? Not to my knowledge. 

Are the parties to the trespass financially responsible? They are. 

Action recommended by agent: Suit for value of the material at place of de- 
livery or receipt at the company’s works. During several years past R, Probert, 
of Eureka, Nev., has conducted the refinery herein referred to for his own ac- 
count, using a process patented by himself, and has made use of the fuel re- 
ported on in common with the Richmond Company. 

Remarks: This cutting was done without regard to size of trees, everything 
from 3 inches in diameter upward having been taken. 

GEO. D. TEMPLE, 
Special Timber Agent. 
EUREKA, NEV., July 11, 1888. 


I am informed that the property known as the Richmond mine and referred 
to in my report of this date attached hereto, is in fact the property of the Rich- 
mond Mining Company, Limited, of London, England, and that the few persons 
who are citizen shareholders are also employés of the company to whom a few 
shares have been assigned to give the organization a semblance of legality here. 

GEO. D. TEMPLE, 
Special Timber Agent, 
EUREKA, Nev., July 11, 1888. , 


Exursir M. 
BLACKFOOT, IDAHO, July 23, 1888, 
Sır: Referring to my report of timber trespass by the Richmond Mining Com- 
pany of Eureka, Nev., forwarded to you under date of llth instant, I desire to 
correct the name R. Probert where it occurs in said report. It is erroneously 
given as above written, and should read Edward Probert, as I learned definitely 
before leaving Eureka. 
Very respectfully, 
GEO, D. ae a 
Special Timber Age: 
COMMISSIONER GENERAL LAND OFFICE, 
Washington, D. C. 


Exnmwerr N. 
BLACKFOOT, IDAHO, July 26, 1883, 


Sın: By same mail with this I forward reports in duplicate of timber trespass 
by the following-named mining companies whose mines are located at Tusca- 
rora, Nev., namely, Navajo, Grand Prize, North Belle Isle, Nevada Queen, Com- 
monwealth, and Independence, having been detailed to such duty by your let- 
ter *P” of May 25 last. 

The total value of timber, lagging, cord-wood, and charcoal involved in such 
trespass, as ascertained, is $126,880.94. Tnis amount appears small when the 
number of companies concerned and the length of time covered by the reports 
is considered, but an explanation is found on reference to their books, which 
shows that no one of the mines has been operated continuously, that through 
dealers at Elko and Tuscarora large quantities of mining timber and lagging 
were obtained from milis on the Truckee River on the eastern slope of the Sierra 
Nevada range, and that for at least ten years past immense quantities of sage- 
brush have been used for fuel. 

Hundreds of thousands of dollars have been paid out for sage-brush alone. 
At this time there are estimated to be 20,000 cords of sage-brush valued at $60,000 
at the mills of the Navajo and Grand Prize mines. Wood is now used for the 
purpose of roasting ore only. 

In the proposition for settlement made by these companies under date of April 
27, 188S, they claim a deduction of 25 per cent. on account of timber all to 
have been cut on State lands. I can not believe them entitled to such deduc- 
tion. The timber in question, from the best information I could get, came from 
the crests and cafions of the mountains (the only places where it grows in Nee 
vada) having, in large part, to be transported therefrom to the wagon-road bee 
low, upon the backs of mules and asses. 

These lands being, as I suppose, unsurveyed, are not in condition to be and 
are not desirable as State selections. 

Tn the course of my investigation every facility was afforded me by the per- 
sons in charge of the offices of the companies named, and I saw no disposition 
to crade a full showing of their timber transactions. 

Very respectfully, 
GEO. D. TEMPLE, 
Special Timber Agent, 
COMMISSIONER GENERAL LAND OFFICE, 
Washington, D. C. 


EXHIBIT O. 


DEPARTMENT OF JUSTICE, Washington, August 8, 1888, 
Sir: I have the honor to inform you that the United States attorney for Ne- 
vada has been instructed to bring criminal suit against R. K. Morrison and Ed- 
ward Probert, for timber trespass, and civil suit against the Richmond Mining 
Company. as requested in your letter of the 4th instant, if after investigation 
such course is justifiable and for the public good. 
Very respectfully, 


G. A. JENKS, . 
Acling Atiorney-General, 
The SECRETARY OF THE INTERIOR, 


$8 per cord, $691,200. Value of wood ~ 
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Exner P. 
DEPARTMENT OF JUSTICE, Washington, August 10, 1888. 
Sm: I have the honor to inform you that the United States attorney for Ne- 


criminal suit Henry Donnelly, super- 
dated Mining ber ay 


pany, for tim! 
y, as requested in your letter of the in- 
course is justifiable and for the public good. 


G. A. JENKS, 
Acting Attorney-General. 

The SECRETARY or THE INTERIOR. 

The Senator from Nevada charges that this agent had no means 
of knowing anything about quantity or anything else. Why, Mr. 
President, he took the fi from the books of the Senator’s constitu- 
ents. Itis the Senator’s own constituents that make the showing 
here, and at his solicitation. He forced them into it. He took them 

~ into the General Land Office and he presented them there. He de- 
manded that a special agent should be sent out to investigate the mat- 
ter. The agent went out there, and in peace and in harmony 
the investigation was made. He took his record from the books of 
the company. Yet the Senator comes here and abuses the Commis- 
sioner of the General Land Office, and speaks about the ‘‘ spy system,” 
and ‘‘a system of espionage,” when it was perfectly public. Theagent 
went out there at his instance. Theagentwasknown. He went into 
the company’s houses and into their business places and examined the 
matter. He was shown their books and took his data from them. 
Then he made his report. And for this the Commissioner of the Gen- 
eral Land Office is to be denounced! The Senator is the originator of 
the whole thing. The Senator is responsible for it, and if he has 
caused the people to be put into trouble by special agents being sent 
there he must answer for it. 

All this information was sent here at the instance of the Senator. 
He called for it. It was sent here in Executive Document No. 259. 

I have given the facts in this case. I have no recollection of the let- 
ter of the Commissioner to Colonel Burnes, of the House of Repre- 
sentatives. I am only speaking of what the Senator from Nevada 
brought to the Senate in response to his own resolution, and there is 
no ground whatever for censuring the Commissioner of the General 
Land Office. He has simply done his plain duty. 

Mr. STEWART. Mr. President, the Senator from Missouri [Mr. 
COCKRELL] appears to be an enthusiastic friend of the Commissioner 
of the General Land Office, but he has not made a very good case for 
him. He has made almost as vindictive a case as the Commissioner 
himself made. 

The simple fact in this case is that animpecunious district attorney, 
appointed by the Democratic party in my State, wrote a letter a year 
ago last March advising the Commissioner of the General Land Of 
fice to sue the miners at Pioche, White Pine, Belmont, Austin, and 
other camps and seize their wood and timber. He did arrest a lot of 
Italians and wrote very severe letters about them, and said some of 
them had 500 cords of wood and others 1,000 cords, ete.; and advised 
that it be seized; that special agents and detectives be sent to 
pounce upon them. He arrested these men and brought them before 
the United States district court at Carson. The court decided that 
they had done just what they might do and decided that the regula- 
tions that they could cut no timber under 8 inches in diameterdid not 

ly. Under the law they had a right to cut it, and they were dis- 
Still the district attorney continued to write and to urge 
these prosecutions. 

Two gentlemen who had charge of mining companies at Tuscarora, 
asthe mines were being worked ont, feared that they might be sued 
personally, after the mines were exhausted, by a Democraticadministra- 
tion. They would rather come here and pay four times as much as 
the wood was worth, although they knew they were not liable, than 
=~ be harassed by trumped-up and blackmail suits, which were advised 
by the Democratic district attorney. I advised them not to go to the 
Commissioner. They said they did not want to be sued, and preferred 
to pay 50 cents a cord, which was the highest price paid in that coun- 

try for stumpage on private land. 

I went to this great Commissioner of the General Land Office and 
told him that these people were willing to pay for this wood, and that 
what they offered was very liberal; that they wanted to buy their peace 
that way, and I advised him totakeit. He said that he could not 
make any compromise; that he had to send out a agent. They 
went back and showed their books to the special agent, and he did not 
find their books incorrect at all as tothe amount. Everything had 
been shown by them, although he thought they made an estimate of 
too large an amount cut on private land. They thought they had cut 
about one-fourth. Then, without giving any basis for an estimate at 
all, he reports here that they have cut one hundred and twenty-six odd 
thousand dollars’ worth of timber, and I am charged with swindling the 
Government by recommending a compromise for $3,000! 

Ivecommended the compromise to the Commissioner because these 
gentlemen wanted to buy their peace, and if their offer had ac- 
cepted the Government would have gained $3,000, while now it will 
not get a cent. The only parties who will be benefited by these pro- 

will be feed officers, special counsel, special agents, and spres. 


_ The plundering expedition of the special agent to Eureka was on the 
instruction of the Commissioner, not at the request of the citizens of 
that place; nor did I invite him to go there or anywhere else tọ fabri- 
cate false reports. My suggestion was that he should verify the state- 
ment of Messrs. Baker and Dorsey as to the amount of wood cut for 
the Tuscarora mines. He was compelled to report that their state- 
ments were true, but could not refrain from a false and scandalous 
statement as to the value of the wood. Because the special agent had 
access to the books at Tuscarora the Senator from Missouri asserts that 
his ten-million-dollarcanard was obtained from the books of the Eureka 
companies. The special agent never saw those books, and either in- 
vented the story himself or borrowed it second hand from some accom- 
plice in the conspiracy. 

He did not see the books at all at Eureka. He was stuffed by some- 
body there who gave him this imaginary information, and he sent it 
here, and then I am charged with attempting to rob the Government 
out of $10,000,000. To have collected the information he furnished 
the Commissioner as to the amount of timber cut during a period of 
twenty years over a region of country 30 miles in extent in every di- 
rection from the mines was an impossibility, no matter how long he 
was in Eureka. But after a few days in Eureka he estimates the en- 
tire amount of wood cut by the Eureka companies down to the last 
cent. 

This same Commissioner was informed by this same district attorney, 
when these men came here to compromise, that according to the de- 
cisions of the court they had nothing to compromise, as the court had 
decided they had a right to cut the timber. I also informed the Com- 
missioner when I went to the Department that there was nothing to 
compromise, and showed him that the parties had violated no law. I 
had not seen the decision then referred to by the district attorney, but 
the Commissioner had the information then from the district attorney, 
which he did not disclose to me. 

The Commissioner knew very well I was right, and that the parties 
were not liable, yet he refused to accept their compromise and release 
them from his leeches, but insisted that he must send a special agent 
to verify their statements. Knowing that their statements were true, 
and supposing that the Commissioner was acting in good faith, they 
willingly acquiesced in his proposition to send a special agent, and when 
the agent came they showed him their books and were repaid for their 
trouble by a false and absurd estimate of the value of the wood and 
denounced by the Commissioner for their offer of com ise, and were 
unconsciously the innocent instruments which enabled the Commis- 
sioner to manufacture a slander against a Senator for discharging his 
duty in the Senate. 

The simple fact that I offered an amendment to prevent this enor- 
mous corruption fund, given to a Democratic Commissioner of the Gen- 
eral Land Office by the Democratie Appropriations Committee of the 
House, being used to prosecute miners for cutting wood in the mining 
region for mining purposes, as the law allows, was Mr. Stockslager’s 
excuse for all this misrepresentation and newspaper abuse. 

Nobody denies that my amendment was rad legal. I was de- 
nounced by him in the New York Herald as having attempted to shield 
great corporations, wealthy corporations that were d timber 
on the public land. My amendment had no such effect and he knew 
it. He talks about these corporations being rich. They are not rich. 
The Eureka corporations are worth very little. The mines are pretty 
nearly worked out. They can hardly pay expenses, and if the miners 
were prosecuted they would stop; but if they cau go on they may work 
there years and years and help the people very much. 

These corporations are situated just as all the miners in the State 
are. The district attorney named nearly every town in the State and 
advised the prosecution of the miners in each, and there is just as much 
ground for one as another. The Commissioner reports to the Senatea 
simple request from me to send the laws and regulations on this timber 
question to Mr. MacMillan as a reason why these suits should be prose- 
cuted. He makes a great handle, too, of my recommending an offer 
of compromise, 

His action is in violation of every principle of decency. Does not 
every lawyer know that a compromise is not a thing to make a basis of 
a prosecution; that if men will go and ask to buy their peace, to be 
saved from being harassed by litigation it is no offense? But this © 
Commissioner not only makes it an offense against them, he not only 
sends a man out.thére who takes their books and makes a statement 
that he can not sustain for the p of making buncombe in the 
newspapers, but is writing letters to the committees here to prevent 
my amendment being agreed to. 

He does not pretend that he wants to prosecute miners for cutting 
scrub timber for mining purposes. On the contrary, he undertakes to 
deny it, and in denying it he admits that my amendment was right. 
While admitting it is right, he reiterates the charge that I prevent hi 
from protecting the timber on the public lands. 

That is the kind of a Commissioner you have, and the Senator from 
Missouri defends him. He defends him in an attack ona Senator; he 
defends him in falsifying my amendment; he defends him for making 
an attack in the newspapers on me, and attacking me on a false accu- 
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sation. You may defend him and my people shall know who defended 
him. The people of Nevada willremember for long days this unneces- 
sary and wicked persecution for doing what the law allowed them to 
do. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on agreeing to the 
report of the committee of conference. 

Mr. SHERMAN. If the report is not too long, I should like to have 
it read. 

Mr. ALLISON. Does the Senator from Ohio desire that the entire 
report shall be again read? 

Mr. SHERMAN. I refer to the item relating to the Library build- 
ing. A brief statement will answer. Astatement by the Senator from 
Iowa would be better perhaps than the reading of the report. 

Mr. ALLISON. This report isan agreement with reference to all 
the disagreeing votes of the two Houses except the single question of 
the Library building. The Senator is aware of the situation as to the 
Library building ? S 

Mr. SHERMAN. Yes; A understand there are two propositions in 
regard to the Library building. 

Mr. ALLISON. ‘Thereare two propositions in regard to the Library 
building. 

Mr. SHERMAN, ‘The case stands as I supposed. I have stood by 
the Committee on Appropriations all the way through, and will yetif 
they insist upon continuing this controversy; but as the House of Rep- 
resentatives makes one proposition, to which the Senate, I believe, will 
never agree, as that is to break up the contracts and start anew in erect- 
ing a Library building, and the Senate has made a proposition which 
the House does not seem to agree to, having had the subject fairly de- 
bated twice, and after a full expression of opinion on a fair vote the 
House having dissented from the proposition of the Senate, in my judg- 
ment the only way in such a case, where the two Houses ‘can not agree 
upon an amendment to an appropriation bill, is to drop the whole sub- 
ject, leaving it until the next session. 

There is no justice in keeping up this controversy, keeping men 
for a long period of time out of the money which is appropriated by 
this bill, merely because the two Houses can not agree in regard to 
a Library building. I believe that if the subject is left until next 
winter probably there will be a better chance for an agreement. Cer- 
tainly now to bandy back and forth seems to be a useless 
thing. It is nearly three months after the Ist of July, when the fiscal 
year began, and it is time that this appropriation bill should pass, be- 
cause there are a many interested in it besides those who are en- 
gaged in erecting the Library building. The Library building will 
not be constructed, I suppose, for about ten or fifteen years, and it does 
pot make much difference whether the appropriation is made now or 
three or six months hence. 

Therefore, if in order, I will move that the Senate insist upon its 
disagreement to the House proposition and recede from its own amend- 
ment. 

Mr. HALE, That does not help us out. It leaves the House pro- 
vision stand. 

Mr. SHERMAN. But the House would probably recede. That is 
the y way to get at it. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Will the Senator from Iowa state 
for the information of the Chair the attitude of the amendment about 
which the disagreement arises ? 

Mr. ALLISON. Iwill state that the amendment which is disagreed 
to is amendment 110, which is an amendment to strike out the text of 
the bill and insert other words. 

It will be remembered that the Library buildingis being constructed 
under a separate and distinct statute authorizing its construction, pro- 
viding for the character of the building in general terms by a recita- 
téaon of a plan which is on file in the office of the Librarian of Co 
and providing for a commission consisting of the Architect of the Cap- 
itol, the Secretary of the Interior, and the Librarian of Congress, who 
were to prosecute this work. That isa statute: In this bill it is pro- 
posed by the House of Representatives that the statute shall practi- 
cally be suspended. 
ean PRESIDENT pro tempore. Is that the original provision of the 

i 

Mr. ALLISON. It is the original provision, the text of the bill. I 
think it might be well for the Secretary to read the original text, the 
House provision, in order that the Senators may be refreshed in their 
memories as respects what the House proposes. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. If the Senator from Iowa has the 
print, will he please send it to the desk? 

Mr. ALLISON. Ihave the print, and I will read it. The House 
provision is as follows: 


That the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds of the Senate and House 
of Representatives, acting conjointly, shall, within thirty days after the 
of this act,invite from eminent tects, not exceeding five in br ragg for 
ge specifications for a building for the Library of Con , to be 
erected on the site purchased for that purpose in the city of Washington, the 
cost of building not to exceed $3,000,000; and the sum of $10,000 is hereby ap- 
ip aedaay ny to be expended under the direction of the above-named committees, 
o pay for the said designs and general specifications. The said committees 
shall jointly report to Congress its action in the premises on or before the 20th 


day of December, 1888. That the work now in progress on the building for the 
Library of Congress shall be suspended and the commission authorized bra 
of Congress approved April 15, 1886, be, and the same is hereby, dissolved. That 
the property purchased for a site for the Lib: of Con including the 
buildings thereon, together with all pas records, and other property of the 
United States connected with the building for said Library of Congress, be, and 
the same is hereby, t to the care and custody of the Interior Depart- 
ment. The expenses of such care and custody shall be Bo out of any money 
aray appropriated for the construction of the building for the Library of 
ngress, 


Mr. DAVIS. That is the original provision. 

Mr. ALLISON. This is the original provision as it came to us from 
the other House. 

As the Committee on Appropriations construe this original provision, 
further progress upon the Library building must depend upon the re- 
port hereafter of a joint committee of the two Houses, and all unex- 
pended sums of former appropriations, of course, remain in abeyance, 
In other words, it is an absolute stoppage of the work. 

The Committee on Appropriations recommended that these words be 
stricken out of the bill, and proposed a long amendment in the nature 
of a substitute, which provides for the transfer of the entire erection 
of the building to the Chief of Engineers of the United States Army, 
giving him authority to make contracts and to go on with the con- 
struction of the building, and we proposed to appropriate $1,000,000 
for this purpose. Our provision also dispensed with what is known 
as the Library Commission. 

Mr. DAWES. ‘The committee did not propose to proceed with the 
construction of the whole building. 

Mr. ALLISON. Not the whole building as originally designed, but 
a part of the building called ‘‘Plan No. 1,’’ which is a building suf- 
cient to supply the Library for fifteen or twenty years, as was stated 
by one of the arehitects, a building sufficient to contain, I believe—I 
do not speak accurately, as I speak from memory—1,760,000 volumes, 
or a capacity that would last this Government undoubtedly for fifteen 
or twenty years, and possibly thirty; I believe nearer thirty than fif- 
teen. We proposed that only this part of the building, or the build- 
ing which we designate in our amendment as ‘‘ Plan No. 1,’’ should be 
proceeded with, and that every expenditure with reference to any other 
plan or with reference to any other building should be absolutely 


stopped. 

That is the Senate amendment in substance. It provided that we 
should go on and construct a building on the site already purchased 
which would accommodate the purposes of the Library for fifteen or 
twenty years at least, 

I will state our motive in recommending this amendment to the Sen- 
ate. In the first place, by constructing the building designated on 
“Plan No. 1,” there would be very little loss in the work already 
commenced, as the work already commenced only includes the founda- 
tion for the entire building. The foundation being of concrete would 
undoubtedly remain there, so that at any future time, thirty or forty 
years from now, if Congress should find it necessary to enlarge the 
building, that could be done. 

That was the situation as the amendment went from the Senate. It 
was dis to by the House of Representatives after some debate, 
and with a number of other amendments remitted to a conference com- 
mittee. 

The conferees on the part of the Senate and on the part of the House 
modified the Senate amendment so as to make it absolutely clear that 
no part of the building should be erected except the part which was 
contemplated in the Senate amendment. It made it absolutely clear 
also that the law of April 15, 1886, so far as it authorized the construc- 
tion of a larger building, should be repealed. The House conferees 
also agreed with us that the building should be under the absolute con- 
trol of the Chief,of Engineers of the Army. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. That is, its construction. 


Mr. ALLISON. Itsconstruction, in lieu of the commission provided i 


for by the act of April 15, 1886. 

The House conferees insisted that the language we employed in our 
amendment was not sufficiently clear and explicit to the archi- 
tectural construction or design of the building under the control of the 
Chief of Engineers; in other words, that there was an implication in 
it that the architect of the building, Mr. Smithmeyer, might be re- 
tained and continued, and that the Chief of Engineers of the Army, under 
the phraseology which we had employed, would be compelled to re- 
tain Mr. Smithmeyer. We said that it was our purpose to leave that 
question absolutely under the control of the Chief of Engineers in charge 
of the construction; that if he found it wise for any purpose, either now 
or in the future, to dispense with any of the architects who were now 
employed upon the building, the responsibility under the direction of 
Congress should be in his hands. 

The House conferees thereupon agreed to the Senate amendment, 
reducing the appropriation from 31,000,000 to $500,000. ; 

The conference report under the laws governing the two bodies was 
first made in the House of Representatives. Of course the report in- 
cluded a great many other amendments, but the contest in the House, 
as Senators very well know, turned entirely upon this Library amend- 
ment. That conference report was disagreed to by the House of Rep- 
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resentatives, and then a further conference was held, which has made 
this report. Now, we are confronted by the House conferees, who say 
that they are unable to make us any proposition except what is con- 
tained in the original text of the House bill. We undertook in the 
further conference, which was ordered yesterday, to see whether there 
was some line of compromise whereby we could upon an amend- 
ment that would allow the continued construction of the Library build- 
ing. They said that under the instructions they had received by the 
vote of the House they felt compelled to insist upon the House provis- 
ion, and that alone. The Senate conferees said then, as this is a con- 
troverted question and as nearly three months of the present fiscal year 
have passed away, the bill involving, as it does, a great many Depart- 
ments of the Government as respects their expenditures, why not remit 
this whole question—as the Senator from Ohio now proposes—to the 
next session of Congress? Of course that would leave the Library 
building without an appropriation. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. How much unexpended money is there of the 
former appropriation ? 

Mr. ALLISON. There is a very small sum actually unexpended, 
not covered by contract; about $12,000. 

Mr. SHERMAN. There are a good many contracts. 

Mr. ALLISON. There are large contracts. Of course we did not 
make that proposition, because we had no authority to make it from 
the Senate. Ido not think any conferee on the part of the Senate was 
in favor of it, but it was a suggestion. The House conferees stated to 
us that they would not agree to do that thing; they did not believe 
the House would agree to it. 

Then a suggestion was made that perhaps a limitation upon the cost 
of the building might be satisfactory to the House, but that was not 
thonght proper. 

So we are now confronted with the question whether we shall agree 
on this bill to a proposition which remits to the future the further con- 
sideration as to whether we shall have a Library building, and if we 
ave to have a Library building, what it shall be. 

The House provision requires a report by the 20th of December, and 
it also requires that five eminent architects shall be summoned, who 
ghall each furnish a new and distinct plan fora building. It is per- 
fectly well known that no architect can between nowand that time fur- 
nish a new plan for such a building. 

It seemed to the conferees on the part of the Senate that the propo- 
sition of the House of Representatives, so far as we could gather it, in- 
volved an entire suspension of this work until another Congress shall 
convene, or certainly for a year and a half or two years. 

That is the situation of this bill. I desire very much to have an ex- 
prescion of the Senate upon the point, and I will say to the Senator from 
Ohio that inasmuch as it is one amendment, it is impossible for us in 
any way to modify it except through another conference report. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I think myself when a conference report is made 
and pending the Senate might either instruct their committee of con- 
ference or themselves propose a modification of their own amendment; 
but to avoid any question about that I shall move to instruct our con- 
ferees. 

I will submit first the ordinary motion to insist upon the disagreeing 
vote, and then [shall move the following instructions: That if the con- 
ferees of the two Houses can not agree, the Senate conferees shall pro- 
pose that the text of the House billon the point in dispute be stricken 
out and that the amendment of the Senate be stricken out of the bill, 
leaving the whole provision about the Library building to stand until 
the next session. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. As the Chair understands the atti- 
tude of this question, the amendment of the Senate is to strike out 
and insert, and must be dealt with as one question. Therefore the 
instructions proposed by the Senator from Ohio, the Chair thinks, 
would not be now in order, because if the Senate recedes from its 
amendment that leaves the proposition in the bill as it came from the 
House of Representatives. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I propose that the Senate shall insist upon its 
amendment and instruct the conferees as I stated. I do not think 
there is any question about the power to doit. If we insist upon our 
amendment to strike ont, that leaves the whole matter open, and then 
we add instructions. Asa matter of course, either House can instruct 
its committees of conference as it can instruct any other committee at 
any time. 

Mr. HALE. The trouble with the suggestion of the Senator from 
Ohio is that it would not help us out of the difficulty in the least. 
Setting aside the Senate amendment entirely, if we had originally 
struck out the House proposition and inserted nothing whatever in 
lieu of it, the same conflict would have been precipitated that we are 
now engaged in. That conflict does not arise from the substitution of 
the Senate amendment for the House proposition; but it arises from 
the fact that the Senate will not agree to the original proposition of 
the House of Representatives. The original proposition of the House 
tears down the entire Library project so far as we have engaged in it. 
It throws it all open again loosely. It provides for the committees of 
the two Houses beginning de novo, inviting propositions from five dif- 


ferent architects, who shall mature plans. Whenever the time comes, 
which will be in the remote future, that the committees can agree 
upon the one man whom they select and his plans there will be a com- 
bination of the friends of all the other four architects, and we shall go 
over the same conflicts, the same strifes, about getting a plan that we 
have already been over. 

Tke Senate, so far as the conferees can judge from the debates and 
attitude of the Senate upon this question generally, is opposed to that 
and is in favor of doing something to go on with the Library project 
that shall give us asuitable Library building for the accommodation of 
our great and growing Library. The conferees on the part of the Houso 
do not object so much to the terms of our amendment, but they want 
to insist upon their provision, which throws the whole thing open. 

Mr. SHERMAN. If the Senator will allow me, tlie conferees on the 
part of the two Houses disagree as to the terms of this bill in regard 
tothe Library building. In case of a disagreement which is final and 
conclusive, as I suppose both sides presented thvir view of the case 
strongly, there is but one rule under which a legislative body can act 
on appropriation bills, and that is where there is a disputed item to 
drop it entirely. I have no doubt the House will agree to that. Ias- 
sume that the House will. 

Mr. HALE. No, the Senator is wrong. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Then if the House would take the responsibility 
of defeating this bill because we will not agree to their project about 
the Library building, the sooner it is known the better. 

Mr. HALE. ‘The Senator's rule applies where either House puts in 
a distinctly new matter upon some new subject. Undoubtedly either 
House then insisting on that positive action must yield to the opposite 
branch which says it can not agree to the positive action. But here 
the House finds itself confronted with a condition of things that every- 
body says ought to be cured upon a great public work that we have en- 
tered upon. The House claims, and with force, that it has not pro- 
jected upon the consideration of the Senate a new subject-matter that 
we can refuse to do anything about, but is dealing with a condition 
that everybody says ought to be dealt with, and it has put in a propo- 
sition which does deal with the subject-matter. Now, it is so radical, 
so revolutionary, that the Senatecan not, and, as it appears not only in 
discussion now, but heretofore, ever agree to it, and we are brought to 
the question simply whether the conferees shall agres upon some propo- 
sition containing some portion of the spirit of the House provision, which 
takes the whole thing away from the present control and conduct, that 
has been very offensive to the House, but yet that has in it some of the 
features of the Senate amendment, 

I may say that I am not wholly without hope, even expectation, that 
we can agree upon some amendment which will embody the funda- 
mental view that each House is in favor of—the House, that the whole 

shall be taken away from the present management, and the Senate, 
that there shall be no unreasonable delay in the construction and fin- 
ishing of this great work. ‘These are the two great fundamental ideas 
that to my view lie at the bottom of the action of each House. 

To repeat, the House of Representatives says that the whole charge 
‘and conduct shall be taken away and put somewhere else. We can 
agree to that. The Senate says, Let us have no great delay, no indefi- 
nite postponement of this great enterprise, but build it under some- 
body’s hands. I believe the other House will agree to that, and that 
we shall get a proposition finally that will settle this whole question if 
allowed a little more scope. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Mr. President, may I ask what is the pending 
question? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The pending question is on agree- 
ing to the report of the committee of conference. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. So far as it reports an agreement? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on agreeing to the 
conference report. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. That question I should like to have the Chair 

mt. . 
£ The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair thinks it would simplify 
the matter if that should first be done, leaving the Senate then to con- 
sider the disputed point, 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Precisely; that is what I was about to suggest. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair will therefore submit the 
question, Will the Senate concur in the report of the committee of con- 
ference? 

The report was concurred in. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Now the pending question is on the Library 
amendment. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. The pending question is on the item 
on which the conferees have not agreed. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. That is what we call the Library amendment. 
Now, I make this motion, which I believe to bein order: that the Sen- 
ate insist on its amendment respecting the Library building, and that 
the Senate conferees be instructed to agree to an amendment to the 
Senate amendment, providing,in lieu of the provisions of the bill, that 
all proceedings and expenditures in the Library building matter bo 
suspended until the end of the next session of Congress. 
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That ieaves the matter with no new lcw about it, but holding on 
just where we are until the two Houses at the next session can make 
another provision. If they do not, then the law will stand just as it 
is after the 4th of March next if nobody makesan appropriation, That 
will enable the conferees of the two Houses, I should hope, to come to 
the terms of stating that we will postpone this controversy, leaving 
everything just as it stands now until the first Monday in December. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The proposition submitted by the 
Senator from Ohio is first in order. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Let that be read. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. 1 thought the Chair held that that was not in 
ofder, or I should not have offered mine. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Atthat time the Chair held it was 
not in order, but if the Senator from Ohio insists upon it now, it is 
first in order. A 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Then, of course, I do not make my motion until 
the proposition of the Senator from Ohio is disposed of. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. The Secretary will read the proposed 
instructions of the Senator from Ohio. 

The Secretary read as follows: 


That if the conferees of the two Houses can not agree, they shall pro) 
the text of the House bill disagreed to by the Senate be stricken out of the bill. 


Mr. SHERMAN. That leaves the whole matter open. 

Mr. ALLISON. I think the suggestion made by the Senator from 
Ohio is better than the suggestion made by the Senator from Vermont, 
if we desire to go on with the Library building. If I understand the 
suggestion of the Senatoz from Vermont, it is that all proceedings be 
suspended until the end of the next session. The effect of that would 
be, of course, to suspend all work that is now being done under exist- 
ing contract, the existing contracts being now for the furnishing of 
the stone which is to be the foundation of the Library building. 

' Mr. SHERMAN. How much of it? 

Mr. ALLISON. I think-the whole of it. 

Mr. SHERMAN. That is the very point on which I want to meet 
the other Honse. 

Mr. ALLISON. I do not think even the House of Representatives 
proposes to do that. There is a contract entered into by the commis- 
sion for the erection of the basement story of the building by Plan No. 
1, which involves the quarrying and delivering of the stone. That 
stone is being delivered. I went the other evening, with a view to see 
something about this matter, to the grounds of the Library building, 
and I found there a very large amount of stone delivered under this 
contract. I donot think it would be a wise thing to suspend that 
contract. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. May I ask the Senator what is to be done with 
the enormous amount of stone that is to be got for the whole contem- 
plated building? 

Mr. ALLISON. The stone that is contracted for is for the building 
as proposed by the conferees of the two Houses. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I misunderstood the Senator. I understood him 
to say that the contract for the stone embraced the stone for the whole 
vast structure. 

* Mr. ALLISON. No; it does not. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. That is another thing. 

Mr. ALLISON. I wish to say, if the Senator will indulge me one 
moment, that when Mr. Vilas came in as Secretary of the Interior he 
overhauled this whole matter of the Library building, and after con- 
sultation with his associates it was agreed that for the time-being the 
construction should he confined to what is called ‘‘ Plan No. 1,” and 
therefore all the contracts made for stone have been made with refer- 
ence to that plan. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. ‘‘Plan No. 1” I understand then to mean merely 
the structure that both committees are willing to go on with? 

Mr. ALLISON. They are, except that the other House—— 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Iam speaking of the committees. It means the 
small part of the structure that is supposed to be sufficient for present 
purposes, 

Mr. ALLISON. Both Houses are willing to go on with that. It is 
the construction of the west front, so called, and the construction of 
the rotunda and the library spaces around. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Then may I ask if the contract made for stone 
goes beyond the appropriations already made? : 

Mr. ALLISON. It does not, but I think it comes within $12,000 of 
the existing appropriations. Unless there are additional appropri- 
ations made at this session, of course the stone will remain on the 
ground without being put in its place. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Then all that is contracted for, all the present 
obligations of the Government, .if there are obligations, are applicable 
to the structure which is what is called the west front and what is to 
be the present building? 

Mr. ALLISON. The present building. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Whether there is any other building or not; so 
that there would be no useless waste of money for accumulating ma- 


that 


terial that would not be wanted for the modest structure that is pro- 
ə 


Mr. ALLISON. Not at all. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. ‘Then the proposition of the Senator from Ohio 
is best. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
propose to amend the proposition ? 

Mr. EDMUNDS. No, sir; I think the proposition of the Senator 
from Ohio is correct. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on the motion of 
the Senator from Ohio, which will be again read. 

The Secretary read as follows: 

That the conferees on the part of the Senate be instructed that if the conferees 
of the two Houses can not agree, they should propose that the text of the House 
bill disagreed to by the Senate be stricken out of the bill. 

Mr. HALE. So that ifthe Senate and House conferees can agree, 
that is not cut off by the motion. [‘‘No!’’] Iseeno objection to the 
motion, ‘ 

The motion was agreed to. 

By unanimous consent, the President pro tempore was authorized to 
appogit the conferees on the part of the Senate; and Mr. ALLISON, Mr. 
Hate, and Br. COCKRELL were appointed. > 


MESSAGE: FROM THE HOUSE. 

A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. CLARK, its 
Clerk, announced that the House had non-concurred in the amendments 
of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 10112) granting to the Duluth and 
Winnipeg Railway Company the right of way through the Fond du Lac 
Indian reservation, in the State of Minnesota, agreed to the conference 
asked by the Senate on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses thereon, 
and had appointed Mr. PEEL, Mr. Hupp, and Mr. NELSON the man- 
agers at the conference on the part of the House. 

‘The message also announced that the House had passed a concurrent 
resolution for the printing of 5,000 copies of the report, with evidence, 
lately made by the Committee on Manufactures of the House in rela- 
tion to the sugar trust and Standard Oil trust, in which it requested the 
concurrence of the Senate. / 

The m further announced that the House insisted upon its 
amendment to the bill (S. 3224) to abolish circuit-court powers of cer- 
tain district courts of the United States, and for other pu , disa- 
greed to by the Senate; agreed to the conference asked by the Senate 
on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses thereon, and had appointed 
Mr. RoGERs, Mr. HENDERSON of North Carolina, and Mr. FULLER the 
managers of the conference on the part of the House. 


FORFEITURE OF MICHIGAN RAILROAD GRANT. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate the amendments 
of the House of Representatiyes to the bill (S. 858) to forfeit lands 
granted to the State of Michigan to aid in the construction of a rail- 
road from Marquette to Ontonagon, in said State; which were read, 

Mr. EDMUNDS. The bill with the amendments ought to go to a 
committee. . 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendments, with the bill, 
will be referred to the Committee on Public Lands. 


SUGAR AND STANDARD OIL TRUST REPORT. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate the following 
resolution; which was referred to the Committee on Printing: 

Resolved by the House of Representatives (the Senale concurring), That there be 
printed, for the use of the House and Senate, 5.000 copies of the report, with evi- 
dence, lately made by the Committee on Manufactures of the House in relation 
to the sugar trust and Standard Oil trust, 3,000 copies for the use of the House 
and 1,500 copies for the use of the Senate. 


JAMES HARVEY DENNIS. 


Mr. SPOONER, from the Committee on Claims, submitted the fol- 
lowing resolution: 

Resolved, That the bill (S. 3571) entitled “A bill for the relief of James Harvey 
Dennis,” now pending in the Senate, be, and the same is hereby, referred tothe 
Court of Claims, in pursuance of the provisions of an act ip poten March 8, 
1883, and an act entitled “An act to provide for the bringing of suits againstthe 
Government of the United States,” approved March 3, 1887, to find and report to 
the Senate the facts bearing upon the merits of the claim, including the loyalty 
of the claimant and all other facts contemplated by the provisions of Aath e act, 
the papers relating to said matter havingaiready been transmitted to said court 
under resolution adopted September 18, 1888, referring to said court another bill 
upon the same subject, 

The PRESIDENT pro tèmpore. The resolution of transmission will 
be agreed to, if there be no objection. 

Mr. EDMUNDs. It ought to go on the Calendar; but I do not ob- 
ject. 

Mr. SPOONER. I do not understand the Senator from Vermont to 
object to the consideration of the resolution. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. No, sir. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Such resolutions have been passed 
nem. con. usually when presented. The resolution is agreed to. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I move that the Senate adjourn. 

The motion was agreed to; and (at 4 o’clock and 47 minutes p. m.) the 
Senate adjourned until Monday, September 24, 1888, at 12 o'clock m, 


Does the Senator from Vermont 
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HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
FRIDAY, September 21, 1888. 
The House met at 12 o’clock m. Prayer by Rev. J. H. CUTHBERT, 


D 
The Journal of yesterday’s proceedings was read and approved. 
BRIDGE ACROSS THE MISSOURI RIVER. 


The SPEAKER pro tempore laid before the House the amendments 
of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 9619) to authorize the construction of 
a bridge across the Missouri River at some accessible point within 1 
mile north and 1 mile south and east of the mouth of the Kansas River. 

Mr. WARNER. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent that the 
amendments of the Senate, which are merely formal, be concurred in. 

There being no objection, the amendments were concurred in. 


DULUTH AND WINNIPEG RAILWAY COMPANY. 


The SPEAKER pro tempore also laid before the House the amend- 
ments of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 10112) granting to the Duluth 
and Winnipeg Railway Company the right of way through the Fond 
du Lac Indian reservation, in the State of Minnesota. : 

Mr. NELSON. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to nop-con- 
cur in the’Senate amendments and agree to the conferencg@asked by the 
Senate on this bill, j 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 

BRIDGES ACROSS THE KENTUCKY RIVER. 


The SPEAKER pro tempore also laid before the House the bill (S. 
3471) to authorize the construction of bridges across the Kentucky 
River and its tributaries by the Louisville Southern Railroad Com- 
pany; which was read a first and second time. 

Mr. CARUTH. Iask the present consideration of that bill. A simi- 
lar bill has been favorably pee, and is on the Calendar, from the 
Committee on Commerce of the House. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The bill will be read subject to the 
right of objection. 

The bill was read at length. 

There being no objection, the bill was considered; the question being 
on its third reading, 

Mr. RICHARDSON. What is the name of the corporation author- 
ized to construct these bridges? > 

Mr. CARUTH. -The Lonisville Southern Railroad. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. Why notthe Louisville, Nashville and South- 
ern Railroad ? 

Mr. CARUTH. This is not the same line. This is a competing, or 
rather a connecting line with the Cincinnati Southern road, known as 
the Lonisville Southern. A 

Mr. RICHARDSON. I thought you systematically left Nashville 
out of the name. . 

Mr. CARUTH. Oh,wo. 

The bill was read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. CARUTH moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill was 
passed; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 
table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


JOHN D. ADAMS. 


The SPEAKER pro tempore also laid before the House the bill (S. 
320) for the relief of John D. Adams. 

Mr. ROGERS. Thereisa House bill onthe Calendar which is a fac- 
simile of thisbill. This is a Senate bill, and I ask unanimous consent 
for its consideration at this time. 

Mr. HOLMAN. What is the title of the bill? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The bill will be read, after which the 
Chair will ask for objections. : 

The bill was read, as follows: 

A bill (S. 320) for the relief of John D. Adams, 

Be it enacted, cic., That the sum of $3,705.36 be, and the same is he A 
Fen ii A A ACA: tec, EDU Une DAA DALE ARISTA Ge 
State of Arkansas prior and up to the Ist day of June, A. D. 1861, 

The bill was ordered to a third reading; and it was accordingly read 
the third time, and passed. 

Mr. ROGERS moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill was 
pees and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 
table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. If there be no objection, the House bill 
will be laid upon the table. 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 


RELIEF OF YELLOW-FEVER SUFFERERS. . 


The SPEAKER pro tempore also laid before the House the joint res- 
olution (8. R. 110) in aid of the sufferers from yellow fever. 

Mr. DOUGHERTY. Task to have that read. 

The resolution was read, as follows: 

Resolved by the Senaie and House of eic., That the sum of $100,000, 


orso much thereof as may be necessary, be and same is hereby appropri- 
ated out of any money in the Treasury not otherwise appropriated, to be ex- 


pended under the direction of the President of the United States in the relief of 
suffering caused by yellow fever now prevailing in the State of Florida and 
elsewhere in the United States. 


Mr. DOUGHERTY. Iask unanimous consent to consider that reso- 


-lution now. 


Mr. KILGORE. I object. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Objection is made. 

The resolution was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on Appropriations, and ordered to be printed. 

z POST-OFFICE BUILDING AT ST., PAUL, MINN. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore also laid before the House the bill (S. 
1574) for the erection of a post-office building at St. Paul, Minn. ; which 
was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Public 
Buildings and Grounds, and ordered to be printed. 

POTTAWATOMIE INDIANS. 
` The SPEAKER pro tempore also laid before the House the bill (S. 
2176) for the ascertainment of the amount due the Pottawatomie In- 
dians of Michigan and Indiana. 

Mr. ALLEN, of Michigan. In the absence of the gentleman from 
Indiana [Mr. SHIVELY], who is chairman of the subcommittee to 
whom this bill was referred, I ask for its present consideration. This 
is a bill which has been by the Senate without opposition, and 
after a full conference with and by the advice of the Commissioner of 
Indian Affairs. It is simply to ascertain whether any money is due 
certain Pottawatomie Indians in Northern Indiana and Soutkern Mich- 
igan for money they claim was due them; and this bill proposes to 
send this bill to the Courtof Claims. It will not cost the Government 
anything unless it shall appear that the Government owes them, in 
which case Congress will be called upon to pay them what isdue. I 
ae Dery may be no objection to the present consideration of the bill. 

. MCMILLIN. Let the bill be read. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The bill will be read, after which the 
Chair will ask if there be objection. ` 

The bill was read at length for information. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is thereobjection to the consideration 
of this bill now? 

Mr. MCMILLIN. I desire toask whether this bill has been reported 
upon by the House committee ? 

Mr. ALLEN, of Michigan. Yes, sir; the gentleman from Indiana 
[Mr. SHIVELY], whois not here, had of the matter in the Com- 
mittee on Indian Affairs. I was associated with him on that commit- 
tee. The only point in the whole matter is this: These Indians, who 
are civilized and enlightened Indians, living upon their claim 


that the Government paid certain Indians who were not entitled to the 
money paid them, and they simply ask for a rectification of the mis- 
take if there be one. 


Mr. MCMILLIN. I would suggest that the gentleman have the re- 
port made by the House committee read. 

Mr. ALLEN, of Michigan. I have not a copy of that report here. 

oped Sneath Let it go over, then, and the bill lie on the Speak- 
er’s table. 

Mr. ALLEN, of Michigan. Mr. Speaker, I desire to make a parlia- 
mentary inquiry. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. ALLEN, of Michigan. Can the bill lie on the Speaker's table 
without prejudice? 

Mr. MCMILLIN. I would suggest to the gentleman from Michigan 
to take that course. 

Mr. ALLEN, of Michigan. I ask that the bill lie on the Speaker’s 
table for the present without prejudice. 

There was no objection. 

RATIFICATION OF AGREEMENT WITH INDIANS, 

The SPEAKER pro tempore laid before the House the bill (S. 2992) 
to accept and ratify the agreement submitted by the Shoshones, Ban- 
nacks, and Sheepeaters of the Fort Hall and Lemhi reservation, in 
Idaho, May 14, 1880, and for other purposes; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee on Indian Affairs, and ordered 
to be printed. 

FORFEITURE OF RAILROAD LANDS IN MICHIGAN. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore laid before the House the bill (S. 858) to 
forfeit lands granted to the State of Michigan to aid in the construction 
of a railroad from Marquette to Ontonagon, in said State. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I did not notice the title of the bill, and I ask that 
the bill be read, and then that the House will devote a moment to its 
consideration. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


their cor; 


and all acts of Congress amendatory or s entary thereto that relate to the 
fo peer within the limits of 

ified or uncertified, which lie 

completed portion of said road, extending from L’Anse to tonagon, are 
karay cecaved; be vente: of shis breach of the conditions upon which the 
gans was made, forfeited; and that all of said lands be restored to the public 
Cana aa mado subject to sale and settlement under existing laws of the 

ni tates. 
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The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection to the present con- 
sideration of this bill? 
Mr. HOLMAN. The bill has not been referred to the Committee on 


Public Lands; but that committee has had a meeting this and 
considered the bill. The road mentioned is covered by the bill 
which the House passed some months ago, and which is still under con- 
sideration in the Senate; but there seems to be in this 
measure at once with an amendment which submitted the 
gentleman from Illinois [Mr. Payson]. I therefore submit the follow- 
ing amendments, which have been agreed to by the Committee on Pub- 
lic Lands. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


In lines 11 and 13, strike out the words “ which lie opposite the uncompleted 

r»ortion of said road; ” and in lines 17 and 18, strike out “existing laws of the 

nited States,” and insert “ homestead law, except section 2301 of the Revised 
Statutes shall not apply ;"” and add the following sections: 

“Sro,2. That ali settlers upon any lands forfeited by this act are hereby per- 
mitted and authorized to acquire title to not exceeding 160 acres in each case as 
a homestead, under and pursuant to the lews relating thereto; and in making 
the final proof of such homestead, the settler shall be allowed for the time he 
has already resided upon and cultivated the same. 

“Seo, 3, That no lands declared forfeited to the United States by this act shall 
inure to the benefit of any corporation to which Jands may have been trans- 
ferred or granted under any act of Congress; nor shall this act be construed to 
enlarge the area of land covered by any such grant orto waive or release inany 
way any right of the United States to have lands granted by , 28 recitedin 
the first section, forfeited for any failure, past or future, to comply with the con- 
ditions of the grant.” 


Mr. HOLMAN. Mr. Speaker, I wish to say in behalf of these amend- 
ments that they are all in harmony with the provisions of the general 
bill which passed the House some months ago and is now in the Senate. 

The amendments were agreed to. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Inow yicld to the gentleman from Hlinois [Mr. 
PAYsoN]. 

Mr, PAYSON. I offer an amendment which I send to the desk. 

The Clerk read the amendment, as follows: 

Insert after the word “Ontonagon,” in line 10, the words “and also all lands 
granted to the State of Michigan under the act of Congress approved June 3, 
1856, to aid in the construction of a railroad from Ontonagon to the Wisconsin 
State line, and acts amendatory thereof and supplemental thereto.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. ALLEN, of Michigan. Mr. Speaker, I do not see any of my 
colleagues in their places this morning, although I have no doubt that 
they are attending to their duties, and therefore, although these lands 
are a good way from my district, I will ask the gentleman from In- 
diana one or two questions. I will ask the gentleman first, what has 
been the history of this billin the Senate? Has there been any opposi- 
tion there? 

Mr. HOLMAN. Iam not aware that there has been any opposition, 

Mr. ALLEN, of Michigan. Why might not you just as well put the 
fee of these lands in the State of Michigan, instead of returning them 
to the United States? 

Mr. HOLMAN. ‘That would be contrary to our policy. 

Mr. ALLEN, of Michigan. We can use the land to good advantage, 
and we will not give it to the railroad companies. 

Mr. HOLMAN. That would be contrary to our entire policy of late 
years. We are not now making any grants of public ands, 

Mr. ALLEN, of Michigan. But why not in this case make a new 
departure and let the State of Michigan manage these lands? We will 
agree that no railroad company shall have them. 

Mr. HOLMAN. That would be an entirely new departure, and we 
are not traveling in that direction. We are not giving any lands away 
now, or confirming any old grants. 

Mr. ALLEN, of Michigan. If my friend can assure me that per- 
sons who have taken up homesteads on these lands shall be protected 
a roy point, I do not know that I shall have any objection to the 


Mr. HOLMAN. ‘The last section, which we have added out of abun- 
dant caution, is expressly for that purpose. It ought to have been on the 
bill as it came to us, Itis intended expressly to protect the rights of 
actual settlers upon the lands, and in fact it even goes beyond protect- 
ing the actual settlers. 

Mr. MCRAE. It allows them for the time they have occupied the 
lands already. 

Mr. ALLEN, of Michigan. Then Isee no objection to the bill. By 
the way, Mr. Speaker, I see that I was mistaken in stating that none 
of my colleagues were present. I observe that my colleague from the 
upper peninsula [Mr. SEYMOUR] is in bis seat. 

The bill as amended was ordered to a third reading; and it was ac- 
cordingly read the third time, and passed. 

The title of the bill was amended so as to read: ‘‘ To forfeit lands 

-granted to the State of Michigan to aid in the construction of a railroad 
from Marquette to Ontonagon, in said State, and for other p ye 

Mr. HOLMAN moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill was 
passed; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 
table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


ADJOURNMENT UNTIL MONDAY, 


Mr. MCMILLIN. I move that when the House adjourns to-day it 
adjourn to meet on Monday next. 
The motion was agreed to. 


‘in such case, first, the name of the 


LEAVE OF ABSENCE. 


Leave of absence was granted as follows: 

To Mr. GALLINGER, indefinitely, on account of important business, 

To Mr. Burrows, indefinitely. 

To Mr. Forney, for the remainder of the day, on account of sick- 
ness. 

To Mr. BLAND, indefinitely. 

To Mr. ANDERSON, of Ilinois. 

To Mr. HOWARD, indefinitely, on account of illness in his family. 

To Mr. BLANCHARD, indefinitely, on account of illness. 

To Mr. ROWELL, on account of important business. 

To Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa, for twelve days from Monday, Sep- 
tember 24. : 

To Mr. STONE, of Missouri, indefinitely, on account of important 
business, 

To Mr. BAYNE, from Monday, September 24, to September 28. 

To Mr. DALZELL, for ten days, on account of business. 

To Mr. SEYMOUR, from Monday, September 24, indefinitely, on ac- 


count of important business. ' 
WITHDRAWAL OF PAPERS. 
Mr. BUNNELL, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to withdraw 
from the files of the House papers in the case of Capt. Bartlett Hines, of 
the Revolutionary war. 


DISALLOWED POSTMASTERS’ CLAIMS IN VIRGINIA. 


Mr. ANDERSON, of Illinois. I rise to present a privileged report. 
The report was read, as follows: 
In THE HoUsE OF REPRESENTATIVES, June 11, 1888. 

Resolved, Thatthe Postmaster-General be requested to transmit to the House 
of Representatives a tabulated statement of the peer prego es claims 
presented from the State of Virginia under the act of 3, 1883, exhibiting 
all such claimsas by an actual computation of commissions prescribed by the 
act of 1854 and entered upon claim jackets show that the paid salaries are 10 per 
cent. or more less such commissions. Such tabulated statement to show 
fice; second, the name ofthe applicant; 


third, the period of service cove by the com; on of commissions ; fourth, 
the amount of the computed com ns; fi the amount of paid salary for 
the same term of service; sixth, the actualamount of commissions in excess of 


the paid salary. 

The Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads, to which was referred the 
resolution introduced by Mr. Gatnes, submit the following report.: 

On Jane 11, 1888, this committee reported back a similar resolution in refer- 
ence to claims from the State of Kentucky, with the recommendation that the 
resolution lie on the table. This action was subsequently a; ved by the House, 
The committee, adhering to their former action, report this resolution and 
recommend that it lie on the table. a 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Illinois. Inasmuch as this matter has been 
debated heretofore, I move the previous question on the adoption of 
the report. 

The previous question was ordered. 

The question being taken on the adoption of the report, it was agreed 
to; there being—ayes 60, noes 2. 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Illinois, moved to reconsider the vote by which 
the report was adopted; and also moved that the motion to reconsider 
be laid on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS, 


Mr. BAKER, of New York. I desire to ask unanimous consent for 
the consideration of a bill—— 
Mr. ABBOTT. Regular order. 


REPORT ON SUGAR TRUST, ETC, 


Mr. RICHARDSON. I rise to make a privileged report from the 
Committee on Printing. 
The Clerk read as follows: 
In THE HoUsE or REPRESENTATIVES, August 20, 1833. 
Mr. ApAMs submitted the following resolution; which was referred to the 


Committee on Printing: 
resentatives of the United States of America (the Sen- 


*“ Resolved by the House of 
ate concurring therein), That there be printed for the use of the House and Sen- 


ate 5,000 copies of the report (with evidence) lately made by the Committee on 
Manufactures of the House in relation to the sugar trust and the Standard Oil 
trust, 3,000 copies for the use of the House and 2,000 for the use of the Senate.” 

The committee have considered the House concurrent resolution to print 5,000 
copies of the report (with the evidence) lately made by the Committee on Man- 
ufactures of the House of Representatives in relatioa to the sugar trust and 
the Standard Ol! trust, and report the same back with the recommendation that 
it pass. The estimated cost of printing and binding the same is $3,113.85. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. I move to amend the resolution by striking 
out the words ‘‘ two thousand ” and inserting *‘ fifteen hundred.” The 
effect of this amendment is to give the Senate, according to usage, one- 
half the number of the copies printed for the use of the House. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The resolution as amended was adopted. 

Mr. RICHARDSON moved to reconsider the vote by which the res- 
olution was adopted; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be 
laid on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

SUPPRESSION OF ‘‘TRUSTS.”’ 

Mr. CRAIN. I desire unanimous consent to introduce a resolution 
for reference, and ask that it be referred to the Committce on the Ju- 
diciary, with authority to report back for consideration at any time. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair will put the question to 
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the House. The gentleman from Texas asks leave to introduce a res- 
olution for reference to the Committee on the Judiciary, with leave to 
report it back at any time. * 

Mr. DINGLEY. Let it be read. x 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Clerk will read the resolution. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Resolved, That the Committee on the Judiciary is hereby authorized to report 
to the House at any time a bill providing by legal and judicial proceedings for 
the suppression and prevention of “ trusts,” and is further authorized to call 
up said bill for consideration at any time, subject only to the consideration of 
resolutions or bills for raising revenue and of general appropriation bills. 


Mr. CRAIN. Now, Mr. Speaker 

Mr. DINGLEY. I reserve the right to object. 

Mr. CRAIN, Imove to refer this resolution to the Committee on the 
Judiciary for the simple reason that practically there is now in exist- 
ence no Committee on Rules. Three members of that committee are 
absent from the city; and Iam infurmed on reliable authority that none 
of those three gentlemen will return during the present session of Con- 
gress, There are pending in the Committee on Ways and Means twelve 
bills (whieh have been introduced since the 27th of August) for thesup- 
pression and prevention of ‘‘trusts.’? There are pending five bills of 
this character in the Committee on the Judiciary. This resolution does 
not contemplate on its face the introduction of any bill by the Judiciary 
Committee which will affect tariff legislation, because it provides that 
the substance of the bill which the committee may report shall be based 
upon proceedings which will belegal and judicial. Both political parties 
have in their national platforms denounced these combinations or con- 
spiracies called ‘‘ trusts.’? 

The President of the United States has declared the opposition of 
the Administration and the party which he represents to these con- 
spiracies, and as the Committee on Ways and Means—in saying this I 
intend no disrespect to that committee or to any individual member ot 
it—is unable, confessedly unable, irom the fact that it does not do it, 
to present to the House for consideration a bill on this question, or to 
report upon any measure which has been introduced and referred to 
that committee, having for its object the PEA PETES of *"‘ trusts,’ and 
as that is the only committee which can deal with this question that 
has right of way upon the floor of this House, I think it due to the 
people of this country that the House of Representatives, without re- 
spect to party differences, should authorize the Committee on the Ju- 
diciary, wh:ch has intrusted to it under the rules the consideration 
of all questions affecting judicial proceedings, to report back at as early 
a day as practicable a bill which will have for its purpose the suppres- 
sion and prevention of these conspiracies. 

It is for these reasons, Mr. Speaker, I move the reference of this 
resolution to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. DINGLEY. Do I understand the gentleman desires simply to 
refer the bill, or does he accompany it with a request for unanimous 
consent that the committee have leave to report it back at any time? 

Mr. CRAIN. Yes, with the privilege to report it back at any time. 

Mr. DINGLEY. That can not be a motion, but requires unanimous 
consent. 

Mr. CRAIN. I had unanimous consent to introduce it, and I now 
ask that by unanimous consent the committee have leave to report it 
back at any time. 

Mr. DINGLEY. It was introduced simply for reference. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection to the reference? 

Mr. HOPKINS, of New York. I object. 


FORFEITURE OF RAILROAD GRANTS. 


Mr. HOLMAN. I rise now, Mr. Speaker, for the purpose of report- 
ing back from the Committee on Public Lands the bill (H. R. 11297) 
to suspend all laws touching the disposal of public lands except the 
homestead law, and for other purposes. 

As reported originally the bill contained two sections, one proposing 
to suspend certain land laws and the other providing that no act here- 
after done or performed by any railroad corporation should enlarge or 
increase the rights of the corporation in any grant of land heretofore 
made by Congress. Now, inasmuch as there is some objection to the 
first section of the bill, I move to strike it out and to submit the second 
section as the entire bill, which I consider the more important provis- 
ion. I ask the Clerk to read that second section. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Sec, 2. That during the pendency of the measures now before Congress 
in relation to the forfeiture of certain lands heretofore granted by Congress to 
railroad corporations and thereafter, no act done or performed by any such cor- 
poration shall in any wise enlarge the right or claim of any such corporation to 
any lands covered by any such grant, or diminish any right now existing in the 
United States to d the forfeiture thereof. This provision shall not be con- 
strned to in any wise affect or diminish or waive any right now existing in be- 
half of the United States to declare the forfeiture of any of the lands embraced 
in any such grant. 

Mr. HOLMAN. The effect of the motion is to strike out the first 
section of the bill, leaving only the second section just read pending. 

Mr. WARNER. I reserve all points of order. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I would ask my friend from Missouri that what- 
eyer point of order he has to present it now. The bill was before the 
House yesterday. The condition of the matter is just this: The Sen- 
ate passed a bill declaring the forfeiture of something over 4,000,000 


acres of land heretofore granted to railroad corporations. The House 
amended that by declaring the forfeiture of about 55,000,000 acres. 
The difference in principle between the House and the Senate propo- 
sition is that while the Senate proposes to declare the forfeiture only 
of lands lying coterminous with railroads not now constructed, the 
House proposes, on the other hand, to forfeit all lands not earned by 
these railroad corporations in conformity with the law making the 


t. 

The conferees of the two Houses on this question of difference are 
not able to agree, at least they have not agreed up to this'time, and I 
apprehend no agreement will be reached during the present session of 
Congress, the difference involving 50,000,000 acres. Therefore it is 
proposed in view of that condition of things that until an agreement is 
reached or this Congress shall adjourn matters shall remain in statu 
quo, and that no act of any railroad land-grant corporation shall in- 
crease itsrights in the land granted. Itisa precautionary measure, de- 
signed to prevent the possibility of any such corporation acquiring 
additional rights by reason of the non-action of Congress. 

Mr. WARNER. It refers to railroad grants only. 

Mr. HOLMAN. It operates on the House and Senate measures 
now pending in conference on these land grants and leaves matters as 
they are now, not permitting anything hereafter done to impair the 
rights of the United States to declare the forfeiture of the grants. I 
move to strike out the first section of the bill as reported, leaving the 
second section of the bill to remain as the entire bill. 

Mr. WARNER. With that explanation, I withdraw my objection. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I move to strike out the first section. 

The motion was a to. 

Mr. HOLMAN. The second section now becomes the bill. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. It does. 

Mr. HOLMAN. On that I demand the previous question. 

The previous question was ordered. : 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed and read a third 
time; and being engrossed it was accordingly read the third time, and 


Mr. HOLMAN moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill was 
paed; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 
table, 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

Mr. HOLMAN. This bill is now confined to grants of lands to rail- 
road corporations and the title should be amended. I move tu amend 
the title so it will read: ‘‘A bill in relation to grants of land to aid in 
the construction of railroads.” 

The amendment was to. f 

Mr. HOLMAN moved to reconsider the vote by which the title was 
amended; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 
table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 

A message from the Senate, by Mr. McCook, its Secretary, announced 
that the Senate agreed to the amendments of the House to the bill (S. 
2356) to grant a ion to Mrs. Adeline Couzins. 

Also, that the te agreed to the amendments of the House to the 
bill (S. 2862) granting a pension to William M. Dean. 

Also, that the Senate disagreed to the amendments of the House to 
the bill (S. 3234) to abolish circuit-court powers of certain district 
courts of the United States, and for other purposes, asked a conference 
with the House thereon, and had appointed Mr. EDMUNDS, Mr. WIL- 
son of Iowa, and Mr. VEST managers at the conference on the part of 
the Senate. 

Also, that the Senate insisted on its disagreement to the amendment 
of the House to the amendment of the Senate numbered 119 to the bill 
making appropriations for the sundry civil expenses of the Government, 
and still further insists on its amendments to said bill disagreed to by 
the House; agreed to the conference asked thereon,and had appointed 
Mr. ALLISON, Mr. HALE, and Mr. COCKRELL managers on the part of 
the Senate. 

‘The message farther announced that the Senate had passed the bill (S. 
3557) to ratify and confirm certain agreements with the Upper and 
Middle bands of Spokane Indians, the lower Pend d’Oreille or Calispel 
Indians, and the confederated bands of Flatheads, Pend d’Oreille, and 
Kootenay Indians in Washington, Idaho, and Montana Territories, and 
for other purposes; in which the’ concurrence of the House was re- 

ested. 


qu 
ENROLLED BILL SIGNED. 


Mr. KILGORE, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, reported that 
they had examined and found duly enrolled a bill of the following title; 
when the Speaker pro tem; ed the same, namely: 

A bill (H. R. 11446) to amend an act entitled ‘‘An act making ap-. 
propriations for the construction, repair, and preservation of certain 
public works in rivers and harbors, and for other purposes,” approved 
July 5, 1884. 

APPOINTMENT OF CONFEREES. 

TheSPEAKER pro tempore announced the appointment of Mr. PEEL, 

Mr. Hupp, and Mr. NELSON as managers on the part of the House ab 
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the conference on the bill (H. R. 10112) granting to the Duluth and 
Winnipeg Railway Company the right of way through the Fond du 
Lac Indian reservation, in the State of Minnesota. 

CIRCUIT-COURT POWERS. 

Mr. ROGERS. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimons consent that the bill 
(8. 3234) just sent over from the Senate, with regard to the abolition 
of certain circuit-court powers, be taken from the Speaker’s table, and 
that the House agree to the conference asked by the Senate on the dis- 
agreeing votes thereon. 

There was no objection. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair will appoint the conferees 
later in the day. 

EXPLANATION OF A VOTE. 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Mississippi. Mr. Speaker, I find that on the 
vote taken on the sundry civil bill I am recorded as voting in the neg- 
ative, and also as being paired with the gentleman from Kansas [Mr. 
PETERS] onall political questions. I intended to extend the pair also 
to that bill, and voted inadvertently. I desire to recall the vote, as 
far as I may, as this action will not in anywise affect the result of the 
vote upon the bill. 

TheSPEAKER protempore. If there be no ojection, the gentleman’s 
vote will be withdrawn. 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 

ORDER OF BUSINESS. 

Mr, LANHAM. I move to dispense with the morning hour for the 

call of committees. 


The motion was opreed to. 

Mr. LANHAM. ask unanimous consent in this connection that 
gentlemen having reports to make from committees may be permitted 
to file them with the Clerk. 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 

FILING OF REPORTS. 
s ae following reports were filed by being handed in at the Clerk’s 
esk: 
J. L. CAIN AND OTHERS. 

Mr. STONE, of Kentucky, from the Committee on War Claims, re- 
ported back favorably the bill (S, 97) for the relief of J. L. Cain and 
others; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House on 
the Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to 
be printed. 

; SUPPLIES, ETC., DURING INDIAN HOSTILITIES. 

Mr. HERMANN, from the Select Committee on Indian Depredation 
Claims, reported back favorably the bill (S. 2542) to reimburse certain 
persons who expended moneys and furnished services and supplies in 
repelling invasions and sappressing Indian hostilities within the territo- 
rial limits of the present State of Nevada; which was referred to the 
Committee of the Whole House on the Private Calendar, and, with the 
accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 

JOSEPH FISHER. 

Mr. THOMPSON, of Ohio, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 
reported back favorably the bill (H. R. 514) granting a pension to 
yarn reer Bdo y referred to the Committee of the Whole 

ouse on the Private endar, and, with the accom i r 
ordered to be printed. ES 

SAMUEL L. REESE. 

Mr. YODER, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, reported 
back favorably the bill (H. R. 7928) granting a pension to Samuel L, 
Reese; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House on 
the Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to 
be printed. 

BAKER SAINE. - 

Mr. YODER also, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, reported 
back favorably the bill (H. R. 2707) granting a pension to Baker Saine; 
which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the 
A TRLO Calender, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be 
printed. 

THOMAS S. LIVERS. 

Mr. YODER also, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, reported 
back favorably the bill (H. R. 7219) granting a pension to Thomas J. 
Livers; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House on 
the Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to 
be printed. 

ISAAC H. WHEAT. 

Mr. STONE, of Kentucky, from the Committee on Claims, reported 
back favorably the bill (H. R. 148) for the relief of Isaac H. Wheat; 
which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the Pri- 
vate Calendar, and, with theaccompanying report, ordered to be printed. 

ADVERSE REPORTS. 

Mr. YODER also, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, reported 
back adversely the following bills; which were laid on the table, and 
the accompanying reports ordered to be printed: 

A bill (H. R. 2712) granting a pension to John Jacob Frey; and 

A bill (H. R. 4853) granting a pension to Jacob Newman. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 

Mr. LANHAM. I move that the House resolve itself into Commit- 
tee of the Whole House for the purpose of considering business on the 
Private Calendar; and pending that motion, I ask unanimous consent 
that in the consideration of this business on the Calendar to-day the 
same order be pursued that was observed on Friday last, namely, that 
the roll be called, and that each member when his name is reached in 
alphabetical order may be permitted to call up one bill for consider- 
ation, commencing with the roll where we left off on Friday last, 
and, if there be no objection, that such bill be taken up for considera- 
tion. 

Mr. PERKINS. I would suggest to the gentleman that we proceed 
as we did on last Friday; that is to say, that no bill shall be considered 
where five members or more object to its consideration. 

Mr. LANHAM. I will modify my request, then, so as to proceed in 
that order. 

Mr. O’NEILL, of Pennsylvania. Before that is done I wish to sub- 
mit a parliamentary inguiry for information. 

TheSPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair will hear the gentleman from 
Pennsylvania. x 

Mr. O'NEILL, of Pennsylvania. Many weeks ago there were re- 
ported from the Committee of the Whole a number of increase pension 
bills upon which the previous question has been ordered in the House, 
and I have asked the Speaker of the House on several occasions whether 
on Friday, being private bill day, these bills are not properly in order. 
I think he invariably answered that they wereinorder. 1n other words, 
sixteen or seventeen of these bills are on the special Calendar, involving 
increased pension cases to so many desolate widows of naval officers and 
officers of the Army, whose necessities in many cases require legisla- 
tion, and all of these bills, or nearly all of them, have already 
the Senate. I ask if it will not be in order now to take up that Calen- 
dar and proceed with these bills and finish them? It can not take very 
long. 

Mr. LANHAM. I hope the gentleman will notinsist upon that, but 
let us proceed with the Calendar in the regular order as on last Fri- 


day. 

Mr. O'NEILL, of Pennsylvania. But on last Friday the order was 
that we could not call up special pension cases. 

Mr. LANHAM. We have Friday evening for that special business, 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The motion of the gentleman from 
Pennsylvania would be in order after the committee rose. 

The gentleman from Texas now moves that the House resolve itself 
into Committee of the Whole House on the Private Calendar, pending 
which he asks that the same order obtain to-day as on last Friday. Is 
there objection? 

Mr. WARNER. Mr. Speaker, only this: Some of us who are un- 
fortunately at the other end of the roll-call would like a little differ- 
ent arrangement, and I ask if the gentleman would not modify his re- 
quest to commence at the other end. 

Mr. HOLMAN, How would that affect those in the middle? 
[Langhter. ] 

Mr. WARNER. I never object to any reasonable request, but I 
think in all fairness the gentleman onght to commence at the other 
end to-day. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection to the request of the 
gentleman from Texas, as indicated? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. LANHAM. Regular order. ; 

Mr. McMILLIN. I was absent last Friday, and I will ask the gen- 
tleman from Texas [Mr. LANHAM] what was the order under which 
bills were called up? 

Mr. LANHAM. The order was that the roll should be called in 
alphabetical order, and when each gentleman’s name was reached he - 
could call up one bill for consideration, when if not exceeding five 
members did object it would be considered, and if more than five should 
object it should not be considered. We want now to carry out that 
course. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I wish to make a suggestion which will require a 
little forbearance on the part of some gentlemen, but I hope it will be 
allowed. I have no interest in the question whatever. But I notice 
that nearly all the big bills are in the front and they are reached read- 
ily. Their friends are always active and get before the committee, 
while small matters, involving little sums for soldiers for the loss of 
horses and the like, are low down on the Calendar. 

Mr. LANHAM. Five objections will prevent the consideration of a 
bill. The bills are not called in their order on the Calendar, but may 
be called up as the members’ names interested in them are reached on 
the call of the roll. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Why would it not be fair and proper to.agree that 
no bill involving an appropriation of $1,000 or more shall be called up 
for consideration? 

Several MEMBERS. Oh, no! [And cries of ‘‘ Regular order !”] 

Mr. HOLMAN. Then you will never get any legislation for the 
small claimants, Mr. Speaker. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair hears no objection to the 
proposition of the gentleman from Texas [Mr. LANHAM], and the 
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question now is on the House resolving itself into Committee of the 
Whole on the Private Calendar. 
The motion was agreed to. 


DISTRICT COURTS OF THE UNITED STATES. 


The SPEAKER protempore. Before the House goes into Committee 
of the Whole the Chair will announce as conferees on the bill (S. 3234) 
to abolish cirenit-court powers of certain district courts of the United 
States, and for other purposes, the gentleman from Arkansas [Mr. 
Rocers], the gentleman from North Carolina [Mr. HENDERSON], and 
the gentleman from Iowa [Mc. FULLER]. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


The House accordingly resolved itself into Committee of the Whole, 
Mr. HERBERT in the chair. 
The CHAIRMAN. Thé House is now in Committee of the Whole 
on the Private Calendar. 
, HENRY H. EPPING. 


Mr. CARLTON (when his name was reached). I call up for consid- 
eration the bill (H. Rs 5094) for the relief of Henry H. Epping and 
Alexander M. Brannan, administrators of S. H. Hill. 

The bill was read, as follows: . 

Be ü enacted, ele., That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to pay; out of any money in the Treasury not other- 
wise appropriated, to Henry H. Epping and Alexander M. Brannan, adminis- 
trators of H. Hill, d x uscogee County, Georgia, the sum of 
$1,212.50, in full compensation for rent and occupation of buildings in Columbus, 
Muscogee County, Georgia, by the United States military authorities during 
the year 1865. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Let the report be read. 

The report (by Mr. PENINGTON) was read, as follows: 

The Committee on War bergen E whom was referred the bill (H. R. 5094) for 
the relief of Henry H. Epping and Alexander M. Brannan, administrators of S. 
H. Hill, deceased, having carefully considered the same, submit the following 


report: 

Phe facts out of which this bill for relief arises will be found stated in House 
report from the Committee on War Claims of the Forty-ninth Congress, which 
wig, ve is hereto annexed and made a part of this report. 

our committee adopt the said report as their own, and report back the bill 
and recommend its passage. 


The Committee on War Claims, to whom was referred the petition for the re- 
lief of S. H. Hill, of Columbus, Ga., having considered the same, report: 

That the claim is for rent of pananya soe military purposes for different pe- 
riods included between April 16 and ber 1, 1865, amounting to $1,212.50, 
for which vouchers are given. These buildings were located in Columbus, Ga. 
The vouchers were presented to the Third Auditor for settlement, by whom they 
were © reason, as assigned, that as ‘‘ Geo was a State in re- 
bellion during the late war, payment of the same is prohibited by the act of Con- 
gress of February 21, 1867.” 

Two of the vouchers are in due form, unconditional, and are indorsed by the 
hair ed officers as follows: 

“The within account will be paid on presentation at the office of chief quar- 
termaster at Augusta, Ga,” 

The remaining two are signed by the same officer as th) former, J. B. Wins- 
low, vapana and assistant quartermaster, but are not approved by the colonel 
commanding, 

The PPa tA of these two officers are certified to as genuine by the Third 
Auditor, and the omission of approval in the last two is merely a defect in form, 
sna they are evidences of a contract equally with the two which are perfect in 

rm. 

“The act of February 21, 1867, is declaratory of the act of July 4, 1864. Neither 
of these acts is intended to affect contracts made by the proper officers or agents 
of the Government, These vouchers are undoubted evidences of a contract. 
The parties were competent to contract, a consideration has been given by the 
petitioner, and the Government should undoubtedly pay the vouchers. 

The committee report the accompanying billappropriating the sum of $1,212.50 
in full payment of said vouchers, and recommend that it do pass. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I wish to call the attention of the House to the fact 
that this is a claim under the act of 1867, which is amendatory of the 
act of July 4, 1864, and payment is expressly prohibited by law. The 
reason of the prohibition was that at the time the law was enacted the 
Army was occupying vast regions of country in villages, towns, and 
cities. It did not seem proper that in a state of war the Government 
should be paying rent for property occupied in the varions localities 
where the Army was situated, and it was not thought we ought to 
enter upon the payment of that kind of claims. The voucher proves 
nothing except the occupation of the premises. It does not prove any 
authority on the part of the officers to make a contract. 

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection to the consideration of the 

in? 


Mr. HOLMAN, I object. 

The CHAIRMAN. Is there any other objection to the consideration 
of the bill ? 

Mr. BLOUNT. I hope my colleague will have an opportunity to 
reply to the observations of the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. HoL- 


MAN]. 

Mr. GRIMES. This is a bill to pay the administrators of Mr. Hill, 
who during his lifetime lived in my town, for the rent of property be- 
longing to him which was occupied by the military in 1865. It was 
simply a question of contract between them. The military were there 
after the war had closed. They wanted to rent buildings for the pur- 
pose of accommodating the military, and entered into this contract, 


agreeing to give so much rent for the use of the property. The proper 
officers gave vouchers, and it was on account of this rent that this 
claim arose. It has been reported in several Congresses, and upon it 
to make a favorable report. I remem- 


the committee has never 


ber in the Forty-ninth Congress it was reported unanimously, and in 
this Congress the committee report unanimously in its favor. The 
claim was for the occupation of a building from April, 1865, to De- 
cember, 1865. It is a mere matter of contract. The Government 
agreed through its officers to pay it to the party owning the building, 
and it ought to be paid. These are the plain facts in the case, undis- 
puted before in Congress; and if any gentleman on the floor wants to 
ask me any question about the facts, if it is within my information I 
will take pleasure in answering him. 

Mr. HOLMAN. His having received these vouchers does not amount 
to anything, as an act expressly prohibits the payment. 

Mr. BLOUNT. What statute does that? 

Mr. HOLMAN. The act of 1867, which is amendatory of the act of 
July 4, 1864. 

Mr. BLOUNT. Does my friend mean to say that Congress provided 
that where Army officers made contracts for the occupation of prop- 
erty in the Southern States for Govérnment use, and occupied the 
property for such purposes, those contracts should not be carried out 
and the parties paid? 

Mr. HOLMAN. That had to be the substance of the law, or these 
vouchers would have been paid. 

Mr. BLOUNT. Notatall. Anappropriation of money was required 
to pay them. I know that such claims were paid in my own town, 
and I do not know of any place where they were not paid, nor do I 
know of any principle upon which they should be refused payment. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Those claims are charges upon the Quartermaster’s 
Department—— 

Mr. BLOUNT. I wonld like to ask my friend if he thinks it proper 
that the Government of the United States, by its officers, should make 
contracts for the renting of buildings in the city of Columbus from 
April until December, and should then refuse to pay the rent? I do 
not care now what the statute is; supposeit is as my friend states; yet 
if the Army had the use of this property for legitimate purposes from 
April to December, does my friend think it right that the Government 
should repudiate the contract made by its officers and refuse to pay the 
rent? 

Mr. HOLMAN. Does my friend propose to provide by law that the 
vast amount of houses and other property in all the cities and towns in 
the Southern section of the country which may have been occupied by 
the Army shall be paid for? 

Mr. BLOUNT. Not at all. 

Mr. LANHAM, Mr. Chairman, [ rise to a point of order, I wish 
to inquire whether this bill is regularly before the committee for con- 
sideration. : 

The CHAIRMAN. That question is still pending. 

Mr. LANHAM. Then I insist that the question should be submitted 
whether there is objection to the consideration of the bill. 

Mr. BLOUNT. I concede that; but the gentleman from Indiana 
[Mr. Hotman] went on to make a speech, and Iwas replying to him. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I ask unanimous consent to ask my friend from 
Georgia [Mr. BLOUNT] a question, 

Mr. LANHAM. Mr. Chairman, if gentlemen desire to object to the 
consideration of a bill, it is better that they should do it in limine, in 
order that we may proceed with the business. 

The CHAIRMAN. This debate has been going on by unanimous 
consent. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Iask unanimous consent to put a question to my 
friend from Georgia [ Mr. BLOUNT]. 

Mr. LANHAM. I object to any further discussion, unless the ques- 
on is first put whether there is objection to the consideration of this 

ill. 

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection to the present consideration 
of this bill? [After a pause.] Only one gentleman objects, and the 
bill is before the committee for consideration. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Now I will ask the gentleman from Georgia [Mr. 
Biount] my question. He states that this claim accrued after the 
termination of the war. Will the gentleman tell us what was the de- 
cision of the Supreme Court as to the time when the war terminated? 

Mr. BLOUNT. I do not recollect the exact period, but my impres- 
sion is that it was in 1866. 

Mr. HOLMAN. And this transaction occurred in the year 1865, 
Now, the act of Congress ongar to be repealed, or else Congress should 
pay some attention to it. eact of 1867 prohibits the payment of 
this class of claims, and the Bowman act expressly prohibits the Court 
of Claims from considering them. 

Mr. BLOUNT. The Committee on War Claims say in their report 
on this bill: 

The act of February 21, 1867, is declaratory of the act of July 4, 1864. Neither 


of these acts are intended to affect contracts made by the proper officers or 
agents of the Government. These vouchers are undoubted evidences of a con- 
tract. 


Now, Mr. Chairman, the actual fact is that there had to be some place 
for quartermaster’s stores, and the contract was made for the rent of 
these buildings for that purpose, and it was after the war had closed. 

Mr. HOLMAN. No, the war had not closed. 

Mr. BLOUNT. Now, my friend is making a technical point as to 
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when the war closed; but where, after the cessation of hostilities, the 
officers of the Government-were allowed to make contracts, and did 
make contracts, with citizens for the use of buildings for Government 
purposes and occupied those buildings, I imagine that there is not a 
gentleman in this House who would wish to have the Government re- 
fase to pay the rent. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I for one can not vote for the payment of this class 
of claims until Congress reconsiders its former action. We have already 
by two distinct statutes provided against the payment of such claims, 
the act of 1867 and the act of 1882, known as the Bowman act, and 
the latter even prohibits the Court of Claims from considering such 
claims. 

Mr. DINGLEY. Will the gentleman from Indiana state the ground 
upon which those acts prohibit the consideration of these claims? 

Mr. HOLMAN. Upon the ground that the region of country occu- 
pied by the Army was so extensive thatif every subordinate officer was 
permitted to enter into contracts which would be obligatory on the 
Government for the rent of property, demands would be presented 
which would be unreasonable and unjust, considering the existence ot 
the state of war. Now, I concede that there is one class of these claims 
that have always been recognized, although very few of them have oc- 
curred, and I never knew of one which came before Co because 
they were paid on presentation. I refer to claims for the rent of prop- 
ay where the contract had been approved by the Quartermaster-Gen- 


Mr. BLOUNT. Which was done in this case, 

Mr. HOLMAN. Claims of that class were entitled to payment, and 
all such contracts had been fulfilled by the Government. 

Mr. DINGLEY. Did thisclaim arise before the war closed ? 

Mr. HOLMAN. Itarose inthe period from April to December, 1865, 
Gentlemen say that I am technical in claiming that the war had not 
closed at that time. Asa matter of fact a great portion of the Army 
was still occupying the fields which it had previously overrun, and the 
war-terminated, according to the understanding that we all have, after 
that time, in the year 1866. Although flagrant war had terminated at 
the period when this renting commenced, yet the actual cessation of 
hostilities, the declaration of peace (if such a declaration was neces- 
sary), did not take place until a later day, and the act of 1867 does ap- 
ply to this class of claims. 

Mr. BLOUNT. A portion of the Army was located in my town. 
They rented buildings there after the cessation of hostilities and bought 
provisions and supplies, and there never was any question about the 
payment, unless in one or two instances, where there was a lack of 
funds. ‘This case, I apprehend, is exactly similar, and I see no reason 
why the claim should not be paid. The war had entirely closed; and, 
as appears from this report, this building was occupied from April to 
December, 1865, when the Government was paying for everything of 
this sort all over the South. 

The question being taken, the bill was laid aside to be reported to 
the House with the recommendation that it do pass. . 


MRS. MARY T. DUNCAN. 


Mr. CARUTH. Icall up for consideration the bill (H. R. 325) for 
the relief of Mrs. Mary T. Duncan. 
‘The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, ete., That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and he is hereby, di- 
rected, out of any money in the Treasury not otherwise appropriated, to pay 
to Blanton Dunean, trustee of Mrs. Mary T. Duncan, of Louisville, sum 
of $11,130.35, for the use and occupation of her property and ereto 
during the war, and for moneys covered in the Treasury of the United States 
from rents of property belonging to the said Mrs. Duncan which were seized 
and held by the United States Government. 


The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection to the consideration of this 
bill? 

Mr. HOLMAN. Let the report be read. 

The report of the Committee on War Claims (by Mr. PENINGTON) 
was read, as follows: 

During the war property of Mrs. Mary T. Duncan, of Louisville, Ky., was 
seized by the military authorities,and used as headquarters, in 1863 amd 1364. 
It was taken under the belief that it was the perty of her husband, who had 
gone South in 1851 and engaged in the rebellion, but who at the time of seizure 
was not so engaged and had not been for many months. The seized 
was in trust for the sole and separate use of the wife and ch deeded in 
1855, long anterior to the war. The trustee was resident in France, and certi- 
fied to be a loyal man by the quartermaster, Captain Fitch, who reported facts 
to the Quartermaster-Gen The quartermaster, on discovery that it was 
trusi property, proposed to pay rent, but was ordered not to do so by the Quar- 
termuster-General, as there was no security that the money might not be used 
in aid of the rebellion. Subsequently an act of Congress was passed prohibit- 
ing payment of money due for use of property by the Government where the 
owners were alleged to be disloyal. 

A subordinate officer, Major Swords, had reported one of the cesiui que trust 
as disloyal for going South to join her husband, but no other evidence was ever 
furnished of her disloyalty, or that of the trustee or of the other cestui que trust, 
two infants of nine and five. With this report the Quartermaster-General could 
not make settlement of the claim. 

On January 19, 1864, while her property was thus occupied, the claimant was 
given a port from President Lincoln to go by United States flag of truce 
from Richmond via Fortress Monroe to Kentucky with her family, and thence 
to Europe, to join the trustee, who was her father-in-law; and she did so go, 
under the protection of that passport (first to Kentucky), and remained in Eu- 


rope afterwards until May, 1865, when she returned with her family under a 
passport from the United States embassador in London, fully recognizing 
as a citizen of the United States. 


The proof is furnished that private citizens desired and offered to rent the - 


propersy an@ that is the basis of value as to the rent due—$1,733.33. Proof is 
rnished of an actual outlay of $2,150 in repairing the damages done while in 
Resend b7 the Government, 

The co} ttee are of the opinion that upon all principles of equity and right 
the cestui que trust are entit) and consequent dam- 
ages. Asan American citizen, guilty of no wrong, she and her children are en- 
oa to the just compensation guarantied urder the Constitution of the United 


tes. 

In 1863, while the claimant's husband was residing in the South, bnt not en- 
gaged in rebellion or making war upon the United States, a seizure was made 
of other property held in trust in Kentncky—an undivided interest in an estate 
which is now owned by the claimant under a partition deed for her sole and 

use. Under proceedings in the United States district court this prop- 

erty was ordered con: while the cestui que trust was in E with her 
husband, who had joined her there in May, 1864, and remained until 1866, in no 
manner connected withthe war. The property was notsold, but the rents wero 
The large expenses of costs, etc., were paid, and in 1865, after the 

surrender of all the forces in rebellion, $5,747.02 were paid into the United States 


In 1866 the claimant's husband received a special pardon from the President 
and applied for restoration. The court holding that Congress should restore it, 
and no adjudication by the Supreme Court being ible for several years, a 
geomet of Congress was passed in April, , by the Forty-firet Congress 

n the name of the claimant's husband, in the last week of the session, ordering 
restoration. It failed to become an act by the President not signing it. (The 
Senate of the Fortieth Congress had passed it without a division and the Ju- 
diciary Committee of the House unanimously favored it.) J 

Subsequently the circuit court of the United States opened the case and re- 
manded it to the district court, where the claimant’s husband was allowed to 
file on, andthe property was surrendered. Butthe money, at 
into the Treasury, can only be returned by an act of Co. isan 
exceptional case. If the money had remained in court, it would have been re- 
stored by order of court. Under wne geasa amnesty act all proceeds of confis- 

gin court after payment of costs were returned to the 


The committee is of the opinion that equity would place all cases suke and 
thatthis fund covered into the Treasury after the ending of the war should be 
treated as if it had remained in court, 

After the war was ended other property of the cestui trust in Columbia, S. 
C., purchased for her by her father and father-in-law in 1855 and from other 
resources of her own, as shown by affidavits of Tally, Atkinson & De Saussere, 
was seized by the general in command, General Ralph Ely, as abandoned prop- 
erty. This seizure was made in October, 1865,and while Mrs. Duncan was act- 
ually in occupancy of rea megane It was used as military headquarters for 
about a year, and was finally surrendered to her by order of General Howard 
in 1866, to whom the proof as to ownership was © that she was gone to Eu- 
rope under President Lincoln's passport, and returned as a United States citi- 
zen, taking all the test oaths prescribed at that time, and that she had been 
home six months prior to this seizure. The property was worth over $30,000, 
residence and furniture. The damages toit were large, but only compensation 
for its use by the Government is asked at the small amount of $1,500, 
Prag committee is of opinion that the claimant is entitled to this compensa- 

nm. A 

The canse of non-application for relief until this late date is that the claimant 
and her family were nt, under medical advice, from the United States in 
1870, 1871, 1873, and 1874. ` 

It is therefore the opinion of the committee that a bill should be reported di- 
recting the payment the Quartermaster-General’s Department of $5,383.33 
for use and occupation of property, and the repayment from the Treasury De- 
partment of $5,747.02, the amount of rents placed therein on July 8, 1865, and 
other dates. 

Mr. HOLMAN. The reading of this report has not fully answered 
a question I desired to put—whether the payment provided in this bill 
is entirely for rent? 

Mr. CARUTH. I think it is. That is all there is involved in this 
elaim, except $2,150. The report states: 

The proof is furnished that private citizens desired and offered to rent the 
Linke righ peng that is the basis of value as tothe rent due, $1,733.33. Proof isfur- 


nished of an actual outlay of $2,150 in repairing the damages done while in oc- 
cupancy by the Government. 


Mr. HOLMAN. Is that claim for damages covered in this bill? 

Mr. CARUTH. I think not. s 

Mr. HOLMAN. Then the whole claim as now allowed is for rent? 

Mr. CARUTH. Yes; for the actual use and occupation of the prop- 
erty of this woman and her two children, one five years old and the 


to compensation for the use 


cove: 


other nine. 
Mr. HOLMAN. The husband of this claimant, I believe, was inthe 
Confederate service? 


Mr. CARUTH. Yes, sir. 

There being no objection, the Committee of the Whole House pro- 
ceeded to the consideration of the bill. 

The bill was laid aside to be reported to the House with the recom- 
mendation that it do pass. 


HENRY GUMBERTS, SR. 

Mr. CHEADLE. I ask for the consideration of the bill (H. R. 4658) 
for the relief of Henry Gumberts, sr. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, cte., That the said Henry Gumberts, sr., be, and he is hereby, 

rmitted and authorized to maintain his action in the Court of Claims of the 

nited States, for taxes alleged to have been illegally collected from him by the 
United States collector at Evansville, Ind., for the year between May 1, 1875, 
and May 1, 1576, any statute of limitation of the United States to the contrary 
notwi ding. 

There being no objection, the committee proceeded to the considera- 
tion of the bill. 

The report of the Committee on Claims (by Mr. LAIDLAW) was as’ 


follows: 

It appears from a letter of the Commissioner of Internal Revenue, dated 
April 3, 1884, addressed to the Hon. John J. Kleiner, a former member of this 
House, that on the Ist of May, 1875, the firm of Hedderick & Gumberts, of 


her | Evansville, Ind., paid the special taxes as rectifiers and wholesale and retail 
1 Hquor May 1. 


dealers, amounting to $325, for the year from May 1 1875, to 
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1876; and that in August, 1875, Mr, Hedderick retired from the firm, and the 
same kind of business was continued by Mr. Gumberts at the e place, for 
which the special tax had been paid. That Mr. Gumberts was required to pay 
$243.75, and did pay that sum, as special tax for the same business, at the same 
Place, for the remainder of the year, that is, from August, 1875, to May 1, 1876. 

The Treasury Department held this to be the law, that upon the retirement 
of a partner the remaining member or members of the firm must pay the tax 
overagain; but the United States Supreme Court, in the case of the United States 
vs. Adam Glab, afterwards decided that the remaining members of the firm were 
not required to pay such a tax over again for any part of the time paid for by 


e firm. 

After this decision the Commissioner of Internal Revenue issued a circular 
calling attention to the decision of the Supreme Court, and thereafter no such 
taxes were collected in cases covered by this decision, It istherefore plain that 
the tax of $243.75 was illegally collected from the claimant in August, 1875, and 
the Commissioner of Internal Revenue admits this in his letter. He says: 

“According to this construction of the statute [meaning the decision of the 
court] the $243.75 was illegally exacted, and it might have been refunded but 
for the statute of limitations,” 

There is another item of alleged illegal tax of $306, paid by the claimant in 
February, 1879, being the special tax as rectifier, with penalty and interest on the 
same. The penalty and interest, amounting to $106, was refunded to the claim- 
ant by the internal-revenue office cr by the Government, leaving $200 in dispute, 
und as to that there seems to be no question about it, as the Com missioner of In- 
ternal Revenue, in the letterabove referred to, in speaking of this $200 tax, says: 

“It is true, however, that the ruling of this office for nearly ten years prior to 
the time when Gumbert's case arose exempted liquor-dealers from the special 
tax as rectifiers where the acts done were simply those done in his case.” 

An application to repay this latter tax of $200 must have been made within 
oue year to the Government. 

So it is admitted by the Commissioner in his letter mentioned above that the 
tax of $243.75 and the tax of $200 were each collected illegally, making in all 
8443.75, so that there is no question of law or fact for the Court of Claims to de- 
termine ifthe short statute of limitations is to be waived, 

And the committee are of the opinion that, under all the circumstances of the 
tase, the said sam of $443.75 should be paid to the claimant, and they therefore 
recommend the following amendment or substitute: Strike out after the 
enacting clause, and insert in place thereof: 

“That the Secretary of the Treasury be,and he hereby is, directed to pay to 
Henry Gumberts, sr., the sum of $143.75, from any money in the Treasury not 
oerni appropriated, for internal-revenue taxes illegally collected from said 
Gumberts.” 

And the committee recommend that the bill as so amended do pass. 


‘The amendment reported by the Committee on Claims was read, as 


follows: 

Strike out all after the enacting clause and insert: 

“That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and he hereby is, directed to pay to 
Henry Gumberts, sr., the sum of $443.75, from any money in the Treasury not 
otherwies appropriated, for internal-revenue taxes illegally collected from said 
Gumberts.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was laid aside to be reported to the House with 


the recommendation that it do pass. 
CHARLES F. CAMPBELL. 


Mr. CHIPMAN. I call up the bill (H. R. 16100) for the relief of 
Charles F. Campbell. 

The bill wasread, as follows: 

Be it enacted, eto., That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and he hereby is, au- 
thorized and i nigh to pay, out of any moncys in the Treasury nototherwise 
appropriated, the sum of to Charles F. Campbell, late of Company F, 
Ninth Michigan Cavalry, for compensation for services as 
war. 

There being no objection, the Committee of the Whole proceeded to 
the consideration of the bill. J 

The report of the Committee on War Claims (by Mr. LAWLER) was 
read, as follows: 

This is a claim for services rendered asa scout during the late war, 
stated at $500. 

Claimant was a private in Company F, Ninth Regiment Michigan Volunteer 
Cavalry, In November, 1864, he was detailed as a scout and served in that ca- 
pacity until November 5, 1865, 

The officers of his regiment and company testify that he rendered the service’ 
and has not been paid for 1t, 3 

Your committee are of opinion that the claimant should be paid, and report 
back the bill and recommend its passage. 

The bill was laid aside to be reported to the House with the recom- 


mendation that it do pass. 
LEGAL REPRESENTATIVES OF ELIZA M. FERRIS. 


Mr. CLARK. I call up the bill (H. R. 1152) for the relief of the 
legal representatives of Eliza M. Ferris. 
‘The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to pay, out of the proper appropriation for the payment 
of invalid pensions, to Reuben D. Smart, administrator of Eliza M. Ferris, de- 
ceased, the sum of money to which she would have been entitled by pension 
eertificate 220860, and which was not issued until four days after her death. 


There being no objection, the Committee of the Whole proceeded to 
the consideration of the bill. 

The report of the Committee on Claims (by Mr. McCuLLoGH) was 
as follows: 


The claim has heretofore been considered in the Senate (S. 2427) and favora- 
bly reported on (S. Report 1176), and also in the Forty-ninth Congress, first ses- 
i. Report 3033), and these reports being substantially the same are 

e report of your committee, and they further recommend that the 


scout during the late 


Claim 


{House Report No. 3033, Forty-ninth Congress, first session. | 
The Committee on Claims, to whom was referred the bill (S. 2427) for the re- 


lief of the legal representatives of Eliza M. Ferris, have ned the same, 
adopt the Senate report (No, 1176) as the report of your committee, and recom- 
mend that the bill do pass. 


The Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (8.2427) for the 
relief of the legal representatives of Eliza M. Ferris, have examined the same, 


and report: 2 

That Eliza M. Ferris was the dependent mother of Henry Ferris, who was a 
private, Company F, Thirteenth Regiment Michigan Volunteers; that she made 
application for a sion, which was favorably decided, and a pension certifi- 
cate, numbered , granting her a pension to date from the 24th na of Sep- 
tember, 1862,at the rate of $8 a month, was issued to her on the 18th day of 
March, 1886; that she died four days before tlie issuance of the certificate; that 
the said Eliza M. Ferris,at the time of her death, resided at Mishicot, in the 
county of Manitowoc, and of Wisconsin; that for many years previous she 
was dependent upon persons with whom she lived, and upon the town of Mish- 
icot, for her sole support; that she contracted to pay for such su rt, condi- 
tioned upon the allowance of her pension; that prior to her death she made | 
a will directing the payment of the several sums representing her accrued 
indebtedness; that the will of the said Eliza M. Ferris has been probated in the 
probate court of Manitowoc County, and that Reuben D.Smart has been ap- 
pointed by said court to administer the estate of the said deceased; that he has 
entered into bonds for the faithful discha: of his trust, with good and suffi- 
cient sureties, in the sum of $5,000, all of which is shown by the official papers 
accompanying this report. It is further shown to the satisfaction of the com- 
mittee that the accounts for the maintenance of the said Eliza M. Ferris have 

n presented to the court and allowed. 

It is known to the committee that this dependent mother was a zery agen 
woman, being about ninety years old at the time of her death; that for the last 
seven years she was almost entirely helpless, and during the last two years she 
was confined to her bed, ays een the constant attendance of a nurse; that she 
had no relatives to whom she could appeal for aid; that she was entirely de- 
pendent upon strangers; and that it was her constant hope that her pension 
would be allowed in order that she ap give to each a portion, and thus, as 
far as she could, recompense them for the care and comforts she had received. 
She had lost three sons in the Army, and she felt so confident that justice, long 
delayed, would ultimately be done her by the Pension Office that she might 
pledge, in advance of its allowance, this her only resource for reimbursing 
those who had given her house, food, sympathy, and care. 

As a conclusion to this report it may be added that the Senator who intro- 
duced the bill, who made this report, has personal knowledge of the facts, and 
on P danse for the integrity of the administrator and the responsibility of his 

ndsmen, 

The bill is reported favorably with a recommendation that it do pass. 


The bill was laid aside to be reported to the House with the recom- 
mendation that it do pass, 


BAPTIST CHURCH OF CARTERSVILLE, GA. ; 

Mr. CLEMENTS. I ask for the consideration of the bill (H. R. 

3471) for the relief of the First Baptist Church of Cartersville, Ga. 
The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary ofthe Treasury be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and required, out of any money in the Areo not otherwise Appro- 
primed to pay to John J. Howard, David W. K. Peacock, J. G. M. Mautgaussy, 

ames H. Gilreath, and Marcellus Lù Pritchett, deacons of said church, or their 
successors in office, in trust for the use and benefit of the First a Church 
of Cartersville, Ga., the sum of $5,000, in full for all the dam: claimed by said 
last-named church, or any person hereto ore or hereafter claiming or to claim 
to represent said church, for brick and all other building materials taken and 
used during the war between the States, of 1861 to 1865, by and under the mili- 
tary authority of the United States; and the acceptance of such sum by said 
deacons shall be a bar to any claim for any and all such property taken, or dam- 
ages, ; 

Mr. HOLMAN. I call attention to the fact that this is a claim for 


damages. 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman object to the consideration 
of the bill ? 

Mr. HOLMAN. No, sir. 

There being no objection, the Committee of the Whole proceeded to 
the consideration of the bill. 

The report of the Committee on War Claims (by Mr. PENINGTON) 
was as follows: 

The proof filed in support of the bill shows that in the year 1864, while the 
Army of the United States were in possession of said town of Cartersville, that 
the Baptist Church building was torn down by them, and the brick and lumber 
of said church building was used by said United States soldiers in building for 
themselves quarters, and in building chimneys to their tents. The brick and 
lumber taken and used by the Army was valued at the time at $5,000. 

When buildings are torn down, if the materials are taken to erect other build- 
ings for the use of the Army, such materials thereby become supplies, and their 
value, as materials for the purpose for which they are used, is paid to the owner. 
It is a very inadequate compensation to him. But this rule, which allows only 
for the materials as supplies and nothing for damage to the building from 
which they are obtained, bas been acted upon uniformly for many years, and 
is regarded as an established usage not to be departed from. 

Your committee therefore report back the bill and recommend its passage. 

Mr. CLEMENTS. I move to amend the bill by striking out in the 
sixth line ‘‘ Mautgaussy’’ and inserting ‘‘ Montgomery.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was laid aside to be reported to the House with 
the recommendation that it do pass. 

J. G. FELL AND OTHERS, 


Mr. COBB. I ask for the consideration of the bill (H. R. 9383) for 
the relief of J. G. Fell, Edward Hoopes, and George Burnham. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to pay J. G. Fell, Edward Hoopes, and sorge Burnham, 
trustees of the Walnut Grove Mining Company, out of any annuity or install- 
ment money due the Apache and Hualapai Indian tribes, the sum of $77,000, on 
account of depredations committed by the Apache and Hualapai tribes in 
Arizona Territory, which shall be in full of all claims against the Government 
on account of said depredations. 


The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection to the consideration of this 
bill? 

Mr. LANHAM. Mr. Chairman, Iam insympathy with these claims 
for the payment of Indian depredations; but there has been passed by 
the House at this session a geueral hill providinga tribunal to investi 
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gate and adjudicate these claims. Pending that general bill for the 
relief of all claimants of this class, I do not think it proper for us to 
take up individual claims of this sort. 

Mr. PERKINS. I wish tosuggest for the benefit ef my friend from 
Texas [Mr. LANHAM] that, as I am informed by Senator MORGAN, a 
member of the Committee on Indian Affairs of the Senate, the general 
bill to which the gentleman refers has not been considered by the 
Senate committee, and there is no probability of its being considered 
by the Senate at this session. 

Mr. LANHAM. It may pass, however, at the next session, and for 
us to commence passing individual claims is simply making ‘‘ fish of 
one and flesh of another,” because it is impossible for us to give relief 
to all these claimants in this way. I think therefore we had better 
await the passage of that general bill. 

Mr. PERKINS. My friend from Texas will remember that the Com- 
mittee on Indian Depredation Claims has considered only a few of these 
bills; there are only a few on the Calendar. Ido not see why claims 
of this sort which have been reported favorably should not receive con- 
sideration at the hands of Congress as well as otherclaims. This par- 
ticular bill has been considered and reported favorably by the Com- 
mittee on Indian Depredation Claims; it has been repeatedly considered 
by the Committee on Indian Affairs; aud as there is no probability of 
the general bill being considered at this session of Congress, it seems 
to me it is unfair to refuse consideration to claims of this character 
which have been favorably reported, I do not think this bill will con- 
sume any time. ` 

Mr. LANHAM. As I have already stated, I am in favor of the pay- 
ment of all meritorious claims of this sort, but we ought to proceed on 
some system, with the view of doing justice to all claimants. A num- 
ber of these claims are pending before the Committee on Indian Dep- 
redation Claims, only a few having been reported, as the gentleman 
says. The very object of the passage of the general bill was that there 
might be opportunity for the investigation of all these claims. Under 
Mie sa paar I feel constrained to object to the consideration of 
the bill. 

Mr. PERKINS. I trust my friend will not object under the circum- 
stances. The committee having considered the matter, itseems to me 
ker ai with propriety should go on with it. [Cries of “Regular 
order!” 

The CHAIRMAN. The regular order is demanded, which is in the 
nature of objection. 

ORDER OF BUSINESS. 

Mr. COBB. I propose to call up another bill. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Alabama is only entitled 
to call up one bill, as the Chair understands the order under which the 
committee is acting. 

Mr. LANHAM. Gentlemen should elect what bill they will call up, 
and when they fail to get that bill considered we should then proceed 
to the next one. 

Mr. COBB. I understand that under the order I have the right to 
call up another bill. 

The CHAIRMAN. If there be no objection, the gentleman will be 
allowed to call up another bill. 

Mr. COBB. The last day we had private bills under consideration 
under the rule then adopted I understood when a member failed to get 
one bill considered he had the right to call up another. I understand 
it was done frequently and repeatedly. 

Mr. WARNER. Ido not so understand the rule. I donot propose 
to object in this case, but hereafter I must insist upon the enforcement 
of the rule. 

The CHAIRMAN. Let the rule which was adopted this morning 
beread. [Afterapause.] If there be no objection, the gentleman from 
Alabama will proceed to call up another bill. 

-Mr. DINGLEY. Is it to be understood that hereafter these gentle- 
men will have the right to call up more than one bili? 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair did not so understand, but by unan- 
imous consent the gentleman was allowed to call up another case. 

Mr. DAVIS. Iwill not object tothis case, but hereafter I give notice 
= will insist on the committee proceeding according to the order of the 

ouse. 

C. A. WILLIAMS AND OTHERS. s 

Mr. COBB called up the bill (S. 2411) for the relief of C. A. Williams 
and others. > 

The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Navy inquire into the loss and 
damage caused to C. A, Williams & Co., owners of the schooners Roswell King 
and Era, by reason of the rescue and support of the crew of the schooner Isa- 
bella, shipwrecked in the Arctic seas in the year 18%, and that there be paid, 
out of any money in the Treasury not otherwise appropriated, the amount so 
found, not exceeding $13,506.33, to O. A. Williams & Co., on the certificate of the 
Secretary of the Navy. 


The report (by Mr. McCULLOGH) was read, as follows: 
The Committee on Claims, to whom was referred the bill (S, 2411) for the re- 
lief of 0. A. Williams and others, have considered the same, and respectfully 


report: 

his bill has in view the same relief contemplated by the bill (H. R. 86) upon 
which your committee made a favorable report (Report H. R. 1284), except that 
this bill refers the claim to the Secretary of the Navy for settlement instead of 
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appropriating the money directly, and also limits the amount to be allowed to 
a sum $3,929.61 less than the said House bill pro; to allow. 

Your committee recommend that the House bill (H. R. 85) do now lie on the 
table and that this bill (S. 2411) do pass. 


There being no objection, the bill was laid aside to be reported to the 
House with the recommendation that it do pass. 


ROBERT M’NUTT. 


Mr. CONGER called up the bill (H. R. 157) correcting the military 
history of Robert McNutt. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of War be authorized and directed to so 
correct the military history of Robert McNutt, late an assistant su: n in the 
Thirty-eighth Regiment of Iowa Volunteers, as to relieve him from the sentence 
ofa court-martial, dated September 18, 1864: Provided, Thatsuch correction shall 

ive him no claim for pay or allowance except the right to a pension, to be estab- 
ished according to the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, 


The report (by Mr. GEAR) was read, as follows: 


The Committee on Military Affairs, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 157) 
correcting the military history of Robert McNutt, having given the same very 
careful consideration, beg leave to report: 

That Robert McNutt was muste: into the service of the United States as 
assistant surgeon of the Thirty-ceighth Regiment Iowa Volunteers on Novem- 
ber 4, 1862; that he served faithfully and efficiently as such officer until dis- 
missed the service by sentence of court-martial under date of September 18, 


We also find that he was ordered to appear before a military commission on 
February 25, 1854, to be examined as to his qualifications. e did so appear, 
and after due examination the commission report that— 

“Assistant Surgeon McNutt possesses capacity and qualifications for the ashy Sa 
discharge of his duties as surgeon; and that his conduct in that capacity has 
been correct and proper and his services efficient,” 

We find also that he was dismissed the service of the United States by sen- 
tence of court-martial of date September 18, 1864, as recited above. 

Judge-Advocate-General Holt, in reviewing the testimony, says: 

“The sentence of dismissal was well supported by the proof, but the record 
bears evidence of some acrimony on both sides.” 

While the sentence of the court-martial was not set aside, yet the United States 
authorities did remove the disability resting upon Surgeon McNutt to re-enter 
the service, as is proven by the following letters: 


“War DEPARTMENT, ADJUTANT-GENERAL’S OFFICE, 
“ Washington, January 26, 1865, 
“Sir: Iam instructed to inform you that the disability resulting from your 
dismissal, by sentence of general court-martial, pronun in General Orders 
No. 132, September 18, 1864, headquarters Department of the Gulf, has been re- 
moved by letter of this date to his excellency the governor of Iowa. 
“ You are therefore authorized to re-enter the service as a commissioned of- 
ficer, provided you are recommissioned. 
“I am, sir, very respectfully, your obedient servant, 
“THOMAS M. VINCENT, 
“Assistant Adjutant-General. 
“ ROBERT MCNUTT, 


“ Late Assistant Burgeon Thirty-eighth Iowa Volunteers, New Orleans, La.” 


“War DEPARTMENT, ADJUTANT-GENERAL'S OFFICE, 
“ Washington, January 26, 1865. 

“Sre: By direction of the Secretary of War, the disability resulting from the 
dismissal of Robert McNutt (formerly an assistant surgeon in the Thirty-eighth 
Regiment Iowa Volunteer Infantry) by sentence of general court-martial, pro- 
mulgated in General Orders No. 132, September 18, 1864, Headquarters Depart- 
ment of the Gulf, is hereby removed, and he may be recommissioned, should 
your excellency so desire. 

“Very respectfully, your obedient servant, 
“THOMAS M. VINCENT, s 
“ Assistant Adjulant-General. 

“His excellency the GOVERNOR oF IowA, Davenport.” 

Your committee are satisfied that the charges against Surgeon McNutt were 
trivial, and the sentence of the court-martial has done serious injustice to a 
meritorious officer. This view of the case is supported by the fact that over 
twenty of his brother officers testify under oath to the conscientious, faithful, and 
efficient services of Surgeon McNutt. 

They therefore recommend that the bill do pass. 


There being no objection, the bill was laid aside to be reported to 
the House with the recommendation that it do pass. 


ELIZABETH JONES, 


Mr. COTHRAN called up the bill (S. 483) for the relief of Elizabeth 
Jones, widow of John Jones, deceased, and to place the name of said 
John Jones on the muster-rolls of Company B, Second Regiment North 
Carolina Mounted Infantry. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of War be, and he is hereby, directed to 
place the name of John Jones on the muster-rolls of Company B, d North 
re Mounted Infantry, and that he be mustered from the 12th day of Octo- 

Y, 


The report (by Mr. BROWER) was read, as follows: 


The Committee on War Claims, to whom was referred the bil! (H. R, 483) for 
the relief of Elizabeth Jones, widow of John Jones, and to place the name of 
said John Jones on the muster-rolls of Company B, Second Regiment North 
Carolina Mounted Infantry, reports as follows: į 

This isa bill to have the name of John Jones placed on the muster-rolls of 
Company B, Second North Carolina Mounted Infantry, and that he be mustered 
from the 12th day of October, 1863. 

The facts in the case are, that said John Jones volunteered on or about the 
12th day of October, 1863, at Greenville, Tenn., in Company H, afterwards Com- 

y B, Second North Carolina Mounted Infantry; that he drew arms, cloth- 
foe and rations, and did service with said company up to January 14, 1864; and 
that he died at Cumberland Gap of disease contracted in the line of duty. But 
for some reason his name does not appear on the muster-rolls of said regiment. 
These facts are sustained by credible egg ee 

Your committee therefore report back the bill and recommend its passage. 


There being no objection, the bill was laid aside to be reported to the 
House with the recommendation that it do pass. 
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WILLIAM F. C. NINDEMANN. 


Mr. COX called up the bill (H. R. 7801) for the relief of William 
F. C. Nindemann, formerly a seaman in the Navy. 
The bill was read, as follows: 

Be tt enacted, etc., That the proper accounting officers of the Treasury of the 
United States be, and they are hereby, authorized and directed to readjust the 
accounts of William F.C. Nindemann, formerly a seaman in the Navy of the 
United States, serving on board the Arctic exploring steamer Jeannette, and to 

to him, out of any money in the Treasury not otherwise appropriated, the 
crence between the pay of a seaman and the pay of a carpenter in the Navy 
from the 26th day of June, 1879, to the 1st day of June, 1883. 


The report (by Mr. TIMOTHY J. CAMPBELL) was read, as follows: 


The Committee on Claims, having considered House bill No.7801, leave 
to report the same to the House favorably, calling attention to the following 


facts: 

The bill directs the proper accounting officers of the United States Treasury 
to pay to William F. C. Nindemann, out of money not otherwise appropriated, 
the difference between the pay of a seaman and the pay of a carpenter in the 
Navy, from the 29th day of June, 1879, to the first day of June, 1883. 

Your committee find that said Nindemann, on the 2ist day of June, 1879, en- 


vessel was abandoned and sank in the Arctic From 
29th of October, 1881, he continued to perform his duties faithfully in all re- 


Mr. George W. Melville, Chief of the Bureau of Steam Engineering of the 
Navy Department, one of the survivors of the Jeannette ex, ition, says, ina 
letter dated March 8, 1888, and addressed to your committee, ut Nindemann's 
services: 

“During the whole of the cruise he did duty as a carpenter, as well as keep- 
ing a watch while the ship was under way on her passage from San Fran 


until we were frozen in the ice of the cOcean, That hedid good and faith- 
ful service at the time the ship was badly injured and in danger of sinking. He 
and the chief carpenter worked night and in water up to their knees build- 


was commended by 
of the Navy for this special beam Sie 

“During the whole of the cruise of the Jeannette, after her | on the retreat 
to the coast of Siberia, and during the search for the dead in the Lens Delta he 
was a zealous servant of the Government and did his duty to the utmost,” 

In view of these facts your committee is of the opinion that said Nindemann 
is entitled, if to nothing else, at least to the lawful pay pertaining to the position 
held by him during his ce. 

Your committee therefore recommend respectfully the passage of this bill. 

There being no objection, the bill was laid aside to be reported to 
the House with the recommendation that it do pass. 

LAURA E. MADDOX. 

Mr. CRAIN called up the bill (S. 2201) for the relief of Laura E. Mad- 
dox, widow and executrix, and Robert Morrison, executor of Joseph 
Maddox, deceased. 

The bill was read, as follows: ° 

Beit etc., That all matters in relation to the agreement of Joseph H. 
Moldee ond his made with the supervising agent of the Treasury, 
with the approval of the Secretary of Es auy; for the deli of tobacco an 
other rty under the permit, safi , and orders of the ident of the 
United States, are hereby referred to the accounting officers of the Treasury De- 

* partment for determination upon the evidence taken and now on file in the office 
of the clerk of the United States Court of Claims and the War Department, and 
any other competent evidence; and the accounting officers of the Treasury are 
hereby autho: empow and directed to adjust, settle, and pay to the 
said ra dox, executrix, and said Robert Morrison, executor of the 
said Joseph H. Maddox, now d out of any money in the Treasury not 
otherwise appropriated, the amount found to be due him in his own rs as 
well as assignee, on account of the loss and damage sustained by the said Mad- 
dox and his associates by the seizures by the military forces of the United States 
of the tobacco evehaeed) by them or him under their said agreement, and which 
was actual); Skan ADA MOE DY thie United States, by or under the orders of a 
military officer or officers of the United States, which said amount shall not ex- 
ceed the value of the tobacco at the time it was taken: Provided, That no recoy- 
ery shall be had for the tobacco destroyed by fire in the city of Richmond, 

The report (by Mr. LAWLER) was read, as follows: 

The Committee on War Claims, to whom was referred the bill (S. 2201) for the 
relief of Laura E. Maddox, widow and executrix, and Robert Morrison, execu- 
tor of Joseph H. Maddox, d report as follows: 

Your committee adopt the report made by Senate Committee on Claims of 
the present Congress, and report back the bill and recommend its passage. 

There being no objection, the bill was laid aside to be reported to 
the House with the recommendation that it do pass. 

JAMES M. WILLBUR. 


Mr. TIMOTHY J. CAMPBELL. Mr. Chairman, I would like to 
inqguireif we are still calling the roll in theletterC. I was not present 
when my name was called, but Ihave a very important bill that I would 
like to ask consideration of. 

TheCHAIRMAN. Thename of the gentleman has been passed, and 
could only now be recurred to by unanimous consent. 

Mr, TIMOTHY J. CAMPBELL. ‘ThenI ask unanimous consent to 
be permitted to call upa bill. s 

There was no objection. 

Mr. TIMOTHY J. CAMPBELL. I ask consideration of the bill (S. 
1044) authorizing the Secretary of the Treasury to state and settle the 
account of James M. Willbur with the United States and to pay said 
Willbur such sum of money as may be found due him thereon. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and he is hereby, di- 


tary 


rected to pay to James M. Willbur such sum as may be found due him for excess 
in weight of material and superficial measurement in illuminated tiling, frames, 
and supports thereof, placed by him in, on, and around the New York post-office 
and court-house building, in excess of the weight of that which was contracted 
for at the contract prices for said material as stipulated with and paid to Bart- 
lett, Robbins & Co. in their contract with the United States for illuminated tilin 

ding, together with any increased and extra expense or cost ipourred, 
by said Willbur from any changes made in the weight and character 
of said tiling from that which was specified in the contract of said Willbur with 
Bartlett, Robbins & Co. 


BSEC. 2. That the Secretary of the Treasury may make said settlement upon 


the re of such excess of weight and superficial measurement, said report 
being by the direction of the Secretary of the Treasury and Senate 
committee, by the experts, Solomon J. Fague and Archibald Given, of cate 
April 21, 1886, to the Senate committee and on file with the Senate Committee 
on Claims; but if not satisfied with the report of such experts, the Secretary of 
the Treasury shall, within thirty days from the passage of this act, cause a re- 
weighing of said material to be made by two sworn experts, one to be ap- 
inted by him and one by claimant; and a third to be appointed by the two 
rst appointed, in case they shall not agree; and he shall then pay to said Will- 
bur the difference of excess in weight and superficial measurement as found by 
said e ts between the illuminated tiling and frames and supports thereof fur- 
nished by said W illbur and that originally contracted for between said Willbur 
and on Robbins & Co. at the contract peo agreed upon for such work 
and material with and paid to said Bartlett, Robbins & Co. by the United States; 
and the same shall be taken and accepted by said Willbur in full and final set- 
tiement of his claims against the United States on said account, 

Sxc. 3. That the sum of $52,000, or so much thereof as may be necessary, be, 
and the same is hereby, appropriated, out of any moneys in the Treasury not 
otherwise appropriated, to enable the Secretary of the Treasury to carry out 
and execute provisions of this act. 


Mr. KILGORE. Ido not understand what the amount appropriated 
here is for. Is this sum to be paid the claimant? - 

Mr. TIMOTHY J. CAMPBELL. In reply to the gentleman from 
Texas let me say that this does not specify what amount is due. It 
permits the Secretary of the Treasury to make a thorough examina- 
tion, and what he finds is properly due as the amount the claimant 
should receive for sold and delivered and material furnished for 
the new post-office in New York, that he may be permitted to settle 
the claim on that basis. 

Mr. KILGORE. I understand this is a claim for extra pay. 

Mr. TIMOTHY J. CAMPBELL. No, sir; I will say to the gentle- 
man that itis for extra work done and demanded by the architect; 
and when this contractor came to be paid it was found that there was 
no money in the Treasury. He was told that the only remedy was to 
come to Congress and secure an enabling act to authorize the Secretary 
to audit and settle the claim. 

Mr. KILGORE. Who is to ascertain the amount to be paid? 

Mr. TIMOTHY J. CAMPBELL, Why, the Secretary of the Treas- 
ury; and he will of course appoint experts to examine the matter. The 
bill has already passed the Senate unanimously. 

Mr. BUCKALEW. Let us have the reading of the report. 
$ a ELENME My understanding is that this is a claim for about 

52,000. 

Mr. TIMOTHY J. CAMPBELL. Oh, no; there is nothing of the 
kind. That can not be possible. For the information of the gentle- 
man from Texas, I will state that this has already passed the Senate 
of the United States unanimously, and also the House bill is favorably 
reported from the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. KILGORE. I understand that this bill appropriates about 
$52,000 to carry out the purpose of it. 

Mr. TIMOTHY J. CAMPBELL. In case he is entitled to that 

amount found by the experts to be due him on account of this work 
and for goods delivered to the United States, he will be paid that 
amount; but if it is found that nothing is due him itis within the 
power of the Secretary of the Treasury to cut the amount down to 
nothing. He may cutit down to $10. 
T KILGORE. I withhold my objection until I hear the report 
Mr. TIMOTHY J. CAMPBELL. My colleague, Mr. Cox, intro- 
duced this bill and he understands the case thoroughly, and he can,.no 
doubt, state what there is of it much better than the report. 

Mr. KILGORE. I did not call for the reading of the report. 

Mr. COX. Ifthe report is read there will be no other business done 
to-day. It is a very lengthy report and rather unartificially drawn. 
It is simply a transcript of the reports made from time to time by dif- 
ferent committees in favor of the bill through a series of years past, 
and the report is not drawn by a skillful man in such matters. 

Mr. KILGORE. The gentleman from Pennsylvania demanded the 
reading of the Topor 

Mr. COX. Ithink my friend from Pennsylvania will not insist upon 
that when I make a brief statement. 

This man, who undertook this contract, was bankrupted by the action 
of the Government. He was compelled to furnish illuminated tiling 
beyond the contract, and he became bankrupted and could not get his 
bill through for the amount that was due him. All he asks now is 
that the account may be stated at the Treasury and whatever is found 
to be due him may be paid. 

Mr. KILGORE. But the bill fixes the amount at $52,000, and, asI 
understand it, would authorize the Treasury to pay that amount. 

s . Very well; if that is due him—— 

Mr. KILGORE, Ifyou will amend the bill tosay whateveramount 

may be found due. 


Mr. COX. I will readily agree to that. This man certainly ought 
to have something from the Government of the United States, and I 
thank the gentleman for the suggestion. I will then ask to strike out 
in the bill the amount fixed and insert ‘‘ whatever amount may be 
found due by the accounting officers of the Treasury.’’ 

Mr. BUCKALEW. I withdraw the demand for the reading of the 
report. 

Mir. COX. I find on an examination of the bill that it already p 
vides an appropriation of whatever sum may be necessary, so it does 
not need the amendment suggested by the gentleman from Texas. 

There being no objection, the bill was considered and ordered to be 
ng aside to be reported to the House with a favorable recommenda- 

n. 
CATHOLIC CHURCH, DALTON, GA. 


Mr. CRISP. I ask consideration of the bill (H. R. 6560) for the re- 
lief of the trustees of the Catholic church at Dalton, Ga. 
The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Treasury be authorized and re- 
quired to pay to the trustees of the Catholic church at Dalton, Ga. out of any 
money in the Treasury not otherwise es Tinn rage sum of $5,000, to reim- 
burse them for the loss of their church building, which was used by the Federal 
Army in 1864 and 1865 as a small-pox hospital, and afterward burned by orders 
of commanding Federal officers to prevent the spread of small-pox contagion. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Let the report in that case be printed in the REC- 
ORD. 
The report (by Mr. STONE, of Kentucky) is as follows: 

The Committee on War Claims, to whom was referred the tion of the 
trustees of the Catholic church at Dalton, Ga., submit the following repprt: 

That the trustees of the Catholic church at Dalton, Ga.,ask an appropriation 
of $5,000 to reimburse them for the loss of their church building, which was 
used =. the Federal Army in 1864 and 1865 as a small-pox hospital, and after- 
= ror aes, by the orders of the commander of the post to prevent the spread 

pox. 

It appears from the proof submitted that in 1864 the officer in command of the 
United States troops at the post of Dalton took and used for a hospital the said 
church; afterwards the church was used PoR? for those suffering from small- 
pox; that after the ones pears of the l-pox there were great fears by 
citizens of Dalton, as well as the Federal soldiers, that the contagion would 
again s unless said church was destroyed; that with this fear a commit- 
tee of citizens called upon General Judah, commander of the Federal Army at 
Dalton, and urged him to adopt some decisive measure to prevent the spread 
of the contagion. General Judah informed the committee that the only certain 
way to prevent the spread of the contagion was to burn the edifice, and he is- 
sued an order to effect; and the church was burned that day. 

Your committee are of the opinion that the Government should reimburse 
the ce pregees of this church for their loss, and report herewith a bill and recom- 
mend its 


The bill was laid aside to be reported to the House with the recom- 
mendation that it do pass. 


EDWARD BRADEN AND JOB W. ANGUS. 


Mr. CULBERSON. I ask consideration of the bill (S. 145) for the 
relief of Edward Braden and Job W. Angus. 
The bill is as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and he is hereby, di- 
rected to pay, out'of any money in the Treasury not otherwise appropriated 
the sum of $2,006.17 to Edward Braden and Job W. Angus, that sum being foun 
equitably due by the Court of Claims from the United States to said Braden and 
Angus in the construction of quartermaster depot buildings at San Antonio, 
Tex., under contract of Juro 7, 1876, made between said Braden and Angus 
and the Quartermaster-General. 

Mr. SAYERS. I will simply state that this matter has been re- 
ferred to the Court of Claims, and the bill passed by the Senate is 
based upon the findings of that court. It has been due for more than 
twelve years. 

There being no objection, the bill was laid aside to be reported to 
the House with the recommendation that it do pass. 


AMERICAN GROCER ASSOCIATION, NEW YORK. 


Mr. CUMMINGS. I ask consideration of the bill (H. R. 5248) for 
the relief of the American Grocer Association of the city of New York. 
The bill is as follows: 
Be it enacted, elc., That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and he hereby is, au- 
thorized to pay, upon the order of the Postmaster-General, to the American 
‘Grocer Association of the city of New York, the sum of $486, orso much thereof 
‘as may be found equitably due, for postage erroneously paid by said association. 
There being no objection, the bill was laid aside to be reported to the 
House with the recommendation that it do pass. 
BRIG OLIVE FRANCES, 
Mr. BOUTELLE. Mr. Chairman, I was unavoidably absent when 
My mame was called at last Friday’s session, and I now ask unanimous 
‘consent for the consideratidn of the bill (H. R. 820) for the relief of 
the owners and officers of the brig Olive Frances, and others on board 
jsaid brig. ? 
Mr. MCMILLIN. Let the bill be read, subject to the right of ob- 
: jection. 
The bill was read, as follows: 
Be it enacted, etc., That the claims of the owners and officers of the brig Olive 
Frances, of Machias Port, Me., and others on board said brig, for d 
losses sustained by reason of collision of the United States gun-boat W. 


with said brig, on July 30, A. D. 1886, be, and the same are hereby, referred for 
examination and adjudication to the district court of the United States for the 


district of Maine. : 
Sec.2. That said parties, or such of them as shall choose to join therein, may 
at avy time within twelve months from the final passage of t act file in said 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


8835 


court a petition, which thereafter may be amended, at the discretion of the court, 
in the same way that other pleadi in said court are amendable, which - 
tion shall sct forth all the material upon which the said parties jointly or 
severally rely in support of their said claims; and the court shall thereupon 
order such notice to be given to the United States or to its representatives, and 
such further proceedings to be had as to answers or other pleadings in said case 
as it shall deem proper. 

Sxc.3. That in regard to the trial or hearing of said cause, the same rules and 
modes of proceedings as to evidence, mode of trial, liability for @ and 
measurement of and otherwise, including the right of à shall 
apply as in other causes of admiralty between individual owners of colliding 
v , and shall also be determined upon such legal or equitable principies as 
shall be applicable thereto. 

Sec. 4. That said claims shall not be barred by any statute of limitations; and 
should it on the said trial or final hearing be determined that anything isdue to 
the said parties, the said court shall render judgment thereforagainstthe United 
States for the amountso found to be due to them, jointly orseverally, and certify 
the same to the Secretary of the Treasury of the United States for payment; and 
the sum necessary to pay the same ishereby appropriated outof any moneys in 
the Treasury not otherwise appropriated. 


Mr. McMILLIN. I ask for the reading of the report in this case, 
retaining the right to object. 

The CHAIRMAN. The first question is: Is there objection to the 
request of the gentleman from Maine? 

Mr. McMILLIN. Let us have the report reserving the right. I 
want to see the reasons for the bill before I waive the right of objec-. 
tion. 

The report (by Mr. LANHAM) was read, as follows: 


The Committee on Claims have considered the bill (H. R. 820) for the relief of 
the owners and officers of the brig Olive Frances, etc., and recommend that the 
bill do pass, with the following amendments: 

Strike out all of section 3 of the bill; strike out all of section 4 after the word 
“severally,” in line 6,and insert the words “with right of appeal as in other 
cases,” 


A favorable report on this claim was made in the Forty-ninth Con; by 
the Committee on Claims, and so much of said report as is applicable is ap- 
pended hereto for the information of the House. 


[House Report No. 1158, Forty-ninth Congress, first session.] 

‘This bill provides for the reference to the district court of the United States 
for the district of Maine, for examination and udication, the claims of the 
owners and officers of the brig Olive Frances, of asport, Me., and others 
on board said brig, for Hassans and losses by reason of collision of 
the United States gunboat Winooski with said brig on July 30, 1866. 

The Committee on Claims of the House of Representatives of the Forty-fifth 
Congress, third session (Report No. 21), reported a bill to refer these claims to 
the Court of Claims. The report contains a statement of the circumstances un- 
der which the brig Olive Frances was disabled, and, for the information of the 
House, is hereto appended, marked Appendix A. 

A bill similar in its provisions was favorably reported from the Committee on 
Claims of the Forty-sixth Congress, second session (Report No, 915). The last- 
mentioned committee use the following language, which we adopt: 

“Your committee are of the opinion that under the circumstances of this case 
the claimants should have the same rights to recover from the United Statesand 
to prove their claim that they would have had if the United States had been a 
private corporation or an individual. 

“There is no reason in justice or equity why the United States should be under 
a greater or less obligation than an individual would be under similar cireum- 
stances, and all such cases of collision between vessels, owned by individuals or 
private corporations, are heard and determined in the United States courts of 
admiralty under the rules applicable to proceedings in admiralty. 

“A claim of this kind involves many, and perhaps disputed, questions of fact 
depending upon admiralty law; as, for example, whether the parties were both 
negligent; whether the claimants in the display of lights and otherwise com- _ 
plied with the law and used due diligence; what is the measure of damages 
and the amount thereof, etc,; and it seems to the committee that all the vari- 
ous questions appertaining to this case can best be decided in a court of admi- 
ralty, where the evidence may be taken and the witnesses cross-examined, and 
the Government can be represented by its law officers, and other proceedings 
shall be had as in cases in admiralty between individuals.” 

APPENDIX A. 

The Committee on Claims, to whom was referred the bill (H.R. 2517) for tho 
relief of the owners of the brig Olive Frances, having had the same under con- 
sideration, respectfully report that from the evidence presented they find the 


folowing facts: 
The brig Olive Frances was built at East Machias, in the Stateof Maine, in the 
year 1864. mnage was 330.61 tons. 


said brig almost immedistel 
Said gunboat lay by said brig till 
and fastened to and endeavored to tow her into some port, but, after ng 
several large hawsers, the brig keeled over further, and, finding it impossible to 
tow her, she was abandoned at sea. 

At the time of the collision a very thick fog prevailed. Said brig had the 
lights burning then uired by law, namely, a green light on the starboard 
side and a red light on the port side, with inboard screens, with a lookout prop- 
erly ned and on duty at the time, who sounded a gong every two or three 
minutes, and there was also a fog-horn, which was frequently sounded. The 

d was about southwest. The brig was braced sharp up on the wind, and 
was heading about south by east, and was about 40 miles from Sambro light on 
the Nova Scotia coast, There was a moderate breeze, and the brig was under 
light sail and making about 3 knots an hour. The Winooski came up under the 
lee of said brig and struck her on the port side, abreast of the forerigging. The 
Winooski was heading about west by south. 

The bow of the Winooski cut into the deck of the brig about two planks in 
depth and then backed out. Captain Small, of the brig, called out to the gon- 
boat, “You have not cut us down to the water’s edge,” and received reply from 
the gunboat, ‘We havea prow extending out 6 feet from our bow under water, 
which has gone through you.” This proved to betrue, as the brig immediately 
filled with water, 

It appears that when the gunboat discovered the brig, she reversed her wheels, 
but not in season to ae ae collision. ance sai 

aoe bile Sibekec api y capsized that no consequence was sayed ; 
and the officers and cr w lost nearly all their DANT effects. The evidence 
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at the fime she dis- 
seven knots per hour, 
and the collision occured forty-five minutes later, and from its effects we infer 


does not show at what the gunboat was felons A 
covered the brig, but at midnight the log showed a rate o 


there had been no change. 

Your committee are satisfied there was no fault or negligence on the part of 
the brig that contributed to the collision. In the absence of fault on the part of 
the g vessel, the presumption, prima facie, is that the steamer is answer- 
able, and so it hasbeen ruled by the Supreme Court. (Steamer Oregon vs. Rocca 
et al., 13 How., 570; Pope etal. vs. R. B. Forbes, 1 Olif., 338.) Steamers having 
more power and Maced than sailing vessels, and being more immediately sub- 
ject to control, greater caution and v: 


ance are eg eee of those in charge of 
them to avoid collision. (Baker vs. City of New York, 1 Clif., 75; Pope vs. 
Forbes, 1 Cliff., 371.) 


In the opinion of the committee the principal and primary fault of the Wi- 
nooski was in running at too great speed in such a fog. She was on the coast 
of Nova Scotia, within 40 miles of Sambro light, in the track of commerce; and 
with a fog so dense that a light could not be seen more than a ship's length, is 
evidence to your committee that her rate of speed was too great, and that it was 
through her fault the collision occurred. 

The question is of such character and importance that your committee are of 
opinion that the facts should be examined in a court where the Government 
may be re: nted, and therefore ri gee back the bill with a substitute referring 
the claim to the Court of Claims, and recommend that the same do pass. 


Mr. MCMILLIN: I desire to know of the gentleman from Maine 
whether he is willing to accept an amendment providing that this case 
shall go to the Court of Claims, with the right of appeal, instead of to 

- the court he designates. 
Priore LANHAM. I think the gentleman from Maine ought to accept 
t. 

Mr. McMILLIN. This is a proceeding taking the matter out of the 
regular channel; and for one I must say, from the report containing 
thestatement of facts that affect the Government’s liability, there are no 
circumstances which in my judgment would justify a change from the 
regular channel. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. Mr. Chairman, this bill simply provides an op- 
portunity for the owner of the vessel, which was sunk by a United 
States gunboat, to bring action against the United States, 

Mr. McMILLIN. When was this bill first introduced in Congress ? 

Mr. BOUTELLE. Itwasintroduced years ago and reported to three 
or four Con favorably. : 

Mr. McMILLIN. It has been twenty-odd years since the cause of 
action arose. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. This report which I hold in my hand shows that 
the bill has been favorably reported in three Congresses; but for one 
reason or other it has not passed both Houses at any one Congress. 

Mr. McMILLIN. When was it first introduced? 

Mr. BOUTELLE, It was presented immediately atter the occur- 
rence as I understand, and it has been delayed time and again from 
the inability to get it through both Houses in one Congress. It was 
reported upon favorably by the Committee on Claims of the last Con- 
gress and is reported unanimously by the Committee on Claims of this 
Congress. The whole purport of the bill is to permit this case to be 
tried in the United States district court on the ground that it involves 
admiralty questions which can be better disposed of by such court 
than by the Court of Claims. It contains questions of the rules of the 
sea and the tracks of vessels on the ocean which can be better dealt 
with in an admiralty court. 

Mr. TURNER, of Georgia. Has there ever been an adverse report 
on the case? 

Mr. BOUTELLE. There has never been an adverse report, and I 
would state that this bill was drawn after consultation between the 
parties and Supreme Court Justice Clifford, now deceased, who made 
some suggestion as to the manner in which it should be drawn. 

Mr. MCMILLIN. I will state to my friend that there was no lia- 
bility against the Government in this instance. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair understands that this debate is pro- 
ceeding by unanimous consent, and the bill is still subject to objec- 
tion. y 

Mr. TURNER, of Georgia. I would ask whether there is anything 
in this bill which makes the Government distinctly liable for the neg- 
lect of one of its officers? Does it submit to the court the question of 
the liability of the Government under existing law, or does it create 
liability by the Government ? 

Mr. BOUTELLE. I will state that this bill provides that the case 
shall be taken to the district court of the United States just as a suit 
would be taken between the owners of this vessel and any corporation, 
and makes the Government subject to the verdict ofa jury in a United 
States count. 

Mr. LANHAM. It is to simply go to the court that they may have 
it tried there, subject to the right of appeal. 

Mr. TURNER, of Georgia. The gentleman is aware that the Gov- 
ernment is not liable for the negligence of its officers. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. The committee this year have inserted an amend- 
ment providing it shall be subject to appeal, so that the fact of the lia- 
bility of the Government shall be controlled by the rules and prece- 
dents of the courts of the United States entirely. 

Mr, PERKINS. If there is any defense on the part of the Govern- 
ment it seems to me that the defense is a great deal more likely to be 
inte l in a court of admiralty than in the Court of Claims. 

Mr. McMILLIN. It is not likely that the parties would go toa 
court where they are more liable to be defeated. The reason why they 
would go to that court is—— 


Mr. BOUTELLE. The object in asking that the case be sent tothe 
district court is not with any view to a more favorable verdict, but be- 
cause that court hears admiralty questions, and also because it would 
be a great convenience to these poor people who live in that region. 

Mr. WILSON, of Minnesota. The gist of this action is the lia- 
art d of the Government for the neglect of one of its officers, is it 
not - 

Mr. BOUTELLE. That is the question. 

Mr. MCMILLIN. The committee is adjudicating the question of 
contributory negligence, or rather that there was no negligence on the 
part of the sailing vessel. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. Oh, no. 

Mr. WILSON, of Minnesota. I ask whether the whole gist of this 
action is not an attempt to make the Government liable for the negli- 
gence of one of its officers, 

Mr. BOUTELLE. Itis to refer the case to the district court under 
the laws as they stand, and under the precedents and rulings of the 
ou of the United States to ascertain whether there is any liability 
ata 

Mr. WILSON, of Minnesota. I can not concede that there is any 
occasion that we should establish such precedents. 

Mr. DOUGHERTY. Asa member of the committee—— 

Mr. STRUBLE. I demand the regular order. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. I trust the gentleman will withdraw the demand 
for the regular order in order that the gentleman from Florida [Mr. 
DouGHERTY] may be able to make a statement. 

Mr, STRUBLE, I did not demand the regular order in opposition 
to the bill, but in order that we may proceed. 

Mr. DOUGHERTY. As far as I understood, as an individual mem- 
ber of the committee, the object of this bill is to determine by a court 
competent to try such questions under the law which applies to such 
questions, whether or not the reckless running down of vessels of a 
corporation or of individuals places any liability upon the Government 
to pay for these vessels, ‘That is the object of the bill, 

Mr. McMILLIN. As the committee adjudicates upon no contro- 
versy I want to make this statement in view of the statement of the 
gentleman from Texas [Mr. LANHAM]. The committee have pre- 
judged; for they say: 

Your committee are satisfied there was no fault or negligence on the part of 
the brig that contributed to the collision, 

Mr. LANHAM. That would have no effect, however, on the judg- 
ment of the court. That is a mere expression of opinión by the com- 
mittee as to the facts upon which they predicate the right of the claim- 
ants to go into court at all, but it would be no legal or competent evi- 
dence before the court, It is simply the opinion of the committee as 
to the facts. 

Mr. DOUGHERTY. - If there had been any negligence on the part 
of the vessel, my judgment is that the committee would have denied 
the claim in toto but all the proof went to show that the negligence 
was wholly on the part of the United States vessel. 

Several MEMBERS. It order. 

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection to the request of the gentle- 
man from Maine? 

Mr. WILSON, of Minnesota. I object. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. Mr. Chairman, does it not require five objections 
to prevent the consideration of a bill? 

The CHAIRMAN, TheChair understands that the gentleman from 
Maine [Mr. BOUTELLE] first asks leave to be allowed to call up a bill 
out of order because he was not in here when his name was called, and 
one objection is sufficient to defeat that request. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. Mr. Chairman, I think there isa misunderstand- 
ing about this. I understand the gentleman from Minnesota to desire 
simply to object to the bill under the rule; I do not understand that 
he desires to object to my having the privilege of the rule. 

The CHAIRMAN. ‘The gentleman from Maine asks leaye to be 
allowed to call up a bill under the rule as if his name had not been 
passed. One objection is sufficient to defeat that request. Is there 
objection ? 

Mr. WILSON, of Minnesota, If I have power to object, I will ob- 
ject to this bill or to any bill which goes upon the theory that the Gov- 
ernment is liable for the negligence of its officers. 

The CHAIRMAN, Objection is made. The next name will be 
called. 

DANIEL T. HEDGES. 


Mr. DALZELL. I call up the bill (H. R. 167) for the relief of 
Daniel T. Hedges and Edward D. Spalding, executors of Charles E. 
Hedges, deceased. È 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, ete., That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and he hereby is, di- 
rected to pay to Daniel T. Hedges and Edward B, Spalding, executors of Charles 
E. Hedges, deceased, the sum of $11,329, being the valué of provisions found by 
the Court of Claims to have been furnished by him to the Yankton Sioux In- 


dians in the winter of 1866 and 1867, by authority of the Indian agent, to prevent 
the actual starvation of said Indians, 


‘The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection to the consideration of this 
bill? 
Mr. McMILLIN. Let us hear the report, 


1888. 


The report (by Mr. ALLEN, of Michigan) was read, as follows: 


The Committee on Indian Affairs, to whom was- referred the bill (H, R. 167) 
for the relief of Daniel T, Lia ego Edward B. Spalding, executors of Charles 
s Hedges, deceased, having the same under consideration, report as fol- 

ows: 

The claim which this bill proposes to pay was referred to the Court of Claims 
by the Committee on Claims of the Forty-cighth Con, for a finding of facts 
under the act of March 3, 1883, commonly called the “Bowman act.” That 
court has found the facts as follows: 

“ [Court of Claims, Congressional Case No. 130. Daniel T. Hedges and Edward 
B. Spalding, executors of Charles E. Hedges vs. The United States. ] 
" FINDINGS OF FACT. 

“The claim in the above-entitled suit having been transmitted to this court 
by the Committee on Claims of the House of Representatives, on the —— day of 
January, 1887, and the Attorney-General having appeared for the defendants, 
and the suit having been brought to a hearing on the —— day of April, 1887, the 
court, upon the proofs and evidence, and after hearing William B. King, esq., 
of counsel for the claimant, and F, P, Dewees, esq., of counsel for the defendants, 
finds the following facts: ty 


“Daniel T. Hedges and Edward B. Spalding are executors of Charles E. Hedges, 
deceased, who was in the year 1866 and 1867 a licensed trader at the Yankton 
Sioux Indian Agency, in the Territory of Dakota, 

s i. 

“From November, 1866, until May, 1867, there were no provisions at said 
agency for the subsistence of the Indians, belonging either to the United States 
or to said Indians. The corn planted by the Indians in the spring of 1866 was 
a failure in consequence of the destruction of the same by the grasshoppers. 
The distribution made to the Indians some time in the summer previous was 
by the Ist day of November exhausted, so at that time the Indians were with- 
out provisions or the means of purchasing the same, 

MUL — 

“On the Ist day of November aforesaid P., H. Conger was,as he had been for 
some time previous, the Indian agent at said place, and had in his hands as 
such between $1,000 and $2,000, a sum very inadequate to the wants and neces- 
sity of said Indians. In order to relieve the ship of the situation the said 
agent oe bgaa said deceased to furnish said Indians provisions, consisting of 
flour, coffee, sugar, and bacon. Some time after the lst day of November, and 
during the winter of 1866 and 1867, the said agent visited the city of Washington 
in order to confer with the Government in relation to the condition of said 
tribe. Upon the faith of and request so made by said nt, the deceased, be- 
tween the Ist day of November, 1866, and May 10, 1867, furnished said Indians 
flour, coffee, sugar, and bacon amounting tothe sum of $11,829, The said nt 
continued absent at Washington the most of said winter, and the provisions 
were furnished during his absence, as they had been before his departure and 
after his return, dat 


“Up to the winter of 1866 the United States had not furnished regular supplies 
or provisions to the Yankton Sioux Indians; they had to rely upon the small 
balance which was left of their annuities, after having purchased their cloth- 
ing, and ME what they could raise upon the agency lands by farming, for sub- 
sistence, In the years 1866 and 1867 they were in very destitute circumstances, 
‘There were about 2,500 dependent upon the money in the hands of the agent for 
su pars At the time the agent left said agency to confer with the authorities 
at Washington as to the condition of said Indians the d was assured b; 
said agent that if he would advance provisions for said Indians during h 
absence he (the agent) would use his official influence to induce the Govern- 
ment to pay decedent, The supplies furnished by Charles E. Hedges were nec- 
essary to the support of the Indians, and without such supplies they would have 
died of starvation. The money mentioned as being in the hands of the agent 
as aforesaid was exhausted by him for the support of the Indians before he left 
for Washington. The said provisions were issued to the head-men of the bands 
and distributed by the head-men among the Indians. It does npt appear that 
the deceased or his administrators have received any pay for said provisions, 
either from the Government or from any other source.’ 

As it appears from these findings that the claim is for provisions furnished the 
Indians at the request of theIndian agent in order to prevent actual starvation, 
the committee think that the claim should be paid. 

The Yankton Sioux Indians are now in receipt of an annuity of $25,000 per an- 
num under the provisions of Article IV of the treaty of April 19, 1858 (11 Statutes 
at Large, e 744). As thisclaim is for subsistence Ak s furnished to the In- 
dians, and used by them under pressing necessity, it would seem proper that 
their annuities should be charged with the amount thereof. The committee 
TEASE S wary the following amendment: 

“Pro , That the above amount shall becharged toand deducted from the 
annuity account of the said Indians.” 

And recommend that the bill so amended do pags. 


Mr. McMILLIN. I wish to ask the gentleman what amount of 
annuity is required for the support of these Indians at the present 
time? 

Mr. HOLMAN. They get $25,000 a year. 

Mr. McMILLIN. What proportion of that is necessary for their 
support ? 

Mr. STRUBLE. Iam not advised as to that. 

Mr. McMILLIN. You do not know whether we are starving the 
living to pay the dead or not? 

Mr. STRUBLE. No; I do not understand that we are, though, or 
the committee would not have recommended the passage of the bill. 
pas that Mr. ALLEN, of the committee, examined the case very care- 

ually. 

Mr. McMILLIN. When was this claim first presented to Con- 


gress? 

Mr. STRUBLE. My first acquaintance with it was in the Forty- 
eighth Congress. 

Mr. McMILLIN. You do not know how many years the claim was 
permitted to rest before application was made to Congress? 

Mr. STRUBLE. I do not, but I understand from the parties who 
are the attorneys for the administrators that they have been diligently 
at work seeking to recover the amount from the Government. 

Mr. McMILLIN. How is it that these Indians were permitted to 
go in a starving condition during a good part of two years while Con- 
gress was actually in session? 
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Mr. STRUBLE. Up to about the time when this claim arose they 
had not been granted anything, but they were then granted an annu- 


ity. 

Mr. McMILLIN. The report shows that under the treaty of 1858 
they were granted an annuity of $25,000 a year. 

Mr. STRUBLE. I think the report shows that no provision was 
made for the support of these Indians up to about this time, and it 
goes on to show that the corn crop which they had been raising was 
destroyed by grasshoppers. 

Mr. MCMILLIN. It says that, but it also says that this annuity of 
$25,000 is given to them under the treaty of 1858. 

Mr.STRUBLE. I donotknow when that annuity began to be paid. 
It might have been provided for by that treaty, and yet it might not 
have been paid until a later time. I have not consulted the law. 

Mr. MCMILLIN. Itis very strange that these parties were per- 
mitted to go on to furnish, and did furnish, this large amount of sup- 
plies, when there was an existing treaty under which these Indians 
were allowed $25,000 a year. 

Mr. STRUBLE. The report shows that upon the failure of the 
crop there was in the hands of the agent from $1,000 to $2,000, that 
that sum was exhausted by the 1st of November of that year, and 
that the Indians were entirely without provisions; that the agent went 
to Washington to get relief for the Indians, and that he arranged with 
this trader that, if he would undertake to supply them with food, he 
would have him paid. With that understanding, the trader went on 
and supplied food and saved the lives of these Indians, for, as the re- 
port shows, they would have starved if he had not intervened. 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from Tennessee object? 

Mr. MCMILLIN. Ido not. While I am not entirely satisfied as 
to the merits of the claim, I do not feel like objecting. 

Mr. SPINOLA. I wish to inquire the amount of the claim. 

Mr. McMILLIN. Eleven thousand-odd dollars. 

Mr. SPINOLA. Covering halfa year’s allowance of these Indians? 

Mr. McMILLIN. Yes; the claim is to be deducted from the amount 
of the annuity payable to them. That is the reason I asked whether 
it was proposed to starve the living in order to pay the dead. 

Mr. SPINOLA. I shall object—— 

Mr. STRUBLE. Before the question is put whether the bill is ob- 
jected to, I would like the Committee of the Whole to hear the gen- 
tleman from Michigan [Mr. ALLEN] who reported the bill. 

TheCHAIRMAN. This debate is proceeding by unanimous consent, 
subject to objection. 

Mr. ALLEN, of Michigan. This food was furnished to these In- 
dians before the advent of railroads in that part of the country, and 
when transportation was very expensive. Theamountis large because 
of the cost of the food—much larger than the same amount of food 
would cost now. I examined carefully the items upon which this bill 


is 

Mr. McMILLIN. The gentleman will allow me to ask when this 
bill was first presented to Congress. The claim seems to have origi- 
nated twenty-odd years ago. 

Mr. ALLEN, of Michigan. Without data, which I have not now be- 
fore me, I can not say when the claim was first presented to Congress, 
I know that at the time the bill was referred to me by the committee 
for examination I was very much surprised at the amount of the charge 
made for supplies; but I investigated the matter carefully, comparing 
as nearly as I could the prices charged with the prices of such articles 
in that part of the country at the time when the claim originated, and 
I found that the charges were reasonable, because the cost of transpor- 
tation was very heavy, making the expenses of getting supplies to that 
part of the country much greater than at present—two or three times 
as much. I was myself very much prejudiced against this claim until 
I very thoroughly examined thecase. I am now satisfied of two things: 
First, that these supplies were furnished to the Indians on the promise 
of some one—— 

Mr. STRUBLE. The Indian agent. 

Mr. ALLEN, of Michigan. Thattheyshould bepaid for. Theperson 
furnishing the supplies did not wait to get a formal order or approval 
from the Government, but went ahead and supplied these Indians with 
food enough for their immediate wants. I am satisfied that such were 
the facts in regard to the origination of the claim. Iam satisfied, in 
the second place, that this claim has never been paid. Hence I deem 
it just that the Government should now pay this money to the repre- 
sentatives of the person who furnished these supplies. Of course the 
DATE will eventually come out of the funds of the Indians, as it 
should. 

Mr. BUCKALEW. I desire to say-—— 


The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. > 


BUCKALEW] rise to object? 
Mr. BUCKALEW. I understand the bill is up for consideration. 
The CHAIRMAN. The bill is still open to objection. ‘The Chair 
KET put the question, Is there objection to the consideration of 
e bill? 
Mr. BUCKALEW. Ido not object to the consideration of the bill, 
but I desire to make a remark on the merits. 
The CHAIRMAN. The Chair hears no objection. 
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Mr. SPINOLA. I reserve the right to object until the gentleman 
from Pennsylvania has been heard. 

Mr. BUCKALEW. Mr. Chairman, I wish to make a remark which 
applies to a class of bills of which this becomes one by reason of the 
amendment reported by the committee. In its original form this bill 


posed simply that the Government of the United States pay to the ba 


þndividual claimant the amount of this claim. The committee, by the 
proposed amendment, has changed the biil substantially into an ap- 
propriation of Indian funds, there being reserved by treaty, as I un- 
derstand, to this tribe an annual payment of twenty or twenty-five 
thousand dollars. Now, the committee, by the amendment, proposes 
virtually to appropriate for the payment of a claim more than twenty 
years old moneys secured to this tribe by treaty; and this is to be done 
without any hearing of the tribe to be affected by the bill, or of any 
agent or other person representing them. I submit that in all cases 
where Indian moneys secured by treaty between the United States and 
any Indian tribe are to be appropriated the tribe, or an agent of the 
tribe, should be heard either by the Court of Claims or whatever tri- 
bunal may determine the question of payment. Otherwise what may 
happen? Very probably a dispute between the Government of the 
United States and the Indian tribe as to alleged misappropriation of 
their moneysin acase where they have not been heard, and where they 
might upon a proper hearing show cause againstsuch payment. Isub- 
mit, therefore, that this bill ought not to pass in the shape in which the 
committee has reported it. No bill of this character should be 

without making provision for granting a hearing to the tribe whose 
money is to be appropriated, or some representative of the tribe. 

Mr. STONE, of Kentucky. I call for the regular order. Let the 
question be taken whether there is objection. 

The CHAIRMAN. Are there five objections to the consideration of 
this bill? [A pause.] A sufficient number of members have arisen, 
and the bill is not before the Committee of the Whole for consideration. 

Mr. STRUBLE. If consent be given for the consideration of this 
bill I will move an amendment that this money be paid in two annual 
installments, so as to obviate the objection that we are taking too much 
at once from the annuity of these Indians. Upon this statement, I 
would like to have the bill considered. 

The CHAIRMAN. Objection by a sufficient number of members 
has been made. 

ORDER OF BUSINESS. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. The gentleman from Minnesota [Mr. WiLson] 
informs me that he misunderstood the effect of his objection made a 
few moments ago to the consideration of the bill I desired to call up. 
He did not intend to deprive me of the privilege of calling up the bill 
subject to five objections. 

Mr. WILSON, of Minnesota. I did not wish to take advantage of 
the fact that the gentleman was absent when his name was reached 
and made the call out of the regular order. I did, however, object to 
the pill. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. I would like the eee of calling up the bill 
under the same condition which has applied to othermembers; that is, 
subject to five objections, [Cries of ‘‘ Regular order !” ] 

The CHAIRMAN. The regular order is called for; and unless the 
call be withdrawn, the Clerk will call the next name on the roll. 

MRS, LOUISA H. HASELL. 

Mr. DARGAN called up the bill (H. R. 2875) for the relief of Mrs. 
Louisa H. Hasell. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That there be, and Weer Are appropriated from the Treas- 
ury of the United States the sum of $350, in compensation for the use by the 
United States Army of the house and other buildings in Summerville, 8. O., be- 
longing to Mrs. Louisa H. Hasell, during the years 1865 and 1866, in full satis- 
faction for any damage to said Laci poss 4 arising from or incident to the occupa- 
tion of the same by the said Army; and the Secretary of the Treasury is hereby 
directed to pay that sum to Mrs, Louisa H. Hasell or her legal representatives, 


Mr. HOLMAN. Eet the report be read. 
The report (by Mr. MANSUR) was read, as follows: 


The Committee on Claims, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 2875) for the 
relief of Mrs. Louisa H. Hasell, have had the same under consideration, and re- 
port that a similar bill and for the same amount was introduced into the Forty- 
ninth Congress,and on April 6 a favorable report was made thereon, and your 
son ne being satisfied with the same, adopt it as their own, which report is 
as follows: 

“The bill proposes to pay Mrs. Hasell $350 in full com on for the use, 
by the United States Army, of her house and other buil in Summerville, 
8. C., in the years 1865-'66, and for all damages to said property incident to said 
occupancy, . 

y pers accompanying it appears that the property consisted of a 
dwelling of six rooms, a wooden building for servants, and stable. These build- 
ings were in good order and habitable when they were taken possession of b. 
Colonel Beecher, United States Volunteers, and used as a sigan ge hospital, 
from the 6th day of July, 1865, to May 6, 1866. Petitioner was paid $50,or at the 
rate as per month, for this use, there being no contract at the time possession 
was taken. 

“The kitchen and stable were almost if not kaune destroyed, and the property 
otherwise very much injured, Those dying of small-pox were buried in and 
upon the lot, and since the surrender petitioner has been unable to rent or use 
the premises. The testimony is abundant that, for the use of the premises an 
the damages sustained, petitioner would be entitled to as much and probably 
more than she claims. 

“These facts are shown by several affidavits of parties co; t of the cir- 
cumstances, and all of the correspondence of the Arm to whom the 
claim was referred, and they are fully corroborated in 


report of a board of į Jul, 


a š officers especially detailed to examine this claim, said report concluding 
as follows: 

“* First. That the ncn owed was occupied by the Government as a small-pox 
hospital from July 6, 1865, to May 6, 1866, a period of ten months, and that §50 
in currency was paid, at the rate of $5 per month, as rent for the same. 
“Second. That the amount of ape eet ites is all and probably more 


and paid to the said Louisa H. Hasell.’ 

zs report was returned by the acting assistant adjutant-gencral (Louis V. 
Caziarc) to the chief quartermaster, approved, and payment was ts ap un- 
til Con; should remove ons on the payment of claims w! arosein 
States lately in eaen sere É pis at: 

that the rento perty was the on come of the 
herself and two Sal sree to support. a 


ip of the case, that it was occupied for awhile and injured 
somewhat after the proclamation declaring the insurrection at an end in South 
Carolina, as also the strong indorsement of the justice of the claim by the Army 
officers, and, after looking at the facts, we conclude to report tho bill back, and 
recommend its passage.” 

Mr. HOLMAN. I do not intend to object to the passage of this bill, 
which on some accounts isa very meritorious case. In view, however, 
of the large number of bills passed through the committee for paying 
rent for occupation of property I desire to call attention to the act 
of 1867, prohibiting payment of any of thatclassof claims. The Clerk 
will find it at the foot of the page. It prohibits the payment of claims 
which accrued before the period was reached when the Supreme Court 
decided the war had terminated. I ask that it be read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

An act to declare the sense of an act entitled “An act to restrict the jurisdiction 
of the Court of Claims, and to provide for the payment of certain demands 


for quartermasters’ stores and subsistence supplies furnished to the Army of 
the United States.” 


Be it enacted, ete., That the provisions of chapter 240 of the acts of the Thirty- 
eighth Congress, first session, approved July 4, 1864, shall not be construed to 
authorize the settlement of any claim for supplies or stores taken or furnished 
or the use of or used by the armies of the United States, nor for the occupation 
of or injury to real estate, nor for the consumption, appropriation, or destruc- 
tion of or damage to personal property by the military authorities or troops of 
the United States, where such claim originated during the war for the suppres- 
sion of the Southern rebellion, in a State or part of a State declared in i 
tion by the proclamation of the President of the United States, dated July 1, 
1862, or in a State which, by an ordinance of secession, attempted to withdraw 
from the United States Government: Provided, That nothing herein contained 
shall repeal or modify the effect of any act or joint resolution extending the 
peroneo the said act of July 4, 1964, to the loyal citizens of the State of 

'ennessee or of the State of West Virginia, or any county therein, 


Mr, HOLMAN. It will be observed that we are paying claims the 
payment of which has been expressly prohibited by this act. They 
are considered and reported as though they were valid claims against 
the United States, although they have been expressly prohibited by 
law and should not be paid. When we come to general legislation, 
that has begn the uniform rule adopted; but as I have already stated, 
we have passed claim after claim of this character through the com- 
mittee. 

Mr. ALLEN, of Michigan. Do I understand the gentleman from 
Indiana to say that the act which he had read forbids the payment of 
this class of claims? 

Mr. HOLMAN. It prohibits the payment of such claims. Congress 
can repeal the act at any time if it is in favor of these claims; but 
general legislation up to this time has declared they shall not be paid. 
thes every Friday such claims are reported and passed through this 

ouse. 


Mr. ALLEN, of Michigan. Let the gentleman object to this one. 


and I will object to the next one. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I find myself so entirely alone I have quit the 
business. 

Mr. KERR. If these claims are to be allowed, the rule should be 
made general. 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman object? 

Mr. KERR. Ido. 


The CHAIRMAN. Those who object will rise. [After a pause. ] 
Five members not objecting, the bill is before the committee for con- 
sideration. 

Mr. KERR. I object to the bill. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question will be submitted to the com- 
mittee. 

The bill was laid aside to be reported to the House with the recom- 
mendation that it do pass. 


CAPT. RODERICK M’INTOSH. 


Mr. DAVIS called up the bill (H. R. 393) to provide for the pay- 
ment of the claim of Capt. Roderick McIntosh. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


d f- Beit enacted, ete., chat haro Sie apyroptiaten and paid out of the Treasury of 


the United States, from moneys not otherwise appro , the sum of $166.96, 
in addition to the sum of $180 heretofore paid, to Capt. Roderick McIntosh, 
master of the schooner Bucephalus, for services in aig js Leiycooted- gg and 
Fe rn Rae SRE KA Renee. Bucksport, Me., in 
vs 


the matter was at one time referred to Surg. W. j 


1888. 
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The report (by Mr. KERE) was read, as follows: 


The Committeé on Claims, to whom was referred the bill (EL R. 393) for the 
relief of Roderick McIntosh, submit the following facts, stated in the report on 
this claim by the committee of the Forty-ninth Congress: 

Capt. Roderick McIntosh, the claimant, master, and owner of the schooner 
Bucephalus, of Provincetown, while en; hing on the Grand Banks of 
Newfoundland, rescued, on the 8th of July, 1885, the master and crew (in all 
nine persons) of the schooner Astoria, of Bucksport, Me. The rescued crew 
were taken from three small boats, in which they had left their sinking ves- 


exhau 
where he arriv ray? be , 1855, and gave t 
American consul at t Ser and immediately returned to the fishing grounds, 
which he reached July 24, 1885. 
fifteen days, and he encountered a severe storm, which 
compelled him to enter a provineial port and repair 
expense, and which would have been avoided but for the delay, 
makes noclaim for compensation on account of these losses. 
Tho amount of said claim in detail is as follows: 
To board of nine persons (crew of Astoria) from July 8 to July 20, 1895, 
at 50 cents per diem CACH.........ic0recseeseeeeesercsenesenrerererestessenes SuSe Sas $54.00 
Thirteen men (crew of Bucephalus) eight days, 50 cents per diem each, 
from July 16, date of leaving banks, to July 24, date of returning 


He, however, 


thereto... . R RR 52.00 
t days’ Ju July 
1885, at $16.67 per diem 133, 36 
Fight days’ wages of master of Bucephalus, at $4 per diem. . 32.00 
Eight days’ hire of Bucephalus, at $8 per diem............... a facaetpee eat RLY 64.00 
335.36 
To port charges paid at St. John's: 
To fresh water. .- $3.30 
Harbor dues. 2.00 
6.00 
11.30 
r 346. 66 
Amount paid by GovernMment.......sp.s.sssssseesssssrierssseussssersei sessessng desens 180.00 
Balance of claim............. EA E ENE N cobgus ossad exten osisssa 166. 66 


Your committee sre of the opinion that the charges are reasonable, and that 
the balance of the claim beyond the amount received from the Government 
should be paid. 

Your committee recommend that the bill be amended by striking out the 
word “ ninety-six,” in the fifth line, and inserting the word “sixty-six;”’ and, 
when so amended, that the same do pass. 


The amendment of the committee was agreed to, 
There being no objection, the bill as amended was laid aside to be 
reported to the Honse with the recommendation that it do pass. 


BRIG OLIVE FRANCES. 

Mr. DINGLEY. I call up the bill (H. R. 820) for the relief of the 
owners and officers of the brig Olive Frances and others on board said 
brig. It is the same bill my colleague asked to be taken up some time 
ago out of order and failed. The bill and report have both been read. 

Mr. DAVIS. Then I move that the reading of the bill and report 
be dispensed with. 

Mr. ROGERS. Were they read to-day ? 

Mr. DINGLEY. They were. 

Mr. SPINOLA. I object. 

Mr. LANHAM. I hope there will be no objection to dispensing 
with the reading of the bill and report, as they have already been read 
during the day. 

Mr. SPINOLA. I object to the consideration of the bill. 

The CHAIRMAN. ‘The Chair hears no objection, and the reading 
of the bill and report will be dispensed with. 

Mr. DINGLEY. This is a case of a collision between a Government 
vessel and a private vessel. The bill refers it for examination and ad- 
judication to a court of admiralty. 

I wish to say that there have been numerous cases of collision at sea 
between Government vessels and private vessels, where the Govern- 
ment being at fault, and shown to be at fault, has paa the damagesin 
the same way that private citizens are required todo. It seems to me, 
therefore, in view of cases already determined of this character, that 
such a question as this should be referred to a court acquainted with 
the admiralty rules and practice, to adjudicate the question as to 
whether or not anything should be paid for the damage done to this 
vessel, 

Mr. LANHAM. I demand the regular order. 

The CHAIRMAN. The only question before the committee is 
whether or not there is objection to the consideration of this bill. 

Five members objecting, the bill was not considered. 

DAVID L. BRAINARD AND OTHERS. 


Mr. DORSEY. Mr. Chairman, I ask consideration of the bill (S. 
937) for the relief of David L. Brainard and others. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Rice, and William H. Cross, of the United States Army, who were on duty with 
Lieut. A. W. Greely in the Arctic regions from July 1, 1881, to June 30, 1884: 
Provided, however, That if any of the aforesaid nineteen persons shall have died 
prior to June 30, 1884, the allowances herein for commutation of fuel, extra- 

uty pay, and quartersshal! be computed at the rates stated to the death of such 
persons, respectively; and in such case the amounts found due shall be paid to 
the widow of the deceased, if any survive; andif none, to the children, if any; 
and if none, then to the next of kin of such person lawfully entitled, 

Mr. MCMILLIN. Let us have the report read, subject to the right 
of objection. 

The report (by Mr. ROBERTSON) was read, as follows: 

The Committee on Military Affairs, to whom was referred Senate bill 937, for 
the relief of David L. Brainard and others, beg leave to report the same favor- 
ably, with the recommendation that it do pass, 

Mr. MCMILLIN. That report shows absolutely nothing concerning 
the claim, and I shall object to the passage of the bill on such-a state- 
ment as that. 

Mr. DORSEY. Will the gentleman allow me a word of explana- 
tion? 

Mr. McMILLIN. Certainly. z 

The CHAIRMAN. The first question is,is there objection to the 
present consideration of the bill? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. DORSEY. I have sent for the report on the House bill, which 


gives full information as to the case, and I ask that that be read. Iam 
expecting it every moment. 
Mr. McMILLIN. I have no objection to that. r 


I do not think, though, that a bill of this kind ought to go through 
without some statement or explanation. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on laying this bill aside. 

Mr. McMILLIN. I understood that leave was given to have the 
report read. 

The CHAIRMAN. ‘The report was read, the Chair submitted the 
question, and no objection was made to the consideration of the bill. 

Mr. McMILLIN. I had indicated my intention to object, but the 
gentleman from Nebraska asked that it be withheld so as to have the 
report on the House bill reid, which he had sent for. 

The CHAIRMAN. If there be any misunderstanding, the Chair 
will cause the report to be read. It can only be done, however, by 
unanimous consent. Is there objection? 

There was no objection. 

The report (by Mr. ROBERTSON)-was read, as follows: 


The Committee on Military Affairs, to whom was referred the bill (H. R.3192) 
for the relief of David L. Brainard and others, respectfully report the same fa- 
vorably with the following amendment: Strike outall after the words “and 
if none,” in line 34, and insert in lieu thereof the words “then to the heirs 
or legal representatives of deceased,” and as so amended that the bill do pass. 
For fuller information the following is appended hereto— 


[Extracts from the report of the Committee on Claims, Forty-ninth Congress.] 


This bil! provides for the payment to each of nineteen enlisted men, who ac- 
companied Lieutenant Greely on the Lady Franklin Bay Expedition in 1881-4, 
of the sum of $703.75, in lieu of commutations of fuel and quarters, and for ex- 
tra-duty pay, in each case, 

The facts connected with this expedition are yet fresh in the public mind, and 
need not be here rehearsed at length. A brief statement of the origin and pur- 
pa of the expedition, and the equities upon which this bill rests, are all that 

is deemed necessary. 

The expedition was purely in the interest of science, and was set on foot and 
carried out under the direction of the Government of the United States. The 
sundry civil appropriation bill approved March 3, 1881, contained an appropria- 
tion of $25,000 to be expended for— 

“ Observation and exploration in the Arctic Seas: for continuing the work of 
scientific observation and exploration on or near the shores of Lady Franklin 
Bay, and for transportation of men and supplies to said location and return,” 

It was proposed to take a party of men toa pointon the shore of Lady Frank- 
lin Bay, erect quarters for them, and leave them there for atime to carry out the 
purposes of the clause just cited. Relief wasto be sentas needed. It was known 
that the service would be one of hardship and danger. The gloom and loneliness 
of the Arctic winter, with all its in eal a of comfort, were to be encountered. 
Should the ice not break up and allow the relieving vessels to ascend Smith’s 
Sound, Kane Basin, and Kennedy Channel, starvation would be imminent. 
For this service the best men were n General Orders No. 35, dated April 
12, 1881, hereto annexed, were issued. Subsequently, and before the departure 
of the expedition, and after the men had been. selected, another and a special 
order, purporting to be authorized directly by the President of the United 
States, was issued. It was in the following words: 


“War DEPARTMENT, ADJUTANT-GENERAL’S OFFICE, 
“t Washington, May 24, 1881, 

“Sim: Iam directed to inform you that the President authorizes,under the pro- 
visions of section 3648, Revised Statutes, the advance to each officer ordered to 
duty at Lady Franklin Bay of one year’s pay and allowances, and to each en- 
listed man of four months’ pay and allowances. He also directs that pay and 
allowances for the entire force accruing subsequent to the allowance herein au- 
Crees be paid at maturity on the presentation of properly signed and indorsed 
vouchers, 

“Tam, sir, very respectfully, your obedient servant, 
“CHAUNCEY McKEEVER, 
“ dseistant-Adjutant-General in Charge. 

“The CHIF SicNau Orricer.” 

It will be noticed that while General Orders No. 35 discriminated against cer- 
tain allowances, this special order docs not. That the men understood this 
latter order to authorize these allowances is clear, It was the later order—it 
jpeg ee to be, and doubtless was—directly authorized by the President ofthe 

ited States, and m granted to these men what their fellows who remained 
behind, amid the comforts of civilization, would receive. 

Under this belief they de on their expedition. The winter was 
at Fort Conger,on Lady nklin Bay. The summer came, but no relief ap- 

The work of exploration and scientific observation went on. er 
winter amid the snow and ice slowly away; now, surely relief would 


come. The stores were low,and another winter at Fort Conger meant all the 
horrors of starvation. But no peril swerved these indomitable their 


men from 
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duty. Ere the long winter darkness was ended, and while yet the temperature 
was below a point at which it seems possible for human life to endure, Lieuten- 
ant Greely had his parties out e in scientific work. The spring passed, 
the summer was nearly gone, and still no signs of relief,and August 9, 1883, the 
party started southward. So well had the work of the expedition been done 
that Lieutenant Greely was enabled to say: 

“*We had experienced two years of unequaled cold and darkness; nine months 
(less twelve days) had been marked by the total absence of the sun, during 
which the mean temperature had been —31.4° (—35.2° O) Theamount of work 
done was equally extraordinary. The sun had shone four hundred and fifty- 
three days, and on two hundred and sixty-two days from one to three sledge 
parties had been in the ficld on journeys entailing from two to sixty days’ ab- 
sence and 3,000 miles of travel. 

“Our orations covered 3}° of latitude and 45° of longitude, one-eighth of 
the way around the globe above the eightieth Uel. To the northward a 
latitude never before attained on Jand or sea been reached, and for the first 
time in three centuries England yielded to another nation the honors of the 
‘farthest north.’ The end of Greenland, so many times seen or supposed to 
have been, was extended at least 40 miles northward and over a huni miles 
of new shore, never before traveled by the foot of man, added to its coast line,” 

Kennedy Channel was full of ice, and the journey southward was one of peril 
and privation, Cape Sabine was reached, but to the utter disappointment of 
the party no relief vessel was there, and no provisions left for the struggling 
expeditionists, The Proteus was at the bottom, and the Yantic, even as the 
heroic band were struggling southward, had sailed out of Smith Sound, carry- 
ing with it the much-needed stores. No criticism is here intended upon the 
officers of the Yantic. lt is not the province of this committee to rea art 
or report upon that matter. We only state the fact that because of the ure 
of relief the party were detained with very scanty stores another year in 
the Arctic regions, Of the horrors of that year no mere words can express an 
seeacete conception, Sergeant Brainard, speaking in his journal of some dry 

uit, says: 

“When this bread, thoroughly rotten and covered with a green mold, was 
Srna, on the ground, the -famished men sprang to it as wild animals 
would, 

Lieutenant Lockwood, in his diary, writes: 

**One of the annoyances of this life is the difficulty we have in yin to cheat 
the stomach and make our dole of food seem more than it really tis piti- 
ful the value one puts on a miserable little piece of hard, coarse ship-bread.” 

Yet in the face of this Lieutenant Lockwood says: 

“If our fate is the worst, I do not think we shall disgrace the names of Amer- 


icans and of soldiers,” 

Lower ran the stores, weaker and weaker became the Party one by one they 
succumbed to their fate, and far from home and kindred, am d the wild desola- 
tion of Arctic rocks and ice, died as heroes die. June 22, 1884, the survivors, 
more dead alive, were rescued by the crew of the Thetis. Some were too 
far gone to recover; others, after months of illness, have partialty recovered. 
One, at ranges yo lies in hospital, disabled and poor. TheGovernment cared for 
the bodies of the dead with all proper honor and at the public expense. How 
has it cared for the hig hi Let Lieutenant Greely, in the closing words of his 

“Three Years of Arctic Service,” answer: 

“It is inevitable in most great undertakings that the subordinates should be 
relegated to secon places, but I can not believe that our great nation, which 

~ spent money so la ly to save these men, will allow their heroic endurance 
and manly virtues to pass unrewarded. Lieutenant Lockwood and the Esqui- 
maux Christiansen have unhappily passed away, but Sergeant Brainard, who 
strove with them successfully to gain for the country the honors of the farthest 
north, yet remains, after eight years of stainless and extraordinary service, in 
the ranks a sergeant. His manhood, cow , and self-sacrifice, displayed on 
the Polar Sea and at Sabine, would have gained him a commission at once in 
any other service of the world. 

“No man of the party has received promotion, except such temporary ad- 
vancement as my malurging could secure. Two men, with broken health, 
have ad ventured their private fortunes,and one, a most self-sacrificing, soldierly, 
temperate, and loyal man, reds ty these lines are penned, helpless in a city hos- 
pital, aided by private charity, his pension not even awarded. Even the mea- 
ger allowances originally prom: for Arctic service have not been fully paid, 
and the widows of the dead are generally as yet unrecognized.” 

Upon the return of the party to the United States, the Government, in settling 
the accounts of the enlisted men, refi allcommutationforfuel. It paid com- 
mutation for quarters from June 30, 1882, and refused it for the jod preced- 
ing that date; and it paid extra-duty pay up to July 14, 1883, and refused it for 
the period subsequent to that date. 

Since these r p were endured many a young man, reared in an opulent 
home, with influen: friends at hand, having seen no barder service than the 
drills at West Point, has donned the lieutenant’s shoulder-straps, while Brai- 
nard, the sole survivor of those who stood in May, 1882, farther north than the 
foot of man had ever before trodden—the man who during that fearful spring 
and summer of 1854, by his indefatigable exertions in providing food for his fam- 
ishing comrades, undoubtedly saved the lives of the survivors, still wears his 
se nt’s chevrons, 

The indorsements of Lieutenant Greely and General Hazen on the pennon 
filed in this case, also an extract from that petition, are hereto appende: 


APPENDIX. 
[General Orders No. 35.] 


HEADQUARTERS OF THE ARMY, 
ADJUTANT-GENERAL’s OFFICE, 
Washington, April 12, 1881. 
‘The following order, received from the War Department, is published for the 
information of the Army: 
In order to into execution the act approved May 1, 1880, and so much of 
the act roved 1881, entitled “An act making appropriations for 


sundry civil spanen of Government for the 
1882, and for o! pw 


cer, hav 

ditionary force now o! 
of north 

observation. 


the limits of the appropriation, the supplies and transportation deemed needful 
for the expedition; and the pideak wt pe 
proved March 3, 1881, shall be drawn from the Treasury and disbursed, upon 


the regular 
ign: 


titude, at or near Lady Franklin Bay, for the 


tract surgeon. 
to join the party. 


ng June 30, 


4. The commander of the expedition is authorized to hire a steam-sealer or 
whaler to transport the party from St. John’s to Lady Franklin Bay for a fixed 
sum per month, under a formal contract that shall release the United States 
from any and all Perce or claim for dam: in case the steamer is 
injured, lost, or destroyed. The said contract 1 include the services and 
subsistence of the crew of the vessel, and shall require that the said crew shall 
consist of one captain, two mates, one steward, two engineers, two firemen, 
and seven seamen—not less than fifteen in all. Such steam-sealer or whaler 
shall not be hired until it has been inspected by an officer, to be detailed by the 
Secretary of the Navy for that purpose, and found by him fit for the intended 


service, 

5. The prno force shall be assembled at Washington, D. C., not later 
than Mey 15, and St. John’s not later than June 15, 1881. 

6. During their absence on this duty Lieutenant Greely and the other officers 
of the Army my pope td tergen expedition will retain station at Washington, 
D. O. “The enlisted men who may volunteer or be especially enlisted for this 
duty shall receive the pay and commutation allowances (except commutation 
for quarters and fuel) that accrue to men detached for duty in Washington, D.C. 

7. The several bureaus of the War Department will furnish, on requisitions 
approved by the Secretary of War, the necessary subsistence, clothing, camp 
and pean equipage, transportation toSt, John’s, Newfoundland, and return, 
medicines, books, instruments, hospital stores, arms, and ammunition. The 
subsistence stores to be furnished as above directed are for sale, not for issue, 
to the officers and men of the expeditionary force. 


By command of General Sherman : 
R. C. DRUM, Adjulant-General. 


War DEPARTMENT, Washington, D. C., February 13, 1886. 

Respectfully forwarded to the chairman of the Committee on Claims, House 
of Representatives, through the War Department. Extra-duty pay was prom- 
ised the men of the Lad klin Bay expedition by General Orders 35, War 
Department, Adjutant-General's Office, April 12, 1881; and, as stated herein, a 
discrimination was made by the War Department against ihe enlisted men in 
the matter of other commutation. I then pointed outto the honorable the Sec- 
retary of War that nt F. Meyer, who served with the Polaris expedition 
(187178), received such commutation ; but, despite my urgent request, some 
technical point caused the discrimination thesemen. Congress, in later 
years, specifically granted commutation of quarters in similar cases. 

The appropriation for the Army was at no charge for fuel and quarters of 
these men, and for the last year at Cape Sabine they were destitute of both. 
am certain that a clear understanding of this claim would insure these men re- 
ceiving from pipes: hee the amounts asked as being their just dues, not as a con- 
cession for the sufferings of some and death of others. Mr. Biederbick («nd pre- 
sumably the others) needs the money. He has been long ill from his long serv- 
ice, and fot two or more months was in a New York hospital, which generously 
rA his expenses from its endowment fund, I cannot too strongly urge 


justice. 
A. W. GREELY, 
First Lieutenant h Cavalry, United Stats Army, 
Late Commanding Lady Franklin Bay Expedition. 
War DEPARTMENT, OFFICE OF CHIEF SIGNAL OFFICER, 
> February 16, 1886, 
I hereby concur in and indorse all that Lieutenant Greely has said of this 
case. This claim is just and ought to be provided for, and I hope will be with- 


out delay. 
W. B. HAZEN, Chief Signal Officer. 


[Extract from affidavit of D. L. Brainard and Henry Biederbick.] 

That while in service there they expected to receive full allowances according 
to law for fuel, quarters, and extra-duty pay, and were entitled to have the same 
commuted to them in money, as provided by the statutes and regulations in 
pursuance thereof, upon their return from the icy North, after long, arduous, 
and perilous service of years, during which time they endured unceasing hard- 
snipe and many lost their lives in the performance of their duties; by some 
technical construction of the law they are refused their allowances, although 
all allowances to which officers are eligible were granted to the officers serving 
on the said expedition. 

‘That the members of the United States Signal Corps stationed in this city dur- 
ing that period received the allowances which the affiants ask. if men 
serving amidst the comforts of civilization received their allowances, so much 
the more should they in their remoteness and solitude. That, moreover, two 
men of the Point Barrow expedition, under command of Lieutenant Ray, who 
remained in the Arctic one year less than the affiants, received these allow- 
ances by special act of Congress approved. That also Sergt. F. Meyer, Signal 
Corps, on duty with the Polaris expedition, 1871-72, received in full similar al- 
lowances and commutation, The affiants are poor, and have earned their 
money. They appeal to Corigress for a speedy settlement of their just claims. 


Before the conclusion of the reading of the report, 

Mr. FARQUHAR said: I ask unanimous consent that the further 
ters of the report be dispensed with, as the case has been clearly 
stated. 

There was no objection. 

There being no objection, the bill was considered and laid aside to be 
reported to the House with the recommendation that it do 

The bill H. R. 3192, of the same title, was ordered to be reported to 
the House with the recommendation that it be laid on the table. 

A. P. SWINEFORD. 


Mr. DOUGHERTY. I desire to call up for present consideration the 
bill (H. R. 6012) for the relief of A. P, Swineford. 

The bill was read, as follows: 
pien and reed to pond to AD Seino sore oe ayri re etei 
money in the Treasury not otherwise approp: , the sum of $611.38, amount 
of salary from July 1 to September 13, e 

Mr. HOLMAN. Let the report in that case be read. 

The report (by Mr. DoUGHERTY) was read, as follows: 


The Committee on Claims, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 6012) for the 
relief of A. P. Swineford, having considered the same, beg leave to report as 


follows: 
ak billidentical with this was re favorably from the Committee on Claims 
in Forty-ninth second session. The report states all the facts, and 
this committee adopts that report and recommends the passage of the bill. 
The report is as follows: 
[House Report No. 3993, Forty-ninth Congress, second session.] 
The beneficiary of the accompanying bill, A. P. Swineford, governor of Alaska, 


1888. 


was appointed to the position he holds in June, 1885, and on the 18th of that 
month took the proper oath of office at the city of Washington before the chief 
justice of the supreme court of the District of Columbia. For a short time there- 
after he wasdetained in Washington upon official business preparatory to assum- 
ing the duties of his office and in making the necessary preparations for the 
journey to Sitka, the seat of government. While thus engaged, and in view of 
suggestions as to his right to salary before actually reaching the seat of govern- 
ment, he applied to the Secretary of the Interior for a formal leave of absence 
from June 17, in response to which he was officially informed by letter of July 
11, 1885, that he was expected to reach his post of duty at the earliest possible 
date, but that until that time the fact of his not having formally assumed the du- 
ties of his office at Sitka would not be considered against his salary, which 
would be allowed from and including June 18, 1885, the date of his official oath. 

He finished his official and personal preparations at the earliest possible dute, 
and started for Alaska via the Northern Pacific Railroad and steamer from Port 
‘Townsend, PugetSound. He had made careful inquiries at the Post-Office De- 
partment to ascertain the day upon which he could leave Port Townsend upon 
this steamer, and was informed by officials of that Department that she left, on 
mail schedule time, on the Mth day of August. Governor Swineford, acting 
upon this information, reached Portland August 12, and there learned thatthe 
steamer had sailed from Port Townsend on the llth, three days ahead of time. 
He, however, immediately proceeded to Victoria, British Columbia, and endeav- 
ored to find other means of transportation. He reported his detention to the 
Interior Department both by telegram and letter, and, failing to secure any 
other transportation, was obliged to wait for the next mail steamer from Port 
Townsend, which he took, reaching his destination, Sitka, Peptemae 15, 1885, 
waone immediately reported his arrival and the assumption of the duties 
of his office. 

It oppas beyond question that Governor Swineford used the utmost dili- 
gence in endeavoring to reach Sitka at the earliest moment after his appoint- 
ment; that the delay referred to was occasioned solely by necessary oficial 
posano and the failure of the steamer to follow her schedule time, and that 

e was acting during all of the time under the official assurance that his com- 
pensation would run from the 18th of June, 1885. 

Your committee are entirely satisfied that under the circumstances his salary 
for this period should be d. The accompanying bill covers salary for the 
period named, except from the 18th day of June to the 1st day of July, for which 
time he was paid by the Treasury Department before any question on the sub- 


arose. 

Copies of official co: ndence with the Interior Department, covering the 
question, are hereto a’ ed, together with a letter of the First Comptroller, 
sustaining the justice of the claim and recommending its allowance. 

Your committee, accordingly, favorably report the accompanying bill, and 
recommend its passage. 


TREASURY DEPARTMENT, FIRST COMPTROLLER'S OFFICE, 
Washington, D. C., June 11, 1886. 

Sır: In usting the accounts of A. P. Swineford, governor of the Territory 
of Alaska, I have been compelled to disallow his pay from July 1 toSeptember 
14, 1885, because he had not complied with the law by commencing his duties 
within the Territory, but claimed pay for the time by reason of the fact that the 
Secretary of the Interior had granted him leave of absence. 

‘The act of May 1, 1876 (19 Stat.,43), has this provision: “And hereafter pay- 
ment of salaries of all officers of the Territories of the United States appointed 
by the President shall commence only when the person appointed to any such 
office shall take the proper oath and shall enter upon the duties of such office 
in such Territory ; ” an eye A the act organizing the Territory of Alaska 
authorizes the governor of the Territory to take the oath before any circuit or 
district judge, it does not dispense with his going to the Territory to commence 
his duties before he can receive his pay; but it does provide, that “the laws of 
the United States, not locally inapplicable to said Territory, and not inconsist- 
ent with the provisions of this act, are hereby extended thereto” (act of May 17, 
1834; 23 Stat., 27). : 

I regard the former act as applying to all officers of Territories, whether organ- 
jzed or unorganized. Under existing law I could not allow compensation in 
this case; but Congress can, in its discretion, grant the relief which is asked by 
the governor, and the facts of the case seem to me to render it proper. 


Very respectfully, 
M. J. DURHAM, Comptroller. 
Hon. SAMUEL J. RANDALL, M. C., 
Chairman of the Committee on Appropriations, 
House of Representatives. 


DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR, 
‘ashington, February 1, 1837. 

Sır: In response to your letter of the 26th ultimo, requesting to be furnished a 
copy of any letter in this Department granting leave of absence to Governor A. 
P. Swineford, of Alaska, from July 1 to September 13, 1885, I have to inform you 
that there is no such letterof record in this Department; but there are inclosed 
herewith copies of all correspondence relative to Governor Swineford’s absence 
during the year 1885. 


ery respectfully, 
H. L. MULDROW, Acting Secretary. 
The CHAIRMAN OF THE COMMITTEE ON CLAIMS, 
House of Representatives. 
DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR, 
Washington, D. C., July 11, 1885. 
Sır: Acknowledging the receipt of your application of this date for a leave 
of absence from June 17 ultimo, when your predecessor received notice of 
his suspension from office, until August 15 proximo, when you say you expect 
to reach Alaska, I have to inform por that the De ment expects you to ar- 
rive at your post of duty at the earliest date possible, until which time the fact 
of your not having formally assumed the duties of your office in Sitka will not 
be considered against your salary, which will be allowed from and including 
June 18 ultimo. 
Please report the date of your arrival in Sitka. 


Very respectfully, 
H. L. MULDROW, Acting Secretary. 


Hon. ALFRED P, SWINEFORD, 
Governor of Alaska, 
Washington, D. C. 


Port TOWNSEND, WASH., August 19, 1885. 
(Via Seattle, August 20, 1885.) 
To the SECRETARY OF THE INTERIOR, 
Washington: 

Detained at Victoria on account of wrong information given me at Post-Office 
Department. Can’t charter steamer except at exorbitant price. Coast Sur- 
vey steamer Hassler at Victoria unemployed on account dense smoke. If ceon- 
sistent, please secure telegraphic order proper authority to Captain Snow to 
take me to Sitka, otherwise can’t get there for nearly onemonth. Please an- 
awer to Victoria, care American consul, 

A. P. SWINEFORD, Governor of Alaska, 
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VICTORIA, B. C., August 20, 1885. 

Sm: I made bold to wire you yesterday the fact that I was detained here on 
account of wrong information given me at the Post-Office Department as to the 
date the mail steamer would sail from Port Townsend for Alaska ports. Act- 
ing on such information, which I had every reason to consider perfectly relia- 
ble, I made my calculations to be at Port Townsend on the 13th, so as to take 
the steamer the following day, which I had been told was her day for sailing as 
per her mail schedule. Arriving at Portland on the 12th I was informed, in 
answer to a telegram sent to the collector at Port Townsend, that the steamer 
had sailed on the llth. I then came on here in the hope of catching a stray 
steamer or vessel that would ca me to my destination, and finding none, 
and being unable to charter any safe transportation at a price within my ability 
to pay, and finding the Hassler unemployed on account of the dense smoke 
from forest fires, which rendered it impossible for her to continue the work in 
which she had been engaged, I ventured to telegraph you as I did. 

I write this simply in justice to myself, and to assure you that I have made 
every possible effort to reach my post of duty in compliance with your order 
to that effect; that I have failed through no fault or negligence of my own, 
but by reason of the mail steamer anticipating her time by three days, as 
stated. Of course, I scarcely expect a favorable reply to my telegram asking 
for transportation; but be assured I will make every possible effort to get to 
Sitka in advance of the next trip of the mail steamer, and report to you from 
my pa of duty, which I am exceedingly anxious to reach without unneces- 
sa elay. 

oping this explanation will suffice to exonerate me from all blame in the 
prem: I am, sir, 
Very respectfully, your obedient servant, : 
A. P. SWINEFORD, Governor of Alaska, 
Hon. L. Q.C. Lamar, 


Secretary of the Interior, Washington, D. C. 


DISTRICT or ALASKA, EXECUTIVE OFFICE, 
Sitka, September 15, 1885, 
Sm: I have the honor to report that I arrived here this morning and imme- 
diately entered upon the discharge of my duties as governor of the district. 
* * * > 


= * * 


Very respectfull, our obedient servant, 
nz ‘A. P. SWINEFORD, Governor of Alaska. 
Hon. L. Q. C. LAMAR, 


Secretary of the Interior. š 

Mr. HOLMAN. Iwouldlike to inquire how long Governor Swine- 
ford remained after he got there? 

Mr. DOUGHERTY. In Alaska? 

Mr. HOLMAN. Yes. 

Mr. DOUGHERTY. I can not answer. 

Mr. HOLMAN. About a week? 

Mr. DOUGHERTY. I do not know how long and can not say. I 
think he got there in September—— 

Mr. HOLMAN. And came back in October or November. 

Mr. DOUGHERTY. No; I think he came in December, and then 
on official business, 

Mr. HOLMAN. I think he was on the floor as early as the first 
week in December. 

Mr. DOUGHERTY. Ido not thinkit makesany difference. When 
he came back he came on official business. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Ishall not object to the bill, but this office isa 
mere sinecure. i - 

Mr. DOUGHERTY. That is not the governor’s fault. 

The bill was laid aside to be reported to the House with the recom- 
mendation that it do pass. 

GEORGE 0. DONNELL. 

Mr. DUBOIS. I ask the present consideration of the bill (H. R. 
3453) for the relief of George O. Donnell. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and he hereby is, au- 
thorized and directed to pay to George O. Donnell the sum of $470.23, out of any 
money in the iTi not otherwise a) propriate, said sum beiug the bounty 


and back pay due said Donnell asa United veteran volunteer ofthe war 
of the rebellion. 


Mr. COBB. Let the report be read. 
The report (by Mr. Crouse) was read, as follows: 


The Committee on War Claims, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 3453) for 
the relief of George O. Donnell, submit the following report: 

George O. Donnell, now a resident of Norwich, Conn., in needy circum- 
stances and greatly ee health, was enlisted in Company A, Second New 
York Heavy Artillery, in September, 1951, and served with that command for 
about two years and six months, He then re-enlisted as a veteran for three 
years in the same organization. 

In September, 1864, Donnell, while in active service with his artillery in front 
of Petersburgh, Va., was attacked with chronic diarrhea. He was sent to ay 
Point and thence to Mount Pleasant Hospital, Washington, D. C., from whi 
hospital he was furloughed and sent home to Norwich, Conn. At the expira- 
tion of the furlough Donnell’s attending home physician applied for an exten- 
sion of furlough, which was granted. Three or four times afterwards his fur- 
lough was extended, and finally two accredited physicians made oath to his 
payes unfitness for service and sent same to the hospital authorities at Wash- 

ngton with his application for discharge; but the war being virtually ended 
the newer was not acted upon, and Donnell, being at no time from the ex- 

iration of his last furlough up to September 29, 1865, the date of muster-out of 

is command, able to travel and rejoin his artillery, was not mustered out and 
did not receive a discharge at the time of mustering out of his command. 

According to the terms of Donnell’s re-enlistment he was to receive $402 as 
veteran bounty, to be paid in installments. There was paid him $162, leaving 
$240 still due him at the close of the war and at the time of the mustering-out 
of his artillery. He neither received any pay for service from the time of his 
first furlough; and so, as was found by the proper accounting officers of the 
Treasury and is of record and evidence, Donnell, at the time of the mustering- 
out of the artillery, of which he had all the time continued an honorable mem- 
ber, though on sick furlough and unfit for active duty during the latier months 
of its service, was entitled, on September 29, 1865, to bounty and pay amount- 


to $470.23. 
áh continued in feeble health, much of the time bed-ridden, aing the 
years immediately following the war, and his condition, as well as his igno- 
rance of the proper methods of procedure, delayed any action looking to the 
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obtaining of an honorable discharge and the bounty and pay due him for 
somo years. In 1878, however, Donnell received an honorable discharge, and 
on October 8, 1878, applied in proper form for bounty Py: The application was 
disallowed on the ground that the records in the Paymaster-General’s Office 
showed that George O. Donnell, Company A, Second New York Heavy Artillery, 
had received all pay and bounty due on January 17,1866, at the subtreasury in 
New York City, in check No. 5308, drawn by James B. Sheridan, assistant pay- 
master-general, for $470.23, to George O. Donnell or bearer. 

Donnell claims thatthe payment of this sum was fraudulently obtained by 
some person fo: g his signature and falsely impersonating him. Affidavits 
are in evidence that at and about the time of the payment (January 17, 1876), as 

wn the records, to O. Donnell of wipes and bounty, 
the real nnell was in North Oxford, It is further in evidence that 
Assistant Paymaster-General Sheridan, in giving check No. 5538 for $70.23 to 
George Donnell or bearer, marked the parroos upon his d . As this 
was some twelve years before the real mnell received his discharge papers, 
it would seem evident that not only was Donnell impersonated, but also were 
his discharge papers forged. ere is also in evidence that the officials of the 
ry Department sought to discover the impersonator of Donnell, but while 
at least one person was implicated in the alleged fraud, positive evidence for 
conviction could not be obtained. 

The reliability of Donnell’s own statements are vouched for by prominent 

citizens of Connecticut and usetts, and the direct evidence submitted in 
case,and all the circumstances surrounding it, lead the committee unani- 
movusly to believe that Donnell has been deprived of bounty and pay by the 
fraudulent representations of an impersonator, and therefore recommend the 


ss of this ial act,as there can be no relief for the claimant through the 
a of War or the Treasury on account of the records there made by 
this fraud. 


There being no objection, the bill was considered and laid aside to be 
reported to the House with the recommendation that it do pass. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


The name of Mr. DuNN was called. 

Mr. PEEL. My colleague, Mr. DUNN, is absent because of the death 
of his child the other day; and I ask unanimous consent that he may 
not lose his place in the cal], I ask that his name be passed over with- 
out prejudice. 

There was no objection. 

The name of Mr. ELLIOTT was called. 

Mr. COTHRAN. My colleague is absent, and I ask that his name 
also may be passed over without prejudice. 

Mr. O’NEILL, of Missouri. For what reason? 

Mr. HEARD. I dislike to appear discourteous; but still I conceive 
it to be my duty to object, for the reason that we, who are lower down 
on the roll, if this course is to be continued, and absent members are 
to be allowed the privilege when they return of having their names 
called, our names will not be reached at all. I do not thinkit exactly 
fair, and in the interest of common justice I must object. 

The CHAIRMAN. Objection is made, and the Clerk will report the 
next name. 

MARGARET POLAND. 

Mr. FULLER. I ask consideration of the bill (H. R. 3880) for the 
relief of Margaret Poland. 

The bill was read for information. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Let the report be read. 

The report was read at length. 

Mr. COBB. This report conclusively shows that this is a case of pure 
spoliation by private soldiers during hostilities, for which the Govern- 
mént is in nowise responsible; and I object. 

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection? [After a count.] More 
than five gentlemen have objected, and the bill will not be considered. 
ALFRED BREUER. 

Mr. FARQUHAR, In my absence some few minutes ago from the 
House my name was passed. I desire consideration of a bill which 
carries with it no appropriation. 

Mr. HOOKER. That is going back on the call. . 

The CHAIRMAN. That can not be done without unanimous con- 


sent. 
Mr. MAISH. Let the bill be read. 


Mr. FARQUHAR. I was called out of the House five minutes ago | 


and two names have been called since mine; that is all. 

Mr. MAISH. Very well. I do not object. 

Mr. McMILLIN. Let the bill be read. 

Mr. FARQUHAR. The bill I ask consideration of is the bill (H. R. 
2688) for the relief of Alfred Breuer. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, ete., That the Secretary of the Navy be, and he hereby is, author- 
ized and directed to remove from the records the charge of desertion against 
Alfred Breuer, late of the United States Marine Corps; and thereupon the said 


Alfred Breuer shall be restored to all rights and privileges as fully asif said 
charge of desertion had never existed. 


Mr. McMILLIN. Let the report be read. 
The report (by Mr. BoUTELLE) was read, as follows: 


The Committee on Naval Aftairs, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 2688) 
for the relief of Alfred Breuer, submit the following report: 

Alfred Breuer affirms that he was in Breslau, Germany, July 3, 1848; that 
he came alone to this stag & landing in New York City in May, 1863; that 
shortly afterwards, on the of May, 1863, he was induced to enlist as a pri- 
vate in the Thirtieth Independent Battery of New York Light Artillery for the 
term years, being then less than fifteen years of age; that he served 
with his command until it was mustered out, be Te es one time seriously in- 
jured, and treated for said injury ata hospital in Alexand: and was honor- 

ischarged at New York City, June 23, 1865, after more two years of 
service in the Union Army. 

He further declares that in the same year, a few months later, he then being 
only seventeen years of age, he was persuaded to enlist in the United States 


Marine Corps, upon representation that on account of his youth and previous 
service in the Army he would be kept on duty at the Brooklyn navy-yard; that 
after about two months he was ordered on rd a man-of-war, and remember- 
ing his rough on the ocean his fear of the sea induced him to desert, 
without PRla tee i serious consequences of his act. 

The evidence shows that he did enlist as stated, May 25, 1863, in the New 
KAn Battery, and that he was honorably discharged June 23, 1865, at New York 


ty. 

The records of the Navy Department show that he was enlisted in the Marine 
Corps October 13, 1865, at New York, for four years, and that he deserted on the 
25th of November of that year from the Marine barracks, Brooklyn. 

in corroboration of his youth at the time of his desertion he has filed with the 
committee a passport issued to him December 21, 1578, beeen him as then 
thirty-one years of age: and he hasalso furnished pho phs of himself, taken 
va a asoa Jy demonstrate his minority, while as clearly establish- 

g entity. 

He declares—and there is no contradiclion—that he was enlisted without his 
knowledge or consent by men who took advantage of his ignorance and his for- 
lorn condition on arrival as an immigrant at New York, defrauding him of 
bounty, and taking from him everything that he had brought from home. 

From the facts submitted the committee are satisfied that said Breuer was a 
minor when e in the Marine Corps, and that his account of his desertion 
is correct. His excellent r is attested by citizens of the highest stand- 
ing in Buffalo, N. Y., where be has married and brought up a family, and the 
recommendation for his relief is signed by prominent officers of the Grand 
Army of the Republic of the State of New York. 

Believing that the story of the experiences of this friendless boy is substan- 
tially true, the committee are of the opinion that his service of more than two 
years in the war before he was seventeen years old amply justifies a liberal 
consideration of the circumstances attending his subsequent offense, and they 
therefore recommend the passage of the bill H. R. 2688, 


Navy DEPARTMENT, Washington, April 11, 1888, 


Breuer,” and to 
to your request for “ such in- 


rting said bill;” 
the De 


have to state that the only information re to this case of w the 
partment was at the date of its reply to the request above mentioned 
was that contained in the official record relating to Breuer's enlistment in, and 


posna it appears that Breuer is a German 
tates in May, 1863; 

listed in the Arm: for a period of three years from y 

orable discharged when the command with which he was mustered out, 
at baie of New York, in June, 1865, and that he was still under age when, in 


he enlisted in the Marine Corps. There is, however, no 


year, 
evidence tending to bring into question the correctness of the official record or 
to show that Breuer was not properly marked asa deserter, and, on the evidence 


submitted, the Department would have no power to remove the mark of do- 


sertion, 

The private testimonials in Breuer’s behalf are from citizens of high standing, 
who, it appears, are well acquainted with his history and who speak of him in 
terms going to show that his personal record since the war is, in every respect, 
unexceptionable, Under these circumstances, and in view of Breuer'’s extreme 
youth at the date of his first enlistment, his honorable d: from the Army 
after serving until the close of the war, and his re-enlistment, while still a minor, 
in the Marine Corps, it would seem that in taking action upon his application 
for the relief proposed by said bill the facts a ing in the evidence and tes- 
timonials above referred to are worthy of consideration. 

The papers which were formally submitted by Hon, J. M. FARQUHAR for the 
inspection of the Department are herewith returned. 

Very respectful, . 


ery y: $ 
«W. OC. WHITNEY, 
Secretary of the Navy. 
Hon. O. A. BOUTELLE, 
Committee on Naval Affairs, House of Representatives. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. Ido not object, and I do not intend to object, 
to the passage of this bill, but I want to call attention to the fact that 
the Committee on Military Affairs reported last winter a bill covering 
every case where an honorable discharge ought to be granted. That 
bill was sent to the Senate and is pending there, and I hope it will 
| not be long before the measure will be acted upon. 
| Mr. BOUTELLE. This is a bill relating to a charge of desertion 

from the Marine Corps. 
Mr. TOWNSHEND. I think the bill we passed covers the whole 


service. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. We had a bill passed by the Naval Committee 
which covers cases relating to the Navy; but this is a special case. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. I merely wanted to call attention to the fact 
that we have passed a bill having this object in view. I do not object. 

Mr. COBB. I object. 

The CHAIRMAN. Are there five gentlemen objecting? [After a 
pause.] There are not. 

The bill was laid aside to be reported to the House with the recom- 
mendation that it do pass. 


THOMPSON M’KINLEY. 


Mr. FUNSTON. I ask consideration of the bill (H. R. 2267) to pay 
Thompson McKinley $375 for service voucher issued to him during the 
late war by Capt. George W. Harrison, assistant quartermaster, United 
States Army. : 

The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the sum of $375 be, and the same is hereby, a) 
ated, out of any funds in the Treasury of the United States not othe 


ropri- 
ap- 


1888. 
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ropriated, for the payment of a certain service voucher given by Capt. George 
Wy. panees assistant quartermaster, to Thompson McKinley, late a private 
in Capt. John Key’s Company A, Rin d Cavalry, Pennsylvania Volunteers, 
for extra expenses incurred by him while on duty as quartermasters agent at 
Romney, Va., during the late war. 


The report (by Mr. THOMAS, of Wisconsin) was read, as follows: 


The Committee on War Claims, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 2267) to 
pay Thompson vita e k for service voucher issued to him during the late 
war by Neg George W. Harrison, assistant quartermaster, United States Army, 
make the following report: 

Your committee find that the following service voucher was given to the said 
Thompson McKinley on March 31, 1862, to wit: 


“The United States to Thompson McKinley, Dr. ` 


“Yor services rendered as agent for assistant quartermaster United States 
Army, at Camp Keys, Romney, Va., and Cumberland, Md., from November 1, 
1861, to March 31, 1562, being five months, at $75 month, $375. 

“I certify that the above account is correct and ust, and that the services were 
rendered as stated, and were necessary for the public service. 

“GEO. W. HARRISON, 
*Caplain and Assistant Quarlermaster.” 


The voucher is made in duplicate and indorsed as follows: 


“ Approved, and ordered to be paid. 
“B. F. KELLEY, Brigadier-General.” 


The voucher has never been paid. The facts in relation to the transaction are 
as follows: During the occupation of Romney, Va., in the winter of 186162 by 
the United States Army, said Thompson McKinley was taken from his regiment, 
Ringgold's Cavalry, Pennsylvania Volunteers, and placed on detached duty as 

juartermaster’s agent at that post; the assistant quartermaster was Capt, George 

. Harrison, under whose directions claimant was acting. He served in that 
capacity for the time stated and received the said voucher, which was approved 
by the then commanding general, Brig. Gen. B. F. Kelley. 

There is no question as to the justice of the claim so far as the value of the 
services are concerned, 

The voucher has never been paid. Claimant mislaid the voucher,and fora lon: 
time it was not found by him. When presented to the Quartermaster-Genera. 
the same was rejected by him on the und that the claimant was an enlisted 
man and was not for that reason entitled to thesame. 

Your committee find by reference to the Army regulations that private soldiers 
are permitted to receive extra compensation for extra service, and your com- 
mittee are of opinion that the quartermaster under whom he seryed and the 
general in command at the time are the best judges of the value of the services 
rendered, and that as neither the service nor the value of the same is disputed, 
the same should be pae : 

Your committee therefore recommend the passage of the bill. 


The Dill was laid aside to be reported to the House with the recom- 
mendation that it do pass. 
LUCIEN GOYAUX. 


Mr. GAY. I ask consideration of the bill (S. 1582) for the relief of 
the estate of Lucien Goyaux. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Beit enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and he is hereby, di- 
rected to pa: to the representatives of Lucien Goyaux the sum of $1,545, out of 
any money in the Treasury not otherwise appro: ; thesame hos- 
pital stores, vehicles, harness, and saddlery taken from said Lucien Goyaux, de- 
pone tre Rouge, La,, for the use of the United States Army, during the 
war o > 

Mr. HOLMAN. Iask that the report be read. 
The report (by Mr. WILKINSON) was read, as follows: 

The Committee on War Claims, to whom was referred the bill (S, 1582) for the 
relief of the estate of Lucien Goyaux, report as follows: 

The committee find the facts of this case fully and accurately stated in Senate 
report from the Committee on Claims of the present Congress, which report is 
hereto annexed and made a part of this report. 

Your committee adopt the said report as their own, and report back the bill 
and recommend its passage. 


[Senate Report No. 1366, Fiftieth Congress, first session.] 


The Committee on Claims, to whom was referred the bill (S. for the re- 
lief of the estate of Lucien Goyaux, have had the same under consideration and 


ectfully report: 
eth jee 


Boon after the battle of August5, 1 at Baton Rouge, Col. Halbert E, Paine, by 

Special Order No. 5, 1862, directed Maj 

Infantry, to collect horses and equipments to mount patrols detailed from the 

different regiments, and to take Teapa psa of such be pind as was necessary 
ing 


igen perpen teams. 

“ Underandin ay cei of said order, Major tf oy the of August, 1862, 
took -p pronareey of Mr, Goyaux’s store and his stock of saddles, harness, etc., con- 
tained therein. 


** On the 6th of October, 1862, a board ofsurvey, constituted under Special Order 
No. 45 of the Department of the Government of the Gulf, gate 3 of Col. H. 
E. Paine, Fourth Wisconsin Volunteers; Lieut. Col. O. W. Lull, Eighth New 
Hampshire Volunteers, and Capt. William Roy, Twenty-first Indiana Volun- 
teers, was appointed by order of General T. W. Sherman, and di to assem- 
ble at Camp Parapet on Thursday, October 6, 1862, at 10 o'clock a. m,, to take 
proof, appraise, and report upon the stock of harness, etc., rege a to L. 
Goyaux, alleged to have been taken for the use of the forces of the U: tod States 
by order of the commanding officer. This assembled pursuant to the 
order, and on the 4th of January, 1863, reported to the commanding general 
that they had attended to the duty assigned them, and had taken all the testi- 
mony offered by the claimant, Goyaux, as well as the testimony produced upon 
the part of the United States, and that it appeared from such testimony that 
Goyaux was the owner of the stock of goods, and that he was loyal to the United 
States, and they recommended the payment of $1,845, the value of the 
— and by the Army, This allowance was approved by Brig. Gen. T. 


Sa nth; thea of 3 h, 1863, the matte: again investigated 
uently, on the are e matter was n invest: 
poda Orda o.a. This court recommended thatthe 
sum of $1,545. 


“ Su 
a court of inquiry under 
should be paid 


“Tho following are the items allowed the claimant by the two boards: 


11 sets of harness 
30 saddles......... s+» 
72 bridles, girths, an 


seaeanenene: 


“In 1863 Goyaux presented his claim to the War Paparan, for payment. It 


was investigated, and on the 23d of September, 1863, Chauncey Smith, the 
Ponor of the War Departmant, made a decision thereon, He states as fol- 
ows: 

“t Upon the claim of Lucien Goyaux, I have the honor to report that in my 
opinion the loyalty of the claimant is fully established, and that he is justly en- 
titled to a part, if not the whole, of the claim, but there is no appropriation out 
of which he can be paid by the Department.’ 

“*Goyaux died November 20, 1871. He was a native of France, and it appears 
that his widow and children did not know that he had ever become a citizen of 
the United States. The widow and children of Goyaux caused the claim to be 
presented to the French and American Claims Commission, but upon investi- 

tion it was discovered that Goyauz had become a naturalized citizen of the 

nited States in 1857, and consequently, he being an American citizen, the 
French and American Claims Commission could not adjudicate the claim. 

“The claim was cognizable before the Southern Claims Commission, but Goy- 
aux died a few months after this commission was established, and it is satisfac. 
torily shown that his legal representatives nad no knowledge whatever that the 
claim could be considered by the Southern Claims Commission until long after 
that commission expired by limitation of law. 

“The original claimant, Goyaux, was diligenf in asserting his claim. 

“ Weare satisfied thatthe property hereinbefore described was taken pasoo 
to the order of Colonel Paine, the commanding officer; that it was adapted to 
the use of the Army, and that it was actually used by the Army. We are also 
satisfied that it was of the value of $1,545. 

“We therefore report back said bill and recommend that it do pass.” 

Mr. HOLMAN (before the conclusion of the reading of the report). 
The substance of this case is fully presented, and I believe it is a clear 
case. 

There was no objection; and the bill was laid aside to be reported 
to the House with the recommendation that it do pass. 

Mr. GAY. I ask that bill H. R. 3716, which is a fac-simile of this 
bill, be reported to the House with the recommendation that it lie on 
the table. 


There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 
ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


Mr. LANHAM, I move that the committee do now rise. 

Mr. WARNER. Will the gentleman from Texas yield for a little 
while in order that I may ask consideration of a bill involving the pay- 
ment of $247 to a very poor fellow? 

Mr. LANHAM. I will withdraw my motion for that purpose. 


WILLIAM WHITEHOUSE. 


Mr. WARNER. Then I ask consideration of the bill (H. R. 2598) 
for the relief of William Whitehouse. 

There was no objection. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it , etc., That the Secre! fth y h directed 
wila Whitehotse, of Jackson rarely iiini sang of $247.50, migi 


any money in the nototherwise ag A erae in full payment for tw 
e 


Treasury o 
sets of blacksmith’s tools taken in 1883 b; nited States Army from the 


shop of said Whitehouse, in the county of Jackson, Missouri. 

The report (by Mr. THOMAS, of Wisconsin) is as follows: 

The Committee on War Claims, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 2598) for 
the relief of William Whitehouse, have examined the same, and re 3 

That claimant resides in Jackson County, Missouri; and that in 1863 United 
States troops, under the command of Col. Walter King, took possession of claim- 
ant’s blacksmith shop, and used the tools, coal,and iron, and removed them to 
their camp. The proof shows that claimant never recovered said tools, nor was 
he ever paid forthem. Their value is stated at $247.50. ' 

Your committee report back the bill and recommend its passage. 

The bill was ordered to be reported to the House with the recom- 


mendation that it do pass. 
ISAAC H. WHEAT. 


Mr. HOLMAN. I desire to ask a favorof the House. Inasmuch as 
I will not be able to be here on next Friday, í ask to call up for con- 
sideration and have passed a bill involving $200. 

Mr. HEARD. I will yield to that if the rule be extended a little 
rore I have been here every Friday and I also desire to call up a 

Mr. HOLMAN. Do not crowd me out, 

TheCHAIRMAN. Is there objection to the request of the gentleman 
from Indiana [Mr. HOLMAN] ? 

The Chair hears none. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Then I call up for consideration the bill (H,'R. 
148) for the relief of Isaac H. Wheat. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, eto., That the Secretary of ratsie ger Geen and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to pay to Isaac H. Wheat, of Jefferson County, Indiana, 
out of any money in the Treasury not otherwise appropriated, sos sum of $200, 


for one horse belo; to him, and which was taken from y the mr 
forces under General Hobson, in July, 1863, and applied to the use of the U: 
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The bill was laid aside to be reported to the House with the recom- 
mendation that it do pass, 


JOSEPH DIEHL. 


Mr. HEARD. I desire to ask consideration of a bill that will not 
take five minutes, and would now ask that the report be read. Itcon- 
tains only 20 lines, and I am satisfied there will be no objection. 

There was no objection. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

A bill (H. R. 861) for the relief of Joseph Diehl. 

Be it enacted, ste., That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to pay outof any money in the Treasury not otherwise 
need isin ames 4 Joseph Diehl, of Moniteau County, Missouri, the sum of $250, 
to be taken and accepted in full of all demands he may have on or against the 
United States for corn furnished to the Army during the late war. 

The report (by Mr. StocKDALE) was read, as follows: 

The Committee on War Claims, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 861) for 
the relief of Joseph Diehl, report as follows: 3 

The facts out of which this bill for relief arises will be found stated in House 
Report No. 2330 of the Committee on War Claims of the Forty-ninth Congress, 
a copy of which is hereto appended and made a part of this report. 

Your committee adopt the said report as their own, and report back the bill 
and recommend its passage. 

[House Report No. 2330, Forty-ninth Congress, first session.] 

‘This isa claim for $1,200, the alleged value of corn said to have been takenand 
used by United States troops during the war. It was twice carefully investigated 
by agents of the Quartermaster’s Department, and rejected mainly because the 
claimant was not a citizen of the United States. The committee think that 
ought not to bar him, inasmych as he served during a portion of the war as an 
oficer in the United States Army. 

Another ground for rejecting the claim was that it was not proved to the en- 
tire satisfaction of the Department that the corn taken was worth the amount 
claimed. The agents of the Quartermaster’s Department, however, found that 
1,000 bushels of corn were taken from him by the military authorities for the 
use of the troops, and that it was worth the sum of y 

The committee herewith report a bill for the payment of that amount, and 
recommend that the same do pass. 


There was no objection, and the bill waslaid aside to be reported to 
the House with the recommendation that it do pass. 


ELIZABETH ©. COLE. 


Mr. MACDONALD. I wish tocall up a bill and desire to say for 
the information of the House that it is a bill providing for the payment 
of a quarterly pension check. I ask that the Committee on Claims be 
discharged from the further consideration of the bill. The chairman 
assents to that course and that the bill should pass, as it is impossible 
to get a quorum of the committee together. 

Mr. MORGAN. I object. y 

The CHAIRMAN. Is there further objection? 

Mr. MORGAN. I withdraw my objection. 

There was no further objection. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

A bill (A. R, 10659) for the relief of Elizabeth C. Cole. 

Be it enacte1, ete., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to pay to Elizabeth O. Cole, dependent mother of Will- 
iam D, Cole, late private in Company I, Ninth Regiment of Minnesota Volun- 
teer Infantry, and now dacenned. the sum of $72, as, and that being, the amount 


of pension which had accrued to said William D, Cı 


Jole, di „at the time of 
his death, by virtue of pension certificate numbered No. 93444, for which said 
sum of $72 a check was 


ued, but did not reach said William D. Cole before he 
died. 


The bill was laid aside to be reported to the House with the recom- 
mendation that it do pass. 
MARGARET KENNEDY. 
Mr. HIESTAND. I call up the bill (S. 307) for the relief of Mar- 


garet Kennedy. 

‘The bill was read, as follows: 

Ie it enacted, ctc., That the Quartermaster-General be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to ascertain and state the value of all timber, fences, and 
fruit trees on the farm of John Kennedy, deceased, situate in the District of Co- 
lumbia, upon which Fort Sedgewick was erected, taken and used for fire-wood by 
the Army of the United States, and also the value of all timber sold by the Gov- 
ernment which had been taken from said farm and used in the construction of 
said fort. Sip nad amount so pues shall be paid, EES ree Kony in ae : 
ury not otherwise appropriated Margare ennedy, the widow and sole ex- 
Benes of John Kennedy, deceased. 7 

The amendment reported by the Committeeon War Claims was read, 
as follows: 

Strike outall after the enacting clause and insert: 

“That the o be, and he is hereby, authorized and di- 
rected to pay to Ma: t Kennedy the sum of $3,000, out of any moneys in the 
‘Treasury not otherwise appropriated, which said sum shall be in full satisfac- 
tion for all claims inst the Government for and on account of the da 
sustained by the said Kennedy by reason of the cutting and using the timber, 
fencing, and fruit trees from her land by the Government.” 


The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection to the consideration of this 
bill? 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Illinois. Before that question is put I desire 
to hear the report read. 

The report of the Committee on War Claims (by Mr. LAWLER) was 
read, as follows: 


In March, 1853, John Kennedy, the deceased husband of the claimant in this 
case, purchased a farm containing over 26 preg settee in the District of Co- 
lumbia, for $1,605, and moved upon it with his ily during the same year. 
He was a loyal citizen of the United „ and for about twenty-five years was 
employed as a stone-cutter on several public buildings of the Government, in- 
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cluding the Capitol. With the money accumulated from his earnings he was 
enabled to purchase said farm. Margaret Kennedy, who is now asking for re- 
lief, is the widow and sole executrix of John Kennedy, aged about sixty-four 
youre, = the mother of ten children. The claim has never been acted on by 
either House, 

It appears by the papers on file that in the years 1862-63 the military forces of 
the United States took possession of this land and constructed thereon the for- 
tification known as Fort Sedgwick. The property consisted of over 26 acres, as 
before stated, on which stood about 12 acres of oak, chestnut, pine, and other 
timber, and two hundred fruit-bearing trees of apple, peach, pear, and cherry, 
and was inclosed by á post-and-rail fence. By the construction of the fort and 
digging of trenches, sewers, and rifle-pits, about 20 acres of the land was prac- 
tically destroyed. A part of the standing timber was used in building the fort, 
and Pageomat da yi er with the fruit trees and the fence, was used by the 
troops for fire-wood. Itis also shown that afterwards the timber was torn from 
the fort and sold to one by the Government. 

The occupation of and injury to the farm of the claimant, and the erection of 
a fort thereon, were the unavoidable results of military operations in the face of 
the enemy, and for which no compensation can be made. Wood used for fuel 
by the Army, whether forest timber, fruit trees, or fences, may be classed under 
the head of quartermaster stores, and the claimant having been a loyal citizen 
is entitled to compensation therefor. The timber which was cut from the farm 
and used in the construction of the fort was the property of the owner of the 
farm after the war was over and the fort abandoned. If the Government sold 
eae alapos paor such timber, the claimant is entitled to compensation for the 
value thereof. = 

Your committee report herewith an amendment in the nature of a substitute 
for the bill referred to them, and recommend its passage. 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Illinois. I observed toward the close of the 
report this language: 

If the Government sold or disposed of such timber, the claimantis entitled 
to compensation for the value thereof. 
ec assent to that proposition, if it is proved that the property was 

en, 

Mr. STONE, of Kentucky. I think that is the true situation. 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Illinois. This bill ought not to pass without 
proper consideration. 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman object? 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Illinois. I object, unless some explanation 
be made. 

Mr. LANHAM. There is not time now for discussion on this bill. 
I move that the committee rise. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The committee accordingly rose; and the Speaker pro vis ph having 
resumed the chair, Mr. HERBERT reported that the Committee of the 
Whole House, having had under consideration the Private Calendar, 
had directed him to report sundry bills with various recommendations. 

ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 


Mr. KILGORE, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, reported that 
they had examined and found duly enrolled bills of the following 
titles; when the Speaker pro tempore signed the same: 

A bill (S. 1078) for the relief of Florida Kennerly; 

A bill (S. 2356) to provide a pension for Mrs. Adeline Couzins; and 

A bill (S. 3539) to amend an act to detach the county of Audrain, 
in the State of Missouri, from the eastern and attach it to the western 
judicial district of said State. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 

Mr. LANHAM. I call for the regular order, and ask that the bills 
just reported favorably from the Committee of the Whole House may 
be put on their passage. 

HOUSE BILLS PASSED. 


House bills of the following titles, reported from the Committee of 
the Whole House without amendment, were severally ordered to be 
engrossed and read a third time; and being engrossed, they were ac- 
cordingly read the third time, and passed: 

A bill (H. R. 5094) for the relief of Henry H. Epping and Alexander 
N. Brannan, administrators of S. H. Hill; 

A bill (H. R. 325) for the relief of Mrs. T. Duncan; 

A bill (H. R. 10100) for the relief of Charles F. Campbell; 
en (H. R. 1152) for the relief of the legal representatives of Eliza 

. Ferris; 

A bill (H. R. 157) correcting the military history of Robert McNutt; 

A bill (H. R. 483) for the relief of Elizabeth Jones, widow of John 
Jones, deceased, and to place the name of John Jones on the muster- 
rolls of Company B, Second Regiment North Carolina Mounted Infan- 


try; - 

A bill (H. R. 7801) for the relief of William F. C. Nindemann, form- 
erly a seaman in the Navy; 

A bill (H. R. 6560) for the relief of the trustees of the Catholic 
Church at Dalton, Ga.; 

A bill (H. R. 5248) for the relief of the American Grocer Associa- 
tion of the city of New York; 

A bill (H. R. wt for the relief of Louisa H. Hasell; 

A bill (H. R. 6012) for the relief of A. P. Swineford; 

A bill (H. R. 3453) for the relief of George O. Donnell; 

A bill (H. R. 2688) for the relief of Alfred Breuer; 

A bill (H. R. 2267) to Thompson McKinley $375 for service 
voucher issued to him during the late war by Capt. George W. Harri- 
son, assistant quatermaster United States Army; 

A bill (H. R. 2598) for the relief of William Whitehouse; 

A bill (H. R. 148) for the relief of Isaac H. Wheat; 
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A bill (H. R. 861) for the relief of Joseph Diehl; and 

A bill (H. R. 10659) for the relief of Elizabeth C. Cole. 

Honse bills of the following titles, reported from the Committee of 
the Whole House with amendments, were severally taken up, the 
amendments agreed to, the bills as amended ordered to be engrossed 
and read a third time; and being engrossed, they were accordingly read 
tie third time, and passed: 

A bill (H. R. 4658) for the relief of Henry Gumberts, sr. ; 

A bill (H. R. 3471) for the relief of the First Baptist Church of Car- 
tersville, Ga.; and 

A bill (H. R. 393) to provide for the payment of the claim of Capt. 
Robert McIntosh, 

SENATE BILLS PASSED. 


Sennte bills of the following titles, reported from the Committee of 
the Whole House without amendment, were severally ordered to a 
third reading, read the third time, and passed: 

A bill (S. 2411) for the relief of C. A. Williams and others; 

A bill (S. 2201) for the relief of Laura E. Maddox, widow and ex- 
ecutrix, and Robert Morrison, executor, of Joseph H. Maddox, deceased; 

A bill (S. 1044) authorizing the Secretary of the Treasury to state 
and settle the accountof James M. Willbur with the United States and 
ms pay said Willbur such sum of money as may be found due him 

eTeon; 

A bill (S. 145) for the relief of Edward Braden and Job W. Angus; 

A bill (S. 937) for the relief of David L. Brainard and others; and 

A bill (S. 1582) for the relief of the estate of Lucien Goyaux. 

The bill (H. R. 3192) for the relief of David L. Brainard and others, 
and the bill (H. R. 3716) for the relief of the estate of Lucien Goyaux, 
were laid on the table, Senate bills of similar titles and substance hav- 
ing been passed. 

Mr. LANHAM. I move to reconsider the votes by which these va- 
rious bills, reported from the Committee of the Whole House, have 
been passed; and also move that the motion to reconsider be laid on 
tke table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


Mr. O'NEILL, of Pennsylvania. I send to the desk the bill (S. 
2346) granting increase of pension to Jennie Hart Mullany. I ask that 
this bill be now taken upand passed. I believe it was understood that 
when we had acted on these other bills I should be permitted to pre- 
sent this bill for consideration. It will take but a moment. 

The bill was read. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Let the report be read. 

Mr. ABBOTT. I call for the regular order. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Clerk will read from the Calendar 
the title of the bill which is now in order. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

A bill (H. R. 4257) for the relief of Hannah J. Jones, executrix. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I move thai the House now take its recess. 

Mr. WEAVER. T hope the gentleman will withhold that motion. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Very well; I withdraw it. 

Mr. PEEL, I ask unanimous consent that House Report No. 3210 
be reprinted, with some appendices. 

Mr, ABBOTT. I demand the regular order and insist on it. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. I rise to a question which I 
think is a question of privilege, and I wish to submit whether it is 
such, Isend to the Clerk’s desk a motion to amend the rules of the 
House. 

Mr. KERR. Mr. Speaker, I also wish to introduce a motion to 
amend the rules. 

Mr. ABBOTT. Irenew the motion to take a recess until 8 o’clock 
this evening. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. That motion takes precedence. 

‘The motion was agreed to—ayes 20, noes 15. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Before announcing the recess, the Chair 
will designate the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. TOWNSHEND] to pre- 
side as Speaker pro tempore at the session of the House this evening. 

The House then (at 4 o’clock and 50 minutes p. m.) took a recess 
until 8 o’clock p. m. 


EVENING SESSION. 

The recess having expired, the House reassembled at 8 o'clock p. m. 

The House was called to order by Mr. TowNSHEND as Speaker pro 
tempore. 

j ORDER OF BUSINESS. 

Mr. CHIPMAN. Mr. Speaker, I move that the House resolve itself 
into Committee of the Whole for the consideration of bills under the 

ial order. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman will please withhold 
that motion for a moment in order that the House may receive a mes- 
sage from the Senate. 

MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 


A message from the Senate, by Mr. GILFRY, one of its clerks, in- 


formed the House that the Senate agreed to the report of the commit- 
tee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses on the bill 
(H. R. 10540) making appropriations for sundry civil e of the 
Government for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1889, and for other pur- 
poses, further insisted on its amendment numbered 110 to said bill dis- 
agreed to by the House of Representatives, asked a further conference 
on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses, and had appointed as man- 
agers of the conference on the part of the Senate Mr. ALLISON, Mr. 
HALE, and Mr. COCKRELL. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


Mr. CHIPMAN. I ask unanimous consent that the order of pro- 
ceeding this evening be the same that was observed on last Friday even- 
ing and at previous Friday evening sessions, and that the call of the 
roll be resumed at the point where it ended last Friday evening. 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Does the gentleman move that the 
House resolve itself into Committee of the Whole for the consideration 
of bills under the special order? 

Mr. CHIPMAN. Yes, sir, I make that motion. 

Mr. YODER. Mr. Speaker, before the motion is put I ask the gen- 
tleman to give way for a moment in order that I may call up an un- 
finished bill and have it considered, if I can get unanimous consent. 

Mr. O'NEILL, of Pennsylvania. Mr. Speaker, I shall have to bal- 
ance that request by making asimilar one. There was a bill of mine 
left unfinished when the House took a recess at 5 o’clock this after- 
noon, and I have come up this evening for the express purpose of en- 
deavoring to get it disposed of. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is it a pension bill? 

Mr. O'NEILL, of Pennsylvania. Itis a pension bill—an increase-of- 

ion bill. Imay as well state that frankly. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection to the requests of 
the gentleman from Ohio and the gentleman from Pennsylvania ? 

Mr. CHEADLE. I object. 

Mr. O'NEILL, of Pennsylvania. Even ifthe gentleman objects to 
mine, I beg him not to object to the bill of the gentleman from Ohio 
[Mr. YODER], which probably is not an increase-of-pension bill. Iam 
used to haying my bills of this character objected to, so it does not 
come so hard on me. [Laughter, ] 

Mr. YODER. I want tosay to the gentleman from Indiana that this 
is a bill which I have called up at three different evening sessions and 
have lost my place every time on account of it. It hasbeen considered 
by the committee and is now in the House, and I believe that my friend 
[Mr. CHEADLE] will consent that I-may now call it up for considera- 


tion. 

Mr. CHEADLE. I stated to the gentleman from Ohio that in case 
his bill was called up, and also another one which I understood was to 
be called up this evening, I would not object to either of them, nor 
shall I; but at the same time I think these special bills had better wait 
till the committee rises. 

Mr. YODER. I will say to my friend from Indiana that I have 
waited in that way twice, and my bill has not been reached because 
there has not been time after the rising of the committee. I am goin 
away, and this will be my last opportunity of getting this bill 
of. Iask my friend as a matter of courtesy to let it be considered 
now, and I will take it as a great favor if he will not object. 

Mr. CHEADLE. The gentleman from Ohio knows full well the 
other bill that I have referred to. The gentleman who was to call it 
up [Mr. MCKINNEY] is now in the House, and I understood that both 
of these bills were to he called up. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is the Chair to understand that the 
gentleman from Indiana objects to the request of the gentleman from 
Ohio? 

Mr. CHEADLE, I must object unless the other bill is called up 
also, The gentleman from New Hampshire [Mr. MCKINNEY] is to 
call it up, as I understand. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Objection is made, and the pending 
question is on the motion of the gentleman from Michigan [Mr. CHIP- 
MAN ] that the House resolve itself into Committee of the Whole for the 
consideration of pension bills under the special order. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The House accordingly resolved itself into Committee of the Whole, 
Mr. CARUTH in the chair. 

The CHAIRMAN. The House is now in Committee of the Whole 
for the consideration of bills under the special order. 

Mr, TOWNSHEND. At the last Friday evening session when my ~ 
name was called I was unfortunately absent, and I now ask unanimous 
consent that the bill which I intended to call up had I been present at - 
that time may be considered before the r call of the roll is pro- 
ceeded with. It is a bill for the relief of the widow of a soldier. 

Mr. MORRILL. I think we had better have the regular order. 

The CHAIRMAN, ‘The gentleman from Kansas demands the regu- 
lar order, 

Mr. MORRILL. We went through with the whole roll up to the 
point where the call stopped. 
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Mr. TOWNSHEND. Iknow; but I was not present when my name 
was called. : 

Mr. MORRILL. Well,if we yield in this case we shall have to yield 
in others, and I think I must insist on the regular order. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. I do not think the gentleman will object to 
my request when I makea brief statement. At the call of the roll last 
Friday night I was absent from the city. This is a bill for the relief 
of 2 widow lady. It has been favorably reported from the committee, 
and if the demand for the regular order is now insisted upon the bill 
will probably not be reached this session, because I do not expect to 
be present at next Friday evening’s session. 

Mr. MORRILL. Well, I will not object to it, because I wish to do 
everything I can for the gentleman. 

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection to the request of the gentle- 
man from Illinois [Mr. TOWNSHEND]? 

‘There was no objection. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. I call up bill (H. R. 724) for the relief of 
Louisa McLain. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, ete., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to place on the pension-roll, subject to the provisions and 
limitations of the pension laws, the name of Louisa McLain, dependent mother 
g John S. McLain, as stated in application numbered 260142 in the Pension 


The report (by Mr. LANE) was read, as follows: 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 
pe granting a pension to Louisa McLain, dependent mother of John 8, Me- 
Lain, have carefully examined the same, and beg leave to submit the following 


report: 

That the soldier enlisted June 25, 1861, was mustered into rank July 9, 1861, 
= was discharged July 14, 1862. The causeof his discharge was chronic diar- 
rhea, 

Dr. L. Burdick testifies as follows: 

“I treated John S. MeLain about the Ist of March, 1863; I treated him eight 
days for chronic diarrhea, which disease he contracted while in the Army; his 
bowcls were badly ulcerated. At the time he had a cough anda bad cold, which 
brought on pneumonia and its complications and caused his death.” 

Dr. Steven D. Ensmynger testifies: 

“That he has been a practitioner of medicine in Gallatin County, Ilinois, for 
thirty years, and has known George C. McLain, husband of the claimant, for 
twenty-five years; that he made a special examination of his right arm, shoul- 
der, and right foot; that his right arm has been wasted away by a carbuncle 
and abscess; that three bones of his right foot have been cut in two with an 
ax, and that he has been for a long time incapable of performing manual la- 


Other affidavits filed in this case offer strong evidence that the claimant was 
largely dependent upon her son for her support. 

Yotr committee therefore conclude from the evidence that the claimant is 
cntitled to a pension, and respectfully recommend the passage of this bill. 


There being no objection, the bill was laid aside to be reported to 
the House with the recommendation that it do pass. 

Mr. KEAN. Iask unanimous consent to be permitted, like the gen- 
tleman from Illinois [Mr. TowNsHEND], to call up a bill. 

Mr. CARLTON. IL object. 


SARAH A. WOODBRIDGE. 


Mr. BOOTHMAN called up the bill (S. 3276) granting restoration of 
pension to Sarah A. Woodbridge. 
The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to restore to the pension-roll, subject to the provisions and 
limitations of the pension laws, the name of Sarah A. Woodbridge, widow of 
Anson L, Brewer, major and op fre United States Army, her pension hav- 
ing been suspended by reason of her remarriage. 


The report (by Mr. THompson, of Ohio) was read, as follows: 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (S. 3276) 
granting restoration of pension to Sarah A. Woodbridge, haying considered the 
same, report as follows: 

We adopt and make hereof the report of the Senate committee, and rec- 
ommend the passage of the bill. 

The Senate report is as follows: 

[Senate Report No. 2091, Fiftieth Congress, first session. ] 

The Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (S, 3276) granting 
a pension to Sarah A. Woodbridge, widow of Anson L. wer, late major and 
pa: iter in United States Army, have examined the same, and rt: 

‘The object of this bill is to restore the claimant to the I prewar pač She was 
formerly a pensioner of the United States on account of the death of her hus- 
band above named, who lost his life in a steam-boat orpoan on the Missis- 
sippi the 3d of March, 1866, while traveling in the line of his duty as cache pen 
Her son, Robert F. Brewer, was killed at the same time while in the line of duty 
in the same service. Another son, Capt. Charles Brewer, was killed in battle at 
Dallas, Ga., on the 25th day of March, 1 

Shortly aiter the war the claimant remarried one Dr. Timothy Woodbridge, 
whereupon her pension ceased, ‘This case was once before considered by this 
committee and was reported adversely, upon the ground that the facts alleged 
in support of her restoration to the pension-rol! were not verified. The report 
was adopted by the Senate, and the bill indefinitely July 24, 1888; 
but since that time the claimant has filed for the on of said commit- 
tee a new application and new evidence, all verified under oath, stating the 
facts of her present condition. 

The action of the Senate above spoken of has been reconsidered and the bill 


from her own sworn Sopan, it appears that the second husband of the 
claimant, the said Dr. Woodbridge, 


in fact, abandoned her. 
The claimant herself is quite old and infirm; for the last two years she has 
been unable to do anything toward her own s and maintenance ; is con- 


upport 
pagueni s pona to some extent upon the aid of others, 
condition is not likely to improve, rather apt to become worse, Herin- 


er 


come from her little property inherited from her mother is not sufficient to afford 
hera maintenance. ; 

The committee, therefore, under these circumstances, recommend her restora- 
tion to the roll and the passage of the bill herewith reported for that purpose. 


There being no objection, the bill was laid aside to be reported to 
the House with the recommendation that it do pass. 


MADISON M. MEREDITH. 


Mr. BOUND called up the bill (S. 1591) granting an increase of pen- 
sion to Madison M. Meredith. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, elo., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to place on the pension-roll, subject to the provisions and 
limitations of the pension laws, the name of Madison M. Meredith, late captain 
of Company D, One hundred and third Regiment Pennsylvania Volunteers, and 
pay him a pension of $20 per month, in lieu of the amount he is now receiving. 


The report (by Mr. LYNCH) was read, as follows: 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (S, 1591) 
granting an increase of pension to Madison M, Meredith, have had the same 
under consideration and beg leave to report: 

Claimant was m in November 13, 1861, as first lieutenant of Company 
D, One hundredand third Pennsylvania Volunteer Infantry, commissioned as 
captain April 10, 1862, and honorably discharged for disability July 12, 1862. 

e filed his declaration March 8, 1882, alleging that before Yorktown, Va. 
aa March or April, 1862, he contracted chronic diarrhea and rheumatism and 
a. 

He was granted a pension, to date from March 8, 1882, at $8.50 per month, with 
rank of first lieutenant, for chronic rheumatism. 

Upon P TROP of claimant his rating was corrected and his pension in- 
creased to $10. as of the rank of captain. The claim for pension for fistula was 
rejected, the Pension Office deciding that claimant had not conclusively proven 
the existence of the disability since the war. 

The papas on file in the Bureau of Pensions make the following exhibit: 

First, that claimant was strong and healthy before his enlistment. 

Second, that claimant contracted hemorrhoids or fistula while in the service 
and line of duty. The certificate of the regimental surgeon, upon which claim- 
ant was discharged July 12, 1862, was as follows: “I certify that I have care- 
fully examined the above-mentioned officer, and find him suffering with chronic 
rheumatism and hemorrhoids, and that he is unable to perform the duties re- 
usa of him, and has been since the 10th of May, 1862, and in my opinion ever 
w 3 

Third, that claimant was still suffering from fistula May 6, 1885, when exam- 
ined by the medical examining board. The board reports: "There is a blind 
internal fistula (internal opening 1 inch from anal margin) on right side, which 
Sppuoans thinks resulted from diarrhea,” 

‘his board, as a result of this examination, rated claimant one-half of total 
for rheumatism and one-half of total for fistula. 

inimant was unable to conclusively prove the continuance of fistula from the 
date of the regimental surgeon's certificate (upon which claimant was discharged) 
until the medical board's examination, May 6, 1885, chiefly owing to the death 
of the physician who attended him after his discharge. But from all the evi- 
dence in the case your committee are of the opinion that the disability now exist- 
ing is a continuation of that contracted in the spring of 1862, and that this bill 
simply gives the claimant the total pension to which he was entitled under the 
finding of the board of medical examiners, and under the evidence on file in the 
Roran of Pensions, They therefore report the bill with a recommendation 

hat it do pass. 


There being no objection, the bill was laid aside to be reported to 
the House with a recommendation that it do pass, 


JAMES R. DURHAM. 


Mr. JOHN R. BROWN called up the bill (S. 2675) grantingan increase 
of pension to Lieut, James R. Durham. 
‘The bill was read, as follows: 


Be tt enacted, ete., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to place on the pension-roll, at the rate of $30 per month, 
subject to the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of James 
R. Durham, late first lieutenant Company E, Twelfth Regiment West Virginia 
Infantry Volunteers, this act to take effect from its passage, and the pension 
hereby granted to be in lieu of that which he is now receiving. 


The report (by Mr. LANE) was read, as follows: 


The committee beg leave to report that they have considered this case and 
adopt the report of the Senate committee made in this case as the report of this 
committee, and recommend that the bill do pass, - 


[Senate Report No, 1420, Fiftieth Congress, first session.] 

The Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred the bill J5 2075) granting 
a pension to Lieut. James R. Durham, have had the same under consideration 
andr tfully report: 

The claimant was mustered into service as second lieutenant of Company E, 
Twelfth Regiment West Virginia Infantry, on August 20, 1862; he was commis- 
sioned as first lieutenant on the 9th of July, 1863, to rank from the 7th of March, 
1863; he was wounded at the battle of Winchester, Va.,on the lth of Jane, 
1863; mustered out of the service June 16, 1865; applied for a pension July 22, 
1865, for a gunshot wound in the right hand; was pensioned mber 2, 1865, 
at $15 per month, and on June 6, 1866, was given the pension of his rank, $17 

r month, which he now receives, He made several applications for an 

crease of pension, but in each instance the claim been on the 
ground that “there is not total disability of the band, and that is all the law 
contemplates.” He has always been rated for said wound as totally disabled 
by every examining board, otherwise he could not have drawn a pension of $17 

month, He now asks that he be pensioned at the same rate as is allowed 
Baw for the loss of a hand, to wit, $30 per month, i 

The committee Sere Pee examined the wound of the claimant, and 
find that the ball ente the back of the right hand, passing through the bones 
and muscles of the wrist,and coming out on the inside of the arm, taking off 
the third finger. The committee find that by reason of the said wound it isim- 
possible for the claimant to work the wrist or to close the thumb or three fin- 

ers of the wounded hand; that the claimant is unable to hold a , knife, or 
frk by reason of the wound in the right hand; that on a careful examina- 
tion they can see no use that the claimant can make of said band for any pur- 


The question therefore presented to the committee is not whether, techni- 
cally, the Pension Bureau is not right in denying to the claimant a pension for 
the loss of a hand, but whether the claimant has not brought himself clearly 
within the spirit of the law which gives a enon of $30 a month for the loss of 
a hand, ‘After a personal examination, tbe committee are of opinion that the 
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claimant should be granted a pension at the rate of $80 per month, as they are 
satisfied it is equivalent to the total loss of the use of his right hand. 
hoe 2675 is therefore reported favorably, withthe 

There being no objection, the bill was laid aside to be reported to 
the House with the recommendation that it do pass. 

IRENE RUCKER SHERIDAN. 

Mr. BINGHAM. Mr. Chairman, I came in immediately after the 
call of my name; I ask to be allowed to call up a bill. 

The CHAIRMAN, Is there objection? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. BINGHAM, I call up for consideration the bill (H. R. 11113) 
granting a pension to Irene Rucker Sheridan, 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to place on the pension-roll, subject to the provisions and 
limitations of the pension laws, the name of Irene Rucker Sheridan, widow of 
the late Philip H. Sheridan, General of the United States Army, and to pay her 
a pension, from the passage of this act, at the rate of $,000 per annum, 

The report (by Mr. MoRRILL) was read, as follows: 

The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 11113) 
granting a pension to Irene Rucker Sheridan, submit the following report: 

The military history of General Philip H. Sheridan is so familiar tothe people 
of the United States that any recital of k by your committee is entirely unneces- 
sary. His name is a household word throughout the land. 

Your committee recommend the passage of the bill, with an amendment sirik- 
ing out the words “five thousand” in lines 8 and 9 and inserting “thirty-five 
hundred.” 

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection ? 

Mr. KILGORE. Yes, I make objection. 

Mr. CHEADLE. I object. : 

TheCHAIRMAN. The question will be submitted to the committee 
as to whether the bill shall be laid aside to be reported to the House 
with the recommendation that it do pass. 

The committee divided; and there were—ayes 26, noes 5. 

Mr. CHEADLE. No quorum has voted. 

Mr. CHIPMAN. I hope that bill will be passed over to-night. It 
will only spoil the evening, as there are sure to be one or two objec- 
tions to it. 

Mr. CHEADLE. I shall insiston the pointofno quorum. Istated 
the other evening that I was perfectly willing for this bill to be con- 
sidered, provided it should be taken over into a full Houseand reason- 
able time given for debate. 

Mr. O’NEI.L, of Pennsylvania. Why, you can not get a full 
House during this session. 

Mr. CHEADLE. I shall oppose all action by this House in viola- 
tion of the law of the land. [Cries of ‘* Regular order !’?] 

Mr, O'NEILL, of Pennsylvania. The gentleman should allow some 
arrangement to be made by which these bills can be acted upon and 
disposed of. 

Mr. CHEADLE. I object. 

Mr. MORRILL, I ask that this bill be passed over for the present, 
to be considered on the third Wednesday in December next. 

Mr. BINGHAM. Oh, no; let it be considered to-morrow. 

Mr. CHEADLE. I object to its going over. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. Binc- 
HAM] and the , aaa from Indiana [Mr. CHEADLE] will take their 
positions as tellers, 

Mr. BINGHAM. Will the gentleman accede to this proposition? 

Mr. CHEADLE. What is it? 

Mr. BINGHAM. That the previous question be considered as or- 
dered, and that fifteen minutes be allowed on each side for debate. 

Mr. CHEADLE. Iwill not consent to it. I will object to the con- 
sideration of this bill and every other bill that tramples under foot the 
fundamental principle of our law. [Cries of ‘‘ Regular order!” ] 

Mr. BINGHAM. No . [Cries of ‘‘ Regular order! ”] 

Mr, CHEADLE. I will object. I will not withdraw the point of 
no quorum. Settle the question here and now. [Cries of ‘‘ Regular 
order !’’ and great confusion. } 

Mr. BINGHAM. Iam willing toreach an agreement with the gen- 
tleman from Indiana if I can. 

Mr. CHEADLE. You can not reach any other agreement with me 
than the one I submitted the other evening when this bill was called 
up twice in the same evening session. [Cries of ‘‘ Regular order!” ] 

Mr. BINGHAM. What was that? 

Mr. €HEADLE. ‘That it go over to a full House. 

Mr. BINGHAM. I do not object to that. 

Mr. CHEADLE. And a reasonable time be given ‘for debate. 

Mr. BINGHAM. That I concede. 

Mr. CHEADLE. Not less than six hours. 

Mr. BINGHAM. Heaven and earth! [Laughter and applause, ] 

Mr. CHEADLE. No, sir; not less than six hours of debate. [Cries 
of ‘‘Regular order !’] > 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. Iask the gentleman from Indiana to consent 
that this shall go over to a full House, and that he will designate a day 
during this session when the bill shall be acted on. [Cries of ‘‘ Reg- 
ular order!” ] 

Mr. CHEADLE. No, sir, I will name no day during this session. 
[Cries of “ Regular order!’’] I want to say to those men who are 


recommendation that 


rushing into the arena here in this House to obtain large pensions for 
the select few, that the whole session has passed over without giving 
a moment’s consideration to take out of the almshouses over 40, 

of my comrades. [Cries of ‘‘Regular order!’’] No day can be given 
to them for their bills. pores of ‘‘ Regular order!” and confusion. ] 
I stand here [cries of “Regular order!’’] and will make the point of 
no quorum. Whenever they attempt to violate those fundamental 
principles I shall not consent to it. They shall not do it, so far as I 
am concerned, except by a constitutional quorum of the House. [Cries 
of ‘Regular order!’?] I can neither be frightened nor deterred from 
my purpose. [Great confusion. ] 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. Mr. Chairman, the bill under consideration 
grantsa pension to the widow of one of the most enterprising and 
greatest commanders of the Union Army during the late war. I do 
most earnestly beg him to allow this bill to be considered and disposed 
of to-night, that the widow and children of that great Union soldier 
may have just and liberal allowance from the Government he did so 
much to save, in order that they may be saved from poverty and want. 
In view of the valuable services rendered by General Sheridan, I beg 
that no member of this House will oppose any obstruction to the pas- 
sage of this bill. 

Mr. BINGHAM. I am desirous of reaching a conclusion with the 
gentleman who antagonizes this legislation, and I will make no speech 
in submitting my proposition. ` 

The CHAIRMAN. But the regular order is demanded. 

Mr. BINGHAM. That is the consideration of this bill. 

Mr. CHEADLE. The regular order is the point that no quorum has 
voted. 

The CHAIRMAN. The regular order is a division on the vote by 
tellers. Will the gentleman from Pennsylvania act as one of the tell- 
ers? 

Mr. BINGHAM. Iwill withdraw the bill and let it resume its 
place on the Calendar. X 

Mr. CHEADLE. I object to its withdrawal. 

Mr. HUNTER. Regular order. 

Mr. BINGHAM. I will withdraw the bill, and let the call go on. 

Mr. CHEADLE. I object. The gentleman has no right to with- 
draw it when the committee is dividing. 

Mr. FARQUHAR. You can not object; he has the right to with- 
draw it. 

The CHAIRMAN. The bill has been read, is before the House for 
its action, and the committee is dividing upon the question. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. In the interest of the widows and orphans of 
the maimed and disabled soldiers, who are to-night hoping for somo 
action on their bills, I trust my friend from Indiana will withdraw 
his objection to this bill, or else permit the gentleman from Pennsyl- 
vania to withdraw the bill. 

TheCHAIRMAN. Butthe gentleman from Indiana declines to with- 
draw the objection. 

Mr. CHEADLE. Regular order. 

Mr. BINGHAM. ‘The gentleman has no right to object to the with- 
drawal of the bill. 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from Indiana insist on his 
objection ? S 

Mr. CHEADLE, Ido insist on it, and demand the regular order. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. ‘Then the gentlemanstandsin the way of every 
other bill on the Calendar. 

Mr. O'NEILL, of Missouri. I move that the bill in regard to the 
widow of General Sheridan be laid aside, not to lose its place on the Cal- 
endar. That motion is in order. 

The CHAIRMAN. The House is now dividing, and no motion is in 
order pending the division, except by unanimous consent. 

Mr. CHEADLE. Unanimous consent will not be given. 

Mr. MORRILL. But the motion of the gentleman from Missouri 
is in order. 

Mr. CRAIN.. I move that the committee now rise. 

The motion was agreed to. : $ 

The committee accordingly rose; and Mr. TOWNSHEND having taken 
the chair as Speaker pro tempore, Mr. STONE, of Missouri, reported that 
the Committee of the Whole, having had under consideration the 
Private Calendar, had directed him to report sundry bills with vari- 
ous recommendations., 

BILLS PASSED. R 

The bill (H. R. 724) for the relief of Louisa McLain, reported from 
the Committee of the Whole without amendment, was considered, 
ordered to be engrossed and read a third time; and being engrossed, it 
was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 

Senate bills of the following titles, reported from the Committee of 
the Whole without amendment, were severally considered, ordered to 
a third reading, and being read the third time were passed, namely: 

A bill (S. 3276) granting restoration of pension to Sarah A. Wood- 


bridge 

A bill (S. 1591) granting an increase of pension to Madison M. Mere- 
dith; and 5 

A bill (S. 2675) granting an increase of pension to Lieut. James R. 
Durham. 
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The SPEAKER pro tempore. Without objection, the motion to re- 
consider the several votes just taken will be considered as having been 
made and laid on the table. 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS, 


Mr. CHIPMAN. I move that the House resolve itself into Com- 
mittee of the Whole House to further consider the special order. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The House accordingly resolved itself into Committee of the Whole, 
Mr. CARUTH in the chair. > 

The CHAIRMAN. The House is now in Committee of the Whole 
for the further consideration of business under the special order. The 
Clerk will call the roll in the order heretofore agreed upon. 

The name of Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana, was called. 

Mr. CHEADLE. Irise to a parliamentary inquiry. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. CHEADLE. ‘The Committee of the Whole had under consid- 
eration when it rose a bill upon which a vote had been taken, and a 
point of order that no quorum was present was made and insisted upon. 
On motion the committee then rose, pending action on thatbill. I 
want to know what is the status of the bill? What has been done 


with it? 
Mr. BINGHAM. I withdrew that bill and asked that it might re- 


tain its place on the Calendar. 

Mr. CHEADLE. To which request I had objected and did not with- 
draw the objection. 

Mr. FARQUHAR. I rise toa parliamentary inquiry. Iwould like 
to know by what authority any one in Committee of the Whole or in 
the House can be deprived of the right to withdraw a proposition be- 
fore the previous question is ordered upon it? 

The CHAIRMAN. The present occupant of the chair understood 
that the bill presented by the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. 
BINGHAM] bad been withdrawn. Pending a vote upon that it was 
withdrawn and the committee rose. A motion was then made by the 
gentleman from Michigan that the House resolve itself into Commit- 
tee of the Whole for the consideration of the special order, which was 
adopted. The Chair directed the Clerk to call the next name on the 
roll, which the Clerk did. Under Rule XVI, clause 2, a motion may 
be withdrawn at any time before a decision or amendment. 

The Clerk will continue the call. 

MILTON WALLEN. 

Mr. BUNNELL. I ask the present consideration of the bill (H. R. 
10032) granting a pension to Milton Wallen. 

The bill is as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to piace on the pension-roll, subject to the provisionsand 
limitations of the pension laws, the name of Milton Wallen, of Clinton County, 
Kentucky, who was a member of Captain Brooks's company of Kentucky State 
ents and grant him a pension at the rate given other soldiers similarly dis- 


The report (by Mr. HUNTER) was read, as follows: 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 
10032) frranting a pension to Milton Wallen, have examined the same, and make 
owing report: 

Tt er ae from the evidence before your committee that claimant was, in 
July, 1861, duly enrolled as a private in Capt. J. W. Brooks's company of Ken- 

y Home Guards, in Clinton County, Kentucky. That while serving in that 
* capacity said organization had an engagement with the Confederate forces at 

Rowena, Russell County, Kentucky, in May, 1862, in which he was captured 
and taken to a rebel prison. That while standing at the window of his prison 
in Richmond, Va., he was, on the 5th pan Boe July, 1862, shot at by one of the 

rds and wounded in his right arm, w ich necessi amputation of that 

b near the shoulder. That soon after this operation was performed he was 
exchanged and sent to Annapolis, Md., where he remained under treatment in 
general hospital until December, 1862, when he was sent to his home in Clinton 
County, Kentucky, where he has since resided. 

Claimant makes a statement under oath, which is made part of this report, 
and is as follows: 

“STATE or Kentucky, County of Clinton, ss: 

“ On this 12th day of July, 1888, personally appeared before me, a deputy clerk 
of the Clinton County court, Milton Wallen, personally known tome and whom 
I believe to be responsible and entitled to credit, and who upon oath states that 
his age is sixty-seven years; that his residence is in said county and State— 
post-office address, Cumberland City; that in July, 1861, he was enrolled in 
Capt. J. W. S. Brooks's company of Kentucky Home Guards, which was sub- 
sequently furnished with arms and ammunition by the United States Govern- 
ment, and acted in concert with regular o: forces of the United States; 
that while serving as a member of said o; tion he was captured at Rowena, 
Russel! County, Kentucky, on or about the — day of May, 1862, by Confederate 
troops, and taken as a prisonor of war to Atlanta, Ga., where he remained a 
short while, and thence to Richmond Va., where he was put in a prison, which 
he believes was called * tle Thunder; that on or about the 5th day of July 
of the same year, while standing at a window of his prison, he was shotat and 
wounded in the right arm by a party to him unknown, but supposed it was 
done by one of the guards of the yan: that his arm in co’ uence was am- 

utated or cut off about midway between the elbow and shoulder joints; that 

n a few days after this occurrence he was ex ged, and sent to Annapolis, 
Md., where he remained under treatment for his wound in a Government hos- 
pital until some time in December, 1862, when he was sent to his home; that 
since his return he has resided in the counties of Russell and Clinton, State of 


Kentucky. * * * 
“MILTON WALLEN. 
“Witness: 
“L. E. Bowies.” 
The affidavits of John O. Guffey, a gentleman of high standing and a resident 
of Cumberland City, Clinton County; Kentucky, who was a member of claim- 
ant’s company, is also furnished cnx follows: 


“Also personally appeared John C. Guffey, aged fifty-four years, personally 
known to me to be a resident of said county and State, and who, after being 
duly sworn, deposes and states that he has known the said Milton Wallen for 
at least thirty years; that he has personal knowledge of the fact that he was a 
member of said company, as he (affiant) was a member thereof and knows that 
the said Wallen's right arm was all right, so far as he could see, prior to his 
capture; that he has no interest in any that the said Wallen may have in 
co! uence of the loss of his arm, and that his post-office address is Cumber- 
land City, in said county and State. 
“JOHN C. GUFFEY. 


“Subscribed and sworn to before me on the day and date above mentioned 
by said affiants, and I certify that they were made acquainted with the contents 
of their respective affidavits before signing. 

“ Witness my hand and seal of office this 12th day of July, 1888. 

“ [SEAL] Cc. B. PA GIN, Clerk, 

“By THOMAS RIDLER, Deputy Clerk.” 


In view of the foregoing, gra committee believe this to be a meritorious 
, and report back the bill with a favorable recommendation. 


The bill was laid aside to be reported to the House with the recom- 
mendation that it do pass. 


CHARLES W. GEDDES. 


Mr. CARLTON. I ask consideration of the bill (H. R. 9791) forthe 
relief of Charles W. Geddes. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, ete., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to include the name of Charles W. Geddes, late assistant 
engineer United States eee who served in the Mexican war, and 
to issue to said Charles W. des, under the provisions and limitations of law, 
aland-warrant for his services as assistant engineer on the United States steamer 
General Taylor during the war. 


The report (by Mr. Briss) was read, as follows: 
The Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 9791) grant- 


ing a land-warrant to Charles W. Geddes for his services during the Mexican 
war, have considered the same and report as follows: 


TheSecretary of the Navy states that the General Taylor is not considered by 
the Navy Department as having been en in the prosecution of the war 
with Mexico at the time claimant served thereon. 

The claimant appen to the Pension Bureau, under the act of March 3, 1855 
(sections 2425 and 2426, Revised Statutes), for the allowance of a land-warrant, 
but his claim was rejected upon the opinion of the Secretary of the Navy al- 
ready referred to, that the General Taylor had not served in that war. 

The action of rejection was affirmed by the Secretary of the Interior, on ap- 


peal. . 

The fourth clause of section 2426, Revised Statutes, includes as beneficiaries— 

“ Wagon-masters and teamsters who have been employed under the direction 
of en area authority in time of war, in the transportation of military stores 
and supplies.” 

It seems but just that officers who were transporting recruits should be placod 
at least on an equality with civil employés rp ce in transporting supplics. 

The Treasury ean has allowed Mr. ides three months’ extra pay 
under the act of February 19, 1879 (United States Statutes at , Volume 20, 
page 316), and thereby recognized him as engaged in the prosecution of the war. 

Your committee are of the opinion that the bill should pass. 


The CHAIRMAN (Mr. STONE, of Missouri), The Chair is under 
the impression that this bill does not come within the special order. 

Mr. CARLTON. The bill was referred to the Committee on Pen- 
sions and was reported by that committee, of which I am a member. 

The CHAIRMAN. ‘The Chair will ask the Clerk to read the spe- 
cial order under which the House is acting. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Resolved, That, until further ordered, on each Friday at 5 o'clock p, m, the 
House shall take a recess until 7.30 p. m., and after the 15th day of April next 
until 8 p. m., at which evening sessions bills on the Private Calendar granting 
pensions, reported from the Committee on Invalid Pensions and the Commit- 
tee on Pensions, and bills on the Private Calendar reported from the Commit- 
tee on the Judiciary removing political disabilities, shall be considered, and no 
other business shall be transacted at such evening sessions, and the House shall 
adjourn on each of said evenings not later than 10.30 p. m. 

The CHAIRMAN. That is the special order, and the only business . 
to be transacted in the Friday evening sessions as provided for are bills 
relating to pensions and the removal of political disabilities. This 
bill, though reported from the Committee on Pensions, is in the nature 
of a claim, and proposes to place the name of Charles W. Geddes 
“t among those who served in the Mexican war,” to quote the language 
of the bill, and to grant him a land warrant. 

Mr. CARLTON. If the Chair will permit me, I desire to, make a 
brief statement concerning this case. This claim is brought here by 


-reason of the fact that this party applied to the Pension Office, and 


owing to some slight technicality in the way the Commissioner of Pen- 
sions could not grant the claim, and this bill was introduced. I think 
the reading of the report will settle the case. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair is under the impression that this is 
not in order under the special order, and so decides, 


CARTER W. TILLER. 


Mr. CARUTH. I ask consideration of the bill (H. R. 3681) granting 
a on to Carter W, Tiller. 
e bill was read. 
Mr. CARUTH. The report is quite lengthy, Mr. Chairman, and I 
think if I were permitted to make a brief statement it would save the 
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Clerk and the House would understand the merits of the case just as 
well or better. 

Mr. KILGORE. I am inclined to insist on the reading of the report. 
If the rule be relaxed in one case it will be urged that it should be re- 


laxed in others. 5 
The CHAIRMAN. The Chair is informed that this bill has been re- 


ported to the House from the Committee of the Whole already. 

Mr. CARUTH. That is what I understand. We are now consider- 
ing business by unanimous consent, are we not? 

The CHAIRMAN. But the House is in Gommittee of the Whole. 

Mr. CARUTH. I understand we are in Committee of the Whole. 

TheCHAIRMAN. This bill has been considered by the Committee 
of the Whole and is unfinished business in the House. 

Mr. CARUTH. Then I want it reported back tothe House with the 
recommendation that it do pass. 

The CHAIRMAN. It has already been reported to the House. 

Mr. CARUTH.. Well, then, when the committee rises I shall ask the 
House to consider the bill. 


MARGARET M. MILLER. 


Mr. CHEADLE. I ask consideration of the bill (S. 1500) granting 
a pension to Margaret M. Miller. 
The bill was read, as follows: = 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to place on the pension-roll, subject to the provisionsand 
limitations of the pension laws, the name of Margaret M. Miller, of Figin, IIL, 
a volunteer army nurse during the war of the rebellion, and pay her during life 
a pension at the rate of $25 per month from and the passage of this act, 


The report (by Mr. LANE) was read, as follows: 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred Senate bill 1150, 
beg leave to report that they have considered said case and adopt the report of 
the Senate in case as their report, and recommend that said bill do pass. 

[Senate Report No. 967, Fiftieth Congress, first session.] 

The Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (S. 1500) granting 
a pension to Margaret M. Miller, have carefully examined the same, and report: 

The facts bearing upon the right of the claimant, Margaret M. Miller, to be 
pensioned as a volunteer army nurse during the war of the rebellion have been 
carefully examined by the committee, who are of the opinion that, under the 
precedents which Congress has made in the paar of pensions to ladies who 
volunteered and devoted themselves to the laborious duty of nursing the sick 
and wounded of the Anoy during the war, the right of this claimant is clearly 
made out for such relief by the exhibits hereto appended (see exhibits marked 
A to H), which exhibits present all of the facts upon whìch the right of the 

. claimant rests for a sion, 

Your committee therefore report Senate bill No. 1500 favorably and recom- 

mend that it do pass. 


EXHIBIT A. 
Exars, ILL., December, 1887. 
To the honorable Commitice on Pensions, United States Senate: 


I, Margaret M. Miller, as your petitioner, submit the following statement, and 
ask your generous consideration of it, with the evidence submitted : 

I responded to the call of Governor Morton, of Indiana, for helpers in hos- 
pital work, the need of the same being at that time very great in the Western 
armies, February 28, 1863, as a volunteer nurse from Indiana, I being then a 
resident of Goshen, Ind. 

I was assigned to Adams’ Black Hospital, Memphis, Tenn., where I served 
continuously until May 17,1865; my services no longer required, the sick sent 
home, and war about over, hospital closed. 

* I submit herewith my appointment, vouchers, letter of recommendation re- 
ceived then from Dr. Study, the last surgeon in charge there, with other proofs 
x service, showing the ue and character of the same, andask full considera- 

on. 

I deemed it a privilege to work for the poor sick soldiers, and I have thought 
Iwould never apply for pension or pay for services then rendered, as the length 
of time which bas elapsed can prove to you, but circumstances alter cases, I 
am now over sixty years old, I have no home of my own, and have an invalid 
friend depending on me; because of this need of the relief, I now ask I may be 
allowed a pension as a volunteer army nurse, at $25 per month during the re- 
mainder of my life, believing, as I do, that my country can now afford, from 
its surplus millions, to remember both women and men who served her faith- 
fully = s Ree ei peril which Nenad can orgo 

great respect, gentlemen, very truly, yours, 
itá GARET M. MILLER, 
Late Volunteer Army Nurse. 
Exner B. 
OFFICE OF CHICAGO SANITARY COMMISSION, 
February 17, 

Miss Margaret Miller has been this day appointed nurse in the military hos- 
pitals of the Western Department, by authority delegated to Mrs. A. H. Hoge 
and Mrs. D, B. Livermore by Miss D. L. Dix, general superintendent of nurses 
in the military hospitals in the United States. 

For D. L. DIX, 
Mrs. A. H. HOGE, 
Mrs. D. B. LIVERMORE, 
Chicago Sanitary Commission. 

Miss mgs ee Miller has been detailed to service in the general hospitals at 
a 3g es ‘enn. 

N. B.—If the place of service is changed a new certificate will be issned. 


Exursir ©, 


ApAMs GENERAL HOSPITAL, 
Memphis, Tenn., May 31, 1865. 

Miss Ma; Miller, the bearer of this, has been connected with this hospital 
for more two years, during which time she has performed her duties in 
the most satisfactory manner. 

Miss Miller I regard as a lady in every sense of the word, and therefore cheer- 
fully recommend her to the consideration of any whom it may concern should 
she make application for employment again in the capacity of nurse. 

J. M. STUDY, 
Surgeon in Charge. 
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Exuusir D. 
BOURBON, IND., December 24, 1887. 
This is to Geen erag I, Samuel France, of Bourbon, Marshall County, and 
State of Indiana, have known Margaret Miller, formerly of Goshen, Ind., but 
now of Elgin, Ill., and that her moral standing is above suspicion; and further, 
that her patriotism and love of her country and Government were so stron 
that during the struggle for the suppression of the Southern rebellion she vol- 
unteered her services and went to the front as a nurse in the hospitals, where 
day after day and night after night she might be found taking care of suffering 
soldiers; weary and tired though she may have been, yet she was always ready 
and willing to encourage and cheer up the suffering and despondent and soothe 
the pillow of the dying soldier. 
Month after month and year after yedr she devoted her services to her coun- 
Pe nee of February, 1863, to the best of my knowledge and belief, un- 
ay 27, 3 . 
And I further certify that I have no pecuniary interest in any claim she has, 
or may haye, against the Government of the United States. 
SAMUEL FRANCE, 
Late Surgeon of the One hundredth Indiana Volunteer Infantry. 


STATE oF INDIANA, County of Marshall, ss: 

Before me, Jesse D. Chaplin, a notary public in and for Marshall County, State 
of Indiana, on this 24th aay of December, 1887, came Samuel France, to me well 
known, and having ed, was by me sworn to the above and foregoing affi- 
davit, the same being in the handwriting of said Samuel France, the affiant. I 
have no interest whatever in the matter in relation to which this affidavit is 
made, and a certificate of my official character has been filed in the Pension Of 


fice at Washington City, D. 0. 
Witness my hand and notarial seal this 24th day of December, 1887. 
[SEAL] JESSE D. CHAPLIN, 
a Notary Public. 


Exnursit E. 
STATE OF INDIANA, Warren County, ss: 

Before me, Merrill Moores,a notary publicin and for said county, duly com- 
missioned and qualified to administer oaths, personally RODIA, George O. 
Jobes and, under oath, made the following statement, to wit: I reside at No. 417 
Indiana avenue, Indianapolis, in the county and State above named,and have 
resided there for about twelve years past,and previously thereto I resided in 
Randolph County in the same State. I am a physician,and until my removal 
to this city was enga. in the practice of medicine. 

By neh il cena of GovernorO.P.Morton,I served as State military agent forthe 
State of Indiana from August, 1862, until August, 1865, and as such wasin charge 
bo) the ee office at Memphis, Tenn., from March, 1863, until the close of my term 
of service. 
~ Part of my duties as State military agent were to receive nurses sent out ad 
the State, procure their assignment to duty, supervise their services, and in all 
proper ways to promote their efficiency and personal welfare, 

In the discharge of these duties I became acquainted with Margaret M. Mil- 
ler, then a resident of Goshen, Ind., but now of Elgin, Ill., whom I found al- 
ready on duty as a nurse at Adams Hospital, and who remained there until its 
close in May, 1865. During all this time I visited the Adams Hospital frequently, 
and I know that I express the opinion of all who knew her, from superintend- 
ent down, when I say that she was one of the most useful nurses in the a hag 

GEO. O. JOBES. 

Subscribed and sworn to before me this 3d day of January, 1888. Witness my 
hand and notarial seal. 

[SEAL] MERRILL MOORES, 


Exursir F, - 
[Salem Bank, established 1854.] 
GOSHEN, IND., December 29, 1887. 


To the Committee on Pensions, Washington, D. C., 
k United States Senale, or whom else it may concern: 

I take pleasure in stating that before, during the war of the rebellion, and for 
years thereafter Miss Margaret Miller resided in Goshen, Ind., where also I was 
then and am now a resident. That I know quite well that she, with two other 
ladies of this place, patriotically responded to the call for female nurses to at- 
tend to and minister to the sick and wounded soldiers. She and those other 
ladies went from our town to the hospitals near the front in February, 1863, and 
were on ga as nurses until some time in May, 1865, except Miss Powell, one of 
the three, who, I think, died in Memphis in said service, 

No soldier who shouldered a gun, performed Jong marches, endured heat, 
thirst, rain, and marched into the face of battle did for the country a more pa- 
triotic or valorous service than did these three ladies of our town, of whom 
Miss Margarent Miller, now of Elgin, Ill., was one; and she deserves a pension. 
If the law does not reach far enough to include her claim, it should do so. 

I further certify that I am in no way related by blood or affinity to said Miss 
ones and have no interest in her claim, other than to show her meritorious 
claim. 

I further state, Miss Miller during all the many years of her residence in 
Goshen established and maintained an unblemished life of virtue, her good 
name being known and acknowledged by all persons of our town. In support 
of all these statements, I refer to General Milo S. Hascall, Col. M. B. Hascall, of 
Forty-eighth Indiana, William A. Thomas, banker, and Mrs. W. A. Thomas, 
Dr. M. M. Latta, Capt. Hawks, Dr. Jackson, Rey. H. Vannuys, D. D., and others, 
for the verity = the statements herein made, 

JNO. W. IRWIN. 
Exutsir G. 
ELGIN, ILL., December 20, 1887. 
To the honorable Commitiee on Pensions, United States Senate: 

I, David C. Scofield, of this city, do submit the following statement, namely: 
Miss Margaret M. Miller, who served as army nurse in the hospitals of Mem- 
phis, Tenn., and after the war and until 1875 as teacher Sore the freedmen. 
when, in e rs Suey rant she retired for rest, and who since that me has resided 
in this city, fill g opon stations in the moral and religious life, till now,in 
failing health and without a home of her own, and reins, Beast the of 
sixty, very reasonably asks a pension at your hands during natural life of 
not less than $25 per month. f 


y respectful] urs, 
ees Zza DAVID ©, SCOFIELD, 


Exner H. 
ELGIN, KANE County, ILLINOIS, December 30, 1887. 
To the honorable Committee on Pensions, United States Senate: 


This is to certify ihat I have been acquainted with Miss M. M. Miller for the 
past twelve years, and take pleasure in recommending her as a worthy Chris- 
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tian lady, in every wa: mr ade She has no means of support aside from her 
earnings, and is in delicate health, having never been strong and robust since 
my acquaintance mm her. 
saline ence ne S. K. WHITFORD, M. D., 
36 Dundee avenue, Elgin, 

Mr. FELTON. I desire to ask for information if this bill does not 
carry a pension of $25 a month to a nurse; and I would like some 
gentleman to inform me what the rate is for a soldier or a soldier’s 
widow. 

Mr. CONGER and others. Twelve dollars a month. 

Mr. FELTON. I wanted the Mformation, that is all, and I haye 
nothing further to say. 

Mr. CHIPMAN. Regular order. 

Mr. CHEADLE. I desire to make a brief statement in reference to 
this case. Iam informed by the Committee on Invalid Pensions that 
they grant pensions to nurses varying from $25 to $12, according to the 
amount of service performed and the amount of pay the party received 
from the Government. This is one of the most meritorious cases, and 
I hope it will be allowed. 

Mr. FELTON. I desire to say that I do not want to obstruct the 
passage of the bill, I only wanted to get the information I asked for 
so that we might see on what principle we were acting. 

Mr. THOMPSON, of Ohio. The rule of the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions is this: Where a nurse served and received pay and is dis- 
abled we grant a pension of $12 a month. Where anurse served with- 
out pay, as many of them did, and became disabled in the service we 
have allowed $25 per month. That has been the rule of the commit- 
tee. 


Mr. KILGORE. I want to make a suggestion on this bill. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Texas will be recognized. 

Mr. KILGORE. I did not catch the reading of the bill exactly, but 
my recollection is that it provides a pension for this woman for her 
natural life. Thatis not the rule that has heretofore been adopted, 
and if she should remarry the effect of the bill would be to continue 
her pension for life. 

Mr. FELTON. She may be worse off if she gets married. 

Mr. MACDONALD. It depends upon whom she marries. 

Mr. KILGORE, If the gentleman will strike out the words ‘‘during 
life,” I will not oppose the bill. I will move that as an amendment. 

Mr. CHEADLE. I will state that this lady is almost seventy years 
of age, and there is not any likelihood of her marrying again. 

Mr. KILGORE. I never heard of them being too old to get mar- 
ried. [Laughter.] 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside to be reported to 
the House with the recommendation that it do pass. 


LEAVE TO PRINT. 


Mr. OWEN. I have some remarks on the pension question which I 
would like to have printed in the RECORD without taking up the time 
of the House, 

The CHAIRMAN. If there be no objection, the request of the gen- 
tleman from Indiana [Mr. OwrEn] will be granted. 

was no opjection. 

Mr. THOMPSON, of Ohio. I desire to make the same request. 

The CHAIRMAN. If there be no objection, the request of the gen- 
tleman will be granted. : 

There was no objection. 

MRS. CATHERINE BARBERICK. 

Mr. CARLTON. Mr. Chairman, as the bill which I called up has 
been ruled out by the Chair, I now ask unanimous consent to'call up 
in its stead the bill (H. R. 9252) granting a pension to Mrs. Catherine 
Baberick. . 

There was no objection. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, ctc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he hereby is, au- 
thorized and directed to place the name of Mrs. Catherine Baberick, of Water- 
town, Minn., mother of William Baberick, late of Company be Fifth Regiment 


Minnesota Volunteer Infantry (and upon whom she was dependent for support), 
on the pension-roll, subject to the rules and limitations of the pension laws. 


The report (by Mr. MORRILL) was read, as follows: 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H.R. 
9252) granting a pension to Mrs. Catherine Barberick, of Watertown, Minn., 
having had the same under consideration, submit the following report: 

Catherine Barberick is the mother of Killian Barberick, who enlisted Feb- 
ruary 19, 1862, and died August 2, 1864, of small-pox. Herclaim has been rejected 
by the Pension Bureau on the ground that the fatal disease originated while on 
veteran furlough. 

It appears that the command was furloughed for thirty days, July 2, 1864, be- 
cause of its re-enlistment as veterans. From the testimony taken by special 
examiner it is shown that the soldier died of the disease and at the date above 
given, after an illness of about ten days. This being true, there can hardly be 
any question as to the correctness of the department in rejecting the mother’s 
claim under the law. 

‘The pension laws do provide pensions for disability incurred while on veteran 
furlough, but only for such disabilities as were incurred while with the organi- 
gation. Thus a soldier on veteran furlough is not in pensionable service the 
moment his command arrives at the place designated as its rendezvous at the 
Sig ioan of the furlough. 

hese furloughs were granted as a special inducement to those who had faith- 
fully served two years and whose service the Government desired so much for 
a longer period than that originally contracted for. 


The soldier in question had served more than two 
listment, went home, and while in the enjoyment of his veteran furlough be- 
came osed to small-pox and died on the very day the same had expired. 

There is no question whatever as to claimant's dependence upon the soldier 
and her needy condition at this time. 

The Government, for purposes heretofore stated, having granted furloughs 
to those who had seen long field service, and by subsequent action having rec- 
oj the same, in part, at least, as of pensionable service, your committee 
are of the opinion that any disability incurred during the entire period of such 
veteran furlough should be pensionable, unless the same is shown to be due to 
grosa carelessness or improper conduct on the part of the furloughed soldier. 

uch is not shown in this case, and the committee, being fully satisfied of the 
dependence of this aged claimant, therefore report favorably on the accompany- 
ing bill and ask that it do pass, amended, however, striking out the word 
“Baberick’? wherever the same may appear in the bill and the title thereof, 
and inserting therein instead the word “ Barberick.” 


The amendments recommended by the committee were agreed to. 
There being no objection, the bill as amended was laid aside to be 
reported to the House with the recommendation that it do pass. 


JOHN SWEENEY. 


Mr. CHIPMAN,. Icall up the bill (H. R. 10947) for the relief of 
John Sweeney. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, ete., That the Secretary of the Interior is hereby directed to place 
the name of John Sweeney, late a seaman in the United States Navy, on the 
pension-roll, subject to the provisions and limitations of the pension laws. 


The report (by Mr. Crem AN) was read, as follows: 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 
po forthe ie, of John Sweeney, having examined the same, submit the fol- 

owing report: 

John Sweeney was one of four brothers who enlisted in February, 1862, in the 
aga and served on the Mississippi and in the Gulf. He remained in service 
until July, 1864. On April 14, 1886, he was examined by a board of pension ex- 
aminers at Toledo, Ohio, in which he claimed that about the last of June or be- 
ginning of July, 1862, he was injured by falling through a temporary bridge 
constructed by the Union forces when he was ore near Vicksburg on picket 
duty. He claimed the inay was not considered serious at the time, but that 
about a year later his leg (the right one) broke open back of the place of thein- 
jury (the shin) and continued to break out and heal alternately for several 
mon when it healed. From that time to this he has suffered a great deal of 
pain, and the limb is very weak, so as to interfere with his work. He is falling 

to old age: his means of livelihood is manual labor, and what, when he 
was younger, was a slight inconyenicnce, is now a serious impediment to his 
exertions, 

The board find that the tibia of right leg was injured; they find the scars of 
the abscesses occasioned by the breaking ont, and that he is disabled by the 
wound. The claim was rejected for want of testimony; but Sweeney shows 
that he has made search and that he car not find a single man or officer who 
served with him on the Wm. Bacon, the mortar-boat he was attached to at the 
time of the injury. Thisis not surprising, as the number of men was small, and, 
being sailors, they are scattered, if, indeed, many of them are alive. 

Sweeney is a man of the best reputation, and only seeks this relief because, 
in his declining years, his injuries begin to assert themselves with greater vigor 
and to incapacitate him to a ter extent. 

We recommend that the bill do pass, 


There being no objection, the bill was laid aside to be reported to the 
House with the recommendation that it do pass. 


NANCY E. SAWYER. 


Mr. CLARK. I call up the bill (H. R. 9776) for the relief of Nancy 
E. Sawyer. : 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and is hereby, author- 
ized and directed to place on the pension-roll, subject to the provisions and 
limitations of the pension la’ the name of Nancy E. Sawyer, widow of the 
late James F. Sawyer, late of Company K, Twenty-first Regiment Wisconsin 

olunteers, 


The report (by Mr. SAWYER) was read, as follows: 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 
9776) for the relief of Nancy E. Sawyer, have had the same under consideration, 
and beg leave to submit the following report: 

Nency E. Sawyer is the widow of James F. Sawyer, who served as private of 
Company K, Detar Sepa Regiment Wisconsin Volun from March 28, 1864, 
until July 18, 1865. e received a gunshot wound of neck in action near Sa- 
vannah, Ga., January 24, 1865. The wound was 3} inches below the base of the 
skull, causing severe stiffness of neck and pain in spine, shoulders, arms, and 
top of head. Soldier applied for pension on account of this wound, buthis claim 
was rejected upona Met superficial examination by asingle surgeon, who failed 
to discover any disability. Su uently another on by a board of 
mogen, was ordered, but the soldier became unable to travel and soon thero- 
after d 

Tho widow's claim has been rejected on the ground that the fatal discase is 
not shown to be a result of the military service. 

There are on file in the case a number of affidavits of neighbors and fellow- 
workmen, not da hiips rte fore any reasonable doubt that the wound of neck was 
ot a more serious racter than it appeared to the examining surgeon, From 
their statements it appears that by reason of the disability from the same, sol- 
dier was employed at the lightest work; that he constantly complained of the 
wound, and that he gradually failed in health, until about a year prior to his 
death he was compelled to abandon work entirely. 

Rey. O. W. Babcock testifies to an intimate acquaintance with Sawyer from 
1876 to 1880; that during that period his attacks of illness became more fre- 
quent year by yens and more severe with each succeeding attack, producing 
bade in his head and neck and down his back, and numbness of the ex- 

mities, 

Dr. Jonathan Gibbs, late assistant surgeon sey icone Wisconsin Volun- 
teers, testifies that he knew the soldier before his enlistment; wasthen astrong, 
healthy man; was much broken down in health at ein consequence of 
a gunshot wound of neck. Soldier suffered very much in the locality of 
the wound, which gradually increased in severity until became entirely in- 


rs of his original en- 


aye mhoa ee for the performance of any manual labor, and at last was confined 
to bed and di fenervation and a low form of fever and general prostra- 
tion, which condition was, in affiant’s opinion, induced by the slow but certain 

influence of the wound of neck. 
Dr. R. L. Cook, late ag rare Eleventh Maine Volunteers, testifies that he be- 
with the soldier in 1869, and was his medical adviser from 


came acquainted 
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that time until his death. That during this entire period soldier was a sufferer 
from the effects of a gunshot wound of neck; that his sufferings increased from 
year to year until the constant and severe pain in locality of wound vented 
asep paired the nervous system, followed by in ion, loss of strength, 
feeble circulation of blood, and finally a typhoid condition, at which time he 
was obli; to lic in bed on his right side, any other position ons or 
nin head and neck. This constant lying in one position in a short 
time produced hypostatic hyperemia, all the tissues of the right side being 
much congested, particularly the right lung, which condition occurred about 
sixteen hours before death. The remote and also the immediate cause of the 
soldier’s death was, in affiant’s opinion, the wound of neck received in the 
service of the United States. 
Had the soldier had-the advantage of a more thorough medical examination 
the widow undoubtedly could have established her claim upon the evidence on 


ie. 

In the opinion of your committee the evidence clearly connects the soldier's 
death cause with his service, and therefore report favorably on the accompany- 
ing bill, and ask that it do pass. 


There being no objection, the bill was laid aside to be reported to the 
House with the recommendation that it do pass. : 


MICAH FRENCH. 


Mr. CONGER. I call up the bill (H. R. 4737) granting a pension to 
Micah French. F 
‘The bill was read, as follows: 


Beit enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior is hereby authorized and 
directed to place on the pension-roll, at the rate of $50 a month, the name of 
Micah French, formerly a private in Capt. S. Clark's company, New York Mili- 
ue of the war of 1812; the pension hereby granted to bein lieu of all other pen- 

ions. 


The report (by Mr. Briss) was read, as follows: 


The Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 4737) grant- 
ing | an emir of pension to Micah French, have considered the same and re- 
port as follows: : 

Micah French was a soldier for sixty days in Captain Clark’s company, New 
York Militia, war of 1812. He is in receipt of a — of $3 per month asa sur- 
vivor and by reason of a bullet wound of arm recet in the battle of 
Queenstown, Canada, and still carries the ballin hisarm. Heisninety-five years 
of age, in poor circumstances financially, lame, and nearly blind. 

In similar cases your committee have reported favorably bills granting in- 
creases to $30 per month. 

They are of the a that relief should be granted in this case to render 
more comfortable the Jast years of the old veteran’s life, and therefore report 
the bill with the recommendation that it do pass, amended, however, by strik- 
= Fae the word “fifty,” in line 4, and inserting in lieu thereof the word 
“thirty.” 


The amendment recommended by the committee was to. 
There being no objection, the bill as amended was laid aside to be 
reported to the House with the recommendation that it do pass. 


MRS. SARAH R. BLEECKER. 


ir. CRAIN. I call up the bill (H. R. 6339) for increase of pension 
to Mrs. Sarah R. Bleecker. 
‘The bill was read, as follows: 


Bz it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to place on the pension-roll, subject to the imitations and 

rovisions of the pension laws, the name of Sarah R. Bleecker, widow of John 

. 13. Bleecker, deceased, late a paymaster in the United States Navy, at the rate 
of $50 per month, in lieu of the amount now received by law. 


The report (by Mr. LYNCH) was read, as follows: 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 
6339) for increase of pension to Mrs. Sarah R. Bleecker, have had the same under 
consideration, and leave to report as follows: 

The petitioner is the widow of John V. B. Bleecker, late paymaster in the 


avy. 

The following is an abstract of his services, commissioned purser in Navy 
January 16, 1847: 

“ March 13, 1847.—To the steamer Union. 

“ May 25, 1847.—Detached and settle accounts, 

“ July 16, 1847.—To the Relief. 

“ August 11, 1848.—Detached and settle accounts. 

“ July 7, 1849.—To the Vandalia. 

“ October 12, 1852.—Detached and settle accounts. 

“June 25, 1803.—To the Decatur. 


1860.—To the navy yard, Portsmouth, N. H. 

.—Detached October 1 and wait orders. 

“* October 3, 1863.—To the East Gulf squadron, as fleet paymaster, 

“J we rAr ET ae reirei oraeinee urchasing paymaster, 
une 8, 1864.—' ppi squadron, as pi pa . 

* Died at New York, November 8, 1864. 

“otal sea service, nine yeon ten months, twenty days. 


the 


tee, it is recommended, that as a matter of sim: justice, the 


do pass. 


The CHAIRMAN. If there be no objection, this bill will be laid 
aside to be reported to the House with the recommendation that it do 


pass. 

Mr. CHEADLE. [I object. 

Mr. CRAIN. I trust the gentleman will withhold his objection and 
let this bill be reported to the House as other bills of a similar charac- 
ter have been reported. 

Mr. CHEADLE. Iam perfectly willing that it may be laid aside 
to be reported to the House with the understanding that the previous 
question shall be ordered and that the bill shall be voted upon in a 
full House after thirty minutes’ debate—fifteen minutes on each side. 

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection to the proposition of the gen- 
tleman from Indiana? 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 


MRS. LOUISE M. HUMPHREY. 


Mr. FARQUHAR. I call up the bill (H. R. 11333) granting a pen- 
sion to Mrs. Louisa Humphrey. , 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed i pe the name of Mrs, Louisa M. Humphrey on the 
on-roll of the United States, she being the widow of the late Col. George 
umphrey, of the -eighth Indiana Volunteers, and who was formerly a 
lieutenant in the Mexican war, and that she be allowed the same rate of pen- 
sion her husband was drawing at his death, namely, $30 month, and thatit 
date back to the time of the soldier’s death, which was in 1886. 


The report (by Mr. CHIPMAN) was read, as follows: 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H.R. 
11333) granting a pension to Mrs. Louise Humphrey, have had the same under 
consideration, and submit the following report: r 

The claimant is the widow of Col. George Humphrey, who was a soldier in 
the Mexican war, and also served with distinction in the war of 1861-65. At 
the battle of Stone River he received a gunshot wound of right shoulder, for 
which at the time of his death he was receiving a pension. The wound con- 
tinued to cause him a great deal of trouble until some eight years 
in 1871, the ball, which it was found was still in his shoulder, was removed. At 
the time of its removal two ouncesof sero-purulent pus escaped from the cavity 
which contained the ball. About the 9th of June, 1886, while ascending a stair- 
way, he made a misstep and fell upon the landing, sustaining asimple ure. 
It was properly attended to, but owing to the debilitated condition of his sys- 
tem blood poisoning set in, from the effects of which he died August ts. 1886. 

The widow made application for pension, alleging that the death of her hus- 
band was directly traceable to the gunshot wound received in the Army at the 
battle of Stone River. The claim was rejected on the ground that the soldier's 
death from accidental fracture of right leg, followed by pyæmia, can not be con- 
sidered a result in any way of the wound for which he was pensioned or be 
otherwise charged to his service. 

Dr. J. L. Gregg, late surgeon of the Eighty-eighth Indiana Volunteers, testi- 


es— 

“That he made an incision in the back of said George Humphrey and re- 
moved therefrom a round leaden ball of probably an ounce in weight, which 
was found in an containing ut 2 ounces of unhealthy suo 
states that he is of the opinion that the ot wound and the ry 
suppuration and disease of bone caused thereby resulted in the preduction of a 
chronic form of creas Seta depression of vitality, nervous debility, and 
impairment ofrecuperative powers to such an extent that his power of recover- 
ing from injuries not ordinarily of a dangerous character was seriously im- 
paired, and that his chances for recovering from the effects of acute diseases or 
rere re ee not in themselves ordinarily dangerous to life, were very 
greatly im B 

Dr. W. H. Myers, an eminent physician of Fort Wayne, after giving a full 
history of the case, says: 

“I believe that the pathological lesions existing at the time of death were 
clearly traceable to the broken-down condition of the general h and nota- 
bly of the nervous system, due to the gunshot wound received long anteriorly. 
I believe that the accidental fall occurred peg Se TER, paues of the 
upper extremity and muscular atrophy of the limb, for when the 
muscles of a part waste all its other tissues, nerves, vessels, and bones suffer 
peng g ye impaired blood ang oh 

Mr. E. E. Clark, special examiner, who made a special examination of the case, 
in closing his report says: 


“From the evidence I am of the opinion that the peepee Bed Dr. Myers in re- 
gard to this case is correct and that the claim should be itted. Two pnk 
cians who were personally re ea with the deceased soldier and who ad- 
ministered re Pere Ay after he received the gunshot wound and the 
injury that resulted in death testify that it is their professional opinion that 
his death resulted from the gunshot wound.” 

Itis a mere matter of Regs pace opinion,and as the physicians who at- 
tended him had opportunities of obtaining correct information that the medical 
referee had not, the committee believe the claimant ought to have the benefit of 
the doubt, and we therefore submit a favorable reportand recommend the 
sage of the bill with the following amendments: erever the name “ Louisa” 
occurs, strike out and “Louise M,” so that the name will read “Mrs. 
Louise M. Humphrey;”’ alsostrike out, in line 7, allafter the word “ volunteers” 
and insert “‘ subject to the provisions and limitations of the pension laws.” 


The amendments recommended by the committee were agreed to. 
The bill as amended was laid aside to be reported to the House with 
the recommendation that it do pass. 


JAMES MONOMAN. 


Mr. FELTON. I call up the bill (H. R. 5919) restoring to the pen- 
sion-roll the name of James Monohan, minor child of Richard Mono- 
han, deceased. 

The bill was read, as follows: £ 

Be it enacted, ete., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to restore to the pension-roll the name of James Mono- 
han, minor child of Richard Monahan, aeceenen te a private in Seeapeny, A, 
One hundred and eighty-sixth Regiment Pennsylvania Volunteers, and to pay 
said child, or to his guardian, the remaining pension that he would have re- 
ceived had his name not been stricken from the roll. 


The report (by Mr. LYNCH) was read, as follows: 

The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H. R, 
5919) restoring to the pension-roll the name of James Monohan, minor child of 
Ri Monohan deceased, submit the following report; 

Monohan is the son of Richard Monohan, who enlisted in Company A, 
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oas Busdres and eighty-sixth eres Keg be ac January 16, 1864; was 


ischarged 15, 1865, and died June 12, 1871. . 
Pension was allowed claimant, but his name was dropped from the rolls 
on the ground that the death cause of the soldier was not due to hisservice. We 


quote the following evidence in reference to that point: 
Dr. Pfeiffer, late assistant surgeon One hundred and eighty-sixth Regiment, 


testifies: 

“The soldier was attended by him at various times during the latter 
1864 for rheumatism, intermittent fever, and incipient consumption. It 
posed that camp an 
stitution and Kony 

D. Bossler, late lieutenant Company es— 

“About March, 1964, at Camp Provost, Philadelphia, the soldier, from expos- 
ure on guard duty in stormy weather, contra a fever and er diseases, 
and wasunfitted foractiveduty. He also had cold and inflammation of the eyes. 
About January, 1865, he was relieved from duty and detailed as regimental 
tailor by reason of his weak and broken-down constitution.” 

Dr. Robert Burns testifies— 

“He saw the soldier two or three times in May, 1871, in a very reduced state 
and beyond the reach of medical improvement; also at his house, June 1, 1871, 
visited him three times until his death. Disease was pulmonary consumption, 
induced by lingering illness contracted in service; that he died June 12, 1871, 
of said disease. While under his treatment he was in a hopeless state, suffer- 
ing from destroying oppressions and unable to take any nourishment; that 
while he was in the Army he had intermittent fever, followed by pneumon 
from which time his constitution was broken down. He was well acquain' 
with soldier for twenty years prior to death and saw him often after his dis- 
charge, and soldier never regained his former health. His physical powers 
secmed to be broken up. Notwithstanding this he continued to work to keep 
a home for his child and a sister. He was a temperate and worthy man, and 
the benevolence of the Government would be well bestowed on hisson, He 
saw soldier occasionally from the date of his discharge to date of death, and 
during all of the time he was in a sure decline with consumption of the lungs. 
He bad a cough and expectoration, and gradual loss of flesh and strength from 
discharge to death.” 

Your committee have examined this case with great care, and have been un- 
able to see why the name of James Monohan was dropped from the pension- 
roll. In their opinion the father, Richard Monohan, died of disease contracted 
in the service. The evidence seems to them entirely satisfactory as to this 
point, and they therefore recommend with unanimity and very heartily the 
passage of the bill. 


There being no objection, the bill was laid aside to be reported with 
the recommendation that it do pass, 


EMELIA MUMM, 


Mr. FORAN. T call up the bill (H. R. 10494) granting a pension to 
Emelia Mumm. 
The bill was read, as}follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to place on the pension-roll, subject to the provisions and 
limitations of the pension laws, the name of Emelia Mumm, widow of Nicholas 
Mumm, latea private in Company G, Fifteenth New York Heavy Artillery,and 
pay her a pension at the rate of $12 per month from the 12th day of December, 

S31, 


The report (by Mr. MORRILL) was read, as follows: 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 
10194) granting a pension to Emelia Mamm, submit the following Span; 

The claimant in this case is the widow of Nicholas Mumm, late of Company 
G, Fifteenth New York Artillery. Her first husband was shot in therifle-pits at 
Petersburgh in 1864, and as his widow she drew a pension for about one and one- 
half years, when she married Nicholas Mumm, whodied in 1881 of rheumatism 
and disease ofthe heart. Herapplication for pension as his widow was rejected 
on the ground of “no record ” and want of evidence of incurrence, 

There is an abundance of evidence proving that after two years of service he 
came out of the Army badly disabled by rheumatism and heart disease; thathe 
continued in this condition until his death, at no time being able to perform 
one-fourth of the labor of an able-bodied man. 

Your committee are forced to the conclusion that the death of the soldier was 
the result of his military service, but aside from that, and making the case still 
stronger, is the fact that her first husband was killed inaction. The remarriage 
of the widow saved the Government the pension she would otherwise have 
been entitled to, and it seems but simple justice to again place on the pension- 
roll the widow of these two soldiers, one of whom fell in action, and ths other 
doubtless lost his life from disabilities contracted in the service. 

Your committee recommend the passage of the bill, with anamendment strik- 
ing out all after the word “ Artillery,” in line 7. 


The amendment recommended by the committee was agreed to. 
There being no objection, the bill as amended was laid aside to be 
reported to the House with the recommendation that it do pass, 
P. F. JONTE. - 
T call up the bill (H. R. 10073) granting a pension 


of 
sup- 
poaa. duty had a severe effect on hissomewhat weak con- 
leveloped Cne ea genet or which he died.” 
?, 


Mr. FULLER. 
to P. F. Jonte. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Beit enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to place on the pension-roll the name of P. F. Jonte, late 
a member of Company A, Sixtieth Regiment Ohio Volunteers, of Knoxvilte, 
Iowa, and pay him a pension, subject to the provisions and limitations of the 
pension laws, from and after the passage of this act. 


The report (by Mr. SAWYER) was read, as follows: 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 
10073) granting a pension to P, F. Jonte, have had the same under considera- 
tion, and beg leave to sabmit the following report: 

Peter F, Jonte first enlisted for one year September 30, 1861, in Company A, 
Sixtieth Regiment Ohio Volunteers, and was Lee SE therefrom November 
10, 1862. He again entered the seryice in Company D, Fourth Battalion Ohio 
Sere for six months on August 1, 1863, and was finally mustered out March 


4,1 

His claim for pension has been rejected by the Pension Bureau on the ground 
that there is no record of the all disabilities, chronic diarrhea, piles, and 
disease of skin, and claimant has declared his inability to furnish m evi- 
dence of treatment therefor during service or at discharge. 

Capt. J. L. Hill testifies that claimant was taken sick with camp diarrhea about 
May or June, 1862, and was sent home on furlough. 

Addison H. Maddox, comrade and messmate, also testifies that Jonte was at- 
tacked with diarrhea in May, 1862, and subsequently with typhoid fever, result- 
ing in piles and debility. 

There is also on file a letter written by the claimant from the hospital at New 


Creek Station, Va., to a neighbor, under date of June 14, 1862, in which he states 
that he suffers from diarrhea and is too sick to write much, 


Dr .B. D. G testifies that his records show treatment of claimant June 
28, July land 6, but the nature of the disease for which treated is not now 
known to affiant. This refers to treatment while home on furlough from hos- 


pital. 

Claimant did not employ a physician for some years after his discharge, but 
used different kinds of patent medicines. Frequent changes of residence and 
almost continuous travel as agent for sewing-machines, pumps, ete., during the 

ter part of the time since discharge, make itdifficult for him to procure evi- 
ai aay Gre the Department as to the extent of the disability from al- 
1 causes during that } sige 5 k 

. J. O. Tribbet, under of July 21, 1884, testifies that he has treated Jonte 
for the last five or,six years for piles ‘and erythema, 

Medical examinations show the existence of piles and disease of skin. 

After careful examination of all the evidence in the case, your committee are 
of opinion that the origin of chronic diarrhea and piles in the service is clearly 
established,and that pension therefor should be allowed. The existence of 
disease of skin is not shown soon enough after the service to connect it with 


. the same, ang therefore no recommendation is made regarding this disability. 


The committee return the bill and ask that it do pass, 
There being no objection, the bill was laid aside to be reported to the 
House with the recommendation that it do pass. 


JOHN B. ROSS, 


Mr. FUNSTON. I call up the bill (S. 2720) granting a pension to 
John B. Ross. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to place on the pension-roll, subject to the provisions and 
limitations ot the pension laws, the name of John B. Ross, late of Company F, 
Thirteenth Regiment Kansas Volunteers. 


The report (by Mr. MORRILL) was read, as follows: 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (8.2720) 
granting a pension to John B. Ross, submit the following tepon 

The report of the Senate Committee on Pensions sets forth fully the facts in 
this case and is adopted, with the recommendation that the bill pass. 


[Senate Report No. 1279, Fiflieth Congress, first session.] 


The claimant under this bill, John B, Ross, enlisted in Company F, Thirteenth 
Regiment of Kansas Volunteers, August 22, 1862, and was discharged March 23, 
1863, his service covering a od of seven months, On November 23, 1876, he 
made application fora ion, alleging that he contracted a spinal affection in 
the fall of 1862, caused by exposure and hard marching from Fort Scott, Kans., 
to Cane Hill, Ark. 

He wasd don a surgeon’s certificate of disability, in which it is stated 
he is incapable of performing the duties of a soldier because of “ spinal disease of 
long standing, existing previous to his enlistment, He was unable to walk up- 
right, and has done no duty since the middle of November, 1862. He isentirely 
unfit for the service in my opinion.” (Signed) ** W. H. Grimes, surgeon.” 

In support of this claim he presents the following testimony as to prior sound- 
ness: 

Dr. Charles Williamson (filed December 27, 1881): That he has lqnown the 
claimant for twenty years; was his family physician, and supposed him to bea 
none man prior to his enlisment; had never given him any treatment up to 
that time. 

J. O. Peebler was well acquainted with claimant since 1855; * * * knew 
him when he enlisted; he was a healthy man; never heard that he was un- 
soma ig any way; if he had been so affiant would have known it, for he saw 

him often. 

S. J. Duncan and B. F. Sanders corroborate the above fully, having an ac- 
quaintance of twenty-four years. 

Maj. C. A. Woodworth, comrade, * knew claimant three years before his en- 
listment, and that he was an able-bodied man.” 

Capt. P. H. McNamara, of Company K, Thirteenth Kansas, same as above, 
with an acquaintance of six years with claimant prior to enlistment, and he 
was then a sound, able-bodied man. 

J. J. Locker and D. E. Merwin haye known claimant since 1859. Prior to his 
enlistment he was not affected with any spinal disease. They were intimate 
bfe him and his family and would have certainly known if claimant had any 

iscate. 

That as to condition during service, Major Woodworth swears that claimant 
was sick in the regimental hospital and other places during the fall of 1862, and 
was discharged for disability. 

Capt, P. H. McNamara swears that claimant contracted a fever at Cane Hill, 
Arkansas, in October or November, 1862, which resulted in an affection of the 
head and spine; he was finally discharged on surgeon's certificate of disability. 
Has personal knowledge; was present with command. 

Surgeon Grimes, who gave the certificate of disability, is reported on the 


books as dead. 
. Dr. Williamson swears that he has treated claimant at dif- 


Since discharged 
ferent times “for rheumatism of the lumbar muscles. * + + A portion of the 
Has not treated him in thir- 


time he was compelled to use a cane in walking. 
teen years.” 

J.J. Locker and D. E, Merwin swear that they have known the claimant since 
1859; that he has been affected witir spinal disease ever since his return from 
the Army; * * * he has been greatly disabled for manual labor. 

Dr. J. C. Birdsell swears he has known claimant nineteen years; during first 
eight years of his uaintance saw him almost every day, and claimant con- 
stantly complained of spinal affection, which he said he contracted in the Army; 
aftiant has not treated claimant, but knows, from observation, he has been com- 
mia of spinal trouble all the time. 

T. J.C. Duncan has known claimant for twenty-six years; lived within 300 
gasas of him for eight years immediately after his discharge; saw him brought 

ome from the ps i was not able to sit up; saw him almost every day; 
the trouble was in ‘back; has worked for claimant, but never knew him to 
do a day’s work since his discharge; has seen him only about once a year for 
five or six years; he seems most of the time disabled from work. 

John Ramsay and Gregey Ashe have known claimant for twenty-six years; 
lived near him and met him, on an average, three times a week until five years 
ago (1878); they have never known him to be able to perform any manual labor 
since his discharge. 

Daniel Chaney and L. B. Keifer, March, 1883, swear they have known claimant 
for four or five years. He has been so lamein his back he could hardly walk at 
times; has been unable to do any labor for weeks together. 

Dr. E. H. Co has known claimant four years; his family physician. He 
suffers almost continual spinal trouble, at times greatly aggravated, and ren- 
dering him entirely unfit to labor at all. 
hint sin roar a aa A AAI ge ht side eciall the sight 

im ce h , for o e, 8 y the rig! 
foot, which is the result of apoa anemia. He is that condition he can not 
do any hard labor, and his right side troubles him more or lessallthe time, He 
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n vaeane taken with paralysis of this side at any time, so as to entirely dis- 
= > 
Hata credibility and reliability of all the foregoing affiants clearly estab- 


The first examiner rates the disability at one-half from 1863 to 1883. The re- 
viewer concludes that, “if claimant could prove his alleged disability due to 
the service, he would be entitled to about one-fourth pension since discharge.” 

The examining su n at Ottawa, Kans., rates him at one-half total, but 
recommends an examination SEa noero of examining surgeons, and accord- 
ingly he Zn examined by the at Topeka, Kans., who rate him at one- 

fourth total. 

The Pension Office, however, on November 22, 1877, rejects the claim on the 
ground “ that the record shows that the alleged disease of spine existed prior to 
enlistment.” 

‘The case was reopened in 1881, and new testimony was filed tending to show 
that the claimant was sound at and prior to his entering the Army, and the ori- 
gin of his disease in the service. 

The claim was specially examined in the field during the years 1883 and 1884, 
and Special Examiner George W. McKean, under date of November 23, 1883, 
concludes “that the claimant did not contract the alleged disability in the serv- 
xo one was so affected prior to his enlistment, and recommends further exam- 

ation,” 

In the testimony taken by Mr. McKean is that of the claimant, in which the 
claimant admits that two or three years prior to his enlistment he * had a spell 
of lung fever;"’ also in 1855 he got overheated, which affected him so that he was 
not able to stand anything for several years; also in the same year, 1855, he 
strained his back (a stitch) * by trying to roll or pry out avery heavy log,” from 
which he was laid up for two or three days, and that it hurt him off and on for 
two or three rs, * * © The claimant seems to be an honest and truthful 
man, and he rs a good reputation where he es. 

Mr. C. W. Akey, special examiner, under date of January 9, 18%, is of the 
opinion the claim should be rejected, for the reason that the claimant stated 
that prior to his enlistment he had been overheated (probably sunstroke) which, 
in his opinion (Akey's), would be likely to produce spinal or cerebral trouble, 
and that he admits he hurt his back in 1855, and he is also of the opinion that 
the testimony of Dr. Vharles Williamson corroborates the certificate of disabil- 
ity on which he was discharged from the Army. 

br. Williamson, in his statement before the special examiner, swears that he 
“never prescribed for claimant prior to his enlistment, but remembers when 
he enlisted it was a query what he would do in the service. He was regarded 
as a lazy man who did but little work, but believes claimant never claimed to 
be a sound man and was not surprised to hear he was home out of the service, 
* * © Does not know whether claimant contracted any disease while in the 
service or not, and was surprised when he heard he had srpna for a pension,” 

Shonen pte! concludes: ‘* The claim should be rejected without further ex- 
amination. 

F., Rogers, special examiner, under date of March 10, 1834, concludes the 
claim has no merit, because some of the witnesses swear itively that “he 
did complain of his back before enlisting;" and the claim was accordingly 
again rejected, or, in the language of the Commissioner, “the former action of 

tion was adhered to May 1, 1834.” 

rom this action an appeal was taken April 8, 1885, to the honorable Secre- 
tary of the Interior, who sustained the Commissioner of Pensions and dismissed 

e Spoon: e Secretary says: 

“ The evidence relied on by the appellant to overturn said certificate of disa- 
bility is of a negative character, and merely shows, if anything, that the disa- 
bility of appellant had been first brought to the attention of the witnesses during 
his military service, and is pirata g incompetent to rebut the statements of the 
record or to independently establish origin in the service, when considered in 
connection with the adverse testimony above mentioned.” x 

Your committee feel compelled tò differ with the conclusions of the Commis- 
sioner of Pensions and the honorable Secretary who reviewed the case. The; 
regard the testimony as to prior soundness, submitted by theclaimant, as posi- 
tive and conclusive, and in the most material allegations unshaken by anything 
developed by the special examiners, with the possible exception of the testi- 
mony of Dr. Charles Williamson, which in a certain sense seems irreconcilable. 

The witnesses who testify to the priorsoundness of the claimant are all vouched 
for as being reliable men in their respective communities, and the claimant him- 
self has impressed himself upon the mind of the special examiner as a truthful 
man. 

Your committee are of the opinion that this is a case where creditable neigh- 
bors and physicians are much better judges to the extent of the disability than 
any examining surgeon, who goraca the claimant a few minutes, can possi- 
bly be. They therefore feel that this is a proper case for Congressional appro- 
val, and recommend the passage of the bill, 


There being no objection, the bill was laid aside to be reported to the 
House with the recommendation that it do pass. 
ELIJAH W. PENNY. 
Mr. GIFFORD., I call up the bill (H. R. 2261) to increase the pen- 
sion of Elijah W. Penny. : 
The bill was read, as follows: s 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to increase the pension of Elijah W. Penny, late lieuten- 
ant-colonel of the One hundred and thirtieth Regiment of Indiana Volunteers, 
in lieu of the pension which he now receives, to the sum of $12 per month for 
wound in side, and such additional amount per month as he may now, or may 
hereafter, be allowed by law for the loss of an arm near the shoulder, said in- 
crease to take effect from the passage of this act. 

The report (by Mr. MORRILL) was read, as follows: 

The claimant in this case is receiving a pension of $12 per month for loss of 
arm near the shoulder and a severe gunshot wound of the side. is act was 
passed before the gencral law was enacted giving a pension of $45 for the loss 
of arm at or near the shoulder. The rate having been fixed at $42, the Pension 
Office has no power to increase it. The Pension Office rate the wound in the 
side at $12 per month. Your committee recommend the passage of the bill. 


The bill was laid aside to be reported to the House with the recom- 

mendation that it do pass. 
MARTHA GIDDINGS. 

Mr. GROUT. I ask for the consideration of the bill (H. R. 4101) 
granting a pension to Martha Giddings, formerly Martha Priest. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, ete., That the Secre of the Interior be authorized and di- 
rected to pa: upon the pension-roll the name of Martha Giddings, formerly 


Martha widow of Nathaniel Priest, of Company H, Fourteenth Vermont 
Volunteers. 


The report (by Mr. GALLINGER) was read, as follows: 
Claimant was the widow of Nathaniel Priest, private in Company H, Four- 
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teenth Vermont Volunteers. Soldier served during the war and died very 
shortly after his return from diseases contracted in the service. His widow was 
pensioned, which pension she continued to draw until the date of her re-mar- 
riage. This marriage was brought about by fafse representations, was an un- 
fortunate one in every respect, and entailed upon claimant much suffering and 
hardship. Procuring a divorce she made application to the Pension Office for 
restoration to the rolls, which was denied, accompanied by the suggestion from 
_ pico oe titel of Pensions that relief couid only come through the passage 
of a special act, 

It appears in evidence that the claimant is in very delicate health and desti- 
tute circumstances, and inasmuch as the soldier directly sacriticed his life in 
the service of his country your committee are of opinion that it is proper for 
Congress to grant the desired relief, and accordingly report the bill back with a 
recommendation that it do pass, 


The bill was laid aside to be reported to the House with the recom- 
mendation that it do pass. : 


WILLIAM E. TAYLOR, 


Mr. HALL. I call up -the bill (S. 2836) granting a pension to Will- 
iam E. Taylor. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he hereby is, au- 
thorized and directed to piace on the pension-roll, subject to the provisions and 
limitations of the pension laws, the name of William E. Taylor, of Missouri, late 
a member of Company B, Sixtieth Missouri Enrolled Militia, 


The report (by Mr. WALKER) was read, as follows: 


The facts in the case are fully set forth in the report of the Senate Committee 
on Pensions, which this committee adopt as their own, and likewise recom- 
mend the passage of the bill. 

The report is as follows: 

“The claimant filed his declaration May 2, 1881, stating that he was a private 
in Company B, Sixtieth Missouri Militia Cavalry, and that while in the service 
and in the line of duty at the battle of Leesville, Mu., he incurred an injury to 
his eyesight by reason of the tube blowing out of his gun, causing partial 
blindness. The claim was rejectea June 19, 1834, on the ground that the ‘en- 
rolled militia was a State organization, and disabilities incurred therein are nob 
pensionable under existing law.’ 

“The evidence filed in the Pension Bureau, both as to the fact and of the dis- 
ability existing as claimed in the affidavit of the claimant, and as to its incur- 
rence in the manner set forth by the claimant, fully sustain the afidavit of the 
claimant. In addition to this evidence the claimant has filed with the commit- 
tee testimony sustaining the claim set out in his application. 

“The only objection that could be urged against granting this pension is the 
technical one suggested by the Pension Bureau. It has, however, been the 
uniform Poly of Congress to place the soldiers who served in the enrolled 
militia of a State upon the same footing with soldiers of the same State regu- 
larly enlisted in the service of the United States who incurred disabilities in 
defending the Union during the war of the rebellion. Any other rule would 
be unjust and inequitable and would draw a distinction between men perform- 
ing the same service and having the same object in view and who frequently 
accomplished as much good in promoting the cause of the Union. In harmony, 
therefore, with the numerous precedents set by Congress, the facts in this case 
having becn fully proven, the committee is of the opinion that the claimant is 
entitled to a pension.” 


The bill was laid aside to be reported to the House with the recom- 
mendation that it do pass. 


JOSEPH HOLMES, 


Mr. HENDERSON, of Illinois. I ask for the consideration of the 
bill (H. R. 9388) to increase the pension of Joseph Holmes. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, ete., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and is cm ei a 
thorized and directed to place upon the pension-roll the name of Joseph Holmes, 
of Company E, Third Regiment Vermont Volunteers, at the rate of $50 per 
month, in lieu of the pension he is now receiving. 


The report (by Mr. GALLINGER) was read, as follows: 


Claimant received a bullet wound in the head at the battle of Cold Harbor, 
Va.. June 3, 1864, which fractured the skull. Epile and partial paralysis re- 
sulted, producing a condition of almost complete physical wreck. In the hope 
of relief Dr. Henry Janes, of Waterbury, Vt., a distinguished army surgeon, 
performed the operation of trepanning in January, 1866, removing a triangular 

iece of bone from the skull. The operation resulted in almost complete re- 

ief, so far as the cpileptic attacks were concerned, and for a time soldier's 
health was greatly improved. Of late years, however, be has been rapidly fail- 
ing, until now he is unable todo manual labor, being partially paralyzed and 
unable to talk with distinctness or to transact business, A mass of both medi- 
cal end lay testimony has been filed with your committee on this point, andit 
is indisputable that the disabilities are entirely due to the wound received in 
the service. 

Soldier is now receiving $30 per month, and the Pension Office declines to in- 
crease it to $50, the next highest rate, on the ground that he does not constantly 
require the assistance of another person. ‘There is some testimony on file tothe 
effect that he is so completely wrecked, both physically and mentally, as to re- 
quire constant attendance, but it is probable that a small portion of the time he 
is able to care for himself. The case is certainly one of exceptional merit, and 
claimant is clearly entitled to a higher rate of pension than he is now receiving. 

Your committee recommend that the bill be amended by striking out the word 
“fifty,” in line 6, and substituting therefor the word “forty-five,” and that as 
amended the bill do pass, 


The amendment recommended by the committee in the last paragraph 
of the report was read, and adopted. . 

The bill as amended was laid aside to be reported to the House with 
the recommendation that it do pass. 


RACHEL A. SINKINSON. 


Mr. HIRES. I call up the bill (S. 1101) granting a pension to 
Rachel A. Sinkinson. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to place the nume of Rachel A. Sinkinson, widow of 
Robert Sinkinson, late a private in Company K, Eighty-cighth Regiment of 
Pennsylvania Volunteers, on the pension-roll, subject to the provisions and 
limitations of the pension laws, 
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The report (by Mr. Prncock) was read, as follows: 


ae Lec in on Pensions, United States Senate, have submitted the follow- 
g report: i i 

Us The « claimant's husband served in Company K, Eighty-eighth Pennsylvania 
Volunteers, from September 25, 1861, to July 15, 1862, when he was discha: 

for disability. In 1863 he applied for a pension, alleging chronic rheumatism 
and general debility. His was finally allowed at the rate of H per month 
from dateof gee ag to date of death, and the sum dtohis widow. After 
the soldier's death the claimant applied for a widow’s pension, but the claim 
was rejected on the ground that the soldier died of cancer of the stomach, which 
complaint could not be traced to his military service, and she therefore appeals 
to Congress for a s; act in her behalf. 

“The evidence shows that from the time of the soldier’s discharge for disa- 
bility until his death he was unable to work at his trade of molder, or even to 
do lighter work, and that his wife was compelled to provide for the family by 
taking in sewing. Although cancer of the stomach was pronounced the im- 
mediate cause of death, the physician testified thatin addition to this complaint 
he found him Saori from a severe case of chronic diarrhea, contracted in 
the service. The soldier was alsotreated in the hospital for typhoid fever dur- 
ing service, and spent several months in the hospital after his Sapa rig Han The 
soldier's health was good before enlisting, but he was returned to his ily a 
physical wreck, and remained so until he died. 

“It may, therefore, be rationally inferred that the soldier's disability and 
death were in some measure due to his service, and the committee therefore 
recommend that the bill be passed.” 

Your committee have carefully examined the files of the Pension Office, and 
find the facts as set forth in the foregoing report. 

Cancer is necessarily of too obscure origin to connect it with the military 
service under the strict terms of the general pension laws in any case. There- 
fore, Congress must come to the relief in this class of cases, if there is a reason- 
able presumption of its connection with one or more diseases shown to have 
been contracted in the service. In the case under consideration it is clear] 
shown that the soldier was broken down in health, at discharge, from the ef- 
fects of typhoid fever, rheumatism, and diarrhea, and that he grew worse until 
November 26, 1871, when he died of cancer of stomach. 

This condition seems to warrant the presumption that the fatal disease orig- 
inated in the service, and therefore your committee report favorably on the 
accompanying bill, and ask that it do pass. 


The bill was laid aside to be reported to the House with the recom- 
mendation that it do pass. 


JOHN WALLACE. 


Mr. HOPKINS, of New York. I ask for the consideration of the 
bill (H. R. 9759) granting a pension to John Wallace. 
The bill was read, as follows: ~ 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorizedand directed to place on the pension-roll, subject to the provisionsand 
limitations of the pension laws, the name of John allace, father of Robert 
Wallace, p Tonet a late of Company C, Ninety-third Regiment of New York 
Infantry Volunteers. 


The report (by Mr. SAWYER) was read, as follows: 


John Wallace is the father of Robert Wallace, who was killed in the battle of 
the Wilderness while serving in Compnny U, Ninety-third Regiment New York 
Volunteers. Another son of the claimant contracted disease while in the Army, 
and died of the same after discharge. 

father’s claim has been rejected on the poma of non-dependence upon 
the son at time of the latter’s death in the service. 

Itis admitted by the claimant that at date ofthe son’s death, and for some years 
thereafter, he was able-bodied and supported himself and family (the mother 
of the soldier having died in 1858, out of the of afarm) of which he was 
the owner and labor performed for his nei rs. The farm in question con- 
sisted of 312 acres of mountain Jand, which was purchased some years before 
the war at $1 per acre, and which was finally paid for by the contributions of 
the son and the back pay and bounty received by the claimant after the son’s 
death. 

The sons, before their enlistment, Hopes to improve the place, and it was 
principal pty a their efforts in that direction that the father was enabled to 
realize sufficient by its cultivation for the maintenance of the family. 

Since 1876 claimant has been an invalid, and, at the age of seventy-six years, 
isno ep Fa able to gain a subsistence by manual labor. Deprived of the assist- 
ance of his sons, the expenses of ng on the place increased, and although 
as industrious as advancing age and disability would permit, the homestead 
became incumbered more and more, until, in 1879, it out of claimant's 

f on. The amount received therefor was about $1,100, nearly all of which 


went to raa the creditors. 
While the claim was properly rejected by the Pension Office because of claim- 
ant’s ability to maintain himself by manual labor, yet his advanced age and 
resent needy condition would seem sufficient ground for favorable action on 
The part of Congress, and therefore your committee return the bill with the rec- 
ommendation that it do pass. 


The bill was laid aside to be reported to the House with the recom- 
mendation that it do pass. 


CHARLOTTE TAYLOR. 


Mr. HUNTER. I call up the bill (H. R. 9176) granting a pension 
to Charlotte Taylor. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to place on the pension-roll the name of Charlotte Tay- 
lor, widow of Thomas P. Taylor, late a private of Company C, Twelfth Regi- 
ment Kentucky Volunteer Infantry, at the rate of $12 per month. 


The report (by Mr. HUNTER) was read, as follows: 


In the following letter of the Adjutant-General of the Army will be found the 
military record of claimant's husband: 


“War DEPARTMENT, ADJUTANT-GENERAL's OFFICE, 
“ Washington, April 18, 1884. 
“Thomas P, Taylor, a private of Company C, Twelfth Regiment of Kentucky 
Volunteer Infantry, was enrolled on the 3d day of October, 1861, at Camp Hos- 
kins, Kentucky, for three years, and is reported on muster-roll from enroll- 
ment to December 31, 1861, present; January and February, 1862, present, with 
remark, ‘ was absent, sick, rejoined company ;’ March and April, 1862, present; 
May and June, 1562, absent, sick; same to August 31, 1862. ‘oll to December 
31, 1862, four months’ muster, present; January and Fe! 1863, absent, sick. 
Company muster-out roll dated February 3, 1865, reports im discharged by 
order of Colonel Munday, March 16, 1863, on surgeon's certificate of disability.” 
Claimant filed an application for pension on the llth day of February, 1884, 


and alleged in her declaration that the soldier died on the 7th day of April, 1871 
of disease contracted in the line of duty and in the military service of the United 
States; but the claim was rejected on the 13th day of October, 1884, on the 
grounds that the soldier’s death was caused by the fall from his horse in 1871, 
and not shown to have been the result of any or injury contracted while 
in the United States service. 
It is shown by the proof on file in this case that the soldier was unfit for any 
kind of active manual labor from discharge to the day of his death; that he 
was subject to frequent attacks of dizziness, with a sensation of fullness in the 
chest, in the Army and since his discharge; that he could not endure exposure 
to the sun's rays or follow any pursuit requiring much physical exertion, It 


was this condition of the system which compelled him to accept a contract to ` 


carry the mail on horse between Albany and Columbia, Ky. and while on 
a trip on this route, on the 7th day of April, 1871, near Creelsborough, he was 
seized with one of she paroxysms of dizziness referred to, and fi from his 
horse, dying soon thereafter. 

There is abundant proof to show that the soldier was a sound, healthy man 
at enlistment; that he contracted the disease in the service ; that he was dis- 
charged on surgeon's certificate of disability in consequence; that he always 
suffered from this disease from discharge; that ho was of sober habits, and died 
from the effects of a paragan resulting from his military service. 

Your committee are of the opinion that this isa meritorious claim, and rec- 
ommend the passage of the bill. $ 


The bill was laid aside to be reported to the House with the recom- 
mendation that it do pass. : 
JOHN W. ELLIS. 


Mr. JOSEPH. Iask for the consideration of the bill (H. R. 10694) 
granting a pension to John W. Ellis. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to placeon the pension-roll, subject to the provisionsand 
limitations of the pension laws, the name of John W. Ellis, of Sierra County, 
New Mexico, late an Indian scout, in the service of the United States Govern- 
ment in the Territory of New Mexico. 


The report (by Mr. HUNTER) was read, as follows: > 


The proposer beneficiary served in Company K, Fifth Regiment United 
States Infantry, from October 25, 1858, to October 25, 1863, during which period 
he participated in the campaign against the Navajo Indians, and also in the 
civil war. Upon the recommendations of his officers he received a commission 
in the First New Mexico Volunteers, and served until the close of the war. 
Subsequently he was Seca ern as clerk in the quartermaster’s department at 
Forts Bascom, Craig, an cRae, N. Mex. While thus employed at the latter 
postit became necessary to send troops after a band of Mountain Apaches, 
which was devastating the country around. Captain Gilmore, commanding 
the post, placed claimant in charge of seventy men of the Thirty-eighth 
United States Colored Troops and seventy Mexican spies in pursuit of the 
Indians, This selection was made because of Ellis’s familiarity with the coun- 
try and knowledge of Indian fighting. 

e succeeded in getting on their trail, and on the morning of the fourth day 
overtook them and opened up the fight at a distance of only 50 yards. At the 
first fire by the Indians Ellis was wounded, one shot passing through his stom- 
ach, about 2 inches on left side of navel, the other entering on t side of 
windpipe, passing downward and ng in left shoulder. For these wounds 
he was treated by Acting Assistant Surgeon William B, Lyon, as shown by the 
affidavits on fiie with your committee. 

As the law makes no provisions for pensions to civil employés of the Govern- 
ment, no application has been filed in the Pension Office. Congress, however, 
has in similar cases granted relief, and as the case under consideration is one of 
particular merit, by reason of long and meritorious seryice prior to the incur- 
rence of the above-described wounds, your committee unhesitatingly report 
favorably on the accompanying bill, and ask that it do pass. 


The bill was laid aside to be reported to the House with the recom- 
mendation that it do pass. 


GEORGE H. JOMNNSON. 


Mr. KEAN. Iask for the consideration of the bill (S. 2887) grant- 
ing a pension to George H. Johnson. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be,and he is hereby, an- 
thorized and directed to place on the pension-roll, a RSA to the provisionsand 
limitations of the pension laws, the name of George H. Johnson, late a seaman 
in the United States Navy. 


The report (by Mr. Procock) was read, as follows: 


The facts in the case are fully set forth in the report of the Senate Committee 
on Pensions, as follows: 

“This applicant enlisted in the United States Navy ro pare tie 7, 1864, and 
served until August 2, 1865. He alleges that about “ict ds 1866, at Galveston, Tex., 
he contracted rheumatism from exposure and hardships incident to the service. 
The claim was rejected on the ground that there was no record evidence of 
claimant's having contracted the disease in question in the service, 

“Allen Goble, who knew claimant intimately long before enlistment, and who 
served with him opon the United States steam-ship Portsmouth, testifies that 
before claimant shipped he was a sound man, free from all disease, but that 
when he saw him soon after his discharge he was severely suffering from rheu- 
matism, and that he has been unable to work much of the time since, and only 
able to walk about by the use of crutches. 

“James E. Dorsett, who shipped at the same time with claimant, at Brooklyn, 
N. Y., corroborates Goble’s testimony as to claimant's soundness at enlistment, 
and swears that during their voyage to Galveston, where they were transferred 
on board the Cayuga, they were exposed to the wet; that Johnson was taken 
sick with rheumatism from such exposure and was treated for the same, and 
that he, affiant,did part of Johnson's duty, like going aloft, as far as possible; 
that afterward, when he, affiant, was promoted to ship's yeoman, Johnson u: 
to spend part of his time in afiant’s room, and was treated by the assistant sur- 
geon by order of the surgeon; that he has scen Johnson frequently since dis- 
charge, and that he has ually gotten worse and worse, until he is now to- 
tally disabled from his rheumatism. 

“ Dr. Robert testifies that he began treating claimant directly after his 
discharge for rheumatism; that from 1565 to 1870he was unable to gain a liveli- 
hood one-half of the time on that account; that the disease has gradually en- 
croached upon his strength, until now he is unable to walk without crutches 
and is incapacitated for work the greater portion of the time. He also testifics 
that claimant was, before entering the service, a * halo and hearty’ man. 

“William Curtis, who has always lived a neighbor to Johnson, testifies that 
he was before enlistment a perfectly healthy and rugged man, but that when 
he came home again he wasaffiicted with rheumatism, which disease gradually 
became worse, until now he is a ‘complete cripple.’ 
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“This case was —— to the Secret of the Interior, but that official af 
firmed the action of the Commissioner of Pensions in rejecting the case. 

* There is no adverse evidence whatever in this case, and the mere absence 
of record evidence is all that prevents it from being technically perfect. Your 
committee recommend the passage of the bill.” 

The bill is returned with the recommendation that it do pass. 


The bill was laid aside to be reported to the House with the recom- 
mendation that it do pass. 


HENRY SOMMERS. 


Mr. KELLEY. I call up the bill (H. R. 2839) granting a pension 
to Henry Sommers, v 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to increase to $30 per month the pension of He: Som- 
mers, late of Songen H, Fifth Harak United States Artillery, for loss of 
Jeft arm, incurred while an employé of the Quartermaster’s Department, under 
Col. A. J. Donaldson, United States Army. 


The report (by Mr. LYNCH) was read, as follows: 


This claimant was discharged from the Army on surgeon's certificate of dis- 
ability June 10, 1862. 

It appears from the evidence that, though disabled from active service, he was 
employed as yard-master in the quartermaster’s department at Camp Bradford, 
Maryland, October 19, 1863, and that a considerable amount of valuable prop- 
erty, consisting of horses, mules, stores, wagons, etc., was under his charge. 
Adjoining this ber wy and separated from it bya board fence, was a “straggler’s 
camp,” composed o: 
These men had been in the habit of taking the horses out and riding them. 

“At this particular time [as he states], between 5 and 6 o'clock, October 19, 
1863, I was entirely alone in the quartermaster’s camp, and I saw a party of six 
soldiers from the *st: lers’ camp’ come over into the quartermaster’s camp. 
I went to them and told them that they had repeatedly taken the horses out of 
camp and ridden them, and if I caught any of them trying that again I would 
have them arrested and turned over to the provost guard. Whereupon one of 
the men got in my rear and hit me on the head with some hard substance, and 
as I fell another of them shot me with a pistol, the ball taking effect in my left 
arm, below the elbow. After eleven days my arm was amputated above the 
elbow, and in about fourteen months the arm was again amputated, and it is 
not and never has been well since. Iam constantly troubled with a rheumatic 
pain in the stump of the amputated arm.” 

James Gallagher testifies to the facts as stated by the claimant. 

An honored member of this House, Mr. KELLEY, has informed your commit- 
tee that he has known this soldier for forty years, and that during all that time 
he has maintained the highest character for integrity, and also that he is per- 
sonally cognizant of the facts as stated above. that there remains no doubt 
in me minds of your committee as to the entire truth of the claimant’s state- 
men 

This badly disabled soldier has hitherto been able to maintain himself com- 
fortably, and has therefore not applied for help from the Government in the 

rotection of whose property he received his injury. Of late years, however. 
e finds that he is no longer able to support himself and is reluctantly ‘compelled 
ne the pension granted to other soldiers suffering from the same dis- 

While he was employed in the Quartermaster’s Department, and was not at 
the time enrolled in the service, yet he had served as a soldier until di 
for disability, which, however, did not prevent him from faithfully perfo: 
the duty assigned him by an officer in the United States Army, under whose 
orders he was acting when he received the injury. 

Believing that this claim is an eminently meritorious one, your committee 
report favorably, and recommend the passage of the bill. 


The bill was laid aside to be reported to the House with the recom- 
mendation that it do pass. 


EMMANUEL P, STEED. 


Mr. KILGORE. I call up the bill (H. R. 10253) granting a pension 
to Emmanuel P. Steed. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to restore to the pension-roll the name of Emmanuel P. 
Steed, late of Company F, of the First Regiment of West Virginia Cavalry 
Volunteers, and pay him such pension as his disabilities may entitle him to, 
from and after the 12th day of October, anno Domini 1867. 


The report (by Mr. THOMPSON, of Ohio) was read, as follows: 


The Committee on Inyalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 
10253) granting a pension to Emmanuel P. Steed, having considered the same, 
submit the following report: ï 

Emmanuel P. Steed seeks restoration to the pension-rolls, from which he was 
dropped October 12, 1867, for the alleged reason that the disability for which he 
was med originated before his enlistment. 

The files in this case are voluminous, and give the testimony of comrades, 
officers, and Pes peg When he originally applied for pension, in 1865, he 
filed the affidavits of men who saw hurt. The circumstances were then 
fresh in their memories, their testimony pointed, and these comrades, neigh- 
bors, and officers do not withdraw any of their original statements made soon 
after the occurrences ie Aopen to. 

The evidence upon w. he was dropped from the pension-rolls does not come 
from persons who were present at his injury, and the applicant testifies to hav- 
ing had money troubles with some one or more ofthem. ìs neighbors, some 
of them his comrades, testify they knew him before the war; that they were 
boystogether, wentswimming, played ball, ran and indulged in the active 
pastimes of young men together up to the time of his enlistment. They testify 
to seeing him naked when swimming, to having ig Saino him, and know that 
he had no rupture or defect, that he was active and healthy, that they heard no 
complaint from him nor saw any sign of rupture orother trouble on or about him 

rior to his enlistment. One who employed him as mail carrier from 1859 to en- 

istment, and who often slept and went resi pag ne Pate him, ran races, played 
ball, and wrestled with him, testifies strongly to his thorough soundness up to 
his enlistment 

His ca) n swears that in an en ment with the enemy at Blooming Gap, 
W. Va., February 14, 1862, while charging, Steed’s horse fell upon him, ** caus- 
ing a very severe rupture and obliging removal in an ambulance, and unfit- 
ting him for service.” He further swears that applicant— 

** Wasagood soldier, ever ready to do his duty. Ihave known him to do duty 
when I knew he was suffering from the rupture caused by that fall. Our sur- 
geon, Dr. Capchart, said he was ruptured for life. I think if ever a soldier was 
entitled to pension he surely is.” 

The applicant’s second lieutenant, on June 21,1865, certifies asan officer that— 


ers picked up along the line of march of the Army. 


“While in the line of duty said Emmanuel P. Steed was thrown from his horso 
during an engagement at Blooming Gap, W. Va., on the 14th day of February, 
1862, and it is my belief that he then received the injuries for which he was dis- 
charged, namely, rupture.” 

On April 7, 1866, Dr. Capehart, the surgeon of Steed’s regiment, swears that 
on said 14th of February, 1862, Steed was broughtto him immediately after said” 
action at Blooming Gap for treatment, and that applicant— 

“Whilst in di of his duties in an engagement with the enemy ator near 
Blooming Gap, W. Va., on or about February 14, 1862, did receive an injury re- 
sulting in inguinal hernia, and that he ayas broughtto me after the close of said 
action suffering from the ordinary symptoms of said injury. I reduced the her- 
nia and applied a truss, which he continued to wear until was d 
fns the service of the United States in consequnce of this disability, February 

, 1863.” 

It would seem to your committee that the testimony in the case was abso- 
lutely conclusive, and that nothing short of the strongest evidence of fraud, cor- 
ruption, and collusion could set it aside., It isproper to add here that the rec- 
ords of the War Department state that— 

“Steed enlisted August 28, 1861; discharged February 9, 1863, on a certificate 
of disability because of scrotal hernia; a bad case. ‘This disability has existed 
since the lith of February, 1862, occasioned by aninjury received by the falling 
of his horse while in action.” 

It is hard to understand how this record and testimony came to be set aside 
and the pensioner dropped from the rolls. From the files it appears that in 
October, 1867, unsigned statements of three persons were sent to the Pension 
Office asserting, first, that applicant said that he could get rg grr. ee from the 
service because of rupture. Another purported to say that 5! said before 
enlistment that he could do no kind of lifting or laborious work because of rupt- 
ure. The third. to the purport that Steed, before enlistment, frequently com- 

lained of rupture. These statements caused a suspension of pension in 1867 

n the face of the evidence before Shown by your committee and the testimony 
of Steed’s enlisting officer, that he saw Steed examined naked at enlistment, 
and that he was sound and healthy. 

Steed made repeated efforts for reinstatement, butall his efforts were refused, 
and not until in 1885, upon an appeal from the last of a series of rejections, was 
a special examination accorded, and nearly twenty years after his suspension, 
upon the testimony of unfriendly witnesses, he was GAA tr from the rolls, 
some of the witnesses being men with whom he had had litigations. One wit- 
ness was only forty years old,so that he would have been but sixteen years of 
age at the time of the occurrences concerning which he testified. This tes- 
timony runs from 1855 to 1887, and the examiner in his report says that “old 
witnesses in the case had left that vicinity.” 

Your committee are of opinion that the suspension of applicant's pension in 
1867 was inconsiderate; that its final rejection is not supported by the testimony 
or warranted by the record or official certificates in the case. He was unques- 
tionably injured in that battle charge, as has been shown, and was properly 
pensioned therefor. The man showed honorable service, a clear record, prior 
examination, and approval of his physical fitness at enlistment; his officers 
and comrades testify to his injury in battle, the surgeon so certifies, and the 
Government admits the injury in battle, and we see no reason why he should 
have been dropped from the rolls. 

We therefore recommend the passage of the bill. 


Mr. MORRILL. I move to strike ont the words ‘‘from and after 
the 12th day of October, A. D. 1867.” 

Mr. KILGORE. This is called up at the request of a friend of mine, 
and under an agreement the amendment should be made. 

The amendment was agreed to; and the bill as amended was laid 
aside to be reported to the House with the recommendation that it do 


pass, 
ANTHONY SHAFER. 


Mr. LAFFOON called up the bill (H. R. 3512) granting a pension to 
Anthony Shafer. 
The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to place on the pension-roll the name of Anthony Shafer, 
of Liberty, Adams County, Illinois, late private of Dompany D, One hundred 
aoa first Regiment Pennsylvania Volunteer Infantry, subject to the provisions 
of law. 

The report (by Mr. LANE) was read, as follows: r 

The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 
3512) granting a pension to Anthony Shafer, submit the following report: 

This soldier enlisted October 9, 1851, for three years, and was discharged A pril 
1, 1863, for disability. 

‘The report of the Surgeon-General shows that the soldier was discharged from 
the service April 1, 1863, on account of “loss of hearing.” The certificate of 
disability upon which he was discharged contains the following statements: 

“Said soldier is rendered unfit for service on account of di and other 


disability. 
“ALEXANDER COMPHER, Captain. 
“Loss of hearing; partial loss of hearing existed prior to enlistment, and dis- 
ease greatly aggravated since enlistment, : 
“D, C. RUSH, Surgeon." 


This statement of the surgeon that there existed partial deafness prior to en- 
listment furnished the basis of rejection. In looking over the evidence in this 
case two affidavits and a lengthy statement of this same surgeon, Dr, D.C. 
Rush, are found, in which he states that there was no noticeable hardness of 
hearing until after the battle of Fair Oaks, Va., and after he had treated him for 
malarial fever. From that time on his deafness increased until his discharge. 
In addition to the statement of his captain, his first lieutenant, D. F. Bugle, states 
that he considered him perfectly sound at enlistment. There are other affida- 
vits to the same effect. 

The soldier is quite deaf now and broken down physically, and the commit- 
tec think that he should be pensioned, and recommend the passage of the bill, 


There being no objection, the bill was laid aside to be reported to the 
House with the recommendation that it do pass, 


TRENE RUCKER SHERIDAN. 


Mr. BINGHAM. I was recognized in the early part of the evening 
to call up the bill (H, R. 11113) granting a pension to Irene Rucker 
Sheridan, but in view of the fact it seems impossible to secure any con- 
sideration of the bill in committee—— 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman had better wait until we get into 
u House, where the agreement which he indicates will have to be 

e. 
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Mr. BINGHAM. Very well, I will wait until we get into the House, 
when I hope we will reach some agreement in the matter. 


PHEBE M’LAUGHLIN. 


Mr. LANDES called up the bill (S. 2711) restoring Phebe McLaughlin 
to the pension-roll. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, éte., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to restore to the pension-roll the name of Phebe McLaugh- 


lin, widow of James McLaughlin, late soldier in Company D, Seyenty-eighth 
Regimentof Ohio Volunteers, 


The report (by Mr. YODER) was read, as follows: 


Your committee concur in Senate Report No. 1477, and adopt said.report as 
their own and recommend the passage of said bill, 

[Senate Report No. 1477, Fiftieth Congress, first session,] 

The Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (8.2711) for the 
restoration of Phæbe McLaughlin, widow of James McLaughlin, jr., to the pen- 
sion-rolls, have had the same under consideration, and respectiully report: 

The husband of the claimant was a sergeant in Company D, Seventy-eighth 
Ohio Volunteer Infantry. He enlisted December 19, 1561, and was baie tae 
July 11, 1865. Filed his application for a pension January 12, 1871. Died No- 
vember 3, 1871, before the application was acted upon, 

The claimant filed her application February 5, 1572, and the same wasallowed 
January 23, 1873. Her name was dropped from the pension-rolls in 1879, on the 
ground that “the soldier's death was not due to his military service.” The 
claimant immediately made application for restoration, and her claim was 
finally rejected June 18, 1885. 

It appears from the record in this case that intimations were received by the 
Pension Bureau that the claimant was not entitled to a pension, and upon these 
suggestions being filed, a special examiner, Mr. Mills, was sent to the vicinity 
of her home, and upon the evidence taken by him her name was dropped from 
the rolls. After her application for restoration was filed another examiner, Mr. 
J.F. Vinal, was sent to Ohio on November 6, 1883, to examine into the case, and 
in hisanalysis of the case he uses this expression, referring to the evidence taken 
by re Examiner Mills and that taken by himself: “A very different class 
of witnesses have been found from those on whose testimony the name was 
dropped from the rolls." The bureau, not being satisfied with the evidence for- 
warded by him, on August 12, 1884, sent another special examiner, Mr. E. H. La 
Woron to investigate the case, who, in the conclusion of his report, uses this 
anguage: 

“ From the evidence taken heretofore by Special Examiners Mills and Vinal, I 
am of the opinion that this claim is of doubtful merit. I would recommend 
further examination at Zanesville, Ohio.” 

In accordance with this recommendation, on April 6, 1885, Special Examiner 
Vinal was sent to Ohio, and in concluding his report to the Pension Bureau he 
says: “ Recommendation, restoration to the pension-rolls,”” This recommenda- 
en is approved by R. A. Durnan, supervising examiner, Columbus, Ohio, dis- 
trict. 

Notwithstanding this recommendation and the voluminous testimony taken 
to sustain the claimant's right to restoration, on the 18th of June, 1885, the action 
taken bytas bureau in 1879, dropping the name of the claimant from the pen- 
sion-rolls, was affirmed, 

Your committee is absolutely at a loss to understand, after an analysis of the 
testimony and the Spaga l amp roes ag report of Special Examiner Vinal, upon 
what theory tbe action of the Pension Bureau refusing to the claimant a resto- 
ration to the pension-rolls is based. was a doubt as to her right, the 
benefit of that doubt should certainly have been given to her; but under the 
evidence in the case, taking into consideration the report as to the credibility 
of the witnesses, the committee is satisfied that there rests no doubt of the right 
of the claimant to a pension as the widow of James McLaughlin. 

Senate bill 2711 is therefore reported favorably, with the recommendation 
that it do , after amending the same, in line 7, by striking out all after the 
word “volunteers.” 


There being no objection, the bill was laid aside to be reported to the 
House with the recommendation that it do pass. 

Mr. MORRILL. I move that the committee rise. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The committee accordingly. rose; and Mr. TOWNSHEND having re- 
sumed the chair as Speaker pro tempore, Mr. CARUTH reported that the 
Committee of the Whole House had, according to order, had under con- 
sideration the special order, and had directed him to report to the House 
sundry bills with various recommendations. 

CARTER W. TILLER. 

Mr. CARUTH. Icalled up in committee a bill which itturned out 
was in the House, and I now ask unanimous consent to have that bill 
taken up and put upon its passage. It is the bill (H. R. 3681) grant- 
ing a pension to Carter W. Tiller. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair hears no objection. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, ete., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to place the name ot Carter W. Tiller, dependent father 
of G. W. Tiller, late a private in Company A, Twenty-eighth Kentucky Volun- 


teer Infantry,on the pension-roll, subject to the provisions and limitations of 
the pension laws. 


The report (by Mr. HUNTER) was read, as follows: 


Tho Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H, R. 
8681) granting a pension to Carter W, Tiller, have carefully considered the same, 
and respectfully report: 

A similar bill passed the Forty-ninth Congress, but was vetoed. Since then 
proof has accumulated which in the opinion of your committee removes the 
objections urged by the President. 

our committee do not doubt that Carter W. Tiller was greatly dependent 
upon his son, George W. Tiller, who was a Union soldier, contracted disease 
whilst in the service of his country, and died whilst a prisoner of war. Your 
committee report the bill favorably and recommend its passage. 

For the information of the House, your committee append hereto the report 
of the Committee on Invalid Pensions of the POENAE Oungress on the veto 
inessage of the President: 

[House Report No, 3209, Forty-ninth Congress, first session.] 

The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the veto message 
of the President of the United States on the bill (H. R. 4092) granting a pension 
to Carter W. Tiller, having considered the same, submit the following report, 
areumpanied by said bill, and House report thereon (No. 682), and said message: 


There are but two points of objection to the bill raised by the veto message 
of the President, to wit: First, that of capture and subsequent death of soldier 
being due toand resulting from his military service in linc of duty, and, secondly, 
that of dependence of the claimant, Varter W, Tiller, on the soldier for support. 
The first objection is based on the charge of desertion in the military history 
of the soldier; the second objection is based on the ability of claimant to pro- 
vide a competent support, and contributions of soldier to support of his father 
prior to enlistment or du ng his military service, 
k On the first ground of objection the committee find the following state of 
acts: 
On the muster-rollsof Company A, Twenty-cighth Regiment Kentucky Vol- 
unteers, for the months of September and October, 1863, dated October 31, 1863, 
and signed by William &. Benson as captain of said company, the following 
entry, namely, ** Deserted September 20, 1363.” 
The report of Adjutaut-General shows company and regiment stationed at 
Stevenson, Alas during September, October, and November, 1 

Report of Adjutant-Genera), United States Army, copy of which is hereto at- 
tached, shows that soldier died at Andersonville, Ga., while a prisoner of war, 
on 2ist day of July, 1864. 
Affidavits of William E. Benson, late captain of Company A, Twenty-eighth 
Regiment Kentucky Volunteers; J. A. Weatherford, late second lieutenant of 
same company and regiment; John Martin, late captain Company D, Twenty- 
cighth Regiment Kentucky Volunteers, and B. H. Bottger, lute civil employé of 
same regiment, copies of which are hereto attached, show the fact and circum- 
stances of capture of soldier. 
Whilst the date of the capture is not given the detail and fact are clearly set 
forth in such a manner as to leave in the mind of the committee no shadow of 
doubt that the goldier was captured while in line of duty on the 20th day of 
September, 1863, or soon thereafter, and that he was held as a prisoner of war 
until July 21, 1864, when he was committed to the hospital at Andersonville, Ga., 
where he died, as shown by the records of the prison hospital. 
The charge of desertion was doubtless entered on the muster-roll of the com- 
pany because the captain at the time of making the roll had no official informa- 
tion as to the sapesre of the said soldier. He subsequently testifies that he had 
“nota personal knowledge of the capture, but was so informed at the time by 
reliable persons, and has no doubt of the capture and death of said soldier :" 
and “that said Tiller was sent out on some duty, when he was captured, but he 
does not now know what duty.” 
The Commissioner of Pensions seems to have arrived at this conclusion, as 
the application of the claimant for pension was rejected solely onthe ground 
that claimant was not dependent on soldier tor support. The decision is here 
given, and is as follows: 
“ Rejected on the ground that claimant was not dependent upon the soldier, 
as he has supported himself by the income from his occupation since prior to 
the soldier's death.” 
On the question of dependence of claimant upon soldier, attention is called to 
affidavits of Capt. William E. Benson, Lieut. J. A. Weatherford, Capt. John Mar- 
tin, affidavits of claimant, Dr. J. C. Metcalfe, the official certificate of J. A. Krack, 
city assessor of Louisville, Ky., and the written statement of Hon. A. 8, Willis, 
a member of the Forty-ninth Congress from Kentucky, copies of which are 


hereto attached. 

Your committee also submit herewith letters from Acting Adjutant-General 
United States Army, dated June 23,1886, and July 1,1886, respectively. Latter 
is addressed to Hon. W.P. TAULBEE, a member of the committee. 

Your committee recommend the passage of the bill, the President's veto to 
the contrary notwithstanding. 


[House Executive Document No. 288, Forty-ninth Congress, first session.] 


Message from the President of the United States, returning, without his ap- 

provet, House bill No. 4002, entitled * An act to grant a pension to Carter W. 

er." 
To the House of Representatives : 
I return without my approval House bill No, 4002, entitled “An act granting 
a pension to Carter W. Tiller.” 

The records of the War Department show that Gempa W, Tiller, the son of 
the claimant, enlisted in a Kentucky regiment on the day of October, 1861, 
and that he deserted on the 20th day of September, 1863; that he was captured 
by the Confederates afterwards, but the time and circumstances are not given. 
On the 2ist day of July, 1864, he was admitted to the Andersonville hospital, 
and died the same day of scorbutis. 
The father filed his claim for a 


nsion in 1577, alleging his dependence upon 
the deceased soldier, h A Rh ai 


It is probably true that the son while in the Army sent 
money to the claimant, though he appears to have been employed as a police- 
man in the city of Louisville ever since his son's death, at a fair salary. 

The claim thus made was rejected by the Pension Bureau on the ground that 
the claimant was not dependent upon his son. 

I am entirely satisfied of the correctness of this determination, and if the rec- 
ords presented tome are reliable, I think the fact which appears therefrom, that 
the death of the soldier occurred ten months after desertion, and had no ap- 
parentrelation to any service in the Union Army, is conclusive against the claim 


now made. 
GROVER CLEVELAND, 
EXECUTIVE MANSION, June 19, 1886, 


[House Report No, 682, Forty-ninth Congress, first session.] 
The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 
4002) granting a pension to Carter W. Tiller, having carefully considered same, 
submit the following report: 
George W. Tiller enlisted as private in Company A, Twenty-eighth Kentucky 
Volunteer Infantry, October 8, 1861; was captured while in line of duty near 
Bridgeport, Ala.; was confined at Andersonville, Ga., where he died July 2!, 
1864. He was sound at enlistment and capture, and is shown by records of War 
Department to have died of diarrhea. He never was married, His mother died 
in February, 1864. The claimant and beneficiary of this bill is his father, who 
filed claim for pension as dependent father December 31, 1877, which was re- 
jected August 19, 1879, “on the ground that claimant was not dependent on the 
soldier, as he has sopporan himself by the income froin his occupation since 
prior to the soldier's death.” 
Cliimant is shown by the record to have been a very poor man ever since 
prior to the enlistment of his son, and never at any time since his son’s enlist- 
ment to have owned more $250 in property or other thing; that he was 
dependent on his son for support at enlistment, and that his said son did con- 
tribute to his father’s support prior to enlistment and during his service in 
the Army. The father is also shown to have been a cripple and unable to per- 
form manual labor since 1864, and is now more than ty-five years old and 
in very destitute circumstances, and would doubtless have been driven to 
seeking aid from charity but for the fact that on account of his high character 
asa man and the esteem in which he was held by the city authorities of Louis- 
ville, Ky., he was given o position on the police force of that city, by which 
e has been able to make for himself a bare support. He is now old and badly 
afflicted,and your committee think it is the duty of Congress to place his name 
on the pension-roll. 
Your committee therefore recommend the passage of the bill. 
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[H. R.4002, in the House of Representatives, January 18, 1886.] 
A bill granting a pension to Carter W. Tiller. 
Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to piace the name of Carter W. Tiller, dependent father 
of G. W. Tiller, late a private in Company A, Twenty-eighth Kentucky Volun- 


teer Infantry, on the pension-roll, subject to the provisions and limitations of 
the pension laws. 


ADJUTANT-GENERAL’sS OFFICE, 
Washington, D. C., January 31, 1878. 

„Sr: I have the honer to acknowledge the receipt from ponr office of applica- 
tion for pension No. 234784, and to return it herewith, with such information as 
is furnished by the files of this office. It appears from the rolls on filein this 
office that Geo: W. Tiller was enrolled on the 8th day of October, 1861, at 
Louisville, Ky., in Company A, Twenty-cighth Regiment of Kentucky Volun- 
teers, to serve three years, or during the war, and mustered into service as a pri- 
vate on the 10th day of October, 1861, at Louisville, Ky., in Company A, Twenty- 
eighth Regiment Kentucky Volunteers, to serve three years or during the war. 
On the muster-roll of Company A of that regiment, to \ugust 31, 1863. He is 
reported present, September and October, 1863, Private deserted September 20, 
1863. Name not borne on subsequent rolls to April 30, 1865; May and June, 
1865. Dropped asa deserter on muster and pay rolls of October, 1863, Received 
official notice of his dying in prison at Andersonville, Ga., July 21, 1864. Mus- 
ter-out roll of company makes similar report. 

Prisoner of war records show George W. Tillar or Tiller, said company and 
regiment, admitted to hospital at Andersonville, Ga., ay 21, 1864, and died 
same day of “diarrhea;" capture not given. This report is ted as re- 
ferring to George W. Tillar, Company A, Twenty-eighth Kentucky Volunteers. 

I am, sir, very respectfully, your obedient servant, 
8S. W, BENJAMIN, 
Assislant Adjutant-General. 

The COMMISSIONER OP PENSIONS, 
Washington, D, C. 
ADJUTANT-GENERAL’S OFFICE, 

Washingion, D. C., March 23, 1878. 

Sm: I have the honor to acknowledge the receipt from your office of ap- 
plication for pension No. „and to return it herewith, with such informa- 
tion as is farnished by the files of this office. 

It appen from the rolls on file in this office that George W. Tiller was pri- 
vate in Company A, Twenty-eighth Regiment of Kentocky Volunteers. On 
the muster-roll of Company A of that regiment for the months of September 
and October, 1863, he is reported * Private. Deserted September 20,1863.” Reg- 
imental return for September, 1863, same report at Stevenson, Ala. (the station 
of the company). No evidence of company or regiment being in action on or 
about September 20, 1863, nor of command in whi h regiment served during 
that month, *' This man was captured near Bridgeport, Ala., date and circum- 
stances under which eres not stated; was admitted to rebel hospital at An- 
dersonville, Ga., July 21, 1864, and died same day of scorbutis.”’ 

I am, sir, very respectfully, your obedient servant, 
8S. W. BENJAMIN, 
Assistant Adjutant-General. 
The COMMISSIONER OF PENSIONS, 
Washington, D. C. 


Strate or KuexTUCKY, County of Jefferson, ss: 


William E. Benson, a residont of the county and State aforesaid, being dul 
sworn according to law, upon his oath declares that he is the identical W. E, 
Benson who was a captain of Company A, Twenty-eighth Regiment Kentucky 
Infantry Volunteers, and that George W. Tiller was a private of the aforesaid 
organization, and that on or about the lst day of December, 1863, the said George 
W. Tiller, while in the line and discharge of duty, was captured by Wheeler’s 
rebel cavalry, at Whiteside Station, Tennessee, and died in prison at Anderson- 
ville, Ga. Affiant has not a personal knowledge of the capture, but was so in- 
formed at the time by reliable persons, and has no doubt of the fact of the capture 
and death of said soldier. There is nocommissioned officer who can testify from 
personal knowledge of the capture of said George W. Tiller, as no commis- 
sioned officer was with him at the time. Affiant was sent with his company to 
guard a wagon-train from Stevenson, Ala., to Point Rock, near Huntsville, Ala., 
and it was during his absence that George W. Tiller was captured. Said Tiller 
was left in camp and did not accompany him to Point Rock. He was legally 
excused from going, but he can not now remember the cause of his ing 


behind. 

Affiant has a knowledge that George W. Tiller sent money to his father twice 
by Lieut. John A. Weatherford, of said Company A, Twenty-eighth Regiment 
Rantacky. Volunteers, and he was a dutiful son to his father and a soldier, 
‘Affiant learned when he came back from Point Rock that said Tiller was sent 
out on some duty when he was captured, but he does not now know what duty. 


Affiant has no interest in the matter. 
. WILLIAM E. BENSON. 


Subscribed and sworn to before me this 26th day of June, 1879, and I certify 
that the party whose name appears signed to the foregoing affidavit is the per- 
son he represents himself to be, and a good and credible witness, and that the 
contents of the foregoing affidavit were ee and fully made known to af- 

t before making oath to the same, and that I have no interest in this matter, 
WM. E. LORAN, 
Clerk Jefferson County Court, 
STATE oF Kentucky, County of Jefferson, ss: 

On this 27th Bey ot December, 1877, before me, Ch. M. Thurston, clerk of the 
county court within and for the county and State aforesaid, personally came 
and a) pos a John A. Weatherford, aged fort p ar years, a resident of the 
city of uisville, in the State of Kentucky, who, being by me duly sworn ac- 
cording to law, on declares that he was formerly second lieutenant of 
Company A, Twenty-eighth Regiment Kentucky Volunteer Infantry; that h 
was well and intimately acquainted with Carter W. Tiller, father of George W. 
Tiller, deceased, late private Company A, Twenty-eighth ent Kentucky 
Volunteer Infantry. ‘That said George W. Tiller was captured near Stevenson, 
Ala., and died while a prisoner of war at Andersonville prison, Georgia, on or 
about July 21,1864. That said George W. Tiller was in the habit of sending the 
most of his pay home to his father, Carter W. Tiller, while he was in service. 
He sent twice by this affiant, $50 each time, and bably oftener, but he sent 
home to his father by this affiant as much as $100. Said George W, Tiller was 
sor auu: son, and did all he could toward the support of his father, Carter 

. Tiller, 

The mother of said George W. Tiller, deceased; namely, Mrs. Sophronia Tiller, 
isdead. She died in February, 1864,in Louisville, Ky., and this affiant was one 
of the pall-bearers at her funeral; that said Carter W. Tiller isa very poor man; 
did not own any real estate or other property on which he could derive an in- 
come at the date of his son’s death, or at any time since up to the present time. 


Said Carter W. Tiller is now about sixty years old. This affiant has no interest 
in the claim of said Carter W. Tiller for a pension. 
A J. A. WEATHERFORD, 
Late Second Lieutenant Company A, 
Twenty-eighth Regiment Volunteers, 

Sworn to and subscribed before me this 27th day of December, in the year 
1877, and I hereby certify that the affiant is a respectable and credible person 
and resides as stated; that I have no interest in this matter, 

I further certify that the foregoing affidavit was read over, fully explained to, 
and understood by the affiant before the signing and execution thereof, and also 
that the affiant is the identical party represented as m king the affidavit. 

CH. M. THURSTON, 
Clerk Jefferson County Court, 

Crry or LOUISVILLE, ASSESSOR'S OFFICE, 
Louisville, Ky., December 27, 1877. 

This is to certify that Mr. C, W. Tiller is listed on the books of this office for 
the following property for the various years, to wit: 


1863. Improvement 8. Wal., Flo., and Prest. vali) asadd Sctidvivdednecstousedsceond 00 


1864, Improvement S. Wal., Flo., and Prest, (value 
1865, Improvement S. Wal., Flo., and Prest. (value)......... 
18.6. Improvement 8. Wal., Flo., and Prest. Mbeya 
1867. Improvement S. Wal., Flo., and Prest. (value 


ee years 1868 to 1877, inclusive, I find no assessment against the said C, 
. Tiller, 
J. A. KRACK, City Asseseor, 


|e newens ve eeceeee ne 


STATE or KENTUCKY, County of Jefferson, ss: 

On this 4th day of March, 1878, before me, Ch. H. Thurston, a county court 
clerk within and for the county and State aforesaid, personally came and ap- 

red B. H. Bottger, aged 35 years, a resident of the city of Louisville, in the 
e of Kentucky, who, being by me duly sworn according to law, on oath de- 

clares that he was with the post baker at Stevenson, Ala., with wegen trainand 
sutler’s wagon; he was in company with George W, Tiller (now deceased), pri- 
vate Company A, Twenty-cighth Regiment Kentucky Volunteer nays Roomy 
when they arrived at Whiteside’s Station, Tenn.,on the Chattan d, 
they were both captured by Wheeler’s rebel cavalry; 10 barrels of flour were 
left at Whiteside’s Station, and he (affiant) and said George W. Tiller were left 
at Whiteside’s Station, Tenn., to guard said flour until the wagons came back to 
take it (said flour), ¢ 

The wagons were overloaded and the flour was left, for the reason that the 
wagons had to lighten up. Wheeler's cavalry captured both this affiant and 
George W. Tiller; affiant and Tiller were taken first to General Longstreet's 
Saa and from there, via Atlanta, Ga., on to Richmond; said Soone 
W. Tiller was taken to Libby prison, Richmond, Va., and this t to e 
Thunder, Richmond, Va. ; affiant has no interest in the claim of Carter W. 'Til- 
ler, father of said George W. Tiller, deceased, for pension. 

R. H. BOTTGER. 


Sworn to, ete., and certificate of credibility of witness i 
CH. M. THURSTON, 
Clerk Jefferson County Court. 


STATE or Kentucky, County of Jefferson, ss: 

On this 28th day of June, 1879, before me, William E. Loran, clerk county 
court within and for the county and State paR gener SA came and ap- 
peared Dr. J. C. Metcalf, aged fifty-four years, a resident of the city of Louis- 
ville, in the State @f Kentucky, who, being by me duly sworn according to law, 
on oath declares that his post-office address is southeast corner Preston and Mar- 
ket, Louisville, Ky., county of Jefferson, and he has no interest in this claim; 
that he was the family physician of Carter W. Tiller, fatherof George W. Tiller, 
deceased, late private Company A, Twenty-eighth Regiment Kentucky Volun- 
teers, for twenty years, commencing about the year 1851 and ending about 1871; 
that said Carter W. Tiller was shot through the left arm near the shoulder, a: 
said shot passed entirely through his body; said shot was received by him in 
1864, or fifteen years ago; said wound has always (since he received it) been a 
source of great disability to him, said Teller; he is also generally debilitated; 
he has been disqualified from doing manual labor by reason of said wound from 
1864 to the present time; said Carter W. Tiller was a plasterer by occupation, 
and he has n a member of the police force of the city of Louisville, Ky., for 
the past twenty years; his average wages or earnings have been, from 1363 to 
4 panied time, as much as $60 per month. 

e present w: of a policeman in this city is $1.75 per day. Affiantknows 
that Sophronia Tiller, mother of the deceased soldier, isdead; she died in Louis- 
ville, Ky., as much as fifteen years , but this affiant can not fix the exact 
date, although he was the family physician at the time she died; aMant knows 
that George W. Tiller, the deceased soldier, was never married. He knew 
George W., Tiller from his infancy and knew he was the child of Carter W. Til- 
ler and Sophronia Tiller; that said Carter W. Tiller has had no means of sup- 
port other than pay for services as a policeman from 1863 to the present time. 
He has no property or Se droga from which he can derive anincome. Helives 
in a rented house, for which he pays a rent of $10 per month. 

J. 0. METCALFE, M. D, 


Sworn to and subscribed before me this 28th day of June, 1879, and I hereby 
certify that affiant is a respectable and credible person and worthy of full faith 


and credit. 
f WM. E. LORAN, 
Clerk Jefferson County Court. 


[Single affidavit.] 
STATE OF KENTUCKY, County of Jeferson, ss: 

On the 27th day of December, A. D. 1877, before me, Ch. M. Thurston, clerk of 
the county court within and for the county and State aforesaid, personally came 
and appeared Carter W. Tiller, aged sixty years, a resident of the city of Louis- 
ville, in the State of Kentucky, who, being anig sworn according to law, on 
oath declares that he is the father o George W. Tiller, deceased, late private 
Company A, Twenty-eighth Regiment Kentucky Volunteer Infantry, and isthe 
claimant for pension by reason of his said son’s services and death while in 
service from starvation while in Andersonville, Ga., prison. He, affiant, was 
to a great extent dependent on his said son, who was a very smart, intelligent 
boy. That while his said son was in the Army he sent him all his pay with the 
exception ofa little for personal use, The property mentioned in the certificate 
of Assessor Krack was a small old frame, three-room house, built on leased 

und, and he sold said house in 1867 for $150; said house is all the property he 
at the time of his son’s death. He never had any income in his life from 
any source. His occupation has been that of n policeman in the city of Louis- 


ville, Ky. 
y CARTER W. TILLER. 


Sworn to and subscribed before me this 27th day of December, in the year 
1877, and I hereby certify tha®the affiant is a respectable and creditable person, 
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and resides as stated; that I believe his statements are correct and onaya be engrossed and read a third time; and being engrossed, were accord- 


full faith and credit; that I have no interest in this matter. I fi 
that the foregoing 
the aftiant before the signing and execution thereof, and also 
the identical party represented as making the affidavit. 


©. M. THURSTON, 
Clerk Jefferson County Court. 


that the affiant 


Horse oF REPRESENTATIVES UNITED STATES, 
Washington, D. 0., June 28, 1886. 

DEAR SIR: ae gree to your inquiry of this day in regard to Carter W. 
Tiller, whose bill for pension has recently d the House, I desire to say 
that I have been personally acquainted with Mr. Tiller for twenty years. He 
is recognized by our citizens generally as a man of probity, good demeanor, 
industrious, and worthy inevery respect. He was for many years on the police 
force of Louisville, Ky., acting as a detective, and, although quite aged, was 
retained there because of his valuable services in the past. as I know, 
and I think I am competent to speak advisedly of the fact, his reputation is 
beyond reproach both as a man and an officer. e municipal administration 
at Louisville was eae ha on January 1, 1885, and immediately thereafter Mr. 
Tiller's services were d nsed with. Since that time my information (which 
I deem perfectly reliable) is that he has had no occupation whatever, but has 
been supported by benevolent organizations of the city. ; 


Very truly, yours, 
" ' ALBERT S. WILLIS. 

Hon. WILLIAM P, TAULBEE, 

House of Kepresentatives. 
ADJUTANT-GENERAL’S OFFICE, Wan DEPARTMENT, 
June 28, 1886. 

In the case of George W. Tiller, a private in Company A, Twenty-eighth Ken- 
tucky Volunteers, pension claim 234784, records of prisoners of war furnish no 
addilional information other than that shown in report to honorable Commis- 
sioner of Pensions, dated March 23, 1878. 

In the case of B. H. Bottger, citizen, affiant in said case, prisoner-of-war rec- 
ords show B, Botcher, citizen of Prussia, B. H. Botcher, baker, field hospital, Re- 
serve Corps, or in Major-General Granger's Corps, captured at Whiteside Sta- 
tion, Tenn., September 25, 1863; committed to Castle Thunder, Richmond. Va., 
October 1i b; Alexand ral Winder, Order 
war; confined in Confederate S 
; again committed to Castle Thunder, date not given, and discharged 
es reena iape Fae be treated as a prisoner of war; confined in Confederate States 

same day, and paroled at Vienna, Va., September 24, 1864. 
records also show the following members of the Twenty-cighth Ken- 
mage Aerar ois captured at or near Stevenson, Ala., on or about September 
20, namely: 

Frederick Boyer, Com y E, Twenty-eighth Kentucky Volunteers, captured 
at Stevenson, Ala., October 10,1863; confined at Richmond, Va., November 7, 
ny 3 — at City Point, Va., March 7, 1864, 

so show: 


; co 
1303; sent to Andersonville, Ga., March 23, 1864, where he was admitted to hos- 
pital May 10,1864, and died June 14, 1864. 

Patrick Gal Volunteers, was 


captured at Cowan io! EN ber 9, 1863; confin Richmond, Va., 
poem A 7, 1863; admitted to Hospital No. 21, Richmond, Va., November 25, 
1863, a 


ed , 
‘The com; roll for and October, 1863, reports George W. Tiller, 
Company yi Twenty-ei Kentucky Volunteers, deserted September a 1863 


Assistant Adjutant-General, 


WAR DEPARTMENT, ADJUrANT-GENERAL’S OFFICE, 
Washington, July 1, 1886. 
Sir: ly to your verbal inquiry, I have the honor to inform you thatthe 
roort office ay ie Frederick Boyer, private Com y See 
e entucky Infantry, is reported on company muster-roll dated Victoria, 
Tex.. December 14, 1865, with remark: 


Deserted January 1863, Clarksville, Tenn.; returned ber 
863; restored to duty, yt heer Sesto aropin deserted Scere tan re- 


H 
December 9, 1864, at Nashville, 


aD 
Tenn.; returned January 7, 1865; tried tenced to 
be dishonorably d m service with loss of all pay and allowances, 
and confined in military m during war. Orders No. 
8, Military ent Tennessee, 


pages duc United States for one Spen- 

cer rifle and accouterments complete, $35.50.” 

John W. B. Shirley, private same company, is pig ready 
“dese 


pan: 
on roll for September and October, 1863, dated 
1863; *‘ captured by the enemy at Tunnel Hill, near Cowan Station, Tenn., Oc- 


THOMAS WARD, 
Assistant Adjutant-General. 
Hon. W. P. TAULBEF, 
House of Representatives, Washington, D. C. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time; and be- 
ing engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. CARUTH moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill was 
pees and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 
table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

BILLS PASSED. 


House bills of the following titles, reported from the Committee of 
the Whole without amendments, were severally considered, ordered to 


afidavit wasread over, fully explained to, and understood by | gly read the third time, and passed, namely 


A bill R. orn granting a pension to Milton Wallen; 
A bill (H. R. 10947) for the relief of John Sweeney; 

A bill (H. R. 9776) for the relief of Nancy E. Sawyer; 
Ae bill (H. R. 5919) to restore to the pension-roll the name of James 
Monohan, minor child of Richard Monohan, deceased; 

A bill (H. R. 10073) granting a pension to P. F. Jonte; 

A bill (H. R. 2261) to increase the pension of Elijah W. Penny; 

A bill (H. R. 4101 
Martha Priest; 

A bill (H. ER. 9759) granting a pension to John Wallace; 

A bill (H. R. 9176) granting a pension to Charlotte Taylor; 

A bill i R. 10694) granting a pension to John W. Ellis; 

A bill (H. R. 2839) granting a pension to Henry Summers; and 

A bill (H. R. 9512) granting a bill to Anthony Shafer. 

Mr. FELTON. Iask unanimous consent to substitute for the Mon- 
ohan bill, No. 5919, the Senate bill, which is the same in form. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair is informed that the Senate 
bill is not on the Calendar. 

House bills of the following titles, reported from the Committee of 
the Whole with amendments, were severally considered, the amend- 
ments agreed to, and the bills as amended ordered to be and 
read a third time; and being engrossed, they were accordingly read 
the third time, and passed, namely: 

A bill = R. 4737) granting a pension to Micah French; 

A bill (H. R. 10494) granting a ion to Emilia Mumm; 

A bill i R. 9388) to increase the pension of Joseph Holmes; 

A bill (H. R. 10253) granting a pension to Emanuel P. Steed; 

l z bill g R. 9252) granting a pension to Mrs. Catherine Barbe- 
rick; an 

A bill (H. R. 11333) granting a pension to Mrs. Louisa Humphrey; 

The titles of the two latter being amended to conform. 

MRS. SARAH R. BLEECKER. 

The bill (H. R. 6339) for increase of pension to Mrs, Sarah R. Bleecker, 
reported to the House with the recommendation that the previous 
question be ordered upon it, and that thirty minutes debate be allowed 
thereon, was considered and the recommendation of the Committee of 
the Whole adopted. 


granting a pension to Martha Giddings, formerly 


SENATE BILLS PASSED. 


Senate bills of the following titles, reported from the Committee of 
the Whole without amendments, were severally considered, ordered to 
a third reading, and being read the third time, were passed, namely: 

A bill (S. 2720) granting a pension to John B. Ross; 

A bill (8. 2836 ting a pension to William E. Taylor; 

A bill (S. 1101) granting a pension to Rachael A. Sinkinson; 
A bill (S. 2887) granting a to George H. Johnson; and 
A bill (S. 2711) restoring Phoebe McLaughlin to the ion-roll. 

The bill, S. 1500, reported from the Committee of Whole with 
an amendment, was considered, the amendment concurred in, and the 
bill as amended ordered to a third reading, and being read the third 
time, was ; 

Mr. MORRILL moved to reconsider the several votes taken; and 
also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


Mr. BINGHAM. Mr. Speaker, it seems that a quorum will bè de- 
manded on the consideration of the bill (H. R. 11113) granting a pen- 
sion to Mrs. General Sheridan. I would therefore move, or submit the 
request, that immediately after the reading of the Journal on Thurs- 
day, December 6, next, the previous question be considered as ordered 
on the bill, and that the House then proceed to the consideration of 
the bill granting this pension. 

Mr. KERR. With this amendment—— 

Mr. BINGHAM. Subject to the right of amendment at the time. 

Mr. CHEADLE. And two and a half hours’ debate allowed to the 


opponents of the bill. 
Mr. BINGHAM. I have no objection to that. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection ? 


Mr. KILGORE. I object. 

Mr. BINGHAM. Will not the gentleman allow us to go into the 
House with a quorum to consider the bill ? 

Mr. KILGORE. Not to-night. = 

Mr. BINGHAM. Does the gentleman understand that I ask that 
this resolution be adopted fixing December 6 for the consideration of 
the bill, when I assume that there will be a quorum present? 

Mr. KILGORE. I understand exactly the proposition. 

Mr. MACDONALD. Itoccurs to me that this suggestion or motion 
of the gentleman from Pennsylvania is premature, because the effect 
will be to put this bill beyond the controlof the House to act upon it 
before we adjourn at this session. 

Mr. BINGHAM. You can not get a quorum at this session. 

Mr. MACDONALD. You have no right to assume that. 

Mr. MAISH. Regular order. 

Mr. MACDONALD. I am in favor of the passage of the bill, and 


~ thorized and directed to place on the pension-roll, subject to the 
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several other gentlemen here are, but the gentleman from New York 
[Mr. TIMOTHY J. CAMPBELL], who introduced this bill or another of 
the same kind, is not present, and we have no right to put it beyond 
the control of the House. For this reason I am opposed to making such 
an order. 

Mr. MAISH. I demand the regular order. 


LAURA L. WALLEN. 


. Mr. McKENNA. Iask unanimous consent to disc! the Com- 
mittee of the Whole from the further consideration of the bill (H. R. 
5593) granting an increase of pension to Laura L. Wallen, and put it 
upon its ge. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, ete., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorizel and directed to increase the pension to Laura L. Wallen, widow of 
Henry D. Wallen, late colonel of the Second Infantry, United States Army, to 
the sum of $50 per month. 

There being no objection, the bill was considered, ordered to be en- 
grossed and read a third time; and being engrossed, it was accordingly 
read the third time, and passed. 

ELEANOR B. GOODFELLOW. 


Mr. MACDONALD. I ask the present consideration of the bill (S. 
1958) granting an increase of pension to Eleanor B. Goodfellow. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 


visions and 
limitations of the pension laws, the name of Eleanor B. low, widow of 
Henry Goodfellow, late major and judge-ad vocate-general, United States Army, 
and rey her at the rate of 
g- 


per month, in lieu of that which she is now re- 
There being no objection, the Committee of the Whole House was 

discharged from the further consideration of the bill, which was ordered 

to a third reading, and being read tbe third time, was passed. 

SAMUEL J. WRIGHT. 


Mr. MOFFITT. I ask unanimous consent to discharge the Com- 
mittee of the Whole House from the further consideration of the bill 
(H. R. 10647) granting a pension to Samuel J. Wright and put it upon 
its passage. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


Beit opreg Foch That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to place on the pension-roll, subject to the provisionsand 
limitations of the pension laws, the name of Samuel J, Wright, father of Darwin 
eon deceased, late of Company A,Second Regiment of New York Cayalry 

olun 

There being no objection, the bill was ordered to be en and 
read a third time; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 


time, and passed. 
BETSEY A. MOWER. 


Mr. YODER. I ask that the bill (S. 2838) granting an increase of 
pension to Betsy A. Mower be put on its passage. 

Mr. MORRILL. This bill has been reported to the House by the 
Committee of the Whole and the report printed in the RECORD. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection to the consideration 
of this bill? The Chair hears none. 

The bill was ordered toa third reading; and it was accordingly read 
the third time, and passed. 

Mr. YODER moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill was 
passed; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 
table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


JENNIE HART MULLANY. 


Mr. O’NEILL, of Pennsylvania. I ask present consideration of the 
bill (S. 2346) granting an increase of pension to Jennie Hart Mullany. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it elc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to place on the pension-roll, subject to the provisions and 
limitations of the pension laws, the name of Jennie Hart M y, widow of 
J. R. Madison Mullany, late rear-admiral in the United States Navy, and pay 
her at the rate of $50 in lieu of that which she is now receiving. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection to the present con- 
sideration of the bill? The Chair hears none. 

The bill was ordered to a third reading; and it was accordingly read 
the third time, and passed. 

Mr. NEILL, of Pennsylvania, moved to reconsider the vote by 
which the bill was passed; and also moved that the motion to recon- 
sider be laid on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

SAMUEL LANE. ` 

Mr. MAISH. I ask consideration of the bill (S. 120) granting a pen- 
sion to Samuel Lane. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection? The Chair hears 
none. 

Mr. CARLTON. I call the attention of the Speaker to the fact that 
the hour at which the House under the rule has to adjourn has arrived, 
and I shall object to any other business being transacted. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The hour of 10.30 having arrived, the 
House stands adjourned until Monday, September 24, at 12 m. 


PRIVATE BILLS INTRODUCED AND REFERRED. 

Under the rule private bills of the following titles were introduced 
and referred as indicated below: 

By Mr. BUTLER: A bill (H. R. 11467) for the relief of William E, 
Byrd—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 11468) granting a pension to William Bean—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. FULLER: A bill (H. R. 11469) for the relief of Roger N. 
Willet—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. HAYES: A bill (H. R. 11470) granting a pension to George 
F. White—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 11471) granting a pension to Joseph H. Welty— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R, 11472) granting a pension to George W. Bagley— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. ; 

Also, a bill (H. R. 11473) granting a pension to Mary F. Machlan— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 11474) granting a pension to J. O’Donnell—to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 11475) for the relief of John Kane—to the Com- 
mittee on War Claims. rae 

By Mr. HOLMAN: A bill (H. R. 11476) granting a pension to Nancy 
Rarden—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 11477) granting a pension to Hester A. Bonnell— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. HOVEY: A bill (H. R. 11478) for the relief of Bennett J. 
Crowder—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

By Mr. LAGAN: A bill (H. R. 11479) for the relief of Robley D. 
Evans and Richard M, Green—to the Committee on Patents. 

By Mr. POST: A bill (H. R. 11480) granting a pension to Andrew 
Friend—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. ROWELL: A bill (H. R. 11481) for the relief of Philip S. 
Post—to the Committee on Claims. c 

By Mr. WEAVER: A bill (H. R. 11482) granting a pension to Mrs. 
Susan A. Dean—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 11483) granting a pension to Susan Ruth—to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 11484) granting a pension to William Thomas 
Goodson—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 11485) granting a pension to Louisa Glass—to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

'Also, a bill (H. R. 11486) granting a pension to Amanda L. Wisner— 
to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 11487) granting an increase of pension to Bennett 
S. Shaug—to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 11488) granting an increase of pension to Thomas 
Adams—to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 11489) for the relief of Lymon E. Stanley—to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 


PETITIONS, ETC. 

The following petitions and papers were laid on the Clerk’s desk, 
under the rule, and referred as follows: 

By Mr. E. P. ALLEN: Petition of Harriet L. Whitacre, adminis- 
tratrix of William Root, for relief—to the Committee on the Post- 
Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. PERKINS: Resolutions of Pleasant Valley Grange, No. 1416, 
of Gowley County, Kansas, asking for the passage of the bill to prevent 
the adulteration of food products—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

By Mr. RICE: Resolution of the Chamber of Commerce of St. Paul, 
Minn., in favor of combining the third and fourth class postal matter 
under a uniform rate of 1 cent for each 2 ounces or fraction thereof— 
to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 


SENATE. 
MONDAY, September 24, 1888. 


Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. J. G. BUTLER, D. D. 
The Journal of the proceedings of Friday last was read and approved. 
EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate a communica- 
tion from the Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting, in compliance 
with a resolution of the 20th instant, a statement of the amount found 
due the State of California by the accounting officers of the Treasury 
Department under the act of June 27, 1882. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. If there be no objection, this com- 
munication, with the accompanying papers, will be referred to the 
Committee on Appropriations. Shall the accompanying papers be 
printed ? 

_ Mr. HALE. I think the papers had hetter be referred without print- ` 
ing. $ 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. They will be referred without print- 
ing, if there bè no objection. 

Mr. HALE. The bill should be taken up at once. 
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The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate a communica- 
tion from the Secretary of the Treasury recommending an appropria- 
tion for the payment of messengers for conveying the votes of Presi- 
dential electors under section 144 of the Revised Statutes of the United 
States; which, with the accompanying papers, was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Appropriations. 

PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS, 

Mr. DAWES. I present a petition praying for the retirement of 
General William F. Smith with the rank of major-general, signed by 
a large number of soldiers, some of whom served under him, and all of 
whom state that they are acquainted with hisremarkable record. This 
petition is headed by General Charles Devens, a brigadier-general in 
the late war, afterwards Attorney-General of the United States, and 
now a judge of the supreme court of Massachusetts, and by others, all 
of whom have a most honorable record in the late war. 

I move that the petition be referred to the Committee on Military 
Affairs. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. MANDERSON presented a memorial numerously signed by cit- 
izens, farmers of Cass County, Nebraska, remonstrating against the pas- 
sage of the so-called Mills tariff bill for the reason that it discrimi- 
nates against farming and other American industries; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on Finance, 

Mr. PLUMB presented the petition of the L. E. King Post, No. 105, 
Department of Kansas, Grand Army of the Republic, Augusta, Kans., 
praying for the of certain pension legislation; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on Pensions. 

HOMESTEAD ENTRIES. 

Mr. BERRY. Iam directed by the Committee on Public Lands, to 
whom was referred the bill (S. 3559) to amend section 2304 of the Re- 
vised Statutes of the United States, to allow honorably discharged sol- 
diers and sailors of the late war who have abandoned or relinquished 
their homestead entries before the expiration of the six months allowed 
by section 2304 of the Revised Statutes to make another entry, to re- 
port it with an amendment in the nature of a substitute, and I am in- 
structed by the committee, in view of the importance of the matter, to 
ask for the present consideration of the bill. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment will be read at 
length for information, if there be no objection. . 

The Secretary read the amendment reported by the Committee on 
Public Lands, which was to strike outall after the enacting clause and 
insert: 

That any person who has not heretofore perfected title to a tract of land which 
he has made filing upon under the pre-emption law or entry of under the home- 
stead law, may make a hom entry of not exceedingone quarter section 
of public land subject to such entry, such previous filing or entry tothe contrary 
notwithstanding; but this right shall not apply to persons who fect title to 
Jands under the pre-emption or homestead laws already ini! K 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Is there objection to the present 
consideration of the bill. 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, 
proceeded to consider the bill. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment reported by the Committee on Public Lands. 

Mr. DOLPH. Let it be read again. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It will be again read. 

The amendment was read. 

Mr. DOLPH. The bill comes from the Committee on Public Lands. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It was reported from that comfnit- 
tee this morning. 

Mr. PLUMB. If the Senator will permit me, I will state that that 
is precisely the provision contained in the general land bill we have re- 
ported several times. 

Mr. DOLPH. Isimply desired to have the amendment read for in- 
formation, as I came in after the bill had been called up. 

Mr. PLUMB. It is based upon the bill introduced by the Senator 
from Nebraska [Mr. MANDERSON], which was limited to persons who 
had rendered honorable service and been honorably discharged from the 
Union Army; but the committee concluded to adhere to its former 
action and provide that where a person had made a filing or entry of 
homestead which he had not pursued to the point of completion, and 
which the law required in detail, he might now make a homestead 


entry. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment reported by the committee. 

The amendment was to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amendment 
was concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the 
third time, and passed. 

The title was amended so as to read. ‘‘ A bill to amend section 2304 
of the Revised Statutes of the United States, to allow persons who 
have abandoned or relinquished their homestead entries to make an- 
other entry.” 5 

INSTRUCTIONS TO JURIES. 


Mr. WILSON, of Iowa. Iam instructed by the Committee on the 


Judiciary to report favorably with an amendment the bill (H. R. 6896) 
to require the United States circuit and district judges to instruct the 
jury in writing in certain cases. I ask that the bill may be considered 
at this time. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Iowa asks unani- 
mous consent for the present consideration of the bill reported by him. 

Mr. WILSON, of Iowa. The amendment is to strike out all after 
the enacting clause and insert a substitute. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The proposed substitute will be read 
for information. 

The Secretary read the amendment, which was to strike out all after 
the enacting clause and insert: 


That in all States wherein by the laws thereof judges of courts of record are 
required to reduce charges and instructions to juries to writing, judges of the 
district and circuit courts of the United States shall conform to such practice, 
and such written instructions shall be taken by the jury on their retirement, re- 
ee with their verdict,and retained with the files and be a part of the record 

n each case. 


Mr. STEWART. I think that should lie over. 

Mr. WILSON, of Iowa. I will state that the amendment reported 
by the Judiciary Committee is simply the bill on this subject as it was 
passed by the Senate. The House of Representatives has sent us a bill 
in somewhat different terms, and we propose to amend that House bill 
by striking out all after the enacting clause and inserting the bill which 
has already been passed by the Senate. As reported, it has the unani- 
mous recommendation of the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. STEWART. I desire to suggest to the Senator that it seems to 
me it would be well to disembarrass the courts to this extent—— 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair would suggest to the 
Senator from Nevada that debate is notin order if the bill is to go 
over. Does the Senator insist on his objection? 

Mr. WILSON, of Iowa. I hope the bill may be proceeded with. 

Mr. STEWART. Ifthe Senator will allow me to make my sugges- 
tion perhaps he will consent to have it go over. I desire to make an 
amendment to the bill providing that the courts may have their charge 
taken down, if they desire, by a shorthand reporter, because in the 
rapidity of the business in the circuit courts the judges would be very 
much embarrassed if the charge had to be written out beforehand. 
Very many of the judges are in the habit of stating the charges from 
the bench, and it would accomplish the purpose by having them taken 
sowa by a shorthand reporter, and it would facilitate business very 
mu 

Mr. JONES, of Arkansas. I should like unanimous consent to make 
a suggestion to the Senator from Nevada. - 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Is there objection to the present 
consideration of the bill this morning repotted from the Committee on 
the Judiciary ? 

Mr. JONES, of Arkansas. I was going to ask—— 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Is there objection-to the present con- 
sideration of the bill? 
Mr. TELLER. I should like to hear the bill read. 


The PRESIDENT protempore. The amendment will be again read 
for information. 

The Secretary read the amendment. : 

Mr. TELLER, I object to that measure. I know what bill it is. 
I propose to antagonize that bill. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
be placed on the Calendar. 

MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 

A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. CLARK, its 
Clerk, announced that the House had passed the following bills and 
joint resolution; in which it requested the concurrence of the Senate: 

A bill (H. R. 148) for the relief of Isaac H. Wheat; 
aie bill (H. R. 157) correcting the military history of Robert Mc- 

utt; 

A bill (H. R. 325) for the relief of Mrs. Mary T. Duncan; 

A bill (H. R. 393) to provide for the payment of the claim of Capt. 
Roderick McIntosh; - 

A bill (H. R. 483) for the relief of Elizabeth Jones, widow of John 
Jones, deceased, and to place the name of said John Jones on the mus- 
ter-rolls of Company B, Second Regiment North Carolina Mounted In- 


fantry; 

A bill (H. R. oes for the relief of Louisa McLain; 

A bill (H. R. 861) for the relief of Joseph Diehl; 

A bill (H. R. 1152) for the relief of the legal representatives of Eliza 
M. Ferris; 

‘A bill (H. R. 2261) to increase the pension of Elijah W. Penny; 

A bill (H. R.2267) to pay Thompson McKinley $375 for service 
voucher issued to him during the late war by Capt. George W. Harri- 
son, assistant quartermaster United States Army; 

A bill tr R. 2598) for the relief of William Whitehouse; 


Objection being made, the bill will 


A bill (H. R. 2688) for the relief of Alfred Breuer; 
A bill (H. R. 2575) granting a pension to Henry Sommers; 

A biil (H. R. 2875) for the relief of Mrs. Louisa H. Hasell; 

A bill (H. R. 3453) for the relief of George O. Donnell; 

A bill (H. R. 3471) for the relief of the First Baptist Church of Car 


tersville, Ga.; 
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A bill (H. R. rer granting a pension to Carter W. Tiller; 
A bill (H. R. 4101) granting a pension to Martha Giddings, formerly 


ri 
bill (H. R. 4658) for the relief of Henry Gumberts, sr. ; 
bill (H. R. 4737) granting a pension to Micah French; 

A bill (H. R. 5094) for the relief of Henry H. Epping and Alexander 
N. Brannan, administrators of S. H. Hill; 

A bill (H. R. 5248) for the relief of the American Grocer Association 
of the city of New York; 

i A bill (H. R. 5593) granting an increase of pension to Laura L. Wal- 
en; 

A bill (H. R. 5919) restoring to the pension-roll the name of James 
Monohan, minor child of Richard Monohan, deceased; 

A bill (H. R. 6012) for the relief of A. P. Swineford; 

A bill (H. R. 6560) for the relief of the trustees of the Catholic 
Church at Dalton, Ga.; 

A bill (H. K. 7801) for the relief of William F. C. Nindemann, form- 
erly a seaman in the Navy; 

A bill (H. R. 9176) granting a pension to Charlotte Taylor; 

A bill (H. R. 9252) granting a pension to Mrs. Catherine Barberick, 
of Watertown; 

A bill (H. R. 9388) to increase the pension of Joseph Holmes; 

A bill te R. 3512) granting a pension to Anthony Shafer; 

A bill (H. R. 9759 ting a pension to John Wallace; 

A bill (H. R. 9776) for the relief of Nancy E. Sawyer; 

A bill (H. R. 10032) granting a pension to Milton Wallen; 

A bill (H. R. 10073) granting a pension to P, F. Jonte; 

_A bill (H. R. 10100) for the relief of Charles F. Campbell; 

A bill (H. R. 10253) granting a pension to Emmanuel P, Steed; 

A bill (H. R. 10494) granting a pension to Emilia Mumm; 

A bill (H. R. 10647) granting a pension to Samuel J. Wright; 

A bill (H. R. 10659) for the relief of Elizabeth C. Cole; 

A bill ee R. 10694) granting a pension to John W. Ellis; 

A bill (H. R. te for the relief of John Sweeney; 

A bill (H. R. 11139) to authorize the building of a bridge or bridges 
across the Mississippi River at La Crosse, Wis. ; 

A bill (H. R. 11297) in relation to grants of lands to aid in the con- 
struction of railroads; 

= bill (H. R. 11333) granting a pension to Mrs. Louise M. Humphrey; 
an 

Joint resolution (H. Res. 225) to continue the provisions of existing 
laws providing temporarily for the expenditures of the Government. 

The message also announced that the House had passed the following 
bills, each with an amendment; in which it requested the concurrence 
of the Senate: 

A bill (S. 1500) granting a pension to Margaret M. Miller; and 

A bill (S. 2346) granting increase of pension to Jennie Hart Mullany, 

The message further announced that the House had passed the fol- 
lowing bills: 

A bill (S. 145) for the relief of Edward Braden and Job W. Angus; 

A bill iS 937) for the relief of David L. Brainard and others; 

A bill (S. 1044) authorizing the Secretary of the Treasury to state 
and settle the account of James M. Willbur with the United States and 
~ pay said Willbur such sum of money as may be found due him 

ereon; 

A bill (S. 1101) granting a pension to Rachael A. Sinkinson; 

A bill (S. 1582) for the relief of the estate of Lucien Goyaux; 

A bill (S. 1591) granting an increase of pension to Madison M. Mere- 


th 

A bill (S. 1668) for the relief of A. M. Woodruff; 

A bill (S. 1958) granting an increase of pension to Eleanor B. Good- 
fellow; 

A bill (S. 2201) for the relief of Laura E. Maddox, widow, and ex- 
ecutrix, and Robert Morrison, executor of Joseph H. Maddox, de- 


ceased; 

A bill ¢ 2411) for the relief of C. A. Williams and others; 

A bill (S. 2675) granting an increase of pension to Lieut. James R. 
Durham ; 

A bill (S. 2711) restoring Phebe McLaughlin to the pension-roll; 

A bill (S. raed granting a pension to John B. Ross; 

A bill (S. 2836) granting a pension to William E. Taylor; 
A bill (S. 2838) granting an increase of pension to Betsy A. Mower; 
A bill ts 2887) granting a pension to George H. Johnson; 
A bill (S. 3125) restoring the right of pre-emption to Alfonso Rob- 


erts; and 
i Aa (S. 3276) granting restoration of pension to Sarah A. Wood- 
ridge. 
ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 

Themessage also announced that the Speaker of the House had signed 
the following enrolled bills; and they were thereupon sigued by the 
President pro tempore: 

A bill (8. sash for the relief of Florida Kennerly; 

A bill G 2356) to provide a pension for Mrs. Adeline Couzins; and 

A bill (8. 3539) to amend an act to detach the county of Audrain, in 


the State of Missouri, from the eastern and attach it to the western ju- 
dicial district of said State. 
BILLS INTRODUCED. 

Mr. STEWART introduced a bill (S. 3579) to prohibit the immigra- 
tion of Chinese laborers, and for other purposes; which was read twice 
by its title, and referred to the Committee on Foreign Relations. 

Mr. PLUMB (by request) introduced a bill (S. 3580) offering a re- 
ward of $100,000 to any person or persons whatsoever who shall dis- 
cover the cause, remedy, and treatment of yellow fever; which was 
read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Epidemic Dis- 
eases. 


Mr, CALL introduced a bill (S. 3581) to establish ascientific bureau 
in the city of Jacksonville, Fla., to gather facts in relation to yellow 
fever, its origin and spread, and the best means of suppressingand pre- 
venting it; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Epidemic Diseases. 

Mr. CALL. I present to accompany the bill a telegram which I 
have just received from J. J. Daniel, president of the board of health 
of Jacksonville, Fla., a very distinguished lawyer and citizen of that 
State, requesting the establishment of a commission for the purpose of 
ascertaining the facts in relation to yellow fever and its prevalence in 
the United States. I move the reference of the papey to the Commit- 
tee on Epidemic Diseases. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. HARRIS. In connection with the same subject I send a tele- 
gram to the Secretary’s desk in order that it may accompany the bill 
in its reference, and which I desire to have read. 

The telegram was read, and referred tothe Committee on Epidemic 
Diseases, as follows: Ps “8 

Mrupnis N. lem 1888, 
Hon, Isa G. HARRIS, ane 5 
Member United States Senate, i 
13 First street, northeast, Washington: 

The prevalence of yellow fever in Florida and its presence at Decatur, Ala. 
and at Jackson, Miss., is due to unrestricted intercourse between Cuba and 
Florida during the past two years, and demonstrates the necessity of a rigid 
and perfect system of seaboard quarantine for future protection of health, life, 
and commerce; we therefore urgentiy request the re-establishment of the Na- 
tional Board of Health, or of some similar health organization, and its full equip- 
ment with power and means to carry out the desired object in connection with 
State and local boards of health. 

DAVID PARK HADDEN, Pres- G. B. THORNTON, President Board 


ident Taxing District. of Health. 
L. B. SUGGS, President Cotton Ex- 


J. M. KEATING, Editor Memphis 

= X ange, x 

J. A. MARTIN, President Merchants’ BROTHER MANELIAN, President 
Exchange. Christian Brothers’ College. à 

Mr. CHANDLER introduced a bill (S. 3582) to authorize the sale 
of timber on certain lands reserved for the use of the Chippewa bands 
of Indians in the States of Wisconsin and Minnesota; which was read 
twice by its title, and referred to the Select Committee on Indian 
Traders. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 3583) regulating the allotment of lands 
in severalty to Indians; which was read twice by its title, and referred 
to the Select Committee on Indian Traders. 

Mr. BATE introduced a bill (S. 3584) to authorize the Cairo and 
Tennessee River Railroad Company to construct bridges across the Ten- 
nessee and Cumberland Rivers; which was read twice by its title, and 
referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

LOUISIANA ELECTION INVESTIGATION. 

Mr. CHANDLER submitted the following resolution; which was 
referred to the Committee to Audit and Control the Contingent Ex- 
penses of the Senate: 


Resolved, That the Committee on Privileges and Elections while en, by 
direction of the Senate in the inquiry into the facts of the recent ion in the 
State of Louisiana, held on the I7th day of April, 1888, shall be, and is hereby, 
authorized asa full committee, or through any subcommittee appointed by the 
chairman, to send for persons and papers; to sit during the sessions of the 
Senate; to employ a clerk, stenographer, or paces ae hers, and one or more 
messengers, and to take testimony at any places which it may deem it e 
ent to t; and the necessary expenses of such investigation shall be d out 
of the contingent fund of the Senate, upon vouchers to be pers by the 
Committee to Audit and Control the Contingent Expenses of Senate. 

RELATIONS WITH GREAT BRITAIN AND CANADA. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair lays before the Senate a 
resolution coming over from a former day. 

The resolution submitted by Mr. SHERMAN September 17, 1888, was 
read, as follows: 

Resolved, That the Committee on Foreign Relations be directed to inquire into 
and report at the next session of Congress the state of the relations of the United 
States with Great Britain and the Dominion of Canada, with such measures as 
are expedient to promote friendly commercial and political eng ela between 
these countries and the United States, and for that purpose have leave to sit 
during the recess of Congress, 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. On a former day it was agreed that 
this resolution should retain its place in the order of current morning 
business, =a 

Mr. CULLOM. Iask that it be laid aside temporarily, retaining its 


place. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Alabama [Mr. 
MoRGAN] would be entitled to speak on the resolution this morning. 
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Mr. PLUMB. TheSenatorfrom Alabama, who wants to speak upon 
the resolution, left the Chamber this morning with the understanding 
that the resolution should go over until to-morrow, retaining its place, 
so as to come up then at the conclusion of the morning business, as it 
came up this morning. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The resolution will then retain its 
place and be presented in the order of current morning business to- 
morrow. 

PRESENTATION OF BILLS TO THE PRESIDENT. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair lays before the Senate the 
resolution submitted by the Senator from Nevada [Mr. STEWART] on 
the 2ist instant, which comes over under objection. 

The Secretary read the resolution, as follows: 


Whereas it is alleged in the public press and elsewhere that the presentation 
of bills to the President of the United States which have passed both Houses of 
Congress, been duly enrolled and signed by the Speaker of the House of Rep- 
resentatives and the President of the Senate, is frequently delayed for several 
days, and sometimes for weeks, by the Committee on Enrolled Bills of the 


Eei ‘Ties the Baie, ex's leash of the legislative deparhasat of Ui 
Government, do call the attention of the ame o Bepreainentiven ioo Ao 
leged delays on the part of its Committee on Enrolled Bills in presenting bills 
to the Presidentof the United States which have been duly enrolled and signed 
by the Speaker of the House of Representatives and the President of the Sen- 
ate, and ask the House to require its officers to present such bills 
to the President without unnecessary delay. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on agreeing to the 
resolution. 

Mr. STEWART. I desire the resolution to be referred to the Com- 
mittee on Rules, and I beg leave to point out to that committee the 
authorities, which may be of some convenience to it. ~ 

So far as the Senate is concerned, the twenty-fifth rule provides that 
when a bill has been signed by the Speaker of the House of Represent- 
atives and by the President of the Senate, it shall be forthwith trans- 
mitted to the President of the United States. 

The House of Representatives has no direct rule as to the time when 
a bill shall be transmitted. ‘The forty-fourth rule of the House, how- 
ever, adopts Jefferson’s Manual in all matters not provided for in the 
special rules, as will be found in the House Manual, page 264. 

Jefferson’s Manual makes it an infringement of the rules of Parlia- 
ment to withhold a bill from the king, and it also makes it the duty 
of the Committee on Enrolled Bills to present bills to the President. 
Senate Manual, page 180. 

When a bill is sent by one House to the other and is there delayed 
it is parliamentary to send a messenger to the other House calling the 
attention of that body to the omission. Senate Manual, page 261. 

When there is unreasonable delay it is in order for one House to send 
to the other a complaint calling attention to the fact. This rule will 
be found in Senate Manual, page 214. 

I simply call attention to these matters, I hope the Committee on 
Rules will examine into the question and see if there has been unrea- 
sonable delay on the part of the other House in sending bills to the 
President, and suggest the proper mode to that body or request it to 
furnish a remedy. 

The Senate is interested as much as the House of Representatives in 
having a bill, after it has the two Houses, presented to the 
President within a reasonable time. My suggestions have no reference 
to any particular bill now, but in order that there may be no misun- 
derstanding hereafter as to Tao penpar time to present bills, I think this 
matter ought to be investigated. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The resolution will be referred to 
the Committee on Rules. 


MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 


A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. CLARK, its Clerk, 
announced that the House had concurred in the report of the committee 
of conference on the disagreeing votesof the two Houses on certain 
amendments of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 10540) making appropri- 
ations for sundry civil expenses of the Government for the fiscal year 
ending June 30, 1889, and for other pu: 

The message also announced that the House still further insisted 
upon its disagreement to the one hundred and tenth amendment of 
the Senate to the bill, agreed to the further conference asked by the 
Senate on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses thereon, and had 
appointed Mr. FORNEY, Mr. BuRNES, and Mr. RYAN the managers of 

e further conference on the part of the House. 

LIEUr. STARKEY R. POWELL. 

Mr. CULLOM. I ask leave to call up Hou:e bill 10068, which is a 
private bill, and one to which I think there will be no objection. 

Mr. HALE. I do not wish to interfere with the request made by 
the Senator from Illinois, because I understand his matter will take 
but little time. After that is disposed of I desire to call up the gen- 
eral deficiency appropriation bill, and I hope it may be passed in a 
short time, I shall make that motion, with the leave of the Chair, at 
the end of the bill suggested by the Senator from Illinois. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Illinois asks for 


the har consideration of the bill (H. R. 10068) granting a pension 
to Lieut. Starkey R. Powell. of Black Hawk war. 


By unanimous consent the bill (H. R. 10068) granting a pension to 
Lieut. Starkey R. Powell, of Black Hawk war, was considered as in 
Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on the pension-roll the 
name of Starkey R. Powell, late lieutenant in Capt. William B. Smith’s 
company of the Third Regiment Illinois Mounted Volunteers in the 
Black Hawk war, at $30 a month. ‘ 

Mr. CULLOM. I only desire to say that this gentleman is a very 
old man, and the universal sentiment is that the bill ought to pass. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


5 MARINE-HOSPITAL SERVICE. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair calls the attention of the 
Senator from Oregon (tr. DOLPH] toa message from the House of Rep- 
resentatives. The Chair lays before the Senate the amendment of the 
House of Representatives to the bill (S. 1786) to regulate appointments 
in the Marine-Hospital Service of the United States. 

Mr. DOLPH. The House amendment is animportant one, I think, 
and as the bill was reported from the Committee on Commerce, I move 
that the amendment be referred to that committee. 

by the House. 


Mr. COCKRELL. Let the bill be printed as 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill will be printed as ed, 
pet referred with the ame ent of the House to the Committee on 
mmerce. 


NORTHERN PACIFIC RAILROAD LANDS, 


Mr. PLUMB. I move that the Senate proceed to the consideration 
of the bill (S. 3504) restoring to the United States certain of the lands 
granted to the Northern Pacific Railroad Company to aid in the con- 
struction of a railroad from Lake Superior to Puget Sound, and to re- 
store the same to settlement, and for other purposes. 

Mr. HALE. Mr. President—— 

Mr. PLUMB. Let the bill be taken up and then I will yield. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on agreeing to the 
motion of the Senator from Kansas. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. HALE. As I gave notice a few minutes ago, I proposed to call 
up the general deficiency appropriation bill at the nt time, but I 
learn that the Senator from Kansas gaye notice and desires to submit 
some remarks on the bill called up by him, not with the intention, as 
I understand, of continuing its consideration beyond his remarks. 

Mr. PLUMB. As far as I am concerned, of course, it would 
naturally give way aayon to the Ere neonne w aow the defici- 
ency appropriation bill to get through, oug urpose, and so 
stated, that when the bill was called up I should ak the Senate to 
proceed at its earliest convenience to its passage. But, of course, the 
appropriation bill will have the right of way, and there will be no 
trouble about that. a 

Mr. HALE. Then I give notice that at the close of the remarks of 
the Senator from Kansas I shall move to take up the deficiency appro- 
priation bill. i 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore.. The Chair will recognize the Sena- 
tor from Maine at the conclusion of the remarks of the Senator from 


Kansas. 
Mr. BROWN. Will the Senator from Kansas yield to me to have 
a bill six lines long, which will not take two minutes? 
Mr. PLUMB. I yield to the Senator from Georgia. 
BRUNSWICK COLLECTION DISTRICT. 


Mr. BROWN. I ask the Senate to proceed to the consideration of 
the bill (H. R. 11101) to include Sapelo Sound, Sapelo River, and Sa- 
pelo Island in the Brunswick collection district, in the State of Georgia. 

By unanimous consent, the Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, 
proceeded to consider the bill. 

Mr. BROWN. I will simply state that the Secretary of the Trens- 
ury has been consulted and has no objection to the passage of the bill; 
and it is a House bill. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. BROWN. Iam very much obliged to the Senator from Kansas. 

NORTHERN PACIFIC RAILROAD LANDS. 


The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, ded to consider the 
bill (S. 3504) restoring to the United States certain of the lands granted 
to the Northern Pacific Railroad Company to aid in the construction 
of a railroad from Lake Superior to Puget Sound, and to restore the 
same to settlement, and for other purposes. 

Mr. PLUMB. Mr. President, the two great political parties in this 
country present upon all economic, political, and administrative affairs a 
radical conflict of systems; and in no direction are the lines of contro- 
versy more sharply drawn than in the methods and objects of legisla- 
tive and executive action relative to the publiclands. ‘The Democratic 
party has at all times sought the benefitof the few as against the many. 
Possessing the cheapest labor in the world in the section of country 
from which it has mainly drawnits support, it has never sought by the 
subdivision of landed interests or by the maintenance through ad- 
vanced methods of cultivation of soil already reclaimed to foster a 
population of industrious middle classes. On the contrary, by the aban- 
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donment of plantations as soon as they were worked out, the necessity 
was created for such a public-land system as would constantly provide 
new areas for easy occupation and as would naturally maintain a 
landed oligarchy. 

In striking contrast, the Republican party came into existence with 
the land policy, which it has ever since maintained, of ‘‘ Land for the 
landless, homes for the homeless.’ It has at all times sought to sub- 
divide the public domain amongst and for the benefit of actual settlers. 
It has zealously guarded, preserved, and improved the areas once con- 
quered by cultivation; it has in regular progression pushed onward its 
ever-advancing fringe of small agricultural homes; and it has thus de- 
veloped and fostered empires of citizens enjoying an honest and pros- 
perous equality before the law. 

It is, therefore, but natural that when the Democratic party suc- 
ceeded to power in 1885, after twenty-four years of enforced retirement, 
it should at once attack the Republican administration of the public 
lands. It was to be expected that its leaders should seek to break 
down the system which had in the previous quarter century so signally 
multiplied, developed, and strengthened the North. As it went out 
of power in 1861 with a veto of the homestead law, it came into power 
in 1885 with the purpose and the necessity of repudiating its beneficent 
results. And no better way to accomplish that result occurred than 
to discredit those results by loud cries of fraud, and by alleging that 
its administration for the benefit of actual settlers had really been in 
the interest of great monopolies. 

Accordingly, Mr. Cleveland’s administration came into power with 
the assertion that the public-land laws had been administered by the 
Republican party in deference to the interests of land-grabbers and 
monopolists. The policy of reform was, therefore, to be initiated. 
The poor settlers of the country were to be protected from speculators; 
and railroad companies and similar monopolies were to be restricted to 
such rights as would acerue to them under a rigid construction of the 
statutes. Furthermore, the Land Bureau was to be put upon a strictly 
business basis, and by correct methods of administration its expendi- 
tures were to be reduced, and arrears of work were to be put up tosub- 
stantiallyaneven date. Ina speech made by Vice-President Hendricks 
before the Bay State Club in Boston on the 26th of June, 1885, four 
months after Mr. Cleveland took the oath of office, he illustrated the 
reform which was to be brought about by the result alleged to have 
been attained by himself when Commissioner of the General Land 
Office under President Pierce. 

Its surveys were then extending beyond the Missouri, beyond the mountains, 
along the valleys of California, and the settlers were going out from the old Bay 
State and from Maine and finding their homes on te ate that were then being 
surveyed. When I took charge of that office, with one hundredand eighty clerks, 
I found the business four years behind. The patents which ought to have gone 
to the people living upon the lands were four years behind date. Isaid at once, 
“This will not do; the man who has purchased the land of the Government has 
a right nt an early date to his patent, so that he may sell it; so that he may ob- 
tain his rights, whatever they maybe.” Isaid at once, ‘There must be reform 
in this office.” My ambition was connected with the reform. I could not well 
afford to take that appointment and go out of that office without having brought 
the work up to date; so I did commence the work of reform seriously and very 
earnestly, and very soon I became acquainted with all the clerks of the office. 
I knew the clerks that would be able to help with the work that was to be car- 
ried through, and very soon those that limped or were unwilling or indifferent 
did step out. LAppianes| 

The “hickory broom” of Jackson that represented Democratic reform was 
the sentiment and emblem of the reform that I sought to bring about, and in 
the stead of the men who had to step out there came in young and earnest fel- 
Jows who were willing to do the work, so that by one general order I nired 
that the work done at cach desk should be 25 per cent. more than it been 
before. These men came in and took their share readily and cheerfully and 
cordially, and when I left that office nearly four years afterwards it was only 
four months behind in the delivery of the patents to the men who had bought 
the land. [Applause.] From four years it came down to four months, and that 
our as close as it was practicable to bring the work. That I thought was re- 

orm . 

J am not personally very much uainted with the bureau officers employed 
by the Secretaries at W: gton. Lknow some of them inthe Interior Depart- 
ment. Iknow the Commissioner of the Land Office. I knowthe Commissioner 
of Indian Affairs. I know by reputation the excellent gentleman who isin the 
Office of Patents. I believe they, by their own judgment and force, will bring 
about civil-service reform in their departments. [Applause.] I think Iam safe 
in saying that I know they havealready taken steps in that direction; that the 
people will not be sold out by them, | Åpplause.] 

This is my own history of civil reform. It may beof no account, but 
itis mine. Se grrr And that administration, whenever and wherever it 
may be, that will fill the bureaus im Washington City with capable;men at 
the head, and tell them that the work devolves on them and holds them re- 
cpanel. will bring about certain and prompt reform. I think we are going 

rough all right. 

As the first step in the inauguration of this reform policy Mr. Commis- 
sioner Sparks was sworn inte office on the 26th of March and took his seat 
March 27, 1885. In precisely six working days he assumed to have so 
mastered the theory of the public-land system, and to have got the de- 
tails of its practical administration so well in hand, as to warrant him 
in issuing the following sweeping order: 

DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR, GENERAL LAND OFFICE, 
ond Washington, April 3, 1885. 
racer: 


Final action in this ofice upon all entries of the public lands, except private 
cash entries and such scrip locations as are not dependent upon acts of settle- 
ment and cultivation, is suspended in the following localities, namely: 

All west of the first guide meridian west in Kansas: all west of range 17 in 
Nebraska: the whole of Colorado, except lands in the late Ute reservation; all 
of Dakota, Idaho, Utah, Washington, New Mexico, Montana, Wyoming, and 
Nevada, and that portion of Minnesota north of the indemnity its of the 


Northern Pacific Railroad and east of the indemnity limits of St. Paul, Minne- 
apolis and Manitoba Railroad. 
In addition, final action in this office will be suspended upon all timber en- 
tries under the act of June 3, 1878; also upon all cases of desert-land entries, 
WM. A. J. SPARKS, Commissioner. 


Two remarkable facts will appear upon the face of thisorder. Whilst 
it pretendedly was aimed at the suspension of fraud by suspending the 
laws under which frauds were possible, it— 

1. Draws a clear distinction in favor of speculators and scrip-owners 
and against actual settlers. The laws suspended affected all ‘‘entries 
of public lands, except private cash entries, and such scrip locations as 
are not dependent upon acts of settlement and cultivation.’ The pre- 
emption, homestead, and other settlement statutes were taken by the 
throat and the perfection of titles thereunder was absolutely inhibited, 
whilst private entries (cash purchases without limit as to quantity and 
without requirement of settlement) and all character of scrip or waT- 
rant speculation requiring no acts of settlement or cultivation, were left 
wholly undisturbed. The immediate effect was to give a larger en- 
hanced value to all such outstanding scrip in the hands of a land ring, 
what are known as “additional homesteads ” alone rising at once from 
eight or nine dollars per acre to between twenty and thirty dollars per 
acre. Probably three or four men held the greater proportion of all 
such outstanding scrip and realized large fortunes from the immediate 
effect of this order. 

2. The order assumed the lines of suspected fraud under the settle- 
ment laws of Congress to be geographical and political. The fraud- 
ulent line was drawn at the line of the States ‘‘recently in rebel- 
lion.” Whilst all lands in the Southern States were by law subject 
to sale at private entry and continued to be sodisposed of, their dispo- 
sition not being prohibited or otherwise affected by the Commission- 
er’s order, the lands in the Northwest were not so subject, and could 
only be located with the prospect of obtaining title, after the issuance 
of the foregoing order, by means of land scrip at largely enhanced 
prices, until (as under the order recited) the Administration was con- 
vinced that every Northern man who wanted to settle on the public 
domain was not athiefand a swindler, The theory of the order was 
that the great body of settlement entries in the Western country were 
fraudulent. So that, taking a given point as a center in very many 
land districts, there would not in its opinion be an honest settler within 
the range of thirty or forty townships. And their idea of correcting 
the alleged evil was not by adopting better administrative methods 
for the fature, but by simply stopping everything that had been done 
in the 

At first Sparks thought of asking the President to order the closin 
of the district land offices in the Western States and Territories, an 
then the Democratic policy diverted into the idea of recommending to 
Congress a suspension of the public-land system for a continued period 
of years, until finally it was determined to dispense with the assist- 
ance of either the President or of Congress, and by the mere order of 
Sparks to close up the business: after it had passed through all the or- 
deals required by statute, and had reached a point where by direction 
of law patents should issue, all cases were then to be thrown. into a 
drag net and subjected to a system of suspension. This system con- 
demned in a wholesale way the settlers of the Republican States and 
Territories in the Northwest as a band of thievesand perjurers. Itad- 
vertised to the world the official opinion of the Administration that 
the settlers of that country, made up very largely of sailors and sol- 
diers who fought the battles of the late war on both sides, and who are 
supposed to represent the real strength of the Government, were, in 
fact, an army of tramps and outlaws. It represented the mass of the 
people in that section of the country who were engaged in agriculture 
upon public lands as devoting, in combination with their friends, the 
balance of their lives to the business of swindling the Government. 
All entrymen there under the settlement Jaws were presumed to be 

, and were required to overcome that presumption of guilt. 

The legislation of the Republican party had furnished ample facilities 
for preventing the perpetration of fraud, ifproperad ministrative methods 
were adopted. Settlers were required to give in a newspaper designated 
by the Government notice for thirty days of their intention at a fixed 
time and place to make their proof and entry, stating therein the de- 
scription of their lands and the names of their witnesses. They were, 
by law, restricted to the use of those witnesses, Then the act of May 
14, 1880, rewarded any citizen who would prove at the hearing the non- 
compliance with law by the entryman by giving to such informera pref- 
erence right to enter the tract of land in question. So that the Gov- 
ernment not only had all the time between the original filing and the 
final proof to investigate the case, but it was distinctly put upon its 
inquiry as to the credibility of the named witnesses and to the real facts 
ofthe case by the publication whichit authorized and controlled. Inad- 
dition thereto an inducementas valuableas the claim itself wasextended 
to any citizen who would come forward and prove its fraudulent char- 
ater. Thus every man in the vicinage was made an interested party on 
the side of thelaw. If, however, nooneappeared against him, and his 
proofs were satisfactory to the register and receiver, the settler re- 
ceived afinal certificate, whereupon theactofCongresssaid that he ‘‘shall 
be entitled to patent,” but inasmuch as the General Land Office has 
always been more or less behind the current date in its work, a consider- 
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able period would necessarily elapse before the patent wouldissue. False 
swearing was made punishable as perjury, and numerous decisions of 


the Supreme Court sustain the power of the United States to set aside f 


these settlement patents in ex parte cases on proving fraud. Consider- 
ing, then, the long period during which the claim was subjected to 
the crucial test of the entire neighborhood, of the register and re- 
ceiver, of the vast army of clerks under the direction of the Commis- 
sioner, and of all the other tests with which the judgment or caprice 
of the executive office had burdened the settler, the Government was 
furnished with ample opportunity to determine, under the legislation 
of the Republican party, whether or not a settler was entitled to his 
peen at the date when the case was reached in its regular order. 
ut under the order of the present Administration the policy was not 
preventive, but was pretendedly curative. Nothing was done until 
the entries were allowed and had been reached substantially for action. 
The real trouble then commenced for the unfortunate victim of na- 
tional generosity. An army of Land Office detectives were to thence- 
forward look down his chimney and to peer through his windows in 
search of suspected fraud. And these detectives were in turn to be 
subjected to a species of watching and counter detection. This system 
speedily demonstrated that settlers who were willing and able to re- 
spond to pecuniary demands of such agents thereby secured favorable 
reports upon their entries. Those unable to meet such demands and 
to whom a ten-dollar bill meant food for their families were 
again and again hundreds of miles to the local land office with their 
witnesses to prove overand over again their compliance withlaw. The 
thousands of such flagrant outrages are illustrated by the plaintive 
story of John Stevenson. After making full proof and payment he 
was compelled, under attack bya special agent, to again and again 
attend renewed hearings to contest the effort to destroy hisentry. Be- 
ing again required to respond by a third hearing upon demand of the 
Commissioner, he appealed for relief to the Secretary. The Secretary's 
decision recites the claimant’s conceded story of his wrongs in the fol- 
lowing language: 

It is urged by the claimant that the order for a hearing will work injury to 
him; that his land lies about 100 miles from the local office, and that a great 
part of said distance is over broken and unsettled country, cither entirely with- 
out roads or with roads in an almost impassable condition, thus rendering the 
trip extremely difficult, laborious, and expensive; that at the instance of the 
Government he has already made three trips to the local! offices with his wit- 
nesses, at each time being to great expense; that he is a poor man, a farm 
laborer by occupation, and unable to bear the expense of a rehearing, because 
the former hearing and continuances have exhausted his means; that some of 
his witnesses, by whom he can establish the legality and validity of his claim, 
have moved away and their whereabouts are now unknown to him; that the 
Government had a whole year to prepare for the former trial, had two contin- 
uances in order to get its witnesses there, and was represented at said hearing 
by several special agents, and should, therefore, be estopped from prosecuting 
the case further, and that the theory upon which the case is prosecuted, to wit, 
the existence of a fraudulent conspiracy between claimant and the aforesaid 
corporation, has no foundation in fact. 


Yet, conceding the truth of his statement, the Secretary sanctioned 
Sparks’s unjust requirement of a renewed hearing. (See sixth “Land 
Decisions,” page 29.) 

Somewhere between fifty and one hundred thousand cases were thus 
taken hold of by this order of April 3, 1885, and nearly that same num- 
ber of entries were annually added to the volume of suspension. This 
followed because the means adopted for acting upon entries were so far 
inferior to the means for sale. 

The execution of the public land system, past, present, and future, 


for nearly the entire Western part of the United States, was suspended ` 


upon general suspicion. A drag-net was thrown over almost the entire 
Western country for the purpose of ascertaining by a vast system of 
secret espionage whether or not some entries had not been consum- 
mated upon false proofs. Obviously this required for its projected ap- 
lication to so many States and Territories an army of special agents. 
With the limited number authorized, or liable to be authorized, by 
Congressional appropriation, many years of inquiry would be required 
to thus examine in the field the hundreds of thousands of entries which 
were in terms suspended by this order. 
~ During the fiscal year ending June 30, 1886, forty-two special agents 
were employed by the Interior Department in the field to investigate 
these suspended entries. The average period of service of each was 
seven months four and one-quarter days, being equivalent to the em- 
ployment of twenty-five agents for the whole year. In the General 
Land Office Report for 1886 (page 453) it appears that, during the year 
aforesaid, the number of cases referred to these special agents for in- 
vestigation was 4,017, and the number of cases investigated and re- 
ported upon by them was 3,073. It will be readily seen that with 
such wholesale suspension of from fifty to one hundred thousand old 
settlement entries, and with nearly 50,000 entries per year to be simi- 
larly suspended for investigation and report, whilst, on the other hand, 
the means available for such inspection and report acts upon only about 
3,000 per annum, the system must necessarily resultin a terrible accu- 
mulation of suspended entries. In this progressive country the owner- 
ship of property never remains dormant; and the necessary effect of 
the foregoing policy was to arrest all real estate transactions, whether 
by way of sale or mortgage and which were predicated upon public 
lands titles. No conveyancer would pass a title unless complete upon 


the record, and this order of suspension indefinitely withheld the 
foundation of that record. N 

The practical result of these investigations has been to determine a 
very minor percentage of fraud, probably not equaling more than 1 per 
cent. of the entries examined. For illustration: A board to examine 
these suspended land entries was appointed, consisting of the Assistant 
Commissioner, the chief clerk, and a law clerk. Presumably the first 
series of cases passed by them received their most careful attention, and 
quite naturally they took up cases in Dakota and Nebraska, where the 
matter of fraudulefit entries was largely alleged to exist. Yet, accord- 
ing to the first report of this board as found in the National Republican 
of December 23, 1885, in 216 final homestead entries in those two States, 
the result of all the investigation by special agents and of examination 
by the aforesaid board was to recommend 126 cases for approval for 
patent, 53 to be held for further evidence, 35 for further investigation 
by special agents, and only 2 for rejection. In 35 pre-emption cases 
reported upon at the same time, in the Aberdeen district,-Dakota, 1 was 
recommended for patent, 8 for rejection, and 26 for special investigation 
in the field. 

For the fiscal year ending June 30, 1887, the number of special 
agents employed had been increased to 58, and the number of entries 
disposed of under their report is.stated in the annual report of the 
General Land Office (on page 51) to have equaled 2,312 entries. For 
the year ending June 30, 1884, under the Republican administration, 
only 30 special agents were employed, who reported upon 3, 563 entries, 
So that by a change of administration the number of special agents 
has been increased from 30 to 58, with an increase of annual expendi- 
ture of at lest $50,000, but with an actual diminution in the volume 
of results Sccomp-labad through their investigations. 

Most of the labor performed, both by the special agents and by the 
board of review, or other cumberous machinery adopted in the General 
Land Office, has been in the direction of minor and purely technical 
defects. In the proof of settlers, non-essentials have been magnified 
into questions of actualities; failures to comply with unimportant reg- 
ulations of the Land Department have been treated asa gross violation 
of theessential requirements of statutes. Thousands of cases have been 
suspended from patent because, whilst the requirement of publication 
of their intention to prove up on a given day was at one time held by 
the General Land Office to require an insertion four times in a weekly 
newspaper, a subsequent order required five publications, and a still 
subsequent one required six. And yet these fhilures to comply with a 
subsequent change of executive construction have swept all such en- 
tries into the mass of alleged fraudulent cases which the vigilance of a 
Democratic administration has prevented from ripening into patents. 

Changes in directions to registers and receivers concerning details of 
proof required of the entryman were not only made without notice, 
but were made to take effect before the receipt of the directions at the 
local land office. In one case a direction of this character was not re- 
ceived at the land-offices in Kansas until nearly a month after it had 
taken effect, and all the entries made during the intervening period 
had to be made over again, involving the settlers of a single county in 
that State in an extra expense of over $10,000, totally unnecessary, ef- 
fecting nothing whatever in results, except to put a burden upon men 
already poor and who were entitled to be protected instead of being 
robbed. 

Although the Supreme Court in Meyers vs. Croft (13 Wall., page 391) 
distinctly ruled that it was Jawful for settlers to sell their lands after 
entry, and before the issue of a patent, and although it had been the 
immemorial executive practice to recognize both mortgages and sales 
subsequent tosuch date, yet by the instructions to special agents, dated 
October 24, 1285, and emanating from the Commissioner of the General 
Land Office, it was held that any conveyance, whether by mortgage or 
otherwise, of lands embraced in duly entered unpatented homestead or 
pre-emption entries, passed no legal title or claim whatsoever; and that 
a transferee or mortgagee of such claims would not be recognized in 
any manner as having any right, interest, or claim in such land. 

This ruling interposed a tremendous obstacle to the consummation ot 
entries by bona fide settlers. The great proportion.of them are poor, 
and are obliged to raise money both to make their improvements and 
to pay their purchase-money. Their land is usually the only basis of 
security they have to gire for such advantages. ‘When the power to 
use the same for such purposes was thus taken away, they were stranded 
beyond possibility of help. This ruling also made non-salable lands 
purchased bona fide after entry, and under it entries were set aside 
where the original entryman had made sale based upon a certificate of 
entry issued by the local land officers, and which certificate is, as it 
always has been, by the laws of all the public-land States and Terri- 
tories, evidence of title as high and complete as that of a patent; and 
after its issue the land described in it became tax: ble as private prop- 
erty. The Commissioner’s order treated all these things as of no ac- 
count, and the entries were often summarily set aside and new settlers 
invited to go upon the land, of course in time to be ejected, losing all 
time and improvement spent thereon, every dollar of their losses being 


due to the illegal and arbitrary act of the Commissioner. 
Then, too, in the machinery of the General Land Office, and in the 
office of the Secretary of the Interior, such a division of responsibility 


| 
‘ 
; 
| 
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was inaugurated and such a duplication of labor was created as to be- 
come the really oppressive occasion of additional delay. The General 
Land Office took the form of various boards, such as the board to ex- 
amine suspended entries, the board of revi@w, and the contest board. 
The board of review, for illustration, was created by detailing clerks 
from other divisions of the General Land Office toactonit. So thatif, 
previous to its organization, four hundred clerks had been engaged in 
one way or another in the examination of entries and determining upon 
compliance with the requirements of law, then after the organization 
of this board three hundred clerks would continue as before and one hun- 
dred would go over all their work again, by way of review. 

In effect this would be attempting to pass 4 inches of water through 
aninch pipe. The result has, therefore, been that this board has pend- 
ing before it over twenty-six thousand cases. Entries which under Re- 
publican administration would have been patented two years ago have 
just been reached for consideration by this board; and in the same 
ratio of backward progression, any entry which under the Republican 
administration would have been patented to-day will not, under this 
administration, be patented forfour years to come. Instead of having 
four húndred examine the entry papers, and after approval sending 
them to patent, the present administration has two hundred clerks first 
examine them, and thereupon the other two hundred examine them 
over again, the only discernable motive being to correct the work of 
the first and incompetent set of clerks. Thus the sameamount of work 
is put on one-half the number of clerks previously employed, and is 
thereafter submitted to the other half to be considered anew. The 
work is thus doubled, while the force is diminished one-half. 

The same delay and obstruction occurs in the work of the so-called 
contest board to which are submitted for decision all contested cases 
from the public-land and pre-emption divisions. This board has on its 
files to-day enough cases to thoroughly employ its present force for two 
years or more without any other cases being sent to it. The contests 
now pending before that board aggregate 2,000 cases, and they are be- 
ing disposed of by a force of sixclerks. That force is now examining 
eases which were received in the General Land Office in 1886, and are 
just about holding their own against the number of new contests re- 
ceived by it. As each case necessarily involves two parties, and often 
several claimants, it is fair to presume that from four to five thousand 
litigants are before the General Land Office, and must be kept there 
for at least two years before the possibility of securing decision of their 
contest in any form by the Commissioner. And after decision by the 
Commissioner appeals lie to the Secretary, where delay of years more 
will necessarily occur. 

As a result of the above system of administrative methods, the abil- 
ity to complete the land contracts of the Government by issue of pat- 
ents has been very materially diminished. This will appear from the 
following tables taken from the report of the General Land Office: 


1884. | 1885. 
Appropriation .......ceeecer $450, 009 | Appropriation .... $507, 350 
Force in office ..... Sy 204 ree in office . 376 
Acreage disposed of 27,531,000 | Acreage disposed of... .. 20, 995, 000 
Number of entries... oe 51,740 | Number of entries .. = 44,186 
Patents issued ............c:ccsee 51,337 | Patents issued ..,.....,.0.000..000 71,131 


As the Democratic administration did not take charge of the General 
Land Office until April, 1885, and as all issuance of patents was there- 
upon suspended, the foregoing figures represent in substance the work 
of the last two years of the Republican administration in the Land De- 
partment. Now compare these with the result of the next two years 
of the Democratic administration: 


1886. 1887. 
$511, 350 
378 


Appropriation ....sssessiessssisss 


Appropriation ues $517, 675 
Force in office 377 


Force in office..... 


. 40, ~ 
Patents issued..... 5 19,885 | Patents issued ..... A 


Showing a diminution of over 64 per cent. in number of patents issued 
during the first two years of Cleveland’s administration as compared 
with the last two years of Repablioen administration. 

To the foregoing figures may beadded the further statement thaton the 
28th of January, 1888, there were pending in division ‘‘ H’’ alone, of the 
General Land Office, 9,295 contested cases. Of this number over 2,000 
cases were known as- ‘‘docketed cases,” that is, cases in which trials 
have been had and testimony taken. Of this class of cases only from 
125 to 150 had been disposed of since the contest division was estab- 
lished in June, 1887. 

Similar ratios of decrease in work accomplished in the General Land 
Office under the present Administration are shown in the reports of 
other divisions. 

For example, the report of the surveying division shows that from 
1883 to 1885 there were 471 suryeying contracts examined, but only 
144 from 1885 to 1887, and that from 1883 to 1885 the number of plats 
examined was 3,809, but from 1885 to 1887 there were but 431 such 
examinations made. 

School indemnity selections were approved in 1883 to 1885 for 236,- 
130.43 acres, but in 1885 to 1887 only 95,358.25 acres were approved. 

Of miscellaneous claims settled in the Private Land Claims Division, 
there were in 1883 to 1885, 1,882, and in 1885 to 1887, 1,065. 


XIX—800 


In the division of public lands the postings on the tract-books dur- 


ing four years were as follows: 


1883-84... . 327,186 | 1885~'86.. wee 325, 914 
1884-85... 398, 993 | 1836-87.. wee 340, 117 
TRA ...ccarsoresesrsersesssenienscarcesses 726,179 TOLL., .sicocoocrsorecvscevesoosvenssees . 666, 031 


Being 60,148, or nearly 10 percent. less in the first two years of pres- 
ent Administration than in the last two years of previous Administra- 
tion, although forty additional clerks have been employed. 

In the same division the cases examined and approved were as fol- 
lows: 


1883484.. . 60,276 | 1885-'85....,.,.. . 40,772 
1881-85. 70, 656 | 1886-"87.. 24, 475 

ME ORMD E E AS 10 A| Total ess sisne sionin 60; 287 
Being 50 per cent. less work during the first two years of the present 


Administration than in the last two years of the previous Administra- 
tion. 

The same condition of affairs exists in the office of the Secretary of 
the Interior. February, 1885, was the last month of the Republican 
administration under Mr. Teller. His force, consisting of only six law 
clerks, was then working upon appeal land cases which had for- 
warded from the Commissioner in October, 1884, and there were then 
pending in round numbers not more than 500 cases. There are now 
seventeen law examiners in the office of the Secretary of the Interior, 
and there are pending about 2,000 appeal cases. ‘They are now work- 
ing upon cases which came up from the Commissioner of the General 
Land Office in August, 1887, and they are disposing of not more than 
150 cases per month ata fair estimate. So that witha largely increased 
force the work is now eighteen or twenty months in arrears. The Re- 
publican administration went out of power with the work up to within 
three months of the current date; and with largely increased facilities 
the Democratic administration has in three years run the work in ar- 
rears fourteen months, and on the urgent recommendation of the Sec- 
retary of the Interior there were added ten law clerks by the sundry 
civil bill of this year. 

It will now require about five years on a fair average, from the time 
of the initiation of a land contest before the local office, and with 
the utmost expedition, to secure a final decision from the Secretary 
of the Interior. The injurious effect of this delay will not be ap- 
preciated until it is known that often both contestants are living upon 
and improving the land which is the subject of controversy. The one 
against whom decision is rendered loses not only his years of time but 
all improvements; while during these years of time the opportunity 
of getting as good a tract of land from the Government has diminished, 
and, after having paid taxes and helped to create the appliances of 
civilization for the benefit of his family, himself, and the country, he 
is obliged not only to surrender all he has created, but, if he would en- 
ter a tract of public land, go to a remote frontier, older, weaker in 
purse, and begin anew his contest with the forces of nature. Prompt 
decision of contest cases would operate to largely prevent these conse- 
quences, and is required by every consideration of obligation and pub- 
lic policy. 

It is to be further observed that as the original order of suspension 
was directed primarily against the West and Northwestern States, so 
the administration of the Department in the matter of work success- 
fully accomplished has been proportionately in favor of the Southern 
States. Examination of the records will show that contested cases 
therein have been specially advanced and disposed of with rapidity, and 
that a large proportion of the patents issued have been for lands located 
in that portion of the country. 

RAILROAD LAND GRANTS, 

Asa foil to this persecution of settlers, this incompetence of admin- 
istration, this truckling to scrip monopolies, the Administration has 
talked loud, long, and maliciously about Republican land grants to rail- 
road companies and about the restoration to the public domain by its 
action of such lands since March, 1885. : 

Let us consider these things in their order. The acts of March 30, 
1822, and of March 2, 1827, to aid in the construction of a canal from 
the Illinois River to the southern bend of Lake Michigan, was the pio- 
neer legislation granting public lands for works of internal improve- 
ments; and from then until 1850 the aggregate of such donations to 
canals, wagon-roads, and river improvements equaled 5,000,000 acres. 
So that not only was this principle of land-grant legislation not a Re- 
publican invention, but, furthermore, the pioneer act in aid of railroads 
was the distinctive and prominent feature of a Democratic administra- 
tion. That was the act of September 20, 1850, which, under the dis- 
guise of a grant nominally to the respective States, gave to the Illinois 
Central Railroad Company 2,595,053 acres of rich prairie land along a 
line where settlements had created an imperative demand for railroad 
facilities, and where the road paid a large profit from its immense traffic, 
independent of the land grant, as rapidly as constructed. The same 
act gave to the Mobile and Ohio River Railroad Company in Missis- 
sippi 1,004,640 acres, and to the same company in Alabama 404,800 
acres, this road connecting the border towns and rich plantations of 
the two States with the city of Mobile. Upon the passage of this act 
Senator Foote, of Mississippi, said: ‘‘I understand the lands to be 
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sold nearly along the whole line, as far as the State of Mississippi is 
concerned.’’ Speaking of Illinois, Senator Douglas said: ‘‘The road 
runs through several fine towns, such as Bloomington, for instance, 
and for 5 or 6 miles around the towns the land is all taken up and 
cultivated.” These statements were made to show that the lands in 
place were so taken up that indemnity provisions would be necessary 
to satisfy the grant. 

Then came the acts of June 10, 1852, and February 9, 1853, giving 
to the Hannibal and St. Joseph Railroad Company, of Missouri, on the 
line of overland travel across the State, 781,944 acres; to the South- 
western Railroad Company, of Missouri, 1,161,235; to the Cairo and 
Fulton Railroad Company, of Missouri, 219,262; to the same company 
in Arkansas, 1,160,067 acres; to the Little Rock and Fort Smith Rail- 
road Company, in Arkansas, 550,525 acres, and to the Memphis and 
Little Rock Railroad Company, in Arkansas, 438,646.89 acres. (Land 
Office Report, 1865.) 

In consistent keeping with Democratic hostility to the distribution 
of public lands to actual cultivators and inhabitants of the soil, and in 
consonance with the Democratic policy of favoring corporations and 
monopolies, President Buchanan vetoed the first homestead law passed 
by Congress, but approved all grants made to railroads. Under his 
administration, and the guardianship over the public lands of Thomas 
A. Hendricks, who was then Commissioner of the General Land Office, 
the following grants for railroads were made in 1856 and 1857: 


IN IOWA. 
[Act of May 15, 1856, 11 U. S. Stats., page 9.] 


From Burlington to the Missouri River. 
From Davenport to Council Blufis. 
From Lyons City to the Missouri River. 
From Dubuque to the Missouri River, with branch to Téte des Nortes. 
This grant was for the benefit of the following railroad corporations: 
‘1. Burlington and Missouri River Railroad Company. 
2. Chicago, Rock Island and Pacific Railroad Company. 
3. Cedar Rapids and Missouri River Railroad Company. 
4. Dubuque and Sioux City Railroad Company. 
5. Iowa Falls and Sioux City Railroad Company. 
IN FLORIDA. 
[Act of May 17, 1856, 11 U. S. Stats., page 15.] 
From Jacksonville to Pensacola. 
From Amelia Island to Tampa Bay, with branch to Cedar Key. 
From Pensacola to Alabama State line. 
This grant was for the benefit of the following companies: 
1. Florida Railroad Company. ` 
2. Florida and Alabama Railroad Company. 
3. Pensacola and Georgia Railroad Company. 
4. Florida, Atlantic and Gulf Central Railroad Company. 
IN ALABAMA, H 
[Acts May 17, 1856, June 3, 1856, and mi 3, 1857, 11 U.S.Stats., pages 15, 17, 


From Montgomery to Florida State line. 

From Gunter’s Landing to en. 

From Gadsden to connect with Tennessee and Georgia Railroads, 
And to the following roads: 

Mem and Charleston. 

Girard and Mobile. 

Northeastern and Southwestern. 


Savannah and Albany. $ 

These grants were for the benefit of the following companies as since 
consolidated: 

1. Alabama and Florida Railroad Company. 

2. Selma, Rome and Dalton Railroad Company. 

3. Coosa and Tennessee Railroad Company. 

4. Mobile and Girard Railroad Company. 

5. Alabama and Chat Railroad Company. 

6. North and South Alabama Railroad Company. 

IN LOUISIANA. 
[Act June 3, 1856, 11 U. S. Stats., page 15.] 

From Texas State line to Vicksbi 

From New Orleans to Texas State line. 

From New Orleans to the Mississippi State line. 

These grants were for the benefit of the following companies: 

1. North Louisiana and Texas Railroad Company. 

2. New Orleans, Opelousas and Texas Railroad Company. 

IN MISSISSIPPI. 
[Act Angust 11, 1856, 11 U. S. Stats., page 30.1 

From Jackson to Alabama State line. 
From Tuscaloosa to the Mobile Railroad in Mississippi. 
From Brandon to Gulf of Mexico. 
These grants were for the benefit of the following companies: 
1. Vicks! and Meridian Railroad Company. 
2. Gulf and Ship Island Railroad Company. 


IN MICHIGAN, 
[Act June 3, 1856, 11 U.S. Stats., page 21.] 


From Little Bay de Noquet to Marquette and Ontonagon, 
From Marquette and Om n to Wisconsin State line. 
From Amboy and Grand Rapids to Traverse Bay. 
From Grand Haven and Pere Marquette to Flint and Port Huron. 
These grants were for the benefit of the following companies: 
Port Huron and Lake Michigan Railroad Company. 
Jackson, Lansing and Saginaw Railroad Company. 
Grand Rapids and Indiana Railroad Company. 
Flint and Pere Marquette Railroad Company. 
Marquette, Houghton and Ontonagon Railroad Company. 
Marquette and Wisconsin State Line Railroad Company. 
Ontonagon and Wisconsin State Line Railroad Company. 
IN MINNESOTA. 
[Act March 3, 1857, 11 U.S. Stats., page 195.] 


From Stillwater to Red River, with branch. 

From St. Paul to mouth of Big Sioux River, with branch. 
From Winona to St. Peter and Big Sioux River. 

From La Crescent up Root River Valley. 

This grant was for the benefit of the following companies: 

1. St. Paul and Pacific Railroad Company, main line. 

2. St. Paul and Pacific Railroad Company, Manitoba Division, 
3. St. Paul and Pacific Railroad Company, i Branch. 
4. Minnesota Central Railroad Company. 

5. Winona and St. Peter Railroad Company. 

6. St. Paul and Sioux City Railroad Company. 

7. Southern Minnesota Railroad Company. 


IN WISCONSIN. $ 
_ [Act June 3, 1856, 11 U. S. Stats., page 20.] 


From Madison or Columbus to St. Croix, Lake Superior, and Bayfield. 
From Fond du Lac to northern State line. 

These grants were for the benefit of the following companies: 

1. West Wisconsin Railroad Company. 

2. Wisconsin Railroad Farm-Mortgage Land Company. 

3. St. Croix and Lake Superior Railroad Company. 

4. Bayfield Branch Railroad Company. 

5. Chicago and Northwestern Railroad Company. 


Summary of land grants to railroads made by Democratic Congresses from 
1850 fo 1857. 


Pa ah gat dl dl T 


Aggregating 30,470,920.25 acres. 
BRAILROAD WITHDRAWALS. 


The act making the grants for the Illinois Central and Mobile and 
Ohio roads was approved September 20, 1850. Upon its passagein the 
Senate Mr. Jefferson Davis, of Mississippi, moved an amendment, that 
the lateral limits of the grant should be fixed at 15 miles, remarking in 
substance that that was the distance Which a loaded team could habit- 
ually travel in a day, and hence would be the requisite limit to exclude 
adverse settlements, This declaration was the more important, asthe 
grant to the canal in 1822 and 1827 had appropriated the alternate sec- 
tions not proposed to be granted tothe railroad. Butimmediately upon 
iis passage, and without waiting for its approval by the President, the 
distinguished statesmen of that period who had combined their efforts 
to spoliate the public lands for the benefit of wealthy coadjutors and 
influential constituents in, the construction of roads for which no na- 
tional aid was necessary, united ina request to the President to at once 
withdraw from sale and settlement every alternate section of public 
land for 25 miles in width on each side of the lines of the respective 
roads. The following is a copy of this modest request, from the files of 
the General Land Office: 

To the President of the United Stales: 


The unde’ 


would grant- 


conferred on both es by passage of said bill, the un re- 
spectfully Phe ary that the sales of that of the public lands be suspended 
the period of months, or until lends shall heave located lying 


each side of a line designated in the accom- 
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panying copper 0 sa giao to furnish time to make the necessary surveys and | posed would be the limits of the several grants, nat ga Foes more than 28,000,- 


selections o 
Dated at Washington, September 18, 1850. 
WILLIAM R. en JAS. SHIELDS. 
JEFFN, DAV J. A. McCLERNARD, 
H. S. FOOTE. W. A. RICHARDSON. 
JNO. BELL. THOS. L. HA 
. L. TURNEY. WM. H. BISSELL. 

H. CLAY. T. R. YOUNG. 


8. A. DOUGLAS. 


The withdrawal of lands was promptly made as requested, within 
both granted and indemnity limits, upon problematical routes, before 
the railroad lands had been surveyed, before any right whatever to a 
withdrawal of lands had been acquired under the act, and before the 
legal rights of settlement and entry by citizens of the United States on 
any portion of the lands had been impaired by the legitimats opera- 
tions of the act. This withdrawal, arbitrarily and without color of au- 
thority, excluded legal settlements and entries over an area covering 
10,000,000 acres of land to prematurely secure a grant of 4,000,000 
acres. 

It moreover laid the foundation, established the policy, and set the 
precedent for railroad indemnity withdrawals, which continued unin- 
terrupted through the successive Democratic administrations and be- 
came the inheritance of the Republican succession to the Government 
and the administrative authority binding upon Republican officials. 

It will be observed that the request to the President to withdraw 
lands for the benefit of the Illinois Central grant was ‘‘in order to pre- 
vent the entry of said lands for the purpose of speculation by indi- 
viduals.” Under the settlement laws then in force only a single 

quarter section could be entered by one person. This was the ‘specu- 
Tation ” to be guarded against. Millions of acres for a railroad com- 
pany was an honest, useful disposal of the public lands, to make sure 
of which the honest settler was not only to be cut out of his right of 
entry of a single quarter section, but the withdrawal was made for 
25 miles in width on each side of the line, although the extreme width 
of both granted and indemnity limits was only 15 miles. No person 
desiring to secure a home upon the public lands was to be permitted 
to get any benefit whatever from the building of the road; at least not 
until the company and its friends had been sated. 

The railroad indemnity withdrawals made by Democratic policy and 
Democratic officials previous to 1861 amounted to upwards of 75,000,- 
000 acres in the eleven States of Arkansas, Alabama, Florida, Illinois, 
Iowa, Louisiana, Michigan, Minnesota, Mississippi, Missouri, and 
Wisconsin. But Democratic administrations did more than this and 
worse than this. They withdrew public lands from market for the 
benefit of railroad companies not only before the acts were signed, 
but before the acts were passed, and they made blanket withdrawals 
covering great areas of country in anticipation of acts that never were 
pass 

These withdrawals were made, as stated in the Executive orders, 
“on the representation and at the solicitation of members of both 
Houses of Congress,” then in overwhelming control by the Democratic 
party. 

In 1853 and 1854 upwards of 30,000,000 acres were withdrawn in 
Sued, pea bodies s no grants had been made. (Land Office Report for 
of oie withdrawals made before the granting acts were passed, or 
before they received the signature of the President, the following are 
among those reported by the Democratic Commissioner of the General 
Land Office, Mr. Sparks (Senate Executive Document No, 170, first 
session, Forty-ninth Congress): 

In nop apres of a grant to the State of Iowa to aid in the construction of four 

railroads in that State, Commissioner Hendricks, on May 10, 1856, issued tele- 

phic instructions to the registers and receivers for the six land districts in said 
wing from sale or location all lands south of the line between 


withdra 
townships 91 and 92, comprising about Leake pinka of the entire State. The act 
making the grant did not pyss in the signature of the President until May 15, 


Durin e year 1856, in antici of railroad grants to the States of Louisi- 
ana, Mic rerig Wisconsin, and Mississippi, the Commissioner of the General 


Land Office issued telegraphio Petia n to the local officers of ren, Jand 
rept 
as ws: 


suspending from sale and location large bodies ot land, 


Order of sus- 
State. pension. Date of grant. 
June 3, 1856 
June 3, 1856 
June 3, 1856 
Aug. 11, 1856 


beg) yay peddling 3 nase, genren pe posed grants amounted to at 
Teast 50,000. roa acres, exclusive of lan previoduly aporopriaied: 


ing same Ta to the States of Florida and 
Alabama, and in 1857 grants for Several Tous ante sani to the Territory of 
Minnesota. Long before any of the roads Oe ee ee 
i Gret ne Perera to any particular oe 
—- vested eerste arate Commissioner of 
ed directions to the Med EUAS te A tonto ont 


Territories suspending the sale cenit AAAA of oll tame WELDED weed woe ooo 


000 acres, exclusive of lands previously appropriated, as fo 


Order of sus- 
State. Date of grant. pension, 

May pir 

Jona 9, 1856 

July 8, 1856 
Sept. 6, 1856 
. May 17, 1856 | May 17,1856 

June 3, 1856 | June 19,1856 

.| Mar. 3, 1857 | Mar. 7,1857 
OA tara bel having been made that pre-emption claims for speculative 
oses were being placed upon the lands within è limits of the withdrawals 


E t A States of Wisconsin, Michigan, Alabama, and Florida, the local officers 
in said States were, on December 16, 1856, February 2, February 13, and April 
29, 1857, respectively, directed by the Commissioner of the General Land Office 
to refuse to receive any pre-emption claims based on settlements initiated after 
the receipt by them of said orders on large bodies fa lands in their districts, 

These suspensions from pre-emption were prior to the location of the several 
roads in whose interest they were made, and Sotya pa uently prior to the attach- 
ment of any right under the grant to any particular lands. This inhibition 
sesion: the right of pre-emption affected more than 40,000,000 acres of public 


As a sample of the orders see the following: 
GENERAL LAND OFFICE, May 5, 1856. 
REGISTER and RECEIVER, Sioux City, Iowa: 
Pd Aen Ppa rates Cy Sipain of the 10th instant you were directed to suspend 
or location all the lands in your district situated south of the line divid-_ 
Peyna ari 91 and 92 until further orders. 

The Steal of this withdrawal was to protect from sale the lands granted tothe 
State of lowa for four railroads, running from the piraat River to the Mis- 
souri, by a bill which has just both House 

Said bill, having this day been approved by the Past nt, has become a law, 
and 08 will continue to withhold the lands from sale or Jocation until other- 
wise dire 

Itis designed to adjust these several grants with as little delay as practicable, 
in order that lands remaining to the United States may be returned to market, 

Iam, very respectfully, your obedient magi, 
HOS. A. HENDRICKS, 
Commissioner. 


(Precisely similar letters, same date, sent tothe register and receiver af Coun- 
cil Bluffs, Fort Dodge, Fort Des Moines, Dubuque, and Chariton.) 


GENERAL LAND OFFICE, June 12, 1856. 
REGISTER and RECEIVER, Mineral Point, Wis.: 


The | governor has this day been advised and requested to furnish in advance 
sketch maps of the route of the roads, with a view to releasing as many of the 
lands as can be safely returned without interfering with tae public limits of se- 
lection, and also for the maps of actual final location, on the receipt of which 
letter a further reduction may be made, 

Acknowledge the receipt of these instructions by mail, giving the date of their 
reception at your office. 

Iam, very respectfully, your obedient servant, 
THOS. A. HENDRICKS, 
Commissioner. 


y of same and same date sent to and receiver at Stephens 
pare Crosse, Menasha, Superior, and Hudson, Wis.) 


GENERAL LAND OFFICE, June 13, 1856. 


By my te and RECEIVER, Duncan, Mich. : 


phicdispatch of the 30th ultimo you were requested to suspend 
rn oes location until further orders the following-described lands in your 
ct, to wit: 

All the lands in your district in the southern peninsula between range 1 west 
and 14 west, and south of township 36; also in the northern peninsula all the 
lands north of township 39 and west of range 19 west. 

The object of this withdrawal wasto protect from sale the lands falling within 

eat peared limits of the grant to the State of Michigan for certain railroads, by 

eat Sa passed both Houses of Congress, which having been approved by the 

ident on the 3d instant, and published in yesterday’s Union, bas this day 
Seeya a law, 

I have therefore to request that you continue the reservation of these lands as 
heretofore ordered until otherwise directed. 

Acknowledge the receipt of these instructions by mail, giving the date of their 
= at your office. ak con y 

am, very respectfully, your obed! servan 
} , THOS, A. HENDRICES, 
Commissioner. 


g 


GENERAL LAND OFFICE, April 9, 1857. 

REGISTER and RECEIVER, Red Wing, Minn. Ter.: 

By telegraphic d tch of the 7th ultimo, you were required tosuspend from 

na until further orders, all the fame town- 
wit: 


shar ahr per pte ap ned i TAT RTT meridian, townships ITI of 


pal 

115, of 20, 

ranges 28,2, Sal 
townshipe, al u 
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will continue the aforesaid withdrawal from sale or location until otherwise di- | road companies exercised over DemocraticTadministrations of the Gen- 


eral Land Office and Department of the Interior in the early days of 

i b; il. 

Apkaowt yoni peaches bo kran Stasliont servant, the railroad land-grant system. Invented by Democratic legislation, 
JOS. 8. WILSON that system grew and expanded under the fostering care of Democratic 


Ree eer Pere ete AYES SE ; sapien! Sees officials, which appear to have hesitated at no step and to have refused 
. . Ti ve į i ; 
gauk T Rapids, Stillwater, and Chatfield, Minn, Dar. and register and receiver at ape required by corporate assurance or inspired by corporate 
‘ibaul 
= Not only did these administrations lock up an aggregate of lands rival- 
[Extract from annual report of Commissioner of Gencral Land Office for 1854.] | ing the superficial areas of all the Eiei original States of the Union 

At the instance of many members of Congréss and others, about 31,000;000 of | for the benefit of the forty-seven Democratic railroad land grants of the 

od aN oe heey iodo Lala Finzi ry aa mcr hte falco dor pate ge 

e legal title to great quantities of public lands em within 

Padra s pranan Paden ain thc ameeaee ofthe bat a es es price of the | granted and indemnity limits before any road had been constructed and 

pabio lands, and this has been done, except where the reservation was fora | far in advance of the progress of construction, and in many instances 
en period oF grants have already been made, where no road was ever built. 

The withdrawals in Iowa covered nearly two-thirds of the entire | These Democratic railroad granting acts gave in each case outright 
State and were made by the then Commissioner of the General Land | 120 sections, or 76,800 acres to each road, before a dollar had been spent 
Office, Mr. Hendricks, and the urgency was so great that not only were | by the companies or a stroke of work done. The title absolutely vested 
they made ten days before the final approval of the granting act, but | to 76,800 acres in each railroad company receiving the grant, whether 
they were made bytelegraph. The effect of them was not only to pre- | any road was ever built or not, and the law provided that as fast as 
vent settlement so long as they remained in force, but they also pre- each section of 20 miles of road should be built another 120 sections of 
vented the consummation of entries already begun by settlement and | land might be sold by the grantee company, and so on, the law giving 
filing. These withdrawals were enforced for many years, impeding | the land 20 miles in advance of construction continually. This was to 
settlement, and benefiting the railroad companies to the disadvantage | provide means at public expense for building the roads for the com- 
. of actual settlers. panies, without requiring the companies to put their own money into 

Similar action was taken by Mr. Hendricks and his predecessor in | construction. But the Democratic administration was worse than the 
the case of grants in Florida, Alabama, Louisiana, and Minnesota, | Democratic statute. These administrations, conspicuously the admin- 
nearly always in advance of the passage of the bills making the grants, istration of Commissioner Hendricks, certified almost at once the greater 
and always before definite location. In several of the orders the per- | portion of the lands all along the lines of the roads without regard to 
fection of pre-emption entries already begun, based upon actual set- the limitation of 120 sections for each 20 miles, and before any road 
tlement, was prohibited. It was the railroad company, and not the | had been constructed or completed. $ j 
settler, in which the Democratic party was then interested, and such | Indemnity lands were also conveyed in bulk, in the same way, with- 

erence has continued to the present time. out evidence of right to receive indemnity, without even an assertion 

The official statement of facts confirming all that I have said in this | of losses on which an inent zls could be based, and before it 
connection is found in Senate Document 170, Forty-ninth Congress, | was known whether any losses had occurred, and before any right to 
being the response of Mr. Sparks, then Commissioner of the General | indemnity had been acquired. (See Land Office Reports 1885-87). 
Lang Office, to a resolution of the Senate. The ascertainment of quantities was upon an equally erroneous 

The total amount of lands withdrawn by Democratic administration | basis. The practice was to multiply the alleged length of the located 
previous to 1861, for the benefit of railroad companies, is shown by | line as if upon a plane surface by the full area of the number of sec- 


the Commissioner's report to be as follows: tions granted, and after conveying the vacant lands in place, to then 
Acres. | convey in bulk a sufficient amount of indemnity lands to cover all 
185354. Withdrawals for grants that were never MAAE,......:06sces0es0eee 31,000,000 | deficiencies. The true rule has been repeatedly determined by the 


1856. Two-thirds of the State of Iowa in anticipation of railroad 


grants. 
1885. A Anticipatory withdrawals in Louisiana 
and Mississippi 


23 000,000 | courts to be that the grant must be taken according to the actual 
ree pao g acreage upon the ground, and indemnity should be allowed only for 
. 59,000,000 | the reasons and to the extent authorized by the terms of each grant. 
The difference between the two systems of adjustment would equal 
from 20 to 25 per cent. 
HNES NANOA E RE RENE EEDI ITE E OURE SA 132, 000, 000 In many other cases the original companies sold ont their franchise 
These anticipatory withdrawals were exclusive of the final, with- | to construct and operate railroads, retaining the land grant as a con- 
drawals on lines of definite location, which may or may not have in- | sideration for the sale. The roads have been built by said successors 
cluded, but were not restricted to, the same lands, and which were: without aid of the subsidy, whilst the lands are frequently at this date 
held by the original corporation, as several States by their Democratic 
Legislatures conferred these land grants uponsaid original parties, with 


DE K. iON AANA ANNAAS AA ASNS EST 28, 000, 000 | 


FOR FORTY-SEVEN RAILROADS PREVIOUS TO 1851. 


Acres. 
the condition of exemption from taxation until sold, and great hard- 
Indemnity lands (ii times nore. aa 49,000,000 | Ships have thereby been occasioned. Several instances of this now ex- 
Z ——— | ist in Minnesota. Lands are to-day exempt from the ordinary State 
Total Democratic withdrawals prior to 186L.........ssssssrssse senessneees 207,000,000 | burdens because held by the original grantees, who sold out their fran- 
Or more than the entire volume of all the grants sale for railroads | chise, but retained the lands without themselves building a foot of 
both before and after 1861. i road. 


In 1856 the volume of railroad land grants in Alabama, Florida, The Democratic care that ‘‘speculating” settlers should not get 
Michigan, and Wisconsin aggregated 9,660,395 acres, as follows (Land lands within 15 miles of a proposed railroad was well supplemented by 
Office Report, 1865): | the action of that party upon the homestead bill. In the last hours 
A A Actes. ek te became At Bae (Acres. the eds -fifth Congres, 1 in the Senate, the House bill to secure 

orida TORA. ssenss sssssssreres 1, int and Fero Marquette... , omesteads to actual settlers was set aside by the Democratic majority 
Foa OA AR 165,688 | Marquette, Houghton and es 515 | in order to take up the bill for the purchase of Cuba. Mr. Seward 

stated the issue in the following words: 


ien Rapids ana Indiana... 855,000 
One, the homestead bill, is a question of homes, of lands, for the landless 


Chio pi and = ne- 
apolis .. 805, S16 
Wisconsin. “Railroad Farm freemen of the United States. The Cuba bill is a question of slaves for the slave- 
holders of the United States. 


Coosa x Mortgage Land Company.. 40,049 
Mobile and Girard. 505, St. Croix and Lake Supe- 

Alaba ma and Qpattanooga... 40,000 Be reer rl eee rsp In the Biore tn ad er same bI nae ree weds Horee, 
a bama , FOCI. setene nsss receiving the vote of every Republican, and having cast against it the 
Fort} Fee PA Michi- SER) hengo BOS Nort veera oO Sater every Southern member (including three gentlemen now mem- 
FARES FOE: EEN 37, 428 Total .....cccessseese seceeereeee 9, 680,395 | bers of this body and one who has recently been appointed to the Su- 
750,000 preme bench). In the Senate the bill was amended so as to be less 
Gessoeccsoscecsnsconncsecesesesen ese 190, completely a hom tead m re by, among other ges, requiring a 
payment of 25 cents per acre by the homesteader at the time of mak- 
ing his final entry. In this shape it was opposed by every Southern 


ma secure favorite railroad companies in these four States in prema- 
ture, unearned, and unacquired possession of grants amounting to 9,- 

Democrat. Mr. Buchanan promptly vetoed the bill, partly on the 
ground that Congress had no constitutional authority to give away the 


660,395 acres, Mr. Hendricks, by an arbitrary and unlawful order, pro- 
hibited Fe ee ption entries over an area embracing 40,000,000 acres. 

ecu public lands (he had already signed bills giving to railroads more than 
30,000,000 acres of those very lands) and partly because ‘it may in- 


tive Document No. 170, first session Forty-ninth Con- 
gress. soem ee also orders of withdrawal already cited.) 

These are pregnant instances of the paternal care with which Demo- | troduce among us those theories which have proved so disastrous 

in other countries, The next Congress being Republican, the bill was 

again passed and Mr. Lincoln signed it, not being afflicted with the 


cratic administrations favored land-grant railroad companies against 
public rights and interests and of the supreme domination that rail- 


i] 
i 
ae 
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constitutional and other objections which had induced its veto by Mr. 
Buchanan. 
DIFFERENCE IN GRANTS BEFORE AND AFTER 1861. 

Great stress is often laid upon the fact that the earlier grants were 
made to States while the Pacific Railroad grants were made to corpo- 
rations. 

The distinction is illusory. All the grants were made for the benefit 
of railroad companies, and railroad companies obtained the lands in every 
instance, The State wasa mere naked trustee, without use or benefit, 
and bound to transfer the lands on demand of the corporations. 

A difference that might be advantageously drawn in favor of grants 
to corporations directly, instead of through State mediums, is that cor- 
porations created by Congress can be controlled by Congress and the 
public donation better guarded than can be done when the corporations 
are protected by State charters, and the Congressional control for all 
purposes excluded. This is the practical fact, although the reason for 
making trans-continental grants to corporations was, chiefly, that the 
roads passed generally through Territories instead of States, and the 
undertaking was national in scope and not limited to State boundaries. 

Deceptive charges are also made against the Republican party founded 
upon a contrast, at the present time, between the amount of lands em- 
braced in grants made prior to 1861, and the amount granted after that 
date. Such charges ignore the vast differences between the enterprises 
undertaken at the different periods, and the total difference in the con- 
ditions of locality and construction. 

The earlier grants were made in settled States, embracing towns, 
cities, and villages, where interstate communication was already estab- 
lished, where a demand for railroad facilities already existed, and 
where the means of construction were at hand. There was no need for 
most, if any, of these grants. The roads could have been built with- 
out them, as far as, and further than, they were constructed prior to 
1861, and as a rule it may be confidently asserted that none were built 
then or thereafter until construction was profitable without the aid of 
any land grant. 

In numerous instances, as, for example, the Cedar Rapids and other 
roads in Iowa, the Southwestern and other roads in Missouri, the Ala- 
bama roads, the Arkansas roads, the Florida roads, the Louisiana roads, 
and largely throughout the entire list of distinctive Democratic grants, 
considerable portions of lands were sold by the original companies as 
soon as certified, and the roads wholly, or in great part, were left to be 
completed, if at all, by some succeeding corporation that had little it 

any benefit from the grant. á 
` These early grants thus fell into two divisions—first, those that, like 
the Illinois Central, were for roads that paid from the start and needed 
no Federal assistance; and, second, those that were not constructed 
until they would pay without the grant, and in these cases the lands 
were very generally, if not always, sold and the proceeds appropriated 
by original State transferees who built but few miles, or none at all, 
of the roads for which the grants were ostensibly made. 

The grants of the later period were for roads in wild, unsettled coun- 


try, where construction was an untried and hazardous experiment, and. 


where the necessity for trans-continental communication was of infinite 
national importance. The inauguration of the Pacific Railroads wasa 
potential factor in saving the Pacific States and Territories from Euro- 
pean invasion and from the wiles of the Confederacy during the late 
war. 

As a financial proposition the saving to the Governmentin the trans- 
portation of troops and supplies for its border and Indian service ex- 
ceeded the subsidies granted, while in a still larger economie sense the 
opening of the vast solitude between the Missouri River and the coast 
range of the Pacific Slope to civilization and improvement outweighed 
beyond comparison the then present or ever prospective value of the 
Federal donation. 

The Supreme Court of the United States, construing the Pacific Rail- 
road acts (91 U. S., 79), thus refers to the causes which led to the Pa- 
cific Railroad grants: 


In construing an act of Congress we are not at liberty to recur to the viewsof 
individual members in debate nor to consider the motives which influenced 
them to vote for or against its passage. The act itself the will of Con- 
gress, and this isto be ascertained from the language ; but the courts, in con- 
struing a statute, may with propriety revert to the history of the times when it 
was passed, and this is frequently necessary in order to the reason as 
well as the meaning of particular provisions in it. 

Many of the provisions in the original act of 1862 are outside of the usual course 
of legislative action and can not be construed without reference to the circum- 
stances which existed when it was . The war of the rebellion was in 
progress, and, owing to the complications with England, the country had be- 
come alarmed for the safety of our Pacific ons. The of them was 
feared should the complications result in open rupture; but even if this fear 
were groundless it was quite apparent that we were unable to de- 
gree of protection to the pe occupying them which every government owes 
to its citizens. -Itis true the threatened danger was happily averted, but wisdom 
points out the necessity of meking suitable provision for the future. 

‘This could be done in no better way than by the construction of a railroad 
acrossthe continent. Suchsroad would bind together the widely separated parts 
of our common country and furnish a cheapand expeditious mode for the trans- 
portation of troops and supplies. If it did nothing more than afford the re- 
quired protection to the Pacific States, it was fit that the Government, in the 
performance of an imperative duty, could not justly withhold the aid necessary 
to build it, and so strong and pervading was the opinion that it is by no means 
certain that the people would not have justified Congress if it had departed 
from the then settled policy of the country regarding works of internal improve- 


posuere tea charged the Government itselt with the direct execution of the en- 
erp l. 

This enterprise was viewed as a national undertaking, for national purposes, 
and the public mind was directed to the end in view rather than to the partic- 
ular means of securing it. Although this road was a military necessity. there 
were otber reasons active at the time in producing an opinion for its comple- 
tion besides the protection of an exposed frontier. 

There was a vast unpeopled territory lying between the Missouri and Sacra- 
mento Rivers which was practically worthless withont the facilities afforded 
by a railroad for the transportation of persons and property. With its con- 
struction the agricultural and mineral resources of this territory could be de- 
veloped, settlements made where settlements were poussible, and thereby the 
wealth and power of the United States largely increased; and there was also 
the pressing want, in time of peace even, of an improved and cheaper method 
of transportation of the mailsand supplies for the Army and the Indians. 

It was in the presence of these facts that Congress undertook to deal with the 
subject of this railroad. The difficulties in the way of building it were great, 
and by many intelligent persons considered insurmountable. Although a free 
people, when resolved upon a course of action, can accomplish great results, the 
scheme of building a railroad 2,000 miles in length over deserts, across mount- 
ains,and through a country inhabited by Indians jealous of all intrusion upon 
their rights was universally regarded at the time asa bold and hazardous un- 
dertaking. 

The pertinent distinction between the Pacific grants and the earlier 
State grants is that good cause existed for the former, and that every 
acre so granted has returned its value by the thousand-fold, while no 
good reason existed for the early State grants and no national benefit 
has ever been derived from them. 

Again, the distinction which marks State and Congressional super- 
vision and illustrates the difference between Republican and Democratic 
administration is exhibited in the manner by which grantees were 
placed in possession of granted lands under the two systems. ; 

As already shown, the Democratic administrations of the executive 
department of the Government approved lands to the States largely in 
advance of construction, leaving the Government to bear the loss of a 
failure to build the roads. 

Under grants to corporations, administered by Republican officials, 
not an acre of land has ever been conveyed to asingle oneof these cor- 
porations until fully earned by construction, and this is equally true 
of State grants made since 1861. 

The total amount of land certified or patented to or for railroad com- 
panies up to June 30, 1887, was as follows: 


To States for railroad Corporations...........sccssecsesonsessessssessersetennees «» 36, 582, 573. 53 
TG COPPOPA WOE. GUTOO SOE AIET cadeeve antec epcanpsesd EAER 13, 163, 141.74 
TENOR: N AEE A AEE EO A OOR a 49, 745,715.27 


The grant for the Pacific roads was urged and supported by State 
Legislatures, the press, and by public men all over the country, with- 
out distinction of party. The support of the Democratice party was 
pledged to the measure by the Democratic national convention at Cin- 
cinnati in June, 1856; by the Douglas wing at Charleston and Balti- 
more in June, 1860, and by the Breckinridge wing at Charleston and 
Baltimore in June, 1860. (Public Domain, pages 266, 267.) 

Legislative measures to this end had been urged from 1850, and various 
hills were at different times introduced, considered, and favorably re- 
ported upon by Congressional committees prior to 1861. The first propo- 
sition for a money subsidy to construct these roads was made in a bill 
reported to the Senate in 1858, under the administration of James 
Buchanan. (Jb., 266.) 

As early as 1845 Senator Douglas had proposed aland grantof alternate 
sections for 40 miles in width on each side of a line from the Missouri 
River to the Pacific Ocean, and a grant to the States of Ohio, Indiana, 
Illinois, and Iowa to connect Lake Erie with the Pacific line at the 
Missouri River. (Jb., 265.) 

The Pacific corporation grants were non-partisan when made. They 
received the votes of leading Democrats in both Houses of Congress, 
and afterwards received the steady support of leading Democratic Sen- 
ators and Representatives, including such names as William R. Mor- 
rison, of Illinois; James Brooks and Fernando Wood, of New York; 
Daniel W. Voorhees, of Indiana, and the late Vice-President Hen- 

rick: 

The vote in the Senate on the passage of the Union and Central Pa- 
cific Railroad act of 1862 included such Democrats as Cowan, Davis, 
Kennedy, Latham, McDougal, Nesmith, Rice, Stark, Willey, and Wil- 
son, of Missouri, in favor of the bill. There were only five votes against 
the bill, namely, Howe, King, and Wilkinson, Republicans, and Pearce 
and Wright, Democrats, 

Of the Democrats who voted for the bill in the House were Allen, 
Biddle, Brown, Clements, Corning, Delaplaine, Edgerton, Haight, Hall, 
Leary, Menzies, Noell, Perry, Price, Rollins, of Missouri; Steele, Ward, 
and Webster; while of Republicans against it were Babbitt, Baker, 
Blair, Brown, Buffinton, Chamberlin, Cobb, F. A. Conkling, Diven, 
Dunn, Harregon, Kellogg, Lovejoy, of Illinois; McKnight, Justin S. 
Morrill, Morris, Pike, A. G. Porter, of Indiana; Shanks, Sheffield, 
Thomas, Wadsworth, Walton, A. S. White, and Woodruff. 

The act of 1864, extending and enlarging the privileges of the grant, 
was vigorously supported by leading Democrats, among them Baldwin, 
Brooks, of New York; Coffroth, English, of Connecticut; Kalbfleisch, 
of New York; Julian, of Indiana; Knox, of Missouri; Morrison of Dli- 
nois; Myers, Odell, of New York; Ross, of Indiana; J. B. Steele, W. 
G. Steele, and Sweat. 

The Northern Pacific Railroad bill, passed May 31, 1864, was sup- 
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ported and voted for by the following Democrats in the House of Rep- 
resentatives: Allen, of Illinois; Baldwin, of Missouri; Boyd, Coffroth; 
Eden, of Illinois; Eldridge, of Wisconsin; Heall, King, Knapp, Lazier, 
McAllister, Nelson, Noble, Odell, Pruyn, J. B. Steele, W. G. Steele, 
Sweat; Voorhees, of Indiana, and Ward. 

Of Republicans who voted against the bill were Messrs. Alley, of 
Massachusetts; Baxter, Eckley, Elliott, R. E. Fenton, Hulburt, In- 
gersoll, Littlejohn, Morrill, Orth, Pike, Pomeroy, Schenck, Scofield; 
Spalding, of Ohio; Tracey, E. B. Washburne, Wardsworth, and Wilson, 
of Iowa. 

In the Senate the bill passed without opposition, receiving the sup- 
port of the Democrats in that body, inclnding Mr. Hendricks, who 
spoke in its behalf. 

The Atlantic and Pacific grant passed the same way. There was 
not a vote against it in the Senate; in the House many leading Demo- 
crats supported it, and some leading Republicans opposed it. 

The Texas and Pacific grant was passed by the Senate without a 
division, not a Democrat voting against it. In the House it received 
the support and votes of Archer, Axtell, Beck, of Kentucky; Bethune, 
Booker, Buck, Connor, Corker, Dockery, Dox, Duke, Hambleton, 
Hamill, Hamilton, Heflin, Johnson, Jones, Manning, McKenzie, John 
Morrissey, Mungen, Me; W. W. Caine, Schumaker, Shober, J. 8. 
Smith, Strader, Swann, Trimble, of Kentucky; Wallace, Wilson, and 
Young, all Democrats. 

SWAMP LAND GRANTS. 

But, Mr. President, Democratic prodigality never began nor ended 
with grants to railroads, 

The swamp land grant by the acts of 1849 and 1850, and the exten- 
sion of these acts by the acts of 1855 and 1857, mark the most unique 
and extensive scheme for exhausting the public domain that distin- 
guishes both Democratic legislation and Democratic administration. 

The ostensible purpose of the grant was to enable the several States 
to opener the necessary levees and drains to reclaim the swamp and 
overflowed lands within their limits. That it was at once used for the 
purpose of sweeping into collusive private possession, through State 
medium, vast bodies of the public domain, with no intention of carry- 
ing out its professed objects, is evidenced by the alacrity with which 
selections were made, tive of the non-swampy or agricultural 
character of lands claimed, and the further fact that neither then nor 
since has any other object than land possession been achieved under the 
operations of the act. 

The Commissioner of the General Land Office, in his report for 1887, 
says: 

Sissi of tie Bacal Dind Dicks aa tas SiS, and the proceeds 
have been used for the construction of roads, bridges, public buildings, and al- 
most every aa, sneha than that intended by Congress, Other States have 
disposed of the in large quantities for a small consideration, or granted 
them to railroad and other corporations. Butasmal! proportion ofthe 
has been applied to the reclamation of the land, and the purposes of the grant 
have yaari been ignored and defeated. f 

All this has made,the grant a prolific source of fraud and corruption. Personal 

of the States to exert all possible means to 


interest has prompted the 
swell their daime. and their plans have been made largely successful by the aid 
of a loose administration of laws. 


nts undertake the prosecution ofthe claims upon commissions, amount- 


ing in some cases to 50 per cent. of the proceeds, and, invested with authority 
to represent the State, make selections of land or file claims for indemnity, 
w they insist is due the State, and manage to enlist the Representatives of 
the State in support of their demands. They have thus su ed in carrying 
their selections through and obtained patents, or money indemnity, for many 
tracis of land which are as valuable for agricultural purposes, or for timber or 
minerals, as any in the United States, apon the alleged ground that the same 
are rendered unfit for cultivation by reason of their swampy character or lia- 
bility to overflow. 

In 1886 he said: 

Most of the States having the ne rare grant under the acts of 1849 and 1850 
made selections in the early years following the acts of all Jands then claimed 
as swamp, including lands not swamp, to such a degree that Congress was 
called upon to confirm the selections as made, and in 1557 an act was passed for 
this purpose. Notwithstanding the exhaustive seleetions originally made, 
and the confirmation of selections that ought never to have been made, some 
of the States have since 1860 largely increased their original claims, and addi- 
tional claims are still being presented. 

There is little or no evidence to show that the lands conveyed to the States 
under this grant have ever been appropriated to the purposes for which the 
grant was made. The contemplat levees do not appear to have been con- 
structed from the avails of the granted lands; thedan 
been reclaimed as a result of the grant; but the pi 
seem, generally at least, to have been totally defeated. 

In some instances the lands have been sold in bulk for a trifling considera- 
tion; some of the Staves have given the grant to railroad corporations; in other 
cases the lands are sold to speculative purchasers in advance of selection; in 
still other cases contracts are entered into, as I am informed, by which the 
poa making the selections and securing the approval of lists are understood 

receive a percentage as png ia some instances, as 50 percent. of all thatcan 
be obtained from the United either in land or cash indemnity. The 
transferees, or advance purchasers, as the case may be, or tho contracting 
agents, or their attorneys, armed with the authority of the State, appear before 
this office and Department in the character of State agents, make selections in 
the name of the State, insist upon their approval as the dues of the State, and 
array the influence of State pans in support of the demandsof what 
has thus become corporate and private speculation. It is through such means, 
and not by the States themselves as sovereign commonwealths, that the addi- 
tional and exaggerated claims have been presented under the swamp-land 
pni Itis not surprising that Cramp taa and swamp-land indemnity claims 

ve been greatly ented when the incitement of corporate and 
interest has been m: a factor in instrnmentalities of swamp selection and 
the phe oreo of indemnity claims, 

‘The latter arise under the acts of 1855 and 1857, which give to the States the 
value at Government price of ids embraced in the swamp-land grant of 1859, 
which, after that date and prior to 1857, were sold ly the United States, It would 


do not appear to have 
of the grant would 


be presumed that the amount of swamp and overflowed lands unfit for cultiva- 
tion in 1850 sold by the United States and ptrchased individuals between 
1850 and 1857, at a period when settlers and purchasers their choice of the 
best lands in most of the States, would be very small; but claims for cash in- 

swampy character of lands 
nited States between 1850and 1 


Indemnity is now ed for numerous tracts of land which weresoldas ag- 
ricultural between the years 1850 and 1857, the “State nts”’ g recent 
discovery that the lands were swamp in These claims threaten substan- 
tially the mass of agricultural land soid by the United States between those dates. 
If foundation existed for such claims to any great extent, it must be supposed 
that the settlers of that day chose swamp landsinstead of arable landsfor farm- 
ing purposes; that the early pioneers, who went to the border line of civiliza- 
tion to make homes upon public lands, deliberately selected and purchased 
swamp and overflowed Ignd, “rendered thereby uniit for cultivation,” in pref- 
erence to good agricul d, which was then abundant, and which they 
could have taken at the same price. 


When theswamp-iand act was passed in 1850, the then Commissioner 
of the General Land Office, in to a resolution of the Senate, 
known as the Corwin resolution, reported that the amount of the pro- 
posed grant was *‘a fixed and ascertained amount,” and would equal 
about 5,000,000 acres. That statement is repeated in the General Land 
Office report for 1886. Previous to 1861 upwards of 57,000,000 acres had 
been selected and claimed, chiefly prior to 1857, and so generally had 
these selections embraeed well-known dry and cultivable lands that the 
beneficiaries of the grant obtained the of an act in that year mak- 
ing a wholesale confirmation of the illegal and fraudulent selections. 
The total amount of swamp claims filed up to July 1, 1887, was 77,407,- 
273 acres, equivalent to the combined area of the States of New Hamp- 
shire, Massachusetts, New York, New Jersey, Pennsylvania, and Dela- 
ware, although the provisions of the grant apply only to fifteen public- 
land States admitted into the Union prior to 1860. 

The following table from official reports shows the present surveyed 
areas of the swamp-land States, the amount of Jand selected and 
claimed under the grant, and the amount thus far actually approved: 


83,462,115 | 514,642.47 | 414,310.31 
33,410,065 | 8,655,210.10 | 7, 657,196.67 

Bhat | LORS) kant 

rj le 

35, 465,093 | 3, 980, 204.51 | 1,493, 638. 25 

21, 637,760 | 1,367, 727.70 | 1, 264, 988. 33 

85, 228; 800 | 4, 567,959.33-| 931,513, 35 

27,067, 762 | 11,760, 653.23 | 8,958, 365. 86 

35,128,640 | 7,293, 159.28 | 5,723, 842.91 

42,152,674 | 4,378,757.74 | 3,051, 194.56 

80,179,840 | 3, 602,963.30 | 3, 325, 081. 23 

Missou 41,835,931 | 4, 801,183.34 | 4,495,794. 91 
Ohio... 25,581,976 | ‘116,760.28 25, 660. 71 
39,704,639 | 349,836.19 | 129, 325,67 


Total ccesssssscessserssseases. oes 


From the foregoing it is seen that one-fourth of the entire urea of 


Arkansas has been selected and claimed under the grant of swamp and 
overflowed lands ‘rendered thereby unfit for cultivation;’’ that one- 
half of the entire area of the State of Florida, and two-thirds of the 
surveyed lands in the State, including, as developed by official investi- 
gations, some of the best and driest lands of the State, have been ap- 
propriated under this act, with 7,000,000 acres of unsurveyed lands, 
embracing the chief swampy areas, still to be heard from; that every 
tenth acre of the prairie State of Illinois and one-eighth of the swamp- 
less State of Iowa are soclaimed; that nearly one-half of the State of 
Louisiana has been seized under cover of the swamp-land grant; that 
one-fifth of Michigan, one-ninth of Mississippi, one-ninth of Missouri, 
and one-eighth of Wisconsin have become the prizes of this piratical 
act, and the Commissioner of the General Land Office states that there 
is no cessation in the continued presentation of those claims. 

It is apparent that swamp claims will not end so long as the United 
States holds any public lands in swamp-grant States, and the agents 
for claimants under the States can purchase or procure the pro forma 
affidavits upon which good agricultural lands are swept into the mael- 
strom of swamp-land grants, while the rapacity with which cash and 
scrip indemnity is claimed for alleged swamp lands sold or disposed of 
by the United States need not be ed to be satisfied until the value 
of all the lands disposed of by the Government during the period in 
which the indemnity provision operates or may be extended shall have 
been taken from the Treasury under contracts with agents and attor- 
neys receiving in some cases as high as 50 per cent. of the plunder for 
their services in ‘securing the allowance of indemnity claims.” (See 
Land Office Reports 1886, 1887.) 

The total amount of land thus far patented or certified under this 
grant, as shown by the foregoing table, is 58,820,368 acres, a quantity 
larger by 10,000,000 acres than all the public land of the United States 
that has yet been patented or certified to States and corporations for 
railroad purposes. 
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Previous to 1861 the amount of land entbraced in swamp-land selec- 
tions in the five public-land States of Alabama, Arkansas, Florida, Lou- 
isiana, and Mississippi, and mainly confirmed to these States under the 
ok 1857, was 35,311,548.07 acres, as follows (Land Office Report 

861); 


Acres. 
. . 479,514.44 | Louisiana... 
. 8,652, 432.93 | Mississippi... 
© 11,790, 637.46 


csssssecssereeee 85, SEL, 48, 07 


Here were 35,000,000 acres added in a lump to the slave plantations 
of the South under one act, passed as a Southern Democratic measure 
ostensibly for public purposes and appropriately administered by Dem- 
ocratic officials as an ingenious and gigantic scheme of public land spo- 
liation, with the sanction and validation of a Democratic Congress 
throngh its confirmatory acts. “We have the evidence of the late Dem- 
ocratic Commissioner of the General Land Office that swamp-land se- 
lections, as a class, embrace the most desirable agricultural lands, 
including the “‘ entire body of lands in the vicinity of rivers and creeks,” 
notoriously the choicest farming lands of the country (Land Office Re- 
port, 1886). We have also his testimony, if it were needed, to supple- 
ment the common stock of general information, that the lands obtained 
under cover of the swamp-land grant have generally been disposed of 
by the direct beneficiaries of the Government ‘‘in large quantities for 
a small consideration.” (Land Office Report, 1887). 


OTHER DEMOCRATIC DISPOSALS OF PUBLIC LANDS IN THE SOUTH. 


The States of Alabama, Arkansas, Florida, Louisiana, and Missis- 
sippi contain a combined area of 160,000,000 acres, as follows: 
: Acres, 
. $2,462,050 } Louisiana..... 
. 83,406,720 | Mississippi... 
. 87,931,520 


Prior to 1861 public lands had been disposed of in these States, ap- 
proximately, in round numbers, as follows: 


Acres. 

Cash sales, including public and private sales, sales under the gradua- 

tion act, sales of Indian lands and sales by pre-emption, ete......... .. 45,000,000 
SOV AIIED ARTIC BoC ONG cosas cs ceipen s op recent coe hey in nse labo farsen ops gus eonesencs . 85,000,000 
Railr EOIN ES ENS 11, 000, 000 
Military bounty land-warrant locations . 5, 000, 000 
Private and miscellaneous grantsand cl: 5, 000, 000 
School grantga... 0... .00-cssieseresesesceseen cone 4,500, 000 
Private extinction of perman 3, 000 


Internal-improvement grants... sssr sssres cee seeeeee 
DORE OERE bas PREI TAON 


Of the 111,000,000 acres of publie land disposed of by the Govern- 
mentin thefive Southern public-land States prior to the war over 50,000, - 
000 acres were embraced in the swamp, railroad, and other State grants; 
20,000,000 acres in Indian lands, mostly obtained in large bodies at 
small cost; 25,000,000 acres were sold under the graduation acts at 
prices ranging chiefly from 12} cents to 50 cents per acre, and the re- 
mainder was embraced in miscellaneous donations and in cash sales at 
minimum Government rates. 

In this manner the demand for new lands to replace those worn out 
by slave labor was met at the expense of the public domain. 


DEMOCRATIC DISPOSAL OF FUBLIC LANDS BY MEANS OF FRAUDULENT PRIVATE 
LAND CLAIMS, 


111, 000,000 


If time permitted, I should be glad to devote afew moments to the 
results of Democratic administration in the matter of private land 
claims in Louisiana, Florida, Missouri, and California. I canonly say, 
what the record fully proves, that special and irresponsible tribunals 
were created, the functions of which appear practically to have been to 
foist upon the United States the confirmation of all manner of private 
claims to the public domain. No machinery was provided and no ap- 
propriation made for the adequate defense of the United States. Claim- 
ants alone were heard, and unless some adverse private claimant ap- 
peared in any case there was little or no resistance to demands of any 
character. The United States was a fat goose to be plucked by all 
comers, and the chief service of Government officials under this system 
seems to have been to apportion the spoils. The Louisiana, Missouri, 
and Florida claims were confirmed in bulk by Democratic Congresses 
upon the reports of such commissions, and public lands were passed to 

rivate claimants by leagues in extent with less consideration and de- 
te than evoked by appropriations for the pay of an additional clerk, 
messenger, or laborer in the Executive Departments. 

The results of Democratic private land claim legislation are conspicu- 
ously apparent in the wholesale confirmations made in 1858 and 1860 
of vastly exaggerated grant claims in New Mexico. The laws of Mex- 
ico authorized grants of not exceeding 4 square leagues (about 17,000 
acres) for town settlements or pueblos; 1 sitio, or fractional part thereof 
(a sitio being about 4,400 acres), for individual grants, and not exceed- 
ing 11 square leagues (about 44,000 acres), for colonization grants. The 
great majority of claims rest upon sitio and fractional grants, many of 
them for only sufficient land to plant a few fanegas of wheat, and yet, 
by two acts of Congress, passed December 22, 1858, and June 21, 1860, 
no less than 55 grant claims were loosely confirmed, in general phrase, 


which, upon settlement according to the confirmation, were found to 
embrace a total of 8,202,110 acres. 

A table of the grants and areas embraced in these confirmations ap- 
pears in the Land Office Report for 1885, from which it is seen that the 
act of December 22, 1858, confirmed twenty-two town and pueblo 
claims, ostensibly for the benefit of the inhabitants, aggregating 1,060,- 
375 acres, and including the pueblo of Acoma, confirmed for 95,791.66 
acres, or more than five times the quantity ever granted to pueblos by 
Mexican authority; the pueblo of San Felipe, confirmed for 34,766.86 
acres, or twice itslegal quantity; the pueblo of Santo Domingo confirmed 
for 74,743.11, or four times its granted area; the pueblo of Isleta con- 
firmed for 110,080.31 acres, or six times its normal quantity; the town 
of Tome, confirmed for 121,594.53 acres, or seven times more than 
granted; the town of Casa Colorado, confirmed for 131,779.87 acres, or 
nearly eight times more than allowed by the laws of Mexico; the town 
of Chilili, confirmed for41,481 acres, or two and a half times more than 
the town limitation, and the town of Belen, confirmed for 194,663.75 
acres, a quantity more than eleven times greater than the lawful area 
of such grants. 

The act of June 21, 1860, comprised thirty-three individual claims 
designated merely by their numbers ‘‘as reported by the (Democratic) 
surveyor-general,’? and aggregating 7,141,734.19 acres in this single 
act, without mention in the act of the names of grantees, or any ex- 
hibition of the quantity of land so confirmed. The House Private 
Land Claims Committee on April 2, 1860, in recommending the con- 
firmation of those claims, stated that the ‘‘ area of but five of them is 
either stated or estimated. Whether the other claims embrace a less 
or a greater amount is not and can not be known from the document- 
ary evidence of title forwarded by the surveyor-general. ‘The grant 
in each case refers tosome stream, hill, mountain top, valley, or other 
natural object for boundary.” (See House Report 321, pages 180, 182.) 

This broadcast confirmation embraced the notorious ‘* Maxwell’? 
land-grant of 1,714,764 acres, conveniently veiled in the act of confirma- 
tion as claim number ‘‘fifteen;’’ the ‘‘Sangre de Christo” grant in 
New Mexico and Colorado, designated in the act simply as claim number 
“four,” but embracing in reality, as subsequently discovered, over a 
millon acres; the claim of Preston Beck, jr., confirmed simply as num- 
ber ‘‘one,’’ but being actually for 318,699.72 acres; the Tierra Amarilla, 
confirmed as number ‘‘three,’’ 594,515.55 acres; and the claims con- 
firmed as “numbered from twenty to thirty-eight,” both inclusive, 
‘fas reported” by the aforesaid Democratic surveyor-general, includ- 
ing the ‘‘Las Vegas” claim, so confirmed for 496,446.96 acres, and its 
duplicate under an alleged grant of the same land, so confirmed for 496,- 
446.96 acres more; the ‘‘Cafion de San Diego,” 116,286.19 acres; the 
town Anton Chico, 378,537 acres, which became the property of an in- 
dividual as a result of this confirmation; the “‘ Mora” grant, embrac- 
ing 827,621.01 acres as blindly confirmed; the ‘“‘Armendaris’’ grant, 
447,535.18 acres, and other smaller claims with areas ranging below 
100,000 acres. 

Yet every one of these grants were limited and restricted under Mexi- 
can laws to an area which at most could not exceed 44,000 acres to a 
claimant, and it is very doubtful if many of them were of the class en- 
titled to even that area. 

The Republican administrations of the Government, succeeding to 
the legacy of these confirmed claims and to the ministerial duty of re- 
cording their results, vainly attempted to interpose checks upon the 
fruition of the schemes which had crystallized into ‘‘ vested rights” by 
virtue of Democratic legislation. 

Secretary Cox in 1869 sought to limit the final survey of the Max- , 
well grant to 22 square leagues, or about 97,000 acres, but the Supreme 
Court of the United States in 1876 construing the act of June 21, 1860, 
in the Tameling case, held that ‘‘ the confirmation being absolute and 
unconditional, without any limitation as to quantity, must be regarded 
as effectual and operative for the entire tract as reported by the sur- 
veyor-general.’? 

It had already been settled by the court ‘‘that such an act passes 
the title of the United States as effectually as if it contained in terms 
a grant de novo.’’ ‘This decision necessarily governed the patenting of 
the Maxwell grant, for which Republican officials have been ignorantly 
condemned. 

The last act in confirmation of such claims by the Democratic Con- 
gress which expired March 4, 1861, was the act of March 1, 1861, con- 
firming claim number ‘‘43’? in the report of the surveyor-general, this 
being the ‘‘Ortiz Mine’’ grant, so called, embracing, as confirmed, 
69,458.33 acres of mineral Jand. 

It is well known that the Mexican Government never granted mineral 
lands, and the present Democratic surveyor-general of New Mexico, 
in his report for 1887, speaking of the needless confirmation of this claim, 
says: 

In the ease of the Ortiz Mine claim I think no grant was ever made. It was 
invented by the surveyor-general, and made legal by the hasty act of Congress 
confirming it. 

And again, referring to the wanton and shameful surrender of pub- 
lic lands to the rapacity of monopolists, he says: 


Ihave already referred to the Ortiz Mine grant, in which was in 


duced to unite with the surveyor-general in squandering upon private partics 
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over 69,000 acres of exceedingly valuable mineral land which the Mexican Gov- 
ernment never granted. 


FALSE DEMOCRATIC CLAIMS AS TO RESTORATION OF LANDS TO THE PUSLIC 
DOMAIN. 


In view of these facts it is not surprising that the present Adminis- 
tration should seek to divert attention from the past record of its party 
by a pretended exhibit of virtue in the matter of restoring forfeitable 

ted Jands to the public domain and in such superior administra- 
tion as would prevent frauds under the settlement laws. 

For this purpose the Commissioner of the General Land Office has 
recently put forth an official statement, which has been printed in cir- 
cular form at the public expense and for general distribution, and 
which is as follows: 


DEPARTMENT OF TOE INTERIOR, GENERAL LAND OFFICE, 
Washington, D. C., May 12, 1888. 
Statement showing the ntity of land actually restored to the public domain, and 
of land areant for recovery by the action of the General Land Ofice and Sec- 
retary of the Interior, from March 4, 1885, to May 12, 1883. 


Total acreage 


Acreage. toxed 


Lands actually restored to the public domain, 


Lands in granted railroad limits restored............ 
Forfeitures of railroad grants under acts of Con- 
„r.f 23,253, 347.00 


Acres. 


nannee see eeseenascaeeeeeteesesente caneeseeseasesteneanes 


gress 
Railroad indemnity lands restored.......... 
Private land claims—withdrawn lands rest 
Entries under pre-emption, homestead, timber 

culture, desert, mineral, and timber land laws 

canceled in regular course of examination and 

proceedi in General Land Office for aban- 

donment, illegality, and other causes ......... 27, 460, 608, 74 
Invalid State selections (internal improvements 

AN SWAMP)... ..ersenscerenereennens Intell I S 


Total actually restored to the public domain 
and opened to entry and settlement.........|.<-sersssseree sesereee 80, 690, 720. 59 


Recovery of lands recommended, 


Lands within railroad grants recommended for 
recovery: 
Recovery of land recommended and pend- 
ing for review of Secre am 
Recovery of land recommended and 
ing on appeal before the Secretary. 
Suits recommended for the recovery of land.. 
Railro+d forfeitures under bills now before 
QODRTOOE, iiss scoveasesscoesé ves endcaseeseeeesonseses) vossas #54, 323, 996, 00 
Private land claims: 
to Congress to 


Recommendations reject 
claims heretofore favorably reported......... = 
Resurveys ordered reducing area of claims... 629, 
Suits recommended to vacate patents...... ..... 635, 
Lands forfeited in Oregon and recommended for 
meara under grants for military wagon- 
roa 


Total recommended for recovery.........++++ i 3 Aopo 65, 020, 533. 33 
Grand total actually restored to the public | 
domain and recommended for piace VEE AN AAN 145, 711, 258. 92 


* Under the bill which recently passed the Senate the quantity of land for- 
feited will equal 5,627,436 acres, but the aggregate quantity forfeited under the 
bills of the two Houses, if adopted, will equal 54,323,996 acres, as above. 

The above statement has been compiled from the official records of the’Gen- 


cral Land Office. 
8S. M. STOCKSLAGER, Commissioner. 

A brief analysis of the foregoing ‘‘ statement’? is sufficient to expose 
its utter falsity. 

In the Land Office Report for 1887 (page 113) the items are given 
which make up the aggregate of 2,108,417.33 acres, classified in this 
statement as ‘‘ lands in granted railroad limits restored.” These items 
are as follows: 


Lands in granted railroad limits restored. 


Name of road. Location. Remarks. 
Southern Pacific ...... California, with- Commissioner’s decision 
in forfeited lim- April 4, 1885; affirmed by 
its of Texasand Secretary of the Interior 
Pacific Railroad November 2, 1885. 
Atlantic and Pacific, | California ......... Commissioner’s decision 
from San Buena- July 13,1886; affirmed by 
ventura to San the Secretary of the In- 
Francisco, Cal. terior March 23, 1886. 
Northern Pacific...... Washington Commissioner's decision 
Territory. September 13, 1836; af- 
firmed by Secretary of 
the Interior October 18, 
1886. 
bi Sip A Commissioner’s recom- 


mendation February 17, 
1887; affirmed by Secre- 
tary of the Interior Sep- 
tember 12, 1887. 


Now let us see isely what lands were actually restored to the 
public domain in the cases and by the decisions and action above re- 


ferred to, and how much and to whom the credit, if any, should be 
given. + 

1. The Southern Pacific and Texas and Pacific roads had a joint grant 
within conflicting limits where the former road crossed the route of the . 
latter, both grants having been made on the same day and by the same 
act of Congress (16 Stats., 573). The rule of the Department and of 
the courts in such a case is that each road takes a moiety. 

Congress, by act approved February 28, 1885, before Mr. Cleveland 
took office, forfeited the Texas Pacific land grant. Commissioner Sparks 
construed the act as forfeitingso much of the earned lands of the Sonth- 
ern Pacific Railway Company as lay within the common limits. This 
is not the law, but even if it is the credit belongs to Congress and a Re- 
publican administration. 

The next item which goes to make up the list of alleged restored 
lands is 1,500,000 acres on the projected line of the Atlantic and Pacific 
road in California, between San Buenaventura and San Francisco. 

The Commissioner held that the act of Congress did not make a grant 
for that portion of the line. This was an inheritance, not a discovery, 
the circuit court of California having previously so held, and the lands 
were moreover embraced in pending forfeiture proceedings before Con- 
gress which had been commenced under the prior (Republican) admin- 
istration, and which were consummated a few months after the depart- 
mental decisions were made. 

The third item going to make up this total of ‘‘ restored ” lands is the 
claim that 32,400 acres in Washington Territory were *‘ saved ” by ad- 
hering to a former ruling of the Department made under Republican 
administration. No lands were, however, saved in this instance, for 
what the railroad company lost by rectification of line on one side it 
gained on the other. 

The last item of alleged ‘‘ restoration of lands in railroad granted 
limits?” is the claim of the recovery of 26,017.33 acres which were sur- 
rendered by the-State of Iowa. As the proceedings to this end were 
begun under the administration of Secretary Teller and Mr. McFarland, 
and merely completed in due course under the present Administration, 
there is no original virtue in this claim. 

The 2,108,417.33 acres claimed to have been restored to the public 
domain from railroad granted limits under this Administration is there- 
fore in truth and in fact reduced to a very intangible minimum. 

The second claim of ‘‘lands actually restored to the public domain” 
is placed under the head of Congressional forfeitures, footing up to the 
asserted te of 28,253,347 acres. 

On September 8, 1887, Commissioner Sparks reported (Land Office 
Report, 1887, page 113) that the total of Congressional forfeitures since 
March 4, 1885, was 6,849,760 acres, being the lands of the Atlantic and 
Pacific Railroad Company forfeited by act approved July 6, 1886. No 
act of forfeiture has been passed by Congress since the date of that re- 
port, yet Mr. Stockslager, in his official campaign document, asserts 
that Congressional forfeitures since March 4, 1885, amount to 28,253, - 
347 acres, or 21,403,587 acres more than reported by Mr. Sparks for the 
same period of time. Where does this difference of more than 21,000,- 
000 acres come from? Not from acts of Co: for, as already stated, 
no forfeiture acts have since been passed. Mr. Stockslager gath- 
ered up all the legislative acts passed under Republican administrations 
previous to March 4, 1885, and feloniously appropriated them to the 
credit of the present Administration? It eds seem that this is pre- 
cisely what he has done, since the aggregate of the forfeitures previous 
to March 4, 1895, amount to 21,358,720 acres, or substantially the in- 
crease made by Mr. Stockslager over his predecessor’s statement. 

The only other alternative is to suppose a deliberate falsification of 
the official estimates reported by Commissioner Sparks. 

Now let us see exactly what has been done under Republican and 
under Democratic administrations in the matter of the forfeiture of 
railroad land grants, 

The first forfeiture act was July 14, 1870, declaring the for- 
feiture of the grant of 1856 for the New Orleans, Opelousas and Great 
Western Railroad in Louisiana, covering a nominal area of 967,840 
acres. 

By bill of June 15, 1874, the Stockton and Copperopolis Railroad 
grant in California, embracing 320,000 acres, was declared forfeited; 
and the Placerville and Sacramento Valley Railroad grant in Califor- 
nia, embracing 200,000 acres, was declared forfeited by the act of April 
15, 1874. The act of July 24, 1876, declared a forfeiture of lands 
granted to the State of Kansas for the Leavenworth, Lawrence and 
Galveston Railroad Company, the original grant being estimated at 
260,000 acres. 

The next railroad forfeitures under Republican administration were 
those of the Forty-eighth Congress, preceding the present Administra- 
tion, and embraced the forfeiture of the Oregon Central Railroad grant 
(act January 31, 1885), 810,880 acres, the forfeiture of the Texas and 
Pacifice Railroad grant (act February 28, 1885), 18,500,000 acres, and 
the forfeiture of the Iron Mountain Railroad grant in Missouri (act 
June 28, 1884), 300,000 acres. 

Legislation, in accordance with the recommendation of President 
Arthur, proposing the forfeiture of the Atlantic and Pacific Railroad 
grant, embracing a nominai area of 23,871,360 acres, but an estimated 
actual area of about 6,000,000 acres, was first introduced, andin both 
Houses of Congress, in 1884, Each House passed a bill, but on account 
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of differences upon details no agreement was finally reached. But in 
the Forty-ninth Congress the bills were reintroduced in the House, as 
before, by Representative PAyson, of Illinois, a Republican, and the 
result was a final passage of the bill July 6, 1886. 

The one original forfeiture act of Democratic inspiration, passed 
under the present Administration, is an act of forfeiture only in name, 
it being an act passed February 8, 1887, which confirmed to the New 
Orleans and Pacific Railroad Company (a land and not a railroad com- 

ny) of Louisiana, successor to the land grant for the New Orleans, 

ton Rougeand Vicksburg Railroad, about 1,000,000 acres of good pub- 
lic land. This confirmation was urged and carried through upon the 
recommendation of the Democratic Secretary of the Interior. It settled 
a long and troublesome controversy. The gain, however, was to a 
knot of private speculators, and not to the Government. 

The act of July 10, 1886, introduced into the House by Mr. Payson, 
for the forfeiture of the grants of sevensmall roads in the Southern States, 
operated only to remove a cloud from the title to the lands originally 
covered by the grants; but as no road had ever been built, and the 
lands had long since been disposed of by the Government, there was 
practically no restoration of lands as a consequence of its passage. 

It is a fact worthy of mention that during the twelve years of Demo- 
cratic control of the House of Representatives no bill forfeiting railroad 

ts introduced by a Democrat ever passed that body, all such hav- 

g been introduced and pressed to passage by Republicans, and all, 
since 1881, being the work of Representative PAYSON, of Illinois. All 
bills forfeiting railroad grants have had Republican initiative and been 
passed as the result of Republican interest and endeavor. 


RECAPITULATION OF RAILROAD LAND-GRANT FORFEITURES. 
Forfeited under Republican administrations. 


Estimated 
area re- 
stored to 

the public 
domain. 


Date. 


Name of road. 


Acres. 
967, 840 


200, 000 
320, 000 


..| New Orleans, Opelousas and Great 
Western Railroad. 
Placerville and Sacramento Valley 
Railroad. 
..| Stockton and Copperopolis Railroad. !...... Osora sieh 


.| Leavenworth, Lawrence and Gal- | Kansas... 260, 000 
veston Railroad. 
Iron Mountain Railroad.... -| Missouri 300, 000 
Jan., 1885...| Oregon Central Railroad.. .| Oregon.. Bae 810, 880 
Feb., 1885... Texas and Pacific Railroad. Territoriesand | 18,500,000 


California. 


Total forfeited under Republican administrations..............0.0: 21, 358, 720 
! 


Forfeitures commenced under Republican administrations and completed 
under Democratic administrations. 


Acres 
Date. Name of road State. yeatored 
1886...... Atlantic and Pacific Railroad..| Territories and California.| 6,700, 760 


Forfeited under Democratic administration. 


1887.—New Orleans, Baton Rouge and Vicksburg Railroad. No lands actually 
restored under this act, 

Notr.—This was an act of confirmation by which the claim under the rail- 
road grant of about 1,000,000 acres was confirmed. A nominal forfeiture was 
declared of a portion of the lands within railroad limits east of the Mississippi 
River, aggregating 140,000 acres, but as none of these lands belonged to the 
United States there was no restoration of them to the United States. 

1886.—Tuscaloosa and Mobile Railroad, Mobile and New Orleans Railroad, 
Elyton and Beards Bluff Railroad, Memphis and Charleston Railroad, Savan- 

and Albany Railroad, New Orleans and State Railroad, Iron Mountain 
Railroad, of Arkansas. These forfeitures were nominal; no lands restored; no 
road ever haying been built and the lands eke, wane sold by the Government. 
The bill was introduced and pressed to passage by Mr. Payson. 


The account current stands as follows: 


Railroad forfeitures under Republican administrations... 4 7 
Acres restored under Republican administrations.......... ~ 21,358,720 
Forfeitures commenced under Republican and completed under 


Democratic administration .....ssse.ss cssccsssssseeesssscesseseeseesesnssneccan res ca 1 
Acres restored under forfeitures commenced under Republican and 
completed under Democratic administration ... à 


Forfcitures wholly under Democratie administration 4 1 
Acres restored ms None, 

But during the period covered by the term of the present Democratic 
Administration the Republican Senate has vainly endeavored to secure 
the passage of an act forfeiting the unearned lands of the Northern Pacific 
Railroad in Oregon and Washington Territory, being the Jands on the 
unconstructed Columbia River line, and the lands on the then uncon- 
structed branch line through the center of Washington Territory, aggre- 
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of these Democratic railroad land grants in Michigan. 

The Democratic House steadily refused to adopt the Senate proposi- 
tion on the pretext of desiring a forfeiture along constructed as well 
as unconstructed portions of the road, and thus defeated the 
of any act of forfeiture until the company has now completed its branch 
line and placed the lands on that line beyond the reach of Congressional 
action. These lands, embracing the great coal-fields of Washington 
Territory and three and one-half million acres of desirable agricultural 
and timber lands, might have been saved to the Government by an 
acquiescence in the Senate proposition of forfeiture, but the Democratic 
majority of the House would not assent to it, and thus defeated forever 
the forfeiture proposed and urged by the Republican minority in Con- 


ess, 

Let me emphasize this further. There was no open contention, at 
least, that the unearned lands of the Northern Pacific Railroad Com- 
pany should not be forfeited. Public sentiment demanded it, and there 
was no suggestion even that Congress had not snp legal power for 
the purpose. The Senate, as I have said, passed a bill for the accom- 
plishment of this purpose, and to cover the apparent reluctance of the 
House to forfeit unearned lands unless it at the same time forfeited those 
earned by construction after the date named in the granting act in- 
cluded a proviso that the forfeiture of the unearned lands should not 
be taken as confirming the right of the company to the lands it claimed 
as having been earned, or as limiting the right of Congress to forfeit 
them if it should thereafter see fit to do so. The Senate practically 
said to the House: ‘‘ Let us join hands in doing that which everybody 
(except the railroad company, of course) professes to wish to have done, 
and which we have undoubted power to do, leaving the exercise of 
what is at best a doubtful power as to earned lands to come up in a 
separate bill and as a separate proposition, which you can send to us at 
any time. The status of the earned lands can not meanwhile change, 
while that of the unearned is changing every day by reason of the con- 
struction of more road, whereby the company creates at least a claim 
of right to them.” 

But the House declined the proposition. No bill was The 
company took advantage of the delay, built its branch line from Wal- 
lula to Tacoma before Congress again assembled, and thus ‘‘ earned’? 
and became entitled under the decision of the Supreme Court to 3,500,- 
000 acres of valuable lands which would have been saved if the House 
had acceded to the Senate proposition. 

There is evidence that this experience is to be repeated in the present 
Congress. The Senate has passed a bill forfeiting all unearned lands 
heretofore granted to States or corporations for railroad pu sav- 
ing the right to make further forfeiture, as in the bill passed in the last 
Congress, making a thorough and final clean-up of land grants made 
under both Democratic and Republican administrations. This bill 
will forfeit at least 5,000,000 acres of the Northern Pacific grant, be- 
sides considerable quantities of land in Michigan, Wisconsin, and Cali- 
fornia. The House has amended the bill so as to forfeit earned lands 
as before, and the subject is now in conference. 

The Supreme Court has over and over decided that earned lands are 
not subject to forfeiture. To pass a bill forfeiting them would not 
only be illegal and without useful result, but it would be an invita- 
tion to settlers to go upon the lands thus claimed to be forfeited, sub- 
ject them to the loss of money and time, which would inevitably come 
when the purchaser from the railroad company finally prevailed, and 
leave the Government subject to a just claim for the damage which 
had resulted from the disaster to which the settler had been invited 
by legislation. The non-action of the House in the last Congress has 
already cost the Government the loss of 3,500,000 acres of land, as 
before stated. Continued non-action will produce similar results. It 
is proper to inquire if this is the intention. It is quite certain, at all 
events, if this non-action is long persisted in, there will be no forfeita- 
ble lands left among those granted, whether by the Democratic grants 
of 1856 or the Republican ones of 1864. Itissufliciently evident that, 
up to date, Democratie ascendency has not brought any legislative 
forfeitures of railroad land grants. ‘That party has simply confirmed 
1,000,000 acres to a Southern railroad and refused to forfeit 9,000,000 
acres of the Northern Pacific grant, and perhaps half as much more in 
other grants above mentioned. 

The next item in the ‘‘ campaign list™ of Commissioner Stocksla, - 
is ‘‘ railroad indemnity lands restored, 21,323,600 acres.” Indemnity 
limits, established either by law or executive order, are areas within 
which railroad companies might select lands to make up-for losses 
within granted limits. As has heretofore been shown, it was the prac- - 
tice of Democratic administrations to withdraw lands in bulk, cutting 
off all settlement and other entries until the railroad company had ob- 
tained full satisfaction of itsclaim. This finally drifted into a with- 
drawal of a small area adjoining the grant on each side. As soon as 
the grant was satisfied, the indemnity lands remaining were all re- 
stored to market. This was the performance of a merely administrative 
duty, as simple as the issue of a patent to a settler in due course. In 
this way a number of grants had been finally settled under Republican 
administrations, the indemnity lands restored and the account closed. 
But unless the Land Office was corrupt or negligent, even if the indem- 
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nity lands were not formally restored, they could never go to the rail- 
road company beyond its legal rights, but remained the property of the 
Government ina state of reservation, so that the formal opening of 
them to settlement, which is what is meant by the word ‘‘restoration,’’ 
did not necessarily ‘‘ restore’? anything to the Government which it 
did not already have. 

Even if the term ‘restoration ’’ had anything but this Pickwickian 
meaning, yet the results claimed by Mr. Stockslager are conspicuously 
fallacious and untrue, He obtains his aggregate of lands ‘‘ restored”? 
by classing as lands taken from the railroads and subjected to general 
settlement all odd sections within the withdrawn limits. Whereas a 
very large portion thereof (about 50 per cent.) were either disposed by 
the United States prior to the railroad grants or from natural causes 
are deficient upon the ground. In other words, these acres did not 
exist for the order to operate upon. And of the remaining moiety, the 
railroad companies are shown in the official pamphlet published by 
Secretary Lamar, and entitled ‘Railroad Indemnity Withdrawals,” 
to have exhibited a shortage of over 20,000,000 acres, and to have either 
selected’ years ago all of said remaining moiety in satisfaction of that 
shortage, or were allowed additional time to complete selections before 
pretended restorations should become operative. The matter is, how- 
ever, conclusively di: of by the fact that by the express terms of 
said alleged orders of ‘‘restoration’’ all applications of settlers to enter 
the lands embraced therein were to be ‘held subject to the claim of 
the company, of which claim theapplicant must be distinctly informed, 
and memoranda thereof entered upon his papers.” So that the avowed 
purpose of the pretended orders of ‘‘restoration”’ was not to open a 
road to the acquisition of settlement titles to lands so recovered to the 
Government as to be subject to clear disposal, but rather to invite set- 
tiers to an interminable lawsuit with powerful corporations whose 
claim to the lands is declared in the invitation to be paramount. 

Early in the Forty-ninth Congress it became evident that there was 
a ‘‘play’’ going on between Commissioner Sparks, of the General Land 
Office, and his superior, the Secretary of the Interior, whercby the or- 
dinary processes of adjustment:of land grants were being impeded and 
the interests of the railroads subserved. One of the favorite measures 
of the Commissioner, and which he heralded in his annual reports for 
1885 and 1886, as comprehending a ‘‘recovery’’ to the public domain 
of 10,000,000 acres of public land, was what he styled a ‘‘ rectification 
of the lateral limits of railroad land grants.” 

He asserted that a greater quantity of land had been included in the 
withdrawals than were embraced in the grants, which alleged excess 
= estimated as averaging 500 acres per mile. In his report for 1885 

e said: 

The total length of constructed and unconstructed land-grant road for which 
withdrawals have been made exceeds 20,000 miles. Atan average rate of 500 
acres per milo, the aggregate area of overdrawn lands will amount to 10,000,000 

which vast amount has hitherto been treated as the absolute property 
of the Leagan but is in fact public land of the United States, recoverable 
to the public domain. 

Here was a splendid promise of land saving well calculated to im- 
press the country with the conviction that the Land Department was in 
safe hands under the Administration. 

The decision which the Commissioner rendered in pursuance of his 
theory was, of course, appealed to the Secretary by the railroad com- 
pany which was thereby threatened with loss. Meanwhile all adjust- 
ments of land grants were suspended, settlers were complaining that 
they were prevented from going upon lands unnecessarily held for in- 
demnity, and a grave suspicion arose that in some way a game of bat- 
tledore and shuttlecock was going on between the Commissioner and 
Secretary which meant profit to the railroads and loss to the public. 

- To meet this condition of things Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas, a Repub- 
lican, introduced into the House a bill requiring the Secretary of the 
Interior to proceed forthwith in the adjustment of unadjusted land 
grants, and providing means whereby lands which had been or should 
be improperly conveyed to or for the benefit of railroad companies 
might be recovered, This bill finally became a law March 3, 1887. 
Although only requiring in the matter of land-grant adjustment what 

_ the law already authorized, and what had already been practiced by 
former administrations, it seems to have been the means of accelerat- 
ing the work of the Interior Department somewhat, for within a week 
after its passage the Secretary decided the case so long before him on 
appeal from the Commissioner heretofore referred to, involving rectifi- 
cation of withdrawal limits. The Commissioner was, of course, over- 
ruled, it being neither the first nor the last decision by the Secretary 
which gave to railroads their entire claim upon public lands. The ad- 
justment provided by the act did not, however, proceed with very great 
rapidity, for it was not until the August following that any order was 
issued revoking indemnity withdrawals with a view to final accounting. 
Meanwhile the railroad companies had had ample notice of the pro- 

rere and had selected every possible acre of land within in- 
ity limits. 

The whole of this claim of “‘ railroad indemnity lands restored,’’ so 
far as it relates to action initiated by the Department or to any of the 
steps taken or things done by this Administration, is void of founda- 
tion. A law of became to compel the Interior De- 
partment to proceed promptly to adjust land grants and restore un- 


earned lands to the public domain so that they could be taken by act- 
ual settlers; it was passed, was hesitatingly obeyed, has not yet been 
wholly complied with, and the railroads were shown every possible 
favor under it. The fact is that the dilatory action of the De; 

coupled with the favor shown the railroads in the matter of selections, 
enabled the companies to select practically all the lands within in- 
demnity as well as within granted limits, and it is doubtful if even so 
much as 1,000,000 acres of land were actually restored even nominally 
as the result of departmental action. But whatever of good followed 
the passage of the law is due, not to the Administration, but to Con- 
gress and to the initiative and work of Republicans in that body. 

The next item is that of 576,000 acres, claimed to have been restored 
from withdrawal on account of a private land claim in New Mexico. 
This is known as the “‘ Nolan grant,” which was settled some years 
since by Congress, and the flease of the lands from withdrawal was a 
mere ministerial duty following the legislative act, to be performed 
whenever the question of their disposition rose. The actual restora- 
tion was, therefore, effected by prior legislation, and not, as the public 
would be led to believe, by the executive acts of the present Adminis- 
tration, even if it had the power to usurp legislative functions. 

The next item of claimed ‘‘restoration of lands to the public do- 
main’’ exhibits an assumption of publicignorance which may be proper 
as applied to the Demccratic party. 

This is the statement that 27,460,608 acres of land have been “‘act- 
ually restored ”’ from the cancellation of ‘‘ entries under pre-emption, 
homestead, timber-culture, desert, mineral, and timber-land laws, can- 
celed in the regular course of examination and proceedings in the General 
Land Office for abandonment, illegality, and other causes.” 

‘The gross misrepresentation in this paragraph does not consist alone 
in the guess-work of aggregate amount, which, being incapable of veri- 
fication, may, for the same reason, be thought to be incapable of au- 
thentic rebuttal, and therefore safe from exposure, but consists, first, 
in the assertion that such cancellations are a consequence of the ‘‘ regu- 
lar course of examination and proceedings in the General Land Office,” 
which implies official scrutiny and the exercise of judgment and dis- 
cretion in official action; and, second, in asserting that the result of 
such cancellations is a ‘‘ restoration’? of this great body of public lands 
to public entry. ; 

It is well known that the major part, certainly not less than 90 per 
cent., probably more nearly 99 per cent., of all the cancellations re- 
corded in the General Land Office for the past eight years are cancella- 
tions on *‘ voluntary relinquishment.”’ 

Usually this means that the entryman has sold his improvements to 
an intending settler who enters u the land at once, and it there- 
fore never goes even formally ‘‘ back to the public domain.” No one 
but the purchaser gets the benefit of the cancellation of the entry, and 
therefore there was no, and could be no, actual restoration to the pub- 
lic domain. But suppose that the entryman abandoned without sale 
to a succeeding settler; the land became again subject to entry without 
any affirmative action of the Land Office, which might just as well 
claim the credit for the early and latter rain which falls upon the lands 
of the Government as well as those upon those of the settler, as to claim 
that it had ‘‘restored’’ lands to which the title was already in the Goy- - 
ernment, and which, having been delivered into the possession of a 
settler, he had of his own volition abandoned. 

Whether, therefore, the volume of cancellations or relinquishment 
amounts to 27,000 acres or 27,000,000 acres in a given period adds 
nothing to the efficiency or merit of the conduct of the Land Office and 
nothing to net results of administrative action. 

It is rather an evidence of the extent to which the present Adminis- 
tration has discouraged and extinguished settlement claims. 

A certain but comparatively small proportion of entries are always 
and necessarily canceled ‘‘in the regular course of examination and 
proceedings in the General Land Office for abandonment, illegality, 
and other causes,’’ chiefly as the result of individual contests; but these 
seldom imply a ‘‘restoration’’ tothe public domain. They imply sim- 
ply that of two claimants to a tract of land one is adjudged to have a 
better right, and the entry of the losing party is canceled, usually, how- 
ever, saving his right to make another entry elsewhere. 

The annual report of the Commissioner of the General Land Office 
for 1887 lets the cat out of the bag completely as to the false pretense 
of these alleged restorations, He says: 


entries for the purpose of suing relinquishments is a business of great magni- 


land are entered and relinquished over and over again. Goel in each case 
a néw entry is filed simultaneously with the presentation of a relinquishment 
of the former; and the goes on indefinitely. Meanwhile the lands are 
held from settlement remain uninhabited, unimproved, and uncultivated. 


The comment upon this subject made in a recent issue of the New 
York Tribune is too good to be lost and makes the exposure complete: 


The Commissioner then cites a numberof examples from the official records. 
In one case the same 160 acres in Nebraska had been 


“ relinquished ‘years, four of the en- 
tries and three of the relinquishments been filed under the present Ad- 
ministration. In another case,in Dakota, 160 acres had been “ entered" an 


“rel canceled ” fivetimes. Itappears thatthe fous butnot 
ingenuous Democratic mathematicians ve taken these and thousands of 
cases and counted each of them as many times as they were “ re! and 
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canceled” according to the record. In this way the same 160 acres would figure 
as 800 acres if five cancellations had been recorded, and the two specific cases 
cited would yield an aggregate of 1,600 acres to be credited to the “reform Ad- 
ministration.” Could anything be more faise or misleading than a “ state- 
ment”’ based on such calculations? 

Given a sufficient number of “cancellations” for a multiplier, and the same 
quarter section would yield Stockslager’s total of 27,460,608 acres. Now, every- 
body knows that “General ” Sparks was a more energetic, fearless, and indus- 
trious “reformer” than Stocks x, but Sparks declared officially that between 
the Ist day of April, 1885, and the 30th of June, 1887, 2,197 entries only were can- 
celed, embracing 251,520 acres. If Stockslager’s “statement” were true, he 
would have investigated, examined, reviewed, adjudged, and canceled about 
169,000 entries in the short period covered by his own incumbency, which began 
only abouteleven months ago. Sparks assaulted ergs shea e paa and vio- 
lently for an increase of force upon the plea that his d of the 
stupendous number of 1,559 cases, representing in the neighborhood of 249,449 
acres—probably less—in one year; hence it follows either that the present ac- 
complished and versatile Commissioner had, with the same force, canceled 
somewhere near 169,000 entries, or as many in cleven months as Sparks, bs her 
own showing, could not have succeeded in doing in a less period than one hun- 
an on on ang à tatement”’ and other equally trustworthy data supplied 

5 men and ol s x 
by hin was based the land plank in the St. Toe SIRES z = 

Can a cause be otherwise than unjust which requires to be bolstered 
by such palpable falsehoods as this claim to virtue and devotion to 
public duty on account of this alleged ‘‘ restoration” of 27,460,608.74 
acres of land to the public domain? 

The next item in this catalogue of Democratic virtues is the claim 
to having saved to the public domain ‘‘invalid State selections’? (in- 
ternal improvement and swamp) 968,747.52 acres. So far as the re- 
jected school selections are concerned, there can be no possible saving. 
If a State makes a selection of school lands which is disapproved for 
any reason, it makes another. ‘The net result to the public domain is 
exactly in acres what it would have been if the first selection had been 
approved. As to swamp lands selected and claimed by the various 
States to whom such lands were granted, it has for years been the 
policy to reject all such as were for lands in the prior possession ot 
settlers and to such as settlers had located upon before the State selec- 
tions were approved. In following the precedent set by Republican 
administrations of the General Land Office the Commissioner has 
done well. He might have gone further and made expiation for the 
original Democratic fraud in the passage of the swamp-land acts. 
‘What he now claims eredit for is for ordinary diligence in seeing that 
the Government is not defrauded. In most cases, however, the Land 
Office will grant to the State indemnity for lands taken by settlers, so 
that the Government is not likely to gain in any event. 

‘These items comprise the 80,690,720.59 acres which, it is alleged in 
this remarkable circular, have been ‘‘actually restored to the public 
domain and opened to entry and settlement.” This claim is wholly 
false, as the foregoing analysis from official data abundantly proves. 
He is not only false, but fraudulent, as it was put forth with intent to 

eceive. 

Under the head of ‘‘Recovery of lands recommended,” in this 
Democratic bulletin, appear various recommendations made by Com- 
missioner Sparks, which never went beyond the pigeon-holes of the 
Secretary’s office, except, as in many cases, to be overruled by him, 
together with the quantity of lands embraced in various ‘‘buncombe”’ 
bills introduced in Congress every year, but which have never reached 
the dignity of practical legislative propositions, and the credit sought 
to be derived from such “‘recommendations’’ to restore 65,020,538.33 
acres is a windy exhibit of impudent pretense. 

The first item of 12,300 acres is not of sufficient moment to be exam- 
ined. The second item of 1,500,000 acres is of lands claimed for the 
benefit of a railroad extending from Portland, Oregon, to Tacoma. The 
Commissioner of the General Land Office decided against the company. 
The Setretary reversed him and the company gets the land, and this 
reversal occurred before Stockslager’s circular wasissued. The ‘‘suits 
commenced for the recovery of land’’ have only been recommended by 
the Commissioner and not extensively concurred in by the Secretary. 
The ultimate authority in the Department has not yet passed upon 
these applications, and if he should approve and order suits he would 
only be obeying the direction of the land-grant adjustment act of 1837, 
heretofore referred to. But the great claim is on acconnt of ‘‘railroad 
forfeiture bills before Congress,” the assumption being that these bills 
have been ‘‘recommended.’? Recommended by whom? By the Pres- 
ident? His only recommendation on this subject was contained in his 
message of December, 1886, in which he said, referring to the outstand- 
ing unearned land grants made to aid in building railroads: 

A faithful application of the undiminished proceeds of the grants to the con- 
struction and perfecting of their roads, an honest di their obligation, 
and eni ustice to all the people in the enjoyment of their rights on these 
highways of travel is all the public asks, and it will be content with no less. 

It will be observed that Mr. Cleveland does not want earned lands 
forfeited at all, and only wants unearned lands turned over to some- 
body who will complete the railroads. Has the Secretary of the In- 
terior recommended these forfeitures? Not at all. Who, then, did 
do the recommending which cuts so large a figure in Mr. Stockslager’s 
circular? Why, the late Commissioner of the General Land Office, 
p out under cireumstances of special indignity. The Administration 

actually crawled under his skirts in order to hide its own delin- 
quencies and to claim virtue on the public-land question. Two-thirds 
* of these lands have been earned by the construction of road, and so, 
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according to the Supreme Court, are non-forfeitable. But if the De- 
partment thinks these lands should be restored to the public domain, 
why does it not restore them? ‘The first section of the land grant 
adjustment act of 1887 is as follows: ` 

the Secretary of the Interior be, and is hereby, authorized and directed 


That 
to immediately adjust, in rdance with the decisions of the Supreme Court 


iroa zrani 
each of the rai d land grants made by Congress to aid in the construction of 


railroads and heretofore unadjusted 

Under this section it is the duty of the Secretary to immediately ad- 
just all outstanding land grants, giving to the roads what he thinks 
them legally entitled to under the decisions of the Supreme Court, and 
restoring the remainder to the public domain. If the companies think 
they ought to have more than the Secretary gives them their redress is 
in the courts, where this question must finally be tried. Action by 
Congress is not at all needed, but the Secretary of the Interior, under 
the stress of a pending political campaign, permits to go out this claim 
based on the recommendations to him of a disgraced and deposed sub- 
ordinate, while he is himself responsible, if the recommendations are 
based upon law and justice, for carrying them into effect, and has the 
means at hand for that p If Congress were to declare a for- 
feiturein compliance with these discredited recommendations thecom- 
panies affected would take their claim to the courts, and undoubtedly 
prevail. If the Secretary decided against them they would do the 
same thing. Therefore, the Secretary does not act, but he is willing 
to have this claim to superior virtue go out to the country on behalf 
of his administration. 

The ‘‘recommendations’’ are of a piece with the non-action of the 
last House of Representatives, calculated, if not designed, to prevent 
forfeitures, and thus actually in the interests of the railroad companies. 

This latter theory finds ample support in the affirmative action taken 
by the Interior Department in the conveyance of lands earned after the 
date named in the granting act. All the acts making grants of land 
to aid in the construction of railroads named a time within which the 
roads should be completed, and provided that if they were not com- 
pleted by the date named the lands granted should revert to the Gov- 
ernment. The House of Representatives, under Democratic leadership 
and controlled by a Democratic majority, claims that no lands can be 
earned after the date of reversion named in thegranting act, and so that 
no matter how much road may thereafter be constructed, it is always 
within the legal power of Congress to forfeit all lands opposite such 
portions of road as were completed out of time. 

This is the theory the House proceeded upon in refusing to forfeit 
unearned Jands unless theSenate would join itin forfeiting lands opposite 
portions of road completed outoftime. This isthe theory upon which 
the ‘‘recommendations’’ of Mr, Sparks were made and which are now 
paraded by Mr. Stockslager as evidence of Democratic virtue, and the 
echo comes from every Democratic speech in the country, the Secretary 
of the Interior himself taking up the refrain. On the other hand, the 
Supreme Court has decided that all road built before forfeiture, even if 
after the date named in the granting act, carries with it the right to 
lands opposite thereto. The Senate, yielding to the decision of the 
court as the supreme law of the land, declines to attempt what it knows 
can not legally be done, but asks the House to join it in doing the only 
legal and practical thing, that is, to forfeit lands opposite uncompleted 
portions of road. The House declines, nothing is done, the companies 
go on constructing road and thus putting millions of additional acres 
beyond the reach of forfeiture. 

Meanwhile the Democratic Administration and the Democratic party 
denounce the Senate and the Republican party, and parade their own 
virtuous opposition to railroads inyolved in the proposition that lands 
can not be earned by the completion of road after the date named in 
the granting act. That this has for its design the prevention of the 
forfeiture of any lands, and thereby allowing the rai companies 
to earn all remaining lands by the completion of their roads, is shown 
by the action of the Democratic Interior Department, which during the 
very period of time in which this controversy was going on between 
the House and Senate has conveyed hundreds of thousands of acres of 
land to various railroad companies, all of which were earned, if at all, | 
out oftime. Nearly 490,000 acres were so conveyed last year to a 
single railroad corporation, the Chicago, Si. Paul, Minneapolis and 
Omaha Railroad Company. 

This is a Democratic land grant, having been made June 3, 1856, to 
aid the company in building a road from St. Croix River to Bayfield, 
Wis. ‘The time fixed for the completion of the road was May 5, 1869. 
None of the road was built prior to that date nor for many years there- 
after, and it was not completed until 1883, fourteen years after the 
time named for that purpose in the granting act. Last year the com- 
pany made application for lands on account of the completion of its 
road. The Commissioner of the General Land Office decided against 
them, but he was overruled by the Secretary of the Interior, who, after 
a hearing, in which the present Democratic candidate for the Vice- 
Presidency eloquently argued the case in behalf of the railroad com- 
pany, decided in an elaborate opinion that the company, having com- 
pleted its line before the exercise by Congress of its right of forfeiture, 
notwithstanding all the work of such completion was done after the 
date named in the granting act for such completion, was as fully en- 
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titled to all the lands embraced within the limits of the grant as though 
the road had been completed in time. 

This was the decision of Mr. Cleveland’s first Secretary of the In- 
terior, and his first appointee to the Supreme bench, but the nsi- 
bility was not that alone nor chiefly of Mr. Lamar, for the decision he 
rendered was dictated or at least concurred in by the determination of 
a Cabinet meeting, at which, of course, the President presided. This 
was also followed by the issuance of patents bearing the President’s 
signature. The decision of the Secretary was a denial of the position 
of the Democratic Houseand an affirmance of that of the Senate. Thus 
it will be seen that a Democratic President has perpetrated what a 
Democratic House denominates ‘‘robbery of the public domain for the 
benefit of a railroad company.’’ And yet the Administration is seek- 
ing retention in power on the false pretense that it is engaged in “‘ re- 
covering ’’ lands instead of conveying them to railroad companies, and 
is availing itselfof the falsehoods of the Stockslager circular as a means 
to that end. z 

The Secretary followed his decision in the foregoing case to its logical 
conclusion, and on the application of the Wisconsin Central Railroad 
Company also conveyed to that corporation several hundred thousand 
acres of land on account of road built out of time, 

Tf legislative non-action continues much longer the Democratic In- 
terior Department co-operating with the railroad companies will have 
removed all occasion for the forfeiture of railroad land grants by ab- 
sorbing all that remains. 

It may be mentioned, in passing, that the quarrel between the Sec- 
retary of the Interior and Sparks about the first-mentioned grant oc- 
casioned the removal of the latter. Sparks was determined to delay 
the certification of lands so they could not go to patent until after Con- 
gress had assembled, when he intended to secure the introduction of a 
resolution into the House which would stop the whole proceeding. 

The Secretary heard of this, and put sufficient force at work in order 
to have the certification completed before the assembling of Congress, 
so that no impediment should be put in the way of the acquisition ot 
this great body of land by the railroad company. But meanwhile 
Sparks was dismissed, and while the patents did not actually issue until 
after Congress met, the backbone of opposition to ‘‘railroad robbery ot 
the publiclands’’ had been broken by Sparks’s deposition, and the lead- 
ing Democratic members of the House who had been associated in the 
public prints with the project of a resolution to stop the issue of pat- 
ents seemed to find discretion the better part of valor, and the subject 
was allowed to drop; but the howl about ‘Democratic land reform ’’ 
seems to continue louder than ever, perhaps with intent to conceal from 
public notice the action of the Democratic Administration. 

The narrative of performance under the head of ‘‘ private land 
claims’’ is of the same pretentious character. Congress has been rec- 
ommended to reject certain private land claims, While a confirmation 
by Congress is legal and effective, a rejection by Congress of a private 
land claim would not be conclusive or even detrimental to the final 
allowance of the claim by its courts where its validity must finally be 
determined. As I have heretofore shown, such of the private land 
claims as have been confirmed were so done by Congress under Dem- 
ocratic rule. Since that time Congress has practically confirmed no 
private land grants, and none, not even the best and most satisfactorily 
proven, could be got through in that way, even with the favorable 
recommendation of the Commissioner. In due time Congress will cre- 
ate a tribunal to confirm or reject all such claims as may be outstand- 
ing, according as they may be shown to be good or bad. The ‘‘recom- 
mendation”’ of the Commissioner is, therefore, superfluous, to say the 
least. 

Concerning the last item in the Commissioner’s circular, that of 
“lands forfeited in Oregon and recommended for recovery under grants 
for military wagon-roads, 2,368,320 acres,’’ it is only necessary to say 
that early in the last Congress the Senate passed a bill directing suit to 
be brought to set aside the certification made to the State of Oregon 
for these lands. The title having passed from the United States can 
only be vacated and the land restored to the Government by the judg- 
ment of a court of competent jurisdiction. The House did not act on 
the Senate bill, and it fell with the close of Congress. At the present 
session the Senate has again passed the same bill, but upto date it has 
not received action in the House. After the passage of the foregoing 
bill the second time in, the Senate the President sent to Congress a 
message recommending the forfeiture of the same lands, apparently 
having overlooked the action of the Senate. His recommendation is 
somewhat belated at the best, but the necessity for something on which 
to base a claim that this is a reform administration perhaps warrants 
the unscrupulous use made of it. 

There is not a material statement contained in Mr. Stockslager’s 
circular which is not false in fact. 

Something, of course, had to be done to make performance apparently 
equal promise. Great things had been declared as certain to result in 
the way of land reform if only the Democracy were brought into power. 
It is not in evidence that the President has or had any sympathy with 
the kind of land reform the Democratic party talked so much about 
before the election. Quite the contrary, as his message hereinbefore 
quoted and hissubsequentactionsshow. Butall theclamor made could 


not be permitted to go for naught and acknowledged to have been with- 
out basis. So Mr. Sparks was appointed Commissioner of the General 
Land Office, a person who knew nothing whatever about the public- 
land system and had no special qualifications for the discharge of the 
legitimate duties of the place. But he was suspicious, querulous; a 
man who could, on paper at least, make mountains out of mole-hills, 
and who possessed one especial qualification for the performance of what 
was expected of him—he thoroughly hated the Republican party and 
all its works. 

As might have been expected, Mr. Sparks first voided his malice on 
the settlers of the West and Northwest, in whose acquisition of a quar- 
ter-section each of the public land he saw evidence of fraud, and all of 
whom he treated, so far as in his power, as thieves. Nothing in the 
history of the Government has been more outrageous than the pem. 
cution of frontier settlers under Mr. Sparks’s administration. It has 
been claimed for him that he was sincere, but misguided; but how he 
could have been sincere while venting his spleen on settlers, and at 
the same time winking at the acquisition by speculators of millions of 
acres of valuable lands in the South, I leave to those who defend him 
to determine. He could not have been more sectional and discrimi- 
nated more largely in favor of the South if he had been Jeff Davis him- 
self. He made furious onslaught on the swamp-land act and its ad- 
ministration, but his illustrations were all drawn from comparatively 
infinitesimal fraud which he claimed to have found in O. , Minne- 
sota, and Iowa, ignoring completely the immense frauds which he well 
knew to exist in Florida, Arkansas, and the other Southern swamp- 
land States. It may be said in his fayor that he made many decisions 
against railroad companies affecting their rights to lands; but they 
were promptly appealed from and as promptly revoked by the Secre- 
tary of the Interior. He filled the newspapers with accounts of what 
he was doing in the way of reclaiming public lands from railroad com- 
panies, and the Administration claimed and got the credit. It also 
saved its bacon with the companies through the action of the Secre- 
tary, and the companies and the Administration took good care that 
the newspapers should not be filled with accounts of the Secretary’s 
action in their favor. 

The Secretary represented the President; what he did was the act of 
the President, and therefore final. The arrangement between Sparks 
and the President was therefore practically what Frederick the Great 
said existed between him and his subjects. ‘‘ They say what they 
please; Idowhat I please.” Noexception wastaken to Sparks’s claims 
in the newspapers concerning lands ‘‘ restored to the public domain,” 
nor to his oppression of the helpless settlers. They were chiefly in the 
Territories and in Republican States; they were isolated, poor, and could 
make no noise loud enough to be heard in the national arena, while the 
railroad companies could contribute, as they already had, to campaign 
expenses and control significant votes in the doubtful States. And thus 
the sham contest went on between Commissioner and Secretary; but 
the latter finally became weary at the necessity forso much overruling, 
and the former, becoming nettled at the impatient expressions of the 
Secretary, took issue with him concerning the effect of a decision by 
which he had been overruled in his efforts to ‘‘ restore’? about 400,000 
acres of land to the public domain claimed by the St. Croix and Lake 
Superior Railroad Company, heretofore referred to. This was toomuch 
for the Secretary. The settlers were nothing, but when the sacred 
‘rights ” of a railroad company to public lands were touched, not for- 
mally but in earnest, it was too much, and Sparks’s head rolled in the 
basket without a moment’s delay. And thus ended Sparks; but the 
false pretenses of the Administration did not die with him, for the 
“recommendations ’? which he made, and which were either overruled 
or pigeon-holed, are made the basis of claim to reform in the adminis- 
tration of the public-land system. Paraphrasing a declaration made 
in the Chicago convention which first nominated Mr. Cleveland, they 
t‘ love Sparks for the recommendations he made,” 

During the delivery of Mr. PLUMB’S as given above, 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. Harrisin the chair). The hour 
of 2 o’clock having arrived, it is the duty of the Chair to lay before the 
Senate the special order, which is the bill (S. 994) to amend and en- 
large the act approved June 18, 1878, entitled ‘‘An act to provide for 
the distribution of the awards made under the convention between the 
United States of America and the Republic of Mexico, concluded on 
the 4th day of July, 1868.” 

Mr. STEWART. I ask that that may be temporarily laid aside 
until the Senator from Kansas concludes. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Nevada asks unan- 
imous consent of the Senate that the special order be laid aside. Is 
there objection? The Chair hears none; and it is so ordered. The Sen- 
ator from Kansas will proceed. 

Mr. PLUMB concluded his speech as already given. 

Mr. HALE. Mr. President—— 

Mr. BERRY. Will the Senator from Maine yield to me that I may 
give a notice? 

Mr. HALE. I yield to the Senator from Arkansas. 

Mr. BERRY. I wish to state that the speech of the Senator from 
Kansas [Mr. PLUMB] contains statements that I had not expected him 
to make in regard to the public lands of the country. I prefer, how- 
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ever, to see the speech in print before replying, and I give notice that 

at an early day I propose to address the 

and in reply to the remarks made by the Senator from Kansas, 
DEFICIENCY APPROPRIATION BILL. 

Mr. HALE. I move that the Senate proceed to the consideration of 
the bill (H. R. 10896) making appropriations to supply deficiencies in 
the appropriations for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1888, and for 
prior years, and for other purposes. 

The motion was agreed to. 


AWARDS UNDER MEXICAN TREATY. 


Mr. MORGAN. The special order set for to-day is Senate bill 994, 
relative to the case of the Weil claim again t Mexico. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. That has been laid before the Senate. 

Mr. MORGAN. I desire to say that I had an agreement with the 
Senator from Indiana [Mr. VOORHEES], who is absent from the Sen- 
ate and has been for some days, that I would not call up that bill in 
his absence, and I ask the unanimous consent of the Senate that it 
may be made a special order for this day week. ` 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Alabama asks 
unanimous consent that the special order laid before the Senate at 2 
o’clock may be made the special order for this day week at 2 o’clock. 
Is there objection? The Chair hears none, and it is so ordered. 


RELATIONS WITH GREAT BRITAIN AND CANADA. 


Mr. MORGAN. The Senator from Kansas [Mr. PLUMB] desired to 
make his remarks this morning upon a bill relating to the public lands, 


and I yielded to him in the morning hour when I had the right to the |- 


floor upon the resolution of the Senator from Ohio [Mr. SHERMAN]. I 
respectfully ask the Senate to allow that resolution to be called up in 
the morning hour to-morrow atthe conclusion of the routine business. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. That order has been already made. 
The resolution will be called up in the current morning business to- 
morrow. 
MONUMENT OF BURGOYNE’S SURRENDER. 


Mr. EVARTS. Will the Senator from Maine yield to me? 

Mr. HALE. For what purpose? 

Mr. EVARTS. I ask the Senator to yield for a moment. If it shall 
take time, of course I will not press the bill I wish to call up. 

Mr. HALE. I yield for a moment. 

Mr. EVARTS. I ask the Senate to proceed to the consideration of 
the bill (S. 3460) to appropriate $10,000 for the completion of the mon- 
ument commemorating the surrender of Burgoyne at Saratoga. 

By unanimous consent the Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, 
proceeded to consider the bill. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


DEFICIENCY APPROPRIATION BILL. 


The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, proceeded to consider the 
bill (H. R. 10896) making appropriations to supply deficiencies in the 
appropriations for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1888, and for prior 
years, and for other ‘pu 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Appropriations with 
amendments. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The reading of the bill will proceed, 
and, if there be no objection, the amendments of the Committee on 
Appropriations will be acted upon as they are reached in the reading of 
the text of the bill. 

The Secretary proceeded to read the bill. The first amendment re- 
ported by the Committee on Appropriations was, under the head of 
**State Department,” on page 1, line 8, after the words ‘‘ salaries for- 
eign ministers,’’ to strike out: 

To J. R. Young, late minister to China, salary from July 1 to September 
4, 1885, È 152.17. 

And to insert: 

To pay amounts found due by the accounting officers on account of salaries 
of ministers, being a deficiency for the fiscal year 1886, $5,661.04. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 2, after line 3, to insert: 

Salaries, chargés d'affaires ad interim: To pay amounts found due by the ac- 
counting officers on account of salaries of chargés d'affaires ad interim and dip- 
lomatic officers abroad, being a deficiency for the fiscal year 1887, $2,053.29, 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 2, after line 9, to insert: 

Salaries, consular officers not citizens: To pay amounts found due by the ac- 
counting officers on account of salaries of consular officgrs not citizens, beinga 
deficiency for the fiscal year 1886, $2,597.22. 

To pay amounts found due by the accounting officers on account of salaries 
of consular officers not citizens, being a deficiency for the fiscal year 1887, $2,867.40. 

‘The amendment was a to. 

The next amendment was, on page 2, after line 19, to insert: 

Contingent expenses United States consulates : To pay amounts found due by 
the accounting officers on account of contingent expenses of United States con- 
sulates, being a deficiency for the fiscal year 1886, $519.44, 


The amendment was agreed to. 


The next amendment was, at the top of page 6, to insert: 


nate upon the same subj ‘ct, | Salaries, consular service: To pay amounts found due by the accounting offi- 


cers of the Treasury on account of salaries, consular service, being a deficiency 
for the fiscal year 1887, $650. 

To pay amounts found due by the accounting officers on account of salaries, 
consular service, being a deficiency for the fiscal year 1886, $2,522.53. 


The amendment was agreed to. x 

The next amendment was, on page 3, after line 9, to insert: 

Allowance for clerks at consulates: To reimburse Robert J. Stevens, United 
States consul at Victoria, British Columbia, for amount paid for clerk hire at 
that consulate from May 1, 1884, to March 31, 1886, $400. 

To reimburse B. F. Bonham, United States consul-general at Calcutta, India, 
for transit pay for twenty days’ unavoidable detention at San Francisco by sick- 
ness, on his way from his home at Salem, Oregon, to his post of duty at Cal- 
cutta, in December, 1885, $271.74. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on 4, line 4, after the word ‘‘claims,’? 
to strike out ‘'$500”’ and insert ‘‘$1,426.89;’? so as to make the clause 
read: 

French spoliation claims: For procuring additional evidence relative to the 
French spoliation claims, $1,426.89, 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 4, after line 13, to insert: 

Expenses of international monetary conferences: To pay S. Dana Horton 
for additional services as delegate of the United States to the international 
monetary conference of 1878, and secretary to the commission in and about the 
popaanon of the document of said conference, known as Senate Executive 

cument No. 58, Forty-fifth Congress, third session, and for additional services 
as delegate and secretary to the monetary conference of 1881, in and about the 
preparation of reports of said conference, and for services in said year relating 
to the proposed monetary conference of 1882, $10,000, 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 7, after line 20, to inscrt: 

GOVERNMENT IN THE TERRITORIES. 

Territory of Dakota: For salaries of two additional associate justices of the 
supreme court of said Territory provided for by the act approved August 9, 1888, 
from date of qualification in office at the rate of $3,000 each per year, being for 
the service of the fiscal year 1889, $5,000, orso much thereof as may be necessary, 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 8, after line 3, to insert: 

Territory of New Mexico: For salary of the additional associate justice of the 
supreme court of said Territory, provided for by the act approved February 28, 
1887, from date of qualification in office to June 30, 1887, $841.67. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 8, under the heading ‘‘ Miscella- 
neous Treasury,” after line 11, to strike out: 

Reliefof William Caldwell: Toreimburse William Caldwell ascustodian of the 
custom-house at Cincinnati, Ohio, the amountof a certified check, drawn by Sol. 
P. Kineon in his favor on the Fidelity National Bank of Cincinnati, which failed 
before the presentation of said check for payment, as a guaranty for the faithful 
Dornan by Kineon of his contracts for furnishing coal to Government: 

rovided, Thatany dividends that have been or may be declared on this account 
shall be covered into the Treasury, $1,811. . 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was at the top of page 9, to insert: 

Punishment for violation of internal-reyvenue laws: For detecting and bring- 
ing to trial and punishment persons guilty of Rh sag ny i the internal-revenue 
laws or conniving at the same, including payments for information and detec- 
tion of such violations, being a deficiency for the fiscal year 1887, $2,500. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 9, after line 21, to insert: 

Court-house and post-office at Louisville, Ky.: For continuation of building, 
fiscal year 1889, $10,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, at the top of page 10, to insert: 

Court-house, post-office, ete., at Waco, Tex.: To pay the amount found due by 
the accounting officers of the Treasury to John Moore, contractor, for extra 
Jabor and materials supplied and expenses incurred in connection with his con- 
tract of August 21, 1886, for the construction of a court-house, post-office, ete., 
at Waco, Tex., $2,873.88, 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 11, after line 2, to insert: 

Paynient of judgment to E. W. McLean: For payment of judgment rendered 
against the collector of customs at San Francisco, Cal., in the circuit court of 
the United States for the northern district of California, at the suit (No. 4158) of 
E. W. McLean, brought for the recovery of damages for the alleged wr 
seizure and sale of certain opium which they beeing em to export without first 

n together with 


% 
Eterest and costs of sult, hack 7 PNT ene snstructions, together 
The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, on page 13, after line 9, to insert: 
LIGHT-STATIONS. 


Castle Hill light-station, Rhode Island: That the appropriation made for the 
establishment and completion of a light-house and fog-signal at Castle Hill, en- 
trance to Newport Harbor, Rhode Island, by the acts of AN 4, 1886, and 
March 30, 1888, are hereby made available without condition for the purchase 
of a suitable site at the entrance of said harbor, and for the erection and com- 
pletion of the light-house and fog-signal. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 13, after line 19, to insert: 

Reimbursement of keepers of light-stations for personal losses: To reimburse 
the keepers of light-stations at Matagorda, Tex., and Sabine Pass, La., for fon, 


pa omes incurred by them during the storms of August and October, 


The amendment was agreed to, 
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The next amendment was, at the top of page 14, to insert: 
Relief of Maj. Jared A. Smith, United States Army: To enable the proper ac- 
officers of the Treasury to settle the accounts of Maj. Jared A. Smith, 
Army, late ie aas of the fifth and sixth light-house for 
Mosquito Inlet t-station, Florida, third quarter of 1884, authority is hereby 
granted for the wance of the sum of $235.25, being the balance of a payment 
made by him under authority of the Secretary’ of the Treasury for expenses in- 
curred in connection with the transportation and interment of the remains of 
Maj. O. E. Babcock, United States Army, formerly engineer of said „and 
burial of the remains of L, P. yerik his clerk, who were drowned while at- 
tempting to land on the coast of Florida for the purpo ari a g the work 
of constructing the light-house at Mosquito Inlet, 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 14, under the head of ‘‘ District 
of Columbia,” to strike out the clause from line 18 to line 25, inclusive, 
as follows: 


For the redemption of one certificate of indebtedness issned by authority of 
section 7 of the act of the Legislative errand , approved June 26, 1873, dated 
July 1, 1873, of the denomination of $50, with interest at the rate of 8 per cent. 
per annum, numbered 1371, payable July 1, 1874, $110. 


The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, on page 16, after line 17, to insert: 


The average annual salary of teachers in the public schools of the District of 
Columbia provided for in “ An act making a fra tori to provide for the 
expenses of the porera of the District of Columbia for the fiscal year end- 


me saa Eo ees and for other purposes,” approved July 18, 1888, shall be not 
The CEERI was agreed to. 


The next amendment was, on page 32, after line 13, to insert: 

Employment of special counsel: To enable the commissioners of the District 
of Columbia to emp! oy sna pay special counsel to represent the District of Co- 
lumbia in the case of Samuel Strong, authorized to be submitted to an arbitra-' 
tion board of three persons to be ip (nea by the President of the United 
States under the joint resolution of Congress approved July 10, 1888, $2,500, or 
S80 much thereof as may be necessary ; 
revenues of the District of Columbia and the other half from any moneys in 
the Treasury not otherwise appropriated. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 23, after line 13, to insert: 

Increase of Sohal supply, Washington, D. C.: The time fixed fer completing 
the Washingt uct tunnel, namely, November 1, 1888, as provided in the 
act cnitied ‘on aa to poston ty for certain of the most urgent deficiencies in the 

appropriations for the service of the Government for the fiscal year ending 
Sune 30, 1888, and for other purposes,” approved March 30, 1888, is hereby ex- 
tended to June 30, 1889. and all work upon said aqueduct shall be finished by 
said date, and the Washington aqueduct tunnel shall then be completed. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 24, under the head of “War De- 
partment, ’’ after line 21, to insert: 

Soot Aas connect the Capitol with the Departments and Government 

Burgh, Pa fo : To pay the Standard Underground Cabie Company, of Pitts- 

for underground electric cables laid in the city of Washington, 

of Columbia, in October, 1883, connecting the Capitol, Executive Man- 

sent Be State, War, and ak Departments, and other Government offices, under 

terms of permit of War sd erase dated October 3, 1883, approved October 
9, 1883, by H. G. Wright, Chief of Engineers, $15,138.84. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 25, after line 8, to insert: 

Manufacture of arms at national armories: To enable the of War 
to pay Paul Butler royalty on 69,628 hook attachments or stacking swivels, 
at 5 cents each, as per udgment’ of the Court of Claims, dated June 4, 1888 
(numbered 14889), these oe the number manufactured by ro Government 
and attached to arms from April 12, 1886, to June 30, 1888, $5,570.24 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 25, line 25, under the head-line 

of ‘‘ Pay of the Army,” before the word ‘ thousand,” to strike out 
“five” and insert ‘‘ six;’’ so as to make the clause read: 

For mileage to officers, when authorized by law, to be disbursed under limit- 
ations for the a a ppropnar ona for mileage to officers by the Army ap- 
propriation act approved February 9, 1887, $6,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair calls the attention of the 
Senator from Maine to line 8, on page 26, and inquires whether the 
word “for” should not be left out after the word ‘* company?” 

Mr. HALE. Yes, Isupposeso. The word “‘for’’ should be stricken 
out. I move that amendment. 

The motion was agreed to. 

‘The reading of the bill was Sannea The next amendment of the 
Committee on Appropriations was, in the appropriations for “ Engi- 
neer’s Department,” on page 27, after line 6, to insert : 

To reimburse and pay the Hartford and New York Transportation Company 
for labor and money e in removing, in an AeL a seg preeon and 


dredging the Connecticut River in 1886, u e same an ons 
as the work on said river had been conducted by the United States 


f- 

ficers in charge, $2,606.80, . 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in the ap for the “‘Quarter- 
master’s Department,’’ on page 27, after line 21, to insert: 

That the accounting officers of the Lieu. Col Ie N ent are matin lage ied 
roviana and directed opeen and allow to Lieut. Poe Pir A 

the voucher for $850 for 


uty q 
of ‘hte We War Depa Department on May 15, 1885, aoa the Paar For $900 fos eg a adie 


Pp ase made March 22, 1886, and to charge the same, a peal to the 
propriations for contingencies of the Army for the years 1885 and 1886, ai) 


The amendment was agreed to. 


; one half of said sum to be paid from the f- 


The next oe was, on page 28, after line 7, to insert: 

Tee Apes uth Carolina: To pay the amount reported as 
due by the Secretary of War a ee of the joint resolution a: ved Au- 
gust 14, 1888, to the th Carolina for rent of the Citadel Academy at 

ugust 20, 1887, to February 2, 1882,including the sum 
equitably due to ‘the said State for the loss by fire of the west wing of said build- 
ing while in the occupation of the United States, $77,250: Provided, That this 
sum shall be full payment of all claims for rent, wear and tear,and 
injury to the eT Exata fire, or from any other cause whatever due to the said 


occupancy by the Un: 

The PRESIDENT protempore. The Chair calls the attention of the 
Senator from Maine to lines 14 and 15 in the amendment on page 28, 
where it reads ‘‘from August 20, 1887, to February 2, 1882.” 

Mr. HALE. That is the language of the amendment reported? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It must be incorrect. 

Mr. HALE. The first date should be 1867. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. What amendment does the Senator 
suggest? 

Mr. HALE. Let that date be '*1867” instead of '‘ 1887.” 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore, The amendment to the amendment 
will be stated, 

‘The SECRETARY. In line 13, after “August 20,” it is proposed to 
strike out **1887” and insert ‘*1867.’’ 

The amendment to the amendment was agreed to. 

The amendment as amended was agreed to. 

The reading of the bill was resumed. The next amendment of the 
Committee on Appropriations was, on page 29, under the head of '‘ Navy 
Department,’’ after line 7, to insert: 

Conti t avy Department: To pa 
stationery fe rekon tes Bae Navy ep bonertne dy and of 

‘The amendment was agree to. 

The next amendment was, on page 29, after line 12, to insert: 

To reimburse the appro riations “Ordnance and ordnance stores, Bureau of 
Ordnance, 1536," $36, a foras | Bureau of Ordnance, 1886," $3, for 
amounts erroneously paid therefrom, 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 29, after line 17, to insert: 
boca reimburse the following appropriations for amounts erroneously paid 
raest i and repair, Bureau Construction and Repair, 1836, $12.50. 

Contingent, Bureau Equipment and Recruiting, 1886, $9.50. 

Contingent, Bureau of Navigation, 1886, $3; in all, 8. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 30, after line 2, to insert: 

Conti t and miscell. Hyd hic OM: T imb 
rg a ra A O Ghose 

ke and Potomac Telephone Company for exchange rental for the branch 
Mce, Washington, D. C., from the appropriation “ Pay, miscel- 
e accounting officers ‘intming that expenditures should 
have been paid from the appropriation for legislative, executive, and judicial 
expenses for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1857, $23.33. 
The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, on page 30, after line 14, to insert: 


NAVAL ESTABLISHMENT. 


. Pay-miscellaneous: To pay amounts found due zA the accounting officers for 

actual expenses while traveling under orders, $787.12. 

To pay amounts found due by the accounting officers on account of advertis- 
ing, being for the service of the fiscal year 1887, $14. 

For amount paid by Pay Director A. W. Russell, United States Navy, 
Matthew Wilson, for painting portrait of ex ; Chandler, on bills’ ap- 

wed by Hon. William C. W Phar Secretary of the Navy, being forthe sery- 
Kee of the fiscal year 1886, $331.50. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 31, after line 3, to insert: 

Contin: Navy: For amount ony Peck Pay Director Thomas H. Looker, 
Dalton Sinus Ne to E. F. portraits of ex-Secretaries 
of the Navy Borie and Woodbury, on A e a an by Hon. William E. Chand- 
ler, Secretary of the Navy, February 28, 1885, being for the service of the fiscal 
year 1885, $500, 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, under the head of ‘‘ Marine Corps,” on 
page 31, line 14, after the word ‘‘clothing,”’ to strike out “‘ eight hun- 

red and forty-three dollars and fifty-four” and insert “‘two thousand 
nine hundred and thirty-eight dollarsand twenty-eight; soas to make 
the clause read: 

To pay amounts found due by ic Seabed aetna eat guapins tt earns 

ling, $2,938.28. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 32, after line 10, to insert: 

Provisions: To pay amounts found due by the accounting officers on account 
of advertising, 37983 

The amendment fas agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 32, after line 13, to insert: 

Clothing: To pay amounts found due by the accounting officers on account 
of advertising, $79. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 32, after line 16, to insert: 

Fuel: To pay amounts found due by the accounting officers on account of 
advertising, $79.82. 


The amendment was agreed to. 


so ee Wanamaker for 
the fiscal year 1857, 


ydrographic 
lancons, 1887," 


, to 
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The next amendment was, on page 32, after line 19, to insert: 


Contingent: Ra pay amounts found due by the accounting officers on account 
of advertising, $79. 


The sata was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, on page 32, after line 22, to insert: 


‘Transportation and recruiting: To pay amounts found due by the accounting 
officers on account of advertising, $1350, 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, under the head of ‘‘ Bureau of Naviga- 
tion,” on page 33, after line 5, to insert: 

Naval W: Bu of N: To the follo’ unpaid bills 
on piety apo of the: Naval War Golices f forthe fiscal Soarta damay: BT 
Warren Ward & Co., for furniture, $90; H. P. Williams & Co., for mattresses, 
$18; ih; W.K. Govel Conroy, for plumbing, $6.54; Aie F. Conroy, for plumbing, 
EESO, G. 1 neyronda h to BOR CI Rapa fo cont, S8; Ol CO 

10 r = 
pines wa Neder Compas: freight, $7. 46; in all, $234.2. 


The amendment was agreed to. 
pits next amendment was, on page 33, after line 20, to insert: 
Bureau of Navigation: To pay bill of T. B. Cross, jr., 
pnts ag ear 


mpass-testing 
fora doors, sash, ete., furnished for the compass- ureau of Naviga- 
tion, being for the service of the FER year 1887, $32.89. 


The amendment was 
The next amendment was, mated the head of ‘‘ Bureau of Ordnance,” 
on page 34, after line 7, to insert: 


To supply a deficiency in the appropriation for the contingent service of the 
Bureau of Ordnance, $3,000 ze 


The amendment was 
The next amendment was, nae the head of ‘‘ Bureau of Provisions 
a Clothing,” on page 34, after line 19, to insert: 


o pay amounts found due by the accounting officers on account of adver- 
tine. $155.86. 


The amendment was 
The next amendment gee the head of ‘‘ Navy, Miscellaneous,” 
on page 35, after line 7, {io insert: 


Naval wharf, Key West, Fla.: To relieve Pay-Inspector Thomas T, Caswell, 
United States Navy, of thec pees against his account for fourth quarter 1883, 
for the sum of SOEST, paid to A. pele & Co., from appropriation contin- 
gent yards and docks, 1834,” in adjust ingsettlement of claim ary under their 
contract dated December 19, 1881, for buil an iron wharf at United States 
naval station, Key West, Fia., said amount having been disallowed by the 
Fourth Auditor and Second Comptroller, $798.57. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 35, after line 20, to insert: 

Relief of Pay-Inspector John H. Stevenson : Foramount paid by Pa: i ot 
John H. Giovemnon: au expenditure incurred in in entertaining pubis e = 
cials on board the Uni States flag-ship Tennessee 
New Orleans in February, 1855, while said vessel was at that — oo 


The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, on page 37, after line 14, to insert: 


Wharfage, United States monitor Terror: To pay William Cramp & Sons 
for wharfage and for care and aton of the United States monitor Terror, 
in accordance with letters of the Secretary of the Navy to said firm dated No- 
vember 23, 1883, and February 19, 1885, $3,352. 


The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, under the head of “Interior Depart- 
ment,” on page 37, after line 22, to strike out: 


To enable the Secretary of the Interior to pay to the oe employés in 
the Patent Office a Eor, due them, being the difference between 
the amounts received and the salaries appropriated by law, for oe 
positions to which they ry ad be been appointed or Baen SN without aia 
oath of office prior to November, 1886, namely: W, L Aughinbaugh, $1 y 
L. B. Wynne, $99.40; A5 Bancroft, $15.20; T. J. Hudson, $45.65; James R. 
Rogers, $15.20; Edward B. Moore, $33.20; W. A. Cowles, $33.10; Granville Lewis, 
$33.20; A. R. Townshend, $15.25; J. McRoberts, $16.80; Samuel T. Fisher, $16.90: 
8. W. "Bunyea, $16.80; 5 A Smi 
$16.80; M. D. Wires, bisan; John W. Frost, $16.80; Anne L. Somerville, $1.95; 


Chaise MA S EIo eo: Mae , $8.40; Bunyan Olive, $16.90; John I. Bro 
„90; JO. wn, 
$16.80; eects $16.80; 'Ò. F. Randall, _P. ; 
Gaantnar, $33.60; P. Haines, $28; H. E. Baker, $33.50: Sarah J. No 
aay F. ie Biod got Sis: B A ing 
we nner, : . he e; : 
$16.40; Charles H. Richardson, $27.95 iq 


Nixon. 5 
$53.60; Rice, $65; A. P.Greely, kay 50; T.E. 50; 
aE EAA rds 
The amendment was agreed to. 


The next amendment was, on page 40, after line 2, to insert: 


For payment to the heirs of the late Richard Joseph, for services as disburs- 
hecat of the Census Office, $2,000. 


Mr. HALE. In thatamendment the word *‘ heirs ” should be struck 
out and the words *‘ legal representatives” inserted; so as to read: 


For t to the legal representatives of the late Richard Joseph, for serv- 
ices an di clerk of the Census Office, $2,000. 


The amendment to the amendment was agreed to. 

The amendment as amended was agreed to. 

The reading of the bill was resumed. The next amendment of the 
Committee on Appropriations was, under the head of ‘‘Public Land 
Service,” on page 41, line 7, after the words ‘‘ two thousand,” to strike 
out ‘two hundred and seventy-six ”? and insert “‘seven hundred and 
forty-nine;’’ so as to make the clause read: 

To amounts found due by the accoun! officers on account of 
PEH gis fopa publie moneys, ee E oe the scat year 1887, $2749.72, 

The amendment was agreed to. 
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Thenext amendment was, on page 41, after the word, ‘‘ reservations,” 
at the end of line 14, to strike out ‘‘seven hundred and thirty-two” 
and insert ‘‘ nine hundred and seven;’’ so as to make the clause read: 


To pay amounts found due by the sscounting officers on account of preserya- 
tion of abandoned military reservations, $907.69. 


The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, under the head of ‘‘Indian Affairs,” on 
page 41, after line 22, to insert: 


Chickasaw Nation: For reimbursement of the general fund of the Chickasaw 
Nation ~ are improperly disbursed from said fund,asascertained by the Sec- 
dated Ju the Interior, as raol by ‘Article IV of the treaty with the Chickasaws, 

we 22, 1852 “(less payment of $56,021.49 to assignee of W. M. Gwin), 


ae ae ets peepee of the Chickasaw incompetent fund for moneys improp- 
erly disbursed from said fund, as ascertained by the Secretary of the Interior, 
a by Article IV ofthe treaty with the Chickasaws, dated June 22,1892, 


The appropriation hereby made shall be a permanent and continuing appro- 
priation, not subject to lapse or to be covered into the aury; and said sums 
shall be paid, from time beter upon requisitions signed by the Chickasaw gov- 
ernor, national secretary, nat ional treasurer, and auditor of public accounts; and 
the sum Lama by appropriated shall be received in full satisfaction of all claims 
against the United States under Article IV of said treaty. 

Mr. DAWES. I wish to call the attention of the Senator from 
Maine to the last clause in the amendment: 

Ps the sums hereby priated shall be received in full satisfaction of all 

laims against the Unit Btates a Article IV of said treaty. 

I do not want to disturb the report of the Committee on Appropria- 
tions, especially as I am a member of it myself, but this clause seems 
to me to bein direct violation of a treaty that we made with the Chicka- 
saws. 

The Chickasaws claimed that the United States had illegally diverted 
from their funds portions of their trust money in the custody of the 
United States. The United States made a treaty with them in which 
they agreed to refer that matter to the Secretary of the Interior as an 
arbitrator, and stipulated that the award of the Secretary of the In- 
terior should be final between the United States and the Chickasaw 
Nation. 

That award is provided for in this amendment with the exception of 
an item of $56,021.49 to the assignee of W. M. Gwin. That item was 
awarded by the Secretary of the Interior under the treaty, which bound 
both parties to it as final. It is proposed by this amendment to strike 
that item out and then to insert a provision that if the Chickasaws take 
the rest they must take it in full satisfaction. 

I will state the character of that item and then state what seems to. 
me to be a fairer proposition than the one reported by the committee. 
The itém is for attorney fees paid to William M. Gwin upon a contract 
he made with the Indians, with the approval of the Interior Depart- 
ment, which contract had been declared valid by a court. William 
M. Gwin was employed by the Chickasaws to investigate and search 
out the illegal appropriation of the trust funds of the Chickasaw Na- 

tion, and it was upon an agreement that he should have this sum of 
money, which the United States approved of. 

William M. Gwin found out that between $200,000 and $300,000 of 
the trust funds of the Chickasaw Nation had been illegally diverted 
by the United States to its own use. The United States now agrees 
to pay that, but takes out of the trust fund the fee of William M. Gwin 
for bringing home to the United States its action in regard to this 
trust fund that was in its custody. It charges the expense of making 
itself restore the trust fund over to the cestui que trust. 

The of the Interior in his award finds that the United 
States should make that fee good. The Committee on Appropriations 
object to that, and have stricken that out. Therefore, if the amend- 
ment in this form is adopted, we agree to be bound by the award of 
the Secretary of the Interior in part, but not in whole, and force the 
Chickasaw Nation to release all claim for anything more. I do not 
think that is right. 

While there may be doubt enough about the propriety of having the 
United States make good the fund in this particular, and asking the 
Secretary of the Interior to reconsider that item, it is not fair, when 
we bound ourselves to stand by the award of the Secretary of the In- 
terior, for us to go back on it. I suggest to the Senator from 
ogee Ahah he permit the amendment to be modified by striking out 

e words: 

And the sums propriated shall be received in full satisfaction of all 
claims against the hereby Sppro States under article 4, of said treaty. 

And inserting: 


Provided, That said payment to ee of William M, Gwin be referred 
to the Secretary of the Interior for prie i ion. 


That leaves it undisposed of, but does not bind the Chickasaw Na- 
tion to take a less sum than the award. z 

Mr. HALE. I am inclined to think that it would be better to 
strike out the whole provision. This is an Old Settler, and we have 
never been able to get the other House to agree to it. The committee 
believed that it woot not be able to get the other House to agree to 
it unless this attorney fee is stricken out. 

Mr. Gwin, by a contract with the authorities of the nation, like a 
good many contracts of that kind, I suppose, took the case ‘‘on shares,” 
and it was agreed that he should have a certain percentage of the 
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amonnt recovered. That has been paid, and they want us to pay them 
for their attorney fees. The other House will never consent to that, 
and quite likely will not consent to any part of the clause. Iam 
willing that all of the item shall be stricken ont if this issue is to be 
raised on the attorney fee, which will kill it, rather than to lumber 
the bill with items which I am entirely convinced that we shall never 
get through. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question before the Senate is on 
agreeing to the amendment proposed by the Committee on Appropria- 
tions. Does the Senator from Massachusetts propose to amend the 
amendment? 

Mr. DAWES. Of course the Senator from Maine will do as he thinks 
is his duty. I will say that this was a treaty made as long ago as 1852, 
and the claim was submitted a long time ago by the United States on 
the one side and the Chickasaw Nation on the other, in conformity 
with that treaty, to the judgment of the Secretary of the Interior, and 
he madetheaward. We bound ourselves to consider it final. We have 
not been able, it is true, to get the award carried out just like the 
award made on the Choctaw case, which ultimately the Supreme Court 
of the United States decided, holding that an award made forty years 
ago was an absolute conclusive judgment against the United States. 
The Choctaws had been appealing to Congress for twenty-five years, and 
at last a judgment of the Supreme Court had to be rendered upon that 
award 


It may be that the House of Representatives will not listen to this 
claim; but we ought not to assume that, and my friend ought not to 
say that if I talk as I do about this clause he will strike the whole of 
it out. 

Mr. HALE. I shall not strike it out, but the other House will. 

Mr. DAWES. I wish the Senator would Jet the appeal be made to 
the sense of right and justice and obligation of the House of Represent- 
atives before he yields to it. I submit that it is not right to say to 
these Indians, ‘‘ You shall not have a dollar of the award unless you 
bind yourselves to give up $52,000 of it. All I ask is that the case be 
recommitted to the Secretary of the Interior for further consideration. 
I do not move the amendment if the Senator insists that he will have 
the whole provision stricken out. 

Mr. HALE. No, I do not say that. 

Mr. DAWES. 1 can not resist that. 

Mr. HALE. I have not said I shouid have it stricken ont. I have 
only pointed out to the Senator, who I know is seeking to do what he 
thinks is right, the additional danger that will come to the whole ap- 
propriation if the clause is changed as he proposes. Ido not agree 
with him about it, but if he thinks it is wise to amend it, I do not 
object. 

Mr. DAWES. When this matter was under consideration, of all the 
items that made up the award it struck me that the rules of equity 
upon which we bound ourselves to submit it to the Secretary of the 
Interior were as clear as anything could be, that the expense of restor- 
ing illegal appropriations of a trust fund by a trustee should not be 
paid out of the trust fund itself, but should be paid by the trustee. 

Mr. HALE. We propose simply to restore these misappropriations 
exactly as they were misappropriated. The tribe madea contract with 
an attorney, who took the case, I suppose, on shares; and in addition 
to restoring the misappropriations they want us now to restore to them 
what they paid the attorney under that trade. I donot take the same 
view that the Senator from Massachusetts does. I do not think that 
is the most equitable pari of it. I think the rest is equitable and that 
is not; and I am not in favor of paying that particular item, as we 
have ascertained heretofore that the conferees of the other House are 
not in favor of paying it, but I will take the instruction of the Senate 
and do the best I can with it. 

Mr. DAWES. I move to strike ont the words I have indicated and 
to insert the words I send to the desk. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment proposed by the 
Senator from Massachusetts will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. In the committee’s amendment, page 42, line 18, 
it is proposed to strike out the words: 

And the sums hereby appropriated shall be received in full satisfaction of all 
claims against the United States under article 4 of said treaty. 

And to insert: 

Provided, That said payment to the assignee of W. M. Gwin be referred to the 
Secretary of the Interior for reconsideration. 

Mr. DOLPH. TheSenator from Massachusetts will allow me to ask 
who,was the attorney who made the agreement? 

Mr. DAWES. William M. Gwin. 

Mr. DOLPH. The former Senator from California? 

Mr. DAWES. Yes. : 

Mr. DOLPH. When was the agreement supposed to be made? 

Mr. DAWES. It was made forty years ago, when he was a practic- 
ing attorney in Mississippi, long before he won those great honors on 


the Pacific coast. 
He was a Senator from California until he went into 
the rebellion. 
Mr. DAWES. It was long before he went to the Pacific coast, I 
am confident that a good deal of the opposition to thisitem springs from 


prejudice against William M. Gwin that has grown up in the country, 
whether wise or unwise. 

Mr. DOLPH. These services, then, were rendered before 1850, be- 
fore he was a Senator of the United States ? 

Mr. DAWES. ‘They were rendered while he was a private citizen. 
He was an attorney at that time. The matter was submitted to the 
Secretary of the Interior, as all contracts with Indians bad to be, and it 
was approved inadvance. Then it wentinto the courtsand the United 
States courts decided upon the legality ofit. Itis the legal fee, therefore, 
of the attorney of the cestui que trust seeking to get the illegal appropri- 
ation of trust-funds by the trustee restored. The Secretary of the In- 
terior, to whom we submitted the claim and bound ourselves to abide 
by his award, awards that the United States should pay that. 

Mr. HALE. Supposing the tribe would agree to pay their attorney 
the whole amount, would the Senator believe we ought to appropriate 
twice for it? 

Mr. DAWES. When I agree to abide by the award of my own Sec- 
retary of the Interior I would not back out of it. 

Mr. HALE. There was no agreement to abide by the award. The 
matter was referred to the Secretary of the Interior, as a great many 
things are, and they afterwards come before Congress, which has to 
appropriate the money. 

Mr. DAWES. There was a binding covenant in the treaty of 1852 
that the award of the Secretary of the Interior upon this item should 
be final between the United States and the Chickasaw Nation. 

Mr. DOLPH. What Secretary of the Interior made the award? 

Mr. HALE. Secretary McClelland. 

Mr. DOLPH. What was the amount of the fee? 

Mr. HALE. Fifty-six thousand and twenty-one dollars and forty- 
nine cents, It wasa share. 

Mr. DAWES. It was an agreement that Mr. Gwin should havea 
certain sum. 

Mr. DOLPH. What share of the amount was it? 

Mr. HALE. I think at least 25 per cent., perhaps 30 per cent. 

Mr. CALL, Mr. President, the Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. 
Dawes] made allusion to the prejudice which had grown up in the 
country against William M. Gwin, and suggested that the opposition to 
this claim might perhaps have in some way been derived from that 
prejudice. I think it due to ex-Senator Gwin—he having died and 
gone to another world—to say that there was perhaps no man in the 
United States who a higher quality of character than Mr. 
Gwin. He was a friend of my forefathers and an associate and par- 
ticular favorite of General Jackson. He was noted for all the elements 
of the highest manhood and the most distinguished virtues. 

There was perhaps no man in the world who with a higher order of 
courage united agreater tenderness and kindness towards all humanity. 
He was a man of vigorous intellect, engaged in many adventures among 
the Indians and in foreign lands. He crossed the Isthmus, I think, 
some twenty times in the early days of California history and adven- 
ture. He was always prominent in everything that attracted the 
American mind; and in this matter, which was one of his early en- 
gagements, there is nothing whatever to cast any kind of reflection upon 
him. 

He made a contract, as it appears from the Senate and House reports 
upon the subject, with these Indians to hold the Government of the 
United States responsible for the abuse, not by him of their confidence, 
but for the misuse of their money by agents of the United States who 
had been employed in the removal of these Indians and in the disburse- 
ment of the money which the United States had agreed to pay them. 
According to the custom of those days, he made a contract with them 
that he should be paid a certain proportion of this money, which was 
adjudicated by the Department and allowed to him. 

These Indians claimed that they were the wards of the Government 
of the United States, and that the contract originally made between 
them and an agent, an officer of the United States Army, who was sent 
to remove them and pay their expenses, was abused, and the trust 
which had been reposed in the United States in their favor and for 
them was not executed by the United States and by its officers, but 
that a large amount of money claimed to have been expended for them 
was fraudulently expended, and that for that money the United States 
were properly accountable. They also claimed that for the fee for the 
lawyer or agent who was to prosecute their claim the United States 
were justly responsible, because it was the fault of the United States. 
It was trust-money, and having been misused, as the Government con- 
ceded it had been, and as the court decided it had been, the Indians 
claimed that the Government should pay the expense of the litigation. 

That is the ground upon which this claim rests, and I think at the 
proper time, while it may not be expedient now to force tis matter 
upon the committee, it is a very strong ground. It is that the Gov- 
ernment of the United States is responsible for the costs of the litiga- 
tion which its default, its negligence, has imposed upon its cestui que 
trust. 


Mr. DAWES. Idid not say anything in disparagement of Mr. Gwin. 

Mr, CALL, Notatall. Ido not impute that to the Senator. 

Mr. DAWES, I could not understand why this particular item, 
more than the others, should be objected to. Therefore it was that I 


\ 
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threw out that suggestion in reply to the Senator from Oregon. At first 
it was supposed that this was a fee earned by him while he was a 
United States official, but the decision of the court and the opinion of 
the Secretary of the Interior showed very clearly that there was no 
fault to be found with this contract. The only question is, when the 
agent of a trustee fraudulently diverts a fund and the cestui que trust 
is obliged to employ counsel to get it back, and you submit it as a 
question of equity to a tribunal, whether the trust fand shall not be 
made good for that item, and the tribunal decides that you ought to 
pay it, whether youshall doit. The question before us now is whether 
we ought to pay it after that. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on the amendment 
proposed by the Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. DAWES] to the 
amendment of the Committee on Appropriations. 

The amendment to the amendment was agreed to. 

The amendment as amended was agreed to. 


JENNIE HART MULLANY. 


Mr. DAVIS. I desire to call up Senate bill 2346. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate the amendment 
of the House of Representatives to the bill (S. 2346) granting an in- 
crease of pension to Jennie Hart Mullany, which was, in line 7, after 
the word ‘‘dollars,’’ to insert ‘‘ per month.” 

Mr. DAVIS. I move that the Senate concur in the amendment. 

The amendment was concurred in. 


MARGARET M, MILLER. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate the amendment 
of the House of Representatives to the bill (S. 1500) granting a pension 
to Margaret M. Miller, which was, in line 5, to strike out the words 
‘during life.’ 

Mr. DAVIS. I move to concur in that amendment. 

The amendment was concurred in. 


MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE, 


A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. CLARK, its 
Clerk, announced that the House had passed a bill (H. R. 10873) 
making an appropriation for the Girls’ Reform School of the District 
of Columbia; in ‘which it requested the concurrence of the Senate. 

The message also announced that the House had passed the bill (S. 
249) to prevent the manufacture or sale of adulterated food or drugs 
in the District of Columbia. 

The message farther announced that the House had concurred in the 
report of the committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the 
two Houses on the amendments of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 1923) 
providing for the establishment of a life-saving station at the harbor 
of Kewaunee, Wis. 

p DEFICIENCY APPROPRIATION BILL. 

The Senate, asin Committee of the Whole, resumed the consideration 
. of the bill (H. R. 10896) making appropriations to supply deficiencies 
in the appropriations for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1888, and for 
prior years, and for other purposes. 

The reading of the bill was resumed. The next amendment of the 
Committee on Appropriations was, on page 42, after line 2U, to insert: 

Western Miami Indians: For the payment of Thomas F. Richardville for serv- 
ices and expenses as delegate representing the Western Miami Indians at 
Washington, $1,000, to be paid out of theappropriation provided for said Indians 
in the sundry civil appropriation act for the fiscal year 1889, and to be deducted 
from the amount to be paid said Indians thereunder, s 

The amendment was agreed to, 

The next amendment was, on page 43, after line 2, to insert: 

Kaskasia, Wea, Peoria, and Piankeshaw Indians: For the payment to John 
Wadsworth for services and expenses as delegate representing the Kaskaskia, 
Wea, Peoria, and Piankeshaw Indians in Washington, $1,000, to be paid out of 
the appropriation provided for said Indians in the sundry civil appropriation 
act for the fiscal year 1889, and to be deducted from the amount to be paid said 
Indians thereunder, > 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 43, after line 10, to insert: 

Eastern bandof Cherokee Indiansof North Carolina: For payment to W. B. 
Ferguson and Frederick C, Fisher, of Waynesville, N. C., for services rendered 
as attorneys for the eastern band of Cherokee Indians of North Carolina, from 
October, 1833, to November 1, 1887, $600 each, $1,200. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 43, after line 17, to insert: 

Support of Blackfeet, Bloods, and Piegans: Foramount due to George T. New- 
man for beef cattle furnished the Blackfeet Indians, at the request of the agent 
for said Indians, on account of their starving condition, being a deficiency for 
the fiscal year 1885 and prior years, $935.37. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, under the head of the ‘‘Post-Office De- 
partment,’ on page 45, to strike out lines 18 to 22 in the following 
words: d 

To enable the Postmaster-General to pay the Assistant Attorney-General of 
the Post-Office Department for services rendered in the preparation of a new 
edition of the postal laws and regulations under the act of] March 30, 1886, $1,000, 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 46, after line 16, to insert: 

To pay Thomas L. Hoffman, late postmaster at Fairfield, Iowa, amount paid 
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by him for the United States for rent of the post-office at Fairfield, Iowa, in ac- 
cordance with the terms of a lease of said premises held by the United States, 
and in pursuance of the instructions of the Post-Office Department, $625. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 46, after line 22, to insert: 

To pay Thomas F, Gerls, late postmaster at Pontiac, Mich., amount paid by 
him for rent of the post-oflice at Pontiac, Mich.,in accordance with the terms of 
a lease of said premises held by the United States, fiscal year 1886, $400. 

The amendment was agreed to. r 

The next amendment was, under the head of ‘‘ Department of Agri- 
culture,’ on page 47, after line 7, to insert: 

To pay amount due Joseph Paul for paving with asphalt the roadways in the 
Agricultural grounds, by contract with the Agricultural Department, for the 
fiscal year 1885, $711. 

The amendment was agreed to. z ? 

The next‘amendment was, on page 48, after line 9, to insert: 

Experiments in the manufacture of sugar from sorghum and sugar cane: To 
pay unsettled accounts against the Department for experiments for the fiscal 
years 1887 and 1888, $8,000, or so much thereof as may be necessary. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, under the head of ‘‘ Department of Jus- 
tice,’ on page 48, after line 16, to insert: 

Contingent expenses Department of Justice, horses and wagons: To reim- 
burse James M. Ewing, late disbursing clerk, Department of dg na i reap 
of voucher No. 18, third quarter of 1884, for livery of horses for April, May, and 
June, 1883, improperly paid from the appropriation for “Contingent expenses 
Department of Justice: Miscellaneous items, 1883,” and disallowed by the ac- 
counting officers, the said amount haying been repaid to the Treasury by James 
M. Ewing, $200. 

The amendment was agreed to. nae 

The next amendment was, on page 49, after line 2, to insert: 

Repairs to court-house, Washington, D. C.: To reimburse James M. Ewing, 
late disbursing clerk, Department of Justice, amount paid by him for repairs to 
court-house, Washington, D. C., being for the service of the fiscal year |, $6.72, 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on 49, line 23, after the words ‘‘dis- 
trict attorneys,” to strike out ‘' $25,000” and insert “$37,367.41;” so 
as to make the clause read: 

Fees of district attorneys: For painens of regular official fees provided by 
law for official services of United States district attorneys, $37,367.41. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 50, line 4, after the date ‘' 1887,” 
to strike out “$41,928.08”? and insert $42,526.28; so as to make the 
clause read: 

For payment of regular official fees provided by law for official services of 
coe States district attorneys, being a deficiency for the fiscal year 1887, $2,- 

28. 

The amendment was agreed to. ? 

The next amendment was, on page 50, to strike out the clause from 
line 7 to line 11, inclusive, as follows: 

To enable the Attorney-General to pay Joseph Campbell of Pheenix, Ariz., 
for assisting in prosecution of certain fifteen Apache Indians charged with mur- 
der before the United States court at Phoenix, Ariz., $1,500. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 51, line 3, after the word ‘‘ com- 
missioners, ’’ to strike out ‘$50,000’? and insert ‘‘$52,498.72;” so as 
to make the clause read: 

Fees of commissioners: For fees of United States commissioners and justices 
of the peace acting as such commissioners, $52,498.72. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 51, after the date ‘'1887,’’ at the 
end of line 7, to strike out ‘‘$18,051.62?’ and insert ‘'$19,757.35;’’ £o 
as to make the clause read: 

For fees of United States commissioners and justices of the Da acting as 
such commissioners, being a deficiency for the fiscal year 1887, $19,757.35. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 51, after line 21, to insert: 

Pay of district attorneys and assistants: To provide forthe payment of claims 
enumerated on pages 2 and 8 of Senate Executive Document No. 266, Fiftieth 


Congress, first session, as follows, namely; For payment of United States district 


attorneys for unofficial services for fiscal year 1886, $350; for fiscal year 1887, 


$4,005; for fiscal year 1888, $3,675.80; in all, $8,030.80. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 52, after line 7, to insert: 

For payment of cial assistant district attorneys, fiscal year 1886, $3,484.07; 
for fiscal year 1887, $5,027.75; for fiscal year 1888, $475; in all, $8,986.82. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 52, to strike out the clause from 
line 20 to line 24, inclusive, as follows: 

For expenses of Territorial courts in Utah, being a deficiency for the fiscal 
year 1887, on account of supplying and caring for the penitentiary, $8,734.26, 

And insert in lieu thereof: 

For expenses of Territorial courts in Utah, including $8,734.26 for supplying 
ee for the penitentiary, being a deficiency for the fiscal year 1897, $10,- 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 53, after line 23, to insert: 


Industrial Christian Home Association of Utah Territory: To further aid the 
Industrial Christian Home Association of Utah Territory, under its articles of 
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incorporation, in the establishment and maintenance of an industrial and edu- 
cational institution in Salt Lake City for the benefit of the dependent women 
and children of Utah and Idaho Territories who desire to sever their all ce 
to the Mormon Church, $75,000; and for contingent expenses of the association, 


$5,000; in all, $80,000, 
priated shall be disbursed by the treasurer of said. 


The money hereby a: 
association, who shall give such bonds for the faithful performance of hisduties 
nterior. All accounts of 


as may be deemed ee by the Secretary of the 

expenditures under this appropriation shall be audited by the Utah Commission, 
which shall hereafter act as the board of control for said institution, and shall 
make an annual report to Congress covering the work of said institution and 
its expenditures, 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 55, after line 19, to strike out the 
following clause: 

Refund to David Day: To refund to David Day so much of the fine of $225 
imposed upon him by the United States court for the southern district of Mis- 
sissippi at its November term, 1886, from which he was relieved by a pardon 
granted by the President, March 16, 1887, $125. A 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, under thehead of ‘‘ Public Printing,” on 
page 56, at the end of the clause appropriating $6,300 ‘‘ for payment 
to the printers regularly employed on the CONGRESSIONAL RECORD 
not exceeding $90 each for time unemployed during the present ses- 
sion, to be paid to such printers in proportion to the whole time actually 
employed in connection with the RECORD during the session,” to in- 
sert: i 

Provided, That for the purposes of allowing the benefits herein contained to 
be extended to okue eae S an of the RECORD appointed by the foreman, distin- 
guished from the regular appointees by a star g) aflixed to their names on the 
roll, they shall be conside as printers regularly employed on the RECORD, 


The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, on page 56, after line 15, to insert: 


Leda! 15 per cent, in addition to the amount paid for day labor to the em- 
ploy of the Government Printing O: as compositors, pressmen,stereo- 
Pd aia laborers, press-feeders, RECORD folders, counters, engineers, machinists, 

cn; and proof-readers, revisers, co y-holders, make-up, and imposer of the 
bill force, who were and are eerey. wapuores on the ht forces of the 
Government Printing Office, but exelusive of com tors on RECORD, dur- 
ing the first session of the Fiftieth Congress, $10,000, or as much thereof as may 
be necessary: Provided, That in estimating the said 15 per cent, credit shall be 
given to the Government for whatever has been paid or is now being paid the 
said employés above the rates for day work. 


The amendment was agreed to. 
‘The next amendment was, on page 57, after line 4, to insert: 


To enable the Public Printerto comply with the law granting fifteen days’ an- 
nual leave to the employés of the Government Printing Office, $18,000, 


The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, on page 57, after line 7, to insert: 
SENATE, 
For compensation of officers, clerks, messengers, and others in the service of 
the Senate, for the fiscal year 1889, $46,921.20, 
The amendment was to. 
The next amendment was, on page 57, after line 12, to insert: 
For materials for folding for the fiscal year 1889, $14,000. 
The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, on page 57, after line 14, to insert: 
l t 
for tha AET oat ponpa ets, at a rate not exceeding $1 per thousand, 
The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, on page 57, after line 18, to insert: 


For folding speeches and pamphlets, ata rate not exceeding $1 per thousand, 
for the fi year 1888, $4,500.67, 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 57, after line 22, to insert: 

For folding speeches and pamphlets, at a rate not exceeding $1 per thousand, 
for the fiscal year 1889, $12,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, at the top of page 58, to insert: 


For fuel, oil, cotton-waste, and advertising for the heating apparatus, exclu- 
sive of labor, for the fiscal year 1888, $879.59. - 


Mr. HALE. In line 2 of that amendment, after the wo: 
ratus,” I move to strike out ‘‘ exclusive of labor.’’ 

‘The amendment to the amendment was agreed to. 

The amendment as amended was agreed to. : 

The reading of the bill was resumed. The next amendment of the 
Committee on Appropriations was, on page 58, after line 4, to insert: 

For furniture and repairs of furniture for the fiscal year 1888, $3,953.60. 

The aniendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 58, after line 7, to insert: 


For expenses of maintaining and bg tw “AY horses and mail-wagons for carry- 
ing the mails for the fiscal year 1888, $1,804.80. 


‘The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 58, after line 11, to insert: 
For miscellaneous items, exclusive of labor, for the fiscal year 1888, $450.87, 
The amendment was agreed to. : 

The next amendment was, on page 58, after line 14, to insert: 


For expenses of inquiries and investigations ordered by the Senate, includ- 
ing compensation to stenographers to committees, at such rate as may be fixed 
by the Committee to Audit and Control the Contingent Expenses of the Senate, 
but not exceeding $1.25 per printed page, for the fiscal year 1889, $10,000, 


The amendment was agreed to. 


“ appa- 


The next amendment was, on page 58, after line 21, to insert: 

To pay George N. Stranahan for services as conductor of the new Senate ele- 

vator from April 1 to June 30, 1883, $300. 
The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, after line 24, on page 58, to insert: 

To pay Frank E, Waterman for nine day’s services, from December 5 to De- 
cember 13, 1887, inclusive, as clerk to Senator O. J. FAULKNER, $54, 

The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, on page 59, after line-3, to insert: 

To pay Jules Guthridge for seven days’ services, from December 5th to Decem- 
ber lith, 1887, inclusive, as clerk to Senator GEORGE HEARST, $42. 

The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, on page 59, after line 7, to insert: 

To pay George H. Boyd, assistant in Senate document-room, for services ren- 
dered July 11 and 12, 1888, $6.52, 

The amendment was to. 
The next amendment was, on page 59, after line 10, to insert: 

That hereafter the statement of all appropriations made during each session 
of Congress, including new offices created and the salaries of and salaries 
of the offices which are increased and the amounts of such increase authorized 
by the act of July 4, 1836, shall be prepared under the direction of the Commit- 
tees on sigh mac! ens Ons o Senate and House of Representatives, and said 
statement s. hereafter show also the offices the salaries of which are reduced 
or omitted and the amount of such reduction, and shall also contain a chronolog- 
ical history of the regular appropriation bills passed during the session for 
which it is prepared; and to comp this work forthe present session the sum 
of $1,200 is hereby appropriated, to be paid to the persons designated by the 
chairmen of said committees to do said work. 

The amendment was agreed to, 
The next amendment was, under the head of ‘* House of Represent- 
atives,’’ on page 61, after line 21, to strike out the following clause: 

To reimburse the five Official Reporters of the genre tag and debates of the 
House of Representatives for moneys paid by them so far during the present 
session for clerical hire and extra clerical services, $1,000 each, $5,000; fioo of 
which shall be paid to the widow of the late J. K. Edwards, he having been one 
of the said five Official Reporters as herein provided for, 

The amendment was a to. 
The next amendment was, on page 65, after line 6, to insert: 


To pay Alexander Vangeuder ns extra compensation for services rendered as 
assistant clerk tothe Committee on Invalid Pensions during the second session 
of the Forty-ninth and the first session of the Fiftieth Congresses, $500. 

The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, on page 65, after line 20, to insert: 

Library of Congress: To enable the accounting officers of the Treasury De- 
partment to settle the account of the disbursing agent of the Library of Con. 
gress for balances of forel due Edward G. Allen, of London, for fiscal 
Jen 1684, 1885, and 1887, $19.30, to be paid out of fund for increase of Library, 


The amendment was agreed to, 

The next amendment was, under the head of “Judgments Court of 
Claims,” on page 74, line 15, to strike out the name of ‘‘Bower’’ and 
insert ‘Bowyer; so as to read: 

John M. Bowyer, $960.55. 

The amendment was agreed to. a 

The next amendment was, on page 76, after line 8, to insert: 

Francis E. Greene, £545.20. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 76, to strike out lines 12 and 13, 
as follows: 

Martin E. Hall, $316.71, 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 80, after line 16, to insert: 

Sarah M. Burge, administrator of Young Burge, deceased, $576.99. 

The amendment was a to. 

Mr. GEORGE. Is it in order to offer an amendment to the bill at 
that point? 

The PRESIDENT proiempore. It is customary to proceed first with 
the amendments of the Committee on Appropriations, and then the 
bill will be open to amendments offered by Senators. 

The reading of the bill was resumed. 

The next amendment of the Committee on Appropriations was, ‘on 
page 81, line 5, after the words ‘‘three hundred,” to strike out ‘‘forty- 
five thousand seven hundred and twelve dollars and fifty-eight,” and 
insert ‘‘ forty-six thousand five hundred and eighteen dollars and six; ” 
so as to make the clause read: 

To pay difference of interest between 5 cont. as AEREE by section 1090, 
Revised Statutes, and 6 per cent. under the act of March 3, 1885 (18 Statutes, 
page 481), on ofa ju entof the Court of Claims in favor of Albert Grant, 
withheld under the act of March 3, 1885, but afterwards paid; the United States 
not having prevailed in the suits wherein demands were made against said Al- 
bert Grant, $291.88 cents; in all, $346,518.06: Provided, That none of the judg- 
ae herein provided for shall be paid until tho right of appeal shall have ex- 
p . 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in section 3, under the head of ‘‘ War De- 

ent—claims allowed by the Third Auditor and Second Comp- 
troller,” on page 93, to strike ont the clause from line 3 to line 7, in- 
clusive, as follows: 
sn eaten ecb Ue aety eee rena in Sa 
letter of August 16, 1888, $38,861.18. ; x ja 

The amendment was agreed to. 
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The next amendment was to insert as a new section the following: 


Sec. 5. That for the payment of a portion of the claims certified to be due aA 
the several accounting officers of the Treasury Department under ap) ej nce 
tions the balances of which have been exhausted or carried to the surplus 
under the provisions of section 5 of the act of June 20, 1874, and under appro- 

tions heretofore treated as permanent, being for the service of the year 

886 and prior years, and which have been certified to to Congress under section 2 
ort the act of July 7,1884, as fully set forth in Senate Executive Documents Nos. 255 
and 269, Fifticth Congress, first session, there is appropriated, as follows: 


CLAIMS ALLOWED BY FIRST COMPTROLLER. 


State Department: 
Foreign intercourse: For contingent expenses, foreign REFE 1885 and 
— years, $283.23. 
For sataries, consular service, 1886 and prior Akre $14.10. 
For contingent expenses, United States consulates, 1886and prior years, $71.83. 
nr expenses of prisons for American convicts, 1886 and prior years, $184.62 
r pay of consular officers for services to American vessels and seamen prior 
to <p uly 1, 1886, $14. 
Treasury Department: 
For arere office of the Secretary of the Treasury, 1886 and prior years, 


$65.17. 
Eor drawback on stills IE RSDOrA (act March 1, 1879), $180. 
Interior Departm: 
For Geological notorna Ssss and prior years, $20.04. 
eine salaries and commissions of registers and receivers, 1886 and prior years, 
For contingent expenses of land offices, 1886 and prior years, $17.33. 
ae expenses of we ting public moneys, 1886 and pal von years, $281.98, 
For  binmensiy pa _— 1886 and prior years, $22.20, 
For expenses in land entries, 1586 and price Pry $27.41. 
For Screamin P henri publ o lands, 1886 and prior goah 
For5, 5.38, and 2 per cent, fund to States, prior to July 1, ion 36, $25, 676.24. 
Department of Justice: 
ae fees and expenses of marshals, United States courts, 1886 and prior years, 


For ee of clerks, United States courts, 1886 and y y $604.50. 

For fees of commissioners, United States courts, 1886 and prior io y 20. 
For fees of witnesses, United States courts, 1886 *and prior 3B pases 

For pop abba prisoners, United States courts, 1886 and prior ob leis 23. 
For miscellaneous expenses, United States courts, 1886 and prior years, orig Sl. 
For expenses of Territorial courts in Utah, 1886 and prior years, $9,085. 


CLAIMS ALLOWED BY THE FIRST AUDITOR AND COMMISSIONER OF CUSTOMS, 
ee ex pO econ of collecting the revenue from customs, 1836 and prior years, 


Boo neg em" aa Service, prior to July 1, 1836, except claims numbered 
32107 and 22109, $525. 

For expenses of revenue-cutter service, 1885 and prior years, except claims 
numbered 22106 and 22108, $18. 

~ furniture and repairs of same for public buildings, 1886 and prior years, 


Kor debentures and other charges, prior to July t, 1886, 5 cents. 
For repairs and incidental expenses of light-houses, 1886 and prior years, 


For su fede ht-houses, 1886 and Ee TOSES; 
For Light- aus Tabiini, 1861, 
WAR pe eed CLAIMS ALLOWED BY THE SECOND AUDITOR AND SECOND 
COMPTROLLER. 


y of two and three year volunteers, 1871 and prior years, $61,909.20. 
For ae ee to volunteers and their widows and legal heirs, 1871 ‘and prior 
years, 5 

For bounty, act of July 28, 1866, 1880 and prior years, $8,700. 

For pay, etc., of the Army, 1886 and prior years, $2,628.24. 

Pay, ro s a Army, 1887, $532.35. 

Sareea the Army, 1888, $120.75. 

For ann Sear of the Army, 1886 and prior years, $485.90. 

For draft and substitute fand, visti and prior igor $3.72. 

For ree ay and hospital department, Be on pe pack parne $1.60, 

For ce stores, and su potes z prior years, $17. 

For peoven bine and suppressing Indian h ties, 1871 and prior years, $101.29, 
INTERIOR DEPARTMENT CLAIMS ALLOWED BY THE SECOND AUDITOR AND SECOND 
COMPTROLLER. 

For fulfilling treaty with Nez Percés, $30.09. 
For support of Indian children at schoolsin| States, 1896 and prior zearo; as 30, 
For support of Yakamas and other Indians, 1886 and prior years, $19.78. 
WAE DEPARTMENT CLAIMS ALLOWED BY THE THIRD AUDITOR AND sacox 
COMPTROLLER. 
For subsistence of the Army, 1886 and prior years, $84. 
e+, regular supplies, Quartermaster’s Department, sss and prior years, 
este ar expenses, Quartermaster’s Department, 1886 and prior years, 
Por transportation of the Army and its supplies, 1885 and prior years, $5,205. 
For 50 per cent. of arrears of Army transportation due certain land-grant rail- 
i Lane ghee gg firs 
For barracks and quarters, 1886 and pees’ years, $263, 
For a and camp and garriso: uipage, 1886 and prior years, $78.40. 
For horses for cavalry and artillery, isa prior rs, $716. 
For engineer depot at Willets Point, N. Y., 1886 an paced years, $3.44: 
( r ar age 4 Me Sy chy GE OEIS) ‘expenses pirre in raising volunteers 
R uly g 
For reimbursi Sneg State of Kentucky for expenses in suppressing the re- 
bellion Tasia Jahe a, 1872, and March 3, 1851), $36,841.67. 
“nr og and other property lost in the military service prior to July 1, 1836, 
For commutation of rations to a of war in rebel States and to soldiers 
Sn sagan ae prior seddia 1, 1886, $3,136, . Moras 
‘or pay, transpo services, and sw o eet and Washin. 
volunteers in 1855 and 1856, 1871 ane prior TURE. $2,978. en 
For Rogue River Indian war, prior to July 1, 1886, ese. 99, 
NAVY DEPARTMENT CLAIMS ALLOWED BY THE FOURTH AUDITOR AND SECOND 
COMPTROLLER. 
For pay of the Navy, prior to July 1, 1836, $369,463.64, 
Rais pay of the it prior to July E iss, for the payment of claims set forth 


Senate Executive ent SES 269, Fiftieth Congress, first session, $4,157.81. 
For pay, mona ag egg a and prior y $176.70. 
For contingent, Navy; and prior years, 


For contingent, Marine Corps, 1586 and prior years, $1.40, 


Site porate, Navy, Bureau of Provisions and Clothing, 1836 and prior years, 


sie provisions, Navy, Bureau of Provisionsand Clothing, 1896 and prior years, 
for the payment of the claim set forth in Senate Executive Document, No. 269, 
Fiftieth Congress, first session, 

For indemnity for lost clothing, prior to July 1, 1886, $120, 

For enlistment bounties to seamen, prior to July 1, 1886, $081.45. 

For the payment of claims for difference between “actual expenses and mile- 
age allowed under the decision of paa United States Supreme Court in the case 
of Graham vs. United States, $1,222. 

The amendment was agreed aS 
The next amendment was to insert as a new section the following: 

Sec. 6. That for the payment of the claims certified to be due by the Auditor 
of the Treasury for the Post-Office Department under the act approved March 
3, 1883, or under appropriations the balance of which have been exhausted or 
carried to the surplus fund under the provisions of section 5 of the act of June 
20, 1874, being for the pete of the fiscal year 1886 and prior years, and which 
have been certified to Co under section 2 of the at of July 7, 1884. as fully 
set forth in Senate cect ve Document No. 252, Fiftieth Congress, first session, 
there is appropriated as follows: 

For ce. Sarees of postmasters readjusted under act of March 3, 1883, pay- 
able from deficiency in postal revenue, 1886 and prior years, $70,008.42, 

For cy in postal revenue, 1886 and prior years, $1,83. 

Mr. HALE., In line 10 of the proposed section 6, 959 ” ought to 
be *'253;” so as to read: 


As my set forth in Senate Executive Document No. 253, Fiftieth Congress, 
first session. 


I move to so amend it. 

The amendment to the amendment was agreed to. 

The amendment as amended was agreed to. 

The reading of the bill was concluded. 

Mr. HALE. On page 13, after line 9, I move to insert: 


ELECTORAL MESSENGERS, 


For the payment of the messengers of the respective States for conveying to 
the seat of Government the votes of the electors of said States and for President 
and Vice-President of the United States at the rate of 25 cents for every mile of 
the estimated distance by the most usual road traveled from the place of meet- 
ing of the electors to the seat of Government of the United States, computed for 
one distance only, for the service of fiscal year, $9,000, orso much thereof as may 
be necessary. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. HALE. On page 27 I move to strike out the clause from line 
15 to line 21, inclusive. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The words proposed to be stricken 
out will bè read. 

The SECRETARY. It is proposed to strike out the clause on page 
27 from line 15 to line 27, inclusive, as follows: 


For payment on account of Army transportation, 1882 and prior years, as cer- 
tified to Congress as due, by the pp engaia officers of the ee in House 
Executive Document No. 19, Fiflieth Congress, first namely: To the 
Hoboken Land improvement Company of New Jersey, $15,500. 

The amendment was agreed to 

Mr. HALE. On page 29, line 17, after the word “‘ therefrom,” the 
words ‘‘in all’’ should be inserted. I move that amendment. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. HALE. Onpage 41, line7, the committee amendment should be 


disagreed to. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. On page 41, line 7, after the words ‘‘twothou- 
sand,’’ the Senate has stricken out “two hundred and seventy-six” and 
inserted ‘‘seven hundred and forty-nine;’’ so as to make the clause read: 

To pay amounts found due by the accounting officers on account of expenses 
of depositing public moneys, being a deficiency for the fiscal year 1887, $2,749.72. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. By unanimous consent the vote by 
which this amendment was agreed to will be reconsidered, and the 
amendment will be regarded as disagreed to. ‘The Chair hears no ob- 
jection. 
: Mr. HALE. On page 45, lines 7 and 8, I move to strike out ‘ forty- 
one thousand seven hundred and ninety-eight’’ and insert instead 
thereof ‘‘ forty-two thousand two hundred and seventy-one.’’ 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. On page 45, line 7, after the words ‘‘two hun- 
dred and,” it is pro to strike out ‘' forty-one thousand seven hun- 
dred and ninety-eight’’ and insert ‘‘ forty-two thousand two hundred 
and seventy-one;’’ so as to make the clause read: 

For compensation to orient in post-offices, being a deficiency on account of 
the fiscal year 1887, $242,271. 

The amendment was Sri to. 

Mr. HALE. On page 49, after line 13, I move to insert: 

For the paymentof the widow of the late Chief-J ee Moreo R. Waite, this 
sum, being equal to the balance of his salary for one year, $8,745. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. HALE. Gn page 57, line 7, after the words “‘ Printing Office,” 
I move to insert the words ‘ * for the fiscal years 1887 and 1888;’’ in 


the same line, before ‘‘thousand,’’ to strike oak the word “eighteen”? 
and insert the word ‘‘ twenty-five;”” and at the end of the clause to 
add: 

And the Public Printer is hereby directed to pay forthwith all persons for sery- 
ices covered by deficiencies for said years. 


The amendment was agreed to. 
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Mr. MANDERSON. I ask the Secretary to read, commencing on 
line 5, so as to show the context. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Secretary will read as re- 
quested, beginning in line 5. 

The Secretary read as follows: 

To enable the Public Printer to comply with the law granting fifteen days’ 
annual leave to the employés of the Government Printing Office for the fiscal 
Pere 1687 and 1888, $25,000; and the Public Printer is hereby directed to pay 

‘orth with all persons for services covered by deficiencies for said years. 

Mr. HALE. I have no further amendments from the Committee on 
Appropriations, but the Senator from Missouri [Mr. CocKRELL] hasan 
amendment to offer from the committee. 

Mr. COCKRELL, On page 53, I move tostrike out lines 21, 22, and 
23, in the following words: 

And for soppor of prisoners, United States courts, balance for the fiscal year 
ended June 30, 1887, $25,000. 

And to insert: 2 

For supportof United States prisoners, including necessary clothing and med- 
ical aid, and transportation from place of conviction, being for the service of the 
fiscal year, 1887, $25,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. PLUMB. Iam instructed by the Committee on Public Lands 
to offer an amendment to come in at the close of the bill. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. Are there further amendments to be 
proposed by the Committee on Appropriations? 

Mr. HALE. We are through with the committee amendments. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Kansas proposes 
to amend the bill. The amendment will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. It is proposed to add as an additional section: 


res) 
of 


any crimes 

Strip. And 
the circuit court of the United States for the said district of Kansas is hereby 
invested with jurisdiction to hear, t 
the above-described public land district, ur in respect of the inhabitants thereof 
jin the same manner, under the same limitations, and with the same effect that 
the supreme court of the Territory of New Mexico has within the Territory of 
New Mexico in respect of cases or persons arising or residing therein, and all 
the laws of the United States are hereby extended over said Public Land Strip, 
and for the purposes of the privileges and benefits of the land laws said Public 
Land Strip is hereby attached tothe southwestern land district of Kansas, and 
the Secretary of the Interior is authorized to cause the subdivisional lines of 
townships in said Public Land Strip to be surveyed under current appropriations 
for the surveying service: Provided, That the public lands in said strip shall 
be subject to entry only by actual settlers under the homestead laws, excluding 
the commutation provided by section 2301 of the Revised Statutes. 

Mr. PLUMB. I was instructed by the Committee on Public Lands 
to offer this amendment to cover an emergency which exists in regard 
to the strip known as No Man’s Land. By some oversight that strip 
has not been included in any judicial district of the United States, and, 
while there are 6,000 or 7,000, or, perhaps, even 10,000, people on that 
strip, they have no means of protecting their rights to life or property, 
and no meansof acquiring title to the lands on which they have settled. 

A year ago last winter the Senate passed a bill which the House 
finally concurred in, which went to the President a couple of days before 
the adjournment of the session in March, but the President did not 
signit. That bill is in substantially the terms of this amendment 
which I have proposed. Dnuring this session the Senate has passed two 
bills with reference to this subject, one to accomplish what is proposed 
by this amendment, and another to attach the strip permanently to 
the State of Kansas. The other House has acted upon neither. 

This arrangement is a temporary one. I have little doubt myself 
that in due course of time this Public Land Strip will be incorporated 
in whatever Territory may be formed out of the Indian Territory, but 
in the mean time it is a Botany Bay for all that section of country. 
About two months ago some six or seven people were killed at one time 
in that Territory. The dispatches say that some sixteen or seventeen 
others have been killed since that time. Lawless characters from the 
whole country around go into that strip and prey upon the adjoining 
portions of Texas, New Mexico, Colorado, and Kansas. 

Mr. CULLOM. Does the amendment propose to extend the juris- 
diction of the courts? 

Mr. PLUMB. It proposes to extend the jurisdiction of the United 
States courts, and it provides for the survey of the land. It provides 
that these people may make entries under the homestead law in the 
adjacent district of Kansas. That will not be inconvenient to them, 
because all the business can be done by mail, and before the time when 
these entries are required to be made, as they can only be made in five 
years, undoubtedly Congress will act in such a way as to make some 
permanent disposition of this territory. 

Mr. CULLOM. All I desire to say is that this Congress certainly 


ought not to adjourn without doing something to protect those people. 


, and determine all civil cases arising in | j 


Mr. PLUMB. This amendment, of course, is out of order as much 
as anything can possibly be; but I very much hope that in view of the 
circumstances of the case and the very great emergency no point of 
order will be made upon the amendment. It meets with the unani- 
mous concurrence of the Public Lands Committee. The subject has 
been presented to the Committee on Appropriations, and no member 
of that committee, I think, will make a point of order. This appears 
to be the only possible chance of obtaining any legislation which will 
protect the lives or the property of the people who are living on that 
strip, or the lives or the property of the people who live adjacent thereto, 
and who are being preyed upon by lawless characters who make their 
headquarters on that strip. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. If there be no objection to the re- 
ception of the amendment, the question is on agrecing to the same. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. GEORGE. On page 80, after line 19, I move to insert: 

That the Secretary of the Treasury be,and he is hereby, directed to pay to 
Martie S. Whitney, as administratrix of the estate of Franklin S. Whitne , de- 
ceased, the sum ot $22,224, in full satisfaction of her claim against the United 
States. for supplies furnished to the Army and Mt oe the United States, the 
same being the amount found to be due her by the Court of Claims. 

I wish tostate thata bill making this appropriation passed the Senate 
at this session, and then the item was put upon the urgent deficiency 
appropriation bill, and was lost there. It is a very meritorious claim, 
which the Senator from North Carolina [Mr. VANCE] can explain more 
fully than I can. 

Mr. HALE, I do not like to raise the point of order upon this claim, 
because I know its underlying merit, but there are many others of the 
same class, it being one of the Bowman act claims, which do notof course 
come under the rules which allow judgments of the Court of Claims to 
goon this bill. The committee has been very strict in all of those 
items and has kept them off the bill because they go to another com- 
mittee and are reported in another bill. 

If the deficiency bill is made the medium of passing one of these 
claims, of course there will be noend. I know one Senator already 
who has claims amounting to one hundred and odd thousand dollars 
that he will move if this is allowed to goon. Under these conditions, 
while I regret it very much, I am constrained to make the point of 
order on the amendment. 

Mr. VANCE. I hope the Senator from Maine will withdraw his ob- 


jection. i 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The point of order is not debatable, 
but the Chair will hear the Senator from North Carolina by unanimous 
consent. 

Mr. VANCE. I was speaking in the nature of an appeal to the 
Senator from Maine. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair will hear the Senator 
from North Carolina. 

Mr. VANCE. I do not think that the adoption of this amendment 
will involve any of the consequences suggested by the Senator from 
Maine. This is a case adjudicated by the Court of Claims under the 
Bowman act, and it is within the spirit of the law to be treated as a 
judgment equitably. 

A bill has passed the Senate embodying the payment of this claim 
in accordance with the decision of the Court of Claims. In addition 
to that the Senate adopted this amendment to the urgent deficiency 
bill, but it was di to in the committee of conference. So I 
think it stands on a different footing entirely from the great mass of 
claims which have merely been adjudicated under the Bowman act 
and have not met the approbation of the Senate on two occasions, as 
has been done in this case. It is a very meritorious claim, and I hope 
the Senator will withdraw his objection and his point of order. 

Mr. HARRIS. Mr. President—— 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Tennessee can 
proceed by unanimous consent. 

Mr. HARRIS. Very briefly. Of course I know nothing as to the 
merit of the claim presented by the Senator from North Carolina. I 
think that the roms, J of the Court of Claims in respect to all matters 
investigated by it makes a strong prima facie case as to every material 
fact going to the allowance of the claim. I certainly shall not object 
to the Senate’s adopting this amendrhent; but it is fair that I give 
notice to the Senator from Maine and the Senate that there are two or 
three hundred Tennessee claimants, involving pretty large amounts in 
the aggregate, and if the Senate adopts the rule of putting these find- 
ings or these claims in respect to which the Court of Claims has made 
findings upon the deficiency bill I shall expect it to extend to me the 
same courtesy that it is extending to the Senator from North Carolina, 
and I shall unquestionably ask the Senate to do so. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair holds that the point of 
order is well taken, and that the proposed amendment can not be re- 
ceived. Does the Senator from Mississippi desire to appeal from the 
ruling of the Chair? 

Mr. GEORGE. No, sir. Isuppose the decision is correct in point of 
strictness. I just hoped that nobody would make the point of order. 

Mr. HISCOCK. I move to insert on page 80, after line 19: 


The New York Central and Hudson River Railroad Company, $144,092.92, 


1888. 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 


8885 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. To avoid mistake, will the Senator 
from New York send the proposed amendment to the desk? 

Mr. HISCOCK There is a second amendment which will follow it, 
which will be necessary to correct the sum total. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. That can be done bythe clerks, The 
amendment will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. On page 80, after the word ‘‘cents,’”’ in line19, 
it is proposed to insert: 

The New York Central and Hudson River Railroad Company, $144,092.92, 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Is there objection to the reception 
of this amendment? 

Mr. HALE. I wish to ask the Senator from New York whether this 
is one of those matters regularly estimated for by the Secretary of the 


Treasury. 
Mr. HISCOCK. Itis. I have in my hand the following communi- 
cation from the Secretary of the Treasury: 


TREASURY DEPARTMENT, September 3, 1888. 

ly to the resolution of the Senate of the 28th ultimo—‘ That the 

ry the Treasury be directed to transmit to the Senate * * * a 
list of judgments of the Court of Claims requiring an appropriation at the present 
session, not already transmitted to Congress ™—I have the honor to transmit 
herewith a judgment in favor of the New York Central and Hudson River Rail- 
road Company for $144,092.92, rendered during the present term of said conrt, 
but not heretofore presented to Congress because an appeal has been pending 
in the case. The appeal having been withdrawn by the Attorney-General on 
the 9th of August, 158s, the claim is now forwarded for appropriation. 


Respectfully, yours, . 
C, S. FAIRCHILD,"Secretary. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore United States Senate. e 


Sm: In re 


Judgment of the Court of Claims. 


alec Miono 
presen e 
No. Claimant. Date. Amount. ed for gekr a 
payment,| peal 
1888, 1888. 1888, 
14624 | The New York Central and | May 14 | $144,092.92 | May 19 | Aug. 12 
Hudson R, R. Co. lo 


Mr. HALE. It isa judgment. ` 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment proposed by the Senator from New York [Mr. Hiscock]. 

The amendment was to. 

Mr. HALE. The total will be changed. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The total will be changed to corre- 
- spond with the increase made by the amendment. 
Mr. CHANDLER. On page 10, after line 8, I move to insert: 


Public building at Concord, N. H.: For fitting-up the attie story, for curbing, 
ai _eeeconeets and for incidental expenses necessary to finish the building, 


Mr. HALE. Is that estimated for by the Department? 

Mr. CHANDLER. I have the estimate of the Department in my 
hand, and also the recommendation of the Committee on Public Build- 
ings and Grounds that this amendment be inserted. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. CALL. On page 11, after line 12, I move to insert: 

For the payment to Samuel H. Robinson for services rendered in connection 
with the sanitary improvement of the Treasury Department building in a proper 
sanitary condition by improved plumbing and sewerage, $595. 

Mr. HALE. Let me ask the Senator from Florida if that estimate 
was sent down from the Department? 

Mr. CALL. It is contained in the Book of Estimates and recom- 
mended by the Secretary of the Treasury. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. DOLPH. I offer the following amendment to be inserted on 
page 29, at the end of line 6: 

Reimbursement to certain States and Territories for expenses incurred in re- 
pelling invasions and suppressing Indian hostilities, act June 27, 1882, $11,723.64. 
: Mr. HALE. Isthattheitem for which the papers came in this morn- 
ing? 

Mr. DOLPH. That istheitem. Theaccount has been audited and 
allowed to the State of California since the last report. A similar sum 
has been paid to Texas, Kansas, and some other States, but nothing 
has been paid to California, and this is the amount audited. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. CALL. On page 54, after line 18, I move to insert: 

For one year’s salary to the widow of Lafayette E. Dancy, an employé of the 
Hoamvics as TaT Pio, cad Clever palace tea eek en 
ieee sie > : yellow fever, leaving a widow and 

I have here a letter from the Commissioner of Internal Revenue, in- 
closing a letter from the collector at Jacksonville, Fla., stating the 
circumstances. The letters are as follows: 

TREASURY DEPARTMENT, OFFICE OF INTERNAL eng 
Washington, September 21, 1888. 


Sim: I inclose herewith a copy of letter from Collector Whitfield Walker, dis- 
trict of Florida, dated August 28, 1888, in regard to Deputy Collector L. E. Dancy. 


Before this letter reached here (August 31) the death of Mr. Dancy wasannounced 

by telegram. Mr. Dancy was chief deputy to Collector Walker, at a salary of 

$1,400 per annum, and an allowance of ties for his aron expenses. He was 

a faithful, zealous officer, and of high standing in the service, and the circum- 

stances under which he performed his duties at the last during the epidemic of 

yellow fever rendered them singularly meritorious. 

iE Spc JOS. 8. MILLER, 

Commissioner, 


Hon. WILKINSON CALL, ‘ 
United States Senator. 


REVENUE COLLECTOR’S OFFICE, 

District of Florida, August 28, 1888, 

Sre: Owing to the prevalence of yellow fever here, our deputy, H. W. Wight- 
man, left for the North, being afraid of the disease; this leaves in this office only 
our chief deputy, L. E. Dancy,and myself. In the present outlook itis improb- 
able that it would be prudent for Mr. Wightman to return before the 15th of No- 
vember; in view of these conditions Chief Deputy Dancy will be obliged to do 
Mr. Wightman’s work as well as his own, and thus be on double duty, as it 
would exceedingly difficult to supply Mr. Wightman’s place even tem 
rarily. Mr. Dancy is a healthy, robust young man, is a native Floridian, 
passed through two epidemics, is not at all nervous, or pe rigor pt of the 
slightest danger from the present epidemic; he has sent his wife and children to 
a safe retreat in the piney woods, has fixed up a slee ing room in this office, is 
exceedingly prudent; heis perfectly willingand physi y abletodo Mr. Wight- 
man’s work (which will add at least four to six hours to each day’s labor), pro- 
vided he shall receive the compensation allowed Mr, Wightman in addition to 
his present pay as chief deputy during Mr. Wightman’s absence. 

As I am familiar with all the circumstances as stated, I respectfully request 
and urgently recommend that Mr. Dancy be allowed the additional pay as sug- 
gested above. Our city is in a deplorable condition, on account of the unpre- 
cedentedly foolish panic that has seized thousands of our people. It is esti- 
mated that 5,000 have fled to the North and to the mountains of Georgia, North 
Carolina, and Virginia. Business here seriously injured. Our health and city 
authorities are eke cane fight to suppress it or hold in check until frost 
relieves, which rarely its us before last October or Ist November. The only 
business that is running smoothly is the internal revenue of this district. My 
own health was never . I reside in Riverside, a high bluff on the St. 
John’s River, one and half miles from the city; considered one of the most 
healthful a of earth perhaps in the United States. No fever has occurred in 
this beautiful suburb, nor is it likely that there will be any. I have thought 
it proper to close the office—and have so adv —at 3 o'clock p. m., and 
open at 10 o’clock a. m. each day. Ithen goin u7 buggy (I will not risk go- 
ing in the street cars) to my home and remain until 9:30 o’clock next mornings 
then come to my office. In this way Iam at my post of duty, entirely und 
mayed at my surroundings. If I fall I will with my face to the foe, with 
colors flying. 

I trust in God and fear no evil. 

Very respectfully, your obedient seryant, 


UNITED STATES INTERNAL 


he iS WALKER, 
Collector. 
Hon. Josern S. MILL 


ER, 
Commissioner, Washington, D. C. : 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment proposed by the Senator from Florida [Mr. CALL]. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. GORMAN. On page 59, after line 10, in the Senate items, I 
move to insert: 


To pay W. B, Clarke for extra services as laborer from March 4, 1886, until 
March 4 1888, $280. 


The amendment was agreed to. 
Mr. CALL. I move to amend the bill by inserting, on page 55, after 
line 19: 


For the purchase of a steam-launch, the vessel to be under the control of the 
collector of customs at Key West, Fla., or of the chief inspector of customs ap- 
pe by the Secretary of the Treasury, who shall report to the collector at 

ey West, except when otherwise directed by the Secretary, to enforce the 
quarantine laws against infectious and contagious disease and to preventsm 
gling and other violation of laws of the United States on the coast of Fori 
and the Gulf of Mexico, $20,000, or so much thereof as may be necessary, 


I submit to the Senator in charge of the bill the following letter, 
which I have just received from the Secretary of the Treasury : 


TREASURY DEPARTMENT, September 21, 1888. 

Sir; In reply to your letter of the 19th instant, inclosing an amendment to 
the general deficiency bill providing $20,000 for a steam-vessel at Key West, I 
have the honor to state that the reports of the collector of customs at that port—a 
spr of which was sent to the cha of the Senate Committee on Appropri- 
ations July 30, 1888—shows that two vessels are needed for service on the Florida 
coast. The Department has the appropriation of $55,000 for the larger of 
these vessels, by letter to the pane of the House of Representatives, Feb- 
ruary 20, 1888. Since that time the need of more protection to the Florida coast 
than is now afforded by the one revenue steamer cruising there has become man- 
ifestly apparent, and, in the absence of the appropriation then asked, the adop- 
tion of your proposed amendment is recommended, with this change: Strike 
out all in lines 1,2,3,and in line 4 before the word “except,” and insert in lieu 
thereof as follows: “To enable the Secretary of the Treasury to purchase or 
construct a steam revenue vessel, to be stationed at Key West, Fla.” 

The A praan r ati submitted is herewith returned, altered as suggested. 


y, yours, 
HUGH S. THOMPSON, 
Acting Secretary, 

Hon. WILKINSON CALL, United States Senate. 

I suggest to the Senator from Maine that in the present condition of 
the importation of yellow fever from Havana in smuggling on the coast 
of Florida, the adoption of this amendment is very urgently necessary. 
The disease now prevailing and threatening almost the entire country 
is said upon the evidence obtained by the Surgeon-General of the Ma- 
rine-Hospital Service to have been introduced by smugglers upon the 
coast of Florida. There is no means by which this smuggling can be 
successfully prevented except by having one or more vessels upon the 
largely extended coast of Florida, the vessels drawing only a light 
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> 
draught of water and capable of pursuing these people into the bays 
and recesses of the coast. 

Mr. HALE. IfI believed that the building or buying of this vessel 
was essential in the present condition of Florida, I might consent to 
waive the point of order; but I do not believe it is, and I am constrained 
to make the point of order that not only it is not a deficiency, but it is 
not regularly estimated for. 

Mr. CALL. I do not understand the Senator from Maine. Does he 
raise the point of order? : 

Mr. HALE. Yes, I raise the point of order. . 

Mr. CALL. I ask upon what point does the Senator hold that the 
amendment is not in order? 

Mr. HALE. First, it is not a deficiency. 
stand that it is regularly estimated for. 

Mr. CALL. Oh, yes; in the Book of Estimates, It is estimated 
for here in this recommendation of the Secretary of the Treasury. The 
rule, I believe,does not require anything about its being on a deficiency 
bill or any other bill but a general appropriation bill. It is estimated 
for by the Department in the Book of Estimates, referred to in this 
communication, and it is again estimated for and recommended here. 

Mr. HALE, Will the Senator point out where it is found in the 
Book of Estimates? 

Mr..CALL. The letter of the Secretary of the Treasury states that 
he has estimated for it and presented it to the House of Representa- 
tives and to the Senate as late as July last. 

Mr. HALE. There may be some recommendation, but I do not 
understand that there is an estimate. 

Mr. CALL. And here is his letter, in specific terms recommending 

in this particular amendment and the appropriation for it. 


Secondly, I donot under- 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from Maine insist 
on his t of order? X 
Mr. . Ido. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The letter which the Senator from 
Florida sends to the desk contains merely the opinion of the Treasury 
Department upon the merits of the appropriation which had been sub- 
mitted by the Senator from Florida. Itis not, in the technical sense 
of the term, an estimate. The Chair thinks that under the rules the 
amendment, if objected to, is not admissible. 

Mr. CALL. I submit to the Chair whether the statement in the 
Secretary’s letter referring to his previous estimate of $55,000 does not 
bring the amendment within the rule. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. Herefers in his letter to a previous 
letter written to the Speaker of the House of Representatives, dwell- 
ing upon the importance and advisability of the appropriation; but the 
Chair understands an ‘‘estimate’’ to have a technical meaning. It 
must be an amount specifically set forth in the annual book sent down 
from the Department to the two Houses of Congress for the guidance 
of the committees of the two Houses. 

Mr. CALL. I very respectfully ask the Chair if the rule uses the 
term ‘‘the Book of Estimates,” or whether it says ‘‘ recommended by 
the head of a Department.” My recollection is that the language of 
the rule is ‘‘recommended by the head of a Department.” 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. ‘‘ Or proposed in pursuance of an 
estimate of the head of some one of the Departments,’’ is the language 
of Rule XVI. It has always been held that that had a technical sig- 
nification and meant that it must be forwarded, as the estimates are 
sent annually by the heads of the Departments, to the committees of 
Congress stating the items for which appropriations are desired. 

Mr. CALL. I understand the Chair, then, to rule that nothing but 
an annual estimate by the head of a Department would be in order. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Not that. 

-Mr. CALL. Iask the Senator from Maine to withdraw the point of 
order. The amendment clearly comes within the spirit of the rule ac- 
cording to the ruling of the Chair. The objection is merely in the let- 
ter, and I do not think it is even in the letter of the rule. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore, If the Senator desires, the Chair 
will submit the question to the Senate for its decision. 

Mr, CALL. I have no doubt the Senate would decide it in favor of 
the Chair; but I appeal to the Senator from Maine, in a case so mani- 
festly within the spirit of the rule and of such urgent necessity, where 
a contagious disease has been, and is being, and may be introduced 
every day, threatening the whole country and creating panic and alarm, 
when the Secretary of the Treasury states that ific fact and recom- 
_ mends this appropriation. rE the ruling of the Chair that the 

item must bein the Book of Estimates, I call the attention of the 
Chair to the fact that the estimates come only once a year, for it is not 

ticable to estimate but once a year in that way—— 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair did not hold that the 
item must be contained in the Book of Estimates. Theestimate might 
be sent down by the head of the Department at any time. But the 
amendment is not within the rule. Itappears from the letter that the 
Senator from Florida sent a copy of the amendment to the Secretary of 
the , and it is his response to a request of the Senator from 
Florida for his opinion as to the merits of the amendment. 

_Mr. CALL. I sent it as a member of the Committee on Appropria- 
tions at the suggestion of the chairman of the committee, I will say to 


the Senator from Maine, and if the chairman were here he would not 
raise the objection, because it was by his direction that I sent it to the 
Department, he stating that my transmission of it would answer the 
same purpose as if it were sent by himself, 

Mr. HALE. If the Senator from Florida has followed the direction 
of the chairman of the committee in this regard, I will not make the 
point of order. . 
rae PRESIDENT pro tempore. The point of order is withdrawn. 

e question recurs on ing to the amendment pro; by the 
Senator from Florida. TERTS vidi 

‘The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. PLUMB. I offer, by request of a Senator who is absent, the 
following amendment: : ` 

For payment on account of Army transportation; 1882 and prior years, as cer- 
tified to Congress as due by the accounting officers of the Treasury in House 
Executive Document No. 19, Fiftieth Congress, first session, as follows: 

To the Baltimore and Ohio Railroad Company, $32,788.48; to the Hoboken 
Land Improvement Company, of New Jersey, $15,800; in all, $48,588.48. ° 

For payment on account of barracks and quarters, 1881 and prior years, to L. 
A, Von Hoffman and William A, Mertens (trading as R. Von Hoffman & Co.) 
and William H. Newman, $15,430.56, certified to Congress as due by the account- 
ing officers of the Treasury in House Executive Document No. 19, Fiftieth Con- 
gress, first session. 

Mr. HALE. , Are these items regularly estimated for? 

Mr. PLUMB. These items are regularly estimated for, and are con- 
tained in one of the documents from which the committee of the House 
have taken certain things, leaving out these among others. Ido not 
care anything about these items, but I have presented the amendment 
at æ request of a Senator who was obliged to go away, for the pur- 
pose of bringing up this question. There are certain deficiencies which 
are perhaps unavoidable. While I think myself that executive officers 
do not exercise as much care as they ought to prevent deficiencies, and 
do not fairly discharge themselves of the obligations of the statute, at 
the same time, when one of them within the apparent purview of his 
authority does incur an obligation to an individual for supplies or for 
services and that comes here under the sanction of the Secretary of 
the Treasury in the regular estimates, I- think it is an outrage, to 
speak very slightly about it, that it is not appropriated for. What 
happens is this: The Secretary sends down his estimates; the House 
committee goes to work and picks out various items from these gsti- 
mates. Whether that is a selection by judgment, or whether it is by 
caprice, or whether it is by favoritism, I will not say; but I do say that 
when that estimate comes down, prima facie at least, every single 
item in it is entitled to the same and to the same treatment 
that every other item is entitled to; but what happens? These are 
not appropriated for, they are dropped, hung up; they get into the 
class of what are called claims. The next thing we know they pass 
into the hands of attorneys; special bills are introduced for their pay- 
ment, and so on, and we have all that claim business before another 
committee, whereby the innocent persons who dealt with the Govern- 
ment on the theory that the Secretary of the: Navy, or the Secretary 
of War, or the commissioners of the District of Columbia, or whoever 
else had charge of the particular class of expenditures, had authority 
to do what he did, and the Government got the benefit of the service, 
and the man is obliged to wait for indefinite years, and pay probably 
50 or 75 per cent. of the claim to an attorney to dog the heels of Con- 
gress in order to get it through. = 

What I say is that we ought to take these claims as they come and 
pay them to the innocent people who are entitled to our considera- 
tion, who have given apparently value to the Government, or else we 
ought to reject the whole of them. Isay we ought not to reject them 
for this reason: While I believe, as I said, that there is a good deal of 
looseness in the Executive Departments about incurring expenditures, 
it ought not to be charged to the people who deal with the Depart- 
ments. 

The Secretary of the Navy goes to a man and says, ‘‘I want a thou- 
sand tons of ice.’? That man can not say to the Secretary, ‘‘I want 
to see your authority under the statute. Show me your authority to 
buy ice. Let me see your bank account and see if you have not ex- 
pended all the money appropriated for this purpose.” He is bound 
to presume that the Secretary is justly exercising authority conferred 
on him by law, and that the money is at hand to pay, or the authority 
for the payment ; and it is a great wrong to punish the claimant for 
what, at the best, is an improvident act of the executive officer of the 
Government who has charge of the particular business which may re- 
sult in the expenditure. 

I should be glad to move and shall move, unless for something that 
I do not now understand, the insertion in this bill of every single one 
of these items that have been estimated for by the Secretary of the 


Treasury. 

Mr. GHAN DLER. I desire to ask the Senator from Kansas who has 
just spoken whether his attention has been called as a member of 
the Committee on Appropriations to an estimate of deficiencies for the 
service of the District of Columbia, which is Executive Document No. 
252 of the present session? I ask whether he has seen that? 

Mr. PLUMB. I have seen it. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Amounting to $3,010.75, mainly for bills of 
tradesmen around this city, no one of them large, but many in num- 
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ber, and they are regularly estimated for as deficiencies; and yet the 

committee have not felt at liberty or have not deemed it wise to insert 

I should like to ask the Senator who has just spoken whether 

e thinks there was a single one of these tradesmen who was bound to 

find out when the orders were given him whether or not there was an 

appropriation adequate to the performance of the contracts that were 
made with him by the District commissioners? 

Mr. PLUMB. Idonot. Onthe contrary, I think every one of them 
was entitled to presume that the commissioners, in ordering these sup- 
plies, were acting within the limit of their authority, were authorized 
to buy, and had the money to pay. In regard to many of them I can 
see how these little odds and ends of deficiencies will occur where we 
make, as we do very often, scantappropriations. Where are 
going on through different agencies, we can not always be sure that 
what is outstanding and necessary apparently will come within the 
appropriations, and with the best of motives the commissioners may 
sometimes miss it. But gettingaway from all that and admitting that 
the commissioners are culpable, that culpability does not rest on the 
persons who have furnished the supplies, and they ought to be paid. 

We have got plenty of money, or we assume that we have, in the 
Treasury of the United States to pay our debts, and it is not proper to 
require men who have furnished supplies to fhe Government to wait 
in this way. Ispeak of claims of this obviously proper kind. Iam 
not speaking of that kind which properly go into the class of claims 
unadjusted, service claims, and things of that kind, or where they 
have arisen under some emergency or have not been entirely within 
the limit of what was covered by the law; but I am speaking of this 
class for which we make appropriations and where the appropriations 
do not hold out and yet officers who spend the appropriations go on 
and incur these expenditures, I say in those cases the man who fur- 
nishes the supplies should not be held responsible, 

I observe that here is an estimate for ‘‘ supplemental deficiencies.” 
I think the Treasury Department has been rather careless about these 
things. It has been sending them here from the time the regular es- 
timates came to the present, and it seems to have grown out of a mis- 
understanding as to what was needed, a lack of appreciation of the 
situation, somewhat perhaps from incompetency, but whatever it is 
that, does not touch the merits of the case. I find in the estimates 
coming down here on the 21st of June from the Treasury Department 
that a number of them have been omitted, some put in by the House 
and some left out. 

I do not know whether the House exercised any kind of discretion! or 
not, or whether it was mere favoritism; but what I do say is that ap- 
parently every single one of them stands upon the same footing, every 
one of them apparently represents something for which the Government 
has had value at the expense of private individuals; and for the Gov- 
ernment to keep the property, and keep the value of the service, and 
then not pay for it, when it is of a kind thatexpenditures were author- 
ized for and theSecretary has only exceeded the limit somewhat, seems to 
me to assume the proportions of a very serious wrong, and one which 
Congress ought not to be guilty of. 

I shall move seriatim or in bulk everything which has been omitted 
from this bill and thatis in this Book of Estimates before me, in order 
to test the sense of the Senate upon this performance. 

a REAGAN. I-wish to inquire how many of these items there 
are 
“ Mr. PLUMB. I should think about thirty or forty, judging from 
what I see hastily. 

Mr. REAGAN. Are they all deficiencies? 

Mr. PLUMB. ll deficiencies, and they come down in the regular 
estimates of deficiencies sent us by the Secretary of the Treasury. 

Mr. REAGAN. All I wish to say is that it seems to me that de- 
ficiencies are being constantly created in this way and thatthere ought 
to be some investigation. We ought not to be indiscriminately allow- 
ing deficiencies without inquiring why they are made, and some com- 
mittee ought to investigate the matter. We have laws which should 
control the Departments and should prevent deficiencies from being 
made, except under extraordinary circumstances. 

It seems that the Government goes on utterly disregarding the legis- 
lation in relation to the creation of deficiencies. I am under the belief 
that it is the duty of some committee to investigate the reasons why 
these deficiencies are made. I shall oppose their being incorporated 
into the present appropriation bill until the matter pieg R looked into 
_ by a committee and the facts presented to the Senate, and if additional 
legislation is necessary to prevent the reckless creation of deficiencies 
si “Nees subject and in all the Departments, that legislation onght to 

Mr. PLUMB. What the Senator from Texas says is entirely proper 
from an original standpoint; but the Senator will bear in mind that 
some of these have been appropriated for. There has been some ca- 
price or some favoritism in picking out various items from these esti- 
mates of deficiencies and putting them in the bill. I am perfectly 
willing, if the Senate is of that mind, to strike out everything con- 
tained in these estimates and let them all go. I am sure that no in- 
vestigation has been applied to one that has not been applied to all, 


and there is no lack of investigation in regard to the great bulk of 
those that have been inserted as items in the bill. 

Mr. REAGAN. If the committee has not examined them, I think 
the suggestion of the Senator is one that oughtto beadopted. If there 
has not been an investigation of like items we had better strike them 
all out and let some committee investigate them. . 

Mr. HARRIS. Let me ask the Senator from Kansas if it isnot true 
that in respect to every item of these deficiencies they have been rec- 
ommended by the head of the Department in which the deficiency oc- 
curs? 

Mr. PLUMB. They have. 

Mr. HARRIS. And in addition to that they have gone to the Sec- 
retary of the Treasury and been recommended by that official ? 

Mr. PLUMB. They have. 

Mr. HARRIS. Then they have passed these two ordeals of investi- > 
gation, and I beg to suggest to my friend from Texas that it seems to 
me a gross injustice and wrong to the citizen, who has trusted upon the 
supposed authority of the Department with which he dealt, has ren- 
dered service, or has furnished material presuming that the Depart- 
ment had the authority, to refuse or delay payment. I do not think 
our remedy is to withhold from him money that is due him and that 
he ought to have. Let usdeal with the Departments if they have been 
derelict, but not through the channel of ing from the citizen 
the money that he has earned and the money that he is entitled to. 

Mr. REAGAN. I venture to say that there has not been one defi- 
ciency in ten created where the parties to whom the money is payable 
did not know at the start that the deficiency was created. 

But that is not the main point I propose to make. There ought to 
be provision, if existing law will not answer the purpose, that officers 
creating deficiencies unnecessarily should be subject to indictment or 
should be made individually responsible in A PRAE f the 
demands against the Government. When we look at our deficiency 
bills and then look over the legislation of Congress intended to pre- 
vent them, it seems as if there was an utter disregard of the legislation 
of Congress on this subject, and it has been so for years. 

Of course I do not wish to see persons who have in good faith fur- 
nished supplies deprived of pay for them, but I do not wish to see the 
Senate take a course to indicate that it will accept without question 
all deficiencies created. Iwant it to take that course which will show 
that it means to question the propriety of these deficiencies and hold 
somebody ible for making them. Ag 

Mr. PLUMB. I will just call attention to some of these items to 
show how innocent the parties themselves must be.’ For instance, on 
the first page of these items I find: 

Salaries, consular officers not citizens: To pay amounts found due by the ac- 
counting officers on account of salaries of consular officers not citizens, being a 
deficiency for the fiscal year 1887, $2,713.56. 

These consular officers are authorized by the Secretary of State to 
incur certain expenses, which they do incur, and they exeeed the 
amount appropriated for that purpose in gross. How can they tell 
anything about it? They do not know anything about the state of 
the appropriation. They are under the orders of their chief, the Sec- 
retary of State; they are in the performance of duties imposed by law, 
and they incur expenses at various points around the of the 
habitable globe. Their accounts come here, and very likely many of 
them do not get in, or do not get. adjusted in the ent 
until after the appropriations have lapsed. As to many ofthem, they 
are in excess in connection with other expenditures that constitute an 
excess of the appropriations made. If there is anybody to blame for 
that, it is the Secretary of State. 

I do not mean to say now for the p of what I am about to ob- 
serve that he is responsible, but what I do say is that for this widely 
seattered service of the Republic to be thus made the bearer of the 
burden of all this complaint is wrong. If we are to have some new 
plan, let us have it; but as long as we go along with the old plan, let 
us carry it out decently and in order and with due regard to the rights 
of those people who are helpless in all these respects and who mustin- 
cur these expenses, render this service, and take their chances of get- 
ting pay. 

Then going over a little further I find, for instance: 

Salari M Tucson: 
as gearing TA tea ct et esena Simlar served dinaya pare onde 
num of this officer, $1,500, under the act of May 18, 1872, creating the office, and 
the amount appropriated for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1880, 

What has happened there undoubtedly is that that account has not 
been adjusted until after the money appropriated for it has lapsed into 
the Treasury. The officer is not responsible and perhaps the Secretary 
is not responsible. The system is perhaps responsible that that ac- 
count was not adjusted in time to enable the officer to receive the 
money out of the appropriation for the year in which the service was 
rendered. 

I turn over and find under the head of ‘‘ Public Schools, District of 
Columbia: ” 


Repairs and improvements to school buildings and grounds: Lumber, cemient, 
paint, glass, etc., $137.51. 
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We appropriate each year a sum varying from $15,000 to $25,000 for 
repairs of school buildings in the District of Columbia. What con- 
tractor is there who knows the expenses he will incur or that are in- 
curred by him under the direction of the commissioners in connection 
with all the other expenditures over and in excess of the gross amount 
that we appropriate? How can he tell anything about it? And here 
I find $137.51 representing money actually paid out for cement, lum- 
ber, paint, and glass, and yet westick upon this pointof authority and 
say, ‘* We will not pay it.” 

There is such a thing as withholding more than is meet, but it tends 
to poverty, and that is just this withholding exactly. We ought to 
pay these debts, and then if we do not think that our executive offi- 
cers are doing the right thing let us hail them under the statute. They 
are subject to indictment in some of these cases, I have no doubt, but 
at all events, whomever we punish,let it be the people who make the 
expenditures and not the innocent victims of the assumed authority of 
these executive officers. 

Further on I find in this same lot: 

Buildings and grounds, public schools, District of Columbia: Building on lot 
adjoining Sumner school building: To pay Frank Baldwin for excavating, 
padin , concreting, and building extra foundation, not included in contract, 

ing for the service of the fiscal year 1888, $973.06. 

Mr. Frank Baldwin may or may not be able to carry: this sum in- 
definitely, but I will say, without knowing auything about it, that that 
money was fairly earned, and that to withhold it from him is of very 
great damage to him and of no use to us, because we have got the money 
in the Treasury. 

So all the way through I find small items of deficiencies of different 
kinds, ranging from $3.53 up to $1,000 or $1,500, a large number of 
which I know must be inevitable, and I do not suggest this by way of 
complaint against the officers making the expenditure, but whether 
they do or not, it is not fair to make these people a vicarious sacrifice. 

I am willing, so far as I am concerned, if that meets the view of the 
Senate, to leave them all out and let it be understood once for all that 
we will never pay any more deficiencies until we have subjected all 
these expenses to scrutiny, and soon. But even then, what will that 
result in? Suppose we do that, it will result then, according to the 
logic of the Senator from Texas, in refusing to pay these expenses if 
wedo not think that the Secretaries of the Navy and Treasury and 
State, etc., should not have made the expenditures. That does not 
help the people who have innocently rendered the service or put out 
the money on account of the Government. A 

What I say is, that the punishment ought to fall on the proper per- 
sons and noton these innocent people. If we are going to pick out 
somebody, let us pick out somebody of our size, The idea of picking 
out somebody to whom we owe $137.51 for lumber, cement, paint, 
glass, etc., and subjecting him to the loss of waiting does not seem to 
me a fair thing to do. 

Mr. HALE. Has the Senator offered an amendment ? 

Mr. PLUMB. I have offered one amendment. 

Mr, HALE. I will offer an amendment to that of the same sort, so 
that they will go together. It is offered as an amendment to the 
amendment of the Senator from Kansas. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. It is propased to add to the amendment: 


For transportation of the Army and its supplies: To pay the Pennsylvania 


Railroad Company and other claimants enumerated in Schedule C, House Ex- 


ecutive Document No. 210, pages 23 and 24, Forty-ninth Congress, first session, 
the sums potions 4 reported therein, and amounting to the sum of $97,704.57; 
said sums having heretofore been reported by the Secretary of the Treasury as 
audited claime, in accordance with the provisions of section 4 of the act of June 
14, 1878, and enumerated in House Executive Documents Nos. 55 and 153, Foriy- 
ag Congress, first session, under ‘‘ Transportation of the Arm) and its sup- 
p! le 

Mr. HALE. I do not know that we shall be able to get the House 
conferees to agree to any of these items, but they ought all to goin 
together and be subject to a fair settlement in conference. 

Mr. PLUMB. They ought all to go together. 

Mr. HALE. Yes, sir. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Theamendment offered by the Sena- 
tor from Kansas contains one item that has already been stricken out 
or di to on the motion of the Senator from Maine. 

Mr. PLUMB. I will amend by striking out the Hoboken Land 
Company item. 

Mr. HALE. No; I think that had better go in as an amendment, 
so that all will be together. ` 
+ Mr. PLUMB. Very well. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Then the vote by which that was 
stricken from the bill should be reconsidered. 

Bes HALE. I prefer that it should go in as an amendment with the 
others. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Then it can only properly be offered 
when the bill is reported to the Senate unless the vote be reconsidered. 

Mr. HALE. It can be done by unanimous consent. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. By unanimous consent it may be 
done. Is there objection? The Chair hears none. 

The amendment to the amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. MITCHELL. Iinquire of the Senator from Maine, who has 


charge of the bill, whether or not there is now in this bill, as it came 
from the House or as it is reported from the Senate Committee on Ap- 
propriations, an appropriation for the list of claims allowed by account- 
ing officers contained in House Executive Document 377, Fiftieth Con- 
gress, first session, being ‘‘a supplemental list of claims allowed by ac- 
counting officers of the Treasury under appropriations the balances of 
whigh have been exhausted or carried to the surplus fund ?’’ 

. Mr. HALE. That was one of the documents the committee had 
put into the bill with the exception of some largeitems, the old contro- 
versies that we have had so many times and with but one result touch- 
ing the items in relation to the aided railroads, 

Mr. MITCHELL. I should like to inquire whether the items on 
page 19 of that document, Executive Document 377, relating to claims 
that have been allowed by the accounting officers of the Treasury De- 
partment for barracks and quarters have been included or not. 

Mr. HALE. They are all in. * 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment of the Senator from 
Kansas having been amended on the motion of the Senator from Maine, 
the question is on agreeing to the amendment as amended. 

The amendment as amended was agreed to. 

Mr. PLUMB. I wish to offer as an amendment everything that is 
in this estimate marked with the word ‘‘ omitted ° opposite, except 
those items for the pay of transportation on the Pacific raiiroads. 

Mr. HALE. Will the Senator put that in form, so that when the 
bill shall pass and go into conference we shall have it distinctly before 
us 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Secretary will read the items. 

Mr. PLUMB. He will find opposite the items in pencil the word 
“ omitted.” They are all those now omitted. 

Mr. HALE. Some of those are already in the bill. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. This printed page contains so many 
marks and alterationsthat perhaps theSenator from Kansas had better 
indicate the special items he desires added to the bill. 

Mr. PLUMB. I willindicate them and read them. I first moveto 
insert. 

Contingent expenses, foreign missions, 1885and prior years, $233.83: To enable 
the accounting officers, without the ene of any money from the Treasury 
to allow and credit the accounts of F. H. Titus, late acting United States consul 
at Guatemala, the sum of $532.25 for compensation while in charge of the lega- 
tion of the United States in Central America, under the direction of the Secre- 
tary of State, from August 16, 1881, to Decem 21, 1881; from April 18, 1882, to 
June 30, 1882; and from July 1, 1882, to July 18, 1882; and to allow and credit tho 
accounts of H. O. Hall, United States minister to Central America, the sum of 
$233.83 paid under the direction of the rany of State to said F. H. Titus for 
like service during the fiscal year 1884, and d owed by the accounting officers 
= e epg that Mr. Titus was not authorized to perform diplomatic func- 

Mr. COCKRELL, I trust that the Senator from Maine can get a 
fresh copy of that document that is not all marked over. 

Mr. PLUMB. The trouble is I can not tell what is in it without 
making a ogay comparison. 

Mr. COCKRELL. The Senator can take a fresh copy and write op- 
posite each item that he wants inserted the word ‘‘omitted.’’ 

Mr. CHANDLER. I ask the Senator to yield to me a moment. 

Mr, PLUMB. Very well. . ? 

Mr. CHANDLER. By direction of the Committee on Naval Affairs 
I offer the following amendment, to come in after line 17, page 92: 

That the Secretary of the Navy be, and he is hereby, authorized, in his dis- 
cretion, to loan any scientific instruments in the possession of any of the bureaus 
under his charge, and not in use, to ns taking observations. or making in- 
vestigations in connection with, or for the use of, the Signal Service, under such 

ions as he may prescribe, taking such security for the safe-keeping and 
return of such instruments on demand as he may deem necessary. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Is there objection to the reception 
of thisamendment? If there be no objection, the question is on agree- 
ing to it. 

The amendment was agreed to. š 

Mr. CHANDLER. I desire to offer another amendment, to come in 
on page 30, after line 19. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. On page 30, after line 19, it is proposed to insert: 

That the accounting officers of the Treasury are hereby authorized and di- 
rected to settle the accounts of the cadet-engineer graduates who are affected 
by the act of July 9, 1888, fixing their status in accordance with the decision of 
the Supreme Court of the United States, and to allow them the difference be- 
tween the pay they have already received as cadets and that of assistant en- 
gineers from July 1, 1883, to July 1, 1884, res vely; andasum sufficient to pay 
the amount found due is hereby appropriated out of any money in the Treas- 
ury not otherwise appropriated, 


Mr. HALE. That is based on a judgment of the Supreme Court? 

Mr. CHANDLER. That is tocarry out the decision of the Supreme 
Court in reference to these cadet engineers, and I havea letter from the 
Fourth Auditor of the Treasury which states that it is necessary. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. STEWART. I offer an amendment to come in after line 10, on 


page 59. . . 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment will be stated. — 
The SECRETARY. On page 59, after line 10, it is proposed to in- 

sert: 

To enable the Secretary of the Senate to 

T. Farley, late a Senator from the State of 


to the widow of the late James 
ifornia, deceased, the sum of $ly 
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248,80, being the amount of one mileage from his home to the seat of Govern- 
mentand return. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. CALL. Iask unanimous consent to change the place in the bill 
in which my amendment relating to the steamer to be stationed at 
Key West, Fla., was inserted, so as to make it come in on page 13, 
after line 9. 

‘The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It will be inserted on page 13, after 
line 9, if there be no objection. 

Mr. CALL. I suggest a change of the language in the words sug- 
gested by the Secretary of the Treasury, which the Secretary will read, 
being a mere informal and immaterial change. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. It is proposed to make the amendment read: 


To enable the Secretary of the Treasury to purchase or construct a steam revy- 
enue vessel, to be stationed at Key West, Fla., except when otherwise directed 


by the Secretary of the Treasury, etc. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment will stand as last 
reported, by unanimous consent. 

Mr. HALE. On page 101 I move the corre@tion of asingle word, 
which is a misprint,at the end of line 14. It should read “numbered 
22107,” instead of ‘‘numbered 32107.” It is to identify a claim by 
the right number. 

The amendment was agreed to. 
ese CHANDLER. I offeran amendment, to insert on page 19, after 

ine 12: 

For salaries and contingent expenses, streets, public schools, buildings for 
schools, courts, miscellaneous expenses, health department, judgments, and 
water department, $3,010.75, as per estimates submitted by the Secretary of the 

„August 28, 1888, Senate Executive Document No, 252. 

The amendment was to. 

Mr. MITCHELL. I offer the amendment which I send to the desk. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment will be stated. ~ 

The SECRETARY. On page 43, after line 17, itis proposed to insert: 

To Bartholomew Coffey, for services of farmer in charge of the Umatilla 


stoner: in Oregon, from August 6 to 26, 1886, both days inclusive, at the rate of 


,200 per annum, 
rior of July 7, 1887. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. PLUMB. I now move as amendments the items in the esti- 
mate before referred to which are marked with a black stroke, being 
all, I think, except those relating to the pay of the Pacific railroads, 
which have not been inserted by the House. “I do not see any reason, 
in looking over them, why they should be treated in any different way 
from those which have been included. 

I do not know anything about any of the claims, but I only desire 
that the Senate shall pursue one rule or the other. Either treat the 
recommendations of the Secretaries in regard to matters which involve 
the service rendered and expense incurred by private individuals as 
entitled to be paid on the recommendation of the Secretaries or strike 
them all out, and adopt some plan which shall prevent the recurrence 
of these ex hereafter, or which will give them some authority, 
when they are estimated for here, which will enable them to be ap- 
propriated for without any delay. 

he PRESIDENT pro tempore. Will the Senator indicate the point 
in the bill at which these items shall come in? 

Mr. PLUMB. The first ones should come in under the State De- 
partment. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The appropriations for the State De- 
partment begin on page 1 of the bill. 

Mr. PLUMB. They will go along with the items in regard to the 
State Department, in whatever part of the bill they appear. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The items concerning the State De- 

ment end on page 5. í 

Mr. PLUMB. All those relating to the State Department should 
come in at the end of line 2 on page 5. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendments will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. At the end of line 2, on page 5, it is proposed to 
insert: 

Foreign intercourse : 

Salaries of consular officers not citizens: To pay the balance of compensa- 
tion due A. B. Kein, vice-consul-general at Teheran, while in charge of the 
consulate-general of the United States at that place, from June 10, 1856, to No- 
vember 21, 1886, being deficiencies on account of the fiscal years 1886 and 1887, 
as follows: For the year 1886, $230.77; for the fiscal year 1887, $1,565.24, 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on thisamendment. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The SECRETARY. On page 13, after line 9, it is proposed to add: 


Salaries, office of depositary at Tucson: For depositary, in addition to his pay 
as postmaster, $700, peng the difference between the amount of salary per an- 
num of this officer, $1,500, under the act of May 8, 1872, creating the office, and 
the amount appropriated for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1880, $700. 


The amendment was agreed to. 
: Te Secretary continued the reading of Mr, PLUMB’S amendment, as 
follows: 


Wages and contingent expenses, assay office at Boisé City: To reimburse 
Henry F, Wild, assayer in charge, for amount paid to Kelly & Krebs for sub- 
scription to Idaho Statesman, one year from December, 1885, $12; to reimburse 


47, and covered by the order of the Secretary of the Inte- 


same for amount paid to P. H. Lannan for Daily Tribune from November, 18%, 
$12; to pay Milton Kelly, publisher of Idaho Statesman, for advertising for sup- 
plies at Boisé City, May, 1886, $12. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The Secretary read the next amendment of Mr. PLUMB, as follows: 


Contingent expenses, Territory of Washington: To reimburse Eugene Sem- 
ple, governor of Washington Territory, amount expended by him, as per vouch- 
ers submitted, on account of contingent expenses of Territory of Washington 
for the fiscal year 1887, $64. 


The amendment was agreed to. 
The Secretary read the next amendment of Mr. PLUMB, as follows: 


Fish hatchery, Duluth, Minn: For the completion of the fish hatchery on Lake 
Superior, near Duluth. Minn., including its equipment, water supply, and the 
construction at the station of ponds for the cultivation of trout, $4,000. 


The amendment was agreed to. 
The Secretary continued the reading of Mr, PLUMB’s amendment as 
follows: 


Salaries and traveling expenses of agents at seal-fisheries in Alaska: To pay 
Thomas F. Ryan, late assistant agent at the seal-fisheries in Alaska, theamount 
due him for traveling expenses necessarily incurred in May, 1885, said amount 
panpin excess of the sum appropriated for the traveling expenses of the agency 
which he filled, and a deficiency for the fiscal year 1885, $266.10, 

The amendment was agreed to. 
The Secretary continued the reading of Mr. PLuMB’s amendment, 
as tollows: 


Refund to Iselin, Neeser & Co.: To repay to Messrs. Iselin, Neeser & Co., 
amount of excessive interest collected in error by the United States district at- 
torney at New York, in the settlement (without suit) of a claim against said firm 
for duties on merchandise imported by them; the amount having been covered 
into the Treasury, $30.96. 

The amendment was agreed to, 
The SECRETARY. On page 20, between lines 12 and 13, under the 
head of *‘ Public schools,” it is proposed to add: 


Buildings and grounds, Public Schools, District of Columbia: Building on lot 
adjoining Sumner school building: To pay Frank Baldwin for excavating, grad- 
ing, concreting, and building extra foundation, not included in contract, being 
for the service of the fiscal year 1888, $973.06, z 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. HALE. I move to reconsider the vote by which the Senate 
adopted the amendment offered by the Senator from Maryland [Mr. 
GORMAN] in reference to W. B. Clarke. That is a case where extra 
compensation is provided for, and the committee are against all extra 
compensation. The committee considered this case with the others 
and rejected it; and there are a good many others of something like 
the same kind, and I do not think fish should be made of one mae flesh 
of the others. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment adopted on motion 
of the Senator from Maryland [Mr. GorMAN] will be read. 

The SECRETARY. On page 59, after line 10, the Senate, as in Com- 
mittee of the Whole, inserted: 

4 oe py . B. Clarke for special services as laborer from March 4, 1886, to March 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Maine [Mr. HALE] 
moves to reconsider the vote by which the Senate agreed to this amend- 
ment. 

Mr. GORMAN. I trust the Senator from Maine will not press the 
motion to reconsider. It is a very small appropriation to compensate 
one of the bright young officers of this body, who has not only dis- 
charged the ordinary duties of messenger, but has also qualified him- 
self as a typewriter and made himself very useful to a committee, and 
it is really only to equalize his salary with that paid others. There- 
fore I trust the amendment will not be reconsidered. ‘ 

Mr. HALE. I know the force of what the Senatorsays. My atten- 
tion was called away by the Senator from Nevada at the time the 
amendment was offered, and I had not the chance of making the point 
of order on it, but it is extra pay for one of the officers about the body 
here, for doing work outside, technically, of the place he is employed 
in. There are many such cases, and the committee believed that-it 
was its duty to set its face against allofthem. ‘The truth is that the 
employés about this body are better paid now than any other set of 
men in the service ofthe Government. If you compare the work done 
by a laborer, or a messenger, or a clerk about the Senate with that of 
the men and women who are employed in the Departments through 
the entire year, the comparison is all in favor of the ease and pay of 
our own employés, and 1 have always felt and feel now that the Senate 
ought not to start out in this race. 

We are continually importuned here to put up the pay of the em- 
ployés of the Senate. Ido not pass a day while these appropriation 
bills are being considered that somebody or other in the employ of the 
Senate docs not ask to have his pay advanced. Every Senator wants 
his clerk to be advanced or the man who stands at the door of his com- 
mittee to be advanced. I havea man at this time in my own com- 
mittee-room who expects that I shall favor such a measure for him; 
but I am against it. As this is a precedent, I do not believe in set- 
ting it, and I hope the Senate will reconsider the vote by which it was 
done. 

Mr. DAWES. I should be very glad to vote for the amendment 
suggested by the Senator from Maryland, for the man at the door of 
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the Committee on Indian Affairs has only the pay of a skilled laborer, 
and yet he has performed all the duties of a messenger in all the ca- 

city of a messenger in the Senate since the ist day of January. I 
ie ht that fact to the attention of the Committee on Appropriations, 
and I was met by the statement that there were very many such cases 
that could not be considered. I then stated to the committee that if 
that was their rule I should not ask them to make an exception in 
favor of the man at the door of my committee-room, and therefore I 
did not press it, and I did not put it in such form that it would be in 
order to offer it now. 

It would be manifest injustice to several, I know, situated in precisely 
this way, if one should go on the bill and the others should be omitted. 
I think the man at the door of the room of the Committee on Indian 
Affairs is entitled justly to the pay of a messenger, for the duties of a 
messenger have been exacted of him, and I know that at another com- 
mittee-room close by mine is another situated precisely in the same 
way. 

Mr. HALE. There are a dozen such cases. I have one in my own 
committee. ` 

Mr. DAWES. Ishould be glad if they were all putin, but since 
the amendment of the Senator from Maryland was adopted my atten- 
tion has been called to the fact that I sit still here and see a most 
worthy man left out in the cold, while the Senator from Maryland has 
been more successful. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on the motion to re- 
consider the vote by which the amendment was agreed to. 


The motion to reconsider was to. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question recurs on agreeing to 
the amendment. 

The amendment was rejected. 


Mr. TELLER. I offer an amendment, to come in on page 55, after 
line 19, which I will send to the desk. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment will be read. 

The SECRETARY. On page 55, after line 19, it is proposed to insert: 

Two hundred and seventy-six thousand six hundred and nineteen dollars and 
seventy-five cents to the Chinese minister at this capital, who shall accept the 
same on behalf of his Government as full popes f for all losses and injuries 
sustained by Chinese subjects, as aforesaid, and shall distribute the said money 
among the said sufferers and their relatives. 

Mr. TELLER. I know of course that the amendment is out of order 
if any member of the Senatesees fit to raise the question, butas thisis the 
last appropriation bill, as I understand, at this session, it seems to me 
that the committee should allow this to go in, and then ifthey determine 
that it is not a proper thing, of course there will be no objection to 
striking it out. It was thought proper by the State Department to 
make this arrangement with the Chinese minister when the treaty of 
which so much has been said was negotiated, and I find in the corre- 
spondence submitted by the State Department with the treaty that there 
has been considerable mdence on this subject heretofore. I 
want to read what the Chinese minister, Chang Yen Hoon said: 


Referring to the cases of ae committed upon tog Chinese in ee United 
States in part Rei you kindly gave me repea assurances, in 
that indemnities would be awarded and the cases settled within a certain time, 
which I, in my more than once communicated to the foreign office ; 
but, nevertheless, they still remain unsettled. Co uently I find myself, 
abi rather delicate position, which it seems hard for me to extricate myself 


m, i 

Mr. HALE. Let me ask the Senator whether this is regularly esti- 
mated for by the State Department, which has it in charge? Ifso, of 
course it is not subject to the pointof order. If not, then clearly there 
are reasons why the State Department, that has the matter in charge, 
has not presented it. 

Mr. TELLER. The State Department did present it in the treaty. 
There is provision for it made in the treaty. As the treaty has now 
failed, there should be some provision for making this payment which 
the Chinese minister avers we have promised to pay. I have no doubt 
that isso. I ask the Senatorto allow the amendment to goin and then 
the committee can look atit, and if they do not think it ought to bein 
they can strike it out. No harm can be done by putting it in now. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment as offered by the 
Senator from Colorado will need some change in order to enable it to 
be properly inserted. 

Mr. TELLER. I will look at it and have the necessary change 
made. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. If there be no objection to the re- 
ception of the amendment, the Chair will put the question on agreeing 
to it. 

-The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. PALMER. I offer an amendment, after the word *‘fog-signal,”’ 
on page 13, line 19, to insert: 

PB eke Yo og be established at Beaver Island, Lake Michigan, at a cost not 

‘That a fog-signal be established at Mackinac Point, Straits of Mackinac, at a 


cost not to ex: $5,500. 
That a light-house be established at White Shoals, or at Simmons Reaf, Lake 


a as the Light-House Board may determine, at a cost not to ex 
That a fi be established at Twin River Point, Lake Michigan, at a cost 


not exceeding $5,500. 
That a fog-whistle be established onthe breakwater at Chicago, IN., at a cost 
not exce: g $5,200. e 


That a steam fog-signal be established at Manistee Light-Station, Lake Mich- 
igan, at a cost not exceedin: 500, 


g 5,500, 
That range-lights be established in the channel of Detroit River, Mi 
between Fight Island and Lime Kiln Crossing, at a cost not ing 


000. 
‘That a fog-whistle be established on the breakwater at Cleveland, Ohio, at a 


not g $5,200, 
That a fi gnal be established at La Pointe iat Chequamegon), entrance 
to Ashland Harbor, Lake Superior, at a cost not exceeding $5,500. 
That a fog-signal be established at Point Iroquois, Lake Superior, at a cost not 


ing 35,500, 
That a logs 1 be established at Chebo Point light station, Lake Hu- 
aids ab E COA ee ROAI $5,500, = x SeS 
That a fog-signal be para 2 


lished at Presque Isle, Lake Huron, at a cost notex- 
ceeding $5, = 


g $5,500, 
That range-lights and stakes be established at Lake St. Clair, from Grosse 
Point to the entrance of Detroit River, at a cost not to exceed $3,000, 
That lights be established at Russel Island to St. Clair Flats Canal, 
Lake St. , at a cost not exceeding $1,500. 
That a fog-whistle be established at Two Harbors, Lake Superior, at a cost 
Pitara light be established at Devil's Island Apostle G Lake Super 
ta light at Ts , o Gro! e ior, 
at a cost not exceeding $15,000. Ps A 
That range-lights be established at Duluth Harbor, at a cost not to exceed 


284.12, 

And the sum of yop pos or so much thereof as may be sated hrs is hereby 
appropriated, out of any moneys in the Treasury not oth appropriated, 
for the purposes of this act. 


Mr. HALE. To save time, as these items are all of the same sort, 
I will ask the Senator if there is any law that has already passed au- 
thorizing the erection of these signals and lights? 

Mr. PALMER. A bill has passed both Houses authorizing the es- 
tablishment of these signals and lights. 

Mr. HALE. Has it been signed by the President? 

Mr. PALMER. That I can not tell, 

Mr. HALE. I make the point of order. s 

Mr. PALMER. I do not know whether the bill has been or not, If 
the Senator from Maine can assure me that it has not, I think the point 
of order may be well taken. 

A HALE. It is rather incumbent on the Senator to show that it 

Mr. PALMER. How does the Chair decide ? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair would like to hear the 
point of order stated again. 

Mr. HALE. I asked the Senator if there was any law for the estab- 
lishment of these fog-signals, and he states in reply that the bill has 
passed the House and Senate, but he does not know whether it has been 
signed by the President, and he raises the point that I ought to show 
maggie has not been, The burden is upon the Senator to show that it 
is a law. 

Mr. PALMER. Inferentially I think I can show that. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. ‘The Chair will be ready to decide 
upon any question when the evidence is presented. 

Mr. PALMER. I do not think that any veto has been issued upon 
this bill. I think undoubtedly it has become a law, or I should have 
known of it from looking over the RECORD. I should have remarked 
that the bill passed more than ten days ago. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I ask the Senator if all these bills have been 
passed by the other House? 

Mr. PALMER. Yes, sir; they were passed by the other House first 
and came over here. 

Mr. COCKRELL. They are certainly not deficiencies. 

Mr. PALMER. The only reason why I ask to have these items put 
upon this bill is because they are works that can be completed this 
winter, and they are very essential, and the people upon the lakes 
where they are located are very urgent to have them provided for. Ií 
I had not supposed in a conversation I had with the chairman of the 
Committee on Ap iati that this would have been accepted by 
the committee, I probably should have gotten an amendment through 
upon the House bill making the appropriation. 

a Mr. HALE. With whom does the Senator say he had a conversa- 
on? 

Mr. PALMER. With the chairman of the committee, 

Mr. HALE. Not with me. ` 

Mr. PALMER. No, sir; but I understood from the chairman that 
there would be no difficulty if the bills had passed both Houses. Oth- 
erwise I should have provided for it in some other way. 

Mr. CULLOM. While there are a number of those light-houses they 
do not aggregate a very great amount of money, and I am sure they are 
very important. Certainly the fog-signals ought to be established in 
the interest of commerce upon the lakes. Lest there might be a slip 
and a failure to get them established by the separate acts which have 
been passed, I hope that the Senator from Maine will not object to the 
reception of the amendment. 

Mr. HALE. Does the Senator think that a deficiency appropriation 
bill which has a clearly recognized scope is a proper bill to put on new 
publie buildings that are not already authorized by law? I have had 
some experience in regard to appropriation bills in the Senate and in 
the House, and I have never known the deficiency bill to be loaded 
with appropriations of this kind. If you can put on a batch of appro- 
paua for new fog-signals, you can for new light-houses, for new pub- 

c buildings, and for every service of the Government. I am desirous 
of keeping the deficiency bill down to what it has always been kept, 
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I should be glad,if this were a proper item, or if the Senator had gotit 
in in time, to put it in the bill where it properly belongs, but it is my 
duty to make the point of order. . 

Mr. PALMER. Will the Senator tell me what he means by “the 
proper time? ” e 

Mr. HALE. The Senator knows that all the bills upon which light- 
houses, public buildings, fog-signals, and all things of that kind are 

mt have already passed. I do not know why the Senator did not get 
his amendmentin before. He has had the same chance that everybody 
else has had. : 

Mr. PALMER. Does the Senator mean in this bill? 

Mr. HALE. Not in this bill, of course, but another bill. 

Mr. PALMER. I can give a very proper solution to that. This 
matter came over from the other House too late for the sundry civil 
bill; therefore it did not go on that. An appropriation would have 
been made upon this bill if the same treatment had not been given to 
several other bills which have met with an abrupt rebuff by the con- 
ferees on the part of the House, who refused to concur in the amend- 
ments of the Senate on some point of order. Otherwise I should not 
have troubled the Senate with trying to fix this as an amendment to 
the deficiency bill. : 

Mr. HALE. Does the Senator think it is a deficiency ? 

Mr, PALMER. It is a very great deficiency—a deficiency that has 
been long felt. 

Mr. HALE. It is a deficiency in the Senator’s reasoning; that is 
very evident. 2 

Mr. PALMER. . If the Senator did not regard himself as the Cer- 
berus, the watch-dog of this bill, and if he did not fear that large 
amounts in irrelevant amendments would be appended to the bill, I 
have no doubt that his knowledge of the facts in the case would in- 
duce him to permit this to be put in as an amendment without his op- 
position. ` 

et HALE. That is pretty nearly true. The Senator has it about 
right. 

Mr. PALMER. The Senator who has the bill in charge concedes 
that point. I should like to know (and it has annoyed and bothered 
me somewhat), if it was not for justsuch cases as this, why should that 
language he used in the title of the bill “and for other purposes.” 
This is certainly for another purpose. 

Mr. HALE. That refers to deficiencies for other years. 

Mr. PALMER. I think if it related to deficiencies for other years 
it would have said, ‘‘and for deficiencies for other years.” In my 
opinion that lan was put there for just such an exigency as this. 

The Senator from Maine is perfectly right in fighting off amend- 
ments, but still under the circumstances, in an extreme case like this, 
it seems to me it should meet the favor of the Senator and it should 
be permitted to go on the bill, particularly when it is now a law and 
no appropriation has been made. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I was going to ask the Senator if he would yield 
‘to a motion to adjourn and finish his to-morrow ? 

The PRESID. pro tempore. The Chait will first pass upon the 
question of order. 

Mr. HALE. I think we can get through with the bill to-night. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The rule provides that no amend- 
ment that is not e or relevant to the subject-matter contained 
in the bill shall be received. This bill is entitled “‘An act making 
appropriations to supply deficiencies in the appropriations for the fiscal 
year ending June 30, 1888, and for prior years, and for other purposes.” 
The Chair supposes that that provision of the rule is intended to 
exclude from the different appropriation bills amendments which are 


not connected with the subject-matter thereof; in other words, that | cla 


upon the Indian appropriation bill this amendment would not be in 
order. The Chair therefore holds that the point raised by the Senator 
from Maine is well taken, and will decline to receive the amendment 
unless otherwise instructed by the Senate. 

Mr. PALMER. While I have the highest regard for the opinion of 
the Chair, and ordinarily would not dissent from it, I think that I 
should like to appeal from that decision. 

The PRESIDENT pro The Chair will entertain the appeal. 
The question is, Shall the decision of the Chair stand as the judgment 
ofthe Senate? Is the Senate ready for the question? [Putting the 
question.] ‘The ayes appear to have it. 

Mr. PALMER. I withdraw the appeal. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The ayes have it. 

Mr. TELLER. Iask leave to modify the amendment that I of- 
fered. As it reads now the payment would be made to the Chinese 
minister. I wish to strike out ‘‘ minister ” and insert ‘‘ Government;’’ 
so as to read that the payment shall be made to the Chinese Govern- 
ment. I suppose there will be no objection to it. 


Mr. COCKRELL and others. That is right. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. That modification will be made by 
unanimous consent. 5 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Unless a separate vote is desired in 
the Senate on any amendments made as in Committee of the Whole, 
the question will be taken on concurring in the amendments in gross. 


Mr. CHANDLER. I ask that the amendment on page 27 relating 
to the Hoboken Land Improvement Company of New Jersey, $15,800, 
may be reserved. I ask that a vote may be taken separately in the 
Senate upon that amendment. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. If there be no other amendment re~ 
served, shall the amendments made as in Committee of the Whole be 
concurred in in the Senate? 

The amendments were concurred in. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. - The question recurs on the amend- 
ment reserved by the Senator from New Hampshire, which will be 
read by the Secretary. The Chair understands that the Senator de- 
sires to reserve one item in the amendment offered by the Senator from 
Kansas: [Mr. PLUMB]. 

Mr. CRAN DLER. No, the amendment striking out the same clause 
on page 27. 

Mr. PLUMB. That has been reinserted. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. That clause has been reinserted in 
the amendment of the Senator from Kansas. 

Mr. HALE. That suits everybody except the Senator from New 
Hampshire. 

Mr. CHANDLER. I understand exactly what has taken place. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair asked the Senator from 
New Hampshire if he desired to reserve a vote on that item in the 
amendment offered by the Senator from Kansas, 

Mr. CHANDLER. I do not, but on striking out the clause on page 


27. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Secretary will read the amend- 
ment reserved by the Senator from New Hampshire. 

The SECRETARY. TheSenate, asin Committee of the Whole, struck 
out the following clause beginning on line 15, page 27: 

- A 
cartii da Yo Congre as duc, by ibe ssoounting oftcees of the Treasury, ka House 
Executive Document No. 19, Fiftieth Congress, first session, namely: To the 
Hoboken Land Improvement Company of New Jersey, $15,809. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on concurring in 
the amendment made as in Committee of the Whole. 

Mr. CHANDLER. This item is for an audited claim that has been 
audited a great many years. It is a claim that was inserted in one de- 
ficiency bill by the Senate at this session, but was stricken out on the 
report of the conference committee. The Senate conferees did not in- 
sist upon it and it wentout. The claimants have been to the House 
of Representatives, presented this claim, and it was inserted by the 
other House in this bill, and I am unable to see any logi¢ or any jus- 
tice to these claimants in now striking it out of the bill in the Senate 
for the purpose of inserting it again in some other connection and with 
other claims. 

These claimants have used due diligence; they have gone where they 
should have gone, and they have had this just claim inserted in the 
bill. Why should they not have the benefit of their diligence? Why 
should not this item be allowed to stand, and if there are other claims 
exactly like it why should they not be added by the Senate instead of 
striking this claim out and putting it in somewhere else in some other 
connection? 

Mr. HALE. I want to say—— 

Mr. CHANDLER. It may be, if the Senator will wait until I get 
through, that there is some force and some justice in this treatment of 
the claim, but it does not occur tome that there is any; and in justice 
to the claimants, who have been a long time without their money and 
who bave had this claim onte passed upon already at this session by 
the Senate, I am compelled to make objection to striking out this 


use. 
Mr. HALE. I will give the reason in a minute, because I know the 
Senate wants to adjourn. 

This amendment was put on a former bill by the Senate with other 
amendments just as good, The House rejected them all, and we could 
not force them to agree to them. In making up this bill they have 
done what they sometimes do and what the Senate is impatient at their 
doing; they have selected this one claim out from others, making fish 
of one and flesh of another, and have refused to put the others in. 

I do not believe in doing that. The course that the Senate has taken 
up to this time, and that the Senator from New Hampshire wants to 

e now, is to strike this out from the bill where the House put it 
and place it with the other good claims, and then we can go to the 
House with the same claims for the others that we have for this item. 
But if you do what the Senator from New Hampshire desires, you agree 
to this item that the House put in, having picked it out from the others, 
and they will say, ‘‘ We shall pay no attention to the others,” which 
arejustas good. It gives them the opportunity of gettingin what they 
choose to put in, and does not give us any fair opportunity. 

Under the amendment offered by the Senator from Kansas this item 
is included with the others that are just as good, and the Senate has 
a fair chance with the House conferees. I hope the Senate will sus- 
tain that position. I shall not say another word because I know it is 
late, and I desire to have the bill go through. Iam willing to take a 
vote now. 

Mr. CHANDLER. This claim is not due to the House of Repre- 
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sentatives; it is due to these claimants; and when they have procured 
the allowance of their claim correctly through the House committee 
and through the House, why can they not be entitled to the benefit of. 
it? - It seems to me that it is child’s play to undertake to crucify these 
claimants simply to make up an issue with the House of Representa- 
tives, 

Mr. HALE. Let us have a vote, Mr. President. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Will the Senate concur in the amend- 
ment made as in Committee of the Whole? . 

The amendment was concurred in. 

The amendments were ordered to be engrossed and the bill to be read 
a third time. 

The bill was read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. HARRIS, Mr. President—— 

Mr. COCKRELL. I suggest to the Senator from Maine that he ask 
for a conference on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses on this bill. 

Mr. HARRIS. I yield to the Senator from Maine for that purpose. 

Mr. COCKRELL (to Mr. HALE). Ask for a conference on the defi- 
ciency bill. 

Mr. HALE. That course has not been customary on appropriation 
bills. I think I shall not do that. 

Mr. HARRIS. I move that the Senate adjourn. 

The motion was agreed to; and (at 5 o’clock and 48 minutes p. m.) 
the Senate adjourned untii to-morrow, Tuesday, September 25, 1888, 
at 12 o’clock m. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
MONDAY, September 24, 1888. 
The House met at 12 o'clock m. Prayer by Rev. J. H. CUTHBERT, 


D. D. 
The Journal of the proceedings of Friday, the 21st, was read and ap- 


proved. 
EXPLANATION. 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Mississippi. I desire to correct the RECORD. 
In an explanation made by myself on last Friday I wished to state 
then, and I state now, that on the vote taken on the sundry civil ap- 

ropriation bill on Wednesday, and on the yea-and-nay vote taken on 
Thursday, I am recorded as voting in the negative and as being paired 
with Mr. Peters, of Kansas, on all political questions. At the time 
of voting I had forgotten the pair, having made it several days pre- 
vious. I now wish unanimous consent to recall the vote, and set my- 
self right on record. 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 


A. M. WOODRUFF. 


The SPEAKER laid before the House the bill (S. 1668) for the relief 
of A. M. Woodruff. 

Mr. ROGERS. That is a Senate bill. There is a House bill which 
is an exact fac-simile of that, for the payment of a similar amount, and 
I would ask the House to consider the Senate bill at this time. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it ena etc., That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to pay to A. M, Woodruff, of Pulaski County, Arkansas, 
out of any money in the Treasury not otherwise appro riated, the sum of $933.33, 
for wood sold him for fuel for the Fifty-fourth mentof United States In- 
fantry,colored,during the years A.D.1865 and 1866,and for which proper vouchers 
were issued and delivered to him, the said A, M. Woodruff. 


The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the consideration of the bill? 
Mr. DINGLEY. Let the report be read. 


The SPEAKER. The Clerk will read the report, subject to objec- 
tion. 

Mr. ROGERS. I send up the Senate report, as the House report is 
very brief. 


The Senate report (by Mr. JONES, of Arkansas) was read, as follows: 


The Committee on Claims, to whom was referred the bill (S. 1668) for the re- 
lief of A. M. Woodruff, having considered the same submit the following report : 


This claim is based upon a voucher, of which the following is a copy: 
(No. 22.) 
[The United States to A. M. Woodruff, Dr.] 


September 30, 1866, for amount wood used by Fifty-fourth United States 
lored Infantry during the last eleven (11) months of 1865, say 533} 


COTS, At $l por COT ........00sveecsseocencorsns vee svacesarensenesressconne naetneees sesse saa ass . 383 
For amount of wood used by same regiment during the (6) 
months of 1866, say 400 cords, at $1 per cord... .. 400.00 
"BOR A EEE OE E ORTES E EER 933. 33 
Little Rock, Ark. 


I certify that the above account is correct and just; that the wood was fur- 
nished as stated, and that it was necessary for the public service, there being 
none furnished by the quartermaster’s department during said time, 

SAMUEL P. PEARSON, 
Regimental Quartermaster Fifty-fourth United States Colored Infantry. 


Approved. 
Lieut, Col. Commanding Fifly-fourth United Sheen conven ‘antry, 
wl. Brevet Colonel United States Volunte 
[Indorsed.] 
WAR DEPARTMENT, QUARTERMASTER-GENERAL’S OFFICE, 
Washington, D. C., March 6, 1867. 


The claim having originated in the State of Arkansas the claimant can be af- 


forded no relief by tlie Quartermaster-General under the law of July 4, 1864, en 
titled “An act to restrict the jurisdiction of the Court of Claims.” s 
x M. 0. MEIGS, 


uart ter-G L 
Official copy Q ermas: enera 


Little Rock, March 25, 1867. 
HEINE, 


L. 
Brevet Lieutenant-Colonel and Acting Quartermaster, 


This voucher was submitted to the Quartermaster-General for his opinion, to 

which he replied as follows: 
“War DEPARTMENT, QUARTERMASTER-GENERAL’S OFFICE, 
* Washington, D. C., May 4, 1883, 

“S: Your communication of the 25th ultimo, inclosing a certified account 
in duplicate in favor of A. M. Woodruff, of Pulaski County, Arkansas, for 933} 
cords of wood, at $1 per cord, said to have been used by the Fifty-fourth United 
States Colored Infantry at Little Rock, Ark., between the Ist day of February, 


1865, and June 30, 1866, and inclosing Senate bill 1668 for the relief of said Wood- 
ruff, etc., has been received. 

“The claim in es appears to have been presented to this office in 1867, 
and was returned to the sea trma quartermaster-geneial at St. Louis, Mo., in 
March, 1869. It having originated in a State declared to be in insurrection, the 

uartermaster-General had no jurisdiction in the case under the provisions of 
the act of July 4, 1864. 

“This office has no means of judging of the correctness of the claim beyond 
the fact of the account being certified by an officer of the regiment for which, it 
is alleged, the fuel was supplied, and approved by the lieutenant-colonel thereof. 
The signatures of those officers appear to be genuine, and the quantity of fuel 
charged for is not in excess of the regulation allowance for the period named, 
and the price charged is reasonable. The certifying officer, however, has not 
accounted for the property as having been received from Mr. Woodruff. 

_‘* But believing that, in this case, due credit should attach to the official cer- 
tificate of the officers named, the Quartermaster-General is of the opinion that 
the claim should receive favorable recommendation. 

“ The account and bill above referred to are herewith respectfully returned. 

“ Very respectfully, your obedient servant, 
“S, B. HOLABIRD, 


“ Quartermaster-General United States Army. 
“Hon. J. K. Jones, 
“ United States Senate.” 


tappearin: respec 
a paid they e taani potimitiae iha e in niae psta ar pett ae 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the consideration of this bill? 
The Chair hears none. 

The bill was ordered to a third reading; and it was accordingly read 
the third time, and passed. 

Mr. ROGERS moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill was 
paed; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 
tahle. -y 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

The SPEAKER. If there be no objection, the House bill, 10885, of 
the same title will be laid upon the table. 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 


POTTAWATOMIE INDIANS.” 


The SPEAKER also laid before the Honse the bill (S. 2176) for the 
ascertainment of the amount due the Pottawatomie Indians of Mich- 
igan and Indiana; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Indian Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 


* AGREEMENTS WITH INDIANS. 


The SPEAKER also laid before the House the bill (S. 3557) to ratify 
and confirm certain ents with the upper and middle bands of 
Spokane Indians, the lower Pend d’Oreille or Calispel Indians, and the 
confederated bands of Flathead, Pend d’Oreille, and Kootenay In- 
dians in Washington, Idaho, and Montana Territories, and for other 
purposes; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on Indian Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

DEPARTMENT OF AGRICULTURE. 


The SPEAKER also laid before the House the bill (H. R. 8191) to en- 
large the powers and duties of the Department of Agriculture, and to 
create an executive department to be known as the department of ag- 
riculture, with amendments of the Senate thereto; which were re- 
ferred to the Committee on Agriculture. 


JENNIE HART MULLANY. 


The SPEAKER. Senate bill No. 2346, granting a pension to Jennie 
Hart Mullany, was passed by the Honse on last Friday, and, by an 
oversight, an amendment proposed by the committee to insert the 
woids ‘‘per month” was omitted. Thegentleman from Pennsylvania 
[Mr. O'NEILL] asks unanimous consent that the votes by which the 
bill was ordered to a third reading and passed, be reconsidered, the 
amendment inserted, and the bill again passed. Is there objection? 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 

LEAVE OF ABSENCE. 

By unanimous consent, leave of absence was granted as follows: 

To Mr. Hovey, indetinitely, on account of important business. 

To Mr. MACDONALD, indefinitely, on account of ill health. 

To Mr. HATCH, indefinitely, on account of the death of his brother. 

To Mr. MATSON, indefinitely, on account of important business. 

To Mr. MERRIMAN, indefinitely, on account of important business. 

To Mr. O’NEALL, of Indiana, indefinitely, on account of important 
business. 

To Mr. ConGER, for ten days from the 24th instant, on account of 
important business. 

o Mr. VANCE, indeiinitely, on account of important business. 

To Mr. TAULBEE, for one week, on account of important business, 
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To Mr. FARQUHAR, for one week, on account of important business. 

To Mr. Joun R. Brown, for ten days, on account of important busi- 
ness. 

To Mr. BAKER, of Illinois, indefinitely, on account of important 
business. 

To Mr. Horxtys, of Virginia, for five days. 

To Mr. ARNOLD, indefinitely, on account of important business. 

To Mr. THOMPSON, of Ohio, indefinitely, on account of important 
business. 

To Mr. McCormick, indefinitely, on account of sickness. : 

To Mr. WADE, indefinitely, on account of sickness in his family. 

To Mr. CHIPMAN, for two weeks. 

To Mr. LANDES, indefinitely, on account of important business. 


BRIDGES ACROSS THE MISSISSIPPI AT LA CROSSE, 


Mr. THOMAS, of Wisconsin. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous con- 
sent that the Committee of the Whole House be discharged from the 
further consideration of the bill (H. R. 11139) to authorize the build- 
ing of a bridge or bridges across the Mississippi River at La Crosse, 
Wis., which has been reported from the Committee on Commerce with 
amendments, 

The bill was read in part. 

Mr. THOMAS, of Wisconsin. Mr. Speaker, this is a long bill, and 
I ask unanimous consent that the further reading of it be dispensed 
with. It has been recommended by the Secretary of War, and is favor- 
ably reported by the Committee on Commerce. 

Mr. PAYSON. Does it contain the usual provisions of bridge bills? 

Mr. THOMAS, of Wisconsin. It contains the usual provisions. 

The amendments recommended by the Committee on Commerce were 


agreed to. 
The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed and read a third 
time; and being engrossed, it was accordlngly read the third time, and 


passed. 

Mr. THOMAS, of Wisconsin, moved to reconsider the vote by which 
the bill was passed; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be 
laid on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

ORDER OF BUSINESS. 

Mr. ABBOTT. I call for the regular order. 

The SPEAKER. The regular order is demanded. This being Mon- 
day, the regular order is the call of States and Territories for the in- 
troduction of bills and resolutions. 

CAMPS FOR YELLOW-FEVER REFUGEES. 

Mr. WHEELER introduced a bill (H. R. 11501) to establish camps 
for yellow-fever refugees, and for other purposes; which was read a 
first and second time, referred to the Committee on Military Affairs, 
and ordered to be printed. 

TRANSMISSION OF BILLS TO THE PRESIDENT. 

Mr. MORROW introduced the following joint resolution (H. Res. 
225); which was read a first and second time, referred to the Commit- 
tee on Rules, and ordered to be printed: 


Resolved by the Senate and House of Representatives of the United States of America 
in Congres assembled, That whenever a bill or resolution requiring the signa- 
ture of the President shall have passed both Houses and been enrolled and 
signed by the Speaker of the House of Representatives and the President of the 
Senate, it shall be the duty of the Speaker of the House of Representatives when 
the bill or resolution o ated in that body, and of the President of the Sen- 
ate, when the billor resolution originated in the Senate, to cause such bill or 
resolution to be forthwith presented to the President of the United States in per- 
son, and a report of the fact to be made to the House in which the bill or reso- 
lution originated, and the date of such presentation. 


PENSIONS FOR LOSS OF LIMBS. 

Mr. MATSON introduced a bill (H. R. 11502) to increase the pen- 
sions of those who have lost limbs or the use of them; which was read 
a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 
and ordered to be printed. 

TRANSMISSION OF BILLS TO THE PRESIDENT. 

Mr, BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky, presented the following reso- 

lution; which was read, and referred to the Committee on Rules: 


Resolved, That the rules of the House be amended by adding thereto the fol- 
lowing additional rule: 

“After a bill which originated in the House shall have passed both Houses it 
shall be duly enrolled on parchment by the Clerk of the House and shall be 
examined by the Committee on Enrolled Bills, who shall carefully compare the 
enrollment with the en bill as in the two Houses of Congress, 
and shall, after correcting any cise that may be discovered in the enrolled bill, 
make report forthwith to the House; and after it has been signed by the Speaker 
of the House of Representatives and by the President of the Senate it shall be 
forthwith presented by the Clerk of the House to the President of the United 
States for his approbation (it being first indorsed on the back of the roll that 
the bill had originated in the House, which indorsement shall be signed by the 
Clerk), and shall be entered on the Journal of the House; and the time when 
the bill is presented to the President shall be reported by the Clerk and entered 
on the Journal. 

“All orders, resolutions, and votes which are to be presented to the President 
for his a} probation and which originate in the House shall also in the same 
manner be previously enrolled, examined, and sigosd, and shall be presented 
in the same manner as provided in the case of bills.” “ 


JOINT RULES OF THE HOUSE AND THE SENATE. 
Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky, also presented the following; 
which was read, and referred to the Committee on Rules: 
Resolved by the House of Representatives, That the Senate be requested to unite 


with the House in the adoption of a jointrule for the orderly procedure of such 
es business as requires joint action between the Houses, and that the 

jpeaker be directed to appoint a committee of five Representatives to act with 
any committce the Senate may appoint, 


EMPLOYMENT OF ALIENS ON PUBLIC WORKS. 


Mr. CHIPMAN introduced a bill (H. R. 11503) to prevent aliens 
who have not declared their intention to become citizens, and do not 
reside in the United States, from being employed as contractors or la- 
borers on public works; which was read a first and second time, re- 
ferred to the Committee on Labor, and ordered to be printed. 


COLONIZATION. 


Mr. THOMPSON, of Ohio (by request), introduced a bill (H. R. 
11504) to carry into effect the provisions relating to colonization, of the 
twelfth section of the act of June 7, 1862, entitled ‘‘ An act for the col- 
lection of direct taxes in the insurrectionary districts of the United 
States, and for other purposes;’’? which was read a first and second 
Hine. eres to the Committee on Commerce, and ordered to be 
printed. = 

PURCHASE OF FORT BROWN, TEXAS. 

Mr. CRAIN introduced a resolution authorizing the Committee on 
Military Affairs to have printed in connection with its report upon the 
resolution in re; to the purchase of Fort Brown, Texas, certain 
papers and affidavits attached to this resolution, and made a part 
hereof; which was referred to the Committee on Military Affairs, 

Mr. CRAIN. I ask unanimous consent that this resolution, with 
the accompanying papers, be printed in the RECORD. 

There being no objection, it was ordered accordingly. 

The documents are as follows: 


[In the House of Representatives, Fiftieth Congress.] 
A resolution to authorize the Committee on Military Affairs to have printed in 
connection with its report upon the resolution in regard to the purchase of 
the site of Fort Brown, Texas, certain papers and affidavits. 


Resolved, That the Committee on Military Aftairs is herby authorized to have 
printed as a supplement to its report upon the ution concerning the appro- 
priation for the purchase of Fort Brown, Texas, certain pre and affidavits of 
reputable citizens, both Republican and Democratic in political faith, residing 
in Brownsville, Tex., which accompany this resolution and are made a 
hereof,and which are attached hereto and marked Exhibit “A,” and which 
said affidavits refute the false charges made by one Charles J. Murphy against 
the people of Brownsville, in the State of Texas, in his testimony given before 
the Subcommittee on Military Affairs in the Fort Brown investigation. 

BROWNSVILLE, TEX., August 8, 1888, 

DEAR Sir: In compliance with resolution passed at public meeting, the pro- 
ceedingsof which form part of the inclosed record, I have the honor to trans- 
mit to you for delivery to Hon. W. H. CRAIN, M. O. for this district, the accom- 
panying ponas: 

You will please inform me when you have placed them in Mr. Crarm’s hands, 
in order that I may make the same known to the people of Brownsville, who 
are deeply interested in this matter. 

Very respectfully, your obedient servant, 
JULES LUCADOU, Secretary. 

Hon. THOMAS CARSON, 


Mayor of Brownsville (now sojourning at Washington, D. C.). 


PUBLIC MEETING AT THE COURT-HOUSE, 19TI INSTANT, TO CONSIDER THE TES- 
TIMONY OF SPUD MURPHY AND ONE HENRY DOUGLAS, GIVEN BEFORE A COM- 
MITTEE OF CONGRESS, REGARDING THIS SECTION, 

Whereas this section of the country has been ly misrepresented and 
wronged in a report recently made by a subcommittees of the House Commit- 
tee on Military Affairs at Washington, said nevorssppesing to have been 
on the evidence of one Charles J. Murphy, commonly known as Spud Ppt pall 
claiming to be a merchant from this city, and one Henry Douglas; and said re- 
port as published appears calculated to do great and undeserved in. ury to the 
people of this section; and for the purpose of correcti g the bad impression 
created abroad by said report, the citizens of Brownsville are requi to meet 
at the court-house on Friday, the 19th instant, at 7 o'clock p. m., to take such 
action as may be deemed advisable to set this community right in the premises 
and vindicate its good name, 

By request of citizens, 


BROWNSVILLE, TEX., July 17, 1888. 


INDIGNATION MEETING. 


Pursuant to a call of the Hon. Emilio C. Forto, county judge of Cameron 
County, Texas, the citizens and people of this county assembied in mass 
at the court-house in the city of Brownsville, on Thursday, the 19th day of 
July, 1888, for the purpose of expressing their indignation at the outrageous 
and maligning testimony given by one Charles J. Murphy, better known as 
“Spud,” and one Henry Douglas, before the subcommittee on Military Affairs, 
at ashington, D.C., touching the Fort Brown matter, 

The Hon. Emilio C. Forto, county judge, called the meeting to order, and 
in a few and appropriate remarks stated to the meeting that at the earnest and 
repeated solicitations of our best citizens and merchants he had made the call 
for this meeting. 

Nominations for chairman being in order, Mr. Benjamin Kowalski moved 
that Mr. G. M. Raphael be p Pein A of this meeting, which, being duly sec- 
onded, Mr. Raphael was elected chairman of the meeting. 

On motion of Col. W. H. Mason, duly seconded, Jules Lucadou was elected 
secre! of the meeting. 

Hon. Ë. C. Forto explained to Mexican citizens present the object of the mect- 
ing in the Spanish peso 

hairman G. M. Raphael announced to the meeting that he corroborated all 
the statements expressed by Hon. E. C. Forto,- believing them to be true, and 
ha emphatically denied ever signing Spud Murphy’s recommendation know- 


y. 
uis Kowalski, clerk of the district court of Cameron County, Texas, of- 
fered in evidence four certified copies of indictments for four eo ppb and dis- 
ese ges eee in this county and found by the grand juries against 
rles J. Murphy. é 
Adolphus Glaevecke, county clerk of Cameron County, Texas, took the floor, 
and declared that Charles J. Murphy, alias “Spud,” is a crank and a scoundrel; 
that if his name Appears signed to Murphy’s recommendation it must have been 
obtained under representations. 


E. ©. FORTO, County Judg>. 
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Louis Cowen, „ addressed the meeting in appropriate terms, sketchin 
part of Charles J. Murphy’s character, denouncing him as an impostor an 
that he, Murphy, had Tobbed money belonging to the Catholic church of this 
city, that his signature which ap upon Murphy’s recommendation must 
certainly be a forgery, as he would never have recommended a man without 
character such as Murphy for any place. 

Francisco Yturria took the floor and remarked that he had been in business 


mittee be appointed forthe purpose ofdraughting suitable resolutionsand taking 
a view of 
ashington, D. 


On motion of Hon, 
Santiago, duly seconded, Chairman G. M. Raphael and Secretary Jules Lu- 
as members of the above committee. 

Louis Kowalski, clerk of the district court of Cameron County, Texas, offered 
his services in his official capacity, to take affidayits before the committee, which 
offer was thankfully ares AT by the chair. 

On motion of Hon, J. J. Cocke, collector of customs for this district, duly 
seconded, the meeting was adjourned until Thursday evening the 26th instant. 

i G. M. HAEL; 
Chairman. 
Attest: 
JULES LUCADOU, Secretary. 

Adjourned indignation meeting convencd at the court-house on Saturday the 
4th day of August, 1888, at 3 o'clock p. m. 

The was called to order by Mr. William Kelly, who stated that Mr, 
G. M. Ra) the regular chairman, was unable to attend the Carnegien ie 

On motion of Benjamin Kowalski, esq., duly seconded and carried, Mr, Will- 
iam Kelly was elected chairman pro tempore. 

The committee heretofore appointed to take testimony presented affidavits, 
which were read to the meeting. 

Mr. Louis Cowen moved that the testimony taken by the committee be for- 
warded to our representatives in Washington, whereupon Hon. E. C. Forto of- 
fered the following resolution, which was unanimously adopted by the meeting, 


to wit: 
“ Resolved, ne AIOE DOCIS by the committee and now here pre- 
tted to the Hon. W. H. Orarxs, member of Con- 
gress for thi he submit the same to Houses 
of Coi and ontreysa! tot Committee of the 
House, in order that the good name of this community may be vindicated; and 
* Resolved further, That as most of the ns com this meeting and its 
committee and those who have testified, are well known to Mr, he is 
hereby requested to make known their characters and standing to all whom it 
may concern. 
On motion by Hon. E. C. Forto, duly seconded, tho meeting was adjourned 
e. 
WILLIAM KELLY, 
Chairman, 
Attest: 
JULES LUCADOU, Secretary. 
Tu STATE OF TEXAS, County of Cameron: 

E. H. Goodrich, certify on oath that I haye known Charles J, Murphy 
oneal known here as “Spud” Rewer a since the year 1866; that during 
said od and until he left Brow e I never knew him to have had any 
stan political, social, or otherwise, and at no time was he known here ass 
leader of any political party. He made pretense of being a Republican, was 
always encouraging revolts among the members of the Republican party, and 

ee creden! either forged or executed by a few sore- 
heads, he ed money and d passage to attend conventions from 
Democrats, who no doubt aided him in order to create dissension, which he 
erally s ed in doing, and by his persistency, and in order to preserve 
rmony, the regular delegates occasionally allo’ him to take in the 
councils of Sop eng I have resided continuously in Brownsville since March, 
1866; shortly my arrival here I became acquainted with Murphy at a Re- 
publican meeting; have observed his political career closely, and as chairman 
of the ublican county committee for twenty years past nec ate 1888, have never 
to abide by the action of any legi —— ng of ublicans ; 
trary he always carried on a sideshow of own, and I have been 
not 


mercantile business, his principal 
ursuit was a fat office; a man of broils, as the police records of the 


”) as many better men have 


departure from sectio the charity extended igen nr ple hi 
n upon the e e 
now vilifes; I would not belizve him wider Cate: vert 
E. H. GOODRICH. 
Sworn to and subscribed before me this 4th day of ao A. D. 1888. 
[SEAL] LUOADOU, 
United States Commissioner, Western District of Texas, 


Tur UNITED STATES OF AMERICA, A 
Western District of Texas: 

Before me, Jules Lucadou, a commissioner of the circuit court of the United 
States for the western district of Texas, at Brownsville, personally appeared H. 
M. Field, who, being duly sworn, upon oath deposes and says: I am forty-six 
years of age and am by profession a civil engineer. I came to this section of 
the country in 1865. Have been county surveyor of Cameron County, Texas, 
from 1868 to 1878, inclusive, and am quite familiar with the richness, fertility, 
and productiveness of the soil of this county. 

Have been connected with farming enterprises in this section for the last 
twenty years. Towna a of land within thecity limits of the city of Browns- 
ville, Tex. and I know by my deeds to the same it has been under cultiva- 
tion ever since 1842, and for the last twenty-three years I know of my own 
knowledge that from one to two crops have been annually raised upon the 
same. Last year eens sowed eight Acres of this land in “Johnson grass,” 
and cut three otopa of hay off Mates, Bang year. I can not state the number of 

unds, because I did notweigh the hay. Thisyear ), upon this same land, 
have cut two crops of this hay and have now the third crop ready and ripe to 
cut; the first crop I sold to the contractors for the Government at Fort Brown 
and delivered, as shown by the quartermaster’s scales, 29,950 pounds of cured 
hay for the first crop above referred, and I lost, besides, by rain, about 1 ton; 
the second crop I have cut and stacked, but have not delivered the hay yet. I 
will commence cutting the third crop on the 6th instant. This ne | ele 
a road 20 feet wide and about 1,200 feet long across my hay-field, thereby reduc- 
ing the acreage. This spring I planted on my land 6 acres of which pro- 
duced about 15 tons of hay. Ialso planted 10 barrels of potatoes (5 fan 
rels being of the class called “* Peerless’’ and 5 of the class called * Early Rose”), 
from which I have sold a little over 100 barrels and have kept 15 barrels of the 
same for seed; none of this land has ever been manured and does not require 
man! 5 My land, being all upland, is not of as good a quality as the lands 
embr in the Fort Brown military reservation, the greater portion of which 
are river-bottom lands, therefore of a far superior grade. 

In 1866 I was stationed as an officer of the Army at Fort Brown, Company I, 
of the First Artillery, had a garden at the post at that time, upon which were 
raised the finest vegetables I ever saw,and most of the years since I have seen 
the post gardens, and all class of vegetables are grown in them most Inxuriantly. 

In 1865 and 1866 I was detailed laced on mp fred acting assistant engineer 

the district of the Rio G and part of my duty at the time was to clear 
the grounds preparatory to the building of the Fort Brown post and to make 
lans and estimates for building the same, under the instructions of General 
eorge W. Getty, who was district commander at the time, After my leaving 
the service in 1868 I was n employed by the Quartermaster Department 
during the construction and finishing of the said post; part of my occupation 
then was to gradethe groundsand put them under peo per drainage; I removed 
in so doing several date palms and the remains of the brick tanks used for irri- 
gation, these hegey toed remains of an old Mexican garden cultivated prior to 
the occupation of the post by our troops in 1846, 
In 1882 Lieut. Thomas M. Wenie had charge of the post garden of Fort Brown; 
he sent me some of the vegetables which had been grown on the garden under his 
among which there was a head of cabbage weighing 25 pounds, a beet 
weighing 12 pounds, and a sweet feng that weighed 6 pounds; these vege- 
tables had each a label attached to them bearing their ve weights; these 
secmed to me to be exaggerated, and to convince myself, I weig them and 
found them to weigh the pounds above set forth. E LD 


Sworn to and subscribed before me this 4th day of a A. D. 1888, 
[seax.] J LUCADOU, 
United States Commissioner, Western District of Texas. 


Tne UNITED STATES OF AMERICA, 
Western District of Texas: 

Before me, Jules Lucadou, a commissioner of the circuit court of the United 
States for the western district of Texas, at Brownsville, personally appeared H, 
O. Hune, justice peace, precinct No. 3,of Cameron County, Texas, who being 
duly sworn, upon oath deposes and says: Iam seventy years of age; am by 

rofession a tailor; have been justice of the peace for precinct No. 3, of Cameron 
Sounsy, ‘Texas, for the past four years. 

I came to this section of the i 1846 as Swe in the army of Gen- 
eral Taylor, and served through the Mexican war Sumpang K, Fourth Artil- 
lery; have served through the war of the rebellion in the Union ranks in Com- 
pany M, First Artillery, and have been a Republican all my life. 

In when General Taylor took possession of the lands known from that 
time to the present date asthe Fort Brown reservation, said lands were under 
a high state of cultivation, and had been for a great number of years prior 
thereto; all around the lake or n embraced in the reservation there wasa 
magnificent orchard, containing all class of fruit trees which grow in thik lati- 
tude, sh» by their size and productiveness that they had been planted 
many years prior to our advent to this frontier. Theremainder of the lands were 
used as corn and cotton fields and vegetable gardens. 

During my life as a soldier I have been stationed at a great many posts, both 
in Texas and other States, and can truthfully say that Fort Brown is one of the 
finest posts I ever was in. 

I was acquainted with Charles J, Murphy (commonly known here as “Spud 
Murphy ”) for several = and always knew him to be a dead beat. When 
he was about to leave for Washington, I made for him a fuli suit of clothes and 
When I went to endeavor to collect the mone: 


p 

in 1850, r the war; 
was here only a veryshort time. Douglas can not some sor 4 sec ap tothe 
post here, because dings had been 
erected at the post; it was merely a camp around the fort. In regard to his tes- 
timony as to men bein hung to the beams of the slaughterin 

saw such things done 
witnessed suc 


Sworn to and subscribed before me this Ist day Naas = ame he D. 1888. 
[sear] LES LUOADOU, 
United States Commissioner, Western District of Texas, 
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THE UNITED STATES OF AMERICA, 
Western District of Texas: 

Before me, Jules Lucadou, a commissioner of the cirouit court of the United 
States for the western district of Texas, at Brownsville, personally appeared 
George H. Watson, who being duly sworn, upon oath deposes and says: I was 
a laborer and messenger at Fort Brown during the time Maj. W. A. Wainwright 
was stationed at the tas quatermaster. I have been employed as messenger 
at the custom house in the city of Brownsville, Tex., since the 18th day of Feb- 
ruary, )872, and am still employed as such. 

I have known Charles J. Murphy (commonly known here as “Spud” Mur- 
phy) since the year 1867. That darin said period and until he left pramor 

never knew him to have had any standing, political, social, or otherwise, an 


known here as a leader o He made 


Republican party. I have resided continuously in Brownsville since 1857. 
Shortly after my arrival here I became acquainted with Murphy, and have ob- 
served his political career closely; and have never known him to abide by the 
action of any legitimate gathering of Republicans. Tothe contrary, he always 
carried on a side show of his own. 

I have never known him to engage in any mercantile business. His principal 
aim and pursuit was a fat office, a man of low tastes and no social standing even 
with the parties he herded with; and if he was ostracized by the people ef this 
section by reason of his political preferences as he alleges, he is the first and 
only one I have heard claim that political faith influenced our citizens in social 


intelligent being the height of absurdity. 
asa fer f character,a broiler, dead beat, 


ng 
know of my own knowledge that neither Guidon nor Polite 
they were uneducated men. I would not believe Murphy 


GEO. H. WATSON. 


Sworn to and subscribed before me this the 4th day of August, A. D. 1888, 
[sear] JULES LUCADOU, 
United States Commissioner, Western District of Texas. 


THE USITED STATES OF AMERICA, 
Western District of Texas: 

Before me, Jules Lucadou,a commissioner of the circuit court of the United 
States for the western district of Texas, at Brownsville, personally ap; H. 
E. Woodhouse, who, being duly sworn, upon oath deposes and says: Lam sixty 
pon of age; came to this section of country as supercargo of the schooner Is- 

n, from New York, and landed at Brazos de Santiago, Texas, on the 30thday 
of November, 1847; was a merchant during all these years, and sold the first lot 
of goods that went out of Brownsville. 

I knew Charles J. Murphy, and know that he went to Washington on a part 
of oe Geena) that Tomas Zamora had given to Higinio Salinas (a man who 
is slightly deranged), his brother-in-law, to pay over to me on a running account 
that said Zamora owed me, and the said Murpby prevailed upon the said Salinas 
to give him (Murphy) the money,and that he would attend to his (Salinas’s) 
claim in Washington. Murphy o ned the money, I „about April, 1882, 
and these facts came to my knowledge through Tomas Zamora subsequently, 
about Joly, when Zamora came to town and told me he had sent me money by 
Salinas which he, Salinas, did not pay over to me, but had used it, giving a part 
thereof to Murphy to pay his expenses to Washington. 

I would further state that I have never signed my name, knowingly, to 
Murphy's | pyre) which appears on 143 of the *‘ Report of the Subcom- 
mittee on Military Affairs,” and that my Goer alleged to be attached to 
the said petition is genuine it must have m signed to some other paper and 
for ano’ person, as near as my recollection will serve me. I believe it was 
signed to a petition for Mr. Edward Downey and not for Charles J. Murphy. I 
knew Murphy and regarded him as a person without respectability or good 
standing in this community. ° 

Iam not aware that Charles J. Murphy was cver a merchant, either in this 
country or in any other, and am at a loss to know in what class of merchandise 
he was dealing in while in this community, 

H. E. WOODHOUSE. 


Sworn to and subscribed before me this the 4th day of August, A. D. 1888. 
[SEAL] JULES LUCADOU, 
United States Commirsioner, Western District of Texas, 


Usrrep STATES OF AMERICA, 
Western District of Texas: 

Before me, Jules Lucadou,a commissioner of the circuit court of the United 
States for the western district of Texas, at Brownsville, personally a 
George Brulay, who, being duly sworn, upon oath deposesand says: I am forty- 
nine rsofage ; I started the Rio Grande Sugar plantation, situated 9 miles be- 
low the city of Brownsville, in 1876, and am the owner thereof. Since 1876 Ihave 
never failed to raise from 280,000 to 300,000 pounds of sugaryearly. I also raise 
various other ropi make no mention of these because my chief pursuit is 
sugar raising. m I say 280,000 to 300,000 pounds of sugar, above referred 
to as the annual product of my plantation, a favorably and has the 
market value of the kind known as “white cla sugar, My crop of 1887 
produce? over 400,000 pounds of sugar, Atno time sincestarting my plantation 

ye I had over 180 acres under cane cultivation. My land is inferior to that 
of the Fort Brown reservation, 

GEO. BRULAY. 


Sworn to and subscribed before me this 3d day of August, A. D. 1888. 
[sma] JULES LUCADOU, 
United States Commissioner, Western District of Texas. 


THE UNITED STATES OF AMERICA, 
Western District of Texas: 

Before me, Jules Lucadou, commissioner of the circuit court of the United 
States for the western district of Texas, at Bro lie, personally appeared 
Louis Cowen, who, being duly sworn, upon oath deposes and says, tae hokas 
resided almost continuously from 1855 to date in the city of Brownsville, Tex.; 
that from 1863 to 1867 he followed the bayer ete of merchant, doing business 
for himself, and from 1871 with the firm of Bloomberg & Raphael, part of the 
time as agent and part of the time as partner, to date; has known Charles J. 
Murphy through the latter's employment in the internal-revenue collector's 
ofice; have seen in the report of the Su! ttee on Military Affairs touch- 
ing the Fort Brown military reservation.,on 143 ofsaid report,a tion in 
which my name appears as indorsing the said O, J. Murphy as a “friend and 


Republican.” I have no recollection of ever having signed such a petition.. I 
have never considered the said Murphy as a friend and never was allied with 
the Republican party, either prior to or during my residence in Brownsville; 
that if my signature appears on any petition claimed to be in favor of said Mur- 
phy, that it is either not genuine or was obtained by fraudulent means. . 
L. COWEN. 
Sworn to and subscribed before me this 30th day of July, A. D. 1888. 
[SEAL] - JULES LUCADOUTU, 
United States Commissioner, Western District of Texas, 


THE UNITED STATES OF AMERICA, 
Western District of Texas: 
B peaa me J Aaa ien a è pany ecm gd cal n a Ars the vanoa 
tates for the w rn district of Texas, at wW e, ya 

G. M. Raphael, who, being duly sworn, upon oath deposes and says: That he 
has resided almost continuously from September, 1866, to date, in the city of 
Brownsville, Tex. That his occupation is that of merchant—from 1868 to 1872 
of the firm of Alexander & Co., and since then of Bloomberg & Raphael. Has 
known Charles J. Murphy, through the latter's employment in the internal- 
revenue collector's office. Have seen in the report of the Subcommittee on Mil- 
itary Affairs touching the Fort Brown military reservation, on page 143 of said 
report, a petition in which my name appears as indorsing the said C. J. Mur- 
phy as a “friend and Republican." I have no recollection of ever havin 
signed such a petition. I have never considered the said Murphy as a friend, 
and never was allied with the Republican party, either prior to or during my 
residence in Brownsville. That if my signature appears on any petition ed 
to be in favor of said Murphy, that it is either not genuine, or was obtained by 


fraudulent means. 
G. M. RAPHAEL. 


Sworn to and subscribed before me this the 28th day of July, A. D. 1888. 
(sear. JULES LUCADOU, 
United States Commissioner, Western District of Texas, 


Tne UNITED STATES OF AMERICA, 
~- Western District of Texas: 


Before me, Jules Lucadou, a commissioner of the circuit court of the United 
States for the western district of Texas, at Brownsville, personally apreced 
Louis Wise, who, being duly sworn, upon deposes and says: I know 
Charles J. Murphy, and I am sw to see why any gentleman will take 
notice of him. Knowing the fellow as I do, since twenty-two years, and ac- 
quainted with his actions during that time, I beg leave to state that I would 
not believe the fellow under oath, nor would I trust him with the value of any- 


thing. 
LOUIS WISE. 


Sworn to and subscribed before me this the 4th day of So REST D, 1888. 
{sEax.] JULES LUCADOU. 
United States Commissioner, Western District of Texas, 


Tue Unrrep STATES oF AMERICA, 
Western District of Texas: 


Before me, Jules Lucadou, a commissioner of the cireuit court of the United 
States for the western district of Texas, at Brownsville, personally a L. 
A. Rousset, who, being duly sworn, upon oath deposes and says; That he has 
resided in the city of Brownsville, Tex., for full twenty years, and is well ac- 
quainted with the people and residents of Cameron County; that his name ap- 

on page 143 of the “ Testimony taken by the Committee on Military Af- 
kta; House of Representatives, at Washington, D., C.,”’ as having ber pe a pe- 
tition for one Capt. Charles J. Murphy, purporting that Jam a Republican and 
friend of his,which I deny having ever signed. Iam nota friend of Charles J. 
Murphy nor am I a Republican, but am a foreigner, a Frenchman by birth, and 
have never declared my intention to become a citizen of the United States, and 
denounce my alleged ture to said petition as a forgery na a ye 


Sworn to and subscribed before me this the 26th day of July, A. D, 1888. 
[SBAL.] JULES LUCADOU, 
United States Commissioner, Western District of Texas, 


Tun Unrrep STATES OF AMERICA, 
Western District of Texas: 

Before me, Jules Lucadou,a commissioner of the circuit court of the United 
States for the western district of Texas, at Brownsville, y appeared 
James A. Browne, who, being duly sworn, upon oath deposes and says: Iam 
colleetor of taxes for State and county taxes of Cameron County, Texas, and 
have controlled said office for the past ten years. Ihave under my personal 
control the tax-rolls of this county since 1875. I know Charles J. Murphy, and 
at no time has he ever paid any taxes, licenses, or contribution of any charac- 
ter whatever, and do further say that at no time did Murphy ever own any 
property of whatever character in this county. I co: Murphy as 
tramp; he was never admitted in society and was considered a blatant, igno- 


rant an, 
JAS. A. BROWNE. 
Sworn to and subscribed before me this the 4th day of A A.D. 1888. 
[SEAL] JU: LUCADOU, 
United States Commissioner, Western District of Texas. 


THE UNITED STATES OF AMERICA, 
Western District of Texas: 

Before me, Jules Lucadou,a commissioner of the circuit court of the United 
States for the western district of Texas, at Brownsville, personally appeared 
Adolphus Glaevecke, clerk ofthe county court of Cameron County, Texas, who, 
being duly sworn, upon oath, deposes and says: I am seventy years of age and 
have been county clerk of this county for the past fourteen years. I came to 
this section of the country in January, 1836. In May, 1836, the famous order of 
the Mexican General Ampudia, after his arrival from the defeat at San Jacinto, 
Tex., it being Order No. 1, to the effectthat whoever wascanght 9 miles north 
of the Rio Grande would be consid a Texas spy and be put in the ranks of 
thearmy. The country was then swarming with cattle and horse stock, and 
notwithstanding General Ampudia’s order there was no Jack of fine, fat beeves 
within the 9mile zone upto May, 1846, when General Taylor broke the order. 

In the fall of 1836, Mr. Stryker, myself, and others, started to plant and culti- 
vate cotton, which resulted in a general cleaning of lands on both sides of the 
Rio Grande from its mouth up to Reynosa, and Messrs, Constantine Tarnava, 
Emil Manauton, and Charles Stillman advaneed the money and furnished the 
seed to the planters on both sides of the river to carry out this enterprise. In 
1837 Mr. Stryker built a cotton-gin on the Villa Nueva Island, so did Messrs, 
Heim and agor opposite Mr. Stryker’s, on this side of the lake. The crop 
of 1837 was so heavy that it en to build more ging, whereupon, 
in 1838, Messrs. Tarnava and Manautou built two large gins in Matamoras, Mex- 
ico; Mr. Alvino Lopez built one 25 miles above Matamoras, and Mr. Dwythe 
Smith built another at Reynosa, Mexico. All these gins had plenty to do up to 
the year 1847, when the cotton enterprise fell through, sauso by the war be- 
tween the United States and Mexico and a terrible drought, which commenced 
in August, 1546, and ended in April, 1847, 
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This cotton was raised on the river lands of the same kind, 
scription of those embraced in the Fort Brown reservation, which before its 


uality, and de- 


neo ion by General Taylor was known as one of the most fruitful labors on 
e river. 

In 1842 this section was afflicted with a terrible drought, which did not, how- 
ever, injure but merely delayed our crops on the river lands. Thousands of 
cattle were lost coming into our water-ponds from 12 to 20 miles above our fa- 
mous 9-mile zone, to bog and die at the ponds; but the drought did not affect 
our crops and herds inside the zone, as the same were handled and the latter 
driven daily to good watering places on the river, and grass never failed, 

I became acquainted with Charles J. Murphy in July, 1865. From the inter- 
course I had with him I put him down as a tramp, a beggar, and a drone on his 
own party, despised by every decent Republican, and associating solely with 
ni rom whom he obtained some few quarters by writing letters for them 
at the rate of 25 cents each. 

I find on the criminal docket of the county court of Cameron County, Texas, 
a case styled as follows: ~~ 

* No. 16. The State of Texas vs. Charles J. Murphy. 
officer. Filed August 18, 1876.” 

This was acase where he proeured himself a horse and went out into the coun- 
try Senronming Licey io the ignorant people as an inspector of weights and 
measures, and blackmailed numbers of poor ple for alleged shortness in 
their measures and weights. He kept upthese fraudulentdoings until reported 
to the county judge, who, after having him brought into town, reprimanded 
and fired him out of his pe judge’s) office in my presence. The case against 
him was finally dismi from the docket, on the 7th day of January, 1877, for 
the want of prosecution, due solely to the fact of the inability of getting the wit- 


Falsely personating an 


nesses in from distant parts of the county, 
I further know that said “Spud” (the name by which Charles J. Murphy 
was common! 


known), being oq el iga Col, John L. Haynes, collector of cus- 
toms for the district of Brazos de tiago, for denying hima place in the office, 
even refusing him the situation of janitor, he, the said Spud, voted about 20 
negro votes for us (Democrats) just to spite Colonel Haynes, and especially E. 
H. Goodrich, special deputy co! r. 

During all the time Murphy lived at Brownsville he wassimply an adventurer 
living by his wits; never had any reputable employment, except fora short time, 
in the internal-revenue collector's office; never was a merchant or in any busi- 
ness here, and derived a precarious living at lunch-counters and among negroes, 
for-whom he acted as letter-writer. He never owned a house, simply renting 
some rooms in the suburbs of this city, and taking icular care never to pay 
the rents due to his landlords; never a regular ing-place in the town; 
was g simply as a dead-beat and blackmailer, and was always treated 
as such, 

1 have resided in this county for fifty-two years, most of the time a farmer 
and stock-raiser, and came of farming people. I have never seen better agri- 
cultural lands in this country or in Europe than those of the valley of the Rio 
Grande, from Hidalgo County to its mout Two crops of corna year are noth- 
ing unusual to be on the lands about Brownsville. Corn, , beans, 
and potatoes are raised in abundance (at this moment corn is selling for 20 cents 
per bushel). The lands in the Fort wn reservation are as fruitful as the 
rest. There is no difference in their quality. 

During the years 1864, 1865, 1-66, and 1867 very little crops were raised; labor 
had become disorganized on account of the wars in both Mexico and our coun- 
try; the laboring people were nearly all in one or other of the four armies oper- 
ating in this section—the Federal and Confederate in Texas, the Imperial and 
Liberal in Mexico, The handling of cotton exported at was more lucra- 
tive than’ agricultural pursuits, and hence the lands lay idle in those years. 
This accounts for the testimony given by Major Wainwright and others who 
were here only during this period. . 

ADOLPHUS GLAEVECKE. 


Sworn to and subscribed before me this 23d day of Jay A. D. 1888. 
[SEAL] JULES LUCADOU, 
United States Commissioner, Western District of Texas. 


Tue UNITED STATES OF AMERICA, Western District of Texas: 


Before me, Jules Lucadou, a commissioner of the circuit court of the United 
States for the western district of Texas, at Brownsville, personally Lew gerbe 
William Kelly, of Brownsville, Tex., who, being duly sworn, deposes and says: 
I am forty-eight Toe of age, and have resided in eron County since 1865, 
an in Brownsville since 1870. Iam asteam-boat owner, and have been enga 
in the transportation of merchandise an the Rio Grande since 1866. Iam familiar 
with the character of the lands on both sides of the river. The lands which com- 
prise the military reservation of Fort Brown are of precisely the same character 
as those on either side of them for a distance of 60 miles to the westward and 20 
miles to the |, where the salt lands of the coast adjoin. I regard the 
sents Ses Me Rio Grande Valley as among the most fruitful agricultural lands in 

e world. 

, Cultivated lands have borne crops continuously, tomy knowledge, for 20 ct 
and by reputation for 30 or more years previously, without a pound of artifici: 
manure or fertilizer having been applied tothem. Sugar, the most exhaustive 
of crops, been raised for twenty years continuously on the same land with- 
out any artificial fertilizer. Two crops of corn are commonly year 
from the same lands except in gon of drought, which come irregularly, and 
average one year in five. Corn is selling in the market here to-day for 20 to 25 
— per bushel, and we are now shipping our surplus corn to Galveston by 
8 er. 

prety oar years 1866 to 1869 agricultural pursuits were practically abandoned 
on this frontier in consequence of the disorganization of labor arising from the 
wars of intervention (Maximillian) in Mexico, and of the rebillion in this coun- 


know Charles J. Murphy. He was distinctly a person of the “ political bum- 
mer” class, without regular employment or means of livelihood except when 
occasionally holding some petty ofice bestowed on him for political services. 
I knew him from 1866 untilhelefthere. Duringthat period he was not engaged 
in any business except the occasional office holding before mentioned. He never 
owned A property in this county, never wasa reag senii or house-holder; was 
simply a disreputable political ‘‘hanger-on,” living by his wits, and frequently 
before the courts with various criminal offenses. It is within my 
knowl that in Li on the occasion of a Catholic Church fair, he was in- 
trusted with the selling of tickets and made away with the proceeds. 
Ww AM KELLY. 


Sworn to and subscribed before me this the ith day of Au A, D. 1883. 
[sax] JULES LUCADOU, 
Uniled*States Commissioner Western District of Texas. 


THE STATE or TEXAS, County of Cameron: 

Before me, Louis Kowalski, clerk of the district court of Cameron County, 
Texas, personally appeared Jules Lucadou, who, being duly sworn, upon oat 
ot ar and says: I was born in Brownsville, Cameron County, Texas, andam 
eron County, ‘Tesas fer the past eight years: wae appointed in July. 1885, by the 
eron ‘or t t years; was n n July, the 
Jate Hon. EB. Turner, a <a ame of the erent anert of the United States 
for the western district of Texas. Have taught schools in different l com- 
munities of this county for a number of years. I am perfectly familiar with 


the country all over this county, and do my that the richness, fertility, and pro- 
ductiveness of this soil can not be excell . notwithstanding testimony to the 
contrary. Our lands are of such a superior quality that they have never been 
and do not require manuring. Certain cereals—I know this to bea fact—do not 
thrive well here, due solely to the fact that the soil is altogether too rich for 
them. m, corn, Sugar, . etc., are raised here in abundance, and two 
crops from the same land are almost annually.ra’ 

From 1857 to 1863 my father cultivated a vegetable garden within rifle range 
of Fort Brown. en produced all classes of esculent vegetables, from 
the commonest to the finest, namely: Asparagus, artichokes, egg-plants, toma- 
toes of all kinds from the size of a cherry to thatof an apple, pease, celery, spin- 
ach, sorrel, rui cauliflowers, brussels-sprouts, raddish, squashes, par-nips, 
cal string-beans, potatoes, sweet potatoes, melons, muskmelons, water- 
melons, in fact all varieties of vegetables. My father abandoned the cultiva- 
tion of his garden on account of the war. 

I am acquainted with Charles J. Murphy, and was present at one of his swin- 
dling operations. It happened about the middle of June, 1878. He went tothe 
house of Mr, Antonio Valdez, a farmer at the Ru ranche, in Cameron 
County, Texas, and introduced himself as an “ inspector of weights and meas- 
ures,” and demanded for inspection Valdez's sealesand E pasata teria pre- 
tending to do some tinkering to the scales and simulating that he figured out 
the cubic capacity of the measures, which I believe he was unable to do, he de- 
clared them to be in acco! ce to law, and extorted from Mr. Valdez $2.37. I 
came to Brownsville some time atterwards, and learned that Murphy had been 


indicted for perpetrating extortions of the same nature upon yarious parties in 
eee aounig; and that he had never been appointed to the office he pretended to 
o 


On the 25th day of August, 1880, Charles J. Murphy, as a lawyer, defended his 
first, last, and only case in the district court of this county. His client was a 
man named Juan Rosas, who stood charged with the theft of a cow. I was 
foreman of the jury sworn to try the case. During the progress of the trial his 
ignorance of law made him the laughing-stock of the district attorney, jury, 
and eo He had the impudence to endeavor to give to the jury the law 
by which the jury should be governed in finding their verdict. The court there- 
upon severely reprimanded him and informed him that it was the prerogative 
of the judge presiding at a trial to give the law to a jury, and not that of the 
lawyers engaged in the case. The questions he propounded to the witnesses 
examined rather tended to help the prosecution t to favor the defense. He 
finally succeeded in lodging his client in the State penitentiary at Huntsville for 
a term of two years. 

Charles J, Murphy never had ony Sole or social standing in this commu- 
nity, and Inever heard of him as being a leader in politics in this county. I 
would not believe Charles J. Murphy under oath, if it was to his interest to tes- 
tify to an untruth. 

LUCADOU, 


JULES 
Sworn to and subscribed before me this 4th day of August, A. D. 1888. 
[SEAL] LOUIS KOWALSKI, 


Clerk District Court, Cameron County, Texas, 


THE UNITED STATES OF AMERICA, 
= Western District of Texas: 

Before me, Jules Lucadou, a commissioner of the circuit court of the United 
States for the western district of Texas, at Brownsville, personally appeared 
Benjamin Kowalski, who, being duly sworn, upon oath deposes and says: I 
am thirty-three years of age; have resided in Brownsville since February, 1863. 
Iam now po at this place; was also clerk and assistant postmaster in 
the post-office at Brownsville from 1869 to 1877; have also held other Govern- 
ment positions, I know Charles J. Murphy (@ommonly called “Spud"). My 
positions and standing in this community brought mein contact with all classes 
of people, and I know that Murphy never did bave any standing in this com- 
munity; pirea have known him to be always in conflict with his own 
party, as he called himself a Republican.’ I was also secretary of the leading 
social clubs and societies in this city, and know positively that Murphy never 
did have any “social” standing; he was not ostracized, as no lady or gentle- 
man would associate with him; his character and habits was enough to con- 
demn him, and he was always considered as a crank, a dead-beat, and a tramp. 
I was also forage master at Fort Brown, Texas, under Maj. T. J. Eckerson, 
United States Army (now on the ret -list), I know and saw vegetables 
grown in the Fort Brown gardens cultivated by the troops stationed there for 
their use; they had little or no trouble to grow all they desired; in fact, they 
always had a superabundance of vegetables, so much so that they gave itaway. 
The parade grounds are now and always were covered with fine grass. I 
have-often heard officers United States amy remark that Fort Brown, Texas, 
was the finest post that they were ever stationed at—and no doubt it is. 

BENJ. KOWALSKI. 


Sworn to and subscribed before me this the 4th day of August, A. D. 1888. 
[seat] JULES LUVADOU, 
Uniled Slates Commissioner, Western District of 


THE UNITED STATES OF AMERICA 
Western District of 


Before me, Jules Lucadou, a commissioner of the circuit court of the United 
States for the western district of Texas, at Brownsville, personally appeared 
William P. Guirey, who, being duly sworn, upon oath deposes and says: lam 
managing editor of the Brownsville Daily Cosmopolitan and Weekly Times, 
I have edited and owned the Cosmopolitan since 1879. I know Charles J, Mur- 
phy well as a flannel-mouthed Irish shyster, who when here lived by his wits; 
never had any visible means of support or credit; a man whom I never would 
have trusted with a nickel I ever wanted to see again; one whom I would not 
believe on oath, and whose paltriest statements even in the course of ordinary 
conversation could not be relied on as having the flimsiest basis of truth. Ac- 
cording to my recollection some time in 1880 the Republican party here held a 
convention and appointed Col. John L. Haynes, then collector of customs, among 
others, de te to the convention at Austin. As the Cosmopolitan was 
an independent paper they sent the proceedings around to us and we published 
them. Couple of days afterwards Murphy turned up at the office with the al- 


pi zs of an opposition convention, signed by himself as secretary, 
and appointing himself as delegate to the convention, e as newspaper men 
had heard ek pony OSAN such meeting; told Murphy if he wanted the poa 
ings published he to pay for them, After considerable talk, for he was a 
terrible bore, and could talk by the hour, to get rid of him, agreed to publish it 
for $4. He told us to begin setting it ap, that he would go and get the money. 
My partner at that time, Mr. H. St. Clair, told him ** Not much, Mr. Penoy; if 
you want that to go in you have got to pas up tho money before one type is laid 
alongside of another; you have to get it here mighty quick or it won’t go in to- 
day.” Murphy went off, and after some time returned with the cash, and the 

roceedings were published. Murphy took a copy of the paper to Austin and 
Pulldozea the convention into dividing the representation of Cameron County 
between Colonel Haynes and himself, much to the disgust of the local Repub- 


licans. 
WM. P. GUIREY, 


Sworn to and subscribed before me this the 4th day of ae bey A. D. 1888. 
|[szax.] JULES LUCADOU, 
United Slates Commissioner, Western District of Texas, 
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Tue STATE or Texas, Cameron County: 


In the district court of the twenty-fifth judicial district, in and for the county of 
Cameron, August term, A. D. 1878. 


In the name and by the authority of the State of Texas: 

The grand jurors for the aforesaid county. of Cameron, in said State, duly 
el tried, impaneled, sworn, and charged to inquire in and for the body 
of the aforesaid county and State, on their oaths do tind and present that one 

` Charles J. Murphy, on or about the Ist day of June, 1878, in the county of Cam- 
eron and State of Texas, by then and there threatening to do a certain illegal 
act then and there injurious to the character, person, and property of one Teo- 
doro Rios, that is to say by then and there threatening him, the said Teodoro 
Rios, with fine and Fm sag ORE if he, the said Teodoro Rios, did not then and 
there pay over and deliver to him, the said Charles J. Murphy, the sum of $2.50 
for the inspection of the following weights and measures, to wit: a certain 
of balance-scales, a certain 1-pound weight, a certain Mexican measure called 
and commonly known as a one-half “almud” measure; also, a certain Mexican 
measure called and commonly known as a one-quarter “ almud,” and also one 
certain tin cup, the said weights and measures then and there being the 
property of the said Teodoro Rios and in his ion, and which weights and 
measures he, the said Charles J. Murphy, then and there pres SHET eh de- 
manded for i tion, and which he then and there inspected; he, the said 
Charles J. Murphy, then and there unlawfully, willfully, feloniously, and fraud- 
ulently did induce the said Teodoro Rios, so aforesaid threatened, to pay over 
and deliver to him, the said Charles J. Murphy, the sum of $2.25 coin money of 
the value of $2.20 of the currentcoin money of the country, the property of him, 
the said Teodoro Rios, with the intent then and there to appropriate to the 
own use and benefit of him, the said Charles J. Murphy, contrary to the form of 
the statute in such case made and provided and against the peace and dignity 


of the State. 
B. O. HICKS, 
Foreman of Grand Jury. 


LOUIS KOWALSKI, 
Clerk District Court, Cameron County, Texas, 


Tse STATE oy Texas, Cameron County: 

In the district court of thejtwenty-fifth judicial district, in and for the county 
of Cameron, August term, A. D.1878. In the name and by the authority of the 
State of Texas. 

The grand jurors for the aforesaid county of Cameron, in said State, duly 
elected, tried, impaneled, sworn, and cl to inquire in and for the body 
of the aforesaid county and State, on their oaths do find and present, that one 
Charles J. Murphy, on or about the Ist day of June, 1878,in the county of Cam- 
eron and State of Texas, did then and there unlawfully and feloniously, falsely 
pretend and fraudulently represnt unto one Justo Rodriguez, that he, the said 
Charles J. Murphy, was then and there legally authorized to inspect weights 
and measures and to demand and receive therefor certain fees of inspection, 
whereas in truth and in fact, he, the said Charles J. Murphy, was not then and 
there legally authorized to inspect weights and measures nor to demand nor to 
receive therefor certain fees or any fees whatsoever of ins; ion, which fact 
he, the said Charles J. Murphy, then and there well knewto be true. By means 
of which said false pretenses and fraudulent representations, to wit, "that ne, 
the said Charles J. Murphy, was then and there legally authorized to in 
weights and measures and to demand and receive therefor certain fees of in- 
spection,”’ then and there unlawfully, feloniously, fraudulently. and knowingly 
made to him, the said Justo Rodriguez, he, the said Charles J. Murphy, did then 
and there unlawfully, feloniously. fraudulently, and knowingly obtain and ac- 
quire from the said Justo Sodilaese the sum of 87} cents coin money, of the 
value of 87} cents of the current coin money of the country, as a fee for the in- 
spection of a certain Mexican measure, called and commonly known as an 
“almud’ measure, the said 87} cents then and there being the property of him, 
the said Justo Rodriguez, with the intent then and there on the part of him, the 
said Charles J. Murphy, to cheat, wrong, swindle, and defraud, and with the in- 
tent to appropriate the said 87} cents to the use and benefit of him, the said 
Charles J. Murphy, contrary to the form of the statute in such case made and 
provided, and against the peace and dignity of the State. ERORA 


Foreman of Grand Jury. 


A true copy of the original on file. I certify. 
[SEAL] 


A true copy of the original on file. 
[sear] . 


I certify. 
LOUIS KOWALSKI, 
Clerk District Court, Cameron County, Texas, 


Tue STATE or Texas, Cameron County: 


In the district court of the fifteenth judicial district in and for the county of 
Cameron, December term, A. D: 1871. 

In the name and by the authority of the State of Texas: 

‘The grand jurors for the aforesaid county of Cameron, in said State, elected, 
tried, impaneled, and sworn to inquirein and for the body of the aforesaid county 
and State, on their oath do find and present that at the spring term, A. D. 1867, of 
the honorable the district court of the twelfth judicial district of the State of Texas, 
in and for the county of Cameron, Hon. Edward Dougherty being then and there 
the judge of the said court and Edward Tilghman, clerk, and Robert B. Foster, 
deputy clerk of the same, and on the Ist day of April of the said year 1867, one 
James L. Edwards, R.W. Robinson, and C. N. Thompson were in due form of law 
tried upon a certain indictment then and there depending against them for hay- 
dng on the 6th day of March, 1867, in the county aforesaid, feloniously seized, 
taken, and carried away two horses, the piopeny of the United States of Amer- 
ica; and that at the said trial, so then and there had as aforesaid, one Charles 
J. Murphy, clerk, late of said county, appeared asa juror upon the said trial, 
and was duly sworn, and took his oath before the said Hon. Edward Dougherty, 
judge as aforesaid, the said oath being then and there administered in open 
court by Robert B. Foster, deputy clerk as aforesaid, to speak the truth of, upon, 
and concerning his, the said Charles J. Murphy’s qualifications to sit as a juror 
in the trial of the said felony then and there preferred against the said James 
L. Edwards, R. W. Robinson, and 0. N. Thompson (he, the said Robert B, Foster, 
deputy clerk as aforesaid, having sufficient and competent power and authority 
to administer an oath then and there to the said Charles J, Murphy in that be- 
half); whereupon it then and there became a material inquiry on the trial of 
the said Charles J. Murphy as to Ba ese) as a juror, whether he, the 
said Charles J. Murphy, was n qualified elector under the constitution and laws 
of the State of Texas and of the United States of America, and a householder 
in the said county of Cameron, or frecholderin the said State; and that the said 
Charles J. Murphy, being so sworn as afo: id as required by law, wickedly 
contriving and intending to cause them, the said James L. Edwards, R. W, Rob- 
inson, and C. N. Thompson, unjustly and illegally to be convicted of the said 
felony, did then and there willfully and deliberately, knowingly, falsely, cor- 
ruptly, and wickedly say, depose, and give in evidence before the said court, 
in open session thereof, and in presence of the said Hon, Edward Dougherty, 
judge, and Robert B. Foster, députy clerk thereof as aforesaid, that he, the said 
Charles J. Murphy, was then and there a qualified elector under the constitu- 
tion and laws (meaning the constitution and laws of the State of Texas and of 
the United States of America), and a householder in the said county of Cam- 
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eron; whereas, in truth and in fact, he, the said Charles J. Murphy, was not 
then and there a qualified elector under the constitution and laws aforesaid, nor 
a householder in the said county, nor was he then and there a natural-born or 
naturalized citizen of the Uni! States of America nor of the State of Texas, 
as ho, the said Charles J. Murphy, then and there well knew; and so the jurors 
aforesaid, upon their oath aforesaid, do say that the said Charles J. ae ny at 
the said spring term of the year 1867 of the said district court of the twe ju- 
dicial district in and for the county of Cameron, and on the Ist day of April of 
the year aforesaid, before the said Hon, Edward Dougherty, judge, and Robert 
B. Foster, deputy clerk thereof (the said clerk, under the direction of the said 
judge, having then and there competent power and authority to administerthe 
said oath to the said Charles J. Murphy), did, in manner and form aforesaid, 
commit deliberate, willful, and corrupt perjury, contrary to the form of the 
statute in such case made and provided, and against the peace and dignity of 


the State. 
W. NEALE, 
Foreman of Grand Jury. 


LOUIS KOWALSKI, 


A Lig copy of the original on file. I certify. 
L, 
Clerk District Court, Cameron County, Texas. 
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THE STATE or Texas, County of Cameron: 
District court, A. D. 1871, fifteenth judicial district, 
Be it remembered that on this 11th day of December, A. D. 1871, there was be- 
n and holden a term of the district court in and for the county of Cameron. 
fi the fifteenth judicial district, State of Texas, at the court-house in the city o 
Brownsville, said day being the first day of the term aypointed by law for the 
holding of said court in said county, to wit, fifth Monday after the first Mon- 
day in November, as per act of the Legislature entitled “An act to amend an 
act entitled ‘An act prescribing the time of holding the district courts fn the 
sova judicial districts in the State,’ approved August 10, 1870,” approved April 
17, 7 
Present: Hon, William H. Russel, judge; F. E. Macmanus, esq., district at- 
torney; William Scanlan, esq., sheriff; R. B. Foster, esq., clerk. 
The court was opened by the sheriff Lf aerate eh when on Thursday, the 
4th day of January, A. D.1872, the same being a regular day of the term, among 
others the following proceedings were had, to wit: 


1005. The State of Texas vs, Charles J. Murphy. 
On this day the plea of the statute of limitation filed by defendant, coming on 


to be heard, and after argument by counsel, because the law rs to be with 
bec sg it was ordered that said plea be sustained, an this case bo 


THE STATE OF TEXAS, County of Cameron: 

I, Louis Kowalski, clerk of the district court of Cameron County, Texas, do 
hereby certify that the foregoing is a full, true, and correct copy of the order of 
court dismissing cause No. 1005, wherein * The State of Texas” is plaintiff and 
“Charles J. Murphy” is defendant, entered on the 4th day of January, A. D. 
ae pe seme append of record on the minutes of the said district court in 


To certify which, I hereunto set my hand and impress the seal of court at 
office in Brownsville this the 19th day of July, A. D. 1888. 
[SEAT] LOUIS KOWALSKI, 
Clerk Distrit Court, Cameron County, Teras. 


STATE oF TEXAS, County of Cameron: 
In the district court of the fifteenth judicial district, in and for the county of 
Cameron, March term A. D. 1872. 

In the name and by the authority of the State of Texas: 

The grand jurors for the county of Cameron, in said State, elected, tried, im- 
pene and sworn to inquire in and for the body of the county of Cameron, 

te aforesaid, on their oaths do find and present that one Charles J. Murphy, 

inspector of hides and animals in and for the inspection district of Cameron 
County, late of said county,on the 12th day of March, A. D.1872,at the city of 
Brownsville, in the county aforesaid, it being then and there the duty of the said 
Charles J. Murphy as such inspector of hidesand animals aforesaid to faithfully — 
examine and inspect all hides and animals known to and reported to him as 
sold, leaving, or going out of the county for sale or shipment, and to keep arec- 
ord, in which he shall record a true and correct statement of the brands and 
marks of such hides and animals, and the name or names ofthe vender or vend- 
ers and the purchaser or 
same to the clerk of the 


branded after being skinned from the carcass, to be taken or Steres out of the 
county, did then and there,willfally, wrongfully, fraudulently, and in disregard 


and fifty-nine salt beef hides, and the names of the venders and purchasers of 
the same, contrary to the form of the statate in such case made and provided, 
and against the peace and dignity of the State. 

HENRY HAUPT, 


Foremanof Grand Jury. 
LOUIS KOWALSKI, 
Clerk District Couri, Cameron County, Texas. 
z SUPPRESSION OF ‘TRUSTS. ” 
Mr. CRAIN introduced a resolution, the title of which was read, as 


follows: 


Resolution authorizing the Committee on the Judiciary to report to the House 
at any time a bill defining “trusts,” and providing for their suppression and 
prevention. 


Mr. CRAIN. Task that this resolution may be referred to the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary, with authority to report at any time. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman asks unanimous consent—— 

Mr. DINGLEY. I make the point of order that the request for 
unanimous consent can not be made at this time. 

TheSPEAKER. Thegentleman from Maine makes a point of order, 
and the request can not be entertained. 


A true copy of the original on file. I certify. 
(sear. ] 


8898 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


SEPTEMBER 24, 


Mr. CRAIN. I now move the reference of the resolution to the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary, with authority to report at any time. 

TheSPEAKER. The motion to referisin order; but the latter part 
of the motion is not in order, because it proposes a change of the rules 
of the House. 

Mr. CRAIN. I desire to ask, by way of parliamentary inquiry, 
when it will be proper for me to make a motion of that character. 

The SPEAKER. It is never proper except by unanimons consent, 
or by introducing during the call of the States a resolution which would 
go to the committee to be reported back. The proposition to give a 
committee the right to report at any time is a proposition to change 
the rules of the House and must take the usual course. 

Mr. CRAIN. But there is no Committeeon Rules to which to refer 
a resolution of this character. I mean, practically there is now no com- 


mittee. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair understands the gentleman. There is 
no quorum of the committee in thecity. The gentleman moves to refer 
this resolution to the Committee on the Judiciary. If there be noob- 
jection, it will take that course. 

Mr. CRAIN. I would like to know in what manner—— 

The SPEAKER. The Chair has stated the only manner known to 
the Chair by which a committee can be authorized to report atany time: 
First, by unanimous consent of the House; second, by introducing a res- 
olution in the regular way, giving such authority to the committee, and 
having it referred, reported back, and adopted by the House. There is 
no other way in which a rule of the House can be changed. 

Mr. CRAIN. Then I withdraw the resolution. 

The SPEAKER. ‘The resolution is withdrawn. 

Mr. CRAIN, Ishall ask unanimous consent, as soon as the call of 
States is through, to present the resolution again in a modified form. 


LAS VEGAS GRANT, NEW MEXICO, 


Mr. JOSEPH introduced a bill (H. R. 11505) to authorize and re- 
quire the Secretary of the Interior to cause a patent to issue to the 
town of Las Vegas for the lands known as the Las Vegas grant, situated 
in the county of San Miguel, Territory of New Mexico; which was read 
a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Private Land 
Claims, and ordered to be printed. 


CONTINUATION OF APPROPRIATIONS FOR SUPPORT OF GOVERNMENT. 


The call of States having been conciuded, 

Mr. FORNEY said: I am directed by the Committee on Appropria- 
tions to report the joint resolution which I send to the desk, and ask 
its passage at this time. 

Mr. ROGERS. Let it be read subject to objection. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Joint resolution to continue the provisions of existing law providing tem- 
porarily for the expenditures of the Government. 

R the Senate and House of Representatives, etc., That the provisions of 
joint resolutions approved June 30,1883, July 31, 1888, September 1, 1888, and Sep- 
tember 15, 1888, providing temporarily for the nditures of the Government 
be, and the same are hereby, extended and continued in full force and effect to 
and including the 10th day of October, 1888. 


Mr. FORNEY. I wish to say, Mr. Speaker, that the resolution of 
this character heretofore passed will expire to-morrow, hence it be- 
comes n that this resolution should be passed to-day. 

The joint resolution (H. Res. 226) was read a first and second time. 

The SPEAKER If there be no objection, the resolution will be 
considered in the House as in committee. 

There being no objection, the House proceeded to the consideration 
of the joint resolution; which was ordered to be engrossed and read a 
third rer and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, an 

Mr. FORNEY moved to reconsider the vote by which the joint res- 
olution was passed; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be 
laid on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


SUNDRY CIVIL APPROPRIATION BILL. 


Mr. BURNES. Mr. Speaker, I desire to submit a report from a com- 
mittee of conference, which I ask to have read. 
‘The Clerk read as follows: 


The committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses on 
certain amendments of the Senate to the bill (H. 10540) ** making appropria- 
tions for sundry civil expenses of the Government for the fiscal year ending 
June 80, 1889, and for other purposes,’’ having met, after full and free conference 
aire agreed to recommend and do recommend to their respective Houses as 

ollows: 

That the Senate recede from its amendments numbered 106, 107, 118, 222, 223, 233, 
236, 238, 239, 243, 244, 248, 254, 255, 256, and 257. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the Sen- 
ate numbered 240; and to the same, 

‘That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the Senate 
numbered 105, and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: In licu of 
ts. sum named in said amendment insert ‘$25,000; ’’ and the Senate agree to 

© same. 

' That the Senate recede from its disagreement to the amendments of the House 
to Senate amendment numbered 119, and agree to the same with an amendment 
as follows: Add at the end of the matter proposed to be House 
amendment numberea 4 the following: 

a That the President may, at any time in his discretion, by procla- 
mation open any portion or all of lands reserved by thfs provision to settle- 
ment under the homestead laws.” 

House agree to the same, 


` That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendmentof the Senate 
numbered 121, and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: In lien of 
the sum named insert “ $502,000:” and the Senate agree to the same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the Sen- 
ate numbered 127, and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: Add, 
rp the word “industrial,” the words “and primary ;" and the Senate agree 

o same, 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the Sen- 
ate numbered 128, and agrec to the same with an ameudment as follows: In 
lieu of the sum proposed inser’ “ $40,000;’’ and the Senate agree to the same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the Sen- 
ate numbered 221, and to the same with an amendment as follows: In 
lieu of the sum proposed insert “ $20,000; "’ and the Senate agree to the same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the Senate 
numbered 234, and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: In lieu of 
the matter proposed to be inserted insert the aUn: 

“ Catalogue of the Congressional Library: To enable the Librarian of Con- 

to continue the work upon the catalogue of the Congressionai Library, 


„000. 

And the Serate agree to tho same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendmentof the Sen- 
ate numbered 242, and agree to the same with an smendment as follows: In 
lieu of the sum proposed insert “* $2,067,000; ” and the Senate agree to the snme. 

Upon amendment numbered 110 the committee of conterence has been unable 


to agree. 

JAS. N. BURNES, 
THOS. RYAN, 

d Managers on the part of the House, 
W. B. ALLISON, 
EUGENE HALE, 
F. M. COCKRELL, 

Managers on the part of the Senate, 


The managers on the part of the House submit the following state- 
ment: 


The managers on the part of the House of the conference on the disagreeing 
votesof the two Houses on the bill (H. R. 10540) making appropriations for the 
sundry civil expenses of the Government for the fiscal year 1889 submit the fol- 
lowing written statementin explanation of the effectof the action agreed upon 
by the conference committee: 

With the exception of Senate amendment numbered 110, the conference com- 
mittee report the same action upon all of the amendments of the Senate that 
was agreed upon and submitted in the last report considered by the House 
touching the said amendments. 

On amendment numbered 110, relating to the construction of the Congres- 
sional Library building, the committee of conference have been unable to 


oe JAS. N. BURNES, 
THOS, RYAN, 
Managers on the part of the House. 
Mr. BURNES. I move the adoption of the report. 


Mr. ADAMS. I would like to ask the gentieman from Missouri 
whether the amendments referred to there, on which, as he says, the 
report is the same as that formerly submitted to the House, were con- 
sidered by the House at all, with the exception of the amendment dis- 
agreed tò, namely, amendment No. 110? Was there avy discussion 
of the others? 

_ Mr. BURNES. I think there was no objection to any of the amend- 
ments. 

Mr. ADAMS. But was there discussion—were they considered ? 

Mr. RYAN. In reference to some there was discussion; in reference 
to others there was acquiesence without discussion. 

Mr. ADAMS. Let me ask in reference to the addition of the word 
‘primary ’’ before ‘‘industrial *’—if that refers to educationin Alaska? 

Mr. BURNES. Yes, sir. > 

Mr. SAYERS. I would like to be permitted to occupy the floor for 
a short time, with the consent of the gentleman from Missouri. 

Mr. BURNES. Certainly. 

[Mr. SAYERS withholds his remarks for revision. See APPENDIX. ] 

Mr. PAYSON. Ihope the gentleman will do it in a manner that 
will enable us to ask some questions. My colleague showed that it 
cost more to run this Government under the present Administration 
than under the last one, and my colleague gave the names and dates, 
the figures of the salaries paid; and if that is inaccurate I would be 
glad to have it shown. . 

Mr. HOLMAN. The amount of increase for pensions alone—— 

Mr. PAYSON. Iam nof talking about that. s 

Mr. HOLMAN. Iam. The amount is nearly $38,000,000; and 
taking out that item, the reduction would be over $27,000,000 as be- 
tween the two Administrations. 

Mr. PAYSON. If the gentleman is not prepared to question the 
accuracy of the figures of my colleague [Mr. CANNON], he can not 
give me the information I desire. . 

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. Crisp in the chuir). The gentle- 
man from Texas [Mr: SAYERS] desires unanimous consent to extend 
his remarks in the Rrcorp. The Chair hears no objection. 

Mr. HERBERT. I will state to the gentleman from Illinois that I 
am prepared to question—— 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Misscuri, as the 
Chair understands, has demanded the previous question. 

Mr. HERBERT. I ask the gentleman to yield me a few minutes. 
I understood I was re ized. 

Mr. BURNES. I yield five minutés. 

[Mr. HERBERT withholds his remarks for revision. fee APPENDIX.] 

Mr. WHEELER. Mr. Speaker, I desire to submit some remarks on 
the question with regard to the Congressional Library; but I under- 
stand from the gentleman in charge of this bill that there will be an 
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opportunity for further discussion on that subject when the bill again 
comes up. 

Mr. BURNES. Isuggest tomy friend from Alabama [ Mr. WHEELER] 
that the Library question will not be settled by the adoption of this 
report; and when an affirmative or definite proposition comes in, the 
* gentleman wilLhave an opportunity of presenting his views. 

Mr. ROGERS. That question is not affected by this report in any 
way, as I understand. 

Mr. RYAN. No; on that question there is still a disagreement. 

TheSPEAKER protempore. The gentleman from Missouri demands 
the previous question on the adoption of the conference report. 

The previous question was ordered; and under the operation thereof, 
the report was adopted. 

Mr. BURNES. I now move that the House insist on its disagree- 
ment to the amendment of the Senate numbered 110, and agree to the 
conference asked for. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore appointed as managers of the conference 
on the part of the House Mr. FORNEY, Mr. Burnes, and Mr, Ryan. 


DUTY ON JUTE BAGGING. 


Mr. CLEMENTS, by unanimous consent, presented the following 
memorial of the Farmers’ Alliance, in Georgia, for the removal of the 
duty on jute bagging; which was referred to the Committee on Ways 
and Means, and ordered to be printed in the RECORD: 

THE BAGGING “TRUST.” 
Joun H. Derr ALLIANCE, No. 440, 
Cave Spring, Ga., September 1, 1888. 

Whereas in the midst of the difficulties which present themselves at this sea- 
son of the year, when our farmers are on the lookout for the means of pro- 
ng the proceeds of their crops, the s 1 trouble to find something to 
clothe our cotton is prominent and demands our firstattention, Wewishtoput 
it upon the market in a decent condition, and are willing to pay a fair price for 
wrapping material; but just at this point we are met with the unreasonable 
price put upon bagging by trust companies. Extortion upon the farmer seems 
now to be systematized,and plans forming to get hold on the herd earnings of 

field labor the order of the day; and 


Whereas systems like those having to be met with systems, it is high time the 
agricultural men of thiscountry should s; and act together. We must raise 
an opposing force to protect ourselves. in one step we fail, we must try an- 
other: Therefore, be it unanimously 

, That we request our Representatives in Congress to use their in- 
fluence to the utmost to remove the duty on imported jute bagging as early as 
it is possible for it to be done. 

Further resolved, That in this we earnestly ask the co-operation of the County 
Alliance of Floyd County and all good citizens of this State. 

W. D. McCOLLUM, 
JOHN H. DENT, 
E. R. KING, 
Committec, 
PREVENTION OF YELLOW FEVER. 


Mr. DINGLEY, by unanimous consent, presented the memorial of 
citizens of Bath, Me., asking Congress to make appropriation to relieve 
the yellow-fever sufferers and prevent the spread of yellow fever; which 
was referred to the Committee on Appropriations, and ordered to be 
printed in the RECORD. 

The memorial is as follows: 

Ata meeting of the citizens of the city of Bath, Me., held September 20, 1888, 
the following resolutions were adopted : 

7 That the public interests require that the Government of the 
United States should take prompt measures to relieve the sufferersfrom yellow 
fever in the South, and to prevent the spread of the disease. 

“ Resolved, That our Senators and Representatives be requested to favor an 
ena by Congress for the purposes indicated in the foregoing resolu- 

on.” 


TRUSTS. 


Mr. CRAIN, by unanimous consent, presented a resolution authoriz- 
ing the Committee on the Judiciary to report to the House at any time 
a bill defining trusts, and providing for their suppression and preven- 
tion; which was referred to the Committee on the Judiciary, and ordered 
to be printed. 

ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


Mr, SAYERS. I eall for the regular order. 
ALFONSO ROBERTS. 
Mr. PAYSON. I ask the gentleman to withdraw the request for the 


regular order in order that I may obtain unanimous consent to report 
a bill from the Committee on Public Lands and ask for its immediate 
consideration. It involves the title to the farm of a poor man in Colo- 
rado. The bill is recommended by the Secretary of the Interior and by 
the Commissioner of the General Land Office, and is unanimously re- 
ported by the Committee on Public Lands. The title to the man’s 
farm depends upon the passage of the bill. 

Mr. SAYERS, I withdraw the demand for the regular order for 
the present. 

Mr. PAYSON. I now report back from the Committee on Public 
Lands the Senate bill to which I have referred (S. 3125), restoring the 
right of pre-emption to Alfonso Roberts, and I ask that it be put upon 
its s 
There was no objection. 

The bill was read, as follows: - 
Beit enacted, ete., That Alfonso Roberts be, and he is hereby, autħórized to 
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preempt the land in Colorado for which he filed a claim in 1884, on makingthe 
proofs required by the provisions of the pre-emption law. 

The bill was ordered to a third reading; and it was accordingly read 
the third time, and passed. 

Mr. PAYSON moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill was 
passed; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 
table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


Mr. SAYERS. - I now call for the regular order. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The regular order is called for. This 
being Monday, the regular order is the considevation of business called 
up by the Committee on the District of Columbia if they claim that 
privilege. : 

ADULTERATED FOOD OR DRUGS IN THE DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA, 


Mr. HEMPHILL. I call up the bill (S. 249) to prevent the manu- 
facture or sale of adulterated food or drugs in the District of Columbia, 
which has been reported by the committee with amendments. 

Mr. ROGERS. Mr. Speaker, I make the point of order that that 
bill ought to be considered in Committee of the Whole, as it involves 
the creation of a new office and fixes a new salary. 

The SPEAKER protempore. The gentleman from Arkansas makes 
the point that the bill called up by the gentleman from South Caro- 
lina ought to be considered in Committee of the Whole, upon the 
ground that it creates a new office with a new salary. The Chair will 
ask the gentleman from South Carolina whether he admits that the 
bill does create a new office and does make a charge upon the Treasury. 

Mr. HEMPHILL. Iam willing that the bill shall be considered in 
the House as in Committee of the Whole. 

Mr. ROGERS. I have no objection to that. It will then be open 
to amendment under the rule. : 

The Clerk read the first section of the bill, as follows: 

Be it enacted, ete., That no person within the District of Columbia shall mix, 
color, stain, or powder, or order or permit any other person to mix, color, stain, 
or powder any article of food or drugs with any ingredient or material so asto 
render the article injurious to health, with the intent that the same may be sold 
in the said District, and no person shall sell any such article so mixed, colored, 
stained, or powdered. Any person violating this section shall be ilty of a 
misdemeanor, and for each offense be fined not exceeding $200 for the first of- 
fense, and for each subsequent offense not exceeding $300, or imprisonment not 
exceeding one year, or both, in the discretion of the court. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Clerk will report the amendment 
proposed by the committee to this section. 

The Clerk read as follows: : 

In line 7, after the word “health,” insert the words “ or manufacture any ar- 
ticle of food which shall be composed in whole or in part of decom- 

. offensive, or unclean animal or vegetable substance,’* 

In line 12 strike outthe word “or” and insert after the word “ powdered” 
the words ‘‘ or manufactured.” 

The amendments were agreed to. 

Mr. HEMPHILL. Mr. Speaker, this bill was reported by the gen- 
tleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. ATKINSON], and I now yield the floor 
to him. 

Mr. ATKINSON. ‘The purpose of the bill, I presume, is well under- 
stood by all gentlemen who have listened to the reading of its title, and 
unless some one desires to propose an amendment I shall move that 
the bill be ordered to a third reading. 

Mr. ROGERS. Mr. Speaker, I desire to consider this bill under the 
rules, section by section, for the purpose of amendment, and I now 
offer an amendment to the first section. 

The amendment was read, a3 follows: 

Insert, after the word ‘‘sell,’’ in line 11, the words ‘‘in the District 
of Columbia. ”? 

Mr. ATKINSON. Iwish to call the gentleman’s attention to the 
fact that the bill is carefully limited to the District of Columbia. The 
very first line provides ‘‘that no person within the District of Colum- 
bia’™shall do such and such things. Therefore, while there is no ob- 
jection to this amendment, it is hardly necessary. The caption of the 
bill also limits its operation very carefully to the District of Columbia. 

Mr. ROGERS. I knew that was the intention of the committee, 
and the purpose of my amendment was to make the limitation specific. 
The first section relates to the ‘‘mixing’’ of these articles. The sec- 
ond relates to the selling, and in order to place the matter beyond all 
controversy I think the words which I have suggested ought to be 
inserted. 

Mr. ATKINSON. Iwill accept the amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Src. 2. That no person shall, within the District of Columbia, except for the 
purpose of compounding as hereinafter described, mix, color, stain, or powder, 
or order, or permit any other person to mix, color, stain, or powder, any drug 
with any ingredient or material so as toaffectinjuriously Leap thor potency 
of such drug, with intent that the same wp a sold in the said District of Co- 
lumbia, and no person shall sell any such g so mixed, colored, stained, or 


powdered under the same penalty in each case respectively as in the preeeding 
section for a first and subsequent offense, 


Section 4 was read, as follows: 


Sec. 4. That no person shall sell any article of food or drug which is not of 
the nature, substance, and quality of 


article demanded by any purchaser, 
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and any person violating this section shall be 


ilty of a misdemeanor, and for 


the first offense be fined not exceeding $50, and for each subsequent offense not 


exceeding $100, or im nment not exceeding six months, or both, in the dis- 
cretion of the court: ided, That an offense shall not be deemed to have been 
committed under this section in the following cases, that is to say: 

First. Where any matter or ingredient not injurious to health has been added 
to the food or drug because the same is required for the production or prepara- 
tion thereof as an article of commerce, in a state fit for carriage or consump- 
tion, and not fraudulently to increase the bulk, weight, or measure of the food 
or drug, or conceal the inferior quality thereof. 

Second. Where the drug or food is a proprietary medicine. 

Third. Where the food or drug is compounded as authorized by this act. 

Fourth. Where the food or drug is unavoidably mixed with some extraneous 
matter in the process of collection or preparation. 

Mr. ROGERS. I offer the same amendment; after the word “‘sell,’’ 
in line 4, to insert ‘‘in the District of Columbia.” 

Mr. ATKINSON. There is no objection to the amendment, 

The amendment was adopted. 

“Sec. 5, That no person shall sell any compound article of food or compounded 
drug which is not composed of ingredients in accordance with the demand of 
the purchaser, Any person violating this section shall be guilty of a misde- 
meanor and fined not exceeding fifty dollars: Provided, That no person shall be 
guilty of any such offense as aforesaid in respect of the sale of an article of food 
oradrug ed with any matter or in; ient not injurious to health, and not 
intended, fraudulently, to increase its bulk, weight, or measure, ‘or conceal its 
inferior quality, if at the time of delivering such article or drug he shall supply 
the person receiving the same a notice, by a label, distinctly and legib 
tase or printed on or with the article or drug, to the effect that the same is 

Mr. ROGERS. I offer the same amendment here also; after the 
word ‘‘sell,’’ in the first line, to insert the words ‘‘in the District of 
Columbia.” 

The amendment was adopted. 

Mr. ROGERS. I now move to strike out the last word for the pur- 
sen of asking a question, as I do not understand the meaning of the 

rst paragraph of this section. I would like to ask the gentleman in 
charge of the bill to explain what it does mean, where it provides 
“that no person shall sell any compound article of food or compounded 
drug which is not composed of ingredients in accordance with the de- 
mand of the purchaser.” 

Mr. ATKINSON. It means this: There are many articles of food 
that are compounded articles, especially so in the retail markets of a 
great city, and this provision is intended to secure the purity of such 
compounded articles, and that they shall be made up of the ingredi- 
ents of which they purport to be made. The same is true of drugs. 
Many of these in common use are compounded of different ingredients, 
and they are represented to be this particular thing, compounded per- 
haps of ingredients and in proportions named in the pharmacopæia. 
They are official, if you please. 

Mr. ROGERS. My friend does not answer the question as to the 
meaning of this provision in the first part of this section: 

‘That no person shall sell any compound article of food or compounded drug 
which is not composed of ingredients in accordance with the demand of the 
purchaser, 

What does that mean? That the purchaser shall demand such and 
such an article, and that what he demands shall be put into the com- 

und? 

Mr. ATKINSON. No, sir; it means, as I understand it, that the 
article the purchaser asks for shall be in accordance with the usual re- 
quirements of the article. For instance, if he wanted some medicinal 

reparation known by a popular name, that the ingredients of which 

t is composed shall be as they are generally understood. That is all 
I see in this section. That these compounded articles shall be in ac- 
cordance with the demand of the purchaser; that is to say, that he 
shall receive the article prepared in accordance with the ordinary and 
usual method of preparing such a compound article, and that the com- 
pound article or drug shall not be fabricated of some other ingredients 
or adulterated. The object is simply to secure purity in food and 
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Mr. ROGERS. I have heard the explanation of the gentleman from 
Pennsylvania, but it does not at all satisfy my mind. I really do not 
know what they mean by this provision. Do you mean to say that you 
can prohibit a man from selling his merchandise unless he puts it up 
in conformity to the demand of the purchaser? If it does not mean 
that, I do not see what it does mean. 

Mr. ATKINSON. Ido not so understand it. I think I can safely 
say to the gentleman that it can not be so construed; and certainly it 
can do no harm in its present form to say that any purchaser who de- 
mands a compound article shall be entitled to what he asks for, and 
that he shall have legal redress against a man who will sell him under 
such circumstances a fraudulent, adulterated, or different article. 

That is all I understand there is of it. Ido not see that it can do 
any harm to any honest vender to have this section enacted into law. 
The whole purpose is to secure purity, I repeat, in food and drugs, 
and honesty in commercial transactions relating to them. 

| Mr. ROGERS. Iwill withdraw the pro forma amendment, although 
I do not see the necessity for this provision. 

| Section 6 was read, as follows: 

| EC. 6. no person shall, with the intent that the same may be sold in its 


S That 
! altered state without notice, subtract from any article of food any part of it so 
as to affect injuriously its quality, substance, or nature,’ and no person shall sell 
making disclosure of the alteration, andany per- 


any article so altered without 


son violating the provisions of this section shall be guilty of a misdemeanor 
and fined not exceeding $100. 

Mr. ROGERS. I desire to amend that by inserting, after the word 
“shall,” in the fourth line, the words ‘‘in the District of Columbia.” 

Mr. ATKINSON. There is no objection to the amendment. 

Section 7 was read: : 

Src. 7. That in any prosecution under this act, where the fact of an article 
having been sold in a mixed state has been proved, if the defendant shall desi: e 
to reply upon any exception or provision contained in this act, it shall be in- 
cumbent upon him to prove the same. 

Mr. ROGERS. I take it that there is a typographical error in this 
section; and that the word ‘‘reply,’’ in the third line, should be ‘‘reély.’’ 

Mr. ATKINSON. Yes, sir. 

Ypa SPEAKER pro tempore. Without objection, the correction will 
made. 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 

Mr. WARNER. I have not paid attention to this measure so far, 
but would like toask the purpose of the bill. Is its purpose to change 
the rule of common law as to evidence, and to make the defense differ- 
ent in these cases from thatin others? Or isit simply declaratory of the 
common law? Ifso, itis useless, and if your purpose is to change the 
rule of the common law, that seems to me to be entering upon a very 
dangerous field. I have not looked at the provisions of the bill, but it 
seems, as far as I have heard it read, to be rather a strange production. 
I ask the gentleman in charge of it whether the purpose is to change 
the rule of evidence in these cases and make it different in this class of 
offenses from that obtaining in others? 

Mr. ATKINSON. Itis to this extent a change, that the defense is 
allowed in the bill to show absence of knowledge of frand; that a man 
may show that he could not with reasonable diligence have obtained 
knowledge of the fraudulent character of the product he sells, and that 
he did not know ef itsfraudulent nature. That is the defense author- 
ized by the bill; and this section, 7, provides that the defense shall be 
shown affirmatively, In other words, under this bill it is only neces- 
sary to show that a man has sold an adulterated or fraudulent article 
of food or drugs in order to convict him. That makes outa prima 
facie case, and the burden of proof is placed upon the defendant to 
show that he did not know the article was adulterated or fraudulent, 
or that with reasonable diligence he could not acquire that knowledge. 
It does not change the common-law rule; but we specify what shall be 
the defense in the bill. 

I do not know that the sectionis very material, and perhaps the com- 
mon-law rule of evidence would cover it. But this is a Senate bill, and 
we are making an effort now to pass it in the House precisely as it 
came from the Senate. 

Mr. WARNER. I donot care to press the objection, but it seems to 
me to be a strange provision. I shall not press the objection. 

Mr. ROGERS. I move to strike out the Jast word, in order to see 
if I can get some information. I would ask the gentleman from Penn- 
sylvania to point out to me, for I have not at this time discovered, 
where there is any exception in the bill. There are some provisos in 
the fourth section. 

Mr. ATKINSON. I call the attention of the gentleman from Ar- 
kansas to the third section: À 


That no person shall be liable to be convicted under either of the two last 
foregoing sections of this act in respect of the sale of any article of food, or of 
any drug, if he shows to the satisfaction of the court before whom he is charged 
that he did not know of the article of food or drug sold by him being so mixed, 
colored, stained, or powdered, as in either of those sections mentioned, and 
that he could not, with reasonable diligence, have obtained that knowledge. 


Mr. ROGERS. That gets at the knowledge of the party in the com- 
mission of the act, but it is not an exception. There is a technical 
meaning to the word ‘‘ exception’’ and to the word ‘‘ proviso.” Ido 
not see any exception that you have in the bill; therefore I do not see 
anything to which that section refers. 

Mr. ATKINSON.- The exception the gentleman refers to will be 
found in the fourth section. 

Mr. ROGERS. Those are provisos, not exceptions. 

Mr. ATKINSON, Well, probably the bill was not constructed in 
accordance with the strict rules the gentleman would invoke in its in- 
terpretation. Butitseemstome that the words ‘‘exception”’ or *‘ pro- 
vision,” or either of these two words, refer especially to this proviso in 
the fourth section. 

Mr. ROGERS. That is what I mean. They use the words “‘ex- 
ception or provision,” which ought to be ‘‘ proviso. If that were the 
case, the section would be intelligent. Asitis, the word “ exception ” 
refers to nothing, and the word ‘‘ provision ’’ serves only to confuse. 

Mr. ATKINSON. Well, I have not given the bill enough attention 
to now demonstrate whether the word ‘‘ exception ’’ is necessary or not. 

Mr. WARNER. I would say without special opposition to this bill 
that I apprehend, as the gentleman from Pennsylvania states, that this 
measure has not received a very careful consideration at the hands of 
the committee. There isa great cry against adulterated food; and of 
course it is a popular matter to condemn everything of thatkind. And 
anything in the shape of a bill that punishes people for selling or at- 
tempting to sell that are adulterated immediately meets with the 
approbation of the House. I think this measure generally is in the 
right direction; but I think it is following agood deal in the line of the 
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legislation that we had at the last House, and which I think we would 
not pass at this time. Instead of a bill coming in here, Mr. Speaker, 
confessedly not carefully considered on so important a question as this, 
I think it should be carefully considered by the committee. Itis plac- 
ing in the hands of informers or prosecutors the power to annoy busi- 
ness men who are attempting to conduct their business honestly. I 
think we ought to guard these men against what may turn out to be 
malicious and trifling prosecutions; and therefore measures of this 
kind should receive the utmost care at the hands of the committee. 
Every word should be weighed, to protect business; instead of which 
you are protecting the stomachs of some people who seem to be very 
fastidious upon this subject. 

Mr. ATKINSON. If there has been anything said by me during the 
consideration of this bill that led the gentleman from Missouri to be- 
lieve that it was not carefully considered in committee, Iam very sorry, 
indeed, that such an erroneous impression should have been made upon 
his mind, 

I understood the gentleman to state in reply to the 
gentleman from Arkansas just a moment ago that this measure had not 
been carefully considered. 

Mr. ATKINSON. That applied to the verbiage of the bill to which 
he took exception. 

Mr. WARNER. The verbiage of the bill is what gives it its force. 

Mr. ATKINSON. Wedid carefully consider the purposes of this bill, 
and we were especially cautious that no honest dealer either in food 
or drugs in the District of Columbia should be harmed by its provisions, 
We were also solicitous that no honest purchaser either of food or drugs 
should be duped by dishonest dealers. That isthe aim and purpose ot 
this bill, and it was carefully considered so far as the purposes of the 
bill were concerned. The criticism of the gentleman from Arkansas 
was purely a verbal one, and probably he will admit that it is at least 
slightly technical; but we insist that the bill is carefully and properly 
drawn; that it was not drawn by reason ofany pressure that was brought 
upon us, nor because we were misled by any hue and cry against adul- 
teration. It was reported because it was believed that it was necessary 
for the preservation of the health of the people of the District that some 
legislation should be enacted to prevent the sale of adulterated food 
and drugs. 

Mr. ROGERS. I trust that my friend from Pennsylvania will not 
suppose for a moment that I am unfriendly to the object and purpose 
of the bill, Iam not. As far as we may go wisely in the regulation 
of matters of this character, I am willing to go. But the observations 
of my friend from Missouri, who has had a good deal to do with the 
ene eas of crimes, are eminently pertinent at this point in this bill. 

avail myself of the present opportunity to make anobServation, that 
I want to invite the attention of the House to in connection with this 
provision, an observation in relation to the operation of whatis known 
as the oleomargarine law, because the same policy and the same prin- 
ciples are involved in this that were involyed in that law. I knew in 
my own State of a case of this kind. 

In the State of Kansas, which produces a great deal of butter, a 
very excellent firm in one of the Southwestern towns were engaged in 
the manufacture of it, andsentanagentto my town who, by way of intro- 
ducing their butter to our market, sold six packages of it to a commis- 
sion man. The commission man was also aretail merchant. He used 
one package of the butter, and the other five packages were sold to other 
retail merchants in the city. After the larger portion of it had been 
used, the internal-revenue agent became satisfied in his own mind— 
and I have no hesitancy in saying that he is a man of the very highest 
character, a man who stands as well socially, morally, and intellectually 
as any man in the city—he became satisfied, I say, that this so-called 
butter was not really butter, but was oleomargarine. The result was 
the interference in the business of six different citizens for that sale, 
and the seizure of the butter, for it turned out to be butter. 

The local chemist, the best that could be had, pronounced it oleo- 
margarine. The matter was contested by the parties, and the agent 
from Kansas came down to where he had made the sale, in order that 
if he had committed any offense against the law he might be within the 
jurisdiction of the courts. Here, then, were six different prosecutions 
about to be set on foot. The Government declined to prosecute him. 
The matter was brought to the internal-revenue department here, and 
after a full examination by the departmental chemist, the alleged oleo- 
margarine was proved to be pure butter. 

Now, I give this illustration not by way of antagonizing this bill, 
because in what we propose to do here we are clearly within the Con- 
stitution. Weare legislating for the District of Columbia, and in the 
District of Columbia we have a constitutional right to exercise all the 

wers which a State Legislature may properly exercise within the 

te; and, the power existing, the duty also exists to protect the pub- 
lic from anything that may prove injurious or fraudulent. But while 
we are bound to do that we are bound also upon the highest principles 
to so frame our laws that they may be administered in such a manner 
as not to do injustice to the citizen. A most important principle ina 
free ee is that we shall not enact laws that will induce or per- 
mit detectives to pry into the privateaffairs of citizens any further 
may be found absolutely necessary for the protection of society. 
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These principles always guide me when I come to look at any meas- 
ure that is to operate on the citizen in the transaction of his private 
business, and they have induced me to give some consideration to this 
bill and to apply whatever knowledge I may have of the law to per- 
fecting, to some extent, what I conceive to be an imperfect bill. So 
far as I have been enabled to examine the bill I am not prepared to 
say that the words to which my inquiry relates are open to any serious 
objection, because if there is no exception in the bill to which they 
can apply they are harmless. On the other hand it may be that there 
is an exception somewhere in the bill, and in order to ascertain that 
fact I have applied to the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. ATKIN- 
soN] in charge of the bill. If there is any such exception, then by 
referring to that exception, whatever it may be, we can tell whether 
or not this would be a proper provision, but unless I can be pointed to 
some exception I take it that the words should be stricken from the 
bill as surplusage, and in order to raise that question I move now to 
strike out the words “ any exception or” in lines 3 and 4, 

Mr. ATKINSON. I wish to call the attention of the gentleman 
from Arkansas to the fact that his amendment (to which I make no 
special objection) may possibly deprive a defendant of a defense he 
might otherwise have. This language which the gentleman proposes 
to strike out was inserted for the benefit of the accused, not for the 
benefit of the prosecutor. 

I wish to say further that I do not impute to the gentleman from 
Arkansas any hostility to this bill. It is brought here for considera- 
tion, and is subject to any fair criticism. If the gentleman is disposed 
toexamine the bill carefully, as I observe he is doing, Icertainly have 
no objection; and if the amendments he proposes can properly be 
made, I am not here to resist them. All that the Committee on 
the District of Columbia desire to secure by the passage of this bill is 
the health of the people of this District and the prevention of frauds 
upon them. 

Mr. WARNER. Would it vitiate the bill if section 7 were struck 
ont, leaving this matter to be governed by the rulesof the common law 
applicable to such cases? > 

Mr. ROGERS. I wish to ask my frienå from Pennsylvania to per- 
mit this section to be passed over, with leave to return toit. This 
question having been sprung upon me, I am not entirely clear in my 
mind as to the difference between a proviso and an exception. Iam 
aware there is a difference; and upon that difference depends the char- 
acter of the indictment. In other words, I recollect that in case either 
of a proviso or an exception (Iam not prepared to say which) it is nec- 
essary to negative in the indictment the proviso or the exception. If 
this section be passed over for the present, I will endeavor to ascertain 
the precise distinction on that point. ° 

Mr. ATKINSON. I have no objection at all to the gentleman’s re- 
quest, but I wish to call his attention to the fact that under section 7 
the accused will have the right to take advantage in his defense of any 
exception or any proviso. For the reason suggested, there might per- 
haps be some difficulty in drawing an indictment under some of those 
sections. 

Mr. WARNER. I wish to call the attention of the gentleman from 
Pennsylvania to the fact that section 7 does not give the defendant any 
power to rely upon any proviso or any exception. It simply says that 
if he wishes to rely on any proviso or exception he may and must plead 
it; but it does not say that such plea shall constitute a defense. 

Isubmit in all candor to the gentleman from Pennsylvania that we 
ought not to adopt any provision undertaking to change a time-hon- 
ored principle, one that has come down to us from ‘‘ time whereof the 
memory of man runneth not to the contrary,’’ that every man is pre- 
sumed innocent of an offense until his guilt has been established. If 
the purpose of this bill is to shift the onus and raise a presumption of 
guilt which would not otherwise arise, then we are in danger of doing 
more harm by infringement upon the rights of the citizen than we can 
do by any attempted protection in regard to the sale of adulter- 
ated food. 

I entirely concur in the principle upon which this bill proceeds, that 
the citizen has the right to receive from the merchant or dealer that 
which is bargained for; and if there is sold to the customer anything 
else than that which he calls for, it is a fraud upon him, and ought to 
be punished. But I submit that section 7 does not strengthen the es- 
sential features of the bill, while jg may have the effect of changing a 
principle of law which ought not to be departed from. Certainly we 
should not attempt in a bill of this kind to change a rule of law which 
is sanctioned by the wisdom of ages. If such change is not proposed, 
and the bill is designed to be simply declaratory of the common law, 
then certainly the provision of this section is mere waste paper. I 
move, therefore, to strike out section 7. - 

The question being taken on the motion of Mr. WARNER to strike 
out section 7, it was rejected—ayes 7, noes 8. 

Mr. ROGERS. Iask that this section be passed over, by unanimous 
consent, to be recurred to herea!ter. ; 

Mr. ATKINSON. I have no objection if the gentleman desires to 
examine the section further. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. In the absence of objection, section 7 
will be passed over informally. 
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The following sections were read: 
Sec. 8. That if the defendant in any prosecution under this act prove to the 
@ purchased the article 


chaser, and with a written warranty to thateffect; that he had no reason to be- 

lieve atthe time when he sold it that the article was otherwise; and that he 

ep ederrenean pagoda he purchased it, he shall be discharged from 
ution, 


any certificate or any writing purporting to contain a warranty, as provod in 
section 8 of this act, shall be guilty of a misdemeanor and be punisha 


exceed $100. 
Sec. 11. That the commissioners of the District of Columbia shall appoint a 
son, who shall be removable at the pleasure of the commissioners, possess- 
nt knowledge, skill, and experience, as analyst of ail articles of 


com 
food or drugs sold within the ict of Columbis, who shall receive a salary 


to be fixed by the commissioners not exceeding $3,000 per annum: Provided, 
That the salary authorized by this section shall include any salary or compen- 
sation now d to the anal appointed by said commissioners: And provided 
further, T. no person be appointed as such analyst who shall be engaged, 
directly or indirectly, in any e or business connected with the sale of food 
or drugs. 

Mr. ROGERS. I have been trying to prepare an amendment to this 
section. In order to state the purpose I am seeking, I move pro forma 
to strike out the last word. 

The gentleman from Pennsylvania is of course aware of the fact that 
the Commissioner of Internal Revenue has as much jurisdiction over 
the District of Columbia and the Territories as over the several States. 
The amendment I desire to frame seeks to avoid the creation of a new 
office and the payment of a new salary by remitting the enforcement 
of this act to the Commissioner of Internal Revenue. 

Mr. ATKINSON. ‘That suggestion brings us to the question of the 
propriety or impropriety of creating a new office or new offices. Ias- 
sume it as a rule that there can be no objection to the creation of a nec- 
essary office, while perhaps’ the burden of proving the necessity for a 
new office rests upon those who ask its creation. 

I presume the objection of the gentleman grows out of the fact that 
a few days ago in this House a list was presented of the number of new 

. offices created during the Forty-ninth and Fiftieth Congresses. But, 
Mr. Speaker, I am one of those who believe that if these officers were 
needed for the proper transaction of the public business it was entirely 
right and proper to create the offices and appoint men to fill them. If 
they were n offices, then they shouid have been created. The 
only force that I see in that list of officers presented by Mr. CANNON, 
of Illinois, in the House a few days ago is this, that it is a reply to the 
allegations made in the last campaign that the Republican party had 
increased the number of offices improperly, and that the number of 
oftice-holders was excessive. It indicates only that the management by 
the Republican party of the affairs of this nation was an economical 
and not an extravagant or imprudent management; that they did not 
employ unnecessary officers, and that seven hundred and ninety-nine 
more offices are needed to properly discharge the duties of Government 
now than the Republicans were authorized by law to employ. 

But this amendment proposed by the gentleman from Arkansas is 
objectionable, because it will tend to confusion. There is no reason 
why the Commissioner of Internal Revenue should undertake to manage 
any of the affairs of the District of Columbia. His is a national office. 
We are now engaged in purely local legislation. ‘The analyst to whom 
these cases may be referred will probably have much of his time occu- 
pied in the performance of the duties of his office. He will be called 
npon to testify in court in every case where a prosecution is instituted 
under this act; his whole time will be taken up by the duties imposed 
by this bill; and if so, I take it that it is little odds whether the ana- 
lyst is appointed by the commissioners of the District of Columbia and 
paid out of the funds of the District, or whether he is appointed by the 
Commissioner of Internal Revenue and paid out of the funds of the 
General Government. 

The time of an officer will be occupied in the performance of these 
duties anyhow, and we are sitting here now as the legislature for the 
District of Columbia only. If this bill passes in its present form one- 
half of the salary of this official will be paid out of the taxes assessed 
against the Districtof Columbia, “If the amendment of the gentleman 
from Arkansas is adopted, the entire salary of this officer will be paid 
out of the moneys of the United States. 

I believe that the gentleman from Arkansas should reconsider his 
purpose and allow this officer to be an officer of the District of Colum- 
bia and not of the National Government. The people of the District 
of Columbia are the only ones who are to be benefited by his services; 
and that being the case, the gentleman should not insist, I think, that 
an officer ‘orming these duties should be paid exclusively out ofthe 
funds of the United States where the people of the District of Colum- 
bia are the beneficiaries and the sole beneficiaries of his labors. I hope 
that the nightmare of additional officers will not so impress itself upon 
his eer! = to induce him to insist on the adoption of such an amend- 
ment as . 


Mr. ROGERS. Mr. Speaker, I send to the desk an amendment 
which I desire to offer in lieu of section 8. I withdraw the formal 
rom ts and move to strike out the eighth section and incorporate 

3. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Strike ont section 8. and insert: 

‘That the enforcement of this act shall be under the control of the Commis- 
sioner of Internal Revenue, under such rules and regulations ás may be pre- 
scribed by the Secretary of the Treasury.” 

Mr. ROGERS. Mr. Speaker, my friend from Pennsylvania misin- 
terprets my action and motives altogether. The speech made the other 
day, to which he alludes, by the gentleman from Illinois in relation to 
the creation of new oflicers and a non-reduction of the number already 
in existence when the present Administration took control of the Gov- 
ernment did not have the slightest weight with or effect upon me. I 
am opposed in principle to the creation of new offices that are not 
necessary. This, in my judgment, is not necessary. 

It is said that to strike out this provision of the bill will disturb the 
harmony of the system which has been adopted in this District, and 
that the duties which are assigned to this officer by the bill are con- 
fided now to the District government. Mr. § er, it should be re- 
membered thatthe internal-revenue laws which are applied to the 
States apply also to the District of Columbia, and are under the con- 
trol of the Commissioner of Internal Revenue to be carried into execu- 
tion here just as they are in all the States and Territories. They 
apply here justas everywhere else; and the same in regard to the oleo- 
margarine law, which applies not only to all of the States and Terri- 
tories of the Union, but applies with equal effect to the District of 
Columbia, and is also under the auspices of the Department of the In- 
terior. The Commissioner of Internal Revenue has control of the en- 
forcement of the laws, so that instead of destroying the harmony of 
the systemit simply places the execution of this jaw in strict harmony 
with all of the other internal-revenue laws, which apply to the tax 
upon whisky, beer, tobacco, and manufacture and sale of oleomarga- 
rine and other provisions of that character. 

Now, it isnot possible, sir, in policing the District with reference to 
pure food or products for the people, that it will be found necessary to 
have another analytical chemist. ‘They have them now employed by 
the Government in the Department of Agriculture and in the Treasury. 
Why therefore create another position with an official salary of $3,000 
a year when we have in the Departments already persons who are en- 
tirely capable of dealing with the questions presented? By all means 
we should not create another office when we do not need it; neither 
should we permit any political advantage or any political injury to 
another party to enter into the question which influences our action. 
It is a matter purely of sound policy; and the expenditure of $3,000 a 
year to pay for the services of another analytical chemist is certainly 
unwise and uncalled for when we already have officials who can per- 
form whatever duty may be assigned them. a 

Now let this matter go to the Treasury Department. They are ac- 
customed to deal with the subject. They have their rules and regula- 
tions with reference to oleomargarine, tobacco, and whisky; and we 
have nothing in the world to do but to extend the power and make 
the n changes to enable them also to cover food products and 
then you will have a perfect system under the Internal Revenue Com- 
missioner. Butif you do it this way you are creating a new bureau 
for the administration of the law in the District of Columbia. I insist 
that the amendment I have offered is in the line of economy and of 
good government to the District of Columbia. 

Mr. ATKINSON. Iam as adverse to creating new offices as the 
gentleman from Arkansas, and I wish to call his attention to the verbi- 
age of his amendment if he will permit me to do so. 

Mr. ROGERS. Certainly; I drew it hastily. 

Mr, ATKINSON. His amendment reads that “the enforcement of 
this act shall be under the control of the Commissioner,” ete. I ask 
whether the amendment does not refer to the analysis that is to be 
made in the enforcement of the act. I will suggest to the gentleman 
that instead of the word ‘‘ enforcement’? he should say that the analy- 
sis provided for or analyses provided by this act shall be under the con- 
trol of the Commissioner of Internal Revenue. 

Mr ROGERS. My friend is correct in his suggestion. 
modification of the amendment. 

The Clerk read the amendment as modified, as follows: 

That the analyses Yep for under this act shall be under the control of 


the Commissioner of Internal Reyenue under such rules and regulations as 
may be preseribed by the Secretary of the Treasury. 3 

The amendment as modified was agreed To. 

Mr. ROGERS. I moved awhile ago to strike ont section 8, It 
should have been section 11. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. That will be done. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Src. 12, That any aep iret of an article of food or of a drug in the said 
District shall be entitled to have such article analyzed by such analyst, and to 
receive from him a certificate of the result of his analysis, and any health 
officer, x of nuisances, or any food inspector may procure any sample 
of food or drug, and if he cts the same to have been sold to him contrary 


toany pi m of this act, he shall submit the same to be analyzed by the 
analyst of the said District, and such analyst shall, with all convenient speed, 


I accept the 
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analyze the same and give a certificate to such officer, wherein he shall specify 
the result of the analysis. 

Mr. ROGERS. My attention was called away for a moment and I 
notice in line 9 of section 12 that a change should be made so as to 
make it conform to the other section. 

Mr. ATKINSON. It should conform to your amendment and 
should be changed. 

Mr. ROGERS. If the gentleman will give me a moment I shall 
try an:l offer an amendment so as to make it conform to the previous 
amendment. . 

Mr. ATKINSON. I should suggest in line 8 to strike out the 
words “‘by the analyst of said District;’’ so that it will read: 

iain submit the same to be analyzed by the Internal Revenue Depart- 
ment. 

Mr. ROGERS. Very well; that wìll be sufficient. Imove to insert, 
in line 8, the following: ‘‘ to the Commissioner of Internal Revenue to 
be analyzed;’’ so that it will read as follows: 


And if he suspects the same to have been sold to him contrary to any provis- 
ion of this act he shall submit the same to the Commissioner of Internal Rèye- 
nue to be analyzed, 

And then strike out, after the word ‘‘ analyzed,” in line 8, begin- 
ning with the word “by,” down to and including ‘‘ with,’’ in line 9, 
and insert, in lien thereof, before the word *‘all,’? the words ** who 
shall with.” 

Mr. ATKINSON, I have no objection to the amendment. An ad- 
ditional amendment, I take it, should be introduced in line 10. I ask 
the gentleman if he has prepared an amendment for that line? 

Mr. ROGERS, I move to strike out *‘analyze,”’ in line 10, and in- 
sert ‘‘any such analysis.” 

Mr. ATKINSON. You would alsostrike out the words ‘‘ the same,’’ 
and insert the words ‘‘cause such analysis to be made.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The Clerk read as follows: 5 : 

Src, 13. That if any officer mentioned in section 12 of this act shall apply to 
purchase any article of food or any drug exposed to sale or on sale by retail on 
any premises or in any shop or store, and shall tender the price for the quantity 
which he shall require for the purpose of analysis, not being more than shall 
be reasonably requisite, and the person exposing the same for sale shall refuse 
to sell the same to such officer, such person shail be guilty of a misdemeanor 
and fined for such offense not exceeding $50. 

See. 14. That the term " food,” as used in this act, shall include every article 
used for food or drink by man other than drugs and water, The term “drug,” 
as used in this act, shall include all medicines for internal or external use, 

Sec, 15. That nothing in this act shall be construed as modifying or repealing 
the provisions of chapter 840 of the acts of the first session of the Forty-ninth 
Congress, entitled “An act defining butter; also imposing a tax upon and regu- 
lating the manufacture, sale, importation, and exportation of oleomargarine,” 


a ved August 6, 1886. 
"ase. 16. That the analyst appointed under the provisions of this act may, with 


the «approval of t commissioners of the District, from time to time declare 
certain articles or preparations to be exempt from the provisions of this act; 
and it shall be the duty of the commissioners of the District to prepare and 
publish from time to time a list of the articles, mixtures, or compounds declared 
to be exempt from the provisions of this act, in accordance with this section. 

Mr. ROGERS. i desire to amend that section; but it will take me 
a moment to prepare the amendment. I move to strike out all after 
the word ‘‘that’’ in line 1, section 16, down to and including the word 
“District” in line 3; and to insert in lieu thereof the words ‘‘the Com- 
missioner of Internal Revenue may from time to time,” ete.; so that it 
will read: 

Sec, 16. That the Commissioner of Internal Revenue may from time to time 
declare certain articles and preparations to be exempt from the provisions of 
this act, ete. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. ROGERS. I think there should be an amendment on the fol- 
lowing page, in line 4, after the word ‘‘act.’? 

Mr. ATKINSON. I think it is complete now. 
commissioners for the analyst. 

Mr. ROGERS. I was simply going to propose to require the Com- 
missioner of Internal Revenue to notify officially the District commis- 
sioners of a list of such articles, and let them publish the list if they 
desired. 

Mr. ATKINSON. The act contemplates that there shall be joint 
action by the analyst and the commissioners. Now, as it is amended 
it will require joint action by the Commissioner of Internal Revenue 
and the commissioners of the District, and I see no impropriety in leav- 
ing it just asit is, so that they may consult together, if they please, 
withont having a mandate go down from the Commissioner of Internal 
Revenue to the District commissioners. 

Mr. ROGERS. I was about to propose a provision requiring the 
Commissioner of Internal Revenue to notify the District commissioners 
of his action with reference to any such article or articles, so that they 
might do as they pleased about it; but I will not press the proposition. 

Mr. ATKINSON. I have no objection to it. 

Mr. ROGERS. I will not offer it. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair understood that the gen- 
tleman from Arkansas [Mr. ROGERS] proposed to return tosection 7. 

Mr. ROGERS. Yes, sir. 

Mr. ATKINSON. That section, Lbelieve, was stricken out by the 
action of the House. 

Mr. ROGERS. It was not, but itshould have been. LI really think 


You substitute the 


the whole section ought to go out; butif it does not go ont of courseit 

ought to be amended. 
Mr. ATKINSON, 

the common Jaw or whether it establishes some new rule of evidence. 


The only question is whether it is declaratory of 


I do not believe that it establishes any new rule. It imposes upon the 
defendant the obligation of proving an affirmative; that is, his want of 
knowledge. I do not believe it should he stricken out. It seems to 
be in harmony with the other provisions of the bill. It has met the 
approval of the Senate of the United States as well as of the Committee 
on the District of Columbia, and I think it ought to stand, 

Mr. ROGERS. There is no such thingin this entire act as an ex- 
ception. There are several provisos, and evidently section 7 relates to 
the provisos in section 4, or else it does not relate toanything. Now, 
I call the attention of my friend from Pennsylvania to that which was 
not exactly clear in my mind when I was upon this point before. I 
read from Dwarris on Statutes: 

An exception in the statute must bo negatived in pleading, buta provino need 
not. 


Now, I take it that if the gentleman desires to make this section of 
the bill effective at all, he should strike out in the fourth section the 


- words ‘‘any exception or,” and then should convert the word ‘‘ provis- 


ion ” into the word ‘‘ proviso.” 

Mr. ATKINSON. I prefer striking out the word ‘‘exception ” in 
the seventh section. If the language is deemed objectionable, or if it 
is likely to lead to confusion in pleading,or if it imposes a duty on the 
prosecuting officer which should not be imposed upon him, then I pro- 
pose to strike out ‘‘any exception or’’ in the third line of section 7. 
I will make that motion, if that is satisfactory to the gentleman from 
Arkansas [Mr. ROGERS]. 

Mr. ROGERS. It is, except that my own judgment is that the word 
‘í provision ” should be changed to *‘ proviso,” because ‘‘ proviso ” has 
a technical meaning. That amendment will perfect the section. 
Whether the section is a wise one or not, Iam not prepared to say at 
this time. 

The amendment was agreed to: $ 

The bill as amended was ordered to a third reading; and it was ac- 
cordingly read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. ATKINSON moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill was 
ee and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 
table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


ASSOCIATION FOR WORKS OF MERCY, 


Mr. HEMPHILL. I desire to call up the bill (S. 3168) regulating 
admissions to the Institution of the Association for Works of Mercy in 
certain cases, and for other purposes. I yield the floor to my colleague 
on the committee, the gentleman from Vermont [Mr. Grout]. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, ete., That the Association for Works of Mercy, a charitable cor- 
poration in the District of Columbia, is hereby authorized and empowered to 
receive and have the custody and control of, and to suitably maintain, teach, 
employ, and discipline girls under the age of eighteen years, resident in the 
District of Columbia, until they attain the age of eighteen years. The right to 
we Pepeni and control of any such girl shall be obtained in the manner fol- 

owing: 

First. By a written instrument executed by the father of such girl, giving 
such eer and control to said association and renouncing parental rights. 

Second, If the father be not living, or is unknown, or not resident in the Dis- 
trict of Columbia, by a written instrument executed by the mother of such girl 
giving such custody and control to said association and renouncing parental 

h 

Third. o7 a written instrument executed by the guardian of the person of 
such girl, giving such custody and control to said association and renouncing 
the rights of guardianship. 

Fourth. If there be no father or mother or guardian of such girl living or 
known, residentin the District of Columbia, by an instrument in writing ex-- 
ecute by such girl, surrendering herself to the custody, control, and te- 
nance of said association, ; 

Fifth, No such instrument shall be effectual in law until it shall be approved 
by the judge of the orphans’ court of the District of Columbia by an indorsement 
of such approval thereon signed by such judge. 

Src. 2. That when any girl under the age of eighteen years shall be duly con- 
victed of any offense punishable by fine or imprisonment for a term less than 
two years before any court in the District of Columbia, if shall appear to the 
satistnction of the court that such girl is a suitablesubject for the custody of said 
association, the court may, inst of imposing such fine or imprisonment, and 
with the assent of said association, cause such girl to be committed to the cus- 
tody and control of said association, there to remain until she shall attain the 
age of eighteen years, or be otherwise discharged in due course of law. 

Sec. 3. That a girl, duly received into the institution of the said association, 
shall be aoe there, disciplined, instructed, employed, and governed under the 
direction of said association until she is either reformed and discharged or has 
attained the age of eighteen years; but the association shall have the right to 
discharge and return to the parents, guardian, or protector, any girl who, in its 
judgment, ought, for any cause, to be removed from the institution, and in such 
case the association shal! enter upon its minutes the reasons for her discharge; 
and in case such girl was received under the order of any criminal court, a copy 
of the minute of such reasons shall be forthwith transmitted to the court under 
whose order she was received. 

Sec. 4. That the orphans’ court of the District of Columbia shall have power 
to appoint the said association the guardian of the person of any girl under the 
age of eighteen years, in the same manner and with the same effect that it now 
has power to appoint guardians of the person of female infants. And such 
guardianship shall continue until such girl shall attain the age of eighteen years, 
unless the orphans’ court shall discharge the same or otherwise direct. 


Mr. GROUT. Mr. Speaker, this, as will be seen, is a Senate bill; 
and it has come to the House at so late a day.that the Committee on 
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the District of Columbia, to which it was referred, has not, for want or 
a quorum, beenableto reportitback. Atone meeting of the committee 
the bill was under consideration, was quite fully examined, and no 
opposition whatever was developed; on the contrary, it met the warm 
approval of those members who were present. It was not disposed of 
simply because no quorum was present; there was no other reason. 

In view of these facts, and of-the manifest good purpose of the bill, 
I have been authorized by all the members of the committee who are 
present this morning (and their number is only oue short of a quorum) 
to ask that the committee be discharged from the fartherconsideration 
of the bill, and that it be put on its passage at this time without a 
formal report. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Unanimous consent is asked that the 
Committee on the District of Columbia be discharged from the further 
consideration of this bill, and that it be now considered in the House. 
[A pause.] The Chair hears no objection, and it is so ordered. 

The House proceeded to the consideration of the bill. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair desires to call the attention 
of the gentleman from Vermont to two clerical errors in the bill. ` 

Mr. GROUT (having examined the bill). I move to amend the bill 
by changing ‘‘execute,’”’ in line 24 of section 1, to ‘‘ executed;’’ and 
also by inserting “‘it’’ after the word ‘‘if’’ in line 4 of section 2. 
These verbal amendments are obviously necessary. 

The SPEAKER protempore. In theabsence of objection, the amend- 
ments will be to, 

The bill as amended was ordered to a third reading. = f 

Mr. TRACEY. I would like to hear the bill read; I have not yet 
heard it. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The bill will be again read. Any 

. member has the right upon the third reading of the bill to demand 
that it be read in full. 

The bill was again read. 

Mr. TRACEY. I would like to know whether any protest from cit- 
izens of the District against the passage of this bill has been received. 

Mr. GROUT. None whatever, so far as I am aware. The commit- 
tee has certainly heard of none. 

The bill was passed. 

Mr. GROUT moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill was 
paksed; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 
table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

GIRLS’ REFORM SCHOOL, DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA. 


Mr. HEMPHILL. - I call up the bill (H. R. 10873) making an ap- 
propriation for the Girls’ Reform School of the District of Columbia. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the sum of $30,000 be, and the same is hereby, appro- 

riated, out of any money in the Treasury not otherwise appropriated, for the 
efit of the Girls’ Reform School of the District of Columbia, a corporation 
incorporated by act of Congress of. 

The amendment reported by the committee was read, as follows: 

At the end of the bill add “July 9, 1888.” 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair will call the attention of 
the gentleman from South Carolina to the fact that this bill is in Com- 
mittee of the Whole. 

Mr. HEMPHILL. I ask unanimous consent that the Committee of 
the Whole be discharged from the further consideration of the bill, and 
that it be considered in the House as in Committee of the Whole. 

There being no objection, it was ordered accordingly. 

The amendment reported by the Committee on the District of Co- 
lumbia was agreed to. ` 

Mr. HEMPHILL. I offer the following additional amendment: 

Add to the bill the following: s 

*t One-half of said sum to be paid from the United States Treasury and the other 
half from the revenues of the District.” 

Mr. HOLMAN. I was just going to ask why such a provision had 
not been inserted. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. BURNES, I desire to ask why this appropriation did not take 
the usual course, why it was not incorporated in the bill making ap- 
propriations for the expenses of the District of Columbia? 

Mr. HEMPHILL. The bill establishing this institution was passed 
by the House without any appropriation, the expectation being that 
the Committee on Appropriations, in presenting their bill for expenses 
of the District, would include an appropriation for this institution. 
But the measure did not get through in time to have the appropriation 
put on that bill, and this is the only way in which an appropriation 
can now be made for it. 

Mr. BURNES. It is very difficult for us to determine, when the 
matter is presented in this way, whether the amount proposa to be 
appropriated is in harmony with the contributions which are made by 
the Government to other eleemosynary institutions of the city. It 
may be that the amount is not too large and that itis not too small. 
I suppose the gentleman has investigated the matter and can make a 
ison between this appropriation and appropriations for similar 
institutions. 

Mr. HEMPHILL. Mr. Speaker, I am not informed as to that. 
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There is a reform school for boys in this District, but there was no 
place to which girls could be sent, nor could they in any other way be 
managed except as out-and-out convicts in penitentiaries and jails, 
The bill passed by the House undertook to institute a reform school for 
girls, Thisis simply to make an appropriation to acquire property and 
start the institution. It is impossible for the Committee on the Dis- 
trict of Columbia to go into any comparative statement as between 
this appropriation and the appropriations heretofore made for eleemosy. 
nary institutions, because this is the first appropriation for this ir- 
stitution. The object is, first, to acquire property and start the insti- 
tution. It puts it on a different basis from the institutions already in 
existence. 

I would say, Mr. Speaker, that this amount is approved by the com- 
missioners as a reasonable and fair appropriation for this purpose. 

Mr. McCOMAS. I wish to say to the gentleman from South Caro- 
iina in charge of the bill I have made sufficient investigation of this 
subject to know the need of such an institution in the District of Co- 
lumbia. - Judges of courts, where females have been held for minor 
offenses, have sentenced them to jail, where they may be much injured 
and not reformed. But this bill does not designate whether this ap- 
propriation is for the purchase of a site or for a building or for outfitting 
theinstitution. From the lan used it is impossible to tell. The 
act of incorporation is some sanction on the part of Congress, but it 
seems to me the appropriation should be for a site or building, and we 
aes pe some other language than the general phrase “‘ for the ben- 
efit of. 

Mr. HEMPHILL. Yes. 

Mr. McCOMAS. Instead of ‘‘for the benefit of,’’ it should be for 
the site or the building or both, or as a contribution to carry out the 
purpose intended, as it isa bad policy in these charities to give money 
indefinitely. Not that Iam not in favor of this institution, because 
my investigation as one of\the members of the Committee on Appro- 
priations has satisfied me there is necessity for the establishment of 
such an institution. But the language ‘‘for the benefit of’’ is too 
vague. There is no supervisory power. It should be for site and build- 
ing, and the private charities in the District ought to fit up the build- 
ing. When these ladies say this institution is so much needed they 
will surely try to keep up the institution after the site has been pur- 
chased and the building erected. I ask the gentleman to accept the 
amendment, instead of ‘‘for the benefit of,’’ to insert “‘for site and 
building.” 

Mr. HEMPHILL. Yes, sir; I think that is not outof the way. 

Mr. McCOMAS. Then I move the amendment. 

Mr. HEMPHILL. I move to strike out ‘‘for the benefit of,” in the 
fifth line, and insert “‘ for the purchase of a suitable site and for a build- 
ing for the Girls’ Reform School of the District of Columbia.” 

The amendment was read. 

Mr. HEMPHILL, I will put the amendment ina different way. 
I move this as an additional section. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Sec. 2, That the sum herein appropriated shall be used for the purchase of a 
site and for the erection of a suitable building for the Girls’ Reform School in 
the District of Columbia. x 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. HEMPHILL. I think the amendment, Mr. Speaker, ought to 
have been worded in this way: ‘* That thesum appropriated, or so much 
thereof as may be n ,” so that if there be any money over after 
erecting the building itshould goto the support of the institution. I 
ask unanimous consent to insert those words. For instance, if they 
can purchase a siteand put up the building for $25,000, they should 
be allowed to use the balance to run the_institution. 

Mr. McCOMAS. I think the amendment is right as it was adopted, 
and that the appropriation should go for the site and building. It 
will be bad policy to come every year to the Committee on Appropria- 
tions. I would not add those words. It seems to me it would spoil 
the purpose of the bill. As it requires unanimous consent, I think I 
will object. 

Mr. HEARD. I suggest this whole amount should not be expended 
unless it is necessary. ` 

Mr. McCOMAS. But the gentleman will bear in mind that this is 
September, and Congress again meets in December, if it ever adjourns. 

Mr. HEARD. But the position the gentleman takes would neces- 
sitate the expenditure of the whole amount of this money. 

Mr. McCOMAS. Oh, no ; only suchas is necessary for the building 
and site, 

Mr. HEARD. That is just what the gentleman from South Caro- 
lina proposes; and any other provision, such as that suggested by the 
gentleman from Maryland, would cover any unexpended balance back 
into the Treasury and not make it available, as he suggests. 

Mr. HEMPHILL. Iask the insertion of the words “‘or so much 
thereof as may be necessary.” 

The amendment was adopted. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed and read a third 
time; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and 


Mr, HEMPHILL moved to reconsider the vote by which the bil] was 


1888. 
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passed; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 
table. 
The latter motion was agreed to. 
Mr. HEMPHILL. Mr. Speaker, the Committee on the District of 
Columbia will not farther claim this day. 
LIFE-SAVING STATION, ATLANTIC COAST. 


Mr. TARSNEY. I desire to submit a privileged report from a com- 
mittee of conference. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

The committee of conference on the di ing votes of the two Houses on 
the amendments of the House to the bill (S. 1856) to establish a life-saving sta- 
tion on the Atlantic coast between Indian River Inlet, Delaware, and Ocean 
City, Md., having met, after full and free conference have agreed to recom- 
mend and do recommend to their respective Houses as follows: 

That the House recede from its amendment, 


WILLIAM P. FRYE, 
Managers on the part of the Senate, 
The managers on the part of the House submit the following state- 
ment: ? 
The House of Seprona aves passed on July 17 Senate bill 1856, “ An act to 


establish a life-saving station on the Atlantic coast, between Indian River In- 


let, Delaware, and Ocean City, Md.,” amending it so as to limit the cost of the 
station to $5,000. 


The Senate disagreed to this amendment and requested a conference, during 

which the House conferees to recede from their amendment, as it was 

shown to them that the station might not be completed within the limit fixed 

by the House amendment, butatany event could cost but little more than $5,000. 
T. E. TARSNEY. 


T. H. B. BROWNE, 
Managers on the part of the House. 

Mr. TARSNEY. Iwill state that this is a Senate bill passed by the 
House with an amendment limiting the cost of the structure to $5,000. 
It was made to appear to the House conferees that because of peculiar 
circumstances surrounding this structure it might possibly cost a little 
more than that sum. The average cost of the life-saving stations is 
about $4,500 each, and the opinion of the House conferees is that this 
will not cost much if any more than $5,000. 

The report of the conference committee was adopted. 

Mr. TARSNEY moved to reconsider the vote by which the report 
was adopted; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on 
the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


Mr. TARSNEY. I submit another privileged report. 

Mr. KILGORE. I move that the House do now adjourn. 

The SPEAKER protempore. The gentleman from Texas moves that 
the House do now adjourn. ` 

Mr. TARSNEY. I hope the gentleman will withdraw that for a 
moment. a 

Mr. KILGORE. Is that a privileged report? If so I withdraw the 
demand. 

ESTABLISHMENT OF LIFE-SAVING STATIONS. 


Mr. TARSNEY. I submit a privileged report from a committee of 
conference. 
The Clerk read as follows: 

The committee of conference on the di ing votes of the two Houses on 
the amendments of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 1923) providing for the estab- 
lishment of a life-saving station at the harbor of Kewaunee, Wis., having met, 

r full and free conference have agreed to recommend and do recommend 
to their comers Houses as follows: 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the Sen- 
ate numbered 1, and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: Add, 
at the end of said amendment the following : 

“One at or near Walles Sands, New Hampshire; one at ornear Plum Island, 

husetts; one at or near Lynnhaven Inlet, Virginia; two between Ocra- 

coke Inlet and Cape Lookout, North Carolina, at such point as the General Su- 

patanasn of the Life-Saving Service may recommend; one at or near Ash- 

ula, Ohio; one at or near Marqu Mich.; one between the Ocean House, 

south of the entrance of the harbor of San Francisco, and Point St. Peter, Cali- 

fornia, at such point as the General Superintendent of the Life-Saving Service 
may recommend.” 

And the Senate agree to the same. 

That the Senate recede from its amendment numbered 2. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the Senate 
mumbered 3, and agree to the same. 

: T. E. TARSNEY, 


T. H. B. BROWNE, 

Managers on the s pan oe House. 
THOMAS W. PALMER, 
JOSEPH N. DOLPH, 

Managers on the part of the Senate. 

The managers on the part of the House submitted the following state- 
ment; which, on motion of Mr. TARSNEY, was ordered to be printed 
in the RECORD, without being read: ; 

STATEMENT OF THE HOUSE CONFEREES. 
H. R. 1923, “A bill providing for the establishment of a life-saving station at 

the harbor of Kewaunee, Wis., was passed by the House on May 9, 1888, 

When the bill was considered by the Senate it was amended by adding other 
life-saving stations in various parts of the country to the one proposed. 

Amendment numbered 1 provided for several life-saving stations in n, 
which were contained in House bill 8151, ** A bill for the establishment of life- 


saving stations,” reported favorably bv the House committee, and recommended 
by the General Superintendent of the Life-Saving Service. Your committee 


ing to this amendment, and have added to it 
the other life-saving stations, the establishment of which was contemplated by 
House bill 8151. The Senate conferees to this amendment. 

Your committee disagreed toamendment numbered 2 of the Senate, as the pro- 
visions of that amendment are contained in a separate bill, Senate 1856, which 
provides for the establishment of a life-saving station on the Atlantic coast. 

Your committee agreed to the amendment of the Senate numbered 3, as that 
amendment merely changes the title of the bill so as to make it conform to its 
new provisions, 

All the life-saving stations provided for in the bill as amended and agreed upon 
by the conferees were recommended favorably by the Superintendent of the 
Life-Saving Service, and by the House Committee on Commerce. 


T. E. TARSNEY, 
TH. H. B. BROWNE, 
Managers on the part of the House. 

The conference report was adopted. 

Mr. TARSNEY moved to reconsider the vote by which the confer- 
ence report was adopted; and also moved that the motion to reconsider 
be laid on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


J. W. JACOBS. 


Mr. WEAVER. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to discharge 
the Committee on Claims from the further consideration of the bill (H. 
R. 10895) for the relief of J. W. Jacobs, and put it upon its passage. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The bill will be read, subject to ob- 
jection. z 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to pay to J. W. Jacobs, of Sigourney, Iowa, late sheriff of 
Keokuk County, Iowa, the sum of $341.55, in full payment for his services, f 
and moneys expended by him in the go eee of certain persons concern 
in the burglary of the post-office at Webster, Iowa, in the year 1852; and to 
enable the Secretary to comply with the provisions of this act the said sum of 
$311.55 is hereby appropriated out of any money in the Treasury not otherwise 
appropriated. 

Mr. TURNER, of Georgia. Let me ask the gentleman from Iowa 
if the case made out by that bill is not covered by the general law? 

Mr. WEAVER. No, sir. 

Mr. TURNER, of Georgia. Will the gentleman explain the bill? 

Mr. WEAVER. The bill is of this nature. The post-office at this 
place was burglarized and Jacobs was appointed by the Federal court, 
or rather by the marshal, to make the apprehension. He arrested the 
thieves, and what was done with them is all certified to by Judge Love, 
and the accounts have been passed upon and sent to the House by the 
Secretary of the Treasury. They have passed the scrutiny of the First 
Comptroller. 

Mr. CULBERSON. Let us have the report read. 

Mr. WEAVER. There is no report. These are the factsand it has 
all been approved by the Federal judge and by the First Comptroller. 
This is to allow compensation for the apprehension of the thieves. 

Mr. HOLMAN. What is the amount? 

Mr. WEAVER. Three hundredand forty-one dollars and odd cents. 

Mr. TURNER, of Georgia. I would like to have the opinion of the 
chairman of the Committee on the Judiciary as to the propriety of this 
action. i 

Mr. CULBERSON. Ido not understand the purpose of this bill. 

Mr. WEAVER. Does not the gentieman from Texas understand the 
provisions of this bill? 

Mr. CULBERSON. That is the very reason I asked for the reading 
of the report. 

Mr. WEAVER. There is no report. I have asked that the commit- 
tee be discharged from the consideration of this bill, and that it be con- 
sidered at this time. The post-office at Webster, county of Keokuk, 
Towa, was entered by some thieves and money and other property in the 
post-office stolen. J. W. Jacobs was at that time sheriff of Keokuk 
County. He arrested the thieves, brought them before the Federal 
court, where they were tried, convicted, and sentenced to the peniten- 


therefore see no objection to 


tiary. 

Mr. EZRA B. TAYLOR. Has any committee reported this bill? 

Mr. WEAVER. No; no committee has reported it, but the Secre- 
tary of the Treasury has certified to the correctness of the bill, and also 
the Federal district judge who tried the criminals. 

Mr. EZRA B. TAYLOR. As I do not recognize the Secretary of 
the Treasury as a part of the legislative department, I object. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


Mr. TURNER, of Georgia, and Mr. KILGORE. I move that the 
House do now adjourn. 

Mr. McCOMAS. I ask the gentleman to withdraw that motion un- 
til I can offer a resolution for reference. [Cries of *‘ Regular order !??] 

The question was put on the motion to adjourn, and the Speaker pro 
tem, announced that the ‘‘ayes’’ seemed to have it, 

Mr. HOLMAN. Division. 

The House again divided; and there were—ayes 19, noes 28. 

So the House refused to adjourn. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The regular order is demanded, and 
unless it is withdrawn—— -< 

Mr. McCOMAS. Can I ask unanimsus consent to offer a resolution 
at this time? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Not when the regular order is de- 
manded. 
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Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana. I have risen for the purpose of asking 
a question of order. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana. I rose for the purpose of suggesting that 
the vote disclosed the absence of a quorum. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. A quorum is not required on a motion 
to adjourn. 

Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana, I desire to call the attention of the Chair 
to the fact that a former Speaker held, on a motion to adjourn, that 
when it was disclosed that there was an absence of a quorum it was the 
duty of the House to order a call of the House. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. It is not necessary that there shall be 
a quorum on 2 motion to adjourn. 

Mr. HOLMAN.. Mr. Speaker, I rise to make a privileged report. 

Tho SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Indiana [Mr. 
Hoan] states that he rises to a privileged report. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I withdraw it in order that the gentleman from 
Maryland may introduce his resolution. 

Mr. MCCOMAS. I want to have it referred; that is all. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair has not ized the gen- 
tleman for that purpose. Ifthe gentleman from Indiana [ Mr. HOLMAN] 
withdraws his privil report, the Chair will then recognize the gen- 
tleman from Illinois [ Mr. Hrrr}, who has desired to be recognized. 

EXTENSION OF LAND LAWS. - 

Mr. HOLMAN. Iam instructed by the Committee on Public Lands 
to report back to the House the bill S. 1080, being a bill to extend the 
laws of the United States over certain unorganized territory south of 
the State of Kansas. 

I will state. Mr. Speaker, that while this bill contemplates an ex- 
tension of the laws of the United States over the ‘‘ Public Land Strip” 
and the organization of that Public Land Strip into a land district so 
as to permit a survey of the land of that Public Strip, and to enable 
the homesteaders there to make entry upon their lands and extending 
the laws of the United States over it, this matter as to the entry of the 
lands by the settler is of so much importance that I have felt author- 
ized to say that if the bill were tuken up and considered at the present 
time and modified so that it would simply provide for the organization 
of a land district in the Land Strip, so that the ten or fifteen thousand 
people there on those lands might obtain the right to make their en- 
tries and secure their homes, I would waive the other provisions of 
thebill. The people are appealing to Congress, as all gentlemen know, 
for at least this relief, and I hope this at least will be done, so that they 
may he enabled to secure their homes. I therefore ask that the bill be 
considered. If any gentleman desires to so amend the bill as to con- 
fine it to the purpose which I have suggested, I will, so far as I am 
concerned, acquiesce in such an amendment. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman has not sent up his 
report. 

Mr. WEAVER. I desire to be heard. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I will yield to the gentleman for'a moment. 

Mr. WEAVER. I want tosay thisin reply. It is useless for the 
gentleman to press that bill, because it will require a quorum to pass 
it. This is really a rival project to the Oklahoma bill. 

Mr. HOLMAN. This is purely a temporary measure, except so far 
as it enables these people to secure their homes under the homestead 


W. 
Mr. WEAVER. I know what it is. Jt is temporary, but it isa 
rival project to the Oklahoma bill, and it is designed to disembowel 
the Oklahoma proposition. It is a measure which is far-reaching in its 
consequences and which has been denounced ata recent meeting by the 
ple now inhabiting that territory, who declare in favor of the Ok- 
sete bill and in opposition to this. They do not want any such 
measure as this. Iam in communication with them, and I give the 
gentleman notice now that it will require a quorum to pass this bill. 

Mr. O'NEILL, of Pennsylvania. Mr. Speaker, I am for the Okla- 
homa bill, but I do not see why we should be obliged to wait until we 
have a quorum in the House in order to consider legislation, because 
I do not suppose there will be a quorum here again during the re- 
mainder of this session. At all events, Mr. Speaker, we are not in 
any hurry to get away. [Laughter.] The weather has been very 
pleasant here. Ihave never spent a pleasanter summer in Washing- 
ton than this one, and I rather like it. [Laughter.] 

A MEMBER. You have been at home a good deal of the time. 

Mr. O'NEILL, of Pennsylvania. Well, I have been home occasion- 
ally at the end of the week, but it is so pleasant here that I think the 
session might as well be prolonged. Of course I do not expect that 
we sliall have a quorum again this session, but those men who are 

away are losing a great deal of fine weather. [Langhter.] 

Mr. WARNER. We tried to act upon the gentleman’s plan with 
reference to the Oklahoma bill, but those who were in favor of this 
measure called a quorum on that. If we could have passed that bill 
it would have given the people all the relief that this proposes, and 
much more. 

Mr. O'NEILL, of Pennsylvania. Well, I donot believe in calling a 
quorum. I believe the fewer of us there are here the better we 
can wake in business, because there are fewer objections. [Laughter.] 


Mr. HOLMAN. I desire to say a word in reply to the gentleman 
from Missouri. I think it is a duty which Congress owes to the set- 
tlers on the Public Land Strip, to our own people who have gone there 
and settled, to give them some kind of temporary government. I think 
they are entitled to it. I never contemplated this measure as one in 
antagonism to the bill for the organization of the Territory of Okla- 
homa. My friend misapprehends meif he thinks Iam opposed to that 
measure, although with proper safeguards I desired to amend it in 
several respects. I am in favor of the homestead principle being ap- 
plied as strictly as possible to all lands that may come under Govern- 
ment control. ` A 

Mr. WARNER. Will the gentleman yield for a question? 

Mr. HOLMAN. I think I first brought this subject, acquiring the 
western half of the Indian Territory, before the House in areport which 
I made as chairman of a committee appointed to inquire into Indian 
matters. In that report it was suggested that a Territory should be 
organized out of that western section, and I favor that policy; and be- 
cause gentlemen desired to offer amendments to the Oklahoma bill, 
that fact does not justify the suggesting that they were trying to an- 
tagonize that bill with another. Now, if concessions can not be made 
for the sake of allowing these people to have some kind of government 
to protect them and punish the robberies and murders that have be- 
come so common in that region—if we can not give them that, let us 
at least permit them to secure their homes; and I trust my friend from 
Missouri will see the obligation which rests upon Congress to protect 
our own people there, and to legislate for them to that extent at least. 
Give these people, these pioneers, this measure of relief; it will notin- 
terfere with Oklahoma, à 

Mr. WARNER. Mr. Speaker, I did as sincerely hope that the gen- 
tleman from Indiana would have seen the justice of the Oklahoma 
bill, or of some measure of that kind, rather than have joined in the 
obstructions that were thrown in the way of the passage of that bill. 

Mr. HOLMAN. On the contrary, if my friend will permit me, I 
have never cast a single obstructive vote in connection with that meas- 
ure, as the public record will show, although I have strenuously in- 
sisted on amending the bill. 

Mr. WARNER. I think the public record may so show. I remem- 
ber distinctly that the last time I was upon the floor when the Okla- 
homa bill was the matter under consideration, and a motion was made 
to adjourn, the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. HOLMAN] voted for the 
adjournment and came to where the tellers, the gentleman from Ili- 
nois and myself, were standing. The motion to adjourn was carried 
by aviva voce vote, and I called the attention of the gentleman from 
Indiana at the time to the fact that he had voted for it. The yeas and 
nays were demanded, and it is true that the gentleman does not ap 
in the RECORD as voting for the adjournment, because on the call for 
the yeas and nays he voted against it. Therefore the gentleman can 
safely appeal to the RECORD. z 

aar HOLMAN. I simply differ with my friend as to the statement 
of fact. 

Mr. WARNER. The gentleman from Illinois was present; it wasa 
public matter on the floor. 

Mr. HOLMAN. The gentleman will pardon me; that is purely a 
personal matter; this is a great public measure—— 

Mr. WARNER. The gentleman will excuse me. I was simply re- 
sponding to his appeal to the record. Mr. Speaker, new legislators— 
those who are just getting their wings as statesmen—do not fully un- 
derstand how to make up a record. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I think you have made a very good one. [Laugh- 
ter and applause. ] 

Mr. WARNER. LIhopeso. As I was saying, new members on this 
floor are foolish enough—— 

Mr. HOLMAN rose. 

Mr. WARNER. The gentleman will pardon me, as I have the floor. 
New members are foolish enough to vote the-same way when their 
names are called and the votes go into the RECORD, as when they sim- 
ply stand up and are counted by the Speaker—— 

Mr. HOLMAN again rose. 

Mr. WARNER. The gentleman must excuse me. I hope he will 
not be uneasy. Isaid then publicly to the gentleman, as I say now, 
that gentlemen who were fighting the Oklahoma measure, while pre- 
tending to be the friends of that bill—men who were slaying it in the 
house apparently of its friends—would, before election day, repent and 
see the error of their ways. I think the gentleman from Indiana is 
now upon the stool of repentance. 

Mr. HOLMAN. When was that lecture delivered? 

Mr. WARNER. It was delivered publicly here; and I repeat it now, 
for fear the gentleman may have forgotten it. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I have not heard the lecture before. 

Mr. WARNER. The gentleman is very solicitous about the poor 
people upon the Public Land Strip—— 

Mr. HOLMAN. Have I not been pressing that bill all the time? 

Mr. WARNER. The gentleman must excuse me, and permit me 
to have my say. We have tried in season, and, as the gentleman has 
thought, out of season, to give relief to the people residing upon this 
strip. ‘The bill as finally offered extended the Territorial government 
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only over the Public Land Strip. The first ground on which gen- 
tlemen objected to the Oklahoma bill was that the proposed Territo- 
rial government extended over a portion of the Indian Territory; they 
avowed this as the reasgn of their opposition. When we said, ‘We 
will modify the measure so that the Territorial government shall 
extend only over the Public Land Strip,” they then raised the cry, 
“We must extend this Territorial government further.’ The bill 
was opposed in every way—by the call of no quorum, and by amend- 
menis. 

The gentleman from Indiana, as I remember, delivered a lecture 
here—a very admirable speech—upon the subject of the homestead. 
He urged that the safety of our Government rests not upon our forti- 
fications, not upon our ships on the high seas, but upon the shoulders 
of the individual landholders of thecountry. ‘‘From scenes like this,” 
he said, ‘‘our grandeur must spring.” When we heard that lecture 
on the beauty of the homestead law we almost thought, ‘‘ Here is the 
veritable author of the Cotter’s Saturday night.” The gentleman ad- 
vocated a proposition, involving as the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. 
Payson], I believe, said, merely a bagatelle—a matter of no consider- 
ation atall. But he was willing to put that into the Oklahoma bill; 
and I submit to the friends of that measure throughout the country 
whether he was not seeking to kill the bill by his kindness ? 

Mr. HOLMAN. ‘The gentleman has no right to say that. 

Mr. WARNER. I do not assert it; I simply submit the question. 

Mr. HOLMAN. ‘The gentleman has no right to say it, because—— 

Mr. WARNER. Ihave a right to submit the question to the coun- 
try whether such was the case. Ido not charge the gentleman with 
that; I certainly would not do so—— 

Mr. HOLMAN. No, because—— 

Mr. WARNER. I simply submit the question to the country. 

Mr. HOLMAN. That speech of mine was in harmony with my 
whole record ever since I have been in public life. 

Mr. WARNER. No doubt it was in harmony with the gentleman's 
record; but I have a right to submit to the country the question as to 
the gent#eman’s purpose in the proposition he advocated. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Is the gentleman opposed to this bill? 

Mr. WARNER. Certainly I am at this time. 

Mr. WEAVER. Soam I. 

Mr. WARNER. In opposing the bill, Ido not act under cover. I 
say to the gentleman that tbis bill can not be passed at this session by 
the enemies of Oklahoma. I do not fight under cover in this matter. 

Mr. HOLMAN. All I have to say, as it is very manifest there is no 
quorum—— 

Mr. WARNER. 

Mr. HOLMAN. 

Mr. WARNER. 


The gentleman will pardon me. 
My friend has spoken very well—— 
I thank the gentleman for the compliment. 

Mr. HOLMAN. He has spoken well; he always does. 

Mr. WARNER. But I wish to go further and say a word with re- 
spect to the patriotism of gentlemen, their love for the old soldiers of 
this country. I have never paraded before this House my devotion to 
the soldier, and never wil]. I believe that the men who fought for this 
country deserve well of it. I believe they are entitled to more than 
they have received. But my friend, the experienced statesman from 
Indiana, was one of the gentlemen who favored the giving of all this 
land to the old soldiers who may go and settle upon it. That amend- 
ment the gentleman has never proposed to place on any public land bill 
that he has brought into this House; he does not now embrace itin the 
measure with reference to the Public Land Strip. It was another at- 
tempt to kill the Oklahoma bill with the ‘‘soothing sirup” manu- 
factured by the gentleman from Indiana. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Ido not think the gentleman should say that. I 
see present the gentleman from Iowa [Mr. ANDERSON ], who offered that 
proposition; and I believe he offered it in perfect good faith. I have 
adopted a rule which my. friend from Missouri would do well to ad- 
here to, especially in view of the exalted position he holds before the 
country—— 

Mr. WARNER. Oh, I wish the gentleman—— 

Mr. HOLMAN. I recommend the gentleman to adopt the principle 


to which I have adhered—never to cast a vote against the interests of 


the Union soldier under any circumstances. The country owes them too 
much to justify that. 

Mr. WARNER. Iam not through with my remarks. 

Mr. HOLMAN. That amendment having been offered I voted for 
it, and my friend from Missouri voted against it. 

Mr. WARNER. Yes, sir, I voted against it. I did so before the 
country, knowing that I was voting in the interest of the soldier or 
any other man who might wish to go there and establish a homestead. 
I was not voting for the measure because it was put as a knapsack upon 
the back of every Union soldier and labeled ‘‘patriotism,’’ because I 
knew the soldiers of the country were against it; but, sir, if I thought 
they were not against it, and I believed it was wrong in principle, then, 
standing here representing the American people, I would have voted 
against it if every soldier had asked me to vote for it. 

Mr. HOLMAN, I do not think my friend is justified in arraigning 
gentlemen who have served with honor and distinction on this floor. 

Mr. WARNER. Iam referring to the gentleman from Indiana. 


Mr. HOLMAN. The genileman has no right to arraign them for 
bad faith in their legislative action upon this floor. Ido not think 
the gentleman is justified in that. These gentlemen have feelings as 
well as the gentleman himself. They favor that measure as well as 
he does. 5 

Mr. WARNER. They had the right to vote as they chose, 

Mr. HOLMAN. The gentleman from Iowa [Mr. ANvERSON] and 
the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. Payson] both are arraigned by the 
gentleman from Missouri, one for his amendment securing this land 
for the homes of our people under the homestead Jaws, and the other 
for his amendment for the benefit of the Union soldiers; these gentle- 
men, I say, are arraigned by the gentleman from Missouri as not acting 
in good faith, but offering their amendments for the purpose of defeat- 
ing the Oklahoma bill. Now the gentleman from Missouri is not 
authorized to make that statement, He is not authorized to impute 
to me any opposition to this measure except that which grew out of a 
desire to amend the measure and place proper safeguards around this 
land for the benefit of actual settlers. When he comes to think this 
matter over he will not make these charges imputing want of good faith. 

I think neither proposition submitted to the House, neither the one 
dedicating thisland for homesteads nor the one permitting the Union sol- 
diers to have proper advantages can be charged as being brought for- 
ward to defeat the measure to which the gentleman has referred. I 
will yield now to the gentleman from Iowa [Mr. ANDERSON]. 

Mr. WARNER. Ihave the floor. 

Mr. HOLMAN. No, I have the floor, and only yielded to the gen- 
tleman from Missouri. I want the report accompanying the bill to be 
read. 

Mr. WARNER. The gentleman can not take me off the floor. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. Crisp in the chair). The title of 
the bill will be read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

A bill (S. 1080) to extend the laws of the United States over certatn unorgan- 
ized territory south of the State of Kansas. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I will now yield to the gentleman from Iowa, and 
I hope without objection he will be heard. 

Mr. SOWDEN. I call for the regular order. 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Iowa. I should like to know by what author- 
ity the gentleman from Missouri—— 

Mr. PAYSON. What isthe parliamentary condition of this matter? 
Is the bill open to consideration ? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. “The bill has been reported by the 
gentleman from Indiana [Mr. HOLMAN] upon the statement that it 
was privileged. The Chair has not examined to see whether it is or 
not. i : = 

Mr. PAYSON. No point of order has been made against it. 

TheSPEAKER protempore. The gentleman from Indiana, by unani- 
mous consent, has yielded to the gentleman from Iowa [Mr. ANDER- 
son]. 

t. PAYSON. Is it in the nature of debate upon the bill? 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Iowa. No, sir; it is an answer to a libel. 
[Laughter. ] 

Mr. PAYSON. Does the gentleman move his amendment in the 
nature of a substitute for this bill? 

The SPEAKER protempore. The bill has been reported by the gen- 
tleman from Indiana [Mr. HOLMAN]. 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Iowa. The gentleman from Tndiana has yielded 
the floor to me to answer a libel, to reply to an unauthorized reference 
by the gentleman from Missouri [Mr. WARNER] to a series of efforts 
which he alleges to have been made on the part of different members 
to defeat the passage of the Oklahoma bill. Not satisfied with mak- 
ing these assertions, he has seen fit to go out of his way and attack an 
amendment I offered as one of that series of obstructive measures, 
Now, I want to say to the gentleman from Missouri that I never of- 
fered any proposition in more earnestness and sincerity of purpose than 
the one I offered as an amendment to the Oklahoma bill proposing to 
grant to the Union soldiers 160 acres of land each without price and 
without expense. 

If the men on this floor who are so ready to characterize others 
as dema; es had stood by that amendment and been real friends to 
the Union soldiers and done what they ought to have done, the ex- 
Union soldiers would bave received from this Government what the 
soldiers of every other war have been granted in the way of public 
lands, and that meritorious and practical amendment of mine would 
have been adopted and made part and parcel of the Oklahoma bill. 
It would have been a great improvement to that bill, and notwith- 
standing the gentleman’s record as a soldier, and notwithstanding the 
high position he now holds by virtue of his record as a Union soldier, 
I undertake to say he does not speak for the soldiers of the country 
when he says they do not want that amendment to the Oklahoma 
bill. 
Gentlemen are flippant to arraign men for alleged obstructionary 
measures offered to a bill with a view to its improvement and to make 
itas unobjectionable as possible. Why do gentlemen say amendments, 
good in themselves, are designed to kill the bill? 

I want to say to the gentleman that I wasin favor of the bill, though 
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perhaps not so specially interested as the gentleman from Kansas City, 
but I have been from the beginning and am now in good faith for the 
passage of the Oklahoma bill. ButI do not arraign any man as intro- 
ducing measures to obstruct the passage of the bill, but where gentle- 
men seem to goout of the way to put me in a false light by classifying 
an amendment I offered in good faith and whose merit has never been 
refuted, as a measure intended to be obstructive in its nature, I feel it 


my duty to repel iton the spot. If the gentleman disclaims involving 
me, his language is unfortunate, and I regret it, as I have great regard 
for the gentleman from Missouri. : 

Mr. HOLMAN. Now, Mr. Speaker, I ask the reading of the re- 


rt. 
Por, WARNER. Allow me to have a few moments. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Let us have the report read. 

Mr. WARNER. I shall not consume more than five or six min- 
utes. Say ten. 

Mr. HOLMAN, Very well. 

Mr, WARNER. Mr. Speaker, it is unnecessary for gentlemen to 


work themselves into a passion. Certain it is that the gentleman from 
Iowa knows as well a3 any one that.I was not attempting to reflect 
upon him. The gentleman from Indiana and myself were having a 
friendly little tilt without any feeling in the matter whatever. I was 
referring to the attitude of the gentleman from Indiana in this matter, 
and was alluding to the present measure as another evidence of his 
attempt to kill the Oklahoma bill by excessive kindness; and I sub- 
mit the question now to the friends of Oklahoma in this House, and 
to its friends throughout the country, to say whether I was correct or 
not. 

I did not use the word ‘‘demagogue,’’ which the gentleman is swift 
to imply. Iam not here speaking for any soldier directly. When i 
stand on this floor I speak not as a man who arrogates to himself that 
right, for I do not arrogate to myself something that does not belong 
tome. Gentlemen refer to ‘‘exalted position,’’ but I certainly did not 
bring that question into this debate. I stand here asa Representative 
of my district, of my people; and when I speak in my representative 
capacity I speak for my people, for myself, and for no one else. I say 
now I am willing to submit to the friends of Oklahoma on this floor, I 
am willing to submit to the friends of that bill throughout this country, 
whether that amendment, whether so intended or not, if it had been 
adopted, would not have been the death blow to the bill in this House 
on its final passage. 

The same proposition I am willing tosubmit in reference to the home- 
stead amendment of the gentleman, and neither the gentleman from 
Indiana nor any one else, not even my distinguished friend from Iowa, 
can go further than I will go legitimately, and I do not think that they 
are going illegitimately in this matter; butno one will go farther in the 
direction of homesteads for actual settlers or land for the landless sol- 
diers of the Union than myself. I am willing to follow wherever their 
plumes may lead in that direction, and I will go as far as the farthest; 
but, Mr. § er, I am not in favor of piling on amendments to a bill 
of this kind, which will accomplish the destruction of a measure which 
is intended to benefit the landless people of the country and the sol- 
diers of the country. 

What I have said was said without feeling. The gentleman, I re- 

t, has used the word ‘‘demagogue.”? I apprehend that he did not 
intend to apply it to anyone. Itis familiar with some gentlemen, and 
is used quite flippantly. What relevancy it has here I do not know. 
This was simply a matter of discussion between the gentleman from 
Indiana and myself, and the gentleman from Iowa was not brought into 
it at all. 

I thank the House. 

ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


Mr. RICHARDSON. I move that the House do now adjourn. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I ask for the reading of the report. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Tennessee moves 
that the House do now adjourn. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I hope the gentleman will not press that now. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. I withdraw the motion. 

Mr. WEAVER. I renew it, but withhold it to receive a message 
which I understand is waiting from the President. 


MESSAGE FROM THE PRESIDENT. 


A message from the President, in writing, was delivered to the House 
by Mr. PRUDEN, one of his secretaries. 

The message also announced the approval of bills of the following 
titles, namely: 

An act (H. R. 1661) for the erection of an appraisers’ warehouse in 
the city of New York, and for other r yaje; 

An act (H. R. 1761) for the relief of the First National Bank of 
Portland, Oregon, for money advanced the Oregon Iron Works, the con- 
tractor in building the United States revenue-cutter Thomas Corwin, 
and for other purposes; $ - 

a Joint resolution (H. Res. 221) to continue the provisions of a joint 

resolution entitled a ‘‘ Joint resolution to continue the provisions of a 
joint resolution entitled a ‘Joint resolution to provide temporarily for 
the expenditures of the Government,’ ”” 


An act (H. R. 1073) for the relief of the Roman Catholic church of 
St. Peter and St. Paul, Chattanooga, Tenn. ; 

An act (H. R. 10234) making appropriations for the support of the 
Army for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1889, and for other purposes; 
An act (H. R. 10998) making appropriations for fortifications an 
other works of defense, for the armament thereof, for the procurement 

of heavy ordnance for trial and service, and for other purposes; 

An act (H. R. 2601) for the relief of the Baptist Female College of 
Lexington, Mo. ; 

An act fe R. 988) for the relief of Joseph R. White; 

An act (H. R. 10856) for a pension for Eliza N. Aiken; 

An act (H. R. 7708) to increase the pension of Annie Gibson Yates; 

An act (H. R. 109) to refund to Dr. F. O. St. Clair $976.80 duties 
on a monument to the memory of Francis J. Townshend, late United 
States Navy; 

An act (H. R. 649) for the relief of A. C. Bradford; and 

An act (H. R. 5670) for the construction of a revenue-cutter for New 
Berne, N. C., to replace the reyenue-cutter Stevens. 


VETO MESSAGE—CERTIFICATION OF LANDS, KANSAS, 


The SPEAKER pro tempore laid before the House the following mes- 
sage from the President of the United States; which was read, and on _ 
motion of Mr. HOLMAN was referred to the Committee on the Public 
Lands, and ordered to be printed: 
To the House of Representatives : 


Iam unable to give my assent to a joint House resolution numbered 14, and 
entitled * Joint resolution to authorize the Secre! of the Interior to certi 
lands to the State of Kansas for the benefit of culture and the mech 
arts,” and I therefore return the same with astatement of may okeqtons SRONA. 

By an act of Congress passed July 2, 1862, certain public ds were granted 
to such of the several States as should provide colleges for the benefit of agri- 
culture and the mechanic arts. 

Under the terms of this act the State of Kansas was entitled to 90,000 acres of 
land, subject, however, to the provisions of said statute, which declared that 
when lands which had been raised to double the minimum price, in consequence 
of rai grants, should be selected by a State, such lands should be computed 
at the maximum price and the number of acres proportionately diminished. 

Of the lands selected by the State of Kansas, and which have been, certified, 
7,082.92 acres were within certain limits of a railroad grant, and therefore 
been raised to the doubie minimum in price, so that the number of acres men- 
tioned and thus situated really stood for double that number of acres in filling 
t to which the State of Kansas was entitled. 
that after the selection of these lands the route of said rail- 
other one selected, and that in consequence thereof 
such lands included within its first location were reduced to the minimum pe 
and restored to public market at that rate. Itis hy dams upon these al 
tions that justice and equity require that an additional grant should now 
made to the State of Kansas from the public lands equal to the number of acres 
selected within the limits of the first railroad location. 

But an examination discloses that the joint resolution is predicated upon an 
entire misunderstanding of the facts. 

The lands heretofore mentioned as amounting to more than 7,000 cnr eH 
lected by the State of Kansas, and cha) at double that amount, because their 
price had been raised to the double um in co: uence of their being 
within a railroad location, have all, except 320 ned eitherin the new 
or old railroad location up to the present time, and if now vacant would be held 
by the Government at the double minimum price. 

It seems clear to me that the State of Kansas has been granted all the public 
land to which it can lay any legal or equitable claim under the law of 1862. 


GROVER CLEVELAND. 
EXECUTIVE MANSION, September 24, 1888. 
RIGHT OF WAY THROUGH INDIAN RESERVATION IN MINNESOTA. 


Mr. NELSON. I ask leave to make a conference report. 

Mr. HOLMAN. This is a privileged matter now pending. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. In the judgment of the Chair a con- 
ference report is a matter of the highest privilege. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


The committee of conference on the d ing votes of the two Houses on 
the amendments of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 10112) granting to the Duluth 
and Winnipeg Railway Company the right of way through the Fond du Lac 
Indian reservation, in the State of Minnesota, having met, after full and free 
conference have to recommend and do recommend to their respective 
Houses as follows: 

‘That the House recede from its disagreement to the Senateamendment num- 
bered 1, and agree to the same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the Senate 
numbered 2, and agree to the same. 

That the House recede from its t to the amendmentof the Senate 
numbered 3, and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: Strike out 
the Y twenty,” in line 28 of said amendment, section 4; and the Senate 

to the same. ; 
That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the Senate 
numbered 4, and agree to the same. 

‘That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the Senate 
numbered 5, and agree to the same, 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the Sen- 
ate numbered 6, and agree to the same, 

S. W. PEEL, 
THOMAS R. HUDD, 
KNUTE NELSON, 
Managers on the part of the House. 
J. W. DANIEL, 
J. M. DOLPH, 
Managers on the part of the Senate, 
The statement of the House conferees is as follows: 
STATEMENT OF THE EFFECT OF THE AMENDMENTS CONCURRED IN. 

First amendment: The effect of thisamendment is to make the termini of the 
pro} certain than in the o: bill. 

Second amendment: The 


the railroad company fail agree 
pensation for their respective holdings, that then such compensation shall be 
ascertained and paid in the same manner as is provided for the adjustment of 
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like controversies under the laws of Minnesota, and that in respect to tribal 
compensation the Secretary of the Interior shall determine the same. 

Third amendment: The effect of this is to authorize the Oregon Railway and 
Navigation Company to acquire by purchase from the Indians on the Umatilla 
reservation and by their consent 10 acres of ground for station-purposes and 2 
acres fora road and approach to the same for the purpose of accommodating 
the village of Dawson, just 2 miles from the pro station. The com 
tion to be paid the Indians is to be determined by the Secretary ofthe Interior. 
The see ment to this amendment is simply to correct the description—the 
-acre ie 

The fourth amendment is to empower the Secretary of the Interior to set 
apan for the Umatilla Indians on their reservation a quantity of land in addi- 
tion to that now authorized by existing law for a general rese: n in order 
ge hod poondarias of this reservation may be better arranged for the benefit 

e in 
° The fifth amendment is simply to correct the Aenm | of the sections. 

And the sixth amendment is merely to amend the title by adding the words, 
“and for other pu: i 

Dated September 24, 1888. 

: S. W. PEEL, 
THOS. R. HUDD, 
KNUTE NELSON, 
House Oonferees. 

Mr. NELSON. Unless somebody desires to ask questions I am un- 
willing to take any time. I will, however, make a brief statement in 
addition to the statement which has been made in the report. The 
original bill provided for a right of way for the Duluth and Winnipeg 
Railroad through a small reservation about 25 or 30 miles west of Du- 
luth called Umatilla reservation. It is about 2 or 3 miles across it. 
This bill passed the House and was amended in the Senate. The first 
amendment is for the purpose of making the termini of the road more 
definite, fixing Duluth as one and Grand Rapids, the headwaters of the 
Mississippi, as the other. The second amendment was to this effect: 
It provides that in case the railroad company is unable to agree with 
the individual Indians on that reservation as to the damages, or com- 
pensation for those damages, it shall be ascertained in the same man- 
` ner as we ascertained them under the laws of Minnesota—by commis- 
sioners and condemnation—and that in addition to that the tribal dam- 
ages, as distinguished from individual damages, shall be fixed by the 
Secretary of the Interior. 

Now the Senate amends the bill by making provision for the Ore- 
gon Navigation and Railroad Company to acquire for a station 10 
acres of land, and for the road 2 acres of land, in the Umatilla reser- 
vation. It seems that already it is within 2 miles of the boundary 
of the reservation, and right across the boundary is the little village 
of Dawson. They want a station accessible to them. This bill pro- 
poses to allow the company to buy from the Indians, with their con- 
sent, 10 acres for the station ground and 2 acres for the road. The last 
material amendment authorizes the President or the Secretary of the 
Interior to enlarge the boundaries of the Umatilla reservation, and that 
is explained by a letter of the Secretary of the Interior, which I hold 
in my hand, but which is quite lengthy. Now, I desire to say noth- 
ing more. The other two amendments are merely formal, and unless 
some gentleman desires to ask questions I will move the previous 
question on the adoption of the report. 

The previous question was ordered, and under the operation thereof 
the report of the committee of conference was adopted. 

Mr. NELSON moved to reconsider the vote by which the conference 
report was adopted; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be 
laid on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


BLAIR EDUCATIONAL BILL. 


Mr. McCOMAS. Mr. Speaker, I was absent during the call of the 
States and Territories for the introduction of bills, and I only ask to 
present this resolution in order that it may be referred to a committee. 

Mr. MCMILLIN. I object. 

Mr. McCOMAS. For reference only. 

Mr. MCMILLIN. And I object. 

Mr. McCOMAS. Why do you object? 

Mr. McMILLIN. Because I choose. 

Mr. McCOMAS. It is to ask a day to be fixed for the consideration 
of the Blair bill. 

Mr. MCMILLIN. I have objected. 

Mr. McCOMAS. Do you object to the fixing of a day for the con- 
sideration of the Blair bill? 

Mr. MCMILLIN. I have addressed myself to the Speaker. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Maryland asked 
unanimous consent tointroduce a resolution. Objection hasbeen made. 

Mr. McCOMAS. Can Ihayeit read? [Cries of “Regular order !’’] 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Objection has been made and the reg- 
ular order demanded. The Clerk will report the bill reported by the 
gentleman from Indiana [Mr. HOLMAN]. 

EXTENSION OF LAND LAWS. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

A bill (S. 1080) to extend the laws of the United States over certain unorganized 
territory south of the State of Kansas. 


Be it enacted, ete., That the laws of the United States, except those providing 
for pre-emption, timber-culture, and desert-land entries of the public lands, are 
hereby extended over the unorganized territory south of the State of Kansas 
and Colorado, and between the Indian Territory and the Territory of New 
Mexico, and north of Texas. known as the Public d Strip; and that for the 

urpose of the execution of said laws all that portion of the State of Kansas 

ying south of the sixth standard parallel south, and west of the line between 


ranges 30 and 31 west of the sixth princi 
organized territory known as the Public 
aero, constituted a new and se: district, to be called the Cimarron 
land district; and the subdivisional lines of townships in said Public Land Strip 
may be surveyed under current appropriations for the surveying service, the 
work to be done under the direction and supervision of the Soreng of the In- 
terior, and said Public Land Strip is hereby attached to the judicial district of 
Kansas, Until the establishment of civil government in said Territory, lands 
therein may be entered for town-site purposes, for the several use and benefit 
of the occupants of town sites, by such trustee or trustees as may be named by 
the Secretary of the Interior for that purpose, such entries to be made under 
the provisions of section 2387 of the Revised Statutes, as near as may be; and 
when such entries shall have been made, the Secretary of the Interior shall 
pa by tion for the proper execution of the trust in favor of the in- 

bitants of the town site, including the survey ofthe land into according 
to the spirit and intent of said section 2387 of the Revised Statutes, whereby the 
same result would be reached as though the entry had been made by a county 
judge, and the disposal of the lots in such town site, and the proceeds of the 
sale thereof, had been prescribed by the legislative authority of a State or Ter- 
OS Provided, That no more than 320 acres shall be embraced in one town- 
site entry. 

Sec. 2. That the President, by and with the advice and consent of the Senate, 
shall appoint a registerand receiver of public moneys for the land district here- 
inbefore created; and said officers shall reside in the place where said land 
office is located, and shall have the same powers and shall discharge similar 
duties and receive the same fees and emoluments as other officers discharging 
like duties in the other land offices in the State of Kansas. 


Mr. HOLMAN. Now, I ask that the amendments proposed by the 
committee be read. It is the amendments that bring the bill within 
the rule. 

Mr. WEAVER. I move that the House do now adjourn. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. If there be no objection, the Chair will 
lay before the House a message from the President. 

Mr. WEAVER. I will yield for that purpose. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Iask for the reading of the amendments proposed 
to this bill. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Iowa [Mr. 
WEAVER] has moved that the House do now adjourn. 

Mr. WEAVER. [yield for the message. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. But the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. 
HOLMAN ] does not yield. 

Mr. HOLMAN. [ insist upon the regular order. I ask to have the 
amendments read. 

Mr. WEAVER. I will withdraw my motion in order to let the 
message be read. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. If there be no objection, the message 
will be read. - 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas. I object. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Iask thatthe amendments proposed to this bill 
be now read by the Clerk. : 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Strike out the following words in section 1 of said bill: In lines numbered 
from § to 12, all after the word “strip” to and including the word “meridian ” 
in the twelfth line. Insert the word “said” before “tract” in the twelfth 
line. Strike out the words “be” and “are” in the thirteenth line, and insert 
the word “is.” Add afterthe word * Kansas,” in the nineteenth line of said 
section, the words * until Congress shall otherwise provide.” Add after the 
word “entry,” in the thirty-sixtb line of the bill, the words “* unless otherwise 
direeted by the Secretary of the Interior under existing laws.” Add to the 
first section the following porno: “t Provided, however, That the said lands, 
except as to town sites, shall be disposed of only under the provisions of the 
homestead law, except section 2301 thereof.” 

Mr. PAYSON. Irise to a parliamentary inquiry. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. PAYSON. Would it be proper to ask for the reading of the 
first proposed amendment again? There was so much confusion it was 
not heard distinctly. 

The amendment was again read. 

Mr. PAYSON. That strikes out Kansas. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Yes; it strikes out Kansas. Now, Mr. Speaker, I 
ask for the reading of the report, which will explain the effect of the 
amendments. 

The report was read, as follows: 


The Committee on the Public Lands,to whom was referred Senate bill No. 1080, 
being an act to extend the laws of the United States over certain unorganize 
territory south of the State of Kansas, report the same back with the recom- 
mendation that itdo pass with the following amendments (above stated). The 
effect of the amendments will be to organize the Public Land Strip into a land 
district without adding thereto any portion of the State of Kansas, the ent 
to designate the location of the land office; and it is left to the discretion of the 
Secretary of the Interior to extend the limit of town sites within the 
Land Strip beyond 160acres of land, but within the limits prescribed by the - 
eral laws in relation to town sites; and it leaves the Public Land Stripattached 
to the judicial district of Kansas until Congress shall otherwise provide. The 
important and leading change proposed by the amendments is to confine the 
land district proposed to be organized to the limits of the Public Land Stri 
The committee recommend the adoption of these amendments, and thatthe bill 
be-passed as proposed to be amended. 


Mr. WEAVER. Now, Mr. Speaker, that simply amounts to a prop- 
osition to organize town sites down there, and it can not pass here 
without a quorum. I move that the House do now adjourn. 

The motion was agreed to—ayes 30, noes 18; and the House accord- 
ingly (at 4 o’clock and 10 minutes p. m.) adjourned. 


meridian,and the tract of uns- 
d Strip as aforesaid, be, and are 


PRIVATE BILLS INTRODUCED AND REFERRED. 
Under the rule private bills of the following titles were introduced 
and referred as indicated below: 
By Mr. DORSEY: A bill (H. R. 11490) for the relief of John Stib- 
ley—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
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By Mr. FUNSTON: A bill (H. R. 11491) granting a pension to J. 
M. Stevens—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 11492) for the relief of Mary E. Hottenstein— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 11493) to authorize the construction of a toll- 
bridge across the Missouri River at the foot of Kansas or Minnesota 
avenue, in Kansas City, Kans., in Wyandotte County, in the State of 
Kansas, to the county Dr Clay, in the State of Missouri—to the Com- 
mittee on Commerce. 

By Mr. HARE: A bill (H. R. 11494) for the relief of Fielding 
Burns—to the Select Committee on Indian Depredations Claims. 

By Mr. HITT: A bill (H. R. 11495) for the relief of George H. 
Owen—to the Committee on Foreign 

By Mr. MAISH: A bill (H. R. 11496) to incorporate the National 
Electric Company—to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

By Mr. POST: A bill (H. R. 11497) granting a pension to William 
H. McKinley—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. S : A bill (H. R. 11498) granting a pension to John 
McFadden—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. WILLIAMS: A bill (H. R. 11499) to pension Robert Hill— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 11500) to pension Charles Pegg—to the Commit- 
tee on Invalid Pensions. 


PETITIONS, ETC. 


The following petitions and pa were laid on the Clerk’s desk, 
under the rule, and referred as follows: 

By Mr. J. M. ALLEN: Petition of heirs of Donald Street, of James 
Conn, of William H. Kelton, and of J. M. D. Miller, of Mississippi, for 
reference of their claims to the Court of Claims—to the Committee on 
War Claims. 

By Mr. CLEMENTS: Petition of Matilda J. Smith, widow of H. J. 
Smith, of Whitfield County, Georgia, for reference of "her claim to the 
Court of Claims—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. LIND: Petition of St. Paul (Minn.) Chamber of Com- 
merce, praying for the establishment of a uniform rate of 5 cents per 
pound for third and fourth class mail matter—to the Committee on 
the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. SYMES: Petition in favor of House bill 11027 for pure lard, 
also in favor of House bill 10320 in favor of pure lard, from Denver, 
Colo.—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

By Mr. WHEELER: Petition of heirs of Sarah Price, of Chattooga 
County, Georgia, for reference of their claim to the Court of Claims— 
to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. WHITTHORNE: Petition of Mary A. Mitchell, of Giles 
County, Tennessee, for reference of her claim to the Court of Claims— 
to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. WILLIAMS: Petition of George M. Penrods and others, 
citizens of Miami County, Ohio, for increase of pension to Charles Pegg— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 


SENATE. 
TUESDAY, September 25, 1888. 


Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. J. G. BUTLER, D. D. 
The Journal of yesterday’s proceedings was read and approved. 
HOUSE BILLS REFERRED. 

The following bills, received yesterday from the House of Represent- 
atives, were severally read twice by their titles, and referred to the 
Committee on Pensions: 

A bill (H. R. 724) for the relief of Louisa McLain; 

A bill (H. R. 1152) for the relief of the legal representatives of Eliza 


H. R. 2261) to increase the pension of Elijah W. Penny; 
granting æ pension to Henry Sommers; 


H. R. 3512) granting a pension to Anthony Shafer; 
mi R. so} granting a pension to Carter W. Tiller; 
H. R. 4101) granting a pension to Martha Giddings, formerly 
4737) granting a pension to Micah French; 
bill (H. R. 5593) granting an increase of pension to Laura L. 
i 


. R.5919) restoring to the pension-roll the name of James 
or child of Richard Monohan, deceased; 

9176) granting a pension to Charlotte Taylor; 

2. 9252) granting a pension to Mrs, Catherine Barberick, 


2. 9383) to increase the pension of Joseph Holmes; 
9759) granting a pension to John Wallace; 

9776) for the relief of Nancy E. Sawyer; 

10032) granting a pension to Milton Wallen; 

EE I granting a pension to P. F. Jonte; 

10253) granting a pension to Emmanuel P. Steed; 
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A bill (H. R. 10494) granting a pension to Emilia Mumm; 

A bill (H. R. pred granting a ion to Samuel J. Wright; 

A bill (H. R. 10659) for the relief of Elizabeth C. Cole; 

A bill (H. R. 10694) granting a pension to John W. Ellis; 

A bill (H. R. 10947) for the relief of John Sweeney; and 

= bill (H. R. 11333) granting a pemsiìon to Mrs. Louise M. Hum- 
rey. 

The following bills were severally read twice by their titles, aud re- 
ferred to the Committee on Claims: 

A bill (H. R. 148) for the relief of Isaac H. Wheat; 

A bill (H. R. 325) for the relief of Mrs. Mary T. Duncan; 

A bill (H. R. 393) to provide for the payment of the claim of Capt. 
Roderick McIntosh; 

A bill (H. R. 861) for the relief of Joseph Diehl; 

A bill (H. R. aa for the relief of William Whitehouse; 

A bill (H. R. 2875) for the relief of Mrs. Louisa H, Hasell; 

A bill (H. R. 3471) for the relief of the First Baptist Church of Car- 
tersville, Ga.; 

A bill (H. R. 5094) for the relief of Henry H. Epping and Alex- 
ander N. administrators of S. H. Hill; 

A bill (H. R. 6012) for the relief of A. P. Swineford; and 

A bill (H. R. 6560) for the relief of the trustees of the Catholic 
Church at Dalton, Ga. 

‘The following hills were severally read twice by their titles, and re- 
ferred to the Committee on Military Affairs: 

A bill (H. R. 157) correcting the military history of Robert McNutt; 

A bill (H. R. 483) for the relief of Elizabeth Jones, widow of John 
Jones, deceased, and to place the name of said John Jones on the 
munta -rolls of Company B, Second Regiment North Carolina Mounted 

antry; 

A bill YH. R. 2267) to pay Thompson McKinley $375 for service- 
voucher issued to him during the late war by Capt. George W. Harrison, 
assistant quartermaster United States Army; 

A bill (H. R. 3453) for the relief of George O. Donnell; and 

A bill (H. R. 10100) for the relief of Charles F. Campbell. 

The following bills were read twice by their titles, and referred to 
the Committee on Naval Affairs: 

A bill (H. R. 2688) for the relief of Alfred Breuer; and 

A bill (H. R. 7801) for the relief of William F. C. Nindemann, for- 
merly a seaman in the Navy. 

The bill (H. R. 4658) for the relief of Henry Gumperts, sr., was read 
twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Finance. 

The bill (H. R. 5248) for the relief of the American Grocer Asso- 
ciation of the City of New York was read twice by its title, and re- 
ferred to the Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads. 

The bill (H. R. 11297) in relation to grants of lands to aid in the con- 
struction of railroads was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Public Lands. 

The bill (H. R. 11139) to authorize the building of a bridge or bridges 
across the Mississippi River at La Crosse, Wis., was read twice by its 
title, and referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

The following billand joint resolution were read twice by their titles, 
and referred to the Committee on Appropriations: Â 

A bill (H. R. 10873) making an appropriation for the Girls’ Reform 
School of the District of Columbia; an 

Joint resolution (H. Res. 225) to continue the provisions of exist- 
ing laws providing temporarily for the expenditures of the Government. 


INQUESTS UNDER NATIONAL AUTHORITY, 


Mr. GEORGE. I desire to give notice that to-morrow morning at 
the close of the formal morning business I shall ask the indulgence of 
the Senate to call up the bill (S. 1516) to provide for inquests under 
national authority, with a view of submitting some observations upon 
it. 

PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 

Mr. CAMERON presented a petition of John F. Armstrong Council, 
No. 130, Junior Order United American Mechanics, of Philadelphia, 
Pa., praying for the passage of Senate bill 553, concerning foreign im- 
migration; which was referred to the Committee on Foreign Relations. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 


Mr. SHERMAN, from the Committee on Finance, to whom was re- 
ferred the bill (H. R. 6591) for the relief of S. Dillinger & Sons, reported 
it without amendment. 

Mr. FAULKNER, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom were 
referred the following bills, reported them severally without amend- 
ment, ie submitted reports thereon: 

A bill (H. R. 9663) granting a pension to Jesse Spencer; 

A bill ill (H. R. 11317) granting a pension to Fredericka Liesegang; 
A bill (H. R. 10433) for the relief of Leaman L. Bowers; 
. R. 11362) for the relief of William R. Rodgers; and 

A bill (H. R. 7305) granting a pension to Aaron R. Gilkison. 

Mr. DAVIS, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred 
the bill (8. 3561) granting a pension to Edwin W. Warner, reported it 
with an amendment, and submitted a report 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the bill 
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(H. R. 9776) for the relief of Nancy E. Sawyer, reported it without 
amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 

Mr. PADDOCK, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom were re- 
ferred the following bills, reported them severally without amendment, 
and submitted reports thereon: 

A bill (H. R. 206) granting a pension to William H. Starr; 

A bill (H. R. 2061) granting an increase of pension to Francis De 


Freitas 

A bill (H. R. 8613) granting a pension to Ann Bryan; 

A bill (H. R. 10908) granting a pension to Mrs. Almira J. Towner; 
and 

A bill (H. R. 9310) granting a pension to Capt. William J. Duley. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the bill (H. 
R. 9385) for the relief of Christian Kimzie, reported it with amend- 
ments, and submitted a report thereon. 

COAST AND GEODETIC SURVEY REPORT. 

Mr. MANDERSON. I am directed by the Committee on Printing 
to report back favorably a concurrent resolution to print 5,000 addi- 
tional copies of the report of the Superintendent of the United States 
Coast and Geodetic Survey, and I ask for its present consideration. 

The resolution was considered by unanimous consent and agreed to, 
as follows: M 


Resolved by the Senate (the Hovse of 
ted 5,000additional copies of the re 


concurring), That there be 

rtof the Superintendent of the United 

es Coast and Geodetic Survey, the usual necessary progress sketches 

and illustrations showing the p made in said survey during the year 

ending June 30, 1887, 1,000 copies of which shall be for the use of the Senate, 

2,000 for the use of the House, and 2,000 for distribution by said Superintendent. 
REPORT OF COMMISSIONER OF EDUCATION. 

Mr. MANDERSON. Iam alsodirected by the Committee on Print- 
ing to report back favorably without amendment a concurrent reso- 
lution to print 38,000 copies of the report of the Commissioner of Ed- 
ucation for 1887-’88. I ask for its present consideration. 

The resolution was considered by unanimous consent and agreed to, 
as follows: 


Resolved by the Senate (the House of Representatives concurring), That of the re- 

rt of the Commissioner of Education for 1887-88 there be printed 6,000 copies 

for the use of the Senate, 12,000 copies for the use of the House, and 20,000 copies 
for distribution by the Commissioner. 


TOWNSHIP MAPS. 

Mr. MANDERSON. Iam also directed by the Committee on Print- 
ing to report favorably without amendment the bill (H. R. 10934) to 
authorize the Secretary of the Interior to sell township maps or plats 
remaining on hand in his office. I ask for its present consideration. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill will be read at length for | 


information, subject to objection. 
The Secretary read the bill, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., Thatfrom and after the passage of this act the Secretary of 
the Interior, through the Commissioner of Public Lands, be, and he is hereby, 
authorized to sell the photolithographice township plats or maps of the States 
and Territories now remaining on hand in that Dapeaievent to citizens of the 
United States at the following prices: Authenticated copies, 50 cents per copy ; 
unauthenticated copies, 25 cents per copy ; the | oa rs of said sales to be coy- 
ered into the Treasury of the United States by the Secretary of the Interior. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Ought there not to be a reservation of some part 
of these maps for the future use of the Department? 

Mr. MANDERSON. I think that would be within the discretion of 
the Secretary of the Interior. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. This seems to be a provision for selling them all. 

Mr. MANDERSON. There are some six or seven hundred thonsand 
of them. I do not apprehend there will be such a demand as to de- 
prive the Interior Department entirely of copies. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. ‘That may be, but we ought not to make a lawin 


that way. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Is there objection to the present 
consideration of the bill? 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, 
proceeded to consider the bill. 

Mr. MANDERSON. This isa House bill, and therefore I should 
prefer, unless there be strong reasons why it should be changed, that 
it should not be amended, as the bill isin the form recommended by 
the Interior Department. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Ide not think itis right, in point of frame or 

inciple, to provide for selling everything that the Secretary of the 

nterior has on hand, as this does in terms; but as the Senator having 
it in charge is familiar with the business and thinks there is no danger, 
I shall not oppose it. i ' 
` The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 
MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 

A message from the House of.Representatives, by Mr. CLARK, its 
Clerk, announced that the House had passed the bill (S. 3168) regu- 
lating admissions to the Institution of the Association for Works of 
Mercy in certain cases, and for other purposes, with amendments; in 
which it requested the concurrence of the Senate. 

The message also announced that the House had concurred in the 


reports of the committees of conference on the disagreeing votes of the 
two Houses on the following bills: 


` 


A bill (H. R. 10112) granting to the Duluth and Winnipeg Railway 
Company the right of way through the Fond du Lac Indian reservation 
in the State of Minnesota; and 

A bill (S. 1856) to establish a life-saving station on the Atlantic coast 
between Indian River Inlet, Delaware, and Ocean City, Md.. 

BILLS INTRODUCED. 


Mr. SHERMAN introduced a bill (S. 3585) for the relief of Viancey 


Taggard; which was read twice by its title, and, with the accompany- - 


ing papers, referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 3586) to incorporate the National Elec- 
trie Company; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on the District of Columbia. 

Mr. CAMERON introduced a bill (S. 3587) granting a pension to 
Henry Feltch; which was read twice by its title, and, with the accom- 
panying papers, referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. CHANDLER introduced a bill (S. 3588) granting a pension to 
Ellen B. Farr; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Pensions. 

MRS. FANNIE PEARSON. 

Mr. DAVIS submitted the following resolution; which was referred 
to the Committee to Audit and Control the Contingent Expenses of the 
Senate: 

Resolved, That the Secretary of the Senate be, and he is hereby, authorized 
and directed to pay, out of the “ miscellaneous items of the eontingent fund of 
the Senate,” to Mrs. Fannie Pearson, widow of Granville L. Pearson, deceased, 
late a session laborer of the Senate, the sum of $360, being an amount equal to 
six months’ salary at the rate per annum allowed by law to the laborer afore- 


said; said sum to be considered as including funeral expenses and all other al- 
lowances, 


‘ 


PROGRESS OF INDUSTRIAL ART. 
Mr. TELLER submitted the following concurrent resolution; which 
was referred to the Committee on Printing: 


Resoived by the Senate of the United States (the House of Representatives concur- 
ring), Thatthere be printed, for the use of Congress, 10,000 additional copies of 
the work known as * Progress of Industrial Art,” of which 3,500 shall be for the 
use of the Senate and 6,500 for the House of Representatives. 


ASSOCIATION FOR WORKS OF MERCY. ` 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair lays before the Senate 
the amendments of the House of Representatives to the bill (S. 3168) 
regulating admissions to the Institution of the Association for Works 


of Mercy in certain cases, and for other purposes; which will be stated. © 


The SECRETARY.: On page 1, line 23, strike out the word “‘exe- 
cute” and insert ‘‘executed,”’ and on page 2, line 5, after the word 
‘*if,?? insert “it.” 

Mr. EDMUNDS. That is to correct an error in the engrossing or 
copying of the bill here or as reported, to merely make the grammar 
correct. I move that the Senate concur in the House amendments, 

The motion was agreed to. 


FOND DU LAC INDIAN RESERVATION. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempere. The Chair lays before the Senate the 
action of the House of Representatives on the bill (H. R. 10112) grant- 
ing to the Duluth and Winnipeg Railway Company the right of way 
through the Fond du Lac Indian reservation, in the State of Minne- 
sota, which will be read: 

The Secretary read as follows: 


IN THE HOUSE or REPRESENTATIVES, September 24, 1888. 
Resolved, That the House concur in the report of the committee of conference 
onthe d ing votes of the two Houses on the amendments of the Senate 
to the bill (H. R. 10112) granting to the Duluth and Winnipeg Railway Com- 
pany the right of way through the Fond du Lac Indian reservation, in the State 
of Minnesota. 


Mr. DOLPH. I submit the report on the part of the Senate con- 
ferees on the bill. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The report will be read. 

‘The Secretary read as follows: 


The committee of conference on the disagrecing votes of the two Houses on 
the amendments of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 19112) granting to the Duluth 
and Winnipeg Railway Company the right of way through the Fond du Lac In- 
dian reservation, in the State of Minnesota, having met, after full and free con- 
— have agreed torecommend and do recommend to their respective Houses 
as follows: 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the Senate amendment nume 
bered 1, and agree to the same. 

‘That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the Senate 
numbered 2, and agree to the same, 

That the House recede from its disagreementto the amendment of the Senate 
numbered 3, and agree to the same with an amendment, as follows: Strike out 
the word “twenty,” in line 28 of said amendment, section 4; and the Senate 
agree to the same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the Senate 
numbered 4, and agree to the same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the Senate 
numbered 5, and agree to the same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the Senate 
numbered 6, and agree to the same, 

JNO. W. DANIEL, 
J. M. DOLPH, 

Managers on the part of the Senate, 
8. W. PEEL, 
THOMAS R. HUDD, 
KNUTE NELSON, 

BManagers on the part of the House, 

Mr. DAWES. Will the Senator explain what that striking ont of 

‘twenty’? means? 
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Mr. DOLPH. It is merely to correct an error in the direction of a 
line, and to authorize the Oregon Railway and Navigation Company to 
purchase depot grounds. It is merely to correct an error in the de- 
scription of the line of the road. 

Mr. DAWES. It does not affect anything else? 

Mr. DOLPH. Notatall. Itis tocorrectamistake which was made 
in the Land Office in copying the description. 

Mr. DAWES. With that exception, then, the bill is as it went from 
the Senate? 

Mr. DOLPH. Yes; the Senate amendments are concurred in. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. The question is on concurring in the 
report of the committee of conference. 

The report was concurred in. 


LIFE-SAVING STATIONS, 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair lays before the Senate 
the action of the House of Representatives on the bill (S, 1856) to estab- 
lish a life-saving station on the Atlantic coast between Indian River 
Inlet, Delaware, and Ocean City, Md. 

The resolution of the House was read, as follows: 


IN THE HOUSE or REPRESENTATIVES, September 24, 1888. 

Resolved, That the House concur in the report of the committee of conference 
on the d ‘ing votes of the two Houses on the amendment of the House to 
the bill (S. 1856) to establish a life-saving station on the Atlantic coast between 
Indian River Inlet, Delaware, and Ocean City, Md. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair calls the attention of the 
senior Senator from Nevada [Mr. Jones] to the action of the House. 

Mr. JONES, of Nevada. I have not the report of the Senate con- 
ferees with me. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. The matter had better be laid aside. ; 

m PRESIDENT pro tempore. The matter will be laid aside tem- 

rarily. 
a PALMER. I ask the Chair to lay before the Senate the resolu- 
tion of the House of Representatives concerning House bill 1923. 

The resolution of the House of Representatives was read, as follows: 


In THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES, September 24, 1888. 


Resolved, That the House concur in the report of the committee of conference 
on the re ae of the two Houses on the amendments of the Senate 
to the bill (H. E. 1923) providing for the establishment of a life-saving station at 
the harbor of Kewaunee, Wis. 


Mr. PALMER submitted the following report: . 


The committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses on 
the amendments of the Senate to the bill (H. R.1923) providing for the estab- 
lishment of a life-saving station at the harbor of Kewaunee, Wis., having met, 
after full and conference have to recommend and do recommen: 
to their respective Houses as follows: 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the Sen- 
ate numbered 1, and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: Add, 
at the end of said amendment, the words: 

“One atornear Walles Sands, New Hampshire; one at or near Plum Island, 

husetts; onc at or near Lynnhaven Inlet, Virginia; two between Ocra- 
coke Inlet and Cape Lookout, North Carolina, at such points as the General Su- 
perintendent of the Life-Saving Service may recommend; one at or near Ash- 
tabula, Ohio; one at or near uette, Mich.; one between the Ocean House, 
south of the entrance to the harbor of San Francisco, and Point San Pedro, Cali- 
fornia, at such point as the General Superintendent of the Life-Saving Service 

' may recommend,” 

And the Senate agree to the same. 

‘That the Senate recede from its amendment numbered 2. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the Senate 
numbered 3, and agree to the same. 

T. W. PALMER, 


J. N. DOLPH, 
Managers on the part of the Senate. 
T. E. TARSNEY, 
T. H. BAYLY BROWNE, 
Managers on the part of the House. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I should like to ask the Senator from Michigan if 
all these additional topics were in the original bill or the amendments 
pendiug between the two Houses? I see there are four or five appar- 
ently entirely new places that were not in discussion between the two 
Houses when the bill went to the conference. 

Mr, PALMER. Iam not positive whether they were or not. Ithink 
that they were. At least they were all approved by the subcommittee 
of the Committee on Commerce having light-houses in charge and agreed 
to by the House of Representatives. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. [think that the report is apparently quite out- 
side of order in respect of the capacity of conferees, but as it is on asub- 
ject which we can all readily enough understand in regard to these lo- 
cations, for one I shall waive any point of order. I only refer toit now 
so that it shall not be drawn into a precedent for similar proceedings in 
the future. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on concurring in the 

rt of the committee of conference. 

he report was concurred in. 

THE LOUISIANA ELECTION. 

Mr. CHANDLER. I gave notice that I should ask the Senate to 
take up to-day the resolution relating to the recent election in the State 
of Louisiana. Instead of asking the Senate to take up the resolution 
at this time, I give notice that I shall ask that it may be taken up on 
Thursday during the morning hour, 


Te) 


TREATY WITH CHINA, 


Mr. STEWART. I offer the following resolution, and ask for its 
present consideration: 


Resolved, That the President be, and he is hereby, requested, if not incompat- 
ible with the public interests, to inform the Senate what information he has re- 
ceived since September 7, 1888, with regard to the action of the Chinese Govern- 
ment upon the recent treaty with the Emperor of China. 


Mr. EDMUNDS. I think that resolution had better be considered 
in executive session for a reason that I will state in exeeutive session. 
I ask, therefore, that it be laid aside. 

Mr. STEWART. Ihave no objection. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The resolution will lie on the table 
for subsequent consideration. t 

Mr. EDMUNDS. If the consideration of morning businessis through, 
I wish to move a short executive session. 

i Te PRESIDENT pro tempore. Morning business is nob yet con- 
cluded. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Very. well. 


RELATIONS WITH GREAT BRITAIN AND CANADA. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair lays before the Senate a 
resolution coming over by agreement in the order of current business 
from yesterday, which will be stated. 3 

The SECRETARY. A resolution directing the Committee on Forei 
Relations to inquire into and report at the next session of Congress the 
state of the relations of the United States with Great Britain and the 
Dominion of Canada. 

Mr. MORGAN. Mr. President—— 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I wish to move a short executive session before 
the Senator from Alabama goes on, if he will allow me. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Does the Senator want to address the Senate? 

Mr. MORGAN. I desire to address the Senate, but I yield to the 
Senator from Vermont. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Pending that, I move that the Senate proceed to 
the consideration of executive business. It is desirable that there 
should be a short executive session. 


HEIRS OF COL. W. R. M’KEE. 


Mr. BLACKBURN. Will the Senator from Vermont yield to me 
for just one moment? I simply want to ask the consent of the Senate 
to consider at this time the bill (H. R. 10082) to amend an act entitled 
‘t An act for the relief of the widow and orphan children of Col. Will- 
iam R. McKee, late of Lexington, Ky.,” reported from the Committee 
on Public Lands by the Senator from Kansas [Mr. PLUMB]. It is 
pap oe to correct the issue of land certificates under the act of 1853 
made to the orphan children of Colonel McKee, of Kentucky. The 
Commissioner of the General Land Office has written a letter on the 
subject. The House bill has been reported by the Committee on Pub- 
lic Lands of the Senate without amendment. It simply proposes to 
correct the issue of certificates, one of which was issued by a false and 
improper name. The bill is merely amendatory, of course. It ex- 
tends no rights or privileges, except that the certificates which have 
been outstanding for nearly thirty years may be made available to these 
infant heirs. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I should like to look at the bill a moment. 

Mr. BLACKBURN, Iwill hand the Senator a copy of the bill. If 
he will permit me, I will state that Colonel McKee was in command 


-of a regiment of infantry, and was killed in command of it on the field 


of Buena Vista. In 1853 an act was passed allowing 160 acres of land 
to each of his minor children. He had butthreechildren. One wasa 
daughter. She married and left three infant heirs. Of the two sons, 
one is now a major in the regular Army of this country, Maj. Geor, 
McKee; and the other was Lieut. Hugh McKee, who was killed in 
storming the works on the Isle of Corea. Hugh’s name it was intended 
to change. He was an infant at the time of his father’s death, and 
his mother named him for his father, and the land office issued the cer- 
tificate in the name of William R. McKee, but the purpose was never 
executed, and he died a lieutenant in the Navy under his original bap- 
tismal name of Hugh McKee, and he died without heirs. He gave his 
certificate to his mother, who has died since this bill has been on the 
Calendar, and she gave it to one of the infant children of her dead 
daughter. 

All that the bill proposes to do is to authorize the Commissioner of 
the General Land Office, in accordance with his own letter sent to the 
House of Representatives, to issue the certificates in the correct name, 
so that the children may have the benefit of them. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I should like to just look at the House report. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. I will hand it to the Senator. Here it is. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Ifthe Senator will pardon me and allow us to 
have a short execative session, while we are going through with a lit- 
tle business that ought to be done, I shall look at it before the doors 
are reopened. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. I will do that. There is the report of the 
House committee. 

EXECUTIVE SESSION. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I movethat the Senate proceed to the considera~ 

tion of executive business. 
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The motion was agreed to; and the Senate proceeded to the consid- | such an aggressive spirit finds full support in the purposes and scope 


eration of executive businesss. 

After fourteen minutes spent in executive session the doors were 
reopened, $ 
RELATIONS WITH GREAT BRITAIN AND CANADA. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senate resumes the considera- 
tion of the resolution which will be read. 

The Secretary read the resolution submitted by Mr. SHERMAN Sep- 
tember 17, 1888, as follows: 

Resolved, That the Committee on Foreign Relations be directed to inquire into 
and report at the next session of Congress the state of the relations of the United 
States with Great Britain and the Dominion of Canada, with such measures as 
are expedient to promote friendly commercial and political intercourse between 
these countries and the United States, and for that purpose have leave to sit 
during the recess of Congress. 


Mr. MORGAN. Mr. President, I would not again call up the sub- 
ject of the resolution offered by the Senator from Ohio after so much 
debate upon this topic, and in advance of the action of the Committee 
on Foreign Relations on the House bill to enlarge the powers of the 
President of the United States under the retaliatory law of March 3, 
1887, if I could feel satisfied that the action of the committee would be 
favorable to the passage of that measure, 

The time seems to be near at hand when the congestion which the 
Mills tariff bill, as it is called, has produced in the Senate is to be re- 
lieved, and we are to have the privilege of a glance at a substitute for 
that measure, and then probably an adjournment. 

Some debate on that measure wiil be had, if such a thing is to be per- 
mitted, and that will crowd out of consideration all other general legis- 
lation except to complete the appropriation bills. 

It is now an obvious fact that delay in the settlement of the disputed 
questions about the fisheries and the transit of commerce through the 
lakes is a distinctive policy of the Republican party. 
` The settlement is not really desired by that party until they can get 
the credit of making the arrangement, if it is desired in any event. 
The best way to prevent a settlement is to defeat all measures looking 
to a settlement. 

When the President negotiated the treaty of last February, its defeat 
was resolved upon by the Republican party before its merits had been 
discussed in the Senate. 

The merits of the fishing rights claimed for our fishermen would be 
discussed, for no one had the power toprevent that, but noamendment 
_of the treaty was to be permitted whereby the treaty could possibly be 
improved, and no delay in its rejection was to bs tolerated. Such 
urgency was voted in considering the treaty that the Senate, which has 
loitered much in business both before and since the treaty was up for 
debate, changed the rules of that body so as to meet at the Hour of 11 
o’clock every day, one hour sooner than the rules prescribe. A motion 
to postpone action until December on the treaty, so that we could find 
a clearer atmosphere for the consideration of great international ques- 
tions than is found in the field of a fierce political campaign, and when 
we could properly estimate the value of the modus vivendi provided in 
the protocol of that treaty, was voted down. 

Motions to amend the treaty made by Democrats to meet objections 
stated in debate by Republicans were voted down, and the treaty was 
rejected, not upon its merits, as the Senato from Ohio alleges, but be- 
cause the Republicans, having the majority in the Senate, refused to 
put into it the features that would give it merits in their eyes. 

It is, therefore, a conclusion that can not be shaken by argument, 
that the Republican party in the Senate have resolved, if they can help 
it, that nond other than a Republican administration should have the 
settlement of the questions that are now open between the people of 
the United States and those of Canada. ; 

The Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. Hoar] early in this contro- 
versy and in the course of the debate upon the treaty offered the fol- 
lowing resolution, which I will read: 

Resolved, That a committee of seven Senators be appointed by the Chair 
whose duty it shall be to report upon the relations of commerce and business 
existing between the United States and the dependencies of Great Britain in 
North rica, including the effect upon the commerce and carrying trade of 
the United States of the adian system of railways and canals now existing 
and in contemplation, and the prospect of the displacement of any existing in- 
dustries of the United States by industries established there; also whether the 
obligations of existing treaties and of international law are and have been ob- 
served by the said dependencies toward the people of the United States, and the 
number, amount, and character of the existing claims against Great Britain by 
reason of the violation of such obligations toward the people of the United 
States in said dependencies, 
tot ontisn So PLOY E AE mossonrer: and AEA ADEE, O to sitaxr what 
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Any subcommittee by them appointed may exercise the same powers as the 
fall committee, 


This resolution looked to the future, and covered every inquiry about 
our relations with Canada that is really possible. 

It is a distinct step towards the assumption of power by the Senate 
to shape the negotiations with foreign powers which until now has been 
conceded to the, President of the United States. 

What I said a week since about the recent tendency of the Senate to 
usurp the powers and functions of the President and the dangers of 
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of this resolution. 

The Senator from Illinois [Mr. CULLOM] then grew anxious over the 
question whether we were not intruders on British soil when we made 
the canal in the St. Clair Flats. That was a question which seemed to 
be entirely at rest, and seemed to be covered really by prescription, if 
it were not covered by the actual line of the boundary dividing us from 
the Canadian possessions of Great Britain. 

Mr. CULLOM. Would it interrupt the Senator if I should make a 


remark? 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from Alabama 
yield ? 


Mr. MORGAN. Yes, sir. 

Mr, CULLOM. So far as I was concerned it was a mere inquiry. I 
rise now, as I was absent during the last week, to state that I intro- 
duced the resolution of inquiry as to what our rights were in the De- 
troit River and St. Clair Flats, and I am not aware whether that reso- 
lution has been answered by the Department or not. I did not express 
any opinion of my own. 

Mr. MORGAN. I did not speak of the opinions of the Senator, but 
of his anxiety to have the President determine a moot question, which 
it seems had been at rest for a good many years—I do not know how 
many; perhaps thirty or forty years—as to what was the actual bound- 
ary in the vicinity of the St. Clair Flats. 

Now, the Senator from Ohio has sudden fears that the solution of the 
Canadian questions will postpone the annexation of the Dominion to 
the United States, and he demands the delay or defeat of the Presi- 
dent’s request for additional powers over the question of the fisheries 
and customs, because it might mar his plan of annexation that has 
grown up like Jonah’s gourd inanight. The Senator saw at once that 
the President had mastered these questions, and he thought to eclipse 
the President’s plan with one far more magnificent and infinitely dis- 
tant as to the hope of its consummation. 

His carefully prepared speech was evidently designed to state a policy 
which would relieve the Republican party from an embarrassing posi- 
tion. 

This new policy required an entire change of front on the fisheries 
question, and a very decided disavowal of the heroic treatment, through 
retaliatory legislation, which has been so earnestly advocated of late 
by the Republican party. 

There are also other prominent reasons for disclaiming at once and 
decidedly the line of diplomatic interference in the affairs of foreign 
countries which in Great Britain is called ‘‘jingoism.’’ 

In the brief time that Mr. Garfield was in office we had many of 
these pragmatical interferences in the affairs of other states, notably 
in the internal policies of Peru, Chili, Bolivia, Guatemala, and Mexico, 
besides many declarations of the State Department that indicated a 
very vigorous treatment of questions of international character, that 
were not intended so much to influence matters that were then of a 
practical nature or advantage to us as to formulate a policy that would 
make us aggressive in every matter where we might possibly in the 
future have material interests at stake. 

There is a certain attractiveness in the self-assertion of a nation that 
is growing stronger with every day that passes that makes such a 
course popular with earnest politicians; but there is a recoil in such a 
policy that is severe upon those whose industries must support a gov- 
ernment which causes them to question its wisdom. The distinguished 
Secretary of State under Mr. Garfield seems to have so much power in 
shaping and controlling the course of the Republican party that the 
country appears to have no doubt that he will have equal control in 
shaping the policy of the administration in the Cabinet if that party 
should carry the Presidential election in November. 

We have had other examples in this country, notably those of Mr, 
Clay and Mr. Webster, where men of great influence in the political 
parties with which they acted continued to control their destinies after 
they had been defeated in their aspirations for the Presidency. 

The death of Mr. Garfield disappointed the hopes of Mr. Blaine in 
relation to the foreign policy he initiated with so much of zeal, dash, 
and enterprise, and with so little of the caution and prudence that is 
required in our diplomatic dealings with other countries, and saved the 
country from very unwise and dangerous involvements. Then Mr. 
Blaine’s defeat for the Presidency would have given a less ardent poli- 
tician to understand that the American people rely more wisely upon 
their increasing growth in population; wealth, knowledge, and moral 
power for their just influence among other nations than upon their 
self-assertion, their display of the resources of war, or their declama- 
tory announcement of their determination to claim everything and con- 
cede nothing that has the appearance of being supported by plausible 
argumentation. 

The Senator from Ohio evidently looks forward with anxious solici- 
tude to the possible reappearance of this excessive zeal and reckless 
enterprise in our Department of State in the event of the election of 
Mr. Harrison, and desires to give warning now that this impassioned 
diplomacy will be resisted by very strong men in the Republican 


He seems from his remarks, to which I am endeavoring to reply, to 
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consider jingoism and heroic treatment and all appearance of panic as 
entirely ont of place in our diplomatic or other relations with Great 
britain, and refers to the treaty of 1871 as a full settlement of all the 
questions of a practical nature, except the fisheries, then open between 
the United States and Great Britain. As to the fisheries question, he 
evidently understands that the arrangement in the treaty of 1871 was a 
part of a general settlement which was intended to be final, although 
those clauses were made determinable on notice. 

The Senator from Ohio has also a strong reason for his desire to modify 
his course and that of his party in the Senate, so that the door to diplo- 
matic effort to settle the fisheries questions shall remain open, instead 
of being shut, as was attempted to be done in the report of the Com- 
mittee on Foreign Relations, against the earnest protest of the minority 
of that committee. 

I will read again, that there may be no doubt about what that com- 
mittee insisted was the attitude of the United States cn this subject of 
treating further with Great Britain on the fisheries question. 

The committee, after having considered the whole case, after having 
summed up all the facts upon which they chose to base their report, 
after having argued those facts in a very earnest way, after having re- 
proached the President with severe criticisms, and after having inti- 
mated against him certain occult threats of future severity in dealing 
with him if he did not submit his will to that of the Senate of the 
United States, proceed to say: 

In view of the plain history of these transactions and of the matiers herein- 
before stated, it does not seem to the committee that the existing matters of 
difficulty are subjects for treaty negotiation; and such appears to have been 
the opinion of the Senate by its action and by the remarks of many of its mem- 


bers of both political parties and by the action of the House of Representatives 
Py Pin and in the passage of the act of March 3, 1887, and its approval by the Pres- 
t. 


So that there can remain no doubt that the chairman of that com- 
mittee, the Senator from Ohio, concurring with his colleagues of the 
Republican party, intended to make a statement in this report con- 
clusive in its nature, based upon facts and argumentation, that ‘‘in view 
of the plain history of these transactions ™ the subjects of difficulty be- 
tween the United States and Great Britain relating to the fisheries 
question are no longer open for treaty negotiation. 

It is insisted in these parts of the report that self-respect, the sol- 
emn declarations of Congress, and the dictates of wisdom all united to 
compel the President to resort to retaliation rather than to diplomacy, 
and that the retaliation should relate to the securing, by compulsion, 
of commercial privileges to our fishermen, which it is clearly stated in 
that report are not in any way provided for in the treaty of 1818. 

Added to these strong statements are criticisms of Senators who 
yoted for the retaliatory law of March 3, 1887, and who are c 
with having abandoned the ground then taken to follow the President 
in his attempt to settle these disputes by a treaty. 

This strong avowal by the committee of which tke Senator from 
Ohio is chairman, that the time for negotiation had passed, that tha 
fisheries were no longer a fit subject for negotiation, and that legislative 
retaliation was the only remedy for violations of the treaty of 1818, 
and the only means of securing reciprocity of commercial intercourse 
for our fishermen in Canada, was followed and reiterated by every Re- 
publican Senator who spoke on the question so far as I recall the de- 
bate. 


No room is left for question that, when the vote was taken and the 
treaty was rejected, retaliation was all the means that was left open to 
the President for securing our rights under the treaty of 1818 and the 
new commercial privileges we claim for our fishermen in Canadian 


rts, 

i 5 such censures were ever before uttered against a President where 
he had any discretion to choose his line of action; no censures of a 
President were ever made with more bitter invective or in words more 
scathing and defamatory; no expressions of contempt were ever more 
intense and few threats made against a President (certainly none bya 
committee of the Senate) than were employed by Senators who engaged 
in the debate to denounce and belittle Mr. Cleveland because he had 
not issued his proclamation, under the act of March 3, 1887, to cut off 
commercial intercourse between Canada and the United States. 

It is not going too far to say that the rejection of the treaty, after re- 
fasing to amend it to suit the views of the Senate, whatever they were, 
and after refusing to postponeits consideration until December, was to 
compel the President to resort to the retaliation prescribed in the act 
of March 3, 1887, or, failing in that, to tacitly confess that he would 
do nothing to redress our grievances or to prevent a recurrence of them 
in respect of our fishing rights. 

On the rejection of the treaty, absolutely and without leaving a ray 
of hope that any further effort at negotiation would be received by the 
Senate with the least favor, or even with toleration, the President at 
once prepared to deliver the blow that Congress had empowered him 
to inflict upon the commerce of Canada whenever, in his discretion, he 
thought it best to strike. 

He had often declared in terms that were stronger and more specific 
than any that Congress had employed officially, the wrongs and injus- 
tice done to our fishermen in violation of our interpretation of the 
treaties of 1871 and 1818. His attention to the complaints of our fish- 


ermen had been earnest and practical, and in the employment of coun- 
sel to defend them in the Canadian courts and in many other ways he 
had shown a stronger determination to protect and defend them than 
had been shown by any of his predecessors in office. So that his sin- 
cerity can not be questioned in his earnest purpose to resort to the next 
means in reach to exact from Great Britaina more justand liberal treat- 
ment of our fishermen. 2 

In looking over the field he saw that a remedy was easily in reach 
that would have the strongest influence upon the people of Canada to 
compel them to the course that all admit on this gide the border line 
is due to us under the treaty of 1818, and to induce them to extend to 
our fishermen the privileges of trade and the liberty of commercial in- 
tercourse that we accord in our ports to their fishermen. 

The President saw the plain and open fact, about which little had 
been said in the Senate, that Canada was compelled to reach the At- 
lantic seaports and the ports in Canada from the seaboard for six months 
in the year through and over the territory of the United States. He 
saw that this transit was worth far more to Canada than the naviga- 
tion of the St. Lawrence River. ’ š 

The flow of the St. Lawrence to the far northeast carries the ship- 
ping out to the sea in a long circuit that is practically blockaded by 
ice for half the year. The outlet to the sea from all the central and 
western parts of the Dominion is through our New York and New Eng- 
land ports. The railroad lines that are practicable for the connection 
of the seaports of New Brunswick and Nova Scotia with the St. Law- 
rənce River cross a high range of hills that are excessively bleak in 
winter and covered for long periods with a great depth of snow. The 
Intercolonial road makes this connection, but its great length and the 
severity of the winters along the line render if inadequate, no matter 
how much it may be enlarged, for the needs of Canadian commerce. 

It appears that as much as one-third of the value of the Canadian 
Pacific Railroad depends upon its outlet to the New England seaboard, 
which is about 200 miles the shorter line and as much as two days 
saving in time between Vanconver and Liverpool. 

The privilexe of passing goods across our territory without paying 
duties is really indispensable to the commercial prosperity of Canada. 
Its value in money is really worth as much or more to Canada than 
the exclusive use of all her inshore fisheries. This privilege will grow 
more and more important to Canada every year that passes. Her fish- 
eries will lose their value, to a marked degree, from the competition 
now setting in with our Alaskan fisheries, while her agricultural and 
mineral productions and the lumber trade from the vast region north 
and west of the Lakes wiil increase beyond all present estimates and 
must have an outlet to the Atlantic through our ports if they are to 
compete with like productions of the United States in trans-Atlantic 
markets. 

The commercial prosperity of Canada, in competition with the United 
States, depends upon the continuance of this reciprocal right of trans- 
shipping goods free of duty across our country to the Atlantic sea- 
board to an extent that renders this privilege indispensable to Canada. 

The reverse side of this statement is barren of advantage to the United 
States. We havenothing to ship through Canada to the United States 
from places outside of the Dominion except fish, and this meager priv- 
ilege been denied to us under the treaty of 1871. 

The duties on $60,000,000 of tommerce passing free through our 
country would, under the average of our tariff, be not less than $20,- 
000,000 annually, or one-third the market value of the goods, while 
Canadian duties on what we would bring through that country would 
not equal $200,000 annually. 

The Senator from Ohio is eloquent in his remarks upon the want of 
reciprocity in the treaty that the Senate has just rejected, but he has 
only praises for the treaty of 1871, concluded by his own party, which 
provided for a reciprocity of $200,000 in our favor annually and of 
$20,000,000 in favor of Canada every year since 1873. In that time 
our Treasury has lost $300,000,000 under this article of the treaty of 
Washington, and our people have had a chance to save $3,000,000, 
which is far more than they have saved in duties on fish imported 
through Canada to the United States. 

Why this arrangement-was ever made is the most astonisbing puzzle 
inourcommercialhistory. Only tworeasonsforitssupport can begiven, 
as it appears to me: First, that it diverted freights from the St. Law- 
rence River to the New England railroads, This is of some advantage 
to our people, but it is confined to afew people and to three or four 
lines of railway, the profits accruing to which are paid in much the 
largest share to the British and Canadian people whose money built 
them. ‘This profit, however, would be reduced but to a small extent 
if this article of the treaty were abrogated, since for one-half the year 
these railroads would do almost the entire transportation for the Cana- 
dian people through commerce now being immensely increased by the 
trade furnished by the British lines of Pacific steamers and by the 
trade from the interior of Canada over the Canadian Pacific Railway. 

The second reason for this arrangement, and possibly the strongest, 
is that the invitation thus held out to Canada to ship her productions 
to foreign markets would keep them out of competition with us in our 
own markets. i 

The $20,000,000 of annual increase of our tariff revenues above out 
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present enormous surplus would furnish an additional argument for & 
general reduction of our duties and a targe increase of the free-list that 
would seriously affect the plans of the consolidated phalanx of high-tax 
advocates in this country. 

So we find the railroad barons and the high-tax barons rushing to the 
assault upon the President for suggesting that Canadian goods should 
pay duties when they pass through the United States. Mr. Blaine 
ceases to ‘‘jingo”’ and the Senator from Ohio makes his congé to Great 
Britain when protection comes in sight. 

The railroads of New England come in for the advantage of the 
united support of both these distinguished gentlemen. They find no 
difficulty in yielding $20,000,00Q of revenue to Canada annually on 
her imports and exports, when the carriage of the goods, duty free, 
adds a few millions to the income of the railroads leading from our 
New England seaboard to Canada. 

The President with a sagacity that neyer fails him saw that the 
safest, cheapest, best method of retaliation upon Canada, and the best 
way to save our own people from the losses incident to any other form 
of retaliation, was to again resume the collection of customs duties on 
goods imported from and into Canada just as we collect such duties on 

coming from Mexico and all other countries. 

It is more than probable that no human being in the United States 
engaged in any ordinary vocation will lose a cent from this collection 
of taxes on goods in transit through this country. Indeed, it is far 
from being certain that the railroads will lose anything by the resumption 
of the collection of these duties. ‘The most direct effect and one of the 
most important that will flow from this restoration of our former pol- 
icy of collecting duties on Canadian commerce will be to transfer a large 
trade, which Canada now conducts with Great Britain and other for- 
eign countries, to our own merchants and manufacturers. 

Canadians can not afford to pay their own tariff duties and ours in 
addition on imported or exported merchandise; they can not afford to 
import during the summer all their supplies for summer and winter, 
and they can not supply themselves at such expense as they would 
incur in the loss of constant access to the markets. The money re- 
quired to carry stocks of supplies and other goods for a year ata time 
would be a great embarrassment to Canadian merchants, and would 
place them at the mercy of all foreign markets. The result would be 
that they would be compelled to supply the immediate wants of com- 
merce by purchases in the markets of the United States. 

The transportation for these s would soon pay the railroads of 
New England all that they would lose by a return to our former policy, 
and the trade of our Western railroads, merchants, and manufacturers 
would be steadily and largely increased. 

Canada fails to perceive, in a practical way, and in the actual experi- 
ence of her people, the geographical barriers which interrupt their for- 
eign trade. Their statesmen see this matter and realize its importance, 
but the people, always trustful of a government that is liberal and 
just to them, imagine that they are indebted to British diplomacy and 
power for advantages that are vital to them, which they in fact owe to 
our forbearance, or, rather, to the selfishness of favored localities that 
have been petted and fostered by our Government until they, like the 
Canadians, believe that we are compelled to shape the whole revenue 
system of the United States to provide for their peculiar advantage. 

The President in his recent message has taken a broad and sincere 
view of this great question, and points out with unanswerable force 
and clearness how a restoration of the former duties on Canadian com- 
merce would answer the double purpose of causing the Canadians to 
concede proper commercial and other privileges to our fishermen, also 
to restore to the United States some of the revenues that were formerly 
taken away by the treaty of Washington of 1871. 

This, Mr. President, would he the first great practical advance to that 
commercial union with Canada that will lead to our ultimate political 
association with the Dominion. 

Neither the President nor any other fair-minded American citizen 
regards the action of the Canadian authorities in denying to our fisher- 
men the right to ship their fish in bond free of duty to the United 
States as being due to a feeling of hostility towards ourcountry. They 
evidently take a business view of this subject, and hold that we never 
had the right to make such shipments under their construction of the 
treaty of 1818, And it was in that attitude that the President of the 
United States found this question when he was driven away from his 
duty and constitutional authority, in which the Senate shares, to make 
a negotiation with Great Britain, and was forced by the vote of the Sen- 
ate to resort to some plan of retaliation against Canada. 

The Senate refusing to treat with Great Britain on any basis that 
it was willing to suggest, or in any terms that it was willing to state, 
retaliation for our wrongs was the only remedy left open to him. 

Now, can there be a doubt in the mind of any man whose memory 
is capable of carrying facts for six months at a time that the attitude 
of the United States toward Great Britain and Canada on the deter- 
mination of this treaty of February last by the rejection of it by the 
Senate, was that our rights were not abandoned, our grievances were 
not condoned, our sensibilities were not in any respect relieved from 
affront, but that we intended to have redress from Great Britain and 
Canada for this long accumulation of abuses of the treaty of 1818, and 


that such redress must now come through retaliation upon Canadian 
commerce? 

That was the serious attitude of this question before the world, and 
in the debates upon the treaty in this Chamber no doubt whatever was 
left that it was the intention of the Senate of the United States to corral 
the President and to compel him to execute the act of 1887, not accord- 
ing to his discretion which was given him under that law, but accord- 
ing to the commands of the Senate of the United States; not of Congress, 
but of the Senate. : 

That was an embarrassing situation, one that had to be met. The 
President was thus thrown upon the retaliatory law of March 3, 1887, 
as apparently the only means which remained to him of executing what 
was declared in the debates on the treaty to be the will of Congress, in 
the event that he found that wrong and injustice had been done to our 
fishermen through the conduct of the Canadian people. This was the 
Republican declaration at that time, only a few dayssince, but itis far 
from being the declaration to which the Senator from Ohio now adheres. 

That subject, in all its bearings, then came before him for examina- 
tion and for action. It will be admitted by any man who will read the 
act of March 3, 1887, carefully, thatit conferred upon the President of 
the United States a very broad and almost irresponsible discretion. 
More than that, it was an act the violation of which was just as easy 
in the direction of its execution as in the direction of omitting to exe- 
cute it. So strong was the feeling on the part of the persons who had 
insisted upon the passage of this law, that the-President should be 
forced to execute it according to their selfish wishes, that they essayed 
as the representatives of a fishing association at Gloucester, in Massa- 
chusetts, very early after the enactment of this law, to indicate to the 
President of the United States what should be his line of action in the 
enforcement of thelaw. They argued and strongly insisted that, in- 
asmuch as the law related to the redress of grievances on account of 
the fisheries, the exclusion of fish from the United States should be 
absolute, and that should be the boundary and limit of the retaliation 
that he was to institute in the execution of that law. 

They set up their alleged losses of money in the competition with 
Canadian fisheries as the thing that was to be compensated in the en- 
forcement of a Jaw that was demanded for the protection of the honor 
of the nation. 


There are some other interests in this country that are very largely 
concerned in the exclusion of competing commodities from Canada, I 
can mention some. The lumber interest of this country is largely 
concerned in the exclusion of lumber brought from Canada into the 
United States even under our exišting tariff. There are other interests 
which would be very materially fostered if a prohibitory declaration 
or ukase were issued by the President of the United States to prevent 
absolutely the importation of those commodities into this country from 
Canada. The growers of barley and of wool in the United States, to 
say nothing of the owners of petroleum wells and those who have a de- 
mand for iron-ore, particularly the qualities that produce steel, would 
find themselves very considerably benefited, notwithstanding therates of 
the present tariff, by a law or a proclamation that would prohibit ab- 
solutely the introduction of those articles into this country. Such ex- 
clusion would give them a larger control of what is called the home 
market which, it is said, belongs almost exclusively to the mannfact- 
urers of this land. 

So the President, upon a question of the mere pecuniary advantage ~ 
that his proclamation might work in behalf of certain people of the 
United States, could not justly confine himself, as was demanded by 
the Gloucester fishermen, to the prohibition of the introduction of fish 
into this country, but it would be equally his duty in that view of the 
subject to spread the prohibitions of his proclamation so as to exclude 
from the United States at least those articles which were in competi- 
tion with what we produve in our own country. Hetooka very much 
broader view of this question, He did not hesitate to reply, as he does 
not hesitate to reply upon any question, to the demand that was thus 
made upon him, in terms which were befitting to the magnitude of the 
subject, the gravity of the situation, and what he conceived to be, and 
what I believe to be, his duty as the Chief Executive of this nation. 
He said in reply to the letter of the president of the American Fisheries 
Union, on the 7th of April, 1887: 


EXxercurive Mansion, Washington, D. C., April 7, 1887. 


GENTLEMEN: I hayo received your letter lately addressed to me, and have 
given full consideration to the expression of the views and wishes therein con- 
tained in relation to the existing differences between the Government of Great 
Britain and the United States growing out of the refusal to award to our citi- 
zens engaged in fishing enterprises the privileges to which they are entitled 
either under treaty stipulations or the guaranties of international comity and 
neighborly concession. I sincerely trust the apprehension you express of un- 
just and unfriendly treatment of American fishermen lawfully found in Cana- 
dian waters will not be realized; but if such apprehension should prove to be 
well founded, I earnestly hope that no fault or inconsiderate action of any of 
our citizens will in the least weaken the just position of our Government, or 
AK nre us of the universal sympathy and support to which we should be en- 
titled. 

The action of this Administration since June, 1885, when the fishery articles 
of the treaty of 1871 were terminated under the notification which had two years 
before been given by our Government, has been fully disclosed by the corre- 
spondence between the representatives and the appropriate departments of the 

ive Governments, with which I am apprised by your letter you are en- 
tirely familiar. An examination of this correspondence has doubtless satisfied 
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you that in no case have the rights or privileges of American fishermen been 
overlooked or neglected, but that, on the contrary, they have been sedulously 
insisted upon and cared for by every means within the control of the executive 
branch of the Government. 

The act of Congress approved March 3, 1887, authorizing a course of retali- 
ation, through executive action, in the event of a continuance on the part of 
the British-American authorities of unfriendly conduct and treaty violations 
affecting American fishermen, has devolved upon the President of the United 
States exceedingly grave and solemn VA mormon comprehending highly 
important consequences to our national character and dignity, and involving 
extremely valuable commercial intercourse between the British possessions 
in North America and the people of the United States. 

I understand the main purpose of your letter is to suggest that, in case re- 
course to the retaliatory measures authorized by this act should be invited 
by unjust treatment of our fishermen in the future, the object of such retali- 
ation might be fully accomplished by * prohibiting Canadian-caught fish from 
entry into the ports of the United States.” 

This is a quotation from the letter addressed to the President. 

The existing controversy is one in which two nations are the parties concerned, 
The retaliation contemplated by the act of Congress is to be enforced, not to 
protect solely any particular interest, however meritorious or valuable, but to 
maintain the national honor and thus protect all our people. In this view the 
violation of American fishery rights and unjust or unfriendly acts towardsa 
portion of our citizens engaged in this business is but the occasion for action, 
and constitutes a national affront which gives birth to or may justify retalia- 
tion. This measure once resorted to, its effectiveness and value may weil de- 
pend upon the thoroughness and extent of its yi gee and in the perforta- 
ance of international duties, the enforcement of international rights,and the 
protection of our citizens this Government and the people of the United States 
must act asa unit, all intent upon attaining the best result of retaliation upon 
the basis of a maintenance of national honor and duty. 

The nation seeking by any means to maintain its honor, dignity, and integ- 
rity is engaged in protectiug the rights of the people; and if in such efforts 
particular interest are injured and special advantages forfeited, these things 
should be patriotically borne for the public good, An immense volume of pop- 
ulation, manufactures, and agricultural productions, and the marine tonnage 
and railways to which these have given activity, all largely the result of inter- 
course between the United States and British America, and the natural growth 
ofa full half century of good neighborhood and friendly communication, form 
an te of material wealth and incidental relation of most impressive 
magnitude, I fully appreciate these things,and am not anmindful of the great 
number of our people who are concerned in such vast and diversified interests. 

In the performance of the serious duty which Congress has imposed upon me, 
and in the exercise, upon just occasion, of the power conferred under the act 
referred to, I shall deem myself bound to inflict no unnecessary damage or in- 
jury upon any portion of our people ; but Ishall nevertheless be yt ont 

ied by a sense of what the self-respect and dignity of the nation demand. 

n the maintenance of these, and in the support of the honor of the Government, 
beneath which every citizen may repose in safety, no sacrifice of personal or 
private interests shall be considered as against the general welfare. 


Yours, very truly, 
GROVER CLEVELAND. 
GEORGE STEELE, 


President American Fishery Union, and others, 
Gloucester, Mass. 

I have read this entire letter because I’ could not take up a section 
or clause of it and read it with justice to the President of the United 
States. The whole of it is full of pith and substance, and it containsa 
direct statement of what the President conceived to be the proper 
breadth of the field to be covered in the exercise of the retaliatory 
power intrusted to his discretion by the Congress of the United States 
in theact of March 3, 1887. Whatever may have been the intention of 
the real authors of that act, it was not the purpose of those who sup- 
ported itat large that it should merely furnish an opportunity for the 
benefiting of a particular industry in the United States, a speculative 
opportunity for a few men to make money out of, but it was intended 
as a broad vindication of the national honor and that in its enforcement 
there should be a broad exercise of national duty. So the President 
regarded it; so he informed the gentlemen who claimed that heshould 
retaliate alone in reference to the very narrow ground of prohibiting 
fish alone, as early as April 7, 1887. 

After that declaration on the part of the President of his willingness 
to proceed with any measure of retaliation that might be found neces- 
sary, the question recurs, why did he not proceed at once? Why did 
he not proceed to lock up commercial intercourse between the United 
States and Canada as early as April, 1887, when he wrote this letter? It 
was but a very short time after that when the Government of Great 
Britain signified its desire to enter into negotiation about this-‘matter, 
and many of those who voted for this retaliatory act of March 3, 1887, 
did so merely because they believed that it would stimulate Great 
Britain to activity in herdiplomatic effort to settle this controversy upon 
a just basis. I believe that it had that effect, not that I believe Great 
Britain was intimidated by anything that we did, for that was neither 
our purpose nor was it a rational view to take of the subject; but Great 
Britain saw that this country was in earnest about this matter and up 
to that time there was no division between Republican and Democrat 
in regard to the causes which led to our action or the manner in which 
that action should be executed and fulfilled. 

Never before did any Congress, or any President evince so decided a 
purpose to bring these disputes to a just and final settlement. 

Great Britain seemed to be equally in earnest, and the best hopes for 
amicable arrangement seemed to inspire the action of both govern- 
ments. 

The British Government becameactive in its demonstration of a wish 
and pur; to negotiate about this matter. Was there aman in the 
United States who at that time, March 3, 1887, would have dared to 
rise upon the floor of this Senate as a Senator and to have announced 
that it was the purpose of the Senate of the United States and of the 
House of Representatives in voting for that bill to cut off absolutely 
all negotiation with Great Britain on the subject of the fisheries and 


to force the controversy into a fight a Voutrance? I assume with con- 
fidence that there was no man in the United States who had the reck- 
lessuess to have taken a position of that kind on this subject. We 
conveniently, as I have often remarked before, referred this matter ot 
retaliation to the discretion of the President. -We turned our respon- 
sibility over to him and yoked it upon his shoulders, and then, instead 
of trusting him as an honest and honorable citizen and a sworn officer 
of the United States Government to obey and observe the Constitution 
and the laws, instead of giving to him the credit of his action, as he de- 
served to have in view of all the history of this transaction, we turned 
around immediately and commenced to impeach him in the most severe 
and defamatory way because he didnot see proper to execute this act 
in the manner in which it was prescribed to him by this association 
called the American Fisheries Union. 

They claimed the exclusion of Canadian fish from our markets. Some 
of them being Democrats, the Republicans eagerly joined in their de- 
mand for the exclusion of fish and nothing else, 

In ali the debate that has been had upon this question in this body 
not one single Senator has ever yet intimated that the President of the 
United States, in the exercise of the power of retaliation, ought to have 
taken into consideratien any other subject than fish. No Senator can 
point to a word or line in that debate which intimated an opinion by 
any Republican that the President of the United States should, in the 
execution of that law, have prohibited the introduction of barley, of 
coal, of petroleum, of iron ore, of lumber, of cattle, of wool, or any 
prodact of Canada except fish. So I assume, without the slightest ap- 
prehension that I am doing any person an injustice, that the demand of 
the Republican party upon the President of the United States for the 
execution of the act of March 3, 1887, was confined to the prohibition 
of the introduction of fish into the United States. 

The fact that this act was broad enough to cover all goods coming 
from Canada does not alter the demand so persistently made that the 
exclusion should relate only to fish. 

Now, sir, that is an unseemly position for the Republican party to 
take if they have any respect for their own history; fordo we not know 
and does not. the world know that both by act of Conyress in 1872, 
and by the treaty of 1871, and by the subsequent act of Congress of 
1883 the Republican party in the United States enacted that fish for 
immediate consumption, fresh fish coming into the United States, should 
come free of duty? And do we not know that under the processes of 
frcezing fish which are of medern practice more than two-thirds of the 
actual value of the importation of that commodity into the United 
States is free of duty under the construction of that act of Congress? 
All fish of every description was made free of duty under the treaty of 
1871, which I suppose no one will deny was a Republican treaty in 
every particular. What did that partydemand? What did they ex- 
pect from the President of the United States? Simply this, that they 
having enacted a law to let in fresh fish*free of duty, the President of 
the United States in the enforcement of the retaliatory law of March 
3, 1887, should prohibit their introduction and thereby give the bounty 
of the entire market in the United States into the hands of the fisher- 
men of New England. 

Now contrast that narrow ground of private speculation, personal 
gain, and local advantage with the broad and statesmanlike -utter- 
ances of the President of the United States as to the basis of his policy, 
which he stated in the letter to Mr. Steele, which I have just read, and 
you will see at once which of these parties is entitled to the considera- 
tion and respect of the American people for enforcing the laws of this 
country in a proper, just, statesmanlike, and national way. You will 
see one party contending for the advantages to acerue to few men as a 
mere private speculation, a local benefit, and the other insisting that 
the controversy with Great Britain upon the subject of the breach of 
the treaty of 1818 is a national matter and it must be dealt with in a 
national way by a national executive. 

So when the President of the United States came to look about to see 
in what manner he should exercise the only alternative left to him by 
the action of the Senate in the rejection‘of this treaty, he at once dis- 
covered, or rather at once laid before the Senate of the United States, 
that which he had previously seen, and to which he makes distinct 
reference in his letter of April 7, 1887, to Mr. George Steele, that there 
was a way of reaching Canada on this question which would injure no 
citizen of the United States; a way that would inform Canada of her 
dependence upon our forbearance and our neighborly conduct for the 
prosperity of her commerce; a way to inform Canada that He who 
had constructed the geography of this continent had put barriers in the 
winter time in the way of her intercourse with foreign countries that 
Canada could only overcome by some arrangement through which she 
could reach speedily and safely the seaportsof New England and New 
York. 

Canada seems to undervalue the commercial power thus lodged in our 
hands, and we seem to regard it as a matter too insignificant for con- 
sideration; and yet this is by far the most important fact in the entire 
situation. 

Nothing can be stated that more deeply concerns the future of Can- 
ada as the neighbor of this great Republic than the frozen barrier to 
her commerce that is interposed every winter. 

Up to the time of the treaty of 1871, excluding the time of the recie 
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procity treaty of 1854, customs duties were Jaid upon goods imported 
from Canada into the United States, and duties were laid upon goods 
that Canada might see proper to import through our ports into her 
own ports crossing our territory. That was an advantage to us and 
a disadvantage to Canada, which both countries perfectly understood 
and fully appreciated. When we came to the celebrated treaty of 
1871, which the Senator from Ohio seems to regard as a final settle- 
ment of all difficulties between us, by tar the most important conces- 
sion that we made to Canada and to Great Britain in that treaty was 
couched in the twenty-ninth article, wherein we provided that all of 
their commerce crossing the United States and going to foreign coun- 
tries, or coming from foreign countries and crossing the United States 
going to Canada, should pass through our territory under bond and free 
of duty. This concession was not limited to Canadian productions or to 
importations made by Canadian merchants. It included and still in- 
cludes all that Great Britain may choose to send to Asia or South 
America through Canada. We can not deny to British exports or im- 
ports transit through our territory under bond and free of duty if Can- 
ada chooses to class them as Canadian commerce. 

There we opened wide the gateways of commerce for Canada and 
gave to her advantages to the value of a great many millions of dol- 
lars annually. We contributed to her prosperity more than any de- 
cree of Great Britain or, I had almost said, any decree of fate could 
have contributed. We unlocked for her the frozen barrier of the St. 
Lawrence during six months of the year by permitting her commerce 
to go and come free across our own territory to the New England and 
New York seaboard. Let some man state some treaty arrangement, 
some act of great statesmanship, some broad act of legislation which 
could by any ibility, in favor of Canada, approach in value the 
equivalent of Aa krea concession which we made to her in the treaty 
of 1871. I donot believe it possible for one country to grant to an- 
other a greater boon than this. 

More than $60,000,000 of commerce annually passes through the 
United States without the payment of one cent of duty, a commerce 
that is bound to pass through the United States for more than half of 
each year, or else Canada, like a man who in conducting a business is 
compelled to suspend his labors entirely for six months in the year, 
must be terribly crippled in h r business of every sort. Canada is ab- 
solutely at our mercy in respect of her commerce during six monthsin 
the year. We conceded to her every dollar of duty that we have 
charged her upon this commerce up to 1873, when we put the treaty 
of 1871 into execution by an act of Congress, We conceded to her du- 
ties that would have amounted in the Treasury of the United States 
to $20,000,000 annually at the very lowest calculation, duties that 
since the act of 1873 would have amounted in the Treasury of the 
United States, as I have said, to $300,000,000. We made the conces- 
sion to her, and there it stands, if it stands at all, under the twenty- 
ninth article of the treaty of 1871. 

What did we get in return for that? We got duty free on the arti- 
cles that weimport from places beyond the Dominion of Canada through 
her territories into the United States. What are they? Nothing in 
the world comes through that line to us as commerce except the fish 
canght in the seas adjacent to Canadian territory. I have stated in 
the previous part of my remarks that that sum was probably $200,000 
per year. That is a mere esti but I should be greatly surprised 
if itshould exceed $50,000 a year. That is what we got in return from 
Canada for a concession of $20,000,000 a year of duties on goods that 
she is compelled to export and import. 

I need not dwell any longer upon this subject. I merely propose to 
draw the outline of this picture and let the American mind fill it up, 
as it will be very certain to do. 

The President of the United States found this concession to Canada 
in practical operation on the 30th of June, 1885. When he came to en- 
force the laws of the United States in respect of retaliation he saw that, 
instead of proceeding so as to cut down the trade and traflic of every 
private citizen in the land, whether in selling his merchandise, agri- 
cultural productions, manufactures, lumber, or what not; and instead 
of antagonizing the private interest of private citizens against the power 
of the Government of Canada, so as to throw upon the shoulders of the 
weak, the poor, and the helpless the burdens that would follow the 
cutting off intercourse with Canada, which must be very heavy, he pre- 
ferred to take the burden upon the shoulders of the Government and 
return to the ground that we occupied before 1873. The President 
preferred to go back to that system of legislation which our fathers 
established, and which nobody before 1873 had found a reason for 
abandoning. He preferred to restore our tariff duties upon goods im- 
ported from Canada into the United States, and put Canada upon a 
footing with Cuba or Mexico or all other countries, à 

The President is clearly in the right. If we reinstate the law as it 
stood before 1873, Canada, feeling the weight and burden of an act, not 
of injustice or of national discrimination, feeling the effect of the with- 
drawal of our generosity to her, will see at once that it would become 
her to be just, if not generous and liberal, towards the people of the 
United States in respect to their fishing rights in the poris of Canada 
and in the adjacent seas under the treaty of 1818. In the twenty- 
ninth article of the treaty of 1871 we gave to Canada enough to have 


induced her to consent to all our rights in the fisheries as they existed 
in 1783. 

What clearer proposition could be stated to an intelligent and a pa- 
triotic mind than that? But the President of the United States did 
not by any means have to reach these conclusions by riding down trea- 
ties or asking for the repeal of statutes. But Congress, in its neglect 
of the rights and interests of the people and of its solemn duties, had 
permitted the statute laws of the United States’to go into that shape 
and condition where it became necessary in order even to guide the 
Executive in the performance of his oath to see that the laws are faith- 
fully executed that it should come to his relief and place upon the 
statute-book some enactments indicative of the public policy of the 
United States on this grave and important subject. The law enacted 
in 1873, which put the treaty of 1871 into force, had expired by its 
own express limitation on the 5th July, 1885, that being the date of 
the termination of Articles XVIII to XXV and Article XXX of the 
treaty of 1871. . 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. PALMER in the chair). The Sen- 
ator from Alabama will suspend. The hour of 2 o'clock having arrived, 
it becomes the duty of the Chair to lay before the Senafe the unfinished 
business, which is the bill (S. 3504) restoring to the United States cer- 
tain of the lands granted to the Northern Pacific Railroad Company to 
aid in the construction of a railroad from Lake Superior to Puget Sound, 
and to restore the same to settlement, and for other purposes, 

Mr. DOLPH. I ask that the pending order be laid aside informally 
that the Senator from Alabama may conclude his remarks. - 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. If there is no objection, the pending 
order will be informally laid aside. 

Mr. MORGAN. Iam very much obliged to the Senator from Ore- 
gon for his courtesy. I prefer to conclude my remarks this morning, 
as I have some engagements out of the Senate for to-morrow which will 
prevent my attendance. 

The President of the United States found the law in a condition, as 
I will observe again, where it was necessary that Congress should act 
in order to give to the executive head of the Government a guide to go 
by in its further execution. We find that up to 1873, under the laws 
of the United States, Canada paid duties upon her goods like all other 
countries. We find that in 1873 that requirement upon Canada was 
suspended. It was suspended in a way, however, which required that 
after the act of suspension had expired it should be re-enacted before 
the President of the United States could put it in force. Now, how 
was that? I will read a part of the act of 1873 so as to make my re- 
marks upon this subject entirely intelligible. Section 2866 of the Re- 
vised Statutes provides that— 

From the date of the President's proclamation declaring that he has evidence 
that the Imperial Parliament of Great Britain, the Parliament of Canada, and 
the Legislature of Prince Edward Island have passed laws on their part to give 
effect to the provisions of the treaty of Washington of May 8, 1871, as contained 
in Articles XVIII to XXV, inclusive, and Article XXX of said treaty, and so 
long as said articles remain in force, according to the terms and conditions of 
Article XXXIII of ssid treaty, all goods, wares, or merchandise arriving at the 

rts of New York, Boston, and Portland, and any other ports in the United 

tates which have been, or may from time to time be, poneely designated by 
the President of the United States and destined for Her Britannic Majesty's pos- 
sessions in North America, may be entered atthe proper custom-house and con- 
veyed in transit, without payment of duties, through the territory of the United 
States, under such rules, regulations, and conditions for the protection of the 
revenue as the Secretary of the Treasury may, from time to time, p 

Another act of Congress, the revenue act, contains a similar provision, 
but seems to enlarge thescope of the act of March 1, 1873, so as to pro- 
vide for the exemption from duties of Canadian commerce passing from 
Canada to our seaboard and to foreign countries. 

That was the state of the law as the President of the United States 
found it at the date of his message to Congress recently delivered to 
us. What did it provide? That, in express terms, the act permitting 
goods imported into Canada to come free through the United States 
should expire by its own limitation whenever Articles XVIII to XXV 
and Article XXX of the treaty of 1871—the treaty of Washington— 
should be terminated. 

* Did Congress have the right to impose that restriction upon the op- 
eration of the treaty of 1871? The answer to that question is that Con- 
gress has the right at any time to repeal the treaty of 1871. In this 
country, as I have had occasion before to observe during the long de- 
bate upon the subject of the treaty, the Congress of the United States 
is the dominant power and represents the true sovereignty of the peo- 
ple of the United States whenever it chooses to exercise its will in the 
form of legislation, and no treaty can stand for a moment in the way 
of Congress thus commissioned to execute the will of the people. 

So the Congress of the United States gave its assent to the operation 
of Article XXIX of the treaty of 1871, which exempted Canadian com- 
merce passing through our country from the payment of duty, - But 
for how long a time? Only for the period of time, says Con , dur- 
ing which Articles XVIII to XXV and Article XXX shall be in force. 
In 1885, after two years’ notice, we terminated Articles XVIII to XXV 
and Article XXX by an express act of Congress. There of course arose 
the condition upon which thé act exempting Canadian products from 
duties ceased longer to have any operation. That stands in the nature 
of a repealing statute. During the time, at least, of the operation of 
Articles XVIII to XXV and Article XXX, through the effect given 
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to them by Congress, the statute virtually repealed the laws which re- 
quired the collection of reyenues from Canadian produce imported into 
or carried through the United States. 

But our law,.as declared in the statutes, is that the repeal of a re- 
pealing statute does’ not revive the original act unless by express com- 
mand. When this statute expired by its own limitation its repealing 
effect upon antecedent laws requiring the colleetion of duties on Cana- 
dian e®mmerce ceased to have full operation, and it became necessary 
for the Congress of the United States to re-enact these laws so far as 
Canada is concerned if we chose to extend the term of Article XXIX 
and to reimpose these duties upon goods coming from Canada or pass- 
ing through the United States into Canada, if we preferred not to ex- 
tend that term of Article X XIX of that treaty. It became the duty 
of the Congress of the United States to re-establish the revenue laws 
and the duties of the revenue officers before the President could exe- 
cute the laws by collecting those revenues, 

Now, sit, we will put the treaty of 1818 out of view. We will put 
every quarrel with the Canadian Government out of view for the mo- 
ment. When we find that the act of 1873 has expired by its own lim- 
itation, what is the plain and palpable duty of Congress? It is, if 
pahite policy so demands, that we should reinstate and continue the 

orce and effect of Article XXIX of the treaty; or if public policy is 
the other way, that we should refuse to do this, and we should order 
our custom-house officers to collect the duties upon Canadian commerce 
as they are collected upon goods from all other countries coming into 

« the United States. 

- With every other consideration out of view, it was the plain duty of 
the President of the United States to call attention to the condition of 
the law upon the question of duties on imports coming from Canada, 
so that Congress might take such action as it should be advised was 
proper, either to renew and extend that law or else to allow it to re- 
main dead, and in its place to substitute the revenue laws of the United 
States. ; 

It so turned out, however, that we could make a double use of this 
opportunity, and instead of the President recommending that Congress 
would renew for another period of ten years the exemption of Canadian 
products from the payment of duties, he recommends that the duties 
should be reinstated, and that the tariff laws of the United States 
should operate generally upon Canadian commerce just as they do upon 
commerce brought from Germany or France. That is the whole prop- 
osition. That simple proposition, of which such good use can be made, 
so just in itself, relieving this country from any improper and unjust 
discrimination in of Canadian commerce, it is suggested by the 
President shall be restored to the statute-book as it stood before 1873, 
the date of the act from which I have just read. 

What will be the effect of it? It will be, as I have observed, to in- 
form Canada that hereafter she can not have access to the Atlantic 
Ocean through our railways and through our ports, or from the At- 
lantic Ocean through our ports and railways to her own ports for her 
commerce, unless she stops at the borders and pays the same duty to 
our custom-house that the people of Germany, the people of France, 
and the people of Great Britain have to pay on goods entered for con- 
sumption. ‘That is the whole subject included in this branch of the 
President’s message. 

When the Canadians are informed that that is the situation upon 
which we have resolved, then they willgliscern that there is not merely 
a relation of blood and kindred between us, but that the Almighty in 
the configuration of the physical geography of this continent has put 
the commercial ity of the Dominion of Canada so far dependent 
upon the will of the people of the United States as that their best in- 
terests now and hereafter must depend either upon our benevolence 
and their good neighborship, or else it must depend upon some identi- 
fication of material interests between us and them. 

If there is any one thing that would lead to the realization of the 
hopes so well expressed by the Senator from Ohio [Mr. SHERMAN], 
and in which every American citizen North and South equally coincides, 
if anything would advance the era when this people of a common origin 
and a common blood should unite themselves under the beneficent sys- 
tem of government that we have in the United States, it would be a 
resort to a policy which would inform the Canadians that their material 
interests as well as their affections and their sympathies are bound up 
very intimately with the people of the United States. 

If I were to forecast the period of time when Canada might be ad- 
mitted as an integral part of the Government of the United States, of 
course, with her own consent, I would say it would be at that period 
of time when Canada had determined in her own councils that her best 
interests led her into close and valuable commercial union with us; 
and that period of time will arrive after she has seen that her whole 
commercial prosperity is dependent upon the legislation of the Con- 
gress of the United States far more than upon the legislation of the Par- 
liament of Great Britain, 

I believe that this one stroke of mastgrly policy suggested by the 
President of the United States will have more to do with the coming of 
Canada within reach of our political affiliation than any other act that 
could be stated, for it brings before the eyes of the Canadian people the 
great practical fact that their material interests are so bound up with 


us that a common government is a necessity for allalike. A zolverein 
would soon lead to this result, and I would welcome such an arrange- 
ment if I could see how it could be made practicable and equal in its 
operations through the action of two independent governments. 

The Canadian Government for some reason that can not be charac- 
terized as one influenced by very sound policy thought it necessary 
under the twenty-ninth article of the treaty of Washington to pro- 
hibit our fishermen from shipping their catch of fish from the cod banks, 
the mackerel fisheries, and the halibut fisheries of the northeastern 
waters across Canadian territory, under bond and free of duty—a mere 
bagatelle, something that was of no account, so far as the money in it 
was concerned, to Canada or to us. Nevertheless, it was a right guar- 
antied to us under the treaty of 1871, as has been often asserted. 
Why Canada should have been so purblind as to refuse the admission 
of our fares of fish under bond to pass free of duty across her terri- 
tory is beyond the imagination, I think, of any right-thinking man. 
Still it has been done, and I suppose it will continue to be done. 

In that respect, according to the interpretation that we put upon the 
treaty of 1871, she violatesit. If Mr. Cleveland had taken advantage 
of its violation, he would have been justified in saying that Canada has 
violated the twenty-ninth article of the treaty of 1871, and we retort 
upon her by declaring its abrogation. 

The argument/made by the Senator from Mississippi [Mr. GEORGE] 
upon another plitise of this question deserves the closest attention of 
constitutional lawyers and publicists, for he has established to a dem- 
onstration upon technical reasoning that the twenty-ninth article of 
that treaty, not containing a period for its own termination, was re- 
ferred by the gea to that period which covered the continued exist- 
ence of Articles XVIII to XXV and Article XXX. He also argued 
that when Articles XVIII to XXV and Article XXX were abrogated, 
or when they were terminated, to use the correct word, by the act of 
the Congress of the United States the period had ended, and the only 
period had ended which was fixed in the treaty as the limit of the life 
of the twenty-ninth article of the treaty. 

I am willing to concede that that is technical argumentation, Iam 
willing to concede that the current of American and British opinion is 
the other way. Nevertheless, when we submit that article of the 
treaty to the judgment of a tribunal that must pass in strict judgment 
upon constitutional questions, I apprehend that the argument of the 
Senator from Mississippi will be found very hard to answer. 

But the President does not take either of these grounds. He merely 
says to the Congress of the United States that in his opinion we will 
not find the twenty-ninth article of the treaty or any act of Congress 
heretofore existing in our way when we desire to reimpose duties upon 
Canadian commerce. Sir, that is true beyond all dispute. The House 
of Representatives, which has the right to originate all bills relating 
to revenue and taxation—the House, without which the Senate can not 
begin to act upon a revenue question, when it came to consider the 
revenue propositions that were involvedin the treaty’of 1871, measured 
its consent first to the existence and then to the continuance of the pro- 
Vision madein Article XXIX of the treaty by its own view of public 
policy. 

The House of Representatives had a perfect right to introduce a 
bill and pass it, with the consent of the Senate and the concurrence of 
the President, which would have limited the operation of that treaty 
to one year if they had seen proper to do it, and it was the course of 
wisdom to place strict guards of limitation upon the operation of a 
treaty that was so entirely one-sided as that. The House perfectly 
understood that we were yielding up to Canada out of the revenues of 
the United States $20,000,000 a year upon her exports and imports 
through our country, and that Canada was probably not yielding to us 
as much as $200,000 a year in her revenues upon the importations of 
fish through her territory into our country. The House saw that this 
was an unilateral aftgir, that the weight and burden of the concession 
was all upon the people of the United States, and none of it upon 
Canada; and, seeing that, they wisely and prudently said, ‘‘ We con- 
nect together this right of the fisheries and all the privileges that our 
fishermen are to enjoy under the treaty of 1871 and the concession of 
$20,090,000 a year in the way of revenues that we are making to Can- 
ada; we unite them in our action so that the one may stand in some 
respects as being reciprocal to the other. Thus uniting them, thus 
considering the question, thus measuring the policy upon which we 
are inclined to act, we absolutely limit this act of March 1, 1873, so 
that it shall continue,” in these words: 

So long as the said articles remain in force. 

What articles? The articles named here, Articles XVIII to XXV, 
and Article XXX of the treaty of 1871. Did the House of Represent- 
atives and the Congress of the United States havethe rightto give their 
consent to the operation of this treaty during that limited period of 
time? 

If Congress had that right—and there is no disputing it—that is all 
that it did; that is the right it has exercised. The President has said 
to the Congress of the United States that we will not find this act in 
our way, because, according to the limitations that Congress placed in 


it, it has expired; it has ceased; it is functus oficio; but he found it in 
his way as President of the United States, because having passed this 
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repealing act, Congress must reinstate this, or provide some other law 
for his guidance before he can p 2 s 

So, whether Canada has been kind or unkind to us, just or unjust to 
us; whether we have overstated or understated our rightsin respect to 
the fisheries in our dealings and in our diplomatic correspondence with 
Great Britain, it makes no difference; the laws of the United States are 
in this lame condition and they need rectification. It isa duty weowe 
to our country as well in respect of the collection of the revenues due 
to the Government as in respect of the relations we hold to Canada 
that this legislation should be attended to and arran i 

Because the President asks for this legislation the Committee on 
Foreign Relations of the United States Senate quickly changes its 
policy and declines to beconie active in respect of Canadian interfer- 
ence with the treaty of 1818. ; 

I will not follow the Senator from Ohio through all the mazes of his 
argumentation, in which I think the Senator, after he gets his mind a 
little cool from the infiuence of this passionate political campaign that 
is now raging through the United States, will find that he has done 
the President of the United States great injustice in the statement of 
the President’s position. f 

‘Turning to the other branch of this inquiry, there is but one thing to 
be said about it, and that ere to the sees ok ~~ asta’ 
charges on shi roperty, and passengers passing e grea 
lacustrine ane ivided between the United States and Canada by in- 
visible lines drawn through the water. We have divided the lakesand 
the rivers that connect them by invisible lines drawn through the mid- 
dle of the stream, a very inconvenient and difficult sort of boundary 
line to maintain and to respect. 

When we were negotiating the treaty of 1871 the Government of 
Great Britain took the ground the provinces of Canada have so much 
of autonomy, so much of local self-government, so much of freedom and 
of independence, that they had not the power under the empire to com- 
pel her to open her canals to the transmission of goods and passengers 
and ships free of charges, in fact that Great Britain had no such power 
over them. Whatever is done in this particular by the provinces of 
Canada must be done by the consent of their local legislatures. We 
on the other hand said to Great Britain that we were much in the 
same condition, or precisely in the same condition. 

There are some canals h like the Erie Canal, passing entirely 
through the State of New York and owned by that State, leading from 
the Great Lakes out tothe seaboard. There are some other canals 
shorter than this which are within the States and belong to the States 
or to the people of the States. The United States have no power to 
compel any one of these States to make any concession in regard to 
these canals. So both powers are in the same situation. What could 
they do? They both agreed in this treaty that they would use their 
best endeavors to persuade the respective local governments that they 
should notdiscriminate between American and British or colonial com- 
merce in the rates charged for the passage of ships and trafic through 
these canals. That was as far as they could go. There the powers of 
diplomacy and treaty making ended; there they found a barrier which 
terminated their powers, and the two governments contented them- 
selves with an assurance to each other that they would recommend, 
the one to its colonies and the other to the States, such arrangements 
as shonld result in an equable and just schedule of charges upon com- 
merce and passengers and ships going through. That was the situa- 
tion. 

It was further provided, however, in the treaty that in the event that 
either of them, any State or any colony, should not comply with this 
mutual agreement then the other Government could proceed to legis- 
late in its own way as if that article were abrogated. 

The Senator from Maine [Mr. HALE], who has long been very famil- 
jar with these questions, when he was debating the treaty before the 
Senate announced his di ent with the President of the United 
States and with the policy which he had adopted, because the Presi- 
dent had not treated with Great Britain about this canal question. 
With the treaty before that honorable Senator, showing plainly and 
ea peony the reasons why Great Britain could not do it, and why the 

ited States could not doit, neither having any control of States or 
of colonies, the Senator complained that the President of the United 
States had not opened negotiations with Great Britain for a treaty on 
this subject. 


The Senator from Ohio recognizes the situation. He knows that | t 


neitherof these Governments can advance a hair’s breadth farther than 
it has already gone in the arrangement of a treaty regarding the sub- 
ject of fares upon the canals and the passage of ships and passengers 
and commerce through them. Then what remains to be done? There 
has been discrimination, there has been wrong, there has been that con- 
cealment about the discrimination and wrong that stamps it as in the 
nature of an overreaching act. What is to bedone? No power can act 
but Congress, and the Senator knows it. 

The President of the United States comes here and asks us to act. 
The Senator from Ohio holds up the utopian scheme, blazoned with 
the brightest hopes that ever challenged human admiration, of the 
ultimate admission of Canadá into the Union as the all-healing balm 
for these troubles. He will not introduce a bill here to assist the 


>. 


President of the United States; he will not vote for a bill now before 
his committee to help the President of the United States to correct 
these and other evils; but when he is asked to consider a measure in 
the committee and to bring itinto this body and vote for it so as to 
give justice to American shippers through Canadian canals, of which 
they are deprived by Canadian artifices secretly perpetrated, the Sena- 
tor from Ohio opens his all-embracing arms and proposes to take in 
Canada clear up to the north pole. 

That is the answer to the President's proposition. The first answer 
is made by the Senator from Ohio: ‘‘I will not give you, Mr. Presi- 
dent, the power to reinstate the taxes through the consent of Congress, 
upon Canadian commerce. On that subject, I will change my whole 
programme.” 

The Senator, in the course of his remarks, mentioned an amend- 
ment that he said he intended to offer, or did offer in the committee. 
What was it? An amendment to strike out the fifteenth section, or 
so much of it as related to any reciprocity of trade between the United 
States and Canada. 

Why did the Senator make that motion? Why did he advocate it? 
Upon a doctrine that he is as thoroughly grounded in as he is in the 
great history that he has wrought for his country in this and in the 
other House of Congress, What is that? He has been the uniform 
champion of the doctrine that there shall be no arrangement of customs 
duties between the United States and any foreign country by treaty, ` 
taking the high ground that only the House of Representatives has the 
constitutional right to originate a measure of that kind, and that the 
Senate can not originate a measure that relates to revenue. And yet 
when the President of the United States sends his message to this body 
and asks the Senator from Ohio to reinstate a law that was upon the 
statute-books until 1873, whereby we could collect revenues from Can- 
ada, he says, ““ No, I prefer to treat with them, and that is the object 
of my resolution, for the taking all of Canada into our ion, and 
then we shall not fear any discrimination in duties; we shall not need 
any regulation of commerce between the two countries.” 

Mr. President, following up the Senator’s traditional ground upon 
this question in the Senate, oftentimes expressed and never abandoned 
until this occasion, we find that he would be compelled by his action 
to concede to the President of the United States the restoration of the 
duties upon Canadian commerce, but instead of doing that he with- 
holds the power from the President and censures him for asking for it. 
He says that his motives are merely to get up a political clamor. 

Why, sir, if Mr. Harrison is elected President of the United States, 
I confidently expect that on the very first day of the next Congress 
measures will come in from the Republican party to reinstate the du- 
ties on Canadian commerce, and treaty propositions will be offered be- 
tween the United States and Great Britain containing concessions 
broader than any that Mr. Bayard ever made to the Canadian people 
and advantages far less to us than those that heachieved by his treaty, 
and everything will work as smoothly as a toboggan, and as rapidly. 
It will be down-hill from the beginning and no obstruction. 

Now, Mr. President, let us deal fairly and squarely and candidly 
with this question. The President of the United States has sought to 
retaliate upon the Canadian Government and the British Government 
for wrongs done under the treaty of 1818, and he has stated them time 
and again and made demands for reparation. The Republican party 
from time to time have announced the existence of these 
though I recall not one single demand, except that of the Sunday fish- 
ing in the Bay of Fundy made by the Senator from New York [Mr. 
EVARTS] when he was Secretary of State, ever made by a Republican 
President upon the Government of Great Britain fora single wrong 
that had been done to us during the last seventy years. There is not 
a Senator on this floor who can rise in his place and state from the 
records of the history of this country a single specific demand made 
in regard to a single American ship that was ever made by a Repub* 
lican administration in this country under the treaty—not one. 

Instead of making demands for wrongs, they have paid almost un- 
limited sums for peace and for the passing over of these questions in 
silence. When Mr. Cleveland came in, he opposed his powers with a 
bold front against the aggressions and demands of the British Govern- 
ment. He made a demand for compensation to every ship that had 
been unlawfully seized, for every article of property that had been 
improperly dealt with, and for every fisherman whose rights had been 
ransgressed by the conduct of the Canadian authorities. 

Not only did he that, but he went into negotiation with the British 
people for the purpose of seeing if an adjustment of their rights could 
be made, and then, as I remarked the other day, instead of withhold- 
ing this treaty, postponing the subject, dallying with it until the heat 
and burden of this great political campaign had passed away, when it 
could not become an element of political exploiting by either of the 
great parties of the country—instead of doing that, he came boldly 
forward with his treaty and laid it before a Republican Senate and 
asked their concurrence in it when he knew it took two-thirds of that 
body to concur. 

Allow me to remark again—for Ilike to remark upon it—there isno 
act of political statesmanship that ever characterized the conduct of a 
President of the United States that has in it more of honest, sincere 
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marhood and moral heroism than that act of the President of the 
United States. He wants open discussion of everything. He wants 
the people of the United States to see and to feel that they are right. 
He resorts to no concealment. When he has a proposition to submit 
to the Congress of the United States he comes boldly forward with it, 
no paltering, no double dealing, no hiding away of his opinions, but 
he puts the subject before the people and the Congress in such a direct 
and sincere and manly form as that no man who reads itcan misunder- 
stand it. 

So he comes to the Congress of the United States and asks in his mes- 
sage that we shall give him this power not merely to retaliate upon 
Canada for wrongs she has done us, but to convince her that she must 
not do these things any more. He asks Congress to put the revenues 
of our country in respect of Canada upon the same footing that they 
are in respect of Mexico or any other foreign state, and also to relieve 
him from an embarrassment which every lawyer must see that he can 
not escape from as long as the law remains in its present imperfect and 
confused form. That is what he asks of us, a plain, #simple thing. The 
question is whether we will grant it. Ido not believe that Congress 
will grant it, notwithstanding the almost solid vote of the House. 
There is no intention on the part of the majority in the Senate to grant 
it. There will not be any action taken upon it according to present 
appearances, 

- It will be but a few days now, as we are informed, until the report 
comes in on the tariff, and that will wedge everything else out, and 
* after we have stood here and implored the postponement of action upon 


this treaty until December, so that the people of the United States, 


might have a thance of haviug actual experience and actual observa- 
tion of its benefits under the equivalent operation of the modus vivendi 
in the protocol; after refusing to postpone it, when the President asks 
for a power from this Congress which would be available, they say to 
him, *'No, do not reinstate duties upon Canadian commerce; you will 
hurt the railroads of the country if you do that; you will hurt the 
corporations; go and make proclamation of non-intercourse where the 
burden will fall not upon the great corporations of the country, but 
upon the individual laborers who are engaged in manufactures, in 
mining, the timber and lumber industries, and in agriculture.” In- 
stead of making the yoke to fit the necks of the corporations, who are 
the instigators of all this trouble, they want the President, by his proc- 
lamation of non-intercourse, to put yokes upon the necks of the work- 
ing people of the land. 

The next outbreak of sympathetic eloquence we shall hear when the 
tariff comes in from the committee will be ‘‘ what trusted and sympa- 
thetic friends of the poor and the laboring people are the Senator from 
Ohio and his friends on this floor,” who are now so careful of the rail- 
road companies. 

The President of the United States knows how to discriminate in 
the measures he recommends so as to save the people whom he loves 
from unnecessary burdens falling upon the individual man. If bur- 
dens must come and be borne, let them be borne at least in a fairshare 
by those who have amassed great accumulations of capitaland who en- 
joy enormous corporate privileges and franchises at the hands of the 
Government. 

But the moment we undertake to strike a blow for the honor and wel- 
fare of the country which may reach a railroad corporation, then we 
find the great Senators on this floor and the great politicians of the Re- 
publican party rallying to shelter the railroad corporations against a 
fair share of the burdens, and demanding of the President of the United 
States that he should pass them by and let the burdens of retaliation 
fall upon the necks of the laboring people of the land. 

That is the situation, and right there, Mr. President, I leave it. 

Mr. DOLPH. Mr. President, I had not intended to occupy the at- 
tention of the Senate on the fisheries question or on the question of our 

“relations with Canada aguin this session, and should not have done so 
except for the extraordinary which has just fallen from the lips 
of the Senator from Alabama [ Mr. MORGAN]; and even now I shall be 
very brief. 

The Senate has constituted two committees to inquire into our com- 
mercial and other relations with Canada and to report to the Senate 
thereon. Thetreaty recently before the Senate has been rejected. The 
President still declines to enforce the provisions of the act of March 3, 
1887, commonly known as the retaliation act. His attempt to divert 
attention from his refusal to do so, and from the conspicuous failure of 
his attempt at negotiation with Great Britain has proved futile, and I 
am quite satisfied with the situation. Our friends on the other side of 

the Chamber do not appear to be satisfied. 

In March, 1887, they presented a united front in favor of the posi- 
tion that a treaty was not necessary, that negotiation was not desira- 
ble, that retaliation was the true remedy for the aggressions of the 
Canadian provinces upon our fishermen and fishing vessels. Suddenly 
they changed front. They became the defenders of the Administra- 
tion; they sang the praises of the treaty which had been negotiated 
and which was recently rejected by the Senate, but there was always 
an interlude of a proposition to postpone the consideration of the treaty 
until after the November election; just as if a treaty which would be 
desirable after the 6th of November would not be a good thing before 


the election. Now, after the treaty is rejected and the President still 
refuses to exercise the powers for retaliation placed in his hands by Con- 
gress, they turn around and complain of the Republican majority of 
the Senate because we do not precipitately grant the President’s re- 
quest for farther power to retaliate upon the Canadian provinces. 

From the advocates of the Rritish side of this fisheries controversy 
they become now the most radical advocates of retaliation. They can 
not state the British aggressions upon American fishermen and the 
wrongs of Canada against the United States too strongly. Witnessing 
the facility with which they change positions on this question, one is 
ready to exclaim: 

O consistency, thou art a jewel! 

Mr. President, I regard the message of the President of the United 
States of the 29th ultimo, relating to legislation concerning intercourse 
with Canada, as a most extraordinary document. To be properly 
understood it must be considered in connection with certain facts relat- 
ing to the controversy between the United States and Great Britain 
concerning the fishery rights of our citizens in British waters under 
the treaty of 1818 and our claim to reciprocal commercial privileges in 
Canadian waters. 

These controversies, as I stated on a former occasion, may be stated 
to be first in rd to the delimitation of the common waters within 
which American citizens have a right to fish under the treaty of 1818 
from the waters in which we renounced the right to fish under the re- 
nunciatory clause of that treaty on certain coasts of the British prov- 
inces; and second, as to the laws which have been passed by the Ca- 
nadian provinces to regulate the exercise by American fishermen and 
American fishing vessels of their rights to fish in Canadian waters and 
their right to enter certain bays and harbors for the purpose of shelter 
and repair and for obtaining wood and water. 

The controversy in regard to the delimitation of the common from 
the restricted waters turned on the question of the meaning of the 
words ‘‘ bays and harbors ” as used in the renunciatory clause of the 
treaty of 1818, and that of course could only be settled finally by agree- 
ment or by arbitration. The claims of citizens of the United States 
against the British Government for the unlawful seizure and confisca- 
tion of their vessels for alleged violation of provincial laws could only 
be determined by agreement or arbitration with the British Govern- 
ment; but the question of delimitation was not an important or a 
pressing question from the fact that neither Great Britain nor the prov- 
inces, with one or two exceptions, had ever underiaken to enforce the 
headland theory, and the question of the claims of our citizens against 
Great Britain was not of great urgency. Such claims lose nothing by 
lapse of time and will remain demands against the British Government 
until they are finally determined and settled. 

The important question of the controversy was the question of our 
commercial relations with the Canadian provinces, the question of re- 
ciprocal commercial privileges to our vessels, including our fishing ves- 
sels, in Canadian waters, and the interests and the dignity of the United 
States demanded, inasmuch as this question of commercial privileges 
did not depend upon treaty but upon the laws of the two countries, I 
say the interest and the dignity of the United States demanded that 
there should be denied to Canadian vessels in our ports the privileges 
which were denied to our commercial vessels, including fishing vessels, 
in the ports of Canada. 

The Congress of the United States by the act of March 3, 1887, con- 
ferred upon the President of the United States power to deny to the 
vessels of the Canadian and other British provinces of North America 
the privileges in the ports of the United States which were denied to 
American vessels in the ports of the Canadian provinces, and it further 
conferred upon him power to retaliate upon the Canadian provinces for 
the unlawful, unjust, and brutal treatment of our fishermen in Cana- 
dian waters, and for the denial or abridgment of the rights of our cit- 
izens under the treaty of 1818 or under international law in Canadian 
waters. 

The President did not enforce that act, which I will show presently 
contained ample power of retaliation. Whatdid he do? He nego- 
tiated a treaty by which the United States surrendered in large part 
their claim upon the question of delimitation, their contention as to 
what were bays and harbors within the meaning of the renunciatory 
clause of the treaty of 1818, by which no provision was made for the 
presentation or determination of the claims of American citizens for 
wrongs inflicted upon them by the provinces or by Great Britain, for 
the unlawful seizure and confiscation of their vessels; and by which 
the United States surrendered, or would have surrendered if the treaty 
had been ratified, our claim to reciprocal commercial privileges in Ca- 
nadian waters, and agreed that if our fishermen were to receive even 
partial commercial privileges such privileges should be purchased by 
the surrender of duties to the amount of about $1,000,000 a year. 

And, sir, when that treaty was before the Senate and under discus- 
sion, as I have said before, appeals were made from the other side of 
the Chamber for the postponement of the treaty, a motion was made 
by a member of the other side for the postponement of the consideration 
of the treaty until December next, and the Republican side of the Cham- 
ber were threatened that if the treaty was not ratified the President 
would enforce the act of March 3, 1887, and in such a manner as to in- 
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jure the business and destroy the industries of the American people 
and bring bankruptcy upon the country. Such threats were used in 
order to endeavor to secure the ratification of the treaty. 

Well, sir, that treaty, which was a shameful surrender of American 
rights, was rejected, as it should bave been. The President was :eft 
free to execute the act of March 3, 1887, free to retaliate upon Repub- 
lican Senators for the rejection of the treaty; but he chose to bluster 
instead of to act. He declined to exercise the power which had been 
placed in his hands; he refused to accept the measure of retaliation 
which had been established by law. He &ndertook to instruct Con- 
gress upon the question. He demanded power to do what? To pre- 
vent the transportation in bond of goods brought from Canada into the 
United States for the purpose of being shipped abroad and goods im- 
ported from abroad and brought into the United States for the purpose 
of being taken into Canada—a power the exercise of which would hurt 
American transportation companies alone; a power which would tend 
to destroy American interests, and which it is very doubtful if it would 
harm Canada at all, because if transportation were diverted from 
American transportation lines it would be transferred to Canadian 
lines, and would build up Canadian transportation companies and cause 
the construction of new lines of railroad, and in the end, as is claimed 
by leading men in Canada, would be a benefit to the Canadian prov- 

ces. 

The exercise. as I will show in a moment, of the power which was 
placed in the Pres‘dent’s hands under the act of March 3, 1887, would 
have injured Canada. Was that the reason the President did not ex- 
ercise it? The power asked for would injure American interests, and 
it is doubtful if it would injure Canada in the long run. Is that the 
reason the President desires the power? If Iam correct in regard to 
the effect of the exercise of this power it would seem to be the desire 
to retaliate upon the people of the United States rather than those of 
Canada. Why, sir, if the President had exercised the power which was 
placed in his hands to deny to Canadian vessels entry into our ports, it 
would not have been thirty days until our fishing vessels would have 
been ted full commercial privileges in the Canadian provinces. 

If the President had denied the importation into the United States 
of fresh fish or salt fish or lumber, it would not have been thirty days 
until the Canadian provinces would have been casting about to see 
how they could amend their laws to give our fishermen all the privi- 
er have ever contended that they should have under the treaty 
of 1818. 

Sir, I deny that the act of March 3, 1887, does not contain complete 
power for retaliation, and power to retaliate on Canada in such man- 
ner as to harm Canada and be harmless to ourselves. Let us see what 
that act provides. It provides, first— 

That whenever the President of the United States shall be satisfied that Amer- 
ican fishing vessels or American fishermen, visiting or being in the waters or 
at any ports or places of the British dominions of North America, are or then 
lately have been denied or abridged in the enjoyment of any rights secured to 
them by treaty or Jaw, or are then or lately have [been] unjustly vexed or ha- 
rassed ta the enjoyment of such rights, or subjected to unreasonable restrictions, 


ions, or requirements in respect of such rights, or otherwise unjustly 
vexed or in said waters, ports or places; or— 


Second— 


whenever the President of the United States shall be satisfied that any such 
fishing vessels or fishermen, having a permit under the laws of the United 
States to touch and trade at any port or ports, place or places, in the British 
dominions of North America, are or then lately have been denied the privilege 
of entering such port or ports, place or places, in the same manner and underthe 
same tions as may exist therein applicable to aisig Alaran of tbe most 
favored nation, or shall be, unjustly vexed or harassed in respect thereof, or 
otherwise be unjustly vexed or harassed therein, or shall be prevented from 
purchasing such supplies as may there be lawfully sold to trading vessels of the 
most fayored nation; or— 
Third— 
whenever the President of the United States shall be satisfied that any other ves- 
sels of the United States, their masters or crews, so arriving at or being in such 
British waters or ports or places of the British dominions of North America, are 
or then lately have been denied any of the privileges therein accorded to the 
vessels, their masters or crews, of the most favored nation, or unjustly vexed or 
in respect of the same, or unjustly vexed or therein by the 
authorities thereof, then, and in either orall of such cases, itshall be lawful, and 
it shall be the duty of the President of the United States, in his discretion, by 
proclamation to that eftect— 
First— 
to deny vessels, their masters and crews. of the British dominions of North 
America, any entrance into the waters, ports, or places of or within the United 
States (with such exceptions in regard to vessels in distress, stress of weather, 
or needing supplies as to the President shall seem proper), whether such ves- 
sels shall have come directly from said dominions on such destined voyage 
or by way of some port or place in such destined voyage elsewhere; and— 


Second— 
also to deny entry into any port or place of the United States of fresh fish or salt 
fish or any other product of said dominions, or other goods coming from said 
dominions to the United States. 

Here there is conferred upon the President of the United States 
ample authority to prevent the entry into any port of the United States 
of any vessel belonging to the British provinces, and authority, as I 
said before, to prevent the importation of fish, eitherfresh orsalt, or any 
other product of Canada. The Senator from Alabama insists*that it 
requires legislation to enable the President to prevent the importation 
into the United States of products of Canada intended to be transported 


abroad, produce simply passing through the territory of the United 
States. The language of this act is broad enough to authorize the 
President to prevent any production of Canada from coming into the 
United States either for consumption in the United States or for trans- 
portation to a foreign country. 

The Senator says, and the President declares in his message, that 
the twenty-ninth article of the treaty of 1571 has ceased to be in force. 
In my opinion that article is still in force. I believe the Canadian au- 
thorities are right in regard to that, and it will be in force until two 
years’ notice has been given by the United States, under the authority 
of Congress, to terminate it, unless this act of March 3, 1887, shall be 
held to be an abrogation of that article of the treaty, Certainly if that 
article is not in force, as the President declares, then there is nothing 
in the way of this act, and the President has ample power under the 
provisions of this act to prevent the importation into the United States 
of any production whatever of Canada. 

But if it should be held that the act of March 3, 1887, must be con- 
strued in connection with the twenty-ninth article of the treaty of 
1x71, and that it was not the intention of Congress to abrogate that arti- 
cle, and the article is still in force, then it is a treaty obligation, and 
unless we are willing to violate the treaty it requires a notice to the 
British Government to terminate it. 

The Senator from Alabama [Mr. MORGAN ] dwelt upon the immense 
amount of foreign merchandise that is transported in bond across the 
territory of the United States and into Canada free of duty, and ot 
Canadian products that are transported in bond across our territory im- 
tended for exportation, and he talks about the duties which we lose 
by that transportation. I did not suppose there was a man in the 
United States, capable of understanding a plain statute and knowing 
the circumstances, who believed that this transportation of merchandise 
in bond across the territory of the United States affects our revenue 
from duties at all. If duties were collected on merchandise to be 
imported into the United States intended for Canada or on mer- 
chandise brought into the United States from Canada intended for 
exportation, it would not be transported across the territory of the 
United States. The products of Canada would seek other routes to 
the sea, and her importations would be through her own ports. It is 
not an arrangement affecting the revenue at all; it is a mere matter of 
the convenience of the two countries. 

While the Senator magnifies the amount and character of transpor- 
tation in bond, so far as it is claimed to be beneficial to Canada, he belittles 
the question of transportation in bond of American products across Cana- 
dian territory. 1 will inform the Senator that there is a large amount 
of products of the Pacific coast that is now transported by the Cana- 
dian Pacific through Canadian territory and brought again into the 
United States. I understand there is a large amount of American 
products also brought over the Grand Trunk Railroad of Canada, 
products of the Western States that are shipped through to New York. 
Probably there is quite as much of transportation of American prod- 
ucts in bond through the Canadian provinces—I do not speak after an 
examination of the question, but from my observation—as there is of 
transportation in bond through the United States of the products 
Canada or merchandise imported intended for Canada. - 

I have shown, as I believe, that the President has ample authority, 
if disposed to retaliate on Canada, to do so in such a manner as to hurt 
Canada and not to injure the United States; that he is not confined by 
the Republican party, as was claimed by the Senator from Alabama, 
to retaliation by forbidding the importation of fish. Nothing that the 
Senate has done or that Congress has done limits his powers; and out- 
side of Congress it is certain the Republican party cap not control the 
President of the United States in the exercise of his powers under this 
act. He is not confined to the prohibition of the admission into the 
United States of fresh fish or of salt fish, but may prohibit the entry 
ot wheat. or barley, or lumber, or any other Canadian product. 

While he refuses to exercise the power conferred upon him, when he 
has, as I believe, deliberately refused to execute such power, and wisely 
determined not to carry out the threats which were made freely on 
this floor as to what would be done if the treaty was rejected, I for 
one am not willing to place in his hands a farther power which, if ex- 
ercised, would probably only hurt American interests without harming 
Canada. 

The bill offered by the Senator from Alabama and which has been 
referred to by him containsa section relating to the question of tolls upon 
Canadian vessels on the canals of the United States. I have examined 
the correspondence which was submitted by the President in answer 
to the resolution of the Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. Hoar] call- 
ing for the correspondence upon the subject. I do not find anything 
in that correspondence that makes action by Congress so urgent that 
we can not wait until after the committee appointed to examine our 
relations with Canada shall have had time to investigate the subject 
and report. 

Mr. SHERMAN, I hope the resolution will now be referred. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question recurs, by unanimous 
consent, on the motion to refer the resolution. 

Mr. GEORGE. I had some thought of making some remarks on 
the resolution. 
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Mr. SHERMAN. There are several Senators who wish to discuss 
the subject-matter of the resolution. Ifthe Senator from Mississippi 
will allow itto be now referred to the Committee on Foreign Relations, 
it will no doubt be reported back one way or the other without delay. 

Mr. GEORGE. It will be reported back very soon ? 

Mr. SHERMAN. Very soon, one way or the other; I can not say 
which way; and then the Senator will have an opportunity to speak 
upon it, Ishould like to have it referred so thatit may be considered 
to-morrow, if possible. . 

Mr. GEORGE. With that understanding I consent to the reference. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The resolutiomwill then be referred 
to the Committee on Foreign Relations. z 

Mr. CULLOM. I desire simply to state that I expect to say some- 
thing on the resolution myself; but if the Senator from Ohio expects 
soon to get it back into the Senate from the committee, I shall defer 
my remarks. 

Mr. SHERMAN. It will be reported one way or the other very soon. 


EXTENSION OF APPROPRIATIONS, 


Mr. ALLISON. I report back from the Committee on Appropria- 
tions the joint resolution (H. Res, 225) to continue the provisions of 
existing laws temporarily for the expenditures of the Government. I 
ask unanimous consent that the jointresolution may be now considered. 

By unanimous consent, the Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, 
proceeded to consider the joint resolution. 

Mr. PLATT. When will the time run out by the present exten- 
sion? 

Mr. ALLISON. October 10. 

The joint resolution was reported to the Senate without amendment, 
ordered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


SALE OF ADULTERATED FOOD IN THE DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate the amendments 
of the House of Representatives to the bill (S. 249) to prevent the manu- 
facture or sale of adulterated food or drugs in the District of Columbia; 
which were read, as follows: 


In line 5, after the word “health,” insert “or manufacture any article of food 
which shall be composed in whole or in part of diseased, decomposed, offensive, 
or unclean animal or vegetable substance.” 

In line 6, after the word “ sell,” insert “in the District of Columbia.” 

In line 7, after the word “ stained,” strike out “or.” 

In line 7, after the word “powdered,” insert “or manufactured.” 

Page 2, line 3, after the word “‘sell,"’ insert ‘in the District of Columbia.” 

Page 2, line 25, after the word “sell,” insert “in the District of Columbia.” 

Page 3, line 7,after the word “shall,” insert “in the District of Columbia.” 

ú Page 3, line 14, strike out the words “any exception or provision ” and insert 
roviso. 

4, line 14, strike out all after ‘Sec. 11” down to and including the word 
“drugs,” in line 26, and insert: ‘‘ That the analysis provided for in this act shall 
be under the control of the Commissioner of Internal Revenue, under such rules 
and regulations as may be prescribed by the Secretary of the Treasury.” 

Page 5, line 4, after the word “same,” insert ‘to the Commissioner of Internal 


e. 
5, line 4, strike out all the word “analyzed” down to and includ- 
ing the word “ with,” in line 6, and insert ** who shall with.” 
age 5, line 6, strike out the words “analyze the same” and insert “cause 
such analysis to be made.” 

Page 5, line 30, strike out all after the word “ That’ down to and including 
the word “District,” page 6, line 2, and insert ‘the Commissioner of Internal 
Revenue may.” 

Mr. FAULKNER. I move that the Senate concur in the amend- 
ments of the House of Representatives. 

The amendments were concurred in. 


CONSIDERATION OF PENSION BILLS, 


Mr. DAVIS. I move that the Senate proceed to the consideration 
of private pension cases on the Calendar favorably reported. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Minnesota asks 
unanimous consent that the unfinished business, being the Northern 
Pacific Railroad forfeiture bill, may be informally laid aside, and that 
the Senate proceed to the consideration of the private pension bills on 
the Calendar favorably reported to which there is no objection. Is 
there objection to the request? The Chair hears none, and it is so or- 
dered : 


Mr. PADDOCK., I ask the indulgence of my colleague upon the 
Committee on Pensions to call up a House bill which is of local con- 
cern, but quite important, and which ought to have been passed some 


time ago. 

Mr. DAVIS. Iam willing to waive the pension cases for a few mo- 
ments. 

Mr. PADDOCK. I do not think it will take more than three min- 
utes to pass the bill. 

Mr. DAVIS. Ihave no objection if it can be done without preju- 
dicing the pension cases. 

OLD CAMP SHERIDAN RESERVATION, 


Mr. PADDOCK. I ask the unanimous consent of the Senate to pro- 
ceed to the consideration of the bill (H. R. 7410) for the relief of settlers 
upon old Camp Sheridan military reservation. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Unanimous consent having been 
given for the consideration of private pension bills on the Calendar, 
the Senator from Nebraska asks unanimous consent that this order may 
be informally laid aside to enable him to call for the consideration of 


considered as in Committee of the Whole. 


the bill (H. R. 7410) for the relief of settlers upon old Camp Sheridan 
military reservation. 

By unanimous consent, the Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, 
proceeded to consider the bill. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


MARY NEWTON, 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. ‘The first private pension bill on the 
Calendar will be stated. 
i The SECRETARY. <A bið (H. R. 9227) for the relief of Mary New- 
on. 
= COCKRELL. I object to that bill, Let it go to the other Cal- 
endar. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill will be placed on the Cal- 
endar under Rule IX. 
ELIZABETH EVANS. 

The bill (H. R. 2120) granting a pension to Elizabeth Evans was 
considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place the 
name of Elizabeth Evans, dependent sister of William Ayers, late a 
private in Company F, Thirty-seventh Regiment of Indiana Volun- 
teers, on the pension-roll at $12 per month. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

SAMUEL ANDERSON. 

The bill (H. R. 10017) granting a pension to Samuel Anderson was 
It proposes to place on the 
pension-roll the name of Samuel Anderson, late a private of Company 
E, Fifth Regiment Kentucky Volunteer Cavalry. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


IRENE RUCKER SHERIDAN. 


The bill (S. 3423) granting a pension to Irene Rucker Sheridan, 
widow of General P. H. Sheridan, was considered as in Committee of 
the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with an 
amendment, to strike out all after the enacting clause, and insert: 

That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, authorized and di- 
rected to place on the pension-roll the name of Irene Rucker Sheridan, widow 
of Philip H. Sheridan, late General of the Army of the United States, and pa: 
her at the rate of $3,500 per year during her natural life, from and after the 
day of August, 1888, 

‘The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ment was concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, and was 
read the third time. ¢ 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. -Having been read three times, shall 
the bill pass? 

Mr. BERRY. Mr. President, I do not desire to discuss the bill, nor 
do I care to call for the yeas and nays. I wish to state, however, that 
I am opposed to the bill, and I shall vote ‘‘no’’ upon its passage. 

The bill was passed. 

GEORGE RHODY. 

The bill (H. R. 2139) granting a pension to George Rhody was con- 
sidered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to increase the pen- 
sion of George Rhody, late a private in Company K, Thirty-sixth Regi- 
ment Indiana Volunteers, to $30 per month, in lieu of the pension he 
is now receiving. : 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


MARY L, TANNER. 

The bill (H. R. 10705) granting a pension to Mary L. Tanner was 
considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on the 
pension-roll the name of Mary L. Tanner, widow of Alanson G. Tan- 
ner, late of Company K, One-hundredth New York Volunteers. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

MARY C. THOMPSON. 

The bill (S. 3428) granting a pension to Mary C. Thompson was con- 
sidered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with an 
amendment, in line 12, after the word ‘ pension,” to strike out ‘‘of 
dollars a month” and insert ‘‘ corresponding with the grade of 
captain; ’’ so as to make the bill read: 


Be it enacted, elc., ‘That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au~ 
thorized and directed to place on the pension-roll, subject to the provisions and 
limitations of the pension laws, the name of Mary ©. Thompson, widow of the 
late Dr. Fillmore Thompson, of Hot Springs, Ark., who was chief guide to the 
expedition of General Frederick Steele, during the spring of the year 1884, un- 
dertaken for the purpose of co-operating with General Banks, and who lost his 
life by reason of exposure in said service, and to pay her a pension correspond- 
ing with the grade of captain. 


Mr. CUCKRELL. I should like to have some information about 


that case. P 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill was reported by the Sen- 


ator from Wisconsin [ Mr. SAWYER]. 


1888. 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 


8923 


Mr. PLATT. When I was upon the Pensions Committee I made 
an unfavorable report in that case. As I remember it, Dr. Fillmore 
‘Thompson was a Union man at Hot Springs, Ark., and was engaged 
by General Steele to lead the expedition which attempted to make a 
union with General Banks. On that expedition, by reason of expos- 
ure, Dr. Thompson was taken sick, and soon after his return to Hot 
Springs died. There was noquestion upon the papers but that he lost 
his life in consequence of shis services as guide to that expedition; but 
at that time we had not been in the habit of pensioning even scouts. 
The committee had not reported any bill pensioning a scout, but had 
reported uniformly against them at that time. 

The report in behalf of the committee, as I recollect it, stated that 
this was a very meritorious case, and that it was only because the com- 
mittee had not reported favorably upon such cases that it was reported 
against at that time. 

At the present session Mrs. Thompson, the widow, came to me with 
my former report and spoke of the hard straits to which she was re- 
duced; that she had lost not only her husband’s life, but his property, 
by reason of his death at that time; and that she was utterly without 
means to support herself, and with some persons dependent upon her, 
as I remember. i 

I then made inquiries as to the course of the committee and of the 
Senate since that time. I found that the rule of the committee at the 
time when I was upon it had been reversed" by the Senate, so that now 
cases of scouts who were wounded in the service were reported favor- 
ably upon and pensioned by the Senate; and also that in the case of 
widows of scouts who had lost their lives while engaged in their du- 
ties the Senate had been in the habit of granting pensions to such per- 
sons. f 

I said to her, therefore, that I thought the Senate ought to reverse 
its action in this case, and I introduced a bill in her behalf which was 
referred to the committee and has been reported favorably. 

Mr. COCKRELL. There is but one point I wanted to inquire about. 
I am aware of what has been done here in regard to pensioning scouts; 
but the last clanse of the amendment proposes to place Mrs. Thompson 
upon the pension-roll and give her a pension as the widow of a captain. 
I have rever known the Senate to pension a scout in the position of a 


captain. 

Mr. PLATT. Congress places a scout in a great deal better position 
than a captain very often, because a captain if totally disabled gets $20 
a month, while a scout very often under the provisions of special acts 
gets a pension which a captain could not get. But I think, with my 
view of the somewhat distinguished character of the gentleman who was 
her husband, the amount which the committee put in the amendment 
is very modest. y 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amendment 
was concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for s third reading, read the 
third time, and passed. 

MARY ANN REID. 
The next bill on the Calendat was the bill (H. R. 10954) for the re- 


lief of Mary Ann Reid. 
Mr. COCKRELL. Let that go over. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill will go over. 


vee COCKRELL. I object to the bill. Let it go on the other Cal- 
endar. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill will go over to the Calendar 
under Rule IX. 
THOMAS SHACKELFORD. 


The bill (H. R. 9719) for the relief of Thomas Shackelford was con- 
sidered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on the 
ee the name of Thomas Shackelford, late of the Eleventh 

nited States Infantry of the Mexican war. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


MARY A. CARR. 


The bill (H. R. 4102) granting a pension to Mary A. Carr was con- 
sidered as in Committee of the Whole. It p to place on the 
pension-roll the name of Mary A. Carr, widow of Jeremiah Carr, late 
a private in the Third Battery Light Artillery Vermont Volunteers. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


DAVID 0. SANBORN. 


The bill (S. 3456) granting a pension to David O. Sanborn was con- 
sidered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with an amend- 
ment, in line 7, after the word “pension-roll,’’ to strike out “at the 
rate of $24 a month;’’ so as to make the bill read: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized to place the name of David O, Sanborn, of Silver Lake, Carroll County, 


New Hampshire, late of Company I, First Regiment of United States Infantry, 
upon the pension-roll, subject to the regulations of the Pension Department. 


The amendment was agreed to. 


The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amendment 
was concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the 
third time, and passed. 

HANNIBAL KIMBALL. 

The bill (H. R. 10245) granting an increase of pension to Hannibal 
Kimball was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes 
to place on the pension-roll the name of Hannibal Kimball, a soldier 
of re war 1812, at $30 per month, in lieu of the amount now received 
by him. . 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

MRS. DULCENA NOEL. 

The bill (H. R. 9341) granting a pension to Mrs. Dulcena Noel was _ 
considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on the 
pension-roll the name of Mrs. Dulcena Noel, as the dependent mother 
of William T. Noel, late a private in Company G, Seventeenth Iowa 
Volunteers. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

MARGARET QUINTON. A : 

The bill (H. R. 10122) granting a pension to Margaret Quinton was 
considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on the 
pension-roll the name of Margaret Quinton, an Army nurse during the 
late war of the rebellion, at $12 per month. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

FRANCES P. VERNON. 


The bill (H. R. 7912) for the relief of Frances P. Vernon was con- 
sidered as in Committee ofthe Whole. It proposes to place on the pen- 
sion-roll the name of Frances P. Vernon, widow of Richard B. Vernon, 
late of Company M, Sixth Regiment Kansas Volunteers. 

' The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 
J. W. LEIGHT. 

The bill (H. R. 2716) granting a pension to J. W. Leight was con- 
sidered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on the pen- 
sion-roll the name of Jonathan W. Leight, late hospital steward of the 
Sixty-seventh Regiment Ohio Volunteer Infantry. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

GEORGE C. QUICK. 


The bill (H. R. 10738) to increase the pension of George C. Quick 
was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to increase 
from $16 to $30 per month the pension of George C. Quick, late a private 
in Captain Miller’s company of Illinois Mounted Rangers, in the war 
with the Indians commonly called the Black Hawk war. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

RICHARD PORTER. 

The bill (H. R. 10241) increasing the pension of Richard Porter was 
considered asin Committee of the Whole. It proposesto pay to Richard 
Porter, late a private in Company B, One hundred and ninth Regiment 
United States Colored Troops, a monthly pension of $40, instead of $4, 
the amount now paid, he being totally blind. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

HENRY MITCHELL YOUNGBLOOD. 

The bill (H. R. 10907) granting a pension to Henry Mitchell Young- 
blood was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to 
place on the pension-roll the name of Henry Mitchell Youngblood, who 
served in Capt. Richard Sloan’s company, First Regiment Drafted 
Georgia Militia, Indian war, 1836, under the name of Michael Young- 
blood, at $20 per month. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed, 

MARY A. COVEY. 

The bill (H. R. 6309) for the relief of Mary A. Covey was considered 
as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on the pension- 
roll the name of Mary A. Covey, widow of Henry G. Covey, late a pri- 
vate of Company A, Sixtieth New York Volunteers. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. è 

BENJAMIN FRANKLIN. 

The bill (H. R. 5193) granting an increase of pension to Benjamin 

Franklin was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes 


to place on the pension-roll the name of Benjamin Franklin, late of 
Company H, Second Regiment of Minnesota Cavalry, at $100 per 
month, in lieu of the pension of $72 per month heretofore granted, and 
which he is now receiving for loss of both legs and both arms. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 
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ROSALIE O’SULLIVAN. 


The bill (H. R. 9358) to increase the pension of Rosalie O’Sullivan 
was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to pay to 
Rosalie O’Sullivan, widow of Eugene O’Sullivan, who was a soldier in 
Company A, Fourth Kentucky Infantry, during the Mexican war, in 
addition to the pension now received by her, $2 per month for each of 
her two minor children by the soldier, until each child shall arrive at 
the age of sixteen years, when the additional payments shall cease and 
determine. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

THOMAS REDMOND. 


The bill (S. 704) granting a pension to Thomas Redmond, late pri- 
vate Company K, Fourth United States Infantry, was considered as in 
Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with an amend- 
ment, in line 11, before the word ‘“‘ dollars,’’ to strike out “‘ fifty’ and 
insert ‘‘ thirty;’’ so as to read: 


Be it enacted, etc., That by reason of the applicant, Thomas Redmoud, while 
on duty as teamster in the employ of the Quartermaster’s Department and en 
route transporting mili supplies from Snake River Depot to Harney Depot 
(later Fort Colville, Wyo. Colville, Wyo., in November, 1859, having incurred 
severe and permanent physical injury by freezing his feet, necessitating the am- 
putation of all the toes of both feet, he is hereby granted a pension of $30 a 
month; and the Commissioner of Pensions is hereby directed to place his name 
on the pension-roll at that rate. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amendment 
was concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the 
third time, and passed. 

SUSAN E. LATTURE. 

The bill (H. R. 11030) granting a pension to Susan E. Latture was 
considered as in Committee of the Whole. 1t proposes to place on the 

nsion-roll the name of Susan E. Latture, widow of Jacob Latture, 

ate a private of Company D, Fifth Tennessee Volunteers, Mexican 


war. 
The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed, 
MINOR CHILDREN OF LIEUT. G. R. M’GUIRE. 


The bill (H. R. 4038) granting a pension to Victor, Gertrude, Mar- 
garet, and Helen, minor children of Lieut, George R. McGuire, was con- 
sidered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on the 

nsion-roll the names of the minor children of George R. McGuire, 

te a lieutenant of Company I, Thirteenth Regiment Pennsylvania 
Volunteers. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 

a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 
MARY A. PFEIFFER. 

The bill (H. R. 4039) granting a pension to Mary A. Pfeiffer was 
considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The Committee on Pensions reported an amendment, in line 6, after 
the name ‘‘Charles L. Pfeiffer,’’ to insert ‘‘late of Company E, One 
hundred and eighty-eighth Regiment Pennsylvania Volunteers;’’ so as 
to make the bill read: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to place on the pension-roll, subject to the provisions and 
limitations of the pension laws, the name of Mary A. Pfeiffer, widow of Charles 
L. Pfeiffer, late of Company E, One hundred and eighty-eighth Regiment Penn- 
sylvania Volunteers. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amendment 
was concurred in. 

The amendment was ordered to be engrossed and the bill to be read 
a third time. 

The bill was read the third time, and passed. 

HENRY ROSE. 

The bill (H. R. 10007) for the relief of Henry Rose was considered 
as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on the pension- 
roll the name of Henry Rose, late private in Capt. William 8. L. 
Deering’s company, Maj. William Lauderdale’s battalion, Tennessee 
Troops, in the Florida war. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

WASHINGTON RYAN. 

The bill (H. R. 10629) granting a pension to Washington Ryan was 

considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on the 

ion-roll the name of Washington Ryan, who was a private soldier 

Captain Netherland’s company of Tennessee Volunteers in the Flor- 
ida Indian war of 1836, at $25 per month. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

TEMPY M. JOHNSTON. 

The bill (H. R. 9169) granting a pension to Tempy M. Johnston 

was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on 


the pension-roll the name of Tempy M. Johnston, widow of John John- 
ston, late sergeant Company B, Eleventh Regiment Kentucky Volun- 
teers. x 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 

a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 
THOMAS: RAINS. 

The bill (H. R. 1085) granting a pension to Thomas Rains was con- 
sidered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on the 
pension-roll the name of Thomas Rains, late captain Compauy B, Fifth 
Tennessee Mounted Infantry Volunteers. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


RANSOM RILEY. 


The bill (H. R. 9182) granting a pension to Ransom Riley was con- i 


sidered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on the 
pension-roll the name of Ransom Riley, late private of Company G, 
Fifth Regiment Kentucky Volunteer Cavalry. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 

a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 
JOSEPH WELSH. 

The bill (H. R. 9975) granting a pension to Joseph Welsh was con- 
sidered as in Committee qf the Whole. It proposes to pay a pension of 
$25 a month to Joseph Welsh, of York, Pa., father of Albertus Welsh, 
J. Franklin Welsh, and Howard H. Welsh, all of whom are now de- 
ceased,soldiersin the Union Army in the war of the rebellion, on whom 
Joseph Welsh was dependent for support during the war. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


MIGHILL H. PATTEN. 


The bill (H. R. 10672) granting a pension to Mighill H. Patten 
was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place 
upon the pension-roll the name of Mighill H. Patten, late of Captain 
Huxford’s company, First Regiment Maine State Militia, and now a 
resident of Waterford, Minn. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


MARY VANBUSKIRK. 


The bill (H. R. 11029) for the relief of Mary Vanbuskirk was con- 
sidered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on the 
pension-ro!ll the name of Mary Vanbuskirk, widow of John E. Van- 
buskirk, private in Company G, First Regiment United States Artil- 
lery, Florida war. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


JOSEPH LINCOLN YOUNG, 


The bill (H. R. 2474) granting a pension to Joseph Lincoln Young 
was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place 
on the pension-roll the name of sone Lincoln Young, son of Joseph 
Young, late a private of Company H, Seventeenth Regiment Maine 
Volunteers, at $18 per month, payable to his legally constituted guar- 
dian, 

Mr. COCKRELL. I should like to hear the report read in that case. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. The report will be read. 

The Secretary read the following report, submitted by Mr. BLAIR 
September 4, 1888: 

The Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 2474) grant- 
ing a pension to Joseph Lincoln Young, have examined the same, and report: 

‘The facts in this claim are correctly stated in the appended House report, 
which is herewith adopted, and the passage of the bill recommended, 

HOUSE REPORT. 

The beneficiary named in the bill is the child of Joseph Young, who died Au- 
gust 21, 1864, at Andersonville prison, while a private of Company H, Seven- 
teenth Maine Volunteers, to which command he was transferred from Company 
H, Third Maine Volunteers, 

is widow drew pension until her death, January 20, 1868, whereupon his 

minor children were placed upon the sion-roll, and continued to receive 

poton until November 6, 1878, on which date the youngest, Joseph Lincoln, 
e sixteen years of age. 

It appears from the evidence before your committee that Joseph Lincoln 
Young is incapable of taking care of himself by reason of a mild type of insan- 
ity, and that he is dependent upon others for support. The probate court of 
Essex County, Mass., has declared him insane, and appointed a guardian. 

Con having on many occasions li ly responded to the requests for 
relief in this class of cases, your committee feel warranted in returning the ac- 
companying bill with the recommendation that it do , amended, however. 
by striking out allafterthe word “private,” in line 7, and inserting therein instead 
the words “of Company H, Seventeenth Regiment Maine Volunteers, at the 
rate of $18 per month, payable to his legally constituted guardian,” 


The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 

a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 
ISAAC HURD. 

The bill (H. R. 9935) to increase the pension of Isaac Hurd was con- 
sidered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to increase the pen- 
sion of Isaac Hurd, a veteran of the war of 1812, Vermont Militia, from 
$8 per month, the amount now allowed him, to $30 per month. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered te 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 
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MARIA N. ABBEY. 


The bill (S. 3429) granting a pension to Maria N. Abbey was con- 
sidered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with an 
amendment, in line 7, before the word “‘ dollars,” to strike out ‘ fif- 
teen’? and insert ‘‘twelve;’’ so as to make the bill read: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to place on the pension-roll, subject to the provisions and 
limitations ofthe pension laws, the name of Maria N. Abbey, a volunteer nurse 
during the late war, and to pay her a pension at the rate of $12 per month, 

The amendment was to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amendment 
was concurred in. : 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed fora third reading, read the 
third time, and passed. 

ABIGAIL FARLEY. 

The bill (S. 3457) granting a pension to Abigail Farley was con- 
sidered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on the 
pension-roll the name of Abigail Farley, mother of Alfred L. Boyer, 
= of Company I, Seventeenth Regiment Wisconsin Volunteer In- 

try. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
be engrossed fora third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

LYDIA ANN WILBER. 


The bill (H. R. 8200) granting a pension to Lydia Ann Wilber was 
considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on the 
pension-roll the name of Lydia Ann Wilber, sister of John M. Wilber, 
who was a soldier in Company A of the Seventy-seventh Regiment of 
Illinois Infantry Volunteers, in the war of the rebellion, and was killed 
in battle May 22, 1863. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

DANIEL WILLBORG. 

The bill (H. R. 2073) granting an increase of pension to Daniel Will- 
borg was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to in- 
crease the pension of Daniel Willborg, late of Company C, Forty-third 
Illinois Volunteers, from $4 to $16 per month. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

ELEANOR D. HEATH. 

The bill (H. R. 7457) granting a pension to Eleanor D. Heath was 
considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place upon 
the pension-roll the name of Eleanor D. Heath, mother of Lewis Heath, 
_ private Company H, One hundred and fourth Regiment Ohio In- 

fantry. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

JOHANNA GEYER. 

The bill (H. R. 2689) granting a pension to Johanna Geyer, widow 
of Gustay W. Geyer, was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 
It proposa to place on the pension-roll the name of Johanna Geyer, 
widow of Gustav W. Geyer, late a private in Company H, One hun- 
dred and eighty-seventh New York Volunteers. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

WILLIAM FAIRBANKS. 

The bill (H. R. 10103) granting a pension to William Fairbanks was 
considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on the 
pension-roll the name of William Fairbanks, late a private in Company 
A, Fifteenth Regiment New York State Engineers. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. š 

VICTORIA MAY. 

The bill (H. R. 10944) granting a pension to Victoria May was con- 
sidered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on the 
pension-roll the name of Victoria May, widow of Paul May, late a 
private of Company K, Second Regiment of Michigan Volunteers. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

POWELL’S BATTALION, MISSOURI MOUNTED VOLUNTEERS. 

The bill (S. 3513) granting pensions to Powell’s Battalion of Missouri 
Mounted Volunteers was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It 
proposes to place on the pension-roll the names of all of the surviving 
officers and enlisted men of Powell’s Battalion of Missouri Mounted 
Volunteers, raised under the act of Congress of May 19, 1846, for serv- 
ices in the Army of the United States, in the establishment of military 
posts, and for services on the frontier during the war with Mexico; and 
to pension the surviving widows of such officers and enlisted men. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

CHARLES HAHNEMAN. 
The hill (H. R. 11021) to increase the pension of Charles Hahneman 


was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to increase 
the pension of Charles Hahneman, late a private in Company C, Forty- 
tirst New York Volunteers, and to pay him $45 per month, in lieu of 
the pension now paid to him. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

CHARLES S. HAMILTON. 

The bill (S. 3387) granting a pension to Charles S. Hamilton was 
considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with an 
amendment, in line 8, after the word ‘‘ month,” to insert ‘‘in lieu of 
the pension he is now receiving;’’ so as to make the bill read: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, di- 
rected to place on the pension-roll, subject to the provisions and limitations of 
the pension laws, the name of Charles S. Hamilton, late a major-general in the 
Army of the United States, and pay him a pension at the rate of $100 per month, 
in lieu of the pension he is now receiving. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amendment 
was concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the 
third time, and passed. 

ARLINGTON M. HARRINGTON. 


. The bill (H. R. 3152) for the relief of Arlington M. Harrington was 
considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on the 
pension-roll the name of Arlington M. Harrington, late a private in 
Company B, Sixteenth Regiment Kentucky Volunteer Infantry, in 
Mexican war, at $12 per month, in lieu of the pension he now receives. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


PHILIP THOMAS, 


The bill (H. R. 10210) to increase the pension of Philip Thomas was 
considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to increase the ` 
pension-of Philip Thomas, late a private of Company D, Seventy-first 
Regiment of Indiana Volunteers, for injury to right knee and heart 
disease. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

JANE ROBINSON. 


The bill (H. R. 9148) to grant a pension to Jane Robinson was con- 
sidered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on the pen- 
sion-roll the name of Jane Robinson, dependent widow of Harai Rob- 
inson, late a colonel in the First Louisiana Cavalry, United States Vol- 
unteers. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

JOHN ROBESON. 

The bill (H. R. 6201) granting a pension to John Robeson was con- 
sidered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on the 
pension-roll the name of John Robeson, late of Company H, Sixty-eighth 
Regiment Indiana Volunteers. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. . 

MARY WOODWORTH. 

The bill (H. R. 7657) granting a pension to Mary Woodworth, widow 
of Ebenezer F. Woodworth, was considered as in Committee of the 
Whole. It proposes to place on the pension-roll the nameof Mrs. Mary 
Woodworth, widow of Ebenezer F. Woodworth, late of Company L, 
Second Regiment Michigan Cavalry Volunteers. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

JOHN DAUPER. 

The bill (H. R. 10342) granting a pension to John Dauper was con- 
sidered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on the 
pension-roll the name of John Dauper, late of Company I, Eighteenth 
Regiment Ohio Volunteer Infantry. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

WILLIAM S. LATHAM. 

The bill (H. R. 10563) granting a pension to William S. Latham 
was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on 
the pension-roll the name of William S. Latham, late a private of Com- 
pany E, Eighty-seventh Regiment of Illinois Volunteers. ~ 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed, 

SAMUEL NEIKIRE. 

The bill (H. R. 7185) granting a pension to Samuel Neikirk was 
considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on the 
pension-roll the name of Samuel Neikerk, of Republic, Seneca County, 
Ohio, late a private in Company K, One hundred and first Regiment 
Ohio Volunteer Infantry. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 
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MARY A. VAN BUSKIRK. 

The bill (H. R. 10824) granting a pension to Mary A. Van Buskirk 
was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place 
upon the pension-roll the name of Mary A. Van Buskirk, widow of 
Charles F. Van Buskirk, late of Company F, Fourth Regiment of Mis- 
souri State Militia Cavalry. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

EDWARD WATERS, 

The bill (H. R. 201) granting a pension to Edward Waters was con-, 
sidered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on the 

sion-roll the name of Edward Waters, late a private in Company 

, Ninety-third New York Infantry Volunteers. 

‘The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

MATILDA SPANGLER. 


The bill (H. R. 10106) to place the name of Matilda Spangler on 
the pension-roll was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It 
proposes to place on the pension-roll the name of Matilda Spangler, 
widow of John E. Spangler, deceased, late a private in Michigan Bat- 
tery, Captain Lamphier, commanding. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

SARAH F. HAWKINS. 


The bill (H. R. 508) granting a pension to Sarah F. Hawkins was 
considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place upon 
the pension-roll the name of Sarah F. Hawkins, widow of Martin J. 
Hawkins, late of Company A, Thirty-third Regiment Ohio Volunteer 
Infantry, at $24 per month, in lieu of the pension now paid to her. 

- The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 

a third reading, read tho third time, and passed. 

JOHN GERMAN. 


The bill (H. R. 3504) for the relief of John German was considered 
as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on the pension- 
roll the name of John German, father of Philip German, deceased, 
formerly of Company G, Twenty-fourth Illinois Infantry. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


LUCY WAGOR. 


* The bill (H. R. 10256) to place the name of Lucy Wagor, of Hills- 
dale, Mich.; on the pension-roll was considered as in Committee of the 
Whole. Itp to place on the pension-roll the name of Lucy 
Wagor, of Hillsdale, Mich., mother of Martin Wagor, second lieutenant 
Company F, First Regiment Michigan Sharpshooters. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 

a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


SARAH A. MASON. 


The bill (H. R. 10121) granting a pension to Sarah A. Mason was 
considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on the 
pension-roll the name of Sarah A. Mason, widow of John Mason, late 
private of Company D, Forty-ninth Regiment of Illinois Volunteers. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


MARY HOOPER. 


The bill (H. R. 10504) granting a pension to Mary Hooper was con- 
sidered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on the 
nsion-roll the name of Mary Hooper, widow of the late Isaac Hooper, 
ientenant Company I, Eighty-fourth Pennsylvania Volunteers. 
The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 
ELIAS H. HALL. 
Tho bill (H. R. 10224) granting a pension to Elias H. Hall was con- 
sidered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on the 
ion-roll the name of Elias H. Hall, late a private in Company F, 
enty-third Regiment Indiana Volunteers. 
The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 
` SHADRACK W. BROWN. 
The bill (H. R. 8993) for the relief of Shadrack W. Brown was con- 
sidered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on the 
nsion-roll the name of Shadrack W. Brown, late of Company D, One 
undred and seventy-sixth Regiment New York Volunteers. 
The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 
SYLVESTER STEARNS. 
The bill (H. R. 7516) to increase the pension of Sylvester Stearns 
was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 
The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with amend- 
ments, before the word ‘‘ dollars,” inline 7, tostrike out ‘‘ thirty-six ” 
and insert ‘‘ fifty; ’? and in the same line, after the word ‘‘month,’’ to 


add ‘‘in lieu of the pension he is now receiving; ’’ so as to make the 
bill read: 


Be tt enacted, elc., That 'the Secretary of the Interior be,and he is hereby, di- 
rected and authorized to increase the pension of Sylvester Stearns, of Fostoria, 
Ohio, late a member of Company K, Forty-ninth Regiment Ohio Volunteer In- 
fantry, to $50 per month, in lieu of the pension be is now receiving. 


The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amendments 
were concurred in. 

The amendments were ordered to be engrossed and tho bill to be read 
a third time. 

The bill was read the third time, and passed. 


NELSON J. CROOK, 


The bill (H. R. 3801) granting a pension to Nelson J. Crook was con- 
sidered as in Committee of-the Whole. It proposes to place on the 
pension-roll the name of Nelson J. Crook, late a member of Company 
D, of the Third Missouri Cavalry Volunteers. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. : 


PHILLIP KOPPLIN. 


The bill (H. R. 2566) for the relief of Phillip Kopplin was consid- 
ered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on the pen- 
sion-roll the name of Phillip Kopplin, late a private in Company A, 
First Regiment Missouri Cavalry Volunteers. < 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


ELLEN KELLEY. 


The bill (H. R. 4820) granting a pension to Ellen Kelley was con- 
sidered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on the 
pension-roll the name of Ellen Kelley, widow of John Kelley, late a 
private in Company F, of the Ninetieth Illinois Volunteer Iniantry. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

MARGARET GRAY. 

The bill (H. R. 11057) granting a pension to Margaret Gray was con- 
sidered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on the pen- 
sion-roll the name of Margaret Gray, mother of Wilson S. Gray, de- 
ceased, late of Company G, Eleventh Illinois Cavalry. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

SARAH J. POWERS. 

The hill (S. 3479) granting a pension to Sarah J. Powers was con- 
sidered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on the 
pension-roll the name of Sarah J. Powers, widow of Norman Powers, 
late of Company E, Twenty-ninth Wisconsin Volunteers. 

‘The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


DAVID GRAY PURMAN. 


The bill (S. 2274) for the relief of David Gray Purman was consid- 
ered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to increase the pen- 
sion of Maj. David Gray Purman, of the Forty-first Regiment of Wis- 
consin Volunteer Infantry, who was second lieutenant of Company I, 
Sixteenth Regiment of Volunteer Infantry, at the date of his disability, 


to $30 per month for wounds received in the line of duty at the battle 
of Shiloh. on the 6th of April, 1862. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 
JULIANA ROITSCH. 

The bill (S. 3502) granting a pension to Juliana Roitsch was con- 
sidered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on the 
pension-roll the name of Juliana Roitsch, widow of Ernst Roitsch, Jate 
a private in Company C, Ninth Regiment Wisconsin Volunteers. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 
MINERVA GRIFFITH. 

The bill (S. 3477) granting a pension to Minerva Griffith was con- 
sidered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on the 
pension-roll the name of Minerva Griffith, widow of James Griffith, 
late a private in Company B, Third Regiment Wisconsin Cavalry. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


J. D. HAWORTH. 


The bill (S. 3435) granting a pension to J. D. Haworth was consid- 
ered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on the pen- 
sion-roll the name of J. D. Haworth, late a member of Company H, 
Thirty-third Regiment of Iowa Volunteer Infantry, who was transferred 
on account of disability to Company H, Twenty-first Veteran Reserve 


The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 


be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 
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RICHARD JOBES. 

The bill (H. R. 8748) to increase the ion of Richard Jobes was 
considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to increase the 
pension of Richard Jobes, late of Company D, Sixteenth Regiment of 
Connecticut Volunteers, to $36 per month. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

TRUMAN A. MORTON. 

The bill (S. 1598) granting to Truman A. Morton a pension of $24 a 
month since the date of his discharge was considered as in Committee 
of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with an amend- 
ment, in line 6, after the word ‘‘ month,” tostrike oui ‘‘ from the date 
of his discharge, and to continue such pension;”’ soas to make the bill 
read: 


Be it enacted, cte., That the pgrrrcops J of the Interior be, and is hereby, author- 
ized and directed, through the Commissioner of Pensions, to heed to Truman A. 
Morton, late of Company E, New York Cavalry, a pension of $24 a month, sub- 
ject to the provisions and limitations of the pension laws. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amendment 
was concurred in, 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for x third reading, read the 
third time, and passed. 

The title was amended so as to read: “A bill granting to Truman A. 
Morton a pension of $24 a month,” 

CAROLINE M. M’DOUGAL. 

The bill (S. 3397) granting a pension to Caroline M. McDougal was 
considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on the 
pension-roll the name of Caroline M. McDougal, widow of the late Ad- 
miral David P. McDougal, United States Navy, at $100 per month, on 
account of her total blindness and the necessity of constant personal 
attendance and assistance. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

CHARLES JUNOT. 

The bill (H. R. 10687) grantinga pension to Charles Junot was con- 
sidered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on the pen- 
sion-roll the name of Charles Junot, of Louisville, Ky., who served 
in the Florida war under the name of Tom Jones. 

‘The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

BENJAMIN F. BAIR. 

The bill (H. R. 9862) granting a pension to Benjamin F. Bair was 
considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to placg on the 
pension-roll the name of Benjamin F. Bair, late corporal Company I, 
Seventy-third Indiana Infantry. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

ESTER GAVEN. 

The bill (H. R. 11005) granting a pension to Ester Gaven was con- 
sidered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on the 
pension-roll the name of Ester Gaven, widow of Bernard Gaven, late 
a member of Company D, Seventy-first Regiment Ohio Volunteer In- 
fantry. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. X 

PETER LINER. 

The bill (H. R. 9108) granting a pension to Peter Liner was con- 
sidered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on the 
pension-roll the name of Peter Liner, late a member of Company D, 
Seventh Regiment Regular United States Cavalry. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

ELIZABETH HECKLER, 


The bill (H. R. 11222) granting a pension to Elizabeth Heckler was 
considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on the 
sion-roll the name of Elizabeth Heckler, widow of the late Francis 
eckler, of the Thirty-ninth Regiment New York Volunteers. 
‘The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 
JESSE L. GARRETT. ` 
The bill (H. R. 3908) increasing the pension of Jesse L. Garrett was 
oynsidered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on the 
pension-roll the name of Jesse L. Garrett, formerly of the United States 
Marine Corps, at $25 per month, in lieu of the pension he is now re- 
ceiving. 
The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


CATHARINE MULLIGAN. 


The bill (H. R. 10173) granting a pension to Catharine Mulligan 
war considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place 


on the pension-roll the name of Catharine Mulligan, mother of Patrick 
Mulligan, late a private of Compgny M, Fourteenth New York Heavy 
Artillery Volunteers. : fi 
The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
third rea ding, read the third time, and passed. 


MRS, SUSAN V. WILCOX. 


The bill (H. R. 7485) granting a pension to Mrs. Susan V. Wilcox, 
mother of Martin V. Wilcox, was considered as in Committee of the 
Whole. It proposes to place on the pension-roll the name of Susan V. 
Wilcox, mother of Martin V. Wilcox, deceased, late private Company 
A, One hundred and twenty-cighth Regiment New York Volunteers. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

JENNY BUELL. 

The bill (H. R. 10159) granting a pension to Jenny Buell was con- 
sidered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on the 
pension-roll the name of Jenny Buell, widow of Henry C. Buell, Iate a 
private in Company B, Fourteenth Regiment New York State Volun- 
teers, at $12 per month. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

SUSAN BATES. 


The bill (H. R. 9370) granting a pension to Susan Bates, widow of 
Thomas Bates, late private Company A, Twenty-sixth Regiment Mich- 
igan Volunteers, was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It 
proposes to place on the pension-roll the name of Susan Bates, widow 
of ‘Thomas Bates, late private Company A, Twenty-sixth Regiment 
Michigan Volunteer Infantry. 

The bili was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

ARABELLA DAVIS. 


The bill (H. R. 8553) granting a pension to Arabella Davis was con- 
sidered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on the 

nsion-rolls the name of Arabella Davis, widow of Lieut. David Davis, 
ate quartermaster of the Forty-fifth Regiment Ohio Volunteer In- 
fantry. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered io 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


JANE E. KNOBLE. 


The bill (H. R. 10708) granting a pension to Jane E. Knoble was 
considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on 
the pension-roll the name of Jane E. Knoble, widow of Samuel Knoble, 
late a private in the Eighty-first Regiment Ohio Volunteer Infantry. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


PERRY R. NYE. 


The bill (H. R. 6409) for the relief of Perry R. Nye was considered 
as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on the pceusion- 
roll the name of Perry R. Nye, late of Company E, Tenth Regiment 
Ohio Volunteers. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

RACHEL ROGERS. 


The bill (H. R. 10171) grantinga pension to Rachel Rogers was con- 
sidered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on the 
pension-roll the name of Rachel Rogers, dependent mother of Jere- 
miah T. Rogers, late sergeant of Company H, Fifty-fourth Regiment 
of Illinois Volunteer Infantry. 

‘The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


MARY E, M’QUEEN. 


The bill (H. R. 11243) granting a pension to Mary E. McQueen was 
considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on the 
pension-roll the name of Mary E. McQueen, an imbecile daughter of 
Anthony McQueen, lates private of Company D, Thirty-first Regiment 
of Wisconsin Volunteers, and to pay to her duly appointed guardian a 
pension of $18 per month. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I ask that the report be read in that case. 

The PRESIDENT pro iempore. The report will be read. 

The Secretary read the following report, submitted by Mr. SAw- 
YER September 13, 1888: 


The Committee’on Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 11243) grant- 
ng, pension to Mary E. McQueen, have examined the same, and report: 
r ow report on which this bill was passed by the House is approved, and is as 
follows: 


“The pro beneficiary is the daughter of lawns MeQueen, jr., who 
served as private in Company D, Thirty-tirst Regiment Wisconsin Volunteers, 
from August 14, 1852, to June 20, 1855, and died April 14, 1809, from chronic diar- 
rhea contracted in service. His widow, Ellen McQueen, was s pensioner and 
is now dead, as appears from the certificate of the United States pension agent 
at Des Moines, Iowa. The soldier left surviving him six children under sixteen 
years of age, all of whom are now over pensionable age, and consequently no 
one is now drawing ait pension on account of his death, 

as E. McQueen is about thirty years of age and is an imbecile, ulterly 
incapable of self-support, as shown by medical and lay testimony before your 
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committee. She has no means of support, being dependent upon relatives who 
have a hard struggle to provide for the Ives. 

“ The.liberal policy of Congress towards the dependent relatives. of deceased 
soldiers not provided for under the general pension laws suggests the pro- 
priety of relief in this case.” 

The bill is reported favorably with the recommendation that it do pass. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

WALTER O. WATSON. 

The bill (H. R. 200) granting a pension to Walter O. Watson was 
considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on the 
pension-roll the name of Walter O. Watson, late a private in Company 
D, Fourteenth Regiment Illinois Infantry Volunteers. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

LIEUT. GEORGE T. RUSSELL, 

The bill (H. R. 2788) granting a pension to Lieut. George T. Rus- 
sell was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place 
on the pension-roil the name of George T. Russell, late a first lienten- 
ant by brevet in the Seventeenth Regiment Massachusetts Volunteers, 
and later of the Eighty-seventh Company, Veteran Reserve Corps, from 


which he was discharged by resignation at Cairo, Ill., November 18,, 


1865. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 

a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 
STATIRA YOUNG. 

The bill (H. R. 5174) granting a pension to Statira Young was con- 
sidered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on the 
pension-roll the name of Statira Young, widow of Joseph Young, 
Company D, Twelfth Regiment New Hampshire Volunteérs. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

CATHARINE TEEGARDIN. 

The bill (H. R. 10827) for the relief of Catharine Teegardin was 
considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on the 
pension-roll the name ef Catharine Teegardin, widow of the late Peter 
Teegardin, who was a member of Company D, One hundred and 
eighteenth Regiment Ohio Volunteers. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

ANNA M. NOYES. 

The bill (H. R. 2471) granting a pension to Anna M. Noyes was con- 
sidered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on the 
pension-roll the nameof Anna M. Noyes, widow of Benjamin F. Noyes, 
late captain of Company D, Forty-eighth Regiment Massachusetts Vol- 
unteers. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

MRS, SOPHIA VOGELSANG. 

The bill (H. R. 10661) granting a pension to Mrs. Sophia Vogelsang 
was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on 
the pension-roll the name of Mrs. Sophia Vogelsang, widow of Dietrick 
Vogelsang, late a private in Company A, First iment Minnesota 
Volunteers. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

LYDIA A. EATON. 

The bill (H. R. 2472) granting a pension to Lydia A. Eaton was con- 
sidered as in Committeeof the Whole. It proposes to place on the pen- 
sion-roll the name of Lydia A. Eaton, widow of William G. Eaton, late 
of Company A, Thirty-third Regiment Massachusetts Volunteers. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

z MRS. R. S. HORTON. 

The bill (H. R. 8) to restore Mrs. R. S. Horton upon the pension- 
roll was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Ishould like to call the attention of the chair- 
man of the Committee on Pensions to this bill. It reads: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, em- 

wered and directed to a or restore Mrs. R.S. Horton, widow of Capt. 
William H. Seaton, late of Company D, Twenty-sixth Ohio Volunteers, upon 
the pension-rolls. 


The only question is whether it does not give her pay back from the 
time she was dropped from the roll on account of her marriage. 

Mr. DAVIS. Let the bill be passed over for the present. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Itis evidently not the intention of the committee 
that she should be paid for arrears while she was the wife of Mr. Horton. 

Mr. DAVIS. Let the bill be passed over and I will examine it. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. The bill will be passed over, retain- 
ing its place on the Calendar. 

CYRUS MILLINS. ; 

The bill (H. R. 10258) to place the name of Cyrus Millins, of Ogden 

Centre, Mich., on the pension-roll was considered as in Committee ot 


the Whole. It proposes to place on the pension-roll the nameof Cyrus 
Millins, of Ogden Centre, Mich., late a private of Company B, Fourth 
Michigan Infantry Volunteers. : 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 

a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 
SMITH BODKINS. 

The bill (H. R. 6022) granting a pension to Smith Bodkins was con- 
sidered as in Committee of the Whole, It proposes to place on the 
pension-roll, at the rate of $40 per month, the name of Smith Bodkins, 
late a private in Company E, Twenty-fiith Ohio Volunteer Infantry, 
who is now blind. ’ 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. = 

MARY P. MYERS. 

The bill (S. 3540) granting a pension to Mary P. Myers was consid- 
ered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on the pen- 
sion-roll the name of Mary P. Myers, widow of David Myers, late a 
private in Captain Whitmore’s company, Colonel Goodwin’s regiment 
of mounted volunteers, in the Florida war. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

JOHN WATSON. 

The bill (S. 3462) grantinga pension to John Watson was considered 
as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on the pension- 
roll the name of John Watson, late private Capt. John Chapman’s 
company, Santa Fé Regiment New Mexico Volunteers, Mexican war. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

ALFRED T. M’KINSEY. 

The bill (S. 3453) granting an increase of pension to Alfred T. Mc- 
Kinsey was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to 
piace on the pension-roll the name of Alfred T. McKinsey, late of Com- 
pany G, Twenty-seventh Regiment Illinois Volunteer Infantry, at $50 
per month, in lieu ofthe pension he is now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

JAMES PATTERSON. 1 y 

The bill (S. 2623) granting an increase of pension to James Patter- 
son was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to pay 
to James Patterson, late a private in Company E, Third Missouri State 
Militia Cavalry, a pension of $25 a month, in lieu of that which he 
now receives. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

JOHN PARKINSON. 

The bill (S. 3492) granting a pension to John Parkinson was con- 
sidered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with an 
amendment, in line 7, after the word ‘‘Infantry,’’ to add the words 
‘fand to pay him a pension at the rate of $30 a month;’’ so as to make 
the bill read: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to place on the pension-roll, subject to the provisions and 
limitations of the pension laws, the name of John Parkinson, late a private in 
Company G, Third Regiment United States Infantry, and to pay him a pension 
at the rate of $30 a month. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amendment 
was concurred in. ; 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed fora third reading, read the 
third time, and passed. 

A JOHN W. COMBS. 

The bill (S. 2363) for the relief of John W. Combs was considered 
as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with an 
amendment, in line 6, after the words ‘‘rate of,” to strike out ‘‘ sev- 
enty-two’’ and insert ‘‘twenty-two,’’ and in line 7, after the word 
‘*dollars,”’ to insert ‘‘and fifty cents;’’ so as to make the bill read: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to place on the pension-roll the name of John W. Combs, 
late a private Company D, Third Regiment West Virginia Volunteers, at the 
rate of $22.50 per month. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was repofted to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ment was concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the 
third time, and passed. 

H. 8. SAYRE. 

The bill (H. R. 968) granting a pension to H. 8. Sayre was con- 
sidered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on the 
pension-roll the name of H. S. Sayre, late captain of an independent 
company of scouts of the State of West Virginia, who served in the 
war of the rebellion. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered te 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 
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ALBERT H. SMITH. 

The bill (S. 3104) granting anincrease of pension to Albert H. Smith 
was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with amend- 
ments, in line 5, after the words ‘‘increased to,” to insert ‘‘ $15 per 
month,” and in line 8, after the word ‘‘at,’’ to insert ‘‘$15;’’ so as to 
make the bill read: 

Be it enacted, ete., That the pension of Albert H. Smith,Company K, Ninth Illi- 
nois Volunteers, be, and the same is hereby, in to $15 per month, and 
the Secretary of the Interior is hereby authorized and directed to place upon 
the pension-roll, subject to the provisions and limitations of the general pen- 
sion laws, the name of the said Rivert H. Smith at $15 per month, the said sum 
to be in lieu of any pension heretofore granted to said Smith. 

The amendments were to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ments were concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the 
third time; and passed. 

BETSEY WILLIAMS. 

The bill (H. R. 9371) granting a pension to Betsey Williams, widow 
of William R. Williams, private Company C, Eighth Regiment Mich- 
igan Volunteers, was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It 
pro; to place on the pension-roll the name of Be Williams, 
widow of William R. Williams, late private Company C, Eighth Reg- 
iment Michigan Volunteers. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

ANSON WARD. 

The bill (H. R. 5740) granting a pension to Anson Ward was con- 
sidered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on the 
pension-roll the name of Anson Ward, of Rockford, Ill., late private 
Company K, Seventy-fourth THinois Volunteers. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

JOSEPH W. FILLER. 

The bill (H. R. 10274) granting a pension to Joseph W. Filler was 
considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place upon 
the pension-roll the name of Joseph W. Filler, lieutenant-colonel, late 
of Company Œ, Eleventh Regiment of Illinois Volunteers. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

ELIZA S. GLASS. 


The bill (H. R. 11332) granting a pension to Eliza S. Glass was 
considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place the 
name of Mrs. Eliza S. Glass on the pension-roll, she being the widow 
of Randall S. Glass, a late soldier in Company G, One hundred and 
twenty-eighth Ohio Volunteer Infantry. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


NANCY J. COTNER. 


The bill (H. R. 10881) grantinga pension to Nancy J. Cotner was con- 
sidered as in Committee of the Whole. ; 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with en amend- 
ment, in line 6, after the word ‘‘Company,’’ to strike out “E” and in- 
sert ‘C; so as to make the bill read: 


Be it enacted, cete., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to place on the pension-roll the name of Nancy J. Cotner, 
dependent sister of Thomas Cotner, late private Company C, Thirteenth Regi- 
ment Indiana Volunteers, at the rate of $12 per month. 


The amendment was to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amendment 
was concurred in. 

The amendment was ordered to be engrossed, and the bill to be read 
a third time. 

The bill was read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. COCKRELL. That concludes the pension cases on the Calen- 
dar. There are two bills—— 

Mr. DOLPH. Will the Senator from Missouri yicld to me fora 
moment? 

Mr. COCKRELL. Certainly. 


NORTHERN PACIFIC RAILROAD LANDS. 

Mr. DOLPH. I ask that the unfinished business be laid before the 
Senate in order that I may have an order made which will get it ont 
of the way. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair will see that the unfin- 
ished business is Jaid before the Senate prior to adjournment. 

Mr. DOLPH. The junior Senator from Arkansas [Mr. BERRY] de- 
sires to submit some remarks on Monday, and when the bill is before 
the Senate again I shall ask the Senate to postpone its consideration 
until Monday next. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. That can be done now by unahi- 
mous consent. 

Mr. DOLPH. Let it be done at this time, and then the bill will be 
out of the way for the rest of the week. 


XIX—2559 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Oregon refers to 
the unfinished business, the bill relating to the Northern Pacific Rail- 
road lands? 

Mr. DOLPH. -I refer to that bill. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The title of the bill will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. A bill (S. 3504) restoring to the United States 
certain of the lands granted to the Northern Pacific Railroad Company 
to aid in the construction of a railroad from Lake Superior to Puget 
Sound, and to restore the same to settlement, and for other purposes, 

The PRESIDENT protempore. The Senator from Oregon asks unani- 
mous consent that the further consideration of the unfinished business 
be postponed until Monday—at 2 o’clock? 

Mr. DOLPH. Immediately after the morning business, 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Oregon asks that 
the further consideration of the unfinished business be postponed until 
Monday next immediately after the morning business. Is there ob- 
jection? The Chair hears none, and it is so ordered. 


REGISTERED-MAIL LOCKS, 


Mr. PLATT. I rise to a question of privilege. I entered a motion, 
or desired to enter a motion, to reconsider the bill (H. R. 11391) to 
authorize the Postmaster-General to advertise for and purchase im- 
proved registered-mail locks and keys therefor. The bill was not in 
the possession of the Senate, but was recalled from the other House, and 
is now with the Senate. I do not desire to enter the motion, or if it has 
been entered I desire to withdraw it and allow the bill to stand as 


passed. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The motion to reconsider has been 
entered, and, leave of the Senate being given, it will be withdrawn. 
What action does the Senator desire on the bill? 

Mr. PLATT. I suppose that leaves the bill passed. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill stands passed. 


RAILROADS IN INDIAN TERRITORY. 


Mr. COCKRELL. There are two House bills which have been re- 
ported favorably and are upon the Calendar, and it isa matter of inter- 
est to a great many parties that they should be passed. They are House 
bills No. 7186 and No. 6612, granting the right of way to certain rail- 
roads through the Indian Territory. They have been reported favor- 
ably by the Committee on Indian Affairs, and there can be no objection 
to them, 

I ask the Senate to proceed to the consideration of the bill (H. R. 
7186) to authorize the Leavenworth and Rio Grande Railway Company 
to construct and operate a railway through the Indian Territory, and 
for other purposes. 

By unanimous consent, the Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, 
proceeded to consider the bill. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Indian Affairs with 
amendments. The first amendment was, in section 9, line 6, before 
the word ‘‘crossings,’’ to strike out “‘high-road’’ and insert ‘‘ high- 
way;’’ so as to make the section read: 3 


Sec.9. That said railway company sball build atleast 100 miles of its railwayin 
said Territory within three years after the passage of this act, or the rights herein 
granted shall be forfeited as to that portion not built; that said railway com- 
pany shall construct and maintain continually all road and highway crossin, 
and necessary bridges over said railway wherever said roads and highways do 
now or may hereafter cross said railway’s right of way, or may be by the proper 
authorities laid out across the same. 

The amendment was agreed to. : 
The next amendment was, in section 10, after the word ‘‘act,’’ in line 
10, to strike out the following proviso: 


And provided further, That the purchase by said railway company of material 
and fuel to be used in the construction and operation of said road from any of 
the civilized tribes of Indians through whose possessions the road may pass, and 
the temporary occupancy of such possessions as may be n to secure 
such material and fuel, shall not be deemed a violation of this act, 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in section 12, line 2, after the word ‘‘act,”? 
tostrike out ‘Sec. 13. That,” and insert the word ‘‘and;’’ soas to read: 

Sec. 12. That Congress may at any time amend, add to, alter, or repeal this 
act; and the right of way herein and hereby granted shall not be assigned or 
transferred in any form whatever prior to the construction and completion of 
the road, except as to mortg or other liens that may be given or secured 
thereon to aid in the construction thereof. y 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ments were concurred in. 

The amendments were ordered to be engrossed and the bill to be read 
a third time. 

The bill was read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I move that the Senate insist on its amendments 
to this bill, and ask a conference with the House on the bill and amend- 
ments. - 

The motion was agreed to. 

By unanimous consent, the President pro tempore was authorized to 
appoint the conferees on the part of the Senate, and Mr. DAWES, Mr. 
STOCKBRIDGE, and Mr. JoNES of Arkansas were appointed. 1 

Mr. COCKRELL, Now I ask for the consideration of Order of Busi- 
ness 2252, which is a bill of the same kind. 

By unanimous consent, the Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, 
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ed to consider the bill (H. R. 6612) to grant right of way through 
the Indian Territory to the St. Louis and San Francisco Railway Com- 


pany, and for other purposes. 
The bill was reported from the Committee on Indian Affairs with 


amendments. The first amendment was, at the end of section 1, line 
65, to strike out ‘‘granted”’ and insert ‘‘ provided for;’’ so as to read: 


Also an extension of ssid branch line from such point of intersection, or from 
some other station or point on said railway as now constructed, southeast- 
wardly, by the most practicable route through the lands of the Choctaw Nation, 
to a point on Red River, in Red River County, of said nation, with the right to 
construct, use, and maintain such tracks, turn-outs, and sidings in connection 
with all or any of said railways as said company may deem to its interest to 
construct upon the right of way and depot grounds hereby provided for. 


‘The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was to strike out section 2, as follows: 


Src, 2. That the right of way of 200 feet in width through said Indian Terri- 
tory is hereby granted for each of said two railways, and for said branch rail- 
way and the extension thereof hereinbefore named, to the said St. Louis and 
San Francisco Railway Company, and a strip of land 200 feet in width, witha 
length of 3,000 feet in addition to the right of way, is hereby granted for sta- 
tions on each of said lines for every 10 miles of road, no portion of which sball 
be sold or leased by the company, with the right to use such additional ground 
where there are heavy cutsor fills asmay be necessary forthe construction and 
maintenance of the -bed, not exceeding 100 feet in width on each side of 
said right of way, or as much thereof as may be included in said cut or fill: 
Provided always, That no more than said addition of land shall be taken for 
any one station: Provided , That no part of the lands herein granted 
shall be used except in such mannerand for such purposes only as shall be nec- 

for the construction and convenient operation of said railway, telegraph, 

and telephone lines, and when any portion thereof shall cease to be so used 

said portion shall revert to the nation or tribe of Indians from which the same 
1 have been taken, 


And in lieu thereof to insert: 

Sec. 2. That said corporation is authorized totake and use for all ah tensed of 
a railway, and for no other papasa a right of way 100 fect in width ihrough 
said Ind Territory, and to e and use a strip of land 200 feet in width, with 
‘a length of 3,000 feet, in addition to right of way, for stations, for every 10 miles 
of road, with the right to use such additional ground where there are heavy 
cuts or fills as may be necessary for the construction and maintenance of the 
road-bed, not exceeding 100 feet in width on each side of said right of way,or 
asm thereof as may be included in said cut or fill: Provided, That nomore 
than said addition of land shall be taken for any one station: Provided further, 
That no part of the lands herein authorized to be taken shall be leased or sold 
by the company, and theyshall not be used except in such manner and for such 
p’ ses only as shall be necessary for the construction and convenient opera- 
tion of said railroad, telegraph, and telephone lines; and when any portion 
thereof shall cease to be so used, such portion shall revert to the nation or tribe 
of Indians from which the same shall have been taken. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in section 3, line 10, after the word ‘‘ref- 

”? to strike out ‘‘to be appointed by the President,” and insert 
“one (who shail act as chairman) by the President, one by the chief 
of the nation to which said occupant belongs, and one by said railroad 
_ company;’’ so as to read: 

In case of failure to make amicable settlement with any occupant, such com- 
pensation shall be determined by the appraisement of three disinterested ref- 
erees, one (who shall act as chairman) by the President, one by the chief of the 
nation to which said occupant belongs, and one by said railroad company. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in section 9, line 6, after the word ‘‘all,”’ 
to insert ‘‘ fences, roads, and;’’ in thesame line after the word ‘‘ cross- 
ing” to insert “and necessary bridges;’’ in line 7, before the word 
“ highways,” to insert the words ‘‘ roads and;’’ in the same line, after 
the word ‘‘highways,’’ to strike out ‘‘may’’ and insert ‘‘do now or 
may hereafter;’’ so as to make the section read: 

Sec. 9, That said railway company shall build at least 100 miles of said rail- 
ways in said Territory within two years after the passage of this act, or this 
grant shall be forfeited as to the portion or portions not built; that said railway 
company shall construct and maintain continually all fences, road, and high- 
way crossings and necessary bridges over said railways wherever said roadsand 
highways do now or may hereafter cross any of said railways, or may be by the 
proper authorities laid out across the same. 

The amendment was agreed to. ~ 

The next amendment was to strike out section 12, in the following 
words: 

Sec. 12, That Congress may at any time amend, add to, alter, or repeal this 
act, 


And in lieu thereof to insert: 


SEC. 12. That Congress may at any time amend, add to, alter, or this 
act; and the right of way herein and hereby granted shall not be assigned or 
transferred in any form whatever prior to the construction and completion of 
the road except as to mortgages or other liens that may be given or secured 
thereon to aid in the construction thereof. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ments were concurred in. 

The amendments were ordered to be engrossed and the bill to be 
read a third time. 

The bill was read the third time and passed. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I move that the Senate insist on its amendments 
to this bill, and ask for a conference thereon. 

The motion was agreed to. 

By unanimous consent, the President pro tempore was authorized to 
appoint the conferees on the part of the Senate, and Mr. Dawes, Mr. 


RIDGE, and Mr. JONES, of Arkansas, were appointed. 


ADDITIONAL LAND DISTRICT IN COLORADO. 


Mr. TELLER. I ask the Senate to take up Senate bill No. 3124, 
Order of Business 2269. 

By unanimous consent, the Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, 
proceeded to consider the bill (S. 3124) creating three additional land 
offices in the State of Colorado. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered te 
be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

P. H. WINSTON. 


Mr. VANCE. Iask the Senate to take up Order of Business 2163, 
being House bill 4239, 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Will the Senator indicate the title 
of the bill? 

Mr. VANCE. It is the bill (H. R. 4239) for the relief of P. H. Win- 
ston. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. A Senate bill on the same subject 
has passed the House of Representatives, the Chair thinks. 

Mr. VANCE. The bills were introduced simultaneously, and when 
the Senate bill got to the House of Representatives they passed the 
bill which was originally introduced into the House. It came over 
here and was referred to the same committee, and the House bill is re- 
ported. The Senate bill is in the House. 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, 
proceeded to consider the bill (H. R. 4239) for the relief of P. H. Win- 
ston. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. VANCE subsequently said: I am informed since the passage of 
the bill (H. R. 4239) for the relief of P. H. Winston that the Senate 
bill has passed the House and has been sent to the President. If that 
be so, I move to reconsider the vote by which the Senate passed the 
House bill. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. By unanimous consent, the vote by 
which the bill was passed and ordered to a third reading will be recon- 
sidered, and the bill will resume its place on the Calendar to await 
further action. 

Mr. HARRIS. Would it not be better for the Senator just to enter 
æ motion to reconsider and then ascertain the status of the bill? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. That can be done; but the informa- 
tion appears to be direct that the bill has passed both Houses and is 
now in the hands of the Executive for approval, in which event it 
might be as well to dispose of this bill by indefinite postponement. 

Mr. HARRIS. Of course, if the information is certain, that is the 
proper course. x 

Mr. VANCE. I reckon there is no doubt about it. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. If there be no objection, 
bill will be indefinitely postponed, the votes passing the 
dering it to a third reading being first reconsidered. 

PETROLEUM AS FUEL ON STEAMERS. 


Mr. DOLPH. Iask unanimous consent of the Senate to take up 
Order of Business 2113, being Senate bill 3427. 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, 
proceeded to consider the bill (S. 3427) to amend section 4474 of the 
Revised Statutes of the United States. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Commerce with an 
amendment, in line 6, after the word ‘* however,” to strike out: 

That the permit of the Secretary of the Treasury shall not be required to use 
petroleum as fuel on steamers not ng passengers, 

And in lieu thereof to insert: ; 


That the Secretary of the Treasury may permit the use of petroleum as fuel 
on steamers not carrying passengers Without the certificate of the supervising 
inspector of the district where the vessel is to be used, subject to such condi- 
tions and safeguards as the Secretary of the Treasury in his judgment shall 
provide, Fora violation of any of the conditions imposed by the tary of 
the Treasury a penalty of $500 shall be imposed, which penalty shall be a lien 
upon the vessel, but a bond may, as provided in other cases, be given to secure 
the satisfaction of the judgment, 

So as to make the bill read: 

Be it enacted, etc., That section 4474 of the Revised Statutes of the United 
States be, and the same is hereby, amended by adding thereto the following: 
“ Provided, however, That the Secretary of the Treasury may permit the use of 
petroleum as fuel on steamers not carrying rs, without the certificate 
of the supervising inspector of the district where the vessel is to be used, sub- 

ct to such conditions and safeguards as the of the Treasury in his 

udgment shall provide. For-a violation of any of the conditions imposed by 

the Secretary of the Treasury a penalty of $500 shall be imposed, which penalty 
shall bea lien upon the vessel, but a bond may, as provided in other cases, be 
given to secure the satisfaction of the judgment.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amendment 
was concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the 
third time, and passed. 

LINE-CARRYING PROJECTILES. 

Mr. CHANDLER, I move to take up Senate bill 2182. 

By unanimous consent, the Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, 
proceeded to consider the bill (S. 2182) to amend sections 4488 and 


the House 
bill and or- 


6 
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4489 of the Revised Statutes requiring life-saving appliances on 
steamers. > 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Commerce with an 
amendment, after the word “‘ projectiles,” at the end of the bill, to add 
“and the means of propelling them;’’ so as to make the bill read: 

Be it enacted, ete., That sections 4488 and 4489 of the Revised Statutes shall be 


amended by inserting after the words “life rs,” wherever they occur, 
the words “* line-carrying projectiles, and the means of propelling them.” 


The amendment was agreed to. 
The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amendment 
was concurred in. 
The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the 
third time, and passed. 
ALEXANDER W. BALDWIN. 


Mr. STEWART. I move that the Senate proceed to the considera- 
tion of Order of Business 2162, being Senate bill 3438, 

By unanimous consent, the Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, 
proceeded to consider the bill (S. 3438) to refund illegal internal-rey- 
enue tax collected of the late Alexander W. Baldwin, as United States 
district judge for the district of Nevada. It directs the Secretary of 
the Treasury to refund to the estate of Alexander W. Baldwin, late 
United States district judge for the district of Nevada, the sum of 
$624.59, being the internal-revenue tax illegally collected on his salary. 

‘The bill was reported-to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

LINCOLN LAND DISTRICT IN NEW MEXICO. 


Mr. COCKRELL, I ask that Senate bill 3390, Order of Business 
2004, a bill to create the Lincoln land district in the Territory of New 
Mexico, reported by the Senator from Kansas [Mr. PLUMB] from the 
Committee on Public Lands, be considered. It is a very short bill. 

By unanimous consent, the bill (S. 3390) to create the Lincoln land 
district in the Territory of New Mexico was considered as in Commit- 
tee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported to the Senate withont amendment, ordered to 
be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

OZIAS MORGAN’S SURETIES. 


Mr. HAWLEY. Iask for the consideration of Calendar No. 2112, 
Senate bill 1839. 

By unanimous consent, the bill (S. 1839) for the relief of Daniel C. 
Rodman and others, sureties on the bond of Ozias Morgan, was consid- 
ered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Claims with an amend- 
ment, whtich was, in line 10, after the word ‘‘seventy,’’ to insert the 
words ‘‘and their heirs and legal representatives be;’’ soasto make the 
bill read: 

Be it enacted, etc., That Daniel C. Rodman, Ossian B. Hart, Charles Slazer, Cal- 
vin L. Robinson, Ozias Buddington, and Joseph R. Richard, sureties upon the 
bond of Ozias Morgan, given as security for the faithful performance by said 
Ozias Morgan of his duties as receiver of public moneys and disbursing agent 
of the United States land office at Tallahassee, Fla., from 1866 to 1870, and their 
heirs and legal representatives, be, and they are hereby, released and discharged 
of and from all and every obligation and liability whatsoever on account of 
said bond. 

to. 


The amendment was agreed 


The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amendment | 


was concurred in, 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the 
third time, and passed. 

MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 

A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. T. O. TowLEs, 
its Chief Clerk, announced that the House had passed the following 
bills and joint resolutions; in which it requested the concurrence of 
the Senate: 

A bill (H. R. 4351) to provide for the deposit of the savings of sea- 
men of the United States Navy; 

A bill (H. R. 4353) to provide a temporary home for certain persons 
discharged from the United States Navy; 

A bill (H. R. 10652) to encourage the enlistment of boys as appren- 
tices in the United States Navy; 

Joint resolution (H. Res. 112) requesting the President of the 
United States to negotiate with the Government of Mexico for the 
creation of an international commission to determine, according to the 
rules of the Washington convention of November 12, 1884, all ques- 
tions touching the boundary line between the United States and Mex- 
oat it follows the bed of the Rio Grande and Colorado Rivers; 
an 

Joint resolution (H. Res. 181) accepting the invitation of the Im- 

rial German Government to the Government of the United States to 
eoii a party to the International Geodetic Association. 

ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 

The message also announced that the Speaker of the House had 
signed the following enrolled bills; and they were thereupon signed by 
the SE tempore: 

A bill (S. ) granting a pension to William R. Dean; and 

A bill (H. R. 9619) to authorize the construction of a bridge across the 


Missouri River at some accessible point within 1 mile north and 1 mile 
south and east of the mouth of the Kansas River. 


RIGHT OF WAY ACROSS PAPAGO INDIAN RESERVATION. 


Mr. DAWES. I ask the Senate to consider Order of Business 2332, 
being House bill 7843. 

By unanimous consent, the bill (H. R. 7843) granting to Citrous 
Water Company right of way across Papago Indian reservation in Mari» 
copa County, Arizona, was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Indian Affairs with an 
amendment, which was, in line 10, after the word ‘‘Arizona,’’ tostrike 
out the words: 

Provided, That all persons residing along said right of way shall have equal 
rights to water-supply at reasonable compensation. 

And to insert in lieu thereof: 

For the sole purpose of rience, $ a ditch or canal, to be used in conveying 
water across said reservation for use in irrigating lands and supplying water to 
owners of lsd below: Provided, That so long assaid reservation shall continue 
for the use and occupation of said Indians, said Indians shall, free of cost, be 
supplied with water from said ditch or canal in such quantity and under such 
regulations as shall be prescribed by the Secretary of the Interior, and that 
reasonable compensation only, subject at all times to the contrel of Congress, 
shall be charged to those supplied with water for use upon land held under the 
United States: Provided further. 

So as to make the section read: 

‘That the Citrous Water Company, a corporation organized under the laws of 
the State of California, and transacting business in the Territory of A „is 
hereby granted the right of way, 100 feet in width, across, through, and out of 
township south 5, range west 5, Gila and Salt River base and meridian, the said 
described land being a part of the Papago Indian reservation in Maricopa County, 
Arizona, for the sole purpose of constructing a ditch or canal, to be used in con- 
veying water across said reservation for use in irrigating lands and supplying 
water to owners of land below: Provided, Thatso long assaid reservation shall 
continue for the use and occupation of said Indians, said Indians shall, free of 
cost, be supplied with water from said ditch or canal in such quantity and under 
such regulations asshall be prescribed by the Secretary of the Interior, and that + 
reasonable compensation only, subject at all times to the control of Congress, 
shall be charged to those supplied with water for use upon Jand held under the 
United States: Provided further, Thatsaid right of way herein granted shall not 
be mortgaged, sold, transferred, or assigned except for the purposes of con- 
struction: And provided further, That unless said canal for which this right of 
way is granted be completed within two years after the approval of this act the 
provisions of this act shall be nuli and void. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was to add as a new section: 

Src. 2. This act,and all rights acquired under the same, shall be subject at all 
times to modification, revocation, amendment, or repeal by Congress. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ments were concurred in. 

The amendments were ordered to be engrossed and the bill to be 
read a third time. 

The bill was read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. DAWES. I move that the Senate ask for a conference with the 
House of Representatives on the bill and amendments, 

The motion was agreed to. 

By unanimous consent the President pro tempore was authorized to 
appoint the conferees on the part of the Senate, and Mr. DAWES, Mr. 
Jones of Arkansas, and Mr. STOCKBRIDGE were appointed. 

HEIRS OF JOHN H. NEWMAN, 

Mr. GEORGE. I ask consent to call up Order of Business 2095, be- 
ing House bill 834. 

By unanimous consent, the bill (H. R. 834) for the relief of the heirs 
of John H. Newman, deceased, was considered as in Committee of the 
Whole. 

The preamble recites that it appears of record that at its December 
term, 1874, the Court of Claims in the case of John H. Newman vs. 
The United States, numbered 3162, rendered a judgment in favor of 
Newman for the proceeds of 50 bales of cotton, valued at $177.55 per* 
bale, when, under the proof, the court adjudged that the claimant was 
entitled to the proceeds of 230 bales. The bill therefore proposes to 
direct the Secretary of the Treasury to pay to the legal representatives 
of John H. Newman, deceased, late of the county of Warren, Missis- 
sippi, $32,679.20, balance due on account of captured cotton, as shown 
by the opinion of the court in rendering the jadgment, the amount to 
be paid out of the proceeds of captured and abandoned property now 
in the Treasury. 

Mr. PLATT. Is there a report with that bill? 

Mr. GEORGE. Yes, sir. x 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The report will be read if the Sena- 
tor from Connecticut desires to have it read. 

Mr. PLATT. I wantsome statement explaining the case. I under- 
stood from the reading of the bill that there was a judgment of a court, 
and that this was to pay something more than the judgment of the court. 
I may have misunderstood the reading of the bill. Ishould liketo hear 
some explanation of the case. : ; 

Mr. JONES, of Arkansas. I examined this case and can explain to 
the Senator the facts. 

This claimant, Newman, placed in the hands of an attorney in this 
city a claim for 250 bales of cotton; gave him a power of attorney to 
present the claim and prosecute it in the courts and collect the money. 
In presenting the claim he made it for 50 bales of cotton. It was not 
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ascertained at the time that there was an error in the original appli- 
cation until the two years’ time within which the tribunal had a right 
to act had elapsed. When the error was discovered, amotion was made 
to amend the original petition by making it 250 bales instead of 50, 
but the court held that the two years within which it had a right to 
act had expired, and it would be in the nature of a new action to allow 
the claim to be amended so as to make it 250 bales; but the finding 
was that the taking of the 250 bales was proved, every item in the 
ease necessary to be proven was proved, and the judgment rendered 
was that the proof being made for 250 bales of cotton, the judgment 
should have been rendered for that amount but for the fact that the 
claim had been presented for 50 bales, and the finding of the court 
must be confined thereto. The proof was not for 250 bales, but for 
234 bales of cotton, I think, and this bill is to pay the balance of the 
amount found by the court to be due to this claimant, but which was 
by error of his counsel omitted to be claimed in the original com- 
plaint. 

That is the whole case and those are the facts in the case. 

Mr. PLATT. Is the finding of the court attached to the report of 
the committee? 

Mr. JONES, of Arkansas. I think so. 

Mr. PLATT. Ido not want to object to the consideration of the bill, 
but I should like to examine the claim. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator desire to have the 
report read? 

Mr. JONES, of Arkansas. I suggest that the Senator let the bill pass 
and he can move a reconsideration if he is not satisfied on examination 
that it is correct. There will be no objection to that. 

Mr. PLATT. I do not quite like to pass a $32,000 claim in a thin 
Senate of twenty members or so without any examination whatever. 
I ask for the reading of the report. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The report will be read. 

The Secretary read the following report, submitted by Mr, JONES, of 
Arkansas, August 14, 1888: 

The Committee on Claims, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 834) for the 
teier ot the heirs of John H. Newman, have considered the same and report 

OHows: 
“The Committee on War Claims of the House of Representatives, to whom 
this bill was referred, made a report which is substantially embraced in the fol- 
lowing extracts, which this committee adopts asits own report: 

“Your committee have before them the record in this case from the files of 
the Court of Claims. The claimant there, John H. Newman, now dead, gave 
his power of attorney to B. D. Whitney ‘to sue for, demand, collect, and receipt 
for the proceeds of 250 bales of cotton taken from him by authorities of the 
United States, and the proceeds of which have been turned over to the Treasury 
Department.’ Under this power Whitney brought suit by his attorneys under 
the act of March 12, 1863, entitled ‘An act to provide for the collection of aban- 
doned property, and for the prevention of frauds in insurrectionary districts of 
the United States,’ but by some oversight in the peanon filed he asked for only 
GENEE instead of 250 bales, and dated the taking July, 1864, instead of June, 

à * + wes $ * + 


“Commissioner Eben Eveleth made the following report, which we take from 
a certified copy of ‘Consolidated copy of (he reports of Commissioner Eveleth, 
filed May 24, 1575,’ page 11: 

“Jobn H. Newman ts. The United States. No. 3162. 

“* This action was brought to recoverthe proceeds of 59 bales ofcotton, alleged 
to have been taken from the plantation of the claimant, in Warren County, in 
the State of Mississippi, sometime in the month of July, 1864, and sold by the 
officers of the Treasury Department. 

“The proof shows that the plaintiil’s plantation was situated in the county 
above mentioned, near Bovina, and 12 or 14 miles from the city of Vicksburg. 

“Thatin June, 1863, the claimant had on his plantation about 100 bales of cot- 
ton, in bales, and about 45 bales in lintand seed cotton. Hebad also transported 
from his plantation 100 bales of cotton, for safety, to the plantation of one Kidd, 
on the eastern bank of the Big Black River. The 100 bales of cotton on his 
plantation and the lot on the Kidd plantation were taken by Captain Schenck, 
an officer of the Quartermaster’s Department on duty at the headquarters of Gen- 
eral Osterhaus, then located at the railroad bridge at the Big Black River, in 
said county, and near the plaintiff's plantation; said cotton was hauled to said 
kesnqu tare 

*** The evidence shows that afterwards some of this cotton was put on the cars 
and “started towards Vickburg;"’ some of it was hauled in wagons towards 
Vicksburg, and some of it was taken to the fortifications near the headquarters 
of General Osterhaus, 

* ‘The cotton in lint and seed was taken to a neighboring gin by an agent of 
the Treasury, where it was ginned and baled. From thence it was transported 
to Vicksburg by the Treasury agent. 

“*T find from the evidence that 245 bales of the claimant's cotton went into 
the Vicksburg cotton, and that he should be charged one-fourth forginning and 
bailing 45 bales, or 11 bales, leaving 234 bales to the credit of the claimant. 

***But inasmuch as he has claimed only 50 bales in his petition, he can be al- 
lowed out of the fund only for 50 bales. And therefore the claimant is entitled 
to judgment for the value of 50 bales of cotton, at the average rate per bale, 
payab e out of the first fund—50 bales of cotton, at $177.55} per bale, $8,877.50. 

“*On May 24, 1875, the court made the following order: “And it is further or- 
dered that the engrossed and consolidated copy of the reports of the commis- 
ae ens by this order filed herewith, stand as the findings of fact of 

e court.” 

“This made the finding of Commissioner Eveleth the finding of the court, and 
the Supreme Court of the United States has held in the ‘intermingled cotton 
cases’ (92 U.S. Reports, p. 651), where the Court of Claims had adopted the find- 
ing of the commissioner, ‘ that the judgments as rendered are the result of the 
deliberation of the court, and not that of the commissioner alone.’ 

e s s s = e $ 

“ The money which claimantasks is not the property of the United States, but 
a trust fund held for him. The United States occupies a strictly fiduciary reln- 
tion to claimant, and never intended to divest him of his property, bwt by tak- 
ing it constituted itself claimant's trustee (13 Wallace, p. 128), and from this 
trust fund the bill provides that he shall be paid. - e 

*“ There is, in the judgment of this committee, neitherlaw, reason, justice, nor 
policy in withholding this money claimed from its rightful owner, and we 


— urge the passage of the bill herewith reported, with an amendment 
as follows: , 

“In line 8 strike out the following woèds, ‘said judgment,’ and insert in lieu 
thereof ‘the opinion of the court in rendering said judgment.’ 

In addition to the matter set out in the foregoing report, your committee 
respectfully submit the ante 

It appears from the record of this case in the Court of Claims, which record 
your committee have carefully examined, that when the attorney for the claim- 
ant became aware of the fact that he had made a mistake in the original peti- 
tion he filed a motion to correct the same by claiming the number of bales 
which his client had in the first instance authorized him to sue for. A copy of 
the record of the court containing the motion and a similar motion in other 
eases is filed as a part of this report. 

ln view of the fact that the court affirmed the report of the commissioner, 
wherein it was found that the claimant wes entitled under the proof to the pro- 
ceeds of 234 bales, it appears at first sight a matter of surprise that the ok 
tion of the claimant for leave to amend his petition was overruled. On exam- 
ination of a case decided bruis court about two months prior to this motion, 
being the case of Thomas Kidd, guardian, ete., the theory of the law which 
governed the court in this case is set out, The court held that an application 
toamend the petition so as toclaim an additional number of bales of cotton 
was inthe nature of a new demand; that the act of March 12, 1863, known as 
the abandoned and captured property act, which authorizes the bringing of 
suits of this character ‘‘at any time within two years after the suppression of 
the rebellion,” was a statute of jurisdiction rather than of limitation. The fol- 
lowing is taken from the opinion of the court delivered by the chief-justice;: 

“Every statute of limitation acts upon existing causes of action by prescrib- 
ing a period of time within which they must be prosecuted by a suit at law and 
barring their prosecution after that time. . 

* No such statute is involved in this case, for the simple and conclusive reason 
that, until the passage of the act of March 12, 1863, no person whose property in 
the rebel States was captured by military forces of the United States or se 
by the agents of the hina & bi grey had, or could possibly have had, any 
semblance of a right to sue the United States in this or any other court for the 
recovery of the proceeds of the sale of such property. 

‘Tt is this act alone that conferred the right. Of course it conferred it upon 
those only who are designated in the act, and they can exercise the right only 
in such manner, at such place, and within such time as the act prescribes. Who 
is so designated? ‘Any person claiming to have been the owner of any such 
abandoned or captu property.’ How is the claim to be asserted? By claim- 
ant’s preferring in this court his claim to sein dae seamen of such property. When 
may he prefer his claim? ‘At any time within two years after the suppression 
of the rebellion.” (Kidd rs. The United States, 8 Court of Claims, 2019 

It was held, therefore, that while the report of the commissioner, based on 
the evidence, showed that the claimant would haye been entitled to the pro- 
ceeds of 234 bales had he claimed that amount in his original petition, that the 
two years within which suits of this character could be brought having expired 
he could not ayail himself of the right by amending his petition. A careful ex- 
amination of the evidence submitted by the claimant before the Court of Claims 
leayes no reasonable doubt as to the fact that the cotton was actually taken by 
the authorized forces of the United States. This taking raises a presumption 
that it was sold and the proceeds paid into the Treasury, for the Supreme Court 
of the United — in affirming a number of cases of like character with that 
of this claimant, decided at the same term of the court and upon apo the 
same character of evidence that Newman submitted in support of claim for 
245 bales, held as follows: 

“The Court of Claims found as a fact that the cotton of each of these several 
plaintiffs contributed to and formed a part of this mass so intermingled and 
sold. This finding was not based upon evidence specifically tracing the prop- 
erty of cach claimant, but upon the assumption that under the circumstances 
attending these collections all cotton started from the place of capture, on the 
way to Vicksburg or Natchez, ina manner that would naturally carry it into the 
mass, must be presumed to have gone there, unless it was shown to have been 
lost or ship: to some other point.” (Raymond vs. United States, sundry 
cotton cases, 92 U. S. Rep., 651.) 

Your committee are therefore of the opinion that the bill ought to pass, and 
it is so recommended, 


WASHINGTON, Monday, February 3,1873. 


The court met according to adjournment. 

Present, Charles D. Drake, chicf-justice; Edward G. Loring, Charles C. Nott, 
añd Samuel Milligan, judges. 

Thomas Kidd, guardian of William Bell, rs. The United States. 

The chief-justice read the opinion of the court and the motion to file amended 

petition was refused. 
s WasninGTos, Thursday, April 24, 1873. 

The court met according to adjournment. 

Present, Charles D. Drake, chief-justice; Edward G. Loring, Charles C. Nott, 
and Samuel Milligan, judges. . 
Jolin H. Newman vs. The United States. 3162.—Thomas Kidd, executor of Mat- 

thew A. Bolls, vs. The United States, 3182. 


Messrs. Bartley and Casey filed motions asking leave to file amended petitions 


in these cases, 
Wasninctron, Monday, May 26, 1873. 


The court met according to adjournment. 
Present, Charles D: Drake, chief-justice; Charles C. Nott and Samuel Milligan, 


judges. 
John H. Newman vs. The United States. 3162. 


The motion filed April 24, 1873, to amend petition by increasing the number 
of bales sued for, and by changing the time assigned as the date of seizure of 
the cotton from July, 1864, to June, 1863, was denied as to the increase of the 
number of bales and allowed as to the change of date. 

I hereby certify that the foregoing is a true copy of the original records of the 


court. 
In testimony whereof I have hereunto sct my hand and affixed the seal of the 


court this Lth day of July, 1888. 
ARCHIBALD HOPKINS, 
Chief Clerk Court of Claims. 


Mr. PLATT. Is there any explanation or reason why since 1875 up 
to the present time nothing has been done to recover this claim ? 

Mr. JONES, of Arkansas. My impression is that this matter has 
been constantly presented to both Houses of Congress all the time since. 
While I do not remember distinctly about those facts—it has been 
some time since I have examined the case—my impression is that it has 
passed each House, or passed the House of Representatives once or 
twice. I am not positive, however, about that, and I do not under- 


take to make that statement. 
Mr. PLATT. Or is there any reason why the attorney who had au- 


1888. 


CORGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATHE. 


8933 


thority to sue for 250 bales of cotton taken, which manifestly was not 
the exact amount, only sued for 50 bales. 

Mr. JONES, of Arkansas. It was an error, a mere oversight, a mere 
mistake, a clerical mistake in bringing the suit for 50 bales instead of 
250 bales of cotton. The power of attorney given to the attorney in 
the first instance was to bring suit for 250 bales of cotton. They proved 
234 bales, and not 250, and that resulted, as I understand, from the 
fact that part of this cotton was in seed and the exact amount was not 
known to the claimant at the time he authorized his agent here to bring 
suit in the first instance. The claimant in this case, as I understand, 
was quite an old man, and died within a year or two after the close of 
the war, and some years elapsed after this suit was brought before his 
widow, who was old and poor, as I understand, and knew nothing 
about the facts in the case, learned what the facts were, and it was in 
a comparatively recent year that she ascertained what the truth was 
in the case, and presented her petition asking for relief. 

Mr. PLATT. It does not appear, I believe, when the power of at- 
torney was given nor when suit was brought. 

Mr. JONES, of Arkansas. The Jaw authorizing these suits was in 
existence but two years. The power of attorney was given within 
that time, and the suit was brought within that time. The motion to 
amend made by the attorney himself, to make the complaint for 250 
instead of for 50 bales of cotton, was not made within the two years, 
and was overruled by the court because it was not made within the 
two years for which that statute remained in force. 

Mr. PLATT. In some way the case seems to have been pending in 
the Court of Claims for ten years before final decision. 

Mr. JONES, of Arkansas. Not at all; the decision was rendered 
within a reasonable length of time. It was nowhere in the neighbor- 
hood of ten years. I do not recollect the date. 

Mr. PLATT. The report says: 


On May 24, 1875, the court made the following order: “And it is farther or- 
dered that the engrossed and consolidated copy of the reports of the commis- 
pioner as amended by this order filed herewith stand as the findings of fact of 

e court, 


Mr. JONES, of Arkansas. I do not remember the date on which 
the judgment was rendered. 

Mr. PLATT. ‘The report says: 

Commissioner Eben Eveleth made the following report, which we take from 
a certified copy of “Consolidated copy of the reports of Commissioner Eveleth, 
filed May 24, 1875,” page 11: 

Mr. President, I do not know but that this claim is all right, but it 
illustrates what induced me to make some inquiry into it, and that is, 
that after a day which has tired Senators with the variety of business 
it is quite the habit to take up just at 5 o’clock, or just a few minutes 
before the time when we should naturally adjourn, not only large 
claims, but this kind of claims. While I do not know but that upon 
examination I should find that this claim was one that ought to be 

Iam not willing to vote for it now, and I shall ask for a divis- 
ion upon it if a vote is to be pressed now. 

It appears certainly by the report that this claim is outlawed, that 
the statute of limitations runs against it. Itseems to me that, in such 
a claim at least, we ought to have the clearest proof as to the reason 
why the mistake was made by the attorney, if that is the ground upon 
which it is put, and why it was not discovered, and everything which 
appeals to the equity side of the Senate to remove the bar of the stat- 
ute of limitations. ‘As I said, perhaps on a fuller examination it will 
appear that this claim is all right, but I am not ready to vote for it 
now. 

Mr. JONES, of Arkansas. For myself, as to the intimation or the 
imputation conveyed in the language of the Senator from Connecticut, 
shying that it is quite the habit to call up claims of this kind ata late 
hour, at 5 o'clock in the afternoon, I desire distinctly to repudiate it. 
So far as I am concerned I claim to be as honest in the discharge of my 
duties here as any other Senator. I did not call this case up, although 
I should not have hesitated to have done so at this hour or any other. 
It has gone through a committee of this Senate composed, at least in 
part, of gentlemen who are as reputable perhaps as the gentleman who 
criticises the motive in calling up the bill at this hour. 

This bill has been thoroughly examined by that committee. Every 
solitary member of the committee was thoroughly satisfied that the 
claim ought to pass, and it has passed the committee unanimously and 
has been reported to this body, and has been on the Calendar for quite 
awhile. Itseems to me that this ought at least to make out prima 
facie that the bill is entitled to some sort of consideration. 

I have no objection to every Senator being fully satisfied of the justice 
of every claim that passes here. I have no sympathy, so far as I am 
concerned, with the large mass of claims of this nature that come up 
here, and I am, I think, perhaps in many instances inclined to be too 
rigid as to the proof that should be required; but when the proof has 
been carefully examined by the committee on more occasions than one. 
and every member of it is entirely satisfied, so far as I am concerned I 
have no sort of fear that any imputationof any disreputable motive in 
bringing upa claim of this kind at this hour will lie against me or 
against any other honorable member of this body. 

The investigations which are made by the Court of Claims in this 
class of cases require a great deal of time. Commissioners are sent 


by the court down to the places where these claims all originate. This 
case was connected with a large number of claims which came up from 
Mississippi, involving immense amounts of cotton that were shipped 
and sold by the Government of the United States, and that belonged 
to the owners of the cotton and never belonged tothe Government. 
When the Court of Claims was acting under the authority conferred 
upon it by Congress, and sent officers to the ground for the purpose of 
making these investigations, and the matter was reported back, and 
that court has solemnly decided that this party was entitled to 234 
bales of cotton, and that decision of the court was read at the Secre- 
tary’s desk, I did not suppose it was necessary to recite every solitary 
fact that came to the consideration of the court to establish that. 

When the Supreme Court of the United States had decided that the 
finding of this court and the report of Commissioner Eveleth, adopted 
by the Court of Claims as the judgment of the court, was correct, it 
seemed to me that that decision should be entitled to some respect even 
from the most distinguished members of this body, and that some sort 
of consideration would be given to a decision of the Supreme Conrt of 
the United States indorsing and ratifying a decision of the Court of 
Claims. 

I have no objection to the Senator taking any length of time he de- 
sires to investigate this case. 

I have time after time and day after day asked the Senate to take up 
the Calendar and proceed with it in the morning hour, but it has been 
objected to by Senator after Senator, There is no chance on the face 
of this green earth to get up a claim for consideration—to get the con- 
sideration of this kind of business—except ata time like this, when no- 
body has any desire to bring up any matter of gencral public interest. 
If the Senator will use his very great influence to induce the Senate to 
consider the Calendar in regular order, I, for one, will object to the con- 
sideration of any claim outside of the hour set apart by the rules of the 
body for the consideration of claims on the Calendar. 

But I submit that when we go on week after week neglecting the 
business on the Calendar, when we have just and honest demands for 
consideration at the hands of this body, claims reported unanimously 
by committees of this body, it certainly does not lie in the mouth of 
any Senator to impute wrong motives to a man who calls up one of 
these cases for consideration when the Senate, by its conduct, abso- 
lutely refuses to consider claims at a time when they, under the rules, 
ought to be considered. Iam perfectly willing to have a reformation 
on that subject at any time. I am willing for it to-morrow, and I 
should be glad to see the Senate persistently refuse to have anything 
but the Calendar considered after it actually gets through the routine 
morning business until the expiration of the morning hour every day. 

Mr. PLATT. Mr. President, I really had no expectation that I 
should call down upon my head such a rebuke as the Senator from 
Arkansas has conceived it to be his duty to administer to me. I cer- 
tainly had no intention of imputing anything wrong to any Senator, 
and the very fact that offense is taken so quickly, and, perhaps I might 
add, so testily, at what I said only emphasizes the intimation which 
I made that the Senate ought to have adjourned before calling up 
claims of this character. X 

Mr. President, it is nevertheless true that when we have had a day 
like this and the Senate is just about ready to adjourn, it almost al- 
ways happens that a claim ranging anywhere from thirty to fifty or 
one hundred or two hundred thousand dollars happens to be called up 
just about the last moment. 

Mr. HARRIS. Will the Senator allow me to ask him if he can not 
find a very much better reason why that fact is true than the one he 
intimates it is attributable to? 

Mr. PLATT. I do not intimate anything. 

Mr. HARRIS. When the regular business of the day has been con- 
cluded, if it ever is before the hour of adjourning, there has generally 
been, I will say always has been, a scramble as between Senators for 
consideration of one and another of the private bills on the Calendar. 
It is universal. 

Mr. PLATT. I wish distinctly to say again that I am attributing 
no improper motive to anybody for calling up this bill, Only a few 
days ago a bill involving two hundred and sixty-nine or two hundred 
and seventy thousand dollars was called up just in this way at the last 
moment, a bill which would have passed, in my judgment, if it had 
been called up at any other hour of the day, and a bill which upon ex- 
amination I am satisfied ought to pass, but I do not think it is wise to 
do business exactly in this way. ; 

In regard to this claim, I say it may be all right. Ido not wish to 
cast any reflection upon this claim; but I do say in a claim of this sort, 
where the statute of limitations has run against it and where we are 
asked to relieve against that statute of limitations by reason of the 
fact that an attorney twenty-four years ago neglected to carry out his 
instructions and made a mistake, we ought to have a ful) opportunity 
to examine and see whether the facts and circumstances are such as 
make it equitable that we should remove the bar of the statute of lim- 
itations in this case. 

I am very sorry that anything I have said has seemed to imply to 
any one that there was any impropriety in calling the case up so far as 
the motive of the person cailing it up was concerned. 
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I want to say one word, and that is this: I know that committees 
examine cases, that they examine them with care, that they have bet- 
ter opportunities for coming to a correct conclusion upon them than 
Senators who are not upon the committees; but it would be a very un- 
safe rule to adopt. that every case which is reported favorably by acom- 
mittee here is to pass because it has been reported favorably by a com- 
mittee; and it stems to me, with all respect to the Senator from Ar- 
kansas, that heis hardly justified in suggesting that other Senators had 
not a right to take time to examine—— 

Mr. JONES, of Arkansas. The Senator from Arkansas made nosuch 
insinuation or intimation and no such statement. On the contrary, I 
stated I thought it was proper for every Senator to look into every case 
until he was satisfied about it. Isimply stated that this claim had 
met the unanimous approval of the committee to show that it was 


* not altogether and absolutely a barefaced fraud. 


Mr. PLATT. But the Senator took me to task because I wanted a 
little time to examine this,and because I happencd to say that I thought 
it was an improper time to call up such a bill. 

Mr. JONES, of Arkansas. I beg the Senator’s pardon for inter- 
rupting him to say that I did not take him to task for any such pur- 
pose. Idid resent, with some feeling, I admit, the imputation, as I 
understood it, made by the Senator that there was something or other 
a little bit disreputable or discreditable in taking atime when the Sen- 
ate was thin and Senators were out, to call up these bills. It is quite 
the habit, the Senator said, to call up these things atsuch times. Iun- 
derstood him to make an imputation, and that I will resentevery time. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Connecticut has 
distinctly disavowed making any such imputation. The Chair thinks, 
therefore, that it is not in order for the Senator from Arkansas to com- 
ment upon it, and there is danger that colloquies of this kind may de- 
generate into personalities which ought to be avoided. 

Mr. JONES, of Arkansas. I wassimply attempting to explain what 
I meant or what I intended to say. 

Mr. PLATT. Then it occurs to me, Mr. President, that there is no 
force in the suggestion of the Senator from Arkansas that claims ought 
to pass somewhat upon the conclusions of the committee that has ex- 
amined them. Perhaps the Senator from Arkansas will say that he 
did not make that suggestion—— 

Mr. JONES, of Arkansas. I will say it. 

Mr. PLATT. That that was not the force of his argument. Butif 
it was not, I can not understand what his argument was. He re- 
hearsed before the Senate the care which the committee had taken to 
investigate this, their very great opportunities for investigation, and if 
there was not a suggestion in it that the Senate should take the con- 
clusions of the committee without any very careful or thorough con- 
sideration of the case, then I beg his pardon. Iso understood him. 

Now it is true that we have to rely somewhat upon the conclusions 
of committees, but there is danger that we may go too far in this re- 
spect, that claims may pass here solely because they happen to be rec- 
ommended by committees. Committees are not infallible. A com- 
mittee may make a mistake, a committee may act upon insufficient 
evidence, and, taking this report, the committee seem to have acted 
without any evidence whatever showing why this attorney failed to 
carry out his instructions and bring suit for the whole two hundred 
and fifty bales. That evidence may have been before the committee; 
it may have been perfectly explained in the committee, but the com- 
mittee has not deigned to inform the Senate why that was so; and 
when anybody desires an opportunity to examine the point which it 
seems to me covers this whole case and is vital to its decision, then we 
are somewhat taken to task. 

For one, Mr. President, I propose to examine the bills which are be- 
fore the Senate, and I propose to have time to do itif Ican get it under 
the rules of the Senate. ; 

Mr. GEORGE. Mr. President, I suppose, so far as interest is con- 
cerned, that I have more interest in this case than anybody else, though 
I have no mal interest in it. These claimants are a widow and 

who reside in the State of Mississippi. I called the bill up in 
the usual way in which bills are called up on evenings of this sort. 

I merely desire to say to the Senator from Connecticut that I have 
no disposition in the world to prevent him from giving this case a full 
and fair examination. Iam satisfied myself that the claim is just. It 
was so held by the Court of Claims, so held by the committee of the 
Honse of Representatives, so held by the House of Representatives, 
and so held by the committee on the part of the Senate, and I simply 
desire to say now that if there is any motion I can make which will 
extend to the Senator the time he desires to examine or look into the 
matter thoroughly and fully, I shall be glad to make that motion. 

Mr. HARRIS. I can suggest a motion, that the Senate do now ad- 
journ. 

Mn GEORGE. Very well, I make that motion. 

The PRESIDENT pro iempore. Before submitting the motion, the 
Chair will lay before the Senate bills from the House of Representa- 
tives for reference. 

HOUSE BILLS REFERRED. 

The following bills, received from the House of Representatives, were 
severally read twice by their titles, and referred to the Committee on 
Naval Affairs: 
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A bill (H. R. 4351) to provide for the deposit of the savings of sea- 
men of the United States Navy; 

A bill (H. R. 4353) to provide a temporary home for certain persons 
discharged from the United States Navy; and 

A bill (H. R. 10652) to encourage the enlistment of boys as appren- 
tices in the United States Navy. 

The following joint resolutions were: severally read twice by their 
titles, and referred to the Committee on Foreign Relations: 

Joint resolution (H. Res. 112) requesting the President of the United 
States to negotiate with the Government of Mexico for the creation ot 
an international commission to determine, according to the rules ot 
the Washington convention of November 12, 1884, all questions touch- 
ing the boundary line between the United States and Mexico where it 
follows the bed of the Rio Grande and Colorado Rivers; and 

Joint resolution (If. Res. 181) accepting the invitation of the Imperial 
German Government to the Government of the United States to become 
a party to the International Geodetic Association. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on the motion of the 
Senator from Mississippi [Mr. GEORGE] that the Senate do nowadjourn. 

The motion was agreed to; and (at 5 o’clock and 20 minutes p. m.) 
the Senate adjourned until to-morrow, Wednesday, September 26, 1888, 
at 12 o'clock m. 


NOMINATIONS. 
Executive nominations received by the Senale September 25, 1888, 
ENVOY EXTRAORDINARY AND MINISTER PLENIPOTENTIARY. 

John G. Parkhurst, of Michigan, to be envoy extraordinary and 
minister plenipotentiary of the United States to Belgium, vice Lam- 
bert Tree, nominated for the mission to Russia. 

POSTMASTERS. 

William R. Kelley, to be postmaster at Fernandina, Nassau County, 
Florida, vice Columbus L. Jack, deceased. 

Walter C. Newberry, to be postmaster at Chicago, Cook County, Il- 
linois, vice S. Corning Judd, resigned. 

Charles H. Tracey, to be postmaster at Anaconda, Deer Lodge County, 
Territory of Montana, vice Benjamin F. Mahany, resigned. 

FOR APPOINTMENT IN THE ARMY. 
Inspector-General’ s Department. 

Capt. Henry W. Lawton, of the Fourth Cavalry, to be inspector- 
sore with the rank of major, September 17, 1888, vice Burton, pro- 
moted. 

RECEIVER OF PUBLIC MONEYS. 

Robert F. Coates, of Wichita, Kans., to be receiver of public moneys 

at Wichita, Kans., viceSamuel L. Gelbrot, resigned. 
REGISTER OF THE LAND OFFICE. : 

John B. Baird, of Atlanta, Ga., to be register of the land office at 

Seattle, Wash., vice John Y. Ostrander, resigned. 


CONFIRMATION, 


_ Executive nomination confirmed by the Senate September 25, 1888. 
PROMOTION IN THE NAVY. 
Chief of Bureau of Equipment and Réeruiting. 
Capt. Winfield Scott Schley, a resident of Maryland, to be Chief of 
the Bureau of Equipment and Recruiting in the Department of the 
Navy, with the relative rank of commodore. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
TUESDAY, September 25, 1888. 
pia House met at 12 o’clock m. Prayer by Rev. J. H. CUTHBERT, 


The Journal of yesterday’s proceedings was read and approved. 
FORT WALLACE MILITARY RESERVATION, KANSAS, 


The SPEAKER laid before the House the following message from 
the President of the United States; which was read, and, with the ac- 
companying bill, referred, on motion of Mr. HOLMAN, to the Commit- 
tee on the Public Lands, and ordered to be printed: - 

To the House of Representatives : 

Lreturn without approval House bill No, 8310, entitled “An act to provide for 
the gipon of the Fort Wallace military reservation in Kansas,” 

This bill provides thata portion of this reservation which’ is situated in the 
State of Kansas shall be set apart for town-site pur and may be entered 
by the corporate authorities of the adjoining city of Wallace, 

The second section of the bill permitsthe Union Pacific Railroad Company to 

urchase within a limited time a certain of the military reservation, which 
fs rticularly described, at the rate of per acre, 

am informed that this privilege might by reason of a faulty description of 
the lands enable the railroad company to purchase at the price named property 
in which private parties have vise k uired under our laws. 

Itivevident that the description of the d which the railroad company is 
allowed the option of purchasing should be exact and certain for the interest of 


all concerned, 7 
Section 4 of the bill grants a certain portion of the military reservation here- 


1888. 


tofore set apart by the military authorities as a cemetery tothe city of Wallace 


for cemetery purposes, 
myer gp ee bea provision that no bodies heretofore interred 


There bene in m; 
n this ground disturbed, and that when the same is no longer used 


as a cemetery aa should revert to the Government. 
GROVER CLEVELAND. 
EXECUTIVE Mansion, Seplember 24, 1888. 


SALES FOR OVERDUE TAXES, DISTRICI OF COLUMBIA. 

The SPEAKER. The bill (H, R. 10060) prescribing the times for 
sales, and for notice of sales of property in the District of Columbia for 
overdue taxes was passed some time ago by both Houses, signed by 
their presiding officers, and sent to the President, but was afterward 
recalled by a concurrent resolution of the two Houses. The gentle- 
man from Pennsylvania [Mr. ATKINSON] now asks unanimous consent 
that the vote by which the House passed the bill may be reconsidered 
in order that certain amendments changing dates named in the bill 
may beinserted. The Clerk will read the amendments proposed, after 
which there will be opportunity for objection. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

In line u of the printed bill strike out “September, 1£83,” and insert “Janu- 


liter the the word “and,” in line 15, insert “the first Tuesday in September;” so 
as to read, "' the first rst Tuesday i in September of each year thereafter.” 

Mr. ATKINSON. The enly purpose of these amendments is to 
make the act of Congress operative. The bill did not reach the Presi- 
dent before the time fixed for advertising; and therefore unless the bill 
be amended no advertising can be done during the present year. The 
á proponon is now to postpone the time for advertisement from the first 

y of September of this year till the first Tuesday of January 
next. 


Several MEMBERS. All right. 

The SPEAKER. If there be no objection, the votes by which this 
bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading and by which it 
was passed will be reconsidered; these amendments will be agreed to, 
and the bill as thus amended will be again passed. The Chair hears 
no objection; and it is so ordered. 


LEAVE OF ABSENCE, 


By unanimous consent, leave of absence was granted as follows: 

To Mr. WHITING, of Michigan, indefinitely, on account of impor- 
tant business. 

To Mr. JOHNSTON, of North Carolina, for two days, on account of 
important business. 

To Mr. JACKSON, indefinitely, on account of important business. 

To Mr. Witson, of Minnesota, indefinitely, on account of impor- 
tant business. 

To Mr, O'NEILL, of Missouri, indefinitely, on account of important 
business, 

REPRINTING OF A REPORT. 


The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Arkansas [Mr. PEEL], the 
chairman of the Committee on Indian Affairs, asks that report No. 
3210, made by that committee, be reprinted with certain exhibits 
which accompanied the original report, but which were not included 
in the first print. Is there objection? The Chair hears none, and itis 
so ordered. $ 

ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 


Mr. KILGORE, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, reported that 
the committee had examined and found duly enrolled bills of the fol- 
lowing titles; when the Speaker signed the same: 

A bill (S. 2862) granting a pension to William R. Dean; and 

A bill (H. R. 9619) to authorize the construction of a bridge across 
the Missouri River at some accessible point within 1 mile north and 
1 mile south and east of the mouth of the Kansas River. 


PURCHASE OF SWORDS OF GENERAL JAMES SHIELDS. 


Mr. MANSUR. I ask unanimous consent for the present. considera- 
tion of the joint resolution (H. Res. 202) to construe and determine the 
amount to be paid by the Secretary of War under the following act 
of Congress, passed at this session, namely, *‘Anact to purchase of the 
widow and children of the late General James Shields certain swo: 

The SPEAKER. The joint resolution will be read, 

The Clerk proceeded to read the joint resolution. 

Mr. KILGORE (before the reading was concluded). I call for the 
regular order. 

Mr. MANSUR. Let me appeal to my friend from Texas—— 

The SPEAKER. The regular order is demanded, which is the call 
of committees for reports. 


LIGHT-HOUSE AT POINT ISABEL, TEX. 

Mr. CRISP, from the Committee on Commerce, reported back with 
amendment the bill (H. R. 11342) providing for the re-establishment 
of the light-house at Point Isabel, Tex.; which was referred to the 
Committee of the Whole on the state of the Union, and, with the ac- 
companying report, ordered to be printed. 

ROAD THROUGH MILITARY RESERVATION, PLATTSBURGH, N. Y. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND, from the Committee on Military Affairs, re- 


ported back favorably the bill (H. R. 11452) to construct a road from 
the village of Plattsburgh, N. Y., through and along the Government 
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military reservation in said village; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee of the Whole on the state of the Union, and, with the accom- 
panying report, ordered to be printed. 

W. H.. CAYCE, 

Mr, WHEELER. Iam instructed by the Committee on the Public 
Lands to report back favorably the resolution in the case of Willian H. 
Cayce, claiming the right of homestead entry to certain lands; which 
is a privileged matter, and ask that it be printed and recommitted to 
the Committee on the Public Lands. 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 


POTTAWATOMIE INDIANS, MICHIGAN AND INDIANA, 


Mr. ALLEN, of Michigan, from the Committee on the Public Lands, 
reported back favorably the bill (S. 2176) for the ascertainment of the 
amount due the Pottawatomie Indians of Michigan and Indiana; 
which was referred to the House Calendar, and, with Mie accompany- 
ing report, ordered to be printed. 


ADVERSE REPORTS. 


Mr. MORRILL, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, reported 
back with an adverse recommendation bills of the following titles; 
which were severally ordered to be laid on the table and the accom- 
panying reports printed, namely: 

A bill (H. R. 9698) for the relief of August Cansdell, Company D, 
Ninth Kansas Volunteers; 

A bill iF R. 6617) granting a pension to Sylvester Sharp; 

A bill (H. R. 10716) granting a pension to Charles Bays; 

A bill (H. R. 190) granting a pension to Johanna Trew; 

A bill eee R. 10421) for the relief of Eliza Wilson; 

A bill (H. R. 10114) to pension John P. Swenson; 

A bill (H. R. 10552) granting a pension to Stephen Wilson; 

A bill (H. R. 3611) granting a pension to William Lutz; 

A bill (H. R. 5224) granting a pension to Jacob Zannuck; and 

A bill (H. R. 3823) to rerate the pension of Stephen C. Monroe. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


The SPEAKER. ‘The hour for the consideration of bills under the 
rule begins at thirty minutes past 12 o’clock. 

Mr. SCOTT. I would like to ask unanimous consent for the consid- 
eration of a little bill here rectifying the record of three men who en- 
listed during the war, served during the entire war, but who had been 
sold as substitutes without their knowledge. The bill passed the House 
by unanimous consent some two months ago and went to the Senate, 
where there was a technical amendment inserted. It is now on the 
Speaker’s table. 

The SPEAKER. Without objection, the amendment will be re- 


ported. 

Mr. DINGLEY. DoI understand that the demand for the regular 
order has been withdrawn? 

The SPEAKER. It has not. 

Mr. DINGLEY. Ithink there ought to be some uniformity in re- 
gard to this matter. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Pennsylvania asked the House 
to give its consent to consider the amendments of the Senate to this 
bill. The Chair announced what the regular order was, and the gen- 
tleman from Texas has demanded the regular order. 

Mr. DINGLEY. Ihave no objection to the request of the gentle- 
man from Pennsylvania myself, but think there should be some regu- 
larity; and if the regular order is withdrawn for his benefit other gen- 
tlemen on this side ought to have an equal privilege. 


The SPEAKER. The demand for the regular order has not been 
withdrawn. 

Mr. DINGLEY. Can this request be entertained if it is not with- 
drawn? 

The SPEAKER. Ifthe gentleman makes the point. 

Mr. DINGLEY. Ido not make the point myself; I only want some 
uniformity. 

The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman from Texas insist upon the 


demand for the regular order? 

Mr. KILGORE. I do. 

Mr. SCOTT. I would ask the gentleman from Texas to withdraw 
it fora minute. This is a bill that has passed the House, and the 
amendment of the Senate is informal. 

Mr. KILGORE. I will withdraw it for one minute. 

The SPEAKER.. The gentleman from Maine insists that if the Je 
manas is withdrawn, it must not oe withdrawn for any particular per- 


Nr. KILGORE. Then I insist Soon the demand. 

TheSPEAKER. ‘The Chair hasannounced the regular order. The 
present occupant of the chair, not having been present at the last hour 
for consideration, will ascertain what committee is entitled to the call. 
The Chair is advised by the Clerk that the last call rested with the 
Committee on Commerce, that it had occupied one hour, and had a 
measure under consideration; is that correct? 

Mr. CRISP. No, sir; the Committee on Commerce had occupied its 
two hours, 
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The SPEAKER. The Chair will then call other committees in their 
order. 

The Committee on Foreign Affairs was called. 

INTERNATIONAL GEODETIC ASSOCIATION. 

Mr. COTHRAN. I ask the present consideration of the joint reso- 
lution (H. Res. 181) accepting the invitation of the Imperial German 
Government to the Government of the UnitedStates to become a party 
to the International Geodetic Association. 

The joint resolution was read, as follows: 


Whereas the Government of the United States has been invited by the Im- 
perial German Government to become a party to the International Geodetic 
Association: Therefore, 

Resolved by the Senate and House of Representatives of the United States of Amer- 
ica in Congress assembled, That the President be. and he is hereby, requested and 
authorized to accept said invitation, and that he is hereby authorized and re- 

uested to appoint a delegate, who shall be an officer of the United States 
Geodetic and Coast Survey, to attend the next meeting of said International 
Geodetic Association, but no extra salary or additional compensation shall be 
paid to such by reason of such attendance. 

Mr. COTHRAN. Iask the previous question on the adoption of the 
resolution. 

Mr. McMILLIN. Does the gentleman object to having the report 
read ? 

Mr. COTHRAN. Not at all. 

The report (by Mr. CorHRAN, without the accompanying papers) 
was read, as follows: 

[To accompany II. Res. 181] 

On the 20th of February, 1888, the President of the United States transmitted 
to Congress a report from the Secretary of State, relative to an invitation from 
the Imperial German Government to the Government of the United States to 
become a party to the International Geodetic Association. 

The object of the association is, by nppieation of the highest order of skill 
in the use of scientific means, to determine as nearly as possible the exact meas- 
urement of the earth. 

Apart from the matter of abstract science which the association seeks to pro- 
mote, it is believed that the practical advantage to be derived from the ascer- 
tainment and determination of the location of national, State, and Territorial 
boundaries, our extensive coast line and the safest approaches thereto, by the 
most scientific and satisfactory means, thereby settling disputed questions of 
boundary, and effectually avoiding such in the future, as well as diminishing 
in great degree the perils of sargon; should induce this Government to take 
part in an association the invitation to which has doubtless been induced not 
only on account of itsimportance among the civilized governments of the world, 
but also by the excellence of its own work in this important field of scientific 
investigation. 

These reasons might be extended, but the committee deem it unnecessary to 


ba pote y concurring in the views presented by the honorable the Secretaries 
of State. Mr. Bayard, and of the Treasury, Mr. Fairchild, and by Mr. F. M. 
Thorn, the efficient Superintendent of the United States Coastand Geodetic Sur- 
vey, set forth in the report of the President of the Uniied States, submitted here- 
with, the committee submit the accompanying joint resolution, to carry out the 
purposes set forth in this report, and recommend that the same do pass, 

Mr. WHITE, of New York. I wish to make this inquiry of the 
gentleman from South Carolina having this resolution in charge: whether 
under the usages of the Government the actual expenses of the commis- 
siouerappointed would bepaid? I find that this provides for the appoint- 
ment of a member of the Geodetic Survey, but does not provide addi- 
tional compensation. Now, if he travels long distances, unless the 
matter of his expense for such travel is provided for in the regulations 
of the Department, or by existing law, there ought to be some provis- 
ion embodied in this resolution to reimburse him. 

Mr. COTHRAN, The resolution carries no appropriation. 

Mr. WHITE, of New York. I understand that; but does it provide 
for the payment of his traveling expenses? 

Mr. HERBERT. I understand it does. 

Mr. COTHRAN. Certainly they ought to be paid. 

Mr. HERBERT. The gentleman may be very sure that it does 
provide for it. It would not have come in without some such provis- 
ion. . 
Mr. BLOUNT. This only involves, as I understand it, the appoint- 
ment of a delegate? 

Mr. COTHRAN. Thatis all. 

Mr. BLOUNT. It does not involve anything in the matter of sur- 
veys, or expenditures for that purpose ? G 

Mr. COTHRAN. No; only the acceptance of the invitation. 

Mr. BLOUNT. And our surveys are to be carried on independent 
of this resolution? 

Mr. COTHRAN. They are. 

Mr. McMILLIN. Does the gentleman know what expenditure is 
involved ? 

Mr. COTHRAN. It involves no other expense than the acceptance 
of the invitation, and I presume the traveling expenses of the dele- 


gate. 

Mr. McMILLIN. What natidns are now members of this associa- 
tion? 

Mr. COTHRAN. All of the European nations; but this invitation 
comes coed from the German Government. 

Mr. HERBERT. I understand the pu of this resolution is to 
authorize a representative of the Geodetic Survey to attend the in- 
ternational geodetic congress, and it seems to me, that if we are going 
on with this geodetic work it would be very well to allow one of the 
members of the survey to attend, the purpose being in that world’s 


congress to as far as. possible harmonize the work of geodesy, which 
aims to ascertain the shape of the earth. While I have opposed on 


this floor extravagant expenditures which in my opinion have been 
made and are still being made for this coast and geodetic survey, it 
seems to me that if work of this kind is to be carried on at all there 
can be no possible harm in having a representative from our survey at 
that congress. 

Mr. BLOUNT. Work is being carried on at present in the States 
and Territories. 

Mr. HERBERT. Yes; a very great deal of work is being carried on 
in some of the States and Territories now by this bureau. 

Mr. O’NEILL, of Pennsylvania. I am very glad the gentleman 
from Alabama [Mr. HERBERT] has expressed some interest in this 
bureau, Iwas very much surprised the other day at his remarks and 
his views upon all these scientific bureaus of the Government, and to- 
day it gives me pleasure to find him speaking in favor of this resolu- 
tion. I favor this resolution. I favor the work done in all the scien- 
tific bureaus of the Government, and am always ready and willing to 
vote them appropriations, because I believe those appropriations are 
being expended by gentlemen of great culture, great intelligence, and 
great integrity, and not one dollar is lost to the advancement of this 
Government with all the countries of the world in scientific research. 
I only desire to congratulate the country that the gentleman from Ala- 
bama [Mr. HERBERT] has seen fit to approve of some one thing in con- 
nection with these scientific bureaus. 

Mr. HERBERT. I accept the gentleman’s compliment with all 
the more humility because F think I may not have deserved it. Iam 
opposed to the Government expending so much money as it does upon 
science. I believe the best thing the Government could possibly do 
would be to abolish this geodetic work; butsince we do not abolish it, 
we ought to do it well; and there can be no possible harm, as this 
bureau exists and is to exist, in having some member of it confer with 
the members of other associations abroad to harmonize this work. 

Mr. O'NEILL, of Pennsylvania. I have always esteemed the gen- 
tleman from Alabama highly as a gentleman of culture and education, 
and at the same time I must say that I think it comes with very poor 
grace for one who has been educated as he has to express sentiments 
against the interests of such of these Departments of the Government 
as are bringing our country to the front in the progress of science and 
making us felt everywhere throughout the civilized world. 

I am very much inclined to take back what I have said; but I think 
so much of the gentleman, individually, that I think I will let it stand. 
[Laughter and applause. ] 

Mr. COTHRAN. I demand the previous question. 

Mr. WHITE, of New York. I hope the gentleman will withdraw 
the demand, so that I may be permitted to make a statement. 

Mr. COTHRAN. I will withdraw the demand until I hear the re- 
quest of the gentleman from New York. 

Mr. WHITE, of New York. I believe that there has been a state- 
ment generically made, but not specifically, that there is some exist- 
ing law under which the expenses of the delegate would be paid. Now, 
there can be no question but that they should be paid, and I ask unani- 
mous consent to offer an amendment. 

Mr. MCMILLIN. Probably you had better let it go as itis. The 
making of additional appropriations for that bureau and magnifying 
its importance would be resisted; and it should be. 

Mr. WHITE, of New York. The amendment I desire to offer is to 
add to the resolution, after the words ‘‘no extra salary or additional 
compensation shall be paid by reason of such attendance,’’ the words 
‘except the actual expenses of the delegate necessarily incurred in at- 
tending said meeting of said association, to be audited and paid by the 
proper officer of the Treasury Department.’’ 

Mr. HERBERT. Will the gentleman allow me to interrupt him in 
order that I may make an explanation? I desire to say that the gen- 
tleman may be very certain that the general law authorizes the payment 
of the expenses of the delegatesin this case. All legislation of this kind 
originates and necessarily must originate in these scientific bureaus; 
and when this bill was introduced, as a matter of course, if not pre- 
pared, it was at least suggested by some one connected with that bu- 
reau who had examined that matter. The gentleman may lay itdown 
as a matter of fact that any bureau of this Government having a bill 
introduced for such a purpose as this would get into it a provision to 
pay expenses if such should be necessary. I know very well that the 
representative to the Geographical Congress some years ago had his ex- 
penses paid, and of course it is contemplated to pay the expenses of 
this delegate. 

Mr. WHITE, of New York. There is no objection to the amend- 
ment. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from South Carolina [Mr. COTH- 
RAN] has not withdrawn the demand for the previous question. Does 
he demand the previous question ? 

Mr. COTHRAN. Ido, Mr. Speaker. 

The previous question was ordered, and under the operation thereof 
the resolution was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time; and 
being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. COTHRAN moved to reconsider the vote by which the joint 
resolution was passed; and also moved that the motion to reconsider 
be laid on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


1888. 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


8937 


UNITED STATES AND MEXICAN BOUNDARY. 


Mr. HITT. I am instructed by the Committee on Foreign Affairs 
to call up for consideration the joint resolution (H. Res. 112) request- 
ing the President of the United States to negotiate with the Govern- 
ment of Mexico for the creation of an international commission to de- 
termine, according to the rules of the Washington convention of No- 
vember 12, 1884, all questions touching the boundary line between the 
United States and Mexico where it follows the bed of the Rio Grande 
and Colorado Rivers. ; 

The joint resolution was read, as follows: 

Resolved, etc., That the President be, and he is hereby, authorized to negotiate 
with the Government of Mexico for the creation of an international commis- 
sion to determine, according to the r laid down in the convention between 
the two countries, signed at Washington on the 12th day of November, 1884, all 
questions touching the boundary line between the United States and Mexico 
where it follows the bed of the Rio Grande and the Colorado Rivers. 

Mr. HITT. Mr. Speaker, this joint resolution is to authorize and 
request the President to negotiate with Mexico for the appointment of 
an international commission which shall determine all uncertainty and 
all questions in regard to our boundary where it follows the Rio Grande 
and Colorado Rivers. This is to be done in accordance with the rules 
laid down in the Washington convention of November 12, 1884. 

The Rio Grande River, flowing between the United States and Mex- 
ico, is a wide, shallow stream, with a changing, uncertain channel. 
By the treaty of Guadalupe Hidalgo, concluded February 2, 1848, after 
the war with Mexico, the boundary line from the mouth of the Rio 
Grande was declared to be ‘‘ up the middle of that river, following the 
deepest channel where it has more than one.’? The same words, ‘‘ up 
the middle of that river,” are repeated in the treaty with Mexico of 
December 30, 1853. 

A survey of the boundary was made under the treaty, and the actual 
boundary was then what was the middle of the river. Since that time 
it has shifted its channels so often and so far, in some cases gradually, 
in others abruptly and by cut-offs, that no man knows accurately where 
the boundary is to-day. The channel will sometimes move slowly by 
accretion on one side and erosion on theother. Sometimes the stream 
will suddenly cut a new channel, abandoning the old ones altogether, 
and in a single day, by a cut-off, a tract or ‘‘ banco’’ of a hundred acres 
will be found to be on the other side of the river. 

These causes have produced uncertainty as to the boundary, and 
this encourages smuggling, which is always carried on more or less on 
the border. When a man smuggles from a banco it is almost impossi- 
ble to catch and convict him. Nosurveys are made nor official records 
kept of the time and place of cut-off changes, and no one can tell with 
accuracy the extent of the cut-off. The bed of the old channel is the 
boundary, though it may belongsincedry. There are sometimes two 
or three old beds, and it is hard to tell where is the middle of the old 
bed contemplated by thetreaty. At the last term of the United States 
district court at Brownsville, the most noted smuggling case was lost 
by the Government for want of that accurate knowledge that would 
satisfy the court. Some bancos increase by deposit; some wear away 
till they are entirely swept off. 

Questions of ownership and of jurisdiction arose long ago under the 
treaty of Guadalupe Hidalgo. ! 

In 1856 Attorney-General Cushing discussed the subject with his 
characteristic Iéarning and ability in an opinion dated November 11, 
pin rests upon and reasserts the long-established principle of Roman 

aw. 

Says Mr. Cushing: 

When a river is the line of arcifinious boundary between two nations, its nat- 
ural channel so continues notwithstanding any chan, of its course by accre- 
tion or decretion of either bank; butif the course changed abruptly into 
a new bed by irruption or ayulsion, then the [deserted] river-bed becomes the 
boundary. 

In order to remove all doubt from this subject, Secretary Freling- 
huysen signed a convention with Sefior Romero, minister of Mexico, 
November 12, 1884, in which was laid down a body of rules which are 
in accordance with the doctrine of the civil Jaw for determining ques- 
tions concerning the dividing line, the middle of the channel of the 
Rio Grande and Rio Colorado— 


to avoid difficulties which may arise through the changes of channel to which 
those rivers are subject through the operation of natural forces. 


But no method was there prescribed for applying the rules and the 
commission proposed in this joint resolution is simply designed to pro- 
vide for the application of the rules laid down in the convention of 
1884, by which the boundary lines between Mexico and this country 
can be determined and be made practically fixed, known, and useful 
in the administration of the law. I can not state what, if any, ex- 
penditure will be incurred by the passage of the resolution. 

Mr. BLOUNT. May I ask the gentleman what is the rule laid down 
in the convention? 

Mr, HITT. The rules are based on the principles of the old civil 
Jaw. The first two rules laid down were: The dividing line shall for- 
ever be that described ‘in the treaty and follow the center of the nor- 
mal channel of the rivers named, notwithstanding any alterations in 
the banks or in the course of those rivers, provided that such alterations 
be effected by natural causes through the slow and gradual erosion and 


—_—_—_————— ee . 


deposit of alluvium, and not by the abandonment of an existing river- 
bed and the opening of a new one. 

Any other change wrought by the force of the current, whether by 
the cutting of a new bed or when there is more than one channel by 
the deepening of another channel than that which marked the boundary 
at the time of the survey made under the treaty, shall produce no change 
in the dividing line as fixed by the surveys of the international bound- 
ary commission in 1852; but the line then fixed shall continue to follow 
the middle of its original channel bed, even though this should ‘* be- 
come wholly dry or be obstructed by deposits.” 

Other rules declared that artificial change of channel shou!d not af-, 
fect the line, nor should rights of property be disturbed by the channel 
changes above described. 

Mr. ADAMS. Will my colleague tell me whether, according tothe - 
rules laid down by that convention, the boundary line is to be fixed, 
or is to be hereafter a vibrating line varying with the variations inthe 
channel? Is it to be marked out with reference to what the channel 
was or is at one particular time, or is it to follow the subsequent 
changes in the channel? 

Mr. HITT. ‘The rules which I have juststated declare that the di- 
viding line shall forever be that which is described in the treaty, and 
follow the center of the normal channel of the rivers—— 

Mr. ADAMS. As that normal channel shall be from time to time? 

Mr. HITT. The rule applicable to changes is clearly prescribed, 
and that is the rule of the civil law, which is that the boundary is to 
follow the center of the normal channel notwithstanding any altera- 
tions in the banks or in the course of those rivers; provided that such 
alterations be effected by natural causes through the slow and gradual 
erosion and deposit of alluvium, and not by the abandonment of an 
existing river bed and the opening of a new one. 

Mr. ADAMS. Onequestionmore. Has not the President ihe power 
to appoint this commission without a resolution of Congress? 

Mr. HITT. It is deemed by the Department of State better that 
the authority should be given by Congress, as expense may be incurred 
and it concerns an international question touching so grave a subject 
as a boundary even though it be changed ever so little. 

This convention of 1884 provided no means for applying the rules I 
have mentioned to given cases. It declared that the boundary as 
fixed in 1852 should continue in the middle of the old bed, even when 
it becomes dry. But who is to determine where is the middle of the 
old bed? When there are two or three old beds how is it to be decided 
whieh was abandoned by the river before 1852, and which since? 
These bancos with their uncertain boundaries afford retreats for smug- 
glers, thieves, kidnappers, murderers, and every class of criminals, as 
well as bases of supplies from which to carry on their operations free 
from interference by either Government. Liquors, tobacco, and all 
kinds of dutiable merchandise are taken there and smuggled into the 
United States as opportunity offers. The collector at Brownsville 
says: 

The two inspectors at Santa Maria lately had positive information of 100 gal- 
lons of mescal in the Balsa banco ready to be brought over. They watched 
day and night for it, but could not catch it. While they were on one side the 
liquor went out on the other, and was consumed atsome big Christmas “bailes” 
(dances) about 15 miles in the country. That is one instance of smugglin 
known to the officers, who could not prevent it. I could give you a hundred: 

If these nests could be broken up, smuggling would be greatly reduced. I 
think the only way to do it is to make a new treaty, defining the boundary be- 
tween Mexico and the United States. 

The Secretary of the Treasury, upon being consulted by the Secre- 
tary of State on the question, replied: 

In view of the difficulties constantly experienced in enforcing the revenue 
laws on the Mexican frontier, owing in a great measure to the present uncer- 
tainty asto the boundary line between the two countries, I concur in your sug- 
gestion for the appointment of an international river commission toapply the 
rule prescribed by the boundary convention of November 12, 

Our committee has carefully considered this subject and approve the 
resolution. 

I think it is manifest, Mr. Speaker, in view of the collection of the 
revenue, the prevention of crime, the maintenance of good order on the 
frontier, and the preservation of international harmony, that these 
boundary questions should be settled by a commission as soon as pos- 
sible. 

Mr. LANHAM. Task the ‘gentleman from Illinois [Mr, Hirr] to 
yield to me for a moment. 

Mr. HITT. Certainly, I will yield to the gentieman. 

Mr. LANHAM. So far as I have been able to examine the joint res- 
olution which the gentleman from Illinois has called up for consider- 
ation, it meets my approval, and I think it necessary that something 
should be done in the line contemplated by it. There is, however, 
another question, which is to some extent kindred to it, and is of very 
great importance to the border along the Mexican frontier, and I would 
like, with the permission of the gentleman, to enlarge the scope of the 
resolution by an amendment authorizing the President to negotiate also 
with the Government of Mexico for the abolition of what is known as 
the Zona Libre, or Free Zone. 

Mr. HITT. I must say to the gentleman that the question which 
he proposes is a very grave and important one, and I am not author- 
i 


by the committee to accept such an amendment. 
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Mr. LANHAM, Then I will ask to have the amendment read for 
information. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

And the President is also authorized to negotiate with the Government of 
Mexico for the abolition of the Zona Libre. 

Mr. LANHAM. I desire to offer this amendment; and I would like, 
with the permission of the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. Hirt], to sub- 
mit a few remarks upon it. 

Mr. HITT. I must call the previous question. I can not yield for 
the amendment, as it relates to an entirely different question from that 
involved in this resolution. 

Mr. O’NEILL, of Missouri. That Zona Libre is a mere custom- 
‘house regulation. - 

Mr. LANHAM. Oh, no; it means a great deal more than that. 

Mr. O'NEILL, of Missouri. Mexicoestablishes the Zona Libre some 
distance back from the Rio Grande, where it is thought more conven- 
ient to have her custom-houses than right along the bank of the river. 

Mr. LANHAM. The gentleman does not, I think, fully understand 
the question. 

I hope the gentleman from Illinois will allow me to have read in this 
connection two brief statements setting forth the importance and ne- 
cessity of the abolition of this Free Zone. 

Mr. HITT. Ido not feel justified in delaying our business during 
this hour. No doubt the gentleman can obtain cousent to publish in 
the RECORD the statements to which he refers. 

Mr. LANHAM. Then, with the permission of the House, I will 
say a jew words in explanation of the statements, which I will ask to 
have printed in the RECORD. 

Mr. Speaker, my reasons for offering this amendment are such as I 
think ought to attract the attention of the House and the efforts of our 
Government in behalf of the people who live along the Mexican bor- 
der. It is the duty of the Government to employ all legitimate agen- 
cies in behalf of its citizens in every part of the country, as well as to 
take all necessary steps to prevent any fraudulent practices which may 
exist in avoiding the just collection of its revenues. Quoting from 
Senate Executive Document No. 130, first session Fiftieth Congress, I 
give the following definitions of the Zona Libre: 

The Zona Libre is a narrow belt extending along tho frontier from the Gulf 
of Mexico to Tijuana, The DADAN sa of first entry in it are Matamoros, 


Mier, Laredo, Piegras Negras, Paso del Norte, and Nogales. The estimated 
population is about 100,000, ty zi es i 


> 
= The Free Zone shall extend from Matamoros to Tijuana, along the frontier of 
the Republic in the States of Tamaulipas, Coahuila, Chihuahua, Sonora, and 
the Territory of Lower California, with respect to length; and as to width, 
20 kilometers into the interior from the frontier line. 

From the beginning of my service in this House, representing as I do 
a district a large portion of which is bounded by the Rio Grande River, 
I have had occasion to give consideration to this subject and to corre- 
spond and confer with the Secretary of State upon the matter. The ex- 
istence of this Free Zone, into which goods and inerchandise are imported 
free of duty, has been a constant source of complaint by my constitu- 
ents who reside upon the border. In 1884 I received the following pro- 
test from numerous and representative citizens of El Paso, Tex.: 

EL Paso, TEX., Apra 10, 1834. 

Whereas the recent extension of the Zona Libre, or Free Zone, along the 
northern frontier of Mexico, extending asfar west as Nogales, Ariz.. opens 
del Norte, Mexico, immediately opposite El Paso, Tex., to the free importation 
of all classes of merchandise, unrestricted commerce, and tiy increased op- 
portunities for smuggling, and the utter demoralization of legitimate business; 
and whereas Americah merchants and industries will be brought into sharp 
and unequal competition with foreign merchants and industries wholly unpro- 
tected; and whereas values will be decreased and business paraly: on the 
American side of the river, while on the Mexican side there will be a corre- 
sponding increase in business and values, the stimulation of unlawful com- 
merce, and an o ized and extensive system of smuggling far into the inte- 
rior of the United States on account of the various railways extending in every 
direction from El Paso, Tex., and into Mexico, by reason of the many and t 
obstacles presented by the Rio Grande River being done away with, and be- 
lieving, as we do, that such a state of things on the frontier will not only be- 
prejudicial to our own interests, but to the interests of the country at large, and 
that it is of vital importance that the extension and establishment of the “ Free 
Zone" be overthrown if possible: 

Therefore, we earnestly protest as citizens of the United States against the 
destruction of our property and commercial interests by the Mexican Govern- 
ment, and believing it is in violation of the Jate reciprocity treaty, we very 
respectfully and earnestly ask our Senators and Representatives in Congress to 
use their utmost efforts with the proper authorities of the United States to ar- 
rest this unfriendly and unwise scheme e Mexican Government; and, fail- 
ing in this, that they ask for the immedid® establishmentof a“ Free Zone” on 
our own borécers to the same extent as that established by Mexico. We also 
earnestly beg that such laws as are necessary to put in full force the late reci- 
procity treaty With Mexico be enacted by Congress at an early day. 

At a later date I received and presented to the House and had re- 
ferred to the Committee on Ways and Means the following petition, 
signed by many leading merchants and business men of El Paso, which 
distinctly sets forth their grievances, and, it seems to me, shows such 
a condition of affairs as to emphasize the necessity for making this sub- 
ject a matter of international negotiation: 

To the Senate and House of Representatives of the United States : 

We, the undersigned citizen tax-payers of the United States, herewith most 
respectfully and urgently represent that the recent extension of the Free Zone 
by the Mexican Government along the northern frontier of Mexico, opens all 


the Mexican towns along said border to the importation, through the United 
States, of all classes of merchandise from foreign countries upon which no duty 


is paid either to the American or Mexican Governments. Said act createsaren- 
dezvous where merchants from foreign countries can land their free goods, take 
their time and opportunity to smuggle or sell them to those who will smuggle 
them into the United States. 

A glance at our tariff lit will at once prove the great incentive to do this, and 
that American merchants in the American towns can not pursue s legitimate 
business with success in competition with those in the Free Zone. 

Referring more jeularly to the free port of Paso del Norte, Mexico, di- 
rectly opposite El . Tex., we call attention to the ample opportunity and 
great ease with w: an extensive smuggling business can be ca: on, for 
the reason that all classes of individuals can go there in the street-cars and in 
other conver snow, or on foot, day or night, purchase any article of wearing- 
apparel, and wear it over to the American side. As well can merchandise 
upon which the greatest duty is imposed be carried over by men, pack-animals 
and other conveyances at various places up and down the river. The Rio 
Grande River is fordable the greater part of time, and there are also bridges 
and boats in ample supply when the river is not fordable. 

Now that railways are operating to @d from all the cities of the United 
States, an extensive amount of smuggling can and will be carried on, and these 
free goods will find their way throughout our country. 

Merchants from Vera Cruz and other foreign cities are now opening large 
stocks of foreign merchandise in convenient places in Paso del Norte for the 
purpose of supplying the American trade. They are advertising their advant- 
ages in our papers, and are pushing their wares ourcountry, This fact is 
fast demoralizing our trade and depreciating our Reopens, values. 

Even with numerous pea nie which would entail largely increased expense 
to the Government, we do not believe this pernicious practice could be com- 
pletely and effectually suppressed, so Jong as the free zone exists. 

All other points in Mexico along this border, where there are railway 
facilities, are fast becoming harbors for smugglers, and every day’s delay works 
a loss to the commerce of our conntry and revenues to the (Government, 

The reasons assigned for this act are admitted by the Mexican oia to be 
that it will build up their border towns and check the growth of the merican 
towns; that it will increase their population along the border and decrease our 
population, thereby strengthening their border and weakening ours. 

Therefore, it can not be possible for the merchants on the American side, as 
wel as tho. ee and manufacturers in our la cities, to compete for the 
growing trade of Mexico as against the jobbers and manufacturers of Ew 
This is a vital question to the jobbers and manufacturers of all the cities of the 
United States who have been selling goods to the merchants in the American 
towns on the border, and to the merchants and others in Mexico, because the 
free goods in the free towns of Mexico, created by the Free Zone act, will prove 
an effectual barrier between them and the trade of Mexico. 


States, 
i The anon as we view it, is whether this act of the Mexican Government 
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cturers and merchants be able to secure large and increasing trade of 
Mexico. Failing in this, there is no other way for our Government to suppress 
it except to create a like free territory on the American border, to be continued 
until such time as the Mexican Government abandon this unjust and unfriendly 
act towards the general commercial interests of the United States. 

Not to trespass further upon the time of the House, I would refer 
gentlemen who may feel an interest in the subject to the executive 
dccument before mentioned, where much valuable and pertinent in- 
formation can be obtained. I earnestly hope the Government will 
adopt some methods which will result in a solution of these troubles. 
Mr. HITT. I now insist upon the demand for the previous ques- 
tion. > 

The previous question was ordered, and under the operation thereof 
the joint resolution yas ordered to be engrossed and read a third time; 
and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and passed, 

Mr. HITT moved to reconsider the vote by which the joint resolu- 
tion was passed; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid 
on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


Mr. HITT. I now call up for consideration Senate joint resolution 
No. 59. 

The SPEAKER (after examining the resolution). This resolution 
is on the Private Calendar, and does not come within the class of bus- 
iness which a committee may call up during this hour. If the Com- 
mittee on Foreign Affairs has no further business to present, the call 
will proceed. 

NAVAL ACADEMY COURSE. 


Mr. HERBERT (when the Committee on Naval Affairs was called), 
I call up for consideration the bill (H. R. 9674) to regulate the course 
at the Naval Academy. 

The bill was read, as follows: d 


Be it enacted, ete., That the Academic Board of the Naval Academy shall on or 
before the 30th day of September in each year separate the first class of naval 
cadets into two divisions, as they may have shown special aptitude for the du- 
ties of the respective corps, in the proportion which the te number of 
vacancies occurring in the preceding fiscal year ending on the 30th day of June 
in the lowest grades of commissioned officers of the line of the Navy and Ma- 
rine Corps of the Navy shall bear to the number of vacancies to be supplicd 
from the Academy occurring during the same period in the lowest grade of 
commissioned officers of the Engincer Corps the Navy; and the cadets so 
assigned to the line and Marine Corps division of the first class shall thereafter 
pursue a course of study arranged to fit them forservice in the lineof the Navy, 
and the cadets so assigned to the Engineer Corps division of the first class i 
thereafter pursue a separate course of study arranged to fit them for service in 
the Engineer Corps of the Navy, and the cadets m, and until 
final graduation, take rank by merit with those in the same division, accord- 
ingto the merit marks; and from the final graduates of the line and Marine 
Corps divisions appointments shall be made hereafter as it shail be necessary 
to fill vacancies in the lowest grades of commissioned officers of the line of the 
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Wavy and Marine Corps; and the vacancies in the lowest grades of the com- 
missioned officers of the Engineer Corps of the Navy shall be filled in like man- 
ner by appointments from the final graduates of the Engineer division: Pro- 
vided, t no greater number of appointments into the said lowest grades of 
commissioned officers shall be made each year than shall equal {he number of 
vacancies which shall have occurred in the same grades during the fiseal year 
then current; such appointments to be made from the final graduates of the 
year, in the order of merit as determined by the Academic Board of the Naval 
Academy, the assignment to be made by the Secretary of the Navy upon the 
recommendation of the Academie Board at the conclusion of the aeS ipod 
then current; but nothing herein contained shall reduce the number ap- 
intments of such final graduates below seven in each year to the line of the 
Navy, and not less than two shall be appointed annually to the Engineer Corps 
of the Navy, nor less than one annually to the Marine Corps; andif the num- 
ber of vacancies in the lowest grades aforesaid occurring in any year be 
greatcr the number of final graduates of that year, the surplus vacancies 
i fiad from the final graduates of following years, as they shall become 
ava: 
8x0, 2. That this act shall take effect when the first class shall be divided un- 


der its provisions. 

Mr. HERBERT (before the reading was concluded). Mr, Speaker, I 
can explain this bill in less time than it will take to read it. 

Mr. BLOUNT. LI hope we shall have both the reading of the bill 
and the explanation. 

The Clerk concluded the reading of the bill. 

Mr. HERBERT. Mr. Speaker—— 

Mr. BLOUNT. Let us have the report read. 

Mr. HERBERT. I desire to explain this bill briefly, after which 
gentlemen, if they desire to do so, can oppose it. 

The original bill, for which this has been reported as a substitute, 
provided for an increase in the numberof cadets. The committee was 
opposed to that, and did not report in favor of it. The original bill 
provided also for shortening the course at the Academy. The commit- 
tee was opposed to that, and did not report in favor of it. This bill 
provides simply that at the end of the third year the course shall be 
divided; and that a proper proportion of the class, those who are to 
be engineers will after that time take a special, while the others pursue 
the usual course. That is all there is in the bill. 

Mr. BLOUNT. Is this recommended by the Navy Department ? 

Mr. HERBERT. It isrecommended by the Academic Board, by the 
Secretary of the Navy, and unanimously by the Committee on Naval 


Mr. MILLIKEN. Does the billallow the student to choose whether 
he will take one course or the other? 

Mr. HERBERT. That is left to the decision of the board; but ihe 
board will, while consulting fitness, of course regard also, as far as may 
be, the wishes of the cadet., 

Mr. O'NEILL, of Pennsylvania. I wish to offer an amendment to 
come in at the end of the first section. 

Mr. HERBERT. I will state to the gentleman that if he insists on 
the amendment it will defeat the biil. 

Mr. MCMILLIN. Before the amendment is read I-wish to ask my 
friend from Alabama this question: After the division in the course, 
will gither branch be shortened below what it would be without this 
legislation ? 

Mr. HERBERT. No, sir; neither branch will be shortened. The 
sole effect of the bill is what I have stated. 

Mr. MCMILLIN. I wanted to make that inquiry, because if the 
bill had the effect of shortening in any way the course of study, the 
tendency would be to increase the number of cadets, which I think 
would be improper. 

Mr. HERSERT. Istated expressly that the committee had decided 
against any such increase. 

Sarees I understood the gentleman’s statement in that 

ard. 

Mr. O’NEILL, of Pennsylvania. I move to amend by inserting at 
the end of the first section the provision which-I ask the Clerk to read. 

The Clerk read as follows: - 


That after the áth day of March, 1889, the minimum of admission of ca- 
dets to the Academy shall be sixteen years, and the maximum age twenty-one 
years, 


Mr. O’NEILL, of Pennsylvania. Mr. Speaker, I offer this amend-- 


ment because fom my own experience in the appointment of cadets I 
have been convinced that the present minimum age of admission, four- 
teen years, is too low, the result being that youths whose minds are too 
immature to enter advantageously upon the studies of the Academy are 
sometimes sent there and obliged afterward to leave, which necessitates 
the making of newappointments. Besides, thisamendment will make 
the age of admission to the Naval Academy almost the same as the age 
of admission to the Military Academy, where’ the minimum is seven- 
teen years and the maximum twenty-two years. 

I propose by this amendment a minimum of sixteen and a maxi- 
mum of twenty-one years of age. I think it is better in all respects 
when a youth graduates from the Naval Academy he should be in age 
more of a man than when entering at fourteen and graduating at eight- 
een, Just as at West Point, a youth grows up and develops himself 
physically, but he does not enter the Army before he is twenty-two years 
of age, and then he is a man fitted to command men. So those grad- 
uating from the Naval Academy when entering the naval service should 
be fitted to command men, which they are much more likely to do at 
twenty-one years of age than they are at eighteen years. Entering the 
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Naval Academy at fourteen, he can not, in many instances, grasp or 
understand exactly what he is preparing himself for; whereas, if the 
period of entrance be advanced a few years, instead of entering at four- 
teen he enters at eighteen years of age as a maximum, I believe we will 
thereby have a better class of officers; and when they do graduate they 
will be men themselves and fitted to command men. I hepe, there- 
fore, the House will adopt the amendment. I have offered itin good 
faith, because I believe it is carrying out a very excellent idea, not 
my own entirely, as I have heard others express themselves in the same 
way, and I am convinced it should be adopted. I offer it to this bill 
where it is applicable. 

Now, I will say, Mr. Speaker, so far as my amendment is concerned 
thatit does not affect the present appointments. It does not take effect 
until the 5th day of Marchnext. I understand the power to designate 
by members of Congress does not come until after the 4th day of March 
next, so that those members who are re-elected to the next. Congress 
will be notified soon after the expiration of this Congress. Hence it 
does not affect any one to-day, but takes effect in the future, and I be- 
lieve it will have a good effect upon the naval service to make this 
change in the age of those who enter the Naval Academy. 

Mr. HERBERT. Mr. Speaker, the Naval Committee have consid- 
ered this question and decided against it. It has not been recom- 
mended by the academic board of the Naval Academy, and it has not 
been recommended by the Secretary of the Navy, and while the mat- 
ter has been before us many times we have not been able to take a step 
in that direction, much less to change the age of entrance to the extent 
of three years. 

Mr. BLOUNT. What are the reasons on the part of the Committee 
on Naval Affairs for that action? 

Mr. HERBERT. In the first place, the superintendent of the Naval 
Academy, Captain Sampson, who has examined the question with a 
great deal of care, thinks that those who have entered at say fifteen 
yearsof age have made a better record than those who have entered at 
an older age. While he would favor making a change in the age he 
would not favor such achange as this; thatis, from fourteen to sixteen 

ears. 
7 Mr. O'NEILL, of Pennsylvania. I will make it from- sixteen to 
twenty, but my amendment is intended more in reference to the age of 
entrance at the Naval Academy; that is, not to leave it where it now is 
at fourteen, but advance it to sixteen. 

Mr. HERBERT. I have the floor. 

Mr. O'NEILL, of Pennsylvania. I thought you asked me a ques- 
tion. 

Mr. HERBERT. No, I do not. The Committee on Naval Affairs 
haye not had an hour during this session of Congress, and there are sev- 
eral important bills still to be called up, and the time is passing away. 

Mr. O’NEILL, of Pennsylvania. I have tho right to offer an amend- 
ment if it be applicable to the pending bill. 

Mr. HERBERT. We have considered an amendment like this, but 
the committee was against it. 

Mr. O'NEILL, of Pennsylvania, rose. 

Mr. HERBERT. I have the floor and do not yield. 

Mr. O’NEILL, of Pennsylvania. I have the right to offer an amend- 
ment, 

Mr. HERBERT. You have offered it, and I have taken the flcor in 
my own right. 

Mr. O'NEILL, of Pennsylvania. The Senate Committee on Naval 
Affairs have recommended this unanimously. 

Mr. HERBERT. I do not yield to the gentleman for any purpose. 

Mr. O'NEILL, of Pennsylvania. I presume the Naval Committee 
of the Senate is as capable of judying in reference to this matter as 
Captain Sampson or any member of the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

Mr. HERBERT. ‘This matter is before the Committee on Naval 
Affairs, and they will be likely to present the matter to the House 
when they have come to a conclusion upon it. 

Mr. O'NEILL, of Pennsylvania. It has been before the Naval Com- 
mittee three or four months, and nothing yet has been brought into 
the House by that committee on the subject. 

Mr. HERBERT. I will state, while the committee has considered 
the question, they have not been able to agree upon it. Nevertheless, 
they are opposed to an amendment going as far as the one now pend- 
ing, moved by the gentleman from Pennsylvania. Ido not wish to stop 
to debate that question. We have other bills to bring up, and I hope 
se few minutes allotted to the committee will not be taken up by this 
bill. 

The question recurred on the amendment of Mr. O'NEILL, of Penn- 
sylvania. 

The House divided; and there were—ayes 36, noes 7. 

So the amendment was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed and read a third 
time; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and 


passed : 
SAVINGS OF. SEAMEN. 
Mr. HERBERT. I now call up for consideration the. bill (H. R, 
4351) to provide for the deposit of the savings of seamen of the United 
States Navy. 
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The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, elc., That any enlisted man or appointed petty officer of the Navy 
may deposit his savings, in sums not less t $, with the paymaster upon 
whose books his account is borne; and he shall be furnished with a deposit- 
book, in which the said paymaster shall note, over his signature, the amount, 
date, and place of such deposit, The money so deposited shall be accounted 
for in the same manner as other public funds, and shall pass to the credit of the 
appropriation for “ pay for the Navy,” and shall not be subject to forfeiture by 
sentence of court-martial, but shall be forfeited by desertion, and shall not be 
permitted to be paid until final ment on discharge, or to the heirs or repre- 
sentatives of a di sailor, and that such deposit be core trom liability 
for such sailor's debts : Provided, That the Government shall liable for the 
amount de ted to the person so depositing the same. 

Seo, 2. That for any sums not less than $5 so deposited for the period of six 
months or longer, the sailor, on his final discharge, shall be paid interest at the 
rate of 4 per cent. per annum. 

Skc. 3. That the system of deposits herein established shall be carried into 
angas under such regulations as may be established by the Secretary of the 

avy. 

Mr. HERBERT. Unless some gentleman desires an explanation of 
the bill, I shall ask the previous question on its 

Mr. SOWDEN. What is the purport of the bill? 


Mr. HERBERT. It allows sailors to deposit their savings with the 


papua. 
e bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time; and 
being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 
Mr. HERBERT moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill was 
passed; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 
table. À 
The latter motion was agreed to. 


TEMPORARY HOME, DISCHARGED SEAMEN, 

Mr. HERBERT. I now call up the bill (H. R. 4353) to provide a 
temporary home for certain persons di from the United States 
Navy, and ask leave to consider this in the House as in Committee of 
the Whole. 

Mr. SOWDEN. I wish to ask whether this involves an expenditure 
of money. - 

Mr. HERBERT. It necessarily involves a small expenditure. 

Mr.SOWDEN. What amount? 

Mr. HERBERT. Let the bill be read. 

Mr. SOWDEN. If it makes an appropriation I object. 

Mr. HERBERT. But I ask to have it considered in the House asin 
Committee of the Whole, 7 

Mr. SOWDEN. If it involves any expenditure of money I object. 

Mr. HERBERT. Then I move that the House resolve itself into 
Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union to consider 
bills from the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

The motion was agreed to. ne 

The House accordingly resolved itself into Committee of the Whole, 
Mr. BLOUNT in the chair. 

The CHAIRMAN. The House is now in Committee of the Whole 
for the consideration of bills reported from the Committee on Naval 
Affairs. 

Mr. HERBERT. I call up the bill H. R. No. 4353, and ask its 
present consideration. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, eic., That the Secretary of the Navy be, and he is hereby, author- 
ized to permit any person receiving the honorable discharge authorized by scc- 
tion 1429 of the Revised Statutes to elect a home on board of any of the United 
States receiving-ships, during any portion of the three months granted by law 
as ths limit of time within which to receive the pecuniary benefit of such dis- 
, the men so tego, 4 home to be entitled to one ration per day fortheir 

while furnished with such home, but not to pay, other than that au- 


keep’ 


tho: by section 1573 of the Revised Statutes of the United States upon re-en- 
listment: That the persons so furnished with a home shall be ame- 
nable to such ions as may be prescribed by the Secretary of the Navy or 


other competent authority. 


Mr. HERBERT. In further answer to the objection of the gentle- 
man from Pennsylvania, I will state that the only expense the bill in- 
volves is this: It provides that a sailor who has been discharged from 
the United States Navy and who may now under the law re-enlist 
within three months thereafter with continuing pay, instead of being 
driven during that three months to resort to sailors’ boarding-houses, 
may have the privilege at any time within that period of having his 
home upon any United States receiving-vessel then in port, and draw- 
ing one ration per day. 

The Secretary of the Navy has recommended the bill; the Chief of 
the Bureau of Equipment and Recruiting has recommended it, and it 
is believed that it will have a good effect upon the sailors by keeping 
them from the sailors’ boarding-houses. The only possible expense, as 
I have said, will be the rations which will be furnished to the sailor 
during such part of the three months as he may occupy a home on the 
vessel. 


Mr. SOWDEN. After hearing the statement of the gentleman from 
' Alabama I will withdraw my objection. S 
Mr. HERBERT. I move that the bill be laid aside to be reported 
to the House with the recommendation that it do pass. 
The motion was agreed to. 
j APPRENTICES, UNITED STATES NAVY. 
Mr. HERBERT. I now call up for present consideration the bill 
es R. 10652) to encourage the enlistment of boys as apprentices in the 
, United States Navy. 


The bill was read, as ollows: 

Be it enacted, ele., That in order to encourage the enlistment of boys as appren- 
tices in the United States Navy, the Secretary of the Navy is hereby authorized 
to furnish as a bounty to each of said apprentices after his enlistment, and 
when first received on board of a training-ship, an outlit of clothing not to ex- 
ceed in value the sum of $45. 

Mr. HERBERT. This bill also involves an appropriation. As gen- 
tlemen know, we now have a system of training boys to make sailors 
of them, and they are taken at from fourteen to seventeen years of age. 
At the present time the Government furnishes them with their rations 
and pays them also a small amount.at the time of enlistment, which 
increases as they progress. The suit of clothes that is provided for the 
boy at enlistment is charged up against him and deducted from these 
wages. The full equipment, including his clothes, blankets, etc., costs 
from $35 to $45, which amount, being charged against the meager wages 
he receives, keeps him in debt for a long time. 

Mr. HOLMAN. What compensation do they get? 

Mr. HERBERT, Iam not prepared to give the exact amount, but 
I think the pay commences at $8 a month and runs up to $10 or $12, 
and some of them become petty officers afterwards, when the pay is 
much larger. But the compensation is very small, and they are kept 
in debt fora longtime. The chief of the Bureau of Equipment and 
Recruiting recommended the ge of this measure; the Secretary 
of the Navy also recommended it, and the committee, after carefully 
considering it, think it will encourage enlistments, and therefore rec- 
ommend the passage of the bill. There are usually from three hun- 
a i four hundred and fifty or five hundred boys in the training 
school. 

I ask that the bill be laid aside to be reported to the House with a 
favorable recommendation. 

Mr. SOWDEN. What will be the expense in each case? 

Mr. HERBERT. Ihave stated that the whole equipment of each 
one costs from $35 to $45, not exceeding that for each boy. 

The bill was laid aside to be reported to the House with the recom- 
mendation that it do pass. 

Mr. HERBERT. I move that the committee do now rise. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The committee accordingly rose; and Mr. MCMILLIN having taken 
the chair as Speaker pro tempore, Mr. BLOUNT reported that the Com- 
mittee of the Whole on the state of the Union having had under con- 
sideration House bills 4353 and 10652, had directed him to report the 
same to the House with the recommendation that they @ pass. 

BILLS PASSED. 

Bills of the following titles, reported from the Committee of the Whole 
on the state of the Union without amendment, were severally considered, 
ordered to be engrossed and read a third time; and being engrossed, 
were accordingly read the third time, and passed, namely: 

A bill (H. R. 433) to provide temporary homes for certain persons 
discharged from the United States Navy; and 

A bill (H. R. 10652) to encourage the enlistment of boys as appren- 
tices in the United States Navy. 

Mr. HERBERT moved to reconsider the votes by which the bill were 
passed; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 
table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


Mr. MAISH. The chairman of the Committee on Military Affairs was 
absent when the Committee on Military Affairs was called, and I ask 
unanimous consent that we go back in the call of committees to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Pennsylvania states that the 
chairman of the Committee on Military Affairs was necessarily and 
temporarily absent from the House when that committee was called, 
and he asks that the committee shall not lose its place on the Calendar. 
Is there objection? The Chair hears none, and it isso ordered. The 
hour for the consideration of bills this morning has expired. 

Mr. LANHAM. I ask unanimous consent for the consideration of 
a resolution which I send up to the Clerk’s desk. z 

TheSPEAKER. Theregularorder has been demanded by the gentle- 
man from Texas [Mr. KILGORE], and unless that be withdrawn—— 

Mr. LANHAM. Iask that it be withdrawn. 

Mr. KILGORE. Iwill withdrawitin the interest of my colleague. 

Mr. NELSON. If it is only withdrawn for that, I object. 

The SPEAKER. The regular order is demanded. 

Mr. LANHAM. Then I move that the House do now adjourn. 

The question was put, and the Speaker was in doubt as to the re- 
sult. 

The House divided; and there were—ayes 56, noes 12. 

So the motion was agreed to; and accordingly (at 1 o’clock and 33 
minutes p. m.) the House adjourned. 


PRIVATE BILLS INTRODUCED AND REFERRED. 


Under the rule private bills of the following titles were introduced 
and referred as indicated below: 

By Mr. BOUND (by request): A bill (H. R. 11506) granting a pen- 
sion to Charles E. McFarland—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
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By Mr. HAYES: A bill (H. R. 11507) granting a pension to J. B. 
Crawford—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. MILLIKEN: A bill (H. R. 11508) granting a pension to 
Elijah West—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. TOWNSHEND: A bill (H. R. 11509) granting a pension to 
Clinton Allen—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


PETITIONS, ETC, 


The following petitions and papers were laid on the Clerk’s desk, 
under the rule, and referred as follows: 

By Mr. J. M. ALLEN: Petition of Mrs. M. S. Kennon and Irby 
Bonsall, heirs of John H, Irby, for reference of their claim to the Court 
of Claims—to the Committee on War Claims. 3 

By Mr. DORSEY: Petition of citizens of Nebraska, for the adoption 
of the metric system—to the Committee on Coinage, Weights, and 
Measures. 

By Mr. DUNHAM: Petition of Richard D. Townsend and 56others, 
citizens of Cook County, Illinois, for amendments to the interstate-com- 
merce law—to the Committee on Commerce. 

By Mr. MILLIKEN: Petition for a pension for Elijah West—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. J. J. O'NEILL: A petition, numerously signed by Union sol- 
diers of the late war, representing that during the war of the rebellion 
. the Government, through Congressional enactments, most solemnly 
agreed to deal justly with those who became the defenders of the na- 
tion; that equal and exact justice demands that every soldier who is 
entitled toa ion for wounds received or disease contracted in the 
line of duty should receive such pension from the date of his discharge; 
that by the repeal of the arrearage clause of the pension Jaw as in force 
prior to July 1, 1880, an injustice was done to those who had incurred 
wounds or disease in the service—an injustice uncomplainingly sub- 
mitted to at the time, being regarded as a temporary measure adopted 
to enable the Government to maintain specie payments; that the ne- 
cessity for continuing this injustice has long since ceased; that in view 
of the affluent condition of the national Treasury the solemn contract- 
obligation of the Government to those who bore arms under the national 
flag should now be promptly fulfilled by a re-enactment of the arrears 
Jaw which was in force prior to July 1, 1880—to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 


By Mr. PEEL: Memorial of Choctaw Nation, to grant the right of į 


way to the Choctaw Coal and Railway Company—to the Committee on 
Indian Affairs. : 


By Mr. WASHINGTON: Petition of heirs of Thomas Gale and of | 


heirs of Alexander Carper, of Davidson County, Tennessee, for refer- 
ence of their claims to the Court of Claims—to the Committee on War 
Claims. 


SENATE. 
WEDNESDAY, September 26, 1888. 


Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. J. G. BUTLER, D. D. 
The Journal of yesterday’s proceedings was read and approved. 


PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 


Mr. SHERMAN presented the petition of E. R. Olderman and 29 

others, the petition of S. M. McMillen and 34 others, the petition of 
Theo. F. Davis and 11 others, and a petition of Knights of Labor Lodge 
No. 562, officially signed, representing 250 members, all citizens of 
Washington County, Ohio, praying for certain amendments to the in- 
terstate-commerce law; which were referred to the Committee on Inter- 
state Commerce. 
- Mr. WILSON, of Iowa. I presenta petition of Garfield Assembly, 
No. 4762, Knights of Labor, of Dallas, lowa, numbering 78 members, 
praying for an amendment to the interstate-commerce law. As the 
subject referred to in the petition has been acted upon, and is now 
pending in conference between the two Houses, I move that the petition 
lie on the table. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. TELLER presented the petition of Thomas L. Farrell and 59 
other citizens of Gunnison County, Colorado, praying for certain amend- 
ments of the interstate-commerce law; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Interstate Commerce. : 

Mr. REAGAN presented a petition of citizens of Hill County, Texas, 
and a petition of citizens of Tyler County, Texas, praying for an amend- 
ment of the interstate-commerce law; which were referred to the Com- 
mittee on Interstate Commerce. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES, 


Mr. TELLER, from the Committee on Public Lands, to whom was 
referred the bill (S. 3485) restoring the homestead right of Charles 
Weitfle, reported it without amendment, and submitted a report 
thereon. 

Mr. WILSON, of Iowa, from the Committee on the Judiciary, to 
whom was referred the bill (H. R. 3312) to transfer certain counties 
from the southern judicial district to the northern district in the State 


of Georgia, and to divide the northern district in said State into two, 
to be known as the western and eastern divisions of said district, and 
for other purposes, reported it with an amendment. 


CONNECTICUT AND RHODE ISLAND BOUNDARY. 


Mr. EDMUNDS. Iaminstructed by the Committeeon the Judiciary 
to report favorably, withoutamendment, the bill (S. 3098) concerning the 
settlement of the boundary lines between Connecticutand Rhode Island. 
I should like to have the bill now considered, if there is no objection. 
In asking unanimous consent to consider the bill now, I have oniy to 
say that it is against my usual course, but this is a mere constitutional 
ceremony. The twoStates agreed upon a new demarkation of the line 
between them, their commissioners have laid it out, and their respect- 
ive Legislatures have affirmed it, but to be valid under the Constitu- 
tion it requires the assent of Congress. I therefore venture to ask that 
the bill may be now considered. 

By unanimous consent, the Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, 
proceeded to consider the bill. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

The preamble was agreed to. 

FLORIDA PUBLIC LAND INVESTIGATION, 

Mr. DOLPH. By direction of the Committee on Public Lands I re- 
port back a resolution of the Senate passed on the 18th of April last, 
directing the Committee on Public Lands or a subcommittee thereof to 
investigate the facts concerning the alleged illegal and fraudulent 
conveyance of public lands in the State of Florida. The committee do 
not recommend any legislation. The report may be printed. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The report will be printed and the 
resolution placed on the Calendar. 


COMMISSION TO PHILIP C. JOHNSON. 


Mr. CHANDLER. LI report from the Committee on Naval Affairs 
favorably, without amendment, the bill (S. 3011) to provide for the 
issue of the commission of Philip C. Johnson as a rear-admiral in the 
United States Navy, for which I ask present consideration. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from New Hampshire 
asks that the bill may be now considered. 

Mr. COCKRELL, Let it be read for information. ` 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It will be read for information, sub- 


ject to objection. 


The Secretary read the bill, as follows: 


Whereas Philip C. Johnson, after a long, faithful, and creditable service in the 
United States Navy, became entitled to promotion to the grade of miral 
on the 25th day of January, 187, but died without being commissioned: There- 


Re it enacted, etc., That the President be, and he is hereby, authorized anddi- 
rected to issue the commission of Philip C. Johnson asa rear-admiral in the 
United States Navy, to be dated January 25, 1887, and to deliver the same to the 
widow of said Philip C. Johnson. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Was this gentleman ever nominated by the P. 
ident to the Senate and confirmed ? x 
Mr. CHANDLER. He was not. 

Mr. EDMUNDS: Then how can we create an office and fill it by 
law? Of course it is a mere form, but we can not make a man a rear- 
admiral by law, I should think, under the Constitution, if he were liv- 
ing. It may be we could if he were dead. I suppose the object is to 
give him the honor or give his widow the pay to which he would be 
entitled. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Itis hardly to give the honor to him, because 
he is dead, and it would not give anything to the widow. I will state 
the object of the bill, if the Senate will permit me. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore, Is there objection to the present 
consideration of the bill? . 

Mr. COCKRELL. LIobject toit. Let it go on the Calendar. Ido 
not see any necessity forit. If the Senator will show any reason why 
we should be passing any such legislation as that I will not object to 
it; but unless there is some substantial reason given I shall object. 
Mr. CHANDLER. I will state—— 

Mr. COCKRELL. Is there a written report? 

Mr. CHANDLER. There is no written report. Commodore John- 
son became entitled by operation of law under existing statutes to his 
commission as rear-admiral subject to examination and subject to con- 
firmation by the Senate. He became thus entitled while he was on 
his death-bed. He died, I think, within a week after that time, leay- 
ing a widow and two chi . The widow is desirous that she may 
have this parchment from the Government for her sake and for the sake 
of her two boys. Mrs. Johnson was a South American woman, and 
was married by Commodore Johnson during some one of his cruises. 
She will think very highly of this paper if it is compatible with law 
and the greatness of the United States to give it to her. 

The bill has no effect whatever beyond that. We have given her 
the highest pension which is allowed by law. She comes to the Sec- 
retary of the Navy and to Congress and says, ‘‘If there is no objection, 
if there is no injury to result from giving me this parchment for the 
benefit of myself and my children, I should like to have you give it.” 
The committee saw no objection to giving it, and I trust that tors 
will see none. 
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Mr. COCKRELL. I object to it emphatically. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill will be placed on the Cal- 
endar with the favorable report of the committee. 

CRUISE OF THE CORWIN IN 1885. 

Mr. MANDERSON, from the Committee on Printing, to whom was 
referred the following concurrent resolution of the House of Repre- 
sentatives, reported it without amendment, and it was considered by 
unanimous consent, and agreed to: 

Resclved by the House of esentatives (the Senate concurring), That there be 
printed, at the Government Printing Office, 5,000 copies of the report of Capt. M, 
A. Healy, United States revenue marine, upon the cruise of the revenue steamer 
Corwin in the Arctic Ocean in the year 1835, and its accompanying documents 


and illustrations, of which 1,000 shall be for the use of the Senate, 2,000 for the 
use ot the House of Representatives, and 2,000 copies for the use of the Treasury 


Department. 
CRUISE OF THE CORWIN IN 1884. 

Mr. MANDERSON, from the Committee on Printing, to whom was 
referred the following concurrent resolution from the House of Repre- 
sentatives, reported it without amendment: 

Resolved by the House of resontatives (the Senate concurring), That there be 
printed at the Government Printing Office 5,000 copies of the report of Capt. M. 
A. Healy, United States revenue marine, upon the cruise of the revenue 
steamer Corwin in the Arctic Ocean in the year 1834, and its accompanying doc- 
umenis and illustrations, of which 1,000 shall be for the use of the Senate, 2,000 
for th® use of the House of Representatives, and 2,000 copies for the use of the 
Treasury Department. 

Mr. MANDERSON. I ask for the present consideration of the reso- 
lution. There are two different reports, one for 1884 and one for 1885. 

Mr. COCKRELL. The same number of each will be printed? 

Mr. MANDERSON. The same number of each. 

Mr. COCKRELL. And the same relative proportion of copies be- 
tween the Senate and the House? 

Mr. MANDERSON. Exactly. 

‘The PRESIDENT pro tempore. If there be no objection to the pres- 
ent consideration of the resolution, the question is on agreeing to the 
same. ° 

Tke resolution was agreed to. 

ROGERS’S PANAMA CANAL REPORT. 

Mr. MANDERSON, from the Committee on Printing, to whom was 
referred the following concurrent resolution of the House of Repre- 
sentatives, reported it without amendment, and it was considered by 
unanimous consent, and agreed to: 

Resolved by the House of Representatives (the Senate concurring), That there be 

rinted and bound in cloth at the Government Printing Office, and including 

liustrations and maps, 3,000 copies of the rt of Lieut, Charles C. Rogers, 
United States Navy, on the Panama Canal; which number 1,000 copies shall 
be for the use of the House, 500 copies for the use of the Senate, and 1,500 copies 
to be distributed by the Secretary of the Navy. 


BILLS INTRODUCED. 

Mr. BUTLER introduced s bill (S. 3589) granting a pension to Rachel 
Haynie; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Commit- 
tee on Pensions. 

Mr. TELLER introduced a bill (S. 3590) authorizing the Secretary 
of War to lease to the Pike’s Peak Astronomical and Meteorological 
Society certain lands; which was read twice byits title, and referred to 
the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. CULLOM introduced a bill (S. 3591) granting an increase of 
pension to Thomas Summers; which was read twice by its title, and re- 
ferred to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 3592) granting a pension to William 
Seams; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Commit- 
tee on Pensions. 

č MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 

A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. CLARK, its 
Clerk, announced that the House had passed the following bills: 

A bill (S. 544) to authorize the construction of a highway bridge 
across that part of the waters of Lake Champlain which separates the 
islauds of North Hero and South Hero, in the county of Grand Isle in 
the State of Vermont; and 

A bill (S. 2616) to amend an act approved June 15, 1882, changing 
the boundaries of the fourth collection district of Virginia. 

The message also announced that the House had passed the joint 
resolution (S. R. 110) in aid of the sufferers from yellow fever, with 
an amendment, in which it requested the concurrence of the Senate. 

The message further announced that the President of the United 
States having returned to the House of Representatives, in compliance 
with the request of a concurrent resolution of Congress, the bill (H. R, 
10080) prescribing the times for sales and for notice of sales of prop- 
erty in the District of Columbia for overdue taxes, the House of Rep- 
resentatives had reconsidered and passed the same with additional 
amendments, in which it requested the concurrence of the Senate. 

‘The message also announced that the House had the follow- 
ing bills; in which it requested the concurrence of the Senate: 

A bill (H. R. 9151) to forfeit certain lands granted to the Northern 
Pacific Railroad Company and for other purposes; and 

A bill (H. R. 9674) to regulate the course at the Naval Academy. 


ENROLLED BILL SIGNED. 
The message further announced that the Speaker of the House had 


signed the enrolled bill (H. R. 11391) to authorize the Postmaster- 
General to advertise for and purchase improved registered-mail locks 
and keys therefor; and it was thereupon signed by the President pro 
tempore. ; 

INQUESTS UNDER NATIONAL AUTHORITY, 


The PRESIDENT protempore. . If there be no further morning busi- 
ness, the Calendar, under Rule VIII, is in order. 

Mr. GEORGE. According to previous notice I desire to call up the 
bill (S. 1516) to provide for inquests under national authority, with a 
view to submit some remarks thereon. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. If there be no objection, the bill is 
before the Senate as in Committee of the Whole, and the Senator from 
Mississippi is entitled to the floor. 

Mr. GEORGE. Mr. President, I had hoped that I would havo no 
occasion whilst I had aseat in this body to say anything on the sectional 
questions which the debates during the present session have brought to 
thefront. It was my fixed purpose when I took my seat here that, what- 
ever else might flow from my publicservice, I would so guard my conduct 
that when that service ended it could not be justly imputed to me that 
by speech or action I had in any degree contributed to sectional bitter- 
ness or retarded the return of harmony and mutual confidence between 
the once hostile States of the Union. In pursuance of this determina- 
tion I have been silent when I was strongly tempted tospeak; I have, 
whey compelled to speak, confined my speech to legitimate and neces- 
sary defense. I have not metcrimination with recrimination. I have 
not essayed to point out defects and errors in other sections as a cover 
or excuse for wrongs charged against my own. I have waited, though 
I admit with some impatience and chagrin atthe long delay, for the 
coming of that period when whatever was wrong and within the power 
of Congress to remedy might be discussed in a calm, dispassionate, and 
non-partisan spirit and when truth and justice would be the sole ends 
of our deliberations. 

I regret I can not say that that time has yet arrived, and yet an oc- 
casion has arisen when longer silence on my part would be criminal. 
Though I feel deeply, I shall speak without anger. I shall speak un- 
der a full sense of the great responsibilities that rest on me as an Ameri- 
can Senator charged with the high duty of promoting the general wel- 
fare of all sections and States, and charged also with the no less high 
trust of meeting and repelling unjust imputations cast upon the peo- 
ple whose commission I hold as a member of this body. 


FUNDAMENTAL PRINCIPLES FORGOTTEN, 


Mr. President, we live in an age of tremendous activities. Events of 
the utmost potency for the weal or woe of humanity crowd on eachother 
with bewildering rapidity. So far as these are the result of the natural 
evolution of social, economic, and political forces the march is ordinarily 
without friction, or at least without dangerous convulsions. 

Society in its natural and normal development rarely neglects to take 
steps to secure itself from the introduction of dangerous forces. This 
safeguard is abandoned when reforms and changes are sudden and the 
result merely of physical force. : 

In this rapid march of events, intoxicated with the splendor and 
magnificence of our achievements, wholly intent on the affairs of the 
present and its exacting demands, impelled by that spirit which has 
worked out the wonderful magnificence of the material advancement 
of our present civilization, we are apt to forget the past, its successes, 
its failures, its errors, its lessons, whether of glory or of shame. We 
cast aside the memory of the principles on which our successes are based 
and deny reverence to the social and political laws on which our in- 
stitutions are founded, 

I do not believe I can better discharge my duty to the Senate and to 
the country than by recalling some of the events of our history and 
some of the principles which lie at the foundation of our Government. 
They will throw more light on the subject under consideration than 
many are prepared now to concede. 


THE FUNDAMENTAL PRINCIPLES NAMED, 


If there is anything fundamental in our political system, the very 
pith and marrow of our free institutions, it is that the people, all of 
them, of every State, of every locality and section, were adjudged to , 
be capable of self-government; that is, had capacity to govern them- 
selves and were unfitted to be governed by others, incapable from their 
natures, their history, their traditions, and their inherited instincts, of 
being made subservient to an external authority not derived from or 
exercised by their free consent. 

It was also fundamental in forming the Constitution that the people 
of each State were the equals in rights, in powers, and in political ca- 
pacity of the people of every other State. The Constitution was framed 
ani on this necessary principle. No one then suggested, no one 
then believed that the people of any State were incompetent to govern 
themselves, to manage their own affairs, to exercise all the powers and 
duties of local self-government as they were reserved to the States or 
to the people by that instrument. 

It was no part of the scheme of the Constitution that there was igno- 
rance and incapacity and want of patriotism in the people of some of 
the States, which required the fostering care and supervision or the 
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forcible intervention of the people of the other States or of the United 
States. None of the States were invited to accept the Constitution on 
any idea of securing a guardianship from ‘the wiser, purer, and more 
capable people of the other States. On the contrary, the people of each 
State which acceded to the Constitution freely granted of their own 
sovereignty, to a common government, certain powers to be exercised 
by all for the good of all. 

The equal suffrage in the Senate, secured to each State against even 
& possible amendment of the Constitution, tied to each an equal 
voice in the enactment of every law. All were absolutely equal in the 
powers reserved, and equal in the exercise of the powers granted. The 
virtue, intelligence, and conceded capacity of each made the Constitu- 
tion, and were acknowledged by its framers as essential elements of 
the new government, and the bases on which it rested. 

THE PEOPLE WHO FRAMED THE CONSTITUTION. 

The people who framed the General Government, being the people of 
the several States, were of a race trained in the principlesand practice of 
free institutions. They had been tutored in free government for more 
than a millennium in the peninsula of Schleswig, in England, and 
afterwards in thecolonies. They had achieved freedom for themselves. 
They had through long centuries cherished the principles and been ac- 
customed to the practices of free government. 

They had, at that time, but recently gained their independence won 
from their kinsmen in England.. In this struggle all had participated, 
all had contributed their due share. Jealous of local self-government, 
they carefully defined the powers which they surrendered to the com- 
mon government. Their subsequent history showed their extreme 
jealousy against encroachments on local autonomy. 

Mr. President, such were the people who made the Constitution and 
with it, and underit, the Union; and such were the principles in which 
they laid its foundations, 

SECTIONAL DIFFERENCES AND WAR. 

Years passed; a difference arose about the slavery of the African race, 
which had its origin here by the equal fault of both sections. No 
power was granted by the Constitution to the Federal Government 
over the subject of slavery except to return fugitives to their mas- 
ters. But men, consulting their consciences and their convictions of 
right and wrong for the sources of Federal power, and thereby finding 
it, thence deduced the duty to interpose. To them the wrong was 
patent and their duty was clear, and these being established, the 
power, in their judgment, existed. 

I admit that the men entertaining these extreme views were few in 
number at first; but by incessant agitation, by that earnest and, if you 
please, unselfish warfare on what they regarded, on what the world 
regarded as a great wrong on human rights, the personal slavery of 
one man to another, they produced a sentiment so hostile to that in- 
stitution, so general, too, in the stronger section of the Union, that it 
looked to and threatened the ultimate destruction of slavery by the 
action, direct or indirect, of the Federal Government. This was met 
in the other section by counter agitation for defensive purposes. The 
South claimed that slavery existed in nearly all the States when the 
Constitution was formed; that that instrament contained guaranties 
for its protection, and that it was solely a local domestic institution 
and for State action alone. For that reason the South inclined to a 
very strict construction of the Constitution. For a contrary reasona 
majority in the North insisted on a more enlarged and liberal construc- 
tion of its powers, and upon the duty of Federalaction against slavery 
to the full extent of any power which by their construction of the Con- 
stitution was found to exist. 

The pride of the South, resentment against what the people regarded 
as an unconstitutional interference with their guarantied rights of local 
sel{f-government—always a strong sentiment in the Anglo-American 
people—even caused a great change in the minds of the Southern people 
as to the rightfulness of slavery. In the beginning it was regarded as 
an evil, as a misfortune, as something already in existence which had 
better not be, but which was difficult to get rid of. But smarting un- 
der the assaults of the anti-slavery men, in excitement and exaspera- 
tion this question was re-examined, and it was found, or thought to be 
found, that slavery was sanctioned in the Bible. The South went to 
the extent of insisting that slavery was not only not sinful, notan evil, 
but was an altogether righteous and useful and proper institation for 
the African race. Whilst these things were going on the Mexican war 
occurred, resulting in a very large acquisition of territory to the United 
States, out of which are now formed the Territories of New Mexico, 
part of Arizona, Utah, the great State of California, the State of Ne- 
vada, and a large portion of the State of Colorado. This war, it has 
been charged, was a war of the South’s own seeking to the ‘end of 
strengthening slavery. Ido not admit this to be a historical truth, 
poy it is not necessary for the purposes of the present argument to 

eny it. 

The South had contributed more than its proportionate share of the 
gallant soldiers and great commanders who had won this magnificent 
domain, and added it to the common property of the Union. 

It was proposed to exclude the Southern people from an equal par- 
ticipation in this This was felt. by by the South as a great 
wrong, and even an indignity and insult, at the hands of the common 


government of all. Partisan animosities became more excited, and as 
the North seemed to become more determined, the South became more 

ted and defiant. At this stage a President was elected on a 
Pieter ot of opposition to slavery. 

t, Mr. President, that this election of itself, and considered 
wise te h ael? furnished no just ground for secession, nor did I then, 
nor do now, think that election was the cause of it. It furnished the 
mere occasion for the exercise of a right which the Southern people 
believed they had, and which.they deduced not only from the nature 
of the Constitution, but also from its interpretation by many of the 
fathers of the Republic. 

Now, Mr. President, I do not wish to be understood as saying here 
or now, or in any part ‘of this argument, that the South had just cause 
for secession, or that the interpretation they placed on the Constitution 
was correct, nor as admitting the contrary. What my own opinions are 
is well known to those with whom I associate, and can be known by 
all who have any curiosity on the subject by inquiry at the proper 
time and place. What I have said on slavery agitation and secession 
and what I shall say on them and the war which followed, I wish it 
to be understood as my statement, as my belief, as to the history of 
these transactions. I express here no judgment on them. At all 
events, whatever may be the true reason, the South was determined 
to go out of the Union and to maintain slavery, or dispose of it accord- 
ing to the will and judgment of each State in which it existed. The 
North was equally determined that the South should remain in the 
Union and submit to the exercise by the Federal Government of what- 
ever powers it should deem proper to exercise in respect to slavery. 

All effort at compromise failed; each side was too much in earnest, too 
much inflamed with the intensest passions to deliberate with calmness. 
On the one side was the claim of equality in all things, which was be- 
lieved to be seriously menaced, and the right to withdraw from the 
Union for safety, and the claim to judge absolately of the conditions 
necessary for safety. On the other side there was a denial of any 
menace and the assertion of the duty of unlimited submission and of 
the power to enforce it. Under these circumstances, who made the 
first attack, who fired the first gun is wholly immaterial; war was cer- 
tain, as certain as the decrees of fate; and war came. The sound of 
the first gun at Sumter called a continent to arms. The old thirteen 
States, who by common sacrifices had won our independence, were di- 
vided in the struggle. Virginia, the Carolinas, and Georgia were con- 
testing against Massachusetts, New York, and the others their right 
to the independence which had been won for each by the joint efforts 
of all. 

Mr. President, I have named Virginia as one of the seceding States. 
If there was nothing else to give dignity and elevation to the Southern 
movement in 1861 it would be redeemed from the charge of want of 
sincerity anda patriotic devotion to duty by the action of that grand and 
honored State, the mother of the forest-born Demosthenes whose match- 
less eloquence fired the American heart to resist the tyranny of Great 
Britain; the mother of Washington and Jefferson, Madison and Monroe 
and Marshall (I omit all mention of the grand men, her sons, engaged 
on either side of the civil war), and of a long list of heroes and states- 
men who have devoted their lives to the service of theircountry. She 
was also the generous donor to her co-States of the magnificent North- 
west, out of which five great States have been created—that great State, 
the pride of the Union, a leader in all that pertained to the common 
weal, the good of the whole country, without whose unselfish co-opera- 
tion the Union could-not have been formed, she alone of all the States 
possessing the territory and resources sufficient for an empire and to 
guaranty safety in isolation. 

This grand State, by a necessity which she deplored and through im- 
perial policies against which she as a colony had protested, found her- 
self encumbered with the institution of African slavery—an evil and 
menace which her great statesmen had vainly endeavored to remove. 
She saw the evil and the danger, yet she deemed that under the com- 
pact of Union it was her business, not the concern of the Union. 
When war was threatened, she pleaded for peace, for compromise, for 
settlement consistent with the honor and welfare of all the States and 
consistent with the Constitution. Finding all her efforts unavailing 
and war actually flagrant, she cast her lot with her Southern sisters. 
Her fair fields became the battle-grounds of the war, the camping- 
grounds of grand armies. 

When war ended, grand in her desolation as she had been grand in 
power and prosperity, dismembered of one-third of her territory, she 
was subjected to a discipline which unsettled all the forces of society 
and government, destroyed enterprise, suppressed industry, and to a 
reconstruction of government which was both a grotesque travesty of 
political forces and ə tragic immolation of all that government was 
instituted to secure. Then as now, crippled in reso despoiled of 
her wealth, unable to meet the inexorable demands of her creditors, 
she was struggling to preserve private honor and public faith. 

There never was in all human history a grander or truer Common- 
wealth, and none so chastened and devastated for her adherence to her 
faith and her principles. 


THE CIVIL WAR. 
But, sir, as Isaid, war came. It was no petty insurrection, to be 
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put down by the civil power—by constables, and marshals, and the 
police—no conflict even between mere organized military forces. It 
was war—the mighty struggle of peoples and States under regularly- 
organized governments, claiming and exercising absolute sovereignty 
up to the common border-line of division. ~ Each within its own lines 

power had organized civil government, with all its machinery, ex- 
ecutive, legislative, and judicial organisms; making laws, defining 
rights, enforcing its laws in an orderly and regular way. Beyond this 
line neither had power to enforce the duties of allegiance, or protect its 
adherents, or to punish resistance toits authority. It was public war, 
with all its rights and incidents, including flags of truce, military com- 

s between commanders, and the exchange of prisoners. - 

Within the Southern lines the United States treated the inhabitants 
as enemies, national enemies, subject to all the treatment; as to seizure 
of their property as prizes of war, usual among civilized nations; and 
this without reference to the individual sentiments of those who sided 
with them. This character of national enemies was extended, as in all 
cases of public war, to all ages and sexes, whether they were actually 
en in resistence or wereincapable of it or unwilling totake up arms. 
With what valor, with what heroism, and with what patriotic devo- 
tion to their cause the soldiers of the Union fought, and with what 
manly and heroic resistence they were met, what dangers they encoun- 
tered, is attested by the monuments erected to them everywhere, by 
the beautiful cemeteries all over the land, in which a grateful nation 
has placed the lifeless forms of those who fell; by the annual decora- 
tion of the graves of the dead heroes; by the manifold pensions paid 
to the survivors who were disabled, and by the glory accorded to all 
who were engaged in the struggle. 

Mr. President, I do not detract from, but add to the heroism and 
the true glory of the Union soldier when I bear testimony to the cour- 
age and patriotism of their Southern antagonists. In this spirit I will 
say that the necessities of that war brought outin the Southern soldier 
an endurance, a self-sacrifice, a heroic fortitude, under privations and 
dangers in camp, on the march, and on the battle-field that have never 
pesn surpassed in all the long ages since men learned to kill each other 

war, 

The South was vanquished. They could not succeed against fate. 
To her conquerors you vote pensions, you build monuments, you award 
glory. I donot blame you, nor do I complain. I join you in voting 
the pensions and in this award of glory, for these brave men fought 
and triumphed over the bravest and most heroic foe that ever went 
down before irresistible numbers. 

When the end came the South lay prostrate at the feet of the victor. 
There was no treaty of peace, except the honorable military capitula- 
tion which the magnanimous Grant accorded to the heroic Lee. There 
wasno consultation, no conference, even, with the conquered as toterms, 
no consideration, even, of what was good for them. Whatever pleased 
the victor was exacted and it was yielded. By the cruel irony of fate 
the man whose election to the Presidency had been the occasion of se- 
cession, and who had shown magnanimity and good feeling toward the 
Southern people, and who had both the will and the power to give them 
et was assassinated by a crazy enthusiast, who had never drawn 

sword in defense of the South nor cast his fortunes with her. 

Desolated by war, ruined by marches and countermarches of oppos- 
ing armies subsisting on the land; with factories burned, homes and 
fields destroyed; with the flower of her young men slain in battle or 
disabled from wounds or disease; without commerce and almost 
without production, for all able-bodied men had been in the army; 
without agricultural implements and live-stock; without money and 
without credit; with her domestic and economic system overturned; 
with her State governments overthrown; with arrogant and pretentious 
intermeddling by bureau agents with the relations between her dis- 
similar and discordant races, the South was left to commence the world 
ae THE FIRST RECONSTRUCTION. 

We knew, sir, that slavery was to be abolished, so without mur- 
muring and as soon as the necessary forms could be observed the South- 
ern States ratified the thirteenth amendment; we knew that would be 
demanded. We also knew that the substantial purpose of the war, 
though sometimes denied, was to abolish slavery. On this point I 
quote from the Senator from Connecticut [Mr. HAWLEY] in a speech 
made in this Chamber on April 7, 1886. He said: 

the race prejudice, against the deep incrusted prejudices of centu- 

ries, men who hated the face of the negro and who would not have him near 

them; were led into and plunged into a great war and carried it on for four 

7 Agree disguise it as you please, the substantial pu of it all being to make 
t true that there should not be a slave on this continent, 

Having abolished slavery by the ratification of the thirteenth amend- 
ment, and also by inserting the same provision in their several State 
constitutions, the seceding Southern States, at the invitation of the 
President, and in obedience to the Constitution of the Union, sent 
Senators and Representatives to Congress. ‘They chose for these places 
those of their sons who were most distinguished for their conservatism, 
and those only who had been opposed to secession. 

They were refused admission. It was held, in effect, that an ‘‘in- 
dissoluble union of indestructible States’? had been dissolved and the 
States destroyed. It was held that the old maxim of “taxation with- 


out representation is tyranny” did not apply. It was also held that 
indefeasible and inalienable rights, as we had always proclaimed them, 
were forfeited ; and forfeited, too, upon the same ground that these same 
rights had been held forfeited in every kingly government from. the 
time of Adam down to the present hour, namely, the apprehended or 
assumed treason of the people. The great fundamental principle of our 
free institutions, ‘‘that governments derive their just powers from the 
consent of the governed,” embalmed in the Declaration of Independ- 
ence as à justification for three millions of people, subjects of a mon- 
archy, in their forcible resistance to the pretensions of the British Crown 
and Parliament, was considered as inapplicable to eleven millions ot 
the same people, citizens of a free Republic, and the descendants and 
political heirs of the men who had made that declaration and sustained 
it against the power of the strongest nation on earth. 

As yet it had not been determined to do more than free the African 
slaves. Co had, as late as July 2, 1864, passed a bill and the 
President (Mr. Lincoln) on the sixth day thereaiter signed a proclama- 
tion, both providing for reconstruction on the basis of white citizenship 
only. But after the death of Mr. Lincoln Congress and the then Pres- 
ident quarreled. 

I shall not stop to inquire who was in the right—it is sufficient to 
state that they quarreled. From that quarrel came to the people of the 
South the greatest misfortune that can befall a free people—that being 
subject to a dominant and irresistible power, their fortunes and their 
destinies were subjected wholly to the chances of skillful play of politi- 
cians for party and personal advantage, and to the disposal of their am- 
bition, their resentments, and their passions. 

THE SECOND AND FINAL RECONSTRUCTION OF THE SOUTH. 

A new reconstruction was determined on—the State governments 
were a second time overthrown. Military rule was established as the 
precursor and efficient promoter of a still more horrible misrule. The 
State governments were again reconstructed; and then under them fol- 
lowed those dark yearsof governmental pillageand official brigandage, 
of belligerent. peace and light-fingered, furtive, peculating war, in 
which virtue, public or private, was treated as a crime, and personal 
infamy held to be no bar, but a just claim to high public station. 

In the mean time a change came over the minds of the statesmen of 
the North in reference to African citizenship. The pretext for this 
change was certain laws passed by the Southern Legislatures when 
elected on the basis of white citizenship. . These laws were harsh in- 
deed—were in the main unnecessary and were never enforced with 
rigor. Yet the situation was unparalleled, the two races were nearly 
equal in numbers, and in some States the negroes were in a majority. 
They were of a servile race, and had been for all the long ages of his- 
tory, first in their native land and then in this. At the close of the 
war, in May and June, 1865, when the crops were just planted, many 
of them, unused to the license of freedom, many more seduced by bad 
advisers, deserted the uncultivated fields and flocked to the cities and 
towns to get support from the Freedmen’s Bureau. 

The result was small crops and a threatened famine and an outlook 
of still smaller production in the future. So, under these conditions, 
the Southern whites stumbled. But, Mr. President, they did not stum- 
ble willfully or maliciously. For these harsh, unjust, and unnecessary 
statutes they had prototypes in the legislation of the Northern States 
in respect to free negroes within their respective borders. Idonotmean 
to say, Mr. President, that because our Northern brethren, not having 
one colored person among them to one hundred whites, and therefore 
very remotely affected, if at all, by the presence of a dissimilar race, 
passed these laws, we of the South were justified in following their 
example, even in the perilous circumstances by which we were sur- 
rounded. I mean only to appeal to their sense of justice and to ask 
that justice to which we are entitled from having only ignorantly and 
under circumstances of peril and danger followed their example. 

Mr. President, some years ago I made a synopsis of the statutes of 
most of the Northern States on this subject, which I will not detain 
the Senate now by reading. I may hereafter bring it to the attention 
of the Senate as full proof of the statement I have made. 

The newly-enfranchised race had never been considered as a part of 
the American people, of the people who had organized the State gov- 
ernments, who had won their independence and had framed the Con- 
stitution of the United States. They were not so treated in the first 
bond of union between the States—the Articles of Confederation— 
which ted the quota of troops to be furnished by each State in 
the war of the Revolution by the number of white inhabitants, nor 
by that great charter of free government, the ordinance of 1787, which, 
though prohibiting slavery within the Northwest Territory, provided 
for the return of fugitive slaves to their owners. Up to the year 1866 
they had been regarded by many, perhaps by a majority, of the whites 
as entitled to personal freedom, as wrongly enslaved, yet by nearly 
all they were adjudged as unfit for American citizenship and they were 
excluded from naturalization. 

The people of the United States, in a political sense, were white people 
only, mainly of the Anglo-Saxon race, to whose genius and aptitude for 
free government, the outgrowth ofan experience of overa thousand years, 
we owed our free institutions. A majority of the statesmen who joined 
in the Declaration of Independence, and its immortal author, a ma- 
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jority of those who framed the Constitution, the great captain and 
statesman who led the armies of the States in the war for independence 
and presided over the convention which framed the Constitution, and 
then over the young and feeble republic in its inauguration, and by 
his patriotism and wisdom guarded its infancy through the perils of 
internal contending centripetal and centrifugal forces and foreign com- 
plications and enmities, and the great Chief-Justice who, as if by in- 
tuition, saw the true meaning of the Constitution and molded its 
powers to orderly and sate administration, were all slaveholders, 


HOMOGENEITY IN RACE AS UNDERSTOOD BY OUR STATESMEN, 


Mr. President, in what I have just said I am ing no defense of 
these revolutionary sires and their transactions. To their countrymen, 
their descendants who, through their genius, their patriotism, their 
labors, and their sacrifices ate now enjoying the blessings of free in- 
stitutions and constitutional government, I am making no apology 
for these errors, these mistakes, these short-comings, or whatever else 
of disrepute we may please todeem them, Iam simply repeating his- 
tory, not making materials for it. In further repeating the events of 
history (now somewhat obscured) I will state that in the opinion and 
judgment of the fathers as to the necessity for homogeneity in the peo- 
ple of a free country as the groundwork of success, subsequent states- 
men, our own contemporaries—statesmen illustrious for their patriot- 
ism, for their philanthropy, for their sincere and earnest and, I may 
add, effective opposition to African slavery—fully concurred. 

The concurrence of Mr. Lincoln, as expressed in the debates with 
Mr. Douglas in 1858, and partially reproduced in 1882 in the discus- 
sion of the Chinese question by the Senator from Colorado [Mr. TEL- 
LER] are well known. His later opinion, as expressed in his procla- 
mation dated July 8, 1864, and the opinion of Congress at that time, 
all to the same effect, I have already alluded to. And coming down 
later, to the year 1882, only four Congresses ago, the same judgment 
as to the necessity of homogeneity (the same race) in a people was ex- 
pressed by.the most eminent Republican members of this body, and 
notably by Senators EDMUNDS, TELLER, and JONES of Nevada. I 

uld be glad to quote from all of them, but I find I must be content 
with quoting only from the Senator from Vermont [Mr. EDMUNDS]. 

That Senator in his speech in this body on March 7, 1882, among 
other things, said: x 

I donot need to call the attention of Senators to that fundamental principle— 


Ay, “‘fandamental,’’ said that eminent Senator— 


of domestic government, that in order to success, that just success which pro- 
duces happiness to its people, no republic can succeed that has not a homo- 
geneous population. 
He proceeded: 

That was for so long a time the curse of our Southern States. 

It was the want of homogeneity— 
that they (the Southern States) thought was mitigated and hel out by the 
fact that the different races coe ifferent positions, one dominant, the other 
servile. It did not accomplish it then, as they will all tell you now, ‘Mr. Presi- 
dent; and one great evil there now is, not that the white man is hetter than 
the black man, or the black man better or equal to the white man, but it is that 
there has not yet been time, if ever there may be, that in the real and best sense 
of a homogeneous order in a republicthese two peoples can assimilate and coal- 
esce so as to make such a domestic State as I have been speaking of. 


The Senator from Vermont continued: 

All this, Mr. President, is fundamental in the long reaches of historic observa- 
tion everywhere, My learned friends from Massachusetts may begin with Aris- 
totle and come down to Webster, and they will find that everywhere over that 
long reach of human experience that the fundamental idea of a prosperous 
republic must be in the homogeneity of its people. 

| And in another part of the same speech, in reply to the Senators from 
Massachusetts, he said: 

I doubt whether the people of Massachusetts * * * would desire that im- 
migration of the people of Africa to that great and noble old Commonwealth 
should be encouraged. 

The people of Massachusetts * * è I do not think would be hungry foran 
irruption of a million of the inhabitants of the continent of Africa, pes 4 or 
to-morrow or next year, not because the erg poe of Massachusetts have any hos- 
tility to the African; not because they do not desire his deyelopment, his growth, 
his education, every amelioration t may belong to him, but because they 
believe by instinct or by education that it is not good for the two races to be 
brought into that kind of contact in that place. 


Then, after repeating that he did not believe the people of Massa- 
chusetts were “‘ hungering,” as he expressed it, for African immigra- 
tion, he proceeded: 

Speaking in part for the people of Vermont, I am sure it is not so with them, 
It is not based, I repeat, on any hostility toward Africans; it is based upon the 
belief that nations and races,as they have been constituted by the God of nature 
and by political and gecgrenhke! ivisions and arrangements, get on better as 
separate families, with their separate independence and their separate institu- 
tions than they do amalgamated ry orem, unless their origin, their race, their 
tendency, their nature be such that being put together they assimilate and be- 
come one perfect homogeneous and prosperous mass, 

Nor did either Senator from Massachusetts undertake, so far as I have 
seen, to deny the statement of the Senator from Vermont as to wantof 
hunger on the part of the people of that State for African immigration. 
And again, in the same debate, replying to the Senator from Massa- 
chusetts [Mr. Hoar], he reiterated the necessity of homogeneity in pop- 
ulation as essential to the success of a republic, and he attributed the 
downfall of the Greek republics to the want of such homogeneity. 

Mr. DAWES. Mr. President—— 


XIX —560 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from Mississippi 
yield to the Senator from Massachusetts? 

Mr. GEORGE. Yes, sir. 

Mr. DAWES. Has the Senator any objection to putting in his speech 
the statement that my colleague [ Mr. Hoar] is absent from the Senate? 

Mr. GEORGE. None in the world. Is that all? 

Now, Mr. President, I hope no man will accuse me of referring to 
these opinions of eminent Senators with the view of making any charge 
of inconsistency or bringing on them any reproach whatever. I do it 
that it may be known that the fundamental principle stated by the _ 
Senator from Vermont as essential to a free Government is announced, 
not as the result of the speculations of mere theorists, but rests on the 
universal experience ‘‘of long reaches of historic observation every- 
where,” all over the globe, from the days of Aristotle, over two thou- 
sand years ago, down to our own era, embracing all of known human 


history. 

If ram required to fortify so eminent an authority, I could point to 
the fact that the history of the world is written in blood shed in race 
conflicts. The Old Testament is an everlasting and unimpeachable 
witness to this great trath. So is the history of Rome. Thatimperial 
city gathered under its banners the nations and peoples of the world. 
Their want of homogeneity first destroyed the republic, and then the 
empire fell to pieces, the rents being along the lines of race demarkation. 
Modern Europe teaches the same lesson. In Britain there is the irrec- 
oncilable and everlasting conflict between Saxon and Celt. OntheConti- 
nent the aspiration of many states of the same race to be one nation and 
their hatred of another race, their neighbors, keep Europe armed with 
millions of men, to be ready for a conflict ever impending. The history 
of Southeastern Europe—the Balkan peninsula and Greece and Stam- 
boul—is, but a record of race animosities, race contests, race divisions, 
and wars. Polyglot Austria-Hungary to-day is staggering under the 
load of a composite nationality based on many different races. And 
the imperial despotism of Russia, with its 100,000,000 of people, fails 
to be the predominant nation of the world because of the diversity of 
the races in her borders. 

THE BALLOT GIVEN TO THE NEGRO, 

Notwithstanding these facts, Mr. President, it was deemed proper 
to give to the colored race suffrage and citizenship. At the same time 
every white man who had ever held civil office of any kind was dis- 
franchised. The two came together, and the negro found himself sud- 
denly in possession of a privilege—a great civic trust—denied to his 
late master. He had not asked for the ballot. His race nowhere in 
all the world, at no time in human history, had either aspirations or 
capacity for self-government. In his native land, in the jungles of the 
dark continent, he had been and was then a savage andaslave. He 
had been transplanted to America by force, and had been here a slave. 
Whatever of advancement he had made from barbarism and brutal 
superstition had come to him from the tuition of slavery. He had no 
actual experience in the duties of citizenship. He had no ancestral 
traditions connected with liberty, no inherited instincts or aptitudes 
for free government. He was without training, mental or moral, for 
civictrusts. Inslavery he had been in the main docile and patient and 
even unconfplaining. As a general rule, even when opportunity was 
offered, he had refused to participate in the war, in which his freedom 
was at stake and by which it was won. His enfranchisement came to 
him unasked and cast on him duties and burdens for which he had 
neither aspirations nor capacity. He had no conception of what he was - 
to do with it. He felt none of the inspirations of liberty. He could 
only mimic the yoice of freedom and ape the methods of those, his lead- 
ers, who, in the name of liberty, fraternity, and equality, were driving 
a noble people to despair and outbreaks by plundering States and ré- 
ducing millions to penury. He must need be taught. Like a child 
armed with an infernal machine charged with danger and death, he 
could not use it withoutdestruction to himself and others. The teach- 
ing began. The lessons had no concern with his civic duties and the 
responsibilities of citizenship. He was taught hatred and distrust of 
his fellow-citizens of the white race. He was reminded of his former 
slavery here and made to believe that was a deprivation of a freedom 
enjoyed by his race in his native land. 

His known inferiority, he was taught to believe, was the result of in- 
justice and wrong perpetrated by those among whom he lived. Polit- 
ical co-operation with the whites was denounced as a sin, the wagesof 
which would be a return to slavery. The property owned by the white 
man, he was taught, wasof right his, Not only private theft and tres- 
pass on it were encouraged, but its public confiscation by onerous tax- 
ation was held out to him as a proper end of political action and of race . 
elevation. Without the power of political organization, and without 
the slightest conception, even, of what civil government was, or of its 
functions, the negro fell under the control of political adventurers— 
strangers with no other interest in the State than to gather from the im- 
poverished people the little that remained to them after the ravages of 
war. From these he received his induction into political science. 

The freedmen were organized into secref leagues. They were for- 
bidden to attend political discussions in which the white race partici- 
pated. They were ordered not to confer with the whites in any way 
about that which deeply concerned both races and the good of society, 
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of which both races were members. They received their ballotsin mid- 


night meetings of these leagues, without knowing what names were 
inscribed on them, and came to the polls in armed processions, crowd- 
ing away the white race, and remained there a compact and defiant 
body till the farce of an election was over. 

They were taught that to scratch the ballot put into their hands by 
their leaders and political masters, even to erase the name of a known 
thief, was a pollutton of the heart for which there was no forgiveness 
and no cleansing in this world nor hereafter. The arson of a public 
building to conceal the defalcation of corrupt officials was publicly 
justified and accepted as a proper means of defense to a charge of em- 
bezzlement made against a partisan who led them. 

In short, sir, the fountains of the great deep of human depravity were 
broken up and the waters of pollution and race hatred flooded the land. 
Society was saved from utter dissolution and anarchy only by the con- 
servative forces of the white race, the overthrow of whose influence in 
affairs had been the end sought by the scheme of reconstruction. 

NECESSITY FOR HOMOGENEITY IN A PEOPLE. 

This conservative force might in the end have availed to educe or- 
der from chaos and to have given some security to society. But, sir, 
events drifted by accident or were ordained by design to prevent this. 
It was known then, and it is known now, all history had taught it, 
that a free government must rest for security and success on a homo- 
geneous people; or, in other words, there must be one people, capable 
of political association, and with aspirations corresponding. Mr. Lin- 
coln had so expressed it. The fathers of the Republie had laid its 
foundation on this as an essential truth; for no account had been taken 
in the formation of the Government of the Indians, large numbers of 
whom were in our territory, or of the negro except to provide for the 
return of those escaping from slavery. Such also had been the sub- 
sequent practice of the States and the General-Government. 

And such now is the recognized doctrine to be applied everywhere, 
save only in the Southern States. i 

How we acted at a recent date on the subject of Chinese exclusion 
I shall not discuss. My colleague has told that story; it needs no rep- 
etition from me. The fifteenth amendment to the Constitution itself 
recognizes two races, two peoples, in its prohibition against discrimi- 
nation on account of race. 

RACE DIFFERENCES INTENSIFIED BY FEDERAL ACTION. 

But, sir, the white people of Mississippi had to encounter all this 
danger in its most aggravated form. We had not only the physical 
difference between the races, which Mr. Lincoln had declared “would 
forever forbid the two races from living together on terms of social and 
political equality,” but, sir, we had, as I have but faintly depicted, 
the conditions which (seemingly under the auspices of the National 
Government and with its sanction, and certainly so believed by the 
colored race) enforced on the ignorant and unreasoning negro the duty 
of refusing all political fellowship and co-operation with the Southern 
white man. We thus had instead of one homogeneous people two dis- 
tinct races with all the prejudices and mutually repellant conditions 
of race differences. ` 

But we had even more than this; we had what the ignorant negro 
believed to be an authoritative fiat from the General ernment, his 
emancipator and friend, his protector and guardian, that he should 
regard his white fellow-citizens with distrust and antagonism, not to 
use harsher terms. We had two distinct peoples, the most divergent 

‘in race and physical formation of all the human family, locally inter- 
mingled, yet, in all else than mere physical contact, as wide asunder 
as the poles—the one smarting under defeat, irritated by an enforced 
political association with an inferior race wholly unfit for self-govern- 
ment; the other ignorant, servile, in that they had always, even in 
their native land, been slaves, with memories of recent wrongs re- 
ceived from the first, and with passions inflamed by their unserupu- 
lous leaders, and, superadded, the duty inculcated of political isola- 
tion from the white race and antagonism to it. The result was a mere 
contest for race supremacy, No question as to what was best for the 
State was made, no consultation accorded for the common good. The 
wisest and best of the whites made vain efforts for a better under- 
standing with the colored race. Many, after a short trial, quit in dis- 

. As it was evident that the negroes were in a majority, a few of 
the basest and most venal of the whites joined them for plunder. 
Others, good men, joined the party to which they belonged in the 
hope that they could mold it for good. In nearly every instance their 
efforts met with the humiliation of utter failure with the race they 
joined, and utter loss of character and influence with the other; and 
they retreated from their position. 

THE CONSTITUTIONAL CONVENTION. 

An election was held for a constitutional convention, and a large 
majority of it was composed of characterless adventurers of both races. 
They spent many months in forming a constitution and drawing their 
salaries. They took good care to disfranchise enough of the whites to 
insure their own supremacy for a generation, reserving, however, the 
power to restore the disfranchised to political rights as a means of pur- 
chasing support for their iniquitous measures. 

In order to secure proselytes they created an extraordinary and un- 
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American test of eligibility to oflice—the political opinions and parti- 
san association of the citizen. This was accomplisked by excepting 
from the operation of the sweeping clause of disfranchisement inserted 
in their constitution ‘‘those’’—I quote from the constitution as 
framed—‘‘who aided reconstruction by voting for this convention, or 
who have continuously advocated this convention, and shall continu- 
ously and in good faith advocate the acts of the same.’ (See section 
5, article 7, of the constitution as framed.) 

In this way they attempted to establish an espionage over and an 
inquisition into the sentiments and opinions of citizens, and to con- 
trol their free action, and to bribe them with a gift of what belonged to 
them of right, and of that which they could not be justly deprived. 
They established and maintained a partisan press by immense largesses 
from the treasury, and by providing for the publication of judicial ad- 
vertisements only in newspapers that had no circulation and no other 
existence than such as were derived from fees thus received, and no other 
aim than to perpetuate misrule and official brigandage through race 
prejudice, 

The constitution was submitted for ratification, and bysome means or 
other—I never could satisfactorily account for it other than as the inter- 
position of Providence—it was defeated. 

Under the proclamation of General Grant and an act of Congress a 
new submission was had with the disfranchising clause I have described 
stricken ont, and the constitution was ratified, and at the same time 
members of the Legislature, members of Congress, and all State officers 
were elected. 


THE RECONSTRUCTED LEGISLATURE AND TAXATION. 


The Legislature met, the new government was inaugurated, and then 
that era of crime and profligacy so abundantly shadowed forth by the 
proceedings of the convention set in in earnest. For up to that time 
the military government was somé restraint. So unhappy was our 
condition that a military despotism was a refuge and protection against 
the free government which had been instituted over us, in effect free 
only to plunder and destroy. 

Mr. President, it is impossible to give by mere words and figure’ to 
any one not personally cognizant of the condition of affairs in Missis- 
sippi at that time any adequate idea of the wrong and outrage perpe- 
trated under the forms of law, and of what the people suffered during 
the six years of this infamous rule. 

In the first year the State tax was increased 500 per cent., in the 
second 400 per cent., in the third 850 per cent., in the fourth 1,250 
per cent., in the fifth 1,450 per cent., in the sixth, by a transfer trom 
the State treasury of all the expenses of the courts and the adminis- 
tration of justice to the county treasuries, the increase was only 925 per 
cent. County levies were increased in the same, and in many in- 
stances even a greater ratio. ‘With all this crushing taxation there 
was a constantly increasing deficit, and the State’s indebtedness was 
increased during that period one hundred-fold to every dollar of debt 
when the State was turned over into their hands. A considerable por- 
tion of the common-school fand provided for in the constitution was 
diverted from education and wasted in useless and corrupt expendi- 
tures. The land scrip donated for an agricultural college was con- 
verted into money and every dollar of the money consumed in the 
same corrupt and wastefal administration. And for all this there was 
nothing to show in the way of public works except $80,000 donated to 
a narrow-gauge railroad company. 

The salaries of all officers were largely increased. The fees of offi- 
cials were not only nominally largely increased, but an ingenious and 
dishonest system of computing them was devised, which increased 
them still more enormously. The public printing was given to a 
political organ, and the disbursements on that account were increased 
more than 900 per cent. over any previous disbursement. In one year 
I remember, and possibly in others—I have not the figures before me— 
the expenditures for public printing largely exceeded the amount ap- 
propriated for common schools. The taxes collected for common schools 
were so manipulated that only about 30 per cent. of the amount col- 
lected from the people was really devoted to that purpose. Teachers 
wholly incompetent were hired and used as political agents and emis- 
saries, school-houses were built without reference to the public needs 
and beyond the ability of the poi soar and costly furniture imported, 
merely to give jobs to political favorites. There was no physical ob- 
ject, there was no mental or moral subject, sacred or profane, which 
the devilish ingenuity of the rulers did not convert to purposes of 
plunder. 

The few conservative white members of the Legislature from the 
white counties were utterly powerless to do good. The remainder, 
consisting almost universally of adventurers and strangers and unlet- 
tered negroes, felf no responsibility to the people whose rulers they 
were. A large part were wholly incompetent to discharge their duties, 
another large recognized no duty but to enrich themselves and 
their friends by public plunder. A successful job was considered the 
highest achievement of statesmanship. ‘Two hundred thousand acres 
of State land was voted to a corporation organized by the Legislature 
and owned and controlled by its leading members, and not one cent 
was ever paid forit, ‘Three sessions of the Legislature were held in 


‘ 
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‚one year, in order that omitted opportunities for spoliation might be 
utilized. The effect of all this robbery and plunder is evident. 

Six and one-half millions of acres of land, over 10,000 square miles 
‘(an area larger than Massachusetts and Rhode Island combined), were 
forfeited to the State for taxes levied beyond the ability of the owners 
‘to pay. This was about one-third of the lands in the State held by 
~ pri vate owners. There was a constant and continuing decrease of 
about $6,000,000 per annum in the valuation of all property. 


COUNTY ADMINISTRATION, 


The county governments were, if possible, morecorrupt and wasteful. |. 


The boards of supervisors, having unrestricted power-of taxation, were 
in many instances composed of ignorant negroes who could not read or 
write. They fell under the control of the sheriffs and clerks of the 
counties, who used them for their corrupt purposes. Large and illegal 
‘allowances were made from the county treasuries, and these allowances 
were doubled in amount by the issue of county warrants at 50 per 
cent. discount. ‘The members voted jobs to themselves and to increase 
the amount of their per diem, the sessions were prolonged beyond all 
necessity. Ignorant and illiterate negroes were elected sheriffs, with 
no power to give official bonds and no capacity for the duties of their 
offices, and arrangements were made with white men to give the bonds 
and discharge the duties of these offices. Fees and emoluments were 
provided for both, the real and the elected officers. Clerks were elected 
who utilized their recently acquired ability to write by forging county 
warrants and altering public records; and county warrants after they 
had been paid were stolen by the officials and reissued to be paid 


in, 
Let THE COURTS WERE IGNORANT AND CORRUPT. 

The courts ceased to be temples of justice. In some instances men 
were licensed as lawyers to be commissioned the next day, or the next 
week as judges or chancellors. “The governor, at one time, in violation 
of a plain statute refused to send in to the Senate for confirmation the 
appointments for chancellors whose terms were about to expire, in order 
that he might keep the appointees selected in vacation ander his in- 
fluence and control. He undertook to dictate a decree to one of these 
and failed, and he then refused to send in his name for confirmation at 
the next session of the Senate, and thus removed him from office. In 
another instance he had made an appointment of a chancellor in vaca- 
tion who refused bail to one of the governor’s favorites charged with the 
murder of a leading Republican—his successful competitor for sheriff— 
and he removed him from office. The Legislature then enacted a law 
to cover the case, providing for another trial on habeas corpus, with the 

“result that the murderer was bailed by the new judge; and leaving the 
State, was placed in a lucrative Federal office in this city, untried and 
unpunished, and so remained till removed a little over a year ago. 

ustices of the peace in the black counties caught the infection and 
converted their offices into engines of oppression to both races. The 
ignorant negroes who elected them were in many instances charged 
with trivial and technical violations of law, and released only on pay- 
ment of enormous and illegal fees. I can give no better idea of this 
degradation than to quote the words uttered by a lawyer of distinction, 
an eminent citizen, who had been before, and has been since, honored 
by the trust and confidence of the people of Mississippi. For a manly 
assertion of the age ayer the bar he was threatened with imprisonment. 
In answer to this 


Send me to jail. The = has power to do it, but its‘order will not inflictany 
personal degradation, Our ne have become the abodes of honest men, 
whilst wrong and dishonor sit enthroned in our temples of justice. 


DESPAIR OF THE WITITES AND THEIR EFFORTS FOR RELIEF, 

The white people were in despair. Many of the best citizens left the 
State. The desire to leave was universal. They resorted to every 
means in their power to procure redress. They abandoned their party 
organization in order to secure a better understanding, some sort of 
friendly co-operation with the colored people. In 1872 they voted for 
Mr. Greeley, their lifelong opponent, and the lifelong friend of the col- 
ored race. In 1873 they voted for Governor Alcorn for chief magistrate 
of the State. He was then a member of this body, had joined the Re- 
publicans in Mississippi in the first instance, as I have always believed, 
with the hope that he could mold or control them for good. Heis a 
man of wealth, talent, and political experience. He saw the drift of 
things and in 1875, announced himself as a candidate for governor in 
opposition to General Ames. He desired reformation, he wanted econ- 
omy in administration, but though there was discontent and division 
in the Republican party, he received but few votes outside of the whites 
‘who were not Republicans. 
| He was badly beaten. He found out that he who would lead that 
party in Mississippi must go with it in all its extremes—be controlled 

y itinstead of controlling it, must partake of its corruptions and share 
in its excesses. He learned also the further great truth, that in the 
Jong run public men must in the main be the outcome and reflect the 
sentiments, morals, tendencies, and aspirations of the men who elect 
‘them. 
| In the counties the white people voted for conservative Republicans 
wherever they could find them. In fact, there was no Democratic or- 
‘ganization in the State. Every advancemade by the great body of the 
whites was repelled, even spurned by the negroes. Political co-opera- 


tion was found impossible except on terms of an absolute surrender of 
all prospects of bettering the condition of affairs. 

The State went from bad to worse. The blacks, organized and partly 
led by a few whites, were in absolute control. Complaints of crushing 
taxation were met by an avowal of a purpose to load property with such 
burdens as to make its surrender by the owners necessary and certain. 

A convention of the citizens of the State was held at the capital on 
the day preceding the meeting of the Legislattre in January, 1875. 
Of this convention many Republicans were members, and a respectful 
petition was drawn up to the Legislature stating the condition of the 
country and asking for a redress of grievances. 

The Legislature treated it with contempt, and the governor was re- 
ported to have denounced it as the ‘‘howlings of faction.” 


RACE CONFLICTS AND BLOODSHED, 


There was trouble at Vicksburg—bloodshed was threatened. The 
sheriff was advised tosummon the negroes and secure his ends by 
force. The governor advised this, and said, in answer to a suggestion 
that blood would be shed, ‘‘ that the killing of twenty-five or thirty 
negroes would be good for the party.’’ A conflict actually ensued, in 
which the whites in repelling the attack of the blacks killed more than 
the number of martyrs desired by the governor. An act providing for 
the purchase of Gatling guns and the organization of an army of blacks 
in time of peace Was passed. A negro militia company, fully armed 
and equipped, with flying banners and martial music and led by a col- 
ored desperado, was actually marched 40 miles and back through one 
of the most populous counties in the State, with no other known ob- 
ject than to irritate by bravado and menace and thus to precipitate a 
conflict between the races. A conflict thus sought was prevented only 
by the utmost endeavors of the cool-headed and conservative white 
men of the county. 

The purposed organization of negro troops was intercepted by an in- 
junction issued by the chief-justice of the State (a Republican) restrain- 
ing the drawing of the needed money from the treasury. The injunc- 
tion was promptly dissolved at the end of ten days, the earliest allow- 
able period under the law, by the chancellor, who had been appointed 
to succeed one who had been removed for his independence. This was 
foreseen, and another injunction was obtained, which could not be dis- 
she till after the election, and after that the money was no longer 
needed. 

An escape was had from this condition of affairs by the election of 
1875. Whatever may be said about that election, it saved the State 
from anarchy and society from dissolution. 


NEGROES NOT VICIOUS, BUT MISLED. 


Mr. President, I have endeavored io make the Senate understand 
something of the condition of affairs in Mississippi resulting from the 
rule of the colored race organized and led as I have described. I know 
I can not make you understand it fully as it existed. 

Mr. President, I do not mean to be understood as charging that the 
colored race was wholly vicious, wholly bent upon the mischievous and 
criminal rule which I have described. Many were misled from igno- 
rance, many were forced against their will and better judgment to join 
in a crusade against the whites for which they had no heart. Sociai 
and religious ostracism was the fate of those who were conservative. 
Their wives threatened to leave them, they were dealt with in their 
churches, they were charged with desertion of their color, they were 
threatened with violence, and in many instances were cruelly beaten. 
Denied social equality with the whites by an inexorable law, the ine- 
radicable instinct of human nature, asset forth by Mr. Lincoln and then 
reverberated by him on every stump in Illinois, they were left as out- 
casts if they persisted in voting with the whites. 

AFFAIRS IMPROVED. 


Iam glad to say that affairs have improved since the whites have 
been in power. Taxes have been reduced, expenditures have been cnt 
down, better facilities for schools and better schools for both races haye 
been furnished. My colleague’s statement on this subject made in his 
speech a few weeks ago is full, and I adopt it. Most of the pestilent 
adventurérs of both colors who had misled and inflamed the prejudices 
of the colored race have left the State, some to escape the penitentiary 
for felonies, some to evade suits for a restoration of the fruits of their 
peculations, some because they had lost their offices, the only interest 
they ever had in the State. The colored people have begun to learn 
that bad governmentisno benefittothem. They havealso learned that 
a change of party ascendency did not mean their re-enslavement, a 
falsehood sedulously inculcated during the period I have described. 
They are also learning industry and frugality. 

TWO DISTINCT RACES. 

Still, Mr. President, there remain on the soil of Mississippi the two 
distinct races, made so by God; and made by the events I have de- 
scribed and other causes into two distinct peoples, with the same physi- 
cal differences alluded to by Mr. Lincoln, and the same want of that 
homogeneity declared by the Senator from Vermont [Mr. EDMUNDS] 
to be essential to a successful and permanent republic. One of these 
peoples are proud of their race and lineage and of their history, with 
inherited aptitudes and aspirations for free government. The other 
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the reverse of this, ignorant, credulous, easily led and deceived, the 
facile and willing victims of whoever would inflame their prejudices 
or their passions, The latter isin the majority, and if voted as a race, 
as they were in the years I have alluded to and as seems now to be 
desired by Senators on this floor, would control the government of the 
State, and would control it now as they controlled it then. 

X 18 THERE A REMEDY? 

Mr. President, in the presence of such a danger the question arises, 
what is best to do? 

This question has been considered with care and patience by the 
thinking and most conservative white people of Mississippi. No man 
knows how to solve or answer it. The question of the propriety of 
negro citizenship is no longer a matter of discussion; it is an accom- 
plished, an irreversible fact. No Southern man thinks that the North 
will reverse it. We must do with it as best we can. We are educat- 
ing the negro to remove his incapacity for self-government, if education 
can do it; but when that is accomplished there still remain the race 
differences, the race prejudices and antagonisms, as likely, if not more 
likely, to be increased than to be diminished by education. No man 
can tell. Whatever of good there is in the education of the negro we 
are seeking to get; whatever of evil may come from it we agree to 
risk. 

Whether the experiment of negro suffrage will-be a success is yet 
undecided. For one, Iam willing, and I believe the white people of 
Mississippi are willing, not only to give it a fair trial butto contribute in 
every way to the utmost of our power to its success, The selfishness 
of human nature, our highest interest, demand this, for we know that 
however disastrous it may be to us, it will be maintained to the bitter 
end. Many good men have advised the selection of negroes for such 
civil places as they are at all competent for, in order that they might 
be trained for self-government. Co-operation in elections, giving each 
race its representatives, has been proposed, and in some instances tried 
with success. A more kindly feeling has grown up in business; some 
disposition is shown for concert and consultation in political matters. 
Great progress, it is hoped by some, will come from this course. 

THE TWO GREAT OBSTACLES TO SUCCESS, 

But there are two great obstacles in the way of success—the one 
primary; the other the incident and an aggravation of the other. The 
first is the difference in race, the want of homogeneity in the popula- 
tion. The second, the permanent fixing of the two races into distinct 
and separate peoples by outside influences and external predominant 
forces. The two permanently combined are insurmountable. They 
are combined now. Whether the first alone is an insuperable barrier 
to snecess is to be determined by the course of events, if only the pres- 
ence of the latter can be eliminated. I have already discussed to some 
extent the former, and introduced the opinions of the great men of our 
own and of a past generation on this subject. 

NO DESPAIR. 

Mr. President, I derive no pleasure from a contemplation of these 
facts. They may furnish subjects of curious and serene speculation for 
Senators from the Northern section of tbis Union, but to me and mine 
they are pregnant with forebodings of disaster and ruin. I have said 
only ‘‘forebodings.”? I have not said that salvation was impossible in 
the present constitutional order. I have not allowed myself to look 
for safety outside of the present constitutional relations between the two 
races in Mississippi. A change of those relations I know to be impos- 
sible. I know, sir, that whatever of harm may come to the people of 
the South of both races, there will be no change, no relenting. So, 
sir, I have not allowed myself to relinquish all hope of having in some 
way and at some time a permanently safe and orderly government in 
the South with both races, equal in political and civil rights and 
equally participating in the government, though I confess the prospect 
for it is gloomy indeed. 

I am not prepared to say that this will come; I only say that I will 
not give up all hope that it will ever come. Despair means anarchy, 
a dissolution of society and government. We dare not despair. Like 
the struggling pilgrim in the Slough of Despond we dare not faint or 
surrender hope, but must strive and press forward to the land of prom- 
ise, not relaxing the striving and the strain to consider whether the 
long sought for haven is a reality or an illusion. 

= THE GROUND FOR HOPE, 

But, sir, whatever there is of hope in the future lies in the contrary 
direction from that in which we are now tending and that recom- 
mended by Republican Senators. It can only be realized by a recur- 
rence to another fundamental principle in our system already alluded 
to—the recognition of the equality of States and the capacities of the 
people of the several States for self-government and for a discharge of 
their Federal duties and responsibilities—a full return to the princi- 
ple and practice of local autonomy. Sir, you must do this or you de- 
stroy your system everywhere in the Union. The necessity of homo- 
geneity in the processes and methods of the National Government is 
just as fundamental, just as essential, as homogeneity in population. 
You can not have for any long period local autonomy in New England 
and national imperialism in the Statesof the South. There isan ever- 
endnring conflict in the two principles, and they can not have their 


birth and practice and growth in or under the same constitution. All 
must be one or the other. The danger is common to all. 
THE SECOND OBSTACLE CONSIDERED. 

I come now to consider more particularly the second obstacle to suc- 
cessful government in the South, namely, the perpetuation of two dis- 
tinct peoples out of the two races by external influences and forces 
constantly operating. Now, Mr. President, want of homogeneity or 
sameness of race in a population may be per se nothing, the conse- 
quences which necessarily flow from it constitute the danger. ‘These 
consequences are want of harmonious co-operation, antagonisms, dis- 
trusts, rivalries, contests for race supremacy, diverse aims, and repug- 
nant and mutually repellant aspirations. I have shown, sir, that in 
the opinion of the most eminent Northern men, these make it im- 
possible to have a prosperous and happy republic. Now, sir, what is 
the most requisite and exigent demand of wiseand patriotic statesman- 
ship in conditions presenting want of homogeneity in a people occupy- 
ing the same territory and constituting one body of citizenship? The 
answer is plain: if nothing can be done to diminish, at all events noth- 
ing must be done to increase the natural results of race difference. 

FEDERAL ACTION INTENSIFIES THE DIFFERENCES, 

The action of the Government has been all along exactly the reverse 
of this. : Having forced two races, the most diverse, into a political as- 
sociation of the closest character, distasteful to both, every step since 
taken has been to perpetuate the two non-assimilable races into two dis- 
tinct and hostile peoples. Assuming,as you were bound to assume 
under our present Constitution, that both races separately were capable 
of self-government, were the proper depositories of high political trusts 
and civic dyties, and that the two combined would constitute ə people 
sufficiently homogeneous, sufficiently one in purpose and aims for the 
common good, to makea safe and happy and prosperous State, you have 
constantly treated the one as in helpless infancy requiring Federal 
guardianship and care, and the other as enemies both of the nation at 
large and of the State in which they live. You have sown in the minds 
of the one race the seeds of distrust and bitterness towards the other, 
and taught them a servile dependence unworthy of freemen on exterior 
and eccentric forces, hostile, or believed by them to be hostile, to the 
other race, for the discharge of interior and domestic political trusts. 
To the other race you have never turned your faces unless with frowns 
and threatenings. You have exaggerated their faults, magnified their 
shortcomings, mocked at their calamities, assumed and offensively as- 
serted a pretended superiority over them, and in Congress and in the 
public press held them up to the contempt and invoked on them the 
unpitying scorn of mankind. 

Mr. President, I have sometimes feared that this course of exciting 
and intensifying race prejudices would be persisted in for mere party 
purposes until the conscience of the nation shall be awakened by the 
suddén bursting of that cloud eyen now discernible, charged with 
memories of race contests, with convictions of mutual wrongs endured, 
and with the mutual desire of revenge overwhelming one portion of 
our country in a deluge of blood shed in internecine war. I beg, sir, 
that it may cease. You can not produce love and confidence by abuse 
and distrust; you can not by statutes and constitutions reverse the 
will of God, nor annul the decrees of Providence. Now, Mr. Presi- 
dent, I have shown the situation in the Southern States, especially in 
Mississippi. I have shown the danger of and the excitement to con- 
flicts between the two races. It is admitted that these conflicts come. 
Allusion has been made in this debate to the killing in Copiah and also 
at Carrollton. 

I may be asked if I justify these killings, these outrages. My answer 
is,they are the inevitable outgrowth of the conditions I have described. 
My further answer is that the only standard of morals I know of ina 
Christian country is the Bible, the infallible revelation of the will of 
God, our Creator. That Book teaches if a man be smitten on the one 
cheek that he turn the other to the assailant; and if a robber take away 
one’s coat thathe give him his cloakalso. I understand these and other 
teachings of that Book to condemn all irregular and illegal violence and 
all fraud as aredress of wrong-doing, and I accept fully this condemna- 
tion as just. But, sir, whilst this is the high standard of right pre- 
sented by the divine law,and to which all men should strive to attain, 
what man, what community, has lived up to it? The divine law con- 
demns murer; yet in what community is not the swift slaying of the 
wretch who violates the purity of woman or destroys the honor of a 
family condoned, if not applauded? The divine law condemns all de- 
ceit and falsehood, yet in what community is not tolerated the deceiy- 
ing of a murderer and robber whereby his intended victim is saved? 
The divine law also commands that every human soul ‘‘ be subject to 
the higher powers, and there is no power but of God ” and “that the 
powers that be are ordained of God.’’ Yet, sir, what free people have 
not rebelled and resisted, when they were wronged and oppressed? Let 
him who is without sin cast the first stone. 

SOME ACTS OF THE REPUBLICAN PARTY. 


Certainly, sir, the party of the majority of the committee who re- 
ported this bill have no right to cast a stone or to impute to any one 
unrighteousness in political methods. The divine law enjoins the 
sanctity of oaths, the inviolability of agreements, both public and pri- 
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vate. Yet, with oaths to snpport the Constitution fresh upon their lips, 
they usurped power in violation of that instrument to enact the recon- 
struction daws and to overturn by force the constitutions and institu- 
tions of eleven States; and to make their usurpation sure and effective 
repealed an ancient and necessary statute authorizing a revision and 
annulment of their unconstitutional action by the Supreme Court. And 
in this way they substituted for the Constitution their passions, their 


own unbridled will, and their greed for power. ‘That the results of 
this policy have been incorporated in the Constitution as accomplished 
facts, have become a part of the fundamental law, which all ought to 
obey, does not detract from the wrong committed in the processes by 
which these results were achieved. i 

The divine law condemns fraud and perjury; yetin 1876, rather than 
release their hold on power, when the people had elected to the Presi- 
dency by a majority of over a quarter of a million votes the greatest 
statesman who had lived in this country since Mr. Jefferson, they de- 
creed frand and perjury to be unimpeachable muniments of title to 
the highest office in the Union, called troops to the capital to overawe 
the people, and seated in the chair of Washington the man whom the 
people had rejected. 

The administration thus installed was true toits birth. It rewarded 
every fraudulent actor, every perjurer engaged in this conspiracy. It 
loaded them with public honors and enriched them with the money 
of the people whose voice they had suppressed and whose wishes they 
had thwarted. In this profligate school was fostered a plunder of the 
Treasury by the star-route thieves, the most gigantic ever known in 
our history. 

The same party, emboldened by this success in 1876, proceeded de- 
liberately to win the election of 1880 by the most shameless bribery 
through money raised by political assessments, by the donation of a 
part of the public plunder of the star-route conspiracy, and by funds 
contributed by those who had assurances, if not (as charged by mem- 
bers of the party itself) express contracts, that they should receive or 
control appointments to the highest places in the land. To such an 
extent had these flagitious proceedings gone, and for such a great 
length of time had they not only been condoned but rewarded with 
success, that the political morality of the country had become so de- 
bauched, so tolerant of successful wrong and outrage, that a chief actor 
in them, one of the star-route conspirators, was complimented for his 
conduct by a public dinner and openly applauded for his crime by the 
man who afterwards succeeded to the Presidency by the double title 
of prearranged bribery and the lucky drawing of the highest prize, so 
felicitously denominated by the Senator from Vermont [Mr. EDMUNDS] 
‘ttin the lottery of assassination.’’ J 

PICTURE DRAWN BY A REPUBLICAN. 


But, Mr. President, lest it should be supposed that I have spoken 
rather from an embittered partisanship than from a true conception 
of the course of public events, I will present to the Senate and to the 
country a picture drawn by a master hand and a member of the Re- 
publican party. 

This picture was drawn twelve years ago, on May 6, 1876, before 
many of the events I have alluded to had transpired. It was drawn 
by the Senator from Massachusetts, the author of the bill now under 
consideration, in these words: 


My own public life has been a very brief and insignificant one, extending 
little beyond the duration of a single term of Senatorial life. But in that brief 
poa have seen five judges of the high court of the United States driven 

rom oftice by threats of impeachment for corruption and maladministration ; 
I have heard the taunt from friendliest lips that when the United States pre- 
sented herself in the East to take part with the civilized world in generous 
competition in the arts of life, the only product of her institutions in which 
she surpassed all others beyond question was her corruption. 6 

I have seen in the State in the Union foremostin power and wealth four judges 
of her court impeached for corruption and the political administration of her 
chief city become a disgrace and a by-word thronghout the civilized world. I 
have seen the chairman of the Committee on Military Affairs in the House, now 
adistinguished member of this conrt, rise in his place and demand the expulsion 
of four of his associates for making sale of their official privilege of selecting the 
youths to be educated at our great military school. When the greatest railroad 
of the world, binding together the continent and uniting the two greal seas 
which wash our shores, was finished, I have seen our national triumph and ex- 
ultation turned to bitterness and shame by the unanimous reports of three com- 
mittees of Congress—two of the House and one here—that every step of that 
mighty enterprise had been taken in fraud. I have beard in highest places the 
shameless doctrine avowed by men grown old in public office that the true way 
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by which power should be gained in the Republic is to bribe the people wit 
the offices created for their service, and the true end for which it should be use 
when gained is the promotion of selfish ambition and the gratification of per- 
sonal revenge. I have heard that suspicion haunts the footsteps of the trusted 
companions of the President. (See CONGRESSIONAL RECORD, second session of 
Forty-fourth Congress, volume 4, part 7, page 63.) 

These brave, manly words of burning eloquence, worthy of the great 
Cato, who fell in his resistance to the corruptions of Rome and the usur- 
pations of Cæsar, were spoken in the vain effort to induce this body, 
then sitting as a court of impeachment, to convict a great official of high 
crimes and misdemeanors. He was acquitted on a technicality, and 
thus a precedent was made for the acquittal, on another technicality 
and by the statute of limitations, of another great criminal who, whilst 
a Senator on this floor, dishonored his.high place by selling his influence 
to carry out a job for the plunder of the Treasury. And if the distin- 
guished Senator from Massachusetts were speaking to-day under the 


same inspiration of virtuous indignation at great crimes committed by. 


his party he could with equal truth say that he had seen the public 
service so debased and corrupted that a widespread belief existed that 
the last administration abused its great trusts by making contracts 
through which the enormous profit of 20 percent. per month was given 
to its favorites, and that the trusted companion and partner of a great 
chieftain, once President, traded on this conviction with the result of 
obtaining millions of money. 

The great significance of these transactions is not that this great soldier * 
hador had nota guilty participationin them. Iacquit him fully of such 
guilt and of any ground for suspicion of guilt. My point is that the” 
course of events had been such that the shrewdest business men in the 
greatest commercial city in the Union believed and acted on this belief 
(by investing millions of money) that he and the administration were 
capable of engaging and were actually engaged in them. Itis a no 
less significant fact that the national convention of a great party showed 
such disregard and contempt of public opinion that it nominated in 1884 
a man for the highest office under the Constitution whom a large num- 
ber of its ablest and purest members charged with the gravest and most 
scandalous maladministration in a high office. 


PICTURE DRAWN BY MR. TILDEN. 


Mr. President, I ask the indulgence of the Senate for a few moments 
more on this subject. The great statesman who up to this time has 
the unparalleled distinction of being the only man elected to the great 
oftice of President who was not permitted to discharge its duties (may 
he also be the last!) in his letter of the 10thof June. 1820, declining the 
unanimous nomination then about to be tendered by his party for re- 
election, said: : 

Twenty years of continuous maladministration under the demoralizing influ- 
ences of intestine war, and of bad finance, have infected the whole govern- 
mental system of the United States with the cancerous growth of false construc- 
tions and corrupt practices. Powerful classes have acquired pecuniary interest 
in official abuses, and the moral standards of the people have been impaired. 

And shrinking, on account of declining physical strength and advanc- 
ing years from undertaking the work of reform, he said: 

To redress these evils is a work of great difficulty and labor, and can not be- 
accomplished without the most energetic and eflicient personal action of the 
Chief Executive of the Republic, 

Mr. President, I take no pleasure, but rather humiliation and shame, 
from the contemplation of these things; but they are a part of the his- 
tory of the country, part of the acts of the political party which has 
arraigned the people of Mississippi for acts done by a few individuals 
in passion, under great provocation, the result of madness and frenzy 
caused by conditions created by that party itself, and which would be 
considered intolerable in any free country. I will not allege that this 
outery, now made against offenses committed by an inconsiderable 
number of men, is all false and hollow; but I trust I may be pardoned 
for saying that some part of it might be, with great public benefit, di- 
rected against greater crimes, greater outrages committed by the most 
conspicuous men in the country. 

MISSISSIPPI CONDEMNED TO ILLITERATE SUFFRAGE BY CONGRESS. 


Mr. President, the chairman of the committee which investigated 
the troubles in Copiah County [Mr. Hoar] asked one, if not more, of 
the witnesses, in substance, if it would not have been better if the con- 
stitution of Mississippi had, whilst depriving no man then possessed oi 
it of the right of suffrage, prescribed an educational qualification for 
voters. The answer of the witness stated truly that the white people 
of Mississippi had but little to do with framing that constitution. 

Treating that question, as I think it was intended, as suggesting that 
the admitted evils of ignorant suffrage ought to be corrected by a con- 
stitutional amendment, and as insinuating a fault in the white people 
of Mississippi for their failure to make such amendment, I beg leave 
to say this in further reply: 

In the first place, as stated by the witness, the white people of Mis- 
sissippi were not consulted in forming that constitution. They had 
no potential voice in determining what should be its provisions. So 
far from being able to prevent the extension of suffrage to the illiterate 
and propertyless negro, they were unable to prevent the convention 
from inserting a provision disfranchising large numbers of the most 
intelligent and conservative of their own race, and as I have shown, 
for more than six years thereafter they had no influence or control 
whatever in the government. If the object of the question be further 
to suggest that that exclusion should be adopted now (and as to that I 
am in doubt), I say that it is hazardous and difficult, if not impossible. 
The constitution was formed under the reconstruction laws and con- 
ferred the right of suffrage on all male citizens twenty-one years old, 
resident in the State six months and in the county one month. The 
constitution also prohibited forever the affixing of either a property or 
educational qualification to sufirage. 

With these provisions in the constitution if was submitted to Con- 
gress for approval, and in the act passed in February, 1870, admitting 
the State to representation in Congress as one of the States of the 
Union, it was declared to be upon a fundamental condition as ex- 
pressed in these words: 


That the constitution of Mississippi shall never be so amended or changed as 
to deprive any citizen or class of citizens of the United States of the right to 
vote who are entitled to vote under the constitution herein recognized, exceptas 
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apunishmentfor crimes as are now feloniesat common law, * * * provided, 
that any alteration of said constitution propsective in its effects may be made 
in regard to the time and place of the residence of the voters. 

So, sir, it is seen that the right of the State torepresentation in Con- 
gress, secured to her by the Constitution equally withall the other States, 
was made dependent upon her retention of illiterate and pauper suf- 
frage. Massachusetts, Connecticut, Rhode Island, condemning as un- 
safe and dangerous, one of them illiterate suffrage, another pauper suf- 
frage, and the third both pauper and illiteratesuffrage, united with the 
other Northern States in passing an act fixing by its express terms to 
all eternity on Mississippi both illiterate and paupersnffrage. Weare 
condemned by the action of our accusers to an everlasting heritage of 
a government based on heterogeneous races and an illiterate suffrage, 
both of which are deliberately adjudged to be unsafe and dangerous in 
New England. 

Mr. President, it is a significant fact that what is considered as not 
only harmless, not only as not unrepublican, but even as a necessary 
means of preserving republican government in those States should be 
denounced as the greatest of all crimes against liberty and republican 
government if committed in the South. \ 

DISFRANCHISEMENT IN MASSACHUSETTS. 

By the constitution of Massachusetts, paupers, persons under guard- 
ianship, persons who have not paid all State and county taxes assessed 
against them within two years preceding the election afe excluded 
from voting. And by article 20, adopted in 1857, all persons are ex- 
cluded from voting or holding ofice who can not read the Constitution 
in the English language and write their names, except such as are pre- 
vented by physical disability from complying with these requisitions, 
and excepting also those then entitled to yote and those over sixty 
years of age when the article was adopted. And so strong is the idea 
that payment of taxes is a necessary qualification for the exercise of 
political power that representation in the Legislature is apportioned, 
not according to population, but according to the number of taxable 
polls in each town. 

DISFRANCHISEMENT IN RHODE ISLAND. 

By the constitution of Rhode Island no naturalized citizen is allowed 
to vote unless he be the owner of freehold Jands worth at least $134, 
and, as I shall show hereafter, he must under the surroundings be worth 
a great deal more. No native-born citizen is allowed to vote unless he 
pays taxes to the amount of $1. He is allowed to purchase this great 
privilege if his taxes do not amount to $1 by voluntarily contributing 
the deficit to the public treasury. And no one, native or foreign, can 
vote on any proposition to impose a tax or toexpend money in any town 
or city unless he shall, within the preceding year, have paid a tax as- 
sessed on property owned by him to the value of $134 at least. 

DISFRANCHISEMENT IN CONNECTICUT, 

Under an amendment to the constitution of Connecticut, made in 
1845, ‘‘ good character’’ was a requisite for the privilege of voting. In 
1855 there was superadded, as a qualification for suffrage, the ‘‘ability 
to read any article of the constitution or any section of the statutes of 


ta: 2? 
re È COMMENTS ON DISFRANCHISEMENT, 

The people of Massachusetts and Connecticut, the white people of 
those progressive, enlightened, and prosperous Commonwealths, acting 
on the most momentous of political subjects, the rightful and safe de- 
pository of political power, have deliberately and in the most solemn 
manner determined, and fixed their determination in their organic law, 
that no man of any race who can not read the Constitution and laws in 
the English language can safely be trusted with the right to vote. 
They have done this, too, in communities the most enlightened and 
conservative, where there are but few who do not possess this qualifi- 
cation and who, if allowed to vote, would but imperceptibly influence 
the result. And yet these same States not only concurred in but urged 
that in Mississippi and the other Southern States the right to vote and 
hold office shonld be possessed by ignorant negroes for all time to come, 
and that the organic law of the State should be framed by them. And 
they now insist that political power vested in persons who would not 
be allowed to vote in their borders is not only safe but absolutely ben- 
eficial in the South, even where they comprise the majority of the peo- 

le. 

Mr. President, Massachusetts and Connecticut have safe, conserva- 
tive, progressive, order and property preserving governments. They 
are peopled by a race which above all others possess the greatest ca- 
pacity and the fullest aptitude for free government. Responsibility 
and accountability of public officials are everywhere enforced within 
their limits. Enjoying these great blessings under constitutions which 
forbid illiterate and ignorant suffrage as destructive of good govern- 
ment, and having also a homogeneous population, with no race disturb- 
ances, no race conflicts, no race antagonisms, they are shocked when 
they see in other communities, in sister States, the reverse of all this, 
resulting from an ignorant and servile suffrage, which they, rejecting 
for themselves as the worst of all political evils, have imposed on other 
States to degrade and destroy them. And Rhode Island, little only in 
her territory, great in all things else, is equally shocked when she 
sees irritation and disorder coming from waste and plunder in State 
and municipal administration in Mississippi, produced by a class which 


she has carefully excluded from political power in her own borders, 
whilst she at the same time concurs in enforcing their absolute su- 
premacy in Miasissippi. s 

Mr. President, it is threatened that for alleged irregular and unlaw- 
ful action on the part of a few men in the South there shall be a cur- 
tailment of our representation in the other House. Ishall not dis- 
cuss now the constitutionality of such action. I will merely state 
that when opportunity for such discussion shall come it can be shown 
that such diminution of representation can only constitutionally come 
through disfranchisement by State action. I refer to the civil rights 
cases, 109 United States Reports, for support of that position. I 
now notice that threat, to show only that this disfranchisement of the 
Southern States comes with an ill grace from New England. I have 
alluded to the qualification of voters prescribed by Rhode Island. ` A 
little inquiry into the facts will show that disfranchisement there is of 
no small proportions. By the last census the total population of that 
State was 276,531. Of these 73,993, or nearly one-third, were foreign 
born. I have not learned exactly the number of male persons twenty- 
one years old of each class in the State. But taking note of the fact 
that of the persons engaged in all occupations in the State only 75,404 
were native and 41,575 were foreign born, the latter being largely over 
one-half of the former, we may safely conclude that in proportion to 
the total number of each class the foreign male adults are greater 
than that of the natives. So we may safely assume that the foreign 
male adults are at least one-third of the others. We thus see what a 
large number of persons must have the freehold qualification of $134 
in order to vote. 

How difficult it is to have this qualification in Rhode Island is evi- 
dent when we consider that of all Heaven’s blessings land is the 
scarcest in Rhode Island, Of agricultural improved lands there are 
298,486 acres. These are assessed at $25,852,079 or at $86.61 peracre, 
The census writer estimates this value at only 60 per cent. of the true 
yalue, which must make the average price per acre about $150, so that 
of agricultural lands $134 would not purchase one acre even if a pro- 
prietor would, for the average price, disfigure his farm by selling so 
small a quantity, The average size of farms in Rhode Island is 48 
acres. It is fair to presame that a farm of the average lands would 
not be profitable if of less than one-half this size, say 24 acres. This 
farm at the average price would cost about $3,500, which would be 
the smallest amount to be invested in a farm to make it profitable and 
desirable. What poor men can not have profitably they can not have 
at all. When we add the necessary live-stock and agricultural imple- 
ments we will see that no less than $4,000 will be necessary to be in- 
vested in the smallest allowable farm of average lands. So that so far 
as farm lands are concerned we see that it requires a very large sum to 
enablea poor man or a moderately well-to-do man of foreign birth to be 
a voter. How few of such are farmers and planters, even including 
renters and lessees, is seen by table 34, page 844, volume 7 of the cen- 
sus, where the number is stated at 658. Probably not halfof these are 
freeholders. Soit is seen how few citizens of foreign birth can vote in 
Rhode Island as freeholders in agricultural lands. 

If we go to the towns and cities we find the prospect still more dis- 
mal for the foreign-born citizen. Of this urban population the num- 
ber in Rhode Island is 235,441 out of a total of 276,531, or about 85 
per cent. of the whole. The whole value of real estate as stated in 
the census is $400,000,000, which after deducting $43,000,000 for agri- 
cultural land, would leave $357,000,000 as the value of urban prop- 
erty. This indicates such high values for this property that $134 
would not purchase land enough to enable a man with a small family 
to stand on. We may, I think, Mr. President, conclude that the for- 
eign-born citizens of Rhode Island are practically nearly all disfran- 
chised. If we turn to the native-born citizens, the p t is also 
gloomy. By the census of 1880 there were in Rhode Island 76,898 
males over twenty-one years of age. Without estimating for any in- 
crease, only 42.6 per cent. of males over21 voted in 1884 for President— 
the lowest percentage of any State in the Union except Nevada. 

The census tables show that the population of Rhode Island increased 
at the rate of 27.2 per cent. from 1870 to 1880—2.26 per cent. per an- 
num. Withalike increase continued in the present decade there would 
have been 89,000 voters over twenty-one years of age in 1887. Yet 
only 33,284 voted for Governor in 1887,or about 37 per cent. In 1886 
there were cast for members of Congress in that State only 22,326, or 
about 25 per cent, and in 1882 there were cast only 10,207 votes. Bad 
as this is for State and national elections, we may expect to find it worse 
when we come to municipal affairs in appropriations of money, for in 
these even the native-born citizen must pay taxes on $134 worth of 
property before he can vote, whilst this restriction does not apply to 
State and national elections. Within the last year there has been some 
relaxation of these restrictions, the extent of which I know not. 

Let us look at Massachusetts—the model commonwealth—where, 
judging from what we sometimes hear, we might suppose that it was 
the principal duty of all good men to persuade all other men to go to 
the polls and vote just as they pleased and to furnish them the means 
to do so. Yet in that great, infélligent, and patriotic State where the 
voters are supposed not only io take an interest in their own political 
affairs, but are wide awake to assume a much-needed guardianship in 
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these matters over less fortunate States, we find that by the census of 
1880 there were 502,648 males over twenty-one years of age, and that 
in 1884 only 60,3 per cent. voted for President. And this, too, when 
there were four tickets in the field, at the head of one of which was 
a gifted and popular and favorite son of the State, General Butler. 
Within a small fraction of 200,000 did not vote, very nearly as many 
as there were all told of voters in Mississippi or in South Carolina or in 
Louisiana, more than there were voters in Arkansas, three times as 
many as were voters in Florida. 

Only once in the last five decades, namely, from 1860 to 1870, in- 
cluding the war, has the increase of population in Massachusetts been 
less than 20 per cent. for adecade. From 1870 to 1880 it was 22.3 per 
cent. At this rate the number of males over twenty-one in Massachu- 
setts would be, in 1884, 539,843, and yet of these only 303,363 voted, 
leaving 236,480 who either could not vote or would not vote. 

By the same method of calculation we find that in Connecticut over 
50,000 males over twenty-one years of age did not vote in the Presi- 
dential election of 1884, which is nearly 20,000 more than all the voters 
> in the State of Nevada, even if we include 5,622 Chinese and Indians, 

who are not voters. ’ 

Now, Mr. President, I have been unable to ascertain how many of 
these men, not voting, were prevented by the disfranchising clauses of 
the constitutions of these States. I have not been able to ascertain how 
many in Rhode Island did not own the property required, or did not 
pay the taxes necessary to secure the right to vote; nor how many in 
Connecticut were adjudged not to be of good character, or incapable of 
reading the constitution and laws of the State; nor how many in Massa- 
chusetts did not pay taxes, or could not read the State constitution and 
write, Certain it is that these disfranchising clauses exist in these con- 
stitutions, and certain it is, also, that the large number of men in these 
States I have mentioned did not vote at the elections named. 

But, sir, in the face of these facts we do not find the Senator from 
Towa [Mr. Wi1tson] or the Senators from Massachusetts or any other 
Republican Senator making complaint and proposing to reduce the rep- 
resentation from these States in the other House and in the Electoral 
College. ‘These States have not only not lost by these disfranchise- 
ments—as a loss was required by the fourteenth amendment—tnut it 
seems they have been carefully rewarded for them by an unconstitutional 
increase of their representation beyond what they are justly entitled to. 
Countingall the disfranchised in Massachusetts as entitled to representa- 
tion we find that that State now has representation in the other House 
and in the Electoral College for a population greater by 39,849 than she 
actually has; and Rhode Island for 29,083 more, whilst Mississippi has 
68,220 citizens for whom she has no representation atall. RhodeIsland 
has 2 yotes in the Senate and 2 in the House and 4 in the Electoral Col- 
lege on a vote cast in 1884 of 32,771, or 1 vote in both Houses and in 
the College for every 8,193 votes, whilst Mississippi has 1 for every 13,- 
335 votes cast. Nor is Rhode Island alone in the exercise of political 
power disproportionate to the number of actual voters. The Common- 
wealth of Vermont furnishes some valuable instruction on this point. 

This model commonwealth was not one of the original thirteen States 
joining in the Declaration of Independence; nor was she one whose 

* Bove ty and independence were acknowledged, at the end of the 
war by Great Britain. Her territory and sovereignty over it were 
claimed by New Hampshire, New York, and Massachusetts. Ont of 
this controversy Vermont, though, as the people admitted when they 
formed their Constitution in 1777, had belonged of right to New Hamp- 
shire, managed to secure for herself a separate and independent ex- 
istence. What influence this accident of hers may have had on her 
history it is needless to inquire. 

True it is, however, that this intelligent and progressive State has 
never been and is not now behind any of her sister States in devising 
and advocating measures and policies, which, if only beneficial to her- 
self, she cares little that they are destructive to other States. 

As recent as 1882, through one of her Senators, she plead for homo- 
geneity in the people of a State as necessary for ajust success in domestic 
government, and used her great influence and power to exclude the Chi- 
nese from all the States as a menace to their happiness and welfare, de- 
claring at the same time her want of hunger for the presence of the 
African in her own borders. Yet we find Vermont now here ready to 
immolate Mississippi and the other Southern States because they have 
not been kept where Vermont helped to place them, and has striven 
ever since to keep them, under the domination of a race whose presence 
in her own borders she does not covet, she will not have. 

Vermont joins in the cry that black men do not vote freely in the 
South, and complains that political power is unduly and dispropor- 
tionately exercised by the white men of the South. Yet we see from 
some cause or other that the intelligent, prosperous, and patriotic peo- 
ple of that State, whilst thus deeply concerned about the absence from 
the polls in other States of persons entitled by law to vote, and assum- 
ing that such absence can only come from improper means being used 
to secure it, are themselves not addicted to a very general attendance 
at elections. 

In 1884, out of 95,621 persons qualified to vote, as shown by the 
census of 1880, only 59,382, or 61.1 per cent., voted; nearly one-half 
remained away from the polls, notwithstanding two favorite sons of 


New England were candidates. So that in the electoral college of that 
year Vermont had 1 vote for 12,797 votes, whilst Mississippi had 1 in 
that college, for every 13,335, and Virginia 1 for every 23,760, and 
West Virginia 1 for every 22,026. 

Nevada gave for President in 1884 12,797 votes, and has 3 votes in the 
electoral college, or 1 electoral vote for every 4,266 popular votes cast. 
Nevada is Republican, casts 3 Republican votes for President, has two 
Senators—as many as New York—and one Representative; yet, sir, I 
have heard no complaint that she has undue political power, either in 
Congress or in the electoral college. ~ 

Mr, President, I have detained the Senate longer possibly than I 
ought to have done, and yet there is much that I have left unsaid that 
would throw light on the important questions I have discussed. I see 
now, and I have seen for a long time, that the fortunes, the happiness, 
the welfare of the people of Mississippi of both races weigh nothingin 
the scale against the success of a political party. I have endeavored, 
as fairly as I could, to present such considerations as seemed likely to 
be weighed by the thoughtful and patriotic men of the whole country. 

If the people of the North have determined or shall determine that 
the South after being subjugated by arms shall remain forever a pal- 
sied and withered arm of the Republic, cut off from progress and ad- 
vancement, condemned to an eternal disturbance by outside and hostile 
influences operating on an ignorant, credulous, and incapable race, which 
they themselves reject, it is possible that they may achieve success, 
but it is probable they may fail. But, however this may be, whatever 
fate may await us in the futare, it is my duty, it is the duty of the 
white people of the South, to oppose to this determination all the con- 
stitutional resistance in our power, and to strive to secure whatever 
there may be of good in the hard conditions which may be imposed 
on us, 

For myself I declare I have no other aspiration, no other wish than 
to contribute both in my private and public action all in my power to 
the progress and welfare of every section and every part of the Union. 
That I earnestly desire my own State and my own section to partake 
of this progress and enjoy this welfare is true. I will never surrender 
the hope that this participation will be accorded by the people of the 
North so long as the Constitution of our fathers shall be recognized as 
the supreme law of the land. At all events, sir, the people of Missis- 
sippi mean—the white people of Mississippi mean—to carry on the 
struggle for the preservation of their civilization, for their own safety 
and welfare, for their just and rightful equality in the rights, privi- 
leges, and advantages of that freedom and independence which were 
won by our fathers for themselves and their posterity forever. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill called up on the motion of 
the Senator from Mississippi will resume its place on the Calendar,» 

MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 


A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. CLARK, its 
Clerk, announced that the House had passed the bill (H. R. 1938) to re- 
duce the Fort Lowell military reservation in Arizona; in which it re- 
quested the concurrence of the Senate. 

The message also announced that the House had passed the follow- 
ing bill and joint resolution: 

A bill (S. 2519) to make enlisted men of the Signal Corps responsible 
for public property; and 

Joint resolution (S. R. 10) relating to the inclosure of certain points 
of especial interest on the battle-field of Gettysburgh. 

ENROLLED BILL SIGNED. 

The message also announced that the Speaker of the House had signed 
the enrolled joint resolution (H. Res. 225) to continue the provisions 
of existing law providing temporarily for the expenditures of the Goy- 
ernment; and it was thereupon signed by the President pro tempore. 

HOUSE BILLS REFERRED. 


The bill (H. R. 9151) to forfeit certain lands granted to the Northern 
Pacific Railroad Company, and for other purposes, was read twice by 
its title, and referred to the Committee on Public Lands. 

The bill (H. R. 9674) to regulate the course at the Naval Academy 
was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Naval 
Affairs. 

The bill (H. R. 1938) to reduce the Fort Lowell military reservation 
in Arizona was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee 
on Military Affairs. 

TAX SALES OF PROPERTY IN THE DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate the action of the 
House of Representatives on the bill (H. R. 10060) prescribing the times 
for sales and for notice of sales of property in the District of Columbia 
for overdue taxes, upon its return by the President and reconsideration 
by the House, ; 

The amendments of the House of Representatives were, on page 1, 
lines 11 and 12, to strike out the words ‘‘September, 1888,’’ and insert 
the words ‘‘ January, 1889, and on page 1, line 12, after the word 
“and,” to insert the words ‘‘the first Tuesday in September.’’ 

Mr. HARRIS. I move that the Senate concur in the amendments 
of the House of Representatives. 

The amendments were concurred in, 
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SEPTEMBER 26, 


COL. DANIEL M’CLURE, 


Mr. DANIEL. Mr. President—— 

Mr. HAMPTON. Iask the Senator from Virginia to give way for 
a moment that I may make a request. 

Mr. DANIEL. I yield with pleasure. 

Mr. HAMPTON. On the 15th of August I reported from the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs the bill (S. 401) for the relief of Col. Daniel 
McClure. I ask leave to withdraw the original report and substitute 
another. The committee have directed me to make some alterations 
in the report, I do not wish to withdraw the bill, but simply to sub- 
stitute another report. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The original report submitted will 
be withdrawn, with the consent of the Senate, and the report now sent 
to tlie desk by the Senator from South Carolina will be substituted. 


TEFICIENCY APPROPRIATION BILL, 


A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. CLARK, its 
Clerk, announced that the House had non-concurred in the amend- 
ments of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 10896) making appropriations 
to supply deficiencies in the appropriations for the fiscal year ending 
June 30, 1888, and for prior years, and for otter purposes, asked for a 
conference with the Senate on, the disagreeing votes of the two Houses 
thereon, and had appointed Mr. BuRNis, Mr. SAYERS, and Mr. Mc- 
CoMAS as managers at the conference on the part of the House. 

Mr. HALE. I ask that the action of the House of Representatives 
on the deficiency bill be laid before the Senate at once. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate the action of 
the House of Kepresentatives, non-concurring in the amendments of 
the Senate to the bill (H. R. 10896) making appropriations to supply 
deficiencies in the appropriations for the year ending June 30, 
1888, and for prior years, and for other purposes, and asking for a con- 
ference with the Senate on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses 
thereon. 

Mr. HALE, I move that the Senate insist on its amendments, and 

to the conference asked by the House. 

The motion was agreed to. 

By unanimous consent the President pro tempore was authorized to 
appoint the conferees on the part of the Senate; and Mr. HALE, Mr. 
ALLISON, and Mr. COCKRELL were appointed. 

A subsequent message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. 
CLARK, its Clerk, announced that the House bad appointed Mr, RYAN 
as one of the managers on the part of the House on the bill (H. R. 
10896) making appropriations to supply deficiencies in the appropria- 
tions for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1888, and for prior years, and 
fdr other purposes, in place of Mr. McComas. 


THE PRESIDENT’S ANNUAL MESSAGE. 


Mr. DANIEL. Mr. President, I ask leave to submit some remarks 
upon the reference of the President’s message to the Committee on Fi- 
nance, if there be no objection. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The resolution will be read. 

The Secretary read the resolution submitted by Mr. SHERMAN De- 
cember 19, 1887, as follows: 

Resolved, That the President's annual message be referred to the Committee 
on Finance. į 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The resolution is before the Sen- 
ate if there be no objection, and the Senator from Virginia is entitled 
to the floor. 

Mr. DANIEL. Mr. President, the issue now joined between the 
Democratic party on the one side and the Republican party upon the 
other is not an issue between free-trade and protection, nor is it an 
issue againsť the manufacturing industries of the country. 

It is simply an issue propounded by the people through their Dem- 
ocratic spokesmen for the release of a surplus of unneeded money in 
the Treasury, now amounting to $130,000,000; for the relief of tax- 
payers from excessive and unneeded taxation; for the removal of in- 
cumbrances to manufacturing industry by furnishing cheaper raw ma- 
terials for manufacture; for the lifting from commerce and navigation 
of galling restrictions; for the supply to the people of cheaper clothing 
and cheaper food, and for unbinding the cords that tie the hands oi 
labor. It is an issue in brief for and in behalf of labor in many fields 
of enterprise, and against monopoly and overtaxation in many branche; 
of oppression. 

TAE PROTECTIVE TARIFF RATES FIXED BY THE REPUBLICAN PARTY AND UN- 
CHANGED BY THE MILLS BILL, 

Here, Mr. President, let me call attention to the long list of articles 
now protected by tariff rates fixed by the Republican party and left un- 
changed in the Mills bill. Upon reading them it will be seen ata 
glance that protection taxes remain unaltered upon a vast mass of im- 

rted articles, and that the Mills bill is not drawn upon lines of de- 

imination between protection and free trade, but simply upon the 
foundation line that taxes must be reduced and that their reduction 
should fall where the least disturbance of values will be created and 
where the highest stimulation can be given to the varied industries of 
the country. I shall print this list as an appendix to my remarks for 
reference. 


A FREE-TRADE TARIFF AN ABSURDITY. 


A tariff is a tax. Free trade is trade untaxed; and to speak of a 
free-trade tariff is to set up a paradox. ‘‘ Words are made to conceal 
thoughts,” says Talleyrand. The existing tax system bleeds the peo- 
ple, strangles industry, gluts the Treasury, aggrandizes the few, and 
flays the many, and the Republicans, hard pressed for devices to defend 
it, find subteriuge in concealing thought under piles of epithet. A 
Republican Senator [Mr. PLATT, of Connecticut] spoke for two days 
in answer to his own question: ‘‘ Is the President of the United Statesa 
free-trader?’’ And after quoting a learned professor for the proposi- 
tion that he who favors “a tariff for revenue only ” is a free-trader, 
he came to the conclusion and announced to the country the deuble 
finding, (1) that President Cleveland is for a tariff for revenue only, 
and (2) that so being, therefore he is a free-trader. Neither proposi- 
tion is sustained by the President's message or the Mills bill. 

As we must raise,and as we will raise under the Mills bill and under 
the recommendations of the President’s message, over one hundred and 
fifty millions of revenue by tariff taxation alone to meet Government 
expenses, the Senator is reduced to the extremity of making out that 
this vast sum of tariff tax is the same as free trade, albeit that a vast 
portion of that revenue will be raised by the very protective duties that 
were fixed by the Republican party, and which remained unchanged in 
the Mills bill. 

TheSenator might have obtained asatisfactory answer to his catechism 
had he looked over his right shoulder and propounded it to the Senator 
from Ohio, who sat near him. 

That Senator [Mr. SHERMAN] would doubtless have answered him 
in the language which he employed in 1867, when he said: 

It is simply an absurdity to talk now about free-trade tariff, and to talk about 
a protective tariff unnecessary, because the wit of man could not possibly frame 
a tariff that would produce one hundred and forty millions in gold without 
amply protecting our domestic industry. 

Democracy has attributed to it now a wit beyond the human, and is 
alleged to have discovered some mysterious plan of identilying this 
heavy and necessary tariff with free trade. If the response of the Sen- 
ator irom Ohio did not relieve the anxieties that infest the mind of his 
Connecticut colleague, he might have found comfort in the utterances 
of the late President Garfield, whom he pictured in his speech as “a 
true, noble type of the highest Americanism,” as one “f who well rep- 
resented the people,” and as not a free-trader. 3 

Now let us see what Garfield said to elicit this panegyric: 

We have seen— 

Said he in the House of Representatives— 

We have seen that one extreme school of economists would place the price of 
all manufactured articles in the hands of foreizn producers by rendering it im- 
possible for our manufacturers to compete with them. while the other extreme 
schoo! by making it impossible for the foreigner to sell bis competing wares in 
our market would give the people no immediate check upon the prices which 
our manufacturers might fiz for their products. I disagree with both these ex- 
t es. 

"T hold that a properly adjusted competition between home and foreign prod« 
ucts is the best gauge by which to regulate international trade. Duties should 
be so high that our manufacturers can fairly compete with the foreign prod- 
ucts, but not so high as to enable them to drive out the foreign article, enjoy a, 
monopoly of the trade, and regulate the prices as ings please. This is my doc- 
trine of protection. If Congress pursues this line of policy steadily we shall 

year by year approach more nearly to the basis of free trade, because we shall 
bo more nearly able to compete with other nations on equal terms. I am fora 
protection which leads to ultimate free trade, 


This view of Garfield is statesmanlike; but what a stinging rebuke it 
is to the kepublican platform of the Chicago convention. He wasajiter- 
wards elected President, the Senator from Connecticut applauding him 
then, and applauding him still. But now the Republican party, hav- 
ing assumed the position which Garfield so forcibly criticised—the ex- 
treme position of ‘f making it impossible for the foreigner to sell his 
competing wares in our market’’—and thereby creating monopoly, the 
Senator and his party make a right-about wheel, and with praises of 
the man upon their lips, denounce the policy which he and themselves 
have alike indorsed. 


HENRY CLAY AND GROVER CLEVELAND ON THE SAME PLATFORM. 


If not reassured by the words of SHERMAN and Garfield, surely the 
disquietude of the Connecticut Senator about President Cleveland 
would have been relieved had he gone to the fountain-head and con- 
sulted the history and the teachings of the renowned father of the 
American system. Henry Clay would have risen up to soothe his ex- 
cited fancy and drive away his fears. In 1833, when Mr. Clay offered 
his tariff bill, he said: 

There are four modes by which the industry of the country can be Panone 3 
First, the absolute prohibition of the rival foreign articles; second, the imposi- 
tion of dut es in such a manner as to have no reference to any object but reve- 
nue; third, the raising as much revenue as is wanted for the use of the Gov- ~ 
ernment, and no more, but raising it from the protected and not from the un- 
protected articles; and,fourth, the admission, free of duty, of every article 
which aided the operations of the manufacturers. 

These— 

Said Mr. Clay— - 
are the four modes for protecting our industry; and to those who say that the 
bill abandons the power of protection I reply that it does not touch the power, 
ana ope ee fourth mode, so far from being abandoned, is extended and upheld 

y the e 
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He would, he also said, have preferred the third mode as a general 
policy, but he recognized that the manufacturing industries could be 
protected by putting the raw material on the free-list while reducing 
duties on everything else. Ail this will be found in the life of Henry 
Clay by Carl Schurz, volume 2, page 14. 

And yet, when Mr. Cleveland recommends the admission free of 
tariff tax of some of the raw materials that enter into manufactures, 
in order to enable them to compete successfully with foreign manufuct- 
urers who now undersell them right here under their noses by reason 
of the fact that they can command the raw materials free, and when it 
is proposed to reduce duties not ‘‘ on everything else,” but upon some 
of the primary necessities of life, Henry Clay, whose identical plan the 
President adopts in the most conservative form, is held aloft as the 
paragon of protective tariff perfection, and Cleveland, his follower, is 
denounced as a free-trader. 

IF THE DEMOCRATIC PLAN IS FREE TRADE, THE PREVIOUS REPUBLICAN PLAN 
IS THE SAME, 

Still stronger evidences that the free-trade cry is a mere scarecrow 
wherewithal ‘‘to fright the soulsof fearful adversaries” is found in the 
fact that the Republican party boasts of its free-trade achievements in 
the most imposing official document, in which it sounds the alarm that 
Democracy is for free trade; and that self-same document demonstrates 
that it has adopted already more of free trade than the Democracy now 
propose. 

In the report of the minority of the Ways and Means Committee of 
the House against the passage of the Mills bill it is boastfully alleged 
that the Republican party has reduced taxes to the extent of many 
millions of dollars, and it is pointed out that this was in part accom- 
plished by the following additions to the free list (see page 30 of Mr. 
McKINLEY’s report): 


REPUBLICAN REDUCTION OF REVENUE FROM TARIFF BY ADDITIONS TO FREE- 
LIST. 


1.-Ry free-list, act of July 14, 1870....s.seesssssssssesessersesssesonsssestssrsdsesseesene $2, 403, 000 
2, By free-list, act of May 1, 1872... . 15,893, 847 
3. By free-list, act of June 6, 1872.. .. 3,345, 724 
4. By free-list, act of March 3, 1883...........ssre.srseseseess cree 1,365, 999 

Total free trade established by Republican bills... .. 23,048,470 


The Mills bill introduces $22,000,000 of free trade by putting on the 
free-list articles that now pay that amount of tariff taxes, and the plain 
question presents itself, if this makes Democracy a free-trade party and 
Cleveland a free-trade President, what kind of a party did the putting 
of twenty-three millions of taxed articles on the free-list make of the 
Republican? By a fair count it seems to me the Republicans would 
remain just a million dollars ahead on the line of free-trade reduction, 

Nor is this all. We are now importing, under the Republican high 
tariff, some two hundred and thirty millions’ worth of articles free of 
duty; and our tariff revenues amount to some two hundred and seven- 
teen millions. With so large an element of free trade already injected 
in the tariff, and yet with so large an amount of protective duties re- 
maining, it is beyond conception that the country can be damaged by 
an enlargement of the free-list to the extent of twenty-two millions— 
that free-list which was described as ‘‘the honest revenue reformer’s 
hope” by Hon. Joun D. Lona, late Republican governor and now Re- 
publican Representative from Massachusetts. 


REPUBLICAN INDORSEMENT OF THE CLEVELAND POLICY BEFORE ITS ADVENT. 


If its own record does not serve as a panacea to its apprehensions, its 
leaders should come with healing words to those who now stand aghast 
about free trade. 

Let the free raw material in, Let us make blankets that will drive out the 
English blankets— è 
said the Father of the House, WILLIAM D. KELLEY, twenty years ago, 
speaking for free wool. By what alchemy does that make him a Brit- 
ish-hating protectionist, and at the same time how does the like utter- 
ance make Grover Cleveland a British-loving free-trader? 

President Grant, in his message to Congress in 1874, instances fine 
wools, dyes, chemicals used as dyes, compounded in medicines, and 
used in various ways in manufactures, as proper subjects for the free- 
list, and insists that— 

The introduction, free of duty, of such wools as we do not 


stimulate the manufacture of goods requiring those we do p: 
fore would be a benefit to home production. 


He points out, too, that— 

Al the corrections in this regard are in the direction of bringing labor and 
capital in harmony with each other, and of supplying one of the elements of 
prosperity so much needed, 

Henry Wilson, Vice-President with Grant, declared that— 

American labor will be best protected by taxing all the necessaries of life 
lightly, placing the raw materials which enter into our manufactures in the 
free-l 

Hon. W. A. Wheeler, a little later Republican Vice-President, votes 
for free coal and free salt. 

James A. Garfield advocated free salt, pointing out that salt of our 
own manufacture was sold in Canada ata dollar a barrel less than it 
was sold here in the United States where made, and was elected Pres- 
ident. 


roduce would 
uce, and there- 


Chester A. Arthur, who was upon the Presidential ticket with him, 
declared in his letter of acceptance that— E 

Such changes should be madein the present tarif system as shall relieve every 
burdened industry, and enable our artisans and manufacturers to compete suc- 
cessfully with those of other lands, 

And when he became President he recommended, in 1882— 


An enlargement of the free-list so as to include within it the numerous arti- 
cles which yield inconsiderable revenue, a simplification of the complex and 
inconsistent schedules of duties upon certain manufactures, particularly those 
of cotton, iron, and steel, and a substantial reduction of the duties upon those 
articles, and upon sugar, molasses, silk, wool, and woolen 

Hon. Hugh McCulloch, President Arthur’s Secretary of the Treas- 
ury, makes two recommendations in 1884: 

First. That the existing duties upon raw materials which are to be used in 
enuen should be removed. This can be done in the interest of our for- 
eign trade, 

Second. That the duties upon the articles used or consumed by those whoare 
the least able to bear the burden of taxation should be reduced. This also can 
be effected without prejudice to our export trade. 

Levi P. Morton votes for free salt and is now Vice-Presidential can- 
didate upon the Republican ticket. 

Messrs. Logan, ALLISON, HALE, HAWLEY, CULLOM, DAWES, vote 
for free coal. James G. Blaine advocates it with a solid Maine dele- 
gation. Two free-coal leaders, Blaine and Logan, are made to com- 
pose the Republican Presidential ticket and receive ovations as protec- 
tionists while the Mills bill, which keeps the tariff on coal, is denounced 
as free trade. 

James G. Blaine, of Maine, declared against tariff on any breadstuffs 
whatsoever—those very breadstuffs which Republicans claim are now 
taxed for the farmers’ benefit; and at the same time denounced. the 
lumber tax, saying: 

Now, as to the article of lumber, I again remind the House that there never 


has been a tax on this article. The gentleman from Ohio may taik of this ques- 


tion as he pleases; but I say that whenever the Western frontiersman under- 
takes to make for himself a home, to till the soil, to carry on the business of 
life, he needs lumber for his cabin; he needs lumber for his fence; he needs 
lumber for his wagon or cart; he needs lumber for his plow; he needs lumber 
for almost every purpose in his daily life. 

ay indeed, was twenty years ago; and Blaine wears a coatof many 
colors. 

This same Blaine the other day, in the Maine campaign, inveighed 
bitterly against free lumber—forgot the Western frontiersmen—and 
consigned the wicked Democracy to perdition for hearkening to the plea 
which he himself had made in their behalf. 

It would seem that the first volume of his ‘‘Twenty Years in Con- 
gress’? ought to be marked ‘‘ Free Lumber,” and the second volume 
* High Tax Lumber;’’ and at his diversified counter you could then 
select any kind of timber desired for the building purposes of Repub- 
lican argument suitable to any clime. 

But now, although the index fingers of the Republican chieftains have 
pointed out the path which Cleveland treads, we hear all along the Re- 
publican line that their utterances made them Simon Pure American 
protectionists, and that the like utterances now constitute Cleveland 
the champion of British free trade. 

Monuments are proposed to the great Republican protectionists; but 
uttering these sentiments the cry as to Cleveland is: ‘‘To the guil- 

otine.’? 

Well might that Republican Journal, the Chicago Tribune, exclaim: 

The last Republican administration an apata four years the recommen- 
dation just made to Congress by Mr. Cleveland, and laid down the precise doc- 
trine which, coming from a Democratie President, is not expected to excite the 
abhorrence of Republicans. 

The people are taking notice of the Republican turnabout, and Re- 
publicans are moving to the support of that party which does not stop 
with phrases, but seeks practical and beneficent results. * At a recent 
meeting of the Tariff-Reform Club, of Montclair, N. J., a club com- 
posed chiefly of former Republicans, an address was issued commend- 
ing President Cleveland’s course and declaring that the Republican 
party shows— 

The insincerity of their promises in 1834, by their new party platform of 1888, 
which squarely turns its back upon the utterances of the party and its best 
men for twenty years. 

It continues: 


The Republican party is now faced to the rear. The great " y of moral 
ideas,” which it was in its early days, now panders to the appetites of men and 
bids for the mrp of the vast money power of the monopolies. * * * If 
you think taxation in itself a blessing anda source of wealth, vote for the nomi- 
nees of the Republican party. If, being Republicans, you wish to stand with 
Grant, Garfield, Arthur, cee Henry Wilson, Hugh McCulloch, and a host of 
Republican statesmen, as well as with the Republican Tariff Commission ap- 
pointed by President Arthur in 1882, vote for Grover Cleveland and tariff re- 
form, 


DEMOCRACY AND CLEVELAND NOT FOR FREE TRADE—THEIR POSITIONS—FREE 
TRADE ABSOLUTELY. IRRELEVANT. 


But let Mr. Cleveland speak for himself as he is fully capable of 
doing. He declares in his message ‘that *‘ the issue of free trade is ab- 
solutely irrelevant.” He says in his letter of acceptance: 


We have entered upon no crusade of free trade. The reform we seck to in- 
augurate is predicated upon the utmost care for established industries and en- 
terprises, n jealous regard for the interests of American labor, and a sincere de- 
sire to relieve the country from the injustice and danger of a condition which 

ms evil to all the people of the land, 
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Again he says, showing his keen appreciation of American indus- 
tries: ' 

We fully Sieg PTE the importance to the country of our domestic industrial 
enterprises, In the rectification of existing wrongs their maintenance and pros- 
perity should be carefully and in a friendly spiris considered. Even such reli- 
ance upon present revenue arrangements as have been invited or encouraged 
shouid be fairly and justly regarded. 

Confiding in the honest intelligence of the people to judge him 
rightly, he says also: 

The people will hardly be deceived by their abandonment of the field of 
legislative action to meet in political convention and flippantly declare in their 

rty platform that our conservative and careful effort to relieve the situation 
D descusivs to the American system of protection, Nor will the people be 
misled by the appeal to prejudice contained in the absurd allegation that we 
serve the interests of Europe, while they will support the interests of America, 

And the profoundly sympathetic interest with which he considers 
the question of wages and the zealous care which he has for the wage- 
workers is well displayed in these senten 

‘True— ’ 

Says he— 

True.to the undeviating course of the Democratie party we will not nezlect 
the interests of labor and our workingmen. In all efforts to remedy existing 
evils, we will furnish no excuse for the loss of employment or the uction of 
the wage of honest toil. On the contrary, we propose in any adjustment of 
our revenue laws to concede such encouragement and advantage to the employ- 
ers of domestic labor as will easily compensate for any difference that may exist 
between the standard of wages which should be paid to our morte men and 
the rate allowed in other countries, We propose, too, by extending the markets 
for our manufacturers, to promote the steady employment of labor, while by 
cheapening the cost of the necessaries of life we increase the purchasing power 


_of the workingman’s wages and add to the comforts of his home. 


Surely no American can justly ask more than the President thus 
holds out as his plan of operation. His opinions are clearly stated, 
his sentiments are exalted and patriotic, and his cogent reasoning car- 
ries conviction with it. 

THE DEMOCRATIC POSITION, 

When we look beyond the candidate to the platform upon which he 
stands we find them in conformity with each other. And gathering 
trom the language for the most part of the two the Democratic doc- 
trines we may summarize and postulate them as standing for— 

1. Reduction of excessive taxation on the ground that all unneces- 
sary taxation is unjust taxation. : 

2. Frugality in public expenses. 

3. Encouragement to manufactures by supplying cheaper materials 
for manufacture. 

4, Extending the market for onr manufactued goods by enabling our 
manufacturers to compete successfully with foreign manufactures. 

5. Cheapening the cost of the necessaries of life to every workman 
by lessening the tax upon them, and by lessening the cost of their 
manufacture. 

6. Guarding the wages of workmen by due allowance in the tariff 
for the difference between the wages of American and foreign labor. 

These are the Democratic creeds, and by what are they antagonized? 

THE REPUBLICAN PLATFORM—A CHINESE WALL. 

The gist of Republican doctrine as now enunciated is contained in a 
single sentence of the Chicago platform upon which General Harrison 
was nominated. Therein they declare for— 

Such revision of the tariff laws as will check importations of such articles as 
are produced by our labor, and release from import duties those articles of for- 
sign prodacHan (except luxuries) the like of which can not be produced at 

mi 

Even in the Republican party, and even with the most hide-bound 
of the admirers of the Chinese system of isolation and seclusion from 
the rest of mankind, this is novel teaching. 

Grant, Garfield, and Arthur had taught differently. Wilson and 
Wheeler had taught differently. These official heads of the Repub- 
lican party, who spoke with authority, had condemned the present 
teaching. Blaine, Logan, ALLISON, and the leading men who had held 
great places and aspired to the first place, never sanctioned this Chi- 
nese doctrine. Alexander Hamilton even, the high priest of protec- 
tion, before whom the incense of panegyfic is so often burned upon 
Republican altars, had taught differently, saying in the Federalist: 

There are persons who imagine that import duties can never be extended to 
an injurious excess. Exorbitantduties on imported articles tend to render other 


of the community tributary in an improper degree to the manufactur- 
ing class, to which they give a premature monopoly of the markets. 


The Republican party in its prior platforms had at least affected to 
believe differently. 
And in 1884 their platform had declared that— 


The Republican party pledges itself to correct the inequalities of the tarin 


- and to uce the surplus, not by the vicious and indiscriminate process of hor- 


izontal reduction, but by such methods as will relieve the tax-payer without in- 
juriùg the labor or the great productive interests of the country. 
INEVITABLE RESULTS OF THE PROPOSED CHINESE POLICY. 

Here was a holding out that the surplus and excessive taxation should 
be reduced and the tax-payers relieved; and now the proposition is to 
afford the relief by a higher rate of taxation and by extending thatrate 
to a wider range of articles. Whatever may be produced at any cost 
here in America is hereafter, if this plan be adopted, to be kept from 
coming here from abroad by any tax, however high, to the end that 


importations may be “checked,” that competition, the life of trade, 
may be destroyed and monopoly enthroned. 

That ‘‘check’? means as inevitable result that our farmers and our 
workmen who sell their products abroad will be unable to exchange 
them for cheap necessaries of life; the further result that the ships which 
carry outgoing cargoes shall come back empty bottomed; the further 
result that the markets of the world and the riches thereof shall be 
abandoned to English and European supremacy; the farther result that 
the drooping flag of our merchant marine shall disappear from the seas 
where once under Democratic rule it floated proudly; the further re- 
sult that our surplus productions of the field and the factory must de- 
cay in price and glut our home market; the still further result that 
labor must lose employment or submit to pauper wages in producing 
articles that can find no market, and that agriculture must become a 
fatality of ruin. 

This is indeed ‘‘a dainty dish to set before a king ’’—a delicacy for 
the political board as rare and as costly as the ‘Chinese bird’s nest” 
with which royal appetites are regaled. And it is notable that just 
as Democracy is closing the Golden Gate to the Chinese irruption upon 
the Pacific coast that Republican treaties invited and candidate Harri- 
sion defended, the party that loathfully bids adieu to its Chinese friends 
imports these antiquated Bourbon moss-back creeds. As Democracy 
is now putting the finishing touch upon an American wall to keep the 
Chinese out, Republicanism lays the foundation of a Chinese wall to 
pen America in. 


AGRICULTURE, COMMERCE, MANUFACTURES, AND NAVIGATION. 


Agriculture, commerce, manafactures, and navigation are the four 
graces of prosperity that go hand in hand. Amongst the counts in the 
indictment of the Continental Congress against the British Crown was 
this sentence of the Declaration of Independence: 


’ “POR CUTTING OFF OUR TRADE WITH ALL PARTS OF THE WORLD.” 


Democracy repeats that indictment now, and denounces it against 
the Republican platform of 1888 and those who stand upon it. 

The Republicans propose deliberately, here in the high noon of the 
nineteenth century, to ** cut off our trade with all parts of the world,” 
to the end that a few bloated monopolists may make spoil of American 
industry and American labor, to the end that they may fry more fat 
out of the farmer and workingman, and that the Republican party may 
fry the fat out of the monopolistic manufacturers, 

The fathers of the Republic who spoke for the encouragement of 
manufactures did not speak for them alone, nor for a monopoly in 
their behalf. 

Jefferson fitly styled ‘agriculture, manufactures, commerce, and nav- 
igation ™ as ‘* the four pillars of our prosperity;’’ and I pro to show 
that by the Chinese policy now enunciated by the Republican party, 
and by that Chinese policy which in a measure already exists, agricult- 
ure, commerce, and navigation are struck down, and manufactures 
also blighted and paralyzed with them. Man can not Jive unto him- 
self alone. ‘‘The sciences,” says Lord Bacon, ‘‘dwell sociably to- 
gether,” and so dwell all the enterprises of the land and the sea, each 
one supporting and assisting the other. 

AGRICULTURE—ITS GREAT STAKE, ITS LARGE CONTRIBUTIONS TO OUR PROSPER- 
ITY, AND ITS SMALL RETURNS. 

Let agriculture come first in the order of consideration, as it came 
first in the order of civilization. And let those who quote Andrew 
Jackson in their speeches in reference to manufactures ponder a little 
what he said in his first message as President (1829) upon the subject 
of agriculture. These are his words: 

The agricultural interest of our country is so essentially connected with every 
other, and so superior in importance to them all, that it is scarcely necessary to 
invite to it your particular attention. It is principally as manufactures and 
commerce tend to increase the value of Pri or productions, and to extend 
their oppìication to the wants and comforts of society, that they deserve the fos- 
tering care of Government, 

When, therefore, the Republican party delivers its blow at the pillar 
of commerce, let it not be forgotten that the pillar of agriculture must 
fall with it. For no fact in reference to our present situation is more 
patent to those who have studied it, or is capableof clearer demonstra- 
tion to those who have not, that when our foreign ¢ommerce is shut off 
by the high tax “‘check’’ on importations the farmer’s work must per- 
ish. Certainly these farmers of ours are entitled to some consideration; 
but the Republican party does not even honor them by naming them 
amongst the workingmen of the country, albeit from ‘‘ early morn to 
dewy eye” they toil to their uttermost for their scanty returns. 

They are the most numerous of all our sons of toil. They consti- 
tate 7,670,493 of the 17,392,099 of those engaged in industrial occupa- 
tions. They are over a third, nearly a half of all. They havea larger 
stake than the manufacturing class, having $12,104,081,440 invested in 
agriculture according to the census of 1350; whereas but $2,700,223, - 
500 are invested in mannfactures. The percentage of manufactures to 
the wealth of the whole country accumulated in thirty years is 6.18 
per cent.; whereas the percentage of agricultural wealth is 25 per cent. 
They give more to the support of Government than any other class, 
and they receive less from it. Those farmers of ours produce more than 
three-fourths of all our exports, while manufacturers do not produce 
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one-fifth of them; and for the years 1866 and 1887 we have this state- 
ment of the exports and imports of agricultural produce: 


1886. | 1887. 
Value of exports of agricultural products... | $183, 834,128 | $520, 820, 756 
Value of imports of agricultural products... | 271,821,281 | 287, 542, 266 


Balance of agricultural exports...... sees} 212,012, 897 233, 278, 490 
Percentage of all our Oxports.............ceeerrseeersees 73 Tå 


Amongst these imports, coffee, tea, cocos, ete., aggregating some $60, - 
000,000 in value, are counted as agricultural products. - 

Here, then, is presented the momentous consideration that onr far- 
mers send to other lands 74 per cent. of all the produce that brings 
foreign wealth to our shores and that supports the navigation of the 
oceans that divide us. 

Stop this commerce that derives its sustenance from agriculture, and 
agriculture and commerce will be drowned *‘ full fathom five” to- 

ther. 

e Stop this commerce based on agriculture that brings us from abroad 
two hundred and thirty-three millions of foreign gold, over and above 
what it brings in exchanges in kind, and the balance of trade turns 
against us in a deep current, gold goes from us instead of coming to 
us, our currency will be contracted, money will be dearer, trade will 
languish, prices go down still more, and national bankruptey will stare 
us in the face. 

It is rare that countries produce a surplus of agricultural produce. 

` England can not do it; and it is a fact stated and shown by our Com- 
missioner of Agriculture (Report of 1887, page 574) that there is no 
country in the world which furnishes an agricultural surplus at all 
comparable with that of the United States, and none with a sarplus 
in such proportion to its production. After furnishing 60,000,000 of 
people with a profusion of supplies, not less than 10 per cent. of our 
immense agricultural produce is left over for sale to others; and in 
this surplus are much larger percentages of some articles. 

We export two-thirds of our cotton, one-half of our tobacco, over a 
fourth of our wheat (27 per cent.), and these, with our pork products, 
cheese, and beef, constitute nearly all of our agricultural surplus. 

We send abroad annually $107,000,000 worth of animal and meat 
products, $165,000,000 of breadstufis, $207,000,000 of cotton and cot- 
ton-seed oil,$29,000,000 of rice, $7,000,110 of cheese and miscellane- 
ous articles, rounding up the grand te of $520,000,000. 

Now, every one knows that the prices of these articles are fixed in 
the foreign market, and that if we are to be so cut off by ‘‘ checking” 
importations, so that the vessels that bear these enormous burdens can 
bring no returning cargoes, it is wait and farewell to the remnant of 
agricultural prosperity that remains with us. The value of agricult- 
ural land must decline, and with it the value of agricultural produce, 
the wages of the 7,000,000 agricultural laborers, and also the wages 
of other laborers who depend upon agricultural wealth to purchase 
their wares. For a proposition so plain argument seems needless, and 
the Republican party, unable to answer the logic of fact, proposes to 
turn off the farmers from its door with the shinplaster promise that in 
return for the lost markets of the world it will some day or other build 
up for them a home market. He who is silly enough to accept such a 
promise might be happy to be paid off in the leaves that withered and 
fell last autumn. 

THE HOME MARKET PROMISED IN THE FUTURE TO THE FARMERS, 

This home-market promise has the charm of euphony. It has the 
aroma of home about it, and wears a smiling face. 

No doubt it is an agreeable thought that a home market will be built 
and rolled up on wheels to every farmer’s door; that a plenty of buy- 
ers will be paraded in the stalls thereof, and that the Republican party 
will furnish all of these buyers with rolls of fresh Treasury notes with 
explicit instructions from campaign headquarters to go in and pay the 
farmers big prices for all their surplus produce. Thetraditions of ‘‘40 
acres and a mule” for the colored brother pale before the gorgeous 
scheme of the home market that is to be erected, transcending Solo- 
mon’s temple or the crystal palace in its glory. This home-market 
plan is as yet a theory, not a condition; and the theory stalks upon the 
stage like Hamlet’s father’s ghost, ‘‘in such questionable shape that 
I must speak to it.’’ 

In the first place be it remembered that we have the home market of 
60,000,000 of people here and now; that the Constitution of our coun- 
try gave it to us; that there is free trade throughout all its borders; 
,that the Republicans did not give it to us, and can not take it away 
from us, and that with all of its advantages the farmer has $520,000,- 
‘000 of the fruits of his labor over and above all that this market can 
‘consume. ‘Ten millions of immigrants have come into this market since 
1860, and yet the five hundred millions and more of surplus produce 
has no buyers here. With the home market in full blast, and with 
,ability to reach the foreign market on crutches, through all the im- 
}pediments of heavy tariff exactions, the farmer finds that he is being 

| protected into poverty with all the rapidity of a galloping consumption. 


Twenty years of regimen with daily doses of home-market pills gilded 
over with so-called protection has brought the farmer to a condition 
that is nota theory, and that condition is laid bare in the following 
statement of the report of the Bureau of Statistics, showing the decline 
in value of the farmer’s products. Read, farmer, and ponder: 


z3 Prices in three decades of agricultural products. 

Articles. 1867. | 1877. | 1887. 

Eg E E R AE O TR per büshiet...| $1.00 | $0.58 | $0.47 
WV TRS a E E NAA roses ahesceaviorsndivensibe ies A Orcs. 1.27 | 1.16 «89 
Flour ..per barrel...) 8.84) 6.48| 4.51 
Cotton «per pound...| .30 „li -09 
Bacon a do... ..] <12 -10 07 
rd... 14 -10 „07 
Pork, sal -13 -09 -06 
Beef, salted... W V EE :13 -07 „%5 
Butter. cre A -4 +20 bb 


Prosperity means a surplus of products, and why not give producers 
the choice of markets? 

The fact is, Mr. President, that 60,000,000 of energetic people in 
the most favored land of the world, operating every manner of im- 
proved machinery, can never have a home market for all that they 
produce. They will always make more than they can consume, and 
it is ont of the overplus that they do not consume that they must find 
their profit. Hence they must look beyond their own borders for the 
market. You can not take from them their home market. It belongs 
to them. You mayopen to them an additional foreign market. Why 
not let them have both, and take their choice of the best? Steamand 
electricity are ready to be their servants, and to deny them their uses 
a sending their produce to market we but fly in tbe face of Provi- 

ence. 

It is said, however, that our home market consumes the greater part, 
say 90 per cent., of our produce, and that this market is more impor- 
tant than the foreign market. Very true, but let it not be forgotten 
that the consumption at home has always been greater under a low 
tariff than a high one. It is stated by a careful statistician that— 


Under the low tariff of 1846, in the census year 1850, the total cereal production 
was 867,453,967 bushels, of which we consumed at home 851,502,312 bushels, and 
exported 15,951,655, or 1.9 per cent, In 1860, under the still lower tariff of 1857, 
the production was 1,239,039,945 bushels, of which the home market purchased 
1,216,084,810 bushels, and 22,965,135 bushels, or 1.8 per cent., were exported. In 
1870, under a high protective tariff, the total production was 1,629,027,600 bushels; 
1,571,787,179 bushels were consumed in this country, and 57,290,521 bushels, or 
3.50 per cent., were sent abroad, From 1850 to 1860 production of grain in- 
creased 45.1 per cent:, while the exports increased 43.9 per cent., while under a 
high tariff law, from 1560 to 1870, production increased 31.4 per cent., while the 
exports increased 149.50 per cent. 


WHAT I8 THE PLAN OF THE HOME MARKET? 


And here let me press our Republican friends with a question. 
How, and out of what materials, do you propose to build this greater 
homemarket which isto consume $500, 000,000 worth of our farmers’ sur- 
plus? Somebody must build, and out of something it must be builded. 
It must consist of buyers as builders and of money as materials to 
build ith. These buyers must be here in our own land already, or 
they must come here from other lands than ours. If they are here 
already, they can build a bigger market in one locality only by quit- 
ting another; and as one vacuum is filled another vacuum is created. 
If they simply huddle together around farmers’ barns and factory 
doors, our population would in nowise be increased, but only con- 
gested. There will be no more mouths to feed, no more backs to 
clothe, no more buyers to bid, no more money to pay with, no more 
consumers to consume. The rural districts would bo depopulated and 
the towns overflowed. The field’ would flourish in weeds and the 
towns go to breeding anarchy. 

There would still be at best the same surplus production of over five 
hundred millions, or at worst decreased production, decreased labor, 
decreased wages, decreased values, and increased poverty. That is the 
plain result of building the bigger home market out of home folks. 

Obviously, then, your home-market theorist proposes, by ‘‘checking’’ 
the importations of all foreign products that are produceable here, to 
stimulate the importation of foreigners themselves in proper person. 
Foreign producers, foreign consumers, and foreign laborers are evi- 
dently in this scheme to be brought here as the cheap untaxed raw 
materials of humanity out of which to construct the home market, 
and are to be set to work by the Republican party to buy and eat the 
annual output of $500,000,000 worth of the farmer’s productions. 

If these foreigners come with capital to sit down with their hands in 
their laps and pay out their capital to our producers they will doa very 
curious and unprecedented thing; and certain it is they will not be in- 
duced to come by the high prices, so called, thatthe supposititious and 
phantom home market that is to be built upon the model of ‘‘a castle 
in Spain”’ is going to produce according to the theory. 

Gentlemen of capital do not come here just to spend it, unless they 
are mere itinerants like Carnegie and Blaine, who blow their coach 
horns and their political horns in harmony, and who are bent on hav- 
ing a good time by disbursing their own surplus. And such gentlemen 
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are not fascinated by high taxes, but generally prefer free-trade Eng- 
land as the theater of their recreations. 
INCREASED SURPLUS PRODUCTION NEEDS A WIDER MARKET, 

The moment your capitalist of leisure goes to work by investing 
his money in lands to cultivate or machinery to manufacture, the syr- 
plus product increases, unless he has been considerate enough to bring 
somebody along with him to consume and pay for it; and the moment 
your surplus increases there is at once demand for a bigger market. 
The producer and the consumer from abroad not being available for 
home-market building, there is but one other class of people that you 
must expect, if there be anything in your theory, to bring here to con- 
struct that market out of. He is the artisan and the laborer. Bring 
him along in crowds then, and the moment he gets here he is a com- 
petitor with your home-born artisan or laborer for wages.. Wages be- 
ing regulated by supply and demand, there being more applicants for 
work, wages go down, and your American workingman is *‘ protected” 
into a leaner dinner and a thinner coat by his Italian, Bohemian, or 
Chinese rival who has rashed over here to build up your home market: 
and a moment later, if both the foreign and American workingman is 
accommodated by getting employment and drawing wages wherewith- 
all he begins to buy your produce, he himself becomes a producer, your 
production increases, your surplus production enlarges, and a still wider 
market is needed. 

If 60,000,000 of people to-day produce a surplus of goods to eat and 
wear, 120,000,000 of people ought to produce twice as much. . And with 
a redoubled surplus of production we would still be standing wistfully 
looking at the Atlantic or Pacific wave and sighing for somebody to re- 
lieve our glutted and overstocked market and give us buyers for our 
handiwork. 

A CONTRAST OF THREE DECADES UNDER DEMOCRATIC AND REPUBLICAN TARIFFS. 

The Republican party is always taking the name of home in vain, 
but its policy has not increased the number of homes or their comforts. 
The tramp is its advertising agent, the tenement house its castle, the 
homeless its victims. Under the various tariffs the percentage of tax 
on the articles taxed has been as follows: 

Average rate of duty under tariff of— 


averaging 19 per cent., was declared by Hon. W. B. ALLISON, of 
Towa, now chairman of the Committee on Appropriations of the Sen- 
ate, as “perfecta tariff as any we ever had,” and under it the country 
flourished as never before and never since. 

In 1850, 3,599,240 families had 3,362,337 homes; only 235,903 fam- 


ilies were without them. In 1860, 5,210,934 had 4,969,692 homes and 
only 241,242 were without them; in 1870, 7,559,000 and 7,042,833 
homes, an increase of over 120 per cent. of the homeless; and in 1880, 
9,945,916 had but 8 955,+12 homes, over 100 per cent. increase of the 
homeless under the high tariff, only 3 per cent. increase of the home- 
Jess under the Democratic. These facts tell their own story. 

Again, from the census of 1880 we gather also the following facts as 
to the increase of wealth in three decades: 


> 
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Thus we perceive that under the Democratic tariff manufactures 
gained 25 per cent. more than in these days of high taxes; and the gain 
in value of agricultural lands and personal property was 24 per cent. 
more than the best showing that high tax can make for any ten years’ 
period. And when it is remembered that with the Mills bill passed 
the average tariff tax on taxed importations will be twice what it was 
under the Walker tariff, the place where ruin is to come in becomes 
invisible to the naked eye of common sense. 

The farmer can not be deluded into the high-tax notion by the pre- 
tense that he shares in the so-called protection. That it is only pre- 
tense is transparent, and with trivial exception utterly baseless. For 
instance, there is a so-called protective tariff of 20 cents a bushel on 
wheat, 10 cents a bushel on corn, and 4 cents a pound on butter and 
cheese. Butas aftersupplying our market he has over a hundred mill- 


ion bushels of wheat, about fifty million bushels of corn, $2,000,000 
worth of butter, and over $7,000,000 worth of cheese which he sends ~ 
abroad to sell, he sees the utter absurdity of the idea that he is pro- 
tected by an import tax on articles with which the home market is 
overstocked, and readily recognizes the decoy duck fixed for his en- + 
snaring. ‘‘In vain is the net spread in sight of any bird.” 
REPUBLICAN POLICY FATAL TO THE WORKING CLASSES—HOME MARKET TRANS- 
LATED MEANS INTRODUCTION OF FOREIGN LABOR, 


The result that has been depicted as the consequence of stopping im- 
portations is the result that the Republican party has knowingly en- 
couraged. It is willing to circumscribe the farmers’ market and to 
encourage cheap labor, because it takes its own nutriment from the 
greedy and remorseless monopolists who ‘‘ damn the people,” are with- 
out sympathy with ‘‘the common herd,” and whose chief aim is to in-! 
crease the purchasing power and the consequence of money. 

It has attached the monopolists to it by faithful adherence to their 
interests. 

It hopes to seduce labor to its standard by honeyed phrases. 

Deeds for the benefit of the monopolistic class and promises to the 
laboring class—these are the hard-money and the soft-money curren- 
cies of its political banking operations. Its animus has been displayed 
by a serie- of measures which it has fathered and cherished, the effect 
and tendency whereof are unmistakable; but in nothing has it been 
so heartless and cruel as in importing to our shores the pauper labor of 
both Europe and Asia to underbid our native and resident working- 
men in their wages; and this is the policy which it proposes to con- 
tinue as long as public forbearance will permit, under the new guise 
and in the genial address of building up a home market. 

CHINESE AND OTHER CHEAP LABOR INTRODUCED BY THE REPUBLICAN PARTY. 

The Chinese have been pets of the Republican party, and if that 
party has slowly and reluctantly yielded to the idea of parting with 
them it has only been because Democracy has made the issue against 
them so strong and public opinion has so rallied aroundit that the Re- 
publicans have been forced to yield. But they have fought hard and 
died hard in defense of their Mongolian friends, and General Harrison 
acknowledges that he was slow to accept the idea of their exclusion. 
The Burlingame treaty between the United States and China, nego- 
tiated by the Republican party, started the Chinese column toward the 
United States, and soon thereafter the Chinese Six Companies of Cali- 
fornia was organized to speculate on the process of dumping upon us 
the cheap labor of the Asiatic races. 

The Chinese are a race incompatible for assimilation with our own. 
Pagan in religion, unenlightened in the creeds of liberty, degraded in 
habits, alien in blood, it enters here only to remain an indigestible 
element. It lives upon what would be regarded as refuse at an Amer- 
ican workingman’s board. It sends its earnings back to the Flowery 
Kingdom, to which it preserves allegiance and love; and it works for a 
pittance upon which the American workingman would starve. Nine 
or ten dollars a month is looked upon as good compensation for a Chi- 
nese mechanic; and crowding together in tenements which generate 
disease and pollution, they have herded upon our shores with the sole 
object and with the sole effect.of taking the places of our American 
workingmen. 

To do this they were invited by the Republican party; in doing 
this they have been defended by the Republican party, and no hope of 
arresting the proceeding would ever have arisen had not Democracy 
come to the rescue. : ji 
LABOR MORTGAGED AND TRAFFIC IN HUMAN FLESH ESTABLISHED BY THE CON- 

TERACT-LABOR BILL. 

In 1864, when the workingmen of America, North and South, were 
carrying muskets and war was flagrant, the Republican party reached 
out to all quayters of the earth to bring here Chinese and other cheap 
labor. And while African slavery was as yet not completely abolished, 
a new variety of human slavery was introduced, 

In that year was passed by the Republicans ‘‘ the contract-labor 
bill,’’ wherein it was provided as follows: 

Sec, 2, And be it further enacted, That all contracts that shall be made by emi- 
grants to the United States in foreign countries, in conformity to regulations 
that may be establish d by the said commissioner, whereby em nts shall 
pledge the wages of thei: labor, for a term not exceeding twelve , to repay 
the expense of their emigration, shall be held to be valid in law. and may be en- 
forced in the courts of the United States or of the several States and Terri- 
tories; and such advances, if so stipulated in the contract, and the contract be 
recorded in the recorder’s office in the county where the emigrant shall settle, 
shall operate as a lien upon any land thereafter acquired by the emigrant, 
whether under the homestead law when the title is consummated or on prop-. 
erty otherwise acquired, until liquidated by the emigrant; but nothing herein 
contained shall be deemed to authorize any contract contravening the Consti- 
tution of the United States or creating in any way the relation of slavery or 
servitude, (United States Statutes at Large, volume 15, 1863-65.) 

Thus as African slavery was departing forever out of one door traffic 
in human flesh was brought in at another, and the pauper immigrant 
of Europe and Asia entered America a bonded slave. 

THE SOLDIER AND THE FREEDMAN DESERTED BY THE REPUBLICAN PARTY. 

Excuse is made that it was necessary to fill the places of soldiers in 
the field with laborers to do their work at home. ` Be it so; but if so, 
this occasion ended on April 9, 1865, in one year after the contract-labor 
bill went into effect. Whatthen? Two millions of soldiers were going 
back to their homes to seek the employments of civil life and needing 
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them to support their families, and the emancipated colored race were 
in utmost need of employment likewise. Did the Republican party 
repeal the contract-labor bill then to give the defenders and the wards 
of the nation a fair show? No! no! far from it. They preserved it in 
full force; at its bidding the pauper bondsmen poured in upon us, and 
stout and success‘ul resistance met every effort to revoke the unjust 
and injurious law. 
DEMOCRACY COMES TO THE RESCUE. 

Not until twenty years after all excuse for its had disap- 
peared, not until a Democratic President had been elected and a Dem- 
ocratic House of Representatives was in the Capitol did American labor 
find a helpful friend. Meantime six million five hundred thousand, 
nearly seven millions of immigrants, hadcome. Strikes and broils and 
anarchy broke the public peace. The tramp, a new character in our 
civilization, appeared, and in shop and field cheap labor had been in- 
stalled. But then in February, 1885, a bill to repeal “the contract la- 
bor bill” passed the House of Representatives; an aggressive step to 
repel the invasions of cheap labor was taken, and the ægis of ‘‘ protection 
that protects’’ was lifted over the American laborer by Democratic 
hands, 


DEMOCRACY REPULSES CHEAP FOREIGN LABOR AGAINST REPUBLICAN EFFORTS 
AND VETOES IN ITS FAVOR, 


But not yet was the battle fully won. 

From 1869 to the incoming of Cleveland’s administration other ef- 
forts than those described were made in Congress and out to repulse 
the introduction of Chinese and other cheap labor. 

Allen G. Thurman, of Ohio, opened his batteries upon it in 1870, 
quoting Buckle’s saying that— 

Low wages and despotism are inseparable, 

Declaring that— 


The freer the institutions of a country are the greater will be the tendency to 
fair wages for labor. 


And observing: - 
The pyramids are striking monuments of the pride and ostentation of kings, 
e are more striking evidences of a degraded condition of the laboring 
Finally, in 1879, a Democratic House of Representatives, with a ma- 
jority of the Republicans voting against the measure, passed a bill to 
restrict Chinese immigration; but President Hayes vetoed it, and his 
party sustained the veto. In 1881 another bill was introduced to re- 
strict Chinese immigration and to exclude them for twenty years. A 
- Majority of the Republicans in the House voted against it; but the 
Democrats passed it. 


In the Senate the vote stood: 


REPUBLICAN ENCOMIUMS UPON THE CHINESE WORKMEN, 
This exclusion bill was vetoed by President Arthur, who pronounced 
a high encomium upon the Chinese, saying: 


No one can say that the country has not aad by their work. They were 

largely instrumental in constructing the railways which connected the Atlantic 

a the Pacific. The States of the Pacific Slope are full of the evidences of their 
ndustry. 


This veto the Republicans sustained. 

GENERAL HARRISON THE FRIEND OF THE CHINESE, 

Amongst those Republicans who voted against the exclusion bill and 
for the veto was Benjamin Harrison, then Senator from Indiana, now 
Republican candidate for the Presidency of the United States, and the 
favorite in the race of the Chinese, of all who yearn for Chinese cheap 
labor, and of all who clamor for a Chinese tariff. 

We can not wonder that the Chinese in Philadelphia should raise a 
Harrison flag, and that wherever they are in the United States their 
voice and effort should be for him. He has been their faithful ally, 
voting fourteen times in the United States Senate in the direction of en- 
couraging and sustaining the entry of the Chinese into this country. 
One of these amendments to the exclusion bill, offered by Senator 
Hoar, of Massachusetts, was as follows: 

This bill shall not apply to any skilled laborer who shall establish that he 
comes to this country without any contract by which his labor is the property 
of any person other than himself. 

Here was confession that as matters stood the imported contract Jabor 
was ‘‘the property ”’ of its employers. 

Here was effort to let in all “skilled” Chinese laborers, however 
others might be dealt with. 

And here yeu can put your finger on the names of those who were for 
pushing out Americans with skilled Chinese and of those who were 
against it. 

This is the vote: 

Yeas—Aldrich, Allison, Brown, Conger, Davis of Illinois, Dawes. Edmunds, 


Aid Hale, Harrison, Hoar, Ingalls, McDill, McMillin, Mahone, Mitchell, Mor- 


Sixteen Republicans and 1 Democrat. a 

Na; Bayard, Beck, Call, Cockrell, Coke, Fair, Farley, George, Groome, 
Harris, Hampton, Jackson, Jonas, Jones of Nevada, Maxey, Miller of Califor- 
nia, Miller of New York, Morgan, Plumb, Pugh, Ransom, Saunders, Slater, 
Teller, Vance, Vest, Walker. 

Twenty-two Democrats and 6 Republicans. (CONGRESSIONAL RECORD, vol- 
ume 13, part 2, pages 1702 to 1717.) 

Here the animus of the Republican party was disclosed, and true to 
its instincts and its traditional policy, it turned the cold shoulder to 
American labor, its candidate, General Harrison, cordially supporting 
its course. 

FINAL REPULSE OF THE CHINESE IRRUPTION BY THE DEMOCRACY. 

The protests of the good people of the Pacific Slope and of the work- 
ingmen in different parts of the country have continued to pour in 
against Chinese immigration. Filth, disease, crime, and misery have 
characterized their settiement; debauchery without a name has fol- 
lowed in their footsteps; indignant labor has risen, red-handed, to re- 
pel them. In the mines of Nevada and California and in the shops 
and factories of Eastern and Western cities they have continued to 
multiply. In various manufactures of boots, shoes, leather, cigars, and 
clothing, ladies’ underwear and shirts, the Chinaman has continued 
to underbid and drive out the labor of American men and women; 
but at last the day of reckoning has come. 

During the present session of Congress the President of the United 
States negotiated a treaty with China to prohibit Chinese immigra- 
tion. The Senate adopted some amendments which the Chinese Gov- 
ernment refused to ratify, and the treaty was rejected. But medntime 
a Democratic House of Representatives passed, and the Senate, com- 
ing to its reluctant task ‘‘like whining school-boy unwillingly to 
school,” has yielded to the bill which finally dismisses from our shores 
the worst enemy that ever antagonized the American workingman. 
Thus was the victory won against the inveterate but finally-suppressed 
opposition of the Republican party, which now, contemplating the 
great Democratic achievement, will yet go forth to sing its threadbare 
song that the Republican party is the friend of American labor and 
the Democracy its foe! 

OTHER CHEAP LABOR THAN THE CHINESE ENCOURAGED BY THE REPUBLICAN 
PARTY. 


While the Asiatic hordes against whom Democracy has just closed 
the Golden Gate were inundating the land from the East through Re- 
publican invitation and encouragement, the pauper labor of Europe has 
been beckoned to our shores from the opposite direction by its Repub- 
lican friends. 

The lazzaroni of Italy, Hungarians, Bohemians, Poles, Russians, and 
the like, the refuse of Europe, have been hustled in upon us, coming like 
misfortune, ‘‘not single file but in battalions,” crowding out Ameri- 
cans from mines and factories, roads and shops, congregating in the 
tenement houses of our great cities to breed disease, and now and then 
startling the law-abiding people by rabid outbreaks of anarchy. 

The decent immigrant is ever welcome to America. And her hand 
has ever been stretched forth to greet him. But the idea of poisoning 
the streams of our civilization by pouring into them the castaways 
of Europe is abhorrent to every good citizen, and the idea of encour- 
aging their coming has never found favor save amongst the Repub- 
lican monopolists, who pose as the peculiar friends of American labor. 
Under the contract-labor system which has been described—under in- 
vitations and solicitations of the monopolists who have grown up on 
the Republican donations of public lands, and on Republican restrict- 
ive tariffs—they have been brought here; and whenever American la- 
bor has struggled to better its wages the rod of menace has been held 
over it and a cargo of imported hirelings marches to the front to re- 
buke their insubordination to their masters. 

I saw the other day an account of a railroad accident which had 
killed or wounded eleven men working on the track. They were every 
one Italians with unpronounceable names. . 

Hungarians and Italians take the place of natives in the ore mines 
and furnaces of Pennsylvania at rates of wages ranging from 80 to 90 
cents a day, and some of these are employed to supply Carnegie’s steel 
works at Braddock. Mr. Carnegie is a private citizen who has the right 
to make all the money he can in a legitimate way and to do with it as 
he chooses; but when we see him and his ilk claiming to protect Ameri- 
can labor and find that he is pocketing all of the so-called protection, 
while the laborer at his side is pushed off to make way for an alien and 
a stranger, we are apt to question the sincerity of his outcries and the 
soundness of his logic, and we are prepared to sympathize with the ful- 
lowing reflections of the Philadelphia Record: 

The disparity between the wages of an ore-digger, who gets 90 cents a y 
and the profits of Mr. Carnegie, who makes $5,000 a day, staggers the mind. It 
would take the ore-digger more than fifteen years,workingevery day—Sundays 
and week days—toearn as much asoneday’s profitfor Mr. Carnegie. An honest 
blacksmith or farmer who could save $500 a year, at the end of ten years’ labor 
would find himself possessed of a sum equal tothe Carnegie income for twenty- 
four hours, Mr. Carnegie is a clever fellow; but he isonly a fellow-mortal, and 
there is something monstrously wrong in a tax system that so discriminates be- 
tween man and man that one shall swim in affluence whilst the other barely 
lives upon his earnings. 


It will be said that the Philadelphia Record is a Democratie paper, 


Very well; let me read from a Republican paper, the Pittsburgh Dis- 
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. patch, which ina recent issue draws a picture of the Pennsylvania 
coke region which merits attention. The Dispatch says: 


feature as bad as the Chinese problem was a few years ago, for Hunga- 
rians have been actually known to return to points along the Mount Pleasant 
branch of the Baltimore and Ohio Railroad three times to replenish purses filled 
= the banks of the Youghiogheny and emptied into the sewers of Austria- 
upgary. 

Thecommiitee will find that importations of Hungarians and Bohemians into 
the coke regions are still being made. The contract-labor law is being violated 
every month by somebody. 


The committee to which the Dispatch refers is that appointed by the 
Democratic House of Representatives of which Mr. Forp, of Michigan, 
is chairman—a committee which is uncovering the evils which threaten 
and already afflict our workingmen, and which is opening the eyes of 
the country to the manner of love which the Republican party has dis- 


played for them. ; 5 

At a meeting before that committee in New York not long since Miss 
Mary Berg, a shirt-maker employed in the factory of Hermann Steen, 
was examined. She had just left the factory after a service of six 
years, and this testimony was given: 

“Why did you leave?” asked Mr, FORD. 

“Because of the introduction of Poles and Hungarians to a large extent—all 
men.: Formerly 200 uona were employed in the non ana made $7 and $a 

. They used foot power. Now the machines have m power, and 
about 150 Russians and Poles have been put in in place of the girls, 

“Q. What do the girls earn now? 

“A, They get $5 a week, but the men get less—Sia week. The last reduction 
in wages amounted to $2 a week. In 1834, when she first went to work, they 
got 60 cents for a shirt; now they get only 40 cents, Work they formerly re- 
ceived $3 for they now receive $2for.”’ 

Miss Helen er, a maker of rubberand “ white goods,” testified she worked 
in a number of factories for the purpose of investigating the condition of the 
workwomen employed, as follows: 

“Q. What do you know about prices? 

“A. The reduction in prices began about ten years ago, and the 
constantly decreasing eversince. Ten years ago the women earn 
age $l10a week. Last winter an expert workwoman could only earn Sand the 
majority of the girls only $. The girls working in this industry number seven 
or eight thousand, 

“Q. What is the reason of the reduction in the price of labor? 

“A. In Papen ies re of contractors taking the work from the factories to their 
homes and get g it done there. 

SS er : re men who take large contracts and employ people to perform 

e wor 

“Q. Yes, and they are principally Russians, Hebrews, and Slavs. Formerly 
those employed in the factories were bright American, German, and Irish girls. 
‘The owners of the factories find the contract arrangement more satisfactory. 
By giving out the work they reduce the rent on a few floors, do away with four 
or more women as overseers of the work,and the annoyance of having so many 


people in the building. F 
“Q. Has not the portion of the reduction in wages—60 or 70 per cent.— 
taken place since Russian and Polish immigrants haye come to this coun- 
? i 
Tia Yes; and previous to that wages were reduced through strikes and so 


forth. 
“Q. With the increase of the importation of Rd hd form of labor from 
PONS rr en wages correspondingly decline? 

“A. Yes; they did. 

“Q. What do you know about those working for the contractors? 

“A, I have never known a person working for them to earn as much as $4 a 
week; §3 a week is the av A 

“Q. Because of this 


° 
“A, Exactly.” si 
Other witnesses corroborated these statements from their personal experience. 


Let me read now from the New York Times in a review made by it 
of the testimony taken before this Ford committee. The ‘Times says: 


Last Tuesday night George H. Simmons, ATEN agent of the many f De- 
ment, was introduced in this city to an Italian labor broker named Luigi 


ja as the representative of a railroad company that desired to employ sev- 
eral hundred newly arrived immigrants in the co n of a branch road. 
He would not take Italians who were already in the city, but must have work- 
men brought over from Italy and delivered at Castle Garden. Troja and his 

ner agreed in writing last Friday night to furnish 200 or 400 Italians “at 
Pestle Garden between the Ist of September and thelst of October next at $1.20 

r day of ten hours,” The Italian importers were to board the men and 

rnish them with supplies. Mr. Simmons suggested that he ought to make a 
little money out of the on, and Troja agreed to give him “5 per cent. on 

man’s account for groceries and provisions foreach month, to be deducted 
by the paymaster at each setilement”’ As the fictitious oom y was to pay 
only $1.20 per day for each man to Troja, it will be seen that the sum received 
by the workmen after all the deductions had been made would have been small. 

This importer of laborers and his partner admitted thai they had been inthe 
business for years, They bad secured 700 men for one firm of contractors and 
1,500 for a railroad company. The workmen procured by them were heavily 
taxed in 8 ways for their benefit while employed. 

Last year there came to this country more than 43,000 Italians. In the first 
six months of this year (he number of those who came was 35,659. The testi- 
mony taken by the committee tends to show that a majority of these immi- 

ts were brought here practically undercontract to compete with American 
borers at low wages. They are willing to work for low wages, because they 
require very little to support life. They are content to subsist on the coarsest 
food, or even on refuse, and to be-lodged under conditions which are repulsive 
to the ordinary American workman. They do not intend to become citizens or 
to remain here, They propose to send outof thecountry the money which they 
can saye in a term of three or four years. They are the Chinese of our Eastern 


So it goes. The Republican party is blatant to defend American 
labor from the pauper labor of Seer si if the American laborer 
would close his eyes to the fact that its policies, its teachings, 


have been 
on anaver- 


and its practices that self-same pauper labor is brought to his place of 
work, and he ejected to give way for it. 

FOREIGN CONTRACT LABOR IN THE FISHERIES, AND CLEVELAND ON GUARD. 

Even into the fisheries, so often before us as intensely American in- 
stitutions, these foreigners are obtruded; but the following letter from 
the President of the United States, written in April last, abundantly 
attests that Democracy has its watchful eye upon and its energetic 
hand stretched forth to protect American labor, and that it does not 
content itself with mere periods of rhetoric in that behalf: 

DEAR Sie: Information has reached the Treasury Department that a large 
number of foreigners have been brought into Massachusetts under violation ot 
the contract-labor law for the p of manning American fishing vessels sent 
out from the ports of Gloucester, on, and Beverly for the purpose of taking 
fish along the Canadian coast. It seems to me quite certain that such foreign- 
ers, aliens, have been brought in by parties in direct violation of the statute 
covering such cases, and I believe that the importation of such foreigners tends 
to the displacement of American labor. [am aware that many of these persons 
have, through the care of the officials, been returned tothe country from which 
they came. I therefore enjoin on you the duty of a prompt investightion of 
these cases, and request that you confer with the collectors of the ports of Bos- 
ton and Gloucester that prompt and effective measures be taken. The rt- 
ment has ordered that s agents be detailed, who will report di: y to 
zon, and if you require any further assistance it will be given you upon appli- 
cation. 

Yours, truly, 


Hon. O. A. GALVIN, 

United States District Attorney, Boston, Mass. 

Tt can not be wondered that under the conditions thus represented 
strikes, mutterings, outbursts, and discontents have prevailed under 
the so-called protective system such as were never known before; and 
it is a noteworthy fact that 74 per cent. of all the strikes that have oc- 
curred in the last six years were in the States of Massachusetts, New 
York, Pennsylvania, Ohio, and Illinois, where protection is alleged to 
have putin its finest work. In one of these Ohiostrikes Allen G. Thur- 
man was made arbiter. He decided that the strikers ought to have 10 
per cent. more of wages. The employers submitted, and the next year 
were = prosperous that they added another 10 per cent. of their own 
acco’ 

Thus go Cleveland and Thurman, hand in hand, to protect Amer- 
ican labor; and if the American workingmen do not stand by them in 
their noble efforts they might well say, ‘‘ We came unto our own and 
our own received us not.” 


THE REPUBLICAN PARTY'S ANSWER TO THE ARRAIGNMENT OF ITS POLICY. 


The Republicans answer in many specious ways the arraignment of 
their policy, and repulsed overwhelmingly at every other point they 
now contend that the high Chinese tariff on imported articles increases 
the wages of workingmen. Nothing could be more shallow and so- 
phistical than this pretension. f 

HIGH TAXES ON IMPORTATIONS DO NOT FIX OR INCREASE WAGES. 

In a speech made at Springfield, Ill., on June 1, 1887, in the gray 
dawn of this Presidential contest, Hon. Joun SHERMAN declared as 
follows: 

‘There are some thin; 
of labor or anything e 
mand. 

This is tersely and truly said. The rate of wages can not be fixed 
either directly by the law or indirectly by operation of law. If labor 
is overabundant it will be cheap; if scarce it will be dear. If it is 
rude, unlettered, and unskilled it will command a low rate of wages; 
if it be skillful and energetic it will command a high rate. Quantity 
and quality, these are things that determine the price of labor just as 
puey seein the prices of commodities upon the market to be hired 
or sold. 

It is plainly shown in many different ways that the tariff tax on im- 
ported articles does not fix or increase wages. First, by the fact that 
wages differ in all sections of the United States, although throughout 
its territory the same high-tax protective laws are in uniform opera- 
tion. Ifthey be the scale by which wages areregulated, how is it that 
they fix different rates in different sections for the same work? 

Why is it that average wages in Maine are $257 per annum, in Mas- 
sachusetts $364, in Connecticut $385, and in Vermont $303 ? P 

Why is it that a grinder gets $2.03 a day in Illinoisand $1.60 in New 
York, whereas a machinist gets $2.39 in Illinois and $3.00in New York, 
while a molder gets $3.19 in Illinois, $2.00in Kentucky, and but $1.80 
in Pennsylvania, the Eden of protection? 

Why is it that a carder of wool for carpetings gets but 88 cents in 
Massachusetts, and $1.54 in New York; a printer $1.08 in Massachu- 
setts, and $1.72in New York; a painter $2.11 in Connecticut, and $1.39 
in Ohio; a boss of mines $2.83 in Missouri, $2.71 in West Virginia, and 
$2.25 in Pennsylvania; a blacksmith $1.95 in Virginia, $1.69 in Indiana; 
a bricklayer $3.60 in Virginia, $2.61 in New York, and $3.03 in Penn- 
sylvania, and so on to the end of the chapter—a chapter of diversities, 
in which it appears that American wages differ as much in different lo- 
calities as men differ in the features of their faces. What could more 

lainly show that protection, which is equal everywhere, isa force that 

little if any effect in the matter of wages? 
WAGES LOWEST WHERE TARIFF TAXES HIGHEST, 


Second, by the fact that wages are higher in free-trade England than 


GROVER CLEVELAND, 


that lawscan notdo. They can not regulate the price 
. This can only be done by the law of supply and de- 
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in some highly pee countries, whereas if free trade decreased 
wages they would be lower. i; 

Germany has a higher protective tariff than the United States, and 
England has no protective tariff, and yet in Germany wages are lower 
than either in England or the United States; that is to say, that look- 
ing at these great nations—Great Britain, Germany, and the United 
States—we find the lowest wages under the highest protective tariff. 

The commissioner of labor of Maine gives a tabulated statement of 


the wages per week incertain vocations in England and in Germany 
which would seem to clinch this argument. 
Wages per week. 
Occupations. England. | Germany. 


Bricklayers..... 
M: 


ef 
i 


$9 po po pa pa ee ph paa 
GBZRSZRSEBS 


apanpunpuni 
A-E EA- 


he th that high tarif makes high wages k should 
a bes peo peg Pecado toe in E jand. a pateecordine to this table 
they get almost exactly 77 per cent. more in England than in Germany. 
Third, by the fact that American wages are just as high in the un- 
protected as in the so-called protected industries, if not higher, and 
“more stable. Notably is this the case amongst the worker in free raw- 
hides. They get just double in this country what they get in Eng- 
land, and double what is paid the workers in many protected articles. 
By the census of 1880 the number of persons engaged in gainful pur- 
suits was as follows: 
AGTICUIEUTE..... .0-02:.00ss0r00r0sns0e08 sons. 
Professional and personal servi: 
Manufacturing, mechanical, and mining. 
Trade and transportation .............000. TRDEN 


7,670, 498 


aN EA EE EE T A OS SLAR ERTO AALER NIEL A LE E 17,392,099 
Of these, those who are supposititiously protected are the following: 
Sugar planters. i-e... s 1,400 
Ri a elein Tenn 1,500 
rs 
Talore em el (estimated 


) = ae Si 
Wool-growers owning flocks of over 100 head (estimated). h p 
n PAAT AEI AN A NEET SOET PIA OEN L OE E T S 52,127 


Aggregate capitalists. 
Laborers employed in protected industries 
Tess, all told, than two millions of our people. 
The unprotected workers, besides the farmers, have been enumerated 
as follows: 


ATC ItOCs.. .......-.ssecerrensserssencconecscateseessccscensosepnace cacseecnsceen Sas 3,375 
Artists and teachers of art...... č; 


Auttioneera., e. sosccesessssecere e.. 2,331 
Barbers and hair-dressers. 44,851 
Bourding-house keepers... 19, 058 
Clergymen........ eceses 64, 698 
Clerks and copyi: 25, 467 
Clerks in hotels. 10, 916 
ntists secs ccon en 12,314 
Domestic servants. wee 1,075, 655 
Employés of hotels.. 77,413 
Civil engin ne ao as easeewsee sisson saesissesse 8,261 
31,697 

32, 453 

12, 308 

1, 859, 223 

121, 912 

G4, 137 

14,213 

13, 985 


REER 


5 


588 


Clerks in express companies. 
Draymen and teamsters...... 
Employés in warehouses........ 
Employés of railroad companies... 
Peddlers 


swewassatees conscoceese: eons nce 


onpi 
legraph employés ....... wee 
Telephone MP 
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4,1 
S70 
$2,192 
60, 070 
32,279 
12, 305 
2,285 
2, 203 
114, 839 
4,982 
9,993 
10, 871 
22,000 
5, 113 
3,302 
27,700 
11, 253 
35,129 
45,821 
101, 849 
15,076 
lectaceses ete 2, 382 
Dealers in lumber and 12, 668 
Dealers in newspapers.. 2,729 
ee = paints and oils.. Teen 
ers in paper............ 
Bakers......... = 41,309 
Blacksmiths... 172,726 
Brick and tile 36, 052 
Bridge-builders. 2,587 
House-builders. 10, 804 
Butchers.............. 76,241 
Carpenters and joiners..... ee 
jeseeessssssessessoseseee ‘ 
Charcoal and lime burners 5, 851 
COOPETS,... 0-000. 00-cere0 49,138 
Engineers and firem: 79, 628 
ENgravers......c0000- 4,577 
Fishermen and oystermen s... 41, 352 
Brick and stone masons .... 102, 473 
53, 440 
234, 228 
si 
5,013 
9, 900 
Printers And stereo ty Pers... sa... .scsscececeaeooessopsos osode non esvess \nasadsasessteasstcas 
Quarrymen... 15, 169 
uartz-slate: 4,026 
z 4,061 


~ 
E 
z 
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Look upon this list, workingmen, an 1 me where you come in for 
your part of the ‘‘protection.” ` 
WHY AMERICAN WAGES ARE HIGHER THAN THE WAGES IN OTHER COUNTRIES, 

The reason why the wages of American workingmen are higher than 
they are in other lands is not difficult to perceive. The American 
workingman is a citizen and a suffragan and a sovereign. The Euro- 
pean wage-worker is generally a subject. The American workingman 
has a larger share in-public affairs; he is familar with the methods of 
organized and concentrative action; he lives under free institutions, in 
a land of boundless opportunities, and he is freer to dictate his own 
terms of labor. With free schools on all sides he is more intelligent. 
With the hope of ready preferment according to merit constantly be- 
fore him he is more energetic. Without heavy standing armies to con- 
sume the substance of the people, he has no military class barracked 
upon him to divide without laboring the rewards of labor. 

Under the low tariffs of former years he got higher wages than Eu- 
ropeans; and he will continue to get higher wages whether the tariff 
question be determined one way or the other. 

He is not indebted to Congress or to any political party for the ad- 
vantages he enjoys. They were not given to him by any Congressional 
enactment, and they can not be taken away. Heisindebted in the first 
place to the bountifal Providence that has given him a land fair to be- 
hold and fruitful to enjoy; and in the second place to the strong in- 
tellect, the brave arm, and the independent spirit which are fully able 
to protect themselves and to work out his salvation. 

*‘America,” says Emerson, ‘is another name for opportunity.” The 
American workingman has the intelligence to improve it; and that is 
the reason he commands wages more approximate to his merit than can 
be commanded in other climes. 

THE DIFFERENCE BETWEEN AMERICAN AND EUROPEAN WAGES LARGELY NOMI- 
NAL AND UNREAL. 

At the same time, Mr. President, the difference in American and Eu- 
ropean wages is not as great as the surface indications would tend to 
show. The same number of hours of the same quality of labor com- 
mand in both continents an approximate equality of wages. 

This is not a Democratic theory. It is a fact, an actual condition, 
attested by the highest Republican authority and recorded with the 
most solemn assurances of its truth. 

Two distinguished Republicans, Hon. WILLIAM M. EVARTS, of New 
York, and Hon. James G. Blaine, of Maine, have in recent years been 
Secretaries of State. In this capacity they received and examined the 
consular reports from foreign lands, digested and summed them up, and 
each of these public officers reached about the same conclusion when 
seated in the quietude of his office. 

Mr. Evarts, in May, 1879, reported as follows: 

The av n workingman performs from one and one-half to twice 


‘erage America: 
as much work in a given time as the average European workman. - 
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This is so important a point in connection with our ability to compete with 
the cheap-labor manufacturers of Europe. 

Hon. James G. Blaine, the Secretary of State, reported in 1881, and I 
read from Document No. 12 of the state Department on the commercial 
relations of the United States, page 99, where Mr. Blaine says: 

Undoubtedly the inequalities in the wages of English and American opera- 
tives are more than equalized b7 the greater efficiency of the latter and their 
longer hours of labor. if this should prove to be a fact in practice, as it seems 
to be proven from official statistics, it would bea very importantelement in the 
establishment of our ability to compete with England for our share of the cot- 
ton-goods trade of the world. 

Thus we have it deliberately ascertained and stated that ‘‘the ine- 
qualities in the wages of English and American operatives are more 
than equalized by the greater efficiency of the latter and their longer 
hours of labor.” And the question arises, Why is it that the Repub- 
lican party*holds out these gentlemen as worthy of credit who have so 


» ascertained, and yet refuses itself to accept their testimony? 


The American workingman is the superior of his foreign rival in skill 
and endurance and opportunity, and there is where his higher wages 
come in. j 
HOW CONSUMERS ARE BURDENED WITH TAXES, AND FOREIGN INSTEAD OF HOME 

MANUFACTURERS PROTECTED. 

It is next claimed that the consumers of imported articles do not pay 
the high tariff taxes. But the fact that they do is scarce less than self- 
evident, and none have better shown it than some Republican leaders. 

If you import for your own use any product of a foreign clime, be it 
food to eat or clothes to wear, you are required to pay the tariff tax at 
the custom-house when you receive it. A 

If you do not purchase it for your own use, but to sell, you must 
necessarily add the tax to the costin the foreign market, and super- 
add to that the profit charged, or else your trade is a losing business; 
and at the end of the transaction the man who buys for use pays for 
all. 

John Quincy Adams, chairman of the House Committee on Manufact- 
ures, punctured in 1832 the sham idea that any but the consumer pays 
the tariff tax, and said— 

The doctrine that duties on imports seem to cheapen the price of articles on 
which they are levied seems to conflict with the first dictates of common sense. 
The duty constitutes of the price of the whole mass of the article in the 
market. It is substantially paid upon the articles of domestic manufacture as 
well as upon that of foreign production. Upon one it is a bounty, upon the 
other a burden; and the repeal of the tax must cperate as an equivalent reduc- 
tion of the price of the article, whether foreign or domestic. 

Republican Senators here can not well dispute what they themselves 
have said. ` $ 

Senator SHERMAN has recorded his opinion; saying: 

I said it, and I stand by it, that as a general rule the duties paid upon imports 
operate as a tax upon the consumer. 

Senator PLUMB gave his on the 11th of January, 1883, saying: 

Who paysthese taxes? Whenthemanufacturer * * * comestothe Senate 
and says, “I can live, or I can make a pron if a certain duty is imposed,” what 
is he pt ba es He is simply saying, “If you give me a certain duty you put it in 
my power to charge over that duty as an atditional tax on the ers of the 
United States.” 

And Senator EpMuNDs on January 4, 1883, uttered his, to this effect: 

In the main all these taxes come out of the consumer, particularly internal- 
revenue taxes, perhaps all of them substantially. 

General Grant thoroughly understood all this, and appreciated the 
further fact that the tariff tax operated in many cases as protection to 
the foreign and not the domestic manufacturer; that it was a kind of 
kicking protection that, like the gun in Hudibras— 

Bore wide, and knocked the marksman over. 

And speaking of the articles that enter as materials of manufacture, 
he said in his message of 1875: 

All duty paid upon such articles goes directly to the cost of the article when 
manufactured, and must be paid for by the consumer. The duties not only come 
from the consumers at home, but act as a protection to foreign manufacturers 
of the same completed articles in our own and distant markets. 

Butnow when President Cleveland enunciates similar principles, now 
that he enforces the teachings of Adams and Grant, and of a long line 
of distinguished men who came between them, he is plucked out as a 
free-trader and as an enemy of his country, while ‘‘all the gardens of 
Gul in their prime” yield not roses enough for the garlands with which 
the brows of his companions in opinion are bound. Yet I fancy the 
people will see the force of his logic and listen to him when he tells 
them: 

These laws, as their primary and plain effect, raise the price to consumers of 
all articles imported and subject to duty by precisely the sum paid for such du- 


ties. Thus the amount of the duty measures the tax paid by those who purchase 
for use these imported articles. 


THE PRESIDENT’S MESSAGE AND THE MILLS BILL. 
The President justly says: 

The taxation of luxuries presents no features of hardship; but the necessaries 
of life used and consumed by all the people, the duty upon which adds to the 
cost of living in every home, should be greatly cheapened. 

Thus he points out the benefits of free raw materials to manufact- 
urer, laborer, producer, and consumer. He further says: 

It would not only relieve them (the manufacturers) from the increased cost 
caused by the tariff on such material, but the manufactured product being thus 
cheapened, that part of the tariff now laid upon such product, as a compensa- 
tion to our manufacturers for the present price of raw material, could be accord- 


= 


ingly modified. Such reduction, or free importation, would serve beside to 
largely reduce the revenue. It is not apparent howsucha change can have any 
injurious effect upon our manufacturers, On the contrary, it would appear to 
give them a better chance in foreign markets with the manufacturers of other 
countries, who cheapen their wares by free material. Thus our people might 
have the opportunity of extending their sales beyond the limits of home con- 
sumption—saving them from the depression, interruption in business, and loss 
caused by a glutted domestic market, and affording their employés more cer- 
tain and steady r, with resulting quiet and contentment. 


It was once said of an English statesman that he had found his ad- 
versaries in bathing and had run off with their clothes. If the Repub- 
lican leaders who used to lead could rise from their graves they might 
say now with no little trath that Democracy found the present Re- 
publican party bathing in the China seas and ran off with their 
clothes, but I apprehend they would be compelled to add when they 
found their colleagues in September on the edge of adjournment with- 
out accomplishing anything, that they ran off without any clothes; 
or if they should yet propose a bill, that they had ordered a new suit 
at Chicago but were reluctant to try it on lest it should tarn out to 
be a second-hand Chinese garment and a misfit, 

These are wise words which I have quoted from the President, and 
now let us see how the Mills bill responds. 

THE MILLS BILL, AND ITS AGGREGATE REDUCTION OF TAXES. 

The Mills bill, entitled ‘‘A bill to reduce taxation and simplify the 
laws in relation to the collection of the revenue,” passed the House 
July 21, 1888. It has been before us over two months. It is noten- 
tirely based upon the lines of the President’s recommendation; it does 
not entirely meet my views; and it might doubtless be said truly that 
it does not entirely reflect the views of any one individual. It is not, 
and is not claimed to be, a scientific measure; but it aims at, and if 
permitted to become a law it would achieve, practical and beneficent 
results. Its leading characteristics, considered generally, are these: 

1. It reduces taxation annually to the extent of $78,000,000. 

2. This reduction arises under three heads, that is, a reduction of 
$25,000,000 of internal taxes on tobacco, a reduction of $31,000,000 by 
diminution of tariff duties, and a reduction of $22,000,000 by placing 
on the free-list articles that now yield that amount of tariff taxes. 

By its operation $78,000,000 that now are taken without necessity 
from the people would be left to fulfill the mission of currency, to 
stimulate business, to promote agriculture, commerce, and manufact- 
ures, to purchase in the marts of the world the subsistence and com- 
forts of the people which to that extent they are now denied by a 
greedy and absorbing treasury. 

More than one dollar a head would be in the hand of the people of 
the United States to perform the offices of money and to supply the 
wants for which money is needful. A refreshing rain in a dry summer, 
with crops drying up and man and beast longing for the water-brooks, 
would fally typify the release of seventy-eight millions of money into 
the workshops of industry and into the channels of trade. 


THE MILLS BILL AS IT AFFECTS THE INTERNAL-REVENUE SYSTEM—THE TOBACCO 
TAX ABSOLUTELY ABOLISHED. 


The Mills bill absolutely abolishes (1) all taxes on manufactured 
chewing tobacco, (2) all taxes on smoking tobacco, (3) all taxes on snuff, 
(4) all special taxes upon manufacturers of and dealers in said articles, 
and (5) all taxes upon wholesale and retail dealers in leaf-tobacco. 

These taxes as they now exist, and as they will continue unless the 
peices party as here represented will permit their repeal, are as 
follows: 


Tobacco, all kinds, per pound. . $0.08 
Snuff, or snuff-flour, manufa r 
pound,,....... wednbssvnescacspscese . .. .08 
Tobacco, manufacturers of......... 6.00 
Tobacco, dealers in manufactured..... 2.40 
Tobacco, dealers in leaf, wholesale n.n... s.s ses seses seers 12.00 
Tobacco, dealers in leaf, retail, $250, and 30 cents per do! 
a year, . 
Tobacco, peddlers, with more than two horses.. asas . 30.00 
Tobacco, peddlers, with two horses............ 15.00 
Tobacco, peddlers, with one horse, SOS 6! 
Tobacco, peddlers, on foot, ete... cesses seen ESTER E. 


The only internal taxes in reference to tobacco which are retained 
are (1) a special tax of $3 annually on manufacturers of cigars, who 
now pay $6; and (2) a special tax of $1 annually on dealers in to- 
bacco. I cite here the sections of the bill which effect these results: 


Sec, 25. Thaton and after the lst day of October, 1888, all taxes on manufactured 
chewing tobacco, smoking tobacco, and snuff, all special ‘taxes upon manufact- 
urers ofand dealersin said articles,and all taxes upon wholesale and retail dealers 
in leaf-tobacco be, and are hereby, re ed: Provided, That there shall be al- 
lowed a drawback or rebate of the full amount of tax on all original and un- 
broken factory packages of smoking ahd manufactured tobacco and snuff held 
by manufacturers, factors, jobbers, or dealers on said Ist day of October, if claim 
therefor shall be presented to the Commissioner of Internal Revenue prior to 
the Ist day of January, 1889, and otherwise. No claim shall be allowed and no 
drawbacks shall be paid for an amount less than $5, and all sums required to 
satisfy claims under this act shall be paid out of any money in the Treasury, not 
otherwise sppropeses- 1t shall be the duty of the Commissioner of Internal 
Revenue, w © approval of the Secretary of the Treasury, to adopt such 
rules and regulations and to prescribe and furnish such blanks and forms as 
may be necessary to cn this section into effect. 

SEC. 26. [That on and after the Ist day of October, 1888, manufacturers of cigars 
shall each pay a special tax of $3 annually, and dealers Ìn tobacco shall each pay 
a tax of $l annually. Every person whose business is to sell or offer for 
sale cigars, cheroots, or cigarettes shall, on and after the Ist day of October, 1888, 
be regarded as a dealer in tobacco. and the payment of any other special tax 
shall not relieve any person who sells cigars, cheroots, or cigarettes from the 
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fined, for selling own products at the place of manufacture. ] 

I rejoice, Mr. President, that this achievement of Democracy can be 
no longer disputed. The tobacco planters and tobacco dealers of the 
State whose representative I am have long desired this consummation, 
and a few have vainly believed that it would come through Republican 
agencies. It has come now through a Democratic House of Represent- 
atives where the Republican party stoodin phalanx againstit. Ifear 
that it will soon be seen that the Republicans here will kill it, and then 
go before the people and read their platform adopted at Chicago in June 
last, wherein they say they are ‘‘ for repealing the taxes on tobacco.” 
If so, here and now is the place to show it. 

Iam that this promise has come at last. A few years ago, when 
the Senator from Maryland [Mr. GoRMAN] made an effort to get off 
the tobacco tax, the Republican party, by its Senators here, resisted 
and defeated his effort, and Hon. JOHN SHERMAN, of Ohio, uttered 
his party creed when he said: 

This tobacco tax, of all others, isthe easiest collected, the most certain, increas- 
ing constantly from year to year, dependent upon an a; ite that will be in- 
duiged no matter what may be the tax; a tax that has been more stable than 
any other. No amount of tax likely to be put upon tobacco will prevent its 
helig chewed and smoked and snuffed. In all other countries where taxation 
prevails this is a favorite subject of taxation. * è * Isay the tax on tobacco 
does not diminish the price to the farmer who raises it, * * * And Isay we 
ay eee tbr: off a tax which, by the judgment of all nations, is the best source 
O: n : 

This is all changed now, and I am glad of it; and I only hope that 
the Republicans will not play fast and loose with this promise as they 
have done so egregiously with their former promises to ‘‘reduce the 
surplus” and their oft-repeated theories for free raw materials. 

THE DEMOCRATIC POLICY NOW OUTLINED ALREADY INITIATED AND PARTIALLY 
PERFECTED BY THE REPUBLICANS. 

The Democratic party can not claim originality for the policy in- 
augurated by Cleveland and the Mills bill. When the President’s 
message was read to us last December, and when the press was teem- 
ing with the varied criticisms of public men upon it,I was struck and 
amused likewise with the animadversion of one Republican Co: 
man to the effect that there was not an original idea init. True, there 
were some original and pungentobservations, such as that ‘‘ we confront 
a condition, not a theory,’’ and that the discussion of protection and 
free trade was a mere ‘* handying of epithets,” and that ‘‘ free trade 
is absolutely irrelevant.” But the Republican critic was right in the 
remark that it contained no original idea. Neither do I hope to in- 
vent an original idea, in my remarks, nor have I seen an original idea 
as yet in any of the observations of the regiment of speakers who have 
delivered their views. 

Napoleon did not have an original idea when he charged the enemy’s 
center at Wagram, but he struck the right blow in an old-fashioned 
way at the right time, and proved himself master of the art of war in 
doing it. Cleveland’s ideas are not original. They are those broad 
ideas which have been concurred in by the greatest statesmen of the old 
Whig party, of the modern Republican party, and of the Democratic 
party alike. The genius he has displayed is not that of the inventor, 
but that of the calm, contemplative, courageous statesman who gathers 
and groups great ideas, and hurls them like a battalion upon the center 
of opposition. 

The Republican party has made a mistake in antagonizing them. 
Tt has liberally furnished Democracy with the free raw materials of 
argument. Why will it not unite with us in the manufacture of 
measures to enforce it? The grievance that they now suffer under is 
the fact that they have preached the President’s doctrines and have 
commenced the inauguration of his policy, and, alas, have halted when 
they should have pressed forward; and that he has come and seized the 
field and is now advancing the Democratic flag to victory. Why, Mr. 
President, sixteen years ago the Republicans began what Cleveland is 
now completing and they retarding—for what reason? The Siamese, 
it is said, paint their teeth black because, as they allege, the devil has 
white ones. The Democratic teeth are very white and glistening just 
at present, and can be seen through their broad smiles, and this is the 
only reason discoverable why the black polish is being so diligently 
rubbed upon those of the Republicans, Let us look into this Repub- 
lican free-trade business. 

FREE HIDES. 


In 1872, there being then a Republican Congress in both Houses and 
James G. Blaine being Speaker of the House, the Republican in- 
troduced free trade in hides. Under the Walker tariff of 1846 hides 
had been taxed 5 per cent., and from 1861 to 1872, 10 per cent. When 
this gteat change occurred there was no outcry that the country would 
be ruined, and when General Grant signed the bill as President he was 
not denounced as conspiring to blow us up with British free trade. 

The effect of free trade in hides for sixteen years has been fully 
tested. In no respect has the country received any injury from it; in 
many respects it has received benefits. Cattle have multiplied and in- 
creased in value. The number of oxen and other cattle furnishing 
hides has increased from 16,000,000 head to 34,000,000 head. ‘Thatis 
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more than doubled. Their value has increased from $321,000,000 to 
$611,000,000, nearly doubled. Evidently the cattle-owner greatly 
prospered with free hides. 

The tanners who turn the hides into leather have prospered, ang the 
manufacturers of leather into boots and shoes and other articles have 
prospered, the Treasury has been rid of an unnecessary tax, and the 
pone have been furnished with cheaper articles of necessity. Cheaper 

rness, cheaper trunks, cheaper boots and shoes for the people,.and 
prosperity to all connected with their production. 

A certain Republican Representative in the House told a joke not 
eee since the point of which turned out in the wrong direction. Said 

e: , 


I was making a speech to an immense crowd of farmers. I was making about 
the same sort of a speech that I am making to-day. I happened to refer, as I 
well remember, to the time when corn sold at 10 cents a bushel. At that point 
a prominent old farmer in the crowd whom I had known all my life—he was 
much older than myself, but we had been in the army togetherand I knew him 
very _well—called out, “Hold on a moment! Under the Democratic tariff of 
1846 I hauled 50 bushels of corn right across the river there and put it in Em- 
met Munday’s corn-crib for one pair of boots, the price being $5 for the boots 
and 10 cents a bushel for the corn.” Ithen said, “Jake’’—for down in m 
country I call people by their first names—“ how many people will 50 bi 
of corn shoe now under this rascally Republican policy of protection?” “By 
George! it would shoe a family of a dozen for at least two years.” [Laughter 
and applause,] That is a fair illustration. 


I accept this, too, as a fair illustration, but let us see where ‘‘ the 
laughter and applause °° comes in. 

lt is the fact that under the Walker tariff of 1846 the hides, such as 
these boots costing 50 bushels of corn were made of, were subject toa 
tariff tax of 5 per cent., and that now, when a whole family can get 
shoes for two years for the old price of one pair of boots, we are oper- 
ating under the policy of absolute free trade in the hides that make 
them. Is it wonderful that the farmers would like to have another 
dose of rnin of the same sort? 

How manufacturing has prospered with free hides’is testified from all 
sources. Hon. JOHN E. RUSSELL, of Massachusetts, says of the opera- 
tion of free trade in hides: 


Hides were brought into this country in enormous quantities, and the result 
was that whereas in 1870 or 1871 we had exported less than 2,000,000 pounds of 
sole-leather, within two or three years from that time—I will not be exact in 
statement of time—the exports of sole-leather rose to 11,000,000 pounds, and in 
1883 the tanners of this country were shipping abroad 34,000,000 pounds of sole- 
leather in one year. That is a raw material of the boot and shoe industry, and 
it is upon that raw material that that great industry, the second of the great 
industries of Massachusetts, stands to-day, and we want wool put in the same 
category. 

A New England Republican, Hon. J. H. GALLINGER, speaking on 
the subject, points out how the boot and shoe industry has increased, 
and how this policy furnishes a market for Southern hides instead of 
injuring their value. He says: 

In the manufacture of boots and shoes the entire country employs $/3,000,000 
in capital; over $102,000,000 are expended for material, and from it products aré 
manufactured to the extent of over $166,000,000. Of this industry, feltand known 
in every home of the nation, and marked in the foot-prints of the legislators from 
the Southern States, the six New England States employ nearly twenty-five 
millions of capital, considerably more than one-half of ail; they pay $70,000,000 
ior material, about three-fourths of all, and yield a product of $112,000,000, 
slightly over two-thirds of the whole, and are the best customer for hides that 
the South has or will have in all time to come, 


A recent writer in the Buffalo Courier says: 


Our manufacturers of leather and of boots and shoes are ars ai and, in 
spite of the fact that the duties on these articles are comparatively very low, 
our factories not only control the home market, but also have a large export 
trade. Our exportsof leather, boots, and shoes, and other products of leather in 
1887 were over $10,000,000, as against $500,000 of exports of woolen goods. Now, 
mark you the significance of the fact that in 1887 the importations of hides and 
other skins, free of duty, amounted to nearly $25,000,000. The prosperity of our 
leather industries'depends in no small degree upon free raw materials. But is 
there not as good reason for putting a duty on raw hides as there is for retain- 
ing the high duties on raw wools? The Department of Agriculture estimated 
that on January 1, 1887, the value.of the cattle of the United States was in round 
numbers $1,042,000,000, and the value of the sheep only $90,000,000, or but a little 
more than one-twelfth of the valueof thecattle. The value of the raw-hide prod- 
ucts of our cattle industries is nearly one-third greater than the value of raw- 
wool products of our sheep industries. We haye free hides, and why should 
we not haye free wool? 


How about the wage-earner who works in free raw hides? Has he 
suffered? By no means. Far from it. 

From a table compiled by A. R. Whitney, esq., which has been quoted 
in the press and by speakers, it ap that the average weekly wages 
of shoemakers is $6 in England, $12 in the United States. This item 
is of itself enough to show that the worker in unprotected articles is 
not dependent for his wages on high tax or tax of any kind; and that 
conditions as to raw materials being equal he can double the wages of 
his English competitor. 

Honor to whom honor is due; and I give all due honor to our Re- 
publican friends who have so successfully initiated that policy of free 
raw materials which has been so beneficial. In the book of debits and 
credits let this big item go to the credit side. 


FREE HIDES ARE SUPPLEMENTED BY FREE SALT, FREE WOOL, FREE LUMBER, 
AND FREE TIN-PLATE. 


With this demonstrated beneficial effect of putting hides on the free- 
list before them, the Mills bill has extended the policy to other raw ma- 
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terials that stand in a similar category, and the leading free-list items 
are as follows: 
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These reductions are most vigorously assailed; but when the consider- 
ations for- putting them on the free-list, like free hides, are adduced, 
it will be found that they are cogent and convincing. 

FREE SALT. 

Salt is the necessity of natare. The land is filled with it, the sea is 
seasoned with it, the quick rejoice in it, and the dead are preserved 
by it. The dumb beasts gather to the salt-licks, and all animated nat- 
ure seeks it and needs it as they need light, heat, water, and air. Itis 
the prime tonic of existence. 

Sixty millions of people, 12,000,000 of horses, 2,000,000 of mules, 
14,000,000 of milch-cows, 33,000,000 of other cattle, and 44,000,000 
sheep all yearn for salt. g 

The farmer needs it for his stock, the dairyman for his butter, the 
meat-packer for his meat, the fisherman for his fish, the housewife for 
her pickle, the physician for his pharmacy, and everybody for his 
victuals. 


Thomas Jefferson recommended free salt in his message of 1806, and 
Thomas Benton called the denial of it ‘‘ impiety against nature.” Re- 
publican statesmen have joined with Democrats in demanding it, and 
now Democracy in the Mills bill tenders free salt, and the abolition 
thereby of more than half a million of taxes which are now paid upon 
the importation of a million and a half dollars’ worth of it—a tax of 33 

r cent, 
arate are now remitted upon salt used in curing fish taken by 
licensed vessels or in curing fish on the shores of the navigable waters 
of the United States. 

Why is it the fisherman has a privilege denied to the farmer, the 
dairyman, und the meat-packer? Upon what salt do these our fisher- 
men feed, that they have grown so great? Is not this in contravention 
of the Constitution, that requires duties to be uniform throughout the 
United States, and why shall not all have free salt? 

If free salt be not advantageous, why have the Republicans inflicted 
it upon our fishermen? If it be advantageous, why have they refused 
it to our farmers as well? - 

FREE LUMBER, 

As soon as the savage begins civilized ways he wants a house to live 
in, a lot fenced in, a bedstead to sleep upon, a bench or chair to sit 
upon, and utensils to work with; and with the timber of the felled for- 
est he makes them. Infancy,is rocked in a cradle, old age totters upon 
a cane, and death reclines in a coffin; and the forest farnishes them. 

The hut and the palace, the table, the wagon, the car, the ship, the 
bridge, the plow, the plane, all these spring from the same source; and 
the lumber tax fixes upon them—couches in the cradle, climbs into the 
pulpit, and dies not in the grave. 

Free lumber is in the Mills bill, to release over a million of surplus 
taxes and to give to nature fair play. 

Lumber is not an article that responds readily tosupply and demand. 
It is limited in quantity, and he who plants can not live to reap. It 
is limited in locality, and distant transportation eats up its value as it 


It has been pointed out by Republican representatives, as well as 
Democratic, that the lumber kings have possessed themselves of four- 
fifths of the white-pine region east of the Rocky Mountains; that Cana- 
dian workmen cross the boundary line, take the places of Americans as 
hired timber-cutters, and carry home their wages; that a few hundred 
men monopolize the timber possessions; and that'by the enforced destruc- 
tion of our forests agriculture is being injured by changed climatic con- 
ditions, and our timber resources are being rapidly despoiled. Alread 
the people of the North and West are seeking by timber-culture acts 
and arbor days to create or replenish their timber supplies; and if in 
1869, when Blaine spoke so warmly in behalf of the frontiersmen, we 
needed free lumber, how much the more do we need it now! 

FREE TIN-PLATE. 

There is not a pound of tin-plate manufactured in the United States, 
There is not a tin mine open in the United States. The people need 
tin for the roofs over their heads, for the cups and buckets they drink 
out of, for the plates they eat out of, and for the cans in which they 
preserve their food. The rich may supply its place from roof and gut- 
ter to table and kitchen; but it is the poor man’s metal, and the peo- 
ple of this country, without protecting a single miner or manufacturer 
of tin, pay a needless tax upon its importation of $5,000,700 a year. 

An attempt was made in the House of Representatives to increase 
this tax, it being argued that some day or other somebody or other 
would find a tin mine and somebody else or other would manufacture 
tin; and it was urged that the broad doctrine of protection should an- 
ticipate the future and hold out its sheltering arms to enfold the in- 
fant industry that might possibly be born when the lucky star should 
arise in the now darkened heavens, 


I have seen somewhere an account of a comic drama in which Adam 
passes across the stage going to Paradise to becreated. The high-tariff 
tin-plate statesmen evidently caught their cue from some such inspira- 
tion; but I expect that the plain, common-sense people of the country 
will hardly be willing to pay over five millions of tax a year for a ticket 
to the great protection theater while waiting for the curtain to rise and 
disclose the play which some unborn dramatist is to write and some 
unborn actor is to play. 

In one county in the district from which I come, the county of Bote- 
tourt, there are now twenty-tliree fruit and vegetable canneries. The 
thrifty peopie of that county, and indeed now of that entire section, 
are covering their fields with gardens and orchards, and the tin can is 
the conveyance that carries their produce to market. Two millions’ 
worth of canned salmon, fourteen millions’ worth of canned lard, four 
millions’ worth of canned fruits and meats reach consumers from dif- 
ferent parts of the country in the same way. 

The tax on tin-plate is 33 per cent. of its cost, and the manufacture 
of tin cans isa large and growing industry in New York, Chicago, 
Philadelphia, and Baltimore, the latter city turning out annually 150,- 
000,000 cans. Manufacturers, producers, and consumers have a com- 
bt interest in free tin-plate, and Democracy tenders it in the Mills 

FREE WOOL, 

Every human being needs a covering for his head, his body, his feet, 
his bed, and desiresit for his floor’ A cheap hat, a cheapsuitof clothes, 
cheap stockings, a cheap blanket, and a cheap twill supply them. 
Cheapshoes have come with free hides to make out of, and itisa 
little diffienlt to see why the freedom that we stand upon should not en- 
velop our frames, cover our heads, and be vouchsafed to us in free wool. 
Sixty millions of free people stand in need of these necessities, the 
Northern ple amidst the snows more than the Southern people 
under genial suns. 

There sre about forty-four millions of sheep and about one million of 
sheep-owners in the United States. Suppose it were true, which I 
deny, that a cheap protection to the human back would make cheap 
wool on the sheep’s back, and that some profit would be lost to the 
one million of sheep-owners to give the gain to sixty millions of wool 
wearers, would not cheap clothes to the many be better than dear wool 
to the few? 

The venerable and much respected Senator from Vermont[Mr. Mor- 
RILL], who I regret has been called from his place, thinks that Presi- 
dent Cleveland showed wantof sympathy for the owners of small flocks 
of sheep in advocating free wool. I wonder that it did not occur to 
him that sympathy for the many who have no flocks and who want 
clothes was just as Christian a virtue, and more in accordance with the 
scriptural injunction to ‘‘ remember the poor.” 

It is very unlikely that free wool would either diminish the number 
of sheep in the United States or depreciate the price of wool; for this 
reason, that the more goods a manufacturer can make and sell the more 
wool he will want and the cheaper he can sell, and that now the 
American manufacturer is restricted both in materials and market. A 
small profit on a large output is more remunerative than a large profit 
on a small output; and thus the seeming paradox is answered of cheaper 
clothes with a firm price for wool. The American manufacturer can 
not now compete with his British rival, because that rival gets free 
wool] from all parts of the world; and he can not. Henceitis that we 
import forty-four millions worth of woolens a year and pay thereupon 
twenty-nine millions of tax. 

We need annually over 600,000,000 pounds of wool to supply our 
market, an average of about 10 pounds to the man; and we produce, in 
round numbers, less than 300,000,000 of pounds, or about 4 pounds to 
the man. We have got to buy more than we produce, and no good 
reason can be assigned for taxing the people upon wool in order to force 
us to pay big prices to foreigners of $5,899,816.63, unless the Repub- 
lican doctrine of taxing luxuries and not necessaries be interpreted to 


y | show that clothes are not included in their bill of fare amongst the 


necessaries of life. 

The cattle from which free raw hides are taken are worth about 
twelve times as much as the sheep from which wool is taken. Why 
is the lesser ‘‘ protected’? and the larger left free? 

Wool is now taxed an estimated average of about 26 per cent. and 
woolen goods 68 per cent. Ifthe one million of sheep-owners lose the 
benefit of a 26 per cent. tariff, let it be remembered that at the same 
time fifty-nine millions of people who own no sheep will get the benefit 
of 30 per cent. reduction in the tariff on woolen goods effected by the 
Mills bill, and that our woolen manufacturers will at thesame time be 
put in a position to compete with foreign manufacturers. 

Experience has not shown that the high tariff increases either the 
number of sheep or the price of our domestic wool. There are half a 
million less in Pennsylvania to-day under a high tariff on wool 
than in 1869 with a lower tariff, and a million less in New York. In 
Michigan under an increased tariff in 1867 sheep reduced in number 
from four to two millions. Under the existing high tariff the number 
of sheep decreased four millions from 1886 to 1887. 

The labor cost in sheep-raising is less than in almost any industry. 
The sheep raise themselves in regions where population can not thrive 
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and on what can neither be sold norotherwise consumed. No plea for 
the protection of labor from the pauper labor of Europe can come in to 
defend the high tax, and it is a sheer attempt to delude and bribe one 
class of our citizens intoa grand ‘‘combine’’ to keep high taxation for 
class benefit. 

Thesheep barons who have bought up vast tracts of land in the West 
and own sheep by tens of thousand may impede this reform. The 
farmers who own small flocks know full well that even if a trifling loss 
ensue in the price of wool they will be more than compensated in the 
cheaper clothes of themselves, their wives, and children, and that one 
or two cheaper coats or dresses will give them back far more than they 
can lose. 

In my own State, Virginia, we have less than half a million of sheep 
and more than a million anda half of people, and the importance of the 
human and the sheep interests can be readily compared, 

The experience of England on this question is worthy of notice. It 
was pointed out by Henry Wilson, of Massachusetts, that under the ad- 
mission of woo] duty free the production of native wool increased 100 
per cent., and no one has better explained the philosophy of the sub- 
ject than another distinguished Republican, Hon. W. B. ALLISON of 
Iowa. Our Republican neighbors have supplied abundant information 

‘and advice on this subject. With them— 
Knowledge comes, but wisdom lingers. 

But let me quote from Mr. ALLISON, who has said: 


I will say with regard to the duty on wool and woolens, that I it not 
as an intentional fraud, but as operata as though it were a fraud upon the 
t body of the people of the United States. [ allude to the woolen tariff, a 


w the effect of which has been to materially injure the sheep husbandry of 


this country. Ina single county in the State of Iowa, between 1867 and 1569, 

the number of sheep was reduced from 22,000 to about 18,009 in two years, and 

what is true of this county is true to a greater or less extent of other counties in 

Iowa, and during this time the price of wool has been constantly depreciated. 
Here he was questioned, as follows: 


Mr. Lawrence. I should like the gentleman to inform me how a reduction of 
the duties on wool and woolen goods would inure to the advantage of the wool- 
grower? 

And he answered: 


Mr. Auursos. I will tell the gentleman how, in my judgment, the wool- 
grower will be benefited. Asthe law now is, the tariff uponthe fine wools ofa 
character not produced in this country is 100 per cent. upon their cost. The 
tariff upon woolens of the same class is only about 50 per cent., so that the finer 
woolen goods are imported, and not the coarser fabrics. Before the tariff of 
1867 our manufacturers of fine goods mixed foreign fine wools with our do- 
mestic product, and were thus afle to compete successfully with the foreign 
manu urer of similar wools: But being prohibited from importing this class 
of wools, these fine goods can not now be produced in this country as cheaply 
as they can be imported. Consequently mills that were formerly engaged in 
producing these goods have been compelled to abandon business or manufacture 
the coarser fabrics. If they could afford to manufacture those fine goods they 
would make a market which we do not now have for our fine wools to be 
mixed with other fine wools of a different character from abroad. This want 
of a market, 25 I understand it, is the reason why our fine wools now command 
so lowa price. There is no demand for them at home, and we can not export 
them in competition with fine wools grown in other countries, 


Thus it is plainly shown that the Democratic scheme is for the uni- 
versal good, 

THK SURPLUS CONTINUES IN THE TREASURY AND EXCESSIVE TAXATION GOES ON, 

And now, Mr, President, I shall leave to other persons or to other 
occasions the further discussion of the manifold phases that the tarift 
question presents, conscious that I have touched in many respects 
only the surface of a vast subject whose depths are not easily fathomed. 
But meanwhile the surplus of one hundred and thirty millions of the 
people’s money remains in the Treasury and excessive taxation goes on. 
That surplus is the exact measure of the deficit in the people’s pockets, 
and, like the unjust steward in Scripture, the Republican party can 
only say of it, “We have buried it in a napkin.” 

The Treasury of the United States is to-day the mausoleum of the peo- 
ple’s wealth, and the Republican party issitting on the coffin-lid, bafiling 
and rebutting every attempt of Democracy to knock the nails out of 
the coffin, and to let that wealth rise in resurrection and go forth to 
discharge indebtedness, enhance prices, employ labor, quicken indus- 
try, to fill the sail, turn the mill, enliven the workshop, and speed the 
plow. The stupendous fact remains with us that annually one-fourth 
of all our currency, twenty-five cents in every man’s dollar, is con- 
sumed in Federal taxation. 

The shameful spectacle abides that our miners dig out of the earth 
annually fifty millions of gold and thirty millions of silver, but that 
toil only brings this precious fruit to the light to witness its seiz- 
ure by tax-gatherers and its disappearance into the darkness of a Treas- 
ury vault, which, like the sea, refuses to give back its dead. No 
nation in Europe or Asia or Africa could rest easy under such con- 
ditions, for the mine beneath it would scatter it to atoms. And that 
the people of America bear and forbear is only because they are the 
grandest in the world, with faith that time and patience will work out 
their redemption, and that Democracy will ere long complete that mis- 
sion which Providence has assigned and to the fulfillment whereof its 
leader has led the way. 

The people of this country can not be cajoled by Republican boasts 
“that they have heretofore abolished hundreds of millions of war taxes. 
‘They are well aware of the character of these taxes, and of the Repub- 
lican policy in regard to them. They know full well that the vast 


wealth represented by United States bonds was never taxed at all, and 
that a Vanderbilt with his sixty millions of bonds never paid as much 
upon them to support the Government that protected them, and the 
people burdened to pay them, as the poor man who bought a blanket, 
a carpenter who bought a handsaw, or a laborer who smoked a pipeful 
of tobacco. 

They saw the Republican party go forward and repeal seventy-two 
millions of tax on incomes; seven millions of tax on railroads; and 
vast sums of taxes on corporate receipts, bank deposits, and bank cap- 
ital, aggregating in all $205,000,000. They have waited patiently for 
their turn to come; and now when a reduction of seventy-eight mill-~ 
ions of unneeded taxes is asked upon internal agricultural products, 
and upon the necessaries of life, they will not be put off by being told 
that the Republicans a long time ago took the taxes off of those most 
able to pay them. All through the year 1888 Democracy has toiled to 
fulfill its pledges to the people, and to render them trusty service. 

Congress assembled in December, 1887, and that it has been in ses- 
sion over nine months, and is still sitting in September, 1888, is a fact 
that pays silent but impressive tribute to the efforts of the Democratic 
party, its President, and its leaders to release the surplus, to diminish 
taxes, and to relieve the people’s burdens. 

That the Republicans in the House of Representatives, the popular 
branch of Congress, and the only branch empowered by the Constitu- 
tion to originate a bill for raising revenue, have utterly failed at this 
session to propose a bill, is a confession of party failure, of incapacity, and 
of thriftless, contumacious policy the most conspicuous in our political 


history. 

And that the Republican Senate at this late day is wrestling to form- 
ulate a proposition to supply the deficiencies of their party companions 
is a rebuke to them more withering than any sarcasm that could be 
put in phrases, and is a joinder in their plea of confession without 
avoidance, mingled with a tincture of eleventh-hour repentance. The 
time was when the Republican party was the leader of public opinion. 
That time is . Likeanold man to whom it is always afternoon 
it muses with half-shut eye, tells tales of its agility when it was young, 
and talks of days that have long since seen their sunsets. To the liv- 
ing it feebly breathes a belated hope which wears the countenance of 

espair. 

With a congested Treasury—with a crushing tax-system—a tax 
system under which you can hear the very grinding of the people’s 
bones—with a monopoly-ridden public clamoring for reformation, and 
labor pleading to be unburdened—it propounds to the country a Chi- 
nese platform, nominates a Presidential candidate with Chinese pro- 
clivities, relegates that candidate to the chimney-corner, recalls a luxu- 
riating tourist, who has been sunning himself in the smiles ofan itinerant 
millionaire, to make speeches in favor of ‘‘ trusts,” and proses through 
the dog days over a tariff bill which it is afraid to suppress, and is only 
pe to divulge when there is just time enough left for its hasty 

urial. 

The Gréek came into the world and filled it with images of beauty. 
The Roman came, and there arose before mankind the majesty of law; 
but the people were the second thought when he blazoned upon the 
standard of his legions, ‘‘ Senatus Populusque Romanus.” 

The Anglo-Norman-Saxon came; he gathered the treasnres of art, 
literature, and law from all lands and ages, and scattered them broad- 
cast over the earth under conquest’s crimson wing. 

Last and best the American came; liberty was revealed, and law 
bowed at its footstool. 

Democracy writes the name of the people before that of Senate or 
Assembly, It stands for their liberty now—the liberty of the people 
to be taxed only to the measure of their will and their need. It writes 
upon its banner— ’ 

Unnecessary taxation is unjust taxation— 
and in that sign it will conquer or fall. 


APPENDIX. 


ARTICLES IN WHICH NO CHANGE IS MADE, 


The following list is given in order that there may be no excuse for misappre- 
hension on the part of anybody as to those articles the dufy on which remains 
unchanged under the present law. This list has been prepared with equal care 
and shows that the rates on a large number of articles are not changed under 
the proposed bill. 


A large number of articles in which no change of rate is made between the present 
and ths proposed tariff. 


[n o, p., $ e., not otherwise provided for.) 


a NE EE ES oreto 
Gelatine and all similsr 
Fish £ 
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A large number of articles in which no change of rate is made between the present 


and the proposed tarif—Continued, 
Tariff tax on 
crit tn 
wo under 
Articles, the present 
law and the 
bill. 


gravity of 1,047 
Citric... 
Tartaric. 


Dextrine, burnt: starch, gum substitute or British gum.. 
Glucose or grape sugar. 
Oil of ba: iy leaves, essential, or ba; 
Soda and potassa, tartrate of Rochelle salt......... 
Stryehnie ox or strychnine and all salts thereof.. 
Tartars, Er refined, including less crystals, 
Ammon 
Anhydrous, liquefied by pressure.. 
Aqua, or water of............+ 
Muriate of, or sal-ammon 
Carbonate of 
Sulphate of.. 
manu me 
Cement, Roman, Portland, an 
Whiting a and Paris white: 


SCHEDULE A—continued. 
Aost, acetous, or pyroligneous not exceeding the spaas 


gpi ail other chalk pi S prolapsi ‘alu are not specially 
for z 


enumerated or prov: in this act. 


pirig roar gery ER 
Cobalt, oxide 
Potash, hy: PEPY iodide, and iodate of. 
Soda ash 
All coal-tar colors or dyes by whatever name known and not 
specifically enumerated or provided for in this act............ 
The Memes known as bone black, and ivory drop black, and 
ne AAP OAIE PI E O VERIA AETA e A E E RON 
Ocher oono earths, umber and pd earths, and sienna and 
sienna e when PTOI Bi T E AEEA 
All Desperstions known as esaii oils, expresses oils a 
ed oils, rendered oils (except olive 
oil, seal oil, and neat’s-foot oil) alkalies, alkaloids, and all 
combinations of any of the foregoing and all chemical 
compounds and salts, by whatever name known, n. 0. p... 
All earths or clays, wroagne or manufactured, n, 0. D- 
ee Sio soir includi i wat 
coholic perfumery, in uding cologne er. 
— spirits, containin, 
Akoko ing 
Alcoholic compounds, o.p. 
Feni pai 


salad oil, w 


g 50 per cent, of anhy 


Rolled or in sheets, but not made up into articles... 
When in finished or partly finished articles. 

Ether, sulphuric. an daeecicne 
Hoffman's anodyne 
Iodoform.. 

Ether, nitrous, spirits o (o 
Santonine, ........00 


Prepared chalk, erien] chaik, French chalk, red chalk, 


Fruit ethers, oils, or essences.... 
Oil or essence of rum......... 
Ethers of all kinds, n, o. p.. 
Coloring for brandy 


rations 
Ait medicinal Hb igen known as essences, ethers, ex- 
tracts, spine, tinctures and medicated wines, 
of which alcohol is & componen n. 0. p. 


SCHEDULE B.—EARTHENWARE AND GLASSWARE, 


Stoneware, above the capacity of ten gallons 
Fire-brick, and roofing and paving tile, n. o. p. 5 
Roofing slates. a 
Green and colored glass bottles, vials, demijohns, and carboys 
covered or uncovered, pickle or preserve jars, and other 
plain, molded, sal gage oe pena ang morea bottled PEN 


not cut, engrav 
If — and not otherwise Agn this i EAEN Y PE Tor.. 


Flint sa lime glass bottles and vials and a plain, molded, iS 
flint or lime ware; n. ©. p.. Xe! 
Itt filled „and not otherwise in this act provided ‘for, said 


shall pay exclusive of mend in REIS to the 


seses 


taglas (e 


and silyered) TOLUAREUOOOE DOR RNUEEEDONERDOOD FREDO ERREDEDE DETEDENEEENEETOREEE seeses ose 


sp sag 


BESSERER SH 
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Beas 


23.03 
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A large number of articles in which no change o; 3 Sor 
and the proposed tariff—Continued, 


ts made between the present 


Articles, 


SCHEDULE B,—EARTHEN WARE AND GLASSWARE—continued. 


All glass bottles and decanters, and other like vessels of glass 
shall, if filled, pper the same rates of duty in addition to any 
duty ‘chargeable n the contents, as if not filled, except as in 
this act otherwise specially poy ed for. 
rine and crown glass, polished, not eooni 10x15 inches 
Above tt that ceeding 
Above that and not exceeding 24x30 ince square. 
Above that and not exceeding 24x60 inches square 


Unpolished meng etnies and S GEEN PAORA: noss ex- 


her boaters een neneee 


square. 
Above that and not exceeding 16x24 inches square.. 
Above that and not exceeding 24x30 oea 
All above that ... woveseneeuas 
Cast polished plate glass, “unsilvered, not 
SQUARE... .csceessvece vee even pianoak opao oso 
Above that and not exceeding “lexz inches: square.. 
Above that and not exceeding 24x30 inches square....... 
Above bag ti and not SESAN 24x60 inches square.. 


All above i soseeosossoseóo e 
Cast polished plate silvered « ‘or looking-giass plates, not 
polished plat iss ee EN «ai esecepecnbocorasecnseey 
Above that and not ng ng 16x34 inches square.. 


Above that and not exseoding 24x30 inches square. 
But no looking-glass plates or plate glass silvered, w. en 
|, Shall pay a less rate of duty than that imposed u 
similar’ glass of like description not framed, but sh I be 
liable to pay in addition thereto 30 per cent. ad valorem. 


SCHEDULE C,—METALS, 


Iron ore, incJuding manganiferous iron ore, also the dross or re- 
siduum from burnt PY FICCG in. scciscccsnsnssceesavéecssenscee) massstancas 
Sulphur ore, as pyrites or sulphuret of iron in its natural state 
coni taining not more per cent. of COpper............-s0 
Provided, That ore containing more than 2 percent. of copper | 
esey” y ane aa thereto 2} cents per peund for the copper 
Marearen S he and cast scrap iron, and sorap steel....... 
But nothing shall be deemed scrap iron or scrap steel except 
waste or refuse iron or steel that has been in actual use and 
is fit only to be manufactured. 
Bar fron, rolled or hammered, comprising round iron not less 
than three-fourths of one inch in diameter, and square iron 
not less than three-fourths of one inch square...........css00 
Provided, That all iron in slabs, blooms, loops, or other forms 
less finished than iron in bars and more advanced than pig- 
fron, except castings, shall be rated as iron in bars, and pay 
a ‘duty accordingly; and none of the above iron shall pay a 
less rate of d aby than 36 pec DA 84 val orem. 
Boiler or other iron. ae or unsheared, skelp iron ae 
or rolled in groo 
Sheet iron thinner tha than B No. 29 wire gau gauge. = Sid 
Sheet iron or steel, aS or coated with zine or spelter, 
thinner than 25 wire gauge.............0:0rccssssssesereevesveessessssse see 
Polished, planished or adari sheet iron, or sheet steel by 
whatever name Gesignated............:sesseseseeresessssvesens sse ses sos 
Provided, Thatplate oraiachorta persion b 
— ted, other than the pol po plania ed, or 
here pola provided for, which has been pickled or cleaned 
or by any other material or process and which is cold rolled, 
shall pay one-quarter cent per pound more duty than the cor- 
respon ag gauges of common or black sheet or taggers iron. 
Corrugated or crimped sheet iron or Steel............00seserensesseses son eee 
Hoop, or band or scroll, or other iron, 8 inches or less in width 
and not thinner than No. 10 wire 
a 
vided for 


Fois ofiron Sona steel or forged iron, of whatever shape or 
in whatever of manufacture not specially enumer- 
ated or provided for in this act. Deal 

Redan irene or steel tubes or heey other than boiler. 


Simit and drag saws not over 9 inches wide....... 
Over 9 inches wide (none renee in 1886 or 1887). 
Oiroular GW sae ois oa5 se nncncsonseeesenaccnniascecdspnsccasecsoenensenssoadsceupnoasssess 
Steel ingot, cogged ingo! a ms, slabs, by whatever process 
dye-blocks or 


illets and bars and tapered 
or beveled rotten kabi strips and sheets of all 
gauges and wid plates of nil 
st 


or steel, m 
subacibanes for steel iocis; 
drys and loam or iron e: ded 


and iron punched or not punched, 
er in ioc aree pres used as 


tions and shapes of 
re, castings; all of the 
above classes of steel not 


i Gees y provided for in = 
act, valued at 4 cents a pound or less 
Aboye 4 cents a pound and not above 7 cents a pound... 


41.16 


25.04 


80, 34 


48,16 


80,78 
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A large number of ere in which no change of rate is made between the present | A large number of articles in which no change of rateis made between the present 


and the proposed tariff—Continued. 
Tariff tax on 
each $100 


worth under 
Articles. ne present 


law and the 
Mills bill, 


SCHEDULE C.—METALS—continued, 


Steel ingo cogged ingots, blooms, etc.—continued : 
alued above 7 cents a pound and not shee 10 cents per oth 08 
Above 10 cents per pound... ae per pound... 18.30 
Provided, That nail bon or steel ‘bars, Tods, strips, or steel 
sheets of whatever shape, and on alliron or steel bars of ir 
lar shape or section, cold rolled, cold hammered, or polishe: in 
any way in addition to the ordina process of hot rolling or 
hammering, there shall be paid one-fourth of a cent per pound ‘ 
in addition "to the rates provided in this act; and on steel cir- 
cular saw plates there shall be paid 1 cent per pound in addi- 
tion to the rate provided in this act. 
Iron or steel rivet, screw, nail, and fence wire, rods, round in 
coils and loops not ligh hter than No, 5 wire gauge, valued 


at 3} cents or less per pound... ... s.s.s» sessess Ee 31.47 
Screws, commonly called wood-screws, 2 inches or. over in jength. 26.17 
One inch and less than 2 inches in length............... SA hodi 61.17 
Over one-half inch and less than 1 inch in length... A 54.05 
One-half inch and Jess in len: PEA E AS E AE 44.59 
Iron = — wire smaller than No, 5 and not smaller than No. 


wio acy, fer gn PERAS Fokus abbas O AN ESARTE 26.34 

Smaller t -10 and not smaller than No. 16 wire gauge.. 45.04 

Smaller than No. 16 and not smaller than No. 26 wire gauge.. 38. 26 

aar me than No, 26 wire gaugo.......s.ssresse aaa 6.80 
That iron or wire, covered with cotton, silk, 


or other material, and wire commonly known as crinoline, cor- 
set, and hat wire, ‘shall pay 4 cents per pound in addition to the 
foregoing rates: And provided further, That no article made 
from iron or steel wire, or of wh oh steel or iron is a component 
pat of chief value, shall pay a less rate of duty than the iron or 
steel wire from which it is made, wholly or in part: And pro- 
vided further, That uon or steel wire cloths and iron or steel 
wire nettings, made in meshes of any form, shall pay a duty 
equal in amount to that imposed on iron or steel wire of the 
same gauge, and 2 cents a pound in addition thereto. There 
shall be paid on galvanized iron or steel wire (except fence ad 
one-half of 1 cent per pound in addition to the rate imposed o 
the wire of which it is made. On iron wire rope and iron wie 
strand, 1 cent per pound in saunon to the rates imposed on the 
wus of which it is made. On steel wire rope and wire strand, 

2 cents r ney in addition to the rates imposed on the wire 
of which it de. 

The Mills bill adds the following provision: 

Tron and steel wire and iron and steel wire galvanized, and 
hr manufacture of Pcs and — Ws and or iron ee ~~ 
ig pay the duties now provided by 

law: er ere no such duty shall be in excess of 60 
per cent. ad valorem. Steel not specially enumerated or 
Provided for in this ACt.......cseeccecseesereererrneenerteceneee 
MEERA Albata, or German silver unmanufactured... v 
All Spoon metal of which copper is a component material 
A T TN E EE EA AE O E E EN cesses ionnesen 13. 83 
All manufactures of copper or of which copper shall be a com- 
ponent of chief value not specially enumerated or pro- 


Wile for to CHS OE cic ssaissccckseceksovevsessensssanscesSpsnane lesen siaa a 35.00 
are tae a or pig, old brass, and clippings from brass or { ae 


Nickel, nickel oxide alloy of any kind in which nickel is the 


element of chief value...... 30.73 
15,00 
35.00 
Sosson: 10.00 
Steel T pines, engraved, stereotype plates 25.00 
Gold lenf 6. ssssses: cocscvepssncss craven ovens. coreassesse ed 28.17 
Muskets, rifles, and other fire-arms, n EARI Ea SN 25.00 
All sporting breech-loading shotguns, s nd pistols of all ieee 35.00 
Forged shotgun-barrels, ro RIOR couse kiielebayeesvlanvers 10.00 
Pen-knives, pooketkaiteno nii kinds, and razors, ... 50,00 
raa ASNE T an nce penn ese TA 
‘en-holders’ an pan olders or parts reof. 5 
Pins, solid ison cake neseue face ee pcapab ot EL OE IAA SET ONS EEA EA 30.00 
rg stl and Toisia and gilt articles and wares of all poet 
iranat RSE 19.57 
SCHEDULE D.—WOOD AND WOODEN-WARES. 
When lumber of any sort is planed or finished in addition to the 
rates herein provided there shall be levied and paid for 
each side so planed or finished 50 cents per 1,000 feet, board 
meas Š 7.00 
7.00 
leet, board measure .. 7.00 


000 fee: Ore 

The M Mills bt bill adds the anoak provisions: 
That if any export duty is laid upon the above-mentioned 
articles or either ot them by any country whence imported, all 
said articlesimported from said country shall be subject to duty 

as now provided by law. 

House and cabinet furniture in piece or rough and not finished.. 30.00 
Casks and panai; onp: sugar-boxes, shooks and packing- 
boxes, and packi ing-box shooks of wood, not specially 

enumerated or provided for in this a0b......ssssssesssesseesseessen 30.00 


SCHEDULE E,—SUGAR, 


The Mills bill adds the following provisions: 
Provided, That if an export duty shall Lorna be laid upon 
si or molasses by any country from whence the same may 
be imported, such su; or molasses so im ported shall De sauet 
to duty as provided by law at the date of passage of this act. 
SAL COSY OD GOUSE OD AE E S N 59,29 


and the proposed tarif—Continued. 


Tarif tax on 
sn ap 
worth under 
Articles, the present 
law and the 
Mills bill. 
SCHEDULE F.—TOBACCO, $ 
Cigars, cigarettes, and cheroots of all kinds, paper cigars and $107. 94 
cigarettes including WraPPer..........s0rssssoressreeeseresteersse cee 134. 87 
Leaf-tobacco, of which 85 per cent. is of the requisite size and of 
the necessary fineness of texture to be suitable for wrap- 
pers and of which more than one hundred leaves are re- 
quired to weigh a pound, if not stemmed... m.ssesssrsssrssssressre 81,57 
If stemmed. None imported in 1887. 
All tobacco in leaf, unmanufactured and not stemmed ........ 71,17 
Tobacco StOMS ........0000ccsce. onssa oso pecsweessssectneseqsftiuptesuronzsovesy 113. 23 
Tobacco, manufactured, of all” ‘descriptions, and stemmed to- 
bacco n not specially enumerated or provided for in this Aa 
Snuff or snuf- flour, manufactured of to tobacco ground dry or 
damp and pickled, scented and otherwise, of all descri 
a OT AER deesses ena soosi dnacedvadeppeosastens 150. 04 
Tobacco, unmanufactured, | n.o.p phe ren es swnseedpodeuacendepsnopenien! 30. 
SCHEDULE G.—PROYVISIONS. 
Animals, live...... 20.00 
Meat, extract of .. 20.00 
ER S 30.14 
24.78 
Sooda 18.91 
Wheat.. 17.16 
Rye and SSE 16.80 
Barley, peated: patent, ‘or hulled. 4,23 
Barley, malt, per bushel of 34 poun: 27.38 
Indian corn or maize... sss. 17.98 
29.51 
15, 98 
12,17 
20.00 
19, 89 
51,38 
42,64 
20.00 
23.03 
14.32 
13. 68 
30.07 
saata igo pindo nesndy Sesars 17.94 
RAE 26. 95 

inches wide, and 1} inches Aeep...........scssssecseeee cereeecenrnesnees | 21.76 
In quarter boxes measuring not more than 4} inches Wigs: 

3} inches wide, and 1} inches deep, 2} cents each...... oak 29.14 
When imported ‘in any “other form PARA 40.00 5 
Fish preserved in oil, except anchovies a d sardines.. a 30.00 
Salmon and all other fish, prepared or preserved, and pre- 

pared meats of all kinds, TL. O, Doses» aay epo diate 25.00 

Pickles and sauces of all kinds, n.o. pas 35.00 
Potatoes, 15 cents per bushel, amounting upo: ae 
30.00 
36.56 - 
7.67 
Neg a 
xes of capacity not exceeding 2} cubie feet........ 22.72 
In one-half boxes, capacity not exceeding 1} cubic feet........ 20. 43 
In barrels, capacity pos exceeding that ot the 196-pound. 
a R E S As oI MET 24.28 
Lemons— 
In boxes of capacity not exceeding 2} cubic feet. 16,15 
In one-half boxes, capacity not exceeding 1} cub 16. 80 
In bulk om 38.00 
Lemons and orang 20. 00 
Limes and grapes.. 20.00 
Fruits preserved in i 20. 00 
Comfits, sweetmeats, or fruits preserved in sugar, ts, 
sirup or molasses not otherwise specified or provided for 
TE in this act, and jellies of all kinds 35.00 
Nuts: 
Almonds, shelled... 50.58 
Filberts and wainu 54.79 
Nuts of all kinds, shelled or uns i 44.38 
SCHEDULE H.—LIQUORS. 
Champagnes and all other sparkling wines: 
In bottles containing onan ut more than 1 quart and more 

than 1 pint............... EAE 54.76 

Containing not m o 2 
pint.... 50.00 

Céntaint 51.48 
In bottles containing more than 1 q ch 

to $7 per dozen bottles; $2,25 per gallon excess.. 71.57 

Still wines: 

In casks... 29.36 
In bottles, 


do: ng 

each not more than lquartand morethan 1 pint ortwenty- 

four bottles contain ne each not more than 1 pint; and 

any excess beyond these quaatities found in such bottles 

shall be su neo to a duty of 5 cents per pint or fractional 

ey ees but no separate duty shall be collected on 
e bottles. 
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A large number of iige by apse no change of rate is made between the present 


the proposed tarig—Continued. 
Tariff tax on 
S aA 
worth under 
Articles. the present 
law and the 
Mills bill. 
SCHEDULE H.—LIQUORS— continued. 
Vermuth, the same duty as on still wines............. he 
Wines, Danay; and otherspirituous liquors, ARRERA in bottle, 
shall be packed in packages containing not less than one 
dozen bottles in each package, and all such bottles, ex- 
cept as specially enumerated or provided for in this’ act, 
shall pay an additional duty of 3 cents for each bottle. 
Brandy ana other spirits manufactured or distilled from grain 
or other materials, and not seal? ari nee or aml 
vided for in this act, $2 per Kose peg 80. 67 
On all compounds or pre ich distilled spirils are. 
component part of eee ine .0. p., there shall be levied 
a duty of notless than’ thatim upon distilled spirits. 
liqueurs, arrack, absinthe, kirschwasser, ratafia, and 
other similar a pooper opie: or bitters con ing 
spirits, n. o. p., $2 per n WARN ihyosi £5.86 
Bay-rum or ba; aien be D beber É ‘ied or compounded, ‚$1 per 
gallon o! aai proof, si in proportion, for any greater 
strength oe A SSG LS 356. 39 
Ale, porter, Saree mars in bottles or jugs of glass, stone, orearth- | 
enware, 35 cents pergallon.........-..0 41.53 
Otherwise than in bottles or jugs of glass, stone, orearthenware 32 
Ginger ale; Or ginger Or oisor oi cicisschescecsenadasstepubscesiountetapscensasstiens 20. 00 
ut no 'separate or additional duty shall be collected on bot- 
tles or jugs containing the same. 
SCHEDULE I.—COTTON AND COTTON GOODS, 
On stockings, hose, half-hose, shirts, and drawers, and all goods 
niade on knitting machines or frames, composed wholly 
$ of cotton, and not herein otherwise provided for ....... 49.00 
On stockings, half-hose, shirts, and drawers, fashioned, nar- 
rowed, or shaped wholly or in part by knitting machines 
or frames, or knit by hand, and composed wholly of cot- S 
ton ” 
Cotton cords, “braids, “gimps, “galloons, webbing, ‘goring, sus. 
penders, braces, and all manufactures of cotton, n. o. Pir 
and corsets of whatever material composed..... 35.00 
Cotton laces, embroideries, insertings, trimmings, ‘Jace win- 
dow curtains, cotton and damask, hemmed handker- 
chiefs, and cotton velvet... s... SRN 40.00 
Cuffs, collars, shirts and other manufactures of Wearing. ap- 
parel, made in whole orin part of linen, n.o. P» and hy- 
draulic hose.......-. 0. E REA 35.00 
Flax or linen laces and insertings, embroideries, or manufact- 
ures of linen, if embroide or tamboured in the loom 
or otherwise, by machinery or with oe peste or other 
process, N.O. Prive casvevene cos eensensusecseve serene sosser cee ace ons ove cbos 30,00 
Seines and seine | gt Msie 20s poe asd tus uve sap vta cov aes ooa neds -vop 25.00 
SCHEDULE K.—WOOL AND “WOOLENS, 
Hemp and jute carpeting, 6 cents per square yard: 
Carpo anal J of wool, flax, or cotton, or parts of 
either or sad p mate: not herein specified................. Sii 40.00 
All other mats not exclusively of vegetable material, rugs, 
screens, COVETS, NASSOCKS........400esccenrsesereseraeccernscenssnrersese ree 40.00 
SCHEDULE L.—SILK AND SILK GOODS, 
Silk, partially manufactured from cocoons or from waste silk, 
and not further advanced or manufactured than carded 
or combed silk, 50 cents per pound........ssssssssessssssses sesse one 19. 
Aarona silk in gum, not more advanced than singles, tram, 
pans, sewin g-silk, twist, floss in ee and 
si AOO TEDS every d ption, p led ate 
On lastings eases ‘cloth, siik twist, or rag manufactures of 
clot , woven or made in patterns of such size, shape, or 
form or cut in such manner as to be fit for buttons exclu- 
BIW CNY oc. iccnnc cones escoe sonensecees ve. nenuncncossosas avense toners cddene tosses access 10.00 
All goods, wares, and merchandise, n.o. p., made of silk or of 
which silk is the component material of chief value....... 50.00 
SCHEDULE M.—BOOKS, PAPERS, ETC. 
Books, hle nted in English, bound or unbound, and 
= if RR na, o. el ca engravings, bound or unbound, 
ings, illustrated books, maps, and charts........ Ss, 25.00 
The Mills billalters as follows: 
Bibles, coger as mphlets, printed in other languages 
than Engl books and pamphlets and all publica- 
tions of Bish, an governments, and publications of foreign 
societies, historical or scientific, printed for gratuitous 
SRST INSU ARSO top Selec peratNondepepnns perencoeirseres Free list. 
Blank-books, bound or "unbound, andbiank-books for press 
COPYING .....-cceeesensees Saas Se Sovsecnbaebmepspioanl TEEN 20.00 
Paper, manufactures of, or of which paper is a ‘component 
material, n, 0. p.. oses: RESH 15.00 
Sheathing’ Pepay 5 ; ae =n 10.00 
per hangings an paper or screens or fire- ards, pa) r 
antiquarian, demy, drawing, elephant, foolscap, ae papet 
letter, note, and all other papet. 8 n. o Bi dea 25.00 
Pulp, dried, for paper-makers’ use 10.00 
SCHEDULE N.—SUNDRIES. 
Alabaster and spar stationery and ornaments...........sessseserrers 10.00 
Baskets and ali other articles composed of grass, osier, palm- 
leaf, whalebone, or willow, Or Straw, n., O. De.sssssssssssssesenses 30.00 


A large number of articles in which no change of rate is made between the present 
and the proposed 


terif—Continued. 


Articles. 


SCHEDULE N.—SUNDRIES—continued, 


Bladders, manufactures Of.....-0+.scsssessereensseceen een PONESE 
Bone, porni ivory, or vegetable PASA “manufactures of, 
SEY Fre SERRE AA PERO PE REA EN A eee Be 
Bonnets, his and hoods for men, women, and children, com- 
posed of chip, grass, palm-leaf, willow, or straw, or any 
peony vegetable substance, hair, whalebone, or other ma- 
MAL TEs E OAE TES OE E S RSIS 
Bouillons, or cannetille, metal threads, file or gespinst .. 
Bursstones, manufacturéd or bound up into mill-stones... 
Buttons and button-molds, n. o. p., not including brass, wilt or 
Silk buttons .„...erseseoroesensees 
Candles and ta et all kinds. 
Card-cases, poc 


seeeeceereeereee: 


WOE CL OONR so ises E E E E Os 


Coach and harness furniture of all ‘kinds, saddlery, coach and 
harness hardware, silver-plated, brass, brass-plated, or 
covered, common tinned, burnished or japanned, n. o. eo. 


Slack or culm, such as will pass through a half-inch screen... 

A nA and ae lisuus ai 
Combs of aii icinds.. 
Compositionsof glass or te, when not set... "i 
Coral, cut, manufactured, or set........ 


seeesessese, 


Corks and cork- bark, manufactured. 

Oryan GEME R aa aaa ahaa aaa na 

Dice, draughts, chessmen, chess-balls, “billiard and bagatelle. 
balls, of ivory or bone.......... moveees 6 onan sete peoctcchenesnnpumsebensseieeas 


Emery 7 eee and emery, manufactured, groun: d pulverized, or 
Epaniets: galloons, laces, knots, “stars, tassels, and wings, of 
gold, silver, or other metal... 0 eoraceseves woepenene setves coset 
Fire-crackers of all kinds.............. euros sasšos onssa cue 
Floor matting and floor mats exclusively of vegetable substances 
Fulminates, fulminating powders, and all like articles, n, o, P... 
Fur, articles made P A E E IEE SEAN ER N e Sek 
Gunpowder andall explosive su used for or mining, blast- 
ing, artillery or sporting purposes: z 
When valued at 20 cents or less per pound... 
Valued at 20 cents per pound. .....esesseressss se TEE RII EAS oad bor ten 
Hair-cloth known as“ crinoline cloth,” and ali other manufact- 
ures of hair, n. 0. Po..sesssssmsersr 
Hair-cloth known as “ hair seating”’.. 
Hair pencils,.......2-000++cccere see > 
Hats, materials a braids, | plaits, fia 
sleep ene for making or Senkasentine tale BOLAMAN TA 
hoods, composed of straw, chip, ove, palate, willow, 
ie we me, or any vegetable s nce or material, 


trresresssesesssessseeoessse nesses ses 


Aenean na aeeeneterneneteessoeers 


Hatters’ 1 eg not on the skin, “and dressed furs on the skin....... 
Inan Soy fabrics, composed wholly or in part of India-rub- 
I, 11. E PANATS PEIA DEAA E T ETABA 
Articles composed of I ndia-rubber, TL. Oy Picoveccesnscccersessodoceoooseens soe 
India-rubber boots and shoes......0+...ssessccsscserersvsceesensees seserserseeens 
Jet, manufactures and imitations 
Jew elry of all kinds........ G rears SREE gy Aen eg 
Leather, bend or belting leather, and Spanish or Karini sole 
leather, and leather, 1. O. D..s...ssecseco ssececosecepesvecvecoeces asses senses 
Calfskins, tann or tanned and d 
leather of all other kinds, and skins reaned and finished 
of all kinds, n. o. p., and skins of morocco, finished............ 
Skins for morocco, tanned, but Sprenger ae fe Saa 
All manufactures and articles of leather, or of which uy acs 
be a component Dart, Th, O. Dis ssssiss sees 


sreeeeseseseessesesee 


But no drawback shall be allowed on oil-cake madefrom im- 


ported seed. 
Musical instruments of all kinds ...........00..scssseseeeeeses 
Painting in oil or water colors, and statuary, n.0, p.. Seas antasse 
Eese, iney filled with lead or other ETES and pencils 
oe leads not in wood. e avveen senna enced 
Tipes, pipe-bowls, and all Smokers’ a articles ‘whatsoever, n.o. p- 
common pipes of clay ........... ay 
Plaster of Paris, when ground or caicined > 
Playing-card8......see.iseesserrsroseeresressresssesndsn eaeeseunsnee 
Polishing powders of. every ‘desert tion, by whatever name 
known, including Frankfort black, and Berlin, Chinese, 
fig, andn BUN oas eraras nests arora 
Precious stones of all kinds.........ss.ssssersses 
ScagHola and oer tops for tables, or for ‘other ‘articles: 
of furniture... ‘ pa 
Sealing-Wax.......0...s0 RS 
raecase vee or parts ‘of, manufactured, of every description, 


teense ceeees 


Stanak, PREES granite, sandstone, and ali building or mon- 
nene stone, hewn, — or polished, sere Menne 


Teeth, ESR ET eree a aen or 
Umbrellas, parasols, and sunshades, frames, and sticks for, fin- 
ished or unfinished, n. o. p... S 
Watches, watch-cases, watch movements, parts ‘or. Watches, | 
watch glasses, and ore keys, and watch materials,n. o. p. 


Mr. PLATT. I move that the Senate adjourn. 


worth under 
the present 
law and the 
Mills b 
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The motion was agreed to; and (at 4 o’clock and 40 minutes p. m.) 
the Senate adjourned until to-morrow, Thursday, September 27, 1888, 
at 12 o'clock m, . 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
WEDNESDAY, September 26, 1888. 


The House met at 12 o'clock m. Prayer by Rev. J. A. PRICE, of 
Washington, D, C. 
The Journal of the proceedings of yesterday was read and approved. 


GENERAL WILLIAM F. SMITH, 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair will lay before the House 
the bill H. R. 9396-with a Senate amendment, for the relief of Gen- 
eral William F. Smith. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. Iask non-concurrence in the Senate amend- 
ment, and that a conference be asked. 

Mr. ROGERS. A parliamentary inquiry. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman will state it, 

Mr. ROGERS. What is the bill? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Clerk will again report the title 
of the bill. ; - 

The title of the bill was again reported. 

Mr. MoMILLIN. What rank does the bill give? 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. It gives him the rank of major; and we will 

upon that. 

Mr. McMILLIN. It is one of those cases where they take a man 
from private life and promote him. : 

Mr. HOPKINS, of Illinois, What is the amendment? 

The Clerk read the amendment, as follows: 


In line 2 strike out “colonel” and insert "major of Engineers.” 


Mr. HOPKINS, of Illinois, I move to agree to the Senate amend- 
ment. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. I will accept the amendment. 

Mr. McoMILLIN. If that course is to be taken, I will object to the 
present consideration. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. It simply reduces the rank. 

Mr. McMILLIN. I understand. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. Then I ask that it go to conference. 

The SPEAKER tempore. Is there objection to the request to 
non-concur in the Senate amendment, and that a conference be asked ? 

Mr. CARLTON. I object, 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. ‘Then I ask that the bill be retained on the 
Speaker’s table. 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 


LEAVE OF ABSENCE, 


By unanimous consent, leave of absence was granted as follows: 

To Mr. FRENCH, for two days, on account of important business. 

To Mr. PUGSLEY, indefinitely, on account of important business. 

To Mr. STEWART, of Georgia, indefinitely, on account of sickness in 
his family. 

To Mr. ATKINSON, indefinitely, on account of important business. 

To Mr. ALLEN, of Michigan, on account of important business. 


SUNDRY CIVIL APPROPRIATION BILL. 


Mr. FORNEY. I desire to present the report of the committee of 
conference on the sundry civil bill. : 
The report was read, as follows: 


The committee of conference on the disagrecing votes of the two Houses on 
the amendment of the Senate numbered 110 to the bill (H. R, 10540) “making 
appropriations for sun: civil expenses of the Government for the year 
ending June 30, 1889, and for other purposes,” having met, after full and free 
conference have to recommend and do recommend to their respective 
Houses as follows: 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the Senate 
numbered 110, and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: In lieu of 
the matter Recposes to be inserted, insert the following: 

“For the Iding for the Lib of Congress as herein provided for, and for 
each and every purpose con therewith, includin; e cost of all profes- 
sional and other nal services that the Chief of Engineers of the Army may 
deem necessary for the work and shall specially order, $500,000. This appro- 
priation, and all appropriations hereafter made, and all sums avaiiable from 
appropriations heretofore made for this pu , Shall be expended under the 
direction and supervision of the Chief of Engineers of the Army, who shall 
have the control and management of all of said work and the employment of 
all persons connected therewith. And all contracts for the construction of said 
building, or any part thereof, shall be made by the Chief of Engineers of the 
Army, and so much of the act entitled ‘An act authorizing the construction of 
a building for the accommodation of the Congressional Library,’ approved 
April 15, 1886, as requires the construction of said building substantially accord- 
ing to the plan submitted to the Joint Select Committee on Additional Accom- 
modations for the Library of Congress by John L. Smithmeyer, and so munch of 
the first section as vides for a commission, together with the eighth section 
of said act, be, and the same are hereby, repealed, and the duties of said com- 
mission under said act are hereby devolved upon the Chief of Engineers of the 
Army, who shall annually report to Congress, at the commencement of each 
session, a detailed statement of all the proceedings under the provisions of this 
act, and hereafter, until otherwise ordered by Congress, no work shall be done 
in the construction of said Library except such as is herein provided for, and 
all contracts for work or materials not necessary for the execution of the work 
contemplated herein are hereby rescinded. And all Joss or damage occasioned 
thereby, or arising under said contracts, together with the value of the plan for 


a Library building submitted to the Joint Select Committee on Additional Ac- 
commodations for the Library of Congress by John L. Smithmeyer in the Ital- 
ian renaissance style of architecture, may be adjusted and determined by the 
Secretary of the Interior, to be paid out of the sums heretofore or hereby ap- 
propriated : Provided, That before any further contracts are let for the construc- 
tion of said building, general plans for the entire construction thereof shall be 
prepared by or under the direction of the Chief of Engineers of the Army, which 
plans shail be subject to the inspection and approval of the Secretary of War 
and the Secretary of the Interior: And provided further, That the total cost of 
said building shall not exceed $4,000,000 exclusive of appropriations heretofore 


And the Senate agroe to the same, 
WM. H. FORNEY, 
JAMES N. BURNES, 
THOS. RYAN, 
Hfanagers on the part of the House, 


W. B. ALLISON, 
EUGENE HALE, 
F. M. COCKRELL, 
: Managers on the part of the Senate. 
The statement of the conferees on the part of the House was read, as 
follows: 


The managers on the part of the House of the conference on the disagreeing 
votes of the two Houses on the amendment of the Senate numbered 110 to the 
bill (H. R. 10540) making appropriations for sundry civil expenses of the Govern- 
ment for the fiscal year 1589, in explanation of the action agreed upon and sub- 
mitted in the accompanying conference report, respectfully state: 

That the agreement reached by the conferees is set forth in full in Lhe confer- 


ence report, 
WM. H. FORNEY, 
- JAS. N. BURNES, 
THOS. RYAN, 
Managers on the part of the House, 

Mr. FORNEY was recognized. 

Mr. CHEADLE. Mr. Speaker, I rise for the purpose of making a 
request in reference to the consideration of this report. 

Mr. FORNEY. I yield to the gentleman for that purpose. 

Mr. CHEADLE. I ask the gentleman in charge of this report to let 
its consideration go over until to-morrow morning. Iam informed by 
a friend of the senior Senator from the State of Indiana [Mr. VOOR- 
HEES], who is absent from the city, that he will arrive here to-day. 
From the inception of this whole matter he has been chairman of the 
committee at the other end of the Capitol that has had it in charge, 
and has been very much interested in the subject, and he desires to be 
heard before a final conference report is agreed upon. I understand 
that if the House now agrees to this report the same report will be 
made in the Senate, and in view of what I have stated I ask that the 
consideration of the report be postponed until to-morrow morning after 
the reading of the Journal. 

Mr. FORNEY. ‘The Senate has not agreed to this report. It must 
be acted upon here first. 

Mr. CHEADLE. Of course the Senate as a body has not agreed to 
it, but the Senate conference committee has. 

Mr. ROGERS. Task the gentleman from Alabama to yield to me 


| for a moment. 


Mr. FORNEY. I yield to the gentleman. 

Mr, ROGERS. Mr. Speaker, this report is not in print, and it oc- 
curs to me that a matter of such grave importance ought to be consid- 
ered with the report in print before the eyesof members. I have only 
heard it casually read, but there are serious objections to it, so far as I 
am concerned, which I would be unable to present with any degree of 
perspicuity or force without having an opportunity to analyze the re- 

rt and compare it with the provisions of the statute now in force. 

herefore I think that as a matter of justice, as a matter of right, as 
a matter of intelligent legislation, this report ought to be printed in 
the RECORD and permitted to lie over for one day, so that members 
may haye an opportunity to examine it. There is no pressure upon us 
now, and I hope the gentleman from Alabama will consent to let the 
consideration of the report lie over until to-morrow, having it printed 
in the RECORD in the mean time. 

Mr. FORNEY. I have no objection to its going over until to-mor- 
row, but I trust that we shall get through with this matter some time 
orother, Iknow that we are not ina condition now to force it through, 
so I am willing to consent that it shall go over. 

Mr. WHEELER. Mr. Speaker, the sundry civil is one of the most 
important of our appropriation bills, and I think it is quite time for 
some member of the House to express his most emphatic disapproval 
of the action of those who have delayed its passage to this late period 
of the session. The committee who have had the bill in charge have 
certainly done their duty, but they have met with hinderances and 
delays at every step. \ 

I can not concur with the gentlemen who think the postponement 
of the proposed amendment is at ali necessary to its intelligent con- 
sideration. The matter has been discussed over and over again for 
months, and the amendment has been printed in nearly all to-day’s 
papers of this and other cities, and has certainly been read by every 
one anxious to inform himself upon the subject. 

Notwithstanding my conviction that further delay is unnecessary, I 
shall not object to granting the indulgence requested by the gentleman 
from Arkansas [Mr. Rocers]. I shall not, therefore, oppose the sug- 


gestion that action be deferred until to-morrow, but I take this oppor- 
tunity to state that I shall then insist upon the consideration of this 
question without interruption until it is finally disposed of., I am 
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not willing thatit be carried over from day to day so as to jeopardize 
the continued prosecution of the work. 

Every one who has had anything to do with public works will ad- 
mit that temporary stoppages or delays consequent upon the failure of 
Congress to make appropriations is invariably followed by loss, The 
trained workmen who understand the work are scattered, and the un- 
finished portion of the work deteriorates. 

Congress has started to build a Library, and must eventually push 
it to completion. No one in the House has yet suggested, or will now 
suggest, the abandonment of the undertaking, and all practical men 
will agree that the most economical course to pursue is to finish it with 
the least avoidable delay. 7 

I believe we paid about $580,000 for the'site. We then appropriated 
$500,000 with which to lay the foundation and commence the erection 
of the building. 

I have examined into the matter, and 
to this time have been as I will read: 

EXPENDED. 


find that the expenditures up 


Grading and terracing. 
Miscellaneous: Labor, la; 


Labor, etc., on other buildings ..........c.ccsssescee ceeeeeeetecesnee 


—— .04 

oh hepa tools and appliances for laborers, €t€........secccssnes eereeee 3, 180. 87 
rainage : 
Paid ON CONELACE 5.0.66 evcseres senses sesresconnepeesececsencnsnsies 
Labor on Tolls- cc cevancccrecesteesaneecanssopseebspcassbencecees covies 2, 889, 02 


x —— 10, 
B A A ASE R S E EE SE SSSA E 2, 
Excavating cellar, contract 
Foundation work: 

Trenches, on contract ..... . 

Trenches, labor on rOlls.........ssssssssssrrreserreesesse 


Concrete, On CONtract.....ssesrssssrssrsnsnsrsesesesss sne 
Labor on vouchers, CtC....sssess.esssrererereersssrsss ere 


Stone for cellar and basement: 
OR COMEFRCES. ..sosescseoocsrsecseaco sosscgnocopnsessssascessesonscneces (aneseses 
Labor on rolls, ete. 


Soka apna vag coda 
or te pi tra 
Office ilyes re eaa expenditures: 


Advertisements.......ccsccesecesssneesesnerssesnsee sesecesacnonnsernevsnarsessoeresaacers 1, 498. 01 
Salaries in offices: 
Commissioners’ office. 996. 08 
Architect's office . 088. 10 
pe 56, 084,18 
ce expenses: 
Stationery, models, ete ......cenccseccssecersesenesneetvenceeene 3, 641. 61 
Office furniture, draughtsmen’s tools, ete.. ws 4,142.34 
Fitting up offices, attendance, fuel, etc... 6, 651.18 


Watchmen .........ccsscorssecsessssorssess 
Superintendence on outside wor 
195, 365. 86 

This leaves the sum of $304,635 still unexpended, but every dollar of 
this amount is bound up in contracts which are now being executed. 
These contracts can not be interfered with, and if Congress, by either 
its action or inaction, should suspend further work, necessitate the dis- 
charge of employés, and leave the undertaking or its supervision in 
doubt or uncertainty, it is very clear these contracts will be freed from 
needed scrutiny. I am therefore heartily in favor of continuing the 
work under the vigilant supervision of General Casey, the present able 
Chief Engineer of the Army. 

The country will certainly rest satisfied that, under his direction, 
every dollar we appropriate will be expended honestly, judiciously, 
and to the best possible advantage. 

I am as zealous for economy as any member of this House, but I 
think all practical business men will agree that the important ques- 
tion for us to decide isnot what kind of a building we shall erect, but 
that we shall so prosecute the business as to secure the full equivalent 
of every dollar we expend; and there can be no equivalent for the 
losses which must result from even the briefest suspension of the work 
upon this important and necessary structure. 

Mr. BLOUNT.. I do not wish to interfere with the remarks of the 
gentleman from Alabama [Mr. WHEELER]; but I want to ask his col- 
league [Mr. FORNEY] whether he intends to proceed with the consid- 
eration of the report this morning? 

Mr. WHEELER. I had about completed what I wanted to say. I 
will only repeat that I shall to-morrow insist upon having this matter 
settled without farther delay. If we stop work to discuss among our- 
selves whether we shall have a building limited in its cost to one amount 
or another, the result will be that we will finally expend the larger sum 
and discover that we have a building which should have cost less than 
the smallest sum which has been suggested. 

I therefore desire to impress upon the House the importance of mak- 
ing an. appropriation sufficient to continue the work uninterruptedly, 


and, in conclusion, to say that a failure to do this will certainly entail 
losses which would far exceed any amount we might hope to save by 
injudicious efforts to limit expenditure, no matter how excellent the 
intentions of those who advocate such a course. 

Mr. FORNEY. Iam perfectly willing to go on with the considera- 
tion of the report now, and would prefer to do so; but I am willing to 
be guided by the wishes of the House in the matter. 

Mr. ROGERS. Isuggest that the report, with the accompanying ex- 
planatory statement, be printed in the RECORD, and that the gentle- 
man let the matter go over until to-morrow. I can not tell with cer- 
tainty from the mere reading of the report whether or not my objec- 
tions will be so serious as they appear to me now. I want to avoid, if 
possible, antagonizing the committee, but I can not tell whether I shall 
be able to do so until I see the report in print. ‘Therefore I trust that 
we shall not consume any time upon this subject to-day, but that the 
gentleman in charge of it will consent that the repost be printed and 
that its consideration shall go over for one day, so that we may see 
whether we can p: in the manner proposed without running our- 
selves into another blunder and raising another public scandal in con- 
nection with this matter in the next Congress. 

The SPEAKER protempore Itisin the power of the gentleman from 
Alabama [Mr. FORNEY] to call up the report at any time. 

. Mr. FORNEY. Then I ask that the report be printed in the RECORD, 
and that its consideration go over until to-morrow. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Mr. Speaker, I wish to makea request in connection 
with this subject. I have not been able to report to the House the 
conclusions reached by the committee appointed some time ago to in- 
vestigate this matter of the Library building on account of not having 
a quorum of the committee present at the Capitol. 

I hope that during the day there will be a quorum of the committee 
here. The report has been ready for some time. I ask unanimous 
consent that if during to-day the report can be signed by a majority 
of the committee it may be printed in the RECORD, so that its contents 
may be before the House to-morrow. F 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Indiana asks 
unanimous consent that if the report from the committee charged with 
the investigation concerning the erection of the Congressional Library 
shall be ready for presentation during to-day, it be printed in the REC- 
ORD. Is there objection? The Chair hears none, and it isso ordered. 


FORFEITURE OF NORTHERN PACIFIC LAND GRANT, 


Mr. McRAE. I rise to make a privileged report. I report back 
from the Committee on Public Lands the bill which I send to the desk, 
and ask for its immediate consideration. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

A bill (H. R. 9151) to forfeit certain lands granted to the Northern Pacific Rail- 
road Company, and for other purposes. 

Be it enacted, etc., That all the lands granted to the Northern Pacific Railroad 
Company by an act approved July 2, A. D. 1864, except such as are adjacent to 
and coterminous with road constructed prior to July 4, A. D. 1879, with the right 
of way through the remainder of the route, including all necessary grounds for 
station buildings, shops, depots, switches, side-tracks, turn-tables, and except- 
ing also all lands included within the limits of any village, town, or city, be, and 
the same are hereby, declared forfeited and restored to the public domain, be- 
cause =. the failure of said company to perform the conditions on which the grant 
was made. 

Sec. 2, That the forfeiture herein declared shall not extend to lands adjacent 
to and coterminous with completed road sold by said company prior to January 
1, 1888, to bona fide purchasers for value, but the title to such lands are hereb: 
confirmed to such purchasers, their heirs, or assigns, upon condition that all 
persons claiming the benefit of this section shall, within one year after the pas- 

of this act, make and file before the register and receiver of the proper land 
office, ery bee to an appeal to the Commissioner of the General d Office, 
proof of the good faith, consideration, date, and extent of his or her purchase; 
and after hearing such proofs and investigating each case the register and re- 
ceiver shall determine whether any alleged purchase was in fact made in good 
faith, for a good and valuable consideration, prior to January 1, 1888, and shall 
note the finding in each case on the records of the local land office, and shall 
thereafter certify the same to the Commissioner of the General Land Office. 

Sec. 3. That all settlers upon any of the lands forfeited by this act are hereby 
permitted and authorized to acquire title to not exceeding 160acres in each case, 
as a homestead under and pursuant to the laws esra] thereto, and in mak- 
ing final proof of such homestead the settler shall be allowed for the time he 
has already resided upon and cultivated the same. 


Mr. MCRAE. Mr. Speaker, I do not desire to detain the House to 
discuss this bill unless there is some necessity for it. It is a very im- 
portant measure, and involves more than 30,000,000 acres of land. I 
am ready to answer any questions that may be asked touching the bill. 
The principles involved were very thoroughly discussed during the con- 
sideration of the general forfeiture bill that some time since, 
and that I hoped would have become a law before this, but it is now 
apparent that the conferees on the part of the two Houses will not be 
able to agree on the general bill, and as the Senate ap disposed to 
consider each grant separately, the Committee on Public Lands think 
proper to present this measure, involving the forfeiture of the largest 
grant ever made in the United States, to be considered independent of 
any other grants. The bill is just to all concerned. It gives the com- 
pany all the lands earned in the time fixed in the granting act. It 
protects fully and completely all bona fide purchasers as well as set- 
tlers, and simply takes so much of the grant as is now claimed by the 
company coterminus with unconstructed road or road built ont of 
time, I move the previous question on the engrossment and third 
reading of the bill. 


1888. 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


- 8969 


The previous question was ordered, and under the operation thereof 
the bill was ordered to be en and read a third time; and being 
engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. McRAE moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill was 
passed; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 
table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


HIGHWAY BRIDGE, LAKE CHAMPLAIN, VERMONT. 


Mr. GROUT. I ask unanimous consent that the Committee of the 
Whole on the state of the Union be discharged from the further con- 
sideration of Senate bill No. 544, and that the same be now considered 
in the House. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

A bill (S. 544) to authorize the construction of a highway bridge across that part 
of the waters of Lake Champlain which separates the islands of North Hero 
and South Hero, in the county of Grand Isle, in the State of Vermont. 

Be it enacied, etc., That the properauthorities of the towns of North Heroand 
Grand Isle, in the county of Grand Isle, in the State of Vermont, be, and they 
are hereby, authorized to construct, maintain,and use a highway bridge ata 
suitable point across the channel which lies between the islands of North Hero 
and South Hero and between the two towns aforesaid. 

Sec. 2. That the structure authorized by the preceding section shall be built 
and loeated under and subject to such regulations for the security of navigation 
of such waters as the Secretary of War shall prescribe, and shall be provided 
with such suitable and convenient draw as the said Secretary shall deem need- 
ful for the proper purposes of navigation, of width not less than that of the 
draw in the brid, tween the towns of Alburgh, and North Hero, Vt.; and the 
maintenance and management of said structure shall be subject to such of the 

rovisions of section 6 of chapter 52 of the acts of the second session of the 

Vineeenventh Congress as the Secretary of War may, from time to time, deem 

needful; and the authority to erect and continue said bridge shall be subject to 

revocation and modification by law whenever the public good shall, in thejudg- 
ment of the Secretary of War, so require, without any expense or charge to the 

United States. s 
Sec, 3. That the right to alter, amend, or repeal this act is hereby expressly 

reserved, 

There being no objection, the Horse proceeded to the consideration 
of the bill; which was ordered to a third reading, read the third time, 
and passed. 

Mr. GROUT moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill was 
passed; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 
table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


FOURTH COLLECTION DISTRICT OF VIRGINIA. 


Mr. DUNN. I ask unanimous consent to take from the House Cal- 
endar for present consideration the bill (S. 2613) to amend an act ap- 
proved June 15, 1882, changing the boundaries of the fourth collection 
district of Virginia. . 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, ete., That an act entitled “An act to amend section 2552 of the 
Reyised Statutes, and to change the boundaries of the fourth collection district of 
Virginia,” approved June 15, 1882, be, and the same is hereby, further amended 
so that it shall read ; 

“ That the district of Newport News shall comprise all the waters and shores 
from the point forming the south shore of the mouth of the Rappahannock 
River, along the coast of the Chesapeake Bay, to Back River light-house; thence 
to a point south of Old Point Comfort midway bi the channel of Hampton 
Roads; thence in a southwesterly direction to Pig Point light-house; thence 
along the south shore of the James River to a point on the peninsula formed 
by the James and York Rivers opposite Williamsburgh, and thence across 
said peninsula to the south bank of the York River, so as to embrace in said 
district, in addition to the ports heretofore included, Hampton and Newport 
are i in which Newport News shall be the port of entry, and Yorktown a port 
of delivery.” 

SEC. 2. That section 2 of the said act be, and the same is hereby, amended so 
as to read ; 

“Sec. 2. The district of Norfolk and Portsmouth to comprise all the waters 
and shores within the State of Virginia southward of the district of Newport 
News, as above d bed, and not included in the districts of Petersburgh and 
Richmond; in which Norfolk and Portsmouth shall be the sole ports of entry, 
and Suffolk and Smithfield the ports of delivery.” 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection to the present con- 
sideration of this bill? 

Mr. HOLMAN. I will ask whether there is a report on this bill 
from the Secretary of the Treasury. 

Mr. DUNN. Thereis. The bill is recommended by the Secretary 
of the Treasury; it has been passed by the Senate, and reported favor- 
ably by the Committee on Commerce of the House, It creates no new 
office, and provides for the expenditure of no additional money. Its 
object is simply to facilitate business in this collection district. 

There being no objection, the House proceeded to the consideration 
of the bill; which was ordered to a third reading, read the third time, 
and passed. 

Mr. DUNN moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill was passed; 
and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. If there be no objection, House bill No. 
1890, similar in purport to the Senate bill just passed, will lie on the 
table. 

There was no objection, and it was ordered accordingly. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


Mr. LEHLBACH. I ask unanimous consent for the present con- 
sideration of Senate bill No. 599. 
Mr. ABBOTT. I call for the regular order. 


Mr. HOLMAN. I rise to a privileged question. At the adjourn- 
ment of the House on the day before yesterday there was pending a bill 
of which I hope the title will be read. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman will suspend a mo- 
ment while a message from the Senate is received. 


MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 

Amessage from the Senate, by Mr. McCook, its Secretary, announced 
that the Senate has concurred in the amendments of the House to bills 
of the following titles: 

A bill (S. 1500) granting a pension to Margaret M. Miller; and 

A bill (S. 2346) granting increase of pension to Jennie Hart Mullany. 

The message also announced that the Senate had passed without 
amendment bills and joint resolution of the following titles: 

A bill (H. R. 10068) granting a pension to Lieut. Starkey R. Powell, 
of the Black Hawk war; 

A bill (H. R. 10934) to authorize the Secretary of the Interior to sell 
town-site maps or plats remaining on hand in his office; p 

A bill (H. R. 11101) to include Sapelo Sound, Sapelo River, and Sa- 
pelo Island in the Brunswick collection district of the State of Georgia; 

A bill (H. R. 11391) to authorize the Postmaster-General to adver- 
tise for and purchase improved registered-mail locks and keys therefor; 
and 

Joint resolution (H. Res. 225) to continue the provisions of existing 
law providing temporarily for the expenditures of the Government. 

The message also announced that the Senate had agreed to the re- 
ports of the committees of conference on bills of the following titles: 

A bill (H. R. 10112) granting to the Duluth and Winnipeg Railway 
Company the right of way through the Fond Du Lac military reserva- 
tion in the State of Minnesota; and 

A bill (H. R. 1923) providing for the establishment of a life-saving 
station at the harbor of Kewaunee, Wis. 

The message also announced that the Senate had passed bills of the 
following titles; in which the concurrence of the House was requested: 

A bill (S. 3460) to appropriate $10,000 for the completion of the 
monument commemorating the surrender of Burgoyne at Saratoga; 
and 

A bill (S. 3559) to amend section 2304 of the Revised Statutes of the 
United States to allow persons who have abandoned or relinquished 
their homestead entries to make another entry. 

The message also announced thatthe Senate had passed with amend- 
ments, in which the concurrence of the House was requested, the bill 
(H. R. 10896) making appropriations to supply deficiencies in the ap- 
propriations for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1888, and for prior 
years, and for other purposes. 


DEFICIENCY APPROPRIATION BILL. 


The SPEAKER pro tempore, The Chair will lay before the House 
the following appropriation bill, the title of which the Clerk will read. 

The Clerk read as follows: - 

A bill (H. R. 10896) making appropriations to supply deficiencies in the ap- 
propriations for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1888, and for prior years, and for 
other purposes, ` 

Mr. BURNES. Mr. Speaker, I ask, by unanimous consent, and hope 
it will meet with the approval of the judgment of the House, to im- 
mediately non-coneur in the Senate amendments and request a con- 
ference on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses. 

Mr. BLOUNT. Let me inquire of the gentleman from Missouri, in 
the first place, how many of these amendments there are, and in the 
second place, whether any of them involve large sums of money? 

Mr. BURNES. There are two items, I believe, which involve two 
or three hundred thousand dollars. 

Mr. BLOUNT. Are they strictly deficiencies? 

Mr. BURNES. I think the conferees can act on them as well as the 
committee itself, and particularly as it is difficult to get a quorum of 
the committee. 

Mr. MCMILLIN. I hope thesuggestion of the gentleman from Mis- 
souri will be carried out, as it will have the effect to expedite our busi- 
ness. 

Mr. DUNN. Ishall not object, but rise to ask. a question. As I 
have not had an opportunity to examine the Senate amendments which 
have just been received by the House, I wish to ask the gentleman 
from Missouri whether they include an amendment creating a land of- 
fice in what is known as the Public Land Strip, or No Man’s Land ? 

Mr. BURNES. Yes, I think they do. I understand there isa pro- 
vision attaching No Man’s Land to the State of Kansas. 

Mr. DUNN. I wish to say here and now that the friends of the Ok- 
lahoma bill understand very well the policy of trying to enforce that 
provision, both in a separate bill and upon appropriation bills. I want 
to give notice now that I will not consent to the of this bill 
with such an amendment. It is well understood that the whole pur- 

and object is to defeat the Oklahoma bill, as well perhaps as to 
m a town site in the State of Kansas. : 

Mr. McMILLIN. I willask, by unanimous consent, that the amend- 
ments of the Senate be printed in the RECORD. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection? 

There was no objection, and it was ordered accordingly. 
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The Senate amendments are as follows: 


1, Strike out “To pay J. R. Young, late minister to China, salary from July 
1, to September 4. 1855, $2,152.17” an: : “To pey Broome found due by 
the accounting officers on account of salaries of ministers, being a deficiency 
for the fiscal year 1886, $5,661.04.” 

2. Insert: ‘Salaries chargés d’affaires ad interim: To pay amounts found due 
by the accounting officers on accountof salaries of chargés d’aftaires ad interim 
ap ones officers abroad, being a deficiency for the fiscal year 1887, 


3. Insert: “Salaries, consular officers not citizens: To pay amounts found 
due by the accounting officers on account of salaries of consular officers not 
citizens, being a deficiency for the fiscal year 1886, $2,597.22.” 

4, Insert: **To pay amounts found due by the accounting officers on account 
of ype of consular officers not citizens, being a deficiency for the fiscal year 
1887, $2,867.40. 

5. Insert: ‘To pay the balance of compensation due A. B. Keiin, vice-consul- 

neral at Teheran, while in charge of the consulate-general of the United 

tates at that place from June 10, 1886, to November 21, 1886, being deficiencies 
on account of the fiscal years 1856 and 1887, as follows: For the fiscal year 1886, 
$230.77 ; for the fiscal year 1887, $1,565.24.” 

6. Insert: “Contingent expenses United States consulates: To pay amounts 
found due by the accounting officors on account of contingent expenses of United 
States consulates, being a deficiency for the fiscal year 1886, $519.44.” 

7. Insert: “Salaries, consular service: To pay amounts found due by the ac- 
counting ofticers of the Treasury on account of salaries, consular service, being 
a deficiency for the fiscal year 1887, $650.” 

8. Insert: “To pay amounts found due by the accounting officers on account 
ot salaries, consularservice, being a deficiency for the fiscal year 1886, $2,522.53." 

9. Insert: “Allowance for clerksat consulates: Toreimburse Robert J. Stevens, 
United States consul at Victoria, British Columbia, for amount paid for clerk 
hire at that consulate from May 1, 1854, to March 31, 1886, $400." 

10. Insert: *Toreimburse B, F. Bonham, United States consul-general at Cal- 
cutta, India, for Seana pay for twenty days’ unavoidable detention at San Fran- 
cisco by sickness, on way from his home at Salem, Oregon, to his post of 
duty at Calcutta, in December, 1885, $271.74." 

il. Strike ont **$500” and insert ** $1,426.89; ” so it will read: “$1,426.89.” 
Insert: “ Expenses of international monetary conferences: To pay S. Dana 
Horton for additional services as delegate of the United States to the interna- 
tional monetary conference of 1878, ana secretary to the commission in and 
about the preparation of the document of said conference knownas Senate Ex- 
ecutive Document No. 58, Forty-fifth Congress, third session, and for additional 
services as delegate and secretary to the monetary conference of 1881, in and 
about the preparation of reports of said conference, and for services in said year 

ing to the monet: eonference of 1882, $10,000,” 

13..Insert: ** es, office of E A at Tucson: For depositary, in addi- 
iton to his pay as postmaster, $700, being the difference between the amount of 
salary per annum of this officer, $1,500, under the act of May 8, 1872, creating 
the office, and the amount appropriated for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1880, 


14. Insert: “Wages and contingent expenses, assay office at Boisé City: To 
reimburse Henry F. Weld, assayer in charge, for amount paid to Kelly & Krebs 
for subscription to Idaho Statesman one year from December, 1885, $12. 

“To reimburse same for amount paid to P. H. Lannan for Daily Tribune from 
November, 1885, $12. 

“To pay Milton Kelly, publisher of Idaho Statesman, for advertising for sup- 
plies at Boisé City, May, 1886, $12." 

15. Insert; “Government in the Territories.” 

16. Insert: “Territory of Dakota: For salaries of two additional associate 
justices of the supreme court of said eee provided for by theact approved 
August 9, 1888, from date of qualification in office, at the rate of $3,000 each per 
year, being for the service of the fiscal year 1889, $5,000, or so much (hereto 
may be necessary.” : 

17. Insert: “Territory of New Mexico: For salary of the additional associate 

justice of the supreme court of said Territory, provided for by the Pate 

‘ebruary 28, 1887, from date of qualification in office to June 30, 1887, $841.67.” 

18, Strike out: “ Relief of William Caldwell: To reimburse William Caldwell, 
as custodian of the custom-house at Cincinnati, Ohio, the amount of a certified 
check, drawn. by Sol. P. Kineon in his favor on the Fidelity National Bank of 
Cincinnati, which failed before the presentation of said check, for paymentas a 
guaranty for the faithful performance of Kineon of his contracts for furnishing 
coal to Government: Provided, That any dividends that have been or may 
be declared on this account shall be covered into the Treasury, $1,811.”’ 

19. Insert: “Punishment for violation of internal-revenue laws: For detect- 
ing and bringing to trial and punishment persons guilty of violating the inter- 
nal-revenue laws or conniving at the same, including payments for information 
regen of such violations, being a deficiency for the fiscal year 1887, 

20. Insert: “Court-house and post-office at Louisville, Ky.: For continuation 
of building, fiscal year 1859, $10,000.” 

21, Insert: * Court-house, post-office, etc.,at Waco, Tex.: To pay the amount 
found due by the accounting officers of the Treasury to John Moore, contractor, 
for extra labor and materials supplied and expenses incurred in connection 
with his contract of August 21, 1886, for the construction of a court-house, post- 
Office, ete., at Waco, Tex., $2,873.88." 

22-Insert: “Public building at Concord, N. H.: For fitting up the attiestory; 
for curbing for approaches, and for other incidentals necessary to finish the 
building, $,594.” 

23. Insert: “Payment of judgment to E. W. McLean: For payment of judg- 
ment rendered against the collector of customs at San Francisco, Cal., the 
circuit court of the United States for the northern district of California, at the 
suit (No. 4158) of E. W. McLean, brought for the recovery of damages for the al- 
1 wrongful seizure and sale of certain opium which they attempted to ex- 
port without first paying duty thereon, as required by Department's instruc- 
tions, together with interest and costs of suit, $3,372.” 

24. Insert: “` For the payment to Samuel H. Robinson for services rendered in 
connection with the sanitary improvement of the Treasury Department build- 
ing, in a proper sanitary eondition by improved plumbing, sewerage, $595.” 

25. Insert: * Electoral messengers: For the paymentof the messengers of the 

ve States for carrying to the seat of Government the votes of the elect- 
ors of said States for President and Vice-President of the United States at the 
rate of 25 cents for every mile of the estimated distance by the usual road trav- 
eled from the place of meeting of the electors to the seat of Government of the 
United States, computed for one distance only, for the servico of fiscal year 1889, 
$9,000, or so much thereof as may be n ag r 

26. Insert: “To enable the Secretary of the Treasury to purchase or construct 
a steam revenue vessel to be stationed at Key West, Fla., except when other- 
wise directed by the Secretary, to enforce the quarantine laws against infectious 
and contagious disease and to prevent smuggling and any other violation of 
laws of the United States on the coast of Floridaand the Gulf of Mexico, $20,000, 
or so much thereof as may be necessary.” 

27. Insert: “Fish hatchery, Duluth, Minn.: For the completion of the fish 
hatchery on Lake Superior, near Duluth, Minn., including en hee roms water 
seer and the construction at the station of ponds for the cultivation of trout, 

y 


28. Insert: “Salaries and traveling expenses of agents at seal-fisheries in 
Alaska: To pay Thomas F. Ryan, late assistant agent at the seal-fisheries in 
Ala-ka, the amount due him for travelin necessarily incurred in 
May, 1885, said amount being in excess of the sum appropriated for the travel- 
ing of the agency which he filled, and a deficiency for the fiscal year 
1855, $260.10," 


29. Insert: ‘Refund to Iselin, Neeser & Co.: To repay to Messrs, Iselin 
Neeser & Co. amount of excessive interest collected in error by the United 
States district attorney at New York in the settlement (without suit) of a claim 
against said firm for duties on merchandise imported by them, the amount 
having been covered into the Treasury, $30.96.” 

30. Insert: ** Light-stations.” 

31. Insert: “Castle Hill light-station, Rhode Island; That the appropriations 
made for the establishment and completion of a light-house and fog-signal at 
Castle Hill, entrance to Newport Harbor, Rhode Island, by the acts of August 
4, 1886, and March 30, 1888, are hereby made available without condition for the 
purchase of a suitable site at the entrance of said harbor, and for the erection 
and completion of the light-house and fog-signal.”’ 

32. Insert: “ Reimbursement of keepers of light-stations for personal losses: 
To reimburse the keepers of light-stations at Matagorda, Tex., and Sabine Pass, 
La., for personal losses incurred by them during storms of August and Oc- 
tober, 1886, $582.75.” 

33. Insert: “Relief of Maj. Jared A. Smith, United States Army: Toenable 
the proper accounting officers of the Treasury to settle the accounts of Maj. 
Jared A, Smith, United States Army, late engineer of the fifth and sixth light- 
house districts, for Mosquito Inlet light-station, Florida, third quarter of 1884, 
authority is hereby granted for the allowance of the sum of $235.25, being the 
balance of a payment made by him under authority of the Secretary of the 
Treasury for expenses incurred in connection with the transportation and in- 
terment of the remainsof Maj. O.E, Babcock, United States Army, formerly engi- 
neer of said districts, and burial of the remains of L. P. Luckey, his clerk, who 
were drowned while attempting to land on the coast of Florida for the purpose of 
inspecting the work of constructing the light-house at Mosquito Inlet, Florida.” 

34. Insert: “Territorial governments.” 

385. Insert: “ Contingent expenses, Territory of Washington.” 

36. Insert: “To reimburse Eugene Semple, governor of Washington Terri- 
tory, amount expended by him, as per vouchers submitted, on account of con- 
tingent expenses of Territory of Washington for the fiscal year 1857, $64.” 

37. Under heading `‘ District of Columbia,” strike out: “For the redemption 
of one certificate of indebtedness issued by authority of section 7of the act of 
Legislative Assembly, approved Juno 25, 1873, dated July 1, 1873, of the denom- 
ination of $50, with interest at the rate of 8 per cent. per annum, numbered 1371, 
payable July 1, 1874, $110." 

33, Insert: “The average annual salary of teachers in the public schools of 
the District of Columbia preron for in* An act making appropriations to pro- 
woe ee the eee peel cabrio ascend of the District of eae the 

scal year ending June 30, , and for other purposes,’ approved 8, 1 
shall be not to exceed $673.60.” yan Ses 

39. Insert: “To supply deficiencies in the appropriations for the fiscal year 
1888, as follows: For salaries and contingent expenses, streets, public schools, 
buildings for schools, courts, miscellaneous expenses, health department, judg- 
ments, and water department, $3,010.75, as per estimates submitted by the 
tary of the Treasury August 28, 1888, Senate Executive Document No. 252, | 

40. Insert: ‘Buildings and grounds, publie schools, District of Columbia: 
Buildings on lot adjoining Sumner school building: To pay Frank Baldwin for 
excavating, grading, concreting, and building extra foundation, not included in 
contract, being for the service of the fiscal year 1485, $973.0 .”’ 

4i. Insert: *‘ Employment of special counsel: To cnable the commissioners of 
the District of Columbia to employ and pay special counsel to represent the Dis- 
trict of Columbia in the ease of Samuel Strong, authorized to be submitted toan 
arbitration board of three persons to be appointed by the Presidentof the United 
States under the joint resolution of Congress approved July 10,1888, $2,500, or so 
much thereof as may be necessary: one-half of said sum to be paid from the 
revenues of the Distri ct of Columbia and the other half from any moneys in the 
Treasury not otherwise aporopnated 

42. Insert: *‘ Increase of water supply, Washington, D.C.: The time fixed for 
completing the Sheri tee. Gry Aqueduct tunnel, namely, November 1, 1838, as pro- 
vided in the act entitled “An act to provide for peor? 3 of the most urgent deti- 
ciencies in the appropriations for the service of the Government for the fiscal 

ear ending June 30, 1888, and for other purposes,” approved March 30, 1888, 
is hereby extended to June 30, 1889, and all work upon said aqueduct shall be 
EENE by said date, and the Washington Aqueduct tunnel shall then be com- 
pleted.’ 

43. Insert: “Telegraph to connect the Capitol with the Departments and Gov- 
ernment Printing Office: To pay the Standard Wow Pater a Cable Company, 
of Pittsburgh, Pa., for underground electric cables laid in the city of Washing- 
ton, D. C., in October, 1883, connecting the Capitol, Executive Mansion, State, 
War, and Navy Departments, and other Government offices, under terms of 

rmit of War Department, dated October 3, 1883, approved October 9, 1883, by 

1. G. Wright, Chief of Engineers, $15,138.84.” 

44. Insert: “Manufacture of arms at national armories: To enable the Secre- 
tary of War to pay to Paul Butler royalty on 69,628 hook attachments or stack- 
ing swivels, at 8 cents each, as per judgment of the Court of Claims, dated June 
4, 1888 (numbered 14889), these being the number manufactured by the Govern- 
ment and attached to arms from April 12, 1886, to June 30, 188$, $5,570,241.” 

45. Strike out “ five" and insert “six;’’ so it will read: ** For mileage to ofi- 
cers, when authorized by law, to be disbursed under the limitations prescribed 
for the appropriation for mileage to officers by the Army appropeiation act ap- 
proved February 9, 1887, $6,000.” 

46, Strike out ‘‘for,"’ so it will read: “For Signal Service transportation 
1884 and prior years, to pay the claim of the Atchison, Topeka and &anta F 
Railroad Company, $3.01." 

47. Insert: “To reimburse and pay the Hartfordand New York Transporta- 
tion Company for labor and money expended in removing, in an emergency, 
obstructions and dredging the Connecticut River in 1886, under the same rules 
and inspections as the work on said river had been conducted by the United 
States engineer officers in charge, $2,606.80.2 ` . 

48. Strike out: ‘‘ For payment on account of Army transportation, 1882 and 
prior years, as certified to Congress as due by the accounting officers of the 
Treasury, in House Executive Document No. 19, Fiftieth Congress, first session, 
namely, to the Hoboken Land Improvement Company of New Jersey, $15,800.” 

49. Insert: “ For payment on account of Army transportation, 1882 and prior 
years, as certified to Congress as due by the accounting officers of the eg ts 
ie House Executive Document No. 19, Fiftieth Congress, first session, as fol- 

ows. 

50. Insert: “To the Baltimore and Ohio Railroad Company, $32,788.42; to the 
SOROK AA Land Improvement Company, of New Jersey, $15,800; in all, $48,- 


5i s Insert : “For payment on account of barracks and quarters, 1881 and prior 
years, to L. A. Von Hoffman and William A. Mertens (trading as R., Von Hoff- 


man & Co.) and William H. Newman, $15,430.56, certified to Congress as due by 
the accounting officers ofthe Treasury in House Executive Document No. 19, 
Fiftieth Congress, first session,” 

52. Insert: “ For transportation of the Army and its supplies: To pay the 
Pennsylvania Railroad Company and other claimants enumerated in Sched 


ule 
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O, House Executive Document No. 210, 

first session, the sums severally reporte: 

heretofore been reported by the Secretary of the ry as audited claims, in 
. accordance with the provisions of section 4 of theact of June 14, 1878, and enu- 
merated in House Executive Documents Nos. 55 and 153,Forty-eighth Congress, 
first session, under ‘Transportation of the Army and its supplies.’ ™ 

53, Insert; “That the proper accounting officers of the Treasury Department 
are hereby authorized and directed to credit and allow to Lieut. Col. R. N. 
Batchelder, deputy quartermaster-general, the voucher for $850 for horses pur- 
chased for the use of the War Department on May 15, 1885, and the voucher for 
$500 for a similar purchase made March 22, 1886, and to charge the same, re- 
spectively, to the appropriations for contingencies of the Army for the years 
1885 and 16586,” ; 

54. Insert: ‘* Rent, etc., Citadel Academy, South Carolina: To age amount 
reported as due by the Secretary of War in pursuance of the Pol t resolution 
approved August 14, 1 to the State of South Carolina for rent of the Citadel 
Academy at Charleston, 5. C., from August 20, 1867, to February 2, 1882, includ- 
ing the sum equitably due to the said State for the loss by fire of the west wing 
of said building while in the occupation of the United States, $77,250: Provided, 
That this sum shall be accepted in full payment of all claims for rent, wear and 
tear, and injury to the property by fire, or from any other cause whatever due 
to the said ooma prag od the United States,” 

55. Insert: “ Rei rsement to certain States and Territories for sesin- 
curred in repelling invasions and suppressing Indian hostilities, act June 27, 


23 and 24, Forty-ninth Congress, 
ag nelin, said sums having 
u 


59. Insert: “Contingent, Bureau og UR aroi and Recruiting, 18 6, $9,50.” 

60, Insert: Contingent, Bureau of Navigation, 1886, $3; in all, $25.” 

61. Insert: “Contingent and miscellaneous expenses Hydrographic Office: 
To reimburse Pay-Director T. H. Looker, United States Navy, for amounts paid 
the Chesapeake and Potomac Telephone Company for exchange rental for the 
branch ebay Fy Office, Washington, D. 0., m the appropriation ‘pay, 
miscellaneous, 1887,’ the accounting officers claiming that these expenditures 
should have been paid from the appropriation for | lative, executive, and 
judicial expenses for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1887, $23.33.” 

62. Insert: ** Naval establishment.’' 

63. Insert: ‘ Pay, miscellaneous: To pay amounts found due by the account- 
ing officers for actual expenses while traveling ander orders, $787.12." 

64. Insert: "That the accounting officers of the Treasury are hereby author- 
ized and directed to settle the accounts of the cadet-engineer graduates who are 
affected by the act of July 9, 1883, fixing their status in accordance with the 
decision of the Supreme Court of the United States, and to allow them the dif- 
ference between the pav they have already received as cadets and that of assist- 
ant engineers from July 1, 1883, to July 1, 1884, respectively; and a sum sufficient 
to pay the amount found due is hereby appropriated out of any money in the 
‘Treasury not otherwise appropriated.” 

6. Insert: “To pay amounts found due by the accounting officers on account 
of advertising, being for the service of the year 1887, $14.” 

66, Insert: For amount pata by Pay-Director A.W. Russell, United States 
Navy, to Matthew Wilson, for painting portrait of ex-Secretary Chandler, on 
bills approved by Hon. William C. Whitney, Secretary of the Navy, being for 
the service of the fiscal year 1836, $331.50.” 

67. Insert: “Contingent, Navy: For amount paid by Pay-Director Thomas 
H. Looker, United States Navy,to E.F, Andrews, for painting portraits of ex- 
Secretaries of the Navy Borie and Woodbury, on bills approved by Hon. Will- 
iam E. Chandler, Secretary of the Navy, February 28, 1835, being for the service 
of the fiscal year 1885, $500.” 

68, Strike out $843.54" and insert: “To pay amounts found due by the ac- 
counting officers on account of undrawn clothing, $2,938.28." 

69. Insert: “ Provisions: To pay amounts found due by the accounting ofti- 
cers on account of advertising, $79.83.” 

70. Insert: ‘Clothing: To pay amounts found due by the accounting officers 
on account of adve: g, $79.83."" 

71. Insert: “Fuel: ae found due by the accounting officers on 
account of advertising, » 

72. Insert: “ Contingent: To pay amounts found due by the accounting officers 
on account of advertising, $79.84.” 

73. Insert: “ Transportation and recruiting: To pay amounts found due by 
the acounting officers on account of een $43.50." 

74. Insert: “Naval War College, Bureau of RA pours To pay the following 
unpaid bills on account of nses of the Naval War College for the fiscal year 
1887, namely: Warren Ward & Co., for furniture, $90; H. P. Williams & Co., for 
mattresses, $18; Phillip F. Conroy, for plumbing, $9.40; Phillip F. Conroy, for 
plumbing, $6.54; W. K. Covell, for grate to range, $1.75; W. K. Covell, for brick 

or range, $2.50; G. B. Reynolds, for coal, $65.70; G. B. Reynolds, for coal, $52.85; 
Old Colony Steam-boat Company, freight, $7.46; in all. L25." 

75. Insert: ** Compass-testing houses, Bureau of Navigation: To pay bill of T. 
B. Cross, junior, for doors, sash, ete., furnished for the compass-testing houses, 
Bureau of Navigation, being for the service of the fiscal year 1887, $32.89."" 

76. Insert; ‘*To supply a deficiency in the appropriation for the contingent 
service of the Bureau of Ordnance, $3,000,” 

77. Insert: “To pay amounts found due by the accounting officers on account 
of advertising, $155.86," 

78. Insert: “ Naval wharf, Key West, Fla.: To relieve Pay Inspector Thomas 
T. Caswell, United States Navy, of the against his account for fourth 

uarter, 1883, of the sum of $798.57, paid to A. P. Boller & Co., from appropria- 
tion ‘contingent yards and docks, 1884,’ in adjusting settlement of claim arising 
under their contract, dated December 19, 1881, for building an iron wharf at 
United States naval station, Key West, Fla.,said amount having been disal- 
lowed by the Fourth Auditor and Second Comptroller, $798.57.” 

79. Insert: “Relief of Pay Inspector John H, Stevenson: Foramount paid by 
Pay Ins or John H, Stevenson, being an expenditure incurred in entertain- 
ing public officials on board the United States flag-shipTennessee during the 
Pipa at New Orleans in February, 1885, while said vessel was at that port, 


80. Insert: “‘ Wharfage, United States monitor Terror: To pay William Cramp 
& Sons for wharfage and for care and protection of the United States monitor 
Terror, in accordance with letters of t Borea of the Navy to said firm 
dated November 23, 1883, and February 19, 1885, $3,352.” 

81. Strike out: " To enable the Secretary of the Interior to pay to the follow- 
ing employés in the Patent Office the sumsseverally due them, being the differ- 
ence between the amounts received by them and the salaries appropriated by 
law, for the positions to which they had been appointed or promoted without 
taking the oath of office prior to November, 1886, namely: WL. Aughinbaugh, 
$145.50; L. B, Wynne, $99.40; Jay F. Bancroft, $15.20; T. J. Hudson, £45.65; James 
R. Rogers, $15.20; Edward B. Moore, $33.20; W. A. Cowles, $33.10; Granville 
Lewis, $33.20: A. R. Townshend, $15.25; J. McRoberts, $16.90; Samuel T. Fisher, 


Brown, $16.80; Lewis Thompson, $16.80; O. F. Randall, $51; F; P. McLean, $34.60; 

Robe . Baker, $33.50; Sarah J. 
van $33.50; George R. Blodgett, $65; B.N. Morris, $24.20; P. E. Clark, $16.50; 
J. C. Dowell, $65; F. O. Skinner, $24.10; W.B. Greeley, $16.50; Thomas G. Sew- 


due by the accounting officers on account of preservation of a 
reservations, $907.69.” 

84. Insert: ‘Chickasaw Nation: For reimbursement of the general fund of 
the Chickasaw Nation for moneys improperly disbursed from said fund, as as- 
certained by the Secretary of the Interior, as required by Article IV of the treaty 
with the Chickasaws, dated June 22, 1852 (less payment of $56,021.49 to assignee 
of W.M. Gwin), $34,862.68,” 

85. Insert: ‘* For reimbursement of the Chickasaw incompetent fund for mon- 
eys improperly disbursed from said fund, as ascertained by the Secretary of the 
Interior, as required by Article LV of the treaty with the Chickasaws, dated June 
22, 1452, $99,290.41.” 

86. Insert: “The appropriation hereby made shall be a permanent and con- 
tinuing appropriation, not subject to lapse or to be cove into the Treasury; 
and said sums shall be paid, from time to time, upon requisitions signed by tho 
Chickasaw governor, national secretary, national treasurer, and auditor of ptb- 
lic accounts: Provided, That said payment to the assignee of W. M. Gwin be 
referred to the Secretary of the Interior for reconsideration.” 

87. Insert: “ Western Miami Indians: For the payment of Thomas F. Rich- 
ardville for services and expenses as delegate representing the Western Miami 
Indians in Washington, $1,000, to be paid out of the appropriation provided for 
said Indians in the sundry civil appropriation act for the fiscal year 1889, and 
to be deducted from the amount to be paid said Indians thereunder.” 

88. Insert: *‘ Kaskaskia, Wea, Peoria, and Piankeshaw Indians: For the pay- 
ment to John Wadsworth for services and expenses as delegate representing the 
Kaskaskia, Wea, Peoria, and Piankeshaw Indians in Washington, $1,000, to be 
paid out of the appropriation provided for said Indians in the sundry civil ap- 

ropriation act for the fiscal year 1889, and to be deducted from the amount to 
fe paid said Indians thereunder.” 

89. Insert: ** Eastern band of Cherokee Indians of North Carolina: For pay- 


‘ment to W. B. Ferguson and Frederick O, Fisher, of Waynesville, N. C., forsery- 


ices rendered as attorneys for the Eastern band of Cherokee Indians of North 
Carolina from October, 1883, to November 1, 1887, $600 each, $1,200,” 

90. Insert: “To Bartholomew Conley, for services of farmer in ch of Uma- 
tilla agency, in Oregon, from August 6 to 26, 1886, both apih inclusive, at the 
rate of $1,200 per annum, $68.47, and covered by order of the Secretary of the 
Interior of July 7, 1887." 

“91. Insert: ‘Support of Blackfeet, Bloods, and Piegans: For amount due to 
George T. Newman for beef-cattle furnished the Blackfeet Indians, at the re- 
quest of the agent for said Indians, on account of their starving condition, be- 
ing a deficiency for the fiscal year 1885 and prior years, $935.37.” 

92. Strike out ‘41,798"* and insert “42,271;" so it will read: ‘For compensa- 
tion {o clerks in post-cffices, being a deficiency on account of the fiscal year 
1887, $242,271.21." 

93. Strike out: “To enable the Postmaster-General to pay the Assistant At- 
torney-General of the Post-Office Department for services rendered in the prep- 
aration of a new edition of the postal laws and regulations under the act of 
March 30, 1886, $1.000.” ? 

$4. Insert: ‘To pay Thomas L. Hoffman, late postmaster at Fairfield, Iowa, 
amount paid by him for the United States for rent of the post-office at Fairfield, 
Iowa, in accordance with the terms of a lease of said premises held by the 
United States, and in pursuance of the instructions of the Post-Office Depart- 
ment, $625. 

95. Insert: “To pay Thomas F. Gerls, late tmaster at Pontiac, Mich., 
amount paid by him for rent of the post-office at Pontiac, Mich., in accordance 
with Minsk terms of a lease of said premises held by the United States, fiscal year 


į n. 

96. Insert: “To pay amount due Joseph Paul for paving with asphalt the 
roadways in the Agricultura! Grounds, by contract with the Agricultural De- 
partment, for the fiscal year 1885, $711.” 

97. Insert: “Experiments in the manufacture of sugar from sorghum and 
sugar cane: To pay unsettled accounts against the Department for experiments 
for the fiscal years 1887 and 1888, $8,000, orso much thereof as may be necessary.” 

93. Insert: “Contingent expenses Department of Justice, horses and wagons: 
To reimburse James M. Ewing, late disbursing clerk, Department of Justice, 
the amount of voucher No. 18, third quarter of 1884, for livery of horses for 
April, May, and June, 1833, improperly paid from the appropriation for * Oon- 
tingent expenses Department of Justice: Miscellaneous items, 1883,’ end disal- 
Jowed by the accounting officers, the said amount having been repaid to the 
‘Treasury by James M. Ewing, $200.” 

09, Insert: * Repairs to court-houge, Washington, D. C.: To reimburse James 
M, Ewing, late disbursing clerk, Department of Justice. amount paid by him for 
repairs to court-house, Washington, D. O., being for the service of the fiscal 
year 1883, $6.72." 

100, Insert: “For the payment to the widow of the late Chief-Justice Morri- 
Seles this sum, being equal to the balance of his salary for one year, 


$8,745. 

101. Strike out “ $25,000" and insert ‘$97,367.41;" so it will read: "Fees of 
district attorneys: For payment of regular official fees provided by law for ofi- 
cial services of United States district attorneys, $37,367.41.” 

102, Strike out “forty-one thousand nine hundred and twenty-eight dollars and 
eight” and insert “forty-two thonsand five hundred and twenty-six dollars and 
twenty-eight;” soit will read: “For payment of regular official fees provided 
by law for official services of United States district attorneys, being a deficiency 
for the fiscal year 1887, $12,5.6.28."" ; 

103. Strike out: ‘To enable the Attorney-General to pay Joseph Campbell, of 
Pheonix, Ariz., for assisting in prosecution of certain fifteen Apache Indians 
charged with murder before the United States court, at Phoenix, Ariz., $1,500.” 

104. Strike out ‘* $50,000" and insert ‘952,498.72;" so it will read: * Fees of 
commissioners: For fees of United States commissioners and justices of the 
peace acting as such commissioners, $52,498.72,” 

105. Strike out “eighteen thousand and fifty-one dollars and sixty-two” and 
insert “nineteen thousand seven hundred and fifty-seven dollars and thirty- 
tive; so it will read: “For fees of United States commissioners, and justices 
ef the peace actingas such commissioners, being a deficiency for fiscal year 1887, 

19,757.35, 

106. Insert: -'' Pay of district attorneys and assistants: To provide for the pay- 
ment of the claims enumerated on pages 2 and 3 of Senate Executive Document 
No. 266, Fiftieth Congress, first session, as follows, namely: For payment of 
United States district attorneys for unofficial services for fiscal year 1896, $350; 
for fiscal year 1887, $1,005; for fiscal year 1888, $3,675.80; in all, $8,030.80.” 

107, Insert; “ For payment of special assistant district attorneys, fiscal year 
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rah pau for fiscal year 1887, $5,027.75; for fiscal year 1888, $475; in all, $8,- 


108. Strike out: ‘ For expenses of Territorial -courts in Utah, being a defi- 
ciency for the fiscal year 1887, on account of supplying and caring for the peni- 
tent: , $8,734.26,” 

109. Insert: “Fore: 


110, Strike out: “And for su port of prisoners, United States courts, balance 
for the fiscal year ended June 30, 1887, the sum of $25,000,” soit will read: “ Sup- 
port of prisoners: For support of United States prisoners, including necessary 
clothing and medical aid, and transportation to place of conviction, being for 
the service of the fiscal year 1886, $12,675.64." 

ILI. Insert: “ For pt og of United States Plana ny including necessary 
clothing and medical aid, and transportation from place of conviction, being 
for the service of the fiscal year 1887, $25,000." 

112. Insert: “Industrial Christian Home Association of Utah Territory: To 
further aid the Industrial Christian Home Association of Utah Territory under 
its articles of incorporation in the establishment and maintenance of an indus- 
trial and educational institution in Salt Lake City for the benefit of the depend- 
ent women and children of Utah and Idaho Territories who desire to sever their 
allegiance to the Mormon Church, $75,000; and for contingent expenses of the 
association, $5,000; in all $80,000." 

: “ The mone: bap fe propriated shall be disbursed by the treas- 
urer of said association, who shal ae such bonds for the faithful performance 
of his duties as may be deemed uisite by the Secretary of the Interior. All 
accounts of expenditures under th: Fab aroma shall be audited by the Utah 
Commission, which shall hereafter act as the board of control for said institu- 
tion, and shall make an annual report to Congress covering the work of said 
institution and its expenditures.” 

14. Insert: “ For one year’s salary to the widow of Lafayette Dancy, an em- 
ployé of the Internal Revenue Bureau, who remained in the discharge of his 
duty in the public service at Jacksonville, Fla., and died of yellow fever, leav- 
ing a widow and children without means,” 

115, Insert: “ To pay the sum of $276,619.75 to the Chinese Government on be- 
half of his Government as full indemnity for alllosses and injuries sustained by 
Chinese subjects, as aforesaid.” 

116. Strike out: “Refund to David Day: To refund to David Day so much of 
the fine of $225 imposed upon him by the United States court for the southern 
district of Mississippi at its November term, 1886, from which he was relisved 
by a pardon granted by the President, March 16, 1887, $125.” 

117. Insert: “Provided, That. for the purposes of allowing the benefits herein 
contained to be extended to compositors of the RECORD appointed by the fore- 
man, distinguished from the regular appointees by a star (*) affixed to their 
ganea on the roll, they shall be considered as printers regularly employed on 

e RECORD. 

118. Insert: “To pay 15 per cent. in addition to the amount paid for day labor 
to the employés of the Government Printing Office, such as compositors, press- 
men, stereotypers, laborers, press-feeders, RECORD folders, counters, engineers, 
machinists, firemen; and proof-readers, revisers, bak holdets, make-up, and 
imposer of the bill force, who were and are exclusively employed on the night 
forces of the Government Printing Office, but exclusive of compositors on the 
Recorp, during the first session of the Fiftieth Congress, $10,000, or so much 
thereof as may be necessary: ided, That in estimuting the said 15 per cent. 
credit shall be given to the Government for whatever has been paid or is now 
being paid the said emptor ss above the rates for day work." 

119. Insert: “To enable the Public Printer to comply with the law granting 

n days’ annual leave to the employés of the Government Printing Office 
for the fiscal years 1887 and 1888, $25,000; and the Public Printer is hereby di- 
rected to pay forthwith all persons for services covered by deficiencies for said 
ears. 
7S2. Insert: "Senate.” 

121. Insert: "For compensation of officers, clerks, messengers, and others in 
the service of the Senate for the fiscal year 1889, $46,921.20.” 

122. Insert: ‘* For materials for folding for the fiscal year 1889, $14,000." 

123. Insert: “For folding speeches and pamphlets, at a rate not exceeding $1 
per thousand, for the fiscal year 1887, $638.50.” 

124. Insert: ‘For ae speeches and pamphlets, ata rate not exceeding $1 
per thousand, for the year 1888, $44,500.67.” 

125. Insert: “ For folding speeches and pamplets, at a rate not exceeding $1 
per thousand, for the fiscal year 1889, $12,000,” 

126. Insert: “ For fuel, oil, cotton-waste, and advertising for the heating ap- 
paratus, for the fiscal year 1888, $879.59." 
eA peak “For furniture and repairs of furniture for the fiscal year 1883, 

128, Insert: “ For expenses cf maintaining and ig Ere horses and mail- 
Bake ae for carrying the mails for the fiscal year 1883, $1,804.18.” 

ý Insert: * For miscellaneous items, exclusive of labor, for the fiscal year 


1888, $450.87. “ 

130, Insert: “For expenses of inquiries and investigations ordered by the 
Senate, including compensation to stenographers to committees, at such rate 
as may be fixed by the Committee to Audit and Control the Contingent Ex- 
Senate, but not exceeding $1.25 per printed page, for the fiscal 


s pay George N. Stranahan for services as conductor of the 
new Senate elevator from April 1 to June 30, 1888, $300.” 

132. Insert: “To pay Frank E. Waterman for nine days’ services, from De- 
cember 5 to December 13, 1887, inclusive, as clerk to Senator ©. J. Faulkner, 


133. Insert: “To pay Jules Guthridge for seven days’ services, from Decem- 
ber 5 to December 11, , inclusive, as clerk to Senator George Hearst, $42.” 
134. Insert: “To pay George H. Boyd, assistant in Senate document-room, 
for services rendered July 11 and 12, 1888, $6.52.” 

135. Insert: ‘* To enable the Secretary of the Senate to pay tothe widow of the 
late James T. Farley, late a Senator from the State of California, d , the 
sum of $1,248.80, being the amount of one mileage from his home to the seat of 
government and return,” 

136. Insert: “That hereafter the statement of all appropriations made during 
each session of Congress, including new offices created and the salaries of each 
and salaries of the offices which are increased and the amounts of such increase 
authorized by the act of July 4, 1836, shall be prepared under the direction of 
the Committees on Appropriations of the Senate and House of Representatives, 
and said statement shall hereafter show also the offices the salaries of which are 
reduced or omitted and the amount of such reduction, and shall also contain a 
chronological history of the regular appropriation bills passed during the ses- 
sion for which it is prepared; and to complete this work for the present session 
the sum of $1,200 is hereby appropriated, to be paid to the persons designated 

the chairmen of said committees to do said work.” 

137. Strike out: “To reimburse the five Official Reporters of the proceedings 
and debates of the House of Representatives for moneys paid by them so far 
dı the present session for clerical hire and extra clerical servi $1,000 
eacb, $5,000; $1,000 of which shall be to the widow of the late J. K. Ed- 
wards, he having been one of the said five Official Reporters as herein provided 


for.” 
138. Insert: "To pay Alexander Vangeuder as extra compensation for sery- 


ices rendered as assistant clerk to the Committee on Invalid Pensions during 
the second session of the Forty-ninth and the first session of the Fiftieth Con- 


—, $500, 

139. Insert: ‘' Library of Congress: To enable the accounting officers of the 
Treasury Department to settle the account of the aienrsingg agent of the Li- 
brary of gogua for balances of foreign postage due Edward G. Allen, of Lon- 


nan for sa 1884, 1885, and 1887, $19.30, to be paid outof fund for increase 
o » 
140. Strike out “Bower” and insert “‘Bowyer;" so it will read: "John M, 
Bowyer, $960.55.” 
141. Insert: “Francis E. Green, $545.20." 
142. Strike out: “Martin E, Hail, $316.71.” 
PO wa EI “Sarah M. Burge, administrator of Young Burge, deceased, 
fi 5 


144. Insert: “The New York Central and Hudson River Railroad Company, 
144,092.92," 


145. Strike out “three hundred and forty-five thousand seven hundred and 
twelve dollars and fifty-eight” and insert "four hundred and ninety thousand 
six hundred and ten dollars and ninety-eight;” so it will read: “* ,610.98,"" 

146, Insert: “‘ That the Secretary of avy be, and he is hereby, author- 
ized, in his discretion, to loan any scientific instruments in the possession of 
any of the bureaus under his charge, and notin use, to persons taking observa- 
tions or making investigations in connection with or for the use of the Signal 
Service, under such regulations as he may prescribe, taking such security forthe 
safe-keeping and return of such instruments on demand as he may deem nec- 


147, Strike out: “Forreimbursing Kentucky for ba angen incurred in suppress- 
ing the rebellion, being the amount certified to be due by the Secretary of the 
Treasury under letter of August 16, 1888, $38,861.18.” 

148. Insert: “Src, 5, That for the payment of a portion of the claims certified 
to be due by the several accounting officers of ury Department under 
appropriations the balances of which have been exhausted or carried to the sur- 

us fund under the provisions of section 5 of the act of June 20, 1874, and un- 

er appropriations heretofore treated as permanent, being for the service of the 
fiscal year 1886 and prior years, and which have been certified to Congress un- 
der section 2 of the act of July 7, 1884, as fully set forth in Senate Executive 
Documents No. 255 and 269, Fiftieth Congress, first session, there is appropri- 
ated, as follows.” 

149. Insert: “Clair + allowed by First Comptroller.” 

150. Insert: “State Department.” 

15}. Insert: ‘Foreign intercourse: For contingent expenses, foreign missions, 
1886 and prior years, $283.23.” 

152, Insert: “ For salaries, consular service, 1886 and prior years, $14.10." 

153. Insert: ‘‘For contingent expenses, United States consulates, 1886 and 
prior years, $71.83.” 

154. opie tied expenses of prisons for American convicts, 1886 and prior 

ears, 62, 
z 155. Insert: “For pay of consular oflicers for services to American vessels and 
seamen prior to July 1, 1886, $14." 

156. Insert: “‘ Treasury Department.” 

157. rE R “For salaries, office of Secretary of the Treasury, 1886 and prior 
years, k 

158. Insert: “ For drawback on stills exported (act March 1, 1879), $180.” 

159. Insert: “ Interior Department.” 
: “For Geological Survey, 1886 and prior years, $20.04.” 

161. Insert: **For salaries and commissions of rs and receivers, 1886 
and prior years, $211.82.” 

= Insert: * For contingent expenses of land offices, 1856 and prior years, 

7.33.” 


Mara “For expenses of depositing public moneys, 1886 and prior years, 

161. Insert: “ For protecting public lands, 1886 and prior years, $22.20.” 

Insert: “ For expenses of hearings in land entries, 1886 and prior years, 

166. Insert: “For surveying the public lands, 1886 and prior years, $4,548.28.” 

ary Insert: “For 5, 3, and 2 per cent. fund to States, prior to July 1, 1885, $29,- 
676.24. 


168. Insert: ‘Department of Justice.” 

169. Insert: “For fees and expenses of marshals, United States courts, 1886 
and prior years, $369.57." 

170. Insert: “For fees of clerks United States courts, 1886 and prior years, 


50, 
171. Insert: “ For fees of commissioners United States courts, 1886 and prior 
years, $90.20,” 


$ ce Ingert : “For fees of witnesses United States courts, 1886 and prior years, 
4,119.33.” 

173. Insert: “For support of prisoners United States courts, 1886 and prior 
years, $251.25." 

174. Insert: “‘ For miscellaneous expenses United States courts, 1886 and prior 
years, $121.81.” 


‘eon gil “ Fox expenses of Territorial courts in Utah, 1886 and prior years, 
i 176. Insert: “Claims allowed by the First Auditor and Commissioner of Cus- 
oms, 
177. Insert: “For expenses of collecting the revenue from customs, 1836 and 
prior years, $13,237.07.’ 
178. Insert: ** For Marine-Hospital Service, prior to July 1, 1886, except claims 
numbered 22107 and 22109, $525.” fk 
179. Insert: “For expenses of revenue-cutter service, 1886 and prior years, 
except claims numbered 22106 and 22108, $18.” 
ne rien A For furniture and repairs of same for public buildings, 1886 and 
rior years, 
z 181. Insert: “For debentures and other charges, prior to July 1, 1886, 5 cents.” 
iad a repairs and incidental expenses of light-houses, 188¢ and 
prior years, á 
183. Insert: "For supplies of light-houses, 1886 and prior years, $28.50.” 
For pope aden wernt arabe 1861, Basa 
War Department claims allowed by the Second Auditor and 
Second Comptroller.” 
tee — : ‘For pay of two and three year volunteers, 1871 and prior years, 
187. Insert: “For bounty to volunteers and their widows and legal heirs, 1871 
and prior years, $48,811.72.” 
188, Insert: ‘‘ For bounty, act of July 28, 1866, 1880 and prior years, $8,700.” 
189. Insert: “‘ For pay, etc., of the Army, 1886 and prior years, $2,628.24.” 
190. Insert: “ Pay, etc., of the Army, 1887, $532.35." 
191. Insert: “ Pay, etc., of the Army, 1888, $120.75.” 
192. Insert: “For ‘contingencies of the Army, 1886 and prior years, $485.90.” 
193. Insert: ‘* For draft and substitute fund, 1871 and rages’ years, $3.72.” 
Pete parang “For medical and hospital department, 1886 and prior years, 
ae Insert: ‘‘ For ordnance, ordnance stores, and supplies, 1886 and prior years, 
196. Insert: " For preventing and suppressing Indian hostilities, 1871and prior 
years, $101.29,” 


1888. 


197. Insert: “Interior Department claims allowed by the Second Auditor and 
Second Com ller.” 

198. Insert: “ For fulfilling treaty with Nez Perces, $30.09.” 

199, ere * For support of Indian children at school in States, 1586 and prior 
years, be A 
eta oe Insert : "For support of Yakamas and other Indians, 1886 and prior years, 

201. Insert: “War Department claims allowed by the Third Auditor and 
Second Comptroller.” 

202. Insert: “ For subsistence of the Army, 1886 and prior years, $84.45.” 

203. Insert: “For regular supplies, Quartermaster’s Department, 1886 and 
prior years, $464.70.” 

204. Insert: ‘ For incidental expenses, Quartermaster’s Department, 1836 and 
prior years, $5,552.63.” 

205, Insert 3” For transportation of the Army and its supplies, 1886 and prior 
years, 


$5,205, 
206. Insert: “For 50 per cent. of arrears of Army transportation due certain 


land-grant s, 1886 and prior years, $65.42.” 
207. Insert: “For barracks and quarters, 1886 and Prior fer $263." 
208. Insert: “ For clothing and camp and garrison equipage, 1886 and prior 


years, $78.40.” 
209. Insert: “ For horses for cavalry and artillery, 1886 and prior years, $716.” 
210, prick “ For engineer depot at Willets Point, New York, 1886 and prior 


years, $3.44. 

211. Insert: ‘ For refunding to States (Kentucky) expenses incurred in rais- 
ing volunteers (act July 27, 1861), $2,019.51.’ 

212. Insert: “ For reimbursing the State of Kentucky for expenses in sup- 
pressing the rebellion (acts June 8, 1872, and March 3, 1881), $36,841.67.” 

: ART Pas and other property lost in the military service prior 
o g 

214. Insert: “For commutation of rations to prisoners of war in rebel States 
and to soldiers on furlough, prior to July 1, 1886, $3,136.25.” 

“215. : “For pay, transportation, services, and supplies of Oregon and 
Washington volunteers in 1855 and 1856, 1871 and prior years, $2,978.53." 

216. Insert: "For Rogue River Indian war, prior to July 1, 1886, 99.” 

217 Insert: “Navy Department claims allowed by the Fourth Auditor and 
Second Comptroller.” 

218. Insert: ‘For pay of the Navy, prior to July 1, 1886, $369,463.64." 

219. Insert: “For pay of the Navy, prior to July 1, 1886, for the payment of 
claims set forth in Senate Executive Document No. 269, Fiftieth Congress, first 
session, $4,157.81.” 

220. Insert: " For pay, miscellaneous, 1886 and prior years, $186.70." 

For contingent, Navy, 1886 and prior years, $60.” 
: “For contingent, Marine Corps, 1886 and prior years, $1.40." 
223. Insert: ‘For provisions, Navy, Bureau of Provisions and Clothing, 1886 
pe pne years, $11,801.31." 

Insert: " For provisions, Navy, Bureau of Provisions and Clothing, 1836 
and prior years, for the payment of the claim set forth in Senate Executive 
Document No, 269, Fiftieth Con; first session, $288.” 

. Insert: “ For indemnity for lost clothing, prior to July 1, 1886, $120." 

226. Insert: ‘‘ For enlistment bounties to seamen. pe to July 1, 1886, $981.45.” 

227. Insert: “For the payment of claims for difference between actual ex- 
penses and mileage allowed under the decision of the United States Supreme 
Court in the case of Graham vs. United $1,222.89.” 

228. Insert: “Seo. 6. That for the payment of the claims certified to be due by 
the Auditor of the Treasury for the Post-Office Department under the act ap- 
proved March 3, 1883, or under appropriations the balance of which have been 
exhausted or carried to the coy! pane under the provisions ofsection 5 of the 
act of June 20, 1874, being for the service of the fiscal year 1886 and prior years, 
and which have been certified to Congress under section 2 of the act of July 7, 
1884, as fully set forth in Senate Executive Document No. 253, Fiftieth Congress, 
first session, there is appropriated as follows.” 

229, Insert: “ For compensation of postmasters readjusted under act of March 
ae payable from deficiency in postal revenue, 1886 and prior years, $77,- 


230. Insert: "For deficiency in tal revenue, 1886 and prior years, $1,831.20.” 

231. Insert: “Sec. 7. That all the laws of the United States now in force re- 
specting crimes and offenses be, and they are hereby, extended to and declared 
to be in force in the unorganized territory bounded on the north by the States 
of Kansas and Colorado, on the west by the Territory of New Mexico, on the 
south by the State of Texas, and the east by the one hundredth degree of longi- 
tude west of Greenwich, for all the purposes of enforcing the laws of the United 
States in respect of crimes and offenses, and is annexed to and made a part of 
the district of Kansas, and the courts and officers of the said district connected 
with the administration of justice are hereby invested with all the powers and 
jurisdiction now by law existing in the said courts and officers in respect of 
crimes and offenses committed within the said district. The foregoing provis- 
ion shall not be held or construed to abolish orin any wise impair any jurisdic- 
tion now existing in or by any court of the United States xeupeetin 
any crimes or offenses heretofore committed within the aforesaid Public Lan 
Strip. And the circuit court of the United States for the said district of Kansas 
is hereby invested with jurisdiction to hear, try, and determine all civil cases 
arising in the above-described public land district, or in respect of the inhabit- 
ants thereof in the same manner, under the same limitations, and with the 
same effect that the sic pi court of the Territory of New Mexico has within 
the Territory of New Mexico in respect of cases or persons arising or residing 
therein, and all the laws of the United States are hereby extended over said 
Publie Land Strip, and for the purposes of the privileges and benefits of the 
land Jaws said Public Land Strip is hereby attached to the southwestern land 
district of Kansas, and the Secretary of the Interior is authorized to cause the 
subdivisional lines of townships in said Public Land Stripto be surveyed under 
current appropriations for the surveying service: Provided, That the public 
lands in said Strip shall be subject to entry only by actual settlers under the 
homestead laws, excluding the commutation provided by section 2301 of the 
Revised Statutes." 


Mr. SPINOLA. Trise for the purpose of making a suggestion, and 
I reserve the right to object until I can ask a question. I should like 
to ask the gentleman from Missouri whether it is not customary, on a 
proposition involving so many items as are included in the amendments 
of the Senate, to haye those amendments printed and let them go over 
instead of referring them at once to a conference committee to be re- 
ported back in gross and then voted upon asa whole. Ought they not 
go to the Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union and 
be there considered one by one? Ought they not to be referred to the 
Committee on Appropriations and reported back with the recommen- 
dations of that committee before we are asked to act on them? 

Mr. BLOUNT. I ask the gentleman from New York: Suppose there 
is no quorum of the Committee on Appropriations? 

Mr. SPINOLA. Very well; thereisnoquorum herein the House; and 
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I will say to my friend from Georgia that if there is no quorum present 
in the Committee on Appropriations let the Sergeant-at-Arms be ordered 
to bring in the absentees. 

_Mr. BLOUNT. The subcommittee always has charge of such a 


ill. 

Mr. BURNES. I wish to say to my friend from New York, as one 
of the probable conferees on this bill, that I think I understand the 
wishes and temper of the House in regard to all these amendments. I 
think I understané the objection the gentleman from New York has to 
oneof these propositions, and I assure him, so far as I am concerned, the 
matter shall have full and fair consideration. If any gentleman wishes 
to appeal to the House in reference to any matter, I think I can assure 
the House it will go to the House for consideration. Therefore the 
gentleman from New York will see that no possible injury can be done 
to any member. 

Mr. McMILLIN. -` I made the motion to print the amendments in 
the RECORD so that members might have an opportunity to examine 
them before the committee of conference could make any report upon 
them. 

Mr. BURNES, I move that the amendments be numbered, and that 
the bill and amendments be printed for the use of the House. That 
can be done by this evening or to-morrow morning, and every mem- 
ber can have acopy before him. I can assure the gentleman from New 
York, and all others, that they shall have opportunity for a fair hear- 


ing. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection ? 

Mr. MANSUR. Mr. Speaker, I desire to add to what was-stated by 
the gentleman from Arkansas [Mr. DUNN], and in view of the fact that 
my distinguished colleague [ Mr. BURNES] will probably be a member 
of the conferenve committee, that understanding the amendment (be- 
ing section 7 of the bill) incorporated by the Senate to be antagonistic 
to the bill now pending before the House known as the Oklahoma bill, 
and to prevent him from misunderstanding my action hereafter, I shall 
for one insist upon the presence of a quorum before that amendment 
shall be adopted by the House. 

Mr. BURNES. All gentlemen will have an opportunity of préesent- 
ing their views on the bill. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Iwishtoadd a word. Thatso much of the amend- 
ment as proposes to attach the Public Land Strip to any portion of the 
State of Kansas will be as strenuously objected to by myself as by any 
other member on the floor. Ifthe Land Strip is to be organized into 
a land district at all it should be a separate district. Itcontains three 
and a half millions of acres, and I am confident when the subject is 
carefully considered the House will not consent to add it to any of the 
adjacent territory. Ishall object toany other arrangement than that I 
have indicated. 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair hears no objection to the © 


request of the gentleman from Missouri. 

Mr. BURNES. I have also requested that the bill be printed and 
the amendments numbered. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair understands that request to 
haye been also granted. 

The Chair will appoint as conferees on the part of the House the 
gentleman from Missouri, Mr. BURNES, the gentleman from ‘Texas, 
Mr. SAYERS, and the gentleman from Kansas, Mr. RYAN. 

Mr. PAYSON. I understood when the request was made that this 
matter was to lie over until the bill was printed and the amendments 
numbered, so that they might be considered by the members. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair did notso understand. The 
request of the gentleman from Missouri was to non-concur in all of the 
Senate amendments and agree to the conference. 

Mr. PAYSON. Of course, then, the House should understand that 
the question will be presented directly upon tlie acceptance or rejection 
of the conference report as an entirety. 

Mr. BLOUNT. I hope the gentleman from Missouri will state the 
request again. 

Mr. BURNES. I suppose that has been already settled. 

Mr. BLOUNT. It seems not. 

Mr. PAYSON. After hearing an explanation from the gentleman 
from Missouri, I shall not make any objection. 

ORDER OF BUSINESS. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Clerk will report the title of the 
bill called up by the gentleman from Indiana. 

Mr.-BLOUNT. I hope the gentleman will withdraw that, and let 
us have the morning hour. 

Mr. BURNES. I wish to submit a privileged report. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Indiana calls up 
a privileged report. / 

Mr. HOLMAN. Iwill yield to the gentleman from Missouri. 

RELIEF FOR YELLOW-FEVER INFECTED DISTRICTS. 


Mr. BURNES. I am instructed by the Committee on Appropria- 
tions to report back the Senate joint resolution No. 110 with an amend- 
ment thereof in the nature of a substitute. 

Mr. DOUGHERTY. Iwill state to the House that the resolution 
presented by the gentleman from Missouri refers to the yellow-fever 


a 
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sufferers in the South, and I ask unanimous consent thatit be read and 
considered now. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The amendmentin the nature of a sub- 
stitute reported by the Committee on Appropriations will be read sub- 
ject to the right of objection. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Senate joint resolution 110, in aid of the sufferers from the yellow fever. 


Strike out all after the enacting clause and insert: “That the sum of $100,000 
be,and the same hereby is, appropriated out of any money in the Treasury 
not otherwise roprinted, to be immediately available, to be expended in 
the discretion of the dent ot the United States in aid of State or municipal 
boards of health, or otherwise, to prevent the introduction of cholera or yel- 
low fever into the United States from foreign countries, or into one State or 
Territory from another, or in the re ser pe of or preventing the spread of 
said diseases, or either of them, in infected districts.” 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection to the present con- 
sideration of the resolution? 

‘There was no objection. 

The amendment of the Committee on Appropriations was adopted. 

The joint resolution as amended was ordered toa third reading; and 
it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 

Mr, DOUGHERTY moved to reconsider the vote by which the joint 
resolution was ; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be 
laid on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

; ORDER OF BUSINESS. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The regular order is the call of com- 
mittees for reports. 

FILING OF REPORTS. 

Mr. BLOUNT. I ask unanimous consent that the call of committees 
for reports be di with, and also that gentlemen be allowed to 
file their reports with the Clerk. 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 
bate following reports were filed by being handed in at the Clerk’s 


MILES F. WEST. 
Mr. STONE, of Kentucky, from the Committee on War Claims, re- 
rted back favorably the bill (H. R. 1156) for the relief of Miles F. 

West; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House on 
the Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to 
be printed. 

GEORGE Il. OWEN. . 

Mr. HITT, from the Committee on Foreign Affairs, reported back 
favorably the bill (H. R. 11495) for the relief of George H. Owen; which 
was referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the Private Cal- 
endar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 

MORNING HOUR. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The morning hour for the considera- 
tion of bills begins at eight minutes before 1 o'clock. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. I believe the Military Committee has the call 
in this hour. 

Mr. BLOUNT. The Naval Committee was called yesterday. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. I think they have concluded their business. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore, ‘The Chair understands that the Mili- 
tary Committee was passed on the call, but afterwards upon the re- 
quest of the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. MaisH] they were al- 
lowed to occupy the hour. 

Mr. BLOUNT. I was not aware of that. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. Mr. Speaker, I wish to submit a parliament- 
ary question before proceeding with the consideration of bills reported 
from the committee: whether it will be in order to take up for consid- 
eration a bill which has passed the Honse and been amended by the 
Senate, and is now on the Speaker's table ? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair thinks the committee could 
call up any bill that may have been reported from the committee on a 
previous day, except private bills. « 

The Chair is informed, however, that the bill to which the gentle- 
man refers is a private bill, and would not be in order on this call. 

+ Mr. TOWNSHEND. Then I call up the bill which I send to the 
esk. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


A bill (HL. R. 9409) for the crection of an academic building and gymnasium at 
West Point. 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair will eall the attention of the 
gentleman to the fact that this bill is in Committee of the Whole. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. I move that the House resolve itself into Com- 
mittee of the Whole to consider that bill, and others that may be called 
up by the committee. 


ENROLLED JOINT RESOLUTION, 


Mr. KILGORE, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, reported that 
they had examined and found duly enrolled joint resolution (H. Res. 
225) to continue the provisions of existing law providing temporarily 
oe the expenditures of the Government; when the Speaker signed 

e same. 

On motion of Mr. TOWNSHEND, the House resolved itself into Com- 
yeaa! the Whole House on the state of the Union, Mr. MCMILLIN 

e chair. 


NEW BUILDINGS AT WEST POINT. 


The CHAIRMAN. The House is in Committee of the Whole forthe 
consideration of the bill which the Clerk will read. 

The Clerk read as follows: . 

A bill (H. R. 9409) for the erection of an academic building and gymnasium at 
West Point. 

Be it enacted, etc., That the following sums be, and the same are hereby, ap- 
propriated out of any money in the Treasury not otherwise appropriated, for 
public buildings at the Military Academy, West Point, N, Y.: 

For the erection of a fire-proof building, on such site of the public grounds at 
West Point, N. Y., as may b designated by the Secretary of War, to accommo- 
date all the de ments of instruction of the Military Academy, to be con- 
stracted according tothe plans recommended by the Academic Board and ap- 
proved by the Secretary of War, $190,000: Provided, That the building, when 
completed upon plans and specifications to be previously made and approved 
by the Secretary of War, on the recommendation of the Academic Board, shall 
not exceed in cost the sum herein stated. 

For the erection of a roof building, on such site of the public grounds at 
West Point, N. Y., as may be designated by the Secretary of War, to be usedas 
agymnasium and fencing academy for the cadets of the United States Military 
Academy, to be constructed ng to the plans recommended by the Aca- 
demic Board and sppeoved uy the Secretary of War, $100,000: Provided, That 
the building, when comp! upon plans and specifications to be viously 
made and approved by the Secretary of War, on the- recomm: n of the 
Academic , shall not exceed in cost the sum Herein stated. 

Mr. SPINOLA. What is the amount carried by the bill? 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. Four hundred and ninety thousand dollars. 
Lask action on the bill. 

Mr. OATES. I would like to hear some explanation of the neces- 
sity for this building. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. Iwill explain the necessity for the building. 
The report on this matter is quite lengthy, and eatin I will not 
ask that it be read. I will state, however, that the object of the bill 
is to erect an academic building and gymnasium at West Point for use 
in the instruction of the cadets. Having been a visitor at the last ex- 
amination at West Point, linvestigated the condition of the buildings, 
and can speak on that point from my own knowledge. 

I will say to the gentleman from Alabama [Mr. OATES] that upon 
examination of the buildings I was satisfied that the health, safety, and 
proper instruction of the cadets at West Point absolutely depend upon 
the construction of this building. The building now used for that pur- 
pose isa very ancient one, which isin a very unhealthy condition. The 
last Congress appropriated an amount to construct a new building, but 
upon investigation by the Academic Board it was found that the sum 
was not large enough to construct such a building as was necessary, 
and therefore not a dollar of that money has been used. It has been 
left in the Treasury, Plans and designs have been draughted and sub- 
mitted to the Secretary of War and the Academic Board and the Board 
of Visitors; and these have come to but one conclusion, and that is that 
they are such as ought to be adopted, and that just such a building as 
is suggested should be constructed. Upon the Board of Visitors were 
my friend from New York [ Mr. Bacon], Judge REAGAN, of Texas, and 
Senator CuLLom, of Illinois. Upon a careful examination we were 
unanimously of opinion that the building ought to be constructed, not 
only for the health of the students, but for their proper instruction, and 
also for their very safety. - r 

Mr. HOLMAN. Will my friend from Illinois state the amount to 
be appropriated for this building? 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. I think the amount of the bill is about half a 
million dollars for the Academy. That, however, provides for a gym- 
nasium. 

Mr. HOLMAN. TI would request my friend to let this matter go 
over; it is so late in the session. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. Of course, if the gentleman from Indiana shall 
object to the consideration of this bill, he or any other member on this 
floor has itin his power to prevent its passage; but in my honest judg- 
ment if he were on the ground or had examined the condition of things 
there he would be the first gentleman in this House to demand that we 
should construct such a building. Of course the gentleman has not 
been there, and he is not willing to take my testimony, nor the testi- 
mony of the gentleman from New York [Mr. BAcon], nor the testi- 
mony of the officers of the War Department, and if he decides to ob- 
ject to the bill he has the right to do so. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I think we ought to let it go over. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. If you let it go over, youare endangering the 
health and the proper instruction of the boys that you and I and other 
members are sending to West Point to be instructed. 

Mr. HOLMAN. When did this project first spring up? 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. They have been asking for it for years; but I 
believe that it has been denied on account of some sort of narrow-minded 
views in regard to economy. But, sir, when I went with Judge REA- 
GAN, who is as great an economist as the gentleman from Indiana [ Mr. 
HoLMAN], he was of the opinion that it was an outrage and no one 
could tolerate such a condition of affairs as existed at West Point. and 
every one at once signed the report which asks for the passage of this 
bill. I know the gentleman from Indiana would agree to this matter 
if he could only go and see for himself the exact condition of affairs. 

Mr. HOL . Was that measure passed by the House in the 
Forty-eighth Congress? 


Mr. TOWNSHEND. In the last Congress an appropriation was ` 


made, but it was not large enough. 
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Mr. OATES. Will the gentleman from Illinois answer another ques- 
tion? What he has answered is in regard to the academie building? 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. Yes, sir. 

Mr. OATES. ‘The appropriation for that is $490,000. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. Yes. I forget theamountfor the gymnasium, 
but I think it is $100,000. The gynasium, as my friend knows, isabout 
as necessury for the proper instruction of the cadets as any other edu- 
cational feature. 

Mr. OATES. I want to know how it appens that $100,000 is nec- 
essary to erect a gymnasium for the boys there, 

Mr. TOWNSHEND, Well, that question has been thoroughly gone 
into by the officers of the War Department and by the officers at West 
Point, and theirconclusion is that thatis as smalla sumas can be wisely 
used for the purpose. I am not an architect and therefore I can not 
say anything further about it, except that I believe the gentlemen who 
have investigated and reported upon the question understand it and 
are entitled to credit. 

Mr. HOLMAN. If this is of such ggat importance and urgency, 
how does it happen that it did not go igto the general appropriation 
bill? 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. Because notice was not given to the commit- 
tee until after the bill had been reported and had passed the House. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Then the necessity was notso pressing after all. 

Mr. BACON. ‘The gentieman from Indiana is mistaken about that. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. I now yield five minutes to the gentleman 
from New York [Mr. Bacon]. 

Mr, BACON. Mr, Chairman, in the distribution of duties imposed 
upon the Board of Visitors the examination of public buildings at West 
Point was assigned to a committee of which Iwas chairman. The pres- 
ent academic building was constructed, I believe, more than fifty years 
ago. The basement of it was a cellar which was used for storage pur- 
poses, but in the course of time they modified it and it is now used in 
part fora gymnasium. In the Forty-ninth Congress the insufficiency 
and insecurity of the present buildings at West Point was brought to 
the attention of Congress, and an appropriation was mado for the re- 
construction of the academic building. 

Mr. HOLMAN. How much? 

Mr. BACON. ‘The amount I do not remember. 

Mr. HOLMAN. It was supposed to be sufficient, though? 

Mr. BACON. Yes, sir. When that appropriation had been made, 
the matter was referred to the Academic Board for the purpose of hay- 
ing plans prepared for the changes n to be made. The build- 
ing was then examined, and it was found that the timbers were rotten, 
that the walls were weak, and that the only way to repair it satisfacto- 
rily would be tosubstantially reconstruct it. Therefore, under the cir- 
cumstances, the officers in charge at West Point very properly deferred 
any reconstruction of the building because it could not be done satis- 
factorily within the appropriation. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Well, it is too late in the season todo much in that 
way now. [Laughter.] - 

Mr. BACON. No, sir; the building can be taken down and prepa- 
rationscan be made. A plan has been prepared by the Academic Board, 
without cost, which will furnish adequate provision for the work of 
the Academy. At the present time the library building is occupied 
by the professors in the scientific branches of instruction, and their in- 
struments are clustered together in a way which makes it impossible 
to use them satisfactorily. Some building has got to be constructed, 
and the one proposed is simply sufficient forthe purpose. A gymna- 
sium building in addition to that is necessary for the education of the 
cadets, for this reason: Everybody who knows anything about thecli- 
mate there knows that for about tive months in the year it is impossi- 
ble to drill the boys outdoors, or give them the necessary exercise, and 
the plan proposes a gymnasium which will furnish not only a place 
for gymnastic exercises, but also a place where the boys can be drilled 
and given the necessary instruction in the manual of arms and tacti- 
cal movements at all seasons of the year. In the judgment of all the 
gentlemen in charge at West Point both these buildings are essential 
to the successful carrying on of the work of the institution. I am not 
favoring unnecessarily large expenditures there or anywhere else, but 
it is simply a question of whether we shall save time by giving this 
authority now and getting this work under way. During the falland 
winter the stone can be gotten out and when the spring comes the act- 
ual construction of the buildings can begin. If the matter is deferred 
until the second session of the Fiftieth Congress, the result will be that 
no work can be done until after the Ist of July, 1889, and in that way 
four or five of the best months in the year will be lost. 

Mr, SPINOLA was ized. ' 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. I will say to my colleague on the committee 
[Mr. SPINOLA] that I think it best under the circumstances to with- 
draw the bill for the present. 

Mr. SPINOLA. Very well. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. Mr. Speaker, I am convinced from the in- 
formation I have received that there will be opposition to the 
of this bill, and as I do not diare Uo Wate ths tac alltel TO tae 
committee, I will withdraw the bill, as we can bring it up again in 
December next. 


I now yield to my colleague on the committee, the gentleman from 
South Carolina [Mr. TILLMAN]. 


APPROACHES TO NATIONAL CEMETERY, SALISBURY, N. C. 


Mr. TILLMAN. I call up the bill (H. R. 10187) to provide for 
grading and paving the approaches to the national cemetery near 
Salisbury, N. C. 

The bill was read. > 

Mr. TILLMAN. In order to save time, I ask to dispense with the 
reading of the report, and will state to the Honse that by instruction 
of the committee I desire to offer two short amendments. 

Mr. KILGORE. Will the gentleman allow me tointerrupt him one 
moment? 

Mr. TILLMAN. I would be glad if the gentleman would let me 
make a brief statement. 

Mr. KILGORE. I can save time by saying that I will not consent 
to the passage of this bill unless there is a quorum present. 

Mr. TILLMAN. Then, Mr. Speaker, I withdraw the bill. 


BATTLE-FIELD OF GETTYSBURGH. 


Mr. TOWNSHEND. I yield to my colleague on the committee, tho 

ntleman from Pennsylvania [ Mr. MAIsH]. 

Mr. MAISH. I desire to call up the joint resolution (S. R. 10) 
relating to the inclosure of certain points of especial interest on the 
battle-field of Gettysburgh. 

The joint resolution was read, as follows: 


Resolved by the Senate and House of Representatives, eic., That whenever (he 
fence which now incloses Lafayette Square in the city of Washington is re- 
moved, the Secretary of War is hereby directed to deliver the same to the Gettys- 
burgh Battle-field Memorial Association, at Gettysburgh, Pa,, for the purpose of 
inclosing points of especial interest on the Gettysburgh battle-field. 


Mr. MAISH. Mr. Speaker, in the sundry civil bill about to become 
a law, provision is made for the removal of the iron fence now inclos- 
ing Lafayette Square in this city; and unless otherwise provided, that 
fence will be sold for old iron. This bill proposes to utilize the fence 
for the purpose of inclosing points of interest on the battle-field of Get- 
tysburgh. 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas. What appropriation does the joint 
resolution carry? 

Mr. MAISH. It makes no appropriation; it simply proposes to 
utilize in the manner I have stated a fence which would otherwise be 
sold as old iron. [Cries of ‘‘ Vote!’ ‘‘Vote!’’ 

The joint resolution was laid aside to be reported to the House with 
the recommendation that it pass. 


ARMS, ETC., FOR OREGON MILITIA, 


Mr. TOWNSHEND. I now yield to my colleague on the commit- 
tee, the gentleman from Mississippi [Mr. HOOKER]. 

Mr. HOOKER. I call up the bill (H. R. 5009) to provide certain 
arms, ammunition, and equipage to the State of Oregon for the militia 
thereof. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


Whereas the militia organizations of the State of Oregon, already perfected 
now embrace three regiments of infantry, with one unattached battery of light 
artillery and one troop of cavalry, and these are in urgent need of arms and 
equipments by reason of the inadequate supply due the State through its regu- 
lar annual quota provided by law; and 

Whereas the population of Oregon, in view of its recent rapid growth, is now 
double that number required as the basis for representation in Congress, and 
therefore justly entitled to twice its present annual quota of arms and equip- 
ments; an . 

Whereas Oregon contains within its limits five Indian reservations, aggregat- 
ing within them about 4,000 Indians, and these reservations are located in 
widely variant sections of the State, throughont which there is but one United 
States military post, with but one company of infantry; and that along the 300 
miles of unguarded seacoast, as well as frontier of theState. there are many ex- 
posed localities which may at any time experience the necessity of home de- 
fense against sudden raids; and 

Whereas several Territories, including Alaska, are without militia organiza- 
tions, and their quotas remain uncalled for, and the amounts are annually cov- 
ered back into the Treasury, instead of being apportioned to those States having 
a deficiency of arms and equipments: Therefore, 

Be it enncted, etc., That the Secretary of War be, and he is hereby, directed to 
cause 1,000 stand of improved Springfield rifles, caliber .45, model 1384; 60 
Springfield cadet rifles, caliber .45; 660 shell extractors; 669. screw-drivers; 660 
wiping-rods; 132 tumbler punches; 33 spring-vises; 33 arm-chests; 660 bay- 
onet-scabbards ; 660 cartridge-boxes; 660 wrist-belts and plates; 2,000 rifle bali- 
cartridges; 4,000 rifle blank cartridges; 2 Gatling guns, caliber .45; 2 carriages 
and timbers for Gatling guns (wood); 2zun-covers; 4 handspikes; 2sight-cases; 
2 oilers; 2 hammers; 2 wrenches, to be forwarded to and placed at the dis- 
posal of the governor of the Siate of Oregon, at Salem, in said State, for distribu- 
tion among the militia So neepa of the State which may be deficient in the 
material herein provided for, and said property shall be receipted and accounted 
for the same as that embraced in all requisitions on the regular annual quotas 
provided for by law; and when the regular quotas annually due said State 
shall be sufficient to cover the requirements of the militia thereof, and the arms 
and camp equipage hercin provided for shall be no longer necessary for the use 
of said militia, the same, where practicable, shall be accounted forand returned 
to the United States, 


Mr. HOOKER. Mr. Chairman, I have called up this bill-for the 
accommodation of an absent colleague on the committee, the gentle- 
man from Michigan [Mr. CUTCHEON], and also for the accommoda- 
tion of the gentleman from Oregon [Mr. HERMANN], to whom I now 
yield for any explanation he may desire to make. 

Mr. HERMANN, I will merely state that this bill has been intro- 
duced in pursuance of the request of the State authorities of Oregon. 
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A requisition was made by that State upon the Secretary of War for 
arms, ammunition, etc., as specified in the bill; but in response to the 
application it was stated by the War Department that it would be 
necessary for Congress to authorize the Department specifically to dis- 
tribute these arms, etc., to the State of Oregon, subject to the order of 
the governor thereof. The facts are set forth in the preamble of the 
bill; and I presume it is not necessary to go into any farther explana- 
tion. I therefore call for a vote. 

The amendments reported by the committee were read, as follows: 

On line 21 of the bill, after the word “for,” insert “the same;"’ and on said 
line strike out the word “all; ” and on line 23 strike out all of the bill after the 
word “sufficient™ and insert the following: “therefor the said annual quotas 
shall be credited to the said State until the advance of arms, ordnance, and 
stores hereby made shall be offset and balanced by said annual quotas.” 

The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill as amended was laid aside to be reported to the House with 
the recommendation that it do pass. 

ENLISTED MEN OF SIGNAL CORPS. 


Mr. TOWNSHEND. Icall up the bill(H. R. 9907) to make enlisted 
men of the Signal Corps responsible for public property. 

The bill was read. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. I ask unanimous consent that Senate bill No. 
2519 be substituted for the bill just read. 

The CHAIRMAN. That can not be done, because the Senate bill 
referred to is not in the Committee of the Whole, but on the House 
Calendar. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. I withdraw the bill for the present. 

ASSISTANT SECRETARY OF WAR. 


Mr. TOWNSHEND. I call up the bill (H. R. 10190) providing for 
an Assistant of War. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, elc., That the President be, and he is hereby, authorized to ap- 
point, by and with the advice and consent of the Senate, an officer to be called 
the Assistant Secretary of War, whose salary shall be $5,000 per annum,and who 
shall perform all such duties in the War Department as shall be prescribed by 
the Secretary of War or as may be required by law, and who shall act as Sec- 
retary of War in the absence of that officer. 


Mr. TOWNSHEND. I move that this bill be laid aside to be favor- 
ably reported to the House. 

Mr. KILGORE. I demand the reading of the report. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will state that the gentleman from 
Illinois [Mr. TOWNSHEND] now has the floor, and until his time has 
expired the report can not be read except with his consent. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. I will say to my friend from Texas [Mr. KIL- 
GORE], whom I wish to accommodate, especially on this occasion, that 
the report on this bill is rather lengthy, and Ido not wish to consume 
the time of the House in having it read if the gentleman is going to 
persist in objecting to the bill. 

The bill needs no explanation. There is now no assistant secretary 
of war, and when the Secretary is absent he has to detail the head of 
some bureau—the Adjutant-General, or the Commissary-General, or 
the Quartermaster-General—to take charge of the Department. 

Mr. HOLMAN. What salary is proposed for this officer? 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. He is to receive the ordinary salary paid to 
other assistant secretaries. 

Mr. HOLMAN. How much? 

Mr. SPINOLA. Fiye thousand dollars, I believe. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. It is a matter of pressing jmportance to the 
business of the Department that this officer should be provided for. 
There are three Assistant Postmasters-General and two Assistant Secre- 
taries of the Treasury. There is absolute necessity for an assistant 
secretary of war. 

But I do not intend to consume time in pressing this or any other bill, 
if it is going to lead to debate or contention. If the gentleman from 
‘Texas can not see upon the face of the measure its importance and neces- 
sity, I will withdraw it, trusting to bring it again to the attention of 
the House at the next session. 

Mr. KILGORE, I could not agree to allow this bill to pass under 
the present circumstances. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. Then I withdraw the bill. 


NATIONAL MILITARY CEMETERY, ALEXANDRIA. 


Mr. TOWNSHEND. Mr. Chairman, I ask, by unanimous consent, 
this bill be allowed to pass. We can not pass bills any other way. 
How much time is left? 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman has twenty-two minutes re- 


maining. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. I call up the bill (H. R. 5691) making an ap- 
propriation to construct a road and approaches from the city of Alex- 
andria, Va., to the National military cemetery at that city. 

‘The bill was read, as follows: 


Be tt enacted, ctc., That the sum of $5,000, or so much thereof as may be neces- 
Bary, be, and the same is hereby, appropriated, outofany money in the Treasury 
not otherwise appropriated, for the Rapes of ragian, A a road and ap- 
proaches from the city of Alexan te of Virginia, to the National military 
cemetery near that city, 


The CHAIRMAN. Theamendments proposed by the Committee on 
Military Affairs will be read, 
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The Clerk read as follows: 

In the sixth line insert the word “gravel” before the word “road,” and in 
the eighth line add after the word “city” the following proviso: 

s Thata right of way at least 50 feet wide or the full width of Wilkes 
street, east of Alfred street, in said city of Aléxandria, should first be obtained 
before any money is spent under the appropriation.” 

Mr. KILGORE. I made a row about a similar bill for North Caro- 
lina, and it would not be fair to allow this to go through. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. Would.it not be better to give up on North 
Carolina as well as on this one for Virginia? 

Mr. KILGORE. I could not do that to-day. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. I will state that this bill was introduced by 
General LEE, of Virginia, and as he is not present I can do nothing 
more than withdraw the bill. I now move that the committee rise. 

The motion was to. 

The committee accordingly rose; and Mr. Crisp having taken the 
chair as Speaker pro tempore, Mr. MCMILLIN reported that the Com- 
mittee of the Whole House où the state of the Union, having had under 
consideration bills reported ffm the Committee on Military Affairs, had 
directed him to report back Å bill and joint resolution with the recom- 
mendation that they do pass. ; 


BILL AND JOINT RESOLUTION PASSED. 


Joint resolution (S. R. 10) relating to the inclosure of certain points 
of especial interest on the battle-field of Gettysburgh, reported from the 
Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union with a favor- 
able recommendation was ordered to a third reading; and it was accord- 
ingly read the third time, and passed. 

A bill (H. R. 5009) to provide certain arms and ammunition and 
equipage to the State of Oregon for the militia thereof, reported from 
the Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union with a 
favorable recommendation, was ordered to be engrossed and read a 
third time; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND moved to reconsider the several yotes by which 
the bill and joint resolution were passed; and also moved that the 
motion to reconsider be laid on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


FORT LOWELL MILITARY RESERVATION, ARIZONA. 


Mr. TOWNSHEND. I will yield to the gentleman from New York 
[Mr. SPINOLA] to call up a bill. 

Mr. SPINOLA. Task to call up the bill (H. R. 1938) to reduce the 
Fort Lowell military reservation in Arizona, and will yield to the 
gentleman from Arizona [Mr. SMITH]. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Fort Lowell military reservation, in Pima County, 
Arizona, as established by the President of the United States, by order of date 
the 26th of October, 1875, be, and the same is hereby, reduced in dimensions as 
follows, to wit: Said reservation shall consist of a tract of land 5 milesin length 
by 4 miles in width, and bounded as follows: Commencing at the northwest 
corner of said reservation, as now established by Executive order, and runnin; 
thence east 4 miles, thence south 5 miles, thence west 4 miles, thence north 
miles to place of popan 

Sec. 2. That the remainder of said reservation, as established by said Execus 
tive order, is hereby restored to the public domain. 


The report (by Mr. MAIsH) was read, as follows: 


Your committee, to whom was referred H. R. 1938, Re ener report an 
amendment to said bill, as follows: Strike out the word *' four,” in lines 8, 11, 
and 12, and insert in lieu thereof the word “ five” in each of said lines, and that 
when so amended, the bill do pass. x 

Such reduction of that reservation will be of no detriment to the service, as 
shown by the accompanying letter of the Secretary of War, which is made a 
part of this report. 

WAR DEPARTMENT, 
Washington City, March 2, 1888. 

‘our committee, dated the 7th ultimo, for the 
views of the Department upon House bill No. 1 Fiftieth Congress, first ses- 
sion, to reduce the Fort Lowell military rese: m in Arizona, I "have the 
honor to invite attention to the accompanying report upon the subject, dated the 
29th ultimo, by the Lieutenant-General of the Army, who states that with the 
words “four miles,” in lines §, 11, and 12 of section 1, amended to“ five miles,” the 
passage of the bill would be of no detriment to the service. 

I concur in this opinion of the Lieutenant-General. 

Very respectfully, your obedient servant, 
WILLIAM C. ENDICOTT, 
Secretary of War. 


Sie: In reply to the request of 


Hon. R. W. TOWNSHEND, 
Chairman Commitice on Military Affairs, 


House of Representatives. 

Mr. SPINOLA. Iyield to the gentleman from Arizona [ Mr. Sautu]. 

Mr. SMITH, of Arizona. That has been recommended by the Sec- 
retary of War and by General Sheridan, and I do not see how there can 
be any objection to it. It will have the effect to give a title to men 
who settled there before the reservation was created, 

Mr. HOLMAN, That land, I understand, is in a valley. 

Mr. SMITH, of Arizona. Oh, no; there is a settlement of half a 
dozen men along a little creek. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Ought not homestead entry to apply to those lands? 

Mr. SMITH, of Arizona. There is not a foot of that land which I 
know of that can be brought into cultivation without water, 

The amendments of the committee were agreed to, and the bill as 
amended was ordered to be en and read a third time; and being 
engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 
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Mr. SPINOLA moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill was 
passed; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 
table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


RESPONSIBILITY FOR PUBLIC PROPERTY. 


Mr. TOWNSHEND. Icall up from the House Calendar a bill (S. 
2519) to make enlisted men of the Signal Corps responsible for public 
property. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That, from and after the ee of this act, every officer of 
the Signal Corps, every non-commissioned officer or private of the Signal Corps, 
and other officers, agents, or persons, who now have in possession, or may 
hereafter receive or may be intrusted with any stores or supplies, shall quar- 
terly or more often, if so directed, and in such manner and on such forms as 
may be prescribed by the Chief Signal Officer, make true and correct returns to 
the Chief Signal Officer of all Signal Service property and all other supplies and 
stores of every kind received by or intrusted to them and each of them, or 
which may, in any manner, come into their and each of their possession or 

. The Chief Signal cer, subject to the approval of the Secretary of 
War, is hereby authorized and directed to draw up and enforce in his bureau a 
system of rules and regulations for the government of the Signal Bureau, and 
of all persons in said burean, and for the safe-keeping and preservation of all 
Signal Service property of every kind, and to direct and prescribe the kind, 
aes and form of all returns and reports, and to enforce compliance there- 


Mr. TOWNSHEND. I suppose there will be no objection to the 
passage of this bill. It simply provides that officers of the Signal 
Corps shall be responsible for property intrusted to them. As it is 
now the Chief Signal Officer is held responsible for all property, no mat- 
ter where it may be. I ask the bill be put upon its passage. 

The bill was ordered to a third reading; and it was accordingly read 
the third time, and passed. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill 
was passed; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be Jaid on 
the table. 

The latter motion was 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. 
ject will be laid upon the table. 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 


FRESH AIR IN ENGINE-ROOMS OF STEAMERS, 


Mr. TOWNSHEND. How much time have I remaining? 

The SPEAKER tempore. The gentleman has ten minutes, 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. I will yield to the gentleman from Texas [Mr. 
era to introduce a bill. 

Mr. CRAIN, by unanimous consent, introduced a bill (H. R. 11510) 
to compel owners of steamers to supply fresh air to the engine-rooms; 
which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on 
Commerce, and ordered to be printed. . 

ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


Mr. TOWNSHEND. I move that the House now resolve itself into 
Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union to consider 
bills reported from the Committee on Military Affairs. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The House accordingly resolved itself into Committee of the Whole, 
Mr. McMILLIn in the chair. 


MILITARY RESERVATION, PLATISBURGH, N. Y. 


Mr. TOWNSHEND. [Icall up for present consideration the bill (H. 
R. 11252) to construct a road from the village of Plattsburgh, N. Y., 
through and along the Government military reservation in said village, 

The bill was read at length. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. I move that the bill be laid aside—— 

Mr. KILGORE. I do not think I would be in a condition to agree 
to that to-day unless there is a quorum present. [Laughter.] 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. Of course, if the gentleman insists upon a 
quorum, although I think it a meritorious bill, and if my friend would 
examine it he would reach the same conclusion; but I understand the 
situation, and withdraw the bill. 

I yield to the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. MAIsH]. 


NATIONAL CEMETERY, FREDERICKSBURGH, VA. 


Mr. MAISH. Mr. Speaker, I beg leave to call up for present con- 
sideration the bill (H. R. 1907) to provide for macadamizing the road 
from the railroad to the national cemetery in the city of Fredericks- 
burgh, Va. 

The bill was read at length. 

Mr. MAISH. I move that this bill be laid aside to be reported to 
the House with a favorable recommendation. 

Mr. KILGORE. Mr. Speaker, I have no objection to having the 
sense of the House taken upon the motion of the gentleman from Penn- 
sylvania to lay this bill aside with a favorable recommendation. 

If everybody votes for it and I against it, I will have to call a quorum. 
If you want to go that far I have no objection. 

Mr. MAISH. The gentleman from Texas will not call a quorum, I 
understand. 

Mr. KILGORE. Oh, yes, I will. [Laughter.] 

Mr. STRUBLE. That is quite a difference of opinion. 

Mr. MAISH. Then I withdraw the bill. 

Mr. KILGORE. AN right. 


xXIX——562 


to. 
The bill (H. R. 9907) on the same sub- 


Mr. MAISH. The gentleman says he has no objection to my with- 
drawing it. 
Mr. KILGORE. None whatever. 
ORDER OF BUSINESS, 


Mr. TOWNSHEND. Mr. Chairman, the bills we have marked for 
consideration to-day are of such a character as perhaps would be ob- 
jected to by the gentleman from Texas or other gentlemen, who have 
declared that they do not wish bills of this class to be passed without 
a quorum. I will therefore move that the committee now rise. It is 
useless to present bills and have to withdraw them because of the ques- 
tion of no quorum being raised. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The committee accordingly rose; and Mr. Crisp having resumed the 
chair as Speaker pro tempore, Mr. MCMILLIN reported that the Com- 
mittee of the Whole House on the state of the Union having had under 
consideration sundry bills, had come to no resolution thereon. 


BONDS OF DISBURSING AND OTHER OFFICERS. 


Mr. TOWNSHEND. Mr. Speaker, I now call up the bill H. R. 
8873, with Senate amendment, a bill in relation to bonds of disburs- 
ing or other officers, and to monthly payments of the Army. 

The Senate amendment was read. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. This bill isone that will probably provoke some 
considerable discussion, and as there is but little time now remaining 
of the hour, not enough to consider the bill, I ask unanimous consent 
that it may go over until the next hour, and that the morning hour of 
to-day may be considered as having expired. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The morning hour has expired. 

Mr. McMILLIN. I move that the House do now adjourn. : 

The question was taken; and the Speaker pro tempore announced that 
the ayes seemed to have it. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I demanda division. 

The House divided; and there were—ayes 45, noes 16. 

So the motion was agreed to; and accordingly (at 1 o’clock and 53 
minutes p. m.) the House adjourned. 


PRIVATE BILLS INTRODUCED AND REFERRED. 

Under the rule private bills of the foHowing titles were introduced 
and referred as indicated below: 

By Mr. HOLMAN: A bill (H. R. 11511) granting a ponsion to George 
Pulskamp—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. LAFFOON: A bill (H. R. 11512) for the relief of W. M. Rhea— 
to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 11513) for the relief of William McGriyer—to the 
Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. J. J. O'NEILL: A bill (H. R. 11514) granting a pension to 
Fredericka Werheide—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 11515) granting a pension to Charles G. Sanders— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 11516) granting a pension to Julius Sauer—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. O. B. THOMAS: A bill (H. R. 11517) for the relief of Will- 
iam Miller—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. ATKINSON: A bill (H. R. 11518) ting a pension to 
George Chappel—to the Committee on Invalid s 


SENATE. 
THURSDAY, September 27, 1888. 


Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. J. G. BUTLER, D. D. 
NAMING A PRESIDING OFFICER. 

Mr. MANDERSON called the Senate to order and said: The Secre- 
tary will read a communication from the President pro tempore of the 
Senate. 

The Secretary of the Senate [Mr. Anson G. McCook] read as 
follows: : 

UNITED STATES SENATE, Washington, D. C., September 27, 1888, 

I name the Senator from Nebraska, Mr. MANDERSON, to perform the duties of 
the Chair to-day. 

JOHN J. INGALLS, 
President pro tempore. 
Thereupon Mr. MANDERSON took the chairas Presiding Officer for 
to-day. š 
THE JOURNAL. i 
The Journal of yesterday’s proceedings was read and approved. 
YELLOW-FEVER SUFFELERS. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. MANDERSON). The Chair lays 
before the Senate the amendment of the House of Representatives to 
the joint resolution (S. R. 110) in aid of the sufferers from yellow fever. 
The amendment of the House of Representatives will be stated. - 

The SECRETARY. Strikeout all after the resolving clause and insert: 


That the sum of $100,000 be, and the same hereby is, appropriated out of any 
money in the Treasury not otherwise appropriated, to be immedistely availa- 
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ble, to-be expended in the discretion of the President of the United States in aid 


of State or municipal of health, or otherwise, to prevent the introduc- 
tion of cholera or yellow fever into the United States from foreign countries, or 
into one State or Territory from another, or in thesuppression of or preventing 
the spread of snid diseases, or either of them, in infected districts, 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I examined the amendment yesterday. 
much fear that it misses the most urgent point where aid is required, 
and that is the capacity to use any of this money in aid of those who 
are sick or are in distress and starvation, as the newspapers report to us 
from day to day so many are. In the hope, therefore, that something 
better may be done, I moye that the Senate non-concur in the amend- 
ment, and ask for a conference thereon with the House of Representa- 
tives. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senatorfrom Vermont moves that 
the Senate non-concurin the amendment proposed by the House of Rep- 
resentatives and ask for a conference thereon. 

The motion was agreed to. 

By unanimous consent, the Presiding Officer was authorized to ap- 
point the conferees on the part of the Senate; and Mr. EDMUNDS, Mr. 
ALLISON, and Mr. COCKRELL were appointed. 


PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 


Mr. BLAIR. I present a memorial of stone-cutters of the United 
States, remonstrating against the passage of the Mills tariff bill. The 
remonstrants are practical stone-cutters, and the original signatures ot 
the men are appended. I find them located in Dallas, Tex.; Denver, 
Colo.; Memphis Junction, Ky.; Hallowell, Augusta, Clark’s Island, 
South Thomaston, St. George, Rockland, Round Point, Long Cove, 
and Tenant’s Harbor, in the State of Maine; Worcester and Milford, 
Mass.; South Ryegate, Rutland, and several other places in Vermont; 
Niantic, R. I.; Roxbury, Bridgeport, New London, and other places 
in the State of Connecticut; a large number of places in the State of 
New York, in the city of New York and vicinity, Long Island, Brook- 
lyn; many places in the State of Minnesota; Washington, D. C.; Kan- 
sas City, Mo.; the city of Topeka, Kans.; Cincinnati, Ohio; Rock Isl- 
and, Ill.; St. Louis and St. Joseph, in the State of Missouri; Indian- 
apolis, Ind.; Riverdale, Cal.; and many other places. The memorial- 
ists, addressing the Senate of the United States, state: 

We, the undersigned, respectfully petition your honorable body not to pass the 
so-called Mills bill without striking the item of *‘Stones, unmanufactured or un- 
dressed, freestone, granite, sandstone, and all building or monumental stone” 
from the free-list, as we believe the importation of rough stone into this coun- 
try free of duty will be an injury to us and those who quarry stone in this coun- 
try and benefit no one but the importers and foreign quarry-owners and quarry- 
men, why do not contribute to the support of this Government. We will not 
enter into a long argument on this question, but petition for the right to be 
heard in protest against this attempt to injure quarrymen and stone-cutters 
ego. j A apita stone on the free-list while marble is dutiable; the same reasons 
for striking marble from the free-list applying to all other stone. 

This interest is very large in my own State, and it is also represented 
among the memorialists. 

The memorial was transmitted to me officially by Joseph B. Dyer, 
secretary of the Granite-Cutters’ National Union of America, in the 
city of New York. I found the number of signatures too large to con- 
veniently count, but there must be some four or five hundred, and 
perhaps more. 

I move that the memorial be referred to the Committee on Finance. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. CAMERON presented the petition of Johnston Palmer and 129 
other citizens of Indiana County, Pennsylvania; the petition of Will- 
iam J. Work and 67 other citizens of Crawford County, Pennsylvania; 
and the petition of H. White and 28 other citizens of McKean County, 
Pennsylvania, praying for the passage of certain amendments to the 
interstate-commerce law; which were referred to the Committee on In- 
terstate Commerce. 

Mr. PASCO. I present a petition of between five and six hundred 
citizens of Key West, Fla., very largely interested in the manufacture 
of cigars, calling the attention of Congress toa deficiency in the revenue 
laws which operates very disadvantageously to the manufacturers of 
cigars, owing to the slight difference between duties upon stripped ‘and 
unstripped tobacco. The facts are fully set forth in the petition, and 
as it is short I ask leave that it be printed in the RECORD, omitting the 


names. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Florida presents a 
tition and asks that it be printed in the RECORD without the names. 
te there objection? The Chair hears none, and it isso ordered. The 
petition will be referred to the Committee on Finance, 
The petition is as follows: 
To the honorable the Senate and House of Representatives of the United States: 
Your petitioners would most respectfully represent that they are citizens of 


the United States and of the State of Florida, and residents of the city and 


island of Key West. 

That the principal business of the island of Key West is that of the manu- 
facture of cigars, which gives employment to more than one-half of the popu- 
lation, which is over 20,000. 

That the number of cigars manufactured on the island of Key West during 
the past was 95,000,000, and the = part of this quantity was made of 
im tobacco from the Island of Cuba. 

That among the various pran of preparing this tobacco in the factories 
poron to its being made into cigars is that of stemming the tobacco, or, as it 

generally termed in the factories, “stripping” the tobacco, taking the center 
stem from the leaf, and thiś work is done here chiefly by women and children, 


I very. 


Soran thousands of whom depend alone on this particular labor for a liveli- 


That by the act of Congress approved March 3, 1883, chapter 121, the duties on 
tobacco in leaf apaart piei, and not stemmed are 35 cents, and on stemmed 
tobacco 40 cents per pound. 

That the duties on the stemmed tobacco being only 5 cents = ound more 
than the unstemmed tobacco, the manufacturers are thus enabled to get their 
tobacco from Cuba already stemmed and ata slight excess in cost over the un- 
stemmed tobacco, and the manufacturers hero are availing themselves of this 
privilege and employing or giving employment to laborers in Cuba, 

That the result is that gradually but surely the laborers here who are em- 
ployed in this special branch of the cigar industry are being and de- 
prived of this mode of obtaining a living, and one-half or more of laboring 
pee of this island are heling driven from tbeir legitimate field of labor by 

ing thus brought into competition with the cheap rof Cuba, 

Wherefore your petitioners humbly pray that the duties on tobacco in leag 
unmanufactured and stemmed be increased, or that the act of Congress above 
mentioned be otherwise amended so asto prevent them from being brought 
into competition with the aforementioned cheap labor in the island of Cuba. 

And your petitioners will ever pray. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 


Mr. COCKRELL, from the Committee on Military Affairs, to whom 
was referred the bill (S. 3578) to perfect the military record of James 
x Hughes, reported it without amendment, and submitted a report 
thereon. “ 

BILLS INTRODUCED. 


Mr. SABIN introduced a bill (S. 3593) granting a pension to Frank- 
lin B. Dorothy; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Pensions. x 

Mr. CALL introduced a joint resolution (S. R. 111) relating to yel- 
low fever and epidemic diseases; which was read twice by its title, and 
referred to the Committee on Epidemic Diseases. 

Mr. MITCHELL introduced a bill (S. 3594) granting a pension to 
Robert Steward; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. HAWLEY introduced a Dill (S. 3595) making an appropriation 
to aid in the erection of a monument to the members of the First and 
Second Regiments United States Sharpshooters who fell in the battle 
of Gettysburgh; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 3596) for the relief of the estate of the 
late James B. Sinclair; which was read twice by its title, and referred 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 


VIANCEY TAGGART—CHANGE OF REFERENCE. 


Mr. SHERMAN. The bill (S. 3585) for the relief of Viancey Tag- 
gart was erroneously referred to the Committee un Pensions instead of 
the Committee on Military Affairs. I move that the former commit- 
tee be discharged from its farther consideration, and that it be referred 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

The motion was agreed to. 

ADJOURNMENT TO MONDAY. 


Mr. EDMUNDS. I move that when the Senate adjourn to-day it 
be to meet on Monday next. 
The motion was agreed to. 


ISAAC DAVENPORT AND OTHERS. 


Mr. STEWART. Iofferaresolution to correct a mistake in a former 
reference to the Court of Claims, and I ask for its present considera- 
tion. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The resolution will be read. 

The Secretary read as follows: 

Resolved, That the bill (S. 1808) entitled ‘tA bill for the relief of Isaac Daven- 
port and others, citizens of Virginia,” referred to the Court of Claims by the 
Senate on June 13, 1883, together with all the Sg eae papers, in pursuance 
of the provisions of an act approved March 8, 1883, be also referred to said court 
under the provisions of the act entitled “An act to provide for the bringing of 
suits against the Government of the United States,” approved March 3, 1887, to 
find and report to the Senate the facts bearing upon the merits of the claim and 
all the facts contemplated by the provisions of said acts, 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Does that come from a committee? If not, it 
ought to be referred to the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. STEWART. It comes from the Committee on Claims. 
the correction of a mistake in a former reference. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Nevada asks for 
the present consideration of the resolution. 

Mr. STEWART. I will explain it to the Senator from Vermont. 
The committee ordered the case to be referred under the two acts, and 
by mistake the resolution simply made the reference under the act of 
1883, and it should be under both the act of 1883 and that of 1887. 
This simply corrects the mistake. $ 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Reserving the right to object for a moment, I wish 
to say that the ordinary form of these resolutions has been simply to 
make the reference to the Court of Claims and cite the statutes. Iob- 
serve that this resolution goes on and proceeds to declare what the court 
shall do. That may be precisely what the statute requiresit todo. If 
it be, of course it does no harm. If it be not, then it is outside of the 
statute and of our authority and propriety. 

Therefore I ask that the matter may be laid aside in order that I may 
compare the resolution with the statute and see how it is. 

ies aaa GOFFICER. The resolution will be temporarily 
laid aside, 


It is 


1888. 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 


8979 


Mr. STEWART. Twill state that the last part of itis in the usual 
form. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. It may be. i 

Mr. SPOONER subsequently said: Before the Senator from Vermont 
[Mr. Epatunps] léft the Chamber he requested me to say that after 
having examined the resolution introduced by the Senator from Ne- 
vada [Mr. STEWART] he is satisfied with it, and interposes no objec- 
tion to its passage. ‘Therefore, if there is no objection, I ask that the 
resolution be passed. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The objection being withdrawn to 
the resolution proposed by the Senator from Nevada, the question is 
upon the adoption of the resolution. 

The resolution was agreed to. 


IMPORTATION OF CONTAGION OR INFECTION, 


Mr. CALL submitied the following resolution; which was read: 


Resolved, That the Committee on Epidemic Diseases are hereby instructed to 
consider and report before the adjournment of this session of Congress, by biil 
or otherwise, such additional legislation as may be necessary or useful to pre- 
vent the importation of contagious or infectious diseases from foreign countries 
on the coasts or boundaries of the United States, and to prevent and suppress 
it in the interstate commerce, and from passing from one State to another, and 
for the subsistence of such persons as may be detained by public authority from 
places where there is danger of infection or contagion to other States. 


Mr. CALL. LI ask for the present consideration of the resolution. 
Mr. HALE. ‘The chairman of the committee [Mr. HARRIS] is ab- 
sent at present. The committee referred to in the resolution has other 
matters touching this same subject which itis now considering. I ask 
that the resolution be referred to the Committee on Epidemic Diseases. 
Mr. CALL. Before any action is taken on the motion of the Senator 
from Maine, I desire to read the following letter from the mayor of the 
city of New York addressed to me: 
MAYOR'S OFFICE, New York, Sepiember 25, 1888, 
My Dear Sexator: The inclosed letter seems to contain suggestions worthy 
of attention. I suppose that legislation won'd be required to give them effect, 
although it is ible that under the law as it stands in reference to the National 
Board of Health, the President would have power to establish a system of na- 
tional quarantine if he should think the emergency required it. | liseems to me 
that we ought to take the matter in hand now in order to guard against the 
possible evils of a general outbreak of yellow fevernext year. Iwish you would 
consider the subject carefully, and, if you think well of it, introduce some reso- 
lutions which would lead to action before Congress adjourns. The subject is 
one which interests every part of the United States, and particularly the city of 
New York. As you know, we are subscribing liberally for the relief of the 
Florida sufferers, and we can we!l afford todo this as a matter of self-interest as 
well as of Christian sympathy; butwe are powerless, except by our quar- 
antine, to prevent the spread of contagion, The remedy ought to be applied in 
the places where the fever exists and on a system so comprehensive as to assure 
the coun that avery moonution has been taken to stamp out this disease 
which uces such havoc in human life and such destruction of property. 
Asking your early attention to this important subject, Iam, 


Yours, sincerely, 
ABRAM S. HEWITT, Mayor. 
Hon, WILKINSON CALL, 


United States Senate Chamber, Washington, D. C. 

The letter to which the mayor of New York refers, and which he 
incloses to me, is from James M. Van Hook, a citizen of Fort Meade, 
Polk County, South Florida, and is as follows: ‘ 

CHARLESTOWN, IND., September 22, 1888. 

Hoxoras_z SiR: I ama native of this State. I entered the Union Army, 
served through the war, and came home broken in health. About seven or 
Sa chat years ago I moved to Fort Meade, Polx County, South Florida, I love my 
adopted State and hope to live there until the end. 

On the day that yeliow fever was discovered in Jacksonville I was in the city 
on my way north to consult my old family physician and then return to my 
Southern home. Although the roads are obstructed down there, and there is 
great danger of taking the disease, Lintend to get tomy home. I may have to 
fe firat to Key West and then come up the icad from Punta Gorda to my home. 

here are thousands of New Yorkersin Florida, and they are deserving of help. 
The citizens there are from every State of the Union. The old citizens are 
mostly from the Southern States. [assure you these people are a unit in 
their desire to have the Government take charge of the coast (and interior) reg- 
ulations regarding health, etc. You will find that there is no regular quaran- 
tine law in force between Florida and the sou ports, or was nota few 
weeks ago,and the customs office was merely a formal office. People could 
leave any of the southern ports and land on our coast and carry death and dis- 
ease all over the United States withont a question being asked them by any 
one in authority. Your cities will be desolated next summer by fever, cholera, 
and other diseases if our 1,000 miles of seacoast is not guarded. 

‘A man of ordinary ability, with a little authority, could have checked the 
fever at Key West. * * * Yon doubtless remember the m sent to the 
Surgeon-General from these places. The fever was keps alive all winter at 
Piant City. The Su n-General did all he could, but he was not allowed to 
do any real work. Of course we (of Florida) expected Jacksonville to be deso- 
lated after the one case appeared there. I can not write the particulars, for it 
would take up too much of your vainable time. In our locality there will not 
ukay be a fever-killing frost in the next ten years, and if the proper work is 
not done the fever will get a good start next spring and sweep over the whole 
country. The whole people of Florida * * © are praying and hoping for 
help. Those who were in charge have had two years of failure. The State of 
Florida can no longer hope to conquer the fever, and the other States demand 
proni One-fifth of the money already donated by the noble peopleof New 

ork City, placed in proper hands, would have saved Key West, and all other 
United States towns—for the fever can be surely trailed from Key West toevery 
fever-stricken point. 

Personally I am not afraid of the fever. I think asI am an invalid I would 
not recover from an attack of it, but Iam not afraid, and expect to face it in a 


w days. 
Now.thereis only one way to saye our country froma Lorrible season next year. 
If the work is not done I believe all the cities of the South and many in the 
North will get used to the terrible ery, ‘‘ Bring out your dead.” The people of 
ascertain 


Cuba are already entering Florida, and so soon asthe “scum” of Europe 
the fact that they can enter Flo: from Cuba there will be cases of choleraand 
fever enter this “ open back door.” (Coasting schooners often pass from Cuba 


to the Florida coasts without permits.) All vessels should be compelled to 
touch at es e if they are bound for Florida, and a first-class quarantine sta- 
tion should be established there. 

‘The only hope we have is that some great and noble citizen will start this 
work. “You are the man” who candothis. Youare known and Speal 
over the land. You are recognized as a pure man, a leader. Your city is our 
great city. Your people give their wealth freely. The governors and officers 
of the cotton States will listen to you. They will not distrust the Presidentand 
his soldiers if the latter are necessary. The people will bail the United States 
officers and managers as heavenly ministers. You can accomplish this work, 
and I know of no one else who can. 

The Government I know is now helping, but they are not permitted to control 
affairs, The whole thing should be inGovernmenthands? It isthe only hope. 
I know that politics can not get fixed up with it. Lama Republican (usually), 
my neighbors are men of both armies—nearly all are Democrats—and for two 
years we have been hoping and praying that the United States would take 
charge. The prosen of the Florida coast is no longer a State question; it is 
now of more importance than the Indian frontier, and the prosperity of the 
whole nation is at stake. Will you not speak out and save us? 

I hope I am not uselessly wasting your time, and I believe I am Tolg my 
duty to my country and my State by writing this. I do honestly believe I am 
only writing that which every citizen of Florida has in his heart. 


I am, very ally, 
JAMES M. VAN HOOK, 
A Citizen of Fort Meade, Polk County, South Florida. 

In conformity with the request of the mayor of the city of New 
York, I present the resolution and this letter. I would prefer, as the 
resolution merely instructs the committee in their discretion to con- 
sider the subject and report at this session of Congress, that it should 
be adopted. There is nothing in it which can be objected to by any 
member of the committee, as it does not prescribe any form of action ` 
or any special method of treating the subject, but simply requires the 
committee to consider and report during the present session in con- 
formity with the request of the mayor of New York. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Maine moves that 
the resolution be referred to the Committee on Epidemic Diseases. 

Mr. CALL. I hope the Senator will withdraw that motion. I 
merely ask that action be taken directing the committee to report, 
and I make the request upon the letter of the mayor of New York as 
being a matter of immediate and urgent necessity. £ 

Mr. HALE. I made the suggestion because the committee is con- ` 
sidering all of these subjects, and I think it is better that it should be 
unembarrassed by any instructions, The chairman of the committee 
is not present, and unless the Senator from Florida agrees that the res- 
olution shall be referred to the committee I shall ask that the matter 
lie over until to-morrow. 

Mr. CALL. Ishall have to submit to that course, but it seems to 
me. that a reference is very immaterial. There is nothing in the reso- 
lution to which the committee can object. It simply requires them 
to report at this session, and certainly in the face of a request of the 
mayor of the greatest city in population and in commerce in the 
United States, simply to take action, not saying what action, but that 
some efficient action should be taken, with the existence of this epi- 
demic, already threatening to spread over a large portion of the coun- 
try, there can be no objection to the Senate acting immediately upon 
the subject. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Objection being made, the resolu- 
tion will lie over with the motion to refer it to the Committee on Epi- 
demie Diseases. 

RELATIONS WITH GREAT BRITAIN AND CANADA. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Iam directed by the Committee on Foreign Re- 
lations to report back to the Senate the resolution directing that com- 
mittee to inquire into and report at the next session of Congress the 
state of the relations of the United States with Great Britain and the 
Dominion of Canada. We report back the resolution without recom- 
mendation, with a view that it may be placed upon the Calendar to 
be the subject of debate in the Senate. It is the desire of the commit- 
tee to get all the information and all the light upon the subject before 
its final reference to the committee. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Ohio, from the 
emir on Foreign Relations, reports back a resolution which will 
be rea 

The Secretary read the resolution submitted by Mr, SHERMAN Sep- 
tember 17, 1888, as follows: 

Resolved, That the Committce on Foreign Relations be directed to inquireinto 
and report at the next session of Congress the state of the relationsof the United 
States with Great Britain and the Dominion of with such measures as 
are expedient to promote friendly commercial and political intercourse between 
these countries and the United States, and for purpose have leave to sit 
during the recess of gress, 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Ohio reports the 
resolution without recommendation, and asks that it be placed on the 
Calendar. It will be so ordered, unless there be objection. 

Mr. BLAIR. I wish to inquire of the Senator from Ohio whether 
the resolution which he has just reported back and had placed upon 
the Calendar is likely to be early called up for the consideration of the 
Senate? 

Mr. SHERMAN. Iam not authorized to say. The Committee on 
Foreign Relations conceive the subject to be of very great importance 
and do not desire to rush to its consideration until they have fall in- 
formation. 

Mr. BLAIR. So that if any Senator desires to make remarks on the 
subject, he can do so immediately ? 
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Mr. SHERMAN. The resolution is on the Calendar and can be called 
up at any time to make observations upon it. So far as the commit- 
tee are concerned, I am inclined to think that they would not desire 
to press a final vote upon any measure on this subject until the next 
session of Congress, but I am not authorized to say even that. 


MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 

A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. CLARK, its 
Clerk, announced that the House had agreed to the report of the com- 
mittee of confererrce on the disagreeing votes of the two Honses on the 
one hundred and tenth amendment of*the Senate to the bill (H. R. 
10540) making appropriations for sundry civil expenses of the Govern- 
ment for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1889, and for other purposes. 

ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 


The message also announced that the Speaker of the House had 
signed the following enrolled bills: 

A bill (S. 145) for the relief of Edward Braden and Job W. Angus; 

A bill A 320) for the relief of John D. Adams; 

A bill (S. 937) for the relief of David L. Brainard and others; 

A bill (S. 1044) authorizing the Secretary of the Treasury to statė 
and settle the account of James M. Willbur with the United States, 
and to pay said Willbur such sum of money as may be found due him 
thereon; 

A bill (S. 1101) granting a pension to Rachel A. Sinkinson; 

A bill (S. 1500) granting a pension to Margaret M. Miller; 

A bill (S. 1582) for the relief of the estate of Lucien Goyaux; 

A bill (S. 1591) granting an increase of pension to Madison M. Mere- 


ith 

A bill (S. 1668) for the relief of A. M. Woodruff; 

A bill (S. 1958) granting an increase of pension to Eleanor B. Good- 
fellow; 

A bill (S. 2201) for the relief of Laura E. Maddox, widow and ex- 
ecutrix, and Robert Morrison, executor, of Joseph H. Maddox, de- 


A bill (S. 


lany; 
A bill (8. 
A bill (S. 
Durham; 
A bill (S. 2711) restoring Phebe McLaughlin to the pension-roll; 
A bill (S. 2720) granting a pension to John B, Ross; 
A bill (S. 2836) granting a pension to William E. Taylor; 
A bill (S. 2838) granting an increase of pension to Betsey A. Mower; 
A bill (S. 2887) granting a pension to George H. Johnson; 
A bill (S. 3125) restoring the right of pre-emption to Alfonso Roberts; 
A bill (S. 3276) granting restoration of pension to Sarah A. Wood- 


2346) granting an increase of pension to Jennie Hart Mul- 


2411) for the relief of C. A. Williams and others; 
2675) granting an increase of pension to Lieut. James R. 


bridge; 

‘A bill (S. 3471) to authorize the construction of bridges across the 
Kentucky River and its tributaries by the Louisville Southern Railroad 
Com ; 

A pill HE. R. 10934) to authorize the Secretary of the Interior to sell 
township maps or plats remaining on hand in his office; 

A bill (H. R. 11101) to include Sapelo Sound, Sapelo River, and Sapelo 
Island in the Brunswick collection district in the State of Georgia; 

A bill (H. R. 1923) providing for the establishment of a life-saving 
station at the harbor of Kewaunee, Wis., and at other places herein 
named; and 

A bill (H. R, 10068) granting a pension to Lieut. Starkey R. Powell. 

SUNDRY CIVIL APPROPRIATION BILL. 


Mr. ALLISON. » I ask the Chair to lay before the Senate the action 
of the House of Representatives on the sundry civil appropriation 


ill. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER laid before the Senate the resolution 
of the House; which was read, as follows: 

In THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES, September 27, 1883. 

Resowcd. That the House concur in the report of the committee of conference 
on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses on the one hundred and tenth 
amendment of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 10540) making appropriations for 
sundry civil expenses of the Government for the fiscal year ending June 30, 
1889, and for other purposes, 


Mr. ALLISON submitted the following report: 


The committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses on 
the amendment of the Senate numbered 110 to the bill (H. R. 10540) “making 
appropriations for sundry civil expenses of the Government for the fiscal year 
ending June 30,1889,and for other purposes,” having met, after full and free 
conference have agreed to recommend and do recommend to their respective 
Houses as follows: 

That the House recede from itsdisagreement to the amendment of the Senate 
numbered 110, and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: In lieu of 
the matter pro to be inserted, insert the following: 

“ For the building for the Library of Congress as herein provided for, and for 

and every purpose connected therewith, includin, e cost of all profes- 
sional and other personal services that the Chief of Engineers of the Army may 
deem necessary for the work and shall specially order, $500,000, This appro- 
priation and all appropriations hereafter made, and all sums available from 
propriations heretofore made for this Lg? epee shall be expended under the 
direction and supervision of the Chief of Engineers of the Army, who shall 
have the control and management of all of said work and the employment of 
all ere connected therewith. And all contracts for the construction of sa’ 
building, or any part thereof, shall be made by the Chief of Engineers of the 
Army, and so much of the act entitled ‘An act authorizing the construction of 
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a building for the accommodation of the Con ional Library,’ approved 
April 15, 1886, as requires the construction of said building substantially accord- 
ing to the plan submitted to the Joint Select Committee on Additio: Accom- 
modations for the Library of Congress by John L. Smythmeyer, and so much of 
the first section as provides for a commission, together with the eighth section 
of said act, be, and the same are hereby, repealed, and the duties of said com- 
mission under said act are hereby devolved upon the Chief of Engineers of the 
Army, who shall annually report to Congress, at the commencement of each 
session, a detailed statement of all the proceedings under the provisions of this 
act, and hereafter, until otherwise ordered by Congress, no work shall be done 
in the construction of said Library except such as is herein provided for, and 
all contracts for work or materials not necessary for the execution of the work 
contemplated herein are hereby rescinded. And all loss or oe occasioned 
thereby, or arising under said contracts. together with the value of the p.an for 
a Library building submitted to the Joint Select Committee on Additional Ac- 
commodations for the Library of Congress by John L. Smithmeyer in the Ital- 
ian renaissance style of architecture, may be adjusted and determined by the 
Secretary of the Interior, to be paid out of the sums heretofore or hereby ap- 
propriated : Provided, That before any further contracts are let for the construc- 
tion of said building, general pians for the entire construction thereof shall be 
prepared by or underthe direction of the Chief of Engineers of the Army, which 
plans shall be subiect to the inspection and approval of the Secretary of War 
and the Secretary of the Interior: And Surther, That the total cost of 
said building shall not exceed $4,000,000 exclusive of appropriations heretofore 


And the Senate agree to the samo, 

W. B. ALLISON, 
EUGENE HALE 
F. M. COCKRELL, 


Managers on the part of the Senate. 


The report was concurred in, 
PRESIDENTIAL APPROVALS. 


A message from the President of the United States, by Mr. O. L. 
PRUDEN, one of his secretaries, announced that the President had on 
the 26th instant approved and signed the following acts and joint res- 
olution: 

An act (S. 186) to amend section 1225 of the Revised Statutes, con- 
cerning details of officers of the Army and Navy to educational insti- 
tutions, ete. ; 

An act (S. 2252) to incorporate the Georgetown Barge, Dock, Eleva- 
tor, and Railway Company; 

An act (S. 3447) amendatory of ‘* An act relating to postal crimes 
and amendatory of the statutes thereifi mentioned,” approved June 
18, 1888, and for other purposes; 

An act (S. 124) granting a pension to Henry F. Kaiser; 

An act (S. 1988) granting a pension to Henry R. Blakiston; 

An act (S. 2576) granting a pension to Richard Hudson; 

An act (8. 2713) granting a pension to Pierre Bottineau; 

An act (S. 2913) granting a pension to Mary Sturgess; 

An act (S. 2938) granting a pension to James McDonald; 

An act (S. 2951) granting a pension to Mrs. Mary Morrison Elliott; 

An act (S. 3130) granting a pension to Patrick Welch; 

An act (S. 3186) granting a pension to Christian Winkel; 

An act (S. 3236) granting an increase of pension to George A. Wash- 
burn, late major, Sixteenth Connecticut Volunteers; 

An act (S. 2750) to increase the pension of Samuel A. Tate; 

An act (S. 212) for the relief of Patrick H. Winston, jr.; 

An act (S. 576) for the relief of Semon Bache & Co.; 

An act (S. 1506) for the relief of Addie Bell; and 

Joint resolution (S. R. 102) appropriating $200,000 to suppress in- 
fection in the interstate commerce of the United States. 

THE LOUISIANA ELECTION. 


Mr. CHANDLER. [ask unanimous consent to call up the resolu- 
tion in relation to the Louisiana election. 

Mr. GIBSON. I inquire of the Senator from New Hampshire 
whether he proposes to take a vote on the resolution this morning. 

Mr. CHANDLER. My purpose in calling up the resolution is to 
ascertain whether any Senator desires to make remarks thereon. If 
so, I propose that debate shall proceed. E 

Mr. GIBSON. I propose to make a few remarks on the resolution 
whenever the Senator desires to have a vote on it. å 

Mr. CHANDLER. After the Senator has concluded his remarks I 
desire that the Senate shall proceed with the consideration of the reso- 
lution until a vote is reached. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The resolution will be read. 

The Secretary read the resolution submitted by Mr. CHANDLER July 
19, 1888, as follows: 

eles, That the Committee on Privileges and Elections be instructed to in- 
ig the facts of the recent election in the State of Louisiana held on 
the 17th day of April, 1888, at which there were chosen State officers and also a 

ture, which has since elected two United States Senators; and es y 

to ascertain and report whether the 136,746 votes returned for the candidate of 
the dominant party for governor were actually cast, in view of the fact that at 
no previous election had the votes for such candidate of such party exceeded 
88,794; and also why in the parish of Madison there were returned 3,530 votes 
for one party and none for the other; in East Feliciana Parish, 2,276 for one 
Te the sibac; to Ounchita Parish, 2,004 inc one party and culy & forthecthens 
in Sabine Parish, 1,441 for one party and only 2forthe other; in Tensas Parish, 
4,627 for one party and only for the other; and why there were similar re- 
turns from other ; and also to ascertain and report whether or not 
at said State election there was any violence, intimidation, or fraud which pree - 
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vented a fair election, and particularly whether or not there were any false can- 
vasses or false returns made by the local election officers or included in the final 
canvassof the votes. And in case said committee shall find that such illegalities 
as violence, intimidation, or fraud, false canvasses or false returns prevailed in 
connection with such election, then said committeeshall further inquire— 

2. Whether any of the acts or omissions of the officials or other persons re- 
sponsible for or connected with such illegalities were contrary to the Constitu- 
tion of the United States or theamendments thereof, or were violations of any 
of the statutes of the United States, especially the provisions of chapter 7, Title 
LXX, of the Revised Statutes, punishing crimes against the elective franchise 
and civil rights of citizens, and, if so, whether any prosecutions have been or 
ought to be commenced in the United States courts for such offenses. 

3. Whether such illegalities are likely to be repeated in connection with the 
election to be held in said State on the 6th of November next for Representa- 
tives in Congress; and if so, whether there is occasion for the alteration by 
Congress of any of the regulations prescribed by said State for holding elec- 
tions for such Representatives in Con $ 

4. And said committee shall also inquire whether there were in connection 
with the aforesaid State election illegalities, frauds, false canvasses, and false 
returns so extensive and systematic in their character as to show that there ex- 
isted on the part of the various State election officers a deliberate plan to ap- 
parently carry said election without regard to the votes actually cast, and to 
choose @ governor and other State officers and a State Legislature by such ille- 
gal, false, and fraudulent means, and ifso, whether said Legislature was actually 
and duly elected by the people of Louisiana, or was in fact substantially the 
creation solely of the returning and canvassing officers, and whether said State 
of Louisiaña has a republican form of government, including a Legislature en- 
titled to choose United States Senators, and to orae methods for the appoint- 
ment of electors for President and Vice-President of the United States. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on agreeing to the 
resolution, 

Mr. GIBSON. Mr. President, I am under the impression that the 
people of this country in all parts of it, whether Republican or Demo- 
cratic in politics, and especially that the business men of the country, 
are weary of these unconstitutional and revolutionary methods of in- 
vestigation that tend only to disturb the relations of the States to the 
Union, and to excite ill-will and distrust between the sections, and 
the white people and their former negro slaves in the Southern country. 
They may serve temporary partisan purposes; they can bear no good fruit. 

When I see the thin attendance in the Senate on this occasion, when 
it was proposed by the Senator irom New Hampshire to ask for a vote 
upon his resolution, I am persuaded that the thoughtful members of 
theSenatein the Republican party can not, and do not, sympathize with 
the purposes of the resolutions. I can not but remark upon the lack 
of interest in these proceedings which twenty years ago engaged. the 
public attention, and constituted the instrumentality by which turmoil, 
and confusion, and tumult and disorders, and race collisions, were pro- 
moted in the South, and governments of misrule and confiscation were 
upheld, and even justified, by many uninformed people of the North. 
We have, I hope, passed beyond that epoch. 

But what are these resolutions that arraign, if not the sovereign 
State of Louisiana (for that term appears to have become offensive to 
some persons in these modern times), certainly the ‘‘ indestructible 
State,’’ for the States have been characterized as such by the Supreme 
Court of the United States. They instruct a standing committee of 
the Senate, the Committee on Privileges and Elections, to ascertain 
whether there be a republican form of government in the State of 
Louisiana; whether the members of the General Assembly were duly 
elected under the constitution and laws of the State, and whether or 
not they were competent to elect Senators and to make laws; whether 
the governor was duly elected; and whether, finally, the people of the 
State should exercise their constitutional rights to choose Presidential 
electors, and to have their votes counted in the electoral college. 

Resolutions so formidable in their scope, so comprehensive, and so 
sweeping, and fatal to one of the commonwealths of this Union, should 
neither beintroduced, norconsidered, by the Senate, unlesssupported by 
a state of facts, certified to the Senate by the most solemn and weighty 
evidence. But under what circumstances have they been brought to 
our attention? There has not been from the State of Louisianaa single 
petition presented to this body from any citizen in that State informing 
the Senate that he had a grievance of any kind in the wide world that 
the Senate might redress. There has not been a complaint from any 
body of the people of that State to the Senate asking for any legislation 
to protect them in their rights, political or civil. 

We know, because the Senate of the United States must take cog- 
nizance of public facts, that there is but one government in the State 
of Louisiana, but one person claiming to be governor, but one body 
claiming to be the Legislature of the State, but one supreme court in 
the State. We have before us the constitution and laws of the State, 
observing and maintaining the Constitution and laws of the United 
States, and all the rights and privileges of the citizens of the United 
States and of the State, and radically republican in form. We know 
that State to-day is in satisfactory relations with the other States and 
with the Government of the United States in all its branches, the Con- 
gress, the executive, and the judiciary. 

It is represented in the House of Representatives; it is represented 
here in the Senate. We know that law and order prevail in the State 
of Louisiana. We have no knowledge of any tumult, of any insur- 
rection, of any disorders in that State but in the individual instances 
that occur, more or less, in every community, of misdemeanors and 
crimes aggravated, perhaps, by the fact that the negroes, who were re- 
cently, and from time immemorial the slaves of the white people, have 
been suddenly made free, and elevated without any education or train- 
ing, except such as the institution of slavery afforded, to participate in 


the conduct of the Government; and it can not be disguised that the 
race problem, sometimes on account of politics, but more frequently 
without reference to politics, creates friction and difficulties greater 
təan'in the States where no such revolution has been wrought, and 
where the same race problem does not exist under such embarrassing 
conditions, or in such an intense form. A state of society like this 
must appeal to every thoughtful man’s patience and sense of justice, 
if not to his generous sympathy. 

I do not propose at this time to argue the constitutional questions 
raised necessarily by these resolutions. 

They involve the proposition that under the Constitution of the 
United States a single Senator may, on his own motion, in the absence 
of a petition or memorial from a single citizen of the State, when it is 
kuown to the Senate that there is but one government in the State, 
and no insurrection, or tumult, or disorder, challenge the legality of 
the government of the people of the State and put them on trial to 
show whether their government is republican in form, a government 
whose constitution and laws show it to be such, and which is satistac- 
tory to the whole people of the State and isin constitutional and harmo- 
nious and satisfactory relationsto the Government of the United States. 

They involve the proposition that the Senators are not to be chosen by 
the Legislature of the States as constituted by the people of the States 
in accordance with their constitution and laws, but that the Senate, 
in the absence of any protest or complaint from any member of the 
Legislature, or from any citizen, or of any contest or contestant against 
the election of the Senators, may put on trial the Legislature itself 
of the State and usurp its functions *‘ to determine the election, returns, 
and qualifications of its own members.’’ 

They involve the proposition that in advance of a Presidential elec- 
tion this Senate, on the motion of a single Senator, without even a ref- 
erence to the appropriate committee, shall convert itself into a court 
or political caucus and institute an inquiry to determine whether one of 
the States in this Union, without its consent, shall be deprived of its 
equal suffrage in the Senate and of its right to choose electors to par- 
ticipate in the election of the Chief Magistrate of the country. 

‘These and other propositions not less revolting the Senate is requested, 
by the Senator from New Hampshire, to indorse as resting upon sound 
constitutional grounds. 

I admit that the States can not place a limit upon the powers of the 
Federal Government; that they can not either nullify a law or secede 
from the Union, and that there is no way by whttch-a~ boundary may 
be fixed to the Federal power except by appealing to the people against 
the party that shall attempt usurpation, and by the action of the 
Government itself, its Congress, its Executive, and its courts. 

And Isubmit to Senators that where this has become the settled 
construction, that State interposition can not set limits to the central 
authority, but that the Federal Government must, by its Congress, 
President, and Supreme Court, and the Constitution, determine the 
measure to its own jurisdiction, the safety of our institutional and mu- 
nicipal liberties demands that the functions and powers of the Senate 
should be employed rather to uphold the checks and balances of our 
complex system, and to curb usurpations, than to respond to the be- 
hests of party exigencies to overturn and tread upon all precedents and 
every principle of constitutional lawin the midst of a heated Presi- 
dential campaign. 

If these resolutions provided that this investigation should be con- 
ducted in the parishes where the Senator from New Hampshire al- 
leges irregularities and outrages have been committed, finding his 
foundation for such charges in anonymous letters and newspaper clip- 
pings, and if the character and standing of the persons making these 
charges could be known to the Senators, and if the persons accused 
could have a fair hearing, I do not know that I should object seriously 
to the adoption of the resolution. It is a fundamental principle that 
every person accused should have the opportunity to know precisely 
what the charges against, him may be, and to be confronted by the 
witnesses, and that the cause should be submitted to a jury of the 
vicinage; and in no case, in any country enjoying constitutional lib- 
erty, will an indictment be sustained on mere hearsay or anonymous 
communications; it must be supported by affidavits or sufficient evi- 
dence. Buthere is a proposition that indicts a whole State 1,200 miles 
away, puts the liberties and institutions of a million and a quarter of 
people on trial, in violation of every principle of right and justice. 

If a committee of the Senate were to visit my State they would not 
find the people there living ina Utopian condition; they would not find 
them, possibly, realizing the dreamsof Jean Jacques Rousseau, or living 
in stich a commonwealth as the honest old counsellor Gonzalo, in the 
Tempest, would establish; but they would find an industrious, sober- 
minded, kind-hearted, generous, and brave people, who in the midst of 
great disasters and misfortunes have re-established their industries, 
their schools, their churches, and the supremacy of law, giving pro- 
tection to life and property. They would find a people not only build- 
ing up their material fortunes, but also building up institutions of 
learning, universities and colleges of a high order; they would find the 
relations between the races peaceable and kind; they mightalso ascer- 
tain that occasional outbreaks occur, owing to diversity of race and con- 
dition; but they would find a people like the people of other States of 
this Union in the North and in the South, except that the difficulties 


8982 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE, 


SEPTEMBER 27, 


and responsibilities of adapting our institutions to self-government are 
greater than in States where sudden and violent changes in the social 
order have not taken place. À 

Now, these resolutions propose no such inquiry, but they propose 
that a committee of this Senate shall be constituted a political court in 
this city, and that summons shall be sent out to every person in the 
State of Louisiana who may have a complaint or grievance against his 
neighbor, or who, feeling that if he can convince this committee that 
he has made sacrifices or suffered any wrong on account of his political 
opinions, in the event of the election of Mr. Harrison he may be re- 
warded in proportion to the gravity of the offense that he should allege 
has been committed against him. This prosecution will be conducted 
by pettifogging politicians, some of whom are already in this city cut- 
ting and drying the programme in advance forthe working of the com- 
mittee. The offer of a visit to the Federal capital, with all expenses 
paid, the expectation of forming the personal acquaintance of leading 
Republican Senators, the hope that theirservices to the Republican party 
amid the dreadful condition of society in which they live, according to 
their own accounts, will be recognized, will induce many a man to sac- 
rifice truth and the friendship of his neighbors in order to merit reward 
at the hands of political leaders. Every neighborhood scandal, every 
old feud, every grievance, will be retailed to this committee, and these 
stories in daily bulletins will be disseminated throughout the North 
to poison the minds of our fellow-countrymen against their countrymen 
in the Southern States. Thus the seeds of sectional ill-will and ani- 
mosity will be sown and a harvest in due time maybe gathered. You 
will not hear by this mode of investigation the substantial people of 
the State, for they are busy in their homes; they have their farms and 
private business to look after and their daily round of occupations. 
At this season the farmers are gathering in their crops; they are 
taxed tomake both ends meet at the close of the year; but unseru- 
pulous politicians in every neighborhood, who fatten on local disor- 
ders that they breed, and are looked upon with contempt as Ishmael- 
ites, and who are without any stake in the community, will hasten 
to regale this committee with their fictions. It will be simply im- 
possible to induce the best element of citizens, who are, as I said, 
occupied at this time, to leave their homes and come before a commit- 
tee in Washington which they believe is organized simply for politi- 
cal purposes. Hence an inquiry like this should have and can have 
no weight with the country; in fact, it will have no more weight than 
the anonymous and¢slanderous letters which the Senator from New 
Hampshire has read to the Senate, or the clippings from newspapers 
which assert one thing to-day to attract attention and denyit to-morrow. 

But the Senator from New Hampshire did not rest, I am frank to 
say, his demand for this investigation solely u anonymous letters 
and newspaper clippings. He refers to tables showing the vote at the 
election on the 17th of April, 1888, in Louisiana, and he exhibits to 
the country the fact that in many of the parishes, a long list of which 
he publishes, the vote actually cast exceeds the number of persons 
duly qualified by registration to vote. He cries out “‘hereis evidence 
of fraud.” He next shows that there was a total vote in the State of 
Louisiana of 188,739, while at the election of 1884 there was a total 
yote of only 132,296, and at the election of 1876 a vote of 160,964. Upon 
these statements the Senator insists that his claim for an investigation 
chietly rests, because he himself can not expect that the Senate should 
take any action upon mere anonymous communications and extracts 
which he has read to the Senate. He himself will admit that this 
would be trifling with the Senate, as well as with the people of one of 
the Commonwealths of the American Union, and therefore it is that 
he bases his demand for investigation chiefly upon an official statement 
‘of the vote and registration in the State of Louisiana. Now, let us look 
at those statements. 

I will ganaua that the Senator has been r mistak: RGA ha 
his figures; that premises rest upon an error is Own; that 
therefore the very d-work upon which he is.asking for this in- 
quest falls from under his feet, and this resolution should fall with it. 
The Senator furnishes us with the official vote on April 17, 1888, but 
he does not exhibit the official statement of the registration taken in 
accordance with law ten days before the election, He refersusto the reg- 
istration of 1884, and other speeches have been made here referring us 
to the registration of 1880, I append to these remarks an official state- 
ment of the registration in 1888 and the official vote at the election in 
1888, and it will be seen that the statement of the Senator that the 
vote exceeded the registration is a mistake. 

It does often happen in elections, where are careless about 
qualifying to vote, that they are permitted to vote on affidavits upon 
being identified, and it is possible that this may have occurred in some 
places, and, in fact, did occur in Concordia Parish.. Now, these tables 
show that there were registered previous to the election of 1888, 253,- 
557 persons, of whom there were whites 125,407, and colored 128,150. 
The total vote cast at that election on the 17th of April was 188,739, 
showing that there were 65,821 persons duly qualified to vote who did 
not vote. There was no complaint against the registration. I use 
statements taken from the same sources as the Senator himself draws 
from, except that my statements, both of the registration and of the 
vote cast, relate to the election of April 17, 1888, while his statement 
of registration relates to the previous elections.» 


This fundamental error must be fatal to the whole argument of the 
Senator. It is very natural that he should have made such a mistake, 
because being 1,500 miles away and having probably never put his 
foot within the State of Louisiana, and his acquaintance being limited 
in that State, possibly, to the class of pettifogging politicians, it is 
easily comprehended that he should have been led into just such mis- 
takes by them. Here, then, we have the fact that there were over 
65,000 persons qualified by registration to vote who did not vote in the 
recent election in Louisiana; and the vote cast in the State at the re- 
cent election bears the like proportion to the total male population of 
over twenty-one years of age as exists between that population and 
the vote in the majority of the States. ` On the average only about 80 
per cent, of persons entitled under the laws to vote usually cast their 
votes, as will be seen from these figures which I have taken at random 
from Spofford’s Almanac: 
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In 1884 in Louisiana there were 86,610 persons registered who did not 
vote; in 1876 there were 46,658 registered voters who did not exercise 
the franchise. So that I submit there is nothing phenomenal or extra- 
ordinary in the vote of the recent election in Louisiana. ButtheSenator 
says it isnot the total number of votes east that is surprising, but it is 
the very large majority that Nicholls received over Warmoth. I freely 
admit that the majority was large, and that perhaps it would excite 
suspicion in the minds of persons unacquainted with the state of popu- 
lar feeling in Louisiana, or with the conditions of the Democratic as 
well as the Republican party in that State. But these fluctuations of 
majorities are not confined to the State of Louisiana, and I think that 
the large majority obtained by Governor Nicholls could he more easily 
and satisfactorily ined than the phenomenal majorities which 
have marked the elections in other States of the Union. 

Here, for instance, is the State of New York. In 1879 Cornell (Re- 
publican) received 418,567 votes, Robinson (Democrat) received 375,799 
votes; Cornell’s plurality was 42,777 votes; and in 1882, only three 
years afterward, Cleveland (Democrat) reversed this plurality of 42,777 
for the Republican party and was elected by a plurality of 192,854. 

Take, again, the State of Massachusetts. In 1879 Long (Republican) 
was elected by a plurality of 13,602 votes; the very next year his 
plurality was 53,245, and the year after, General Butler reversed this 

ty for the Republican candidate and was himself elected gov- 
ernor by a plurality of 13,949 votes. 

Notonly are these oscillations of majorities in these two States greater 
than in the State of Louisiana, but the fluctuations in the total vote, 
when you consider the political conditions, the steadfast opinions of 
the people, the thorough organization of the parties, and the facilities 
for intercommunication, are indeed extraordinary, and more difficult to 
be accounted for than in a State like Louisiana, where there has been in 
times so much race an so much political commotion, and 
where for years the working e of the State were subjected toa 
government composed chiefly of their former slaves, which every year 
consumed the entire surplus of their earnings and mortgaged, by a pub- 
lie debt, one-fourth of the assessed valuation of their property, while 
nearly every guaranty for life as well as property was destroyed. 

Tam sorry to say, but truth compels me to do so, that at that time, 
while the white people in that State were subjected to such ignorant 
and degraded tyranny, despoiled of their property and their rights, the 
demagogues in the Republican party of the North did not extend to 
them any generous sympathy, nor was any committee sent to inquire 
into their sufferings and which had been i throughout 
the whole land. I know that at that time thoughtful and conservative 
members of the Republican party condemned those iating govern- 
ments just as they condemn these resolutions, the effect of which and 
the intention of which are to restore such governments to power over 
the white people and -owners in a Southern State. 

I was speaking of the oscillations of the popular vote in some of the 
Northern States, and I observe thatin the State of Massachusetts there 
was a change of 68,715 votes from 1879 to 1883, and of 56,079 votes 
from 1882 to 1883, and of 94,445 votes from 1884 to 1885, whereas in 
the State of Louisiana there was an increase in the total vote from 1879 
to 1888 of only 27,000, and a fluctuation from 1884 to 1888 of 56,000. 
It appears that there is nothing on the face of the papers more extraor- 
dinary in the official statement of the recent election in Louisiana than 
in the official statements of election in other States. Doubtless Sen- 
ators from New York and Massachusetts and other States where these 
oscillations have taken place could very readily explain the causes of 
them; and I can in a few words relate to the entire satisfaction of 
the Senate the reasons why such a large vote was cast and such alarge 
majority obtained by Governor Nicholls. 

It is alwaysan unpleasant task to discuss persons living in your own 
State, as wasobserved by the Senator from Massachussetts [Mr. Hoar] 
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the other day, when he said he did not think it exactly right for any 
one to ask him about the standing of particular individuals and par- 
ticular newspapers in his own State; that he did not think it proper 
to diseuss the personal character and the standing of its citizens. 

There had been a wide breach in the. Democratic as well asin the 
Republican party in Louisiana. The two wings of the Demotratic 
party were led by Governor Wiltz, and afterwards by Governor McEn- 
ery on the one hand, and by General. Ogden and Governor Nicholls on 
the other; the two wingsof the Republican party were led by Governor 
Warmoth on the one side and Governor Kellogg on the other. 

In consequence of the differences between the leaders of the Repub- 
lican party, and owing to the disrepute which the Republican admin- 
istrations in the State had fastened upon the party, its organization 
fell to pieces and it despaired of carrying any State election. Every 
one felt that the contest to be decided at the recent election in the 
State was an issue between the two wings of the Democratic party. 
This was the opinion generally of Republicans as well as Democrats. 


- The canvass between the Democratic wings was inaugurated almost a 


yeir in advance of the election. There never was in the State of 
Louisiana such a warm, protracted campaign, and, if I may be par- 
doned for saying it, such a forcible ap to the people of the State. 
From the middle of August until the middle of January, when the 
State nominating convention was assembled, the leading men of the 
State were engaged daily in makingspeeches, going from parish to parish, 
and the newspapers of the State were all enlisted onthe one side or the 
other. Indeed, having participated myself in the canvass and being 
well acquainted with the people of the State, I think I am safe in say- 
ing that all there was of political vitality, of political interest in my 
State was divided between those two wings of the Democratic party. 
The wing represented by Governor Nicholls gained a great triumph, but 
no sooner was: its supremacy assured by the action.of the Democratic 
convention, than a policy of reconciliation and of healing of differences 
was adopted. 

The wing represented by Governor McEnery was given. recognition 
on. the State ticket by the nomination for important. places. of two 
gentlemen associated with that wing, and when that great convention 
dis; the Democrats who had espoused the eause of McEnery be- 
came for the most the eager champions.of Governor Nicholls’s elec- 
tion., ‘The Nicholls division of the party has been assailed by the 
Senator from New Hampshire because it acted with generosity towards 
the defeated McEnery wing of the party. This is unjust, and I sub- 
mit to Senators from the North, if it has not happened to them that 
when one wing of their party was defeated they have soughtand gen- 
erally su when the: convention assembled, in composing all 
differences by recognizing the factions or divided elements in their own 
party; they not only do-this:in. their State conventions, but in national 
conventions. ‘This was notably the case when Garfield and Arthur 
were nominated. 

Returning to the State election—no one supposed that the Repub- 
lican party would put a candidate in the field, as there was no organiza- 
tion, and no expectation that they would do otherwise than organize 
for the national contest in 1888.. But to the surprise of nearly every 
one a convention was called and the nomination offered to Governor War- 
moth, He hesitated to.accept it, but did so at the last moment, believ- 
ing, I presume, that the differences between the McEnery and Nicholls 
elements of the Democratic party might be made available. He con- 
sented reluctantly to become a candidate, and in afew short weeks be- 
fore the election made a rapid canvass of the State. I believe he was 
received every where with consideration, because there were many people 
in the State who had come to believe that some of the most outrageous 
acts committed during the Warmoth administration were carried over 
his vetoesand againsthisinfluence. During his canvass he declared that 
ifelected he would endeavor tosee to it that the sea ar and property- 
holding classes should control the State, that he would not raise the race 
issue, and would continue in office theofficials whom Governor McEnery 
had appointed. He also did not hesitate to declare that he wasand had 
been opposed to Federal intervention in affairs of the State, that hedis- 
approved of and discountenanced Governor K *smethods and pol- 
icy, that Kellogg never was elected Senator of the United States, that he 
was a ‘‘ political phenomenon,” aman who had held hisseat in theSenate 
without having been elected by any sort of Legislature. Governor 
Warmoth declared that he had had a breach with President: Grant dur- 
ing his administration and that he had thrown up his hat with joy, 
like all the citizens of the State, when s administration was 
overthrown on the 14th of September, 1874, and that he himself had 
canvassed the State for the election of Governor John McEnery. 

Now, these sentiments were addressed to the white people, who were 
all thoroughly aroused. by the long canvass of which I have spoken. 
Every one will admit that they did not tend to awaken the hopes of 
the old Republican leaders, but to alienate Governor Kellogg and his 
friends, who. constituted, perhaps, the majority of the active element 
in the Republican party. The fact was frequently commented upon 
that Governor Kellogg, though in the State, took no part in the can- 
vass. Under these circumstances is it extraordi that Governor 
Warmoth should have received a small vote and Governor Nicholls a 
large vote? Nicholls possessed certain attractions for the people of 
the State, both white and colored, which excited their interest, respect, 


and sympathy. He had been one of their heroes in the great civil 
war, and had lost an arm at Winchester, and a leg, when side by side 
with Stonewall Jackson, at. Chancellorsville. He had always. exhib- 
ited in his official relations great fairness in the execution of the law 
and the punishment of crime, and much kindness towards the colored 
people. -These considerations are sufficient to accognt for the large vote 
indicative of the confidence that the whole people of Louisiana, had in 
this gentleman. : i 

Now, incertain parishes enumerated by the Senator from New Hamp- 
shire, parishes on the Mississippi River, where the negroes outnum- 
bered the whites, say as ten to one, it appears that the election went 
all one way. The conditions of society in those parishes present the 
race problem in a more intense and dificult form than in other parishes 
of the State where the whites constitute a majority, or where the two 
races are more equally divided, and where the white people have always 
made their permanent homes, In the delta, or riparian parishes, many 
of the white people formerly, as they do now to some extent, resided 
in the highlands. or in Mississippi with their families. The negroes 
were concentrated in great numbers on vast cotton plantations where 
there were but few white people. Consequently they did not come in 
contact with the white race in any large degree. It was rural and not 
domestic slavery; hence, the negroes in those parishes were extremely 
ignorant and wholly unfit for self-government or the government of 
others, and even under the reconstruction régime they were brought to 
rely upon their white leaders in the Republican party and voted mainly 
in accordance with the wishes of those leaders. When that party was 
overthrown, some of its leaders became Democrats. Nearly all the 
land-holding Republicans, and specially the settlers in those parishes 
who had been officers in the Federal Army, became Democrats, or voted 
with the Democratic party upon local issues, if not on the national 
ticket. It has been customary in the State and local elections for the 
white Republicans of this class, that is, the substantial, property-hold- 
ing Republican and Democratic leaders, to. come together and agree 
upon a ticket, and the negroes for the most part voted for this ticket, 
parish officers and State officers. I have been told by leading Repub- 
licans from those parishes. that they could not afford to see their prop- 
erty pass under a government controlled by negroes; in other words, 
they united with the Democrats in using every resource and every in- 
fluence against the establishment of local government under the control 
of the non-property holding and ignorant classes.. 

Such of the negroes as have become educated have also, I under- 
stand, joined the Republican and Democratic leaders in this policy, 
who feel that they can not live under a negro government; and I ex- 
pa this would be the feeling of the Senator from New Hampshire, 

imself, if he lived in one of those parishes where the negroes, owing 
to the circumstances I have related, are so entirely ignorant and unfit 
to a taxes, to enforce law and order, or perform other govern- 
mental functions; and yet in those parishes there are some intelligent 
negroes elected justices of the peace and to other parochial offices. 
In some cases they have been elected to the State Legislature. I 
found in the parish of Madison the very general officer who was ap- 
pointed by General Canby to: receive the surrender of the Confederate 
army to which I had been attached. He was present at. the Demo- 
cratic meeting which I had the honor to address in that parish, and I 
understood that he and all the ex-Union officers there were supporting 
the State ticket and the ticket for the Legislature which was elected, and 
such, I believe, was the case in the parishes above and below Madison 
on the Mississippi River from the Arkansas line to the mouth of Red 
River. I myself have old friendsin those parishes, who when the Re- 
publican was in power found it to become Republicansin 
order to protect their property. Some of them had inherited large es- 
tates, and they were gentlemen who would adorn any community by 
their i i and their character. They became, [repeat, Repub- 
licans in order to save their property, but they did not succeed in pre- 
venting ruinous and confiscating taxation. I heard a leading Repub- 
lican say once that when some one asked what the debt of the parish 
in which he resided was, he replied that it depended entirely upon the 
necessities of twoor three white Republicansin that parish, who, when- 
ever they were hard pressed, issued enough scrip to satisfy their wants. 
These parishes are now out of debt; they have expended thousands and 
thousands of dollars in building levees on the Mississippi-River; some 
of them have a surplus in their treasuries; the white people and colored 
people are working together satisfactorily; property is improving in 
value, and schools are rapidly increasing in number. I understand 
and I believe, for I desire to speak with perfect frankness to the Sen- 
ate, that there are certain political tricksters in those parishes. who 
have sought, not so much to promote the interests of the Republican 
party, as to promote their own selfish interest at the expense of the \ 
community, and that they have, many of them, rendered themselves 
odious both to the Republicans and Democrats, and that in some in 
stances these evil-doers have been warned to desist from their bad 
work. 

They. hold about the same relation to-society there that the anarch- 
ists do to the people of Chicago, or any other agitators and peace-dis- 
turbers to the communities in which they reside. Some of these men 
propose to enlist the ignorant negroes under their banners, and to 
fight, not for the Republican party, but for themselves, at the expense 
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of the good order and the security of the lives and property of the sub- 
stantial citizens, Republicans and Democrats alike, and to destroy 
every educational and religions interest and institution, as well as the 
peace of society, in order that they may appear in some quarters as 
zealous Republicans, or as martyrs for principle. In a few instances 
I understand that“such men have been requested to leave the com- 
munity. 

Mr. CHANDLER. May I ask the Senator to what case he refers? 

Mr. GIBSON. I am not referring to any particular case. I am 
speaking generally, and not of a particular case. 

Mr. CHANDLER. I understood the Senator to refer to some par- 
ticular man. What is his name? 

Mr. GIBSON. Ido not know what the man’sname is, I am speak- 
ing now of the general condition in regard to these parishes on the river. 

Mr. CHANDLER. There were numerous cases of this kind where 
men were notified to leave ? 

Mr. GIBSON. Ido not know that there were numerous cases. 

' Mr. CHANDLER. Has the Senator any in mind? 

Mr. GIBSON. I have in mind Mr. Holmes, an old Confederate sol- 
dier and a gentleman for whom I have always entertained high regard, 
and whose hospitality I have enjoyed; but I do not think he went to 
any excess. I had the parishes ot Tensas and East Carrollin my mind; 
I had the parishes enumerated in the Senator’s resolutions in my mind. 

Bu‘ this condition of things is confined to a few parishes of the State 
of Louisiana. 1 believe that wherever and whenever such conditions 
prevail men of property and intelligence will combine together to ex- 
ert all their influence, without respect of party, to prevent the inter- 
ests of the community from falling under the control of the ignorant 
and those wholly unfit for exercising the powers of government, and 
who become the willing dupes of political adventurers or designing 
communists. We have an example of this state of things on the Pa- 
citic coast, where the Chinese, claiming the oldest civilization in the 
world and representing a race endowed with extraordinary skill and 
power, have been excluded from our Pacific States, because they vere 
not only different from those communities in race, but their standard 
of morals was also different, and because they were utterly ignorant of 
our institutions, and were content, in order to accumulate a compe- 
tency, to work for wages much lower than our own people could live 
and prosperon. They were in fact as much alien to the prevailing sen- 
timents and moral qualities of the population of the Pacific coast as 
if their only training bad been found in the institution of slavery it- 
self. The ruthless massacres of the Chinese in Wyoming Territory and 
Colorado exhibit a phase of race-conflicts and indicate the limitations 
upon the Federal power to afford adequate remedy, as held by Mr. 
Evarts himself when Secretary of State. No sooner had these condi- 
tions presented themselves, this menace to free institutions been offered, 
this array of ignorance appeared, than Senators from that coast raised 
a cry which has resounded throughout the Union, and which has been 
responded to with alacrity by Senators from all parts of our common 
country. They have, in effect, invoked the Senate to re-enact the Dred 
Seott decision, and to take the ground with respect to the Chinese race 
upon which that famous decision rested in respect to the colored people 
in thiscountry. They who hold with the Declaration of Independence, 
that all men are created free and equal, find themselves under an im- 
perious necessity, political and social, of their people to adapt their 
doctrine to the exclusion of the Chinese race. Now, when these wants 
and conditions are brought home to Senators from States on the Pacific 
coast, they ought to appreciate and I believe they do appreciate the 
embarrassing and almost insurmountable difficulties that the Southern 
people have to contend against when dealing with the race problem 
in their midst, when dealing with the negro born in slavery, and who 
by reason of his historical condition remains for the most part in sub- 
ordination, a result which nearly always follows when an inferior is 
placed in juxtaposition with a superior race in the same territory. 

These conditions which exist in the South, as they prevailed through- 
out a portion of the Unionin earliertimes, wereaggravated in the south- 
ern section by the fact that they came upon the white people there, not 
as they did upon the white people in the Northern States bya gradual 
process of emancipation and a steady readjustment of relations, but 
they came upon the Southern people at the end of the most destructive 
war in respect of men and property that any civilized people ever en- 
countered. The settlement of the question in the Southern States has 
unfortunately been complicated with the contests of the two great po- 
litical parties of the country, but I think every one who surveys with 
acalm eye society in the South will admit that, ander the circum- 
stances, the preservation of peace, the recognition of civil and political 
liberty, the guaranties for life and property, the advancement in educa- 
tionand materia] resources have been wonderful, if not miraculous. I 
append some data showing the progress in the South generally, and 
in Lonisiana in particular. 


I repeat that the state of things which I have described was con- 
fined mainly to certain riparian parishes that were enumerated by the 
Senator from New Hampshire, but in other parishes, where the Repub- 
lican party was organized and where the same conditions did not pre 
vail as in the riparian parishes alluded to, the vote may not appear any 
less remarkable to the Senator from New Hampshire. For instance, in 


the city of New Orleans, where there was not the slightest dispute about 
the fairness of the election in April last, there were polled 38, 966 votes, 
and out of that number Governor Nicholls received 27,824 and Governor 
Warmoth 11,142—Nicholls’s majority being 16,682. At the previous 
election, in 1884, there were over 24,000 votes polled, and in 1879, 19,000, 

If any one will take the white parishes of the State, that is, the 
parishes in which the white voters exceed the colored voters, including 
the city of New Orleans, and then the parishes which are represented 
in the General Assembly by Republicans, they will find they consti- 
tute a majority of the whole Legislature. In many of the parishes 
the Republicans indorsed the Democratic ticket for the Legislature, 
and the senators and representatives from those parishes may be added 
to those I have referred to, and it will be found that they in the ag- 
gregate constitute a large majority of the members of the General As- 
sembly who participated in the election of the United States Senators. 
Moreover, in several instances, Republican contestants were admitted 
to their seats in the house of representatives, over which a gentle- 
man presides who has become a resident of that State since the close 
of the war, and is a Northern man by birth. 

Now, under these circumstances, the Senator from New Hampshire 
comes forward with his series of resolutions that no constitutional law- 
yer in this Senate can approve, but which he hopes may be adopted as 
part of the political programme. He would have one of the commit- 
tees of this Senate constituted a sort of political mint in which shall be 
assayed and coined every calumny, every scandal, and, as I said belore, 
every neighborhood fend, every grievance that any man imagines he 
has suffered, any grievance that any man may be persuaded he has suf- 
fered by pettifogging politicians who will be brought here at the ex- 
pense of the Government. It is proposed that this currency shall find 
circulation among the good and philanthropic people of the North, who, 
when the excitement of the campaign shall have passed away and they 
have made inquiries into the true facts for themselves, shall find it to 
be base and fraudulent coinage. 

Sir, I would rather resign my seat in this Senate than to become the 
medium by which such vile accusations are to be conveyed to the 
Senate, the scavenger by whom all the ill-will of the community is to 
be gathered up and presented to the Senate, or one of its committees. 
"I had rather be a dog and bay the moon, than such a Roman.” I 
have here newspaper slips from leading newspapers in Rhode Island, 
and I saw a few days ago a letter from a distinguished citizen of that 
State, Mr. George S. Waring, declaring that the recent election in Rhode 
Island was carried by corrupt use of money, and that votes were sold 
as if in the public market. I have these papers and others at the serv- 
ice of the gentleman from New Hampshire if he desires to extend his 
inquiry into the legality or fairness of the recent election in the State 
of Rhode Island. They make out quite astrong case—stronger, I think, 
than the Senator has made out with his newspaper extracts and anony- 
mous letters against the people and government of Louisiana. Will 
he accept them? 

Iam glad to know that there are, Senators in this body who have 
adopted a different policy from that marked out by the Senator from 
New Hampshire; there are Senators here on the Republican side who 
by a broad, liberal, I will say magnanimous policy, have won a place 
in the hearts of the people I represent here to-day, and whose commis- 
sion I hold by a unanimous vote, both black and white, of the general 
assembly of that State; there are Senators here who, instead of offer- 
ing pains and chains and penalties and insults, holding up the people 
ofa Southern commonwealth to the scorn of the public, have come 
forward with balm for the wounds of the great civil struggle and who 
have devised beneficent measures of legislation. I need not go beyond 
the limits of the State of New Hampshire to find such a man, and in 
years to come, though the Blair bill may be defeated, there will be 
found in many a hamlet in my State a warm welcome for the name of 
the statesman who had the sagacity and courage to bring forward that 
wise legislation intended to educate and enlighten the people of our 
country. 

But the junior Senator from New Hampshire prefers to follow a dif- 
ferent course. Without referring his resolutions to the consideration 
of the committee, but picking up here and there a scandal of the com- 
munity from anonymous letters and newspaper clippings, often erro- 
neous, he hopes to constitute a political machine to operate during the 
Presidential campaign, to catch, like the ear of Dionysius the Tyrant, 
the slightest whispers of political parasites or schemers, and proceed 
on such testimony to convict his countrymen, living in a distant State, 
of crimes and misdemeanors. Thus he would attempt to brand with 
the ‘*Scarlet Letter” one of the fairest and noblest Commonwealths in 
this Union. 

Sir, if this method of procedure can find justification in the minds of 
the constitutional lawyers in this Senate, or can bring gratification to 
the heart of any Senator on this floor, or if the author of these resolu- 
tions feels that they will gratify his constituents, or that they may be 
necessary to the success of his political party, he is welcome to such 
honor as they may bring him. If such charges, on such flimsy 
grounds, were made, and if the indictment were laid against the decency 
and civilization and good character of my fellow-countrymen in New 
Hampshire, and had no other foundation than the Senator from New 
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Hampshire himself offers to the Senate, I should feel impelled by every 
sense of public duty and public honor, as a Senator and a gentleman, 
to interpose my arm and my voice in their defense; I should feel that 
I ought to lift my voice, as I do now, against such revolutionary, vio- 
lent, heartless, reckless, and unscrupulous charges as have been laid 
against the generous, industrious, and enlightened people from whom 
T hold a commission on this floor. 

Mr. President, I do not desire to prolong this debate, but I wasstruck, 
as the Senator from New Hampshire proceeded, with the inconsistency 
in which he indulged. In the first place, he appealed to the record, to 
the official table promulgated by the secretary of state of Louisiana to 
show that the vote of that State exceeded the registration of the State. 

Mr. CHANDLER. If the Senator will allow me, I wish to say that 
I have never done that. 

Mr. GIBSON. I found in looking over the former speech of the 
Senator from New Hampshire on yesterday that he furnished a table 
which has gone before the country showing that the vote in certain 
parishes of the State of Louisiana exceeded the qualified voters in the 


parish, 

Mr. CHANDLER. 
rately. 

Mr. GIBSON. In order to do that he takes the election of 1888 and 
the registration of 1884. 

Mr. CHANDLER. May I ask the Senator right there whether there 
has been any registration since 1884? 

Mr. GIBSON. Certainly. 

Mr. CHANDLER. I should be obliged to the Senator if he would 
put it in the RECORD. 

Mr. GIBSON. I will furnish the table. 

Mr. CHANDLER. I should be obliged to the Senator if he would, 
because I have been unable to find any registration since 1884. 

Mr. GIBSON. What a commentary is that upon the position the 
Senator from New Hampshire assumes! He would arraign the people 
of Louisiana when he himself declares that he is in perlect ignorance 
of the fact that there is required by law, ten days in advance of every 
general election in that State, a registration of the citizens in the State 
in order that they may be qualified to vote. That is a public fact 
which no one would overlook who desired to investigate and to ascer- 
tain how elections are conducted in the State of Louisiana. When, in 
ignorance of this fact, he displays to the people of the country the reg- 
istration of 1884 coupled with the vote of 1888, showing thereby that 
the vote exceeded the registration, that Commonwealth stands here ac- 
cused and convicted of the very fraud which he alleges against her. 
Yet the frail and unceitain groundwork of the prima facie case upon 
which this allegation rests is dissipated and disappears the very moment 
the official facts are presented to the Senate, 

Not only that, but I show that in a period of twelve years there was 
a fluctuation in the total vote of only 27,000 in the State of Louisiana 
during the last election, whereas in the State of Massachusetts there 
was within one year a fluctuation in the total vote of 95,000. I submit 
the circumstances which led to the election of General Butler in Mas- 
sachusetts to the governorship of that State, the influences that were 
behind him, the peculiar conditions of society in the State of Massa- 
chusetts, a State as much honored by myself and by the people of this 
country as any one in it, perhaps, except the State of Virginia, as the 
leading State of the Revolution, and in all the great occurrences which 
have taken place upon the arena of American politics in this country— 
a State with fixed institutions, with fixed opinions, whose society has 
never been subverted or revolutionized by force and war. 

But when the Senator is confronted by these fluctuations of the votes 
in New York and in Massachusetts, antl when the offer is made to him 
to take up these newspaper clippings concerning the election in the 
State of Rhode Island, he declines the offer. However, he occupies him- 
self as a Senator on this floor by clipping from day to day the newspa- 

r accounts of one occurrence after another in the State of Louisiana, 

et at the outset he declares that the press was muzzled in the State 
of Louisiana, and that therefore it was impossible from the newspapers 
of that State to ascertain what the condition of society was in it. So 
the propositions upon which his prima facie case rests—first, the official 
returns of the registration and the election; and secondly, the fluctua- 
tion of the vote in the State of Louisiana; and thirdly, the newspaper 
clippings, which he declares himself are untrustworthy, as we all know 
they are—have no foundation in fact. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Mr. President—— 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. Berry in the chair). Does the 
Senator from Louisiana yield to the Senator from New Hampshire ? 

Mr. GIBSON. Certainly. 

Mr. CHANDLER. If the Senator will allow me, I will state that 
I have made no such declaration. I said that accounts of these trans- 
actions rarely found their way into the local papers, and that in order 
to ascertain them we must glean them either from the Northern press 
or the metropolitan press, I did not make the statement—— 

Mr. GIBSON. The Senator declared in his speech which I had the 
honor of reading yesterday or the day before that the false countings 
and killing of voters are seldom found recorded in Democratic news- 
papers, and never in local newspapers of Louisiana; and yet he has not 


Now the Senator makes the statement accu- 


quoted from a single paper outside of the State of Louisiana to main- 
tain his allegations. 

Mr. CHANDLER. I expressly excepted, if the Senator will allow 
me, the metropolitan journals. He will find the statement in my 
speech which he says he did me the honor to read. 

Mr. GIBSON. ‘The first proposition upon which the Senator pro- 
ceeds to arraign the State of Louisiana was based upon the registration 
and the vote in that State. He finds by his own admission that that 
falls from under his feet. The third proposition rests entirely upon 
the newspaper clippings. 

The Senator says also that the negroes are being disarmed in the 
State of Lonisiana. His information on the subject is as unreliable as 
it was with respect to the registration and the vote cast in the State. 
When I go to my old home in the parish of Terre Bonne, where the 
colored people still live, occupying their homes and cultivating their 
farms, without even paying rent to me or any taxes, I send over to then 
and borrow guns when I desire to go hunting. I haveno gun in my own 
house. I knowsomething of the people of Louisiana. I have traveled 
through nearly every parish in it. I believe I know as many of my 
fellow-citizens personally as any living man, and I can venture tostate 
from my personal knowledge that the idea that the white people are 
disarming the colored people is simply absurd. The Senator would be 
laughed at if he would go in any neighborhood in the State and make 
such a declaration. 

The Senator alludes to some occurrence in which he said my brother 
was engaged in Terre Bonne Parish. Whatdoesthatreston? Itrests 
upon the irresponsible declaration of some private letters written to the 
Senator by a single man in the parish, of whom I never heard, and I 
doubt if the man ever lived there. The parish in which I reside went 
for the Republican party in the last election and Republican members 
were elected to the Legislature, and my impression is they voted Jor me; 
certainly they did not vote against me for the Senate. 

So the Senator’s arraignment stands upon inadequate premises. He 
has been carried away by his zeal for his party. He has been carried 
away by his desire that certain political workers who claim citizenship 
in Louisiana shall visit Washington and retail to him and to the politi- 
cal managers of the Republican party stirring tales of their grievances 
and their wrongs—grievances and wrongs that exist in every lurge and 
populous community; grievances and wrongs that ought to be pun- 
ished in my State, and many of which are net punished in my State; 
grievances and wrongs that exist perhaps in the Senator’s own State 
and in the State of every Senator who has aseat on this floor. Wecan 
not remedy all wrongs’ by legislation. We can not hope to stretch out 
our arms from the Senate Chamber to give quiet and peace and protec- 
tion to every individaal in this country. We must hope that the de- 
sire of self-government, of amendment on the part of the people them- 
selves where these wrongs occur, will lead them to seek redress of them, 
because the wrong against one man to-day may become a wrong against 
another man to-morrow. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Would it disturb the Senator or interrupt him if 
I should ask a question? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. MANDERSON in the chair). 
the Senator from Lonisiana yield to the Senator from Vermont? 

Mr. GIBSON. Certainly. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Ishould like to ask my friend from Louisiana 
(for I have tried to understand the point of the debate on both sides, 
although I have not been in the Senate Chamber all the time) what is 
the objection to an inquiry by the Senate of the United States to as- 
certain what the truth is? If there be any considerable number of 
people in the State of Louisiana or Vermont who are deprived of rights 
which enter into the composition of the Government of the United 
States and they appeal for redress, what is the ground and reason why 
the Senate should not inquire ? 

I remember, if my friend will permit me for a moment, that in 1879 
or 1880, when a political party of which Iam not usually a member 
was in the majority here and had sway, an inquiry was instituted by 
that majority, and without any opposition on this side, into wrongs 
concerning the suffrage, etc., I think in Rhode Island and Massachu- 
setts, and there was one allegation touching some wrongs in one county 
in the Stateof Vermont. As I remember, all the Senators on this side 
said, ‘‘ By all means; make every inquiry; let us develop the truth 
and see how far the right of rights,” as platforms have justly called it, 
“has been evaded; and then we can consider whether within our com- 
petence and scope there is any redress.’ I should like to understand 
the precise reason why it is not thought fit that we should find out 
what the truth really is. 

Mr. GIBSON. If the Senator from Vermont had done me the honor 
to listen to my previous remarks he would have ascertained my objec- 
tions to this particular resolution and this particular mode of redress 
and inquiry. There has been no memorial here from any man in the 
State of Louisiana stating that he had suffered any grievance. There 
has been no complaint addressed to the Senate of the United States. 
There is no tumult, no ‘ buck-shot war,” no insurrection. It is one 
government, and all is quiet and ble. There are no complaints 
from disappointed candidates, no memorials from the citizens; but a 
Senator from a distant State, 1,500 miles away, rises in the Senate and 


Does 
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offers the registration and the vote ofthe State, which he now confesses 
he did in error, and reads anonymous letters—— 

Mr. CHANDLER. I dislike to interrupt the Senator, but I have 
made no such confession of an error, Mr. President. 

Mr. GIBSON. The record will show and does show his own con- 
fession of his ignorance of the registration. He reads anonymous let- 
ters to the President of the Senate, he reads newspaper slips. On these 
absurd evidences he alleges that there is a conspiracy in the State 
against self-government, and he asks that one of the standing commit- 
tees of the Senate, on this inadequate showing,.shall be instructed to 
make an inquiry to ascertain whether there be a republican form of 
government in the State of Louisiana; whether there be a Legislature; 
whether there be a governor; whether there be a supreme court, and 
whether there be a people in the enjoyment of self-government in that 
State. He is not willing to refer the resolutions and charges and tes- 
timony to the Committee on Privileges and Elections for their consid- 
eration and report, but wishes to instruct the committee, whether they 
approve of the investigation or not, to proceed with it. 

I submit to the veteran Senator from Vermont whether, on such a 
showing and in the midst of a Presidential election, this committee 
should be instructed now to proceed with such an examination and in- 


quity, to be Stata perhaps; against their own sense of propriety 
and j en 

Mr. EDMUNDS. May I ask my honorable friend from Louisiana 
what the Presidential election has to do with it? I confess I do not 
understand. 

Mr. GIBSON. I fear that the Senator is so fertile in questions that 
I shall exhaust the patience of the Senate if I attempt to answer them 
one after the other. If the Senator himself can not perceive some re- 
lation between this investigation and the Presidential election, when 
the resolution itself declares that the inquiry is to be made in order to 
ascertain in advance whether the people of Louisiana ought to be per- 
mitted to vote for Presidential electors, I think I may conclude that 
the Senator is asking his questions without having deigned even to read 
the resolution itself. One less experienced in public affairs than the 
Senator from Vermont would find, if he looked into the history of this 
body, that these investigations, these inquiries, these inquisitions, al- 
ways accompany a Presidential election. No such resolutions are 
offered, no such inquiries are instituted by enterprising political Sena- 
tors except in view of elections for the Presidency in which the fortunes 
of their party are concerned; and this shall be my brief answer to the 
Senator from Vermont. 


$ APPENDIX. 
Statement of registered voters of the Slate of Louisiana for the year 1888. 


Total 
Voters of Votersof, 
is- White | Colored 
Parishes, t nat native | foreign 
voti birth. | birth. 


2,308 1,926 382 2,006 302 851 l, 215 
5,312 | 5,023 289| 1,864) 348| 1,436 643 2, 805 
5, 643 5,517 126 2,500 3,143 1, 668 2,057 
4,946 4, 836 110 2,300 2,646 1,579 50t 2,145 
2713| 2.609 14| L73 982} 1,671 58 924 
4,025 4,590 35 1,100 3,525 1,075. 100 3,425 
6,080 5,603 477 2,152 3,928 1,962 456 3,472 
5,034 | 4.429 605 | 4,304 730| EWT 1, 219 511 
1,113 1,110 3 591 561 90 432 
450 422 23 396 54 212 5 49 
2,500 2,460 40 1,345 1,155 905. 155 1,000 
5,117 | 5,104 13| 2512} 2605| 2,459 20t 2) 404 
4, 104 4, 084 20 676 | 3,428 670 400 3,028 
2,809 | 2° 878 21) 1,154} 1745) 1,004 57 1,688 
7,186 | 6,844 we] 2702| 4124] 245 797 3) 627 
3, O46 3, 004 42 321 2,725 TAT. E 377 2,348 
3,04 2, 890 155 1,100 1,954" 1,067 mı 1,813 
1,244 1,235 19 513 73L 422 76 655 
1,283 1,276 7 722 561 468 147 414 
5,554 5,318 236 2,344 3,210 1,629 2,690 
6,246 6,091 155 1,256 4,990 1, 082 4,470 
1,249 1,246 3 780 469 669 S4 385 
3,736 3,422 34 1,332 2,404 1,082 428 1,976 
3, 364 2, 643 716 2,020 1,544 1, 006 A 334 1,010 
5,531 5, 385 146 3,303 2,228 1,719 I, 420 1,808 
2,676 2,665 i 1,757 919 1,476 80 839 
1,247 1,207 40 1,075 172 805 32 140 
3,698 3, 662 36 330 3,368 319 464 2, 904 
8, 162 3,139 23 735 2,377 767 53 2, 324 
5,:9% | 5,186 108| 2,344) 2980] 1,439 457 2,523 
3,278 2,513 735 2,698 580 2,450 252 323 
3,910 3,088 S74 3,132 778 2, 903 268 510 
5,708 4,458 1,250 4.091 1,617 3,769 742 875 
2,970 2,272 628 2,219 5t 2,075 399 2 
3,830 3,001 829 2,969 s51 2,591 480 381 
2,630 1,985 OS 2,157 473 1,654 266 207 
4,085 | . 3,370 715 2,835 1,350 2,569 712 533 
2, 264 1,768 496 1,987 277 1,823 122 155 
3,511 2,595 916 2, 925. 586 2, 668 175 411 
4,426 3,359 1,067 3,652 774 3, 440 360 4i4 
4, 452 3,480 972 3,483 969 3,53 462 507 
2,455 1,998 457 1,927 528 1,791 230 298 
1,450 1,25 245 1,028 422 952 189 233 
T4 619 155 524 250 480 98 152 
2, 625 2,183 443 1,468 1,162 1,344 sat Mi 
827 708 119 327 500 308 180 320 
779 633 146 486 293 436 86 207 
3, 914 3, S12 72 1,044 2,870 9338 T78L 2,089 
2,916 2, 34k 605 1,162 1,784 227 413 1,371 
4,436 4,231 205 1,327 3,109 1,109 402 2,707 
7,309 | 51%| 203| £893] 2416| £240 236 2 180 
1,938 1,920 18 690 1,468 580 186 1,062 
1,793 1,769 24 6H 1, H9 571 189 960 
1,972 1,952 20 1,538 434 1,173 40 aM 
1,829 1,656 173 871 958 462 398 560 
2,096 2,078 18 242 1, S34 199 408 1, 446 
1,509 1,491 18 761 748 CM 157 591 
5,235 4,450 7S 1,835 3,400 1,54 374 3,026 
2,962 | 2.917 15} Lou! 1st S84 145 1, 806 
10, 947 10, 835 112 5, 354 5,593 3,745 A. 3,916 
3,674 3,630 At 1,476 Td RAED, REA ADEREN R 
7,676 7,413 263 2,227 5,449 1,938 695 4,754 
1,859 1,741 us 1,158 701 $58 254 447 
2,842 2,737 105 1,727 1,115 465 243 872 
5; 163 5,094 72 728 4, 435 721 723 3,712 
5,311 5,220 91 2,276 3,085 966 1, 459 2,576 
2,965 2,938 2 1,854 1, ui 1,594 130 981 
2, 490 2,417 73 3,981 559 820 = 107 452 
952 876 76 829 123 610 53 70 
ber of whites and colored who write their names and make their mark can not be 
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Statement of registered voters of the State of Louisiana for the year 1888—Continued, 


aes | | | | White | White. | Colored Colored 
Total |, >, voters voters | voters |-voters 
za |Votersof Votersof 
Parishes is- White Colored! who who who who 
is tered vot aasa foroen voters. | voters. write make write make 
ers, 5s f their their | their their 


| | names. marks. | names. 


nas| 1,213 2 892 | 323 | 619 3 60 
21463 | 2423 4o} 1,146] 1,317] 2,09% 50 63 
West Baton Rouge., 2377! 2270 107 547 | i 386 161 SAL 
West Carroll........ 571 | 56S 3 252 319 202 50 56 
West Feliciana.. 3,350 3,225 125 550 | 2,800 510 40 150 

Winn 1,375 | 1,369 6| 1,194 | 1s 856 338 
| 23,985 | 23,010 

| 


128, 150 | 99, 945 


STATE OF LOUISIANA, Office of Secrelary of State. 


I, the undersigned, do hereby certify the above to be an accurate report of the whole number of registered voters in the State of Louisiana, the number of 

native and foreign born, and the number of white and colored voters, respectively, who write their names and the number who make their marks who have 

ered up to April 7, A. D. 1888, made in compliance with section 43 of act No. 123 of the General Assembly of the State of Louisiana, approved April 10, 1880, 
Witness my signature and the seal of the State of Louisiana, at the city of Baton Rouge, this 10th day of May, A. D, 1888. ; 
{sEAL] OSCAR ARROYO, Secretary of Slat 


Oficial vote for governor and lieutenant-governor of the Slate of Louisiana, cast on | Official vote for governor and liextznant-governor of the State cf Lowisiana, cast on 
the 17th day of April, 1888. the 17th day of April, 1888—Continued. 


For lieutenant- 


For governor. governor. 


Francis T. Nicholls. 
Henry ©, Warmoth. 


James Jeffries, 
Andrew Hero, jr, 


Pear 
Per 

Papper 
Hes 


A) ped PRrrsp 
p Lend — - 
SEN 288 .nks2aeeatgbassees 
ro oppress 
p 


P 


Bue 888. EEEIEI 


688 704 
715 n5 
902 84 
455 429 
923 954 
213 206 
802 816 
204 333 
671 676 
402 393 
992 991 
397 3% 
219 224 
865 875 
‘O84 984 
680 679 
276 291 
987 988 
582 586 
923 915 
802 809 
963 965 
853 855, $ 
peo zal r Majority for James Jetries.....ccccsesssseesseseeees ae 88,224 
KT fl SN by O Set 
766 1788 199 J. H. DUGGAN. 
3,530 sa pty Benes AUG. LEVERT, 
1,584 4 1,586 14 On the the Senate. 
3,373 285 3,372 1,285 EMILE D' 
J. R. LAND, 
2,190 508} 2,193 494 JOHN M. STALLINGS, 
2,490 663 2,491 658 On the part of the House of Rep: 
2, 921 1,514 2, 986 1,502 tS 
Lao a Pon = EDUCATION IN LOUISIANA. 
1,566 413 1,553 414 
2,030 1,155 2,083 1,138 
1,487 293 1,491 289 
ze] S| fu) a 
2 500 ` 949 >is = Number of schools......ineereserrsss 
1,404 4ST 1,408 484 | Number of children enrolled... 
721 Sl 717 353 
393 246 400 243 
1,096 926 1,097 924 Detailed statement for 1887. 
276 430 278 430 | Number of schools: 
407 229 408 229 A EAS E 
2, 994 5 2, 995 5 CONC AEREN 
971 1,678 978 1,673 
165 1,465 1,947 1,465 
4,678 449 4,679 453 
1,679 73 1,679 78 
1,287 63 1,291 63 
ETSI Ti eB los 
904 396 900 Sot 
172 1,377 172 1,377 
. 86 375 H6 375 
898 2, 181 899 2,182 
593 1,216 591 1,214 
3,909 3,278 | ` 3,907 3,238 
zal im aj pa 
A2 615 917 609 
1,249 629 1,243 630 
4,627 113 4, 627 us 
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Number of private schools: 
White............ 
Colored S 
Total number of pupils in public and private schools 
Receipts of school fund...... ss. s ssssisssesessosnressanessssssessneseses 
Louisiana has now 11 colleges, with 3,040 students, 
The Southern University for colored persons, created by constitution of 1879 
(article 231) and supported by annual appropriations of $10,000, is in a thriving 
condition. a 


Total registration: 


Total....... ne ais Kavi eine a nhs T ++ 253, 557 
White voters who can write their names.. 99, 45, 
Colored voters who can write their names .. 23,210 


1830, 


Population, ten years and over.. 
White and colored who can not write. 
White who can WIrite.,...ccccccsecree serene aosi 


AGRICULTURE IN LOUISIANA—COTTON PRODUCTION.. 


Year. Acres. | Bales. 
1879... as een 508, 569 
186. ae 401, 373 
1886-87 (estimated) , 000 
Hogsheads, 
ow 14 


CROP REPORTS OF COMMISSIONER OF AGRICULTURE FOR YEAR 1887. 


Acres un- 
Crop. Quantity. | der cul- 
tivation, 
.| 406,420 | 1,002, 764 
19, 927, 323 973, 142 
eee) me 
16, 243, 490 197, 044 
1, 805, 012 19, 460 
256, 168 6,719 
416, 101 41,549 


[The New Orleans Times-Democrat.] 
THE GREAT SOUTH. 


The Times-Democrat presents elsewhere this morning, as it has for five years, 
a review of the condition of the Southern States to-day and the progress they 
have made in the past twelye months. When we first told this story but little 
was known of the wealth and advantages of the South. To-day the whole 
world recognizes them, and there is scarcely a paper in the North but publishes 
columns each year about Southern progress and development, while scores of 
industrial papers have sprung into existence here to chronicle the advance 
made in each line of mining or manufactures. Moreover, the Southern States 
no longer “ hide their lights under a bushel.” They recognize the benefits to 
accrue to them from eras, À known their wealth, their resources, and their 
progress. Nearly all of them have statistical bureaus and publish from time to 
time interesting reports of their condition. 

From these and other reports it isan easier matter to-day to give, as we do 
elsewhere, the progress of the South during the year, and to find how far it has 
moved forward since 1880. 

‘he doubter who may regard what the papers have had to say about the 
South as due to a disposition to “boom” things must be convinced by the of- 
ficial figures of the assessments. No one can imagine for s second that these 
exaggerate the value of property. On the contrary, there is a strong disposition 
to undervalue it, When, therefore, the assessments show that the wealth of 
the South is increasing at a rate nearly twice as great as the population, it is 
evidence of prosperity which none can deny or dispute, The following is the 
assessment of the several Southern States during the census year and for 
188788. The assessments now being made will show a still larger increase, 


States. 1887-'88, 1879730. 
TNIE, $214, 925,869 | $117, 436, 181 
148, 868, 206 | - 86.409, 
860, 534 29, 471, 618 
504, 92 , 650, 530 
318, 037, 875 
3 158, 587, 495 
Mississippi...-....... 106, 594, 708 
North Carolina... 156. 100, 202 
South Carolina, ... ty pedi 
BSCE, arree * hy 
gta B04; 493, 163 
Virginia. ... _ B08, 455, 135 
N EE TA PE a A 3, 240,774,722 | 2, 164,792, 795 


In the census report on valuations, the Census Bureau in 1880 estimated that 
the true value of property of all kinds in the South was much greater than the 
assessments—57 cent. greater in Texas and Virginia, 43 per cent. in Georgia— 
the total being $5,725,000,000 as against an assessment of $2,164,792,795. On this 
basis the true valuation of the South io-day is $8,570,829,140, showing an increase 
during the past eight years of $2,845,829,140, with an improvement in the assess- 
ment of $1,075,981,927. < 


The wealth to each inhabitant is: 


s.. $2, 164, 792, 795 | 1884 ........0000 a 

2, 388, 642,420 | 1-85 ... 
2, 473, 620,423 | 1886 .. 
2, 565, 903, 787 ` 
seres 2, 782, 115, 803 


It will be noted that last year’s improvement was considerably above the av- 
erage. 

We have elsewhere given so fulla review and such ample statistics on this 
subject that we will but present the following figures, making a comparison 
between the South to-day and what it wasin 1830. Nothing better illustrates 
the progress made during that period. 


1888, 1880, Increse, 
Per cent, 
Population..... 18, 942,858 14, 639, 714 29.4 
Assessment... $3, 240, 774, 722 | $2, 164, 792, 795 49.8 
Railroads, miles.. . 85, 679 17, 808 100.0 
Hands employed in fu 440, 253 215, 245 141.0 
Capital......... $426, 597, 000 $179, 366, 230 143.5 
Production .. $585, 088, 103 $315, 924,794 85.4 
Pig-iron produc 845, 920 212,022 397.8 
Mineral output.. $25, 482, 600 $3, 347, 445 760.6 
Farin products.. $793, 098,293 | $611,679, 048 29.7 
Farm animals...... 44, 830, 972 20, T54, 243 55.8 
Fruit, value f T Ad 19, 421, 330 9, 103, 113 113.4 
Total production of a nds, agricult~ 
ure, mining, manufacturing, tisher- 
i te... $1, 353, 342, 620 $949, 814,720 42.5 
62, 038 45, 031 37.8" 
2, 402, 117 1, 832, 620 86.7 
$11, 742, 702 $6, 415, 706 83.2 


Jt will be seen that in every respect the South has moved forward more rap- 
idly in wealth than in population; that it produces more and is richer and more 
prosperous in every way. ‘These statistics draw a better picture than any words 
can of the advance of the South since 1830, 


[The New Orleans Times-Democrat.] 


NEW ORLEANS, 


These advantages, cheap raw materials, cheap Heneporiason: and the best 
markets were in th mselves enough to build up manufactures here. Another 
advantage that might be mentioned is the hire 3 of industries concentrated 
here which must help each other. The presence of the t foundries of New 
Orleans, of the saw-mil!s, will of necessity aid other establishments which may 
need lumber or machinery of a peculiar kind. In New Orleans thay can get 
everything toe want and will not be required to send elsewhere for it. 

And, finally, it was discovered that New Orleans possessed an abundance of 
labor, excellent in character, intelligent, capable, endowed with much of that 
taste to be found in France, tractable, and free from that unfriendly feelin; 
toward capital which creates a friction in New England and other indust 
sections, and which has so injured manufacturing there. 

The result of these discoveries has been to bring abouta rapid advance in man- 
ufactures here, the details of which are given elsewhere. The manufactures of 
New Orleans have more than doubled in the past eight years, as follows : 


Year. 


ments, 


$21,677,670 | 23,865 | $8,242, 599 
565, 303 


8,404 | 3,717,557 
1,270 | 13, 102, 367 | 15,461 | 4,525,042 | 22,700,000 


Capital no longer hesitates over these investments and more has found its 
way into Penkis thee | industries during the past year than during the entire 
decade between 1870 and 1880. 


Mr. TELLER. I do not rise to discuss the resolution before the 
Senate nor the conduct of the people of Louisiana, either in this elec- 
tion or any other. I have had some experience of these matters in the 
way of investigation, and I sympathize very much with what was 
stated by the Senator from New Hampshire [Mr. BLAIR] the other day 
when he said it was useless, perhaps, to discuss this question because 
we were powerless to redress the wrongs that by general admission are 

trated. What I desire now is to correct a statement made by the 
Senator from Louisiana [Mr. Greson] as to the opinion of Republican 
Senators in regard to the rights of the Chinese under the Declaration 
of Independence. I suppose he meant to say that they hold on their 
side that the Declaration of Independence was not intended to cover 
any but white men, and did not intend to cover and did not cover 
Chinese. 

Mr. President, for one, I desire to enter my dissent from that doctrine. 
The Declaration of Independence, in my judgment, covers all mankind, 
white and black and red, and I do not find anything inconsistent with 
that declaration in my attitude toward the Chinese. 

I do not understand that the Declaration of Independence declares 
that every man is the social equal of every other man. Ido not under- 
stand that the Declaration of Independence declares that every man 
has the same rights that every other man has all over the world. I 
understand it to mean simply that when the people are grouped in one 
community under one government every man is equal before the law. 
That isallitasserted. Itdid not assert that the Englishman who comes 


$ 
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to America is the equal before the law of the American citizen, nor did 
it assert that the Chinaman coming here is equal to the American citi- 
zen before the law. If that was so, by what right do we say that the 
foreigner who comes here shall not participate in the affairs of govern- 
ment until he has passed a certain probationary period and his qualifi- 
cations have been determined by a proper court? The right, entirely 
consistent with the Declaration of Independence, to say that any man 
who comes here from another country, not being a citizen of this, comes 
here subject to just such laws as we make for him, has never been de- 
nied that I know of in the history of the Government; and when I vote 
to say that a Chinaman shall not come here and vote, or that he shall 
not come here even when he does not vote, I do not run counter to any- 
thing in the Declaration of Independence. 

We have the same right to say that the white man of Great Britain 
or France or any other portion of the world shall not come here that 
we have tosay that the Chinaman shall not come here. We say the 
Chinaman shall not come here because his presence is injurious to the 
interests of the American people. Whenever the American people be- 
lieve that the presence of the white man from Great Britain or any 
other country in the world will be injurious to our people, it will not 
only be our right but it will be our duty to say that that man shall 
not come, or if he comes shall not remain. 

I have never put my opposition to the admission of the Chinaman 
upon any other ground than I would put my opposition to the admis- 
sion of an Englishman or a Frenchman or a German; not upon the color 
of his skin; not upon the inferiority of his intelligence, which I claim 
exists; not because he is incapable of taking on the highest civiliza- 
tion that belongs to the Caucasian race; but because his presence here 
is injurious to the people who are here and who compose this Govern- 
ment and have a right to legislate for themselves in their interests, 
however injurious that legislation may be to those who are not a part 
and parcel of this Government; and I adhere to every word that was 
uttered in the Declaration of Independence in its highest and noblest 
sense. It means that if a Chinaman is made a fellow-citizen by your 
consent, you must treat him as you treat your white brother. It means 
that though the African is dark, thick-lipped, curly haired, and igno- 
rant, if he is your fellow-citizen you must mete out to him the same 
political rights as you mete out to the most intelligent and the wealth- 
iest white man in your community. That is what the Declaration of 
Independence means, and that is what, so far as I can, I intend in my 
legislative career to insist shall be its construction, and that the Gov- 
ernment shall be administered upon that theory so far as it is possible. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Mr. President, the Senator from Louisiana [Mr. 
Greson] says that the conservative people of this country are weary of 
these inquiries into the affairs of the Southern States. I do not so 
understand the temper of the American people. I believe that what 
they are weary of are the frauds, false countings, and murders of legal 
voters which are going on in the South in order to make that section 
solid and enable it to govern the North and the country. 

The Senator says that if an inquiry of this kind was suggested in 
reference to New Hampshire, he would lift his arm and his voice in 
this Senate to prevent such an investigation. Mr. President, when 
such evidence is presented to the Senate of the United States of whole- 
sale fraud and of widespread murder resorted to in the State of New 
Hampshire to prevent the Democrats of that State from voting at any 
election, theSenator from Louisiana may interpose to prevent an inves- 
tigation, but there will be no such interposition on the part of either 
Senator from New Hampshire or any Republican Senator upon this floor. 

The Senator likens the Committee on Privileges and Elections, when 
charged with an investigation of this kind, to the ear of the tyrant 
Dionysius. The comparison is inapt. Committees of this body are 
the ears of no tyrant. They are the ears, the eyes, and the limbs of 
the legislature of a republic, and I trust that the time will never 
come when the ears of the American Senate will not be open to frauds, 
outrages, and murderscommitted anywhere in this country for political 
reasons: I trust that when the humblest citizen, wronged in prop- 
erty or in personal liberty, comes to the American Senate and asks an 
investigation a hearing will be accorded to him, the facts ascertained 
and proclaimed to the American people. 

Mr. President, the Senator has carefully refrained from alluding, as 
have all the Senators who have discussed this general question at this 
session, to the facts of which complaint is made. They refuse to enter 
into them. They say there is no constitutional authority to investi- 
gate them. They deal in generalities entirely, and they dislike to face 
and they do not face the specific facts which make this outcry before 
the American people. 

The charge is that these outrages, that these murders of colored peo- 
ple in Louisiana and in other Southern States, are committed for polit- 
ical reasons. They are not murders of mere brutality; they are not 
isolated in their character, perpetrated in pursuance of no deliberate 
purpose; they are not, as Democrats are fond of calling them, sporadic 
in their nature; but they are part of a widespread, deliberate system 
of politics and political action on the part of the Democratic party, es- 
tablished in order that the control of the Congress and the Presidency 
of the United States may be wrongfully and criminaliy transferred 
from the party to which a free and fair and honest election would give 


it to another party, which can only obtain that control by such frauds 
and by such violence as are now exhibited to the whole nation. 

I stated when this resolution was before the Senate on a former oc- 
casion that these methods of politics which were resorted to in order 
to secure a return of 136,746 votes and a majority of 84,753 for Nich- 
olls in Louisiana on the 7th of April were a continuing system; that 
the same species of intimidation, violence, and murder was being con- 
tinued in the State of Louisiana as a preparation for the election which 
es give the electoral votes of the State of Louisiana to Grover Cleve- 


Recent facts justify the assertion which I then made, and disagree- 
able as I know it is, painful as I know it is, harshly as I know it grates 
upon the sensitive and patriotic nerves of the Senator from Louisiana 
to contemplate the fact that in his State to-day black men, Republicans, 
are being butchered in order that the Presidential electoral vote of that 
State may be cast for Grover Cleveland, yet I conceive it to be my privi- 
lege and my duty to bring these facts to the attention of the American 
Senate, to the attention of the peopleof New Hampshire, if the Senator 
will have it so, and to the attention of the American people, in order 
that possibly they may be aroused to the enormity of the wrongs that 
are being perpetrated upon the humble colored voters in this State of 
Louisiana upon which the Senator has passed such a eulogy. 

I find in the New Orleans Daily Picayune of Monday morning, 
September 17, 1888, the following account: 


LOUISIANA—BREAUX BRIDGE—CRIME COMMITTED ON NEGRO WOMEN—THE WHITE 
PEOPLE IN MASS MEETING DECLARE SUCH PROCEEDINGS SHALL STOP. 


Breaux BRIDGE, LA., ST. MARTIN’s PARISH, September 16. 

An awful crime was perpetrated in this vicinity Friday night. A gang sup- 
posed to be composed of five thus far unknown es assaulted a negro cabin, 
and shooting through the walls mortally wounded a black woman, who died a 
few hours rwards, From this place they went to another cabin, outraged 
a black woman, and then whipped a black man. 

The negroes have made no affidavits yet. The white population is very much 
excited over this matter, and held last night an indignation meeting. About 
three hundred white men were present, Hon. Charles Delhommer made a stir- 
ring speech, in which he denounced such parties and such actions in the most 
virulent language. He was warmly applauded, and resolutions were immedi- 
ately and gosa imoday passed that these negroes will be fully protected, so as 
to enable them to make the proper affidavits declaring all those whom they 
may have recognized, so that they may be duly arrested, delivered to the 
courts, and dealt with to the utmost rigor of the law. f 

The white people are decided that order and shall prevail, and thatany 
disturber of them shall be summarily dealt with, whether white or black. 


Also the following from the Picayune of the 18th: 


CALLING A HALT ON NEGRO OUTRAGES—SAM. POLK CHARGED WITH MURDER- 
ING A COLORED WOMAN. 
Sr. MARTINSVILLE, LA., Seplember 17. 

An affidavit was to-day made against Sam. Polk, a young man of Breaux 
Bridge, for the murder of the negro woman who was so brutally killed near 
Breaux Bridge Friday night. It a that Polk, who was accom ied by 
four other men, was well recognized, and he lost hishat, which was brought to 
the district attorney's to-day. The hat was recognized as belonging to Polk. 
Polk is said to be the one who outraged the other colored woman, and an afli- 
davit was made against him for that crime also. 

Polk has fied, and at this writing has not been arrested, although the officers 
and citizens of Breaux Bridge went in his pursuit. 

There are strong doubts against the other assassins and they will soon be in 
Wee cha ine od bulldozi f is getting to be too frequent, 

e whipping and bulldozing of negroes is getting 00 uent, es; 
cially by jonsible parties, who, when banded,are criminally inclined. These 
outrages will be stopped and at once. 

Another account, in the Washington Post, September 17, 1888, is 
headed: 

LOUISIANA OUTRAGES. 
New ỌRLEANS, September 16. 

A Picayune special from Breaux Bridge, La., says that on Friday night five 
unknown men attacked a negro cabin, and shooting through the walls, killeda 
legen tab Oh: At another cabin they outraged a colored woman and whipped 
a colo man. X 

A mass meeting of three hundred white men was held Saturday night to ex- 
press indignation at the outrages. Resolutions were adopted pledging protec- 
tion to the colored people and punishment to the perpetrators of the crime. 

I make the prediction, as I did on a previous occasion, that the in- 
dignation will end in resolutions. There will be no indictment and no 
punishment of the trators of these outrages upon these negroes, 
the object of which is to affect the approaching Presidential election, 
when the parish of St. Martin is to be converted from a Republican 
parish into a Democratic parish. In the parish in 1874 there were 
1,631 white votes and 1,771 colored votes. The vote returned in 1888 
was for Nicholls, 1,107; for Warmoth, 1,624. This is one of the few 
parishes in which at the last election the Republicans managed to 
obtain a majority. The decree, howevér, has gone forth from the 
Democrats of Louisiana that St. Martin shall not be in the Presiden- 
tial election a Republican parish, but shall cast a majority for Grover 
Cleveland. 

The Louisiana Standard of September 22 gives the following account 
of this Breaux Bridge atrocity: 

DEMOCRATIC MURDER—AN EPIDEMIC OF ASSASSINATION—ORGANIZED GANGS OF 
DEMOCRATIC MURDERERS MAKING THE KILLING OF NEGROES A PASTIME— 
HOW LOUISIANA NEGROES ARE BEING REDUCED TO MEXICAN PEONAGE—AS- 
SASSINATION ITEMS AS TOLD IN DEMOCRATIC SPECIALS—NO POLITICS IN IT, 
BUT THE MURDERERS ALL GOOD DEMOCRATS. 

Sr. MARTINSVILLE, LA., September 17, 1888, 


“ News reached here this morning of one of the most cowardly crimes that 
ever was committed in this parish.” Friday night, at about 11 o'clock, in the 
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vicinity of Breaux Bridge, a gang of four or five parties, some of them so far 
Mpenpetsdes whipped a black man, criminally assaulted one black woman, and 
another.” 
2 3 particulars gathered from the mother of the dead woman are about as 
follows : 

On Friday night the gang called at the door of the woman’s house and 
knocked, saying it was the sherif. She opened the door and recognized one 
of the parties, Sam Polk, She shutthe dooronthem. They then fired through 
the door several shots, one of them taking effect in the woman’s abdomen and 
she died next morning. 

The coroner's inquest revealed ‘the fact that she bore seven months’ twins, 

one of them having the ball through the head. The man Polk was recognized 
as having en in the three crimes. His hat was also found at the door of 
the cabin. He was not found when search was made for him. 
. “The white people are indignant and very much excited. Warrants have 
been issued against Polk and three other parties to have participated 
in the crimes. The white people will see that the colored people are protected 
and justice done,” 

This is well enough in its way, in its recounting the damnable crime. All 
that about the white people being so terribly indignant is so much bosh. The 

h has been a hell for the negroes for months. Democratic outlaws, called 
lators, have been and are in control of the parish. The killing and out- 


ng of py key has been their pastime. The planters have n and are 
helpless to afford their laborers any protection, The laborers are justly getting 
generally alarmed. 


Those who can are show! the disposition to get away. The Sian sea- 
son is coming on. The cane to be gathered, and the sugar to’ e A 
large increase of laborers is wanted. The parish is getting to be known for the 
Democratic hell that itis. There is the growing fear that the needed laborers 
can not be had, that those now on hand will get out. All this means ruin. 
These Democratic murders, again, this epidemic of assassination of helpless 
negroes are reaching the North, may affect the coratg election. There is the 
seeming desire to call a halt, to hold up until the grinding season and the elec- 
tion shall be well over. Thatisabout the measure of the excitement among the 
whites. It is all fear and gammon. Nobody will be hurt for murdering 
negroes, 
AND YET ANOTHER ITEM. 
f ST. MARTINSVILLE, September 18, 1888. 

“Vilmont Hollier, Decliere Hollier, Detour Hollier, and Numa Boudreaux 
were last night by Sheriff Gardemal and the citizens of Breaux Bridge, 
for the murder of the negro woman. Sam Polk is still at large and the officers 
are in, pursuit. Vilmont Hollier is an ex-convict, having been pardoned last 


r, 

This closes the present chapter of Democratic specials; maybe something 
may be done with that “ ex-convict.” Something evidently must be done, or 
that sugar crop goes to the demnition bow-wows—there won't be any lahosers 
in the parish to make it. 

That “ex-convict” will do to make an example of. There is nothing likean 
example, you know. The poor devil, as an “ex-convict,” is not to be presumed 
as baving any friends. Clean him out, The negroes will be satisfied that they 
are to be duly protected. b 

Bah! Why not go for the Democratic chivalry, the sons of the first families, 
the organized gangs of "regulators? These are but the later and the smaller 
crimes, Why notattack that Democratic damnable verdict“ parties unknown,” 
covering the assassins of Freetown? 

It is no use, gentlemen. Louisiana is overridden with Democratic assassins. 
You may not wipe out the facts. i 

The outside world is coming to understand them. Youhave your Democratic 

ernment, installed by force and fraud. Your authorities are in the hands of 
tae who forcibly and fraudulently put them in power. Your bulldozers and 
ballot-box stuffers are running the chase are making the State a Demo- 
cratic hell by murdering and outraging Republican negroes. Your State is vir- 
tually damned, ia accursed because of an assassin Democracy. The negroes 
must look out for themselves. They must get out of the State. 

The Washington Post of August 27 has the following: 

Race troubles in Louisiana— 

This case is one of those which the Senator from Louisiana calls the 
petty grievances with which the Senate of the United States ought not 
to be troubled. He would scorn, he says, if any petty grievance of 
this kind should happen in the State of New Hampshire to unworthily 
and in an undignified and unpleasant manner bring it before this lofty 
body, of which he has the honor to be a member— 


RACE TROUBLES IN LOUISIANA, 
‘ New ORLEANS, LA., August 26, 

A dispatch from St. Martinsville says: ‘ For three’ or four weeks past wild 
rumors have been spreading all over the parish that the negroes were arming 
and thata Contes of races was imminent. These rumors induced whites to or- 
ganize for protection and safety. te 

The 1,631 whites of St. Martin are in danger of having the 1,771 
colored voters arm themselves and assail and assault, kill and murder 
these poor, innocent, quiet, well-behaved, and peaceful Democrats of 
that parish; so for protection and safety they decide as follows: 

As a measure of preservation, the whites decided to disarm some of the ne- 
groes. The whites left yesterday for the Fifth ward, and completed the work 
of disarming without any resistance, except in one instance, where the whites 
= pase upon by two negroes, Albert Harrisand his son, who were intrenched 

a cabin, 

The whites of Louisiana, if they hear that two poor negroes have 
pomara of guns in an humble cabin in which they live, forthwith 

eclare that these two negroes are intrenched in their cabin and that 
the whites are in danger, and thereupon they organize a posse—if there 
are two negroes, generally of about one hundred and fifty whites—and 
they go to the cabin and disarm these terrible negroes! 

The negro fired fifteen or twenty shots, which were returned by the whites. 
After g for ten minutes the negroes surrendered. One of them was 
wounded in thearm. They were escorted out of the parish and warned never 
to return. The work of disarming was continued in a section of the Fifth ward 
where trouble was anticipated, but the rumor proved to be unfounded. Two 
bad characters were ordered to leave the parish within a specified time. 

I have not the slightest doubt that they were going to vote the Re» 
ponian ticket if they had staid there, and according to the modern 

juisiana doctrine which the Senator has avowed and attempted to 
justify upon the floor of this Senate to-day, if a man wants to vote the 
Hepa lican ticket he is a bad character, is to be notified to leave. 


‘| them a short distance riddled them with 


Omg orospu barrian from Da neron e mostly old shotguns, A few rifles 
ere found, bu' ere 
SAS OS was n g showing an aggressive armament, except 

One of these two negroes— 
bridges a new Winchester rifle and a good supply of ammunition. ~All is now 
4 

Undoubtedly all is now quiet, and that kind of quiet will continue 
until after the 6th of November, when the votes for Grover Cleveland 
in that parish have been counted and the votes for Benjamin Harrison 
have not been counted, and then the negroes may have some measure 
of real rest and peace until the approach of another election. 

Here is a telegram from Shreveport, Læ This is from the Daily 
Picayune of September 18; no old bones, or time-worn stories, or rotten 
timber in any of these extracts from the current Southern newspapers. 
The Picayune says: 

SHREVEPORT—NEGRO MURDERERS SUE FOR A CHANGE OF VENUE—SHREVEPORT'S 
DELEGATES FOR BLANCHARD, 
SmreEveront, LA., September 17. 

The ts in the f B et al, fi chan; t 
heard this morning in the district court. A number of witnesses, all summoned 
by the defendants, testified that a fair trial could not be secu in Shreveport 
for the accused. The case was continued until to-morrow for further evidence. 
The accused are held for conspiracy and murder. 

They are charged with killing Ed. Scott, a negro, on Saturday night, Septem- 
ber 1, while he was at his home .n bed, The crime is one of the darkest and 
most deliberate ever perpetrated in this community. 

The primary election for delegates to the Congressional convention, fixed to 
convene on September 28, was very quiet. Less than 100 votes were cast 
throughout thecity. All the delegates elected favor BLANCHARD’S return to 
Congress from this district. He will have no opposition. 

Undoubtedly the canvass of Mr. BLANCHARD will be quiet, as quiet 
as has been his nomination. No opposition has he to fear—— 

Mr. GIBSON. I do not like to interrupt the Senator—— ; 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from New Hamp- 
shire yield ? 

Mr. CHANDLER. Nothing will give me more pleasure. 

Mr. GIBSON. The remark that Mr. BLANCHARD will have no op- 

ition means to his nomination, not to his election. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Not to his election. There had better not be 
any vigorous opposition to his election, unless the negroes of that dis- 
trict want general slaughter among them before the 6th of November. 

Ido not know upon what ground the Senator from Louisiana says 
that there will be organized Republicanopposition to Mr. BLANCHARD’S 
election. The last time he was elected there was no opposition, and if 
affairs are as quiet in his district—‘‘ quiet’’ meaning the quiet that suc- 
ceeds the killing of prominent and active negro Republicans—there will 
not be likely to be any opposition to him at the approaching election. 


[The Daily Picayune, Tuesday morning, September 18, 1888.] 
TWO MORE NEGROES TAKEN OUT AXD SHOT TO DEATH, 
OPELOUSAS, LA., September 17. 

Yesterday morning at Ville Platte par a crowd of armed men rode to the 

house of two negroes named Jean Picrre-Salet and Sidairo, and after leading 

buckshot, killing both men instantly. 

This killing is sup to have been brought about by the incendiary language 
recently used by these two negroes. 

The affair created intense excitement in the neighborhood where it occurred, 


Doubtless the incendiary language used by these negroes was some- 
thing like the incendiary language which the Senator from Wisconsin 
[Mr. SPOONER] showed the other day was used by the negroes in 
Texas, of which complaint was made, which was, I believe, that they 
argued in favor of a protective tariff. 

Since this resolution was before the Senate on a previous occasion I 
have found one or two accounts in other papers of the Freetown afiuir, 
which I desire to incorporate in my remarks at the risk of disturbing 
the sensibilities of the Senator from Louisiana. This is from the 
Weekly Messenger at St. Martinsville, La.: 


A RIOT—E. PAYSON SMITH KILLED AND ANOTHER MAN SLIGHTLY WOUNDED— 
TWENTY-FIVE NEGROES KILLED. 


The news came heré yesterday morning of a riot which took place in the parish 
of Iberia during the evening of Thursday. Theparticulars we got at the time of 
going to press are about as follows: It was reported that the negroes tvere arm- 
ing and drilling in the section where the riot took ps and Captain Cades, in 
command of a detachment of his company, went there to quiet and disarm tho 
negroes. The negroes, it appears, were congregated in a cabin, and when Ca 
tain Cades informed them of his mission the negroes from within the cabin 
opened fire on him and his men, killing Mr. E. Payson Smith and slightly 
wounding another man. Captain Cades then ordered his men to return the 
fire, and twenty-five negroes fell dead. 

The body of Mr. Smith was immediately taken to New Iberia. 

At the time we go to press everything is reported quiet. . 


NEW IBERIA—VEBDICT OF THE CORONER'S JURY ON THE NEGROES SLAIN IN TILE 
FREETOWN RIOT. 
[From the Louisiana Standard, New Orleans, August 25, 1888.—Correspondence. | 
New IBERIA, LA., August 23. 

The coroner's jury reached a verdict yesterday evening in the case of the kill- 
ing of the ten negroes in the Freetown riot on the 16th instant. Two days were 
spent in collecting evidence, which resulted in the following verdict: 

““We,tho jury impaneled to hold an inquest on the body of Tow Simon, de- 
ceased, come to the conclusion that he met his death by a gunshot wound in- 
flicted by parties unknown to the jury. From the evidence collected the jury 
is further led to the conelusion that the following also met their deaths by gun- 
shot wounds inflicted at the same time and place by es likewise unknown 
tous: Sam Cahill, Louis Simon, Edw. Simon, Eugene „ Alex. Valere, Edw. 
Valere, and others, ‘This at Freetown, parish of Iberia, on the 15th day of Au- 


Hereisthe damning outcome, The verdict of the coroner's jury but smoothed 


1888. 


over a wholesale massacre. Itisa pelperuet damning lie. Do the members of 
this jury realize the tion in which this verdict places them? Do they realize 
that they must stand self-convicted as perjurers before God and man? Where 
is the honor of a community? Where the honesty of a juryman's oath? Where 
is the honor of Governor Nicholls? * Vengeance is mine, saith the Lord.” 


I also have in the Picayune an account of this ‘‘Iberia riot,” as it is 
called, which I desire to insert in the RECORD. The account of the 
beginning of the affray here given is that the white people of the sec- 
tion began to feel alarmed about the negroes at Freetown, and this is 
what they did: 

The citizens rode into Freetown and found,as rumored, a large number of 
armed negroes quartered there. They asked its meaning and the negroes were 


silent. They then demanded a surrender of their arms, with the promise that 
when they learned to behave themselves— - 


I judge that means only that when they learned to submit to the 
policy that hàs been outlined here to-day by the Senator from Lou- 
isiana of having no ticket in the field except the Democratic ticket— 


they would be returned, and that the negroes should at once disperse, The 
great majority of them accepted the terms of the party and surrendered their 
arms, which were found without exception to be loaded with ball or buckshot. 


The negroes took possession, it appears, of Rev. Mr. Nora’s house. 
Then follows the brutal massacre which was described in the Times- 
Democrat, published with my remarks the other day: 


THE IRERIA RIOT—TWENTY NEGROES AND ONE WHITE MAN SLAIN—GLOWING 
DETAILS OF THE BATTLE—THE NEGROES BARRICADED IN THE PREACHER'’S 
HOUSE—NOSE LEFT ALIVE TO TELL THE STORY—SOME INNOCENT MEN WHO 
SUFFERED WITH THE GUILTY—THE NAMES OF THE SLAIN—THE FUNERAL OF 

MR. SMITH IN NEW IBERIA—POLITICS NOT A FACTOR IN THE FIGHT. 


New IBERIA, LA., August 17. 


To-day all is quiet again. This morning a large number of men from various 
sections of the country and neighboring towns were here, but nearly all of them 
returned to their homes bean the forenoon. 

This morning the remains of Mr. E. P, Smith were removed to the Episcopal 
church. He was forty-two years of age and a native of Ohio, and a bachelor. 
The funeral services were conducted at the church by Rev. C.C. Kramer. The 
edifice was crowded toa jam, and the yard and walks in front of the church 
were also crowded. After the regular services at the church the funeral cor- 
t was formed, as foliows: The Iberia Guards, the Attakapas Rangers (of 
which the deceased was a member), the hearse, the Phenix Bucket Fire Com- 
pany (of which the deceased was also a member), Iberia Steam Fire Company 

Yo. 1; American Steam Fire Company, No. 2; followed by many friends an: 
hy Syren on foot and in carriages. 
large number of ladies were in attendance, and their floral offerings were 
profuse and tasty. Palm leaves figured conspicuously among the evergreens. 

At the grave Rev. Kramer finished the services, after which followed a sa- 
lute of three volleys by a detachment of the Iberia Guards, Thus were the 
last tributes of respect paid to the departed—a noble spirit, a fast friend, a 
Sr companion. 

The trouble of yesterday grew out of a spirit of revenge on the part of the 
negroes. The better elementofthis and neighboring parishes had found it im- 

ssible to longer tolerate a certain element of idle and immoral characters, 

his latter class were ordered away from the various ons, and many of 
them found refuge at Freetown, s small village composed entirely of negro 
a There they told their stories to their friends and nursed their grow- 

g anger. 

On Monday last the report reached this place that the negroes were arming 
and congregating at Freetown. Their number was estimated at from 500 to 600 
strong, mounted. Tuesday they had received re-enforcements sufficient to 
fully double their numbers, and feeling their strength they assumed a threat- 
ening attitude, boldly declaring the refugees should not leave the parish and 
should not be molested, 

On Wednesday their numbers were further increased, and the people of the 
surrounding country began to feel some alarm lest these negroes, overestimat- 

their strength, should attempt some acts of violence. 

n Thursday matters had not improved upto noon. By this time the resi- 
dents and property-owners of this section to collect at a point a short dis- 
tance from Freetown, their object bang to disperse these negroes without vio- 
lence and to send those who did not belong there to their homes and business, 

Rev. H. Nora, a colored minister, left Freetown in the morning to attend a 
conference of ministers at this place, and during his absence his residence was 
taken possession of by a number of the armed negroes. This house refused to 
surrender, returning word that they were not to be taken, The whites then 
sent a second messenger to the house, saying they would give them twenty 
minutes in which to lay down their weapons. The negroes again refused. 

In this house, situated but a short distance from the main road or strect, were 
quartered some twelve or fifteen negroes, among the number their leaders, 

A squad of mounted white citizens were some 150 yards from the house, wait- 
ing the expiration of the twenty minutes, and before the given time had ex- 

a door of the house was thrown open and a volley fired at them. One 
rse was wound 

This was a surprise to all, and immediately the firing became general. The 
door of the house was again closed, but a constant fire was kept up from win- 
dows and doors partly open for quite an interval. Later the fire was carried 
on by apars s yea sides, lasting in all for nearly an hour and a half. 

At this time Mr, Smith broke from his lines and made forthe house. His com- 
rades implored him to return, but, deaf to their entreaties, he went on, The 
house was reached, the door was forced, and he fell. At hisside wasa comrade 
who had followed him on his fatal errand; but when Mr. Smith fell his comrade 
retreated backwards, keeping up a constant fire froma repeating rifle, and es- 
eaped unhurt. 

At this stage of the oe the negroes became panic-stricken and attempted to 
flee from the house, and the deadly work was soon brought to a close. 

After the fight closed the bodies of eight negroes were found in the house and 
five others outside, 

Others say three or four more were killed. It is thought by some that a few 
made their escape, while others who were at the scene deny this. 

One of the ni who shot Mr, Smith was named Smith and was recognized 
among the d by Mr. Smith’s comrade to-day. 

Coroner J. Wolf called a jury as follows: Mr. William Lamb, Dr. James A. 

, Messrs. Zenon, Decuir, Doud, Laughlin, and William R. Burke, and pro- 
ceeded with them to Freetown to view the remains of the negroes. 

They returned this evening and have deferred taking testimony until a later 


From the above statement of facts it will be clearly seen that politics have 
yedno part; that the negroes brought the trouble on themselves; that they 
the first shot; that they shed the first blood, and that they bore the con- 
uences of their acts, 
e negroes who surrendered were not harmed in any way. 
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FPREETOWN—WHERE THE BATTLE WAS FOUGHT—THE FIGHT AND ITS VICTIMS, 
LAFAYETTE, LA., August 17. 

The riot briefly reported from this point at a late hour last night as occurring 
at Cade’s Station really occurred about 6 miles southwest of that point, at Free- 
town, which is located in the corner of Iberia Parish and only a short distance 
from St. Martin’s, Lafayette, and Vermillion Parishes. This section is more 
properly located 4 miles southwest of Burk station on the Morgan Road, and 
about 10 miles from New Iberia. 

Freetown is a little town of negroes, but more of a neighborhood, as it covers 
about 4 square miles, with fifteen families living in small hut-like houses from 
100 to 400 yards apart, with small fields attached, from which they are supposed 
p make a living, and the houses and fields usually belong to the family using 
them, 

About the center of the settlement is a store kept by a negro, a Baptist church, 
and a school-house. Buta few white families live in the range of this neigh- 
borhood. There are but few houses there which could be called comfortable 
negro houses, 

Jt is understood that for some years back considerable foraging and depreda- 
tions in stealing of cattle, corn, and cotton on the outlying white neighborhood 
has been carried on, and supposed to have been done by some of those at Free- 
town. This is said to have teen known to be true of Andy Smith and one or 
two of Tom Simon’s sons. Several of these negroes are reported to have been 
sci peer for it, but it was not possible to detect the ringleader, Andy Smith. 

It is said that a few days since the regulators of that neighborhood sent him 
word that they were going to whip him. He immediately drew around him 
sixteen to eighteen negroes of the neighborhood, all of whom were armed with 
Winchester rifles, old muskets, and double-barreled shot-guns, numbers of the 
latter of recent purchase in New Iberia. This was but a few days since, He 
then sent word to the white people to come on, that he and his friends were 
ready for them, and, it is said, threatened the lives of four or five white men 
near by. 

Andy Smith, the leader of the blacks in this trouble, has shot two or three 
white men in the past four years, and is known to be of desperate courage and 
meanness, 

The four or five whites receiving this defiant message believed their lives 
were in danger, and sent a few messengers to New Iberia and Abbeville, across 
zd tere and into La Fayette, to the effect that they would be killed andappealed 

for help. 

In response to this call about 150 to 200 men from these three sections reached 
Freetown after the dinner hour of yesterday. They found these armed ne- 
groes, about eighteen in number, barricaded in a new four-room frame house, 
built by their paster, Key. Celeste Noop, who was at the time in New Iberia, 
holding a protracted meetingamong his people. Thesenegroes had sent Noop’s 
wife away and were ils sole occupants at the time. 

The house was surrounded by the whites, and a half hour’s delay occurred in 
a parley on the part of the whites, who assured Smith and his crowd that it 
was , if it was desired, and not violence, and if the negroes would surren- 
der their arms the whites would take them away for the present, but at a sub- 
sequent time, when peace was fully established, they should be returned to their 
owners, and guarantied no violence to any one of the i 

In the interest of this purpose, the whites secured the services of old man Tom 
Simmons, father-in-law of mith, and father of Louis and Edward Simmons, 
two of the occupants of the house, and also old man Sam Cohit, each of whom 
besought the barricaded negroes to comply with the request to surrender their 
arms and prevent any one from being hurt, Surly silence was the only response. 
The pacifying efforts were ineffectual. The whites were about 20 feet from the 
house, Payson Smith and Alfred Lasalle, of the whites, approached the house, 
and as Lasalle opened one of the doors, poor young Smith stuck his head in 
and was immediately shot down dead by Andy Smith. 

This was the first signal fora general firing from inside by the blacks and out- 
side by the whites. ‘The house is new and unceiled and therefore has very thin 
walls. The doors and windows being closed, the firing was at and through 
this thin wall. The blacks standing «lose up the wall fired outside, and before 
it reached the whites the force of the ball was A pede passing through the wall. 
The whites at a long range penetrated the walls easier and only had a few feet 
to reach those on the inside, and hence proved more effectual in killing those for 
whom they shot. There were, it is estimated, four hundred to five hundred 
shots fired, and when the battle was over the walls from 4 inches to5 feet above 
the floor were riddled with bullet-holes. Several of the negroes during the 
fight escaped and were shot while running, but most of them fell when they 
opened battle in the house. 

It is understood when the battle was ended there were over twenty guns 
found in the house. 

In addition to the killing of Payson Smith, the white forces suffered a slight 
wound in the wrist of Mr. Manard, a young creole from New Iberia Station, 

In reference to the results on the side of the negroes, it is not absolutely cer- 
tain, but from two sources it is made up as follows: A minent gentleman 
who went to the grounds this morning says that he went into the negro church, 
when he found there were eight dead negroes who were left there to await the 
coroner's inquest. These were Sam Cohil, Earnest Grient, Andy Smith, Paul 
Charles, Louis Simmons, and three others whom the gentleman did not know. 
He was informed that old man Tom Simon had been killed and carried to his 
own house, He was also informed thatan unknown negro was wounded and 
died last night, which would make ten killed. He was informed that four 
a were missing and unaccounted for—whether absent or dead was not 

own. 

There was one wounded, Alex. Lee, a colored school teacher, who called Dr, 
B. T. Mosely to attend him. This would make a total of fifteen. Dr. Mosely 
says Lee is seriously wounded in the jaw and throat, and hasa flesh wound in 
the breast. The other information is denied. 

From a negro from Freetown, who was to-dayat Cade’s station: He says that 
there were originally thirteen dead negroes in the church, but that five were 
carried away, and that Tom Simmons, the unknown negro who died last night, 
and the school teacher would make sixteen, and the four missing would make 
a total of twenty. 

In addition to the names of the dead first given the negro informant gives 
those of Edward Simon, son of old man Tom Simon and brother-in-law of Andy 
Smith; Edward Vallier, jr., Alex. Vallier, and T. Pochelle. 

Violence is aysan important fact in reaching intelligent conclusions, but 
this case is somewhat independent. Beyond the fact that Andy Smith for his 

neral bad character was threatened with a whipping, in retaliation armed 

f and friends and defied the white people, and then fired the first shot, in 
the face of the fact that there were ten whites to one, thus manifesting his dare- 
devil rascality in the last moment of life, as death must have seemed inevitable 
to him after his killing young Smith. 

This information is obtained by a buggy ride of nearly 40 miles to-day through 
mud and hot sun and 4 scarcity of intelligence to furnish it. 

LAFAYETTE—THE EXCITEMENT IN A NEIGHBORING PARISH. 
LAFAYETTE, LA., August 17. 

Some excitement prevails here to-day consequent of the agitation in Abbe- 

ville and the unfortunate affair at Cade Station, in the lower portion of this 


parish. There is great uneasiness among the negroes, who fear a repetition of 
violentacts in thisquarter. Many of the whites are supplying themselves with 
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arms and ammunition in case of need, while it is rumored that there is a move 
to organize a guard for the protection of the town. 

This trouble seemingly originated in St. Mary and Vermillion Parishes, and 
to some extent has'spread over this parish, but your correspondent has been 
unable so far to gather definite information in regard to it. Several parties 
here, so says Dame Rumor, who have been guilty of miscegenation have been 
waited upon and ordered to leave. Itis safe to say, however, that no blood- 
shed need be feared at this place, so the sober judgment of our citizens may be 
relied on to tide over the present uneasy state of affairs. 

The farmers must necessarily suffer under this deplorable state of excitement, 
as the negroes will not leave their homes for fear of being waylaid. Every- 
thing is quiet to-night, and the outlook betokens an early subsidence of the reg- 
nant perturbation. 

Mr. President, I wish to call the special attention of the Senate and 
of the country to this feature of Democratic Southern policy in the 
Southern States, which is called the disarming of the negroes. I take 
it that the right of every citizen to have a gun or a pistol and to keep 
that gun or pistol in his own possession, in hisown house, is the indis- 
putable right of every citizen of the United States. Without a law to 
the contrary—and I doubt whether any law to the contrary can con- 
stitutionally be enacte’—every citizen, black or white, North or South, 
has the right to own a gun and to keepit. It is his property. It is 
his property for self-defense. It is his property for the defense of his 
home, his wife, and his children, and it can not be taken from him 
without the violation of a natural right, and as I believe without the 
violation of a constitutional right. 

Article II of the amendments to the Constitution declares: 

A well regulated militia being necessary to the security of a free State, the 
right of the people to keep and bear arms shall not be infringed. 

That article grew out of the original theory of the founders of this 
Government that a well regulated militia was the sure defense of a 
State. Itwasthe militiamen organized under that principle who fought 
the battles of the revolution and won our independence of the mother 
country, and from that day to this it has been understood to be a nat- 
ural and a constitutional right on the part of every citizen to keep and 
to bear arms. 

The policy which the Southern white Democrats have adopted is that 
in order to prevent the negro from exercising his right of suffrage under 
the fifteenth amendment of the Constitution he shall be deprived of the 
privilege of keeping arms in his possession. It must be apparent to 
every thoughtful citizen that this plan, if carried out, will prove to be 
utterly destructive of the fourteenth and fifteenth amendments of the 
Constitution, and will bring the black people of the South into abso- 
lute subjection to the white people of the South. 

Take the State of Louisiana. The proposition of the white Demo- 
erats of Louisiana is that every white citizen of that State may have a 
gun and a revolver, and may keep the same wherever he may be, and 
especially may keep them within his own home, and that he may use 
those arms according to his discretion if he does not create a breach of 
the peace. 

The further proposition is that the colored people of Louisiana shall 
none of them be allowed to keep or bear arms and that the gun or the 
pistol of every colored man shall be taken from him. Manifestly the 
millennium of Southern Democrats will have come when this resolution 
of the Democrats of Louisiana is carried into effect, because we shall 
then have the whole white population armed each man with a gun, and 
we shall have the colored people, no one of them with any instrument 
either of offense or of defense, and all this in defiance of the natural 
and the constitutional right of the citizen. 

Let me tell the Senator from Louisiana that this plan which has been 
inaugurated by the white Democrats of Louisiana, will not be a suc- 
cess. ‘They may disarm here and there a few of the negroes of Lonisi- 
ana, they may surround in their little homes or in the cabins of their 
colored clergymen a few little hands of negroes and take their arms 
from them, or shoot them down to bloody death because they are Re- 
publicans; but they will not succeed in disarming the whole body of 
the colored population of Louisiana. 

The negroes of this country are growing in intelligence; they are 
gaining in courage on this question, and the colored men of Louisiana 
will maintain their right to keep and bear arms, in my judgment, in 
time and in the long run against the whole body of white leaguers, 
Kuklux ruffians, and all the other vagabonds, gamblers, thieves, 
thugs, and villains who, according to the Democratic papers of the city 
of New Orleans, have been organized in the interest of the Democratic 
party, and jally in the interest of the Senator from Louisiana 
who has addressed the Senate. The colored men will keep their arms 
and they will use their arms when they see fit to do so in defense ot 
those rights of American citizens which belong to-day, at the South as 
well as the North, to every American citizen whatever may be the 
color of his skin, or whatever may be his politics, whether Democratic 
or Republican. 

Mr. President, I do not intend to go over the ground which I covered 
the other day nor to follow the Senator from Louisiana at length in the 
remarks which he has made. He has omitted to refer in detail to any 
of the particular outrages which were recited by me as affording at least 
sufficient ground for an investigation. The Senator has undertaken to 


prove that there is nothing extraordinary or remarkable in the increase 
of the vote of the Democratic party in Louisiana from 62,540, the vote 
for Cleveland, from some 80,000, the largest vote that was ever cast, up 


to 136,746, by asserting that it is not strange that there are fluctuations 
of votes at different elections, and he has cited fluctuations which have 
occurred in Northern States. 

Mr. President, I grant that mere fluctuations of votes up and down 

in various elections are not of themselves necessarily proofs of fraud, 
but I say that if you will find a case like this in Louisiana where fora 
series of years the largest vote which a political party has ever been 
able to cast has been 80,000, and where suddenly the vote has leaped 
from 80,000 up to 136,000, there is afforded a presumption of fraud 
which would of itself justify an investigation. 
- If the Senator will point out any parallel case to this monumental 
fraud in the State of Louisiana which was perpetrated by Governor 
McEnery and his satellites on the 17th day of April and subsequent 
to that time during the counting of the vote, I will insist that there 
should bean investigation of such an election, particularlyif it resulted 
in the creation of a Legislature which has elected two United States 
Senators to claim seats in this body. 

But I did not rest upon the extraordinary character of the vote on 
the face of the returns, I went on with prima facie proofs containing 
astonishing and remarkable revelations concerning the transactions 
that occurred in Louisiana on the 17th of April and prior thereto. I 
called attention to the murder of William Adams, a man who had been 
a Democrat, a friend of Governor McEnery, but who had seen fit to 
change his politics and to undertake to distribute in Monroe, La., the 
home of Governor McEnery, ballots for Warmoth, and who was killed 
by the infamous Captain Theobalds and his gangof cut-throats who 
to-day control the parish in which they live. His throat was cut and 
he was thrown into Bayou De Siard. - 

The Senator from Lonisiana says he scorns in the American Senate to 
enter upon the consideration of an incident like this. I also called the 
attention of the Senator to a transaction in which his own brother was 
engaged, and which was exhibited to the Senate of the United States 
by the Senator from Kansas [ Mr. INGALLS] in a speech which he made 
here some three months ago, and which was repeated again in full in 
the newspapers of Louisiana. Nota word does the Senator utter in de- 
nial or in defense of that outrage upon the rights of the citizen. 

The Senator from Lonisiana has stated quite accurately, I think, the 
political policy of the Democratic party in the State of Louisiana. He 
says that in certain parishes, which I understand to be the colored 
parishes, where the colored people being Republicans and desiring to 
vote the Republican ticket are in an overwhelming majority, the policy 
of the Democratic party is to induce the LKepublicans to agree that 
thereshall be only one ticket in the field and thatshall be the Democratic 
ticket. He says that the Republicans of those parishes are becoming 
willing to assent to such a condition of political action or of political 
servitude, and that when such an arrangement is made, if anybody 
undertakes to dissent from it and to organize the Republican party, or 
to organize an independent party, or to run against the candidates 
nominated by the combination, it is customary to notify him to leave 


“the parish 


Mr. President, I will take the proposition of the Senator and go be- 
fore the American people upon the question whether or not there is 
under such circumstances a republican government. I understand a 
republican government to be a government elected by the free voters, 
with an honest count of the votes. I understand a republican govern- 
ment to be one which involves two parties; that republican govern- 
ments are to be conducted ordinarily with a majority party and a mi- 
nority party; that both parties are to be free; and that through the 
workings of parties, with vacillations from one side to the other or 
political power, the States and the nation go on successfully practicing 
the republican experiment. 

But a government is not a republic unless two parties can safely be 
organized among the people, unless the members of each of those par- 
ties have equal rights in law and in fact. If there is to be but one 
party, with but one ticket in the field, the Republic isdestroyed. That 
such is to be the rule I understand to be the position of the Democrats ot 
eer as stated and justified by the Senator from Louisiana upon 

is floor. 

On that issue I believe that the Republicans of this country can safely 
go to the American people. It isan issue which ought to be proclaimed 
in all its breadth and in all its fullness to the people of this Republic, 
the issue whether there shall be a free ballot, whether there shall be 
candidates on both sides, whether there shall be two parties in this 
Republic and in every portion of this Republic where citizens choose 
to organize parties, or whether, as the Senator says, there shall be but 
one party, and any citizen who undertakes to organize another party 
and to induce it to put candidates into the field shall be notified that 
he is a disturber of the public peace and be ordered to quit his home, 
as the Senator says, and as the facts show, Capt. H. B. Holmes was 
ordered to do in the case to which allusion has been made. 

Mr. President, I do not desire to detain the Senate any longer. I 
have heard criticism of the fact that there has been statement and dis- 
cussion of the facts before the investigation has been made. I submit 
that unless the Senator from Louisiana had been willing that the res- 
olution should pass it would not have been becoming for me to have 
urged its passage without presenting the prima facie evidence which 


1888. 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 


8993 


seemed to me to justify an investigation. I have presented that evi- 
dence. I have shown the facts of record, the facts which have been re- 
ported to me; the conspiracy on the part of Governor McEnery and his 
associates to have a majority returned for Nicholls, whatever the vote 
might be that was actually cast, and I submit now, in closing, that the 
Senator from Louisiana has himself practically admitted in his speech 
that there exists in the State of Louisiana norepublic, and if no re- 
public, then no Legislature of a republic which could elect him and 
Mr. White to take seats in this body. 


APPENDIX. 


ARTICLES FROM THE LOUISIANA STANDARD, T, B. STAMPS, PROPRIETOR, NEW OR- 
LEANS, AUGUST 25, 1838, 

If the colored man in this State has a spark of spirit in his body, and desires 
to be practically free, as is ntied by the national Constitution, he must 
leave here and go at once, North, East, or West, where you will be treated 
at least like a human being born according to God's laws. 

We hope to publish next week the fact t the negro has started the immi- 
gration from this cut-throat slice of the solid South; that he will demonstrate 
that he means to be by leaving a State where ‘he is held now as much a 
slave as ever before the emancipation proclamation of God’s great Christian 
servant, Abraham Lincoln. 

On our front page will be found a letter from Mr. L. A. Martinct, the leading 
colored Democrat of the South and editor of the Progress, in which he scath- 
ingly and manfully denounces the Democratic methods and the cold-blooded 
butchery of negroes and diabolical outrages on Republicans by the Democrats. 


MARTINET ON HAND IN CONDEMNATION OF NEGRO BUTCHERY—HE CAN NOT 
CONDONE DEMOCRATIC METHODS AND DECLINES FURTHER FEALTY WITH THE 


PARTY OF OPPRESSION. 

New ORLEANS, LA., August 23, 1888. 
To the Progress Publishing Company: 

GENTLEMEN: When Saturday F read in the morning papers of the massacre 
of the negroes at Freetown, Iberia Parish, I was shocked and horrified. It was 
a ruthless and brutal butchery of human beings, without cause, reason, or sense. 
Moreover, there exists in the parishes surrounding that section a reign of terror 
and lawlessness thatisashametocivilization. Colored poopie areunmercifully 
beaten and whip for no cause or reason; they can not be out at night after 
9 o'clock with safety; their property is forcibly taken from them in broad day- 
light; and old and respectable residents and families are driven away from their 
homes, the latter because the husbands happen to be white, 

In view of the fact that every act of violence against n in the South is 
cha in the North to the Democratic party, and of all that there is at stake 
for the Democratic party in the pending national contest, it does seem as if the 
pps of these unheard-of outrages, who are said to be Democrats, have 

ne m. 
sT called on the governor Monday and yesterday in, with a view of secur- 
ing some official action for the protection of these i ured and outraged people, 
or for putting a stop to this lawlessness. I explained to him how critical the 
ination is, but I regret exceedingly to say that he does not think that a case 
has yet arisen where he has the authority to interfere, and he seems apprehen- 
sive thatif he does interfere now it might make matters worse. 

Well, if the negroes are to be butchered, flogged, and driven from their homes 
under a Democratic administration, without cause or provocation, and the au- 
thorities are not able to k one word in their be! for humanity’s sake, or 
in censure or condemnation of the atrocious deeds, then there is no reason that 
I know of why they should change their politics,and thus try to remove what 
we believed a bar to relations of amity between their white fellow-citizens and 
themselves, es ally when itis known that even those who have voted the 
Democratic ticketare notexemptfrom brutaltreatment, Even personal friends 
of ours of irreproachable character have been molested and driven away. I 
mention this to illustrate better the deplorable state of affairs—not that we 
would think our friends more sacred than others. If we favored a Democratic 
government it was specially for the pu of ass rotection to our peo- 
ple. This failing, we see no way in which they are benefited by it. 

Iconfess I am not only koa wa ge but pained and grieved beyond expres- 
sion. My faith in Governor N llis was such that I never could once believe 
that such ou! could be committed under his administration withoutat least 
immediate rebuke and condemnation, My faith in himis not altogether shaken, 
and I yet haye the hope that he will take some action. 

It is all a sad return for our unselfish and disinterested efforts to establish 
manent relations of peace and harmony between the races, an end for which I 
have labored long, endured much vexation, and made great personal sacrifices. 

A task that forced itself upon the Progress at the outset was to defend the 
election of the present State administration against the ap op tine charges of 
fraud, of rancorous political opponents, That we have not n entirely un- 
successful is shown by the iness with which our articles have been quoted 
in the United States Senate and the extensiveness with which they have been 
reproduced by the Democratic press. 

roughly acquainted with the incapacity of the negro voters in their pres- 
ent untuto: state to govern, and knowing how easy a prey they are to design- 
ing and unprincipled politicians and demagogues, we have labored hard tocon- 
vince them that it was best for their interests that the people who own the 
property and the intelligence, asI thought, should rule. Through it 
all we have been honest and conscientious, We have borne uncomplainingly 
the ostracism of our people and the odium that, among them, attaches to the 
colored man who professes himself a Democrat, and we have never asked nor 
——— personal reward in any shape or manner. 
ur sole aim and endeavor has been to promote, in our feeble way, the good 
and welfare of the whole people. Conscious of having striven to perform what 
we considered a public duty, of having, in the interest of what we believed to 
be the cause of good government, labored to enable these people to control the 
mass of illiterate voters in their midst without a resort to violence or unlawful 
means, we could rest perfectly satisfied with the little mprmeciations our efforts 
have received from those who were to be first benefi bythem. But I will 
not, I can not, condone the shedding of innocent blood. - 
owing the worthlessness of pecwanicosh negro politicians, and how hurt- 
ful they are to their own race, I have been, with your Apecoval, ing in 
ways justifying, the 


denouncing them, going to the length of palliating, if not 
illegal measures aken to rid the community of them, when no bodily harm or 
injury was done. But I can not, I will not silently countenance the ruthless 


butchery and cruel whipping of defenseless and innocent people, the despoil- 
ing them of their property, and the running away of others from their homes 
they chose to marry or unite according to their individual tastes. 

The right of poopie to marry to suit themselves is the most sacred that I know. 
It is a divine right, and no one has rightfully the authority tointerfere with the 
contracting parties. I could not say less on this point without, as it were, sub- 
mitting to the desecration of the cherished memory of my dead parents, and con- 
demning their holy union and marriage, of which I am the product. 

No matter what the governor's personal feelings =, be concerning these 
outrages—he has astrong sense of right and justice, and I know he deploresand 
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condemns them in his heart—yet it seems to me that his silence will create on 
the outside world the false impression that this lawless condition of affairs is 
notso extensive, widespread, and critical as it really is, which would be wrong; 
or, worse, it may be taken by the “regulators” as warrant to go on in their ne- 
farious course, 

It must be remembered, too, that the Picayune, which may be regarded as 
the organ of the administration, has unqualifiedly pronoun itself upon the 
question of miscegenation, encou g the inhuman cr against it which 
is spreading all over the State, and from which spring so many acts of violence. 

The Progress has no circulation outside of the State. It is nota factor in the 
Presidential contest—and there is something more sacred than politics in this 
matter. A question of humanity is involved. The party that would use the 
perpetration of such outrages merely for campaign purposes, as a steppin 
stone to power, ought not to succeed; and the party that is too weak and cae E 
lanimous to denounce them ought not to be intrusted with power. Also, our 
efforts to establish and maintain peace and harmony between the races have, it 
seems to me, not only proved futile, but eA be, under the cireumstances, con- 
sidered officious. Therefore, unless the policy of the paper can be so directed 
as to deal with this lawlessness as it should be dealt with, I beg you to accept 
my resignation as editor, 

Very respectfully, 
L. A. MARTINET. 
AN EARNEST PROTEST AGAINST THE WHOLESALE SLAUGHTER OF INNOCENT AND 
INOFFENSIVE COLORED MEN—MEMORIAL MASS MEETING IN GEDDE} HALL— 
ABLE ADDRESS OF REV. E. LYON—MATTERS IN DETAIL. 


Wednesday night Geddes Hall was filled by a large assemblage of prominent 
divines and citizens who assembled to enter their protest against the indis- 
criminate slaughter of innocent negroes in adjoining parishes, A large num- 
ber of ladies were present. 

The meeting was called to order by Hon. T, B. Stamps, who announced the 
subject of the meeting and read the following list of officers: 

Rey. J. W. Hudson, president; Hon. George D. Geddes, honorary president; 
vice-presidents, Revs. F. T. Chinn, John Marks, A. E. P. Albert, I. H. Norwood, 

raham Bell, C. H. Thompson, D. D.; J. W. Hudson, J. T. Newman, M. D; 
Rev. R. tas Ye Messrs. H.C. Nichols, E. Brower, Robert W, B. Gould, Revs. 
A.S, Jackson, J. L. Burrell, Maj.C. F. Ladd, Hon. D. F. Diaz, Col. James Lewis, 
Rev. T. P. Jackson, Col. R. B. Baquet, Rev. Hon. George Devezin, Hon. Thomas 
W. Wickham, Rev. Charles Will s, Rey. M. Dale, Mr. Frank C. Taylor, Rev. 
Guy Watson, Hon. L. D. Thompson, Rey. C. H. Claiborne, Mr. Paul Alexandria, 
George Landry, esq., Mr. John B. Williams, Rev. B. Brown, Mr. O. C. Wilson, 
Mr. J. W. Hilton, Hon. C, F. Brown, G. W. Wilson, esq., Rev. L.W. Oldfield, Rev. 
W.S. Wilson, Mr. Hope Dennis, J. H. Coker, M. D., Drs. Chris. Graves, Robert J. 
Estes, Rev. Dick Richard, Mr. W. A. Halston, Mr. J. D. Brooks, Rev.H. Taylor, Mr. 
H. Dixon, Mr. H. C. Green, Mr. Ramie Hawkins, Rev. R. er, Mr. Thomas 
Wesley, Mr. B. B. Dixon, jr., Rev. C. Monroe, Mr. H. Powells, Rey. Dave Young, 
Hon. Henry Demas, E. nei esq., Frank Farrer, Capt. N. D. Bush, Capt. D. 
D. Wethers, Mr. B. Boguille, Mr. L. J. Joubert, Mr. Walter Cohen, Rev. J. A. 
Wilson, Mr. Joseph H. Fuller, Mr. Paul Bruce, Capt. Peter Joseph, Capts. Charles 
Lewis, D. M. Moor, W. M. Moor, Hons. W. 8. Posey, Frank Farrell, Messrs, A. 
L. Chapman, Rey. Henry Davis, Mr. Arthur W. Woods, Mr. Edward Gandet, 
Rev. M. C. Camfield, Mr. John Marshall, Mr. Alexander Plique, Capt. William 
Cobb, Capt. J. W. Edwards, Capt. Taylor McKeethen. Capt. Dand Wilson, O. 
B. Wilson, James F. Thomas; secretary, Rey. Ernest Lyons; assistants, Paul 
Green, M. J. Simms, R. C. Cammack. 

The meeting was opened by divine services, prayers being offered by Rey. 
Henderson, pastor of the Central Congregational Church. The following com- 
mittee was appointed to prepare an address: Revs. Ernest Lycn, A. E. P. Al- 
bert, M. C. B. n, J. H. Coker, M. D., T. B. Stamps, W. Paul Green, James D, 
Kennedy, Charles B, Wilson, e 

a committee retired, and ina few moments submitted the following re- 
port: 

“ To the people of the United States: 


“We, citizens of New Orleans, as well as of neighboring parishes, from which 
we have been driven away without warrant or law, assembied in mass meeting 
at New Orleans,La.,on Wednesday, August 22,at Geddes Hall declare and assert: 
That a reign of terror exists in many parts of the State; that the laws are sus- 
pended and the officers of the government, from the governor down, afford no 
protection to the lives and property of the people against armed bodies of 
whites, whoshed innocent blood andcommit pons of savagery unsurpassed in 
the dark ages of mankind. 

“ For the past twelve years we have been most effectively disfranchised and 
robbed of our political rights. While denied the privilege in many places of 
voting for the party and the candidates of our choice, acts of violence have been 
committed to compel us to vote against the dictates of our conscience for the 
Democratic party, and Republican ballots cast by us have been counted for 
the Democratic candidates. The press, the pulpit, the commercial Fe ee 
tions, and executive authority of the State have given both open and silent ap- 
corel of all these crimes, In addition to these methods, there seems to be a 

cep laid scheme to reduce the negroes of the State toa condition of abject serf- 
dom and peonage. 

“It is being executed by armed bodies of men, styling themselves regulators, 
all of whom are white, except when a negro is occasionally forced to join them 
to give color to the pretense that they represent the virtue of their communi- 
ties in the ppg TSP impartially of vicious and immoral persons. With that 

retense as a cloak these lawless bands make night hideous with their unblush- 

ng outra; and murders of inoffensive colored citizens. They go out on 
nightly raids, order peaceable citizens away never to return, whip some, fire 
into houses of others—endangering the defenseless lives of women and chil- 
dren—and no attempt iseven made toindictthem. No virtuous element in the 
State is found among the whites to rise up in their might and sternly repress 
these outrageous crimes, 

“These acts are done in deliberate defiance of the Constitution and laws of 
the United States, which are so thoroughly nullified that the negroes who bore 
arms im defense of the Union have no protection or shelter from them within 
the borders of Louisiana. During the past twelve months our people have suf- 
ferred from the lawless regulators as never before since the carnival of blood- 
shed conducted by the Democratic ty in 1868, and which prom the late 
and lamented General Philip Sheridan, in an official report, to style the whites 
as banditti. Fully aware of their utter helplessness, unarmed and unable to 
offer resistance to an overpowering force which varies from a ‘band of whites’ 
to ‘a sheriff's posse’ or the ‘ militia,’ but which in reality is simply the Demo- 
cratic party assembled with military precision and armed with rifles of the 
latest improved patents, toilers forbidden to follow occupations of their choice, 
compelled to desist from the discussing of Jabor questions, and been whipped 
and butchered when in a defenseless condition. i 

“In the instances where negroes have attempted to defend themselves, as ab 
Pattersonville and Thibodaux, they have been traduced in a spirit of savage 
malignity, the governor of the State, with scarce an observance of the forms of 
law tened his mercenaries or militia to the scene with cannon and rifles 
ostensibly to preserve the ce, but actually to re-enforce the already too well 
fortified negro murderers falsely assuming to be lawful posses, 

A single volume would scarcely afford sufficient space to enumerate the out- 
rages our people have suffered, and are daily suffering at the hand of their op- 
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ressors. They are flagrantly deprived of every right guarantied them by the 
Bonstitation ; in many parts of the State they are free only in name; they can not 
assemble in peace to indicate and diseuss an equitable rate of wages for their 
labor; they do not fee] safe as property-holders and tax-payers: and are per- 
mitted to enjoy but very few public conveniences, 

“The latest wholesale murder, rivaling the most horrifying brutalities of the 
Comanches, took place only a few nights ago near Cade Station, in the parish 
of Iberia, in the negro village of Freetown. This placeis owned exclusively 
g colored people, who were conceded to bo industrious and respectable. 

ey were charged with hiding and protecting in their midst some negroes 
from other parts of the parish whom the regulators wanted to whip, When 
this news was spread abroad a sheriff, fraudulently installea, with his men, 
without any warrant or shadow of law, at the hour of midnight invaded that 
quiet village, attacked a house wherein a number of negroes ex ing the as- 
sault had gathered for self-defense, and deliberately slaughtered the inmates, 
a will follow. The civilauthorities are insympathy with and applaud 

crime. 


“The governor shown no disposition to afford our people any protection 
because of this rake ge rpa kindred wrongs, and our sad experience tag us to 
ex no redress from that source, 

“The papers daily record lynchings, whippings, and murders of people on 
various preten: such as are not considered sufficient cause for lynch law for 
whites under the like circumstances, and tidings pour in upon us like a flood, 
of brutalities the record of which is suppressed from the publie print because of 
the supposed political effect they would have upon the Presidential and Con- 
gressional campaigns in the Northern States. 

“ We have exhausted all means in our power to have our wrongs redressed 
by those whose sworn duty it is to impartially execute the laws, but all in vain, 
until now, because of our murdered fellow-citizens, and apprehensive for our 
own safety, we ap to the awakened conscience, the sense of justice and 
sympathy of the civilized world, and of the American people in particular, to 
assist us with such moral and material support, as to secure the removal of our 
people, penniless as many of them are under the feudal system under which 

y live, to the public lands and other places of the Northwest where they can 
y some security for their persons and property. 

“To this end we have organized a bureau of immigration, We have so done 
under the following resolution : 

** Be it resol That a bureau of immigration be pompa of J. H. Coker, M. 
D., president; v. Ernest Lyon, A, B., secretary; W. P. Green, esq., M. J. 
Simms, assistant secretaries; Rev. C. B. Mason, A. b., treasurer; Rev. A. E. P. 
Albert, D. D., George D. Geddes, esq., Rev. A. S. Jackson, Hon, T. B. Stamps, 
D, D. Wethert, esq., Rev. J. L. Burrell, ©. B. Wilson, ae To our people we 
advise calmness and a strict regard for law and order, your homes are in- 
vaded expect no mercy, for none will be shown, and if doomed to then die 
defending your life and home to the bestof your ability. If convin that you 
will not be itted to live where you arein and perfect security quietly 

away. you are withous means to travel take to the public roads or 
rough the swamps and walk away. 
“Steam-boats and railroads are inventions of recent years; your forefathers 
dared the bloodhounds. the patrollers, and innumerable obstacles, lived in the 
Mirrors the quuline: dover of Almighty co nod Uns ATSA 

“Invo! g ng favor oi y an © sym 
kind, we are your beste in affliction and the common bond. oi 

* Rev. KEN gie LYON, 


On motion of Rev. A. S. Jackson, which was duly seconded by Rev. M. C.B. 
Mason, R. W. B, Gould, and others in appropriate remarks, the address was 
unanimously adopted ors rising vote. 

The following resolutions, offered by Mr. Marshall J. Simms, were adopted : 

a That the im. tion bureau be, and oat eae rp requested 
to open immediate communication with the immigration and kindred organi- 
zations in California, Kansas, and the Northwestern Statesand Territories, and 
Aag such other plans as will afford the information and relief for our op- 


le. 
x Resolved. That every possible method be utilized to inform our le and 
neighboring States of the terrorism which in the distu sections of 


this State, especially in Iberia, St. Martin, ‘ourche, St. Mary, Assumption, 
Terrebonne, and Vermillion, so that they may be duly warned against endan- 
gering their lives and liberty by going to these places.” 

Stirring addresses were made by Revs. Ernest Lyon, A. S. Jackson, A. E. P. 
Albert, É, S. Swan, J, D. Kennedy, Miss S. A. E. Locket, Rey. M. O. B. Mason, 
and ot Meeting then adjourn 


REV, E. LYON’S ADDRESS—THE YOUNG DIVINE HANDLES THE OUTRAGE QUES- 
TION WITH GREAT SKILL. 

‘The following is the able address of Rey. E. Lyon delivered at Geddes Hall: 

When will deliverance come? is the question which is being asked by the 
most concerned of our people. 

The diabolical m of wholesale and unprovoked murder of our people in 
the country parishes continues on the increase, The ful and law-abidin, 
colored citizens of the State thought that after “the danger was over” that af- 
fairs would assume their usual tranquillity; that after the murder and giving 
up of negroes, whose only crime seems to from facts obtained, the attempts 
on their part to exercise liberty within the borders of a free Republic, that 
innocent and defenseless n would be allowed to pursue their daily avo- 
cation in peace, in order that keep may rovide for the necessities of their fami- 
lies. But alas! scarcely a wind blo t what it bri the intelligence of 
murder and bloodshed—murder and bloodshed confined invariably within the 
ranks of a certain class of Sre vga er namely, the poor and unsuspecting mem- 
bers of the colored race, In all of these engagements the whites have always 
succeeded in escaping scot-free. This does not look reasonable. There is foul 
play somewhere, and the whole world begins to believe it. 

For a decade of years the innocent and un: ting negroes have been made 
the victims of a cruel fate. The present year dawned upon us, and found the 


State rent from center to rence by lexing political issues, Issues 
which a strange admixture of political circumstance, assumed the sem- 
blance of labor troubles. Whatever t have been the real causes of these 


troubles a bloody massacre was the result. A sham attack was shrewdly insti- 
tuted by the whites on paper only, with the negroes as rs. This was 
an gr of aa ap for the indiscriminate slaughter,of men, women, and children 
wh followed. A mother in Isracl, bowed down with many summers, who 
remained faithfully at home during the war to watch her master’s children till 
the battle was over, was mercilessly shot down with impunity within the very 
heart of a Christian country. 

‘The intelligent members of the race watched with silence and waited with 
patience to hear the secular press and pulpits of the State, either in mild or in 
measured terms, denounce the inhuman ravages upon life and property, But 
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to their disappointment that period has not yet come. A 

by the sadi ntelligence of weeping and mourning, of murder and bloodshed at 
reetown, a village within the very shade of the capitol of the State. Eleven 

families in mourning. Eleven wives made widows a band of white hood- 

lums claiming to be regulators. This village is largely inhabited by colored 

poopie who are industrious and law-abiding. The murder marks one of the 
oodiest and most thrilling chapters in the history of crimes. 

The offense for which these innocentand helpless people were butchered was 
the protection they offered to some of the members of the race who were flying 
from the murderous chase of midnight regulators. Confined within their own 
premises they determined to give protection to their fellows in distress. There 
was nothing wrong inthis. It would be just what the white people would betoo 
glad todo under likecircumstances, But of course such manhood on the part of 
the negroes is exceedingly offensive to the whites, and they mustdie. These ne- 

‘oes must be mderstoed were not lawless brawlers or clamorous insurrection- 

sts. They were industrious, peaceful, and law-abiding citizens armed todefend 
their rights and peers atthesacrificeoftheirown lives. They were murdered. 
Nothing less could be expected. The odds were against them. But before they 
welcomed death and shook hands with immortality they evinced to the cow- 
Say whites courage and heroism worthy the race whose image they so nobly 
re. 


in, we are startled 


All honor to the brave men, therefore, who so nobly defended themselves at 
Freetown. May the hands that were swift in shedding their blood receive speedy 
retribution, and may the soil which drank their bloody asa fitting evidence of nat- 
ure’s displeasure, be barren forever. We ask, are not the laws enacted by the 
Legislature, com of competent men, elected by the people, able to protect 
the State without the interference of regulators? Who are these regulators, 
ep lidewaeat they? Are they acting under the official sanction of the governor 
of the 

they are not, why does he allow without his official protest this uncivilized 
system of affnirs which places the whole people in juxtaposition to the Hotten- 
tots of the African reservation. The facts as given to publie by the daily 
journals and t ph operator who are white men must be taken for what 
they are worth. What right has the sheriff to compel n to give up 
their arms in the defense of their person an NM apspisnte BA Would the white peo- 
ple of the State in like position submit to such a glaring piece of injustice per- 
petrated on themselyes? 

If the negroes are to be disarmed, should not the regulators be disarmed also? 
And if their actions are inharmonious to the 


posse is organized and assisted by ee who murder the poor and unfor- 
An investigation into the cause of the Free- 


town tragedy should be e; a committee should be appointed by the gov- 
ernor, com) of members of both races, thissolemn duty. We 
would ad the most calm, cool, and prudent of our representative men, both 


ery 
lood-hounds to hunt their tracks, they ventured to flee for re 
by mated 


? 
they have peg Ae with no patrimony but a single potato in their pockets, 
let them take their wives and children by the hand and lead them out of these 
Sodoms and Gomorrahs, Better a free man than live a slave. 


MEMORIAL MEETING. 


Geddes Hall was filled on Wednesday night with representatives of our people 
including wives and danghters. The meeting was called for the purpose of 
taking suitable action on late murders committed on the unf te col. 
ored people in Lafourche and agri peah 

The meeting was governed by calm feeling and deliberation which was 
warranted by the circumstances and which is so necessary to occasions of like 
serious import. The memorial address, which we piven in another column, 
shows in unmistakable terms Depen and present situation of affairs in Loui- 
siana with reference to the colo: people. 

This was no political meeting, no bi 7 of ponpe gotten together for the pur- 
pose of hashing out buncombe for political aspirants, no conclave of “ bloody- 
shirt" shakers gotten up to fire the Northern heart in the interest of campaign 
capital, but a meeting com of the ministry and representative men and 
women, who had no other cause at heart than to seek a remedy and its appli- 
cation in the shape of escape from further murders. The address of Rey. F, 
Lyon, and the orations of Rev. A.S. Jackson, Rev. A. E. meet D. D., Rev. M. 

. B. Mason, Hon. T. B. Stamps, R. W. B. Gould, James D. Kenn , and others 
were splendid ro sibs agg ve very pointedly the horrible details connected 
with the late bu e calm reasoning with 


calm which they held the ear of 
the audience will certainly be fruitful. 

We are glad to record the fact that in obedience to resolution offered a bureau 
of immigration was organized, which will take immediate steps in the matter of 
providing information, etc., regard homes elsewhere. 

A deal can be said of the pe ble good effect of this commencement in 
behalf of the colored ple, but of space forbids a further dissertation on 
the Geddes Hall m ng; suffice it to say the ball has bee 
it must be kept rolling until we can place the colored ple out of further 
harm's way. grate at once. Don’t wait for another butchery, 

Thecolored man is doing himself and hist amily a great wrongb y remaining 
in this murder-ridden State any longer. We say to you, emigrate to some other 
State and risk no longer being slaughtered for being a negro. You are worse 
enslaved in Louisiana than you ever were before, Leave, and leave at once. 


“REP ON WITH IT.” 


We copy a head-line from the Times-Democrat. Certain Northern journals 
are pleased with the space Toe of Dennis Kirby for running away with the 
keys ofa New Orleans x. The Times-Democratis happy over the good 
work, It advises that we “keep on with it,” z 

We echo the sentiment. The Times-Democrat, however, is content with small 
eases. We wouldadvise attention tothe far more important. There isthe mur- 
der of William Adama, in Monroe, his eut from ear to ear, for idling 
Republican tickets, No arrests, no in ion. Would the Times- 
eonfine itself to the more trivial matters of stealing ballots? 

Well, so be it. e the case of Madison Parish. A return of 3,500 votes for 
Nicholls—Warmoth without the single vote. Vote, as actually cast: Nicholls, 
588; Warmoth, 2.817—Warmoth a sn ong of aani a dead steal, in effect, 
of 5,734 votes in the single parish. Will take the case in 
hand? Dare it challenge the proofs? 


n started on a roll and 


ocrat 


1888. 


What of the present Democratie bell, again, in the Third district? A white 
man, killed by whom? Certainly not by the negroes. A dozen negroes shol 
down like dogs. No politics in it. Where's the fool that don’t know better? 
“Why should the prosecution of these criminals be interrupted or delayed?” 
We quote the Times-Democrat again. Echo answers, why? 

/ 


PACK UP AND MOVE, 


That is our advice to the negroes in the Louisiana bulidozed parishes. We 
mean it exactly as we say it. up and move. 

There is no other remedy. New Orleans is filling up with They 
are flocking in from the several different parishes and localities. are not 
of the ignorant, or helpless class, They are generally intelligent, are the owners 
of their own little homes, They have been driven from home and family at 
peril of their lives. 

They have been so driven because of their intelligence; because of their in- 
dependence. They are notof the old-time class, to be held as servile dogs. That 
is why they are driven out, Every negro leader, every negro property-holder, 
every negro who can read and write, is branded as dangerous, must be got rid 
of, ‘That is the edict, openly promulgated, and well understood. Take the sit- 
uation as itis, You may not return as freemen. Free men you must live and 


die. You have no protection under the laws. You have no earthly chance in - 


seeking to Proto yourself, There isthe one resource, Take it, and at once, 
Pack up and move. 

We want to be heard and heeded in every bulldozed parish and locality, 

We say to the negroes, You have one and only remedy in your hands. 
You are the only producers. You raise the cotton andthe sugar, You arethe 
supporters, in fact, of the men who perseeute you. Without your labor they 
must themselves go to work or starve. Give them the chance, Let them try 
the working or the starving. Let them have the field. Pack upand move. 

We don’t advise any general exodus. That would entail possible privation 
and suffering. Let the remedy be gradually applied. Let the young men and 
women set the ball in motion. The movement begun makes the certain better 
chances for those who stay. There is no single, able-bodied negro too ignorant 
to know that his two hands will certainly make him an honest living. 

He knows they will earn it anywhere on the civilized earth. So, too, with 
the single, able-bodied woman. She is sure of an honest living anywhere. She 
has but to work forit. Let the young manand woman get out. Wesayit,and 
we mean it. Pack up and move, 

Stand not upon the order of going, but go. Don’t wait m any growing 
crops, or promises of pay. outthrough the cane-breaks if you must. Any 
way to getout. Don’t flock to New Orleans,or to any town. Set your faces 
toward a free land, a land where an honest life will insure the honest dues of 
free men and free women. Go to California, to Arizona, or to any like place 
where there is room. You can work your way there if you will. The will 
alone is wanted. Pack upand move. - 

In any other State, North, East, or West, its governor would seek and demand 
in person a reason for the atrocious butcheries which have occurred in this State 
in the last two or three weeks.e But we suppose the governor of Louisiana 
knew how the “law was suspended ” in his interest and has forgotten that the 
“danger has passed,” or has forgotten his cue and don't know when to say, 
“Let up now.” 

There was a time when some people were led to believe that the Republican 
party got up these negro-kiliing ‘matches for political effect. What say these 
people now? Look at the butchery being continued in this wretchedly-gov- 
erned State and say whether or not the fact is true that the negro is being 
slaughtered for no other reason than thathe isa negro by the Southern banditti, 
the never-licked and unwhipped Confederate spirit. 


LOUISIANA BANDITTI. 


The history of the colored people in Louisiana, as in other States of the solid 
South, has many pages & mourning commemorating the violent deaths they 
have suffered at the ds of murderous whelps under one pretext or another, 
For years the colored citizen of the State of Louisiana has contended with bar- 
barous inflictions, the like of which we read in history of ancient eras, when 
cruel slaughter was rewarded by crown and scepter. 

The negro has suffered death or banishment for exercising his rights of citi- 
zenship given him by a nation on whose soil poured the blood of millions of 
loyal soldiers and statesmen that this American Union ht be saved, and that 

its citizens might be free, as they were created by the Almighty God. These 
murders of colored people are the outcome of a lurking feeling of resentment 
of and refusal to accept of the issues of the late rebellion. A spirit akin to the 
animus engendered in behalf of the Confederacy, which, though subdued on the 
field of battle, is cowardly resorting to a warfare of m under the 
cover of civil government. 

The pen is n taken up to record another chapter of slaughter and butch- 
ery on the unfortunate colored people of Louisiana, the latest deeds occur- 
ring at Lockport, New Iberia, Freetown, and adjacent localities where the das- 
tardly idea is rampant that the negro is obnoxious, and they must leave, se 
to do which he is to die by the assassin’s bullet, the midnight marauder’s blud- 

n. Whata horrible state of affairs to record a government which 
rags and boasts of that chivalry under which crime is suppressed. 

On Saturday, August 11, at night time, a band of white banditti, all mounted. 
went out the Bayou road from Raceland to Robert Williams's house, surrounded 
it, and concealing themselves in the cane, called for Williams to come out. 
Upon coming out, and seeing the state of affairs, attempted to escape, when he 
was shot from ambuscade, and died the next morning. After this piece of 
butchery, and the same ht, they drove up to another colored man’s home, 
meer [pA Antoine, took him off some distance, hung him up toa tree, an 
riddied his body with bullets, and before doing this they shot and killed his 
brother ne. 

Another case in view is that of a mulatto, who became obnoxious for some 
reason or another only known to the murderers, who was flogged in regu- 
lar slave style and given notice to leave the hallowed precincts of New Iberia. 
He, terror-stricken, left for Freetown, to where some of his friends resided, for 
protection. On learning that he was in Freetown,a leader of the banditti, 
named Cade, organized an alleged military company for pe aye pe p in ter- 
ing the colored man's friends, who had collected together in their own defense, 
and in short order butchered up at least a score of colored people. 

We could mention many other instances of like character, but enough is here 
said, backed by authority, to warrantattention to this deplorable state of affairs. 

We say to the pags tnd age ect nym they must leave this State. 

Then of St. n, ia,St. Mary,Terre Bonne, Vermillion, Lafourche 
Assumption Parishes, can never expect ahyth else than a continuance of 
this inhuman warfare, and if they have to walk they owe it to themselves aud 
families to leave these for the planter is powerless to protect you asa 
workman and the governor of the State is apparently indifferent to this con- 
dition, We say to you colored people to emigrate to California, Arizona, any- 
where else where God's law is respected and man’s inhumanity to man in the 
light of Louisiana methods is unknown and never expected. 

Do not wait longer; you have suffered sufficiently long and if ce remain you 
dak ay imperil your own life. Emigrate and leave this infernal hell- 
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[Extracts from the Louisiana Standard, New Orleans, September 1, 1888.] 
THE GOOD WORK GOES BRAVELY ON, 


Eiling and outraging negroes is the order of theday. We ask of the North- 
ern journals that they scan well the certain d as seen in our New Or- 
leans dailies. We mean those purporting to recount the troubles with da: 
ous and unruly negroes. We mean particularly those as just now adiaua Wo 
from certain sections in the parishes of Terrebonne, Iberia, and St. Martin. Let 
them read and ponder. The very dispatches of themselves are enough to damn 
the communities from whence they come, 

Here are the armed organizations of whites going aboutas assumed regu- 
lators. Their mission is seen as wholly confined to the negroes, They are 
themselves outside the pale of all ilaw. They represent no authority whatever 
save that of organized brute force. They constitute, in fact, nothing more nor 
less than outlaws; are in honesty to be viewed in no other light. 

Here are the armed gangs of outlaws, then, riding roughshod over the coun- 
try at large hunting negroes to the death. The negroes are largely on their 
own d; they appear as living in their own little hard-earned homes. 

‘This was icularly the case in Freetown. The little town was invaded 
these armed outlaws. There was the pretense of the sheltering of certain ref- 
ugees in hiding from the outlaws’ threats. A dozen, at least, of n were 
brutally murdered. They were shot down as so many dogs in their kennels. 
It was the cowardiy work ofa pane of cowardly murderers. A coroner's jury, 
as cowardly as the murderers, but serves as the murderers’ shield. It signs a 
verdict to the effect that the negroes were killed by parties unknown. 

This late hellish work is mainly confined to parishes in the Third Congres- 
sional district. 

It appears as in effect the beginning of the Democratie Congressional cam- 
bye i The three particular parishes are strongly Republican. The latest of- 
registration with returns of the late election may be in order. 


Parish. 


tesssssserees 


The blacks are seen as having the majority vote of 2,347. There is the return . 
of 1,524 majority for the Republican ticket. The voters absent and failing to 
vote are, forthe three parishes, ively, 1,591, 2,369, and %43, a total of 4,903. 

‘There is here with the free and fair election the large white Republican vote. 
The 4,903 absentees were unquestionably two-thirds Republican. The three 
parishes are honestly Republican by fully 3,000 majority. 

The bulldozing began previous to election. It was both rampant and fierce 
on election day. It was no means confined to the blacks, There were the 
white Republican leaders coming in for their share. Hon. W.B. Merchant, ex- 
Republican postmaster in New Orleans, is mentioned for instance by Hon, Sen- 
ator CHANDLER. Mr. os as notorious, was outrageously bulldozed; was 
helda poou by an armed y of bulldozers; bas since left the State in dis- 
gust; , ae resident in El Paso, Tex. The election as such was an outrage 
and a frau ; 

The bulldozing broke out afresh immediately following the election in the 

of Terrebonne, Senator INGALLS recounted some of the cases in his 
ous speech in reply to Senator Eustis. An armed band of “regulators” 
sought to reap their vengeance for being defeated. It appeared, as in evidence. 
in lead of a brother of Senator Grason. The were shot and out 
in every conceivable way. Dozens were driven from their little hard-earned 
homes in fear of their lives. There are the dozens, so made refugees, in New 
Orleans to-day. r 

Terre Bonne, Iberia, and St. Martin sre virtually in the hands of the outlaws, 
They have converted these parishes into a veritable hell, 

They are riding rough-shod over the country at large. Their path is marked 
with blood; is strewn with the bodies of a full score of murdered negroes, 

These organizations of murderous outlaws are organizations of Louisiana 
Democrats. They are in effect shielded Py the Democratic authorities. Their 
murders are glossed over and palliated by the Lou Democratie press. 
They are practically a part of the Democratic political methods, murder and 
outrage for opinion’s sake, And still the good work goes bravely on. 

MARTINET’S LETTER. 


We recommend to the colored voters of the country to peruse the letter of 
Mr. L. A. Martinet, editor of the Progress, published last week in this paper. 
We address ourselves more particularly to the colored yoters of the North, be- 
cause it matters not how the negroes vote in the South, the result is the same— 
the South is always solid, through fraud and murder, for Democracy—whereas 
in the North, in several States, they hold the balance of power. The letter pre- 
sents a mild picture of the fidndish outrages and the condition worse than actual 
slavery to which our people are subjected in this State, and the colored man 
who, after reading it, will vote the Democratic ticket is an enemy to his race. 

We recommend especially to the colored press, Republican and Democratic, 
to reproduce this truthful statement from a Democratic source, not with aview 
of helping one party and oe the other, but for the sake of humanity and 
for the pe of placing the helpless and sorrowfat condition of our people 
in the South before the American ple in its true light. It is the more neces- 
sary that the colored press should do this as we can not rely upon the 
cratic press to publish the truth about the diabolical out perpetrated upon 
our people. All their accounts are colored so as not to incur the regulators’ 
displeasure, and they will publish no impartial statement from any one, col- 
ored or white. 

There is not a colored man in the State that stood higher in Democratic esti- 
mation than Mr. Martinet, yet the Democratic press would not publish his let- 
ter, though couched in moderate language; nor would they publish the able 
and considerate address to the American people on the same subject adopted at 
the mass-meeting of our people held here last week, and which also ap) 
in our last Saturday’s paper. They even made no mention in their local col- 
umns that such a meeting was held, notwithstanding that there were reporters 
present; and yet it was one of the most notable meett ever held in this city, 
All our nite fe the attendance was ex- 


Demo- 


ernal crimes solely to advance the 
interests of the party. Our primary object is to make our helpless and pan 
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devise means to alleviate the wrongs to which we are subjected by the Bour- 
bonism of the South. 

But we will be frank in saying that the re-election of Grover Cleveland will 
be taken by the murderers and destroyers of our people as sanctioning their 
deeds, and will encourage them to go on in their career of blood and extermi- 
po pren they will go on with renewed vigori whereas the success of the 


Republican party will show that the nests pup ic sentiment of the country 
a those outrages, and will throw a damper and act as a check on the 
trators. 


This is no surmising. Itis clearly shown by the contrast which the admin- 
istration of Grover Cleveland and that of President Arthur affords, Compare 
the two ions and see for yourselves, Under the quiet and peaceable 
administration of President Arthur, the rough edges of the war haying been 
smoothed and its wounds almost healed by the long and beneficent as lican 
rule, angry ions were gradually cooling down and a better condition of af- 
fairs was quietly taking place in the South. While here and there at the time 
of an election some trouble might arise, it was always local and its effect tem- 
porary. Republicanism was undoubtedly fast paining ground ; prominent white 
men were continually proclaiming a of faith and declaring their ad- 
herence to the Republican y, and we confidently looked to a day not far 
distant when it would be safe for a colored man to be a Democratand when both 
parties would be com; of whites and blacks alike, 

But the election of Cleveland put a stop to all this. It threw us back into the 
seventies. It did not cause a reaction in sentiment, but it effectually put a check 
on its manifestation, and Bourbonism once more became rampant and over- 
bearing. His re-election will give it unlimited sway and will throw us back 
in the sixties; while the election of n will restore the hopeful condition 
of things that existed under President Arthur and prepare the country for an 
era of peace, harmony, and prosperity. 

Therefore, we say again, colored men,read Mr. Martinet’s letter. His state- 
ments can not be contradicted. here proclaimed 
his integrity and veracity,and they can not to-day impeach his testimony. Read 
his letter and vote the Republican ticket. 


OUR MURDERED DEAD—A REQUIEM FOR OUR MURDERED DEAD. 


Let all join in commemorating the victims of the Freetown massacre. Let 
the roll of the murdered dead be held a lasting roll of honor. Let their names 


The Democrats have eve 


and 


The; 
are so many martyrs to Let them be so held and revered. 
“ Vengeance is mine, saith the Lord; I will repay.” 

We assert unhesitatingly that the last Louisiana election was simpy an out- 
rageous wholesale steal; that men were murdered for distributing Republican 
tickets; that Republican voters were generally either bulldozed or defrauded 
of their ballots; that the officials erally were installed through fraud; that 
the State is run practically by bulldozers and ballot-box ers. 

We further assert that there exists to-day in certain sections of the State a 
reign of terror; that the country is overrun by gangs of outlaws known as reg- 
ulators; that negroesare being hunted asso many animals; that they are being 
shot down by dozens, murdered in cold blood for daring to presume upon their 
rights as men; that scores again are being driven m their hard-earned 
homes, for all of which we challenge the proofs. 

We favor em tion in lieu of immigration. We favor, as far as may be, the 
general emi, ion of the negroes. 

We don’t object to the Northern immigrants. They are of those willing to 
concede the negro his rights. We won't do any lying to induce them to come. 
We want the negroes to getout. They have no protection under the laws. The 
late outrageous verdict of a coroner’s jury over a dozen murdered negroes at 
Frectown is abundant proof. We tell them they have no rights the Louisiana 
bulldozer is bound to ey may be murdered and outraged at will. 
They are certain to be murdered an puisayed until reduced to a state of peon- 
age. The only alternative isto pack up and moye. 

Let the move begin with the young men and women. Let them get out. Let 
them stand not upon the order, but go. 


THE ASSASSINS LIE. 


No politics in it; that's the story in connection with the Freetown massacre, 
Where's the fool who don’t know it to be a Jie out of whole cloth. The assas- 
sins are Democrats, The victims are Republicans. That tells the story. Itis 
the “Old Third.” The district is honestly Republican by 8,000 majority. It 
was carried two years ago by Democratic le, and amounted to say $60,000 
in cash, The boodle candidate is now out of the race, There are no $60,000 this 
The want of it must be made good somehow. 
‘Vhere’s no other way for it but in killing Republican negroes. That is the one 
sure way of keeping Republican voters from the polls, The Democratic game 
lins begun. A round dozen or so of negroes have n murdered. It is the be- 
xinning of the Third district campaign. That's the meaning of the Freetown 
masaacre. 


time in the Democratic bag. 


A CIRCULAR FROM THE BUREAU OF IMMIGRATION. 
Felow-citizens and brethren: 

Afier receiving intelligence through the columns of the daily journals of the 
terrible outrages and cold-bi murders of our fellow-citizens at Freetown 
und other portions of the State, from time to time, without any attempt on the 
part of the executive authorities to bring the murderers to justice, we felt that 
patience on our part has ceased to become a virtue, and that the present dan- 
gtrous crisis to which matters have been allowed to reach in the country de- 
manded immediate action on the part of those located in more favoring dis- 
triots to adopt measures whereby to relieve those of our fellow-citizens suffer- 
ing under a reign of terror and brutalism in the disturbed portions of the State. 

ing bound by the ties of duty, as well as of those of race affinities, memorial 
meeting was held to contribute honor to those who died in defense of their lives 
and property, thus winning for themselves an nonoranie pacs among the num- 
ber of martyrs who pow out, their life-blood as a precious libation upon the 
shrine of liberty. 

In accordance with this meeting an immigration bureau was o: „with 
authority to communicate with kindred organizations in California and New 
Mexico, in order to remove our suffering brethren to regions equally favored in 
fertile resources, and among a people who are willing to accord to us the com- 
mon rights of humanity. 

It wus therefore agreed at a meeting of the board that before such a step is 
taken a pioneer be sent to the above-mentioned naci; whose duty it shall be 
to survey the country and make arrangements with the planters of that region 
so that our people, instead of moving on a wild goose chase, will haye some- 
thing definite and sure before them. 

It was also agreed by a series of resolutions, both at this board meeting and at 
the memorial meeting, that an ap: be made to every church organization, 
secret society, and bonevolent association, and every friend of the race to con- 
tribute little or much towards defraying the expenses of such an individual 
upon so important a mission, The board promises to use care and discretion 
iu the choice of such a man, £ 
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In accordance, therefore, with those resolutions, we issue this circular, call- 
ing upon you in the name of God and the name of common humanity to come 
to the help of the Lord against the mighty. We need not say to you that the 
uncivilized methods of regulators are creeping all over the State, like a cancer 
creeps all over the human body, and that this now ion may soon be 
disturbed by the hideous yells and the murderous fires of lawless lators, 
and you likewise may be found on your way to some safe region where you 
and your family can dwell together in peace. 

Send contributions to J. H. Coker, M. D., president, or Rev. Ernest Lyon, sec- 
retary. Office Geddes Hall, No.220 Erato street. 
ae contributions will be acknowledged in the S, W.C. A., the Standard and 

elican. 

We are your brethren in distress. 

J. H. COKER, President, 
LYON, Secretary. 


M. J. SIMMS, 
PAUL GREEN, 
Assistant Setretarics. 
Remember Iberia. Let negro laborers give the parish of Iberia a wide berth 
Let the Democratic bulldozers go to work. Leave them to gather the cane and 
make the sugar. You can have no protection for your lives. Avoid Iberia as 
you would avoid a pestilence. Gosomewhere else for work. Letthose already 
there get out. Let every one who can, pack up and move, 


At Opelousas last week another negro was riddled with bullets by white as- 
sasins for {he reason that it was thought he had purchased buckshot. The 
mayor of the city gave them the right of way and a carte blanche. And so the 
cruel work goeson. Colored people, you must e: e. The respectable white 
people of this State deplore the condition of affairs, but they are powerless to 
stop this murdering. It is in order for Mr. Nicholls to petition Congress for 
more power to carry out the laws of this State. 


Boycott Terre Bonne. Let the colored laborers boycott the parish of Terre 

Bonne. That's the word that with the Irish means the next thing toan: 
It fills the bill. Terre Bonne is overrun with Democratic bulldozers. They are 
hunting and killing Republican negroes. Don’t give them a chance at you. 
Keep away. Get your work elsewhere. Let the bulldozers make their own 
sugar. Let those who are there get out. Every man who can, take to the cane- 
breaks, if need be, and get away. 

Shun St.Martin. Don’t go there for work. Leave the cane and the sugar to 
the bulldozers, Let them go to work, or starve. They propose to reduce you 
to the status of the Mexican peons. Letthem have the field tothemselyes. Go 
to California, to Arizona, anywhere outside of bulldozed Louisiana. 


{Extracts from the Louisiana Standard, New Orleans, September 22, 1888.] 
WHAT ARE THEY GOING TO DO? 


What are the going to do about it? That is the question for our Louisiana 
negroes to decide. They are citizens and men in the eyes of the law. There 
is even the clause in both national and State constitutions igingthem 
their rights. The law, in so far as they are concerned, is but a cheat and a lie. 
Thenational and State constitutions, as applicable to them, amount to naught. 
There is for the negro absolutely no protection for life or property in Louisiana. 
He is shot Gown with as little compunction as is the veriest mangy cur. No 
one ever hears of his murderer being punished for the crime. e is even 
hunted down as is the wild beast and shot at sight for no earthly offense but 
daring to presume upon his lawful rights. He is open to every outrage and 
contumely; his wife, sisters, and children to orn? insult and abuse. He has 
in point of fact not even the protection accorded him in the days when held a 
slave. He had then his la masters at least interested in seeing him free 
the situation withal 19 growin a Th i 
es on w. gro worse and worse. © negroes are bein; 
cowed into abject atia Beki S 

A goodly popoton of Louisiana to-day is for the Louisiana negroes a veri- 
table heli. In the hes of Terre Bonne, St. Martin, Iberia, and portions of La- 
fayette,in particular, there. exists a reign of terror. All of law is here practi- 
cally suspended. Gangsofoutlaws,known as regulators, are the law unto them- 
selves. Negroes have been eny massacred by the wholesale in broad 
light of day, as evidenced in the shooting down in cold blood of no less than ten 
in the massacre at Freetown. 

ak fone are being hunted as so many wild beasts, are being as mercilessly 
murdered. Negroes everywhere are being driven from their little, hard-earned 
homes, are everywhere being wantonly outraged and abused. The infection 
of lawlessness is spreading, is heard of daily in some new locality. 

Governor Nicholls has so fardonenothing. Hecan not plead ignorance of the 
facts. They are being daily reported in the press. They are matters of common 
notoriety. His attention, again, has been specially invited, and that, too, by 
paint sena and friends, He was talked to and plead with by Hon. L. 

. Martine 

We have it on good authority, too, that no less a man than Hon. Mr. Breaux, 
elected with Governor Nicholls as State superintendent of education, has spe- 
cially interested himself in the matter. We have it that he talked with Gov- 
ernor Nicholls, and plainly enough told him of the terrible massacres, of the out- 
rageous and genera! lawlessness, ot the serious injury it was doing, of the dis- 
grace it was certain to entail, and besought the governor to interfere in behalf 
of law and order, 

Governor Nicholls sits with folded hands while the murders, the whippings, 
and the outrages against Louisiana negro citizens are being y carried on. 
He Sean on both the Constitution of the United States and the constitution of 

i De 
He appears as giving no heed to enforcement of the laws, as ignoring all ob- 
ligation as a man, as forgetting his registered oath. 
heso massacres, these daily murders and outrages, are crying aloud to 
Heaven. Theyare being registered beside the oath pledging the law's protec- 
tion to life and proponga Governor Nicholis the while joins in the devotions of 
the faithful, chanting the anthems ascending before the same High Throne. Is 
that registered oath to count as nothing? Is there no responsibility for these 
continued murders? Are these church professions and communions to be 
measured as sacrilege? Is Francis T. Nicholls to command respect as gov- 
ernor of Louisiana? Is he governor only in name? 
PROFOUND IMPRESSION. 


By reference to the columns of the Northern and Western press it has been 
seen that the Geddes Hall address made a profound impression wherever read. 
Editors who heretofore have received intelligence of Southern crimes with a 
feeling of incredulity accept the vigorous protest of a large and respectable mass 
meeting as conclusive evidence of their perpetration. 

From the country parishes it is learned that in at least two places the whites, 
after reading the address, came together and resolved to assure colored labor- 
ers that halldoxtng should be stopped and they would guaranty pre of 
life and property. But so great is the mistrust of the people that little reliance 
is placed upon those pledges. 


> 


1888. 
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Tt has been felt for many months that the colored people of the State should 
organize in some manner for common defense, pre y as the Irish do, who 
suffer in many respects under similar conditions of oppression. 

The organization of a bureau of emigration is approved in the country par- 
ishes as a practical measure of redress; and many gd pap have been made as 
to means at hand to convey out of the State the hundreds of laborers who are 
willing to go. A question has arisen in the minds of some whether to go at 
once or wait until after the crops are gathered; but the good sense of the peo: 
ple tells them that to await the gathering of the crops is largely to defeat the 
primary object of an exodus of labor, namely, the embarrassment of those 
planters who aid and direct the marauders against their lives and homes. 

lt baring been demonstrated that the whites are without tender consciences 
on the Thibodaux and Freetown massacres and other numerous outrages, the 
idea now is to touch them sorely in their pocket-books and bank accounts by 
depriving them of sufficient labor to her their crops. Let this purpose be 
openly avowed and energetically carried out. 

Timid counselors have said that the plan will fail, because other laborers will 
rash to take the places of ‘those who go, Our advices show thatsuch is not the 
experience of several planters who are already in distress, They offer high 
wages, but liberty of citizenship is not being sold by the negroes in the labor 
or any other market. Besides, ifa new lot of negroes desire to unde experi- 
ences of the kind visited upon the de borers, & very little will probably 
satisfy them, while those who enjoy their freedom in Northern States will ex- 
tend them their sympathy. 

A letter has been received from a United States Senator, in which inquiry is 
made in regard to the operations of the bureau of emigration. When it opens 
up communication with leadin ae and capitalists, the way for effect- 
ive work will be made clear. t the bureau be sustained by wo: of cheer 
and liberal contributions, 

[Extract from the Telegraph, Monroe, La., August 18, 1888.] 

It would be a mistake to confound the  peinciple of white primaries with that 
of representation in Democratic conventions. 

We do not hesitate to concede that under normal social and political condi- 
tions, the Democratic vote is the fairest basis. 

Peet cis we normal social and political conditions in the Fifth Congressional 
son ens! ENT are these conditions not emphatically and pre-eminently 
norm: 

We have white parishes and we have black ihes, each class widely and 
notoriously different with respect to these conditions, 

The purposes of this discussion do not require that we analyze, reiterate, and 
enumerate these differences, They are well known and well understood 
throughout the district. 

These two classes of parishes are not dissimilar in one important feature— 
they all return safe Democratic majorities. 

For political purposes they all are Democratic parishes. 

[Extract from the Post, Washington, September 20, 1888. | 

It isan undoubted fact that ina number ofthe Southern States the negroes have 
been practically disfranchised. The honest men of the Southadmit this. * * + 
Itis an undeniable fact that in the disfranchisement of the blacks in the South 
the effect is not confined to local government, but extends to national affairs, 
and thus becomes a matter of serious interest to the people of all the States, 
The people of Oregon are as directly interested in the election of Congressmen 
and Presidential electors in Mississippi as in similar elections in their own 


States. 

If the political complexion of the Federal Government is changed by sup- 

ression of the ballot, to just the extent of thatchange the Federal Government 
s wrested from its constitutional basis. 

We have stated these facts because they are facts, the facts of a very ugly sit- 
uation viewed from any possible standpoint, If it be true, as we think it is, 
that black rule is intolerable to the whites of this country, if it be true also 
that in eliminating that which is locally intolerable the National Government 
is Popes | vitiated by fraud, what is to be the outcome? It strikes us that 
this is one of the most serious problems ever presented to the statesmen of the 
Republic. It ought to be discussed without malice and with a recognition not 
of a part but of all the facts we have cited. It is a two-sided question, ap- 
parently as far from a solution to-day as it was a dozen years ago. 

(Mr. GIBSON again addressed the Senate. For his speech complete 
see page 8981. ] 

Mr. REAGAN. Mr. President, the Senate is called upon to enter 
on an investigation of transactions in the State of Louisiana. As I 
shall vote against the resolution I desire to state a few reasons which 
will control my vote; and in stating those reasons, without any previ- 
ous investigation of the subject, but simply acting upon the spur of 
the occasion, I propose to answer as well as I can the very pertinent 
inquiry just submitted by the distinguished Senator from Vermont 
[Mr. EDMUNDS] as to the reason for such action as this. 

If it was proposed to investigate the conduct of an election in which 
members of the House of Representatives were elected, Congress has 
the necessary jurisdiction. If it was proposed to investigate the con- 
duct of the electors of any State in an election in which electors for 
President and Vice-President were concerned, Congress has the neces- 
sary jurisdiction. If it was proposed to investigate the question as to 
whether a Senator has been elected by fraud, by violence, by bribery, 
or other unlawful means, that would be a subject within the jurisdic- 
tion of the Senate. Does any Senator know of any other fact that gives 
jurisdiction to the Senate under the Constitution and laws as inter- 
preted by the decisions of the Supreme Court? 

That question I ask Senators. I do not ask for an answer now, but 
I ask them to take it to themselves, are there any other conditions of 
fact that authorize the interposition of the jurisdiction of the Senate 
of the United States for an investigation ? 

Let us see what the resolution proposes: 

Resolved, That the Committee on Privileges and Elections be instructed to 
inquire (1) into the facts of the recent election in the State of Louisiana, held on 
the 17th day of April, 1888, at which there were chosen State officers and also 
a Legislature, which has since elected two United States Senators; and es- 
pecially to ascertain and report whether the 136,746 votes returned for the can- 
didate of the dominant vernor were actually cast, in view of the 


pas for 
fact that at no previous on had tho votes for such candidate of such party 
exceeded 88,7%. 


Then, omitting a part of the resolution which speaks of details, about 
\ 


which I am not informed, and about which I do not propose to speak, 
it proceeds: 

And why there were similar returns from other parishes; and also to ascer- 
tain and report whether or not at said State election there was any violence, 
intimidation, or fraud which prevented a fair election, and particularly whether 
or not there were any false canvasses or false returns made by the local elec- 
tion officers or included in the final canvass of the votes, 

Here is a State election for State officers, involving no election of a 
member of Congress, no election of Presidential electors, and it is pro- 
posed for the Senate to investigate .that question as to whether it was 
a fair and honestelection. It is true the resolution recites that a Legis- 
lature was elected which has since elected two Senators. 

The election of that Legislature was the election of State officers, 
and I submit to the honorable Senator from Vermont, and he will un- 
derstand what I mean by the submission of the point, that we will 
hardly go behind the election of members of the Legislature to deter- 
mine whether United States Senators were lawfully elected by them. 
If Senators by their acts have done anything that would disqualify 
them for seats in the Senate, they are amenable forit. If the Legis- 
lature acted unlawfully, then it may affect the legality of an election 
by them; but there is no charge of anything like that. There is no 

that any Senator has in any respect violated the law. There 
is no charge that the Legislature has in any respect violated any law. 
Whence, then, the jurisdiction for this resoiution? 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Will the Senator from Texas allow me to ask him 
a question? 

Mr. REAGAN, Certainly. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. My friend from Texas refers, and correctly, to the 
election of members of Congress as illustrating, as it well does, his 
argument. I should like to ask him whether itis not within the com- 
petence of the House of Representatives to go behind the returns of the 
State officers who manage the elections of members of Congress and 
find out what the real trath is in respect of the election and the people 
who voted for a particular member of Congress ? 

Mr. REAGAN. My answer to that question is the action of the 
distinguished Senator himself in the great question which involved the 
election of a President of the United States in 1876, when he said to 
the United States and the world, ‘‘ You can not go behind the count.” 

Mr. EDMUNDS. ‘Then my friend means to say that the House of 
Representatives for now one hundred years has been wrong in going 
bebind the returns and investigating the truth of the votes of the fun- 
damental mass of mankind in each State, which makes Legislatures as 
well as members of Congress. 

Mr. REAGAN. Ishall not go into that subject, a subject that is 
not involved in this question. The Legislature of Louisiana occupies 
the same relation to the proposed investigation which the electoral col- 
lege occupied to the Presidentia] count in 1876. 

Mr. EDMUNDS, Let us see, if my friend will pardon me—— 

Mr. REAGAN. Ihaveonly «wshorttimetospeak. I desire to speak 
to the question before the Senate, and I shall not allow myself to be 
drawn off into the discussion of collateral and unnecessary issues. 

Mr. EDMUNDS, Idid notintend to interrupt the Senator without 
his consent for a single moment, of course. 

Mr, REAGAN. Now, we will look further into what the resolution 
proposes: 

And in case said committee shall find that such illegalities as violence, intim- 
idation, or fraud, false canvasses, or false returns prevailed in connection with 
such election, then said committee shall further inquire— 

First the predicate is laid for the inquiry by proposing that the com- 
mittee shall do what the Senate has no power to do by itself or its com- 
mittee, to investigate a Stateelection. Then it is to inquire— 
whether any of the acts or omissions of the officials or other persons responsi- 
ble for or connected With such illegalities were contrary to the Constitution of 
the United States or the amendments thereof, or were violations of any of the 
statutes of the United States, especially the provisions of chapter 7, Title LXX, . 
of the Revised Statutes, punishing crimes against the elective franchise and civil 
rights of citizens; and, if so, whether any prosecutions have been or ought to be 
commenced in the United States courts for such offenses, 5 

The United States courts as well as the State courts of Louisiana 
have been open where all violations of law might be prosecuted in one 
or another as the jurisdiction appertained to the one or the other. 

This chapter 7, Title LXX of the Revised Statutes, has been, some 
portions of it, the subject of examination by the Supreme Conrt of the 
United States. Some of its provisions have been declared to be v“ “on- 
stitutional, all of them where an attempt has been made by thu red- 
eral courts to take jurisdiction for personal offenses within the several 
States. If the law is violated in an election for a member of Congress 
or for Presidential elector, or in the election of a Senator by the Legis- 
lature, whatever provisions are made with reference to that may be 
enforced in the Federal courts, but no matters relating to an election 
of State officers come within its provisions, and no jurisdiction is con- 
ferred for their trial in the Federal courts. 

I take it no formal solemn inquiry by a committee of the United . 
States Senate is necessary to ascertain that fact. All Senators, I takeit, 
know that fact without a solemn inquiry involving a slander against a 
State. I will read two or three paragraphs from the syllabus in the 
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case of the United States cs. Cruikshank, decided at the April term, 
1874, by the Supreme Court of the United States: 
e that the defendants conspired to injure certain persons of African 
ing citizens of the United States, thereby to prevent them from ex- 
their rights as citizens, such as the right to ly assemble, to bear 
panied with an averment that the inj was com- 
of the race, color, or previous condition of of the 
person conspired against, is not sustainable in the courts of the United States. 
I submit that in all the papers that I have heard the Senator from 
New Hampshire read, it has not been alleged, and whatever may have 
been the case as to that I submit that these resolutions do not allege 
that any of these offenses, inferentially alleged to have taken place, 
were committed to affect a person on account of his race, color, or pre- 
vious condition, so that ground falls on the face of the resolution. Its 
averments fail to bring it within the jurisdiction of the Senate. If its 
averments, though false, brought it within the jurisdiction, possibly 
the Senate might take jurisdiction; but when its own averments fail 
te bring it within the jurisdiction of the Senate, surely we are not go- 
ing to enter upon 2 solemn inquiry as to a matter over which we have 
no jurisdiction. 
At that point, while I do not intend to deal withthe facts in this 
case at all, I could not but be struck with the reading of the news- 
per clippings by the Senator from New Hampshire this morning. 
The statements in these papers in each case showed that the blacks 
were the aggressors, and although the Senator stated that the troubles 
grew out of politics, none of the papers he read showed that the 
parties injured were ‘Republicans or that those all to have in- 
flicted the injuries were Democrats; and yet we are indebted to that 
Senator, the country is indebted to that Senator, for interpolating upon 
these statements his evidence that the people injured were black people 
and Republicans, and that the aggressors were white people and Demo- 
crats. Yetyou cannot find one word to that effect ina single one of the 
papers that heread this morning, as far as I recollect, This is upon the 
testimony of a Senator who, as the Senator from Louisiana has said, 
lives 1,500 miles from that State and knows nothing of the facts him- 


A 
descent, 
ercising 


* self; but that testimony, to influence an election, to arouse passions, to 


stir bitter feelings, is perhaps just as good as if it. had been sworn to 
by some competent witness. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Mr. President—— 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Texas yield to 
the Senator from New Hampshire. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Will the Senator allow me to read an account of 
a murder in Texas that was political ? 

Mr. REAGAN. IfI have made a mistake, I shall be glad to be cor- 
rected, Is that one of the papers the Senator read this morning ? 

Mr. CHANDLER. No, sir; this is a new one from Texas. 

Mr. REAGAN, Then I do not yield to that. I am talking about 
what the Senatorread. The Senator will have time after I get through. 

Mr. CHANDLER, I withdraw my request. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER, The Senator from Texas declines to 

ield. 
x Mr. CHANDLER. I will read acase after the Senator gets through 
where it does show why the murder was committed. 

Mr. REAGAN. The Senator has made his speech and Iam 
now about what he has presented after his second as the grounds 
for this procedure. I do not know what the Senator has; I do not 
care what he has. Iam dealing with the case on which after two 
8 es and the resolution he has rested his case before the Senate. I 
piropose to read further excerpts from the opinion I have just been quot- 
ng. Referring to the civil-rights act, the Supreme Court say: 

That act was intended to give to the colored race the sp agora casero and 
to protect them, as a race or class, from unfriendly State legislation a: from 
lawless combinations. An injury toa colored person, t fore, is not cogni- 
zable by the United States courts under that act unless inflicted by reason of his 
race, color, or previous condition of servitude. An ordinary crime nsta 
colored person without having ic iscognizable only in the State 
courts, 

Iam reading this tosustain the position I have laid down, and I read 
farther a part of the sixth clause of the syllabus: 


The fifteenth amendment does not confer upon Congress the power to regu- 
late the right to vote generally, but only to provide against nation on 
account of race, color, or previous condition of servitude. 

* * * * > * * * 


A conspiracy to prevent a colored person from voting is no more a United 

pri ja than a conspi to prevent a white person from voting, unless 

oaren into by reason of the voter's race, color, or previous condition of servi- 
ude. 


If the Senator has something that he proposes to read hereafter to 
show that there is something in the paper which he has about politics 
and races, I call his attention and that of the Senate to the fact that he 
has failed to put it in the resolution, and a demurrer to the testimony 
would set it aside because he has no basis for its introduction. 

Mr. BLAIR. It would not set aside the fact. 

Mr. REAGAN, Ifthe Senator will allow me, I am proceeding upon 
the supposition that Senators understand that the allegations and the 
proof must agree to and correspond with each other. Perhaps the Sen- 
from New Hampshire—lI will not conclude what I might have 
Mr. BLAIR, Or I would reply. 


Mr. REAGAN. I am not talking about that. There is no allega- 
tion to admit the proof, as will be seen by reading the resolution, and 
it is therefore immaterial. I am talking of the resolution which the 
Senate is asked to pass and not of loose proofs, not of what may come 
up by a drag-net collection of newspaper slips and anonymous letters 
over the country. 

The object I had in view, Mr. President, was not to enter into a dis- 
cussion of this question generally, but simply to respond to what I be- 
lieve to be the very pertinent question which was su; by the Sen- 
ator from Vermont, and which had caused me to look into this resolu- 
tion to see whether we had the power to passit. There are some other 
points in it to which perhaps I had better call attention before taking 
my seat. This is the third clause: 

Whether such illegalities are likely to be repeated in connection with the 
election to be held in said State on the 6th of November next of Representatives 
in Congress; and, if so, w there is oceasion for the niteration by Congress 
or any of the regulations prescribed by said State for holding elections for such 
Representatives in Congress. 

This Senate, one of the gravest political bodies on earth, supposed to 
be distinguished for the maturity of the judgment of its members and 
for its conservatism and justice, is to enter upon an inquiry to enable 
it to guess whether the law will be violated in an election to be held 
next November. If absurdity could go further and do worse I do not 
know how it would be brought about, that we are to enter upon a 
solemn investigation for the purpose of enabling the Senate to guess 
whether the law is to be violated in an election to be held in Louisiana 
next November. 
tive tagelhsious pevemibed DY atl Feats for balding: HOi oi ter PA eno 
ee sepa enee i : by t ng elections for such Repre- 

If we have not sufficient provision to protect the rights of the voters 
and the rights of the candidates for office, and the peace and good or- 
der of society, I suppose we can extend that, and the Senator from New 
feet, sori in his zeal in this respect, can surely suggest any addi- 
tional remedies which may be necessary without a solemn and formal 
inquiry for the purpose, not of ascertaining the fact as to whether laws 
are desired, but for the purpose of inflaming the public mind, promot- 
ing sectional agitation, and inflicting injustice. í 

The fourth provision of the resolution is as follows: 

And said committee shall also inquirè whether there were in connection 
with the aforesaid State election illegalities, frauds, false canvasses, and false re- 
turns, so extensive and systematic in their character as to show that there ex- 
isted on the part of the various State election officers a deliberate plan to ap- 
parently carry said election without regard to the votes actually cast, and to 
choose a governor and other State officers and a State Legislature by such ille- 
gal, false, and fraudulent means; and, if so, whether said Legislature was actu 
ally and duly elected by the people of Louisiana, or was in fact substantially 
the creation solely of the returning and canvassing officers, and whether said 
State of Louisiana hasa republican form of government, including a Legislature 
entitled to choose United States Senators and to de methods for the ap- 
pointment of electors of President and Vice-President of the United States, 

This resolution a question that it seems to me ought to be 
thought of and ought to be discussed more than it has been of late years, 
Our whole system of government is predicated upon the idea of the 
capacity of the people forself-government. Ifthe people of this country 
have not the capacity for self-government, then the Republic is a failure 
and there must be a monarchy, an oligarchy, or an aristocracy to rule 
it. Thatis the proposition. I submit that for one hundred years of 
peace and war the people of this country have proven themselves capa- 
ble of self-government, and I submit that they are to-day capable of 
self-government. 

Then the powers of government by the constitutions, State and Fed- 
eral, are distributed between the States and the Federal Government. 
All the powers necessary are delegated to the Federal Government to 
enable it to perform all its foreign and Federal relations, and no State 
can interfere with them. To the Statesis reserved the vast residuum of 
power which relates to local controversies, to questions of ma and 
divoree, descent and distribution of estates, the enforcement of local 
contracts, the punishment of local violations of the law—I shall notat- 
tempt to enumerate them, nor is it necessary, but all that vast residuum 
of er remains to the States and is wholly without the jurisdiction 
of the Federal Government. 

Then our system contemplated that our people were capable of self- 
government to the extent of forming a Federal Government which 
should control our foreign and our Federal relations; that they were capa- 
ble of self-government to the extent of forming State governments hay- 
ing the capacity to deal successfully with all those local questions that 
arise within the States. 

This line of distinction has been steadily adhered to by the Supreme 
Court of the United States, and if the Republic is to exist it must con- 
tinue to be adhered to. Instances in which it has been broken over by 
the action of Congress have been arrested and set aside by the Supreme 
Court of the United States. 

The Senator from New Hampshire evidently contemplates that all 
violations of right are the subjects of Federal jurisdiction. He evi- 
dently makes no clear distinction between the powers of the Federal 
Government and the powers of the State governments in relation to 
such matters, and there is where this perpetual intermeddling comes 
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from and comes in—the effort of the people of some of the States to 
intermeddle in, to interfere with, the local affairs of others for political 
purposes and to accomplish political ends. 

If the States are capable of self-government it is fair to assume that 
the people of each State will dispose properly of the local questions 
that arise within it. It is fair to assume that there is no justice in any 
other State or in Congress attempting to interfere with the legal or 
constitutional duty of the State to dispose of merely local questions. 

Mr. President, I only intended to state very briefly the reason why I 
should vote against this resolution. Whenever any resolution comes 
up calling for an investigation within the jurisdiction of Congress, 
when any Senator thinks that the law has been violated in any respect 
over which Congress may have authority to act, I shall certainly in- 
terpose no objection to the proper investigation, but as far as I can un- 
derstand I mean to oppose all propositions for investigation which sim- 


ply means political agitation in violation of the Constitution and of |. 


the rights of the States and of the people. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Mr. President, the observations of my friend from 
Texas [Mr. REAGAN] lead me to occupy four or five minutes instating 
very briefly my views about this resolution. 

The intermeddling of the Congress of the United States with the 
local affairs of a State is, of course, very improper. It was thought to 
be very improper in times, now happily gone by, when that intermed- 
dling took the form of petitions of citizens of some States in the United 
States addressed to Congress, in fayor of proposing to the States amend- 
ments to the Constitution which should abolish slavery. The same 
arguments that my honorable and distinguished friend from Texas now 
addresses to us were with much greater violence, but with not greater 
logic, addressed to the Senate and the House of Representatives of the 
United States against any exertion of the right of petition to change 
the structure of the Government in its constitutional forms so as to 
get rid of what many people then believed and many people and, I 
sin Saye now believe was a curse to everybody on this continent, the 
instifution of slavery. , 

So I am not so greatly agitated at this present moment in respect of 
the fear of our intermeddling with the affairs of the State of Louisiana 
or the State of Vermont, whose affairs in the same way, when the Demo- 
crats were in a majority in this body were by a resolution of the Senate 
instructed to be inquired into, and with the urgent appeals on the part 
of the Senators from that State (they may have been wrong) that that 
investigation should be made to the uttermost, in order that the Con- 
gress of the United States in respect of the elections of theconstituents 
who embrace the other House and this (for they all come from the 
States and the people, only in different forms) might be found to be 
pure and true, or unhappily discovered to be false and corrupt. There 
was no man who ever called himself 2 Republican and there was not 
any man then, only eight or nine years. ago, who called himselfa Demo- 
crat in this body, who did not vote for that very thing. 

Times have changed. It is inconvenient for some reason, I hope a 
good one, though I confess Iam astonished at it; the light of truth, 
the lightthat comes from investigation and inquiry, should not be turned 
upon that portion of the people of the United States of whom it is said 
that the control is in the hands of a minority who have usurped power 
contrary to the forms of State written constitutions; contrary to the 
spirit of liberty and justice and equal rights that we all believe in, or 
profess to believe in (and I hope we all do believe in), and it is incon- 
venient that we should know what the truth is. I can not understand 
it, sir. 

hir this resolution of the Senator from New Hampshire, about some 
parts of which I express no opinion as to their propriety, but if the 
general tenor of it turns out to be a slander, as the phrase has been, 
upon the State of Louisiana, the Senator who introduced it, if he sus- 
p it to be a slander, will deserve the reproach of the Senate. If 

e introduced it in the honest belief that there are wrongs in that 
State which go to the fundamental composition of the whole of this 
Government, because Louisiana is a part of it, and affecting the States 
of the North and the East and the West and the Pacific toast as much 
as they do Louisiana, for we are all one—if it should turn out even 
that he was mistaken, I hope that nobody would be more glad and 
happy than he to find out that the truth was that the State of Louisi- 
ana possesses & 
government of equal rights and fair play, and that every citizen is de- 
fended as every citizen of every political party in the State of Vermont 
is and always has been, of whatever politics, and by the efforts of men 
of alipolitics in that dearest of rights, his independence as a citizen, 
the right to cast his vote unchallenged by anybody, and the right to 
know that it is honestly counted in the sum that goes up to make the 
autonomy of the State government. 

Who shuns an investigation of that kind? What Democrat in the 
State of Vermont would not hide his face in shame if any representa- 
tive of his stood up and objected to an inquiry whether in the State 
of Vermont the practical power of its automatic arrangement had gath- 
ered into the hands of a few, by whatever name you may call them, 
and that the great majority of the people were denied and suppressed 
in their rights to be heard as voters, and in their rights to participate 
as voters in the operations of that State. 


government that not only in form but in substance isa. 


As little as I admire the general principles of the Democratic party 
(they have a right tothem; we disagree about public affairs), speaking 
for the Democrats of the State of Vermont as my constituents, I am 
bound to say, in justice to them, that I know of no man in that State 
of the Democratic party who would not denounce me if the case were 
eppiled to the State of Vermont if I opposed an inquiry of this kind 

ere. 

But my friend from Texas says we have notany power. Well, let 
us see. If we have not, of course such aninquiry would be futile; very 
likely the witnesses could not be.convicted of perjury; very likely they 
could not be compelled to attend, and all that; but let us see whether 
we have any power. The Constitution says, as it regards Senators and 
Members of Congress, and in the same phrase: 

Each House shall be the judge of the elections, returns, and qualifications of 
its own members. 

How much does that import? How much doesit contain? Arewe 
to say, as the Senator from Texas referring to the Electoral Commission 
did, that neither House has any power to go behind the certificate that 
comes to it from a State? The governor of theState in each case certi- 
fies, in the one case to the Clerk or Speaker as to a Representative in 
the House of Representatives, and to the President of the Senate as to 
a Senator, that so and so, in the case of the House, has been elected a 
member of that body, and that so and so, in the case of a Senator, has 
been elected a member of this body. If one House the power 
to make an inquiry which goes behind the seal of the governor it would 
seem to be very clear by the Constitution that the other House would 
have it, for the language is the same, and is applied to each and to 
both in a group, with the same import and the same force. 

I think I am safe in saying that in the House of Representatives for 
one hundred and one years, since it was organized, and since this body 
was organized, whenever the occasion has arisen by a suggestion, an 
inquiry, a protest, or whatever, the House has thought it competent, 
by the consent of all men of all parties, the fathers and the sons of the 
Republic, from beginning to end, to go to the bottom of that affair and 
ascertain the real truth of that election. So the certificate of the gov- 
ernor, the reports of the State canvassing boards, the reports of the dis- 
trict canvassing boards, the tally-sheets at the ballot-boxes in each 
voting precinct are all open to the scrutiny of the truth in order to as- 
certain what took place. Is there any safety for the liberty of men as 
voters and citizens if such a body with such powers can not go to the 
real truth of the affair? 

Mr. BUTLER. May I ask the Senator one question just there, not 
with regard to the resolution, but on the subject he is discussing? 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Certainly. 

Mr. BUTLER. Does the Senator hold that either House of Congress 
would have the right to make that investigation of its own motion, in 
the absence of some protest or the memorial or complaint of somebody 
in the State? 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I most decidedly do, Mr. President. When the 
day comes that either House of Congress, when the day comes that 
either house of a State Legislature, or any other representative body 
in-this world in a place that is worthy of the name of a government, 
can only move for the public security and for the development of truth: 
for the public security when some man who may be in a dungeon or 
may be dead comes to the front and demands it, then there will be a 
failure of the government of men by men and for men upon the face or 
the earth. 

We have had a grand-jury system which is, as I think, with great re- 
spect to everybody, a fair illustration of the present matter in regard to 
the particular topie that the Constitution has put in the possession ot 
each of these Houses with regard to its own members. I believe one 
of the many good things that our ish fathers’ form of government 
gave to us—we having discarded most of the evil things—was the grand 
jury. Who ever heard in any State (unless it may be very recently 
somewhere) that a grand jury could not inquire into some crime or 
wrong injurious to the State to which it belonged because some citizen 
or some witness or some district attorney or some judge had failed to 
call their attention to it? They might desire to indict the district at- 
torney himself; they might find it to be their highest duty to indict 
the judge himself; and are they to wait until he shall charge them to 
inquire into his conduct? 

Mr. BUTLER. Then do I understand the Senator to say that the 
powers of each House of Congress are inquisitorial, as are the powers 
of a grand jury? 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Inmy humble judgment, with great respect to the 
many people I see who are wiser than I, in respect of the subjects that 
the Constitution has confided to them, their power is universal and su- 
preme in regard toinquiry, and there isno safety for liberty and private 
rights unless you admit the existence of that authority to its fullest ex- 
tent. 

Suppose in the State of Vermont, a State, and that means ever so 
much, one-fourth of jts inhabitants being what are called Democrats, 
and I only use that term to illustrate my case, because the Democrats 
of Vermont are just as law-abiding as anybody else and would be just 
as eager to defend the right of a Republican voter as a Republican 
would, and so I only take it to illustrate—suppose one-fourth of the citi- 
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zens of the State of Vermont being Democrats had by one contrivance 
or another, either by fraud or violence or other forms of usurpation, 
got possession of all the counting and canvassing officers in that State 
at the ballot-boxes, all the returning boards, and the possession of the 
governorship and the Legislature; and suppose the Republicans came 
in September last and wished to vote for their candidate for governor, 
and they were either driven away,or, being allowed to deposit their bal- 
lots, their ballots were entirely miscounted and counted for the candi- 
date of the one-quarter of the people of the State, and the returns come 
in fair on their face under the seals of the county officers, gilt-edged, 
engrossed on parchment, with every form and semblance of the majesty of 
right-doing,and the three-quarters of the people of the State of Vermont, 
the possession of the government of that State and all its administrative 
affairs having fallen into the hands of one-quarter of its people, appeal 
to Congress for an inquiry into the composition of the government of 


that State, is it republican in form? So far as its constitution goes it- 


appears to be, and always was. Does that answer the Constitution of 
the United States? Was that all that our fathers meant when they 
said that the United States should guaranty to each State arepublican 
form of government? Did they only mean that inits written archives 
deposited in its state-house there should be the parchment that con- 
tained the fair words of liberty, of justice, of equal rights? Was that 
all? No, Mr. President; far from it. The word ‘‘form ” in the Con- 
stitution of our fathers meant not only form, but structure and sub- 
stance and exercise. 

Whenever, therefore, there is occasion upon just ground to believe 
(whether itturns out to beright or wrong, and may it always turn out to 
be wrong) that in any State,- Vermont or elsewhere, the minority has got 
possession ot the Government and excludes the majority from partici- 
pation and control, it is the business of Con to interfere, whether 
silence or protest comes from the State thus affected, because it is not 
only the welfare of the people of that State, but it is the welfare of the 
people of every State, the welfare of the people of every part of the 
nation that is involved, and can not be separated from a right and just 
republican government in form and substance in every State over the 
continent. “The Senators from Vermont make laws for the people of 
Louisiana. They are Senators of all the people once elected, and there- 
fore there can be no evil spot anywhere in this Union that does not 
affect the welfare and the safety of every other part of it. 

So I say, Mr. President, hoping with all my heart that an inquiry 
into the state of affairs in Louisiana will vindicate that people and that 
whole people, not a small part of it, but all of them asa mass from the 
beliefs and the suspicions, to put itin the mildest phrase, that now exist 
so broadly, I can not seeany ground upon which any Senator should ob- 
ject to an inquiry of this kind. 

Mr. CHANDLER, Mr. President, I omitted when speaking before 
to ask permission of the Senate to insert at the close of my remarks 
certain accounts of the proceedings in Louisiana to which I have re- 
ferred. Iask unanimous consent that I may put in the marked pas- 
sages from the Louisiana Standard of August 25, of September 1, and 
of September 22, and also an extract from the Monroe Telegraph of 
August 18, 1888, and an article from the Washington Post of Septem- 
‘ber 20, 1888, 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there objection to the request of 
the Senator from New Hampshire? The Chair hears none. 

Mr. CHANDLER. The Senator from Texas [Mr. REAGAN] com- 
plains there was no averment in the case of the killing of colored peo- 
ple in Louisiana, which I submitted to the Senate, that they were 
murdered on account of their politics. If the Senator had listened to 
my remarks he would have understood distinctly that I took the 
ground that these murders were part of a deliberate system; that 
whether admitted to be political or not they were in fact such; that 
these disarmings and assassinations of the Louisiana colored people 
were for the purpose of creating a state of terror as a preparation for the 
election in November. ‘The same state of things exists in the State of 
Texas, and I now submit to the Senator from Texas the account which 
Isend to the desk of a recent murder, since the late debate, in the 
State of Texas, which clearly appears to have been the killing of a 
Republican because he was a Republican. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The article referred to will be read 
by the Secretary. 

The Secretary read as follows: 


[New York Daily Tribune, Saturday, September 1, 1888.] 


TEXAS—MURDERED FOR BEING A REPUBLICAN—A KUKLUX OUTRAGE PERPE- 
TRATED IN TEXAS—HANGED, SHOT, AND MUTILATED. 


LONGVIEW, TEX., August 31. 


About 2 o'clock this afternoon Deputy Sheriff Walter Reynolds returned from 
his search for the body of Harrison Spencer, the colored politician who was 
forcibly taken from his home a few nightsago by a masked band of Kuklux. 
Spencer had deserted the Union-Labor party and announced his intention of 
supporting the Republican ticket. Reynolds reported that he had found Spen- 
cer’s body about sh miles from his place, on the west bank of Harris Creek. No 
pe oxi per baa is news spread than over one hundred citizens, white and black, 
started to the scene. - 

The dead man was found hanging from alimbabout 15 feet from the ground with 
a rope around his neck. His hands were tied behind him, and the cords were 
drawn so tightly that they cut deeply into his flesh. He was evidently shot be- 
fore the rope was placed around his neck. There is a bullet-hole just behind 
the left ear and one in his left side, and he had been brutally mutilated. A 


movement is on foot to investigate thoroughly this crime. The following cir- 
cular was issued this afternoon, and two hundred and twenty-five citizens re- 
sponded to the call contained therein: 

“To all law-abiding citizens: 

"A crime of the most foul nature has just been perpetrated in our midst. 
Therefore let us come together at 4 o’clock this evening at the court-house and 
take proper steps, that our citizens and officers may act in unity, that the per- 
petrators of this crime may be discovered and the law of our land vindicated, 

=J. T. SMITH, ir ge 
“A, A. KILLINGSWORTH, Sheriff. 
“E. B. RAGLAND, County Attorney.” 


Mr. CHANDLER. Mr. President, it is easy to get 130,000 Demo- 
cratic majority in the State of Texas when such political murders as 
this are constantly taking place in that State. 

The Senator from Texas complains that calling attention to outrages 
of this sortis an intermeddling with the affairs of a sovereign State. The 
Senator from Vermont [Mr. EDMUNDS] has well shown how the States 
of this Union are interwoven together in all their political interests, 
and how a crime against the suffrage in one State concerns every other 
State. The Legislature of New Hampshire—the people of New Hamp- 
shire have sent me here to call attention to just such outrages as this 
and to intermeddle to just that extent with the affairs of every State 
where men are killed solely on account of their politics. 

I now ask the Secretary to read the account of additional similar oc- 
currences in the sovereign State of Texas. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The paper will be read. 

The Secretary read as follows: 


[New York Tribune, September 9, 1888,] 


DRIVEN OUT BY THE DEMOCRATS—NEGRO REPUBLICANS IN FORT BEND COUNTY, 
TEXAS, EXILED UNDER PAIN OF DEATH. 
RICHMOND, TEX., September 8. 

The white Democrats have triumphed, and the negro Republicans ordered to 
leave Fort Bend County eae pone About twenty black men were forced out 
of the county at the muzzle of Winchester rifles. The most prominent exiles 
are C. M. Ferguson, district clerk; H. G. Lucas and Peter Warren, school teach- 
ers. The war grew out of the attempt made on Monday night to assassinate 
H. H. Frost, a white Demoerat. While he was on the way from his store to his 
house he was waylaid and shot. His wounds were considered fatal,and a pack 
of bloodhounds was put on the trail to the negro quarter of the town and to the 
house of John Ervin. 

Ervin and his son and a school-teacher, Donavan, were arrested. Noattempt 
was made to lynch them, as it was not certain that they-were the guilty men, 
H. F. Randle, deputy county assessor, was arrested and is still in jail on the 
charge of being implicated in the shooting of Frost, Randle is a white man. 
The county assessor, Henry Ferguson, isa negro. On Wednesday morning the 
following circular was distributed about the stores of Richmond: 

‘Every white man in town is urgently requested to meet at the court-house 
at 1 o'clock p. m.” 

In response to this notice fully 400 men assembled in the court-house. Clem 
Peryacs was elected president. After speeches, the following resolutions were 

opted: 

* Resolved, That in view of the crimes lately committed in our midst, we con- 
sider it necessary to the public good that the following persons be warned to 
leave the county within ten hours from notification : C. M. Ferguson, H. G, Lucas, 
Peter Warren, J. D. Davis, Tom Taylor, Jack Taylor, and ©. M. Williams; that 
this convention wait as a committee of the whole on such of these persons as 
can now be found and through our president notify them of these resolutions, 
and that the others be notified by a copy of these resolutions; that the above- 
named parties be forever warned from returning} o this cc anty. 

` Resolved, That we believe that the leaders of the Republican party of Fort 
Bend County are morally responsible for the assassination of J. M. Shamblin 
and the attempted assassination of H. H. Frost, and we demand of them to bring 
the guilty parties to justice, and we notify them and we solemnly warn them 
that the patience of an outraged people has been exhausted, and that if another 
Democrat in this county is personally harmed we will hold said leaders respon- 
sible in their persons for such acts.” y 

A body of four hundred armed Democrats then warned the colored men to 
move and escorted them out of the county. The negroes were compelled te 
ieee homes, crops, and family. There was nothing against them but sus- 
picion, 


Mr. CHANDLER. The Senator from Texas undertook to make the 
Senate believe that in all these outrages the negroes are the aggress- 
ors. Ido not deny but what the Democratic papers, and the Demo- 
cratic reporters who furnish the reports to the metropolitan press of 
the South, assert that the negroes are the aggressors; but [ undertake 
to say myself that in no case where an investigation may be made will 
it turn out that the negroes have been the aggressors. It is not inthe 
nature of things. Itis not in accordance with the facts as developed 
in previous affairs of this kind. 

Mr. REAGAN. Will the Senator allow me a word ? 

Mr. CHANDLER. Certainly. 

Mr. REAGAN. ‘The facts about this are that Mr. Shamblin was 
supposed to be assassinated by a negro who had threatened his life be- 
cause he was a Democrat. That wasthebeginningofit. He was called 
to the door and shot down in his own house. 

Mr. CHANDLER. A negro killed a white man in his house, shot 
him down for being a Democrat ? 

Mr. REAGAN. Yes, sir. 

Mr. CHANDLER. That is ridiculous. 

Mr. REAGAN. Let me make my statement. It may be very un- 
welcome to the Senator—— 

Mr. CHANDLER. It is not unwelcome if it is true, but it is a 
ridiculous statement. 

Mr. REAGAN. It may be very unwelcome to the Senator to hear 
that a Democrat was shot down by a Republican. 

Mr. CHANDLER, That a negro went to a Democrat in his house 
and shot him down! 


1888. 


Mr. REAGAN. The man who shot him left a paper on his gate noti- 
fying him that he was killed for being a Democrat. Nothing was done 
about that. That was followed by the shooting of the other person 
named there. That was then followed, not by killing negroes in re- 
turn for it, but by telling them that some of them must get away from 


ere. 

Mr. BLAIR. I should like to ask the Senator a question if he will 
permit me. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Texas yield to 
the Senator from New Hampshire? 

Mr. REAGAN. I-have not the floor. 

Mr. BLAIR. Under the general relations between the white and 
the colored people the fact that the white is the dominant race and 
that this inquiry among others is on foot, is there any reason to sus- 

t that Democrats placed that same notification upon the door-post 
in order to create a suspicion at the North that the colored peoplé 
were engaged in warfare and murder upon the dominant race of the 
South? 

Mr. REAGAN. I must make a Yankee’s answer to my friend by 
inquiring if he thinks it probable that a Democrat agreed to be shot 
down in order to make capital for the Democratic party ? 

Mr. BLAIR. Ido not know about that. I do not know what the 
devotion of a Democrat to his party might lead him todo. I havea 
suspicion that perhaps he would for the sake of carrying the election 
atid securing to his party the plunder of the next four years allow such 
a thing as this to be done, but I do not think it would be probable of 
the mass of the Democratic party. Ido not understand, however, as 
the Senator does, or as he has previously said, that anything of the 
kind he suggests in his last remark is true. I understand him to say 
that there was a notification pinned upon the gate-post of the house of 
the white man murdered that he was murdered because he was a Demo- 
crat. : 

Mr. REAGAN. So the statement is made. 

Mr. BLAIR. Ido not understand that the colored man called the 
white man into the colored man’s cabin and killed him and notified 


him that he killed him because he was a Democrat. That I do not 
understand. 
Mr. REAGAN. It was a white man who was shot down in his own 


-house, not in a colored man’s house. 

Mr. BLAIR. Exactly; a notification pinned upon the gate-post of 
the murdered white man that he was killed because he was a Demo- 
crat. 

Mr. REAGAN, Yes, sir. 

Mr. BLAIR. The question I asked was, there being a cloud over 
the actual source of that man’s death, whether it is not possible that 
as a means of false explanation to the North, the Democrats invented 
that notification and pinned that falsehood upon the gate of this mur- 

. dered man in order that the North might be misled? Does the Sen- 
ator, in other words, think that a Republican negro entered upon a 
crusade against the dominant race of the South and killed one of its 
leaders because he was a Democrat and then posted a notice accord- 


ingly? 

cA REAGAN. The Senator does not understand what took place 
there. The dominant y there are the n I have heard the 
suggestion that men who agree with the Senator in polities—I do not 
mean in character but in politics—in that country stimulated outrages 
for the purpose of furnishing political capital to Republicans, but I 
have never heard the suggestion before now that Democrats killed one 
and came near killing another man in order to make political capital 
for the Republicans or anybody else. 

The Senator’s question, in view of what has apptared, is simply ab- 
surd. I know that the Senator and his associates in opinion have no 
sympathy with white men. They may be shot down for their politics 
and their families deprived of protection dnd support. That is all 
right. But if a colored man happens to be shot down, that is terribly 
wrong. They never propose to investigate where white men are killed. 
If there were to be a general investigation into fraud and crime, every 
day I could pick up newspapers and I could bring a peck of them here 
showing murders and crimes of the deepest dye all over the North. 
Why not investigate those things? 

Mr. CHANDLER. Is there any pretense that they are political 
murders? - 

Mr. REAGAN. The gentleman chooses to call everything a polit- 
ical murder. 

Mr. BLAIR. I wish merely, as I had a share—a third interest, I 
think—in this colloquy, to ask the Senator if it would not be well and 
just on the whole to the public sentiment of these 65,000,000 of peo- 
ple, Sguth and North, for him to introduce a resolution of investiga- 
tion to find out about this political murder of a Democrat by a negro 
in the State of Texas? 

Mr. REAGAN. If Thad no more respect for the Constitution of the 
United States than my friend from New Hampshire has, I should do 
it; but as I respect the Constitution I decline, 

Mr. BLAIR. I understand the Senator’s construction of the Con- 
stitution of the United States would leave such things as political 
murders uninquired into, 
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Mr. REAGAN. It does not leave them uninguired into, but it 
leaves the proper authorities to inquire into them. 

Mr. BLAIR, That is, nothing can be done under the Constitution 
of the country to suppress them. 

Mr. REAGAN. The Senator does not understand that there are 
such things as State constitutions and State laws and State courts to 
deal with local affairs of that kind? 

Mr. BLAIR. No, I do not. : 

Mr. SPOONER. I want to say simply to the Senator from New 
Hampshire that I think he does not understand the question from the 
tenor of his last suggestion. I think that if he did he would assume 
that whenever a white Democrat is killed in the South by a negro the 
authorities are very prompt and efiicient, and also some not in author- 
ity, in providing a remedy. It is only in those cases where a negro is 
killed by a Democrat that no rewards are offered and no attempt is ` 
made to apprehend or punish the guilty party. 

Mr. REAGAN. That statement is gratuitous on the part of the Sen- 
ator, and unjust and undeserved by the Southern people. So far as I 
know, certainly in the Stateof Texas, the punishment of crime, whether 
committed against blacks or whites, is as faithfully carried out as it 
could be in the State the Senator represents here, and such a statement 
ought not to be made by a Senator on this floor. 

Mr. SPOONER. I have only this authority for making the state- 
ment as applied to the State of Texas, that in one case three colored 
men were hanged without any opportunity for trial, without any hear- 
ing, hunted as if they were dogs, and no reward was offered locally or 
by the governor of the State for the apprehension of the men who per- 
petrated that outrage; no grand jury ever inquired into it in the vicin- 
age; no district attorney undertook to secure the apprehension of the 
men who did it. I have known of a case where a Democrat was shot 
down in the same county and a reward, and a largereward, was promptly 
offered by the governor of the State, and I think, also, locally, for the 
apprehension of the man who did it. I have that much warrant for 
the assumption that there is a different rule applied to those who kill 
Republican negroes from that which is applied to those who kill white 
Democrats. 

Mr. REAGAN. That statement ought to be accompanied by this 
statement: That the judge of that district was a Republican, the dis- 
eo attorney was a Republican, and the county attorney was a Repub- 

can, 

I have further to say, if the Senator is anxious to find a parallel, 
that he can go all over the Northern States and he will find places 
where men are lynched and no punishment is meted out to the lynch- 
ers, no proclamation issued, no reward offered for their apprehension, 
and apparently no more effort made than there was there to punish 
those men. We see accounts of them frequently, but it does not dis- 
turb the Senators that white men are lynched in Northern States and 
these lynchers are not punished and no rewards offered for their ap- 
prehension. 

Mr. SPOONER.- I simply want to say in response to thatstatement 
that I do not deny, and no man can deny, that in the Northern States 
there are occasionally lynchings; no man can deny that there are mur- 
ders; but I have known no instance in my life where a lynching took 
place in a Northern State without a reward being offered and steps 
taken to ferret out the offenders and bringthem to punishment. That 
is the difference between the two sections. 

Mr. BLAIR. Mr. President—— 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. TheSenator from New Hampshire to 
the left of the Chair [Mr. CHANDLER] is entitled to the floor. Does 
he yield to his colleague? 

Mr. CHANDLER. [yield to my colleague. 

Mr. BLAIR. I wish merely to say that if the Senator from Texas 
will put me in possession of the names and allegations of fact similar 
to those which he has so frequently stated to the Senate, I will myself 
take the responsibility, as I can do under my views of the Constitution, 
of introducing a resolution for the investigation of this case wherein, 
as I understand him, the proof will develop the fact—and I submit 
that it is the first one within the whole range of American history— 
that a colored Republican has murdered a Democratic leader in the 
State of Texas or any other State from political motives. 

As the Senator represents the State where this outrage has been com- 
mitted, respecting his constitutional scruples, as I must, if he will give 
me the data so that I can establish the facts, I will offer a resolution 
of investigation not only conscientiously, but with great alacrity, and 
I assure him with a perseverance that will probably result in a devel- 
opment of the actual facts. 

Mr. REAGAN. I want to state one more fact, if the Senator from 
New Hampshire will permit me to do so. 

Mr. CHANDLER. I yield. 

Mr. REAGAN. It has not been long since at Longview, Tex., a 
colored man declared his intention to vote the Democratic ticket, and 
he was waited upon about midnight by some other colored men, taken 
off to the Sabine Swamp, and has never been heard of since. Another 
colored man was taken off—so the newspapers say—and murdered by 
other colored men for saying he was going to vote the Democratic 
ticket. 
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Mr: CHANDLER. Will the Senator give the names of those peo- 


le? 
2 Mr. REAGAN. Ican not, because I do not remember them. The 
first occurrence was at Longview and was published in the newspapers. 
I gin remember eyen the locality of the other, but the newspapers 
stated it. 

Mr. COKE. Ican give the Senator the names. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from New Hamp- 
shire yield to the Senator from Texas [Mr. CoxE]? 

Mr. CHANDLER. I will yield in a moment.if the Senator will 
wait, because I do not desire to prolong this discussion so far as I am 
concerned, 5 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from New Hampshire 
declines to yield further. 

Mr. CHANDLER. I congratulate the Senate and the Senators from 
Texas on the information which those Senators seem to have sought 
for and obtained since this resolution was last discussed. When it was 
before the Senate on a previous day the Senator from Texas nearest me 
[Mr. REAGAN] knew nothing whatever about the Washington County 
outrage, and had never heard of the assassination of eight negroes un- 
der the most atrocious circumstances at Spanish Camp, in Wharton 
County. Butsince that time the Senators do not seem to have needed 
the influence of the educational bill of my colleague [Mr. BLAIR] to 
arouse them into an inquiry into some of these transactions that are 
going on daily and hourly in Texas, 

Mr. REAGAN. Mr. President—— 

Mr. CHANDLER. I decline to yield. I am glad that they have 
begun to investigate the political condition of Texas, where one-quarter 
of the voters are colored men. One thing is certain, that nothing has 
taken place in Texas which has led the Democrats of Texas to con- 
clude that it will not be expedient or safe for them to puta State ticket 
in the field at the coming election, But it has been the result and 
the intended result—in my judgment—of the outrages that have been 
committed in that State to induce the Republicans of that State to 
nominate no State ticket. I will ask the Secretary to read-—— 

Mr. REAGAN. I want—— 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from New Hamp- 
shire yield to the Senator from Texas? . ; 

Mr. CHANDLER. Yes, sir. 

Mr, REAGAN. I want to correct a statement which the Senator 
has made. The Senator puts me in the attitude of saying that Inever 
heard of the affair at Spanish Camp. I never said any such thing. I 
did see a newspaper account of it very different from what theSenator 
oe Now he presents the fact that the Republicars of Texas 

ve not nominated a State ticket, because they are afraid to doso. I 
read the proceedings of their convention at Fort Worth within a few 
days, and the members of that convention distinctly repudiate the idea 
that they are afraid to put a ticket in the field, but as a matter of pol- 
icy,to secure a combination of the elements of all the parties together, 
they prefer not to put a separate ticket in the field. 

Mr. CHANDLER. I wonder that the Republicans of Texas under 
the circumstances had the courage even to hold a convention. 

Mr. REAGAN. The leading Republican there, and the one who was 
their candidate for lieutenant-governor at the last election, distinctly 
repudiated that doctrine. 

Mr. CHANDLER. I ask for the reading of the paper I send to the 
desk. 

The Secretary read as follows: 

REPUBLICAN TERRORISM IN TEXAS, 
[The New York Star, Wednesday, September 12, 1888.] 
GALVESTON, September 11. 

The Republicans of Galveston County in a night siopa 
resolutions condemning the occurrences in Fort Bend and Washington and ap- 
pealing to the governor of the State to right matters. Another resolution was 
adopted, as follows: ‘* That the mob violence of Fort Bend County and the as- 
sassination of sn 2 Hoffman, of Washington County, admonishes us that 
similar scenes may be expected to follow the vigorous efforts of our party in 
counties in which the Republican vote predominates; therefore it is the sense 
of this convention that the interest of the Republican party will be best served 
by not nominating a State ticket.” = 

Mr. CHANDLER. I now yield the floor. 

Mr. COKE. Mr. President, the statement just made by the Sen- 
ator from New Hampshire, that the Republicans failed to put out a State 
ticket because of fear of personal consequences, I denounce here as ab- 
solutely and unqualifiedly false, without a particle of foundation. It 
is a statement made for political effect. The purpose for which it is 
made is a dishonest and an unfair one. It is a statement not believed 
by the Senator who makes it himself, 

Mr. CHANDLER. I call the Senator to order, and ask that the 
words which he has uttered be read, and that the Chair may rule 
whether or not they are parliamentary. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Texas will proceed 
in order. 

Mr. COKE. If I have said anything derogatory to the dignity of 
the Senate, I withdraw it and apologize to the Senate. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator will proceed in order. 

Mr. CHANDLER. I desire to make a suggestion. Iam not very 
familiar with the rules which govern parliamentary debate, and I do not 
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know how far a Senator is at liberty to go on and say that a statement 
made by another Senator is unqualifiedly false, or that it is made for 
dishonest and unworthy purposes. If that be the practice of the Sen- 
ate, if that be the rale of parliamentary law, I do not object to it. I 
am just as ready to engage in that kind of debate probably as any Sen- 
ator on the other side; but it seems to me that the Senate can not af- 
ford to indulge in that kind of debate. The more language of that 
kind that comes from Senators on that side the better it is for Senators 
on this side. 

Mr. DAWES. I understand the rule to be that when a Senator is 
called to order for unparliamentary language, it is his duty to sit down 
until the Chair has ruled upon the language taken down at the desk. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Such is the order of the Senate, and 
the Senator from Texas will take his seat. 

Mr. COKE. I submit, of course, to the orders of the Senate. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair would hold that the lan- 
guage used by the Senator from Texas was unparliamentary, but he 
understood that Senator to say that he withdrew the remark and ten- 
dered an apology to the Senate for its use. 

Mr. COKE. That is what I did say. 

z Tre PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Texas will proceed 
in order. 

Mr. COKE. The Senator from New Hampshire seems anxious that 
somebody on this side of the Chamber should kick him. I refuse to 
perform the operation. [Laughter in the galleries. ] : 

Mr. CHANDLER. I call the Senator to order, and ask that his 
words be taken down. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Texas will please 
resume his seat. The Senator from New Hampshire will please state 
his question of order. 

Mr. CHANDLER. I submit that the language used was unparlia- 


mentary. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair would hold that the lan- 
guage is not warranted by parliamentary law. 

Mr. COKE. Then I withdraw the language and apologize to the 
Senate for having used it. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator will proceed in order. 

Mr. COKE. Mr. President—— 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator will d one mo- 
ment. The Chair will ask that the Senate order, and he 
cautions the occupants of the galleries that marks of approval or dis- 
approbation are forbidden by the rules of the Senate, and if they are 
persisted in the galleries will be cleared. The Senator from Texas will 
proceed. 

Mr. COKE. The statement of the Senator to which I have just re- 
ferred, that the Republican party failed to put out a ticket in Texas be- 
cause they feared the consequences personally to the Republicans, is not 
true and not correct. I hold in my hand a clipping from the Austin 
Statesman giving an account of the proceedings in the Republican - 
county convention at Austin, which I ask the Secretary to read. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The paper will be read. 

The Secretary read as follows: 


TRAVIS COUNTY REPUBLICANS, 
[Special to the Gazette.] 


AUSTIN, TEX., September 15. 
The Travis County Republican convention to-day appointed the following 
delegates to the State convention at Fort Worth on the 20th instant: J. C. De- 
gress, J. B. Rector, O. A. Newning, D. Fri . J. M. Holland, R. Platte, J. 
M. Snyder, J. A. Black, W. E. Easton, J. P. Taylor, J. E, Allen, Tom Helm, W, 
P. Bacon, W. B. Brush, J. Kerschler, M. Alexander, A. B. Palm, William Nichols, 
H. Russell, William Alexander, H. J, Oldham, A. Werton, F. Hall, H. Dickerson, 
and W. C. Rinishes. 
The mibwag resolutions were introduced in the Travis County Republican 
convention y: 
“ Whereas it is a well-known fact that since the Democratic bert A has been in 
pont in this State the Republicans in a great many counties in the State haye 
m terrorized and proscribed socially and otherwise; hundreds have been 
murdered, others have been required to leave their homes and again seek homes 
in other States; thousands of voters have been intimidated, and through fear 
have remained away from the polls, and thereby failed to exercise the right of 
sees rai guarantied to them under the Constitution and laws of this State; 


** Whereas this feeling of proscription exists toa greater or less extent in al- 
mést every county in this State; and 

“ Whereas there has been a Republican convention called to meet at Fort 
Worth on the 20th day of this month to selecta candidate for governor and other 
State officers against the Democratic nominees for State officers; and, 

“ Whereas we believe that there are at least 50,000 or 60,000 Republican voters 
in this State that have not voted the Republican ticket on account of the fore- 
going reason; and 

“Whereas we believe there are thousands of intelligent Democrats or in 
other organized parties that stand willing or ready to join us in a continued ef- 
fort to overthrow the old moss-backs, Bourbon, rebel, collar-bound element of 
the Democratic organization : fore, 

“ Be it resolved, That the delegates from this county to the Republican conven- 
tion at Fort Worth be, and are hereby, instructed to co-o) e with othemparties 
and organizations that will best e the purposes heretofore mentioned.” 

The resolutions were voted down by 63to16. The point about it is the con- 
vention was composed of three-quarters negroes. The resolutions were intro- 
duced by a white man named Platte, a city alderman. The sixteen who voted 
for the resolutions were white men, and the n having more honesty than 
their white friends voted them down. A ent negro got up and said the 
resol were a lie on the people of Texas. Thus the Republican negroes of 
Travis County oo the lie to HOAR, INGALLS, and other bloody-shirt wearers. 

It transpires that the bloody-shirt resolutions introduced in the Travis yeas å 


Republican convention to-day, but defeated by 63 to 16, were written by a pro. 


1888. 
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nent white Republican politician of Austin now in the North, and intended for 
use against Cleveland and Thurman in the Northern States to fire the Northern 
heart. He failed. $ 

Mr. COKE. Now, Mr. President, I will state that Judge Rector, 
who figures in this Republican convention, is the chairman of the Re- 

blican State executive committee, and he voted against this resolu- 
ion and denounced it in a speech on the floor of that convention. I 
ask that the proceedings of the Cooke County Republican convention 
also be read. Cooke County is 350 miles from Travis County, where 
these proceedings were held. 

The Secretary read as follows: 

COOKE COUNTY REPUBLICANS. 
[Special to the Gazette.] 
GAINESVILLE, TEX., September 18, 

The Republican convention of Cooke County met here this afternoon and was 
called to order by the county chairman. Del to the Fort Worth conven- 
tion were elected, and resolutions oaie Chicago platform and eoe d 
the nomination of a straight Republican ticket for all State offices were adopt 

W. B. Johnson, attorney, in a speech, referred to the alleged outrages reported 
from time to time and said for the most part they were all bosh. He had been 
in Texas several years and he had never been mi on account of his 


litics, 
P The chairman said it was reported all through the North that the Republicans 
of Texas were afraid to put out a ticket. He been in the State fifteen years, 


He believed Texas was just as good a State for Republicans as for Democrats. 
Some of his best friends are Democrats, He had never been abused for being a 


Republ $ 

Mr. Harris echoed the sentiments of the chair. He labored under no embar- 
rassment by beinga Republican. He believed there are as fair electionsin Texas 
as anywhere. He was in favor of a straight Republican State ticket. 

On motion, the conyention resolved itself into a Harrison and Morton club, 
and about fifty members were enrolled. The convention then adjourned till 


next Th y. 
Mr. COKE. I hold in my hand the platform of the Republican 
of Texas, just adopted two or three days ago in convention at 
ort Worth. Unless some gentleman on the other side desires it read 
in full I will not ask that it be done. 
Mr. BLAIR. Í should be glad to hear it. 7 
Mr. COKE. Very well, I will read it. The portion you would like 
to hesr particularly I intended to read. I send itto the desk to bé 
read. 


The Secretary read as follows: 
THE PLATFORM—OUTEAGES DENOUNCED. 
We, your committee on platform and resolutions, beg Ieave to report as fol- 


We cordially ratify the nomination of that eminent statesman and tried sol- 
in Harrison, for President, and that able financier and philan- 


dier, Benjamin 
bog 9.7 citizen, Levi P. Morton, for Vice-President, and do hereby pledge them 
our hearty support. 
We hereby declare that we are in thorough with platform 
gated by the late national convention at „and with the principles of the 
ional Republican as enunciated, ined,and interpreted in the recent 
letter of Benj in ison accepting the nomination of the Republican party 


President. 
We demand such national legislation as will give adequate protection to wool, 
hides, and all Texas products and industries, = Fy . 
As citizens of this great State, the mutual welfare of which is to us paramount 


toevery partisan consideration, we deplore the existence of these outrages which 
ve been recently committed in Fort Bend and Washington Counties. 

We believe that the wth, ante greet and propery of this great State 
should not be nor imperi. by the lawless acts of certain parties in 
these counties. We denounce these outrages and demand that their perpetra- 
Sors DE poA DARE EOCENE 60 SRA ir OF Ie A OT DEN See 

on. 


Mr. BLAIR. I ask the Senator if he does not approve of that lan- 
guage in the Republican platform? 

Mr. COKE. That plank, of course I do. 

Mr. BLAIR. I supposed so. 

Mr. COKE. That was the one I intended reading for the Senator’s 
benefit. 5 

Mr. BLAIR. Then in regard to what they say of wool and other 
things tbat relate to the general prosperity of Texas? [Laughter, ] 

Mr.COKE. Ihavenothingtosayabout that justnow. [Laughter.] 

Mr. BLAIR. I supposed so. 

Mr. COKE. Let the reading continue. 

The Secretary continued the reading, as follows: 

In view of the fact that the Republicans of Texas have already placed a full 
electoral ticket in the field, and the further fact that there is no reasonable prob- 
ability of electing a State Republican ticket, we hereby express our conviction 
that it would be unwise and inexpedient under these and other existing circum- 
stances for the Republicans of Texas to piace in the field any candidate or can- 
didates for State offices, 

Respectfully submitted. 

EUGENE MARSHALL, Chairman. 

A motion to receive the report and discharge the committee was made. This 
was men ree re to, and an amendment that the report be received and adopted 
was put to the house. The result was that the amendment was adopted by a 
vote of 256 to 130. 

A motion thanking the chair and officers and the citizens of Fort Worth was 


adopted. 
Nelson introduced a resolution indorsing the Globe-Democrat as the 


Richard 
‘faithful friend of the colored poopie ofthe Southwest, This was also adopted. 


On motion of Richard Allen, of Harris, a campaign committee was provided 
for. De Gress was made the chairman, with power to make up the commit- 
tee by appointing on it one Republican from each Congressional district. 

The convention then adjourned sine die, 

Mr. COKE. Ihave had that read for the purpose of nailing the false- 
hood that has been repeated in the press and in the Senate that the Re- 
publican party were afraid to put out a ticket in Texas. 


Mr. BLAIR. Will the Senator answer me the question in what way 
that platform proves that the Republican party were not afraid to put 
out a ticket? 

Mr. COKE. The recital of the platform, the last clause of it: 

In view of the fact that the Republicans ot Texas have already placed a full 
electoral ticket in the field, and the further fact that there is no reasonable prob- 
ability of electing a State Republican ticket, we hereby express our conviction 
that it would be unwise and inexpedient under these and other existing cireum- 
stances for the Republicans of Texas to place in the field any candidate or can- 
didates for State olfices. 

Mr. BLAIR. Now, I ask the Senator’s attention to that clause in 
view of the fact that there is no reasonable probability of the Repub- 
licans electing a State officer; ig not that a peculiar form of expres- 
sion, and how does the Senator account for the fact there stated ? 

Mr. COKE. If the Senator will allow me to proceed, he will find—— 

Mr. BLAIR. If the Senator understands my question by a sort of 
mental process which does not require me to state it, if he takes it 
naturally, and he sees the point, I certainly shall be very glad to have 
him answer it. 

Mr. COKE. The Republican party of Texas is in a hopeless minor- 
ity. At this time there are some two or three other political parties 
in Texas. All of them together may present a respectable appearance 
and poll a respectable vote. For the purpose of joining fortunes with 
these the Republican party of Texas simply does not put a ticket in 
the field, and it is understood that the Republicans are to vote with - 
these other parties I have referred to. 

Mr. BLAIR. Will the Senator name those ies? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Texas yield 
to the Senator from New Hampshire? 

Mr. COKE. I will yield now. 

Mr. BLAIR. Isimply wish toask, does the Senator mean by “these 
other parties ’’ the Prohibitionists ? 

Mr. COKE. They are the Prohibiticnists and the Union Labor 
party, the Non-partisan party, and well, several others, the names of 
which I do not remember now. 

Mr. BLAIR. The Prohibitionists being the chief; and isitnot prob- 
able, then, this combination is made with the Prohibitionists in the 
hope of dividing the Texas delegation in the Senate and securing the 
support of the Senator’s colleague? 

Mr. COKE. The Senator can answer that question to suit himself. 
[Laughter.] All that I have to say about it is that the statement 
heretofore made in the Senate, that has been repeated in the Senate, 
that the Republicans refused to put out a ticket becanse they were 
afraid to do it, isnot true, and this platform proves it; the proceedings 
of the Republican convention at Austin prove it; the proceedings of 
the Republican convention at Gainesville are elear proof of it. Now, 
Mr. President, I hope since that statement has been nailed to the coun- 
ter it will be allowed to remain there and will not be taken up and 
used again in this canvass. Itis untrue. The facts show it to be un- 
true. The Republicans of Texas themselves have denounced it as un- 
true and certainly it ought to be taken to be untrue. 

Mr. ident, with reference to the difficulty in Fort Bend County, 
about which something was said afew minutes ago, I have a statement 
here in a paper from that county: 


REPUBLICANISM VS. ASSASSINATION. 


On the night of August 1, 1888, Mr. J. M. Shamblin, a peacenble and most 
worthy citizen of this county, was eruelly murdered by an unknown assassin 
while sitting quietly at his home at night, surrounded by his wife and children. 
On the front gate of Mr. Shamblin’s yard was tatked a notice which read as 
follows, some alterations being made in the punctuation and spelling. 


I will ask that this notice be read by the Secretary. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. It will be read. 
The Secretary read as follows: 


“Iam just from town and full of h—li in the neck. Mr. Shamblin, you have 
been holding Democratic meetings with the negroes, and you have said that 
any negro that don’t vote the Democratic ticket is sticking a knife in your 
ehild’s side. The Republicans have declared thatno Democrat shall be allowed 
to hold any Democratic meeting in any private piace among the ignorant race 
of negroes. It is said that Grandpa Harrison’s pants won’t fil Benny,but Benny 
is goin to wear them before the end of time. The Republican party is going 
to hold their heads up if they die hard. We will have no Demoerat to mislead 
the ignorant negro astray. You are the man to lead them astray and cut their 
throats and suck their blood. Iam a Republican, and have no use for a d—n 
Democrat. This isa lesson toall d—n cut-throat Democrats to hold no more + 
Democratic meetings with the ignorant negro race of ple.” 

This notice was written on s slip of paper torn from « railroad. time-book, 
and corresponded exactly with the missing page of a time-book found in the 
possession of William Caldwell, a negro, while the writing seemed identical 
with the writing of Caldwell. This notice was published in nearly every daily 
paper in the State, besides a large number of weeklies, and the general impres- 
sion conveyed was that Mr. Shambtin had been assassinated for political rea- 
sons, and because he was an influential Democrat. 


Mr. COKE. Mr. President, some two or three weeks afterwards 
Mr. Frost, a very prominent citizen of Fort Bend County, living in 
the same town with Mr. Shamblin, was going home about 9 o'clock at 
night, and as he opened his front gate was fired on from ambush and 
seriously and badly wounded. Mr. Frost was, like Mr. Shamblin, a 
prominent Democrat and white man. Steps were taken to try to ascer- 
tain who the assassin was. The people failed to find who he was, but 
suspicion rested very strongly upon three or four persons who were 
negroes, and they were ordered to leave. Shamblin had been maur- 
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dered in his own house surrounded by his wife and children; Frost 
had been shot down at his own gate as he was going home at night. 

Mark the conservatism of those people when not being entirely sat- 
isfied, having strong proof, but not that which amounted to legal evi- 
dence, that certain parties were guilty of this assassination, they offered 
them no violence, but as a measure of defense, as a measure of self-pro- 
tection, as a measure to preserve the lives of other citizens, simply 
ordered them to leave; and they did leave. That was a Democratic 
outrage; but two Democrats—one was murdered in the presenceof his 
wife and children, and an attempt was made to murder the other, and 
he was gtievously wounded when he was going into his own yard at 
night. That is the Fort Bend occurrence. That is the transaction 
denounced here by the Senator from New Hampshire as a Democratic 
outrage. That is all there is abont that. No dropof Republican blood 
has been shed in Fort Bend County; but one Democrat has been bru- 
tally butchered and another cripled and maimed for life by the shot 
of a Republican assassin. 

Now, as to Washington County, the Senator from Wisconsin says 
that three negroes were taken out and hanged. This is true; but he 
failed to state the whole truth, and it is as reprehensible in morals as 
in law to fail to state the whole truth as it is to fail to state the truth 
atall. These three negroes were taken out of jailandhanged. They 
were taken out by a masked mob; and why were they taken out? 
They were taken out because they were accessories to the murder of 
young Bolton, another white man. 

Notice the fact, Mr. President, that the assassin’s shot has yet struck 
no Republican. The blood that has been shed has been the blood of 
white men and of Democrats in Fort Bend County and in Washington 
County, except the three negroes who were taken out of jail and hanged 
by a masked mob. These three negroes, as I stated here on a former 
occasion, for safe-keeping,in view of the violence that was feared against 
them, were sent to Houston and placed in jail there, and just before 
court met, and when it was believed thatthe feeling had subsided, they 
were sent back for trial to Brenham. -Then it was that the jail was 
broken into and they were taken outand hung. They werehung for that 
for which men from the earliest history of this country have been hung, 
and in the way that men have been hung ever since these United States 
have beenacountry. Itwasnotrightto takethem from thejailand hang 
them. Itwasnotright todothis; Idonotjustify it; butI do say that the 
motive which prompted these men to take and hang these negroes was 
the same motive that has prompted similar performances in every State 
in this Union. The Senator from Connecticut [Mr. HAWLEY] said 
that nothing of that sort has ever occurred in Connecticut. I was in- 
terrupted to be so informed when this question was before the Senate 
heretofore, and I excepted Connecticut. I do not believe there isa 
State in this Union in which mobs have not hung men, and I believe 
that there are!some States every county in which have witnessed sim- 
ilar violations of law. 

The effort to make thisout political is unworthy ofa Senator. There 
was nothing political aboutit. The man who fired the shot that killed 
young Bolton is, I believe, alive now. These n were accessories, 
The feeling engendered by the murder of Bolton prompted the break- 
ing of the jail and the hanging of these negroes, and not any political 
motive or political purpose. 

Another Democratic outrage which is paraded before the country is 
the killing of Joseph Hoffman. Hoffman.was a candidate for a county 
office on the Democratic ticket. He was a Republican, but the same 
shot that killed Hoffman also killed Holt, the most active, aggressive, 
and pushing Democrat in Washington County. Hoffman and Holt 
were sitting together, and the assassin fired and killed both of them. 
Hoffman was running on a Democratic ticket, and Holt was one of the 
leading Democrats of the county; and yet the assassin who killed both’ 
of them with one shot is said to have perpetrated a Democratic out- 


Hoffman is the only man in Texas, so faras the testimony before the 
Senate goes, who has been struck by a bullet, because there is no proof 
of any other. While he was a Republican he was running on a mixed 
ticket, on a Democratic ticket, and the man who was killed with him 
was one of the most extreme Democrats in the county. 

These are the Texas outrages; these are the outrages that have been 
kept for two or three years to fire the Northern mind for the purpose 
of gaining votes for the Republican ticket ! 

Mr. President, I find in the platform which has been read in the 
hearing of the Senate— 

We denounce the outrages in Fort Bend and in Washington Counties. 

And the outrages in Fort Bend and in Washington Counties are those 
that I have recited to you. They speak of no others in this platform. 
In one hundred and ninety counties in Texas the transactions that I 
have narrated to you are the only ones they can rake and scrape to as- 
sail Texas on. I suppose two and one-half millions of people—people 
from every country under the sun, not homogeneous people like your 
people in the Northern and Eagtern States, but they are people from 
everywhere, who have not yet had time to be fused into a homogeneous 
mass, a condition of society which presents the very best conditions for 
violence and personal collision, and yet only two counties are found in 


me State where a mendacious Republican press are willing to frame a 
charge. 

Mr. President, I dislike discussions of this character. I have to be 
driven into them. I believe there is no statesmanshipin them. Ibe- 
lieve they are derogatory to the dignity and character of the Senate. 
I believe they are disgraceful to this body. And yet my State has been 
attacked, my people have been slandered and traduced, and I speak in 
their defense only when driven to the wall. If gentlemen have any- 
thing legitimate to say against Texas letthem say it. But whena great 
State like that is arraigned before the American people and the Amer- 
ican Congress, I submit that charges of graver import than these should 
be brought against her. 

I think, as I remarked awhile ago in answer toa question of my 
friend on my left, that we have 2,500,000 at least of people if Texas, 
and I will say about that 2,500,000 people that there are not 2,500,000 
people in this Union who are doing more to make this a grand and a 
glorious country than they are. 

We have there, Mr. President, the raw material of wool and of cot- 
ton and of hides to keep all the spindles and artisans in the United 
States who manufacture those materials going for an indefinite time. 
We have 8,000 miles of railroad, and it is being increased annually at 
the rate of from 1,000 to 1,500 miles. After feeding our people, we 
sent out $175,000,000 worth of products to other States and to foreign 
countries for sale. Weare discharging our duty the best we know 
how, and we think we know as well how as the Senator from Wis- 
consin and the Senator from New Hampshire. At all events we are 
attending strictly to our own business, and we challenge any State in 
the Union to present a better record for social order than the Republic- 
an platform of Texas by the clearest implication shows that we have. 

I do not care to thrash over old straw. This question was up some 
ten days or two weeks ago and was discussed. It is brought up again. 
It seems to be kept on tap to be used on any and all occasions. I have 
nothing further to say aboat it than that the allegations made against 
the people of Washington County, the people of Fort Bend County, and 
the people of Texas generally, are infamous slanders and falsehoods 
such as should never have been heard in the American Senate. 

Mr. SPOONER Mr. President, I am surprised that the remark I 
made to the Senator from New Hampshire [Mr. BLAIR] has led the 
Senator from Texas [Mr. COKE] to repeat, with some variations not 
altogether creditable to him, I think, the which he submitted 
on another occasion. I did not intend, I assure the Senate, to bring 
into debate again by the remark I made the Washington County out- 
rages. The Senator from Texas gratuitously informs me that a sup- 
pression of the truth is as bad as a falsehood. When I want a teacher 
in ethics, Mr. President, I shall not go to Texas for one. 

The Senator says that this discussion, and I am warranted in sup- 
posing that he includes the discussion of kindred topics, is a disgrace 
to this body. That depends, in my judgment, upon the manner of de- 
bate. I know of no subject better befitting the dignity of the United 
States Senate than the maintenance of constitutional right in the citi- 
zen of the United States. I know of no question which dignified Sen- 
ators can better afford in the di of their duty to investigate and 
todebate than questions affecting the well-being and safety of republican 
government, and to determine whether there beany place in the United 
States where the rights of citizenship are denied to men entitled to them. 
There is nothing in the subject which warrants theanimadversion of the 
Senator from Texas, and so faras my participation in this debate is con- 
cerned there has been nothing init, Isubmit, which tended to degrade 
the Senate or which was notin harmony with the dignity which should 
prevail here. The bandying of epithetsaboutthis Chamber is disgrace- 
ful, no matter what the subject of debate may chance to be. 

I am not to be taunted by the Senator from Texas or any other Sen- 
ator with half telling the truth. The day when the manners of the 
negro-driver could frighten men in the United States Senate has gone 
by and gone by forever. [Applause in the galleries. ] 

The PRESIDING OFFICER rapped with his gavel. 

Mr. SPOONER. This is a place for debate, for argument, not for 
abuse. The assumption that I have prejudice or hatred against the 
State of Texas, or the people of Texas, or the people of the South, is 
utterly without foundation. I want to see the South prosperous. I 
have withheld no vote since { became a member of this body which 
could by any possibility tend to build up the South, nor shall I do so; 
but when I am charged by the Senate of the United States with the 
performance of a duty, when I am bidden to investigate charges against 
a county in the State of Texas, or in any other State, and in the dis- 
charge of that duty I find that the rights of citizenship are denied there, 
that the law is trampled upon there, and that men in high station 
wink at it, and that the people of a county appland it, and not only 
applaud it but reward it, I should be unworthy a place in this Senate 
if I did not say so to the Senate, and say so to the people of the United 
States. 

The Senator can not meet this case, his colleagues can not meet kin- 
dred cases, by saying that this is for political effect, that it is to arouse 
the public mind simply for election purposes. I wish it might arouse 
the public mind to rightly appreciate that there is a community where 
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Judge Kirk, the man who helped to plan and carry out- the infamous 
outrages upon the franchise in Washington County, Texas, is decorated, 
is nominated again to preside over the orphans’ court, and poor Joe 
Hoftman, the German-Republican soldier, is shot to death like a dog. 
If such things do not arouse the indignation of liberty-loving people, 
then the people of this country have undergone a change, and nota 
change for the better either. 

Mr. President, I spoke with absolute sincerity the other day when 
I said that the whole debate and the entire subject was disagreeable to 
me. I wish there were no spot or place under our flag where a citizen 
can not exercise all the rights of a citizen. Itake no pleasure in what 
I believe to be the fact, that in certain portions of this country those 
rights are denied and trampled upon for political p It will 
not do for the Senator in answer to this to turn to us and say “‘ We have 
so many thousand miles of railroad,” ‘‘ We haveso many hides,” ‘* We 
have so many farms.’? You can not stop the ears of the people of the 
United States with greenbacks. They will not be deaf to petitions for 
relief or insensible to outrage and wrong perpetrated upon citizens; and 
the sooner that is realized in every part of this country the better it 
will be for us all. 

The Senator from Texas the other day—and it showed how hard 
pushed he was for argument in this matter—when I read a letter from 
Joe Hoffman, in which he expressed his fear, and stated that he had 
been threatened, the letter of a brave, true-hearted man, which must 
touch every sensitive heart, challenged the authenticity of it because it 
was sent to me from Topeka by Judge Hackworth, and by the way I 
am told by the President of the Senate that Judge Hackworth is re- 
spected in Topeka, Kans., where he has built up a successful business. 

Mr. COKE. They do not know him. 

Mr. SPOONER. Perhaps not. We shall see. 

Mr. COKE. They will find him out. 

Mr. SPOONER. We shall see. He can vote there as he pleases, and 
can live there and can do business and is in no danger of being shot 
down and in no danger of being driven out. The Senator challenged 
the authenticity of the letter of Joe Hoffman upon the ground that it 
came from Hackworth. Mr. President, I have seen letters from Joe 
Hoffman, one of which came from Texas directed to Washington to a 
gentleman residing here. The post-mark is the Hempstead and Aus- 
tin railway post-office, the same one that was upon the envelope con- 
taining Joe Hoffman’s letter to Mr. Hackworth, which I read in the 
hearing of the Senate some days since. The matter of post-mark was 
the great point upon which the distinguished Senator from ‘Texas 
wanted the Senate and the people of the couatry to ignore what was 
stated in that letter and to consider it as a fabrication. 

I have a letter from a gentleman in Brenham, Tex., before me ad- 
dressed to me, and itis post-marked in the same way. I have a letter 
also which did not come directly to me which states how Joe Hoffman 
died. It says: 

He walked up the sidewalk as far as Murphy's, and there he met Jim— 

That is, Jim Holt— 
and told him that they were after us— 

Referring to another, and not to Holt. 

The letter states that they had been followed for nearly half an 
hour, and continues: 

Jim, with an oath, said, " Joe, I will protect you; youare in no danger here;” 
and they both sat down in the front door, one on each side, facing the court- 
house, and had not sat there very long before the buckshot came, Joe jumped 
up and said, “Oh, Lord, what will become of my poor children?” and fell dead 
in the next door. Jim jumped upand tried to help Joe in the house, not know- 


ing that he was shot, and while doing so he fell in a faint, and the doctor pro- 
nounced him also dead. 


" He did not die immediately, but since then has died. The other day 
the Senator from Texas repeatedly announced, and based a portion of 
his argument upon it, that Joe Hoffman was a Democrat. ‘To-day he 
corrects that blunder—I beg pardon; I will endeavor to be more court- 
eous than the Seng tate corrects that mistake and admits—— 

Mr. COKE. If the Senator will allow me, I stated that Mr. Hoff- 
man was running on a Democratic ticket, not that he was a Democrat. 

Mr. SPOONER. The Senate will remember the colloquy between 
the Senator from New York [Mr. EyArts] and the Senator from Texas 
upon that subject, and I am very certain that my recollection of it is 
accurate. 

Mr. COKE. I will remark that the Senator may possibly be accu- 
rate. I never heard of the case at all until I saw it in the newspaper 
dispatches; but that he was running on the Democratic ticket was 
certain, and that is what I stated certainly when I spoke the other 
day. 

Mr. SPOONER. The Senator stated repeatedly, I think, that he 
was a Democrat and that he was running on the Democratic ticket. 
I stated that he was a Republican and that he was running on a union 
or mixed ticket, the formation of which was advised by Judge Hack- 
worth, and in opposition to the regular Democratic ticket headed by 
Judge Kirk, which is the fact as I understand it. 

Now, Mr. President, there can be no mistake about the accuracy and 
foundation of the charges made against the people of Washington 
County, Texas, as to the election which took place there in 1886, and 
the Senator from Texas can not successfully combat the facts nor meet 
the case in the way which it has pleased him to adopt. 


I stated the other day to the Senator, and I state it again to the Sen- 
ate and to the people, that the testimony shows that one ballot-box and 
the tally-list were forcibly seized by armed men at night, as they were 
being taken by oficials to the county seat, from the custodians of them. 
I stated, and the testimony clearly shows it, that at one of the polling- 
places, Flewellyn, armed men, disguised, pushed their way into the 
room when the ballots were being counted, interrupted the officers 
in the discharge of that duty, and that one of the raiders was shot; the 
Senator says murdered. This was Mr. Bolton. 

Mr President, every colored man in the room at that poll—and there 
were three or more, I think—testified to the factsasIstatethem. Two 
white Democrats’ who were present, after some prevarication admit- 
ted some of the facts but denied others, 

The Senator—and that is his wont in dealing with this transaction— 
discards as utterly unworthy of credit the testimony of colored Repub- 
lican witnesses and accepts as God’s truth, no matter by how many 
contradicted or how absurd in itself, or how inconsistent with circum- 
stances, the testimony of one or two white Democrats. 

Now, sir, I have before me a letter signed by the United States dis- 
trict attorney of that district, a Democrat appointed by this Adminis- 
tration, Rudolph Kleberg. It is also se | My Thomas H. Franklin, 
appointed by the Attorney-General as special counsel to assist in the 
prosecution of these men under indictment in the Federal court for 
perpetrating these outrages. 

The testimony before the committee, not at all overthrown in my 
judgment, was that the man Bolton was in disguise; that he had on 
what was called a ‘‘slicker,’’ or yellow oil-proof coat; that there was 
a handkerchief over his face, and I want to call the attention of the 
Senator from Texas and of the Senate in order to show what I hopeno 
Senator here deems necessary should be shown, that this is not the 
work of a Republican committee gotten up now on the eve of election 
simply for partisan purposes, to the report these gentlemen made to the 
Attorney-General of the United States, dated December 21, 1887, which 
commences thus: 

Cocke, DENMAN & FRANKLIN, ATTORNEYS, 
`> San Antonio, Bexar County, Texas, December 21, 1887. 

DEAR Sm: Yours of the 14th instant, uesting a report upon the Narr” 
ton County election cases in United States ict court at Austin, together 
copy of letter from Senator CoKE therein inclosed, received. 

“wah BE thereto, we beg leave to say: 

The indictment upon which a trial was had at the last term of said court ab 
Austin contained the following counts: 

First count, charging conspiracy to interfere with the officers of election at 
Flewellyn precinct, in said Washington County, in the performance of duties 
requi of them by law, at which said election a member of the Federal Con- 
gress was voted for and elected. 

Bean count, charging conspiracy to commit similar offenses at Graball pre- 


cint, 

Third count, charging the robbing of the ballot-box at Graball precinct. > 

Fourth count, charging general conspiracy to interfere with cheers of elec- 
tion at Graball, Flewellyn & Lott's store, 

The indictment is not before us and we state its contents from memory, 

Motion was made to quash the bill and overruled. 

The Government proved the following facts on the trial: 

1. That an election was held as charged in the indictment, the candidates for 
Conga thereat being Hon. R. Q. Mills and — Rankin. 

2. t the election precincts named in the bill were heavily Republican. 

3. That there were two local parties in the field at said election, a straight Re- 
publican and ‘‘ People’s ” or Democratic party. 

4. That the Republican ticket was printed on a diamond-sha: ballot. 

5. That at the precincts named in the bill the officers of election had decided 
to count the diamond-sha) ballots, but at other precincts they were declared 
illegal by the officers of election and not counted, At none of these last-men- 
tioned polling places were the officers of election interfered with in any way. 

6. That if allthe diamond-shaped ballots cast had been counted, also the votes 
at Flewellyn, Graball,and Lott's Store, then the straight Republican ticket 
would have been elected by a large majority. 

7. That on the night of the election whilst the officers of election at Graball 
were counting the votes, the ballots and ballot-box were forcibly taken by armed 
men, who were masked by having white cloths or handke efs tied over the 
lower part of their faces. 

8. That on the night after the election the ballot-box containing the ballots 
cast at Lott’s Store was forcibly taken from one of the officers of election by 
masked and armed men while said officer was taking the same to the county 
seat, as required by law. 

9. That on the night of the election armed and masked men undertook to 
take the ballot-box at Flewellyn, when one of them, subsequently proved to be 
Dewees Bolton. was shot dead by anegro named Polk Hill, who is now, we are 
informed, in jailin Milam County, Texas. The defendants contended that when 
shot Bolton was alone, unarmed, and unmasked; but— 

I am asking now the attention of the Senate, not to any statement 
from Republicans of the Senate or elsewhere, but to this statement by 
the United States district attorney and his assistant in this case upon 
the subject of Bolton’s visit to the polls and his disguise, ete.— 
but this theory, we believe, was thoroughly demolished by the Government, 
Bolton’s own father testifying that when he got to his son’s body, shortly after 
the shooting, he (his son) had on a “slicker,” or rain coat, and had a handker- 
chief knotted around his throat. The weather was dry and mild, and no ne- 
coan was shown for the use of such a coat on such a night. 

10. That a number of negroes who were present when Bolton was shot were 
arrested and put in jail the day after the killing, and subsequently three of the 
number were taken from jail by a mob and han 5 

11. The Government then proceeded to show by evidence thatthe defendants 
were some of the conspirators who participated in the alleged conspiracy and 
the acis done in pursuance thereof. The testimony on this branch of the case 
was in the main circumstantial. It was shown that they took an active partin 
the canvass in the interest of the People’s ticket; that some of them were can- 
didates for office on that ticket; that some of them were at different voting- 
places on election day,armed; that some of them had threatened m 
cause of their activity in the canvass; that some of them had threatened the life 
of some of the Government witnesses; that they were seen together leaving 
Chapell Hill on the night of the election and going in the direction of Graball; 
that later at night some of them were seen, together with other persons not 
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identified,and were guided into a short road to Graball; that defendant Kirk 

„left Brenham about 5 o'clock of the evening of election day and rode to Chapell 
Hill; when next heard of that night he is at Flewellyn about midnight, peaking 
inquiry as to how the vote stood; that he called out eye phe gern election offi- 
cer and held a brief conversation with him, then rode off, and shortly after the 
attempt was made to rob the box; that at 12 m. of that day he sent to D. D, 
Bolton = following telegram from Brenham: *‘ Things here look gloomy ; do 
your work. 

Other circumstances tending to identify the defendants were proven, but we 
do not deem it necessary to here refer to them, but simply state that we believe 
the facts do show that the defendants on trial participated in the commission of 
the offenses charged, 

The defendants each relied upon an alibi as a defense. None of them testified 
in their own behalf, but introduced a number of witnesses to establish that de- 
fense. Inargument counsel for the defense conceded that ve offenses against 
the law had been shown by the testimony, but contended that the defendants 
were not the guilty parties, They also contended that the offenses committed 
were violations of the State and not the Federal statutes. The real issuein the 
case, however, is simply this: Are the defendants the persons or some of the 
persons who committed the offenses charged in the bill? 

The Government did not undertake to show that these defendants had con- 
spired torob balliot-boxes, and had robbed ballot-boxes, with the single intent 
to affect the result of the Congressional election, for the result of their con- 
apiracy and the effect of their acts necessarily affected the Congressional elec- 

, regardless of the motive which prompted the conspiracy and directed the 


We do not understand the law to be that one ean rob a ballot-box in which 
citizens have cast their ballots for a member of ap eg and destroy the votes 
cast for such member, and then claim immunity from punishment under the 
laws of the United States upon the ground that his intent in the robbery and 
his expose in such destruction was not to affect the Congressional contest, but 
Pe: i efeat some candidate for constable who had been voted for on the same 

ots, ù 

We think the authorities establish the law to be that the Federal statutes 
were enacted to secure fairness at Congressional elections, and to protect the 
citizen in the free exercise of his right of suffrage at such an election. We re- 


fer to the following adjudications: 
Ex parte Yarborou; Ex parte Siebold, 100 U. S., 371-404. 
nited States vs, McBosdy, 29 Fed. 


, 110 U. 8., 6L 
age vs. Jackson, 25 Fed. Rep., 548. 
jury trying the case found someof the defendants not guilty on the count 
ing them with the robbery of the Graball box and ——— upon all other 
counts in the bill. None of the defendants have been acquitted on any of the 
eonspiracy counts, 

The stenographic report of the trial is in the hands of the clerk of the Federal 
court at Austin. It is very voluminous and in some respects inaccurate, 

These cases have received our attention and the facts an impartial con- 
sideration by us. We have not allowed the Republicans of Washington County 
to give any political coloring to the prosecution, nor have we permitted our at- 

tto the Democratic poe: to sway us from the full performance of our 
duty as sworn officers of the Government in the | akeraere rego of the defendants, 
‘We have given them a quiet, determined, and impartial prosecution, and be- 
lieve it was demanded by the offenses committed and the facts connecting them 
with the commission of same, 


st 

Thes stability of this Government depends on the virtue of its citizens, and that 

virtue can y be carried into the Government through the medium of the bal- 

lot-box; and ifin one community the right of suffrage of a number of citizens 

is trampled upon by others, who are mitted by organized society to go “ un- 

whipped of justice,” then certainly the lawless element in any community is 
ven full license to dominate over the virtuous, and order will soon resolve 

tself into chaos. 

So believing, we feel that it is our duty to prosecute these cases to a final hear- 
ing, and if the defendants are acquitted that the responsibility of such acquittal 
should rest with a jury of their countrymen. 

This being our duty, we must either do it and be true to onr oaths as officers 
of the Government, or not do it and be false to our oaths and false to ourselves. 

Ifthe tof Justice wishes these prosecutions dismissed and shall 
so direct, we shall follow instructions, informing the court of our directions; but 
if we are not so directed we shall bring these cases to trial, if possible, and give 
the defendants a fair honti anda Toros prosecution, 

Vi +, 
ery respectfully, your obedient servant, RUD. KLEBERG, 
ied States Altorney. 
THOS. H. FRANKLIN, 
Special Assistant in Washington County Election Cases. 
Hon. A. H. GARLAND, - 
Attorney-General, Washington, D. C. 

Let the Senator give his attention to this report when he asserts the 
falsity and slanderous character of the allegations that wrong and ont- 
rage characterized that election. 

Let it be remembered upon this subject that Bolton’s own father 
testified that when he reached him after he was shot he ‘‘ had on a 
slicker orrain coat, and had a handkerchief knotted around his throat;’’ 
and that District Attorney Kleberg says ‘‘that the weather was dry 
and mild and no necessity was shown for the use of such a coat on such 
a night.” 

hether this was “disguise” or not under the cireumstances the 
Senate and the country can judge. I appeal from the Senator to the 
testimony and to the United States district attorney and his associate. 

What stronger corroboration could there be of the negro officers of 
that poll than this statement made by the Democratic United States 
attorney (and the special counsel) to his official superior, Attorney- 
General Garland? 


Now, that was not all. This man Kirk, the county judge of that 


county, at the time a candidate upon that ticket which was called the- 


People’s ticket, was on the witness stand here. He was the ring- 
leader in the conspiracy, the representative of the Dem in that 
controversy. He testified that along in the afternoon he heard that 
in the Republican precincts the vote was going strongly against them. 
The father of this dead man, Bolton, was a candidate upon the ticket, 
and Judge Kirk, after evading over and over again questions put to 


him, squirming and prevaricating like a witness who did not dare to 
tell the truth, admitted that he had sent to Bolton, the elder, a tele- 
penn in the afternoon of election day, saying that things looked 
gloomy. 3 

Iasked him repeatedly, ‘‘Did you say, ‘Things look gloomy; get in 
gon work, or do your work??™ He could remember, he testified, that 


. he sent a telegram saying ‘‘Things look gloomy;’’ but althongh the 


telegram was followed by the death of his friend engaged in ‘‘ getting in 
the work,” which I believe he bade him to do, he could not remember, 
he testified, whether he used the words, ‘‘Getin”? or ‘‘do your work,” 
orany words of thekind. On the trial in Austin the telegram was pro- 
duced, and it read, ‘'Things look gloomy; do your work.” 

any man misunderstand that? What was the “work?” The 
‘work was that which followed in that county. It was the raid upon 
the ballot-box at Flewellyn; it was the raid upon the ballot-box a little 
later at Graball, and not a witness, Democrat or Republican, denied 
that armed men came to the Graball poll-box and demanded that the 
count be stopped and that the ballots be delivered to them, as I rec- 
ollect it; itwasthe Lott’s Store affair also. This was the “work,” and 
it was efficiently done. ; 

Another significant fact is that about 5 o'clock on that afternoon 
Judge Kirk, who was at Brenham, the a keya 16 or 17 miles away 
from these polling-places, hired a horse at livery stable and rode 
to three, I think, of the polls where these men a little later ‘‘ got in 
their work.’ Thus it will be seen that there was not only one but 
three or four instances, as the Senator from Colorado [Mr. TELLER] 
knows, in Washington County where the polls or ballots and returns 
a interfered with, and they were all colored Republican precincts, 
of course. 

Mr. TELLER. There were four. - 

Mr. SPOONER. Beyond any possible question there was not an 
honest election nor a fair count. 

How are these allegations, established as they are, sought to be met ? 
By telling the people the number of thousands of miles of railroad they 
have in Texas, the number of hides, the number of sheep, the capacity 
of Texas to set the spindles going all over the United States! Is this 
sufficient ? 

Mr. President, the rights of citizenship are higher than the interests 
of trade. Nothing can be dearer than those. We want the trade ot 
the South; we want increased and ever in ing commerce between 
the sections, but if it is only to be had upon the condition of indiffer- 
ence to outrage upon the rights of citizenship, and violations long con- 
tinued and boldly avowed of the Constitution, then sir, the price of 
such trade and commerce is too high ! 

In a few days the report of the commitiee upon this case will have 
been presented. All the testimony will be laid before the Senate. 
That it has not been done before is no fault of mine. I assisted in 
taking the testimony, but I was not chairman of the subcommittee 
and was charged with no duty in connection with preparing or sub- 
mitting the report. ` 

I stated on another occasion that I did not consider isolated cases ot 
outrage upon citizens chargeable necessarily to the people of an en- 
tire State. The first day that the Senator from Texas who sits at my 
left [Mr. REAGAN] intervened in this Lonisiana debate I so asserted. 
I reassert it now, with this qualification. The people of a State arenot 
responsible for it unless they approve it and adopt it. They are not 
chargeable with or responsible for outrages perpetrated unless there be 
there a public sentiment which sustains those who perpetrate them and 
which exempts those who perpetrate them from punishment. The 
same is true, of course, as to a county or city. I regret to say that there 
was too much of this sentiment in the State of Texas, it appears to me, 
which tolerated ifit did not approve these things done in Washing- 
ton County. P 

The testimony of ex-Governor Ireland before the eommittee was that, 
although he was informed while yet governor of the Stute of the fact 
that these three colored men, who had simply been arrested upon sus- 
picion, who had had no trial, no hearing, no chance for their lives, 
had been taken out and hanged, he offered no reward for the appre- 
hension of the murderers. The testimony showed that no steps were 
taken by the officials of the county—and the county attorney elected 
at that election and the county judge were Democrats—up to the time 
the last evidence was given before our committee to attempt to ferret 
out the perpetrators of these outrages or to bring them to justice. 

When these men were indicted by a grand juryin the United States 
court and brought to trial charged with these outrages upon the bal- 
lot-box, believed by the Democratic officials who prosecuted them to 
be guilty, and after one jury had disagreed and another acquitted them, 
as was probably to be expected, they being defended by eminent vol- 
unteer counsel, some of the leading Democrats of Washington County 
raised a fund, as I am informed, and I think there is some testimony 
before the committee to that purport, to pay the expenses of the de- 
fense. Some of them purchased a gold-headed cane for one of the coun- 
sel, and they passed resolutions thanking counsel that they had de- 
fended these gentry without asking any fee, 

It does not seem to me, however it may seem to the Senator from 
Texas, as if in this instance the public sentiment of Texas was as 
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strong and vigorous as it ought to have been in securing punishment 
to those who so grievously trampled upon the rights of its citizens. 

Now, Mr. President, a few words generally upon this subject and I 
shall be through with it. For introducing the resolution providing 
for an investigation into the circumstances attending the death of Jo- 
seph Hoffman, with especial reference to ascertaining whether he was 
killed because of the testimony he had given or was expected to give 
before a Senate committee, I have been charged by numerous Demo- 
cratic papers North and South with ‘‘flaunting the bloody shirt,” 
with being “narrow” and “‘sectidnal,’”’ and with being a ‘‘South 
hater,” 

I care nothing for that. That is now to be expected. I venture to 
say that whenever any one from this time forth in the Senate of the 
United States gives heed to any man’s petition alleging that he has 
been outraged in his rights of citizenship in any Southern State at a 
national election and raises his voice for investigation he will be de- 
nounced as narrow-minded and sectional and asa flaunter of the bloody 
shirt. That will deter no however, from the discharge of duty. 

The Senator from Texas [Mr. Cox] said the other day in substance, 
“Let us alone; what we want is to be let alone.” That was the cry 
of the South once before. AN we want is what we are entitled to have, 
and that is that every man in the United States who is entitled under 
the Constitution of the United States to vote and to exercise the rights 
of American citizenship pertaining to the elective franchise, whether 
he lives in Texas or in Louisiana or in Wisconsin, shall exercise the 
right undisturbed and undismayed, 

Js that asking too much? Bloody shirt, forsooth! We are not 
talking about the war. I hear nothing said about the war here. This 
is currrent; this is something that is happening now, which we were 


charged to investigate, and which the resolution pending before the 
Senate provides for investigating. ‘‘ It is a condition which confronts 
us. ” 


Shall we be deterred from listening to such voices as Joe Hoffman’s 
because these Senators say ‘‘ You are preventing the return of fra- 
ternal feeling?’? For myself I say no, Mr. President. The Republic- 
an party has accepted the results of the war. The people of the North 
have accepted the results of the war. The South piled a mountain of 
debt upon our people and they are cheerfully paying it, and have been 
for over a score of years. You never hear a grumble or a whimper 
about its amount, nor a word about its origin. 

They filled the land with the graves of our citizens and friends. We 
walk quietly among them and strew them with flowers, with sorrowing 
hearts, from which the bitterness is quite gone. That wrong was long 
ago forgiven, evidenced by due form of law, representing the sentiment 
of the Northern people, 

The Executive Departments and the foreign service contain a great 
number of those who served against the Union. We do not like it, in 
Jarge part because of the methods by which the result has been brought 
about, and we shall prevent an early recurrence of it if we can. but 
our protest is a peaceful and a quiet one. In it there is nothing of 
violence. We all rejoice in a restored Union, in a people living under 
one Constitution. Weonly insist that that Constitution shall be every- 
where obeyed, and the rights which it guaranties everywhere recog- 
nized and observed. ` 

The only men I know of in this country who have not accepted the 
results of the war are our friends from the South. It is not the people 
of the North. One ofthe results of the war, whether a wise one or an 
unwise one, was that the male negro of proper age should have the 
right to vote. It was given him by the Constitution. The South has 
to all intents and purposes deprived him of it. Itis useless to attempt 
to deny it. It is vain in reply toit to talk about the purchase of votes 
in Rhode Island. The Senators from Rhode Island can take care of 
that charge when they are present. The vote of the Southern Repub- 
lican has disappeared. The negro has ceased in the last few years to 
cast his vote and have it counted. His citizenship, new born and 
highly prized, is barren of fruitage for him, except of bitterness. 
Where has that ballot gone? Has the negro become a Democrat? 
Nobody can pretend it. Has he grown weary of the ballot? Who so 
woa as to claim that? Itis not consistent with the characteristics of 
the race, : 

The negro, just brought out from bondage into the light of freedom, 
placed beside his master in respect of legal rights with the great badge 
of sovereignty, the ballot, in his hand, told by the Constitution that 
he had a right to walk beside his old master and overseer up to the 
polls and deposit his vote as a citizen of the United States, was as proud 
of it as any human being could be of a kingly crown. Has he grown 
tired of it, as a child wearies of a toy, and cast it aside? Who believes 
it? No man who stops to think. 

What has become of that ballot? Thirteen or more large volumes 
printed by the Government, filled with testimony taken during a series 
of years by direction of Congress, of outrage piled upon outrage, mas- 
sacre piled upon massacre, fraud upon fraud, explain why it is that the 
colored vote of the South is gone. ‘‘There is little violence now,” it 
san “The cases are only sporadic; all is quiet, and peace reigns.” 

eace ! á 
He makes a solitude, and calls it—peaco, 


Years of intimidation and fraud and wrong have done their work 


and accomplished their purpose. How long is this to last? The Sen- 


ator from Mississippi [Mr. WALTHALL]—and I know of no man who 
has more thoroughly my respect and my admiration for every manly 
quality—made a speech the other day upon the subject, temperate, 
dignified, and eloquent; but he who I believe would willingly deny to 
no man his rights was bound to say, practically—I do not attempt to 
give his language—that where the negroes are in a majority, and voting 
would elect their tickets, white or black, the superior race, the white 
race, will not yield to that result, 

That is what we are told, also, by the Senators from Texas and Loui- 
siana. What does it mean in its full significance? This at least: That 
the Constitution which gives the negro the right to vote is to be nul- 
lified, is to go for nothing wherever that vote is such that if cast and 
counted it would be potential. It means the systematic and avowed 
continuance of denial, by force where it is necessary, by threats where 
they will answer, by fraud where that is adequate, of rights given by 
the Constitution as plainly as the right to trial by jury, or the right 
to the free and unrestricted worship of God. 

I admit it is in some of its aspects a delicate, difficult, and troublous 
problem. But it isa mistake to suppose that it is a matter of purely 
local concern which affects simply the people of the South. We of the 
North have great, almost vital interest in it. Before the war three- 
fifths only of the negroes entered into the basis of representation. 
Now, under the new order of things, they are all counted. It was in- 
evitable that the elevation of the negro to the plane of citizenship 
shoald bring about a corresponding enlargement in the Southern basis 
of representation. No man for a moment could suppose that that in- 
crease in -the basis would ever have been granted except as the natural 
concomitant of negro suffrage. The Southern States receive, by reason 
of the change in the basis of representation, born out of the enlarged 
suffrage, additional representation in the House of Representatives and 
the electoral college. Without those members the political complexion 
of the House of Representatives to-day would be different. Without 
those additional votes in the electoral college the political complexion 
of the Administration would be different, 

To wield the increased power growing out of the enlarged representa- 
tion, granted solely upon the enlarged suffrage, and to deny the right 
of suffrage is utterly indefensible from any standpoint, and has relation 
not simply to the local affairs of the South, but it is a matter of vital 
consequence to the whole people. ‘Thus it comes about that by reason 
of systematic denial of constitutional right, by methods which I will 
not elaborate, for they are familiar to the country, our friends from the 
South have disproportionate power in the Government, in the Halls of 

and in the Electoral College. When the North protestsagainst 
this inequality it is not a good answer to say that it is a ‘‘race issue,” 
and that the white race, whatever comes, will rule. This is simply an 
assertion of the right of minority rale, and that I charge to be its effect 
in the Government to-day. We are told that it is to be permanent, at 
any rate so long as the colored and white Republicans together con- 
stitute, where their votes are cast and counted, a majority. 

I do not know, sir, how long the people of the North will be willing 
to tolerate this condition of affairs, but I undertake to say that they 
will not tolerate it always; thatit will bring in time a condition of pub- 
licsentimentat the North which will solidify the Northagainst the South 
until this inequality is removed, and that the time will come, however 
unpopular it may be to-day insome quarters, when one standing in the 
Senate of the United States, or elsewhere, and protesting against intimi- 
dation, fraud, and outrage in the South, which deprives the negro of his 
vote, and at thesame timegives to the South this disproportionate power 
in the Government, will not be put down in public estimation by denun- 
ciation, ot by the cry of ‘* bloody shirt,” ‘‘ South hater,” or the assertion 
that it is a matter of purely local concern. I deny that it is a matter 
of local interest simply whether every man who has a right to vote in 
Texas for member of Congress is permitted to vote or not. The people 
of Wisconsin are interested in it. It is not simply a matter of interest 
to Georgia whether afew people there may elect more members of Con- 
gress than the great mass of people in the State from which I come. 

This is not simply a matter of justice to the negro; it is a matter of 
justice to the North; it is a matter of maintaining constitutional 
equality among the States, and a matter that affects the interests of 
the whole people, and that goes to the foundation of our system of gov- 
ernment. This attempt to extinguish upon the race plea, orany other, 
the exercise of the right by the colored man or the white Republican, 
clearly possessed under the Constitution, to vote as he chooses, and to 
have his vote counted as cast, and returned as counted, is an outrage 
not simply upon the negro, but itis a crime against the North and 
against our system of government. If the suffrage be not kept pure 
and free the blood of our body-politic is poisoned. ‘This condition will 
bring trouble in the South itself in the not distant future, of a serious 
kind, not pleasant to contemplate. 

Mr. President, this bold proclamatiom-of intention to deny in any 
section of the country rights conferred by the Constitution is not likely 
to be of other than deleterious influence in for and observance 
of the law generally, ‘Those who habitually and with impunity dis- 
regard, by force and otherwise, rights as sacred as the right to vote are 


t 


9008 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SEN ATE. 


‘SEPTEMBER 27, 


likely to lose respect for other rights and to hold in diminishing rever- 
ence the majesty of the law. 

Call this partisan speech, if it be agreeable so todo. Appeal, by 
way of foil to it, to the desire of our great cities for Southern trade. 
I prophesy that the time will come, and is not far distant, if it be not 
already here, when this question of constitutional rights, of fair play 
and justice, so dear to the people of the United States will be deemed 
of greater worth and higher importance than any question or consid- 
eration of trade between the sections or of politics. 

I think the assault which we are now endeavoring to meet upon the 
industries of the United States and the interests of labor, and upon 
the industrial independence of this country, to be due largely to this 
disproportionate power exercised by the South in the affairs of this 
Government. It is this that brings abont the singular fact that the 
great State of Texas, not distinguished especially for its manufactures 
certainly, though it may be for its hides and: some other things, fur- 
nishes to the country a chairman of the committee on Ways and Means, 
and that so many of his confréres upon that potential committee rep- 
resent States not distinguished atall for great manufacturing interests, 
or for the dignified and prosperous labor which pervades the North. 
The singular fact that gives Arkansas a representative upon that com- 
mittee and leaves New York without one is marked evidence of the un- 
due power exerted by the South in the Government to-day, because of 
the extinction of the negro vote. 

Mr. President, I did not intend or expect, as I stated at the outset, 
to be drawn into this debate to-day at all. Ihad not intended when 
the resolution should be reported from the committee, providing for 
an investigation into the circumstances attending the death of Joseph 
Hoffman, to occupy the time of the Senate in further debate upon the 
Washington County election of 1886, but I have felt called upon, partly 
by what the Senator from Texas has deemed it proper for him to say, 
although I think some of his utterances were discourteous and, so far 
as I am concerned, gratuitous, and y because of the manner of his 
speech, to ask the attention of the Senate for a few moments. My ob- 
servations have been desultory and have taken more time than I in- 
tended. I make no apology for it, however, as I know of no subject 
more entitled to attention. 

Mr. COKE. Mr. President, the facts alleged against Texas are the 
transactions in Washington and Fort Bend Counties. The Senator from 
Wisconsin makes no explanation of the Fort Bend County transaction. 
He bases his entire remarks upon the transactions in Washington 
County. 

Me SPOONER. Will the Senator allow me? 

Mr. COKE. Certainly. 

Mr. SPOONER. I have not investigated the Fort Bend transaction. 
I have made no argument in the Senate now or at any other time about 
the Fort Bend transaction. I have simply confined myself to the sub- 
ject-matter which was committed to me and to other Senators by the 
Senate. 

Mr. COKE. The Senator has confined himself to the Washington 
County transaction. Icallattention again to the fact that the indictment 
of the State of Texas by the Republican convention at Fort Worth, 
which adjourned about three days ago, is confined to transactions al- 
1 to have occurred in Fort Bend and Washington Counties. No 
allegation of any charge is made as to any other county than those two. 

For the purpose of showing that the negroes who were hanged were 
justifiable, and therefore thatit was very much more criminal conduct 
on the part of the mob who hanged them, the Senator has asserted that 
they were justifiable in killing Bolton, because he says Bolton went to 
the polls armed and disguised. 

Mr. SPOONER. I assume that the Senator would not willingly 
misrepresent me. 

Mr. COKE. I will not. 

Mr. SPOONER. I have never admitted for one moment, because I 
regard the testimony as clear and overwhelming upon the subject, that 
the three negroes who were hanged had anything whatever to do with 
the killing of Bolton any more than the Senator from Texas had. I 
asserted this, and I assert it again, I believe Bolton was killed, as the 
district attorney says he was, by Polk Hill, who is in jail under in- 
dictment. He has been tried once, I think, and the jury disagreed, 
and he is to be tried again. I justified on a former occasion the killing 
of Bolton upon my understanding of the testimony that he went there 
armed to interrupt the count, and to demand the ballot-box and the 
tally-list. I justify it now. 

Mr. COKE. Mr. President, standing here as a Senator of the United 
States from Texas, I put my assertion as to what that testimony means 
against the assertion of the Senator from Wisconsin, and I do say that 
the proof shows conclusively, the weight and bulk and mass of the 
proof, that Bolton was unarmed; that he was undisguised; that he sim- 
ply went to the poll ashe had a right to do, and was shot down by this 
negro, Polk Hill, and that other negroes who were there, and three of 
whom were hung, were accessories to the crime. 

Mr. SPOONER. Will the Senator allow me to ask him a question? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Texas yield 
to the Senator from Wisconsin? 


Mr. COKE. I did not interrupt the Senator. I will yield to him 
this time, but not again. 

Mr. SPOONER. I do not mean to— ; 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Texas yields. 

Mr. SPOONER. The Senator says he puts his statement of the tes- 
timony against mine. That of course he has a right to do, and that of 
course I expected him to do and I am willing he should do. I should 
like to ask him what he has to say about the testimony of Bolton’s 
father, referred to in the districtattorney’s communication, and also 
about the statement of the district attorney and his assistant? 

Mr. COKE. Iwas going to refer to that, With regard to the state- 
ment of Bolton’s father that young Bolton had a handkerchief tied 
around his neck, that he had a slicker on, anybody who could manu- 
facture those facts into a circumstance of suspicion against Bolton is 
certainly of an exceedingly suspicious nature. 

Mr. SPOONER. Then [submit the Senator ought to secure the re- 
moval of that district attorney as incompetent. 

Mr. COKE. The proof is here in thiseecord that the night was cold 
enough for an overcoat. Two witnesses testified to that. Oneof them 
testified that he carried the eg sori of one of the men who was at the 
polls to him, and was‘ told to bring his overcoat with him. Another 
witness swears that when the shooting occurred he was lying on an 
overcoat asleep. 

Nothing is more common in the South than for one of these slickers, 
as they are called—they are wet-weather overcoats, that is all—to 
be worn by people. There is nothing more common; and as for Bolton 
having a handkerchief tied around his neck, it isa very common habit 
among laboring people to attire themselves in that way. Is it suspi/ 
cious that a man should have a handkerchief tied around hisneck? Is 
it suspicious that he should have an overcoat on when others found it 
cold enough for an overcoat that same night?, Yet those two facts sre 
adverted to by the Senator from Wisconsin as evidence that Bolton was 
there armed and disguised. 

I assert the fact to be—and because it has to rest on the assertion of 
either the Senator from Wisconsin or myself is certainly not my fault, 
because he belongs to the committee which has charge of the testi- 
mony, and he should have it on every Senator’s desk—I assert the fact to 
be that the testimony proves conclusively that Bolton was murdered 
by a negro, and that the negroes hung were most probably accessories 
to the fact before and after. I do not justify the taking out and hang- 
ing of these negroes in Brenham. It ought not to have been done; 
but it was done by a mob who were moved to do it, not because of any 

litical reason, not to subserve any political purpose, bat because 

ton had been murdered in cold blood by this negro, Polk Hill, and 
the others were along with him. 

I say that is the fact. I have here a volume of the testimony, one 
that I procured from the Senator from Alabama (Mr. Puau], who is 
a member of the committee, and it is through his grace alone that I 
have any of the testimony. I have it here before me, and I shall ask, 
unless the Senator from Wisconsin will agree that it shall be inserted 
in my remarks, that the proceedings of the coroner’s inquest in regard 
to the killing of Mr. Bolton be read by the Secretary. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. If there be no objection it will be so 
ordered. The Chair hears no objection. 

The matter referred to is as follows: 


PROCEEDINGS OF THE CORONER'S INQUEST IN REGARD TO THE KILLING oF W, 
D. BOULTON. 


County OF WASHINGTON, State of Texas : 

An inquest taken -the 3d day of November, A. D. 1886, at R, T. Flewellen’s 
residence in said county of Washington, before J. A. Vernon, justice of peace 
of said county, “pon the view of the dead body of W. D. Boulton, by William 
Ford, J. T. Lots, M. A. McCalip, S.H. Hatfield, John Alexander, 8S. T. Aubrey, 

and lawful jurors of said county, who, being in due form sworn, say that 

the said W. D. Boulton came to his death at about 11 o'clock p. m. by a shotgun 
wound in the hands of Poke Hill. and further believe that Chad Felder, Will- 
iam Davis, John Glass, Felix Kinlow, Stewart Jones, and Ande Hays, and Ste- 
phen Jackson were accessories to the killing of deceased; and further believe 
that deceased came to his death by the advice of Ed. Lockett. 

J. A. VERNON, 

J. P. Precinct No. 1, Washington County, Texas, 
W. G. FORD, 


S. T. AUBREY. 
H. H. HATFIELD, 
T, LO 


J. T, TT. 
J. R. ALEXANDER. 
M, A, McCALIP. 


[No.1.—Testimony of William Davis, duly sworn.) 

I, William Davis, was sitting near the house of R,T. Flewellen, by a tree, and 
heard two reports of a shotgun and a noise in the house. Going up to the house, 
I saw Poke Hill coming out of the door of said house, saying, ‘I have killed two 
men and my gun is empty; Davis,give me your gun,” There was here five 
men with shotguns, with the names of John Glass, Felix Kenlow, Poke Hill, 
Stewart Jones, Ande Hays, all colored men, Stephen Jackson told us, “if we 
want a gun to goand get mine.” This happened on the 2d day of November, 
1886, 


WM. (his x mark) DAVIS. 
[No, 2.—Testimony of Alfred Jones, sworn.]} 

Mr. Ed. Lockett told me, “It is our duty to guard this box at R. T. Flewel- 
len’s place,” and thror the advice of Mr. Ed Lockett, John Glass, Ande Hays, 
Felix Kenlow, Poke Hill, and William Davis came here with shotguns. I id 
not hear of any threats to intimidate any person on the | dpogni on the 2d day 
of November, 1880, ALFRED (his x mark) JONES, 
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[No. 3.—Testimony of A. H. Rogers, duly sworn.] 

The first I know of it wasat about 11 o'clock p. m., while I was lying on my bed 
in the room where the election was held. To my recollection I saw Poke 
Hill, Ande Hays, and Felix Kenlow and Stewart Jones in the said room, but I 
did not see any guns in the room. I saw Poke Hill going out several times 
po to the shooting, but never after the shooting, on the 2d day of November, 


A. H. ROGERS. 


[No. 4.—Testimony of John Glass, duly sworn. ] 


I saw William Davis, Felix Kenlow, Poke Hill, Stewart Jones, Ande Hays 
with shotguns on the place of R. T. Fiewellen’s. The report of the shotgun 
woke me up, and I did not see anybody after the shooting, which happened 
about 11 o’clock p. m. on the 2d day of November, 1886. 

JOHN (his x mark) GLASS. 


(No. 5.—Testimony of Ande Hays, duly sworn.) 


I was in the room where the election was held, my gun was sitting on the 
Nery of the house; when the door south in room opened d , after’ 
te invited to come in, was shot directly after Poke Hill went out of the north 
door, his gun being out on the gallery; deceased came in quietly and said noth- 
ing about the box and was not disguised. The shooting took place on the 2d 
day of November, 1836. There was in the room Chad Felder, Felix Kenlow, 
Poke Hill, and Stewart Jones; I believe that Poke Hill is the man who done 
the shooting. Gunshot was fired in the north door, d killedin thesouth 
door, Iam satisfied that Poke Hill was the man, as he was standing in the 


door. 
ANDE (his x mark) HAYS. 


[No.6.—Testimony of Dick Robertson, duly sworn.] 


I was the presiding officer of the ballot-box on the R.T. Flewellen place on 
the 2d day of November, 1886. We were counting the votes when the shooting 


took place. Some one knocked on the door, and after being asked to come in, 


deceased was let in. The same time the door opened, Poke Hill, who was sit- 
ting in the room, got up and went to the opposite door, and a shotgun was fi 
bya gereake-colored person. I feel satisfied that a darkey of tne descrip- 
tion of Poke Hill did the shooting, unless somebody was standing behind the 
door; he had fully time to pick up a shotgun. e election was going on 
quietly and I deemed it not necessary to have any guards whatever on the 

und. At the time of the shooting there were in the room present Lewis 

‘ennington, Chad Felder, Tom Jones, Felix Kenlaw, and Ande Hays. 
J. R. ROBERTSON. 


(No. 7.—Testimony of William Cawse.] 


I was one of the clerks of election held on the place of R. T, Flewellen. There 
was in the room at the time of the shooting Felix Kenlaw, Ande Hays, Lewis 
Pennington, Chad Felder. The same time that the south door opened, Poke 
Hill left his seat and ran to the north door and opened the same door, and di- 
bere AS shot ee fired p acaey 323 fell to the floor. The election was quiet, 
an was not necessary ve any guards, 

WM, CAWSE, 


LNo. 8.—Testimony of Felix Kenlaw, duly sworn.) 


I was sitting in the room looking on. Poke Hill was sitting near me, and as 
soon as som y knocked on the door Poke Hill, who got up and ran to the 
opposite door, picked up his shotgun,which was out on the cae! Isaw him 
cocked the gun and shot the deceased, and I knew it was Poke Hill who did 
the merge 2 He told me himself that he had killed a man, and laughed when 
he said it. I was lying under the bed and could see plainly. ‘There was pres- 

ent in the room Ande Hays, Stewart Jones, William Cawse, Poke Hill, and the 

officers of the election, The shooting took place about 11 or 12 o'clock p. m., in 

the room of the house of R. T. Flewellen. The election was quiet and orderly. 
FELIX (his x mark) KENLAW. 


[No. 9.—Testimoriy of Lewis Pennington, duly sworn.] 


I was one of the judges of the election held on the 2d day of November, 1886. 
The election was going on quietly and orderly. I was busy counting votes 
when somebody knocked on the door; the same time Poke Hill got up from his 
seat and ran to the door. I do not know who did the shooting, which took 
place about 11 hacer? sire Outside the officers of the election, there were 
present in the room Felder, Ande Hays, Felix Kenlaw, and Poke Hill 


went out the door, 
LEWIS (his x mark) PENNINGTON, 
[No. 10—Testimony of Tom Jones, duly sworn.] 


Iwas one of the clerks of the election, sitting at the table with my back toward 
the south door. I saw Poke Hil! go to the north door before the south door 
opened. As soon as the door opened I turned my face, and saw a white man 
coming in the door with uplifted hands holding a pistol, and as soon as I saw 
the person I went out of the same door. I kaow t Poke Hill had a gun on 
the ground. There was present outside of the officers Chad Felder, Ande 
Hays, Poke Hill. The shooting took place on the 2d day of November, 1885, in 
the house of R. T. Flewellen. 

T. M. JONES, 


[Statement of Lewis Pennington, being re-examined. ] 
I did not see anybody coming in the door disguised with a pistol in hand. I 
was sitting close to the fire-place in plain view of the two doors. 
LEWIS (his x mark) PENNINGTON, 


(No. 11.—Testimony of Ephraim Jones, duly sworn.) 

I was taking supper to Jones and along with it a shotgun to guard the polls; 
then I went out and went to sleep on Joka Glass’s pisadas pe I never Noakes 
up till I heard two reports of ashotgun. I ran off around the house and made 
for home. There had shotguns in possession, William Davis, Felix Kenlaw, Poke 
Hill, Andy Hays, for the protection of the box under the advice of Chad Felder, 
The election was going on quietly. The shooting was done at abont 11 o'clock 
p.m., in the house of R.T. Flewellen, on the 2d day of November, 1885. 
EPHRAIM JONES. 


[No. 12.—-Testimony of Stephen Jackson, duly sworn.] 


I was on the election ground on the 2d day of November, 1888, and Alfred 
Jones and Poke Hill asked me for a pistol, but I declined it, but let Poke Hill 
have ny shotgun, losded, to keep the polls guarded. My gun was returned to 
me, both barrels empty, by Sallie Jones, wife of Oliver Jones. 

EPHRAIM (his x mark) JONES. 


This is to certify that this is a true and correct statement of the testimony 
given. . 
P. KUHNEL, Recorder, 


Tue Srate or Texas, County of Washington: 
I, C. F. Herbst, clerk of the district court of Washington County, Texas, do 
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hereby certify that the foregoing is a true and correct copy of the original in- 
quest papers in case of W. D. Bolton, deceased, now on file in said court. 

Given under my hand and the sea} of said court, at office: n Brenham, this 
5th day of February, A. D, 1837. 

[SEAL] C. F. HERBST, Clerk. 

Mr. COKE. If Bolton was murdered, as I honestly believe he was, 
as I believe the testimony shows he was, while it does not justify these 
men in taking these negroes out of jail and hanging them, it does re- 
move the deed from the category in which the Senator from Wisconsin 
has placed it, ihat of being a cold-blooded, premeditated murder for a 
political cause. Politics had nothing to do with it. These white men 
were incited by the brutal murder of Bolton, and they avenged him in 
this way. Polk Hill, the man who pulled the trigger and fired the 
gun that killed Bolton, is alive now. He was taken up to the Milam 
County. jail. The three men who were hanged, unfortunately were 
brought back to Brenham to be tried, and the authorities were mis- 
taken in supposing that the feeling against them had subsided. That 
is the statement of that transaction. 

Here is the platform of the Republican convention which met at Fort 
Worth three or four days ago, which charges the Fort Bend and the 
Washington County transactions as all the outrages they have to com- 
plain of in Texas, and I have stated the history of these, so that the 
Senate can see for itself whether they were Democratic outrages. 

The fact is patent, it stands out in bold relief, that no Republican 
was killed until Hoffman was killed, and that with Hoffman was also 
killed the leading Democrat of Washington County. 

No Republican was killed in Fort Bend County, but one Democrat 
was killed and another was attempted to be killed. Bolton was a 
white man and a Democrat, and he was murdered in Washington 
County. Hoffman was running on a ticket that the Democrats were 
friendly to, and he was sitting with Holt, the leading Democrat in the 
county, and was killed with Holt by the sameshot. That is the whole 
of it. 

With reference to the testimony of the district attorney and the coun- 
sel employed by the State, I know both of them well; they are both 
good men, both honest men, both honorable men; they are like all other 
lawyers, though. They have identified themselves with this case, and 
although they had two trials, presided over by a Republican judge and 
the law charged as strongly as it was possible to charge it against the 
prisoners, the theory of these gentlemen was reversed; it was denied 
in the verdict of the jury who acquitted the prisoners. They are not 
impartial witnesses; they are witnesses whose judgment can not be re- 
lied upon, because they have been heated up in the prosecution of the 
case, 

The Senator from Wisconsin makes divers and various charges against 
the people of the South, and especially against the people of Texas 
and the people of Washington County upon testimony which he does 
not exhibit here, upon private letters which he doubtless is not at lib- 
erty to exhibit. 

Mr. SPOONER. If the Senator will allow me—— 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Texas yield? 

Mr. COKE. Yes, sir. 

Mr. SPOONER, What I have said about this matter this afternoon 
was in reply to a review by the Senator from Texas of the testimony 
not before the Senate. I did not inaugurate it. I want to say in re- 
gard to the letter which the Senator says Iam not at liberty to ex- 
hibit, that I would exhibit it cheerfully if it were not for the fact that 
I fear it would cost the writer his life, and the writer fears it also. 

Mr. COKE. That is a sample of the way in which the people of 
my section of country are talked about. I have a letter in which the 
Senator’s name is called in connection with the eviction in the State 
of Iowa of families of poor helpless women and children, evictions that 
parallel in atrocity and circumstances of pathos any that,have ever 
occurred in Ireland. 

Mr. SPOONER. Mr. President—— 

Mr. COKE. I decline to be interrupted in the middle of a sentence. 
I say the Senator’s name is mentioned in that letter, but I do not con- 
demn the Senator upon it. I do not condemn the people of Iowa upon 
it, because men, women, and children were ejected from sections and 
quarter-sections and subdivisions of land at the suit of a great railroad 
corporation, land that they had occupied some of them for forty years, so 
this informant tells me, some of them for twenty years, and he gives an 
instance of a poor woman who saw everything she had in the world 
thrown into the road and her home of many years taken from her. 
She became insane, so this informant states, and now is in a lunatic 
asylum. He gives the facts. 

I do not use such a letter for the purpose of making allegations 
against the people of lowa or against the Senator from Wisconsin. 
would not doit. He has not hesitated to brand the people whom I 
have the honor to represent in a way that in my judgment would jus- 
tify me in using this letter for all it is worth. 

There is one thing, Mr. President, the people of the South have never 
done. They have never warred on women and children. They have 
never taken at the behest of railroad corporations the homes from 
women and children and left them in the public road to starve and 
freeze or take care of themselves. If the Senator desires to make an 
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issue, let him make it; I will meet him. He will find that there are 
blows to receive as wellastogive. Theslanders that have been hurled 
at the people I represent shall not go unanswered, for they are slanders, 
come from what source they may. 

Mr. SPOONER. Mr, President, we started in to debate the Texas 
outrages. Very much to my surprise, the result is a debate by the 
Senator from Texas upon what I suppose may be deemed the Spooner 
outrages. Ido not know to what the Senator from Texas alludes. I 
want to say, however, in regard to his speech, or that portion of it 
personal to myself, two things: In the first place, it will not divert the 
attention of the people of the United States from the outrages perpe- 
trated in Washington County, Texas, upon the ballot. The people will 
be too discriminating not to see thatit is a pettifogging effort to divert 
the attention of the jury from the trial of the case to something which 
does not relate to the case. 

In the next place I want to say—and I shall endeavor to keep myself 
entirely within parliamentary bounds, and if I shall succeed in doing 
that I will succeed where the Senator from Texas, with his greater 
age and his greater experience, has signally failed several times to- 
day—that the man outside of this Chamber who states that as counsel 
or as owner, directly or indirectly, in any way whatever, I was the in- 
strument of turning any man or woman in Iowa or out of Iowa from 
his or her land or from his or her cabin, whether a quarter-section or a 
quarter of an acre, is a liar. I say that of any man who makes that 
charge outside of the Senate. 

I suppose the Senator refers to the fact that after I became a member 
of the Senate I argued a cause in the Supreme Court by printed brief 
‘between the Chicago, Milwaukee and St. Paul Railway Company on 
the one hand and the Sioux City and St. Paul Railway Company on 
the other. I was employed to argue that cause before I was elected to 
the Senate or before I ever thought of being a candidate for the Sen- 
ate. It was nota controversy in which any individual was interested. 
It was not acontroversy in which the United States wasinterested. It 
was a controversy simply between two railway corporations as to which 
was entitled to overlapping lands. I di that duty. That 
ended my connection with that client, and Ihave never had from that 
day to this any professional connection with it or any knowledge of its 
litigation. > 

Mr. COKE. I desire to ask the Senator—— 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Wisconsin 
yield to the Senator from Texas? 

Mr. SPOONER. Certainly. 

Mr, COKE. I ask the Senator if it was not charged—I do not say 
that the Senator was counsel, I say that his name was mentioned in 
this letter—— 

Mr. SPOONER. In what? 

Mr. COKE. I say the Senator’s name was mentioned in the letter 
to which I have referred, and I ask the Senator if there was not a 
charge made in the State of Iowa that there was collusion between the 
two railroad companies, and that this collusion excluded the consid- 

*eration of questions that it was believed would redound to the interest 
of settlers on the land? I ask if that charge was not made? 

Mr. SPOONER. I do not know anything about what charge was 
made in the State of Iowa, and I do not know what was made 
in the letter to which the Senator refers. The Senator from Texas 
is at liberty to use any letter he has in his ion referring to me. 
I argued that cause in the Supreme Court of the United States and that 
ended my connection with the business. What has been done since in 
the way of evictions I know nothing whatever about. 

Mr. COKE. Lask the Senator if there were not charges of collusion 
between the counsel in the case which excluded questions in which the 
settlers were interested, and if a member of Congress from Iowa did 
not telegraph to Governor Larrabee to send the attorney-general of that 
State here to intervene and protect the rights of settlers against the 
collusion ? 

Mr. SPOONER. I know nothing about that. I know that a day 
or two after that cause was argued in the Supreme Court of the United 
States a falsehood and a slander a about my connection with it 
in relation to my discharge of duty in the Senate. In one of the news- 
papers published in the city of New York it was charged that I offered 
on the of the Senate and advocated an amendment for a client 
whom a day or two afterwards I represented in the Supreme Court of 
the United States. That charge was utterly false. I offered an amend- 
ment in the Senate under circumstances which rendered it necessary 
for me to do it for my opponent in that cause, for a railroad company 
in whose service I had never been a moment in my life, and I voted 
ag my client and fora bill which the then Senator from Minnesota, 

. McMillan, representing that interest, fought to the utmost of-his 
ability. Beyond that charge which was madein the newspaper, which 
was false and unjust in itself, and which was answered—— i 

Mr. COKE. I know nothing about that charge. 

Mr. SPOONER. Beyond that I know nothing about the matter to 
which the Senator refers. If anybody has been evicted in the State of 
Iowa, I suppose it has been in proceedings in the courts. I know noth- 
pan mse about any such matter. I never had any connection what- 
eyer it. 


While I have not been at all personal to the Senator from Texas, my 
relations with him have been entirely pleasant. I have simply at- 
tempted to do my duty in discussing questions which were involved in 
an investigation made by me in conjunction with other Senators under 
an order of the Senate; and while I regard his attempt in defense of the 
State of Texas as of a character to draw me personally into disrepute in 
the Senate or in the country, as of a character which outside of the Sen- 
ate I would denominate differently from what I would do here, I want 
to say to the Senator that he in part, as I have been informed—lI will 
not say it—— 

Mr, COKE. Say it, 

Mr. SPOONER. I have discussed this case upon its merits. 

Mr. COKE. Say it. 
gone SPOONER. I shall not go into personalities of the sort in the 

e, 

Mr. BUTLER. I move that the Senate adjourn. 

The motion was agreed to; and (at 5 o’clock and 50 minutes p. m.) 
the Senate adjourned until Monday, October 1, 1888, at 12 o’clock m. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
THURSDAY, September 27, 1888. 


The House met at 12 o'clock m. Prayer by Rev. J. A. Price, of 
Washington, D.C. . 

The Journal of the proceedings of yesterday was read and approved. 

MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 

A message from the Senate, by Mr. McCook, its Secretary, announced 
that the Senate had agreed to amendments of the House to bills of the 
following titles: j 

A bill (S. 249) to prevent the manufacture or sale of adulterated food 
or drugs in the District of Columbia; and 

A bill (S. 3168) regulating admissions to the institution of the As- 
sociation for Works of Mercy in certain cases, and for other purposes. 

The message also announced that the Senate had agreed to the fol- 
lowing concurrent resolutions of the House: 

A resolution for printing 5,000 copies of the report of Capt. M. A. 
Healy, of the United States revenue marine, upon the ‘cruise of the 
revenue-steamer Corwin in the Arctic Ocean in the year 1884; 

A resolution for printing 5,000 copies of the report of Capt. M. A. 
Healy, of the United States revenue marine, upon the cruise of the 
revenue-steamer Corwin in the Arctic Ocean in the year 1885; and 

A resolution for printing 3,000 copies of the report of Lieut. Charles 
C. Rogers, United States Navy, on the Panama Canal, 

‘The message also announced that the Senate had adopted the follow- 
ing resolutions; in which the concurrence of the House was requested: 

A resolution for printing 5,000 additional copies of the report of the 
Superintendent of the United States Coast and GeodeticSurvey for the 
year ending June 30, 1887; and 

A resolution for printing the reportof fhe Commissioner of Education 
for 1887 and 1888. 

The message also announced that the Senate had agreed to the addi- 
tional amendments of the House to the bill (H. R. 10060) p ibing 
the times for salesand for notice of salesof property in the District of Co- 
lumbia for overdue taxes, 

The message also announced that the Senate had non-concurred in 
the amendment of the House to the joint resolution (S. R. 110) in aid of 
the sufferers from yellow fever, asked a conference with the House on 
the disagreeing votes of the two Houses, and had appointed as conferees 
on the part of the Senate Mr. EDMUNDS, Mr. ALLISON, and Mr. COCK- 
RELL.” 

The message also announced that the Senate had passed, with amend- 
ments in which the concurrence of the House was requested, bills of 
the following titles: 

A bill i R. 4039) granting a pension to Mary A. Pfeiffer; 

A bill (H. R. 10881) granting a pension to ay: J. Cotner. 

The message also announced that the Senate passed bills of the 
following titles; in which the concurrence of the House was requested: 

A bill (S. 1839) for the relief of Daniel C. Rodman and others, sure- 
ties on the bond of Ozias Morgan; 

A bill (S. 2182) to amend sections 4488 and 4489 of the Revised Stat- 
utes requiring life-saving appliances on steamers; 

A bill (8. 3098) concerning the settlement of the boundary lines be- 
tween Connecticut and Rhode Island; 

A bill (S. 3124) creating three additional land offices in the State of 
Colorado; 

A bill (S. 3390) to create the Lincoln land district in the Territory 
of New Mexico; 

A bill (S. 3427) to amend section 4474 of the Revised Statutes of the 
United States; 

A bill (S. 3438) te refund illegal internal-revenue tax collected of the 
late Alexander W. Baldwin, as United States district judge for the dis- 
trict of Nevada; 

A bill (S. 704) granting a pension to Thomas Redmond, late private 
Company K, Fourth United States Infantry; 
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A pill (S. 1598) granting to Truman A. Morton a pension of $24 a 


A bill (S. 2363) for the relief of John W. Combs; 

A bill (S. 2374) for the relief of David Gray Purman; 

A bill (S. 2623) granting an increase of pension to James Patterson; 
A bill (S. 3104) granting an increase of pension to Albert H. Smith; 
A bill (8. 3387) granting a pension to Charles S. Hamilton; 

A bill (S. 3397) granting an increase of pension to Caroline M. Mc- 


Dougal; 
Abi (S. 3423) granting a pension to Irene Rucker Sheridan, widow 
of General P. H. Sheridan; 
ill (8. te granting a pension to Mary C. Thompson; 
. 3429) granting a pension to Maria N. Abbey; 
. see granting a pension to J. C, Haworth; 
A bill (8.3453) granting an increase of pension to Alfred T, McKin- 


sey; 

A bill (S. 3456) granting a pension to David O. Sanborn; 

A bill (8. ool granting a pension to Abigail Farley; 
A bill (S. 3462) granting a pension to John Watson; 
‘A bill (S. 3477) granting a pension to Minerva Griffith; 

A bill (S. 3479) granting a pension to Sarah J. Powers; 

A bill (S. 3492) granting a pension to John Parkinson; 

A bill (S. 3502) granting a pension to Juliana Roitsch; 

A bill (S. 3513) granting pensions to Powell’s Battalion of Missouri 
Mounted Volunteers; and 

A bill (S. 3540) granting a pension to Mary P, Myers. 

The message also announced that the Senate had passed without 
amendment bills of the following titles: 

A bill (H. R. 200) granting a pension to Walter O. Watson; 

A bill (H. R. on} granting a pension to Edward Waters; 

A bill (H. R. 508) granting a pension to Sarah F. Hawkins; 

A bill tH. R. 968) granting a pension to H. S. Sayre; 

H. R. 1085) granting a pension to Thomas Rains; 

. R. 2073) granting an increase of pension to Daniel Will- 


(H. R. 2120) granting a pension to Elizabeth Evans; 
+. ae granting a pension to George Rhody; 
. R. 2471) granting a pension to Anna M. Noyes; 
. R. 2472) granting a pension to Lydia A. Eaton; 
A bill E R. anes granting a pension to Joseph Lincoln Young; 
A bill (H. R. 2566) for the relief of Phillip Kopplin; 
A bill (H. R. 2689) granting a pension to Johanna Geyer, widow of 
Gustav W. Geyer; 
A bill (H. R. pid granting a pension to J. W. Leight; 


A bill (H. R. 2788) granting a pension to Lieut. George T. Russell; 

A bill (H. R. 3152) for the relief of Arlington M. Harrington; 

A bill ea R. 3504) for the relfef of John German; 

A bill (H. R. 3801) granting a pension to Nelson J. Crook; 

A bill eG R. 3908) increasing the pension of Jesse L. Garrett; 

A bill (H. R. 4038) granting a pension to Victor, Gertrude, Marga- 
ret, and Helen, minor children of Lieut. George R. McGuire; 

A bill ie R. 4102) granting a pension to Mary A. Carr; =, 

A bill (H. R. 4820) granting a pension to Ellen Kelley; 

A bill (H. R. 5174) granting a pension to Statira Young; 

A bill E R. 5193) granting an increase of pension to Benjamin 
Franklin; 

A bill (H. R. 5740) granting a pension to Anson Ward; 

A bill (H. R. 6022) granting a pension to Smith Bodkins; 

A bill (H. R. 6201) granting a pension to John Robeson; 

A bill (H. R. 6309) for the relief of Mary A. Covey; 

A bill (H. R. 6409) for the relief of Perry R. Nye; 

A bill (H. R. ee ting a pension to Samuel Neikirk; 

A bill (H. R. 7410) for the relief of settlers upon Old Camp Sheri- 
dan military reservation; à 


A bill (H. R. 7457) granting a pension to Eleanor D. Heath; 
A bill (H. R. 7485) granting a pension to Mrs. Susan V. Wilcox, 
mother of Martin V. Wilcox; 
| _, A bill (H. R. 7657) granting a pension to Mary Woodworth, widow 
of Ebenezer F. Woodworth; 
. R. 7912) for the relief of Frances P, Vernon; 
eh jae granting a pension to Lydia Ann Wilber 
. R. 8553) granting a pension to Arabella Davis; 
. R. 8748) to increase the pension of Richard Jobes; ` 
. R. 8993) for the relief of Shadrack W. Brown; 
. R. 9106) granting a pension to Peter Liner; 
. R. 9148) to grant a pension to Jane Robinson; 
. R. 9169) granting a pension to Tempy M. Johnston; 
. R. 9182) granting a pension to Ransom Riley; 
. R. 9341) granting a pension to Mrs. Dulcena Noel; 
. R. 9358) to increase the pension of Rosalie O'Sullivan; 
- R. 9370) granting a pension to Susan Bates, widow of 
Thomas Bates, late private Company A, Twenty-sixth Regiment, Mich- 
igan Volunteers; 
A bill (H. R. 9371) granting a pension to Betsey Williams, widow of 
wiam R. Williams, private Company C, Eighth Regiment Michigan 
olunteers; 


A bill (H. R. 9719) for the relief of Thomas Shackelford; 
A bill (H. R. 9862) granting a pension to Benjamin F. Bair; 
A bill (H. R. 9935) to increase the pension of Isaac Hurd; 
A bill (H. R. 9975) granting a pension to Joseph Welsh; 
A bill (H. R. 10007) for the relief of Henry Rose; 7 
A bill (H. R.-10017) granting a pension to Samuel Anderson; 
A bill (H. R. 10103) granting a pension to William Fairbanks; 
A bill (H. R. 10106) to place the name of Matilda Spangler on the 
pension-roll; 
10121) granting a pension to Sarah A. Mason; 
. 10122) granting a pension to Margaret Quinton; 
H. R. 10159) granting a pension to Jenny Buell; 
H. R. ais granting 2 pension to Rachel Rogers; á 
H 10173) granting a pension to Catharine Mulligan; 
A bill (H 10210) to increase the pension of Philip Thomas; 
A bill (H. R. 10224) granting a pension to Elias H. Hall; 
A bill (H. R. 10241) increasing the pension of Richard Porter; 
A bill (H. R. 10245) granting an increase of pension to Hannibal 
Kimball; 
A bill (H. R. 10256) to place the name of Lucy Wagor, of Hillsdale, 
Mich., on the pension-roll; 
A bill (H. R. 10258) to place the name of Cyrus Millins, of Ogden 
Centre, Mich., on the pension-roll; 
A bill a R. 10274) granting a pension to Joseph W. Filler; 
A bill (H. R. 10342) granting a pension to John Dauper; 
A bill (H. R. 
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10504) granting a pension to Mary Hooper; 
10563) granting a pension to William 8. Latham; 
permed granting a pension to Washington Ryan; 
10661) granting a pension to Mrs. Sophia Vogelsang; 
A bill (H. R. 10672) granting a pension to Mighill H.*Patten; 
A bill t R. 10687) granting a pension to Charles Junot; 
H. R. 10705) granting a pension to Mary L. Tanner; 
. 10708) granting a pension to Jane E. Knoble; 
. R. 10738) to increase the pension of George C., Quick; 
. R. 10824) granting a pension to Mary A. Van Buskirk; 
A bill (H. R. 10827) for the relief of Catharine Teegardin; 
aoe . R, 10907) granting a pension to Henry Mitchell Young- 
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A bill a R. 10944) granting a pension to Victoria May; 

A bill (H. R. 11005) granting a pension to Ester Gaven; 

A bill (H. R. 11021) to increase the pension of Charles Hahneman; 

A bill (H. R. 11029) for the relief of Mary Vanbuskirk; 

A bill (H. R. 11030) granting a pension to Susan E. Latture; 

A bill (H. R. 11057) granting a pension to Margaret Gray; 

A bill (H. R. 11222) granting a pension to Elizabeth Heckler; 

A bill (H. R. 11243) granting a pension to Mary E. McQueen; and 

A bill (H. R. 11332) granting a pension to Eliza 8. Glass, 

The message also announced that the Senate had passed with amend- 
ments House bills of the following titles; asked a conference with the 
House on said bills and amendments, and had appointed as conferees 
on the part of the Senate Mr. DAWES, Mr. JONES, of Arkansas, and 
Mr. STOCKBRIDGE: 

A bill (H. R. 6612) to grant right of way through the Indian Terri- 
tory to the St. Louis and San Francisco Railway Company, and for other 


urposes; 
$ A bill (H. R. 7186) to authorize the Leavenworth and Rio Grande 
Railway Company to construct and operate a railway through the In- 
dian Territory, and for other purposes; and 

A bill (H. R. 7843) granting to Citrous Water Company rightof way 
across Papago Indian reservation in Maricopa County, Arizona. 

The message also announced that the Senate insisted on its amend- 
ments, disagreed to by the House, to the bill (H. R. 10896) making ap- 
propriations to supply deficiencies in the appropriations for the fiscal 
year ending June 30, 1888, and fór prior years, and for other purposes, 
agreed to the conference asked by the House on the disagreeing votes 
of tho two Houses, and had appointed as conferees on the part of the 
Senate Mr. HALE, Mr. ALLISON, and Mr. CocKRELL. * 


ISAIAH FULLER. 


The SPEAKER laid before the House a letter from the Acting At- 
torney-General, recommending the appropriation of $301.50 in favor of 
Isaiah Fuller; which was referred to the Committee on Appropriations. 


ACCOUNTS OF UNITED STATES ATTORNEYS. 


The SPEAKER also laid before the House a letter from the Acting 
Attorney-General, asking an appropriation to pay certain accounts of 
United States attorneys; which was referred to the Committee on Ap- 
propriations. 

RE-ENTRY OF HOMESTEADS. 

The SPEAKER laid before the House the bill (S. 3559) to amend 
section 2304 of the Revised Statutes of the United States, to allow per- 
sons who have abandoned or relinquished their homestead entries to 
make another entry. 

Mr. MCRAE. Mr. Speaker, I ask leave to consider that bill now. 
This measure passed the House substantially in the general bill, and 
I hope consent will be given to take up the Senate bill and pass it. 


CONGRESSIONAL 


The SPEAKER. The bill will be read, after which the Chair will 
ask for objection. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Mr, Speaker, to avoid the consumption of time, I 
ask the gentleman to allow that bill to remain on the table until to- 
morrow morning, as I wish to look at it in the mean time. 

Mr. MCRAE. Very well. 

The SPEAKER. Without objection the bill will be held for the 
present. 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 

MONUMENT AT SARATOGA. 

The SPEAKER laid before the House Senate bill 3460,appropriating 
$10,000 for the completion ofa monument to commemorate thesurrender 
of Burgoyne at Saratoga; which wasreada first and second time, referred 
tothe Committee on the Library, and ordered to be printed. 

LEAVE OF ABSENCE. 

By unanimous consent, leave of absence was granted as follows: 

To Mr. BoorHMAN, indefinitely, on account of important business. 

To Mr. OWEN, for ten days, on account of important business, 

To Mr. PENINGTON, for one week, on account of important busi- 
ness. 

To Mr. Funston, indefinitely, on account of important business, 

To Mr. ENLOF, indefinitely, on account of important business. 

To Mr. Hoag, indefinitely, on account of important business. 

To Mr. Berry, for this day, on account of private business. 

ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 

Mr. KILGORE, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, reported that 
the committee had examined and found duly enrolled bills of the fol- 
lowing titles; when the Speaker signed the same: 

A bill (S. 1591) granting an increase of pension to Madison M. Mere- 
dith; 


A bill (S. 1101) granting a pension to Rachel A. Sinkinson; 
A bill (S. 1582) for the relief of the estate of Lucien Gougan; 
A bill fs 145) for the relief of Edward Braden and Job W. Angus; 
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A bill (S. 1500) granting a pension to Margaret M. Miller; 

A bill (S. 1044) authorizing the Secretary of the Treasury to state 
and settle the account of James M. Wilbur with the United States, and 
to pay said Wilbur such sum of money as may be found due him 
thereon; 

A bill (S. 2201) for the relief of Laura E. Maddox, widow and ex- 
ecutrix, and Robert Morrison, executor of Joseph H. Maddox, de- 


j ? 

A bill (S. 1668) for the relief of A. M. Woodruff; 

A bill (S. 3471) to authorize the construction of bridges across the 
Kentucky River, and its tributaries, by the Louisville Southern Rail- 
road Company; 

A bill (S. 1958) granting an increase of pension to Eleanor B. Good- 
fellow; 

A bill (S. 2711) restoring Phebe McLaughlin to the pension-roll; 

A bill (S. 2720) granting a pension to John B. Ross; 

A bill (S. 2836) granting a pension to William E. Taylor; 

A bill (S. 3276) granting restoration of pension to Sarah A. Wood- 


bridge; 
A bill (S. 3125) restoring the right of pre-emption to Alfonzo Rob- 
erts; 


3 
A bill (S. 320) for the relief of John D. Adams; 
A bill (S. 2887) granting a pension to George H. Johnson; 
A bill (S. 2838) granting an increase of pension to Betsy A. Mower; 
A bill (S. 2675) granting an increase of pension to Lieut. James R. 


Durham; 

A bill (S. 2411) for the relief of C. A. Williams and others; 

A bill (S. 2346) granting increase of pension to Jennie Hart Mul- 
lany; and 

r bill (S. 937) for the relief of David L. Brainard and others. 

SUNDRY CIVIL APPROPRIATION BILL. 

Mr. BURNES. Mr. Speaker, as a privileged question I call up the 
conference report on the sundry civil appropriation bill. The report 
was read yesterday and has been printed. And on that I demand the 
previous question. 

Mr, PLUMB. I rise to make a parliamentary inquiry. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. PLUMB. I desire to know whether the report is subject to 
amendment, 

The SPEAKER. Conference reports are not subject to amendment. 

The previous question was ordered; and under the operation thereof 
the report was adopted. 

Mr. BURNES moved to reconsider the vote by which the conference 
report was adopted; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be 
laid on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

MONUMENT AT TRENTON, N. J. 

, Mr. LEHLBACH. I ask unanimous consent to consider the bill (S. 
599) in regard to a monumental column to commemorate the battle of 
Trenton, in the State of New Jersey, and appropriating $30,000, which 
I send to the Clerk’s desk. 


RECORD—HOUSE. SEPTEMBER 27, 


The SPEAKER. The bill will be read, after which the Chair will 
ask for objection. 

The bill was read at length for information. 

Mr. KILGORE. I demand the regular order. 

Mr. STONE, of Kentucky. I ask unanimous consent—— 

TheSPEAKER. The gentleman from Texas has demanded the regu- 
lar order, which is the call of committees for reports, and that cuts off 
all requests for unanimous consent, unless the demand for the regular 
order be withdrawn. 

ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


Mr. BLOUNT. Task unanimous consent to dispense with the call 
of the committees and that members having reports be permitted to file 
them with the Clerk. 

Mr. WHITE, of NewYork. As the regular order has been demanded, 
is it in order to dispense with the call of the committees? 

The SPEAKER, The Chair will state that it is the custom when 
the regular order is demanded to proceed with it, and the regular order 
now is the call of committees for reports. The gentleman from Georgia 
[Mr. BLOUNT] asks to dispense with that, and that gentlemen may file 
their reports with the Clerk. ` 

The gentleman asks unanimous consent to dispense with the regular 
order. Is there objection? 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 

RELIEF OF GAUGERS. 

Mr. HENDERSON, of North Carolina, from the Committee on the 
Judiciary, reported back with amendment the bill (H. R. 11397) for the 
relief of certain gaugers and other internal-revenue employés who have 
been assigned to duty and have rendered service before the date of 
their qualification; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole 
House on the state of the Union, and, with the accompanying report, 
ordered to be printed. 

The SPEAKER. The hour for the consideration of bills commences 
at nineteen minutes past 12 o’clock. 


BONDS OF DISBURSING OFFICERS, ETC, 


Mr. TOWNSHEND. The Military Committee, I believe, would have 
the right to complete the consideration of bills reported yesterday. 

The SPEAKER, TheClerk will report the pending bill. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

A bill (H. R, 8873) in relation to bonds of disbursing officers and to monthly 
payments of the Army, with amendments by the Senate, 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. I will state that I am authorized by the com- 
mittee to request non-concurrence in the Senate amendment and ask a 
conference. A 

Mr. HOLMAN. Whatis the amendment? 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. Itis not an important one, simply a matter of 
detail. ` 

The SPEAKER. ‘The Chair is advised from the Clerk’s desk that 
this bill is in the hands of the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. The Committee on Military Affairs has au- 
thorized a report. 

Th@SPEAKER. It can only be considered by unanimous consent. 
The rule of the House is that this hour is set apart for the considera- 
tion of bills reported on a previous day. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. Then I ask to withdraw the bill and surrender 
the hour. I believe it is not in order to substitute another bill. 

TheSPEAKER. It is not. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. Then I withdraw the bill. 

RAILWAY MAIL SERVICE, 

Mr. BLOUNT. I call up House bill No. 4930, relating to the railway 
mail service, and, for the purpose of saving time, I move that the House 
resolved itself into Committee of the Whole on the state of the Union 
for the purpose of considering the bill. 

The motion was to. 

The House accordingly resolved itself into Committee of the Whole, 
Mr. RICHARDSON in the ir. 

The CHAIRMAN. ‘The House is now in Committee of the Whole on 
the state of the Union for the purpose of considering the bill indicated 
by the gentleman from Georgia. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, eic., That the Postmaster-General may appoint and assign to duty 
one general superintendent to superintend the railway mail service, who shall 
be paid a salary of dollarsa year; one assistant general superintendentof 
railway mail service, who shall be paid asalary of $3.500a year; eleven division 
superintendents of railway mail service, who shall each be paid a salary of $2,500a 

ear; one chief clerk of railway mail service, to be employed in the Post-Offico 
epartaoont, who shall be paid $2,000 a year; and as many chief clerks of rail- 
way mail service as may be necessary, who shall each receive a salary of $1,500 
ayear. The general and assisiant general superintendent and division super- 
intendents shall also be paid their necessary and actual expenses while traveling 
on the business of the Department; and chief clerks shall be paid the like ex- 
penses, not to exceed $4 per day to each, but the allowance for traveling ex- 
penses to any clerk shall not exceed $300 in any fiscal year. The salaries and 
expenses for such superintendents and clerks shall be paid out of the appropria- 
tion for the transportation of the mail on wars, 

The amendments proposed by the Committee on the Post-Office and 
Post-Roads were read, as follows: 

In line 5, before the word “‘ dollars,’' insert the words “four thousand." 

In line 7, after the word ‘‘thousand,” strike out the words “ five hundred.” 
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In lines 8, 9, and 10 strike out the words “eleven division superintendents of 
railway mail service, who shall each be paid a salary of $2,500 a year.” 

In line 19 strike out “four ™ and insert “three.” 

In lines 19, 20, and 21 strike out the words “but the allowance for traveling 
expenses to any clerk shall not exceed $300 in any fiscal year,” 


Mr. BLOUNT. Mr. Chairman, there is one brauch of the public 
service whose growth, with the consequent expenditure, is canse, not 
of complaint, but of congratulation to the whole country. I beg the 
attention of the committee for a few moments to a statement illustrat- 
ing this growth. I have here a paper prepared officially by the Post- 
Office Department making a comparison of,this service on the 30th day 
of June, 1887, with the same service on the 30th day of June, 1879, 
and I ask attention to the figures. 

The number of miles of railroad over which the mails were carried 
in 1879 was 79,000. On June 30, 1887, the mileage was 131,000. The 
annual transportation of mails by the railroads in 1879 was 93,000 
miles. In 1887 it was 116,000 miles, The miles of service by railway 
post-office lines in 1879 was 52,000. In 1887 it was 107,000. The 
number of postal clerks employed in 1879 was 2,609. The number em- 
ployed on June 30, 1887, was 4,851. The number of pieces of mail- 
matter handled by rail way postal clerks in 1879 was 2,659,000. In 1887 
the number was 5,851,000. In other words, the amount of mail-matter 
handled in this branch of the service in 1887 was twice and a half as 
great as the amount handled nine years ago. 

The expenditures nine years ago were about $33,000,000. To-day 
they amount to about $61,000,000. 

We have this enormous service on our hands. The interest in it is 
as wide as the country. It touches all our people. It affects all their 
business relations. ‘The importance of the correct and efficient hand- 
ling of these mails and the proper management of this fund is of a mag- 
nitude scarcely to be overestimated. ~ 

This work can not be accomplished without the Government being 
able to command for positions requiring large intelligence and judg- 
ment suitable talent and capacity, and this can only be done by its 
being able to pay proper compensation. This bill proposes an increase 
of only $23,000 hoaetlier over the present rates of compensation. 

The gentleman from Illinois [Mr. CANNON], referring the other day 
to the increased cost of the postal service, failed to do justice to this 
side of the House in respect to that subject, and especially in regard 
to oneitem. In the matter of railway mail transportation, the rate of 
compensation was reduced 10 per cent. by the Forty-fourth Congress, 
under the lead of the gentleman from Indiana[Mr, HoLMAN]. Inthe 
Forty-fifth Congress (or the Forty-sixth, I am not certain which at 
this moment) I had charge of the bill, and then the compensation was 
reduced by the amount of 5 per cent., making the entire reduction in 
the rate of compensation for railway mail service 15 per cent. from the 
former rates. Taking the total compensation now paid, $17,000,000, 
it is easy for gentlemen to see that a very large saving has been effected 
annually under the operation of those laws. 

This bill proposes to increase the salary of the general superintendent 
by theamount of $500. It fixes the salary ofan assistant general saper- 
intendent at $3,000. It proposes an increase of $600 in thesalary of the 
chief clerk of the railway mail service. It increases the salaries of 
fifty-four chief clerks $100 each, making $5,400, and it makes an allow- 
ance for the traveling expenses of these clerks not exceeding $13,500. 
These items makea total annual increase of expenditure of about $23,000. 

In regard to the proposed increase of salary of the general superin- 
tendent, as a matter of course I have no personal knowledge of what 
salary is sufficient to secure the services of a proper person to discharge 
the very important duties of that office; but the necessity for this in- 
crease has been urged upon the committee time and again in the last 
Congress and also in this Congress. During the last Congress I know 
that the Postmaster-General found great difticulty in procuring a proper 
superintendent, and I know that his success in that respect was due 
entirely to his personal relations with the gentleman appointed. I 
know, further, that the superintendent was constantly endeavoring to 
get away, and that, on the change of administration, notwithstanding 
urgent solicitations, he found that his private business necessitated his 
leaving the Department, and continued persistent efforts throughout 
several months to get relieved from the responsibilities of the office. 
And I know that the same thing is true of the present superintendent, 
and that his employment is only temporary. I know, also, the great 
importance of the office, and I know that the Postmaster-General has 
been and is exceedingly, keenly, anxious to obtain the highest talent 
for the head of this enormous service. 

That item of increase amounts to only $500. More was recom- 
mended, but the committee did not see fit to put it in the bill. 

I wish now to call the attention of the House to the salary of assist- 
ant superintendent. It seems like a new office, but many years ago, 
during the Forty-fifth Congress, as the law then stood there were two 
general superintendents. Congress abolished one of the offices, leav- 
ing one remaining. Under the change of law the Postmaster-General 
detailed a post-office inspector to do the work of assistant general su- 

rintendent. His salary was $1,600. His per diem was $5 a day. 

t was really more than the salary Le oe by this bill. It continued 
“up to the administration of the Post-Office Department by Mr. Vilas, 
who declined to assign an officer to the service. So then within three 


or four years we have been paying more than the sum indicated for 
this purpose. z 

The seeming increase of expenditure does not practically exist. It 
is better to do directly what you desire to do. Instead of detailing 
an inspector paid out of another fund and put into this place without 
law, it is better to understand what the service requires and designate 
the officer for that purpose. ; 

The importance of this office, sir, is scarcely to be overstated. It 
does happen oftentimes that the general superintendent of the rail- 
way mail service is necessarily taken away trom here. Ibis not long 
since when the mails were obstructed in the great Northwest, when 
trains ceased to run by reason of certain strikes, and the Postmaster- 
General felt it to be his duty to send the best officer there. The re- 
sult was, by excellent management of this officer the United States 
mails were carried, although freight and passenger transportation en- 
tirely ceased. So we have now in the State of Mississippi almost a 
suspension of mail carriage. Only two or three days ago, from Cairo 
to Mobile, no trains were permitted to run through that State. When 
a train was started from Cairo to New Orleans, it was doubtful whether 
it would be allowed to run through. Sucha situation required the best 
talent the Government had. The general superintendent withdrawn 
from this great service, shall we leave itto a clerk? It seems to me 
a statement of the fact is demonstration of the necessity, 

The next item is as to the increase in the salary of the chief clerk of 
the Post-Office Department. This amounts to the sum of $600. The 
present and former Postmasters-General have recommended and urged 
it to be necessary with a view to getting proper talent. It is a small 
amount and one not to quibble over. 

There is an increase in the salary of fifty-four clerks. Postal clerks 
are graded from $900 to $1,400 in the matter of salary. This item 
does not relate to those on trains distributing mails generally. By 
virtue of law there is detailed at headquarters out for different divis- 
ions and subdivisions sometimes a chief clerk, whose business it is to 
look out in reference to the matter of handling the mails, to exam- 
ine clerks to see whether their conduct is correct, and whether their 
transaction of the business assigned to them is properly done, and to 
see that schemes of distribution are changed as new offices and routes 
are created. It so happens that it is made the duty of these clerks to 
do this thing with the same salary of the higher class of clerks on the 
trains, but there is no provision for theirexpenses. The expense every 
day traveled is taken out of this salary, and in many places if their full 
duty is done their expenses nearly absorb their salaries. Is it not clear 
therefore to this House that such a condition of things ought not to 
be allowed? It results necessarily in a strong inclination on the part 
of the clerk to remain at his office with a view of saving this expense. 
This is not deemed advisable. 

There is an increase of $100 of actualsalary. Clerks on the trains ot 
the highest class are paid $1,400. This proposes as to fifty-four clerks 
of the higher class they shall have an increase of $100 each, making 
$1,500 instead of $1,400, and their traveling expenses. 

This is the substance of this matter, amounting only to the sum ot 
$23,000. Ihave broughtit forward because the Department has deemed 
it of importance to the service, and that service belongs equally to all 
parts and classes of the country. There are none of us who are not 
directly interested in it, and I think none but will assent to the prop- 
osition that if this service is as large as indicated by the official report 
there should be no possibility of damages coming to it by refusing a 
small increase to employés. Gentlemen will observe, in the vast body 
of employés clamoring from every class of the service for increase of 
salary, the committee have brought to your attention no bill inviting 
you to larger expenditure. 

Mr. KERR. I would like to ask the gentleman if the increased office 
rent allowed to postmasters is not really with a view to increase sala- 
ries? 

Mr. BLOUNT. ‘That is true; and it has been recommended by every 
Postmaster-General of whom I have any knowledge, belonging to all 
parties, for many years past; and has been kept off the bills by reason 
of points of order. It belongs to no administration, and so far as lam 
concerned I am quite content to admit that there was a purpose in the 
increase of salaries to remedy certain inequalities as far as practicable. 
If there was an error in it I am willing to assume whatever share of 
responsibility comes to me and to my sideof the House. I am willing 
to assume any responsibility looking to the betterment of the service 
without reference to party views which may be connected with it. 

Mr. KERR. Let me ask the gentleman if the increase will not re- 
quire larger estimates for the next year? 

Mr. BLOUNT. Oh, we have provided already four hundred and odd 
thousand dollars for this current fiscal year. It has been provided 
already, and by unanimous consent of the House. Not a single gen- 
tleman objecting on either side, the legislation was put into the bill au- 
thorizing it; so I think the country can assume that it meets the ap- 
proval of all parties. 

Mr. KERR. When was that unanimons consent given? 

Mr. BLOUNT. Well, sir, I can not recollect exactly the date. I 
recollect that it was done, and hy reason of it legislation took place by 
which the bill passed the House and finally became a law. The Jour- 
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nal will disclose the exact date, if my friend shall have occasion to as- 
certain hereafter. 

Mr. KERR. I ask if it was not early in the session, when few per- 
sons had their attention addressed to the subject or thought of it at 
all? a 

Mr. BLOUNT. Idonot know at what stage people began to think. 
The attention of the country was called to it by Republican and Dem- 
o¢ratic Postmasters-General for years past. 

If no gentlemen desire further to be heard, I will move that the 
committee now rise. 

Mr. SOWDEN. I wish to be heard. 

Mr. BLOUNT. How much time does the gentleman want? 
beget vel ces . I propose to rise in my own right in opposition to 

e bill. 

Mr. BLOUNT. Mr. Speaker, I ask that the general debate be lim- 
ited on this bill, if I have the floor for that purpose. 

The CHAIRMAN. It can only be done by unanimous consent. 

Mr. BLOUNT. Unless consent is given I shall move that the com- 
mittee rise to limit debate. 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman indicate any time ? 

Mr. SOWDEN. I to claim the time to which I am entitled 
under the rules of the House. I rise in opposition in my own right. 

Mr. BLOUNT. Then I move that the committee now rise. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The committee accordingly rose; and Mr. Crisp having taken the 
chair as Speaker pro tempore, Mr. RICHARDSON reported that the Com- 
mittee of the Whole House on the state of the Union having had under 
consideration the bill H. R. 4930, had come to no resolution thereon. 

Mr. BLOUNT. I move that the House resolve itself into Commit- 
tee of the Whole House on the state of the Union to resume considera- 
tion of the bill H. R. 4930; and pending that I move that all general 
debate on the same be limited to fifteen minutes. 

Mr. SOWDEN. Irise to make a parliamentary inquiry. Can the 
time be limited? Is not a member entitled to one hour under the 
rules of the House when he rises in opposition ? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under the rules of the House, after 
general debate has been entered upon it is in the power of the House 
at any time to limit it. 

Mr. SOWDEN. I hope it will not be limited. 

Mr. BLOUNT. Ihave no objection to debating the bill, but there 
are but two hours within which it can possibly be considered. If the 
gentleman desires to resort to any and every method to defeat the bill 
of course he can do so. I will not be responsible. 

Mr. SOWDEN. I only want but a short time myself; but I believe 
that others want to be heard. 

Mr. DINGLEY. I desire to suggest that there are several gentle- 
men on this side who would like about five minutes each, and fifteen 
minutes would seem scarcely long enough. 

Mr. SOWDEN. I willstate for the information of the gentleman from 
Georgia that personally I do not care to occupy more than from three 
to five minutes. k 

Mr. BLOUNT. Will the gentleman þe content with ten minutes? 

Mr.SOWDEN. Certainly, although I may not occupy that much 
time. 

Mr. DINGLEY..’ I think fifteen minutes will be enough on this side. 

Mr. BLOUNT. Then I will ask unanimous consent that the general 
debate be limited to twenty-five minutes after we go into Committee 
of the Whole; and if the gentleman from Pennsylvania does not desire 
so much as ten minutes I will reserve what he does not use for my- 
self. I move, therefore, that the House resolve itself into Committee 
of the Whole House on the state of the Union, and, pending that, that 
all general debate on the bill be closed in twenty-five minutes. 

The motion to limit debate was agreed to. 

Mr. BLOUNT. I wish to ask unanimous consent now, if it may be 
done, that the hour be extended until this billis finished. To-morrow 
will be Friday. . 

Mr. DINGLEY. We may as well do that, as there is no other busi- 


ness to-day. 

Mr. BLOUNT. I hope there will be no objection to the request. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Until the gentleman having charge of the sundry 
civil bill returns—— : 

Mr. BLOUNT. That has been adopted. : 

Mr. HOLMAN. Well, the deficiency bill. For the moment I de- 
sire to interpose an objection. 

Mr. BLOUNT. I willstate to the gentleman from Indiana that I 
would have no objection, if it would suit his wishes, that the commit- 
tee shall rise at any time during the consideration of this bill to enter 
upon the business he 

Mr. HOLMAN. I hope the agreement will not be made at present. 

Mr. BLOUNT. The gentleman objects? 

Mr. HOLMAN. I do object to extending the hour for the present. 

Mr. BLOUNT. Then I would suggest, if it be agreeable to gentle- 
men on the otherside ef the House, that general debate be closed now, 
and they will be entitled to five minutes’ debate under the rule. 

Mr. DINGLEY. That would be entirely agreeable to me. 

Mr. BLOUNT. I ask that that be done. 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. By avote of the House the debate has 
ee to twenty-five minutes. Thatvote will have to berecon- 
sidered. 

Mr. BLOUNT. ‘Then I move to reconsider the vote by which the 
debate was limited to twenty-five minutes. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. BLOUNT. Now Iask unanimous consent that the general de- 
bate be closed, and that we proceed in committee to discuss the bill 
voder the five-minute rule. 

r. HOLMAN. I think every gentleman who desires to speak upon 
a bill of this importance should have the opportunity. There ought 
to be reasonable time. 

Mr. BLOUNT, Imove that when the House resolve itself into Com- 
mittee of the Whole for the consideration of this bill all general de- 
bate be limited to five minutes. 

The motion was agreed to. A 

The motion that the House resolve itself into Committee of the 
Whole was agreed to. ; 

The House accordingly resolved itself into Committee of the Whole 
House on the state of the Union, Mr. RICHARDSON in the chair. 

Mr. SOWDEN. I regret that my friend from Georgia [ Mr. BLOUNT] 
exhibits so much anxiety to press this bill to a vote. It seems to me 
unfortunate, not only on his part, but on the part of the committee 
having this bill in charge that its passage should be so earnestly urged 
at this time, particularly since it would increase the present number of 
Federal offices and add considerably to the salaries of the officers al- 
ready employed in this branch of the publie service. 

It proposes to increase the annual expenditures in the railway mail 
service $23,000. It increases the salary of the genéral superintendent 
$500 perannum. It seems to me that we can add nothing to the fit- 
ness and capacity of this very worthy officer by increasing his salary. 
So far as I know, he is thoroughly competent, and discharges the duties 
of his office in a most satisfactory manner, and is well paid for hisserv- 
ices. There are undoubtedly many good and competent persons who 
would be glad to have his place at the present salary. If it were con- 
tended that in adding to his salary annually we would corre- 
spondingly add to his competency and fitness, there might be some ex- 
cuse for the proposed bill and the contention of the gentleman from 
‘Georgia [Mr. BLOUNT]. Unless he can satisfy this House that such is 
the fact I for one shall certainly vote against it. 

Mr. BLOUNT. Will my friend allow me—— 

Mr.SOWDEN. No;Ihaveonlyfiveminutes. Thisbillalsoprovides 
for the creation of a new office, namely, an assistant general superin- 
tendent of the railway mail service, who is to receive an annual salary 
of $3,000. The efficiency of this É eared branch of the public serv- 
ice has never been questioned, and why the creation of this new office, 


with this additional expenditure of the public money, I am unable to — 


comprehend, and would be pleased to have the gentleman from Georgia 
[Mr. BLOUNT] explain it. It is certainly a departure from the obliga- 
tion of this Administration to the tax-payers of the country. It is 
pledged to an honest and most frugal administration of the Federal 
Oe ame ahaa twenty-fi th Ss sapsaesine i this 

For more enty-five years the party by side 
of the House denounced the Republican party for keeping in office a 
large number of unnecessary oftice-holders at the expense of the peo- 
ple, and promised to correct this evil in the event of their accession to 
power by abolishing all unnecessary offices and the dismissal of all 
needless officials. In the face of this obligation we are now asked to 
do repr: ged opposite in the pending measure. 

It is roposed to increase the salary of the chief clerk of this 
Department perannum. Whatsalary doesthisofficerreceive now? 
Isit not ample? Is there any complaintthat itistoolow? Are there 
not hun who would be glad to have it at the salary he now re- 
ceives? Is the service to be correspondingly benefited by the proposed 
increase of his salary? If not, why this proposition and whence the 
necessity for it? 

Again, it is proposed to increase the salary of fifty-four clerks $5,400 
annually, besides allowing them $3 per day for actual traveling ex- 


mses. 
or BLOUNT. Oh, no. 

Mr. SOWDEN. Oh, yes; there are fifty-four chief clerks and the 
proposition is to increase their salaries $100 each, which makes the 
sum total $5,400, as stated. Why = eet Whence the 
necessity for it? Do these men complain that they are not well paid? 
Is the service threatened with their resignation unless this advance is 
provided for them? I have no doubt but that in the gentleman’s dis- 
trict from Georgia, like in mine, there are any number of good Demo- 
crats who would gladly accept these clerkships at the present rate of 
compensation. I would like to know from the gentleman from 
Georgia A Biovnr] what urgent necessity there is for the passage 
of this bill. et 

It is estimated that the traveling expenses provided for in this meas- 
ure will not exceed $13,500perannum. What assurances have we for 
this conclusion on the part of the committee-presenting the report ac- 
companying the bill? Heretofore these expenses were cheerfully borne 
by these clerks, whose salaries were deemed ample and satisfactory. 
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Is this Democratic economy? Are we in a position to add these in- 
creased expenditures to the already too demands upon the public 
Treasury, and especially since the other side charge that we have in- 
creased the public expenditures under this Administration some $90,- 
000,000 above the expenditures of the last Republican administration ? 
This bill proposes to add to the annual expenses $23,000. - In my opinion 
there is no necessity for it, and it comes with ill grace from this side of 
the House, since we stand pledged to the abolition of all unnecessary 
offices, the lopping off of all needless expenses, and the most rigid 
economy in the expenditure of the public moneys. 

[Here the hammer fell. } 

Mr. HOPKINS, of Illinois. So faras I am concerned I believe we 
ought to pay an adequate salary for the service, but the bill as pre- 
sented by the committee it seems to me is imperfect. Under the law 
as it exists at present the general superintendent has a salary of $3,500 
per annum, and his duty is‘to designate the different chief clerks, pre- 
seribe their duties, supervise their conduct, and look after their inter- 

- ests, and soon. In the present bill the committee propose to change 
that and relieve him of that duty entirely and put it in charge of the 
Postmaster-General, and still raise his salary $500 per annum. 

Mr. BLOUNT. It does not change the duties. 

Mr. HOPKINS, of Illinois. Unless there is some good reason given 
for this by the chairman of the committee who has this bill in charge, 
all who are in favor of retrenchment and economy should oppose this 
increase of salary of the superintendent. If the bill proposed to im- 
pose on him extra duties which would require a higher order of ability, 
either executive or otherwise, then of course the salary should be in- 
creased accordingly. But if the superintendent is simply to perform 
the duties which havé already been performed by the present superin- 
tendent and those who have preceded him, I see no reason just at this 
stage for increasing his salary $500 per annum. 

Now, it would be better to modify this bill so that instead of having 
the superintendent of the railway mail service appointed by the Post- 
master-General heshould be appointed by the President and confirmed 
bythe Senate. According to the statement made here this morning by 
the chairman of the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads, this 
branch of the public service has increased so much that it has become 
of gigantic magnitude, and this office is of such a character that the ca- 
pabilities and qualifications of its incumbent should be passed upon by 
the Senate of the United States. That is a criticism that I make upon 
this bill, and which I desire to bring to the attention of the chairman 
of the committee, If this proposed increase of salary is to be adopted, 
then I think the bill should be amended so as to have this officer ap- 
ponte by the President and confirmed by the Senate; but if he is to 

shorn of a large proportion of his duties, as is proposed in this bill—— 

Mr. BLOUNT. Thatisnotproposed here. This bill makes no change 
in that respect. 

Mr. HOPKINS, of Illinois. Well, there is nothing to show that. 
~ es of 1887 prescribes the duties of this officer and fixes his salary 
at $3,500. 

Mr. BLOUNT. This bill does not change the duties at all; but if 
the gentleman thinks it does, I have no objection to an amendment. 

Mr. HOPKINS, of Illinois. Another point is this: there are fifty- 
four chief clerks, and it is proposed to raise the salary of each of them 
$100. Under this bill the number of these chief clerks is not limited 
to fifty-four; there may be as many of them as the Postmaster-General 
may think necessary. Of course that leaves the matter entirely within 
the discretion of the Postmaster-General, and if he should be so dis- 

osed, political considerations might control the appointment of a num- 
of these officials. 

A matter of that kind should be regulated and guarded in the bill 
itself. This branch of the public service is reduced to such exactness 
that the chairman of the committee must know to-day how many chief 
clerks are really necessary, and certainly the superintendent of the 
railway mail service knows. , From the increase of the business be- 
tween 1879 and 1887, as stated by the chairman of the committee [Mr. 
BLOUNT] here to-day, the officers of the Department must be well able 
to judge of the number of these clerks that will be required, and cer- 
tainly there ought to be some limit prescribed to the appointment of 
these officials, so that their number shall be increased only as the in- 
crease of the business demands, 

Again, in regard to this assistant superintendent of railway mail 
service with a salary of $3,000 a year. The service has gone on thus 
far without any such officer and without the payment of any such 
salary, and before this bill is passed I for one would like very much 
to have the chairman of the committee explain to the House why it is 

to create this new office, with this large salary 

Te PHATBMAN: The time of the gentleman from Illinois has 
expired, 

Mr. SOWDEN. Mr. Chairman, I desire to offer an amendment. 

The CHAIRMAN. The amendments proposed by the committee 
must first be considered. 

Mr. KERR. I ask to have the committee amendments read. 

The Clerk read the first amendment, as follows: 

In line 5, before the word “dollars,” insert the words “four thousand.” 

Mr. BLOUNT. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike out the last word 
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for the purpose of replying to some criticisms that have been made here, 
The gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. SowDEN] says that this is an 
increase of $23,000 in the way of salaries. I wish to call the attention 
of the House to this statement, which shows that of the $23,000, $13,- 
500 will be required to pay the traveling expenses of the clerks who are 
required to go out on the different routes for the purpose of examining 
the employés, etc. 

Mr. SOWDEN. I wish to ask the gentleman whether it is not true 
that this bill, if it were enacted into law, would increase the annual 
expenditures $23,000, regardless of the character of the expenditures? 

Mr. BLOUNT. I answer, Mr. Chairman, that that is the truth, but 
I am not going to suppose that the reason and intelligence of this House 
are so bridled that when they shall find that they are directing these 
clerks, the highest class of clerks they bave, to travel over the country 
for the purpose of examining the men who are engaged in handling the 
mails, it will insist that these clerks shall put their hands into their 
own pockets and pay their traveling ex 

Mr. MILLIKEN. I wish to ask the gentleman whether those ex- 
penses are not paid by the Government now? 

Mr. BLOUNT. They arenot; and that has been a subject of com- 
plaint by administration after administration; but under the rules of 


this House it was impossible to get consideration of it. You havetied ~ 


down this House under your rules so that the great Departments of the 
Government generally can not get before Congress for the purpose of 
presenting these questions, and when they do come here, instead of the 
House understanding the real state of the case, instead of their under- 
standing that this difficulty is an old and grievous one, gentlemen ex- 
press astonishment that this “new” thing has been brought in! I 
could have kept it back, but I have chosen to bring it in here; and I 
now submit it to the reason and the judgment ofthe House. . 

Mr. MILLIKEN. What are the salaries of those clerks? 

Mr. BLOUNT. They are $1,400 a year, and out of that must be paid 
their traveling expenses; while many of the very men whom they go 
out to examine are getting salaries of $1,400 a year without any such 
deduction. The highest class of clerks known to the law have their 
salaries exhausted in this way, just as you exhausted the salaries of 
your third-class postmasters by making them rent houses for you, and 
pay for fuel, and so on. 

Mr. JOHNSTON, of North Carolina. Do not those clerks get their 
railroad transportation free? 

Mr. BLOUNT. They have to pay their hotel bills and sleeping-car 


expenses. 

Mr. JOHNSTON, of North Carolina. But their railroad transporta- 
tion is free, is it not? 

Mr. BLOUNT. Their mere railroad transportation is free; but they 
travel a great deal at night, and if they sleep they have to pay for their 
berths just as you would have to do, and when they go to a hotel they 
have to pay their hotel bills. 

Mr. JOHNSTON, of North Carolina. Do they not have to do the 
same thing when located in the city of Washington? Dothey nothave 
to pay here their board or hotel bills, etc.? 

Mr. BLOUNT. Many of them have families located at some particu- 
lar point, and there isa very great difference in the cost of living when 
the men are away from home and obliged to incur traveling expenses. 
In reference to the large class of inspectors in various De ents of 
the Government, Congress has never thought it just that the burden of 
traveling expenses should fall upon them, but they have been allowed 
a per diem. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, with my observations as to fifty-four clerks, I 
have disposed of $13,500 of the $23,000, leaving less than $10,000 in- 
volved in this question ofincrease of salaries. I want to show now that 
the amount is still less. The gentleman from Illinois [Mr. HOPKINS] 
and the gentleman from, Pennsylvania [Mr. SowpEN] have referred to 
the creation of the office of assistant general superintendent at a salary 
of $3,000 as an increase to this amount. I beg the attention of those 
gentlemen to this fact. Under a former administration the practice 
was (and there is authority of law for it) to detail an inspector for this 
purpose; and this inspector has been in the habit of traveling from one 
end of the country to the other, his salary being $1,600 and his per 
diem $5 per day, making his compensation about $3,400. 

Mr. HOPKINS, of Illinois. Will the gentleman allow me to inter- 
rupt him a moment? 

Mr. BLOUNT. With great pleasure. 

Mr. HOPKINS, of Illinois. Will the adoption of the bill now pro- 
posed by the committee do away with that office? 

Mr. BLOUNT. That is the purpose. If the language of the bill is 
not sufficiently explicit in that respect, I am perfectly willing it shall 
be amended. 

Mr. HOPKINS, of Illinois. The point I makeis that there is noth- 
ing in the bill which would do away with that office; and if this bill 
should become a law this officer could be detailed in the same manner 
as he has been; so that the passage of the bill would result in an in- 
creased expenditure of $3,000 for this new office. 

Mr. BLOUNT. There are two answers to the gentleman’s sugges- 
tion, In the first place, the law allowing this assignment provides for 
a contingency which, if this bill be passed, willnotoccur. If we have 
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an assistant general superintendent of the railway mail service the De- 
partment is not likely to be forced to the employment of a postal in- 
spector. There was a time when there were two of these assistant 
superintendents, and those positions being abolished, the Department, 
operating under an absolute necessity, began to detail this inspec or 
under authority of law, at an expense, as I have said, of something 
like $3,400 a year. 

If my friend from Illinois is not satisfied with the language of the 
bill, I have no objection to an amendment inhibiting the detail of any 
postal inspecter in connection with the office of general superintendent 
of the railway mail service. So that in reality, as will be seen, this 
item of $3,000 amounts to scarcely anything atall. So far as concerns 
the chief clerk, I care very little about that. The main item of ex- 
pense is the increase of $5,400 for fifty-four clerks, and also the travel- 

z expenses, somewhere in the neighborhood of $13,000. 

Mr.SOWDEN. Mr. Chairman, I confess my surprise at the flippant 
manner in which the gentleman from Georgia [Mr. BLOUNT] speaks of 
the proposed increased expenditures provided for in this bill. He says 
that the increased expense by reason of the creation of this new officer, 
to be known as the assistant general superintendent of the railway 
mail service, will amount to ‘‘only $3,000,” and that the total in- 
creased expenditure under this bill amounted to ‘‘ only $23,000.” 

Mr. BLOUNT. ‘The gentleman is making a very fine speech which 
he attributes to me, and replies to. Ido not think I made that sort 
of a speech. 

Mr. SOWDEN. This is just what the gentleman said, that ‘‘ only 
$23,000’? was involved in this bill, and ‘‘only $3,000” of it by reason 
of the creation of the new office of assistant general superintendent. 
Why, sir, $500 here, $3,000 there, $600 here, $5,400 there, and $13,500 
here make up the $23,000 total increase provided for in this measure; 
and if we keep on piling up the amounts in this way it will soon reach 
“only” $100,000 more. How lightly we are inclined to speak of these 
vast sums of money! It is a stultification, sir, of the party repre- 
sented by a majority in this House to even submit a proposition look- 
ing to the further increase of the number of offices already provided by 
law and to add to the long list of office-holders, of which there is al- 
ready too much complaint. 

With more than one hundred thousand Federal officers it would seem, 
from the proposition before the House, that this vast army is to be still 
furtherincreased, We have already created too many additional offices, 
and the time has come when a halt in this direction should be com- 
manded. We can not afford such stultification. Let us rather ascer- 
tain what unnecessary offices there are, and, if any, lop them off. Let 
no proposition emanate from this side of the House to increase them. 
If the gentleman having this matter in charge can satisfy this House, 
or a majority of its members, that this proposed increase of salaries and 
the appointment of an assistant general superintendent of the railway 
mail service will essentially add to the efficiency of the public service, 
then theremay be some reason forthe urging of the passage of this bill. 

Here are fifty-four clerks whose salaries it is proposed to increase $100 
each perannum, besides their traveling expenses, not to exceed $3 per day. 
It strikes me that my friend from Georgia [Mr. BLOUNT] would lose 
his zeal for the passage of this billif he knew the political complexion 

.of the majority of these officers. I think I may safely venture to re- 
mark that out of the fifty-four there are scarcely ten who are of the 
same political party represented by this side of the House. I believe 
if he investigated the political character of the parties interested in this 
measure, outside of the general superintendent, he would find that a 
large majority of them are politically opposed to the party to which h 
belongs, and perhaps even the man whose office he is seeking to estab- 
. lish may come from the other side. These su tions, however, 

should have no effect whatever upon the merits of this bill if the effi- 
ciency of the public service is involved, and*if the gentleman cham- 
pioning it can convince the House that its passage would materially im- 
prove it. 

[Here the hammer fell. ] 

Mr. BLOUNT. Mr, Chairman, I do not know the political com- 
plexion of these fifty-four clerks. A 

Mr. SOWDEN. Neither do I. 

Mr. BLOUNT. Ido not know what is to be the political views of 
the gentlemen who may get the offices hereafter when the salaries shall 
be increased. I do not think, sir, that with a service as important as 
this the House should resolve itself into a political meeting and get off 
campaign speeches when the people are expecting wise legislation; and 

.the man who undertakes to trifle with a service of this kind, belong- 
ing to this or any other of the great Departments of the Government, 
will find the people of the country have a higher idea than the mere 
squabbles around the ballot-box for office. 

The gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. SowpEN] undertook to por- 
tray the speech I had made and said it was summed in the declaration 
that it was only $23,000, and this after I had taken occasion to give the 
reason which had been furnished by the Postmaster-General and by 
his predecessor, each of whom, by reason of his eminent ability and 
experience, was entitled to greater consideration than the gentleman 
from Pennsylvania, who has given no attention or very little to the 
subject. 


The gentleman is astonished to find that I should be willing to in- 
crease the expenditures of a service now $61,000,000, by the amount 
of $23,000, when most of it is to give per diem to clerks. Now, the 

entleman from Pennsylvania is not the person, he has not the record in 
egislation in this House, to assail me as wanting in proper regard for 
public expenditure. He has served on the Committee on Public Build- 
ings and Grounds, which has cost this Government more in that direc- 
tion than has been expended by any Congress in the history of the 
country. 

Mr. SOWDEN. The record will not show that or bear out the gen- 
tleman’s statement. 

Mr. BLOUNT. I will take the opportunity to demonstrate the fact 
at the proper time, 

Mr. DINGLEY. And his particular building was not added to the 
expenditure. [Laughter.] 

Mr. BLOUNT. No. The building at Allentown was so important 
it was absolutely necessary to override the veto of his own President. 
[Laughter.] If he wants to appeal to partisan views—— 

Mr. SOWDEN Iam not like the gentleman. I do not appeal to 
partisan views. . - 

Mr. BLOUNT. You made no partisan appeal when you said we 
were in the presence of a Presidential election, and it would not do. 

The CHAIRMAN. The hour for the consideration of bills has ex- 
pired. 

The morning hour having expired for consideration of bills, the com- 
mittee informally rose; and the Speaker having taken the chair, Mr. 
RICHARDSON reported that the Committee of the Whole House on the 
state of the Union had had under consideration the bill (H. R. 4930) 
relating to railway mail service, and had come to no resolution thereon. 


ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED, 


Mr. KILGORE, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, reported that 
they had examined and found duly enrolled bills of the following 


titles; when the Speaker signed the same: 


A bill (H. R. 1923) providing for the establishment of a life-saving 


station at the harbor of Kewaunee, Wis., and at other places therein 


named; 
A bill (H. R. sess granting a pension to Lieut. Starkey R. Powell; 
A bill (H. R. 10934) to authorize the Secretary of the Interior to sell 
township maps or plats remaining on hand in his office; and 
A bill (H. R. 11101) to include Sapelo Sound, Sapelo River, and Sa- 


pelo Island in the Brunswick collection district, in the State of Georgia. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 
Mr. HOLMAN. I move thatthe House take a recess until 4 o’clock 


this evening—— 


Mr. McMILLIN. Pending that I move that the House do now ad- 


journ. 


Mr. HOLMAN. I trust my friend will yield to me for a moment. 
Mr. MCMILLIN. I will hear the gentleman’s statement, and with- 


draw the motion temporarily. 


Mr. HOLMAN. My purpose in moving to take a recess until 4 


o’clock was with a view that in case the conferees on the general de- 


ficiency bill make a report by that time it could be received and ordered 
to be printed in the RECORD so as to appear to-morrow morning. The 
same object, however, can be secured if unanimous consent is obtained 
now that the conclusion reached by the conferees, if they shall reach a 
conclusion to-day, may be printed in the RECORD of to-morrow morn- 


ing. 

Mr. MCMILLIN. I think that is right. 

Mr. HOPKINS, of Illinois. Mr. Speaker, there was an understand- 
ing, on this side of the House at least, that the bill called up by the 
gentleman from Georgia should have consideration to-day until it was 
concluded. 

Mr. McMILLIN. No; that is a mistake. 

Mr, BLOUNT. There was objection made to that request, The gen- ' 
tleman from Indiana objected. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Indiana now asks unanimous 
consent that if the conferees on the general deficiency bill come to a 
conclusion to-day the report may be handed in to the Clerk and or- 
dered to be printed in the RECORD of to-morrow morning. Is there 
objection ? 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 

Mr. MCMILLIN. I move that the House do now adjourn. 

Mr. CHEADLE. I rise to a question of personal privilege. 

The SPEAKER. But the motion to adjourn is pending. 

Mr. HOPKINS, of Illinois, I hope an adjournment will not be had 
in the face of such an important bill as that now pending. 

Mr. MoMILLIN. Butthat bill isnot now pending. Itis not before 
the House, the hour having expired. 

The SPEAKER. The Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads 
will have anothér hour hereafter for the consideration of the bill. 

The question being taken on the motion of Mr. MCMILLIN, the House 
divided; and there were—ayes 46, noes 25. 

So the motion was agreed to; and accordingly (at 1 o'clock and 27 
minutes p. m.) the House adjourned. 
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PRIVATE BILLS INTRODUCED AND REFERRED. 


Under the rule private bills of the following titles were introduced 
and referred as indicated below: 

By Mr. C. H. ALLEN: A bill (H. R. 11519) granting a pension to 
Mary Ellen Burrill—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. CHEADLE: A bill (H. R. 11520) granting a pension to Ju- 
lius L. Benson—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

By Mr. WILLIAMS: A bill (H. R. 11521) to pension James H. Sir- 
rine—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 11522) to increase the pension of Thomas Foley— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. WISE: A bill (H. R. 11523) for the relief of William A. 
Brown and Frederick R. Brown, Fred. R. Brown and John R. Brown— 
to the Committee on the Judiciary. 


PETITIONS, ETC. 

The following petitions and papers were laid on the Clerk’s desk, 
under the rule, and referred as follows: 

By Mr. C. H. ALLEN: Petition of Patrick Carr, Company I, Thirtieth 
mn ie Volunteers, for relief{—to the Committee on Military Af- 

Ts. 

Also, petition of Mary Ellen Burrill, for a widow’s pension—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. J. M. ALLEN; Petition for reference of sundry war claims 
to the Court of Claims—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. BRUMM: Petition of John G. Dooley and some 200 others, 
citizens of Schuykill County, Pennsylvania, in favor of the service-pen- 
sion bill—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. FORNEY: Petition of S. D. Warren, of De Kalb County, and 
of Thomas 8, Winn, heir-at-law of Drucilla Winn, of Cherokee County, 
Alabama, for reference of their claims to the Court of Claims—to the 
Committee on War Claims. : 

By Mr. LANHAM: Petition of William H. Kelton, of Coryell County, 
Texas, for the reference of his claim to the Court of Claims—to the 
Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. J. J. O'NEILL: Petition for the relief of members of the Hol- 
Jand Horse of Missouri—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

» By Mr. J. D. STEWART: Petition of Claudius P. Cassin, of Fulton 


County, Georgia, for reference of his claim to the Court of Claims—to |. 


the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. STONE, of Missouri: Petition of William W. Kennedy, of 
Missouri, for reference of his claim to the Court of Claims—to the Com- 
mittee on War Claims. 

By Mr. ROGERS: Petition relating to the suppression of trusts—to 
the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. O. B. THOMAS: Papers in the case of William Miller, for 
relief—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. A. C. THOMPSON: Petition of citizens of Jackson County, 
Ohio, to prevent the adulteration of food—to the Committee on Agri- 
culture. 

By Mr. WHITTHORNE: Petition of John D. Caron, for payment of 
his war claims—to the Committee on War Claims. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
FRIDAY, September 28, 1888. 


The House met at 12 o’clock m. Prayer by Rev. J. A. PRICE, of 
Washington, D. C, 
The Journal of the proceedings of yesterday was read and approved. 
GENERAL INDEX OF JOURNALS OF CONGRESS. 


Mr. CARUTH, by unanimous consent, submitted the following res- 
olution; which was referred to the Committee on Accounts: 

Resolved, That the Committee on Rules be hereby authorized to reappoint the 
person recently employed under the resolution of May 22, 1882, at the rate of 
compensation fixed by the said resolution, to assist in the preparation of a 
general index of the Journals of Congress under the resolution of June 18,1878, 
to be paid out of the contingent fund of the Houzee until an appropriation shall 

made. 


CLAIMS ALLOWED BY ACCOUNTING OFFICERS, ETC. 

The SPEAKER laid before the House a letter from the Secretary of 
the Treasury. transmitting schedule of claims allowed by the account- 
ing officers, the balances of which have been exhausted or carried to 
the surplus fund; which was referred to the Committee on Appro- 
priations. 


r 


REFERENCE OF BILLS. : 

The SPEAKER laid before the House Senate amendments to bills 
of the House of the following titles; which were referred as follows, 
namely: 

The bill (H. R. 6612) to grant the right of way through the Indian 
Territory to the St. Louis and San Francisco Railway Company, and 
for other eel Eger the Committee on Indian Affairs; 

The bill (H. R. 7186) to authorize the Leavenworth and Rio Grande 
Railway Company to construct and operate a railway through the In- 


dian Territory, and for other purposes—to the Committee on Indian 
Affairs; 

The bill (H. R. 7843) granting to the Citrous Water Company the 
right of way across the Papago Indian reservation in Maricopa County, . 
Arizona—to the Committee on Indian Affairs; and 

The bill (H. R. 7516) to increase the pension of Sylvester Stearnes— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


MARY F. PFEIFFER. 


The SPEAKER also laid before the House the amendment of the 
Senate to the bill (H. R. 4039) granting a pension to Mary F. Pfeiffer. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will state that. this is merely a formal 
amendment of the Senate to insert the name of the company in which 
the soldier served. 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Illinois. I ask the House to concur in the 
Senate amendment. 

The Senate amendment was concurred in. 


NANCY J. COTNER. 


The SPEAKER also laid before the House the amendment of the 
Senate to the bill (H. R. 10881) granting a pension to Nancy J. Cot- 


ner. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will state that in this case the amend- 
ment is also merely formal, tostrike out ‘‘ E” and insert ‘‘C;” and if 
there be no objection the amendment will be concurred in. 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 

MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE, $ 

A message from the Senate, by Mr. PLATT, one of its clerks, an- 
nounced that the Senate agreed tothe report of the conference com- 
mittee on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses on the amendment 
of the Serate numbered 110 to the sundry civil appropriation bill. 

SUFFERERS BY YELLOW FEVER. 

The SPEAKER also laid before the House the joint resolution (S. R. 
110) in aid of sufferers from yellow fever, with House amendments dis- 
agreed to by the Senate. 

TheSPEAKER. If there be no objection, the House will insist upon 
its amendment, and agree to the conference asked by the Senate. 

There was no objection. and it was so ordered. 


REFERENCE OF SENATE BILLS. 


The SPEAKER also laid before the House Senate bills; which were 
severally read twice, and referred as follows, namely: 

The bill (S. 3438) to refund illegal internal-revenue tax collected of 
the late Alexander W. Baldwin, as United States district judge for the 
district of Nevada—to the Committee on Claims. 

The bill (S. 1839) forthe relief of Daniel C. Rodman and others, sure- 
ties on the bond of Ozias Morgan—to the Committee on Claims. 

The bill (5. 2182) to amend sections 4488 and 4489 of the Revised 
Statutes, requiring life-saving appliances on steamers—to the Commit- 
tee on Commerce. 

The bill (S. 3427) to amend section 4474 of the Revised Statutes of 
the United States—to the Committee on Commerce. 

The bill (S. 3124) creating three additional land offices in the State 
of Colorado—to the Committee on fhe Public Lands. 

The SPEAKER also laid before the House the bill (S. 3390) to create 
the Lincoln land district in the Territory of New Mexico, : 
Mr. HOLMAN. Iask unanimous consent that this bill, the title of 
which has just been read, be allowed to remain on the Speaker's table 

for the present. 

The SPEAKER. Without objection that order will be made. 

There was no objection. 


BOUNDARY LINE, CONNECTICUT AND RHODE ISLAND, 


The SPEAKER also laid before the House the bill (S. 3098) con- 
cerning the settlement of the boundary line between Connecticut and 
Rhode Island. 

Mr. RUSSELL, of Connecticut. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous con- 
sent for the present consideration of that bill. 

The SPEAKER. The bill will be read subject to the right of ob- 
jection. A 

The bill was read. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I wish to inquire whether this has been considered 
by the Committee on Foreign Affairs? 

Mr. RUSSELL, of Connecticut. A similar bill was intreduced in 
the House and referred to the Judiciary Committee. A subcommitteé 
have considered it. 

Mr. ROGERS. Asis well known, Mr. Speaker, it is almost impossi- 
ble to procure a quorum ofany committee now. Something like a week 
ago this bill was referred to a subcommittee of the Committee on the 
Judiciary, of which I have the honor to be chairman, and I have per- 
sonally given it the best consideration I could. I think there is no sort 
of doubt, if we could get the committee together in order to submit it, 
it would receive the unanimous indorsement of the committee. 

It is to ratify an agreement between the two States named, they hav- 
ing agreed upon the line, and all interests affecting the United States 
are properly preserved, I think. Under the Constitution, however, the 
assent of Congress must be given before the agreement between the 
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States would be valid. This bill looks to giving the assent of Congress 

to this agreement between the States, and I think there is no objection 

whatever to it. 

agent SPEAKER.. Is there objection to the present consideration of 
"the ? 

There being no objection, the bill was considered, ordered to a third 
reading, read the third time, and 

Mr. RUSSELL, of Connecticut, moved to reconsider the. vote by 
which the bill was passed; and also moved that the motion to recon- 
sider be laid on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

BILLS REFERRED. 

The SPEAKER laid before the House bills of the following titles; 
which were severally read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions, “and ordered to be printed: 

A bill (S. 704) granting a pension to Thomas Redmond, late private 
Company K, Fourth United States Infantry; 

aly (S. "1598) granting to Truman A. Morton a pension of $24 a 
mon 

A bill (S. 2363) for the relief of John W. Combs; 

bill (§. 2374) for the relief of David Gray Purman; 

bill (S. 2623) granting an increase of pension to James Patterson; 
bill (S. 3104) granting an increase of pension to Albert H. Smith; 
ill (S. 3387) granting a pension to Charles. S. Hamilton; 

ill (S. 3397) granting an increase of pension to Caroline M. Mc- 


gal; 
A bill (S. 3423) granting a pension to Irene Rucker Sheridan, widow 
of General P. H. Sheri 
A bill per jana a pension to Mary C, Thompson; 
A bill (S. 3429) granting a pension to Maria N. Abbey; 
S. 3435) granting a pension to J. C. Haworth; 
(S. 3453) granting an increase of pension to Alfred T. McKin- 


a 3456) granting a pension to David O. Sanborn; 
S. 3457) granting a pension to Abigail Farley; 
a 3462) granting a pension to John Watson; 


z 
ilia 
oo 


EERE 


S, ay granting a pension to Minerva Grifiith; 
S. 34793 granting a pension to Sarah J. Powers; 
(S. 3492) granting a pension to John Parkinson; 
ill (S. as granting a pension to Juliana Roitsch; 
A bill is 3513) granting pensions to Powell’s Battalion of Missouri 
Mounted Volunteers; and 

A bill (S. 3540) granting a pension to Mary P. Myers. 

COAST AND GEODETIC SURVEY. 

The SPEAKER also laid before the House the following Senate con- 

current resolution: 
Is THE SENATE OF THE eg Aapon a ae 

ot That there be pot fre yy 000 stagione 66 mrp Sch the report of the Super- 
intendent of the United States Coast and Geodetic Survey, with the usual neces- 
sary sketches and illustrations, showing the pi made in said 
Serene oat nena a a da a rs ease oy Segment ek 
2,000 for distribution by said Superintegden! 
_ Mr. RICHARDSON. Task to have dat resolution considered now. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present consideration of 
this resolution? [After a panse. | The Chair hears none. 

The resolution was agreed to. 

Mr. RICHARDSON moved to reconsider the vote by which the reso- 
lution was agreed to; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be 
laid on the table. 


be p bbb 
Po 


an 


The latter motion was agreed to. 
Mr. RICHARDSON. I move that the House'resolution on the same 
subject lie on the table. 


The SPEAKER. Without objection, that order will be made. 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 

REPORT OF COMMISSIONER OF EDUCATION. 

The SPEAKER also laid before the House the following concurrent 
resolution; which was referred to the Committee on Printing: 

IN THE SENATE OF THE UNITED STATES, September 25, 1888, 
nee of Ew ~~ of AA bak co herons Fed nention aT 188 there be 0) 
6,000 oopa for the use of the Senate, 12,000 co; for the use of the 
Representati ves, and 20,000 for distribution b y Commissioner. 
CHANGE OF CONFEREE. 

The Chair will announce as conferee on the disagreeing votes of the 
two Houses on the bill (H. R. 8074) to provide for allotment of land in 
severalty to United Peorias and Miamies in Indian Territory, the gen- 
tleman from Arkansas [Mr. _— in lieu of the gentleman from Ala- 
bama [Mr. Copp], who desires to leave the city. 

YELLOW FEVER. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will sprint as conferees on the part of 
the House on the votes of two Houseson the joint reso- 
lution (S.-R. 110) toaid the sufferers from yellow fever, the gentleman 
from Missouri [Mr, BURNES], the a. from Georgia [Mr. CLEM- 
ENTS], and the gentleman from Kansas [Mr. RYAN]. 


irer 


LEAVE OF ABSENCE. 


By unanimous consent, leave of absence was granted as follows: 
i To Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas, indefinitely, on account of important 
usiness, 
To Mr. WHITE, of Indiana, indefinitely, on account of important 
business; and 
To Mr. Gnovz, indefinitely, on account of important business. 


ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 


Mr. KILGORE, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, reported that 
the committee had examined and found duly enrolled bills of the fol- 
lowing titles; when the Speaker signed the same: 

A bill (H. R. 7410) for the relief of settlers upon Old Camp Sheridan 
military reservation; and 

A bill (H. R. 10060) prescribing the time for sales and for notice of 
sales of property in the District of Columbia for overdue taxes. 


ADJOURNMENT OVER. 


Mr. HOOKER was recognized. 

Mr. HOOKER. I yield to the gentleman from Kentucky to make 
a formal motion. 

Mr, BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. I move that when the House 
adjourns to-day it adjourn to meet on Monday next. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Ihope that will not be done unless the gentleman 
having charge of the deficiency bill—— 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kontak; I have already consulted the 
chairman of the committee having in charge the general deficiency 
bill, and he informs me that the conference report is to go to the Sen- 
ate before it can be acted on here, and as the Senate adjourned over 
from yesterday until Monday, it can not be considered until that day. 

Mr. O’NEILL, of Pennsylvania. I move to insert Tuesday instead 
of Monday. 

The amendment was rejected. 

The question was put on the motion of Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Ken- 
tucky, when the Speaker announced that the “noes” seemed to have 
it. 


Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. Division. 
The House divided; and there were—ayes 67, noes 25. 
So the motion was agreed to, , 


MATTIE 8 WHITNEY. 


Mr. HOOKER. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent that the 
Committee on War Claims be from the further considera- 
tion of Senate bill No. 2185 for the payment of a judgment of the Court 
of Claims in favor of Mattie S. Whitney, administratrix of Franklin S. 
Whitney, deceased. I understand that the bill has been reported 
unanimously from the committee. 

rig SPEAKER. The bill will be read, subject to the right to ob- 


str. STONE, of Kentucky. It is a Senate bill, and the Committee 
on War Claims have considered it and reported it favorably. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and he is hereby, di- 
rected to pay to Mattie S. Whitney, as administratrix of the estate of Franklin 
S. Whitney, deceased, the sum of 122K, in full satisfaction of her claim against 
the Unite States, for supplies furnished to the Army and Navy of the United 
States, the same being the amount found to be due her by the Court of Claims. 


The SPEAKER. _Is there objection to the request of the gentleman 
from Mississippi [Mr. HOOKER]? 

Mr. HOLMAN. I desire to have the report read. 

The report (by Mr. STONE, of Kentucky) was read, as follows: 


The Committee on War Snor to whom was referred the petition of Mattie 
8. Whitney, nistratrix of Franklin S. Whitney, deceased, as yment 
for papates? and stores tarnished the United States Army, have the same 
under consideration, and fin all the facts set forth og report made to 
the Bee this Congress, by the Committee on ne pen of the Senate, adoptthe 
suo Sani report, and report an original bill to carry out the views of this 
committee, 


[Senate Report No. pn A CS first a 

In the Forty-cighth Congress, TFE ur introduced 

y Mr, MILLER, of New York, ore cuttsied “A bill for a rahotor aak Franklin S. Whit- 
ney.” In the bill the © Secretary o of the Treasury was authorized and required to 
pay y to Mattie S. Whitney, of New York, asadministratrix of the estate of Frank- 

in S. Whitney, deceased, the sum of $70, 914.18 with interest from Jan 
1865, and to her individually the sum of sb nt in full “for supplies furnished 
to the Army and Navy of the United States. 

The bill was referred to the Committee on Claims, and at the next session of 
the same Congress the committee referred the whole matter to the Court of 
Claims, in accordance with the ons of the first — of the act entitled 
“An act to afford assistance and relief to Gongeta and the Executive Depart- 
ments in the investigation of claims and demands ty ease the Government,” 
approved March 3, 1883, known as “the Bowman act. 

‘he aeg ee -wnbinn Rages was to find the facts in the case and report the 
same for such further action = Congress might see fit totake in the premises. 
transmitted to the court, and the claimant and 
nted in the presentation of thecase. Ona 
preliminary inquiry, on the 20th day of December, 1836, it was found by the 
courts that alleged to have furnished the ages or stores, or from 
whom were all to have been taken, was loyal to the Government dur- 
ine Ce ee mer inquiry was made under section 4 of the said act, and 
such affirmative finding was necessary to giye to the court jurisdiction of the 
cause, 

The case was brought to a hearing on its merits on the 19th and 20th days of 

December, 1887, with the following results: 


1888. 
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The claimant submitted a bill of t araa under thirty-nine items, aggre- 
gating in valuethe sum of $70,914.18. 

The court rejected all the items which related to the use and occupation of the 
real property of Mr. Whitney by any of the military and naval forces of 
the ‘United States during the war, and to such losses as resulted from the de- 
struction of property by the Army or Navy, or by the depredations of individ- 
uals, such items being expressly excluded from its nape peo by the third sec- 
tion of the act of March 3,1883. These itemsso excluded amounted to $18,615.25 
and left $52,298.93 as the value of the other items, according to the prices fix 
by the claimant. 

The court found that all the property included in the other items was taken 
from Mr. Apia Sard the use of the Army and Navy, and the only other mat- 
ter remaining to be determined was the value of the property so taken, 

In eyes va this determination the court has very largely reduced the values 
as fixed by the claimant, and the result s ts that the interests of the Gov- 
ernment have most carefully guarded and pro „and that the court 
hasfixed a minimum value npon the articles taken by the Government for the 
pu of the prosecution of the war. 

The amount thus found is $22,224, and the court, in accordance with the law, 
transmitted a certified copy of the results reached to this body January 25, 1838. 
They were printed in Miscellaneous Document No, 41, and referred to this 
committee, and it is necessary to reeommend what further action, if any, should 
be taken. Without attempting to mark out a general line of action applicable 
to all cases of this class, the committee will deal with this upon its merits, and 
make such recommendations as, in their opinion, is proper under the circum- 
stances that now exist. 

Congress having selected its own tribunal to ascertain and determine the 
facts in the case, and that tribunal having acted after examination in open 
eourt, at which the Government was represented by its own chosen counsel, we 
auaa its findings as correct, in the absence of any reason for reviewing 


nearly everything 


But under the law the qiaimant is entitled to no recompense for a large por- 
tion of these losses, and the court dismissed them from consideration, It fixed 
the value of the items which it had jurisdiction over, but had no authority to 
allow the interest which was cla: and which in amount exceeded the prin- 


cipal. 

Te hast and valid claim then exists, according tothe findings of our own court, 
in favor of this lady, in her capacity as admin ‘ix, to the amount of $22,244, 
and the Government has delayed its payment for nearly a quarter of a century, 
and the results reached appear to be supported by the of the case and the 
law applicable thereto. > 

TS Darans of Sie BOTINAN set wenpto. Op Itaas to certain classes of credit- 
ors and claimants. 

Tt left to Con; the power to determine whether or not the amount found 
to be due should be paid. But if the findings, unchallenged as they are, mean 
anything, they settle the amount that is justly due, the amount that should be 
paid if anything is paid, and no reason appears in the records, nor has any been 

ught to the attention of the committee, why the result reached should be re- 
opened, either for the benefit of the claimant or the Government. 

The only question that remains is whether it is.a judicious and wise policy 
for Congress to pay just and valid claims of this class, 

The Bowman act seems to have been framed to facilitate the settlement and 
payment of such claims. Why ascertain the amount, the meritorious nature of 
the claim, and the attitude of the claimant towards the Government during the 
war if it were not the intention, generally, to pay such claims? 

But the right to reverse this policy was reserved; the right to deal with ex- 
ceptional cases was reserved, and Congress has the set aside or disre- 
gard the findings in any case in furtherance of justice and right. But this ap- 

to be a meritorious case; no facts appear in the record to exclude itfrom 
favorable consideration; the claimant bas gone to the expense of a trial before 
the Court of Claims at our own request, and no argument has been presented 
for a change of the policy of the Government, which has been followed ever 


since the war in similar cases, $ 
This policy has been that property-taken from citizens who stood by the 


Union, for t rpose of maintaining the Ar åN d 

jullltaty and KAYAL operations during the war, DNIA be paid for, Thin joss 
and right that it should be, And as the claimant is within the limitation of the 
law as to diligence, the long delay is not to be attributed to her, and it affordsan 
additional reason why prompt and y relief should now be afforded. 

We therefore recommend that the findings of the Court of Claims in this case 
be carried ont by the passage of the bill which we herewith submit, and which 
isin harmony with the conclusion reached by the court, 

TheSPEAKER. Is there objection to the request of the gentleman 
from Mississippi that the Committee on War Claims be discharged from 
the further consideration of this bill and that it be put upon its pas- 
sage? 

Mr. HOLMAN. I do not rise to object to the consideration of the 
bill, but Ishall ask for a vote upon it. The gentleman who drew 
that report carefully avoided setting forth the findings of the Court 
of Claims in the language of the court.. That is avoided all the way 
throngh. Thereportisargumentative, butitleaves us uninformed as to 
the exact terms of the finding of the court. It would have been much 
better, I think, to have set ont that finding asit was made by the court. 
The report speaks about a judgment. Now there was no judgment, 
and could not be any. There was a simple finding, and it ought to 
have been set forth in the terms in which it was pronounced by the 
court. Therefore, while I do not object to the consideration of the bill, 
I repeat that I shall ask for a vote upon it. 

Mr. STONE, of Kentucky. Mr. Speaker, I do not desire to make 
any response to the gentleman from Indiana except to say that the 


printed findings of the Court ot Claims can easily be had. Heretofore 
when bills of this kind have been under consideration in the House 
objection has been made because they were not. accompanied by written 
reports, but simply set forth the findings of the court; and now in this 
case, when there is a written report but the findings of the Court of 
Claims happen not to he set forth, that is objected to. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Iam not objecting to the report. My objection is 
to the failure to set out the finding in the language of the court. 

The SPEAKER. ‘The question is upon ordering this bill to a third 
reading. 

Mr. HOPKINS, of Illinois. If the bill is to be considered now I de- 
sire a little time to discuss it. 

The SPEAKER, ‘The bill is open to debate. 

Mr. HOPKINS, of Illinois. I have before mea digest of the evi- 
dence taken by the Southern Claims Commission, from which I find 
that this claim which is brought in here in the manner indicated by 
the report just read was submitted to that commission, that an ex- 
haustive hearing was given to the claim, and that evidence was taken 
as to the loyalty of the party, as to the character of the claimant, and 
as to the amount claimed against the Government of the United States, 
When that evidence was taken on the part of the United States.as to 
the loyalty. of the claimant and of her deceased husband, full oppor- 
tunity was given claimant to produce all witnesses he chose to estab- 
lish his loyalty during the war; and after a full hearing the commis- 
sion decided against the claim because this Mr. Whitney was disloyal 
to the Government of the United States, and was in favor of the Con- 
federate government. In order to show the character of the proof that 
was submitted to the commission, I will read a few sentences from the 
testimony of William Baker. Now, mark, this William Baker was 
overseer for Mr. Whitney from January, 1860, until the end of Septem- 
ber, 1861, and, at intervals, during the ensuing fall and winter, and 
he lived and boarded at Whitney’s house. I desire to call the atten- 
tion of gentlemen who are so anxious to reject all claims that are not 
meritorious to the testimony of this witness. He says: 

Mr. Whitney was very anxious for me to join the Confederate army. He 
seemed to be very jubilant when the Confederate victories were an ees 
recollect distinctly about his rejoicing over the Confederate success at Bull Run. 
He told me he thought it wasevery man’s duty to go into the Confederate army. 
I had frequent conversations with him up to September, 1861. His general ex- 
pressions were alwaysin favor of the Confederacy. He was very liberal in con- 
tributing and assisting the Confederates, in rai means to give dinners forthe 
companies raised in this county for the war. 

That is the evidence of the overseer of Mr. Whitney. The report of 
the commission says: 

The witness went to the war in March, 1862, and returned in July, 1863, and 
staid about four months. “At this time,” witness says, “I-visited Mr. Whitney. 
There was no one with him exeept his little son and two servants. His wife 
was absent from home, He seemed to be very despondent at this time, but 
still expressed himself in favor of the Confederacy.” 

Now, this is a fair illustration of a number of these claims which 
have been submicted to the Court of Claims. 

Mr. HOLMAN. As I understand the gentleman, this claim was be- 
fore the Southern Claims Commission ? 

Mr. HOPKINS, of Dlinois. Yes, sir. 

Mr. HOLMAN. And rejected ? 

Mr. HOPKINS, of Illinois. Yes, sir. 
oe HOLMAN. ‘That does not appear in the report made to the 

ouse. 

Mr. HOPKINS, of Ilinois. Notatall. The finding of thecommis- 
sion is that— : 

‘he claim is disallowed upon the und loyalf; . S. Whitn: 
suck metiatuchnddy ORA. ne sii Map rey AK. soo 

After going over the entire evidence of these witnesses who knew 
Mr. Whitney and knew upon which side his sympathies and influences 
and actions were, the commission disallowed the claim, 

Mr. Speaker, I had occasion a few weeks ago in the discussion of one 
of these claims to refer to the Court of Claims and the apparently easy 
manner in which these Southern war claims passed that court. Ido 
not understand what cause could have produced a report of the kind 
presented to us thismorning with the statement that the Court of Claims 
had found the claimant loyal, whether ‘the fault was in the attorney 
who had charge of the interests of the Government or whether there 
was somgother reason. Certainly we have here in the report of the 
commission a compilation of the evidence of witness after witness show- 
ing the disloyalty of this man Whitney, and that his claim should not 
be allowed. If we can rely at all upon the finding of the commission 
as reported here, this is a thoroughly rotten claim—one which ought 
not only to be voted down here, but denounced. I am not going to 
take up time in a discussion of this case, but I say that a claimof this 
kind ought not to have any standing in this House or before the coun- 


gy HOOKER. Mr. Speaker, I did not introduce this bill, but it 
has received the unanimous approval of the Committee on War Claims. 
A full and complete answer to everything that has been said by the 
gentleman from Illinois [Mr. Hopxnys] is to be found in the fact that 
the Court of Claims, to whom this case was referred under the Bow- 
man act, went into a preliminary investigation to determine the ques- 
tion whether this person was loyal or not, and they have found he was 
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loyal. That finding of the court has been presented here, referred to 
the Committee on War Claims, and reported back to the House. 

The question of the claimant’s loya'ty wasa jurisdictional question; 
the party had to establish his loyalty before he could ask any consid- 
eration of his claim from the court. It was a question precedent to the 
adjudication of his right to the amount of money claimed, and the 
court find that the claimant was loyal. This is a full answer, Mr. 
Speaker, to anything which may haye been said or done by any specific 
witness before the Southern Claims Commission. It is very well un- 
qem oot, Mr. Speaker, that the Sourhern Claims Commission had a 
met 

Mr. KERR. Has the gentleman in his possession anything show- 
ing that any evidence on this question of loyalty was before the court? 

Mr. HOOKER. Undoubtedly there must have been evidence on 
that subject before the court, because this committee reports the fact 
that the Court of Claims had decided that question of loyalty before 
going into the investigation of the merits of the claim. If the gen- 
neon had listened to the reading of the report he would have heard 
that. 

Mr. KERR. That is simply a conclusion—— 

Mr. HOOKER. Itis not a conclusion, but a fact. 

Mr. KERR. I wish to know whether the court heard witnesses on 
that point? 

Mr. HOOKER. Undoubtedly; otherwise the court could not have 

on the question. 

Mr. KERR. _I do not know about that. 

Mr. HOOKER. Well, I do know. They say they have investi- 
gated the question of loyalty; the report so states in express terms. 
Undoubtedly that question was before the court. Now, with respect 
to the Southern Claims Commission—— 

Mr. HOPKINS, of Illinois. The court can examine only such evi- 
dence as is submitted to it; and the point I make is that we ought to 
know something as to the management of this case by the attorney 
who represented the Government—whether there was a full and fair 
investigation of this subject of loyalty. The court must base its find- 
ing upon the evidence as submitted. The report of this commission, 
which I hold in my hand, gives the names of witnesses examined be- 
fore the commission; and it does not appear that the Government sub- 
mitted the evidence of those witnesses to the court. 

Mr. HOOKER. I want to say this, that the investigations by the 
Southern Claims Commission are well understood to have been often 
ex parte in their proceedings, and that commission frequently sent out 
its agents to take the depositions of persons where no notice was given 
to the claimant, and the ex parte testimony was set up to militate against 
the claims of parties. There is no evidence whatever that Mr. Whit- 
ney was aware of this testimony on the part of the man Baker, who was 
examined before the commission. It was done without his knowledge; 
he had no opportunity of being present to examine and cross-examine 
him, and hence it should have little weight in determining the question 
ofthe claimant’sloyalty. Hereis, however, the finding of the courtduly 
constituted, composed of five learned judges, who had the matter referred 
to them under the provisions of the Bowman act, and who, before they 
could take cognizance of it at all, had to ascertain and determine the 
question of loyalty, that being a jurisdictional question. They found 
that the party was loyal; and I will state that there never has been a 
case presented to Congress which has been more thoroughly, fully, and 
efficiently investigated than this case. 

It will be seen that a large portion of the claim, as shown by there- 
port (that for the occupancy of the lands, the removal of the houses or 
their destruction, to be used for officers’ quarters, barracks, etc.), has 
been eliminated already from the account. All the objectionable feat- 
ures of the case are eliminated from the claim; and the court findonly 
that the provisions to feed the soldiers of the Army and the Navy of 
the United States were taken from the party to the amount specified, 
reducing the whole claim to only about one-fourth of the original 
amount. It does seem to me, therefore, that we must give some 
credit to a court and to the findings of a court composed of able, con- 
scientious, and intelligent men, whose duty requires them to investi- 
gate the very question which'the gentleman from Illinois now raises, 
and who are sworn to administer the law. This court, composed of men 
of ability, a legally constituted tribunal, has upon thequestion, 
and they are not likely to make a report here which is not founded in 
fact. The case, it seems to me, is so clearly presented in their report 
that it is not n to take up the time of the House longer with 
it, and I hope we will have a vote. 

Mr. HOPKINS, of Illinois. Mr. Speaker, I desire to say, in answer 
to what has been urged by the gentleman from Mississippi, that this 
claimant had no day in court, and no opportunity of being present or 
being represented in court to examine and cross-examine witnesses; 
that the report shows he had full knowledge of the fact of the com- 
mission taking proof on his claim and produced his witnesses to es- 
tablish his loyalty; and it shows the singular fact that the only person 
produced to establish that loyalty was his wife, Mrs. Whitney; while 
the representatives of the Government, when they came to interpose 
their evidence before the commission, introduced the mother-in-law of 


Mr. Whitney, whose evidence is set out briefly in the report of the com- 
mission, and I will read it. 

Mrs. Jane N. Sims, the mother-in-law of Mr. Whitney, was examined, 
and she says: 

I had always supposed and understood that Mr. Whitney favored the Confed- 
eracy. All his relatives were upon that side, and it would have seemed unnat- 
ural if he had done otherwise. 

Mr. Cox,:a neighbor who lived about 2 miles from him, stated in his 
testimony before the commission: 

I think he was in favor of the Confederate government, as he notified me in the 
fall of 1862 or the spring of 1863 to report to Colonel Patterson at Port Gibson 
snl tae in the Confederate army. People generally thought he was a Con- 

Now, the gentleman says there was a fair and full hearing before 
the Court of Claims. That, Mr. Speaker, is simply a gratuitous state- 
ment of the gentleman from Mississippi, because there is no evidence 
before the House that there was any such hearing, and the very fact 
that the report fails to make any reference to the Southern Claims Com- 
mission having examined and found against it is proof to my mind, 
and it seems to me must be to every disinterested man, that there was 
notafullanda fairhearing before the court. Becausecertainly the court 
composed of men learned in the law andof such high character could 
not have found, as the report of the War Claims Committee states, if 
this evidence had been placed beforethem. I say, therefore, that there 
is something wrong in this claim, and that there ought to be an investi- 
gation full and clear before it is rushed through the House. 

I do not care, however, for the purpose of this question this morning, 
what may have been the finding of the Courtof Claims. It is not bind- 
ing upon the members of this House, We have the evidence before us 
that this man was as disloyal as any man who served in the Confeder- 
ate army; that he sympathized with the Confederate army, and when 
the Union forces were routed at Bull Run gloried over the Federal de- 
feat. When such evidence as that is before the House no man can 
say that there is no evidence against the claimant’s loyalty, while upon 
the contrary there is a wealth of proof which should not be ignored and 
which shows affirmatively the fact that he was a disloyal man and a 
sympathizer with the enemies of the Union. 

Mr, STONE, of Kentucky. Will the gentfeman allow me to ask 
him a question? 

Mr. HOPKINS, of Illinois. Certainly. 

Mr. STONE, of Kentucky. Will you please indicate the names of 
the witnesses ? 

Mr. HOPKINS, of Ulinois. Certainly. The names are set ont in 
the report of the commission. William Baker, J.W. Cox, William A. 
Goodrum, Mrs, Jane N, Sims, Charles W. Whitney, a brother of the 
deceased; Mis. F. K. Whitney, a sister-in-law, who says—and I will 
read her evidence for the delectation of the gentleman from Kentucky. 

Mr. STONE, of Kentucky. All right; let us have it. 

Mr. HOPKINS, of Illinois, It seems that she lived within 2} miles 
of Whitney. She testifies that she met Mrs. Whitney, the claimant, 
frequently at a sewing society to make clothing for the Confederate 
soldiers; that she talked in favor of the South and— 
aided the soldiers of the Confederacy by contributions and sewing for them. 

Further she says: 

Whitney was regarded as a Confederate. 


Mr. STONE, of Kentucky. Are you through ? 

Mr. HOPKINS, of Illinois. There are others. 

Mr. STONE, of Kentucky. I ask you the character of these people 
and their standing. 

Mr. HOPKINS, of Illinois. Well, I think the characterof witnesses 
ought not to be questioned when we go into the family of the com- 
plainant. 

Mr. STONE, of Kentucky. Mr. Chairman 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from New York [Mr. Bacon] 
is recognized. 

Mr. BACON. Mr. Chairman, it seems to me that the different find- 
ings between this Southern Claims Commission and the Court of Claims 
in to this demand produce such doubt that it would not be 
proper that this bill should pass at this time unless the passage of it 
shall call out a vote of at least a quorum of this House and that a ma- 
jority of such quorum are in favor of it. I desire to say to the gentle- 
man from Mississippi [Mr. Hooker] that if it comes to that point, I 
shall feel it my duty to demand that a quorum vote upon this bill be- 
fore it be permitted to 

Mr. STONE, of Kentucky. Of course if that is the intention of the 
gentleman he can carry it out, but I want to say in answer to the gen- 
tleman from Illinois [Mr. Hopxrys] that if Mrs. Whitney’s claim is 
to be voted down upon the idea that she at any time gave relief to 
Confederate soldiers, you can find many people in the North who were 
regarded as loyal who gave relief to Confederate soldiers. 

Mr. HOPKINS, of Illinois. You are dodging the issue. This is 
part of the evidence submitted. 

Mr. STONE, of Kentucky. I am not dodging the issue. I am go- 
ing right to it. The gentleman has read the names of persons who 
have testified to the disloyalty of these people. Now, I want to give 
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you a little testimony of those who have testified to their loyalty, and 
their names are not unknown in this country. 
I read from them now: 
HEADQUARTERS OF THE ARMY OF THE UNITED STATES, 
Washington, D. C., August 12, 1873. 

My DEAR FRIEND: Iam really glad that you have gone to Rome, and hope 
you will not regard me as as ing on your quietude if I occasionally call on 
you for politeness to friends who insist on seeing Rome before er die. 

One such case is now present, a Mrs. M. S. Whitney, formerly of Mississippi, 
but now in New York. She is an accomplished lisey, a widow, formerly own- 
ing a vast estate, now somewhat impoverished by the war, She was v. pa- 
triotic during the war, and the fact is evidenced by General Grant and others, 
whose armies passed rough-shod over her estate. 

Any politeness shown her will, Iam sure, be appreciated. 


Truly your friend, 
W. T. SHERMAN, General. 

PAUL DAHLGREN, Esq., 

Rome, Daily. 
Navy DEPARTMENT, OFFICE OF DETA: 
Washington, D. C., August 11, 1865. 

I certify that Mrs. Mattie Whitney is a resident of Grand Gulf, Claiborne 
County, Mississippi, and has resided there during the war. To the best of my 
knowledge and belief she is a loyal lady. 

C. PORTER, 
Navy, 


DAVID 
Rear-Admiral, United 
NATCHEZ, September 21. 
I knew F., W. (meaning Mr.) Whitney from his boyhood, and his parents before 
him. He was from first to lasta Union man. He informed me of his senti- 
ments the last time I ever saw him, which was soon a‘ter this State seceded. 


During the war I accidentally saw a list of certain natives of Mississip pi who 


were “` proscribed,” and to be dealt with or expelled, and his name h 
list in the county of Claiborne. 
In haste, yours, 


E. P. W; N 
sg ae Bog law, New York. 


In an indorsement of a letter dated Washington, D. C., 1879, to the 
honorable Secretary of the Treasury of the United States, I find these 
words: 


J. F. H. CLAIBORNE. 


I hope the Department will thoroughly investigate this claim, and if just, as 
I think it is, pay it. 
H. L. DAWES, 
So do I. 


J. A. GARFIELD, Ohto. 


HEADQUARTERS, OFFICE OF THE PROVOST-MARSHAL-G: 


Officers of the United States Army: 
You are hereby ordered, as are also all soldiers, to refrain from taking any 
roperty, but render any assistance the bearer of this (Mr. Whitney) may need 
n protecting his property, he being a non-combatant and not subject to the con- 
fiscation act. 
By command of Maj. Gen. U.S. Grant. 


ENEBRAL, 
May 6, 1863. 


W. S. HILLYER, 
Provos' 


HEADQUARTERS DEPARTMENT OF THE TENNESSER, 
Vicksburg, Miss., August 23, 1863. 
Captain , C.8., will issue to Mrs. Whitney and Mrs. Shelby, of Port 
Gibson, of Mississippi, thirty days’ rations, they having been left destitute by 
our troops taking-everything they had in their march through Port Gibson, 


By order of . Gen. U. 8, Grant. 
JOHN A. RAWLINS, 
Assistant Adjutant-General. 

And so it isshown that the officers of the Government recognized the 
loyalty of these people. 

Mr. HOOKER. And that while war was flagrant. 

Mr. STONE, of Kentucky. I care nothingaboutthecase. I was dis- 
loyal at that time, and I have no interest in advocating specially the pay- 
ment of this claim; butafter this claim has been referred to the Court of 
Caims and the Court of Claims have passed upon it by aset of judges 
whose Republicanism is so dark that Egyptian darkness would shine by 
the side of it, after they have acted upon it favorably, after it has been 
unanimously voted for on a report made by a Republican Senator, and 
after it comes to this House, I think it comes with exceeding poor 
grace for a gentleman who is poorly informed on the claim to get up 
here and denounce it as rotten, thereby impeaching not only the in- 
tegrity of the court, but impeaching the general officers of the United 
States Army, impeaching the Senate of the United States, impeaching 
the committees of the Senate of the United States, and also impeaching 
the integrity and candor of the committees of this House. 

Mr. HOPKINS, of Illinois. The Southern Claims Commission had 
before it the evidence of General Sherman and of several other generals; 
but if gentlemen have paid close attention to the statement of General 
Sherman they have noticed that it is limited to Mrs. Whitney, and the 
commission state that there is not a word in the evidence of General 
Sherman with regard to the loyalty of Mr. Whitney. As to the other 
witnesses referred to by the gentleman ffom Kentucky it will appear 
upon an examination of their testimony that their knowledge of these 
parties was limited toa few months, and that that knowledge came 
chiefly through Mrs. Whitney. It seems that when the Federal forces 
occupied a position near the Whitney plantation, Mrs. Whitney, who 
was a good deal of a diplomat, cultivated friendly relations with them 
and tried to have the commanding officers believe that she and her hus- 

-band wereloyal. The object of that is of course apparent to everybody; 


but the evidence which I havesubmitted, and which is contained in the 
records of the Southern Claims Commission, is not the evidence of per- 
sons whose knowledge was limited to two weeks or two months, is not 
knowledge obtained from casual conversations with one of these parties 
at a time when it was to her interest to pretend to be loyal, but is the 
evidence of the neighbors, friends, and relatives, and of the overseer of 
Mr. Whitney. 

The first witness whose testimony I called the attention of the House 
to this morning was the overseer, a man who himself served in the Con- 
federate army and who went back and spent some months with Whit- 
ney after that, and it shows that during all the early period of the war 
Whitney was as intensely Confederate as any man who served in the 
Confederate army. In addition to the witnesses I have already cited, 
I desire to call attention to the evidence of the Rev. H. M. Booth, whose 
calling ought to give him consideration with the members of this House, 
and what adds additional force to his testimony is that he was a brother- 
in-law of Whitney. If this were a case in court would not his evidence 
carry more weight, from his long and intimate knowledge of Whitney, 
than the evidence of General Sherman, or any other general, who sim- 
ply states that he met Mrs. Whitney on several occasions, and that she 
seemed to be loyal and patriotic? Ought not his testimony to have 
more weight with gentlemen here than the testimony of any general 
whose knowledge of these parties was limited to so short a period of 
time as General Sherman’s was? 

Now, what does Mr. Boothsay? Remember he wasa brother-in-law 
of Whitney, and was examined at the request of the claimant. He 
was not a witness brought forward on the part of the Government, but, 
the commission say, he was called on the part of the claimant. He 
testified that he lived within a quarter of a mile of Whitney during 
the war, and that their Jands adjoined. He saw Whitney frequently 
during the war, and he says that Whitney— 
was at that time as much Confederate as any man living in the country. I 


never knew anything to indicate that he was favorable to the Federal Army, 
neither I nor any one else. 


Now, if Whitney had been an ontspoken man who was favorable to 
the Federal cause, would not this witness have known it? 

Mr. WHEELER. Does that witness say that no one else knew it? 

Mr. HOPKINS, of Illinois. I will read his exact language again: 
“ neither I nor any one else.” 

Mr. WHEELER. A man who would speak so carelessly in giving 
his testimony should not be quoted to defeat a claim which is proven 
to be just by unimpeached and reasonable evidence. How could he 
know what other people knew or did not know? If I werein the place 
of thegentleman from Illinois I would take another witness. [Laugh- 


ter. 

Mr. HOPKINS, of Illinois. That may be the gentleman’s manner 
of determining the character and value of evidence, but if he had had 
a little more training in court and less upon the ‘‘ tented field,” he 
would be better capable of judging of the weight of the testimony I 
am reading. This witness further says: 
doubted bis loyally tthe South: If he had boon in fervor of the enaeer Of the 
Federal cause, I think 1 should have known it. 

Here is a witness whose farm joined the claimant’s, and who was 
Mr. Whitney’s brother-in-law, a witness who was brought before the 
Southern Claims Commission on behalf of this claim, but who was too 
honest to perjure himself for the benefit of this claimant, in order to 
enable her to mulct the United States Government. 

Another witness is Mrs. E. W. Booth. She was the sister of Mr. 
Whitney, and lived within a quarter of a mile of him during the war, 
She testifies: 

Isu he w. : 
to aat Don Slana fi kaet a ie Joule his loyalty fo the Beet toe 
federacy. 

That is the testimony of Mr. Whitney’s own sister. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, without taking up further time, I say that no claim 
of this kind will ever pass this House while lam a member without my 
protest and my vote against it. 

Mr. HOOKER.- A word in reply to what has fallen from the gen- 
tleman from Illinois [Mr. Hopkins]. It will be observed that in the 
findings of the Sonthern Claims Commission they say that the loyalty 
of the claimant is not fully and satisfactorily established; but it will 
be remembered that the Court of Claims had to investigate this very 
question before they could take cognizance of the claim. They did in- 
vestigate it, and many of the witnesses who have been named here— 
all of them who were living—were examined before the court, and other 
evidence was offered of incidents which had occurred during the war 
and since the war, all showing that Mr. Whitney was a non-compe- 
tent, that he did not go into the service, that he was not subject to 
military duty, and that he was loyal to the Government. Now will 
this House accept the mere inference of the Southern Claims Commis- 
sion in preference to the solemn judgment of five judges to whom Con- 
gress had referred this question? If the gentleman from Ilinois [Mr. 
Horktnys] is right in the position he takes, we can go behind every 
finding of the Court of Claims; every judgment of that court will be a 
nullity if it can be set aside upon such grounds, especially upon the 
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finding of the Southern Claims Commission, which notoriously took its 
evidence év parte upon many occasions. 

Now, sir, I think this case has been fully discussed; I think the House 
understands it, and I call for the previous question. 

The question was taken on ordering the previous question; and there 
were—ayes 38, noes 7. 

Mr. BACON. No quorum. 

The SPEAKER. The point of no quorum being made, the Chair 
will appoint toact as tellers the gentleman from New York [ Mr. Bacon] 
and the gentleman from Mississippi [Mr. HOOKER]. 

Mr. LANHAM. I hope the gentleman from Mississippi [Mr. Hoox- 
ER] will withdraw this bill, because there is no quorum present, and 
if he insists it will interfere with the remainder of the business for the 
day. 

Mr. HOOKER. I think we can get aquorum; let us try, at any rate. 

The House again divided; and the tellers reported—ayes 46, noes 2, 

Mr. BACON. No quorum. . 

Mr. HOOKER. The point of “no quorum” having been made, 
and the gentleman from New York [Mr. Bacon] having adyised me 
that it is his p to insist upon it, the point, I do not feel di 
to block the progress of other matters which may be permitted to pass 
to-day without a quorum. There is no quorum in the city, as I un- 
derstand; hence I feel disposed, though very reluctantly, to withdraw 
this bill for the present, 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman withdraws his request for the pres- 


ent consideration of the bill. 
ALLEGED CORRUPTION IN REGARD TO LIBRARY MATERIALS, ETC. 
Mr. RICE submitted a privileged report; which was read, as follows: 
Report of special committee appointed to inquire into whether any member of 
the House has t to influence or control the action of the architect of the 
new Lib: building in the selection, etc., of materials to be used in the con- 
struction of said building. 

The special committee appointed in pursuance of a resolution of the Houseof 
Representatives of the 4th of September, instant, which directed said com- 
mittee to inquire into and report whether any member of the House, acting for 
himself or in concert and combination with others, has sought by persuasion, 
intimidation, or other corrupt and improper means to influence or control the 
action of Mr. J. L. Smithmeyer, the architect of the new Library building, in 
the selection, acceptance, or approval of inferior or improper materials to be 
used in the construction ofsaid building, and the further resolution of the House 
of Representatives of September 17, directing the said committee toinquire into 
and report to the House whether any member of the House,acting for himself 
or others, or in connection with any person acting for or in the interestof others 
and with the knowledge ofany member, or acting for or with the knowledge 
and in the interest of any company, person, or individual with whom any mem- 
ber of the House is interested or associated in any business, directly or indi- 
rectly, has sought by persuasion, intimidation, or any undue or improper infiu- 
ence to direct or control or influence the action of Mr. J. L. Smi er, the 
architect of said building, in the selection or acceptance, or in proranng to be 
selected or . material to be in the construction or in the manage- 
ment or control of said building, beg leave to report thatthey have had thesame 
under consideration; that were placed before the committee 
Hon. WILLIAN G. STA member of the House of Representatives; 


testimony of witnesses was taken, and the same is herewith submi 
House, ther with the charges above mentioned. 
The ony is very full and the examination was given considerable lati- 
y warrant in support 


tnd. greater perhaps than the matter at issue would 
o 


The committee is unanimous in the opinion that the evidence does not sustain 
the charges, and there is no impression upon the mind of any member of it that 
Mr. STAHLNECKER is not fully exonerated from all charges of any impre per st- 
tempt by persuasion, dation, or other corrupt means to uence or con- 
trol the action of Mr. J. L. Smithmeyer, the architect of said Library building, 
in the selection or acceptance of any material to be used in the construction 
thereof, nor does his actions in connection therewith in any way reflect or leave 
a shadow of suspicion upon his honor, or upon the dignity and honor of the 
House of Representatives. 

They desire also to say, in conclusion, that they are satisfied from the investi- 
gation that the distinguished gentleman who offered these resolutions and set 
on foot this inquiry, was actuated by the most honorable motives, and a sincere 
desire to vindicate in! ty of the House ot Representatives. 

They recommend that report, charges, and testimony be printed for the 
use of the House, 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Minnesota [Mr. RICE] asks 
that this with the testimony, be printed and laid over for the 
future action of the House. If there be no objection, that order will be 
made. 

There was no objection, and it was ordered accordingly. 

: k ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


. Mr. HENDERSON, of Illinois. I ask unanimous consent that the 
Committee of the Whole be discharged from the further consideration 
of Senate bill No. 1940, and that it be now considered. Before the 
question is submitted, I ask consent to make a statement. 

Mr. ABBOTT. R order. 

Mr. LANHAM. I hope my colleague [Mr. ABBOTT] will not insist 
on calling the regular order just now. Let there be one recognition 
on the other side for unanimous consent, and one on this. 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Illinois. I hope I may bo porated to make 
a very brief statement; and then if the tleman objects—- 

The SPEAKER. The demand for 
drawn; the Chair has no discretion. 


Mr. O'NEILL, of Pennsylvania. I move that we proceed to the con- 
sideration of order No. 5 on the Calendar, which provides for taking up 
certuin bills for increase of pensions, which have been passed 


in the 
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Committee of the Whole, and are now in the House, the previous ques- 
tion having been ordered upon them. I dislike to intrude upon the 
House so often, but I believe there is great merit in these bills, and 
the persons concerned in them are in many instances really in need 
that the bills be promptly passed. I appeal to members who may have 
felt an interest in these bills, to support me in this proposition. The 
bills certainly can notoccupy much time. The reports, which are full, 
have been read; the cases are very meritorious; I do not believe the 
House will hesitate to pass the bills if they are taken up. Iask, Mr. 
Speaker, that we proceed to the consideration of those bills, and then 
the gentleman from Texas [Mr. LANHAM] can press his motion to pro- 
ceed with the Private Calendar. These bills can not come up under 
the arrangement of alphabetical calls of members. The bills haye been 
pending in the House since April last, and it is only a matter of justice 
that they should now be taken up and passed. 

Mr. LANHAM. That can be called up some other time. 

Mr. HOOKER. I believe to-day has been set apart for the call of the 
roll, so that individual members may be permitted to call up bills in 
which they feel an interest. 

The SPEAKER. There are pending certain motions to reconsider 
votes by which the House rejected certain pension bills. Those are 
privileged matters. 

Mr. O'NEILL, of Pennsylvania. But I understand that the busi- 
ness which I desire to bring up comes within the line of the regular 
order of the House at this time. The previous question has been 
ordered upon these bills. 

The SPEAKER, The Chair will state that those pension bills upon 
which there is no motion to reconsider pending are simply reports from 
the Committee of the Whole House, and come up in their order when 
the House proceeds to consider measures of that character; that is to 
say, after the Committee of the Whole House has risen and made its 
report. But there are two bills upon which motions to reconsider are 

ding; and those motions are privileged. 

Mr. O’NEILL, of Pennsylvania. I have no disposition to put any- 
thing in the way of those bills; but I do insist that the bills to which 
I have referred are entitled to consideration now; the previous question 
is operating upon them. 

Mr. LANHAM. The gentleman from Pennsylvania has now empha- 
sized his solicitude to have those bills passed; I trust he will permit us 
to proceed with the regular business. . 

Mr. O'NEILL, of Pennsylvania. I am not seeking to emphasize 
simply my own solicitude in this matter. I speak in the interest of 
those who deserve the attention of Congress. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will state that the only pension bills 
which can be called up now are those upon which motions to recon- 
sider are pending. The gentleman from Iowa [Mr. STRUBLE], who 
has charge of one of those—perhaps both—has announced that he has 
no desire to call them up during the present session. The gentleman 
from Pennsylvania, however, has the right to call them up if he de- 
sires to do so. 3 

Mr. O'NEILL, of Pennsylvania. I do not wish to interfere with 
any matter of which another gentleman has charge, but I do wish the 
gentleman from Iowa were here and would call up the bill to increase 
the pension of Mrs, Burnett; that is certainly a meritorious bill. 

Mr. LANHAM. I hope the gentleman will allow us to go along in 
the usual way. There are gentlemen here who are expecting to call 
up bills in which they feel an interest. 

Mr. O NEILL, of Pennsylvania. Ihave billson the Calendar which 
I would like to call up when my name shall be reached alphabetically, 
but I am making this appeal in behalf of the widows of admirals and 
generals and officers of less rank, whose pensions it is proposed to in- 
crease by bills which have been reported from the Committee of the 
Whole and are now before the House. 

The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman call up the motion to recon- 
sider in the case of Mrs. Ward B. Burnett? 

Mr. HOOKER. Let us have the regular order. 

The SPEAKER. It is the regular order if the gentleman calls it up. 

Mr, O’NEILL, of Pennsylvania. I move to postpone it. 

TheSPEAKER. It has been postponed. It has been over 
at the suggestion of the gentleman from Iowa [Mr. StRUBLE], but the 
gentleman has the right to call it up if he thinks it is proper to do so. 

Mr. DINGLEY. I rise to present a privileged report. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair desires to know what the gentleman 
from Pennsylvania proposes to do. i 

Mr. O’NEILL, of Pennsylvania. Ido not know what may be the 
idea of the gentleman in charge of the bill of Mrs. Burnett. I should 
like to see it called up, reconsidered, and passed, and then the House 
could proceed to the consideration of the other bills. 

The SPEAKER. The other bills will come up when the committee 
rises. 

ALLEGED VIOLATION OF NAVIGATION LAWS. 

Mr. DINGLEY, from the Committee on Merchant Marine and Fish- 
eries, submitted the following report—— 

Mr. LANHAM. Let us have the regular order. 

The SPEAKER. This is the regular order, and the Clerk will read 


the privileged report. 
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The Clerk read as follows: 


The Committee on Merchant Marine and Fisheries, to which was referred 
resolution of inquiry concerning the alleged violation of the navigation laws, 
report the same Nin with the recommendation that said resolution be adopted. 

“ Whereas it is alleged by evidence adduced 
Representatives appoin to investigate immigration that in many instances 
foreigiers are commanding and in some instances owning vessels registered 
or coronen ss vessels of the United States and engaged in the coastwise trade; 


an 

“Whereas the laws of the United States provide that only vessels registered or 
enrolled as vessels of the United States shall pate in the coastwise trade, 
and that no vessel shall be registered or enro as a vessel of the United States 
unless it is wholly owned by citizens of the United States and commanded bya 
citizen of the United States: Therefore, 

“ Resolved, That the Secretary of the Treasury be requested to inform the House 
whether the Treasury Department has information of such violation of the laws 


of the United States, and, if so, what steps have taken to vacate 


ter or enrollment of such vessels, and to prosecute persons who have violated 
our navigation laws.” 

Mr. DINGLEY. I move the adoption of the resolution. 

Mr. OATES. Mr. Speaker, before that vote is taken I wish to 
say that the committee investigating the subject of immigration ob- 
tained some evidence to the effect that vessels have been registered and 
engaged in the coastwise trade under the command of alien captains, 
which is not in accordance with law; that evidence is now being pub- 
lished. It shows several cases of vessels registered and commanded 
by aliens through fraud perpetrated upon the collectors and custom- 
house officers. í do not know from the evidence obtained. by that 
committee, nor have I heard it before alleged, that there is a registry 
of any vessel at any of the custom-houses contrary to the law with the 
knowledge or connivance of the custom-house officials. Ina case in 
Boston there was proof in more cases than one perhaps, certainly in 
one, wherein they took a cook who was an American citizen, and ob- 
tained clearance papers in his name as commander, and before the ves- 
sel was out of sight of the custom-house the de facto captain, who was 
an Englishman and an alien, took possession and command, and sent 
the cook to the galley. 

There was also evidence taken by the committee where by fraud 
practiced upon the naturalization laws through certain persons papers 
were obtained for aliens in some cases in a few hours, or in a day after 
they had arrived in New York. They came there for the purpose of ob- 
taining command of some coastwise vessels, and for consideration paid 
have obtained what purported to be naturalization papers, issued out 
of Judge Moore’s court; of Brooklyn; but the collector, when he was 
swornand examined by the committee subsequently, testified that when 
this allegation was brought to his knowledge he sent a trusted officer 
to examine the records of that court, and that no such case was found 
on record, although the man in each case who had command of the yes- 
sel had papers showing he was a naturalized citizen. 

So there was no evidence taken by that committee which shows 
clearance has been given to any vessel contrary to law so far as the col- 
lector is concerned. When the commander was of foreign birth he had 
papers of his having been naturalized. There is no evidence, however, 
of frauds having been perpetrated in that way wherein the customs 
officers are at fault. 

Mr. DINGLEY. I desire simply to say that while the facts are sub- 
stantially as stated by the gentleman from Alabama, that numerous 
complaints were made to the Secretary of the Treasury of informalities 
under our navigation laws, and those complaints have been investi- 
gated by the Secretary, and a mass of information obtained which dis- 
proves the allegation, which was that our navigation Jaws have been 
violated, it is thought best those facts should be laid before the pub- 
lic which will tend to show these allegations have no basis to rest upon. 
If there is nothing more to be said, I call for the previous question on 
the adoption of the resolution. 

The previous question was ordered, and under the operation thereof 
the resolution was adopted. 

Mr. DINGLEY moved to reconsider the vote by which the resolu- 
tion was adopted; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid 
on the table. 3 

The latter motion was agreed to, 

PUBLIC BUILDING, BROOKLYN. 

Mr. CHEADLE. Mr. Speaker, I rise to a question of privilege. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. CHEADLE. On the 17th day of this month I introduced a res- 
olution of inquiry, which was referred to the Committee on Expendi- 
tures on Public Buildings. Not having been reported back, in con- 
formity to the rules of the House, I now ask that the committee be dis- 
charged from its further consideration, and that the resolution be now 
considered with a view to submitting an amendment at this time. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will cause the resolution to be read to 
determine whether it presents a privileged question or not. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


the committee of the House of 


Whereas itis re: in the public prints that the contract for the construc- 
tion of the Brooklyn Federal building was awarded, after advertisement, toone 
Gobel, of , at his bid of $623,000, and that said Gobel failed to comply 


oi 

with the terms of said contract, and thatthe Supervising Architect hasforfeited 
his check for $1,000 deposited with his bid, and that the said has since 
awarded the contract to Bernard Gallagher, of Brooklyn, at his bid of $860,000 ; 


Whereas it was reported that said Gobel had undue advantages in the matter 


of information; that other contractors said that with these advantages they 
could haye reduced their bids: Therefore, 

Beitresolved, That the Committee on Expenditures on Public Buildings be di- 
rected to inquire into all the facts of the case, and to report to the House 
whether the Supervising Architect was derelict in his duty in failing to read- 
vertise for proposals, and in awarding the contract at a figure nearly a quarter 
of a million of dollars more than the lowest offer submitted at the letting. 


Mr. CHEADLE. I move that the committee be discharged from the 
further consideration of the resolution, and that it be adopted with an 
amendment which I shall propose. 

The SPEAKER. This is not a privileged resolution. It is nota 
resolution calling upon the head of a Department for information, but 
a mere resolution directing a committee of the House to make a cer- 
tain inquiry. 

Mr. CHEADLE. But I propose to amend it with a view to calling 
upon the head of a Department for certain information. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair must treat it, however, as it is now. 
It does not in its present form present a privileged question. 

Mr. HOOKER. I demand the regular order. 

Mr. CHEADLE. It will bea privileged resolution when the amend- 
ment is submitted. 

The SPEAKER. But the amendment is not now before the House, 
The motion of the gentleman is to discharge the committee. What 
the purpose of the gentleman may be hereafter is not a question that 
can enter into the consideration of the subject. It is not a privileged 
question to be called up in its present form, and the regular order has 
been demanded. 

Mr. CHEADLE. I donot pretend to say whether or not it presents 
a question of privilege, but—— 

Mr. SPINOLA. J demand the regular order. 

Mr. CHEADLE. Ido not think there will be a solitary objection 
(when I make a statement as to the facts in connection with this build- 
ing) to the consideration of the resolution at the present time. 

The SPEAKER. But the regular order has been demanded. 

Mr. CHEADLE. One moment, Mr. Speaker. Without saying 
whether or not the Supervising Architect has been derelict in his duty, 
I want to call the attention of the House to this important fact, that 
in awarding the contract for the building, instead of its being awarded 
to the lowest bidder, it was awarded at a sum 35 per cent, greater than 
the lowest bidder, and was not awarded even to the next lowest bid- 
der. If there is any looseness in the statutes by which an executive 


ofiicer of the Government is permitted to award a contract for a quarter 


of a million dollars more than the lowest bid, or any lower bidder, I 
think it presents such a question as will permit the perpetration of the 
gravest frauds upon the Government, and is therefore a matter which 
should receive the prompt and careful attention of Congress. 

Mr. SPINOLA. Regular order. 

The SPEAKER. If the gentleman has aresolution calling upon the 
Secretary of the Treasury for information upon the subject, it will be 
a privileged resolution under the rules of the House. But the resolu- 
tion to which he refers is simply one calling upon a committee of the 
House to make an investigation of the matter alloged, and is not priv- 


ileged. > 
BUSINESS FROM THE COMMITTEE ON THE POST-OFFICE. x 
Mr. BLOUNT. I desire, Mr. Speaker, to make a request to the 
House. : 
The SPEAKER. But the regular order has been demanded, 


Mr. BLOUNT. If itis insisted upon, I will, of course, acquiesce; 
but I hope I will have the privilege of testing the sense of the House 
on a proposition I wish to submit. 

The SPEAKER. If there be no objection, the gentleman wili pro- 


ceed. 

Mr. BLOUNT. TIpropose to leave the city on Monday, and the House 
has determined that when it adjourns to-day it will be to meet on Mon- 
day next. On yesterday a matter from the Committee on the Post- 
Office and Post-Roads was being considered in the morning hour, An- 
other hour remains to the committee, and I ask unanimous consent that 
the hour may be preserved to the committee until my return. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the request of the gentleman 
from Georgia? 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 

ORDER OF BUSINESS. 

Mr. McCREARY. Mr. Speaker, I ask consent to make a brief state- 
ment, with a view to submitting a request. Iam compelled to leave 
here on Tuesday, and I hold in my hand a bill which has been on the 
Calendar for a long time appropriating only the sum of $130, a most 
just and equitable bill. I ask unanimous consent that the Committee 
of the Whole be discharged from its further consideration and that it 
be put upon its passage. à 

The SPEAKER. ‘The title of the bill will be read subject to the 
right of objection, if the demand for the regular order is withdrawn. 

Mr. SPINOLA. I withdraw the demand. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair understood the gentleman from Missis- 
sippi to insist upon the demand. 

Mr. HOOKER. I will withdraw it for the present. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the title of the bill called 
up by the gentleman from Kentucky. 
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The Clerk read as follows: ~ 

A bill (H. R. 9874) for the relief of administrator of Alfred Alcorn. 

The bill was read at length. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Let tne report be read. 

‘The report was read. : 

Revo a canis Is there objection to the present consideration of 

e bi 

Mr. MORGAN. I desire to know what is the regular order. 

The SPEAKER, The regular order is the call of committees for re- 
ports on bills of a private nature. 

Mr. MORGAN. Has any order been made that in the proceedings 
to-day we will pursue the course adopted on last Friday ? 

The SPEAKER. The present occupant of the chair does not preside 
in Committee of the Whole. 

Mr. MORGAN. I assume the same course will be pursued, and the 
gentleman's name will be called in time when we get into committee. 
Therefore, I object. 

Mr. LANHAM. I ask unanimous consent to dispense with the call 
of committees for reports; and that gentlemen having reports from com- 
mittees may be permitted to hand them in at the desk. 

There was no objection. 

FILING OF REPORTS. 

ane following reports were filed by being handed in at the Clerk’s 

esk: 


MACADAMIZED ROAD TO NATIONAL CEMETERY, WILMINGTON, N. C. 

Mr. MAISH, from the Committee on Military Affairs, reported the 
following bill (H. R. 11524) as a substitute for bill H. R. 4307 to pro- 
vide for the construction of a macadamized road to the national ceme- 
tery near Wilmington, N. C., and for other purposes; which was referred 
to the Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union, and, 
with the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 

MATTIE S. WHITNEY. 

Mr. STONE, of Kentucky, from the Committee on War Claims, re- 
ported back favorably the bil (S. 2185) to carry out the findings of the 
Court of Claims in the case of Mattie S. Whitney as administratrix of 
Franklin 8. Whitney, deceased, heretofore referred to said court; which 
was referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the Private Cal- 
endar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 

D. W. BOUTWELL. . 

Mr. THOMAS, of Wisconsin, from the Committee on War Claims, 
reported back favorably the bill (H. R. 2253) for the relief of D. W. 
Boutwell; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House 
on the Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered 
to be printed. : 

B. F. ROBINSON. 

Mr. STONE, of Kentucky, from the Committee on War Claims, re- 
ported back favorably the bill (H. R. 351) for the relief of B. F. Robin- 
son; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the 
Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be 
printed. 


~ 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 

Mr. BOWDEN. Before the regular order is proceeded with I ask 
unanimous consent to make a brief statement. [Cries of \“‘ Regular 
order!” 

The SbEAKER, The regular order has been demanded. 

Mr. BOWDEN. I wish to ask consent to make a statement in refer- 
ence to a bill which was passed on the day before yesterday. 

The SPEAKER. Is the regular order insisted upon ? 

Mr. LANHAM. I think we had better proceed with the regular 
order. 

Mr. BOWDEN. I desire to lay before the House a statement. 

Mr. LANHAM. If it is justastatement, I will yield for a moment. 

Mr. ABBOTT. I demand the regular order. 

Mr. BOWDEN. On the day before yesterday—— 

The SPEAKER. The regular order is demanded, and the Chair has 
no discretion in the matter, but must proceed with the regular order, 

Mr. BOWDEN. I trust the gentleman will withdraw the demand. 

The SPEAKER. ‘The gentleman from Texas [Mr. ABBOTT] insists 
on the regular order. 

Mr. LANHAM. I move that the House resolve itself into Com- 
mittee of the Whole Honse on the Private Calendar, and pending that 
I desire to submit a request that we pursue the same order as was 
adopted when the House was in Committee of the Whole on the Private 
Calendar last Friday, namely, that the roll of members be called in 
alphabetical order, commencing where we left off, and that each mem- 
ber be recognized to call upa bill for consideration if it be not objected 
to by five members. ? 

` Mr. BOWDEN. I propose to get in my statement, and I object to 
the request of the gentleman from Texas [ Mr. HAM]. 

The SPEAKER. The question, then, is on the motion that the House 
= itself into Committee of the Whole House on the Private Cai- 
endar. 

Mr. O’NEILL, of Pennsylvania. Prior to putting that motion I | 
will state—— i 


TheSPEAKER. The regular orderis demanded, and the gentleman 
from Texas [Mr. ABBOTT] insists on it. [After a pause.] The ayes 
seem to have it. 

Mr. BOWDEN. Division. 

The House divided; and there were—ayes 46, noes 6. 

Mr. BOWDEN. I make the point of no quorum. 

Mr. SOWDEN. I move that the House do now adjourn. 

The question was put, and the motion to adjourn was disagreed to. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will appoint the gentleman from Texas 
[Mr. LANHAM] and the gentleman from Virginia [Mr. BOWDEN] as 
tellers. 

Mr. BUCHANAN. I desire to make a parliamentary inquiry. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. BUCHANAN. The inquiry I desire to make is whether the 
order allowing members to call up bills alphabetically was a continu- 
ing order or not, 

The SPEAKER. The present occupant of the chair was not in the 
House at the time the order was made. ‘The Chair supposes that it 
was not a continuing order from the fact that the gentleman from Texas 
(Mr, LANHAM] asks that it be applied to this day’s proceedings. 

Mr. BUCHANAN. I would like to ask the gentleman from Texas 
[Mr. LANHAM] whether the order allowing members to call up bills 
was a continui®g order. 

Mr. LANHAM. It applied only to that day, and I have requested 
that it be made applicable to this day’s proceedings. 

The SPEAKER. If the motion to go into Committee of the Whole 
prevails, this request can be made of the Chairman of the Committee of 
the Whole House. 

Mr. LANHAM. In the interest of the d ition of business, I ask 
unanimous consent that the gentleman from Virginia be allowed one 
minute. 

The SPEAKER. That request has been made and objected to by 
the gentleman from Texas [Mr. ABBOTT] and not withdrawn, and the 
gentleman insists upon the regular order. 

Mr. LANHAM. ‘Then the gentleman from Virginia [Mr. BOWDEN] 
insists upon the point of no quorum. There is evidently no quorum 
in the House, and if it is to be insisted upon, the best thing to do would 
be to move to adjourn, and I make that motion. 

The SPEAKER. ‘The House has just refused to adjourn, and no 
business has been transacted since. . 

The tellers proceeded with the count. 

Mr. BLOUNT. Mr. Speaker, is it in order to move a recess until 8 
o'clock ? 

The SPEAKER, Itis. 

Mr. BLOUNT. Then I make that motion. 

The question was put, and the Speaker announced that the ‘‘ noes” 
seemed to have it. 

Mr. BLOUNT. Division. 

Mr. BOWDEN. I withdraw the point of no quorum. 

Mr. BLOUNT. I withdraw the demand for a division. 

The SPEAKER. The ‘‘ayes’’ haveit, and the motionof the gentle- 
man from Texas [Mr. LANHAM] to go into Committee of the Whole 
House on the Private Calendar is to. 

The House accordingly resolved itself into Committee of the Whole 
on the Private Calendar, Mr. RICHARDSON in the chair. 

Mr. LANHAM. I ask unanimous consent that tne Clerk shall call 
the roll in alphabetical order, commencing where we left off on Friday 
last, and that as each gentleman’s name is called he may be allowed 
to call up one bill, not including pension bills, provided that the con- 
sideration of it be not objected to by_five members. 

There was no objection, and the order was made. 

Mr. DUNN. Mr. Chairman, I rise to a parliamentary inquiry. 

The CHAIRMAN, The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. DUNN. When my name was called on last Friday under this 
rule I was absent. I understand that my privilege by unanimous con- 
sent was reserved at the uest of my colleague, Mr. Pern. Ide- 
sire to know, therefore, if it isin order for me to call up a bill under 
that reserved right. 

TheCHAIRMAN. The Chair is informed that that action was taken 
when the gentleman’s name was reached on Friday last and the gen- 
tleman is now recognized for the purpose of asking consideration of a 
bill. 


WILLIAM A. BEVENS. 
Mr. DUNN. Then I call up the bill (S. 317) for the relief of Will- 
iam A. Bevens. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and he is liereby, au- 
thorized and required to open and restate the accounts between the United 
States and William A. Bevans as receiver of public moneys at Batesville, Ark. 
That in such restatement of said accounts the Secretary shall cha: Bevans 
with ali such sums of money as were in his hands at any time as receiver afore- 
said, and shall credit him with all such sums as le was compelled by the State 
of Arkansas or other superior force to surrender, and with such other sums as 
in equity should be allowed credit for, notwithstanding any previous rejection 
of such items by the Treasury Department or by any other tribunal. 

Sec. 2. That upon such restatement the Secretary of the Treas is hereby 
anthorized an directed, out of any money in the Treasury not otherwise ap- 
propriated, to pay to said Bevans any sum of money found due him, not to ex- 
td tbo sum of $20,000. 
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The bill was laid aside to be reported to the House with the recom- 
mendation that it do pass. 


MILO M’CRILLIS. 


Mr. GEST. I ask consideration of the bill (H. R. 7718) for the re- 
lief of Milo McCrillis. 

The bill was read, as follows: . 

Be it enacted, elc., That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to pay Milo McCrillis, late er at Weaver's 
ners, Huron County, Ohio, the sum of $75.76, the same being for postage-stam 
postal-cards, and stamped envelopes feloniously taken by burglars from the 
ies of said postmaster March 1, 1883, without any fault or negligence on his 
par 

The bill was laid aside to be reported to the House with the recom- 
mendation that it do pass. 

Mr. KILGORE, I think the reports ought to be read. 5 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman now desire the reading of 
the report? 

Mr. KILGORE. Iwill not make that demand as to this bill; but 
shall do so from this time forward. 


RIGHT OF WAY THROUGIL INDIAN RESERVATION, 


Mr, LIND. In behalf of Governor GEAR, who is absent to-day, I 
wish to make a brief statement. Some days ago he obtained recogni- 
tion to offer a bill granting a right of way, and it was objected to. I 
now ask unanimous consent to present the bill on behalf of Governor 
GEAR, who is necessarily absent to-day. It is a very small matter, 
simply providing for a right of way through an Indian reservation in 
my district. 

The CHAIRMAN. That can only be done by unanimous consent. 

Mr. MORGAN, Is there any excuse for it. If there is some over- 
ruling necessity I will not object, but if not I will object. 

Mr. WILLIAMS and Mr. MORGAN. Regular order. 


J. W. PARISH & CO. 


Mr. GIFFORD. Icall up the bill (H. R. 9718) for the relief of J. W. 


Parish & Co. 

Mr. PEEL. Mr. Speaker, this bill has been unanimously reported 
fron»the Committee on War Claims, and as the report is quite long I 
suggest that the reading of it be dispensed with, and if desired I will 
make a brief statement of the case. 

Mr. KILGORE. I think the report ought to be read. 

Mr. PEEL. It is quite long and will occupy a good deal of time, 
and I can state the substance of it more briefly. 

Mr. KILGORE. If I yield in this case, other gentlemen will de- 
mand the same privilege, and I think the report had better be read. 

The report (by Mr. STONE, of Kentucky) was read, as follows: 


The Committee on War Claims, to whom was referred the memorial of Jo- 
seph W. Parish, Geo: C. Hadicy,and William L. Huse, lately composing the 
firm of J. W, Parish & Co., of St. Louis, Mo., praying for relief, have had the same 
under consideration, and beg leave to submit the following report: 

This is a claim for the payment for loss sustained by the petitioners, as they 
allege, on account of the meltage and loss of ice which they had p ‘or 
the Government hospitals in 1864, in pursuance of a written contract made with 
the medical purveyor at Louisville, Ky., and sencoved by the Surgeon-General, 
Kar which was su uently anei ia an arbitrary way by the Secretary of 


ar, 

The facts in the case are as follows: 

On the 27th day of November, 1863, the Acting Surgeon-General of the United 
States, at Washington, through his assistant, C. I. Crane, surgeon, United States 
Army. directed Surgeon D. L. Magruder, United States Army, medical purveyor 
at Louisville, Ky., to advertise for proposals for furnishing ice forall the United 
States general hospitals at the West (those of the Division of the Mississippi, 
and of the Department of the Gulf upon the Mississippi and its tributaries), in 
such quantities as aey be required for the use of the sick and wounded during 
the year 1864." (Exhibit A, attached hereto.) 

In goad of such directions, Surgeon Magruder advertised for proposals 
on the 4th day of December, 1863; and on the 7th day of said December in- 
formed Acting Surgeon-General Barnes, at Washington, stating in his letter 
that he had the advertisement “inserted in five newspapers of the principal 
cities of the West, namely, the Louisville Journal, Cincinnati Gazette, Chicago 
‘Tribune, and the Democrat and Union, of St. Louis. (Exhibits B and C.) 

J.W.Parish & Co. thereupon and_in pursuance of said advertisement filed 
their bid covering all the ponia specified, namely, to "furnish ice to all the 
United States general hospitals at the West (those of the Division of the Missis- 
sippiand ofthe Department of the Gulf upon the Mississippiand its tributaries), 
in such quantities as might be required for the use of the sick and wounded dur- 
ing the year 1864.” This bid, together with other bids thus filed, eleven in all, 
were forwarded by Surgeon Magruder on the 2ist of December, 1863, to the 
Surgeon-General of the United States at Washin: . On the 25th of the same 
month all bids were returned to him, with the following letter: 


SURGEON-GENERAL’S OFFICE, 
Washington, D. C., December 25, 1863. 
Sut; In reply to your letter of the 21st instant, inclosing proposals for furnish- 
ing ice for the ensuing year, ete., I am instructed to return the bids, and to direct 
you hee award the contract as may be deemed by you most advantageous to the 
service. 
‘cts offers are considered fair and reasonable by the Acting Surgeon-Gen- 
eral, 
Very respectfully, your obedient servant, 
©. H. ORANE, 
Surgeon, United States Army. 
By order of the Acting Surgeon-General. 


Surgeon D, L. Macruper, U. S. A., 
Medical Purveyor, Louisville, Ky. 


Armed with this full and soapie authority, Surgeon der, on the 30th 
day of December, 1863, entered into a written contract with the memorialists to 
deliver at various places, including New Orleans, La., and the Department of 
the Apn- ns necessary amount of ice required at each place for the year 

agreeing to 


1864, 
for the same the various specified amounts set out i id ~ 
aee si spe unts set out in said con. 
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Parish and his associates state that,immediately upon being notified of the 
acceptance of their bid, they were directed by Dr. Magruder and Ice Inspector 
Learned to proceed with the fulfillment of the contract, forthe reason that the 
contract was a large one and the season for obtaining a superior quality of ice 
would in all probability be of short duration. Accordingly they purchased an 
hired the requisite steam-boats and veneer the transportation of the ice, and 
also with their workmen proceeded to the places on the Illinois and Papers: 
sissippi Rivers where the rice could be procured,and cut and p in 
temporary ice houses, erected by them for that purpose, a sufficient quantity of 
ice to supply the entire quantity required by said contract, For New Orleans 
and Baton Rouge they cut and put up 5,000 tons, that being the quantity esti- 
mated by the Medical Department for those points—which ice, so pre: cost 
the sum of $2.50 per ton—and for said 5,000 tons the sum of $12,500.. They char- 
tered ten or eleven barges, ata cost of from $70 to $80 per day, to fill this con- 
tract and t rt the ice, the average length of said charters being about five 
months, and fully one-fourth of said barge stock was furnished for the transpor- 
tation and delivery of the ice required at New Orleans and Baton Rouge. 

The contract which was made and executed, as above set forth, was forwarded 
to Washington and approved by the Acting Surgeon-General, J. K. Barnes, Jan- 
uary 7, 1864 (see Exhibit D), and duplicate delivered to the contractors, was re- 
turned to Surgeon Magruder at Louisville. While the contractors were busy 
in purchasing material, chartering barges and steam-boats, and packing ice, in 
fulfillment of the said contract, Dr. Magruder was ordered by the araea of 
War to return the papers and contract, approved January 7, 1864, to Washing- 
ton. Some pretende honest practice in securing the ex- 
ecution of the contract had reached the ears of the tary, and was made 
the occasion for this order. The matter seems to have been placed in the hands 
of C. A. Dana, then Assistant Secretary of War, for investigation. 

On the 27th of January, 1864, Mr. Dana sent a communication to Secretary 
Stanton, in which he declares that he has not been able to discover any evidence 
of fraudulent design or dishonest practice in the making of the contract; that 
Parish & Co. were the ice contractors the previous year, when they had faith- 
fully executed their contract at considerable loss; thatit wasind nsable that 
the contractors should be men in respect of whom there could no fear of 
failure; that it was more convenient to deal with ono contractor than with 
many; that Parish & Co. were the lowest bidders out of eleven bids, and 
that, considering the risks involved, the prices were notextravagant. Mr. Dana 
added: *‘ But the stipulations in the papers executed do not han! ord sufficiently 
precise and guarded to secure faithful fulfillment, and J therefore also recom- 
mend the execution of new and amended papers for that object.” (See Exhibit 


e of fraud or d 


E.) 

Tn parrean of this a new form of contract was forwarded to Dr, Magruder, 
which was similar in all essential respects to the one already executed, differ- 
ing only in its phraseol and in unimportant verbal changes, But before 
this latter paper could be signed by your petitioners Dr. Magruder received a 
telegram from the SONAT of War directing him to erase from the said forni 
of contract, as points of delivery, New Orleans and the Department of the Gulf. 
‘The paper, with these erasures, was presented to the petitioners for signature, 
They had already provided all the ice requisite for fulfilling the contract which 
they theretofore signed, and which had been approved by Surgeon-General 
at Washington. They had also procured the means, at great expense, of trans- 
porting the ice to New Orleans and the Gulf Department. To have their delib- 
erate written contract with the Government thus rudely and arbitrarily set 
aside, and to be prevented from delivering the ice they had purchased and pre- 
pared to deliver, was a great hardship and would result in great loss. There- 
fore they protested; but protestations were of no avail. To failin delivering 
the 5,000 tons at New Orleans and other points on the Gulf, under the contract, 
would bring heavy loss; but to fail on the whole contract, after the investment 
they had made, they believed to be utter ruin. They were thus compelled, as 
they supposed, to sign the paper, but did so under protest, and giving notice to 
Dr. Magruder, as the only representative of the Government present, that they 
should thereafter insist upon their rights in the premises, And subsequently 
they did tender the ice for New Orleans and the Gulf to the United States ice 
inspector. and urged him to accept the same, which he refused to do. 

The contractors accordingly proceeded and furnished the tce, as provided in 
the first contract, to all pros other than New Orleans and the Department of 
the Gulf, and received their pay therefor. But the ice they had purchased for 
New Orleans, Baton Rouge, and other places on the Gulf melted on their hands . 
and was a total loss. They were also damaged to the extent of $6,000 and up- 
wards by the preparations they had made to deliver said ice, in chartering 
transportation on the river, and in nditures in preserving the ice ready to 
deliver at any time up to the expiration of the year 1864, as their contract 
they had agreed, All this clearly appears in the evidence filed with the com- 
mittee, most of which was taken under commission from the Court of Claims. 

Col. J. H. Ferry, assistant quartermaster United States Army, stationed at 
Louisville, Ky. during the years 1863 and 1864, testifies that he was aware that 
Parish & Co, had contracted to furnish ice for the Department of the Gulf, and 
believes that they fully pre themselves to do so during the month of Jane 
uary, 1864, at great cost, and adds: ** From my best know] and belief Parish 
& Co. expended for preparing to fulfill the contract for the Department of the 
Gulf from $18,000 to $20,000.” General Robert Allen, deputy Y ai a earn 
general United States Army, officially indorsed the statement of Colonel Ferry. 

In pursuance of the protest made by the claimants, and to recover such losses 
as they had sustained by reason of the violation of the contract on the part of 
the United States, as above set forth, they promptly entered suit in the Court of 
Claims, The court held that the United States violated its contract with the 
claimants, and intimated that the claimants were largely damaged by such vio- 
lation, and thatthey ‘* were unjustly treated by the officers of the Government, ™ 
But the court applied the strict legal rule of the common law, which is blind to 
all equity, that the claimants, by executing the second contract, had waived their 
rights under the first; and, as the contract was entire, the claimants could have 
refused to perform any part of it after it had been violated by the United States, 
and by not so refusing waived their right to damages and must be held to have 
accepted the second for the first contract. 

In other words, had the claimants seen fit to have refused to sign the second 
contract, and thus inetd ruined each of them, they would have been in posi- 
tion to have brought suit against the United States with possible hopes of re- 
covery. But the evidence before the court showed clearly that there was no 
intention on the part of the claimants to relinquish any of their rights under 
the first contract. They were forced to act in an emergency without counsel, 
and did what they supposed would preserve their rights, The proof that they 
objected to the second contract and protested against signing it, and that they 
subsequently tendered the ice for New Orleans, etc., is abundant. They gave 
distinct notice to the officers and agents of the United States intrusted with the 
matter that they would seek redress for the invasion of their rights, with a dis- 
tinct avowal that they would not waive them, and their failure in court seems 
to have been one of the unjust results of applying a harsh technical rule, 

The fact that they protested against this action of the Government, that they 
executed the new contract under a practical duress, that the circumstances of 
the elaimants were such that while to execute the second contract would dam- 
age them greatly, still, not to execute it and thereby save to them a market for 
the great mass of ice they had procured, relying upon the first contract, would 
be utter ruin, seems to have had no weight in the suit at law, although it de- 
vyelops an irresistible equity. 

The Supreme Court on appeal sustained the rule laid down by the lower 
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court, that the signing of the second contract, although done under protest, was 


a waiver of their 1 claim under the first contract. 
These complainants could not have avoided their liability to the Septate baniers 
under the first contract. Had they attempted it, they and their bon en 


would have been brought into court and made to all the damages. But 
the Government, by the right of might alone, tenders the alternative of achange 
of contract, or something much worse. 

From the iegincintn 7 statement, which is well sustained by the evidence in 
the case, your committee reach the conclusion that the prayer of the petition- 
ers for relief is well founded, and we recommend payment of $18,500 as pro- 
vided in the accompanying bill. 


Mr. PEEL. Iask unanimous consent that the readingof the digest 
of the case, following the report, be dispensed with. 

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection to the request of the gentle- 
man from Arkansas? 

Mr. HOLMAN. Iwill not insist on the further reading of this paper, 
but I shall want a very satisfactory explanation from my friend from 
Arkansas as to how far this claim is mixed up withone which has here- 
tofore been acted upon by the House. I find that there were two con- 
tracts, but it seems that the Court of Claims decided— 
that the United States violated its contract with the claimants and intimated 
that the claimants were largely damaged by such violation, and were unjustly 
treated by the officers of the Government, but the court applied the strict legal 
rule of the common law which is blind to all equity—— 

Mr, OATES. Mr. Chairman, is this bill under consideration ? 

The CHAIRMAN, The gentleman from Arkansas [Mr. PEEL] 
asked unanimous consent that the further reading of the report should 
be dispensed with. 

Mr. OATES. I understood that was objected to. 

Mr. PEEL. Ihave the evidence here in my hand which will an- 
swer the question of the gentleman from Indiana and which shows that 
this has nothing to do with the other claim. 

Mr. OATES. Irise for the purpose of objecting to the consideration 
of this bill. š p 

Mr. HOLMAN. That question has not been presented yet. 

Mr. OATES. But the gentleman from Indiana seems to be diseuss- 
ing the bill, and that is not in order. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I simply waived the farther reading of this paper, 
with the view of having an explanation as to how far this transaction 
Son mixed up with a former one for which we have already passed a 

ill. 

Mr. PEEL. I can answer that in a moment. 

The CHAIRMAN. This discussion is proceeding by unanimous con- 
sent, Objections to the consideration of the bill have not been called 
for, and if the gentleman from Alabama [Mr. OATES] makes the point 
of order, the Chair will submit the question. 

Mr. OATES. Ido make the point. 

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection to the consideration of this 
bill? 

Mr, OATES, If the gentleman from Arkansas [Mr. PEEL] thinks 
he has evidence sufficient to satisfy the Honse in this case, I will with- 
hold my objection for the present. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Now, Mr. Chairman, I wish to put my question to 
the gentleman from Arkansas. The report states that the Court of 
Claims— > 
applied the strict legal rule of the eommon law, which is blind to all equity— 

I do not think that was written by a lawyer— 


that the claimants, by executing the second contract, had waived their rights 
under the first; and, as the contract was entire, the claimants could have refused 
to paom any part of it after it had been violated by the United States, and by 
not so refusing waived their right to damages and must be held to haye accepted 
the second for the first contract. 

Now, these are some of the provisions that were in-the case we have 
already acted on. 

Mr, PEEL. And the gentleman wants to know whether this has 
any connection with that case? 

Mr. HOLMAN. Yes, sir. 

Mr. PEEL. I have here a letter from the Department, dated May 
27, 1888, only a few months ago, addressed to Senator MITCHELL, who 
had called for the same information. I will read from that letter in 
reply to the gentleman’s question: 

Wak DEPARTMENT, SURGEON-GENERAL’S OFFICE, 
è Washington, D. C., May 27, 1898, 

Sır: I have the honor to acknowledge the receipt of your communication of 
the 17th instant, inclosing a petition of Joseph W. Parish, Geo: C. Hadley, 
and William L. Huse, praying relief on account of the loss of 5,000 tons of ice, 
claimed to have been purchased by them in 1864, under orders from officers of 
the Medical Department of the Army, and not ted; also copy of an act ap- 
proved February 20, 1886, allowing Joseph W. Parish $58,341.85 on account of ice 
purchased by him for the Medical Department of the Army and not accepted. 

In answer to your first question I would say there is no connection whatever 
between the subject of the present petition and the transactions covered by the 
act of February 20, 1886. The latter was for ice collected in the earl rs of 
1883, under a contract with Henry Johnson, dated at Washington, March » 1863 ; 
the former is for providing ice in 1864, under a contract first made with Surg. 
David L. Magruder,at Louisville, K y., December 30,1863,and afterwards amended 
and altered by authority of the Secretary of War. 

So the gentleman will see that this contract was for a different year, 
with a different firm, and was a different transaction entirely, having 
nothing in the world to do with the other claim. 

Mr. KILGORE. When was it that this transaction occurred ? 

Mr. PEEL. This contract was made in the fall of 1863 for the per- 
formance of the contract in 1864, 


= KILGORE. How doesit happen that the matter has stood over 
so long? 

Mr. PEEL. It has been before the Department, and before the Court 
of Claims, and before the Supreme Court, and then before Congress. 

Mr. KILGORE. When was it first presented to Congress? 

Mr. PEEL. I do not remember the time exactly, but very soon after 
the Supreme Court passed upon it. There has been no laches on the 
part of the claimant. i 

Mr. PAYSON. But the Courtof Claims and the Supreme Court both 
decided against the claimants, I understand. 

Mr. PEEL. Upon the ground that they had accepted a new con- 
tract, which, under the action of the Secretary of War, they were com- 
pelled to accept. They.had made a perfect contract with the officers 
of the Government to furnish ice for all the Western departments, in- 
cluding New Orleans and the Department of the Gulf. The Govern- 
ment officets made the estimates of the quantities necessary for each 
department. 

The estimate was 5,000 tons asthe quantity necessary to fill the order 
for the Departmentofthe Gulf. Then, asthe reportand evidence show, 
a few days after the contract had been concluded by the Surgeon-Gen- 
eral, these parties were directed by the officers of the Government to 
proceed at once and procure the ice. They did so. Bat, as the evi- 
dence shows, after they had incurred the liability for this ice, the Sec- 
retary of War, for no cause that any one has ever been able to find out, 
ordered the provision tor supplying the Department of the Gulf to be 
stricken from the contract, and the 5,000 tons which had been estimated 
by the officers of the Government as necessary for that department were 
a loss upon the hands of these contractors. According to the contract 
these parties were to be paid $25 a ton for this ice, delivered in New 
Orleans, for the Department of the Gulf. That provision was stricken 
out; and the Government, at the instance of the Secretary of War, re- 
fused arbitrarily to accept the ice thus contracted for, the contract for 
that department being let to another party, a party in Boston, who re- 
ceived $32 a ton for the ice. ; 

This claim is not for the contract price, which would be the basis of 
payment between man and man. The Supreme Court, in this case, 
has laid down the rigid rule that these parties can recover only the 
actual cost of the ice, with expenses of transportation, ete. Under the 
strict rule laid down by the court these claimants are denied payment 
for anything except the money they actually paid out, Nota cent is 
allowed for interest, profit, or anything of that kind. 

Mr. OATES. Did not these parties receive all the money that the 
second contract provided for? 

Mr. PEEL. I believe they did. 

Mr. OATES. And they now want the difference between that sum 
and the sum named in the first contract? 

Mr. PEEL. No; they want payment for the ice which they were 
ordered to procure and which they did procure, but which the Govern- 
ment under a military order of Secretary Stanton refused to accept. 

Mr. KILGORE. Did they not sell the ice to somebody else ? 

Mr. PEEL. No; the evidence is full and complete that theice was 
a total loss. We have the testimony of officers of the Government— 
the ice inspectors —— f 

Mr. KILGORE. Why isit that this claim has hung on for twenty- 
five years? That looks rather singular. 

Mr. PEEL. As soon as the war was ended these parties presented 
the matter to the Surgeon-General; it took some time to get the mat- 
ter through that Department; then it was referred to the Court of 
Claims, where it was worked on for several years; then it went to the 
Supreme Court, and it was there a long time. When the Supreme 
Court got through with the case, the parties commenced coming to Con- 


Mr. KILGORE. I think the gentleman from Arkansas should be 
permitted to withdraw his bill. 

Mr. PEEL. I do not see any reason why I should doso; for if there 
was ever any claim that had equity onitssidethisissuchaone. When 
officers of the Government acting under the authority of their superiors 
have entered into a written contract with private citizens for the de- 
livery of certain supplies to the Government at certain times for the 
benefit of the sick and wounded; when that contract has been com- 
pleted and approved by the Surgeon-General, as shown here; when the 
contractors, under direction of the officers of the Government, have 
gone on and procured the supplies, paid out their money, incurred the 
fullest liability; when under these circumstances the Government, by 
an arbitrary order, hasrefused to take the supplies contracted for, and 
gives the contract to somebody else, I must confess that if there is no 
equity in a claim for reimbursement I am a stranger toevery principle 
of equity. That is such acase. The evidence is not from the claim- 
ants, but from the officers of the Government themselves. It is plain 
andemphatie. The contract was made, approved, and signed. Among 
other places, this ice was to be delivered at New Orleans for the De- 
partment of the Gulf, the estimate of the officers of the Government 
being 5,000 tons for that part of the contract. It was late in Decem- 
ber when the contract was made, and the time for procuring ice was 
rapidly passing away. The officers of the Government directed the 
parties to go and procure the ice. They didso; they tendered it at the 
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place designated time and again after the arbitrary order of the Secre- 
tary of War. An officer of the Government, an inspector who was an 


testifies—— 

Mr. HOLMAN. What was the nature’of the other elaim allowed 
two years ago? e 

Mr. PEEL. That was a contract made at St. Louis by the medical 
department there; and the order was simply suspended. 

Mr. PAYSON. Iremember the other elaim; it was in the Forty- 
ninth Congress. We made an appropriation of something over $58,000 
in behalf of these same parties for ice which, it was claimed, the Gov- 
ernment had eontracted for and afterwards refused to receive. That 
claim was paid. Why was not this claim presented with that? 

Mr. PEEL. Because, although the firm name wassimilar, the mem- 
bers of the firm were different. It was not the same firm. Besides 
this claim was pending before the eourt. when Congress acted on that. 

- Mr. PAYSON. Canthe gentleman refer us to the volume of reports 
containing the decision of the Supreme Court of this case? 

Mr. PEEL. Yes, sir. Let me read from the Senate report; and I 
ask gentlemen to remember that this elaim has in its favor the unani- 
mous report of the committees of both Houses: 

There seems to be no doubt as to the sufficiency of proof as to the first item. 
In a former case before ewes o. rong Court (10 Otto, 50, where the cireumstanees 
were quite similar, it was that the measure of damages should be what the 
ice cost the contraetors and their expenses in eonnection therewith made neces- 
sary by the breaeh of contract on the of the Government. 

The rule between individuals would give the contractors the contract price of 
the ice, which in this case would be ely in excess of the amount now claimed, 
But the court having fixed the rule w the Government makes the breach, 
we can only follow 

It being conceded that the first item is sufficiently proven, attention is directed 
to the second. 

The exact language of the court in Otto, supra, is: 

“Claimants are entitled to the expenses and losses incident to the preparation 
to meet the demand of the notice served on them,’” 

Learned, the United States ice inspector, testifies that he ordered the ice, and 
that it was accordingly procured by the contractors. They paid $2.50 a ton for 
the5,000 tons. What else did they do? They bought lumber and built ice- 
houses for storage, and procured transportation to.carry the ice from points in 
WMinois to New Orleans and other places on the Gulf. 

The testimony on this point is as follows, by Mr. Learned: 

“That this peponset was engaged in the ice business on the Mississippi River 
for more than fifteen years previous to the last-named date (186!) and knows 
the cost and e mse of securing ice and making provisions for its transporta- 


tion, and that his knowledge of what Parish & Co. did to seeure fce and 


he transportation for the same to the Department of the Gulf, he verily 
lieves they incurred cost and expenses to the amount of $18,000. 

Mr. PAYSON. That doubtless included the other ice they had con- 
tracted to deliver there. 

Mr. PEEL. No, sir. Listen. 


Eighteen thousand dollars more than they would have incurred had they 
not supposed that they were ey sete by their contract to supply the ice for 
that department; and deponent further says that all the ice required to enable 
Parish & Co, to supply ‘ice to said department had been secured and full pro- 
vision made for its.transportation previous to the final order of the War De- 
partment prohibiting the ice for the Department of the Gulf, 


Mr. PAYSON. That ice was secured under the second contract. 

Mr. PEEL. No; under the first contract. The Secretary of War 
refused to include in the contract the Department of the Gulf after the 
parties had procured the ice for that department. 2 

Mr. PAYSON. It was‘on the Upper Mississippi where that ice crop 
was harvested; am I right about that? 

Mr. PEEL. Yes, sir. 

Mr. PAYSON. ‘The question I wish to ask is this: Why does the 
committee of this House report that this ice was tendered in New Or- 
leans and refused there? If the first contract was not executed and 
the second contract was, if the parties went on and performed their ob- 
ligations under the second contract, and the ice was housed on the 
Upper Mississippi, how could it possibly have been tendered in New 
Orleans under the first contract? 

Mr. PEEL. Under the first contract they bought the ice for all 
points. It was an entirety. The various points were estimated for. 
This was for 5,000 tons. 

Mr. PAYSON. ‘That was under the first contraet ? 

Mr. PEEL. Yes. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Under the second one you abrogated that? 

Mr. PEEL. Yes; by the Secretary of War. 

Mr. PAYSON. This can not be true that they tendered the ice at 
New Orleans, 

Mr. PEEL. They tendered it, but they would not bring it down ít 
it was not to be accepted. 

The closing part of the report is as follows: 

In addition to these, Mr. Parish states in his deposition that although the firm 
had on hand about $20,000 worth of barges, yet they purchased others at a cost 
of $9,000, and chartered ten or cleven more ata further cost of $75 0r $80 per day, 

i that at least one-fourth of this stock 


was Spiris pm AA e Sa the ee to points on the Gulf. And this does not in- 


Therefore, in view of all the circumstances, your committee report back the 
accompanying bill and recommend its passage. 

‘Mr. HOLMAN. Allow me to ask a question. 

Mr. PEEL. Certainly. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Subsequently, that is subsequent to agreeing to 
the second contract, subsequent to that they did tender that ice for 
New Orleans and the Gulf to the United States ice inspector and urged 
him to accept the same, which, however, herefused todo. If I under- 
stand my friehd from Arkansas correctly there was not any actual de- 
livery of ice to the United States inspector. 

Mr. PEEL. No, they did not have the ice down there and actually 
make a tender of the ice itself to the United States inspector, because 
if such had been the case their damages would have been much heavier. 

Mr. HOLMAN. What are you putting the 5,000 tons of ice at? 

Mr. PEEL. Twodollars andahalf, when they were to get $25 under 
the contract. It is only the actual cost of the ice. 

Mr. HOLMAN. It is singular General Dana reports this first eon- 
tract was so loosely drawn that he required one to be made more defi- 
nite in its language. 

Mr. PEEL. Only in language. 

Mr. HOLMAN. It appears that— 
` Mr. Dai dded: “ But the stipulations in th ted do not appea 
sufficiently ranea aad, piera g poepen h Pfulfillment.and I hiana 
also recommend the exeeution of new and amended papers for that object.” 
(See Exhibit E.) 

In pursuance of this a new form of contract was forwarded to Dr. er, 
which was similar in all essential respects to the one already executed, differing 
only in its phraseology and in unimportant verbal changes. But before this 
latter paper conld be signed by your petitioners Dr. M der received a tele- 
gram from the Secretary of War directing him to erase from the said form of 
contract, as points of delivery, New Orleans and the De ent of the Gulf. 
The paper with these erasures was presented to the petitioners for signature. 

Mr. PEEL (showing a paper). Yes, here is where it is erased; he 
drew his pen across it. 

Mr. HOLMAN (reading from report of the committee): 

They had already provided all the iee requisite for fulfilling the contract 
which they had theretofore signed, and which had been approved by the Sur- 
Sens. oF RASAI T tite Wea [o Ree OOCR RAA, tae CRUE DOPATNDEA LIN 

by ns 1 t New jeans an n 
Rave their deli rater AMAN Petit with the Government thus rudely and 
arbitrarily set aside, and to be prevented from delivering the ice they had pur- 
chased and prepared to deliver, was a great hardship, and would result in great 
loss. Therefore they protested, but protestations were of no avail. To fail in 
delivering the 5,000 tons at New Orleans and other pointson the Gulf under the 
contract would bring heavy loss; but to fail on the whole contract, after the in- 
vestment they had made, they believed to be utter ruin. They were thus com- 
pelled, as they supposed, to sign the paper, but did so under protest, and giving 
notice to Dr. Magruder, as the only representative of the Government present, 
that they should thereafter insist upon their rights in the premises. And sub- 
sequently they did tender the ice for New Orleans and the Gulf to the United 
States ice inspector, and urged him to accept the same, which he refused to do, 

The whole trouble springs out of that second contract. 

Mr. PEEL, Yes, and thatis the reason why the court did not allow it. 

Mr. PAYSON. They were the same gentlemen? 

Mr. PEEL. But for different places and different work. ` 

Mr. PAYSON. But they were the same men. I see Hughes figures 
here as having been connected with both. Although the parties may 
be different, the gentleman from Arkansas is not prepared to say this 
is not the same old ice. [Laughter.] s 

Mr. PEEL. F say emphatically this is not the same ice. 

Mr. HOLMAN. They were fulfilling the contracts together. 

Mr. PEEL, The contracts were made and approved by the officers 
of the Government and they were ready to deliver the ice, but when 
they tendered itit wasrefused. The question now is whether or not the 
Government will pay the damages in court or will allow these parties 
to suffer this Foss. 

Mr. OATES. Mr. Chairman, thisis a very coldsubject, and I do not 
think it is necessary to consider it any further. I eall for the question. 

The CHAIRMAN. The first question is whether there is objection 
to the consideration of the bill. 

Five members having risen to object, the bill was not considered. 


GEORGE CAMPBELL. 


Mr. GREENMAN. [I call up for consideration the bill (H. R. 6018) 
for the relief of George Campbell. 
The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, ete., That the Secretary of War be, and he is hereby, authorized 
and directed to amend the record of muster-in of George Campbell, late second 
lieutenant of Company A, of the Onehundred and sixty-ninth Regiment of New 
York Volunteer Infantry, such muster-in of said Campbell as second lieutenant 
to bear date of February 23, 1865, when said Campbell took command of said 
Company A by order of Col. J. A. Colvin, commandant of said One hundred 
and sixty-ninth Regiment. And said George Campbell shall be, and hereb: 
is, entitled te all pay and ailowances or emoluments as if mustered in ab 
date: Provided, That the pay and allowances actually received shall be dedueted 
from the sum to be paid under this act. 

Mr. HOLMAN. How much is involved in the bill? 

Mr. GREENMAN. The time he served was from the 23d day of 
February to the 16th day of March, Iess than one month. 

Mr. HOLMAN. At what rank? 2 

Mr. GREENMAN. As second lieutenant. 

The bill was laid aside to be reported to the House with the recom- 
mendation that it do pass. 
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PRESBYTERIAN CHURCH, MARIETTA, GA, 


Mr. GRIMES. I desire to call up for present consideration the bill 
(H. R. 6189) for the relief of the trustees of the Presbyterian church 
in Marietta, Ga. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be il enacted, etc., That the sum of $1,478 be appropriated, out of any money 
in the Treasury not otherwise appropriated, to pay the trustees of the Presby- 
terian church in Marietta, Ga., for any and all damages done said church by the 
Federal Army in the year 1864. 

Mr. KILGORE. Let the report be read. 

The report (by Mr. LAWLER) was read, as follows: 
~ In July, 1864, the officers in command of the United States forces at Marietta 
took possession of the Presbyterian church at that point and converted it into 
a hospital for the Army. While the Army occupied it no care was taken to pro- 
tect the property, nor were re put upon it, and when it was turned over to 
the congregation they found the fencing all gone, the windows, sash, and glass 
broken, the plastering and lathing strip rom the walls, the flooring, pulpit, 
and pews carried off. The use, occupation, and material carried off are proved 
to be worth $1,478 by the oaths of parties who were present at the time, and is 
fully proren in every icular, 

No tribuzal has had jurisdiction to settle this claim. In 1855 the trustees of 
said church applied to General Donaldson, chief quartermaster of the Military 
Division of the Tennessee, for compensation for use and occupation and for the 
material taken and used by the Army, and that officer referred the case to Col, 
C. K. Smith, chief quartermaster Department of Georgia, for report, and the re- 

rt made by J. M. Marsh, agent for the Quartermaster’s Department, fixes the 

jury to said property at $1478. In April, 1866, General Donaldson notified the 
trustees of said church that he had no authority to pay the claim. 

Your committee are of opinion that the church should be reimbursed by the 
Government, and report back the bill and recommend its passage. 

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection to the present consideration 
of the bill ? 

Mr. HOLMAN. Let me call attention first to this fact, that this 
bill provides for the payment for use, occupation, and damages ex- 
clusively, the very things which by the law the officers of the Govern- 
ment were prohibited from doing, by the act of 1867, in express and 
definite terms, and again, so far as the Court of Claims is concerned, 
by the provisions of the Bowman act. 

I know that several such bills have been pressed heretofore, and 
gentlemen do not desire to object to the passage of bills which seem 
to be for the benefit of the Christian religion; but at the same time I 
want to call the attention of the House to the fact that this claim is 
for the very purpose which is prohibited by the Bowman act, and also 
by the law enacted in 1867 amendatory of the act of 1864. By this 
and by the provisions of the Bowman act the Government has ex- 

ly denied any liability in such cases. 

Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana. Let me ask my colleague, has Congress 
at any time allowed claims for the use and occupation of buildings for 
hospital purposes at the seat of war or within the belligerent terri- 
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Mr. HOLMAN. I can not point to a case where it has been done, 
at this moment. 

Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana. Has not the prevailing rule in Congress 
been against the allowance of such claims ? 

Mr. HOLMAN. Undoubtedly; as I just remarked, the act of 1867, 
as well as the Bowman act, expressly prohibited it. 

Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana. It seems to me that the allowance of 
this claim would lead to the allowance of every single claim of this 
character for the use or occupation of property for the Army or any part 
of it within the belligerent territory at the time of the war. 

Mr. HOLMAN. And at the seat of war. 

Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana. And would furnish a very dangerous 


precedent. 

Mr. HOLMAN. The language of the Bowman act is ‘‘at the seat 
of war,” and this is at the seat of war. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will remark that this discussion is 
going on only by unanimous,consent. The first question is, Is there 
objection to the consideration of the bill? 

Five members rose to object. 

Mr. CLEMENTS. As gentlemen have been allowed to discuss the 
merits of this question, I ask unanimous consent to say a word. 

The CHAIRMAN, Without objection, the gentleman from Georgia 
will proceed. 

‘There was no objection. 

Mr. CLEMENTS. It is true that the report in this case states that 
it is for use, occupation, and damages; but from the reading of the re- 
port it will be seen that this is not an unusual amount for the actual 
damage done. I suppose the amount, if any was allowed by the com- 
mittee for use and occupation, is but slight. 

As stated by the report, the lathing was torn down, the plastering 
destroyed, the furniture torn up and destroyed, and the amount claimed 
is only $1,478. Of course it was at the seat of war. There is no dis- 
pute about that. But I do notthink that Congress has heretofore rig- 
idly adopted a rule which would prohibit the payment of similar claims. 
“inane | to my recollection bills containing the same principle have 
been paid from time to time. I admit that it is in violation of the 
preal law and the Bowman act, which gives the Court of Claims juris- 

ction. Asstated by the report in this case, no tribunal has ever been 
established having jurisdiction to pass upon justsuch claims; and again 
I call particular attention of the committee to the fact that the officer 
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in command at this time reported this to the officers of the Quarter- 
master’s De ment, whoinvestigated it and reported upon theamount. 

Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana. There is no controversy, I suppose, as 
to the amount of damages done. The objection is as to the principle 
embodied in the bill itself; and I submit now to the gentleman whether 
or not we dare go into this domain and make the Government responsi- 
ble for all damages that may have been done by thearmies of the United 
States in the territory occupied by the belligerent forces during the 
war. If that is to be the rule we have found a happy remedy for exist- 
ing conditions and a means to exhaust very speedily the surplus. We 
would perhaps better continue the ‘‘robber tariff” for a few years 
longer and get more funds before we begin that course. 

Mr. CLEMENTS. Iwill not discuss the ‘‘robber tariff’’ to-day, bu 
I want to say that I do not think the allowance of a case of this kind 
would make a precedent of a dangerous character or lead to any very 
great expenditure. There are not many claims of this character which 
have not been already passed upon in some way. Theclaims for church 
property are the only ones remaining, and it will be remembered that 
there is no tribunal in which such claims could be adjudicated. The 
Southern Claims Commission, which was authorized to audit the claims 
of loyal claimants, has embraced all individual claims, and hence noth- 
ing is left except the churches, and no tribunal has been authorized to 
consider their claims. The whole of the claims of the South, to which 
the gentleman alluded, have already been passed upon by the Southern 
Claims Commission and been either allowed or rejected, and it is not 
likely that any considerable number of claims will be opened up by 
this, or that it will lead to any very considerable expenditure. 

Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana. This whole subject, it seems to me, was 
discussed, and very thoroughly discussed, in the somewhat celebrated 
William and Mary College case, and it seems to me, too, that we should 
either adopt a policy of Congress to provide for these claims or—— 

Mr. WILLIAMS. I rise to a parliamentary inquiry. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. I understood that the Chair called for objections, 
ma five gentlemen objected. I want to know what is now before the 

ouse. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Georgia [Mr. CLEMENTS] 
asked to be briefly heard, and the gentleman is proceeding by unani- 
mous consent. 

Mr. BUCHANAN. I would like to ask the gentleman from Georgia 
a question. 

Mr. MORGAN. Regular order. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Mississippi demands the 
neua order, and five gentlemen have objected to the consideration of 
this bill. 

JACOB CRAMER. 

Mr. HALL. Iask consideration of the bill (H. R. 855) for the re- 
lief of the heirs of Jacob Cramer. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, eic., That the Commissioner of Pensions be, and is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to issue to the heirs of Jacob Cramer a bounty-land war- 
rant for 200 acres of land, for services rendered by said Jacob Cramer as a lieu- 
tenant in the Pennsylvania Continental line in the Revolutionary war, the said 
Jacob Cramer being entitled thereto pursuant to the resolution of the Conti- 
nental Congress of September 16, 1776, and the provisions of the act of July 27, 
1842, extended by the act of February 8, 1854. 


The report (by Mr. HENDERSON, of North Carolina) was read, as fol- 
lows: 

The Commiitee on Pensions, to whom was referred the bill for the relief of 
Jacob Cramer (H.R. 855), have considered the same, and recommend its passage 
for the following reasons: 

The records of the Interior Department show that Jacob Cramer was a lieu- 
tenant ofthe Pennsylvania Continental line,and as such was entitled toa bounty- 
land warrant for 200 acres for services in the Revolutionary Army, and that said 
warrant has never been issued or satisfied. 


The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection to the consideration of this 
bill? The Chair hears none. 
The bill was laid aside to be reported to the House with the recom- 
mendation that it do pass. 
JOHN W. WHITFIELD. 


Mr. HARE. I ask consideration of the bill (H. R. 4624) for the re- 
lief of the estate of John W. Whitfield. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Whereas John W. Whitfield, on March 10, 1857, became one of the two sureties 
on the bond of W. W. Dennison, as an agent of the Otoe and Missouria Indians 
of Nebraska, in the sum of $15,000; and 

Whereas the said Whitfield, in August, 1857, became a register of the land 
office in the Delaware land district in nsas, and as it was claimed by the 
United States, in March, 1861, that the said Dennison wasa defaulter, the Secre- 
tary of the Interior, on March 28,1561, in writing, informed the Commissioner of 
the General Land Office that “‘no further payments will therefore be made to 
Mr. Whitfield from the Treasury whilst the matterof his liability on the official 
bond of Mr. Dennison remains u: ” in consequence of which John 
Wilson, the attorney of the said Whitfield, in writing, on eet 3, 1861, uested 

e Commissioner of Indian rs to cause the affairs of the said Dennison to 
be examined, * to ascertain the actual amount due by him, that his sureties may 
take ay and FFOR measures to recover the amount of any defalcation, if it 
can one ;” an 

Whereas the other surety on said bond has, in the long timethat has elapsed, 
become insolvent, and as the larger part of the moneys dueto said Whitfield as 
register of said land office have been withheld from him by said order of March 


28.1861; and š 


1888. 
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Whereas the administratrix of his estate has rendered his account, and a set- 
tlement thereof has been refused, the full amount due to him has never been 
ascertained and stated on the books of the Treasury of the United States; and 

Whereas the said Whitfield died on October 26, 1879, leaving a widow, Sarah 
B. Whitfield, and a son, John A, Whitfield, as his heirs at law, and the United 
States has brought suit against them on the bond of the said W. W. Dennison, 
as Indian agent aforesaid, in the circuit court of the United States for the west- 
ern district of Texas, at the November sessions, 1887, numbered 346; and 

Whereas the actual indebtedness of the United States to the said Whitfield as 
late register aforesaid has never been fully stated on the books of the Treasury 
and as the heirs at law of the said Whitfield, in the trial of said suit commenced 
against them to recover the penalty of said ‘bond, can not claim any indebted- 
ness due to said Whitfield as register aforesaid, as a set-off to any claim made 
against his estate asa surety ofsaid Dennison, and as the sum of $1,162.46 allowed 
to said Whittield as register for office rent, ete., on settlement of his account on 
December 21, 1860, under the act of August 18, 1856, and on that day reported to 
Congress for appropriation.as required by said act, has not yet been appropriated, 
his account can not be fully and finally settled; and 

Whereas justice uires that the heirs at law ofthe said Whitfield should have 
alegal settiement of his accounts as er of said land office, and as special 
re; r or agent for the sale of certain Indian trust lands, and should have the 
right to offset the amount due to him as late register, ete., aforesaid againstany 
amount, if any, that may be found to be due to the United States by him as a 
surety of said Dennison: Therefore, 

Be it enacted, eto., That in accordance with the seventh section of the act of Au- 
gust 18, 1856, and the settlement of the account of John W. Whitfield, register of 
the land office in the Delaware land district in Kansas, under and in accordance 
with said act, and the report of the Secretary of the Interior to Congress on De- 
cember 21, 1860, as required by said act, the sum of $1,162.46 be, and the same is 
hereby, a riated, which amount shall be placed to the credit of the said 
John W. Whitheld, deceased, late register, to bear date from December 21, 1860, 
being the date of settlement and report of said account under said act. 

Seo. 2. That Mrs. Sarah B. Whitfield, the widéw of the late John W. Whit- 
field, deceased, who is the administratrix of his estate, be, and she is hereby. 
authorized and empowered to bring a suit in the circuit court of the Uni 
States for the western district of Texas, against the Government of the United 
States, and for any and all claims, differences, and disputes arising out of the 
various accounts of the said John W. Whitfield against the United States asa 
register of the land office in said district, and as a special iy, pasar or agent for 
the sales of the western portion of the Delaware and of the Iowa Indian trust 
lands, under the treaties of May 6and May 17, 1854; and said court shall hear 
and determine naps ony te law, and on their merits, all claims, disputes, and 
differences between the United States and the said John W. Whitfield, late reg- 
ister, etc., in reference to his various accounts, as well under said treaties as 
under the laws for the sales of public lands.and for the location of public lands 
donated by military bounty land-warrantsand for the compensation of isters 
and receivers, if the court shall determine him to be entitled thereto, with the 
same effect as if the suit authorized by this act were commenced by one indi- 
vidual against another, and said claims, differences, and disputes shall not be 
barred by any statute of limitations. It shall be the duty of said court and of 
the Supreme Court of the United States, to which an appeal may be taken by 
either party, by a writ of error, to file a written or printed opinion in the case, 
setting forth the special findings by the jury or the court on the facts alleged in 
the petition or declaration of the plaintiff, and the conclusions of the court or 
courts upon all questions of law involved in it, and to render ptemeas there- 
on, Should the said court or courts be of the opinion that the said John W, 
Whitfield, as a register of said land office, is not entitled as compensation for 
his services to all of the fees paid by the holders of military bounty land-war- 
rants, for whom he located them, then the said court or courts, in the written 
or printed opinion aforesaid, shall refer to and cite the act of Congress which 
made said fees accountable to and payable into the Treasury of the United 
States, either in whole or in part, during the time which the said John W, Whit- 
field served asa ister of said Jand office, and the decision or opinion of said 
court or courts in tnis case shall finally settle the question of law in relation to 
said fees, and the accuvnts of registers and receivers who served, at any time 
between March 22, 1852, and July 1, 1862, if necessary, shall be readjusted to 
conform to said opinion. 

Sec. 8, That the plaintiff in the suit authorized to be brought by the second 
section of this act shal! file a petition, duly verified, with the clerk of the cir- 
cuit court of the United States for the western district of Texas, in which shall 
be set forth the full name and residence of the plaintiff, the nature of the claims 
of the said John W. Whitfield, deceased, as late register and special register 
aforesaid, with a succinct statement or declaration of the facts upon which the 
claims are based, the Laoag ff claimed, or the damages sought to be recovered, 
and praying the said court for PF enna En upon the facts and law. The plaint- 
iff shall cause a copy of the petition above referred to to be served upon the 
district attorney of the United States tor said district, and an affidavit of such 
service shall be filed with said court, and it is hereby made the duty of said 
United States attorney to appear and defend the interests of the Governmentia 
the suit brought under this act, and within thirty days after the service of the 
aforesaid petition upon him, he shall file a plea, answer, or demurrer, on the 
part of the Government, and also file a notice of any counter-claim, set-off, 
claim for damages, or other demand or defense whatsoever of the Government 
in the premises. Should the said district attorney neglect or refuse to file the 
plea, answer, demurrer, or defense above authorized and required, the plaint- 

ff may proceed with the case, and produce the evidence necessary to entitle 
her toa judgment. No appeal or writ of error in this ease shall be taken after 
sixty days from the time the judgment or decree of said court is entered. 

Sec, 4. That the suit now pending in the circuit court of the United States for 
the western district of Texas, at the November sessions, 1887, No. H6, brought 
by the United States against Sarah B. Whitfield and John A. Whitfieldas the 
heirs at law of the said John W. Whitfield, who,on March 10, 1857, became a 
surety on the bond of William W. Dennison, as an Indian agent, shall not be 
withdrawn, discontinued, nor abandoned without the written request or con- 
sent of the said Sarah B. Whitfleld and John a Whitfleld, filed of record therein, 
but shall be tried to a final conclusion, without unnecessary delay; but no exe- 
cution shall be issued on any judgment which the United States may obtain 
against the estate of the said John W. Whitfield, or against the heirs at law or 
estate of the said Whitfield in the suit now pending in the circuit court of the 
United States for the western district of Texas at the November sessions, 1887. 
No. 346, for the alleged defaleation of said Dennison, until after the trial and 
final conclusion of the suit against the United States which the said Mrs. Sarah 
B. Whitfleld, administratrix of the estate of the said John W. Whitfield, is au- 
thorized, by the second section of this act, to institute against the United States 
for the services of said Whitfield as register, ete., and not then unless the amount 
of the jadgment that may be obtained against the said John W. Whitfield, asa 
surety on the bond of said W, W. Dennison, or against the heirs at law of said 
Whitfield, shall exceed the amount of the judgment, which the said Mrs. Sarah 
B. Whitfield, administratrix. or her successor may obtain against the United 
States, for the claims of J. W, Whitfield as late Hee ete., in which case ex- 
ecution may issue against the estate of the said John W. Whitfield for the dif- 
ference between the two judgments above referred to. Upon the final conclu- 
sion of these two suits judgment that may be found in favor of the estate 


of the said John W. Whitfield in the one case shall be an offset to any judg- 


ment that may be found against said estate or against the heirs at law orestate 
of the said John W. Whitfield in the other; and should said circuit court find 
that there is a balance due to the estate of the said John W. Whitfield, or tohis 
heirs at law, it shall certify the amount so found to be due as aforesaid to the 
Secretary of the Treasury of the United States, who shall the same tothe 
administratrix or administrator of the estate of the said Jo! W. Whitfield, 
onean an moneys in the Treasury of the United States not otherwise appro- 
priated. 

Sec. 5. That Mrs. Sarah B. Whitfield, administratrix of the estate of the said 
John W. Whitfield, or her successor, or her or his duly authorized attorney at 
law, or in fact, upon a written request made to the head of any Bureau or De- 
partment having in his possession or under his control any papers, documents, 
or records connected with either of said cases, shall be furnished by said ofi- 
cers with certified copies thereof, free of any charge therefor; and such certi- 
fied copies shall have the same force and effect in the trial of said causes as if 
the original papers, documents, or records had been produced in court; and it 
shall be the duty of said officers to transmit to the Soliciter of the Treasury a 
list of the papers, documents, or records furnished as above required. 


The report (by Mr. KERR), which was ordered to be printed in the 
RECORD, is as follows: 


The Commistee on Claims, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 4624) for the 
relief of the estate of the late John W. Whitfield, beg leave to report: 

From evidence submitted to the committee John W. Whitfield was a register 
of the land office in the Delaware land district in Kansas from August, 1857, to 
June, 1861, and that Daniel Woodson was a receiver of public moneys in said 
district during said time. 

Congress on the 18th of Angust, 1856, in the seventh section of “An act making 
appropriations for certain civil expenses of the Government,” enacted— 

“That in the settlement of the accounts of registers and receivers of the pub- 
lic land offices the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, authorized to 
allow, ats to the approval of Congress,such reasonable compensation for 
additional clerical services and extraordinary expenses incident to such offices 
as he shall think just and proper, and report to Congress all such cases of allow- 
ance at each succeeding Congress, with estimates of the sum or sunis required 
to pay the same.” (Statutes at Large, volume 11, page 91.) 

‘on December 21, 1560, Moses Kelly, the anios Secretary of the Interior, settled 
the account of John W, Whitfield as zonige of the land ofice, and of D. Wood- 
son as receiver of public moneys in said district, for clerical services, office rent 
ete., under said act, and allowed them $12,857.92, and on said day he reported 
said sum to Congress for appropriation, as required by said act of 1856. This 
sum was made up as follows: 


Amount allowed Register Whitfield for clerk-hire ..... 
Amount allowed Receiver Woodson for clerk-hire..,.. 


Total allowed both officers for clerik-hire......c...csccssseeer 
Amount allowed Register Whitfield for office rent, as per voucher 


weteeeeeenes: mer mT eee eeen sseneenenerenes 


NO.38 osceni save: eendecsscysconad pense wpasseseseeeessencecs: 
Amount allowed Register Whitfield for fuel and light,as per voucher 
Yo. 2 


seseteeesrene 10, 533, 00 


845. 80 
316, 66 
845. 80 
316, 66 
‘Total sum allowed both officers for clerk-hire, rent, ete....... Ia 12, 857.92 


Amount appropriated on February 19, 1861, to pay for clerk-hire (12 
Stat., 133 


ie POT E A NTT T E EE wgoonee 
Amount allowed Receiver Woodson for office rent, as per voucher 


0.1 
Amount allowed Receiver Woodson for fuel and light, as per voucher 


OQ. Miccenvoeerseserrensenees sense a Sea eeenenteserenessssueravareatansnenanspasacenecererarmnnnnse teeneenee 
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Balance of sum allowed for office rent, fuel, and light, not appro- 
pria 2,321. 92 


Only $10,533, allowed both officers for clerk-hire, was appropriated by the ap- 

ropriation act of February 19, 1861 (12 Stats., 133). No appropriation has yet 
Bies made to pay the sum of $2,324.92, due to said officers for office rent, etc., as 
per report of settlement on December 21, 1860; nor does it spposz that the Sec- 
retary of the Interior reported to any succeeding Congress for appropriation 
the sum of $2,324.92 remaining die to said officers. 

The Acting Secretary of the Interior, in said report of December 21, 1860, in 
these cases says: 

“The register and receiver for the Delaware land district, Kansas, appears to 
have proceeded in this matter according to the law of August 18, 1856. Their 
expenses for clerk-hire, ofice rent, etc., during the three years mentioned, have 
amounted to $12,857.92, or a little over $4,000 per year, which is regarded as rea- 
sonable in view of the unusually large quantity of land sold and located at that 
oftice during this period of time.” 

The late John W. Whitfield, deceased, became a surety on the bond of W., W. 
Dennison, an Indian agent, in March, 1857, who in March, 1861, was supposed to 
be a defaulter to the United States; in consequence of which the Secretary of 
the Interior, on March 28, 1861, instructed the Commissioner of the General 
Land Office to withhold payment of my monéys due to the said Whitfield as 
register, etec., ` whilst the matter of his liability on the official bond of Mr. Den- 
nison remains unadjusted.” In April, 1861, the attorney of the said Whitfield, 
in writing, requested the Commissioner of Indian Affairs ‘to ascertain the 
actual amount due by him (Dennison), that his sureties may take early and 
prompt measures to recover the amount of any defalcation, if itcan be done.” 

Mrs, Sarah B. Whitfield, widow and administratrix of the estate of the late 
John W. Whitfield, deceased, made application for the special adjustmentof the 
account of said Whitfield, as late register of the land office in said district, which 
she was unable to obtain; and that she also requested a settlement of the ac- 
count of the said W. W. Dennison, as late Indian agent, and that in 1885 she 
made a proposition of compromise in the case of the said Dennison, which the 
Solicitor of the Treasury refused to recommend ; and that in 1887, more thana 

uarter of a century after the said Dennison had ceased to be an Indian agent, 
the Solicitor caused a suit to be instituted inst Mrs. Sarah B. Whitfield, 
widow, and John A. Whitfield, as the heirs at law of the said John W. Whit- 
field, deceased, on the bond of the said Dennison, as late Indian agent, in the 
circuit court of the United States for the western district of Texas, at the No- 
vember sessions, 1887, No. H6. 

During the Forty-ninth Congress H. R. bill No. 5470, appropriating $1,162.46 
for the relief of the estate of the late John W. Whitfield, deceased, late register, 
ete., was formally reported by the Committee on Claims, which was not acted 
on by Congress. 

No just and final settlement of the accounts of said Whitfield, as late register, 
ete., can be made until the sum of $1,162.46, due to him for oftice rent, ete., is 
appropriated to be placed to his credit, and as the administratrix of his estate 
can not institute any suit against the United States under any existing law, and 
as she can not claim any moneys, long withheld and due to said estate by the 
United States, as a set-off in the trial of the suit now pending in said circuit 
court of the United States against the heirs at law of the said Whitfield, de- 

, the said circuit court of the United States for said district should beem- - 
powered to try both suits and settle the accounts of the said Whitfield, deceased, 
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as late seme elte., and determine the question whether the said SaGa; 
deceased, or 


his heirs at law, are or are not EPER to the an te 

The piaite therefore recommend passage of the bill (H. R. No. 4624), 
with thefollowing amendments: In line 6 of section 2strike out word ‘‘and,” 
after the word “States;"* and in line 21 of section 3, after the word “ Govern- 
ment,” at the end of that line, insert the word “in.” 

Mr. SAYERS. In asking that the report be read in order that it 
may be well understood, I desire tomakea brief explanation. There- 
port was made by my friend, the gentleman from Iowa [Mr. KERE], 
and it is briefly this: In 1859 John W. Whitfield was register of the 
land office in Kansas. In 1857, when W. W. Dennison was Indian 
agent, and Mr. Whitfield was surety upon the bond of Dennison, Den- 
nison proved a defaulter, and thirty years afterwards suit was instituted 
against the heirs of Whitfield to recover the amount due upon the bond 
against them as the surviving wife and heirs of John W. Whitfield. 

Now, there is no claim of any defalcation against John W. Whitfield 
as register of the land office. The object of this bill is simply to au- 
thorize the establishment by the court of whatever may be due from 
the Government to John W. Whitfield as register of the land office, so 
as to enable his heirs;to offset what may be found due him against the 
ee which has been brought against the heirs upon the bond of Den- 
nison. 

Mr. HOLMAN, Will my friend allow me this question? 

Mr. SAYERS. Certainly. 

Mr. HOLMAN, As I noticed the matter I understand it to be al- 
lowed by way of credit to him as entered on land warrants. 

Mr. SAYERS. It is not authorized to be a credit. It is to ascer- 
tain what he is entitled to. 

Mr. HOLMAN, I think so. 

Mr. SAYERS. As soon as it was found that Dennison was a de- 
faulter they stopped any settlement with Whitfield as register of thé 
land office. It is not sought that he should be allowed any credit. 
Suit was brought thirty years after the party was dead. 

The bill was laid aside to be reported to the House with the recom- 
mendation that it do pass. 


RAILROAD BRIDGE NEAR ALMA, WIS. 


Mr. HAUGEN. I ask consideration of Senate bill 2816, to author- 
ize the construction of a bridge for railway purposes across the Missis- 
sippi River between the States of Wisconsin and Minnesota, to be lo- 
cated north of and in the vicinity of the city of Alma, Wis. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Soo and Southwestern Railway Company, a cor- 
poration organized under the laws of the State of Wisconsin, and its successors 


and assi they are hereby, SEDAN ae er and maintain rail- 
way es thereto across issippi River between the 
States of and Minnesota from th thats most at feasts e and accessible ‘point 


between the city of Alma and the mouth of Beef pioa, in the county of Buf- 

falo, Wisconsin, to and upon the west bank of said river, in the county of 

Wabasha, in the State of Minnesota: Provided, That Con; may at any time 

deemed r such rules and regulations in ey to toll and otherwise as may be 
eemed reasonable. 


characteristics of ir locality so E ‘and the in 
© fixed spans or 


adjacent o 
substituted if the 


Sec. 8. That any rough sa pao pi to be A A under this act shali be 
built and located under and subjectto such ie hag an for the security of navi- 
gation on said river as the Secretary of War shall prescribe, and to secure that 
object the said igi rage submit to the Secretary of War, for his exami- 
nation and approval, a design and drawings of the bridge and a map of the loca- 
tion, giving, for the space of 1 mile above and 1 mile below the proposed loca- 
tion, the topography of the banks of the river, the shore-lines at extreme high 
and low water, the direction and strength of the currents at all stages, and the 
sound , accurately showing the bed of the stream, and shall furnish such 
other information as Herein berequired for a full and satisfactor understanding 
of the subject; and said bridge shall not be built until the p) and location 
thereof are approved “so the of War, but when so approved the work 
on said bridge and the approaches thereto, and the accessory works, may be 
commenced saap rosecuted to completion: Provided, That as nearly as p racti- 
cable the said betes — be at ri, awe angles to, and the piers parallel with, the 
current of said river: nd provided furth er, That any SAE p- in the mode ot 
construction ofsaid bridse ll be first submitted to the said Secretary for his 
approval, and when a aeaa ped Sun LEADTA may then proceed with the 
construction in Paleari oat honey ld And provided, also, That if said 
bridge when constructed Soll it ne opinion of the Secretary of ‘War, be a sub- 
stantial ction to the navigation of said river, the said tary shall re- 
quire said corporation to change the construction thereof, or to remove the 
same meer pete) Fakes to avoid any serious and substantial obstruction tothe nay- 


t-route upon which no hi; wpe ean 
tation of t emails of the 


all pacers companies desiring the use of said bridge shall haye 
and be Phra to equal rights and privileges relative to the passage of railway 
trains or cars over the same and over the approaches thereto upon payment of 
a reasonable compensation for such use; and in case the owner or owners of 


fs of 
ig 


or sums to be 
the use of sai 
Src. 6. That Aap eh shall be subject, except as above mentioned, to the lim- 
itations and provisions of an act entitled “An act to authorize the construction 
of a bridge across the Mississippi River at or near the town of Clinton, in the 
ee: of lowa, and other bridges across said river, and to establish them as post- 
7 tat roved April 1, 1872. 
pee 7. t = right to epee amend, or repeal this act is hereby expressly 


road companies for 


reserved; the right to require any change in such structure, or its rep 
rem vat sine expense of the owners Geese à whenever Congress shall decide 
that e publie. interests require it, is also exp’ 


the or persons ownin, 

Sembee eben to the passage of said bridge to be constructed, 

structures f AAE 7 f rafts, 

for ng o s 
SD ADAI] 


Hikes, iers, 
siese, piers. and other watet-craft safely iro be 


Sand alll ruler this matter withonk delay 


herein Eoad be not commenced 
three years, from the date thereof. 

During the reading, 

Mr. LIND said: if this is an ordinary bridge bill I ask unanimous 
consent to di with the further reading. 

Mr. HAUGEN. I was about to make the same request. It has 
been recommended by the War Department. There are two amend- 
ments offered by the pierre and I ask that the further reading of 
the bill be dispensed wi 

Mr. Mr. Chior I have an amendment which I de- 
sire to offer. 


The CHAIRMAN. The amendments offered by the committee will 
first be read. 
The Clerk read as follows: 

In section 1, commencing in line 8, strike out the words *“ the most feasible and 
accessible point between the city of Alma and the mouth of Beef Slough, and 
insert the following 

“A point just ere of the Beef Slough cut-off,in section 21,township No. 22 
os of range 13 west, of the fourth principal meridian, above the city of 


Als, in section 9, line 3,strike out the words “one year” and insert “two 


Also, a the same line, strike out the word “‘ ti ” and insert “four.” 


The amendments offered by the committee were agreed to. 

Mr. NELSON. I offer the following smendment tocome atthe end 
of the bill. 

The Clerk read as follows; 

That the city of PRONA a municipal corporation in the State of Minnesota, or 
its assigns, or any y incorporated railroad company or companies, which 
may be paene A with it apt be, and is hereby, authorized to construct and 

maintain a bridge and approaches "thereto over the Leg veer eansl and upon the 
Governo iers of the same th Minnesota Point, being the entrance to 
the Duluth ‘bor from Lake Se: aces Pass n er a a ofa fe can bob anf 
can uilt 


within one year, and poari piar with: 


rs, for such reasonable rates of toils as may be approved from time to t pee 
byt the Secretary of War. 

Sec. —. That any bridge built under this act shall be constructed under and 
subject to such regulations for the security of navigation of said canal as the 
Secretary of War shall prescribe; and said corporation or corporations shall 
submit to the Secretary of War for his examination and approval a design and 
Mabie a of the bridge and a map of the location of the same, giving the to- 

y of the banks of the said canal, together with all other information, 
a may be required for a full and satisfactory understanding of the subject; and 
until the said plan and location of the bridge are approved by the Secretary of 
War the bridge shail not be built; and should any ges be made in the plans 
of said bridge during the construction, such change shall be subject to the ap- 
proyal of the Secretary of War. 

Sec, —. That any bridge built under this act and subject to its limitations shall 
be a lawful structure, and recogni and known as a post-route upon 
which also no higher charges shall be made for the transmission over the same 
of the mails, tbe troops, and the munitions of war of the United States than the 
rate per mile paid for the transportation over tbe railroads and publie high- 
ways leading to the said bridge, and it shall enjoy the rights and privileges of 

th roads in the United States, and equal pri in the use of said 
bridge shali be nted to all te! legraph companies, and United States shall 

fn h and telephone linesacrosssaid bridgo. 
Sec. —. That 


and be entitled to equal rights and privileges relative to the passage of railroad 
trains or cars over the same, and oyver the approaches thereto, upon payment of 


1888. 


reasonable compensation for such use; and in case the owner or owners of 
said bri and the several railroad companies, or any one of them, desiring 
such use fail to u! thesum or sums to be paid, and upon the rules 
and conditions to which each shall conform in using said bridge, all matters of 
issue between them shall be decided by the Secretary of War upon a hearing of 


Src. —. That the cor; 
teago authorized by 
shal 


and o 
That the — to alter,amend,or repeal this actis hereby express! 
in structures atthe expense 
1 decide that the public interests 
uire it is also expressly resery 


BC. — That this act shall be null and void if actual construction of a b: 
herein authorized be not commenced within one year and completed within 
three years from the date thereof. 


During the reading— 

Mr. HAUGEN. It is very evident that the amendment offered is 
not germane to the bill, and I shall make the point of order on it. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman has a right to have it read. 

Mr. HAUGEN. I shall object to the amendment as not germane. 

The reading of the amendment was concluded. 

Mr. NELSON. I ask leave to make a statement. 

Mr. HAUGEN. I make the point of order that that amendment is 
not germane to the bill. You might as well attach every bridge bill 
that is introduced here to my bill as this particular one. The location 
is 300 miles away from the place where the bridge provided for in the 
bill I have called up is to be built. 

Mr. NELSON. I desire to say in reference to this matter that the 
first part of this proposition, the bill called up by the gentleman from 
Wisconsin, is for a bridge across the Mississippi River, between the 
State of Wisconsin and the State of Minnesota, while the amendment 
I have offered is for a bridge across the canal entrance to the inner 
harbor of Duluth, which is entirely within my State. The city of 
Duluth has made a canal entrance to the inner harbor and the people 
desire to have a bridge built there. I have tried all this session to get 
this bill passed, but the gentleman from Wisconsin [Mr. HAUGEN] has 
steadily objected, although this bill is for a bridge entirely within the 
limits of my district. Now, under these circumstances, if the point ot 
order against the amendment is insisted upon and sustained, I shall 
feel constrained to do what I have never done in any instance before, 
namely, to call a quorum upon the original bill. 

Mr. SOWDEN,. I hope the gentleman from Minnesota will not in- 
sist on pressing his amendment, because it is contrary to the usual 
course of proceeding in the House in such matters. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair thinks the point of order made by the 
gentleman from Wisconsin is well taken. 

Mr. HAUGEN. Mr. Chairman, I desire to say that I do not object to 
any bill of the gentleman from Minnesota which is not objectionable on 
general principles. I think the one to which he has referred is objec- 
tionable on that ground, because the proposed bridge would interfere 
with navigation on the lakes. For that reason the bill ought not to 

; and that is why I have objected to it. 

TheCHAIRMAN. The Chair thinks the point of order is well taken. 
Is there objection to the consideration of this bill? 

Mr. NELSON. Iobject. 

The question was taken, and three members objected. 

The CHAIRMAN. Only three gentlemen have objected; not a suf- 
ficient number. ‘The bill is before the committee for consideration, 
and the question is upon laying it aside to be reported to the House 
with the recommendation that it do 

The question was taken; and the Chairman declared that the ayes 
seemed to have it. 

Mr. NELSON. I call for a division. 

The committee divided; and there were—ayes 48, noes 2. 

Mr. NELSON. No quorum. 

The CHAIRMAN. The point of “no quorum ” being made, the 
Chair will appoint to act as tellers the gentleman from Minnesota [Mr. 
NELSON] and the gentleman from Wisconsin [Mr. HAUGEN]. 

Mr. LANHAM. Mr. Chairman, if the gentleman from Minnesota 
is determined to insist upon the point of no quorum, I move that the 
committee rise. 

Mr. PERKINS. Pending the vote, I ask unanimous consent that 
this bill be laid aside for the present, without losing its place, in order 
to enable the gentleman from Wisconsin and the gentleman from Min- 
nesota to come to some understanding that will be mutually satisfac- 
tory, while in the mean time we can proceed with other business, 

Mr. HAUGEN, Iam willing to agree to that if I can call the bill 
up again this afternoon, but I do not want to have it run up against 
the adjournment hour. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Kansas [Mr. PERKINS] 
asks unanimous consent that this bill be laid aside temporarily, not 
losing its place. 

Mr. HAUGEN, I will assent to that provided Iscan call it up at 
any time. 

Mr. NELSON. I object to the gentleman having the privilege of 
calling the bill up at anytime. I will agree to the request as the gen- 
tleman from Kansas [Mr PERKINS] put it. 
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Mr. PERKINS. Simply that the bill shall be laid aside tempora- 
rily, but that it shall not lose its place upon the Calendar, nor shall the 
gentleman from Wisconsin lose the privilege which he now has of call- 
ing up a bill. 

Mr. HAUGEN. I will not consent to that unless I can call it up 
again this afternoon. 

Mr. PERKINS. My suggestion would secure to the gentleman all 
the privilege he has now, but would not give him any additional priv- 


Mr. HAUGEN. We may as well have it out now. 

Mr. LANHAM. I move that the committee do now rise. 

Mr. WHEELER. Mr. Chairman, I rise to a point of order. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. WHEELER. When this order of proceeding was adopted by 
the House it was agreed that no bill should be considered to which five 
objections were made. The spirit of that agreement was and its ob- 
ject was to avoid taking up bills which would occupy a great deal of 
time. Now, i insist that the bringing up these bills, which seem likely 
to consume the entire day, is in violation of the spirit of the order; and 
unless we can agree upon that, I shall move that the committee rise 
for the purpose of amending the order, so that we may not have the 
whole day spent in filibustering over one or two bills. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair does not think thatisa point of order. 

Mr, PERKINS. Mr. Chairman, at the request of the gentleman 
from Wisconsin [Mr. HAUGEN] I desire to state my request again. It 
is that this bill be temporarily laid aside, with the understanding that 
it is not to lose its place upon the Calendar, nor is the gentleman from 
Wisconsin to lose the privilege of this call, but the bill is to be laid 
aside reserving to him the right to call it up again whenever he can get 
an opportunity, either this afternoon or at any other time. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Kensas [Mr. PERKINS] 
asks unanimous consent that this bill be laid aside, not losing any of 
its privileges and subject to be called up at any time during this after- 
noon or later. 

There was no objection. 

JOHN W. WHITFIELD. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will state that the last bill passed, 
which was called up by the gentleman from Texas [Mr. HARE], con- 
tained two formal amendments upon which the Chair failed to put the 
question. If there be no objection, they will be considered as adopted. 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 

BRIDGE ACROSS THE MISSISSIPPI NEAR ALMA, WIS, 

Mr. HAUGEN. Mr. Chairman, Icall up my bill again at this time. 
I can make no sort of agreement with the gentleman from Minnesota 
[Mr. NELSON]. 

Mr. NELSON. Ihave made the gentleman a proposition, which I 
wish to state to the House. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will now hear the gentleman from 
Wisconsin [ Mr. HAUGEN]. 

Mr. HOOKER. Does the gentleman propose to call up his bill 


in? s 
Mr. HAUGEN. Ido. 
Mr. HOOKER. Mr. Chairman, I rise to a point oforder. I under- 


stand that this is a bill for the purpose of erecting a bridge over some 
stream. How does that come to be considered a private bill? 

The CHAIRMAN, It is on the Private Calendar; all these bridge 
bills are on the Private Calendar. 

Mr. NELSON. I ask leave to make a statement of just a minute. 

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection to permitting the gentleman 
from Minnesota [Mr. NELSON] to make a brief statement ? 

Mr. HAUGEN. I withdraw my request for the present. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will proceed with the call of the roll. 


MES. SARAH L, LARIMER. 


Mr. HAYES. I call up the bill (S. 2563) to compensate Mrs. Sarah 
L. Larimer for important services rendered the military authorities in 
1864 at Deer Creek Station, Wyoming. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Re it enacled, etc., That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to pay Mrs. Sarah L. Larimer the sum of $5,000, in fall for 
valuable services rendered by her to the Government in the year 19%, by giv- 
ing important information to Captain Shuman, in command of the United 
States troops, and others, of the evil designs of hostile Indians, while she was 
held in captivity by them, the said sum to be paid out of any funds due to said 
Indians if there be any available for such purpose, and if there be none, then 
out of any money in the Treasury not otherwise appropriated. 

Mr. BACON. I would like to hear the report in this case. 

The report of the Select Committee on Indian Depredation Claims 
(by Mr. WILLIAMS) was read, as follows: 

This committee, after a careful examination, made report on H, R, bill No.777, 
in which they recommended the payment of $10,000 to Mrs. Sarah L. Larimer for 
services es this and property destroyed by the Indians. Said report stated it 
as being clearly established that she rendered valuable services to the United 
States troops, porsia great loss of life and destruction of property. 

The Senate bill under consideration, for reasons stated in the report accom- 


ying said bill, provided for the payment of $5,000 for services rendered, but 
oes not consider the claim for VER ed 


perty destroyed. 
Thecomm „ after due consideration, adopt the views expressed by the Sen- 
ate committee and recommend the passage of the Senate bill, and to their report 
attach the report of the Senate, 
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The Committee on Claims, to whom was referred the bill (S, 2563) to compen- 
sate Mrs. Sarah L, Larimer for important services rendered the military au- 
thorities in 1864at Deer Creek Station, Wyoming, and for loss of property taken 
by Sioux Indians, respectfully report: 

It is abundantly established by the testimony laid before the committee that 
the claimant, on the 12th day of July, 1864, while traveling trom Tola, Kans., 
with her husband, Lieutenant Larimer, an honorably-discharged soldier, in bad 
health, en route to the mountains, was, with one o! her children, together with 
Mrs. Fanny Kelly and other immigrants, attacked by a band of Sioux Indians 
on the usually-traveled road leading across the mountains and in Wyoming 
Territory. Three of the party were killed and two were wounded. Mrs. Lari- 
mer and her child and Mrs, Kelly and her child were taken captives. The In- 
dians destroyed the property of the party, including, it is alleged, a stock 
of gold watches and jewelry, chloride of gold and nitrate of silver, clothing, 
aud family jewels, and $3,7 0 in money, rs, Larimer, was carried by the In- 
dians a considerable distance—75 miles or more; and at night, within a day or 
two after her capture, escaped with her child; and on foot, after great Beryn 
and suffering, she reached the camp of Capt. Jacob 8. Shuman’s command. 
The affidavits show—but such evidence would not be heeded to satisfy one that 
her condition when she reached the camp was pitiful. 

The committee are satistied from the evidence that the claimant rendered 
great service to the commands of Captains Shuman and Marshall by informa- 
tion as to the position and purposes of the Indians which she communicated to 
the military authorities. This isabundantly established by the afidavit of Levi 
G. Marshall, late major Eleventh Ohio Volunteer Cavalry, and Jacob 8, Shu- 
man, who was the captain of the Jatter regiment, and was stationed with his 
command at Fort Laramie, Wyo. These aflidavits are subjoined to this report. 

It is apparent that the information given by Mrs, Larimer was efficient to pre- 
vent great loss of life, and was therefore of great value. The bill proposes to 
pay. her $10,000 for this service rendered the Government and for property al- 

eged to have been taken and destroyed by the Indians. Mrs. Kelly, who was 
captured atthe same time and who was held captive for some months and finally 
ransomed, was paid $10,000 by acts of Congress, $5,000 of it being for informa- 
tion given to the military authorities as to the whereabouts and plans of the 
Indians, and $5,000 for property taken and destroyed. 

In support of the claim of Mrs, Kelly there was presented a statement signed 
by Spotted Tail, Swift Bear, and other chiefs and warriors of the Sioux Indians, 
acknowledging the massacre and destruction of the property of the emigrants, 
and Gerasa Soma! payment be made out of funds due, or to me due, to 
the Indians, ve thousand dollars of the appropriation to Mrs. Kelly for in- 
formation communicated and service thereby rendered to the Government was 
made payable, it will be observed, out of the Indian funds. The $5,000 for prop- 
erty taken and destroyed by the Indians was appropriated out of the general 
funds of the Treasury, The acknowl ent of the Indians as to the case of 
Mrs. Keny clearly applies to the case of Mrs. Larimer, who was captured at the 
same time, 

The committee think that Mrs. Larimer should be paid for the service ren- 
dered to the Government by her. If there is a fund available for that purpose 
duc, or to become due, to the tribe of Indians by whom she was captured, and 
there is no treaty obligation to prevent it, the committee think the appropria- 
tion should be paid out of that fund; otherwise it should be paid out of the 
general funds of the Treasury. 

The committee is not satistied that the property alleged to have been captured 
and destroyed by the Indians, for which this bill proposes compensation to Mrs. 
Larimer, was her property, e affidavits establishing the title to have been 
in her areunsatisfactory, Facts have cometo the knowledge of the committee, 
independent of the affidavits presented in support of this claim, which tend to 
show that the proreny for which she claims was in fact the property of her 
husband, who is still living but has deserted his wife. 

The committee is not willing, in the present state of the proof as to the title 
of the property, to recommend that an T riase be made to her therefor. 

The committee recommend that the biil be amended by striking out all after 
the enacting clause, and inserting the following, and that as so amended it do 


pass. 

“That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and he is hereby, authorized and di- 
rected to pay Mrs. Sarah L. Larimer the sum of $5,000, out of any money in the 
Treasury not otherwise weg’ header in full for valuable services rendered by 
her to the Government in the year 1864, by giving important information to Cap- 
tain Shuman, in command of the United States troops, and others, of the evil 
designs of hostile Indians, while she was held in captivity by them,” 

STATE or ILLINOIS, County of Clay, ss: 

In the claim of Mrs. Sarah L. Larimer, for Indian depredations, and pay for 
information furnished United States troops, personally came before me, LeviG. 
Marshall, of Clay City, county of Clay, State of Illinois, who, being first duly 
sworn, declares in relation to the aforesaid claim, as follows: 

On or about the 13th day of July, 1864, property belonging to the said claim- 
ant was taken and destroyed by Indians of the Sioux tribe at or near Box Elder 
Creek. in Wyoming Territory, under the following circumstances: I was cap- 
tain of company, Eleventh Regiment Ohio Cavalry Volunteers, and with my 
command was stationed at Fort Laramie, Wyo., at the time (later being mus- 
tered out as major); thaton or about the 13th day of July, 1854, I was ordered 
to move against the Sioux Indians with 200 mounted men; Captain Shuman, 
being the other captain, was ordered with me; that when 115 miles out and at 
Deer Creek Station, we were met by Mrs. Sarah L. Larimer, who had been car- 
ried off by a band of Sioux Indian warriors, but had esca in the darkness of 
night from their camp with her child in her arms, and climbed the hills for a 
distance of 75 or more miles on foot and alone. 

As commanding officer I procured of Mrs. Sarah L. Larimer very valuable in- 
formation about the movements of the enemy, as well as of their number and 
arms and how mounted, so that, being forewarned, I was able to avoid the 
ambushes and surprise that otherwise would have happened, to the death and 
destruction of my command, A few of my men, acting contrary to orders, fell 
into one of the ambushes, where their leader, Lieutenant Brown, lost his life. 
Mrs. Larimer was now destitute, bare of head and foot, all her property, which 
I understand had amounted to about (can not tell how much), having been 
taken or destroyed by the Indians when she and her child were carried off b; 
said Indians. Her husband had been a commissioned officer of a Kansas 
ment, but was discharged and in poor health, and now had the addition of a 
severe arrow wound near the groin. I know that all of her property was de- 
stroyed by the Indians; I do not now remember as to the value of said prop- 


erty. 

I have no interest in said claim and am not concerned in its prosecution. 

LEVI G. MARSHALL, 
Late Major Eleventh Ohio Volunteer Cavalry. 

Sworn to and subscribed before me this day, by the above-named affiant; and 
I certify that I read said affidavit to said affiant, and acquainted him with its 
contents before he executed the same. I further certify that I am in no wise 
interested in said claim, nor am I concerned in its prosecution, 

Witness my hand and official seal this 12th day of March, 1886, 

(sxax.] E. McGILTON, 

Notary Publie. 


STATE or MISSOURI, County of Pettis, ss: 

In the matter of the claim of Mrs, Sarah L, Larimer for Indian depredation, 
and for information furnished to the United States troops after her escape from 
the Sioux Indians, by whom she had been captured and her property destroyed, 
Senco came before me B, H, In , clerk of the circuit court of Pettis 

unty, Missouri, Jacob S. Shuman, of Sedalia, in said Pettis County, Missouri, 
who, being first duly sworn, on his oath states that on the 13th day of July, 
1864, this affiant, Jacob S. Shuman, was captain of and in command of Company 
— of the Eleventh Ohio Cavalry, and with my command was stationed at Fort 
Laramie, Wyo., and that on or about that date, having information that the 
Sioux Indians had made a raid on the emigrant road, captured and destroyed a 
train of emigrants, and had carried into captivity the said Mrs. Sarah L, Lari- 
mer and her little child, I immediately moved against the Indians up Platte 
River, in a northwesterly direction about 115 miles, toa place called Deer Creek 
Station. I there learned that the capture of Mrs. Larimer and her child, and 
the destruction of her property, and the murdering of several persons who 
were with the train, had taken place on Box Elder Creek, and as I was about 
to move against the Indians with the force I had, which consisted of my own 
company and a force under Captain Marshall, the said Sarah L. Larimer came 
into camp carrying her little child in her arms, she having escaped from the In- 
dians, after having been carried by them about 74 miles, and returned on foot 
to the emigrant road, where she met my command, 

When she came into our camp her condition was most deplorable; her 
clothes had been nearly all torn off her body; her arms and limbs were lacer- 
ated from making her way through the thorns, bushes, and cactus, on her way 
after her escape, and she and her little child were nearly famished, As soon as 
she could be resuscitated by nourishment, which was only a very short time, 
she gave me a detailed account of the position of the Indians, their plans and 
movements, and designs against my command, and also their numbers and the 
positions they occupied, and the ambuscades they bad prepared; so that by 
taking proper precaution my command was enabled in a short time to move 
forward and thwart their designs, not only against the pursuing troops, but 
against other exposed points and trains that were on the emigrant road. 

And I do most positively and solemnly swear that if it had not been for the 
information received from the said Mrs. Larimer that the command with which 
I was about to start out at that hour wonld have been massacred and destroyed; 
but by acting under her information, dismounting and arming the teamsters, 
and gathering in all the available and additional forces within immediate reach, 
and by following the directions given by the said Mrs, Larimer to avoid an am- 
buseade, I was enabled to obtain the advantage of tre Indians and drive them 
north, not only saving part of my command from being massa „and saving 
the lives and property of others, who would certainly have been captured an 
murdered if it had not been forthe yaluableinformation given tome by the said 
Mrs. Larimer. 

I found the information that she gave as to the position and movements of the 
Indians exactly as she had given it. 

And farther, from my own scout’s personal observation, and from the further 
fact that when Lieutenant Brown disobeyed orders a few men fell into an am- 
buscade, described by Mrs. Larimer, and were killed by the Indians. I also 
Jearned at that time that the property taken from Mrs, mer consisted of a 
tine collection of pictures, photograph apparatuses, and stock for that kind of 
business, and wagons and mules, all of which, as near as I can now recollect 
and estimate, was of the value of over $10,000, I further learned at the time, 
and afterwards, also, that Mrs, Larimer was a photographer and artist herself, 
and that the property was hers; and I learned the fact that her husband was 
with her and was wounded and left for dead by the Indians, but afterwards par- 
tially recovered; and that he had been a commissioned officer honorably dis- 
charged from the Eighth Kansas Volunteers, which ! learned from Mr, Larimer 
himself, whom I saw, and I saw arrow wounds upon his person. And this 
aftiant further says that the above and main facts that I have stated herein as 
to the information received from the said Mrs. Sarah L. Larimer as to the posi- 
tion, location, and designs of the Indians came under my direct and personal 
observation; and that I have not the slightest interest in any claim she may 
have; but that if she has a claim for property lost and for the information fur- 
nished me, J can and do say that it is just and deserving. 

Owing to the fact that I am suffering froni a severe nervous ailment, [am un- 
able to write this affidavit myself and am compelied to dictate it to a stenogra- 
pher and have it printed on a type-writer for me. 

And this affiant farther states that I have read this affidavit over carefully, 
and had the same read over to me, and that it, the same, is true in substance 


and in fact. So help me God. 
JACOB S. (his x mark) SHUMAN, 
Affiant. 
Attest: 
J.G. LINDSAY, 
JOHNSON ORR. 

Subscribed and sworn to before me this the 15th day of March, 1886, and T fur- 
ther certify that I have been personally acquainted with the above-named afti- 
ant for about fifteen years last past, and know from such uaintance that he 
is the identical person he represents himself to be, and [ further certify that for 
several gears he has been afflicted with somo nervous disease or trouble, thereby 
incapacitating him of writing his name, I algo certify that I am inno way in- 
terested in his claim, 

[seax.] B. H. INGRAM, 
Clerk of the Circuit Court of Pettis County, Missouri. 


Mr. BUCHANAN. I wish to inquire whether it is proposed that 
this money be paid out of the Indian fund? 

Mr. WILLIAMS. Yes; there is such a provision in the bill. 

There being no objection, the Committee of the Whole proceeded to 
the consideration of the bill, which was laid aside to be reported to 
the House with a recommendation that it do pass. 

The CHAIRMAN. If there be no objection, House bill No. 777, 
similar in substance to the Senate bill just passed, will be reported to 
the House with the recommendation that it lie on the table. 

There was no objection, and it was ordered accordingly. 


REIMBURSEMENT OF STATE OF MISSOURI. 


Mr. HEARD. I desire to call up Senate bill No. 473. 
The title of the bill was read, as follows: 


A bill to authorize the Secretary. of the Treasury to cause to be examined cer- 
tain vouchers filed, or to be filed, by the State of Missouri, or her nt or 
agents, for sums claimed to be due from the Government of the United States 
on account of pa¥ments made by said State since April 22, 1882, to the officers 
and enlisted men of her militia forces for military services rendered to the 
United States in the suppression of the rebellion, as evidenced by the proper 
Ve is heretofore filed with, examined, and accepted by the.Government of 


United States, and to report to Congress, 


1888. 


The CHAIRMAN. The bill which the gentleman from Missouri 
[Mr. HEARD] desires to call up is not a private bill. Itis on the 
House Calendar. 

Mr. HEARD. This isa bill forthe payment of moneys due to the 
State of Missouri. I can not see why it is not a private bill. 

Pikes CHAIRMAN. It isa general bill; itis on the House Calen- 

Mr. HEARD. Of course I accept the ruling of the Chair, but in my 
view it is a private bill. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Missouri—— 

Mr. HEARD. Having been misled in reference to that bil, I ask, 
by the indulgence of the committee, to call up another bill, so that I 
may not lose my right. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair was about to state that the bill which 
the gentleman just now desired to call up is on the House Calendar— 
not in the Committee of the Whole at all; hence it can not be consid- 
ered here. The gentleman from Missouri, having been misled, requests 
that he be not deprived of the opportunity to call up another bill. _ 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Illinois. But the gentleman from Missouri 
called up a bill a week ago to-day. 

Mr. HEARD. LI apprehend thata great many gentlemen have done 
the same thing by unanimous consent. 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Illinois. But it was done with the under- 
standing that the gentleman should not have a call to-day. 

Mr. HEARD. I beg pardon, If there was any such understanding 
I do not know how it arose; certainly not from any statement of mine. 
But, Mr. Chairman, I will yield. [Cries of ‘‘ Regular order!’’] 

The CHAIRMAN. ‘The present occupant of the chair does not know 
anything in regard to the agreement which may have been made at a 
previous sitting of the Committee of the Whole. 

Mr. HEARD. Well, Mr. Chairman, I submit the matter to the 
committee. The gentleman from Indiana [Mr. HoLMAN] and my 
colleague [Mr. WARNER] did the same thing that I did. Each of 
those gentlemen called up a bill by unanimous consent. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will state— 

Sire HEARD. I decline to occupy the time. I will notcut anybody 
else out. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I think the practice last Friday was to allow a mem- 
ber under these circumstances to have a second call. 

Several MEMBERS. Regular order. 


HENRY SETZER. 


Mr. HENDERSON, of North Carolina. I call up the bill (H. R. 
11227) for the relief of Henry Setzer. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Treasury is hereby authorized and 
directed to pay to Henry Setzer, of North Carolina, or to his legal representa- 
tives, out of any money in the Treasury not otherwise appropriated, the sum 
of $386.46, the amount collected from him on or about May 1, 1880, by the collect- 
or of internal revenue for the fifth district of North Carolina. 


Mr. DINGLEY. Let the report be read. 
The report of the Committee on the Judiciary (by Mr. HENDERSON, 
of North Carolina) was read, as follows: 


In May, 1879, Henry Setzer was assessed by the collector of internal revenue, 
sixth district of North Carolina, in the sum of $354.60 for taxes on s] pro- 
duced in November and December, 1877. The same spirits were sei and sold 
subject to tax. The report of seizure shows that a seizure was made of 502 
gallons of brandy January 8, 1878, which was sold March 5, 1878, subject to tax. 
On July 30, 1879, Mr. Setzer made claim for abatement on the ground that the 
brandy was forfeited and sold, and the tax paid from the p . This claim 
was rejected by the Commissioner of Internal Revenue March 18, 1880. Mr. Set- 
zer was thereupon required to pay the assessment, together with penalty, 
amounting in the aggregate to $386.46, which he did under protest. It has since 
been decided by the Supreme Court of the United States, October term, 1383 (U. 
S. rs. Ulrici, 111 U.S.,38), that the parae of the tax on the spirits relieves the 
distiller from any liability to pay it the second time. 

The committee recommend the adoption of the bill with the following amend- 
ment: Strike out the word “fifth,” in line 9, and insert “sixth,” 

The following letters are made n part of this report: 


TREASURY DEPARTMENT, OFFICE OF INTERNAL REVENUE, 
Washington, August 17, 1888. 

Sır: In reply to your verbal inquiries in the case of Henry Setzer, who desires 
relief from certain taxes against him in 1879, you are advised that it 
appears from the records of this office that Mr, Setzer was assessed on the May 
list, 1879, sixth district of North Carolina, $354.60 for taxes on spirits produced 
in November and December, 1877. This sum is referred to in co ndence 
with Collector Mott on the subject as tax on spirits which were seized and sold 
subject to tax. 

The report of the seizure shows that a seizure was made of 502 gallons of 
brandy from Mr. Setzer January 8, 1878, which was sold, March 5, 1878, subject 
to tax. 

On Jd vr deo 1879, Mr. Setzer made claim for abatement of the assessment on the 
ground that the brandy was forfeited and sold and the tax paid from the pro- 
ceeds. This claim was rejected March 18, 1880, 

It has since been decided by the Supreme Court, October term (U.S. vs. Ulrici, 
111 U.S., 38; 30 Int. Rev. Rec., 111), that the payment of tax on the spirits relieves 
the distiller from liability to pay it the second time. 

There is now no authority in this office to refund the amount paid if it was 
certain thatit was a second payment. It can only be done by act of Con- 


gress. 
Mr. Setzer's letter is returned herewith. 
fully, yours, 
JOS. S. MILLER, Commissioner. 
Hon. Jonx S. HENDERSON, f 
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STATESVILLE, N.C., June 22, 1888, 

Dear SIR: During the year 1877 I was a brandy distiller, sixth district, North 
Carolina, duly registered and bonded, and after having made several hundred 

lions of spirits, and while waiting for the gauger to come around and gauge 
same, a party of special revenue deputy collectors came to my distillery and 
seized and carried away all the spirits, which were forfeited and sold; the tax, 
90 cents per gallon, was paid to the Government from the proceeds of the sale. 
Afterwards the gauger came around and asked for my returns, which I made, 
all the time claiming that the distillery had not been closed and thatthe seizure 
was illegal, and no brandy being reported by the gauger I was afterwards as- 
for thetaxon the amount reported uced, which was the identical 
spirits seized, and notice given me by Collector Mott of the assessment. I pro- 
tested against its paymentand he allowed me to file a claim for abatement, which 
was sometime afterwards disallowed, and I paid the tax and penalty, £386.46, 
the tax being twice paid to the Government on the same spirits. 

I have been informed that the Supreme Court of the United States has since 
decided a case in point with mine, that the tax could not be legally collected 
but once. I never filed a claim to refund the amount, as I have been informed 
that such claims must be filed within two years after payment. 

I would now respectfully ask that you introduce a special act to refund to me 
the amount paid. 

Linclose a letter from the collector's office giving some information bearing 
on the subject, and suppose that the report of seizure and sale, also the returns 
made by me as distiller, and the claim for abatement of the tax can be had by 
application to the Internal Revenue Office at Washington, D. O. 


Very respectfully, 
= X HENRY SETZER. 
Hon. Jons S. HENDERSON, Washington, D. C. 


UNITED STATES INTERNAL REVENUE, 
COLLECTOR'S OFFICE, FIFTH DISTRICT, NORTH CAROLINA, 
Salisbury, June 7, 1887. 

Sim: Replying to your letter of May 4, I am sorry to inform you that all of the 
information I can give you in the case of Henry Setzer is as follows: 

On May, 1879, list, page 1, line 9,I find Henry Setzer assessed for a “tax on 
brandy, November and December, 1877,$354. 60. Record 1 shows that this amount, 
together with penalty, amounting in the spgregate to $386.46, was paid by him 
on May 1,1880. There is no evidence in office of claim for abatement having 
been filed. I have also searched for record of seizure, but have been unable to 
find the record 44 of that date. 

Respectfully, 


Gro. H. Brown, Esq., Statesville, N. C. 

The amendment reported by the Committee on the Judiciary, tostrike 
out in line 9 the word ‘‘fifth’’ and insert ‘‘sixth,’’ was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was laid aside to be reported to the House with 
the recommendation that it do pass. 


PHINEAS T. RICHARDSON. 


Mr. HENDERSON, of Illinois, called up the bill (H. R. 3112) for 
the relief of Phineas T. Richardson. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and he is bereby, au- 
thorized and directed to pay, out of any money in the Treasury not otherwise 
appropriated, to Phineas T. Richardson, the pay and emoluments of a second 
lieutenant from the l4th day of July, 1863, he having been commissioned b; 
the governor of Illinois as second lieutenant of arate | I, Ninety-third Regl- 
ment Illinois Volunteer Infantry, and having in good faith served as such for 
the time mentioned, upon the order of his colonel. 


Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. Let the report be read. 
The report (by Mr. THOMAS, of Wisconsin) was read, as follows: 

The Committee on War Claims, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 3112) for 
the relief of Phineas T. Richardson, report as follows: 

The claimant, Phizeas T. Richardson, was commissary-sergeant of his regl- 
ment, the Ninety-third Illinois Volunteers, On or shortly before the l4th day 
of July, 1863, he received a commission from the governor of Illinois as second 
lieutenant of Company I of said regiment, for gallant conduct in the battles of 
Jackson and Champion Hill, by which commission he was to take rank assuch 
second lieutenant from the 16th day of May, 1853, and it was owing to the irreg- 
ularities of the mail, while the regiment was in the field, that he did not receive 
it until about or shortly before the Mth day of July, 1863. The claimant ac- 
cepted the commission, and applied for and received his discharge as commis- 
sary-sergeant, and received his final settlement in accordance with the same, 

After the receipt of his commission and his discharge to receive promotion, 
the War Department issued General Orders No. 182, Adjutant-General’s Office, 
series of 1863, whereby he could not be mustered in on account of said company 
not having the minimum number of men required. If it had not been for the 
irregularity of the mails he would have received his commission in due time 
for muster. 

By order of Colonel Putnam, commanding the Ninety-third Illinois Volun- 
teers, Richardson was on the l4th day of July, 1863, puton duty as second lieu- 
tenant of Company I of said regiment, and faithfully performed his duties as 
such officer from that time until the 27th day of September, 1863, inclusive. He 
received no pay forsuch services rendered, except that he received pay as com- 
missary-sargeant up to July 29, 1863. An application was made to General 
Grant to allow Richardson to be mustered in as second lieutenant, ón the und 
that he resigned to receive promotion and received his commission ‘ore the 
said order of the War Department wasissued. General Grant declined to make 
such an order, but directed that, “as this officer has been discharged in good 
faith the discharge is approved.” This was not received until September 27, 
1863, and during all that time, from July 14 to September 27, 1863, he was on 
duty as lieutenant of Com y IL under Colonel Putnam’s order, 

Your committee are of the opinion that the biil should be amended in line 9 
of the bill, after the words “‘sixty-three,’’ where they oceur therein, by adding 
the following: “less the amount paid him as commissary-se: nt between 
July 14 and July 29, 1863;” and that when so amended the bill should pass. 


The amendment of the committee was agreed to, and the bill as 
amended was laid aside to be reported to the House with the recom- 
mendation that it do pass. 

JAMES H. JUDKINS AND WILLIAM T, JUDKINS. 

Mr. HERBERT called up the bill (H. R. 10042) for the relief of the 
estates of James H. Judkins and William T. Judkins, 

The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of War be, and he is hereby, authorized 
and directed to cause to be investigated by the Quartermaster’s Department of 


J. H. McREE, 


9034 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


SEPTEMBER 28, 


the United States Army the alleged taking by the United States authorities, for 
the use of the United States troops during the year 1865, of a quantity of quarter- 
master’s stores al to have been the property of James H. Jadkins and Will- 
iam T, Judkins, of Montgomery County, Alabama, such investigation toextend 
to the status of the owners, Fe anpe aes or not, the value of the property taken 
and used by the Army; and when investigation shall be completed the Sec- 
retary of War shall the result thereof, with his recommendation thereon. 
to Congress for action in the premises. 


The report (by Mr. LAWLER) was read, as follows: 


The Committee on War Claims, to whom were referred the bills (H. R. 2018) 
for the relief of the estate of James H. Judkins and(H. R.2019) for the relief of 
the estate of William T. Judkins, report as follows: 

That the claims are for quartermaster’s stores alleged to have been taken by 
the United States Army during the late war from the claimants’ plantations in 
Montgomery County, Alabama. 

It seems to your committee that an investigation by the Secretary of War, or 
under his direction, is a matter of necessity before intelligent action can be had 
upon these daims; and the history of the alleged rey 3 of the property is sus- 
tor te of proof; and while this is true, the committee desire the benefit of such 


proof. 

The committee therefore report herewith a bill Crowne 4 power upon the 
Secretary of War to have the cases investigated through the Quartermasters 
Department, and to report the result, with his recommendation thereon, to Con- 
gress, for its action in the prem’ and recommend its passage. 

The committee recommend that the original bills do lie on the table. 


There being no objection, the bill was laid aside to be reported to 
the House with the recommendation that it do pass. 


MARGARET KENNEDY. 


Mr. HIESTAND callefi up the bill (S. 307) for the relief of Mar- 
garet Kennedy. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, ete., That the Quartermaster-General be,and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to ascertain and state the value of all timber, fences, and 
fruit trees on the farm of John Kennedy, deceased, situate in the District of Co- 
lumbia, upon which Fort Sedgwick was erected, taken and used for firewood 

the Army of the United States, and also the value of all timber sold by the 

vernment, which had been taken from said farm and used in the construc- 
tion of said fort; and the anfount so stated shall be paid, out of any money in 
the Treasury not otherwise eppropriaied, to Margaret Kennedy, the widowand 
sole exccutrix of John Kennedy, » 


The amendment of the committee was read, as follows: 


Strike out all after the enacting clause and insert the following: 

“ That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and he is hereby, authorized and di- 
rected to pay to Margaret Kennedy the sum of $3,000, out of any moneysin the 
‘Treasury not otherwise appropriated, which said sum shall be in full satisfac- 
tion for all claims ky pira the Government for and on account of the damages 
sustained by the said Kennedy z reason of the cutting and using the timber, 
fencing, and fruit trecs from her land by the Government.” 


Mr. HOLMAN. Let the report of the committee be read. 
‘The report (by Mr. LAWLER) was read, as follows: 


The Committee on War Claims, to whom was referred the bill (S. 307) for the 
relief of t Kennedy, re as follows: 

In March, John Kennedy, the deceased husband of the claimant in this 
case, purchased a farm containing over 26 acres, situated in the District of Co- 
lum for $1,605, and moved upon it with his family during the same year. He 
was a loyal citizen of the United States, and for about twenty-five years was 
employed as a stone-cutter on several public buildings of the Government, in- 
cluding the Capitol. With the money accumulated from his earniugs he was 
enabled to purchase said farm, Margaret Kennedy, who is now asking for re- 
lief, is the widow and sole executrix of John Kennedy, aged about sixty-four 
years, and the mother of ten children. The claim has never been acted on by 
either House. 

It sopena by the papers on file that in the years 1862-63 the military forces 
of the United States took possession of this land and constructed thereon the 
fortification known as Fort here Dee The propan consisted of over 26 acres, 
as before stated, on which si about 12 acres of oak, chestnut, pine, and other 
timber, and 200 fruit-bearing trees of apple, peach, pear, and cherry, and was 
inclosed by a post and rail fence. By the construction of the fort and d ng 
of trenches, sewers, and rifle-pits, about 20 acres of the land was practically de- 
stroyed. A part of the standing timber was used in building the fort, and the 
remainder, together with the fruit trees and the fence, was used by the troops 
for fire-wood. It is also shown that afterwards the timber was torn from the 
fort and sold to one by the Government. 

The occupation of and injury to the farm of the claimant, and the erection of 
a fort thereon, were the unavoidable results of military operations in the face of 
the enemy, and for which no compensation can be made. Wood used for fuel 
by the Army, whether forest timber, fruit-trees, or fences, may be classed under 
the head of quartermaster stores, and the claimant having been a loyal citizen 
is entitled to compensation therefor. The timber which was cut from the farm 
and used in the construction of the fort was the property of the owner of the 
farm after the war was over and the fort abandoned, If the Government sold 
or disposed of such timber the claimant is entitled to compensation forthe value 


Your committee report herewith an amendment in the nature of a substttute 
for the bill referred to them, and recommend its passage. 

The amendment of the committee was agreed to; and the bill as 
amended was laid aside to be reported to the House with the recom- 
mendation that it do pass. 


JAMES MILLINGER. : 
Mr. HIRES called up the bill (S. 602) for the relief of James Mil- 
lin 


ger. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to pay James Millinger, of New Jersey, out of any 
money in the Treasury not ot! i roppen: the sum of $19,893.75, for 

roperty taken from him for the use of the United States Army at Nashville, 

enn., in the year 1862; the said sum being the amount reported as just and right 
to the of War, under an order of General Dana, Quartermaster-Gen- 
eral United States Army, appointed to investigate the same; which sum shall 
be in full of all claims against the United States by said Millinger. 


Mr. PAYSON. Let the report of the committee be read. 
Mr. BUCHANAN. The report is a lengthy one, and if allowed I 
will briefly state the facts. 


The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman will proceed. 

Mr. BUCHANAN. Mr. Chairman, it appears thatin 1860 this claim- 
ant, James Millinger, was a member of a firm engaged in the construc- 
tion of a hotel at Nashville, Tenn. When the war broke out that 
hotel was not finished. Afterwards it was taken possession of, together 
with all the material placed therein, by the troops under the command 
of General Negley, of Pittsburgh, Pa. This material was used for the 
purpose of constructing barracks and hospitals. The Quartermaster- 
General’s Department sent an officer to examine into the matier, and 
under date of Nashville, January 31, 1867, he reported that this money 
was due to Mr. Millinger, the remaining partner of the firm. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Mr. Chairman, how much money is involved in 
this claim? Is it not about $19,000? 

Pers) ecu . ‘The Clerk informsthe Chair the amount is about 

Mr. HOLMAN. I think we had better have the report read. 

Mr. JOHNSTON, of Indiana. I am satisfied, Mr. Chairman, this 
case is a just one, and ought to pass. 

Mr. HOLMAN. My recollection is there were two persons engaged 
in partnership. Am I correct? 

Mr. JOHNSTON, of Indiana. I do not recollect. 

raed HOLMAN. And that one was 4 loyal man, and the other was 
no 

Mr. JOHNSTON, of Indiana. No, there is no question of loyalty 
about it. 

Mr. HOLMAN. 
other? 

Mr. JOHNSTON, of Indiana. There may be something in that. 
They had all the material for doors, windows, etc., in this hotel, and 
the Government took possession of this property and used it in other 
buildings in that city for the use of the troops. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Does my colleague say that the material alone ap- 
propriated by the Government was worth the sum of $19,000? 

Mr. JOHNSTON, of Indiana. About that. Whatever my report 
specifies I will stand by, because I know I gave the matter a very thor- 
ough examination. I understand this is a copy of my report, and if 
so, I am satisfied it is correct. I was myself prejudiced against the 
claim at the start, and gave it a very searching investigation. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I examined the matter myself some years ago, but 
I am not able to say now what conclusion I reached. . But upon the 
statement of my colleague, who has made a more recent investigation, 
I will not insist upon the reading of the report. 

There being uo objection, the bill was laid aside to be reported to 
the House with the recommendation that it do pass. 


GEORGE II. OWEN. 


Mr. HITT. I ask consideration of the bill (H. R. 11495) for the re- 
lief of George H. Owen. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, ete., That the accounting officers of the Treasury be, and they 
are hereby, authorized and di in the settlement of the accounts of George 
H. Owen, late consul at Messina, to credit him with the sum of $1, 098.63, ex- 
paea by him for clerk-hire, printing, and under the authority of the 

epartment of State, while in charge of the United States consulate at Messina, 
and not heretofore allowed in his accounts, 

There being no objection, the bill was laid aside to be reported to the 
House with the’ recommendation that it do pass. ` 


W. O. HIATT AND OTHERS. 


Mr. McCLAMMY (when the name of Mr. HoGG was called). LIask 
unanimous consent that Mr. Hoce be allowed to retain his place in 
the call. He was unexpectedly called out of the House on some bus- 
iness, but the bill he desires to present is one of more than usual 


merit. 

The CHAIRMAN. Without objection the gentleman from West 
Virginia will be allowed to retain bis place on the call until he returns, 

There was no objection. 

Mr. McCLAMMY. Iask now unanimous consent for the consider- 
ation of the bill (H. R. 6622) for the relief of W. O. Hiatt, Edward 
Hughes, and J. W. Powell, session clerks of the Forty-ninth Congress. 

The CHAIRMAN. ‘The Chair did not understand the gentleman 
from North Carolina as desiring to call up a bill for the gentleman from 


And that one transferred his claim over to the 


West Virginia. 

Mr. McCLAMMY. I make that request, that I may be permitted to 
call it up. 

There being no objection the bill was considered. 

It is as follows: 


Be it enacted, eic., That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and he is hereby, di- 
rected to Poy dew W. O. Hiatt, Edward Hughes, and J. W. Powell, each the sum 
of $198, this being the amount of money due them, vely, for their serv- 
ices as session clerks of the Forty-ninth Congress. 

Src, 2. That this act shall take effect from and after its approval. 

Mr. McCLAMMY. There is an amendment which should be made 
to the bill, to strike out ‘‘ Hiatt” where it orcurs in the bill and the 
title and insert ‘‘ Wyatt.” 

The amendment was adopted. : 

The bill as amended was laid aside to be reported to the House with 
the recommendation that it do pass. 
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GEORGE F. ROBERTS. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Mr. Chairman, I ask to call up for present consid- 
eration the bill (S. 200) for the relief of George F. Roberts, adminis- 
trator of the estate of William R. Thayer, deceased, surviving partner 
of the firm of Thayer Brothers. I will state that this bill involves 
three very considerable amounts of money. ` 

The CHAIRMAN (Mr. ROGERS}. The Chair is informed that the 
bill is on the Speaker’s table and not on the Private Calendar. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I suppose that by unanimous consent it might be 
considered now. 

Mr. HOOKER. I demand the regular order. 

Mr. HOLMAN. If there is to be any delay about it, however, I 
would not insist; but there isa similar bill in the House, and this might 
be substituted. 

Mr. HOOKER. Is the House bill on this Calendar? 

Mr. HOLMAN. It is onthe Private Calendar. Iask to iake up the 
Senate bill instead of the House bill. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will state to the gentleman from In- 
diana that when the bill is reported back from the committee it may 
then be substituted, but it can not now be substituted for the House 
bill. 


Mr. HOLMAN. Then I cali up the House bill; and before the read- 
ing of the bill I wish to say that while these parties live in my section 
in Indiana, it isa subject with which I am not acquainted. My col- 
league [Mr. BROWNE] from the Richmond district is familiar with the 
facts, and I desire that he may be permitted to make a statement in 

to it. 
. BROWNE, of indiana. I send up a copy of the House bill, and 
ask to have it read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

A bill (H. R. 2127) for the relief of George F. Roberts and others. 


Whereas the act of Congress approved June 30, 1864, had been uniformly con- 
strued and administered to allow for loss by leakage on distilled spirits while 


in bonded eens and 
Whereas it was the uniform practice, and in accordance with the rules and 
Psp re of the Commissioner of Internal Revenue, approved by the Secre- 
the Treasury, to collect internal-revenue taxes upon only so much of the 
joer Foes distilled as were actually withdrawn from bonded warehouse; and 
Whereas under said act, ina ype exceptional cases, taxes were also collected 
of such spirits 


on that portion which was lost by leakage while remaining in 
warchouse : re, 

Be it enacted, etc., the of the Treasury be, and heis hereby, nu- 

_ thorized and to pay, out of any money in the Treasury not otherwise 

2 sppropessted. tothe -named tatives, re- 


persons, or their legal represen’ 
spaa rge F. epee administrator of the estate of 

illiam Thayer, deceased, surviving part: Thayer Brothers, the sum of 
$10,790.32; ilasQ. Howe, surviving pirat ‘of William T. Pate & Co., the sum 
of $19, e o. to Hosp W. Beste geri ast and J. W. Gaff & Co., 
the sum of i at said 


as follows: To 


of the Commissioner of Internal Revenue to have been paid by a as tax on 

distilled spirits in exces: of the quantity withdrawn by them from United States 

bonded warehouse: Provided, That the amount paid to cach Shall 1 not exceed 

the sum hereinafter stated, that is to say.” 

x The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection to the consideration of the 
ilt? 

Mr. BACON. Let us have the report read. 

Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana. The report is quite voluminous. 

Mr. BACON. It ought to be voluminous. It proposes to release 
the tax on many thousands of dollars of spirits alleged to have leaked. 

Mr. HOOKER. This bill, I think, covers about $60,000, and before 
any discussion takes place I hope it will be determined whether it will 
be considered. 

Mr, HOLMAN. I trust my colleague may be heard for a minute or 
two. 

Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana. Just two minutes. 

Mr. HOOKER. Very well; say two minutes. 

Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana. Mr. Chairman, I speak in regard to this 
case because I happened to have become familias wi with the facts while 
I occupied an official position and was acting as an attorney of the Gov- 
ernment. The facts are these: Under the act of Congress of June 30, 
1864, the owners of distilled spirits are required to pay a tax upon such 

as are distilled and sold or withdrawn for sale, In this case the dis- 
tillers withdrew from the cistern-room and put into the bonded ware- 
house a certain amountof distilled spirits, and when the distilled spirits 
were withdrawn for sale they were taxed, not with the amount they 
withdrew, but with the amount that had been deposited in the ware- 
house. But the act of Congress to which I have referred provides that 
they shall be responsible for taxes only on the amount distilled and 
withdrawn for sale. The collector of internal revenue put a miscon- 
struction on that act and collected this tax in excess of the amount 
withdrawn, making no allowance whatever for leakage. It has since 
been decided by Secretary Sherman, Commissioner Raum, Commissioner 
Rollins, and the entire Treasury Department that it was excessive and 
should not have been demanded. 
Aer OUDEN: What became of the balance of the distilled spirits 
md? 
Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana. It wasall withdrawn and sold, and the 


tax paid on that which was sold as well as on all that evaporated be- 
sides. 

Mr. McMILLIN. Will the gentleman permit me a question ? 

Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana. “Certainly. 

Mr. MCMILLIN. My recollection is That there was an enlargement 
of the amount that was allowed for evaporation a few years ago; and ] 
wish to know whether this bill provides for a return of the tax unde 
the law that then existed or under the law as amended ? 

Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana. Under the law that then existed. And 
this bill does not provide for the payment of a dollar unless upon inves- 
tigation by the Secretary of the Treasury the amoant is found due. 

Mr. MCMILLIN. It oniy provides for the return of whatever may 
tans been illegally collected ut that time? 

Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana. That is the whole of it. The Govern- 
ment of the United States collected from these men money that did 
not belong to the Government and was not due under any law. It 
has been decided that it was not due, and all that these claimants ask 
is that the money be returned to them. Distillers at any time pay a 
good deal of taxes when they pay according to the law,and a great deal 
when they pay in excess of what the law demands. 

Mr. WASHINGTON. Will the gentleman yield for a question? 

Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana. Certainly. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of canes: Will the gentleman from 
Indiana permit me to ask him a question? 

Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana. I have yielded to the gentleman from 
Tennessee [Mr. WASHINGTON] for a question. 

Mr. WASHINGTON. Was this ruling by which this excess was ex- 
acted in your district—— 

Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana. Itwas notin my district. There isnot 
a distillery in my district. 

Mr. WASHINGTON. Well, in that part of Indiana where it was 
collected. Was that some rule applied to every other distiller, or was 
it a ruling of the collector? 

Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana. it was at the time applied preity gen- 
erally; but in innumerable cases the Government has al y reim- 
bursed the parties for the payment of this excess, and this caseand two 
or three others are all that remain, the Government having reimbursed 
the distillers in all other instances, 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. The question I desired to ask 
vn order that I may understand the case was how is it that this tax was 
collected illegally? Was it a judgment of the court or an order of the 
collector, or in what mode? 

Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana. The gentleman remembers doubtless 
that under the revenue laws the collector of internal revenue was court, 
judge, and everybody else, and when he made an assessment, if the 
distiller refused to pay the amount, the collector could seize and sell, 
and the distiller had not anything left him but to pay or suffer for- 
feiture, but he could pay under protest. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. And when he paid under pro- 
test did he not have the right of action in the courts? 

Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana. I thought so; but it seems not. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. Why, was it not so decided, 
and have there not been a great many of these cases so decided, that 
the distiller had the right to sue the collector for the amount of the 
illegal assessment? 

Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana, I can not say. I do not remember 
whether they had the right io sue in this case or not. I only know 
that they have paid in this instance; and I know that they have laid 
out of their money for a number of years. I know that the Govern- 
ment makes no question as to the liability, hut it has not the power 
to pay it without authority of Congress. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. A certain amount of whisky 
goes into a bonded warehouse. Now, the distiller takes out a certain 
amount or withdraws a certain amount, being simply an amount out 
of the amount that wentin. By the law of evaporation there is a cer- 
tain legitimate amount that escapes. Is the amount ihat the party 
now asks to be reimbursed for the amount that would have legitimately 
escaped by evaporation, or is it an amount that may have escaped by 
other means than evaporation ? 

Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana. No, sir. There is no controversy as to 
there being any loss except such as may naturally result from evapora- 
on a if I remember correctly, it is less than the amount uniformly 
allowed 
5 ae BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. That was under the act of 
Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana. Of 1864. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. When was it that the law ` 
was changed so as to make the distiller pay tax on the amount that 
went into the bonded warehouse? 

Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana. I do not remember. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. There was a law passed that 
allows a credit for evaporation. 

Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana. I do not remember when that was. 

Mr. MCMILLIN. The law allowing remission of the taxes upon a 
certain amount for evaporation, I think, was passed in 1881 or 1882. 
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Before that time if there was any allowance for evaporation I do not 
remember it. 

Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana. The gentleman must misunderstand 
the case. We do not pretend, nor do the officers of the Government, 
in construing the act, pretend that this is an allowance for loss by 
evaporation. It grows out of a construction of the statute itself. The 
statute provides that the distiller shall pay upon the amount of the 
liquors distilled and sold, or distilled and withdrawn for sale. Now, 
they made the distillers in this case pay, not upon the amount dis- 
tilled and sold, or distilled and withdrawn forsale, but upon the amount 
deposited in the warehouse, and the amount deposited in the ware- 
anae is in excess of the amount withdrawn for sale or withdrawn and 
sold. r 
Mr. MCMILLIN. The gentleman from Indiana [ Mr. BROWNE] and 
I were here when the bill was passed making the allowance for loss by 
evaporation. If I remember correctly—and I-only state it from mem- 
ory—prior to that time the distiller was assessed upon the amount he put 
in bond, and if there was any leakage or evaporation he got no credit 
for it. If I am correct in that, would not my friend’s bill open up a 
large number of cases for the readjustment of losses by evaporation ? 

Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana, This bill was unanimously reported by 
the Committee on Claims of this House and unanimously reported by 
the Committee on Claims of the Senate; and the bill itself simply pro- 
vides that this case shall be referred to the Secretary of the Treasury, 
who shall inquire into it and pay such sum as may be due, not to ex- 
ceed the sum set forth in the bill itself. I have no interest in the case 
myself. The claimants are not my constituents; they do not belong 
to my political party. The way Icame to be interested in itis because 
I happened to be engaged in prosecuting some cases against these par- 
ties that turned out so manifestly unjust and to their injury that I have 
felt a sympathy for them, for they have been literally skinned by the 
Government out of $60,000. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. The pointof difficulty in my 
mind is this: According to my recollection, under the law that has al- 
‘ways been in force since the internal-revenue system was adopted the 
distiller was charged with all the spirits that went into the bonded 
‘warehouse. 

Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana. Yes, sir. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. And there was a remission 
of any portion of the tax only upon his showing to the Department 
some good reason why the whisky was not there. So strict was the 
rule that even if the warehouse was burned down the distiller was re- 
quired to pay the tax. Later, under what was known as the Carlisle 
bill, an allowance was made for evaporation running through three 
years, but no evaporation larger than that amount was allowed for. 
Now, it seems that in this case there must have been something more 
than the mere fact that there was less spirits taken out than was put 
in, because if that were all the distiller would be responsible for the 
tax on the spirits putin. There must have been bad cooperage or 
something of that kind, and what I wanted to get was information as 
to the fact which made this case exceptional. 

Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana. PerhapsI have been unfortunate in my 
statement, but I have tried to state it. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. Ithink the gentleman stated 
with great clearness the fact that there was more whisky put in than 
was taken out. 

Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana. The gentleman from Kentucky is alaw- 
yer; will he allow me to read to him the section of the act of Congress 
to which I have referred, and then I will ask him to put his own con- 
struction upon it. Iread section 15 of an act approved June 30, 1864: 


In addition to the duties payable for licenses herein provided, there shall be 
levied and collected and paid on all spirits that may be distilled and sold, or 
distilled and removed for consumption or sale, of first proof, on and after the 
Ast day, ete., $1.50 per gallon. 


Now, I ask the gentleman from Kentucky whether he thinks that 
under a proper construction of that section, the distiller is responsible 
for the tax on a single gill of liquor except that which is either re- 
moved for sale or removed and sold ? ` 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. Taking it as an original 
question, I am not prepared to say what would be the propér construc- 
tion, but if my recollection is correct, it was construed to mean that 
Pe distiller should be charged with all the spirits put into the ware- 

ouse. 

Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana. I know it was. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. And that he was tə show 
what had become of it. And the question I ask the gentleman is, 
whether there is anything in this particular case to show affirmatively 
what became of the difference between the amount of whisky that was 
withdrawn and the amount there was put in? 

Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana. There is no question at all as to the 
fact that the difference between the two amounts was the result of 
evaporation. There is no question at all but what the Government 
did for a time construe the law to be that the distiller was bound for 
the tax on the whole quantity deposited. There is no question but 
what the Government subsequently reversed that ruling and collected 
only upon the amount withdrawn. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. The gentleman is mistaken. 
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Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana. No, sir; I am not mistaken. I hold 
in my hand the decisions of the Secretary of the Treasury and of Com- 
missioners Raum and Rollins, and evidence of the fact that the Goy- 
ernment did in a numberof instances reimburse persons who had been 
required to pay in excess of the amount withdrawn. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I stggest to my colleague that he have read at 
this point the statement of Commissioner Raum, which is very brief. 

Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana. Very well. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Pate & Co,, from July 1 to December 31, 1864, deposited in bonded warehouse 
4,186 barrels distilled spirits, containing 215,8951% gallons proof spirits; when 
these packages were removed from warehouse they contained, by actual in- 
spection, only 200,613% proof gallons. This tax of $1.50 was collected on the 
full quantity deposited, amounting to $320,828.25. The tax due on the 200,6133 
gallons actually found in the packages on withdrawal was $300,920.25, showing 
an excess of $19,908 collected. In computing the leakage in transit, the sum of 
$245.81 was computed on the full quantity bonded. I propose to allow the 
claim for the remainder of the tax appearing to have been paid by these claim- 
ants in December, 1864, as set forth, on spirits lost by leakage and evaporation 
while stored in bonded warehouse, to wit, $1,962.19. 

Very respectfully, your obedient servant, 
GREEN B. RAUM, Commissioner. 


Mr. HOLMAN. Now, if my colleague will permit me, I notice that 
the sum mentioned in this Pate transaction is the sum named in the 
bill, and I wish he would state, if he knows, how it happens that that 
money was not paid? 

Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana. Ido not know, unless it was because 
the Secretary of the Treasury did not feel that he had the money ap- 
propriated for the purpose. i 

Mr. HOLMAN. I supposed that was the case, but I did not know. 

Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana. I yield now to the gentleman from 
Tennessee [Mr. WHITTHORNE]. 

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection to the consideration of this 
bill? 

Mr. BACON. I object. 

The question was taken, and seven members objected. 

The CHAIRMAN. Seven gentlemen have objected, and the bill is 
not before the committee for consideration at this time. 


RICHARD W. MEADE. 


Mr. HOLMES. Icall up joint resolution (H. Res. 189) to amend 
and enlarge the provisions of a joint resolution approved July 25, 1866, 
entitled “A joint resolution to refer the claim of the administrator of 
Richard W. Meade, deceased, to the Court of Claims.” 

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection to the consideration of this 
joint resolution at this time? 

Mr. MCMILLIN. Mr. Chairman, if I recollect this case it involves 
$375,000, and I think that in the consideration of a measure involving 
so large an amount of money the report ought to be read. The case 
was before the Committee on Claims when I was chairman of that com- 
mittee. 

Mr. SOWDEN. Iask for the reading of the report, reserving the 
right to object. : 

Mr. HOLMES. The report is quite extended, and the reading of it 
could not be completed before 5 o’clock, so I ask unanimous consent 
to make a statement instead. 

There was no objection. 

Mr. HOLMES. This is a claim which, it is true, as the gentleman 
from Tennessee [Mr. MCMILLIN] states, involves some $300,000; at 
least that is the amount which was found due by the Spanish Govern- 
ment to this claimant, Richard W. Meade is the grandfather of Gen- 
eral George G. Meade—a distinguished name in the annals of this coun- 
try, and one to which we certainly can not afford to do injustice with 
regard to a matter of this character. Prior to 1819 Richard W. Meade, 
an American citizen, was a resident temporarily in Cadiz, Spain, doing 
business there. He had claims against the Spanish Government grow- 
ing out of some fourteen contracts for assistance and supplies furnished 
during the Napoleonic wars, and for damages on account of two years’ 
imprisonment of himself by the Spanish Government, which was ac- 
knowledged to have been wrongful. 

After a long series of years, this claim of Mr. Meade was passed upon 
by the Spanish Government and wasallowed. Before its allowance the 
treaty of 1819 between the United States and Spain was negotiated; 
and by one clause of that treaty the claims of American citizens then 
pending against Spain were assumed by the United States. The six 
months allowed for ratification of the treaty having expired, and the 
treaty not having been approved by Spain, the matter was relegated 
to its original status, as was thought by the American commissioner; 
and after this failure to ratify the treaty the Spanish Government, 
through a commission, considered the claim of Mr. Meade, and after 
cutting it down repeatedly and systematically, rendered judgment in 
his favor for $300,000—much less than he ought to have had. After- 
ward negotiations were resumed between Spain and the United States 
and the treaty was ratified. ‘Then it became a question whether this 
claim was included in that treaty. 

The Government of the United States had limited its liability to 
$5,000,000, and it became a question whether Mr. Meade was entitled 
to any relief from the hands of our Government, or whether his claim 
was still operative as against Spain. The American minister had pre- 
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sented the case with great force to the Spanish Government, but atter 
the claim had been allowed by that Government it became a disputed 
claim as between the Government of the United States and the Govern- 
ment of Spain. At length the claim was placed before the United 
States for allowance. The commission appointed to investigate it de- 
manded the original papers upon which Spain had rendered the judg- 
ment or allowance. Spain, fearing thatthe claim would still be made 
against that Government, refused to give up the original papers, saying 
that the certificate of allowance ought to be sufficient for this Govern- 
ment, and was all that the Spanish Government would furnish; where- 
upon the commission appointed by the United States to investigate the 
claim disallowed it, refused further to recognize it as a claim against 
this Government, treating it as a claim against Spain which that Gov- 
ernment should liquidate. Now Spain refuses to liquidate the claim 
by reason of a statement made, it is asserted, by the American min- 
ister that the Government of the United States was responsible. So 
that, while this claim is admitted on all hands to be justand proper in 
every way, having been so declared by Minister Adams, by the Court 
of Claims, and by the Supreme Court in passing upon the judgment of 
the Court of Claims—— 

Mr. LANHAM. Will thegentleman from Iowa [ Mr. Houmegs] yield 
for a motion that the committee rise? It will obviously be impossible 
to finish the consideration of this bill this afternoon in time to allow 
the in the House of the bills already acted on favorably. 

Mr. HOOKER. Let the gentleman from Iowa yield with the under- 
standing that this bill shall go over. s 

Mr. HOLMES. Very well; if it be understood that this claim holds 
its place — 

The CHAIRMAN. If the gentleman from Texas Ate LANHAM] 
will yield a moment, the gentleman from Minnesota [Mr. LIND] de- 
sires to make a request. 

Mr. LIND. Being called away from the city, I request that my col- 
league [Mr. Neon] may be permitted to call up in my behalf asmall 
bill on next Friday, or as soon as the order of business we have had 
to-day may be resumed. z 

There being no objection, leave was granted. 

Mr. LANHAM. I now move that the committee rise. 

Mr. SOWDEN. If the gentleman from Iowa [Mr. HOLMES] reserves 
the right to call up this bill on next Friday, I reserve the right to ob- 
ject to it if I should think proper. 

The CHAIRMAN. Certainly; no rights will be waived. 

Mr. HOLMES. The status of the case will be the same as now. 

The CHAIRMAN. ‘The Chair understands that the gentleman from 
Iowa now yields with the understanding that if this order of business 
be resumed next Friday his bill will be first considered, no rights be- 
ing waived. 

Mr. WASHINGTON. The right of objection being reserved. 

The CHAIRMAN. ‘That is understood. 

The motion of Mr, LANHAM, that the committee rise, was agreed to. 

The committee accordingly rose; and Mr. McMILLIN having taken 
the chair as Speaker pro tempore, Mr. ROGERS reported that the Com- 
mittee of the Whole House, having had under consideration the Pri- 
xate Calendar, had directed him to report sundry bills with various 
recommendations. 

WILLIAM A. BEVENS. 


The bill (S. 317) for the relief of William A. Bevens, reported from 
the Committee of the Whole House on the Private Calendar with a 
favorable recommendation, was ordered to a third reading; and it was 
accordingly read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. DUNN moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill was 
passed; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 
table, 

The latter motion was agreed to, 


BILLS PASSED, 


House bills of the following titles, reported from the Committee of 
the Whole House on the Private Calendar without amendment, were 
severally ordered to be engrossed and read a third time; and being 
engrossed, they were accordingly read the third time, and passed, 
namely: 

A bill eS R. 7718) for the relief of Milo McCrillis; 

A bill (H. R. 6018) for the relief of George Campbell; and 

A bill (H. R. 11495) for the relief of George H. Owen. + 

Amendments reported from the Committee of the Whole House on 
the Private Calendar to House bills of the following titles were sever- 
ally agreed to, and the bills as amended were ordered to be engrossed 
and read a third time; and being engrossed, they were accordingly read 
the third time, and passed: 

A bill (H. R. 4624) for the relief of the estate of John W. Whitfield; 

A bill (H. R. 11227) for the relief of Henry Setzer; 

A bill (H. R. 3112) for the relief of Phineas T. Richardson; 

A bill (H. R. 10042) for the relief of the estate of James H. Jud- 
kins and William T. Judkins; and 

A bill (H. R. 6662) for the relief of W. O. Wiatt, Edward Hughes, 
and J. W. Powell, session clerks of the Forty-ninth Congress. 


Mr. KILGORE. Can we not have some of the bills read as we go 


along? 
The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. McMILLIN in the chair). The 
gentleman has the right to have the bill read in each case if he de- 


sires it. 

Mr. KILGORE. I will not insist on the demand for the reading of 
the bill in each case, but the Committee on Enrolled Bills should have 
more time to examine the bills. 


HEIRS OF JACOB CRAMER, 


A bill (H. R. 855) for the relief of the heirs of Jacob Cramer was 
reported from the Committee of the Whole House on the Private Cal- 
endar with a favorable recommendation. 

Mr. PAYSON. I offer the amendment which I send to the Clerk’s 


desk. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


Insert after the word “land,” in line 5, “said warrant to be locatable only on 
public land subject to private entry.” 


The amendment was agreed to, and the bill as amended was ordered 
to be engrossed and read a third time; and being engrossed, it was ac- 
cordingly read the third time, and passed. 


MRS. SARAH L., LARIMER. 


The bill (S. 2563) to compensate Mrs. Sarah L. Larimer for important 
services rendered the military authorities in 1864 at Deer Creek Station, 
Wyoming, and for the loss of property taken by Sioux Indians, was 
ordered to a third reading; and it was accordingly read the third time, 
and passed. 

House bill 777, with the same title, was laid on the table. 


MARGARET KENNEDY. 


The amendment reported from the Committee of the Whole House 
on the Private Calendar to the bill (S. 307) for the relief of Margaret 
Kennedy was agreed to, and the bill as amended was ordered to a third 
reading; and it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 


JAMES MILLINGER. 


The bill (S. 602) for the relief of James Millinger, reported from the 
Committee of the Whole House on the Private Calendar witha favor- 
able recommendation, was ordered to a third reading; and it was ac- 
cordingly read the third time, and passed. 

On motion of Mr. BUCHANAN, House bill 31 with the same title was 
laid on the table. 

Mr. LANHAM moved to reconsider the votes just taken; and also 
moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


BRIDGES ACROSS THE TENNESSEE AND CUMBERLAND RIVERS, 


On motion of Mr. STONE, of Kentucky, by unanimous consent, the 
House proceeded to the consideration of the bill (H. R. 10023) to au- 
thorize the Cairo and Tennessee River Railroad Company to construct 
bridges ucross the Tennessee and Cumberland Rivers, reported from 
the Committee on Commerce with an amendment, 

The bill was read, as follows: 


Be itenacted, etc., That the Cairo and Tennessee River Railroad Companys or- 

nized under act of the General Assembly of the Commonwealth of Kentucky, 

, and is hereby, authorized to construct and maintain bridges, and approaches 
thereto, over the Tennessee River at any point below Aurora, in the State of 
Kentucky, and the Cumberland River at any point in County, State of 
Kentucky, on said river. Said bridges shall be construc to provide for the 
passage of railway trains, and, at the option of the corporation by which they 
may be built, may be used for the passage of wagons and vehicles of all kinds, 
for the transit of animals, and for foot-passengers. 

Sec. 2. That any bridge built under this act and subject to its limitationsshall 
be a lawful structure, and shall be recognized and known as a post-route, and it 
shallenjoy the rights and privileges of other post-roads in the United States, 
and equal privileges in the use of said bridges shall be granted to all telegraph 
companies; and the United States shall have the right of way over said bridges 
for postal-telegraph purposes. 

Sec. 3. That all railroad companies desiring the tse of said bridges shall have 
and be entitled to equal rights and privileges relative tothe passage of railway 
trains over the same, and over the approaches thereto, upon the payment ofa 
reasonable compensation for such use; and in case the owner orowners of said 
bridges and the several railroad companies, or any of them, desiring such use, 
shall fail to agree upon the sum or sums to be paid, and upon rules and condi- 
tions to which each shall conform in using said bridges, all matters at issue be- 
tween them shall be decided by the Secretary of War upon a hearing of the al- 
legations and proofs of the parties. 

Sec. 4. That any bridges authorized to be constructed under this act shall be 
built and located under and subject to such regulations for the security of navi- 
gation of said rivers as the Secretary of War shall prescribe; and tosecure that 
object the said company or corporation shall submit to the Secretary of War, 
for his examination and approval, a design and drawings of the bridges, and a 
map of the location, giving, for the space of 1 mile above and 1 mile below 
the proposed location, the yee bie § ofthe banks of tho rivers, the shore-lines 
at high and low water, the direction and strength of the currents at all stages, 
and the soundings, accurately showing the bed of the stream, the location of any 
other bridge or bridges, and shall furnish such other information as may be re- 
quired for a full and satisfactory understanding of the subject; and until the 
said plan and location of the bridges are approved by the Secretary of Warthe 
bridges shall not be built, and should any change be made in the plan of said 
bridges during the progress of construction such changes shall be subject to the 
approval of the Secretary of War. 

Src. oo the right to alter, amend, or repeal this act is hexeby expressly 
reserve ` 
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The amendment of the committee was read, as follows: 


Add to the bill the following: 
“Spo. 6. That this act shall be nulland void if actual construction of the brid ges 
herein s Sinta be not commenced within two years and completed wit 
three years from the date thereof.” 


The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. STONE, of Kentucky. I move in section 1, line 7, to strike 
out ‘‘ Aurora ’’ and insert in lieu thereof ‘‘south boundary of Callo- 
way County,” and in the ninth line, after the word ‘‘ Kentucky,” to 
strike out the words ‘‘on said river,” and in lieu thereof to insert 
“at any point in Monroe or Cumberland Counties, Kentucky, or in 
Clay County, in Tennessee, on said river.’’ 

The amendments were agreed to, and the bill as amended was or- 
dered to be engrossed and read a third time; and being engrossed, it 
was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 


WESTERN YEARLY MEETING OF FRIENDS, INDIANA. 


Mr. JOHNSTON, of Indiana. I ask unanimous consent to discharge 
the Committee of the Whole House from the further consideration of 
the bill (H. R. 755) to appropriate $127.50 to reimburse the Indian 
committee of Western Yearly Meeting of Friends in Indiana for money 
expended by them in the purchase of Government lands in North Car- 
olina for an Indian training school, and put it upon its passage. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the sum of $127.50, or so much thereof as may be nec- 
essary, be, and the same is hereby, appropriated, from the money in the Treas- 
ury of the “United States not otherwise appropriated, for the purpose of reim- 
bursing the executive committee on Indian affairs of Western Yearly Meeting 
of Friends in Indiana for money And by them for the purchase of two lots of 
land situated in Swain County, in ina, in the town of Cherokee, for 
the purpose of building thereon Government buildings for a training school 
home for the education of the children of the Eastern band of Cherokees, the 
titles to which have been conveyed toand are now held by the United States, 
and on which said buildings have been erected and are now in use as designed; 
the said payment to be made by the Secretary of the Interior to B. C. Hobbs, of 
Bloomingdale, Ind., the representative of said committee, on prosentstoa of 
proper vouchers and sat satisfactory evidence of said indebtedness. 

The committee recommend the adoption of the following amend- 
ment: 


Strike out, in the third line, “twenty-seven” and insert " twenty-two.” 


There being no objection, the bill was considered, the amendment 
recommended by the committee adopted, and the bill as amended was 
ordered to be engrossed and read a third time; and being engrossed, it 
was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 

The title of the bill was amended to conform. 


CUMBERLAND PRESBYTERIAN CHURCHES OF CALHOUN AND PU- 
LASKI, TENY. 


Mr. WHITTHORNE. I ask unanimous consent to discharge the 
Committee of the Whole House from the further consideration of the 
bill (H. R. 10866) to refer the claims against the United States of the 
trustees of the Cumberland Presbyterian Churches of Calhoun and Pu- 
laski, Tenn., and put it upon its passage. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


Be t enacted, etc., That all the evidence and papers a refer to the claims 
poets the United States of the trustees of the Cumberland Presbyterian Church 


nt of ‘he Saied States Army 

occupation of said churches by the United States Army, and report 
the length of time and period durin se the United States used and occupied 
said churches, the purposes tor whi id churches were occu: , the value of 
the a Bartana sea occupation, ak 8 the extent of the pecun “damage said 


church United States troops during on occupation; and when 
such Tarenti e n be completed the Secretary of War shall report the re- 
sult the ith his recommendation thereon, to Congress for action in the 
premises. 


There being no objection, the bill was considered, ordered to be en- 
and read a third time; ang being engrossed, it was accordingly 
read the third time, and 

Mr. WHITTHORNE Å pone to reconsider the vote by which the bill 
was passed; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on 
the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

Mr. PERKINS. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to reconsider 
the several votes taken on the passage of bills this evening, and to lay 
that motion on the table. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore: That motion has beep made with ref- 
erence to all of them but the one just preceding that called up by the 
gentleman from Tennessee. If there be no objection, the order will be 
also made in that case. 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


Mr. GIFFORD. I ask unanimous consent to non-concur in the 
Senate amendments to a House bill the title of which I ask to have 


read. 
Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. Regular order. 


LEAVE OF ABSENCE. 


By unanimous consent, indefinite leave of absence was granted as 
follows, on account of important business: 

To Mr. HOPKINS, of Virginia. 

To Mr. TOWNSHEND. 

To Mr. DIBBLE. 

To Mr. CoTHRAN. 

To Mr. DARGAN. 

To Mr. HOLMAN. 

LEAVE TO PRINT. 


By unanimous consent, leave was granted to Mr. SENEY to print re- 
marks in the RECORD on House bill No. 9084, to establish a court of 
patent appeals. 

FORT WALLACE MILITARY RESERVATION. 


Mr. TURNER, of Kansas, by unanimous consent, introduced a bill 
(H. R. 11525) to provide for the disposition of the Fort Wallace military 
reservation, in Kansas; which was read a first and second time, re- 
ferred to the Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. GIFFORD. The gentleman from Kentucky withdraws] his ob- 
jection to the request I made a few moments since. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The hour of 5 o’elock having arrived, 
the House, under its previous order, takes a recess until 8 o’clock p. m. 


aw 
- EVENING SESSION, 


The recess having expired, the House, at 8 o’clock p. m., was called 
to order by Mr. MOMILLIN, who directed the reading of the following 
communication: 

HOUSE or REPRESENTATIVES, Seplember 28, 1988. 

Sr: I hereby designate Hon. BENTON MCMILLIN to preside as Speaker pro 
tempore at the session of the House this evening. 

JNO. G. CARLISLE, Speaker, 

Hon. Joux B. CLARK, 


Clerk House of Representatives. 
ORDER OF BUSINESS. 

Mr. YODER. I move that the House resolve itself into Committee 
of the Whole for the consideration of pension bills under the special 
order. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The House accordingly resolved itself into Committee of the Whole, 
Mr. CARUTH in the chair. 

Mr. MORRILL. Iask unanimons consent that the order of proceed- 
ing followed on last Friday be pursued to-night; that the roll be ealled, 
beginning where we then left off, and that each member as his name 
is called be allowed to ask consideration of one bill. 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 


MARTHA V. COLEMAN, 


Mr. CHEADLE. Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous consent for ihe 
present consideration of the bill (S. 1264) granting a pension to Martha 
V. Coleman. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, cie., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to place on the pension-roll the name of Martha V. Cole- 
man, a volunteer nurse in the late war, giving her, for life, the sum of $25 a 
month from and after the passage of this act. 


Mr. KILGORE, I would like to hear the report read in that case. 
The report (by Mr. SPOONER) was read, as follows: 


The one m rrgs Bog paa to whom Wag referred the bill (S. 1261) 
nt ga near pap artha man, Laps gt ain Gn ser 

The facts and circumstances of the service of Martha V. Coleman as an Arm 

nurse, her disability contracted therein, and her present neceasity are set forth 

in the Senate report as follows: 


“Senate Report No. 1176, Fiftieth Congress, first session.] 


“The claimant, Martha V. Coleman (nee Hudson), was matron and nurse in 
Adams General and Officers? jan spay at Memphis, Tenn., from January 10 to 
September 5, 1863. She now resides at osen Md., 'and petitions to be 
duties ir a pension of $30 per month, on the ground that, owi to the arduous 

uties incumbent upon her as matron and nurse in hospitals at Memphis, Tenn., 

aung dupe war of the rebellion, she contracted typhoid fever, and is suffering 

e effects of the same at the present time; that she has children depend- 

dr upon her for support and education, and that a pension would relieve her 
present necessities. 

“Dr. Wilbur P. Buck, of Moweaqua, T., testifies that he was assistant sur- 
geonof the Eighth Illinois Veteran Volunteer I nfantry, and bas personal knowl- 
edge that claimant rendered valuable service as nurse and matron in tbe OM- 
cers’ General Hospital at Lae a Be ane Tenn. The testimony of Dr. Buck is cor- 
roborated by J. G. Garlan g assistant surgeon, United States Army, 
1863-64; Harley Crocker, late captain Com pany C, One hundredth Indiana Vok 
unteer Infan , and Rev, H. L. Vannuys, Of n, Ind. 

“It appears from the facts in the case that the claim isa meritorious one, and 
your committee therefore recommend the passage of the bill.’ 

Your committee recommend the passage of the bill, with the following amend- 
ments: 

Strike ont, in lines 5 and 6 of the bill as printed, the words “giving her, for 
life, the sum of twenty-five,” and insert in place thereof the words “and pay 
her a pension at the rate of twelve.” 


There being no objection, the bill was considered, the amendment rec- 
ommended by the committee was adopted, and the bill as amended was 
laid aside to be reported to the House with the recommendation that it 


do pass, 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


EMMA F, READ. 


The name of Mr. LEE was called. 

Mr. WASHINGTON. Iask unanimous consent in behalf of Gen- 
eral LEE, who is necessarily absent to-night, to call up the bill (H. R. 
5408) granting a pension to Emma F. Read. 

There being no objection, the bill was considered. 

It is as follows: 


Be it enacted, ete., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is pepa A 
authorized and directed to place the name of Emma F. Read, the blind daugh- 
ter of Capt. John Read, of the Falls Church (Va.) Home Guards, upon the United 
States pension-roll and pay to her a pension at the rate of $50 per month during 
her lifetime, subject to the provisions and limitations of the general law. 


The report (by Mr. YODER) was read, as follows: 


Emma F. Reed is the blind sanger of Capt. John Read, of the Falls Church 
LN Home Guards, and the applicant for pension provided for in this bill, 

ohn D, Read, her father, was a volunteer in the Falls Church Home Guards. 
Under the provisions of a special act of Congress, approved July 4, 1862, his 
widow applied fora pension and was granted the same by the Interior Depart- 
ment, special act, certificate No. 87458, on the 5th day of December, 1866, and 
Soares to draw pension up to the day of her death, which occurred about 

january, 1886, K 

At thetime of the death of her father, who was shot by Mosby’s guerrillas, he 
left a widow and three children—one son and two danghters. The son died 
some years ago, and the daughters left wholly unprovided for (the youngest 
daughter was injured and has become wholly blind; she requires constant at- 
tendance of another asia and both daughters are dependent on public 
charity for the necessaries of life. These facts are evidenced by affidavits on 
file, which are made a part of this report. After a careful investigation of the 
evidence on file, and in consideration of the helpless and total blindness of this 
daughter of a man who suffered death because of his loyalty to the Govern- 
ment, and while in the service, your committee are clearly of the opinion that 
this is a meritorious case, and recommend the passage of the bill with anamend- 
ment, by striking outin seventh line *' fifty ” and inserting “eighteen,” making 
it $18 instead of $50. 7 


Town or FALLS CHURCH, 
County of Fairfax, Stats of Virginia, ss: t 

Personally appeared before me, a notary public in and for the place above 
named, Geo B. Ives, a resident and citizen of said p! , who, being duly 
sworn according to law, de and says that he has been acitizen and resident 
in the town of Falls Church for thirty years; that he wasa member of the Falls 
Church (Va.) Home Guard, which was organized by the loyal citizens and fur- 
nished arms by the United States Government, for the purpose of defending 
the place and their property nst the forces of the Confederate government; 
that he personally well knew John Read, who was a member of said o iza- 
tion, and who was taken from his home in the night time by a band of Mosby's 
men and conveyed some distance farther back into the country, and was there 
shot and killed by them, and left upon the ground until his body was brought 
home by his eldest daughter Lotta and her aunt ; thatthe said Reed left a widow. 
a son, and two daughters surviving him; that the son died some years ago, and 
the widow died about six months ago; that the said two daughters are left 
wholly alone, they having no kindred either here or elsewhere on whom they 
can depend or call upon for support; that their only property consists of an in- 
ferior house and small lot of land worth not over $1,000, from which they are 
wholly unable to gain a maintenance, and have to be helped to a livelihood 
charitable friends; that the youngest of said ray, greoa named Emma F, k 
was injured when a child in one of her eyes by the accidental NEARE ofa 
gun, some of the shot from which entered her face and one eye, and that she 
has since become and is now totally blind; that because of such infirmity she 
is obliged to requirea constant attendant; that because of such attendance 
upon her, her sister is unable to follow her profession of nurse to the sick, by 
which she was able to render a support for the family prior to the death of the 
mother. And the witness further states that the said organization existed and 
the said Read was killed aug the war of the rebellion, and that he has no 
pecuniary interest in her claim for pension through a arei fet og -a 


Sworn to and subscribed before me this 39th day of June, 1836. 
[BEAL] M. E. CHURCH, Notary Public. 


STATE OF VIRGINIA, County of Fairfax, ss: 
On this 10th day of July, A. D. 1886, personally appeared before me, a not 
poen in and for the aforesaid county, duly authorized to administer onthe 
vi Parker, aged sixty-hine years, a resident of Falls Church, in the county of 
Fairfax and State of Virginia, whose post-office address is Falls Church, Fair- 
fax County, Virginia, well known to me to be reputable and entitled to credit, 
and who, being duly sworn, declared in relation to aforesaid case, as follows: 
That he was a citizen of the town of Falls Church, and lived there during the 
year; that he has resided there continuously since the year 1844; that he was 
acquainted with John Read, the father of Emma F. Read; that said Reed was 
a member of the Falls Church (Va.) Home Guard; that he remembers perfectly 
well the time when said Reed was captured at his (Reed's) house, was taken 
therefrom by a band of Mosby’s men, who took said Reed some miles farther 
into the interior of the State and shot him, and left him on the ground dead, 
where said Read's body remained until brought home to his daughter Lotta 
and her aunt; that the said home guards were organized by and made up of 
men (citizens) of the vicinity who were loyal to the Union, and that they were 
supplied with guns by the United States Government; that said John Read left 
a widow and three children—one son and two ghters; thatthe son died some 
yas ago; that the widow died about six months ; that the daughters are 
eft wholly unprovided for, excepta house and small lot of land worth not more 
than $400; that the youngest daughter, Emma Florence, was injured by the acci- 
dental iparra sd a shotgun, some of the shot from which entered hereyes and 
caused her to me wholly blind; that said Emma requires the constant at- 
tendance of another person; that for this reason her sister has bten forced to 
give up her profession of sick nurse and attend upon her; that they are unable 
to provide a comfortable maintenance for themselves, and that they have to be 
helped by those who they have no claim upon to the ep SE of life. 


ARKER, 
Mayor town of Falls Church, Va. 

STATE OP VIRGINIA, County of Fairfax, ss: 

Sworn to and subscribed before me this day by the above-named affiant,and 
I certify that I read said affidavit to said affiant, including the words erased, 
and the words “of the,” “they,” and “were” added, and acquainted him with 
its contents before he executed the same. I farther ce: that I am in no wise 
interested in said case, nor am Iconeerned in its proseclition; and that the said 
affiant is personally known to me and that he is a credible person. 

[sean] M. E. CHURGH, Notary Public. 


Mr. CARLTON. Mr. Chairman, I have come to the conclusion that 


inasmuch as the order under which we are assembled to-night, in the 
way it has been construed, has no equity in it at all, I shall feel con- 
strained to call for a quorum upon the passage of every bill. I do 


not wish to be understood as being opposed to pension legislation; but 
there is another class of bills ruled out under the special order, which 
if not pension bills are certainly nothing else; and I do not see how 
members can have any redress to secure the legislation that is neces- 
sary in such cases except to object to the bills to be considered here 
to-night, in order that the House may reframe that order. 

Mr. RYAN. What are the other bills to which the gentleman re- 
fers ? 

The CHAIRMAN. The present occupant of the chair will state 
that he knows of no other bills called up for consideration except pen- 
sion bills and bills for the removal of political disabilities. 

The question is on agreeing to the amendment recommended by the 
committee. 

The amendment was adopted. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Virginia [Mr. LEE] has 
proposed an amendment to this bill, which the Clerk will now re- 

rt, 


po: 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Insert in the seventh line, after the word “pension,” “ for total blindness.” 

Mr. MCMILLIN. Theamendment of the gentleman from Virginia, 
which has been read, as I understand it, will put this pension at $72 a 
month. 

The CHAIRMAN. The amendment which has been adopted is the 
committee amendment. 

Mr. MCMILLIN. The pension for total blindness, however, as I 
understand it, is $72 a month, and the question is whether, if the 
amendment proposed by the gentleman from Virginia were adopted, 
that would not increase the pension to $72 a month. I would merely 
suggest that the blindness’ sufficiently appears in another part of the 
bill, and that the amendment proposed will give more pension than 
was designed. 

The CHAIRMAN. The object of the gentleman can be accomplished 
by rejecting the amendment. 

Mr. MCMILLIN. That is true. 

Mr. MORRILL. I do not apprehend that there is any danger such 
as the gentleman suggests. There is no rate of pension now for de- 
pendent daughters, however, and unless some rate is fixed the Pension 
Office could pay her no pension at all. 

Mr. McMILLIN. But, Mr. Chairman, if you adjudicate the ques- 


tion of right toa pension, and then fix the disability as total blindness, 


under the law you will fix the rate at $72 a month. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on the adoption of the amend- 
ment suggested by the gentleman from Virginia [Mr. LEE]. 

The amendment was rejected. 

The CHAIRMAN. ‘The question now is, Shall the bill be laid aside 
to be reported to the House with a favorable recommendation? 

Mr. CARLTON. I object. 

The question was put; and the Chairman stated that the ‘‘ayes’’ 
seemed to have it. 

Mr. CARLTON. Division. 

The House divided; and there were—ayes 21, noes 1. 

Mr. CARLTON. I make the point of no quorum. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will appoint as tellers the gentleman 
from Georgia [Mr. CARLTON] and the gentleman from Tennessee [ Mr, 
WASHINGTON |. 

Mr. SPINOLA. It is evident that there is not a quorum here, and 
as the gentleman says he will raise the question of no quorum on every 
bill, I move that the committee do now rise for the purpose of moving 
that the House adjourn. 

Mr. O'NEILL, of @ennsylvania. I hope the gentleman from Georgia 
will withdraw the point of no quorum. 

Mr. CARLTON. Mr. Chairman, there are a great many bills here 
that may be subject to the ruling that they are not in order under the 
special order, and I say that that order is not an equitable one. I have 
a claim here where the claimant was awarded a land warrant as a part 
of his pension as a Mexican soldier. If that is not a pension it is not 
anything else. It wasso declared by the act of March 3, 1855. That 
bill was referred to the Committee on Pensions. That committee have 
had it under consideration, and it was reported on by them after they 
had acted on it. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will state to the gentleman from 
Georgia that no such bill has been called up for consideration at this 
night’s session. 

Mr. CARLTON. The point of order was made last Friday night 
that the bill was not in order under the special order governing Friday 
evening sessions, which was sustained by the Chair, and I think that 
the order should be changed. 

Mr. SPINOLA. I move that the bill referred to by the gentleman 
from Georgia [Mr. CARLTON] be taken up as the next bill. 

Mr. O'NEILL, of Pennsylvania. Mr. Chairman, I want to make a 
suggestion to the gentleman from Georgia. Members who came here 
to-night, expecting to pass pension bills on this Calendar, are taken by 
surprise. I think the gentleman should permit us to go on this even- 
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ing. He has given sufficient notice by stating his purpose to the com- 
mittee. Members will see it in the RECORD and they will know it by 
next Friday night, and it may be the means of bringing a quorum here. 
It is a little hard on those who are here to-night expecting to get bills 
considered that the gentleman should on this very short notice require 
us to have aquorum here. 

Mr. MAISH. It strikes me, Mr. Chairman, that the position of the 
gentleman from Georgia [Mr. CARLTON] is by no means an untenable 
one. I think there is great merit in what he has stated. If the bill 
which he proposes to present has been decided to be a pension bill I 
think it is plainly proper that the committee and the House to-night 
should consider it—— 

Mr. WASHINGTON. It has not been reached. 

Mr. MAISH. And therefore I move that the gentleman from Georgia 
be allowed to call up that bill for consideration. 

Mr. CARLTON. I will state in reply to the gentleman from Ten- 
nessee, if the gentleman from Pennsylvania will allow me, why the 
bill has not been called up to-night. I went to see the Speaker of the 
House, and also the Chairman of the committee of the proceedings to- 
night, and I was informed that that bill would not come in under the 
order. Now, I dislike exceedingly to put myself in the attitude of an 
objector, but being convinced, as I am in this instance, that that order 
is not an equitable one, so far as it relates to these claims, I think it is 
my duty to see that the order is perfected before any farther business 
under that order is proceeded with. 

The CHAIRMAN. Whatis the title of the bill to which the gentle- 
man from Georgia refers? 

Mr. MAISH. By what committee is the bill reported? 

Mr. MORRILL. By the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. CARLTON. I will withdraw my objection for the present, with 
the understanding that when this bill under consideration is passed I 
be allowed to ask unanimous consent to make a statement in regard to 
the bill to which I have referred. 

The CHAIRMAN. The point of no quorum has been withdrawn, 
and without objection the bill as amended will be laid aside to be re- 
ported to the House with the recommendation that it do pass. 

There was no objection. 


JONAS DOERING. 


Mr. LYMAN. Task consideration of the bill (S. 3141) granting an 
increase of pension to Jonas Doering. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to place on the pension-roll, at the rate of $50 per month, 
subject to the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Jonas 
Doering, late pann of Company A, Eighth Battalion Turner Rifles, District of 
Columbia, in lieu of pension he is now receiving. 

The report (by Mr. SAWYER) was read, as follows: 

The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (S, 3141) 
granting an increase of pension to Jonas Doering, submit the following report: 

It clearly appears from the report of the Senate committee in this case, which 
is hereto annexed and made a part hereof, that this is a meritorious case, and 
they therefore recommend that this bill do with an amendment striking 
out the word “ fifty,”’ in the third line of the bill, and inserting the word “forty” 
in place thereof, 


(Senate Report No. 1693, Fiftieth Congress, first session.] 

The Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (S. 3141) granting 
an increase of pension to Jonas Doering, have examined the same, and report : 

This is a bill to inerease the pension of Jonas Doering, late a private in Com- 
pany A, Eighth Battalion Turner Rifles, District of Columbia, to $50 a month. 

The claim is based on the loss of sight of the right eye, and resulting disease 
of left eye, occasioned by injury received or disease contracted in the Army in 
1861 in the tine of duty, There is no conflict between the claimant and the Pen- 
sion Eureau as to the incurrence of the disability. The testimony is ample on 
this point and also as to its extent. The sight of the right eye was wholly gone 
in 186) for any practical use, and the left eye, the sight of which was then im- 

ired, is continnously failing, and in the opinion of skilled oculists he will soon 
Be totally blind. . 

Dr. Richey, in March, 1584, testifies that the right eye has no visual power— 
totally blind; and the left eye can read figures No. 15 at 5inches. On this tes- 
timony he was allowed a pension of $8 a month from February, 1881, to March, 
1884, and from that time at $H. On appeal a reconsideration was had, and the 
Commissioner announced that it was believed he was entitled to the latter rat- 
ing from the time of filing his application. 

‘our years ago the doctors pronounced him totally di 
manual labor, There is apparently no difference of opinion between skilled 
oculists who have examined the p emt ant and the medical board to whom the 
ease has been referred by the Pension Bureau; and the conclusion is that he is 
totally blin | in one eye and that the other is so affected that it is of no use to 
him in the way of his engaging in any employment; that he is so nearly blind 
as to be helpless; that his helplessness is permanent, and that it exists to such 
an extent as to entitle him to a pension of $50 a month. 

The bill is reported favorably with a recommendation that it do pass, 


The amendment of the committec was agreed to; and the bill as 
amended was laid aside to be reported to the House with the recom- 
mendation that it do pass. = 

CHARLES W. GEDDES. 
Task unanimous consent now to make a brief state- 


ualified for reliable 


Mr. CARLTON. 


ment in regard to the bill to which I called the attention of the Com- 
mittee of the Whole a few moments ago. 

The CHAIRMAN. ‘The gentleman asks unanimous consent to make 
a statement. In the absence of objection, the gentleman will pro- 


ceed. _ 
Mr. CARLTON. This is a bill reported from the Committee on 


Pensions, awarding to Charles W.Geddes, under the act of March 3, 1855, 
a lanc-warrant. The point has been made, not by any member of the 
committee, but on last Friday night, by the then occupant of the chair, 
that this bill is not entitled to consideration according to the terms ot 
the order under which the House proceeds at these Friday night ses- 


sions; in other words, that the bill does not grant a pension. Now, I 
respectfully submit that if this is not a pension it is not anything. 
The claimant was a soldier of the Mexican war, and under the act of 
March 3, 1855, a land-warrant was made a part of his pension for 
services rendered in that war. Owing to some slight technicality in 
the law the Commissioner of Pensions withheld this land-warrant from 
the claimant, and advised that a bill be introduced in this House and 
referred to the Committee on Pensions, in order that the claimant 
might obtain what is equitably his right. With this statement I ask 
unanimous consent for the consideration of the bill at this time. 

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection to the consideration of the 
bill to which the gentleman from Georgia [Mr. CARLTON] has called 
attention? 

Mr. KILGORE, I have no disposition to ‘“‘kick u 
the bill of my friend from Georgia, but I am inclin: 
point of order and let the Chair rule upon it. 

Mr. CARLTON. Before the Chair rules I wish to make en addi- 
tional statement. Perhaps under a very strict construction of the or- 
der this bill might possibly be ruled out, but upon an equitable con- 
struction of that order there is no doubt in my mind that it should be 
admitied. If the attention of the House had been called to this ques- 
tion at the time the order was framed, I have no doubt the terms of 
the order would have excluded all doubt as to the propriety of consid- 
ering this bill as a pension bill. The point I made in the earlier part 
of this evening, when I raised my objection, was that this order as it 
has been construed is not equitable in its operation and ought to be 
changed. 

The CHAIRMAN. The order under which the House is now acting 
was adopted on the 2d of March, 1888, It reads as follows: 

Resolved, That, until further ordered, on each Friday,at 5 o’clock p. m.,the 
House shal! take a recess until 7.39 p. m., and after the an day of April next 
until 8 p. m., at which evening sessions bills on the Private endar granting 
pensions, reported from the Committee on Invalid Pensions and the Committee 
on Pensions, and bills on the Private Calendar re ed from the Committee on 
the Judiciary removing political disabilities, shall be considered, and no other 
business shall be tran at such evening sessions, and the House shall ad- 
journ on each of said evenings not later than 10,30 p. n. 

The only question which arises here is whether or not this bill is in 
the nature of a pension—not whether it is a pension, but whether itis 
of that nature. The bill, when originally introduced in the House, 
was referred by order of the Speaker to the Committee on Pensions; 
and it has been reported back by that committee. The evident object 
of the resolution just read by the Chair was that business coming from 
the Pension Committee should be considered at these Friday evening 
sessions, The Chair therefore rules that the bill of the gentleman from 
Georgia is in order. [Applause. ] 

The gentleman from Georgia asks unanimous consent for the con- 
sideration of the bill which the Clerk will read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

A bill (H. R. 9791) for the relief of Charles W .Geddes. 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to include the name of Charles W. Geddes, late assistant 
engineer United States Navy, among those who served in the Mexican war, and 
to issue to said Charles W. Geddes, under the provisions and limitations of law, 


aland-warrant for his services as assistant engineer on the United States steamer 
General Taylor during said war. 


The CHAIRMAN. The report in this case was read at the Jast Fri- 
day night session. Is there objection to the consideration of the bill? 

There being no objection, the committee proceeded to the considera- 
tion of the bill, which was laid aside to be reported to the House with 
the recommendation that it do pass. 

WIKLIAM BITTINGER, 

Mr. MAISH. I ask to call up the bill (S. 3047) granting an increase 
of pension to William Bittinger. 

The bill was read. . 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair isinformed by the Clerk that this bill 
is not on the Calendar, not having yet been reported from the com- 


mittee. 

Mr. MAISH. I supposed it had been reported. 

The CHAIRMAN, If the gentleman should find that the bill has 
been reported and is on the Calendar, it will, of course, be considered. 
While that*fact is being ascertained, the call of the roll will proceed. 

Mr. MCMILLIN. I suggest that the gentleman be regarded as re- 
taining his place in the call. ; 

SAMUEL LANE. 

Mr. MAISH. I wish to inquire whether the bill which I called up 
last Friday night is not now to be considered as unfinished business. 
It had been partially considered when the House adjourned. Irefer to 
the bill (S. 122) ting a pension to Samuel Lane. - 

The CHAIRMAN? That bill, the Chair understands, was pending 
in the House, not in the Committee of the Whole. 

Mr. MAISH. It was pending in the House at the time of the ad- 
journment. 


a row” about 
to submit the 
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The CHAIRMAN. The Chair understands that, according to the 
record, the House had not proceeded to the consideration of the bill; 
pending the request for unanimous consent the House adjourned. 

Mr. MAISH. That being the case, I call up the bill now. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to place on the pension-roll, subject to the provisionsand 
limitations of the pension laws, the name of Samuel e, late of Company G, 
Fifty-fifth Regiment Pennsylvania Volunteers. 


The report (by Mr. LYNCH) was read, as follows: 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (S. 122) 
granting a pension to Samuel Lane, have had the same under consideration, 
and respectfully state that they adopt the Senate report and recommend the 
passage of the bill. 


SENATE REPORT. 


That Samuel Lane was enlisted in the Fifty-fifth Pennsylvania Infantry Oc- 

tober 8, A. D. 1861, and tinsharges October 8, A. D. 1864, by reason of expiration 
of the term of his enlistment. is claim for a pension, sworn to on the 5th June, 
A.D. 1885, was based upon an alleged injury to the head, sustained from a fall- 
ing tree near Beaufort, S. C., in 1862, and rheumatism, resultant from the + ick 
of a horse received on his right thigh near the same point in 1863. It was re- 
jected Febr 25, 1886, upon the ground that the claimant has not been dis- 
abled in a pen onable degree by reason ofthe alleged disabilities since the date 
of the filing of the claim, the examining board declaring that they discovered 
no evidence of any injury to head or thigh. Ata re-examination made A: 
25, A. D. 1886, the board report that they find no external evidence of any injury 
to the head or any fracture of the cranium, though there is impaired hearing, 
which may be consequent upon injury of the head; no external injury of right 
thigh, varicose veins upon both thighs, and a curvature of the lower spine, 
which, in their i ent, may have resulted from the exercise of his trade (that 
of stone-mason) prior to his entry of the service. This board recommend a 
special rating for severe deafness of one ear and slight deafness of the other. 

Affidavits accompany the claim from Lane’s captain, his physician, a number 
of his comrades, and some of his present neighbors, lishing that he was 
in sound health at the date of enlistment. That the injuries all were a t- 
ually sustained in the service and in the line of duty, and that he was under 
medical treatment. therefor while present with his regiment. That at his re- 
turn from the Army he was in feeble health; has since been unfitted for manual 
labor, suffering from vertigo, accompanied by discharge from the head, as well 
as from deafness and rheumatism. 

Your committee are of the opinion that the claimant, now seventy-six years 
of age, who was certainly of sound health at the date of his enlistment, and of 
feeble health at his discharge, and unable since his return from the Army to 
earn a living by manual labor, is entitled to credit for the alleged disabilities 
and the benefit of the doubt as to their cause, and accordingly recommend the 
passage of the bill. 

The bill was laid aside to be reported to the House with the recom- 


mendation that it do pass. 


BRIDGET CARROLL, 


Mr. MARTIN. I call up the bill (H. R. 9296) granting a pension to 
Bridget Carroll. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, cte., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to place on the pension-rolls, subject tothe provisions and 
limitations of the pension laws, the name of Bridget Carroll, mother of Patrick 
penile late a sergeant of Company H, Fourth iment United States Artil- 
ery. 

The report (by Mr. SAWYER) was read, as follows: 

Bridget Carroll is the mother of Patrick J. Carroll, who re-enlisted in Battery 
H, Fourth ent United States Artillery, October 21, 1881, after the comple- 
tion of a previous term of enlistment in the same command. He was accident- 
ally drowned September 12, 1886, by the capsizing of a sail-boat near Fort War- 
ren, Mass., while on pass. The co: ding officer of the battery in a letter to 
the soldier’s brother, dated September 13, 1836, says: 

“Sergeant Carroll was in a small sail-boat with two other men and tbe boat 
was capsized near the shore. One of his comrades tricd to save , but your 
brother was entangled in the sail and ropes and unable to swim, was dead be- 
fore relief could reach him. * * * Sergeant Carroll was a good soldier and 
as ra officer, and his death is deplored by his comrades and his 
officers, 3 

Having been drowned while off duty, the mother is not entitled to pension 
under the general laws. 

A large number of affidavits have been fled with this committee, from which 
it appears that the soldier left neither wife nor minor child surviving him; that 
he aided in the support of his parents; that they never possessed any or 
personal eked "producing any income; that the father of the soldier died in 
the poor-house a short time before the latter's death, and that the mother at 
the age of seventy-six years is dependent upon others for support. 

ee ten years’ honorable service of the son clearly entitles the mother 
under these circumstances to the favorable consideration of Congress, 

The bill is therefore returned with the recommendation that it do pass. 


The bill was laid aside to be reported to the House with the recom- 
mendation that it do pass. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


Mr. MAISH. I have been requested to ask consent to call up a bill 
for the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. Matson], who, as we all know, 
is necessarily and unavoidably absent from the House. 

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection to the request? 

Mr. SENEY. I object. 

Mr. MORRILL, I hope no one will object, under the circumstances. 
For six years the gentleman from Indiana has chairman of the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions, and he has done an immense amount 
of good for the old soldiers. He is now necessarily absent, attending 
to his canvass in Indiana. To allow him the privilege of having a bill 
called up in his absence would be only a tribute of respect which every 
member of the House ought to be glad to pay to him. 

Mr. SENEY. LIobject Our method of proceeding is perfectly fair. 
The men who attend herc call up bills. : 


XIX —566 


JOHN V. HENNESSEY. 


Mr. MCMILLIN. By request of the gentleman from New Hamp- 
shire [Mr. MCKINNEY ], though not undertaking to exercise his right— 
for Ido not wish to infringe the rules—I call up the bill (S. 2321) 
granting a pension to John V. Hennessey. The bill I expected tocall 
up in favor of Pat. Gagherty has not yet been reported, and is not on 
the Calendar. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

A bill (S. 2321) granting a pension to John V. Hennessey. 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to place on the pension-roll, subject to the provisions and 
limitations of the pension laws, the name of John V. Hennessey, late of Com- 
pany I, First Massachusetts Heavy Artillery, and Company Third Massa- 
chusetts Heavy Artillery. 


The report (by Mr. GALLINGER) was read, as follows: 


. The report of the Senate Committee on Pensions sets forth the essential facts 
in this case, which your committee adopt as a part of their own report: 
~ “SENATE REPORT. : 

“ This claimant enlisted August 23, 1863, in Company I, Eighteenth Massachu- 
setts Heavy Artillery, and was discharged June 17, 1865. claim in the Pen- 
sion Office was rejected on the ground that the disease for which application 
was made—disease of the eyes—was not received in line of duty. The facts in 
the case are these: 

“Hennessey had been granted a pass by his captain to come to Washington, 
his company being then stationed near Arlington re ag vagina On hisre- 
turn the sentinel at the end of the Long Bridge told him his time had expired, 
when claimant, looking at his own watch, found that hestill had ten minutes re- 
maining, and all the evidence indicates that Hennessey was right as to the mat- 
ter of time. The sentinel thereupon struck him over the head with a musket, 
inflicting quite a severe wound. This delayed him necessarily, and when he 
reached camp he was put under punishment by the hasty and inconsiderate act 
of some officer. His wound remained undressed for some time, and the 
weather being cold inflammation set in and it resulted in a serious affection of 
the eyes. The regimental surgeon treated him for this disease, and he has 
never recovered front the effect thereof. 

“There is no question about the fact of disability, and the aniy objection 
raised is that claimant was not in line of duty at the time his disability was in- 
curred, Your committee consider that, inasmuch as claimant, on consulting 
his watch, really believed that his leave had not expired, he ought not to have 
imposed upon him the consequence of a brutal abuse of authority which was 
wholly unwarranted and which he could not pereos A multitude of letters 
and petitions from well-known citizens residing in claimant's neighborhood 
attest that he is a sober and industrious man, that he was a faithful soldier, in 
fact was of exceptionally good record, and that he is a worthy object of relief.” 

Your committee will add that an examination of the papers in the Pension 
Office reveals the fact that the captain and other members of claimant’s com- 
pany swear to the assault, and also to the resultant effects upon the eyes. Re- 
peated medical examinations confirm the view that the assault was the cause of 
the disability, the last examination having been made by a distinguisned ocu- 
list, whose report concludes in these words: 

“In my opinion the connection between a blow on the occiput and gradually 
increasing nerve atrophy is fairly to be concluded, and the entire history of the 
case, with the appearances and symptoms, support the connection.” 

It will be seen that the only question at issue is as to whether soldier was in 
line of duty when the assault was committed, and on this point the fact that he 
was on his way to camp would seem to justify the belief that he was acting in 

faith. Even if bis furlough had expired a few minutes before he presented 
imself to the guards, on which point there is no proof whatever, there was no 
goed reason why he shouid have been brutally assaulted and made to suffer for 
a quarter of a century. The case is one that Sey strongly to the sense of 
justice,and the technical objection of which in the Pension Office shou!d not 
deter Congress from giving the relief asked for in this bill. 
Your committee report the bill back favorably and recommend its passage. 


The bill was laid aside to be reported to the House with the recom- 
mendation that it do pass. 
MARY K. RICHARDS. 
Mr. MERRIMAN. I eall up the bill (S. 3306) granting a pension 
to Mary K. Richards. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to place on the pension-roll, subject to the provisions and 
limitations of the pension laws, the name of Mary K. Richards, widow of Ed- 
win F. Richards, late captain Company D, Fifty-ninth New York Volunteers, 


The report (by Mr. CHIPMAN) was read, as follows: 


The Senate report contains all the facts, and is adopted as the report of the 
House, namely : 

The beneficiary under the bill is the widow of the late Capt. Edwin F. Richards, 
Company D, Fifty-ninth Regiment New York Volunteers, who was wounded 
by shot in the fore-arm in the battle of Cold Harbor, Va., June 4, 156i, dis- 
charged the service November 20, 1864, and pensioned from that date until his 
death, July 28, 1878. A description of the wound is given in the certificate ofa 
pone of examining surgeons, convened in New York City January 3, 1872, as 

ollows: 

“ Ball entered outer aspect of right fore-arm, middle third, fracturing the ulna, 
and made exit at inside aspect. There has been an exsection of about 3 inches 
of the bone, with no reproduction of bone. Hand is not well nourished, ana 
he has but Jittle use of it. He is unable to wash his face with that hand; there 
is but little strength in it. Disability total and permanent.” 

Examining Surgeon James Neil, after a like technical description of the 
wound, states: 

“ The result is loss of pronation, and suppuration, and the hand is cold, atro- 
phied, and partially ore 

The effect of the wound upon the health of the officer, and its complications 
with other diseases, resulting in death, are detailed in the affidavits of his attend- 
ing physicians, Drs. Adams and Bennett, and affirmed by Dr. Addison Ely, an 
examining surgeon of the Pension Bureau. These follow: 


In the matter of the application of Mary K. Richards, widow of Edwin F. Rich- 
ards, a soldier of the war of the rebellion against the United States, 
STATE or New York, County of Putnam; 

Dr. John Q. Adams, of the town of Carmel, in said county, being duly sworn, 
says: That heisa Lecismrin, Ben bce, and has been for the last — years: 
that he attended Mr. Edwin F. Richards, late of Company D, Fifty-ninth Regi- 
ment United States Volunteer Infantry; that his last illness and death was 
caused by a shot wound in the fore-arm, received in the battle of Cold Harbor, 
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t; nervous 
on, followed 


also became impaired, and fin a re blindness 
half ago. During this period he been unable to leave his bed without assist- 
ance, memory wasalmostentirely lost, the functions of his body were much 
impaired, the body was poorly nourished, nervous perturbation was great, in- 
terfering with E boerin rendering his mind and temper irritable; the above 
state of affairs all having been brought about by said shot wound of the fore- 
arm, He continued to waste and sink, and died July 28, 1878, from exhaustion, 
the mode of death being by asthenia; and deponent further says that he has no 
interest, direct or indirect, in the prosecution of the pension of the said Mary 


K. Richards, 
* J. Q. ADAMS, M. D. 
Sworn to before me this 15th day of October, 1878. 
A. P. HAZEN, Deputy County Clerk. 


STATE OF CONNECTICUT, County of Fairfield : 


Ezra P. Bennett, being duly sworn, deposes and says that he is s ier maga 
poaae and surgeon, residing in the village of Danbury, of said county an 
tate; that he was well uainted with the lately deceased (July 28, 1887) Capt. 
Edwin F. Richards, of the Fifty-ninth ent New York Veteran Volunteers, 
of Putnam County, New York, whose pension certificate was No. 36584; thathe 
was his attending physician more or less for the last two years of his life; that 
the suid Capt. Edwin F. Richards was totally blind for the last two years of his 
life and nearly blind for a much longer period; that the immediate cause of his 
blindness was amaurosis, the result of a slow degenerative action or process 
that had been going on in his rg soso system from the time when he received 
the gunsbot wound in his right fore-arm in the battle of Cold Harbor, Va. (for 
which he was pensioned), and of his extreme illness associated with malarial 
fever in the hospital at Washington; thatsaid diseased action was undoubtedly 
superinduced and caused by the injury his system received at that time; that 
his vitality was ever afler of a lower grade, deweloping a chain of morbid ac- 
tions end z in functional and structural pai ya of the brain and cerebral 
nerves, causing blindness and finally death; and that his parents are still alive 


and are healthy persons, 
EZRA P. BENNETT, M, D., 
Altending physician to said Edwin F. Richards, 


Subscribed and sworn to before me this 12th day of October, 1878. 
DAVID B. BREED, 
Clerk of the Superior Court for Fairfield County, Connecticut. 


Post-Orricz, CARMEL, October 18, 1878. 
STATE or New York, County of Putnam: 

I alge Amaia that I carefully examined Edwin F. Richards, captain in Com- 

pany D, Fifty-ninth Regiment New York Veteran Volunteers, whose pension 

cate was No, 36587, on the 29th day of October, 1877, by order from the 

United States Pension Department; that he was at that time totally blind and 

helpless, and that said blindness (amaurosis) was undoubtedly the result of the 

nshot wound and disease he received while in the military service of the 

Gnitea States; that Dr. E. P. Bennett, of Danbury, Conn., his attending phy- 
sician, ranks high as a physician and surgeon, z 

D. ADDISON ELY, 
Examining Burgeon. 

The record shows no testimony antagonistic to that of these three surgeons. 
The claim was rejected, however, by the Pension Bureau, “ on the ground that 
cause of death was not due to military service,” ignoring, by such decision, all 
the medical evidence in the case. 

Believing that, in the case under consideration, the pone I connection 
between the joned disability and the fatal disease is established by the tes- 
timony and that the soldier’s death is referable to such pensioned disability 
through its wasting and debilitating effects upon the nervous and general phys- 
ical system, thus inviting the cific form of disease of which he died, the com- 
mittee report favorably upon the bill and recommend it for passage. 


The bill was laid aside to be reported to the House with the recom- 
mendation that it do pass. 
STEPHEN BUTLER. 
Mr. MOFFITT. I call up the bill (S. 1766) granting a pension to 
Stephen Butler. 7 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted. ete., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to place on the pension-roll, subject to the provisions and 
limitations of the pension laws, the name of Stephen Butler, late a private in 
Company B, Second Nebraska Cavalry. 


The report (by Mr. MORRILL) was read, as follows: 


The rt of the Senate Committee on Pensions is adopted, and the passage 
of the bill is recommended. 


SENATE REPORT. 


Claimant enlisted in Company B, Second Nebraska Volunteer Cavalry, Octo- 
ber 14, 1862, and was mustered out with the company September 4, 1863. 

The claim was rejected October 15, 1885, on the ground that there is no record 
of the alleged deafness on file at the War Department, and that claimant is un- 
able to furnish competent evidence to establish origin of deafness in the service 
and line of duty; that the evidence taken before a special examiner shows al- 
most conclusively that the deafness existed prior to enlistment, and that the 
ee testimony since filed is not sufficient to outweigh the positive adverse 
t mony. . 

In affidavit filed-December 1, 1879, claimant states that while on the march 

Fort Kearney to Nebr., he was exposed to the wetin camping 
estate being already in a debilitated condition, he readily took asevere cold, 


settled in his head, P deafness in both ears; that said disability 
was con the line of his military duty about the latter pass of August, 
from the serviceand has nm eversince, 


1879, claimant states that he derives no 
his disability is said to be incurable. 
In affidavit executed June 9, 1881, claimant states that he has roaring in his 
head, which ceca dbo F4 very much, and that he is more disqualified on ac- 
jeafness he would be with the loss of a leg or an arm. 
affidavit filed August 27, 1881, claimant states that Dr. R. Conkling, of 


omaha Nebr., his regimental surgeon, was the only one who treated him while 
in the service. 

In affidavit filed March 23, 1888, Levi J. Kennard, of Omaha, Nebr., testifies 
that claimant was free from’ deafness at the time of his enlistment into the 
service, and could hear as well as any one. If claimant had been deaf prior to 
enlistment afiant certainly would have known it, butthat claimant is very deaf 
at the present time. This testimony is corroborated by Jesse T. Davis, of Blair, 
Nebr. ; Thomas Kennard, of Lincolg, Nebr.; Thomas Price and George McKen- 
zie, jr., of Omaha, Nebr, 

In affidavit filed March 23, 1885,G. W. Martin, of Beatrice, Nebr., testified that 
claimant's hearing was good prior to and at the time of his enlistment into the 
service, and that the persons who have testified to the contrary have done so 
either under a mistake or have willfully and maliciously sworn to a falsehood. 
Affiant further states that the said claimant is so deaf that it is difficult to make 
him hear at all. 

In affidavit filed March 30, 1888 Dr. J. R. Conkling, of Washington, D. C., tes- 
tifies dew claimant was not deaf while at Fort Kearney, but was a perfectly 
sound man. 

In affidavit filed March 23, 1888, George McKenzie, of Omaha, Nebr., testifies 
that claimant is now very deaf, and has been since his discharge from the serv- 
ice, but was free from deafness prior to enlistment, 

In affidavit filed March 23, 1588, Lafayette Shipley, of Florence, Nebr., testi- 
fies that nt was free from deafness at the time of his enlistment into the 
service, and could hear as well as any soldier atthe drills during theearlier 
of his service; that owing to e re incident to army life he contracted deaf- 
ness in the line of duty, which has continued to the present time; that affiant 
was by claimant's side ae the period of his enlistment and has personal 
knowledge of the facts to which he testifies. 

Jn afidavit filed March 23, 1888, William Blackwood, of Fort Calhoun, Nebr., 
and Alexander Real, of Blair, Nebr., testify that claimant was free from deaf- 
ness at the time of his enlistment, and this testimony is corroborated by Chris. 
Rathmann, of Blair, Nebr.; W. H. B. Stout, of Lincoln, Nebr.; Oliver Bouvier, 
of De Soto, Nebr.; J.M. Trisler, of Fort Calhoun, Nebr., and Frank Leach, ot 
Florence, Nebr, 

In affidavit filed December 1, 1883, W.H. B.Stout, late a second lientenant of 
claimant's company, testifies claimant contracted a violent cold while in 
the service, which resulted in deafness. 

In affidavit filed August 27, 1881, Elias H. Clark, of Blair, Nebr., testifies that 
einen: ee been deaf from the date of his discharge from the service to the 
present time. 

In affidavit filed August 27, 1881, Dr. S. B. Taylor, of Washington County, Ne- 
braska, testifies to continuance of di ess since 1870. 

In a petition signed by H. Glasgow, Perry Walker, A. F. Drake, E.T. Joy, H. 
Allen, C. H. Martin, S. H. Ayres, Israel McLaren, G. O. Ferguson, T. 8. Berry, 
and other citizens of Odell, Nebr., it is stated that claimant is an honest and up- 
right man, who served his country faithfully and well, and is entirely desery- 
ing of a pension. 

The adverse features in the claim appear in the testimony of John Coulter, of 
Blair, Nebr.; Lewis Bouvier, of Blair, Nebr.; Almon Brewster, of Kennard, 
Nebr.; W.G. Cunningham, of Blair, Nebr.; John E. West, of Blair, Nebr.; W. 
G. Olinger, of Omaha, Nebr, ‘ 

Claimant was accepted as a sound man at the time of his enlistment, and the 
records do not show that he was deaf at wee time during his term ot service. 
The testimony of his officers and comrades show that he was free from deafness 
at the time of his enlistment, but that hé contracted a cold in the service which 
resulted in severe deafness, continuing to the presenttime. The factthatthere 
was no question raised by the Government as to claimant's prior soundness at 
any time during histerm of ice should be accepted as evidence that he was 
sound at the time of enlistment. The abundance of testimony from credible 
citizens who had personal knowledge that claimant was tree from deafness at 
the time of his enlistment should not be allowed to be contradicted by the ad- 
Ae statements of persons made before a special examiner of the Bureau of 

ensions, 

The facts warrant favorable action, and your committee therefore recom- 
mend the passage of the bill, 


The bill was laid aside to be reported to the House with the recom- 
mendation that it do pass. 
JOHN M. KRUNK. 
Mr. HUNTER. I call up the bill (H. R. 10769) granting a pension 
to John M. Krank. : 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, elc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to place on the pension-roll, subject to the provisions and 
limitations of the pension laws, the name of John M. Krunk, late a private of 
Company ©, Thirty-fifth Regiment of Kentucky Volunteers. 


The report (by Mr. HUNTER) was read, as follows: 


Claimant enlisted asa pies in Company O, Thirty-fifth Kentucky Volun- 
teers, August 12, 1863, and was discharged December 29, 1864. In his declaration 
for pension filed July 10, 1877, he alleges tbat during the winter of 1863 and 1864 
he was greatly ex, to cold, bad weather on different marches through Ken- 
tucky and Virginia, and took deep cold, which settled in his system and pro- 
duced erysipelas, with which he bas been d. ever since, 

The claim was rejected by the Pension Bureau on the ground of no satisfactory 
evidence connecting either of the alleged causes of disability with the service. 

There is abundant evidence to show that the claimant was physically sound 
and healthy at the time of enlistment, and there is also evidence to substantiate 
the fact that he has been suffering from e which he alleges was contracted 
in the Army and in line of duty. Dr. ge ee testifies that he knows claim- 
ant came home from the service with a deep-seated cold and pneumonia and 
erysiplas,which confined him to his bed nearly three months, since which time 
he has not been able to do manual labor bys fan to support him; that he has 
since his first attack of sickness treated him for disease of the lungs, and at times 
he has been confined to the house for seven months at atime. He says he 
knows one-half day's work so fatigues claimant that he is incapacitated from 
work for a week or two at a time with pains in his lungs and throat, William 
S. Mansey testifies that he returned home with claimant, and that he was taken 
worse the next day and has never been entirely well since. 

J. L. Bennett, first lieutenant of claimant’s company, testifies that when the 
command left Smithland, Ky., for Franklin the weather was extremely cold 
and soldiera were ex d to great hardships; that soon after this, winter of 
1864, the health of claimant commenced to fail; that he, Bennett, took him into 
his tent and kept him from his duty that he might recover his strength; that 
claimant's health was impaired, and he was feeble until mustered out, Albert 
Kinney testifies that he was in the same regiment with claimant, and that his 
health seemed to fail at Lexington from exposure at the barracks. John Mo- 
Laughlin Rumsey, W.8. sey, members of claimant’s command, testify sub- 
stantially to the same state of facts, He received no ital treatment, as he 
wee Deen out of the service about the time of the ineurrence of his disa- 

es. 

The committee believes this to be a meritorious case, and recommend the 
passage of the bill, 
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The bill was laid aside to be reported to the House with the recom- 
mendation that it do pass. 
HUGH BRADY. 


Mr. MORRILL. Icall up the bill (H. R. 7683) granting an increase 
of pension to Hugh Brady. : 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to increase the pension of Hugh Brady, late of Company 
I, Eighty-fourth Regiment of Illinois Infantry, to $36 per month, in lieu of the 
pension now received by him under certificate 62348, 


The report (by Mr. MOERILL) was read, as follows: 


The beneficiary named in the bill is now a pensioner at the rate of $24 per 
at heard, SAA AISTE on tetvate BEOOR TI TONIT TON E eat 
contrac! w. se gas m y y-fo - 
ment Illinois Volunteers. This rate was fixed by the Pension Bureau because 
the combined disabilities are held as equivalent to the disability resulting from 
the loss of a hand or foot, for which the act of March 3, 1883, provides said rate. 
By the provisions of the act of August 4, 1886, the rate of pension for loss of a 
hand or foot was raised to $30 per month, but equivalent disabilities were not 
increased over the former rate. 

Pensioner asks that his pension be increased to $36, the rate now provided by 
law ior loss of above the knee, or arm above the elbow, or total disability in 
either. Such a disability, however, is not shown by the medical certificates. 
But as the disability,as heretofore stated, is equivalent to the loss of a hand, 
your committee are of opinion that the pension should be increased to $30 per 
month, and therefore recommend that the accompanying bill be amended by 
striking out the words “thirty-six,” in line 6, and inserting instead the word 
“thirty,” and, thus amended, ask that it do pass. 


The amendment óf the committee was read, as follows: 
In line 6, strike out “thirty-six ” and insert “thirty.” 


The amendment was agreed to. 
The bill as amended was laid aside to be reported to the House with 
the recommendation that it do pass. 


CAROLINE MOTZ, 


Mr. O'NEILL, of Pennsylvania, called up for consideration the bill 
(5. 654) granting a pension to Caroline Motz: 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Commissioner of Pensions be,and is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to place on the pension-roll the name of Caroline Motz, 
widow of the late John Motz, deceased, who was a private in Company K 
Ninety-eighth Regiment Pennsylvania Volunteers, for pension at the rate and 
rank of said John Motz. 


The report (by Mr. LyNcH) was read, as follows: 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (S. 654) 
granting a pension to Caroline Motz, beg leave to report: 

This is an application of Caroline Motz, widow of John Motz, to be placed on 
the pension-roll, and providing, further, that her pension should commence from 
the date of the death of her husband, to wit, the 13th day of November, 1867. 

John Motz enlisted as a private in Company K, Ninety-eighth Pennsylvania 
Volunteers, December 22, 1863. January È, 1865, for *‘disability 
from wounds received in action September 22, 1864.” He filed an application 
fora pension January 16, 1865, which was granted and paid to him up to No- 
vember 14, 1867. 

The application of the widow was rejected by the Pension Bureau on the 
grounds that “it appears from the records of the health office, Philadelphia, that 
the cause of death was cholera.” 

Tho evidence in the gotoa t extent to sustain the finding of the 
Pension Bureau, that death was not the result of wounds or disease received in 
the service. Thecertificate of the attending physician Ao pega cause of death 

The furn in behalf of the Gov- 
ernment and claimant shows that the physician who was called in during the 


condition, peerage the nature of which I was not at the time aware, but 
which was nevertheless evident in the rapidity of his sinking under the at- 


E a anoa assistant surgeon Eighty-third Pennsylvania Volunteers, 
t 

“It was several months before the ball was extricated, and the suppuration 
which was going on around it during this time resulted in iprodincing: blood 
poison, under the effect of which he was under my care and seemed to have 
convyalesced, when he removed from my neighborhood an: inashort 
ante gpg His treatment was supporting—iron and quinine, beef-ltea, milk- 
punch, 

Dr. Henry S. Wittkamp testifies that— 7 

“He had treated the same John Motz since his discharge from the United 
States service; that he was suffering of two wounds which he is said to have 
received in the United States service, one in the left leg and one in the leftshoul- 
der; that both wounds were not well healed, broken open and commenced to 
run, whereby his whole system was weakened; that he died of general debil- 
ity in November, 1867.” 

It is in proof that from the time of his being wounded up to the date of his 
death he was subject to the cramps similar to the ones with which he was af- 
fected in his last illness; that he was a well and hearty man prior to his enlist- 
ment. Under this testimony the only question presented to the committee is, 
whether a mere certificate of the physician called in during his last illness, 
which continued but ten hours, should be takonas controlling the clearly 
established fact of his debilitated condition from the date of wounds, the 
opinion of his regular physician that his death was, in fact, the result of these 
wounds, and the expression of opinion of the physician who attended him dur- 

his last illness t “the disease was more decidedly fatal than ordinarily 
on account of his broken-down physical condition.” 

The cominittee is of the opinion that the burden of proof in this case is in 


-favor of the right of the widow to a pension, and where a grave doubt exists as 


to that right it should be solved in favor of a meritorious claimant. The evi- 

dence in this case shows this claimant to be now sixty-six years of sae, abso 

lutely dependent, and, by reason of her age, necessarily unable to main her- 

self by manual labor. ž 
It is not the practice of the committee, however, to allow a pension, under such 

Fenty SEEE E oe commence prior to the passage of the bill, as is contemplated 
y Sena 


Your committee would therefore recommend that Senate bill 654be amended 
by striking out all in lines 8,9,and 10 after the words “John Motz,” and asso 
amended the bill is reported favorably with the recommendation that ib do 
pass, 

During the reading of the report, 

Mr, O'NEILL, of Pennsylvania, said: Let the reading of the report 
be dispensed with. 

Mr. KILGORE. No; let it be read. 

There being no objection, the bill was laid aside to be reported to 
the House with the recommendation that it do pass. 


MARY KARSTETTER. 


Mr. PATTON called up for consideration the bill (H. R. 7877) to 
place Mary Karstetter on the pension-roll. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be tt enacied, ete., That Mary Karstetter, widow of Jacob Karstetter, a soldier 
in the volunteer service of Pennsylvania, be placed on the pension-roll, and 
receive an allowance of pension as the widow of a soldier, late a private of 
Company C, Eighty-seventh Pennsylvania Volunteers. 


The report (by Mr. LYNCH) was read, as follows: 


ane Committee on Tagg Betis piers to rarer was rd referred vo bone ee R. 
7877) granting a pension to etter, su t the follo: report: 

Jacob Karstetter, husband of claimant, was in receipt of a pension previous 
to and at the time of his death of $18 per month for gunshot wound of left hand, 
received in action. He died August 21, 1874, of gastritis, to be the con- 
sequence of broken constitution, the result of exposure and injuries received in 
the service. widow’s claim for pension was rejected “because death re- 
sulted from gastritis and congestion of kidneys, due to unknown causes nob 
medically established.” 

The evidence all shows that the soldier was over 6 feetin height, snd engaged 
in farming in the mountains of Pennsylvania at the time of his enlistment; t 
his health was of the most rugged character; that he returned home wounded 
and broken down in health; that he never recovered, and that he finally died 
from some which, as is claimed by the Pension Department, could not 
be medically established. 

James F, Berry, neighbor testifies : 

“ When he came home he was broken down and not ableto do manual labor. 
He complained a good deal after he came home, and was frequently sick and 
laid up. Saw him often in his last sickness. He was much worn down and 
very feeble.” 

F, H. Van Valzah, DI. D., testifies: 

“From June, 1870, to 1571, saw soldier almost daily. In months of Novem- 
ber and December, 1870, I attended him in an attack of pleuro-pneumonia, 
brought on by exposure and the broken-down condition of his The 
above trouble was in the left side and lung; he always complained of a weak- 
ness in this lung, from some injury received in the service. Affiant thinks a 
horse ran against him in the seven-days’ fight, injuring him and leaving an en- 
largement or tumorin the left side, which, no doubt, has been the starting point 
of his lung trouble.” 

Dr, J. A. Houtz testifies: 

“Knew Jacob Karstetter fron: December, 1871, to date of his death. Do not 
know anything about his condition before enlistment. He never was under 
affiant’s treatment except during his last illness, which lasted about four weeks. 
His illness was caused by ritis and congestion of kidneys. Death was caused 
by gastritis. Although soldier never consulted affiant before his last illness, affi- 
ant frequently heard him say he was not the same man physically he had m 
paoro he mas in the service. He did very little hard labor during the time affi- 
ant knew him.” 

From the evidence of these physicians, who attended soldier during his last 
and a previous severe illness, it is apparent that his broken-down constitution, 
the result of exposure and service in the Army, predisposed him to several at- 
tacks of sickness, the last of which proved fatal. 

Your committee are clearly of the opinion that death can be traced in this 
case to soldier's service in the Army with very nearly the same e of cer- 
tainty (notwithstanding the fact that it can not be medically established) as if 
it had been the direct result of a ot wound, They therefore report favor- 
ably, and recommend that the bill do pass. 


There being no objection, the bill was laid aside to be reported to the 
House with the recommendation that it do pass. 

Mr. MORRILL. The name of my colleague, Mr. PERKINS, has been 
called, but he has gone out of the Hall and will return in a few min- 
utes. I ask, by unanimous consent, his name be passed over with the 
right to call up. bill when he returns. 

There was no objection, and it was ordered accordingly. 


DANIEL TANNER. 


Mr. POST called up for consideration the bill (H. R. 4649) granting 
a pension to Daniel Tanner. i 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be tt enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to place on the pension-roll, subject fo the provisions and 
limitations of the pension laws, the name of el Tanner. father of Russel J. 
Tanner, deceased, late of Company C, One hundred and third Ilinois Volun- 
teers. 

The report (by Mr. LANE) was read, as follows: 

The committee to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 4649) granting a pension 
to Danicl Tanner, have had the same under consideration, and beg leave to 
submit the following report: 

That the claimant bases his claim for pension on the ground that his son. 
Russel J. Tanner; who was his chief support, was killed while in the service o; 
the United States. The claim was refused by the Department on the ground of 
ae JEA that the claimant was possessed of sufficient property at the _ 
time of the soldier’s death to suffice for his support. 

Thomas Montgomery being duly sworn, testifies that— 

“He is well acquainted with claimant, being his nearest —- on the east; 
that in 1862 he owned 40 acres of land, from which he derived his support with 
the assistance of his two sons, Russel J. and Henry A. Tanner; that both of 
his sons enlisted and both died in the service; that claimant was so prostrated 
by the loss of his sons that he was unable to work his farm and was obliged to 
sell it; that he purchased town property and lostaconsiderable portion of it by 
en and that by laboring to his whole ability he is only able to earna moderato 

ing. 

Daniel Burbridge and Thomas J. Burbridge also testify that they were well ac- 
quainted with Daniel Tanner; that they know that his son, Russel J. Tanner, 
was the mainstay in his father’s support for five years previous to his ent, 
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Daniel Burbridge further states that he was at work with claimant when he 
received a sunstroke, and that he has since been unable to labor in the hot sun. 
There are other affidavits filed in this case stating that the sons helped to su 
port their father before enlistment, and that they sent money to him while in 
the service; that the claimant is now seventy-two years old and supports him- 

self principally by gardening and doing odd jobs. 

Your committee think the facts in this case show that the claimant was largely 
dependent on his sons for support, and having lost both his boys while in the 
service of their country, we think he is Fle entitled to a pension, and we 
therefore respectfully recommend that this bill do pass. 


` There being no objection, the bill was laid aside to be reported to 
the House with the recommendation that it do pass. 
EPHRAIM NYE. 
Mr. RYAN called up for consideration the bill (H. R. 210) granting 
a pension to Ephraim Nye. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to place on the pension-roll, subject to the provisions and 
limitations of the pension laws, the name of Ephraim Nye, late a private in 
Company A, Second Kansas Volunteer Cavalry. 


The report (by Mr. MORRILL) was read, as follows: 

The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 210) 
granting a pension to Ephraim Nye, submit the following report: 

The applicant enlis in Company A, Second Kansas Cavalry, November 6, 
1861, and was d June 22, 1565, doing nearly eight months more than 

years’ service. He filed declaration for pension for piles June 21, 1880. 
The claim was rejected on the ground of inability to show the continuance of 
piles from discharge up to 1880. The claim of the origin of piles in the service 
was established by two or more witnesses, and upon that point the Pension Of- 
fice seems to have been thoroughly satisfied. Applicant shows that from dis- 
charge to 1870 he resided in Coffey County, Kansas, and his physician during 
those years is dead, as are also several other persons who were neighbors dur- 
ing that period and who knew of his disability. 
ohn Goodyear testifies that he knew the soldier from about 1876 to 1834; that 
sort worked for him for several years, and that he suffered from the effects of 
piles. ° 

Dr. E. B. Allen, in March, 18%, after an examination, says that soldier suffered 
from externaland internal hemorrhoids. Two medical examinations, one made 
= — and one in 1883, reported that there were external and internal hemor- 
rhoids, 

‘This man has a splendid record as a soldier. His service was long, continu- 
ous, and arduous, The record shows that he suffered during the last year of 
his service from this disability, but, with characteristic energy, continued on 
duty most of the time. It is true he does not show continuance of the disa- 
bility during each and every year from discharge to about 1876, because of the 
death of his family physician, who treated him during that time, and also be- 
cause of the death of some neighbors who knew of his ailment during those 
years. But the character of the disease, as shown during the last year of the 
war, and by his employer and the medical evidence from 1876 on, leads almost 
irresistibly to the conclusion that the disease was continuous. 

This, together with his good, long record as a soldier, as your committee 
think, justify the granting of the relief asked for by the bill, and therefore rec- 
ommend its passage, s 

There being no objection, the bill was laid aside to be reported to the 


House with the recommendation that it do pass. 
GEORGE WALLEN. 


Mr. SCULL called up for consideration the bill (H. R. 9175) grant- 
ing a pension to George, Wallen. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be il enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to place on the pension-roll, subject to the provisionsand 
limitations of the pension laws, the name of George Wallen, late a private in 
Company C, First ment of Kentucky Infantry. 


The report (by Mr. HUNTER) was read, as follows: 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 
9175) granting a pension to George Wallen, have considered the same, and re- 
port as follows: 

The claimant was a private in Company C, First Kentucky Cavalry, from the 
5th day of November, 1851, to December 31, 1864, when honorably discharged. 
He has filed an application for pension, numbered 184804, which has been re- 

ected by the Pension Office on the ground that the record of service shows that 

e was a deserter during a portion of the term of service, and the charge had 
not been removed. 

The claimant was absent from his command fora portion of his service, but 
on account of sickness, and was upon his return restored to duty, served out his 
term of enlistment, and was honorably discharged from the service, 

He makes aclaim for deafness contracted in the fall of 1863, in Russell County, 
Kentucky. He bas shown by the testimony of comrades that he contracted a 
severe cold at said date and place. and that partial deafness followed as a result 
thereof. This was contracted after his return from absence without leave. 
‘Testimony shows that he has been disabled each year since discharge by deaf- 


ness, 

The examining board at Burkesville, Ky., certify that— 

“There is partial deafness of both ears. He can be communicated with with- 
out artificial aid, but only by loud sounds. This partial deafness. in our opin- 
ion, is due to thickening of the drum membranes from former inflammation of 
internalears. Rating one-half.” 

es committee are of the opinion that the bill should pass, and so recom- 
mend.. 

There being no objection, the bill was laid aside to be reported to 


the Honse with the recommendation that it do pass. 
> SAMUEL M. REESE. 


Mr. SENEY called up for consideration the bill (H. R. 7928) grant- 
ing a pension to Samuel M. Reese. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to place the name of Samnel M. Reese, late private Com- 
pany B, One hundred and fiftieth Regiment Ohio Volunteer Infantry, on the 
pension-rol!l, subject to the provisions and limitations of the pension laws. 

The report hy (Mr. YODER) was read, as follows: 

The Committe on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 


7928) granting a pension to Samuel M. Reese, having examined the same, sub- 
mit the following report: 

Samuel M. Reese, a private in Company B, One hundred and fiflieth Regi- 
ment Ohio National Guards, enlisted May 5, 1864, and was discharged August 
23, 1864. Filed his declaration for pension in the Pension Office February 12, 
1875. Alleges in his declaration that on or about June 20, 1864, while on picket 
duty he was subjected to exposure and sompalod to lie on the ground during 
arain; took cold that settled in the glands of his neck on the right side, which 
has resulted in a weakness of the neck and affection of the right ear and right 
side of his head, causing deafness and more or less pain in the head, 

His application was rejected upon the ground that there is no record of the 
alleged cold settling in glands of neck, causing deafness, and that after a spe- 
cial examination claimant failed to show by satisfactory testimony that said 
disability originated in the service and in line of duty. 

J.C. Buel and J. G. White on Augus 25, 1876, testify that they were well ac- 
gested with claimant priorto enlistment and knew that his hearing was per- 

‘ect, and that after his return from the service his health wus bad, 

W. R. Nevins, late captain of Company B, One hundred and fiftieth Ohio Vol- 
unteers, testifies that claimant was a sound man when he enlisted, and while 
at Fort Bunker Hill, Tenun aed 1864, in line of duty and ina severe rain-storm 
took cold, settling in his neck, on the glands of his neck, causing a large swell- 
ing at that time, which resulted in affection of the right side of the head and 
deafness of the rightear. He knew these facts from his own personal knowl- 
edge, and that the claimant wasa good soldier and of good moral character. 

C. F. Dutton, late assistant arkeon of the One hundred and fiftieth Regi- 
ment, testifies that he treated cla nt while .in the service during July and 
August forthe d: caused by exposure while on duty, resulting in the 


formation of a severe abscess under the right ear, involving a number of the” 


cervical glands. He was in his company both before and after his return tothe 
regimental hospital for several weeks, and there are numerous affidavits on 
file to the same effect, and quite a number of affidavits testifying to his prior 
soundness before entering the service. 

“There is no doubt of its existence in the service. Hehas been examined by 
two boards of examining surgeons as to his present condition, and the disease 
alleged has been found to exist, and his disabilities have been rated at one-half 
for abscess of right gland and that caused by chronic inflammation of the mid- 
die ear, and total, that caused deafness of right ear. This case has been at dif- 
ferent times examined by special examiners, and a large amount of evidence is 
on file, and after a careful investigation of the same, your committee have come 
to the conclusion that this is a meritorious case and one entitled to special ac- 
tion by Congress, and unhesitatingly reeommend the passage of the bill. 


There being no objection, the bill was laid aside to be reported to the 
House with the recommendation that it do pass. 


MISS SARAH MARY CARROLL. 


Mr. SPINOLA called up for consideration the bill (H. R. 2499) in- 
creasing the pension of Miss Sarah Mary Carroll. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Beit enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to increase the pension of Miss Sarah Mary Carroll, late 
= Prag ae from $12.50 to $50 a month, to date from and after the passage 
o 


The report (by Mr. CHIPMAN) was read, as follows: 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 
2499) granting an increase of pension to Miss Sarah Mary Carroll, having con- 
sidered the same, beg leave to report as follows: 

The oe upon which the interposition of Congress is asked in this case 
are so fully set forth in the petition of the claimant that we submit the same in 
full for the information of the House: 


To the honorable the Senateand House of Representatives of the 
United States of America in Congress assembled : 


The undersigned, Sarah Mary Carroll, of the city and county of New York, 
New York, lly states, í e.: 

That in the year 1862, being then a member of the community of the Sisters 
of Charity of the United States, and a resident of Washington City, D. C., Surg. 
J. S. Billings, United States Army, now in charge of the Anatomical Mu- 
seum, Washington, D. C., applied for sisters to nurse the sick and wounded in 
the Cliffburne General Hospital, Washington, of whom some two or three hun- 
dred were Confederate prisoners of war, and the balance United States regular 
and yolunteer soldiers. 

He especially requested that the undersigned be appointed to the charge of 
the corps of nurses, for reasons he explains in his letter accompanying this 
statement. The soplan of Dr. Billings was most ey, complied with, 
and the undersigned at once commenced duty at the said C] 

Hospital, Washington, D. C. There she remained en in the duties of 

rincipal nurse until reves ised to the Eckington General Hospital, near Wash- 
Dion: where she labored, much exposed to the inclemency of the weather, un- 
til her health became impaired, and in 1865 she was assigned to duty at the Hotel 
Dieu, New Orleans, La., in the hope that a milder climate would benefit her 
health. That she received nurse’s pay whilst in the C.iffburne and Eckington 
General Hospitals, but she applied every cent of it, as well as her rations com- 
mutation, to the wants of the sick and wounded patients, for the procuring deli- 
eacies, etc., the Sanitary Commission ees sometimes not being sufficient, 
and frequently sent the same to distant field-hospitals. 

That she even drew on her own patrimony to procure what she thought nice 
for the sick and wounded ; she could easily do so then, for the community gave 
her support and clothing, which was all she needed. 

That the Providence Hospital, Capitol Hill, Washington (then in its gees 
was begun and governed ed Pog opened in 1861 and conducted until 1865. The 
Hotel Dieu, New Orleans, 
these hospitals she received and cared for, free of charge, many officers whose 
families were poor and dependent on the patient's pay for support. 

(The above three paragraphs are given ve Seago A 

That she served in the Hotel Dieu, New Orleans, La., during the cholera and 
yellow-fever epidemics of 1866 and 1867, and although nota military hospital, 
and the war ended, several officers were therein restored to health and useful- 
ness, both of the Army and Navy. Lieutenant-General P, H.Sheridan’s letter 
testifies to some of the facts. 

That she visited and cared for many officers in their quarters who were sta- 
tioned in New Orleans during those epidemics. That her constitution and 
heal‘h prior to her hospital service during the war were exceptionally good, so 
much so that she could not believeany amount of fatigue in the care of the sick 
could break her down, but gradually her health became impaired, hemo 
of the lungs frequently prostrated her during the latter part of her hospital serv- 
ice in Washington, D.C., and the yellow fever, which she contracted while 
nursing Capt, Allen Smith, Fourth Cavalry, in New Orleans, reduced her very 
much. That not being able fully to perform her duties in the community ofthe 
ene of Charity, she resigned in 1880, and has since supported herself by 
writing. 


ffburne General , 


, She managed from 1865 to 1867, and in both of 


1888. 
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That in June, 1887, she was obliged to resign her ition as one of Maj. Gen. 
D. E. Sickles’s secretaries, and has expended the little funds (her savings) in 
remedies for her health, with the hope of being able to resume her duties; but 
the hope has not beeh realized. That she is absolutely without any funds, save 
the $12.50 per month invalid’s pension granted by special act 208 of Congress, 
approved July 26, 1886, and-which does not suffice to pay room-rent; is, 
therefore, entirely dependent on the kindness of friends in Boston for a home. 
That her debility is rapidly increasing, and she is now, at the age of fifty-four 
years, so feeble and ill as to be unable to do any work for her support. 

Your petitioner therefore prays that in consideration of the many she has 
helped and restored to our country’s service in the past, if it be right and just, 
she may be granted an increase of pension, sufficient to keep her from want 
during the few remaining years which may be left to her. er present state 
of physical weakness makes her believe she will not long need it. 

SARAH M. CARROLL, 

Subscribed and sworn to at Boston, in the county of Suffolk and State of Mas- 
sachusetts, before me, this 28th day of February, A. D. 1888, 

[sear] CHAS. HALL ADAMS, 

Notary Public. 


43 WEST FIFTY-FOURTH STREET, New Yor, February 3,1886. 

During the time that I wasin c of the Medical Bureau of the Army, as 
Surgeon-General on the active-list, I occasion repeatedly to observe the de- 
votion to duty of Miss Sarah M, Carroll, then a Sister of Charity, and having 
charge of the nurses of the Providence Hospital, in the city of Washington. I 
then regarded Sister Mary Carroll, as she was called,as the best nurse in the 
service, Not only was she indefatigable in the discharge of her duties, but she 
was gifted with a degree of intelligence that rendered her doubly valuable. 
eles very sure that many of our wounded owe their lives to her fidelity and 

ess. 


WM. A. HAMMOND, 
Surgeon-Gencral United States Army (retired). 


ARMY AND MEDICAL MUSEUM, SurGron-GENERAL'S OFFICE, 
Washington, D. C., April 7, 1886. 
Having been informed that Miss Sarah M. Carroll is now an applicant to Con- 
gress for pension on the ground of services rendered by her as nurse duringand 
immediately after the late war. I take great pleasure in saying that this lady, at 
that time known as Sister Mary Carroll, rendered extremely valuable service 
as the chief of the sisters employed as female nurses in Cliffourn general hos- 
p near this city, under my charge during the spring and summer of 1832. 
hese were the first Catholic sisters employed in the military hospitals in this 
vicinity, and in uesting their assignment I made special request that Sister 
asti Jarroll should be sent in charge, being assured of her knowledge, zeal, 
and loyalty. The result more than confirmed my expectations. Her zeal and 
devotion to the sick and wounded I have never seen surpassed, and the service 
which she rendered in assisting in the organization of the hospital and in bring- 
ing order out of confusion, which at first prevailed, were so great that it would 
be difficult to assign to them a suitable pecuniary reward. 
JOHN 8. BILLINGS, 
Surgeon United States Army. 


ITEADQUARTERS ARMY OF THE UNITED STATES 
Washington, D. C., March 8, 1886. 
I take great pleasure in stating that I have known Miss Carroll for many 
years. l first met her as a Sister of Charity in New Orleans, La., during the 

revalence of the cholera there in 1866. She was then in charge of the Hotel 
Jen Hospital, and attended and administered to officers in tue hotel and at 
their houses, I frequently saw her during that year and during the yellow- 
fever epidemic in 1867, She took care of a number of officers ‘n the Hotel Dieu, 
among them Capt. Allen Smith, Fourth Cavalry, and Lieut. Col. M. V. Sheri- 
ga, aus dangerously ill with the fever, and was finally taken down with it 
herself, 

During the war she was a skillful and able nurse in the hospitals about Wash- 
ington, She nursed Lieutenant-Colonel O'Keefe, dangerously wounded at Five 
Forks, until his death, 

Sister Mary Carroll is a woman of great intelligence and refinement, and de- 
voted her life during the war to the care of officers and soldiers when sick or 


wounded. 
P. H. SHERIDAN, 
Tieutenant-General. 
23 FIFTH AVENUE, NeW YORK, March 17, 1886. 

Ihave groat satisfaction in bearing testimony to the valuable services ren- 
dered by Miss Carroll irt nursing officers, soldiers, and siilors of the Army and 
Navy, and prisoners of war in the Washington hospitals, from 1861 to 1865. I 
can speak of her services from my own observation and from the statements 
made to me at the time, by many of the officers and men of my command, who 
es pie of the hospitals in charge of Sister Mary Carroll, as she was then 
called, 

Although devoted to the cause of the Union, and enjoying the confidence of 
President Lincoln and Secretary Stanton, she seemed always to devote herself 
with peculiar tenderness to the care of wounded and sick prisoners of war. 
Sister Mary was a woman of remarkable aptitude for her vocation. She was 
gifted with a rare unison of executive ability and feminine gentleness, which 
enabled her to do much good in providing means for her work, gaining the co- 
operation of the authorities and of citizens, while her skill and tact as a nurse 
were acknowledged by the sick and wounded and by the Army and Navy sur- 


geons. . 

In July and August, 1863, while suffering from a wound received at Gettys- 
burgh, 1 was attended daily as a nurse by Sister Mary Carroll, in addition to her 
duties as chief of the Providence Hospital, and lam persuaded that [am equally 
indebted to the skill of my surgeon, Dr. Thomas Lein, and to Sister Mary Car- 
roll for my recovery. 

D. E. SICKLES, 
Major-General United States Army (retired). 

It is evident that Miss Carroll's services during the war were of a high order. 
She was one of that good sisterhood who, in war or peace alike, are the aids of 
suffering humanity. She gave her pay to the sitk and wounded under her 
charge, and to benefit them drew upon her private patrimony. Shedid ali that 
she could to help her country, and at last surrendered her heaith. She was 
obliged to leave the sisterhood because she was unable, by reason of failing 
powers, to perform the exacting duties their labors of love and charity impose 
onthem. She has since struggled to obtain a livelihood, and now, unable to 
work, is dependent upon the small sum of $12 per month allowed her by the 
Government, 

We recommend that the bill do pass, with an amendment fixing her pension 
at $25 instead of $50. - 


The amendment of the committee was agreed to, and the bill as 
amended was laid aside to be reported to the House with the recom- 
mendation that it do pass. è 


JOHN LYNN. 


Mr. STONE, of Kentucky, called up for consideration the bill (H. 
R. 308) granting a pension to John Lynn. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Beit enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to place on the pension-roll, subject tothe provisions and 
limitations of the pension laws, the name of John Lynn, late of Company A, 
Forty-eighth Regiment Kentucky Volunteers. 


The report (by Mr. HUNTER) was read, as follows: 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (I. R, 308) 
franting a pension to Jobn Lynn, have considered the same, and submit the fol- 
owing report: 

This claimant enlisted July 3, 1863, as a private in ee rT A, Forty-eighth 
Kentucky Volunteers, and was discharged December 17, . He made appli- 
cation April 14, 1879, alleging that while in service and line of duty at Elizabeth- 
town, Ky., about June 16, 1864, he was taken sick with inflammatory rheuma- 
tism, which has settled in his knees and ankle-joints. The claim was rejected 
on the ground of rheumatism prior to enlistment, as shown by the evidence ad- 
duced upon special examination, including claimant's own admissions, After 
the claim was rejected a large amount of evidence was filed to remove the ground 
of rejection, but the Pension Bureau adhered to its decision, 

After a careful examination of the evidence, the committee believe that a large 
preponderance of testimony favors the opinion that claimant was free from in- 
flansmatory rheumatism prior to and at the time of his enlistment; five com- 
rades who served in the same company and regimenttestify tothat fact. These 
same comrades and others testify as to the incurrence of the disability for which 
he claims pension in the Army and in line cf duty. There is also abundant 
proof that said d has continued to disable him toa considerable extent 
ever since his discharge up to the present time. His family physician for the 

st seven years says that he is a cripple from the effects of rheumatism. His 

eft leg is perished until it is not more than half as large as the other one, and 
at times, if he exposes himself to bad weather or takes cold, he has to use 
a crutch. While there is a bare possibility that the claimant may have had 
slight attacks of rheumatism prior to enlistment, yet from the evidence the 
committee belicve that his present condition is the resultof his Army service, 
nag so believing, submit a favorable report and recommend the passage of the 
ill. 


There heing no objection, the bill was Jaid aside to be reported to the 
House with the recommendation that it do pass, 
JOSEPH ROSIER. 


Mr. TILLMAN called up for consideration the bill (H. R. 9668) 
granting a pension to Joseph Rosier. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to place the name of Joseph Rosier, apene in Captain 
Sie oa company, Colonel Brisbane’s regiment, South Carolina Volunteers, in 
the Florida and Seminole war of 1836,on the pension-roll, at the rate of $20 per 
month from the passage of this act. 


The report (by Mr. BARRY) was read, as follows: 


The Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 9668) nt- 

ing a pension to Joseph Rosier, have considered the same and re vort as follows: 
e departmental records show that the claimant served in Captain Fripp’s 

Company of South Carolina Volunteers in the Florida and Seminole war, from 
February 23,to May 1, 1836, and was honorably discharged at the latter date, at 
Fort Brooke, East Florida 

He is now seventy-nine years of age, is totally blind in both eyes, and is in 
poor and needy circumstances. 

The committee report the bill back to the House with the recommendation 
that it do pass, 


The amendment of the committee was agreed to, and the bill as 
amended was laid aside to be reported to the House with the recom- 
mendation that it do pass. 


WILLIAM S. BRADSHAW. 


Mr. TURNER, of Kansas. I call up the bill (S. 3208) granting a 
pension to William S. Bradshaw. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized to place upon the pension-roll, subject to the provisions and limita- 
tions of the pension laws, the name of William S. Bradshaw, late first lieuten- 
ant of Company C, Sixty-third Regiment Ohio Volunteer Infantry. 


The report (by Mr. MORRILL) was read, as follows: 


The report of the Senate Committee on Pensions sets forth the facts in this 
case fully, and is hereby adopted, and passage of the bill recommended. 


[Senate Report No. 2032, Fiftieth Congress, first session.] 


The Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (S. 3208) granting 
a pension to William S. Bradshaw, have examined the same, and report: 

Claimant was mustered into the service of the United States as a first lieuten- 
ant in Company C, Sixty-third Ohio Volunteer Infantry, to date October 23, 1861. 
There is no account of his service till February 2s, 1862, when he is reported 
present, and so reported to April 30, 1862. He was absent with leave from Jan- 
uary 3 to 14, 1862, and present sick from February 3 to June 30, 1862; was dis- 
charged from the service June 28, 1862, upon tender of resignation accompanied 
by surgeon's certificate of disability showing ‘'disease of a chronic pleuritic 

aracter contracted prior to his entering the service, from an injury received 
while shoeing a fractious horse, about four years ago, in consequence of which 
he was laid up a number of weeks with a severe attack of pleuritis, and has 
never been able to endure severe labor since that time; that since entering the 
service active drilling or marching has invariably develo: severe pleuritic 
pains about his chest and underneath his sternum, rendering him totally unfit 

or duty. 

The claim was rejected February 18, 1884, on the ground that the disability for 
which pension is claimed existed prior to enlistment, as shown by the records 
of the War Department. 

In his application for pension filed September 28, 1883, claimant alleges that 
he contracted lameness of breast and back at New Madrid, Mo.. March, 1862. 

In affidavit filed November 13, 1883, claimant states that his disability was in- 
curred by drawing cannon at New Madrid, Mo., about April, 1862. 

In affidavit filed November 20, 1885, claimant states that he was a perfectly 
sound man prior to and at the time of his enlistment into the service of the 
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United States, and that his disability was incurred under the circumstances as 
stated above. 

In affidavit filed February 16, 1885, claimant states that in the winter of 185359 
he received a strain in his breast while shoeing s horse, but that he fully re- 
covered from the effects of said strain prior to entering the service. 

In affidavit filed March 15, 1887, claimant states thatthe United States surgeon 
who examined him for the service pronounced him a perfectly sound man. 

In affidavit filed May 2, 1857, claimant states that on account of his disabili- 
ties incurred in the service he is not able to perform more than one-fourth the 
labor of an able-bodied man. 

In afidavit filed October 13, 1887, claimant states that not being familiar with 
army rules and regulations, to the best of his knowledge and belief he never 
read the certificate of disability given him by the assistant surgeon, not know- 
ing at the time what the requirements were zopa the phraseology of such 
certificates; that the injuries received in the line of his military duty have re- 
sulted in rheumatism and permanent injury of breast and back, and thatin 
consequence thereof he is not able to earn his living by manual labor. 

In affidavit filed November 16, 1833, Ritner Smith, a comrade, testifies that 
claimant was a perfectly sound and healthy man prior to and at the time of his 
enlistment into the service of the United States; that while stationed at New 
Madrid, Mo., about April, 1862, he contracted disease of his chest and back by 
dragging heavy cannon in line of his military duty. 

In affidavit ed February 20, 1834, C. E. Smith, late captain of claimant's com- 
pany, testifies that between New ‘Madrid and Tiptonville, Mo., claimant in- 
cw injuries of his breast and back by dragging heavy cannon, which dis- 
abled him for duty, and was the occasion of his resigning from the service. 
This testimony is corroborated by the testimony of First Lieut. W. S. Tucker, 
of Com D, same regiment. $ 

In affidavit fled Octo! 27, 1881, John Rice, S. E, Stout, and E. S. Weldon, 
all of Meigs County, Ohio, testify that mant was a perfectly sound man at 
the time of his enlistment into the service, commanding the highest wages then 
paid in that county in his line of business. k 

In afidavit filed November 20, 1885, H. D. Stebbins, of Ellsworth, Kans., tes- 
tifies substantially as above, and his testimony is corroborated by the testimony 
of J. V. Wedon, Peter Jeroleman, W. O. Townel, Jacob Adams, and Elemer 


Pierce. 

In affidavit filed November 15, 1887, Wesley S. Tucker, late first lieutenant of 
Company D, claimant's regiment, testifies that claimant was 2 sound man prior 
to the incurrence of injuries of his breast and back at New Madrid, Mo., in the 
spring of 1862. 

In affidavit 


n 
troubled with rheumatism to such an extent as to be compelled to give up his 
business as a bl ith, 

John F. Baker, Joseph Kahira, George Seitz, M. Maclean, Frank S. Foster, 
Edward O. Jenkins, G. A. Calbott, T. Hamilton, J. E. W. Johnson, R. 8. Lang, 
and others, of Ellsworth County, Kansas, state that claimant is entirely dis- 
abled for manual labor. 

In affidavit filed April 23,1888, Dr, William Reed, of Kanopolis, Kans., testi- 
fies that claimant has affection of spine. scion heart, middle lumbar region, 
and rheumatism, manoy him who. ve for manual labor. 

The certificate of disability containi gibe statement thatclaimant was injured 

jocates the disability in the region of the 


his 
ability describes 
ment. Itis 
on account 


The facts warrant favecable action, and your committee therefore recommend 
the of the bill with this amendment: In the seventh line, after the 
“sixty,” strike out the word “fifth,” and insert the word “' third.” 


The bill was laid aside to be reported to the House with the recom- 
mendation that it do pass. 
MARY I. DRAKE. 

Mr. VANDEVER. [ask consideration of the bill (H. R. 9173) grant- 

Res pension to Mary I. Drake. 
e bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to place on the pension-roll, subject to the provisions and 
limitations of the pension laws, the name of Mary I. Drake, widow of Newton E. 
Drake, late a private in Company E, Fifty-second Regiment of Kentucky Vol- 
unteer Mounted Infantry. 

The report (by Mr. HUNTER) was read, as follows: 

Tt appears from the records of the War Department that Newton E. Drake, 
husband of claimant, was enrolled at Scottsville, Allen County, Kentucky, on 
the Ist day of August, 1861, as a private in Company E, Fifty-second Regiment 
of Kentucky Mounted Infantry Vesnnteans: and was mustered into the United 
States service at the same place on the 16th day of Octobor, 1863, for one year, 
and was honorably mustered out with his command on the 18th day of Jan- 


uary, 1865. 

The soldier filed an application for pension on the 23d day of September, 1879, 
and alleged in his declaration that while in the military service of the United 
States, and in the line of duty, at Huntsville, Ala.,in October, 1864, he contracted 
rheumatism of both arms and legs. He died a pauper on the 7th day of June, 
1881, while the claim was still pending, and was buried at the public expense, 
leaving his wife in destitute circumstances. His widow continued to prosecute 
the claim, but it was rejected on the 7th day of September, 1887, ** because of the 
widow's failure, after a reasonable term, to furnish the necessary proof to com- 
plete the claim.” z 

Your committee have carefully considered the proof in this case, and believe 
that c!simant died of disease contracted in the service of his country, and that 
the claim is meritorious. We therefore report back the bill and recommend its 

ge, with the following amendment: Insert “ Mary J. Drake” in title and 
Boay of the bill in place of *‘Mary I. Drake” wherever that name occurs, 


The amendments were adopted. 
‘The bill as amended was laid asido to be reported to the House with 
the recommendation that it do pass. * 
THOMAS B. WALSH. 
Mr. WASHINGTON. Iask consideration of the bill (H. R. 7) grant- 
ing a pension to Thomas B. Walsh. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, cte., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and ho is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to place the name of Thomas B, Walsh, late of Company 


D, Tenth Tennessee Cavalry, upon the pension-roll, subject to the provisionsand 
limitations of the pension laws. 


The report (by Mr. HUNTER) was read, as follows: 


Claimant enlisted as a private in Company D, Tenth Regiment Tennessee 
Cavalry, January 1, 1864, and was discharged August 1, 1865. Claims a pension 
for disability caused by rheumatism contracted while in the service of the 
United States and in the line of duty. Claim rejected on the ground that there 
is no record of alleged disability, and claimant is unable to prove by reliable 
testimony that it was contracted in the service and in line of duty. Claimant 
states that he was treated for rheumatism, in camp, by Dr. Leonard, assistant 
surgeon of his regiment, at Johnsonville, Tenn., for about two and a half 
months, until sent to Nashville for discharge. After his discharge he was 
treated by Drs. Abel, Slack, May, and Parkerson; that he has not been treated 
by any physician for the last several years, but has used a medicine recom- 
mended by Dr. Parkerson, which always afforded temporary relief. Has per- 
formed manual labor about one-fourth of his time since d ; that he 
can not find a commissioned officer of regiment to give further testimony than 
that now on file; that he has written to Dr. Spencer J, Freeman, formerly of 
his regiment, but fails to get any reply. 

Dr, Alexander is dead, Dr. John A. Parkerson, Isaac M. Bigham, and Capt. 
John A. Davis all testify as to prior soundness of soldier, and thatat date of en- 
listment he was a sound, healthy man, having no d e whatever. Capt. 
John A. Davis further testifies that soldier complained of rheumatism, located 
in both hips; saw him placing his hands on his hips as if in pain; that soldier 
often reported to the sı n for treatment for said disease, and to make his 
lot easier he was detailed about the utant’s tent, where he staid until mus- 
tered out. Knows above from personal observation. 

rr rades John G. Williams and William H, Wingo testify to the same state 
of facts. 4 

First Lieut. Lorenzo D. McJunkins testifies that claimant, while in the lino 
of duty at Johnsonville, Tenn., about July, 1865, was affected with rheumatism, 
and that he relieved him from duty on that account, and he did no more active 
duty until discharged; that soldier, with his company and ment, was trans- 
ferred from New Orleans to Nashville, Tenn., on a steamer. They were eleven 
days on the passage, exposed to the fogs and mist from the waters. This, with 
ex to camp life, brought on rheumatism, 

_ Dr. Abraham Slack testified that he treated soldier for lumbago and rheuma- 
tism shortly after his disc! and again in 1568, 1869, and 1870. 

Dr. A, G. Clapton also soldier for rheumatism. 

Dr. J, P. Rowe testifies as to continuance of rheumatism, and rates soldier 
as two-thirds disabled. There is an abundance of testimony showing continu- 
ance of disability from date of discharge. 

Dr, A. J. Paine, examining surgeon, gives soldier a three-fourths rating for 
disability from rheumatism. 

Your committee are of the opinion that soldier contracted the disease from 
which he now suffers while in the service of the United States and in the line 
of duty. He is clearly entitled to a pension, and we therefore recommend the 
passage of the bill, 


The bill was laid aside to be reported to the House with the recom- 
mendation that it do pass. 


FRANCES H. PLUMMER. 

Mr. WHEELER. I ask consent to consider at this time the bill (S. 
2091) granting a pension to Frances H. Plummer. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Beit enacted etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to place on the pension-roll, subject to the limitations and 

rovisions of the pension laws, the name of Frances H, Plummer, widow of 

rig. Gen. Joseph B. Plummer, United States Army, and to pay her a pension 
of $100 a month, in lieu of the pension she is now receiving. 

The committee recommend the adoption of the following amend- 
ment: 

Strike ont in the eighth line of the printed bill “one hundred” and insert 
“seventy-five.” 

The Clerk proceeded to read the report. 

Mr. CHEADLE (interrupting the reading). It is not necessary to 
consume time with the reading of that report, for I will state to the 
gentleman from Alabama that [ will object to the bill because of the 
amount it carries. 

Mr. WHEELER. I should have thought the gentleman would have 
objected when the bill was read, and not have the time of the commit- 
tee taken up in reading the report. 

Mr. CHEADLE. The gentleman from Alabama knows I have re- 
peatedly stated that I would object to all bills of this character, and I 
supposed he would have remembered it without taking up the time of 
the House by calling up the bill and report, 

Mr. WHEELER. In view of the objeetion I withdraw the bill; and 
ask unanimous consent that my name be passed over for tho present, 
with the right to call up another bill hereafter. 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 


HENRIETTA WALDRON. 


Mr. WICKHAM. I ask consideration of the bill (H. R. 7344) grant- 
ing a pension to Henrietta Waldron. 
The bill is as follows: 


Be tt enacted, elc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to place on the pension-roll, subject to the provisions and 
limitations of the pension laws, the name of Henrietta Waldron, of Wakeman, 
Huron County, Ohio, at the rate of $12 per month. 


The report (by Mr. THOMPSON, of Ohio) is as follows: 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions,to whom was referred the bill (H. R, 
7344) granting a pension to Henrietia Waldron, have examined the same and 
beg leave to submit the following report: 3 > 

This seems to be a case of great merit, and one in which the Pension Bureau 
was prevented only by technical law from issuing the persion. 

The applicant made application for pension as widow of Seymour Waldron, 
late private in Company B,One hundred and twenty-third Regiment Ohio 
Volunteers. Her application was rejected upon the ground, and only upon the 
ground, thet she had never been legally married to the deceased. 

The evidence shows that in 1841 she was married in New York to one Fill- 
more; that five months after the marriage he abandoned her, and sbouta year 
after the marriage was arrested for horse stealing, convicted. and sentenced to 


} 
p 


1888. 
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left her free to con a new marriage, and that a license was duly and with- 
out question ted to said Waldron and her to marry, and the marriage sol- 


The evidence shows that the applicant entered into this second marriage in the 
utmost good faith; that she has lived and moved in good society, hermarriage 
never having been questioned, ever since; that she lived with the deceased as 
his wife for a SEOS of forty years, having by him a family of seven children, 
ons of whom was a soldier and lost his life in the service of his country in the 
war of the rebellion; that duringall this period she supposed that she was law- 
fully married to Waldron, and first learned the contrary when informed by the 
Pension Bureau. 

In the opinion of your committee, under these circumstances, in the forum of 
conscience and in the sight of God, these two persons were man and wife, and 
for the purpose of determining the question of the applicant’s right to a pension 
should be so regarded. : 

The only ground of rejection by the Pension Bureau, as already stated, was 
the nullity of the marriage. 

The evidence to support the claim that the soldier Waldron died of disability 
incurred in the Army co! first, of an affidavit of Dr. E.N. Hawley, who at- 
tended him in his last illness, and who testifies that the deceased died of chronic 
diarrhea and rheumatism, the immediate cause being exhaustion, brought on 
by those diseases. 

The A airar Mpa at Wakeman, Ohio, testifies that he knows the cause of the 
soldier's death to have been chronic hea and rheumatism, and that he was 
affected by both of these diseases from his discharge, in 1863, to his death. 

Dr. E. H. White testifies that he knew the soldier for thirteen years before his 
enlistment, and was during all that time his family physician, and that the sol- 
dier was during that period and at his enlistmentremarkably robust and strong, 
and that he knows that he was free from all diseases and had no rheumatism 
or diarrhea; that he was called to treat him immediately upon his return from 

ith rhe chronic diarrhea ; 
that he treated him for a iner or more, then removed from the place, to which 
he returned in 1878,and found him still suffering with the same diseases. He 
also states in a letter to the Commissioner, written May 10, 1883, that the soldier 
had constant diarrhea, and that it was the cause of his death, The standing of 
Dr. White is certified as good by the master. 


This evidence seems to render it almost conclusive that the disability was in- 
curred in the service, since he entered the service sound and came out with 
chronic diarrhea and rheumatism, which he had continuous)y till his death, and 
which caused his death. It should not be forgotten, in justice to the Pension 
Bureau, that it puts the rejection of the claim alone on the ground of non-mar- 


our committee recommend the passage of the bill. 


The bill was laid aside to be reported to the House with the recom- 
mendation that it do pass. 


JOHN DB. TIMBERMAN, 


Mr. WILLIAMS. I ask consideration of the bill (S. 2606) granting 
a pension to John B. Timberman. ; 

The bill is as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to place on the pension-roll, perik to the provisions and 


limitations of the pension laws, tho name of John berman, late private 
in Company G, Thirty-fourth Regiment of Ohio Volunteers. 
The report (by Mr. THompson, of Ohio) is as follows: 

The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (S. 2606) 
gran ting a pension to John B. Timberman, having considered the same, report 
as follows: 

They adopt and make part hereof the report of the Senate Committee on 
Pensions, and recommend the passage of the bill. 

Tne Senate report is as follows: 

[Senate Report No. 1154, Fitieth Congress, first session.] 
The Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (S. 2606) granting 
a pension to John B. Timberman, have examined the same, and rt: 
he applicant was a private in Company G, Thirty-fo: Ohio Volunteers. 
He entered the service September 9, 1861, and was discharged September 13, 
1864. He filed an Cea os July 2, 1880, a loging rheumatism contracted while 
on the march over the Alleghany Mountains. e claims that in 1857 this com- 
laint resulted in paralysis of the legs from the hips down. His claim was re- 
fected for want of evidence to clearly show the origin of the disease in the serv- 
. The examining surgeons gave him x total rating. 

A careful review of the evidence convinces the committee that the case is a 

meritorious one, and they therefore recommend the passage of the bill. 


The bill was laid aside to be reported to the House with the recom- 
mendation that it do pass. 

IDA M., HOWELL. 

Mr. WOODBURN. I ask consideration of the bill (H. R. 2667) for 
the relief of Ida M. Howell. 

The bill is as follows: 

Be it enacted, ctc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized to place on the pension-roll the name of Ida M. Howell, the sister of 
the late Capt. Judd M. Mott, Sixteenth Michigan ine reaa Company I, and 
to pay to her the amount of pension which has accrued, commencing from the 
oo fens death of the said Capt. Judd M. Mott, and to the date of passage 
o ill. 

The committee recommend the adoption of the following amend- 
ments: 


Insert in line 5, before the word “sister,” the word “dependent,” and strike 
out in the same line the word “ captain” and insert “ Tanaan g Also 


strike out all after “Company I,” in the seventh line, and insert “subject to tha 
provisions and liniitations of the ion-laws, as if she was the widow instead 
of the sister of the said Judd M. Mott.” 

The report (by Mr. CHIPMAN) was read, as follows: 

The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 2667) 
for the relicf of Ida M. Howell, submit the following report: 

Ida M. Howell is a sister of Judd M. Mott, deceased, late Heutenant-colonel in 
Sixteenth Michigan Regiment Volunteers, Company I, in tho late war of the 
rebellion, having entered the service as private and was successively promoted 
to the captaincy; wasin the seven days’ battle before Richmond; was captured 
and subsequently exchanged; re-entered the service and continued in service 
until June, 1863, when, in a skirmish at Aldie, Va., he was wounded, taken to 
Armory Square Hospital in Washington, D. C., where he died from the effects 
of the wounds received. When in hospital he was further promoted to the rank 
of lieutenant-colonel. : 

hat the said Judd M. Mott and the said Ida M. Howell, his sister, resided in 
Michigan, and he contributed in a large degree towards her support; that she 
was at that time and is now in poor circumstances, and was chiefly, if not 
wholly, depending on the said Judd M. Mott for her support; that the said Ida 
M. Howell is a widow; is now poor and with little orno means, having herself 
and a young daughter to support; thatthe parents of the said Judd M. Mottand 
said Ida M. Howell died prior to 1876; and that neither the father nor mother 
nor any member of the family have received any pension by reason.of the death 
of the said Judd M. Mott; that the said Judd M. Mott was unmarried and lived 
with his sister, the beneficiary under the bill. 

The committee recommend that the bill do pass. 


The amendments were adopted. 
The bill as amended was Inid aside to be reported to the House with 
the recommendation that it do pass. 


MANON VANGORDON, F 
Mr. YODER. I call up for consideration the bill (S. 339) granting 
a pension to Manon Vangordon. 
The bill is as follows: 


Be it enacted, elc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension-roll, subject to the visions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Manon Vangordon, brother of 
eae Vangordon, late of Company K, Eighty-fourth Indiana Volunteer In- 

try. 


The report (by Mr. THOMPSON, of California) is as follows: 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred Senate bill 330, 
at considéred the same, report it back and recommend its with 
the following amendment, to wit: Add, after the words “ Indiana Volunteer In- 
ere Se they occur in the bill, the words “and pay him a pension of $18 

rmonth. 
roar committee adopt and make part hereof the report of the Senate Com- 
mittee on Pensions, which is as follows: 


[Senate Report No. 62, Fiftieth Congress, first session.] 


spn to Manon Van 
tog) from the papers in this case that Jacob M, V: 


dand helpless was dependent upon 
his brother during his lifetime fór support, and who is now a subject of charity, 
applied to the Pension Office for pension, which application was rejected be- 
cause he was more than sixteen years old when the soldierdied. He was forty- 
five years old in September, 1885, when his claim was presented to the Pension 


Office. 
The record shows ys bbe, ace to have been a , true, and brave sol- 
dier; that he served about two years, and finally lost his life in the line of duty, 
and the committee are of the opinion, considering his honorable and useful serv- 
ice and the loss of his life under such circumstances, and the dependent condi- 
tion Ai the brother, that the Government can well afford to make an exception 
in this case. 
They therefore recommend the passage of the bill. 


The amendment recommended by the committee was adopted. 
The bill as amended was laid aside to be reported to the House with 
the recommendation that it do pass. 


JANE JACKSON, 


Mr. McCULLOGH. My name was called this evening before I got 
here, having been detained on account of the crowds on the street; and 
I ask leave to take up the bill (H. R. 9178) granting a pension to Jane 
Jackson. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


Beit enacled, etc., That the Secre! of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to place on the pension-roll! the name of Jane Jackson, 
widow of Nathan Jackson, late a private of Company B, Fifth Regiment of Ken- 
oe Volunteer Cavalry, subject to the provisions and limitations of the pension 

ws. 


The report (by Mr. HUNTER) was read, as follows: 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 
FEO) nting a pension to Jane Jackson, have considered the same and repor 
as follows: 

The claimant's late husband, Nathan T. Jackson, wasa private in Company 
B, Fifth Kentucky Volunteer Cavalry, and served honorably from the 10th of 
October, 1861, to the 10th of January, 1863. He was discharged from service on 
certificate of disability for a severe gunshot wound of the left thigh. By reason 
of said wound he was a pensioner of the United States until his death, which 
occurred December 1,1863. The widow’s claim was rejected by the Pension 
Bureau on the that dropsy, w caused the soldier's 
the result of the gunshot wound for which he was pensioned. 


‘ 


th, was not 


been obtained on a special examination by agents of the 
nderance of such testimony seems to establish the fatal 
disease as attributable to the wound of 
a ap Examiner Thomes W. Burke, who personally cross-examined many 
a prom the ovilenies mcr tn tka ciate, LEIA Uf tile plats Wpomeekianieal 
e evidence now in this m, I am of the opinion i mi 
and recommend further examination.” ° = 
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Special Examiner James B, Ricks also states: 

“I think it probable there is merit in the claim, and recommend its submis- 
sion,and if dropsy cam be accepted as a sequela of gunshot wound, that the 
claim be admitted." 

The examining surgeon in June, 1867, reported as follows: 

“The ball through the middle third of the left thigh from the outer to 
the inner side, involving the bone, and injuring the sciatic nerve in its course.” 

Subsequent biennial examinations show that this severe disability continued, 
and ex-Surgeon J, A. Flippin, in 1877 and 1879, stated as follows: 

“The ball entered posteriorly the Bae part of middle third, and passing out 
A inches below on inner side of the thigh, partially dividing the muscles of the 
posterior part of the thigh.” 

The testimony is conclusive that the soldier suffered severely from the wound 
of thigh up to the day of his death, often being forced to leave his work, and 
during the last three years of his life the wound would inflame and cause a 
swelling of the limb. He had no physician to attend him, out his neighbors 
and friends characterize the swelling as a dropsical affection. For the few 
days next preceding death this so-called dropsical affection extended to both 
Tegs and to a ponon of the body, and undoubtedly was the immediate cause of 
death. That it was dropsy, and not the result of blood-poisoning or of à dis- 
ease of the bone at the seat of the wound is asserted only by non-professional 


witnesses, 

Itis established by the certificate of the examining surgeons that the wound 
involved the bone structure, the sciatic nerve, and the muscles of the left leg; 
the last illness began with a swelling of that leg; no chronic disease existed 
whey would occasion dropsy, and the only exciting cause was the wound of 
service, 

The claimant is seventy-two years of ageand in destitute circumstances. The 
soldier died in a log hut, without windows or proper ventilation. 

Your committee recommend the passage of the bill. 


There being no objection, the bill was laid aside to be reported to 
the House with the recommendation that it do pass. 


MRS. ANNA LEACH, 


Mr. PERKINS. I ask unanimous consent to call up the bill (H. R. 
10109) granting a pension to Mrs. Anna Leach. This is an old lady 
eighty-five years of age, whose son died in the service, 

The bill is as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to place on the pension-roll, subject to the provisions and 
limitations of the pension act, the name of Mrs. Anna h, dependent mother 
of Benjamin F. Leach, late of Company I, First Regiment Iowa Cavalry Volun- 
teers, 

The report (by Mr. MORRILL) was read, as follows: 

The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 
10109) been. pet pansa to Mrs. Anna Leach, haye had the same under con- 
sideration and submit the following report: 

The claimant in this case is the mother of B. F. Leach, late a private of Com- 
pany I, First Iowa Volunteers, who died in hospital, August 16, 1862, while in 
service. of typhoid pneumonia. 

The claim was rejected in the Pension Office because the claimant could not 
show, as required by law, that she was dependent on her son at the time of his 
death, She is now very poor and nearly eighty-five years of age. 

Congress has by repeated acts established the rule that present dependence 
entitles the parents to pension, and your committee therefore report the bill 
back and recommend its passage. 

There being no objection, the bill was laid aside to be reported to 
the House with the recommendation that it do pass. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


Mr. SPINOLA. I ask unanimous consent that the bill that was 
called up for Mr. MATSON be now considered. 

Mr. YODER. I have that bill, and I hope there will be no objection 
to its consideration at this time. 

Mr. CROUSE. There are only three gentlemen present whose names 
have not been called, and I think it is only fair that the call should 
be continued until their names are reached. 

Mr. SPINOLA. I withdraw the motion until those gentlemen’s 
names are called, 

The CHAIRMAN. The call of the list has been completed. 

Mr. YODER. I hope there will be no objection to Mr. MArson’s 


bill. 

Mr. CROUSE. I think the list should be called until the names of 
those present who have not been called are reached before unanimous 
consent is asked. 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the Chair understand the gentleman to 
object? 

Mr. CROUSE. Until those gentlemen’s names are called I do ob- 
ject. 

MARY A. M’COOL. 

Mr. CHEADLE (when his name wasreached). I ask consideration of 
the bill (H. R. 8735) granting a pension to Mary A. McCool. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Re it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to place on the pension-roll, subject to the provisions and 
limitations of the pension laws, the name of Mary A. McCool, mother of John 


Stanton, late a private in Company I, ofthe Twenty-fifth Regiment of Indiana 
Volunteers. 


The report (by Mr. MATSON) was read, as follows: 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H, R. 
8735) granting a pension to Mary A. McCool, have had the same under consid- 
eration and submit the following report: 

The claimant is the mother of John Stanton, who enlisted in July, 1861, as 
a private in Company I, Twenty-fifth Indiana, He died November 2, 1861, from 
drinking poisoned water. In 1871 the claimant married William McCool, who, 
after living with her a few months, deserted her and procured a divorce, leav- 
ing her alone and destitute. The claim was rejected “on the ground that 
claimant remarried in 1871, and did not file her application prior to July 1, 1880; 
hence there is no period for which pension can be paid.” 

All the evidence shows that the claimant was dependent on the soldier for 


support at the time of his enlistment. She was a widow at that time, her hus- 
band, the father of the boy, having died in 1848, Up to the time she mar- 
ried McCool she was supported principally by the charity of neighbors and the 
township trustees. She married McCool, as she alle; to better her condition 
and to secure a home, but he deserted her and secured a divorce, and she ob- 
tained nothing froen him, She is now old and helpless, and, according to the 
evidence of all who have testified, must go to the r-house unless the relief 
asked for be granted, The committee believe this to be a meritorious case, 
and therefore submit a favorable report and recommend the passage of the bill. 


There being no objection, the bill was laid aside to be reported to 
the House with the recommendation that it do pass. : 


ISAAC ROSHON. 


Mr. CROUSE. I ask consideration of the bill (H. R. 6334) for the 
relief of Isaac Roshon. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension-roll the name of Isaac Roshon, 
at the rate of $36 per month, by reason of a gunshot wound to left knee whilea 
member of Company F, Thirteenth Regiment of Ohio Cavalry; that the pen- 
sion granted by this act shall be in addition to the one he is now receiving for 
another disability, 

Mr. KILGORE, Let the report be read. 

The report (by. Mr. THOMPSON, of Ohio) was read, as follows: 

The Committec on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (IT. R. 
6334) for the relief of Isaac Roshon, meke the following report: 

The claimant, Isaac Roshon, was a private in Company F, Thirteenth Regi- 
ment Ohio Cavalry Volunteers. He is now receiving a pension of $13 per month 
for deafness, Hisapplication for pension for another disability, gunshot wound 
in the left knee, which wound he claims to have received while in service and 
in line of duty, has been rejected on the ground that claimant fails to meet the 
requirements of Pension Bureau in furnishing proof of origin. 

Claimant makes oath that he received a gunshot wound in left knee while on 
guard in Is64 and in the line of duty. 

His comrade, O. Van Orman, makes oath that he (Van Orman) assisted claim- 
ant to the hospital; that he had received a wound in left knee. 

Dr. R. C. Downey, regimental surgeon, testifies that to the best of his recol- 
lection claimant was, in 1864, shot while on picket duty; that the wound was 
made under the left knee, cutting in parts the cords of the limb. 

The surgeon says further: “I remember dressing the wound; made arecord 
of it at the time, but lost it.” He says further that the leg is entirely useless 
from the wound. It would be better for him to have limb amputated. 

Salmon Hudson, examining surgeon, says in his certificate : 

“The said I, Roshon received gunshot in left knee, ball passed directly through, 
severing the semitendinosus muscle followed by anchylosis and enlargement 
of the knee-joint with an oe condition of the limb both above and below 
the knee-joint, rendering the leg entirely useless, he being unable to walk with- 
out the aid of crutches,’ 

The committee recommend that the bill be amended in the manner following, 
to wit: By striking out after the word “ directed,” where it occurs in the bill 
the words “ to place on the pension-roll the name of Isaac Roshon at the rate of 
$36 per month, by reason of a gunshot wound to left knee, while a member of 
Company F, Thirteenth Regiment of Ohio Cavalry,” and insert in lieu thereof 
the words “to increase the pension of Isaac Roshon, now on the pension-roll 
at the rate of $13 per month, to such amountas under the provisions and limita- 
tions of the pension laws he may be entitled by reason of a gunshot wound to 
the left knee, received by him while a member of Company F, Thirteenth Regi- 
ment of Ohio Cavalry,” and that the bill, when so amended, do pass, 


There being no objection, the amendments recommended by the 


committee were agreed to, and the bill as amended was laid aside to 
be reported to the House with the recommendation that it do pass. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS, 


Mr. MORRILL. I move that the committee do now rise. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The committee accordingly rose; and Mr. WASHINGTON haying taken 
the chair as Speaker pro tempore, Mr. CARUTH reported that the Com- 
mittee of the Whole House on the Private Calender having had under 
consideration various bills, had instructed him to report them with 
sundry recommendations. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

A bill (H. R. 9791) for the relief of Charles W. Geddes. 

A bill (H. R. 9296) granting a pension to Bridget Carroll. 

Mr. KILGORE, Iwill insist that each bill shall be taken up and 
acted upon separately at least, and that the title shall be read and the 
bill passed in an orderly and formal manner. 


HOUSE BILLS PASSED. 


House bills of the following titles, reported from the Committee of 
the Whole House withoutamendment, were severally ordered to be en- 
grossed und read a third time; and being engrossed, they were accord- 
ingly read the third time, and passed: 

A bill (H. R. 10769) granting a pension to John M. Krunk; 

A bill (H. R. 9296) granting a pension to Bridget Carroll; 

A bill (H. R. 9791) for the relief of Charles W. Geddes; 

A bill (H. R. 7877) to place Mary Karstetter on the pension-roll; 

A bill (H. R. 4649) granting a pension to Daniel Tanner; 

A bill (H. R. 210) granting a pension to Ephraim Nye; 

A bill (H. R. 9175) granting a pension to George Wallen; 

A bill (H. R. 7928) granting a pension to Samuel M. Reese; 

A bill (H. R. 308) granting a pension to John Lynn; 

A bill (H. R. 7) granting a pension to Thomas B. Walsh; 

A bill (H. R. 7344) granting a pension to Henrietta Waldron; 

A bill (H. R. 9178) granting a pension to Jane Jackson; 

A bill (H. R. 10109) granting a pension to Mrs. Anna Leach; and 

A bill (H. R. 8755) granting a pension to Mary A. McCool. 

House bills of the following titles, reported from the Committee of 
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the Whole House with amendments, were severally taken up, the amend- 
` ments concurred in, the bifls as amended ordered to be and 
read a third time; and being engrossed, they were accordingly read the 
third time, and passed: ; 

A bill (H. R. 7683) granting an increase of pension to Hugh Brady; 

A bill (H. R. 5408) granting a pension to Emma F, Read; 

a bill (H. R. 2499) increasing the pension of Miss Sarah Mary Car- 
rou; 

A bill (H. R. 9668) granting a pension to Joseph Rosier; 

A bill (H. R. 2667) for the relief of Ida M. Howell; 

A bill (H. R. 6334) for the relief of Isaac Roshon; and 

A bill (H. R. 9173) granting a pension to Mary J. Drake. 

(The title of the latter bill was amended so as to conform to the bill 
as passed. ) 

SENATE BILLS PASSED. 

Senate bills of the following titles, reported from the Committee of 
the Whole House without amendment, were severally ordered to a 
third reading, read the third time, and passed: 

A bill (S. 122) granting a pension to Samuel Lane; 

A bill i 2321) granting a pension to John V. Hennessey; 

A bill (S. 3306) granting a pension to Mary K. Richards; 

A bill (S. 1766) granting a pension to Stephen Butler; 

A bill (S. 654) granting a pension to Caroline Motz; 

A bill (S. 3208) granting a pension to William S. Bradshaw; and 

A bill (S. 2606) granting a pension to John B. Timberman. 

Senate bills of the following titles, reported from the Committee of 
the Whole House with amendments, were severally taken up, the 
amendments concurred in, ordered to a third reading, read the third 
time, and passed: 

A bill (S. 3141) granting an increase of pension fo Jonas Doering; 

A bill (5. 1264) granting a pension to Martha V. Coleman; and 

A bill (S. 330) granting a pension to Manon Vangordon. 

Mr. MORRILL moved to reconsider the several votes by which the 
bills reported from the Committee of the Whole House were passed; 
and also moved that the motion to reconsider be Jaid on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The hour of 10.30 having arrived, the 
House stands adjourned until Monday, October 1, 1888, at 12 o’clock m. 


PRIVATE BILLS INTRODUCED AND REFERRED. 


Under the rule private bills of the following titles were introduced 
and referred as indicated below: 

By Mr. C. L. ANDERSON: A bill (H. R. 11526) granting a pension 
to Sarah McClenachan—to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. BRYCE: A bill (H. R. 11527) to establish lights on the 
western end of Coney Island, New York—to the Committee on Com- 
merce. 

By Mr. MCRAE: A bill (H. R. 11528) for the relief of Alice E. Rob- 
ertson—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. M. A. SMITH: A bill (H. R. 11529) granting to the Mon- 
tezuma Canal Company the privilege of constructing a reservoir on 
certain public lands in Arizona, and for other purposes—to the Com- 
mittee on the Public Lands. 


PETITIONS, ETC. 

The following petitions and papers were laid on the Clerk’s desk, 
under the rule, and referred as follows: 

By Mr. BRUMM: Petition of 13 citizens of the Thirteenth district 
of Pennsylvania, for prohibition in the District of Columbia—to the 
Select Committee on the Alcoholic Liquor Trafic. 

By Mr. BUCHANAN: Petition of Medford Grange, of New Jersey, 
in behalf of House bill 10320, to prevent the adulteration of food—to 
the Committee on Agriculture. 

By Mr. LEE: Papers in the war claim of Eliza>eth D. and Anna §. 
Frobel—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. LIND: Resolution of the Chamber of Commerce of St. Paul, 
Minn., thanking the Postmaster-General and the Minnesota delegation 
in Congress for securing the establishment of the tenth division of rail- 
way mail service at that city—to the Committee on the Post-Office 
and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. LODGE: Petition of Mrs. Katie Sprage and 36 others, citi- 
zens of Kansas, to remunerate Anna Ella Carroll for services to the 
Federal Government during the late war—to the Committee on War 
Claims. 

By Mr. WASHINGTON: Petition of Mrs, Elizabeth Hyde, widow of 
Thomas J. Hyde, and of heirs of Mrs. Susanna Harwell, of Davidson 
County, Tennessee, for reference of their claims to the Court of Claims 
—to the Committee on War Claims. 


The following petition for the proper protection of the Yellowstone 
National Park, as proposed in Senate bill 283, wasreceived and referred 
to the Committee on the Public Lands: 

Ser HITT: Of T. Oscar Johntson and 57 others, citizens of Ore- 
gon, 


SENATE. 
MONDAY, October 1, 1888. 


Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. J. G. BUTLER, D. D. 
The Journal of the proceedings of Thursday last was read and ap- 
proved. 
ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore announced his signature of the follow- 
ing enrolled bills, which had heretofore been signed by the Speaker of 
the House of Representatives: 

A bill (S. 145) for the relief of Edward Braden and Job W. Angus; 

A bill (S. 320) for the relief of John D. Adams; 

A bill (S. 937) for the relief of David L. Brainard and others; 

A bill (S. 1044) authorizing the Secretary of the Treasury to state 
and settle the account of James M. Willbur with the United States, 
and to pay said Willbur such sumof money as may be found due him 
thereon; 

A bill (S. 1101) granting a pension to Rachel A. Sinkinson; 

A bill (S. 1500) granting a pension to Margaret M. Miller; 

A bill (S. 1582) for the relief of the estate of Lucien Goyaux; 

A bill (S. 1591) granting an incréase of pension to Madison M. Mere- 


dith; 

A bill (S. 1668) for the relief of A. M. Woodruff; 

A bill (S. 1958) granting an increase of pension to Eleanor B. Good- 
fellow; 

A bill (S. 2201) for the relief of Laura E. Maddox, widow and ex- 
ecutrix, and Robert Morrison, executor, of Joseph H. Maddox, de- 


ceased; 

A bill (S. 2346) granting an increase of pension to Jennie Hart Mul- 
lany; 

A bill (S. 2411) for the relief of C. A. Williams and others; 

A bill (S. 2675) granting an increase of pension to Lieut. James R. 
Durham; i 

A bill (S, 2711) restoring Phebe McLaughlin to the pension-roll; 

A bill (S. 2720) granting a pension to John B. Ross; 

A bill (S. 2836) granting a pension to William E. Taylor; 

A bill (S. 2838) granting an increase of pension to Betsey A. Mower; 

A bill (S. 2887) granting a pension to George H. Johnson; 

A bill (S. 3125) restoring the right of pre-emption to Altonso Roberts; 

A bill (S. 3276) granting restoration of pension to Sarah A. Wood- 
bridge; : 

‘A bill (S. 3471) to authorize the construction of bridges across the 
Kentucky River and its tributaries by the Louisville Southern Railroad 
Company; 

A bill (H. R. 10934) to authorize the Secretary of the Interior to sell 
township maps or plats remaining on hand in his office; 

A bill (H. R. 11101) to include Sapelo Sound, Sapelo River, and Sapelo 
Island in the Brunswick collection district in the State of Georgia; 

A bill (H. R. 1923) providing for the establishment of a life-saving 
station at the harbor of Kewaunee, Wis., and at other places herein 
named; and . 

A bill (H. R. 10068) granting a pension to Lieut. Starkey R. Powell. 

E BUST OF GARIBALDI. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair has received from the 
envoy extraordinary and minister plenipotentiary of the Italian Gov- 
ernment a communication requesting the President pro tempore to 
acquaint the Senate with the action of the prime minister of Italy 


acknowledging with gratitude on behalf of that nation the preamble . - 


and resolution of the Senate accepting the bust of Garibaldi presented 
by Italian residents of Washington. A > 


PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 


Mr. EDMUNDS. I present the petition of Robert S. Day, residing 
in Santa Cruz, Cal., praying to be granted relief for losses suffered by 
his father in the war of 1812 by the confiscation of certain timber and 
lumber in the province of Quebec. I move the reference of the peti- 
tion to the Committee on Claims. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. COCKRELL presented the petition of Mrs. Sarah E. Miller, of 
Cape Girardeau, Mo., praying for a pension; which was referred to the 
Committee un Pensions, 

Mr. PALMER presented the petition of R. B. Reynolds and 35 other 
citizens of Grand Traverse, Mich., praying for the passage of certain 
amendments to the interstate-commerce law; which was referred to the 
Committee on Interstate Commerce. 

REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 7 

Mr. WALTHALL, from the Committee on Military Affairs, to whom 
was referred the bill (H. R. 10869) to construct a road from Florence, 
S. C., to the national cemetery adjacent thereto, reported it without 
amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 

Mr. BATE, from the Committee on Military Affairs, to whom was 
referred the bill (S. 1866) for the relief of Enoch Davis, reported it 
without amendment. 

Mr. DOLPH, from the Committee on Public Lands, to whom was re- 
ferred the bill (H. R. 9151) to forfeit certain lands granted to the North- 
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ern Pacific Railroad Company, and for other purposes, reported it with 
an amendment. 

Mr. PADDOCK, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom were re- 
ferred the following bills, reported them severally without amendment, 
and serge A yanin SE 

A ; granting a pension to P. F. Jonte; 

A bill i R. 724) for the relief of Louisa McLain; 

A bill (H. R. 2839) granting a pension to Henry Sommers; and 

A bill (H. R. 10494) granting a pension to Emilia Mumm. 

Mr. PADDOCK, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom was re- 
ferred the bill (H. R. 861) for the relief of Joseph Diehl, asked to be 
discharged from its further consideration, and that it be referred to the 
Committee on Claims; which was agreed to, 

Mr. SABIN, from the Committee on Indian Affairs, to whom was 
referred the bill (H. R. 7935) for the relief and civilization of the 
Chippewa Indians in the State of Minnesota, reported it with an amend- 

-ment. 
Mr. SAWYER, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom were re- 
ferred the following bills, reported them severally without amend- 
ment, and submitted reports thereon: 

A bill (H. R. 9759) granting a pension to John Wallace; 

A bill (H. R. 3512) granting a pension to Anthony Shafer; 

A bill (H. R. 1152) for the relief of the legal representatives of Eliza 
M. Ferris; 
A bill (H. R. 10947) for the relief of John Sweeney; 
A bill (H. R. 4787) granting a pension to Micah French; and 
A bill (H. R. 10694) granting a pension to John W. Ellis, 

Mr. SAWYER, from the Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads, 
to whom were referred the following bills, reported them severally with- 
out amendment, and submitted reports thereon: 

A bill i R. yli for the relief of W. W. Welch; and 

A bill (H. R. 8469) for the relief of Michael Pigott. 

Mr. WILSON, of Iowa, from the Committee on the Judiciary, to 
whom was referred the bill (H. R. 8053) to extend the time for the re- 
demption of school farms in Beaufort County, South Carolina, reported 
it without amendment. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the bill (S. 
2291) to extend the time for the redemption of school farms in Beau- 
fort County, South Carolina, reported adversely thereon; and the bill 
was postponed indefinitely. 

REPORT OF COMMISSIONER OF LABOR. 


Mr. MANDERSON. Iam directed by the Committee on Printing 
to report favorably without amendment the joint resolution (H. Res. 
210) authorizing the printing of the third annual report of the Com- 
missioner of and I ask for its present consideration. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. The joint resolution will be read at 
length for information, subject to objection. 

The joint resolution was read, as follows: 

Resolved, That there be printed 39,000 copies, in cloth binding, of the third an- 
nual report of the Commissioner of Labor; 26,000 copies for the use of members 
ot the House of Representatives and 13,000 copies for the use of members of the 
Pees, That the sum of $25,000, or so much thereof as may be necessary to 
defray the cost of the publication of said report, is hereby appropriated out of 
any money in the Treasury not otherwise appropriated. 

By unanimous consent, the Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, 
proceeded to consider the joint resolution. 

The joint resolution was reported to the Senate without amendment, 
ordered to a third reading, and was read the third time. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I merely want to ask the chairman of the Com- 
mittee on Printing whether it is clear, as I suppose it to be, that the 
appropriation at the end of the clause directing the Public Printer to 
do this work and appropriating $25,000, or so much as may be neces- 
sary to pay forit, is in its expenditure to be limited by the same laws 
which are now in force regarding the printing of public documents, and 
the vouchers to undergo the same scrutiny at the Treasury Depart- 
ment. If this were in a general appropriation bill this would be clear 
enough; but right in connection with the work, directing the Public 
Printer to do it, and appropriating so much money as may be necessary 
up to $25,000 for it, led me to make the inquiry. There ought not to 
be any doubt about it. 

Mr. MANDERSON. I think any general law would certainly gov- 
ern this special matter. Ido not see why it would not. It is in the 
usual form where a bill providing for special printing is self-appropri- 
ating. Itis the languagethat has been followed from time immemorial. 

The joint resolution was $ 


, PUBLIC LAND AND PENSION DECISIONS. 


Mr. MANDERSON. Iam directed by the Committee on Printing 
to report favorably, with an amendment, the joint resolution (H. Res. 
101) providing for the printing of decisions of the Department of the 
Interior regarding public lands and pensions, for sale. I ask for its 
present consideration. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The joint resolution will be read at 
length for information. - 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Subject to objection. 

The Secretary read the joint resolution, as follows: 


Resolved, etc., That Sa ete Printer be, and he is hereby, authorized and 
Pp 


directed to print from ypas don lates, and to bind in fu 
ies each of volumes 1 to 7 of d of the ent of the In relating 
to public lands, and of volumes 1 and 2 of d ons of the Department of the 
Interior relating to pensions, to be sold by the Secretary of the Interior in ac- 
cordance with provisions of joint resolution approved March 3, 1887, pro- 
viding forthe sale of public documents: Provided, That one copy of such decis- 
ions shall be delivered without cost to each member of the present Congress 
and that such additional number of copies shall be published. 

By unanimous consent, the Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, 
proceeded to consider the joint resolution. 

The amendment of the Committee on Printing was to add at the 
end of the joint resolution: 


And that there be appropriated $11,000, or so much thereof as may be neces- 
sary, out of any money in the United States Treasury not otherwise appropri- 
ated, for the purpose of carrying out the provisions of this joint resolution. 


Mr. MANDERSON. ‘The amendment makes the joint resolution 
self-appropriating. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Strike ont ‘‘ United States’’ before ‘‘ Treasury.” 
That is not necessary. 

Mr. MANDERSON. That is surplusage, I presume. Those words 
may be stricken out. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment will be modified 
as suggested, if there be no objection. 

The amendment as modified was agreed to. 

The joint resolution was reported to the Senate as amended, and the 
amendment was concurred in, 

The amendment was ordered to be engrossed and the joint resolution 
to be read a third time. J 

The joint resolution was read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. MANDERSON. Iam also directed by the Committee on Print- 
ing, to whom was yeferred the joint resolution (S. R. 43) providing for 
the printing of decisions of the Department of the Interior regarding 
public lands and pensions for sale, to report it back adversely, with a 
recommendation that it be indefinitely postponed it being of the same 
character as the House joint resolution just passe... 

or report was agreed to, and the joint resolution postponed indefi- 
nitely. 

SMITHSONIAN AND NATIONAL MUSEUM REPORTS. 

Mr. MANDERSON. Iam directed by the Committee on Printing, 
to whom was referred a House concurrent resolution for the printing of 
the report of the Smithsonian Institution and of the National Museum 
for the years 1886 and 1887, to report it favorably without amendment. 
I ask for its present consideration. 

The concurrent resolution was considered by unanimous consent, and 
agreed to, as follows: 

Resolved b 

rinted of fd see Khar aihe nainen lactation aed otibe’ stort eae 
or the years en g June 30,1886 and 1857,in two octavo volumes for each year, 
16,000 extra copies of each, of which 3,000 copies shall be for the use of the Sena‘ 
6,000 for the use of the House of Representatives, and 7,000 copies for the use o 
the Smithsonian Institution, 
MARINE HOSPITAL SERVICE. 

Mr. CULLOM. I am directed by the Committee on Commerce to 
report back the bill (S. 1786) to regulate appointments in the Marine 
Hospital Service of the United States, which bas been amended by the 
House of Representatives, with the recommendation that the Senate 
refuse to concur in the amendment. I ask that the Senate non-concur 
in the amendment of the House and request a conference. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Let us hear it read for information. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. e bill will be read at length for 
information, with the amendment of the House of Representatives. 

The Secretary read the bill. 
te amendment of the House of Representatives was to add to the 

Provided further, That notbing herein contained shall apply to the office ot 
Supervising Surgeon-General of Marine-Hospital Service, whose appointment 
shall be as now regulated by law. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Committee on Commerce rec- 
ommend that the Senate disagree to the amendment and ask for a con- 
ference with the House of Representatives on the bill and amendment. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. That subject was before the Senate once hereto- 
fore and is a good deal involved. It is a complicated subject as the 
bill and the amendment have it, and I think it ought to be somewhat 
considered by the Senate on the House amendment before we go into 
a conference. Therefore I object to its present consideration. 

Mr. CULLOM. I simply desire to say that I have no objection to 
that course. The chairman of the Committee on Commerce, who is 
absent, is very much interested in the bill, and if there is to be any 
controversy about it, I should rather it would not be considered until 
he returns. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill and amendment will be 
placed on the Calendar with the recommendation of the Committee on 
Commerce, 

AMERICAN GROCER ASSOCIATION. 

Mr. SAWYER. Iam directed by the Committee on Post-Offices and 
Post-Roads to report favorably, without amendment, the bill (H. R. 
5248) for the relief of the American Grocer Association of the city of 
New York, and to submit a report thereon. I ask for the present con- 


1888. 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 


9051 


sideration of the bill. The Senate passed a similar bill on the 17th of 
May, and it went to the other House. By some means they sent here 
ther bill and not ours. If the House bill is passed I shall ask to have 
the Senate bill recalled. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. If there be no objection, the bill 
will be read at length for information. 
Mr. EDMUNDS. Letit beconsidered subject to objection. I should 
like to hear the report and see what it is. 
By unanimous consent, the Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, 
proceeded to consider the bill. It proposes to pay to the American 
Grocer Association, of the city of New York, $486, or so much thereof 
as may be found equitably due, for postage " erroneously paid ie that 
association. 
Mr. EDMUNDS. Let us hear the report. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The report will be read. 
The Secretary read the report this day submitted, as follows: 

The Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads, to whom was referred the 
bill (H, R. 5248) for the relief of the Anerian Grocer Association of the city of 
New York, have examined the same, and as edge 

A bill precisely similar to this was repo: by this committee during the pres- 


ent session and passed the Senate, 
Re og report on which the House bill was passed is approved, and is as fol- 


on “The law of July, 12, RATS. for the transmission of matter Marons the mails, in 
section 15 provides ‘tha t transient newspepers and publica- 
tions, designed primarily for advertising purposes, or free Pea hag or circu- 
lation at nominal rates,’ ete., ‘shall be transmitted in the mails at the rate of 1 
cent for every 2 ounces, and 1 cent for each 2 additional ounces or fractional 


thereof.’ Dy the act of Congress approved June 23, 


1874,‘ phe gaye 
rom a known office of publication, issued weekly or oftener, an dressed to 
subscribers, l be charged 2 cents a pound or fraction thereof.’ 
“On the 5th day of July, 1877, the Postmaster-General decided that the peper 
rg The American Gar was not entitled to the potd pay 


ron me of EIEE and A ust, 1877, 
eral detestnined that h 
cae should be subject JAn 


und. The paonr 
n stated, $648. athe lower rates it would Tee ben been fee, perua 
paid $486 over an 


that sum from Si it: appears that said publishin; SaR rg 


ed they should It being 
he Be doce ae Sd: that 


The bill is paeva 3 SETE with a recommendation that it do pass. | 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and 

Mr. SAWYER. I move that the House of Representatives be re- 
quested to return to the Senate the bill (S. 577) for the relief of the 
American Grocer Association of the city of New York. 

The motion was agreed to. 

FORT WALLACE MILITARY RESERVATION. 

Mr. PLUMB. Iam instructed by the Committee on Public Lands 
to report an original bill. 

The bill (S. 3597) to provide for the disposal of the Fort Wallace 
military reservation, in Kansas, was read twice by its title. 

Pi PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill will be placed on the Cal- 

Mr. PLUMB. Before that order is made I wish to ask unanimous 
consent that the bill may be considered now. A bill for the accom- 
plishment of the same purpose has already passed both Houses of Con- 
gress and been vetoed by the President. The objections of the Presi- 
dent were unimportant, to say the least. The bill has been amended 
in such a way as to cover them. It is important to a thousand or 
twelve hundred people who are living on this reservation that the bill 
should become a Jaw as early as possible. Under the circumstances, I 
venture to ask the Senate to consent that the bill may be considered 
now. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill will be read at length, sub- 
ject to objection. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I think, as the bill is an original bill, and is not 
in print in the form in which we now have it, it ought to goon the 
Calendar and be printed. I shall not object to its being taken up to- 
morrow. 

Mr. PLUMB. Iamgoing away to-day. There has been noamend- 
ment which in any way affects the public interest except favorably 
according to the decision of the President of the United States. The 
bill has been considered by both Houses; it has been considered by the 
President himself. As I said, it concerns the homes of about a thou- 
sand or twelve hundred people, and it seems to me that under the 
circumstances if there is to be anything said against it it may as well 
be said now as at any other time. Those are the circumstances of the 
case, and they constitute rather an unusual case, I think. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I greatly regret to be obliged to do anything un- 
kind to a thousand people or even to one, but I think the Senate ought 
to see the bill as reported now originally, it once having been vetoed or 
something like it, to know precisely what it contains so that we can see 
it. Some other member of the committee, if the bill be so urgent, can 
call it up to-morrow. 

Mr. PLUMB. The Senator may have the luxury of bringing up this 


bill himself hereafter, as far as I am concerned, inasmuch as he is more 
concerned about these people than I am. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I am sufficiently concerned about all the people 
of the United States to feel it to be not only a right but a duty on an 
important bill to see it before I am asked to vote upon it; and so this 
may go on the Calendar. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Objection to its consideration being 
made, the bill will be placed on the Calendar. 


PRESIDENTIAL APPROVALS. 


A message from the President of the United States, by Mr. O. L. 
PRUDEN, one of his secretaries, announced that the President had this 
day approved and signed the following acts: 

An act (S. 3539) to amend an act to detach the county of Audrain, in 
the State of Missouri, from the eastern and attach it to the western 
judicial district of said State; 

An act (S. 2356) to provide a pension for Mrs. Adeline Couzins; and 

An act (S. 1078) for the relief of Florida Kennerly. 

BILLS INTRODUCED. 

Mr. COCKRELL introduced a bill (S. 3598) granting a pension to 
Sarah E. Miller; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. CHANDLER introduced a bill (S. 3599) granting a pension to 
Melissa D. Tibbitts; which was read twice by its title, and referred to 
the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. PLUMB introduced a bill (S. 3600) for the relief of David Allen; 
which was read twice by its title, and, with the accompanying papers, 
referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. SABIN introduced a bill (S. 3601) granting a pension to Will- 
iam H. Hoyt; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 3602) for the relief of John F. Malo; 
which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on 
Indian Affairs. 

Mr. HAWLEY introduced a joint resolution (S. R. 112) authorizing 
the Secretary of War to receive for instruction at the Military Academy 
at West Point Henry Lecompte, of Switzerland; which was read twice 
by its title, and referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 


MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 


Am from the House of Representatives, by Mr. CLARK, its 
Clerk, announced that the House had passed the following bills; in 
which it requested the concurrence of the Senate: 

A bill (H. R. 7) granting a pension to Thomas B. Walsh; 

A bill (H. R. 210) granting a pension to Ephraim Nye; 

A bill (H. R. 308) granting a pension to John Lynn; 

A bill (H. R. 755) to appropriate $122.50 to reimburse the Indian 
committee of Western Yearly Meeting of Friends in Indiana for money 
expended by them in the purchase of Government lands in North Car- 
olina for an Indian training school; 

A bill or R. 855) for the relief of the heirs of Jacob Cramer. 


A bill (H. R. 2499) increasing the pension of Miss Sarah Mary Car- 
roll; 

A bill (H. R. 2667) for the relief of Ida M. Howell; 

A bill (H. R. 3112) for the relief of Phineas T. Richardson; 

A bill (H. R. 4624) for the relief of theestate of John W. Whitfield; 
` A bill r R. 4649) granting a pension to Daniel Tanner; 

A bill R. 5009) to provide certain arms, ammunition, and equi- 
page to the State of Oregon for the militia thereof; 

A bill (H. R. one) granting a pension to Emma F. Read; 

A bill (H. R. 6018) for the relief of George Campbell; 

A bill (H. R. 6334) for the relief of Isaac Roshon; 

A bill (H. R. 6622) for the relief of W. O. Wiatt, Edward Hughes, 
and J. W. Powell, session clerks of the Forty-ninth Congress; 

A bill (H. R. 7344) granting a pension to Henrietta Waldron; 

A bill (H. R. 7683) granting increase of pension to ) Hugh Brady; 

A bill CH R. 7718) for the elief of Milo McCrillis 

A bill (H. R. 7877) to place Mary Karstetter on the pensicn-roll; 

A bill (H. R. 7928) granting a pension to Samuel M. Reese; 

A bill (H. R. 8755) granting a pension to Mary A. McCool; 

A bill (H. R. 9173) granting a pension to Mary J. Drake; 

A bill (H. R. 9175) granting a pension to George Wallen; 

A bill (H. R. 9178) granting a pension to Jane Jackson; 

A bill (H. R. 9226) granting a pension to Bridget Carroll; 

A bill (H. R. 9668) granting a pension to Joseph Rosier; 

A bill OL R. 9791) for the relief of Charles W. Geddes; 


A bill (H. R. 10023) to authorize the Cairo and Tennessee River 
Railroad Company to construct bridges across the Tennessee and Cum- 
berland Rivers; 

A bill (H. R. 10042) for the relief of the estates of James H. Judkins 
and William T. Judkins; 

A bill (H. R. 10109) granting a pension to Mrs. Anna Leach; 

A bill (H. R. 10769) granting a pension to John M. Krunk; 

A bill (H. R. 10866) to refer the claims against the United 'States of 
the trustees of the Cumberland Presbyterian Churches of Calhoun and 
Pulaski, Tenn. ; 
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A bill (H. R. 11227) for the relief of Henry Setzer; and 

A bill (H. R. 11495) for the relief of George H. Owen. 

i message also announced that the House had passed the follow- 

bills: 
= bill (S. 122) granting a pension to Samuel Lane; 

A bill (S. 317) for the relief of William A. Bevens; 

A bill (S. 602) for the relief of James Millinger; 

A-bill (S. 654) granting a pension to Caroline Motz; 

A bill (S. 1766) granting a pension to Stephen Butler; 

A bill (S. 2321) granting a pension to John V. Hennessey; 

A bill (S. 2563) to compensate Mrs. Sarah L. Larimer for important 
services rendered the military authorities in 1864 at Deer Creek Station, 
Wyoming; 

A bill (S. 2606) granting a pension to John B. Timberman; 

A bill (S. 3098) concerning the settlement of the boundary lines be- 
tween Connecticut and Rhode Island; 

A bill (S. 3208) granting a pension to William 8. Bradshaw; and 

A bill (S. 3306) granting a pension to Mary K. Richards; 

The message further announced that the House had passed the fol- 
lowing bills each with an amendment, in which the concurrence of the 
Senate was requested: 

A bill (S. 307) for the relief of Margaret Kennedy; 

A bill (S. 350) granting a pension to Manon Vangordon; 

A bill (S. 1264) granting a pension to Martha V. Coleman; and 

A bill (S. 3141) granting an increase of pension to Jonas Doering. 

The message also announced that the House insisted upon its amend- 
ment to the joint resolution (S. R. 110) in aid of the sufferers from 
zoow fever disagreed to by the Senate, agreed to the conference asked 

y the Senate on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses thereon, and 
had appointed Mr. BuRNES, Mr. CLEMENTS, and Mr. RYAN managers 
at the conference on the part of the House. 

The message further announced that the House had agreed to the 
amendments of the Senate to the following bills of the House: 

A bill (H. R. 4039) granting a pension to Mary A. Pfeiffer; and 

A bill (H. R. 10881) granting a pension to Nancy J. Cotner. 


ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 


The message also announced that the Speaker of the House had 
signed the following enrolled bills; and they were thereupon signed by 
the President pro tempore: 

A bill (H. R. 7410) for the relief of settlers upon Old Camp Sheridan 
military reservation; and 

A bill (H. R. 10060) prescribing the times for sales and for notice of 
sales of property in the District of Columbia for overdue taxes. 


CHINESE IMMIGRATION. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate the following 
message from the President of the United States; which was read: 
To the Congress: 

I have this day approved House bill No. 11336, supplementary to an act enti- 
tled "An act to execute certain treaty stipulations relating to Chinese,” approved 
the 6th day of May, 1882, 

It seems to me that some ny = Sano and recommendations may properly ac- 
company my approval of this bill. 

Its object is to more effectually accomplish by legislation the exclusion from 
this country of Chinese laborers. 

‘The experiment of blending the social habits and mutual race idiosyncracies 
of the Chinese laboring c with those of the great body of the people of the 
United States has been proved by the experience of twenty years, and ever since 
the Burlingame treaty of 1868, to be in every sense unwise, impolitic, and inju- 
rious to both nations. With the lapse of time the necessity for its abandonment 
has grown in force, until those having in charge the governmentof the respect- 
ive countries have resolved to modify and sufficiently abrogate all those features 
of prior conventional arrangements which permitted the coming of Chinese 
laborers to the United States. 

In modification of prior conventions the treaty of November 17, 1880, was con- 
cluded, whereby, in the first article thereof, it was agreed that the United States 
should at will regulate, limit, or suspend the coming of Chinese laborers to the 
United States, but not absolutely prohibit it; and under this article an act of 
Congress approved on May 6, 1882 (see volume 22, page 5+, Statutes at Large), 
and amended July 5, 1884 (volume 23, page 115, Statutes at Large), suspended 
for ten years the coming of Chinese laborers to the United States, and regu- 
laied the going and coming of such Chinese laborers as were at that time in 
the United States, y 

It was, however, soon made evident that the mercenary greed of the parties 
who were trading in the labor of this class of the Chinese population was prov- 
ing tod strong for the just execution of the law, and that the virtual defeat of 
the object and intent of both law and treaty was being maccalendy accom- 
— by false pretense and perjury, contrary to the expressed will of both 

jovernments. 

To such an extent has the successful violation of the treaty and the laws 
enacted for its execution progressed that the courts in the Pacific States have 
been for some time past overwhelmed by the examination of cases of Chinese 
laborers who are charged with having entered our ports under fraudulent cer- 
tificates of return or seek to establish by perjury the claim of prior residence. 

Such demonstration of the inoperative and inefficient condition of the treaty 
and law mivph 5h rags deep-seated and increasing discontent among the people 
of the United States, and especially with those resident on the Pacific coast, 
This has induced me to omit no effort to find an effectual remedy for the evils 
complained of, and to answer the earnest popular demand for the absolute ex- 
clusion of Chinese laborers having objects and purposes unlike our own, an 
wholly disconnected with American citizenship. 

Aided by the presence in this country of able and intelligent diplomatic and 
consular officers of the Chinese Government, and the representations made from 
time te time by our minister in China under the instructions of the Department 
of State, the actual condition of public sentiment and the status of inthe 
United States has been fully made known to the Government of China. 

The necessity for remedy has been fully appreciated by that Government, and 
in August, 1886, our minister at Peking received from the Chinese foreign Office 


a communication announcing that China, of her own accord, proposed to es- 
tablish a system of strict and absolute prohibition of her laborers, under heavy 
penalties, from coming to the United States, and likewise to prohibit the return 
to the United States of any Chinese laborer who had at any time gone back to 
China “in order” (in the words of the communication) “that the Chinese la- 
borers may gradually be reduced in number and causes of danger averted and 
lives preserved.” 

This yiew of the Chinese Government, so completely in harmony with that 
of the United States, was by my direction speedily formulated in atreaty draught 
between the two nations, embodying the propositions so presented by the Chi- 
nese foreign office. 

The deliberations, frequent oral discussions, and correspondence on the gen- 
eral questions that ensued have been fully communicated by me to the Senate 
at the present session, and, as contained in Senate Executive Document O, 
pezis 1 and 2, and in Senate Executive Document No. 272, may be properly re- 

erred to as containing a complete history of the transaction. 

It is thus easy to learn how the joint desires and unequivocal mutual under- 
standing of the two Governments were brought into articulated form in the 
treaty, which, after a mutual exhibition of plenary powers from the respective 
Governments, was signed and concluded by the plenipotentiaries of the United 
States and China at this capital on March 12 last. 

Being submitted for the advice and consent of the Senate, its confirmation, 
on the 7th day of May last, was accompanied by two amendments, which that 
body ingrafted upon it, 

On the 12th day of the same month the Chinese minister, who was the pleni- 
potentiary of his Government in the negotiation and the conclusion of the 
treaty, ina note to the Secretary of State Fave his approval to these amend- 
ments, “as they did not alter the terms of the treaty,” and the amendments 
were at once telegraphed to China, whither the original treaty had previously 
been sent immediately after its signature on March 12. 

On the 13th day of last month I approved Senate bill No. 3304, “to prohibit 
the coming of Chinese laborers to the United States.” This bill was intended 
to supplement the treaty, and was approved in the confident anticipation of an 
early exchange of ratifications of the treaty and its amendments and the proc- 
lamation of the same, upon which event the legislation so approved was by its 
terms to take effect. 

No information of any definite action upon the treaty by the Chinese Govern- 
ment was received until the 21st ultimo—the ‘day the bill which I have just ap- 
proved was presented to me—when a telegram from our minister at Peking to 
the Secretary of State announced the refusal of the Chinese Government, to ex- 
change ratifications of the treaty, unless further discussion should be had with 
a view to shorten the period stipulated in the treaty for the exclusion of Chinese 
laborers, and to change the conditions agreed on, which should entitle any 
pines laborer who might go back to China to return again to the United 

es. 

By a note from the chargé d'affaires ad interim of China to the Secretary of 
State, received on the evening of the 25th ultimo (a copy of which is herewith 
transmitted, together with the reply thc reto), a third amendment is pat ares 
whereby the certificate, under which any departing Chinese laborer alleging 
the possession of property in the United States would be enabled to return to 
this country, should be granted by the Chinese consul instead of the United 
States collector, as had been provided in the treaty. 

The obvious and necessary effect of this last proposition would be practically 
to place the execution of the treaty beyond the control of the Uni States. 

Article I of the treaty proposed to be so Haee altered had, in the course 
of the negotiations, been settled in acquiescence with the request of the Chinese - 
plenipotentiary and to his expressed satisfaction. 

In 1886, as appears in the documents heretofore referred to, the Chinese for- 
sign office formally proposed to our minister strict exclusion of Chinese 
laborers from the United States without limitation ; and had otherwise and more 
definitely stated that no term whatever for exclusion was necessary, for the 
reason that China would of itself take steps to prevent its laborers from com- 
ing to the United States. 

n the course of the negotiations that followed suggestions from the same 
quarter led to the insertion in behalf of the United States of a term of “thirty 
years,” and this term, upon the representations of the Chinese plenipotentiary, 
was reduced to “twenty years,” and finally so agreed upon. 

Article LI was wholly of Chinese origination, and to that alone owes its pres- 
ence in the treaty. 

And it is here pertinent to remark that eve here in the United States laws 
for the collection of debts are equally available to all creditors without respect 
to race, sex, natiOnality, or place of residence, and equally with the citizens or 
subjects of the most favo: nations and with the citizens of the United States 
recovery can be had in any court of justice in the United States by a subject of 
Chi whether of the laboring or any other class. 

No disability accrues from non-residence of a plaintiff whose claim can be en- 
Scher in the usual way by him or his assignee or attorney in our courts of 
justice. 

In this respect it can not be aren EY that there exists the slightest discrimina- 
tion against Chinese nie ee an it is a notable fact that large trading firms 
and companies and individual merchants and traders of that nation are profit- 
ably established at numerous points throughout the Union, in whose ds 
every claim transmitted by an absent Chinaman of a just and lawful nature 
could be completely enforced. 

The admitted and paramount right and duty of eve: povecnmeen’ to exclude 
from its borders all elements of foreign population which for any reason retard 
its prosperity or are detrimental to the moral and physical health of its people, 
m rded as a recognized canon of international law and intercourse. 
China herself has not dissented from this doctrine, but has, by the expressions 
to which I have referred, led us confidently to rely upon such action on her 

rt in co-operation with us as would enforce the exclusion of Chinese laborers 
rom our country. 

This co-operation has not, however, been accorded us. Thus from the unex- 
pected and disappointing refusal of the Chinese Government to confirm the 
acts of its authorized agent and to carry intoeffect an international agreement, 
the main feature of which was voluntarily presented by t Government for 
our acceptance, and which had been the subject of long and careful delibera- 
tion, an emergency has arisen, in which the Government of the United States 

ed upon to act in self-defense by the exercise of its legislative power. I 
can not but regard the expressed demand on the part of Obina for a re-exami- 
nation and renewed discussion of the topics so completely covered by mutual 
treaty stipulations, as an indefinite postponement and practical abandonment 
of the objects we have in view, lo which the Government of China may justly 
be considered as peage ) 

The facts and circumstances which I haye narrated lead me, in the perform- 
ance of what seems to me to be my official duty, to join the Congress in dealin, 
legislatively with the question of the exclusion Chinese laborers, in lieu o 
further attempts to adjust it by international agreement. 

But while thus exercising our undoubted right in the interests of our people 
and for the general welfare of our country, justice and fairness seem to uire 
that some provision should be made by act or joint resolution, under which 
such Chinese laborers as shall actually have embarked on their return to the 
United States before the passage of the law this day approved, and are now on 
their way, may be permitted to land provided they have duly and lawfully ob« 
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tained and shall present certificates heretofore issued permitting them to return 
in accordance with the provisions of existing law. 

Nor should our recourse to legislative measures of exclusion cause us to re- 
tire from the offer we have made to indemnify such Chinese subjects as have 
suffered damage through violence in the remote and comparatively unsettled 
portions of our country at the hands of lawless men, Therefore I recommend 
that without acknowledging legal liability therefor, but because it was stipu- 
lated in the treaty which has failed to take effect, and in a spirit of humanity 
befitting our nation, there be appropriated the sum of $276,619.75, payable to the 
Chinese minister at this capital, on behalf of his Government, as full indemnity 
for all losses and injurics sustained by Chinese subjects in the manner and un- 
der the circumstances mentioned. 

GROVER CLEVELAND. 


EXECUTIVE MAnston, October 1, 1888. 


Mr. SHERMAN. I move that the message of the President be 
printed and referred to the Committee on Foreign Relations, although 
I see that the only subject-matter of recommendation for new legisla- 
tion has been already acted upon in the Senate; thatis, a provision has 
already been made in the deficiency appropriation bill by a very proper 
appropriation for the payment of damages done to Chinese subjects 
some time ago. Still I move that the message be printed and re- 

‘ferred to the Committee on Foreign Relations, 
-~ Mr. HALE. I wish tosay in regard tothe appropriation by the Sen- 
ate covering the item referred to in the President’s message that that 
subject is now in controversy in the conference between the two 
Houses. 

Mr. SHERMAN. As a matter of course, the Senate having already 
acted upon that subject favorably, I suppose, in view of the message of 
the President, it only awaits the consent of the House conferees to make 
ihe appropriation complete. I take it as a matter of course, consider- 
ing the political organization of the House and the strength of the 
message of the President, that the consent will not be withheld, if it 
was in doubt before. I hope, however, there will be no controversy 
about that, as I think both Houses have passed that appropriation, at 
least the Senate, once or twice before in the treaty, and made provision 
for an appropriation for paying damages and injuries done to Chinese 
subjects in the riots in Wyoming and elsewhere. 

Mr. DOLPH. I do not rise to say anything on the question of ref- 
erence. I think, however, the chairman of the Committee on Foreign 
Relations is in error in supposing that the only recommendation of the 
President is the payment of indemnity to China. I understood the 
message as it was read to recommend immediate legislation by bill or 
joint resolution to authorize the landing of Chinese laborers who are 
now on their way from China to the ports of the United States with 
certificates which have been issued by the United States to land, not- 
withstanding the bill. In other words, while the President has ap- 
proved the bill which cuts off entirely the right of Chinese laborers 
out of the country with certificates to comeinto the United States again, 
although they may be on their way to this country, I understand him 
to recommend immediate legislation by bill or joint resolution to au- 
thorize the landing of such Chinese. 

I say this merely to correct what I suppose to be a misunderstand- 
ing of the message by the chairman of the committee, not expressing 
any opinion as to the desirability of the legislation. 

ier, STEWART. I should like to suggest to the Committee on 
Foreign Relations that there are more urgent matters connected with 
the importation of Chinese than those suggested by the President. I 
see by the papers and learn from tourists who have been passing over 
the Canadian Pacific Railroad itis estimated that about a thousand 
Chinaman a day are coming into New York by the Canadian Pacific 
with what they.claim to be certificates allowing them to enter the United 
States, but whatare presumably manufactured documents. I also see 
by the papers that a large number of Chinese are entering the United 
States daily by way of Mexico through El Paso. For that reason I 
have introduced a bill which seems to me to be urgent. If we are to 
have the Chinese excluded we must have a law which will protect our 
borders on the north and the south, or they will continue to come as 
they have been coming heretofore. 

As to those who have started, there can not be a very large number 
who have started since the legislation has taken place. It has been 
over a month since the bill passed the House of Representatives, and 
it was telegraphed to China undoubtedly, and the steam-ship companies 
understood that the bill was pending. There onght not to be any 
Chinese on the way now who were not notified, and Ido not think that 
suggestion needs immediate attention at all. 

If we should pass a law of the kind suggested by the President no 
man can estimate the number of Chinese who would come in under it, 
because they would be somewhere on the way for a year or two before you 
could get them stopped. We tried that experiment on the previous- 
residence business. In 1880 a treaty was adopted restricting Chinese 
immigration. No law was passed until 1882, two years having inter- 
vened. The treaty provided that those who went away might return, 
and the law allowed all to return who had left the country after 1880 
and before 1882, when the law was passed, on the ground of previous 
residence; and they have been coming in every day. Every steamer 
has been loaded with previous residents ever since, and I suppose if it 
went on for fifty years there would be a steamer load of previous resi- 
dents every time a steamer came from China. 

I do not believe that it is necessary to open the door to correct any 


mistake, to allow any to come in who are on the way, because they have 
had ample notice. They knew last spring the conditions of the treaty 
that was adopted. That was published, and it excluded them. That 
was kept back four months and a half before it was acted upon. It has 
n more than a month since the bill passed the other House which 
excluded them; and if they have had the temerity to take the chances 
of coming in I think they may as well take the chances of staying out. 
Mr. DOLPH. The more I think of it, the more it strikes me that 
itis a very remarkable proposition for a bill to be approved by which 
I understand the President approves the provision of the bill that cuts 
off, summarily, positively, and conclusively, the entrance of Chinese 
with certificates, and at the same time to disapprove of it and ask Con- 
gress to amend it by immediate act or resolution, 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The message of the President of the 
United States, with the accompanying documents, will be referred to 
the Committee on Foreign Relations, and printed. 


POLITICAL REMOVALS FROM ARMORIES AND ARSENALS. 
Mr. HALE submitted the following resolution: 


Whereas it is alleged that an order has been issued from the War Department 
in form and terms as follows: 
“ [Confidential] 


“ORDNANCE OFFICE, WAR DEPARTMENT, 
“ Washington, D. C., January 4, 1886. 


“To the commanding officers of the national armories at Springfield, Mass., and Rock 
Island, Ill., and of the United States arsenals at New York,. West Troy, N. Y., and 
Philadelphia, Pa., Boston, Mass., Benicia, Cal., etc.: 


“Sır: While arsenals and the armories are notintended to be converted into 
political machines, two political parties in this country are recognized. It is 
therefore ordered that hereafter in employing and discharging employés of any 
and all grades, other things being equal and qualifications satisfactory, Demo- 
crats will be favored; the object being to divide the force in the different grades 
gradually between Democrats and Republicans. This rule will apply to women 
and children as well as to men, and will be strictly enforced. 

“ Respectfully, your obedient servant, 
“S. V. BENET, 


“ Brigadier-General, Chief of Ordnance, United States Army; ” 


And whereas it is further alleged that in pursuance of such order changes and 
removals of persons employed by the Government in the United States arse- 
nals and armories have been made, and that honorably discharged soldiers of 
the Union Army and their wives and children have thus been removed : There- 


t oad. That the Secretary of War be, and is hereby, directed to forthwith 
transmit to the Senate full information as to the order above named, and to state 
fully what necessities of the Department required that said order should be is- 
sued; and to further inform the Senate why an order issued from the Military 
Department of the Government upon public business was marked “ contiden- 
tial ;’’ and also path oy fully all naan that have been made of persons em- 
ployed in the United States arsenals and armories since said order was issued ; 
and especially to inform the Senate whether at the Rock Island arsenal the 
wilo and children of a former Union soldier haye been removed under said 
order, 

Mr. HALE. Mr. President, if there were not some remarkable things 
connected with this transaction, I should not have brought it before 
the Senate. It has passed into common acceptation in the public mind 
that while the present Administration keeps up its claim to administer 
the Government upon principles of civil-service reform, yet, as every- 
body knows, the whole administration is being conducted in a partisan 
and proscriptive fashion. The New York Evening Post, whose editor 
is one of the ablest and, I am afraid, one of the blindest supporters of 
the President, declared some months ago that there was not probably 
in the United States one single sincere believer in civil-service reform 
who would place any further dependence on the promises and pretenses 
of the Administration; and the force of incredulity upon this matter 
could go no further than that expression in the Post. 

There are, as the Senate has seen, some remarkable things connected 
with this transaction. Why is it that in time of peace, upon public 
business, a circular relating to the administration of public business 
should be marked ‘‘confidential’’ nobody can tell. I venture to say 
that in the history of the War Department there is no precedent for 
this; and to me it has been a wonder that this extreme evidence of 
proscriptive partisanship should be found in this conservative Depart- 
ment of the Government. I had not believed, and when the matter 
was first presented to me I expressed immediately my disbelief that 
there was anything in the rumor. 

I had not believed that there would be found in this Départment any 
officer, from the highest to the lowest, who would inaugurate proceed- 
ings such as are indicated by this order. There is nothing in the Sec- 
retary of War, I may say, or his previous history or record, which would 
have led me to believe that he would have allowed or permitted orau- 
thorized the issuing of a circular like this, not only marked ‘‘confi- 
dential,” as I have stated, showing what its underlying purpose must 
have been, but also for the first time extending party proscription to 
women and children. 

I do not know in the history of party politics or party contests or 
party administration of the affairs of the American people, when here- 
tofore the doctrine that ‘‘to the victors belong the spoils’? has been 
carried to this extent; and it has remained for the American people 
in this year 1888 to be treated to this order from this conservative War 
Department, presided over by a conservative Secretary, who has had 
nothing whatever in his life or experience heretofore that would lead 
ae friends or the American people to believe that he would allow such 
a thing. 
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This order has but one explanation, that is the explanation which has 
been given in the Department, as we are told, that the pressure by Demo- 
crats for more places, for more public plunder, for more appointments 
was so great that even this conservative Department and this conserva- 
tive Secretary yielded. - 

To show that I have not introduced this resolution without justifica- 
tion, without warrant, I ask that the Secretary shall read from what 
is marked in the paper I send to the desk as the explanation given by 
General Ben¢t to a gentleman who visited him on the first report that 
this order had been issued. This is General Benét’s explanation: 

The Secretary read as follows: 

A few days before the date of this circular I was called to the office of the Sec- 
retary of War. Mr. Endicott stated to me that he had received many urgent 
requests from very prominent Democrats—one especially prominent and known 
throughout the country—to have Republicans employed in the arsenals through- 
out the country dismissed and Democrats appointed in their places, The Sec- 
retary said he did not want to turn the service into a political machine, but that 
something would have to be done tobring about adifferent condition of affairsin 
the Ordnance Department. He said that he would like to have Democrats ap- 
pointed wherever Republicans were dismissed, and that the filling of itions 
occupied by women and children should be recognized in the same political de- 
gree asthose filled by men. Ireplied to Mr. Endicott that I would fix the matter, 
and immediately! wrote this cireularand sentitto Endicott for inspec- 
tion. The Secretary approved of it, and I had manifold copies made and sent 
to all of the commanders of the arsenals. In three or four instances the com- 
manding officers wrote official or private letters to me—I forget which—stating 
that they had made careful canvasses of the erp aes and they found that the 
majority of them were Democrats, and that if the object of my circular was to 
equalize between the two parties the positions, there could be no equalization 
in favor of the Democratic party. So, you will see, this circular, if the spirit of 
it as well as the letter was observed, the only effect would be in the employ- 
ment, and not the discharge of employés. 

Mr. HALE. There is one thing shown plainly by this explanation, 
and that is that under the conduct of affairs formerly, before this Ad- 
ministration came into power, the places in the and armories 
were never the subject of political reward or political preferment. I 
know something about those places. They have been an accepted and 
fitting refuge largely for old soldiers in the armies of the Union and 
their sons and daughters, and widows, where women could be engaged 
in the work that is necessary about such public purposes. Nobody has 
objected; and I venture to say that in the years elapsing between the 
close of the war and the 4th day of March, 1885, no question was ever 
asked as to the politics of any one of these old soldiers or his widow or 
children in these small positions. 

They retired and were cared for in a moderate way at small pay by 
the Government and were leading very ul and obscure lives as 
beneficiaries of a Government that they helped to save. Ifin the 
land anywhere could be found a deserving class, a class that all men 
would say should not be molested, it was this class. They were out- 
side of the "filthy pool” of politics; they were far beyond the dis- 
turbing current that besets political life and political struggles; and 
essentially every reasonable man would say that no matter how thor- 
ough and complete was the effort to remove Republicans and put in 
Democrats, these were the people who should be left untouched. And 
yet, in the face of all this and of the stattfte which declares expressly, 
not only in such cases but in all appointments of Union soldiers, that 
they shall have the preference, this most searching, most pitiless quest 
of the Democratic party for more places has found more scope. 

That it may be seen that I am not in this matter acting without 
proper authority and advice, I ask the Secretary to read, turning over 
the paper which I have sent to him, what a gentleman over his own 
name has written to the Indianapolis Journal as to the he, oars of 
this order which, by the way, Mr. President, showing the haste with 
which this matter was conducted, has been in operation since its date 
in the year 1886. If the has the extract I have marked, I 
ask him to read it to show one only of the operations of this civil-serv- 
ice reform order! 

The Secretary read as follows: 


“Are we di for that reason only?” she He replied, “It is 
perhapsimproper for me toreply to that question; Icanonly say that I amcom- 
plying with confidential instructions received from the Chief of Ordnance.” 

i only learned of this a féw days ago as a result of my sister's application to 
me for means of subsistence, and on visiting her Ifound the above state of facts. 
One of the clerks who is in the office of the officer in charge of the arsenal, be- 
ie ar amns friend of the family,very kindly gave mea copy of this infamous 

uction. 
-3 To whatdopths of meanness may not aman descend who can thus,deliberately 
and secretly, persecute women and children? 

You may publish the circular and the letter, or take any other steps in the 
matter that may seem best to you. 

J. Q. ELLERY. 


Mr. HALE. Mr. President, I can not believe, owing to the kindness 
of heart and the good purposes which animate the Secretary of War, 
that he could have known of such a marked instance of political pro- 
scription as has been disclosed in the extract that has just been read. 
There is nothing in my acquaintance with him or in my knowledge of 
him that would lead me to believe that if he had knowledge of this 
transaction he would have justified it. 

But whether that be so or not it has been done under this order is- 


sued from his Department. Whether he regrets it now or apologizes 
for it now Ido not know. Such an instance called to his Ritention 
mas gave hin more A less manea: and disco: ER I can see no sat- 

ion ecan derive from exposure of such a thing occurring 
in that ent unless it shall be in the way in which he is wel- 
comed to the ranks of the modern Democracy by a leading New York 
Democraticnewspaper, which, in closing the article upon this transac- 
tion, has the following words: 


That is the proclamation to-day, Mr. President. 

Mr. COCKRELL. From what paper is the Senator reading? 

Mr. HALE. From the New York Sun. That is the real under- 
lying purpose and practice of the present civil-service reform Adminis- 

on! 

Mr. COCKRELL. Mr. President, I understand the Senator from 
Arkansas [Mr. BERRY] gave notice that he desired to address the Sen- 
ate to-day, and I will 
lution is introduced this morning. Am I correct in that? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator is correct. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Ishall then ask that it may lie over until to- 
morrow morning, when we can discuss it a little more fully than we 
can now, without infringing on the rights of the Senator from Ar- 


Mr. CHANDLER. I understood the Senator was through. 

Mr. COCKRELL. No; he has not commenced. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Mr. President—— 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from Missouri 
yield to the Senator from New Hampshire? 

Mr. COCKRELL. I yield. 

Mr. CHANDLER. I would like the Senator to withdraw his ob- 
jection for a few moments. I will not take over three minutes. 

Mr. COCKRELL. If there is to be any discussion it will come from 
this side. I stated why I would not undertake to consume time this 
morning in replying to the Senator from Maine, and that was that the 
Senator from Arkansas had given notice that immediately after the 
conclusion of the morning business to-day he would address the Sen- 
ate; and now I object to the consideration of this resolution now so as to 
give an opportunity of talking on it to-morrow morning, and then I will 
answer fully the Senator from Maine and state for what the Democratle 
party is responsible and for what it is not and what it ought to have 
done long ago; but I will not take up the time to do it this morning, for 
I see that it will lead to discussion and so the Senator from Arkansas 
will be displaced. So in courtesy to him I object to the present con- 
sideration of the resolution. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The resolution will lie over under 
the rules. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Will the Senator allow me to say a word? 

Mr. COCKRELL. -No; we are not going to have any discussion at 
all unless both sides are heard, and your side has been heard already. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Ishould like to address a remark to the Sen- 
ator snp Missouri myself if he will withdraw his objection long 
enough. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Objection having been made, the 
resolution lies over under the rules, and will be printed. 

Mr. CHANDLER. That ends it for the present. 


IMPORTATION OF CONTAGION AND INFECTION. 


The PRESIDENT protempore. The Chair lays before the Senate a 
resolution coming over from a previous day. 

The Secretary read the following resolution, submitted by Mr. CALL 
on the 27th ultimo: 

Resolved That the Committee on Epidemic Diseases are hereby instructed to 
consider and report before the adjournment of this session of Congress, by bill 
or otherwise, such additional tion as may be necessary or useful to pre- 
vent the importation of contagious or infectious disease from foreign countries 
on the coasts and boundaries of the United States, and to prevent and suppress 
it in the interstate commerce and from passing one State to another, and 
for the subsistence of such persons as may be detained by public authority from 
places where there is danger of infection or contagion to other States. 

Mr. CALL. I should be very glad to have the Senate consider this 
resolution at the present time; but I am informed by the Senator from 
Arkansas that he is prepared and desires to address the Senate at this 
moment, and if it be agreeable to the Senator I would like consent that 
this resolution may be taken up after the conclusion of his remarks, 
and that he may proceed now. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Florida asks 
unanimous consent that the pending resolution may be informally laid 


aside to enable the Senator from Arkansas to submit remarks on the 


unfinished business, to be resumed at the close of the observations of 
the Senator from Arkansas. 

Mr. CHANDLER. What is the pending question? . 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The resolation in relation to the 


importation of contagious or infectious disease from foreign countries 
on the coasts and boundaries of the United States, ete. 


y say a word or two, as I understand this reso- ` 
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Mr. CHANDLER. I do not like to object to the Senator from Ar- 
kansas going on, but I desire to call up the resolution in relation to 
the Lonisiana election, and if there is no one who wishes to speak on it 
I should like to have it passed. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. By unanimous consent the unfin- 
ished business was assigned for consideration this morning at the close 
of the routine morning business. The title of the bill which is the un- 
finished business will be stated by the Secretary. 

The SECRETARY. A bill (S. 3504) restoring to the United States cer- 
tain of the lands granted to the Northern Pacific Railroad Company to 
aid in the construction of a railroad from Lake Superior to Puget Sound, 
and to restore the same to settlement, and for other purposes. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. A resolution offered by the Senator 
from Florida [Mr. CALL] is in order, and he asks that it may be in- 
formally laid aside to enable the Senator from Arkansas to proceed upon 
the unfinished business, its consideration to be resumed at the close of 
the remarks of the Senator from Arkansas. 

Mr. DOLPH. I feel compelled to object, because the unfinished 
business by unanimous consent was to be taken up, not only for the 
purpose of allowing the Senator from Arkansas to submit remarks upon 
it, but for consideration. If it beset aside by unanimous consent now, 
then we shall be quite at sea again in regard to that bill. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question recurs on agreeing to 
the resolution offered by the Senator from Florida [Mr. CALL], which 
is entitled to consideration at this time. 

Mr. PALMER. Iask if the close of the routine niorning business 
has been announced ? . 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Ithasnot. Routine morning busi- 
ness is now under consideration, being a resolution coming over from 
the previous day. lying on the table for consideration this morning. 
The question recurs on agreeing to the resolution offered by the Sen- 
ator from Florida. 

Mr. CALL.. I appeal to the Senators who have objected to the in- 
formal postponement of this resolution to withdraw the objection, so 
as to allow the Senator from Arkansas to proceed with his remarks, 

The only object that I shall have in addressing the Senate on my 
resolution is to present a number of communications which have been 
received from a gentleman of intelligence whose thoughts have been 
directed, by the prevailing epidemicand the danger which is threatened 
in the future to the country, to some method of suppressing and pre- 
venting its recurrence. I have a large number of communications 
which seem to contain within them subjects of great interest and value 
to the progress of discovery on the subject of the prevention of epi- 
demic and contagious diseases. 

My colleague [Mr. PAsco] desires to offer an amendment to the res- 
olution, being the substance, as I understand, of a resolution formerly 
offered by me, so as to submit some remarks upon it. The subject is 
one of very great and urgent importance and interest to the people of 
this country everywhere. In view of that fact and the interest it is 
exciting inthe public mind throughout the United States and the appre- 
hensions that are felt everywhere, unless some very effective and very 
unusual methods shall be adopted to prevent its recurrence—in view 
of these facts and the greatimportance of the subject, I hope Senators 
will withdraw their objection to allowing this resolution to be fixed 
for consideration after the remarks made by the Senator from Arkan- 
sas, who is prepared to go on, having given notice, and who requests 
me to give way forhim. I therefore renew the application. 

Mr. DOLPH. The Senator will it me to suggest that a week 
ago to-day the Senator from Kansas Fie Piwne] called up the Senate 
bill to forfeit the Northern Pacific Railroad unearned lands and made 
a speech upon it. Itwas then laid aside. I ascertained that the Sen- 
ator from Arkansas desired to make some remarks, and in order to give 
the Senator from Arkansas time to prepare himself with the remarks 
he desired to submit on the bill I asked unanimous consent that the 
bill should go over until to-day, immediately after the morning busi- 
ness to come up for consideration, stating distinctly that it was not only 


for the p of remarks being submitted by the Senator from Arkan- 
sas, but of having the bill considered. Ido not know that any one else 
desires to upon it. Itis substantially the same as the general 


speak 
forfeiture bill which was discussed in the Senate and passed, and per- 
vs we can vote upon it immediately after the Senator from Arkansas 

oses. s 

That was ordered by a unanimous agreement. In the mean time, 
during the past week, a bill came here from the House of Representa- 
tives on the same subject, which was reported back from the Senate 
Committee on Public Lands this morning. I have no desire to inter- 
fere with the Senator from Arkansas, though the fact is that on my 
own motion the bill was laid aside until to-day, so that he might have 
an opportunity to speak. 

Mr. HARRIS. Do I understand the Senator from Oregon to say that 
on Monday last he asked and obtained unanimous consent that this 
bill should be taken up for consideration immediately after the routine 
morning business to-day? 

Mr. DOLPH. I did, and for the purpose of accommodating the Sen- 
ator from Arkansas. 

Mr. HARRIS. And unanimous consent was obtained? 


Mr. DOLPH. And unanimous consent was given. 

Mr. HARRIS. ‘Then it does seem to me that there can be no donbt 
about the fact that it was the duty of the Chair immediately upon 
disposing of the routine morning business to lay that bill before the 
Senate, and then the Senator from Arkansas would certainly have the 
right to proceed. . 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair would inform the Sena- 
tor from Tennessee that the resolution of the Senator from Florida is 
morning business, being a resolutión coming over for consideration to- 
day from a previous day when it was offered. 

Mr. HARRIS. But the Senator from Florida, I understand, is 
willing that his resolution shall go over to-day. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. But the Chair asked unanimous con- 
sent, at the request of the Senator from Florida, that the resolution 
might go over until the conclusion of the remarks of the Senator from 
Arkansas, to be again resumed to-day and not to-morrow, to which the 
Senator from Oregon [Mr. DOLPH] objected. 

Mr. HARRIS. Is there objection to the consideration of the resolu- 
tion of the Senator from Florida? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Florida himself 
asked that it might lie over. 

Mr. HARRIS. Exactly; but is there objection to its consideration 
after the remarks of the Senator from Arkansas? 

ThePRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chairunderstandsthereis. The 
Senator from Oregon [Mr. DoLPH] has interposed an objection. 

Mr. CALL. Then I will allow the resolution to go over until to- 
morrow morning. 

Mr. BERRY. Iwill give way to the Senatorfrom Florida [Mr. CALL] 
and let him deliver his remarks. 

Mr. HARRIS. The Senator from Florida consents that hig resolu- 
tion may go over until to-morrow. 

ThePRESIDENT protempore. Ifthere beno objection, the resolution 
offered by the Senator from Florida will retain its place as current morn- 
ing business to be laid before the Senate by the Chair to-morrow when 
that order is reached, and the Senate as in Committee of the Whole re- 
sumes the consideration of the unfinished business, the title of which 
will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. A bill (S. 3504) restoring to the United States cer- 
tain of the lands granted to the Northern Pacific Rai Company to 
aid in the construction ofa railroad from Lake Superior to Puget Sound, 
and to restore the same to settlement, and for other purposes, 

Mr. BERRY. Before that is done, I wish to say to the Senator 
from Florida that if this matter is connected with the yellow fever and 
it is important that it should be coysidered this morning, I will very 
cheerfully give way until to-morrow morning and allow the resolution 
to be taken up. I do not wish to interfere with a resolution of that 
character. 

Mr. CALL. I do not think its importance is sufficiently urgent to 
take the Senator off the floor. I appreciate his kindness, 

THE LOUISIANA ELECTION. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Inow ask the indulgence of the Senator from Ar- 
kansas [Mr. Berry] to allow me to give notice that as soon as he con- 
cludes his remarks I shall make an effort to bring before the Senate the 
resolution for the investigation of the Louisiana election. 

NORTHERN PACIFIC RAILROAD LANDS. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Arkansas [Mr. 
BERRY ] is entitled to the floor on the bill (S. 3504) restoring to the 
United States certain lands granted to the Northern Pacific Railroad 
Company, etc. 

Mr. BERRY. Mr. President, the bill now before the Senate proposes 
to forfeit all that portion of the public lands which were granted by 
Congress to the Northern Pacific Railroad Company which lie opposite 
to the uncompleted portions of the railway. It includes the land 
from Wallula, in Washington Territory, down to Portland, Oregon, 
and embraces between five and six millions of acres of the public 
lands which are proposed to be forfeited to the Government of the 
United States. This same forfeiture was included in a general for- 
feiture bill which passed the Senate some time ago. A bill forfeiting 
those public lands also passed the House of Representatives. These 
two bills are now in conference and include this with other land. The 
difference between the House and Senate on this question of the for- 
feiture of the public lands formerly granted for railroads consists in 
the amount of land that shall be forfeited and restored to the Govern- 
ment. The Democratic House of Representatives by their bill, the 
general forfeiture bill, proposes to forfeit all the lands granted to the 
Northern Pacific Railroad which lie between Bismarck and the city of 
Portland, in Oregon. TheSenate bill proposes to forfeit only the lands 
from Wallula down to Portland. The amount included in the House 
bill is about 36,000,000 acres; the amount included in the Senate bill is 
between five and six million acres, there being about 30,000,000 more 
acres of land forfeited by the House bill than by the Senate bill. 

Since those two bills have been before the conference committee my 
colleague in the House, Mr. MCRAr, introduced and had passed a bill 
which is now on the Calendar of the Senate, proposing to forfeit all 
the lands that were granted to the Northern Pacific Railroad between 
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Bismarck and Portland, being 36,000,000 acres, and some other lands 
included in the general land bill. 

The bill now before us, reported by the Republican majority of the 
Committee on Public Lands of the Senate, proposes only to forfeit that 
part from Wallulato Portland. The difference between the two Houses 
is that the Senate committee hold that Congress has no power to forfeit 
any lands save and except those that lie opposite the portions of the 
uncompleted road at the time of the passage of the act of forfeiture. 
The proposition of the House of Representatives is that as to all the 
lands opposite which the road was not completed within the time speci- 
fied in the granting act, at the expiration of that time, it is the duty of 
Congress to take from the railroad and restore to the public at large. 
This is the difference between Mr. McRar’s bill and the one now pending. 

The majority of the Senate committee are in favor of the bill reported 
by the Senator from Oregon [Mr. DoLPH]. I agree with the Demo- 
cratic House of Representatives, that it is the duty of Congress notonly 
to forfeit the lands included in this bill but also to forfeit all that por- 
tion of the land opposite the road that was not completed within the 
time specified by the act of Congress. 

The Senator from Kansas [Mr. PLUMB] said in his speech the other 
day that the Supreme Court had repeatedly decided that Congress had 
no power to make this forfeiture. I assert to-day, and I state to the 
Senator now, that he can not produce any decision of the Supreme Court 
of the United States to thateffect. It is true that the circuit court in 
the district of Oregon, with Judge Field presiding, did decide. as stated 
by the Senator from Kansas; but the precise question as to whether or’ 
not Congress has power to forfeit lands where the roads are not com- 
pleted within the time specified in the granting act has not been belore 
the Supreme Court of the United States, and my information is that 
there is no decision whatever upon it. 

Mr. President, this bill is brought forward by the Senator from 
Oregon with a great display of a desire to restore to the public domain 
the public lands of the country. He seems to take pride in finding 
one case where he can vote to take from railroad corporations Jands to 
which they were not entitled and give them back to the people of the 
country without injury to the road; but if any Senator or any citizen 
of the United States imagines that in the passage of this bill he is tak- 
ing anything that the Northern Pacific Railroad Company attaches 
any value to, I wish to disabuse his mind at once. The Northern Pa- 
cific Railroad Company long since abandoned this portion of the road. 
They have long since announced their determination not to build it. 
Another railroad has been built along the line where this was to have 
been constructed. There is no intention on the part of the Northern 
Pacific Railroad Company ever to build the road or claim the lands 
proposed to be forfeited by the Senator from Oregon. They lay no 
claim whatever to the land; they do not expect it; and when this bill 
is passed, although the land is forfeited, it does not deprive them of 
one dollar or one cent to which they attach any importance whatever, 
because they do not intend to build the road. 

The Senator from Oregon some time since in a speech on this ques- 
tion said that the Republican party and he had for a long time past 
favored the forfeiture of all the lands opposite the uncompleted por- 
tions of railroads. Two years ago a bill to forfeit the lands granted to 
the Northern Pacific Railroad Company was before the Senate, and at 
that time the Cascade branch was uncompleted and aconsiderable num- 
ber of acres, about three millions, of land lay along thatline where it 
was uncompleted and could have been forfeited; yet on the bill re- 
ported by the Committee on Public Lands of the Senate the Senator 
from Oregon in both cases voted to exempt from that forfeiture those 
lands lying along the uncompleted portion of the Cascade branch of 
the Northern Pacific Railroad. 

I simply refer to this to show that the claim set up by the Senator 
from Kansas [Mr. PLUMB] that the Republican party has been in 
favor of forfeiting lands that have been granted to these railroads is 
unfounded, and that whatever credit is due to any party for the for- 
feiture of these lands is due solely to the Democratic party. 


I will insert without reading, as part of my remarks, a table taken 
from the speech made by my colleague in the House, Mr. MCRAE, in 
which these forfeitures are set out, showing the amount restored under 
the Democratic administration: 


Land actually restored to the public domain, Acreage. 

Lands in nted railroad limits restored...........:.cc0:ssseeesesssenrenneeeeee 2,108, 417.38 

Railroad indemnity lands restored.......... «s| 21,323, 600,00 

Private land claims; withdrawn lands restored. ose 576, 000. 00 
Entries under pre-emption, homestead, timber-culture, desert. 
mineral,and timber land laws canceled in regular course of ex- 

amination and proceedings in General Land Office for aband: 

ment, illegality, and other causes ; 27, 460, 608. 74 

Invalid State selections, restored to United St 968, 747.52 
Total actually restored to the public domain and opened to 

entry and settlement,...........c.cccscsccccesseeeeeees seceeepecesesse seceenes 52, 437, 373.59 


Mr. President, in the elaborate speech made by the Senator from 
Kansas some days ago his object and purpose seemed to be to try to 
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convince the country that the Republican party was not only the triend 
of the people and the enemy of railroads, but that it was the enemy of 
all class legislation of every character. The entire speech contained 
those two ideas, and he was seeking upon the question of the disposi- 
tion of the public lands to show that the Republican party had been 
the friend of the people and not the friend of the railroads. 

That Republican leaders and Republican Senators should come for- 
ward to defend the acts and policy of Republican administrations when- 
ever and wherever it is possible to make defense is but natural; but 
that one so familiar with the history of public lands as the Senator from 
Kansas—and no one in the Senate is more so—should have the bold- 
ness to stand in his place and justify such a record as has been made 
by his party in the disposition of the public domain is to me a great 
surprise. 

The record of that party npon this question from beginning to end 
shows a disregard of the rights of the people and a subserviency to cor- 
porations tbat has no parallel even in the history of the Republican 
party, and that party from its nature, character, and principles has 
been, and is to-day, the friend, the champion, and the sworn ally of 
every combination, corporation, and trust that has for its object the 
accumulation of large tortunes by a few individuals at the expense of 
the mass of the American people. 

And yet the Senator from Kansas does not hesitate to declare that— 

The Democratic party has at all times sought to benefit the few atthe expense 
of the many. 

Mr. President, the Democratic party was organized to protect and 
defend the poor, the lowly, and the defenseless, and from that day 
until the present it has always been the champion and the friend of 
those who are compelled to labor for their daily bread. And the at- 
tempt to place the Republican party, with its record of the past twenty- 
five years upon the question of public lands, upon the ground always 
oceupied by the Democratic party is beyond even the powers of the 
Senator from Kansas himself. x $ 

The cardinal principle of the Republican party—the fundamental 
doctrine upon which it is based and without which it could not exist— 
is that it is the duty of the Government to force by law and by the 
strong handof power from the consumers of this country a large dona- 
tion of money to support in luxury and idleness, to which the great 
mass of the people are strangers. a comparatively few manufacturers, 
and the effect is to protect organized corporations and trusts, which, 
by combining with each other, are rapidly becoming stronger than the 
Government itself, and which, if not checked, will sooner or later dic- 
tate the price of the clothing and food for the entire American people. 
But in no part of the record of the Republican party has it been more 
clearly shown that it is a friend of the corporations and not the friend 
of the people, as asserted by the Senator, than in its dealing with the 
public lands. But before I present the facts and figures of the two 
parties upon this question of the disposition of the publie lands, I 
wish to answer some observations made by the Senator from Kansas 
upon some other points. 

The late Commissioner of the General Land Office, General Sparks, 
seems to have especially aroused not only the wrath of the Senator 
from Kansas, but that of most of the leaders of the Republican party, 
and they have applied to him every epithet of abuse that our language 
commands. I will simply say for General Sparks that while it may 
be true that he does not that judicial temper of mind, and did not 
always command that patience which is so necessary to the proper dis- 
charge of publie duties, yet he deserves the lasting gratitude of the 
American people for the bold and fearless manner in which he placed 
himself between those who sought to illegally appropriate the public 
lands and honest home seekers. And thousands of homestead settlers 
of the West will honor his name, and many of them will no doubt love 
him, for the enemies he has made. 

The Senator from Kansas especially and particularly criticised Gen- 
eral Sparks for his order of April 3, 1885, suspending entries in the 
West. The order is as follows: ` 


DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR, GENERAL LAND OFFICE, 

Order: : Washington, April 3, 1885. 

Final action in this office upon all entries of the public lands, except private 
cash entries and such scrip locations as are not SA ee ot as upon acts of settle- 
ment and cultivation, is suspended in the following locations, namely: All west 
of the first guide meridian west in Kansas, all west of range 17 in Nebraska, 
the whole of Colorado, except J&nds in the late Ute reservation, all of Dakota, 
Idaho, Utah, Washington, New Mexico, Montana, Wyoming, and Nevada, and 
that portion of Minnesota north of the indemnity limits of the Northern Pacific 
Railroad and east of the indemnity limits of the St. Paul, Minneapolis and Mani- 
toba Railroad. In addition, final action in this office will be suspended upon 
all timber entries under the act of June 3, 1878; also upon all cases of desert- 


land entries. 
WM. A, J. SPARKS, Commissioner, 
One would infer from the remarks of the Senator from Kansas that 
this order was without precedent, and that prior to that time no Com- 
missioner had ever issued a general order 0 ion. Yet we find 
Commissioner McFarland, on the 4th day of September, 1884—he be- 
ing a Republican Commissioner under a Republican administration— 


issuing the following order: 
SEPTEMBER 4, 1834. 
Suspend all pre-emption and commuted homestead entries in the Humboldt, 


Cal., land district. i 
N. ©. McFARLAND, Commissioner, 


1888. 
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And in August, 1883, and September, 1884, suspensions were ordered 
in California, in Oregon, in Washington Territory, and in New Mexico, 
which orders I here present: , 

DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR, GENERAL LAND OFFICE, 
Washington, D. C., September 17, 1884. 
Sim: In view of the fact that all timber-land entries in California which have 
not been examined by a agent are suspended, awaiting such examina- 
tion, I deem it best to give you some instructions in regard to your investiga- 
tions, so that the work can be facilitated and some acion can be taken on the 
entries by this office atas early date as possible, 


Respectfully, 


G. D. Orxer, 
Special Agent General Land Office, San Francisco, Cal. 


DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR, GENERAL LAND OFFICE, 
Washington, D. C., September 17, 1884. 
Sm: In view of the fact that all timber-land entries in Oregon which have not 
been examined by a special agent are suspended, awaiting such examinstion, 


Respectfully, 
: 7 J. D. SMITH, Acting Commissioner. 
James A. McCormick, 


Special Agent General Land Office, Roseburg, Oregon. 


DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR, GENERAL LAND OFFICE, 
Washington, D. C., September 17, 1884 
Sim: In view of the fact that all timber-land entries in Vancouver, Wash., land 
district which have not been cxamined by a special agent are suspended, 


Respectfully, 
As J. D. SMITH, Acting Commissioner. 


. STUBBS, 
Special Agent General Land Office, Vancouver, Wash. 
Usirep States LAND OFFICE, Olympia, Wash., January 18, 1388, 

Sm: I very y request that all the cash entries made fn agg pre-emp- 
tion declaratory statements in townships 16, 17, 18, 19, and 20 north, ranges 4, 5, 
6, 7, 8, 9, and 10 west of Willamette meridian be suspended and not patented un- 
til I have had an opportunity to examine them. Please place commuted 
homestead entries in same situation, as possibly fraudulent, The rainy season 
here at this time necessitates a A ger nement of the examination until some 
time later. Will you please notify, if consistent, the local office of your action, 
as it will enable me to seoure testimony. 


Very respectfully, 
y THOS, H. CAVANAUGH, Special Agent. 
Hon. COMXISSIONER GENERAL LAND OFFICE, 
Washington, D. C. 


Action on within entries and townships may be suspended. 


J. D. SMITH, Acting Commissioner. 


N. ©. MCF. 
[Telegram.] 


Las Cruces, N. MEX., August 13. 
COMMISSIONER GENERAL LAND OFFICE, 
Washington, D. C.: 

In my fragment all entries lying along Pecos River should be ordered sus- 
pended till examination can be made, 

I am satisfied that they need careful investigation. 

My address will be Santa Fé. My mail will be forwarded, 

s EDDY, Special Agent. 


DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR, GENERAL LAND OFFICE, 
Washington, D. C., August 16, 1883. 
Sm: Referring to your telegram of the 13th instant in relation to fraudulent 
entries along the Pecos River and recommending suspensions until inyange 


tions can be made, I have to inform you that the action suggested by you 
been mae A 
ery res; ully, 
i ; L. HARRISON, Acting Commissioner. 
H. H. Eppy, 


Special Agent General Land Ofice, Santa Fé, N. Mex. 


In referring to this order of suspension of General Sparks, the Sen- 
ator from Kansas endeavors to excite sectional feeling and sectional 
rejudices by saying, and that, too, right in the face of the order, 
‘t that the fraudulent line was drawn at the States recently in rebell- 
ion,” when but a moment before he had read the order making an ex- 
ception from said suspension of one-half of the Senator’s own State of 
Kansas. I doubt if it will be pleasant to the Senator’s constituents in 
Eastern Kansas to learn that he confounded them in a speech made in 
the United States Senate as *‘ falling in line with those recently in re- 
bellion.’ À 

Another exception in said order embraces very nearly the eastern 
half of Nebraska, and still the Senator from Kansas stands on this 
floorand coolly and deliberately charges in effect that the constituents of 
the honorable Senators from Nebraska who live east of range 17, in said 
State, ‘‘ fall within the line of the States recently in rebellion,” and yet 
neither of the honorableSenators feels himself called upon to refute this 
imputation against their constituents. 

The result of the Senator’s statement is to show, also, thatall that por- 
tion of Minnesota lying south of the indemnity limits of the Northern 
Pacific Railroad and west of the indemnity limits of the St. Paul, Min- 
neapolis and Manitoba Railroad, comprising about two-thirds of the 
great State of Minnesota (and which was excepted in said order), ‘‘ falls 
within the line of the States recently in rebellion.” The Senator had 
this order before him when he madethis statement. Why did he make 
it? He had just read the order; had often read it before, no doubt. 
Then why stand upon this floor and charge the citizens of two-thirds 
of the loyal State of Minnesota as ‘‘ falling within the line of the States 
recently in rebellion?” It is making false history. The portion of 
lands open to entry, and excepted in said order, in the States not re- 
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cently in rebellion, is estimated to be more than equal, if not double, 
to the public lands in ‘the States recently in rebellion,” and not in- 
cluded in said order; and yet the honorable Senator endeavors to make 
a sectional point out of this order. But in order to do so it must be 
accomplished at the expense of the loyalty of one-half of the citizens 
of his own constituency, one-half of the citizens of Nebraska, and two- 
thirds of the citizens of Minnesota. 

I insert a statement showing the estimate of acres left open to set- 
tlement in the States named after the order of April 3, 1885: 
APPROXIMATE ESTIMATE OF ACRES LEFT OPEN TO SETTLEMENT IN THE STATES 

NAMED AFTER THE ORDER OF APRIL 3, 1855, 
Late Ute reservation in Colorado.........:ccccsccceeseeees . 1,175,040 
All lands east of first guide meridian in Kansas ... . 24,525, 440 
All lands east of range 17 west (included), Nebras' . 19,682,799 
All lands except lands north of indemnity limits of Northern Pacific 

Railroad and east of indemnity limits of the St. Paul, Minneapolis 

and Manitoba Railroad, in Minnesota ...,......ccccpeeecsceseseseersenanenensens 


37,101, 440 


82, 434, 719 
estimate of acres of public lands in five Southern 


Approximate 
States—Alabama, Arkansas, Florida, Louisiana, and Mississippi— 


965, 424 
Excess of lands open to settlement in Colorado, Kansas, Nebraska, 

and Minnesota over the estimated public lands in Alabama, Arkan- 

sas, Florida, Louisiana, and Mississippi, or five and on 

as much. 69, 519, 295 

This statement shows that in those States which were loyal to the 
Union, and of which I have before spoken, 83,484,719 acres were ex- 
cepted from said order and left open to settlement, while the lands in 
the Southern States which were excepted only amounted to 12,965,- 
424 acres, leaving an excess open to settlement in these loyal States of 
69,519,295 acres. 

To what great stress for political campaign material must the Sena- 
tor be driven when he makes such reckless charges? He further 
criticises the order because it did not apply to private cash entry, war- 
rant, and scrip locations. The Senator’s experience must teach him 
that frauds in the acquiring of lands are not apt to be perpetrated in 
these classes of entries, as they amount to a sale by the Government 
to the citizen. The only question with them is as to the payment of 
the money or the genuineness of the warrants. No settlement, resi- 
dence, cultivation, or improvement is required, as is the case in home- 
stead, pre-emption, desert-land, and other entries. 

It is in the pretended compliance with these conditions where the 
frauds are perpetrated, and it was reported by Republican special 
agents that these conditions were not being complied with in many 
cases. In some of the instances the entrymen were mythical, in others 
they were in the employ of large syndicates endeavoring to secure con- 
trol of large tracts of land in the Northwest for speculative purposes, 
controlling water privileges, getting possession of the most valuable 
timber and coal land under the guise of home-seekers, using their paid 
hirelings to make the applications and do the swearing. Yet the Sen- 
ator attempts to torture this order into an effort on the part of a Dem- 
ocratic Administration to discriminate against homestead-seckers and 
in favor of corporations, 

Another inconsistency of the Senator is that he dwells upon this order 
of the late Commissioner of the General Land Office as evidence of his 
design and of that of the present Administration, to discriminate against 
the home seekerand in favor of therailroad. And yet before he closes 
his speech he charges that ex-Commissioner Sparks was deposed by the 
President, upon the advice of Secretary Lamar, because he was too 
greatly in favor of home seekers and too much opposed to railroads. 
This is blowing hot and cold with the same breath. When it is the 
Senator’s purpose to incite the settlers against the present Administra- 
tion, he charges that they are not fairly treated when in conflict with 
railroad interests, and when he discovers that such a charge against 
Sparks can not be sustained, then he charges that the ex-Commissioner 
was deposed because he was too favorable to private settlers. 

Another charge against the Administration upon which the Senator 
dwells at great length is that special agents of the Land Office are em- 
ployed—‘‘spies,’’ he calls them—and one would infer from his remarks 
that the present system originated under a Democratic organization, 
when as a matter of fact the system was begun under a Republican ad- 
ministration. The charge of widespread fraud in the acquiring of the 
public land did not originate with the late Commissioner Sparks. 
And to prove this I only have to refer to Secretary Teller’s report to \ 
Congress, 1882, page 20; 1883, pages 30, 31, and 32; report of 1884, 
pages 14, 15, 16, and 17; also Commissioner McFarland’s report of 
1882, pages 11 to 13. 

The special agent system, so unmercifully denounced by the Senator 
from Kansas, was found in full-fledged condition, and presided over, I 
believe, by one of the friends of the Senator from Kansas, when the 
present Administration took control of the General Land Offiee, and 
had been so organized because of the representations made by Secre- 
tary Teller and Commissioner McFarland of the widespread frauds 
that prevailed in the acquisition of the public lands by corporations 
and speculators and the spoliation of valuable timber growing upon 
the same. ‘This branch of the special service of the General Land 
Office as to timber stealing was inaugurated in 1882, and was not a de- 
vice inaugurated by a Democratic executive department to ‘‘ harass 
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and annoy the poor settlers.” At the incoming of the present Admin- 
istration there were already sixty-nine special agents inspecting these 
entries. 

They were appointed by a Republican administration, not only be- 
cause they were Republicans, but we will charitably suppose, as a mat- 
ter of course, because they were thought to be men of honor and in- 
tegrity. And Inowrefer you to the several reports made by Republican 
special agents, appointed by a Republican Secretary. ‘These will be 
found in the annual report of the Commissioner of the General Land 
Office of 1885, pages 48 to 64. These reports were made by the Sen- 
ator’s political friends—some of whom, no doubt, were appointed upon 
his recommendation—and I desire to read here a short extract from 
Commissioner McFarland’s report, 1885: 


At the outset of my administration I was confronted with overwhelming evi- 
dences that the public domain was being made the prey of unserupulous specu- 
lation and the worst forms of land monopoly through systematic frauds carried 
on and consummated under the public laws. My predecessor had for three 
gos called the attention of Congress to the extent and magnitude of fraudu- 

ent appropriation of public land, and, as shown by his general and special re- 


ports, had found it n to suspend the issue of patents in several States 
hg eraoro aa either whats: or in certain classes of entries and special dis- 
tricts of this country. 


It would, therefore, appear that Commissioncr Sparks was not the 
first Commissioner of the General Land Office to suspend entries in 
States or Territories wholly or in part. Andit was from these agents— 
appointed by a Republican Commissioner—from whom first came the 
i of fraud against the entryman. And because the present Ad- 
ministration credited the former official representation of a Republican 
Secretary of the Interior, and a Republican Commissioner of the Gen- 
eral Land Office, and the reports of Kepublican special agents, after 
they had made examinations in the field, and attempted with what 
means it had at its command to eliminate these fraudulent entries from 
the genuine ones, and to check such attempts in future, that now the 
cry is raised by the Senator from Kansas that the whole thing is ‘‘a 
device of this Administration to oppress honest settlers.” 

Mr. President, it is difficult to reconcile these reckless statements of 
the Senator from Kansas with the belief that I have always entertained, 
that the Senator desires to be fair and just. 

Having shown the origin of what the Senator from Kansas denomi- 
nates as the ‘spy system,” having referred to the representations of a 
Republican Secretary and a Repablican Commissioner of the General 
Land Office, officially made, as the reason for inaugurating the system, 
having read the official reports of Republican special agents, I now 
wish to submit and have read a statement compiled from the official 
records of the General Land Office as to what has been accomplished 
under the present Administration in the way of correcting fraudulent 
entries, removing unlawful inclosures of the cattle kings from the peo- 

le’s land, recovering money from wealthy syndicates, and for unlaw- 
ully appropriating the people’s timber, a record of which any admin- 
istration may be proud. ‘The statement shows as follows: 
Results accomplished in the timber-depredation branch of the special service, 
General Land Office, sinee March 4, 1885. 


$215, 147. 83 
5, 774, 272. 84 
2, 082, 236. 72 


3) 795, 620.99 


*Seven hundred and sixty-seven of the criminal prosecutions recommended 
for the last fiscal year were on complaints of individua 


Amount of j ents recovered: 
March 4, 1885, to June 30, 1885 (estimated)............ .- $30,000. 00 
July 1, 1855, to June 30, 1886 (from official reco: . 101,086.44 
July 1, 1886, to June 30, 1887 (from official records), . 128,642.09 
July 1, 1887, to June 30, 1888 (from official records) 2.0... ccc Zeersecereeeeee 128, 522. 64 


Total amount recovered ......ssssssssssosssssesssosssessesessessénsoussse:nsesssee S88, 201,17 

Civil suits pending June 30, 1888, 461; amount involved, $6,332,812.64. Crimi- 
nal prosecutions ng, 604, 

This is but a short statement, but it shows that something at least 
has been accomplished by these special agents under Democratic rule, 
so unmercifully denounced by the Senator from Kansas. The state- 
ment shows that legal proceedings have been recommended involving 
$11,867,278.38, It shows that judgments have already been recovered 
to the amount of $388,251.17. Itshows that proceedings are still pend- 
ing involving $6,332,812.64. And I wish to call the especial attention 
of the Senator from Kansas to the following statement: 

At the beginning of this Administration there were found of the pub- 
lic domain, inclosed by cattle companies and syndicates, without any 
authority of law, 7,224,070 acres, of which 1,452,060 acres were in 
Kansas alone, 

Commissioner McFarland had called attention to these trespasses 
on the public lands, but was powerless, it seemed, to remedy them. 
(See Land Office Reports 1882, 1883, 1884.) His special agents and 
local officers were given interests in the syndicates and took no action 
against them. 

President Cleveland promptly took hold of the subject, and by his 
proclamation of 1885 forever broke up this practice, and I ask to insert 
the proclamation as part of my remarks. 


PROCLAMATION BY THE PRESIDENT. 
By the President of the United States of America, a proclamation : 


Whereas the public policy demands that the public domain shall be reserved 
for the occupancy of actual settlers in good faith, and that our people who seek 
homes upon such domain shall in nowise be prevented by any wrongful inter- 
ference from the safe and free entry thereon, to which they may be entitled; and 

Whereas to secure and maintain this beneficent policy, a statute was passed 
by the of the United States on the 25th day of February, in the year 
1885, which declared to be unlawful all inclosures of any public lands in any State 
or Territory, to any of which lands included within said inclosure the n, 
party, on, or corporation making or controlling such inelosure bad no 
claim or color of title, made or acquired in good faith oran asserted right thereto 
by or under aclaim made in good faith, with a view to entry thereof at the 
proper land office, and which statute also prohibited any person force, 
threats, intimidation, or by any fencing or inclosure or other unlawful means 
proveeton. or obstructing any person from peaceably entering upon or estab- 

ishing settlement or residence on any tractof ic land, subject tosettlement 
or entry under the public-land laws of the United States, and from preventing 
or obstructing free paeteue ane transit over or tonga the public lands; and 

Whereas it is by the section of said act provided as follows: That the 

t is hereby authorized to take such means as shall be necessary to re- 
move and destroy any unlawful inelosure of any of said lands, and to employ 
civil or military force as may be necessary for that purpose;” and 

Whereas it has been brought to my knowledge that unlawful inclosures, and 
such as are prohibited by the terms of the aforesaid statute, exist upon the pub- 
lic domain. and that actual legal settlement thereon is prevented and obstructed 
by such inclosures and force, thri and intimidation: 

Now therefore, I. Grover Cleveland, President of the United States, do hereby 
order and direct thatany and every unlawfuli nclosure of the public lands, main- 
tained by any person, association, or corporation, be immediately removed, and 
I do hereby forbid any person, association, or corporation from preventing or 
obstructing, by means of such inclosu: or by force, threats, or intimidation, 
any person entitled thereto from peaceably entering upon and establishing a 
settlement or residence on any part of such public land which is subject toentry 
and settlement under the laws of the United States; and I command and re- 
quire each and every officer of the United States, m whom etmy is legally 
devolved, to cause order to be obeyed, and all the provisions of the act of 
Congress herein mentioned to be faithfully enforced, 

In testimony whereof, I have hereunto set my hand and caused the seal of tho 
United States to be affixed. 


Do ity of Washi this 7th day of August, 1 d 
pentenss Wf the OTa Sela AAA BE TIAR A a E 
U. 5, SEAL, | GROVER CLEVELAND. 

the President: 
T. F. BAYARD, 
Secretary of State. 
Acres. 

At the end of the fiscal year 1888, of the public land there 
had been removed unlawful inclosures from --_-_--...---. 4, 500, 390 
There was in process of removal_...-.----------..-..-.- 136, 896 
Total removed or being removed -.-..---..-..--... 4, 637, 286 

Acres, 

Proceedings instituted for removal from......- , 566 

Awaiting investigation and action .......--.-- 2, 001, 218 
2, 586, 784 
7, 224, 070 
In Kansas; = 
Removals from 1, 169, 560 
Being removed when last inspected-.-----.---.---. 90, 500 
1, 260, 060 


This Democratic Administration was mercilessly denounced by tho 
Senator from Kansas for doing that which its Republican predecessors 
dared not do. It took by the throat these Western cattle syndicates 
and removed them from the people’s land and restored to the home- 
seekers of the West almost 5,000,000 acres of land, and yet the Senator 
says that the Democratic party has been the friend of the few rather 
than the friend of the many ! 

I further desire to submit the following responses from some of the 
registers and receivers of the General Land Office, principally in the 
Senator’s own State of Kansas, in response to a circular letter of in- 
quiry addressed te them by Commissioner Stockslager, June 6, 1888. 
They speak for themselves and need no comment. The information 
will not alone prove instructive to the Senator from Kansas, but to 
many others also, and it will be very gratifying to tho lovers of honesty, 
the enemies of fraud, and to the millions of homeless citizens, to learn 
that the time when, as under past administrations, wealthy syndicates 
and powerful corporations could and did monopolize little kingdoms 
of the people’s land intended for homes for the homeless is past, and 
that under the reform Administration of Grover Cleveland it has been 
checked, and that it, like many other evils that have grown upon our 
body politic as so many cancers eating at the vitals of the people, will 
soon be numbered with the things of the dead past. The following is 
the letter of the Commissioner, and responses: 

Under date of June 6, I addressed to the registers and receivers of the 
ann a offices throughout the Territories and land States the following 
etter, : 


“DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR, GKSERAL LAND OEFICE, 
“ Washington, D. O., June 6, 1838. 

“ GENTLEMEN : Having commenced the compilation of data and information to 
be embraced in my next annual report, I desire you to furnish me as soon as 
practicable all information from your office that in your jadgment would be 
— ie coun’ to the public, but especially do I want information upon the 

wing is: 

“1. Has the attempt to improperly acquire the-public domain, under any of 
the existing land Jaws, decreased or increased since your incumbency? And if 
any ae causes, x 

32, Wi your district, under which of the existing laws, by which tho pub- 
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lic domain may be seg are the most attempts made to improperly acquire 
lands, and what, in your judgment, the cause of same? 
- “3. In what proportion are the speculative attempts to enter lands as com- 
pared with those of home-seekers? 

“4. Any and all other useful information touching the land interest in your 


district, to be furnished in a close and concise form on or before the Ist of August 


next. 
“S, M. STOCKSLAGER, Commissioner. 

“REGISTER and RECEIVER.” 

My object in calling for this report from the local officers wasthis: The policy 
ofthe present Administration in requiring a full and substantial compliance 
with the various laws for the disposition of the public lands and in vigorously 
investigating charges of fraud perpetrated against the Government been 
enforced now for over three years, I desired to ascertain from those having 
charge of the actual work of disposing of the lands and cousing into direct con- 
tact with the people whether any results have been accomplished by these ef- 
forts, which had for their object the repression of the evils and abuses which 
had grown up under former administrations, and which have been fully treated 
by my predecessor in his aport $ 

‘The result of this call has been astonishing as well as gratifying. Responses 
have been received from fifty-seven offices, in twelve out of the n AE public- 
Jand States and seven out of the eight Territories, to wit: Alabama, Arkansas, 
California, Colorado, Kansas, Minnesota, Mississippi, Missouri, Nebraska, Ne- 
vada, Oregon, Wisconsin, Dakota, Idaho, Montana, New Mexico, Washington, 
Wyoming, and Utah, 

fA response to the first question, forty-six of the reports indicate a decrease of 
attempts to improperly acquire the public domain, and most of them do this in 
most emphatic terms. No report ofan increase been received, al five 
substan y record no decrease, while six are silent on the point, The reports 
as to the causes of this marked decrease in such illegal attempts are various. A 
large majority of the reports ascribe the great improvement in such matters to 
the rigid rulings of the office and the Department, the closer scrutiny exercised 
by the local officers under official regulations in taking final proofs, and the use 
of the new forms for taking proof and the cross-examination provided for. A 
large percentage of the reports gave as one of the most marked causes of im- 
provement the active and efficient services of the special agents of the office. 

It is remarkable how these officers, scattered over all parts of the country, 

in the opinion that the timber-culture and pre-emption laws and the com- 
mutation feature of the homestead law furnish the readiest means fos pines 3 
public lands improperly, while in the States and Territories where lan 
entries are allowed that provision of the law is also generally condemned. In 
these particulars the responses of the local officers very signally ment and 
supplement my reports on pending proposed legislation as to the disposal of 
the public lands heretofore made to Congress and further treated of elsewhere 
herein. In this connection I call special attention tothe report of the register 
atthe Duluth (Minn.) office with regard to threatened frauds under the recent 
act of February 8, 1887, allotting landsin severalty to non-reservation Indians. 
I also call special attention to the language of the register at Wichita, Kans., 
giving his reasons for believing that the homestead law alone should be re- 
tain x, 


The fifty-seven reports mentioned are printed herewith evenat the risk of in- 
creasing my report to more than its usval length, for the reason that I think 
they present a remarkable showing and furnish useful information as to the 
act workings of the present laws and regulations, and give many sugges- 
tions that may be valuable in shaping legislation and official action in the 
future. 

Said reports are as follows: 

' WICHITA, KANS, 


Frank Dale, register of the land office at Wichita, Kans., on July 21, 1888, 
writes: : 

“There is now in this district no organized effort upon the part of individuals 
or corporations to acauire lands from the Government fraudulently. Prior to 
the change of Administration there were numerous cattle syndicates organized 
in the southern portion of this State, many of which were in the district, and 
such syndicates acquired quite large tracts of land. The methods of their ille- 

work are now well known, and since we have had charge of this office they 
ve ceased in their illegal attempts. The reasons for such cessation are well 
known here. The final proofs are carefully scrutinized, and if they serene atall 
suspicious further proof or special examination of the condition of improve- 
ments, settlement, residence, etc., is made. But we think the vigorous prose- 
cution upon the part of the Government as instituted under the system of spe- 
cial agents vae piobahiy done more to paralyze the syndicates than all the other 
causes combined, 

“In this district thousands of acres of land fraudulently entered during the 

ears 1883, us and 1885 have been restored to the public domain and held for 

nest settlers, 

The restoration has been accomplished by the hearings instituted by the 
General Land Office through the ial agent and this office. The only objec- 
tion that is urged against this work that is worthy of consideration is that it 


disquiets the title to lands in dispute, and in some instances isa hardship against 
jers who desire to sell their land or borrow money upon thesame. e iare: 
g into 


fore suggest that the investigation set on foot for the purpose of 
the character of the nira a conducted as speedily as possible. Under the 
existing laws, to wit, ho: pre-emption, and timber-oulture, the home- 
stead law only should be retained; even the commutation portion of that law 
should be abrogated. The homestead law requiring five x residence upon 
and improvement of the land fulfills the destiny for which it was intended. 

“The man who lives for five years upon 160 acres of land usually hasthesame 
in such a state of cultivation that he can support himself and family from the 

roceeds of the farm. They also become attached to the place and have an af- 
Tectionsse regard for their home, They can hardly be induced tosell theirland 
or impair their title by mortgaging the same. Consequently the Government 
hasa Grape contented, and self-supporting family, atestimonyto the wisdom 
of the law under which they acquired title to their homes, 

= pre-emption law has long outlived its usefulness, A family settles upon 
m the same but ashort time, makes final proof, mort- 
gages the land for a few hundred dollars, stays upon the land until its money is 
exhausted; the interest upon the mortgage falls due, is unable to make pay- 
ment, sells out for a small premiuni above the amount named in the mortgage, 
nee veg ois passes to the mortgagee. Asa means of getting a family a home 

is a failure. 

“The person settling upon the land has not resided on the same long enough 
to become attached to it; he was compelled to mortgage the land for the pur- 
pose of securing money to pay for the same, and not the land in such a 
productive condition that he could make a living off of the tract. The rate of 
interest to new settlers is always usurious, If the pre-emption law is to remain 
in force it should be amended so that a pre-emptor can not prove up under 
three years, and he should not be compelled to pay more than one-eighth of the 
poss price when final proof is sope the remainder of the same due to 

paid in installments with a low rate of interest. The timber-culture law 
should never have been enacted. In nine cases out of ten it is used for 


a quarter-section, lives u 


specu- 


cases, several relinquishments frequently to members of the same family; and, 
further, that the land is finally entered under the homestead or pre-emption 


law. 

“The writer of this letter settled upon a homestead near this place in 1872 
and lived upon the same a number of years. The opportunity for observin; 
the workings of the different laws has been apis, anda firm conclusion 
that all laws except the homestead act should be repealed if we would hold the 
public domain for those persons who desire to obtain a home. 

“ From a careful estimate I do not think that 5 per cent. of the lands entered 
at this office during the past three years have been fraudulently entered.” 


LAENED, KANS. 

Register Henry W. Scott and Receiver H. M. Bickel, of the Larned land office, 

under date of July 27, 1888, report: 

“The decrease in attempts to improperly acquire the public domain during 
ca Roan t Administration is almost unprecedented, the principal reasons for 
w. ng— 

“I. We have had a special agent here in the person of Clarke S. Rowe, who 
was an indefatigable worker, and the exposures resulting from his investiga- 
tions have had a wholesome and lasting effect. 

“2. The Perea final proof blanks are far superior to those formerly in use, 
the forms being a statement of the facts in the case, while old ones were 
more of a conclusion of what the law requires. This was particularly true upon 
the question of residence. The questions in the new forms are so constructed 
and arranged that bad faith on the part of the claimant is readily discerned from 
that alone, when final proofs are rejected from this cause. Not more than 5 per 
cent. of such rejected proofs are appealed from this office, and in the act poe 
of instances the claimant returns to his land, and his next proof shows com- 
pliance with the law. 

“3. The fact that notaries public can no longer take final proofs is also an im- 
portant factor in preventing frauds. While notaries public were taking proofs 
the competing for this class of business was so t that the officer was often 
the zealous agent of the claimant, and his worth was measured by his ability to 
* get proofs through the local office.’ If the law could be so modified that but 
one officer in each county could be authorized to take final proofs, it would de- 
stroy the competitive scramble for this class of business entirely, and instead of 
an officer being interested in securing favorable action on the proof, he would 
be mare Niay to act as an officer, and be just to both the claimantand the Goy- 
ernmen' É 

“The most attempts made to impro; acquire the publie domain are made 
under the pre-emption and commutation laws, The principal reason for which 
results from the fact that the entryman can reside for six months upon the 
Jand, the time required by law, and upon proving the same up can secure a 
loan from Eastern and European capitalists upon his land for a much greater 
sum than the land will sell for. The money is handled mostly by irresponsible 
local agents, 90 per cent. of whom have no interest in the matter, except the 
2 or 3 per cent, they receive for making such Ioan. The fruits of these inju- 
dicious investments will be reaped when the mortgage becomes due, unless the 
price of land advances tenfold or more within a few years. Single men and 
women are induced by these agente to file upon land with the promise of a 
stipulated sum in the shape of a loan when aay Raye lived upon it the re- 
quired length of time and have secured their final receipt. 

“The claimants in such cases only estimate the amount of money they can 
earn, calculating the time actually employed in making a satisfactory showing 
to the —— and receiver, whereby they can secure a final receipt from the 
receiver for their final entry fees. This is particularly true of the Osage trust 
and diminished reserve Indian Jands. We are of the opinion that fully 75 per 
cent. of these lands are acquired with speculative intent, and the pp AnA, of 
Hon. Acting Secre! Muldrow in the case of the United States us. W: : 
et al. (volume 5, Land Decisions, page 303) has contributed | y to this. The 
six weeks required to publish notice of intention to make proof is often re- 
gerne as the maximum period of occupancy, and it is often ety argued 
that residence upon such land is not necessary. We find that most claimants 
are not aware that they are not complying with the intent and spirit of the law, 
but inquiry discloses the real speculator to be some loan agent or other person 
residing in the little villages near the land. 

“In making original entry under the timber-culture law the speculation is 
also great. Fifty per cent. of timber-culture entries are made with a view to 
holding them for a few years and then selling the relinquishment at an advance. 
The General Land Office circular of March 19, 1887, holding that speculation in 
relinquishments is cause for the disbarment of attorneys has done much towards 
remedying that evil. 

“The extreme and unusual drought last year did much to disco settlers, 
and many persons who made settlement in the best of faith have com- 
pelled to abandon their claims, and on this account it has been often difficult to 
determine whether or not individual cases are meritorious or otherwise. Ithas 
been understood to be the policy of the General Land Office in such casestogive 
the claimant the benefit of the doubt. Agreeable to this policy, our course can 
best be illustrated by our record of rejected proot. For the year ending June 
30, 1887, we rejected 307 final proofs, but for the year ending June 30, 1888, there 
were only 124 rejected. 

““On account of the drought no reliable data can be given as to the probable 

reentage of speculative attempts to enter lands as compared with those of 

ome-seekers, 

“The policy of the Administration to have none but honest, competent men 
in the land service has been conspicuously demonstrated in this State by the 
removal of the er of this office for corruption and general unfitness forthe 
discharge of the duties incumbent upon such an officer, The said removal has 
done much in Kansas to give the A gio ter confidence in the honest inten- 
tions of the Administration and the resolute will of the Chief Executive to put 
such intentions into the strictest execution. 


“This office has been for years surrounded and the district has been infested 
with an unsavory alliance of pretended land attorneys and loan is who 
eir con- 


bave been practicing their piracies apoi the unsuspicious settlers. 
duct has long since become unbearable, and all attempts to subdue them have 
proved fruitless until the removal ot the ister aforesaid. Since that event 
we have inaugurated a reform in this respect. Three land attorneys at Larned 
have been disbarred, and one at Medicine Lodge, Kans, , all of whom are await- 


ing appeals.” 
GARDEN CITY, KANS, 


Register C. F. M. Niles and Receiver S. Thanhouser, of Garden City land 
office, Kansas, under date of June 18, 1888, write: 

“The operation of the timber-culture laws in this district is a farce. It is al- 
most impossible to raise trees tbere without irrigation at t expense. We 
may safely say that 95 per cent. of the timber-culture entries are speculative. 
It is a difficult matter to ascertain the good faith of many claimants under the 
pre-emption laws, and who avail themselves of the privileges of the commuta- 
tion clause under the homestead laws, because many claimants make proof in 
the shortest possible time, within six months from date of settlement. If good 
ab meansseeking a home, all of these quick, short-time cash entries are specu- 


ve. 

“ Long residence is the only sensible measure of good faith, The greater the 
improvements larger the loan obiainable. Thus a settler may live on a 
tract only six months, have improvements worth $500, and not be a home-seeker, 
On the other hand, a settler may have improvements worth only $50, live on # 
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tract actually and constructively for two nega aos be a genuine home-secker, 
‘The cause of fraud and speculation is wholly short residence. In our opinion 
the law should be either a downright purchase without residence or a residence 
without purchase, and the former is vbjectionable for a multitude of reasons. 
* * * Asa matter of fact, fear of contest causes compliance with the law in 
mane cases. 

“ We would recommend legislation that would make the attendance of wit- 
nesses, particularly in United States cases, compulsory. If this were brought 
about, in conjunction with the reforms of the Department in the matters of the 
registration of all notices, the accuracy of rulings, and the strict requirements 
in the matter of servicesand posting of notices, the improvement would be com- 


“The aemp to improperly acquire the public domain : ince our incumbency 
(two and a half to three years ago) has dec: The pi aary cause is the efti- 
ciency and rigor in the service and the investigations and requirements of this 
Administration. [Here they refer to facts showing the general evidence of loose- 
ness characteristic of the poron administration.) Affairs were wildly chaotic 
and strongly lethargic. ere, then, is the cause of canses in the decrease of at- 
tempts to improperly acquire the publicdomain, This Administration tight- 
ened up the loose strings, enforced existing le, tion, issued new forms of final 
proof blanks that went to the very bottom of the individual settler’s compliance 
with the Jaw, gave this land district a special agent to personally Taroa 
fraud, rendered decisions that peers insisted upon tie meaning of the 
law, and put to flight many would-be fraudulententrymen. Energy and system 
aided the reform, and another cause for decrease in fraudulent entries within the 
time of our incumbency is the rapid settlement of this Jand district and the con- 
sequent enhancement in value of the lands. Settlers have often been obliged to 
comply with the law because of fear of a contest. Entrymen have often become 
actual settlers because of the increased value of the land.” 


SALINA, KANS, 


Receiver O. F. Sear), of the Salina land office, Kansas, under date of July 9, ! 
1888, writes: 
** Attempts to improperly acquire title (i. e., to procure patent) to public land 
is much greater under the pre-emption law and the commuted homestead law, 
while the law under which lands are mostly held for speculative purposes un- 
der original entries is the timber-culture act. The reason for this is that under 
the timber-culture act any geo can hold for $14 a greater section of land for 
one year; in other words, he gets an option for ane year on 160 acres of land 
for $14. For $10 more (the expense of breaking 5 acres) will extend his option 
for another year, and for less than $20 more he can hold it for the third nar 
thus, for less than a greater section ean be held for three years, and this in 
ions of country where lands are rapidly increasing in value is a great temp- 
tation to many. 
“Attempts to improperly acquire the publicdomain have decrensed since our 
incumbency in September, 1836, especially under the homestead and pre-em 
tion laws, caused toa t extent by the new and improved blanks used in 
making final proof, and, we think, to some extent, from the greatly increased 
number of final proofs rejected by this office for non-compliance with the law. 
The records show an increase of several hundred per cent. of rejected proofs 
over former years, and very few are appealed from. 
“fT am of opinion that 75 per cent. of the timber-culture entries are made with 

a view of getting the increased value of the land, and not with the intention of 
acquiring title under the law. The records of this office show the timber-cult- 
ure entries made up to July 1, 1888, number 4,244; that to same date only 315 
final certificates have been issued. Up to July 1, 1879, 2,621 entries were made, 
all of which were eligible by lapse of time to have made final proof on or before 
July 1, 1887; but the actual number made was 273. During the six months end- 
ing December 31, 3878, 226 entries were made, and of these only 23 remain intact 
on the books, and only 18 have passed to final certificate. A large majority of 
the entries now of record, on which final proof has not been made, are now in 
the hands of second to fifth cntrymen. These facts force mo to the opinion as 
stated above. 
“The matter of hearing in land entries is of much importance and could be 
made of great service to the Government in preventing fraudulent entries. 
Prior to July 1, 1886, but one case is of record in this office. Since then about 
twelve hearings have been ordered and trial had on most of them. In the first 
cases the special agent succeeded very well in procuring witnesses, as it was 
not generally known by the people that when summoned by the special agent 
that they were not compelled to obey. But this soon became known, and to a 
t extent by information given by defendants through their attorneys, so 
that itis almost impossible to procure desirable witnesses, It is a very easy 
matter for defendants to persuade all witnesses whom they do not desire to 
have testify againstthem notto appear. The consequence is that the case must 
be heard with such witnesses as the defendant may choose shall testify against 
him,and no others. Trials of this kind are farcical, and unless the Department 
can be granted some compulsory process it is almost useless to continue the 
trial of cases on report of special agents.” 


CONCORDIA, KAYS. 


Register Samuel Demersand Receiver Carnehan, of the Concordia land office, 
Kansas, under date of June 11, 1888, state: 
“Since our incumbency there has been a marked and distinctive improve- 
ment in public sentiment, backed and sustained by the settler on the domain, 
that none of those who have not honestly complied with the requirements of 
the several Jaws shall obtain title to any of; he lands This talk about casting 
a cloud on every settler’s home is not heard of among the honest settlers. They 
rather court investigation, and they want the land speculator to go far hence. 
$+  * Jt is almost impossible to successfully smuggle a final proof through.” 


WA KEENEY, KANS. 


Register W, C. L. Beard and Receiver John Schuyler, of the Wa Keeney land 
office, Kansas, under date of July 12, 1888, state: 

“The attempt to improperly acquire title to land has decreased since our in- 
cumbency, for the following reasons: À 

“The rulings and requirements ofthe Department have been so modified that 
it is now possible to force a more strict compliance with the law. 

“The public domain in this district is becoming exhausted, and each settler 
is in a measure driven to comply with the law from fear of others taking advan- 
tage of their failure. 

“In the past the most attempts to acquire lands improperly were made under 
the second section, act of June 15, 1880; but as this kind of entries do not frequently 
occur now, we believe the most attempts are now made in pre-emption entries 
and in commutation of homestead entries, the great majority of the above being 
made at the earliest ible moment, the bare residence of six months being 
really the only definite requirement of law. 

“We believe that 75 per cent. of the entries made are speculative, i, e., those 
made and proyed up under the homestead,” , 


LAS CRUCES, N. MEX. 


Edmund G. Shields, register of the Jand office at Las Cruces, N. Mex., on July 
23. 1888, writes: 
“There has been but little attempt since my incumbency to acquire title 
through fraud to the public domain. A 
“J attribute the decrease to the vigilance of the Administration in protecting 


the public lands from inroads, and the vigorous examinations made necessary 
of claimants and witnesses when proofs are made, The change has made the 
would-be perjurer afraid. Again, I must say that many of the cases which are 
reported as fraudulent, are so simply from the lax ypannerin which the former 
administration permitted entries, The system was 80 loose that by custom to 
the Renee generally it became law. Thousandsof acres of land have been held 
under the desert-land act for three years. This was accomplished by making 
the first payment of 25 cents, which operated as a lease for three years, This 
office notified such claimants and restored to the settlers thousands of acres 
of such entries.” 

While the reports of the ts employed for the protection of the 
public lands are made on each separate individual entry examined, yet 
the fact is that the greater part of the time of theagents has been spent 
in investigating groups of entries charged to have been made in the 
interest of companies or of single individuals who were attempting to 
acquire title to large tracts of the public domain through the agency of 
their employés. 

For instance, in California Jast year one agent investigated the 
methods which had been followed in making timber-land entries in 
the redwood forests of the Humboldtregion. By reason of his careful 
work Commissioner Stockslager, on March 29, 1888, held forty-one of 
these entries for cancellation, covering the finest timber lands, of the 
estimated value of $11,000,000 in one district alone. 

Here is one of these cascs reported by one of these spies, as the Sen- 
ator from Kansas calls them. This English company—a foreign com- 
pany—had invested and had combined through their employés to steal 
from the Government of the United States the finest timber land in the 
redwood district of California; and yet this Democratic Administration, 
which the Senator says has been the friend of the few as against the 
wey, through Commissioner Stockslager, in 1888, restored to the pub- 
Ho aomata and broke up these entries for lands, amounting to $11,000,- 
It was clearly shown that these entries were made by irresponsible 
parties, who were paid by the ‘*‘ Humboldt Redwood Company ’”’ for 
their services in making the entries, and who conveyed the lands to 
said company as soon as final certificate had issued. At the same time 
suits were also recommended by the Commissioner to vacate patents 
which had issued on one hundred and fifty-one similar entries prior to 
the discovery of their fraudulent character, all of which were made in 
the interest of said company, a corporation organized in Scotland for 
= purpose of securing a monopoly of the redwood forests of Cali- 

ornia. 

Another agent, in the same State, has investigated a large number 
of pre-emption and commuted homestead entries made upon lands val- 
uable solely for their timber, made for the purpose of transferring them 
to speculators, He also examined last year a group of timber-land en- 
tries covering 12,000 acres in the Visalia and Stockton districts, and 
found that they had all been transferred to a San Francisco firm, who, 
it was charged, had induced the entrymen to take up these lands for 
the benefit of the firm. 

So, in Oregon, a group of eleven desert entries, covering 6,000 acres, 
were investigated, five of them made in the interest of one man and six 
in the interest of another. . 

Six pre-emption, homestead, and desert entries on 2,400 acres were 
found to have been made by the employés of a firm of stockmen for 
their benefit. 

In Washington Territory one agent was employed in conducting 
trials in seventeen pre-emption and timber-land entries on 2,700 acres, 
all made in the interest of a firm of Michigan lumbermen, to whom the 
lands were all transferred immediately after entry. Twenty-one other 
entries in the same Territory on 3,360 acres, all made for the benefit of 
a single land-grabber, were investigated. 

In New Mexico a single line of investigation involved forty-five en- 
tries on about 7,000 acres, extending 15 or 20 miles along the Arroya 
Tequexquite. These lands were conveyed to a cattle company in pur- 
suance to contracts made with the company before entry. So, in an- 
other instance, in the same Territory, forty-one entries covering 6,500 
acres were found to have been made in the names of parties who had 
no existence, and the lands were subsequently conveyed to a cattle 
company by deeds purporting to be executed by these mythical entry- 
men. Ninety-one other entries on 14,500 acres were found to have 
been made for the benefit of another cattle company, the lands lying 
along the Rio Grande and its tributaries, and controlling the water- 
right for 15 or 20 miles, So, along the Rio Pecos for 20 or 25 miles 
were found eighty-six entries on 10,500 acres, on which the entrymen 
never lived. Shanties were placed on these lands by the cattle com- 
pany that sought title, for the use of their employ¢s in making proof, 
and were removed immediately after proof. 

The fraudulent entries investigated in New Mexico last year covered 
only abont 82,000 acres of land, but they actually controlled an im- 
mense territory by appropriating all the water in their respective local- 
ities, thus enabling the cattle kings to effectually shut out settlers who 
would otherwise take these lands for homes. 

This is the kind of work that these spies, who are abused so greatly, 
have been engaged on in all parts of the country. 

In Colorado the finest coal lands in the world have been taken under 
the homestead Jaw in the name of fictitious persons; 8,000 acres being 
thus taken by two men. In other parts of Colorado entries were made 


1888. 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 


9061 


for the benefit of cattle men so as to control the streams of water and 
keep out the so-called ‘‘grangers,’’ for whom the cattle barons have a 
lordly contempt. But thanks to a Democratic Administration, this 
kind of work has been completely broken up in Colorado, much to the 
disgust of syndicates and cattle companies, who are loud in their cries 
of sympathy for the ‘‘ poor settler;’? but thissame “ poor settler’? now 
has a chance, under the protection of the Administration, to find a 
spot of 160 acres where he can build his cabin and make a home for 
his family, which he could not do under Republican administration. 
Most of this protestation of a loving care for the *‘ honest settler ’’ is 
inspired by agents of corporations, syndicates, and land-grabbers, 
whose ‘‘ occupation is gone,” 

In the State of Kansas, at the beginning of this Administration, 
thousands of acres of Government land were fraudulently held by cat- 
tle men. But the Senator from Kansas does himself a great injustice 
and injures that reputation he would seek to maintain for fair and 
honest dealing when he seeks to convey the impression there are now 
from 50,000 to 100,000 entries tied up awaiting investigation through 
special agents. He certainly must know better. On inquiry at the 
Land Office it is ascertained that there are 13,060 éntries in the special 
service division, a very large proportion of which have already been 
investigated by the special agents. 

Fully one-half the force of special agents is employed in investigat- 
ing cases of depredation on the public timber. 

Yet, Mr. President, in view of these enormous frauds reported to 
Secretary Teller by a Republican Commissioner, reported by Repub- 
lican agents,reported by Commissioner McFarland, because this Admin- 

_istration has sought to break up the illegal appropriation of the public 
land and the public timber of the country and to disperse the cattle 
companies, who without authority and without law had appropriated 
them to their own use, General Sparks, the late Commissioner of the 
General Land Office, is to be denounced by every epithet which the 
language commands, and the Democratic party is held up to scorn be- 
cause it has sought to save these Jands to the poor settlers and home- 
steaders of the West. 

The letters which I have inserted show not only in the State of Kan- 
sas, but in New Mexico, in Washington Territory, and in all the Ter- 
ritories of the West since this Administration came into power, that 
these fraudulent entries, these illegal combinations to destroy the tim- 
ber of the United States by corporate companies, some of them foreign 
and some of them domestic, and by the cattle syndicates which have 
appropriated more than 5,000,000 acres of land for their own use, have 
been broken up, and under this Administration there is some hope that 
the honest settler and hore-seeker may have an opportunity to obtain 
a home upon the public Jands of the West. 

Having shown that the order of suspension so vigorously attacked 
by the Senator from Kansas was not sectional and was in the interest 
of and not to the detriment of the honest settler, and having shown 
the results accomplished by the special agents under Democratic rule, 
I wish to refer briefly to the history of the two prominent parties of 
the country and the connection that they have had with the disposi- 
tion of the public land. 3 

In the first place, our history shows that every foot of public domain 
that has ever been acquired by the Government was acquired under 
Democratic administrations, except alone Alaska. It was the Demo- 


cratic party that made the Louisiana purchase. It was the Democratic 


party that acquired the State of Florida. It was the Democratic party 
that added to our public domain California and the Western Territories. 
And, as before said, all the public lands which the Government has 
possessed, save alone those in Alaska, were obtained under Democratic 
rule. . 

It is true, Mr. President, that in some instances public lands were 
granted by the Democratic party to the States, to be used in aid of 
public improvements. They were not granted directly to corpora- 
tions, but they were granted to the States in trust for that purpose, 
thereby enabling the States to attach such terms and conditions as 
would in some measure protect the people against the greed of the cor- 
porations. The wisdom of this policy of granting them to the States 
rather than directly to the corporations, if they were to be granted at all, 
is conspicuously shown in the grant made to the State of Illinois for 
the Central Railroad—one of the grants referred to by the Senator from 
Kansas as having been made by a Democratic administration. The 
State was thereby enabled to impose a condition upon the railroad 
company by which that company is compelled to pay annually 7 per 
cent. of its gross earnings into the State treasury of Illinois. And I 
might state in this connection that it was a Whig President, Mr. Fill- 
more (and not a Democratic President, as stated by the Senator from 
Kansas), who first established the precedent of withdrawing lands 
from entry in the interest of railroads. The date of said order of 
withdrawal is September 9, 1850. 

I herewith submit, and will have printed in the RECORD, a state- 
ment showing the grants made and the amount of land contained in 
the grants to the States and corporations prior to 1861 under Demo- 
cratic rule, and also the grants made and the number of acres of land 
granted since 1861 to the States and directly to the corporations under 
Republican rule. 

When this table is printed in the RECORD the world can see how 
much land has been granted to corporations by the Democrats and 
how much by the Republicans. 

All grants made up to this time for military service and education 
are as follows: . 


Military services, Revolutionary war ..... ....0...+ cepseeesed wovessscone sobane: ia 
Military services, war of 1812 Pine 
Military service, war with Mexico, act of 1855 


Total for military Services ......00605ssscsssecsescnessesssssesenscessseussscceesece 68, 123, 622 
Granied to States and reserved for Territories for sch 67, 893, 919 
Universities .............--serseeseseeseesersen 1, 165,520 
Agricultural colleges, act of July 2 9, 600, 000 


TOGAE for SAUCAM ON -s 5. s-cescesennraaseasp rvomsesuncaesui sean andes areosa Sid pin 136, 783, 061 


Grants made to States prior to March 4, 1861, to aid in constructing 
railroads and wagon- s 


GRANTS AFTER MARCH 4, 1861. 
To States to aid in the construction of railroads...........sessssrerrsssssssse so 


"Po COPPOTALLONS....ceccsssseecssnccccvessecsvsessasssenverseess <: 163, 643, 944 
OE WARN T OMI aussi sais ER I GE E T SEAI E Gann cecccaan ERN EO 2,781,733 
Grand total since March 4, 1861........,.....ccc:sceseseseesscerere mee eeeeene „ 185, 666, 733 


Statement showing land grants made by Congress to aid in the construction of railroads and wagon-roads prior and subsequent to March 4, 1861. 
[Compiled from the official records of the General Land Office. ] 


Names of companies. State. Mile limits. 
Grants to States prior to March 4, 1861. eas eres 

Tilinois Central 2, 595, 053, 00 2, 595, 053.00 
Mobile and Ohio Ri 1, 004, 640. 00 787, 130. 29 

bone 230, 400. 00 419, 528, 44 
Hannibal and St. Jose 781, 944. 00 186. 
Pacific (Southwest branch). 1, 161, 235. 07 1,161, 164.51 
GATE EE ECR vepecked oedenn oyebesuesteneochss db esos soussecenptesnassea fsemberelmadinntapeepyqenedegasbstepe bucos! 1, 178, 411. 05 1,178, 411. 05 
Little Rock and Fort Smith. 550, 584, 09 559, 534. 09 
Memphis and Little Rock... 438, 646.00 127, 238.00 
Burlington and Missouri Ri 948, 613. 66 388, 934. 08 
Mississippi and Missouri (Chicago, Rock Island and Pacific].. 1, 261, 181.00 607, 461. 68 
Iowa Central Air Line [Cedar Rapids and Missouri River)... 1, 298, 739. 00 1, 082, 363. 28 
Dubuque and Pacific..........cccccccccsccrssnssecvensessscensceees 1, 226, 163. 00 1, 155, 956. 54 
Florida, Atlantic and Gulf [Pensacola and See) 1, 568, 729. 07 1, 304, 963. 70 
Florida, now Atlantic, Gulf and West India T: 290, 183, 28 290, 183.28 
Alabama and Florida ............2001+ssseeeserseeseceeeceseee ass PRAT, e sunsecenns 165, 688. 00 165, 688.00 

Dosia tees a Lipa TNE Ar 419,520. 00 394, 522. 99 
Tennessee and Coosa... ...| June 3,1856 132, 480. 00 67,784.96 
Coosa and Chati S fdo T4 000-00 |...cseeesrusesns i 
Wills Valley and North 897, 9.0.00 649, 676. 98 
Mobile and Girard ....... f 840, 880. 00 504, 145. 86 
Tennessee and Alabama Central [South and 576, 000. 00 438, 905. 99 
Alabama and Tennessee Rivers [Selma, Rome and Dalton]..... 481,920.00 457, 215. 37 
Bay de Noquet and Marquette (now Marquette, Houghton and 128, 000. 00 128, 000. 00 
Marquette and Onto’ ETAN ITE E E T E ED IEIS A EA AT 331, 509. 15 262, 446.78 
precy. Fg —- a ae a soe eg ea ere ee Pe E T 217, 91005 Jon 
Marquette and State e, rwards known as the Chicago, St. Paul and Fond du 360, 000. 00 000. CO 

Lac [Chicago and Northwestern]. nee - 


* The figures of this column are approximately correct, being based on the estimates of the annual report of the Commissioner of the General Land Office of 1875, 
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Statement showing land grants made by Congress to aid in the construction of railroads and wagon-roads, ete.—Continued, 


Date Estimated |Areacertified 
of companies, 1 of OF. 
Names pa: Mile limits. granting area of ae upto June 30, 
Grants to States prior to March 4,1861—Continued. Chena Saat 

Amboy, Lansing and Traverse Bay. 1, 052, 469.19 743, 009. 36 

Grand Soa mn Indiana.. £52, 960.12 552,960.12 

Detroit and Milwaukee 355, 420.19 20, 998.75 

Port Huron and Milwau 312, 384.00 6, 468. 68 

Flint and Pere 586, 825.72 512, 337. 08 

Crosse and Milwaukee, 3, 550. 00 1, 115. 38 

La Crosse and Milwaukee, afterwards Farm 230, 546. 88 228, 661. 43 

La Crosse and Milwaukee, afterwards West W 297, 654. 32 296, 654. 32 
St. Croix & Lake Superior, now Chicago, Minneapolis & 

Main HO 5.....2.:5,cccces vescsccocessopecesneusseserenccs ewes eccocessecocee drt ctomnaoen persnonvisontcacaeest cxvece nivead|iees se 495, 047.24 495, 047.24 

Bayfield Branch. E TE EEES E E EESE TES 319, 962. 89 319, 962. 89 

St. Paul and Fond du Lac [Ch and Northwestern J........-.....-:+« 565, 575.76 545, 575.76 

Vicksburg, Shreveport and Texas (now V. , Shreveport and. Pacific).. Ae 610, 880. 00 353, 212. 68 

New Orleans, Opelousas and Great Western............--scccsereeeeeeeerneseesseneeseseneceeer serene teness|eneees Se eRe EOE SE P AER ae 967, 840.00 51,4 2.03 

404, 800. 00 198, 028, 41 

iSd 652, 800, 00 f...ocossossosssssseois. 

749, 153, 37 ‘750, 627. 68 

885, 000. 00 388, 223, 09 

606, 000. 09 688, 133, 11 

386, 041. 80 107, 823. 97 

846,000. 00 1, 006, 072.39 

59, 619, 45. 59, 619. 45 


Total to States prior to March 4, 1961 ..........scccecssrsseasereessnees sergerenmtaneneseanennsseessacsen i 
Grants to States subsequent to March 4, 1361. 
Leaven Lawrence and Galveston.........cc.cresccosserssseeneeseses tes sesaenereasansecseceseeseseeee| KANSAS.. Mar. 3,1563 800, 69, 104. 95 
Atchison, m Topeka and S A SS se S ERT SA SS SST. T a --| 3,000,000. 00 | - 2,934,522. 86 
a m ir apea pren Saraspe ATE mare Missouri, Kansas and Texas... SEE See ; eet) 1,520, 000.00 712, 895. 18 
Portage, viage, Winnebago and | ize Superior, Wisconsin Genial May T1g00;000.00 | 785, 190.65 
0 wee + 
A O afterwards West Wisconsin, now Chi- HEIAN De acs” SES €24, %43. 21 478,321. 03 
St. Croix and Lake Superior, now Chicago, St. — em and Spana; A 
Main line........ esasödasósossseassó pas seca e 291, 799. 26 287, 644. 64 
Bayfield pA A POr 144,399.51 142, 692. 24 
Lake Superior and Mississippi, now St. Paul an and Duluth $ 920,009. 00 828, 581. 00 
Sioux City and St. Paul AO, .....05+ 524, 300. CO 281, 852. 88 
McGregor W. joke wane 1,536, 000. 00 324, 014.07 
Grand Rapids and Indiana 852, 960.00 852,960. 12 
Bay d inina rren eeno (Marquette, Houghton and Ontonagon}... SAED ran 
yde = ERS Bo ae 
Marquette and Ontonagon [Marquette, Houghton and Ontonagon)........... 221, 006. 164, 964.52 
Peninsula [Chicago & Northwestern]. (See Marquette and State line) 207, 130.24 
master seen E Vali ines SS oars 
Winona and St, Peter's. 670, 714. 92 
Minnesota. .......... 454, 562. 
SRE SEE E “NRA A A 312,770.77 
Total.. ... 11, 360, 307.57 
}12,000, 000.00 2, 616, 258.03 


Denver Pacific. 1, 000, 400. 00 164, 721, 51 
Kansas sesesreesee| 6,000,000. 00 963, 714. 02 

Central Pacific and Western 5 July 2° Lest |} 9 000,000.00 |È 1 $47 708.03 
TEMA 83 218, 250. 08 
Sioux City 60, 000. 00 41, 398, 23 
Burlington and Missouri River. 2, 441,600.00 2, 373, 290. 77 
Northern Patilic, ......0.0-; crer-vesccesseeerenere=torvcerereren 47, 000, 000. 00 1, 087, 359, 21 
California and oito [Central Pacific}.......... 3, 500, 000. 00 1, 362, 433. 61 
Oregon and Cen [Oregon oe Cantoras). 3, 500, 000, 00 322, 062. 40 
‘Atlantic and Pacific... s 42, 000, 000. 00 959, 206. 87 
Pacific. 9,520, 000, 00 1,040, 430, 03 
1, 200, 000. 00 |.. Py 
3,520, 000, 00 . 65 
3, 800, 000, 00 679, 287. 64 

18, 000, 000, 00 

Stockton ead Copperopolis.. 320, 000, 00 
Total....... mvangmccbeennyonseestensacosesenes4 aconsqenqen ons 0ppeens sageeheegaenedues eos woo ponsoenbaees secconasarpecesnenlooencseos sonsssudapecteelspacesenp tepsqesess od eocose} ussens tesseendoesesss, 163, 643,944.83 | 13, 454,111.02 


Land grants made by Congress in aid of the construction of military wagon-roads prior and subsequent to March 4, 1861. 


Area 
Date Estimated | certified or 
Hasee. area of entire | patented up 


$ 
Route of road, State, | Mile limits. 
} route.* to June 30, 
| 1888. 
i 1 | oe eS SS! es SS AO 
Grants for wxgon-roads prior to March 4, 1861. doves. Acres: 
From the Lower Rapids of the Miami of Lake Erie to the western boundary of the ' 49,177. 45 49,177, 45 
Connecticut reserve. 
From Columbus to Sandus! 31,595.09 31,596.09 


From Lake Michigan, via Iodianapolis, to some 


Total grants prior to 1361..... 
Grants for wagon-roads subsequent to March 4, 1861. 
From Fort Wilkins, Copper Harbor, Mich., to nen Pey; h e CA ES E os 


From Saginaw to the Straits of Mackinaw 
From Grand Rapids to the Straits Of Mackinaw... scssssesonesaces 


* The figures of this column are approximately correct, betör hased on the estimate of the annual Topon of the PAEAN of the General Land Office of 15. 


170, 580. 24 170, 580. 24 
251,353.78 | 251,353.78 


221, 013.36 
302, 930. 96 
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Land grants made by Congress in aid of the construction of military wagon-roads prior and subsequent to March 4, 1861—Continued. 


Route of road. 


Grants for wagon-roads subsequent lo March 4, 1861—Continued. 
From Wausau to Lake Superior ..... 


From Eugene City, Oregon, tothe eastern boundary of State [Oregon Central military | Oregon... 


Mile limits. | of Da of entire} patented 
e area u 
act. route.* to T cs so 


Wiseonsin...... seasohdepteusavusbeonensase TUNES, 1864 }...0...sersereeeeseorses| rasina norvon seenen sóa 
| July 2,1864 402, 240. 


Dee, 26, 1866 |... sess .cecsosseeceee|snovesssnresennsesenee 


mI ae July 4, 1866 76, 885. 98 76, 885. 98 

From Albany, n, to eastern boundary of said State [Williamette Valley and July 5,1866 548, 749.53 548, 749. 53 
in 

Waotn: Dalles: City: tee Word. Beheba sis iis E EINE dieses tov uccvalionvooets NNE E ENADE AR WEP. | CNST, susseee] Feb, 25, 1867 556, 800. 00 126, 910. 23 

From Coos Bay to Roseburgh............ A | May 3, 1869 104, 000. OL 104, 000, OL 


Total grants subsequent to 18G1........0ccerseersensesecseeesense nen 
CORA BONG ES EE E E N TEN O INEN EOE EAN 


ereere sossen ees essee taceeseesjenssesessesssesesasevsre sessseseoneresrsasssssvorss|eotesssoenseneg sesers 


1,782, 730. 74 


Reeapitulation of land grants made by Congress to States ang corporations for railroads and wagon-road purposes prior and subsequent to March 4, 1861. 


— 


Grants for railroad purposes... 
Grants for wagon-road purposes.... 


TONAL. siii casiosetoiorqmeovs desoecews) pbvenepishs be) sebesnmvlaniperned 
[No grants to corporations were made by Congress during the above period.] 
Subsequent to March 4,1861. 
TO STATES. 
Grants for railroad purposes.......... ae 
Grants for wagon-road purposes...... 


Grants for railroad purposes ..........sseeseccserraceseensacsnnnennnesen OSOR IESIT ENN 
TBM E E N EE E S S E O E seh jerptiasiaca 
Execss in acres of grants to States and'corporations subsequent to March 4, 1861. 


eere nrenes ane ses eee ene seess nes att erene eee esesnademreraat tsetse sen ess aeres tat spears treere mee seese sorse atasa 


ases sasasssrssesessrssstasesesbsntausteraisnss nrt ESEAEE Cea ban nenyeeseenee semas 


teresseaenseremesnsererestts satans saearesonerrent tenen, seerasgreres seeseneresas 


peman 


Acreage certi- 
Acreage fled or pat- 
granted. ented. pat 


Acres. Acres. 
30, 470,920.25 | 23, 105, 467.98 
251, 353.78 


seorswsereee} 30,722, 274.03 | 23, 356, 821.76 


aaf 17,775,624.86 | 11,980, 367.57 
"| 21530,3879. 84 Merete H 


20, 306, 004.70 | 13, 143, 098, 31 


183, 949, 940. 53 26, 597, 209. 33 
Å 
3, 240, 387, 57 


* The figures of this column are approximately correct, being based on the estimate of the annual report of the Commissioner of the General Land Office of 1875. 


As will be seen by an examination of this statement, the Republican 
party has donated to the corporations of the country 185,000,000 acres 
of public land—an area larger than the great empire State of Texas. 
Not only did they donate these lands directly to those railroads—with- 
out any conditions that would secure the rights of the people and the 
honest settlers of the country—but they supplemented this gift by is- 
suing bonds to the amount of $64,623,512, bearing 6 per cent. interest. 
These bonds now amount to $122,482, 106.32, which is a debt due the 
Government of the United States. P 

I call this a gift, or donation, because the Government is practically 
without security for its repayment. When the bonds were first issued 
the (jovernment took a first mortgage on the roads, but afterwards the 
railroad managers came to a Republican Congress and induced the Re- 
publican members of that Congress to pass a bill, which was signed by 
a Republican President, to release this first mortgage and permit the 
Government to takeasecond mortgage, and that second mortgage is to- 
day almost worthless. A more shameless proceeding and greater out- 
rage upon the rights of the people of the country and more palpable 
violation of all that is right and just can not be found in the history 
of this great country than this act which released the sequrity that the 
Government held, and thereby practically gave these corporations this 
immense amount of money. Yet in the face of this record, made by 
his own party, the Senator from Kansas boldly asserts that his party 
has been the friend of the homeless and the home-seeker and the enemy 
of corporations and the protector of the people’s rights. 

When tho Republican party released the security which secured this 
$122,000,000 and took a second mortgage and thereby released the rail- 
road, I presume the Senator from Kansas would call that legislation in 
the interest of the many as against the few; but I imagine that ordi- 
nary citizens will say that the Republican party forgot the many and 
only remembered the corporations to whom this gift was made. 

The Senator from Kansas, in order to excuse or justify his own party, 
which was in power at the time these grants were made, asserts that 
“they were non-partisan, and received the votes of both Democrats and 
Republicans.” Even if this were true to the extent that he states it, 


no one knows better than he that his party was in an overwhelming ma- 
jority and responsible for this legislation. And yet even in this re- 
spect the Senator has not made correct statements in regard to the pol- 
itics of the parties voting. He states, for instance, that— 

The vote in the Senate on the passage of the Union and Central Pacific Rail- 
road a Ais 1862 included such Democrats as Cowan, Davis, Kennedy, Willey, 


Now, Mr. President, my information is that Mr. Cowan was a Sena- 
tor from Pennsylvania, elected as a Republican, and long before and 
long after the passage of this act uniformly voted and acted with the 
Republicans. Mr. Davis, of Kentucky, wasan old-time Whig, elected, 
however, as a Union man during the war, and had at no time prior to 
the passage of this act acted with the Democratic party. Mr. Kennedy 
I think was elected as a Union American from Maryland, formerly a 
Whig, and was never classed as a Democrat. Mr. Willey, a Senator 
from West Virginia, was then and is yet, as I am informed, a strong 
and leading Republican, and bas at all times acted with the Repub- 
ee SS ie And yet the Senator classes them as Democrats voting for 

This statement may be of small moment, and I simply assert it here 
to show that the Senator from Kansas, usually correct in his state- 
ments, has been driven by the exigencies of the situation and the 
political contest that is now pending to forget his former caution and 
to make statements which are not justified by the facts or the record. 

Mr. President, the Senator can not reverse history. He can not 
convince the American people that the Republican party is not the in- 
timate friend and protector of these corporations. The Republican 
party to-day, by its platform, by the utterances of its leaders, has 
made a different record, and neither the eloquence nor the ingenuity of 
the Senator from Kansas can changeit. Their great leader, the man 
who dominates the party and dictates their policy, their uncrowned 
king, hailed in New York on Saturday night as the chief, Mr. Blaine, 
had scarcely set foot upon his native land, returning from a foreign 
tour, where he had been the honored guest of a foreigner who had been 
enabled by our high protective system to force from the sweat and labor 


251, 353. 73" 
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of the masses an immense fortune—I say that Mr. Blaine had scarcely 
returned when, true to his instincts and to the Republican party, and 
true to the record he made in connection with the Little Rock and 
Fort Smith Railway, he, in a speech made in his own State, came to 
the defense and rescue of combinations of capital called ‘‘ trusts.” 

And there the Republican party stands to-day. The feeble efforts of 
their candidate for the Presidency, and the stronger and more vigorous 
efforts of the Senator from Kansas, can not make a different record in 
the face of the utterances of Mr. Blaine, and the Senator’s speech, as 
I believe, will avail nothing. The people know whose is the master 
mind and who the followers are, and who dictates the policy of the 
party. 

And what party thus allied with these corporations and these trusts 
can hope to command the confidence, the esteem, or respect of the 
American people? 

Mr, Blaine has said that these trusts are to a large extent private 
affairs, over which the Government has no control and with which it 
has nothing to do. The Speaker of the House, Mr. CARLISLE, is re- 
ported to have replied to this in a speech recently made to his con- 
stituents, in which he said: ‘* When a man enters your stable at night 
and steals therefrom your horse, it is certainly to a large extent a pri- 
vate affair; or when a man meets you on the highway and demands 
your life or your money, he regards it also as a private affair; but yet 
the public at large and the lawsof the land do not permit these wrongs 
to be perpetrated without feeling that the public, too, has an interest 
in their suppression.” And how insignificant and small is the wrong 
done by the larceny of the horse or robbery of the money as compared 
with the wrong perpetrated by the combinations, Take, forinstance, 
those who have recently in the matter of cotton-bagging combined and 
confederated together, thereby increasing the price from 7 cents to 14 
cents per yard, robbing the planters and the poor laborers of the South 
of millions of their hard-earned dollars. And yet Mr. Blaine says that 
‘‘this is a privateaffair with which the Government has nothing todo.” 

I, Mr. President, belong to that party which has always advocated a 
strict constraction of the Constitution, but if there be power under the 
Constitution, I for one would use it to the utmost extent to crush out 
by criminal laws these combinations, under what name or by whom- 
soever inaugurated, whether they be sugar, coal-oil, or steel-rail trusts. 
But, Mr. President, these trusts are the direct and legitimate offspring 
of the protective policy advocated and sustained by the Senator from 
Kansas and the Republican party, and the only security in the future 
is, as I conceive, to repeal the high-tariff laws under which they are 
to-day flonrishing. And while these laws remain upon the statute- 
book, advocated and sustained by the Republican party, and with the 
record of that party that I have shown it has made in the disposition 
of the public lands of this country, I can not understand how the Sen- 
ator from Kansas can stand upon the floor of the United States Senate 
and assert that his party ‘‘has always been the friend of the many as 
against the few.” 

Mr, President, there are some things so well known, so thoroughly 
proved, so deeply impressed upon the American mind that no amount 
of eloquence, no ingenious array of figures, no distortion of the record, 
no misrepresentation of the facts can change their belief. One of these 
beliefs is that the Republican party, in the disposition of the public 
lands of the West, in the manner in which they were granted to rail- 
roads at the time they were extended by the Republican party again 
and again in disregard of the rights of the settlers along the lines, and 
not only that, but the granting of these millions of money to railroads, 
the changing of the security, and the releasing of the first mortgage and 
placing it upon a second mortgage—I say all this has deeply impressed 
upon the minds of the American people that these acts of the Repub- 
lican party inflicted a stain on the name of that party which no time can 


erase. 

Another fact that is known to the people of this. country and can 
not be disguised is that in the matter of the forfeiture of the land 
grants and restoring the land to the public domain the Democratic 

y, and not the Republican party, has taken the lead, and it has 

n under the Democratic party that the great mass of these lands 
has been recovered. I state to-day that every forfeiture bill which 
has failed to become a law has failed because the Democratie House or 
Representatives would desire to forfeit more of the grants of public 
land than the Republican Senate were willing to concede should be 
forfeited. I assert to-day that the Supreme Court has not decided that 
the lands embraced in the bill of my colleague, Mr. MCRAE, which 
came from the other House, are non-forfeitable. It seems to me that 
good policy would be to pass a law forfeiting the whole amount, and 
if the courts do, as they unfortunately sometimes have done, find the 
law in favor of the railroads against the settlers, then we can submit, 
but until the act is passed making a forfeiture of the entire land there 
is no way by which this question can be presented. 

These are facts that I say the public know, and they can not be 
changed by argument here. 

Another fact impressed upon the American mind is that the character 
and the principles and the organization of the Republican party tend 
to build up classes and to bring about class legislation, by which afew 
are benefited at the expense of the many. This is shown by various 
acts, by an act of 1869 by which the judges of the Supreme Court of 


the United States were allowed to retire on full pay after having served 
for a certain number of years. It is shown by votes given here every 
day by which Army officers who long ago resigned and engaged in civil 
pursuits are reinstated and placed on the retired-list for the sole pur- 
pose that they may draw money out of the Treasury of the United 
States. It is shown in the pension legislation, whereby you five the 
widow of a private soldier $12 a mouth and yet you vote to the widow 
of a general $2,000 and $3,500. 

Yet the Senator says that his party is in favor of the masses and not 
the classes, but it is most strongly shown as the cardinal principle that 
underlies the Republican party in the assertion that you can by Gov- 
ernment power, by the strong hand of the law, take from one citizen 
his property and his money and confer that property and that money 
upon another citizen, not to be used for public purposes but to be used 
for his own private purposes. Could there be a worse principle of 
class legislation embodied and incorporated in the platform of any party 
than that you can by Government power take from one man his hard- 
earned dollars, not for the public good, but in order that you may make 
richer some other citizen engaged in a different pursuit? 

I say these acts of the Republican party show, and the votes show it 
here day by day, that wherever there is an opportunity to vote forany 
character of class legislation two-thirds and sometimes nine-tenths of 
the Republican Senators will be found voting for it. - 

This is the principle in that party that I think makes it especially 
and peculiarly dangerous to this Republic. I can think of no principle 
ingrafted upon the body-politic that is worse to the Republic than the 
idea that one class of citizens is to be supported in idleness and without 
toil upon the toil and labor of another class of the community. The 
worst government, I think, at least the worst civilized government in 
modern times of which I have ever read, was the French Government 
under Bourbon rule. 

There had been fastened upon the kingdom a large number of citi- 
zens, titled individuals, men who would not labor, men who believed 
that it was a disgrace to Jabor, men who lived in idleness and great 
luxury. The evils that follow such idleness and luxury followed as 
certain as fate. They were foisted upon the French Government and 
their numbers increased, year by year. As the numbers increased the 
demands increased and the toiling peasants, half clad and half fed, daz- 
zled by the glory and the wealth that they saw around them, dazzled 
by the victories gained in war, dazzled by the greatness of the kingdom 
of the Grand Monarque, for years and generations submitted to this 
class legislation, such as the Republican party is trying to fasten upon 
this Republic. But, Mr. President, the day of reckoning came, and 
the vengeance was only in proportion to the wrongs that had been in- 
flicted by this class legislation. 

I say to-day I believe that is the worst injury which threatens our 
Republic, If the people of this country once gettto believe that there 
is a determined effort and purpose to fasten upon us permanently a part 
of our citizens who toil not but live alone off the toil of the hard- 
working classes who can scarcely support themselves and their fami- 
lies—if that idea once gets thoroughly aroused in the American mind, 
then the discontent, the mutterings of which are now scarcely heard, 
will rise to be a mighty river, and the Republican party, which called 
into existence and defended and supported such legislation will neither 
be able to stay its force nor to change the current of its action. 

Mr. PLUMB. Mr. President, I have listened somewhat carefully to 
the remarks of the Senator from Arkansas [ Mr. Berry]. I do notnow 
recall that he disputed any allegation of fact which I made. He care- 
fully avoided any reference to the original Democratic land grants, to 
the manner in which they were administered, to the large withdrawals 
of lands for the purposes of enabling the railroad companies to get them, 
to the exclusion of American settlers from the granted limits, to the 
frauds under the swamp-land act, to the fraudulent private land claims 
in New Mexico, and so on; so that really there is not anything to be 
said in the way of rejoinder. But in response to his general eulogy of 
the Democratic party upon the land question, and to his general de- ` 
nunciation of the Republican party upon the same question, I shall 
utter a few words. 

I do not care to go into the bagging trust, nor into matters of that 
kind which are not germane to this question, although I may have 
something to say on one other matter. 

At the eléctions of 1874 the Democrats secured a majority of the 
House of Representatives. From the time Congress met, in December, 
1875, until the present moment, with the exception of one single Con- 

in which the Republicans had a majority of 5, the Democrats 
as had control of the House of Representatives by a large majority. 
During two years of that time they also had control of the Senate by 
10 majority. If the Senator from Arkansas is anxious to ascertain the 
record of his party, let him examine the records of the House of Rep- 
resentatives during that period of time, and of the Senate during that 
time, and see whether a single proposition was seriously made by any 
Democrat or by the Democratic majority in either House to forfeit a 
single unearned land grant. Not one such effort wasmade. So this 
excess of virtue which afflicts the Democratic party is a late acquisi- 
tion, and it comes in about election time, when it takes the form of an 
eruption, 

Let us see what the House of Representatives has recently done, if 
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I can utter what I wish to say without transgressing that rule which 
forbids us to make mention here of the acts of the co-ordinate legis- 
lative branch of the Government. It sent to us as an amendment to 
the bill which the Senate had passed forfeiting unearned land grants, a 
proposition to forfeit all the lands that had been granted to any rail- 

company which were not earned—I use that term in its ordinary 
significance—prior to the time named in the granting act for the com- 
pletion of the road; and that carries out the theory of the Senator from 
Arkansas, upon which he acts consistently and I have no doubt con- 
scientiously; but when we come to section 2 of the House bill what do 
wefind? Itprovidesthat the forfeiture hereby declared shall not extend 
to lands adjacent to or coterminous with any portion of any such rail- 
road which is now completed, which was sold by the State or corpora- 
tion to which any such grant was made, or by the corporation control- 
ling or owning such land prior to January 1, 1888, to bona fide pur- 
chasers for good and valuable consideration, ‘‘but the title to such lands 
is hereby confirmed to such purchasers,’’ ete. 

There is no reservation in favor of actual settlers, no reservation in 
favor of small holders, but a wholesale confirmation of all the title that 
may have passed from any State or from any railroad company to lands 
which by the first section of the bill it was pretended to forfeit; and as 
the Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. DAWEs] reminds me, in block— 
the whole thing an absolute giving away of all the case which the Sen- 
ator from Arkansas has built up with such laborious faithfulness here, 
not of course nominally in favor of the railroad company, but actually 
in favor of it, because it cuts off the purchase from the railroad com- 
pany, no matter how extensive that purchase may have been. 

r. BERRY. Will the Senator allow me to interrupt him ? 

Mr. PLUMB. Iwill. 

Mr. BERRY. The bill passed by the House proposes to forfeit 36,- 
000,000 acres, in round numbers, of the Northern Pacific Railroad 
lands, and the bill proposed to be by the Republican Senate 
forfeits 5,000,000 acres. The proposition of the House bill was that 
where the road had been completed, along the completed portion of it 
where the lands have been sold to bona fide purchasers and settlers after 
they had been certified to the railroad company, then it is not pro- 
posed that the Government shall disturb those parties who had that 
title or those lands along that road. That is the bill as proposed by 
my colleague in the other House, and which is now on the Calendar. 
I assert that the provision is not, as the Senator says, in the interest 
of the railroad. I say the Senator does not propose to forfeit any part 
of the land from Bismarck to Wallula, containing 30,000,000 acres, 
and to give it to bona fide purchasers, settlers, or anybody else, but 
leaves it to the railroad. That is the difference between the two 
propositions. 

r. PLUMB. ‘The Senator from Arkansas can repeat his argument 
as often as he pleases. I am dealing now with the facts as found in the 
House bill. I say that the House provision does not contain the word 
“settler ” at all; there is no reservation in it in favor of any settler, 
but there is a wholesale reservation in favor of every person or corpora- 
tion that had purchased from the railroad company, without any ref- 
erence to the amountof such purchase, I have not theslightest doubt 
in the world that under that bill every single acre of that land would 
be ascertained to have been purchased by somebody prior to the 1st day 
of January, 1888, Therefore the House assumes in the first section to 
forfeit the land and in the next section to recognize the sales which the 
railroad company has made covering the entire grant, and it confirms 
the grant to that extent, and makes the title absolute without any prop- 
osition to recover from the railroad company a single dollar of the 
money that it may have received on account of lands which it conveyed 
to which it had no title. That was going with a step on the heels and 
the toes of the shoe, assuming to be going forward while in reality it 
is going backward. 

But, Mr. President, the House of Representatives is not the Demo- 
cratic party; it is an infinitesimal portion of it. The President of the 
United States is the Democratic party for all practical pu ; and 
he has himself patented within the last six months more than 700,000 
acres of land to two railroad companies, lands which were earned years 
and years out of time. The Senator very conveniently omits to note 
that important fact as bearing upon the credit of his party on the ques- 
tion of land forfeiture. If the Senator will bear with me while I utter 
a prophesy, I will prophesy that between the 6th day of November, 
which I believe is election day, and the day when Congress next as- 
sembles, another large lot of lands will be conveyed to another railroad 
company, which were earned cut of time too, and that for the benefit 
of a railroad company the president of which is one of the largest con- 
tributors to the campaign fund of the Democratic party. I put that 
prophesy on record for what itis worth. We shall see what we shall 
see before Congress again assembles. 

While all this time this has been going on the Senate passed a bill 
which the Senator himself somewhat reluctantly confesses would have 
forfeited 3,500,000 acres of land lying on the Northern Pacific route be- 
tween Wallula and Takoma, valuable coal Jand, valuable timber land, 
valuable agricultural land, and yet his party, I say, because he is will- 
ing to have it that way, prevented the forfeiture of that 3,500,000 acres 
of land, and now the railroad has been built opposite to those lands, 


and their character has been changed, and in my opinion the United 
States has lost all the opportunity it ever had to forfeit them, and they 
have become the property of the railroad company. 

Mr. BERRY. Does the Senator allude to the Cascade branch ? 

Mr. PLUMB. I allude to the Cascade branch. 

Mr. BERRY. I assert that by Republican votes in the committee, 
and by Republican votes in the Senate, and over my protest, especially 
against the able speech made by the Senator from Mississippi [Mr. 
GEORGE], the Republican bill expressly excepted those lands. As the 
bill came from the committee, it excepted the lands on the Cascade 
branch. 

Mr. PLUMB. The bill as passed by the Senate of the United States 
forfeited those lands so far as they were unearned, and the House of 
Representatives declined to join with the Senate for forfeiting those 
lands becanse it said it wanted to go further. When we said to it, 
‘t Let us do what we know we can do,” it declined to do that unless 
it could do what everybody knew was illegal. 

Mr. BERRY. But the bill came from the committee here in the 
Senate, and with the united Democratic vote here, I believe, coupled 
with a few Republicans, over the protest of the Republican committee, 
the bill was passed forfeiting that land, but the effort was made con- 
tinuously to except those lands; speeches were made by the Senator 
from Oregon, and the Senator from Kansas himself voted to except the 
lands on the Cascade branch. 

Mr. PLUMB. The Senator is entirely mistaken in regard to my ac- 
tion upon that question. 

Mr. BERRY. The report will show that the bill was reported from 
the Committee on Public Lands excepting those lands. 

Mr. PLUMB. Iam talking about the vote of the Senate. 

Mr. BERRY. There is not any question about what was shown by 
the vote of the Committee on Public Lands. The Republicans voted 
to except from forfeiture the lands on the Cascade branch, 

Mr. PLUMB. TheSenator charges the Republican Senate with acts 
because it is Republican. Is he going to take away that credit which 
is due to it because itis Republican? We have heard a good deal about 
the question of fences onthe public domain. The Senator from Arkan- 
sas says that the present President of the United States has done what 
no preceding President was willing to do upon that question. I do not 
deny that Mr. Cleveland would obey the law. Just ten days before he 
took his office Congress passed a law requiring him to act. Up to that 
time there was no law upon thatsubject. There is not asingle acre of 
land which, in any sense, can be said to have been recovered to the pub- 
lic domain, because it was public land anyway, and these people were 
simply exercising the right of pasturage illegally, of course, so far as 
fencing wasconcerned. It was entirely proper that the bill should have 
been passed as it was passed, and the Presidentin putting them off sim- 
ply carried out the law. 

I call the Senator’s attention to the fact that powerful men in his 
party are to-day enjoying leases of coal lands whicb never have been 
touched by the President of the United States, and in my judgment 
they never will be touched. The President has a keen eye for diserim- 
ination apparently, and during all this Administration there have been 
leases of coal lands in the Indian Territory to té@® corporation of which 
Mr. Gould is president, who is now said to be supporting the Demo- 
cratic campaign fund very liberally. While a good deal of merit is 
made at the tearing down of a few fences for people who are conipara- 
tively poor and lacking in influence, a rough hand has never been put 
upon the men who were getting coal leases from the Cherokees and the 
Creeks in the Indian Territory, and who control the railroads that run 
through that section of the country of which the gentleman I named . 
is the master mind. 

The Senator speaks of great merit in the Illinois Central Railroad 
grant in that it was made to the State of Illinois, which was provident 
enough to insert a provision for the payment of taxes. That is the 
only one, however, of all the forty-seven land grants made under Dem- 
ocratic administration where that was done. Not a single one except 
the Illinois Central Railroad Company was ever accompanied by any 
provision in regard to the paymentof taxes. The Illinois Central Rail- 
road Company pays 7 per cent. of its gross earnings to the exclusion of 
all other taxes. That is the provision in its favor. Ido not know a 
railroad company in the State of Kansas to-day that does not pay a 
larger proportion of its earnings in the shape of taxes than the Illinois 
Central Railroad Company does. 

By the same token, what will the Senator say about the grants that 
were made by the State of Minnesota, then under the control of the 
Democracy? The Democratic Legislature of the State of Minnesota 
exempted from taxation every acre of land granted in that State toa 
railroad company so Jong as the land remained the property of the rail- 
road company; and there are to-day large areas in that State within 
the limits of the Hastings and Minnesota Railroad, controlled by a gen- 
tleman who is high up in the councils of the Democratic party, that 
never paid a single dollar of tax into the treasury of that State. 

It is true that some of the land officers in Kansas and elsewhere have 
been blowing the horn of this Administration. ‘They have been tell- 
ing about the great frauds which have ceased since they came into 
power and about the frauds which have been torn up by them. But 
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the records of the General Land Office do not show it. Itisallin wind, 
in assertion, without a single fact to back it. 
There is not any question that there have been frauds on the public 


domain. They have been going on all the time, no more now than 
formerly, no less now than formerly. Republican administrations, 
with such instrumentalities as were provided by law, were. constantly 
ferreting them out, and they did not make any great outcry about it. 
They were not claiming any very particular virtue on account of it. 
They were doing their duty from day to day, and very likely they pre- 
sumed that that was what they were there for. But this Democratic 
Administration the moment it came in seemed to doubtits own virtue, 
and instead of correcting the frauds it went to work to suspend all en- 
tries everywhere. 

I did not complain of the order of Mr. Sparks, except for the fact 
that itsuspended entries in place of going to work and correcting frauds. 
I know there were plenty of precedents for that order. Mr. Sparks 
justified himself by what might be called a defamation of some of his 
Democratic predecessors. He exhibited in Document 170, which was 

inted in the Forty-ninth Congress, first session, the orders of Mr. 
Frendvicks and Mr. Wilson, Democratic Commissioners of the General 
Land Office, who had suspended from pre-emption and other settlement 
entries for the benefit of railroad companies, so expressed upon the face 
of the orders, 150,000,000 acres of land. He thought that was a pretty 
good precedent, and so he said, if they could do that for the benefit of 
railroad companies I may doas much for the benefitof scrip-holders, and 
thatis whathe did. The fact that heassumed that it was for the benefit 
of the settler was only a pretense. The settler never received any ben- 
efit from it, and ngbody did get any benefit outof it except the people 
who drew the fees and the compensation to those in official place and 
the men whose scrip was increased in value hy the process, 

‘The Senator from Arkansas, himself, when he comes to discuss this 
land question, moves upon @ line parallel to that on which the Com- 
missioner of the General Land Office moves. He moves- upon the sec- 
tional line. He was kind enough to say that I included the eastern 
half of Kansas, in which there are practically no public lands, among 
the list of States lately in rebellion. Nothing could have better ex- 
hibited the paucity of his argument or the lack of fertility in ideas 
upon the subject than that statement. Because the Commissioner of 
the General Land Office did not suspend the operation of the land laws 
in Ilinois, I suppose Illinois might be held to be a State recently in 
rebellion! 

Mr. BERRY. If the Senator will allow me I will state that I quoted 
from his speech, in which he said that the Commissioner of the General 
Land Office drew the line of suspension at those States recently in re- 
bellion. 

Mr. PLUMB. And that I repeat. 

Mr. BERRY. Thatwas thestatement. I then showed that the line 
was drawn through the central part of Kansas, and if drawn at the line 
of those States in rebellion it would include half the Senator’s State. 
That is what I said. 

Mr. PLUMB. ‘The land lying east of that line in Kansas was not 
public land. è 

Mr. BERRY. Nagg of it? 

Mr. PLUMB. Practically none. There was not at that date asingle 

iece of land which was not entered east of the line the Commissioner 


w. 

Mr. BERRY. That is not the statement of the Commissioner, which 
I submitted with my remarks. 

Mr. PLUMB. The Senator himself finds justification for the spy 
system as applied under this Administration by illustrations drawn 
` from Northern States. He has not a word to say about the frauds that 
were committed in the Southern States. He himself is doing exactly 
what the Commissioner did. He is arraigning the Northern people. 
That is what he is doing. It is thesame thing we have had for a long 
time. It is not a new idea at all, Mr. President. It is that hatred of 
the Northern people and of Northern institutions and of the movement 
of Northern civilization from the President down, which was no stronger 
in the Senator from Arkansas than it was in the Commissioner of the 
_ General Land Office. When the Commissioner of the General Land 
Office went to talk about frauds under the swamp-land laws he found 
two or three hundred thousand acres in the State: of Minnesota that 
were fraudulent, overlooking the eight or ten million acres of land in 
the State of Arkansas and the twenty million acres in the State or 
Florida, of which he made no mention. 

So I repeat what I said in my original speech, the order of suspen- 
sion was drawn practically at the line of States lately in rebellion. 
There was no objection made to the entry of tracts of land for 
speculation in those States. The acquisition of those bodies of land 
was winked at by the Department without complaint. 

The Senator was so hard driven for material that he had to say, in 
substance as he did, that because Mr. Davis, of Kentucky, was a Union 
man he could not be a Democrat, and made asimilar statement in re- 
gard to Mr. Kennedy, of Maryland. He said Mr. Davis, of Kentucky, 
was a Union man, and consequently was not a Democrat, and Mr. 
Kennedy, of Maryland, was‘also elected as a Union man, and conse- 
quently he could not have been a Democrat. Iam willing to accept 


the definition. Iam ready to admit, if the Senator is willing to do it, 
that the fact that a man was a Union man excluded him from the 
ranks of the Democratic party, that there was a distinction there with 
a difference. 

But the Senator very carefully overlooked some men whose Democ- 
racy I think he will not question. He overlooked the present Sena- 
tor from the State of Indiana [Mr. VOORHEES], or perhaps he got stuck 
in the paragraph in which he referred to the names of the Democrats 
who voted for the Union and Central Pacific Railroad bills, for he over- 
looked the name of Mr. Hendricks. Certainly those two gentlemen 
were Democrats. As to whether they were Union men or not, of course 
the Senator himself can answer. . 

I say now what I said before, that the passage of those Union and 
Central Pacific acts was not a partisan measure. Ido not know to 
what branch of Democracy the Senator belonged prior to 1860 or in 
1860, but both the Democratic conventions of that year declared in 
favor of national aid to a line of railroad connecting the Mississippi 
with the Pacific coast. It was a cardinal tenet of both parties at that 
time, and the act of Congress which carried into effect that tenet was 
acquiesced in everywhere, and there was no suggestion that there was 
anything partisan about it. i 

I can not follow the Senator into the bagging trust, and soon. Ho 
has not seen as much of his party as he will have seen by the time he 
serves six years longer. He is directly from the wildsof Arkansas, and 
his horizon has not been as wide, I think, as it should have been. 

Let him bear with me while I call his attention to the fact that Mr. 
Angust Belmont, the agent on this continent of the Rothschilds, was 
for twelve years the chairman of the Democratic national committee. 
When he is talking about the monopoly of manufacturing which ho 
says the law gives to certain people, and about the enormity of the law 
taking out of one man’s pocket in the guise of taxes money which it 
puts into another’s, let him restrain himself while I tell him that the 
chairman of the national Democratic committee during the last two 
years has owned more manufacturing stock than any other man in the 
United States outside of five or six; that he is practically the head of 
the largest steel-manufacturing concern in the United States, and is the 
nes manufacturer of iron in all New England—Mr. William H. 

um. i 

If I had before me a Directory I could read the statement in which 
another member of the Democratic national committee, and one who, 
it is said, more nearly represents the President than anybody else, who 
was theauthor of the bill to frighten and scare about the Chinese ques- 
tion, and so on, describes himself as a director of more railroads than 
any other man in the United States. ‘The present chairman of the ex- 
ecutive committee, the man who is running the campaign, is himself 
a railroad man, pure and simple. The New York Sun, a Democratic 
newspaper, the other day had a statement of the railroad affiliations of 
all the leading men of that committee, and it wound up with a very 
significant statement that it represented more mileage of railroads than 
any other association of men on this continent, and would undoubt- 
edly give transportation to the White House. I read from the Con- 
gressional Directory the following statement in regard to the gentle- 
man to whom I have just referred: 

Engaged, in 1850, in the coal and shipping business, owning and ranning sev- 
eral vessels on the lakes; subsequently became largely interested in the man- 
ufacture of iron and the mining of coal, as well as in the construction and op- 
eration of railroads, either as president or director of various lines, tin, 
over 22,000 miles of completed road, the greatest number of miles of jra aeai 

robably, which any one individual was ever an officer or director of; was n 
District > fabas to the national Democratie convention held in the eity of New 
York in 1868, and a delegate at large from the State of Pennsylvania tothe Dem- 
ooratic national convention held in Cincinnati, Ohio, in 1880, and also repre- 
sented the State of Pennsylvania on the Democratic national committce from 
1876 to 1884. 

Does the Senator find reflected in the mirror which that statement 
makes anything of the anti-monopolistic tendencies of the party which 
he soably champions? As I said, when the Senator has served another 
term he will come to know more particularly who it is guides and con- 
trols the Democratic party, who it is deposits $60,000,000 of the reve- 
nues coming into the Treasury in the national banks, who it is, while 
denouncing the national banks in the country districts, makes a Secre- 
tary of the Treasury ont of the president of a national bank and a 
Treasurer of the United States ont of another one. 

It is robbery, is it, to take money in the shape of a tariff? The 
Senator is apt in his words. I have here a copy of a bill which re- 
cently passed the House of Representatives and for which the Senator 
would probably vote in tolo, voting probably against the erssing of a 
single line, and what do I find? [I find here that on manufactures of 
woolen goods a duty of 40 per cent. is imposed, while conveniently the 
duty is taken off the wool which the farmers of Arkansas, I presume, 
in common with the farmers of other portions of the country produce. 
I find, too, that the bill actually raises the duty on steel ingots from 
$8 a ton to $11 aton. If a duty imposed at the rateof $8 is robbery, 
what: is a duty which raises $3 more by making the tax $11 a ton? 
The Senator ought to be a little bit nicer in regard to his distinctions. 
He ought to read the record of his own party in this body, in which 
he will find that every single member of the Senate on the Democratic 
side who had an industry in his State das voted either to keep the du- 
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ties as they were or to increase them under the act of 1883, He will 
find that the Senator from Missouri [Mr. COCKRELL] voted to increase 
the duty on zinc. He will find that thesenior Senator from New Jer- 
sey [Mr. MCPHERSON ] voted to increase the duty on glassware and on 
earthenware. He will find that the Senator from Indiana [Mr. Voor- 
HEES] voted te increase the duty on glassware manufactured in his 
State. So he will find was the ease all the way around; and when he 
comes to characterize this as a robbery he will find that he will have 
some settlements to make with members of his own party. 

Mr. President, I stand upon every single assertion made in my orig- 
inal speech. I say now, as I said before, that not one single act of 
forfeiture was passed which originated with the Democrats in either 
House of Congress. Isay that every single one of them was of Repub- 
lican parentage, and was as the result of Republican endeavor; 
and I say that it is due to the non-action of the Jast House of Repre- 
sentatives (which could not have been better inspired if it had been 
directly in the interest of the railroad companies) that three and a half 
million acres of land haye since that time passed out of the entire con- 
trol of the General Government and have become the property of the 
railroad companies. 

While this declamation is going on here the Democratic Secretary of 
the Interior is patenting lands to railroad companies earned after the 
date named in the granting act. He is doing it because he believes 
that to be the law. He is doing it under the instruction of his chief, 
in whose behalf the speech of the Senator was made, and for whom he 
will vote, knowing as he does that the policy of the Administration 
will be directly adverse to that which he announces here as his policy, 
and I leave it to his own candor to say whichis the Democratic policy, 
that which he advocates or that which Mr. Cleveland practices. 

I say that the Democratic party has never recovered an acre of pub- 
lic land. It has carried on in an administrative way, as it was led to 
do by Republican administrations, investigations in regard to illegal 
appropriations of public land. If I am not very much mistaken, in 
the very case which the Senator mentioned, in which last March Mr. 
Stockslager set aside certain entries, the order setting aside has been 
revoked and the entries have been reinstated. Itmay not be that one; 
I think itis. I know there is one very important case involving red- 
wood lands in California where the entry was set aside by the Com- 
missioner of the General Land Office. A man, whom I am not per- 
mitted to name, but whose connections go near the came here 
and got that order rescinded, and proceedings have been instituted 
since to determine whether it should be made again or not. 

Mr. President, there are many pertinent facts in connection with this 
subject which will come out more distinetly the more we discuss this 
question, which will show the hidden workings of things in the Land 
Office, how fish is made of one and flesh of another, and how under 
the cover of recovering lands by oppressing settlers on the frontier large 
appropriations of land have been allowed to be made by favorite specu- 
lators. ‘‘ The voice is Jacob’s voice, but the hands are the hands of 
Esau.” . 

While we have had all this declamation upon the subject the spolia- 
tion of publie land has been goingon. The promises held out by Demo- 
cratic administration have not been kept, and while a few little men 
have had their fences taken down under the mandate of a law 
before Mr. Cleveland came into office, that does not interfere with the 
approval of leases granted of coal lands on the Cherokee reservation 
which have gone into the hands of powerful capitalists. 

Mr. BERRY. Mr. President, in the face of the assertion made by 
the Senator from Kansas that no lands have been restored to the public 
domain by this Administration, I can only state that there is in the 
remarks 1 made an official statement showing that it is incorrect. I 
state that a large number of acres of land, amounting to many mill- 
ions, have been forfeited and restored to the public domain. Since the 
Democratic Administration came into power frandulent entry after 
fraudulent entry of the public domain has been canceled; and yet 
when the records of the Land Office are full of it the Senator stands 
upon the floor of the Senate and says that not one acre has been so re- 
stored! I confess that I do not know how to answer such a proposi- 
tion. I assert that the records show it; they are in after 
speech, and the Senator from Kansas himself must know it to be true, 

In regard to Mr. Scorr and others being Democrats, it was not in- 
dividual members of the Republican party, except in one instance, that 
I was di ing, but it was the system which allowed these monop- 
Olies. I care not whether it is Mr. Scorr or any one else, they have 
grown under Republican rule, and it is the Republican principles and 
the Republican system by which they are enabled to do it, and it is 
no justification to say that in some instances they are in politics Demo- 
crats, 

The Senator says that the forfeiture bills were enacted by Repub- 
licans. The fact is that one or two forfeiture bills, and perhaps more 
than that number, were introduced in the other House by Mr. PAY- 
sox, of Illinois, who is a Republican, but who it is well known was 
not in accord with the Republican party upon the question of publie 
lands until very recently; and because accidentally the bill that he 
introduced was taken up by a Democratic committee and passed by a 

emocratic House the Senator from Kansas insists that therefore it is 


a Republican measure! It was the Democratic majority that passed 
the bill, it was a Democratic committee that reported it, and it is 
wholly immaterial whether it went to the committee from the hands 
of a Republican or from the hands of a Democrat. 

I stated, and I wish to reassert, that these forfeiture bills have failed 
in every instance because the Democratic House desired to take from 
the railroads more land and restore it to the public domain than the 
Republican Senate was willing to concede. ‘That is an assertion the 
Senator from Kansas has not denied. I wish it tọ go upon the record 
that this failure grew out of the fact that the Republican Senate is not 
willing to pass a law forfeiting so much of the lands granted to the 
railroad companies as the Democratic House of Representatives insists 
ought to be forfeited. 

Mr. PLUMB. Mr. President, one word. It is a little remarkable 
that an accident should happen to Mr. Payson, a Republican, and no 
accident should happen to a single Democratic member of the other 
House. It is a little singular that during fourteen years of Democratic 
supremacy in the other House not a single Democrat ever rose in his 

to offer or promote practically the of any such bill. 

Mr. BERRY. The record is directly in the face of that statement. 
A forfeiture bill was introduced by my colleague in the last House of 
Representatives; and the bill was reported and placed on the Calendar 
by the order of the committee. . 

Mr. PLUMB. Nota single forfeiture bill was passed by the House 
of Representatives until this session of Congress. During the fourteen 
years the Senator’s party has had control of the House of Representa- 
tives it hasbeen there dumb, I know that the pretense of the House 
is that it wanted to do more, and yet when we propose to it to do that 
about which there can be no possible question, and in regard to lands 
the character of which may and would be affected by the construction 
of arailroad, itrefuses todo that. The result is—and I desire to call the 
attention of the country to it—that 3,500,000 acres of land, by reason 
of the non-action of the House of Representatives, have passed from the 
people of the United States to the control of a railroad company. 

The Senator, I have no doubt, will justify himself and his party as- 
sociates in continuing that line of action until the Northern Pacific Rail- 
road earns every acre of land along its route, and when it is all through 
he will say, ‘‘ We wanted to domore, and because we could not do more 
we would not do anything; and the Government will have lost mill- 
ions of acres of land in that way. It is the pertinent fact that three 
anda half million acres have been lost to the Government, coupled with 
the other fact that while the House has been making all this noise about 
forfeiting Government lands a Democratic Administration has been cer- 
tifying those same lands to railroad companies, 

AWARDS UNDER MEXICAN TREATY. 

Mr. MORGAN. Perhaps it would relieve both the Senators to have 
a little intervention of cooling time gn this debate. I wish to ask the 
consent of the Senate to set a bill that was made a special order for this 
day, for the Wednesday after the second Monday in December. It is 
the bill (S. 994) to amend and enlarge the act approved June 18, 1878, 
entitled “An act to provide for the distribution of the awards made 
under the convention between the United States of America and the 
Republie of Mexico, coneluded on the 4th day of July, 1868.” 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Having been assigned as a special 
order for this day, that bill naturally would come upafter the unfinished 
business is disposed of. The Senator from Alabama asks that it may 
be made a special order for the Wednesday after the second Monday in 
December next. 

Mr. MORGAN. I desire to say that the Senator from Indiana [ Mr. 
VOORHEES] has agreed with me upon that arran t. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Isthereobjection? TheChair hears 
none, and it is so ordered. 

NORTHERN PACIFIC RAILROAD LANDS. 

The Senate, asin Committee of the Whole, resumed the consideration 
of the bill (S. 3504) restoring to the United States certain of the lands 
granted to the Northern Pacific Railroad Company to aid in the con- 
struction of a railroad from Lake Superior to Puget Sound, and to re- 
store the same to settlement, and for other purposes. 

Mr. DOLPH. Mr. President, I do not care to enter into a discussion 
of the question of railroad land grants or of the power of Congress to 
forfeit railroad lands. I have on a former occasion discussed the ques- 
tion somewhat at length. Iam not physically able to do so to-day, if 
I were so disposed. 

I will only say in regard to the bill which passed the Senate during 
the Forty-ninth Congress to forfeit the unearned lands of the Northern 
Pacific Railroad, that it contained the following provision, an amend- 
ment offered by the Senator from Kentucky [Mr. BECK] and accepted 
by myself, in charge of the bill: 

That nothing in this act shall be construed to waive or release in any way 
any right of the United States to have any other lands granted by them to the 


said railroad eompany forfeited for any failure, past or future, of said company 
to.comply with the conditions of the grant. 


Therefore there was offered to the House of Representatives a bill 
which would have forfeited all the unearned lands of the Northern Pa- 
cific at that time, including the lands of the Cascade braneh. The 
House, it istrne, claimed that a bill should be passed forfeiting a greater 
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quantity of land, forfeiting all the lands which were earned after the 
time limited in granting the act for the completion of the road, but 
they refused to take what was offered them, In the mean time the 
railroad company earned three million and odd acres of land on the 
Cascade branch, and all there is left, as has been correctly stated by 
the Senator from Arkansas, is the land for 214 miles from Wallula to 
Portland, the uncompleted road of the Northern Pacific, 

I understand it to be a rule where the two Houses can not agree that 
the body insisting on the amendment, which in that case was the House 
of Representatives, should recede. All agreed as to the power of Con- 
gress and the propriety of forfaiting the lands embraced in the Senate 
bill. The Senate did not believe that Congress had the power, or that 
it would be honest or just to forfeit more. 

Consequently, in addition to the showing which I made at the time 
before the Senate as to the delay of the House conferees and the loss 
of the bill, and their neglect to provide a substitute for it, and the ef- 
forts which were made to get a conference, I think it is but a just crit- 
icism to say that the action of the House of Representatives prevented 
the forfeiture of lands which might have been forfeited at that time by 
the provision of the bill, and even without it there was nothing to 
prevent Congress from passing a bill for a further forfeiture at any 
time. They had the power. The House could have accepted that bill, 
and the very next hour could have sent us a bill forfeiting the rest of 
the lands which they claimed should have been forfeited. 

If no Senator desires to discuss the matter further, I move to sub- 
stitute for the bill under consideration House bill 9151, the bill re- 
ferred to by the Senator from-Arkansas, which has come over from the 
other House since this bill was last under consideration. 

Mr. BERRY. The Senator asks to have it substituted for consider- 
ation? 

Mr. DOLPH. I ask to have it substituted for consideration, and 
then I shall offer the amendment reported from the committee thi 
morning. 

Mr. BERRY. I have no objection to substituting the bill. 
it will be after it is substituted. h 

Mr. DOLPH. I ask unanimous consent to substitute the House bill 
on the same subject. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Oregon asks unan- 
imous consent that the pending bill may be indefinitely postponed, and 
that the Senate proceed to the consideration of the bill (H. R. 9151) to 
forfeit certain lands granted to the Northern Pacific Railroad Company, 
aud for other purposes. If there be no objection, the House bill is be- 
fore the Senate as in Committee of the Whole, and will be read at length. 

The Secretary read the bill. 

Mr. DOLPH. I now move to strike out all after the enacting clause 
and insert what I send to the desk. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore.g The amendmert will be read. 

The Secretary. It is proposed to strike out all after the enacting 
clause and insert: 


That all the lands heretofore granted to the Northern Pacifice Railroad Com- 
pany by an act entitled “An act nting lands to aid in the construction of a 
railr and telegraph line from Lake Superior to Puget Sound, on the Pacific 
coast, by the northern route,” approved July 2, 1864, and subsequent acts and 
joint resolutions of Congress, which appertain to and are coterminous with that 
part of its line which shall not have been constructed at the date of the passage 
of this act, be, and the same are hereby, resumed by the United States and re- 
stored to the public domain, and made subject to disposition and settlement 
under the general laws relating to the public lands: Provided, That this act 
shall not be construed as forfeiting the right of way or station grounds for any 
portion of said road granted by said acts and joint resolutions: And provided 
further, That nothing in this act contained shall be construed as limiting the 
rights granted to purchasers or settlers by “An act to provide for the adjust- 
ment of land grants made by Congress to aid in the construction of railroadsand 
for the forfeiture of unearned lands, and for other purposes,” approved March 
3, 1887, or as repealing, altering, or amending said act, nor as in any manner 
affecting any cause of action existing in favor of any purchaser against his 
grantor for breach of any covenants of title. 

Src, 2. That in all cases where persons are in possession of any of the lands 
affected by such grant and hereby resumed by and restored tothe United States, 
under deed, written contract with, or license from, the said Northern Pacific 
Railroad Company, executed in good SI wey tat orgy opis 1, 1886, they shall be 
entitled to purchase the same from the United States, in quantities not exceed- 
ing 320 acres to any one such person, at the rate of $2.50 r acre, at any time 
within two years from the of this act, and on ma ing requisite proofs 
and payment to receive patentstherefor: Provided, Thatin cases where par- 
ties, persons, or corporations, with the permission of said company, or its as- 

ees, are in the possession of, and have made improvements upon, any of the 
lands hereby resumed and restored, and are not entitled to enter the same un- 
der the provisions of this act, such parties, persons, or corporations shall have 
six monthsin which to remove any growing crop and within which time they 
= a = oe to remove all buildings and other movable improvements 

‘om said lands, 


I hope 


without limitation asto quantity: Provided, That the rights of way and riparian 
zigota heretofore attempted to be conveyed to the city of Portland, in the State 
of Oregon, by the Northern Pacific Railroad Company and the Central Trust 
Com y of New York, by deed of conveyance dated August 8, 1 and which 
are described as follows: A strip of land 50 feet in width, being 25 feet on each 
side of the center line of acy ee line as the same is staked out and located. 
or as it shall be hereafter finally located according to the provisions of an act o; 
the Legislative Assembly of the State of Oregon aopean ovefnber 25,1885, pro- 
viding the means to supply the city of Portland with an abundance of good, 

ure, and wholesome water over and across the following described tracts of 
and; Sections 19 and 31, in township 1 south, of range 6 east; sections 25, 31,33, 
and 35, in township 1 south, of range 5 east; sections 3 and 5, in township 2 
south, of range 5 east; section 1, in township 2 south, of range 4 east; sections 
23, 25, and 35, in township 1 south, of range 4 east, of Willamette meridian, in 
the State of O. n, forfeited by this act, are hereby granted and contirmed unto 
the said city of Portland, in the State of Oregon, its successors and assigns for- 
ever, with the right to enter on the hereinbefore described strip of land, over 
and across the above-described sections, for the purpose of constructing, main- 
taining, and repairing a water-pipe line as atoreanid, 

Src, 4, That nothing in this act shall be construed to waive or release in any 
way any right of the United States to have any other lands nted by them to 
the said railroad company forfeited for any failure, past or future, of said com- 
pany to comply with the conditions of the grant. 


Mr. DOLPH.. This proposed amendmentis the identical bill in every 
respect reported from the Committee on Public Lands which has just 
been postponed. It was reported, as I understand it, by the approval 
and consent of all the members of the committee except the Senator: 
from Arkansas who has just addressed the Senate. 

Mr. BERRY. I wish tocorrect one misstatement. I was in favor of 
including more land in the bill than is included in it; butif we can not 
include the other land, Iam in favor of forfeiting what is included in 
the bill. Ido not wish the Senator to put me in a position as being 
opposed to forfeiting any lands. 

Mr. DOLPH. I did not intend to do so. 

Mr. BERRY. Iam in favor of forfeiting all the land proposed to be 
forfeited in this bill, and in addition to that I am in favor of forfeiting 
the land provided for in the House bill introduced by my colleague, 
Mr. McRag, the one that is now pending. ` 

Mr. DOLPH. I understand the Senator’s position and I have un- 
derstood it ever since he has been a member of the committee, and 
therefore in stating that this met the approval of the committee I de- 
sire to state also that, as I understand, it had the approval of every 
member of the committee except the Senator from Arkansas, and it 
did not have his approval because he desired to make it embrace more 
land. I understand, however, that the provisions made for settlers 
meet with his approval and the approval of every member of the com- 
mittee. 

I wish to say further that this bill as reported is identical in its pro- 
visions with the general forfeiture bill which passed the Senate. The 
first section has been changed so as to make it include, instead of all 
unearned lands of all railroad companies, just the unearned lands of 
the Northern Pacific Railroad Company. ‘The other provisions for set- 
tlers, etc., are the identical provisions of the general forfeiture bill 
which passed the Senate, and which was discussed here for days, and 
which also had the approval of all the members of the Committee ex- 
cept the Senator from Arkansas, : 

‘The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment proposed by the Senator from Oregon to strike out all after 
the enacting clause and insert what has been read by the Secretary. 

Mr. CALL. I understand the bill offered as an amendment is Sen- 
ate bill 3504. Am I right? 

Mr. DOLPH. Yes, the bill we have just had under consideration. 

Mr. CALL. His bill proposes to forfeit all the lands granted to the 
Northern Pacific Railroad Company which appertain to and are co- 
terminous with that part of its line which shall not have been con- 
structed at the date of the passage of this act; that is to say, it isa 
bill of confirmation and not of forfeiture, and should be so designated. 
It is a bill to assume in favor of the Northern Pacific Railroad Com- 
pany all the favorable constructions that can be made of the grant, 
that it was a perpetual grant; that its conditions were never required 
to be complied with; that from now one hundred or two hundred 
years hence the company may continue to fulfill the conditions of the 
act, and this vast territory, an empire of the public land, which has 
been given by the United States, by a pledge of the public faith, to the 
people for their homes, shall pass to the ownership of « great corpora- 
tion in defiance ot every principie upon which this Government is 
founded, in violation and in denial of the personal rights of the people 
of the United States; and that in the midst of all the suffering and all 
the want and all the hardship that is now penetrating every portion of 
this country among the people. That which the Government has given 
to them we are giving away to a few men in the character of corpora- 
tions, to exercise the powers of an aristocracy, and that in derogation 


of public right. 


Mr. President, for one 1 shall never vote to grant the lands which 
the Government has given to the people of this country under any pre- 
tenses which are founded upon these supposed decisions of the Supreme 
Court to one or one hundred men to hold in proprietorship and with- 
hold from the uses of the people. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment proposed by the Senator from Oregon [Mr. DOLPH]. [Put- 
ting the question.] The noes appear to have it. 
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Mr. DOLPH. Let us haye a division. 

The Senate proceeded to divide, and the ayes were 14—— 

Mr, DOLPH. Under the circumstances, if no one desires to discuss 
the bill further, ask that unanimous consent begiven that the amend- 
ment and the bill may be voted upon at 2 o’clock to-morrow, and I 
shall not press a vote at thistime. There is other business which some 
Senators desire to transact this afternoon. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I have no objection to letting the bill go over un- 
til to-morrow, but I do not think that in the present condition of the 
Senate we should undertake to make a unanimous agreement. It is 
not fair to the majority of the Senate, to say nothing more. 

Mr. DOLPH. ‘The bill is already up in pursuance of a unanimous 
agreement. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I know that, but I do not believe ina unanimous 
agreement made by a small partof the Senate. Let the Senator simply 
move to lay the bill over until 2 o’clock to-morrow. 

Mr. DOLPH. I do not wish to do that. It went over from last 
Monday by a unanimous agreement to vote upon it to-day. If any- 
body desires to discuss the bill, that is another thing; let Senators make 
speeches if they wish. If they do not, I simply suggest that we shall 
vote without discussion at an hour when we shall probably havea quo- 
rum present. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair did not understand the 
unanimous agreement to be that the vote should be taken to-day at the 
close of the debate, but that the bill should come up for discussion. 

Mr. DOLPH. Yes, the vote was to be taken to-day, I understand. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Sihat is the part I object to. I say the Senate 
should not now, in the present condition of the Chamber, make an 
agreement to vote at all, binding in honor. Of course if there was an 
unquestioned quorum present in the Senate, we might bind our absent 
colleagues, but for a minority to do so would not be right. I have no 
objection to letting the bill go over until to-morrow, and if there is a 
quorum to-morrow I am perfectly willing that a vote shall be taken. 


FORT WALLACE MILITARY RESERVATION. 


Mr. PLUMB. I ask unanimous consent, pending the decision of this 
matter, that there be taken up by the Senate the bill which I reported 
this morning from the Committee on Public Lands, the Senator from 
Vermont [Mr. EDMUNDS] having withdrawn his objection. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. TheSenator from Kansas asks unani- 
mous consent that the pending business may be informally laid aside 
to enable him to move the consideration of the bill (S. 3597) to pro- 
vide for the disposal of the Fort Wallace military reservation in Kan- 
sas. $ 
By unanimous consent, the Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, 
proceeded to consider the bill. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


MARGARET KENNEDY. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate the amendment 
of the House of Representatives to the bill (S. 307) for the relief of 
Margaret Kennedy. 

Mr. STEWART. I move that the Senate disagree to the amend- 
ment, and ask for a conference thereon with the House of Representa- 
tives. 

The motion was agreed to. 

By unanimous consent, the President pro tempore was authorized to 
appoint the conferees on the part of the Senate; and Mr. STEWART, 
Mr. SPOONER, and Mr. Jones of Arkansas were appointed. 


MARTIIA V. COLEMAN. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate the amendment 
of the House of Representatives to the bill (S. 1264) granting a pension 
to Martha V. Coleman, which was, in line 4, to strike out ‘‘ giving her, 
for life, the sum of twenty-five,” and insert ‘‘and pay her a pension at 
the rate of twelve.” 

Mr. PADDOCK. 
amendment. 

The motion was agreed to. 


NORTHERN PACIFIC RAILROAD LAND GRANT. 


Mr. DOLPH. At the suggestion of several Senators near me, I will 
modify my request and ask that the unfinished business, the Northern 
Pacific forfeiture bill, go over until after the conclusion of morning 
business to-morrow morning, without asking that there shall be a 
unanimous agreement to vote upon the bill at a particular time. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The pending question being on the 
motion of the Senator from Oregon to amend the bill by striking out 
and inserting what was read by the Secretary, if there be no objec- 
tion the further consideration of the unfinished business will be post- 
poned until to-morrow morning at the close of the routine morning 
business. 

Mr.CALL. I donotconsent to that arrangement unless it be under- 
stood that the resolution which it was agreed this morning should be 
taken up to-morrow morning is excepted from it. 

ae TELLER, Will the Senator from Florida repeat his proposi- 
tion 

Mr. CALL. The Senator from Oregon has asked unanimous consent 


I move that the Senate concur in the House 


that the pending bill be taken up to-morrow morning at the conclu- 
sion of the routine business. This morning it was agreed that the 
resolution submitted by me should come up for consideration to-mor- 
row morning. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The resolution of the Senator from 
Florida will come up as morning business to-morrow in the morning 
hour before this bill can be considered. 

Mr. CALL. That is all I desire. 


MANON VANGORDON, 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate the amendment 
of the House of Representatives to the bill (S. 330) granting a pension 
to Manon Vangordon; which was to add to the bill ‘and pay him a 
pension of $18 a month,” 

Mr. PADDOCK. I move that the Senate concur in the House 
amendment. = 

The motion was agreed to. 


JONAS DOERING. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate the amendment 
of the House of Representatives to tho bill (S. 3141) granting a 
to Jonas Doering; which was, in line 3, before the word ‘‘dollars,’? to 
strike out ‘‘fifty’’ and insert ‘‘forty.’’ 

Mr. SAWYER. I move that the Senate concur in the amendment, 

The motion was agreed to. 

HOUSE BILLS REFERRED. 

The following bills, received from the House of Representatives, were 
severally read twice by their titles, and referred to the Committee on 
Pensions: 

A bill (H. R. 7) granting a pension to Thomas B. Walsh; 

A bill (H. R. 210) granting a pension to Ephraim Nye; 

A bill (H. R. 308) granting a pension to John Lynn; 

A bill (H. R. 855) for the relief of the heirs of Jacob Cramer; 

A bill (H. R. 2499) increasing the pension of Miss Sarah Mary Car- 


roll; 

A bill (H. R. 2667) for the relief of Ida M. Howell; 

A bill (H. R. 4649) granting a pension to Daniel Tanner; 

A bill (H. R. 5408) granting a pension to Emma F. Read; 

A bill (H. R. 6334) for the relief of Isaac Roshon; 

A bill (H, R. 7344) granting a pension to Henrietta Waldron; 

A bill (H. R. 7683) granting increase of pension to Hugh Brady; 

A bill (H. R. 7877) to place Mary Karstetter on the pension-roll; 

A bill (H. R. gan granting a peusion to Samuel M, Reese; 

A bill (H. R. 8755) granting a pension to Mary A. McCool; 

A bil (H, R. 9173) granting a pension to Mary J. Drake; * 

A bill (H. R. 9175) granting a pension to George Wallen; 

A bill (H. R. 9178) granting a pension to Jane Jackson; 

A bill (H. R. 9296) granting a pension to Bridget Carroll; 

A bill (H. R. 9668) granting a pension to Joseph Rosier; 

A bill (H. R. 9791) for the relief of Charles W. Geddes; 7 
_ A bill (H. R. 10109) granting a pension to Mrs. Anna Leach; and 

A bill (H. R. 10769) granting a pension to John M. Krunk. 

The following bills were severally read twice by their titles, and re- 
ferred to the Committee on Claims: 

A bill (H. R. 4624) for the relief of the estate of John W. Whitfield; 

A bill (H. R. 6622) for the relief of W. O. Wiatt, Edward Hughes, 
and J. W. Powell, session clerks of the Forty-ninth Congress; 

A bill (H. R. 10042) for the relief of the estates of James H. Judkins 
and William T. Judkins; 

A bill (H. R. 10866) to refer the claims against the United States of 
the trustees of the Cumberland Presbyterian Churches of Calhoun and 
Palaski, Tenn.; and . 

A bill (H. R. 11495) for the relief of George H. Owen. 

The following bills were severally read twice by their titles, and re- 
ferred to the Committee on Military Affairs: 

A bill (H. R. ani} for the relief of Phineas T. Richardson; 

A bill (H. R. 6018) for the relief of George Campbell; and 

A bill (H. R. 5009) to provide certain arms, ammunition, and equi- 
page to the State of Oregon for tho militia thereof. 

The bill (H. R. 755) to appropriate $122.50 to reimburse the Indian 
committee of Western Yearly Meeting of Friends in Indiana for money 
expended by them in the purchase of Government lands in North Caro- 
lina for an Indian training-school was read twice by its title, and re- 
ferred to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

The bill (H. R. 7718) for the relief of Milo McCrillis was read twice 
by its title, and referred to the Committee on Post-Offices and Post- 
Roads. : 

The bill (H. R. 10023) to authorize the Cairo and Tennessee River 
Railroad Company to construct bridges across the Tennessee and Cam- 
berland Rivers was read twice by its title, and referred to the Commit- 
tee on Commerce. 

The bill (H. R. 11227) for the relief of Henry Setzer was read twice 
by its title, and referred to the Committee on Finance. 


WRECK OF STEAMER TALLAPOOSA. 


Mr. CHANDLER submitted the following report: 


The committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses on 
the amendments of the House to the bill (S. 859) for the relief of the sufferers by 
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the wreck of the United States steamer Tallapoosa, having met, after full agd 
greed to recommend and dorecommend to their t 
ive Houses as follows: 

‘That the Senate recede from its t to the amendment numbered 1 
„and agree to the same with the following amendment: Strike out 

nal bill the words “one thousand’ and insert the words “seven 
hundred and fifty.” 

That the Senate recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the House 
numbered 2, and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: 3, 
line 26, strike out the words “or in case there be not such, then the parent or 
parents, and if there be no parents the brothers and sisters;” page 3, line 30, 
strike out the words ‘‘ Clarence E, Black, passed assistant surgeon,” and at the 
end of the section add: “And provided further, That there shall be paid out of 

Treasury of the United States to legal representatives of Clarence E. 
Binck, passed assistant surgeon, United States Navy (deceased), the sum of 


set CAMERON, 

J. D. 
WL E. CHANDLER, 
Jo, €. S. BLACKBURN, 

Managers on the part of the Senate. 
T. J. CAMPBELL, 
L. F. MCKINNEY, 
DANIEL KERR, 

Managers on the part of the House, 

The report was concurred in. 
PENSACOLA AND MEMPHIS RAILROAD. . 

Mr. CALL. Iask that Senate bill 3573, Order of Business 2340, being 
a bill to grant a right of way to a railroad now being built through the 
naval reservation at Pensacola, may be now considered. The bill is 
recommended by the Secretary of the Navy and by the Committee on 
Naval Affairs. 

'The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Florida asks unan- 
imous consent that the bill named by him may be now considered. 

Mr. CULLOM. Do I understand that the bill comes from the Com- 
mittee on Naval Affairs? 

Mr. CALL. Yes, sir. 

Mr. CULLOM. And is unanimously reported favorably? 

Mr. CALL. Yes, sir. 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, 
proceeded to consider the bill (S. 3573) granting the right of way to the 
Pensacola and Memphis Railroad Company over and through the pub- 
lic lands of the United States in the States of Florida, Alabama, Mis- 
sissippi, and Tennessee, and granting the right of way to said railroad 
company over and through the United States naval and military reser- 
vations near Pensacola, in the State of Florida. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

CHARLES WEITFLE. 
Mr. TELLER. Iask consent of the Senate to call up the bill (5. 


$485) restoring the homestead right of Charles Weitfle. . 
By unanimous consent, the Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, 
proceeded to consider the bill. 


The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. TELLER. I move to strike out the preamble, 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on agreeing to the 
preamble, 

The preamble was disagreed to. 

Mr. TELLER. Having stricken ont the preamble, the words ‘‘the 
said,” in line 3 of the bill ought to be stricken out. It may be done 
by general consent. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. By unanimous consent that amend- 
ment will be considered as agreed to, 

DR. JOHN B. READ. 

Mr. HAMPTON. Iask unanimous consent to call up Senate bill 
$258, Order of Business 2026, a bill for the relief of Dr. John B. Read. 
I believe it is one of the first bills on the Calendar in order, and as I 
may be going away I should like to have it disposed of. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The title of the bill will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. A bill (S. 3258) for the relief of Dr. John B. Read, 

Mr. TELLER. I should like to inquire of the Senator how that 
happens? There has been one bill passed this session for Dr. Read’s 
relief, and this seems to refer to the same matter. 

Mr. HAMPTON. This is a bill that has come from the House of 
Representativés. There were some amendments that were made in the 
Senate on the Senate bill. I wish to substitute the House bill for the 
Senate bill.” 

Mr. TELLER. Ishould like to look at it. Itis a matter I do not 
want to object to, but I want to look at the bill. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Ishould like to ask the Senator from South 
Carolina whether this is not substantially the same bill as the one 
which passed the Senate, or whether it has been altered in material 

9 


Mr. HAMPTON. I wish to have the House bill passed in the form 
in which the Senate Committee on Military Affairs proposed to amend 
the Senate bill. The House passed a bill not conforming to the amend- 
ments made in the Senate. We struck out some words in the Senate 
billand the House did not strike them out in its bill. I now 
to take up the House bill and amend it in accordance with the bill that 
was reported by the Senate committee. 

Mr. TELLER. ‘Thereis no objection to that. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Will the Senator from South Caro- 
lina send to the desk the number of the bill he desires considered? 
The Chair understands that the Senator desires to have a House bill 


considered. 
Mr. HAMPTON. I send the House bill to the desk. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The title of the bill will be stated. 


are SECRETARY. A bill (H. R. 10633) for the relief of Dr. John B. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The House bill is before the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs and not yet reported. 

Mr. HAMPTON. It was reported back. I reported it back with 
this amendment. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The House bill does not appear on 
the Calendar. 

Mr. HAMPTON, I thought it had been reported before. I report 
it now, if I have not already done so. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from South Carolina 
reports from the Committee on Military Affairs favorably with amend- 
ments the bill (H. R. 10633) for the relief of Dr. John B. Read, and 
asks that the same be now considered. 

By unanimous consent, the Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, 
proceeded to consider the bill. 

Mr. TELLER. The Senator I suppose wants to amend the House 
bill by substituting the Senate bill for it. = 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The House bill will now be read. 

Mr. HAMPTON. Imove toamend the House bill by making it cor- 
respond with the Senate bill. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill will be read at length, and 
the amendment will then be stated. 

The bill was read. 

The amendments reported by the Committee on Military Affairs 
were, in line 7, after the word ‘‘farnished,’’ to strike out ‘‘ by R. P. 
Parrott;’’ and in the same line, after ‘‘United States,”’ to strike out 
“during the war of 1861 to 1865;” so as to make the bill read: 


sage out of any money in the 


sabots furnished to the United States, said ata of $17,000 to be received by said 
John B, Read as royalty upon all such projectiles so furnished to the United 
States, and in full satisfaction of his claim. 

The amendments were agreed to, ; 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amendments 
were concurred in. 

The amendments were ordered to be engrossed and the bill to be read 
a third time. : 

The bill was read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. HAMPTON. I move that the Senate insist upon its amend- 
ments and ask for a conference with the House of Representatives 
thereon. 

The motion was agreed to. 

By unanimous consent, the President pro tempore was authorized to 
appoint the conferees on the part of the nate and Mr. MANDERSON, 
Mr. Davis, and Mr. HAMPTON were appointed. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. If there be no objection, the bill (8. 
3258) for the relief of Dr. John B. Read will be indefinitely postponed, 
the House bill on that subject having been passed. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


Mr. SHERMAN. I desire to submit a privileged motion. I move 
that the Senate proceed to the consideration of executive business. 

Mr. HARRIS. I hope that the Senator from Ohio will not insist on 
that motion at this hour. I havea little District bill here that, I am 
informed by the commissioners, is very important to be passed promptly, 
to increase slightly the police force of the District. _ 

‘Mr. SHERMAN. I withdraw the motion until 4 o’clock, but it is 
important that we should have an executive session to-day. 

Mr. HARRIS. Iam very anxious to get considered this pa bill, 
if I can get the floor by that time; and if not at that time, I shall beg 
the Senator to let me have an opportunity to ask the Senate to con- 
sider the bill. 


IMPORTATION OF CONTAGION OE INFECTION. 


Mr. PASCO. Iask leave to offer an amendment to the resolution 
submitted by my colleague [Mr. CALL] on the 27th of September, and 
I ask that it may be printed to come up with the resolution to-morrow. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The proposed amendment will be 
received and printed. 


TILE LOUISIANA ELECTION. 


Mr. CHANDLER. I now move that the resolution relative to the 
Louisiana election be taken up, and I shall ask thatit be made the order 
for to-morrow during the morning hour. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. There has been already an order as- 
signed for the morning hour to-morrow. 

Mr. CHANDLER. I move that this resolution be taken from the 
table. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from New Hampshire 
moves that the Senate proceed now to the consideration of the resolu- 


] 
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tion in relation to the recent election in the State of Louisiana. The 
questionis on that motion. [Putting the question.] The ‘‘noes’’ ap- 
pear to have it by the sound. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Iask unanimous consent thatthe Senator from 
New Hampshire have leave to withdraw his motion. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Iam not certain that I want leave. 

A division was called for, and the ayes were 14. 

Mr. HARRIS. I appeal to the Senator from New Hampshire not to 
ask a further division. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Well, Mr. President, I stated the object of the 
motion, : ‘ < 

Mr. HARRIS. Atsome very early day I shall certainly aid the Sen- 
ator in any way I can to get consideration of the resolution, but at pres- 
ent I hope he will not insist upon a further division on his motion. 

Mr. CHANDLER. I appreciate the suggestion of the Senator, but 
I stated before moving to take up the resolution that I should move to 
have it postponed until to-morrow. 

Mr. HARRIS. So I understcod. 

Mr. CHANDLER. And I thought, under the circumstances, that the 
Senate would consent to take up the resolution. If Senators are in- 
clined to vote against it, and there is any objection to taking it up, it 
seems to me I might as well havea division of theSenate now as at any 
other time, 

Mr. SHERMAN. I do not suppose that to-morrow there will. be a 
single objection. The resolution is now insuch a position that the Sen- 
ator can move at any time to take it up. 

i 7 CHANDLER. Then I withdraw the motion to take up the reso- 
ution. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from Ohio renew 
his motion for an executive session ? 

Mr. SHERMAN. Isaid I would do so at 4 o’clock. e 

Mr. REAGAN. I hope the Senator will not make the motion jus 


yet. 
Mr. SHERMAN. Notuntil 4 o’clock. 
JOHN J. CROOKE. 


- Mr. JONES, of Arkansas. I ask the Senate to take up House bill 

2696, which was reported by the Senator from West Virginia [Mr. 

FAULKNER], who asked me to call it up and have it considered at some 

en time. It was favorably reported by the Committee on 
aims. 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, 
proceeded to consider the bill (H. R. 2696) for the relief of John J. 
Crooke. It directs the Secretary of the Treasury to pay $1,611.44 to 
John J. Crooke, for services rendered in imprinting internal-revenue 
stamps upon tin-foil tobacco-wrappers, from the Ist of July, 1884, to 
the 7th of October, 1884. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


DISTRICT POLICE FORCE. 


Mr. HARRIS. I ask the Senate to proceed at this time to consider 
Order of Business 2036, being House bill 6677. 
There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, 
proceeded to consider the bill (H. R. 6677) to amend an act entitled 
‘An act to increase the police force of the District of Columbia, and 
for other purposes,” approved January 31, 1883, and for other pur- 


poses. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on the District of Colam- 
bia with amendments. 

The first amendment was, in section 1, line 10, after the words ‘‘ Pro 
vided that,” to strike out ‘forty-five?’ and insert “fifteen ;’’ so as to 
made the section read: 

‘That the act entitled “Ar act to increase the police force of the District of 
Columbia, and for other purposes,” approved January 31, 1883,is hereby amended 
80 as to autho: the commissioners of said District to increase said force to 
eleven lieutenants, thirty sergeants, three hundred and forty-five privates, 
nineteen station clerks, nine laborers, and the number of mounted men to thirty- 
five, as they may deem necessary, provided that fifteen of the increase in the 
number of privates hereby authorized shall be appointed to class 1, and forty- 
five to class 2 of said force; and a sum sufficient toe the compensation for the 
fiscal year ending June 30, 1889, of the increase force herein authorized, at the 
rates now paid to like grade and services on said force,and for their equipment, 
is hereby appropriated. 

‘The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. DAWES. Ishould like to inquire of the Senator from Tennes- 
see the necessity for this bill after the increase of force provided for in 
the District appropriation bill? 

Mr. HARRIS. That increase was wholly inadequate to the neces- 
sities of the case, in the opinion of the commissioners of the District, 
and the increase asked in this bill simply comes up to their recom- 
imendation, giving the credit diminished to the extent of those al- 
lowed by the appropriation bill. 

Mr. DAWES. Itis not in addition to those? 

Mr. HARRIS, Notin addition, but it is an increase above what 
was allowed by the appropriation bill after giving credit by those that 
were allowed by the appropriation bill. 

Mr. DAWES. That is to say, those in the appropriation bill and 


what this bill as amended will make the number. 
from the House originally ? 

Mr. HARRIS. Yes; what the commissioners asked originally. 

The next amendment of the Committee on the District of Columbia 
was to strike out section 2, as follows: 

Sec. 2, That the sum of $15,600 is hereby appropriated for the purchase of a 
lot and the erection and furnishing of a station-house in northeast Washington 
by the commissioners of the District of Columbia. 

The amendment was to. 

Mr, CHANDLER. I should like to have the Senator from Tennessee 
state more explicitly the effect of this hill, the extent to which the num- 
ber of police officers is enlarged, and by whom the appointments of the 
new police officers are to be made. 

Mr. HARRIS. My recollection is that the commissioners recom- 
mended—though I have not looked at their report since this bill was 
reported by the committee—an increase of one hundred mien. The Dis- 
trict appropriation bill authorized aslightincrease. The increase made 
by the appropriation bill is deducted from the number of policemen 
asked by the commissioners, and this bill provides for furnishing the 
additional number. The policemen will be appointed by the commis- 
sioners of the District under existing law. 

Mr. CHANDLER. How many, may I ask the Senator, will be the 
new appointments? 

Mr. HARRIS. Ido not remember the number provided for by the 
appropriation bill. Will the Senator from Massachusetts inform me ? 

Mr. DAWES. I can not give the number. 

Mr. HARRIS. I think fifteen were provided for by the appropria- 
tion bill. Hence this bill will provide for, if my recollection is right, 
abont eighty-five. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Eighty-five new policemen? 

Mr. HARRIS. ‘That is my impression. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Now, I ask the Senator from Tennessee or the 
Senator from Massachusetts whether the number allowed by the Com- 
mittee on, Appropriations was not deemed to be a sufficient increase at 
the present time? 

Mr. DAWES. What led me to rise wasthis. After this bill came 
over from the House increasing the number to such an extent, the com- 
missioners were before the Committee on Appropriations of the Senate 
and were heard upon the necessity of an increase, and the Committee 
on Appropriations of the Senate and the subcommittee of the House 
agreed upon the number of increase that was fixed in the appropria- 
tion bill. i 

This bill had already passed the House and was here and led to that 
investigation. It was the opinion of the Committee on Appropriations 
of the Senate, and of the Senate itself, the House finally concurring in 
it, that that increase was sufficient. I have no information as to any- 
thing that has transpired since then that would lead to a conclusion 
that it was not sufficient, and therefore I do not interpose; but that 
was the result of the investigation before the committees of both 
branches, and both branches passed ultimately upon the increase 
which is in the appropriation bill after this bill had gone from the 
Honse. 

Mr. HARRIS. Mr. President, the commissioners of the District of 
Columbia in their annual report asked foran increase of the police force 
of the District of Columbia. They know a great deal better than I do 
what force they need. 1 deferred in committee and I defer here to 
their recommendation as to the number of policemen they need to 
regulate and look after the duties of policemen in the District of Co- 
lumbia. I am inclined to think that they know better than I, better 
than the Committee on Appropriations, and better than my friend from 
New Hampshire, exactly what is necessary to meet the necessities here 
in respect to that force; and so believing, I favored in committee, as I 
favor here, the passage of the bill that allows them the amount of force 
they think they need, my theory being that we ought to give them the 
men they need and hold them responsible for the good order that a 
proper police force should enforce in this District. 

If, however, the Senate think otherwise, I, of course, have no com- 
plaints to make and no discontents to cherish; but I shall follow the , 
recommendations of the District commissioners, two of whom were 
here to-day endeavoring to impress me with the absolute importance 
not only of allowing the additional force, but allowing it promptly and 
atonce. ` 

Mr. DAWES. I suggest to the Senator that he had better let this 
lie over at least until the Senator from Kansas [ Mr. PLUMB], who has 
cage of the District appropriation bill, is here and can more fully ex- 
plain it. 

The remarkable feature of this thing is, that after the commission- 
ers had appeared before both committees and the result was the judg- 
ment of those committees, they come here in the absence of the Sen- 
ator who had charge of that bill and appeal to the District Committee 
to carry out a view which they failed to impress upon the appropria- 
tions committees of both Houses, I hfve as much confidence in the 
judgment of these commissioners as, under all the circumstances, I can 
have. I do not take it—— 

Mr. HARRIS. Will the Senator from Massachusetts allow mo to 
correct a slight mistake into which I think he has fallen? 


What came over 
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Mr. DAWES. What is that? 

Mr. HARRIS. He states that the commissioners were before the 
Committees on Appropriations of the House and Senate, and repre- 
sented their view, and those committees arrived at a certain conclu- 
sion, and that afterwards they appealed to the Committees on the Dis- 
trictof Columbia. In that the Senator isslightly mistaken. They had 
made their report and shown what in their opinion was n in this 
` respect long before the Committee on Appropriations of either the House 
or the Senate considered the matter. They had asked for an increase 
of about one hundred men, and the House Committee on the District 
of Columbia (which, if the Senator will pardon me, I think, charged, 
as it is, with looking to the interests of the people of the District and 
of the District, is a little more reliable on a question such as that than 
the Committee on Appropriations) decided to allow the one hundred 
additional policemen that were needed. After that the Committees of 
Appropriations of the House and of the Senate agreed upon a slight 
increase, I think of about fifteen men. 

I do not wonder that the House having agreed to give the commis- 
sioners an increase of one hundred men would accept the fifteen as the 
best they could doin theappropriation bill. They would accept fifteen 
or any number they could get, but the House had declared in favor of 
allowing the whole hundred, and the Senate Committee on the Dis- 
trict of Columbia has also decided that the commissioners need and are 
entitled to the hundred. 

Mr. DAWES, The Senator from Tennessee is mistaken in saying 
- that I was mistaken in my statement. What I stated was that the 
peculiarity of this case was that after the commissioners had been be- 
fore the Committees on Appropriations of both Houses and had been 
heard there, and the judgment of those committees had been passed 
upon by both Houses, the commissioners come here to-day and seek out 
the District Committee in the absence of the Senator who had charge of 
the bill that fixed the number. Now, I will state that on the strength 
of two. things—the first is that I saw them here, and the next is that 
the Senator from Tennessee says they have been here. 

Mr. HARRIS. The Senator might add that when he saw them 
here, he saw the Senator from Kansas, who was the chairman of the 
subcommittee of the Committee on Appropriations, in his seat. They 
did not seek to find that Senator absent, nor did the Senator from Ten- 
nessee seek to call up this bill in the absence of the Senator from Kan- 
sas or any other Senator. 

Mr. DAWES. Then, Mr. President, it is more peculiar than ever 
that they came here and sought out the Committee on the District of 
Columbia when they saw the Senator from Kansas in his seat, who had 
charge of this whole matter and upon whose report both Houses had, 
after the passage of this bill by the House, fixed upon the number in 
the appropriation bill. If the Senator from Kansas was in his seat 
when they came here and sought out another committee, it is more 
remarkable than I stated before. 

Mr. HARRIS. Does the Senator from Massachusetts hold that the 
Senator from Kansas has charge of District affairs? Is he to be con- 
sulted in respect to all legislation in relation to District affairs because 
the Committee on Appropriations has seen proper to make him the 
chairman of’ the subcommittee that sits in judgment on appropriations 
only? Iam aware of the fact that that Committee on Appropriations 

to grapple with and control every question of legislation in this 
if not in both Houses, but I do not quite yield toit. Ihave had the 
vanity to believe that the District Committee had some little control 
and some little jurisdiction, and ought to have some little influence in 
contro such legislation as may be necessary for the District people. 

Mr. DA I did not think any such thing or say any such thing. 
Tast of all should I think of charging upon the Senator from Tennes- 
see when he had already announced that he surrendered his judgment 
entirely to that of the District commissioners—— 

Mr. HARRIS. In respect to that matter I do. 

Mr. DAWES. Now I have an idea, Mr. President, that the com- 
mittees of these two Houses and the Houses themselves have a respon- 
sibility about this matter, and as they have to make the appropriations 
it is very proper that they should determine what should be done with 
the appropriations. I may be mistaken about that, but I am not quite 
prepared myself, as the Senator from Tennessee is, to surrender my en- 
tire judgment to the commissioners of the District of Columbia. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I move that the Senate proceed to the considera- 
tion of executive business. 

Mr. REAGAN. Before that motion is put I desire permission—— 

Mr. SHERMAN. If I yield now to the Senator I shall have to yield 
to others. 

The PRESIDENT pra tempore. The Senator from Texas desires to 
give a notice. 

Mr. REAGAN. I simply want to give notice that the Committee 
on Post-Offices 2nd Post-Roads has reported unanimously a bill which 
increases to some degree the compensation of fourth-class 
and if I can get the floor for the purpose I desire to get it up to-mor- 
row and have the action of the Senate upon it. 

Mr. HARRIS. I hope the Senator from Ohio will allow the Senate 
to oe of the pending bill in whatever way it may choose to dis- 
pose of it. 


Mr. SHERMAN. I think it had better lie over until to-morrow if 
the Senator desires to passit. Itis manifestitcan not be passed now in 
the present condition of the Senate. I therefore insist upon my motion. 

Mr. HARRIS. I doubt very much whether there is any opposition 
to the bill. I doubt whether either the Senator from New Hampshire 
or the Senator from Massachusetts will oppose the passage of the bill. 

Mr. SHERMAN. They indicate that they will, and therefore it had 
better pass over. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Ohio moves that 
the Senate proceed to the consideration of executive business. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate proceeded to the consid- 
eration of executive business. After twelve minutes spent in execu- 
tive session the doors were reopened, and (at 4 o’clock and 22 minutes 
p. m. ) the Senate adjourned until to-morrow, Tuesday, October 2, 1888, 
at 12 o’clock m. 


NOMINATIONS. 
Executive nominations received by the Senate October 1, 1888. 
COMMISSIONER OF INDIAN AFFAIRS. 

John H. Oberly, of Illinois, to be Commissioner of Indian Affairs, vice 
John D. C. Atkins, resigned. 

SUPERINTENDENT OF INDIAN SCHOOLS. 

Samuel H. Albro, of Fredonia, N. Y., to be superintendent of In- 
dian schools, to fill an original vacancy. 

ASSAYER. 

Van Court Yantes, of Missouri, to be assayer in charge of the United 

States assay office at St. Louis, Mo., vice Frank Nicholson, resigned. 
UNITED STATES ATTORNEY. 

George S. Duryee, of New Jersey, to be United States attorney for 
the district of New Jersey, vice Samuel F. Bigelow, whose nomination 
was rejected by the Senate. 

UNITED STATES MARSHAL. 

James A. Moore, of Nevada, to be marshal of the United States for 

the district of Nevada, vice Thomas E. Kelly, deceased. 
JUDGES OF PROBATE, 

J. R. Wilkins, to be judge of probate in Beaver County, Territory of 
Utah, vice F. R. Clayton, whose term has expired. 

James S. Melville, to be judge of probate in Millard County, Terri- 
tory of Utah, vice T. C. Callister, whose term has expired. 

R. W. Cross, to be judge of probate in Weber County, Territory of 
Utah, vice L. W. Shurtleff, whose term has expired, 


CONFIRMATIONS. 
Exccutive nominations confirmed by the Senate September 25, 1888, 
JUDGES OF PROBATE IN THE TERRITORY OF UTAH. 


Thomas Brandon, in the county of Davis. 
Pordon Dodds, in the county of Uintah. 

John Houston, in the county of Garfield. 
Joha A. Marshall, in the county of Salt Lake. 
Francis L. Daggett, in the county of Washington, 
Charles Foote, in the county of Juab. 

S. V. Frazier, in the county of Rich. 
William Goodwin, in the county of Cache. 

8. V. Harkness, in the county of Emery. 
Charles A. Herman, in the county of Tooele. 
Jacob Johnson, in the county of San Pete. 

L. B. Kinney, in the county of Sevier. 
William G. Stark, in the county of Pi Ute. 
Henry Shields, in the county of Summit. 
William T. Stewart, in the county of Kane. 


TERRITORIAL CHIEF-JUSTICE. 
Charles E. Boyle, of Pennsylvania, to be chief-justice of the su- 
preme court of Washington Territory. 
PROMOTION IN THE REVENUE SERVICE. 
Third Lieut. Augustus Y. Lowe, to bea second lieutenant in the 
revenue service of the United States. 
ENVOY EXTRAORDINARY AND MINISTER PLENIPOTENTIARY. 
Lambert Tree, of Illinois, to be envoy extraordinary and minis 
plenipotentiary of the United States to Russia. : 
SECRETARIES OF LEGATION. 


Charles K. Holliday, of Kansas, to be secretary of legation of the 
United States to Venezuela. 

Howard Martin, of New York, to be secretary of the legation of the 
United States to China. 

Henry L. Vilas, of New York, to be secretary of the legation of the 
United States, to the Argentine Republic. 

Henry R. Whitehouse, of New York, to be secretary of the legation 
of the United States, to Mexico, 


1888. 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


9073 


PROMOTIONS IN THE ARMY. 


Pay Depariment. 

Maj. William Smith, paymaster, to be deputy paymaster-general 
with the rank of lieutenant-colonel, September 6, 1888, vice Johnston, 
retired from active service. 

Second Regiment of Artillery. 

Second Lieut. George F. Barney, to be first lieutenant, September 3, 

1888, vice Howard, deceased. 
Judge-Advocate-General’s Department. 

Maj. Herbert P, Curtis, judge-advocate, to be deputy judge-advocate- 
general with the rank of lieutenant-colonel, September 10, 1888, vice 
Burnham, retired from active service. 


APPOINTMENTS IN THE ARMY. 
Second Regiment of Artillery. 

Additional Second Lieut. William S, Pierce, of the First Artillery, 

to be second lieutenant, September 3, 1888, vice Barney, promoted. 
Twenty-fifth Regiment of Infantry, 

Additional Second Lieut. Charles G. French, of the Twentieth In- 
ale to be second lieutenant, September 1, 1888, vice Adams, re- 
signed, 

Executive nominations confirmed by the Senate Octoter 1, 1588. 
REGISTER OF LAND OFFICE, 
John B. Baird to be register of land office, Seattle, Wash. 
INSPECTOR-GENERAL. 


Capt. Heury W. Lawton, Fourth Cavalry, to be inspector-general 
with the rank of major. 


ENVOY EXTRAORDINARY AND MINISTER PLENIPOTENTIARY. 


John G. Parkhurst, of Michigan, to be envoy extraordinary and min- 
ister plenipotentiary of the United States to Belgium. 


MISSISSIPPI RIVER COMMISSION. 


Professor George Davidson, of California, an assistant in the United 
States Coast and Geodetic Survey, to be a member of the Mississippi 
River Commission to represent the United States Coast and Geodetic 
Survey on said commission, 


è 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
MONDAY, October 1, 1888. 


The House met at 12 o’clock m., and was called to order by Mr. 
McCreary as Speaker pra tempore. 

The following letter was read: 

SPEAKER'S Room, House OF REPRESENTATIV: 
Washington, D. C., September 29, 1888. 

Drar Sir: Ishall be absent from the city on Monday, and hereby designate 

Hon, James B. McCreary to preside as Speaker pro tempore on day. 
Yours, respectfully, 


Hon. Joun B. CLARK, 
Clerk House of Representatives. 
Prayer was offered by Rev. J. H. CUTHBERT, D.D. 
The Journal of the proceedings of Friday last was read and approved. 


NAVIGATION OF POTOMAC RIVER. 


On motion of Mr. THOMAS H. B. BROWNE, by unanimous con- 
sent, the Committee on Commerce was discharged from the further 
consideration of the bill (H. R. 5697) to provide an ice hoat or boats 
to facilitate the navigation of the Potomac River; and the same was 
referred to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

LEAVE OF ABSENCE. 

By unanimous consent, leave of absence was granted as follows: 

To Mr. LIND, indefinitely. 

To Mr. BACON, for six days, on account of important business. 

To Mr. SCULL, for three days, on account of important business. 

To Mr. Norwoop, indefinitely, on account of sickness in his family. 

To Mr. BLOUNT, indefinitely, on account of important business. 

To Mr. RUSSELL, of Connecticut, indefinitely, on account of impor- 
tant business. 

To Mr. McComas, indefinitely, on account of important business. 

To Mr. HUNTER, indefinitely, on account of important business. 

To Mr. THOMAS, of Wisconsin, indefinitely, on account of important 
business. 

To Mr. 

To Mr. 
business. 

To Mr. Cons, indefinitely, on account of important business. 

To Mr. LAIRD, indefinitely, on account of important business, 

To Mr, HOLMAN, indefinitely, on account of important business. 

To Mr. CRISP, indefinitely, on account of important business. 

z To Mr. Jounston, of Indiana, indefinitely, on account of important 
usiness. 


JOHN G. CARLISLE, Speaker, 


Crovusk, indefinitely, on account of important business. 
ANDERSON, of Kansas, indefinitely, on account of important 
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To Mr. HOPKINS, of New York, indefinitely, on account of impor- 
tant business. 

To Mr. CARLTON, indefinitely, on account of urgent and important ~ 
business. 

REGULATION OF COMMERCE. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Illinois [Mr. 
LAWLER] asks permission to withdraw from the files of the Commit- 
tee on Commerce the bill (H. R. 11147) to amend an act entitled “An 
act to regulate commerce,’’ passed February 4, 1887. 

There being no objection, leave was granted. 


SIBLEY CLAIM. 


Mr. OATES. Iask unanimous consent to substitute on the Calen- 
dar the Senate bill for the House bill in the case of what is known as 
the Sibley claim. 

Mr. DINGLEY. Are the two bills identical? 

Mr. OATES. They are. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. In the absence of objection that order 
will be made. The Chair hears no objection. The gentleman from 
Alabama [Mr. OaTEs] will furnish the Senate bill to the Clerk. 

There being no objection, Senate bill 518 was placed on the Private 
Calendar, and House bill 3007 was laid on the table. 

Mr. KERR subsequently, during the call of States and Territories, 
said: Mr. Speaker, in regard to the Sibley matter called up a few mo- 
ments ago by the gentleman from Alabama[Mr. Oates], I ask unan- 
imous consent to substitute the minority report—— 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. That request can not be entertained at 


this time. 
Mr. KERR. When will it be in order? 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The request can be madeafter the call 


of States and Territories is concluded. 
ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. This being Monday, the first business 
in order is the call of States and Territories for the introduction of bills 
and resolutions. 

CAMPS FOR YELLOW-FEVER REFUGEES. 

Mr. WHEELER introduced a bill (H. R. 11530) to establish camps 
for yellow-fever refugees, and for other purposes; which was read a 
first and second time. 

Mr. WHEELER. This bill is similar to one which I introduced 
last Monday, and which was referred to the Committee on Military 
Affairs. As that committee isnow without a quorum, [have introduced 
this bill, and ask that it be referred to the Committee on Expenditures 
in the Treasury Department. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. In the absence of objection, that order 
will be made. 

The bill was referred to the Committee on Expenditures in the Treas- 
ury Department, and ordered to be printed. 


CONSIDERATION OF COMMITTEE BUSINESS. 


Mr. WHEELER introduced the following resolution: 


Resolved, First. That the Speaker set a) a day for the consideration of bills 
and resolutions for each committee of the House which has not had an entire 
day allotted to it during the present session. 

Second. That the chairmen of those committees desiring the benefit of the 
ovelons of this resolution shall apply in writing to the Speaker of the House 

‘or such arrangement. : 

Third. That upon the day set apart for or assigned to any committee said 
committee may call up for consideration any bill which said committee has re- 
ported to the House. 


Mr. WHEELER. I do not think there will be any objection to this 
resolution, and I ask that it may be considered now. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. That request can not be entertained 
at this time. The resolution will be referred to the Committee on 
Rules. 

COMMITTEE ON EXPENDITURES IN THE TREASURY DEPARTMENT. 

Mr. WHEELER also introduced the following resolution; which was 
referred to the Committee on Rules: 


Resolved, That Thursday, October 4, and Saturday, October 6, be set apart for 
the consideration of bills reported from the Committee on Expenditures in the 
Treasury Department. 


QUORUM FOR CONGRESSIONAL LEGISLATION. 

Mr. WHEELER also introduced a joint resolution (H. Res. 226) 
proposing an amendment to the Constitution changing the existing re- 
quirements as to the number of members of either House that shall 
constitute a quorum; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on the Judiciary, and ordered to be printed. 

CONTAGIOUS DISEASES. 

Mr. DOUGHERTY introduced a bill (H. R. 11531) to prevent the 
introduction of contagious diseases from one State to another, and for 
the punishment of certain offenses; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on Commerce, and ordered to be 
printed. 

INVESTIGATION OF YELLOW FEVER. 


Mr. DOUGHERTY also introduced a bill (H. R. 11532) to establish 
a scientific bureau in the city of Jacksonville, Fla., to gather facts in 
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relation to yellow fever, its origin and spread, and the best means of 
suppressing and preventing it; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on the Judiciary, and ordered to be printed. 
CONTRACT FOR FEDERAL BUILDING, BROOKLYN, N, Y. 
Mr. CHEADLE offered the following resolution; which was read, and 
referred to the Committee on Expenditures on Public Buildings: 


Whereas it is reported in the public prints that the contract for the construc- 
tion of the Brooklyn Federal building wasawarded, after advertisement, to one 
Gobel, of Chicago, at his bid of $623,000, and that said Gobel failed to comply 
with the terms of said contract, and thatthe Su Architect has forfeited 
said Gobel’s check for $1,000 deposited with bid, and that said official has 
since awarded the contract, without readvertising the same, to 
gher, of Brooklyn, at his bid of $960,000; and 

Whereas it was reported that said Gobel had undue advantages in the matter 
of information which other contractors said that with these advantages they 
would have Caer goes their bids: Ffredene be it 

sol 


MESSAGE FROM THE PRESIDENT. 


A message, in writing, from the President of the United States was 
communicated to the House by Mr. PRUDEN, one of his secretaries, 
who also announced the approval of bills and joint resolutions of the 
following titles: 

An act (H. R. 1604) to change the time of the sessions of the circuit 
and district courts for the western district of Missouri; 

Joint resolution (H. Res. 225) to continue the provisions of exist- 
ing laws providing temporarily for the expenditures of the Govern- 


ment; 

‘An act (H. R. 11446) to amend an act entitled “An act making ap- 

propriations for the construction, repair, and preservation of certain 
mblie works on rivers and harbors, and for other purposes,’ approved 
uly 5, 1884; 

né act ( H. R. 8751) providing for the erection of sundry light-houses 
and fog-signals in Lakes Superior, Huron, Erie, and Michigan, and 
range-lights in Lake St. Clair and Detroit River; 

An act (H. R. 5059) to provide for the erection of a public building 
in the city of Watertown, in the State of New York; 

An act (H. R. 8752) providing for the establishment of an additional 
life-saving station on Nantucket Island, Massachusetts; 

Joint resolution (H. Res. 223) declaring the meaning of a clause in 
the river and harbor act of August 11, 1888; 

An act (H. R. 1216) for the investigation of the mining-débris ques- 
tion in the State of California; 

An act (H. R. 10679) to grant the right of way through the mili- 
tary reservation at Fort Morgan to the Birmingham, Mobile and Navy 
Cove Harbor Railway Company, and for other purposes; 

An act (H. R. 2996) to confirm the title of the heirs or legal repre- 
sentatives of Henry Volcker, deceased, to a certain tract of land in the 
Territory of New Mexico; 

Anact(H. R. 10931) to transfer to the State of Louisiana for quaran- 
tine purposes the ion of certain lands on the Mississippi River 
belonging to the United States, and for other purposes; 

An act (H. R. 11336), asupplement to an act entitled “An aet to ex- 
ecute certain treaty stipulations relating to Chinese,” approved the 6th 
day of May, 1882; 

An act (H. R. 11391) to authorize the Postmaster-~General to adver- 
tise for and purchase improved regi -mail locks and keys there- 


for 

An act (H. R. 8665) to create boards of arbitration orcommission for 
settling controversies and differences between railroad corporations and 
other common carriers engaged in interstate and Territorial transpor- 
tation of property or passengers and their employés. 

TEMPORARY SUPPORT OF COMMON SCHOOLS. 

Mr. McCOMAS offered the following resolution; which was read, and 

referred to the Committee on Rules: 


Resolved, That Tuesday and Wednesday, January $ and 9, 1859, immediately 
after the reading of the Journal, be set apart for the consideration of Senate 
bill 371, to aid in the establishment and temporary support of common schools; 
this to be a continuing order until two days shall have been occupied. 


HARNEY LAND DISTRICT, OREGON. 


Mr. HERMANN offered the following resolution; which was read, 
and referred to the Committee on the Public Lands: 


Whereas this on May 3, 1888, passed an act (Senate bill 555) creating 
an additional land ict in the State of Oregon, embracing an area of nearly 
10,000,000 acres of the and providing for the creation and es- 
tablishment of a land o 


ce and for the appointment of a register and receiver 
thereof by the President of the United States: and 
Whereas the Public Lands Co: ted to Co: 

Jand office nearer than 160 miles, thus im: upon them great hardships and 
nse r titles to lands or to contest for their 
rights in the numerous conflicts between the settlers and ce: ict a Pay 
owners and syndicates, rendering it tively necessary at the earli: pos 
r TA means At Eh SANE office be established as provided for in 
said . and 


be f the President of the United States, and the 
same became s law in the month of June last; and 

Whereas a long interval of time has elapsed and no further action has been 
t inconvenience and in- 


ding on the publie lands within said 


YELLOW-FEVER COMMISSIONERS. 
' Mr. PHELAN introduced a bill (H. R. 11533) to provide for the 
appointment of a board of yellow-fever commissioners to investigate 
the sanitary conditions of foreign infected places. and to provide for the 
co-operation of Spain and Mexico; which was read a and second 
time, referred to the Committee on Commerce, and ordered to be printed. 
PREVENTION OF TRUSTS. 


Mr. LANHAM offered the following resolution; which was read and 
referred to the Committee on Rules, and subsequently ordered to be 
printed in the RECORD: i 

Resolved, That it is the of the Ho ropriate legislation fi 
prevention and supp: age “ trusts * gg Perea ae demanded in ate 
the great body of Ameriean and that the remainder of this session 
or somuch thereof as may be required, should be devoted to the perfection of 
such legislation, and to this end all other legislative business except general 
appropriation and tariff bills should be subordinated until the purpose of this 
resolution be attained. 

Mr. ABBOTT introduced a bill (H. R. 11534) for the prevention ot 
trusts; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary, and ordered to be printed. 

ADDITIONAL CLERK, COMMITTEE ON ENROLLED BILLS. 

Mr. KILGORE submitted the following resolution; which was read, 
and referred to the Committee on Accounts: 

Resolved, That the Committee on Enrolled Bills be authorized to employ one 
additional clerk during the remainder of the present session of Con atnot 
more than $ a day; said employment to begin from and inalgdinge ihe 27th 
day of September, 1888. 

HENRY H. SIBLEY, 

Mr. OATES. Mr. Speaker, the request I made a few moments ago 
I now desire to renew; which is to substitute on the Calendar the Sen- 
ate bill No. 518 for the House bill No. 3007, for the relief of the legal 
representatives of Henry H. Sibley, deceased, with the accompanying 
reports, and to lay the House bill on the table. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore, Without objection the orderrequested 
by the gentleman from Alabama will be made, and the House bill re- 
ferred to by him will be laid on the table. 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 


CHICAGO POST-OFFICE. 


Mr. SOWDEN submitted the following resolution; which was read, 
and referred to the Committee on Accounts: 


Resolved. That a subcommittee of three of the Committee on Public Buildings 
and Grounds be, and is hereby, authorized to proceed to the city of Chicago, Il., 
for the purpose of inspecting the post-office building at said ni Sc to ascertain 
the cost, if any, of its enlargement; and the Clerk of the House of Representa 
tives is hereby directed to pay outof the contingent fund the necessary expense 
of said inspection to an amount not exceeding $500. 


Mr. DINGLEY.* Should not that have been referred to the Com- 
mittee on Public Buildings and Grounds? - 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman asked its reference to 
the Committee on Accounts. 

Mr. DINGLEY. Obviously it can not be a privileged resolution, 
even if reported by the Committee on Accounts. 

Mr. SOWDEN. That is the committee which has charge of the ex- 
penditures out of the contingent fund, and this resolution has reference 
to that fund. 

Mr. DINGLEY. If the gentleman desires that reference I do not 
object, but I only call attention to the fact that it will not give it any 
privilege in reporting the resolution. 

ELECTRIC LIGHTS FOR THE HOUSE, ETC. 


= SOWDEN also submitted the following resolution; which was 
read: : 

Resolved, That the subcommittee on electric lights for the House win 
Capitol of the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds be, and is 
authorized to sit during the recess of 

Mr. SOWDEN. Iask unanimous consent forthe present considera- 
tion of that resolution. 

Mr. DINGLEY. I reserve the right toohject for the purpose of hear- 
ing the object in view. 

Mr. McKENNA. I wish to make a parliamentary inquiry. What 


of the 
ereby, 


recess is referred to? When is this to commence? 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. Let the resolution be again 
reported, 

The resolution was again read. 

Mr. SOWDEN. ikari was pretend tid Pepe eee mech re 
Buildings and Grounds, havi ma charge and investigating 
the lighting of the Capitol. “The committee authorized me forits chair- 
man, he being absent, to t the resolution and ask consent of the 
House for its adoption. it is not an unusual request. 
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Mr. OATES. What recess is referred to; during or between theses- 
sions? 

Mr. SOWDEN. 
sion. 

Mr. OATES. I object. if it isan indefinite thing. 

Mr. SOWDEN. Then:I ask that it be referred to the Committeeon 
Public Buildings and Grounds. 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 


CHINESE EXCLUSION, 


The SPEAKER pro tempore laid before the House the following mes- 
sage from the President of the United States: 


To the Congress: 

I have this = fa ssa sing ei House bill Ho 11336, supplementary to an act enti- 
tied “Am act to execute certain: treaty sti pulations relating to Chinese,” ap- 
proved the 6t 6th day. of May, 1882. 

It seems to me that some suggestions and recommendations may properly 
accom y approval of this bill. 

lis object is to-more y accomplish by legislation the exelusion from 
this country of Chinese laborers 

The ie hmong of blending the social habits and mutual race idiosyncracies 
of the mese laboring classes with those of the great body of the People of 
the United States has been: proved by the experience of twenty years, and ever 
since the Burlingame treaty of 1868, to be in every sense unwise, impolitic, and 
injurious to both nations. With the lapse of time the necessity for its aban- 
donment grown in force, until those meres 3 parapi as government of 
the respective countries have resolved to modify and s ntiy abrogate all 
those features of prior conventional arrangements which permitted: the coming 
of Chinese Inborers to the United States. 

In et of ho drt sila there the treaty of Saher z , 1880, was con- 


That depends upon the duration of the present ses- 


years the coming of Chinese laborers to the United States, and regulated th 
goin and coming of such Chinese Inborers as were at that time in the United 
tes, 

It was, however, soon madeevident that the Lary ptasia of the parties 
Done were trading in. the labor of this class of the Chinese po) tion. was prov- 

ing too strong for the just execution of the law, and that ti the virtual defeat of 
the abject andintent of both law and treaty was being fraudulently accomplished 
by rn pretonse and perjury, contrary to the expressed will of both Govern- 
menfs. 

To such an extent has the successful violation of the treaty and the laws en- 
acted for its execution progressed that the courts in the Pacitie States have 
been for some time past ina hers by the examination of cases of Chinese 
laborers who are charged with having entered our ports under fraudulent eer- 
tificates of return or seek to establish by perjury theclaim of prior residence. 

Such demonstration of the inoperative and inefficient condition of the treaty 
and law has produced deep-seated and agra discontent among the people 

‘of the United and especially with those resident on the Pacific coast. 
sine oars has induced me to omit no effort to find an effectual remedy for the evils 
mplained of, and to pec ar having object popular demand for the absolute ex- 
ote ‘on of Chinese labo: jects and purposes our own, 
„Wholly can citizenship. 

Aided by the presence anes rina aes of able and intelligent diplomatic and 
consular officers of the Chinese Government, and the representations made from 
time to time by our minister in: China under the instructions of the Department 
of State, the actual condition of public sentiment and the status of affairs in the 
United States has been Ae poe made known to the a of China. 

The necessity for remedy has been Reeth eet! y that Governm and 
in August, 1886, our minister at iran ved fromthe Chinese foreign fice 
n communication announcing that China, of her own accord, proposed to estab- 
lish a system of strict and absolute prohibition ofher oroat ag under heavy pen- 


oe ia United States, and likewise to prohibit the return to 

the y Chinese laborer who had at any time gone back to 

China “in order” (in | the words of the ecenimandenthen oe that ti the Chinese 

Pous may y be reduced in number and causes of danger averted and 
ves preserv. 


view of the Chinese Government, so completely in harmony with that of 
the United States, was by my direction speedily formulated ina treaty draught 
between the two nations, embodying the propositions so presented by the Chi- 


AS ea t oral dence on th 
ns, frequent o; ni on the - 
bgt yangang ve been fully ee eres sapay eia 
present session, and, as contained in Senate Executive Document 0, parts 


hich, after a mutual exhibition of pl the respective 
Governments, was en careers concluded F the prona her oop $5 nited 
States and China at this capital on March 12 last. 
Being submitted for the advice and consent of the Senate, its confirmation, on 
the 7th day of =r last, wer accompanied by twoamendments, which that body 
upon it. 


So eee hoe ae ia O T 
n o mon a ice te 3304 "to it 
the coming of (Chinese Inbovere tothe Ui na cone This bill was intended 
to supplement the treaty, ooro was approved in the confident anticipation of 
an early eee of ratifications of eeni and its amendments and the 
ranar ei esame; upon which event See so approved was by 
terms to take effect. 


No information of any definite action upon the treat the Chinese Gov- 
ernment was received until the 21st ultimo—the day the which [have just 
enoree was presented to me—when a telegram from our eter Peking 

to the Secretary of announced the refusal of the Chinese Government to 
exchange ratifications of the treaty unless further discussion should be had 
with a view to shorten the period stipulated in the treaty for the exclusion of 
Chinese laborers, and to change age ae agreed on, which —— entitle 
Poon Aor Chinese laborer who might go back to China to return again to the United 


By s note from the chargé eee ad interim of China to the Secretary of 
te, received on the evening Cap veasna ‘acopy of which is herewith 


transm: setback bagetines Seah tne amend a ic, ree 
whereby the certificate, under reply thereto any eter Chinese | labore 


|, Chinese I: 


the poeta of By eat in aas United States would be enabled to return to 


country, sh by the Chinese consul instead of the United 
poral decane had been get in lepioto 
Kee obvious and ni effect of this last on would he practically 


States. 


ed in acquiescence with the requestof the Chinese 
satisfaction. 


d more defi- 

tely stated that no term ehateon for pan tortor was necessary, for the-reason 
that China would of itself take steps to prevent its laborers from coming to the 
United States. 

In the course of negotiations that followed suggestions from the same quarter 
led to the insertion in behalf of the United States of a term of “thirty y: 
and this term, upon the representations of the spre cad plenipotentiary, was re- 
duced to- “twenty rs” and finally so agreed u 

Article HI was wholly of Chinese origination; and t to that alone owes its pres- 
ence in the treaty. 

And it is here pertinent to remark that everywhere in the United States laws 
for the collection of debts are equally available to all creditors without respect 
to race, sex, nationality, or place of residence, and y with the citizens. or 
subjects of the most favo: nations and with the citizens-of the United States 
recovery can be had in any court of justice in tee United States by a subject of 
China, whether of the laboring or any other class, 

No disability accrues from non-residence of a plaintiff, whose claim can be 
enforced in the usual way by him or his assignee or attorney in our courtsof 
justice. 

In this respect if can not be alleged that there exists the slightest discrimina- 
tion against Chinese subjects, and it isa notable fact that large trading firms and 
com es and individual merchants and traders of that nation are y 
established at numerous points throughout tħe Union, in whose hands every 
claim transmitted by an absent Chinaman of a just and lawful nature could be 
completely enforced. oe 

The admitted and paramount right and duty of every government to exclude 
from its borders all elements of foreign population which for any reason retard 
its prosperity or are detrimental to the moral and physical health of its people, 
must be regarded 2s a recognized canon of international law and intercourse. 
China herself has not dissented from this doctrine, but has, by the expressions 
to which I bave referred, led us confidently to rely upon such action on her 
in co-operation with us as would enforce the exclusion of Chinese laborers 
our country. 

‘This co-operation has not, however, been aceorded us. Thus from the unex- 
pected and disappointing refusalof the Chinese Ses to confirm the acts 
of its authorized agent and to carry into effect an ey ent, the 
main feature of was voluntaril | rer gpa by that Government road our 
acceptance, and which had been the shbject.of long and careful deli 
emergency has arisen in which*the Government of the United States is called 
upon to actin self-defense by the exercise of its legislative power. I can not but 

the exp: demand on the part of China for a re-examination and re- 
newed discussion of the topics.so completely covered by mutual treaty stipula- 
tions as an indefinite postponement and practical abandonment of the objects 
we have in view, to which the Government of China may justly be considered 


as 

Poet facts and circumstances which I have narrated lead me, in the perform- 
ance of what seems to me to be my official duty, to join the Congress in deal 
legislatively with the question of the exclusion of Sanos laborers, in lieu o 
further attempts to adjust it by international agreemen! 

But while thus exercising our undoubted right in the kurss of our people 
and for the general welfare of our country, justice and fairness seem to require 
that some provision should be made by actor jointresolution, under whichsuch 
rers as shall actually haveem! on theirreturn to the United 
States before the passage of the law this day approved, and are now on their 
way, may be permitted to land provided ext pares duly and lawfully obtained 
and shall present certificates heretofore issued ng them to return in ac- 
cordance with the provisions of glaw. 

Nor should our recourse to legislative measures of exclusion cause us to re- 
tire from the offer we haye made to indemnify such Chinese subjects as have 
suffered damage through violence in the remote and comparatively unsettled 
portions of our country at the hands of lawless men. Therefore I recommend 
that, without acknowledging liability therefor, but because it was stipu- 
lated in the treaty which has fi to take effect, and in a a, natin’ pioetan i 


befitting our — snare be the sum of $276,619.75, zane fan to the 
Chinese e be appr ital on behalf of his Government ee "fait indi emnity 
for all losses and Sein TAE by Chinese subjects in the briten and 
under the circumstances mentioned, 

GROVER CLEVELAND. 


ExECUTIVE MANSION, October 1, 1888. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. I move that the message be 

printed and referred to the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

eer. EZRA B. TAYLOR. I move to amend by referring it to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

os HOOKER. I move to lay that motion on the table, if in order. 

The SPEAKER protempore. The question will be first taken on the 
amendment of the gentleman from Ohio. 

The amendment was rejected. 

The motion of Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky, was agreed to. 

NICARAGUA SHIP-CANAL. 

Mr. DUNN. I move to suspend the rules and passthe bill I send to 
the Clerk’s desk. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The bill will be read. 

The Clerk read the title of the bill, as follows: 

A bill (S. 1305) to incorporate the Maritime Canal Company of Nicaragua. 

Mr. WARNER. I rise to a parliamentary inquiry. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. WARNER. Has the motion of the gentleman from Arkansas 
been stated by the Chair? 

TheSPEAKER pro tempore, The gentleman will remember that this 
is the first Monday in the month, and the rules provide to-day for what 
is known as individual suspensions, from Arkansas 
was ized and sent up a bill to be read. The Chair directed the 


| Clerk to report the bill sent up by the gentleman. 


Mr. WARNER. I was waiting for the Chair to state the motion of 
the gentleman from Arkansas, and ec garsey that would be done before 
the reading of the bill was proceeded with. 
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` My purpose, Mr. Speaker, is this: There is now unfinished business 
pending which comes over from the last suspension day and which 
takes precedence of any other business of this character. 

Mr. DUNN. 1 think, if it is the opinion of the Chair that the busi- 
ness referred to by the gentleman from Missouri comes over as untin- 
ished business to-day, the gentleman and I can have an understanding 
about that which will be satisfactory. If it stands as the unfinished 
business now, I ask unanimous consent that that unfinished business 
be passed over without prejudice, to stand as the first order of unfinished 
business of this class hereafter. The gentleman, I understand, will ac- 
cept that suggestion. 

Mr. HOOKER. I object io any arrangement about disposing of the 
unfinished business until that question comes before the House in its 

ular way. - 

Mr. WARNER. The Speaker of this House on two occasions has 
decided the status of the Oklahoma bill. First, it was called on com- 
mittee suspension day, and it came over as unfinished business to the 
individual suspension day. Then it was a question whether or not it 
had precedence over other business on that day; and the Speaker held 
that it had, as unfinished business. Now it comes again to the indi- 
vidual suspension day and occupies that status now. Itis the regular 
order, and the only thing that can be called up at this time under a 
suspension of the rules, I am aware, Mr. Speaker, thata quorum will 
be called at this time on the consideration of the Oklahoma bill, and 
anxious as I am for the passage of that bill, and while I might be justi- 
fied in standing in the way of all other legislation until it can be con- 
sidered in this House, I am not disposed to get in the way of measures 
that can be acted upon by this House, provided the Oklahoma billshall 
not lose its place, but shall remain as unfinished business, and uponthe 
next suspension day shall occupy the same position that it occupies to- 
day; in other words, should a quorum be called upon and the measure 
which the gentleman from Arkansas now proposes go over to the next 
suspension day, that the Oklahoma bill should not lose its place as un- 
finished business, 

If that arrangement can be made, I have no desire to prevent the 
present consideration of the measure proposed by the gentleman from 
Arkansas; otherwise I shall demand the regular order. 

Mr. DUNN. I distinctly agree to that, with the statement tha’ in 
my Opinion it will not violate the rules of this House, nor will it dis- 
place that bill as being the pending unfinished business. 

Mr. HOOKER, I want it distinctly understood that I object to any 
agreement of that kind being made, independent of the question con- 
tained in the bill of the gentleman from Arkansas, When the Okla- 
homa matter arises again I want to raise the question that it has already 
had its day in court, and that it is not the regular order. Both the 
gentleman from Arkansas [Mr. DuNN] and the gentleman from Mis- 
souri [Mr. WARNER] are in favor of that bill, and I do not want to 
sit here and permit an agreement to be made which will prevent me 
from making the point of order on the Oklahoma bill. 

Mr. DUNN. Iam perfectly satisfied that the friends of the Okla- 
homa bill can rest safely upon the rules of the House for the rights ot 
that measure whenever a quorum shall appear to consider it, and I do 
not think that it needs unanimous consent to sanction the understgnd- 
ing between myself and the gentleman from Missouri [Mr. WARNER], 
nor do I think that our understanding will affect the holding of the Chair 
upon the question; and the gentleman from Mississippi [Mr. HOOKER] 
can not interpose an objection to the ruling by the Chair on the order 
of business. That is the province of the Chair, and it does not rest 
with the House nor with any member of the House on an objection. 

Mr. HOOKER. What I rose for, Mr. Speaker, was with the view 
of stating that I will not sit by and permit an agreement.to be made 
as to what constitutes the order of business or as to whether the Okla- 
homa bill is the order of business, and whether we will not dispose of 
that now; but I shall object to any agreement made by these gentlemen 
so as to give the Oklahoma bill any attitude that it does not occupy; 
and now I ask the present occupant of the chair as to whether it is the 

lar order or not? 

Mr. WARNER. I presume the present occupant of the chair takes 
judicial notice, if I might so state, of the rulings of the Speaker of the 
House. The Speaker of the House has decided the status of the Okla- 
homa bill without any agreement between the gentleman from Arkan- 
sas and myself and against the objection of the gentleman from Mis- 
sissippi [ Mr. HODR. 

Mr. DUNN. I think so. 

Mr. BAKER, of New York. When was that done? 

Mr. WARNER. On two occasions. But this is the question, Mr. 
Speaker. The attitude I do not want to put the Oklahoma bill in by 
consenting to the consideration of the measure of the gentleman from 
Arkansas [Mr. Dunn], should that fail of passage, is the attitude ot 
making the Nicaragua bill come over as unfinished business and have 

reference over the Oklahoma bill at the next suspension day. That 
is the attitude in which Ido not want the bill to get. If the friends 
of this measure wish to bring it up and let it take its chances I have no 
objection, and shall not call the regular order with that understanding; 
but if that understanding can not be had, Mr. Speaker, I shall call for 
the regular order. 


Mr. DUNN. Task the Chair to state what the operation of the rule 
will be without any agreement or understanding. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. It will be the duty of the Chair, if the 
unfinished business coming over from the last individual suspension 
day is asked for, to take up that business, butif the gentleman from 
Missouri or any other member does not ask for the unfinished business 
that comes over from the last individual suspension day, the Chair will 
not feel it to be his duty to call up that business, but will recognize the 
gentleman from Arkansas. 

Mr. DUNN. If it is not called up, is itin any way prejudiced as to 
its order? 

Mr. RYAN. I desire to ask a parliamentary question if it is proper 
for the Chair to answer it, and the question is this: Suppose a quoram 
is called on the pending measure, and that should go over as unfinished 
business because of the want of a quorum, and at the next day proper for 
the consideration of this class of business the question of priority should 
come up, which would have priority, the pending question or the Okla- 
homa bill, which is now pending as unfinished business? 

_ The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair has an opinion on that sub- 
ject; but as the present occupant will not be in the chair at that time, 
he thinks it would be improper for him to decide the question now. 

Mr. RYAN. I think the opinion of the Chair at this time would re- 
lieve the embarrassment. 

“Mr. DUNN. Idesire to call the attention of gentlemen to the ruling 
of the Speaker on the last day when such aquestion arose, There were 
two orders of unfinished business. One was the bill moved by the gen- 
tleman from Illinois [Mr. TOWNSHEND], and the other was the Okla- 
homa bill.e The Chair held in that case, when the question came up, 
that the bill moved by the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. TOWNSHEND] 
must be first disposed of; and that is the order in which the bills were 
considered; that is, the bill of the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. TOWN- 
SHEND] was disposed of, and the other failed for want of a quorum. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair will direct the Clerk to con- 
tinue the reading of the bill presented by the gentleman from Arkansas 
[Mr. Dunn]. 

Mr. RYAN. Ihave no doubt that the Oklahoma bill would’ have 
priority, as it is the first unfinished business in order. 

Mr. BAKER, of New York. I would like to ask a question for in- 


formation. 
The gentleman from Kansas [Mr. 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. 
RYAN] has the floor. 

Mr. RYAN. The embarrassment that exists in the minds of some 
of the friends of the Oklahoma bill is this: If we go on to-day accumu- 
lating unfinished business of the sanie class, when that class of business 
comes up hereafter, will the Oklahoma bill have priority over the other 
measures? 

Mr. BAKER, of New York. I desire to ask a question for informa- 
tion. I would like to know what is the status of the Oklahoma bill ? 

he SPEAKER pro tempore. It was considered on the last individ- 
ual’suspension day, but its consideration was not completed. 

Mr. BAKER, of New York. But, Mr, Speaker, the bill that was 
considered on the last individual suspension day is not the bill that 
has been reported from the committee, It is an entirely different bill, 
resembling, of course, the bill which has been reported to the House 
by the Committee on Territories, but still a different measure. 

Mr. RYAN. ‘That has nothing to do with the pending question. 

Mr, BAKER, of New York. It is very different in some of its pro- 
visions from the bill of the committee, 

Mr. RYAN. It does not matter where the bill originated, it is the 
bill that was pending and is unfinished business. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair does not understand any 
gentleman to call up the Oklahoma bill. The Chair had already rec- 
ognized the gentleman from Arkansas, and the Clerk will now report 
the bill called up by him. 

Mr. BAKER, of New York. I certainly have no intention of call- 
ing up the Oklahoma bill, either now or at any time. 

Mr. HOOKER. In reply to the inquiry of the gentleman from New 
York [Mr. BAKER] as to the status of the Oklahoma bill, I would re- 
spectfully suggest that it is non est inventus. 

The Clerk proceeded fo read the bill (S. 1305) to incorporate the 
Maritime Canal Company of Nicaragua. 

Mr. WARNER. I rise to a parliamentary inquiry. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. WARNER. Would it be in the power of the gentleman from Ar- 
kansas[ Mr. DuNN] to withdraw that bill at any time before itis seconded? 

Mr. HOOKER. Mr. Speaker, I submit that until the gentleman 
from Arkansas [Mr. DUNN ] proposes to do that it would be premature 
for the Chair to answer the question. - 

Mr. WARNER. I am asking my question of the Speaker. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair will state that after the bill 
is seconded it will be the property of the House, but the Chair is of 
opinion that until it is seconded the gentleman from Arkansas can 
withdraw the bill. The Clerk will report the bill. 

The bill was read, as follows: z 
An act to incorporate the Maritime Canal Company of Nicaragua. 
Whereas to facilitate'commercial intercourse by water between the Atlantie 
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and the Pacific States,as well as with foreign nations, it is deemed desirable for 

the public interest of the United States thata ship-canal beconstructed between 

S aes and Pacific Oceans on what is known as the Nicaragua route: 
erefore, 

Be it enacted, etc., That Frederick Billings, Charles P. Daly, Daniel Ammen, 
Francis A. Stout, Horace L. Hotchkiss, Edward F. Beale, Hiram Hitchcock, O. 
Ridgicy Goodwin, A. C. Cheney, J. F. O'Shaughnessy, H. U. Taylor, J. W. Mil- 
ler, A.S. Crowninshield, A. G. Menocal, Charles H. Stebbins, T. Harrison Gar- 
rett, Jules Aldige, R. A. Lancaster, Alfred E. Mills, Gustav E.Kissell, Horace 
Fairbanks, George H. Robinson, Alfred B. Darling, Joseph E. McDonald, James 
Roosevelt, Christian Devries, Frederick F. Thompson, Henry A. Parr,andsuch 
other persons as may bo associated with them and their successors are hereby 
constituted and created a body corporate and politic in deed and in law, by the 
name, style,and title of “The Maritime Canal Company of Nicaragun,” for the 
construction, equipment, management, and operation of a ship-ca: from the 
Atlantic to the Pacific Ocean, either entirely through the territory of the Re- 
public of Leig dy Sade? through Nicaragua and in part through the territory of 
the Republic of Rica, with such collateral, connecting, or cross canals as 
may be necessary to connect therewith, and to exercise such other powers as 
have been conferred by the Government of Nicaragua by the concession of that 
Republic to the Nicaragua Canal Association, through Mr. A.G. Menocal, its 
representative, and dated the 23d day of March, A. D.1887,and finally approved 
by the legislative and executive authority of the mg ONE ic on the 20th, 23d, and 
24th days of April, A. D. 1887, and such powers as the Republic of Costa Rica 
may confer of the same kind as those named_in.said concession; aud the said 
Maritime Canal.Com pany of Nicaragua by that name shall have perpetual suc- 
cession; may sue and bes ed, plead and be impleaded, defend and be defended 
in all courts of law and pouty within the United States; may make and have « 
common seal; and shall have and possess the rights, powers, and privileges 
usually possessed by similar companies. It may receive, purchase, hold, and 
convey such real and personal estate, property, and rights of property, or con- 
cessionary rights as may be necessary to carry into effect the purposes of this 
act; may issue stock to the amount of the value thereof in payment therefor, 
an e stock so issued shall be dectared'and taken to be full-paid stock and 
not Hable to any further calls or assessments; may do all lawful things to secure 
the full enjoyment of the powers, privileges, rights, benefits, aud grants con- 
tained in any canal concession so made by the Republic of Nicaragua or to be 
made by the Republic of Costa Rica, asaforesaid; and to aid in the construction 
of said canal and to carry out the purposes of this act, the said Maritime Canal 
Company of Nicaragua is hereby authorized to issue its bonds, and to secure 
the same by mortgage on its property and a, ted of property of all kinds and 
descriptions,real, personal, and mixed, including its franchise to be a corpora- 

‘tion. The principal office of said corporation shall be in the city of New York, 
and all lega! process may be served upon the person who may at the time bein 
charge of said office or upon the attorney of mid company, whose name aud 
address shall be certified by the president of the company, and such certificate 
shall be filed in the office of the Secretary of State of the United States. 

Sec. 2. That the capital stock of said company shall consist of not less than 
one million shares of $100,cach, with the right to increase the capital stock to 
two million shares of $100 each. upon the vote of two-thirds of the stock of said 
company at any time outstanding, which shares shall in all respects be deemed 
personal property and shall be transferable in such manner as the by-laws of 

» said corporation may provide. Five incorporators, who shall be chosen bya 
majority of the number from those named in this act, shall have power to 0| 
books of subscription to the capital stock of said company in the city of New 
York, and at such other places in the United States, Nica: or elsewhere 
as they ts Carrs ew who shall receive all subscriptions for stock; and no 
stock shall be transferable except upon the books of the company provided for 
that purpose. The said incorporators shall give thirty days’ notice of the time 
and place of the opening of said books by publication in one daily newspaper 
in New York City, and one newspaper in Managua, Nicaragua, and one in San 
José, Costa Ries, if the said canal should be in part in the territory of that Re- 
public. Sixty days’ previous notice shall be given of tbe payment required, of 
=e Maei and = ori payment by PADUCAH in one oe newerene: in the 
ty o! ew York and in one newspaper in Managua, Nicaragua, and one in 

San José, Costa Rica, if the said canal should be in partin the territory of that 
Republic; and in case any stockholder shall neglect or refuse to pay, in pursu- 
ance of such notice, the stock held by him may be sold to the highest bidder for 
cash, according to the regulations to be made therefor in the by-laws of said 
company. The directors hereinafter provided for may adopt regulations and 
by-laws not inconsistent with the provisions of this act. 

Src. 3. Thar the affairs of the said company shall be by a board of 
directors, fifteen in number, who shall hold their office for three years and until 
their successors are duly chosen and qualified, and a majority of whom shall be 
citizens and residents of the United States. At the first election five shall be 
chosen by the stockholders for one year, five for two years, and five for three 
pas and at each annual election thereafter five shall be chosen by the stock- 

olders for three years. The said board shall elect from its number a president, 
who shall be a citizen and resident of the United States, and une or more vice- 
presidents of the company, who shall bold office for svch terms as the by-laws 
of said board may provide and until their successors are duly elected and shall 
have qualified. 

Sec. 4. That for the management and disposition of the stock, property. es- 
tate and effects of the said company the board of directors may make such by- 
Jaws, rules, and regulation as may conform to the authority granted in such 
canal concession or concessions, and not be inconsistent with this act or the laws 
of the United States or the existing treaty stipulations of the United States with 
the Governmentof Nicaragua or of Costa Rica if the said canal should bein part 
in the territory of that Republic; and may fix the time for election of directors, 
and in case of vacancy in said board, caused by death, resignation, or otherwise 
may fill the same. o person shall be a director who is not a stockholder, and 
any one ceasing to be a stockholder shall cease to be a director. All meetings 
of stockholders shall be held at the office of the company in the city of New 
York, and at least one such meeting shall be held in each year; but failure to 
elect directors on the day appointed by said by-laws shall not be deemed to dis- 
solve said company, but such election may be bolden on any day appointed 
thereafter by the directors first giving thirty days’ notice thereof, in manner 
aforesaid. The directors, of whom eight, including the president, shall be a 
goren shall have full power touching the election or appointment of all of- 

cers of the company, and said officers shall hold office at the will and pleasure 
of said board. 

Bec. 5. Nothing in th’s act contained shall be deemed or construed to in any 
wise restrict or impair any right of the United States under any treaty in force 
with the Republic of Nicaragua, 

SEC. 6. That Congress shall at all times have the power to alter, amend, or 
repeal this act when in its judgment the public good may so require. 


Mr. SPINOLA (during the reading of the bill). Mr. Speaker, to 
save time, and in order that the House may not be led astray as to this 
bill, I desire now to announce that I shall object to its passage unless 
there is a quorum present. 

Mr. DUNN. [I insist on the regular order. 

Mr. DINGLEY (after the reading of the bill). Mr. Speaker, I ask 
unanimous consent that a second may be considered as ordered. 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. Does the gentleman from Arkansas 
(Mr. Dunn] desire to have the amendment read ? 
Mr. DUNN. Yes, sir. 

The amendment offered by Mr. PHELAN was read, as follows: 

Add the following to the preamble: 

“And whereas the interests of the United States of America and of the North 
and South American Governments render it necessary that said ship-canal 
should be under the control and guaranty of the United States Government; 
and whereas the said , when constructed,wi!l form a part of the coast line 
which the United States would be compelled to defend in case of war,” etc. 

Insert the following after section 4 of the bill: 

“src. 5. That the canal to be constructed under this act shall be under the 
control and poen of the United States, in order that the representatives of 
all the North and South American peoples may be guarded against any in- 
fringement or aggression on the part of foreign nations, - 

“Sec, 6. That tolls shall be equal upon the same class of tonnage for the ves- 
sels of all nations, except as provided in Article LIV of the concession and de- 
go of the Republic of Nicaragpa to the Nicaragua Canal Association of New 

ork. 

“src. 7. The United States Government binds itself to protect all the rights 
of the citizens acquired under said concession and decrees, and guaranties the 
neutrality of the said canal and its operation under the termsof said concession 
and decrees, subject to the consent and approval, by treaty or otherwise, of the 

untries through which the said canal may be constructed.” 


Mr. LAWLER. I demand a second on the motion to suspend the 


rules. 

Mr. DINGLEY. I hope a second will be considered as ordered by 
unanimous consent, 

Mr, SPINOLA. I object. 

Mr. DUNN and Mr. LAWLER were appointed tellers. 

Mr. SPINOLA. I have no objection to the debate proceeding on 
this bill if the right to object be reserved. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Illinois [Mr. 
LAWLER] has also objected, as the Chair understands. 

Mr. DINGLEY. Itis obvious that if a division is to be insisted upon 
on the question of seconding the motion there will not be a quorum. 

Mr. OATES. Mr. Speaker, the gentleman from New York [Mr. 
SPINOLA], who objected to the request that a second be considered as 
ordered, is willing to withdraw his objection so that a second may be 
ordered and the debate proceed. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Illinois [Mr. 
LAWLER] has also objected. 

Mr. LAWLER. I objected to the proposition of the gentleman from 
Maine [Mr. DINGLEY]. 

The tellers proceeded to count; and reported—ayes 36. 

Mr. LAWLER. Mr. Speaker, at the request of the gentlemen who 
would like to get information on this bill I am willing to withdraw 
my objection, so that its consideration may proceed for thirty minutes 
or an hour—— 

The SPEAKER pfo tempore. The gentleman from Ilinois withdraws 
his objection. 

Mr. LAWLER. Only so far as debate is concerned. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The objection can not be withdrawn 
conditionally. 

Mr. RYAN. Can we not have debate on this question by unani- 
mous consent for one hour or two hours? I ask unanimous consent 
that debate may proceed in an informal way for two hours on the 
pending bill. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The bill is not before the House. 

Mr. RYAN. _ If there is unanimous consent—— 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Maine asked 
unanimous consent that a second be considered as ordered, and the 
gentleman from Illinois objected. 

Mr. LAWLER. As I understand that several gentlemen are ready 
to debate this bill, I will withdraw the demand for a second until the 
debate is over; then I will renew it. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman withdraws his objec- 
tion. 

Mr. LAWLER. Until the debate is over. 

Mr. DUNN. The gentleman is willing to withdraw the objection, as 
I understand, temporarily with the purpose of renewing it. I do not 
want any misunderstanding—— 

Mr. LAWLER. I then request to withdraw my demand—— 

The SPEAKER protempore. The gentleman withdraws his objec- 
tion. 

Mr. LAWLER. With this understanding, that I shall renew it after 
the debate has proceeded. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. 
derstanding about the matter. 

Mr. LAWLER. Very well; I withdraw the objection. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. ‘The Chair understands that the gen- 
tleman now withdraws his objection. The Chair will again state the 
request. The gentleman from Maine asks unanimous consent that a 
second be considered as ordered. Is there objection? 

Mr. SPINOLA. I want to reserve the right, if I can do so under the 
tules, to object to this bill under any circumstances. I am perfectly 
willing to listen to any discussion upon it, and to hear any statements 
which may be made in favor of it; but as gentlemen claim that it is 
principally a New York City matter, I only wish to state that no New 
York merchant or other New York gentleman has spoken or written 
to me a single word in favor of the bill; but, on the contrary, I holdin 


The Chair is unable to have any un- 


9078 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


OCTOBER 1, 


my hand a communication, signed by a number of the most responsi- 
ble and distinguished gentlemen of that community, protesting against 
the measure. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Unanimous eonsent is asked that a sec- 
ond be considered as ordered. 

Mr. SPINOLA. Iam willing to hear debate; but atthe proper time 
I shall make my objection. 

Mr. DUNN. I desire to ask a parliamentary question. Aftera sec- 
ond is ordered, will it be within my power to withdraw the bill, if the 
point of ‘*no quorum ” is made upon the question of its 2 

The SPEAKER protempore. ‘The gentleman will be kind enough to 
state his proposition again. 

Mr. DUNN. I wish to keep good faith with the gentleman 
from Missouri [Mr. WARNER], and I do not desire to allow this bill 
in any contingency to. become an obstruction in the way of the Okla- 
homa bill; but consistently with that p , I want to exhaust all 
the possibilities in fayor of passing this bill. What I wish to know is 
this: Ifa second be ordered and the Houseshould proceed to vote upon 
the passage of this bill, and the point of “no quorum” should be 

- made, will it then be within my power to withdraw the bill ? 4 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. 'The Chair thinks it has been the uni- 
form ruling in the House that after a second has been ordered the bill 
becomes the property of the House, and can not then be withdrawn 
except by consent of the House. 

Mr. DUNN. Then I desire to ask the gentleman from New York 
[Mr. SPINOLA] and the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. LAWLER] 
whether it is their fixed purpose to make the point of ‘no quorum’? 
against the passage of this bill. 

Mr. SPINOLA. I certainly shall do so with my present feelings and 
impressions. 

Mr. DUNN. Does the gentleman expect to undergo a change of feel- 
ing? 

Mr. SPINOLA. The debate may change my views. 

Mr. DUNN, I wish to ask the gentleman from Minois [Mr. LAW- 
LER} whether it is his fixed purpose to object to this bill or to eall a 
quorum upon its passage. 

Mr. LAWLER. Iwouldsayyes. I consider it too important a mat- 
ter to be passed without a quorum to-day. 

Mr. DUNN. Then itis my duty to withdraw the bill. 

Mr. FARQUHAR. Thatisthe way to doit. Let the responsibility 
rest where it belongs. 

Mr. SPINOLA. | I willtake whatever responsibility may be attached 
to me, when I am backed up by such names as those appended to this 
paper. 

PUBLIC BUILDING, SAN FRANCISCO. 

Mr. MORROW. I move to suspend the rules and pass the bill (S. 
1931) to increase the appropriations for the purchase of a site for a 
ee A popotne court-house, and other officesin San Fran- 

cisco, 


, 

The bill was read at length. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is a second demanded? 

Mr. KILGORE. I demand a second. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair will appoint as tellers the 
gentleman from Texas [Mr. KILGORE] and the gentleman from Cali- 
fornia [Mr. Morrow]. ; 

Mr. MORROW. I wish to have an understanding, Mr. Speaker, 
before proceeding, because I feel it my duty to do with reference to 
this bill what was done in to the other by the gentleman from 
Arkansas. In other words, I do not intend that the bill shall get in 
the way of other business on this Calendar, and I desire to know of the 
gentleman from Texas if it is his purpose to object to the bill. 

Mr. KILGORE. Yes, sir. 

Mr. MORROW. And I ask the gentleman from Texas if it is his 
purpose, further, to object to the passage of the bill to the extent of 
demanding a quorum if a seeond should be ordered. 

Mr. KILGORE. Yes, sir; that is my purpose. 

Mr. MORROW. In view of that fact, Mr. Speaker, as of course I 
am helpless, I will have to withdraw the bill. 

ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


Mr. DUNN. . Mr. Speaker, some days ago I objected to the passage 
of Senate bill No. 2, which was called up by the gentleman from Cal- 
ifornia [Mr. VANDEVER], a bill providing for the relief of the Mission 
Indians of California. I have since examined the bill and find I was 
mistaken in the main ground of my objection, and that with an amend- 
ment, which I have prepared and shown to the gentleman from Cali- 
fornia, being a substitute for section 7, the bill is perfectly satisfactory 
to me and a very important one to the public interests as well as to the 

i I desire now to withdraw objection to the passage of 
the bill and allow it to be passed with the substitute for the seventh 
section, which has been agreed to by the gentleman from California. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Clerk will report the title of the 
bill and the proposition of the gentleman from Arkansas. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. Does this come up under a 
suspension of the rules in the 

Mr. DUNN. 
a few days ago to the request of the gentleman for unanimous consent. 


way? 


Mr. RICHARDSON. That Ido not understand brings the bill þe- 
fore the House. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. It does not. 

Mr. DUNN. Itsimply reyives the request for unanimous consent, 
and I ask to withdraw the objection. 

Mr, RICHARDSON. But all the gentleman can do is to withdraw 
the objection, as I understand it. 

TheSPEAKER protempore. Thatisall. Does the gentleman with- 
draw his objection? 

Mr. D . Yes, sir. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. That is all the gentleman can do at present. 

PUBLIO BUILDING, FORT WORTH. 

Mr. ABBOTT. Mr. § er, I move to suspend the rales and put 
upon its passage the bill (S. 1974) for the erection of a public building 
at Fort Worth, Tex. 

The bill was read at length. 

Mr. DINGLEY. Mr. Speaker, before demanding 2 second, I would 
like to inquire of the gentleman from Texas [Mr. KILGORE] if he pro- 
poses to raise the point of no quorum on this bill? 

Mr. KILGORE, Ihave nothing to do with this bill: [Laughter.] 
It is not my bill. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is a second demanded? 

Mr. LYMAN. I demand a second. 

Mr. LANHAM. Iask unanimous consent that a second be consid- 
ered as ordered. 

Mr. LYMAN. I object. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. 
appoint tellers. 

Mr. LYMAN and Mr. ABBOTT were appointed tellers. 

Mr. KILGORE. Iam willing, Mr. Speaker, to compromise on this 
thing. They say Iam obstructing a very important measure herecalled 
up by the gentleman from California. I donot know, but I suppose I 
ought to give up in view of the statements made to me. Irefer tothe 
San Francisco bill of the gentleman from California [Mr. MORROW], 
and I believe, sir, I will abandon the call for a quorum on that billand 
withdraw the demand for a second. 

Mr. MORROW. I understand, Mr. Speaker, the gentleman is will- 
ing now to withdraw the demand——- 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. But another matter is now pending be- 
fore the House. . : 
ty I will not calla quorum or demand a second upon 

Mr. CLEMENTS. Ido not think we are likely to do much busi- 
ness to-day, so I move that the House do now adjourn. 

Mr. WHEELER. Pending that I rise to make a privileged report. 

Mr. VANDEVER. Before that is done I ask unanimous consent to 
change the reference of a bill. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. It ean only be done now by consent of 
the gentleman who moved an adjournment. 

Mr. VANDEVER. I ask that the bill S. 3427, referred to the Com- 
mittee on Commerce, be referred to the Committee on the Revision of 
the Laws instead. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The first question is on the motion of 
the gentleman from Georgia, that the House do now adjourn. 

The question was taken; and ona division there were—ayes 24, noes33. 

So the House refused to adjourn. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The tellers will resume their places. 

Mr. LANHAM. I think the gentleman from Iowa will consent to 
withdraw his objection. 

Mr. MORROW. Mr. Speaker, the understanding is that the gentle- 
man from Texas [| Mr. ABBOTT] gives way, and that the bill I called up 
a few moments ago shall be first taken up and submitted to the House. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Does the gentleman from Texas with- 
draw the bill? 

Mr. ABBOTT. For the present I will withdraw it. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. Does thatrequire unanimous 
consent? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. No action has been taken, and the 
Chair thinks the gentleman from Texas has the right to withdraw the 
bill, there having been no vote or action by the House upon it, 

PUBLIC BUILDING AT SAN FRANCISCO, CAL. 

Mr. MORROW. I now call up the bill (S. 1931) to inerease the ap- 
propriation for the purchase of a site for a building for a post-office’ 
court-house, and other offices, in San Franciseo, Cal. 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Mississippi. I demand e second. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, eic., That the amount heretofore fixed as a limit of the cost for 


the purchase of a site for a building for a court-house, and 


post-office, 
offices by the United States Government, in San Francisco, Cal., be, and the same 
is hereby, increased to $850,000, and that sum is hereby fixed asa limit of cost for 
the purchase of a site at voluntary sale or by condemnation. 
That the co: TS am officers of the United States Government 


and required to be gov- 

erned by the limitation hereby prese ~ 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair will appoiht the gentleman 
from Mississippi [Mr. ANDERSON] and the gentleman from California 


- 
Objection being made, the Chair will 


No, sir; I am asking to withdraw an objection I made | [Mr. Morrow] as tellers. 


The tellers took their places. 
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Mr. DINGLEY. 
sidered as ordered. 


Task unanimous consent that the second be con- 


ADJOURNMENT. 


- Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. Pending the-call for ‘the sec- 
ond, I move that the House do now adjourn. 

Mr. VANDEVER. I ask the gentleman from Kentucky to with- 
draw that motion until I can ask unanimous consent to have the refer- 
ence of a bill changed. 

Mr. BRECKINIDGE, of Kentucky. Ihave no objection to that. 


CHANGE OF REFERENCE. 


Mr. VANDEVER.. I ask that the bill which I send to the Clerk’s 
desk be referred to the Committee on the Revision of the Laws instead 
of the Committee on Commerce, to which it has been referred. 

The Clerk read the title of the bill, as follows: 

Pies (5: 3427) to amend section 4474 of the Revised Statutes of the United 


Mr. OATES. There isa House bill of the same character before 
that committee, and with the gentleman’s ission I will add to his 
motion a request for unanimous consent that that bill be now con- 
sidered. I think if the House understood what it was there would be 
no objection. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. That can not be done now, as the gen- 
tleman from Kentucky [Mr. BRECKINRIDGE] yielded the floor to the 
gentleman from California for the purpose of asking a change of refer- 
ence, 

‘There was no: objection; and the change of reference was made as re- 
quested. 

LEAVE OF ABSENCZ. 


By unanimous consent, leave of absence was granted as follows: 

To Mr. BLOUNT, indefinitely, on account of important business, 

To Mr. Dorsey, indefinitely, commencing October 3, on account of 
important business. 

‘To Mr. HENDERSON, of Hlinois, indefinitely. 

To Mr. McCREARY, ‘indefinitely, commencing October 3, on account 
of important business. 

ORDER OF BUSINESS. 

Mr. FORNEY. Pending the motion to adjourn, I ask unanimous 
consent to consider a bill authorizing the construction of a. bridge over 
Coosa River, in Georgia, to facilitate the shipment of lumber from that 
State to Louisville, Ky. 

Objection was made. 

The question was put on the motion to adjourn, and the Speaker pro 
tempore was.in doubt as to: the. result. 

The House divided; and there were—ayes 36, noes 33. 

Mr. WHEELER. Idemand tellers, 

‘The question was put om the ordering of tellers, when the Speaker 
pro tempore announced that twenty-six members had risen, not a suffi- 
cient number, and tellers were refused. 

Mr, WHEELER. I demand the other side. 

The SPEAKER protempore. The count of the other side is notre- 
quired on a demand for tellers. 

Mr. WHEELER. Then I demand the yeas and nays. 

The question was put on ordering the yeas and nays, and the Chair 
announced that twenty gentlemen had risen in support of the demand. 

Mr. ROGERS, Mr. Speaker, I desire-to make a parliamentary in- 
quiry, and that is, Why the request that the other side should be 
counted on a demand for tellers was not in order? The Chair counted 
one side and did not count the other. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The rules require that one-fifth of a 
quorum is required on an order for tellers, and one-fifth did not vote. 
Twenty gentlemen have voted in faver of ordering the yeas and nays, 
a sufficient. number. 

Mr. HOOKER. Pending that, I move that the House do now ad- 

ourn. 
j The SPEAKER pro: tempore. That is the motion before the owes. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. I move to reconsider the 
vote by which the yeas and nays were ordered, as. it is evident that 
there is not a quorum present. 

The motion to. reconsider was rejected. 

The question was taken on the motion to- adjourn; can there were— 
yeas 38, nays 60, not voting 226; as follows: 


YEAS—33. 

| melon Miss. Hall, Lagan, Rice, 
ri re, Lawler, Richardson, 

Brec inridge, Ky, Heard; Lee, Seney, 
Buckalew, erson, N.C. Mansur, Tillman, 
Catchings, Hooker, Martin, ‘Turner, Ga. 
Clements, Hudd, Me Walker, 
Davidson, Fin. Hutton, Montgomery, rne, 
Dunn, Johnston, N.C. 5 Wise. 
Foran, Kerr, Perry, 
Grimes, Kilgore, Phelan, | 

NAYS—69, 
Abbott, Bunnell, Crouse, 
Baker, N. Y. Butler; Cummings, Felton, 
Barnes, Campbell, T.J., N.Y .De Lano, Forney, 
Bliss, Cheadle, Dingley, French, 
Browne, Ind. Clark, Dougherty, Fuller, 


Gest, L; b Nelson, Spinola, 
Haugen, ADISS, Nutting, fa ecker, 
Hayes, McCreary, es, ` Stone, Ky. 
Hermann, McKenna, Osborne, Taylor, E. B., Ohio 
Hires, Milliken, Peters, ‘Thompson, Cal. 
Hitt, Moffitt, Plumb, ‘Turner, Kans, 7 
Laffoon, Moore, Post, Vandever, 
La Follette, Morgan, Rockweil, W: i 
Lanham, Morrill, Rogers, Wickham, 
Lehibach, Morrow, Rowiand, Williams, 
NOT VOTING—225., 
Adams, Cox, Jones, Russell, Mass, 
Allen, Mass. Crain, ean, Rusk, 
Allen, Mich. Crisp, Kelley, Ryan, 
Allen, Miss, Culberson, Kennedy, Sawyer, 
Anderson, Iowa Cutcheon, Ketcham, Sayers, 
Anderson, Il, Dalzell, Laidlaw, Scott, 
Anderson, Kans, Laird, x 
Arnold, Darlington, Landes, Seymour, 
Atkinson, Davenport, Lane, SW, 
con, Davidson, Ala. “Latham, Sherman, 
Baker, Ill Davis, Lind, Shively, 
Bankhead, Dibble, L 4 Simmons, 
Bayne, Dockery, Long, ith, 
Belden, Dorsey, 3 K Snyder, 
Belmont, Dunham, z onald, Sow 
iggs, Elliott, Maifett, Spooner, 
Bingham, Enloe, Mahoney, Springer, 
Blanchard, Ermentrout, Maish, Steele, 
Bland, Finley, Mason, Stephenson, 
Blount, Fisher, Matson, Stewart, Tex. 
Boothman, Fitch, MeAdoo, wart, Ga. 
Bound, Flood, McComas, Stewart, Vt. 
Boutelle, Ford, McCormick, Stockdale, 
phodiawend Funston, McCullogh, Stone, Mo. 
Bow Gaines, McKinley, Struble, 
Breckinridge, Ark. Gallinger, McKinney, Symes, 
Brewer, ae. MecMilin, Tarsney, 
Brower, Gea McRae, Taul 
Browne T.H.B.,Va. Gibson, MoShane, Taylor, J. D., Ohio 
Brown, Ohio Glass, mas, Ky. 
Brown, J. R., Va. Glover, Morse, ‘Thomas, Il 
Brumm, a Newton, Thomas, Wis. 
Bryce, Granger, Nichols, ‘Thompson, Ohio 
Buchanan, Greenman, Noi Cey, 
Burnes, Grosvenor, O’ Donnell, Townshend, 
Burnett, Grout, O'Ferrall, Vance, 
Burrows, Guenther, O’Neall, Ind, Wade, 
Butterworth, Harmer, O'Neill, Pa. Warner, 
Eynum, Hatch, O'Neill, Mo. W 
Campbell, F., N.Y. Hayden, Outhwaite, ‘Weaver, 
Campbell, Ohio Hemphill, Owen, Weber, 
Candler, Hen „lowa Parker, West, 
Cannon, Henderson, Tl. Patton, White, Ind. 
Carlton, Herbert, Payson, White, N. Y. 
Caswell Hore Peningt Whiting, Mass, 
wi ogg, on, ng, 
Chipman, Holman, Perkins, Wilber, 
Clardy, Holmes, Phelps, Wilkins, 
cot Se ae E aA 
kran, p T N z 
well, Hopkins, N.Y. Randall, Wilson, W. Va. 
Collins, ouk, Rayner, ‘oodburn, 
Compton, Hovey. Reed, Yardley, 
Conger, How: Robertson, Yoder, 
Cooper, Hunter, Romeis, Yost. 
Cothran, Jackson, Rowell, 
Cowles, J ohnston, Ind. Russell, Conn, 


On motion of Mr. NELSON, by unanimous consent, the reading of 
the names of members voting and of the names of members paired was 
dispensed with. 

On motion of Mr. HEARD, thelist of pairs was ordered to be printed 
in the RECORD, as follows: 

The following-named members were paired until farther notice: 

Mr. WILKINS with Mr. Lone. 

Mr. MATSON with Mr. Hovey. 

Mr. MILLS with Mr. Burrows, 

Mr. Coy with Mr. CANNON. 

Mr. RANDALL with Mr. LODGE. 

Mr. BLAND with Mr. BuTTERWoRTI. 

Mr. Scorr with Mr. GROSVENOR. 

Mr. WILSON, of West Virginia, with Mr. McComas. 

. HATCH with Mr. STEWART, of Vermont. 

. OUTHWAITE with Mr. MCKINLEY. 

. COMPTON with Mr. GOFF. 

. CAMPBELL, of Ohio, with Mr. KENNEDY. 

. SPRINGER with Mr. HenpeErson, of Illinois. 

. COLLINS with Mr. ALLEN, of Massachusetts, 

. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky, with Mr. Browne, of Indiana, 
ELLIOTT with Mr. BINGHAM. 

JONES with Mr. BOWDEN. k 
. DAVIDSON, of Florida, with Mr. O'NEILL, of Pennsylvania, 
. BRYCE with Mr. GAINES. 

n NEAL with Mr. HAYDEN. 

TIMOTHY J. CAMPBELL with Mr. WEST. 

Mr. SPINOLA with Mr. THOMAS, of Wisconsin. 

Mr. BOUTELLE with Mr. WISE. 

Mr, CANDLER with Mr. BREWER. 

Mr: BYNUM with Mr. STEELE. 

Mr. GREENMAN with Mr. SHERMAN. 

Mr. Rusa with Mr. O'DONNELL. 

Mr. Davrpson, of Alabama, with Mr. PATTON. 

Mr. SNYDER with Mr. Yost. 
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Forp with Mr. GUENTHER. 
STEWART, of Texas, with Mr. DUNHAM. 
CLARDY with Mr. WADE. 
O’FERRALL with Mr. MASON. 
BieGs with Mr. Morrow. 
BELMONT with Mr. DAVENPORT. 
GRANGER with Mr. ROCKWELL. 
BLANCHARD with Mr. THomas, of Illinois. 
Morse with Mr. WHITING, of Massachusetts, 
HowARD with Mr, Horxtns, of Illinois. 
CUTCHEON with Mr. TARSNEY. 
DARLINGTON with Mr. Moore. 
Procock with Mr. PHELPS. 
RUSSELL, of Massachusetts, with Mr. CoGSWELL. 
WHITING, of Michigan, with Mr. HOUK, 
Lyncu with Mr. YARDLEY. ` 
Bacon with Mr. CASWELL. 
McApoo with Mr. BRUMM. 
MAHONEY with Mr. Brown, of Ohio. 
CSHANE with Mr. LAIRD. 
HIVELY with Mr. OWEN. 
LATHAM with Mr. GEST. 
GLAss with Mr. KETCHAM. 
NEWTON with Mr. FELTON. 
Simmons with Mr. BUNNELL. 
CowLes with Mr. THOMPSON, of Ohio, 
DocKkERY with Mr. WARNER. 
DIBBLE with Mr. BELDEN 
GLOVER with Mr. COOPER. 
Norwood with Mr. PARKER. 
RAYNER with Mr. De LANO, 
Mr. ERMENTROUT with Mr. GALLINGER. 
Mr. WILKINSON with Mr. NICHOLS. 
Mr. FISHER with Mr. BROWER. 
Mr. MANsuR with Mr. SAWYER. 
. VANCE with Mr. MOFFITT. 
. LANDES with Mr. MCCORMICK. 
. CHIPMAN with Mr. ARNOLD. 
. O'NEILL, of Missouri, with Mr. CoNGER. 
. O'NEAL, of Indiana, with Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa, 
. MACDONALD with Mr. JoHn R. BROWN. 
. ANDERSON, of Illinois, with Mr. DALZELL. 
Mr. Dunn with Mr. ROWELL. s 
Mr. LAWLER with Mr. Seymour. 
Mr. TAULBEE with Mr. FARQUHAR. 
Mr. Stone. of Missouri, with Mr. WILLIAMs. 
Mr. CULBERSON with Mr. BAKER, of Illinois, 
Mr. BoorHMAN with Mr. MCKINNEY. 
Mr. Witson, of Minnesota, with Mr. ATKINSON, 
. STEWART, of Georgia, with Mr. HARMEK. 
. ENLOE with Mr. PUGSLEY. 
. PENINGTON with Mr, STEPHENSON. 
Hoae with Mr. SCULL. 
. DARGAN with Mr. GROUT. 
. TOWNSHEND with Mr. SPOONER, 
. HOLMAN with Mr. JOHNSTON, of Indiana. 
. CARLTON with Mr. FUNSTON. 
. COBB with Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas. 
. Crisp with Mr. REED. 
. BLOUNT with Mr. WEBER. 
. MCMILLIN with Mr. RUSSELL, of Connecticut. 

Mr. WASHINGTON and Mr. HIESTAND were announced “as paired 
on all political questions for this day. 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Mississippi, and Mr, PETERS were annouuced as 
paired on all political questions until further notice, and especially on 
the Oklahoma bill. Mr. PETERS would vote for the bill and Mr. AN- 
DERSON, of Mississippi, against it. 

The result of the vote was then announced as above recorded. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. Mr. Speaker, no quorum hav- 
ing voted, I move a call of the House. 

ane question was taken; and the motion was not agreed to—ayes 12, 
noes 36. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. I believe the only thing now 
in order is an adjournment, and I move that the House do now adjourn. 

Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana. Will the gentleman withdraw that 
motion until I can ask leave of absence for the remainder of the ses- 
sion? 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. Ifthat requestis now inorder, 
I shall be very glad to accommodate the gentleman. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The rules do not permit the transac- 
tion of any business when it is disclosed that no quorum is present. 

Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana. Obtaining leave of absence is not busi- 
ness, but getting ‘clear of business. [ Laughter. ] 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. No business is in order in the absence 
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of a quorum, except a motion for a call of the House and a motion to 
adjourn. 


The motion of Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky, was agreed to; and 
accordingly (at 2 o'clock and 25 minutes p. m.) the House adjourned. 


PRIVATE BILIS’ INTRODUCED AND REFERRED. 


Under the rule private bills of the following titles were introduced 
and referred as indicated below: 

By Mr. CHEADLE: A bill (H. R. 11535) to correct the military 
recor’ of Allen L. Ball—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. R. H. M. DAVIDSON: A biil (H. R. 11536) for the relief of 
John Baptiste—to the Committee on War Claims. 

3y Mr. HOOKER: A bill (H. R. 11537) for the relief of the estate 
of William H. Sims, deceased—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. MAISH: A bill (H. R. 11538) for the relief of Charles Koch— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. MATSON: A bill (H. R. 11539) to remove the charge of de- 
sertion from the name of Samuel C. Vance—to the Committee on Mili- 
tary Affairs. 

By Mr. McCREARY: A bill (H. R. 11540) for the relief of Sanford 
D. Van Pitt—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. ROGERS: A bill (H. R. 11541) granting a pension to Lorain 
B. Sykes—to the Committee on Pensions. 


PETITIONS, ETC. 

The following petitions and papers were laid on the Clerk’s desk, 
under the rale, and referred as tollows: 

by Mr. BUCHANAN: Petition for passage of laws prohibiting trans- 
portation of convict-made goods—to the Committee on Labor. 

By Mr. HOOKER: Petition of A. Krape, of Madison County, Mis- 
sissippi, asking reference of his claim for stores and supplies to the Court 
of Claims—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. NEAL: Petition of S. R. Safley and 55 others, of Warren 
County, Tennessee, manufacturers of apple brandy, asking that the 
time be extended in which the tax upon brandy is required to be paid, 
the regulations and instructions similar to what are now required in 
the case of whisky and malt liqnors—to the Committee on Ways and 
Means. 

By Mr. MAISH: Petition of Charles Kroch, Company H, One hun- 
dred and thirtieth Regiment Pennsylvania Volunteer Infantry, pray- 
ing for a pension—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. McCREARY: Petition of Moritz Klump, praying for the 
allowance of a claim against the United States—to the Committee on 
War Claims, 

By Mr. MORGAN: Petition of widow of James M. Clark, deceased, 
late of ‘Tippah County, Mississippi—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. PHELAN: Petition of citizens of Memphis, Tenn., asking 
for a seaboard quarantine—to the Committee on Appropriations. 

By Mr. ROBERTSON: Petition of Dr. Chase A. Hardy, for relief as 
Mexican yveteran—to the Committee on Pension. 

By Mr. ROGERS: Petition of citizens of Sebastian County, Arkansas, 
praying relief of the family of the late John D. Trammel, who was 
killed while acting deputy United States marshal engaged in the en- 
forcement of internal-revenue laws—to the Committee on Claims. 


SENATE. 
TUESDAY, October 2, 1888. 


Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. J. G. BUTLER, D. D. 
The Journal of yesterday’s proceedings was read and approved. 


PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 


Mr. CALL. I ask unanimous consent to present and have referred 
to the Committee on Fisheries a letter from John Cross, of Liverpool, 
Fla., in the nature of a petition, This letter is addressed to Congress, 
praying that body to do something to keep the Cubans out of the waters 
of Charlotte Harbor, on the coast of Florida, The letter further states 
that the Cubans build huts on our islands, send away the fish to Cuba, 
spend no money here, and introduce the yellow fever. 

I move the reference of the letter to the Committee on Fisheries. 

The motion was agreed to. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 

Mr. PADDOCK, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom were re- 
ferred the following bills, reported them each with an amendment, and 
submitted reports thereon: 

A bill (S. 3538) granting a pension to Mary Saeger; and 

A bill (S. 3042) granting a pension to Mrs. Philena T. Carpenter. 

Mr. BLAIR, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom were referred 
the following bills, reported them severally without amendment, and 
submitted reports thereon: 

A bill (H. R. 10825) granting a pension to Mary Jane Jelly; 

A bill (H. R. 9784) granting a pension to Anna Boppell; 

A bill (H. R. 4101) granting a pension to Martha Giddings, formerly 
Martha Priest; 

A bill (H. R. 9388) to increase the pension of Joseph Holmes; 
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A bill (H. R. 5919) restoring to the pension-roll the name of James 
Monohan, minor child of Richard Monohan, deceased; 

A bill (H. R. 5593) granting an increase of pension to Laura L. 
Wallen; 

A bill (H. R. 5985) to increase the pensions of Mrs. Mary Ann Cross, 
Mrs. Minnie L. Gardner, and Mrs. Lilla May Pavy to $30 per month; 

A bill (H. R. 10911) granting a pension to Ira E. Baldwin; and 

A bill f H. R. 10488) granting a pension to Myra Sinclair. 

Mr. SAWYER, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom were re- 
ferred the following bills, submitted adverse reports thereon, which 
were agreed to; and the bills were postponed indefinitely: 

A bill (S. 3534) granting a pension to William S. Dean; and 

A bill (S. 3555) granting a pension to Albert N. Bradley. 

Mr. SAWYER, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom were re- 
ferred the following bills, reported them severally without amend- 
ments, and submitted reports thereon: 

A bill (H. R. 11333) granting a pension to Mrs. Louise M. Humphrey; 

A bill (H. R. 4792) to pension J. W. Porter; 

A bill (H. R. 10647) granting a pension to Samuel J. Wright; 

A bill (S. 3374) granting an increase of pension to Newton J. Shrake; 
and 

A bill (S. 3556) granting a pension to William H. Mays. 

Mr. DAVIS, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom were re- 
ferred the following bills, reported them each without amendment, and 
submitted reports thereon: 

A bill (H, R. 10659) for the relief of Elizabeth C. Cole; and 

A bill UH. R. 9252) granting a pension to Mrs. Catherine Barberick, 
of Watertown. 

Mr. VOORHEES, from the Committee on the Library, to whom was 
referred the bill (S. 3384) to purchase a painting of Abraham Lincoln, 
reported it without amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 

HENRY LECOMTE. 


~ Mr. HAWLEY. I report favorably, without amendment, from the 
Committee on Military Affairs, the joint resolution (S. R. 112) author- 
ing the Secretary of War to receive, for instruction at the Military 
Academy at West Point, Henry Lecomte, of Switzerland, and I for 
its immediate consideration. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. The joint resolution will be read at 
length for information, subject to objection. 

The Secretary read the joint resolution, as follows: 

That the Secretary of War be, and he hereby is, authorized to permit Henry 
Lecomte, of Switzerland, to receive instruction at the Mili Academy at 
West Point: Provided, That no expense shall be caused to the United States 
thereby: And provided further, That in the cave of the said Lecomte the provis- 
fons of sections 1320 and 1321 of the Revised Statutes shall be suspended. 

Mr. SHERMAN, I should like to hear an explanation of the joint 
resolution, 

Mr. HAWLEY. I was about to give a word of explanation. This 
is not at all an unusual thing. We have now, I think, two young gen- 
tlemen from foreign countries admitted to the Military Academy. 
Their expenses are paid. 

Mr. SHERMAN. From what country ? 

Mr. HAWLEY. One of them is from Venezuela, I think, from one 
of the South American states, at least, and the other is a Japanese. 
This young gentleman is from Switzerland. The act whose force is 
suspended in such cases is the one requiring an oath of allegiance to 
the United States, which is quite common. 

The father of this young gentleman, Colonel Lecomte, served honor- 
ably in our war, and is now of the highest rank in the Swiss army. He 
is quite anxious that his son should be educated atour Academy. The 
Secretary of War sends the resolution here with a copy of the request 
of the Swiss Government, and asks that it may be passed as early as 
convenient. 

The joint resolution was reported to the Senate without amendment, 
ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and 
passed. 

MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 

A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. CLARK, its Clerk, 
announced that the House had elected Hon. JAMES B. McCREARY, a 
Representative from the State of Kentucky, as Speaker pro tempore 
during the temporary absence of the Speaker. 

ENROLLED BILL SIGNED. 


The message also announced that the Speaker pro tempore of the 
House had signed the enrolled bill (H. R, 10540) making appropria- 
tions for sundry civil expenses of the Government for the fiscal year 
ending June 30, 1889, and for other purposes; and it was thereupon 
signed by the President pro tempore. 

BILLS INTRODUCED. 


Mr. BLAIR introduced a bill (S. 3603) granting increase of pension 
to Joseph Demash; which was read twice by its title, and, with the 
accompanying papers, referred to the Committee on Pensions, 

He also introduced a bill (S. 3604) granting a pension to Sarah J. 
Alexander; which was read twice by its title, and, with the accompa- 
nying papers, referred to the Committee on Pensions, 


Mr. MITCHELL introduced a bill (S. 3605) granting an increase of 
pension to William Thompson; which was read twice by its title, and, 
with the accompanying papers, referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. SABIN introduced a bill (S. 3606) to authorize the building of 
a bridge or bridges across the Mississippi River at La Crosse, Wis. ; 
which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on 
Commerce. 

OCCUPANCY OF PUBLIC GROUND. 


Mr. CHANDLER submitted the following resolution; which was 
read: 

Resolved, That the Committee on the District of Columbia be, and hereby is, 
instructed to inquire whether or not a private dwelling is being erected in 
Washington on public land at the intersection of Massachusetts avenue and M 
street, facing Thomas Circle; and if so, to inquire how much public land is be- 
ing so occupied, and to ascertain by what legal authority, if any, such erection 
and occupancy are permitted; said committee to report the facts to the Senate, 
and also to report a bill, if such is necessary, to prevent any illegal occupancy of 


public land, 


Mr. CHANDLER, I ask for the present consideration of the resolu- 
tion. 

Mr. SPOONER. I suggest to the Senator from New Hampshire 
whether it would not attain his purpose quite as well and W€ prelimi- 
narily, at least, better for him to address his resolution to the commis- 
sioneis of the District, instructing them to report whether any build- 
ing is being constructed on public ground. I do not care anything 
about the matter, but I make that suggestion. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I enter an objection to the consideration of the 
resolution. It affects a private person. The matter is now in contro- 
versy between her and the District commissioners. I therefore object 
to the present consideration of the resolution. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The resolution will lie oyer under 
the rules until to-morrow. 

Mr, SHERMAN. Ido not think it ought to be taken up here. 


IMPORTATION OF CONTAGION OR INFECTION. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair lays before the Senate a 
resolution coming over from a previous day, offered by the Senator from 
Florida [Mr. CALL], which will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. A resolution in relation to the importation of 
contagious or infectious disease from foreign countries on the coasts or 
boundaries of the United States, submitted September 27. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment proposed to the resolution by the junior Senator from 
Florida [Mr. Pasco]. A: 

Mr. CALL. Mr. President, I wish, if possible, to obtain some action 
of the Senate and of the House which may assume the form of law 
without any delay in reference to the epidemic disease that is now pre- 
vailing in the State of Florida and elsewhere in Southern States. It 
has elicited a number of communications from men of thoughtful- 
ness and scientific attainments which I think ought to be put before 
the public in some form; and without detaining the Senate forany great 
length of time, I ask leave to print in the RECORD such parts of these 
communications as may be important without reading the whole at 
length. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair hears no objection. 

Mr. CALL. I have a letter from Dr. William Miller, 149 East One 
hundred and twenty-fifth street. New York, as follows: 

New YORK, September 28, 1888, 

DEAR SIR: I take the liberty of transmitting to you a slip from yesterday's 
Star on the prevention of pelos fever by vaccination. 

This note is called out by a resolution offered by you in the Senate appro- 
arf $10,000 for the expenxes of the meeting of the Academy of Sciences at 

ashivgton, D. C., for investigating the methods for the prevention of yellow 
fever. For years I have experimented in thisdirection for the culture of viruses 
to prevent diseases, and the first who ever vaccinated for hereditary tubercular 
consumption with success. 

I know yellow fever can be prevented or modified with a correctly cultivated 
animal virus of the disease germ that is safe and harmless. It is now plainly 
understood it is the multiplying of this poisonous germ in the body and eating 
up the red part of the blood corpuscles, and shown by Dr. Neal Mitchell, of 
Jacksonville, Fla., of a case of completely honeycombing the liver. Something 
ought to be done to prevent this disease, and all I do to stop the progress of the 
disease is to poison the food or pabulum this little microbe multiplies and feeds- 
upon by vaccination. His career is then cut short. An appropriation for the 
purpose of testing this method of treatment is of important value. 

Iam, very respectfully, your obedient servant, 
Dr. W. MILLER, - 


R, 
119 East One hundred and twenty-fifth street, New York City. 


Hon. Senator CALL, 
Washington, D. C. 


Dr. Miller states in an article which he incloses to me, as follows: 


WHAT YELLOW FEVER IS—A CORRESPONDENT SUGGESTS INOCULATION AS THE 
BEST PREVENTIVE, 
SEPTEMBER 27, 1888. 
To the Editor of the Star: 


Sir: In view of the grave consequences resulting from the scourge of yellow 
fever at Jacksonville, Fla., it seems something ought to be done, more than 
been done, to prevent the ravages of this contagion. It is now generally under 
stood by medical men and those who have studied the cause or etiology of the- 
disease, that it is a poison of the blood,and brought about by the inhalation of 
a distinct disease germ through the currents of the air, and conveyed by the 
water, food, and possibly by absorption through the pores of the skin. 

Whether these poisonous germs are the carriers of an infection, or fasten upon 
the internal organs of the body and there multiply and reproduce themselves to 
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an unlimited extent, and then die and choke up the venous and arterial circula- 
tion, are questions yet to bed 


oil, followed up with finely powdered charcoal, is very effective treatment tostay 
the progress of the disease. 

In contagious or infectious diseases the virulence depends upon the activily 
of the poison, and to modify this germ for the prevention. or mitigation of dis- 
ease is now an interesting problem in medical science, That such a thing is 
possible has been proved, or even shown, that vaccination with a correctly cul- 
tivated virus will afford protection from so grave a malady as yellow fever. It 
would then seem incumbent on the medical profession to test the virtues of this 
prophylactic without regard to explanations whether it compares strictly with 

thology or as to the exact mode which these resultscome abeut, and save the 
ives of thousands who have been or may be exposed to thismalignant disease. 

To prove the valne of an antagonistic poison that is safe and harmless, it is 
now on record of a FAE bey pth who inoculated 1,438: persons exposed to 
yellow fever with attenuated adders’ poison not one of whom died, thoughseven 
were attacked with the disease. This is authentic, and other clinical evidence 
can be given in support of this theory and treatmentof yellow fever by vaccina- 


tion, 
On July 28, 1873, the first vaccination was performed sy weer? apc for hered- 
tuber@ular o 


na consumption with success, and of later date ther diseases, 
by this method of practice. 
Since the discovery of the disease germ and the relation to disease enough has 


already been proved to satisfy the public mind, and nothing short of actual tests 
should be given to show the practicability of preventing yellow fever with a. 
modified form of virus that may be used under certain conditions, not so much 
for a cure, but a preventive, as small-pox is prevented in man. 

Though this fact of preventing disease with an antagonistic poison has long 
been known, the difliculty has heretofore been in the correct and safe method 
of attenuation. 

‘The day is not far distant when the application of distinct viruses for differ- 
ent diseases will be generally p: and better understood. For 
this purpose a laboratory should be established for the cultivation and distribu- 
tion of such viruses to all sections of the country, as vaccine is sent for small-pox. 
It is then possible > gto good can be done for the benefit of mankind and the 


cause of 
W. MILLER. 
NEW Yorx, September 24. 


KILL THE FEVER WITH FROSI—A NOVEL PROPOSITION TO CHECK THE SCOURGE 


BY ARTIPICIAL REFRIGERATION. 


A reporter for the Star had a conversation with. a gentleman who has made 
the situation at Jacksonville a study, and who has had a yellow-fever experi- 
ence of his own, and the following are some of the ideas advanced: He said that 
instead of blindly fighting a disease which, ever since its advent, had defied the 
skill and science of the medical men in every quarter of the earth, people would 
adopt the only means ever known to kill the 5 pree and stop its ravages, frost, 
Mie pinse.of Supasteniag the rales of the universe for frost, the gentleman 

m g o verse > gentleman's 
lan is to make that chilly disinfectant as occasion requires, and instead of us- 
tie nag oF Da, dead ner a 
the survivors, he wou) te a sum of money for 

p of an ice machine, which, with tho expenditure at three tons of 
coal daily, would i the atmosphere of a space equal to the extent of 
the largest of our eity blocks, and in it place every one who showed the first 
ptom of the disease or permit any one to enter who feared the approach of 


e malady. 

It is a well-known fact that one of our best appointed 
room” for the same pesca. aad there seems no good reason in the gentle- 
man’s mind why it should not be applied on s much larger seale. 


Of course I have no such knowledge as enables me to express any 
opinion upon this subject, but I think it very clear that whatever 
method may furnish, in the judgment of reasonable men, a probable 
cure or preventive for this disease, which has already caused the loss 
of so much life and threatens to extend so much further than it has 
already extended and has cost so much money to the'country, it should 
be tried, and tried upon a scale that is adequate to develop its truth 
or its falsity. 

I have another letter from Mr. J. B. Read, a physician, I am told, of 
standing and attainments in Tusealeosa, Ala. He incloses a commu- 
nication to me, and in inclosing it makes use of these remarks: 

TUSCALOOSA, September 28, 1838, 

DEAR Sm; Inclosed you will find an article of mine on prevention and cure 


of yellow fever, which I am: sure you will read with in 
Notwithstanding the lateness of the season, the 


Parties i early return to Florida will 
t 


J. B. READ. 
Hon, W. CALL, United States Senate. 


In this article Dr. Read states as follows: 


YELLOW FEVER—SOME PRACTICAL SUGGESTIONS FOR ITS PREVENTION AND CURE. 


gestions we propose to make. 
“Nothing more definite can be said than that it (yellow fever) is a disease in- 
peculiar totally intangible, 
any known canse of disease. ‘There is no combination 
of filth, no combination of circumstances, calculated to deteriorate health and 
typkus fevers that have anything to do with the ion 
of yellow fever. * * * The fever has existed upon high and healthy locali- 


hospitals haga “chill | 


ties, and proved as virulent there as in low regions. Indeed the disease has al- 
re ni a country, when it once prevails there, than in 
‘These clear and authoritative statements form a solid foundation for the 
valent opinion that this disease isnot simply an aggravated forms of fees foarte 
ever, but that it stands alone, with a cause as specific as small-pox itself. This 
conclusion. enco) es hope that this specific poison may yet be eounter- 
acted by somes ic remedy. 


That yellow fever is gendered by poisonous , multiply: with fearful 
rapidity in the system of the patient, is generally believed, though the demon- 
stration of the germ is. not yet.aceepted by all However this may 


be, it is certain that for more than seventy-five years there has been in New 
Orleans, throughout all the yellow-fever epidemics by which it has been rav- 
aged, one point in the heart of the city where, despite some unfavorable sani- 
tary conditions, no case of yellow fever has ever occurred. That point is the 
calaboose, or old city prison, Often crowded to its utmost capacity during epi- 
demics, its inmates always escaped the prevailing infection. Still another a 
calit in NEVOIE hasfor about fifty years enjoyed the same immunity with 

he city pi n. 

That locality is the city gas-works, not only the employés of which have 
uniformly escaped yellow fever, but all the families resident in the immediate 
vicinity. The gas-works in Mobile have alsojexerted the same protecting influ- 

ec. The various chemicals employed in gas-works and the very compound 
odors engendered might well leave even medical men in doubt as to the true 
antidote to the prevailing yellow-ferer poison. But an examination of the cal- 
aboose furnished clearer indications. The attics of thisold sity (pea hadlong 
been the abodes of countless bats, the dead bodies of which, their aceumu- 
lated Topping het by their deeay produced an annoying stench. The pre- 
dominating odor of ammonia, however, clearly demonstrated it as the success- 
ful antagonist of thegerm. Soon after the conclusion of the last epidemic in 
New Orleans a very interesting article was published in the Times by Mx, J, 
Livingston, an active member of the Ho Association. 

He gave a detailed account of the free application of ordin: 
monia, sometimes mixed with equal parts of spirits of camphor, to bodies of 
a large number of patients. This was done at first any ba with a view to the 
parori and Kani cooling influence produced by the rapid eva: tion, 

wvored by the tof the fever: After experience in several Boer tiet o he 
was impressed with the fact that the beat and fever once reduced by the appli- 
cation ot the ammonia never returned. He became convinced that ammonia 


ammonia may be sprin 

breast of the patient. In this way inhalation of the ammonia in sufficient 
quantities to neutralize the poison may readily be secured without the aid of 
any apparatus, the antinonia, of course, to be renewed at intervals. This plan 
will prove of great advantage even when free ammoniated applications have 


> is that the wards of hospitals and the rooms 
of pras dwellings may readily be prora in the same safe condition against 
yellow ee ene ryder eee mak Arauen 
ished owing properamount of ammoniacal gas to escape statedly into 

paat Aera The E into 


| been made to the body. 


Our next. practical su 


pl 
the or a to ba nr may be 
co vessels, properly fitted small 

or the protection of unacclimated nurses and visitors the air of all sick- 
rooms should be ammoniated whenever possible. In this connection it is im- 
portant to remark that the volatile disinfectants, such as chlorine, carbolic acid, 
ete., will condense or decompose ammonia, and thus destroy its usefulness, 

ammoniacal gas is employed disinfection should be en by 

non-volatile agents, as copperas and ordinary lime—not the chloride, After 
all that bas been stated, it is clear there is no plan for personal protection 
against yellow fever which ean be compared to dias which. enn readily be se- 
cured by ammonia in some form. 

Even travelers fearing infection may carry about with them small bottles of 
aque-ammonia, so that a handkerchief may be moistened with it from time to 


of ammonia, in 5-grain doses, may be usefully employed internally. But it 
is the part of discretion not to rely exclusively upon ammonia i 
of yellow fever; the use of mustard, of fi ete., should not be neglected, 

No prudent physician will, in any serious form of disease in the South, omit 
the internal use of mercury in some form, and preferably calomel. Of nse- 
ful drug a combination of 20 grains with three of bicarbonate of soda should be 
be mate into five pills, and one given every hour from the outset, Quinine be- 
ing of very questionable utility in yellow fever, we pose in its stead the use 
of quassia in solid extract or infusion. It is an admirable tonic, and, having 
little or no exciting power, may be used without damage when the fever is at 
its height. We would remind our ee a ay brethren of the high reputation 
aequired by quassia long ago in relieving the putrid and malignant fevers of 
Surinam. Itis a powerful antiseptic and insecticide, and there is Jittle room to 
doubt that its first high reputation was due to its power as a destroyer of germs 
in malignant southern fevers. _ It certainly deserves resuscitation. 

We would enforce all that has been elaimed for ammonia by reference to 
the facts that the old Morgan line of steamers that forso many years wasengaged 
in the transportation of eattle to and from Indianola, Galveston, New Orleans, 
and Havana never bad a case of yellow fever to oecur ameng its officers or 
crews, The filth of the cattle kept the vessel saturated by ammoniacal odors, 
the health of all see traffic. Let 


‘ectio 
against yellow fever. The heights of Gibraltar, guarded and cleansed with the 
utmost care by the skill of 


` 
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quarter of the globe, witha few exceptions in our own country. Cleanliness 
is all important, and disinfectants have their use, but ammonia is claimed asan 
antidote to yellow fever, and the claim is apparently well founded. Ordinary 
disinfectants may be safely omitted; ammonia never. 

J. B. READ, M. D. 


TUSCALOOSA, ALA., September 26, 1833. 


This constitutes the substance of the suggestions of Dr. Read upon 
this subject, the methed of using as a disinfectant and a cure and pre- 
ventive the spirits of ammonia in different forms for this disease, based 
upon the ascertained fact, as he claims it to be, of the exemption of 
certain localities where this chemical existed in natural conditions as 
the only ascertained cause and preventive. 

Dr. Read suggests that this should receive an exhaustive examina- 
tion, and that some public action should be taken by the Government 
to test this method of cure and prevention. Healludes to the fact that 
the commerce cf the Southern States, the Gulf States of Alabama and 
Mississippi and a portion of Georgia, is almost entirely suspended, and 
that a shot-gun quarantine, dangerous to life and very eostly to the 
different localities, is being maintained throughout the entire extent 
of the country, causing a loss of millions of doliars. 

I am also informed that in New York the transportation of cotton 
from the States which are supposed to be infected with this disease has 
been prohibited, and that a very large interruption of the commercial 
relations of the country has been eaused already by the apprehension 
of its importation into the Northern and Eastern cities. 

I have another letter from a man who seems to be a man of some 
thoughtfulness and with a spirit of inquiry and examination into this 
subject,a Mr. Knickerbocker, of Lawtey, Fla., I believe a citizen of 
plicit who has recently made his home in that State, whieh is as fol- 

ows: 
Hon. Winxrssox CALL: 


Dear Sir: In answer to your inquiry of 15th, I am happy to say there is no 
yellow fever in Bradford County, nor fever of any kind in this section. There 
is now authentic record that there are but two places in the State where yellow 
fever is epidemic, Jacksonville and MeClenny, except Gainesville, which at date 
of wriling is doubtful. In aF revious letter to you I inclosed drawings and 
description of methods to kill the germs and kill the yellow fever. I have in- 
closed other drawings and description to more fully explain, if any interest or 
move is made to practically test plans ‘The plan inclosed for dis- 
infecting, by superheated steam to spray bichloride of mercury, or other disin- 
fecting solutions, ought to be published in the papers generally, as it is immedi- 
ately available in most towns of any size that haye steam -en, The 
streets and sewers can by this plan be thoroughly disinfected immediately. 

I intensely feel that this epidemic will injure us as a State more than any- 
ern ig has befallen us since Florida has beena State, and anything that may 
poa Tead to a method or plan of perp ets or sta; the disease before 
ts uld be resorted to, o all we ean, and I ho 
the plans c men that will 


at n of this dread ee 
The following additional explanations apply to the oon plan of drawing 


atan 
This may do away with a serious trouble in practice. 
and the only serious trouble to be apprehended. The record of the amounts of 
air inches diameter will 


Most respectfully, ` 
RARES M. KNICKERBOCKER. 
LAWTEY, BRADFORD COUNTY, FLORIDA, September 23, 1888, 

Mr. Knickerbocker incloses drawings of a mechanical contrivance for 
the purpose of disinfecting by superheated steam in sprays of the bi- 
chloride of mereury or other disinfecting solutions by the aid of steam 
fire-engines in the streets and sewers of cities. 

This tendency of the American mind to exhaustive inquiry and ex- 
amination into every subject that presents any great danger to the 
couniry at large is largely among people of limited means, men of en- 
terprise but without money, enthusiasts, perhaps, but still thoughtful 
men, following the principles of the Baconian of reasoning, who 
experiment in facts, who test particular cases, and who reason from an 
extensive gathering of the observations of reliable persons in relation 
to the ascertained facts. 

This epidemic is becoming more fatal every day in the localities where 
it exists, and it is only the near approach of frost that will stay its rav- 
ages. It is very important, to prevent its recurrence in the coming 
summer with renewed virnlence and vastly extended range, that the 
subject should be investigated at the present time and without an¥ 
further delay, when it can be done before the frost shall have exter- 
minated it for the time being. 

I also submit the following letter from Dr. Stephen Smith, vice-pres- 
ident of the National Board of Health: 

NATIONAL BOARD. or HEALTH, 
New York, 574 Madison avenue, September 25, 1388. 


My Dear Sir: I notico that you have introduced abill ereating a commis- 
sion to study eead fever as it at present exists in Florida, with a view to its 
prevention. rhaps itis not known to you that a similar investigation was 
made by a competent corps of medical men during the prevalence of the epi- 
demic of 1878, in the Mississippi Valley, which led to the creation of the National 

of Health in 1879. One of the first acts of that board was to send a com- 
mission of experts, in the knowledge of yellow fever, to Cuba to study the dis- 
. 


ease at its home, and determine the best methods of dealing with it. The re- 
port of that commission was most exhaustive, and will be found at lengthinthe 
first and second annual reports of the National Board of Health. Based on that 
report was all of Oe eR ee oe oE Se bash Sine bak Ae. Seine, 
él Agr neape z appropria s, yellow fever never would have gained a foot- 

gint country. ig 

The National Board of Health still exists, haying in its membership the ablest 
sanitari this country, two of whom areeminentSouthern physicians, who 
bave personally been through the severest yellow-fever epidemics of the Mis- 
sissippi Valley. Anditisa matter of astonishment totħe members of that board 
that in this oe crisis of another visitation of the pestilence the board is not 
summoned by the President to give its advice and aid as in 1879. Instead, the 
President relies entirely upon one member of that board, namely, the Surgeon- 
General of the Marine Hospital Service, and thus fails tocall into the service two 
of the most competent physicians in the management of yellow fever perhaps 
in the world. I refer to Dr. Robert W. Mitchell, of Memp and Dr. Stanford 
E. Chaillée, of New Orleans, membersofthe board. I think if zon will confer 
with Senator HARRIS and Senator Grasow you will learn much in regard to the 
board and its work which you ought to be bg rie of in this emergency. 

The act creating the board was approved rch 3, 1879, and is still in force, 
The act which gave the boardits powers was approved June 2, 1879, and 
expired by limitation at the end of four years. This latter law ought, in my 
op" m, to be revived, and the National Board of Health again empowered to 
exercise its functions as the san: branch of the Government. lt is no wish 
of the members of the board to obtrude themselves upon the President, who 


now is alone responsible for the use of the funds appropriated to vent the 
spread of the epidemic, but they feel and believe that the special knowledge 
which the has of yellow fever and the large ience gained of the value 


of measures of prevention in 1979-83 would be of great public service in this 
epidemic. The national board is the lawful branch of the public health service 
of the General Government, and as such ought of right to perform the duties 
belonging to that service. 

Excuse the freedom with which I have written, but I do so only from a sense 
of 2oy and responsibility asan officer of the board, 

ery truly, yours, 
STEPHEN SMITH, M. D., 
Vice-President of the National Board of Health. 

Hon, WILKINSON CALL, Senator. 

I am told that it is an ascertained fact that while the frost or a severe 
degree of cold temporarily suspends the poison or whatever may be the 
cause of this disease, it reappears under favorable conditions on the first 
advent of a heated temperature in the next season. Therefore the 
country where this disease has prevailed is very profoundly impressed 
with the necessity of an exhaustive examination during the next three 
or four weeks into the conditions of this disease in the locality where 
it now is, the methods of its introduction into this country, and all the 
facts attending it. 

I therefore hope that the Senate will take some action. I have al- 
most despaired of the Committee on Epidemic Diseases, in the midst 
of the engagements which the chairman and some other members of 
the committee have upon other important subjects, giving to this mat- 
ter the time and attention whichis necessary for its immediate passage; 
but I hope that the resolution will pass without delay, and I trust that 
if the Committee on Epidemic Diseases can not give to the subject the 
time and consideration necessary to formulate and report to the Senate 
a bill by which this method of inquiry may be had, and that all sug- 
gestions from all persons not confined to any particular school of medi- 
cine or any class of men, be thoronghly and exhaustively examined. 

To that end I have introduced a joint resolution, which I hope will 
receive the favorable consideration of the committee, requesting the 
President to convene the Academy of Sciences, which, I understand, is 
composed of a number of learned men who have habits of research into 
the different sciences, and are eminent for their attainments in some of 
them, as a nucleus, and to add to them such eminent scientists as may 
be found in other portions of the country and in other countries, not 
confining it to the United States alone, to convene and to establish 
proper modes of proof, of the gathering of facts while this epidemic 
still prevails, and to give to the subject the profound thought and at- 
tention that it deserves, 

We must remember that this matter of epidemic disease has been 
in the past history of the world a fruitful cause of the destruction of 
entire peoples, more so than even the great wars that have desolated 
the world. Professor Proctor, whose lamented death has recently 
occurred, wrongly attributes, I think, to the prevalence of this scourge, 
in an article which he had prepared, su: to him by the preva- 
lence of the yellow fever in the Southern States, collated the facts as 
stated by the different historians upon this subject, and among others 
he called to mind the fact that the historian, Gibbon, states it as his 
opinion, from the best data which could be obtained, that the great 
plague which desolated the Roman Empire and the Oriental nations 
during the latter days of the empire destroyed not less than one hun- 
dred million people. 

The wonderful fatality of this peculiar disease, which Dr. Stone de- 
scribes as something distinct from all other known diseases and having 
no relation and no resemblance to them—the wonderful fatality with 
which at times it prevails in different portions of this country, being 
transported in the clothing, transported apparently in wood and in 
substances which would seem to have no natural affinity for it, ren- 
ders it necessary that the very best intellectual capacity the country 
and the world affords shall be bestowed upon this subject. 

We are now almost in daily communication with the coast of Cuba, 
with the city of Havana, where this terrible disease is almost con- 
stantly existing, and where at particular seasons of the year no for- 
eigner can enter the city from the latitudes which we inhabit without 
great danger of being subjected to it. s 
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Mr. President, I shall not detain the Senate any further. My object 
was to present these suggestions and put them in the RECORD from men 
who have given much thought to this subject, and whose ideas have 
been communicated to me for the purpose of being placed before some 
authority capable of dealing with them. ; 

I call attention, before concluding, to the remarkable features of this 
epidemic in the city of Jacksonville. With a population of probably 
not more than nine or ten thousand persons who were left there after 
the advent of the epidemic, out of 3u,000 people living there and in 
the immediate vicinity of this city, there have been, up to this date, I 
think, very nearly twenty-nine hundred cases, if I read the figures 
aright, and two hundred and sixty-three deaths out of that number. 
The city of Jacksonville is a place the natural conditions of which are 
remarkably healthful. It is a very sandy, open, porous soil, which 
readily dispo es ot whatever may be placed upon the surface that would 
engender a had atmosphere. It is rolling groond; it is washed by the 
tide-waters of the Atlantic Ocean, which make their entrance and their 
exit there twice in every twenty-four hours. 

It is near the coast, where tle sea breezes from the open ocean, un- 
affected by any intervening land, from the coasts of Africa and Europe, 
entirely open, render it peculiarly salubrious and wonderfully healthy 
in ordinary times. This disease has by its very great fatality there 
shown what it would do if it were located in Washington City or in 
Norfolk, as ithas been, or in any great city where sanitary conditions of 
a proper character are very difficult to preserve, and it actually threatens 
the whole of this country, threatens it with a probability that can only 
be met by the most careful-and efficient methods and at this present 
time. 

That is the opinion of the most intelligent and best informed physi- 
cians who have communicated with me since the first resolution was 
introduced asking the aid of Congress upon this subject. 

Mr. BLAIR. Will the Senator yield for a question? 

Mr. CALL. Certainly. 

Mr. BLAIR. The Senator alludes to a correspondence with physi- 
cians. I understand the difficulty to be that there is a portion of the 
southern extremity of Florida where the disease has already become 
seated, which is below the frost line, where we can not rely on freezing 
to extirpate the fever germs. Is that the point at which the Senator 
would direct his effort? 

Mr. CALL. That is one point in the matter. 

Mr. BLAIR. Then, the inquiry I want to put to the Senator is this: 
whether these physicians suggest any tangible, definite thing to be 
done? s ; 

Mr. CALL. Yes, I have a great number of communications which 
I desire to place upon the record to go before the country. 

Mr. BLAIR. There seems to be a vast amount of communications 
and a great deal of general talk, while the disease is continuing its rav- 
ages and spreading over the country. I thought perhaps the Senator 
had some proposition to bring this toa focus, to give them some money 
to do something. 

Mr. CALL. I have introduced this resolution asking the President 
of the United States to convene the Academy of Science. 

Mr. BLAIR. What object is there in convening the Academy of 
Science, I ask the Senator? 

Mr. CALL, . And such other learned men—— 

Mr. BLAIR. Learned men have worked for ages and ages on this 
business and have found out nothing. 

Mr. CALL. Ido not know of any other method except to convene 
the best intelligence and the best information that can be had on the 
subject. and ask of that body to adopt the proper methods of investi- 
gation and follow it up in the most earnest and scientific method. 

Mr. BLAIR. How would it do to appoint a committee of the Sen- 
ate and let them summon experts? It seems to me to sammon the 
Academy of Science would be wild work. I never yet knew such an 
academy that could agree that two and two make four. Ifthe Senator 
will make a proposition to do something, to spend some money, and 
find out Something by a committee of the Senate or a joint committee 
of both Houses with authority to go to work and summon people who 
are supposed to know something—two-thirds of them will know noth- 
ing, but some of them will know something—we shall get the advan- 
tage of what they have to say, and possibly shall get some information 
that will enable us to buy coffins, if nothing more. 

Mr. HALE. Allow me to suggest that the Committee on Epidemic 
Diseases, of which the Senator from Tennessee [Mr. HARRIS] is chair- 
man, has taken a great interest in this matter, is now looking into the 
subject and considering what may best be done, and will no doubt re- 
port in the practical direction indicated by the Senator from New Hamp- 
shire. 

Mr. BLAIR. Would it not be well for them to be armed with some 
money and some instructions to bring things to a focus, call in the 
learned men of the Academy of Science and men who do not know so 
much as they do, out of whom they may get information of some value 
if they can get it from any source. 

Mr. HALE. I never knew a committee intrusted with such works 
who would not need a liberal supply of money. 

Mr. BLAIR. They might be instructed to bring their work to an 


end before the disease had spread everywhere and the people of the na- 
tion had died ot the disease, and do the best they can. It seems to me 
it is a hetter way than it is to talk so much. 

Mr. CALL. It seems to me that the proper action for the two 
Houses of Congress to take at this time would be to pass the joint 
resolution which I have introduced and which I was in hopes the 
Committee on Epidemic Diseases would have considered and reported 
before this time. 

I appreciate the fact of the public engagements which will now 
occupy the time of Senators and which may have prevented that 
committee from giving this subject the attention which it deserves. 
{t can not wait. If this investigation is to be had at all, and to be 
had in the most efficient manner, it must be made within the next 
three or four weeks while this disease is prevailing with its greatest 
viralence in the States in the South. Then it will have disappeared, 
and unless a faithful record shall have been kept, and kept upon a 
large scale, bringing in the greatest number of cases and the peculiar 
symptonis and features attending each case and the surroundings and 
the effect of the different remedies used and experiments made under 
intelligent direction of all the new suggestions, we can not hope to 
develop anything new, 

This disease has existed for seventy-five years, At times it has des- 
olated the city of Havana and the city of New Orleans and the city of 
Galveston. It has only occasionally made its appearance upon the 
coast of Florida, and this year it has come in a shape and with a fatal- 
ity so widely extended as to threaten in the future very wide areas of 
country. 

The Academy of Science, as I understand, is a corporation of learned 
men who are devoted. to the subject of scientific research, natural re- 
search—which Senators are not—who have given their lives to it; such 
men as Huxley, of England, and some who have not attained equal fame 
but have approximated it, like the late Mr. Proctor. There are num- 
bers of them, with whose names I am not familiar, in the United States. 

Mr. BLAIR. Those are not citizens of the United States. How can 
the President convene them? 

Mr, CALL. He can request their attendance. 

Mr. BLAIR. I know a doctor in New Hampshire who will find out 
more about it than any of them will if you summon him before the 
committee. 

Mr. CALL. I have not the slightest doubt of it. 

Mr. BLAIR. Iam in favor of exhausting the American doctors be- 
fore we go abroad. 

Mr. CALL. I have no doubt he is a very learned man; learning is 
not confined to any particular bounds. I acknowledge there are great 
men in New Hampshire; but there are some elsewhere, and let us have 
them all, or as many of them as we can conveniently get. 

That was the suggestion that occurred to me, that we should have 
the investigation not only of medical men, but all men of natural re- 
search, men of habits, of study, and thought. and experiment. The 
great trouble of the world has been the want of that continuous scien- 
tific practical investigation which Bacon with his wonderful genius in- 
dicated so many years ago as the only solid basis of p and prac- 
tical information as to natural science and the facts of nature, the 
order of nature, 

If this disease shall evoke and procure that action by the Congress 
of the United States of an assembly ofthe great scientists of America— 
of New Hampshire—of England, of France, of Germany, for the pur- 
pose of investigating and determining the true facts which will indicate 
the character of this disease and the methods of its propagation and 
prevention, and its cure, it will have accomplished a great good to the 
world and a great goéd to ourselves; and I am persuaded from the facts 
which are exhibited by these scientific men, some physicians and some 
not physicians, but who have given attention and thought to this sub- 
ject—I am satisfied something useful will be developed. 

Mr. BLAIR. Allow me to ask the Senator one questicn before he 
takes his seat. Suppose this convocation should get together and find 
out absolutely, beyond all peradventure, a remedy for the yellow fever, 
and in some way its application would interfere with the doctrine of 
State rights, what would be the Senator’s position ? 

Mr. CALL. We can discuss that when it comes up. 

Mr. BLAIR. Now, unless the Senator is willing to start with the 
understanding that in some way we can override the doctrine of State 
rights and take this specific, if it be necessary and the only thing to 
cure the yellow fever, I am opposed to any further expenditure, 

Mr. CALL. I should be very sorry to lose the support of my friend, 
the Senator from New Hampshire, but he must not allow the doctrine 
of State rights to interfere with his present action. We can consider 
that when it comes up. 

Mr. BLAIR. Not long since the Senator brought up the subject, 
which was discussed for a long time and we were all ready to help him 
out, but when it trenched upon the doctrine of State rights he chose 
the yellow fever. In view of the prospective destruction and death of 
this nation by reason of this epidemic, if we find the remedy, it may 
be at a million dollars’ expense, I want to know if the Senator is go- 
ing to interpose the doctrine of State rights and prevent us taking 
physic and getting well? 
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Mr. CALL. I have never found any difficulty in the doctrine or 
State rights interfering with any national p which was really a 
natioual purpose; but I will not enter into that discussion with my 
friend. My idea is that the National Government and the States ought 
to operate together, the one aiding the other, which is the proper in- 
terpretation of the spirit of the Constitution. However, we will not 
discuss that now. 

Mr. BLAIR. That seems to be this, that the State of Florida fur- 
nishes the disease and we are called upon to furnish the remedy, and 
in that way to co-operate together. Now, I want to know whether 
the Senator will interpose the doctrine of State rights to prevent our 
helping the people in the State of Florida to prevent the spread and 
the extension of the disease to other portions of the country? 

Mr. CALL. The trouble is that the State of Florida does not fur- 
nish the disease. The Constitution furnishes the disease in creating the 
foreign commerce of the country and placing it under the regulation 
of Congress. 

Mr. BLAIR. If that be so, why does not Congress take control of 
the whole matter? The Senator’s theory of State rights is conceded 
away, even by the Senator himself. 

Mr. CALL. I donot think so. My friend is welcome to that opin- 
ion if he thinks so. I see no difficulty in Congress taking such action 
as will secure the best possible results; and my opinion and my desire are 
that the Committee on Epidemic Diseases, or the Senate without the 
committee, will at this present time, during this week, pass this reso- 
lution, or some resolution similar, providing for an organism of some 
kind to investigate at the public expense the methods of the preven- 
tion and the cure of this disease which may be suggested by learned 
and practical men all over the country, and that it may be required to 
commence the investigation immediately here in the city of Washing- 
ton, and to obtain such facts as it may be possible to obtain at this 
time for the prevention of this epidemic. That is the hope I have, and 
with that hope I have broaght the subject before the Senate. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The pending amendment will be 
read. 

The Secretary. At the end of the resolution itis proposed to add: 

Resolved, That the committee do further inquire into the introduction of yel- 
low fever into the United States during the pream JOE and ascertain, if pos- 
sible, by what means and through what avenues, if any, it has been brought 
into Florida and other States where it has appeared as an epidemic during the 
present year, 

Mr. CHANDLER. Does the Senator from Florida [Mr. PAsco] wish 
to speak upon this subject? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Florida [Mr. 
Pasco] offered the amendment which has just been read by the Sec- 


retary. 

Mr. PASCO. Ihave a few remarks to make touching the amend- 
ment I introduced, before the discussion closes. 

I have no objection to this inquiry and investigation proposed and 
suggested by my colleague into this subject of preventing and curing 
the yellow fever, and shall favor a full consideration of the resolutions 
and bills he and others have introduced in the Senate on the subject. 

The Committee on Epidemic Diseases and Congress and the country 
have been liberal to our people. They have contributed freely of their 
money, publicly and privately, and everything that was possible in the 
way of immediate and substantial relief seems to have been done in 
order to arrest the progress of the disease and give relief to our suffer- 
ing people. But if these investigations are to be made, and if this 
matter is to be thoroughly inquired into by the Committee on Epi- 
demic Diseases, as I hope it will be, I should like the investigation to 
commence a little further back and not simply to consider how we shall 
meet the disease when it comes into the country, how we shall com- 
bat it and stop its ravages, but to inquire further as to the best means 
of keeping it from getting into the country. i 

There have been several theories with reference to its coming into 
Florida during the present year. It has been alleged that it was 
brought in by smugglers dealing upon the coastof Florida. If so, then 
there should be an examination into that matter, and additional efforts 
should be made to protect the commerce of the country against an ir- 
regular and illegal traffic with countries where this disease annually 
appears, and the Treasury Department should be supplied with liberal 
means to prevent its coming through these avenues of an unlawful 
trade and commerce. 

It has been suggested that it has been brought in by the increase of 
commerce between Florida and the West India seaports. If that is so, 
that commerce should be guarded by a stricter quarantine, and all 
proper means should be taken to prevent the introduction of yellow 
fever into the country by that channel. 

It has been suggested, as referred to by the Senator from New Hamp- 
shire [Mr. BLAIR], that the disease has been brought into the State in 
former years and that it has remained there during the winters below 
the frost-line, ready to break out with fresh vigor when the weather 
and conditions became favorable in another season. The experience of 
our people for many years at Key West, which is thé lowest point in 
Florida, where this disease makes its visitations, and the history of the 
epidemics there would seem to prove that the disease does not subsist 
in the country during the winter. Butifthere is any foundation to sus- 


tain this theory certainly it isa proper subject for investigation, and 
it is right and proper that the facts should be known. 

In whatever way this disease is brought into the country, in whatever 
way the present epidemic originated in the localities where it has ex- 
isted during the present year, if it is possible for the Committee on 
Epidemic Diseases to ascertain that channel, to discover that avenue, 
then it would seem to be our duty to cut it off and keep it from again 
invading the country. Itis for this purpose that I have offered the 
amendment, so that these questions may be examined into in order 
that if the disease is brought in from foreign countries by smugglers or 
by any lines of trade and travel to and from foréign countries, that 
stricter guards may be placed at the ports of entry and along the coast, 
and that the disease may be kept out of our land in that way. Of 
course, when it once comes in here we have got to resist it; we have 
got to find the best and most effective means of checking its ravages, 
and the money of the Federal Government and of the people of the 
country has been poured out liberally, almost like water, in order to 
meet and resist this disease during the present year. 

If itisto come here yearatter year, it is our duty to devise means to en- 
deavor to prevent it and tocheckits progress. Butafteritcomes, ourex- 
perience has taught us that our eforts, though extended and generous, 
accomplish but little in comparison with the vast amount of suffering 
and evil that comes with it. It will still go on with its ravages, and it 
will only be after years of experiment and years of investigation that 
we may perhaps chance to come upon some remedy that will cure the © 
disease. But if we can keep it out of the country, if we can meet it at 
the threshold, if we can stop it at our gates, and keepit from entering 
through the channels of trade and commerce and travel something ef- 
fective will be accomplished. 

It is for this purpose I have offered the amendment, that it may go 
to the committee with the resolution and with the bills that have been 
referred to the committee from other sources, and that the scope of this 
examination and this investigation may be widened, and that the com- 
mittee, if possible, may discover the avenues by which it comes into 
the country; and then let us take means to shut up those avenues. 

Mr. BERRY. Mr. President, as the chairman ot the Committee on 
Epidemic Diseases, the Senator from Tennessee [Mr. HARRIS], is not 
present, I wish to say that the Committee on Epidemic Diseases haye 
shown a disposition to grant all the money and to grant all the power 
that may be necessary to crush out this disease; and especially will I 
say that the Senators on that committee from the Northern and New 
England States have shown a liberality that is greatly to be com- 
mended in regard to their desire and disposition to give all the money 
to stop this dread disease in the Southern States that they can give, 
and to grant any power that may be necessary. 

Now, in regard to the resolution of the Senator from Florida, if I 
understand it, it is a proposition to instruct that committee to do a par- 
ticular thing while that committee is investigating the whole subject. 
I do not think the resolution ought to pass in that shape, but I think 
the resolution, with the amendment of the junior Senator from Flor- 
ida, should go to the Committee on Epidemic Diseases. That commit- 
teeare now investigatingit. They are disposed and anxious todo every- 
thing that it is possible to do and do the correct thing, and I think it 
would not be proper to adopt a resolution instructing them to report a 
particular character of bill when they are investigating the subject, and 
are perfectly willing and intend to report the best bill that they can 
possibly frame. 

Mr. CHANDLER, I should like to ask the Senator from Florida 
who introduced the resolution [Mr. CALL] whether he has any objec- 
tion to modifying the first part of the resolution so as to instruet the 
committee to consider the subject-matter of the resolution, but omit- 
ting the instruction to report. If so, there is no objection to the pas- 
sage of the resolution, and there is no objection, as it seems to me, to 
the adoption of the amendment®proposed by the junior Senator from 
Florida [Mr. Pasco], which is an amendment instructing an investi- 
gation. But it does seem to me, especially in view of what the Sena- 
tor from Arkansas [Mr. BERRY] has said, that after this Committee on 
Epidemie Diseases, the chairman of which is not here at this time, has 
shown the disposition it has to give all the money and all the author- 
ity that may be needed in the present emergency, and has also been 
disposed to consider all the many propositions which have been re- 
ferred to that committee on the motion of the Senator from Florida 
(Mr. CALL], that it would not be quite wise or right to undertake to 
limit the committee by affirmative instruction, implying that there is 
need of the application of some particular stimulant on the part of the 
Senate to make the committee do that duty in which it has not been 
derelict, but which I believe it has been very prompt to perform. I 
hope the Senator will make that modification, and then that the reso- 
lution so modified may be adopted. If that modification is not made 
I shall move that the resolution be referred to the Committee on Ep- 
idemic Diseases, 

Mr. CALL, The resolution proposes a very simple thing, and it 
does not require any delay. It proposes to instruct the committee to 
report at this session of Congress—what? Not any particular bill, but 
some resolution requiring the investigation at this moment in some 
shape, by somebody, of the proper and best methods for the suppres- 
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sion and prevention of this epidemic. I suppose it contained all the 
ideas that are contained in the amendment of my colleague, but I have 
accepted that amendment simply as a matter of courtesy.. I presume 
that when the subject of epidemic diseases, their introduction, and 
their suppression and prevention, is referred to a committee, it carries 
with it the methods of their introduction as one of the means of pre- 
vention as a necessity. 

Mr. SPOONER. I wish to ask the Senator if he will yield fora 
moment to allow the resolution to be read? 

Mr. CALL. „Certainly I will. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question ison the amendment. 
The resolution and amendment will both be read, if there be no objec- 
tion. 

The Secretary read the resolution and the amendment. 

Mr. CALL. Mr. President, there are two ideas connected with this 
matter. The one is the prevention of this epidemic, whether it be by 
preventing its introduction into the United States or by sanitary con- 
ditions by some methods of affecting the peculiar substance of which 
it consists. The learned men whose opinions have been communicated 
here, the notable instance in New Orleans, if true, which seems not to 
have come before the Committee on Epidemic Diseases, of seventy-five 
years’ experience of exemption, and yet this terrible plague desolated 
the city of Memphis and the Mississippi Valley, and there seems never 
to have been an investigation of that tact, if it be a fact, as is alleged 
here by a man of high character, of learning and experience upon this 
subject. That would be one method of preventing it. 

The use of this peculiar chemical which is found to exist in that Ilo- 
cality, if it be true, and this seems to have the authority more or less 
of the distinguished pliysician who was a very learned man and a man 
of great experience on this subject, Dr. Stone, of New Orleans—I know 
not whether it be true or not, but I know, coming from this authority, 
it is deserving of investigation, and I know that the Committee on Epi- 
demic Diseases are not the scientific mento make that investigation. 
I know that men who are acquainted with the specific subject are bet- 
ter capable of making that investigation than are those men who are 
engaged in political matters, and whose thoughts are constantly occu- 
pied with other subjects than those which require special knowledge 
of a particular condition of things. 

Mr. President, that was the reason why I asked this action, not that 
it would be any reflection upon the Committee on Epidemic Diseases, 
but imminence of this plague does not await the convenience of the Com- 
mittee on Epidemic Diseases. A thousand people probably have lost 
their lives while the Committee on Epidemic Diseases have been con- 
sidering or not considering what action should be taken. I know they 
have given attention toit. Herearethesebills beforethem. Of course 
they are required to examine them and say whether they are correct 
or not, whether they ought or ought not to be passed; but I think the 
members of that committee will bear me out in saying that they have 
not had more than one session of afew minutes or of an hour or two upon 
the consideration of this great epidemic since it has made its entrance 
into the United States. 

Mr. BERRY. We have had several sessions. 

Mr. CALL. How many? 

Mr. BERRY. I do not know the number of sessions, but there has 
been more than one, I am sure. 

Mr. CALL. More than one? 

Mr. CHANDLER. I should like to ask the Senator a question. I 
ask whether he has not himself appeared before that committee ? 

Mr. CALL. I have. 

* Mr. CHANDLER. And made as full a statement as he desired to 
make of his views. on this subject? 

Mr. CALL. I did on the first resolution. Now, Iask the Senator 
how many other meetings has that committee had pending the preva- 
lence of this epidemic? e 

Mr. CHANDLER. I do not undertake to say that they have spent 
as much time in consid the measures before them as the Senator 
has consumed of the time of the Senate in talking about them, but I 
think that the action of the committee has had quite as good an effect 
in suppressing the epidemic as the speeches of the Senator from Florida. 

If the Senator will allow me, I say he carries an implication in the 
remarks he has just made that men have been dying of this disease 
through the fault of the Committee on Epidemic Diseases. Mr. Presi- 
dent, I regret that the Senator should use such language. I pardon 
the Senator for his extreme zeal in this behalf, but while in 
discussing this subject at such great length he should not do injustice 
to others; for he knows that from the beginning to the end of this busi- 
ness, as the Senator from Arkansas has said, the Committee on Epi- 
demic Diseases have shown a disposition to do everything that needs 
to be done and to give all the time that is necessary to this subject, 
and I think the Senator should refrain from casting imputations upon 
the committee, particularly when the chairman of the committee is 
absent from the Senate. 

Regd I ask the Senator what fault he has fo find with the commit- 
2 

Mr. CALL. Mr. President, I have not found any fault with the 

` committee. The Senator from New Hampshire is as fond of fighting 


a wind-mill as Don Quixote was. He sees things in the air; specters 
trouble his imagination. I said nothing about the committee. TIsaid 
the committee have not reported any bill upon this subject, except the 
appropriation of $200,000 in money to be expended in the city of Jack- 
sonville and elsewhere, and the resolution of the Senator from Ver- 
mont [Mr. EDMUNDS]; but as to any bill looking to an investigation 
of the best means of preventing this epidemic, for curing it, no action 
has been taken by them. That is no reflection upon the committee. 

I know the chairman of that committee has been engaged upon the 
Finanee Committee constantly; he told me so himself. So the sug- 
gestions of the Senator from New Hampshire amount to nothing, as 
they very often do. And I am surprised that the Senator from Arkan- 
sas, when I ask the Senate to take action requiring an investigation 
at this time while it can be had, should construe that into a reflection 


upon the committee. There has been no consideration, so faras Iam ` 


advised or have been informed, by any member of preventing or sup- 
pressing this disease since the adyent of this epidemic in Florida, I 
did appear before that committee and I did urge the passage of the 
$200,000 bill, and did urge that it should be so expressed as to author- 
ize and require the destruction of the woolen clothing and other in- 
fected articles used by persons who had this disease, and paid for; but 
the committee refused to approve it, and the result has been that this 
disease has been conveyed in the clothing of these people throughout 
the country and is now hbitri in Decatur, according to the very 
best authority, by the failure to do what I urged in speeches which I 
made here when that resolution was before the committee. By the 
opposition of the committee to that provision this disease has been ex- 
tended into those localities where it has gone. 

Mr. BLAIR. Will the Senator allow me to remind him that during 
the debate upon the resolution or bill as it passed his suggestions were 
fully considered, and the action of the Senate was based upon the un- 
derstanding that the bill as passed embraced all the Senator desired ? 
It was left in the discretion of the authorities to buy old clothes, to buy 
old buildings, and extirpate the disease in any way whatever that 
they might deem it wise and judicious to employ the money for that 
purpose. So the Senator’s suggestion in that regard falls to the ground. 
The authorities had power to buy the clothes and stop the infection and 
spread of the disease, and if anything is n that can be said or 
done by the Government we want to do it and have the end accom- 
plished. I do not think, therefore, that the Senator ought to com- 
plain of unwillingness on the part of the Government. 

Mr. CALL. I have made no complaint of unwillingness on the part 
of the Government or the committee, or any one else. I stated the 
fact—— 


Mr. BLAIR. But does not the Senator understand, as I stated, that 
under the existing legislation the clothing can be bought and can be 
destroyed, if necessary ? 

Mr. CALL. I understand itis not so construed. I understand the 
language is the same asin the former bill, and I understand, as E stated 
then, that the construction put upon it did not authorize the purchase 
and destruction of infected clothing, bedding, and other things. 

Mr. BLAIR. Did it not authorize the destruction of the infected 
pp bedding, and other things, whether the purchase was author- 
ized or not? 

Mr. CALL. That was voted down in the Senate upon the motion of 
the committee. Now, I sought to make that plain. I have been en- 
deavoring to procure such legislation as would authorize some compe- 
tent authority somewhere to investigate this subject, to summon before 
them the men who had scientific and other knowledge upon this sub- 
ject, who had experience, to gather the evidence, to convene the best 
ability in the world, in the United States and out of it, and to give to 
the subject the dignity and the importance and the patient investiga- 
tion which the great extent of danger with which it threatens the 
country requires. That is all; and in asking that it should be done 
immediately I did it because I knew that if the Senate does not take 
some action upon the subject now the opportunity will pass away. 

I have introduced this resolution at the request of the men who have 
volunteered their‘ services and endangered their lives in this work ot 
charity.in the city of Jacksonville, who have asked that a record under 
public authority should be made of all the cases and of the conditions 
of the epidemic existing there, in order that it might be considered by 
the scientific intellects of the world, and some theory based upon facts 
observed and recorded which would relieve the country from the vis- 
itations of this plague. That is all. 

This resolution does not commit the committee to any form of aetion. 
Tt instructs them to act in some way, to consider and report without 
delay, and we all know, notwithstanding the remarks of the Senator 
from Arkansas and the Senator from New Hampshire, that with the 
interest the country feels in the pending election, with the preoceupa- 
tion of some, the absence of others from the Senate, and the coming 
disenssions upon financial subjeets—we know notwithstanding what 
has been said that all the probabilities are that unless the Senate pass 
this resolution,and give this instruction this body will adjourn and 
this subject remain whereit is, leaving to chance alone the preservation 
of the evidence and the facts which are important in investigations upon 
this subject, and leaving the plague to recur without the advantage of 
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experiment and proof and investigation of the various remedies, cures, 
and peerenitee methods which learned and thoughtful men have sug- 
or HALE. If the motion has not already been made and is not 

ding, I move that the resolution and amendment be referred to the 
Committee on Epidemic Diseases. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Maine moves that 
the resolution and the amendment be referred to the Committee on 
Epidemic Diseases. 

Mr. MORGAN. Mr, President—— 

Mr. SHERMAN. Ihope the Senator from Alabama will alow me 
to state that the Senator from Tennessee [Mr. HARRIS], the chairman 
of the Committee on Epidemic Diseases, who y takes a great 
interest in the subject-matter, is, I know, necessarily engaged in publie 
business in connection with the tariff, and therefore can not be here. 
I wish to make that statement, as his absence might not otherwise be 
accounted for. 

Mr. MORGAN. Mr. President, I am not disposed to delay action on 
this matter ot all, and believing that the Committee on Epidemic Dis- 
eases will take every possible step and do all that ean be done by Con- 
gressional action to arrest and suppress the yellow fever, I shall still 
vote for the motion of the Senator from Maine to refer this resolution 
to the committee. I think that that committee has labored as dili- 
gently as any committee of this bodysince it was first organized for the 
purpose of carrying out the wishes of Congress as far as possible in the 
suppression of this plague; but my purpose in rising to speak upon this 
subject is to submit for the consideration of that committee a proposi- 
tion which has recommended iiself to my mind after several years of 
pretty close observation upon this trouble. 

The Southern States are frequently agitated by the appearance of 
yellow fever, a terrible impediment to commerce and business of every 
character, aside from the sacrifice of human life that attends the rav- 
ages of this disease, and the loss in money is very enormous, and the 
panic which the people are exposed to is something that is exerutiat- 
ing, I have observed, having taken part in the debates which oc- 
curred at the time this committee was first organized, that there is a 
sort of periodicity about the appearance of yellow fever in the South, 
and my observation has been that the periods occur about once in ten 
years. 

Why this is so I am notable to judge, but itis the fact. The first 

ce of the yellow fever is usually upon the Southern coast, the 
coast of the Gulf of Mexico or the South Atlantic; but of late years 
it is very observable that the cities of New Orleans, of Galveston, and 
of Mobile, which have heretofore been ravaged by this disease, have 
practically escaped the infection while other cities in the interior, com- 
mencing at Brownsville, Tex., and coming around to Shreveport, La., 
Memphis, Tenn., and Decatur, Ala., and other interior localities have 
been very much affected with it. Two or three years ago the yellow 
fever appeared in Pensacola. Idonot now remember exactly whether 
it was two years or three years ago—— 

Mr, CALL. ‘Three years. 

Mr. MORGAN. ‘Three yearsago, and it continued in a certain form 
during the winter season. I suppose the frost was not strong enough 
to extirpate it. 

1t now seems to have founda field at. Jacksonville and atother places 
in Florida, and following the track a good deal that it had ten years ago, 
only in a reverse direction, it issweeping around toward Decatur, Ala., 
and soon, Ofcourse, I am not able to account for these very peculiar 
visitations of yellow fever, and do not pretend to be able to account for 
them. Ionly find a certain state of facts which are repeated on several 
occasions, which admonish me that the efforts we are to make to 
vent the introduction of yellow fever into the United States must be 
concentrated at the proper time upon the proper locality, the locality 
where the disease first appears. > 

Travel between New Orleans, Galveston, Mobile, and the Island of 
Cuba and the other islands of the Caribbean Sea was formerly slow; 
now it igvery rapid. A man can be affected with the virus of the 
yellow fever in Cuba, for instance, and come on a very rapid passage 
across the little divide of waters there, and remain three or four or five 
days in a Florida town or an Alabama town before the disease devel- 
ops itself, it being contagious as well as infectious, but particularly 
dangerous as @ contagious disease. After the development occurs in 
one of these towns about the coast, the conditions of temperature and 
moisture being favorable to the development and spread of the disease, 
other in the vicinity take it probably from contagion, or per- 
haps from infection, but they take it, and it commences spreading from 
maw to man, and from neighborhood to neighborhood, and is trans- 
ported by the railroads from place to place until we find it scattered 
all over the country. 

Men are carried into healthy localities where there is no favorable 
condition for the spread of the disease, and if they get well that is the 
end of it; but in other localities where the conditions are favorable to 
the progress and spread of the disease it goes about through the com- 
munity andkillsagreatmany. Ihave knowma little piny-woods town 
50 miles away from the Alabama River during the prevalence of yellow 
fever at Mobile to be infected with that disease from the bringing home 


of the clothing of persons who visited there and died in Mobile and 
leavingitatthe village hotel. A town wasabsolutely depopulated, some 
ninety deaths occurring out of a population of 130 or 140, on a high 
ridge in the piny-wood section of the State, and as healthy a place as 
a person could select. 

I think all this proves that the first place in which the yellow fever 
is developed anywhere in the United States, at whatever time of the 
year it may be developed, indicates the locality at which there ought to 
be a concentrated effort to prevent its spread. By what system of 
quarantine regulation that is to be done I have no advice to offer, be- 
cause I do not understand that subject; but what I mean to assert is 
that the power that we intend to oppose to the spread of yellow fever 
ought to be concentrated upon the particular place where it first ap- 
peared in any given season, and we ought to spend as much money as 
is necessary to be spent there to have a perfect quarantine and intro- 
duce such other hygienicremedies as may be thought advisable. 

How is this to be accomplished? It must be done in one of two 
ways, or perhaps by two means that lie within our reaeh: First, the 
Congress of the United States should organize a commission with au- 
thority to go to any place in any State where the yellow fever first ap- 
pears, and there have power to enforce the regulations that may be 
provided and money to carry out the purposes of the commission, to 
introduce and enforce such a quarantine and such hygienic measures 
as would be best adapted to the suppression of the disease in that lo- 
cality and to prevent its spread. 

On that proposition we are met with this difficulty: Thatthe Congress 
of the United States can not invade the States with its quarantine laws 
and take from them the jurisdiction and right to govern the health of 
the people and provide for theirsecurity. The city of New York would 
never submit in the world to have a United States commission go to 
that great place from the city of Washington, or eas RO by the 
President of the United States, and take charge of local quaran- 
tine and sanitary regulations to prevent yellow fever or small-pox, or 
any other disease; and we have no power to compel her to surrender 
this ancient right.of sovereignty. 

So there is a difficulty that occurs in the administration of the law 
justin that way. But there are powers that we can exertin regard to 
the yellow fever in the Southern States to which I think we ought to 
resort. There are nine States in the South that have. been heretofore 
subject to the ravages of the yellow fever. They are Texas, Arkansas, 
Louisiana, Mississippi, Tennessee, Alabama, Georgia, Florida, andSouth 
Carolina. Now, suppose that each of these States should vote $100,- 
000—if they had to vote the money out of their treasury or borrow, it 
would make no difference—there would be a fund of $900,000 raised by 
these.separate States. 

Let each governor of each State appoint a commission and Jet that 
board elect its president; Iet the commissioners he selected with ref- 
erence to their probity and their reliability and their skill. Let them 
take the form of a. joint commission and have free access to and the 
right to use any part of this money, with the accumulations, at any 
place where the fever may appear in the South. Let them go there 
and use their very best endeavors, guided by science and skill and 
experience, to stamp out the appearance of the disease in that locality. 

The Congress of the United States, in virtue of its interest in the 
mails, in interstate commerce, international commerce, and in pre- 
serving navigation, would have no difiiculty at all in voting a subven- 
tion to that commission and placing its money in the charge of these 
State authorities to be expended under the State Iaws. ‘The States 
themselves would naturally conform their legislative provisions so as 
to make this a success at any place in any of these States where the” 
fever might appear. There is no difficulty about the introduction of 
it into the city of New York or the city of Philadelphia or the city of 
Boston. ‘There is very little danger of its spread in the present light 
that scientific men and experience have shed upon the question’of the 
treatment of the disease. So it is not necessary to enlarge this project 
further than to include the eight or nine Southern States that are liable 
to the visitation. 

I believe if this were done we should get around the constitutional 
and other difficulties; that we shoald have a fund available in the 
hands of the right kind of men, the right. kind of a commission to go 
to the spot, whether it is Jacksonville or wherever it may be in the 
South where the fever first appears, and there make use of every effort 
that is possible to human experience and human wisdom to stamp out 

I have thrown out these observations in this crude. form, merely fer 
the purpose of bringing them to the attention of the Committee on 
Epidemie Diseases. I desire also that the Legislatures of the different 
States of the South should devote someattention to this matter, as they 
doubtless will. I think if we can secure by Congressional advice, and 

ional assistance, and Congressional concurrence a uniformity 
of action among the different States of the South on this subject, we 
shall have a power to control the introduction of yellow fever which 
is equivalent to that which has kept it out of Galveston and New Or- 
leans and Charleston for years. It can be kept out; there is no doubt 
aboutit. General Butler kept the yellow fever out of New Orleans 
when he had military possession of that place. Whether he did it by 
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local hygiene and hygienic treatment or not, I do not know. More 
likely than not it was in consequence of the blockade enforced against 
persons from Cuba, . 

My own opinion is that there is not a native case of yellow fever in 
the United States. They are all cases which are brought from abroad, 
in certain cases the fever breaking out and at other times latent and 
lurking in the system. I do not believe there is a foot of ground in 
the United States that is native to the yellow fever. It is shown that 
it is similar to the African fever, and that is found in Africa only in the 
tropical belt of the coast on the east and west of that continent. 

I desired merely to submit these observations in the hope that the 
Committee on Epidemic Diseases would look into the subject. 

Mr. CALL. Mr. President, I had no idea when I introduced this 
resolution that anything would come of it. I knew it would he re- 
ferred to the Committee on Epidemic Diseases, and that would be the 
beginning and the endofit. Still I considered it my duty to doitand 
to urge it so far as I have any power. This committee has lasted here 
for years. Terrible epidemics have scourged this country, and yet no 
effective method has been provided by it for either the investigation or 
the prevention of the disease. Now, I am not blaming the committee. 
It is a difficult subject, and it is only when plague and pestilence in 
their worst forms threaten the country that general attention is directed 
to this subject. The committee have sought to provide quarantine 
regulations. They are good; but how can you enforce a quarantine 
over a country with its 5,000 and 6,000 miles of seacoast? How can 
you prevent smugglers from coming into the country? 

You talk about investigating how this disease was brought into Flor- 
ida. The Surgeon-General says he has positive evidence that it was 
brought there by smugglers upon the coast of Florida bringing in fine 

, silks, and articles easily transported, cigars and the rum of Cuba. 
t has been traced with absolute certainty in other cases to woolen 
clothing brought from Havana. It was carried recently to Decatur in 
a bundle of clothes by a man who escaped the disease entirely, but left 
those clothes behind to give death to the family where he was and to 
all who came in contact with them in that community. As is stated 
by Dr. Read, giving the opinion of Dr. Stone, it is one of the most deadly 
and fatal of all the plagues that have ever affected humanity, having a 
nature peculiar to itself, as to which but little is known after seventy- 
five years’ experience of its deadly power. 

In this condition of things, with nothing buta resolution appropriat- 
ing $200,000, and the subsequent resolution upon the motion of 
the Senator from Vermont ee EDMUNDS], appropriating an addi- 
tional $100,000 for the relief of the sufferers from this disease, there 
has been no action taken, none whatever, looking toward the preven- 
tion of it except the bill which provided a penalty for those who es- 
cape the quarantine imposed by the Government. 

The Senator from Alabama [Mr. MORGAN] talks about the diffi- 
culty of enforcing it upon the part of national authority, but the Sen- 
ator from Tennessee [Mr. HARRIS] and the Committee on Epidemic 
Diseases have introduced and reported favorably a bill, which has passed 
the Senate, authorizing the Government of the United States to establish 
alocal quarantine, and even providing penalties to be enforced in the 
courts of the United States against the citizens of a State who, in the 
interior of that State, shall have violated the quarantine prescribed by 
the Federal Government. Why talk about the subject of authority 
when this action has already been taken by the Senate? I see no dif- 
ficulty in any case of the national authority co-operating with the 
States and aiding the State authorities in any and all cases whatso- 

. ever, the States consenting and requesting the aid of national au- 
thority. 

Mr. BLAIR. How would it do for the State of Florida to co-oper- 
ate and assist the National Government in this business? 

Mr..CALL. That would be very good. I do not see any difficulty 
about it. The States north did co-operate and assist the National 
Government in the late civil war, co-operated and aided them in their 
State organizations, provided money and provided troops. There is no 
difficulty in any case, and that is the Constitution. It is the harmony 
of National and State power, and this is a figment, an idea in the brain 
of the Senator, and has no existence in reason and can not be defended 
in argument by the Senator from New Hampshire. 

But I am talking now about the duty that [ owe tothe people of the 
country, tomy own State, and all the States, not only the nine Southern 
States, including Maryland and Virginia, that have both had this dread- 
ful plague in its worst forms, this African fever, coming from Asia and 
Africa and finding a domicile in the West Indies, and from thence being 
carried to the coast of the United States; and it has been in New York 
and Philadelphia, and has even been in Quebec with wonderfal fatality, 
as Dr. Stone indicated in his opinion as stated by Dr. Read. 

That is the condition, that is the position this question occupies, and 
that is the relation which the Committee on Epidemic Diseases hold to 
it. I have no fault to find with them, because I know the Senator 
from Tennessee, who is chairman of that committee, has been occupied 
laboriously and incessantly in the Committee on Finance; but there is 
ohly one intelligent thing todo. The Senate and the committees of 
this body are non-progressive, they have not yet arrived at that point 
of knowledge which the rest of the world has reached. They have not 


yet learned the value of the Baconian theory of the investigation of the 
order of nature and of the causes of pestilence. 

They have not yet perceived, though a disease may destroy thousands 
and millions of people, that it is of national concern that it be ascer- 
tained by scientific research and by convening the best intellects of the 
world to consider it carefully, I know that, and it isas difficult to get 
a progressive idea for the progress of science and the advancement of 
learning through a committee of this body as it is to wrest the stars 
from the heavens. But I think it my duty, and I know it should be 
done, to urge that this investigation should be had, and had not by a 
committee of Congress, but by learned men engaged in and accustomed 
to natural research; men like Huxley, men like Proctor, men like 
some of those we have in our own country whose names are not familiar 
to me, engaged in this direction of thought and experiment; men like 
Dr. Read, like these other men whose letters I have read; men some 
of whom perhaps are low down on the ladder of science, but yet are 
giving their time and their observations to the discovery of some pro- 
tection for humanity against this great plague. 

Mr. President, there is but one thing to do, and T am well aware 
that the Senate will not do that. It is to pass this resolution, and, if 
necessary, create a special committee that will have time to investigate 
and consider this subject, or, at all events, pass this resolution instruct- 
ing that committee, not merely to refer it to them, for referring means 
killing it, to refer it means to say that there shall be no investigation 
and no action by Congress on the subject. That is all. 

: The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. DoLPH in the chair), The ques- 
tion is on the motion to refer the resolution and amendment to the 
Committee on Epidemic Diseases. 

The motion was agreed to. 

LANDS IN DENVER. 

Mr. TELLER. I desire to make a conference report on the bill (H. 
R. 3300) to amend an act to enable the city of Denver to purchase cer- 
tain land for cemetery purposes. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. It ought not to be read now, as the papers are not 
here. It should be laid on the table. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The report will be received, and lie 
on the table for the present. 

SUNDAY OBSERVANCE, 

Mr. BLAIR. I submit the following order: 

Ordered, That the petitions filed in support of the Sunday rest bill, referred to 
the Committee on Education and Labor, and for the better observance of the 
Sabbath by the Post-Office, the Army and Navy Departments, be permitted to 
be taken from the files of the Senate to be arranged and classified and returned 
to the Senate. 

The Wonian’s Christian Temperance Union are obtaining a very large 
number of other petitions. These are disarranged, and they wish to 
arrange the whole together and have them presented tothe Senate. It 
is a matter of convenience, and I suppose nobody will object to it. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. If there be no objection, the order 
will be made. 

DEFICIENCIES IN APPROPRIATIONS, 

Mr. HALE. I present the conference report on the deficiency ap- 
propriation bill. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The report will be received and read, 

The Secretary read as follows: 

The committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses on 
the amendments of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 10896) making appropriations to 
supply deficiencies in the appropriations for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1888, 
and prior years, and for other putposes, having met, after full and free confer- 
ancs nave agreed to recommend and do recommend to their respective Houses 
as follows: 

That the Senate recede from its amendments numbered 10, 13, 14, 19, 23, 26, 28, 
34, 35, 36, 37, 38, 40, 43, 48, 49, 50, 51, 52, 64, 66, 67, 78, 79, 81, 82, 84, 85, 86, 90, 91, 93, 
103, 116, 117, and 137. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendments of the Sen- 
ate numbered 1, 2, 3, 4, 5, 6, 7, 8, 9, 15, 16, 17, 18, 20, 21, 22, 24, 25, 27, 30, 31, 32, 33, 
44, 45, 46, 47, 53, 55, 58, 57, $8, 59, 60, 61, 62, 65, 68, 69, 70, 71, 72, 73, 74, 75, 76, 77,80, 83, 

, 83, 89, 92, 94, 95, 96, 97, 98, 99, 101, 102, 104, 105, 106, 108, 109, 110, L11, 118, 119, 120, 
121, 122, 123, 124, 125, 126, 127, 128, 129, 131, 132, 133, 134, 135, 136, 139, 140, L4l, 142, 
143, 144, 145, 146, 147, 148, 149, 150, 151, 152, 153, 154, 155, 156, 157, 158, 159, 160, 161, 162, 163, 
164, 165, 166, 167, 163, 169, 170, 171, 172, 173, 174,175, 176, 177, 178, 179, 180,881, 182, 183, 
184, 185, 186, 187, 188, 189, 190, 191, 192, 193, 194, 195, 196, 197, 198, 199, 200, 201, 202, 
203, 204, 205, 206; 207, 208, 209, 210, 211, 212, 213, 214, 215, 216, 217, 218, 219, 220, 221, 222, 
223, 224, 225, 226, 227, 228, and 229, and agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 11: That the House recede from its disagreement to 
the amendment of the Serate numbered 11, and ree to the same with an 
amendment as follows: In lieu of the sum pro: , insert ‘*$1,000;"* and the 
Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 12: That the House recede from its disagreement to 
the amendment of the Senate numbered 12, and agree to the same with an 
amendment as follows: In lieu of the sum proposed in said amendment, insert 
“$6,000; ” and the Senate agree to the same 

Amendment numbered 29: That the House recede from its disagreement to 
the amendment of the Senate numbered 29, and agree to the same with an 
amendment as follows: After the matter proposed to be inserted by said amend- 
ment insert the following: 

‘To refund to the heirs of C. A. J. Flemister the balance of the proceeds of a 
sale of certain real estate of said Flemister, covered into the Treasury over and 
above his indebtedness to the Government, $475.” 

And the Senate to the same. 

Amendment num 89: That the House recede from its disagreement to 
the amendment of the Senate numbered 39, and agree to the same with an 
amendment as follows: After the matter proposed to be inserted by said amend- 
ment insert the following: **To enable the commissioners of the District of Co- 
lumbia to employ counsel in special cases during the fiscal year 1889, $2,500, or 
so much as may be necessary ;" and the Senate agree to the same. 
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Amendment numbered 42: That the House recede from its d ment to 
the amendment of the Senate numbered 42, and agree to the same with an amend- 
ment as follows: In lieu of the matter proposed to be inserted by said amend- 
ment insert the following: 

“ Increase of water supply, Washington, D.C.: That all work heretofore per- 
formed upon the Washington aqueduct tunnel, together with the provisions of 
any contract made for the same or any portion thereof, shall forthwith be full 
investigated by a joint select committee of six members, of whom three shail 
be members of the Senate, to be appointed by the President of the Senate, and 
three shall be members of the House of Representatives, to be appointed by the 
Speaker. Said committee shall have authority to employ a clerk and stenog- 
rapher and such experts as it may deem necessary for the investigation; it 
may sit during the sessions of Congress or in recess, and shall have full power 
either in fall committee or subcommittee to administer oaths and send for per- 
sons and papers and toconductits investigation eitherin Washington or in such 

laces as may be deemed necessary ; it 1 make full report of its proceed- 
tage and the conclusions arrived at, with such recommendations as it may 
deem proper, to Congress on or before January 1, 1889; and for these pu 
thesum of $5,000, or so much thereofas may be necessary, is hereby appropriated 
to be disbursed on vouchers approved by said committee.” 

And the Senate to the same, 

Amendment numbered 54: That the House recede from its disagreement to 
the amendment of the Senate numbered 54, and to the same with an 
amendmentas follows: In line 7 of saidamendment strike out the word “ sixty- 
seven » and insert in lieu thereof the word “sixty-six;”’ and the Senate agree 
to the same. 

Amendment numbered 63: That the House recede from its disagreement to 

amendment of the Senate numbered 63, and to the same with an 
pmendment as follows: In lien of the sum proposed in said amendment insert 
* $1,328.07; " and the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 107: That the House recede from its disagreement to 
the amendment of the Senate numbered 107, and agree to the same with an 
amendment as follows: After the matter proposed to be inserted by said amend- 
ment insert the following: 

“To provide for the payment of the claims enumerated in Senate Executive 
Document No. 270, Fiftieth Congress, first session, for fees of district attorneys, 
as ry tele namely: Fiscal year 1886, $320; for fiscal year 1887, $4,744.90; in all, 


“ . 

And the Senate to the same. 3 

Amendment nam U5: That the House recede from its disagreement to 
the amendment of the Senate numbered 115, and agree to the same with an 
amendment as follows: Strike out the matter proj to be inserted by said 
amendment and insert after line 2, page 2, of the bill, the following: 

“To pay out of humane consideration, and without reference to the question 
of liability therefor, the sum of $276,619.75 to the Chinese Government as full 
indemnity for all losses and injuries sustained by Chinese subjects within the 
United at the bands of residents thereof.” 

And the Senate ee to the same, 

Amendment numbered 130: That the House recede from its disagreement to 
the amendment of the Senate numbered 130, and agree to the same with an 
amendment as follows: After the matter proposed to be inserted by said amend- 
ment insert the following: 

“To reimburse the Official Reporter of the Senate for moneys paid for cleri- 
eal hire during the first session of the Fiftieth Congress, and for extra clerical 
services and expenses occasioned by the prolongation of the session, $5,000.” 

And the Senate agree to the same. i 

Amendment numbered 138: That the House recede from its disagreement to 
the amendment of the Senate numbered 138, and agree to the same with an 
amendment as follows: Afterthe matter proposed to be inserted by said amend- 
ment insert the following: 

“To pay all session employés of the House of Representatives authorized by. 
the ‘Act making appropriations for the legislative, executive, and judicial ex- 
penses of the Government for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1888, and forother 
purposes,’ approved March 3, 1887, at the several rates of compensation therein 
ore fromthe Sth day of July, 1888, to the end of the present session of Con- 
he the Senate . 

Amendment num the House recede from its disagreementto 
the amendment of the Senate numbered 230, and agree to the same with an 
amendment as follows: After the matter proposed to be inserted by said amend- 


ment, insert the following: 
ent of the l itna emer certified to be due by 
cers of the Treasury 


to the same, 
230: That 


1886 and prior pzas and which have been certified to Congress under sec- 
uly 7, 1884, as fully set forth in House Executive Document 
No. 455, Fiftieth Congress, first session, there is appropriated as follows: 


“WAR DEPARTMENT CLAIMS ALLOWED BY THE SECOND AUDITOR AND SECOND 
COMPTROLLER. 

“ For pay of two and three year volunteers, 1871 and prior years, $27,708.15. 

“For bounty to volunteers and their widows and legal heirs, 1871 and prior 
years, $20,069.46, 

“ For bounty, act of July 28, 1866, 1880, and prior years, $4,525.89. 

“For pay, etc., of the Army, 1886 and prior years, $369.47. 

“ For pay, etc., of the Army, 1887, $605.20. 

“ For pay, etc., of the Army, 1888, $225,75. 


“INTERIOR DEPARTMENT CLAIMS ALLOWED EY THE SECOND AUDITOR AND SECOND 
> COMPTROLLER. 
“For pay of Indian agents, 1886 and prior years, $206.75. 


“WAR DEPARTMENT CLAIMS ALLOWED BY THE THIRD AUDITOR AND SECOND 
COMPTROLLER. 

rtation of the Army and its supplies, 1886 and prior years, $64.81. 

cane supplies, Quartermaster’s Department, 1886 and Sdo years, 


$59.25. 
eee incidental expenses, Quartermaster’s Department, 1886 and prior years, 
z For clothing and camp and garrison 


“ For tra 


equipage, 1886 and prior years, 83 cents. 
t For 50 cent, of arrears of Army transportation Gad enctetn Tand grant 

railroads, and prior years, $5.68. 

“For commutation of rations to prisoners of war in rebel States and to soldiers 
on furlough prior to July 1, 1886, ie 

re ae ema! a pan ii 

“For pay, transportation, services, and supplies of Oregon and Washington 
Volunteers in 1855 and 1856, 1871, and prior years, $23.67, > ae 


“For horses and other pro; lost in the mili rvi 
5,41516. property tary service prior to July 1, 1886, 


“ NAVY DEPARTMENT—CLAIMS ALLOWED BY THE FOURTH AUDITOR AND SECOND 
COMPTROLLER. 
“For pay of the Navy prior to July 1, 1886, $18,798.40. 
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“For pay, Marine Corps, prior to July 1, 1886, $11.40. 
BP haa Navy, Bureau of Provisions and Clothing, 1886 and prior years, 


“ For enlistment bounties to seamen, prior to July 1, 1886, $100. 
“ For the payment of claims for difference between actual expenses and mile- 
allowed under the decision of the United States Supreme Court in the case 
of Graham vs. United States, $135.50." 
And the Senate agree to the same. - 
The committee of conference have been unable to agree on the amendments 
of the Senate numbered 41, 100, 112, 113, 114, and 231. 
EUGENE HALE, 
W. B. ALLISON, 
F. M. COCKRELL, 
Managers on the part of the Senate, 


JAS. N. BURNES, 
JOSEPH D. SAYERS, 
THOS. RYAN, 

Managers on the part of the House. 

Mr. HALE. Asa result of repeated conferences, the larger portion 
of this bill has been disposed of by agreement of the conferees. The 
items upon which no agreement could be reached are those indicated 
in the report, five in number. 

Number 100 is the Senate amendment appropriating the balance of 
a year’s salary to the widow of the late Chief-Justice. The attitude 
of the conferees on the part of the House in this matter was taken 
very squarely. It is claimed that there is no precedent for it; that 
it is a gratuity, and the conferees representing that body declined to 
yield. The amendment having passed the Senate unanimously, and 
been put upon the bill by the report of one of the standing commit- 
tees, the Senate conferees did not feel prepared to yield. 

Number 114 is an amendment offered by the Senator from Florida 
[Mr. CALL] giving a year’s salary to the widow of an employé in the 
internal-revenue service who died at his post from yellow fever. 

Number 231 is the Public Land Strip amendment offered by the Sen- 
ator from Kansas [Mr. PLUMB], a provision covering what is known 
as No Man’s Land. 

Number 41 is a large claim against the District upon which there is 
no real difference, but the conferees wanted further opportunity to ex- 
amine it. : 

Numbers 112 and 113 cover the proposition embodied in the bill in 
the Senate amendment which is found upon page 61. I ask the Sec- 
retary to read for the information of the te these amendments. 

The Secretary read as follows: 

112. Industrial Christian Home Association of Utah Territory: To further 
aid the Industrial Christian Home Association of Utah Territory, under its arti- 
cles of incorporation, in the establishment and maintenance of an industrialand 
educational institution in Salt Lake City for the benefit of the dependent women 
and children of Utah and Idaho Territories who desire to sever their al ce 
to the Mormon Church, $75,000; and for contingent expenses ofthe tion, 
$5,000; in all, $80,000. 

113, The money hereby appropriated shall be disbursed by the treasurer of 
said association, who shall H aks such bonds for the faithful performance of his 
duties as may be deemed requisite by the Secretary of the Interior. Allaccounts 
of expenditures under this appropriation shall be audited by the Utah commis- 
sion, which shall hereafter act as the board of control for said institution, and 


shall make an annual report to Congress covering the work of said institution 
and its expenditures, 3 


Mr. HALE. This provision is in the direction of carrying out a policy 
that has been adopted by Congress in the last two years, and is in aid 
of an enterprise which Congress has recognized and adopted. The op- 
position to the Senate amendments which have just been read has its 
root in the undying hostility of the Mormon Church and its leaders to 
a movement in Utah which had its origin and was set on foot by the 
philanthropic women of America who have, in this, been largely repre- 
sented by the organizations known as ‘‘ The National Woman’s Chris- 
tian Temperance Union,” of which Miss Frances Willard is president, 
ang ‘“‘ The National Womens’ Home Missionary Society,” of which 
Mrs, R. B. Hayes is the president. 

These organizations alone, in their membership, represent more than 
three hundred thousand women in the United States. 

They are here by their memorials addressed to Congress, and by their 
intercession, urged in letters and petitions, in the interest of the Senate 
amendments which have just failed in conference between the commit- 
tees of the two Houses. 

I do not need to give the names of any of these women or of their 
leaders. They are found and known throughout the United States 
wherever law and order are upheld; wherever sobriety and temper- 
ance and good morals are maintained; wherever is found the home 
circle and all of its elevating and ennobling influences. 

And, Mr. President, whatever lapses there have been on the part of 
Congress and the Executive in dealing with the monstrous evil of 
polygamy in Utah and the adjacent Territories of the United States; 
however delinquent the Government may have been in dealing with 
that evil, and however much the Mormon hierarchy may have profited 
by these lapses and delinquencies, no part of the fault for all this can 
be laid at the door of the women of America, Early and late they 
have besieged Congress in the interest of the sanctity of the marriage 
tie, the virtue of woman, the purity of the household, all of which 
have been assailed and outraged, both heretofore and now, under the 
ae a govern and the practices which obtain in the Mormon 

ur 

The matter is so grave that I feel justified in occupying the time of 
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the Senate for the narration—not, I hope, at great length—of the history 
of the movement which is represented by the amendments of the Senate 
to the annual deficiency appropriation bill which have thus far failed to 
receive the assent of the other branch of Congress. 

Previous to the year 1886 the National Woman’s Home Missionary 

Society became interested in the condition of indigent, distressed, and 
dependent women in Utah, and especially in Salt Lake City, who were 
seeking to withdraw from polygamous union in the Mormon Church, 
but who were prevented from so doing by the fact that poverty and 
want stared them and their children in the face whenever they sought 
to dissolve their relations with polygamy in the Mormon Church, 

The efforts of benevolent women and men in Utah to aid and en- 
courage the women and children who were seeking to escape from po- 
lygamy were found to need organized effort, and therefore, under the 
act of the Utah Legislature of March 13, 1884, there was organized 
upon the 15th day of March, 1886, at Salt Lake City, Utah Territory, 
a voluntary association under and’ bearing the corporate name of ‘‘ The 
Industrial Christian Home Association of Utah.” 

Under the articles of agreement of incorporation the place of business 
of this association was located at Salt Lake City. It was provided 
with a board of thirteen directors or trustees, a president, eight vice- 
presidents, a recording secretary, a corresponding secretary, and a 
treasurer. 

The names of leading business men of respectability and responsi- 
bility are found in the list of the board of directors, as well as the 
names of earnest, philanthropic women. 

Elaborate provisions are found in the articles of incorporation, cov- 
ering in detail provisions regulating the meetings of the incorporators 
and of the directors, and the manner of doing business. 

The objects, pursuits, and business of the association are set out 
fully in article 5. Theyare, in short, to found, build, equip, provide 
for, maintain, and regulate in all necessary and proper ways ind 
homes, schools, hospitals, and places of instruction for dependent 
women and children in Utah; to relieve distress and ameliorate suffer- 
ing among them, and, generally, to enable such classes, through the 
industrial pursuits taught by said association, to better maintain for 
themselves an honest livelihood. 

The act of incorporation is formal and explicit, in compliance with 
the laws, and when organized ‘‘ The Industrial Christian Home Asso- 
ciation of Utah’? was ready to engage in its great work. 

The applications for relief, from women seeking to escape from polyg- 
amous union and representing their own and their children’s hard con- 
dition, at once became so numerous that the association felt justified 
in applying to Congress for aid in its work. 

Here is a copy of the first fmemorial which it addressed to the Forty- 
ninth Congress, setting forth its need for aid and the objects which it 
sought to accomplish: 


To the honorable the Senate and House of Representatives of the Forty-ninth Congress: 
undersigned, officers of the Industrial Christian Home Association of 
Ue inaa by the authority of the board of trustees of said in ration, 
beg leave to present for the consideration of your honorable body the following 
memorial and petition : 
A t philanthropic movement for the relief of the dependent classes of Utah 
a been in formative operation among civil and authori- 
ties in Utah and the States for the past three years. 
On the 15th of March, 1836, a aleve ny eal amg pae formed in Salt Lake 
City under the name of the “ Industrial Home Association of Utah.” 
association was under chapter 45 of the laws of the Territory 
of Utah of the year 1884. 


The officers of the association are Christian women of established character 
and executive ability. 
The board of trustees are gentlemen of known business integrity and finan- 


cial strength, 

The objectof the association is the establishment of an educational institution 
in Salt Lake City, where industrial pursuits shall be taught upon a basis which 
shall E egeti for self-support. The institution will be divided into three dis- 
tinct d nts. 


In the first, domestic industries, such as cooking, dress-making, tailoring, 
cutting and fitting children’s clothing, etc., will be taught. 
In eee industries, including ‘onan iting: telegraphy, 


In both 


to tions available to graduates in adjacent States. 
graduates in the mechanical department may perform remunerative labor 
in the institution to the extent of funds for Prince deren to the positions se- 


Pupils from the domestic department will find immediate employment in the 
gentile homes of Utah, 

The third de: ent will offer temporary shelter to the homeless women 
and children whose cases are accepted by the board. For this class the bureau 
nar employment in the Territory or adjacent States of such character 
as the ep see of the individual indicates or opportunity furnishes. 

1. In the anomalous social condition of 


for an institution is found— 
Utah Territory under Mormon ré- 
2. In the fact that there is not SEE te ee 
for the dependent classes. 
Moreover, it is hopeless to expect a Mormon ture to appropriate funds 
to meet a condition of things which the Mormon declare does not exist 
or to establish an institution which shall contribute towards the disintegration 
se: the Mormon yecha a 
ence national obligation is a} 
eee ere oe ahia rnment pad ine dor bene a 
ara pag eterra eagan rioa ties are women and children. 
The question of self-support is basal in the solution of the problem of the dis- 

ruption of polygamous households, 


It is a well-known fact that there are many who would voluntarily abandon 

palyan relations if facilities for evar copa were provided. 
Furthermore, it is futile to legislate against existing relations and make no 

i haste for the terrible exigencies which arise in the execution of law. 


our pean e aa Sony. 
l Christian Home Association for 
specified. 


Sas netted Bad paan Sea ot cone EAT NE ee 
ully submitted, 


GEORGE A. LOWE, 
IRA E. LYONS, 
HECTOR M. 


JAMES 7. DARLING, 
GEORGE E. ELL’ 
HENRY 1 M. L LAWRENOR, 
Per ANGIE F, NEWMAN, Vice-President at 
Trustees, Salt Lake 


The subject was brought directly before Congress in a hearing before 
the Senate Committee on Education based upon this memorial, which, 


with accompanying facts, were presented by Mrs. Angie F. Newman, 
who represented the Utah association, as is shown by the following 
resolution of the board of directors: 


mbps Band the board of directors of the “ Industrial Christian Home As- 
sociation tah,” held upon due notice at the of business of the 
ration, in Salt Lake City and County, Utah ony, on Monday, the 22d ds 
of March, 1886, a majority of the whole number of rs composing said 
sree present, it was by the unanimous vote of the meeting, in substance 


Resolved, That Mrs. Angie F. eee ot Lae Nebr., one of the vice- 
presidents of this corporation, be, and she nted and authorized 
to represent this corporation at Washington, D. © D.C., and at other Eastern places, 

as its aid and assistant in forwarding ters pertaining to the business o 
the corporation; and, among other matters, she may take measures to raise 
by private subscription for corporate purposes, and m: aa for such purposes re- 
ceive contributions, moneys, and funds, and may sol: and seek, and adopt 
and carry out measures to secure, in all ore. ways, Con: nal action and 

aeremennandy Ayre A SPODNE measures looking tothe 
Aret p reeg the rs or other advancement of the Dainas tp SELEY, 
on 

Attest: 

H. M. SCOTT, 
Secretary pro tempore of the Board of Directors. 


To show that other important influences outside of the association 
were aroused to the importance of the movement, I cite the following 
testimonials: 

The fe ing and within is ved by the undersi; jority of th 

Toregolug awi n mF tg honed igned, a majority e 


MARTHA M. CAMPBELL. 
H. W. LAWRENCE. 
MARTHA 


A. LOCKE. 
MARGARET D. ZANE. 


The following paper is addressed to the chairman of the Committee - 
on Appropriations of the House of Representatives, but was sent to 
this committee: 


OFFICE OF THE UTAN COMMISSION, 
Salt Lake City, March 12, 1886. 
Sm: Ano ization under the general incorporation laws of this Territory 
has been Deriecked Ý y Christian women of Utah for the ent ofan in- 
dustrial Horis for ihe 7 ololese and dependent of their own sex and their chil- 
dren at or near the city of Salt Lake. 

The trustees of the association are inent business men of known ability, 
integrity, and good financial standing, resident: of ane city. The executive 
officers are representative Christian women, also ding here. We vouch for 
their high character and eee. indorse and commend the philanthropic 
movement they have inaugurated, 

It is proposed to establish an institution upon a basis broad enough to mect 
the BP aoe ty that may arise from the exceptional social conditions of this 


Territory. 

It is contemplated not only to prosits haven Ss homes for the indigent and distressed, 
but to furnish gratuitous domes instruction which shall qual- 
ify those who receive it for self-support. 

We believe that such a beneficence, su ental to the enforcement of the 
laws for the supprsanan of polygamy in tah, will effectively aid in accom- 
plishing the result sought through Congressional legislation. 

It may be reasonably hoped that provision for the maintenance and in- 
dustrial education of polygamous wivesand children will inducethe withdrawal 
pr man, who are now hel h fear of edia and suftering that would 


believe that it could paces and i receive financial ce through 
liberal appropriations py een a We desire, therefore, to second the appeal 
of the association in this bebal 

Very res uly, 


A. 8, PADDOCK, 
G. R. GODFREY. 
Hon. W.S. HOLMAN, 
Chairman Appropriations Comm 
House of pronese akap. D. Q. 


1888. 
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STATE OF NEBRASKA, EXECUTIVE DEPARTMENT, 


Lincoln, April 16, 1836. 
‘To the Congressional delegation of the State of Nebraska: 
GENTLENEN : Mrs. A, F. Newman, of this ci Riga dain rae iroa 


| ply Kes of renege re! Government aid ool at t 
I take great in SEAS Norema ferea con- 
prea as well as to your kindly offices in the work 


which she is en- 
I remain, respectfully, 
JAMES W. DAWES, 
Governor of Nebraska. 


DENVER, COLO., April 6, 1886. 
To the Senators and Representatives of Colorado in Washington, D. C.: 

I bereby commend to your thoughtful ne eee the plans for an indus- 
trial home for the destitute women of meta ge arg yei Mrs. Angie 
F. Newman, and indorsed by the leading Salt Lake. 

Sincerely, 
W. WARREN, 
Bike Y tho M. Ki Cherch ond tn charasey AAEE Es tha. 


= Baur LAKE Crrv, April, 1886. 


To whom tt may concern: 
Mrs. Angie F. Newman being duly elected by the directors of the Woman's 
Industrial Christian Home Association 


the 
advocate of reform, and a Christian pean NS aaa’ done DAAR Aas Seton 
of cause of Christ in Utah for years. 
8. J. CARROLL, 
Pastor ef M. E. Church and Editor of Utah Christian A 
J. JAY GARVIN, 
President of S. Seminary. 
The Woman's Industrial Christian Home Association, in 


Lake, Uich, 
To the House Committee on 
‘The Utah Endustrial Home Association is an hose purpose is 
to provide a means of sei areaal ida erie 
The soci ve under the statutes. They have elected Mrs, A, 
G. Pi and Mrs. Angie F. Newman as their rej tativesto honora- 
ble body to ask for api ion of $—to aid in purchase 
of lots and the erection of suitable w mechanical 


members of who would renounce their present relations 
poem ye’ Saree of shelter or any means of support assured 

and chil are many more who have ren and 
Mormonism > haven but theirhandsto off starva- 
tion. The fact that there is not a single pe ic a in eee 
the protection of this numerous class makesimpe ladies 
oe witha! ‘this appeal are S igaks bea thas Diea 


CHARLES S, ZANE, 
W. H. DICKSON, 
E. A. IRELAND. 


They embrace the names of eminent clergymen and educators in 
Salt Lake City, the members of the Utah Commission, the judiciary of 
the Territory, and other well-known and important officials, 

As a result of the appeal and the information laid by Mrs. Newman 
before Congress the following appropriation was made as a provision in 
the general deficiency bill of 1886, being the act approved August 4, 
1886. This bill was under my charge, and I am glad to say that no 
opposition to the appropriation then arose. 

cami tg soeeane HOME IN UTAH TERRITORY. 


renounce rA ooann ae araa a asoa 

, With a view to BU; on yeamy therein 

said sum to be on Sete ss D ofa 

‘board of control to consist of governor and justices of the court 

and the district attorney of said Territory; and said board shall and prop- 
erly expend said sum, or so much thereof as may be necessary, for the 

Ss Saon faon, SAE ae Ree aan So ee e, report to t 

acts and doingsand expenditures hereunder for to Congress. 


it will be noticed that in this provision no reference is madeto ‘‘The 
Industrial C Home Association of Utah” as an organization 


A aaeain 
charge of a board of control mepeti aaa 
the Sy Ds appropriation court and district attorney in said ‘Territory. 


and when the officers and members of the 

association in Utah sought to have the money expended in 
such a way as would most clearly accomplish the object stated by Con- 
gress they were met and thwarted in every direction. ‘The new gov- 


ernor of the Territory, who acted as chairman of the board of control, 
largely took the charge of the matter and by his rulings as to the con- 
struction of the language of the appropriation prevented the applica- 
tion of its provisions in very many of the cases where relief was ap- 
lied for. 

> Under this construction the first wife, in a family where plural mar- 
riage existed, was forbidden relief upon the ground that she was not 
technically renouncing polygamy; and thus she and her children were 
shut out from the relief provided by Congress. 

Other rulings were made which tended to thwart the object of the 
appropriation, and although the board of control, with the governor 
at its head, leased a temporary home and opened it for such inmates 
as, under the rulings of the board, could be admitted, yet the reports 
of the Industrial Association, which, under all the discouraging cir- 
cumstances attending the case, kept up its efforts, show the difficulties 
under which it labored. I give here quotations ‘from the first report 
of the FERRAR showing the work of tbe first ten months: 


the 
rege the means for establishing the home having been spent in peonia rm 
=P a building as a temporary shelter for those who should avail 
selves of t o! iy bran comfort offered by such. The strong conviction in the minds of 
founded the home that the time had come merie ampera a toavert 
poser tesco or guard against deviations fram lawful, domestic, 
and social relations so det mend in Utah, and bring snes the papait 
women and children of the pam sh Pernt such influences as would promote their 
and truest i caused a few brave men and women to make such per- 
sonal sacrifices and public effort as brought this industrial home into existence 
one year ago. As these months have passed the importance and magnitude of 
the undertaking have been more and more apparent. The labor in the effort 
to lead these strangely deluded women into lives of self-dependency has o; 
our eyes to much that we pran arier png of when seis ar de Se ten months 
‘es, probabilities in 


ago, a ee ure that were 
Sepan onr comprehension at the start. 
er ee co we have not had, 
of the knowledge we have not gained in work, t we venture to speak of 
the past and the needs of the future. Raed sean ac Uad Ua TOES a WST 
sadness, its days of bright sunshine as as dark storms. ere have been 
eleven eg)! some women and twenty-two to er con- 
ditions in life by the home and its influence, Two of this numberof women 
were provided for outside of the home roof. The nine who have had a home 
within its walls are infinitely better able to battle with and provide for their 
children and themselves in the future than they were when entering th 
home. During the ten months we have had -three applications for a 
Shelter until work could be These come un- 


schooling 
To the women we have taught the duties of 


house with ee 
only so far as the demands of the home and families’ ol demand 
In this t there has some improvement, Bee t such as 


should have been procured in the time within the home. 
A great hinderance to successful work here has been the impossibility for in- 


mates—or one else—to pass from the cook stove, orscrub- 
brush one-! day or week to Fio the needle-work and p nce even passably 
results. The real and lasting foundation to “provide employment and means 


of self-support"’ will have been laid only when we so extend our boundaries 
roffer systematic, practical trainin, 
seeking | the ne ato of an industrial home; 
here shall fortify them 


The inadequacy 
ae ee a an industrial inst tution has been fully dem tothose 


who have interested themselves in visiting the home and seeking to know its 


Thatthe class of ns admitted at the fullest extent ite intendat United States 
pF preg cess too limited Lease oto to the far spines pri be AT namely, 


with five children, left eine bee use refused 
mit airy doctrines ta: Tian Metre ea ha: been ee 
amy, but refusing to go into not now a “legal” fore refused 
admittance. “will not think of 


been in po can OLTA SARAGA tote hs bee Third, a 
brought to ry by a Mormon mother, but who, when she saw and 
knew the truth of Utah M — remain in fellowship with 


refused to 
a AS Mea aoa hardships she has 


to go through, 
Another class is found in that of children of poly; ous relations—cither 
minors or beyond that age—whose lives have bee: e dependent in the truest 
their tural This is a class 


A recapitulation of the condition of the home, its inmates, work, expenses, 
with “employmen of selfsupport”’ for the ten months, is hereto 


Home opened for inmates November 21, 1886, with two employés, one of 
which was a polygamous woman with three children, ach dp a ny, of five 
during December, 1886. January and February, 1887, there entered thres women 
and nine children, a total during first of sixteen paipera pona 

Num inmates months, 81; number employés ten months, 3; 


ten 
largest number at an: one time during the ten months, 22: 


one family has been in the home, 10 months; 
been in the home. ee 

The following figures of women: isa, 5,90,74,5, 
27,37, 31; children, 20, 18,15, 17, 16.10, 9,7,9,8, 18, Brrr tan 
fore tn thee neues daring & . 31; nice been ai br aren 


4 months; 


‘Articles m in (0 months Rae aO 
Pairs of eT IOASES a eT) SID 
CGarmanta oub aud Mie nae cet rcctcticwccceneysieostecqrnssepraveowensencunsie sosoo shies 


Total pieces of work done in sewing-Troom.........-0.--+00+ pea RUNE BM 
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Largest number of loaves of bread baked during any month.. 
Smallest number of loaves of bread baked during any month 
Number of days of washing and ironing (10 months) .... 


All the home work has been done ig Beans inmates under the supervision of 
the housekeeper. All the sewing has n done by the household, excepting 
five days’ work at a cost of $$, 


Total expense for 10 months 


Total expense provisions for 10 months. 1,019.65 
Total expense average FA ...........sccsse00 31. 

Total expense for clothing, 10 months. 744.55 
Total expense average 26 clothed 28. 63 


Respectfully submitted, 
RUTH M. WOOD, Director. 


I can not, Mr. President, so well state the difficulties under which 
this most needful work was prosecuted, in fuller detail, as by having 
read at the Secretary’s desk the memorial of ‘* The Industrial Christian 
Home Association of Utah Territory,’’ addressed to the Senate Com- 
mittee on Appropriations, during the present session of Congress, which 
forms the basis of the provision inserted by the committee and adopted 
by the Senate and now antagonized by the House of Representatives. 

It is the same provision which I had read at the beginning of my re- 
marks: 


To the honorable the Senate Commitiec on Appropriations: 

GENTLEMEN: The Industrial Christian Home Association of Utah Territory 
authorize me, as their representative, to ask of the national Congress through 
your committee— 

First. An additional ap che berry: of $75,000. 

Second. An expansion of the law to the status defined in the original memo- 
er Cd the : tion to the Senate, namely, "the dependent classes of Utah 

‘erritory. 

Third. That the law shall specify through whom the funds shall be drawn 
from the national Treasury. 

Fourth, That special provision be made in the law for the “ contingent” ex- 
penses of the association to the amount of $5,000, for use in the transportation 
of applicants to the home, to the States on leaving the home, for advertising, 
and such other expenditures as are necessarily incurred “in the establishment 
of the home.” 

That the basis of aproat for such aid may seem valid to your committee, I beg 
leave to submit the following data, which I have endeavored to limit to such 
facts as are necessary to a correct judgment as to the failure of the association 
to execute its original purpose. 

On the 6th of August, 1886, $40,000 was tego Congress to "aid in the es- 
tablishment of an industrial home” in Utah Te tory. As the representative 
of the association, on the ournment of Congress I devoted six weeks’ time 
to visiting the institutions of the East to ascertain the cost of mechanical ap- 
pliances, plans for building, to secure teachers, specialists in the various depart- 
ments. I went to Utah in October, 1887, to lay these plans before the associa- 
tion, and assist them to proceed at once to the erection of a suitable building, 
Ata joint meeting of the board of control and the association, I was met by the 
ruling of the chairman of the board of control, Governor W: that the appro- 
priation was made to the board of control, that the work of the association 
ended when the appropriation was secured. 

Under this ruling the chairman of the board of control rented and furnished 
a temporary home. 

Determined to do what was possible under existing conditions, the associa- 
tion met monthly and attempted to win the board of control to the re ition 
of the provisions of the law for industrial education and to the pu e of 
property and the erection of buildings. We attempted the impossible. To 
this date both the spirit and letter of the law and intent of the association have 
been violated by the board of control, in that neither industrial nor mechanical 
arts have been taught in the home. 

‘The appeal of the association for funds to furnish such facilities has been de- 
nied. The intent of the association is defined in the letter of the law, “to pro- 
ee —— of self-support,’’ not to support tho pauper element, which alone has 

een done, 

The better element of Mormon society—those whom it would be of value to 
lift to the grade of intelligent citizenship—will not accept charity. Yet only 
charity has been provided, 

The association have furthermore been most seriously embarrassed by the 
ruling of the chairman of the board of control that a law to “aid in the suppres- 
sion of gamy *’ could be applied only to thosealreadyin polygamy. ence 
only plural wives and theirchildren have been admitted to the home. 

The first annual report of the president of the association, made October, 
1887, states: “One hundred and -four women and children, within the last 
nine months, have come for he!p to the doors of the home, Twenty children 
have gone out well clothed to the best schools of the city. The number of ap- 
plicants for the benefit of the home which were not admitted, because not 
strictly in conformity with the letter of the law relating to admission, although 
all were victims of the evil of polygamy is, during the named nine months, as 
follows: Forty-eight, besides these sixty-three women, have applied for a tem- 
porary home while seeking employment. Among those, were ‘first,’ or legal 

vos rene er Ape rg Penge for other bad ponerse wives; women feo 
unwilling to be coerced in y; girls of polygamous e 
aie to escape from the E ea ormonism; women apd PK TREAS 
are Mormons and came to Utah unaware that polygamy was an established 
practice here, and who abhorred its adoption, becoming impoverished and 
needing the very necessities of life, and thus applied for admission: all these 
have been rejected, although needy SOPR See list of rejected cases.) 

Under these conditions the association delegated me to go to Washington in 
February, 1887, and get the law amended so as to define the duties of the board 
of control and the status of the incorporation. 

Senator Epmunps draughted the following new bill, which passed the commit- 
tee, and only failed of becoming a law by the failure of the deficiency appropria- 
tion bill (of which it was a panier want of time in the closing hours of the 

n 


second session of the Forty-nin H 

“ Industrial Christian Home: To aid the Industrial Christian Home Associa- 
tion of Utah in carrying on, under its articles of incorporation, the work of pro- 
viding employment and means of self-support for the dependent women who 
shall have renounced polygamy, and their children of tender age, $40,000; and 
the unexpended balance of the appropriation for aiding in the establishment of 
an industrial home in the Territory of Utah, contained in the act of Congress 


prepare for the immediate erection of suitable buildings in which mechanical 
= [osoertet pursuits could be taught, for the home is no longer an experi- 
ent. 

By the non-action of the board of control as to the purchase of property, in 
this interval of eighteen months, real estate has q rupled in valent n “Galt 
Lake City, and the appropriation is entirely inadequate to the needs of the pres- 
ent hour, $10,000 having been expended in the temporary home, which is, in 
the language of the committee (see report), “totally inadequate and deticient in 
room for the successful or otherwise opening and conducting of any one of the 
de sparring a k 

n view of these facts the association authorize me to ask of your honorab 
body the additional appropriation. : ie 

‘The expansion of the law to the “ relief of the dependent women and children 
of Utah Territory” would most highly conserve the interests of all women who 
seek the protection of the institution. 

‘The Mormon press has constantly charged that the Christian men and women 
of the association have been actuated by bitter hatred of the Mormon people, 
and only desire to get them within the home to execute vengean 


ce. 
have personal interviews with editors and leaders of the church, and 
they insist when we appropriate money for those who renounce polygamy we 


are buying disloyalty at a price, The same end will be subserved by specify- 
ing “dependent women and children whose cases shall be accepted by the 
board,” sincethe gentile population is only a fraction and that fraction notin 
oe por Bis “de ene . 

‘or the ous services of your committee, gentlemen, in the the asso- 
ciation returns most grateful thanks, but begs you to believe polygamy is no 
more a surrendered tenet of faith or practice than it was two years . One 
lady missionary, in a town of 6,000 inhabitants, last year visited in four hun- 
ei fief ea See ay March I visi hi iary 

n the second Sunday in Ma: visited the penitent: in Salt Lake Cit; 
and addressed a great host of polygamous brethren. These men are mostly is 
carcerated for a term of six months, and therefore many such groups have come 
and gone since the famous Rudger Clausen case, of which Jonx T. Cause had 
te orra hiis declare before the committee ‘it was the last of which he had 

now % 

I found in one cell, 10 by 13}, without floor, six women, three of whom had 
babies under six months of age, who were incarcerated for “contempt of court”? 
in refusing to acknowledge the penny of their children. When I plead 
with them to answer the court and be re , they said, “If wo do, there are 
many wives and children to suffer the loss of a father.” 

In another cell were two girls, one fourteen, one sixteen, each married to her 
own father, both with babes, and yet polygamy is a lost art! 

The editor of the Salt Lake Tribune, Judge C. O, Goodwin, than whom no 
man has more accurate ats. of existing facts, states in an editorial Max 
27, 1888: “Quite 25 per cent. of adult Mormons in Utah are in polygamy, and 
very many of the best informed believe that per cent. are thus involved.” 

Gentlemen of the committee, as long as helpless women and innocent babes 
are in this hellish bondage let us asa nation never declare ourselves a free 
people until we have offered them B com he liberty, through a national me- 
dium, which is beyond the control of the hierarchy which enslaves them. 

Long years of suffering under the most helpless conditions are before thou- 
sands such as I have noted. Let us be as willing to liberate them by humane 
methods as to deliver them by the sword, which may be the sequel if we trifle, 
and I sometimes think a just God will ask this Christian nation to pay with its 
own blood the price of its indifference to the death groans of innocence through 
the last half century. Confidently do we ask, gentlemen of the committee, that 
yor will strengthen our hands by an appropriation, by the expansion of the law, 

y the appointment of a disbursing agent Hom the association, if so your judg- 
ment concurs, for reasons which Governor West assigns in his report to the 
President. (See excerpt.) 

We ask, furthermore, your careful attention to the accompanying records of 
the association in evidence of statements rendered, and to the list of accepted 
and rejected cases, in which lies the argument for the development of this enter- 


prise. 
Respectfully submitted, 
ANGIE F. NEWMAN, 
In behalf of the Association. 


A list of some of the rejected cases referred to in the memorial of the 
association presented by Mrs. Newman is as follows: 
REJECTED CASES. 

Cases rejected by Governor West on the ruling of the law that only plural 
wives were included in its provisions: 

First case.—Dolly Mitchell, fifty-third child of Bishop Mitchell; daughter of 
his seventh wife ; mother had died; Dolly living in a polygamous family ; was 
twelve years of age; on being rejected was employed as doorkeeper by the 
matron, 

Second case.—Application made by Judge Henderson, Democratic judge of 
the Federal court, by letter, in substance as follows: 

Mrs. David May; five children; Mr. May was employed in the silk factories 
of Glasgow, Scotland; was induced by missionaries of the Latter Day to come 
to Zion; arriving in Salt Lake found things at variance with the representa- 
tions which been made by the missionaries; was urged to gointo polyg- 
amy; then resolved to leave the Territory. 

The wife secured employment at the Continental Hotel, Salt Lake City; hus- 
band started East on foot by the Denver and Rio Grande ‘Railway. The wife’s 
health failed; took her five children and went to Provo forlighter work ; found 


none; applied to the Morman Church for help; was refused; ga to 
Judge Henderson, exclaiming: “ Must I starve, and my little ones, in this land 
ofliberty?” Judge Henderson attempted to find the Bishop of vo. The 


bishop took the underground, lest this woman had given ifformation concern- 

ing-his plural relations, Judge Henderson then made application to the Indus- 

a for the woman and her five children; case rejected by Governor 
es 

Third case.—Mount Pleasant—Application made by Grace Murphy, Presby- 
terian school-teacher. Girl fourteen years old whom I wish to get into the 
Home,and also a younger sister; have kept them both in my home three 
months, Isent Emma away with the weight of her soul resting upon me, but: 
I could not keep her longer; I still have the sister. The mother of these girls 
was left an o) n in her infancy; was brought up by the bishop, a polyga- 
mist, who made her marry & sixty-year-old polygamist when she was twelye 
years old. She now has four husbands, 

Fourth case.—Springville.—A pplication made by Hannah Breckinridge. Case: 
Second wife, sixty-three years of age, helpless in bed; no one to bring her s 
drink of water. No liberal has dared to help her but me, for they dread the at- 
tacks of the Mormons. i 

Tam a widow, living alone with two daughters, and I am seriously threatened 
for the service I have rendered her. The Mormons have cut down my w 
and drawn it away; they have fenced out the evn road so I could not go to 
town to get supplies-—all because I have given help to this Mormon woman, I 
know three or four other Mormon women for whom my heart is weeping. I 
wish the governor would send a detachment of soldiers tohelpthem away. My 
home should shelter them. Ask the governor to assist me now and send come 
missioners to open the road, 
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This letter was taken to the governor and he declined to have anything to do 
about it, and rej the cases. 

Fifth case.—Pieasant Grove. Application made by the postmistress. Case: 
Old lady eighty-three years of age; came to Utah three years ago by request of 
Mormon relatives; has been abused and persecuted because she would not 
adopt Mormon practices, She was refused as not a legal applicant, but the old 
lady came to the home; said she was so barred Bo ge had to come, and the; 
must take her. She is aunt to Bishop Brown's third wife. The matron wrote 
to Bishop Brown and asked what should be done with her. Answer by Mrs. 
Brown: * The bishop is in exile for polygamy. I don’t want the old lady re- 
turned to me. The late law has thrown me on my own resources with five 
children. I can not take the burden.” The governor said she could not stay 
over night in the home. The matron kept her fiye days; and now the Meth- 
odist Church are paying her board elsewhere. 


To show further, Mr. President, the kind of work done by this in- 
stitution, and the imperative need of sustaining it and furthering and 
extending its work, I give here a list of some of the cases admitted to 
the home, and the circumstances attendant upon them: 


ACCEPTED CASES—INDUSTRIAL HOME—UTAH TERRITORY. 


First case.—Amelia Chatterton is the daughter of Bishop Mitchell, who was 
missionary to England in 1854. Mitchell had seven wives and fifty-three chil- 
dren. Amelia was married at fifteen years of age, by command of her father, 
to Jonathan Chatterton, as his second plural wife. Chatterton was living with 
his third wife, to whom le had never n married until after the passage of 
the Edmunds law; he was then married in order to evade arrest for adultery. 
Amelia, the second wife, was many times whipped by both Chatterton and the 
first wife. Chatterton struck her in the face so she bore blackened eyes for 
days. Just before Lossie’s birth Chatterton stood over her with a pick-ax and 
threatened her life. 

Second case.—Mrs. Bross, second wife of William Bross. Had eight children, 
three living; first wife living; brought three children to the home, 

Third case.—Mrs. Lorrenson, first wife, lived two months with Lorrenson after 
he went into plurality, then left with her four children. Danny the years she 
lived with Lorrenson she had to wash, beg, herself and her children go bare- 
footed in cold weather, while he paid the most he could earn to the church, 
When he took his second wife he mortgaged the home to her because the first 
wife rebelled against his going into polygamy. 

After leaving Lorrenson she lived for weeks on one meal a day—herself and 
children—and often put her three boys to bed crying for food, And then she 
sobbed all night because another wife had her home. 

Fourth case.—Helen Larsen; twenty-four years of ; plural wife. George 
ye Cannon lokua the marriage corenony: rs. earned her own 
J ving tor nine years, and Larsen red oh riated to himself a large portion of her 
= gs. When Mrs. Larsen was sick in bed Larsen left her alone in the house 

‘or S. 

Fifth case.—Mrs. Neilson; three children; married in the endowment-house 
by Brigham Young. Can neither read uor write. Never been in a house of 
more than one room; oldest child fourteen; never been out of the town in 
which he was born. 

Sixth case,—Lizzie Littgon ; third wife; was married by Daniel H. Wells in the 
endowment-house after the passage of the Edmunds bill. Brought three chil- 
dren to the home, one nineteen months old. Lived with Litton until the sec- 
ond day before she left, Gave birth to two children in celestial marriage before 
the legal marriage. 

Seventh case.—Mary K. Peterson; came to Utah in 1885 from Sweden with a 
band of one hundred and fifty. Married in plurality January 1, 1886. Second 
wife entered the home June 6; daughter born in the home August 14. Later 
was sent to friends in Wisconsin. 

Eighth and ninth cases.—Elizabeth Clawson and Anna Bell, both second wives, 
were assisted with money and sent to friends in Chicago and Denver. 

Tenth case.—Mrs. Jennie Hitches; converted to Mormonism in St. Louis in 
1883. Came to Utah and was entertained in the homes of President Taylorand 
Apostle Woodruff; here the only conversation heard was, in substance: ** Marry, 
marry in plural marriage, and become a high priestess.” Was taken in plu- 
rality by Hudson. He made application for her admittance to the home, and, on 
being questioned, said he had never married her, 


To come now, Mr. President, more closely to the points in contro- 
versy between the two Houses, let me state what further the associa- 
„tion has been doing. 

In the first deficiency bill passed by the present Congress, approved 
February 1, 1888, Congress made the following provision, intending to 
meet the difficulties under which the ‘‘ Industrial Christian Home 
Association ’’ was laboring in prosecuting its work. 

The provision is as follows: 


INDUSTRIAL CHRISTIAN HOME, 


To aid the Industrial Christian Home Association of Utah in carrying on, un- 
der its articles of incorporation, the work of providing employment and means 
of self-support for the dependent women who shall have renounced polygamy, 
and their children of tender age, $40,000; and the unexpended balance of the 
appropriation for oe in the establishment of an industrial home in the Ter- 

itory of Utah contained in the act of Congress ry pda August 4, 1886, entitled 
“An act making appropriations for sundry civil expenses of the Government 
for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1887, and for other purposes,” shall be deemed 
a part of thisappropriation ; and the board of control mentioned in said former 
appropriation Phal audic the expenditures under this appropriation and report 
yearly to the Secretary of the Interior. 


It will be noticed, and this is important as bearing upon the present 
controversy, that by this provision Congress entirely changed the di- 
rection of its appropriation, and, in terms, adopted the ‘* Industrial 
Christian Home Association of Utah” as the agency through which its 
appropriation should be expended. : 

The work of the association is recognized as the fandamental move- 
ment, and the appropriation of money is made to further that work 
and that movement. 

Under this appropriation the association has gone on and purchased 
land upon which to erect a permanent building, to be occupied as a 
home for the persons received into it, has made a contract for the main 
building three stories in height, at a cost of $18,000, which contract is 
now being executed, the foundations of the building already, I think, 
completed, and the whole structure is expected to be finished by the 
close of the year. 

The work is being prosecuted with a dispatch that is characteristic 


of private enterprise, and of course has no parallel in any work done 
by the Government. 

The money provided in the two acts of Congress already passed, 
amounting to $40,000, will be nearly expended when the main build- 
ing is erected, and the additional appropriation sought in the present 
bill will be needed under the estimates of the architect employed by 
the association for the purpose of adding another story to the main 
building and two wings three stories high, all of which will be needed 
by the association to develop the industrial part of its work. 

The balance of the appropriation will be needed for the next year in 
fitting up the new building, in the employment of a moderate force to 
conduct the work of the association, and for the expenses of maintain- 
ing it. 

As soon as the enterprise is fairly entered upon and the scope of its 
work can be seen the association will make, through the board of con- 
trol, detailed reports of its work, and will be able to present definite 
estimates for future expenditures. 

It will be noticed that in the present provision, which I have had 
read, a change is made covering language which will admit to the 
home all classes of women and children who are desirous of ‘‘ severing 
their relations with the Mormon Church.”’ 

This particular language is not essential, and, if other important 
things could be agreed upon, other words could be adopted to cover 
the needs of the case. 

In a late report made by Governor West, chairman of the board of 
control, the following statement is made: 

The board of control unanimously hold that some other and better agency 
than the board can and ought to be selected as disbursing spent of the fund. 
The chiefjustice and district attorney residing at the capital have their time 
i occupied with the duties of their respective offices. z 

The other judges hold their courts away from here, and are compelled either 
to absent themselves from and close their courts or fail in attendance at the 
board memes The board of control recommend that the executive com- 
mittee of the Woman’s Christian Industrial Home Association of Utah be con- 
stituted a board for the purpose. 

In accordance with this association the amendments now before the 
Senate provide for a new board of control, and the committee has se- 
lected the Utah commission as the most suitable organization to be 
intrusted with this power. 

I have thus given, Mr. President, in a most imperfect fashion, as I 
am aware, the history of this important enterprise upon which the 
association referred to, sustained in its work eg shes © of thousands 
of noble American women, has embarked. 

I do not pretend to deny that the amount of money required by this 
appropriation may seem large to some persons; but when the magni- 
tude of the work is considered the amount appropriated is none too 
large. Indeed, Mr. President, if the sum were double I should be in 
favor of giving it. 

The United States Government has in its charge the inhabitants of 
the Territory of Utah in some respects as wards of the nation. It ap- 
propriates large sums of money annually for the government of the 
people of that Territory. It pays for its executive, its judicial officers, 
and its Legislature. It has permitted for years the monstrous evil of 
polygamy to fasten itself, as the predominating force, upon the social 
institutions of the Territory, and when to-day Congress is asked to 
provide money for the relief of the victims of that institution, it can 
not shirk the responsibility, and is in duty bound to give money and 
to give freely. 

I do not claim or pretend that this institution will in any great de- 
gree be self sustaining. 

Afteritshall have been fully established, and its work known through- 
out the Territories of Utah and Idaho, which are embraced in its pro- 
visions, the women and the children who will apply to it for relief and 
for protection and for aid to enable them in time to become self-sup- 
porting will be numerous. 

I notify the Senate that unless hostile influences impede and arrest 
and break up this great work Congress will be called upon from year 
to year to further appropriate in aid of the association. 

For one, I shall not turn back the hand that I have set to this work 
so long as I remain here or so long as a single woman, now held in po- 
lygamous relation, desires to be encouraged and helped in her efforts 
to escape from that condition. 

Mr. President, I have been stating the actual difficulties that have 
arisen in conference with the gentlemen who represent the House of 
Representatives, gentlemen of large experience, competent in every 
way, of the highest character, and our conferences have been conducted 
in the most amicable manner notwithstanding the differences we have 
found; and now I want to state what the real point of trouble is. 

1 do not know that we can agree as to amount. ‘The House believes 
the proposition covers too much money. I do not believe and the Sen- 
ate conferees do not believe it. I hope the Senate will insist upon this 
amount, and I believe it is all needed. 

But an attempt is made here—and that is the vital controversy that 
stands now between the two committees—to take the management of 
this fund, the disbursement of the moneys appropriated by Congress, 
and the work that is going on in the erection of this building, away 
from this institution. The House conferees proposed and offered a 
proposition to take this away from the institution, to put it into the 
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control of the Treasury Department; and have this building completed 
under plans to be devised by that Department, by the Supervising 
Architect’s office, I suppose, and built and completed as a Government 
work. 

Mr. President, that means, first, an indefinitedelay. Ihaveadverted 
to the rapidity with which the work of constructing this building is 
going on under such influences as surround a private enterprise, and 
the difference between that and all governmental work in erecting 
buildings; and I venture to say that if Congress should take away the 
completion of this building from this institution that has dedicated it- 
self to this noble work, and has but one object in view, the speedy com- 
pletion of the building—if Congress should take it away from that in- 
stitution and put itinto the Treasury Department, setting asideall thein- 
ducements that would be offered for delay, all theattempts of the leaders 
of the Mormon Church to affectthe work ofthe Department, with an hon- 
est purpose under the machinery by which the work is done in that 
Department, it would be from two to three years before asingle person 

. could be admitted into that institution, and I for one, and the Senate 
conferees, stand on that ground, and will not agree to any, such prop- 
osition. 

It is proper that I should state it, because the Senate wants to know 
what the real point in controversy is, I should be willing to go to this 
extent: We furnish the appropriation, as Congress has already done, 
and the additional appropriations needed, and that this association, 
with its treasurer under bonds, as is provided here, shall disburse the 
money and complete the building to be used for this pu: and that 
then,upon condition that this association shall go on and do this work 
and occupy and control the building, the title shall be vested in the 
Government. That I have no objection to. If the Government is ap- 
propriating for it, I have no objection to the title being vested in the 
Government. But to take away the work now begun by this associa- 
tion and transfer it to any Department of the Government, I do not 
care what it is, is, in effect, striking a blow in the face of this great 
enterprise and putting it under the ban of Congress; and every forlorn 
woman in Utah fluttering in the bars of her cage, seeking to emerge 
into the light and protection ‘to be given by this institution, may give 
up at once any hope of anything being done at present. 

Therefore it is, Mr. President, that Lask that the Senate in this mat- 
ter shall agree to the report and insist upon its amendment, in order 
that a further conference may be had upon this important subject- 
matter. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is upon agreeing to 
the report of the meee of conference. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Mr. President, it is due, I think, that I should 
state a fact which may not have appeared in the remarks of the Sena- 
tor from Maine, and that is that the Mormons, the Mormon Church, 
the Mormon organization, or whatever else it may be styled, had no 
influence, directly or indirectly, in any shape, manner, or form, upon 
the discussion of this question which took in the committee of 
conference, in my judgment—not a particle; and I do not believe that 
any member of the conference committee on the part of the House or 
on the part of the Senate was influenced by any such consideration. 

Mr. HALE. Has the Senator any doubt that the Mormon authori- 
ties are bitterly hostile to this whole movement? 

Mr. COCKRELL. Ido not know whether they are or not. ‘That 
er may be hostile to it may be true. If they are, I have no infor- 
mation in to that, nor have I ever had any information from any 
Mormon authority, directly or indirectly, that there was any hostility 
to it. Ifthey have manifested any hostility to the movement, the in- 
finence has been exerted upon others than myself. Even their publi- 
cations, if any such have been made, have not been furnished to me. 

AsI understood, the principal grounds of difference were as to how 
this money for the public building should be expended—whether it 
should be placed in the hands of this corporation, this benevolent in- 
stitution, this charitable institution, or whether it should be placed in 
the hands of the Secretary of the Treasury, to be expended by him in 
completing the building. As I understood, that was the point of dis- 

t; and, further, | I understood that so far as the amount of the 
appropriation for that bui is concerned there would be probably 
no disagreement; and then so far as the ent of the institution, 
the support of the institution after this building is completed under 
the Treasury Department, there would probably be very little differ- 
inion. 

y state this as a matter of justice and right in the premises. 
. TELLER. I would like to ask the Senator from Missouri what 

he understands the controversy is in this matter? 
. Mr. COCKRELL. If the Senator can not understand from what I 

have stated, and from an hour’s speech by the Senator from Maine, I 
must confess that I despair of enlightening him. 

Mr. TELLER. Idonot. IconfessI have listened with a good deal 
of attention; but I do not know whether the words which I find here, 
tt who desire to sever their allegiance to the Mormon Church,” consti- 
tute the objection. 

Mr. COCKRELL. That I consider as an objection. 
made an objection. 

Mr. TELLER. That might be amended, I suppose. 

Mr. COCKRELL. No doubt of it, and as I understand that was not 


ence of o; 
Im 


Yes, that was 


aground of absolute difference in the end. I will say to the Senator 
that that matter could be adjusted as far as that wasconcerned; butso 
far as the placing of the money to erect this building is concerned, I 
understood that there was a direct disagreement. The Senate conferees 
wanted it in the hands of this institution and the House conferees 
wanted it in the hands of the Secretary of the Treasury. 

Mr. TELLER. Then the question, according to that, is as to who 
shall control this fund after it is appropriated ? 

Mr. COCKRELL. As to the building. 

Mr. TELLER. Asto the building? 

Mr. COCKRELL. Yes. 

Mr. TELLER. Iam in full sympathy with this movement to assist 
these people in Utah. I can not say that I am in full sympathy Mo 
the words of this amendment, and it seems to me that it should be 
changed that it would be less objectionable than it may be nae oben: 
I confess that I have such a prejudice, if I may say it, against what I 
consider the interference with the freedom of religious belief in this 
country, that I do not care myself about seeing ina statute a provision 
that says we will enable somebody to leave or go into any church. 

Iam quite willing and quite anxious to vote for some provision of 
this kind that shall protect this class of people. Since I have been in 
public life there have been two very important bills passed with refer- 
ence to the people of Utah. The last one I thought at the time of its 
passage, and I think now, trenches upon constitutional grounds. I 
thought it was harsh, cruel, and wicked, and I so said, and I withheld 
from it my vote. I complained then, as I had years before when the 
other bill passed, that we were breaking bonds that were existing be 
tween these people not rightfully, but actually, without any provision, 
without any attention being given to the protection of them when they 
were broken. For instance, a man has several wives, and each wife 
has several children. He is main’ as best he can the relation of 
father to all these children and husband to these wives, and is enabled 
to maintain them perhaps in comfort. The mement that relation is 
broken it may not be possible for him te do this, and if itis, the chances 
are a thousand to one that he has no inclination to sustain the relation 
of a protector to those people who have parted with him. 

There was every inducement held out tothe women to adhere to the 
man, because there was nothing left for them but poverty and want. 
Everybody understands that in any country, no matter where, a woman 
with a few small children is the most dependent and helpless creature 
in the world. The very necessary care which she must give her chil- 
dren precludes her from earning a living, and we have made no pro- 
vision whatever for her. Other nations that have dealt with this ques- 
tion, I believe, have always made provision for such a case, but we 
have made none. We insisted that the relation should be severed; we 
made it a crime not only for the man, but we made it a erime for the 
woman, and then we made no ible provision by which the woman 
could break this connection without meeting starvation and want or 
something worse. 

So I am in favor of this, which I think is the first real—no, I will 
not say that, because I think ‘the act of 1862 was a proper act; I think 
the act usually known as the Edmunds act passed later was a proper 
act, except that it did not go far enough; it onght to have contained 
some such provision as that; but this is a provision which supplements 
the other in such a way that I think it will be effective and at the 
same time merciful and 

I should much prefer peng words to which I have referred 
stricken out. 

Mr. HALE. Perhaps the Senator was not present when I was dis- 
cussing that part of the amendment. 

Mr. TELLER. Iwas notin. Iwas called out, and did not hear it 


all. 

Mr. HALE. The words to which the Senator refers, ‘* who desire to 
sever their allegiance to the Mormon Church,” were not insisted upon 
by the Senate conferees; in fact, I may say that other words, which I 
think are these— 

Dependent women and children of Utah and Idaho Territories— 
ean be agreed upon, and if there is any agreement between the two 
Houses can be used as the basis instead of the words referred to by the 
Senator. So there is nothing there that need prevent the Senator giv- 
ing the amendment his hearty and complete support. 

Mr. TELLER. I was about to say that I should vote for theamend- 
ment even with these objectionable words in it, but I should prefer 
not to put them in, because I think the words in a statute of this kind 
are not good. Still, rather than see this appropriation fail, which, as I 
said before, I think is a proper step, aright step, and a righteous step, 
I should vote for it as it is; but if the committee would strike those 
words out and leave it “ the dependent women and children of Utah 
and Idaho Territories,” and leaveit to the discretion of this charitable 
institution, I do not believe there would be any trouble aboutit. I 
should be very happy myself to see this amendment adopted, for I be- 
lieve with the Senator from Maine that this is the true method of pro- 
ceeding, and one which is in accordance with our ideas of justice and 
right. 

heso people, many of them, have formed these connections under 
circumstances that are quite different from what we usually under- 
stand such connections to be formed, and some of them that we do not 
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appreciate and that make them almost, if not entirely, excusable so 
far as they are concerned, for they are who have been brought 
up to believe that it is a religious duty, and we know very well that 
people can believe the most absurd things in the world, that men have 
gone willingly and committed murder, supposing they were doing a 
very meritorious act in the interest of religion; and so we can not ac- 
count for the religions fanaticism of any people. 

I should be very glad to see this amendment adopted, but I should 
also be very glad to see the words stricken out which I have suggested. 

Mr. CALL. I voted for this appropriation, not only as a member or 
the Committee on Education and Labor when it was first considered, 
but also as a member of the Committee on Appropriations and of the 
Senate. I objected to and would now object to and vote against the 
legislation of this body persecuting these people because they had cer- 
tain religious views or views on the subject of religion which were op- 
posed to my own and to those of our people generally. I consider that 
in all that legislation we not only violated the Constitution, but we 
violated all the principles of civil liberty upon which our institutions 
are founded. I have never changed that opinion. I think we went 
back eighteen hundred years in the popes of the world to the days 
of barbarism, to use the courts, the civil power of the State, to com- 
pel by force a change in the opinions of men upon the subject of faith 
or of their religion. ż 

The Constitution says we shall take no action whatever, exercise no 
power of Government respecting the establishment of religion, and yet 
the language of this bill is plain and direct, offering inducements to 
leave the Mormon Church. We have forgotten even that we have no 
power to legislate upon the subject of a man’s belief on the subject of 
religion, whether it be true or untrue, and so in all this legislation in 
which we have prepared a prejudiced jury, in which we have prepared 
a prejudiced judge, and selected him for the purpose of trying men of 
_ diferent opinions on the subject of religion from himself, we have vio- 

lated not only the principles of the Constitution, but we have violated’ 
all the institutions upon which our present civilization is founded, and 
we only need to goa few steps further to introduce the power of the 
State to punish in direct terms a man for being a Methodist or a Cath- 
olic or a Presbyterian, or for holding some different form of faith from 
that which the dominant party in the State may profess. 

But, Mr. President, I approve the principle of the legislation in this 
appropriation. If the Mormonsare to be converted, or any other set of 
people, it is to be in accordance with the divine religion of Christ, by 

ive methods, and not by the exercise of power. The legislation 
of this body has done more to perpetuate polygamy and establish it by 
making martyrs of them than any and all other causes and instrumen- 
talities that could have been brought together. 

We live in an age in which the principles of Christian tolerance, the 
teachings of Christ that the sword is not the power to create opinion, 
to produce conviction, but it is argument, it is the preaching of the 
divine word, it is the missionary, and not the power of the sword and 
the power of the civil law. The law by which these courts are estab- 
lished and vested with unusual powers can not be distinguished from 
the exercise of the power of the state in creating the Spanish Inquisi- 
tion as an arm of civil power to compel observance of a particular faith. 
The two are precisely the same, and no argument can distinguish be- 
tween the legislation of Congress in respect to the Mormons and the 
exercise of the civil power of the state in the shape of the Inquisition 
to suppress another religion or faith, either by delegating it to an eccle- 
siastical body or exercising it directly. 

The constructions of law under which these people have been tried 
and punished, if correctly reported, are a lasting shame and disgrace to 
our country and to the administration of the law, and to ourselves for 
permitting it to continue. I have seen it stated by persons said to be 
reputable in characterand truthful that men and women have been con- 
victed and sentenced for unlawful cohabition upon proof alone that they 
had contributed to the support of the families, the women and children 
toward whom they had at some former period of time sustained the po- 
lygamous relation, and thatin othercases women had been sentenced and 
imprisoned because they thought it properto refuse to disclose the name 
of the man towards whom they had sustained these relations. 

But this legislation providing a home for the people who may be con- 
vinced that they are p a wrong method of life and a criminal 
one, ofproviding a home for the women and children who may be left 
destitute in consequence of a change of life, met the approval of my 
judgment. It was in the line of persuasion, in the line of the only 

ible successful policy, of the policy convincing the moral sentiment 
which the Almighty has provided as the means of reformation for all 
men everywhere. Itcan not be that you can change opinion, thought, 
by power, by oppression, by persecution, by the sword, by compelling 
men to believe. This is the method of the stake, the iron boot, the 
fearful implements of the cruelty and crime of the Dark Ages, and 
these we adopted in place of the gentle persuasion of the divine Christ. 

Mr. President, if the statements of the Senator from Maine are true, 
it is the severest arraignment of this body that could possibly be made. 
Can it be that the Senate of the United States and the House of Rep- 
resentatives have sat here and allowed such a condition of things to 
exist as the instances described by him represent? Is it true that peo- 
ple convinced of the error of their lives and subjected to extreme cruelty 


have been compelled to remain in that condition for the want of even 
the ordinary necessaries of life? Isit true that children of twelve years 
of age are compelled to enter into polygamous and unlawful marriages 
and the Senate and the Senators from Maine and Vermont have quietly 
remained here providing no legislation but these denunciations of the 
Mormon people? If these statements be true, the evidence should be 
obtained and prompt legislation provided by which that evil should not 
exist a day longer—the evil of a people honestly desiring to conform to 
the laws and yet unable to do it because the laws have provided no 
efficient methods for their protection and their subsistence. 

I am not ready to believe these statements. Ido not believe that 
polygamy, however wrongful it is of necessity andin itself, destroys the 
natural love and affection which the Divine Being has implanted in 
the human heart, that charity can not exist where it prevails. We 
derive our religion from a polygamous le. Ihave been taught to 
reverence the Scriptures of the Old and New Testament as a divine 
revelation and the characters they present as the highest types of hu- 
imanity. And while we believe with the confidence of knowledge that 
our Christianity is the true and higher civilization and the only true 
religion, it is not necessary that we should halt and denounce those who 
differ from us in faith and practice. Idonot believe thateither amongst 
the Mormons or any other people surrounded by the influences of mod- 
ern civilization such cruelties would be permitted. 

There are two sides to these statements; the Mormons deny them, 
their representative denies them in a speech delivered in the House of 
Representatives. Travelers and men of high standing bothin ourown 
and foreign countries profess to have examined carefully into this sub- 
ject and describe these people as a mild and truthful, industrious and 
virtuous people, comparing very favorably in many respects with the 
people of other countries save only in the permission for polygamous 
life and representing that to be limited in practice. Idonot know any- 
thing as to the truth of these statements either on the one side or the 
other, but I am not willing to bear false witness against any one or to 
condemn without full and fair evidence on both sides. 

I have never seen a Mormon except those who have been here before 
the two Houses of Congress, and it is only just to say that these had 
the appearance and manner of intelligent, educated, and kindly men. 
I have never known but one of their faith, and his family life in this 
community was in all respects like our own, and JA CIOARA pe 
sonal characteristics such as gave him respectful consideration re- 
gard of excellent persons of ourown Christian faith who are themselves 
of unblemished life and reputation. Iam not willing, therefore, that 
my vote for this appropriation shall be placed upon the ground that 
these people are destitute of all the moral virtues and all the kindly 
sympathies of humanity. 

I do not believe it. I vote for this appropriation because I wish to 
provide every possible agency to give full and free influence to the per- 
suasive power of the divine teachings of Christ and furnish the oppor- 
tunity to all who wish to leave the polygamous life to do. so, basing the 
law to be enforced against the practice of polygamy amongst them as 
amongst other people in the spirit of fairness and justice, in gentle- 
ness-and in mercy, and not with the cruelty and violence of either the 
religious or the political bigot. I have more faith in the persuasive 
power of the gospel of Christ and the Christian ministry than in all 
the terms of the law, even when enforced with the thumb-screw and 
the stake, the dagger of St. Bartholomew’s massacre and Coligni’s as- 
sassin, or all the thousand cruelties which stain the pages of history, 
and which we are beginning to repeat. 

Mr. President, we had better enact some legislation in this direction. 
We had better ascertain the facts. I am in favor of an appropriation, 
however large it may be, to provide a home and subsistence and em- 
ployment for any of these people who may be convinced that their 
methods of life are improper and unlawful. Opposed as I am to per- 
secution and disgraceful persecution, if I had the power I would remove 
the judges and the civil officers who have been guilty of crime them- 
selves, if the statements I have read be true, of a distortion of the law by 
the severity of their punishment of these people. I read an instance in 
the memorial presented in aid of this very bill of a woman and a child, 
a woman of eighteen years of I think, with an infant of three 
months, confined in the jail, and that infant dying of measles, because 
she would not reveal the name of the man with whom she had been 
led into this improper relation, suffering and dying, the memorial states, 
and there was no charity, no kindness from the judge or the marshal 
or any one towards this poor young mother confined there like a com- 
mon felon, a disgrace to civilization and a disgrace to humanity and 
to those who have the power to correct it. 

But, Mr. President, the question here is whether the public money 
shall be placed in private hands with no responsibility except by a bond 
for carrying out these purposes. In the English law it was found nec- 
essary to provide a system of visitation even of private foundations of 
charity. It was found that the abuses which followed these institu- 
tions in private hands were so great as to pervert and defeat the pur- 
poses of the founder until a power of visitation was exercised by the 
courts and prescribed by the statutes. 

Why, then, should we depart from that course and vest the power of 
disbursement of this money in the hands of these individuals without 
any authority on the part of the Treasury officials to supervise or di- 
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rect it? It seems to me that the answer is clear to those who sincerely 
desire the conversion of these people, who desire to furnish protection 
to those who wish to leave, who recognize the power of the Christian 
religion (which the legislation upon this subject denies) to convert and 
persuade thosé people who believe in Christ and Christ’s religion and 
not in the persecutions which this body and the other House have es- 
tablished against these people. Those who believe as I do in Christ’s 
commission ** Go ye into all nations and preach the Gospel,” and who 
desire the success of this charity and to protect these people when the 
power of the Christian faith may convert them, as it willconvert them, 
would have the Government retain its control over the expenditure 
of this money. 

if you choose to give this building or the use of it to this charitable 
organization, Ishall have no objection, and should support a provision 
of that kind, provided they exercise that charity in the spirit of love 
and not of denunciation, not of hatred and bitter reproach; provided 
they remember that the evil of which they complain is not now for the 
first time known to the civilization of the world, that the Christian re- 
ligion has been fighting it successfully for eighteen hundred years, not 
with the sword and the stake, but with the teachings of Christ, and 
that the religion of Christ alone has reclaimed hundreds of millions 
of people from the practice of the greater part of the world who have 
lived in polygamy and with whom it has been an institution—England 
and those who derive their civilization from her. 

Mr. President, there has been too much of political persecution in 
this matter and too little of Christian faith and Christian practice. Let. 
the Government appropriate its money, let it build this house, let it 
make ample provision for all who shall be convinced that the Christian 
system is the true one, and make it ample for the industrial education 
and subsistence of these people for a reasonable time, that this experi- 
ment may be promptly tried, but let it be done by the Government and 

„under the supervision of bonded officers of the Government, and then, 
if we choose, give the management of this charity to these people whose 
purposes, I have no reason to doubt, are correct, and those of philan- 
thropy and of good to mankind; butlet it be required to be done in the 
spirit and according to the precepts of the religion of Christ. 

Mr. BLAIR. Mr. President, I much fear that if for any reason, 
good or bad it may be in itself, the Senate shonld yield the point which 
their conferees hold to in the pending report, the assured and prolonged 
delay that will result in the completion of this building, whether upon 
the present plans or upon such new plans as the public architect may 
see lit to devise, will result in great advantage to Mormonism, and the 
American people wiil think this whole movement to be merely a device 
to accomplish that delay in the interest of the Mormon Church. I 
think it unnecessary that Congress should place itself at this time in a 
position which would be open to that misconstruction. 

The scheme now being wrought out was adopted with great deliber- 
ation and consideration. This association, charitable to be sure, but 
under the control of as discreet men and women as any in the country, 
has been intrusted with the construction of this building. Plans have 
been made and the process of construction has been entered upon. 
Money has been expended upon these plans and upon the foundation— 
how many thousands of dollars I do not know, but.some portion of the 
public money has been expended in the execution of the legislation of 
previous years. 

There does not appear to be any reason why this building should be 
devised by the public architect, aud the money expended under his 
supervision, which did not exist originally. We are but revising the 
action of a Congress as intelligent as our own, I takeit, with the scheme 

tially perfected, well-nigh approaching completion, after having been 
poke delayed by reprehensible opposition from the Territory of Utah, 
stimulated by Mormanism, but, as I believe, carried out very largely 
by the Government officials themselves; and there are many facts which 
will come to light if the discussion of this matter is prolonged, which 
will, perhaps, need explanation in the direction of what I suggest. 

It seems to me that if we now arrest the progress of what we have 
entered upon it will come to be understood as done, and will be in fact 
something done, in the interest of Mormonism. It is what the Mor- 
mons want done at all events, and it is the only way in which they 
can delay the active and efficient operation of this all-essential means 
of extirpating their erroneous belief and their still worse practices in 
this country. 

The honorable Senator from Vermont [Mr. EDMUNDS] for years has 
labored until we haye upon the statute-book as efficient legislation op- 
erating by force upon the institution of Mormonism as we can possibly 
devise. At least I assume that if anything more efficient could be 
devised the Senator from Vermont would have had it brought to the 
attention of Congress. But in addition to that measure, supplement- 
ing it and indispensable in operation with it, the moral means, thein- 

tellectual processes which are absolutely indispensable for the extirpa- 
tion of the powerful and injurious establishment of Mormonism, we 
find embodied in the institution which is now being considered by the 
Senate. Shall we arrest the prosecution of this institution and the 
benefits to be derived from it? 

The Senator from Maine has given us some account of the earlier 
steps connected with the establishment of this institution. From the 
first time that I ever saw that great woman, Mrs. Newman, and list- 


ened to her exposition of the nature of the problem of Mormonism 
and of the institution which these women had devised and its relation 
to the problem and its eradication, it seemed to me that it was after all 
the great means which we must rely upon for success in the end. After 
the appropriate hearing before the committee to which Congress sent 
the resolution a report was made which was placed before the Com- 
mittee on Appropriations. The cause was placed in the hands of the 
Senator from Vermont and the Senator from Maine, and since then un- 
der their care and direction it has proceeded thus far on its beneficent 
mission. 

_ I entreat the Senate not to abandon this movement at the present 
time, not to consent to the proposition of the House, which, however 
plausible it may be on the surface, is, as I think, a direct measure of 
the Mormon Church to defeat the good that is to be accomplished by 
the destruction of Mormonism through the beneficent and efficient op- 
eration of this institution. 

It is worth while for the Senate to adhere to its amendment, if need 
be, till the commencement of another session of Congress. Itis better 
to lose the deficiency bill than to lose the appropriation for this insti- 
tution. I hope that the Senate will adhere, and I hope that it will 
make such modifications as will be satisfactory to the Senator from 
Colorado, such as will enlarge, if need be, the scope of the operations 
of the institution, making whatsoever amendments in that direction 
anybody may see fit to suggest, but still adhering to the present plan 
o e construction of the building in order that it may be soon com- 
pleted. 

We know when Congress sets out to do anything in the way of pub- 
lic architecture the interminable delays which occur in every instance, 
the changes of plans, the insufficiency of appropriations, the additional 
appropriations, the controversies and frauds and difficulties of every 
description that arise. I believe it would be impossible to erect by 
public architecture a sanctuary in the city of Washington without there 
being some public scandal connected with it. When will the Library 
building be done? Is there any certainty that this building, if under- 
taken by the public architect and under public supervision, will be 
completed before the Library building will be done? 

There is some necessity for the use of this building greater than the 
necessity for a building for the storage of our books. These destitute 
women Aeeing as to a city of refuge to this institution need that it 
should be at once enlarged for their accommodation. Polygamy, I be- 
lieve, is in no such danger from any other source as it is from the effi- 
cient operation of the institution that is now asking a slight additional 
appropriation. 

Ido not desire to consume the time of the Senate, but I feel earnestly 
upon this subject. I know that there are millions of the women of 
this country and of the men of this country who understand this whole 
problem and the relation of what we are now considering to its solu- 
tion, who will feel more deeply any thrust at its progress by Congress 
than almost any other ill thing that we could do. 

Mr. CALL. I ask the Senator from New Hampshire and the Sen- 
ator from Maine to explain why it is and how it is that the disburse- 
ment of this money by this particular association is so important and 
so necessary to the objects of charity. 

Mr. BLAIR. Because it would take some time; it might take five 
years’ more time to complete the building by arresting the present 
plans and the work that is being done and turning it over to the pub- 
lie architect, who may have friends who want him to give them some- 
thing todo. Who knows anything about the motive that may be at 
the bottom of this nonsensical proposal to make the change now, when 
we have got half through with our plan of action? What occasion is 
there for it? Is this business in the hands of people who are after 
money? Is there any fraud among these women and these benevolent 
gentlemen who are devoting their time without pay to the accom- 
plishment of this great purpose? Is there a suspicion of it? There 
was time earlier to have suspected it. Are there any developments or 
any accusations or charges or suspicions which induce the suggestion 
of this change of plan of operations at this time? ‘There can be no 
earthly cause for it except the delay desired by the Mormon Church 
and in the interest of the Mormon Church, sagan in the hope that 
future complications may arise and the whole institution be frittered 
away and this great effort, born of the purposes of the angels of heaven, 
may be defeated in furtherance of the purposes of these devils from 
hell. Ido not see any use in it. 

Mr. CALL. Mr. President—— 

Mr. PADDOCK. Before the Senator commences, I should like to 
ask him a question. Has it not been quite usual here in the District 
of Columbia to make appropria ons to make grants or subventions, to 
organize private charitable associations, which have been expended by 
the officers of these associations without intervention on the part of the 
Government, and why is it that my friend in this case desires to make 
an exception? 

Mr. CALL. I do not think that it ever has been the policy of the 
Government to appropriate large sums of money and put them in the 
hands of individuals for the purpose of erecting buildings for charity. 
There have been a few exceptions; but it is not the policy of the Gov- 
ernment to put the public money in the hands of private and irrespon- 
sible persons to execute any great public work, 
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Mr. PADDOCK. These are not private persons. This is an incor- 
porated association similar to those to which subventions have been 
made in the District of Columbia. The cases are exactly parallel. 

Mr. HALE. I can furnish the Senate with forty instances where 
the Government has appropriated moneys to institutions organized and 
incorporated like this for benevolent and philanthropic purposes, to 
maintain them, to keep up their establishments, to repair buildings, 
and to erect their buildings for them. That has been done repeatedly. 
Before the discussion closes, and before this subject is ended, if any 
Senator requires it, I will see that the instances are produced. 

Mr. CALL. I agree that that has been done; and I have voted for 
some instances of repairs and for the maintenance of charities. We 
give an annual appropriation to the Providence Hospital for taking so 
many patients and taking care of them, and there are various other 
institutions in the District of Columbia where that is done. But still 
I insist it is not the custom nor is it a good practice. When it can be 
avoided the Government should not establish a public work by putting 
a large sum of money in the hands of a private corporation. It is not 
the method in which the Government is usually administered. 

I wish to ask the Senator from New Hampshire why is there a ne- 
cessity for any change of plans? The money is disbursed from the 
Treasury Department. Why can not the same plans goon? Why can 
not the work progress withouta moment’sdelay? Because you change 
the hands through which the money is disbursed, that has no connec- 
tion with changing the plans. 

Mr. BLAIR. Iwas led to make that suggestion because I have been 
informed that this change is desired to be made in order that the pub- 
lic architect may make a new plan, and that this business may be 
done by friends of other parties, and not by this institution. I do not 
care to be more specific unless forced to be. 

Mr. CALL. I do not know anything about that. I know but one 
Mormon, I believe, out of the whole number. 

Mr. BLAIR. I did not say anything about the Mormons. 

Mr. CALL. Ido not know what they desire or what they do not 
desire, but I wish to suggest that every proposition must have some 
reasonable conclusion to it; it must relate in some kind or degree to 
the subject under discussion. If it be true that the transfer of the dis- 
bursement of the fund for the construction of this building to the 
proper officers of the Treasury Department will have the effect of post- 
poning this reliefand this protection of the converted Mormons who de- 
sire to abandon their method of life, why not modify the provision so 
as to make some of it applicable to the lease and renting of houses in 
the present before the construction of this building, so as to afford the 
relief without interruption and without delay? 

This building may be constructed according to the plans of this cor- 
poration by law, if you see fit to do so, and yet the money may be dis- 
bursed by the proper officers of the Government. I submit that there 
is nothing in the advancement of this work or its continuance in the 
highest state of efficiency that is in any manner whatever connected 
with the fact whether the money shall be disbursed by the officers of 
the Government or by private individuals. There is no connection be- 
tween those propositions. 

Mr. HALE. I have here a very late instance of partially completed 
legislation, precisely in the direction which the Senator from Florida 
declares Congress has not hitherto gone. I ask the Secretary to read 
what has just come to the Senate from the House of Representatives, 
a bill making an appropriation for the Girls’ Reform School of the Dis- 
trict of Columbia. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Secretary will read as requested. 

The Secretary read as follows: 


A bill (H.R. 10873) making an appropriation for the Girls’ Reform School of 
the District of Columbia, 


Be it enacted, etc., That the sum of $30,000 be, and the same is hereby, appro- 

riated, out of any money in the Treasury not otherwise appropriated, for the 

nefit of the Girls’ Reform School of the District of Columbia, a corporation 
incorporated by act of Congress of July 9, 1888. 

SEC, 2. That the sum herein appropriated, or so much thereof as may be nec- 
essary, shall be used for the purchase of a site and purchase or erection of a 
suitable building for the Girls’ Reform School of the District of Columbia. 

Mr. HALE. It would not be possible to furnish an instance more 
completely in point than this, of a bill just passed by the House of Rep- 
resentatives, a body that objects to the proposition of the Senate upon 
the bill we have been discussing, and which has just passed a bill for 
an incorporation like this, for a benevolent purpose like this, appropri- 
ating a large sum of money for the specific purpose of buying a lot and 
erecting a building. 

Mr. DAWES.. The bill has been referred to the Committee on Ap- 
propriations. 

Mr. HALE. This proposed act was this morning taken from the 
desk and referred to the Committee on Appropriations. 

; ‘There is not any doubt that Congress has done this repeatedly. It 
never has done it in an instance where there was so much need and 
cause for action as the present condition in Utah discloses, 

Let me say a word on this proposition that the House of Represent- 
atives urges to defeat this provision. Without in any way claiming to 
know what the motives of the conferees are, or laying any imputation 
upon them in the least, I may say that there can be but one object in 
diverting the appropriation of money from this association that has 
already embarked in the work which Congress has committed to it in 


the construction of this building, and that purpose is delay. It isnot 
claimed that there is any reason why Congress should interpose. Itis 
not claimed that there is any scandal by this association in the expend- 
iture of the money already appropriated. It is not claimed that it is 
squandering the money. It is not claimed that every stroke of work 
done under it is not being done in good fashion, and that out of it an 
economical and suitable building for the purpose is not to be erected. 
No word of complaint of that sort has been uttered anywhere. Outof 
the clear sky, because it is not dared or ventured to oppose this appro- 
priation in terms, in order to kill it comes this proposition which has 
nothing in it but delay. I want the Senate to understand that. 

Mr. CALL. As far as I am concerned I have no particular objection 
to the provision passing in the shape in which the Senator from Maine 
desires it, but I wish to state that I did not say there was no precedent 
for such an appropriation of money. I say itis not the custom of the 
Government. I say it is not a good, wise public policy. It has been 
done in the District of Columbia, which is under the immediate super- 
vision of Congress. There is some difference between this District and 
a remote Territory, which has a Territorial government and an auton- 
omy of its own, even though it be subject to the supervising authority 
of Congress. But be it a precedent or not, except in the case of an es- 
tablished charity it is a bad precedent to appropriate a sum of money 
and put it in the hands of private individuals for the construction of 
buildings foracharity. The plan should be prescribed by the Govern- 
ment. 

Mr. SAULSBURY. In whom is the title? 

Mr. CALL, The title, I understand, is in this corporation; but it 
is proposed to place the title in the Government if so desired. Be 
that as it may, it is surely not a wise public policy, without limita- 
tions and conditions, to put a large sum of money in the hands of any 
number of persons or any corporation, however meritorious they may be. 

The point in this matter is that the advancement of this work, this 
charity, the rescuing and protection of these people, the continuance 
of the charitable purposes of this corporation in its highest possible ef- 
ficiency, granting all that is said for it, has nothing whatever to do 
with the disbursement of the money. The mere hands through which 
this money shall pass are immaterial to the purposes of the charity. If 
the building is constructed, and constructed with proper speed and dil- 
igence, and in a proper style and with proper conveniences, that is what 
the charity demands. It is not required that the money shall be dis- 
bursed by A or B or any one else. The singular part of it is that it is 
so insisted, not for the efficiency of the charity, but for the disburse- 
ment of the money by particular individuals, and the proposition man- 
ifestly has no connection whatever with the purposes of thecharity. I 
myself am in favor of the charity, and I have no great objection to the 
provision passing in this shape. 

Mr. PADDOCK. Will the Senator allow me a single word? 

Mr. CALL. Certainly. 

Mr. PADDOCK. There has not been a single dollar of the funds 
that have been used for this charity expended by the association. 
Every dollar of the money appropriated has been received, controlled, 
and paid out by the board ef audit and control, specially designated 
by law to orm this duty, which is composed of the governor, the 
judges of the supreme court, and, I think, the marshal and district at- 
torney of the Territory of Utah, all officials appointed by the Federal 
power and its representatives in Utah in respect to such duties as may 
be imposed upon them. Moreover, it is proposed by this amendment, 
this proposition, that the Utah Commission, which is within its juris- 
diction as defined and fixed by law the accredited agency of the Fed- 
eral Government there, shall hereafter have entire supervision of all 
contracts and all disbursements for and on behalf of this charity, in re- 
spect not only to the construction of the building for the use of the as- 
sociation in furtherance of the objects for which it was organized, but 
also as to whatever may be done afterwards in the conduct and the op- 
erations of the same. Certainly very few, if any, of the appropriations 
of a similar character in this district to which reference has been made 
have been more carefully guarded as to their expenditure, 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on concurring in the 
report of the committee of conference. 

The report was concurred in. 

Mr. HALE. I move that the Senate insist upon its amendments 
which have not been disposed of by the conference report. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Maine moves that 
the Senate insist upon its remaining amendments disagreed to by the 
House of Representatives. 

The motion was to. 

Mr. CALL. I desire to ask the Senator from Maine a question. I 
understood the conference report to retain for further conference the 
provision for the widow of Lafayette Dancy ? 

Mr. HALE. That is one of the items still in conference. 

MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 

A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. CLARK, its 
Clerk, announced that the House had agreed to the report of the com- 
mittee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses on the 
amendments of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 3300) to amend an act to 
enable the city of Denver to purchase certain land for cemetery pur- 
poses, 
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The message also announced that the House had agreed to the re- 
ports of the committeesof conferenceon the amendments of the House 
of Representatives to the following bill and joint resolution: 

A bill (S. 3234) to abolish circuit-court powers d certain district 
courts of the United States, and for other purposes; 

Joint resolution (S. R. 110) in aid of the pay aey Hag yellow fever. 

The message further announced that the House had passed the bill 
(5. 3559) to amend section 2304 of the Revised Statutes of the United 
States to allow persons who have abandoned or relinquished their home- 
stead entries to make another entry, with an amendment; in which the 
concurrence of the Senate was requested. 

‘The message also announced that the House had passed the bill (H. 
R. 9874) for the relief of administrator of Alfred Alcorn; in which the 
concurrence of the Senate was requested. 

YELLOW-FEVER SUFFERERS. - 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I ask the Chair to lay before the Senate the mes- 
sage of the House of Representatives on Senate joint resolution 110. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate the following 
resolution of the House of Representatives; which was read: 

In THE HOUSE oF REPRESENTATIVES, October 2, 1888. 
Resolved, That the House concur in the ning aeann eae pee wae 
on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses on the amendments of the House of 
eescosan een: to. she Soles resolution (S, R. 119) in aid of the sufferers from 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I submit from the Senate conferees the report. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The report will be read. 

The Secretary read as Sere. 


‘The committee of votes of the two Houses on 


do recommend to 


tend to of the sig torre of yellow feyer now amidan T TEA 
United States, or its spread from State to 
And the Senate agree to the same, 


THOS. RYAN, 
Managers on the part of the House. 
Mr. EDMUNDS. It is proper to explain that the representatives of 
the other House in this conference insisted that the House could not 
and would not agree to the use of the phrase adopted in the Senate res- 
olution in direct aid of thesufferers from yellow fever, upon the ground, 
as they supposed and understood, that it was beyond the constitutional 
authority of Congress to do a thing of that kind, particularly as illus- 
trated and illuminated and set forth in a message of the President of 
the United States to the last Congress, sending back without his ap- 
proval a resolution providing for the distribution of seeds in a certain 
part of the State of Texas which had been suffering from a drought. In 
order to accommodate the solicitudes of the House of Representatives 
upon that subject, the conferees agreed to a paraphrase which means 
precisely the same thing, if the President of the United States possesses 
the discretion that we all impute to him. So we think we have accom- 
plished the end without wounding the constitutional sensibilities of 
anybody. 
T The report was concurred in. 
CIRCUIT COURT POWERS. 


Mr. EDMUNDS. Pn Ako Chair t0 TaT Sokeo e agen p Gio mar 
sage from the House of Representatives concerning Senate bill No. 3234. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate the following 
resolution from the House of Representatives; which was read: 

In THE HOUSE oF REPRESENTATIVES, October 2, 1838. 

Resolved, That the House concur in peapa o eame a larg nape 
on the disagreeing votes otes of the two Houses on the amendments of the House of 
Representatives to the bill (S. 3234) to abolish circuit-court powers of certain 
PES courts of the United States, and for other purposes. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I submit the report on that bill. 
The Secretary read the report, as follows: 


on the 
reuit-court powers of certain district courts of the United 
urposes, having met, after full and free conference have 
agreed to recommend and do recommend to their respective Houses as fol- 


lows: 
‘That the Senate recede from its disagreement to the amendmentof the House 
tatives, and to the same amended to read as follows : 


ui districts are now constituted by i FE terms P said circuit courts, re- 


cts, 
Court shall be held aiso at Helena, in the eastern 
Sie CASA MIDAS ees district court is now required by law to be held: and also at 
district court is now provided 


eye! 
PW eper Eoas said cireuit courts, ively, shall have and exercise, within 
their respective districts, the paimen feel and appellate jurisdiction as is or 
may be conferred by law upon the other circuit courte of the United States, 


And all suits, causes, and proceedings now pending in the said several 
ive district — and also in the district court of district of West Vi 4 
peer pnag in the district court of the eastern district of 


ively, and shall be proceeded with rdingly. 
acco! 

. 8. That there shall be ted for ench of said ciroult courts in this act 
mentioned, by the circuit court judge of the circuit in which said districts are 
poe apt y embraced, a clerk, who shall take the oath and give the bond re- 

by law for clerks of circuit courts, who shall discharge all the duties and 
be entitled to all the fees and emoluments ene by general law. And the 
marshals of the United States in and Key said respective districts shall act as 
marshals of said circuit baie and the district attorneys of the United States 
in and for said ——— ricts shall discharge the duties of district attorneys 
in said circuit co Hereafter all appointments of clerks of circuit courts of 
the United States shall be made by the'cronis | of the respective circuits 
in which such circuit courts are or may pea ire peen mpi pae anit all pro- 
visions of law inconsistent herewith are hereby repealed. 
“SEC. 4. That said circuit courts, respectively, shall have epee to make such 
Tan AAA, mores vie ting d renege f oot this 
cases, reco: an pers as orce 
act should belo to the said circuit courts. ™ z 
“Sec.5. That the provisions of the act entitled ‘An act to amend sections 533, 
TU RA ROE Bie SETOR DO Statutes of the United States, relating to courts 
in Arkansas and other States,’ approved January 31, 1877, conferring upon the 
district courts named therein circuit-court powers, and section 571 of the Re- 
Statu! U: by said last-mentioned act, and 
all provisions of law inconsistent with any of the provisions of this act, be, and 
the same are hereby, repealed. 
“Sec. 6. That hereafter in all cases of conviction of crime the ishment of 
is death, tried before any court of the United States, the 
dent shall, upon the application 
of the respondent, be re-examined, reve , or affirmed by the Supreme Court 


ofthe United States upon a writ of error, under such rules and tions as 
said court may be. Every such writ of error shall be all: aac exe 
and without the requirement of any security for the tion of the sam 


prosecution 
or for costs. Upon the allowance of every such writ of error it shall be the mae 
of the clerk of the court to which the writ of error shall be directed to forth- 
with transmit to the clerk of the Su Devens Doki of tise United Biain soseta 
transcript of the record in AAA and it pay ape pires the clerk of the 
on nse Apr paler a eg oar ny its b Latino we of y of proceedings 
su error a 

upon nar! ba cca Be of ich pif gnc dey Any each writ 

may be filed and docke' in said Supreme Court at any time lily see Teld 
prior to the term named in the citation as well asat the term so named; andall 
such writs of error shall be advanced Babe vera on motion of either 
party. er ee re affirmed the 
shall be remanded to the 


such time not exceeding sixty days next after the expiration of the 
court at which the trial shall have been had as the court may for cause allow 
by order entered of record. 

“Seo. 7. FSS Oe ahal take efek eal pa In Toros from. and fice the 106 Gay of, 
November, A. D. 1888.” 

And that the title of said bill be amended to road as follows : 

“An act to abolish cirenit-court powers oi of certain district courts of the United 
States, and to provide for writs of error in capital cases, and for other pur- 


An shes the Howse naves $0 Gee anA 


. Managers on dae part of the House, 

The report was concurred in. 

HOMESTEAD ENTRIES. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate theamendment 
of the House of Representatives to the bill (S. 3559) to amend section 
2304 of the Revised Statutes of the United States to allow persons who 
haveabandoned or relinquished their homestead entries tomake another 
entry; which was read. 

On motion of Mr. DOLPH, it was 

Resolved, That the Senate disagree amendments of 
Representatives. and ask a a a R ee on the Feet Mouss of 
of the two Houses thereon. 

By unanimous consent, it was 

Ordered, That the conferees on the part of the Senate be appointed by the 
President pro tempore. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore appointed Mr. DOLPH, Mr. PADDOCK, 
and Mr. BERRY. 

HOUSE BILL REFERRED. 

The bill (H. R. 9874) for the relief of administrator of Alfred Al- 
corn was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on 
Claims. 

LANDS IN DENVER. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair lays before the Senate a 
message from the House of Representatives. 

The Secretary read as follows: 

In THE HOUSE OF EATA October 2,1888. 

Ecsowed, That the House concur in the report of the committee of conference 
on the disagreei votes of the two Houses on the amendments of the Senate to 
the bill (H. R.3300) to amend an act to enable the city of Denver to purchase 
certain land for cemetery purposes. 

Mr. TELLER submitted the following report: 


The committee of conference o: maT ee > votes of the two Houses on 
the amendments of the Senate to the bill ( 3300) to amend an act to enable 


the city of Denver to certain land for cemetery purposes, having met 
after free conference have agreed o recommend do recommen: 
to ve Houses as follows 


their 
That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendments of the Sen- 
ate numbered 1 and 3, and agree to the same. 


. 
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That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the Senate 
numbered 2, and agree to the same with amendments as follows: 
In line 9 of said amendment strike out the word “any” and insert in lieu 
thereof the words "the next nearest.” 
line 25 of said amendment, after the word ‘‘respects,”’ insert as follows: 


the rights ef any settlers claiming under any of the general land laws 
nited States, who may be in possession at the date of the passage of this 


‘And the Senate agree to the same, 
H. M. nA 
F. M. COOKRE: 


Managers on the part of the Senate, 
L. E. PAYSON, 
J. McKENNA, 
Managers on the part of the House, 


“ savin 
of the 


‘The report was concurred in. 

EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATION. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate a communica- 
tion from the Secretary of the Interior, transmitting, in answer to a 
resolution of August 17, 1888, a report of the amount of lands of the 
Puyallup Indian reservation, in Washington Territory, that havenever 
been patented to any of the families or individuals of the Puyallup In- 
dians; which, with the accompanying papers, was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Indian Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

ANDREW J. SMITH. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I move that the Senate proceed to the considera- 
tion of executive business. 

Mr. HAMPTON. I ask the Senator from Ohio to withhold that 
motion for a moment while I make a report from the Committee on 
Military Affairs. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Certainly. 

Mr. HAMPTON, from the Committee on Military Affairs, to whom 
was referred the bill (H. R. 2579) authorizing the President to appoint 
and retire Andrew J. Smith, late colonel of the Seventh United States 
Cavalry and a major-general of volunteers, reported it without amend- 


ment. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill will be placed on the Cal- 
endar. 

Mr. CULLOM. I ask the Senator from Ohio to withhold his motion 
for a moment until I can get the bill just reported put on its passage. 


I think there will be no objection to it. 
Mr. SHERMAN. If it does not require debate I will withhold my 


motion. 

The PRESIDENT tempore. TheSenator from Illinois asks unan- 
imous consent that bill just read may be taken up for considera- 
tion. It will be read at length, subject to objection. 


The bill was read. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Is there objection to the present con- 
sideration of this bill? 

Mr. BERRY. I object. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill will be placed on the Cal- 


endar. 

The Senator from Ohio now moves that the Senate proceed to the 
consideration of executive business. 

Before submitting that motion the Chair lays before the Senate the 
unfinished business the title of which will be read. 

The SECRETARY. A bill (H. R. 9151) to forfeit certain lands granted 
to the Northern Pacifie Railroad Company, and for other purposes. 

EXECUTIVE SESSION. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Ohio moves that 
the Senate proceed to the consideration of executive business. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate proceeded to the consid- 
eration of executive business. After seven minutes spent in executive 
session the doors were reopened. 

CHINESE IMMIGRATION. 

a of Nevada, submitted the following resolution; which 

was : 


Resolved, in view of the fact that the presence of Chinese laborers on the 
North American continent is incompatible with the welfare of the laborin, 
masses of the white race, and inconsistent with the progress of m civili- 
zation, and in view of the international difficulties and embarrassments likely 
to arise from the entrance or attempted entrance of Chinese laborers from con- 
tiguous countries into the United States in contravention and defiance of our 
laws, the President be uested to negotiate treaties with the Government of 
Her Britannie Majesty and with the Republic of Mexico respectively, which will 
secure the co-ope nof governments in excluding such laborers from 
the North American continent and in provsatiog their entrance into the terri- 
tory of the United States from the territory of either of such governments or of 
dependencies thereof. 

_ The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from Nevada de- 
sire the present consideration of the resolution ? 


Mr. JONES, of Nevada. I ask thatit be referred to the Committee 
on Foreign Relations. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It will be so referred. 
INVESTIGATION BY FINANCE COMMITTEE. 
Mr. JONES, of Nevada. I am instructed by the Committee to 
Audit and Control the Contingent Expenses of the Senate, to whom 
was referred the resolution of the Senator from Tennessee [Mr. HAR- 


RIS] of September 19, 1888, to report the same with an amendment in 
the nature of a substitute. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. : The original resolution submitted 
by the Senator from Tennessee [Mr. Harris] will be read. 

The Secretary read as follows: 

Resolved, That the Committee on Finance have authority to employ astenog- 
rapher and such other clerical assistance as may be necessary in connection 
with matters referred to that committee for investigation, such expenses to be 
paid out of the contingent fund of the Senate, 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment reported by the 
Senator from Nevada to the resolution of the Senator from Tennessee 
will now be read. 

The SECRETARY. Itis proposed to strike out all after the word 
“ Resolved,” and insert: ‘ 

That the Committee on Finance have authority, in connection with matters 
referred to that committee for investigation, to summon witnesses, send for per- 
sons and papers, administer oaths, and to employ a stenographer and such 
clerical and other assistance as may be necessary, the expense to be paid outof 
the contingent fund of the Senate on vouchers duly approved, and that said 
committee have leave to print the record and results of such investigations and 
its report and conclusions thereon, 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from Nevada de- 
sire that this resolution be now considered ? 

Mr. JONES, of Nevada. Yes, sir. 

Mr. HOAR. I would suggest to the Senator that the Committee on 
Finance will find it convenient to have the usual addition to that res- 
olution, making any subcommittee of its number a committee of the 
Senate for the purposes therein indicated; otherwise they can not ad- 
minister an oath unless the full committee is present. : 

Mr. SHERMAN. My impression is that that was done soon after 
the organization of the committee, but there is no harm in doing it 


again. 
Mr. HOAR. But this resolution gives this committee power tosend 
for persons and papers, and to administer oaths, and all that. Now, 


that can only be done by the full committee under the resolution asit` 
stands. 


Mr. SHERMAN. I think a resolution to that effect bas already 
been adopted. 

Mr. HOAR. Noton this subject. It is none of my especial busi- 
ness, however. 

Mr. HARRIS. If the Senator from Massachusetts will allow me, 
I will say that the Committee on Finance obtained all the authority 
necessary in respect to such investigations a good while ago, but sub- 
sequent to that time a subject-matter referred by the Senate to the 
committee for investigation has been referred to a subcommittee, the 
matter not haying been before the committee at the time the previous 
authority was given, and the resolution that I offered was simply in- 
tended to cover such n expenses as might be incurred by the 
subcommittee in investigating the matter that was referred to it. That 
por phat seca composed of theSenator from New York [ Mr. Hiscock] 
and myself. 

Mr. HOAR. TheCommittee to Auditand Control the Contingent Ex- 
penses now reports a substitute for the resolution proposed by the Sen- 
ator from Tennessee. 

Mr. HARRIS. I think the suggestion of the Senator from Massa- 
chusetts is a good one, that the authority should extend to the sub- 
committee. 

Mr. HOAR. Yes. - The substitute does not as it stands extend the 
authority to the subcommittee. 

Mr. HARRIS. I think thatisa good suggestion, and I hope the Sen- 
ator from Nevada will adopt it. 

Mr. HOAR. I would suggest to amend the amendment by adding, 
after the words ‘‘the Committee on Finance,” the further words ‘‘or 
any subcommittee of their number.’’ 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Thereport being to amend by strik- 
ing out and inserting, the Senator from Massachusetts moves to amend 
the part proposed to beinserted. The proposed amendment will be read 
by the Secretary. 

The SECRETARY. After the word “Finance” in the amendment 
reported by the committee, it is proposed to insert ‘‘or any subcom- 
mittee of their number;’’ so as to read: 


That the Committee on Finance, or any subcommittee of their number, have 
authority in connection with matters referred to that committee for investiga- 
tion to summon witnesses, ete, 

The amendment to the amendment was agreed to. 
The amendment as amended was agreed to. 
The resolution as amended was agreed to. 


CONDITION OF THE CIVIL SERVICE, 


Mr. JONES, of Nevada. Iam furtherinstructed by the Committee 
to Audit and Control the Contingent Expenses of the Senate, to whom 
was referred the resolution of the Senator from Maine [Mr. HALE] of 
July 26, 1888, to report it to the Senate with an amendment. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The original resolution will be read: 

The Secretary read as follows: 

Resolved, That the Select Committee to Investigate the operations of the Civil 
Service be authorized to continue during the recess of Congress the in 
tions directed by the resolution of this body of March 13, 1888, with all the 
powers and privileges conferred by said resolution, 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment réported from the 
committee will now be read. 
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The SECRETARY. 


At the end of the resolution itis proposed to add: 

And all necessary expenses of such committee shall be paid out of the contin- 
gent fund of the Senate. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The resolution as amended was agreed to. 

Mr. BLAIR. I would like to ask what investigation is referred to 
in that resolution? 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Secretary will read the resolu- 
tion again. 

The resolution was again read. 

Mr. BLAIR. Idid not want the resolution read. Ionly asked what 


the investigation was. 

The PRESIDENT pro tenipore. 
ished business. d 
STEAM-PRESSES IN ENGRAVING BUREAU. 

Mr. BLAIR. I would like to inquire of the chairman of the Com- 
mittee on Finance what progress is being made with the bill coming 
from the House of Representatives touching the removal of steam print- 
ing-presses from the Bureau of Engraving and Printing. 

Mr. SHERMAN. That is under examination by a subcommittee, 
and they are taking testimony constantly. No doubt the investigation 
has been somewhat delayed by the constant attendance of the members 
of the committee on the tariff investigation, but a great deal of testi- 
mony has been taken pro and con. 

Mr. BLAIR. As the Senator is aware, there are reasons why as early 
a conclusion as possible on that subject-matter should be reached. The 
subject came to the Senate several months since in the form of a reso- 
lution, and now the bill is here and I hope it will be disposed of as 
soon as ible. 

Mr. SHERMAN. . That matter was placed in the charge of the Sena- 
tor from Tennessee [Mr. Harris]. 

Mr. HARRIS. The subject referred to by the Senator from New 
Hampshire is the one that was intended to be covered by the resolu- 
tion just passed providing for an investigation. 

The matter has been referred by the Committee on Finance to a sub- 
committee com of the Senator from New York [Mr. Hiscock] 
and myself, for investigation. We have heard a large number of wit- 
nesses on one side of the question and areintending to hear at the earliest 
moment possible such other witnesses as we are informed it is desired to 
bring beforeus. The investigation is progressing as rapidly as the time 
and engagements of the Senator from New York and myself can pos- 
sibly admit of. 

Mr. BLAIR. May I ask the Senator whether it may not be hoped 
that the investigation will be concluded and a report of the bill made 
to the Senate during the present session ? 

Mr. HARRIS. I shall not be able to answer the Senator until I as- 
certain something as to the probable number of witnesses that it is de- 
sired we should hear. I do not know how many, nor do I know what 
length of time it will take to hear them. I can only say that the sub- 
committee will proceed as rapidly as it can, consistent with the duties 
that devolve on the members of that committee. — 

Mr. BLAIR. I hope that it will do so. I thinkit will be a subject 
of general regret if that bill should not be acted on at the present ses- 
sion of Congress. 

NORTHERN PACIFIC RAILROAD LANDS. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore, The Secretary will report the un- 
finished business. 

The SECRETARY. A bill (H. R. 9151) to forfeit certain lands granted 
to the Northern Pacific Railroad Company, and for other purposes. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Pending that bill, I move that the Senate ad- 

ourn. 

j The motion was agreed to; and the Senate (at 4 o’clock and 38 min- 
utes p. m.) adjourned until to-morrow, Wednesday, October 3, 1888, 
at 12 o'clock m. 


The Secretary will report the unfin- 


NOMINATIONS. 
Executive nominations received by the Senate October 2, 1888. 
UNITED STATES CONSUL. 


James Petigru Lesesne, of South Carolina, to be consul-general of 
the United States at Melbourne, Australia, vice James M. Morgan, re- 


signed. 
PROMOTIONS IN THE NAVY. 
Medical Inspector Michael Bradley, aresident of Pennsylvania, to be 
a medical director in the Navy, from the 19th of June, 1888, vice Med- 
ical Director Edward Shippen, retired. 
Surg. Theoron Woolverton, a resident of New York, to be a med- 
ical inspector in the Navy, from the 19th of June, 1888, vice Medical 
M. Bradley, promoted. 
assed Assist. Surg. Howard Wells, a resident of Pennsylvania, 
to be a surgeon in the Navy, from the 19th of June, 1888, vice Surg, T. 
‘Woolverton, promoted. 
Medical r Adrian Hudson, a resident of the District of Co- 


lumbia, to be a medical director in the Navy, from the 10th of July, 


1888, vice Medical Director George Peck, retired {subject to the exam- 
inations required by law). 
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Surg. Charles H. White, a resident of Massachusetts, to be a med- 
ical inspector in the Navy, from the 10th of July, 1888, vice Medical 
Inspector A. Hudson, promoted. 

Passed Assist. Surg. James H. Gaines, a resident of Maryland, 
to be a surgeon in the Navy, from the 10th of July, 1888, vice Surg. C. 
H. White, promoted. 

Medical Inspector Newton L. Bates, a resident of New York, to bea 
medical director in the Navy, from the 1st of September, 1888, vice 
Medical Director James Suddards, deceased (subject to the examina- 
tions required by law). 

Surg. George W. Woods, a resident of California, to be a medical 
inspector in the Navy, from the Ist of September, 1888, vice Medical 
Inspector N. L. Bates, promoted. 

Passed Assist. Surg. Daniel N. Bertolette, a resident of Pennsyl- 
vania, to be a surgeon in the Navy, from the 1st of September, 1888, 
vice Surg. G. W. Woods, promoted. 

Surg. Frank L. DuBois, a resident of Pennsylvania, to be medical 
inspector in the Navy, from the 15th September, 1888, vice Medical In- 
spector John C. Spear, retired. 

Passed Assist. Surg. Ezra Z. Derr, a resident of Maryland, to be a 
surgeon in the Navy, from the 15th September, 1888, vice Surg. Frank 
N. DuBois, promoted. 

Surg. George H. Cooke, a resident of Pennsylvania, to be a medical 
inspector in the Navy, from the 15th September, 1888, vice Medical In- 
io A. C. Rhoades, retired (subject to the examinations required by 
aw). 

Passed Assist. Surg. Frank B. Stephenson, a resident of Massa- 
chusetts, to be a surgeon in the Navy, from the 15th September, 1888, 
vice Surg. G. H. Cooke, promoted. 

Paymaster George A. Lyon, @ resident of Pennsylvania, to be a pay 
inspector in the Navy, from the 15th September, 1888, vice Pay In- 
oe F. Guild, retired (subject to the examinations required 

y law). 

Passed Assistant Paymaster John W. Jordan, a resident of Florida, 
to be a paymaster-in the Navy, from the 19th June, 1888, vice Pay- 
wens George R. Watkins, dismissed, and Charles D. Mansfield, re- 
tired. 

Assistant Paymaster R. T. Mason Ball, a resident of Virginia, to be 
a passed assistant paymaster in the Navy, from the 19th June, 1888, 
vice Passed Assistant Paymaster William C. McGowan, deceased, and 
Passed Assistant Paymaster John W. Jordan, promoted. 

Lieut. Commander John K. Winn, a resident of Massachusetts, to 
be a commander in the Navy, from the 31st of March, 1888, vice Com- 
mander W. 8. Schley, promoted. 

Lieut, Clifford H. West, a resident of New York, to be a lieutenant- 
commander in the Navy, from the 31st of March, 1888, vice Lieut. Com- 
er ie J. K. Winn, promoted (subject to the examinations required 

y law). 

Lieut. Frank J. Milligan, junior grade, a resident of Tennessee, to 
be a lieutenant in the Navy, from the 31st of March, 1888, vice Lieut. 
C. H. West, promoted. 

Ensign Philip V. Lansdale, a resident of Maryland, to be a lieu- 
tenant, junior grade, in the Navy, from the 31st of March, 1888, vice 
Lieut. F. J. Milligan, junior grade, promoted. 

Lieut. John P, Merrell, a resident of Michigan, to be a lieutenant- 
commander in the Navy, from the 28th of May, 1888, vice Lieut. Com- 
mander G. M. Totten, deceased. 

Lieut. Albon C. Hodgson, junior grade, a resident of Georgia, to be 
a lieutenantin the Navy, from the 28th of May, 1888, vice Lieut. J. P. 
Merrell, promoted. 

Ensign Horace W. Harrison, a resident of the District of Columbia, 
to be a lieutenant, junior grade, in the Navy, from the 22d of May, 
1888, vice Lieut. L. W. Piepmeyer, junior grade, deceased. r 

Ensign William S. Benson, a resident of Georgia, to be a lieutenant, 
junior grade, in the Navy, from the 28th of May, 1888, vice Lieut. A. 
C. Hodgson, junior grade, promoted (subject to the examinations re- 
quired by law). 

Lieut. James M. Helm, junior grade, a resident of Tennessee, to be 
a lieutenant in the Navy, from the Ist of June, 1888, vice Lieut. Ham- 
ilton Perkins, resigned. 

Ensign William V. Bronaugh, a resident of Kentucky, to be a lieu- 
tenant, junior grade, in the Navy, from the Ist of June, 1888, vice Lieut. 
J. M. Helm, junior grade, promoted. 

Lieut. Joseph G. Eaton, a resident of Massachusetts, to be a lieuten- 
ant-commander in the Navy, from the 19th of June, 1888, vice Lieut. 
Commander Socrates Hubbard, retired. 

Lieut. William G. Cutler, junior grade, a resident of Nevada, to be 
a lieutenant in the Navy, from the 19th of June, 1888, vice Lieut. J. 
G. Eaton, promoted (subject to the examinations required by law). 

Ensign Frank M. Bostwick, a resident of Wisconsin, to be a lieuten- 
ant, junior grade, in the Navy, from the 19th of June, 1888, vice Lieut. 
W. G. Cutler, junior grade, promoted (subject to the examination re- 
quired by law). 

Lieut. Cameron Mc.R. Winslow, junior grade, a resident of Massa- 
chusetts, to be a lieutenant in the Navy, from the 1st of July, 1888, 
vice Lieut. Emory H. Taunt, resigned. 

Ensign Walter M. Constant, a resident of Indiana, to bea lieutenant, 
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junior grade, in the Navy, from the 1st of July, 1888, vice Lieut. C. 
McR. Winslow, junior grade, promoted. n 

Lieut. Charles Laird, junior grade, a resident of Ohio, to be a lieu- 
tenant in the Navy, from the 28th of September, 1888, vice Lient. 
Robert H. McLean, resigned. A 

Ensign James H. Oliver, a resident of Georgia, to be a lieutenant, 
junior grade, in the Navy, from the 28th of September, 1888, vice Lieut. 
Charles Laird, junior grade, promoted (subject to the examinations 
required by law). 3 

Passed Assistant Engineer George E. Tower, a resident of New York, 
to be a chief engineer in the Navy, from the 30th of June, 1887, vice 
Chief Engineer William J. Lamdin, retired (subject to the examina- 
tions required by law). 

B Assistant Engineer Hugh H. Cline, a resident of Maryland, 
to be a chief engineer in the Navy, from the 2d of December, 1887, vice 
Chief Engineer William S. Stamm, retired (subject to the examina- 
tions required by law). 

Assistant Engineer Theodore F. Burgdorff, a resident of New Jersey, 
to be a passed assistant engineer in the Navy, from the 22d of June, 
ee ee Assistant Engineers H. L. Harvey and W. B. Boggs, 


Assistant Engineer William R. King, a resident of Maryland, to be 
a passed assistant engineer in the Navy, from the 17th of March, 1887, 
vice Passed Assistant Engineers F. M. Ashton, deceased, and B. C. Gow- 

sing, promoted (subject to the examinations required by law). . 
Assistant Engineer Frank H, Eldridge, a resident of Ohio, to bea 
assistant engineer in the Navy, from the 30th of June, 1887, vice 
assed Assistant Engineers A. Kirby and George E. Tower, promoted 
(subject to the examinations required by law). 

Assistant Engineer Charles C. Kleckner, a resident of Pennsylvania, 
to be a passed assistant engineer in the Navy, from the 30th June, 1887, 
vice Passed Assistant Engineers C. H. Manning and G. 8. Gates, re- 
tired. [Nore: The retirement of Passed Assistant Engineers C. H. 
Manning and G. S. Gates entitled Assistant Engineer George W. Sny- 
der to be promoted, and he was nominated by the President in Decem- 
ber, 1884, to fill the vacancy, subject to the examinations required by 
law. Snyder died before qualifying and the vacancy was held for As- 
sistant Engineer W. O. Chrisman. This officer was unable to appear 
for his examination on account of illness, and he was finally retired from 
active service on the 29th June, 1887. Assistant Engineer Kleckner 
is now entitled to fill the vacancy. ] 

Assistant Engineer Edgar T. Warburton, a resident of Pennsylvania, 
to be a passed assistant engineer in the Navy, from the 1st July, 1887, 
vice Passed Assistant Engineers L. W. Wooster, retired, and J. Ent- 

.Wistle, promoted. 

Assistant Engineer William B. Dunning, a resident of New York, to 
be a passed assistant engineer in the Navy, from the 2d December, 
1887, vice Passed Assistant Engineers N. P. Towne and H. H. Cline, 
promoted. 

Assistant Engineer Robert I. Reid, a resident of Pennsylvania, to be 
a passed assistant engineer in the Navy, from the 19th June, 1888, vice 
Passed Assistant Engineers T. J. W. Cooper, deceased, and John C. 

Kafer, retired (subject to the examinations required by law). 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
TUESDAY, October 2, 1888. 


The House met at 12 o’clock m., and was called to order by Hon. 
JoHN B. CLARK, Clerk of the House, who said: The Clerk is in re- 
ceipt of a telegram from the Speaker of the House dated Lynchburgh, 
Va., stating that he missed a railroad connection this morning, and is 
therefore unable to reach the city in time for the meeting of the House 
to-day. Under these circumstances it is the duty of the Clerk to call 
the House to order. The only business now before the House is the 
election of a Speaker pro tempore to preside during the temporary ab- 
sence of the Speaker. 

ELECTION OF SPEAKER PRO TEMPORE. 

Mr. TURNER, of Georgia. I offer the resolution which I send to 
the desk, 

The Clerk read as follows: 


ved, That Hon. J. B. McCreary, a Representative from the State of Ken- 
pave be, and he is hereby, elected Speaker pro tempore during the absence of 
e Speaker. 


The resolution was adopted. 

Mr. McCreary, on taking the chair as Speaker pro tempore, was 
greeted with applause. 

Prayer was offered by Rey. J. H. CUTHBERT, D. D. 

The Journal of yesterday’s proceedings was read and approved. 


NOTIFICATION TO THE SENATE. 


Mr. TURNER, of Georgia. I offer the resolution which I ask the 
Clerk to read. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


Resolved, That the Clerk be directed to notify the Senate that the House has 


elected Hon. James B. McCreary, a Representative from the State of Kentucky, 
as Speaker pro tempore during the absence of the Speaker. 


The resolution was adopted. 
LEAVE OF ABSENCE. 


By unanimous consent, leave of absence was granted as follows: 

To Mr. ANDERSON, of Iowa, indefinitely, on account of sickness in 
his family and important business. 

To Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana, for the remainder of the session, on ac- 
count of ill health. 

To Mr. Hires, indefinitely, on account of important business. 

To Mr. LEHLBACH, indefinitely, on account of important business. 

To Mr. WILLIAMS, indefinitely, on account of important business. 

To Mr. Patron, indefinitely, on account of important business, 

To Mr. HAYES, indefinitely, on account of important business. 

To Mr. Wis8, indefinitely, on account of important business. 

POWERS OF UNITED STATES COURTS. 

Mr. ROGERS. I rise to present a privileged report from a commit- 
tee of conference, which I ask the Clerk to read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


The committee of conference on the d ing votes of the two Houses on 
the bill of the Senate No. 3234, entitled “A bill to abolish cireuit-court powers of 
certain district courts of the United States, and for other purpose having met, 
after full and free conference have agreed to recommend and do recommend to 
the poms Houses as follows: 

t the Senate recede from its disagrecment tothe amendment of the House 
of carn weep and agree to the same amended to read as follows: 

“That there shall be, and is hereby, established a circuit court of the United 
States in and for the western district of Arkansas, for the northern district of 
Mississippi, and for the western district of South Carolina, ctively, as the 

districts are now constituted by law. And terms of said circuit courts, re- 
spectively, shall be held at the times and places now provided by law for the 
holding of the district courts in said districts, respectively. And terms of the 
circuit court shall be held also at Helena, in the eastern district of Arkansas, at 
the same times the district court is now required by law to be held; and aisoatthe 
ae a a in West Virginia where the district court is now provided by 

w e 

“SEC, 2. That said circuit courts, Topau vA, shall have and exercise, within 
their respective districts, the same original and appellate jurisdiction as is or 
may be conferred by law upon theother circuit courts of the United States. And 
all suits, causes, and proceedings now pending in the said several respective dis- 
trict courts, and also in the district court of the district of West Virginia, and 
also in the district court of the eastern district of Arkansas, held at Helena, in 
and concerning which the said district courts exercise circuit-court powers, shall 
be transferred to and belong to the jurisdiction of said circuit courts, 
ively, and shall be proceeded with accordingly. 

“Sec. 3. That there shall be appointed for each of said circuit courts in this act 
mentioned, by the circuit court judge of the circuit in which said districts are 
respectively embraced, a clerk, who shall take the oath and give the bond re- 
quired by law for clerks of circuit courts, who shall discharge all the duties and 
be entitled to all the fees and emoluments prescribed by general law, And the 
marshals of the United States in and for said respective districts shal! act as 
marshals of said circuit courts, and the district attorneys of the United States 
in and for said respective districts shall the duties of district attorneys 
in said circuit courts. Hereafter all appointments of clerks of circuit courts of 
the United States shall be made by the circuit judges of the respective circuits 
in which such circuit courts are or mays e restablished; and all provis- 
ions of law inconsistent herewith are hereby repealed. 

“Src, 4. That said circuit courts, respectively, shall have power to make such 
orders and directions as shall be proper for the transfer from said district courts 
of all causes, proceedings, matters, records, files, and papers as by force of this 
act should Povey hig the said circuit courts. 

“Sec, 5. That the provisions of the act entitled “An act toamend sections 583, 
556, 571, and 572 of the Revised Statutes of the United States relating to courts 
in Arkansas and other States,” approved January 31, 1877, conferring upon the 
district courts named therein circuit-court Be haze and section 571 of the Re- 
vised Statutes of the United States as amended by said last-mentioned act, and 
all provisions of law inconsistent with any of the provisions of this act be,and 
the same are hereby, repealed. 

“Src, 6. That hereafter in all cases of conviction of crime the punishment of 
which provided by law is death, tried before any court of the United States, the 
final judgment of such court nst the respondent shall, upon the application 
of the respondent, be re-e: ed, reversed, or affirmed by the Supreme Court 
of the United States upon a writ of error, under such rules and lations as 
said court may prescribe. Every such writ of error shall be allowed as of right 
and withoutthe reqoirenonis ofany security forthe prosecution ofthe sameorfor 
costs. Upon the allowance of every such writ of error, it shall be the duty of the 
clerk of the court to which the writ of error shall be directed to forthwith trans- 
mit to the clerk of the Supreme Court of the United States a certified transcript 
of the record in such case, and it shall be the duty of the clerk of the Supreme 
Court of the United States to receive, file, and docket the same, Every 
writ of error shall, during its pendency, operate as a stay of proceedings upon 
Mod een pe in respect of which itis sued out. Any such writ of error may be 
filed and docketed in said Supreme Court at any time in a term held prior to 
the term named in the citation as well as at the term so named; and all such 
writs of error shall be advanced to a speedy hearing on motion of either party. 
When any such judgment shall be either reversed or affirmed the cause shall 
be remanded to the court from whence it came for further proceedings in ac- 
cordance with the decision of the Supreme Court; and the court to which such 
cause is so remanded s) have power to cause such judgment of the Supreme 
Court to be carried into execution. No such writ of error shall be sued out or 
granted unless a petition therefor shall be filed witb the clerk of the court in 
which the trial shall have been had during the same term or within such time, 
not exceeding sixty days next after the expiration of the term of the court at 
which the trial shall have been had, as the court may for cause allow by order 
entered of record. 

“Sec. 7. This act shall take effect and be in force from and after the Ist day 
of November, A. D. 1888.’* 

And that the title of said bill be amended to read as follows: “An act to 
abolish circuit-court powers of certain district courts of the United States, and 
to provide for writs of error in capital cases, and for other purposes;” and that 


the House agree to the same, 
JOHN H. ROG 
WILLIAM E. F 
Managers on the part of the House, 
GEORGE F. EDMUNDS, 
JAMES F. WI N, 
Managers on the part of the Senate. 
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* The statement of the +E eee eaten submitted in accordance with 
the rule, was read, as follows: 


The managers on the part of the House u the disagreeing votes of the Sen- 
ate and House on Senate bill 3234, make the following statement of the effect 
of the report rag aen upon by the conference S eomme. 

ent of the conference isto combine the bill of the Sen- 


i, 
at Charleston, Clarksburgh, and Wheeling, at all lot which places district courts, 
with circuit court powers, are no held. and at Clarksburgh, where a district 
courtis now held, but which has jadiobad courts 


regard rovides for 
writs bere in 1a cepti pene pct tothe Supreme Court of w "it alo States, and 


A section is arg providing that the act shall go into effect from and after 


the Ist day of November, A. D. 
JNO. H. ROGERS, 
JOHN $. HENDERSON, 
WM. E. FULLER. 
Managers on the part of the House. 

Mr. ROGERS. Mr. Speaker, the conference report is unanimous, 
although one member of the Senate and one member of the House was 
not present at the time it was concluded, and could not signit. If 
there is any matter requi eS WAN SA Daa 
the statement accompanying the report, which I do not think ¿ 
case, I shall be very glad to answer any question which dione 
may desire to propound. If not, I move the previous question on the 
adoption of the report. 

Mr. DINGLEY. Before that let me ask a question. I understand 
this is a unanimous report. 

Mr. ROGERS. Itis, sir. 

Mr. DINGLEY. I have no objection. 

Mr. ROGERS. It is the unanimous report, although the gentleman 

_ from North Carolina [Mr. HENDERSON] and Senator VEST were tem- 
porarily absent and did not sign the report; but it is agreed upon by 
all the conferees, and the statement of fact is signed by all of them. 

The previous question was ordered, under the operation of which the 
report was adopted. 

Mr. ROGERS moved to reconsider the vote by which the report was 
adopted; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 
table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

ENROLLED BILL SIGNED. 


Mr. KILGORE, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, reported 
that they had examined and found duly enrolled a bill of the follow- 
ing title; when the Speaker pro tempore signed the same, namely: 

A bill (H. 10610) ame appropriations for sundry civil ex- 
penses ath Goverment for the Ascal year ending Jone 36, 155, and 


AMENDMENT TO LAND LAWS. 


The SPEAKER pro tempore laid before the House the bill (S. 3559) 
to amend section 2304 of the Revised Statutes to allow persons who 
have abandoned or relinquished their homestead entries to make an- 
other entry; which was read a first and second time. 

Mr. MCRAE. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to consider 
that bill now. I will state that this is substantially a part of the gen- 
eral land bill already passed by the House, and there is no objection 
toit. It has passed the Senate in this form, and I ask that it be taken 
up and considered now. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The bill will be read, subject to the 
Tight of objection. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


he has made filing upon under decay tenga tag pat neering 
stead law, ma; es a homestead entry of not exceeding one q 
of publie lan to such entry, such or entry to the con- 


previous filing 
thstan not ti persons who 
ean ee eoe y Aar iin Pam 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection to the present con- 
sideration of the bill? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. McRAE. For the of an amendmeni I yield to the gen- 
tleman from Kansas [Mr. TURNER], retaining the floor to per- 
mit him to do so. He desires to make an amendment, which was also 
passed upon by our committee, and seems satisfactory to everybody. 

Mr. TURNER, of Kansas. I move the following amendment: 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Add as section 2 of the bill: 


“That whenever it shall be made to appear to a register and receiver of any 
public land office, under such lations as the of the Interior may 


mapara 
of drought, eee or destructi or other 
alt Peupport fo 


Mr. TURNER, of Kansas. i, Speaker, I desire to say simply to 
the House, in order that it may understand the purport of this amend- 


ment, that Congress has recognized from time to time in the past, by 
the adoption of similar measures of a temporary the ne- 
cessity for granting leave under such conditions as this amendment 
preseribes. Several times in the past leave has been granted to the 
homesteaders upon the frontier to be absent from their claims for a 
certain length of time on account of drought or other casualties. The 
trouble, however, with temporary measures is that frequently the dry 
weather comes upon one section of the frontier, which the House will 
remember extends from the British possessions to the Gulf, when Con- 
gress does not meet until the following December; and when dry weather 
strikes any portion of the frontier and the crops are de- 
stroyed, the homesteader is compelled to abandon his settlement for 
the time being in order to secure a living. The object of this amend- 
pea therefore, is to give the registers and receivers of the public land 

prt ponian to grant these leaves of absence on account of drought 

casualty to the homesteaders; but it also provides that any 

Aaah time during which the leave of absence is granted shall not be 
taken from the time that they are required to live upon the homestead 
before final proof. I that there is no objection to the pro- 
vision. Itisa t instead of a tem measure. 

Mr. MCRAE. I hope the amendment will be adopted. 

Mr, DOKSEY. I would like to ask the gentleman this question: 
Does not the bill which has the House and is now pending in 
the Senate, the public-land bill, provide for leave of absence ? 


Mr. TURNER, of Kansas. In reference to that—— 

The SPEAKER pro The question is on the adoption of the 
amendment by gentleman from Kansas. 

The amendment was ad 


Mr. HERMANN, I offer the following as section 3. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

That all public lands heretofore SE oe Ares ee anes Sen: 
homestead and pre-emption laws are hereby reduced to the uniform price of 
$1.25 per acre. 

The amendment was adopted. 

Mr. PEEL. I desire to offer the amendment which I send to the 
Clerk’s desk. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


ae ne Sane Se Sen, See eS RE Peete oe 
ue. 
I only desire to say that this amendment has been ap- 
proved p= the committee. 
Mr. MCRAE. This amendment is substantially one section of the 
general bill. ad per ton PEDOT ADA 1 hops 411i ua a tte 
Mr. NELSON. I should like to ask a question of the gentleman 
from Arkansas [Mr. es who introduced this amendment, and also 
up the bill [Mr. MCRAE], and that is, 
does this allow an additional homestead to be made of land by the 
homesteader ? 
Mr. McRAE. It does not unless contiguous or the other is canceled; 
it gives those outside of the railroad limits the same privilege as those 


inside. 
Because if it does, it would require an addition to 


Mr. NELSON, 
the land-scrip. 

Mr. MCRAE. It does not allow scrip af all. The substance of the 
amendment has had the approval of the committee. ; 

The amendment was adopted. 
see McRAE. I move the previous question on the passage of the 

The previous question was ordered, and under the operation thereof 
the bill was ordered to a third reading; and it was accordingly read 
the third time, and passed. 

Mr. McRAE moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill was 
passed; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 
table. 

The latter motion was to. 

Mr. MoRAE. Iask that a conference with the Senate on the amend- 
ments be requested. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. That can only be done by unanimous 
consent. 

Mr. DUNN. I think that is scarcely in order at this time. The 
Senate may agree to these amendments. 

Mr. MCRAE. I withdraw the request for a conference. 


BRIDGE ACROSS COOSA RIVER, ALABAMA, 


Mr. FORNEY. ‘I ask unanimous consent to discharge the Commit- 
tee of the Whole from the consideration of the bill (H. R. 11338) to 
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authorize the construction of a bridge across the Coosa River at Gads- 
den, in the State of Alabama, and that it be considered at this time. 
There are some amendments offered by the Committee on Commerce. 
I ask the adoption of these amendments. 

TheSPEAKER pro tempore. The Clerk will read the bill, after which 
the Chair will ask te objections. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


ee ee That the Anniston and Cincinnati Railroad, a corporation 
= and existing under the lawsof the State of Alsbama, having eonsiract ed 
accordance w. e ns of the Secretary of War a 
Gadsden, in Etowah 


may 
nsed passage of all kinds, for the transit of 
animals, and for foot passengers upon conditions to be upon between 
said a on and ton So eder Wan court of the said county of 
Etowah a os the of 
Sro. 2. — peiwoantecrincs: (regattas er pate, subject to its limitations 
shall be a lawful structure, an post-route, 
and shall enjoy the pi AAS ere ya of other post-roads in the United States. 
That no higher charge atiall bs canto for the transmission 


r r he E ETT 
mngers or t g over r const r 
arenes ion over the railroad Ad aar to said bridge, an: leges in 


the use of said bridge shall be granted to all tel 


United States shall have the right of way across said for egra; 

purposes; that the said bridge shall, either by draw, span, or provide 

and secure a free and unobst: passage-way to all navigatin 

said river at the point aforesaid: Provided, said bridge authorized by this 

E EAA asa dra popes vere sie ye 
te the passage of boats or vessels, and said 


use, shall fail to agree be 
conditions to which each shall conform in using ssid 
= allegations and Pood of the ae = 
e 

SEC. 4. That the bridge autho 
cated under and subject to the 
river, such as the Secretary of 


and upon 
idge, all matters in issue 
War upon the hearing of 


under this act ha been built and lo- 


ion for the security ol 
ar has bed; 
to 


said bridge or any part thereof is 


SEO. 5. That the right to alter, amend, ox repeal this act is hereby expressly 
rved, any alterations changes uired Secretary 
ae Wan th the au OSPA GANE take te ab als ed roast the onan, 
tain Serhan EENT Gia AREE ah Be Siem GAONA, 
The amendments proposed by the committtee are in section 4, lines 
1 and 2: strike out ‘“‘having been” and insert ‘‘ shall be;” also, in 
lines 2 and dd mine pocain, strike out “the regulation ”” and in- 
sert “‘such 37? in line 4, after the word ‘‘river,’’ strike ont 
the word ‘‘such;’’ ey ‘the same line, strike out the words “ has pre- 
scribed ”? and insert “ may ibe;”? in lines 5 and 6, strike out 
the words ‘‘ having submitted ” and insert the words “‘shallsubmit;’’ 
in line 11, after the word ‘‘and”’ strike out ‘‘the’’ and insert “‘ un- 
til;” in line 12, strike out the word “‘having’’ and insert “‘shall 
have; in lines 13 and 14, strike ont the words ‘‘it is hereby pro- 
vided that should any” and insert ‘‘said bridge shall not be built; 
and if any;’’ so that the section will read: 


under and subject to regulations for the security of na of said river 
as of War may prescribe; and to secure that the said com- 
pany shall submit to the of War for his and the 
design and drawings of the bridge and a the location, giving topog- 
raphy of the banks of the river, the shore-lines at high and water, the di- 
rection and srenti of the current at all and the accurately 
wing the bed of the „and until and location of the brid 
sua Deve beai a) ig A ing = s , said shall not : 
; an any made plan of said bridge change shal 

be subject to the approval of th of War; and if any litigation shall 

in to bridge, the same shall be in the circuit court of the 


amend within snopa malay ages o A er act, and be completed 
within three years from same date, rivileges hereby granted 
ge rea i iil 


Mr. FORNEY moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill was 
pumit; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be iaid on the 
e. 
The latter motion was agreed to, 


MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 


A message from the Senate, by Mr. McCook, its Secretary, an- 
nounced that the Senate had agreed to the report of the committee of 
conference on the di ing votes of the two Houses on the amend- 
ments of the House to the bill (S. 869) for the relief of the sufferers by 
the wreck of the United States steamer Tallapoosa. 

The message also announced that the Senate had agreed to the House 
concurrent resolution to print the report of the Smithsonian Institution 
and the National Museum for 1886 and 1887. 

The message further announced that the Senate had passed with 
amendments the joint resolution (H. Res. 101) providing for the print- 
ing of decisions of the Department of the Interior regarding public 
lands and pensions for sale. 

The also announced that the Senate had passed the joint 
resolution (H. Res. 210) authorizing the printing of the report of the 
Commissioner of Labor. 

The message also announced that the Senate had passed bills of the 
House of the following titles: 

A bill (H. R. 2696) for the relief pf John J. Crooke; and 

A bill (H. R. 5248) for the relief of the American Grocer Associa- 
tion, of the city of New York. 

The further announced that the House be requested to re- 
turn to the Senate the bill (S. 577) for the relief of the American Gro- 
cer Association, of the city of New York. 

The message also announced that the Senate had passed, with amend- 
ment, the bill (H. R. 10633) for the relief of Dr. John B. Read; asked 
a conference with the House on the disagreeing votes of the two 
Houses, and had appointed Mr. MANDERSON, Mr. Davis, and Mr, 
HAMPTON as conferees on the part of the Senate. 

The m further announced that the Sehate non-concurred in 
the amendments of the House to the bill (S. 307) for the relief of Mar- 
garet Kennedy; asked a conference with the House on the disagreeing 
votes of the two Houses thereon, and had appointed Mr. STEWART, 
Mr. SPOONER, and Mr. Jonss as the conferees on the part of the Senate. 

The message further announced that the Senate had passed Senate 
bills and joint resolutions of the following titles; in which the concur- 
rence of the House was requested: 

A bill (S. 3597) to provide for the disposal of the Forh Wallace mili- 

reservation in Kansas; 

A bill (S. 3573) granting the right of way to ‘in E Mem- 

phis Railroad Company over and through the public lands of the United 
Btates in the States of Florida, Alabama, Mississippi, and Tennessee, 
and granting the right of way tosaid railroad company over and through 
the United States naval and military reservations near Pensacola, in the 
State of Florida; 
Ween (8. 3485) restoring the homestead right of Charles Weitfle; 


Joint resolution (S. R. 112) authorizing the Secretary of War to re- 
ceive for instruction at the Military Academy, at West Point, Henry 
Lecomte, of Switzerland. 

The further announced that the Senate had agreed to the 
amendments of the House to Senate bills of the following titles: 

A bill (S. 330) granting a pension to Manon Vangordon; 

A bill (S. 1264) granting a pension to Martha V. Coleman; and 

A bill (S. 3141) granting an increase of pension to Jonas Doering. 


ALFRED ALCORN. 


Mr. ROCKWELL. Mr. er, I ask unanimous consent to call 

up House bill 9874, for the relicf of the administrator of Alfred Alcorn. 
The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of th be, and he is hereby, au- 

thorized. aad directed to pay $0 the AMAM IEE O Aired, ‘Aleorn, of Lincoln 

T T out of any money in the Treasury otherwise appropri- 

e sum of $230, for property taken and used by the. United States troops 

during the late war. 


The report (by Mr. LAWLER) was read, as follows: 


The Committee on War Claims, to whom was referred the bill (H. R.9874) for 
the relief of the administrater of Alfred Alcorn, report as follows: 

In A 1862, the Eighth Kentucky Cavalry Volunteers took from the de 
eedent, at ornear the town of Hustonville, Lincoln County, Kentucky, three 
Glatt seed t $110 each. 


that the h 
e pean and turned ‘over to Company C, Eichts Kentuck 
recommended that the claimant be paid $330 $330, provided the | 
dent is established. 

The claim was disallowed on May 22, 1885, by the Beal la RE Sa for 
the reason that he was not satisfied as to the loyalty of the decedent, 

Your committee are satisfied that great injustice was done the claimant, and 
that he was a loyal citizen, and report back the bill and recommend its passage. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection to the present con- 
sideration of this bill? 

There was no objection. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time; and 
being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. ROCKWELL moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill 
belo erg and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on 

table. 
The latter motion was agreed to. 
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AID TO SUFFERERS FROM YELLOW FEVER. 
Mr. BURNES. Mr. Speaker, I rise to present a privileged report. 
The report was read, as follows: ` 


The committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses on 
the joint resolution (S. R. 110) entitled “Joint resolution in aid of sufferers from 
yellow fever,” having met, after full and free conference have agreed to recom- 
mend and do recommend to their respective Houses as follows: 

That the House recede from its amendment to the resolution of the Senate, 
and agree to the same amended as follows: In lines 5, 6, and 7, strike out the 
words “ in the relief of the suffering caused by yellow fever now prevailing in 
the State of Florida or elsewhere in the United States” and insert the words 
“ whenever in his opinion such expenditure will tend to the eradication of the 
epidemic of yellow fever now prevailing in the United States, or its spread 
from State to State;" and the Senate agree to the same. 

JAMES N. BURNES, 
J. ©. CLEMENTS, 
THOMAS RYAN, 

2 Managers on the part of the House. 


F. M. COCKRELL, i 
Managers on the part of the te. 

Mr. BURNES. Mr. Speaker-—— 

Mr. KILGORE. LI ask the gentleman from Missouri to yield tome 
for a moment. _ I am not going to make any fight against this resolu- 
tion, but I want to submit a point of order. If gentlemen have not 
chosen to pursue the proper rule to get this report before the House, 
then of course they must take the consequences, and my point of order 
goes to that question. It will be remembered that the Senate 
a joint resolution authorizing the President to expend $100,000 for the 
relief of the yellow-fever sufferers. That resolittion came to the House, 
but it was not considered by the House; on the contrary, the House 
refused to considerit. Subsequently a resolution entirely different 
in terms and for an entirely different purpose, appropriating $100,000, 
did pass the House and was sent to the Senate. Z 

Mr. BURNES. Mr. Speaker, my friend from Texas is in error as to 
the facts, and probably I had better correct him at this point. 

Mr. KILGORE. I would rather the gentleman would wait until I 
get through. 

Mr. BURNES. Perhaps you had better let me make acorrect state- 
ment of the facts now. 

Mr. KILGORE. Let memake mystatementand then you can make 


ours. - 
7 Mr. BURNES. Allright. 

Mr. KILGORE. That resolution, I say, went tothe Senate, and the 
Senate, on motion of Senator EDMUNDS, I believe, refused to concur in 
the House resolution and asked for a committee of conference. 

Now, the point I desire to submit is that that was not an amendment 
to the Senate resolution. The Senate could, of course, reject the House 
resolution; but it was not competent for them to appoint a conference 
committee upon it, because it was not an amendment to the resolution 
passed by the Senate. It may be contended that it was in the nature 
of a substitute, but it was for an entirely different purpose from the 
Senate resolution, and I raise the point of order that it was not prop- 
erly before a committee of conference, because there was no disagree- 
ment between the two Houses upon any proposition. 

Mr. BURNES. My friend from Texas is in errorsimply with regard 
to his facts. I presume that his point of order would be good if his 
facts were good. The Senate resolution came over to the House and 
was referred to the Committee on Appropriations. The Committee on 
Appropriations, after considering the joint resolution sent here from 
the Senate, reported a resolution as a substitute which was in the 
nature of an amendment to the original Senate resolution, and the 
substitute, or the amendment—hecause it was nothing but an amend- 
ment of the joint resolution sent over here by the Senate—was consid- 
ered in the House and passed, and was sent back to the Senate as an 
amendment to the Senate joint resolution. Hence the necessity for 
the conference. 

Mr. ROGERS. Mr. Speaker, I rise to a parliamentary inquiry. Do 
I understand that the Senate non-concurred in the substitute adopted 
by the Honse and asked for a conference? 

Mr. BURNES, Yes, sir. 

Mr. FARQUHAR. The gentleman from Texas [Mr. KILGORE] also 
stated that the House refused to consider the Senate resolution. If 
my memory serves me right, the gentleman from Texas himself was 
the only objector to its consideration. I merely suggest that objectors 
ought to have long memories. 

Mr. DOUGHERTY. Mr. Speaker, the position of the joint resolu- 
tion and the circumstances attending its passage through this House 
have been correctly stated by the gentleman from Missouri [Mr. 
Bugnes]. The gentleman from Texas [Mr. KILGORE] is mistaken in 
his statement that the resolution was not considered by the House. 
The Senate joint resolution came into this House and, upon a request 
made by me for unanimous consent for its consideration, the gentle- 
man from Texas objected; whereupon the joint resolution, under the 
rule, was referred to the Committee on Appropriations. That com- 
mittee reported back an amendment in the nature of a substitute. 
‘That substitute passed the House and was sent to the Senate. The 
Senate non-concurred in the amendment, and hence the conference. 
So that the resolution is now properly before the House, and the ques- 


tion is upon the adoption of the conference report. I desire to take 
this opportunity—— 

Mr. BURNES. I suggest to the gentleman from Florida that he wait 
until the Chair rules upon the point of order. 

Mr. DOUGHERTY. Does the gentleman from Texas [Mr. KIL- 
GORE] insist upon the point of order? 

Mr. KILGORE. Yes, sir. 

Mr. DOUGHERTY. Then I will wait for the ruling of the Chair. 

Mr. KILGORE. Mr. Speaker, I want to make some observations in 
reply to what has been said here before the Chair rules upon the point 
of order. I donot disagree with the gentleman from Missouri [Mr. 
BURNES] nor with the gentleman from Florida [Mr. DOUGHERTY] as 
to the facts in this case, but the understanding was that the Senate reso- 
lution was objected to because it was not thought to be in conformity 
to the Constitution of the United States. : 

The gentleman from Florida [Mr. DOUGHERTY ] has stated the facts 
as I remember them. The matter went to the Committee on Appro- 
priations, and that committee reported an original resolution which 
was supposed to be in harmony with the Constitution—a resolution 
completely ignoring the proposition contained in the resolution which 
came from the Senate. 

Now, I wish to submit this view of the question: Suppose this reso- 
lution had been considered and defeated in the House, then the resolu- 
tion which was reported by the Appropriations Committee and which 
passed the House would have been in order, because it was an entirely 
different proposition from that which came from the Senate. If the 
Senate resolution had been defeated, and it had been competent to pre- 
sent the resolution reported by the Committee on Appropriations, and 
it had been found to be in order, then, Isubmit, it would not have been 
in order for the Senate to non-concur in it as an amendment or a sub- 
stitute and ask for a conference committee. I therefore submit that . 
this matter is not properly before the House. 

Mr. WHEELER. Mr. Speaker, I hardly think it necessary to oc- 
cupy the time. of the House in discussing this subject with reference to 
the understanding as to what transpired when this bill was before the 
House on a former occasion. 

My recollection is very clear that the circumstances have been vi 
accurately stated by the gentleman from Missouri [Mr. BURNES]. 
That gentleman had of the bill, was specially careful to adhere 
to the rules of the House, and I feel justified in asserting that he does 
not often make parliamentary mistakes. 

I am surprised that any member of this House should attempt to 
enforce such a point of order.at such a time as this, and for the pur- 
pose of defeating a bill which I am confident has the approval of the 
entire country. There can be no doubt that the point of order is not 
well taken, and should be and will be overruled. 

Mr. BURNES. I beg to submit to my friend from Alabama that if 
he will suspend his remarks upon the merits of the proposition until 
the point of order shall be settled he shall then have time for discussion. 

Mr. WHEELER. Iam quite confident the point of order will be 
overruled, and was afraid I would not have a chance. [Laughter.] 

I presumed that after the point of order was settled the gentleman 
in charge of the resolution would call the previous question, and I de- 
sired before that was done to express to the House my views of the 
great importance of the immediate of the measure. 

Mr. BURNES. [I assure my friend he shall have a chance. 

Mr. WHEELER. I shall detain the House but a moment. I wish 
to disabuse the minds of some gentlemen who appear to regard this 
measure as solely for the benefit of the locality where yellow fever now 
exists. 

The scope and purpose of the bill is more far-reaching. Itis to pre- 
vent the spread of this deadly disease. It has for its purpose the pro- 
tection of the people of New York and Pennsylvania in the East as 
well as the people of California in the West. 

It is to protect the people of all the States, especially including those 
of the State of Texas. 

The sentiment of the country demands immediate action, and I feel 
confident our constituents will neither countenance nor sanction any 
further motions of a dilatory character. 
as think the resolution should pass by the unanimous vote of the 

ouse, 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair is of opinion that, even if 
the point of order could be raised, it comes too late; it should have 
been raised before the committee of conference was appointed. The 
committee has been appointed on the part of the House and the Senate, 
and has made its report. Itis now too late to make a point of order 
upon the report of the committee. Therefore the Chair overrules the 
point of order. The question is upon agreeing to the report. 

Mr. BURNES. Mr. Speaker, I yield such time to my friend from 
Florida [Mr. DOUGHERTY ] as he may desire. z 

Mr. DOUGHERTY. Mr. Speaker, I merely desire to express to this 
House the thanks of the people whom I have the honor to represent 
for the liberal spirit exhibited here by the representatives of the coun- 
try in amply providing money for combating, as far as possible, the 
scourge of yellow fever in the State of Florida. Like most of the 
gentlemen here, I do not know when Congress intends to adjourn —— 
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Mr. WHEELER. After we pass the tariff bill. 

Mr. DOUGHERTY. I will, however, consult with the authorities 
of the Government and ascertain whether or not sufficient money has 
been appropriated to carry out during a recess of Congress (if there 
should be such a thing) the intention of the Government in reference 
to this subject. Ifthe amount of money should not be deemed suffi- 
cient, I will, by bill, resolution, or otherwise, bring the matter again 
before this House. I feel sure that this body is not disposed to be nig- 
gardly on this question; that it appreciates the importance of restrict- 
ing as far as possible the spread of yellow fever and alleviating the suf- 
ferings from it, not only in the State of Florida, but in the other sections 
of the country which are reported to be infected. 

I again return thanks, on behalf of the people I have the honor to 
represent, for the liberality exhibited by Congress in this matter. 

Mr. BURNES. I call the previous question on agreeing to the re- 

rt. 

P The previous question was ordered; and under the operation thereof 
the report was adopted. 

Mr. BURNES moved to reconsider the vote by which the report was 
adopted; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 
table. é 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

LEAVE OF ABSENCE. 

By unanimous consent, leave of absence was granted as follows: 

To Mr. WARNER, for ten days, on account of important business. 

To Mr. FORAN, indefinitely. 

To Mr. KELLEY, indefinitely, on account of important business, 

To Mr. KERR, indefinitely, on account of important business. 

CEMETERY LAND IN DENVER, COLO. 

Mr. PAYSON. Irise to make a privileged report. I presenta con- 
ference report upon the bill which I send to the Clerk’s desk. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


The committee of conference on the d ing votes of the two Houses on 
theamendments of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 3300) toamend “‘An act to enable 
the city of Denver to purchase certain land for cemetery purposes,” having met, 
after full and free conference have a; to recommend and do recommend to 
their respective Houses as follows: 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendments of the Senate 
numbered 1 and 3, and agree to the same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the Senate 
numbered 2, and agree to the same with amendments as follows: 

In line 9 of said amendment strike out the word “any” and insert in lieu 
thereof the words “the next nearest,” 

In line 25 of said amendment, after the word “respects,” insert as follows: 
“Saving the rights of any settlers claiming under any of the — land laws 
of ane nited States who may be in possession at the date of the passage of this 
act.” 


And the Senate agree to the same. L. E. PAYSON, 
JOSEPH McKENNA, 
Managers on the part of the House. 


Managers on the part of the Senate. 

The statement of the House conferees, submitted in accordance with 
the rule, was read, as follows: 

The effect of the report of the conference committee herein will be: 

The first amendment: Strikes out the words “and for such other legitimate 
and proper purposes,” thus limiting the use of the land covered by the section 
to park purposes if it shall cease to be used as a cemetery. 

The second amendment: Perfeets method of selecting indemnity lands so 
pay are in harmony with otber States. f x 

e third amendment: Merely amends the title. 

Mr. PAYSON. Ido not care to make any explanation of this mat- 
ter unless it is called for.. The measure has been unanimously recom- 
oe by thé Committee on Public Lands. I move the adoption of 
the report. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. Will the gentleman from 
Illinois make a brief explanation of the object of the original bill? 

Mr. PAYSON. It was to correct an error in the grant of about 40 
acres by a prior Congress to the city of Denver for cemetery purposes. 
A misdescription of the land was made, and this is to correct that mis- 
description. It was provided in the original bill that the land should 
be used for cemetery or other proper purposes under the city council 
of Denver. It was thought in the Senate that in the lapse of years 
and by the growth of the city they might not want it for cemetery pur- 
poses, and that it might be disposed of to private individuals, The 
Senate struck that ont and provided in its stead that the land should 
be used for cemetery or park purposes and for that alone. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. Is there any provision re- 
quiring this property to revert to the General Government in case it 
is not so used—that is, for cemetery or park purposes ? 

Mr. PAYSON. As I have stated, the original act provided that it 
should be for cemetery purposes. This bill provides, if not used for 
that purpose it may be used for park purposes. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. Is there anything in the bill 
providing for the forfeiture to the Government in case it is used neither 
for cemetery nor for park purposes ? 

Mr. PAYSON. Notin terms, but it is restricted to those two uses 
by the terms of the bill. The original bill provided this land should 
be used for cemetery purposes, and this is only an amendment of that 
original act providing it may be used for cemetery or for park purposes. 
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The conference report was adopted. 

Mr. PAYSON moved to reconsider the vote by which the conference 
report was adopted; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be 
laid on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. , 

Mr. PAYSON. There is a bill (S. 423) to enable the State of Colo- 
rado to select indemnity school lands, which has been referred to the 
Committee on the Public Lands, and I move that the bill be taken up 
and laid on the table. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. RICHARDSON in the chair). The 
usual motion in reference to a Senate bill is that it be indefinitely post- 


poned. 

Mr. PAYSON. I will so amend my motion and call up the Senate 
bill, and move that it be indefinitely postponed. 

There was no objection, and it was ordered accordingly. 


BRIDGE ACROSS POTEAU RIVER, ARKANSAS. 


Mr. ROGERS. I move, by unanimous consent, to call up the bill 
(H. R. 11107) to amend an act entitled ‘‘An act to authorize the Fort 
Smith and Choctaw Bridge Company to construct a bridge across the 
Poteau River, in the Choctaw Nation, near Fort Smith, Arkansas,’’ 

The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, ete., That an act entitled “An act to authorize the Fort Smith and 
Choctaw Bridge Company to construct a bridge across the Poteau River, in the 
one Nation, near Fort Smith, Ark.,”’ approved June 18, 1308, be amended 
as follows: 

“That the district court of the United States for the western district of Arkan- 
sas, or such other court of the United States as may have jurisdiction over the 
Indian Territory in which said bridge is located, shall have jurisdiction overall 
controversies arising between the said Fort Smith and Choctaw Bridge Com- 
pany and the Choctaw tribe of Indians; and said court shall have like jurisdic- 
tion without reference to amount in controyersy over all controversies arising 
between the inhabitants of said nation or tribe of Indians and said bridge com- 

ny; and, also, over all controversies which may arise between the stock- 
holders and the Neer reat and among each other; and the civil jurisdiction is 
hereby extended wit 
citizenship as to parties so far as the same may be necessary to carry out the 
provisions of this act,” 

Src, = That the right to alter, amend, or repeal this act is hereby expressly 
reserved. 


Mr. ROGERS. Irise to a parliamentary inquiry. 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. ROGERS. I understood the Clerk to read the date in the bill 
as 1880. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. In the bill it is 1808. 

Mr. ROGERS. It should be 1888; and I move to make that amend- 
ment. 


The amendment was agreed to. 
The report (by Mr. Crisp) was read, as follows: 

The bill passed at this session authorizing the construction of a bridge across 
the Poteau River, in the Choctaw Nation, failed to determine what court should 
have jurisdiction to hear any controversies that might arise between the bridge 
company and the Choctaw tribe of Indians, between the bridge company and 
the inhabitants of the Choctaw Nation, and between the stockholders and the 
bridge company. ‘This bill vests such jurisdiction in the district court of the 
United States for the western district of Arkansas,or such other court of the 
United States as may have jurisdiction over the Indian Territory in which such 
bridge is located. 

Your committee recommend the passage of the bill. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed and read a third 


time; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and 


passed. 

Mr. ROGERS moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill was 
passed; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 
table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


EXTRA MONTH’S PAY TO EMPLOYÉS. 


Mr. MILLIKEN. I ask, by unanimous consent, to submit the fol- 
lowing joint resolution (H. Res. 228). 
The Clerk read as follows: 


Joint resolution authorizing the Secretary of the Senate and the Clerk of the 
House of Seprona vee to pay to the officers and employés of the Senate 
and House of Representatives one month's extra pay. 

Resolved by the Senate and House of sy sews etc., That the Secretary of 
the Senate and the Clerk of the House of Representatives, respectively, are here- 
by directed to pay to the officers and employés of the Senate and House of Rep- 
resentatives who are now borne on the annual and session rolls of their respect- 
ive Houses one month's extra pay, at the compensation now paid them by law, 
and a sum sufficient to pay same is hereby appropriated out of any moneys in 
the Treasury not otherwise appropriated, and which sum shall be immediately 
available, 

Is 


The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. RICHARDSON in the chair). 
there objection to the present consideration of the resolution? [After 
apause.] The Chair hears no objection. ] 


Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. I wish the resolution to be 


again read. 
The resolution was again read. 
Mr. BURNES. It seems to me, if it is to pass, this resolution should 


cover the Capitol police as well as the others. Let us treat all alike. 
I offer an amendment to embrace the Capitol police. 

Mr. MILLIKEN, I will accept that amendment, and would have 
included it if I had had time. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair understands the gentleman 
from Maine accepts the amendment cf the gentleman from Missouri. 


hin the limits of said Indian nation without distinction of * 
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Mr. PAYSON. Ido not know whether an amendment can be ac- 
cepted in that way. But I will ask how much money this resolution 
carries? I should like some member who knows to tell me. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is the amendment objected to? 

Mr. PAYSON. How many policemen are there and how much will 
it carry? [After a pause.] No one seems to know. 

Now, I wish tosubmitan observation. Ihave never voted for one of 
these resolutions since I have been in Congress, and do not propose 
to. 


Mr. LAWLER. I understand there are thirty-three policemen at- 
tached to the Capitol. 

Mr. PAYSON. How much salary do they get? 

Mr. LAWLER. Seven hundred and fifty dollars, I think, each. 

Mr.PAYSON. Why notincludethe policemen? A number of gen- 
tlemen about me have been kept here for a long time, and they, too, 
would be glad to have their salaries increased in the same way. 

Mr. MILLIKEN. Mr. Speaker, I wil! say in response to my friend 
from Illinois that the members of Congress of the United States have 
at least some mileage to pay their way home. This the employés of 
this body do not get. In the second place, this is a most protracted 
session, extending already over some ten months. These men have 
been in attendance here for seventy-three night sessions, and the mem- 
bers of Congress, and not the employés who are to be paid for this serv- 
ice, are responsible for the duration of this session and for the extra 
work that these men have had imposed upon them. 

Now, sir, it has long been a custom, ever since I have been a mem- 
ber of Congress at least,and I do not know how long before, up to the last 
Con, to pass a resolution like this to pay an extra month’s salary 
to the employés of the House and Senate, and I believe also to the 
Capitol police. There are extra reasons now why this should be done 
the same that I have already ted. Most of these men have but 
$1,200 a year, some of them much less; and as I stated before in my re- 
marks, they have been kept here for ten months, have been in attend- 
ance here on seventy-three night sessions, and I think it no more than 
just and equitable that we should pass this resolution in the usual form, 
ae as has been passed by the House in years gone by up to the last 

ngress. 

Mr. PAYSON. Mr.Speaker, I am aware that the position I occupy 
is one that will not commend itself to a goodly share of the audience 
about me, particularly those who are designated as the beneficiaries of 
this gratuity. I have never voted for such a resolution since I have 
been in public life, and I do not intend to vote for this one. I do not 
intend, however, to place any obstruction in the way of its if 
it is the sense of the House that it should be adopted; but I do not 
think it should pass. 

There is not a man who will be benefited by it who does not receive 
a greater salary under the existing law-than any one of them could se- 
cure in private life or anywhere outside of the publicservice. Theem- 
ployés of this House, as well as those at the other end of the Capitol, 
are paid to-day more as a rule than any persons in any of the constit- 
uencies of the gentlemen who do me the honor to listen to me in any 
walk of private life. Besides this, I have not heard of any of these of- 
fices going begging because of the insufficiency of salary. On the con- 

, when the Republicans were in power in this House it was one of 
the chief troubles to get rid of applications for employment. The very 
little boys who sit about me here draw, as I understand it, $2.50, oris 
it $3, a day ? 

A MEMBER. Two dollars and a half a day. 

Mr. PAYSON. A larger sum than most of the laboring men in my 
district get, outside of the skilled mechanical trades. Plenty of them 
all over the country, thousands of able-bodied men, support their fam- 
ilies on a salary of from $18 to $20 and $25 a month; and simply be- 
cause in the performance of a public duty which does not devolve upon 
them a more protracted attendance than is required of members we are 
asked to give this gratuity in the shape of one month’s extra pay. 

The argument that the gentleman from Maine makes has no force in 
se of this matter, that the duties that these men perform are ex- 

ve; because, I repeat, the session does not devolve upon them the 

necessity for greater attendance upon the House than it does upon the 

porma who sit around me now, and who are responsible for the 
egislation of Congress. 

Nor is it any argument with me that former Congresses have seen 
proper to grant such a gratuity. I remember one occasion, if not two, 
at least, in my own experience when it was not done. It does not 
meet my approval; it is not right; and there is not a man listening to 
me now who represents an agricultural or laboring constituency who 
can go home before his people and justify the vote that he will give in 
favor of it. 

The gentleman from Maine will probably rise in his place and say 
that he is glad to do it; but I say that it ought not to bedone. How- 
ever, I will content myself with the protest I make here, not wishing 
to set myself up in opposition to the wishes of the House in this re- 
spect. I reserve the remainder of my time, if I shall find occasion to 
use any portion of it in reply to what may be said. 

Mr. LAWLER. Mr. Speaker, permit me to say that it is a notori- 
ous fact that our good friend, Judge Payson, who has just taken his 


seat, with other members of Congress, has voted for bills here con- 
stantly that carry millions of dollars for the compensation of employés 
tin immense salaries as officers of the United States Govern- 
men 

Mr. PAYSON. Yes, but to carry out existing laws and to pay the 
salary fixed by law. Not as a gratuity. 

Mr. LAWLER. And I do not know whether the Judge ever got up 
and protested against the payment of any large salary or not to men 
who have not very much todo. Butit isa strange fact that just as 
soon as a provision is made to pay a little sum to some of the hardest 
worked men in the Government, he is the first to rise on this floor, and 
I hope will be the only one, in opposition to it. 

I say that this has been a long-protracted session, and you can not 
draw a comparison, as the gentleman seeks to draw, between the cost 
of living in a little conntry town and the cost of living here. These 
little boys, to whom the gentleman has referred, are broughthere. It 
has been the custom both under Republican and Democratic Houses 
to bring them here, and they are paid a compensation which is some- 
what approximate to the cost of living in the city as compared to the 
country. They have traveling ex to pay besides, many of these 
people; and they have all cheerfully attended all of the sessions of the 
House night after night and day after day, and have as cheerfully 
sought to do their duty, notwithstanding the fact that a great deal of 
extra labor has devolved upon them. It has been the usual custom to 
give this pay, and I think the House owes it to itself and to its em- 
ployés to make this provision in their behalf for the two months. 

A MEMBER. For one month. 

Mr. PAYSON. Well, why not make it for two? 
being small abont it. 

Mr. LAWLER. But let us recognize the fact that these men have 
done a great deal of hard extra work. I thought it was for two 
months. It ought to be. Iam sure the Judge’s constituency will not 
kick against a vote in behalf of such a proposition. I do not think 
the press or the people of this country will find fault with him or any 
objection to this small pittance. I did not think there would be ob- 
jection to this little matter, in view of the fact that we are in the habit 
of paying large salaries to people who do not perform half the labor 
that is done by these few and faithful servants employed by the House 
and the Senate in their work here day after day and night after night. 

Mr, PAYSON. I still have some time at my disposal, and I desire 
to yield to the gentleman from Iowa [Mr. KERE] as much time as he 
may require. 

Mr. KERR. Mr. Speaker, I appreciate the servicesof the employés 
of this body as much as any one, I think they perform their duties 
worthily; but I think we ought to establish a definite line of policy in 
this matter. We should not vote money to any of the employés of the 
House; and they should not be employed without knowing in advance 
just what they are to receive. The law fixes their compensation, and 
they accept and serve in their respective positions knowing exactly 
what the law says they are to receive. The habitof voting additional 
amounts, dependent upon the whim of this body, is certainly a very un- 
wise policy, which should be stopped. It should be understood that 
the pay provided under the Jaw shall be the amount that they shall 
receive, so that they will not be asking for additional pay. 

There is a very strong feeling in the agricultural districts in regard 
to paying unreasonable salaries. Tht officers of my county, men equal 
in talent to the majority of the members of this body, work faithfully 
twelve hours a day for the sum of $1,200 a year—men equal in ability 
with the average members of thisbody. [Laughter.] Menof asgood 
talents as the men employed in this House, and who have as good edu- 
cation as the average of the men employed by this House are receiving 
for their labor $1.50 a day; and out of that salary they are asked to 

y taxes to keep boys of twelve and fourteen years of age employed 

ere at $2.50 a day, and other employés at $1,200 a year, who are not 
ad et to work on an average half of the time. 
wish further to say that the ‘‘salary grab’’ which passed in 1873, 
or a number of rears ago, had more to do with putting the Republican 
party out of power in the House of Representatives than any other one 
thing; and while it did not hurt the Democratic members who voted 
for it, it nearly ruined every Republican who voted for it. These facts 
ought to be borne in mind. I know that gentlemen who have been 
here for years and have voted for measures of this kind are expected to 
vote in the same way now, so that they may keep up an appearance of 
consistency. But those of us who are new members are not forced to 
do so and ought not to be hampered by their records. [Laughter and 
applause. ] 

Mr. PAYSON. I yield five minutes to the gentleman from Pennsyl- 
vania [Mr. SowDEN]. 

Mr. SOWDEN. Mr. Speaker, I rise for the purpose of asking the 
author of this resolution what amount of money is involved in his prop- 
osition to pay the employés of the House an extra month’s salary. 
think this information ought to be furnished us before we should be 
called upon to vote upon a question of this character. It is absolutely 
neressary in order that we may be enabled to vote intelligently upon 
this subject. 

Mr. MILLIKEN. When I get the floor I will make that statement, 


There is no use of 
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Mr. SOWDEN. I yield the floor now to the gentleman for the pur- 
pose of answering my question. 3 

Mr. MILLIKEN. As near as I can estimate the amount will be 
about $40,000. 


Mr. SOWDEN. Forty thousand dollars? 

Mr. MILLIKEN. It is stated to me thatit will amount to $31,000. 

Mr. PAYSON. By one of the pages. We are called upon to vote 
$31,000, and you get your information from one of the pages? 

Mr. MILLIKEN. I believe I have the floor. My information is 
that it would be $40,000, but it is enough to say to my friend from 
Illinois, that if he gets correct information I do not know that it mat- 
ters where he gets it from, and Iam notqnite certain but that he might 
get some information which would be of benefit to him from some of 
the pages. [Langhter.] 

Mr, SOWDEN. Then, as I understand, and as nearly as it can be 
ascertained now, the amount of money involved is about $40,000. 

Mr. TIMOTHY J. CAMPBELL. Oh, no. 

- Mr. SOWDEN. That is exactly what the gentleman has stated, and 
if that be correct, I call upon every member of this House to pause be- 
fore he votes for this additional appropriation of $40,000 of the people’s 
money to be given to the employés of this House asa gratuity. The 
time has come when we must call a halt upon these extravagant and 
unlawful expenditures. It seems to me, however smilingly it may be 
looked upon by our employés, who are all gathered in front of us, 
that we ought to be brave enough to look them squarely in the face, 
and say to them that they shall be well paid for the work they per- 
form, but that when they ask us to vote them the people’s money for 
time they never served, they are asking a little too much. We ought 
to be governed in these matters by the same principles that control us 
in the management of our own personal affairs. We ought to be will- 
ing to pay them a full day’s wages fora full day’s work, butas my friend 
from Illinois so aptly remarks, we have hard-working people in our 
own districts who do not receive one-half the wages paid these little 
boys [pointing to a very small page who happened to pass the speaker 
at this time, creating greatlaughter]. These pages get two dollars and 
a half per day, while the men who work in our ore-mi stone-quar- 
ries, and coal-mines get from ninety cents to a dollar and a dollar and 
a quarter per day, with which it would seem they must be content, and 
many of whom have large families dependent upon them for support. 
Here we are asked to vote $40,000 of the people’s money —— 

Mr. LAWLER. Not $40,000, $31,000. 

Mr, SOWDEN. Thirty-one thousand dollars, then; only $9,000 less 
than $40,000. [Laughter.] Thirty-one thousand dollars for what? 
I would like to ask these gentlemen who support this resolution how 

-they would like to give away $31,000 of their own money to people 
who never had earned a penny of it, and to whom they were neither 
legally nor equitably indebted a single cent. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. If the gentleman from Penn- 
sylvania [Mr. SowpEN] will yield to me I will make a motion to ad- 


ourn. 

; Mr. PAYSON. Mr. Speaker, before that motion is made I desire to 
say a word, not that I deem it essential for the andience that is around 
me, but my distinguished friend from Illinois [Mr. LAWLER], who 
frequently addresses a larger audience than this through the RECORD, 
having taken occasion to say in reference to myself that he had never 
known the time when the gentleman from Illinois had voted against 
any increase of salary to persons who were receiving large amounts of 
money from the Treasury, I desire to say to him, through the same 
medium, that there has never been a time since I have been a member 
of the House of Representatives when I have voted for an increase of 
salary to any person in any instance where, at the time the increase 
was asked, the man was performing the same duties that were imposed 
upon him when he entered upon the office. I have always opposed as 
earnestly and vigorously as I could all such propositions. 

The gentleman says he has been in attendance when many of these 
questions have arisen. It is only about ten days since there was a prop- 
osition made here to increase the efficiency of the medical division of 
the Pension Office by increases of salaries of gentlemen employed there, 
aggregating some $23,000 per annum, and if my colleague had been 
here on that occasion he would now remember that I happened to lead 
the opposition, and I take some pride in having succeeded in defeating 
that proposed increase. Then, as to the proposition which has been 
made here to furnish each member of this House with a clerk at the 
public expense, while I believe that every member ought to have that 
assistance, yet I have uniformly voted against it. Why? Because 
when I was elected a member of Congress I understood what the salary 
was, I understood that it was $5,000 a year and my mileage, to put in 
my time, first, for the benefit of the people of my district, and then for 
the benefit of the people of the whole Union; and I have never voted 
for an increase of the salary or of any perquisite connected with the 
office. Although, as I have said, I believe that every member of the 
House ought to have the assistance of a clerk just as much as the gen- 
tlemen at the other end of the Capitol, I have always opposed it, and I 
oppose it now for the reason I have stated. So, when these employés 
about me undertook the performance of the duties that devolve upon 
them, they did it with the knowledge that they were expected to do 


certain work, and simply because there is a difference of gradation of 

ition in the public estimate there is no less degree of responsibility 
in the one case than in the other, and no greater obligation upon the 
part of the Government, 

It is perfectly idie for gentlemen to say, as the gentleman from Maine 
[Mr. MILLIKEN] has said, that because some of these boys come up 
here to night sessions therefore there ought to be a donation to them 
ofa month’s salary. Their duties are not so extremely onerous. I 
notice these boys around me, and I do not speak with any disrespect 
of any of them, because I esteem them all, but I see that quite a num- 
ber of them are hardly old enough to be in boys’ clothes yet. Certainly 
there is no great amount of physical exertion required for the perform- 
ance of their duties. Two dollars and a half a day seems to me quite 
suflicient pay for such work, but the Jaw gives them that amount and 
I want them to have it; but I do insist that the money which comes 
into the public treasury, every dollar of which has passed sa a the 
hard and horny hand of some laboring man in this country, shall be ex- 
pended strictly according to law and without regard to this feeling of 
extra charity or extra liberality which seems to influence the gentle- 
man from Maine and those who agree with him. 

I notice another thing about propositions of this kind coming in 
toward the end of the session. I notice that they come in on the in- 
dividual motion of some member, without having recommended 
or considered by any committee of the House. The gentleman from 
Maine [ Mr. MILLIKEN ] crowds to the front this morning offering this 
resolutign on behalf of all these employés, and states that he is even 
willing to include the Capitol police. No committee has considered 
or examined the proposition. We donot know whatamount of money 
will be required. The gentleman tells us that he gets information 
from one of the pages that the amount will be $31,000. That may be 
accurate or it may not. Iamnotquestioning its accuracy or the source 
whence the statement comes, but whenever a gentleman rises here in 
his representative capacity and proposes, by vote of a minority of the 
House, to expend several thousand dollars of the people’s money, he 
certainly ought to be able to state, at least approximately, what the 
proposition is going to cost. It ought not to be done in this way. 
Their beneficiaries under this resolution understood precisely how 
much money they were to receive for their services, and they were all 
anxious to get the employment, and there will be no resignations by 
any of them even if this resolution does not pass—none whatever. 

If the employés of this House do not like their service or think the 
salary inadequate, why, sir, to use a familiar ex ion, there is no 
string tied around any employé to keep him here if he wishes to leave. 
Resignations would be accepted and the places promptly filled. It has 
never been that the salaries are inadequate. There is nosuch 
pretense; but, on the contrary, the fact, as has been heretofore stated, is 
that for the services rendered at this Capitol every officer, commencing 
with the Doorkeeper and going down to the humblest employé, receives 
25, 50, or 75 per cent. more compensation than is paid for similar serv- 
ice throughout the country. Take the case in the town in whichI live, 
where there are two national banks. The cashier of one of those 
banks gets a salary of $1,000 a year, and is willing to stay; another 
gets $1,200. Both of those cashiers are excellent men. How do those 
salaries compare with the salaries paid employés in this Capitol ? 

Mr. DUNN. The gentleman should remember that bank cashiers 
have great opportunities. 
Mr, PAYSON. But the population in my neighborhood has never 
been reduced up to the present time by any emigration to Canada. 

Mr, LAWLER. Will the gentleman yield for a question ? 

i Mr. PAYSON. With pleasure. . 

Mr. LAWLER. I find that Congress appropriates for the mileage 
of members of Congress $112,000 a year, while this resolution only car- 
ries about $31,000. 

Mr. PAYSON. What has that to do with this matter? Does the 
gentleman insist that the mileage is too large ? 

Mr. LAWLER. No, that is not the point I make. 

Mr. PAYSON. Does the gentleman insist that members ought not 
to receive as mileage any greater sum than is actually expended by 
them for travel to and from Washington in connection with the dis- 
charge of their official duties? If so, my colleague [Mr. LAWLER], 
instead of accepting the two hundred and twenty-odd dollars which he 
now receives annually as mileage, can subtract from that sum the price 
of passage on a limited train and can cover the rest into the Treasury, 
if he has any conscientious scruples about the matter. [Laughter.] 
I have not heard that he has ever done so, and I do not think he ever 
will. 

Mr. LAWLER. The gentleman seems to be making an appeal to 
the tax-payers of the country in favor of retrenching expenditures; yet 
it is a notorious fact that while members of Congress receive $5,000 a 
year they also take from the tax-payers $112,000 as mileage, while this 
resolution carries only $31,000. 

Mr. PAYSON. I will answer thegentleman. I accept the mileage 
to which the gentleman refers because the law as it existed when I was 
elected gives it to me; because that amount of money was involved in 
the contract between the people of the United States and myself. It 
was a part of the contract that in adGition to the salary of $5,000 a year 
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I should receive mileage at the rate allowe® between the little town in 
which I live and the city of Washington for coming here and returning 
once a year. If the mileage is too large I will vote for a resolution to 
cutit down. If the salary paid to members of Congress is deemed too 
large—I do not believe it is—gentlemen who may think so can vote to 
cut it down. I hope my colleague understands the distinction. The 
law existing at the time of our election fixed the salary and allowances 
of a member of Congress, and the people, when they voted for him and 
me, understood precisely what was the compensation we were to re- 
ceive. 

Why should we not vote ourselves double the mileage already al- 
lowed by law? My colleague and I have had to go to Illinois two or 
three times for the good of the country during the present summer. 
[Laughter.] Why should we not vote for a resolution doubling the 
mileage? Because the statute of the United States has fixed this al- 
lowance; and for the further reason (let me be understood) that no 
member of Congress, if he is a candidate for re-election, dares to vote 
himself money that is not allowed him by existing law. That is the 


reason. 

Mr. MILLIKEN. The gentleman from Illinois [Mr. Payson] as- 
sumes it is not honor but fear which keeps members from so voting. 

Mr. PAYSON. The gentleman may take whichever horn of the di- 
lemma he chooses. Iassert again that no matter how many trips mem- 
bers may make on business or pleasure between this capital and their 
homes, no member of the House would dare to vote himself additional 
mileage, because the law fixes our compensation. The Jaw also fixes 
the compensation of these Congressional employés and of the Capitol 
police. Why should we vote an extra month’s salary to these officers 
simply because this has been a protracted session? Will any gentle- 
man tell me the logic of it? The gentleman from Maine [Mr. MILLI- 
KEN] is willing to accept the amendment in favor of Capitol police. 
Now, whyshould the policemen about the Capitol have an extra month’s 
pay because this Congress has been in session sixty days longer than 
we expected when we came here last December? ‘These employés are 
paid by the year. They are all anxious to hold their positions. The 
salaries are remunerative, The places are considered desirable; and 
plenty of men would gladly take them at the present salaries. Why, 
then, should extra compensation be voted? Nobody can state any rea- 
son except simply that we have the power to do so; that is all. 

But in voting away the people’s money, with reference to this as with 
reference to everything RAN I insist (I speak for myself only) that it is 
my duty to see that legislation here is prudent and careful, such as my 
constituents wouldapprove. I believe the judgment of my people would 
be that these salaries are sufficient. If the performance of duty by 
these employés is not onerous, and no one can assert that it is—— 

Mr. LAWLER. It has been this session. 

Mr. PAYSON. Oh, no; it has not been. 

Mr. LAWLER. Yes, it has. 

Mx PAYSON. Ido not want any one to tell me that the duties of 
these gentlemen who sit about these doors opening and shutting them 
as members and visitors enter or leave, or that the duties of these boys 
engaged here as pages, are onerous. It is all wind; it is all stuff. 
[Laughter.] If that is not parliamentary, I withdraw the expression. 
[ Laughter. ] 

It does not seem so to me, It is not what I called work when I was 
engaged in making a living by the sweat of my brow and the labor of 
my arms. I do not regard the work here as laborious. 

Mr. MILLIKEN. How long ago was that? 

Mr. PAYSON. Up to when I was twenty-one years of age. 

But the point I wish to make, and I am not to be diverted from it 
by pleasantries, is this: Why should we change existing law as to these 
salaries, which are said to be sufficient for the duties performed and for 
the labor, which is not laborious or excessive? No gentleman can give 
any reason except that in past years it has been done in some instances. 
It is a bad precedent and ought not to be followed, and particularly on 
the meager information we have of how much will be required to carry 
out the provisions of the joint resolution if it becomes a law. 

I hope it will be voted down. 

Mr. MILLIKEN, Mr.8 er, I have always had great admiration 
for gentlemen who seem to be loud in announcing their efforts to save 
the country and to save the Treasury by economizing on the pay of 
clerks and that is, by saving at some little spigot while they 
let it run out at the bung. [Laughter.] 

T have no interest politically in this joint resolution. There is not 
a beneficiary in the House under it I have an interest in. I believe 
they are all on the other side of the House in politics. I have not in- 
troduced the resolution because my constituents would look on it in 
one way or the other, because I had anything for home consumption in 
my district, or because I hoped to get votes by doing it or not doing it, 
But, sir, I have done it because it is a just and proper thing to do. 

Mr. LAWLER. And you are right, sir. 

Mr. MILLIKEN. The gentleman from Illinois has iterated and re- 
iterated and reiterated over and over again one single point which he 
attempts to make before this House, and that is that these clerks, that 
these employés, who are to be the beneficiaries under the resolution, 
knew when they accepted their places what their salaries were to be. 


=> 


I said when up before, Mr. Speaker, that ever since I have been here, 
and for a good many years before, such a resolution has been 
except at the last Congress, and it has been done so many timesit has 
become a custom, and a custom for so longa time it has almost become 
alaw. And these employ(s, when they accepted their places, had as 
much right to believe the custom which has existed so long would be 
carried out in their cases as that their fees as established by law would 
be paid to them. So far as that is concerned, therefore, the gentle- 
man’s point goes to the wall. As hesaid, thereis nothing but wind in 
it. [Langhter.] But I will retract that expression, as the gentleman 
said he Tonig if it were unparliamentary. But, sir, there is nothing 
in itata 

Now, Mr. Speaker, it has been done by past Congresses, because it 
was believed by them to be jast and proper, until it has become a prec- 
edent established by long usage, and I repeat that these employés had 
the right to expect under that precedent which was established they 
would have the same allowance made to them as was made to those 
who have preceded them. . 

My friend talks of how cheaply these places might all be filled by 
somebody up in his district. 

Mr. PAYSON. I have not said that at all. 

Mr. MILLIKEN. He said for how little we could get others to 
come here to take these places and receive the pay established by law. 
You can not fix any man’s salary on that theory or on that principle. 
I can find many gentlemen in this country who would be glad to serve 
as President of the United States without charging one dollar in the 
way of salary. They would like the honor of it. Shall we therefore 
say, because of that fact, the President of the United States shall serve 
without pay? Shall we say that, because some one would be glad to 
serve simply because of the honor of the office and charge nothing for 
salary? I have no doubt my friend has some one in his own district 
who would be glad to come down here and fill his place on this floor 
without charging $5,000 a year or any mileage at all. 

But shall we on this account abolish the pay of members of Con- 
gress? The gentleman would reduce the whole Government service 
to this point, that no man should fill a Government office unless he 
had wealth enough to enable him to fill it without charging any sal- 
ary at all, The question is what is just, what is right in regard to 
these men. 

I have further to say this: The gentleman talks about what a mem- 
ber dares to do and what he does not dare to do. I can say truthfully 
that I have never yet given a vote in this House under fear of what 
penalty might be inflicted upon me by my constituency or by anybody 
else. 

I am satisfied to vote here in this House for what I believe to be 
right, sensible, and just, and then submit to my constituents and take 
the results. 

I now move the previous question on the adoption of the resolu- 
tion. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. Pentling that, I move that 
the House do now adjourn. 


WITHDRAWAL OF PAPERS, 


The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. RICHARDSON). Pending the mo- 
tion to adjourn, the Chair desires to lay before the House certain re- 
quests of members. 

By unanimous consent, leave was granted to Mr. STONE, of Ken- - 
tucky, to withdraw from the files of the House, without leaving copies, 
papers in the case of Logan N. Dishman. 


LEAVE OF ABSENCE. 


By unanimous consent, leave of absence was granted to Mr. WICK- 
HAM indefinitely, on account of important business. 


YANKTON AND MISSOURI RIVER RAILWAY COMPANY. 


Mr. GIFFORD. Mr. Speaker, pending the motion to adjourn, I ask 
unanimous consent to make a report from the Committee on Indian Af- 
fairs. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. I will withdraw the motion for 
that purpose. ; 

Mr. GIFFORD. Iam instructed by the Committee on Indian Affairs 
to report back the amendments of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 7547) 
granting the right of way to the Yankton and Missouri River Railway 
Company through the Yankton reservation in Dakota, and to ask unani- 
mous consent to non-concur in the Senate amendments, and agree to the 
conference asked thereon, 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS, 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. The question recurs on the motion of 
the gentleman from Kentucky, that the House do now adjourn. 

The question was taken; and on a division there were—ayes 38, 
noes 27. 

Mr. LAWLER. Let us have tellers. 

Tellers were refused. 

So the motion was agreed to; and accordingly (at 1 o’clock and 56 
minutes p. m.) the House adjourned. 
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PRIVATE BILLS AND JOINT RESOLUTIONS INTRODUCED AND RE- 
= FERRED. 


Under the rule private bills and joint resolutions of the following 
titles were introduced and referred as indicated below: 

By Mr. HITT: Joint resolution (H. Res. 227) authorizing the Sec- 
retary of War to receive for instruction at the Military Academy at 
West Point Henry Lecomte, of Switzerland—to the Committee on Mil- 
itary Affairs, : 

By Mr. J. A. ANDERSON; A bill (H. R. 11542) granting a pension 
to Jeremiah Malcolm—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 11543) for the relief of William T. Hopkins—to 
the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. MAISH: A bill (H. R. 11544) for the relief of the Standard 
Under-ground Cable Company, of Pittsburgh, Pa.—to the Committee 
on Appropriations. 

By Mr. McSHANE: A bill (H. R. 11545) granting a pension to 
James M. Simeral—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. WARNER: A bill (H. R. 11546) for the relief of the St. 
Louis and Mississippi Transportation Company—to the Committee on 
Claims. 


PETITIONS, ETC. 

The following petitions and papers were laid on the Clerk’s desk, 
under the rule, and referred as follows: 

By Mr. McCOMAS: Petition of Henry T. Deaver, of Frederick 
County, Maryland, for reference of his claim to the Court of Claims— 
to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. FORAN: Petition of Local Assembly No. 9353, Knights of 
Labor, of Cleveland, Ohio, to protect free labor from convict labor—to 
the Committee on Labor. 

By Mr. LANDES: Petition of Eunice J. Smith, of West Salem, NI., 
for relief—to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post- Roads. 

By Mr. MAISH: Petition of Elizabeth Hoffacker, mother of William 
Hoffacker, for relief—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. WARNER: Petition of the St. Louis and Mississippi Valley 
Transportation Company, for relief—to the Committee on Claims, 


SENATE. 
WEDNESDAY, October 3, 1888. 


Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. J. G. BUTLER, D. D. 
The Journal of yesterday’s proceedings was read and approved. 
PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 

Mr. HOAR presented the petition of J. Nelson Trask, of Massachu- 
setts, praying for the total repeal of all naturalization laws; which was 
referred to the Committee on Foreign Relations, 

Healso presented a petition of 11,088 citizens of Massachusetts, pray- 
ing for an amendment to the Constitution of the United States which 
will prohibit the appropriation of public funds for the support of sec- 
tarian schools; which was referred to the Committee on Education and 
Labor. 

REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 

Mr. DOLPH, from the Committee on Foreign Relations, to whom 
was referred the joint resolution (H. Res. 181) accepting the invitation 
of the Imperial German Government to the Government of the United 
States to become a party to the International Geodetic Association, re- 
ported it without amendment. 

Mr. STEWART, from the Committee on Military Affairs, to whom 
was referred the bill (H. R. 1959) authorizing the Secretary of War to 
issue to the governor of the Territory of Montana military stores for 
the use of the regularly enlisted, organized, and uniformed active 
militia, reported it with an amendment, and submitted a report 
thereon. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the bill 
(8. 3336) authorizing the Secretary of War to issue to the governor of 
the Territory of Montana military stores for the use of the regularly 
enlisted, organized, and uniformed active militia, reported adversely 
thereon; and the bill was postponed indefinitely. 

Mr. SAWYER, from the Committee on Commerce, to whom was re- 
ferred the bill (H. R. 10023) to authorize the Cairo and Tennessee River 
Railroad Company to construct bridges across the Tennessee and Cum- 
berland Rivers, reported it with an amendment. 

He also, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom were referred the 
following bills, reported them severally withoutamendment, and sub- 
mitted reports thereon: 

A bill (H. R. 5403) granting a pension to Emma F. Read; 

A bill (H. R. 4649) granting a pension to Daniel Tanner; 

A bill (H. R. 10109) granting a pension to Mrs. Anna Leach; 

A bill (H. R. 7928) granting a pension to Samuel M. Reese; 

A bill (H. R. 10769) granting a pension to John M. Krank; and 

A bill (H. R: 8735) granting a pension to Mary A. McCool. 

Mr. WILSON, of Maryland, from the Committee on Claims, to 
whom was referred the bill (H. R. 5349) for the relief of James Trabue, 


Thornton Thatcher, Michael Callahan, and the widow of John Waters, 
reported $t without amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 

Mr. MITCHELL, from the Committee on Claims, to whom was re- 
ferred the bill (H. R. 300) for the relief of the trustees of the First ° 
Baptist Church, at Smithland, Ky., reported it without amendment, 
and submitted a report thereon. 

THE REVENUE LAWS. 

Mr. ALLISON. The Committee on Finance, to whom was referred 
the bill (H. R. 9051) to reduce taxation and simplify the laws in re- 
lation to the collection of the revenue, have directed me to report it 
back with an amendment in the nature of a substitute. Iask that 
the bill may be placed on the Calendar, and I give notice that on Mon- 
day morning I shall ask for its consideration. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Meanwhile it will be printed in the regular way. 

Mr. ALLISON. I shall move to take up the bill on Monday morn- 
ing for @onsideration. I also move that 1,000 copies be printed in bill 
form for the use of the folding-room in addition to the usual number. 
I think that can be done without reference to the Committee on Print- 


ing. 
Mr. HARRIS. What number of extra copies does the Senator sug- 
t? 
Mr. ALLISON. Iask unanimous consent that 1,000 copies be printed 
in bill form for the folding-room. 
Mr. SHERMAN. There should be copies for theuse of the commit- 


tee. 
poe HARRIS. One thousand copies in addition to the usual num- 
r? S 
Mr. ALLISON. In addition to the usual number. I think there 
ought to be perhaps 500 printed also for the use of the Committee on 
Finance, as there are so many requests made to that committee for the 
measure agreed on. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair wiil submit the motion 
as the Senator from Iowa presents it. 
Mr. ALLISON. I move that 1,000 additional copies be printed for 
the use of the folding-room of the Senate, and 500 copies for the use of 
the Finance Committee. Iask unanimous consent that that may be 


done. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It will be so ordered if there be no 
objection. 

Mr. ALLISON submitted the following resolution; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on Printing: 

Resolved, That 10,000 copies of the bill H. R. No. 9051, as reported tothe Senate, 
be printed in pamphlet form, 9,000 for the use of the Senate, and 1,000 for the 
use of the Committee on Finance. 

Mr. ALLISON. I give notice that to-morrow, or on Friday morning 
at the farthest, majority and minority reports will be filed to accom- 
pany this bill. 

The PRESIDENT pro lempore. 
the Revised Statutes read. 

The Secretary read as follows: 


Sec. 3793. All motions to print extra copies of any bill, report, or other pub- 
lie document, shall be referred to the Committee on Printing of the House in! 
which such motion is made. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The operation of a rule of tho Sen- 
ate can be waived by unanimous consent, but the direction of a statute 
can not. The Chair therefore thinks that the order agreeing to the reso- 
lution to print extra copies of the bill reported by the Committee on 
Finance this morning should be reconsidered, and that the resolution 
should be referred to the Committee on Printing. It is so ordered if 
there be no objection. 

Mr. ALLISON. That relates to the printing of the 1,500 copies of 
the tariff bill. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The 1,500 copies. 

Mr. ALLISON. Then I move to make the number 2,000, 1,000 for 
the committee and 1,000 for the Senate. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. It can be reported immediately. 
question of accounting at the Treasury. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. If there be no objection the amend- 
ment will be agreed to. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Before the consideration of the tariff bill passes 
from the Senate, as I am compelled to leave at 3.40 this afternoon, I 
should like, with the indulgence of the Senate, to make a few remarks 
in regard to it. I think it is proper for me to do so, but if it will be 
more convenient to Senators to go through with the ordinary morning 
business I shall be very glad to do it then. 

Mr. COCKRELL. There is no objection to the Senator’ proceeding 
now. . 

Mr. SHERMAN. 


The Chair will have section 3793 of 


It is a mere 


I will go on now if it is the pleasure of the Sen- 


ate. 

Mr. HARRIS. The morning business can follow the remarks of the 
Senator. i 

Mr. SHERMAN. Mr. President, the grave importance attached, | 
not only by the people of our country, but by the people of all coun- 
tries with whom we have connection, to the tariff bill which is now 
presented to the Senate for consideration, perhaps justifies a few re- 
marks to be made by me. 
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Although at this time the chairman of the Committee on Finance, 
I have not been able to give to the detailed investigation of this sub- 
ject the care and attention that I probably ought to have done, but my 
time has been fully occupied in other duties imposed on me by the 
Senate. Still, on account of the very grave importance of this bill, 
which involves the interest of every citizen of the United States, [have 
kept pace with its examination; I have read it over and over, again 
and again, so that I am familiar with all the details and provisions of 
the bill, but the work and labor performed upon this bill has been done 
by others. 

Early, even before the Honse bill came to us, 2 subcommittee of the 
Committee on Finance, composed of seven members, four of them 
Republicans and three Democrats, were appointed to take charge of 
this important measure, even before it came here; and they have de- 
voted all their time since then, and ially since the of 
the bill by the other House, to the consideration of this subject. As a 
matter of course, the Democratic members of the committee being sat- 
isfied with the Mills bill did not give the same attention to the mat- 
ter that the Republican members did, but they attended off and on in 
the examination of witnesses, and no doubt kept themselves advised 
as to the progress of the bill. But the bill itself, the substitute as re- 
ported, is substantially the work of the Senator from Iowa [Mr. AL- 
Lison], who reports it to-day, the Senator from Rhode Island [Mr. 
ALDRICH], the Senator from Nevada [Mr. JonEs], and the Senator 
from New York [Mr. Hiscock]. In making these comments now, I 
wish to give these Senators not only all the credit for the merits of the 
bill, but for the manner in which they did the immense labor in pre- 
` paring the bill. My part was simply that of a looker-on and an advi- 
sory member. 

‘The subcommittee quickly came to the conclusion that the bill sent 
by the other House was not a sufficient bill to answer the purposes de- 
manded, that it was totally inadequate, that it was nota revision of 
the tariff law. It was only an amendment of the tariff law. It only 
affected a portion of the paragraphs or schedules of the tariff law. It 
did not aim to be a revision of the law nor to vide machinery to 
carry into execution the law, but cut here and I was about to 
say at random—at the various provisions of existing law. When it 
came to be examined in detail, as Senators will see by the report of 
the committee, there were many incongruities in the bill, provisions 
that were totally inconsistent with each other, taxes levied on raw 
materials at a higher rate than on the finished article, and many other 
incongruities and uncertainties necessarily involved in the framing of 
the bill owing to the manner in which it was framed, however honest 
may have been the intention. These will all be pointed ont fully in 
the report of the committee. 

The Republican members, the majority of the committee, felt it nec- 
essary to provide for an entire revision of the revenue law. ‘They 
therefore, as a foundation for that, took the testimony of a great num- 
ber of witnesses. Over 2,000 printed pages of testimony in the form 
of statements or representations or petitions will be laid before the 
Senate to guide their action, to inform them upon the various interests 
involved in this proposed tariff law. Among this information are sonie 
very able and instructive treatises, I may say, upon different branches 
of the subject-matter. 

The bill is thus after thisexamination. If there are defects 
in the bill they will no doubt be pointed out. As I shall show here- 
after, in my judgment there will be but few defects except differences 
of honest opinion in d to what duties ought to be levied upon dif- 
ferent articles; but so far as the frame-work of the bill is concerned it 
will be found to be a very perfect bill. 

The merits of this bill as compared with the Mills bill, I 
shall not gointo indetail. I will briefly state that the bill containsall 
there is left and all that is needed of laws regulating the rates of duty 
and providing machinery for the collection of both internal and ex- 
Sarii taxes. Although in a much less mass than one would suppose, 
it is a substantial compendium of every provision of law made neces- 
sary for the collection of either internal-revenue or customs duties, so 
that it is practically the revenue laws of the United States. It is the 
only one that I know of that has ever been made, for it not only con- 
tains the rates of duty, but the manner in which the duties shall be 
collected. : 

With this measure a custom-house officer or any citizen may inform 
himself of every provision of law which affects the public revenue of 
the United States derived from these sources, exclusive of the public- 
land laws. 

Not only that, but this bill for the first time provides safeguards 
against frauds and undervaluations, remedies for which have been 
sought by committees of the Senate and of the House without respect 
to party. These have been formulated by a committee composed of 
members of both parties into a bill early reported to the Senate, which 
passed the Senate without a division, receiving every vote of the Sen- 
ate, a bill framed, as I say, by a committee of both parties, who went 
to New York and examined there the machinery and method of col 
lections, and that has become a part of this codification. É 

In my judgment that alone and the legislative provisions thus re- 
ported will do more to secure a fair and just collection of customs than 


any other provisions in this bill, or in any bill that has precededit. It 
was shown clearly to the committee that extent of yndervaluations 
went, in many cases, to 30, 40, and 50 per cent.; that it was habitual 
and universal, especially in the larger ports; that custom-house oaths 
were disregarded without question or inquiry, and that arrangements 
and combinations were made by which goods were introduced into this 
country at an undervaluation through commission merchants and by 
aoe arrangements. That proposed law has been ingrafted in the 

The bill contains a positive, unquestionable reduction of revenues to 
the extent of about $70,000,000; to state it more clearly, $73,668,000. 
These are upon a few items, so that there can be no question about it. 
Upon sugar there is the reduction ofone-half, amounting to $27,000,000. 
There is an entire repeal of the tax on manufactured tobacco, leaving 
a duty on cigars to a certain extent, making a reduction of duties of 
$24,370,000. There is a repeal of the internal tax on alcohol used in 
the arts, which is further estimated to reduce the revenue $7,000,000. 
I doubt very much whether we can prevent the fraud that will un- 
doubtedly occur jn pretending to use alcohol in the arts when it is used 
for drinking purposes. I have no doubt that the ingenuity of man wil 
evade any provisions of law that can be made upon this subject. But 
the scheme is a just one, agreed to by all, that there ought to be no tax 
on alcohol used in ordinary medicines and for manufacturing purposes. 
Where it is used, sometimes as a lubricator and sometimes as asolyent; 
sometimes for one purpose and sometimes for another, no one questions 
the propriety of repealing the tax if it can be done safely; but I doubt 
very much whether it can be done. 

There is also an addition to the free-list of articles heretofore subject 
to duty which will reduce the revenue $6,428,000; and there are changes 
of rates of duty, the reduction of duties on other articles, reducing 
the revenue $8,100,000, making the total of $73,668,000. 

This is a positive, certain reduction of taxation, The objection to 
the Mills bill is that no man can say with any certainty that it is a re- 
duction, except so far as that bill adds articles to the free-list. Every 
effort heretofore since the close of the war to reduce taxes by reducing 
duties on imported goods has resulted in an increase of the revenue 
unless the repeal of the duty made the article duty free. : In my judg- 
ment, the Mills bill, the main object of which as set out is to reduce 
the revenue, will in some portions of it, at least in those portions which 
reduce the duty on imported goods, rather increase the revenues than 
otherwise. 

The substitute bill contains another novel device, and I give the com- 
mittee great credit for it. It groups all the articles subject to duties 
on imported goods into fifteen different schedules, properly headed, as 
the iron or metal schedule, cotton man and woolen manu- 
factures. There are fifteen different schedules, each of which is sep- 
arate and distinct. Besides that, it divides the whole into seven hun- 
dred and ninety-five paragraphs, each paragraph relating to a single 
article, thus dissipating the idea which is so common in this country 
that the tariff affects three thousand or four thousand articles, because 
seven hundred and ninety-five paragraphs describe every article, not 
only on the dutiable list, but on the free-list as well, and they are 
grouped in paragraphs so that they can be referred to, and one can be 
repealed or modified without changing others. Hitherto the trouble 
in changing our revenue laws was that any modification made might 
affect a great many different subjects-matter not intended by the 
framers of the law. This classification and division will avoid that 
difficulty. f 

This-bill also e as I said a moment ago, the free-list by add- 
ing certain articles to the free-list, but unlike the Mills bill it only adds 
those articles which can not be produced in this country, to which our 
country by reason of climate or otherwise is not adapted, All such 
articles, therefore, without exception, on the dutiable-list, except some 
articles of extreme luxury that can not with ordinary care and skill be 

uced in this country, have been placed on the free-list. 

The Mills bill, as it is called, or the House bill, went upon a differ- 
ent principle. It did not the principle that is acted upon by 
the committee of the Senate, but put on the free-list some of the most 
important articles which come directly into competition with the most 
valuable American productions. For instance, the Mills bill put wool 
upon the free-list, so that the wool from all the countries of the world, 
from the uncivilized plains, I may say, from new countries occupied by 
savage tribes, the wool grown on native or wildsheep, would be brought 
into competition with our own people, and thus endanger, as I think, 
the most important industry of mankind, the one necessary to provide 
warm clothing for the people. 

The Mills bill did select a multitude of articles that can beand ought 
to be produced in this country and placed them on the free-list, thus 
compelling our people to a sharp and hard competition with all classes 
of labor and with all classes of people in foreign countries. But this 
bill puts nothing on the free-list except it isan article that can not be 
pes here, and Dl PSs on the free-list every article that can not 

produced here by ordinary means and facilities. 

Not only that, but this bill is impartial in its dealing with sections. 
There is no discrimination, and I challenge gentlemen to show any dis- 
crimination in rates. of duty on account of the sectional locality of the 
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production. It is true the bill reduces one-half the duty on sugar, 
which can only be grown in a warm climate; but the present duty on 
sugar is 83 per cent,—more than double the duty on any other agri- 
cultural production except that of rice. The committee in dealing 
with these two epee which now yield the “ipa apag ahem ee 
sugar of fifty-odd million dollars, placed them at a er rate o 

duty than is levied on any article grown in the North, and left aduty 
on sugar of 41 per cent., when the duty on wheat is 20 per cent. and 
on other articles grown in the North from 20 to.30 or 40 percent. On 
rice the duty is still*left at over 50 per cent. while now it is over 100 

r cent, 

I challenge Senators again to point to a single item in this bill which 
discriminates against any industry because it is produced in the South 
or in the North, or in the East or in the West; whilethe Mills bill was 
marked in its inations. As is shown by the report, of the du- 
ties modified in the Mills bill to the injury of American production 
$1,200,000,000 of the competing domestic articles were grown in the 
North, and I believe it was but $60,000,000 that were grown in the 
South. So that the Mills bill isa wide and general discrimination, as 
we think, against Northern industries; while this bill avoids that and 
makes a fair and impartial reduction of revenues and a fair and im- 
partial classification of the revenues, 

This bill does increase the duties‘on several things, and here there 
will be an honest difference of opinion as to whether the increased du- 
ties involve cases of right or not. Probably that will be oneof the con- 
troversies before the Senate when we come to the details of the bill. 
But the principle which has always been followed in this increase of 
duties is that where the tables show that an article which ought to be 
produced in this country is very largely imported, in such a case it is 
an evidence that there ought to be increased encouragement given to 
our own manufacturers. in order to diversify our industry and make 
everything essential to human life in this country, rather than to de- 

nd upon foreign nations.. That principle has prevailed, so far as I 

now, in every increase of duties as proposed by this bill. 

While the bill lowers the rates of duty on certain woolen and cotton 
goods, it increases the rates on others. There are twoor three 
increases on cotton goods in the bill that will be the subjectof remark, 
but at the same time they are. based upon that distinct rule as a rule. 

‘The cotton industry of this country is growing not only in the North, 
but in the South. One of the happiest signs of the times is that there 

_ were thirty-six cotton milis, according to the statement in the papers, 
erected within the last year in the South. So faras the cheaper forms 
of cotton goods are concerned, undoubtedly the cotton manufacture is 
well established, but in regard to that class which enters more or less 
as articles of luxury into the consumption of the rich there are still 
enormous amounts of cotton goods man abroad and brought 
from foreign countries into this country which ought to be manufact- 
ured here. What is the amount of importations of cotton goods? 

Mr. ALDRICH. Twenty-nine millions of dollars, 

Mr. SHERMAN. Twenty-nine million dollars’ worth of cotton goods 
are brought into. this country, every part of which, except probably 
those of the finer grades, where the great cost is in the skilled labor, 
can be mani in this country, The committee have recom- 
mended a slight increase of duty on two or three grades of these goods 
in order to induce our people to engage in the finer manufacture of 
cotton goods; and so I might say of woolen goods. 

There was another difficulty in the old law and oneof the things that 
required an absolute revision of the tariff. Formerly there was a wide 
disparity in market value between iron and steel. Steel was worth in 
many cases three or four times as much asiron. But by recent dis- 
coveries made only within the last four or five years the price of steel 
is no higher than theprice ofiron. Bynew processes, familiar to every 
Senator, which have been adopted not only in thisecountry but in other 
countries, in many cases steel is cheaper thaniron. Therefore it be- 
camo necessary to entirely revolutionize the whole metal schedule. As 
a general rule iron and steel would have about the same value, and 
they are classified together instead of being classified at different and 
distinct rates. ` It was the necessity of making this classification that 
was one of the strongest arguments in favor of the passage of any bill 
reducing the tariff. This has been done, and I think it has been done 
satisfactorily even to both sides of the Chamber. I think if Senators 
will examine the iron schedule they will see that it has been done so 
justly and fairly, in some cases reducing the duty, in a-very few cases 
increasing it, and classifying it in such a way that I believe it will be 
satisfactory to the people of the country without respect to party. 

There is also a slight increase on wool, and there has been some pro- 
vision made to prevent frauds in the importation of wools, frauds that 
are confessed on. all hands. Under one pretense or another yarns, noils, 
waste, worsteds, etc., were classified at a different rate from wool. 
‘These were admitted to be evasions of the intent of the law and created 
inequality and injustice. 

There was another reason why it became necessary to have a com- 
plete revision of the tariff laws. Most of these decisions have been 
made during the present Administration, since the passage of the law 
of 1883, and probably grew out of the uncertain language of that law; 
but still they had to be corrected. 


It was found that instead of some 40,000,000 pounds of wool being 
imported there were last year imported 114,000,000 pounds of wool, 
and much of this of high value, imported in the name of carpet 
wool. The most expensive of all wools, the finer grades of certain 
wools, were. brought in at 2} cents a pound, and thus defeated the 
plain intention of the law to give to the farmer a reasonable protection 
on his product as well as togive the manufacturer a protection on his, 
This has been changed, and the rate of duty has been added to.1 cent 
a pound on three grades of wool, leaving the cheaper forms of wool 
which enter into the manufacture of carpet at 2} cents a pound. 

It istrue that nominally one rate, the highest rate, is abolished, but 
the fact is the law was so construed that there was no. wool imported 
under the high grade, and consequently under the law of 1883 no wool 
paid 12 cents a pound. When Isay ‘‘no wool,’’ I mean none buta few 
thousand pounds, practically none; so that all the wool is to be intro- 
duced at the rate of 10 cents per pound, and on those two classes the 
rate is increased to 11 cents a pound, and I think wisely. 

I regret myself that the committee did not go further in this direc- 
tion. IfI did not hope against hope I should hope that the Senate 
would correct that by giving the farmers 1 cent more, but I fear, with 
the ideas which prevail on the other side of the Chamber, that it will 
not be done. 

At any rate we have at least recognized in this bill this great im- 
portant farming interest, so that a man may, from Texas to Maine, 
have a more careful protection of this great and important agricultural 
industry. If we did not go further, it is better to take half a loaf than 
to get no bread. 

‘There was another trouble in the Mills bill growing out of the ad- 
mitted discriminations against particular items because the article pro- 
duced was an article of universal use. Take cotton-ties, strap-iron. 
Why should a distinction be made in favor of cotton-ties simply be- 
cause cotton-ties had so many friends in Congress? So many people 
wanted to have cheap cotton-ties that they were not willing to pay 
upon cotton-ties the same rate of duty that was paid upon hoop-iron 
or other forms of iron all over the country. That has been corrected 
by this bill, as it ought to be. No section, no community, and no in- 
terest ought to seek to evade its fair share according to the general rule 
of the taxes levied upon imported goods. 

There wasa much more difficult problem, however, which the com- 
mittee had in dealing with the question of tin-plate. There is no ques- 
tion about the power of our people to make cotton-ties at a very low 
rate, but there was some question .as to the power of the American 
people to make tin-plate. We have no timin this country in sufficient 
quantities to enter into the commerce of the country. It had to be 
obtained mainly from Wales, and the question with this committee, 
as I understood, which they fairly considered, was whether or not they 
would put tin-plate upon the-same rate of duty that they put sheet- 
iron. In justice it ought to be a little higher on tin-plate, but as no 
tin-plate was made inthis country, there was some doubt whether the 
experiment had better be-tried until it was absolutely demonstrated 
that tin-plate could be made in this country. It turns out from the 
investigation—a fact that I have known a long time, because I saw the 
process of making tin-plate in England—that the sheet-iron is simply 
what I would call dipped, a kind of chemical process by which the 
sheet-iron is charged with about 5 per cent. of tin, coated by a kind of 
chemical process, and the committee wers assured that it could be easily 
madein this country, and that there were facilities now to make 100,000 
tons of tin-plate here. ; 

But still the committee thought that at. present they had better 
leave it where it is now, but would further consider the subject and 
report a properamendment. Jn my judgment the Seuate ought to go 
further and put this industry of tiu-plate upon the same footing as any 
other industry. There are 250,000 tons of this article imported from 
abroad, We consume, it is said, three-fifths of all that is made in the 
world, and there is no reason why this important industry, which 
would give employment to vast capital and a great number of men, 
should not be started here. There are reductions on other articles, as 
copper, nickel, and others, and we have esiablished industries, all of 
which will be more fully shown by the bill. 

I wish to say—because I do notin saying it flatter myself at al— 
that this is a very conservative measure. If anybody is alarmed atits 
provisions, or expects to see any large increase of duties, or any sudden 
changes proposed, he will be greatly mistaken. * It has been prepared 
with great care. It embraces protection to every article of domestic 
industry that by possibility can come into contact or competition with 
foreign productions. Therefore it is a complete bill, 

Iam bound to say to both sides of the Chamber that I believe the 
measure now presented to the Senate is the best revenue bill that was 
ever introduced into the Congressof the United States. I believe if it 
was taken up free from the party asperities, free from party feelings and 
prejudices that necessarily attend a Presidential election, and if it could 
be considered on its merits with such amendments as might be proposed 
and debated and considered and adopted, after full investigation, it 
could be made the most perfect revenue measure ever placed upon the 
statute-books of the United States. It has received great care and 
skill, and is subject to the scrutiny of the Senate. When I examined 
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it, I saw that great care had been: taken, but, as a matter of course, 
suggestions arose and were always fairly considered, and they ought to 
be here when they are made in the Senate. 

If this bill could be considered without respect to the election and 
its influence on party politics, I have no doubt it would, with very slight 
changes, be made the basis of a permanent system of revenue, changed 
only from time to time as the value of articles changed, and would then 
become something in the nature of a permanent system of revenue. 

The issue now is fairly made before the people of the United States. 
Ido not wish to engage inthatnow. I thought it was necessary for me 
to make these statements in regard to this bill. Theissue is to be tried 
by the people, a plain, fair, square issue between a tariff for revenue 
only and a tariff for revenue and protection. It is a question whether 
the articles necessary for human life in our country shall be made by 
American labor or by foreign labor, whether the wages of American 
laborers should depend upon the wages of European laborers or should 
depend upon the American policy of protecting all forms of labor and 
production. 

BILLS INTRODUCED. 

Mr. BLODGETT introduced a bill (S. 3607) for the relief of Harry S. 
Kellogg; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs, 

He also introduced a bill (S. 3608) for the relief of Mary E. Johnson; 
which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on 
Pensions. 

Mr. STEWART introduced a bill (S. 3610) to provide for the issu- 
ance of coin certificates to circulate as money; which was read twi-e 
hy its title, and referred to the Committee on Finance. 

Mr. SAWYER (by request) introduced a bill (S. 3611) granting a 
pension to Anna W. Smith: which was read twice by its title, and re- 
ferred to the Committee on Pensions. 

MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 

A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. CLARK, its 
Clerk, announced that the House had passed the following bills; in 
which it requested the concurrence of the Senate: 

A bill (H. R. 11107) to amend an act entitled ‘‘An act to authorize 
the Fort Smith and Choctaw Bridge Company to construct a bridge 
across the Poteau River, in the Choctaw Nation, near FortSmith, Ark. ;’’ 
and 

A bill (H. R. 11338) to authorize the construction of a bridge across 
the Coosa River at Gadsden, in the State of Alabama. 

The message also announced that the House had agreed to the amend- 
ments of the Senate to the following bill and joint resolution: 

A bill (H. R. 10633) for the relief of John B. itead; and 

Joint resolution (H. Res. 101) providing for the printing of decis- 
ions of the Department of the Interior regarding public lands and pen- 
sions for sale. 

The message further announced that the House had passed the bill 
(S. 3390) to create the Lincoln land district in the Territory of New 
Mexico. 

ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 

Them also announced that the Speaker of the House had signed 
the following enrolled bills and joint resolution; and they were there- 
upon signed by the President pro tempore: 

A bill (S. 122) granting a-pension to Samuel Lane; 

A bill (S. 249) to prevent the manufacture orsale of adulterated food 
or drugs in the District of Columbia; 

A bill (S. 317) for the relief of William A. Bevens; 

A bill (S. 544) to authorize the construction of a highway bridge 
across that part of the waters of Lake Champlain which separates the 
islands of North Hero and South Hero, in the county of Grand Isle, in 
the State of Vermont; 

A bill (S. 602) for the relief of James Millinger; 

A bill (S. 654) granting a pension to Caroline Motz; 

A bill (S. 1766) granting a pension to Stephen Butler; 

A bill (S. 2321) granting a pension to John V. Hennessey; 

A bill (S. 2519) to make enlisted men of the Signal Corps responsi- 
ble for public property; 

A bill (S. 2563) to compensate Mrs. Sarah L. Larimer for important 
services rendered the military authorities in 1864 at Deer Creek Sta- 
tion, Wyoming; 

A bill (S. 2606) granting a pension to John B. Timberman; 

A bill (S. 2613) to amend an act approved June 15, 1882, changing 
the boundaries of the fourth collection district of Virginia; 

A bill (S. 3098) concerning the settlement of the boundary lines be- 
tween Connecticut and Rhode Island; 

A bill (S. 3168) regulating admissions to the Institution of the Asso- 
ciation for Works of Mercy in certain cases, and for other purposes; 

A bill (S. 3208) granting a pension to William 8. Bradshaw; 

A bill (S. 3306) granting a pension to Mary K. Richards; 

A bill (H. R. 200) granting a pension to Walter O. Watson; 

A bill (H. R. 201) granting a pension to Edward Waters; 

A bill y R. 508) granting a pension to Sarah F. Hawkins; 

A bill (H. R. 968) granting a pension to H. S. Sayre; 


A bill (H. R. 1085) granting a pension to Thomas Rains; 


A bill (H. R. 2073) granting an increase of pension to Daniel Will- 


rg; 

A bill (H. 
‘A bill (H. 
A bill (H. 
A bill (H. 
A bill (H. 


R. 2120) granting a pension to Elizabeth Evans; 

R. 2139) granting a pension to George Khody; 

R. 2471) granting a pension to Anna M. Noyes; 

R. 2472) granting a pension to Lydia A. Eaton; 

R. 2474) granting a pension to Joseph Lincoln Young; 

A bill (H. R. peed for the relief of Phillip Kopplin; 

A bill (H. R. 2689) granting a pension to Johanna Geyer, widow of 
Gustav W. Geyer; F 

A bill (H. R. 2716) granting a pension to J. W. Leight; 

A bill (H. R. 2788) ting a pension to Lieut. George T. Russell; 

A bill (H. R. 3152) for the relief of Arlington M. Harrington; 

A bill (H. R. 3504) for the relief of John German; 

A bill (H. R. 3801) granting a pension to Nelson J. Crook; 

A bill (H. R. 3908) increasing the pension of Jesse L. Garrett; 

A bill (H. R. 4038) granting a pension to Victoria, Gertrude, Marga- 
ret, and Helen, minor children of Lieut. George R. McGuire; 

A bill (H. R. 4039) granting a pension to Mary A. Pfeiffer; 

A bill (H. R. 4102) granting a pension to Mary A. Carr; 

A bill (H. R. 4820) granting a pension to Edwin Kelly; 

A bill (H. R. 5174) granting a pension to Statira Young; 

A bill (H. R. 5193) granting an increase of pension to Benjamin 
Franklin; 

A bill (H. R. 5740) granting a pension to Anson Ward; 

A bill (H. R. 6022) granting a pension to Smith Bodkins; 

A bill (H. R. 6201) granting a pension to John Robeson; 

A bill (H. R. 6309) for the relief of Mary A. Covey; 

A bill (H. R. 6409) for the relief of Perry R. Nye; 

A bill B R. 7185) granting a pension to Samuel Neikirk; 

A bill (H. R. 7457) granting a pension to Eleanor D. Heath; 

A bill (H. R. 7485) granting a pension to Mrs, Susan V. Wilcox; 

A bill (H. R. 7657) granting a pension to Mary Woodworth, widow 
of Ebenezer F. Woodworth; 

A bill (H. R. 7912) for the relief of Frances P. Vernon; 

A bill (H. R. 8200) granting a pension to Lydia Ann Wilber; 

A bill (H. R. 8553) granting a pension to Arabella Davis; 

A bill (H. R. 8748) to increase the pension of Richard Jobes; 

A bill (H. R. 8993) for the relief of Shadrack W. Brown; 

A bill (H. R. 9106) granting a pension to Peter Liner; 

A bill (H. R. 9148) to grant a pension to Jane Robinson; 

A bill (H. R. 9169) granting a pension to Tempy M. Johnston; 

A bill (H. R. reed granting a pension to Ransom Riley; 

A bill (H. R. 9341) granting a pension to Dulcena Noel; 

A bill (H. R. part to increase the pension of Rosalie O’Sullivan; 

A bill (H. R. 9370) granting a pension to Mrs. Susan Bates; 

A bill E R. 9371) granting a pension to Betsey Williams; 

A bill (H. R, 9719) for the relief of Thomas Shackelford; 

R. 9862) granting a pension to Benjamin F. Bair; 
R. 9935) to inerease the pension of Isaac Hurd; 
R. 9975) granting a pension to Joseph Welsh; 

R. 10007) for the relief of Henry Rose; 

A bill (H. R. 10017) granting a pension to Samuel Anderson; 

A bill (H. R. 10103) granting a pension to William Fairbanks; 

A bill (H. R. 10106) to place the name of Matilda Spangler on the 
pension-roll; 

A bill (H. R. 10112) granting to the Duluth and Winnipeg Railway 
Company the right of way through the Fond du Lac Indian reserva- 
tion, in the State of Minnesota; 

A bill (H. R. 10121) granting a pension to Sarah A. Mason; 

A bill (H. R. 10122) granting a pension to Margaret Quinton; 

A bill (H. R. 10159) granting a pension to Jenny Buell; 

A bill (H. R: 10171) granting a pension to Rachel Rogers; 

A bill (H. R. 10173) granting a pension to Catharine Mulligan; 

A bill (H. R. 10210) to increase the pension of Philip Thomas; 

A bill (H. R. 10124) granting a pension to Elias H. Hall; 

A bill (H. R. 10241) increasing the pension of Richard Porter; 

A bill (H. R. 10245) granting an increase of pension to Hannibal 
Kimball; 

A bill (H. R. 10256) to place the name of Lucy Wagor on the pen- 
sion-roll; 

A bill (H. R. 
sion-roll; 

A bill (H. R. 

A bill (H. R. 


A bill (H. 
A bill (H. 
A bill (H. 
A bill (E 


10258) to place the name of Cyrus Millins on the pen- 


10274) granting a pension to Joseph W. Filler; 
10342) granting a pension to John Dauper; 

A bill (H. R. 10504) granting a pension to Mary Hooper; 

A bill (H. R. 10563) grantinga pension to William S. Latham; 

A bill (H. R. 10629) granting a pension to Washington Ryau; 

A bill (H. R. 10661) granting a pension to Mrs. Sophia Vogelsang; 
A bill (H. R. 10672) granting a pension to Mighill I, Patten; 

A bill (H. R. 10687) granting a pension to Charles Junot; 

A bill (H. R. 10705) granting a pension to Mary O. L. Tanner; 

A bill (H. R. 10708) granting a pension to Jane E. Knoble; 

A bill (H. R. 10738) to increase the pension of George C. Quick; 
A bill (H. R. 10824) granting a pension to Mary A. Van Buskirk; 
A bill (H. R. 10827) for the relief of Catharine Teegardin; 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 


1888. 


A bill (H. R. 10881) granting a pension to Nancy G. Cotner; 

5 A bill (H. R. 10997) granting a pension to Henry Mitchell Young- 
lood; s 

A bill (H. R. 10944) granting a pension to Victoria May; 

A bill (H. R. 11005) granting a pension to Ester Gaven; 

A bill (H. R. 11021) to increase. the pension of Charles Hahneman; 

A bill (H. R. 11029) for the relief of Mary Van Buskirk; 

A bill (H. R. 11030) granting a pension to Susan E. Latture; 

A bill (H. R. 11057) granting a pension to Margaret Gray; 

A bill (H. R. 11222) granting a pension to Elizabeth Heckler; 

A bill (H. R. 11243) granting a pension to Mary E. McQueen; 

A bill (H. R. 11232) granting a pension to Eliza 8. Glass; and 

Joint resolution (S. R. 10) relating to the inclosure of certain points 
of especial interest on the battle-field of Gettysburgh. 

PROGRESS OF INDUSTRIAL ART. 

Mr. MANDERSON. I am directed by the Committee on Printing 
to report favorably a concurrent resolution, and I ask for its present con- 
sideration. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The concurrent resolution will be 


- The Secretary read as follows: 

Resolved by the Senate of the United States (the House of Rep» esontatives 
ring), That there be printed, for the use of Congress, 10,000 additional copies of 
the work known as “Progress of Industrial Art,” of which 3,500 shall be forthe 
use of the Senate and 6,500 for the House of Representatives. 


By unanimous consent, the Senate proceeded to consider the resolu- 


concur- 


tion. 

Mr. MANDERSON, I move toamend the resolution by striking out 
the word ‘‘Progress” and inserting ‘‘ Growth,” that being the correct 
title of the work. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The resolution as amended was agreed to. 

MAP OF THE UNITED STATES. ; 

Mr. MANDERSON. I am directed by the Committee on Printing, 
to whom was referred the joint resolution (S. R. 104) to print addi- 
tional copies of the United States map of the edition of 18-7, prepared 
by the Commissioner of Public Lands, to report it without amendment 
aud ask for its present consideration. 

The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, proceeded to consider the 
joint resolution. It proposes to direct the Secretary of the Interior to 
cause to be printed 7,500 copies of the United States map prepared by 
the General Land Office of the edition of 1887, at a rate not exceeding 
$1 each; 2,000 copies of which shall be for the use of the Senate, 4,000 
copies for the use of the House of Representatives, and 500 copies for 
the use of the Commissioner of the General Land Office; and 1,009 copies 
printed and mounted, to be sold under the direction of the Secretary 
of the Interior, at $1.25 each. 

The joint resolution was reported to the Senate without amendment, 
ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and 
passed. 


COMMITTEE ON ADDITIONAL LIBRARY ACCOMMODATIONS. 
Mr. VOORHEES, I offer the following resolution: 


That the Select Committee on Additional Accommodations for the 
Library of Congress be, and it is hereby, authorized to sit during t'e coming 
recess of Congress, and any necessary expenses shall be paid out of the contin- 
gent fund of the Senate, upon vouchers to be approved by the Committee to 
Audit and Control the Contingent Expenses of the Senate, 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The resoluti:n will be referred to 
the Committee to Audit and Control the Contingent Expenses of the 
Senate. 

Mr. VOORHEES. That, I think, has not been the usage hereto- 
fore. I do not know what the necessity may be, but I prefer that the 
committee have power to sit during the recess, however short it may 
be under the present circumstances. Heretofore resolutions of this 
character have been acted upon without reference. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair would state to the Sena- 
tor from Indiana that the rule required expressly that all resolutions 
imposing « charge upon the contingent funds of the Senate must be re- 
ferred to that committee for action. 

DR. JOHN B. READ. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I wish to enter a motion to reconsider the vote 
of the Senate taken day before yesterday—so that I am exactly in 
time—by which it passed with amendments the bill (H. R. 10633) for 
the relief of Dr. John B. Read, and I make a motion at the same time 
that the House of Representatives be requested to return the bill to 
the Senate. I think we have been acting under a misapprehension 
about that bill. We ought to look at it. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. Pasco in the chair). The mo- 
tion to reconsider the bill will be entered and the order requesting the 
return of the bill from the House of Representatives will be made, if 
there be no objection. The Chair hears none, and it is so ordered. 


ELECTORAL MESSENGERS. 


Mr. HOAR introduced a bill (S. 3609) supplementary to the act ap- 
proved February 3, 1887, entitled ‘‘An act to fix the day for the meet- 
ing of the electors of President and Vice-President, and to provide for 
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and regulate the counting of the votes for President and Vice Presi- 
dent, and the decision of questions arising thereon;’’ which was read 
twice by its title. . 

Mr. HOAR. It is important to have the bill printed at once, and I 
desire to make a brief statement in regard to it, which will take but 
a moment, 

The secretary of the Commonwealth of Massachusetts has called my 
attention to the fact that in the law passed during the last Congress 
for regulating the proceedings of counting the electoral votes for Pres- 
ident and Vice-President, the provision which requires the messengers 
to bring the certificates of the electors to the President of the Senate 
before the first Tuesday in January remains unchanged, so that the 
messengers are required to get the certificates here at adate before the 
votes are actually cast and the certificates made; and it is necessary to 
remedy that defect by simply changing ‘‘ the first Monday in January” 
to ‘‘the fourth Monday in January.” 

I drew a bill for that purpose and spoke to the Senator from Ver- 
mont [Mr. EDMUNDS] about it, who has given great study to that sub- 
ject, and he has also drawn a bill for the same purpose which I like 
better than my own. The bill which I introduce, therefore, is his. I 
thought it would be more convenient for the Senate, and expecially for 
members of the Committee on Privileges and Elections, to introduce 
the bill and have it put upon the Calendar and printed without being 
referred, and have it examined by the individua! members of the com- 
mittee and by individual Senators, and if an objection shall be found 
to it aller it has been printed and examined, it will be of course a very 
simple matter to have it referred to and considered by the committee. 
If no objection shall be found to it, I will in the course of a few days 
or a week, perhaps, call it up for passage. I move that the bill be 
printed and placed on the Calendar without relerence. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. It will he so ordered if there be no 
objection. The Chair hears none. 


MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 


A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. CLARK, its Clerk, 
announced that the House had passed the following bills; in which it 
requested the concurrence of the Senate: 

“A bill (H. R. 6782) for the relief of James Ballard; 

A bill (H. R. 8557) for the relief of Dr. David Hell; and 

A bill (H. R. 10098) to refer the claims of Richard H. Parham, ad- 
ministrator of George Gorman, deceased, and Robert S. McDonald to 
the Court of Claims, 

The message further announced that the House had passed the bill 
(S. 3573) granting the right of way to the Pensacola and Memphis 
Railroad Company over and through the public Jands of the United 
States in the states of Florida, Alabama, Mississippi, and Tennessee, 
and granting the right of way to said railroad company over and through 
the United States naval and military reservations near Pensacola, in 
the State of Florida, with an amendment, in which it requested the 
concurrence of the Senate. 

The message also announced that the House had disagreed to the 
amendments of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 7547) granting the night 
of way to the Yankton and Missouri River Railway through the Yank- 
ton reservation in Dakota, agreed to the conference asked by the Sen- 
ate on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses thereon, and had ap- 
pointed Mr. PEEL, Mr. ALLEN of Mississippi, and Mr. NELSON managers 
at the con/erence on the part of the House. 

The message further announced that the House had agreed to the 
reports of the committees of conference on the disagreeing votes of the 
two Houses on the amendments of the House to the following bills of 
the Senate: 

A bill (S. 869) for the relief of the sufferers by the wreck of the 
United States steamer Tallapoosa; and 

A bill (S. 2742) to incorporate the Brightwood Railway Company in 
the District of Columbia. 


POLITICAL REMOVALS FROM ARMORIES AND ARSENALS, 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair lays before the Senate a 
resolution coming over from a previous day, which will be stated by 
the Secretary. 

The SECRETARY. A resolution in relation to political removals from 
armories and arsenala, 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair calls the atterttion of the 
Senator from Maine EMr. HALE] to the resolution that has just been 
stated by the Secretary. 

Mr. HALE. The Senator from Missouri desired that the resolution 
should go over. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
until to-morrow ? 

Mr. HALE. He asked that it go over on the day it was offered. I 
do not know whether the Senator desires to make any remarks on the 
resolution. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Iunderstood that my good friend from New Hamp- 
shire [ Mr. CHANDLER] was exceedingly anxious to make some remarks 
upon this resolution, and I deferred to him, trusting that he would now 
deliver them. 

Mr, CHANDLER. 


Shall it now be considered or go over 


Mr, President, I took the floor the other day 
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and I intended to speak a few moments; but the Senator from Mis- 
souri objected, and in response to an appeal from me said, ‘‘If there is 
to be discussion it is to come from this side.” The Senator will find 
that remark of his in the RECORD, and therefore in the face of that 
announcement I defer to him if he desires to go on. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. Is the Senate ready for the question 
on the resolution offered by the Senator from Maine [Mr. HALE]? 

Mr. COCKRELL. Mr. President, the Senator from Maine [Mr. 
HALE] seems to be the.especial champion of civil-service reform, and I 
must confess that he is a model exemplar in that line; and to remind 
him of his most earnest and pathetic efforts in behalf of and devotion 
to genuine civil-service reform, I will read a very interesting circular 
which was issued in 1882. It reads thus: 


The Republican Congressional committee, the organ of the Republican party, 
instructs its executive officers, Chairman Hubbell and Secretary Henderson, to 
address the usual circular— 


Mark you, ‘‘the usual circular’’— 
to the ain a es of the Executive: Government, ete., requesting contributions 
for campaign purposes, 

Here is the circular: 

Jay A. Hubbell— 

In great big flaming letters— 


Jay A, Hubbell, chairman; D. B. Henderson, secretary. 
Executive committee: Hon. W.B. Allison, Hon. Eugene Hale— 


The same identical individual now in the Senate; the samo identical 
Senator now in the Senate— 


Hon. Nelson W. Aldrich, Hon. Frank Hiscock, Hon. George M. Robeson, Hon, 
William McKinley, i: Hon. George R. Davis, Hon. Horatio G. Fisher, Hon. Hor- 
ace F.P: Hon. W. H. Calkins, Hon; Thomas Ryan, Hon. William D, Wash- 
burn, Hon. L. 0. Houk, Hon. R. T. Van Horn, Hon. Orlando Hubbs, 


HEADQUARTERS OF THE 
REPUBLICAN CONGRESSIONAL COMMTTTEB, 1882, 
520 Thirteenth Street, Northwest, Washinglon, D. C., May 15, 1882. 
Sir: This committee is aretu for theprotection of tbe interests of the Re- 
Fling reco party in each of the Con onal districts of the Union. In order 
hatitmay prepare, print, and ci. suitable ts illustrating the issues 
which distinguish the Republican party from any other, and may meet all proper 
ex incident to the cam thecommittee feels authorized to apply to 
all citizens whose principles or interests are involved in the struggle. Under 
the circumstances in which the country finds itself placed, the committee be- 
lieves that yos will esteem it both a privilege and a pleasure to make to its fund 
on which, it is hoped, may not be less than $—, The committee is 
rized to state that such voluntary contribution from persons employedin 
the service of the United States will not be objected to in any official quarter. 
The labors of the committee will affect the result of the Presidential election 
in 1884, as well as the Congressional struggle; and it may therefore reasonably 
hope to have the sympathy and assistance of all who look with dread— 
‘With dread !??— 
upon the possibility of the restoration of the Democratic party to the controlof 
the Government. 
Please make prompt and favorable response to this letter by bank check or 
«draft, or postal money-order, payable to the order of Jay A. Hubbell, acting 
treasurer, post-office lock-box 589, Washington, D. C, 


By order of the committee, 
D. B. HENDERSON, Secretary. 


Mr. President, we find that there was a session of the Cabinet of 
President Arthur on the 25th of July, 1882: 


The session of the Cabinet of July 25 was an unusually longone. All the mem- 
bers were present except Secretary of War Lincoln, and the question of parti- 
gan contributions was pretty thoroughly canvassed. President Arthurgave his 
judgment in the matter. He said, in e: = 

‘No person in any one of the Executive Departments declin: to contribute 
shall, on that account, be subjected to discharge or criticism, and no attempt to 
injure him, on this ground, will be countenanced or tolerated.” These conclu- 
sions are in accordance with the views expressed by him in his letter of accept- 
enweicl Cony 38, eae em he says: “I will add by the acceptance of 

ublie office, w. r high or low, one does not, in cng em yg escape any of 

is responsibilities as a citizen, or lose or Impe r any of his rights as a citizen, 
and that he should enjoy absolute liberty to think and speak and act in political 
matters ae A his own will and conscience, provided only that he hon- 
orably and faithfully discharge all his official duties.” 

General James A, Garfield is often quoted by the so-called civil-service reform- 
ers as op to or reprobating ponia contributions for partisan. purposes, 
The quotation is a characteristic fraud of the bogus reformer. To arbitrary or 
compulsory assessments General Garfield was no doubt opposed, asare Jay A. 
Hubbell and D. B. H —as indeed are all Republicans. But ihe general 
was too sensible a man, too experienced, practical, and just, to oppose or repro-. 
bate voluntary contributions, or requests from responsible organs of the yer. 
for contributions, in support of the cause he himself so ably sustained. Were 
there any doubt in the matter the following letter from General Garfield durin 
the late Presidential election, when he was himself a candidate, would authori- 
tatively settle it: 

“Mentor, Onto, August 23, 1880. 
“My Dear Hupress: Yours of the 19th instant is received. Please say to 
Brady I hope he will give us ali the assistance possible. I think he can help 
effectively. Please tell me how the Departments are generally doing. 


“As ever yours, 
“J. A. GARFIELD. 
“Fon. Jay A. gaan a fave 
i Chairman Republ Ungra 
“ Committee, Washington, D. C.” 

Brady was Assistant Postmaster-General, from Muncie, Ind., a con- 
stituent of the distinguished Senator from Indiana [Mr. VOORHEES] 
sitting near me. This refers back to the contest of 1880. Here is 
another letter from General Garfield at that time, addressed to Gen- 
eral Arthur, the nominee for Vice-President: 

MENTOR, Onto, August 30, 1880, 
DEAR GENERAL: It is clear to me that we are now at the most critical point of 
the campaign, and the victory will be made certainly possible or seriously im- 


periled by our management of Indiana during the next fortnight On what I 
now write I assume we shall carry Maine in September. 
If wecarry Indiana in October the rest iscomparatively easy. We shall make 
a very serious, perhaps a fatal mistake if we do not throw all our available 
strength into that State. 
s * s * e * * 
And this brings me to the chief point. It is ind sably necessary that the 
means for putting these plans into vigorous execution be furnished at once, 
The work has been started and must be supported promptly to insure success, 
I have written thus fully because 1 understand that our friends in New York 
are in doubt about the wisdom of making much effort for Indiana. Iam cer- 
tain this is erroneous. Success in Indiana will be an immense help to New 
York and all other close States, 
_ 2 * s * ioe * * 
Mp let me hear the.result of your conference with Morton as soon as pos- 
sible. . 
Very truly, yours, 


Hon, ©. A. ARTHUR, New York. 


It does not say there who ‘‘Morton”’ is, but I suppose there is no 
question. of the fact that he is the author of the next letter I shall read: 
NEWPORT, Seplember 7, 1880. 

Dear Mr. Dorsey: I have just received yours of the 3d instant and have read 
with great interest your plan of action. 

I wrote you on the 1st (on receipt of yours of the 29th), inclosing my check for 
the amount you asked ($5,000), and now inclose my check for $5,000 additional. 

This makes Sa en wor advances $30,000, without having collected a dollar 
from any one. veral of the gentlemen we asked to serve upon the finance 
committee declined; others were out of town; so that it has seemed worse than 
useless to call a mecting before Thursday of this week, when I hope to have a 
committee of some fifteen (or more) members present. 

I go back to-morrow at 1 o'clock, and you may count upon my cordial co-op- 
eration. He said Mr. New must stop short unless Mr. Jewell could send him 
$10,000. I finally gave him a check for $4,000 (to Mr. New's order), and also gent 
$5,000 more to Senator Blaine, who was in distress. 

s ka * 2 2 


J. A. GARFIELD. 


s? * 


LP, MORTON. 

-` That is a very familiar name—Levi P. Morton, the nominee of the 
Republican party for Vice-President of the United States.in- the con- 
test of 1888. This isa very affectionate letter to ‘‘ Dear Mr. Dorsey,” 
ex-Senator Dorsey of somewhat ‘‘star-route’’ notoriety. This was 
a very liberal contribution, and the name of some gentleman, Mr. 
New, seems to be brought into this letter. I believe he was another 
distinguished citizen of Indiana, and he must liave money for Indiana, 
and Dorsey had laid out the plan of o ions, Here I will read a 
letter from the private secretary of Mr. Morton: 


1s80—New YORK STATA- Comrrrer, 
REPUBLICAN CAMPAIGN, STATR OF New YORK 
(Fifth Avenue ie: 
New York, September 30, 

DEAR Sir; Mr. Morton desires me to inform you that he arrived this morning 
and has had conferences with Senator ALLISON, Mr. Hubbell, and others, 
a aan see any prospect for securing any money in time for your use from 

That is rather a familiar name. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Very, just now. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Jay Gould. 

Mr. ALLISON. What is the Senator quoting from now? 

Mr. COCKRELL. I am quoting from a letter of Mr. W. F. Ped- 
drick, private secretary to one Levi P. Morton. 


He does not see org acre neg for securing any money in time for your use 
from Mr. Gould, but as -he a from Senator CAMERON saying that 
his father goes to Philadelphia to-day, and that he goes to Pittsburgh himself, 
Mr. Morton feels confident that we shall be able to certainly send you altogether 
$100,000 (including the $10,000 he sent from Cleveland), and he hopes to increase 
this amount. 

Very truly, yours, 


Yours, very truly, 


W.F. PEDDRICK, 
Private Secretary 


P.8.—Mr. Morton was assured by Mr. Bosler that he would collect and send 
him $20,000 or $25,000, in which expectation Mr. Bosler has ges s EETA 
Please address care Morton, Bliss & Co., 25 Nassau street, New York. : 


Here is a letter from General Garfield to ‘‘ my dear Dorsey: ” 
MENTOR, On10, October 14, 1880— 
This was after the State election in October, 1880, in Indiana— 


MENTOR, Onto, October 14, 1880, 

My DEAR Donsty: I have waited till the dispatches leave me nolongerin doubt 
of the result in Indiana. I have firmly believed in the effectiveness of our or- 

nization and work in that State, and have expected good results, but the crush- 
Ge defeat that has been inflicted upon the Democracy at all points has far ex- 
ceeded my expectations. I especially congratulate you on your masterful man- 
agement of the campaign and the thoroughness with which you have watched 
all the details and incidents of the fi; Let me counsel you now totake some 
much needed rest and save yourself for the final struggle soon to comeon. We 
shall need all our powers during the last two weeks of the contest, but just now 
go to bed and sleep two or three days and when you are sufficiently come 
here and make me a visit, or, better still, come here and sleep. Swaim joins me 
in kindest r 

Very truly, yours, 


J. A. GARFIELD, 
Hon. S. W. Dorsry, 
Indianapolis, Ind, 


Mentor, Omo, January 23, 1881. 
My Drar Dorsey: Yours of the 15th came while I was away. Believe me, I 
am glad “clear down in my boots” at the fitting and merited compliment you 
are to receive, and were it not simply impossible we would be there. The dis- 
appointment was as great at this end of the line as that when the general had 
tosay “no,” Iam still hanging in the Senate, as you see. When that is overI 
will run on East and have a chat with you. What a mess our people made in 
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Tennessee! You were not there! Willit hurt Gorham? Keep us posted in | been too strictly adhered to. I hold in my hand the fourth report of 


Ney Wien kind regards, in which the general joins, I y truly, yours, 
oins, 1 am, * 
3 ii 3. G. SWADL 


This was January 28, 1881, upon the eve of the magnificent and cel- 
ebrated dinner that was given in compliment to Hon. 8. W. Dorsey for 
his effective services during the campaign of 1880. Here is something 
more about that complimentary dinner: 

MENTOR, January 17, 1881. 


DEAR SENATOR: Yours of the lthinstant isreceived. Iamgladtoknow that 
you are to be a by such gentlemen. I wish it were possiblefor me 
to be present, but I can not. 

My work is crowding more and more every day,and I fear I shall not be able 
to go anywhere until I leave for Washington. 

Major Swaim is here again after three weeks’ absence. 

‘What new phase has the situation in New York assumed since itis found that 
“three can not become one?” 

Very truly, yours, 

Hon. S. W. Dorsry, New York, N. Y. 

Mr. President, I have simply read these papers to refresh the mem- 
ory of the distinguished Senator from Maine, and to show the depths 
of degradation to which the civil service of this Government was 
brought under Republican administration in 1880 and in 1882. Itcan 
never sink to a lower depth than it was brought then. It had become 
so utterly degraded that the Republican was forced to take up 
the Pendleton civil-service bill and pass it, and it became a law Jan- 
nary 16, 1883. This law has been held up variously; it has been criti- 
cised by some; it has been praised by others; it has been misrepre- 
sented by nearly all; and the Senator from Maine in his pretense of 
adherence to the civil-service law is giving it the most dangerous stabs 
it canbe given. His is the stab of a pretended friend. 

I hold the law in my hand, and there is not one line nor one word 
nor one letter in the civil-service law which retains or keeps in office 
any employé of the Government, high or low. The civil-service law 
does not guard ejection from office, but singly and solely the entrance 
to office. The civil-service law has nothing to do with the removal of 
any officer of the Government, from a Cabinet cflicer down to a char- 


woman. 
Mr. HOAR. Will the Senator allow me to ask him a question? 

Mr. COCKRELL. Certainly. 

Mr. HOAR. Does not the civil-service law very strongly diminish 
the temptation to turn ont officers for partisan reasons? 

Mr. COCKRELL. No doubt about that. 

Mr. HOAR. And does it not in that way guard the exit from office? 

Mr. COCKRELL. No question about that, and I will show its ef- 
fects since it has been enforced by a Democratic administration. 

Mr. HOAR. Then is it not true that it does guard the exit very 
much? 

Mr. COCKRELL. The law, I say, does not. The law has nothing 
to do with it. The incidental effect of it is to reduce the number ot 
removals; there is doubt abont that; but I am speaking of the law, 
and I say there is nothing in the civil-service law which attempts to 
keep in office, to retain in office, to hold in office any officer of the 
Government from Cabinet minister down to charwoman. What did 
we say when the President removed a United States district attorney, 
an officer nominated by the President and confirmed by the Senate? 
A howl was made that the President was violating the civil-service 
law. When the Secretary of War removes employés in any branch of 
the public service, in the Ordnance Department or elsewhere, employés 
whose position is not affected by the civil-service law, another howl is 
raised that the President is violating the civil-service law, that the 

Administration is violating the civil-service law. 

* Now, Isimply desire to make these points prominent that there is 
nothing in that law which retains or holds in position any officer of the 
Government, high or low. The law was not made to guard the exit 
from office; the door of removal is wide open, and is kept so; but the 
civil-service law guards the entrance to official positions of what class? 
The civil-service law does not affect any appointment which is to be con- 
firmed by the Senate. The civil-service law does notaffect any of the 
officers whose nomination must be confirmed by the Senate. Itincludes 
no United States judges, no Territorial judges, no United States dis- 
trict attorneys, no United States marshals, po United States land offi- 
cers, no Indian agents, no heads of departments, no heads of bureaus, 
no chiefs of divisions; and there are other officers who are not affected 
directly or indirectly by the civil-service law. The civil-service law 
has no reference to them at all. The civil-service law operates upon 
employés, almost all of whom are appointed by the heads of de- 
partments, or by the heads of bureaus, under the acts of Congress. It 
applies to those holding departmental positions in the departments in 
Washington, and in the large custom-houses and post-oflices of the 
United States, and only such of these come within the protection of the 
civil-service law as to appointment therein after they have been classi- 
fied by the rules and regulations of the Civil Service Commission, ap- 
proved by the President, and thereby made subject to that law. 

The administration of President Cleveland has enforced the civii-ser- 
vice law, and I say frankly that, in my judgment, in the De ents 
and in some of the principal offices the supposed spirit of the law has 


J. A. GARFIELD, 


the United States Civil Service Commission, which was transmitted to 
Congress by the President, on January 23, 1889. The President says 
in the message transmitting it: 

Concerning separations from the classified service, the report only informs us 


of such as have occurred among employés in the public service who had been 


appointed from eligible lists under civil-service rules. When these rules took 


effect they did not apply to the persons then in the service, comprising a full 
corp eani of employés, who obtained their positions independently of the 
new law. 


When this law took effect in 1883, every office in the gift of the Gov- 
ernment was filled by a Republican administration, and ninety-nine 
ont ofevery hundred of all the employés were Republicans. 

Mr. TELLER. If the Senator will allow me to interrupt him I will 
say that I have heard him make that statement once or twice before, 
and I have taken occasion to assert from personal experience that he 
was mistaken, and I can proveit. A very large percentage of the clerks 
in all the Departments of the Government have been Democrats for 
many years. I can show the Senator Democrats who have been in, and 
are in now, that were in when the war began. IT can show the Senator 
more than five times the number that he says were in who were ap- 
pointed under a Republican administration while I was the head of 
a Department. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I know the Senator from Colorado is sincere in 
his statement, but he ismistaken. That is all there is about it. 

Mr. TELLER. Iam not. 

Mr. COCKRELL. You can find now searcely a solitary Republican 
in office. All became Democrats as soon as it was known that Grover 
Cleveland was elected, and a premium of $5 was offered in the War 
Department, where the employés were all Republicans, to find one sol- 
itary one who was a Republican after that election. 

Mr. TELLER. If the Senator will allow me I will say that I do 
not make my statement based upon what employés claim that they are 
now, but upon what they claimed to be when I wasinoffice. Iwould 
like to be allowed to say what I have said before. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Certainly; I yield to the Senator. 

Mr. TELLER. Iassert that in making appointments before the | 
civil-service law went into effect I never inquired, whena man wascer- 
tified to be a soldier, what his politics was, and a Democratic soldier 
had justas good a show of getting into that Department as a Republic- 
an if he was otherwise competent, I never inquired and did not know 
the politics of a single woman or minor that was ever appointed in my 
Department while I was Secretary. 

Iknow now, and I knew after they were appointed, that quite anum- 
ber of those appointed were Democrats, but no inquiry was ever made— 
and I believe that was true of my predecessors—as to the politics of a 
woman or a minor or a soldier; and'the Senator could, if he would in- 
quire, find that while preference was usually given of course to widows 
and daughters of soldiers who had served in our Army, there was a 
very large sprinkling of widows and daughters of men who had served 
in the Confederate army before this Administration came into power. 

Mr. COCKRELL. No question about that, Mr. President. 

Mr. TELLER. And were Democrats, or at least they were not Re- 
publicans. 

Mr. COCKRELL. And there were a large number of distingaished 
ex-Confederate soldiers who were appointed to positions by the Re- 
publican party. Nobody denies that General Grant appointed as his 
Attorney-General, his confidential legal adviser, Generali Akerman, a 
man who had been in the rebel army; and he took the fiery Southerner 
from South Carolina, Orr, and sent him to represent this great country 
at the court of Russia; and he took the distinguished guerrilla, called 
during the war a bushwhacker, Mosby, and sent him to represent the 
honor, glory, power, and majesty of the United States in the Celestial 
Empire; and there were hundreds of others who were taken, but they 
were taken almost exclusively because they acknowledged political 
allegiance to the Republican party. 

n TELLER. Will the Senator allow me to make a further state- 
ment 

Mr. COCKRELL. Certainly. 

Mr. TELLER. Thesedaughtersand widowsof Confederate soldiers, 
who were none of them put in because of their politics, not a single 
one; they were not put in because they were Democrats; they were 
not put in because they were Republicans; they were put in because 
they were worthy women who were capable of discharging the duties 
imposed on them as clerks, and because of the misfortunes which had 
compelled them to seek some method of making a living, so few oppor- 
tunities being open to women; and it was deemed proper that the Gov- 
ernment should provide where it could without detriment to itself for 
these women without reference to their politics. 

I repeat again, Mr. President, that so far as my observation goes the - 
selection of women in the public offices in this capital has been with- 
out reference to politics at all. A 

Mr. COCKRELL. I appreciate the liberality and fair-mindedness 
of the distinguished Senator from Colorado. I acknowledge that he 
probably more than any other Republican Cabinet officer who has ever 
served— 
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Mr. TELLER, I think not. 

Mr, COCKRELL. Was liberal and not 
tion of his office. He succeeded shortly—I believe there was one 
incumbent between them—Carl Schurz, and probably a more liberal 
rule existed in the Interior Department than in any other. Now, I 
say frankly that I know the widows of Confederate soldiers were ap- 
pointed in several instances; there is no doubt about that; but the 
question was, upon whose indorsement were they appointed? Was 
it not upon General Mosby’s? Was it not upon General Longstreet's? 
Was it not upon General Wickham’s? Wasit not upon Mr. Orr's? 
And was it not upon the recommendation of Republican ex-Ccnfederates 
who solicited these appointments, and were they not practically Re- 
publican appointments just as much as if they had been made upon 
the solicitation of a Republican who had been in the Union Army? 

Mr. TELLER. If the Senator desires that I should answer him I 
would like to do so at once. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Go on. 

Mr. TELLER. I would like to say that none of the distinguished 
gentlemen the Senator has spoken of ever recommended anybody to me. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I believe they had all been furnished with posi- 
tions elsewhere at the time the Senator was Secretary of the Interior. 

Mr. TELLER. I do not remember that any ex-Confederate who 
was a Republican ever recommended anybody to me, although that 
very likely may have been true. I do remember that many ex-Con- 
federates and Democrats were recommended to me on the score of hu- 
manity, not of politics, and that such appeals always found a ready re- 


sponse. 
Mr. COCKRELL. No question about that. I am not doubting 
that. I give the Senator credit for what he did. 
Mr. TELLER, I will say, without naming the Senator, that one 
Senator, not the Senator from Missouri, but another member of this 


partisan in the administra- 


body, put in while I was there at least a dozen people whose politics 
I never asked about, except to say, jokingly, to him one day, ‘Of 
course I suppose all these applicants are Republicans,” and they were 
not confined to women. 

I believe myself when the Republican party was in power that a 
sprinkling, and a considerable sprinkling, of the other political party 
was no more than fair and right. I never have insisted myself that 
all the public officials should be of one political faith; but I have in- 
sisted, and I believe that now, and I yield that to the party in power, 
the officials who shape the policy of the Government should be in 
harmony with the head of the Government; but the clerk who does 
simply the work that is assigned to him in the way of copying, or mat- 
ters of that kind, ought not to be selected, in my judgment, because of 
his political affiliations. < 

Mr. COCKRELL. Weall know that the Senator was kind and lib- 
eral, and ke acknowledges the principle, which I shall discuss very 
soon, that all the subordinate positions should not be filled by ap- 
pointees from one political party. 

The civil-service law was approved January 16, 1883, when, as I 
maintain, nearly all the subordinate offices were in the hands of the 
Republican party. The President referred to this in the quotation I 
have read from his message. The President says: 

The path of civil-service reform has not at all times been pleasant nor 
The scope and pu of the reform have been much safe herpes and 
this has not only given rise to strong opposition, but has led to its invocation 
by its friends to compass objects not in the least related to it. Thus partisans of 
the patronage system have naturally condemned it. Those who do not under- 
stand its meaning either mistrust it or, when disappointed because in its pres- 
ent stage it is not applied to every real or imaginary ill, accuse those charged 
with its enforcement with faithlessness to civil-service reform. Its importance 
has frequently been underestimated; and the support of good men has thus been 
lost by their lack of interestin its success. Besides all these difficulties, those re- 
sponsible for the administration of the Government and its executive branches 


have been and still are oftenannoyed and irritated by the disloyalty to the service 
and the insolence of empioyés who remain in place as the beneficiaries and the 


relics and reminders of the vicious system of appointment which civil-seryice 

reform was intended to displace. 
Yes, sir; one of the greatest hinderances to thesnecessof true, genuine 

civil-service reform has been the mutinous conduct of those who were 

appointed under the spoils system and appointed upon mere political 

intluence as rewards for imaginary service. 
And yet— 


The President says— 


these are but tlic incidents of an advance movement, which is radjcal and far- 
reaching. ‘The people are, notwithstanding, to be congratulated upon the prog- 
reas which has been made, and upon the firm, practical, and sensible foundation 
upon which this reform now rests. 


I say no man living could have more faithfully and efficiently en- 
forced the civil-service law in its spirit and meaning than has Grover 
Cleveland, President of the United States. 

Now, I want to go a little further. As I said awhile ago, the num- 
ber of persons who were brought under the operation of the civil- 
service law depended upon the rules and regulations made by the De- 
partments and submitted to the Civil Service Commission, approved by 
them, and then approved by the President. The service had to be 
classified by the heads of Departments, that classification reported to 
the President and approved by him, and then they could be included 
within the civil-service law. As I have said, and I want to put par- 


ticular stress on this fact, the civil-service act became a law on Janu- 
ary 16,1883. When was that law extended to the Departments by the 
Republican administration? This is a very important point. There 
are some very strange things connected with the administration of the 
civil-service law by the Republican y. The Senator from Maine 
would make the country believe that all that was necessary for the 
millennial administration of the civil-service law would be the restora- 
tion of the Republican party to power. It was passed undera Repub- 
lican administration, and what did they do? 

When did the election occur? In November, 1884; when it was 
known that Grover Cleveland was elected President of the United States, 
and scarcely had that fact been settled when the Republican Secretaries 
under a Republican administration began the extension of the classi- 
fied civil service. Let ussee. I read trom the fourth annual report 
of the Civil Service Commission, on page 107: 

On November 19, 1884— 


Just on the heels of the election, jast after the election— 


the Secretary of War revised the classification made by section 163 of the Re- 
vised Statutes, by declaring in a “ circular order,” issued on that day, that the 
classification for the purposes of the civil-service act in the Department of War 
included all civilian employés subordinate to the Secretary, except those em- 
ployed merely as laborers or workmen, messengers and watchmen being con- 
sidered as so employed. By this “circular order” the classification of the De- 
partinent of War was revised so that all employés embraced therein would be 
classed as follows: 

Class A, those having an annual compensation exceeding $2,000. 

Class B, those having an annual compensation of $2,000. 

Class 4, those having an annual compensation of $1,800, 

Class 3, those having an annual compensation of $1,600. 

Class 2, those having an annual compensation of $1,400, 

Class 1, those having an annual compensation of $1,200, 

Class C, those having an annual compensation of $1,000. 

Class D, those having an annual compensation of $900 and under, 

On November 25, 138i— 


Five days afterwards— 


the commission received from the Secretary of the Navy, in a communication 
dated November 22, 184, a revision of the classification of that Department, 
dated November 1, 1834. 


Received on the 25th of November, but dated November 1, 1884. 
That is remarkable, is it not? Both the Secretary of the Navy and 
the commission were right here in this city, and yet it took twenty- 
four days to get notice of this requisition from the Secretary of the 
Navy to the Civil Service Commission. 


In this revision the Secretary gives the number of “ clerks and employés in the 
Department of the Navy and bureaus” classified (subject to examination), clas- 
sified (exempted from examination), and not classified under the law and the reg- 
ulations ofthe United States Civil-Service Commission. The classitied as subject 
toexamination and the classified as exempted from examination are as follows: 

Subject to examination : 

Clerks of class 4, $1,800 per annum, 

Clerks of class 3, $1,600 per annum, 

Clerks of class 2, $1,400 per annum. 

Clerks of class 1, $1,200 per annum, 

Clerks of $1,000 per annum, 

$900 per annum copyists. 

$720 per annum copyists. 

Exempted from examination: 

Chief clerks, 9; 1 at $2,500 and 8 at $1,800 per annum, 

Disbursing clerk, at $2,250, 

Stenographers, 2; 1 at $1,400 and 1 at $1,€00, 

Chief draughtsman, at $2,250. 

Draughtsmen, 23, at from $1,000 to $1,800, 

Assistant draughtsmen, 2, at $1,400, 

Telegraph operator, at $1,000. 

Carpenter, at $1,000. 

Plate printers, 2; 1 at $1,252 and 1 at $1,560; apprentice, at $600. 

Engravers, 10. at from $1,200 to $1,800. 

Assistant engravers, 10, at from $1,000 to $1,600. 

Assistant astronomers, 3, at from $1,500 to $1,900. 

Instrument maker, a $1,500. 

The unclassified were 111, including messengers, assistant messengers, mes- 
senger boys, janitor, office attendant, watchmen, firemen, skilled laborers, la- 
borers, elevator conductors, and charwomen. 

By what authority the Secretary classified certain employés of his Department 
and then himself exempted them from examination is not stated; but the re- 
vision thus made was then accepted, and is now r-cognized by the commission 
in making examinations forthat Department. Under this classification only 84 
places in the Department of the Navy are covered by the civil-service act. 

On January 2, 1885— 


Only a little over two months before the inauguration of President 
Cleveland— 
On January 2, 1885, the Secretary of the Treasury revised the classification of 


the outcers, clerks, and employés of that Department. This was done by a 
“circular order” add “To whom it may concern.” 


The “circular order ” is printed in the appendix. 


The existing classification of those in the Treasury Department under the 
civil-service act, as heretofore construed and applied in all cases, includes all 
oflicers, clerks, and employés with annual es fixed by law, except those 
subject to confirmation by the Senate, and those merely employed as laborers 
or workmen, messengers and watchmen being considered as so employed. 

After making this sweeping declaration, the Secretary arranged the following 


asses: 
Class 4, $1,800 or more, annual salary, fixed by law. 

Class 3, $1,600, annual salary, fixed by law. 

Class 2, $1.400, annual salary, fixed by law. 

Class 1, $1,200, annual salary, fixed by law. 

Class B, $1,000, annual salary, fixed by law. 

Class A, $900, annual salary, fixed by law. 

On February 6, 1885— fi 


Nearly a month preceding the inauguration of President Cleveland— 
On February 6, 1885, the Postmaster-General, by “Order No, 83,” revised the 


cl 
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classification of the Post-Office De ent, by arranging the officers, clerks, 
and other peaelores thereof into the following classes: 

Class A, those haying an annual compensation exceeding $2,000, 

Class B, those having an annual compensation of $2,000, 

Class 4, those having an annual compensation of $1,800, 

Class 8, those having an annual compensation of $1,600. 

Class 2, those having an annual compensation of $1,400. 

Class 1, those having an annual compensation of $1,200. 

Class U, those having an annual compensation of $1,000, 

Class D, those having an annual compensation of $900. 

Class E, those having an annual compensation of $720. 

It was provien by this order that messengers, assistant messengers, watch- 
men, and laborers should not be included within the classification. 

The records of the commission do not show that either the Secretary of State 
or the Attorney-General has yet revised the classification of his Department ; 
but it appears that on October 6, 1883, the commission requested the Attorney- 
General to make a statement of the number of officials, including copyists and 
clerks, and excluding laborers, workmen, and Sppomimeot confirmed by the 
Senate, employed in the Department of Justice. To this request the Attorney- 
General ropan on November 12, 1883, furnishing the information desired. This 
list of oficials included the following: Assistant attorneys, law clerk and ex- 
aminer of titles, law clerks, chief clerks, disbursing and appointment clerk, 
pardon clerk, stenographer, fourth-class clerks, third-class clerks, second-class 
clerks, first-class clerks, copyists, telegraph operator, and engineer. 

The commission seems to have accepted this statement of the Attorney-Gen- 
eral as a revision of the classification of the Department of Justice. 

In a written communication, bearing no date, addressed to the commission, 
and received November 24, 18s4— 


Received November 24, 1884, but not dated; it was prepared, doubt- 
less, in anticipation of the emergency which occurred, the election of 
President Cleveland. 

The Commissioner of Agriculture submitted a “list of clerks in the United 
States Department of Agriculture classified in accordance with the act entitled 
*An act to regulate and improve the civil service of the United States,’ approved 


January 16, 1883.” By this list the employés of the Department of Agriculture 
were arranged into the following classes: . 


1. Clerks of class 1, $1,200 per annum. | 11. Librarian. 
2. Clerks of class 2, $1,400 per annum. | 12. Superintendent of folding-room. 
3. Clerks of class 3, $1,600 per annum. | 13, Employés inthe Chemical Bureau. 
4. Clerks of class 4, $1,800 per annum. | 14. Employés in the steko} A 
5. Clerks at $1,000 per annum, each. 15. Employésin the Botanical Bureau. 
6. Clerks at $810 per annum, each. 16. Employés in the Bureau of En- 
7. Clerks‘nt $720 per annum, each. tomology, 
8. Clerk to Bureau of Animal Industry.| 17. Employés in the museum. 
9. Disbursing officer. 18. Foreman in the grounds. 

10. Assistant to disbursing officer. 

On December 10, 1884, the President by telephonic message— 

The day of retirement from authority was speedily drawing nigh, 
and business had to be transacted by telephonic communication by the 
Departments— 

On December 10, 1884, the President, by telephonic message, informed the 
commission of the receipt by him of this classification of the Department of Ag- 
riculture, and a<ked the attention of the commission to the same, In reply the 
commission, on December 11, informed the President that the classification had 
been made in pursuance of bis views as expressed to the commission in an in- 
terview in October, 1934, and which had been communicated to the Commis- 
sioner of Agriculture. 

On December 16, 1884, the commission received from the President, by his 
private secretary, a communication dated December 12, in which the informa- 
tion was given that this classification of the Department of Agriculture had 
been accepted and approved. 

Since that date the Department of Agriculture has been regarded and treated 
ae the commission as a department operated upon by the civil-service act and 
rules. 

It will be observed that the classification of the Department of Agriculture is 
entitled, “List of clerks in the United States Department of Agriculture classi- 
fied in accordance with the act entitled ‘An act to regulate and improve the 
civil service of the United States,’ approved January 16, 1883.” 

Now, Mr. President, we see how long it was after this Jaw was passed 
before it was put into practical operation, and its provisions were en- 
larged and extended. What was the object of that? As common- 
sense, practical men, what was the object of that extension of the civil- 
service law so as to include numerous employés of the Government just 
after to the election of 1884 brought within the purview and protection 
of the civil-service law? It was to retain in office Republican incum- 
bents appointed under the patronage system of public spoils, That 
must have been the only reason. r 

The present Executive has had all thè rules examined and made to 
conform, made harmonious, and has extended very largely the opera- 
tions of the rules and regulations of the Civil Service Commission and 
the number of persons who are brought within the purview of that law. 
But it would be supposed from the remarks of the Senator from Maine 
that the Democratic party had trampled under its feet the civil-service 
law, had turned out good, competent, and efficient employés to make 
way for spoilsmen, and had utterly disregarded the civil-service law 
and regulations. This is the view that isintended to be spread abroad 
through this country by the resolution of the Senator from Maine, and 
also by his Senate select committee examining the civil service. He 
is trying to make the country believe that the Democratic administra- 
tion under Grover Cleveland has disregarded the civil-service Jaw, has 
turned ont employés without any cause, and at the same time he un- 
dertakes to make the country believe that this civil-service law was 
intended and does hold in position the old employés, and that to dis- 
charge them, to dismiss them, to turn them out, to accept their resig- 
nations voluntarily or involuntarily, is a violation of the civil-service 
law. Why, Mr. President, according to his views and his efforts in 
this behalf it would almost be a violation of the civil-service law for 
the Democratic administration to acknowledge the death of a Repub- 
lican incumbent in office and put somebody else in. 

Let us analyze this matter and see whether these great violations have 


occurred or not. I read from the forty-fourth page of the report of the 
Civil Service Commission: 

It will be observed that during the two periods covered by the above table, 
547 appointments were made to the classified departmental service, 392 during 
the twelve months that commenced January 16, 1886,and 155 during the five 
months and a half that commenced January 16,1887. During the nearly eight- 
een months included within the two periods covered by Table 16 only 3 appoint- 
ments were made to the classified de; ental service in the Department of 
State, 7 in the Departmentof the Navy, and 6 in the Department of Agriculture, 
None were made in the Department of Justice. Of 547 appointments, all 
but 146 were made in the Department of the Interior and the ury—251 in 
the Interior and 150 in the Treasury. 


- e e s ka 

Since July 16, 1883, the date on which the system of making appointments 
upon examination went into effect, 1,266 appointments have been made in the 
classified departmental service to places that are not excepted from examina- 
tion, Of this number, 1,095 have been of men and 171 of women, the proportion 
of men to women being more than 6 to 1, 

= = - . = s $ 

Of the appointments made during the period covered by this report 20 were 
claimants of the right of. preference in civil appointments accorded to honor- 
ably-discharged soldiers and sailors; and this is about the total number of such 
claimants who, during the period referred to, passed examinations for the clas- 
sified departmental! service. 

During the period that commenced July 16, 1883, and ended June 30, 1887, 31 
persons, claiming preference in civil appointments under section 1751, Revised 
Statutes, were appointed to the classified departmental service. 

In the appendix hereto will be found tables showing all the appointments 
made to the classified departmental service during the period that commenced 
July 16, 1883, and ended June 30, 1887. This table gives the name of cach ap- 
pointee in the order of appointment, with the date of probational appointment, 
the grade to which appointed, and every change that has occurred since appoint- 
ment in his relation to the service; and in supplementary tables are given the 
names of the personsappointed from each State, the number appointed to each 
Department, the number appointed from each State to each Department from 
each examination, and the number appointed to each Department from each 
examination. These tables show the number of appointments made, under the 
apportionment of the commission, from each Siate and Territory and the Dis- 
trict of Columbia. 


They then give the table. There is the list, there is the name of 
every one, and no question about it. Any Senator can take it and ex- 
amine it, and if there are any inaccuracies, if there are any mistakes, 
they can be pointed out, for the whole thing is given here fally and 
fairly. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. Pasco in the chair). The hour 
of 2 o’clock having arrived, the Chair lays before the Senate the unfin- 
ished business, being the bill (H. R. 9151) to forfeit certain lands 
granted to the Northern Pacifc Railroad Company, and for other pur- 


Mr. HALE. Let that be informally laid aside. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. At the suggestion of the Senator from 
Maine, if there be no objection, the unfinished business will be inform- 
ally laid aside and the consideration of the resolution continued. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Mr. President, I quote now from page 51 of the 
report: 

The number of appointments to the classified bad weghoenly service AURRE each 
of the periods covered by the several reports of the commission was as follows: 


Appointments made to the classified departmental service during the several periods 
covered by the reports of the commission. 


bg |z 
‘esis 
Hee 
Periods. 23 Aa 
$8 BS2 d 
S 
ag sB] 3 
< Z 5 
July 16, 1883, to January 15, 1884, both inclusive...............+ MB Foyeirorsión 48 
January 16, 1884, to January 15, 1885, both inclusive... 342 90 432 
January 16, 1885, to January 15, 1886, both inclusive... 171 68 239 
January 16,1885, to January 15, 1887, both inclusive. 367 3 392 
January 16, 1887, to June 30, 1887, both inclusive. 150 5 155 
Total... ete 1,078 188 | 1,266 


Now, mark you, Mr. President, here are the total appointments made 
by a Republican administration during the first year practically of 
the application of the civil-service law from January 16, 1884, to Jan- 
uary 15, 1885. We have no other basis on which to make comparison 
than from January to January of each year. I now make the com- 
parison from January 16, 1885, nearly two months under a Repub- 
lican administration and ten and a half months under a Democratic 
administration, to January 15, 1886, both inclusive. 

The apportionment by the commission was 171, whereas in the year 
preceding, under a Republican administration, it was 342. The ap- 
pointments not apportioned by the commission were 68, whereas dur- 
ing the yearof Republican administration preceding they were 90. The 
total was 239. In the first year of Democratic administration under 
the civil-service law as compared with the first year under the Repub- 
lican administration, the Republican administration appointed 432 
under the civil-service law, while the Democratic administration only 
appointed 239. 

The appointments from January 16, 1886, to January 15, 1887, were 
367 (apportioned) and 25 (not apportioned), total 392; January 16, 1887, 
to June 30, 1887, 150 (apportioned)—there is a period of six months— 
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and 5 (not apportioned), making a total of 155, so that the total result 
is 1,266. Take the 48 appointed prior to January, 1884, and it leaves 
1,218. Of that number of 1,218, 432 were appointed under a Repub- 
lican administration for one year, while under the present Administra- 
tion in two years and a half, or nearly three years, only 786 have been 
appoint, a much less ratio than under Republican administration; 

yet we are told that the Democratic administration is trampling 
under its feet the civil-service law! 

Mr. President, the Democratic administration, coming into power 
when all the offices comparatively were filled by Republicans, did not 
in the first year of its administration appoint as many persons under 
the civil-service law as the Republican administration had the pe 
ceding year; and mark you, Mr. President, under the civil-service law 
wherever there was an appointment there must previously have been 
a death, resignation, or removal, so that the appointments under the 
civil-service law represent deaths, resignations, and removals. 

I could quote much more extensively from this report of the Civil 

Commission, giving facts and figures about which there can be 
no controversy. They are statements every one of which can be veri- 
fied by the record and about which there can be no question at all, and 
I say that the comparison is decidedly in favor of the administration 
of Grover Cleveland. But the Republican is in a strait; it is in 
an emergency; it isin a trying position; and it must, if possible, make 
those who are sneeringly stigmatized as the Mugwumps believe that 
Grover Cleveland has violated the civil-service law; and therefore ever 
since the beginning of this session the Senator from Maine has been 
picking, picking, picking at the Administration and attempting to show 
that the Administration has violated the civil-service law, and there- 
fore is no longer entitled to the confidence and support of the inde- 
pendent voters or what he calls Mugwump Republicans. That is the 
whole of it. 

I have brought before him and before the country a comparison, and 
shown that under the Republican administration of President Arthur 
from January 16, 1884, to January 15, 1885, four hundred and thirty- 
two places under the civil-service law were filled by new appointments, 
and for every one of these places a vacancy had to be made by death, 
resignation, or removal; and I have shown that under the Democratic 
administration of Mr. Cleveland for the first year, from January, 1885, 
counting that time as under his administration, to January, 1886, 
only two hundred and thirty-nine such changes were made. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Will the Senator from Missouri allow me to ask 
a question ? 

Mr. COCKRELL. Certainly. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I wish to ask my honorable friend from Missouri 
as a friend of real civil-service reform, what he would. think of, I will 
not say a device, but an arrangement by which inspectors of customs, 
being in the classified service, were dismissed because they were no 
longer necessary, and deputy collectors of customs who were not in the 
classified service were immediately appointed and more to fill their 

laces? While it would not be a violation of the civil-service laws, if 

am right in my supposition that the inspectors are within it and 
deputy collectors are not, I wish to ask the Senator whether it would 
not be a rather graye abuse of the spirit and intent of that law and 
open to fair criticism, however improper the conduct of some previous 
administration had been? 

Mr. COCKRELL. Ido not believe in any system of mere avoidance. 
In my judgment the best interest of genuine civil-service reform in the 
administration of this Government requires that the departmental and 
subordinate positions shall be filled in somewhat equal proportion by 
the two great political parties of the country; and I believe that if 
when this Administration came into power the Republicans, instead of 
attempting to stigmatize it every time a Republican official was re- 
moved or resigned or anything of that kind happened, had said to the 
country, “It is just, it is fair, it is honest, it is right that one-half of 
these positions as nearly as practicable shall be in the hands of the 
Democratic party, and let removals be made until that equalization is 
brought about,’’ it would have been far better than it is to-day. The 
Republicans have held on to the offices with adeath-like grasp. They 
have held on to them as if they did not believe anybody else was enti- 
ted to fill an office. High officers have been forced to resign, and when 
they would not resign they have had to be removed. I do not think 
the precedent has ever occurred under any former administration of any 
political party. No, Mr. President, every office that has been taken 
from the grasp of a Republican holding office when this Democratic 
Administration came into power, has been taken, as it were, by force. 
Such men did not resign, or very few of them did so, and removals had 
to be made to place the chief offices in friendly hands to co-operate 
with the Administration. ~ 

Mr. EDMUNDS. The Senator will allow me to say that I do not 
know whether that is true or not; but upon the principle of the civil- 
service reform or improvement, whatever you callit, the idea was that 
the largest part of the officers of the United States being limited for 
terms of four years, excepting mere clerks, every person in position 
. would be allowed to serve out his term without regard to the question 
of his religious creed or his political creed, if he behaved himself and 
did his duty. The consequence would be, as there are four-year terms, 


that within the existence of a single administration of four years—to 
say nothing of its repetition if it should be re-elected—every office in 
the four years’ class (which covers the great mass) would have termi- 
nated in respect to its icular incumbent by the lapse of time, and 
the new man, other things being equal, as the famous circular of the 
War Department says, was to be chosen on account of a different polit- 
ical faith. So, other things being equal, we will put it in its best pos- 
sible light, following out the principle, if this administration had shown 
that fairly and truly and naturally—and Imake no observation whether 
it has or not—a Democratic gentleman coming into office as marshal 
or collector or postmaster or district attorney for Missouri or Vermont 
or wherever would hold on his four years whether the Administration 
in its political character changed by the election of General Harrison 
or not; and then when the time came when his time was out, he of 
course had no further claim on the office. 

But upon the principle of the Benét circular the choice of the new 
Administration, other things being perfectly equal, would be to find 
somebody of a different creed to take the place. 

How much that would amount to in the end it is not necessary to 
take up my friend’s time to say. But in reference to what he has just 
now said—if I do not interrupt him too much—which ought to be borno 
in mind, I think that before any of these high officers, or many of them, 
so far as I know or believe were asked even to resign, a famous confi- 
dential circular was issued by the then Postmaster-General as the chief 
manager of that part of the affair, inviting everybody who wished to 
get into office or wished his friends to get into office, or to get out some- 
body who was in office, to get up proofs of misconduct in the form of 
affidavits to be sent forward to the proper department as furnishing the 
ground of making a change. That may be all very well on the face of 
it; but an affidavit is a public thing. It must be taken before a mag- 
istrate, or in a public court of justice, or in a publie character certainly, 
whether it is taken at chambersorin termtime. Those affidavits were 
to be forwarded. 

Now, I wish to ask my friend from Missouri, supposing he were a Dem- 
ocratic or Republican, or whatever political creed he had, oflice-holder, 
and he was asked to resign on charges of misconduct in office based upon 
affidavits furnished and sworn to by somebody, whether he would not 
think it was a fandamental right of his to know who swore to such an 
affidavit and to show, if he could, that he was innocent of that particu- . 
lar charge, whether he might resign the next day or not, and if the 
man who signed such an affidavit and swore to it had committed per- 
jury to see to it that he was punished? I know what the answer of 
my friend would be, for every honorable man must answer it one way. 

In a great many cases that have come to the knowledge of the Sen- 
ate—and how many more there are I do not know—afiidavits thus ob- 
tained and thus filed were refused to the Senate of the United States 
called upon to assist in the remoyal of the man charged, and he was 
never permitted to know who was the maker of the affidavit or what 
the precise thing that was stated in the affidavit was. Can that be 
called civil-service reform ? 

Mr. COCKRELL. Oh, Mr. President, the letter of the Postmaster- 
General only referred to a few holders of post-offices, It did not refer 
to the general body of the offices. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. It was a universal scheme. 

Mr. COCKRELL. It only referred to the offices under his Depart- 
ment. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. It was instantly applied everywhere, as I happen 


to know personally, to collectors of customs and everybody else. 
Mr. KRELL. Not at all. It was not a general order. The 
Postmaster-General had nothing to do with other Departments in any 


shape, manner, or form; and I say that letter was issued long after the 
time when the heads of bureaus and the important offices of the coun- 
try should have been placed in the hands of Democratic officials under 
a Democratic President. 

These things do not break the force of the facts I have given. They 
have nothing to do with them. There may have been some misman- 
agement, there may have been some dereliction of duty here and there. 
These are incidents to fallen humanity. But the Senator from Ver- 
mont tries to take particular exception to the customs service, as he 
says. I want to read about the New York custom-house from page 73 
of this report of the Civil Service Commission: 

As stated above, no other amendments of the rules than those specified were 
made during the period covered by this report, but the ulations governing 
promotions in the customs service of New York, promulgated b; dent 
Cleveland on January 4, 1887, were in effect an important addition to those 
rules, and led to the amendments, that relate to promotions, of Rules IV, VI, 
XIX, and XXI, of May 5, 1887. 

After quoting many facts in regard to the custom-house there, the 
Civil Service Commission say: 

Besides, promotion examinations were conducted in an uncertain manner, 
For these reasons the of persons eligible to promotion were not bias 


registers 

supplet Many of the vacancies in the higher grades could not the 

fil ns in the lower grades had to be detailed to do the work of the 
hig , and these persons were compelled to do this work without re- 
ceiving the compensation attached to those grades. During the investigation 
made under the commission's order of December 9, 1886, Collector Magone 
stated that up to that time only three persons had been promoted in regular 
manner since the passage of the civil-service act in 1883, and that the office of the 
collector had, in consequence of this condition, come to his hands utterly dis- 


ed; and 
her 
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organized, The same causes that e: e collector also embarrassed 


mbarrassed th: 
the other officers of the district, and demoralized the service. 


And will then certify to the head of the office the names standing at the head 
of such list not exceeding three. When more than one appointment is to be 
made the vacancies will be numbered, and the first three names will be certified 
for the first vacancy, the remaining two and the fourth for the second vacancy, 
the remaining two and the fifth for the third vacancy, and so on, for the whole 
number of vacancies; butif, after selecting one of any three certified fora: int- 
ment, tho head of an office lobjectto another presentation of eitherof there- 
maining names, it shall not be again certified, 

I do not know the instance to which the Senator from Vermont re- 
fers. I presume it was a matter of necessity for the better adminis- 
ti ition of the public service, as frequently happens in such cases. 

I have made the comparison of the last year of the administration of 
tle Republican party and the first and all subsequent years of the ad- 
ministration of the Democratic party. Itshows that, notwithstanding 
the glaring fact that nearly all the positions were filled by Republican 
incumbents who had been appointed before the civil-service law took 
effect, and who were consequently never examined as to their fitness 
and qualifications, the Republican administration in its last year made 
more removals and consequently more appointments within the clas- 
sified civil service than the Democratic administration has in any one 
year of its existence, almost in any two years of its existence. That 
is the fact and that is the record. 

The Senator from Maine has made much fuss over the order of Gen- 
eral Ben¢t, recited in his resolution, which is marked ‘‘confidential.’’ 
By the way, “S. V. Benét, Brigadier-General and Chief of Ordnance, 
U. S. Army,” I believe, is a distinguished Republican, in sympathy 
with the distinguished Senator from Maine. That has always been 
my understanding. I have never heard it disputed or questioned. 
But, Mr. President, the Senator read what purported to be an expla- 
ane. given by General Benét in regard to this order, and it reads as 

‘ollows: : 

A few days before the date of this circular T was called to the office of the Sec- 
retary of War. Mr. Endicott stated to me that he had received many urgent 
requests from very prominent Democrats—one especially prominentand known 
throughout the country—to haye Republicansemployedin the arsenals through- 
out the country dismissed and Democrats appointed in their places. The Sec- 
retary said he did not want to turn the service into a political machine, but that 
something would have to be done to bring about a ditferent condition of affairs 
in the Ordnance Department. He said that he would like to have Democrats 
Sportsa wherever Republicans were dismissed, and that the filling of posi- 
tions occupied by women and children should be recognized in the same polit- 
ical degree as those filled by men, 

Is there any crime in that? Is there any crime in a Democratic ad- 
ministration filling vacancies by the appointment of Democrats, mak- 
ing the appointments to vacancies by giving preference to Democratic 
women instead of Republican women? 

Mr. CHANDLER. May I ask a question, 

Mr. COCKRELL. Certainly? 

Mr. CHANDLER. I should like to have the Senator explain how 
he can ascertain the politics of women and children. What is the 
Democratic method? 

Mr. COCKRELL. Who knows the politics of Mrs. Ellen Foster? 
Does anybody know her politics ? 

Mr. HALE. She is not in an arsenal. 

Mr, COCKRELL.: Sheis the hired champion taken from the Prohi- 
bition ranks to draw back Prohibitionists tothe Republican party, now 
canvassing the United States. Has sheany politics? Take that other 
afi St lady—I have forgotten her name—who is now ont in In- 

na. 

Mr. HALE. Miss Anna Dickinson. = 

Mr. COCKRELL. Ido not believe that is the name. 

Mr. TELLER. Mrs. Calvert? 

Mr. COCKRELL. That is not the name. 

Mr. TELLER. No; she is working for the Democratic ticket. 

Mr. COCKRELL. It may be Miss Anna Dickinson, I am not sure; 
but a very eminent lady who is a woman-suffragist is out there now 
in the employ of the Republican party championing for the same ob- 
ject, to try to draw over to the Republican party in its desperate con- 
dition those men who favor woman suffrage. $ 

Mr. HALE. The women the Senator names are not in office. “They 
are not holding place. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Were these women that the Democratic officials 
were to appoint holding office? 

Mr. HALE. They were to displace others. 

Mr. COCKRELL. They were to take office, and they were simply 
to displace Republicans, and I fail to see any crime or any ground o 
censure or criticism for a Democratic administration to put in the place 
of a Republican incumbent whose office has become vacant, whether 
that incumbent was a male or a female Republican, a Democrat to fill 
it. There is nothing in it; and it is precisely what the Senator from 
Maine would do if he were the Chief Executive of this country, and he 
would make every one of his Cabinet officers toe the dead line in that 
respect. 

This is the coloring given to this by a Republican correspondent I 
sup : 

anpe that he would like to have Democrats appointed wherever Republic- 


ans were dismissed, and that the filling of positions occupied by women and 
children should be recognized in the same tical d as filled b 


li legrees 
men, I replied to Mr. Endicott that I Would fix the matter, and immediately 
wrote this circular and sent it to Secretary Endicott for t ‘The Secre- 


tary approved of it, and I had manifold copies made and sent to all of the com- 
ers of the arsenals. In three or four instances officers 

wrote official or private letters to me—lI fo: ing that y had 
made careful canvasses of the employés, and they found that the majority of 
them were Democrats. 

A%yonderful discovery! ‘They must have used microscopes in mak- 
ing that discovery. Three or four of them reported that— 
they found that the majority of them were Democrats, and that if the object of 
my circular was to equalize between the two parties the positions, there could 
be no equalization in favor of the Democratic party. : 


This was nearly a year after the Democratic Administration had 
come into power, but it was ample time for nearly every Republican 
incumbent to become thoroughly converted and regenerated from fall- 
en Republicanism to sanctified Democracy. Oh, yes, Mr. President, 
I have no doubt that you will find thousands of those in the Govern-’ 
ment service who in November, 1884, would have sworn to their loyalty 
and allegiance to the Republican party, who in January, 1886, would 
bave done the same thing to the Democratic party. Let mesay tomy 
friends here that you know this. You know it right here in the De- 
partments. Some of the most blatant demagogues that have exercised 
subordinate positions here in the Departments became the mildest and 
meekest submissionists to Democratic authority after Cleveland was 
elected, and they were the ones who attempted to ingratiate them- 
selves into the favor of the Democratic officials in order to retain place 
and power; and the Senator from Colorado knows some of them, and so 
do other Senators. 

Isay that, inmy judgment, the very best interestsof a true, genuine 
civil service would have been promoted and subserved if, when this 
Administration came into power, the rules could have been relaxed 
until there was an equalization between the Republican and Demo- 
cratic incumbents in the offices. It was but fair and just and right, 
and, so far as I am concerned individually, instead of censuring the 
Administration and the heads of Departments for removing Republican 
incumbents and supplying their places under the civil-service law, 
where the door is open to Republicans as well as Democrats and Mug- 
wumps and all classes of people—instead of censuring them for making 
the few removals they have made, I think the criticismvis, if any, that 
they have not made enough of such removals. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. May I ask the Senator a question just there? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Missouri yield 
to the Senator from Vermont? 

Mr. COCKRELL. Yes; but not to make a speech. I will yield if 
the Senator wants to ask a question. Iam nearly through, and I do 
not want to be detained any longer. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Inevermakeaspeech. I think the Senator, per- 
haps, can inform us, and it will be interesting to know, in respect of 
the appointments which have been made ostensibly under the civil- 
service law on competitive examinations, what poreentaga have been 
Democrats and what percentage Republicans. have no doubt the 
Senator has the means at hand of telling us at once. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I havenot, exceptmy general knowledge of those 
matters. I have been watching them with some little interest. My 
judgment is that during the preceding administration of the Repub- 
lican Executive, four-fifths if not nine-tenthsof theapplicants who passed 
the civil-service examination, and probably more, were Republicans, 
I think very few Democrats ever applied under the law prior to 1885. 
I think even after that time, until the provisions of the law became 
more thoroughly known and understood, and it was found that there 
was no discrimination actually existing, a large majority of the appli- 
cants were still Republicans. I base this statement upon the belief 
that prevailed among Democrats that notwithstanding they might pass 
the civil-service examination, by some means or other not known to 
them, not understanding fully the provisions of the civil-service law 
and regulations, they would stand very littlechance of an appointment, 
and therefore they did not apply. 

T think after it was known that there was no discrimination, and 
there being a Democratic administration, and probably Democrats 
thinking that they might have a little better chance under a Demo- 
cratic administration than under a Republican administration, thenum- 
ber of Democratic applicants increased and multiplied, until now, in 
all probability, a considerable majority of the applicants for civil-serv- 
ice examinations are Democrats. I think that for probably the first 
six months or perhaps the first year of the Democratic administration 
a majority of the appointees under the civil-service law were Repub- 


f | licans. This is my belief from the fact that they were the only ones 


who could be certified until the time expired for the certification. The 
names of Republicans were still upon the lists, and they were certified 
by the Civil Service Commission when a call was made from the De- 
partments for appointees. . 

Mr. TELLER rose. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I yield. 

Mr. TELLER. I did not want tointerrupt the Senator until he got 
through with his statement. 

Mr. COCKRELL. It will be no interruption. 

Mr. TELLER. Iwished toask the Senator if he recollected the testi- 
mony of one of the bureau officers that out of 85 appointments 83 of 
them were Democrats. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Under the civil-service law? 
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Mr. TELLER. Under the civil-service law. That was, I suppose, 
in the first year of the Administration. 

Mr. COCKRELL. That was the testimony of what officer? 

Mr. TELLER. That was in the Pension Ofice. Iam not crisicis- 
ing it. Iam simply stating the fact. 

Mr. COCKRELL. What officer was it? 

Mr. TELLER. The Commissionerof Pensions. There was a state- 
ment of that kind which came out in some examination. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I hope it was true in that oftice. 

Mr. TELLER. It never was doubted. Nobody doubted it. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I hope it was true. There were, I think, 150 
who had to be appointed, and the Commissioner of Pensions aimed to 
divide them, and he did divide them, and from 70 to 80 Democrats 
were appointed. 

Mr. TELLER. Eighty-five were appointed, and, as I recollect, 82 
or 83—I am not certain which—Democrats were appointed. 

Mr. COCKRELL, Iex that was true. I hope it was. 

Mr. TELLER. I should like to ask the Senator, as he has been en- 
gaged in examining the service of the Government in the Departments, 
if he can tell me how, without a plain violation of that law, the appoint- 
ing power would know whether a man was a Democrat or not until 
after he was appointed ? 

Mr. COCKRELL. I must confess that I am perfectly astonished 
that a former Secretary of the Interior, a distinguished Senator prior to 
his service as Secretary, aud now again on this floor, should ask sucha 
question as that. I think if he will go home and ask any of his chil- 
dren they can explain it to him very easily. 

Mr. TELLER. I ask the Senator to explain it, I do not want to 
go home for that purpose. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I said on the floor of the Senate when I was ad- 
vocating the passage of the civil-service law, that I could go in asSec- 
retary of the Treasury under that civil-service law, and I could turn 
out every solitary Republican in the Treasury Department, and I could 
appoint only Democrats, and not violate the civil-service law; and I 
can do it. 

Mr. TELLER. I should like to say, if the Senator will yield to me, 
after nearly two years of administratiun under this law, that could not 
be done without a plain violation of the law. Of course it is possible 
under the stimulus the Senator mentions that the Democrats, knowing 
they had a friendly administration, may have come in such numbers 
to the examining committee that they have got in, but no officer is 
justified in inquiring or knowing what the politics of the man is who is 
certified to him. 

I never heard during my administration a suggestion from any liv- 
ing person as to the politics of those who were certified. I should my- 
sclf have regarded it as a great breach of public duty if anybody had 
come to me and said, ‘‘ Mr. So-and-so is certified to you, and he isa 
Republican,” or ‘* he is a Democrat.’’ I do not charge that now upon 
any officer of this Administration. I am bound to give the reason the 
Senator did, that knowing it isa Democratic Administration the Demo- 
crats are all now making a rush to get in, and in that way they get 
through the'civil-service examination, and then of course, the Admin- 
istration never looking to ascertain their politics, they having gone 
through the examination and been certified to, they go into office. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. My friend is mistaken about that. 

Mr. COCKRELL, ‘The innocence of the Senator from Colorado is 
truly commendable and refreshing. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I think it is, too, in his last statement. 

Mr. TELLER. If the Senator from Missouri wants to dispute my 
last statement, I shall be prepared to hear him do so, and very likely 
I may give some credence to his objection to that statement. 

Mr. COCKRELL. The idea that the Departments can not know any- 
thing about whom the appointees are, or anything of the kind! 

Mr. TELLER. Oh, I donot say the Departments can not know, but 
I say the Departments under the law ought not to know, and nooflicer 


who properly administers the law will know or allow himself to know. - 


Mr. COCKRELL. I say frankly for myself that I believe in a genu- 
ine practical civil service reform. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Such as we now have. [Laughter. ] 

Mr. COCKRELL. If I had been at the head of one of the Executive 
Departments I would have felt it to be my duty to see that the De- 
partment was weeded out and cleaned out of all those who had been 
appointed under the spoils system and were ineficient and inattentive 
and negligent; and I would have done my best to see that honest, com- 
petent, and well-qualified persons, examined by the Civil Service Com- 
mission and certified, were appointed to their places; and I would have 

rayed that ninety-nine out of every one hundred of them might be 
| esip until there were as many Democrats in the Department as 
there were Republicans; and then, when there was an equality, I 
should have disapproved of any discrimination; and I should have hoped 
and prayed that thereafter the service might be maintained for all time 
to come in that proportion. 

Mr. HALE rose. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. The Senator from Missouri has not answered my 
question yet, and if I may be pardoned I will ask my friend again the 
question, because he is familiar with this modern reform, 


Mr. COCKRELL, The Senator refers to his question about the 
number of appointees. I thought I had answered it. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. No; only as to one Department, eighty-three to 
eighty-five, or whatever the number. What proportion in the last four 
years of new appointments under civil-service examinations out of the 
three certified have been Democrats and what proportion Republicans? 

Mr. COCKRELL, I thought I had answered that. 
ae EDMUNDS. I did not understand it. Perhaps the Senator 

Mr. COCKRELL. Of the 432 appointed in the last year of Mr. Ar- 
thur’s administration, from January 1, 1534, to January 15, 1835, 
my judgment is that over 400 of them were Republicans. Wecome to 
the next year, or the first year under the Democratic Administration, 
and find there were only 239 appointed. My judgment is that half of 
them were Republicans. Then we come to the second year of the 
Democratic administration. From January 16, 1886, to January 15, 
1887, inclusive, there were 392 appointed. I should say that three- 
fourths of them, and probably more, were Democrats. From January 
16, 1887, to June 30, 1887, the same proportion, 155. I take this from 
what I know has occurred in regard to the certification of the eligibles 
from the various States, and the length of time their names remain 
on the eligible roll before they have to be examined a second time. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I think three are certified. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Four were certified under the Republican ad- 
ministration, but the present Administration has reduced the number 
to three. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. It is reduced now to three? 

Mr. COCKRELL, Yes, sir. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Then, if I understand the Senator, under the 
present Administration, about three-quarters of those selected from the 
three certified are Democrats. 

Mr. COCKRELL. In the last eighteen months I should say from 
one-half to three-fourths. . 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Then it would happen either that one Democrat 
out of the three certified, standing at the footof the three, was selected, 
or that two out of three certified were Democrats, and so the selection 
might fall naturally on the Democratic side; or how did it work out? 
How did it happen that this difference of selection should haveoccurred ? 
Was it from the high moral purpose that my friend advocates, of in- 
troducing an equality of political opinions among the people who are 
doing the work of the Government, or was it mere accident of circam- 
stance in some way ? 

Mr. COCKRELL. Iam astonished that the Senator did not catch 
the answer I made to that. Isaid that during thattime probably from 
three-fourths to four-fifths of the applicants for examination, and of 
those who passed the examination and had their names placed upon 
the list of eligibles for certification, were Democrats. Therefore, neces- 
sarily that number of Democrats had to be certified in proportion, 

Mr. EDMUNDS. ‘That would of course naturally follow, but how 
is it, under a civil-service reform administration, that a large and hun- 
gry part of the community, of Republicans, as it has been stated al- 
ready by my friend, should decline to submit to a competitive exam- 
ination, which they had been submitting to before in order to get into 
the public service, and that all the persons who applied should be 
Democrats? Ican not understand that. 

I think in the State of Vermont, where of course the appointments 
are very few and much less from the circumstances that I referred to 
a little while ago, the inspectors of customs were dismissed because 
they were supposed not to be needed, and their places were immedi- 
ately supplied by deputy collectors who did not need to be examined 
atali. Among those who have applied in the State of Vermont I am 
under the impression (but I am not speaking by the book, as the 
phrase is) that young persons who felt themselves able and wanted 
employment, without regard to their politics, would apply and would 
be examined, and some three at the top of all of course would be cer- 
tified, if they got up to a certain standard, as they alwaysdid. But 
I have never yet heard—it may be that such a case exists—of anybody 
employed in the service of the United States in the State of Vermont 
under the civil-service law since this Administration began who was a 
Republican. Perhaps their knowledge, school information, etc., have 
suddenly diminished. 

Mr. COCKRELL. At the time the Senator awhile ago asked me the 
question about the inspectors, I did not catch the exact point Le was 
making. In my judgment the inspectors.to whom he refers did not 
come under the classified civil service. I have not examined carefully, 
but the inspectors of the internal-revenue service did not, I know, and 
my judgment is, and I think I am right, that the inspectors in the cus- 
toms service did not come under the regulations of the civil service. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. With great respect to my friend, if he will allow 


me—— 

_The PRESIDENT protempore. Does the Senator from Missouri yield 
to the Senator from Vermont? 

Mr. COCKRELL. Certainly. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Ido not believe in interrupting a Senator with- 
out his consent and going on before I getit. ‘I'hat is why I waited. 

With the consent of my friend I will say that I think the Departe 
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ment held, overruling the collector of customs for the district of Ver- 
mont, that inspectors of customs were within the civil-service provis- 
ion. Of course it is not within my personal knowledge, for I have not 
gone through the custom-house to look at the books, but my informa- 
tion is, and I never heard it disputed, that inspectorsof customs, being 
understood by the Department and by the Civil Service Commission 
and by everybody to be within the civil-service law, and therefore in 
filling up a vacancy that they must be examined, and the best man ont 
of three selected, were dismissed in large numbers, for that small dis- 
trict, of course the force is not very great, on the ostensible ground 
that their services were no longer needed for the public service, and 
that immediately following, I do not mean the very next day, but in 
substance, their places in numbers and character were supplied by dep- 
uty collectors, another name for the identical class of servants and in- 
dividuals who were called inspectors before, who did not fall within 
the civil-service rules and were never examined. That may be all 
right. I only speak of it as a historic fact. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I think the Senator is mistaken. I have been 
quite confident that the customs inspectors and the internal-revenue in- 
spectors did not come within the civil-service law and regulations. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Iam notspeaking of the internal-revenue inspect- 


ors. 

Mr. COCKRELL. That is thecase, unless the regulations haye been 
extended to include them since the last orderof the President. I have 
not had time to examine the last order of the President, tosee to what 
great length he has extended the law over new classes of individuals; 
but a large number of new classes of officers have beenincluded within 
the classification. 

I hope every Democratic official, every Democratic Senator and Rep- 
resentative who was applied to by his Democratic constituegts for ap- 
pointment in the various departmental branches of the service did what 
I did. Isent to them a copy of the Civil Service Commission report, 
containing the laws and the regulations, and told them to go and stand 
the civil-service examination, and Missouri being a large State and en- 
titled to her full proportion of appointments would have a fair chance 
ene the appointments, and I think Missouri has gotten her fair 


share. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Ithinkso. We agree to that all around. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I hope every other Democrat did the same thing. 
I find a table here which gives the number of appointments from the 
various States under the civil-service law from July 16, 1883, to June 
30, 1887. I see the distinguished Senator from Vermont has two male 
and five female appointees. He gives preference to the females. I find 
that Missouri has thirty-five male appointments and eight of females, 
making a total of forty-three. 

There is the list from all the States; there is no secret about it. It 
shows the exact number who were appointed in proportion to popula- 
tion without any evasion or attempt at evasion. The appointments for 
the last eighteen months must necessarily have been of more Demo- 
crats than Republicans, because of the large preponderance of Demo- 
cratic applicants, Prior to March, 1885, and up to about a year after 
that time, the majority was largely in favor of the Republicans. When 
this law took effect the Republicans had comparatively all the offices, 
and it was their administration. Asa matter of course, there was a 
feeling that they would retain the offices under the law, and, there- 
fore, there were not as many Democratic applications for examination 
as have been made since. ‘This is perfectly plain. 

I only regret that more Democrats have not succeeded. I think it 
would have been far better for the public service, as I have stated 
frankly and candidly. I think there ought to be a greater equaliza- 
tion than now exists. I think it would be for the interest of all polit- 
ical parties and of every patriot citizen in this land if the subordinate 
positions were nearly equally divided between the great political par- 
ties, and then leave them open to the honest, fair competition of Dem- 
ocrats and Republicans, Republicans and Democrats, under a Demo- 
cratic or a Republican administration, and let them beselected because 
of their qualifications and fitness for the position, and let them under- 
stand that once being selected under the civil-service law does not give 
them a life tenure to that office, and that they may be removed, as the 
law does not guard the exit from office. It leaves that door wide 
open, justly so and properly so, because then the appointees under the 
law always have some incentive to the performance of their duties. 
They know that there is no law to hold them in places which they un- 
worthily fill. ; 

I do not believe in retaining employés in the Government service for 
life and pensioning them on the Government. I do not believe ina 
civil pension-list in any shape, manner, or form. I believe that the 
Government pays its employés a full equivalent for all the service they 
render to the Government, and that the Government is in no manner 
in debt to them; that it is under no obligation tothem. They volun- 
tarily seek the office; they voluntarily take the office; they voluntarily 
and gladly take the salary; and when their Jength of service is com- 
pleted by being turned out or being disabled, or in any other manner, 
they have no claim upon the bounty of the Government for pensions or 
any other kind of remuneration. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. If my friend will pardon me—— 
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Mr. COCKRELL. Certainly. 

Mr, EDMUNDS. On the philosophical principle he is speaking 
about, there being no check on the power of removal, which is the 
present law clearly, and which I think is a great defect if what we call 
civil service in respect of minor offices and places is really good for 
anything, suppose I, being the Secretary of the Treasury, have certi- 
fied to me to-day a list of the three highest persons for three places, 
and it happens by accident that they are all Democrats. By ‘“‘acci- 
dent,” I mean by the event of a fair and impartial scrutiny. 

Mr. COCKRELL, They may all be Democrats or all Republicans. 
It is unavoidable. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I am supposing this case to illustrate the philos- ` 
ophy of this thing to my friend and get his opinion about it. Suppose 
I am a Republican Secretary of the Treasury, and the three people to 
fill the vacancies that exist, which were made to exist by my remoy- 
ing three Democrats the day before, are Democrats. I find on look- 
ing over the list below, who almost came up to the standard, there are 
three Republicans. I am supposing myself to be a Republican Secre- 
tary of the Treasury. I must appoint these three men who are certi- 
fied. They are Democrats, but they are not the kind I want for that 
reason merely. I must appoint them. Day after to-morrow I cause 
my secretary to send them a notice that ‘your services will be no 
longer required after the Ist of the month,” treating them with per- 
fect fairness. I give them a month’s pay. On the ist of the month 
they will go out. The next three are my political friends; I do not 
mean my personal friends, but gentlemen who think there ought to 
be a protective tariff, or there ought to be this thing or that which is 
my political opinion. 

Then by a mere act of my will and my political prejudice, if you call 
it that, my political opinion, I get rid, conformably to law, of the three 
best men on the list of the one hundred who were examined, who hap- 
pened to be Democrats and not Republicans, and at the end of that 
month I get three men of my political persuasion. Thatcan goon from 
day to day, from month to month, without violating any law, because, 
as the Senator says, the power of the heads of the Departments in the 
case of these departmental appointments, and if there be any that fall 
under the President his power to dismiss from office with reason or 
without reason is absolute and complete. 

In the end, in my opinion, if we go on with this business, as I hope 
we shall, in its true and right way, it will be necessary to correct that 
evil, just as in every State where the people are sovereigns, and elect 
and appoint their officers in the municipalities and in the State, the 
term for which officers hold is a fixed term, and no governor, no judge 
of a county, no supervisor, no anybody can turn them out until they 
have a chance to be heard, and are turned ont for a cause which is 
made manifest upon atrial in someway. In my opinion, there isnot a 
State in this Union that would stand any such system as we have now 
in respect of these minor appointments. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I am sorry that the Senator has been led into 
a mistake in the supposition which he has made. ‘The case he has 
supposed can not occur under the civil-service Jaw. He supposes 
that a long list is certified; that three are put at the head of it; that 
the Secretary of the Treasury, he being the Secretary and a Repub- 
lican, could find out that the three first from whom the selections had 
to be made were Democrats, and the three next were Republicans; and 
therefore he would reject the three Democrats, or appoint them for a 
month, and then discharge them and select the other three. ‘That is 
not the law, and that is not the regulation, and thatisneverdone. It 
never has been done. The Senator is entirely mistaken if he supposes 
that that kind of lists has ever heen sent to the Departments under a 
Democratic administration. č 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Ithink I remember, if my friend will pardon me, 
one rather notable instance. I think it was in the city of New York, 
where for some reason (I shall not characterize it, because it may have 
been a good one or a bad one) the whole list was directed tò be certi- 
fied. That is a mere matter of regulation with the President, who has 
control of the whole thing. Out of that whole list the surveyor, or 
whoever the officer was, was authorized to make his choice. So it is 
merely in the power of the President or the head of Department, be he 
Republican or Democrat, to get rid of anybody whoisin. We all 

to that, Then it is in his power, by his regulations, to so adjust 
matters that his particular penny will come face up, to use a boyish 
illustration of our school days. 

Mr. COCKRELL. No; the Senator is mistaken entirely. Under 
the Republican administration, when a vacancy occurred in the Inte- 
rior Department or in any other Department, the head of the Depart- 
ment notified the Civil Service Commission to certify the names of eli- 
gibles for appointment, and the Civil Service Commission certified four 
names for the place. ‘The Secretary of the Interior could not tell who 
would be certified. The Secretary of the Interior could not control the 
certification. They had to be certified in a regular routine around 
through the States, in accordance with population. The Secretary 
could not know who were the next four names on the list of eligibles, 
or from what State they were. All that the Department knew was 
the four names that were certified toit. The Department does not 
know, the Civil Service Commission will not let it be known, who are 
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on the list of eligibles on their books. Therefore the Secretary does not 
have before him all these names; he has the three and only the three, 
and there are sent to the Department in a great big beautiful square 
paper box all the papers showing theexamination, There is the grad- 
ing; there is the classification. The Democratic Administration has 
reduced the number to three; now there are three names. 

Mr. TELLER. I suggest to the Senator that I think they do not 
send the examination grading except upon the call of the appointing 
officers. 

Mr. COCKRELL. They always call for them, necessarily. 

Mr. TELLER. No, I think not. 

Mr. COCKRELL. As arule, I apprehend they do, because the ap- 
pointing power wants to know the grading in the different branches of 
the examination in order to determine which one to take, 

Mr. TELLER. If the Senator will allow me, I will state that they 
must certify the highest in that study. Consequently the appointing 
officer knows he will get no higher grade. 

Mr, COCKRELL. I have gone over it all, and I understand it thor- 
oughly. The highest may be the best in one branch of the service and 
he may be the lowest in another. The grading is given, and theaver- 
age is given. A man may be in history 100; he may be in mathe- 
matics 60; he may be in some other branch only 75; but the average 
is above the limit of 65, as it used to be; I believe it is 70 or 75 now; 
it has been increased. However, his average grading isabove that., It 
is this average grading that is sent. It is absolutely necessary for the 
appointing power to know the grading in order to make an intelligent 
selection. He might just as well cast heads and tails if he does not 
have the grading before him. He must know the relative standingin 
the different studies in order to determine the fitness of the applicant 
for the particular place. For example, you want a clerk in an audi- 
tor’s office where there are constant calculations being made from day 
today. The work required is a mere matter of calculation. Whom 
do you want? You want a man who writes a good hand and who is 
anadeptin figures. You have acertification of three names. Oneman 
stands 90 in his average, another stands 80, and another onestands 70, 
supposing that 65 is the minimum of the standard. When you ex- 
amine these three you find the man whose average is only 70 is better 
in mathematics and writes a fairer hand than either of the other two. 
For your purpose he is the man you want, although his grading is 20 
below the highest one. ‘Therefore you select him. It is for that pur- 
pose that the papers are sent to the head of the Department. You 
may in another place want simple writing, where there are no great 
intellectual qualifications called into play. You make your examina- 
tion and you find that a man who stands very low yet writesa beauti- 
fal, legible hand. He is way below, he is only 50, or he may be only 
60 in mathematics; but he is very high in writing. Youtake him be- 
cause that is the kind of work you want him for. This is absolutely 
necessary in the selection. 

Mr. President, I have detained the Senate much longer than I in- 
tended when I rose. I intended simply to show these laws, but I have 
been gratified at the great interest my Republican friends are taking 
in this matter, and I am gratified that I have had the opportunity of 
laying the subject before them in the light that others see it, and in the 
light that the country sees it. President Cleveland has redeemed and 
sacredly kept every pledge ever made in regard to the civil service and 
its administration, and this constant picking here and there by this one 
and that one is only to divert attention from the great cardinal policy 
which he has pursued in the matter, and from the great contrast of his 
administration with the previous Republican administration under the 
civil-service law. 

_ Think of it, Mr. President. A Republican President, in possession 
of all the offices, having everything in his own hands, and operating 
under the civil-service 5 which he has approved, turns out and dis- 

charges 432 Republican incumbents during the last year of his admin- 

istration, and a Democratic successor coming in and following him dis- 
places only 239 in the first year, only 392 in the second year, and in 

the second half of the third year only 155. 

Mr. TELLER. Will the Senator allow me to interrapt bim? 

Mr. COCKRELL. Certainly. 

Mr. TELLER. He should bear in mind that about that time there 
was a very large number of new appointments made by an act of Con- 
pees, especially with reference to the pension laws. One hundred and 

fty were appointed at one time, which must come out of the number 
stated. They were new offices. 

Mr. COCKRELL, Butthese were not removals where the vacancies 
were not filled. These were removals where the appointments were 
made of those certified under the civil-service law. They were not 
removals made because the officers were nolonger needed. They were 
removals made and the vacancies filled. 

Mr. TELLER. To what year does the Senator refer now ? 

Mr. COCKRELL. I refer to the period from January, 1884, to Jan- 
uary, 1885. ; 

Mr. TELLER. In that year there was a very great number of ad- 
ditional clerks provided for, and they are included in the Senator's 
statement. 

Mr, COCKRELL. Four hundred and thirty-two was the number 
removed in the last year of the Republican istration. 


Mr. TELLER. Those were new appointments. 

Mr. COCKRELL, The Senator from Maine makes a great parade 
about the Secretary of War. I do not know whether the Secretary 
of War ever gave such instructions or not. This is all hearsay. I 
have no objection in the world tothe passage of the resolution. Ihope 
the Secretary of War will answer it, as he doubtless wiil, fully and - 
fairly. The complaint is made that he directed General Ben¢t to tell 
the officers in the various armories and arsenals that on the dismissal 
of Republicans he wanted Democrats given the preference in appoint- 
ments. Mr. President, that was right; it was morally right; it was 
politically right. I see no crime, I see no wrong in turning out a Re- 
publican soldier and putting in a Democratic soldier. I see no wrong 
in a Democratic administration finding twenty Republican soldiers in 
office in a certain bureau or Department and turning ont ten of them 
and putting in ten Democratic soldiers just as deserving and meritori- 
ous. I fail to see any crime in that. I do not understand the law 
that requires preference to be given to the ex-soldiers of our country to 
be that preference is to be given to Republican soldiers. The Demo- 
cratic soldier is just as much entitled to precedence and recognition as 
the Republican. If Republican soldiers under Republican adminis- 
trations have been placed in all these tions, it is right and just and 
the duty of a Democratic administration to displace enough of them to 
equalize the offices and to give one-half of them to Democraticsoldiers. 

Mr, BLAIR. May I ask the Senator a question? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from Missouri 


yield? 
Mr. COCKRELL. Certainly. = 
Mr. BLAIR. What would the Senator think of the propriety of ap- 


aren some of these Democratic soldiers instead of ex-Confederate 
soldiers? 

Mr. COCKRELL. Oh, that has nothing to do with this case. 

Mr. BLAIR. I did not know but that it might have something to 
do with it. 

Mr. COCKRELL. The Senator from New Hampshire need not con- 
cern himself so much about the ex-Confederates. They will take care 
of themselves. 

Mr. BLAIR. Being in control of the Government, they are likely 
to do so. 

Mr. COCKRELL, They will take care of themselves. 

Mr. BLAIR. But it does seem to me that if the Senator is anxious 
about the men who were soldiers, and Democratic soldiers, it would 
be well to consider their claims when they come in competition with 
the appointment of ex-Confederate soldiers, ‘That was simply the sug- 
gestion I made, 

Mr. COCKRELL, I state again that when the Democratic adminis- 
tration came into power and found in a certain Department twenty Re- 
publican soldiers it was the duty of the Democratic administration to 
turn out ten Republican soldiersand putin ten Democratic soldiers so as 
to equalize them, and no man has any right to complain of that. It is 
amatter of justice and fair dealing and right. The preference is given 
to Union soldiers, soldiers of our country, soldiers who bore the heat 
and burden of the greatest conflict that was ever waged in this world; 
and when they are Democrats and Republicans, because the law requires 
preference to be given to the soldier, is no reason why preference should 
be given to Republican soldiersalone. The Democrats are entitled to 
their fall recognition and share in these matters. 

Even if the Secretary of War directed that circular to be issued and 
directed that preference should be given to Democrats in the Depart- 
ments, he simply did what I believe was his duty. There is no apol- 
ogy necessary for it. Asa matter of course, the Secretary of War, in 
my judgment, never directed any confidential circular to be issued. 
How did that confidential circular get out if there are so many Demo- 
crats in these Departments? How do all these things leak out? How 
do the confidential papers of the Assistant Postmaster-General and other 
heads of Departments get into the newspaper press of the country if 
all the employés in the Departments are Democrats? How did this 
confidential circular find publicity in a Republican newspaper if all the 
employ¢s in that Department are Democrats? 

No, Mr. President. there is no harm in the even distribution of the 
offices, and it is right and fair and just. It is right and fair and just 
under the civil-service Jaw, and I have no apologies to make, no ex- 
cuses to offer for any Democratic official who has tried to equalize the 
appointments of the subordinates under him between Democrats and 
Republicans, and who therefore always gives preference to Bemocrats 
in the appointments, 

Mr. HALE obtained the floor. 

Mr. MANDERSON,. Will the Senator from Maine yield to me fora 
moment that I may submit a report from the Committee on Printing? 

Mr. HALE, I yield to the Senator from Nebraska. 


PRINTING OF REVENUE BILL. 


Mr. MANDERSON, from the Committee on Printing, to whom was 
réferred the following resolution, reported it without amendment, and 
it was considered by unanimous consent, and agreed to: 


Resolved, That there be printed 2,000 additional copies of the bill (H, R. 9051) 
“to reduce taxation and simplify laws in relation to the collection of the 
revenue,” as reported to the r ieaS 000 for the use of the folding-room of the 
Senate, and 1,000 copies for the use of the Committee on Finance. 


. 


1888. 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 


9123 


Mr. MANDERSON. Iam directed by the Committee on Printing, 
to whom was referred a resolution to print 10,000 copies of House bill 
9051, to report it with an amendment, and I ask for its present con- 
sideration. 

The resolution was read, as follows: 


Resolved, That 10,000 copies of the bill H. R. No. 9051 as reported to the Senate 
be printed in pamphlet form, 9,000 for the use of the Senate and 1,000 for the use 
of the Committee on Finance. 


The Senate, by unanimous consent, proceeded to consider the reso- 
lution. 

The amendment of the Committee on Printing was to add to the res- 
olution: 

And that the Public Printer insert at the beginning of said bill the following 

_ note of explanation: : 

“The part of the bill stricken out, being the first forty-one sections, is the bill 
as it passed the House of Poppean The part following, being new sec- 
tions, from 1 to 43, inclusive, is the amendment in the nature of asubstitute pro- 
posed by the Senate Committee on Finance,” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The resolution as amended was agreed to. 

ALIEN MINING CORPORATIONS IN THE TERRITORIES. 


Mr. STEWART submitted the following resolution; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee to Auditand Control the Contingent Expenses 
of the Senate: . 

Resolved, That the Committee on Mines and Mining be instructed to ascertain 
and report to the Senate at the beginning of the next session of Congress the 
number ofaliens, foreign companies, and corporations owning or working mines 
in the Territories of the United States, together with the length of time they 
have been so engaged, the amount of capital invested by them in mining opera- 
tions, as near as practicable, the amount of dividends paid,and the amount or 
money expended by them in such mining operations, and what effect the own- 
ing and operating of mines by aliens, foreign companies, and corporations has 
had upon the growth and prosperity of the Territories; and for that p 
the committee, or any subcommittee thereof, may hold itssessions at such 
and places as it may deem open and employ such clerical ceas may 
be necessary. Tbe expenses of such investigation shall be paid out of the con- 
tingent fund of the Senate, 


REDUCTION OF LETTER POSTAGE, 


Mr. MITCHELL. I desire to give notice that on Friday morning, 
if the Senate is in session on that day, immediately after the morning 
business, I shall ask the indulgence of the Senate to submit a few re- 
marks in support of the bill I introduced a few days since, being the 
bill (S. 3558) to reduce letter-postage to 1 cent per ounce. ` 

MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 


A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. CLARK, its 
Clerk, announced that the House insisted upon its amendment to the 
bill (S. 307) for the relief of Margaret Kennedy, disagreed .to by the 
Senate; agreed to the conference asked by the Senate on the disagree- 
ing votes of the two Houses thereon, and had appointed Mr. STONE of 
Kentucky, Mr. LAWLER, and Mr. Brower the managers at the con- 
ference on the part of the House. 

ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 

The message also announced that the Speaker of the House had 
signed the following enrolled bills and joint resolutions; and they were 
thereupon signed by the President pro tempore: 

A bill (S. 330) granting a pension to Manon Vangordon; 

A bill (S. 1264) granting a pension to Martha V. Coleman; 

A bill (S. 3141) granting an increase of pension to Jonas Doering; 
A bill (H. R, 2696) for the relief of John J. Crooke; 

A bill (H. R. 5248) for the relief of the American Grocer Associa- 
tion; 

Joint resolution (H. Res. 210) authorizing the printing of the third 
annual report of the Commissioner of Labor; and 

Joint resolution (S. R. 110) in aid of the sufferers from yellow fever. 


POLITICAL REMOVALS FROM ARMORIES AND ARSENALS. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question recurs on agreeing to 
the resolution submitted by the Senator from Maine [Mr. HALE]. 

Mr. HALE. Mr. President, the Senator from Missouri [Mr. Cock- 
RELL], who is the thick-and-thin defender of the present Administra- 
tion, and for long months after that Administration came in was almost 
the only thick-and-thin defender of it on that side of the Chamber, has 
not been able in two hours of speech to say one single word in defense 
of this'rongh order, in which the War Department proclaims its war 
of extermination on women and children. All that he has said goes 
wide of that mark, and the reason is that he, with all his ingenuity, 
is not able to defend the order. When he says that itis simply in the 
direction of dividing the offices, he does not strike at the brutal force 
of that order. 

I said the other day that the American people had been obliged to 
wait until this year before a department of the Government was found 
seeking out women and children in humble places and making them 
the subject of political proscription. Since then I have been looking 
at the records to see who are the class of people, the women and chil- 
dren, who are to be reached by the Secretary of War in this confiden- 
tial order, which was not proclaimed to the public, but was sent out 
under the stamp of confidence to the officers to enforce. 

Those women and children occupy very humble places. These ar- 
senals are scattered from the Pacific to the Atlantic, and all but two 


mes 


or three are in Northern States. The women and children who have 
found refuge there and who have lived upon the small pay that they 
gain in these places are largely made up of the representatives of Union 
soldiers. The work that they dois not important. Here and there 
in these arsenals is found a woman who, doing some kind of clerical 
duty, receives as pay perhaps as much as $40 per month; ina few 

$60 a month. There are none that I can find beyond that sum, but 
below that are found the poor women who keep the gates, who do the 
sweeping, who care for the cleanliness and general management inside 
doors of these public buildings, and receive not more than $20 or $30 
per month. Here and there is found a boy, the child of an ex-soldier, 
who is engaged in the running of errands and carrying of messages, re- 
ceiving a little pay, a few dollars a week, in order perhaps to eke out 
the subsistence gained by his mother, who may be there or elsewhere. 

It was reserved for this civil-service reform Administration, which 
came into office upon pledges that the public service should be divorced 
from politics, and thereby gained votes enough to secure its election, 
to send ont such an order, making this war upon women and children; 
and if that were not sufficient, the order winds up by declaring, lest 
some poor woman or boy or girl should escape, that this order ‘“* will 
be strictly enforced.” 

Nothing can be said in favor of such an order, and yet nobody will 
be called to account for it. Nobody will be summoned before the Ex- 
ecutive and asked in stern fashion why it was that this scandal and 
shame has been visited not only upon this Administration but upon 
the American people. Nobody will be removed because of the order. 
Uneasy as the Administration may be about it, like everything else of 
this sort that has happened, nobody will be called to account and be 
punished because of it. 7 

The investigation is likely to show that this is not the only order of 
the kind that has been issued touching just such cases as this, touch- 
ing persons in the lower grades of employmentin the War Department 
and perhaps in other Departments. It will be shown quite likely (and 
I purpose that this investigation shal) be extended so that we may get 
at all the facts) that just such orders as this have been issued elsewhere ~ 
than in the Ordnance Bureau of the War Department. 

The Senator from Missouri has consumed much time in defending 
the Administration generally. He has declared that the arraignment 
which has been made by myself and others has been that the President 
has violated the civil-service act. The civil-service law is the narrowest 
phase of this subjecton which the Administration stands to-day charged 
before the American people with pretenses that it has not carried out, 
with hypocrisy in conducting the Administration differently from 
what it had pledged itself to conduct it. 

The number of employés of the Government who come under the 
classified grades is small compared with the entire official force of the 
Government. I venture to say that in all the army of office-holders— 
I use the words that the President himself has used—in the horde of 
oflice-holders seeking for partisan favors and desiring to render service 
to it becanse of those favors, not one in five of this great army of office- 
holders is included in the classified grades. They constitute a more 
limited portion of the patronage of the Administration. In the ar- 
raignment I have made here of the Administration heretofore I have 
never once suggested that the charge was simply that the President 
had violated the civil-service law. It is much more than that. _ 

The President came into power because of his declarations, not made 
in a modest way, that Congress had passed a civil-service act and he 
would endeavor to administer it, but going fxr beyond and outside of 
that, anddeclaring that the public service was a public trust and must 
be divorced from politics. In the letters that he wrote, in the inter- 
views that he had with civil-service reformers, in his letter of accept- 
ance, in his first and other messages, he iterates and reiterates this dec- 
laration, never in any way confining it to the narrow class that is 
included in the classified grades under the civil-service law. 

His assertions in this matter have been read time and tine again. 
I shall not take up much of the time of the Senate upon them, or per- 
haps not any. Everybody recalls them. They apply not to the clas- 
sified grades alone, but to all grades of offices in and out of that class. 
Everybody knows, setting aside and paying no attention to the figures 
the Senator has given about this narrow class, largely here in Wash- 
ington, that the great army of office-holders outside, in the different 
Departments of the Government, have been made the subject of almost 
a clean sweep in defiance of the declaration of the President that ap- 
pointments should be made upon merit. 

How is it with that great army of officers throughout the country in 
the Internal-Revenue Department of the Government who are not sub- 
ject to the classification of the civil-service law? There is hardly a 
man left who is anything except a Democrat. How is it with the cus- 
toms service, except in a few of the larger offices, from the collectors 
down to the tide-waiters and thesmaller oflicers? Every man has been 
removed. How is it with that larger army under the Post-Office De- 
partment, nearly sixty thousand in all? You may search with a mi- 
croscope, as the Senator from Missouri has said, throughout the coun- 
try in a post-office that is worth the holding, in his State or mine, or 
in any other State, and the ruthless sweep has gone op, the Repub- 
licans have gone out and the Democrats have come in, 
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To-day, throughout the country, this army of office-holders thus ap- 
pointed by the President is doing its political work, fighting its bat- 
tles and taking charge of its local organizations and leading, being the 
captains of tens and the captains of hundreds and of thousands in the 
great political battle. 

As the Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. HOAR] has suggested to me, 
take the offices which are judicial, which ought not to be political, and 
there has been the same clean sweep in the Territories of the United 
Btates. : - 

Let it be understood once for all that I am not complaining of this 
as a Republican. I am not complaining of this as a civil-seryice re- 
former. Ihave never posed in any way as a civil-service reformer. 
What I am seeking to do, and what itis legitimate and right to do, is 
to arraign the Administration for its hypocrisy with regard to these 
things. Had the President come in and not begun to preach of his 
superior virtue, had he not begun to set up a standard that no other 
Presidential candidate or President has ever set up, he would not have 
been subjected to these strictures; but from the beginning, from the 
day of his nomination down to the present time, he has been preach- 
ing his own superior virtue, and has been claiming that his adminis- 
tration is run better, and more justly, and more fairly, and more upon 
civil-service rules, than any other Administration. It is because every 
one of those things has been violated that I have arraigned the Ad- 
ministration. 

No Republican complains that he has been turned out of office; but 
when it has been said that he shall not be turned out, and on some 
deer and on some charge which he has never been allowed to see, 

e has been removed from office and a Democrat put in his place, and 
in that way he is attacked in his personal character, it may be, he has 
a right to complain. 
It is not rgd aad to me that this army of office-holders is to-day en- 
gaged in fighting the battles of the President. It has excited no won- 

er. It is nothing more than what has been expected. But what 
should be kept before the American people constantly, and whata great 
many of the American people are thinking of a good deal, is that another 
thing has been promised; thatit has been declared that this is a reform 
administration; that itis proceeding under different rules and under 
different principles, and that, to use the language of the Senator from 
Missouri, Grover Cleveland is a true and sincere reformer, If he is, and 
if the declarations that he has made and the claims that are set up for 
his Administration are true, somebody ought to be punished under his 
Administration for violating every single principle that he has advanced 
as the guide and ruleof his Administration. I have waited and I have 
looked forward and expected to see somebody disciplined. No punish- 
ment has been visited upon anybody thus far. 

I have here an instance of the present campaign in the State of New 
York of the kind of circulars that are sent by the Democratic commit- 
tee to office-holders who have been appointed by the President. I do 
not believe that we shall hear that anybody has been punished for 
writing a letter like the following: 


Dear Str: You will kindly contribute $25 towards the e se of the Demo- 


aratic Ney ri ig fall. Remittances should be made to the undersigned on 
or before October 1, and will be duly acknowledged. 
Yours, truly, 


S. A. BEARDSLEY, Chairman. 


It is said that in the same kind of a circular the sum demanded is 
increased to $40 in the case of railway-postal clerks and from thirty to 
fifty-five dollars for the clerks in the city office. 

A great deal has been said about voluntary contributions. The 
Senator from Missouri has read an old circular issued by a Republican 
committee long before the civil-service act became a law, in the days 
when all parties were engaged in such things. That circular, which I 
knew something about, was submitted to no less an authority on ciyil- 
service reform than Carl Schurz, who approved it, declaring that it 
simply called for voluntary contributions if anybody sent anything 
under that notice. But here is something imperative. Here is the 
declaration that ‘‘you will contribute $25 towards the expense of the 
Democratie campaign.” 

Every man who receives a circular of that kind from the authorities 
of the Democratic party knows what it means. It will be seen that 
if any man holding office, after getting a circular of that kind, refuses 
or declines or fails to pay, he will be the man who will be disciplined. 
The committee that sends out this circular will not be disciplined. 
The national committee, composed partly as it is of members of the 
House and Senators, will not in any way be disciplined. Why should 


the head of the Administration, who has himself contributed, as every-: 


body says and nobody denies, $10,000 to the national committee, made 
up in part of office-holders, discipline others for contributing in reply 
to acircular of that kind? 

Mr. COCKRELL. Mr. President—— 

The PRESIDENT protempore. Does the Senator from Maine yield ? 

Mr. HALE. Certainly. 

Mr. COCKRELL, I wish to ask just one question. Where was 
that circular published, and what is it? I did not catch the name. 

Mr. HALE. It is dated 87 Genesee street; Utica, September 19, 
1888—two weeks ago. 


Mr. COCKRELL. What is the date of the paper? 

Mr. HALE. I have not the date of the paper. 

Mr. COCKRELL. In what paper was it published? 

Mr. HALE. I do not know that, even. 

Mr. COCKRELL. What is the date of the letter itself? 

Mr. HALE. September 19. Itis evidently a genuine document be- 
yey hr date and place are given, 87 Genesee street, Utica, September 

Mr. COCKRELL. By whom is it signed? 

Mr. HALE. S. A. Beardsley. 

Mr. COCKRELL. To whom is it addressed? 

Mr. HALE. It was sent to all the mail-carriers in that city. That 
is the statement. 

Mr. COCKRELL. In the city of Utica? 

Mr. HALE. In the city of Utica. 

Mr. COCKRELL. It was sent to the letter-carriers? 

Mr. HALE. It was sent to the letter-carriers. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Who is Mr. Beardsley? 

Mr. HALE, ThatIdonot know. He signs his name, and adds 
“chairman.” I never heard of him before. 

Mr. COCKRELL. He is chairman of what? 

Mr. HALE. I do not know that, even. 

Pha COCKRELL. Is he chairman of the Republican, committee up 
ere 

Mr. HALE. It is the Democratic committee. 

Mr. COCKRELL. How does the Senator know that? 

Mr. HALE. The circular is headed ‘‘ Democratic county committee- 
room.” JI am notidentifyingthesemen. Here appearsin public print 
a circular with a date, the location, with the signature. Ido not know 
that any such man as this Beardsley ever lived, but I am quoting from 
the records as they appear in the public newspapers, where the names 
and date and everything are given. If the Senator believes that some- 
body has made this up, he is at liberty to investigate it. I have no 
doubt that it is true; that any investigation will show it to be true; 
and not only that, but ifanybody cared to rake and haul over the things 
that are now being done under this civil-service reform Administration 
in the way of circulars that are being sent around to clerks, both women 
and men, the applications that are being made in person, showing that 
the whole army is to be taxed and tithed over and over again, evidence 
enough would be accumulated to take up the rest of the time of this 
session of the Senate. 

Everybody knows it, Mr. President. I have seen the circulars my- 
self, I have seen the cards that are distributed here in Washington. 
Some of them have come to Senate employés by the order of the Dem- 
ocratic national committee that has taken an office here and announced 
it by advertisementsin Washington. I have seen those circulars here to- 
day, sent to Senate employés. There is nothing surprising in it. The 
surprising thing is that a candid man like the Senator from Missouri 
dares to get up here and declare that Grover Cleveland is an honest re- 
former and that the Administration is a better reform administration 
than any preceding administration has been. 

The order that is now the subject of this controversy in the Senate 
is only a natural emanation from all the things that are going on. The 
War Department could not stand the pressure, conservative as that De- 
partment is, outside largely of political currents, with a Secretary who 
has not been engaged in active politics either here or in the country 
or in his own State, as the Senator from Massachusetts knows. He 
could not stand the pressure. 

What is the foundation of the order as shown? Not that it was de- ` 
clared that removals were needed, not that women and children were 
not performing their duty, but the Secre told the Chief of the Bu- 
reau of Ordnance that the pressure upon him was so great for new 
Democratic appointments that he had to make this war upon women 
and children; nothing else would satisfy the Democratie party in its 
eager search for more places. 

‘That is all there is in this circular. The country should know it; 
and it has been brought forward only that it may be an additional 
piece of evidence to show that the pretenses of the Administration are 
nothing but pretenses; that the whole thing is conducted in the old- 
fashioned Democratic way, and will be until after the election. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Mr. President, when the circular which is the 
subject-matter of the resolution now before the Senate was shown to 
me several days ago, I refused to believe that it was genuine, and ad- 
vised the correspondent of the Indianapolis Journal to call upon Gen- 


eral Benét and ask him whether it was genuine or a fo’ . It was 
not until I was informed that General Benét acknowledged the circular 


and stated the circumstances under which it was issued that I believed 
it possible that even the partisanship of this Administration had sought 
out the women and the children at work in the arsenals of the country 
in order to drive them from their employment. 

The Senator from Missouri justifies thisorder. He does it with vigor 
and with boldness, and asserts that it is legitimate politics to inquire 
whether the women en, in the arsenals are Republicans or Demo- 
crats, whether the children en in the arsenals of the country are 


Republicans or Democrats, and to turn them out if the character of Re- 
publican can be attributed to them, and to seek out other women and 
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other children and attach to them the character of Democratic, and 
then employ them in the places of the women and children who have 
been ejected. 

But it seems to me that this circular is the most discreditable of all 
the emanations in violation of the civil-service reform professions ot the 
President and of the Democratic party. There have been one hundred 
years of the Government under this Constitution, and I believe that 
never before have the politics of female employés or of children in the 
workshops of the Government been ascertained as a reason either for 
discharging or employing them. 

I supposed when I first realized that this was a genuine circular that 
it was an unlawful order. I thought that there were laws forbidding 
the discharge of War Department employés on account of their politics; 
but I do not find them. If there are such laws I hope that attention 
may be called to them. But although my search with reference to the 
Army has not shown me any such statutes, I do find that there gre ex- 
plicit laws in reference to the Navy of the UnitedStates. Section 1546 
of the Revised Statutes is as follows: 

No officer or employé of the Government shall require or request any work- 
ingman ir ae navy-yard to contribute or pay any money for political pur- 
posos, nor shall any workin n be removed or discha: for political opin- 

n; and any officer or employé of the Government who shall offend inst 
ed perros of this section shall be dismissed from the service of the United 

In section 1544 we further have the rule declared that ought to pre- 
vail in the employment of laborers in the several navy-yards: 

e . veral ~ s 
nee si a A e TE 
other considerations, 

These two statutes make the rule which is to govern the Navy De- 
partment, and under them a circular of the kind which has been is- 
gued by General Benét would be punishable as a violation of law. Yet 
the Senator from Missouri boldly justifies an order issued by the War 
Department which if issued as to Navy employés would be a deliberate 
violation of an express statute ! 

In view of the law which I have quoted in reference to the Navy 
Department, it seems impossible to believe that the Secretary of the 
Navy, who has suddenly discovered that the needs of the public service 
require a large increase in the number of employés at the Brooklyn 
navy-yard, intends in making the new employments to pay any atten- 
tion to the politics of the laborers who may be taken on in pursuance 
of his recent order. There is a statute of the United States, enacted 
on the 30th of June, 1876, to be found in volume 19, page 69, of the 
statutes, as follows: 


And no increase of the force at any navy-yard shall be made at any time 


within sixty days next before any election to take place for President of the 
United States or member of Congress, except when the Secretary of the Navy 
shall certify thatthe needs of the public service make such increase necessary 
at that time, which certificate shall be immediately published when made. 

I find that the Secretary of the Navy hasissued a certificate, which has 
been published in the newspapers of New York, and I will read an ex- 
tract from the New York Press of Sunday morning, September 30, 1888, 
which contains the certificate. It is as follows: 

THE SECRETARY OF THE NAVY NEEDS MANY LABORERS, 

The people of the United States have become accustomed to seeing the laws 
of the country violated by the Democratic authorities in Washington and the 
South, but it remained for Secretary Whitney tu show the utter contempt 
which the Democrats have for the laws of See when such laws interfere 
with the possible success of that any Mon the pol 

Several years ago the Republican Congress, realizing how powerful a factor 
Peeks was in the determination of a political contest, passed a law prohib- 

ting the employment of new men in the public Departments within sixty days 
ofan election. The law was with especial reference to the abuse of the 
appointing of hundreds of new men in the navy-yards a few days prior to elec- 
tion as a bribe to secure their votes. 

Owing to tardiness in the preparation of requisitions, which are made the 
basis of appropriations, it was found this year that the men could not be em- 
ployed two months before the election, and fora time the Democratic ers 
were disconsolate at losing such a powerful lever as the patronage of the navy- 
yard. Secretary Whitney was appealed to, and the following notice was issued 


yesterday: 
“[Certificate.] 

“In compliance with an act of Congress, approved June 30, 1876, I hereby cer- 
tify that the needs of the public service make it necessary to increase at this 
time the force of the gre ns Brooklyn, N. Y., for the prosecution of the 
work upon the Yantic, Galena, Miantonomoh, and Terror, and for other neces- 


gary purposes, 
“W, C. WHITNEY, Secretary of the Navy.” 

Secre Whitney’s order is, of course, a mere evasion of the provisions or 
the sixty days’ law. The law upon which the order is based has never been 
utilized before, and was placed upon the statute-books simply to antici any 
aoe trouble with foreign nations which would necessitate the rapid fitting 
out of war v 

While the intention and effect of the order was and will be to fill the navy- 
yard with Democratic voters, the local Democratic gang has already served 
notice that no one who has been identified with the labor movement need ap- 
ply. The latest victim to the rapacity of the gang is Daniel Downey, of 75 Duf- 

eld street, Brooklyn, who was disc! from the navy-yard a few days ago 
because of his active participation in the labor movement in Brooklyn last 


ear, 
vi is said Alderman Divver and all the other ward bosses have been given 
fifteen tickets each, by which that number of men will obtain employment at 
the navy-yard. x 

In the Standard-Union, of Brooklyn, of the 29th of ig agen 1888, 
the following statement is made in connection with the dismissal of 
Danial Downey, mentioned in the extract from the Press which I have 
read: 


THE GRAND BOUNCE—LOST A PLACE IN THE NAVY-YARD FOR SUPPORTING THE LA- 
BOR PARTY—“‘JACK” FROST’S BOLD HANDIWORK—PATRONAGE-MONGERING AT 
THE CITY HALL—HINTS FOR MAYOR CHAPIN AND CONTROLLER LIVINGSTON, 


Several of the workingmen’s unions at the lowerend of the city are very much 
excited over the summary dismissal from the NETA last week of a rer 
named Daniel Downey. Not that there is anything unusual or exciting about 
the dismissal of one laborer or a hundred from the yard. Either isa common 
occurrence enough; but the circumstances surrounding Downey's dismissal were 
of a peculiarly brutal character and an outrage on associated labor everywhere, 

Downey lives in a room on the top floor of 72 Duffield street, and is evidently 
in a dire state of poverty. Last week, in blissful ignorance of his impending 
fate, while he was at work in the yard, where he had been fortunate enough to 
ours s > only a few days before, asub-boss of Boss Furey suddenly appeared 

fore him. 

“Sa-ay, Downey!” came from the apparition. 

“On, gona morning, Mr. Frost! How do you do?” Downey replied with 
forced cheerfulness. 


anne didn’t you peddle the United Labor party ticket In the Fifth ward last 

““Well-er, yes, I did; but it was only for my friend Brown.” 

Then Frost. in harsh tones, passed this sentence on the poverty-stricken labor- 
ing man: “Now, look here, Downey, we don’t want anybody but Democratsin 
the yard, and you'll have to get out.” 

Out Downey was put accordingly. His neighbors said to-day that he was in 
New York trying to get work. ‘The Brown he referred to was J, Vincent Brown, 
of Gold street, who was the United Labor party's candidate last year for assem- 
bly, fourth district, with a Republican indorsement. He is a member of Mact 
kenzie Post, Grand Army of the Republic, of which George R. Baldwin, of Rev- 
enue Collector Black’s office, is commander. The Frost who paid him the visi- 
is a character and known as Jack Frost. His full name is John F, Frost, and 
he holds the position under Comptroller Livingston of chief clerk of the bureau 
of taxes and assessments at a salary of $1,900 a year. He appears to have a su- 
pervisory power over navy-yard patronage, as far as laborers and mechanics 
are concerned, and undoubtedly bosses the fifth ward and perhaps some of the 
surrounding districts, What he does relieves Democratic leaders like John Me- 
Carty from numerous pelts annoyance and it is always understood that the 
supreme arbitrator, if any dispute arises, Is William A. nog Saeed commissioner 
ofjurors. Years Frost served his time in the yard as a b! mith’s appren- 
tice under a Republican administration, and istolerably familiar with the p! 
of work and of political life within its walls. 

There is another d ul side to this subject, and one with which frequent- 
ers of the city hall are only too familiar. It is one in which every tax-payer of 
the city, too, has a direct personal interest. Mr, Frost holds a very responsible 
position under the city government, and by far too much of his time is taken 
up by navy-yard patronage matters. Sometimes a dozen or a score of men 
ant for hours in the rotunda of the city hall waiting to get a note from Frost 
to this or that boss in the yard. It is certainly a violation of the spirit of the 
civil-service law—this spending of the time, which is the money of the public 
in partisan politics, Mayor Chapin frequently brushes inst the crowds o; 
men who want to get into the yard as he goes to or returns from his office in the 
hall. His natural instinct would revolt against the turning of a city govern- 
ment department into a patronage broker's office; but his recent severe casti- 
gation by the Democratic general committee seems to have tamed his spirit. 
And so of Comptroller Livingston. He has a splendid reputation, but he isa 
candidate for renomination, which he can not get without the consent of the 
Willoughby street gang whose members are the patrons of Mr. Is it 

ible that Walter L. Livingston knowingly permits an office over which he 
control to be so degraded? Perhips, after all, his control of the office is 
only nominal. 


Here we have the charge made by a well known and respectable 
newspaper that two navy-yard bosses have been created by the Secre- 
tary of the Navy, that they control the discharge and employment of 
men in the Brooklyn navy-yard, and that Mr. Downey and others have 
been discharged for political reasons. If that is the case, the dis- 
cbarges are in direct defiance of a clear and distinct law of Congress, 
and if employments are made in this way the employments are made 
in distinct violation of the act of Congress which I have read, which 
says that laborers shall be employed in the several nayy-yards by the 
proper officers in charge with reference to skill and efficiency and with- 
out regard to other considerations. 

The New York Tribune of October 1, 1888, published the following: 


THE EMERGENCY ORDER RATHER LATE—NO DOUBT ABOUT THE REAL REASON FOR 
EXTRA MEN AT THE NAVY-YARD. 


“You will observe that Secretary Whitney has issued his emergency order, 
which, under the law, permits him to increase the force at the navy-yard,” said 
one of the officers there yea, He continued; “The Tribune was the first 
and soy Republican paper to call attention to the increase of the force by one 
hund and thirty-two men in one day a week ago, and not one of the Demo- 
cratic papers had the honesty or independence to refer to this clear violation of 
the law which prohibits an increase of the force within sixty days of an election, 
That sixty days’ limit began on September 7, and the one hundred and thirty- 
two employés were put on on September 20. But since then there have been 
men use they were Labor party adherents and good Democrats 
put on in their places, and others in addition. For instance, on September 21 
there were 1,589 workmen of all kinds employed, and on Friday the number 
was above 1,600, but not until Saturday did the Secretary publish his emer- 
gencyorder. Now, then, ishe not liable for a violation of the law before he is- 
sued his emergency order? In this Mr. Whitney says that the secre: 
arises in the fitting out of the Galena, Yantic, Miantonomoh,and Terror. Is 
there any emergency that requires haste in completing the two big ironclads, 
the Terrorand Miantonomoh? Are we on the eve of war? But he says noth- 
ing about the new cruiser Maine, upon which additional men are being em- 
ployed from day today. The fact is that when the Secretary was atthe navy” 
yard a few days ago Furey and other politicians impressed upon him the 
political emergency which could only be relieved by employing more men in 
the navy-yard.”’ 

Upon these statements it is hard to resist the conclusion that the 
Secretary of the Navy has declared an-emergency at the Brooklyn 
navy-yard at this time and published this certificate in compliance with 
the statute more for the purpose of having a large force in that navy- 
yard on the 6th of November, at the time of the Presidential election, 
than on account of any necessity of fitting out the North Atlantic 
squadron. It is understood that this squadron is to be ready for sea 
on the 10th of November. By that time we may infer that there will 
be necessary more discharges of men from the Brooklyn navy-yard. 
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It is to be bapoa thas tho Peeters of Se Tayin, when he makes 
such discharges, at least then regard the provisionsof the statute, and 
discharge no man because of his political opinion. 

Mr. President, thereis not only some reason to fear that the laws in 
reference to the employment of men in the navy-yards are being disre- 
garded by this Administration, but £ think it is very clear that the 
civil-service law forbidding contributions from one public officer to 
another public officer is being openly and boldly violated. Thestatute 
of the 16th of January, 1883, concerning which the Senator from Mis- 
souri bas had a great deal to say, contains three sections to which I 
ask the attention of Democratic Senators, and also Democratic officials, 
those who are now members of political committees and those who are 
making contributions to political committees. These sections are 11, 
14, and 15 of the act of January 16. The law is found in the statutes 


of 1882-’83, page 406: 

Sec. 11. That no Senator, or Re tative, or Territorial caper oom of the 
Congress, or Senator, Representative, or Delegate elect, or =e cer or em- 
ployé of either of said Houses, and no executive, judicial, military, or naval 
officer of the United States, and no clerk or employé of any Department, branch, 
or bureau of the executive, judicial, or military or naval service of the United 
= shall, directly or indirectly, solicit or receive, or be in any manner con- 
in soliciting or receiving, any nowrap subscription, or contribution 
for a “eee political purpose whatever, from any , clerk, or employé of the 

States, or any department, t, branch, or bureau’ thereof, or any per- 
son receiving any salary or compensation from moneys derived from the Treas- 
wry of the United States. 
14, That no officer, clerk, or other person in the service of the United 
States shall, directly or indirectly, ve or hand over to any other officer, clerk, 
or person in the service of the Un ted. States, or to any Senator or Member of 
the Honse of Representatives, or Territorial Delegate, any money or other val- 
uable thing on account of or to be applied to the promotion of any political ob- 
ject whatever. 
15. That any person who shall be guilty of violating any provision of the 
Lemessinar ooctiooe aeeil ts deemed of a misdemeanor, and shall, on 
conviction thereof, be pananon by a fine not exceeding $5,060, or by imprison- 
ment for a term not exceeding three FARAR OE ey Sieh Eno RRA imprisonment 
both, in the discretion of ines court. 


The meaning of this law is very clear. No Senator or Representa- 
tive can solicit or receive or be in any manner concerned in soliciting 
or recei any contribution for political purposes from any officer, 
clerk, or employé under the Government of the United States. No 

officer, clerk, or other person in the service of the United States can 
givea contribution to any Senator or Member of the House of Repre- 
sentatives for the promotion of any political object whatever; and 
offenses against these two sections are made penal. They are punish- 
able by fine and imprisonment. 

I wish now to place upon the records of the Senate a statement of 
the view taken of this statute by Republican officials and members of 
Republican committees. I first rend the circular to which the Senator 
from Maine has referred, two copies of which have been handed me 
to-day, addressed to clerks of the Senate. It must be admitted that 
in making these solicitations of employés of the United States in vio- 
lation of law the Democrats who are sending out the circulars are im- 
partial, for they appear to have sent them to Republican and Demo- 
cratic employés of the Senate alike. I ask the to read the 
circular and also the communication of Edward McPherson, secretary 
of the Republican Congressional committee, published in the Wash- 
ington Post of September 20. 

The Secretary read as follows: 

NATIONAL DEMOCRATIC COMMITTEE. 

The rooms of the advisory committee and treasurer for the District of Co- 
lumbia are at 939 F street northwest, second floor. 

Maj. Charles S. Jones will be in attendance from § a. m. until 11 p. m., and 
has authority to receipt for all contributions made to him. 

Remittances by mail should be addressed to James L. Hori advisory com- 
mittee and treasurer, lock drawer 322, Washington, D. C., and will receive 
prompt acknowledgment. 

LETTERS FROM THE PEOPLE—POLITICAL CONTRIBUTIONS, 
To the Editor of the Washington Post: 


Mr. James L. Norris announces himself in your paper of this date as the “au- 
of the na Democratic it- 


thorized io 
tee.” As such he states that he will be glad to receive contributions of encour- 
agement from Democrats and all citizens and office-holders i 
success, and the same shall be prompt! 
So far as this invitation ies to 
transaction forbidden by the laws of the United Section on i 
~ act, January 16, 1883, forbids any officer or employe of the United States from 
directly or indirectly soliciting or receiving = ep any manner concerned 
in soliciting or receiving con’ tions for any poli 
any other officer or employé of the United States, 
Section 14 of the same act prohibits any person sean Gi the service of the United 
States from directly or indirectly giving to another in the service of the 
pane States any money “to be applied to the promotion of any political ob- 
ect whatever.” 
Section 15 areas a parte of these provisions a ry ieee pes! punishable 
on conviction by both fine and imprisonment, at the discretion o court, 
What the Democratic national committee can not do by itself i it can not law- 
fully do by another. Upon the national committee as members there ee both 
Senators and Representatives in the Congress of the United States. A gift to 
the committee is a to each member of the committee, and itis ery, within 
law, and was so intended. 
sno of the United 


purpose whatever from 


Mr. Norris further states in the interview that “Government officials and 
some others of very high position have given liberally,” This may refer to the 
announced contributions of the President and certain members of his Cabinct. 
If these officials have made such contributions to the Democratic national com- 


EDWARD McPHERSON. 
WASHINGTON, September 19. 


Mr. CHANDLER. Falso desire the to read a subsequent 
letter of Mr. McPherson, published in the Capital of September 30. 
The Secretary read as follows: 
ON POLITICAL CONTRIEUTIONS EY UNITED STATES OFFICIALS, 
To the Editor : 


Sm: Since the passage of the act of 1883 I have in every way discouraged its 
en, and any statement to the contrary in your article of the 23d is incor- 


The on mieh: committee of 1881, to which you refer, was the agent of a commit- 
tee on which there were no office-holders of the United States, and which, thero: 


certain knowl- 


om sections they are ‘act is met brought within them. This isa marked 
point of difference between the act of 1876 and the act of 1883. The eleventh 
section of the act of 1883 provides that “no Senator or Representative or Terri- 
torial Delegate of the Congress, or Senator or Representative or Delegate elect 
shall, directly or indirectly, solicit or receive contributions or su tions,” 
The fourteenth section prohibits “any officer, clerk, or other person in the serv- 


ice of the United O om giving or handing over to any other officer, clerk, 
or other person in th ice of the United States, or to any Senator, Repre- 
sentative, or Teeritevial De Delexate any money or other valuable thing to be ap- 


_ to promotion of any political object whatever.” These provisions are 

and sweeping, and reach every executive, judici eer x 
alg officer. They are more searching than met the Lecter of the Democrati 
Senators, who wanted to restrict the prohibitions to “executive officers, clerks, . 
and employés of the United States.” The act of 1876 did not include Senators 
or Representatives, but the act of 1853 does distinctly include them. 

Personally, I care not whether the President or his Cabinet, or his subordi- 
AOE do not give tothe Democratic national committee, except as I 
care to see the law rogarded by those with its enforcement, 

As for indictments, you appear to have forgotten that it required one 
tion to vindicate the act of 1876. That act was reese pe gat the act of 15 1883 is 
sneered at. General Curtis, of New York, an office-holder ofthe United States, 


(volume 106, page 371) held the statute to be constitut ional, and General tis 
id the fine. It may require an example like unto this to vindicate in the 
District of Columbia the act of 1883. 

Very ly, yours, 


WASHINGTON, September 28. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Mr. President, in order to ascertain whether or 
not members of Congress or Government officials are members of the 
Democratic National Committee, I purchased at Brentano’s, in this city, 
yesterday, ‘* The Campaign Text-Book of the Democratic Party of the 
United States for the Presidential Election of 1888,” which states upon 
the title page that it is ‘‘ by direction of the National Dem- 
ocratic Committee.” I invested $1 in this pu largely at- 
tracted by the headline on the first page, which identifies it as a Dem- 
ocratic document: 


EDWARD MCPHERSON. 


“ Public office is a public trust.” 
On thesecond page is given the list of the Democratic National Com- 
mittee, headed: 
William EL Barnum, chairman; S. P. Sheerin, secretary; Edward B. Dickin- 
son, assistant secretary and official stenographer; Charles J. Canda, treasurer. 
And as members of the committee are the following, who will be 
recognized as members of the Fiftieth Congress: 


thee L. Scorr. 

On the executive committee, also, are the names of Messrs. PASCO, 
GORMAN, and Scorr. Upon the campaign committee there are the 
names, GORMAN, Ransom, and Scorr. And Mr. Canda, the treas- 
urer, in a slip, which is pasted within the book headed ‘‘National 
Democratic Committee, Campaign of 1838, 10 West Twenty-ninth 
street, New York City, William H. Barnum, chairman, Calvin 8. 
Brice, chairman campaign committee,’’ asks that the person receiving 
this book will remit to him $1 by mail, which will cover the cost of 
the same and postage. 

Now, Mr. President, if Government officials of any character have 
been contributing money to this national Democratic committee, I un- 
derstand they have been violating the statutes to which I have called 
attention. 

Mr. HAWLEY. May I ask the Senatorif the Mr. Canda referred to 
is the United States treasurer at New York? 

Mr. CHANDLER. He is the treasurer of the committee. 

Mr. HAWLEY. Is he in charge of the subtreasury in New York? 

Mr. CHANDLER. That I am not able to say. 


1888. 
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Mr. HAWLEY. I think that is the name of the officer who was 
Treasurer of the United States and is now assistant treasurer at New 
York. 

Mr. CHANDLER. I am not sure as to that. n 

I have in my hand a slip from the New York Sun of September 25, 
1888, which says: 

A O te Oar ANAIEN fend tp tan CHOSE babe EOSO BE Says 

r pay- 
nae The ae was drawn on one of Riggs & Co.'s preston ee bitaka i5 
the order of Charles J. Canda. it did not specify that Mr. Canda was treasurer 
of the national Democratic committee, but ae used the name “Charles J. 
Canda.” The $10,000 was written out in words and pen & See in figures. The check 


was mted to Riggs & Co. for payment last had passed through 
the Western National — of New gee of which Conrad N. Jordan, formerly 
United States rer, is president, and with which Charles J in is now 
connected, 


Anofher article from the New York Sun reads as follows: 
CAMPAIGN CONTRIBUTIONS. 


When President Cleveland gave his magnificent contribution of $10,000 to the 
funds of the Democratic campaign committee, he was notalone in that work of 
national beneficence, 

At the same time with the President's check the committee received a check 
sae from H 


‘gave 


However, to make A a every deficiency, Hen. WILLIAN L. Scorr, of Penn- 
sylvania, gave $20, Mr. Searcy Ro on T. Fairchild, Secretary Fairchild's father, 
and Mr. J.J. Hill, the Democratic hustler of Minnesota, gave $10,000 apiece; the 
Paynes, of Cleveland, gave Horan and other personal friends of ent 

Cleveland clubi in, swelling the aggregate contribution to the impressive 
Sarih of $150,000, 


Mr. BLAIR. Tshould like toask my colleague a question. I have 
been out of the Chamber, and I wish to inquire whether he understands 
that these several contributions are money that these officers had col- 
lected in their several Departments or whether they were personal con- 
tributions of their own funds? 

Mr. CHANDLER. My colleague must ask somebody other than 
myself where these funds come from. Iam only giving current his- 
tory, and I am not vouching for the truth of the averment that these 
contributions have been made. But I will say that although it has 
been published for many days in the newspapers that they have been 
AA there has been no contradiction whatever of the assertion. 

I have, however, in a copy of a New York dispatch to the Cincinnati 
Enquirer, 2 Democratic paper, what is said to be a true account of 
President Cleveland’s contribution to the Democratic campaign fand, 
which I will ask the Secretary io read. 

The Secretary read as follows: 

CLEVELAND'S $10,000 CHECK.—IS THIS THE TRUE STORY OF HIS CONTEIBUTION 
TO THE DEMOCRATIC CAMPAIGN FUXD? 
[New York dispatch to Cincinnati Enquirer, Democratic.] 
Some hints of facts concerning the alleged contribution by President Cleve- 


land of $10,000 to the Democratic campaign fund came to my ears to-day. It 
vin be remembered that there was great consternation at Democratic national 
rs when the statement was given out that Mr, Cleveland had sent a 
Savobobesk to its treasurer. Shortly afterward the statement was denied in a 
semi-official way. Atthe same time it was announced that Myron H. Bangs 
had wl Suh hee ot the cog game check for $10.00. These two announcements are 
a curious way. Mr. Bangs was formerly a banker at Fay- 
ettey i has 5 Mr. Gieveland once lived. His bank suspended several years 
ago, an 


retary Endicott, Secretary Vilas, and the Pan-Electric Attorney: 
nothing. 


to 1884 Mr. Bangs was not able to bave contributed 10,000 cents to 
any campaign fund. He had been a Republican, but, purely from friendship, 
voted for Mr. Cleveland. 

Twenty-five or thirty years ago Mr. Bangs was interested in a profitable Gov- 
ernment dredging contract in the Mississippi River. Immediately after Mr. 
Cleveland went into office Mr. Bangs began to hustle around Washington to get 
another dredging contract, and ikresen White House influence he was finaliy 
awarded the contract for dredging Charleston harbor, out of which he made 
$160,000 in a single year. Last year he got another profitable contract, and the 
report is that it was part of the understanding when he secured these fat Gov- 
ernment slices that he should put up for President Cleveland in this cam 
and that when his check for $10,000 was received it was understood to 
President's contribution. 

Mr. CHANDLER. All the extracts which I have read arefrom Dem- 
ocratic newspapers. The suggestion thus comes that the President has 
not made this $10,000 contribution, but that the alleged remittance 
has been confused with a contribution sent by Mr. Bangs. ‘It does 
seem thatthe Presidentought not to be expected tomakeany such large 
contribution, because it is stated in one of the extracts I have had 
read that Mr. Scorr and Mr. Brice have each given $20,000, and it 
certainly would be a large contribution for the Democratic party to ex- 
pect or to exact from their President when they have men of such 
wealth as Messrs. Scott and Brice possess in charge of their national 
committee. 

I have here a description of the gentlemen who are members of the 
national campaign committee of the Democratic party, and this, like 
all the other extracts, is taken from a Democratic newspaper, the Dem- 
ocrat, of Dover, N. H., published by Joshua L. Fester, a life-long Dem- 
ocrat, who, I must, however, confess, is not very well pleased with the 
present leaders of the Democratic party or with the present Democratic 
Administration. I ask the Secretary to read the article. 

Mr. SAULSBURY. Mr. President, I believe the immediate ques- 
tion is on the resolution offered by the Senator from Maine, which has 
given rise to a very desullory discussion. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from Delaware 
rise to object to the reading of the extract sent to the desk by the 
Senator from New Hampshire? 

‘Mr. SAULSBURY. No, sir; I thought the Senator from New 


Hampshire was through. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from New Hampshire 


had asked that an extract be read by the Secretary. 
Mr. SAULSBURY. I beg pardon. 

‘The Secretary read as follows: 

CORPORATION MOXOPOLISTS AT THE HEAD. 

If there is one thing on earth thatthe Democracy of this country have de- 
nounced and pledged themselves against, over and over again, times without 
number and in the most emphatic terms, it is oppressive corporation mono 
oly. And now, since they have resolved themseivesinto a Cleveland party, 
discussing the ape eater their chief argument is that a protective tariff 
motes, builds up, and maintains monopoly, and they paint monopoly and its 
agents and tools as the most horrid enemies of liberty and the most ferocious 
and soulless tracts and oppressors sr labor ever known or heard of in this 
country. is the talk and chatter of the Clevelandites continually. Now, 
let us see EAA talk and their conduct agree. 

The Cleveland canvass this year is to be abet RE and managed wholly by 

eres tower monopolists. It isa railroad management exclusively. The four 
ESS ar i poa apen DAR a executive committee ore Aoo Stea 
io, and New ur Sewall, o! e - 

Erie, mer omen of Lime Conn. 


Pa., and William 
the Hiocsatonke, 


Beach poate and director in those 
Bridge and 


a besides the Portland and and the St.John 
y Extension oo jreaviont oft 
Calvin S. Brice is vice- AA of the tase Erie and Western, vice-president 


tic, vice- 


Tona a N and & Mireka at aI aG 


and also 


railroads. 

Wut. L. Scorr is president of the Erie and Pittsburgh, and a director in 
fhe Erie and Pittsbu the Sharpsville, the Newcastle and Beaver Valley, 
the New York, Philadelphia and poo the aha, tho aio Shore on the 
Minneapolis and O and Mich: 

igan Central, the eters aa Souther: the 
TAN Midland and Canada, the Toledo, Canada riac and Detroit, the Rich- 
mond and Alleghany, and the Canadian Pacific—thirteen railroads. 

ARTHUR P, GORMAN, of Maryland, is a director of the West Virginia Central 
and Pittsburgh Railroad. 

John S. Barbour, of Virginia, is vice-president of the Virginia railroad. 

The other members of the campaign committee are Senator Ransom, of North 
riper sey E. M. Phelps, of Illinois,and Miles Ross, of New Jersey, all railroad 

ors. 

These are not all ofthe members of the Cleveland national committee, but 
are the men of the committee to whom has been the whole and entire 
contro] and management of the campaign. 

It will be readily seen that it isa corporation monopolistic concern from end 
to end, and we pity the man eet isso as to suppose they will not look 
ont for their own co: te Inst, and all the time. Isn’t this 
Cleveland party, which has aes a particles of true Democracy about it, ged resp 
lot of fellows to be prattling about the abominations of what they call ff mo- 
nopoly? Well, we should say so. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Certainly ifthis Democratic editor in New Hamp- 
shire is correct in his narrativeitisa most undueexaction of this Demo- 
cratic national committee to call for or to receive a $10,000 contribu- 
tion from their candidate for President, particularly when he is nowan 
officer of the United States, who if he makes the contribution, giving 
the money to a national committee composed of members of the Con- 
gressofthe United States, thereby possibly subjects himself to the penal- 
ties of the statute which I have read. Itis therefore most devoutly to 
be hoped that the check about whichso much has been said in the news- 
papers is not the check of the President, but is the check of Mr. Bangs. 

Mr. President, I commend to the Senator from Missouri a more care- 
ful study of the civil-service-reform statute. He has given agreat deal 
of attention to alleged malfeasances of recent Repnblican administra- 
tions, but I think the existing statute more needs his attention in con- 
nection with the acts of Democratic Federal officials. Instead of wor- 

ing over the delinquencies of the Republican party in the past, he 
had better give his attention to the delinquencies of the Democratic 
party in the present, those which have been called to his attention by 
the Senator from Maine, and those which I have now placed upon the 
records of the Senate. 

I do not stand here to defend anything which happened during the 
twenty-four years of Republican administration that can not be justi- 
fied. Ido notintend to try to excuse any act that was Republican mis- 
conduct in office, but I simply say that the present issue before tho 
American people is what has been the conduct of this civil-service-re- 
form Administration of the Democratic party which came into power 
with such loud pretenses that it would reform the Government of the 
United States. 

Mr. President, I wish here again to quote from Democratic authority. 
Formerly in the Senate of the United States was General Franklin 
Pierce. of New Hampshire, afterwards President, and in Hawthorne’s 
Life of Pierce there appears a statement, which I wish to read. 

Mr. Hawthorne says of General Pierce, in connection with the extra 
session of 1841: 


In the course of this session he made a 
Buchanan’s resolution calling on the 


very powerful Spe IA RTOC OT 
President to furnish the names of persons 
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removed from office since the 4th of March, 1841. The Whigs in 1840, asin the 
subsequent canvass of '518, had professed a purpose to abolish the system of 
official removals on account of political opinion, but immediately on coming 
into power had commenced a proscription infinitely beyond the example of the 
Democratic party. This course, with an army of oflice-seekers besieging the 
Departments, was unquestionably dificult to avoid, and perhaps, on the whole, 
not desirable to be avoided. 

Bat it was rendered astounding by the sturdy effrontery with which the gen- 
tlemen in power denied that their present practice had falsified any of their 
past professions. A few of the closing paragraphs of Senator Pierce's highly 
effective speech, being more easily separable than the rest, may here be cited. 

One word moreand I leave this subject—a painful one to me from the begin- 
ning to the end. The Senator from North Carolina, in the course of his remarks 
the other day, asked, ‘‘ Do gentlemen expect that their friends are to be retained 
in office against the will of the nation? Are they so unreasonable as to expect 
what the circumstances and the necessity of the case forbid?” 

Then Senator Pierce said: 


What our expectations were is not the question now; but what were your 
pledges and promises before the people. On a previous occasion, the distin- 

ished Senator from Kentucky made a similar remark: “An ungracious task, 
But the nation demands it!” Sir, thisdemand of the nation —this plea of state 
necessity—let me tell gentlemen, is as old as the history of wrong and oppres- 
sion. It has been the standing plea, the never-failing resort of despotism, 

Talso wish to quote from yet another distinguished Democratic Pres- 
ident of the United States, Mr. Buchanan, who made a on Mon- 
day, February 4, 1828, attacking the administration of President Adams, 
and I beg the Senator from + issouri, who justifies the spoils system 
of President Cleveland, notwithstanding the pledges and promises by 
means of which he came into power, to consider Mr. Buchanan’s de- 
scription of the extent to which the possession of power changes men. 


Mr. Buchanan said: 

The very ession of power has a strong—a natural Erres h to corrupt 
the heart. The lust of dominion grows with its possession, and the man who 
in humble life was pure, and innocent, and just, has often been transformed by 
the long possession of power into a monster. In the Sacred Book, which con- 
tains lessons of wisdom for the politician, as well as for the Christian, we find 
a happy illustration of the pete tk influence of power upon the buman heart. 
When Hazael came to consult Elisha, whether his master, the King of Syria, 
would recover from a dangerous illness, the prophet, looking through the vista 
of futurity, saw the crimes of which the messenger who stood before him would 
be guilty, and he wept. Hazael askcd, why weepest my lord? The prophet 
then recounted to him the murders and the cruelties of which he should be 
guilty towards the children of Israel. Hazael, in thespirit of virtuous indigna- 
tion, replied: “Is thy servant a dog that heshould do this great thing?” And 
Elisha answered, the Lord hath shewed me, that thou shalt be king over Syria. 

And Mr. Buchanan adds: 

This man afterwards became king, by the murder of his master, and was guilty 
of enormities, the bare recital of which would make us shudder. 

I commend to all Democrats when studying the civil-service conduct 
of the administration of President Cleveland the warning words of Mr. 


Buchanan, 


Mr. BLAIR. I move that the Senate proceed to the consideration 
of the bill (S. 373) for the relief of women enrolled as Army nurses. 

Mr. HALE. . Let us have the pending resolution disposed of. 

Mr. BLAIR. Iam willing to let the vote be taken on the resolu- 


tion. v 
. The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on theʻadoption of 
the resolution offered by the Senator from Maine. 

Mr. HALE. I offeran amendment in the form of an additional 
resolution, which I ask may be read. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment will be reported. 

The SECRETARY. Itis proposed to add the following as an additional 
resolution: 

Resolved, That the Secretary of War is further directed to transmit to the Sen- 
ate copies of any further orders or circulars relating to the employment of per- 
sons in any part of said Department since March 4, 1885, together with copies of 
all correspondence between the Department and any of its officers or subordi- 
nates or any other person relating to the politics of any of its employés. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is upon agrecing to 
the amendment. 

Mr. HAWLEY. Mr. President, so much has been placed upon record 
in this matter, taken from letters, public and private, newspapers and 
public documents, that I wish to add just a few words of testimony. 

I beg, by the way, in the first place, to invite the earnest attention 
of our Democratic friends to the facts disclosed at length with great 
particularity by the Senator from New Hampshire [Mr. CHANDLER] 
concerning the President’s pecuniary contribution to the campaign. 

The civil-service law does not pretend to interfere with contributions 
made by any civilian to any other civilian. It does not forbid any 
civilian to ask an oflice-holder for money, provided he does not go into 
any nayy-yard, arsenal, or other public building or ground to do it. 
The discriminations of the law are made with very great care. It does 
forbid with particularity any person holding any office of any descrip- 
tion under the United States, any person drawing a salary from the 
United States, to solicit or receive, in any way, directly or indirectly, 
from any other such person holding any office or drawing a salary, a 
subscription or contribution for political objects. It gets at them all 
by its sweeping clauses. It forbids the one from asking or receiving 
in any form anything for political purposes from the other. This is 
the eleventh section. 

The fourteenth section forbids any person in the service of the United 
States to give to any other person in like service, or to any Senator or 
Member of the House or Territorial Delegate, any money or other valu- 
able thing for any political object whatever. 


I do not know the facts in this case, but if it be true, as is alleged 
by the Democratic papers, that the President of the United States has 
sent $10,000 to a political committee, upon which committee are promi- 
nent and eminent officers of the United States Government, or mem- 
bers of the Senate or House, it is inevitably to be concluded that he 
has committed an offense punishable by a fine not exceeding $5,000 or 
imprisonment for not exceeding three years, or both. So the fifteenth 
section of the act says, and says constitutionally. That precisely was 
decided in the famous General R. M. Curtis case, which was carried 
to the Supreme Court, andthe constitationality of the judgment below 
was affirmed by said court. 

Now I ask Senators who believe in the civil-service-reform profes- 
sions of this Administration to make a feeble endeavor to explain this 
matter. Isay if the President has sent his $10,000 to that committee, 
unquestionably the other terms of the problem are there. There are 
United States Senators upon that committee. It may be said that Mr. 
GORMAN and others who are membersof thecommittee were not aware 
of this contribution. Neither did Mr. Curtis know that his subordi- 
nate received the money inquestion. Yet he was convicted andhe paid 
his fine of $1,000. 

Mr. CHANDLER. The Senator will allow me to suggest that Mr. 
Curtis never received the money. It was some subordinate who re- 
ceived the money. 

Mr. HAWLEY. It was paid in to the committee by acustom-house 
employé, I think. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Mr. Curtis knew nothing of it whatever. 

Mr. HAWLEY. And yet he was convicted. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Beinga member of the political committee, the 
organization which received the money, he was held to be guilty un- 
der this statute. 

Mr. HAWLEY. He indirectly received the money for political pur- 


One thing more. I do not ask the Senator from Missouri to accept 
my judgment that the Democratic party has proved unfaithful to the 
civil-service law. The judgment of the country is that it is not only 
unfaithful to that law, but there is nothing that will provoke a louder 
roar of laughter in a Democratic conference than to pretend that it is, 
It is only in the Senate that a man makes that pretense without its 
being received with unbounded ridicule—received either with pity for 
his credulity or contempt for his audacity. 

But the Senator from Missouri need not take my evidence at all upon 
the matter. I can not give him higher evidence than I am now about 
to present. 

Four years agoa class of honorable and cultivated and able gentlemen 
attained the title of Mugwumps, otherwise Big Indians. They were 
among the best men in our party, but they were greatly dissatisfied 
with a certain nomination, and they supported the Democratic ticket. 
Many of them being in reality free traders, stay with the Democracy, 
but some of them assume the title of Independents. 

‘There were no more valuable champions of Mr, Cleveland four years 
ago than these same gentlemen. They carried, no doubt, a consider- 
able number of Republicans with them. They pledged themselves to 
the men they brought to accompany them that Mr. Cleveland was de- 
voted heart and soul to this law and would enforce it entire, in letter, 
spirit, and truth. 

This is the famous Christmas-gift letter of Mr. Cleveland to Mr. 
George William Curtis, and it is printed day by day in many Repub- 
lican newspapers. I will read it: 


I know that they (abuses in the civil service) are deeply rooted, and that the 
spoils system has becn supposed to be intimately related to success in the main- 
tenance of party organization, and I am not sure that all those who profess to be 
the friends of this reform will stand firmly among its advocates when they find 
it obstructing their way to patronage and place. But fully appreciating the 
trust committed to my charge, no such consideration shall cause arelaxation on 
my part of an earnest effort to enforce this law. 


Mr. Curtis called that— 


a Christmas gift of the best omen to the American people, a new emancipation 
proclamation of the freedom of the people from mere partisan enslavement. 


Jn the address of the Independents of July 22, 1884, is this: 
His— 
Mr. Cleveland’s— 


rsonal convictions proved by his official acts, more decisive than any plat- 
orm declaration, are the guaranty that in its spirit and in its letterthe reform 
would be enforced in the national Administration. 3 

The famous Evening Post, a valuable champion of that party, nomi- 
nally independent, hut with unexampled persistence and I may say 
ferocity attacking the Republicans and supporting the Democrats—the 
Evening Post of February 6, 1885, said: 

No President since the era of emancipation has had a grander opportunity to 
be useful in his day and generation, and no one has formed a clearer conception 
of the duty which he owes to his country. 

Presto, change, in two and three years. 
The following is from a resolution of the National Civil Service 
League passed in August, 1887: 


The change in the unclassified civil service is so great as to forebode its com 
plete reconstruction by the close of the Administration. 


T leave it to Senators generally, of either party, to say whether it is 
not true that outside of the twelve or fourteen thousand reached by the 
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civil-service law, there is little or no regard—no regard I ought truth- 
fully to say—paid to any spirit or letter or rule of civil-service reform. 
I know that in my region of country just as fast as the postal-railway 
clerks could be changed withont absolutely throwing the mails into 
fatal confusion they were changed, until now about five out of six of 
them are Democrats. Many experiments were made with unfit men 
who abandoned the attempt to make themselves postal-railway clerks. 
Persistent attempts have been made to educate at the expense of 
the Government enough Democrats to conduct the railway postal 
service, and similar industry has been employed in various and all 
other branches outside of the classesstrictly covered by the law. Save 
where that law commands, there is no regard paid to the ideas of the 
reformers. 

_ The New York Evening Post of May 28, 1888—and this is worth read- 
ing—says: 

The painful truth is, that we doubt if a single independent voter in this State, 
of the thousands who supported President Cleveland in 1854, any longer at- 
taches any importance to the utterances of the members of the administration 
on the subject of civil-service reform, or any longer refuses to believe that the 
President’s promises and professions haye been violated or di: ona 
great scale, with the utmost boldness, in sundry places and in divers manners, 
and that men like Judge Maynard and Surveyor Beattie have actually been de- 
tailed or told oft to practice as much civil service abuse as can be readily con- 
cealed or disguised when they are found out and exposed. 


And I will add that that same Postis to-day, nevertheless, supporting 
Mr. Cleveland, having frankly owned within six months that there are 
othersubjects of great importance besidescivil-servicereform. The Pest 
is a determined free-trader. 

Harper’s Weekly of September 17, 1887, says, referring to office- 
holders in the Democratic State convention of Pennsylvania: 


This defiance (by office-holders in the Pennsylvania Democratic honda ra 
like the notorious conduct of Higgins, Rasin, and Thomas, in Baltimore, if it 
should pass without notice or reproof from the President— 


And, sir, it has never been reproved or rebuked— 


could be interpreted but in one way, as showing a want of the very independ- 


ence and courage, belief in which not only elected the President, but which bas 


given him great public confidence. 

I believe that these staunch friends of Governor Cleveland in 1884 
are telling the truth about his abandonment of their pet doctrine of 
civil-service reform,and I believe they are telling the truth as it appears 
to them when they say that, in their judgment, after all, there are other 
matters of as much or more consequence, and they will continue to sup- 
port Cleveland. 

CHIPPEWA INDIANS. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I move that the Senate do now adjourn, 

Mr. SABIN. I beg the Senator to withhold the motion just a mo- 
ment while I ask leave to call up Order of Business 2375, being House 
bill 7935. It is a short bill and I ask its consideration now, as I shall 
be obliged to leave the city before the Senate meets again. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. The title of the bill will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. A bill (H. R. 7935) for the relief and civilization 
of the Chippewa Indians in the State of Minnesota. 

Mr. SABIN. The bill has been before the Committee on Indian 
Affairs since last March waiting the adjustment of differences between 
the committee and the Department, and has been unanimously agreed 
on and reported. I want to get it into the House of Representatives 
for a conference, if possible. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. If the Senator from Minnesota is obliged to go 
away to-morrow, I suppose I can hardly object, but it is not a good 
time of day to pass a bill, I withdraw the motion to adjourn subject 
to objection to the bill when we hear it read. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. If there be no objection, the bill is 
before the Senate as in Committee of the Whole, and will be read at 
length, subject to objection. 

Mr. DAWES. I suggest that, instead of reading the original bill, 
the amendment, which is a substitute for the whole bill, be read. 

The PRESIDENT protempore, That course will be pursued if there 
be no objection. 

The Secretary read the amendment of the Committee on Indian Af- 
fairs, which was to strike ont all after the enacting clause and insert: 


That the Secretary of the Interior is hereby authorized and directed, within 
the of th rt fl 


sixty days after is act, to guate and appoint three commis- 
sioners, one of whom 1 be a citizen of Minnesota, whose duty it shall be, as 
soon as practicable after their appointment, to negotiate with thedifferent 


bands or tribes of Chippewa Indians in the State of Minnesota for the complete 
cession and relinquishment in uier See all their title and interest in and to all 
the reservatfons of said Indians in the State of Minnesota, except the White 
Earth and Red Lake reservations, and to all and so much of these two reser- 
vations as in the judgment of said commission is not ct bg to make and fill 
the allotments required by this and existing acts, and shall not have been re- 
served by the commissioners for said p for the purposes and upon the 
terms hereinafter stated; and such cession and relinquishment shal! be deemed 
sufficient as to each of said several] reservations, except as to the Red Lake res- 
ervation, if made and assented to in writing by two-thirds of the male adults 
over eighteen years of age of the band or tribe of Indians occupying and belong- 
ing to such reservations; and as to the Lake reservation the m and 
relinquishment shall be deemed sufficient if made and assented toin like man- 
ner by two-thirds of the male adults of all the Chippewa Indians in Minnesota; 
and provided that all agreements therefor shall be ratified by Congress before 
taking effect. And for the purpose of ascertaining whether the proper namber 
of In yield and give their assent as aforesaid, and for the purpose of mak- 
ing the allotments and payments hereinafter mentioned, the said commission- 
ers shall, while en. in securing such cession and relinquishment as afore- 
said and before completing the same, make an accurate census of each tribe or 


band, classifying them into male and female adults, and male and female 
minors; and the minors into those who are orphans and those who are not 
orphans, giving the exact numbers of each class, and making such census in 
duplicate lists, one of whichshall be filed with the Secretary of the Interior, and 
the other with the official head of the band or tribe; and the acceptance and 
approval of such cession and relinquishment by the of the Interior 
shall, after said agreements of cession shal! bave been ratified by Con, and 
not before, be deemed full and ample A ahead of the assent of the Indians, and 
shall operate as a complete extinguishment of the Indian title without any 
other or further act or ceremony whatsoever for the purposes and upon the 
terms in this act provided, 

Sec.2, That the said commissioners shall, before entering upon the discharge 
of their duties, each give a bond to the United States in the sum of $10,000, with 
sufficient sureties, to be approved by the Secretary of the Interior, and condi- 
tioned for the faithful d arge of their duties under this act; and they shall 
also each take an oath to support the Constitution of the United States, and to 
faithfully discharge the duties of their office, which bonds and oaths shall be 
filed with the Secretary of the Interior. Said commissioners shall be entitled to 
a compensation of $10 per day for each day actually employed in the discharge 
of their duties, and for theiractual traveling expenses and rd, not exceeding 
$3 per day. Said commissionersshall also be authorized to employ a competent 
interpreter while engaged in the performance of their duties at a compensation 
and allowance to be fixed by them, notin excess of that allowed to of them 
under this act. 

Sec. 3. That as soon as the census has been taken, and the cession and relin- 
Rumney has been obtained, approved, and ratified. as specified in section 1 of 
this act, all of said Chippewa Indians in the State of Minnesota, except those on 
the Red Lake reservation, shall, under the direction of said commissioners, be 
removed to and take up their residence on the White Earth reservation, and 
thereupon there shall, as soon as practicable, under the direction of said com- 
missioners, be allotted lands in severalty to the Red Lake Indians 
reservation, and to all the other of said Indians on White 
conformity with the act of February 8, 1887, entitled “An act to provide for the 
allotment of lands in severalty to Indians on the various reservations, and to 
extend the protection of the laws of the United States and the Territories over 
the Indians, and for other purposes;’’ and all allotments heretofore made to 
any of said Indians on the White Earth reservation are hereby ratified and con- 
firmed with the like tenure and condition prescribed for all allotments under 
this act: however, That the amount heretofore allotted to any Indian 
on Whith Earth reservation shall be deducted from the amount of allotment 
to which he or she is entitled under this act: Provided further, That any of the 
Indians residing on any of said reservations may, in his discretion, take his al- 
lotment in severalty under this act on the reservation where he lives atthe time 
of the removal herein provided for is effected, instead of being removed to and 
taking such allotment on White Earth reservation. 

Sec. 4. That as soon as the cession and relinquishment of said Indian title has 
been obtained and approved as aforesaid, it shall be the duty of the Commis- 
sioner of the General d Office to cause the lands so ed to the United 
States to be surveyed in the manner provided by law for the survey of public 
lands, and as soon as practicable after such survey has been 6, and the re- 
port, field-notes, and plats thereof filed in the General Land Office, and duly 
approved by the Commissioner thereof, the said Secretary of the Interior, upon 
notice of the completion of such surveys, shall appoint a sufficient number of 
competent and experienced examiners, in order that the work may be done 
within a reasonable time, who shall go upon said lands thus surveyed and per- 
sonally make a careful, complete, and thorough examination of the same by 40- 
acre lots, for the purpose of ascertaining on which lots or tracts there is stand- 
ing or growing pine timber, which tracts on which pine timber is standing or 
growing for the purposes of thisact shall be termed “pine lands,” the minutes 
of such examination to be atthe time entered in books provided for that pur- 
pose, showing with particularity the amount and quality of all pine timber 
standing or growing on any lot or tract,the amount of such pine ber to be 
estimated by feet in the manner usual in estimating such timber, which esti- 
mates and reports of all such examinations shall be filed with the Commissioner 
of the General Land Office asa part of the permanent records thereof, and there- 
upon that officer shall cause to be made a list of all such pine lands, describing 
each 40-acre lot or tract thereof separately, and opposite each such description 
he shall place the actual! cash value of the same, according to his potipun 
and information, but such valuation shall not be at arate of less than per 
thousand feet, and thereupon such lists of lands so appraised shali be trans- 
mitted to the Secretary of the Interior for approval, modification, or rejection, 
as he may deem proper. If the app are rejected as a whole, then the 
Secretary of the Interior shall substitute a new appraisal and the same or orig- 
inal list as approved or modified shall be filed with the Commissioner of the 
General Land Office as the appraisal of said lands, and as constituting the min- 
imum price for which said lands may be sold, as hereinafter provided, but in 
no eyent shall said pine lands be appraised at a rate of less than $3 per thou- 
sand feet. Duplicate lists of said lands as appraised, together with copies of the 
field-notes, surveys, and minutes of examinations shall he filed and kept in the 
office of the ister of the land office of the district within which said lands 


may be situated, and copies of said lists with the appraisals shall be furnished 
to any person desiring the same upon application to the Co: mer of the 
General Land Office or to the register of said local land office. 


The compensation of the examiners so pronen for in this section shall be 
fixed by the Secretary of the Interior, but in no event shall exceed the sum of 
$6 pe y for each person so Senplores including all expenses. 

l other lands acquired from the said Indians on said reservations other than 
pine lands are for the purposes of this act termed “agricultural lands.” — 

Src, 5. That after the survey, examination, and appraisals of said pine lands 
has been fully completed they shall be proclaimed as in market and offered fot 
sale in the following manner: The Commissioner of the General Land Office 
shall cause notices to be inserted once in each week for four successive weeks 
in one newspaper of general circulation eres in Minneapolis, St. Paul, 
Duluth, and Crookston, Minn.; Chicago, Ill; Milwaukee, Wis.; roit, Mich.; 
Philadelphia and Will rt, Pa., and Boston, Mass., of thesale of said lands 
at public auction to the highest bidder for cash at the local land office of the 
district within which said lands are located, said notice to state the time and 
place and terms of such sale. At such sale said lands shall be offered in 40-acre 
parcels, except in case of fractions containing either more or less than 40 acres, 
which shall be sold entire. In no event shall any parcel be sold for a less sum 
than itsappraised value. Theresidue of such landsremaining unsold aftersuch 
public offering shull thereafter subject to private sale for cash at the ap- 
praised value of the same npon application at the local land office. 

Sec. 6. That when any of theagricultural lands on said reservation notallotted 
under this act nor reserved for the future use of said Indians have been sur- 
veyed, the Secretary of the Interior shall give thirty days’ noticethereof ry 
at least one newspaper published at St. Paul and Crookston, in the State of - 
nesota, and, at the expiration of thirty days, the said cultural lands so sur» 
veyed shall be disposed of by the United States to actual settlers only, under the 
provisions of the homestead law: Provided, That each settler under and in accord- 
ance with the provisions of said homestead laws shall pay to the United States 
for the land so taken by him the sum of $1.25 for each and every acre, in five 
equal annual payments, and shall be entitled to a patent therefor only at the 
expiration of Eve years from the date of entry, according to said homestead 
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laws, and after the full t of said $1.25 per acre therefor, and due proof of 
occupancy for said od of five years; and any conveyance of said lands so 
taken as a homestead, or any contract touching the same, prior to the date of 
final ryan Page be null and void: Provided, That nothing in this act shall be held 
to autho: the sale or otber disposal under its provision of any tract upon 
which there is a subsisting valid scien wean or homestead entry, but any 
such entry shall be proceeded with under the regulations and decisions in force 
at the date of its allowance, and if found regular and valid nts shall issue 
m: Provided, That any person who has not heretofore sthe benefit of 
the homestead or pre-emption law, and who has failed from any cause to per- 
fect the title to a tract of d heretofore entered by him under either of said 
laws may make a second homestead entry under the provisions of this act. 
Sec. 7. That all money accruing from the disposal of said lands in conformity 
with the provisions of this act shall, after deducting all the bea reer of makin, 
the census, of obtaining the cession and relinquishment, of ing the remov: 
and allotments, and of completing the surveys and appraisals, in this act pro- 
vided, be placed in the Treasury of the United States to the credit of all the 
Chippewa Indians in the State of Minnesota as a permanent fund, which shall 
draw interest atthe rate of 5 per cent. perannum pagato annually for the period 
of fifty years, after the allotments provided for in this act have been made, and 
which interest and permanent fund shall be expended for the benefit of said In- 
in manner following: One-half of said interest shall, during the said period 
of fifty y except in the cases hereinafter otherwise vided, be annually 
paid in cash in equal shares to the heads of families and guardians of orphan 
minors for their use; and one-fourth of said interest shall, duri the same 
period and with the iike exception, be annually paid in cash in equal shares per 
capita to all other classes of said Indians; and the remaining one-fourth of said 
interest shall, during the said period of fifty years, under the direction of the 
Secretary of the Interior, be devoted exclusively to the establishment and main- 
tenance of a system of free schools among said Indians, in their midst and for 
their benefit; and at the expiration of the said fifty years, the said permanent 
fund shall be divided and paid to all of said Chippewa Indians and their issue 
then living, in cash, in equal shares: Provided, Congress may, in its dis- 
cretion, from time to time, during the said period of fifty years, appro te, for 
the purpose of promoting civilization and self-support among said Indians, 
a portion of said principal sum, not exceeding 5 per cent. thereof. The United 
States shall, for the benefit of said Indians, advance to them as such interest as 
aforesaid the sum of $90,000 annually, sner 2 from the time when the removal 
and allotments provided for in this act shall have been made, until such time 
as said permanent fund, exclusive of the deductions hereinbefore provided for, 
shall equal or exceed the sam of $3,000,000, less any actual interest that may in 
the mean time accrne from accumulations of said permanent fund; the pay- 
ments of such interest to be made yearly in advance, and, in the discretion of 
the Secretary of the Int-rior, may, as to three-fourths thereof, during the first 
five years be expended in procuring live-stock, teams, farming implements, and 
seed for such of the Indians to the extent of their shares as are fitand desire to 
engage in farming, but as to the rest, in cash; and whenever said permanent 
fund shall exceed the sum of $3,000,000 the United States shall be fully reimbursed 
out of such excess for all the advances of interest made as herein contemplated 
and other expenses hereunder. y 
Sxc. 8. That the sum of $150,000 is hereby appropriated, or so much thereof as 
may be necessary, out of any money in the Treasury not otherwise appropriated, 
to pay for procuring the cession and relinquishment, making the census sur- 
‘veys, ap „removal and allotments, and the first annual payment of inter- 
est herein contemplated and provided for, which m shall be expended un- 
der the direction of the Secretary of the Interior in conformity with the provis- 
ions of this act. A detailed statement of which expenses, except the interest 
aforesaid, shall be reported to Congress when the expenditures shall be com- 


Mr. EDMUNDS. Iask the chairman of the Committee on Indian 
Affairs to explain this bill. It seems to me to be a very important one. 

Mr. DAWES. TheSenator from Minnesota [ Mr. SABIN ] reported it. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I wasasking the chairman who I knew hal charge 
of the Indians, the head mugwump, to tell us what he knew about it, 

Mr. DAWES. Mr. President, this is quite an elaborate bill. It is 
an attempt to bring into one enactment plans that have been under- 
taken in different ways to manage and finally dispose of the Chippewa 
Indians of Minnesota, one of the greatest bodies of Indians that remain 
on the continent. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. How extensive are these lands? 

Mr. DAWES. ‘These Indians occupy at the present time quite a 
number of reservations in Minnesota. The White Earth reservation 
is thirty-six townships. The Red Lake reservation is about 3,000,000 
acres. The other reservations are one million and odd acres. The 
Senator from Minnesota [Mr. SABIN] says there are in all 4,010,000 


acres. 

The greatest value of all these reservations, except the White Earth 
reservation, isin the pine timber, which has become of immense value. 
The land upon which this pine timber grows is of scarcely any value 
to anybody, least of all to Indians. 

The idea of the bill originally was to bring these Indians down on 
to the White Earth reservation, which is in the central part of Minne- 
sota, and contains, as I said, thirty-six townships, which is as fine a 
tract of land, I suppose, as there is in all Minnesota. 

Mr. PLATT. Have the Indians in any way signified their willing- 
ness to go there? 

Mr. DAWES. That isembodied in the bill. There wasan attempt 
two years ago by a commission authorized by act of and ap- 
pointed by the Interior Department, to go out and negotiate with all 
these Indians for this ultimate purpose. They made an ment 
with them, all except the Turtle Meuntain and another band of In- 
dians, small bands, who held by such a peculiar title that they could 
not be negotiated with successfully. 

The agreement which was brought here was reported to both Houses 
of Congress for ratification. It did not meet the approval of the Rep- 
resentatives and Senators from Minnesota, nor of either committee for 
different reasons, the committee of the Senate having objections to it 
for one reason and the committee of the House for another reason. 

In the mean time there sprang up in one or two of these reservations 
opposition to this agreement which had been entered into. I thought 
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myself it was a good agueement, although it did not cope with themain 
trouble, the disposition of the pine lands, butas fur as it went I thought 
it wasa good agreement. One of the Senators from Minnesota, the Sen- 
ator not present, the Senator from Alabama [Mr. MORGAN], and myself 
went there, and we found these reservationsin a very demoralized state. 

Ont of this grew a bill reported to the Houseof Representatives from 
the Indian Committee, drawn by a member of that committee from Min- 
nesota, which passed the House of Representatives and was referred to 
the Committee on Indian Affairs of the Senate; but it did not meet the 
views of the Indian Committee of the Senate. 

They have been trying to devise a measure all along; they have been 
endeavoring to get some method to dispose of the pine timber upon ` 
these reservations for the benefit of the Indians—in other words, to 
capitalize it—and they have brought into this bill a plan for that pur- 
pose, which is the result of consultations with lumbermen of the West 
who have no interest in this matter, and who could not possibly inany 
way derive any benefit from the sale of this timber; but their expe- 
rience in the lumber business and the confidence the committee have 
in the authorsof that of this bill have led them to adopt it as it has 
been mapped out by those to whom the committee appealed for their 
experience. That is a part of this bill which involves probably fiveor 
six and it may be ten million dollars’ worth of pine timber. If it can 
be capitalized honestly, it will provide a fund for these Indians prob- 
ably larger than any fund ever provided for any Indians heretofore. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. ‘Where are the Indians to go in case of giving up 
these lands? 

Mr. DAWES. I was going tosay that in the meantime this measure 
provides for the removal of all the Chippewa Indians to the White 
Earth reservation and to the Red Lake reservation, not being able to 
bring them all down to the White Earth reservation, and also provides 
for the allotment to all these Indians of agricultural lands under the 
severalty law upon these two reservations, and then provides for the 
sale, for the benefit of the Indians, of the balance of the agricultural 
lands upon these two reservations which the commission provided for 
shall deem not necessary for the future use of the Indians. That is the 
general plan. Then the whole of this plan is to be submitted to all of 
these Indians for their approval; two-thirds of the Indians upon the 
White Earth reservation and all the other reservations but the Red Lake 
to signify their assent to it in writing. 

As to the Red Lake reservation, which the Indians of Minnesota 
claim that-all of them have a right to, although that is not admitted 
by the Indians upon the Red Lake reservation, it is required that there 
shall be the assent of all the Chippewa Indians to the transfer of that 
property to the United States for this purpose. 

The plan is, first, to transfer the title of all this land to the United 
States, except so much as is to be allotted, and then the United States 
are to take it and capitalize it as pine land for the benefit of the In- 
dians. That is the general plan. There is a great deal in it. 

I will say, as the Senator from Minnesota reminds me of it, that, 
after all, these agreements are to be approved by the Secretary of the 
Interior and proposed to Congress for ratification before they take effect. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. That Inotice; butwe find that these ratifications, 
the first step being taken, go almost as a matter of course. What I 
wish to ask is whether these Indians are to be removed from where 
they are now to these two reservations except by their consent? The 
Senator used the word *‘ meantime.” 

Mr. DAWES. They are notto beremoved until they consent to this 
gnen arrangement, part of which is that they shall go to these res- . 
ervations, 

Mr. EDMUNDS. May I ask further what is the nature of the title 
which these Indians now have to these lands? 

Mr. DAWES. The title to the White Earth reservation is an act of 
Congress setting apart for the sole use of these Indians thirty-six town- 
shipsofland. The title to the Red Lake reservation is the old original 
title of the Indians, the title of occupancy, recognized by Congress and 
supplemented by treaties in which, withont using words of grant, it has 
been covenanted that they shall forever have the use or forever occupy, 
free from disturbance by white mex, these lands, which is equivalent 
in point of fact, substantially, to a fee, though not exactly. 

Mr. EDMUNDS, Then do I understand my honorable friend from 
Massachusetts to mean that, according to his observation of acts of Con- 
gress and treaties and so on, the title of these Indians is merely a.cor- 
porate title in the whole body of them as a band or trike, or whether 
there is anything in any of these acts of Congress which gives the in- 
dividual members of these tribes a property right in the land? If the 
answer is affirmative to the first inquiry, then, of course, it would be 
competent for Congress to provide that these tribes in their corporate 
character, by a majority or two-thirds or whatever Congress may think 
fit, may dispose of them. If, on the other hand, any individual In- 
dian of these tribes on any of these reservations is in the attitude of 
having a private property right, then it would seem to be somewhat 
difficult for Congress to say that two-thirds of his neighbors may take 
itaway from him. I should like to know how that is. 

Mr. DAWES. The treaties with all these Indians contain a stipula- 
tion that any Indian may have an allotmentin severalty on these lands 
and shall havea certificate—they do not call it a patent, but a certifi- 


1888. 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 


9131 


cate—that he bas taken an allotment under the treaty, They are 
treated by the United States as sole owners; but there has been, so far 
as I know, no allotments actually taken under the treaty. 

The White Earth Indians, whose reservation is a beautiful square of 
thirty-six townships, claim that that was set apart for their sole use, 
and that they own it, and that, therefore, the United States have no 
business to bring other Indians on there; and hence it is provided that 
they, with the others, shall consent to all this arrangement before it 
shall take effect. 

They have, in point of fact, all of them had allotments. They did, 
in anticipation of the passage of the severalty act, go out voluntarily 
themselves, under the advice of their agent, and have allotments all 
over the White Earth reservation, which have never gone through the 
formalities either of ratification by Congress or of ratification under the 
severalty act; but they are substantially themselves occupying tracts 
in severalty. It is a very complicated arrangement; itis very difficult 
of solution. The Indians there are in a sad state. The Committees 
on Indian Affairs in the House and in the Senate have labored with 
this thing very much. Whether this is a wise provision or not will 
depend upon the future. I would not guaranty that it will work 
withont friction; but in so far as our committee is able to see this is 
about as wise a solution of the trouble up there as it can recommend. 

Mr. PLATT. Mr. President, I should like to ask the chairman of 
the committee whether this takes the land of the Fond du Lac, the 
Cœur d’Oreille, the Flambeau, and the Bad River reservations. 

Mr. SABIN. They are in another State. 

Mr. DAWES. I understand that the reservations named by the Sen- 
ator from Connecticut are in the State of Wisconsin. I will not assert 
positively that they are. 

Mr. PLATT. Not all. 

Mr. DAWES. I have gone on the supposition that they are in the 
State of Wisconsin. 

Mr. PLATT. I think not all of them. I should like to inquire of 
the Senator from New Hampshire whether any of the following reser- 
vations are in the State of Wisconsin: Fond du Lac, Cœur d’Oreille, 
Flambeau, and Bad River, and whether some of these reservations are 
not in the State of Minnesota? 

Mr. CHANDLER. The Fond du Lac reservation is in the State of 
Minnesota. 

Mr. PLATT. And the others are in Wisconsin? 

Mr. CHANDLER. The other three are in Wisconsin. 

Mr. DAWES. I have been largely influenced in giving my consent 
to this bill by the fact that any possible arrangement which may be 
made has to be reported here for revision and for ratification before it 
becomes effective. 

Mr. PLATT. Ishould like to make this further inquiry, whether 
upon all the reservations which I have named there have not been con- 
siderable portions of the land already allotted to portions of the In- 
dians? 

Mr. DAWES. In the Fond du Lac and the other French names that 
I can not speak, there has been a curious operation going on for the 
Jast six or eight months, which has possibly stimulated the committee 
to do something. 

Under their old treaty, as I stated the other day, the privilege of 


` taking allotments and having certificates of allotments has been exer- 


cised. Although the severalty act has been a law for two years, within 
the last year there has been a process going on in those reservations of 
alloting land under the treaty rather than under the law, and givinga 
certificate, because the men who held it under the treaty they thought 
had the power to sell the pine timber on it; so they were allotted all 
over that pine region most valuable pine lands which were good for 
nothing under heaven but for the pine that wason them, and then be- 
fore the certificates got here to Washington for approval the poor In- 
dian had sold all the pine on his 160 acres, and he had nothing in the 
world but stumps. 

Mr. PLATT. Does the Senator understand that these same In- 
dians, who have received their allotments or certificates and sold their 
lands, are to be treated just like all the rest of the Indians that are re- 
moved to the White Earth reservation and are to get their share of 
this fund over again? 

Mr. DAWES. Well, Iam a little stumped by that interrogatory, 
Mr. President, 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Itisall stumps. [Laughter.] 

Mr. DAWES. I have trusted to the future revision of this contract 
by Congress. 

Mr. HOAR. Ishould like to ask my colleague whether, consider- 
ing the unusual importance of this transaction, which, I suppose, is the 
most importantone bearing upon Indian interests we have had for many 
years here, as I judge from his statement, it would not be well to vest 
the power of personal responsibility of advising and assenting to it be- 
fore it is reported to in the President of the United States 
instead of the Secretary of the Interior? I think if the personal re- 
sponsibility were upon the President, it would give the transaction a 
dignity which it would not possess through a Department officer. 

As I understand the bill, the scheme which is to be reported by this 
commission to consist of three persons, one of whom is to be a citizen 


of Minnesota, is to be approved by the Secretary of the Interior before 
itis reported to Congress. My question is whether it would not be 
well, considering the great importance of the affair, to clothe the Presi- 
dent of the United States himself with that responsibility in this case? 
Of course he would have the benefit of the advice of the Secretary of the 
Interior, but where Congress pursued the unusual cousse of imposing 
that duty upon the President in person, the transaction would be pretty 
sure to receive an unusual scrutiny before it came back to us here. 

Mr. DAWES, I think there is force in the suggestion of my col- 
league. As this bill came from the House of Representatives the agree- 
ment for all this disposition, involving so many millions of dollars and 
so many acres of land, was to take effect upon the approval of the Sec- 
retary of the Interior, without any report whatever to Congress, 

Mr. HOAR. I will move the amendment I have suggested, if my 
colleague has no objection. 

Mr. DAWES. And it was in order to keep it under the control of 
Congress that it was modified so as to require the approval of the Sec- 
retary of the Interior. I think it will be further improved by requir- 
ing the approval of the President instead of the approval of the Secre- 
tary of the Interior. 

Mr. HOAR. I move that the words ‘‘Secretary of the Interior,” in 
line 3 of the first section, on page 11 of the amendment, be stricken 
out, and the words ‘‘ President of the United States” inserted. 

Mr. DAWES. ‘The Senator from Minnesota has charge of the bill, 
and I do not consider myself authorized to indicate what would be the 
voice of the committee. I should rather the Senator from Minnesota 
would speak. It was only at his request that I have explained it. 

Mr. SABIN. The Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. DAWES] being 
the author of the bill as it stands, I prefer to have him make his ex- 
planation. He has disemboweled the original bill and substituted 
one of his own. 

Mr. HOAR. I move to amend the amendment of the committee, in 
section 1, line 3, on page 11, by striking out the words ‘‘Secretary of 
the Interior” and substituting ‘‘ President of the United States;”’ and 
then, in the same section, in lines 41 and 42, I move to strike out the 
words ‘‘Secretary of the Interior’? and substitute ‘‘President of th 
United States.” ' 

The PRESIDENT pro tem The amendment proposed by the 
Senator from Massachusetts [ Mr. HoAR] will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. In section 1, line 3, of the amendment, after the 
words ‘‘ that the,” it is p to strike out ‘‘ Secretary of the In- 
terior?’ and insert ‘“‘ President of the United States.” 

The amendment to the amendment was agreed to. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The nextamendment of the Seaator 
from Massachusetts will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. In section 1 of the amendment, line 41, after the 
words ‘‘ relinquishment by the,” strike out ‘‘ Secretary of the Interior” 
and insert ‘' President of the United States.’’ à 

The amendment to the amendment was agreed to. 

Mr, CALL. I ask the chairman of the Committee on Indian Affairs 
if this bill is unanimously recommended and adopted by the committee ? 

Mr. DAWES. TheSenator from Minnesota [ Mr, SABIN ] can answer 
better than myself. So far as I know, it has received the approval of 
the Committee on Indian Affairs, 

I will say, as the Senator from Minnesota was kind enough t> re- 
mark that it was my bill, that I drew the bill. I have been trying to 
make something out of the House bill for a good while, and I have been 
at work upon this bill, but the Senator from Minnesota has taken charge 
of the bill, and I believe honestly that it is the best bill that can be 
made to dispose of this whole matter. 

Mr. PLATT. Ioughttosay perhaps that this bill might have been 
considered at some meeting of the committee when I was not present; 
I think so; at any rate I do not remember to have heard of the bill. 

Mr. DAWES. The Senator from Connecticut was in Connecticut 
during the last meeting of the committee, but it has been before the 
committee several times, 

Mr. PLATT. I think it would have struck me, because I know 
something about the land of some of the Indians, and something of 
the operations which have been going on up there, but I feel quite deli- 
cate about saying anything in relation to the bill, because I am on the 
committee. Still, if I can have the attention of the chairman fora 
moment, I want to make a suggestion as to whether this is the best 
thing that can be done for the civilization and the development of the 
Indians of that race. I have a very decided feeling myself that the 
worst thing you can do for a tribe of Indians is to make a great fund 
for them and pay them the interest upon it, and these Indians up there 
are now somewhat advanced on the road towards civilization. A good 


‘many of them wear citizens’ clothes. 


Mr. DAWES. Every Indian on the White Earth reservation wears 
citizens’ clothes, except the medicine man, who goes there to see if he 
can not make a little money out of them. 

Mr. PLATT, These Indians have already advanced somewhat to- 
wards civilization. My judgment, without thinking a great deal on 
the subject, is that to make a fund of $10,000,000 for these Indians 
will be, for the bands on the Fond du Lac reservation and the other 
reservations I have been talking about, more than $2,000,000. 
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Mr. SABIN. ‘They are not included in this. 

Mr. PLATT. I think they are all included. If they get the worth 
of the timber this fund will run up to a very considerable sum. It 
wiil be more than $5,000,000, I think. 

Now, I believe the very worst thing that can be done for these In- 
dians is to sell their land and put the proceeds into a fund and have 
them paid the interest regularly on that fund for fifty years, and pos- 
sibly, as the bill provides, 5 per cent. of the principal in an emer- 


ncy. 
t SABIN. Make it 3 per cent., then. 

Mr. PLATT. Ithink the result will be that at the end of fifty 
years these Indians will not be a particle more advanced toward ciy- 
ilization than they are to-day. The truth is that the hardest Indians 
in the United States to civilize are the richest ones, and in proportion 
to the amount of their riches. You can not break up the tribal rela- 
tion in arich tribe of Indians with one-half the ease that you can 
among Indians that have no money. Riches bring a kind of aristoc- 
racy among them, and they maintain their manners and their customs 
and resist every possible attempt to civilize them. You may take their 
children and send them to school at Carlisle, and when they go back 
to the tribe they have either to be driven out or to go and adopt the 
customs and submit themselves to the regulations of the tribe. 

Mr. DAWES. I should like to ask the Senator a question. Admit 
all that to be true, and then admit that this pine timber belongs to 
these Indians, and I ask the Senator what is he going todo? Is he 
going to let this timber lie until the solution of this question, or is he 
going to take this money upon the principle that it is going to hurt its 
owner and do something else with it? Whatwould he do with it? If 
he will enlighten me on that subject, he will help me in this business, 

Mr. PLATT. I know the difficulties of this problem, I think. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Will my friend from Connecticut yield to me? 

Mr. PLATT. I will, if you will permit me to say one other word. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I will. 

Mr. PLATT. I say this, Mr. President, as my judgment of a gen- 
eral principle, you are never going to elevate any human being in this 
world very much or advance him very far along the road to social de- 
yelopment unless he has the spending of his own money. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. ‘This bill is very important, and the Senate is 
thin, and as I am not ready at this present moment to vote for it, 
although I may be when I consider it more, I think I ought to insist 
on my motion to adjourn; but I will state, as my friend from Minne- 
sota wishes to go away to-morrow, that I will vote, if he wishes it, im- 
mediately after the morning business to-morrew morning to take the 
bill up and we can consider it with a full Senate. And now, subject 
to the Chair’s desire to lay some papers before the Senate, I renew my 
motion to adjourn. 

PENSACOLA AND MEMPHIS RAILROAD. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Before submitting the motion the 
Chair will lay before the Senate the amendment of the House of Rep- 
resentatives to the bill (S. 3573) granting the right of way to the Pen- 
sacola and Memphis Railroad Company over and through the public 
lands of the United States in the States of Florida, Alabama, Missis- 
sippi, and Tennessee, and granting the right of way to said railroad 
company over and through the United States naval and military res- 
ervations near Pensacola, in the State of Florida. 

The amendment will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. On page 1, line 22, strike out ‘eighteen ” and 
insert ‘‘ three.” 

Mr. CALL, I move that the Senate concur in the House amend- 
ment. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. What does that amendment mean, Mr. President? 
I wish to hear it explained. 

Mr. CALL. The original bill as passed by the Senate gave to the 
Pensacola and Memphis Railway Company, a corporation organized 
under the States of Alabama and Tennessee, which is now building a 
railroad to Pensacola, the right of way through the naval reservation, 
or rather the use of 1,800 feet of the water-front for their wharves, 
subject to its value to be appraised by the Secretary. The House amend- 
ment limits it to 300 feet. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. ‘The question ison concurring in the 
amendment of the House of Representatives. 

The amendment was concurred in. 


HOUSE BILLS REFERRED. 


The following bills from the House of Representatives were sever- 
ally read twice by their titles, and referred to the Committee on Com- 


merce: 

A bill (H. R. 11107) to amend an act entitled ‘‘An act to authorize 
the Fort Smith and Choctaw Bridge Nig to construct a bridge 
across the Poteau River, in the Choctaw Nation, near Fort Smith, 
Ark. ;”? and 

A bill (H. R. 11338) to authorize the construction of a bridge across 
the Coosa River, at Gadsden, in the State of Alabama. 

The following bills were severally read twice by their titles, and re- 
ferred to the Committee on Military Affairs: 

A bill (H. R. 6782) for the relief of James Ballard; and 
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A bill (H. R. 8557) for the relief of Dr. David Bell. 

The bill (H. R. 10098) to refer the claims of Richard H. Parkam, ad- 
ministrator of George Gorman, deceased, and Robert S. McDonald to 
the Court of Claims, was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Claims. 

ORDER OF BUSINESS. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The resolutions that were not con- 
cluded to-day, if there be no objection, will be considered as in the 
order of current business for to-morrow morning. The Chair hears no 
objection, The Chair announces the unfinished business, being the bill 
(H. R. 9151) to forfeit certain lands granted to the Northern Pacific 
Railroad Company, and for other purposes. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Now I renew my motion. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Vermont moves 
that the Senate do now adjourn. 

The motion was agreed to; and (at 5 o’clock and 32 minutes p. m.) 
the ee adjourned until to-morrow, Thursday, October 4, 1888, at 
12 o’clock m. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
WEDNESDAY, October 3, 1888. 
Tho House met at 12 o’clock m. Prayer by Rev. J. H. CUTHBERT, 


"The Journal of the proceedings of yesterday was read and approved. 
PUBLIC-LAND DECISIONS, ETC., INTERIOR DEPARTMENT. 


The SPEAKER laid before the House the Senate amendments to the 
joint resolution (H. Res. 101) providing for the printing of decisions 
s e Interior Department with regard to public lands and pensions 

or sale. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. I ask unanimous consent to consider the Sen- 
ate amendments now and concur in them. They are only formal 
amendments. 

The SPEAKER. The amendments will be read, subject to objec- 
tion. 

The amendments were read at length. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. It does not require any money eventually, for 
it goes back into the Treasury. It is simply to sell the decisions. 

a being no objection, the amendments were considered, and 
agreed to. 


D. 


DRE. JOHN B. READ. 


The SPEAKER also laid before the House the amendments of the 
Senate to the bill (H. R. 10633) for the relief of Dr. John B. Read. 

Mr. FORNEY. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to concurin 
the Senate amendments. 

The SPEAKER. The amendments will be read, subject to objec- 
tion. \ 

The amendments were read at length, 

There being no objection, the Senate amendments were considered, 
and agreed to. 

LINCOLN LAND DISTRICT, NEW MEXICO. 

The SPEAKER also laid before the House the bill (S. 3390) to create 
the Lincoln land district in the Territory of New Mexico; which was 
read a first and second time. 

Mr. McRAE. Mr. Speaker, in behalf of the Delegate from New 
Mexico, who is temporarily absent, I ask leave to consider that bill now. 
It has been favorably reported Eppa by the House committee. 

The SPEAKER. The bill will be read, after which the Chair will 
ask for objection. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That all that portion of the Terri of New Mexico em- 
braced within the boundaries of the county of Lincoln shall be constituted a 
separate land district, to be known as the Lincoln land district, the office of 
: mg tp) land district shall be located at the town of Roswell, Territory of 

‘ew Mexico. 

SEC. 2. That the President shall appoint, by and with the advice and consent 
of the Senate, a register and receiver of the public moneys of the United States 
for said district ; and said officers shall reside in the place where the land office 
is located, and they shall have the same power and receive the same emolu- 
ments as are or may be prescribed by lawin relation to other land officers in the 
Territories of the United States. 


The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present consideration of 
the bill? 

Mr. DINGLEY. Before consent is given, I would like to inquireif 
a similar bill has been reported by the House committee ? 

Mr. MCRAE. It has. 

Mr. DINGLEY. And meets the approval of the Secretary of the 
Interior? 

Mr. McRAE. It has the approval of the Land Commissioner. 

Mr. DINGLEY. I have no objection to its consideration. 

There being no objection, the bill was considered, ordered to a third 
reading; and it was read the third time, and è 

Mr. MCRAE moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill was 
passed; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 
table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 
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CHARLES WEITFLE. 

The SPEAKER also laid before the House Senate bill 3485, restoring 
the homestead right of Charles Weitfle; which was read a first and sec- 
ond time, referred to the Committee on the Public Lands, and ordered 
to be printed. 

MARGARET KENNEDY. 

The SPEAKER also laid before the House the bill (S. 307) for the 
relief of Margaret Kennedy, with House amendments disagreed to by 
the Senate. j 

TheSPEAKER, If there beno objection, the House will insist upon 
its disagreement and agree to the conference asked. The Chair hears 
none, and it will be so ordered. 

The SPEAKER subsequently announced the appointment of Mr. 
. Stone, of Kentucky, Mr. LAWLER, and Mr. BROWER as conferees on 
~ the part of the House. 


PENSACOLA AND MEMPHIS RAILROAD COMPANY. 

The SPEAKER also laid before the House the bill (S. 3573) grant- 
ing the right of way to the Pensacola and Memphis Railroad Com- 
pany over and through the public lands of the United States in the 
States of Florida, Alabama, Mississippi, and Tennessee, and granting 
the right of way to said railroad company over and through the United 
States nayal and military reservations near Pensacola, in the State of 
Florida, 

Mr. HERBERT. I ask unanimous consent to take up and consider 
that bill at the present time. The Committee on Naval Affairs have 
instructed me to report favorably a bill exactly like that excepting one 
word, and I shall ask that in that respect the bill be amended. 

The SPEAKER. The bill will be read, after which the Chair will 
ask for objections. 

The bill was read, as follows: A 

Be it enacted, eic., That the Pensacola and Memphis Railroad Company, a 
company organized under the laws of the States of Florida, Alabama, and Mis- 
sissippi, is hereby granted the right of way, 100 feet wide, through the lands be- 
longing to the United States lying near Pensacola, in the State of Florida, known 
as the naval reservation, be, and hereby is, granted to the Pensacola and Mem- 
pas Railroad Company, a corporation organized, etc., to be located to the sat- 

faction of the Secretary of the Navy, evidenced by his written consent: Pro- 
vided, That the said railroad company, on notification by the Secretary of the 
Navy, shall, within a reasonable time thereafter, construct, maintain,and op- 
erate at its own expense a spur track or tracks to enter into and be located at 
such place or places within the present limits ofthe navy-yard inclosure on said 
reservation as may be designated by the Secretary of the Navy: And provided 
further, That the ary of the Navy be, and is hereby, authorized to allow 
the use by said company, in the accommodation of its general traffic and the 
maintenance of a coaling station, of so much of the land and water-front of the 
said reservation lying west of and outside the present navy-yard inclosure asin 
his judgment will not be required for naval purposes, and as will not be a hin- 
derance to the public defense nor prejudicial to the health of those residing on 
the Government reservation, and not to exceed in any case 1,800 feet of water- 
front, which width may extend back along the line of said road not more than 
1,000 feet; the value of the use of land to be pppraiess by a board of naval ofi- 
cers, to be appointed by the Secretary of the Navy: And provided further, Thot 
said company shall reimburse the residents of said reservation for any damage 
to their property or tenements caused by the construction, excavation, or op- 
eration of said road, such damage in all cases to be fixed by said board: And 

vided further, That the right of way and other privileges granted in this sec- 
tion shall become inoperative and null and void, unless the said railroad com- 
pany shall complete the construction of and have in use its tracks across said 
reservation within one year from the date of the passage of this act. 

The Secretary of the Navy may at any time when he shall deem it necessary 
for the public good cause to be removed or destroyed all or any of the struct- 
ures hereby permitted, without apuesary, Sopa Government to damages, and 
Congress may at any time alter or repeal this act. 

And the d company shall not erect or allow the use of any residences on 
said reservation, nor shall it erect any structures of any kind thereon, except 
sach as the Secretary of the Navy shall approve, and all approvals in this act 
required shall be in writing. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present consideration of 
the bill? The Chair hears none. 

Mr. HERBERT. Mr. Speaker, I ask to amend that bill, in accord- 
ance with instructions from the Committee on Naval Affairs, by strik- 
ing ont, in line 22 of the first section, the words ‘‘ eighteen hundred,” 
and in lieu thereof inserting the words ‘‘ three hundred ;’’ so it will read 
**300 feet.” 

I will state that the purpose is to give the railroad company a sufi- 
ciency of water front, but not to authorize them to monopolize all the 
front. There is room enough for several other railroads if they desire it. 

The amendment was agreed to, and the bill as amended was ordered 
to a third reading; and it was accordingly read the third time, and 


Mr. HERBERT moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill was 
paren ; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 
table. 


The latter motion was agreed to. 

N HENRY LECOMTE. 

The SPEAKER also laid before the House joint resolution (S. R. 112) 
authorizing the Secretary of War to receive for instruction at the Mil- 
itary Academy, at West Point, Henry Lecomte, of Switzerland; which 
was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Military 
Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

i RETURN OF BILL TO SENATE. 
The SPEAKER also laid before the House the following request of 


the Senate: . 
Is THE SENATE OF THE UNITED-STATES, October 1, 1888, 
Resolved, That the Secretary be requested to ask the House of Representatives 
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to return to the Senate the bill (S. 577) for the relief of the American Grocer Ase 
sociation, of the city of New York. 

The SPEAKER. If there be no objection, the request will be com- 
plied with and the Clerk will return the bill to the Senate. 

There was no objection. 

LEAVE OF ABSENCE. 

By unanimous consent, leave of absence was granted in the following 
cases: 
To Mr. MAISH, indefinitely, on account of important business. 

To Mr. FELTON, indefinitely, on account of important and pressing 
personal business. 

To Mr. PAYSON, indefinitely, on account of business. 

To Mr. BYNUM, indefinitely, on account of important business. 

MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 


A message from the Senate, by Mr. PLATT, one of its clerks, an- 
nounced that the Senate had passed a concurrent, resolution, in which 
the concurrence of the House was requested, providing for printing for 
the use of Congress 10,000 additional copies of the work known as 
“Growth of Industrial Art;’’ 3,500 copies for the use of the Senate, 
and 6,500 for the use of the House of Representatives. 

The message also announced that the Senate had passed a joint reso- 
lution (S. R. 104), in which the concurrence of the House was requ 5 
to print additional copies of the Ynited States map, of the edition of 
1887, prepared by the Commissioner of Public Lands. 

ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 


Mr. KILGORE, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, reported that 
they had examined and found duly enrolled bills and joint resolu- 
tions of the following titles; when the Speaker signed the same: 

A bill (H. R. 9182) granting a pension to Ransom Riley; 

A bill (H. R. 9148) granting a pension to Jane Robinson; 

A bill (H. R. 9106) granting a pension to Peter Liner; 

A bill (H. R. 8993) for the relief of Shadrach W. Brown; 

A bill (H. R. 10122) granting a pension to Margaret Quinton; 

A bill (H. R. 10121) granting a pension to Sarah A. Mason; 

A bill (H. R. 10106) to place the name of Matilda Spangler on the 
pension-roll; 

A bill (H. R. 10103) granting a pension to William Fairbanks; 

A bill (H. R. 10017) granting a pension to Samuel Anderson; 

A bill (H. R. 10504) granting a pension to Mary Hooper; 

A bill (H. R. 11332) granting a pension to Eliza S. Glass; 

A bill (H. R. 10007) for the relief of Henry Rose; 

A bill (H. R. 9358) to increase the pension of Rosalie O'Sullivan; 

A bili (H. R. 9169) granting a pension to Tempy M. Johnson; 

A bill (H. R. 11029) for the relief of Mary Vanbuskirk; 

A bill (H. R. 11021) granting a pension to Charles Hahneman; 

A bill (H. R. 11005) granting a pension to Esther Gaven; 

A bill (H. R. 10944) granting a pension to Victoria May; 

A bill (H. R. 10907) granting a pension to Henry Mitchell Young- 
blood; 

A bill (S. 3141) granting an increase of pension to Jonas Doering; 

A bill (S. 1264) granting a pension to Martha V. Coleman; 

A bill (S. 330) granting a pension to Manon Vangordon; 

A bill (H. R. 10633) for the relief of Dr. John B. Read; 

A bill (H. R. 10824) granting a pension to Mary A. Van Buskirk; 

A bill (H. R. 2139) granting a pension to George Rhody; 

A bill (H. R. 9341) granting a pension to Dulcena Noel; 

A bill (H. R. 10245) granting an increase of pension to Hannibal 
Kimball; 

A bill (H, R. 

A bill (H. R. 

A bill (H. R. 

A bill (H. R. 


10827) for the relief of Catharine Teegardin; 

2120) granting a pension to Elizabeth Evans; 

2471) granting a pension to Anna M. Noyes; 

2073) granting an increase of pension to Daniel Will- 
borg; 

A bill (H. R. 1085) granting a pension to Thomas Rains; 

A bill (H. R. 200) granting a pension to Walter O. Watson; 

A bill i R, 10112) granting to the Duluth and Winnipeg Railway 
Company the right of way through the Fond du Lac Indian reserva- 
tion, in the State of Minnesota; 

A bill (H. R. 5174) granting a pension to Statira Young; as 

A bill (H. R. 4102) granting a pension to Mary A. Carr; > 

A bill (H. R. 11057) granting a pension to Margaret Gray; 

A bill (H. R. 4039) granting a pension to Mary A. Pfeiffer; 

A bill (H. R. 10881) granting a pension to Nancy G. Cotner; 

A bill bee R. 2472) granting a pension to Lydia A. Eaton; 

A bill (H. R. 968) granting a pension to H. S. Sayre; 

A bill (H. R. 508) granting a pension to Sarah F. Hawkins; 

A bill (H. R. 201) granting a pension to Edward Waters; 

A bill (ir R. 4820) granting a pension to Edwin Kelly. 

A bill (H. R. 4038) granting a pension to Victoria, Gertrude, Marga: 
ret, and Helen, minor children of Lieut. George R. McGuire; 

A bill (H. R. 9371) granting a pension to Betsey Williams; 

A bill (H. R. 9370) granting a pension to Mrs. Susan Bates; 

A bill (H. R. 7185) ting a pension to Samuel Neikirk; 

A bill (H. R. 6409) for the relief of Perry R. Nye; 

A bill (H. R. se) increasing the pension to Jesse L. Garrett; 

A bill (H. R. 3801) granting a pension to Nelson G. Crook; 
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A bill (H. R. 3504) for the relief of John Geeman; 

A bill (H. R. 3152) for the relief of Arlington M. Harrison; 

A bill (H. R. 2788) granting a pension to Lieut. George T Russell; 

A bill (H. R. 2716) granting a pension to J. W. Leight; 

A bill (H. R. 2689) granting a pension to Johanna Geyer, widow of 
Gustave W. Geyer; 

A bill E R. 2566) for the relief of Phillip Kopplin; 

A bill (H. R. 2474) granting a pension to Joseph Lincoln Young; 

A bill (H. R. 6201) granting a pension to John Robeson; 

A bill (H. R. 6022) granting a pension to Smith Bodkins; 

A bill (H. R. 5740) granting a pension to Anson Ward; 

A Pt (H. R. 5193) granting an increase of pension ‘to Benjamin 
Franklin: 

A bill (H. R. 7457) granting a pension to Eleanor D. Heath; 

A bill (H. R. 9935) to increase the pension of Isaac Hurd; 

A bill (H. R. 9862) granting a pension to Benjamin F. Bair; 

A bill (H. R. 9719) for the relief of Thomas Shackelford; 

A bill (H. R. 7485) granting a pension to Mrs. V. Wilcox; 

A bill (H. R. 7657) granting a pension to Mary Woodworth, widow 
of Ebenezer F. Woodworth; 

A bill i R. 7912) for the relief of Frances P. Vernon; 

A bill (H. R. 8200) granting a pension to Lydia Ann Wilber; 

A bill (H. R. 8553) granting a pension to Arabella Davis; 

A bill ie R. 8748) to increase the pension of Richard Jobes; 

A bill (H. R. 11222) granting a pension to Elizabeth Heckler; 

A bill (H. R. 11243) granting a pension to Mary E. McQueen; 

A bill (H. R. 10738) to increase the pension of George C. Quick; 

A bill (H. R. 10708) granting a pension to Jane E. Knoble; € 

À bill (E R. 10705) granting a pension to Mary O. L. Tanner; 

A bill (H. R. 10687) granting a pension to Charles Junot; 

A bill (H. R. 10672) granting a pension to Mighill H. Patten; 

A bill (H. R. 10661) granting a pension to Mrs. Sophia Vogelsang; 

A bill (H. R. 10629) granting a pension to Washington Ryan; 

A bill (H. R. 10563) granting a pension to William 8S. Latham; 

A bill (H. R. 6309) for the relief of Mary A. Covey; 

A bill (H. R. arma to increase the pension of Philip Thomas; 

A bill (H. R. 10173) granting a pension to Catharine ' Mulligan; 

A bill (H. R. 10171) granting a pension to Rachael Rogers; 

A bill (H. R. 11030) granting a pension to Susan E. Latture; 

A bill (H. R. 10159) granting a pension to Jenny Buell; 

A bill (H. R. 9975) granting a pension to Joseph Welsh; 

A bill (H. R. 10342) granting a pension to John Dau 

A bill (H. R. 10274) granting a pension to Joseph Filler: 
Plots! H. R. 10258) to place the name of Cyrus Millins on the pen- 

on-roll; 


A bill ‘a. R. 10256) to place the name of Lucy Wagor on the pen- 
sion-roll; 

A bill u. R. 10241) increasing the pension of Richard Porter; 

ADOLE ee ee ting a pension to Elias H. Hall; 

A bill (H. R. 5248) the relief of the American Grocer Associa- 
tion; 

A bill (H. H. 2696) for the relief of John J. Crooke; 

Joint resolution (H. Res. 210) authorizing the printing of the third 
annual report of the Commissioner of Labor; 

Joint resolution (S. R. 110) in aid of the sufferers from yellow fever; 

A bill (S. 317) for the relief of William A. Bevens; 

A bill (S. 544) to authorize the construction of a highway bridge 
across that part of the waters of Lake Champlain which separates the 
islands of North Hero and South Hero, in the county of Grand Isle, in 
the State of Vermont; 

A bill (S. 602) for the relief of James Millinger; 

A bill (S. 654) granting a pension to John Motz; 

A bill (S. 1766) granting a pension to Stephen Butler; 

A bill fs 2321) granting a pension to John V. Hennessey; 

A bill (S. 2519) to make enlisted men of the Signal Corps responsible 
for public property 

A bill (8. 3168) A ising admission to the institutions of the As- 
sociation for Works of Mercy in certain cases, and for other purposes; 

A bill (S. 2563) to compensate Mrs. Sarah L. Larimer for important 
poros rendered the military authoritiesin 1864 at Deer Creek Station, 

Wyoming 

A bill (S. 2606) ting a pension to John B. Timberman; 

A bill e 3098) AEn S the settlement of the boundary lines be- 
tween Connecticut and Rhode Island; 

A bill (8. 3300) granting a pension "to William S. Bradshaw; 

A bill (S. 3306) granting a pension to Mary K. Richards; 

A bill (S. 122) granting a pension to Samuel Lane; 

A bill (S. 2613) to amend an act approved June 15, 1882, changing 
the boundaries of the fourth collection district of Virginia 

A bill (S. 249) to prevent the manufacture or sale of adulierated food 
or drugs in the District of Columbia; and 

Joint resolution (S. R. 10) relating to the inclosure of certain points 
of special interest on the battle-field of Gettysburgh. 


RICHARD H. PARHAM, ADMINISTRATOR. 
Mr. MORGAN. Iask unanimous consent that the Committee ofthe 


Whole House be discharged from the further consideration of the bill 
(H. R. 10098) to refer the claims of Richard H. Parham, administrator 
of George Gorman, deceased, and Robert S. McDonald to the Court of 
Claims. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, eto., That i lenken Rigen is hereby conferred upon the Court of 
Claims to hear and determine the claims of Richard H. Parham, Sarina tak 


of George Gorman, deceased, and of Robert S. McDonald, of Marshall Co 

Mississippi, for stores and supplies taken and used by the Army of the United 

States during the late war. 

Rea oo Is there objection to the present consideration of 
is bill? 

Mr. EZRA B. TAYLOR. I would like to know whether any com- 
mittee has reported this bill? 

Mr. MORGAN. Yes, sir; it has been reported by the Committee on_ 
War Claims with a favorable recommendation. The claim involves 
only nine or ten thousand dollars, and the bill simply provides for a 
reference of it to the Court of Claims for inquiry and ascertainment of 
the facts. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection? 

Mr. DINGLEY. I desire to reserve the right to object until I hear 
the report read. 

The report (by Mr. Crouse) was read, as follows: 

The Committee on War Claims, to whom was referred the bills (H. R. s25and 
829) for the relief of Richard H. Parham, administrator of George Gorman, de- 
ceased, and Robert 8. McDonald, report. as follows: 

It appears from the proof submitted that the Committee on War Claims of 
the Forty-ninth Congress transmitted these claims to the Court of Claims for a 
finding of facts under the provisions of the Bowman act. The loyalty hasbeen 
favorably determined b; Dy the court, but the cases were dismissed by that 
nal for want of jurisdiction. 

Your committee are of opinion that the courtshould have jurisdiction so asto 
pass upon the merits of the claims, and report herewith a bill conferring au- 
thority upon the Court of Claims tọ adjudicate the claims, and recommend its 
passage. 


Mr. DINGLEY. I should like to have the gentleman from Ala- 
bama [Mr. MORGAN] explain why these cases were dismissed by the 
court for want of jurisdiction. 

Mr. MORGAN. Ido not know exactly, but I think there was some 
statute intervening. I believe the claim was not presented in time, 
through some inadvertence on the of the attorneys employed. 

Mr. DINGLEY. Simply a statute of limitation? 

Mr. MORGAN. Simply a statute of limitation. 

Mr. DINGLEY. Can the gentleman state whether these supplies 
were furnished by order of the proper officers? 

Mr. MORGAN. The supplies were furnished to the Army, but I 
can not say by whose order. All these questions, however, will be 
investigated by the court. 

Mr. DINGLEY. I understand the gentleman to say that the bill 
only provides for a reference of the claims to the Court of Claims. 

Mr. MORGAN. Simply a reference for the ascertainment of the 
facts. 

The SPEAKER, Is there objection? 

There was no objection. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time; and being 
engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and 

Mr. MORGAN moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill was 
pees and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 
table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 2 


` DR. DAVID BELL. 


Mr. BUTLER. I ask unanimous consent that the Committee of the 
Whole be discharged from the further consideration of the bill (H. R. 
8557) for the relief of Dr. David Bell. 

2e bill was read, as follows: 

it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Treas d he ishereby, 
ia and directed, out prer any money nok others eben to lags 
Dr. David Bell, of Limestone ve, Unicoi County, Tennessee, his pay as as- 
sistant surgeon of the Thirteenth Tennessee Cavalry, from me 15th day of May, 
1x6i, to the Ist day of January, 1865; he having discharged the duties as such 
su by the request and direction of the for than of said regiment and Gen- 
fest Gillem, commander of the brigade in which said regiment belonged. His 
eetarea were required on account of an unusual amount of sickness in said 
iment. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the request of the gentleman 
from Tennessee [Mr. BUTLER] ? 

Several MEMBERS. Let the report be read. 

The report (by Mr. BROWER) was read, as follows: 


Tas Committee on War Claims, to whom was referred House bill 8557, report 
“This isa claim for services as assistant su non x! the Thirteenth Tennessee 
Cavalry from the 16th of May, 1864, to Ist of 

Your committee report back the bill and aban Soper that it do pass, 

Mr. KILGORE. I would like to inquire of the gentleman from 
Tennessee [Mr. BUTLER] why it is that this claim has never been pre- 
sented before. Twenty-five years have elapsed since it accrued, and it 
seems to me it ought to have been presented and di of long ago. 

Mr. BUTLER. Ido not know the reason. The thas made 
efforts here through his Representatives for hoped but I suppose he 
could never get anybody to attend to it. [Lanughter.] 

Mr. KILGORE. E believe I shall have to object. 


. 


-the Revised Statutes of the United States to allow 
abandoned or relinquished their homesteads to 


1888. 


my statement. 

Mr. KILGORE. How much money is involved? 

Mr. BUTLER. Four or five hundred dollars. 

Mr. WHITE, of New York. This is only about six months’ pay 
altogether. 

Mr. KILGORE. A little thing may be as far out of the way asa 
big thing. 

“Mtr, BU BUTLER. The claimant is an old man and is now on his back 
with paralysis, 

Mr K KILGORE. I will not object. 

The SPEAKER. Is there further objection? 

There was no objection. 

The bill was ordered to be en and read a third time; and being 
engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and 

Mr. BUTLER moved to reconsider the vote by which “the ‘pill was 
passed; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 
table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


JAMES BALLARD. 


Mr. JOHNSTON, of North Carolina. I ask unanimous consent that 
the Committee of the Whole be discharged from the furthet considera- 
tion of the bill (H. R. 6782) for the relief of James Ballard. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Paymaster-General of the Army of the United 
States, out of any money in his hands for the payment of the Army, is hereby 
authorized and directed to pay to James Ballard, late of Company —, Third 
North Carolina Mounted Infantry, an amount equal to the pay and allowances 
ofa lieutenant, from the —- day „ 186—, to— day of 186—. 


The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the request of the gentleman 
from North Carolina? 

Mr. TURNER, of Georgia. Reserving the right to object, I would 
like to have the gentleman from North Carolina state the character 
and amount of the bill. 

Mr. JOHNSTON, of North Carolina, -The report is very brief and 
it explains the character of the bill. Let the report be read. 

The report (by Mr. BROWER) was read, as follows: 


The Committee on War Claims, to whom was referred the bill (H. R, 6782) for 
the relief of James Ballard, report as follows: 

James Ballard was secon sinh into service as a private in Company A, Third 
North Carolina Mounted Infantry Volunteers, June 11, 1864, to serve three years. 
For some reason he was transferred to Company G, same regiment, and in 
March and April, 1865, he is reported as second lieutenant, present for duty, 
“promoted from the ranks per special order dated Headquarters Department 
of the Cumberland, Nashville, Tenn., March 21, 1865.” 

Muster-out roll of said company, dated August 8, 1865, reports him second 
lieutenant, “‘ promoted from private to second lieutenant, February 16, 1865.” 

Your committee therefore report back the bill and recommend its passage 
with the following amendments: 

In line 6, insert “G” after ‘Company ;” in line 7, insert “‘ second" before 
“Jieutenant;” in line 8, insert “sixteenth” before “day,” and “February” 
after of,” and *“‘five” after “sixty.” 

In Hise a i insert “eighth” before “day,” “August” after “of,” and “five” 


The amendments recommended by the committee were agreed to. 
The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed and read a third 
time; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and 


Mr. JOHNSTON, of North Carolina, moved to reconsider the vote 
by which the bill as amended was passed; and also moved that the 
motion to reconsider be laid on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


YANKTON AND MISSOURI RIVER RAILWAY COMPANY. 


TheSPEAKER announced the appointment of Mr. PEEL, Mr. ALLEN 
of Mississippi, and Mr. NELSON as conferees on the part of the House 
upon the disagreeing votes of the two Houses on the bill (H. R. 7547) 
granting the right of way to the Yankton and Missouri River Railway 
Company through the Yankton reservation, in Dakota. 


MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE, 


A message from the Senate, by Mr. McCook, its Secretary, announced 
that the Senate had agreed to the report of the committee of conference 
on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses on the amendments of the 
Senate to the bill (H. R. 10896) making Spprusienone to supply de- 
ficiencies in the appropriations for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1888, 
and prior years, and for other purposes; also that the Senate further 
insisted on its amendments numbered 41, 100, 112, 113, 114, and 231 
to the said bill, disagreed cet © the House of Representatives. 

The message also that the Senate had agreed to reports 
of committees of conference on the di ing votes of the two Houses 
on bills and joint resolution of the following titles: 

A bill (S. 3234) to abolish circuit-court powers of certain district 
courts of the United States, and for other purposes; 

A bill (H. R. 3300) to amend an act to enable a city of Denver to 
purchase certain land for cemetery Rs ral 

Joint resolution (8. R. 110) in aid o i from yellow fever. 

The message also announced that the Senate had disagreed to the 
amendment of the House to the bill (S. 3559) to amend section 2304 of 

ns who have 
another entry, 
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Houses, and had appointed as conferees on the part of the Senate Mr. 
DoLPH, Mr. PADDOCK, and Mr. BERRY. 


JAMES E. ANDREWS, 


Mr. NELSON. I ask unanimous consent for the present considera- 
tion of the bill which I send to the desk. 

The bill (H. R. 8847) to authorize the Secretary of the Treasury to 
issue certain duplicate bonds to James E. Andrews, in place of certain 
bonds destroyed by fire, was read. 

i tie PE RAOE; Is there objection to the present consideration of 
this bill? 

Mr. HAUGEN. Iask leave to make a statement. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman, as the Chair understands, asks 
leave to make a statement, reserving the right to object. 

Mr. HAUGEN. Yes, sir. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair hears no objection. 

Mr. HAUGEN. Mr. Speaker, during the early part of this session 
the gentleman from Minnesota [Mr. NELSON], who now calls up this 
bill, asked unanimous consent for the passage of a bill which, as I con- 
sidered, affected injuriously my constituents. I exercised my privi- 
lege of ‘objecting to that bill. On Friday last I called up a bill which 
in no wise affected the interests of any constituent of the gentleman 
from Minnesota; but he saw fit to apply to me the lex talionis, and to 
object to the consideration of that bill, at the same time serving notice 
upon me that I should pass no bill here until I consented to the pas- 
sage of the bill of his which I considered injurious to the interests of 
my district. I shall therefore apply to the gentleman the same rule 
which he applied to me. I object to the consideration of this bill. 


ADDITIONAL CLERK FOR COMMITTEE ON ENROLLED BILLS, 


The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Texas [Mr. KILGORE], chair- 
man of the Committee on Enrolied Bills, asks the adoption of a resolu- 
tion designed to facilitate the work of that committee, all the mem- 
bers of the committee, except himself, being now absent from the city. 
The Clerk will read the resolution, after which there will be oppor- 
tunity for objection. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Resolved, That the Committee on Enrolled Bills be authorized to employ one 
additional clerk at the rate of $6 per day, for the remainder of this session of 
Congress, to be paid out of the contingent fund of the House, 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection? 

Mr. EZRA B. TAYLOR. I object. 


SUFFERERS BY WRECK OF TALLAPOOSA. 


Mr. TIMOTHY J. CAMPBELL. I rise to make a privileged re- 
port—the report of a committee of conference. I will state that the 
original copy of the amendments was mislaid or lost; and the Clerk has 
prepared another copy to conform to the action of the House. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from New York [Mr. TIMOTHY J. 
CAMPBELL], who desires to present the report of a committee of con- 
ference, states that the original en copy of the House amend- 
ments was mislaid, and that the Clerk of the House has made a dupli- 
cate copy of those amendments, upon which this report is based. If 
there be no objection, the House will proceed to act upon the report. 
The Chair hears no objection. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


The committee of conference on 
the amendments of the House to tie t bi te ae (5. > nab he relief of the sufferers 
by the wreck of the United States steamer Tallapoosa, having met, after full 
and free conference have agreed to recommend and do recommend to their 
respective Houses as follows: 

‘That the Senate recede from its disagreement to the amendment numbered 
lof the House, and agree to the same with the following amendment: Strike 
out from the original bilt the words “one thousand” and insert the words 
“ seven hundred and vane 6 

Amendment numbered 2: That the Senate recede from its disagreement to 
the amendment of the House numbered 2, and ogee to the same with an 
amendment as follows: Page 3, line 26, strike out the words “or in case there 
be not such, then the ite or parents, and if there be no parents the brothers 
and sisters ;” page 3, ine 30, strike out the words “Clarence E, Black, 
assistant surgeon,” and at the end of the section add: *“ And provided” ‘urther, 
That there shall be paid out of the Treasury of the United States to the legal 
representatives of Clarence E. Black, passed assistant surgeon United States 
Navy (deceased), the sum of §759.” 


“a igit votes of the two Houses on 
ort 


T. J. CAMPBELL, 
L. F. McKINNEY, 
DANIEL KERR, 
Managers on the part of the House, 
J. D. CAMERON, 
WM. E. CHANDLER, 
J0. C. 8. BLACKBURN, 
Managers on the part of the Senate, 
The report was agreed to 
Mr. TIMOTHY J. CAMPBELL moved to reconsider the vote by 
which the report was agreed to; and also moved that the motion to 
reconsider be laid on the table. 
The latter motion was agreed to. 


MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 


A message from the Senate, by Mr. McCook, its Secretary, an- 
nounced that that body requested the return of the bill (H. R. 10633) 
for the relief of Dr. John B. Read. 


’ 


9136 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


OCTOBER 3, 


BRIGHTWOOD RAILWAY COMPANY. 


Mr. HEARD. Isubmit the following privileged report. 
The Clerk read as follows: - 


The committee of eonference on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses on 
the amendments of the House to the bill (S. 2742) to incorporate the Brightwood 
Railway Company of the District of Columbia, having met, after fall and free 
conference lave agreed to recommend and do recommend to their respective 
Houses as follows: 

That the Senate recede from its disagreement to the amendment numbered 1, 
and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: After the words “single 
or,” in line 8, insert “with the approval of the commissioners of the District, 
a; ” soasto read: “And by that name may sue and be sued, implead and be 
impleaded, with authority to construct and lay down a single or, with the ap- 
proval of the commissioners of the District, a double track, ete.” 

That the Senate recede from its disagreement to the amendment ofthe House 
numbered 2, inserting, after the words *‘cents,” in line 12, 2, the words 
MEd erp If electric wires or cables are used, the same shall be placed under- 

und,” 
EThat the Senate insist on iis disagreement to the amendment of the House 
numbered 3, and the House recede from the same, the amendment being to in- 
rg rtp the word “jurisdiction,” in line Jpeg She words * Provided, That 

e s 


ll amount of the capital stock subscri 1 be paid in full in cash be- 
fore said company shall o] te said road.” 
That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment numbered 4, 


inserting, after tae word “instruction,” in line 16, page 9, the words “ Provided, 
That it shall exercise no powers not herein —- Se ee 


M. 8. BREWER, 
Managers on the part of the House. 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Clerk will read the statement of 
the House conferees, which, under the rules, accompanies the conference 


report. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


STATEMENT OF CONFEREES, 


Mr. Speaker, the conferees on the part of the House, appointed to confer with 
the Senate conference committee on the disa, ing votes of the two Houseson 
the amendments of the House to Senate bill No. 2742 to incorporate the Bright- 
wood Railway Company of the District of Columbia, respectfully submit the 
following statement relative to said conference, and in explanation of the re- 
port herewith presented: 

The Senate recedes from its ment to amendment numbered 1, and 
agrees to the amendment with an amendment. The amendment of the House 

to strike out the word “double,” in line 8 of section 1, so as to limit 
said company to the perego of building a single track. The amendment to 
the amendment qualifies the restriction so that with the approval of the District 
commissioners a double track may be laid. 

Amendment numbered 2, the disagreement to which is receded from by the 
Senate, uires said company, in case it uses electric wires or cables, to place 
the same under the ground, which the House conferees regarded as important, 
and successfully ed its adoption. > 

Amendment nasila 8,from which your conferees recommend that the House 
recede, was designed to compel the stockholders to pay in full the par value of 
the entire capital stock authorized to be issued by the company before said com- 

should operate said road. This amendment is not regarded as important, 
a the reason that said company is not authorized to issue any bonds or other 
obligations in which the public could become interested, and while the amount 
of the capital stock authorized to be issued is just what pa committee thought 
necessary, if paid in full, to build said road. Still, if the road can be built for 
Jess, we see no reason why any more money should be paid into the treasury 
of said com y than would be necessary to construct the road, which is the 
hh which the outside public is really interested. 

Amendment numbered 4, from which your conferees recommend that the 
House recede, is in the nature of a proviso, which reads as follows: “Provided, 
That it shall exercise no powers not herein expressly nted.” This being 
considered surplusage by your conferees, and it being objected to by the Senate 
conferees on the ground that the absence from other similar charters of any such 

and itsadoption here, might be held by implication to be intended to 
curtail in an unusual measure the powers and privileges of this company, and 
your conferees being of the opinion that it is entirely unnecessary to protect the 
public, they therefore make the recommendation to recede. 


The report was adopted. 
Mr. ARD moved to reconsider the vote by which the conference 
report was adopted; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be 
laid on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


DEFICIENCY APPROPRIATION BILL. 


Mr. KILGORE. I demand the regular order of business. 

Mr. BURNES. I submit the following privileged report. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

The committee of conference on the d ing votes of the two Houses on 
the amendments of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 10896) making appropriations 
to supply deficiencies in the appropriations for the fiscal year ending June 30, 


prior years, and {or other purposes, having met, after full and free con- 
have tee to mmend and do recommend to their respective 
Houses as follows: 


the Senate recede from its amendments numbered 10, 13, 14, 19, 23, 26, 28, 
87, 38, 40, 43, 48, 49, 50, 51, 52, 64, 66, 67, 78, 79, 81, 82, $4, 85, 86, 90, 91, 95, 


35, 
10 ti, 7, and 137. 
the House recede from its disagreement to the amendments of the Sen- 
ate numbered 1, 2, 3, 4, 5, 6, 7, 8, 9, 15, 16, 17, 18, 20, 21, 22, 24, 25, 27, 30, 31, 32, 33, 


47, 53, 55, 56, 57, 53, 59, 60, 61, 62, 65, 63, 69, 70, 71, 72, 73, 74, 75, 76, 77, 80, 83, 

7 s oe 92" EA 96, 97, 38. 99' 101, 162, 104, 103, 106, 108. 109, 110, LLL, 118, 119, 120, 
121, 122, 123, 14, 125, 126, 127, 128, 129, 131, 132, 133, 134, 135, 136, 189, 140, 141, 142, 
443” 144, 145, 146, 147, 148, 149, 150, 151, 152, 153, 154, 155, 156, 157, 158, 159, 160, 161, 
162, 163; 164, 165, 166, 167, 168, 169, 1 > 172, 173, 174. 175, 176, 177, 178, 179, 180, 
isl, 184, 184, 185, 186, 187, 188, 189, 19, 191, 192, 193, 194, 195, 196, 197, 198, 199, 
PE EEE 300, 210, 211, 214, 215, 216, 217; 218, 

` 5 same. 
ow my 1l That ihe House Saentie tama ite disagreement to 


| 


the amendment of the Senate numbered 11, and agree to the same with an 
amendment as follows: In lieu of the sum proposed, insert “ $1,000;" and the 


Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 12: That the House recede from its disagreement to 
the amendment of the Senate numbered 12, and agree to the same with an 
amendment as follows: In lieu of the sum proposed in said amendment, insert 
* 6,000; ” and the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 29: That the House recede from its disagreement to 
the amendment of the Senate numbered 29, and agree to the same With an 
amendment as follows: After the matter proposed to be inserted by said amend- 
ment insert the following: 

“To refund to the heirs of C. A.J. Flemister the balance of the proceeds of a 
eale of certain real estate of said Flemister, covered into the Treasury over and 
above his indebtedness to the Government, $475.” 

And the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 39: That the House recede from its disagreement to 
the amendment of the Senate numbered 39, and agree to the same with an 
amendment as follows: After the matter proposed to be inserted by said amend- 
ment insert the following: “To enable the commissioners of the District of Co- 
lumbia to employ counsel in special cases during the fiscal year 1889, $2,500, or 
so much thereof as may be necessary ;” and the te agree to the same, 

Amendment numbered 42: That the House recede from its disa; ment to 
theamendment of the Senate numbered 42,and tothe same with anamend- 
ment as follows: In lieu of the matter pro: to be inserted by said amend- 
ment insert the following: 

“Increase of water supply, Washington, D. C.: That all work heretofore per- 
formed upon the Washington Aqueduct tunnel, together with the provisions of 
any contract made for the same or any portion thereof, shall forthwith be fall 
investigated by a joint select committee of six members, of whom three shall 
be members of the Senate, to be appointed by the President of the Senate, and 
three shall be members of the House of peg ache oak to be appointed by the 
Speaker, Said committee shall have authority to employ a clerk and stenog- 
rapher and such experts as it may deem necessary for the investigation; it 
may sit during the sessions of Congress or in recess, and shall have full power 
either in full committee or subcommittee to administer oaths and send for per- 
sons and papers and to conduct its investigation either in Washington orin such 
pieces as may be deemed necessary; it 1 make full report of its proceed- 

ngs and the conclusions arrived at, with such recommendatiens as it may 
deem proper, to Congress on or before January 1, 1889; and for these purposes 
the sum of $5,000, or so much thereof as may be necessary, is hereby appropriated 
to be disbursed on vouchers approved by said committee,” 

And the Senate to the same, 

Amendment numbered 54: That the House recede from its disagreement to 
the amendment of the Senate numbered 54, and agree to the same with an 
amendment as foliows: In line 7 of said amendmentstrike out the word * sixty- 
regh raps and insert in lieu thereof the word “sixty-six;" and the Senato agree 
to the same. 

Amendment numbered 63: That the House recede from its disagreement to 
the amendment of the Senate numbered 63, and agree to the same with an 
amendment as follows: In lieuof the sum proposed in said amendment insert 
** $1,328.07; ” and the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 107; That the House recede from its disagreement to 
the amendment of the Senate numbered 107, and to the same with an 
amendmentasfollows: Aflerthe matter proposed to be inserted by said amend- 
ment insert the following: : 

“To provide for the payment of the claims enumerated in Senate Executive 
Document No. 270, Fiftieth Congress, first on, for fees of district attorneys, 
= age namely: Fiscal year 1886, $320; for fiscal year 1837, $4,744.90; in all, 

064.90,” 

And the Senate a; to the same. 

Amendment numbered 115: That the House recede from its disagreement to 
the amendment of the Senate numbered 115, and agree to the same with an 
amendment as follows: Strike out the matter pro to be inserted by said 
amendment and insert after line 2, page 2, of the bill, the following: 

“To pay out of humane consideration, and without reference to the question 
of liability therefor, the sum of $276,619.75 to the Chinese Government as full 
indjemnity for all losses and injuries sustained by Chinese subjects within the 
Un ted States at the hands of residents thereof.” Š 

And the Senate agree to the same, : 

Amendment numbered 130: That the House recede from its disagreement to 
the amendment of the Senate numbered 130, and agree to the same with an 
amendment as follows: After the matter proposed to be inserted by said amend- 
ment insert the ai A 

“To reimburse the Official Reporter of the Senate for moneys paid for cleri- 
cal hire during the first session of the Fiftieth sory iy and for extra clerical 
services and expenses occasioned by the proiongation of the session, $5,000," 

And the Senate to the same. 

Amendment numbered 138: That the House recede from its disagreement to 
the amendment of the Segate numbered 138,and agree to the same with an 
amendment as follows: After the matter proposed to be inserted by said amend- 
ment insert the following : 

“To pay all session scutes of the House of Representatives authorized by 
the ‘Act making appropriations for the legislative, executive, and judicial ex- 
penses of the Government for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1888, and for other 
purposes,’ approved March 3, 1887, at the several rates of compensation therein 
allowed from, the Sth day of July, 1888, to the end of the present session of Con- 


gress, $45,000. 

And the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 230: That the House recede from its disagreement to 
the amendment of the Senate numbered 230, and agree to thd same with an 
amendment as follows: After the matter proposed to be inserted by said amend- 
ment insert the following: 

“Sec. 7. That for the payment of the following claims certified to be due by 
the several accounting officers of the Treasury Department under ag ria- 
tions, the balance of which have been exhausted or carried to the por us fund 
onder the provisions of section 5 of the act of June 20, 1874, and under appro- 
priations heretofore treated as permanent, being for the service of the 1 
year 1836 and prior years, and which have been certified to Congress under sec- 
tion 2 of the act of July 7, 1884, as fully set forth in House Executive ent 
No. 455, Fiftieth Congress, first session, there is appropriated as follows: 


“WAR DEPARTMENT CLAIMS ALLOWED BY THE SECOND AUDITOR AND SECOND 
COMPTROLLER, : 
“For pay of two and three year volunteers, 1871 and prior y: $27,708.15. 
“ For bounty to volunteers and their widows and legal heirs, 1871 and prior 
years, $20,069.46, 
* For bounty, act of July 28, 1886, 1880 and prior years, $4,525.89. 
“ For pay, etc.,of the Army, 1886 and prior years, $369.47. 
“For pay, ete., of the Army, 1887, £606.20, 
“Por pay, ete., of the Army, 1888, $225.75. 
‘INTERIOR DEPARTMENT CLAIMS ALLOWED BY THE SECOND AUDITOR AND SECOND 
COMPTROLLER. 


“ For pay of Indian agents, 1886 and prior years, $206.75. 


1888. 


“WAR DEPARTMENT CLAIMS ALLOWED BY THE THIRD AUDITOR AND SECOND 
COMPTROLLER, 

“For Leases Spoor of the Army and its supplies, 1886 and prior years, $64.81. 

“For regular supplies, Quartermaster’s Department, 1896 and prior years, 


.25. 
“ For incidental expenses, Quartermaster’s Department, 1886 and prior years, 


$164. 

**For clothing and camp and garrison equipage, 1836 and prior years, 88 cents. 

“ For 50 per cent, of arrears of Army transportation due certain land-grant 
railroads, 1886 and prior years, $5.68. 

** For commutation of rations to prisoners of war in rebel States and to sol- 
diers on furlough prior to July 1, 1886, $435. 

“ For contingencies of fortifications, $49.33. 

“For pay, transportation, services, and supplies of Oregon and Washington 
Volunteers in 1855 and 1856, 1871 and prior years, $23.67. 

“ For horses and other property lost in the military service prior to July 1, 
1886, $5,415.16. 

“NAVY DEPARTMENT—CLAIMS ALLOWED BY THE FOURTH AUDITOR AND SECOND 
COMPTROLLER. 

“Por pay of the Navy prior to July 1, 1836, $18,798.40. 

“ For pay, Marine Corps, prior to July 1, 1886, $11.40. 

Pie provisions, Navy,Bureau of Provisions and Clothing, 1866and prior years, 

“ For enlistment bounties to seamen, prior to July 1, 1886, $10. 

“ For the payment of claims for difference between actual expenses and mile- 
age allowed under the decision of the United States Supreme Court in the case 
of Graham cs, United States, $135.50.” 

And the Senate to the same, 

The committee of conference have been unable to agree on the amendments 
of the Senate numbered 41, 100, 112, 113, 114, and 231. 

JAS. N. BURNES, 


JOSEPH D. SAYERS, 

THOS. RYAN, 
Managers on the part of the House, 

EUGENE HALE, 

W. B. ALLISON, 

F. M. COCKRELL, 
Managers on the part of the Senate, 


Mr. MCKENNA, I reserve all points of order, 

The SPEAKER. Is the reading of the statement on the part of the 
House conferees demanded? 

Mr. BURNES, I move, by unanimous consent, its reading be dis- 
pensed with. 

Mr. OATES. I should like to have it read. 

The statement of the House conferees accompanying the conference 
report under the rules was read, as follows: 


The managers on the part of the House of the conference on the disagreein, 
votes of the two Houses on the amendments of the Senate to the bill (H. 
108.6) making appropriations to supply deficiencies in the appropriations for 
the fiscal year ending June 30, 1888, and for prior years and other purposes, sub- 
mit the following writtén statement in explanation of the effect of the action 
crore its on said amendments by the conferees in the accompanying re- 
port: 

On amendments numbered 1, 2, 3, 4. 5, 6, 7, 8, and 9: Appropriates for certain 
items of deficiencies on account of the diplomatie and consular service, which 
nase ten certified by the proper accounting officers of the Treasury Depart- 
ment. 

On amendment numbered 10: Strikes out the item of $271.71 proposed to be 
inserted to reimburse B. T. Bonham, United States consul-general at Calcutta, 
for transit pay in 1885, 

On amendment numbered 11: Increases the amount for procuring additional 
evidence relative to the French spoliation claims from $500 to $1,000. 

On amendment numbered 12: Appropriates $65.000 to pay S. Dana Horton for 
additional services as delegate to the International Monetary Conference and 
as delegate and secretary to the Monetary Conference. 

On amendment numbered 13: Strikes out proposed appropriation of $700 for 
depositary in addition to his pay roll ogee gre at Tucson, Ariz, 

n amendment numbered 14: Strikes out proposed Spore riation of $36 for 
wages and contingent expenses in the assay office at Boisé City, 

On amendments numbered 15, 16, and 17, which provides for salaries of two 
additional associate justices of the supreme court of Dakota, and for an addi- 
tional associate justice of the supreme court of New Mexico. 

On amendment numbered 18: Strikes out provision to reimburse William 
Caldwell as custodian of the custom-house at Cincinnati, Ohio. 

On amendment numbered 19: Strikes out proposed appropriation of $2,500 for 
punishment for violation of internal-revenue laws. 

On amendment numbered 20: Appropriates $10,000 for continuation of public 
building at Louisville, Ky. 

Onamendment numbered 21; Appropriates $2,873.88 to pay amount found due 
on account of the public building at Waco, Tex. 

Onamendment numbered 22: Appropriates $6,594 to complete the public build- 
ing at Concord, N. H. 

n amendment numbered 23; Strikes out proposed appropriation of $3,372 for 
payment of a judgment rendered oo the collector of customs at San Fran- 
proved me recovery of damages for the alleged wrongful seizure and sale of 
certain opium, 

On amendment numbered 24: Appropriates $595 for payment to Samuel H. 
Robinson for services in connection with the sanitary improvement of the 
Treasury building. 

On amendment numbered 25: Appropriates $9,000 for the payment of electoral 
messengers. 

On amendment numbered 26: Strikes out proposed appropriation of $20,000 
for a steam reven-te-vessel at Key West, Fla. 

On petac nea numbered 27: Appropriates $1,000 to complete the fish-hatch- 
ery at Duluth, 

On amendment numbered 28: Strikes out proposed appropriation of $266.10 
for salaries and traveling expenses of agents at seal-fisheries in Alaska, 

On amendment numbered 29: Appropriates $80.96 to refund to Iselin, Neeser 
& Co. amount of excessive interest collected in error by the United States dis- 
trict attorney at New York, and $475 to refund to the heirs of C. A. J. Flemister, 
the balance of the proceeds of a sale of certain real estate of said Flemister, 
covered into the Treasury over and above his indebtedness to the Government. 

On amendments numbered 80, 31, 32,and 33: Authorizes the purchase of asuit- 
able site out of the appropriations already made for the erection of the light- 
house and fog-signal at Castle Hill, R. I.. appropriates $582.75 to re-imburse the 
keepers of light station at Mattagorda, Tex., and Sabine Pass, La., for losses 
ineurred by them during storms in 1885; and authorizes the settlement of ac- 
counts of expenses incurred in connection with the interment of the remains of 
Maj. O. E. Babcock and L. P. Lucky, drowned while in the discharge of their 
duty in connection with the light house service, 
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On amendments numbered 4, 35, and 36: Strikes out proposed appropriation 
of $64 to reimburse the governor of Washington Territory on account of con- 
tingent expenses, 

On amendment numbered 37: Appropriates $110 for the redemption of a cer- 
tificate of indebtedness issued under authority of the Legislative Assembly of 
the District of Columbia. 

On amendmentnumbered 38: Strikes out the provision fixing the average an- 
nual salaries of teachers in the publie schools of the District of Columbia at 
$673.60 during the fiscal year 1839. 

On amendment numbered 39: Appropriates $3,010.75 to supply deficiencies on 
account of the District of Columbia for 1888 and $2,500 to enable the commis- 
sioners of the District to employ counsel in special cases during the fiscal year 

On améndment numbered 40: Strikes out proposed appropriation of $973.06 
on account of the school building adjoining the Sumner building, in the District 
of Columbia. 

On amendment numbered 42: Strikes out proposed provision extending the 
time for completing the Washington aqueduct tunnel from November 1, 
to June 30, 1889, and provides for the appointment of a joint select committee of 
the recone and the House to investigate the subject of the construction of said 
tunne 

On amendment numbered 43: Strikes out the proposed appropriation of $15,- 
138.84 to pay the Standard Under-ground Cable Company of Pittsburgh, Pa., for 
under-ground cables laid in the city of Washington. 

On amendment numbered 44: Appropriates $5,570.23 for payment of Paul But- 
ler for royalty on hook attachments for arms of the Uni States. 

On amendment numbered 45: Increases the amount for mileage to officers of 
the Army from $5,000 to $6,000. 

On amendment numbered 46: Makes a verbal correction in the text of the bill, 

On amendment numered 47: Appropriates $2,606.50 to reimburse the Hart- 
ford and New York Transportation Company for labor and money expended on 
the Connecticut River in 1886. 

On amendments numbered 48, 49, 50,51,and 52: Appropriates $15,800 for pay- 
ment to the Hoboken Land Improvement Company, and strikes out proposed 
appropriations for payment of claims of the Baltimore and Ohio Railroad Com- 
pany, Von Hoffman & Co., and the Pennsylvania Railroad Company and other 
claimants enumerated in House Executive Document210, Forty-uinth Congress, 
first session. 

Unauiendment numbered 53: Provides for the settlement of accounts incurred 
in the purchase of horses for the War Department. 

On amendment numbered 54: Appropriates $77,250 for payment to State of 
South Carolina for rent of the Citadel Academy and for losses by fire of the west 
wing of said building, occupied by the United States. 

On amendment numbered 55: Appropriates $11,723.64 to reimburse certain 
States and Territories for expenses incurred in repelling invasions and suppress- 
ing Indian hostilities. 

On amendments numbered 56, 57, 58, 59, 60, 61, 62, 63, 64, 65, 66, 67, 68, 69, 70, 71, 
72, 73, 74, 75, 76, 77, 78, 79, and 80, relating to the Navy Department, Navy Estab- 
lishment, and Marine Corps: Appropriates for the payment of certain amounts 
certified to be found due by the accounting ollicers of the Treasury ; strikes out 
the provisions for payment for portraits of certain ex-Secretaries of the Navy; 
to relieve the pay inspector at Key West, Fla., for certain payments erroneously 
made, and the pay inspector on board the United States flag-ship Tennessee 
for expenditures incurred in entertaining public officials during the exposition 
at New Orleans; and strikes out the provision to settle the accounts of cadet-en- 
gineer graduates affected by the act of July 9, 1888, fixing their status in accord- 
ance with the decision of the Supreme Court of the United States, 

On amendment numbered 81: Provides for the payment of certain employés 
in the Patent Office the sums severally due them for difference between the 
amounts received and the salaries appropriated by law for the itions to which 
they had been appointed or promoted without taking the oath of office prior to 
November, 1886. > 

On amendment numbered 82: Strikes out proposed appropriation of $2,000 for 
payment to the legal representatives of the late Richard Joseph, disbursing clerk 
of the Census Office. 

On amendment numbered 83: Appropriates $907.69to pay amounts found due 
on account of preservation of abandoned military reservations. 

On amendments numbered 8}, 85, and 86: Strikes out proposed appropriation 
ee to reimburse certain funds belonging to the Chickasaw Nation of 

ndians. 

On amendment numbered 87: Authorizes the payment of $1,000 to T. F, Rich- 
oe out of the appropriation in the sundry civil bill for the Western Miami 

ndians. 

Onamendment numbered 88: Authorizes the payment of $1,000 to John Wads- 
worth out of an appropriation in the sundry civil bill for the Kaskaskia, Wea, 
Peoria, and Piankeshaw Indians. 

On amendment numbered 89; Makes an pAg ilere rte of $1,200 for payment 
to W. B, Ferguson and Frederick C. Fisher for services rendered the Eastern 
band of Cherokee Indians. : 

On amendment numbered 90: Strikes out proposed appropriation of $63.47 for 
payment to Bartholomew Coffey for services as farmer at the Umatilla Indian 
agency, 

On amendment numbered 91: Strikes out pro; d appropriation of $935.37 
ni payment to George T. Newman for beef-cattle furnished the Blackfeet In- 

ians. 

On amendment numbered 92: Increases the appropriation for deficiency on 
account of clerks in post-oflices in 1887, 473. 

On amendment numbered 93: Appropriates $1,000 to pay the Assistant Attor- 
E AS EY of the Post-Office Department for services in preparing the new 
edition of the Postal Laws and Regulations. 

On amendments numbered 94 and %5: Appropriates $1,025 to pay for rent of 
post-office at Fairfield, Iowa, and Pontiac, Mich 

On amendment numbered 96: Appropriates $711 to pay Joseph Paul for paving 
roadways inthe Agricultural Department grounds. 

On amendment numbered 97: kes an appropriation of $8,000 to pay unset- 
tled accounts for experiments in the manufacture of sugar from sorghum and 
sugar-cane, 

On amendments numbered 98 and 99: Appropriates $206.72 to reimburse the 
disbursing clerk of the Department of Justice for certain payments made by him 
on account of the Government, 

On amendment numbered 101: Increases the appropriation on account of fees 
of district attorneys, 1888, $12,367.41, 

On amendment numbered 102: Increases the appropriation for deficiency on 
account of district attorneys, 1887, $598.20. 

On amendment numbered 103: Appropriates $1,500 to pay Joseph Campbell 
for prosecuting certain Apache Indians rged with murder in Arizona. 

On amendment numbered 104: Increases appropriation for deficiency on ac- 
count of United States commissioners, 1888, $2,498.72. 

On amendment numbered 105: Increases appropriation for deficiency on ac- 
count of United States commissioners, 1887, $1,705.73. 

On amendment numbered 106: Appropriates $8.030.80 for payment of United 
States attorneys and assistants on account of the fiscal years 1836, 1887, and 1888. 

On amendment numbered 107: Appropriates $14,951.72 for special assistant 
United States attorneys on account of the fiscal years 1886, 1887, and 1888, 
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On amendments numbered 108 and 109: A 


$10,016.51 for expenses 


of Territorial courts in Utah during the 


by Chinese subjects within the United States at th 

On amendment numbered 116: Appropriates $125 to refund to David Day a 
portion of a fine remitted on of the President. 

On amendment nu 7: Strikes out provision that the benefits of ex- 
tra pay to printers on the CONGRESSIONAL RECORD shall be extended to the 
compositors appointed by the foreman. 

On amendment numbered 118: Approprimas $10,000 to pay 15 cent, addi- 
a to employés of the Government Printing Office employed on the night 

orce, 

. On amendment numbered 119: Appropriates $25,000 to enable the Public 
Printer to comply with the law granting fifteen days’ annual leave to employés 
of the Government Printing Office for the fiscal years 1887 and 1888. 

On amendments numbered 120, 121, 122, 123, 124, 125, 126, 127, 128, 129, 130, 132, 
133, 134, and 135: Provide for certain deficiencies on account of expenses of the 


Senate, and appropriates $5,000 to reimburse the Official Reporter of the Senate 


for moneys paid forclerical hire during the first session of the Fiftieth Cerone 
and locales clerical services and expenses occasioned by the prolongation of 
n. 


On amendment numbered 136: Provides that boy he a? a statement of all ap- 
propriations made during each session of Congress, including new offices created, 
salaries of each, and salaries of offices increased, offices the salaries of which are 
reduced or omitted, together with a chronological history of the regular appro- 
priation bills, shal) be pre under the direction of the Committees on Ap- 
popr aaao of theSenate and House of Representatives, and appropriates $1,200 

for doing the work, 

On amendment numbered 137: Restores the provisions pro’ to be stricken 
out by the Senate, to reimburse the five Official Reporters of the debates of the 
House of Representatives for moneys paid by them during the present session 
for clerical hire and extra clerical service. 

On amendment numbered 138: Appropriates $500 to pay Alexander Van Geu- 
der as extra compensation for services as assistant clerk to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions; and $45,000 te meet a deficiency on account of the pay of 
session employés of the House for the present session of Wig, Roar 

On amendment numbered 139: Appropriates $19.30 to pay foreign postage on 
account of the Library of Congress. 

On amendmenst numbered 140, 141, 142, 143, 144, and 145: Corrects an errorin 
the spelling of aname; provides for the payment of the following additional 

indgments of the Court of Claims, namely: Francis E. Green, $545.20; Sarah M. 
rge, $576.99; the New York Central and Hudson River Railroad rdg A 
a ier ee strikes out the provision to pay judgment in favor of Martin 
„for 3 

On amendment numbered 146: Authorizes the Secretary of the Navy to loan 
scientific instruments in possession of the Navy pope aka e to poson» taking 
observations or making investigations for the use of the Signal Service. 

On amendment numbered 147: Strikes out proj appropriation of $38,561.18 
to reimburse Kentucky for expenses i 


in suppressing the rebellion, the 
same being provided for elsewhere in the bill. 

On amendments numbered 148 to 230, inclusive: Appropriates for the payment 
of claims audited by the accounting officers of the Treasury and certified to 
Con, in Senate Executive Documents Nos. 255 and 269 of the present session, 
and in House Executive Document No. 455, this session. 

The committee of conference have been unable to agree on the following 
amendments, namely: 

On amendment numbered 41: Appropriating 32,500 to enable the commis- 
sioners of the District of Columbia to employ and pay special counsel to repre- 
sent the District in the case of Samuel Strong, authorized to be submitted to an 
arbitration board under a joint resolution of Congress approved July 10, 1888. 

On amendmentnumbered 100: Appropriating $8,745 to pay to the widow of the 
late Chief-Justice Morrison R. Waite, being the balance of salary for one year. 

On amendments numbered 112and 113: sake te ng $80,000 to further the 
Industrial Christian Home Association of Utah Territory. 

On amendment numbered 114: at prta evye one year's salary to the widow 
of Lafayette Dancey, an employé of the Internal Revenue Bureau, who died 
of yellow fever in Florida while in the di of his duty inthe publie service. 

amendment numbered 231: Extending the laws of the United States over 
the unorganized territory known as * No Man’s Land,” and authorizing the 
entry of public lands therein under the homestead laws. 

‘The bill asit passed the House appropriated $3,227,518.32, As it passed the 
Senate it appropriated $5,105, 048.65. 

The bill, so far as it has been agreed upon by the conference committee, ap- 
ero peated being a reduction under the amount as it passed the Sen- 
ate o 1,835. 

The items of appropriation involved in the Senate amendments upon which 
the conference committee haye been unable to agree aggregate $91,245. 

JAS, N. BURNES, 
JOSEPH D. SAYERS, 
THOS. RYAN, 

Managers on the part of the House. 


During the reading, 
Mr. SPINOLA said: Is this the proper time to object to an amend- 


ment? 
The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. RICHARDSON in the chair). It is 


not. 
Mr. ROGERS. I did not hear read or it escaped my attention what 
rovision has been made in reference to the investigation of the aque- 
Ñuct construction, or, in other words, what appropriation has been made 
for that work? 

Mr. BURNES. Iwill take that up the first item. 

Mr. HOOKER. I heard something read in reference to No Man’s 
Land, and as this matter is akin to the Oklahoma question, I wish to 
know whether the committee has given any attention to that matter. 

Mr. BURNES. I will refer to it before I get through. 

Mr. HOOKER. I do not feel justified in calling up the Oklahoma 
question during the absence of the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. 
SPRINGER}. [laughter] 

Mr. ROGERS. It would annoy the gentleman from Missouri less if 
I should ask him now tostate precisely what was done with the Utah 
matter. 

Mr. BURNES. Mr. Speaker, the amendment numbered 42 isa pro- 
vision legislative in its character, extending the time provided by law 


for the completion of the aqueduct to supply water to the city of Wash- 
ington. Pending the consideration of that amendment in conference, 
it was suggested that instead of extending the time for the completion 
of the work we should provide for a thorough, full, and complete inves- 
tigation of all the facts concerning the entire work done under the 
War Department by the Corps of Engineers. So the Senate amend- 
ment was changed in conference to a provision simply to raise a com- 
mittee to consist of three Senators and three Members of the House, to 
be appointed by the respective presiding officers of the two Houses, to 
make the investigation. The condition in which the work now is, its 
character, and the conduct of all parties engaged in it we think should 
be rigidly investigated, including, of course, all the contracts that have 
been made and reported to Congress by the Ist day of January next, 

That is all we have done with regard to the aqueduct, 

Mr. ROGERS. No appropriation whatever? 

Mr. BURNES. Yes; an appropriation to pay the expense of the in- 
vestigation—$5, 000. 

Mr. ROGERS. But nothing further? 

Mr. BURNES. Nothing further. : 

Mr. OATES. I do not understand whether this is to be investigated 
by a commission or by a committee. 3 

Mr. BURNES. By a joint committee of Congress. 

Mr. CHEADLE. Has the work been discontinued? 

Mr, BURNES. I think not. 

It is a well-known fact, Mr. Speaker, that the Congress of the United 
States and the department of the Government most interested in the 
control and management of this work have been fully and duly ad- 
vised of the fact that the work needed careful executive attention and 
administration. It is not for me to say nor do I believe there will be 
found any material cause of complaint against the officials of the War 
Department—I mean the head of the War Department and the head 
of the Engineers—unless, indeed, they have been negligent or careless 
in to the administration of the law. , But that wrongs unpar- 
alleled almost in public works have been allowed to be perpetrated, 
or perpetrated without observation on the part of those whose duty it 
is to observe, is beyond question. Therefore this investigation has been 
provided for. As giving information now that will be of service to the 
public and perhaps of service to every member on this floor, I will have 
read and published in the RECORD, as a part of my remarks, not only 
the facts and figures relating to the appropriations for the work, but all 
of the facts with reference to its continuance and completion as they 
have come to the Committee on Appropriations of this House; and I 
ask the Clerk to read from a report made by the committee on the 
urgent deficiency bill making the final appropriations. 

Before that is read, however, I wish to say that appropriations hav- 
ing been doubled beyond the estimates originally made, and there being 
still a demand for more money to complete the work, the Appropria- 
tions Committee determined to make a finish of it and for that purpose 
called before the committee all the parties engaged in the work, or 
nearly all, and consulted them with reference to the estimates which 
had been submitted for its completion. The estimates were $320,000, 
After a full examination and cross-examination and re-examination, 
the last dollar and the last cent that anybody asked for was $355,000 
to make the final completion of the work. . 

Mr. SAYERS. In that connection, my colleague should state that 
we also had Major Lydecker before us. 

Mr. BURNES. Yes, sir; Major Lydecker was before the committee. 

Now, with reference to the time, it was provided in the law that this 
work should be finished by the 1st day of November. I find nothing 
on record with regard to the fact, and I can only bear personal testi- 
mony as to my own recollection, and as we were particular with regard 
to the final appropriation, so we were particular in giving more time 
than was demanded by any one in connection with the work, as I rec- 
ollect. Therefore, to my mind there is no justifiable reason in depart- 
ing from or for extending the time for the completion. 

I ask the Clerk to read from the report of the committee. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


INCREASED WATER SUPPLY, WASHINGTON CITY, 


The bill appropriates $355,000 to complete the work of increasing the water 
supply of the city of Washington. The estimate submitted in the annual Book 
of Estimates for 1889 for this object was $320,000, but upon examination it was 
deemed necessary to increase the amount asked for to the sum which is given, 
and to place the appropriation in this bill in order that the work, which is now 
suspended for the lack of funds, may be resumed at the earliest moment practi- 
cable. The engineer officer in charge of the work, Major Lydecker, gives posi- 
tive assurance that the sum recommended, $355,000, will complete this work 
without further delay, and that there will be no farther application to Congress 
for ag Pega : 

In this connection it is proper to call attention to the fact that the original 
estimates for this work have been largely exeeeded. e original act author- 
izing the extension of the water supply, passed July 15, 1882 (vol. 22, Statutes 
at Large, pase 170), appropriated for the work $1,485,279.30. Since that time 


Congress the following additional appropriations: 

July 7, 1854. 

March 3, 1885.. , 900 
March 26, 1836... 5,000 
August 4, 1886........ Fs ae 5355, 000 


Making the app p date 79.30, which, 
the sum now asked for and recommended, make s total of $2, 575, 279. 30, or 
$1,090,000 over and above the amount originally appropriated for the work, and 
based on estimates of its entire cost. z 
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Somethingof the history and progress of this work may, with profit, be given 


here. 

The plan of connesting the reservoirs by means of s tunnel aqueduct was the 
work of Capt. R. L. Hoxie, Corpsof Engineers, United States Army, when he 
was in a, of the water supply and sewerage of the District o; Columbia, 
under Maj. William J. Twining, Engineer Commissioner. 

Preliminary plans were presented to Congress in February, 1879; butit was 
not until July 15, 1882, that an act was passed and approved authorizing the 
work to be done, Under this act the various parts of the work were provided 
for separately, according to the estimates submitted, and of the whole amount 
appro} ted to complete the works for “ increased water supply, Washington,” 

ut 000 were allotted for the tunnel aqueduct. 

A coutract to “‘ complete the tunnel in every res: ” was, after public bid- 
ding, entered into near the close of the year 1883. In the progress of the work 
the plans made by Captain Hoxie were found quite immature, and his estimate 
of cost but little more reliable than a bold guess. For example: The plans 
contemplated a tunnel without a brick lining; the necessity for such lining was 
soon apparent, The plang contemplated shafts of given depth; that at the east- 
ern end had to be sunken 43 feet beyond the given depth; that at the western 
end 47 feet beyond the given depth; thatat Foundry Branch 28 feet; that at 
Rock Oreek 16 feet; that at Champlain avenue 24 feet—all below the given 

ths for such shafts. 

May, 1885, Capt. T. W. Symons succeeded Captain Hoxie as superintending 
engineer, ior L; ker, however, by whom the necessity for the brick 
lining of the tunnel was clearly recognized. Meanwhile, in addition to the 
original appropriation of $1,485,279.30, the further sum of $175,000 had been ap- 
propria acts of July 7,1834, and March 3,1885. Perhaps but little of these 
enormous appropriations remained unexpended when Major Lydecker was 

in of the work. Ho requested Congress to appropriate $395,000 
ce onc ion. Pending an examination of the situation by the subcom- 
m: on the “ District appropriation bill ” of the first session Forty-ninth Con- 
gress, the sum of $5,000 was gay beta to protect and preserve the property 
or work from injury; and after a thorough examination by such subcommittee 


and an able report thereon, the r sum of $555,000 was, on August 4, 1886, 
Sec dine the confident hope and assurance that no further appropria- 
w 


necessary. 

At the present session of Congress your committee was confronted with an 
n to complete the work, of course—requiring an additional ap- 
pro! ion of $320,000, After a careful examination of the whole matter, in- 
ing an examination of Major Lydecker, your committee concluded to ap- 
upon $35,000 more than the estimate, making the further sum of $355,000, 
order to be able to say that the most earnestand solemn assurances have been 
iin Fos pd Lydeecker that he can and will finally complete said entire 
work out any further or additional appropriation, and at an early day. 
The importance of such early completion to the people residing or sojourning 
in the of Washington is apparent to all, and no reasonable doubt of such 

completion ought to exist. : 

It must not be understood that the committee has any want of confidence in 
the integrity or skill of Major Lydecker; on the contrary, itis very evident that 
he has struggled faithfully against the difficulties of an immature, if not im- 

cable, plan which descended to him from his predecessor, and for which 

© is in no way justly chargeable. The result, however, to the Government has 

been disastrous. A work—this tunnel—originally estimated to cost, say, $600,- 

000, will have cost when the p aigra appropriation is expended, say, $1,400,000, 

And the entire work for this increased water supply, originally estimated to 
cost $1,485,279.30, will have cost $2,575,000. 

Can no method be devised that will give the same degree of certainty in the 
cost of public works that attends the construction of works by private enter- 

? ould an engineer, architect, or superintendent of a work carried on 
private individuals hold his position for a day, or be a second time employed 
by any one, if he should make such mistakes as we have seen have been made 
in this matter, to the injury of the General Government and of the people of 
the District? Remedy must come, if it come at all, through the executive de- 
partment rather than the legislative. The former has the power to apply it. 


Mr. BURNES. Mr. Speaker, I ask the Clerk also to read a part of 
a supplemental report made by the committee at the same session of 
Congress-on the same subject. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


In this supplementary report the committee deem it proper to refer to so much 
of the report already made, accompanying said bill H. R. 6437, as refers to the 
“increased water supply, Washington City,” and toadd that at the first session 
of the Forty-ninth Congress the subcommittee having seg ops my she District ap- 
propriation bill made a thorough investigation of the facts ng upon the 
plan and progress of the work of completion of the tunnel for the water supply 
of Washington, embodying their views in report No. 3109 of that session. The 
following extract is taken therefrom : 

` “WATER SUPPLY, WASHINGTON, D. ©. 

“The amounts recommended under above head are in accordance with the 
estimates of Executive Document 39, present session. The $160,000 asked for 
the completion of the reservoir is needed because it has been found necessary 
to replace much of the bottom of the same with hard clay at places where quick- 
sand or other unsafé conditions were une: edly found, and to haul from 
other sections of the tunnel the stone needed for lining, that excavated nearost 
the reservoir being soft and crumbling. 

“The sum needed to complete the tunnel is explained in same document and 
the reasons for its as og noone further set forth in the voluminous testimony 
which accompanies thisreport. The original estimates contemplated, as a rule, 
a surface conduit, to connect the existing reservoir with the new one, 4 miles 
distant. The plan finally adopted was for a siphon tunnel to be sunk under 
Rock Creek and driven (as was expected) through continuous solid rock, In 
the construction of the work, however, the rock has not been found continu- 
ously solid or homogeneous, and nearly one-half of the tunnel passes or will 
pam through rock which softens and crumbles on exposure to air and water. 

is has compelled heavy outlay for lining these portions, and the method pur- 
sued has been to insert in the sections of the tunnel which require treatment a 
brick lining with dry stone packing. 

“Capt. R. L. Hoxie, United States Engineers, having submitted to the com- 
mittee some written strictures on this method of lining,and maintained that a 
concrete lining would be safer and cheaper, he was sme a full hearing before 
asubcommittee, and the engineersin charge, Maj. G. J. Lydeckerand Capt. T. W. 
Symons, were also examined in defense of their plans. General M. C. Meigs, 
Col. Thomas L. Casey, Lieut. Col. W. P. Craighill, and Maj. William Ludlow, 
United States Engineers, were also consulted upon the questions raised. 

“The subcommittee investigating the matter, though not convinced that a 
mistake had been made in the plans adopted for lining the tunnel, but recogniz- 
ing the difficulty, the novelty, and the importance of these questions and the ex- 
pediency of submitting them to competent experts, have,in recommending the 
amount called for by the estimates, provided that the of War shail 
erro take ee: Savie of the highost Sogna poas Z the Army upon the 

and meth eretofore pursued, One-halfof the above sumsare charge- 
able to the District of Columbia.” 

In neither the report from which the above was taken nor that to which this 


is supplementary was it intended to point out or determine either the merits or 
demerits of the plan or plans of the work as adopted, nor was it the purpose or 
intention of either committee to cast blame upon or award. praise to ny d par- 
ticular person or persons for the part taken by him or them in either the incep- 
tion or prosecution of the work. Beyond the errors, whether at the inception 
or subsequently, which experience has demonstrated, and the inequality of es- 
timates, which appropriations, made and now to be made, have established, the 
subject need not in this paper be pursued, 

The names of Capt. R. L. Hoxie, Maj. William Twining, Capt. T. W. Symons, 
and Maj. G. J. Lydecker, all of the Corps of Engineers of the United States Army, 
were mentioned in the reports, and each had more or less to do, at one time or 
another, with the work under consideration, and yet a more complete investi- 
gation than has been given and fuller knowledge of the subject might show cir- 
cumstances or conditions, having relation to'imperfections of the science of their 
profession or to geological or other mysteries, which neither indu nor skill 
can ascertain and determine in advance, that would exonerate either one or 
all of them from censure. ‘The Executive Department in authority or a special 
committee of Congress may appropriately make such investigation and deter- 
mine wherein the faults properly lie. 

This committee has sought only to make, and now again makes, an earnest 
protest against the great and growing evil of careless, inaccurate, or unreliable 
estimates of the cost of public works, upon which Congress is compelied to rely 
in the authorization of and the appropriations for such works, This evil has 
grown into an almost universal custom, and in nearly all cases Congress finds, 
when it is too late, that vast expenditures in excess of estimates are required. 
This excess is often double the estimates, and not EARS “cpa is followed by the 
added burden of a suit and judgment in the Court of Claims on a eareless con- 
tract. The alarming discrepancies between the estimated and actual cost of the 
works mentioned in the original report afford Congress an excellent oppor- 
tnnity to emphasize its abhorrence and make manifest the necessity of reform, 


Mr. BURNES. In addition to what has been presented upon this 
subject by the committee, I desire to submit two letters just received, 
one from the Secretary of War and the other from the engineer in 
charge of the work, Major Lydecker. They are addressed to the chair- 
man of the Committee on Appropriations, and have just been received. 
'Lhese letters will give the House the information in possession of the 
committee up to date. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

War DEPARTMENT, Washington City, October 3, 1888. 
Sır: I have the honor to transmit herewith for your information a copy of a 
report dated the 2d instant, from Maj. G. J. Lydecker, Corps of Engineers, stat- 
ing that it is now apparent that the Washington aqueduct tunnel can not be 
completed by November 1, 1888, as required by the urgent deficiency-act ap- 
proved March 30, 1888, epee ite 4 ath elo for the work, and suggesting that 
some provision may be made which will enable: the tunnel to be kept clear of 
water and the work continued to insure completion as soon as possible, and 
especially to facilitate the examination of all matters relating to the work on 
the peace and to rd aca aT 
Jery respectfully. 
<b ive h R. MACFEELY, 
Acting Secretary of War. 
Hon. SAMUEL J, RANDALL, 
Chairman of the Committee on Appropriations, 
House of Representatives. 


OFFICE oF THE WASHINGTON AQUEDUCT, 
Washington, D. C., October 2, 1888. 

Sint: The urgent deficiency act approved March 30, 1888, appropriated $355,000 
for the Washington aqueduct tunnel, and required all the work to be completed 
by November 1, 1888. 

Under date of March 29, 1883, I neporiet to the Chief of Engineers thatit would 
be absolutely impossible to comply with this provision of law and stated the 
reasons in full, As soon as the bill became a law operations were resumed aud 
every effort made on my part to force the contractors up to the greatest possible 
rate of it crag but, as is well known, the work is still far from completion, 

As it is now apparent that it can not be completed in the time specified, and 
asitis probable the accounting officers of the Treasury will decline to audit 
accounts for work done after that date, I respectfully request that the appro- 
priation committees of the Senate and House of Representatives be informed of 
this matter, in order that some provision may be made that will enable the tun- 
nel to be kept clear of water, and the work continued. to insure completion as 
soon as possible, and especially to facilitate a most intelligent and exhaustive 
examination of all matters relating to work on the tunnel and to its manage- 
ment, Such examination I most earnestly desire, in view of the representations 
recently made in Congress and in the public press, 

In connection with this matter I may properly add that we have heretofore 
discovered defective work in the tunnel lining, and at once caused it to be made 
good by the contractors. The rigid examination nowin popsa has developed 
some large holes; but suchas are already shown up can be made perfectly good 
ata cost of not more than $5,000, while the sum now due the contractors and 
withheld to insure proper work is more than tentimesthatamount, Further, 
they are under heavy bonds to make good all defective work now known or 
that may be developed by the examination in progress. 

Finally, there need be no delay in the time of completing the work due to 
any known defects, or such as are likely to be developed. 

Very respectfully, your obedient servant, 
G. J. LYDECKER, 


Major of Engineers, 

The Cater OF ENGINEERS, ỌXITED STATES ARMY, 

Washington, D. C. 

Mr. BURNES. This, Mr. Speaker, is all I have to submit with re- 
gard to the proposition under consideration: 

Mr. ROGERS. Pardon me a moment. What amount of money 
now isat the disposition of the contractors to go on with the work? 

Mr. BURNES. I do not know the amount now unexpended, but 
have not heard from any quarter that there was an insufliciency of 
money to complete the work. 

Mr. ROGERS. ‘There is no stoppage of the work at all? 

Mr. BURNES. ‘There is no stoppage of the work unless after the 
ist of November a question as to whether payments can be made for 
work after the time fixed by law for its completion. 

Mr. ROGERS. Does not the conference report provide that the time 
shall be extended from the Ist of November until next June? 

Mr. BURNES. No, sir. There is no extension at all. The law 
now provides that the work shall be completed by the 1st day of No- 
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vember, 1888, and I do not know, but I presume that these contractors 

are under bonds with a penalty for its completion by that time. 

Mr. ROGERS. Will the gentleman state whether or no Major Ly- 
decker is still in control of this work? 

Mr. BURNES, Undoubtedly he is; and perhaps I ought tosay that 
he seems now to be taking some interest in it. Fhaaghtet ] 

Mr. DINGLEY. ‘That is avery pleasant announcement. 

Mr. ROGERS. I wish to ask the gentleman trom Missouri [Mr. 
Burnes] upon whose testimony it was that the report was made re- 
flecting so severely upon Captain Hoxie? Who were the witnesses? 

Mr. BURNES. I will say to my friend from Arkansas that it would 
be impossible for me to tell now exactly with certainty who the wit- 
nesses were, or what were the sources of the information upon which 
the report was based. 

Mr. ROGERS. Was Major Lydecker one of them? 

Mr. BURNES. He was before us, and gave his views freely. 

Mr. ROGERS. Was he one of the witnesses? 

Mr. BURNES. He was before us; but I can not say he was there 
in the capacity of a witness. 

Mr. ROGERS. I hope the committee will now give Captain Hoxie 
a shot at him. [Laughter.] 

Mr. BURNES. Well, I will say that I hope the Government of the 
United States will so profit by these lessons that no contract for any 
public work shall be hereafter sublet by the contractor. These con- 
tractors have perhaps dono no more with reference to this work than 
to sublet it and profit by the margin between the contract price and 
that at which it is done by the actual workmen. They took the con- 
tract and sublet it for the margins they could make. They have 
taken the place of the Government, and let the work to the men who 
are actually doing it; and although it may be said that they are re- 
sponsible upon their bond, yet, on the other hand, penalties in bonds 
of this character are most generally valueless. Every sort of claim to 
defeat a recovery is usually made, and too often with success, If the 
contractor of a public work were required actually to perform it with 
his own employés he could not escape responsibility for neglect or fraud, 
which his system of subletting almost invariably causes. As it is, he 
makes his gain, the subcontractor is generally the loser, and upon his 
head the odium is cast, when it rightfully attaches to his principal. 

I sympathize with the suggestion of my friend from Arkansas [ Mr, 
Roauns), and I hope this committee which is to be raised will give 
Captain Hoxie an opportunity of presenting his side of the case. 

Mr. CLEMENTS. Before the gentleman from Missouri leaves this 
subject I ask him to yield to me to have read from the desk some 
charges and statements that have been made in the public press in re- 
gard to the letting of this contract. 

Mr. BURNES. I yield to my colleague on the committee all the time 
he desires. 

Mr. CLEMENTS. Isend to the Clerk’s desk the matters which I 
desire to have read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

HERE IS MORE RICHNESS—HOW BECKWITH & QUACKENBUSH OBTAINED THEIR 
CONTRACT—MAJOR LYDECKER’S FRIENDLY REPORT—HOW THEY WERE $83,200 
IIGHER THAN THE LOWEST BIDDER, BUT THIS MADE NO DIFFERENCE TO THE 
MAJOR—WAS IT DUE TO FAMILY INFLUENCE? 

When the Congressional inquiry into the construction of the Aqueduct tun- 
nel is made some very interesting facts will be brought to light in regard to 
the letting of the contract to Beckwith & Quackenbush. In pursuance of an 
advertisement, bids for the work were opened October 5, 1883. There were, in 
all,seven bids for the construction of the tunnel,and of these that of J. H. 
Dewees & Co., of this city, was the lowest, at $464,900, on the amount of work esti- 
mated for in the first estimates of the engineers in charge. Next came Eugene 
Robinson, of Detroit, at $540,903, and Beckwith & Quackenbush were third, at 
$548,100, or $83,200 more than J, H. Dewees & Co., and $7,197 more than Eugene 
Robinson. The bids in detail were as follows: 

“J. H. Dewees & Co., excavation of tunnel at $6.74 per cubic yard, $431,360; 
earth excavation in shafts at $6.25 per cubic yard, $9,375; excavations at 
$12.40 per cubic yard, $14,880; brick masonry at $12 per cubic yard, $3,000; con- 


crete masonry at $5 per cubic yard, $3,300; dry packing at $2.50 per cubic yard, 
$1,000; air shafts complete at $4.75 per linear foot, $1,995. (Total amount of bid, 
$464 


900. 

sg 3 ol Robinson, excavation of tunnel at $7.78 per cubic yard, $497,920; 
earth excavation in shafts at $5. npn cubic yard, $8,400; rock excavation in 
shafts at $16.24 per cubic yard, $19,488; brick masonry in shafts at $16.70 per cubic 

ard, $4,175; concrete masonry at $15.75 per cubic yard, $9,075; dry packing at 
per cubic yard, $900; air shafts complete at $2.25 per linear foot, $45. (Total 
amount of bid, $540,903.) 

“ Beckwith & Quackenbush, excavation of tunnel at $8 per cubic yard, $512,- 
000; earth excavation in shafts at $6 per cubic yard, $9,000; rock excavation at 
$10 per sobia yard, ae ee = Prep at a hers yard, EEEE IEE 
masonry at $5 per cubic , $3,400; paking per cubice » oly H 
air abate complete at $id pe r linear foot, $6,300. (Total amountof bid, $548.150.)" 

The advertisement for bids reserved to the War Department the right to re- 
ject any or all bids, but it is not often that a contract is let to a bidder who is 
over $80,000 in advance of the lowest bidder unless there issome ve rea- 
son for rejecting the lower bid. In this case there were two bids below that of 
Beckwith & Quackenbush, and it will be for the Con, ional committee to 
ascertain why they were thrown out and the work given to the present con- 
tractors, under whose subcontracts all the frauds that haye been discovered 


were trated» 

Col. J. i. Dewees, of J. H. Dewees & Co., did not allow the contract to go to 
Beckwith & Quackenbush without a vigorous protest. The bids were opened 
October 5, 1883, and it was at once apparent that J. H. Dewees & Co. were the 
lowest, and on October 9 Major Lydeckersent Colonel Deweesa note asking him 
to call at his office the next day. Colonel Dewees said yesterday to a Post reporter 
that he called in response to the note, and found Major Lydecker and Lieutenant 
Hoxie in the office. He had a long conversation with them, in the course of 
which every item of the bid was gone over, and Colonel Dewees says the two 
officers ued to convince him that he could not do the work atthe amount of 
his bid. r. Dewees, however, was satisfied that he could do it and make 


money, but the officers seemed very solicitous lest he should lose money. They 
also told him that the contract required that the bidder should have a plant 
worth $50,000 with which to prosecutethe work. Colonel Dewees acknowledged 
that he had no plant, but said that he had $50,000 cash with which to buy a first- 
class plant, 
THE FIRST PROTEST. 

He soon Jearned that the Secretary of War wasabout to award the contract to 

Beckwith & Quackenbush, and that this award was to be 


“WasnincTon, D. C., October 19, 1883. 

“Sir: We are bidders for work on the new water supply works of Washin 
ton, D. C., to the amount of $464,900. We made this bid in response to a public 
advertisement, and we have a right to assume that the object of the advertise- 


-| ment was to secure the lowest responsible bid, Our bid is, as we are informed 


and believe, $83,200 lower than that of Beckwith & Quackenbush, of New York, 
and $7,093 less than that of Eugene Robinson, of Detroit. We learned some 
days since by the public mewepepers: and yesterday by information orally com- 
municated to our associate, Louis E. Johnson, by General H.G. Wright, Chief 
of Engineers of the United States Army, that the contract is about to be awarded 
to Beckwith & Quackenbush, at their bid of $83,200 higher than ours, 

“ Against this we protest. It is neither just to us nor to the Government. It 
favors private parties at the public expense, and for no reason. eare m- 
sible bidders, and are propera to convince any one of that fact who is willing 
to see the lowest responsible bidder prevail. We sball not rest under the im- 
putation of having made a bid we could not execute, and shall not forego the 
profits we are entitled to make by the proposed work without a vigorous pro- 
test wherever the same can be heard. With the highest respect to you, we ven- 
ture to remind you that you are responsible for any acts of your subordinates, 
and that the engineer department of the District government is in this matter 
under your control. We ask you tostay the award of the contract to any bid- 
der higher than ourselves, and assure you that our bond will be 1eady to secure 
the performance of the contract, to which we are entitled. We will add that 
neither Major Lydecker nor Lieutenant Hoxie have any right to favor other 
parties on the pretense that as professional experts they believe we can not 
profitably do the work under our bid. That is our affair, We have aright to 
the contract whether we make or lose by it if we give you satisfactory security. 
Appealing to your sense of justice and to your official obligation to see that the 
Government is served in preference to private persons, 

** We are, very respectfully, your most obedient servants, 
“J. H. DEWEES & CO. 

“Hon. SECRETARY OF WAR,” 

In order that Major Lydecker would have no reason to allege that their bond 
would not be satisfactory, they at the same time addressed him the following 


note; 
“WASHINGTON, October 19, 1883, 


“Str: Having reason to believe that we are the lowest bidders upon the bulk 
of the work upon the Washington Aqueduct, we hereby respectfully notify ax 
that we are prepared to furnish all necessary bonds and money as per our bids 
and specifications, which you in your wisdom may require. 


“Very respectfully, 
CENAN Á “J. H. DEWEES & CO. 
“ Maj. G, J. LYDECKER, 
“Engineer-in-C hief.” 
WAS IT A FANILY AFFAIR? 


Colonel Dewees said yesterday that he never received the desired information 
from Major Lydecker, but his two letters had the effect of delaying the award of 
the contract. Soon afterward, however, Major Lydecker’s father and a num- 
ber of New York gentlemen came to Washington and called on President Arthur, 
and immediately thereafter the contract was let. He then wrote the following 
letter to the Secretary: $ 

* No. 1701 BOUNDARY STREET, Washington, D. C., October 22, 1883. 

“Str: I learn through the daily newspapersof thiscity that youhaveawar ed 
the work of construction of a tunnel for increasing the water supply of Wash- 
ington, D.C., the bids for which were opened October 5, 1883, to Beckwith & 

uackenbush, of Mohawk, N. Y., and have assigned as the reason thereof that 
they are the lowest bidders for said work. I am surprised that you have per- 
mitted yourself to fall into so grave an error, inasmuch as from the information 
that I have obtained, and which I deem reliable, I am satisfied that I and my 
associates are the lowest bidders by many thousands of doliars, and we are 
able to respond to the conditions of the letting in all other respects. May I, 
therefore, ask that you will re-examine such bids and reconsider the action you 
have taken, and thereupon award the said work to the parties found to be in 
fact barrida mans 

“Very respectfully, yours, 
“J. R: DEWEES. 
“For J. H. DEWEES & CO. 

“P, S.—Will you please advise us of the amount of our bids and the bids of 
Beckwith & Quackenbush, also of the amount of thè bonds required, and the 
time within which the same is required to be executed. 

“J. H. DEWEES & CO. 

“To the Hon. SECRETARY OF WAR.” 

The reply of the Secretary was as follows: 

“War DEPARTMENT, Washington City, October 27, 1883. 

“GENTLEMEN: The Department is ın receipt of your letter of the 22d instant, 
in which you assert the claim that you were the lowest bidders for the work of 
tunnel construction for increasing the water supply of Washington, D. C., the 
contract for which you understand has been awarded to Messrs. Beckwith & 
Quackenbush, of Mohawk, N. Y., and request that the subject of the award of 
such contract be reconsidered, and that you be furnished with certain specified 
information in regard thereto. 

“In reply I beg to inform you that your bid for the work in question was re- 
jected under the provisions of a clause in the advertisement for proposals by 
which the right was reserved to reject any and all bids or parts of bids, and upon 
the recommendation of the Engineer officer in of the work, concurred 
in by the Chief of Engineers. 

“ Although the Secre! of War is under no obligation to explain to private 
individuals the reasons which governed the rejection of bids, there is no objec- 
tion to stating that among the reasons which governed the action of the De- 

ment in rejecting your bid in this case were the facts that your bond was 
fatally defective and that you failed to comply in essential particulars with the 
sient ae to ee 

2 respectfu 
teats ve “ROBERT T. LINCOLN, 
“Secretary of Was 
“ Messrs. J. H. DEWEES & Co., 
“1701 Boundary street, Washington, D. C.” 
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“According to this letter,” said Colonel Dewees, "the contract was not 
awarded us because our bond was defective, when we stood r -udy to give bond 
for any amount, and had been refused all information as tu;what bond would 
be required, and because we had no plant when we stood ready to provide a 

lant. in fact, Beckwith & Quackenbush were without the plant, and had to 
uy engines and boilers and machinery before they could begin the work.” 


MAJOR LYDECKER’S REPORT KEPT SECRET. 


Not satisfied with the reasous given for the rejection of their bid, Colonel 
Dewees again wrote the Secretary of War, requesting a copy of Major Ly- 
decker’s report to the Secretary, for the purpose of answering the same in 
detail on all points, including his own personal experience during the last 
twenty years on the Pennsylvania Railroad and other important works, and 
asking the Secretary to suspend judgment until he and his associates bad been 
given an opportunity for a fullhearing. This report of Major Lydecker’s was 
never furnished, and no hearing of any kind was ever granted. Colonel De- 
wees, however, wrote yet another protest to Secretary Lincoln, asking him to 
reconsider the contract, and received the following reply: 

“War DEPARTMENT, Washington City, November 2, 1883. 

“GENTLEMEN: I have the honor to acknowledge the receipt of your letter of 
the 3th ultimo, protesting against the award ol a contract for work on the 
new water-siipply works of Washington, D. C., to Beckwith & Quackenbush, 
and claiming that the contract should be awarded to you for the reason that 
you were the lowest bidders, and to state in reply that I have re-examined the 

persin the case and see no reason, either in then or the statements contained 
econ communication, to change the views which led me to ig rashes the rec- 
ommendation of Major Lydecker, the officer in charge of the provements, 
and General Wright, the Chief of Engineers. 

“Very respectfully, 
“ROBERT T. LINCOLN, 
* Secretary of War. 

" Messrs. J. H. Dewees & CO., 

“1701 Boundary street, Washington, D. C.” 

Colonel Dewees does not believe that this correspondence gives the real reason 
for the rejection of his bid. He says that at least one of the tirm of Beckwith & 
Quackenbush is interested in the New York aqueduct contract, in which the 
father of Major Lydecker also has an interest, Whether there is any other con- 
nection between the firm and Mr. Lydecker, sr., Colonel Dewees does not know. 

As to his ability to make a fair protit out of the work at ths pa atwhich he 
offered to do it, Colonel Dewees bas no doubt, and he told a Post reporter yes- 
terday that the present contractors must have made between $31,000 and $50,000. 
Their protits on the brick work alone, he said, must have been enormous, Itis 
ae for at the rate of about $ 0 per thousand, while the average cost of laying 

rick is about $14 per thousand. The concrete masonry work is done at $15 per 
cubic yard, using concrete at $l per barrel, while similar work on the founda- 
tion of the Congressional Library is done at $4.80, with cement costing about 
$2.50 per barrel. 

Colonel Dewees is a contractor of Jong experience and is an engineer by pro- 
fession, Mr. Eugene Robiuson, of Detroit, is a reputable contractor who has 
constructed some important works, among them being the great tunnel under 
the lake at Chicago from the crib to the pumping station of the water-works. 
Since the close of President Arthur's administration the attorney for Beckwith 
& Quackenbush is said to have been Mr. W.S. Bissel, of Buffalo, N. Y., who was 
a former law partner of President Cleveland. 

WILL THE GOVERNMENT LOSE ANYTHING? 

There has been considerable discussion as to whether the Government will 
lose anything Naisa by the fraud in the construction of the tunnel.: The e 
is some question as to this, Of course-the Government recognizes no subcoi.- 
tracts, and in this case will look to no one but Messrs. Beck with & Quackenbush 
or their bondsmen to make the work good. If the contractors have sublet the 
work and have been im upon by the subcontractors or their subordinates 
the opin will stili hold them responsible and call upon them to make it 
good, 

Ten per cent. of the price for the work done has been retained by the Govern- 
ment, and will of course cover part of the loss, If, however, the work is all 
or nearly all defective, it may be beyond the means of the contractors to make 
it good. In this case the Government would look to their bondsmen, and hee 
another question arises. The bondsmen for Messrs, Beckwith & Quackenbush 
went on their bond for $200,000 on the original contract, in which the lining of 
the tunnel was not contemplated. This work was let by a supplemental con- 
tract, and the question is whether the bondsimen are liable for the defects in the 
work under this supplemental contract, which was not contemplated at the 
time the bonds were signed. General Macfeely,the Acting Secretary of War, 
thinks that the Government is any protected. He said in couversation with 
a Post reporter that he had no doubt about the liability of the bondsmen for ali 
the defective work in the tunnel, whether done under the original or the sup- 
plemental contract. 

Mr. CLEMENTS. Now, I desire to ask the gentleman from Mis- 
souri whether the clause in the bill providing for an investigation au- 
thorizes an investigation of the manner of letting the contract as well 
as of the manner of conducting the work ? 

Mr. BURNES. It is the opinion of all the conferees that it does. 

Mr. RYAN. I desire to ask my colleague on the committee [Mr. 
BuRNES] whether this work is being prosecuted now under the orig- 
inal contract or under a subsequent contract? 

Mr. BUKNES, In reply to my friend from Kansas [Mr. RYAN] it 
is proper to state that at some time prior to the appropriation of $355,- 
000 the work had been suspended, and my impression is that that state 
of suspension had continued for a year or more, and that the contract 
had been practically forfeited. At all events, I believe there was no 
obligation upon the part of the Government to resume work under 
that contract, and in consequence of that it was provided in the law 
of the urgent deficiency bill that the Secretary of War might let the 
work of completing the contract to the original contractors or to any- 
body else at his discretion. 

Mr. SAYERS. Was it not also thought that inasmuch as the con- 
tractors had their plant already there, they might be able to do the 
work more cheaply than new contractors ? 


Mr. BURNES. The old contractors having their tools and their 


plant, it was deemed probable that they could afford to make a lower 
id for the work than anybody else, but we could not do better than 
give to the Secretary of War the power to receive bids and let the work 
in his best discretion. 

Mr. ROGEKS. Dees the gentleman mean to say that the original 
cantractors had forfeited their contract? 


Mr. BURNES. I have never examined that matter; but that was 
the understanding on the part of our committee. The contract was at 
an end at the election of the War Department. At least no other sug- 
gestion was made, no other impression existed so far as I know. Con- 
sequently we inserted in the bill the provision as stated, authorizing the 
Secretary of War to let the finishing contract at his discretion—— 

Mr. ROGERS. Did not the contractors give bonds for the execution 
of their contract? 

Mr. BURNES. I presume so, but have not seen them. If this last 
contract were let without bond it is to be regretted; but at present I 
can not say what security the Secretary has reserved. 

Mr. ROGERS. Has the committee called forsthem? 

Mr. BURNES. The committee called only for papers bearing ppon 
the work—its progress, character, and cost. 

Mr. ROGERS, Will the gentleman state whether or not the incep- 
tion of this work was prior to his connection with the Appropriations 
Committee? . 

Mr. BURNES. Oh, yes; several years before. 

Mr. ROGERS. Then the committee, so far as the gentleman is con- 
cerned, is not responsible for the original contracts which were entered 
into? 

Mr. BURNES. Notatall. Nor was the committee or any member 
of it at any time responsible for the original contracts, They were the 
administrative features of the enterprise. 

Mr. ROGERS. How long since this work began? 

Mr. BURNES. I think it began in 1878. 

Mr. ROGERS. Now, will the gentleman state whether or not the 
Committee on Appropriations, when they reported the provisiun author- 
izing the letting of the second contract, considered the question whether 
we were thereby releasing the original contractors from the performance 
of the work? i 

Mr. BURNES. There was no possible release of those contractors; 
and I w:ll state to the gentleman that it was submitted to the com- 
mittee that a percentage of work done and materials furnished was re- 
tained by the Government that would be good security and would cover 
all possible damages. It was also represented to us that these con- 
tractors had made a claim (which Major Lydecker, however, refused to 
recognize) for a very large amount of extra work. But this claim could 
give the Government no security for probable impending losses, as the 
ji stice of the claim is positively denied, and in the present condition ot 
the work, as we understand it, the contractors have no right to any 
compensation, 

Mr. ROGERS. Will the gentleman state whether the amendment 
embraced in this report is broad enough to authorize an inquiry into “ 
the original contract, including the question I have suggested touching 
the release and the reletting ? 

Mr. BURNES. The gentleman is so much better qualified than my- 
self to speak as to a legal proposition that in his presence I dislike to 
express a positive opinion; yet it seems to me the provision reported is 
sufficient. 

Mr. ROGERS. I appreciate the courtesy and the compliments of the 
gentleman; but I did not hear that part of the conference report read, 
and am simply seeking information, in the hope that if we go into this 
investigation (which seems to be foreordained and absolutely necessary) 
it shall be complete, and that we may fix the responsibility wherever 
it should properly fall. Perhaps it would be well to have that part of 
the report again read. 

Mr. BURNES. I think it would be. 

Mr. WHEELER. Would it not be best to let this matter go over 
until to-morrow, so that we may in the mean while give it further ex- 
amination ? Z 

Mr. BURNES. Ob, no; not at all. 

Mr. ROGERS. I hope the gentleman from Missouri will allow the 
Clerk to read again that part of this report which relat~s to the investi- 
gation of the ayueduct in Washington City. We desire to hear the 
precise language. 7 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Amendment numbered 42: That the House recede from its disagreement to 
the amendment of the Senate numbered 42, and agree to the same with an amend- 
ment as follows: In lieu of the matter proposed to be inserted by said amend- 
ment insert the following: 

` Increase of water supply, Washington, D. C.: That all work heretofore per- 
formed upon the Washington aqueduct tunnel, together with the provisions of 
any contract made for the same or any portion thereof, shall forthwith be full 
investigated by a joint select committee of six members, of whom three shall 
be members of the Senate, to be appointed by the President of the Senate, and 
three shall be members of the House of Representatives, to be appointed by the 
Speaker. Said committee shall have authority to employ a clerk and sten 
rapher and such experts as it may deem necessary fur the investigation; it 
may sit during the session of Congress or in recess, and shall have full power 
either in full committee or subcommittee to administer oaths and send for per- 
sons and papers and to conduct its investigation either in Washington or in 
such places as may be deemed necessary; it shall make full report of its pro- 
ceedings and the conclusions arrived at, with such recommendations as it may 
deem proper, to Congress on or before January 1, 1889; and for these purposes 
the sum of $5.000, or so much thereof as may be necessary, is hereby appropri- 
ated, to be disbursed on vouchers approved by said committee.” 

And the Senate agreé to the same. 


Mr. ROGERS. I observe that the organization of this committee 
will be a peculiar one; and it is barely possible that upon the question 
as to the scope of this investigation the committee might be equally 
divided. Whether under the termsof the provision just read the com- 


9142 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


OCTOBER 3, 


mittee would be authorized to go into the question of the letting of 
these last contracts might be, I think, to some extent a matter of con- 
troversy. So far as concerns the work which has been done, I believe 
the provision is broad enough in its scope; but the gentleman from 
Missouri, if he will re-examine the verbiage, will see that it speaks of 
inquiring into the ‘‘ work heretofore performed,’’ not into the letting 
of contracts. 

Mr. BURNES. It says ‘tany contract.” 

Mr. ROGERS. The committee is authorized to investigate into the 
work under any contract heretofore made, but there might perhaps be 
controversy whether the use of the word ‘* work”? would authorize the 
committee to examine into the method of letting these contracts. To 
my mind, with the evidence we have now before us, the letting of the 
contract to the present contractors is a matter which should be very 
carefully inquired into. - There ought to be, it seems to me, very con- 
clusive reasons shown to justify the rejection of the bid of parties who 
offered to do the work for $80,000 less than the persons to whom the 
contract was awarded, which seems to have been the case here. 

Those reasons, whatever they may have been, do not appear except 
in this co: dence between Dewees & Co. and the Secretary of War. 
I think there ought to be a very careful investigation into this matter. 
It has been talked, perhaps stated in the public press, that this man 
now in the management of this work, who it seems recommended the 
letting of this contract, has shown much more interest in the Metro- 
politan Club of this city, and perhaps in the ‘‘lancers’’ and the ‘‘ger- 
mans’? about the city, than in the management of this work; and when- 
ever I find a person educated at the expense of the Government, and 
charged with the supervision of works involving the expenditure of 
large amounts of money, who, instead of devoting himself to the dis- 
charge of his duties, engages in such pursuits as I have suggested to the 
neglect of his legitimate duties, and when a contract has been let under 
the circumstances stated, I desire to know whether any of the money 
has gone into his expenses at the Metropolitan Club or not. I think 
the scope of this investigation ought to be broad enough to cover that 
ground. 

Mr, RYAN. The gentleman from Arkansas will permit me to call 
his attention to the language of the amendment. While I think his 
criticism is not altogether inappropriate, that is to say, the object might 
be more clearly expressed than it is, I desire to call his attention to the 
language of the amendment, and ask whether in his judgment it is not 
sufficient? It is as follows: 


Mr. ROGERS. My criticism is entirely just, that the language of 
the amendment goes to the ‘ormance of the work and provides noth- 
ing in to the letting of the contracts. 

Mr. BURNES. I will say in reply to the gentleman from Arkansas, 
there is but one mind, as I understand it, in the House and that is 
that the investigation should be full and complete, and should cover 
the letting of all contracts, as well as the work done and the character 
of that work and the conduct of those connected with it, officially or 
otherwise. 

Mr. ROGERS. I do not think the gentleman has observed the full 
force of the suggestion I make. It is manifest the organization of this 
committee is unusual. The committee is to be composed of three Sen- 
ators and three Members, six in all. Suppose the committee should 
divide equally on the question as to the proper construction of the 
amendment, who would decide? 

Mr. BURNES. Iam advised by others better informed than my- 
self in reference to these matters, that this is the usual method in ref- 
erence to the appointment of joint committees of the two Houses. 

Mr. ROGERS. The committee might find itself divided equally, 
three on one side and three on the other; who then shall decide? 

The SPEAKER. The hour of the gentleman from Missouri has ex- 


ined. 

2 Mr. RYAN. I wish to say to my colleague on the committee, from 
Missouri, that in my judgment there is considerable force in the sug- 
gestion made by the gentleman from Arkansas. If there is any doubt 
as to the sufficiency of the scope of this amendment, in my judgment 
the report had better be disagreed to and sent back to the committee 
for further consideration. It is too important a subject for any doubt 
whatever to exist in regard to it. 

Mr. ROGERS. Iflam i 

The SPEAKER. The Chair recognizes the gentleman from Arkansas, 

Mr. ROGERS. I will yield the floor to the gentleman from Mis- 
souri [Mr. BuRNEs]. f 

Mr. BURNES. I thank my friend from Arkansas, to whom I would 
say, in answer to his inquiries with regard to the matter, that at the 
time the last appropriation was reported there was no question raised, 
no thonght and no suspicion of fraud or fraudulent practices either in 
the War Department or before Congress. Late revelations have come 
upon us entirely without previous notice or warning. We were pre- 
pared for the great expenditures, but we did not anticipate the care- 


lessness and indifference of engineers in charge of the work and by 
which the frauds reported were made possible. 

Mr. ROGERS. But my friend from Missouri will observe that in 
ordering an investigation upon a matter of such importance as the one 
here involved, the scope of the authority conferred upon the committee 
should be so full and complete as to enable an intelligent and faithful 
report to be submitted to Congress. But I will not take time to re- 
peat the statement I have already made touching the limited scope of 
the amendment, I think there should be no question as to the lan- 
guage of the amendment,’ It is now limited merely to the performance 
of the work under the contract without reference to the letting of the 
contract, I believe my friend from Missouri would act wisely, and 
the circumstances would justify him, in allowing the matter to go back 
to the committee for further consideration as to whether the language 
of the amendment does cover all that is intended to be covered in the. 
investigation. 

Mr. BURNES. Iam willing to do that. 

Mr. ROGERS. Does the gentleman prefer that I should make the 
motion or that he should make it? 

Mr, RYAN. There are other matters. ; 

Mr. BURNES. ‘I understand we can not have a se te vote on 
each one of these propositions, but the conferees can get by discussions 
an understanding of what the wish and will of the House is, which it 
is our desire to carry out. 

Mr. SOWDEN,. Will the gentleman yield to me for a question ? 

Mr. BURNES. Certainly. 

Mr. SOWDEN. I understand amendment 107 as modified ineludes; 
the claim of one of the Bell telephone attorneys, named Grosy 
Lowrey, for $911.20. I should like to know just exactly what the) 
status of the matter is, and the difference between the original amount 
and the sum agreed upon in the modified agreement. 

Mr. BURNES. The amendment to which the tleman from Pi : 
sylvania alludes was placed upon the bill in conference, on the faith ot, 
a paper presented from the Department of Justice, showing certain bal-| 
ances due to certain assistant district attorneys in South Carolina, and 
perhaps in other States. They were regularly certified by the Depart-' 
ment, and we appropriated for them because of that certification. 

Mr. SOWDEN. I would like to know whether the sum of $911.20, 
an alleged deficiency or balance claimed by Grosvenor Lowrey, a 
counsel in the Bell telephone cases, is included in the sum of Bid, é 
provided for in this amendment? 

Mr. BURNES. Yes, sir. I see in this list furnished from the De- 
partment of Justice the following: 

Fee; of district attorneys of the United States courts, etc, 

And among the names that of Grosvenor Lowrey, of Massachusetts, 
appears for $911.20. 

Mr. SOWDEN. Is that included in the $14,957.72? 

Mr. BURNES. Yes, sir. ‘That sum was added tothe amount of the 
bill. 

Mr. SOWDEN. Does not the gentleman know that there is a pro- 
test pending against the payment of this additional allowance to this 
attorney on the ground that he had charged exorbitantly and extortion- 
ately for his services ? 

Mr. BURNES. I have heard a good deal of criticism upon some at- 
torney for charges for expenses, etc., but I was not aware that this item 
of $911.20 had relation to that individual, but it is blended with other 
items, and the gentleman from Pennsylvania may be correct in his 
statement. Ido not know. I never heard of any i iia against it. 
It came to us duly certified by the acting Attorney eral. 

Mr. SOWDEN. Does not the gentleman know that this man Lowrey 
charged at the rate of $15 an hour to study up and acquaint himself 
with the intricacies of the law involved in the question he was called 
upon to assist in trying, and that he not only charged that, but charged 
$100 a day, too, while traveling from New York to Cincinnati and 
return, apd charged while there actually engaged in the service of the 
Government $500 for his services and $171 more for traveling expenses 
there and back, not including a board bill of $70, and $100 for each day 
detained there; and that the Government itself protested against the 
exorbitancy of the charges, in consequence of which his services in the 
case were dispensed with? And does not the gentleman know further 
that the present Acting Attorney-General has protested against the pay- 
ment of asingle cent more in addition to the exorbitant amounts already 
exacted and paid to this attorney? In view of these facts I would like 
to know why it is that this sum of $911.20 is included inthis amend- 
ment or modified agreement on the part of the conference committee, 
which covers the sum of $14,957.72. 

Mr. BURNES. I thinkif the gentleman will look at the report from 
the Department of Justice upon which this appropriation is made he 
will find that it is sent tous by William A. Maury, Acting rea Al 
General. But I did not stop to inquire whether Mr. Maury or $ 
Jenks or Mr. Garland signed it. I took it for granted that in the 
auditing of this $911.20 the Department of Justice had followed the 
law and that there was no question about what was due. Surely the 
gentleman from Pennsylvania is mistaken in his statement of the ex- 
traordinary amount charged for by the hour. The Department of Jus- 
tice would not audit such a claim. 
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Mr.SOWDEN. Allow me to state that this man has already received 
over $12,000 for services alleged to have been rendered by him; and I 
understand that his charges were so exorbitant—and this balance still 
remaining and claimed by him now is a part of the same character of 


charges—that the Department of Justice itself di with his serv- 
ices. I think under these circumstances the House should never con- 
sent to the allowance of this additional claim made by this attorney, 
and I hope that the repori, if it goes back to the conference, will be con- 
sidered with a view to striking it out. I hope it will be excluded. 

Mr. BURNES. I have no objection to giving the matter more thor- 
ough consideration. I know nothing of the merits or demerits of the 
claim. 

Mr. SOWDEN. I have examined it very carefully. 

Mr. BURNES. I have heard rumors of and extra charges 
and exorbitant charges in this connection, but I know nothing person- 
ally of the facts. The Department of Justice audits and certifies the 
claim or allowance in an official communication, and I trust such a 
claim as the gentleman describes would not receive such a high indorse- 
ment. 

Mr. SOWDEN. If the matter goes into conference again I hope the 
question will be considered; and the suggestion is therefore submitted 
for that purpose. 

Mr. BURNES. Iwill Jook into it. 

Mr. DUNN. I desire to ask the gentleman from Missouri as to the 
disposition of the amendment numbered, I think, 231? 

Mr. BURNES. We will reach that in a moment. 

The next proposition to which I wish to call the attention of the 
House is the proposition made by the Senate amendment to pay to the 
widow of Chief-Justice Waite $8,745, being the balance of his salary 
for one year, in consideration of the eminent services of the late Chief- 
Justice. I can say that the House conferees had and have all the sym- 
pathy for the surviving members of that family that the conferees on 
the partof the Senate have; and that they share with the conferees on the 
pors of the Senate equally in respect for this great man who is gone. 

Ve submitted a proposition to them that they might consult theirown 
Judiciary Committee, and if that committee would say there was any 
precedent for it in all of the past, we would recommend to the House 
concurrence in the amendment. 

The chairman of the Judiciary Committee came before us and frankly 
admitted that there was no such precedent; that Ellsworth and Mar- 
shall and Taney and Chase all died, leaving families in circumstances 
needing assistance, and yet that no such proposition as this was ever 
even submitted to Congress. 

Mr. CATCHINGS. Congress had never refused to makesuch an ap- 
propriation, but had not been asked. 

Mr. BURNES. No such proposition as this was ever made before 
to Congress in behalf of any one of the predecessors of Chief-Justice 
Waite; nor has any proposition been made in behalf of any of the 
widows or orphans of associate justices, or of the circuit judges or dis- 
trict judges; and I see no reason why a judge even of alower court than 
the Supreme Court might not be entitled under our system of govern- 
ment to the same consideration that is given to theChief-Justice. That 
is all I care to say. We could not recognize this principle. I would 
be as much gratified to take money and give it for the help of these 
worthy people as anybody else; but we-feel that it is not within our 
power, nor in accordance with the limitations placed upon us, as well by 
the Constitution as by the public sentiment of the country, to use the 
public money in such a way. 

The next proposition is one with regard to an indefinite appropria- 
tion of a year’s salary to the widow and children of a man in Jackson- 
ville, Fla., anemployé of the Government in the collector's office, who 
died of yellow fever and left a widow and children in destitute circum- 
stances. Again our charity was appealed to with that sentimentality 
which seems to be the highest law in another body of legislators, We 
find ne justification for such an appropriation, nor for the persistency 
with which it has been insisted upon elsewhere. The Cassibianca plea 
is urged insupportof thisamendment. Itis said he stood on the burn- 
ing deck when all but him had fied. It seems to me too absurd for 
discussion. 

Mr. SENEY. What is the amount? 

Mr. BURNES. It is an indefinite amount. It is one year's salary. 

Mr. SOWDEN. I desire now, as my friend from Alabama [Mr. 
OatEs] is in his seat, to ask him in reference to the claim of Lowrey 
of $911 and some cents, whether the Acting-Attorney-General did not 
posters against its payment? I would like the gentleman from Ala- 

ma [Mr. OATES] to corroborate my statement on that subject. 

Mr. OATES. Mr. Speaker, all I know about the matter is that I 
had a conversation with Solicitor-General Jenks, who is the Acting At- 
torney-General in this case,.and I know he stated that on account of 
the amount of the charges this attorney rendered, severed or discon- 
paaa the contract that had been made with him. That is all I know 
about it. 

Mr. SOWDEN. Thatis all I wanted to know; and I thank the gen- 
tleman for his courtesy. 

Mr. BURNES. Mr. Speaker, I would next call attention to the last 
amendment to the bill, not, however, the last to be considered. That 
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is the amendment No. 231 in regard to the Public Land Strip. The 
amendment makes no appropriation, and is an admitted attempt at 
legislation on an appropriation bill, in the face of the express rules of 
the Senate and of this House. If we are to recognize the continuance 
of this pretended right on the part of the Senate to put upon appro- 
priation bills, which must originate in this House, any kind of amend- 
ment they please, whether it is relative to an appropriation or to ad- 
ministration, it wili not be long until such bills will be loaded with 
all the legislative propositions pending in that body, because it is a 
much easier method of legislation than can be had by a fair observance 
of well-settled principles and policies of legislation. Thatis one objec- 
tion to this proposition, Another objection, sir, is that it undertakes 
to disregard the principle of allowing the people of a community, as 
far as possible, to govern themselves. 

These people in this Public Land Strip have expressly desired to have 
a Territorial organization; and as a last resort, if that be denied them, 
they do not desire, as I understand, to have the laws over them admin- 
istered from the State of Kansas, Kansas is my neighbor, and Kansas 
people are generally my friends and acquaintances. I do not desire to 
say that this feeling of the people in that territory against Kansas is 
right or wrong, but my information is that it is intensely hostile to the 
proposition to be annexed to Kansas for any purpose. And in the Pub- 
lic Land Strip there is an uneasiness with regard to the disposition ot 
the lands, including townsites. It has been said that there are schemes 
and plots and counterplots in Kansas, on the border, and elsewhere, that 
cause that uneasiness. It may be that that feeling of uneasiness is 
without proper cause, but as it exists and the people have asked for a 
Soot jurisdiction over them, I think the amendment should be re- 
sisted. 

I say this without any disrespect to the State of Kansas, whose laws, 
I presume, are about as as the laws of any other State, unless it 
be Missouri. [Langhter. 

Mr. RYAN. I will say to the gentleman that this proposition does 
not extend the laws of the State of Kansas over the Public Land Strip 
atall. Itsimply extends the laws of the United States for the pun- 
ishment of public offenses over this strip and attaches it to the Federal 
judiciary of Kansas for administration. . 

Mr. BURNES. Ofcourse. But Kansas officials are put over them, 
and practically to them the secret is the same. 

The United States judges of Kansas, in the administration of the laws 
you place in operation in this Strip, are, in the minds of the people there, 
a part of Kansas, Kansas laws and institutions. They may be unrea- 
sonable, but they want something else. They seek, first, local govern- 
ment; and, secondly, aconnection, if local self-government is not attain- 
able, with the State of Colorado. 

Mr. PETERS. Mr. Speaker, I am somewhat conversant with the 
situation, because No Man’s Land lies immediately adjacent to my 
district. So far as the wish of the people upon that Strip is concerned 
as to whether they shall have a Territorial government or shall be at- 
tached to any other portion of the United States, their main object is 
to get some law. They have no law at present. A change is neces- 
sary, not only for the interests of the people on that Strip, but also for 
the interests of the people of my district and of my State. Doubtless 
many gentlemen will remember some murders of citizens of Kansas that 
were committed on this No Man’s Land Strip during the past summer. 
The victims were citizens of my district. There was a controversy 
in a county bordering upon No Man’s Land, a difficulty growing out or 
a county-seat fight, and one party of men went down into the No Man’s 
Land Strip for the purpose of avoiding a conflict, and another party fol- 
lowed them for the purpose of bringing on a conflict. The result was 
that these murders were committed, and there was and there is nolaw 
to punish them. My own State has made considerable of an investi- 
gation in reference to the power to punish the men who have committed 
these offenses, and I believe it is conceded by the best lawyers who have 
examined the question that there is no law for the punishment of an 
offense committed upon this Strip. These murders were committed 
within 8 miles of the Stateline, within 8 miles of organized communi- 
ties, organized counties and townships, and the result of this state or 
things is that the people of No Man’s Land have come to the conclu- 
sion that they must have law of some kind or else their property and 
their lives will be at the mercy of any band of ruffians that may come 
down there. 

Mr, DUNN. Does the gentleman from Kansas [Mr. PETERS] think 
that if this amendment should be agreed to it would have a retroactive 
effect and allow grand juriés to go into that Territory and indict men 
for past offenses? 

Mr. PETERS. Oh, no; I donot think it could have any such effect 


as that. 
A ea LANHAM. But it might have a very desirable prospective cf- 
ec : 

Mr. PETERS. Yes. Now, the object of this proposition is to afford 
the people some temporary relief. Iam, as most of the members of 
this House are, strongly in favor of the Oklahoma bill. I desire the 
formation of a Territory there. I desire the passage of any legislation 
that will give those people the protection of the United States laws, if 
it be only such a measure as this, to afford the people some temporary 
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relief. The very fact of the extension of the laws of the United States 
over that strip would have a tendency to check the commission of crimes 
aud would also have the effect to break up the rendezvous of horse- 
thieves and other criminals that now exists there and can continue to 
exist in defiance of law. Im an hour’s ride they can go up into Kansas 
and steal a horse and get back into this strip, and there is no power be- 
neath the flag to go in there and arrest them. 

Mr. DUNN. Isuppose that people from Kansas could go down 
there and steal a horse, too. [Laughter.] 

Mr. PETERS. But they do not want to do it. 

Mr. RYAN. And if any one should do that, the moment he brought 
the stolen property into our State he would be arrested and punished. 

Mr. PETERS. Yes, if a horse was stolen there our State law would 

unish the thief, and it gives jurisdiction to punish him in any county 
into which the property is taken. 

Now, the objection is urged that these people in No Man’s Land de- 
sire to be attached to the State of Colorado. So far as that is con- 
cerned, I do not believe the people of Kansas care about it one way or 
the other. 

Mr. RYAN. Nota straw. 

Mr, PETERS. They do not care whether the jurisdiction is given 
to Colorado or to the Territory of New Mexico or to Arkansas, or to 
any other State. What the people of Kansas desire is that this strip, 
which is now the rendezvous of horse-thieves, murderers, and scalawags 
of every class from all over the United States, may be placed under the 
Jaw so that that nest of thieves may be broken up. 

Mr. SPINOLA. Why not bring in a bill for that purpose? 

Mr. PETERS. A bill was passed in the Forty-ninth Congress pro- 
viding for this very relief. It went to the President two days betore 
the close of the session and for some reason or other he did not have 
time to examine it, or at all events it did not meet Executive approval. 

Mr. SOWDEN. Is there not a bill pending now in this Congress for 
the same purpose? 

Mr. PETERS. There is a bill now pending for substantially the 
same purpose, but there is no possible chance to secure any legislation 
of that kind at this session unless it be secured on an appropriation bill. 

And I may say, in answer to the gentleman from Missouri, that I 
presume one of the reasons why the Senate put this amendment on the 
bill was the necessity of some provision of this kind, and the belief 
that no other relief could now be afforded. 

Mr. HOOKER. Isthe bill to which the gentleman has referred the 
one which was reported by the gentleman from Indiana, Mr. HOLMAN? 

Mr. PETERS. Iallude to that bill. 

Mr, SOWDEN. The Oklahoma bill would also give the people this 
relief. 

Mr. PETERS. Yes, sir; either of those bills would give the people 
of No Man’s Land and the citizens of Kansas the relief they desire; 
but it is apparent that neither of tnose bills can possibly puss at this 
session. Upon the Oklahoma bill, as well asupon the bili reported by the 
gentleman from Indiana [Mr. HOLMAN] the question of ‘‘no quorum”? 
has been raised, consequently the only hope for relief is through some 
measure of this kind attached to an appropriation bill. This, as I have 
suggested, was undoubtedly the motive which actuated the Senate in 
placing this provision on the bill. 

Mr. SYMES. Does not this provision also extend the land laws of 
the United States now in force to No Man’s Land and attach it to the 
southwestern land district of Kansas; and would not that resultin the 
acquirement of pre-emption titles to the whole of that Public Land 
Strip, although the policy of this House, as evidenced in connection 
with Judge Holman’s bill, and particularly in connection with the 
Oklahoma bill, is that only homesteaders shall acquire title there? 
Are we not therefore by this provision proceeding to revolutionize a 
policy in favor of which the House has declared itself? 

Mr. PETERS. That is a rather long question. 

Mr. SYMES. I knew the gentleman had a long head, which I 
thought could hold a long question. 

Mr. RYAN. Does the gentleman want an answer? 

Mr. SYMES. Ido. 

Mr. RYAN. If my colleague [Mr. PETERS] will allow me, I will 
say it is true thata part of theamendment does extend the land laws ofthe 
United States over that territory and attach it to the southwestern dis- 
trict of Kansas for entry purposes. But I think it proper to state that 
the Senateconterees intimated to the conferees on the part of the House 
their perfect willingness to surrender that feature of this amend- 
ment. 

Mr. SYMES. Isit understood that the conferees on the part of the 
House desire the Senate to surrender that portion of the amendment ? 

Mr. RYAN. I think that at least a majority of the House conferees 
desire them to surrender the whole amendment, 

Mr. PETERS. I wish to state in this connection that so far as No 
Man’s Land is concerned I would not favor any provision which would 
be at all in conflict with the policy of this House as evidenced by the 
discussions here in connection with the Oklahoma bill and on other oc- 
casions. I am opposed to the pre-emption feature; I am opposed to any 
other policy in this respect than that which has been foreshadowed by 
the Oklihoma bill. But that is a matter which could be agreed upon 
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in conference. What I am pleading for is simply that this question be 
permitted to go back to the conference committee, so that this amend- 
ment may be changed in such a way as to conform to the policy of the 
House as expressed upon this subject. 

Mr. HERBERT. I wish to inquire whether there is any difference 
between this provision and the provision on the same subject contained 
in the bill reported by Judge HOLMAN ? 

Mr. PETERS. Yes, sir; there is quite a difference. 

Mr. HERBERT. I mean do they not agree in respect to the exten- 


sion of the laws of the United States over the region of country re- * 


ferred to? 

Mr. PETERS. The provisions of thisamendment do not go as far as 
the provisions of the Holman bill. 

Mr. PERKINS. The Holman bill provided for local government, 
while this does no such thing. It simply extends the laws of the 
United States temporarily over the territory and attaches it to Kansas 
for jurisdictional purposes. That is all there is in this amendment. 

Mr. RYAN. All that the Senate conferees insist upon is that the 
laws of the United States for the punishment of public offenses shall 
be extended over this territory, and that it shall be attached to Kansas 
for the purpose of the execution of those laws. The Senate, I pre- 
sume, would not insist particularly upon this territory being attached 
to Kansas, but would perhaps be equally willing to attach it to Texas, 
Colorado, or New Mexico. What the Senate conferees insist upon is 
that the people in this territory shall have the protection of Federal 
law with reference to the punishment of crime. 

Mr. PETERS. I believe that what the people of No Man’s Land 
desire as a measure of temporary relief is that there shall be some law 
extended there for the protection of the community; and that is what 
my people desire. So far as concerns the question of acquiring land 
there—whether it be acquired under the homestead law or otherwise— 
I am willing that question should be settled in the future either by the 
passage of the Oklahoma bill or by some other legislation. What we 
desire is that the protection of the law shall be extended over this body 
of land lying immediately adjacent to Kansas; and this, I believe, is 
what the people of No Man’s Land desire. They are more urgent in 
regard to having some law extended there which will protect their per- 
sons and their property, which will punish thieves and murderers, than 
they are in relation to the acquirement of real estate, in respect to 
which they believe that the passage of the Oklahoma bill or some simi- 
lar measure at the next session of Congress will give them proper relief. 

I thank the gentleman from Missouri [Mr. BURNEs] for his courtesy, 
and yield him back the floor. 

Mr. BURNES. I yield to my colleague[Mr. MANSUR] for ten min- 
utes, 

Mr.MANSUR. Mr. Speaker, before proceeding to address the House 
I will in the first place ask for the reading of what took place in the 
Senate concerning this matter. It is short. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Mr, PLUMB, I was instructed by the Committee on Public Lands to offer this 
amendmentto cover an emergency which exists in regard to the strip known as 
No Man’s Land. By some oversight that strip has not been included in any ju- 
dicial district of the United States, and, while there are 6,000 or 7.000, or per- 
haps even 10,000, people on that Strip. they have no means of protecting their 
rights to life or property, and no means of acquiring title to the lands on which 
they have settled, ` 

A year ago last winter the Senate passed a bill which the House finally con- 
curred in, which went to the pep aoc tege! ey of days before the adjournment 
of the session in March, but the President did not sign it. That bill is in sub- 
stantially the terms of this amendment which I have pro . During this 
session the Senate has passed two bills with reference to this subject, one to ac- 
complish what is proposed by this amendment, and another to attach the Strip 
permanently to the State of Kansas, The other House has acted upon neither, 

This arrangement is a temporary one. I have little doubt myself thatin due 
course of time this Public Land Strip will be incorporated in whatever Terri- 
tory may be formed out of the Indian Territory, but in the mean time it is a 
Botany Bay for all that section of country, About two months ago some six or 
seven people were killed at one time in that territory. The dispatches say 
that some sixteen or seventeen others have been killed since that time, Law- 
less characters from the whole country around go into that Strip and prey upon 
the adjoining portions of Texas, New Mexico, Colorado, and Kansas. 

Mr. Kaamos Does the amendment propose to extend the jurisdiction of the 
courts 

Mr. Pome. It proposes to extend the jurisdiction of the United States courts, 
and it provides for the survey of the land. It provides that these people may 
make entries under the homestead law in the adjacent district of Kansas, That 
will not be inconvenient to them, because all the business can be done by mail, 
and before the time when these entries are required to be made, as they can 
only be made in five years, undoubtedly Congress will act in such a way as to 
make some permanent disposition of this territory. 

Mr, CULLOM. All I desire to say is that this Congress certainly ought not toad- 
journ without doing something to protect those peuple. 

Mr. PLUMB. This amendment, of course, is out of order as much as anything 
can possibly be; but I very much hope that in view of the circumstances ot the 
case and the very great emergency no point of order will be made upon the 
amendment, It meets with the unanimous concurrence of the Public Lands 
Committee. The subject has been prs sented to the Committee on Appropria- 
tions, and no member of that committee, I think, will make a point of order. 
Th'sappears to be the only possible chance of obtaining any legislation which 


will protect the lives or the property of the people who are living on that Strip, 
or the lives or the property of the ple who live adjacent thereto, and who 


are being preyed upon by lawless characters who make their headquarters on 
that Strip. 


Mr. MANSUR. Mr. Speaker, the people of the district I represent 
have a large interest in this matter also. 1 think I am within the 
limit when I say there are five hundred men in my district waiting 
each day for the organization of the Territory of Oklahoma to cast in 
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their destinies with that new municipality. In addition to that I have 
seen a petition signed by 3,000 to 4,000 voters in my district in favor 
of the organization of the Territory of Oklahoma. There are other 
petitions aggregating over 6,000 or 7,000 signatures praying for that 
form of organization and government to be extended over this land in 
eonnection with the west part of the Indian Territory. And I offer 
the statement of these facts as a partial explanation of the interest I 
take in this proposition. 

Now, in the Senate, as‘stated by the gentleman from Kansas [Mr. 
PETERS}, that is the explanation of the position upon which most ex- 
traordinary legislation on the part of that body is sought for the pur- 
pose of giving law to a portion of our common country which appar- 
ently in all past legislation has been ignored. Whatever may have 
been the condition of affairs there heretofore the condition of affairs 
now seems to be much better than it was. About September 15 a ter- 
ritorial convention was held in No Man’s Land. It assembled after 
full notification. It was advertised. It met and passed resolutions. 
They selected again as delegate to represent them before this Congress, 
as far as he could, O. G. Chase. I have read letters from Mr. Chase 

ing this people, and there is no reign of terror in that land. 

But let me read the proceedings of that convention. They are as 
follows: ` 


NO MAN'S LAND—A TERRITORIAL CONVENTION NOMINATES OFFICERS AND ADOPTS 
STRONG RESOLUTIONS. 
Braver, No Man’s LAND, September 17. 

Inclosed I send you the platform adopted by the Oklahoma Territorial conven- 
tion which assembled here lastSaturday. Theconvention had been welladver- 
tised, and was a and enthusiastic fathering of the friends of Territorial 
government. John Dale, who had been in Washington during the winter help- 
ing the Kansas annexation and Cherokee Live-Stock Association in their 

emes for town-site, scrip, and other speculations, was present, and in a 
lengthy speech attempted to capture the true friends to home rule and convert 
them to his way of doing business, but he failed, and was invited to sit down, 
and left the room in disgust. 

0. G.C was nominated as a delegate to the Fifty-first Congress. A full 
Territorial ticket for the third annual council was also putin the field, and it 
was generally that nine-tenths of the population prefer to remain as we 
are rather than yield to the Kansas annexation schemes. 

A large number of old soldiers were also present and organized a post of the 
Grand Army of the Republic on the same day, which brought out scores of 
army flags and many greetings amid old army friends, 

The platform of principles is as follows: 

“ Resolved, That this convention, having been called by notices inserted in 
each of the or eben sed published in this Territory. does Berny heartily indorse 
the action of our Territorial council in its wisdom in adopting the Colorado 
laws, as enunciated in council bills Nos. 9 and 10, and that we furthermore in- 
dorse our friends in their successful effort in adding section 18 to the Oklahoma 
bill, authorizing the governor of this new Territory to adopt the Colorado laws 
for it until the islative Assembly shall otherwise provide. 

K, That the Territorial party will in the future act as it has done in 
the past, and constantly insist upon local Territorial government authorized b 
Congress to secure for our people schools, courts, and a United States land of- 
fice within our borders, the same as other Territories have. 

“ Resolved, That we earnestly recommend a full, free, and honest vote be had 
in each precinct in this Territory at the November election for all Territorial, 
camry se and precinct officers, and that returns be made to the council meeting, 
held in Beaver on the first Wednesday in December, as prescri! in council 
bills numbers 7 and 10, pages 116 and 128, Territorial Records. 

“ Resolved, That we congratulate ourselves upon the successful establishment 
of law in No Man’s Land, which is res and obeyed better here than are 
the laws in States om sepa and that we implore Congress to lay aside strife, 
envy, tariff, and political bogodiae long enough to give us the long-looked-for 

much-coveted aforesaid lation and backing. 

“ Resolved, That we ask our friends to keep an eye single to the wants and 
necessities of the 15,000 people who, in the language of Hon. WILLIAM Ai. 
SPRINGER, ‘have made such laudable efforts to create a republican form of gov- 
ernment in No Man's Land.’” 

When this question was raised four or five days ago the distinguished 
chairman of our Committee on the Public Lands, the gentleman from 
Indiana [Mr. HOLMAN], got up and stated he would oppose this meas- 
ure, I will read what then tuok place from the RECORD, page 9863. 
Here it is: 

Mr. Hotman. I wish to adda word. That so much of the amendment as pro- 
ps to attach the Public Land Strip to any portion of the State of Kansas will 

as strenuonsly objected to by myself as by any other member on the floor. 
If the Land Strip is to be organi: into a land district at all it should be a sep- 
arate district. It contains three and a half millions of acres, and I am confi- 
dent when the subject is carefully considered the House will not consent to add 
it to any of the adjacent territory. I shall object to any other arrangement 
than that I have indicated. 


Mr. PETERS. Will the gentleman allow me to ask him a question? 

Mr. MANSUR. Yes, sir. 

Mr. PETERS. Would there beany objection if the amendment only 
extended the laws of the United States so far as crime is concerned over 
No Man’s Land? 

Mr. MANSUR. Yes, sir; and I will explain the reason why. 

Mr. PETERS. I hope it will be done. 

Mr. MANSUR. Yes, sir, I will explain; and I desire first to call the 
attention of the gentleman to another resolution adopted at the same 
convention at Beaver: 

Resolved, That we congratulate ourselves upon the successful establishment 
of law in No Man’s Land which is respected and obeyed better here than are 
the lawsin States adjacent; and that we implore Congress to lay aside strife, 
envy, tariff, and political prejudice long enough to give us the long-looked for 
and mnch coveted aforesaid legislation and backing. 

That is to say they want a Territorial organization of their own, and 
in that feeling I participate. Now, as I have said, the statements made 
by the distinguished Senators from Kansas and Illinois, which have 
been read in the hearing of the House a few moments ago, indicate that 
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they put their action upon the basis of peace and pacification for the 
people there. But the people themselves deny it. They say it is not 
on that ground at all, but as this resolution indicates, that they want 
a separate and distinct organization of theirown. And more than that, 
Mr. Speaker, this Territory if putinto this condition, in my judgment, 
with all the land laws of the United States in force, and authority for 
the Secretary of the Interior to proceed and survey the lands and make 
the lands subject to the present laws of the United States, is in direct - 
conflict with the terms and provisions of the bill known as the bill for 
the organization of the Territory of Oklahoma, and isso considered by 
the friends of that measure; and therefore as the friends of that bill, 
and speaking for them, we are prepared to fight this provision to the 
hitterend, Iknow I canspeak in this regard for the gentleman from Iowa 
[Mr. StruBLE} who sits in front of me; the gentleman trom’ Arkan- 
sas; the gentleman from Wisconsin, and other distinguished gentlemen 
who are not now present, and it will certainly take a quoram of this 
House to pass this measure through it. 

Mr. PETERS. I should not support that amendment of the Senate 
myself, so far as that is concerned; but the suggestion—— 

Mr. BURNES. After the statement of my colleague, debate is en- 
tirely unnecessary, in view of his declaration, and I think the House 
is perfectly willing to let it go. 

Mr. MANSUR. Very well; although I have not concluded what I 
had to say, I am perfectly willing and content to let the matter go with 
that understanding. 

Mr. BURNES. Of course, I do not desire to prevent my eolleague 
from continuing his remarks if he wishes to proceed further. But de- 
bate is unnecessary. 

Mr. SYMES. Will the gentleman from Missouri allow a question? 

Mr. MANSUR. Certainly. f 

Mr. SYMES. Do you propose to insist upon the presence of a quo- 
rum if the Senate amendment is simply to extend jurisdiction over that 
territory for the punishment of crimes, and not in any way attaching 
to it another land district or extending the land jurisdiction over it? 

Mr. MANSUR. Yes, sir; in any event. The Oklahoma bill has the 
right of way, and we have by a poll of the House ascertained that over 
two hundred members—— 

Mr. PELEKS. As Iunderstand the gentleman from Missouri, then, 
he proposes to punish the people in my district. to make a little capital 
for another measure pending in Congress. 

Mr. DUNN. Let the people of your district stay at home. 

Mr. PETERS. They do stay at home. It is not my people whoare 
making this difficulty. It is the outlaws in this No Man’s Land who 
are placed beyond the reach of criminal jurisdiction. 

Mr. MANSUR. My position isthis: that the Oklahoma bill has the 
tight of way. Now, if we are correct in our information, two-thirds 
or more of the House are in favor of its passage. Having the right of 
way at the opening of the next session of Congress, it will have its day, 
and filibustering in a full House will neither delay its passage nor 
beat it. 

Mr. PETERS. Butis it not true that every friend of the Oklahoma 
measure from the West, and especially from Kansas, in this House 
would vote for the Oklahoma bill as quickly and readily if this feature 
or amendment in relation to crime in No Man’s Land was put into 
this bill or into a separate measure? 

Mr. MANSUR. No, sir; and I call the attention of the gentleman 
to the resolution of September 15, passed at this meeting. in which the 
people there expressly deny that they are willing to be attached to any 
other public land district. 

Mr. PETERS. And I venture to say in response to the gentleman, 
and I know it is a matter of fact, for I have been amongst them, that 
the people of No Man’s Land are about equally divided on the ques- 
tion, and the convention to which he alludes expressed the convictions 
of a large minority of the citizens, but not the convictions of a ma- 
jority of them. They are divided upon this very question now just 
as they were two years ago, when they sent here two delegates, one in 
favor of annexation to Kansas and another in favor of the separate or- 
ganization of the territory. 

Mr. MANSUR. But heres the action of an organized convention, 
in which Mr. Dale, one of the very parties that you refer to, who came 
here and advocated your own views, was hissed for expressing annexa- 
tion sentiments. Now, what authority has the gentleman ior saying 
that it was a minority of the people and not a majority of the citizens 
of that Territory who were represented in that convention ? 

Mr. PETERS. Because the very same element that met there 
passed a resolution that sent one of these delegates to Congress. The 
other convention has not met yet and we have not heard from the 
other side. 

Mr. MANSUR. When were you last there? 

Mr. PETERS. Last week. 

Mr. HEARD. Will my colleague allow a question? 

Mr. MANSUR. Certainly. 

Mr. HEARD. I understand the resolution as read by my colleague 
to be directed to the extension of the Jand laws over that district. 

Mr. MANSUR. We object to that because the people object—— 

Mr. HEARD. But my colleague does not permit me to finish, He 
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does not understand me. -Isay the objection I understand you to read 
from the resolutions adopted there was the adoption of the ex- 
tensionof the land laws and not against the jurisdiction of the Federal 
courts, k 

Mr. MANSUR. Yes; against the whole thing. 

Mr. HEARD, .Then my colleague did not read that far; he only 
read part in nse to a question. 

Mr. MANSU. I will read it: 

Resolved, That the Territorial party will in the future act as it has done in the 
past and constantly insist upon local Territorial government authorized by 

Jon. to secure for our people schools, courts, and a United States land office 
within our borders, the same as other Territories have. 

Mr. HEARD. They insist upon a Territorialorganization. I under- 
stand that; and I stand with him willing to give that to these people; 
but what I undertake to say as a friend of Oklahoma is that I do not 
see howit would militateagainst that organizationif until we get enough 
members of this body present to pass the bill we should give them now 
the protection which is proposed by this bill. Therefore I am in favor 
of giving to them the protection which is tied by the institution 
of some court which will administer the Federal law for the prevention 
and punishment of crime. I am also in favor of giving them a Terri- 
torial form of government at the earliest practicable date. 

Mr. MANSUR. Within ninety days we can give to Oklahoma a 
Territorial organization, so far as the action of the House is concerned, 
and those blessings which will flow from that form of government are 
tenfold greater than those which would follow the acceptance of this 
proposition. 

Mr. HEARD. Let us give them both. 

Mr. PERKINS. Will my friend yield to me for one question? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The time of the gentleman has ex- 
pired, and this debate is all proceeding by unanimous consent. 

Mr. PERKINS. The question I desire to ask is, ifin the opinion of 
the gentleman from Missouri [Mr. MANSUR] he understands that the 
people of Oklahoma would not desire the laws of the United States ex- 
tended over them temporarily pending the consideration of the organi- 
zation of a Territorial form of government for them ? 

Mr. MANSUR. My understanding is that with the hope of having 
the Oklahoma bill at an early day in the next session they pre- 
fer to let the matter stay as it is. That is the latest information I 
have. 

Mr. BURNES. If my colleague is through I desire to yield ten min- 
utes to the gentleman from Texas [Mr. LANHAM]. 

Mr. LANHAM. Mr. Speaker, I may not possibly be able to submit 
what I desire to state to the House in that length of time, because what 
I will offer is largely com of evidence which I desire the House to 
hear. Now, I agree with the statement made by the gentleman from 
Kansas [Mr. PETERS] to the effect that it is absolutely necessary that 
some sort of criminal jurisdiction should be enforced within this tract 
of country known as *‘No Man’s Land.” 

Mr. HOOKER. How many people are there on it? 

Mr. LANHAM. I do not know. I have seen various estimates 
about it. I represent a district bordering in part upon this region, and 
for the last eight or ten months I have received frequent and numer- 
ous complaints from a part of my constituency concerning the depre- 
dations committed upon them by parties coming down from ‘* No Man’s 
Land” into Texas. Now, I do not care where the jurisdiction may 
go—whefher it is Colorado, Kansas, New Mexico, or anywhere else— 
but there seems to me to be an absolute and pressing necessity that some 
political organization should haye criminal jurisdiction, at least tem- 
porarily, over this region. 

Now, let us for a moment see what is this ‘‘No Man’s Land.” In 
the report of the Secretary of the Interior, submitted at the beginning 
of this session, I find the following: 

PUBLIC-LAND STRIP. 

Because of its anomalous condition, this portion of the public domain should 
receive the prompt attention of Congress. This tract of land is bounded on the 
east by the Indian Territory, on the north by Kansas and Colorado, on the west 
by New Mexico, and on the south by Texas. It isa little over 168 miles long 
from east to west, and a fraction over 34 miles in width from north to south ; 
contains 5,738 square miles, or 3,672,640 acres. Excluded from the boundaries 
of these States and this Territory, it has always been outside of any political 

urisdiction. It is simply a part of the public domain, over which the land laws 
ve not been extended, and within the limits of which no tribunal, civil or 
criminal, has jurisdiction to protect property or punish crime, 7 

The territory should’ also be pee under some political organization, so 
that civil and criminal law may be properly administered therein. 

I do not think the gentleman from Kansas [Mr. PETERS] has at all 
ex: rated the conditions of lawlessness which obtain in ‘‘ No Man’s 
Land” and the country immediately adjacent thereto. As I have 
stated, for the last several months I have received complaints from my 
constituents as to the situation there. I hold in my hand a letter ad- 
dressed by General Henry E. McCullough, the State land agent of 
Texas, to the governor of Texas, on 5th December last, and by him re- 
ferred tome. I read from that letter this statement: 


I find a strip of land about 30 miles wide extending all along the north end of 
the Pan dle, known as the “ Neutral Strip,” which seems to belong to no 
country, State or Federal—at least, no government seems to ex any law- 
ful control over its citizens, or rather in) tants, and from all I can learn there 
is a collection of lawless men from all parts of the world on it, and our people 
complain of their depredations, in this, that some of them come down into 
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stock ranges in the Pan Handle with their Winchesters, axes, and wagons 
“hunting,” when there is little or no e, camp in out-of-the wa: and 
when they start back always have their wagons well loaded with wood, and it 
is believed that some, ifnot all, of them have some fresh beef under the wood; 
and some of these people make a practice of coming down regularly into our 
border counties and cutting and hauling off the best cedar and other timber that 
Ss railway and school lands, and none of our people seem to feel at 

berty to interfere with them in any way, and without they are backed by 
some State authority they will hardly undertake it. - 


Mr. DUNN. Is it necessary to extend the laws of the United States 
to the Public Land Strip to prevent the commission of crime in Texas? 

Mr. LANHAM. _I hope the gentleman will wait until I get throngh 
with the evidence that I desire to submit. I send to the Clerk’s desk 
to be read an article found in the Fort Worth Gazette, coming from a 
correspondent at Mobeetie, Tex., a few days after the date of the letter 
which I have just read from General McCullough, and which was sent 
from the same place. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


SHEOL IN NO MAN’S LAND—THE PUBLIC LAND STRIP OVERRUN WITH THIEVES 
AND RUSTLERS—MURDERS OF DAILY OCCURRENCE—A GENERAL DEMAND FOR 
CONGRESS TO PLACK THE PUBLIC LAND STRIP UNDER STATE OR FEDERAL SUR- 
VEILLANCE—CATTLE KILLED FOR THEIR HIDES—THE EARLY DAYS OF CALI- 
FORNIA REVIVED—SPECINEN CASES OF CRIMES. 

[Correspondence of the Gazette.] 
MOBEETIE, TEX., December 12. 
A stockman from Hansford County is here to find out what  pamacncon ns any, 
ean be invoked from the Federal or State authorities nst the Sarees of 

a band of thieves and rustlers who are operating in the Neutral Strip. Thestate 

of affairs existing along the northern border of Texas, as reported by him, is 

most pooner and deplorable. Cattle which drift across the line into the Strip 
are killed for their hides or a choice piece of steak by the rustlers, and their car- 
are strewn thick upon the prairics like those of the buffalo some years 


ago. 

The offenders are well known, but the Strip hoe 2 absolutely without law 
and under the jurisdiction of neither the State nor Federal Government, they 
are insolent and defiant. <A few days ago one of them, in response to a warn- 
ing to cease his misdoings, sent word to the cattlemen that they ought to arrest 
him if they could, The cattlemen along the border are very much worked up 
over the situation, and say that unless Con: does something speedily they 
will be compelled to take the law into thelr own hands, The only form of a 
eourt existing in the Strip is a vigilance committee, which seems utterly power- 

to cope with the lawless clements, which, on account of the shelter Koffers 
to criminals, have flocked in there from all quarters. Murders are almost of 
daily occurrence, and the murderer, if he is a dangerous and has 


friends, goes scot free. 
‘The report of a horrible baie dow’ comes apis some stockmen who drove to 
market thro the Strip a rt time ago. vo men killed a boy, a sheep- 


herder, who, it seems, was suspected of stealing sheep. They demonstrated 
to the satisfaction of the vigilance committee that the deed was done in self-de- 
fense, and after an acquittal lynched two men and a woman, the father and 
mother of the boy and a party living with them, A few weeks ago a man who 
had established a claim and built a dug-out made a trip out of the Strip, and on 
returning found an occupant in his dug-out who refused to give itup. Anal- 
tercation ensued, the result of which was that the pray baarr ed was killed. 
His slayer retreated to the dug-out of a friend, and when the vigilance commit- 
tee came after him was so well intrenched that they had to retreat without him. 
These are cases of crimes which are of o; occurrence, 

The reports which reach the press from the Strip are few and m r, and 
thus the public has been left in the dark as to the actual condition of affairs. 
Settlers are filling it up very fast, and with the assistance of the Federal author- 
ities they would soon beableto rid it of the rustlers. The law-abiding elements 
are looking anxiously forward to some action by Congress at its mt term. 
If they should be disappointed there is a strong probability that the early days 
of California will be revived by concerted action of the law-abiding elements. 


Mr. LANHAM. A dispatch published recently in the Dallas News 
contains this statement: 

The governor has Jetters from the Pan Handle complaining that desperate 
thieves and robbers from No Man's Land are coming down into the border 
Texas counties and stealing stock. Owing to their numbers and the sparse 
population of the Texas counties, they are able to get off with their plunder to 
market. A company ofrangers is asked for to protect the settlers, butat present 
the governor can not spare a company for that distant service, 

Only a few days ago I received a letter from T, J. Fagan, the county 
attorney of Lipscomb County, Texas, from which I will read the follow- 


ing extracts: 

We of this ty are bounded on the north by No Man’s Land and on the east 
by the Terri . Depredations of every r are almost of daily occur- 
rence, and the officers are powerless to prevent them, Only this morning 


(September 17) a poor man called to see me whose son had been foully shot down 
and killed in the Strip. Of course I could do nothing for him. * * * Horses 
and cattle are taken from our citizens daily. 

Mr. Speaker, I have produced these statements and letters to empha- 
size the necessity of having some character of criminal jurisdiction en- 
forced within this Territory. Something must bedone. It is manifest 
to every one who has given any attention to the situation that there is 
no possibility of passing the Oklahoma bill at this session of Congress. 
These murders and depredations are of daily occurrence. What objec- 
tion can there be, then, to giving to these people the relief which they 
so much need and for which they constantly appeal? 

Here is a large territory where the people who inhabit it have neither 
the restraints nor the protection of any laws, State or Federal. The 
people themselves of this region, as well as the citizens of adjoining 
States; need that some authoritative jurisdiction should be asserted— 
some power ought to be competent to punish the crimes committed in 
this territory—and there ought to be something done whereby criminal 
process can reach those offenders who violate the laws in Kansas or 
Texas and take refuge in this lawless country. Depredations of every 
character, it seems, are being perpetrated both within and without this 
neutral strip, and the offenders can bid defiance toany jurisdiction. If 
these conditions continue the worst of consequences may obtain. 
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Invasion and retaliation will be the ouy resources left = barred who 
are being iled of their property, and any good people who may 
reside in this territory will inevitably feel fhe terrible effects of such 
a course. A reign of terror will ensue, and the life and eS. of 
no man will be safe. In the presence of such an urgent demand for 
the force and authority of the criminal law it is but a poor answer to 
a suffering people at this juncture to bid them wait for the organiza- 
tion of the Territory of Oklahoma. 

As before stated, it is not material as to where jurisdiction may be 
lodged—whetherin Kansas, Colorado, or Texas; it may not be specially 
important just now as to the adoption of any particular system of land 
laws for ‘* No Man’s Land.” That may be deferred fora future time. 
But it is of the highest importance that the lives and property of the 
people should be preserved, spoliation and bloodshed avoided, and the 
wholesome exercise of the criminal laws enforced; and the sooner this 
is doune the better. 

I am not actuated in these remarks by a spirit of antagonism to the 
Oklahoma bill, but because I am convinced of the necessity for speedy 
action. The measure proposed may be limited to purposes of tempo- 
rary relief, and in no way obstruct the future policy of Congress as to 
the organization of Oklahoma Territory. The committee on confer- 
ence can abandon that feature of the Senate amendment which treats 
of the ‘‘privileges and benefits of the land laws,” and confineits opera- 
tion alone to the extension of criminal jurisdiction over this Territory 
as a measure of tem relief. 

Mr. BURNES. 
rado [Mr. Symes]. 

Mr. SYMES. Mr. Speaker, it isa very unfortunate thing for many 
people in that part of the country, as well as for the people at large, 
that the Oklahoma bill did not become a law at this session of Con- 
gress. However, it can not now become a law, and the responsibility 
for its failure rests with the gentlemen who saw fit to demand a quo- 
rum when it was impossible to get one here during the long and tedi- 
ous course of the present session. I, have gone as faras any gentleman 
in the endeavor to pass that bill, because in all its provisions it is one 
of the best and most important measures for the people that has come 
before Congress for years. Nevertheless, sir, I now face the fact that 
it can not become a law at this session, and we find in this strip ofland, 
140 miles long and 30-odd miles wide (the peculiar character of which 
I have described to the House on different occasions during the last 
three years) a crying necessity for some law. 

The people there are without law or order. Murders are committed 
upon border of my State of Colorado and upon the border of the 

+ Btate and the district of the gentleman from Kansas [Mr. PETERS], and 
there is no law to punish the murderers. The question is, what shall 
be done in the interim between this time and the meeting of the regu- 
lar session of Congress in December, when we shall have a quorum and 
when we ean pass the Oklahoma bill? Shall murder run riot? Shall 
horse-stealing continue to be the ‘* business,’’ as some claim it is now, 
of 10 per cent. of the people in that region, and shall there be no au- 
thority to punish that or other crimes? I trust that state of things is 
not to continue. I would object and demand a quorum before I would 
allow any amendment to the deficiency bill to go through here which 
would extend the pre-emption law, or any other land laws, over No 

Man’s Land, as is now proposed by the amendment sent here by the 

Senate; but the gentleman from Kansas [Mr. RYAN] has explained, 

and I have understood from other gentlemen concerned in the confer- 
ence report, that the Senate will not insist upon that. 

The question now is simply this: Shall we extend United States 
Federal court jurisdiction over No Man’s Land and attach it to South- 
western Kansas, for the purpose of punishing crime and restoring and 
porig order in that territory until the next session of Congress? 

will not take the responsibility of opposing such a proposition as that. 

I advocate and urge upon the House the importance of such a measure. 
I have received letter after letter on this subject; I have received reso- 
lutions on this subject; I am familiar with what has been read here by 
gentlemen who have preceded me; but I will not weary the House by 
going over the details. It has become a notorious fact, familiar to all 
of us, that murder, horse-stealing, and other crimes have come to be 
the order of the day there, and we ought to extend some court juris- 
diction over that region until we meet in the next session of Congress, 
when the Oklahoma bill can become a law. 

Mr. Speaker, in closing, let me repeat what I have previously said 
upon this floor, that this strip of territory called No Man’s Land, with 

its lawlessness, is abont as free from crime as that portion of the 
so-called Indian Territory over which we have been trying to extend 
the Oklahoma bill, carrying with it civil law and government. We 
have been violating, ever since the treaty with the Indians in 1866, an 
express provision of that treaty which guarantied our extending court 
jurisdiction over that benighted country for the protection of the native 
Indians, the half-breeds, and the white men. 

Crimes have been common for years in that part of the Indian Ter- 
ritory known as the Cherokee Strip, the Oklahoma country, and other 

portions outside of the five civilized tribes. Warrants are issued and 

the marshal and his posse from the western district of Arkansas go to 
make arrests. The officers are often resisted, and additional murders 


Inow yield five minutes to the gentleman from Colo- | lan 


committed before the arrests can be effected. The expense to the 
United States is enormous. This trouble will continue until local gov- 
ernment and local courts are organized in that country. Itis to be 
hoped another session of Congress will not pass without such legisla- 
tion. 

Mr. BURNES. I yield ten minutes to the gentleman from Missis- 
sippi [Mr. HOOKER]. 

Mr. HOOKER. Mr. Speaker, I have not been able to see any rea- 
sons why the laws of the United States should not be extended over 
this No Man’s Land as proposed in the amendment reported by the 
conference committee. Ihave heard a great deal about men being 
very much in love with other people’s land and desiring to acquire it 
but there seem to be more people in love with this No Man’s 
than I have ever heard of as being in love with anybody’s land. 
(Laughter. ] Eee 

Now, I can not conceive why any one can possibly object to extend- 
ing over that region the jurisdiction of the laws of the United States 
for the punishment of crime and the regulation of civil rights. I had 
hoped that probably there might be a very happy solution of the diffi- 
culties arising with regard to No Man’s Land (which seems to produce 
so much trouble) by an equitable division of this territory between the 
States of Kansas, Colorado, and Texas; and we might give Arkansas a 
small strip of it if the gentleman from Arkansas [Mr. DuNN] does not 
object. 

Mr. DUNN. Your friends, the Indians, stand between us and that 


d. 
Mr. HOOKER. And I hope they will always so stand. 

Mr. SYMES. As the sole Representative from the State of Colorado, 
I wish to say that we do not desire any portion of No Man’s Land. 
We are generous, and are willing it should be given to the poor people 
who choose to go West as pioneers. 

Mr. HOOKER. Some gentlemen insist that we ought not to extend 
over this territory the jurisdiction of the laws of the United States 
for the punishment of crime. Why? Because they want the Terri- 
tory of Oklahomaestablished! Thatisa singular reason for not agree- 
ing to the report of this committee. Because youcan not make a Ter- 
ritory of it you object to extending the laws of the United States over 
this strip of land which now has pot the benefit of those laws ! 

Why, sir, this strip of land would make a yery queer looking Ter- 
ritory—a Territory 30 miles wide and 148 miles long! This strip of 
Tand is to be organized into a Territory and then into a State; for I 
take it for granted, ifit ever be made a State, it will not include any 
more land than what is now called No Man’s Land. I believe thata 
better disposition of it would probably be to cut it up and attach it to 
the coterminous States, extending over it the laws of those States re- 
spectively, as well as the laws of the United States. Butif thatis not 
agreeable to gentlemen here, there certainly can be no objection to 
extending over that territory the laws of the United States for the 
punishment of crime. If there exists there all the crime that is stated, 
and if the character of the population is such as itis said to be, there 
should be no objection to extending over that territory the laws of the 
United States for the punishment of crime as proposed in the report of 
the conference committee. 

But, Mr. Speaker, what sanctity invests No Man’s Land, and what 
reason is there that while you may makean organized Territory of it, you 
can not extend to it the land laws of the United States—the homestead 
law and the pre-emption law? Is there any such sanctity attaching 
to this region that the laws which apply to other lands of the United 
States should not be applied there? No Man’s Land is spoken of as a 
Territory. Itis nota Territory yet; itisnothing; it ismo man’s land; 
it is a nonentity; you can not designate it as a Territory. What is 
there so sacred about this No Man’s Land that the land laws of the 
United States should not be extended over it, or that the instruments 
of the surveyor can not be put upon it to determine what it is and what 
are its boundaries? What is there so sacred about it that citizens ot 
the United States should not be permitted to establish homesteads 
there, when the Government of the United States has surveyed the 
land? Iam not aware that there is anything peculiar about this No 
Man’s Land distinguishing it from other lands of the United States; 
and I can not understand why the land laws of the United States should 
not apply there. 

I have no objection to the proposition as it comes from this commit- 
tee; but if it be deemed objectionable, it certainly can not be objec- 
tionable simply to extend over this region of country the laws of the 
United States for the punishment of crime, for the secuigty of life, lib- 
erty, and property. 

As to the Oklahoma bill, which gentlemen say they are going to pass, 
it has not passed yet. It may pass at the next session beginning in 
December, but it must go through other ordeals than this House be- 
fore it can become the law of the Jand. It must stand the test of ex- 
amination in the other branch of the legislative department; and then 
it must stand the scrutiny of the Chief Executive. Sothateven when 
you have a quorum, it does not follow that this measure is to become a 
law. I will say that I doubt very much the wisdom of passing any 


measures which are to become laws of this country without the pres- 
ence of a quorum. If the requirement of the Constitution making a 
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majority of the whole body necessary for a quorum be wrong, change 
it; but so long as that provision exists, it is to my mind exceedingly 
questionable whether any law should go upon the statute-book which 
has not received the sanction of at least a quorum as now called for by 
the terms of the Constitution and the organization of this House. 

But I can see no objection to the proposition as it comes from the 
conference committee extending the criminal laws of the United States 
over this region of country; and I understand that gentlemen on the 
other side agree with mein this particular. I think that our conferees, if 
this matter should go back for reconsideration in conference, ought to 
be instructed toagree to the proposition to extend at least the criminal 
laws of the United States over this region. For myself, I do not see 
any particular reason why the land laws of the United States—the 
homestead, and pre-emption laws—should notapply there, giving pref- 
erence, if you choose. to persons who have already located land in ae- 
cordance with those laws. 

If there be bona fide settlers to any extent give them that prefer- 
ence if they havea right toit. Isee no reason why the land laws of 
the United States should not apply to this nondescript territory as they 
do to the defined and surveyed boundaries of other Territories. This 
is all I desire to say. : 

Mr. BURNES. I yield now for ten minutes to the gentleman from 
Arkansas [Mr. DUNN]. 

. Mr. DUNN. Mr. Speaker, I do not desire to use the whole ten min- 
utes. Iam satisfied I have very fixed and stubbora objections to this 
amendment, because, first, upon the excellent ground upon which the 
objection was placed by the gentleman from Missouri (Mr. BURNES] 
in charge of the bill, it comes as an amendment to an appropriation 
bill when it contains no appropriation, butis legislation pure and sim- 
ple in violation of the established rules of both Houses. Those of us 
who have been in Congress long have seen the vicious results of legis- 
lation on appropriation bills, and in every case we have heard it justi- 
fied on the plea of emergency. 

This Public Land Strip has been there in the same place it is now ever 
since 1846; ever since it was wrested from Mexico. The surrounding 
States have not been terrorized by the inhabitants who live upon it. 
They must be a wonderfully orderly people for self-government. They 
have not attracted the attention of the country by the enormity of their 
crimes, 

Mr. SYMES. Will the gentleman allow me there? 

Mr. DUNN. No; Icannot yield. The complaint made by the gen- 
tleman from Kansas [Mr. PETERS] is that a party of Kansas citizens 
went down there fleeing from the fury of their neighbors, and that their 
neighbors followed them and killed them. He then says these people 
go upinto Kansas and commit crimesupthere. I want to know if the 
extension of the laws of the United States over the Public Land Strip 
can give jurisdiction to try people for offenses committed in Kansas and 
Texas? Now, the lawsof the States are ample for this purpose. It is 
in violation of the wishes of the people who live on this Strip, who are 
entitled to their own local government. 

Mr. PETERS. Will the gentleman allow me to ask him a question? 

Mr. DUNN. No, lean not yield. It places them under the juris- 
diction of a remote court, some one told me probably 300 miles dis- 
tant from them. The expense of administering the laws will be ex- 
traordinarily great and extraordinarily precarious. People from the 
Territory will be arrested and dragged this great distance to be tried 
before a jury of some other vicinage and not that of the offense. It 
violates the whole spirit and genius of our Government, of local self 
government, of autonomy for the Territories and for the States. It 
gives the people about the Kansas land office a chance to make one 
universal grab of all the lands before the people of the Territory will be 
apprised of the fact they are in a land district. 

We all know, who have been at all intimately connected with the 
management of the Oklahoma bill, that this scare has all sprung up 
since that bill came up. Ifthe complaint urged by gentlemen in the 
surrounding States could be considered as retributive justice pursuing 
those who have defeated the passage of the Oklahoma bill, then the 
gentleman from Mississippi [Mr. HookER] and his friends would bave 
my profound sympathy. They are vials of wrath laid up for them 
against the day of judgment. 

Mr. HOOKER. Pour them out. [Laughter.] 5 

Mr. DUNN. Weall know there isone element greater and stronger 
and more powerful than all others in defeating the passage of the Okla- 
homa bill, and that is the great cattle syndicates of Texas who are graz- 
ing their cattfe upon the Cherokee Strip. 

Mr. LANHAM rose, 

Mr. DUNN. Ido not yield. They are there. They are the ene- 
miesof the Oklahoma bill. They donot want the people there. These 
cattle-grazing contracts and leases are now expiring, and it is all-im- 
portant to defeat the passage of the Oklahoma bill. I am told the Sec- 


retary of the Interior has notified Chief Mayes, of the Cherokee Nation, 
to make no more contracts or leases, and that if he does they will not 
be respected, and that those who undertake to lease those Jands may 
expect local government will be organized for that Territory. 
Now, Mr. Speaker, I desire to say here, and I mean it all, that no 
-expedient of this kind, after the filibustering experience encountered 


by the Oklahoma bill, shall go through this House without a quorum 
to carry it through; and every argument made here in favor of this 
measure is tenfold stronger for local government for these people living 
thre and on that territory; and I serve notice now upon all who may 
be interested in this measure that it can not pass until there is a 
quorum to pass it. 

Mr. BURNES. I now yield one minute to the gentleman from Kan- 
sas [Mr. PETERS]. 

Mr. PETERS. Mr. Speaker, a few moments ago I made a reply to 
the gentleman from Missouri [Mr. MANSUR], as I understood his ques- 
tion. In the course of the discussion I understood him to ask me when 
I had been in my district. I answered ‘‘Jast week.” Iam now in- 
formed that his question was when I had been in No Man’s Land. I 
misunderstood his question, therefore, I desire to make this correction. 

Mr. BURNES. Iam guite satisfied, Mr. Speaker, that further dis- 
cussion on this item would be a useless consumption of time in view 
of the assurances of gentlemen of known character and integrity as to 
their views upon it, and I will therefore pass irom it and call attention 
to the next provision, which is amendment numbered 41. This is a 
proposition to appropriate $2,500 to employ a certain counsel in the case 
of Samuel Strong, I believe, against the District of Columbia. The 
conferees have not agreed with regard to it, simply because they could 
not understand exactly what they should do, but probably mainly be- 
cause of certain public assurances which were given by the conferees 
to the distinguished gentleman from New York [Mr. Sprnona.] For 
the purpose, therefore, of redeeming the promises and assurances made 
to him, as we had to report a disagreement anyway, we have therefore 
brought that provision back as a subject of di ment, although I 
think, in fact I know, that the conferees on the part of the House and 
Senate could have agreed upon a proper settlement of the amendment. 
But, for the purpose of giving the gentleman from New York an oppor- 
tunity of explaining bis position and views upon the subject, it is here 
on a disagreement, and I yield to him now so much time as he may 
desire. 

Mr. SPINOLA. Mr. Speaker, when this bill was before the House 
the gentleman from Maryland submitted an amendment, which the 
Senate has added to the bill. The House, by an overwhelming vote, 
after a fail discussion of the question on its merits, rejected the propo- 
sition for two reasons; one based upon the facts of the case, and the 
other that it was new legislation, and hence it was ruled out. 

This is new legislation upon this bill, incorporated by the Senate. 
The facts of the case are these: Samuel Strong had a claim against the 
District of Columbia, arising from work performed and material fur- 
nished in making certain improvements for the District. The claim ` 
was a very large one. Work had been performed by him under con- 
tracts, some twelve or thirteen in number, between the District and 
Mr. Strong, under the provisions of which-he was to receive his com- 
pensation in the current money of the United States; and it was also 
provided in the contracts that Mr. Strong should pay the men employed 
by him in the same kind of money. : 

Mr. Strong did it, but the District of Columbia never paid him one 
solitary dollar in the current money of the United States. On the con- 
trary, it forced him to accept in lieu thereof certain certificates issued 
by the District, against which he protested, but he was compelled to 
accept them in order to try to relieve his necessities, he having ex- 
pended all of his own available money in the prosecution of the con- 
tracts up to that time. These certificates were hypothecated in the 
banks of this city, and the commissioners of the District of Columbia 
pledged their honor as officials and men that when the paper became 
due for which the certificates were pledged they would take up the 

per and redeem the certiticates. They never took the paper up. 
‘The certificates were sold at 45 and 50 cents on the dollar, and that is 
the only compensation Mr. Strong ever received for the vast amount of 
work performed and material furnished. 

The case went into the courts, and on four different contests Mr. 
Strong beat the District every time, never once losing a suit—three 
times in the courts of law and once before a reference composed of three 
referees. But each time by some technicality the District, by its rep- 
resentatives, had the findings or verdicts set aside, throwing the case 
back; and it has been lingering in this way for some fifteen years, un- 
til Mr. Strong has reached the age of eighty years. This Congress passed 
a joint resolution providing for the appointment of three arbitrators to 
settle the question and to determine what, if anything, was dne to him, 
and if anything, to provide the money to pay him, or if nothing was 
due him to let the fact be known. The President approved that bill 
and appointed the arbitrators, and the District, through its attorney, 
applied to this Honse for an additional appropriation of $2,500 to de- 
fend or protect the District before the arbitrators. 

Now, sir, the law as it stands to-day, provides some $10,000 or $12,- 
000 for the support of that branch of the government of the District of 
Columbia, that is to say, the legal side of it. The district attorney of 
this city and his assistants are the proper persons to protect the Dis- 
trict in all suits of this character. But since the appropriation was 
made the arbitrators have met and the District was represented by its 
attorney, and it took a much shorter time than wasanticipated. After 
sitting for five days the court adjourned, both sides being fully heard, 
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and heard on the side of the District of Columbia by its regular and 
legally constituted representative, the district attorney for this Dis- 
trict. 

Therefore there is no useatthis present time of including an appro- 
priution in any bill to pay for any extra counsel in connection with 
that case. It is a subject that certain gentlemen of this city have 
availed themselves of for the last fourteen or fifteen years, and on which 
they would apply to Congress for a special apecortiee to test the 
case of Mr. Strong, and, as the figures will show, some thousands of 
dollars have been spent in thatconnection. Now, the case is closed for 
the present with leave to file briefs on both sides with the referee, and 
there is no longer any necessity for this appropriation. 

Mr. RYAN. May I ask whether the award is to be final? If itis 
final, it terminates the whole question. 

Mr. SPINOLA. If anything is coming to him, which is undoubt- 
edly the case, the referees will say what it is to be. 

Mr. RYAN. ‘The right of appeal does not exist. 

Mr. SPINOLA. No, sir. Therefore I would suggest the propriety 
of not taking up the time of the House with this, and the conferees 
on the part of the House should be requested to suggest to the Senate 
the propriety of striking out this item. It is only a small one, but 
small ones nevertheless grow larger. 

Mr. BURNES. The conferees on the part of the Senate and House, 
it is due I should say, have been considerably exercised over this mat- 
ter. This litigation between the District of Columbiaand Mr. Strong, 
or rather by Mr. Strong against the District of Columbia, has been 
running on here, as alleged, for fifteen years in civil suits, one of which 
lasted here about three months. 

Mr. SPINOLA. For Seventy-nine working days. 

Mr. BURNES. For seventy-nine working days, as stated by the gen- 
tleman from New York. While the case was in that condition and 
while the counsel for the District of Columbia were confident that they 
were in the right, as we are advised, a resolution passed through the 
Senate providing for an extraordinary tribunal for the termination of 
this lawsuit. The resolution declared that this litigation should be 
taken out of court, taken away from the right of appeal to the Supreme 
Court, and committed to arbitrators to be appointed by the President 
of the United States. This resolution, thus passed through the Senate, 
was in some way through the House. 

I doubt if any gentleman present can recollect the circumstances of 
its passage. Nevertheless it became law. A week or ten days ago the 
arbitrators were appointed; but before they were appointed the con- 
ferees in conference regarded the situation as somewhat grave and 
serious, and concluded that the attorney who had made this case his 
special study and who had been in it from the commencement should 
be retained—what his name is I do not now remember. The District 
commissioners thought so. We thought so. We thought the best we 
could do in defense of the rights of the District of Columbia was at 
least to appropriate a suitable sum to employ the attorney who of all 
others was best qualified to try the case before the arbitrators. Before 
we had reached any determination the distinguished gentleman from 
New York [Mr. SprnoLa] informed us that the arbitrators had met, 
heard the case, and adjourned, and had directed briefs to be forwarded 
to them. 

Now, thatis the situation. The amount involved is generally believed 
to be a half million dollars. A claim amounting to half a million of 
dollars that has been in the court for fifteen years is, it is said, thus un- 

` ceremoniously and speedily disposed of, without the aid and assistance, 
so far as the District is concerned, of the attorney who knows most about 
it. Notwithstanding its adjournment and notwithstanding what my 
friend from New York says, I think that this lawyer ought to be re- 
tained, and that he ought to pursue these arbitrators, if necessary, to 
their homes, either individually or collectively, and get before them 
ano rights of the District of Columbia as against the plaintiff, Mr. 
trong. 

Mr. ROGERS. Will the gentleman tell me what he means by the 
arbitrators adjourning? 

Mr. BURNES. I have just stated what the gentleman from New 
York [Mr. SPINOLA] has said on that subject. I know nothing in the 
world in regard to it except what the gentleman has stated. 1 under- 
stand from the gentleman from New York that these arbitrators, ap- 
pointed probably a week or ten days ago, have already had a meeting 
in the city, have had before them some one representing the city and 
some one representing Mr. Strong; that they have had some sort of 
hearing and have adjourned, gone to their homes, and requested those 
having briefs to file to send them to them at their homes. 

Mr. ROGERS. A board of arbitration is simply a court, and until 
the award is made and the board of arbitration is dissolved there is no 
reason why briefs can not be presented or any other matter pertinent to 
the matter under arbitration, and the fact that they have adjourned and 
gone home can not cut the Government out from a hearing. 

Mr. BURNES. I think not; and for that reason I suggest that this 
provision ought to be made. I hope my friend from New York [Mr. 
SPINOLA] will be perfectly willing, in that spirit of fairness which has 
always characterized him, to allow this provision to be made for the 
payment of this lawyer, who is the only one thoroughly acquainted 


with the case, I trust he will interpose no opposition. If this provis- 
ion is not made I have information which leads me to believe that the 
conferees on both sides will agree to report a provision repealing the 
joint resolution creating this board of arbitration. 

Mr. SPINOLA. Mr. Speaker, in order that the gentleman from Mis- 
souri and the House may understand the position of this question, I 
will state that it was no momentary hearing that was had before the 
arbitrators, It took one day to arrange the manner in which the case 
should be presented, and, after that was done, two days were allowed 
to each side. Each side occupied its full two days, and there isno other 
gentleman in the District of Columbia so well qualified, in my judg- 
ment, to handle the case on that side as was the assistant District at- 
torney who appeared there on behalf of the District. He had his fall 
two days, and the other side had their two days, and they have agreed 
now to submit their briefs to the arbitrators, who will take them up, 
together with all the evidence and all the law governing the case, and 
examine them at their homes, and then return here to give their de- 
cision. There was no extra counsel called in. There was no extra 
counsel retained. 

The gentleman referred to by my friend from Missouri [Mr. BuRNES] 
(I think Miller is his name) had been retained by the District of Co- 
lumbiaand had drawn annually a certain amount of money for appear- 
ing in this case; but whenever he appeared the assistant District attor- 
ney appeared also, and was as familiar with the law and the facts in 
the case as any human being could be with any question of that char- 
acter; and, in my judgment, no man could have presented the case of 
the District more ably than did Mr. Davis, the assistant District attor- 
ney. Therefore there is no longer any necessity for this item remain- 
ing in the bill. Ifthere was any necessity I would withdraw my ob- 
jection to it. Who is to receive this money if it isappropriated? We 
shall simply putit in here to be raided upon in the future and probably 
drawn from the Treasury upon some pretext or other. 

The amount is only $2,500, and I have no particular objection to it 
if the House is willing to let it go in, but I do not see any occasion for 
it. Mr. Strong was thrown out of court four times. The long trial 
referred to by the gentleman from Missouri [Mr. BURNES] lasted sev- 
enty-nine working days, and then the judge took the case from the 
jury upon the ground that the contracts were null and void from the 
fact that there was no appropriation made for their execution at the- 
time they were created. The case was appealed to thecourt in banc, 
who unanimously reversed the judgment below. Subsequently there 
was another trial, extending through three weeks, and the court above 
set the verdict aside upon the ground that the trial judge was drunk 
when he charged the jury, notwithstanding the fact that the whole 
twelve jurors made affidavit that they had never seen him intoxicated 
upon the bench. 

But the object of the whole proceeding was to keep this man out of 
his money. There was a determination that he should never receive 
a penny of what was due him, notwithstanding the fact that he had 
sacrificed his entire fortune in the performance of these contracts and 
had never drawn a solitary dollar in money from them. 

Again, when the three referees heard the case, the hearing occupied 
eighteen months, and when they rendered a verdict in favor of Mr. 
Strong, that was set aside upon the ground that they had not allowed 
the full face value of the certificates of the District of Columbia. Mr. 
Strong had been forced to take those certificates, and the referees gave 
the District credit for what the certificates sold for under the hammer, 
45 cents on the dollar; but the court set aside the finding upon the 
ground that the referees should have allowed the full face value of the 
certificates. - 

The same thing is required by this arbitration, and by that means 
this man will lose $100,000, He received about $200,000 in certifi- 
cates, but he did not realize more than about $45,000 from them. 
These are the facts. If the Senate think that by any threat on their 
part to repeal this arbitration they can compel the passage of this 
amendment, I will say to them now that they will not pass this bill this 
session unless they have a quorum here. I, for one, have had enough 
dictation from that end of the Capitol. They have made interpola- 
tions into bills here time after time. 

Into one bill in reference to guns and fortifications they undertook 
to graft something which no man here fought with more determina- 
tion than did my friend from Missouri [Mr. BURNES]. Now, sir, I am 
perfectly willing that justice shall be done in this matter, and that is 
all that we have asked for. I have known Mr. Strong from boyhood, 
He is from my own State. I can recollect him perfectly well for the 
last fifty years of my life, and a more honest and upright mechanic 
never trod the earth. He built the wings of this Capitol, and if you 


-can find a better piece of work anywhere on the-face of the earth I 


should like to have it pointed out. No fault was ever found with his 
work under those contracts; they were approved and accepted at once, 
He has never had a lawsuit against him in all his Jong life as a public 
builder, although he has built some of the finest structures in this 
country. But in this case there has been a disposition and a determi- 
nation on the part of the District of Columbia to rob him of what justly 
belonged to him. 

That determination has led to this controversy. When the resolu- 
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tion was before this body the subject was fully discussed. - The gentle- 
man from Illinois [ Mr. Payson] and I debated it here for an hour and 
a half, and other gentlemen also took part in the discussion. It was 
discussed almost as fully as any ordinary bill that has come before the 
House for action at any time this session when I have been present. 

Therefore I do not see any necessity for making this appropriation; 
yet I shall not oppose it any further. If the committee think proper 
to put it in, let that be done, and we will take our chance of action on 
the subject hereafter. 

Mr. BURNES. I now desire to eall up the amendment making an 
appropriation for Chinese indemnity. 

The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman desire to have the amend- 
ment read? 

Mr. BURNES. No, sir. I call it up at the instance of the gentle- 
man from California [Mr. MCKENNA ]—not that I care to have it con- 
sidered particularly, but to give him the opportunity to be heard 
upon it. 

Piir. MCKENNA. - What does the gentleman mean by saying that he 
does not care to have the amendment considered ? 

Mr. BURNES. I mean that the conferees are practically agreed 
with regard to it; and unless some gentleman desires to show we are 
in error, and does it, we are likely to adhere to our action. 

Mr. MCKENNA. I do not think that this Honse will concur in that 
amendment; for with the evidence now before the House I can not 
conceive why it should doso. The question has not been considered 
or reported by any committee properly so called of this House. I know 
of no foundation for the presentation of this provision at this time, ex- 
cept possibly a line or two in the President’s recent message on this 
subject. He says: 

Therefore I recommend that, without reper pdep wag dos. pip odeed therefor, 
bat because it was stipalated in the treaty which has ed to take effect, and 
ina spirit of humanity befitting our nation, there be appropriated the sum of 
$276.619.75, payable to the Chinese minister at this capital on behalf of his Gov- 
ernment as full indemnity for all losses and injuries sustained by Chinese sub- 
jects in the manner and under the cire mentioned. 

Mr. SAYERS. Has not the gentleman some printed evidence of an 
arbitration of this matter? 

Mr. MCKENNA. An arbitration? 

Mr. SAYERS. _ I mean a consideration of the matter by the execu- 
tive branch of the Government. 

Mr. MCKENNA. Ihave not any evidence—— 

Mr. SAYERS. Have you not the document in your hand? 

Mr. MCKENNA. I really have some doubt to what the gentleman 
refers; I think there may be some misunderstanding. I have in my 
hand Executive Document No. 272. 

Mr. SAYERS. That is what I mean; there is no misunderstanding 
between us. 

Mr. McKENNA. This is a statement of claims submitted by the 
Chinese minister, I suppose, to Mr. Bayard, Secretary of State. It is 
entirely ex parte; it comes entirely from Chinese sources. This matter 
may have been investigated by Mr. Bayard; as to that I can not speak. 
It was recommended to be paid in the treaty recently negotiated, and 
the treaty contained a stipulation that this payment should be in full 
indemnity of all deman But, Mr. Speaker, that treaty has been 
rejected by the Chinese Government, hence the clause providing that 
this payment shall be in full indemnity for all demands is not obliga- 
tory on their part. 7 

It may be said that if we appropriate this money and it be accepted 
the Chinese Government would accept it upon the terms in which we 
appropriateit. But there is no necessity yet of appropriating it. In 
the Forty-ninth Congress, Mr. Speaker, there was a recommendation 
to pay $147,000 as indemnity for what was called the Rock Springs 
massacre in Wyoming Territory. It was then declared that there was 
no legal or moral obligation on the part of this Government to pay that 
money, and it was also distinctly declared the payment should not be- 
come a precedent. In opposition to that measure I took occasion to 
say in substance that if its passage was a good precedent it ought to be 
followed, and if a bad precedent it was sure to be followed. Sir, we 
now have it followed. Was ita good precedent or a bad precedent? 
The same declaration accompanies this reeommendation—that it must 
not become a precedent; that this payment is made not because we are 
under any legal obligation to make it, but simply because it is befit- 
ting the nation that, weshould do so. This declaration that it is befit- 
ting the nation to pay this money is one of strong appeal to all of us. 
But, Mr. Speaker, I do not exactly know where we are going to stop. 
It has been declared to-day on the floor of this House by the gentle- 
man from Kansas [Mr. PETERS] that a group of men went down into 
No Man’s Land, followed by another crowd of men, and that some 
were killed. Would it be proper for us upon an appropriation bill to 
. make provision for paying the heirs of those persons killed in No Man’s 
Land, over which no court has jurisdiction, and over which this Gov- 
ernment declines to extend its criminal statutes? 

Where are wetostop? It was said in the last Congress that we should 
stop with the action then taken. We now find this claim of $276,000 
presented in this Congress. Is there to be another such claim in the 
next Congress ? = 


I think, Mr. Speaker, we ought at least to wait a little while. This 
Chinese matter is not yet settled. It has advanced far, and I am sure 
is going to advance further; but there-is a great deal yet to be done, 
The bill known as the ‘‘Scott bill’? which we passed, which was also 
passed by the Senate and approved by the President, is no complete 
settlementof this question. That legislation possibly fails with the act 
to which it was amendatory, which expires in about four years. Hence, 
that is but a temporary measure. It may he that further negotiations 
will be undertaken; and itis certain that further legislation will be 
enacted, because further legislation is necessary. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, as there is no legal obligation on our part to pay 
this money, as the Chinese Government, without any excuse whatever, 
according to the message of the President, has refused to ratify a treaty, 
some clauses of whith they proposed themselves, and which, as the 
President in substance says, they gave us to understand would be satis- 
factory to them—as this clause of indemnity was embraced in that 
treaty, and they have voluntarily rejected the treaty, I do not think 
they have any claim upon us which should induce this Government to 
make haste to grant this appropriation for the indemnity of Chinamen 
who are supposed to have suffered in the remoter sections of this coun- 


I have no desire to obstruct any measure by what are called dilatory 
tactics, by insisting upon a quorum, as I could do; for, Mr. Speaker, 
I do not believe in that style of action except in very extreme cases. I 
assume that members who are now present are fairly representative of 
the sentiment of this House; and I therefore assume that what com- 
mends itself to their judgment would commend itself to the judgment 
of a full House; that the House and country would be satisfied with 
their action. Hence I shall submit the question to the House, deficient 
in numbers as it is, on the statement, and if they choose to this 
appropriation, or rather concur in this amendment, if they have the 
power to do it, they must take the responsibility of doing it. 

Mr. BURNES. The next proposition will extend beyond 5 o'clock, 
and therefore with a single remark on this Chinese amendment I think 
I shall moveanadjeurnment. The conferees were not inclined to make 
this appropriation until the receiptof the President's message, butafter 
the suggestion of the President and the further suggestion on the part 
of the State Department both sides agreed to the amendment. We 
would like to have the opinion and the judgment of the House, as I am 
sure neither side is quite clear or decided whether this appropriation 
should now be made or not. 

It will be remembered in the treaty just rejected by China there was 
a provision which, while it denied the validity of the claims, contained 
æ proposition to pay them $276,274. The rejection of that treaty by 
China leaves the subject of this payment a liability denied by sugges- 
tion, in the treaty, but appropriated for, notwithstanding the rejection 
of the treaty. We have agreed to this appropriation. But we ask the 
judgment of the House. We are desirous of knowing the extent of the 
objection to this appropriation. I now move the House adjourn. 

The motion was agreed to; and accordingly (at 4 o’clock and 35 min- 
utes p. m.) the House adjourned. 


PRIVATE BILLS INTRODUCED AND REFERRED. 


Under the rule private bills of the following titles were introduced 
and referred as indicated below: 

By Mr. T. J. CAMPBELL, of New York: A bill (H. R. 11547) grant- 
ing an honorable discharge toCharles Dyer—to the Committee on Mili- 
tary Affairs. 

By Mr. GROSVENOR: A bill (H. R. 11548) granting a pension to Eva 
M. Brown—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 11549) granting a pension to Stephen P. Collins— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 11550) granting a pension to Alexander Wilson— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 11551) granting a pension to Adam Darling—to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 11552) granting a pension to Catherine Ritchey— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 11553) granting a pension to Amanda A. Riley— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 11554) granting a pension to Jane M. Cram—to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. HARMER: A bill (H. R. 11555) granting a pension to John 
B. Wright—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. MAISH: A bill (H. R. 11556) for the construction of a com- 
prehensive system of under-ground wires for telegraph and telephone 
service to connect the several Departments and bureaus with the Capi- 
tol at Washington City—to the Committee on Appropriations. 

By Mr. McCREARY: A bill (H. R. 11557) granting ar increase of pen- 
sion to James McLaughlin—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. MORRILL: A bill (H. R. 11558) to increase the pension of 

A. Demander—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. RUSK: A bill (H. R. 11559) for the relief of Jesse Williams— 

to the Select Committee on Indian Depredation Claims. 
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PETITIONS, ETC. 


The following petitions and papers were laid on the Clerk’s desk, 
under the rule, and referred as follows: 

By Mr. HARMER: Petition of citizens of the Fifth district of Penn- 
sylvania, against the admission of Utah with polygamy—to the Com- 
mittee on the Territories. 

By Mr. PERKINS: Evidence in support of the bill granting a pen- 
sion to George D. Imel, of Kansas—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 


sions, 

By Mr. ROBERTSON: Petition of Levi Starn, East Feliciana Parish, 
Louisiana, for reference of his claim for stores and supplies used by 
the United States Army during late war to the Court of Caims—to the 
Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. WHEELER: Petition of Mrs. Cassa Simpson, of Lauderdale 
County, Alabama, for reference of her claim to the Court of Claims— 
to the Committee on War Claims. 


SENATE. 
THURSDAY, October 4, 1888, 


Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. J. G. BUTLER, D. D. 
The Journal of yesterday’s proceedings was read and approved. 
PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 

Mr. CAMERON presented a petition of citizens of Apollo, Pa., pray- 
ing for the repeal of that portion of the internal-revenue law which 
classes druggists as wholesale liquor dealers; which was referred to 
the Committee on Finance. 

Mr. VANCE presented a memorial of W. L. Lassite and 57 others, 
citizens of Northampton County, North Carolina, praying for a certain 
amendment to the interstate commerce law; which was referred tothe 
Committee on Interstate Commerce. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 


Mr. CHANDLER, from the Select Committee on Indian Traders, to 
whom were referred the following bills, reported them without amend- 


ment: 

A bill (S. 3582) to authorize the sale of timber on certain lands re- 
served for the use of the Chippewa bands of Indians in the States of Wis- 
consin and Minnesota; and 

A bill (S. 3583) regulating the allotment of lands in severalty to In- 
dians. 

Mr. SAWYER, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom was re- 
ferred the bill (S. 3529) granting a pension to Miss Elizabeth E. Tuttle, 
reported it with amendments, and submitted a report thereon. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the bill (H. 
R. 6334) for the relief of Isaac Roshon, reported it without amendment, 
and submitted a report thereon. 

Mr. WALTHALL, from the Committee on Mili Affairs, to whom 
was referred the bill (H. R. 483) for the relief of Elizabeth Jones, 
widow of John Jones, deceased, and to place the name of said John 
Jones on the muster-rolls of Company B, Second Regiment North Caro- 
lina Mounted Infantry, reported it with an amendment, and submitted 
a report thefeon. 3 

Mr. PADDOCK, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom were re- 
ferred the following bills, reported them severally without amendment, 
and submitted reports thereon: - 

A bill (H. R. 9668) granting a pension to Joseph Rosier; 

A bill (H. R. 210) granting a pension to Ephraim Nye; 

A bill (H. R. 7) ting a pension to Thomas B. Walsh; 

A bill (H. R. 308) granting a pension to John Lynn; 
A bill (H. R. 9178) granting a pension to Jane Jackson; 
A bill (H. R. pies granting increase of pension to Hugh Brady; and 

A bill (H. R. 9173) granting a pension to Mary J. Drake. 

Mr. JONES, of Arkansas, from the Committee on Indian Affairs, 
submitted a report to accompany the bill (S. 2407) to authorize the 
conveyance of certain Absentee Shawnee Indian lands in Kansas, here- 
tofore reported from that committee. 


CONDEMNED CANNON AND SMALL-ARMS, 


Mr. CAMERON, from the Committee on Naval Affairs, reported a 
bill (S. 3612) donating condemned cannon and small-arms to Naval 
Post No. 400, Grand Army of the Republic, Department of Pennsyl- 
vania, which was read twice by its title. 

Mr. CAMERON. I ask that the bill may be considered at this time. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill will be read at length for 
information, subject to objection. 

The Secretary read the bill. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Is there objection to the present con- 
sideration of the bill? 

! Mr. CULLOM. I thought there were no cannon or anything else 
of that kind to be given out. 

Mr. CAMERON. I have a letter from the Secretary of the Navy on 
the subject. I ask that the letter be read. 


Mr. CULLOM. I tried to get something of the kind through and 
failed. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The letter will be read. 

The Secretary read as follows: 

Navy DEPARTMENT, Washington, September 29, 1388, 

Sim: I have the honor to acknowledge the receipt of your communication of 
the 12th instant, inclosing a letter and other papers from Mr. John F. Mackie, 
Secretary of Naval Post No. 400, Grand Army of the Republic, cf Philadelphia, 
in relation to obtaining condemned cannon and smal) , for the purpose of 
decorating their hall, and esting information upon the roa Saye and, if the 
object desired can be accomplished by an act of Congress, that a bill to that effect 
be draughted by the Department. 

In reply I have to state that, from time to time, unserviceable cannon and 
small-arms are deposited at the several naval stations for inspection, and, when 
condemned as useless for naval purposes, they are, under the provisions of ex- 
isting law, sold at public auction and the proceeds deposited in the Treasury. 
The sums so realized are small, and it would seem that the principal advantage 
to the Government by so disposing of the same is in preventing an accumula- 
tion and consequent care of such old material as has been found to be no longer 
of use in the naval service. Iam, therefore, of opinion that the donation of the 
articles in question, for the purpose stated by Mr. Mackie, might very properly 
be authorized by Congress. 

I transmit herewith, as requested by you, a draught ofa bill providing for the 
donation of the arms mentioned by Mr. Mackie, and return his letter with its 
tacloteres full 

ery respectfully, 
sein aE 
ry © e 
Hon, J. D. CAMEROYN, me ER 
United States Senate. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
consideration of the bill ? 

Mr. CULLOM. I think I must object to its present consideration. 

Mr. CAMERON. Why does the Senator object? 


Is there objection to the present 


Mr. CULLOM. I want to see whether there can not be a general 
distribution of such cannon. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill will be placed on the Cai- 
endar. 


BILLS INTRODUCED. 


Mr. CAMERON introduced a bill (S. 3613) for the relief of the Stand- 
ard Under-ground Cable Company of Pittsburgh, Pa.; which was read 
twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Appropriations. 

Mr. MANDERSON introduced a bill (S. 3614) granting an increase 
of pension to William H. Webster; which was read twice by its title, 
and referred to the Committee on Pensions, 


DR. JOHN B. READ. 


Mr. EDMUNDS submitted the following order; which was consid- 
ered by unanimous consent, and agreed to: 


Ordered, That the Secretary return to the House of Representatives House 
enrolled bill No. 10633, entitled “An act for the relief of Dr. John B, Read,” with 
the message that before the delivery of said enrolled billto the Senate a motion 
bad been made in the Senate, pose to its rules, to reconsider the vote of the 
Senate passing said original bill, and the Senate had ordered that the House of 
Representatives bo requested to return said original bill tothe Senate. 


Mr. EDMUNDS. I offer a resolution, and ask for its present con- 
sideration. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The resolution will be read. 

The Secretary read as follows: 


Resolved, That the Secretary of War be, and he is hereby, directed to transmit 
to the Senate, as soon as possible, a copy of his letter and tie report of the board 
providet for by a joint resolution of this présent Con; and transmitted by 

im to the House of Representatives on the 4th day Fe Dym 1888, on the subject 
of Dr. John B. Read's claim, together with all orders, correspondence, and papers 
occurring, made or had on the subject of the said Read’s claim after the passage 
of said joint resolution. 

By unanimous consent, the Senate proceeded to consider the resolu- 
tion. 

Mr. HAWLEY. I wish to say with regard to this matter what I 
think the Senator from Vermont knows pey well, that the papers in 
the case have been several times called for, and all that we know of 
can be found, I think, in the files of the Committee on Military Affairs, 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I will state that under the joint resolution of 
June, I think it was, the Secretary of War was directed to report to 
Congress the findings of the military board that he should organize 
under that joint resolution, and all the evidence on that subject, to 
Congress. It appears that a communication of that kind was sent to 
Congress in the other branch on a date named in a report of a commit- 
tee; and that communication was never printed. In endeavoring yes- 
terday to find the papers to see what the communication of the Secre- 
tary of War was, I was informed that the letter of the Secretary of War 
sent in pursuant to the joint resolution was in the hands of one of two 
gentlemen who were named, members of the other House, and that 
they were both out of town. So what the Secretary of War said upon 
the subject it was impossible for me to ascertain. 

I did find in the committee of my friend from Connecticut what ap- 
pears to be the report of the board of officers organized by the 
of War pursuant to the joint resolution; but I could not find any of the 
evidence which had been submitted. I thought, therefore, it was bet- 
ter, considering the importance of the principle of this case when we 
come to consider it—although the amount, I believe, is only $17,000— 
that we should once for all get into the possession of this body the whole 
of the proceedings. 
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Mr. HAWLEY. The report of the board in full is in the files of the 
Senate Committee on Military Affairs, but undoubtedly there are papers 
that were submitted in evidence to the Army board which are still in 
the War Department, y 

Mr. HAMPTON. The bill was referred to me as a subcommittee of 
the Committee on Military Affairs. I offered the joint resolution 
which was passed requesting the Secretary of War to appoint a board 
of officers to pass upon the claim. The board was appointed and the 
Military Committee acted upon the report of that board. 

My own recollection is that the Secretary of War sent no communi- 
cation at all to the committee or to Congress. If so, I did not see it. 
It may have gone to some member of the other House; but we acted 
upon the report of the board of ordnance appointed by the Secretary 
of War, and we simply adopted the findings or recommendations of 
that board. I think the Secretary of War made no communications to 
the committee or to Congress, 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on agreeing to the 
resolution, 

The resolution was agreed to. 


VIOLATIONS OF CIVIL-SERVICE LAW. 


Mr. CHANDLER, I offer a resolution, and ask for its present con- 
sideration. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The resolution will be read. 

‘The Secretary read as follows: z 

Resolved, Thatthe Attorney-General be directed to inform the Senate whether 
or not during the present year there have come to the knowledge of the De- 
partment of Justice any violations by officers of the United States or other per- 
sons of sections 11 and 14 of the act of January 16, 1883, entitled “An act to 
regulate and improve the civil service of the United States;" and if so, whether 
or not any poeetnacee have been instituted to punish such violations under 
section 15 of said act, 

Mr. BERRY. Let that resolution go over, Mr. President. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Objection being made, the resolu- 
tion will lie over and be printed. 


NAVAL ASTRONOMICAL OBSERVATIONS, 


Mr. MANDERSON submitted the following concurrent resolution; 
which was referred to the Committee on Printing: 


Resolved by the Senate (the House of Representatives concurring), That the annual 
volumes of the astronomical observations of the Naval Observatory for 18~6, i857, 
and 1888 be printed, and that 1,800 additional copies of cach report be printed, 
of which 300 copies shall be for the use of the Senate, 700 copies for the use of 

*the huge of Representatives, and 800 copies for the use of the Navy Depart- 
ment. 


ANIMAL INDUSTRY REPORT. 


Mr. MANDERSON submitted the following concurrent resolution; 
which was referred to the Committee on Printing: 


Resolved by the Senate (the House of Representatives concurring therein), That there 
be printed 50,000 copies of the fourth annual report of the Bureau of Animal In- 
dustry for the year 1587, of which 13,000 copies shall be for the use of the mem- 
bers of the Senate, 27,000 copies for the use of members of the House of Repre- 
sentatives, and 10,000 copies for the use ot the Commissioner of Agriculture; 
the illustrations to be executed under the supervision of the Public Printer,in 
accordance with the directions of the Joint Committee on Printiug, the work to 
be subject to the approval of the Commissioner of Agriculture. 


MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 


A message from the House ef Representatives, by Mr. CLARK, its 
Clerk, announced that the House had directed the Clerk to return to 
the Senate, in accordance with its request, the bill (H. R. 10633) for 
the relief of Dr. John B. Read, and also to inform the Senate that the 
Speaker had signed the above enrolled bill before receiving a message 
of recall from the Senate. 

The message also announced that the House insisted upon its amend- 
ments to the bill (S. 3559) to amend section 2304 of the Revised Stat- 
utes of the United States to allow persons who have abandoned or re- 
linquished their homestead entries to make another entry, disagreed 
to by the Senate, agreed to the conference asked by the Senate on the 
disagreeing votes of the two Houses thereon, and had appointed Mr. Mc- 
RAE, Mr. WHEELER, and Mr, HERMANN the managers at the confer- 
ence on the part of the House. 

The message further announced that the House had passed the bill 
(S. 3427) to amend section 4474 of the Revised Statutes of the United 
States. 

POLITICAL REMOVALS FROM ARMORIES AND ARSENALS, 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair lays before the Senate a 
resolution coming over from yesterday in relation to political removals 
from armories and arsenals. The question is on agreeing to the reso- 
lution. 

Mr. TELLER. Mr. President, the Senator from Missouri [Mr. 
CocKRELL] yesterday in the course of his remarks read what appears 
to have been a newspaper article, although he does not say from whence 
he obtained it, reciting the proceedings of a Cabinet meeting in 1882 
with regard to political assessments. I should like to say to the Sen- 
ator from Missouri that while I do not pretend to recollect everything 
which may have occurred in a Cabinet meeting at which I was present 
(and it is asserted I was present, as all the members of the Cabinet 
were present except Mr. Lincoln), I have myself no recollection of any 
such meeting at anytime, About one thing I am certain, that neither 
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at any Cabinet meeting at wnicn I was present nor anywhere else was ` 
there ever a suggestion made by anybody that a failure to contribute 
to the political campaign should work any disaster or any danger to any 
incumbent of a public office. 

I do not say that there may not have been some discussion as to 
whether it was proper to allow these circulars to be sent to the De- 
partments. I have an impression that there was something of that 
kind, but it must be borne in mind that that was before the passage of 
the present civil-service law. 

I wish to say, further, that during the time I occupied an official posi- 
tion in one of the Departments of the Government I never heard a ques- 
tion raised that a failure to contribute was a matter to which the head 
of the Department, or the Executive, or anybody else, would pay the 
slightest attention. I think all my associates in the Cabinet will bear 
me out in saying that from the way the collections were made then, if 
made from public officials, it was utterly impossible, without great 
effort on the purt of the head of a Department, to find out who had paid 
and who had not. So far as I am concerned, I never knew who had 
paid and who had not; neither do I believe any other member of the 
Cabinet did. 

I recognize the necessity in every political campaign that there should 
be what is ordinarily called ‘‘the sinews of war.” I know a campaign 
can not be properly conducted without some expense. There must be 
clerk-hire, there must be postage, there must be printing, and a great 
variety of things paid for. When a committee attempts to reach out 
and have its influence felt in every part of this great country, the ex- 
pense must amount in the aggregate to considerable; but I will say for 
myself that I regard it as a very grave misfortune that the people shall 
have come to beliéve that vast sums of money are collected or are nec- 
essary for the carrying on of political campaigns. 

I do not think it is promotive of good morals to have the people of 
the United States believe that the success of either party in these cam- 
psigns depends upon the amount of bank capital they are able to raise, 
if that is true, in this campaign I think the Republican party might 
as well surrender now as atany other time. The ability of our Demo- 
cratic friends to raise money, not only in this campaign, butin all other 
campaigns, has always greatly exceeded that of the Republican party, 
unless it may have been immediately after the war, when they were 
in the demoralized condition they were, growing out of their connec- 
tion with the rebellion. 

To begin with, they have asolid South, in which it is not necessary 
that a dollar shall be expended for the publication of political docu- 
ments, for the less of that their people have in that section of the coun- 
try the more likely they are tosucceed. The 153 votes that represent 
the Democratic solid South in the electoral college can he won, with 
the exception perhaps of West Virginia and Virginia, without a eon- 
test. It does not take an effort. ‘That is done in most of those States 
not by determining what is the will or what is the wish of the voters 
of that State, but it depends entirely upon the ability of the counting 
officers to transfer to the proper column a sufficient number of figures 
to indicate the election of the Democratic candidates. 

So they need no money in the solid South. That enables them to 
do as they did in 1884—to call upon the solid South for contributions 
to be used in the North. It was reported in 1884, and undoubtedly 
truthfully, that the State of Georgia and other Southern States fur- 
nished the Democratic national committee a large amount of money to 
carry on the campaign. I have never heard it denied. They cer- 
tainly had no need of it in their own State, and undoubtedly they had 
the financial ability and the disposition to assist by furnishing means 
to the committee for use in the Northern States. 

Starting with 153 votes they do not need a great deal of money, I 
repeat, to make a very great showing in the States that are doubtful. 
If they can carry New York, Connecticut, and Indiana, or perhaps 
some other State of about the same electoral strength as Indiana or Con- 
necticut, the contest is over. So this great contest, involving the po- 
litical destiny of this people, involving our economical and industrial 
interests everywhere in the Union, is left to a few doubtful States, not 
to exceed four, and the contest is there carried on. 

I said a moment ago that the Democratic party had the opportunity, 
had the means, had the power to raise vast sums of money for the 
purpose of carrying on this and other campaigns, I only need to 
name the fact that at the head of their committee they have put the 
most distinguished capitalist of this country, if not of the world; and 
that to-day it is an open secret that all the men who control immense 
wealth in this country, all the men in this country of extraordinary 
wealth, no matter how acquired, are in full sympathy with the effort 
to repeat this Democratic Administration. 

With nearly $60,000,000 of the people’s money in the banks through- 
out the United States that ought to have been in public circulation 
and not in the banks, which ought to have been paid upon the public 
debt of the United States, it is easy for the Democratic national com- 
mittee to call upon the people who are plundering the Government in 
this way for their contributions, and they will hardly say “* nay ™ to 
them when the retention of this money, for which they pay no inter- 
est whatever, in the banks depends upon the good-will of a Demo» 


